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V'  3  ^  MEMBERS  OF  THE  GOVERNMENT 


OF  THE 


ON.  JOHN  JOSEPH  CALDWELL  ABBOTT,  D.C.L.,  Q.C. 

[Created  a  Knight  Commander  of  the  Order  of  St.  Michael  and  St.  George ,  21fth  May,  189 2] 


AT  THE  OPENING  OF  THE 

SECOND  SESSION  OF  THE  SEVENTH  PARLIAMENT 

1892 


President  of  the  Council  (Premier) 
Minister  of  Militia  and  Defence 
Postmaster  General  - 
Minister  of  Agriculture 
Minister  of  Inland  Revenue  - 
Without  Portfolio 
Minister  of  Customs  - 
Minister  of  J ustice  - 
Minister  of  Finance  - 
Minister  of  Marine  and  Fisheries 
Minister  of  Railways  and  Canals  - 
Minister  of  the  Interior 
Minister  of  Public  Works 
Secretary  of  State  - 


-  Hon.  J ohn  J oseph  Caldwell  Abbott,  D.  C.  L. ,  Q.  C. 
Hon.  Mackenzie  Bowell. 

-  Hon.  Sir  Adolphe  P.  Caron,  K.C.M.G.,  Q.C. 

Hon.  John  Carling. 

-  Hon.  John  Costigan. 

Hon.  Frank  Smith. 

-  Hon.  Joseph  Adolphe  Chaplf.au,  LL.D.,  Q.C. 

Sir  John  Sparrow  David  Thompson,  K.C.M.G.,Q.C 

-  Hon.  George  Eulas  Foster. 

Hon.  Charles  Hibbert  Tupper,  LL.B.,  Q.C. 

-  Hon.  John  Graham  Haggart. 

Hon.  Edgar  Dewdney. 

Hon.  Joseph  Aldric  Ouimet,  LL.B.,  Q.C. 

Hon.  James  Colebrooke  Patterson. 


Clerk  of  the  Privy  Council  -  John  Joseph  McGee,  Esq. 


OFFICERS  OF  THE  HOUSE  OF  COMMONS: 

\ 


Hon.  Peter  White  - 
J  oseph  G.  H.  Bergeron,  M.  P. 

J  ohn  G.  Bourinot,  Esq. 

Francois  Fortunat  Rouleau,  Esq. 
Lieut.-Col.  Henry  Robert  Smith  - 


Speaker. 

-  Deputy  Speaker. 
Clerk  of  the  House. 
Clerk  Assistant. 

-  Serjeant-at-Arms. 


OFFICIAL  REPORTERS : 


George  B.  Bradley 
Stephen  A.  Abbott  - 

E.  Joseph  Duggan 
Albert  Horton 

F.  R.  Marceau  *  - 

J.  O.  Marceau  - 
Thos.  John  Richardson 
Thos.  P.  Owens 
Alphonse  Desjardins f 
John  Chas.  Boyce 


Chief  Reporter. 
1 


►Reporters. 


-  Assistant  to  Chief  Reporter. 


*  Died  4th  April,  1892. 

t  Alphonse  Desjardins,  appointed  22nd  April,  1892. 
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ALPHABETICAL  LIST 


OF  THE 

# 

CONSTITUENCIES  AND  MEMBERS 


OF  THE 

HOUSE  OF  COMMONS 


Second  Session  of  the  Seventh  Parliament  of  the  Dominion  of  Canada 

1892. 


Addington — George  W.  W.  D.awson. 

Albert — Richard  Chapman  Weldon. 

Alberta— Donald  Watson  Davis. 

Algoma — George  Hugh  Macdonell. 

Annapolis— John  B.  Mills. 

Antigonish — Hon.  Sir  John  Thompson,  K.C.M.G. 
Argenteuil— Thomas  Christie. 

Assiniboia,  East— Hon.  Edgar  Dewdney. 
Assiniboia,  West — Nicholas  Flood  Davin. 


Cornwall  and  Stormont — Darby  Bergin. 
Cumberland— Arthur  R.  Dickey. 

Digby— Edward  Charles  Bowers. 

Dorchester— Cyrille  Emile  Vaillan court. 
Drummond  and  Arthabaska — Joseph  Lavergne. 
Dundas— Hugo  H.  Ross. 

Durham,  E.  Riding — Thomas  Dixon  Craig. 
Durham,  W.  Riding — Robert  Beith. 


Bagot — Flavien  Dupont. 

Beauce — Joseph  Godbout. 

Beauharnois — Joseph  Gedeon  Horace  Bergeron. 
Bellechasse — Guillaume  Amyot. 

Berthier — Cleophas  Beausoleil. 

Bonaventure — William  Le  Boutillier  Fauvel. 
Bothwell— Hon.  David  Mills. 

Brant,  N.  Riding— James  Somerville. 

Brant,  S.  Riding— William  Paterson. 
Brockville— John  Fisher  Wood. 

Brome — Eugene  A.  Dyer. 

Bruce,  E.  Riding — Henry  Cargill. 

Bruce,  N.  Riding — Alexander  McNeill. 

Bruce,  W.  Riding — James  Rowand. 


f.pp  tWtv™  f  Hector  F.  McDougall. 

Cape  Breton-  \  David  McKeen. 

Cardwell — Robert  Smeaton  White. 

Carleton  (N.B. ) — Newton  Ramsay  Colter.* 
Carleton  (O.)— William  T.  Hodgins. 

Cariboo — Frank  S.  Barnard. 

Chambly — Raymond  Prefontaine. 

Champlain — Onesime  Carignan. 

Charlevoix— Henry  Simard. 

Charlotte — Arthur  Hill  Gillmor. 

Chateauguay — James  Pollock  Brown. 

Chicoutimi  and  Saguenay — Paul  Vilmond  Savard. 
Colchester— William  A.  Patterson. 

Compton — Rufus  Henry  Pope. 


Elgin,  E.  Riding — Andrew  B.  Ingram. 

Elgin,  W.  Riding— George  Elliott  Casey. 

Essex,  N.  Riding — William  McGregor. 

Essex,  S.  Riding — Henry  W.  Allan. 

r  Hon.  George  Airey  Kirkpatrick,  f 
Frontenac— [  Hiram  A  Calvin. 


Gasp£ — Louis  Zephirin  Joncas. 

Glengarry — Roderick  R.  McLennan. 
Gloucester — Kennedy  F.  Burns. 
Grenville,  S.  Riding — John  Dowsley  Reid. 
Grey,  E.  Riding — Thomas  S  Sproule. 

Grey,  N.  Riding — J ames  Masson. 

Grey,  S.  Riding-  George  Landerkin. 
Guysborough — Duncan  C.  Fraser. 


Haldimand — Walter  Humphries  Montague. 

f  Thomas  E.  Kenny. 

I  John  Fitz-William  Stairs. 


Halifax- 


Halton— David  Henderson. 

rr .  f  Alexander  McKay. 

Hamilton  |  gamuej  g#  Ryckman. 

Hants — Alfred  Putman. 

Hastings,  E.  Riding — William  B.  Northrup. 
Hastings,  N.  Riding — Hon.  Mackenzie  Bowell. 
Hastings,  W.  Riding— Henry  Corby. 
Hochelaga — Alphonse  Desjardins. 
Huntingdon — Julius  Scriver. 


*  Unseated  ;  re-elected ;  took  seat  21st  April,  1892. 

t  Appointed  Lteutenant-Governor  of  Ontario.  Mr.  Calvin  elected  ;  took  seat  15th  June,  1892. 


VI 


LIST  OF  MEMBERS  OF  THE  HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 


Huron,  E.  Riding'— Peter  Macdonald. 

Huron,  S.  Riding— John  McMillan. 

Huron,  W.  Riding — Hon.  James  Colebrooke 
Patterson. 

Iberville — Francois  Bechard. 

Inverness — Hugh  Cameron. 

Jacques  Cartier — Desire  Girouard. 

J oliette — U rbain  Lippe. 

Kamouraska — Henry  George  Carroll. 

Kent  (N.B.) — Edward  H.  Leger. 

Kent  (O. ) — Archibald  Campbell. 

King’s  (N.B.) — Hon.  George  Eulas  Foster. 

King’s  (N.S.) — Frederick  W.  Borden. 

King’s  (P.  E.  I.)— {  MacdonaM- 

Kingston — James  Henry  Metcalfe. 


Lambton,  E.  Riding— George  Moncrieff. 

Lambton,  W.  Riding — James  Frederick  Lister. 
Lanark,  N.  Riding — Bennett  Rosamond. 

Lanark,  S.  Riding — Hon.  John  Graham  Haggart. 
Laprairie — Louis  Conrad  Pelletier. 

L’Assomption —  /  Joseph  Gauthier.  * 

(  Hormidas  Jeannotte. 

Laval- — Hon.  Joseph  Aldric  Ouimet. 

Leeds  and  Grenville,  N.  Riding — Charles  Fred¬ 
erick  Ferguson. 

Leeds,  S.  Riding — George  Taylor. 

Lennox— Uriah  Wilson. 


Levis — Pierre  Malcolm  Guay. 

Lincoln  and  Niagara — William  Gibson. 
Lisgar — Arthur  Wellington  Ross. 
L’Islet — Louis  George  Desjardins. 
London— Hon.  John  Carling. 
Lotbiniere— C6me  Isai'e  Rinfret. 
Lunenburg — Charles  Edwin  Kaulbach. 


Marquette — Robert  Watson. 

Maskinonge — Joseph  Hormisdas  Legris. 

Megantic — Louis  J.  Cote,  alias  Frechette. 
Middlesex,  E.  Riding — Joseph  Henry  Marshall. 
Middlesex,  N.  Riding  -  William  H.  Hutchins. 
Middlesex,  S.  Riding — James  Armstrong. 
Middlesex,  W.  Riding — William  Frederick  Roome. 
Missisquoi — George  Barnard  Baker. 

Monck — Arthur  Boyle. 

Montcalm— Louis  E.  Dugas. 

Montmagny — Philippe  A.  Choquette. 

Montmorency — Arthur  J.  Turcotte. 

Montreal,  Centre — John  Joseph  Curran. 
Montreal,  East — Alphonse  Telesphore  Lepine. 
Montreal,  West— Sir  Donald  Smith,  K.C.M.G. 
Muskoka — William  Edward  O’Brien. 


Napierville — Dominique  Monet. 

New  Westminster — Gordon  E.  Corbould. 
Nicolet — Joseph  Hector  Leduc. 


Norfolk,  N.  Riding — John  Charlton. 

Norfolk,  S.  Riding — David  Tisdale. 
Northumberland  (N.B.) — Michael  Adams. 
Northumberland  (O.)  E.R. — Edward  Cochrane. 
Northumberland  (O.)  W.R. — George  Guillet. 


Ontario,  N.  Riding — Frank  Madill. 

Ontario,  S.  Riding — William  Smith. 

Ontario,  W.  Riding — James  David  Edgar. 

A™.w.  n-f,r  f  Charles  Herbert  Mackintosh. 
Ottawa,  City— |  Honor6  RobiUard 

Ottawa,  County — Charles  Ramsay  Devlin. 

Oxford,  N.  Riding — James  Sutherland. 

Oxford,  S.  Riding — Hon.  Sir  Richard  Cartwright, 
K.C.M.G. 

P eel  — J oseph  F eatherston. 

Perth,  N.  Riding — James  Nicol  Grieve. 

Perth,  S.  Riding — William  Pridham. 

Peterborough,  E.  Riding — John  Burnham. 

Peterborough,  W.  Riding — James  Stevenson. 

f  Hon.  Charles  Hibbert  Tupper. 

PIC  TOU  ^  John  McDougald> 

Pontt  ac—  I  Thomas  Murray.  + 

Pontiac  \  John  Bryson. 

Portneuf— Arthur  Delisle. 

Prescott — Isidore  Proulx. 

Prince  (P.E.I.)-  P61Ty' 

Prince  Edward — Archibald  Campbell  Miller. 
Provencher — Alphonse  A.  C.  LaRiviere. 


(Quebec, 

Quebec, 

Quebec, 

Quebec, 

Queen’s 

Queen’s 

Queen’s 


Centre— Francis  Langelier. 

East — Hon.  Wilfred  Laurier. 
West— John  Hearn. 

County — Jules  J.  T.  Fremont. 
(N.B.) — George  Frederick  Baird. 
(N.S.) — Francis  Gordon  Forbes. 

f  Louis  Henry  Davies. 
/William  Welsh. 


(P.E.I.)- 


Kenfrew,  N.  Riding — Hon.  Peter  White. 
Renfrew,  S.  Riding— John  Ferguson. 

Restigouche — John  McAlister. 

Richelieu — Arthur  Aime  Bruneau. 

Richmond  (N.S.) — Joseph  A.  Gillies. 

Richmond  and  Wolfe  (Q.) — Clarence  C.  Cleveland. 
Rimouski — Hon.  Sir  Adolphe  Caron,  K.C.M.G. 
Rouville — Louis  Philippe  Brodeur. 

Russell — William  Cameron  Edwards. 

St.  Hyacinthe— Michel  E.  Bernier. 

St.  John  (N.B.)  City — Ezekiel  McLeod. 

St.  John  (N.B.)  City  and 

St.  John’s  (Q. ) — Frangois  Bourassa. 

St.  Maurice — Frangois  Severe  L.  Desaulniers. 
Saskatchewan— Day  Hart  Macdowall. 

Selkirk — Thomas  Mayne  Daly. 

Sheffoiid — John  Robbins  Sanborn. 

Shelburne— Nathaniel  W.  White. 


*  Unseated.  Mr.  Jeannotte  elected  ;  took  seat  15th  June,  1892. 
t  Mr.  Murray  unseated.  Mr.  Bryson  elected  ;  took  seat  7tli  July,  1892. 


LIST  OF  MEMBERS  OF  THE  HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 
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Sherbrooke — William  Bullock  Ives. 

Simcoe,  E.  Riding — William  H.  Bennett. 

Simcoe,  N.  Riding — Dalton  McCarthy. 

Simcoe,  S.  Riding — Richard  Tyrwhitt. 

Soulanges — James  William  Bain. 

Stanstead — Timothy  Byron  Rider. 

Sunbury — Robert  Duncan  Wilmot. 

Temiscouata — Paul  Etienne  Grandbois. 
Terrebonne — Hon.  Joseph  Adolphe  Chapleau. 
Three  Rivers — Hon.  Sir  Hector  Lange  vin,  K.C.M.G. 
Toronto,  Centre — George  Ralph  R.  Cockburn. 
Toronto,  East — Emerson  Coats  worth,  jun. 
Toronto,  West — Frederick  Charles  Denison,  C.M.G. 
Two  Mountains— Joseph  Girouard. 

■  -  .  -  r 

Vancouver  Island— David  William  Gordon. 
Vaudreuil— Hugh  McMillan. 

Vercheres— Hon.  Felix  Geoffrion. 

V—  (B.C.)  {"  Gawler  Prior. 

Victoria  (N.B.) — Hon.  John  Costigan. 

Victoria  (N.S.) — John  Archibald  McDonald. 


Victoria,  (O.),  N.  Riding — Samuel  Hughes. 
Victoria  (O.),  S.  Riding— Charles  Fairbairn. 


Waterloo,  N.  Riding — Isaac  Erb  Bowman. 

Waterloo,  S.  Riding — James  Livingston. 

irr  A VTT>  (William  M.  German.  * 

Welland  |  j ames  A.  Lowell. 

Wellington,  C.  Riding— Andrew  Semple. 
Wellington,  N.  Riding — James  McMullen.  , 
Wellington,  S.  Riding — James  Innes. 
Wentworth,  N.  Riding — Thomas  Bain. 
Wentworth,  S.  Riding— Franklin  M.  Carpenter. 
Westmoreland— Josiah  Wood. 

W innipeg  -Hugh  J ohn  Macdonald. 

Yale — John  Andrew  Mara. 

Yamaska — Roch  Molse  Samuel  Mignault. 
Yarmouth — Thomas  Barnard  Flint. 

York  (N.B.) — Thomas  Temple. 

Von*  ^  F  BidiW—  (  Hon-  Alex-  Mackenzie,  + 
York  (O.)  E.  Riding  \  William  Findlay  Maclean. 

York  (O.)  N.  Riding — William  Mulock. 

York  (O.)  W.  Riding — N.  Clarke  Wallace. 


*  Unseated.  Mr.  Lowell  elected  ;  took  seat  17th  May,  1892. 
tDied.  Mr.  Maclean  elected  ;  took  seat  20th  May,  1892. 


SELECT  COMMITTEE  APPOINTED  TO  SUPERVISE  THE  PUBLICATION  OF  THE 
OFFICIAL  REPORTS  OF  THE  DEBATES  OF  THE  HOUSE. 


Bechard,  Mr.  Francis  (Iberville). 
Beausoleil,  Mr.  Cleophas  (Berthier ). 
Cameron,  Mr.  Hugh  (Inverness). 

Charlton,  Mr.  John  (North  Norfolk). 

D AVIN,  Mr.  N.  F.  (  West  Assiniboia ). 
Desjardins,  Mr.  Alphonse  (Hochelaga). 
Innes,  Mr.  James  (South  Wellington). 
LaRiviere,  Mr.  Alphonse  A.  C.  ( Provencher ). 


Prior,  Mr.  Edward  Gawler  (Victoria,  B.C.) 
Scriver,  Mr.  Julius  (Huntingdon). 

Skinner,  Charles  N.  (St.  John  City  and  County )» 
Somerville,  Mr.  James  ( West  Bruce). 

Taylor,  Mr.  George  (South  Leeds). 

Weldon,  Mr.  R.  Chapman  (Albert). 

W hite,  Mr.  Robert  Smeaton  ( Cardwell ). 


Chairman: — Mr.  Alphonse  Desjardins  ( Hochdaga). 


LIST  OF  PAIRS  DURING  THE  SESSION 


\ 


On  Mr.  Mills’s  (Bothwell)  proposed  resolution  (Com¬ 
mercial  Treaties)  in  amendment  to  motion  for 
Committee  of  Supply,  7th  April  : — 

Ministerial .  Opposition. 

Mr.  CORBY.  Sir  RICHARD  CART¬ 

WRIGHT. 

Mr.  DICKEY.  Mr.  FORBES. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Annapolis).  Mr.  FLINT. 

Mr.  AMYOT.  Mr.  FREMONT. 

Mr.  TURCOTTE.  Mr.  FAUVEL. 


Ministerial. 

Mr.  LEPINE. 

Mr.  MACDOWALL. 
Mr.  CLEVELAND. 

Mr.  ADAMS. 

Mr.  JONCAS. 

Mr.  PUTNAM. 

Mr.  WOOD  (Westmore¬ 
land). 

Mr.  STEVENSON. 

Mr.  GRANDBOIS. 


Opposition. 

Mr.  DELISLE. 

Mr.  FAUVEL. 

Mr.  CARROLL. 

Mr.  COLTER. 

Mr.  BEAUSOLEIL. 
Mr.  EDWARDS. 
Mr.  WELSH. 

Mr.  SCRIVER. 

Mr.  BOURASSA. 


On  Mr.  Laurier’s  proposed  resolution  (Diplomatic 
Papers)  in  amendment  to  motion  for  Committee 
of  Supply,  28th  April  : — 


Mr.  BAKER. 

Mr.  TAYLOR. 

Mr.  DYER. 

Mr.  FERGUSON. 
Mr.  HEARN. 

Mr.  CLEVELAND. 


Mr.  FREMONT. 

Mr.  SUTHERLAND. 
Mr.  RIDER. 

Mr.  CARROLL. 

Mr.  CHOQUETTE. 
Mr.  GUAY. 


On  Mr.  McCarthy’s  motion  for  second  reading  of 
Bill  27  (N.  W.T.  Act  Amendment)  11th  May  : — 

Mr.  SPROULE.  Mr.  FORBES. 

Mr.  TAYLOR.  Mr.  POPE. 

Mr.  FERGUSON( Leeds).  Mr.  CLEVELAND. 

Mr.  WOOD  (Rrockville).  Mr.  GRANDBOIS. 

Mr.  SUTHERLAND.  Mr.  GUAY. 

Mr.  BOYLE.  Mr.  PREFONTAINE. 

Mr.  KIRKPATRICK.  Mr.  BAKER. 


On  Mr.  Edgar’s  proposed  resolution  (Charges  against 
Sir  Adolphe  Caron)  to  refer  to  Committee  on 
Privileges  and  Elections,  4th  May  : — - 


On  Mr.  Laurier’s  amendment  (Charges  against  Sir 
Adolphe  Caron  by  Mr.  Edgar)  to  refer  to  Special 
Committee,  to  Sir  John  Thompson’s  proposed 
resolution  approving  appointment  of  Judges,  27th 
May  : — 

Mr.  PRIOR. 


Mr.  TEMPLE. 

Mr.  BERGIN. 

Mr.  WOOD  (Westmore¬ 
land). 

Mr.  GIROUARD  (Jac¬ 
ques  Cartier). 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU. 

Mr.  ROSAMOND. 


Mr.  POPE. 

Mr.  MASSON. 

Mr.  PRIOR. 

Mr.  BERGIN. 

Mr.  GIROUARD  (Jac¬ 
ques  Cartier). 

Mr.  CARPENTER. 

Mr.  NORTHRUP. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU. 

Mr.  HEARN. 


Mr.  GILLMOR. 

Mr.  CHARLTON. 

Mr.  WALSH. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE. 

Mr.  DELISLE. 

Mr.  BOWMAN. 


Mr.  CHOQUETTE. 
Mr.  mcmullen. 

Mr.  EDGAR. 

Mr.  ARMSTRONG. 
Mr.  PREFONTAINE. 

Mr.  BAIN. 

Mr.  INNES. 

Mr.  BOWMAN. 

Mr.  FREMONT. 


Mr.  ROSS  (Lisgar). 

Mr.  DUGAS. 

Mr.  McKAY. 

Mr.  HEARN. 

Mr.  STAIRS. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell). 
Mr.  BERGIN. 

Mr.  JONCAS. 

Mr.  CORBY. 

Mr.  CLEVELAND. 

Mr.  GIROUARD  (Jac¬ 
ques  Cartier) 

Mr.  GRANDBOIS. 

Mr.  BERGERON. 

Mr.  GILLIES. 

Mr.  WOOD  (Westmore¬ 
land). 

Mr.  COATSWORTH. 


Mr.  EDGAR. 

Mr.  WATSON. 

Mr.  BRUNEAU. 

Mr.  FORBES. 

Mr.  CHOQLTETTE. 

Mr.  McGregor. 

Mr.  GILLMOR. 

Mr.  MACDONALD 

(Huron). 

Mr.  FAUVEL. 

Mr.  GIBSON. 

Mr.  CARROLL. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE. 

Mr.  GUAY. 

Mr.  SUTHERLAND. 
Mr.  MULOCK. 

Mr.  WELSH. 

Mr.  ALLAN. 


On  Mr.  Lister’s  proposed  resolution  (Charges  against 
Judge  Elliott  re  London  Election)  to  refer 
Hobbs’s  and  others  Petition  to  a  Special  Com¬ 
mittee,  9th  May  : — 


X 


LIST  OF  FAIRS  DURING  THE  SESSION 


On  Mr.  Laurier’s  amendment  (referring  B.  to  a 
Conference)  to  Sir  John  Thompson’s  motion  for 
second  reading  of  Bill  76  (Representation  in  the 
House  of  Commons)  2nd  June 


Ministerial. 

Mr.  PRIOR. 

Mr.  FOSTER. 

Mr.  BOWELL. 

Mr.  TAYLOR. 

Mr.  MONTAGUE. 

Mr.  GIROUARD  (Jac¬ 
ques  Cartier). 

Mr.  McDonald  (Vic- 


Opposition. 

Mr.  EDGAR. 

Mr.  GILLMOR. 

Mr.  LISTER. 

Mr.  SUTHERLAND. 
Mr.  MULOCK. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE. 

Mr.  FAUVEL. 


toria). 

Mr.  Me  KEEN. 

Mr.  CRAIG. 

Mr.  BURNS. 

Mr.  MARSHALL. 
Mr.  PELLETIER, 
Mr.  IVES. 


Mr.  BORDEN. 

Mr.  FORBES. 

Mr.  GIBSON. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN. 
Mr.  CHARLTON. 
Mr.  DELISLE. 


On  Mr.  McCarthy’s  amendment  to  Sir  John 
Thompson’s  motion  for  second  reading  of  Bill  76 
(Representation  in  the  House  of  Commons)  9th 
June : — 


Mr.  TUPPER.  Mr. 

Mr.  McMILLAN  (Vau-  Mr. 
dreuil). 

Mr.  GIROUARD  (Two  Mr. 
Mountains). 

Mr.  McDOUGALL(C.B.)  Mr. 


Mr.  WOOD  (Westmore-  Mr. 
land). 

Mr.  COCHRANE.  Mr. 

Mr.  GORDON.  Mr. 

Mr.  CRAIG.  Mr. 

Mr.  LEPINE.  Mr. 

Mr.  DESJARDINS  Mr. 

(L’lslet). 

Mr.  GIROUARD  (Jac¬ 
ques  Cartier).  Mr. 

Mr.  CORBY.  Mr. 


FRASER, 

BRODEUR. 

FREMONT. 

FORBES. 

WELSH. 


BOWMAN. 

CAMPBELL. 

VAILLANCOURT. 

DELISLE. 

MONET. 


PREFONTAINE. 

ARMSTRONG. 


On  Mr.  Somerville’s  amendment  to  Sir  John 
Thompson’s  motion  for  second  reading  of  Bill  76 
(Representation  in  the  House  of  Commons)  14th 
June  : — 


Mr.  TUPPER. 

Mr.  TYRWHITT. 

Mr.  BERGIN. 

Mr.  GIROUARD  (Jac¬ 
ques  Cartier). 

Mr.  CLEVELAND. 

Mr.  McDOUGALL(C.B. 
Mr.  RYCIvMAN. 

Mr.  MASSON. 

Mr.  LUPINE. 

Mr.  BURNHAM. 


Mr.  FRASER. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL. 

Mr.  DEVLIN. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE. 

Mr.  CARROLL. 

Mr.  FORBES. 

Mr.  EDGAR. 

Mr.  LISTER. 

Mr.  DELISLE. 

Mr.  BEAUSOLEIL. 


Mr.  WHITE  (Shelburne).  Mr.  CHARLTON. 


Ministerial.  Opposition. 

Mr.  GIROUARD  (Two  Mr.  FREMONT. 
Mountains). 

Mr.  STEVENSON.  Mr.  SCRIVER, 


On  Sir  John  Thompson’s  motion  (second  reading  of 
Bill  76  (Representation  in  the  House  of  Com¬ 


mons)  14th  June  : — 

Mr.  TUPPER, 

Mr.  TYRWHITT. 

Mr.  BERGIN. 

Mr.  GIROUARD  (Jac¬ 
ques  Cartier). 

Mr.  CLEVELAND. 

Mr.  McDOUGALL(C.B 
Mr.  RYCKMAN. 

Mr.  MASSON. 

Mr.  LEPINE. 

Mr.  BURNHAM. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Shelburne), 
Mr.  GIROUARD  (Two 
Mountains). 

Mr.  STEVENSON. 


Mr.  FRASER. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL. 

Mr.  DEVLIN. 

Mr.  PREFONTAINE. 

Mr.  CARROLL. 

)  Mr.  FORBES. 

Mr.  EDGAR. 

Mr.  LISTER. 

Mr.  DELISLE. 

Mr.  BEAUSOLEIL. 
Mr.  CHARLTON. 

Mr.  FREMONT. 

Mr.  SCRIVER. 


On  Sir  Richard  Cartwright’s  amendment  (Redis¬ 
tribution  of  Ontario)  to  Sir  John  Thompson’s 
motion  for  third  reading  of  Bill  76  (Representa¬ 
tion  in  the  House  of  Commons)  28th  June  : — 


Mr.  TAYLOR, 

Mr.  MACDONALD 
(Winnipeg). 

Mr.  RYCKMAN. 
Mr.  McKEEN. 

Mr.  IVES. 

Mr.  CLEVELAND. 
Mr.  CAMERON. 
Mr.  HAZEN. 

Mr.  TUPPER. 

Mr.  JONCAS. 

Mr.  MONCRIEFF. 
Mr.  HEARN. 


Mr.  SUTHERLAND. 
Mr.  CHOQUETTE. 

Mr.  DEVLIN. 

Mr.  BORDEN. 

Mr.  EDGAR. 

Mr.  CARROLL. 

Mr.  FRASER. 

Mr.  GILLMOR. 

Mr.  McGREGOR. 

Mr.  BRUNEAU. 

Mr.  BRODEUR. 

Mr.  FREMONT. 


On  Mr.  Yeo’s  amendment  (Redistribution  of  Prince 
Edward  Island)  28th  June  : — 


Mr.  TAYLOR, 

Mr.  MACDONALD 
(Winnipeg). 

Mr.  RYCKMAN. 
Mr.  McKEEN. 

Mr.  IVES. 

Mr.  CLEVELAND. 
Mr.  CAMERON. 
Mr.  HAZEN. 

Mr.  TUPPER. 

Mr.  JONCAS. 

Mr.  MONCRIEFF. 
Mr.  HEARN. 


Mr.  SUTHERLAND. 
Mr.  CHOQUETTE. 

Mr.  DEVLIN. 

Mr.  BORDEN. 

Mr.  EDGAR. 

Mr.  CARROLL. 

Mr.  FRASER. 

Mr.  GILLMOR. 

Mr.  McGREGOR. 

Mr.  BRUNEAU. 

Mr.  BRODEUR. 

Mr.  FREMONT. 
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On  Mr.  B^chard’s  amendment  (Missisquoi  and 
Iberville  Counties)  28th  June  : — 


Ministerial. 
Mr.  TAYLOR. 

Mr.  MACDONALD 
(Winnipeg). 

Mr.  RYCKMAN. 
Mr.  McKEEN. 

Mr.  IVES. 

Mr.  CLEVELAND. 
Mr.  CAMERON. 
Mr.  HAZEN. 

Mr.  TUPPER. 

Mr.  JONCAS. 

Mr.  MONCRIEFF. 
Mr.  HEARN. 


Opposition. 

Mr.  SUTHERLAND. 
Mr.  CHOQUETTE. 

Mr.  EDWARDS. 

Mr.  BORDEN. 

Mr.  EDGAR. 

Mr.  CARROLL. 

Mr.  FRASER. 

Mr.  GILLMOR. 

Mr.  McGregor. 

Mr.  BRUNEAU. 

Mr.  BRODEUR. 

Mr.  FREMONT. 


On  Mr.  Laurier’s  amendment  (Concurrence  in 
resolution  re  salary  of  Chief  Clerk,  Department 
of  Interior)  2nd  July  : — 


Mr.  FRECHETTE. 
Sir  J.  THOMPSON. 
Mr.  CORBOULD. 
Mr.  TAYLOR. 

Mr.  MACDONALD 
(Winnipeg). 


Mr.  LAVERGNE. 

Mr.  FORBES. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.) 
Mr.  SUTHERLAND. 
Mr.  CHOQUETTE. 


On  Mr.  Armstrong’s  amendment  (refer  back  to 
Committee)  to  Sir  John  Thompson’s  motion  for 
third  reading  of  Bill  67  (Voters’  Lists,  1891)  4th 
July  : — 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.) 
Mr.  CHOQUETTE. 


Mr.  CORBOULD. 
Mr.  MACDONALD 
(Winnipeg). 

Mr.  FRECHETTE. 


Mr.  LAVERGNE. 


Ministerial. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU. 

Mr.  OUIMET. 

Mr.  WOOD  (Westmore¬ 
land). 

Mr.  TUPPER. 


Opposition. 

Mr.  GUAY. 

Mr.  RINFRET. 
Mr.  WELSH. 

Mr.  FLINT. 


On  Mr.  Laurier’s  amendment  to  Mr.  Foster’s 
motion  for  third  reading  of  Bill  99  (St.  John 
Harbour  Commission)  6th  July  : — 

Mr.  CORBOULD.  Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.) 

Mr.  MACDONALD  Mr.  CHOQUETTE. 
(Winnipeg). 

Mr.  WOOD  (Westmore-  Mr.  WELSH, 
land). 

Mr.  McDOUGALL(C.B.)  Mr.  FRASER. 

Mr.  RYCKMAN.  Mr.  PERRY. 

Mr.  McLEAN  (P.E.I.)  Mr.  YEO. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  Mr.  MULOCIv. 


On  Mr.  Edgar’s  amendment  (postponing  concur¬ 
rence  in  subsidy  to  Temiscouata  Railway  Com¬ 


pany)  6th  July  : — 
Mr.  CORBOULD. 

Mr.  MACDONALD 
(Winnipeg). 

Mr.  WOOD  (Westmore¬ 
land  ). 

Mr.  McDOUGALL(C.B. 
Mr.  RYCKMAN. 

Mr.  McLEAN  (P.E.I.) 
Mr.  TUPPER. 


Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.) 
Mr.  CHOQUETTE. 

Mr.  WELSH. 

Mr.  FRASER. 

Mr.  PERRY. 

Mr.  YEO. 

Mr.  MULOCK. 
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House  of  Commons  Debates* 


SECOND  SESSION-SEVENTH  PARLIAMENT. 


HOUSE  OP  COMMONS. 

Thursday,  25th  February,  1892. 

The  Parliament,  which  had  been  prorogued 
from  time  to  time  was  now  commanded  to  assemble 
on  the  25th  day  of  February,  1892,  for  the  despatch 
of  business. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  fifteen  minutes 
before  Three  o’clock. 

Prayers. 

A  Message  was  delivered  by  Rene  Edouard 
Kimber,  Esquire,  Gentleman  Usher  of  the  Black 
Rod  : 

Mr.  Speaker, 

His  Excellency  the  Governor  General  desires  the  im¬ 
mediate  attendance  of  this  Honourable  House  in  the 
Senate  Chamber. 

Accordingly,  the  House  went  up  to  the  Senate 
Chamber. 

And  the  House  being  returned, 

CONTROVERTED  ELECTIONS. 

Mr.  SPEAKER  informed  the  House  that  he  had 
received  from  the  Judges  selected  for  the  trial  of 
election  petitions,  pursuant  to  the  Dominion  Con¬ 
troverted  Elections  Act,  certificates  and  reports 
relating  to  the  election  petitions  for  the  Electoral 
Districts  of, — 


Mr.  SPEAKER  further  informed  the  House 
that  he  had  received  from  the  Judges  selected  for 
the  trial  of  election  petitions,  pursuant  to  the 
Dominion  Controverted  Elections  Act,  certificates 
and  reports  relating  to  the  elections  for  the  Elec¬ 
toral  Districts  of, — 


Muskoka  and  Parry  Sound  ; 

Three  Rivers  ; 

Champlain ; 

Nicolet; 

T6miscouata ; 

Kent,  Ont. ; 

The  North  Riding  of  the  County  of  York,  Ont. ; 
The  North  Riding  of  the  County  of  Wentworth  ; 
The  North  Riding  of  the  County  of  Bruce  ; 

The  North  Riding  of  the  County  of  Norfolk  ; 

The  South  Riding  of  the  County  of  Norfolk  ; 
LTslet ; 

The  South  Riding  of  the  County  of  Oxford ; 

Levis ; 

Missisquoi ; 

Richelieu ; 

Guysborough ; 

Quebec  Centre ; 

Napierville ; 

The  East  Riding  of  the  County  of  Peterborough  ; 
Rimouski  : 

The  West  Riding  of  the  County  of  Middlesex; 
The  North  Riding  of  the  County  of  Middlesex ; 
Bothwell ; 

Haldimand ; 

The  North  Riding  of  the  County  of  Wellington  ; 
The  Centre  Riding  of  the  County  of  Wellington  ; 
The  South  Riding  of  the  County  of  Essex  ; 
Addington ; 

Algoma ; 

The  North  Riding  of  the  County  of  Waterloo  ; 
Queen’s  County,  P.E.I.  ; 

The  East  Riding  of  the  County  of  York,  Ont. ; 
The  East  Riding  of  the  County  of  Hastings  :  and 
Prince  County,  P.E.I. 


South  Perth, 

H ALTON, 

Lincoln  and  Niagara, 
Montmorency, 
Victoria,  N.S., 
King’s,  N.S., 

East  Bruce, 

Queen’s,  N.S., 

North  Victoria,  Ont., 
Digby,  * 

Richmond,  N.S., 
Brome, 

Glengarry, 

South  Victoria,  Ont., 
Sou LANGES, 


Cumberland, 

Peel, 

West  Huron, 
East  Simcoe, 
Monck, 
Vaudreuil, 
Halifax, 

East  Elgin, 
South  Ontario, 
Prince  Edward, 
Lennox, 

East  Middlesex, 

London, 

Montcalm. 


All  of  which  elections  were  declared  void. 


He  also  informed  the  House  that  he  had  issued 
his  several  Warrants  to  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  in 
Chancery  to  make  out  new  Writs  of  Election  for 
the  said  Electoral  Districts  respectively. 

Mr.  SPEAKER  further  informed  the  House  that 
he  had  received  from  the  Registrar  of  the  Supreme 
Court  of  Canada,  certified  copies  of  the  Judgments 
of  the  said  Court  in  the  following  appeals 

For  the  Electoral  District  of  the  West  Riding  of  the 
County  of  Northumberland,  Ont.,  and  for  the  Electoral 
District  of  Prescott. 

He  had  accordingly  issued  his  warrants  to  the 
Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Chancery  to  made  out  new 
Writs  of  Election  for  the  said  Electoral  Districts. 
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In  all  of  which  the  petitions  were  dismissed  or 
the  sitting  members  declared  duly  elected. 

VACANCIES. 

Mr.  SPEAKER  informed  the  House  that  he  had 
received  notifications  of  the  following  vacancies  in 
the  representation  : — 

Of  Joseph  Jamieson,  Esq.,  Member  for  the  Electoral 
District  of  the  North  Riding  of  the  County  of  Lanark,  by 
the  acceptance  of  an  office  of  emolument  under  the  Crown, 
to  wit:  the  office  of  Junior  Judge  of  the  County  of  Wel¬ 
lington  ; 

Of  the  Right  Hon.  Sir  John  Macdonald,  Member  for  the 
Electoral  District  of  Kingston,  by  decease  ; 

Of  the  Hon.  Sir  Hector  L.  Langevin,  Member  for  the 
Electoral  District  of  Richelieu,  by  resignation  ; 

Of  the  Hon.  Joseph  Aldric  Ouimet,  Member  for  the 
Electoral  District  of  Laval,  by  the  acceptance  of  an  office 
of  emolument  under  the  Crown; 

Of  Jean  Baptiste  Daoust,  Esq.,  Member  for  the  Elec¬ 
toral  District  of  Two  Mountains,  by  decease  ;  and 

Of  Samuel  Barton  Burdett,  Esq.,  Member  for  the  Elec¬ 
toral  District  of  the  East  Riding  of  the  County  of  Hastings, 
by  decease. 

He  also  informed  the  House  that  he  had  issued 
his  several  Warrants  to  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  in 
Chancery  to  make  out  new  Writs  of  Election  for 
the  said  Electoral  Districts  respectively. 
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,  NEW  MEMBERS. 

Mr.  SPEAKER  informed  the  House  that  the 
Clerk  of  the  House  had  received  from  the  Clerk  of 
the  Crown  in  Chancery,  certificates  of  the  election 
and  return  of  the  following  members  : — ■ 

Of  Bennett  Rosamond,  Esq.,  for  the  Electoral  District 
of  the  North  Riding  of  the  County  of  Lanark  ; 

Of  Arthur  Aime  Bruneau,  Esq.,  for  the  Electoral  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Richelieu ; 

Of  Roderick  R.  McLennan,  Esq.,  for  the  Electoral 
District  of  Glengarry ; 

Of  the  Hon.  Joseph  Aldric  Ouimet,  for  the  Electoral 
District  of  Laval ; 

Of  Joseph  A.  Gillies,  Esq.,  for  the  Electoral  District  of 
Richmond,  N.S. ; 

Of  David  Henderson,  Esq.,  for  the  Electoral  District 
of  Halton ; 

Of  John  Archibald  McDonald,  Esq.,  for  the  Electoral 
District  of  Victoria,  N.S.; 

Of  Arthur  R.  Dickey,  Esq.,  for  the  Electoral  District 
of  Cumberland ; 

Of  William  Gibson,  Esq.,  for  the  Electoral  District  of 
Lincoln  and  Niagara ; 

Of  James  Henry  Metcalfe,  Esq.,  for  the  Electoral  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Kingston ; 

Of  James  William  Bain,  Esq.,  for  the  Electoral  District 
of  Soulanges  ; 

Of  Uriah  Wilson,  Esq.,  for  the  Electoral  District  of 
Lennox ; 

Of  Archibald  Campbell  Miller,  Esq.,  for  the  Electoral 
District  of  Prince  Edward  ; 

Of  Charles  Fairbairn,  Esq.,  for  the  Electoral  District 
of  the  South  Riding  of  the  County  of  Victoria,  Ont. ; 

Of  Henry  Cargill,  Esq.,  for  the  Electoral  District  of 
the  East  Riding  of  the  County  of  Bruce  ; 

Of  Joseph  Featherston,  Esq.,  for  the  Electoral  District 
of  Peel ; 

Of  Samuel  Hughes,  Esq.,  for  the  Electoral  District  of 
the  North  Riding  of  the  County  of  Victoria,  Ont. ; 

Of  Joseph  Henry  Marshall,  Esq.,  for  the  Electoral 
District  of  the  East  Riding  of  the  County  of  Middlesex ; 

Of  William  Barton  Northrop,  Esq. ,  for  the  Electoral 
District  of  the  East  Riding  of  the  County  of  Hastings. 

MEMBERS  INTRODUCED. 

Hon.  Joseph  Aldric  Ouimet,  Member  for  the  Electoral 
District  of  Laval,  introduced  by  Sir  John  Thompson  and 
Mr.  Bowell. 

Chas.  Fairbairn,  Esq.,  Member  for  the  South  Riding  of 
Victoria,  Ont.,  introduced  by  Sir  John  Thompson  and 
Mr.  Haggart. 

David  Henderson,  Esq.,  Member  for  the  Electoral 
District  of  Halton,  introduced  by  Sir  John  Thompson  and 
Mr.  Bowell. 

Samuel  Hughes,  Esq.,  Member  for  the  North  Riding  of 
Victoria,  Ont.,  introduced  by  Mr.  Haggart  and  Mr. 
Wallace. 

James  Henry  Metcalfe,  Esq.,  Member  for  the  Elec¬ 
toral  District  of  Kingston,  introduced  by  Sir  John  Thomp¬ 
son  and  Mr.  Kirkpatrick. 

Archibald  Campbell  Miller,  Esq.,  Member  for  the 
Electoral  District  of  Prince  Edward,  introduced  by  Mr. 
Bowell  and  Mr.  Corby. 

James  William  Bain,  Esq.,  Member  for  the  Electoral 
District  of  Soulanges,  introduced  by  Sir  John  Thompson 
and  Mr.  Ouimet. 

Uriah  Wilson,  Esq. ,  Member  for  the  Electoral  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Lennox,  introduced  by  Mr.  Bowell  and  Mr. 
Taylor. 

Bennett  Rosamond,  Esq.,  Member  for  the  North 
Riding  of  Lanark,  introduced  by  Sir  John  Thompson  and 
Mr.  Haggart. 

William  Gibson,  Esq.,  Member  for  the  Electoral 
District  of  Lincoln  and  Niagara,  introduced  by  Mr. 
Laurier  and  Mr.  Edgar. 

Joseph  A.  Gillies,  Esq.,  Member  for  the  Electoral 
District  of  Richmond,  N.S.,  introduced  by  Sir  John 
Thompson  and  Mr  Tupper. 

Mr.  Steaker. 


Joseph  Featherston,  Esq.,  Member  for  the  Electoral 
District  of  Peel,  introduced  by  Mr.  Laurier  and  Mr.  Bain 
(Wentworth). 

Arthur  Aime  Bruneau,  Esq.,  Member  for  the  Electoral 
District  of  Richelieu,  introduced  by  Mr.  Laurier  and  Mr. 
Edgar. 

William  Barton  Northrup.  Esq.,  Member  for  the  East 
Riding  of  Hastings, introduced  by  Sir  John  Thompson  and 
Mr.  Corby. 

FIRST  READING. 

Bill  (No.  1)  respecting  the  Administration  of 
Oaths  of  Office. — (Sir  John  Thompson.) 

SPEECH  FROM  THE  THRONE. 

Mr.  ((SPEAKER  laid  on  the  Table  a  copy  of  the 
Speech  delivered  by  His  Excellency  the  Governor 
General  to  both  Houses  of  Parliament  in  the 
Senate  Chamber  this  day,  which  is  as  follows  : — 

Honourable  Gentlemen  of  the  Senate  : 

Gentlemen  of  the  House  of  Commons : 

It  affords  me  much  gratification  to  meet  you  at  the 
commencement  of  the  Parliamentary  Session,  and  to  be 
able  to  congratulate  you  upon  the  general  prosperity  of 
the  Dominion,  and  upon  the  abundant  harvest  with 
which  Providence  has  blessed  all  parts  of  the  country. 

The  lamented  and  untimely  death  of  His  Royal  High¬ 
ness  the  Duke  of  Clarence  and  Avondale  has  aroused  a 
feeling  of  profound  sorrow.  The  sympathy  with  Her 
Majesty  and  their  Royal  Highnesses  the  Prince  and 
Princess  of  Wales,  in  their  bereavement,  which  has  pre¬ 
vailed  in  the  Dominion  on  this  melancholy  occasion,  has 
found  expression  in  respectful  messages  of  condolence 
:  from  my  Ministers,  from  the  Provincial  Governments, 
and  from  many  other  representative  bodies. 

The  negotiations  with  respect  to  seal  fishing  in  Behring 
Sea  have  been  continued,  with  a  view  to  the  adjustment, 
by  arbitration,  of  the  difficulties  which  have  arisen  be¬ 
tween  Her  Majesty’s  Government  and  that  of  the  United 
States  on  that  subject.  Commissioners  have  been  ap¬ 
pointed  by  both  Governments  to  investigate  the  circum¬ 
stances  of  seal  life  in  Behring  Sea  ;  to  report  thereon  ; 
and  to  suggest  the  measures,  if  any,  which  they  may 
deem  necessary  for  its  proper  protection  and  preserva¬ 
tion.  The  Commissioners  are  proceeding*  with  their 
deliberations  in  Washington,  and  the  results  will  shortly 
be  communicated  to  Her  Majesty’s  Government.  I  trust 
that  their  investigations,  and  the  determination  of  the 
Arbitrators  who  are  to  be  appointed,  may  lead  to  a  just 
and  equitable  settlement  of  this  long  pending  difficulty. 

The  meeting  which  had  been  arranged  with  the  United 
States  Government  for  a  day  in  October  last,  for  an  in¬ 
formal  discussion  on  the  extension  of  trade  between  the 
two  countries,  and  on  other  international  matters  requir¬ 
ing  adjustment,  was  postponed  at  their  request.  But,  in 
compliance  with  a  more  recent  intimation  from  that 
Government,  three  of  my  Ministers  proceeded  to  Wash¬ 
ington,  and  conferred  with  representatives  of  the  Ad¬ 
ministration  of  the  United  States  on  those  subjects.  An 
amicable  understanding  was  arrived  at  respecting 
the  steps  to  be  taken  for  the  establishment  of  the  bound¬ 
ary  of  Alaska  ;  and  for  reciprocity  of  services  in  cases  of 
wreck  and  salvage.  Arrangements  were  also  reached  for 
the  appointment  of  an  International  Commission  to  re¬ 
port  on  the  regulations  which  may  be  adopted  by  the 
United  States  and  Canada  for  the  prevention  of  destruc¬ 
tive  methods  of  fishing  and  the  pollution  of  streams,  and 
for  establishing  uniformity  of  close  seasons,  and  other 
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means  for  the  preservation  and  increase  of  fish.  A  valu¬ 
able  and  friendly  interchange  of  views  respecting  other 
important  matters  also  took  place. 

In  accordance  with  the  promise  given  at  the  close  of 
the  last  Session,  a  Commission  has  been  issued  to  investi¬ 
gate  the  working  of  the  Civil  Service  Act,  and  other 
matters  connected  with  the  Civil  Service  generally.  The 
report  of  this  Commission  will  be  laid  before  you  during 
the  present  Session. 

The  conclusions  of  the  Commission  on  the  manufacture 
of  beet- root  sugar  will  also  be  laid  before  you. 

It  is  desirable  that  the  fishery  regulations  in  British 
Columbia  should  be  examined  and  revised  so  as  to  adapt 
them  better  to  the  requirements  of  the  fisheries  in  that 
Province.  A  Commission  has  been  issued  with  that 
object. 

An  important  measure  respecting  the  Criminal  Law, 
which  was  laid  before  you  last  Session,  has  been  revised 
and  improved,  as  a  result  of  the  expression  of  views 
elicited  by  its  presentation  to  Parliament,  and  will  be 
submitted  to  you.  Your  attention  will  also  be  directed  to 
measures  for  the  redistribution  of  seats  consequent  upon 
the  Census  returns ;  the  establishment  of  the  boundaries 
of  the  Territories  ;  and  the  amalgamation  of  the  Depart¬ 
ments  of  Marine  and  Fisheries.  Bills  will  also  be  pre¬ 
sented  to  you  for  the  amendment  of  the  Civil  Service  Act, 
the  Acts  relating  to  real  property  in  the  Territories,  and 
of  those  respecting  the  fisheries. 

Gentlemen  of  the  House  of  Commons  : 

The  accounts  for  the  past  year  will  be  laid  before  you, 
as  well  as  the  Estimates  for  the  ensuing  year.  These 
Estimates  have  been  prepared  with  a  due  regard  to 
economy  and  the  requirements  of  the  public  service. 

Honourable  Gentlemen  of  the  Senate  : 

Gentlemen  of  the  House  of  Commons  : 

I  commend  these  important  subjects,  and  all  matters 
affecting  the  public  interests  which  may  be  brought  before 
you,  to  your  best  consideration,  and  I  feel  assured  that  you 
will  address  yourselves  to  them  with  earnestness  and 
assiduity. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON  moved  : 

That  the  Speech  of  His  Excellency  the  Governor 
General  to  both  Houses  of  the  Parliament  of  the  Domi¬ 
nion  of  Canada,  be  taken  into  consideration  to-morrow. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

SELECT  STANDING  COMMITTEES. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON  moved  : 

That  Select  Standing  Committees  of  this  House  for  the 
present  Session  be  appointed  for  the  following  purposes  : 
— 1.  On  Privileges  and  Elections. — 2.  On  Expiring  Laws. 
— 3.  On  Railways,  Canals  and  Telegraph  Lines. — 4.  On 
Miscellaneous  Private  Bills. — 5.  On  Standing  Orders. — 6. 
On  Printing. — 7.  On  Public  Accounts. — 8.  On  Banking  and 
Commerce, — 9.  On  Agriculture  and  Colonization, — which 
said  Committees  shall  severally  be  empowered  to  examine 
and  enquire  into  all  such  matters  and  things  as  may  be 
referred  to  them  by  the  House  ;  and  to  report  from  time 
to  time  their  observations  and  opinions  thereon ;  with 
power  to  send  for  persons,  papers  and  records. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON  moved  the  adjournment 
'  of  the  House. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  and  House  adjourned  at  3:50 

p.  m. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Friday,  26th  February,  1892. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  Three  o’clock. 

Prayers. 

CONTROVERTED  ELECTION. 

Mr.  SPEAKER  informed  the  House  that  the 
Clerk  of  the  House  had  received  from  the  Judges 
selected  for  the  trial  of  election  petitions,  pursuant 
to  the  Dominion  Controverted  Elections  Act,  a 
certificate  and  report  relating  to  the  election  for 
the  Electoral  District  of  Charlevoix  by  which  the 
said  petition  was  dismissed. 

NEW  MEMBERS. 

Mr.  SPEAKER  further  informed  the  House  that 
the  Clerk  of  the  House  had  received  from  the  Clerk 
of  the  Crown  in  Chancery,  certificates  of  the  elec¬ 
tion  and  return  of  the  following  members  : — 

Of  Francis  Gordon  Forbes,  Esq.,  for  the  Electoral  Dis¬ 
tinct  of  Queen’s,  N.S. 

Of  Andrew  B.  Ingram,  Esq.,  for  the  Electoral  District 
of  the  East  Riding  of  the  County  of  Elgin. 

MEMBERS  INTRODUCED. 

Arthur  Dickey,  Esq.,  Member  for  the  Electoral  District 
of  Cumberland  ;  introduced  by  Sir  John  Thompson  and 
Mr.  Tupper. 

Roderick  R.  McLennan,  Esq.,  Member  for  the  Elec¬ 
toral  District  of  Glengarry ;  introduced  by  Sir  John 
Thompson  and  Mr.  Haggart. 

John  Archibald  McDonald,  Esq.,  Member  for  the 
Electoral  District  of  Victoria,  N.S. ;  introduced  by  Sir 
John  Thompson  and  Mr.  Tupper. 

ADJOURNMENT. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  regret 
that  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  is  not  able  to  be 
in  his  place  this  afternoon,  and  on  account  of  that 
circumstance  I  would  ask  you,  Sir,  not  to  proceed 
with  the  Orders  of-  the  Day.  I  move  the  adjourn¬ 
ment  of  the  House. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  and  House  adjourned  at  3.30 
p.m. 

HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Monday,  29th  February,  1892. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  Three  o’clock. 

Prayers. 

NEW  MEMBERS. 

Mr.  SPEAKER  informed  the  House  that  the 
Clerk  of  the  House  had  received  from  the  Clerk  of 
the  Crown  in  Chancery,  certificates  of  the  election 
and  return  of  the  following  members  : — 

Of  Thomas  E.  Kenny,  Esq. ,  for  the  Electoral  District  of 
Halifax ; 

Of  John  Fitz-William  Stairs,  Esq.,  for  the  Electoral 
District  of  Halifax ; 

Of  Frederick  W.  Borden,  Esq.,  for  the  Electoral  Dis¬ 
trict  of  King’s,  N.S.  ;  and 

Of  Edward  Charles  Bowers,  Esq.,  for  the  Electoral 
District  of  Digby. 
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BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  presume  that  it 
will  be  in  accordance  with  the  wish  of  the  House 
that  the  Address  in  reply  to  the  Speech  from  the 
Throne  should  be  considered  before  any  other 
business  is  taken  up.  I,  therefore,  move  : 

That  the  introduction  of  Bills,  Questions  by  Members 
and  Notices  of  Motion  be  postponed  until  after  the  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  Order  of  the  Day. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  I  would  ask  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  to  allow  the  questions  to  be  put  to-day. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  would  have  no 
objection  to  that,  but  I  suppose  that  at  the  close 
of  the  debate,  which  is  not  likely  to  last  long,  the 
questions  might  be  put  and  answered. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  Very  well. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

MEMBER  INTRODUCED. 

Edward  Charles  Bowers,  Esq.,  Member  for  the  Elec¬ 
toral  District  of  Digby  ;  introduced  by  Hon.  Mr.  Laurier 
and  Mr.  Fraser. 

ADDRESS  IN  ANSWER  TO  HIS  EXCEL¬ 
LENCY’S  SPEECH. 

The  House  proceeded  to  the  consideration  of 
His  Excellency’s  Speech  at  the  opening  of  the  Ses¬ 
sion. 

Mr.  NORTHRUP.  In  rising  to  move  that  a 
humble  Address  be  presented  to  His  Excellency,  in 
reply  to  the  Speech  delivered  from  the  Throne  last 
Thursday,  I  confidently  trust  that  the  same  kind 
indulgence  and  generous  forbearance  by  this  House 
which  in  times  past  has  always  been  extended  to 
those  upon  whom  has  devolved  thelike  duty,  will  not 
be  withheld  from  me  to-day.  Did  I  consult  my  own 
feelings,  I  would  much  prefer  that  upon  some  abler, 
more  experienced  and  better  qualified  member  of 
the  House  than  I  to  discharge  it,  had  fallen  the 
duty  which  I  now  undertake,  but,  recognizing  that 
the  honour  which  is  thus  conferred  is  not  upon  me, 
but  upon  the  worthy  constituency  which  I  have  the 
honour  to  represent,  knowing  thjat  I  am  expected 
not  to  express  my  own  opinion,  but  to  voice  the 
sentiments  to  which  the  East  Riding  of  Hastings 
gave  utterance  in  such  thundering  tones  a  week  ago 
last  Saturday,  1  rise  with  pleasure  and  witli  pride, 
though  at  the  same  time  with  diffidence,  to  move 
the  adoption  of  this  Address.  His  Excellency  has 
seen  fit  at  the  opening  of  his  Speech  to 
congratulate  us  upon  the  general  prosperity  of 
the  Dominion  and  upon  the  abundant  harvest 
with  which  Providence  has  blessed  all  parts 
of  the  country,  and,  inasmuch  as  in  these 
matters  a  just  comprehension  of  positive  truth  can 
only  be  attained  by  a  fair  comparison  between  the 
present  and  the  past,  I  think  it  will  not  be  out  of 
place  for  me  to  ask  members  of  the  House  to  in¬ 
dulge  in  a  retrospect  and  to  compare  the  condition 
of  the  land  and  the  state  of  the  people,  the  exist¬ 
ing  circumstances  and  the  national  prospects  to-day 
and  25  years  ago.  Indeed  this  is  an  exceptionally 
favourable  time  for  us  to  make  that  comparison,  as 
we  have  now  completed  our  first  national  epoch 
and  are  proceeding  with  the  second  epoch  of  our 
country,  and  are  daily  making  its  history,  whether 
to  the  shame  or  the  glory  of  the  country  time  will 
unerringly  tell.  Although  the  first  epoch  is  closed, 
and  the  volume  of  its  history  is  written,  it  is  not  a 
Mr.  Speaker. 


sealed  book,  but  its  pages  lie  open  from  which  all 
may  learn,  as  so  many  Canadians  have  already 
learned,  lessonsfrom  which  to  draw  courage,  inspira¬ 
tion,  and  bright  hopes — lessons  of  predictions  veri¬ 
fied,  of  promises  fulfilled,  of  obstacles  surmounted, 
of  success  attained,  of  prosperity  realized.  We  are 
now  at  the  beginning  of  the  second  epoch  of  our 
history.  For  the  first  time  in  the  history  of  our 
country  the  present  Parliament  has  assembled 
without  the  assistance  and  encouragement  of  the 
counsels  and  advice  of  the  venerable  Nestor 
who  has  been  called  away  from  us  and 
who  has  been  so  happily  entitled  the  Father  of 
Confederation.  For  twenty-five  years  the  policy 
of  the  country  has  been  mainly  fashioned  and 
framed  and  its  destiny  guided  and  controlled  by 
the  masterly  hand  of  the  late  lamented  Right  Hon. 
Sir  John  A.  Macdonald.  Although  for  twenty-five 
years  his  policy  has  been  attacked,  his  measures 
criticized,  his  motives  questioned,  and  his  repu¬ 
tation  assailed,  still,  now  that  the  great  leader 
has  been  carried  to  his  last  resting-place,  now  that 
the  last  political  battle  has  been  fought,  the  last 
shot  fired,  and  the  smoke  cleared  away  from  the 
field  of  action,  now  that  the  last  blow  has  been 
struck,  I  believe  the  people  of  this  country,  seeing 
with  vision  unclouded  and  eye  undimmed,  Re¬ 
formers  and  Conservatives  alike,  agree  that  what¬ 
ever  his  reputation,  that  is,  the  man  as  he  has  been 
described  or  supposed  or  imagined  by  those  about 
him,  his  character,  the  man  as  he  was,  not  as  he 
was  thought,  as  he  was  known  to  his  Maker,  not 
as  he  was  judged  by  his  fellows,  was  pure  and 
unsullied,  and  that  during  his  whole  political  life, 
from  the  beginning  all  along  the  lines  down  to  its 
brilliant  close,  he  was  ever  true  to  those  principles 
which  were  at  once  the  basis  and  the  apex  of  his 
political  faith,  love  for  Canada,  faith  in  Canadians, 
and  loyalty  to  the  Crown.  But,  although  we 
have  finished,  as  I  have  said,  the  first  epoch  of  our 
history,  there  are 'lessons  to  be  drawn  from  it, 
there  are  comparisons  which  it  is  necessary  for  us 
to  make  at  the  present  time  in  order  to  under-stand 
the  position  of  this  country  at  this  time  when  it 
commences  its  second  epoch.  Twenty -five  years 
ago,  this  country  consisted  of  a  few  scattered  pro¬ 
vinces,  with  no  community  of  interest,  with  very 
little  interprovincial  communication  or  interpro¬ 
vincial  trade.  Each  province  regulated  its  own 
tariff  and  was  working  out  its  own  destiny  along 
its  own  lines,  within  its  own  limits,  and  regardless 
of  the  interests  or  fortunes  of  the  other  provinces. 
At  that  time  there  were  many  clouds  looming  up  on 
the  political  horizon.  What  is  the  case  at  pre¬ 
sent  ?  We  have  now  a  great  Dominion  stretching 
from  ocean  to  ocean,  reaching  from  the  storm- 
beaten  shores  of  Labrador  to  the  sunny  slopes  of 
the  Pacific,  and  we  have  all  these  different  terri¬ 
tories  brought  into  one  and  united  by  a  great  work, 
a  marvel  of  engineering  skill,  the  envy  of  the  world 
and  the  pride  of  Canada,  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway,  which  is  the  result  of  the  policy  of  this 
Government.  Twenty-five  years  ago  the  provinces 
by  the  sea  had  so  little  interest  in  the  western  pro¬ 
vinces,  and  we  in  them,  that,  when  our  friends  from 
the  east  came  to  Ontario  and  Quebec,  which  were 
then  the  western  provinces,  they  were  practically 
unknown  to  us,  while  we  visiting  their  provinces 
were  viewed  almost  as  curiosities,  but  now  we  are 
able  to  agree  that  at  all  events  we  will  join  with 
our  Reform  friends  in  unrestricted  reciprocity  in 
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the  men  from  different  parts  of  the  country  as  well 
as  in  the  trade  which  has  been  developed  between 
the  different  provinces,  and  we  are  proud  to  meet 
our  friends  from  the  east  as  we  know  they  are 
always  happy  to  meet  us  from  the  west.  The 
only  regret  or  jealousy  we  have  is  that  we  have  not 
the  honour  of  adding  their  names  to  the  brilliant 
roll  of  those  honoured  names  of  whom  the  great 
Province  of  Ontario  boasts.  If  the  leader  of  the 
Opposition  in  the  late  election  had  visited,  as  was 
promised,  the  east  riding  of  the  County  of  Hast¬ 
ings,  although  he  would  have  found  the  over¬ 
whelming  majority  of  the  people  of  that  riding 
opposed  to  his  policj"  and  regretting  that  his  great 
abilities,  his  persuasive  eloquence  and  his  magnetic 
personality  were  not  employed  in  the  interests  of 
what  we  consider  the  true  National  Policy,  still  we 
would  have  extended  to  him  a  greeting  worthy 
of  the  distinguished  leader  of  a  great  poli¬ 
tical  party— a  welcome  fitting  to  be  extend¬ 
ed  to  and  received  by  so  illustrious  a  represent¬ 
ative  of  one  great  branch  of  our  national  tree. 
Thus  we  find,  that  during  the  past  twenty-five 
years,  cloud  after  cloud  has  rolled  away.  But  at 
the  beginning  of  this  epoch  there  was  another 
cloud  to  which  I  will  refer,  and  many  men  believed 
it  was  one  of  the  factors  that  would  tend  to  the 
dismemberment  of  this  country.  Many  members 
of  this  House  will  remember  the  racial  and  religi¬ 
ous  cries  that  were  then  raised,  and  we  were  told 
by  those  who  should  not  have  spoken  thus,  that  the 
racial  difficulties  which  existed  in  this  Dominion 
would  prove  an  insuperable  bar  to  the  progress  and 
harmony  of  the  country.  Those  who  thus  spoke 
must  have  read  but  little  history,  or  read  it  to  little 
effect.  If  they  had  looked  at  the  history  of  the 
mother  land,  they  could  have  drawn  lessons  from 
it  which  would  have  been  irrefutable  answers  to  the 
arguments  that  were  advanced.  *  We  know  that  in 
the  mother  land  there  are  three  countries  under 
one  flag  and  these  three,  England,  Ireland  and 
Scotland,  united  together,  form  the  great  and 
glorious  Empire  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland, 
which  all  the  world  knows,  all  the  world  honours 
•  and  all  the  world  fears.  Not  to  occupy  the  time  of 
this  House  in  recapitulating  the  history  of  these 
various  countries,  let  me  take  one  glance  at  the 
history  of  England.  We  find  there,  that  causes 
and  circumstances  arose  somewhat  similar  to  those 
which  existed  in  Canada  ;  and  we  find,  that  as  like 
causes  will,  under  similar  circumstances,  produce  like 
results,  so  the  results  which  followed  in  the  mother 
land  we  may  fairly  expect  to  follow  in  Canada. 
Sir,  what  is  the  lesson  we  can  learn  in  this  respect 
from  the  history  of  the  mother  land  ?  We  all 
know  that  in  England  we  do  not  find  one  aboriginal 
race,  descended  from  one  primitive  stock,  untainted 
by  intermixture  with  any  other  race ;  but  we  know 
that  England  has  been  successively  overrun  by 
various  peoples.  We  know  that  when  the  Romans 
visited  the  shores  of  England  nearly  two  thousand 
years  ago  they  found  two  races  there,  alight-haired 
light-complexioned  people,  and  a  dark-haired  and 
dark-complexioned  people.  We  know  that  the 
Roman  people  settled  in  the  country  and  mingled 
their  blood  with  that  of  the  native  inhabitants. 
We  know  that  after  the  Roman  invasion,  succes¬ 
sive  irruptions  of  Danes,  Norwegians,  Saxons  and 
Jutes  overran  the  country,  each  tribe  pouring  in  its 
own  blood  and  intermingling  with  the  native  races. 
We  know,  too,  that  800  years  ago  an  invasion  took 


place  from  the  north  of  France  under  William, 
whose  followers  overthrew  the  Saxon  people  and 
mingled  their  blood  with  that  of  the  inhabitants 
of  England.  Consequently  we  find  that  the  people 
of  England  to-day  possess  the  strength,  the  force, 
and  the  vigour  of  all  these  peoples  who  made  these 
various  irruptions  into  that  country,  and  mingled 
the  best  and  bravest  elements  of  their  characters 
with  the  stream  of  England’s  blood.  We  find  that 
as  England  owes  her  maritime  supremacy  to-day 
to  the  blood  poured  into  her  veins  by  the  old  sea 
vikings  centuries  ago,  so  here  in  Canada  like 
causes  will  produce  like  results,  and  we  shall  find 
in  our  own  country  that  the  very  factor  which  it 
was  supposed  would  make  for  its  dismemberment 
will  be  one  of  the  strongest  guarantees  of  her 
prosperity  and  progress.  We  have  here  in 
Canada,  not  one  original  stock  sprung  from  one 
race,  but  we  have  the  refinement,  the  strength 
and  vigour  of  the  foremost  races  of  the  old 
world.  We  find  in  each  race  there  are  certain 
characteristics,  certain  features,  which  make  it 
superior  to  all  others  in  those  respects,  so  that  the 
dispassionate  observer,  whatever  conclusion  he  may 
come  to  as  to  the  comparative  excellence  of  the 
various  races,  must  admit  that  in  many  respects 
each  has  some  peculiar  excellence  which  the  others 
do  not  possess.  We  have  the  loyal,  brave  and  true 
Englishman,  we  have  the  long-headed,  canny  and 
shrewd  Scotchman,  we  have  the  light-hearted,  big- 
hearted,  brave  and  eloquent  Irishman,  we  have  the 
steady,  industrious,  learned  and  law-abiding  Ger¬ 
man,  we  have  the  gay,  vivacious,  religious  and 
chivalrous  Frenchman,  all  pouring  their  blood 
in  one  common  stream  to  fill  the  veins  and 
throb  in  the  pulse  of  the  people  of  Canada. 
So,  Sir,  we  find  that  the  very  element  which 
it  was  predicted  would  be  a  factor  of  dismem¬ 
berment,  and  which  seemed  to  many  people  a 
portentious  cloud  looming  up  on  the  horizon,  which 
sooner  or  later  \j  ould  overwhelm  this  country,  has 
become  the  strongest  guarantee  of  our  progress, 
permanence  and  stability.  I  think  we  must  all 
agree  that  the  second  epoch  of  our  national  history 
begins  with  a  brighter  sky  and  under  more  favour¬ 
able  auspices  than  did  the  first  epoch  twenty-five 
years  ago.  But,  Sir,  while  it  is  pleasant  to  dwell 
on  the  prosperity  of  Canada,  we  are  reminded  that 
not  only  in  this  country  but  on  the  other  side  of  the 
water,  both  peoples  have  received  a  solemn  warning, 
another  melancholy  intimation,  of  the  uncertainty 
of  life  and  the  mortality  of  man.  That  grim  spec¬ 
tre,  Death,  that  summons  every  man  sooner  or 
later,  and  whose  summons,  when  received,  all  must 
obey,  that  knocks  impartially  at  the  castles  of  the 
rich  and  the  cottages  of  the  poor,  has  entered  the 
home  of  the  Royal  family  of  England,  the  most 
exalted  in  the  mother  land,  and  has  summoned 
thence  the  worthy  son  of  an  honoured  sire,  the  grand¬ 
son  in  the  direct  line  of  succession,  of  our  Gracious 
Sovereign. 

“  There  is  a  reaper  whose  name  is  Death, 

And  with  his  sickle  keen 
He  reaps  the  bearded  grain  at  a  breath 
And  the  flowers  that  grow  between.” 

It  is  but  a  short  time  since  the  glad  news  was 
brought  to  this  country  that  a  marriage  was  ar¬ 
ranged  between  our  future  Sovereign  and  a  fair 
English  Princess,  and  we  all  remember  the  pleasure 
which  the  news  brought  to  the  heart  of  every 
British  subject.  We  remember,  too,  that  that 
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pleasure  was  heightened  by  the  fact  that  those 
political  exigencies  and  state  considerations  which 
sometimes  compel  exalted  personages  to  give  their 
hands  without  their  heart,  in  this  case  happily 
coincided  with  the  love  and  affections  of  the  two 
young  hearts,  and  that  this  was  to  be  a  union  of  both 
hands  and  hearts.  But  the  joy  we  felt  in  this  country 
was  too  soon  turned  to  sadness,  for  the  news  all  too 
soon  was  flashed  across  the  water,  that  the  worthy 
young  Prince  was  stretched  on  a  bed  of  sickness. 
We  remember,  too,  how  we  waited  anxiously  from 
day  to  day  for  further  news,  hoping  against  hope, 
dreading  the  possibility  of  a  loss  which  too  soon 
occurred.  In  a  short  time  afterwards  the  news  was 
flashed  across  the  Atlantic  that  the  Duke  of  Clarence 
and  Avondale  was  no  more.  Sir,  I  am  sure  that 
this  House,  and  the  people  of  this  country,  wdio 
mourned  with  those  thus  called  to  mWrn,  will  readily 
endorse  the  steps  that  have  been  taken  to  convey 
to  the  bereaved  relatives  the  sympathy  of  this  House 
andof  thepeople  of  Canada.  I  am  sure,  too,  there  wras 
no  heart  in  Canada,  young  or  old,  rich  or  poor,  high 
or  low,  that  did  not  send  out  its  sympathy  and 
tender  its  condolence  not  only  to  the  bereaved 
family  but  to  the  unfortunate  Princess,  whose  cup  of 
happiness  was  so  suddenly  dashed  from  her  lips, 
and  who  was  so  soon  precipitated  from  the  heights 
of  bliss  to  the  depths  of  woe.  We  are  also  informed 
that  negotiations  have  been  carried  on  with  respect 
to  the  seal  fishing  in  the  Behring  Sea,  and  that  they 
are  being  continued  with  a  view  to  the  adjustment  of 
the  various  difficulties  that  have  arisen  between 
Her  Majesty’s  Government  and  that  of  the  United 
States.  The  difficulties,  as  this  House  is  aware, 
continued  for  several  years,  and  although  I  believe 
the  members  of  this  House  and  the  people  of  this 
country  feel,  and  the  people  of  the  Republic  south 
of  us  feel,  that  the  day  has  gone  by  for  the  two 
great  English-speaking  peoples  of  the  world  to  go 
so  far,  and  to  so  forget  what  is  due  to  themselves 
and  civilization,  as  to  plunge  intc^war,  still,  from 
time  to  time,  clouds  did  appear  on  the  horizon,  and 
it  was  not  at  times  impossible  that  the  outcome  of 
the  difficulties  might  lead  to  war.  But  we  are 
pleased  to  see  that  these  difficulties  are  in  a  fair  way 
of  adjustment.  Commissioners  have  been  appointed 
to  look  into  the  matter,  commissioners  not  only 
representing  this  country  and  the  United  States,  but 
France  and  Norway,  I  believe,  and  other  countries 
interested  in  the  matter.  I  believe  this  House  has 
confidence  that  the  outcome  of  these  negotiations 
will  be  such  as  to  remove  for  ever  any  danger  of 
conflict  between  the  two  countries.  The  people  of 
the  lower  provinces  and  eastern  Canada  generally, 
have  but  little  idea  of  the  value  and  importance  of 
the  seal  fisheries  to  our  kinsmen  in  the  west  ;  but, 
Sir,  I  find  from  statistics  of  the  year  1891,  that 
from  fifty  to  sixty  vessels  were  fitted  out,  carrying 
on  an  average  from  twenty  to  twenty-five  men, 
and  sailed  from  the  ports  of  British  Columbia  in 
order  to  engage  in  the  seal  fisheries.  I  think  it 
may  be  proper  to  refer  here  to  the  time  when  the 
action  taken  by  the  American  Government  caused 
a  feeling  of  indignation  to  run  through  this  coun¬ 
try  at  the  idea  that  our  fishermen  were  being  inter¬ 
fered  with  in  what  were  considered  to  be  the  pro¬ 
per  exercise  of  their  rights,  and  then  was  given  an 
unmistakable  proof  of  the  new  national  feeling 
which  is  spreading  throughout  the  length  and 
breadth  of  the  country,  for  we  felt  that  it  was  not 
British  Columbia  that  had  been  injured,  but  all  the 
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people  of  Canada,  from  whatever  province  they 
came,  or  to  w-hatever  party  they  belonged,  felt  an 
injury  had  been  done  to  Canadians.  His  Excel¬ 
lency  has  also  informed  the  House  respecting  a 
commission  of  three  Ministers  who  met  at  Wash¬ 
ington  to  discuss  with  the  authorities  of  the  Ameri¬ 
can  Government  certain  q  uestions  in  an  informal  way. 
On  referring  to  the  questions  mentioned  in  the 
Address  we  find  there  are  several.  The  first,  I 
observe,  is  as  to  the  establishment  of  the  bound¬ 
aries  of  Alaska.  Probably  at  the  present  time  it 
may  seem  a  matter  of  little  importance  that  the 
boundaries  of  Alaska  should  be  ascertained  and 
settled.  Such  was  the  idea  in  regard  to  the  settle¬ 
ment  of  the  boundaries  of  Maine.  Now  we  know  how 
much  more  care  would  be  exercised  were  the  ques¬ 
tion  again  to  arise.  I  am  sure  the  House  would 
feel  that  the  Government  have  taken  time  by  the 
forelock  in  endeavouring  to  procure  a  settlement  of 
the  boundaries  between  Alaska  and  British  Colum¬ 
bia,  before  international  complications  of  a  serious 
character  might  arise.  There  is  in  British  Colum¬ 
bia  a  country  rich  in  mineral  wealth,  and  every 
day  the  question  is  deferred  the  greater  is  the 
danger  ;  and  I  am  sure  the  House  will  rejoice  that 
at  last  means  have  been  taken  between  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  this  country  and  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  amicably  to  settle  this  question. 
Another  question  that  has  agitated  the  minds  of 
the  people  of  the  maritime  portions  of  Ontario,  as 
well  as  the  people  of  other  parts  of  the  province, 
is  the  question  of  reciprocity  in  wrecking  and 
salvage.  We  all  know  that  the  existing  state  of 
the  law  has  for  years  been  a  burden  to  the  vessel 
owners  and  a  disgrace  to  the  nineteenth  century. 
It  appears  almost  incredible  that  a  vessel  should  be 
wrecked,  and  although  men  were  prepared  and 
were  willing  ami  ready  to  save  the  cargo,  the 
property  should  be  allowed  to  be  lost  before  the 
very  eyes  of  those  people  simply  on  account  of  the 
present  state  of  international  law,  which  prevented 
them  interfering,  because  they  did  not  happen  to 
belong  to  the  right  nationality.  The  question  has 
been  referred  to  a  commission  and  it  is  expected 
that  a  satisfactoi  y  arrangement  will  soon  be  entered 
into,  the  American  Government  having  at  last 
conceded  the  point  contended  for  by  our  Govern¬ 
ment,  and  at  the  same  time  the  question  of  towing 
and  customs  should  be  settled  as  well.  Arrange¬ 
ments,  we  are  informed,  have  been  entered  into  for 
the  appointment  of  an  international  commission  to 
report  on  various  questions  as  to  the  fisheries. 
Questions  have  arisen  between  the  tw'o  countries 
owing  to  waters  lying  between  them.  For  years  our 
close  season  in  Canadian  waters  has  been  rigidly 
observed.  The  Government  has  done  all  in  its 
power  to  preserve  the  fish  for  the  fishermen  ;  but 
to  a  great  extent  their  efforts  have  been  neutralized 
by  the  fact  that  certain  waters  and  rivers  lie  par¬ 
tially.  in  the  United  States  and  partially  in  the 
Dominion,  and  our  regulations  have  no  effect  over 
the  American  fishermen.  So  it  occurred  that  while 
on  the  one  side  our  fishermen  were  hampered  by 
these  regulations,  suitable  and  proper  enough  for  the 
preservation  of  the  fish,  their  effect  was  absolutely 
destroyed  because  the  ■  Americans  fished  almost 
without  restriction.  Within  certain  quarters,  for 
example,  on  St.  John  River,  there  are  strict  regula- 
tions  with  respect  to  the  pollution  of  the  streams 
by  the  saw-mills  ;  but  no  such  regulations  prevail 
on  the  other  side  of  the  line.  In  regard  to  the 
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Lake  of  the  Woods  a  question  has  arisen  of  interest 
to  both  countries.  About  the  shores  of  the  lake 
in  both  countries  there  have  been  a  number  of 
Indians  living,  about  one  thousand  in  this  country, 
and  three  thousand  in  the  United  States.  Our 
Government  recognized  the  necessity  of  supporting 
and  endeavouring  to  promote  the  interests  of  the 
Indians.  But  unfortunately  the  buffalo  having 
disappeared,  their  means  of  subsistence  has  rapidly 
disappeared  and  the  preservation  of  the  fish  is, 
therefore,  an  important  question  in  the  interests  of 
the  Indian  population.  New,  however,  the  Amer¬ 
ican  Government  have  agreed  with  our  Govern¬ 
ment  to  assist  them  in  regulating  the  fishing  and 
preserving  the  fish  in  the  whole  lake.  No  effective 
measure  could  be  carried  out  by  this  Government 
alone,  and  this  House  will  rejoice  not  only  that 
the  question  of  the  pollution  of  the  streams,  but 
also  this  question  in  regard  to  the  preservation  of 
the  fishing  in  the  Lake  of  the  Woods,  in  which  our 
Indian  population  are  directly  interested,  have 
been  amicably  settled  with  the  Government  of  the 
United  States,  in  a  manner  which  will  prove  in  the 
interest  of  both  parties.  No  doubt  the  leader  of 
the  Opposition,  in  referring  to  this  clause  with 
which  I  have  been  dealing,  will  point  out  that  it  is 
quite  as  remarkable  for  what  it  omits  as  for  what  it 
contains.  No  doubt  he  will  call  attention  to  the 
fact  that  it  contains  no  reference  to  the  proceed¬ 
ings  in  view  of  freer  trade  relations  with  which 
the  visit  of  the  Ministers  to  Washington  has  been 
commonly  connected.  But,  I  am  sure,  the 
members  of  the  House  feel  confident  that  when 
in  due  time  the  Ministers  engaged  in  that  duty 
bring  their  report  before  the  House,  it  will  be 
found  that  the  Ministers  on  going  to  Washington 
have  carried  out  faithfully  the  pledges  made  to  the 
country,  that  they  have  honestly  and  seriously 
striven  to  secure  freer  trade  relations  with  the 
United  States  ;  and  I  have  no  doubt  it  will  be 
found  that  in  all  their  negotiations,  in  all  their 
deliberations,  in  all  overtures  made,  and  in  all  the 
discussions  and  proceedings  of  the  conference,  our 
Ministers  have  invariably  kept  a  keen  eye  on  the 
honour  of  Canada,  and  I  am  sure  it  will  be  found, 
and  the  House  will  rejoice  when  such  appears,  that 
whatever  overtures  were  made,  Her  Majesty’s 
Ministers  in  Canada  never  forgot  that  this  country 
is  a  British  colony  possessing  a  loyal  people,  and 
that  all  negotiations  must  be  based  on  this 
principle,  that  we  will  never  discriminate  against 
British  goods.  In  offering  these  remarks  I  speak  not 
with  the  authority  of  one  of  Her  Majesty’s  Minis¬ 
ters,  but  as  a  humble  member  of  the  House  and  a 
member  of  the  Conservative  party,  who  has  that 
confidence  in  the  Ministry  of  the  day  as  to  believe 
that  the  policy  just  mentioned  will  be  the  policy 
carried  out  by  them.  It  would  be  out  of  place  at 
the  present  time,  and  I  have  neither  time  nor  in¬ 
clination,  to  enter  into  a  discussion  of  the  question 
of  reciprocity  or  unrestricted  reciprocity.  I  would, 
however,  beg  to  remind  some  of  our  friends  in  this 
House,  of  this  fact,  apart  altogether  from  the  merits 
of  the  question,  from  the  consideration  whether 
the  Reform  or  Conservative  policy  in  this  matter 
is  right,  that  there  is  not  only  among  the  peo¬ 
ple  of  the  country  but  among  members  of  this 
House  a  misunderstanding  of  the  position  of  the 
Conservative  party  with  respect  to  this  question. 
I  speak  thus  because  in  recent  elections  I  have 
known  lion,  members  making  representations  as  to 


the  position  obthe  Conservative  party  which — for  I 
cannot  believe  that  the  position  was  intentionally 
wrongly  stated — indicated  that  there  must  be 
misunderstanding  as  to  our  position ;  and  if 
members,  who  have  listened  to  all  the  debates, 
still  fail  to  grasp  the  position  of  the  Conservative 
party  on  this  question  it  is  not  remarkable  that 
throughout  the  length  and  breadth  of  the  country 
there  are  people  who  fall  into  the  same  error.  As 
I  have  said,  without  going  into  the  question  of 
the  merits  one  way  or  the  other,  I  should 
like  to  remind  our  friends  of  the  Opposition 
that  we  of  the  Conservative  party  are  as  anxious 
for  reciprocity  with  the  United  States  as  they  are, 
that  we  have  proved  again  and  again  our  desire  to 
obtain  freer  trade  relations,  and  we  have  shown 
practically  time  and  time  again  our  intention  to 
secure  freer  trade  relations  if  possible.  But  I  wish 
also  to  remind  the  Opposition  of  the  fact,  which 
they  seem  to  forget,  that  while  the  Conservative 
party  are  desirous  of  securing  freer  trade  relations 
with  the  United  States,  we  fully  and  clearly  under¬ 
stand  the  difference  between  reciprocity  and  unres¬ 
tricted  reciprocity.  I  would  like  to  remind  them 
that  while  they  point  with  pride  to  the  fact  that 
in  former  days  there  was  a  reciprocity  treaty  and 
that  this  country  was  prosperous  under  reciprocity, 
we,  the  Conservative  party,  agree  that  there  was 
a  reciprocity  treaty  and  prosperity  did  reign  in 
that  time  ;  but  we  are  not  ignorant  of  this  further 
fact,  that  there  were  other  causes  existing  at  that 
time,  which  do  not  exist  now,  which  may  fully 
account  for  the  prosperity.  For,  without  professing 
to  enumerate  all  the  causes  of  difference  between 
that  day  and  this,  surely  no  one  can  have  watched 
the  building  of  railways  and  failed  to  understand 
the  effect  on  the  position  of  the  people  of  the  build¬ 
ing  of  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway,  which  was  com¬ 
menced  at  about  that  time.  Reciprocity  was 
secured  in  1854,  and  I  can  well  understand  howr  all 
the  people,  Conservatives  and  Reformers,  agreed 
that  reciprocity  was  necessary,  because  the  United 
States  was  the  natural  market,  and  in  fact  apart 
from  the  home  market  was  the  only  market, 
because  there  were  not  then  means  of  communica¬ 
tion  with  the  sea-board  and  between  Great  Britain 
and  this  country  to  enable  our  people  to  send  their 
products  to  another  land  even  if  they  had  so 
desired.  During  that  time  also  other  railways 
were  built,  the  Great  Western  and  the  Northern. 
Again,  the  Crimean  war  broke  out,  during  which 
thousands  of  men  were  called  to  arms  by  the  great 
nations  of  the  world,  and  they  had  to  be  fed,  and 
inasmuch  as  the  North-West  was  unopened,  and 
the  western  States  had  not  sprung  into  existence, 
and  Egypt  and  the  Argentine  republic  as  grain 
producers  were  unknown,  we  found  a  steady 
demand  for  all  we  could  produce.  Tims  the 
Crimean  war  was  a  cause  which  existed  then  and 
does  not  exist  now.  We  know,  too,  that  very 
shortly  after  that  war  terminated  the  great 
rebellion  in  the  adjoining  republic  commenced, 
a  rebellion  during  which  hundreds  of  thousands  of 
the  citizens  were  taken  front  their  homes,  taken 
from  their  families,  taken  from  the  fields  they  had 
been  tilling,  and  had  to  be  supported  by  their  res¬ 
pective  Governments.  It  is  true  that,  while  through 
that  civil  war  the  demand  for  agriculture  products 
increased,  the  supplies  fell  oft’.  These  were  excep¬ 
tional  occurrences  which  would  not  arise  if  we  had 
unrestricted  reciprocity  to-morrowr ;  but,  Sir,  it 
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may  not  be  out  of  place  to  remind  this  House  that 
even  during  the  years  of  plenty,  when  we  enjoyed 
not  only  reciprocal  trade  but  the  exceptional  ad¬ 
vantages  to  which  I  have  just  alluded  ;  even  dur¬ 
ing  these  years  of  plenty  came  the  horribly  lean 
year  of  1857.  There  are  probably  some  gentlemen 
present  in  this  House  who  will  remember  the  dis¬ 
tress  which  prevailed  during  that  year.  I  hope  I 
will  not  be  understood  as  imputing  for  one  moment 
to  the  reciprocity  treaty  of  that  day  the  evils  and 
misfortunes  of  the  year  1857.  I  refer  to  that  sadly 
memorable  year  in  order  to  show  that  a  reciprocity 
treaty  is  not  a  sovereign  remedy  against  all  the  de¬ 
pression  which  may  prevail  in  the  country,  and  1 
merely  wish  to  point  out  even  among  years  of 
plenty  under  a  reciprocity  treaty,  we  had  a  year 
of  terrible  distress.  Now,  Sir,  without  referring 
longer  to  this  question  of  unrestricted  recipro¬ 
city,  I  pass  on  and  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  notice  taken  by  His  Excellency  of  the 
appointment  of  a  commission  in  order  to  investi¬ 
gate  the  working  of  the  Civil  Service  Act.  That 
is  a  matter  upon  which  I  am  sure  the  members  of 
this  House,  Opposition  as  well  as  Government  sup¬ 
porters,  will  unite  in  praise  of  the  policy  of  the 
Government.  It  must  surely  be  a  matter  of  con¬ 
gratulation  to  all  the  people  of  this  country,  apart 
from  their  political  convictions,  that  at  a  time 
when  weaknesses  were  discovered  in  the  Civil  Ser¬ 
vice  the  Government  saw  fit  to  appoint  a  commis¬ 
sion  such  as  that  referred  to  by  His  Excellency, 
composed  of  able  men,  to  investigate  the  evils  exist¬ 
ing  in  the  Civil  Service,  and  to  point  out  a  remedy. 
I  am  sure  that  not  only  in  this  House,  but  through¬ 
out  the  length  and  breadth  of  this  land,  when  the 
personnel  of  that  commission  is  known,  composed 
as  it  is,  of  men  whose  names  are  household  words 
throughout  the  Dominion,  I  am  sure  that  the 
names  of  the  gentlemen  composing  that  commission 
are  at  once  a  guarantee  of  the  sincerity  of  the 
Government  in  appointing  the  commission,  and  of 
the  completeness  and  accuracy  of  the  manner  in 
which  the  work  of  that  commission  will  be  per¬ 
formed.  In  due  time  the  report  of  that  commis¬ 
sion  will,  I  have  no  doubt,  be  laid  before  the  House, 
and  thenall  the  members, ConservativesandReform- 
ers  alike,  can  agree  in  doing  all  that  the  commission 
proposes,  or  that  their  individual  experience  may 
suggest, to  perfect  the  working  of  our  Civil  Service, 
in  order  if  possible  to  avoid  any  friction  or  difficul¬ 
ties  and  any  such  unpleasantnesses  as  have  occurred 
in  the  past.  His  Excellency  also  calls  to  the  at¬ 
tention  of  the  House  “  that  the  fishery  regulations 
of  British  Columbia  should  be  examined  and  re¬ 
vised  so  as  to  adapt  them  better  to  the  require¬ 
ments  of  the  fisheries  of  that  province,”  and  he 
points  out  that  a  commission  has  been  appointed 
with  that  object  in  view.  It  may  be  necessary  only 
to  remind  the  House  that  the  fish  in  that  part  of 
the  country  are  of  a  different  character  altogether 
from  those  in  our  eastern  waters  ;  and  owing  to 
the  peculiar  habits  of  the  fish  in  that  country  it 
has  been  found,  by  experience,  that  the  practical 
working  of  these  laws  which  are  suitable  and  proper 
in  the  east  are  unsuitable  and  unsatisfactory  in 
the  Pacific  province.  The  fish  of  British  Columbia 
are,  I  believe,  not  a  sporting  fish.  They  are  a  fish 
that  flock  in  great  numbers  up  the  mouths  of  the 
rivers,  and  they  differ  in  many  respects  from  the 
fish  in  the  eastern  provinces.  Therefore,  the 
Government,  profiting  by  the  experience  of  the  past, 
Mr.  Northrup. 


have  decided  to  issue  a  commission  to  draw7  up  re¬ 
gulations  which  will  apply  as  well  to  the  fish  of 
the  east  as  to  the  fish  of  the  west.  No  doubt 
this  commission  will  report  during  the  pre¬ 
sent  Session  of  Parliament.  The  attention 
of  the  House  will  also  be  directed  to  “  measures 
for  the  redistribution  of  seats  consequent  upon  the 
census  returns,  the  establishment  of  the  boundaries 
of  the  territories,  and  the  amalgamation  of  the 
departments  of  Marine  and  Fisheries.”  It  is  neces¬ 
sary  under  our  law  that  since  the  census  was 
taken  last  year,  there  should  be  a  redistribution  of 
seats.  I  am  sure  that  the  members  of  this  House 
will  uphold  the  Government  in  an  honest  attempt 
to  so  carry  out  the  law  of  this  country  as  to  apply 
the  altered  conditions  which  have  arisen  under  the 
census  requirements,  to  the  law  of  the  land,  so  as  to 
obtain  as  honest  and  reasonable  a  system  of  repre¬ 
sentation  as  can  be  devised  by  honest  men.  The 
establishment  of  the  boundaries  of  the  territories 
is  a  matter,  which,  like  the  establishment  of  the 
boundary  of  Alaska,  is  properly  taken  up  by  the 
Government  at  the  present  time.  The  territories 
referred  to  are  those  beyond  the  North-West  Terri¬ 
tories,  the  boundaries  of  which  latter  are  already  pro¬ 
vided  for  by  law.  The  amalgamation  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Marine  and  Fisheries  is  another  change 
which  is  the  result  of  experience.  Formerly  the 
departments  were  one  and  the  same,  but  some  years 
ago  it  was  decided,  while  retaining  one  Minister  in 
charge  of  the  whole,  to  appoint  two  deputy  heads. 
As  a  matter  of  practical  experience  it  has  been 
found  that  the  working  out  of  this  system 
of  having  a  double-headed  deputy  was  not 
satisfactory,  and  the  Government,  willing,  as 
they  always  are,  to  adapt  our  laws  to  the 
requirements  of  this  country,  are  ready  to  profit  by 
experience,  and  to  give  to  the  people  of  this  country 
the  benefit  of  the  special  knowledge  they  obtain. 
They  now  come  candidly  forward  and  propose  to 
return  to  the  old  system,  simply  because  by  ex¬ 
perience  it  has  been  found  more  satisfactory  than 
the  new  one.  His  Excellancy  also  states,  “  that  a 
Bill  will  also  be  presented  for  the  amendment  of 
the  Act  relating  to  real  property  in  the  territories.” 
The  House,  no  doubt,  is  aware  that  in  the  terri¬ 
tories  the  Torrens  system  has  already  been  intro¬ 
duced,  and  however  difficult  it  might  be  to  intro¬ 
duce  that  system  into  an  old  settled  country  such 
as  the  Province  of  Ontario,  I  am  sure  that  all  will 
agree  that  it  is  desirable  that  in  a  new  country, 
everything  possible  should  be  done  to  facilitate  an 
inexpensive  and  easy  transfer  of  real  estate.  In 
our  own  Province  of  Ontario,  it  has  been  found  in 
the  interests  of  the  community,  that  the  transfer  of 
real  estate  should  be  as  nearly  as  possible  approxi¬ 
mated  to  that  of  the  transfer  of  personal  property, 
and  from  year  to  year  laws  are  framed  in  that  pro¬ 
vince  with  a  view  to  obtaining  this  desirable  end. 
I  believe  that  the  members  of  this  House  will 
approve  of  the  action  of  the  Government  in  taking 
steps  in  the  early  history  of  these  territories 
to  see  that  the  laws  regulating  real  estate 
are  settled  on  a  satisfactory  basis.  Now,  Sir, 
I  am  sure  that  the  members  of  this  House,  on 
wdiichever  side  they  may  sit,  will  agree  that  there 
is  a  variety  of  topics  suggested  by  the  Speech  from 
the  Throne,  sufficient  to  occupy  this  House  in  legis¬ 
lation  during  a  session  of  ordinary  length.  I  am 
sure  that  the  members  of  this  House,  and  especial¬ 
ly  those,  who,  during  last  summer,  sweltered 
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through  the  hot  months  in  the  committee  rooms 
and  in  this  chamber,  will  welcome  any  steps  to 
render  as  brief  as  possible  the  session  on  which 
we  are  now  entering.  I  believe,  Sir,  that  every 
member  of  this  House  has  come  here  actuated  by 
no  other  view  than  that  of  legislating  in  the  inter¬ 
ests  of  Canada,  however  we  may  differ  politically, 
and  whatever  divergence  there  may  be  in  our  views 
as  to  the  methods  of  obtaining  that  great  end.  I 
would  be  sorry  to  think  that  there  is  one  member 
in  the  House  who  has  come  here  for  any  other 
purpose  than  to  legislate,  in  order  to  develop  the 
resources,  to .  promote  the  industries,  and  to  do 
everything  in  his  power  to  further  the  interests  of 
our  beloved  country.  I  believe  that  the  members 
of  this  House,  actuated  by  that  principle,  will  also 
keep  in  mind  the  fact  that  Canada,  while  blessed  in 
many  ways,  while  one  of  the  fairest  of  lands,  while 
kind  Providence  seems  to  have  exhausted  her  horn  of 
plenty  in  pouring  blessings  upon  our  land,  still,  I  hope, 
the  members  will  remember  that  with  all  these 
blessings,  we  have  one  defect  in  our  country.  We 
simply  as  Canadians  have  no  historic  past,  we 
have  no  national  history  to  which  to  point  our 
young  men  ;  a  history  which  is  necessary  for  the 
fostering  of  that  national  spirit  which  is  so  indis¬ 
pensable  for  the  growth  of  a  young  country. 
Although  we  have  every  blessing  save  this  of  a 
national  history,  yet  through  our  providential  con¬ 
nection  with  the  mother  land,  which  can  boast  of 
a  history,  the  most  glorious  amongst  the  nations  of 
the  earth,  we  become  possessed  of  a  historic  past. 
I  hope  the  members  of  this  House,  in  legislating 
during  the  present  Session,  will  remember  that  we 
have  the  great  and  glorious  history  of  the.  mother 
country  to  look  back  to,  and  that  every  name  in 
the  roll  of  English  worthies,  whether  heroes  by 
land  or  sea,  whether  they  are  names  honoured  in 
science  or  literature  or  art,  are  ours  as  well  as  our 
fellow  subjects  in  the  mother  land  ;  that  every 
mercantile  expedition,  maritime  venture  or  mis¬ 
sionary  enterprise  in  which  Great  Britain  has 
engaged  in,  is  ours  as  well  as  theirs,  that  by  every 
ray  of  glory  which  has  glistened  in  the  folds  of  the 
Union  Jack  we  are  as  much  entitled  to  be 
lighted  and  warmed  as  they,  and  I  hope  the  mem¬ 
bers  of  this  House,  so  remembering  while  sitting 
here  to  legislate  in  the  interests  of  Canada,  will  so 
frame  their  legislation,  that  all  their  acts  may  also 
be  framed  with  a  single  eye  to  the  promotion  of 
the  interests  of  Canada  along  the  line,  which  is  at 
once  the  surest,  most  honourable  and  most  per¬ 
manent,  that  is,  along  the  line  of  British  connection. 
1  have  much  pleasure  in  moving  the  following  reso¬ 
lution  : — 

That  a  humble  Address  be  presented  to  His  Excellency 
the  Governor  General,  to  thank  His  Excellency  for  his 
gracious  Speech  at  the  opening  of  the  present  Session, 
and  further  to  assure  His  Excellency — 

1.  That  we  receive  with  much  pleasure  His  Excellency’s 
expression  of  gratification  at  meeting  us  again  at  the 
commencement  of  the  Parliamentary  Session,  and  rejoice 
that  His  Excellency  is  able  to  congratulate  us  upon  the 
general  prosperity  of  the  Dominion,  and  upon  the  abund¬ 
ant  harvest  with  which  Providence  has  blessed  all  parts 
of  the  country. 

2.  That  we  share  the  feeling  of  profound  sorrow  aroused 
by  the  lamented  and  untimely  death  of  His  Royal  High¬ 
ness  the  Duke  of  Clarence  and  Avondale, and  are  pleased 
to  learn  that  the  sympathy  with  Her  Majesty  and  Their 
Royal  Highnesses  the  Prince  and  Princess  of  Wales,  in 
their  bereavement,  which  has  prevailed  in  the  Dominion 
on  this  melancholy  occasion,  has  found  expression  in 
respectful  messages  of  condolence  from  His  Excellency’s 
Ministers,  from  the  Provincial  Governments,  and  from 
many  other  representative  bodies. 


3.  That  we  hear  with  satisfaction  that  the  negotiations 
with  respect  to  seal  fishing  in  Behring  Sea  have  been  con¬ 
tinued,  with  a  view  to  the  adjustment  by  arbitration,  of 
the  difficulties  which  have  arisen  between  Her  Majesty’s 
Government  and  that  of  the  United  States  on  that  sub  ¬ 
ject ;  that  Commissioners  have  been  appointed  by  both 
Governments,  to  investigate  the  circumstances  of  seal 
life  in  Behring  Sea,  to  report  thereon,  and  to  suggest  the 
measures,  if  any,  which  they  may  deem  necessary  for  its 
proper  protection  and  preservation  ;  that  the  Commis¬ 
sioners  are  proceeding  with  their  deliberations  in  Wash¬ 
ington,  and  that  the  results  will  shortly  be  communicated 
to  Her  Majesty’s  Government;  and  that  we  trust,  with 
His  Excellency,  that  their  investigations,  and  the  deter¬ 
mination  of  the  Arbitrators  who  are  to  be  appointed, 
may  lead  to  a  just  and  equitable  settlement  of  this  long 
pending  difficulty. 

4.  That  we  learn  with  interest  that  the  meeting  which 
had  been  arranged  with  the  United  States  Government  for 
a  day  in  October  last,  for  an  informal  discussion  on  the 
extension  of  trade  between  the  two  countries,  and  on  other 
international  matters  requiring  adjustment,  was  post¬ 
poned  at  their  request,  but  that  in  compliance  with  a  more 
recent  intimation  from  that  Government,  three  of  His 
Excellency’s  Ministers  proceeded  to  Washington,  and 
conferred  with  representatives  of  the  Administration  of 
the  United  States  on  those  subjects  ;  and  that  we  are  much 
gratified  by  the  information  that  an  amicable  understand¬ 
ing  was  arrived  at  respecting  the  steps  to  be  taken  for  the 
establishment  of  the  boundary  of  Alaska,  and  for  reci¬ 
procity  of  services  in  cases  of  wreck  and  salvage,  that 
arrangements  were  also  reached  for  the  appointment  of 
an  International  Commission  to  report  on  the  regulations 
which  may  be  adopted  by  the  United  States  and  Canada 
for  the  prevention  of  destructive  methods  of  fishing  and 
the  pollution  of  streams,  and  for  establishing  uniformity 
of  close  seasons,  and  ofher  means  for  the  preservation 
and  increase  of  fish,  and  also  that  a  valuable  and  friendly 
interchange  of  views  respecting  other  important  matters 
took  place. 

5.  That  we  are  well  pleased  to  be  informed  that,  in 
accordance  with  the  promise  given  at  the  close  of  the  last 
Session,  a  Commission  has  been  issued  to  investigate  the 
working  of  the  Civil  Service  Act,  and  other  matters  con¬ 
nected  with  the  Civil  Service  generally,  and  that  the  report 
of  the  Commission  will  be  laid  before  us  during  the 
present  Session. 

6.  Tha  t  we  thank  His  Excellency  for  informing  us  that 
the  conclusions  of  the  Commission  otT the  manufacture  of 
beet-root  sugar  will  also  be  laid  before  us. 

7.  That  we  agree  with  His  Excellency  that  it  is  desirable 
that  the  fishery  regulations  in  British  Columbia  should  be 
examined  and  revised  so  as  to  adapt  them  better  to  the 
requirements  of  the  fisheries  in  that  Province,  nnd  are 
glad  to  know  that  a  Commission  has  been  issued  with  that 
object. 

8.  That  we  will  carefully  consider  the  important  meas¬ 
ure  respecting  the  Criminal  Law,  which  was  laid  before 
us  last  Session,  and  which  His  Excellency  is  pleased  to 
inform  us  has  been  revised  and  improved,  as  a  result  of 
the  expression  of  views  elicited  by  its  presentation  to 
Parliament,  and  will  be  submitted  to  us  ;  that  our  earnest 
attention  will  also  be  directed  to  any  measures  laid  be¬ 
fore  us  for  the  redistribution  of  seats  consequent  upon 
the  Census  returns,  for  the  establishment  of  the  bound¬ 
aries  of  the  Territories,  and  for  the  amalgamation  of  the 
Departments  of  Marine  and  Fisheries  ;  and  that  we  will 
willingly  consider  any  Bills  presented  to  us  for  the 
amendment  of  the  Civil  Service  Act,  the  Acts  relating  to 
real  property  in  the  Territories,  and  those  respecting  the 
fisheries. 

9.  That  we  thank  His  Excellency  for  informing  us  that 
the  accounts  for  the  past  year  will  be  laid  before  us  as 
well  as  the  Estimates  for  the  ensuing  year,  and  that  the 
said  Estimates  have  been  prepared  with  a  due  regard 
to  economy  and  the  requirements  of  the  public  service. 

10.  That  His  Excellency  may  rest  assured  that  these 
important  subjects,  and  all  matters  affecting  the  public 
iuterests  which  may  be  brought  before  us,  will  receive  our 
best  consideration :  and  that  we  thank  His  Excellency 
for  the  expression  of  his  confidence  that  we  will  address 
ourselves  to  them  with  earnestness  and  assiduity. 

Mr.  BAIN  (Soulanges. )  (Translation.)  Mr. 
Speaker,  unlike  my  lion,  friend  (Mr.  Northrup)  who 
spoke  first,  and  those  who  occupied  my  position  in 
former  years,  I  have  not,  in  undertaking  the  import¬ 
ant  task  which  is  now  mine,  of  secondingthe  Address 
in  answer  to  the  Speech  from  the  Throne,  the  privi¬ 
lege  of  asking  the  indulgence  of  the  hon.  members 
of  this  House,  on  account  of  my  youth,  or  of  my 
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being  a  stranger  to  the  greater  number  of  them.  I 
fully  realize  how  little  equal  I  am  to  the  task  I 
have  had  the  honour  of  being  intrusted  with,  and 
how  impossible  it  is  for  me  to  do  it  justice  ;  but  I 
know  that  I  find  myself  again  in  the  midst  of  old 
friends  of  both  sides  of  the  House,  and  that  they 
will  forgive  me  if  I  cannot  as  I  might  discharge 
the  task  which  I  thought  I  should  accept  in  the 
name  of  those  who  have  again  honoured  me  with 
such  a  flattering  token  of  their  confidence,  in  send¬ 
ing  me  back  to  represent  them  in  Parliament.  My 
task  is  not  easy  after  the  brilliant  speech  which  you 
have  just  heard  from  my  lion,  friend,  and  if  I  only 
took  counsel  of  my  own  judgment,  I  would  rest 
satisfied  with  applauding  the  line  language  and 
noble  sentiments  which  we  have  just  heard.  The 
first  paragraph  of  the  kSpeech  from  the  Throne  con¬ 
gratulates  Parliament  on  the  general  prosperity  of 
Canada.  In  order  to  ascertain  how  prosperous  a 
country  is,  it  is  necessary  to  refer  to  this  great 
commercial  barometer,  its  deposit  account  in  the 
banks,  and  the  amount  to  the  credit  of  its  people 
in  the  savings  banks.  It  must  not  be  forgotten  that 
for  the  four  years  which  immediately  preceded  last, 
the  crops  failed  in  the  greatest  part  of  the  country, 
and  that  all  the  industries  suffered  therefrom.  But 
this  did  not  prevent  the  commercial  bank  deposits 
and  the  deposits  in  savings  banks  to  increase  yearly. 
I  consider  our  country  as  one  of  the  most  prosperous 
in  the  world.  We  have  not,  it  is  true,  such  colos¬ 
sal  fortunes  as  are  found  among  our  neighbours  and 
elsewhere,  but,  on  the  other  hand,  there  is  not  to  lie 
found  here  such  black  misery  as  is  met  with  in 
those  countries.  If  we  compare  the  great  American 
centres  with  ours,  we  see  that  since  the  inaugu¬ 
ration  of  the  National  Policy  all  the  advantages 
are  on  our  side,  and  any  one  who  visits  our  cities  or 
rural  districts  can  convince  himself  that  our  people 
are  prosperous  and  happy.  I  may  be  told  perhaps 
that  our  population  has  not  increased  as  much  as 
might  have  been  expected.  It  is  true,  but  it  has 
been  the  same  with  our  neighbours,  and  we  are  not 
the  only  ones  which  were  disappointed  by  the  last 
census.  They  were  as  much  disappointed  as  we. 
The  fact  is  that  our  showing  is  better  than  that  of 
the  States  of  New  England,  where,  instead  of 
increasing,  the  population  has  actually  decreased. 
His  Excellency  continues  by  congratulating  us  for 
the  first  time  for  several  years,  upon  the  abundant 
harvest  with  which  every  part  of  the  country  was 
blessed  by  Providence.  It  is  a  great  gratification 
for  those  who  are  interested  in  the  agriculture, 
the  commerce  and  the  industries  of  the  country  : 
and  if  Providence  continues  for  some  years  to 
favour  us  as  it  has  during  the  last,  our  industries 
and  our  commerce  will  take  a  new  stride  forward, 
and  our  prosperity  increase  as  well.  We  have 
learned,  Mr.  Speaker,  with  a  feeling  of  profound 
grief,  the  premature  and  lamentable  death  of  the 
one  who,  in  the  natural  order  of  things,  was  one 
day  to  reign  over  the  British  Empire,  and  was  to 
be  our  sovereign.  I  know  that  I  but.  echo  the 
sentiments  of  the  hon.  gentlemen  of  this  House, 
and  of  the  French  Canadians  of  the  Dominion 
of  Canada,  whom  no  other  nationality  outdoes 
in  loyalty  and  attachment  to  their  sovereign 
and  the  British  Crown,  when  I  repeat  that 
which  has  been  so  well  said  by  my  hon.  friend, 
the  mover  of  the  Address.  Our  most  sincere  sym¬ 
pathy  with  Her  Majesty  and  their  Boyal  High¬ 
nesses  the  Prince  and  Princess  of  Wales,  in  their 
Mr.  Bain  (Soulanges). 


grief  upon  this  lamentable  occasion,  have  found 
expression  in  all  parts  of  the  Dominion.  An¬ 
other  passage  in  the  Speech  from  the  Throne, 
Mr.  Speaker,  refers  to  the  difficulties  which  for  a 
number  of  years  have  existed  in  regard  to  the 
Behring  Sea.  We  learn  with  much  satisfaction, 
Mr.  Speaker,  that  the  question  for  some  time 
under  discussion  between  the  Government  of  Her 
Majesty  and  that  of  the  United  States,  concerning 
the  fur  seal  fisheries,  is  on  the  point  of  an  ami¬ 
cable  settlement  by  arbitration.  This  will  be  of 
great  importance  as  it  will  remove  a  source  of 
contention  between  the  two  nations.  It  is  highly 
necessary  that  this  settlement  should  take  place, 
because  we  have  the  greatest  interests  at  stake, 
not  only  through  British  Columbia,  but  also  owing 
to  the  fact  that  every  year  a  large  number  of 
vessels  from  the  eastern  provinces  go  and  fish  for 
seal  in  Behring  Sea,  which  they  reach  by  way  of 
Cape  Horn,  and  that  a  certain  number  of  these 
vessels  have  been  seized  and  confiscated  with  their 
contents  by  the  American  revenue  cutters.  It  is 
a  well-known  fact  that  the  United  States  were  the 
first  to  resent  and  protest  against  the  pretensions 
of  the  Russians,  who  before  1825  claimed  the 
exclusive  right  of  fishing  in  the  Behring  Sea 
within  a  hundred  miles  of  the  shore.  As  the 
shores  on  both  side  belonged  to  Russia,  it  meant 
the  exclusion  of  all  the  other  nations  from  that 
part  of  the  Pacific  Ocean.  However,  by  a  treaty 
made  with  the  United  States  in  1825,  and  another 
with  the  British  Government  in  the  same  year,  she 
waived  her  rights.  And  why  were  these  treaties 
made  ?  Because  Russia  understood  that  its  con¬ 
tentions  were  untenable.  However,  after  having 
bought  from  Russia  Alaska  and  the  neigh - 
buring  islands,  including  the  Pribyloff  group, 
composed  of  the  islands  of  St.  George  and 
St.  Paul,  which  are  the  most  frequented  by 
the  fur  seal,  the  Americans  forbade  the  entrance 
of  Behring  Sea,  although  that  sea  is  six  or  seven 
hundred  miles  wide.  Let  me  tell  you,  by  the  way, 
that  in  making  this  purchase  for  $7,200,000,  they 
made  as  good  a  bargain  as  we  did  when  we  bought 
the  territories  of  the  North-West,  since  the  right  of 
fishing  for  the  fur  seal  on  the  Pribyloff  Islands 
gives  them  more  than  sufficient  to  pay  the  interest 
on  the  purchase  money,  while  there  are,  on  the 
other  hand,  gold  mines  in  Alaska,  one  of  which 
yields  more than$l, 000, 000  perannum.  Forgive  me 
the  digression.  I  was  saying  that  the  United  States, 
after  having  bought  this  territory,  had  set  up  the 
same  pretensions  which  Russia  had,  by  claiming  in 
virtue  of  the  purchase  treaty  with  Russia,  the  exclu¬ 
sive  rightof  fishing  in  the  Behring  Sea.  This  is  why  I 
am  happy  to  see  that  this  source  of  dissension  is 
soon  to  be  removed.  And  I  hope  that  the  investi¬ 
gations  to  be  made  and  the  judgment  to  be  rendered 
by  the  arbitrators  will  bring  about  a  just  and  equit¬ 
able  settlement  of  this  long-pending  difficulty.  I 
see  with  pleasure  that  upon  the  invitation  of  the 
Government  at  Washington,  our  Ministers  went  to 
confer  with  the  representatives  of  that  Government, 
and  have  reached  an  amicable  arrangement  of  sev¬ 
eral  questions  of  the  highest  importance  to  the 
country.  The  first  to  be  mentioned  is  the  deter¬ 
mining  of  the  boundary  of  Alaska.  A  few  years 
ago  there  was  an  impression  that  this  part  of  our 
territories  was  of  no  value,  and  was,  in  fact,  but  a 
country  of  ice  and  snow-clad  mountains.  But  the 
surveys  made  in  that  part  of  our  territory  estab- 
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lisli  that  these  mountains  contain  gold  and  other 
precious  metals,  and  that  the  rivers  carry  gold  de¬ 
posits,  and  are  replete  with  fish,  such  as  salmon, 
trout,  &c.  A  population  of  miners  and  fishermen 
has  found  its  way  to  that  region  to  work  out  its 
riches,  and  already  a  number  of  canning  establish¬ 
ments  are  to  be  found  there.  In  1885,  Mr.  Bayard, 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  United  States,  in  a 
despatch  on  this  question  to  the  American  Minister 
in  London,  Mr.  Phelps,  said  : 

“  Rude  and  inaccessible  as  is  the  *  sea  of  mountains  ’ 
of  south-eastern  Alaska  and  forbidding  as  it  may  appear 
for  ordinary  purposes  of  inland  settlement,  it  should  be 
remembered  that  it  is  a  mineral-bearing  region,  the 
geological  continuation  of  the  gold  and  silver  belt  of  Ca¬ 
lifornia  and  Nevada,  and  may  at  any  time  spring  into  an 
importance  not  now  calculable.  It  is  of  evident  advan¬ 
tage  to  both  countries  to  agree  upon  some  boundary  line 
capable  of  survey  at  a  reasonable  cost,  yet  so  precisely 
and  practically  described,  that  in  case  of  need  any  given 
point  thereon  may  be  readily  determined  in  advance  of  a 
general  survey,  and  to  do  this  while  the  whole  question 
of  local  values  is  in  abeyance.” 

Therefore,  it  is  very  important  for  the  two  coun¬ 
tries  that  this  question  be  settled  without  further 
delay,  in  order  that  we  may  not  have  to  deal  with 
difficulties  that  may  later  arise,  and  in  order  to 
avoid  conflicts  of  individual  interests,  or  conflicts 
of  jurisdiction  which  may  result  in  retarding  or 
embarrassing  the  locating  of  the  line.  President 
Grant,  in  his  message  to  Congress  on  the  2nd  of 
December,  1872,  said  : 

Experience  of  the  difficulties  attending  the  determina¬ 
tion  of  our  admitted  line  of  boundary,  after  the  occupation 
of  our  territory  and  its  settlement  by  those  owing  allegiance 
to  the  respective  Governments,  points  to  the  importance 
of  establishing,  by  natural  objects  or  other  monuments, 
the  actual  line  between  the  territory  acquired  by  purchase 
from  Russia,  and  adjoining  possessions  of  Her  Britannic 
Majesty.  The  region  is  now  so  sparsely  occupied  that  no 
conflicting  interests  of  individuals  or  jurisdiction  are 
likely  to  interfere  to  the  delay  or  embarrassment  of  the 
actual  location  of  the  line.  If  deferred  until  population 
shall  enter  and  occupy  the  territory  some  trivial  contest 
of  neighbours  may  again  array  the  two  Governments  in 
antagonism.  I  therefore  recommend  the  appointment  of  a 
commission  to  act  jointly  with  one  that  may  be  appointed 
on  the  part  of  Great  Britain  to  determine  the  line  between 
our  territory  of  Alaska  and  the  coterminous  possessions 
of  Great  Britain.” 

There  is  no  difficulty  as  to  the  line  which  follows 
the  one  hundred  and  forty- first  degree  of  longitude 
from  the  glacial  sea,  down  to  Mount  St.  Elias  ;  but 
there  the  difficulty  begins,  to  continue  as  far  as 
Portland  canal  according  to  the  American  claim, 
which  would  give  them  the  Prince  of  Wales,  Pierce 
and  other  islands,  or  as  far  as  the  Straits  of  Clar¬ 
ence,  according  to  our  claim,  which  would  give  us 
those  islands.  Difficulty  is  also  met  in  regard  to 
the  width  of  the  strip  of  land  extending  along  the 
coast,  and  bounded  by  the  crest  of  the  mountains 
the  nearest  from  the  coast  when  not  at  more  than 
ten  marine  leagues  therefrom,  a  limitation  which  we 
claim  to  be  independent  of  the  indentations  of  the 
coast,  while  the  Americans  claim  it  to  be  otherwise. 
Serious  studies  of  the  question  have  been  made  by 
Dr.  Dawson  on  our  behalf,  and  Mr.  Dali  on  behaif 
of  the  United  States.  Let  us  now  examine  the 
question  of  shipwreck  and  salvage.  According  to 
the  present  law  and  customs  regulations,  as  there 
are  more  shipwrecks  on  the  northern  shores  of  the 
lakes  and  rivers  which  divide  us  from  our 
neighbours,  than  oti  the  south  shores,  I  believe 
that  we  have  the  best  of  it.  However,  as  it  is 
our  wish  to  live  in  harmony  with  them,  I  am 
happy  to  see  that  amicable  arrangements  have 


been  made  for  the  settlement  of  this  ques¬ 
tion.  We  also  learn  with  pleasure  that  they 
have  agreed  to  appoint  an  international  commis¬ 
sion  to  report  on  the  regulations  to  be  adopted  by 
the  United  States  and  Canada,  to  prevent  the  use 
of  destructive  methods  of  fishing,  the  pollution  of 
our  rivers,  the  uniform  closing  of  fishing  seasons, 
and  on  other  means  for  the  preservation  and 
increase  of  fish.  It  is  an  acknowledged  fact  that 
notwithstanding  all  that  we  may  do  everywhere 
in  the  Dominion  wherever  our  lakes  and  rivers 
form  the  boundary  line  between  the  two  countries, 
if  our  friends  of  the  other  side  of  the  line  do  not 
take  the  same  measures  that  we  do  for  the  pre¬ 
servation  and  the  propagation  of  fish,  our  efforts 
and  our  expenditure  in  that  direction  will  be  use¬ 
less.  I  might  instance  the  shores  of  the  American 
Atlantic  where  the  absence  of  regulations  lias 
allowed  the  destruction  of  fisheries  formerly  of 
great  value.  The  Speech  from  the  Throne  tells  us 
of  the  appointment  of  a  commission  to  investigate 
the  working  of  the  Civil  Service  Act.  I  am  sure 
that  the  report  which  will  be  made  by  the  distin¬ 
guished  men  who  compose  this  commission,  will  be 
of  great  advantage  in  reforming  the  abuses  which 
mav  exist.  I  must. at  the  same  time  congratulate 
the  Government  upon  the  prompt  action  they  have 
taken  in  expelling  from  the  service  all  those  found 
guilty  of  irregularities.  And  I  am  certain  that 
they  will  continue  this  policy  until  no  dishonest 
employes  remain  ;  because  it  is  of  the  highest 
importance  for  the  good  administration  of  the 
country,  that  the  employes  of  the  Civil  Service, 
more  than  any  other  class  of  society,  be  above 
suspicion,  and  they  should  be  thoroughly  convinced 
that  no  irregularity  will  be  forgiven  them.  But 
it  is  a  consoling  fact  that  out  of  so  large  a  number 
of  employes,  so  few  dishonest  ones  should  be 
found  to  have  failed  in  their  duty.  We  see  every 
day  in  the  best  of  our  financial  institutions,  and 
in  spite  of  the  strictest  control,  employes  becom¬ 
ing  defaulters.  It  is  not  surprising,  therefore,  that 
occasionally  some  be  found  in  the  Civil  Service, 
and  from  what  I  know  of  the  service,  and  the 
acquaintance  I  have  with  a  number  of  employes, 
I  must  say  that  as  a  body  the  Civil  Service  is  as 
honourable  and  honest  as  any  other  class  of  society. 
The  next  paragraph  informs  us  that  the  report  of 
the  commission  of  enquiry  into  the  question  of 
beet-root  sugar  will  be  submitted  to  us.  It  is  a 
question  which  certainly  deserves  all  the  attention 
of  this  House  and  of  the  country.  I  hope  that  we 
will  continue  io  protect  an  industry  which  should 
be  a  source  of  great  riches  to  the  provinces  the 
soil  and  climate  of  which  are  adapted  to  the  grow¬ 
ing  of  this  plant,  and  which  should  be  of  as  great 
a  benefit  to  us  as  it  has  been  to  France,  Germany  and 
the  other  European  countries  where  it  has  become 
one  of  the  main  industries.  It  is  said  that  who¬ 
ever  can  cause  two  blades  of  grass  to  grow  where 
only  one  grew  before  is  a  benefactor  of  his  country, 
and  I  consider  that  Napoleon  the  First  has  done 
more  for  France,  in  causing  the  French  to  pro¬ 
duce  their  own  sugar  than  in  winning  all  the 
battles  which  made  of  him  the  greatest  man  of 
Europe.  We  also  see  with  pleasure  that  a  mea¬ 
sure  codifying  our  criminal  law  is  to  be  submitted 
to  Parliament,  but  as  the  Bill  was  already  put 
before  the  House  last  year,  and  as  almost  every 
member  is  acquainted  with  it,  there  is  no  necessity 
for  further  remarks.  We  also  see  that  measures 
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will  be  brought  before  the  House  tor  the  redistri¬ 
bution  of  seats  consequent  upon  the  census  returns  ; 
for  the  establishment  of  the  boundaries  of  the 
Territories  ;  and  the  amalgamation  of  the  Depart¬ 
ments  of  Marine  and  Fisheries  as  a  step  towards 
economy  and  better  administration.  A  Bill  con¬ 
cerning  real  property  in  the  Territories  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  Torrens  system,  and  Bills  concern¬ 
ing  the  fisheries  will  also  be  submitted  to  us. 
With  this  programme  from  the  Government,  and 
the  public  and  private  Bills  that  will  be  presented, 
we  shall  have  plenty  with  which  to  occupy  our  time 
during  the  session.  In  concluding  my  remarks,  I 
must  beg  the  pardon  of  my  hon.  colleagues  for 
having  gone  into  more  details  than  1  had  intended 
at  first,  and  thank  them  for  their  attention. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  very  heartily 
tender  my  congratulations  to  the  mover  and 
the  seconder  of  the  Address  for  -  the  manner  in 
which  they  have  performed  the  tasks  which  they 
have  assumed.  It  gives  me  pleasure  to  say  to  the 
hon.  member  for  East  Hastings  (Mr.  Northrup), 
that  the  speech  which  he  has  delivered  to  the 
House  this  afternoon  is,  in  my  humble  opinion, 
one  of  the  most  quiet  in  tone  and  rich  in  matter 
which  it  has  been  my  pleasure  to  listen  to  in  many 
years.  He  has  uttered  sentiments  which  we 
would  all  be  glad  to  hear  more  frequently  uttered 
on  the  floor  of  this  House — not  because  we  believe 
they  are  not  generally  felt,  but  because  the  more 
often  such  sentiments  are  repeated  the  greater 
effect  they  have  in  moulding  our  future  destiny. 
At  the  same  time,  it  shall  not  surprise  the  hon. 
gentleman,  I  am  sure,  if  I  tell  him  that  much  as  I 
find  to  admire  in  his  speech,  I  cannot  agree  in 
everything  lie  has  said  ;  but  the  exceptions  which 
I  have  to  take  to  his  remarks  are  very  few,  because 
in  the  main  I  am  disposed  to  agree  with  what  he 
has  said.  I  was  surprised,  I  must  say,  to  hear 
him  speak  as  he  did  of  the  prosperity  of  this  coun¬ 
try.  I  was  not  at  all  unprepared  to  see  the  state¬ 
ment  in  the  Speech  of  His  Excellency,  we  are 
accustomed  to  that  ;  but,  Sir,  is  it  possible 
that  a  young  Canadian  could  entertain  the  opinion 
which  the  hon.  gentleman  has  just  expressed, 
that  he  finds  the  state  of  the  country  one  to  be 
congratulated  upon  ?  Is  it  possible  that  the 
advisers  of  His  Excellency,  in  putting  the  state¬ 
ment  in  his  mouth  that  the  country  was  prosperous, 
were  really  serious  and  sincere  ?  May  we  not 
rather  suppose  that  they  were  playing  a  game  of 
bluff,  imagining  that  they  were  bound  to  persist  in 
that  assertion  ?  Is  it  possible  that  they  can  hold 
such  an  opinion  in  the  face  of  the  census  returns  ? 
Why,  Sir,  the  census  1ms  been  a  revelation  in  this 
House  ; — not  a  revelation,  I  should  say,  but  a  con¬ 
firmation  of  the  truths  which  have  been  uttered 
again  and  again  on  this  side  of  the  House,  but 
which  have  been  as  often  denied  by  the  other  side 
— dismissed  with  lofty  contempt  as  the  pessimistic 
utterances  of  mere  fault-finders.  After  all,  though 
it  is  not  a  matter  of  satisfaction  to  us,  still  it  is  a 
duty  to  re-assert  that  all  the  statements  made  on 
this  side  of  the  House  have  been  verified,  and  more 
than  verified,  by  the  revelations  of  the  census,  in 
regard  to  the  state  of  the  country.  In  the  last 
decade  our  population  has  grown  just  one  bare 
half-million.  We  had  expected  that  it  would 
reach  five  millions  or  more,  but  it  was  found  to 
be  under  five  millions.  We  have  not  maintained 
Mr.  Bain  (Soulanges). 


the  natural  increase  of  our  population,  nor  have 
we  kept  the  immigration  which  was  brought 
into  the  country  at  great  cost ;  and  yet  we  are  told, 
forsooth,  that  the  country  is  prosperous.  I  want  to 
know  the  evidences  of  prosperity.  A  happy, 
teeming  population  would  be  the  best  possible 
evidence  of  the  prosperity  of  the  country  ;  but  what 
is  the  use  of  talking  of  prosperity  when  one  million 
of  Canadians  have  deserted  our  shores  to  settle  in 
another  country  which  is  not  more  favoured  by 
nature  than  our  own.  If  we  had  kept  this  million 
of  Canadians,  if  we  had  kept  the  immigrants  whom 
we  have  brought  here,  then  there  would  have  been 
some  reason  to  talk  of  prosperity.  Prosperity  there 
may  be  ;  1  would  not  doubt  that  there  is  prosperity 
for  some  privileged  classes ;  but  prosperity  for  the 
toiling  masses — Sir,  it  is  a  mockery  to  speak  of  it 
in  the  face  of  such  a  state  of  things.  Why,  Sir, 
our  population  has  increased  at  the  rate  of  only  11 
per  cent.  A  young  country  like  Canada,  which  is 
able  to  afford  food,  clothing  and  homes  to  at  least 
one  hundred  millions  of  people,  has  not  kept  even  the 
five  millions  which  we  had  anticipated.  If  Canada 
were  an  old  land,  on  the  continent  of  Europe,  then  I 
could  understand  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  claiming 
tliatit  was  prosperous  so  long  as  the  people  were  not 
starving.  But  Canada  is  in  America  ;  Canada  has 
the  greatest  possible  future  before  it  ;  Canada  is 
bound  to  have  some  day  or  other,  when  it  is 
properly  governed  and  administered,  a  population 
of  one  hundred  millions.  At  the  present  time  we 
should  at  least  have  six  or  seven  millions  ;  but 
we  have  not  five  ;  and  yet,  forsooth,,  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  opposite  talk  of  prosperity.  Our  neighbours  to 
the  south  during  the  last  decade  have  increased  25 
per  cent.  They  have  kept  not  only  their  own 
population,  but  the  population  which  has  come  to 
them  from  abroad.  We  have  been  told  again  and 
again,  and  I  think  the  hon.  member  for  East  Hast¬ 
ings  repeated  the  statement,  that  there  has  been  a 
displacement  of  population  in  the  United  States. 
So  there  has  been  ;  but  though  there  has  been  a 
displacement  of  population  in  that  country,  people 
moving  from  one  state  to  another,  the  nation  as  a 
nation  has  suffered  no  loss  whatever.  Under  such 
circumstances  it  seems  to  me  that  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite,  in  purposely  closing  their  eyes  to  the  real 
state  of  the  country,  are  not  discharging  the  duty 
which  the  country  has  a  right  to  expect  from  them. 
The  true  patriot  does  not,  like  the  ostrich,  bury  his 
head  in  the  sand  and  ignore  the  facts,  but  he  looks 
the  real  situation  of  the  country  in  the  face.  Any¬ 
one  who  does  that  must  see  that  the  present  state 
of  the  country  is  not  satisfactory,  and  that  there 
must  be  reform.  I  claim,  Sir,  that  on  this  occasion, 
as  on  other  occasions,  the  only  patriots  are  found 
on  this  side  of  the  House.  I  say  it  with  all 
candour,  that  if  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  were 
at  all  awake  to  the  duty  of  the  hour,  they 
would  not  assert  that  the  country  is  prosperous  ; 
but  they  would  frankly  admit  that  for  a  young 
country  which  is  bound  to  have  a  great  future,  it 
is  in  a  lamentable, condition  when  it  cannot  retain 
its  own  population,  and  that  it  becomes  the  duty 
of  all  patriots  to  seek  for  some  kind  of  reform. 
What  is  that  reform  to  be  ?  That  is  the  question  ; 
and  much  as  we  differ  on  one  side  of  the  House  or 
on  the  other,  I  am  sure  that  we  all  agree  in  this, 
that  the  reform  which  Canada  requires  at  this 
moment  is  a  more  extended  market  for  its 
products.  Canada  is  in  the  position  to-day  of 
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a  young  giant  shackled  and  manacled,  not  free 
in  his  movement,  and  the  only  thing  he  wants 
is  to  be  set  free  from  his  shackles  and  to 
have  the  opportunity  of  extending  his  energies 
abroad.  This  is  the  policy  we  have  been  pursuing 
for  years,  and,  although  the  policy  has  not  been 
accepted  on  the  other  side  of  the  House  I  am 
aware  that  many  other  hon.  gentlemen  on  the  other 
side  have  in  their  hearts  been  compelled  to  admit 
that  the  policy  that  must  be  adopted  is  to  find 
markets  for  our  products  somewhere.  On  the  other 
hand,  there  are  many  of  our  colleagues  on  the  other 
side  who,  not  many  days  or  weeks  or  months  ago, 
indulged  in  the  hope  that  Great  Britain  would 
alter  its  policy  in  regard  to  trade  and  that  we  would 
find  a  larger  market  than  we  possess,  that  Great 
Britain  would  depart  from  the  principle  of  free¬ 
dom  of  trade  and  would  discriminate  in  favour 
of  colonial  products,  while  the  colonies  would 
discriminate  in  favour  of  British  products.  That 
question  has  been  settled  on  the  floor  of  the  British 
Parliament  the  other  day,  when  the  answer  was 
given  that  no  such  hopes  could  be  indulged  in, 
that  Britain  would  depart  from  her  policy  of  free¬ 
dom  of  trade,  so  that  all  the  hopes  which  have  been 
indulged  in  by  some  of  our  colleagues  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House  have  passed  away  and  can  no 
longer  be  entertained.  It,  therefore,  becomes  the 
duty  of  these  men  who  believe  in  their  hearts  that 
the  situation  could  be  amended  in  that  respect,  to 
turn  over  a  new  leaf  in  the  book  and  seek  for  mar¬ 
kets  somewhere  else.  It  is  manifest,  after  what  was 
said  the  other  day  on  the  floor  of  the  Imperial  Par¬ 
liament,  that  Britain  will  not  depart  from  her 
policy  of  freedom  of  trade.  I  am  bound  to  say, 
however,  that  there  is  grandeur  in  the  policy,  in  the 
economic  policy  of  Britain  which  is  greater  than 
that  of  any  other  country.  She  opens  her  doors  to 
the  whole  universe,  not  minding  whether  the  rest 
of  the  universe  opens  its  doors  to  her  or  not.  But 
it  is  manifest  at  the  same  time  that  the  dream 
which  was  entertained  fifty  years  agoby  John  Bright 
and  Cobden  as  to  freedom  of  trade  has  not  been 
realized.  It  was  expected  in  those  days  that  nation 
after  nation  would  follow  the  lead  of  Britain  and 
adopt  freedom  of  trade.  Those  hopes  have  not  been 
verified.  England  is  the  only  nation  that  has  adopted 
freedom  of  trade,  but,  although  the  dream  has  not 
been  realized  to  the  fullest  extent,  still  it  is  manifest 
that  the  idea  of  freedom  of  trade  is  gaining  ground. 
It  is  coming  in  a  different  manner,  it  is  coming  by 
means  of  commercial  treaties.  Nations  which  are 
protectionists  to-day,  not  because  of  any  love  of 
protection  but  simply  because  they  fear  that  if 
they  adopted  freedom  of  trade  they  would  give  an 
advantage  to  their  neighbours,  are  passing  legis¬ 
lation  which  gives  freedom  of  trade  to  the  neigh¬ 
bouring  countries  in  exchange  for  the  freedom  of 
trade  offered  by  them.  For  example,  we  find  this 
in  Germany.  The  German  Zollverein  is  one  of  the 
most  protective  societies  to  be  found  on  the  face  of 
the  earth,  but  we  find  that  within  the  last  twelve 
months  the  German  Zollverein  has  been  offering 
reciprocity  of  trade  to  Switzerland,  Belgium  and 
Italy,  and,  I  believe,  also  to  Austria  and  Spain. 
Then  we  have  the  example  of  the  policy  of  our 
neighbours  to  the  south  of  us,  who  have  extended 
freedom  of  trade  to  all  the  nations  of  Southern 
America,  and  also  to  the  West  Indies.  This  is  also 
the  policy  of  the  Liberal  party  of  Canada.  I 


admit  that  it  is  not  possible  for  us  to  obtain  or 
accept  freedom  of  trade  as  we  would  desire  to  have 
it  or  as  it  exists  in  England,  but  the  policy  we  have 
in  view  is  to  extend  freedom  of  trade  by  means  of 
commercial  treaties  with  other  nations.  This  is 
the  policy  which  I  believe  commends  itself  at  the 
present  time  not  only  to  this  party  but  to  the  most 
civilized  nations  of  the  earth.  It  is  true  that  on 
this  question  we  have  not  been  met  with  any 
favourable  action  on  the  other  side  of  the  House. 
They  are  Conservative,  and  therefore  slow  to  adopt 
new  ideas,  but  there  must  be  something  sound  in 
the  policy  which  we  have  propounded,  seeing  that 
about  ten  days  or  two  weeks  ago  they  paid  a  visit 
to  Washington.  I  do  not  propose  to-day  to  discuss 
the  question  of  unrestricted  reciprocity  which  does 
not  come  within  the  four  corners  of  the  Speech 
from  the  Throne,  and  which  we  will  have  occasion 
to  discuss  again  and  again  during  the  session  ; 
but  the  hon.  gentleman  stated  that  we  on  this  side 
of  the  House  did  not  understand  what  was  the 
position  of  the  Conservative  party  in  regard  to 
reciprocity.  It  seems  to  me  that  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  do  not  understand  what  unrestricted 
reciprocity  is.  At  all  events  they  profess  not  to 
understand  it,  or  they  certainly  grossly  misrepre¬ 
sent  it.  The  hon.  gentleman,  who,  I  am  sure,  is  a 
good  Conservative,  has  told  us  that  his  party  was 
anxious  to  obtain  reciprocity  in  natural  products. 
If  he  had  been  in  this  House  last  session,  or 
for  some  time  before,  he  would  have  known 
that  this  may  have  been  the  policy  of  his 
party  in  antiquated  days,  but  that  it  was  their 
policy  no  longer.  Hid  we  not  hear,  two  or  three 
years  ago,  a  Minister  of  the  Crown  state  on  the 
floor  of  Parliament  that  reciprocity  in  natural  pro¬ 
ducts  would  be  the  bane  of  Canadian  farmers  ? 
That  is  not  an  isolated  statement,  but  the  state¬ 
ment  has  been  repeated  on  the  floor  of  this  House 
time  and  again  by  the  rank  and  file  of  that  party. 
Only  last  session  we  heard  again  and  again  the 
statement  that  reciprocity  in  natural  products 
would  be  the  bane  of  the  farmers.  Therefore,  I 
ask  myself,  what  is  the  reason  why  the  Canadian 
Ministers  went  to  Washington  some  little  time  ago  ? 
Perhaps,  in  their  hearts,  after  all,  they  do  not 
adopt  the  policy  of  their  old  colleagues  or  of  some 
one  of  their  followers,  but  in  their  heart  of  hearts 
they  may  believe,  as  must  appear  to  every  reason¬ 
able  man,  that  reciprocity  in  natural  products 
would  be  beneficial  to  the  Canadian  farmers. 
We  are  in  favour  of  unrestricted  reciprocity  on 
this  side  of  the  House  ;  but  if  we  cannot  have 
unrestricted  reciprocity  we  are  quite  willing  to 
accept  reciprocity  in  natural  products,  as  we  are 
desirous  of  securing  to  the  fullest  possible  extent 
the  advantages  of  trade  between  the  two  countries. 
But  if  the  Government  and  their  supporters  will 
not  grant  this  country  reciprocity  on  the  old  lines, 
if  they  will  to-day,  or  to-morrow,  or  at  any  time, 
obtain  reciprocity  even  in  ever  so  few  articles, 
they  will  have  the  support  of  the  Liberal  party  on 
this  side  of  the  House.  Sir,  we  have  been  told  again 
and  again  that  unrestricted  reciprocity  was  not 
possible,  that  the  Americans  would  not  grant  it.  I 
would  like  to  quote  on  this  subject  from  a  speech 
delivered  in  New  York  a  few  days  ago  by  the  Hon. 
Mr.  Foster,  who  holds,  as  I  understand,  a  high 
position  in  the  State  Department  at  Washington. 
After  speaking  of  the  tendency  and  the  policy  of 
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the  American  Government  to  establish  wide  com¬ 
mercial  treaties  with  the  different  nations,  he  goes 
on  to  say  : 

“  But,  it  may  be  asked,  if  this  be  true,  why  not  extend 
it  to  our  Canadian  neighbours  on  the  north  ?  The  first 
answer  is  that  with  our  tropical  neighbours,  whose 
products  are  so  dissimilar  to  ours,  reciprocity  is  a  simple 
matter,  but  when  we  come  to  deal  with  a  country  having 
thousands  of  miles  of  conterminous  territory  and  with 
like  products  and  industries,  the  question  becomes  more 
complex.  But  this  is  not  the  insuperable  difficulty.  The 
fact  that  Canada  does  not  possess  the  right  of  negotiating 
her  own  treaties,  but  must  have  them  negotiated  for  her 
by  a  distant  power  which  is  controlled  by  economic  prin¬ 
ciples  entirely  different  from  those  of  both  the  United 
States  and  Canada,  constitutes  the  chief  barrier  to  any 
arrangement.” 

Sir,  though  I  would  not  subscribe  altogether  to 
everything  that  is  said  here,  I  see,  however,  no  in¬ 
superable  difficulty,  judging  from  the  language  of 
the  American  authorities,  to  securing  complete 
reciprocity  between  Canada  and  the  United  States. 
The  difficulty  at  this  moment  is  that  we  have  not 
the  power  to  negotiate  our  own  commercial  treaties. 
The  power  to  negotiate  our  own  commercial  treaties 
is  one  which  has  been  long  claimed  by  this  House. 
As  far  back  as  1882  Mr.  Blake  introduced  a  resolu- 
•  tion  in  favour  of  asking  the  mother  country  to 
grant  us  that  power.  That  motion  was  voted 
down.  Some  years  afterwards  my  hon.  friend  to 
my  left  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright),  in  1888,  if  I 
remember  aright,  or  in  1889,  introduced  a  similar 
motion,  which  was  also  voted  down.  But  in  view 
of  the  events  that  have  taken  place,  in  view  of  the 
fact  that  we  are  progressing  as  a  nation,  in  view  of 
the  fact  that  it  is  becoming  recognized  on  both 
sides  of  the  House  that  the  trade  of  Canada  must 
be  extended  somehow,  and  that  this  country  will 
no  longer  consent  to  be  shut  up  within  its  own 
boundaries,  it  is  more  than  ever  opportune  to 
debate  and  to  discuss  this  question  once  more,  and 
this  question,  I  may  say  at  once,  must  be  debated 
at  no  distant  day  during  the  present  session.  A 
few  days  ago  three  Canadian  Ministers  paid  a  visit 
to  Washington.  This  time  their  visit  lasted  longer 
than  did  their  visit  of  last  April.  Their  present 
visit,  we  are  told  in  the  speech,  was  the  result  of 
an  intimation  from  the  American  Government.  I 
was  not  prepared  for  that  statement,  but  I  accept 
it  with  a  great  deal  of  pleasure  indeed.  1  am  glad 
to  hear  from  the  advisers  of  His  Excellency,  that 
the  visit  which  they  paid  to  Washington  was  made 
upon  an  invitation  from  Washington.  This,  Sir, 
is  of  good  omen,  it  shows  friendship  on  the  part  of 
the  United  States  ;  and  for  my  part  I  deplore  the 
fact  that  between  Canada  and  the  United  States, 
between  two  countries  of  the  same  blood,  of  the 
same  language,  in  a  large  measure,  and  of  similar 
institutions,  there  should  be  any  feeling  other  than 
one  of  the  closest  friendship.  Patriotism  does  not 
mean  hostility  to  any  country  ;  patriotism  ought  to 
be  founded,  not  upon  hostility  to  any  country,  but 
upon  the  broadest  and  most  generous  instincts  of 
human  nature.  While  we  ought  to  profess  our¬ 
selves  friends  to  the  Americans,  on  our  side,  I  am 
sure,  we  do  not  wish  to  do  so  with  any  loss  of 
dignity.  The  hon.  gentleman  said  a  moment  ago 
that  he  was  sure  the  Canadian  Ministers  at  Wash¬ 
ington  had  not  done,  and  would  not  do,  anything 
detrimental  to  the  dignity  of  Canada.  Sir,  I  have 
no  doubt  of  it,  but  I  can  tell  him  that  there  is  no 
party  in  the  House  wrho  would  negotiate  a  treaty 
with  the  States,  if  such  a  treaty  were  to  imply  any 
derogation  to  the  dignity  of  Canada.  We  do  not 
Mr.  LauriePv. 


admit  on  our  side  of  the  House  the  view  which  is 
often  stated  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  that  a 
treaty  of  unrestricted  reciprocity  would  imply  dero¬ 
gation  to  the  dignity  of  Canada.  Nothing  of  the 
kind.  For  my  part,  I  am  glad  that  the  Canadian 
Ministers  went  to  Washingt  on  some  time  ago.  They 
did  not,  and  could  not,  succeed,  because  the 
basis  upon  which  they  wanted  to  negotiate 
could  not  be  accepted  by  the  American  Govern¬ 
ment.  Some  time  or  other,  sooner  or  later,  and 
sooner  rather  than  later,  if  another  Government 
were  to  send  a  deputation  to  Washington  charged 
with  negotiating  the  fullest  treaty  that  it  is  possi¬ 
ble  to  obtain  from  the  American  Government,  I 
may  tell  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  at  once,  that  if  on 
such  an  occasion  the  American  authorities  were  dis¬ 
posed  to  be  arrogant  or  unfriendly,  or  were  dis¬ 
posed  to  make  us  pay  any  price  at  the  expense  of 
our  dignity  for  the  privileges  we  desired,  we  would 
say  :  We  want  none  of  it.  We  would  say  :  W  e 
will  remain  as  we  are,  and  for  my  part  I  would 
turn  about  face  immediately.  But,  Sir,  it  was  not 
possible  for  the  hon.  gentlemen  to  succeed,  and 
why?  The  hon.  gentlemen  did  not  want  to  succeed 
on  the  basis  of  unrestricted  reciprocity  ;  they 
wanted  to  negotiate  only  on  the  basis  of  restricted 
trade  ;  and  as  mentioned  in  the  letter  of  Mr. 
Blaine  to  Congressman  Baker,  which  it  is  useless 
to  cite  again  to  the  House,  the  American  Govern¬ 
ment  has  intimated  again  and  again  that  they  would 
not  negotiate  on  any  other  basis  than  that  of  un¬ 
restricted  reciprocity.  So  their  mission  was  bound 
to  fail  from  the  very  outset.  Yet  I  am  glad  they 
went,  not  because  I  expected  they  could  accom¬ 
plish  anything  in  the  way  of  securing  recipro¬ 
cal  trade,  but  simply  because  I  desire  to  see  them 
open  friendly  relations  with  our  neighbours. 
In  that  respect  I  am  glad  to  see  that  their 
mission  has  not  been  without  some  effect. 
As  a  result  of  that  mission  we  are  to  have,  as  I 
understand,  an  arrangement  concluded  for  settling 
the  boundary  between  Canada  and  Alaska.  This 
is  an  important  measure  from  every  standpoint. 
It  is  not  likely  that  that  part  of  the  country  will  ever 
be  thickly  settled,  if  settled  at  all ;  but,  at  all  events, 
it  is  open  to  trade,  and  it  is  far  preferable  that  the 
boundaries  between  the  two  nations  should  be 
settled  now  than  at  a  later  date  after  there  may 
possibly  have  been  a  collision  between  traders, 
with  all  the  consequences  of  such  a  collision.  So 
far  the  visit  of  the  Ministers  to  Washington  has 
not  been  without  fruit,  and  so  far  it  is  of  some  im¬ 
portance.  Then,  as  another  result  of  the  mission 
of  the  Ministers  to  Washington,  we  are  to  have,  at 
last,  legislation  for  reciprocity  of  services  in  cases 
of  wrecking  and  salvage.  Well,  this  is  certainly 
an  important  result  of  the  mission  to  Washington. 
There  has  been,  as  I  understand,  a  statutory  offer 
of  reciprocity  on  our  part,  standing  for  years  ;  I 
do  not  know  whether  it  still  exists  ;  if  it  has  been 
repealed  it  has  been  done  within  a  year  or  two. 
But  it  existed  during  many  years,  and  was  never 
accepted.  Hitherto  they  have  not  exerted  them¬ 
selves  in  having  such  legislation  passed.  Once  or 
twice,  certainly  once,  the  Bill  was  introduced,  if  I 
remember  rightly,  by  the  hon.  member  for  Fron- 
tenac  (  Mr.  Kirpatrick  )  to  establish  such  a 
reciprocity  on  our  side  of  the  line,  which 
could  be  met  at  any  time  by  legislation  on 
the  other  side  of  the  line.  The  Bill  did  not 
become  law,  it  was  killed  by  the  Ministers  ; 
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it  may  not  have  been  killed  openly,  but,  I  am  sure 
that  the  Ministers  never  lifted  a  finger  in  its 
behalf.  1’  am  sure  also,  knowing  the  great 
influence  which  they  wield  upon  the  representa¬ 
tion  in  this  House,  that  if  they  oidy  lifted 
their  little  finger  in  favour  of  the  Bill  it  would 
have  been  passed.  For  some  reason  or  other 
a  Bill  similar  was  killed  in  a  subsequent  session. 
Now,  while  they  were  in  Washington,  the  matter 
was  discussed  with  the  American  Government,  and 
as  a  result  we  are  to  have  this  humane  legislation, 
because,  it  must  be  admitted  to  be  a  crying  shame 
to  these  two  civilized  nations  that  such  a  law  has 
not  sooner  been  passed.  Then,  we  are  to  have  a 
commission  to  devise  regulations  for  the  preserva¬ 
tion  of  fish,  and  to  prevent  the  pollution  of  the  seas. 
This  is  a  technical  subject  which  I  do  not  profess 
to  be  competent  to  deal  with,  but  I  am  sure  that 
it  is  a  subject  of  great  importance,  and  one  which 
must  be  productive  of  a  great  deal  of  good,  that  is, 
we  can  have  international  regulations  which 
will  apply  both  to  the  United  States  and  to 
Canada  to  prevent  the  pollution  of  the  waters, 
and  to  prevent  the  use  of  those  means  of 
catching  fish  which  are  so  destructive.  So  far 
the  visits  of  the  Ministers  have  been  produc¬ 
tive  of  good.  We  are  to  have  an  international 
commission,  and  we  are  to  receive  a  report  of  a 
commission  of  our  own — the  commission  on  the 
Civil  Service.  I  will  refrain  from  making  reference 
to  that  subject  until  we  have  the  report  of  the 
commission  itself.  This  is  a  subject  somewhat 
dangerous  to  touch  on  unless  we  possess  full  infor¬ 
mation,  and  I  deem  it  more  prudent  at  this  time  to 
say  nothing  about  it,  awaiting  the  result  of  the 
commission’s  reporb  But  I  am  surprised  that  I 
am  unable  to  find  within  the  corners  of  the  speech 
any  mention  whatever  of  another  commission, 
which  had  been  promised  with  great  flourish  of 
trumpets,  and  which  was  to  investigate  the  work¬ 
ing  of  prohibition  legislation  in  foreign  countries. 
I  have  not  heard  a  word  of  it,  I  believe,  since  July 
last.  I  thought,  and  everybody  expected,  there 
would  be  some  mention  of  this  commission  in  the 
speech  ;  because,  if  we  remember  rightly,  this 
commission  had  been  appointed  to  investigate  and 
correct  an  error  which  had  been  committed  by  the 
Minister  of  Finance  in  a  moment  of  weakness,  and 
in  a  moment  of  courage  he  thought  it  better  not  to 
persist  in  his  error,  but  to  inform  himself  on  ■  a 
matter  as  to  which  he  had  pronounced  without 
having  sufficient  information.  But  I  am  not  to 
judge  from  what  I  fail  to  see  before  me,  I  believe 
the  hon.  gentleman  has  had  another  moment  of 
weakness  in  this  matter.  As  to  the  legislation 
which  is  promised,  it  is  of  a  mild  character,  and,  as 
was  anticipated  and  suggested  by  the  member  from 
East  Hastings  (Mr.  Northrup),  it  is  conducive  to  a 
brief  session.  At-  least  there  is  not  much  in  it 
which  should  lead  to  protracted  debate  in  this 
House,  except  one  measure, — the  measure  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  distribution  of  seats.  This  is,  of  all 
measures  proposed,  the  most  important  that 
Parliament  has  to  deal  with,  because  it  is  the  very 
basis  of  the  system  of  government  under  which  we 
live.  The  proper  representation  of  the  people,  the 
fair  and  adequate  representation  of  the  people, 
the  fair  and  adequate  representation  of  evei'yone, 
is  the  very  basis  of  responsible  government.  The 
hon.  gentleman  hoped  a  moment  ago  that  this 
basis  would  be  founded  on  the  principle  of  fairness. 


Sir,  I  am  glad  to  hail  this  announcement,  because 
it  will  be  the  first  time  such  a  measure  was  ever 
based  upon  such  principles.  •  There  never  yet  was 
a  measure  of  this  kind  that  was  based  on  the  prin¬ 
ciple  of  fairness,  and  we  shall  see  whether  on  the 
present  occasion  the  Government  will  act  up  to  the 
expectation  of  their  follower,  whether  in  the  forth¬ 
coming  measure  they  will  or  not  follow  the  old 
method  of  hiving  the  Grits  so  as  to  give  a  chance 
to  the  Tories  elsewhere,  or  whether  they  will  dis¬ 
tribute  the  Grits  and  Tories  alike  so  as  to  give  a 
chance  for  the  opinions  of  the  country  to  be  fairly 
expressed  in  every  section  and  every  division.  I 
am  not  sure,  however,  that  the  hon.  gentleman  has 
not  expected  too  much.  I  will  not  say  he  is  misled, 
I  will  not  venture  any  prediction,  but  I  am  glad 
to  hail  the  information  that  he,  at  all  events,  ex¬ 
pects  fairness  to  be  displayed,  and  I  hope  the  same 
spirit  will  pervade  every  member  forming  the  ma¬ 
jority  on  the  other  side  of  the  House.  There  is 
but  one  more  remark  I  desire  to  offer,  and  it  is  one 
of  sadness.  The  hon.  member  for  East  Hastings 
(Mr.  Northrup)  has  referred  in  fitting  terms, 
in  most  fitting  terms,  indeed,  to  the  sad  event 
which  lately  shocked  all  British  subjects  the 
world  over,  and  not  only  British  subjects  but 
all  civilized  nations.  There  is,  after  all,  a  universal 
brotherhood  in  the  whole  human  family.  It  is  our 
misfortune  that  sympathy  is  elicited  more  by  the 
sadness  than  by  the  joys  of  life.  Nothing,  indeed, 
can  be  sadder  than  the  death  on  the  threshold  of 
manhood  of  one  born  to  so  great  dignity,  so  full  of 
hope,  and  surrounded  by  such  love  and  affection. 
Certainly  it  is  one  of  the  most  painful  tragedies  of 
this  age,  this  death  of  one  born  to  so  great  a 
dignity  as  I  have  said,  of  one  on  the  step  of  the 
bridal  altar.  To  those  to  whom  he  was  so  close  it- 
is  impossible  to  offer  any  consolation,  because  this 
is  one  of  the  griefs  which  cannot  be  consoled  on 
earth  ;  but  it  is  a  melancholy  pleasure  for  us  to 
offer  our  sympathy,  and  to  say  to  those  who  bear 
his  loss  to-day,  that  we,  the  loyal  subjects  of  Her 
Majesty,  and  the  future  subjects  of  His  Majesty, 
if  he  had  lived,  share  to  the  fullest  extent  the  loss 
they  have  sustained. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  if  we  on 
this  side  of  the  House  cannot  fully  concur  in  all  the 
remarks  which  the  hon.  gentleman  has  made,  I  am 
sure  we  can  very  heartily  and  sincerely  concur  with 
him  in  the  congratulations  he  has  extended  to  the 
mover  and  seconder  of  the  Address.  Those  hon. 
gentlemen,  I  agree  with  him,  have  discharged  the 
duty  which  devolved  upon  them  with  rare  ability 
and  good  taste,  and  we  cordially  congratulate  these 
two  gentlemen  or  their  first  appearance  this  session 
in  the  House,  the  mover  of  the  Address  representing 
the  young  members,  and  the  seconder  representing 
gentlemen  who  have  served  with  us  before  and  are 
coming  back  with  a  warm  welcome  from  their 
friends  and  coadjutors.  I  would  have  liked  very 
much  to  have  gone  further  and  included  in  my  ex¬ 
pressions  of  concurrence  and  congratulation  the 
leader  of  the  Opposition  himself,  for,  if  we  except 
three  or  four  expressions  which  he  used  and  which 
I  am  sure  on  a  little  reflection  he  would  be  disposed 
to  revise,  as,  for  example,  the  assertion  that  the 
patriots  all  sat  on  his  side  of  the  House,  and,  for 
example,  the  denial  of  the  prosperity  of  this  country, 
and  the  assertion  that  hon.  gentlemen-on  this  side 
were  sitting  with  eyes  perversely  closed  to  the  true 
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condition  of  the  country,  we  might  fairly  congratu¬ 
late  the  hon.  gentleman  and  allow  his  speech  to 
go  with  nothing  except  an  expression  of  concur¬ 
rence.  But  we  are  unable  to  do  so  for  the  reason  I 
have  just  mentioned.  Whether  perversely  or 
otherwise  he  insists  on  stating  as  His  Excellency 
mentions  in  his  speech,  and  as  we  have  stated  on 
many  occasions,  that  the  condition  of  the  country 
to-day  is  a  matter  for  which  Canadians  ought  to  be 
proud  and  grateful.  Whether  we  consider  the 
economic  condition  of  our  people,  their  industrial 
progress,  or  whether  we  consider  the  matters 
which  the  hon.  gentleman  in  a  moment  of  forget¬ 
fulness  five  minutes  afterwards  referred  to  in  his 
speech  as  the  progress  of  this  country  towards 
nationality,  we  have  every  reason  to  feel  proud  of 
the  position  this  country  occupies,  and  if  the  hon. 
gentleman  insists,  as  he  and  his  party  have  fre¬ 
quently  done,  on  inscribing  on  their  banner  “  war, 
pestilence  and  famine,”  the  hon.  gentleman  will 
find  the  standard  is  not  one  that  will  rally  the 
youth,  the  hope  and  pride  of  Canada  under  it. 
The  hon.  gentleman  compared  Canada  to  a  young 
giant  struggling  with  all  his  energy,  but  manacled 
by  shackles.  In  stating  the  policy  of  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  on  this  side  of  the  House,  the  hon.  gentleman 
singularly  misapprehended  us,  because  we  conceive 
that  the  policy  which  he  has  urged  on  the 
House  to-day,  which  he  and  his  followers  have  urged 
on  the  country,  is  not  one  that  will  free  the  energies 
of  the  young  giant,  but  will  compel  him  to  take  on 
new  shackles  and  limit  the  field  of  his  exertions. 
In  the  same  breath  my  hon.  friend  referred  to  the 
members  of  this  House  who  had,  and  perhaps  still 
have,  high  hopes  that  a  favourable  arrangement  may 
be  carried  out  by  Great  Britain,  whereby  a  prefer¬ 
ential  market  will  be  afforded  to  the  colonies  of 
the  Empire,  and  he  invited  those  gentlemen,  in 
view  of  the  proceedings  which  have  taken  place  in 
the  Imperial  Parliament,  to  turn  over  a  new  leaf 
and  seek  for  markets  elsewhere.  Sir,  we  believe 
that  whether  with  or  without  a  preferential  market 
the  markets  of  Great  Britain  are  the  greatest 
markets  for  the  products  of  this  country  ;  and  the 
gentlemen  upon  this  side  of  the  House  who  either 
expect  or  do  not  expect  that  preference  will  be 
given  to  the  products  of  the  colonies  in  the  British 
market,  are  at  any  rate  not  willing  to  submit  to  a 
policy  by  which  our  people  shall  jeopardize 
that  market  and  which  shall  exclude  the  pro¬ 
ducts  of  that  country  from  ours.  The  hon.  the 
leader  of  the  Opposition  in  this  connection  read 
an  extract  from  a  speech  by  General  Foster  in 
the  United  States,  in  which  he  referred  to  the 
position  of  this  country  as  regards  the  power 
to  negotiate  her  own  treaties.  The  hon.  gentleman 
has  studied  that  speech  in  vain,  if  he  has  not  found 
that  General  Foster’s  impression  of  the  situation 
amounts  to  this  :  that  the  difficulty  in  obtaining  a 
treaty  with  Canada  such  as  the  people  of  the  United 
States  most  desire,  is  not  merely  the  technical  diffi¬ 
culty  of  the  right  to  negotiate  our  own  treaties, 
which  can  be,  and  has  been  time  and  again,  conceded 
by  the  mother  country  ;  but  the  peculiar  position 
which  Canada  occupies  in  negotiating  her  treaties 
as  part  of  the  British  Empire  to  which  she  owes 
duties,  to  which  she  owes  allegiance,  and  to  which 
she  is  attached  by  ties  of  interest  as  well.  It  does 
not  become  me  in  speaking  on  an  Address  in  answer 
to  the  speech  from  the  Throne,  to  go  into  a  minute 
discussion  of  that  question  ;  but  General  Foster 
Sir  John  Thompson. 


may,  or  may  not,  have  correctly  stated  the  diffi¬ 
culties  which  stand  in  the  way.  He  may  or  may 
not  have  magnified  them  ;  but  the  difficulty  which 
he  pointed  to,  is  one  which  stares  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  in  the  face,  even  if  their  resolution  with 
regard  to  the  right  to  negotiate  our  own  treaties 
should  be  carried  to-morrow  and  acquiesced  in  by 
the  Government  of  the  mother  country.  I  am 
glad  to  know,  Sir,  that  the  hon.  gentleman  appre¬ 
ciates  the  results  likely  to  flow  from  the  mis¬ 
sion  of  Ministers  to  Washington.  I  am  glad 
to  know  that  he  regards  tlie  fact  that  an  intimation 
came  from  the  United  States  indicating  that  such 
a  visit  would  be  acceptable  to  the  Administration  of 
that  country,  as  an  intimation  of  friendliness  on 
the  part  of  that  country.  I  am  the  more  glad  to 
know  this,  because  last  session  while  we  were 
accused  of  the  most  dire  unfriendliness  to  our 
neighbours  to  the  south,  we  were  at  the  same  time 
taunted  and  gibed  for  having  sought  an  interview, 
and  having  opened  negotiations  with  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  that  country.  I  quite  agree  with  the  hon. 
gentleman  that  the  expression  of  any  intimation 
from  that  Government  favouring  an  interview 
in  which  the  relations  of  the  two  countries 
whether  as  regards  trade,  the  boundaries  of 
our  countries,  the  joint  fisheries  of  our  countries, 
or  any  other  question,  can  be  discussed  frankly 
and  fully  and  a  complete  understanding  arrived  at 
as  to  the  sentiments  and  interests  of  each  country,  is 
an  advantageous  one,  and  is  likely  to  lead  to 
increased  friendliness,  a  friendliness  which  no 
gentleman  on  this  side  appreciates  less  than 
the  leader  of  the  Opposition,  who  has  spoken 
so  highly  of  its  desirability.  Now,  Sir,  with 
regard  to  the  question  which  the  hon.  gentleman 
touched  upon  particularly  as  one  of  the  results 
of  our  mission,  namely,  the  question  of  wrecking  and 
salvage,  the  hon.  gentleman  has  made  allusion 
to  our  policy  in  the  past.  He  has  indicated  that  in 
spite  of  the  measure  introduced  by  the  hon.  member 
for  Frontenac  (Mr.  Kirkpatrick),  and  in  spite  of 
the  support  which  that  measure  received  from  a 
large  body  of  the  members  of  this  House,  including 
nearly  the  entire  Opposition,  the  Bill  as  then  intro 
dueed  was  opposed  by  the  Government,  or,  at  any 
rate, had  not  received  the  cordial  aid  or  co-operation 
of  the  Government.  That  is  true,  Sir.  The  question 
upon  which  the  friends  and  the  opponents  of  that 
Bill  divided  was  this  :  Whether  at  the  first  sugges¬ 
tion  on  the  part  of  the  United  States,  and  without 
guarantees  of  the  sufficiency  of  the  details  of  the 
measure,  we  should  accept  that  proposal  and  agree 
to  free  reciprocity  ;  or,  whether  it  was  not  desir¬ 
able  that  the  progress  of  the  measure  should  be  de¬ 
layed  until  there  were  inserted  the  additional  safe¬ 
guards  which  the  Minister  of  Customs  explained 
to  the  House  as  being  necessary,  and  which  we 
will  discuss  by-and-bye,  but,  which  I  venture  to 
say  in  advance,  have  been  secured  by  the  negotia¬ 
tions  which  the  acting  Minister  of  Customs  person¬ 
ally  conducted.  The  difference  between  our  policy 
and  theirs  is  that  they  propose  to  give  away  every¬ 
thing  at  the  first  glance  and  to  take  the  risk  of  its 
being  satisfactory,  while  the  position  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  was  that  the  matter  ought  to  be  the  sub¬ 
ject  of  further  negotiation,  with  a  view  to  secure 
necessary  safeguards  in  the  interest  of  the  industry 
affected.  The  lion,  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  has 
called  attention,  naturally  enough,  to  the  fact  that 
while  several  royal  commissions  are  mentioned 
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in  the  speech,  as  having  been  appointed  by  His 
Excellency  during  the  recess,  no  mention  is  made 
of  the  commission  with  regard  to  prohibition.  If 
His  Excellency  had  mentioned  everything  in  his 
speech  the  hon.  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  would 
have  had  nothing  to  say  to-day,  and  we  should  not 
have  had  the  charm  of  listening  to  him  as  we  have 
done  for  the  last  half  hour.  It  was  not  entirely  for 
that  reason  that  the  omission  was  made,  as  the 
hon.  gentleman  may  well  understand.  It  is  not 
the  custom  of  His  Excellency  in  addressing  Parlia¬ 
ment  from  the  Throne  to  announce  executive  mea¬ 
sures  which  are  in  course  of  completion  but  which 
have  not  yet  been  entirely  completed.  I  think  that 
before  the  hon.  gentleman’s  criticisms  have  reached 
print  in  all  probability  that  commission  will  have 
been  appointed  and  will  be  prepared  to'  enter  on  its 
duties.  It  would  have  been  more  satisfactory  if 
we  had  been  able  to  announce  the  appointment  of 
that  commission  in  the  speech  I  admit, but  the  acqui¬ 
escence  of  certain  persons  whose  services  it  is  desi¬ 
rable  to  obtain  in  connection  with  that  commission, 
made  it  necessary  that  for  a  few  days  the  announce¬ 
ment  of  the  commission  should  be  delayed.  Consi¬ 
dering  as  I  have  said, that  the  criticisms  which  the 
hon.  gentleman  applied  to  the  Address  were  limited, 
were  courteous,  and  were  such  as  we  could  concur 
in,  with  the  exceptions  of  the  few  instances  I  have 
mentioned,  I  will  not  attempt  to  detain  the  House 
longer  with  a  reply.  I  cannot  close  without  express¬ 
ing  in  the  fullest  sense  on  the  part  of  the  members 
on  this  side  of  the  House,  concurrence  in  the  views 
which  he  expressed  concerning  the  calamity  which 
has  befallen  the  Sovereign  of  this  country.  Every 
»  person  who  has  a  spark  of  patriotism  or  humanity 
in  his  bosom  must  agree  with  those  views.  I  am 
glad  that  the  hon.  gentleman  has  expressed  our 
feeling  in  such  elegant  and  eloquent  terms,  for 
we  on  this  side  of  the  House  can  heartily  join  him. 
I  think  it  will  be  the  duty  of  the  House  at 
an  early  stage  of  the  session  to  manifest  on  its  own 
behalf  some  expression  of  the  profound  sorrow  and 
sympathy  which  is  felt  throughout  this  country, 
at  the  death  of  the  Duke  of  Clarence,  and  which  I 
am  sure  is  deeply  felt  by  members  on  both  sides  of 
the  House,  with  our  Sovereign  Lady  the  Queen  and 
their  Royal  Highnesses  the  Prince  and  Princess  of 
Wales  on  the  occasion  of  this  bereavement, — a 
bereavement  which  is  not  theirs  alone,  but  which  is 
the  bereavement  of  the  entire  Empire. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON  moved  : 

That  the  said  resolution  he  referred  to  a  special  com¬ 
mittee  composed  of  Sir  Adolphe  Caron,  Mr.  Northrup, 
Mr.  Bain  (Soulanges),  and  the  mover,  to  prepare  and 
report  the  draft  of  an  Address  in  answer  to  the  speech  of 
His  Excellency  the  Governor  General  to  both  Houses  of 
Parliament. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON,  from  the  committee, 
reported  the  draft  of  an  Address,  which  was  read 
the  first  and  second  times,  and  ordered  to  be 
engrossed,  and  to  be  presented  to  His  Excellency 
by  such  members  of  the  House  as  are  of  the 
Honourable  the  Privy  Council. 

SUPPLY. 

Mr.  FOSTER  moved  : 

That  this  House  will,  on  Friday  next,  resolve  itself  into 
a  committee  to  consider  of  a  Supply  to  be  granted  to  Her 
Majesty. 

Motion  agreed  to. 
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WAYS  AND  MEANS. 

Mr.  FOSTER  moved  : 

That  this  House  will,  on  Friday  next,  resolve  itself  into 
a  Committee  to  consider  of  the  AVays  and  Means  for  rais¬ 
ing  the  Supply  to  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

SELECT  STANDING  COMMITTEES. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON  moved  : 

That  a  Special  Committee  of  seven  members  be  ap¬ 
pointed  to  prepare  and  report  with  all  convenient  speed, 
Lists  of  Members  to  compose  the  Select  Standing  Com¬ 
mittees  ordered  by  the  House  on  Thursday  last,  the  25th 
instant,  to  be  composed  of  Sir  John  Thompson,  Sir 
Adolphe  Caron,  Sir  Richard  Cartwright,  and  Messrs. 
Costigan,  Bowel!,  Laurier  and  Mills  (Both well). 

Mqtion  agreed  to. 

DEBATES  COMMITTEE. 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  It  is  usual  at  the  earliest  period 
of  the  session  to  appoint  a  committee  to  supervise 
the  Debates  of  the  House,  and,  with  the  consent  of 
the  House,  and  waiving  the  usual, notice,  I  beg 
leave  to  move  : 

That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to  supervise  the 
Official  Report  of  the  Debates  of  this  House  during  the 
present  Session,  with  power  to  report  from  time  to  time  ; 
to  be  composed  of  Messrs.  Beausoleil,  B6chard, 
Cameron,  Charlton,  Davin,  Desjardins  (Hochelaga), 
Innes,  LaRivi^re,  Prior,  Scriver,  Skinner,  Somerville, 
Taylor,  Weldon,  and  AVhite  (Cardwell). 

I  may  mention  that  this  is  the  same  committee  as 
that  appointed  last  year. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

GOVERNOR-GENERAL’S  WARRANTS. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  beg,  in  accordance  with  the 
Consolidated  Revenue  and  Audit  Act,  to  lay  on  the 
Table  of  the  House,  statements  of  the  Governor 
General’s  Warrants  issued  since  the  closing  of  the 
last  session  of  Parliament,  and  of  the  expenditures 
made  thereon.  I  hope  my  hon.  friend  opposite 
will  not  be  too  severe  in  his  criticism  of  the  amount. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  would  sug¬ 
gest,  as  a  matter  of  convenience,  and  I  give  notice 
to  the  hon.  gentleman,  that  I  think  I  shall 
move,  and,  I  presume,  he  will  have  no  objection, 
that  the  items  referred  to  in  these  Governor  Gen¬ 
eral’s  Warrants  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Public  Accounts,  along  with  the  ordinary  items. 
They  are  a  class  of  items  which  ought,  I  think,  to 
go  to  that  committee. 

THE  FAVOURED  NATIONS’  CLAUSE. 

Mr.  EDGAR  asked,  1.  Whether  Her  Majesty’s 
Government  in  London  have  denounced  or  termi¬ 
nated  certain  provisions  of  the  treaties  between 
Great  Britain  on  the  one  part,  and  Belgium  and 
the  German  Zollverein  of  the  other  parts,  as  re¬ 
quested  in  the  Address  to  Her  Majesty,  passed  last 
Session  by  the  Canadian  Parliament  ?  2.  Whether 
Her  Majesty’s  Government  in  London  have  assented 
to  the  proposition  contained  in  such  Address,  that 
“  the  continuation  of  the  restrictions  imposed 
upon  Canada  and  other  portions  of  the  Empire  by 
the  so-called  ‘  favoured  nations’  clause  ’  creates  an 
unnecessary  and  unjustifiable  obstruction  ”  ? 
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Mr.  FOSTER.  This  Government  has  received 
no  official  reply  from  Her  Majesty’s  Government 
in  regard  to  either  of  these  questions. 

FISHING  RIGHTS  ON  THE  RICHELIEU 

RIVER. 

Mr.  LAURIER  (for  Mr.  Brodeur)  asked, 
Whether  the  Government  have  granted  to  any 
person  the  exclusive  right  of  fishing  the  Richelieu 
River  between  Chambly  and  St.  Johns  ?  If  so,  to 
whom  was  the  said  privilege  granted,  for  what 
price  ?  Has  there  been  any  legal  question  raised 
as  to  the  right  of  the  Government  to  grant  such 
fishing  leases,  and  what  has  been  the  result  of  such 
litigation,  if  any  ? 

Mr.  TUPPER.  Leases  have  been  granted  by 
the  Government  for  the  right  of  fishing  for  eels  in 
the  public  waters  of  the  Richelieu  River,  between 
Chambly  and  St.  Johns,  to  the  following  parties  : 
Arthur  H.  N.  Bruce,  for  the  privilege  of  fishing 
between  the  towns  of  St.  Johns  and  Iberville, 
during  the  period  of  five  years,  at  $400  per  annum  ; 
Napoleon  Masse,  for  the  privilege  of  fishing  near 
Ste.  Therese  Island,  during  the  period  of  one  year, 
at  $75  per  annum.  Legal  questions  have  been  raised 
as  to  the  right  of  the  Government  to  grant  such 
leases,  but  there  has  as  yet  been  no  decision  on  the 
question. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  Is  the  litigation  pending  ? 

Mr.  TUPPER.  Yes. 

I.C.R. — TRAFFIC  AT  MULGRAVE  STATION. 

Mr.  FRASER  moved  for  : 

A  detailed  statement  showing  :  (1)  Traffic  at  Mulgrave 
Station  for  the  six  months  ending  31st  December,  A.  D.  1890 
and  1891;  also  for  the  months  of  January  ,1891  and  1892.  The 
return  to  include  sale  of  tickets,  freight  received  and 
freight  sent.  (2).  The  number  of  staff  employed  during 
the  said  months,  salaries  paid  and  amount  paid  for  extra 
labour,  with  the  names  of  staff  and  extra  labour  employed. 
(3).  Return  of  work  done  by  shunting  engine  during  said 
periods,  and  the  number  of  men  employed  in  shunting 
and  the  cost.  (4).  If  there  is  a  yardmaster  at  said  sta¬ 
tion,  when  he  was  appointed,  whether  he  has  an  assistant, 
and,  if  so,  when  such  assistant  was  appointed  and  what 
pay  each  receives.  (5).  The  number  of  men  employed  in 
the  scow  at  the  said  station,  their  names  and  whether 
they  are  paid  by  the  hour  or  by  the  day  and  at  what  rate  ? 

He  said  :  In  asking  for  this  return,  I  trust  the 
Minister  of  Railways  will  be  able  to  bring  it  down 
as  quickly  as  possible.  I  think  it  would  only  take 
a  couple  of  hours  to  make  it  out. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

ADJOURNMENT— ASH  WEDNESDAY. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON  moved  : 

That  when  the  House  adjourns  to-morrow  (Tuesday), 
it  do  stand  adjourned  until  Thursday  next  at  3  o’clock, 
p.  m. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON  moved  the  adjournment 
of  the  House. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Will  the 
Minister  of  Finance  bring  down  the  ordinary  state¬ 
ment  of  the  ten  days  revenue  to  the  1st  March  with¬ 
out  a  motion  being  made  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  will  bring  it  down. 

Mr.  Edgar. 


BEHRING  SEA  SEAL  FISHERIES. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  I  call  attention  to  the  follow¬ 
ing  press  despatch  which  has  been  received  and 
which  has  just  been  placed  in  my  hands  :  — 

“  Washington,  29th  February,  1892. — The  negotiations 
between  United  States  and  Great  Britain  looking  to  the 
submission  to  arbitration  of  the  long-pending  controversy 
between  the  two  countries  in  regard  to  the  Behring  Sea 
Seal  Fisheries  reached  a  favourable  condition  to-day.  Sir 
Julian  Pauncefote,  the  British  Minister,  met  Secretary 
Blaine  by  appointment  to-day  and  signed  the  treaty  of 
arbitration  on  behalf  of  Great  Britain.  The  treaty  is 
still  subject,  however,  to  the  action  of  the  British  Parlia¬ 
ment  and  the  United  States  Senate.” 

I  suppose  that  this  treaty  will  also  be  submitted 
to  the  Canadian  Parliament. 

Sir  J OHN  THOMPSON.  I  am  not  in  a  position 
to  make  any  formal  announcement  on  the  subject, 
but  I  suppose  the  press  announcement  as  to  the 
treaty  having  been  signed  is  very  probably  correct. 
I  am  not  in  a  position  to  say  that  it  has  to  be 
agreed  to  by  this  Parliament.  The  lion,  gentleman 
will  see  that,  while  this  affects  very  seriously 
certain  inhabitants  of  this  country,  it  does  not 
affect  any  of  the  waters  which  are  really  within 
our  jurisdiction.  At  a  later  period  of  the  session 
we  will  be  able  to  give  definite  information  on  this 
point,  and  I  am  sure  that  any  representation  made 
by  this  Government  will  receive  every  attention  at 
the  hands  of  the  Imperial  Government. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  Will  the  Minister  lay 
on  the  Table  the  documents  in  reference  to  the 
Say  ward  case  ?  I  do  not  see  why  they  should  not 
be  published  in  this  country  as  well  as  in  the 
United  States. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  The  case  is  not  con¬ 
cluded,  but  the  documents  now  in  our  possession 
will  be  submitted. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  should  like  to  know  when 
the  report  of  the  Auditor-General  will  be  laid  on 
the  Table  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  sympathise  with  my  hon. 
friend  in  his  anxiety  to  have  that  report,  but  I  fear 
that  it  is  not  quite  complete  yet. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  and  House  adjourned  at  5:35 
p.  m. 

HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Tuesday,  1st  March,  1892. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  Three  o’clock.  , 

Prayers. 

MEMBERS  INTRODUCED. 

F.  W.  Borden,  Esq.,  Member  for  the  Electoral  District 
of  King’s,  N.  S. ;  introduced  by  the  Hon.  Mr.  Laurierand 
Mr.  Fraser. 

Henry  Cargill,  Esq.,  Member  for  the  East  Riding  of 
Bruce  ;  introduced  by  the  Hon.  Mr.  Costigan  and  Mr. 
Sproule. 

Jos.  II.  Marshall,  Esq. ,  Member  for  the  East  Riding  of 
Middlesex;  introduced  by  the  Hon.  Mr.  Bowell  and  the 
Hon.  Mr.  Ilaggart. 

A.  B.  Ingram,  Esq.,  Member  for  the  East  Riding  of 
Elgin;  introduced  by  Sir  John  Thompson  and  the  Hon. 
Mr.  Foster. 
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REPORTS. 

Tables  of  the  Trade  and  Navigation  of  the  Domi¬ 
nion  of  Canada,  for  the  fiscal  year  ended  the  30th 
June,  1891. — (Mr.  Bowell. ) 

The  Public  Accounts  of  Canada,  for  the  fiscal 
year  ended  30th  June,  1891. — (Mr.  Foster.) 

JUDGES  ACTING  ON  COMMISSIONS. 

Mr.  VAILLANCOURT  (for  Mr.  Delisle)  asked, 
Have  the  Government  been  informed  that  in  the 
Province  of  Quebec,  Judges  Baby,  Davidson,  Jette, 
Mathieu  and  Pagnuelo  have  set  aside  their  judicial 
duties  in  order  to  undertake  political  inquiries  ?  If 
so,  what  course  do  the  Government  intend  1o  take 
in  the  matter? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  The  Government  are 
aware  that  the  judges  named  in  the  question  asked 
by  the  hon.  member  were  appointed  to  be  members 
of  a  Royal  Commission  for  making  inquiries  into 
matters  of  great  public  importance.  Two  of  them 
being  judges  of  the  Court  of  Queen’s  Bench  of  the 
Province  of  Quebec  were  replaced  for  a  short  time 
by  assistant  judges.  I  understand  that  all  of  them 
were  available  for  duty  in  case  of  necessity  during 
the  performance  of  these  duties.  The  Government 
do  not  consider  that  it  is  necessary  for  them  to 
take  any  action  in  the  matter. 

POST  OFFICE  AT  ST.  RAYMOND. 

Mr.  VAILLANCOURT  (for  Mr.  Delisle)  asked, 
Whether  it  is  the  intention  of  the  Government  to 
build  a  post  office  in  the  parish  of  St.  Raymond, 
in  the  County  of  Portneuf  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  That  is  a  question 
that  can  hardly  be  answered  until  the  Estimates  are 
brought  down,  inasmuch  as  no  appropriation  at 
present  exists  for  that  service. 

PRIVILEGE— THE  LONDON  ELECTION. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  I  desire  to  put  a  motion 
to  the  Horise  of  which  I  have  not  given  notice, 
because,  although  it  may  not  be  a  matter  of 
urgency,  I  think  that  it  is  a  matter  of  privilege. 
I  beg  to  move  : 

That  an  Order  of  the  House  be  issued,  directing  the 
Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Chancery  to  lay  on  the  Table  of  the 
House  the  original  list  of  voters  received  from  the  revis¬ 
ing  officer  of  the  City  of  London,  also  the  list  as  printed 
and  upon  which  the  recent  election  in  that  city  was  held. 

I  make  this  motion  because  I  understand  that  a 
large  number  of  the  names  on  the  list  that  was  sent 
in  by  the  revising  officer  to  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown 
in  Chancery,  were  struck  off,  and  that  the  list  as 
printed  and  forwarded  by  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown 
in  Chancery,  shows  that  a  large  number  of  names 
were  struck  off,  but  that  it  has  been  printed  with 
those  names  on.  If  that  be  so — and  I  am  informed 
by  a  gentleman  who  has  personally  inspected  the 
list  that  it  is  so — I  think  it  is  a  matter  requiring 
the  serious  consideration  of  the  House.  Therefore, 
with  the  consent  of  the  House,  and  without  further 
notice,  because  it  is  a  matter  affecting  the  consti¬ 
tution  of  the  House  itself,  I  beg  to  make  the  motion 
that  I  have  just  read. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  think  the  hon. 
gentleman  has  not  only  failed  to  show  it  to  be  a 
case  of  privilege,  but  he  has  not  shown  that  there 


is  any  urgency  in  the  matter.  If  that  could  be 
shown  I  do  not  think  that  any  one  would  be  dis¬ 
posed  to  stand  upon  a  mere  question  of  whether  it 
was  a  matter  of  privilege  or  not.  Under  the  cir¬ 
cumstances,  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman  had  better 
put  a  notice  of  motion  on  the  Orders  of  the  Day.  I 
may  say  this  is  the  first  I  have  heard  of  what  the 
hon.  gentleman  has  stated. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  I  take  it  that  this  is  a  matter 
of  privilege,  this  is  a  matter  which  directly  affects 
the  mode  in  which  members  of  this  House  are 
elected.  If  that  be  so,  Mr.  Speaker,  the  motion  of 
my  hon.  friend  requires  no  notice.  Of  course,  if 
the  hon.  gentleman  takes  this  ground  I  take  issue 
with  him.  But  if  he  thinks  that,  as  a  matter  of 
courtesy,  notice  should  be  given  before  he  is  pre¬ 
pared  to  give  an  answer,  I  would  suggest  to  my 
hon.  friend  to  let  his  motion  stand  till  the  day  after 
to-morrow. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  must  adhere  to  that 
ground.  In  any  case,  I  think  it  would  be  better 
that  we  should  have  an  opportunity  of  enquiring 
into  the  facts  stated  for  the  first  time  this  afternoon. 
The  hon.  gentleman  might  renew  his  motion  on 
Thursday  without  prejudice  to  our  right  to  object 
to  it. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  I  may  say,  in  reply  to 
the  Minister  of  Justice,  that  I  think  this  is  a 
matter  seriously  affecting  the  constitution  of  Parlia¬ 
ment.  The  Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Chancery  is  an 
officer  of  Parliament,  and  he  has  certain  duties  to 
discharge.  If  the  facts  are  as  I  have  stated,  and  I 
have  no  doubt  that  my  information  is  strictly 
accurate,  they  are  of  great  importance.  I  am  in¬ 
formed  that  the  list  of  voters  as  forwarded  for  the 
City  of  London,  will  show  a  large  number  of  voters 
struck  off  which  were  included  upon  the  list  as 
printed,  and  so  I  ask  that  the  original  list  may  be 
laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  House,  and  that  the 
printed  list  upon  which  the  election  was  held  may 
also  be  laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House.  This  will 
facilitate  business,  because  I  purpose  to  invite  the 
consideration  of  the  House  to  further  matters  con¬ 
nected  with  this  election,  which  are  of  a  very  seri¬ 
ous  character  and  which,  it  seems  to  me,  affect  the 
liberties  of  the  people.  It  would  facilitate  the 
business  of  the  House  very  greatly  if  this  motion 
were  granted,  and  this  list  was  laid  upon  the  Table 
at  the  earliest  possible  date.  The  Minister  of 
Justice  is  opposed  to  that,  he  does  not  deny  that 
it  is  a  matter  of  privilege,  he  simply  denies  that  it 
is  a  question  of  urgency.  Surely  it  is  a  matter  of 
some  urgency,  at  all  events,  if  an  irregularity  has 
occurred.  If  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Chancery 
has  not  properly  discharged  his  duty,  if  he  has  sent 
a  list  to  the  printers  in  one  form  while  it  was  re¬ 
ceived  by  him  in  another,  I  think  the  sooner  the 
House  takes  cognizance  of  that  fact,  the  better.  It 
seems  to  me  that  a  matter  of  that  sort  is  always,  not 
only  a  matter  of  privilege,  but  also  in  some  degree 
a  matter  of  urgency. 

Mr.  KIRKPATRICK.  Although  it  may  seem 
a  small  matter  and  one  of  form  only,  I  think  the 
motion  should  read  that  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  in 
Chancery,  who  is  an  officer  of  the  House,  should 
attend  at  the  Table  and  bring  with  him  these  lists. 
These  papers  are  supposed  to  be  now  in  the  custody 
of  an  officer  of  the  House  ;  and  I  think  the  motion 
should  read  that  this  officer  should  be  ordered  to 
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attend  the  next  sitting  of  the  House,  and  bring 
with  him  these  lists. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  The  case  which  the 
lion,  gentleman  makes  for  urgency  is  precisely  one 
that  any  member  of  the  House  might  make  for  any 
other  matter.  I  simply  requested  him  to  let  the 
matter  stand  over  until  the  next  sitting  of  the 
House,  for  the  reason,  as  I  stated,  that  the  matter 
had  not  been  mentioned  at  all.  It  would  be  incon¬ 
venient  for  the  transaction  of  public  business, 
whenever  a  member  receives  information  affecting 
even  a  matter  of  privilege,,  if  he  were  to  rise  and 
found  a  motion  upon  it,  without  giving  notice  to 
the  House,  and  without  any  declaration  on  his  own 
part  that  it  involved  greater  urgency  than  any 
other  business  which  this  House  can  be  called  upon 
to  transact.  I  think  it  would  be  unwise  to  estab¬ 
lish  a  precedent  of  that  kind  ;  and,  under  all  the 
circumstances,  I  think  the  lion,  gentleman  has  not 
stated  any  reason  why  he  is  likely  to  be  prejudiced 
by  the  delay. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  I  understood  from  the  lion, 
gentleman  when  he  spoke  first  that  he  objected  to 
the  motion  because  no  urgency  had  been  shown. 
But  the  moment  he  puts  it  on  the  ground  that  he 
has  not  had  sufficient  notice,  then  there  is  no  objec¬ 
tion  to  letting  the  matter  stand  until  Thursday. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  am  still  of  that 
opinion. 

Motion  withdrawn. 

RETURN  ORDERED. 

Return  showing  the  number  of  Royal  Commissions  that 
have  been  issued  in  each  and  every  year  since  Confedera¬ 
tion,  to  whom  issued,  together  with  the  subjects  enquired 
into,  giving  the  cost  of  each  and  the  total  of  all. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON  moved  the  adjournment 
of  the  House. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  and  House  adjourned  at  3:40 
p.m. 

HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Thursday,  3rd  March,  1892. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  Three  o’clock. 
Prayers. 

CONTROVERTED  ELECTIONS. 

Mr.  SPEAKER  informed  the  House  that  he  had 
received  from  two  of  the  judges  selected  for  the 
tr  ial  of  election  petitions,  pursuant  to  the  Dominion 
Controverted  Elections  Act,  a  certificate  relating  to 
the  Electoral  District  of  Carleton,  N.B. ,  by  which 
the  said  election  was  declared  void  ;  and  he  had 
accordingly  issued  his  Warrant  to  the  Clerk  of  the 
Crown  in  Chancery  to  make  out  a  new  Writ  of  elec¬ 
tion  for  the  said  Electoral  District. 

He  also  informed  the  House  that  he  had  received 
from  two  of  the  judges  selected  for  the  trial  of 
election  petitions,  pursuant  to  the  Dominion  Contro¬ 
verted  Elections  Act,  a  certificate  relating  to  the 
Electoral  District  of  Gloucester,  by  which  the 
sitting  member  was  declared  duly  elected. 

Mr.  Kirkpatrick. 


NEW  MEMBER. 

Mr.  SPEAKER  further  informed  the  House  that 
the  Clerk  of  the  House  had  received  from  the  Clerk 
of  the  Crown  in  Chancery,  a  certificate  of  the  elec¬ 
tion  and  return  of  William  Smith,  Esq.,  for  the 
Electoral  District  of  the  South  Riding  of  the 
County  of  Ontario. 

MEMBER  INTRODUCED. 

William  Smith,  Esq.,  Member  for  the  Electoral  District 
of  the  South  Riding  of  the  County  of  Ontario ;  intro¬ 
duced  by  Mr.  Foster  and  Mr.  Taylor. 

FIRST  READINGS. 

Bill  (No.  2)  to  secure  the  better  observance  of 
the  Lord’s  Day. — (Mr.  Charlton.) 

Bill  (No.  4)  to  prohibit  the  importation  and 
migration  of  foreigners  and  aliens  under  contract 
or  agreement  to  perform  labour  in  Canada. — (Mr. 
Taylor. ) 

THE  INSURANCE  ACT. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell)  moved  for  leave  to 
introduce  Bill  (No.  3)  to  amend  the  Insurance 
Act.  , 

Mr.  LAURIER.  Explain. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  The  object  of  the 
Bill  is  to  abolish  the  practice  of  granting  rebates  of 
premiums  upon  first  insurance,  and  also  to  compel 
insurance  agents  to  take  out  licenses. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  and  Bill  read  the  first  time. 
MIMINEGASH  BREAKWATER. 

Mr.  PERRY  asked,  Whether  the  Department 
of  Public  Works  has  let  the  contract  for  new  works 
at  Miminegash  Breakwater,  Prince  Edward  Island  ? 
If  so,  to  whom  is  the  contract  let  and  for  what 
amount  ?  If  not  let,  why  not  ? 

Mr.  OUIMET.  The  contract  for  an  extension 
to  the  South  Pier  at  Miminegash,  and  two  dams 
built  of  brush  and  stone  was  awarded  to  Alexander 
McDonald,  the  amount  of  his  tender  being  $2,000. 
Alexander  McDonald  refused  to  sign  his  contract, 
and  nothing  has  been  done  yet  towards  re-letting 
the  work.  Plans  and  specifications  are  being  revis¬ 
ed,  and  new  tenders  will  be  called  for  in  a  short 
time. 

RAILWAY  FROM  SUMMERSIDE  TO  RICH¬ 
MOND  BAY. 

Mr.  PERRY  asked,  Whether  it  is  the  intention 
of  the  Department  of  Railways  and  Canals  to  com¬ 
mence  building  a  branch  railway  from  Summerside 
to  Richmond  Bay,  Prince  Edward  Island,  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  a  vote  of  the  House  of  Commons 
passed  for  that  purpose  during  the  session  of  1890  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  A  subsidy  was  granted  by 
53  Vic.,  chap.  2,  for  a  railway  from  Summerside 
to  Richmond  Bay,  in  the  Province  of  Prince 
Edward  Island,  three  miles,  a  subsidy  not  exceeding 
•$3,200  per  mile,  nor  exceeding  in  the  whole  $9,600. 
Up  to  this  time  no  company  has  applied  to  enter 
into  a  contract  for  the  construction  and  operation 
of  this  road  under  the  Act.  The  Government  have 
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not  undertaken  to  build  the  road,  but  have  granted 
aid  towards  its  construction  of  the  amount  I  have 
named,  $3,200  per  mile. 

I.  C.  R.—  RECEIPTS  AND  EXPENDITURE. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT  asked,  What 
were  the  receipts  and  expenditures  on  the  Inter¬ 
colonial  Railway  from  the  1st  July,  1891,  to  the 
1st  February,  1892,  and  from  the  1st  July,  1890, 
to  the  1st  February,  1891  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  From  1st  July,  1891,  to  1st 
February,  1892,  earnings,  $1,758,790.68  ;  working 
expenses,  $2,404,633.70  ;  loss,  $645,843.02.  From 
1st  July,  1890,  to  1st  February,  1891,  earnings, 
$1,811,009.28  ;  working  expenses,  $2,182,151.95  ; 
loss,  $371,142.67. 

BOUNTIES  ON  BEET  ROOT  SUGAR. 

Mr.  SUTHERLAND  (for  Mr.  Edgar)  asked, 
Whether  any  sums  have  been  paid  under  the  Act 
of  last  session  by  way  of  bounty  to  the  producers 
of  beet-root  sugar  in  Canada  ?  If  so,  when,  to 
whom,  and  to  what  amount? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Sums  of  money  have  been  paid 
under  the  Act  of  last  session  by  way  of  bounty 
to  the  producers  of  beet-root  sugar  in  Canada. 
These  sums  were  paid  at  different  dates  between 
15th  October,  1891,  and  23rd  January,  1892,  to 
Mr.  Alfred  Musy,  of  Farnham,  in  the  Province  of 
Quebec.  The  total  amount  paid  is  $21,939.85. 
The  following  is  a  detailed  statement  of  bounty  on 
beet-root  sugar  paid  to  Alfred  Musy,  of  Farnham, 
Que. ,  showing  dates  of  payments  and  the  several 
amounts  paid  : — 


Date 

Amount 

Date 

Amount 

of  payment. 

paid. 

of  payment. 

paid. 

$  cts. 

$  cts. 

Oct.  15,  1891... 

...  335  66 

Nov.  9,  1891 . 

.  1,458  12 

“  19,1891... 

. . . .  638  70 

“  13,  1891.... 

.  1,714  47 

“  20,1891... 

. . . .  863  88 

“  14,  1891.  .. 

.  1,679  35 

“  24,1891... 

. . . .  852  92 

“  17,  1891... 

.  1.752  43 

“  28,1891... 

...  1,232  71 

Dec.  8.  1891.... 

.  3,149  26 

Nov.  2.  1891. . . 

. .  1,528  01 

“  16,  1891.... 

.  100  00 

“  3,1891... 

. . .  1,585  14 

“  29,  1891.... 

.  1,397  30 

“  6,1891... 

. . .  .  1,660  88 

Jan.  23,  1892.... 

.  2,000  00 

Total  amount  paid . $21,939  85 


The  latter  sum  of  $2,000  is  larger  than  the  others? 
owing  to  some  little  dispute  that  we  had  with  the 
manufacturers  as  to  the  exact  amount  that  should 
be  paid,  or  what  they  call  the  second  and  third 
products. 

EMPLOYES  ON  GOVERNMENT  RAIL¬ 
WAYS 

Mr.  LANDERKIN  (for  Mr.  McMullen)  moved 
for  : 

^Return  giving  the  names  and  addresses  of  all  parties 
employed  by  the  Government,  on  or  in  connection  with 
Government  railways  in  the  Dominion ,  stating  the  nature 
of  the  work  engaged  in,  the  salary  paid  per  month  or  year, 
and  the  gross  amount  naid  each  employ*}  during  the  year 
ending  the  31st  December,  A.D.  1891. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  I  beg  to  remind  the  hon.  gen' 
tleman  that  this  will  be  a  very,  very  costly  return 
to  prepare. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  It  is  worth  the  money. 

Mr.  Haggart. 


Mr.  HAGGART.  It  will  take  some  time  to  get 
ready.  There  are  4,473  regular  employes  upon 
the  Government  railways,  and  probably  from  600 
to  700  temporary  men  employed  for  short  periods 
on  maintenance  during  the  summer  season,  and  at 
snow  shovelling.  &c. ,  during  snow  storms  in  the 
winter.  To  get  this  return  up  it  will  be  necessary 
to  go  through  all  the  pay-rolls  in  order  to  arrive 
at  the  amount  each  man  is  paid  during  the  year. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  The  hon.  gentleman  in  whose 
name  this  motion  stands,  is  to-day  absent  from  the 
House,  and  after  the  statement  made  by  the  Min¬ 
ister  of  Railways,  I  would  ask  that  the  debate  be 
adjourned  until  the  hon.  gentleman  is  present.  I 
move  the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  debate  adjourned. 

BAIE  DES  CHALEURS  RAILWAY. 

Mr.  COCKBURN  moved  : 

That  a  select  committee  be  appointed  to  take  evidence 
under  oath,  and  report  upon  any  claims  remaining  still 
unpaid  of  the  workmen,  labourers  of  the  workmen,  and  of 
those  who  supplied  board  to  the  workmen  and  labourers  ; 
of  the  furnishers  of  building  material  and  other  privileged 
parties,  in  connection  with  the  building  of  the  Baie  des 
Chaleurs  Railway,  in  the  Px-ovince  of  Quebec. 

He  said  :  Mr.  Speaker,  the  remarks  which  I  am 
about  to  make  are  not  conceived  in  a  spirit  of  poli¬ 
tical  hostility,  nor  are  they  made  with  a  desire  of 
securing  any  party  advantage.  Luckily,  the  party 
to  which  I  have  the  honour  to  belong  is  so  deeply 
enthroned  in  the  hearts  and  affections,  and,  I  may 
add,  the  intelligence  of  the  people,  that  that  party 
needs  no  such  adventitious  aid. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  COCKBURN.  I  am  glad  my  hon.  friends 
so  fully  appreciate  the  results  of  the  late  elections, 
and  I  have  no  doubt  they  will  be  still  more  con¬ 
firmed  in  their  opinion  when  the  returns  from  the 
few  elections  yet  to  take  place  are  brought  before 
this  House.  But,  Sir,  the  remarks  which  I  have 
to  make  are  made  in  justice  to  the  Ontario  Bank, 
whose  action  in  dealing  with  the  labourers  and 
workmen  employed  on  the  Baie  des  Chaleurs  Rail¬ 
way  has  been  grossly  misrepresented  ;  they  are 
made  in  the  interest  of  the  Dominion  Government 
itself,  which  passed  over  to  the  Ontario  Bank  the 
subsidy  of  $54,000  to  which  I  shall  afterwards  allude ; 
they  are  made  in  justice  to  the  poor  labourers 
and  workmen  employed  on  this  railroad  ;  they  are 
made,  I  may  say,  in  justice  to  myself,  who  gave 
the  promise  to  the  late  Premier  that  the  Ontario 
Bank  would  see  such  claims  paid  ;  and,  I  may  add 
finally,  they  are  made  in  what  I  conceive  to  be  the 
interest  of  public  morality  itself.  The  Ontario 
Bank,  of  which  I  have  the  honour  to  be  a  director — 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  COCKBURN.  Hon.  gentlemen  again  mani¬ 
fest  the  same  spirit.  I  say  I  am  proud  to  be  a 
director  of  that  institution.  I  know  of  no  institu¬ 
tion  that  carries  a  prouder  or  more  honourable  name, 
and  there  are  no  gentlemen  perhaps  who  would 
more  willingly  enter  that  institution  than  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite.  The  Ontario  Bank  had,  in  the 
ordinary  course  of  its  business,  agreed  to  make 
certain  advances  of  a  monetary  character  to  Mr. 
Henry  Macfarlane,  a  contractor,  to  enable  him  to 
complete  the  fifth  and  sixth  sections  of  ten  miles 
each  of  the  Baie  des  Chaleurs  Railway  ;  and.  in 
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return  for  this  engagement  to  advance  money  on 
the  part  of  the  bank,  on  14th  June,  1888,  the  rail¬ 
way  company  assigned  as  collateral  security  to  the 
manager  of  the  Ontario  Bank  at  Montreal  the  sum 
of  $70,000,  payable  by  the  Government  of  Quebec 
on  the  completion  of  those  two  sections,  extending 
from  mile  40  to  mile  60  ;  all  of  which,  I  may  say, 
is  full}7  detailed  in  the  report  of  the  Senate  last 
year  on  the  enquiry  regarding  the  Baie  des  Chaleurs 
Bailway.  As  soon  as  this  engagement  was  completed, 
the  Ontario  Bank  was  careful  to  give  due  notice  of 
it  to  the  Government  at  Quebec  ;  and,  accordingly, 
Mr.  Alexandre  Gauvreau,  notary  public,  was 
instructed  to  notify  the  Government  of  the  contract 
entered  into,  and  he  did  so  notify  them.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  there  was  paid  to  the  manager  of  the  Ontario 
Bank  on  account  of  this  subsidy,  and  in  virtue  of  this 
transfer,  the  sum  of  $41,454,  leaving  of  the  $70,000 
that  had  been  assigned  to  the  bank,  a  balance  of 
$28,546  in  the  hands  of  the  Quebec  Government. 
The  Baie  des  Chaleurs  Railway  Company  enjoyed 
the  subsidies  not  only  from  the  Local  Government 
at  Quebec,  but  also  in  the  ordinary  way  from  the 
Dominion  Government,  a  subsidy,  I  think,  of  $3,200 
a  mile.  Accordingly,  on  the  12th  of  October,  1889, 
$54,000  of  such  subsidies  were  due  to  the  contractor  ; 
and  as  these  subsidies  had  been  made  over  to  the 
Ontario  Bank  for  advances  to  enable  the  contractor 
to  build  the  road,  the  bank  was  informed  by  the 
Department  of  Railways  and  Canals  that,  inasmuch 
as  certain  wages  amounting  to  some  $13,000  had 
not  been  paid  to  the  labourers  and  workmen  on 
that  road,  they  thought  it  their  duty  to  withhold 
the  payment  until  such  times  as  they  had  the  assur¬ 
ance  that  these  wages  were  paid.  Well,  Sir,  I 
myself  interviewed  the  Minister  of  Railways  and 
Canals  at  that  time,  the  late  Right  Hon.  Sir  John 
A.  Macdonald,  on  the  subject,  and  I  suggested  to 
him  that  the  Ontario  Bank  would  be  willing  to  give 
a  guarantee  that  they  would  see  that  the  $13,000 
of  arrears  of  wages  were  paid  to  the  workmen,  pro¬ 
vided  he  would  allow  the  $54,000  of  subsidies  to  be 
handed  over  to  the  bank  as  representing  the  con¬ 
tractor.  The  following  is  a  copy  of  the  letter,  which 
is  found  at  page  138  of  the  report  of  the  Senate  : — 

“  Ottawa,  12th  October,  1889. 
“To  the  Hon.  Minister  of  Railways  and  Canals, 

“Sib, — The  Ontario  Bank  understand  that  there  are 
wages  due  to  Macfarlane’s  men,  for  work  done  for  the 
first  60-mile  section  of  the  Baie  des  Chaleurs  Railway, 
amounting  to  $13,000.  There  is  payable  to  the  railway 
company  $54,000,  part  of  the  Dominion  subsidy.  The 
Ontario  Bank  is  entitled  to  receive  this  $54,000  per  Mr. 
Noel,  manager  of  the  Quebec  Bank,  Ottawa,  who  is 
attorney  for  the  railway  company,  to  receive  this  subsidy 
for  the  Ontario  Bank.  If  the  Government  pay  over  this 
$54,000  forthwith  to  Mr.  Noel  to  be  paid  to  the  Ontario 
Bank,  the  bank  undertakes  to  see  the  above  wages  to  the 
men  paid. 

“  A.  SIMPSON, 

“  Manager .” 

Meanwhile  I  have  already  stated  that  there  re¬ 
mained  in  the  hands  of  the  Quebec  Government  the 
balance  of  $28,546,  the  balance  of  the  subsidy 
belonging  to  the  Ontario  Bank,  which  again  and 
again  insisted  upon  its  being  paid  over  to  them. 
However,  remonstrances  were  in  vain,  for  the  large 
hearts  of  Mr.  Merc-ier  and  his  coadjutors  were 
being  moved  by  feelings  of  the  deepest  compassion 
for  the  unfortunate  workmen  and  labourers  whom 
he  graphically  depicted  as  men  who  were  in  the 
agonies  of  famine  and  without  the  means  of  sub¬ 
sistence  for  themselves  or  their  families, and  he  says : 
Mr.  Cockburn. 


“  I  will  not  yield  to  the  temptation  of  saying  what  I 
think  of  those  who  received  the  money  of  the  province 
and  of  the  Dominion  for  the  purpose  of  building  this  road, 
and  who  hailed  to  do  so.” 

I  think,  perhaps,  the  House  may,  later  on,  yield  to 
the  temptation  of  telling  him  and  some  others  of 
the  manner  in  which  they  regard  their  spending 
the  money  of  the  province  and  of  the  Dominion.. 
Then,  later  on,  in  the  exuberance  of  his  grief,  he 
says  : 

“  I  wish  everyone  of  the  members  had  time  to  read  the 
sad  tale  which  is  about  to  be  laid  before  the  House.  The 
relation  of  the  saddest  things  is  to  be  found  therein.  Poor 
labourers  with  nothing  but  their  work  to  depend  upon, 
had  not,  in  the  month  of  March  last,  received  their  wages 
for  the  ten  months  previous,  and  these  wages  the  only 
thing  they  had  to  live  upon  and  feed  their  families.  This 
money,  which  had  been  furnished  by  the  province  on 
condition  that  it  would  be  used  to  pay  these  legitimate 
and  privileged  debts,  had  found  its  way  in  the  pockets  of 
speculators.  ” 

And  he  might  have  added  :  Into  the  pockets  of 
adventurers.  Moreover,  Mr.  Chrysostome  Lan- 
gelier,  Deputy  Provincial  Registrar,  in  his  sworn 
evidence,  tells  us  that  the  Quebec  Government,  in 
their  zeal  to  protect  these  men,  acted  as  follows  : — 

“  The  Government  said  :  Instead  of  paying  that  $28,545 
for  the  company,  we  will  keep  it  and  pay  the  workmen 
ourselves  direct  so  that  we  may  be  sure  that  they  are 
paid.” 

I  believe  that  the  zeal  which  was  manifested  here 
by  the  Government  of  Quebec  in  keeping  this 
money  in  order  to  pay  every  dollar  to  the  labourers 
and  workmen  employed  is  worthy  of  all  commen¬ 
dation.  When  asked  : 

“  Q.  Do  you  know  what  induced  the  Local  Government 
to  pay  the  workmen  out  of  the  local  subsidy  the  first  time  ?”“ 

He  answers  : 

“  It  was  because  the  Government  thought,  if  they  paid 
the  money  to  the  company  or  the  contractor,  the  money 
might  have  been  misapplied  from  its  proper  purpose,  as 
it  was  before.” 

No  people  were  better  qualified  to  judge  of  such 
dangers  of  misapplication  of  money  as  the  gentle¬ 
men  who  recorded  these  sentiments.  They  had  great 
experience  in  that  department  of  politics,  and  they 
have  had  more  since.  Let  us  now  see  how  this  truly 
paternal  provision  was  carried  out  by  the  Quebec 
Government.  On  3rd  October,  1889,  Mr.  Charles 
Langelier,  member  of  this  rifle  brigade,  was  appointed 
commissioner  to  enquire  into  the  claims  of  the  lab¬ 
ourers,  workmen,  furnishers  of  materials  and  board, 
and  others  privileged  ;  and,  after  spending  six 
weeks  among  these  poor  people,  and  dealing  with 
their  case,  in  heart-broken  accents  he  reported  on 
the  19th  November  that  the  amount  required 
to  meet  such  claims  “in  full” — I  want  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  words  “  in 
full  ” — would  be  nearly  $29,000.  He  then  modestly 
suggested  that  the  amount  of  $28,546  which 
remained  in  the  hands  of  the  Government  and 
which  belonged  to  the  Ontario  Bank,  might  be 
safely  appropriated  to  that  purpose.  Nay,  more 
—he  found  the  destitution  amongst  these  poor 
people  was  so  great  that  he  made  an  interim  report 
and  urged  upon  his  colleagues  the  advisability 
of  appointing  Mr.  J.  C.  Langelier,  civil  ser¬ 
vice  employe  (and  he  might  have  added,  his  own 
brother)  as  a  special  commissioner  to  go  down  to 
the  spot  and  pay  these  poor  men,  and  on  page  330 
of  the  blue-book,  we  find  that  the  commissioner 
recommends  : 

“  That  the  sum  of  $28,546  be  paid  to  Mr.  J.  C.  Langelier, 
civil  service  employ^,  to  be  by  him  applied  to  the  pay¬ 
ment,  in  discharge  of  the  Baie  des  Chaleurs  Railway 
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Company  or  of  its  representatives — deduction  first  made 
of  the  expenses  of  the  said  enquiry,  the  allowance  to  the 
commissioner,  his  travelling  expenses,  and  all  other 
legitimate  expenses  connected  therewith- -of  the  amount 
due  to  the  labourers,  to  the  workmen,  to  those  who  sup¬ 
plied  board  to  the  workmen  and  labourers,  to  the  fur¬ 
nishers  of  building  material  and  to  other  privileged 

Earties,  in  full,  conformably  to  the  list  annexed  to  Mr. 

angelier’s  preliminary  report ;  and  that  the  balance 
which  shall  remain  after  settlement  of  the  claims  above 
enumerated  be  distributed  between  the  sub-contractors 
and  other  unprivileged  claims  pro  rata  to  their  respective 
claims. 

(Signed)  “  GUSTAVE  GRENIER, 

“  Clerk  of  the  Executive  Council .” 

Now,  when  the  manager  of  the  Ontario  Bank 
became  aware  of  the  manner  in  which  the  funds  of 
the  bank  wrere  being  treated,  he  wrote  to  the 
Treasurer  of  Quebec  protesting  against  the  balance 
of  the  subsidies  being  applied  by  the  Government 
to  payment  for  material,  as  the  amount  had  been 
assigned  to  the  bank  and  on  that  assignment  the 
bank  had  advanced  the  money  in  good  faith.  On 
the  13th  December  (page  321  of  the  blue-book)  the 
Treasurer  wrote  in  reply  setting  forth  the  facts  and 
stating  that : 

“  On  the  25th  November,  1889.  after  receipt  of  a  report 
by  the  said  commissioner,  who  had  examined  and  verified 
by  the  evidence  of  the  sub-contractor  the  equity  of  the 
claims,  the  Lieutenant-Governor  in  Council  ordered  the 
balance  of  the  subsidy,  granted  by  the  Legislature  on  the 
said  twenty  (20)  miles  of  railway,  to  be  placed  in  the  hands 
of  a  civil  service  officer,  in  order  that  he  might  proceed 
to  the  spot  and  use  such  balance  in  the  discharge  of  such 
claims.  I  am  instructed  by  the  Prime  Minister  and 
Acting-Treasurer  to  say  that  in  the  disastrous  state  of 
affairs  that  had  occurred  on  the  railway  there  was  no 
other  course  open  to  the  Government  than  that  pursued, 
and  in  so  doing  he  cannot  admit,  in  view  of  the  above 
record  of  the  facts  connected  with  the  subsidy  and  its 
transfer,  that  the  Government  has  acted  either  with 
hardship  or  injustice. 

“  At  the  same  time  the  Government  recognizes  the 
injustice  done  to  the  bank  by  the  railway  company  or  its 
contractors,  and  it  desires,  if  there  is  any  way  in  which 
it  can  be  accomplished,  to  protect  the  bank  against  the 
loss  of  moneys  advanced  in  good  faith. 

“  I  have  the  honour  to  be,  Sir, 

“  Your  obedient  servant, 

“H.  V.  MACHIN, 

“  Assistant  Treasurer,  Province  of  Quebec.” 

Then,  on  the  27th  June,  the  following  letter  was 
received  by  the  General  Manager  of  the  Ontario 
Bank  : 


“  Quebec,  27th  June,  1890. 

Esq., 

of  the  Ontario  Bank, 
oronto,  Ont. 

“  Sir, — Agreeable  to  your  request,  I  beg  to  give  the 
following  information  : 

“  1.  By  an  Order  in  Council  of  the  25th  of  November  last, 
I  was  appointed  special  officer  to  pay,  in  discharge  of  the 
Baie  des  Chaleurs  Railway  Company  or  its  representa¬ 
tives,  the  privileged  claims  against  the  60  miles  of  that 
road  covered  by  the  sub-contract  of  Henry  Macfarlane, 
out  of  the  $28,546  of  subsidy  remaining  due  by  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  of  Quebec  for  that  part  of  the  railway. 

“2.  That  balance  of  subsidy  was  by  the  Government 
placed  to  my  credit,  and  out  of  that  sum  I  have  paid  all 
the  privileged  claims,  sworn  to  before  the  commissioner 
and  acknowledged  by  H.  Macfarlane  or  the  other  sub¬ 
contractors,  which  were  presented  to  me  for  payment, 
comprising  all  proved  and  admitted  claims  for  wages. 

“  3.  All  proved  claims  for  wages  have  been  paid,  except 
for  the  amount  of  $2,150.07,  which  amount  will  be  paid  as 
soon  as  all  the  necessary  formalities  are  fulfilled. 

“  Yours  very  humbly, 

“  J.  C.  LANGELIER.” 

Then  we  find  in  the  evidence  of  the  same  gentle¬ 
man,  on  29th  August,  1891,  at  page  346  of  Exhibit 
66  : 


“  C.  Holland, 
“  Manager 

Ti  rii 


Statements  of  Disbursements ,  i.e.,  balance  of  Quebec  Subsidy 
applicable  to  miles  40  to  60*  of  the  Baie  des  Chaleurs 
Railway  .from  Nov.  28, 1890,  to  Oct.  31, 1891. 

Subsidy . $28,545  00 


Paid  Macfarlane’s  workmen  and  other 

bills  in  connection  with  contract . $25,379  90 

Paid  Armstrong’s  workmen  and  other 

debts .  689  50 

Expenses  of  the  investigation  and  pay¬ 
ment  in  connection  with  same .  2,475  60 


$28,545  00 


And  at  the  same  time  on  page  122  of  the  evidence, 
he  assures  us  that  he  had  not  a  single  sou  left, 
that  it  had  all  been  paid  to  the  workmen  and  to 
certain  boarding-house  people,  and  to  certain  people 
who  had  furnished  supplies  on  the  road.  Such, 
Sir,  is  the  statement  given  to  us  by  the  Quebec 
Government  of  the  manner  in  which  they  dealt  with 
this  subsidy.  In  their  eagerness,  they  kept  their 
hands  upon  it ;  they  sent  two  officers  down  to  ex¬ 
amine  into  the  matter,  and  they  appointed  one  of 
them  a  special  commissioner  to  go  and  pay  those 
claims.  He  told  you  last  session  that  he  had  paid 
every  claim,  that  he  had  not  a  sou  left  ;  so  that  I 
think,  as  far  as  the  bank  is  concerned,  that  it  must 
be  said  that  the  bank,  in  accordance  with  its  con¬ 
tract  with  Sir  John  A.  Macdonald,  saw  all  those 
men  paid.  But,  Sir,  while  this  is  the  story  given 
to  the  public  when  I  was  in  Quebec  last  year, 
other  facts  were  divulged  to  me  which  have  since 
become  a  matter  of  public  notoriety,  but  which 
were  then  divulged  to  me  on  the  express  condition 
that  I  should  make  no  use  of  any  of  the  information 
I  had  received,  unless  it  bore  directly  on  the  $280,- 
000  subsidy,  the  history  of  which  I  was  then  investi¬ 
gating.  But  now  that  I  am  relieved  from  any 
pledge  of  secrecy,  through  revelations  of  the  last 
few  days,  I  think  it  but  due  to  all  parties,  and  to  the 
interests  of  morality,  that  I  should  show  what 
really  has  been  done  with  this  money.  It  appears 
from  the  evidence  taken  before  the  royal  com¬ 
mission  at  Quebec  on  the  23rd  of  February,  just  a 
week  ago,  that  on  the  25th  of  November,  1889,  a 
warrant  was  issued  by  the  assistant-treasurer  in 
favour  of  John  Chrysostome  Langelier,  and  a 
cheque  was  drawn  then  for  $28,546  of  the  bank’s 
money.  The  Hon.  Honore  Mercier  kept  his  eyes 
steadily  on  this  warrant.  He  took  the  warrant 
from  the  treasurer  as  soon  as  issued,  and,  as  it  was 
a  warrant  in  favour  of  Chrysostome  Langelier,  he 
gave  his  receipt  for  it.  He  then  took  Chrysostome 
Langelier  a  cheque  on  the  Bank  of  Montreal  and  got 
him  to  endorse  it  ;  then  he  took  this  cheque  to  his 
own  bank,  the  Batique  du  Peuple,  endorsed  that 
eheq  ue,  and  deposited  the  money  to  his  own  private 
account  in  that  bank.  Well,  Sir,  it  was  with  some 
difficulty  that  these  facts  were  elicited  the  other  day, 
inasmuch  as  the  manager  of  the  Bank  of  Quebec, 
Mr.  Dumoulin,  was  naturally  very  averse  to  reveal¬ 
ing  matters  bearing  on  the  private  interests  of  his 
clients.  However,  we  wrere  able  to  find  that  this 
money  was  taken  by  Mr.  Mercier  and  put  to  his  own 
private  account.  Mr.  Dumoulin  gives  us  his  sworn 
evidence  that  out  of  this  money  the  Hon.  Honore 
Mercier  proceeded  to  pay  his  own  private  bills.  I 
am  divulging  no  secret  when  I  say  that  at  that 
time  Mr.  Mercier  was  what  we  would  technically 
call  very  “  hard  up,”  since  the  whole  amount  that 
he  had  to  his  credit  in  the  bank  was  $8.28. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  Is  that  the  exact  amount  ? 
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Mr.  COCKBURN.  Yes,  and  that  is  more  than 
some  people  have.  However,  that  was  all  there  was  at 
that  time.  Well,  he  then  decided  to  be  very 
liberal  with  this  money  that  had  come  as  a  windfall 
into  his  possession,  and  he  drew  out  a  cheque  for 
$39.90  in  payment  of  early  vegetables  and  choice 
fruits  which  had  been  sent  to  him  by  Mr.  Rou- 
milhac,  green  grocer  in  Quebec.  This  was  the  next 
day  after  he  had  deposited  the  cheque,  and  the 
very  same  day  the  inevitable  Ernest  Pacaud 
appeared  on  the  scene  and  claimed  $100.  He  left 
rejoicing  with  the  $100  in  his  pocket,  all  of  it  paid, 
in  a  manner,  by  those  poor  men  down  by  the  sea. 
Then,  like  an  honest  man,  Mr.  Mercier  proceeded 
to  do  what  a  good  many  people  are  not  ready  to  do, 
that  is,  to  pay  his  rent,  which  was  overdue,  and  he 
gave  his  cheque  for  $75  for  one  month’s  rent. 
However,  Mr.  Mercier  seems  to  have  been  a  man 
who  needed  a  little  ddlaisseme/nt  ;  he  had  been 
brooding  for  a  long  time  over  the  troubles  and  hard 
fate  of  these  men,  and  probably  with  tears  in  his 
eyes  he  told  his  friends  how  careful  he  had  been 
not  to  let  the  bank  handle  the  money,  or  the  com¬ 
pany  to  handle  the  money,  in  case  anything  should 
be  improperly  spent.  He  was  worn  out  by  his 
emotions,  and  he  felt  the  necessity  of  taking  a 
little  trip  to  New  York.  So  he  paid  Mr.  R.  M. 
Stocking,  out  of  this  money,  $73.40  for  a  first-class 
passage  to  New  York,  as  became  the  Premier  of 
the  Province  of  Quebec.  It  must  be  said  for  him, 
however,  that  he  was  not  a  man  who  was  going  to 
forget  entirely  his  sad  friends  down  by  the  sad  sea 
waves  ;  so  he  handed  Chrysostome  Langelier  a 
cheque  for  $17,500  out  of  the  $28,500.  They 
probably  thought  they  might  manage  to  pay 
debts  amounting  to  $28,500  out  of  $17,500. 
These  men  had  an  astounding  belief  in  their  finan¬ 
cial  power,  because  we  know  that  Premier  Mercier, 
with  a  moderate  income  managed  to  live  like  a 
prince,  and  there  was  no  reason  why  Pacaud  might 
not  be  able  by  sbme  wonderful  stroke  of  financiering 
to  pay  debts  even  greater  than $28, 564  with$17,500. 
At  all  events,  that  was  all  Mr.  Mercier  gave  him. 
He  has  no  sooner  handed  his  cheque  and  told  that 
gentleman  to  go  down  and  relieve  the  sufferings  of 
the  heart-broken  people  than  Mr.  Pacaud  again 
came  in  and  claimed  his  little  share,  and  he  received 
$250.  So  much  for  the  26th  and  27th  day  of  the 
month.  Now  we  come  to  the  28th.  I  find  the 
account  of  Jean  Barbeau,  who  had  been  doing  some 
little  repairs  to  some  of  the  palaces  belonging  to 
Mr.  Mercier.  He  was  awarded  $170  as  part  pay¬ 
ment  of  his  account  ;  while  Mr.  Ohas.  Langelier, 
who  had  so  skilfully  suggested  the  little  arrange¬ 
ment  of  having  a  commissioner  in  the  shape  of  his 
brother  to  pay  these  accounts,  received  $500.  The 
29th  day  of  the  month  is  a  little  dark,  inasmuch 
as  the  cheques  are  carefully  made  payable  to  bearer  ; 
one  is  given  for  $1,000,  another  for  $50,  another 
for  $26,  and  then,  as  Mr.  Mercier  was  probably 
in  New  York,  he  found  it  necessary  to 
have  a  little  more  money,  and  so  he  Hrew 
a  couple  of  thousand  for  himself.  As  there  is  noth¬ 
ing  mean  about  him,  he  handed  to  his  brother  on 
5th  December  a  cheque  for  $600  out  of  this  money, 
and  then  he  generously  pays  an  account  that  has 
been  deferred  for  some  little  time  of  $736.  He 
meets  an  obligation  in  the  bank  of  $1,000  ;  then  he 
gives  to  Mr.  Perry  for  furniture  $22,  and  there  is 
a  bill  for  the  Garrison  Club  of  Quebec  of  $269.25. 
How  much  of  that  sum  was  spent  in  champagne  of 
Mr.  Cockburn. 


the  finest  brand  and  in  cigars  of  the  best  quality  to 
sustain  the  feelings  of  his  friends,  is  not  for  me  to 
say — I  was  not  there  :  but  I  am  not  surprised  that 
it  required  an  expenditure  of  $269.25  to  solace  Mr. 
Mercier  and  his  friends  in  their  afflicted  condition. 
We  know  that  sometimes,  even  among  the  best  of 
men,  a  little  drop  of  “  cratur  ”  or  a  glass  of  spark¬ 
ling  champagne  has  a  pecxdiarly  exhilarating  effect 
and  makes  one  forget  in  the  meantime  the  troubles 
surrounding  them.  The  day  afterwards  Mr.  Mer¬ 
cier  paid  a  bill  to  Mr.  Pacaud — Mr.  Mercier  had 
got  ahead  of  him  at  this  time—  but  Mr.  Pacaud  got 
$500  out  of  him  that  day,  and  on  the  same  day  E. 
Morency  &  Freres,  picture  frame  makers,  were  paid 
$15.50  for  framing  a  print  of  perhaps  pretty  little 
Mrs.  So-and-so — we  will  not  give  the  name — but  at 
all  events  that  sum  was  paid  for  the  picture  frame. 
The  Merchants  Bank  received  $190.40,  and  Mr. 
Mercier  sent  to  New  York  a  draft  for  $500  to  cover 
up  his  little  expenses,  in  addition  to  $2,000  drawn 
previously.  Then  comes  a  sum  of  money,  $1,200, 
for  payment  of  a  pair  of  horses,  perhaps,  of  which  I 
will  not  speak  just  now.  Mr.  J.  C.  Langelier, 
the  commissioner,  received  a  paltry  $200  ;  but  he 
was  a  great  financier,  and  it  is  for  us  to  determine 
what  little  percentage  he  might  have  made  on  the 
$17,500,  when  gratitude  urged  these  poor  starving 
men  to  acceptpartial  payment  in  full  discharge  of  all 
their  claims.  It  must  be  said  for  Mr.  Mercier  that 
there  are  some  good  points  about  him,  for  1  find 
he  gave  his  wife  at  one  time  $125.  Mr.  Pacaud 
again  comes  up  next  day  and  claims  $500  more. 
Then  another  one  of  the  family  or  perhaps  the  same 
member  of  the  illustrious  rifle  brigade  received 
$818,  the  whole  account  being  wound  up  with  the 
payment  of  $774.70,  and  $1,000,  leaving  Mr.  Mer¬ 
cier  with  a  balance  still  somewhat  in  excess  of  the 
$8.28  with  which  he  started  when  he  first  seized 
money  belonging  to  the  Ontario  Bank  and  con¬ 
cluded  to  devote  it  to  these  personal  purposes.  I 
think,  in  view  of  these  circumstances,  in  view  of 
what  1  have  stated,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  this 
House  is  intimately  connected  with  this  railway, 
that  it  released  moneys  on  the  understanding  that 
these  people  were  to  be  paid  out  of  them,  that  Mr. 
Langelier  gave  the  Bank  of  Ontario  receipts  and 
assurances  that  all  these  claims  had  been  paid, 
that  $54,000  was  paid  to  the  Ontario  Bank  by  the 
Dominion  Government,  it  is  our  duty  to  enquire 
and  ascertain  if  in  very  truth  these  workmen  have 
received  the  wages  which  they  are  said  to  have 
received.  I  can  only  conclude  by  saying  that  a 
more  miserable  series  of  petty  larcenies,  a  more 
wretched  prostitution  of  office,  a  more  disgraceful 
betrayal  of  a  sacred  trust,  a  more  infamous  robbery 
perpetrated  under  the  guise  of  heartfelt  sympathy 
for  the  poor  and  oppressed  ones,  has  never  yet  been 
recorded  in  the  annals  of  any  civilized  country,  and 
it  becomes  hon.  meYnbers  of  this  House.to  see  that 
signal  punishment  is  meted  out  to  those  who  have 
brought  such  foul  disgrace  upon  our  beloved  coun¬ 
try,  and  that  these  poor  labourers  and  poor  workmen 
who  have  been  so  infamously  defrauded  of  their 
hard-earned  wages  should  not  be  left  to  the 
tender  mercies  of  hypocritical  political  adventurers. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  understand  from 
the  explanation  which  the  hon.  gentleman  has 
given  in  support  of  this  motion,  that  the  question, 
as  he  brings  it  before  the  House,  has  two  aspects. 
One  is  in  relation  to  the  Ontario  Bank  ;  and  the 
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hon.  gentleman  has  explained  to  the  House  that  it 
is  partly  in  vindication  of  the  position  and  reputa¬ 
tion  of  his  bank  that  he  desires  this  motion  to 
carry.  I  think,  so  far  as  that  is  concerned,  the 
facts  he  has  stated  to  the  House,  and  which  I  un¬ 
derstand  appear  on  the  public  records,  are  sufficient 
for  his  purpose,  and  that  it  will  be  preferable  to 
wait  until  the  action  of  the  bank  with  respect  to 
its  guarantee  to  the  Government  is  in  some  way 
impugned  before  the  motion  should  be  pressed  on 
that  ground.  But  it  has  a  second  aspect,  upon 
which  the  hon.  gentleman  addressed  the  House 
with  great  earnestness  and  fervour,  that  with  respect 
to  the  claims  of  the  workmen  themselves,  who,  I 
understand  from  his  remarks,  as  well  as  from  the 
little  I  know  of  the  case  otherwise,  had  some 
right  under  the  terms  of  the  contract  with  this 
Government  to  claim  the  protection  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  in  respect  to  their  wages  and  supplies. 
Perhaps  it  is  stating  the  case  somewhat  too  strong¬ 
ly  to  say  that  they  had  a  right  to  claim  the  protec¬ 
tion  of  the  Government,  but,  at  any  rate,  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  in  such  contracts  reserves  to  itself  the 
right,  at  any  time,  to  step  in  and  make  payments 
to  the  unpaid  employes  with  a  view  to  prevent 
disturbances  on  the  work.  Possibly,  in  consequence 
of  some  view  of  that  kind,  it  was  that  the  late  First 
Minister  made  an  arrangement  with  the  Ontario 
Bank  by  which  a  portion  of  the  subsidy  which  had 
been  earned  by  the  company  was  withheld  until 
the  guarantee  of  the  Ontario  Bank  was  given 
that  the  wages  would  be  paid  in  due  course. 
But,  with  regard  to  that  aspect  of  the  case, 
whether  we  consider  the  position  of  the  unpaid 
employes — if  there  are  any  still — or  whether  we 
regard  the  alleged  misapplication  of  the  fund,  I 
have  to  remind  the  House  that  the  whole  matter  is 
practically  sub  judice  now  in  the  Province  of  Que¬ 
bec.  The  Provincial  Government,  as  every  mem¬ 
ber  of  the  House  is  fully  aware,  has  appointed  two 
royal  commissions,  and  I  understand  that  this 
subject  forms  a  matter  of  enquiry  for  both 
of  them.  At  any  rate,  it  forms  a  matter  of 
enquiry  by  one  of  these  royal  commissions, 
and  I  believe  that  the  other  has  taken  some 
evidence  on  the  subject,  and  that  really  it  is 
from  the  proceedings  of  that  second  commission 
that  the  facts  have  transpired  which  the  hon.  gen 
tleman  referred  to  this  afternoon.  It  would,  there¬ 
fore,  serve  no  practical  purpose  whatever  for  the 
House  to  enter  on  this  enquiry  by '  a  committee 
now.  We  may  fairly  assume  that  the  authorities 
which  have  been  constituted  by  the-  Province  of 
Quebec  will  make  a  full  and  searching 
enquiry  into  such  features  of  the  case  as  appear 
to  call  for  it,  and  that  in  due  course  of  time  that 
matter  will  be  properly  dealt  with.  After  it  has 
transpired  what  the  result  of  the  commission  has 
been,  and  how  this  whole  subject  has  been  dealt 
with,  would  certainly  be  a  more  suitable  time, 
if  the  House  thinks  it  desirable  at  all,  to  appoint  a 
committee  to  make  enquiry  into  the  subject.  I 
think  for  both  reasons  :  because  of  the  complaint 
which  the  hon.  gentleman  makes  with  regard  to 
the  statements  made  against  the  bank,  and  on  the 
ground  that  the  rights  of  the  persons  who  are 
alleged  to  have  been  unpaid  are  being  enquired 
into  and  being  dealt  with  now  by  the  Provincial 
authority — I  think  it  would  be  inexpedient  for  the 
House  to  yield  to  the  motion  and  to  appoint  a  com¬ 


mittee  at  the  present  time.  At  a  future  time  there 
may  possibly  be  a  case  for  it. 

Mr.  COCKBURN.  I  beg  to  withdraw  the 
motion. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  I  am  not  at  all  surprised  at 
the  announcement  just  made  by  the  hon,  gentle¬ 
man  for  Toronto  Centre  (Mr.  Cockburn).  I  thought 
from  the  first  that  this  motion  was  simply  intended 
to  give  the  hon.  gentleman  an  opportunity  to  make 
the  stump  speech  which  he  has  just  delivered  ;  but 
perhaps  it  would  have  been  more  in  accordance 
with  the  effect  he  wanted  to  produce,  if  he  had 
gone  to  Quebec  where  there  is  an  election  just  now 
pending  and  delivered  that  address.  The  hon. 
gentleman  is  a  good  French  scholar,  I  know,  arid 
whether  in  French  or  English  he  could  have  ex¬ 
plained  to  the  electors  what  he  has  just  stated  ; 
but  there  is  nothing  new  in  his  remarks,  for  all 
these  facts  have  been  long  before  the  public. 

Motion  withdrawn. 

GOVERNOR  GENERAL’S  WARRANTS. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT  moved  : 

That  all  payments  made  since  the  last  session  under  the 
sanction  of  the  Governor  General’s  Warrants  be  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  Public  Accounts. 

He  said  :  Mr.  Speaker,  before  placing  the  motion 
in  your  hands  I  would  just  say  that  I  am  glad  to 
find  that  the  admonitions  from  this  side  of  the 
House  as  to  the  abuse  of  Governor  General’s  War¬ 
rants  have  apparently  borne  some  fruit,  and  that 
the  warrants  brought  down  are  much  fewer  in 
number  and  much  smaller  in  amount  than  has  been 
the  case  hitherto.  I  congratulate  the  Minister  of 
Finance  on  the  improvement  in  that  respect.  As 
to  the  desirability  of  referring  these  warrants  to  the 
Public  Accounts  Committee,  I  should  think  that 
probably  the  Minister  of  Finance  himself  and  the 
Government  will  see  no  objection.  These  are 
extraordinary  payments  made  in  extraordinary  cir¬ 
cumstances  defined  in  the  Act,  and  having 
been  actually  made  and  the  money  gone  out 
of  the  public  treasury  it  is  obviously  desirable  and 
convenient  that  they  should  be  examined  into,  if 
necessary,  before  the  Committeeon  Public  Accounts. 
Frequently  when  discussions  have  arisen  about 
them  in  Supply  we  have  been  told  that  it  is  no  use 
discussing  them  because  the  money  has  actually 
gone,  or  that  in  any  case  it  is  not  convenient, 
as  it  might  lead  to  prolonged  and  unnecessary  dis¬ 
cussions  on  the  floor,  of  a  character  which  I  think 
would  be  much  better  conducted  in  the  Public 
Accounts  Committee.  I,  therefore,  makethis  motion, 
and  I  trust  there  will  be  no  objection  to  it. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  motion, 
although  a  little  unusual,  may,  I  think,  be  very 
well  permitted  to  pass.  I,  at  least,  have  no  ob¬ 
jection  to  make  to  it.  This  is  an  appropriation  of 
some  kind,  part  of  which  has  been  expended,  and 
in  that  way,  it  is  before  the  House,  having  been 
brought  down  and  laid  on  the  Table.  I  am  sorry, 
however,  that  my  hon.  friend  has  shown  his 
accustomed  lack  of  generosity  towards  us,  and  has 
not  allowed  for  any  good  intentions  on  our  part. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  ampraising 
you  for  what  you  have  done. 
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Mr.  FOSTER.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  attri¬ 
buted  all  to  the' valuable  advice  that  he  gave  us 
from  that  side  of  the  House  last  year,  but  I  must 
remind  my  hon.  friend,  that  the  interim  between 
the  sessions  has  been  a  very  short  one,  and  that 
possibly  had  it  been  longer  and  the  exigencies  of 
the  public  service  greater,  the  Governor-General’s 
Warrants  might  have  been  larger  in  amount. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  think  it  would  be  instructive 
if  we  also  referred  to  the  same  committee,  copies 
of  the  reports  on  which  these  warrants  were  issued. 
I  am  not  able  at  the  present  moment  to  criticise 
these  expenditures,  but  I  would  call  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  the  fact  that  the  first  item  for  an 
amount  of  $24,000  appearing  in  this  account  as 
having  been  expended,  was  a  warrant  said  to  have 
been  issued  on  the  15th  day  of  October,  which  was 
just  about  two  weeks  after  Parliament  rose,  and  it 
was  in  respect  of  expenditure  that  was,  I  presume, 
well  known  to  the  Government  when  Parliament 
was  in  session.  It  is  entitled  “C.P.  R. ,  Capital, 
Expenses  Special  Arbitrators  between  Government 
and  C.P.R. ,  respecting  work  in  British  Columbia.” 
Now,  it  would  be  well  for  the  Government  to 
understand  the  true  spirit  of  the  Act.  I  cannot 
see  that  such  an  item  as  this  can  be  regarded  imless 
special  circumstances  may  disclose  it  as  an  unfore¬ 
seen  expenditure,  and  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  if  I  may  use  a  not  very  elegant  expression, 
to  clean  up  all  such  accounts  with  the  permission  of 
Parliament,  and  not  to  wait  until  Parliament 
adjourns  and  then  issue  a  Governor-General’s  War¬ 
rant.  That  appears  to  have  been  what  occurred 
in  this  case.  The  Government  well  knew  that 
these  expenses  were  pending  and  had  to  be  met, 
and,  therefore,  the  House  ought  to  have  been 
asked  to  have  voted  upon  that  item  when  in 
session.  It  is  perhaps  possible  that  the  report  made 
by  the  Ministers  to  the  Governor  in  Council  may 
fairly  explain  the  cause.  The  Minister  of  Finance 
will  remember  that  last  session  he  promised  to  be 
a  very  much  better  Minister  in  future,  and  that  in 
the  reports  that  were  presented  to  the  Governor- 
General  asking  him  to  assume  the  exercise  of  this 
prerogative,  lie  would  take  care  to  see  that  the 
reasons  which  moved  any  Minister  of  the  Crown  for 
this  special  exercise  of  authority  would  appear  on 
the  face  of  the  report  presented  to  His  Excellency. 
It  may  be  that  these  reports  do  contain  all  the 
material  which  would  have  authorized  His  Excel¬ 
lency  to  have  issued  these  warrants,  and, therefore, 
I  abstain  from  criticising  them  adversely  or  speak¬ 
ing  of  them  favourably,  until  the  reasons  for  this 
expenditure  are  given.  I  was  not  aware  of  tliis 
notice  being  on  the  Paper,  and  I  was  engaged  in 
drafting  an  Address  to  the  House  for  the  production 
of  the  reports  and  Orders  in  Council  on  which  these 
were  issued.  But  perhaps  the  hon.  mover  of  the 
motion,  with  the  consent  of  the  House,  would  allow 
an  amendment  as  follows  :  to  insert  in  the  motion 
after  the  word  “  warrants  ”  the  following  words: 
“  together  with  copies  of  all  reports  and  Orders  in 
Council.  ” 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  They  are  not  on  the 
Table  yet. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  No,  they  are  noton  the  Table, 
and  if  the  point  is  raised  I  shall  have  to  make  a 
substantive  motion  to  meet  the  case. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Better  get  the  papers  first. 

Mr.  Foster. 


Mr.  MULOCK.  Well,  I  will  not  make  the  mo¬ 
tion,  but  I  think  the  reports  ought  to  cover  the 
undertaking  of  the  Minister  last  year,  or  it  will  be 
necessary  to  amend  the  Audit  Act  in  this  respect.. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

THE  LONDON  ELECTION. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Both well)  moved  : 

That  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Chancery  do  attend' 
this  House  with  the  original  list  of  voters  received  from 
the  revising  officer  of  the  City  of  London,  also  with  list 
as  printed  and  upon  which  the  recent  election  for  that 
city  was  held. 

He  said  :  I  may  say,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  when  I 
brought  this  motion  to  the  attention  of  the  House 
two  or  three  days  ago,  1  did  so  as  a  matter  of  pri¬ 
vilege,  and  it  seemed  to  me  to  be  a  matter  of  import¬ 
ance.  There  was  some  doubt  expressed  as  to  whether 
it  really  was  a  matter  of  privilege  or  not.  With  a 
view  of  deciding  that  question,  although  it  is  not 
of  practical  importance  at  this  moment,  I  would 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  discussion 
that  took  place  on  the  20th  of  March,  1875,  with 
reference  to  an  election  for  the  County  of  Victoria 
in  the  Province  of  Ontario.  At  that  time  the  law 
provided  that  certain  officers  should  be  returning 
officers,  and  it  was  not  until  those  parties  refused 
to  serve  or  were  otherwise  preoccupied  so  that  it 
was  impossible  they  could  serve  as  returning  officers, 
that  the  Government  had  power  to  go  oirtside  of 
those  officials  and  appoint  others.  On  that  occa¬ 
sion  the  Government  did  appoint  another  party, 
and  the  question  as  to  why  they  made  such  an 
appointment  instead  of  taking  one  of  the  officials 
designated  in  the  statute,  was  made  a  matter  of 
privilege  and  brought  before  the  House  for 
discussion  ;  and  it  was  held  that  the  House, 
in  regard  to  the  election  of  its  members,  had  not, 
by  the  reference  of  the  trial  of  controverted  elec¬ 
tions  to  the  judges,  in  any  way  impaired  its  original 
authority  to  exercise  supervision  over  the  pro¬ 
ceedings  of  the  various  officials  who  were  called 
upon  to  act  in  an  election.  That  was  affirmed  on 
both  sides  of  the  House  by  the  leader  of  the  Go¬ 
vernment,  by  the  gentleman  who  made  the  motion, 
and  by  Sir  John  Macdonald  who  at  that  time  led 
the  Opposition.  Now,  it  is  of  the  highest  import¬ 
ance,  if  the  House  of  Commons  is  to  retain  its^ 
position  as  a  representative  body,  that  it  should  be 
fairly  constituted,  and  that  those  who  are  returned 
here  should  represent  the  electors — should  repre¬ 
sent  those  whom  the  law  has  entrusted  or  intends 
to  entrust  with  the  exercise  of  the  elective  fran¬ 
chise.  I  mentioned  the  matter  to  the  House  as  -it 
was  stated  to  me  by  a  gentleman  who  had  inspected 
the  original  list  of  voters  and  also  thelist  as  printed. 

I  stated  that  the  list  as  it  came  from  the  revising 
officer  to  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Chancery 
contained  a  number  of  names  which  were  struck 
off,  through  which  a  pen  had  been  drawn. 

In  the  list  as  it  was  printed  and  used  in  the 
election,  these  names  Avere  included  among  the 
list  of  voters ;  and  I  thought  it  was  important 
that  the  House,  in  the  discharge  of  its  duties,  and 
in  the  exercise  of  that  watchfulness  and  care  which 
it  is  necessary  it  should  1  always  manifest  for  the 
preservation  of  the  rights  of  the  people  and  the 
purity  of  the  House  of  Commons,  should  order  the 
Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Chancery  to  come  here  and 
lay  on  the  Table  of  the  House  the  original  list  as 
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it  was  received  by  him  from  the  revising  officer, 
and  also  the  list  as  it  was  printed.  Difficulties  have 
arisen  to  which  I  shall  to-morrow  ask  the  attention 
of  the  House,  with  the  consent  of  the  House  and 
the  leader  of  the  Government.  All  I  propose  to  do 
to-day  is  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  man¬ 
ner  in  which,  I  think,  the  list  ought  to  be  made  up,  as 
provided  by  the  Electoral  Franchise  Act.  The 
clauses  of  that  Act  which  specially  refer  to  the 
question  of  the  preparation  of  the  lists,  and  to  the 
use  which  may  be  made  of  them  when  an  election 
is  being  held  before  all  the  appeals  are  finally 
disposed  of,  will  be  found  in  sections  21,  22,  26,  30, 
33  and  35  of  the  Act ;  and  I  will  read  those  provi¬ 
sions  to  which  I  wish  to  direct  the  attention  of  the 
House,  so  that  the  House  may  see  how  far,  if  at 
all,  they  have  been  departed  from  in  the  prepara¬ 
tion  of  the  list,  and  in  the  list  as  printed.  By 
section  21  it  is  provided  : 

“  After  the  lists  for  the  several  polling  districts  in  an 
electoral  district  have  been  so  finally  revised,  they  shall 
be  certified  in  the  form  E  in  the  schedule  to  this  Act  by 
the  revising  officer,  and  they  shall  be  kept  by  him  for  the 
purposes  of  this  Act,  and  a  duplicate  of  each  such  list, 
certified  as  aforesaid,  shall  be  transmitted  forthwith  by 
him  to  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Chancery  at  Ottawa, 
who,  on  receipt  of  all  the  said  lists  for  any  electoral  dis¬ 
trict,  shall,  in  the  then  next  issue  of  the  Canada  Gazette, 
insert  a  notice  in  the  form  F  in  the  schedule  of  this  Act, 
on  and  after  the  publication  of  which  notice  the  persons 
whose  names  are  entered  on  the  said  lists  as  voters  shall, 
subject  to  any  correction  or  amendment  made  by  any 
judgment  on  appeal,  as  hereinafter  provided  for,  be  held 
to.be  duly  registered  voters  in  and  for  such  electoral  dis¬ 
trict  :  Provided,  however,  that  in  the  event  of  any  such 
appeal,  such  lists,  after  the  publication  of  the  la>t  men¬ 
tioned  notice  in  the  Canada  Gazette,  shall  apply  to  every 
election  for  such  electoral  district  or  portion  of  any  elec¬ 
toral  district,  taking  place  before  such  appeal  has  been 
disposed  of  and  the  result  thereof  communicated  to  the 
revising  officer,  subject  to  the  provisions  of  the  Dominion 
Elections  Act  with  respect  to  the  counting  of  the  ballot  of 
any  voter  whose  right  to  have  his  name  registered  as  a 
voter  upon  any  such  list  and  to  vote,  or  the  exclusion  of 
whose  name  from  any  such  list  as  a  voter  is  the  subject  of 
an  undecided  appeal.” 

By  section  22  it  is  provided  : 

“  After  the  lists  of  voters  have  been  so  finally  revised, 
or  amended,  and  corrected  on  appeal,  if  any  such  appeal 
takes  place,  and  after  they  have  been  certified  and  brought 
li to  force  as  hereinbefore  prescribed  and  until  other  lists 
are,  in  a  future  year,  as  herein  provided,  revised, 
amended  and  corrected  on  appeal,  if  any  such  appeal 
takes  place,  and  are  certified  and  brought  into  force  in 
their  stead,  those  persons  only  whose  names  are  entered 
upon  such  lists  as  so  revised,  amended  and  corrected  on 
appeal  as  aforesaid,  if  any,  shall  be  entitled  to  vote.” 

Then  by  section  26  it  is  provided  that  : 

The  revising  officer  shall  have  power  at  any  court  or 
sitting  held  under  this  Act  by  him,  to  amend  or  give  leave 
to  amend,  when  he  sees  fit,  any  proceedings  taken  in 
reference  to  any  list  of  voters.  ” 

The  law  proceeds  on  the  assumption  that  it  is  of 
consequence  in  order  to  preserve  the  rights  of  electors 
to  give  full  latitude  for  the  removal  of  names  that 
should  not  be  on  the  list,  and  to  secure  on  the  list 
the  names  of  persons  who  have  the  necessary  quali- 
cation  and  are  entitled  to  be  there.  It  is  assumed 
that  the  persons  who  are  so  entitled  will  not  in 
every  case  be  learned  in  the  law,  and  that  the  strict 
proceedings  of  law  and  evidence  shall  not  be  enforced 
against  them,  and,  if  any  blunder  takes  place,  it 
is  clear  from  this  section  that  the  revising  officer 
shall  have  power  to  adjourn  his  court,  to  make  the 
necessary  amendment,  or  to  give  leave  to  make  the 
necessary  change  or  alteration  in  order  to  bring  the 
party  within  the  provision  of  the  law  if  he  is 
entitled  so  to  be  brought.  Then  section  30  of  the 
Act  provides  as  to  the  lists  certified  while  an 


appeal  is  pending,  and  it  is  just  at  this  point,  as  it 
seems  to  me,  that  these  lists  do  not  conform  exact¬ 
ly  to  the  law.  There  are  various  classes  of  persons 
in  regard  to  whom  appeals  may  be  pending,  who 
may  be  differently  circumstanced,  and  I  think  it  is 
:  from  the  provisions  of  this  section  perfectly  clear 
!  that  these  different  classes  of  persons  are  to  be  kept 
distinct.  It  is  also,  with  regard  to  this  section, 
evident  that  some  of  its  provisions  are  obscure,  and 
it  is  only  by  looking  back  to  the  Acts  which  were  in 
force  before  the  consolidation  took  place  that  we 
can  see  with  clearness  precisely  what  is  meant  by 
some  of  the  phrases  employed  in  this  section.  It 
is  said  here  : 

“  If,  at  any  time  when  the  revising  officer  is  required  to 
furnish  or  certify  any  list  of  voters  to  any  officer  or  per¬ 
son  ,  there  is,  with  respect  to  such  list,  any  appeal  pending 
and  undecided,  or,  if  there  is  any  appeal  with  respect  to 
such  list  in  which  the  decison,  if  given,  has  not  been 
notified  to  the  revising  officer,  the  revising  officer  shall 
furnish  such  list  as  then  last  revised,  corrected  and  certi¬ 
fied  by  him,  noting  thereon  the  names  of  all  persons  who 
have  been  retained  on  the  list  of  voters.” 

I  wish  to  say  here,  before  reading  further,  that  it 
will  be  seen  from  the  provisions  of  this  section, 
that  the  lists  as  they  are  sent  to  the  Clerk  of  the 
Crown  in  Chancery  are  not  supposed  to  contain  the 
names  of  any  parties  about  whom  any  dispute  has 
arisen,  or  about  whom  any  appeal  is  pending,  be¬ 
cause  the  provision  of  this  section  is  that,  in  case 
an  election  is  about  to  be  held  on  this  list,  before 
these  questions  are  disposed  of,  then  the  revising 
officer  shall  append  these  names,  shall  note  them 
on  the  list,  a  statement  which  makes  it  perfectly 
clear  to  my  mind,  that  prior  to  this  return,  except 
as  to  the  first  class,  these  names  are  not  there,  and 
that  the  list  sent  to  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  in 
Chancer}  contains  the  names  of  none  of  the  others, 
of  those  persons  whose  claims  are  in  appeal, 
but  only  the  names  of  those  about  whose  right  to 
vote  there  is  no  dispute  at  all.  The  provision  goes 
on  to  say  : 

“  Noting  thereon  the  names  of  all  persons  who  have 
been  retained  on  the  list  of  voters,  notwithstanding  objec¬ 
tion.” 

There  is  the  first  class,  the  names  of  all  those  who 
have  been  retained  notwithstanding  the  proposition 
to  strike  them  off — 

“  The  names  of  all  persons  who  have  been  struck  off  the 
list  of  voters.” 

That  is  the  second  class — 

“  And  the  names  of  all  persons  who  have  applied  to  be 
placed  on  the  list  of  voters,  and  whose  applications  have 
been  refused.” 

That  is  the  third  class.  Now,  as  the  next  para¬ 
graph  of  this  section  reads,  one  would  suppose  that 
it  constituted  a  fourth  class  : 

“  And  noting  also  thereon  the  names  of  all  persons  who 
have  appealed  from  his  decision.” 

That  is  obscure  as  it  stands,  but,  when  we  look  at 
the  47th  section  of  the  Act,  which  has  been  em¬ 
braced  in  this  consolidated  Act,  the  words  are  per¬ 
fectly  clear.  They  are  these  : 

“  And  whose  applications  have  been  refused,  and  who 
have  respectively  appealed  from  his  decisions.” 

That  is,  he  does  not  note  the  name  of  every  person 
who  has  been  struck  off,  or  of  every  person  who 
has  applied  to  go  on  and  whom  he  has  refused  to 
put  on,  but  so  many  of  those  as  are  appealed  are 
noted — not  all,  but  those  wTho  have  appealed  to 
the  county  judge,  from  the  decision  of  the  revising 
barrister  are  noted.  This  is  made  clear  by  the 
47th  section  applying  to  the  preceding  classes  and 
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not  referring  to  a  distinct  class.  In  fact,  to  at¬ 
tempt  to  give  any  other  interpretation  to  the 
statute  would  be  to  make  it  nonsense,  and  the  8th 
section  of  the  Act,  which  brings  this  Act  into 
operation,  provides  that : 

“  The  said  revised  statutes  shall  not  be  held  to  operate 
as  new  laws  but  shall  be  construed  and  have  effect  as  a 
consolidation,  and  as  declaratory  of  the  law  as  contained 
in  the  said  Acts  and  parts  of  Acts  so  repealed.” 

And  so  on.  Showing  that  it  was  not  the  intention 
of  Parliament,  at  all  events,  to  make  the  law 
different  from  what  it  was  before,  but  simply  to 
consolidate  all  the  various  provisions  of  the  law  as 
it  stood  at  that  time  ;  and  so,  when  we  look 
at  the  47th  section,  we  see  precisely  what  the 
meaning  of  those  words  is.  Where  the  list  has 
been  corrected  by  the  decision  of  the  revising 
officer,  he  must  notify  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  in 
Chancery,  who  corrects  the  lists  accordingly.  I 
do  not  propose  at  this  moment  to  enter  into  a  dis¬ 
cussion  of  what  has  been  done  under  this  provision 
of  the  law  ;  I  do  not  propose  to  say  how  far  the 
variation  of  the  list  as  presented  deviates  from  the 
form  in  which  the  statute  intended  it  should  be, 
or  how  far  that  has  affected  the  proceedings  in  the 
election  which  has  taken  place.  All  I  wish  to  do 
on  this  motion  is  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  the  fact  that  the  lists  have,  in  my  judgment,  not 
been  printed  in  the  way  that  the  law  requires,  and 
it  is  most  desirable  that  in  matters  of  this  sort 
there  should  be  uniformity  of  procedure,  that  the 
lists  as  they  are  prepared  in  one  constituency 
should  be  so  prepared  in  every  other  constituency, 
that  the  law  as  it  is  construed  and  applied  to 
the  case  of  the  voters’  list  in  one  constituency 
should  be  so  construed  and  so  applied  to  the 
lists  in  every  other  constituency  of  the  Dominion. 
It  is,  I  think,  of  the  first  consequence,  because,  if 
a  departure  from  the  clear  intention  of  this  statute 
is  permitted,  and  if  what  has  been  done  by  the 
revising  officer,  or  by  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  in 
Chancery,  as  the  case  may  be,  has  given  to  the 
electors  a  list  in  a  different  form  from  that  in  which 
the  statute  intended,  it  may  have  seriously  affected 
the  future  proceedings  that  have  taken  place 
or  which  may  hereafter  take  place  upon  that 
list.  I  wish  to  bring  under  the  attention  of  the 
House  specially  at  this  moment,  the  fact  that  it 
was  not  the  intention  of  Parliament,  as  I  under¬ 
stand  the  provisions  of  this  law,  to  put  upon  the 
voters’  lists  the  name  of  any  party  that  the  revising 
officer  has  decided  to  strike  off,  except  as  noted  for 
the  purpose  of  the  election  until  it  was  placed 
there  by  the  decision  of  the  county  judge.  If 
there  is  to  be  an  election  before  that  decision  takes 
place,  then  it  must  be  noted  there  by  the  revising 
officer  with  special  reference  to  that  election  ;  it 
must  clearly  appear  that  it  is  the  name  of  a  party 
whose  right  to  go  upon  the  list  is  yet  undecided. 
It  seems  to  me,  and  upon  that  matter  I  shall  ask 
the  attention  of  the  House  to-morrow,  that  these 
parties  whose  right  to  go  upon  the  list  is  still 
pending,  are  parties  who  are  not  to  be  counted 
in  a  general  summation  until  the  question  of  their 
right  is  finally  disposed  of  by  the  officer  who  has 
power  to  deal  with  the  subject.  However,  as  I 
say,  I  shall  not  discuss  that  matter  to-day,  but  I 
give  notice  that  I  shall  do  so  to-morrow  upon  a 
motion  asserting  the  authority  of  the  House  to 
exercise  its  undoubted  right,  and  to  discharge  its 
Mr.  Mills  (Both well). 


undoubted  duty,  by  exercising  supervision  in  this 
matter. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  The  hon.  gentleman 
refers  to  the  discussion  which  took  place  the  other 
day  on  the  question  of  privilege,  and  has  not  quite 
accurately  stated,  I  think,  the  ground  which  I 
took.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  that  my  argu¬ 
ment  was  that  this  was  not  a  matter  of  privi¬ 
lege,  and  therefore  could  not  be  dealt  with  at  that 
time  ;  and  he  cited  authorities  to  show  that  in 
1875  some  motion  of  the  kind  was  considered  a 
matter  of  privilege.  As  I  understand  our  rule 
and  practice,  a  question  of  privilege  may  arise 
with  regard  to  any  part  of  the  business  of  the 
House,  or  to  any  part  of  the  proceedings  connected 
with  the  election  of  a  mem  ber  to  the  House.  What 
I  did  urge  was  that  the  hon.  gentleman  had  not 
shown  it  to  be  a  case  of  privilege.  It  does  not 
follow  because  the  question  relates  to  the  way 
a  revising  officer  or  a  returning  officer  has  dis¬ 
charged  his  functions,  that  therefore  it  is  a  matter 
of  privilege  ;  nor,  on  the  other  hand,  does  it  follow 
that  because  it  is  quite  remote  from  any  business 
of  that  kind,  it  is  not  a  matter  of  privilege.  But  my 
argument  was  that  the  hon.  gentleman  was  bound 
to  state  something  to  the  House  to  show  that  it 
was  a  matter  of  privilege,  and,  above  all,  that 
before  we  should  discuss  the  question  without  any 
notice  he  was  bound  to  state  to  the  House  why  it 
was  urgent ;  because,  as  I  understand  it,  not  all  mat¬ 
ters  of  privilege  are  to  betaken  up  without  any  notice 
whatever.  I  think,  therefore,  we  will  agree  upon 
that  point,  and  the  hon.  gentleman  having  cour¬ 
teously  given  me  what  I  thought  I  was  entitled 
to,  as  a  matter  of  right,  that  is,  the  postponement 
of  the  motion  until  to-day,  I  think  it  is  only 
right  that  I  should  state  to  the  House  fully  what 
information  I  have  on  the  subject,  more  especially 
as  the  hon.  gentleman  wishes  to  make  it  a  sub¬ 
ject  of  future  discussion,  and  also,  because  some 
of  the  facts  which  I  will  state  to  the  House  will  not 
appear  from  the  documents  which  he  requires  the 
Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Chancery  to  lay  upon 
the  Table.  In  the  first  place,  I  understood  the 
hon.  gentleman,  when  he  raised  this  discus¬ 
sion  the  other  day,  to  refer  not  at  all  to  the 
appealed  votes,  about  which  so  much  has  been  said 
in  the  press  and  about  which  we  have  got  informa¬ 
tion  within  the  last  few  days  that  very  few  of  us 
had  before,  and  which  certainly  I  had  not,  as  to  the 
political  complexion  and  the  position  in  other 
respects  of  these  appealed  votes.  I  supposed  the  hon. 
gentleman  to  refer  to  votes  struck  off"  in  the  ordin- 
ary  way,  and  by  some  malpractice  or  error, 
printed  upon  the  list  which  was  finally  used 
for  the  purposes  of  polling.  Now,  under  the  circum¬ 
stances,  I  felt  a  good  deal  surprised  at  the  state¬ 
ment  he  made.  I  was  confident  it  was  inaccurate, 
and  I  said  it  was  the  first  time  I  heard  that  asser¬ 
tion  made.  I  judge,  however,  from  the  remarks  of 
the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills) 
this  afternoon,  that  he  had  reference  principally  to 
those  appealed  votes,  and  therefore  the  statement 
that  I  will  make  will  put  the  House  in  full  posses¬ 
sion  of  what  was  done  with  regard  to  that  matter. 
I  may  say  that  the  hon.  gentleman  and  his 
friends,  when  they  come  to  see  the  documents 
which  will  be  placed  upon  the  Table  in  accordance 
with  his  motion,  and  the  other  documents  bearing 
upon  it,  will  have  every  reason  to  admit  that 
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whatever  was  done,  whether  by  mistake  or  other¬ 
wise,  was  done  \yith  perfect  good  faith  and  with  a 
desire  simply  to  carry  out  the  law.  Now,  the 
facts  are  these  :  That  when  the  revising  officer 
sent  his  lists  to  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Chancery 
those  lists  contained  a  number  of  names  which  the 
revising  officer  had  adjudicated  upon,  which  he  had 
decided  should  be  struck  off  the  list,  and  in  rela¬ 
tion  to  which  there  was  no  appeal.  These  were 
all  erased  in  black  ink  ;  and  no  comment  whatever 
was  made.  The  votes  about  which  there  was  an 
appeal  and  in  relation  to  which  the  appeal  was 
pending  and  undetermined,  he  drew  a  line  through 
with  red  ink,  and  marked  opposite  the  name 
“  appeal  pending,”  or  something  of  that  kind. 
Now,  wffiat  follows  with  regard  to  the  printing  of 
the  lists  is  this  :  The  Clerk  of  the  Crown  sends  the 
list  to  the  Queen’s  Printer  to  be  printed  in  the 
public  printing  establishment.  When  the  lists 
are  so  printed  from  the  original  lists  which  he 
sends  in,  the  proof  sheets  are  sent  to  the  revising 
officer  for  correction,  and  coming  back  corrected 
by  him,  the  lists  are  finally  struck  off  according  to 
any  corrections  he  may  have  made  upon  the  proofs. 
The  repr  ints  are  then  sent  to  him,  copies  are  given 
to  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown,  and  to  anybody  else  who 
requires  them,  and  these  lists,  as  so  finally  com¬ 
pleted  and  printed,  are  furnished  by  the  revising 
officer  to  the  returning  officer  wThen  the  election 
comes  on.  Now,  as  I  said  when  I  diverted  to  state 
what  the  practice  was  as  regards  the  printing  of 
the  lists,  the  revising  officer  sent  the  Clerk  of  the 
Crown  in  Chancery  the  lists  with  the  names  upon 
which  he  had  adjudicated  finally,  struck  off  in  black 
ink,  the  others  which  were  the  subject  of  an 
appeal,  he  drew  a  pen  through  with  red  ink, 
and  marked  them  “  subject  to  a  pending 
appeal,”  or  something  to  that  effect.  The 
Clerk  of  the  Crown  received  those  lists  in 
that  way  and  sent  them  to  the  Printing  Bureau  for 
printing  ;  but  the  printers  omitted  every  name, 
whether  erased  in  black  ink  or  marked  through  with 
red  ink,  a, s  being  subject  to  appeal,  and  the  proof 
was  sent  to  the  revising  officer  with  all  these 
names  omitted.  The  revising  officpr  wrote  to  the 
Queen’s  Printer,  calling  attention  to  the  fact  that 
the  omission  of  the  names  subject  to  pending  appeal 
was  not  in  accordance  with  the  Franchise  Act.  His 
view  of  section  30  was  that  these  votes,  subject  to 
pending  appeal,  should  appear  on  these  lists,  for 
the  reason,  in  his  judgment,  and  certainly  in  mine, 
that  they'  were  entitled  to  appear  on  the  election 
lists  until  the  appeal  had  come  on  and  a  decision 
given  by  the  county  judge  disallowing  the  right  of 
the  parties  to  vote.  Under  these  circumstances,  he 
considered  that  the  list  was  not  correctly  printed, 
and  he  desired  that  the  Queen’s  Printer  should  ob¬ 
tain  an  opinion  from  my  department  upon  the 
question  whether  the  lists  had  been  properly  printed 
or  not.  He  called  attention  to  section  30  of  the 
Franchise  Act,  and  said  : 

“If  these  cases  of  undecided  appeals  should  not  appear 
in  some  way  on  the  face  of  the  list  of  voters,  the  only  way 
the  returning  officer  could  have  knowledge  of  them  would 
be  by  certifyingin  each  polling  division  a  list  of  the  unde¬ 
cided  appeals  for  that  division.  Do  the  Franchise  and 
the  Election  Acts  endorse  these  modes  of  procedure?  I 
call  your  attention  to  these  matters  so  that  no  responsi¬ 
bility  may  rest  with  me  in  case  of  a  mistake.  As  there 
are  220  names  appealed,  it  would  be  a  very  serious  matter 
if  any  mistake  should  arise,  and  I  would  like  very  much 
if  it  were  submitted  to  the  Minister  of  Justice  before  you 
proceed  to  the  printing  of  the  lists.” 


Mr.  MULOCK.  What  is  the  date  of  the  letter? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  1st  February  is  the 
date  on  which  he  returned  the  proof. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Is  that  the  date  of  the  letter  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  That  is  the  date  of 
the  letter  from  the  revising  officer  to  the  Queen’s 
Printer.  The  Queen’s  Printer  wrote  a  letter  to  the 
Premier,  enclosing  that  of  the  revising  officer,  and 
requesting  the  opinion  of  the  First  Minister,  who 
was  then  Acting  Secretary  of  State.  The  Premier 
transferred  the  communication  to  my  department  ; 
and  my  deputy  gave  the  Queen’s  Printer  an  opinion, 
that,  inasmuch  as  the  Franchise  Act  and  the  Elec¬ 
tion  Act  entitled  these  parties  to  vote,  they  should 
appear  upon  the  list  until  a  decision  of  the  county 
judge  as  to  their  right  to  vote  was  rendered,  but 
they  should  be  marked  and  designated  in  some  way 
to  indicate  that  they  are  not  ordinary  voters  but 
simply  persons  who  remain  on  the  list,  subject  to 
an  undecided  appeal  as  to  their  right  to  vote. 
Under  these  circumstances,  and  without  any  super¬ 
vision  on  the  part  of  my  department  or  any  other, 
these  names,  which  had  been  marked  by  the  revising 
officer  as  subject  to  pending  appeals,  were  inserted 
in  the  electoral  list  marked  “  A,”  and  afoot  note 
gave  the  explanation  that  all  voters  so  marked  “  A  ” 
were  subject  to  pending  appeal.  That  list  so  printed 
was  sent  to  the  revising  officer,  who  of  course  had  to 
decide  whether  it  was  in  accordance  with  what  he 
deemed  to  be  a  correctly  printed  list.  The  revising 
officer  certified  that  to  be  a  correct  list,  and  handed 
it  to  the  returning  officer  when  the  polling  came 
on.  I  regret  that  when  the  lion,  member  (Mr. 
Mills)  raised  the  question  the  other  day,  I  had  no 
idea  he  sought  to  raise  a  discussion  on  these 
appealed  votes,  I  said  the  lion,  gentleman’s  remarks 
took  me  by  surprise,  and  I  had  never  heard  of  the 
matter  before.  I  would,  however,  have  probably 
made  the  same  statement  even  if  I  had  known 
what  he  referred  to,  because  I  did  not  remember, 
if  indeed  I  was  ever  aware  of  the  fact,  that  an 
opinion  had  been  asked  from  my  department,  I 
do  not  disown  my  responsibility  for  it — but  this 
circumstance  explains  what  I  stated  the  other 
day  in  respect  to  having  been  taken  by  surprise. 
I  should  like  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
for  a  moment  to  the  sections  of  the  Act  bearing 
on  the  question,  because  my  opinion  is  quite  at 
variance  with  the  hon.  gentleman’s  view  of  the 
requirements  of  the  law  on  that  subject.  The 
first  section  of  the  Act  bearing  on  it  is  No.  21. 
It  provides  that  in  the  event  of  any  appeal — that 
is,  an  appeal  as  to  the  right  to  vote — 

“Such  list,  after  the  publication  of  the  last  mentioned 
notice  in  the  Canada  Gazette,  shall  apply  to  every  election, 
for  such  electoral  district  or  portion  of  electoral  district, 
taking  place  before  such  appeal  has  been  disposed  of  and, 
the  result  thereof  communicated  to  the  revising  officer, 
subject  to  the  provisions  of  the  Dominion  Elections  Act 
with  respect  to  the  counting  of  the  ballot  of  any  voter 
whose  right  to  have  his  name  registered  as  a  voter  upon 
any  such  list  and  to  vote,  or  the  exclusion  of  whose  name 
from  any  such  list  as  a  voter  is  the  subject  of  an  undecided 
appeal.” 

I  take  it  that  this  provision  merely  contemplates 
that  when  there  is  an  appeal  pending  as  to  one’s 
right  to  vote,  he  has  the  right,  until  that  appeal  is 
determined,  to  have  his  name  appear  on  the  list, 
because  both  this  Act  and  the  Elections  Act  clearly 
establish  that  he  has  the  right  to  vote  while  the 
appeal  is  pending. 
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Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  How  can  the  lion.  Min¬ 
ister  reconcile  that  argument  with  the  first  part  of 
section  30  ? 

Sir  JOHN"  THOMPSON.  I  will  go  through  the 
various  sections.  Section  30,  irrespective  of  com¬ 
parison  with  this  section,  clearly  requires  the  same 
thing.  Hon.  gentlemen  will  observe  with  respect 
to  what  I  have  said  as  to  this  section  that  it  is  to 
be  subject  to  the  provisions  of  the  Dominion  Elec¬ 
tions  Act  as  to  the  counting  of  the  ballots,  and  it 
provides  that  the  exclusion  of  any  voter’s  name  on 
such  list  shall  be  subject  to  appeal.  Section  30  seems 
to  me,  and  I  say  it  with  all  respect  to  the  argument 
which  the  hon.  gentleman  has  presented  to  the  con¬ 
trary,  to  make  it  clear  that  the  name  must  appear  on 
the  list  until  the  appeal  be  decided.  This  section,  as 
well  as  the  provision  of  the  Dominion  Elections  Act, 
places  it  beyond  dispute  that  if  a  certain  individual 
has  the  right  to  vote,  his  vote  must  be  counted, 
subject,  of  course,  to  final  determination  by  the 
constituted  authority  as  to  the  name  being 
properly  on  the  list.  Section  30  provides  that  lists 
are  to  be  certified  while  an  appeal  is  pending — 

“If  at  any  time  when  the  revising  officer  is  required  to 
furnish  or  certify  any  list  of  voters  to  any  officer  or  per¬ 
son,  there  is,  with  respect  to  such  list,  any  appeal  pending 
and  undecided,  or  if  there  is  any  appeal  with  respect  to 
such  list  in  which  the  decision  is  given,  has  not  been 
notified  to  the  revising  officer,  the  revising  officer  shall 
furnish  such  list  as  when  last  revised,  corrected  and  cer¬ 
tified  by  him,  noting  thereon  the  names  of  all  persons  who 
have  been  retained  on  the  list  of  voters,  notwithstanding 
objections,  the  names  of  all  persons  who  have  been  struck 
off  the  list  of  voters,  and  the  names  of  all  persons  who 
have  applied  to  be  placed  on  the  list  of  voters  and  whose 
applications  have  been  refused,  and  noting  thereon  the 
names  of  all  persons  who  have  appealed  from  his  deci¬ 
sion.” 

I  agree  with  the  hon.  gentleman  as  to  the  inter¬ 
pretation  of  these  words  :  “all  persons  who  have 
appealed  from  his  decision  but  it  is  clear  that  the 
list  which  is  furnished  the  revising  officer  must,  in 
order  to  comply  w  ith  section  30,  as  the  revising  offi¬ 
cer  himself  called  to  our  attention,  contain  these 
names,  because  the  Act  says  he  shall  note  thereon  the 
names  of  all  persons  who  have  appealed  from  his 
decision;  and  such  list,  with  the  persons’  names  who 
have  appealed  from  his  decision  appearing  thereon 
shall  serve  and  avail  according  to  the  provision  of 
the  Act,  for  the  election  with  reference  to  wdiich  it 
is  furnished  :  but  wdienever  any  appeal  is  decided, 
so  as  to  require  the  correction  of  the  list,  and  the 
formal  orderor  judgment  has  been  served  upon  him, 
he  shall  forthwith  correct  the  list  accordingly.  If 
the  hon.  gentleman’s  argument  is  that  those  names 
should  not  appear  on  the  list,  this  language  of  the 
Act  would  be  absurd,  because  when  the  judgment 
shall  be  given,  as  if  Judge  Elliot,  the  County 
Court  judge,  declare  that  these  persons  have  a  right 
to  appear  on  the  list,  there  would  not  be  any 
correction  of  the  list,  because  the  names  would  not 
be  there.  The  Act  says  : 

“  And  shall  forthwith  notify  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  in 
Chancery  of  such  formal  order  or  judgment,  that  he  may 
correct  the  duplicate  list  in  his  hands  accordingly.” 

I  repeat  he  would  have  no  ground  of  correcting  it 
at  all,  if  the  names  did  not  appear  there. — 

And  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Chancery  shall  forth¬ 
with  correct  the  same  accordingly.” 

Then,  if  the  hon.  gentleman  is  right  in  his  argu¬ 
ments  that  these  220  names  ought  never  to  have 
appeared  on  the  list,  and  Judge  Elliott  had  deci¬ 
ded  otherwise,  how  is  this  list  ever  to  be  corrected,  so 
as  to  be  effectual  for  the  purposes  of  the  election  ? 
Sir  John  Thompson. 
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“  Provided,  that  if  thedecismn  in  appeal,  requiring  the 
correction  of  any  list  of  voters,  is  notified  to  the  revising 
officer  by  service  of  the  formal  ord*er  or  judgment,  or 
otherwise  before  the  day  of  polling,  a  duly  certified  copy 
of  the  corrected  list  of  voters,  together  with  a  copy  of  the 
formal  order  or  judgment  on  appeals  as  received  by  him 
duly  certified  by  such  revising  officer,  shall  be  furnished 
before  the  said  day  by  the  revising  officer  to  the  returning 
officer  for  the  polling  district,  the  list  of  voters  for  which 
has  been  corrected  upon  the  said  appeal,  which  copy  shall 
contain  the  correction  in  question,  certified  as  hereinbe¬ 
fore  provided,  in  which  case  the  election  shall  take  place 
upon  such  corrected  list  if  received  in  time  by  such 
deputy  returning  officer.” 

Now  the  hon.  gentleman’s  view  is  that, under  that, 
the  course  of  procedure  where  the  revising  officer 
thinks  that  names  ought  to  be  struck  off,  is  to 
leave  them  off,  but  that  if  the  parties  have  appeal¬ 
ed,  their  names  shall  in  some  way  appear  on  some 
supplementary  list  which  the  revising  officer  shall 
furnish  to  the  returning  officer  or  deputy  returning 
officer.  I  would  call  the  attention  of  the  hon. 
gentleman  to  the  fact  that  there  is  no  power 
or  provision  for  making  any  supplementary  list. 
He  must  give  the  list  that  he  has  prepared  of  the 
voters,  and  that  is  subject  to  correction  if  the 
authority  in  appeal  shonld  decide  that  the  names 
ought  to  be  removed  from  the  list.  Let  me  call 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  what  I  think  is  con¬ 
clusive  upon  the  point  in  the  provisions  of  the 
Election  Act  with  regard  to  such  appeal  votes. 
Section  50  says  : 

“  In  the  event  of  any  person  desiring  to  vote  at  any  elec¬ 
tion  whose  name  is  registered  on  the  list  of  voters  for  any 
polling  district  in  the  electoral  district  for  which  such 
election  takes  place  and  whose  right  to  have  his  name 
registered  on  such  list  as  a  voter  and  to  vote,  appears  by 
the  list  of  voters  to  be  the  subject  of  an  undecided  appeal 
under  the  provisions  of  ‘  The  Electoral  Franchise  Act,’ 
or  of  the  Act  passed  in  the  session  held  in  the  forty-eighth 
and  forty-ninth  years  of  Her  Majesty’s  reign,  and  inti¬ 
tuled  :  ‘  An  act  respecting  the  Electoral  Franchise,’  the 
deputy  returning  officer  shall  number  the  ballot  of  such  a 
person,  and  shall  place  opposite  to  his  name  in  the  poll 
book,  a  number  corresponding  to  the  number  so  placed 
upon  such  ballot  paper.” 

Now,  what  was  eventually  done,  was  to  make  it 
appear  in  these  lists  that  these  voters  whose  names 
are  on  the  list,  were  all  subject  to  an  undecided 
appeal.  The  hon.  gentleman’s  view,  which  I  dis¬ 
sent  from,  is  that  these  names  ought  not  to  appear 
there  at  all.  How,  then,  are  we  to  understand 
the  provisions  of  the  Electoral  Act,  which  says  : 

“  Whose  right  to  have  his  name  registered  *  *  * 

appears  by  the  list  of  voters  to  be  the  subject  of  an  unde¬ 
cided  appeal.” 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  Then  there  is  no  name 
to  be  struck  oft'  by  the  revising  officer  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  Yes  ;  all  those  which 
are  not  the  subject  of  an  undecided  appeal.  If  the 
appeal  is  taken  these  names  are  to  appear  there. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  There  are  seven  days 
allowed  for  an  appeal ;  what  is  the  position  of  the 
name  during  these  seven  days  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  During  the  seven  days 
the  revising  officer  does  not  certify  the  lists  to 
the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Chancery,  not  until  he 
knows  w  hether  an  appeal  is  taken  from  his  deci¬ 
sion. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  The  hon.  gentleman  wrill 
see  under  section  35  where  all  the  names  to  be 
struck  off  are  to  be  restored. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  Subsection  2  of  the 
same  section  says  : 
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“  In  the  event  of  any  person  desiring  to  vote  at  any  elec¬ 
tion  whose  name  has  been  excluded  from  the  list  of  voters 
for  any  district  in  the  electoral  district  for  which  such 
election  takes  place,  and  the  exclusion  of  whose  name 
from  such  list,  appears  by  the  list  of  voters  to  be  the  sub¬ 
ject  of  an  undecided  appeal  under  the  provisions  of  ‘  The 
Electoral  Franchise  Act’  or  the  Act  passed  in  the  session 
held  in  the  48th  and  48th  years  of  Her  Ma  jesty’s  reign  and 
intituled  :  ‘An  Act  respecting  the  Electoral  Franchise,’ 
he  shall  be  entitled  to  receive  a  ballot  paper  and  to  vote.” 

He  would  be  entitled  to  receive  a  ballot  paper,  but 
how  can  lie  receive  a  ballot  paper  if  he  does  not 
appear  on  the  list  at  all  ? 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  He  does  appear. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  He  does  not  appear 
unless  he  appears  in  the  way  I  have  mentioned  as 
having  been  followed  in  this  case,  because  there 
could  lie  no  suplementary  list. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  I  think  lie  does  appear 
under  section  30,  because — 

“  If  at  any  time  when  the  revising  officer  is  required 
to  furnish  or  certify  any  list  of  voters  to  any  officer  or 
person,  there  is,  with  respect  to  such  list,  any  appeal 
pending  or  undecided,  or  if  there  is  any  appeal  with 
respect  to  such  list  in  which  the  decision,  if  given,  has 
not  been  notified  to  the  revising  officer,  the  revising 
officer  shall  furnish  such  list  as  then  last  revised,  cor¬ 
rected  and  certified  by  him,  noting  thereon  the  names  of 
all  persons  who  have  been  retained  on  the  list  of  voters, 
notwithstanding  objection,  the  names  of  all  persons  who 
have  been  struck  off  the  list  of  voters,  and  the  name#  of 
all  persons  who  have  applied  to  be  placed  on  the  list  of 
voters  and  whose  applications  have  been  refused.” 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  That  is  precisely  what 
he  did  and  what  I  understand  the  hon.  gentleman 
objected  to,  because  on  the  list  which  he  handed  to 
the  returning  officer  as  the  list  upon  which  the 
balloting  should  take  place,  all  these  names  appear 
as  being  the  subjects  of  an  undecided  appeal,  al¬ 
though,  according  to  his  argument,  they  ought  to 
have  been  struck  off  the  list. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  Would  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  excuse  me  for  interrupting  by  asking  him 
this  question  :  There  is  a  third  class  of  parties 
whom  he  has  refused  to  put  on.  Now,  these  are 
on  the  voters’  list  as  they  were  voted  upon.  How 
do  they  get  there  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  He  must  put  them  on 
if  they  are  the  subjects  of  an  undecided  appeal. 

'Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  And  the  others  are 
exactly  in  the  same  position. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  He  must  undoubtedly 
put  them  on  and  keep  them  on,  and  mark  on  the 
list  that  they  are  subject  to  an  undecided  appeal. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  The  Minister  will  see 
that  these  sections  of  the  Election  Act  which  he 
has  quoted  apply  to  that  class  as  well  as  to  the 
other  two. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  To  all.  They  appear 
on  the  list  as  subjects  of  an  undecided  appeal. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  They  appear  on  that 
list  only  and  not  on  the  list  as  printed. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  The  hon.  gentleman 
will  see  that  he  is  bound  to  put  them  on  the  list 
because  the  law  says  that  if  his  decision  shall  be 
overruled  he  has  to  correct  the  list. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  That  is  the  list  that  is 
voted  upon. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  That  list  which  is 
voted  upon  must  be  the  same  as  the  list  which  he 
sent  in.  He  is  bound  to  leave  them  all  on  because 
he  is  bound  to  make  the  correction  if  the  county 


court  judge  decides  against  him.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  will  see  that  we  can  discuss  this  case,  from  the 
position  of  there  having  been  no  election  held  in 
London  at  all.  Suppose  there  had  been  no  election 
held  in  London  let  us  testthe  correctness  of  the  revis¬ 
ing  officer’s  views,  that  these  names  are  to  appear  on 
the  lists  sent  to  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Chancery. 
What  would  be  the  effect  if  Judge  Elliott  decided 
that  200  of  these  names  ought  not  to  be  put  off  ? 
According  to  the  hon.  gentleman’s  views  they  would 
be  then  added.  If  the  judge  decided  that  the  revising 
officer  was  right  in  striking  them  all  off  there 
would  be  no  correction  to  be  made,  and  in  the 
meantime  the  election  having  come  on,  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Election  Act  that  every  such  indi¬ 
vidual  has  the  right  to  receive  a  ballot  paper  and 
to  vote,  would  be  defeated  and  nugatory.  The  Act 
says  : 

“  And  the  deputy  returning  officer  shall  receive  his  bal¬ 
lot  paper  and  shall  number  the  same  and  place  opposite 
to  the  name  of  such  person  in  the  poll  book  a  number  cor¬ 
responding  to  the  number  so  placed  upon  such  ballot 
paper.  Every  such  person  if  required  by  the  deputy 
returning  officer,  the  poll  clerk,  one  of  the  candidates,  or 
one  of  their  agents,  or  by  any  elector  present,  shall,  before 
receiving  his  ballot  paper  take  the  oath  of  qualification 
in  the  form  X  in  the  first  schedule  to  this  Act.” 

Then  section  56,  subsection  3  of  the  Act,  says  : 

“  The  deputy  returning  officer  shall  also  in  counting  the 
ballots  place  in  two  separate  envelopes  or  parcels  the  two 
classes  of  ballot  papers,  of  persons  whose  right  to  have 
their  names  registered  upon  the  list  of  voters  and  to  vote 
at  such  election,  and  of  persons  the  exclusion  of  whose 
names  from  the  said  list  as  voters  are  respectively  the 
subjects  of  undecided  appeals  under  ‘The  Electoral 
Franchise  Act.’  ” 

Although  it  has  no  direct  connection  with  the  sub¬ 
ject  of  our  argument,  I  daresay  the  members  of  the 
House  have  this  question  occurring  to  them  :  What 
remedy  is  there  if  these  persons  who  are  the  sub¬ 
jects  of  undecided  appeals  eventually  have  no  right 
to  vote? 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  If  the  hon.  gentleman 
will  consent  we  will  discuss  that  on  my  motion 
to-morrow. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  merely  refer  to  it 
as  a  matter  of  explanation.  The  Act  makes  clear 
provision  for  that  to  be  dealt  with  ;  a  provision 
giving  means  for  a  delay  until  there  shall  be  a 
recount,  and  for  delaying  the  recount  until  the 
appeals  are  decided. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  That  has  been  refused. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  do  not  so  under¬ 
stand  it,  but  I  will  not  discuss  that  to-day  ;  I 
merely  mentioned  the  point  for  the  purpose  of 
showing  that  these  provisions  seem  to  quite 
coincide  with  the  view  I  have  taken  :  that  these 
names  ought  to  have  appeared  on  both  lists — 
the  list  as  sent  to  the  revising  officer,  and  the  list 
furnished  by  him  to  the  returning  officer.  I  beg 
to  say  that  while  I  have  no  recollection  what¬ 
ever  of  the  circumstances  ever  having  come  to  my 
knowledge,  personally,  at  the  time  the  opinion  was 
given — they  may  have  done  so— but  I  certainly  at 
that  time  had  not  the  slightest  knowledge  of  the 
position  of  these  appeal  votes,  as  to  which  side 
politically  they  were  on,  or  whether  any  political 
controversy  could  possibly  arise  about  it.  My 
deputy  prepared  the  opinion  from  his  view,  and  it 
is  my  view  of  what  the  Election  and  Franchise  Acts 
require  as  to  the  way  of  dealing  with  these  names. 
The  revising  officer  held  the  same  view  in  writ¬ 
ing  this  letter  of  the  1st  February,  in  which  he 
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called  attention  to  the  fact  that  we  had  not  treated 
his  list  as  he  evidently  intended  it  to  he  treated, 
and  as  he  thought  the  Franchise  Act  requires,  and 
his  opinion  was  further  shown  when  he  certified 
the  list  as  printed  in  accordance  with  his  remon¬ 
strance,  and  sent  it  to  the  returning  officer  and 
the  deputy  returning  officers  for  the  polling. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  Before  you  put  the 
motion,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  wish  to  say  a  word  or  two 
in  reference  to  the  argument  of  the  hon.  Minister 
of  Justice  that  these  names  would  not  be  on  the 
list  at  all  as  required  by  the  election  law  unless 
they  were  on  the  list  as  printed  for  the  Clerk  of 
the  Crown  in  Chancery.  I  think  when  he  admits 
that  the  one  class  at  all  events  would  not  be  there, 
the  class  whom  the  revising  officer  refused  to  put 
there,  he  gives  up  all  the  force  of  that  argument. 
So  that  the  question  simply  comes  to  this,  in  what 
way  are  these  names  to  be  put  on  the  list,  and  at 
what  time  ?  Now,  as  I  understand  the  provision  of 
section  30,  it  it  pretty  clear  that  they  are  to  be  put 
on  at  the  time  when  the  election  is  being  held  : 

“  If,  at  any  time,  when  the  revising  officer  is  required 
to  furnish  or  certify  any  list  of  voters  to  any  officer  or 
person,  there  is.  with  respect  to  such  list,  any  appeal 
pending  and  undecided.” 

It  is  only  at  that  time  that  he  is  required  to  furnish 
the  list,  and  it  is  at  that  time  that  he  is  to  note  on 
that  list  the  latter  two  of  the  three  classes  of  per¬ 
sons  here  spoken  of.  One  class  he  has  refused  to 
strike  off ;  they  are  there  and  designated.  There 
are  two  classes  not  there.  By  section  35  it  is  pro¬ 
vided  that  the  county  judge  is  to  put  on  those  names 
which  he  thinks  should  be  put  on,  of  the  classes 
struck  off — not  that  he  is  to  strike  off  some  names 
which  have  already  been  struck  off.  If  they  are  not 
struck  off  the  list,  how  can  they  be  put  on  ?  I  do 
not  think  it  is  a  matter  of  vital  consequence,  if  the 
class  is  designated  to  which  they  belong  ;  but  it  is 
of  vital  consequence  that  they  shall  subsequently  be 
recognized  as  a  class,  and  that  the  officer  shall  con¬ 
form  to  the  provisions  of  the  law  applicable  to  these 
particular  parties.  The  hon.  Minister  of  Justice  has 
admitted  there  is  no  fourth  class.  His  observations 
apply  to  three  classes,  and  so  far  there  is  no  dispute. 
But  it  does  seem  to  me  that  when  the  revising  officer 
has  decided  that  certain  parties  are  not  qualified, 
and  when  the  law  provides  that  those  who  are  not 
qualified  shall  be  struck  off  the  list,  they  ought  not 
to  be  found  on  the  list  supplied  to  the  Clerk  of  the 
Crown  in  Chancery,  if  the  law  is  complied  with. 
They  are  off  the  list,  and  remain  off  until  they  are 
put  on  by  the  superior  authority  of  the  county  court 
judge  ;  then,  the  list  is  to  be  corrected  accordingly. 
As  to  the  third  class,  they  are  off,  and  yet  they  are 
entitled  to  vote ;  they  do  not  stand  in  a  different 
position  from  the  other  two  classes,  and  they  cannot 
get  on  the  list  except  by  their  names  being  noted 
according  to  the  provisions  of  section  30.  The 
noting  of  the  names  of  those  persons  whom  the 
revising  officer  has  refused  to  put  on  the  list  is  not 
a  different  noting  from  that  of  the  names  he  has 
decided  to  strike  off.  Those  whom  he  has  refused 
to  put  upon  the  list  are  equally  entitled  to  vote 
with  those  he  has  struck  off.  If  that  be  so,  then 
the  hon.  Minister  cannot  argue  that  they  must  be 
on  the  list  as  printed  by  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  in 
Chancery,  when  he  admits  that  so  far  as  one  class 
is  concerned  they  are  not  there  at  all  until  they  are 
put  on  by  the  revising  officer  for  the  purpose  of 
the  election. 

Sir  John  Thompson. 


Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  say  that  they  must 
be  there  if  they  are  subjects  of  an  undecided  appeal. 
If  I  may  be  indulged  for  one  moment,  I  should  like 
to  make  clear  the  point  on  which  we  differ.  I 
understand  the  hon.  gentleman  to  agree  that  those 
names  ought  to  appear  on  the  list  as  handed  to  the 
returning  officer. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  I  say  that  section  30 
provides  that  they  should  be  there. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  The  hon.  gentleman 
does  not  dispute  the  right  of  the  persons  so 
appearing  on  the  lists  to  vote,  I  understand  ? 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  No.  I  admit  their 
right  to  vote  in  conformity  with  the  law,  their 
ballots  being  marked  as  the  law  provides. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  My  object  in  asking 
this  question  was  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  the  fact  that  there  is  practically  no  difference 
between  us  as  to  the  result  arrived  at.  In  the  list 
handed  to  the  returning  officer  as  the  list  for  the 
polls,  all  these  names  appeared  as  the  subjects  of 
an  undecided  appeal — not  in  the  same  way  as 
ordinary  voters,  but  marked  in  the  way  I  described 
to  the  House.  The  hon.  gentleman  admits  that 
those  very  names  ought  to  have  appeared  on  that 
list  in  that  way,  and  he  admits  the  right  of  those 
persons  to  have  their  votes  polled.  As  I  under¬ 
stand,  their  votes  were  polled,  many  of  them,  so 
that  as  regards  the  result  arrived  at  they  are  in 
exactly  the  same  position  as  they  would  have 
been  if  the  course  proposed  by  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  had  been  pursued. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  The  difference  between  the 
hon.  Minister  of  Justice  and  my  hon.  friend  is  not 
very  great.  It  is  simply  as  to  how  the  list  is  to  be 
printed — whether  it  is  to  be  printed  with  the 
appealed  names  or  not.  If  there  is  to  be  an  elec¬ 
tion,  the  list  must  be  furnished  to  the  returning 
officer  with  the  appealed  names.  The  difference  is 
not  very  great,  but  it  is  important  to  lay  down  at 
once  what  is  the  true  law  in  this  matter.  There  is 
no  doubt  that  these  appealed  names  had  a  right  to 
vote  ;  that  is  not  disputed  ;  but  at  the  same  time 
there  is  no  doubt,  in  my  construction  of  the  law, 
that  the  count  ought  not  to  take  place  until  the 
appeal  is  decided.  I  understand  that  the  return¬ 
ing  officer  acted  differently,  and  counted  those 
votes. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  That  was  no  result  of 
the  printing  of  the  list. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  I  know  that  the  difference  be¬ 
tween  the  hon.  Minister  of  Justice  and  my  hon. 
friend  is  not  very  great  ;  but  it  amounts  to  this  : 
whether  these  appealed  votes  ought  to  have  been 
counted,  and  in  my  humble  opinion  the  view  taken 
by  my  hon.  friend  is  the  correct  one. 

Mr.  MONCRIEFF.  I  am  very  glad  to  find, 
from  the  remarks  made  by  the  hon.  member  for 
Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills),  that  no  charge  of  improper 
conduct  is  made  in  regard  to  the  return  of  this 
list.  I  thought  the  other  day,  when  the  matter 
was  mentioned,  that  there  might  be  such  a  charge; 
but  to-day  that  seems  to  be  entirely  withdrawn, 
and  the  question  is  simply  how  the  appealed  votes 
should  appear  on  the  voters’  list.  That  is  eertainly 
very  satisfactory  ;  and  the  last  remark  made  by 
the  leader  of  the  Opposition  would  seem  to  give 
us  to  understand  that  this  is  a  matter  of  very  little 
moment. 
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Mr.  LAURIER.  No,  no. 

Mr.  MONCRIEFF.  I  understand  that  both  sides 
agree  that  those  people  whose  votes  were  the  subject 
of  appeal  were  entitled  to  vote  at  the  election,  and 
the  leader  of  the  Opposition  says  there  is  not  any 
great  difference,  the  only  question  being  how  the 
appealed  names  should  appear  on  the  voters’  list. 
Now,  by  section  30,  these  names  must  be  noted 
upon  the  list.  There  is  no  direction  given  as  to  the 
manner  in  which  they  are  to  be  noted.  Can  it  be 
possible  to  have  a  plainer  way  in  which  to  note 
them  than  that  which  was  adopted  ?  The  name  is 
placed  on  the  list  without  any  number,  and  a  large 
capital  “  A  ”  is  placed  opposite  it. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  What  about  the  names 
the  revising  officer  refuses  to  put  on  ? 

Mr.  MONCRIEFF.  I  will  answer  that  presently. 
The  revising  officer  notes  that  these  votes  which 
had  the  letter  “  A  ”  are  subject  to  appeal.  Perhaps 
this  is  the  first  instance  where  votes  have  been  kept 
hanging  up,  so  to  speak,  during  an  election. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Under  the  Franchise  Act. 

Mr.  MONCRIEFF.  The  hon.  member  for  Both¬ 
well  (Mr.  Mills)  asked  me  what  about  names  that 
were  never  upon  the  list.  In  answer  to  that  I  refer 
him  to  the  Election  Act,  section  50,  sub-sections  1 
and  2.  The  first  sub-section  refers  to  the  class  of 
votes  where  an  appeal  is  taken  against  the  votes 
being  allowed.  Sub-section  2  applies  to  appeals 
against  the  exclusion  of  votes.  That  is  the  kind  of 
cases  which  you  refer  to.  A  man  wants  to  be  put 
on  the  list  and  is  excluded.  He  was  never  on  the 
list.  Sub-section  2  reads  : 

“  In  the  event  of  any  person  desiring  to  vote  at  any 
election  whose  name  has  been  excluded  from  the  list  of 
voters  for  any  polling  district  in  the  electoral  district  for 
which  such  election  takes  place,  and  the  exclusion  of 
whose  name  from  such  list  appears  by  the  list  of  voters  to 
he  the  subject  of  an  undecided  appeal.” 

Now",  I  will  ask  you  a  question  in  return  for  the 
one  you  asked  me.  You  asked  me  :  What  becomes 
of  the  voter’s  name  who  was  never  on  the  list  ?  I 
ask  you  :  How  could  the  objection  to  his  name  ap¬ 
pear,  if  his  name  was  not  on  the  list  ?  The  man’s 
name  must  be  on  the  list  or  the  reason  for  his  ex¬ 
clusion  could  not  be  given.  The  leader  of  the  Op¬ 
position  takes  a  different  view  of  this.  I  do  not 
know  whether  he  and  the  member  for  Bothwell 
(Mr.  Mills)  agree,  but  the  leader  of  the  Opposition 
said  that  he  had  no  objection  to  the  votes,  that 
these  men  were  entitled  to  vote,  but  that  they  could 
not  be  counted  until  after  the  appeal  upon  them 
had  been  decided.  I  will  answer  him  by  referring 
to  section  56  of  the  Act.  Before  doing  so,  I  may 
say  that  I  need  not  take  up  any  time  in  endeavour¬ 
ing  to  express  my  views  as  to  whether  or  not  these 
men  are  entitled  to  vote,  because  it  seems  to  be 
conceded  on  both  sides  that,  in  some  way  or  other, 
they  ought  to  appear  on  the  list  and  that  they 
were  entitled  to  vote  at  that  election,  because, 
as  the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills)  has 
shown,  a  man  in  such  a  position  is  entitled  to  be 
put  upon  the  voters’  list,  but  has  to  be  noted,  and 
all  those  who  are  on  the  list  are  entitled  to  vote. 
Nowr,  as  to  the  duties  of  the  officers  at  the  close 
of  the  poll,  by  section  56,  sub-section  3,  we  find 
that — 

“  The  deputy  returning  officer  shall  also,  in  counting 
the  ballots,  place  in  two  separate  envelopes  or  parcels  the 
two  classes  of  ballot  papers.” 

3 


There  is  no  place  in  this  Act  which  says  that 
appealed  votes  are  to  be  excluded  when  the  votes 
are  counted  up.  If  you  refer  also  to  sub-section  1 
of  section  56  you  will  find  it  stated  that — 

“  Immediately  after  the  close  of  the  poll,  the  deputy 
returning  officer  shall  open  the  ballot  box  and  proceed  to 
count  the  number  of  votes  given  for  each  candidate.” 

There  is  no  distinction  whatever  to  be  made 
in  counting  these  votes.  The  duty  of  the  deputy 
returning  officer  is  to  count  the  number  of  votes 
given  for  each  candidate.  And  what  is  he  to 
reject  ?  Here  is  the  test : 

”1.  He  shall  reject  all  ballot  papers  which  have  not 
been  supplied  by  the  deputy  returning  officer  ;  2.  All  those 
by  which  votes  have  been  given  for  more  candidates  than 
are  to  be  elected  ;  and,  3.  All  those  upon  which  there  is  any 
writing  or  mark  by  which  the  voter  could  be  identified, 
other  than  the  numbering  by  the  deputy  returning  officer 
in  the  cases  hereinbefore  provided  for.” 

My  hon.  friends  well  know  that  the  numbering  by 
the  deputy  returning  officer  is  only  done  in  the 
class  of  cases  correctly  mentioned  by  the  hon. 
member  for  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills),  and  that,  when 
a  ballot  is  subject  to  appeal,  the  deputy  returning 
officer  may  put  any  number  upon  it  that  he  chooses 
— 999  if  he  pleases — and  such  number  is  placed  on 
the  ballot  paper  for  the  purpose  of  identification 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Read  section  58. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  Read  section  64. 

Mr.  MONCRIEFF.  I  will  read  section  58, 
which  says  : 

“  The  deputy  returning  officer  shall  make  out  a  state¬ 
ment  of  the  accepted  ballot  papers,  of  the  number  of  votes 
given  to  each  candidate,  of  the  ballot  papers  counted 
which  were  deposited  by  persons  whose  right  to  be  regis¬ 
tered  on  the  list  of  voters  and  to  vote,  and  by  persons 
the  exclusion  of  whose  names  from  the  list  of  voters  ap¬ 
peared  by  the  said  list  to  be  the  subjects  of  undecided  ap¬ 
peals,  as  aforesaid.” 

You  will  not  find  any  place  in  the  Act  wdiere 
the  deputy  returning  officer  is  to  throw  out  all  the 
votes  which  are  the  subject  of  an  undecided  appeal. 
Then,  the  further  duty  of  the  returning  officer,  after 
having  counted  every  vote,  with  the  exception 
of  the  three  classes  that  I  have  named,  is  to  add 
together  the  number  of  votes  given  for  each  candi¬ 
date. 

Mr.  MILLkS  (Bothwell).  The  hon.  gentleman 
is  discussing  a  subject  which  is  not  before  us  now— 
that  is  the  counting  of  the  ballots  and  the  pro¬ 
ceedings  at  an  election. 

Mr.  MONCRIEFF.  I  have  taken  the  liberty 
to  do  this  because  after,  as  I  understand,  mature 
deliberation,  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  laid  it 
down  that  these  votes  were  not  to  be  counted  at 
all  wdien  the  returning  officer  was  adding  up  the 
votes. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  Nothing  of  the  kind.  I  said 
it  was  important  to  settle  the  difference  between 
the  Minister  of  Justice  and  my  hon.  friend  from 
Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills)  as  to  these  votes  which  are 
the  subject  of  appeal  being  counted  until  the  appeal 
was  decided. 

Mr.  MONCRIEFF.  Am  I  mistaken  now  in  say¬ 
ing  that  you  took  the  position  that  those  votes 
which  were,  as  wre  might  say,  hung  up  in  appeal, 
should  not  be  added  by  the  deputy  returning  officers 
until  such  time  as  the  appeal  be  decided  ? 

Mr.  LAURIER.  Nothing  of  the  kind.  What 
I  said  was  the  count  which  took  place  yesterday 
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should  not  have  taken  place  until  this  appeal  had 
been  decided.  That  is  the  point  at  issue. 

Mr.  MONCRIEFF.  The  appealed  votes  have 
not  been  decided  yet. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  Exactly.  Do  you  pretend  they 
should  be  counted  ? 

Mr.  MONCRIEFF.  Of  course  I  do.  I  under¬ 
stand  your  position  exactly.  You  say  they  should 
not  have  been  counted,  and  I  am  taking  the  ground 
that  they  should  have  been  counted.  If  you  will 
refer  to  a  section  further  on  you  will  find  provision 
made  for  die  case  of  an  election  taking  place  when 
there  are  pending  appeals.  That  is  your  case.  The 
law  says,  then,  that  the  time  for  having  a  recount 
shall  be  extended  until  some  six  days  after  the 
final  decision  is  given. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I)o  you  think  the  returning 
officer  should  ? 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Order. 

Mr.  MONCRIEFF.  1  was  merely  following  out 
the  line  of  argument  I  was  pursuing  when  I  was 
reminded  that  I  was  varying  from  the  cpiestion 
that  was  at  issue  between  the  two  sides  of  the 
House.  Referring,  then,  to  section  60,  it  says  : 

“  It  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  returning  officer  to  add 
ogether  the  number  of  votes  given  to  each  candidate, 
rom  the  statements  contained  in  the  several  ballot  boxes 
returned  by  the  deputy  returning  officers  of  the  ballot 
papers  counted  by  them  ;  and  the  candidate  who,  on  the 
summing  up  of  the  votes,  is  found  to  have  the  majority  of 
votes,  shall  then  be  declared  elected.” 

Now,  I  am  not  going  into  the  question  of  who  is 
elected  in  this  case  ;  I  am  merely  referring  to  that 
section  to  show  conclusively  that  it  woidd  be  the 
duty  of  the  deputy  returning  officers  not  to  ex¬ 
clude,  in  their  calculation  of  the  votes  given,  any 
votes  that  are  subject  to  appeal.  As  the  hon. 
member  for  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills)  says  that  he  will 
bring  the  subject  before  the  House  again  to-morrow, 
I  shall  be  pleased  then  to  consider  what  he  has  to 
say.  In  the  meantime,  I  think,  the  position  he 
has  taken  in  reference  to  those  names  which  are  upon 
the  voters’  lists  and  marked  subject  to  appeal,  is 
a  construction  of  the  statute  that  I,  at  any  rate  in 
my  humble  judgment,  cannot  agree  to. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  As  this  question  is  to  come  up 
to-morrow  I  shall  follow  the  example  of  my  hon. 
friend  who  has  just  spoken,  and  not  go  very  fully 
into  it.  The  revising  officer  declared  that,  in  his 
judgment,  229  names,  which  were  subsequently 
put  upon  the  list,  were  not  the  names  of  bond  fide 
voters.  He  made  his  return  to  the  Clerk  of  the 
Crown  in  Chancery.  He  did  more  than  the  Minis¬ 
ter  of  Justice  says  he  did  ;  he  not  hnly  gave  the 
names  of  the  qualified  voters,  but  he  appended  at 
the  foot  of  that  list  a  certificate  enumerating  the 
number  in  each  polling  sub-division,  and  his  judg¬ 
ment  of  the  qualified  voters  on  that  enumeration 
entirely  excluded  the  229  names  that  are  now  the 
subject  of  appeal.  As  has  been  stated,  he  also 
added  a  foot  note  to  each  list  wherein  he  stated 
that  certain  names  which  he  had  struck  out,  name¬ 
ly,  the  229  which  he  had  disallowed,  were,  in  his 
judgment,  not  valid,  but  he  stated  that  they  were 
the  subject  of  an  appeal.  That  list  he  forwarded 
to  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Chancery,  under  the 
Franchise  Act.  When  he  did  that  is  duties  as 
revising  officer  were,  in  my  judgment,  entirely 
completed.  His  power  was  spent,  he  had  adjudi¬ 
cated,  and  he  had  exhausted  his  powers.  Judgment 
Mr.  Moncrieff. 


had  been  rendered  by  him,  and  that  judgment  be¬ 
came  of  record  when  it  was  gazetted  by  the  Clerk 
of  the  Crown  in  Chancery.  The  Clerk  of  the 
Crown  in  Chancery,  in  pursuance  of  his  duties, 
gazetted  that  return,  publishing  in  the  Gazette 
the  notice  required  by  section  21  and  sub-section 
4  of  the  Franchise  Act,  which  says  : 

“  The  Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Chancery,  on  receipt  of  the 
said  lists  for  any  electoral  districts,  shall,  in  the  next  issue 
of  the  Canada  Gazette ,  insert  a  notice  in  the  Form  ‘F’  in 
the  schedule  to  this  Act, — on  and  after  the  publication  of 
which  notice  the  persons  whose  names  are  entered  on  the 
said  list  as  voters  shall,  subject  to  any  correction  or 
amendment, made  by  any  judgment  on  appeal,  as  herein¬ 
after  provided  for,  be  held  to  be  duly  registered  voters  in 
and  for  such  electoral  district.” 

Schedule  “B,”  referred  to  in  the  Act,  sets  forth  a  form 
of  the  return  by  the  revising  officer  to  the  Clerk  of 
the  Crown  in  Chancery,  and  this  form  contains  no 
provision  whatever  for  the  revising  officer  setting 
forth  the  names  that  are  the  subject  of  appeal,  or 
setting  forth  any  information  except  such  as  indi¬ 
cates  who  are  the  voters.  Schedule  “  B  ”  sets  forth, 
in  the  first  column,  the  names  in  full  of  the  elec¬ 
tors.  Then,  opposite  their  name  there  is  a  number, 
and  the  total  number  shows  the  total  number  of 
electors,  according  to  his  finding.  The  return  has 
to  be  in  that  form,  and  I  submit  that  whatever  the 
revising  officer  placed  in  that  form  other  than  what 
the  law  requires,  is  simply  a  nullity.  Now,  Mr. 
Speaker,  what  has  followed?  Admitting  that  the 
advice  and  opinion  of  the  Deputy  Minister  of  Jus¬ 
tice  is  correct,  the  Minister  of  Justice  himself  has 
scarcely  taken  the  responsibility  of  endorsing  it. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  What  I  said  was  that 
I  did  not  wish  to  be  supposed  as  disclaiming  re¬ 
sponsibility. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  At  all  events,  that  has  taken 
place.  The  revising  officer,  in  the  first  place,  pro¬ 
nounced  against  these  names.  An  election  has 
been  held.  A  portion  of  these  229  names  against 
whom  there  has  been  an  adverse  decision,  have 
succeeded  in  getting  their  votes  into  the  ballot  box 
— or  their  ballots  rather,  for  we  cannot  call  them 
votes  yet.  Now,  it  is  contended  that  these  votes, 
which  have  up  to  this  moment  been  declared  bad, 
against  which  there  is  an  adverse  judgment, 
must,  nevertheless,  be  counted,  and  the  result  of 
which  we  all  know,  and  it  means  the  seating  of  a 
candidate  who,  but  for  these  votes,  would  not  be 
seated. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  Yes. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Well,  I  may  say,  nevertheless, 
that  of  the  excluded  votes,  the  votes  which  are 
the  subject  of  an  undecided  appeal,  128  were  cast 
for  Mr.  Carling,  and  three  were  cast  in  favour  of 
Mr.  Hyman.  That  leaves  a  majority  of  125  of 
these  votes  in  favour  of  Mr.  Carling.  Now,  his 
majority,  as  found  by  giving  him  credit  for  these 
125  votes,  which  have  been  decided  not  to  be  votes 
by  the  revising  barrister,  is  only  109.  If  the  125 
votes,  which  the  revising  barrister  has  said  were 
bad  votes,  were  ignored,  Mr.  Hyman  would  have 
a  majority  of  16  votes.  That  is  the  state  of  the 
facts. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  They  will  be  ignored 
so  soon  as  the  appellate  authority  decides  that  they 
shall  be  ignored. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  The  point  is  whether  we  are 
going  to  aid  in  any  way  in  the  seating  of  a  candidate 
who  has  not  received  a  majority  of  votes.  Are  we 
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now  going  to  endeavour  to  construe  the  Act  against 
right  and  justice,  and  give  encouragement  to  those 
who  are  seeking  to  do  so  ?  We  know  what  has 
happened  before,  and  I  cannot  forget  what  revising 
officers  have  done,  and  what  has  happened  in  this 
House.  I  cannot  suppose  we  are  going  to  encourage 
the  making  of  a  return  by  a  returning  officer  before 
the  county  court  judge  has  dealt  with  the  case. 
We  know  what  happened  in  Both  well.  In  that 
case  the  returning  officer  ignored  the  county  court 
judge  and  returned  a  candidate  who  had  been 
defeated,  but  who,  nevertheless,  succeeded  in 
holding  his  seat  for  a  session  or  more,  and  was  only 
at  last  ejected  from  his  position  by  a  decision  of 
the  Supreme  Court.  The  county  court  judge  may 
take  this  question  into  his  deliberation  on  a  recount. 
But  we  were  told  before  the  returning  officer  made 
his  return  he  was  going  to  do  this.  It  was  stated 
in  the  Free  Press  of  London  that  the  returning 
officer  intended  to  count  Mr.  Carling  in,  and  now  it 
is  in  the  air  that  the  county  court  judge  intends  to 
count  him  in. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Order. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Order !  The  time  has  come 
when  we  must  take  care  of  our  rights  in  this  House 
and  the  country.  I  am  perfectly  in  order.  I  say 
again,  it  is  generally  rumoured  that  the  county 
court  judge  has  manifested  a  bias  in  this  case,  and 
that  is  a  bias  which  may  be  made  available  to  en¬ 
able  the  ends  of  justice  to  be  defeated,  and  a  return 
to  be  made  here  that  has  no  merit  in  it.  Suppose 
an  appeal  is  taken,  and  the  county  court  judge  de¬ 
livers  his  judgment,  he  may,  perhaps,  reverse  the 
whole  decision  of  the  revising  barrister,  and  in  the 
whole  125  votes  he  will  find,  I  am  told  he  is  going 
to  find,  enough  good  votes  to  seat  Mr.  Carling. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON  The  hon.  gentleman 
will  not  say  that  on  mere  rumour. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  say  it  from  my  position  here 
as  a  member  of  the  House.  I  fully  recognize  the 
responsibility  of  saying  it,  and  I  repeat  it.  The 
time  has  arrived  when  we  must  look  after  our  lib¬ 
erties  here. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  The  hon.  gentleman  should 
withdraw  that  remarkj  unless  he  is  prepared  to 
present  a  motion  for  impeachment. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  No  matter,  I  will  not  pursue  it. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Do  you  rule, 
Mr.  Speaker,  that  it  is  not  competent  for  us,  if 
there  is  ground  for  supposing  there  has  been  mal¬ 
administration  of  justice,  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  it,  unless  we  are  prepared  to  move  a 
motion  for  impeachment  ?  If  so,  I  should  like  your 
ruling  taken  down,  for  I  cannot  concur  in  it. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  I  did  not  so  understand  the 
statement  of  the  hon.  gentleman.  What  I  under¬ 
stood  was  that  he  made  a  statement  that  he  be¬ 
lieved  Judge  Elliott  would  improperly  allow  those 
names  to  be*put  on  the  voters’  list. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  say  it  is  currently  rumoured 
that  the  judge  in  this  case  will  find  in  favour  of  Mr. 
Carling  ;  that  he  will  find  good  votes  enough,  if  it 
is  necessary  to  do  so,  to  seat  him.  However,  in 
deference  to  your  ruling,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  will  not 
press  that  observation  further  ;  but  I  was  about 
to  ask  the  Minister  of  Justice  whether  he  would 
deem  it  right - 
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Mr.  SPEAKER.  It  is  laid  down  that — 

“The  rules  of  the  two  Houses  are  only  intended  to  pro¬ 
tect  their  own  members,  and  consequently  any  reflections 
on  the  conduct  of  persons  outside  cannot  strictly  be  con¬ 
sidered  breaches  of  order.  But  the  Speakers  of  the 
English  Commons  now  always  interfere  to  prevent  as  far 
as  they  can  all  personal  attacks  on  the  judges  or  courts  of 
justice.  They  have  always  felt  compelled  to  say  that 
‘  such  expressions  should  be  withdrawn,’  and  that  ‘  when 
it  is  proposed  to  call  in  question  the  conduct  of  a  judge, 
the  member  desiring  to  do  so  should  pursue  the  constitu¬ 
tional  course  of  moving  an  address  to  the  Crown.’  ” 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  will  make  no  further  obser¬ 
vations  as  regards  the  action  of  the  judge,  and  what 
is  further  I  will  withdraw  anything  I  have 
said.  But  I  wish  to  put  this  question  to  the 
Minister  of  Justice,  if  he  will  permit  me  :  Does  he 
think  it  will  be  becoming  and  right  that  the 
returning  officer  shall  make  his  return  to  this  House 
before  the  county  court  judge — suppose  there  is  a 
recount — has  given  his  judgment  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  That  is  a  subject  on 
which  I  would  prefer  to  give  no  opinion.  I  have 
always  declined  to  give  any  advice  or  opinion  to 
returning  officers.  I  would  expect  a  returning 
officer,  if  he  had  any  doubt  as  to  his  duty  under 
the  law,  to  take  advice,  and  proceed  under  it,  but 
I  certainly  would  not  advise  him. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Of  course,  the  returning  officer 
has  his  own  responsibility.  He  ought  to  walk 
according  to  the  law  ;  but  if  he  exceeds  the 
law  and  returns  a  defeated  candidate  as  member 
to  this  House  he  can  only  be  ejected  from  his  seat 
after  long  and  expensive  litigation  at  the  hands  of 
the  candidate  who  was  the  choice  of  the  people. 
In  view  of  what  has  been  done  in  the  past  by 
returning  officers  on  some  occasions,  while  I  com¬ 
mend  the  Minister  of  Justice  for  his  caution,  yet 
I  think  he  owes  something  to  Parliament  and  the 
people,  and  when  there  is  such  a  case  as  the  pre¬ 
sent  in  point  he  will  be  doing  a  public  service  by 
seeing  that  no  violation  of  the  law  is  committed. 
The  hon.  gentleman  must  remember  how  the 
returning  officer  in  the  Bothwell  case  ignored  the 
decision  of  the  judge.  In  this  case  I  do  not  know 
what  the  decision  of  the  judge  may  be,  but  surely 
until  that  decision  is  rendered,  there  should  be  no 
return  to  this  House,  supposing  there  is  a  recount. 
The  spirit  of  the  law,  and  I  suppose  the  letter  of  the 
law  as  well,  provides  that  the  returning  officer 
should  make  no  return  until  the  judge  had 
decided  in  regard  to  these  votes  on  a  recount.  Does 
not  the  Minister  of  Justice  think  it  to  be  his  duty 
to  control  the  conduct  of  any  officer  of  this  House  ? 
I  must  confess  I  will  be  disappointed  if  the  hon. 
gentleman  will  not  take  steps  to  prevent  any 
wrong  being  committed  ;  and  if  there  is  any  return 
made  by  the  returning  officer,  either  before  he 
should .  in  law  do  so,  or  if  he  should  ignore  the 
decision  of  the  county  court  judge,  the  responsi¬ 
bility  for  the  act  will  certainly  rest  to  a  considerable 
extent  upon  the  Administration,  if  they  neglect  to 
take  steps  to  prevent  it.  I  think*  the  Minister  of 
Justice  has  an  opportunity  here  of  preventing  an 
injury  being  done,  and  from  all  that  lias  taken 
place  there  appears  to  be  a  well-founded  and  wide¬ 
spread  opinion  that  whatever  the  result  of  the 
election,  the  man  whom  we  think  has  been  defeated 
by  the  people  is  to  be  returned  to  the  House.  If 
that  should  take  place  and  if  the  Government  should 
refuse  to  raise  their  hand  to  prevent  it,  they  cannot 
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after  that  be  relieved  of  the  responsibility  for 
whatever  does  take  place. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

RETURN  ORDERED. 

Return  showing  the  date  of  the  Speaker’s  Warrant, 
the  date  of  the  writ,  and  the  date  of  the  appointment  of 
a  returning  officer,  in  the  case  of  election  of  members  to 
the  House  of  Commons,  since  the  close  of  last  session  : 
also  a  statement  of  the  causes  of  delay  in  reference  to  any 
of  these  matters  where  delays  have  taken  place. — Mr. 
Mills  (Bothwell). 

THE  LATE  DUKE  OF  CLARENCE. 

Mr.  SPEAKER  informed  the  House  that  he  had 
received  a  Message  from  the  Senate  stating  that 
they  had  passed  an  Address  to  Her  Majesty  the 
Queen  expressing  regret  and  sympathy  at  the 
untimely  death  of  the  late  Duke  of  Clarence  and 
Avondale  and  to  which  was  desired  the  concurrence 
of  the  House. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON  moved  that  the  subject 
be  taken  into  consideration  to-morrow. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON  moved  the  adjournment 
of  the  House. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  and  House  adjourned  at  6:10 
p.m. 

HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Friday,  4th  March,  1892. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  Three  o’clock. 

Prayers. 

MEMBER  INTRODUCED. 

John  Fitz-William  Stairs,  Member  for  the  Electoral 
District  of  Halifax ;  introduced  by  Sir  John  Thompson 
and  Mr.  Tupper. 

REPORT. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  desire  to  lay  on  the  Table  the  re¬ 
port  of  Prof.  Saunders  on  the  production  and  manu¬ 
facture  of  beet-root  sugar.  This  was  the  report 
which  was  promised  .last  year  when  we  were  dis¬ 
cussing  the  subject.  Prof.  Saunders  has  performed 
his  duty.  I  took  the  liberty  of  having  the  report 
printed,  and  it  has  already  been  distributed  to 
members  of  the  House. 

MESSAGE  FROM  HIS  EXCELLENCY. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON  presented  a  Message 
from  His  Excellency  the  Governor  General. 

Mr.  SPEAKER  read  the  Message  as  follows  : — 
Stanley  of  Preston. 

The  Governor  General  transmits  to  the  House  of  Com¬ 
mons,  an  approved  Minute  of  Council,  appointing  the 
Honourable  Mackenzie  Bowell,  Minister  of  Militia  and 
Defence,  the  Honourable  John  Costigan.  Minister  of 
Inland  Revenue,  the  Honourable  George  Eulas  Foster, 
Minister  of  Finance,  and  the  Honourable  Joseph  Aldric 
Ouimet,  Minister  of  Public  Works,  to  act  with  the 
Speaker  of  the  House  of  Commons,  as  Commissioners  for 
the  purposes  and  under  the  provisions  of  the  13th  Chapter 
Mr.  Mulock. 


of  the  Revised  Statutes  of  Canada,  intituled:  “An  Act 
respecting  the  House  of  Commons.” 

Government  House, 

Ottawa,  3rd  March,  1892. 

LONDON  ELECTION  VOTERS’  LIST. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  I  have  the  honour  to  inform  the 
House  that  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Chancery  is 
in  attendance  at  the  Table  with  the  original  list  of 
voters  received  from  the  revising  officer  of  the  city 
of  London,  also  with  lists  as  printed,  and  on  which 
the  recent  election  for  that  city  was  held. 

Mr.  MILLS  moved  : 

That  the  said  voters’  list  do  lie  on  the  Table  of  the 
House. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

PRIVATE  BILLS. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON  moved  : 

That  the  time  for  receiving  petitions  for  private  Bills 
be  extended  until  Friday,  18th  instant,  and  for  presenting 
private  Bills  until  Thursday,  24th  instant. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

THE  LATE  DUKE  OF  CLARENCE  AND 
AVONDALE. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  In  accordance  with 
the  resolution  which  the  House  carried  yesterday 
on  the  subject  of  the  Address  proposed  by  the 
Senate  to  Her  Most  Gracious  Majesty  the  Queen, 
I  beg  leave  to  move,  seconded  by  Mr.  Laurier, 
that  : 

The  said  Address  of  the  Senate  to  Her  Most  Gracious 
Majesty,  be  concurred  in  by  the  House,  and  the  blank 
therein  filled  up  with  the  words  “  House  of  Commons .  ” 

I  have  only  to  say,  in  making  this  motion  of  concur¬ 
rence,  that  this  Address  states,  what  is  undoubtedly 
the  fact,  that  the  people  of  Canada  have  learned 
with  universal  and  deep  sorrow  of  the  affliction 
which  has  befallen  Her  Gracious  Majesty  by  the 
bereavement  referred  to  in  the  Address.  There  is 
expressed  in  the  Address  the  sentiment  that  our 
people,  represented  by  this  House,  pray  that  Divine 
Providence  may  aid  and  console  Her  Majesty  in 
this  great  affliction,  and  the  sentiment,  likewise, 
that  the  universal  sympathy  which  has  been  felt 
throughout  the  Empire  with  Her  Majesty  and  with 
the  Prince  and  Princess  of  Wales  may,  to  some 
extent,  aid  in  affording  them  that  consolation  which 
is  so  deeply  needed  on  an  occasion  of  this  kind. 
Under  these  circumstances  and  in  view  of  the  expres¬ 
sions  of  sympathy  already  made  by  this  House,  it  is 
only  necessary  for  me  to  make  these  few  observa¬ 
tions  in  asking  the  House  to  concur  in  this  Address. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  It  was  my  privilege  some  days 
ago  to  express  the  feeling  which  we  on  this  side  of 
the  House  entertain  in  reference  to  the  subject  con¬ 
tained  in  this  Address.  At  the  present  time  I  can 
only  say  that  I  fully  concur  in  and  endorse  all  the 
sentiments  so  well  and  gracefully  expressed  by  the 
Minister  of  Justice,  and  I  heartily  second  the 
motion. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON  moved  : 

That  the  said  Address  be  engrossed. 

Motion  agreed  to. 
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Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON  moved  : 

That  a  Message  be  sent  to  the  Senate  informing  their 
Honours  that  this  House  has  passed  the  accompanying 
Address  to  His  Excellency  the  Governor  General,  praying 
that  His  Excellency  will  be  pleased  to  transfer  the  Joint 
Address  of  both  Houses  to  Her  Most  Gracious  Majesty, 
of  condolence  at  the  untimely  death  of  His  Royal  Highness 
Prince  Albert  Victor,  Duke  of  Clarence  and  Avondale. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON  moved  : 

That  this  House  do  send  a  message  of  condolence  to 
Their  Royal  Highnesses  the  Prince  and  Princess  of  Wales  : 

To  express  the  profound  and  universal  sorrow  of  the 
people  of  Canada  on  the  occasion  of  the  untimely  death  of 
His  Royal  Highness  Prince  Albert  Victor,  Duke  of 
Clarence  and  Avondale, 

And  respectfully  to  convey  their  sincere  and  deep  sym¬ 
pathy  to  Their  Royal  Highnesses  in  the  sad  affliction 
which  has  fallen  upon  them  in  the  loss  of  a  young  Prince, 
the  Heir  of  their  illustrious  House,  at  the  commencement 
of  a  career  which  appeared  to  be  fraught  with  the  most 
brilliant  prospects  of  happiness  and  distinction. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON  moved  : 

That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  His  Excellency 
the  Governor  General  in  the  following  words 

To  IHs  Excellency  the  Eight  Honourable  Sir  Frederick 
Arthur  Stanley ,  Baron  Stanley  of  Preston,  in  the  County 
of  Lancaster,  in  the  Peerage  of  the  United,  Kingdom  ; 
Knight  Grand  Cross  of  the  Most  Honourable  Order  of 
the  Bath,  Governor  General  of  Canada. 

May  it  please  Your  Excellency  : 

We,  Her  Majesty’s  dutiful  and  loyal  subjects,  the  Com¬ 
mons  of  Canada  in  Parliament  assembled,  have  resolved 
to  send  a  message  of  condolence  to  Their  Royal  High¬ 
nesses  the  Prince  and  Princess  of  Wales  : 

To  express  the  profound  and  universal  sorrow  of  the 
people  of  Canada  on  the  occasion  of  the  untimely  death  of 
His  Royal  Highness  Prince  Albert  Victor,  Duke  of  Clar¬ 
ence  and  Avondale, 

And  respectfully  to  convey  their  sincere  and  deep  sym¬ 
pathy  to  Their  Royal  Highnesses  in  the  sad  affliction 
which  has  fallen  upon  them  in  the  loss  of  a  young  Prince, 
the  Heir  of  their  illustrious  House,  at  the  commencement 
of  a  career  which  appeared  to  be  fraught  with  the  most 
brilliant  prospects  of  happiness  and  distinction. 

We  beg  leave  to  approach  Your  Excellency  with  our  res¬ 
pectful  request  that  you  will  be  pleased  to  transmit  the 
said  message  to  Their  Royal  Highnesses  the  Prince  and 
Princess  of  Wales  in  such  a  way  as  Your  Excellency  may 
see  fit. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

The  said  Address  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed, 
and  presented  to  His  Excellency  the  Governor 
General  by  such  Members  of  this  House  as  are 
Members  of  the  Privy  Council. 

DUTIES  OF  ELECTION  OFFICIALS. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Both well)  moved  : 

That  it  is  the  undoubted  right  and  duty  of  the  House  of 
Commons  to  see  that  the  returning  officers  and  other 
officials  who  have  duties  imposed  upon  them  in  the  elec¬ 
tion  of  members  to  this  House,  act  with  perfect  fairness 
towards  the  various  candidates,  and  to  hold  such  return¬ 
ing  officers  and  other  officials  to  the  strict  discharge  of 
their  duties  ;  and  this  House  further  affirms  that  the  trial 
of  election  petitions  by  the  courts  does  not  lessen  the 
authority  of  the  House  over  such  officials,  nor  take  away 
the  necessity  for  its  supervision. 

He  said  :  Mr.  Speaker,  I  gave  notice  yesterday, 
with  the  assent  of  the  leader  of  the  House,  that  I 
would  to-day  make  a  motion  in  reference  to  the 
duties  of  this  House  in  relation  to  the  elections 
which  may  be  from  time  to  time  held.  The  motion 
which  I  now  propose  affirms  that  it  is  the  undoubt¬ 
ed  right  of  the  House  of  Commons  to  see  that  the 
returning  officers  and  other  officials  who  have  duties 
imposed  upon  them  in  the  election  of  members  to 
the  House,  should  act  with  perfect  fairness  to  the 


various  candidates,  and  to  hold .  such  returning 
officers  and  other  officials  to  the  strict  discharge  of 
their  duties.  The  motion  also  says  :  ‘  ‘  This  House 
further  affirms  that  the  trial  of  election  petitions 
by  the  courts  does  not  lessen  the  authority  of  the 
House  over  such  officials,  nor  take  away  the  neces¬ 
sity  for  its  supervision.”  I  think,  Sir,  that  the 
doctrine  laid  down  in  this  motion  is  too  clear  to 
admit  of  controversy.  The  House  is  the  judge  of 
its  own  rights  and  privileges,  and  it  is  also  its 
duty,  as  the  representative  body  of  the  nation, 
to  see  that  those  who  become  members  of  the 
House,  do  so  in  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  the  law  of  the  land.  I  do  not-  say,  Sir, 
that  it  is  always  necessary  that  this  super¬ 
vision  should  express  itself  actively  ;  it  is  suffi¬ 
cient  that  it  potentially  exists,  called  into  act¬ 
ivity  only  when  there  is  some  abuse,  some  dis¬ 
regard  of  duty,  some  misconduct  or  malfeasance  in 
office  on  the  part  of  officials  who  are  required  to 
discharge  duties  in  the  way  prescribed  by  the  law 
of  the  land.  The  subject  is  an  important  one, 
because  every  departure  from  perfect  fairness  in 
the  discharge  of  duties  by  an  official  may  affect 
the  results  which  ought  to  be  accomplished  by  the 
exercise  of  the  elective  franchise.  The  effect  of 
such  unfairness  may  alter  the  representation  in 
Parliament ;  and  in  so  far  as  it  accomplishes  this 
end,  the  influence  and  respect  which  this  House 
should  command  in  the  country  will  be  seriously 
weakened.  It  must  not  be  forgotten  that  under 
our  system  of  parliamentary  government  the 
administration  is  always  an  interested  party.  But 
there  is  one  marked  difference  between  our  system 
and  that  which  exists  in  England,  that  here  the 
Ministry  as  an  interested  party  have  it  within 
their  power  to  exercise  an  amount  of  influence, 
and  to  exercise  that  influence  in  an  undue  way, 
which  is  not  open  to  an  Administration  in  the 
United  Kingdom.  I  say,  Sir,  that  this  power  in 
reference  to  elections,  which  is  possessed  by  the 
Ministers  here  in  a  larger  degree  than  it  is 
possessed  by  Ministers  in  the  United  Kingdom, 
requires  on  the  part  of  this  House  even  a  more 
active  vigilance  than  is  called  for  by  the  duties  that 
devolve  upon  the  House  of  Commons  in  the  United 
Kingdom.  In  the  United  Kingdom,  the  Clerk  of 
the  Crown  in  Chancery,  when  he  receives  the 
warrant  of  the  Speaker,  is  required  to  issue  the 
writ  to  an  officer  appointed  by  the  law,  a  perma¬ 
nent  official  of  the  House,  for  the  purpose  of  having 
an  election  in  a  particular  district.  It  is  not  open 
to  the  Administration  to  interfere.  The  power  of 
Ministers  over  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Chancery, 
their  power  to  interfere  with  him  in  the  discharge 
of  his  duties,  so  far  as  the  law  is  concerned,  is  there 
no  greater  than  the  power  of  other  members  of 
the  House  of  Commons.  But,  Sir,  that  is  not  the 
case  here.  A  few  years  ago,  an  Act  was  passed  in 
this  House  repealing  the  law  which  named  certain 
officials  as  permanent  officers  of  the  House  for  the 
purpose  of  holding  elections.  So  long  as  that  law 
continued  on  the  Statute-book,  it  was  open  to  the 
Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Chancery  in  Canada  to  dis¬ 
charge  the  duty  in  precisely  the  same  way  that  the 
Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  ' Chancery  in  the  United 
Kingdom  discharges  his  duty.  But,  Sir,  by  the  repeal 
of  that  law,  the  relation  between  the  Administra¬ 
tion  and  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Chancery  was  very 
seriously  interfered  with.  The  Administration  was 
given  a  control  dver  that  officer  in  the  discharge 
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of  his  official  duties  which  is  altogether  unknown 
to  the  law  in  the  United  Kingdom.  The  result  of 
this  is  that  one  of  the  parties  interested  in  every 
contest  that  takes  place  possesses  an  undue  influence 
in  that  contest.  The  Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Chan¬ 
cery  cannot  issue  the  writ,  he  cannot  conform  to 
the  warrant  issued  by  the  Speaker,  until  the 
Administration  make  known  to  him  whom  they 
have  appointed  as  returning  officer  for  the  purpose 
of  holding  the  election  ;  and  so,  however  desirous 
he  may  be  to  discharge  his  duty,  in  conformity 
with  the  spirit  and  intention  of  the  Act,  his  good 
intentions  in  that  respect  are  frustrated  ;  his 
ability  to  conform  to  the  requirements  of  the  law 
are  rendered  nugatory,  so  long  as  the  Adminis¬ 
tration  choose  to  refrain  from  appointing  an 
officer  to  hold  the  election.  That  being  the  case, 
it  is  of  the  first  consequence  that  Parliament  should 
watch  carefully  every  step  taken  in  every  election 
which  is  being  held  in  any  portion  of  this 
Dominion.  We  sometimes  hear  it  said  here  that 
parties  are  disposed  to  live  and  to  die  British 
subjects.  I  am  not  going  to  discuss  the  question 
of  dying,  because  I  suppose  most  hon.  gentlemen 
like  to  stay  where  they  are  acquainted  ;  and  so,  I 
suppose,  they  have  no  particular  anxiety  to  end 
their  days  in  any  hurried  manner.  But,  Sir,  I 
may  say  that  those  who  are  anxious  to  live  as 
British  subjects  in  Canada  ought  to  be  anxious 
to  maintain  the  spirit  and  principles  of  British 
institutions  ;  and  it  is  not  maintaining  the  spirit 
and  principles  of  British  parliamentary  government 
to  put  it  in  the  power  of  an  Administration  to  ex¬ 
ercise  an  undue  influence  through  the  instrumen¬ 
talities  which  are  employed  in  holding  a  parliamen¬ 
tary  election.  The  Government,  I  say,  are  always 
a  party  to  every  election  contest  that  takes  place  ; 
and  in  the  election  contest  to  which  I  am  about  to 
refer,  the  one  which  has  recently  taken  place  in 
London,  a  Minister  of  the  Crown  was  one  of  the 
candidates.  That  Minister  of  the  Crown  was  also 
a  party  to  advising  His  Excellency  who  the  return¬ 
ing  officer  and  the  various  deputy  returning  officers, 
within  the  constituency,  should  be.  Hon.  gentle¬ 
men  will  see,  then,  that  the  relation  between  one 
candidate  and  all  the  officials  employed  holding  the 
election  is  quite  different  from  the  relation  between 
the  other  candidate  and  those  officials.  So,  where 
these  large  powers  are  given  to  an  Administration, 
it  is  of  all  the  more  consequence  to  see  that  the 
parties  who  are  appointed  for  the  purpose  of  hold¬ 
ing  an  election  strictly  conform  to  the  law.  I 
say.  Sir,  that  Parliament  always  has  the  power  to 
protect  itself  ;  and  the  appointment  of  an  election 
court,  for  the  purpose  of  trying  controverted  elec¬ 
tions,  does  not  at  all  derogate  from  the  power  that 
is  inherent  in  the  House  of  Commons.  So  far  as  a 
particular  class  of  matters  are  concerned,  it  may 
be  important  that  the  House  should  abstain  from 
taking  any  action  where  the  courts  are  called  upon 
actively  to  interfere  and  to  adjudicate  in  reference 
to  litigated  matters.  That  the  original  authority 
and  right  of  Parliament  is  not  derogated  from  by 
the  substitution  of  a  court  of  justice  for  a  commit¬ 
tee  of  the  House  in  the  trial  of  controverted  elec¬ 
tions,  was  admitted  in  a  discussion  that  took  place 
in  this  House  some  years  ago.  In  that  discussion, 
Mr.  Blake  said  : 

“  He  would  be  very  sorry  to  believe  that  the  House  had 
been  deprived,  by  the  position  of  the  Controverted  Elec¬ 
tions  Act,  of  its  power  over  returning,  officers  and  deputy 
returning  officers — of  its  power  to  investigate  complaints 
Mr.  Mills  (Bothwell). 


made  against  them,  and  to  punish  them  for  improper  con¬ 
duct.”  • 

And  Sir  John  Macdonald,  in  speaking  in  the  same 
debate,  said  : 

“  He  was  glad  the  hon.  member  did  not  propose  to  ask 
the  House  to  consider  the  points  raised  in  the  petition 
when  the  election  case  was  before  another  tribunal ;  at 
the  same  time  it  was  not  to  be  supposed  that  the  House 
had  abandoned  its  right  to  control,  censure  and  if  need  be, 
punish,  returning  and  deputy  returning  officers.” 

So  that,  so  far  as  the  power  of  Parliament  is  con¬ 
cerned,  there  can  be  no  question  that  the  power 
does  exist,  that  this  House  has  inherently  in  itself 
the  power  to  supervise  the  officials  it  employs  to 
hold  elections  in  any  constituencies  ;  and  while  in 
some  cases  it  may  not  be  necessary  to  intervene,  it 
is  always  proper  to  observe,  so  that,  when  there  is  a 
serious  abuse  of  authority,  when  there  is  an  abuse 
of  office,  this  House  may  use  the  power  with,  which 
it  is  vested  in  the  public  interest  for  the  purpose  of 
protecting  the  rights  of  parties  which  are  affected 
when  the  power  can  be  more  conveniently  exercised 
by  this  House  than  by  any  other  tribunal  or  party. 
This  is  obvious  for  this  reason.  Let  me  suppose,  for 
instance,  that  the  returning  officer  should  return  to 
this  House  a  party  who  had  received  a  minority  of 
votes,  a  party  who  is  an  alien,  a  party  who  is 
a  felon,  and  no  objection  had  been  filed  in  the  case, 
no  action  had  been  taken  in  the  case — clearly  the 
House  is  not  in  such  a  helpless  position  that  it  could 
not  purify  itself  and  protect  the  rights  of  the 
electors  of  the  country  against  any  intrusion  or 
abuse  of  that  kind.  The  returning  officer  may 
commit  a  fraud  upon  the  House,  he  may  return  a 
candidate  having  a  minority  of  votes,  and  surely  it 
is  open  to  this  House  to  call  on  the  Clerk  of  the 
Crown  in  Chancery — and  it  has  been  done  again 
and  again— to  produce  the  return  made  and  to 
insist  upon  an  amendment  of  the  return  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  facts.  If  there  be  any  question  of 
law,  if  there  be  any  question  of  litigation  between 
the  parties,  if  no  reference  is  made  to  the  courts 
for  adjudication,  it  is  open  to  this  House  to  pro-  * 
tect  itself  against  abuse  and  against  any  person  who 
has  no  right  to  sit  here  now,  just  as  much  as  it  was 
in  the  former  history  of  Parliament.  As  a  rule  the 
courts  have  to  consider  questions  of  law  and  fact, 
and  the  conclusions  of  the  law  from  the  facts  so 
stated  and  proved,  but,  where  the  question  is 
merely  one  of  arithmetic  and  nothing  more,  I 
think  it  is  clear  that  the  observations  made  by 
Lord  Esher  in  an  important  case — the  Bangor 
case  which  was  tried  three  or  four  years  ago — 
are  strictly  applicable,  and  it  would  be  a 
neglect  of  duty  for  the  House  to  refuse  to  do  jus¬ 
tice  in  the  matter  and  to  compel  the  parties  to 
have  recourse  to  expensive  legislation.  I  do  not 
mean,  by  the  resolution  I  have  proposed,  that  this 
House  shall  exercise  a  meddlesome  oversight, 
that  it  shall  use  the  power  with  which  it 
is  vested,  where  the  employment  of  such  power 
is  unnecessary,  but  I  say  that,  whenever  it 
becomes  clear  that  a  wrong  is  about  to  be  done, 
that  authority  is  about  to  be  abused,  that  the 
parties  who  are  entrusted  with  the  discharge  of  im¬ 
portant  duties  are  failing  in  their  duty,  the  fact 
that  this  House  is  not  indifferent  to  what  is  being 
done,  that  it  is  exercising  a  supervision  over  its 
I  officers,  is  calculated  to  have  a  very  important  and 
,  salutary  effect,  and  when  that  supervision  is  exer- 
!  cised  with  fairness  and  moderation,  lam  certain  that 
l  such  abuses  as  existed  in  the  Province  of  New  Bruns- 
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wick  a  few  years  ago,  in  the  case  of  an  election  to  this 
House,  are  not  likely  to  be  very  frequent,  and  this 
House  will  be  saved  trouble,  and  the  public  will  be 
saved  scandal,  if  this  House  holds  its  officers  to  a 
strict  responsibility.  I  am  asserting  no  more  than 
this,  that  it  is  the  duty  of  the 'officers  of  the  House 
to  obey  the  law.  It  is  obvious  that  no  department 
of  Government  could  be  satisfactorily  administered 
if  every  difference  between  a  superior  officer  and  an 
inferior  officer  had  to  be  litigated  upon  and  decided 
by  a  judicial  tribunal  rather  than  by  a  decision 
of  the  superior  officer,  and  therefore  I  say 
that,  where  it  is  obvious  to  the  common  sense 
and  to  the  sense  of  fairness  of  every  mem¬ 
ber  of  this  House  that  a  wrong  is  being  done, 
the  House  would  be  derelict  in  its  duty  to  the 
country  if  it  failed  to  exercise  the  power  with 
which  it  is  vested  and  to  insist  upon  right  being  done. 
Yesterday  the  House  considered  another  branch 
of  this  subject,  but  to-day  I  will  again  refer  briefly 
to  the  question  as  to  who  are  the  electors,  who  are 
the  parties  wdio  are  found  upon  the  voters’  list  or 
who  should  be  on  that  list  when  the  election  was 
held,  the  voters’  list  as  put  in  the  hands  of  the 
deputy  returning  officers,  and  how  votes  should  be 
taken,  how  the  enumeration  should  take  place, 
and  how,  in  any  matter  of  controversy  in  regard  to 
the  enumeration,  it  is  to  be  disposed  of.  These  are 
the  questions  which  I  propose  to  ask  the  House 
to-day  to  consider  and  discuss.  By  section  30  of 
the  Electoral  Franchise  Act,  it  will  be  seen  that 
there  were  two  classes  of  persons  entitled  to  vote 
at  elections,  those  persons  about  whose  right  to  go 
on  the  list  there  was  no  controversy,  and  those 
persons  about  whom  there  were  appeals  pending. 
Of  this  second  class,  there  are  three  special  classes— 
first,  those  retained  on  the  list  notwithstanding  an 
application  to  have  them  struck  off ;  then  those  who 
are  said  to  be  struck  off  by  the  revising  officer 
against  whose  decision  an  appeal  is  had  to 
the  county  judge  ;  and  the  third  class  is  those 
who  have  applied  to  be  put  on  the  list  and 
whom  the  revising  officer  has  refused  to  put 
on  the  list.  As  I  understood  the  Minister  of 
Justice  yesterday,  we  agreed  that  the  first  class 
should  be  on  the  list,  that  is,  the  revising  officer 
having  refused  to  strike  them  off,  they  should 
remain  there.  We  also  agreed  that  the  third  class, 
those  the  revising  officer  refused  to  put  on,  could 
not  be  on  the  list ;  but  we  differed  as  to  the  second 
class,  those  the  revising  officer  had  struck  off 
the  list  but  in  regard  to  whom  an  appeal  is  made. 
I  understand  the  Minister  of  Justice  to  maintain 
that  those  voters,  notwithstanding  the  fact  that 
they  are  struck  off,  are  still  on  the  list.  I  dissent 
from  that  opinion.  I  think  there  are  two  of  three 
sub-classes  off  the  list,  and  that  they  are  noted 
when  the  list  is  required  for  the  purpose  of  election. 
But  if  the  law  was  in  other  respects  complied  with, 
there  would  be  no  practical  mischief,  perhaps,  arising 
from  the  adoption  of  one  or  the  other  of  these  con¬ 
tentions.  I  am  informed  that  in  some  instances, 
in  the  city  of  London,  in  the  recent  election,  certain 
parties  whose  names  were  on  the  list  and  who  were 
the  subjects  of  appeal,  instead  of  taking  the  oath  X 
that  they  are  required  to  take  under  the  statute, 
took  the  ordinary  oath  of  electors  who  are  not 
the  subjects  of  appeal,  and  it  was  contended  that 
because  their  names  were  so  printed  upon  the 
list,  they  had  a  right  to  vote  upon  the  ordinary 
oath  being  administered.  I  mention  this  as  one  of 


the  mistakes  that  arose,  and  that  is  likely  to 
arise  where  there  is  no  proper  distinction  made 
between  names  that  are  on  the  list  as  of  right,  and 
those  that  are  on  that  list  as  a  matter  of  contro¬ 
versy.  The  32nd  section  of  this  Act  with  reference 
to  voters’  lists,  shows  how  the  Act  is  to  be  under¬ 
stood  and  interpreted.  It  can  never  be  accurately  or 
properly  interpreted  by  looking  at  each  individual 
section  and  undertaking  to  construe  that  according 
to  the  strict  grammatical  import  of  the  words.  In 
both  Chapter  5  and  Chapter  8  of  these  Consolidated 
Statutes,  we  must  look  at  the  whole  Act,  con¬ 
sider  every  provision  of  each  of  these  Acts,  and  so 
construe  them  that  they  may  all  stand  together, 
and  best  carry  out  the  intention  of  Parliament. 
Section  33  shows  that  the  class  that  is  struck  off 
the  voters’  lists  under  section  30,  have  seven  days 
within  which  to  appeal  from  the  decision  of  the 
revising  officer  to  the  county  judge,  and  the  reason 
of  such  a  time  being  given  for  that  appeal  is  to 
allow  them  being  restored  to  the  list.  Until  that 
restoration  takes  place  it  seems  to  me  that  they  do 
not  stand  upon  the  list.  Then,  if  we  look  at  section 
56  of  Chapter  8,  we  find  the  same  limitation  on  the 
proceedings  before  the  deputy  returning  officers  in 
making  the  count  of  the  votes  that  have  been  polled. 
The  first  part  of  that  section  provides  : 

“  Immediately  after  the  close  of  the  poll,  the  deputy 
returning  officer  shall,  in  the  presence  of  the  poll  clerk 
and  the  candidates,  or  their  agents — and  if  the  candidates 
and  their  agents  or  any  of  them  are  absent,  then  in  the 
presence  of  such,  if  any,  of  them  as  are  present,  and  of  at 
least  three  electors, — open  the  ballot  box  and  proceed  to 
count  the  number  of  votes  given  for  each  candidate  :  and 
in  so  doing  he  shall  reject  all  ballot  papers  which  have 
not  been  supplied  by  the  deputy  returning  officers,  all 
those  by  which  votes  have  been  given  for  more  candidates 
than  are  to  be  elected,  and  all  those  upon  which  there  is 
any  writing  or  mark  by  which  the  voter  can  be  identified, 
other  then  the  numbering  by  the  deputy  returning  officer 
in  the  cases  hereinbefore  provided  for.” 

Then  the  second  section  provides  : 

“  The  other  ballot  papers  being  counted,  and  a  list  kept 
of  the  number  of  votes  given  to  each  candidate,  and  of 
the  number  of  rejected  ballot  papers,  all  the  ballot  papers 
indicatingthe  votes  given  for  each  candidate  respectively, 
except  as  in  this  section  is  hereinafter  provided,  shall  be 
put  into  separate  envelopes.” 

Now,  the  exception  from  that  “as  hereinafter  pro¬ 
vided  ”  refers  to  the  particular  class  of  votes  that 
are  in  appeal.  The  third  sub-section  reads  as 
follows : — 

“  The  deputy  returning  officer  shall  also,  in  counting 
the  ballots,  place  in  two  separate  envelopes  or  parcels, 
the  two  classes  of  ballot  papers  of  persons  whose  right  to 
have  their  names  registered  upon  the  list  of  voters  and  to 
vote  at  such  elections,  and  of  persons  the  exclusion  of 
whose  names  from  the  said  list  as  voters,  are  respectively 
the  subjects  of  undecided  appeal.” 

And  it  further  provides  : 

“  He  shall  keep  a  list  of  each  of  the  said  classes  of  bal¬ 
lots.” 

What  is  the  meaning  of  “  keeping  a  list  of  each 
class  ?  ”  Why,  Sir,  as  we  see  before  the  use  of  these 
words,  that  he  shall  enumerate  each  class,  not  that 
he  shall  confuse  them  indiscriminately  by  enumer¬ 
ating  them  together,  but  that  he  shall  enumerate 
each  class  of  ballots,  those  about  which  there  is  a 
controversy  or  dispute  as  to  the  rights  of  the  parties 
to  vote,  and  those  about  whose  right  to  vote  there 
is  no  dispute.  Now,  when  we  look  at  the  58th 
section  we  find  this  enumeration  of  the  two  classes 
of  voters  separately  and  distinctly,  still  further 
emphasized.  Section  58  says  : 
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“The  deputy  returning  officer  shall  make  out  a  state¬ 
ment  of  the  accepted  ballot  papers,  of  the  number  of  votes 
given  to  each  candidate,  of  the  ballot  papers  counted, 
which  were  deposited  by  persons  whose  right  to  be  regis¬ 
tered  on  the  list  of  voters  and  to  vote,” - 

That  is  one  class— 

— “  and  by  persons  the  exclusion  of  whose  names  from 
the  list  of  voters  appeared  by  the  said  list  to  be  the  sub¬ 
jects  of  undecided  appeal  as  aforesaid.” 

Here  the  enumerations  of  these  two  classes  of 
voters  are  still  to  be  kept  distinct  by  the  deputy 
returning  officer.  If  we  read  this  section  with  the 
words  that  are  intended  to  be  supplied,  which  is  the 
subject  of  the  first  predicate,  and  which  also  is 
the  implied  subject  of  the  second  predicate,  it 
would  read  as  follows  : — 

“  The  deputy  returning  officer  shall  make  but  a  state¬ 
ment  of  the  accepted  ballot  papers,  of  the  number  of 
votes  given  to  each  candidate,  of  the  ballot  papers 
counted  which  were  deposited  by  persons  whose  right  to 
be  registered  on  the  list  of  voters  and  to  vote,  and  of  the 
number  of  votes  given  to  each  candidate  by  persons  the 
exclusion  of  whose  names  from  the  list  of  voters  ap¬ 
peared,  &c.” 

So  that  there  are  two  distinct  enumerations,  the 
enumeration  of  those  whose  right  to  vote  is  undis¬ 
puted,  and  another  enumeration  of  those  whose 
right  to  vote  is  a  matter  of  appeal  ;  and  these 
papers  are  to  be  kept  separately,  are  to  be  sealed 
up  in  separate  packages,  the  contents  of  these 
packages  are  to  be  carefully  noted  upon  the  back 
of  the  envelopes,  and  they  are  to  be  placed  in  the 
ballot  boxes,  and  the  ballot  boxes  are  to  be  returned 
with  them  to  the  returning  officer.  Now',  I  ask 
this  question  at  this  point,  for  the  purpose  of  fur¬ 
ther  showing  what  construction  must  be  put  upon 
those  provisions  of  the  law  which  relate  to  the  dis¬ 
charge  of  duties  by  the  returning  officer  himself. 
If  the  returning  officer  wras  to  count  those  ballots 
indiscriminately,  if  he  was  to  confuse  the  ballots  of 
these  two  classes,  which  the  deputy  returning 
officer  is  required  to  keep  separate,  and  which  he 
is  instructed  in  the  clearest  possible  manner  to 
keep  separate,  for  what  purpose  would  separation 
be  made  ?  If  the  returning  officer  was  not  called 
upon  to  keep  them  separate  and  to  make  separate 
additions  of  those  twTo  different  classes  of  voters, 
those  about  w'hose  votes  there  is  no  dispute,  and 
those  that  are  the  subject  of  contention,  why 
should  the  deputy  returning  officer  be  required  to 
keep  them  separate  ?  If  they  were  to  be  added 
together,  then  those  provisions  pointing  out  with 
such  minuteness  and  detail  the  duties  of  the  deputy 
returning  officer  would  be  altogether  without  mean¬ 
ing,  they  would  be  nugatory,  they  would  have  no 
force,  they  would  be  perfectly  aimless,  accomplish¬ 
ing  nothing,  simply  provisions  altogether  without 
object.  I  do  not  so  understand  the  statute.  I  think 
they  are  to  be  kept  separate  for  a  specific  purpose. 
They  are  to  be  kept  separate  because  there  are  to 
be  separate  additions  made  by  the  returning  officer 
as  well  as  by  the  deputy  returning  officer.  The 
next  provision  of  the  Act  to  which  I  wish  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  House  is  section  50.  This 
section  provides  that  the  returning  officer  at  the 
close  of  the  polls,  after  having  received  all  the 
ballot  boxes,  shall  proceed  to  open  them  in  the 
presence  of  the  election  clerk,  the  candidates,  or 
their  representatives,  if  present,  or  of  at  least  three 
electors,  and  so  on  ;  and  that  the  candidate  who 
has  on  counting  np  the  votes  a  majority  of  the 
votes,  shall  be  then  declared  elected.  If  you  were 
to  read  that  section  by  itself  you  woidd  say  that 
Mr.  Mills  (Bothwell). 


the  returning  officer  must  add  up  those  votes  and 
must  declare  the  candidate  having  a  majority 
elected,  without  reference  to  the  distinction  that 
has  been  made  before.  But  if  you  read  all  the 
provisions  of  the  Act  relating  to  the  duties  of  the 
returning  officer,  it  becomes  perfectly  obvious  that 
the  distinction  made  is  intended  to  be  kept  strictly 
in  view.  Immediately  after,  in  section  62 — and  I 
shall  endeavour  to  make  this  matter  clear — you 
will  see  that  if  the  ballet  box  is  lost,  if  any  of  the 
ballot  boxes  are  not  returned  at  the  appointed 
time,  he  may  postpone  action  and  wait  until  a 
subsequent  day.  And  so  in  section  63  provision  is 
made  for  the  loss  of  ballot  boxes.  But  it  is  impor¬ 
tant  to  read  in  connection  with  this  the  provision 
of  the  law  of  last  year.  It  amends  section  62,  and 
it  provides  as  follows  as  regards  the  returning 
officer  : 

“  In  case  any  deputy  returning  officer  has  not  duly 
enclosed  in  the  ballot  box  the  said  statement  of  the 
ballot  papers  counted  by  him  as  required  by  this  Act,  or 
if  for  any  other  cause  the  said  returning  officer  cannot  at 
the  day  and  hour  appointed  by  him  for  that  purpose 
ascertain  the  exact  number  of  votes  given  for  each  can¬ 
didate,  the  returning  officer  may  thereupon  adjourn  to  a 
future  day  and  hour  the  said  summing  up  the  number  of 
votes  given  for  each  candidate,  and  so  from  time  to  time, 
such  adjournment  or  adjournments  not  in  the  aggregate 
to  exceed  two  weeks.” 

There  the  duty  of  the  returning  officer  in  regard  to 
counting  the  votes  is  set  out  ;  and  I  claim  that 
looking  at  what  the  law  intends  with  respect  to 
these  votes  that  are  to  be  subject  to  appeal,  that 
right  to  remain  on  the  list  must  be  decided  before 
a  proper  return  can  be  made  ;  and  it  is  perfectly 
clear  from  that  provision  that  the  returning 
officer  is  not  in  a  position  to  sum  up  the  votes  as 
required  by  the  law,  as  amended  last  session,  until 
the  question  as  to  the  right  of  those  parties  whose 
votes  are  in  appeal  is  decided.  Let  us  fur  the.'  look 
at  the  provisions  of  the  Act  on  this  subject.  By 
section  35  of  the  Electoral  Franchise  Act,  it  is 
provided  that  the  judge  shall,  upon  receiving 
the  said  notice  of  appeal,  and  copy  of  the  decision 
appealed  from,  appoint  a  convenient  time  and  place 
for  the  hearing  of  the  appeal.  What  is  meant  by  his 
appointing  a  convenient  time  and  place?  Does  it 
mean  an  indefinite  time,  a  time  that  you  cannot  at 
the  moment  the  appointment  takes  place  ascertain? 
I  do  not  think  so.  I  hold  that  it  is  clear  from  the 
provisions  of  this  statute  that  this  cannot  be  the 
case.  The  judge  considered  these  matters  in 
November  last.  Certain  cases  were  taken  before 
him  on  appeal.  He  dealt  with  those  cases.  He 
decided  that  he  would  not  hear  any  evidence 
anew,  that  he  would  not  make  any  investigation  for 
himself,  that  he  would  take  the  evidence  as  it  had 
been  taken  by  the  revising  officer  and  the  report 
of  that  officer,  and  then  decide  as  to  the  rights  of 
the  parties  to  go  on  the  list  and  remain  there. 
That  was  the  course  he  pursued  in  dealing  with,  I 
think,  thirty  cases.  With  respect  to  those  parties 
wdio  had  been  put  upon  the  list  at  the  preliminary 
revision  or  at  a  preliminary  stage  of  the  proceedings, 
and  about  whom  notice  lias  been  given  that  those 
names  should  be  struck  out  on  the  ground  that 
the  parties  were  not  qualified,  the  revising  officer 
was  inclined  to  hold,  in  fact  he  did  hold,  that  the 
words  “  not  qualified”  were  not  a  sufficient  desig¬ 
nation  of  the  objection  to  the  names  of  those  par¬ 
ties  going  on  the  list.  In  the  meantime  an  appeal 
was  had  to  the  County  Court  judge  from  that  deci¬ 
sion,  and  the  judge  expressed  himself  as  follows  : — 


81 


[MARCH  4,  1892.] 


82 


“  I  think  the  notice  was  invalid  under  the  Act.  I  do 
not  enter  into  an  academic  discussion  as  to  whether  it 
was  null  and  void.  I  think  all  that  I  am  required  to  do 
is  to  determine  whether  it  was  a  valid  or  invalid  notice, 
and  I  say  it  was  invalid,  and  my  reason  for  thus  deciding 
is  that  no  grounds  are  stated  by  them  why  the  man’s 
name  should  be  removed,  and  thus  it  is  invalid  under  the 
Act.  So  far  as  the  rest  of  the  appeal  is  presented  for  my 
-consideration,  I  am  of  opinion  that  under  the  33rd  section 
my  power  is  confined  to  the  action  of  the  revising  officer 
with  the  list ;  that  is  to  say,  as  to  the  proper  admission  of 
names  or  exclusion  of  them,  being  as  to  something  which 
is  or  should  be  in  the  list  or  which  ought  not  to  be  in  it. 
It  is  not  said  that  there  is  an  appeal  to  the  county  judge 
as  to  the  proceedings  of  the  revising  officer  which  would  be 
a  comprehensive  term  such  as  is  used  in  section  26.  I 
consider  that  I  have  no  authority  to  interfere  with  the 
action  of  the  revising  officer  in  amending  or  adjourning 
the  court  to  a  future  time.  Whatever  may  be  the  im¬ 
portance  of  my  ruling  as  to  the  question  whether  the  no¬ 
tice  in  question  is  insufficient  or  invalid  and  null  and 
void,  as  I  am  pressed  to  decide, I  do  so,  and  rule  as  I  have 
said, that  it  is  invalid  under  the  Act,  and  so  far  the  appeal 
is  sustained,  but  in  respect  to  my  authority  to  interfere 
with  the  revising  officer’s  power  to  order  amendment  or 
'  to  adjourn  the  court  I  do  not  entertain  the  appeal.” 

Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  the  revising  officer,  upon  that 
ruling  of  the  county  judge,  refused  to  proceed. 
He  had  adjourned  his  court  to  a  future  day  and 
he  had  given  the  parties  leave  to  amend  their 
notice,  but  after  this  decision  he  refused  to  pro- 
need.  The  County  Court  judge  himself  admits 
that  he  had  not  the  power  to  deal  with  this  ques¬ 
tion  of  procedure,  that  he  had  no  authority  under 
the  Act  to  express  an  opinion  on  the  subject  or  to 
adjudicate  on  it,  and  the  subject  was  taken  before 
the  Court  of  Queen’s  Bench.  An  application  was 
there  made  for  a  writ  of  mandamus  to  compel  the 
revising  officer  to  proceed  and  to  discharge  his 
duty,  which  writ  was  granted.  The  decision  of 
the  whole  court  was  this  :  that  the  notice  was 
sufficient  ;  they  dissented  from  the  view  taken  by 
the  county  judge  ;  they  held  “  not  qualified”  was 
u  sufficient  notice.  Every  one  of  these  persons 
were  on  the  voters’  lists  for  some  qualification  or 
other,  and  certainly  “not  qualified”  meant  not 
qualified  in  the  character  in  which  they  were  entered 
on  the  list.  The  Court  of  Queen’s  Bench  therefore 
held  in  the  first  place  that  the  notice  was  sufficient, 
and  in  the  second  place  that  no  appeal  is  given  by 
the  Act  to  thecountyjudgefrom  the  revising  officer’s 
decision.  Therefore,  that  the  proceedings  before 
the  County  Court  judge  were  coram  nonjudice ,  and 
so  these  proceedings  being  nugatory  were  set  aside. 
The  revising  officer  acting  upon  the  decision  of  the 
Court  of  Queen’s  Bench,  proceeded  to  adjudicate 
upon  these  names,  and  228  of  them,  all  the  names 
that  are  in  controversy,  were  struck  off  the  voters’ 
lists.  That  was  the  decision,  although  they  are  sub¬ 
sequently  printed  on  the  list.  There  can  be  no  dis¬ 
pute  whatever  that  the  decision  was  that  they  should 
be  struck  off.  Now,  there  was  an  appeal  from  that 
decision  of  the  Court  of  Queen’s  Bench  to  the  Court 
of  Appeals,  and  the  Court  of  Appeals  held  that  as 
the  revising  officer  had  acted  upon  the  writ  and 
obeyed  the  command  of  the  court,  that  there  was 
nothing  before  the  court  to  decide,  and  that  they 
were  not  called  upon  to  say  whether  the  Court  of 
Queen’s  Bench  had  the  power  to  order  the  revising 
officer  to  proceed  or  not.-  He  had  acted  ;  he 
•could  not  recall  what  he  had  done,  he  could  not 
undo  what  he  had  done,  and  the  validity  of  his 
act  would  not  at  all  be  affected  by  the  question 
whether  the  Court  of  Queen’s  Bench  possessed 
this  power,  or  whether  it  did  not.  But  the  Court  of 
Appeals  held  the  notice  was  sufficient.  And  so  the 


matter  stood.  Now,  Sir,  in  the  first  place, 
when  the  application  was  made  to  the  Court 
of  Queen’s  Bench  and  the  revising  officer  pro¬ 
ceeded  with  the  work  of  revising  the  list,  an 
appeal  was  had  ;  an  application  was  made  in  the 
meantime  to  the  county  judge  to  consider  by  way 
of  appeal  the  decision  of  the  revising  officer  in 
reference  to  these  names.  The  county  judge  said  : 

I  will  not  adjudicate  upon  the  matter  at  present,  1 
will  postpone  the  consideration  of  the  subject  until 
there  is  a  decision  by  the  Court  of  Appeals.  There 
was  a  decision  by  the  Court  of  Appeals,  and  then 
an  appeal  was  had  from  the  decision  of  the  Court 
of  Appeals  to  the  Supreme  Court  of  Canada,  and 
when  the  second  application  was  made  the  County 
Court  said  :  I  will  not  adjudicate  until  there  is  a 
decision  by  the  Supreme  Court,  and  so  there  has 
been  no  time  and  no  place  fixed  to  this  day  for 
the  consideration  of  these  appeals.  I  wish  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  House,  in  the  first  place,  to 
this  matter.  It  seems  to  me,  from  looking  at  the 
provisions  of  the  Act,  that  it  is  only  when  a  question 
of  merit  is  involved,  a  question  of  the  right  of  the 
party  as  a  voter  to  be  on  the  voters’  lists,  that  there 
is  an  appeal  from  the  decision  of  the  revising  officer 
to  the  County  Court  judge.  On  a  mere  matter  of 
procedure— since  the  revising  officer  is  not  bound 
to  conform  to  the  ordinary  rules  of  a  court  of 
justice,  but  is  given  a  greater  latitude  to  enable 
him  to  make  his  proceedings  effective,  in  view  of 
the  absence  of  know  ledge  of  the  law  by  the  voters 
—that  in  that  matter  he  is  acting  in  accordance 
with  his  discretion,  and  a  matter  of  discretion  can¬ 
not  be  a  matter  of  appeal.  It  is  not  pretended — 
or  at  all  events  it  has  not  been  pretended — that 
these  persons  had  any  right  to  be  on  the  list,  or 
that  they  were  in  any  sense  qualified  by  law  to  vote. 
That  was  not  the  contention  ;  the  contention  was 
that  the  notice  to  strike  off  had  not  been  sufficiently 
definite,  and  that  contention  the  Court  of  Appeals 
and  the  Court  of  Queen’s  Bench  both  held  was  an 
erroneous  view.  The  revising  officer  proceeded  : 
he  heard  the  evidence  so  far  as  there  was  evidence 
to  submit,  and  the  names  of  these  persons  were 
struck  off  the  roll.  Now,  if  we  look  at  section  64 
which  provides  for  a  recount  under  certain  circum¬ 
stances,  among  other  things  which  are  provided  for 
is  this  : 

“That  any  person  voting  at  such  election,  whose 
name  was  included  on  any  list  of  voters  used  at  such  elec¬ 
tion,  or  whose  name  was  excluded  from  any  such  list,  and 
whose  right  to  have  his  name  so  included  on  the  said  list, 
or  the  exclusion  of  whose  name  from  such  list,  as  the  case 
may  be,  appeared  by  such  list  to  be  the  subject  of  an 
appeal  pending  and  undecided  under  the  provisions  of  the 
Electoral  Franchise  Act,  and  that  judgment  has  been 
rendered  on  such  appeal  deciding  that  such  person  was 
not  entitled  to  have  his  name  so  registered  upon  said 
list,  or  that  the  name  of  such  person  was  properly  ex¬ 
cluded  therefrom,  as  the  case  may  be.” 

Now,  that  is  oue  class  of  persons,  that  is  one  ground 
upon  which  a  recount  by  the  County  Court 
judge  may  be  sought,  but  I  ask  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  subsection  2  of  this  section,  which 
reads  as  follows  : — 

“If  any  such  appeal  in  respect  of  any  person  whose 
name  is  entered  on  the  poll  book  as  having  voted  at  such 
election  is  not  decided  before  the  expiration  of  the  said 
four  days  allowed  for  the  making  of  an  application  for  a 
recount,  the  time  for  the  making  of  such  application  for  a 
recount  on  the  ground  of  the  result  of  the  decision  of  any 
such  appeal  shall  be  extended  for  and  until  the  expira¬ 
tion  of  six  days  after  the  decision  of  any  such  appeal.” 

It  is  not  stated  that  the  recount  shall  be  postponed  ;  , 
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but  the  statement  is  that  the  time  for  making  such 
application  for  a  recount — application  to  whom  ? 
why,  to  the  judge — shall  be  postponed  until  the 
expiration  of  six  days  after  the  decision  of  the 
appeal.  I  would  like  to  know  how  it  is  possible 
for  the  returning  officer  to  make  a  return  during 
that  period  of  time,  while  the  question  of  appeal  is 
undecided.  It  is  perfectly  clear  that  the  party 
has  six  days  after  the  appeals  are  decided  to  make 
this  application.  Now,  it  it  were  possible  for  the 
returning  officer  to  make  his  return  before  that 
period  of  time,  then  it  is  perfectly  obvious  that  he 
has  not  the  six  days  to  make  the  application, — that 
he  would  not  have  any  time,  on  this  ground,  to  make 
the  application.  He  cannot  make  the  application 
after  the  return  is  made  ;  and  it  is  clear  as  noon¬ 
day,  that  under  these  provisions,  the  returning 
officer  is  estopped  from  making  a  return  until  these 
appeals  are  decided.  I  call  your  attention  further, 
Sir,  to  the  fact  that  the  two  classes  of  voters  under 
section  68  are  to  be  kept  distinct.  The  returning 
officer  is  to  enumerate  under  one  class  those  who 
are  entitled  to  vote,  to  whom  no  exception  is  taken, 
and  he  must  make  a  separate  list  for  those  whose 
cases  are  in  appeal.  Now,  these  two  classes  cannot 
be  fused  together  in  one  enumeration,  until  this 
question  of  appeal  is  decided  ;  and  that  appeal  is  not 
to  be  exercised  in  such  a  way  as  to  take  from  the 
party  aggrieved  his  right  to  make  the  application. 
He  is  not  forced  to  make  his  application  at 
once.  It  is  not  an  application  which  after 
it  is  made  is  to  be  postponed.  It  is  this  fact 
which  is  kept  clearly  in  view  by  this  sub-section, 
that  until  six  days  elapse  after  these  appeals  are 
disposed  of,  the  returning  officer  cannot  make  a 
return.  And  why  should  he  ?  What  right  has  he  to 
do  so  ?  Suppose  400  or  500  names  were  improperly 
put  on  the  list,  and  were  made  a  subject  of  appeal 
just  on  the  eve  of  an  election,  is  it  possible  that  it 
could  be  seriously  argued  that  this  House  has  dis¬ 
charged  its  duty  in  so  incompetent  a  wuiy,  that  it 
has  so  far  failed  to  make  provision  for  the  proper 
expression  of  public  opinion,  that  these  votes  could 
be  counted  before  it  should  be  finally  determined 
whether  the  names  ought  to  be  on  the  voters’  list 
or  not  ?  It  is  clearly  the  intention  of  the  law'  that 
section  60  shall  not  be  read  by  itself. ,  It  must  be 
read  in  connection  with  what  follows.  It  is  not 
that  sole  section  which  decides  what  are  the  duties 
of  the  returning  officer.  His  duties  are  limited  and 
explained  further  by  section  61  ;  they  are  also 
limited  by  section  62,  where,  if  a  ballot  box  is 
missing,  an  adjournment  is  provided  for,  notwith¬ 
standing  the  cl^ar  and  positive  declarations  of 
section  60  ;  they  are  further  limited  by  section  63  ; 
and  they  are  limited  by  the  amendment  of  last 
year,  wffiich  shows  that  the  votes  cannot  be  counted 
until  it  is  known  whether  those  persons  are  really 
entitled  to  be  so  counted  or  not.  In  conformity 
with  this  construction  of  the  law,  you  have  this 
provision  of  section  64  : 

“  If  any  such  appeal  in  respect  of  any  person  whose 
name  is  entered  on  the  poll  book  as  having  voted  at  such 
election  is  not  decided  before  the  expiration  of  the  said 
four  days  allowed  for  the  making  of  an  application  for 
a  recount,  the  time  for  the  making  of  such  application  for 
a  recount  on  the  ground  of  the  result  of  the  decision  of  any 
appeal  shall  be  extended  for  and  until  the  expiration  of 
six  days  after  the  decision  of  any  such  appeal.” 

Why,  Sir,  if  you  were  to  put  any  other  construc¬ 
tion  on  the  Act,  you  would  leave  a  party  in  an  im¬ 
portant  case  wdthout  a  remedy,  except  by  the  active 
Mr,  Mills  (Both well). 


interference  of  this  House  to  protect  itself  against 
a  gross  wrong.  I  do  not  think  we  are  called  upon 
to  put  such  a  narrow  construction  on  the  Act.  We 
must  read  all  parts  of  the  Act  together  ;  we  must 
look  at  its  spirit  and  at  the  intention  of  Parlia¬ 
ment  as  disclosed  in  the  Act  ;  and  it  is  clear,  in 
view  of  these  provisions  for  a  recount,  that  the 
returning  officer  cannot  make  a  return  until  it  is 
decided  whether  those  parties  w  ho  have  voted,  and 
whose  names  are  in  appeal,  were  or  w'ere  not 
entitled  under  the  law'  to  have  the  elective  fran¬ 
chise.  Now',  Sir,  let  me  read  some  circumstances 
connected  with  the  declaration.  Mr.  Pritchard  is 
the  returning  officer  in  the  city  of  London.  Mr. 
Pritchard,  when  asked  to  delay  making  his  declara¬ 
tion  in  accordance  with  the  amendment  of  the  law 
of  last  year,  said  : 

“  1  have  no  hesitation  or  doubt  in  the  matter.  The 
uestion  of  the  undecided  appeals  is  in  the  hands  of  the 
ourt  of  Appeal,  and  I  have  nothing  to  do  with  it.” 

Why,  Sir,  he  had  everything  to  do  with  it.  Then 
Mr.  Magee,  the  counsel  for  Mr.  Hyman,  said  : 

“  I  would  call  your  attention  to  the  words  of  sub-sec¬ 
tion  2  of  section  62,  and  if  for  any  other  cause,  the  said 
returning  officer  cannot  at  the  day  and  hour  appointed  by 
him  for  that  purpose  ascertain  the  exact  number  of  votes,. 
&c.,  he  may  thereupon  adjourn  to  a  future  day.” 

Nowr,  the  number  of  votes  w'as  not  ascertainable, 
because  those  parties’  right  to  vote  was  a  subject 
still  pending.  The  returning  officer  opened  ballot 
box  number  one  and  declared  73  votes  polled  for 
Mr.  Carling  and  90  for  Mr.  Hyman.  Then  Mr. 
Magee  said  : 

“  I  call  your  attention  to  the  fact  that  there  are  six 
of  these  ballots  cast  for  the  Hon.  Mr.  Carling  which  were 
.deposited  by  persons  whose  right  to  be  registered  is  dis¬ 
puted.” 

It  seems  that  instead  of  the  different  classes  of  bal¬ 
lots  being  kept  separate  as  provided  for  by  section 
58,  they  vrere  mingled  together.  Mr.  Pritchard, 
the  returning  officer,  said  : 

“  I  may  as  well  state  here  that  1  have  nothing  to  do 
with  the  question  of  the  undecided  appeals.  I  shall  simply 
take  the  votes  that  are  recorded  for  Mr.  Carling  and  for 
Mr.  Hyman.” 

Now7,  Sir,  that  is  the  question  of  lirst  importance, 
that  this  House  is  called  upon  to  consider  :  Had  he 
nothing  to  do  with  it?  Had  he  a  right  to  proceed 
to  sum  up  the  good  and  the  questioned  votes 
together  ?  I  think  it  is  clear  from  the  provisions 
of  the  Act,  that  he  had  not  to  do  it,  that  he  had 
no  power  or  right  to  make  a  return  until  that 
question  wras  decided.  If  he  made  a  return,  it  is 
quite  clear  that  it  could  only  be  a  special  return — 
a  return  stating  that  there  were  so  many  votes 
polled  for  Mr.  Carling  and  so  many  forMr.  Hyman 
about  which  there  was  no  question,  and  that  there 
were  so  many  for  Mr.  Carling  and  so  many  for  Mr. 
Hyman  which  were  under  appeal.  But  I  think, 
looking  at  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of  last  year, 
that  it  is  quite  clear  that  no  return  of  any  sort 
ought  to  be  made  ;  no  return  such  as  the  law'  con¬ 
templates  can  be  made  until  it  is  decided  wdiether 
these  votes  are  to  be  struck  off  the  list  of  those 
entitled  to  vote,  or  wdiether  they  are  to  remain. 
Until  that  takes  place  it  is  not  possible  to  say  with 
absolute  certainty  who  has  the  majority  of  legal 
votes  cast  at  an  election.  I  am  not  going  to  dis¬ 
cuss  this  subject  further.  I  have  brought  this 
matter  to  the  attention  of  the  House,  and 
have  called  its  attention  to  the  important  ques¬ 
tion  of  the  necessity  of  insisting  that  all 
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officers  shall  conform  to  the  law  and  discharge 
their  duties  in  a  fair  and  impartial  manner.  I  am 
informed  by  telegram  that  the  county  judge  has 
to-day  the  question  of  the  undecided  appeals  before 
him,  and,  although  in  the  latter  part  of  November 
or  the  early  part  of  December  he  ruled  that  he 
would  not  take  any  evidence  when  appeals  were 
made  by  the  Reform  Committee,  but  would  simply 
decide  the  question  on  the  evidence  as  reported  by 
the  revising  officer,  nevertheless  to-day  a  different 
rule  is  to  be  adopted  in  regard  to  the  other 
side.  I  hope  that  may  prove  to  be  an  unfounded 
statement,  or,  if  it  is  true,  that  His  Honour  may 
reconsider  his  determination  and  may  act  upon  the 
same  rule  throughout.  I  think  that  the  import¬ 
ance  of  the  question  justifies  my  bringing  it  before 
the  House,  and  I  think,  also,  that  the  House 
ought  to  accept  the  proposition  laid  down,  that  it 
ought  to  accept  this  declaration  of  its  rights  and 
duties,  because  in  my  opinion  the  adoption  of  such 
a  resolution  would  have  a  wholesome  effect  upon 
the  officers  of  the  House  in  the  discharge  of  the 
very  important  duties  which  have  been  assigned  to 
them. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  With  the  exception 
of  one  or  two  expressions  in  the  resolution  of  the 
hon.  member  (Mr.  Mills),  I  think  it  simply  em¬ 
bodies  a  principle  which  is  familiar  to  this  House 
and  about  which,  I  suppose,  there  can  be  very  little 
dispute.  The  exceptions  to  which  I  refer  I  will 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  in  a  few 
moments,  but,  laying  them  aside  for  the  present 
and  considering  the  hon.  gentleman’s  resolution  as 
affirming  an  elementary  rule  as  to  the  authority  of 
this  House  over  officers  appointed  to  discharge 
duties  in  connection  with  the  election  of  its  mem¬ 
bers,  I  have  still  to  observe  that  the  affirmation  of 
an  undoubted  principle  may  be  untimely,  and  may 
serve  a  most  improper  purpose.  It  may  be  that  a 
resolution  affirming  that  Mr.  Pritchard  is  the  re¬ 
turning  officer  for  the  city  of  London,  that  Mr. 
Pritchard  has  certain  duties  to  perform  there,  and 
that,  if  he  does  not  discharge  his  duties  properly, 
he  may  be  brought  to  the  bar  of  the  House  and 
punished,  though  it  is  what  no  one  will  deny,  may 
be  an  interference  with  an  officer  who  is  discharg¬ 
ing  duties  of  the  highest  importance,  not  only  to 
this  House  but  to  the  constituency  in  which  the 
election  has  taken  place,  and  in  that  sense  it  is 
most  untimely  and  is  a  proposition  which  this 
House  should  be  asked  to  resist.  The  hon.  gentle-  j 
man  has  not  attempted  in  any  way  to  disguise  the 
purpose  of  this  resolution,  nor  has  he  claimed  that 
the  right  of  the  House  to  supervise  an  election  needs 
affirmation  otherwise  than  as  he  thinks  it  neces¬ 
sary  to  invoke  the  authority  of  the  House  in  order 
to  interfere  in  a  question  which  is  now  pending  in 
regard  to  the  election  in  the  city  of  London.  The 
hon.  gentleman  has  avowed  that  he  has  moved 
this  resolution,  not  because  the  principle  is  in 
doubt,  because  he  says  in  the  first  part  of  his 
resolution  that  the  right  is  undoubted,  but  it  is 
because  the  matters  which  are  in  question  in  the 
London  case  may  give  rise  to  some  question  in 
the  course  of  next  week.  Let  me  mention  now  the 
expressions  in  the  resolution  to  which  a  few 
moments  ago  I  said  some  exception  might  be  taken, 
notwithstanding  that  it  is  the  affirmation  of  a  gen¬ 
eral  principle  about  which  there  can  be  little 
doubt.  These  expressions  refer  to  the  circum¬ 


stances  which  have  arisen  in  this  particular  case, 
and  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  gentleman  justify  the 
criticism  and  the  objection  that  the  resolution 
does  not  merely  affirm  “  that  it  is  the  undoubted 
right  and  duty  of  the  House  of  Commons  to  see 
that  the  returning  officers  act  with  perfect  fairness 
towards  the  variouscandidates,”but  that  it  proceeds 
to  declare  in  the  most  open  manner  that  it  is  the  duty 
and  right  of  the  House  to  exercise  supervision 
from  time  to  time  over  the  manner  in  which  those 
officers  discharge  their  duties.  Let  me  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  extent  to  which 
that  principle  would  carr  y  us.  It  is  admitted  that 
it  is  the  duty  and  right  of  the  House  to  see  that  its 
officers  act  with  perfect  fairness,  but  is  it  necessary, 
as  this  resolution  affirms,  that  this  House  shall 
supervise  the  conduct  of  the  officer  in  every  cir¬ 
cumstance  that  may  arise,  that  the  House  shall 
step  in  and  declare  by  its  authority  that,  for  ex¬ 
ample,  when  the  returning  officer  posts  his 
notices,  he  shall  post  them  in  special  places  and  at 
special  times,  that,  in  appointing  deputy  returning 
officers,  he  shall  appoint  those  nominated  by  this 
House  or  by  some  other  person  outside  of  this 
House,  or,  the  election  having  taken  place,  that  we 
are  to  supervise  the  proceedings  and  to  see  whether 
Mr.  Hyman  or  Mr.  Carling  is — returned  or  not 
to  be  returned  some  day  next  week  ?  If  that  is  neces¬ 
sary,  asaffirmed  in  this  resolution,  it  may  be  claimed 
to  be  necessary  for  this  House  to  step  in  and  see 
that  the  ballots  are  properly  counted  and  to 
see  that  the  candidate  this  House  desires  to  seat 
should  be  returned  by  the  returning  officer. 
Why,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  need  not  call  the  attention 
of  the  House,  I  suppose,  at  any  great  length  to  the 
dangerous,  to  say  nothing  of  the  inconvenient,  con¬ 
sequences  that  would  ensue  if  we  were  to  place  the 
■  discharge  of  the  duties  of  these  officers  at  the  com¬ 
mand  of  the  majority  of  this  House.  Let  us  sup¬ 
pose  the  position  to  be  reversed,  let  us  suppose 
that  the  appealed  votes  in  the  city  of  London 
had  been  those  of  voters  a  majority  of  whom  had 
voted  for  Mr.  Hyman,  and  that  it  was  proposed 
on  this  side  of  the  House,  to  declare  by  the  autho¬ 
rity  of  this  House  that  if  the  returning  officer  dared 
to  return  Mr.  Hyman  to  this  House,  he  would  be 
liable  to  the  authority  of  the  House,  all  of  which 
is  vaguely  shadowed — not  vaguely  shadowed  but 
plainly  shadowed  and  outlined  in  the  phrases  of  this 
resolution.  I  conceive,  Sir,  that  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  opposite  would  declare  that  it  was  such  an 
j  attempt  to  coerce  one  of  our  officers  by  the  weight 
of  the  majority  of  this  House  that  it  would  almost 
justify  a  revolution.  Let  me  call  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  another  phase  of  the  question.  The 
House  has  with  great  deliberation  and  following 
high  authority,  passed  an  Act  to  transfer  juris¬ 
diction  in  election  cases  to  the  courts  of  this 
country.  The  hon.  gentleman  states  in  his  resolu¬ 
tion,  and  he  has  declared  in  his  speech,  that  there 
are  occasions  in  which  this  House  ought,  notwith¬ 
standing  that,  to  exercise  the  jurisdiction  which 
is  still  kept  in  reserve  on  the  part  of  this 
House.  He  has  made  that  argument  to  us 
more  than  once.  Nobody  disputes  that  the  power 
still  remains  in  this  House  to  deal  by  a  political 
committee  with  the  rights  of  the  various  candidates 
who  contest  an  election,  as  was  the  case  in  days  of 
old,  but  nobody  of  common  sense  will  dispute  that 
the  measure  transferring  that  jurisdiction  to  the 
courts  voluntarily  on  the  part  of  Parliament,  after 
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almost  centuries  of  resistance  of  the  claim  of  the 
courts  to  that  jurisdiction  as  a  matter  of  right, 
was  an  enlightened  proceeding,  one  that  tends  to 
conserve  the  liberty  of  the  subject,  one  that  secures 
proper  representation  in  the  country,  and  that  a 
reversion  to  the  old  method  of  trying  those  ques¬ 
tions  by  a  political  committee  would  not  only  degrade 
Parliament  but  would  rob  the  constituencies  of  their 
principal  protection.  Well,  Sir,  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  desires  us  to  affirm,  and  his  argument  made 
this  afternoon  expresses  a  strong  opinion,  that  we 
should  assert  continuously  the  right  of  this  House 
to  deal  with  such  cases.  He  stated  that  that  right 
is  not  in  dispute.  There  are  many  rights  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  constitution  which  are  not  in 
dispute.  There  is  the  right  of  the  Sovereign  to 
perform  acts  of  executive  administration  without 
the  advice  of  the  Minister,  the  power  of  the 
Sovereign  to  refuse  assent  to  a  statute  which  has 
received  the  assent  of  both  Houses  of  Parliament, 
but  in  relation  to  which,  if  that  right  were  exer¬ 
cised,  it  would  be  an  outrage  on  constitutional 
practice  as  understood  by  the  country.  Sir,  I  say  in 
relation  to  the  powers  of  this  House  to  deal  with  elec¬ 
tion  proceedings,  which  powers  are  kept  in  reserve, 
especially  with  regard  to  the  affirmation  of  those 
powers  in  times  when  there  are  questions  in  con¬ 
troversy  before  any  of  the  officers  who  are  named 
in  the  resolution,  that  it  is  exceedingly  unwise, 
against  every  principle  of  fairness,  that  the  House 
should  interfere  by  the  covert  threat  which  is 
contained  in  a  resolution  of  this  kind.  There  is 
another  ground  upon  which  the  same  view  can  be 
sustained,  and  that  is  the  utter  absence  of  accurate 
information,  and  of  competency,  to  decide  finally  on 
the  part  of  this  House  itself.  Here  are,  in  relation 
to  what  the  hon.  gentleman  has  put  before  us,  at 
least  half  a  dozen  statements,  which  are  mix¬ 
tures  of  law  and  of  fact  ;  and  in  some  of  these 
the  basis  is  denied,  while  others  are  made 
avowedly  upon  mere  rumour  and  without  any 
kind  of  proof.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  quoted, 
for  example,  a  telegram  stating  that  something  is 
to  be  done  by  the  returning  officer  next  week  before 
the  County  Court  judge  ;  but  before  six  o’clock  he 
may  find  that  thattelegram  wasentirely  unfounded. 
For  my  part  I  decline  to  believe  that  the  county 
judge,  or  the  returning  officer,  or  anybody  else 
in  connection  with  that  election,  will  do  other 
than  his  strict  duty  according  to  law  ;  I  should  be 
very  much  surprised  if  they  returned  Mr.  Carling  or 
Mr.  Hyman  otherwise  than  with  the  view  to  their 
strict  accountability  for  the  discharge  of  the  im¬ 
portant  duties  which  devolve  upon  them  in  this 
crisis.  For  my  part,  upon  the  question  which 
the  hon.  gentleman  has  raised  as  to  the  right 
of  the  returning  officer  to  make  a  return 
this  week,  as  to  the  right  of  the  county  judge  to 
take  evidence,  or  to  refuse  to  take  evidence,  upon 
the  appealed  votes,  I  decline  to-day  to  express  any 
opinion  whatever,  for  the  simple  reason  that  if  I 
were  to  do  so  I  would  not  only  be  prejudging  the  case 
which  may  come  before  us  next  week,  but  I  should 
be  relieving  these  officers,  which  I  have  no  idea  of 
doing,  of  their  responsibilities  to  this  House  and  to 
the  country  in  the  ordinary  course  of  law  ;  I  should 
be  expressing  an  opinion,  and  aiding  the  hon. 
gentleman  in  putting  before  the  returning  officer  an 
argument  in  favour  of  his  adopting  a  certain  course 
next  week,  when  it  may  be  that  he  will  stand  at  a 
future  day  at  the  bar  to  receive  the  judgment  of 
Sir  John  Thompson. 


the  House  for  doing  wrong ;  I  should  be  attempt¬ 
ing  to  guide  the  returning  officer  in  a  matter,  in 
relation  to  which  he  has  discharged  duties  at  every 
step  for  the  yiolation  of  which  he  is  liable  by 
statute  to  very  heavy  penalties  ;  and  I  have  no 
idea  of  putting  that  returning  officer  or  that  judge 
in  the  position  of  saying  that  the  authority  of  this 
House,  or  the  authority  even  of  myself,  small  as 
that  authority  may  be,  stands  between  him  and  the 
responsibility  under  which  he  ought  to  discharge 
his  duties.  How  are  we  to  decide  the  question 
which  the  hon.  gentleman  mentions,  when  he  says 
he  is  informed  that  some  person  took  oath  “X” 
contrary  to  law  ?  If  it  is  necessary  for  the  House 
to  exercise  its  supervision  over  the  way  in  which 
he  performed  his  duties,  how  are  we  to  find  out 
whether  the  persons  took  oath  “X,’'  who  ought  not 

to  have  taken  oath  “  X  ” - 

Mr.  MILLS  (Both well).  No. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  Practically  that, 
because,  although  the  resolution  says  nothing  about 
oath  “X,  ”  that  is  part  of  the  argument  by  which  the 
hon.  gentleman  sustains  his  resolution,  it  is  partly 
in  that  view  that  the  hon.  gentleman  comes  here 
and  asks  the  House  to  affirm  a  principle  which  he 
says  is  undoubted,  and  yet  in  respect  of  which 
as  an  urgent  matter,  the  House  should  express 
an  opinion  this  afternoon.  But  the  hon.  gentleman 
is  not  in  a  position  to  tell  us  that  anybody  took 
oath  “  X  ”  who  ought  not  to  take  that  oath. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Botlnvell).  I  may  say  that  the 
oath  “  X  ”  is  the  oath  which  is  required  to  be  taken 
by  parties  in  appeal.  I  simply  mention  the  fact 
that  in  consequence  of  the  names  being  upon  the 
list,  it  was  contended,  and  the  deputy  returning 
officers  admitted,  that  they  were  entitled  to  take 
the  regular  oath  instead  of  the  special  oath  which 
is  prescribed  by  the  statute. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  And  the  hon,  gentle¬ 
man  is  not  able  to  tell  us  that  they  did  not  take 
oath  “X.  ” 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  Yes,  I  am. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  The  hon.  gentleman, 
I  have  no  doubt,  is  so  informed  ;  but  surely  there 
is  nothing  in  the  information  which  has  been  con¬ 
veyed  to  him,  or  that  he  has  intimated  to  the  House, 
to  induce  the  House  to  pronounce  judgment  witli 
regard  to  what  has  been  done  with  appealed  votes, 
and  with  regard  to  the  manner  in  which  they  have 
been  left  upon  the  list.  The  hon.  gentleman  has 
made  an  argument  to  the  House  as  to  there  being 
no  reason  why  these  votes  should  be  kept  separate. 
With  regard  to  all  these  matters,  if  it  is  true  that 
we  are  to  exercise  our  authority  whenever  an 
officer  has  done  wrong,  it  is  most  important  that 
until  he  has  done  wrong  we  should  express  no 
opinion,  and  no  judgment,  about  the  case  ;  because 
he  would  then  be  in  a  position  not  only  of  saying  : 
lrou  have  completely  relieved  me  of  my  responsi¬ 
bility  under  the  law  ;  but  he  will  be  in  a  position 
to  tell  us  that  we  have  prejudged  his  case  before 
we  have  heard  it.  Now,  the  hon.  gentleman  has  gone 
into  other  phases  of  the  London  case.  He  has  referred 
to  the  telegram  about  what  the  judge  is  going  to 
do  ;  he  has  made  an  argument  upon  the  Act  of  last 
session  ;  he  has  considered  all  the  phases  of  this 
question,  not  only  as  they  have  occurred,  but 
as  they  may  possibly  come  up  in  the  near 
future.  Now,  I  do  not  propose  to  the  House 
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this  afternoon,  that  we  should  either  affirm 
the  principle  which  the  hon.  gentleman  asks 
us  to  affirm,  or  that  we  should  refuse  to  affirm 
it.  But  I  do  think  the  House,  while  treating  as 
beyond  question  the  principle  contained  in  the  hon. 
gentleman’s  resolution,  in  so  far  as  it  is  clear  and 
undisputed,  should  at  the  same  time  decline  to 
express  an  opinion  which  will  either  commit  the 
House  to  a  future  judgment  in  this  case,  or  relieve 
any  person  of  his  responsibility  with  respect  to  it. 
The  hon.  gentleman  referred  us  to  a  case  which 
occurred  in  1875,  in  which  Mr.  Blake  and  the  late 
Sir  John  Macdonald  both  agreed  that  the  power  of 
the  House  remained  intact,  notwithstanding  the 
legislation  which  gave  jurisdiction  to  the  courts  ; 
but  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman  forgot  the  lesson 
which  that  debate  conveyed,  and  it  was  this  :  that 
the  leaders  of  both  sides  of  the  House  consented, 
notwithstanding  that  the  power  remained  in  the 
House,  that  the  House  ought  to  absolutely  refuse 
to  interfere  with  respect  to  particular  cases  or 
persons  while  they  were  still  in  controversy. 
The  position  of  this  case  is  further  illustrated  by 
cases  that  a  number  of  us  have  here.  I  will  not 
refer  to  any  positive  attempt,  because  I  presume 
at  the  outset  that  one  must  acquit  any  hon.  member 
of  this  House  of  making  any  attempt  in  this  reso¬ 
lution,  or  in  this  debate,  to  influence  the  judgment 
of  any  judicial  officer  in  this  country  ;  but  if  it  be 
proper  for  us,  in  advance" of  any  decision,  to  take 
up  details  of  the  London  case,  which  is  partly, 
we  are  told,  before  the  returning  officer  and 
partly  before  the  county  judge,  how  is  it  that  last 
session  we  did  not  take  up  in  detail  the  case  of 
every  member  who  had  an  election  petition  against 
him,  and  discuss  its  merits,  and  say,  we  yesterday 
received  a  telegram  of  certain  corrupt  practices 
committed  in  that  gentleman’s  county,  and  affirm 
by  resolution  that  we  had  full  authority  in  these 
cases,  notwithstanding  the  statute  giving  juris¬ 
diction  to  the  judges,  and  stating  that  we  proposed 
to  exercise  it  whenever  necessary  ?  And  how  is  it  we 
did  not  discuss  the  principles  of  law  which  arose  on 
those  petitions,  and  express  an  opinion  by  resolution 
of  the  House,  or,  at  all  events  in  debate  by  the 
speeches  of  members  of  high  standing  in  their  pro¬ 
fession,  or  high  authorities  on  constitutional  ques¬ 
tions,  for  the  purpose  of  guiding  the  decisions  of 
judges  who  were  to  try  them?  Perhaps,  the  hon. 
gentleman,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  some  of  us  are 
still  in  the  position  of  having  our  cases  before  the 
courts,  has  still  in  view  an  idea  of  invoking  the 
authority  of  this  House  to  discuss,  if  not  to  decide, 
the  election  cases  which  are  still  pending.  We 
might  just  as  well  do  so,  we  might  do  so  with 
just  as  much  propriety,  and  with  as  much  fairness, 
and  with  as  much  prospect  of  receiving  the  respect 
of  the  country,  as  to  discuss  the  London  election 
case.  What  I  propose  to  the  House  is  the  following 
amendment  : — 

That  all  the  words  after  “  That  ”  be  struck  out  of  the 
motion  and  that  the  following  be  substituted  therefor 
While  it  is  the  right  and  duty  of  this  House  to  enquire 
into  and  punish  any  unfairness  or  misconduct  on  the  part 
of  any  officer  who  has  duties  imposed  on  him  in  the  elec¬ 
tion  of  a  member  of  the  House,  and  while  the  powers 
given  to  the  courts  for  the  trial  of  election  petitions  does 
not  lessen  the  authority  of  the  House  over  any  such  officer, 
the  House  will  at  all  times  refrain  from  expressing  any 
opinion  or  taking  any  action  which  would  involve  or  im¬ 
ply  an  interference  in  any  unfinished  proceeding  of  any 
such  officer  or  which  might  lessen  the  responsibility  of 
any  such  officer  or  his  obligation  to  proceed  with  his 


various  duties  according  to  the  best  judgment  in  which  he 
is  able  to  form  in  regard  thereto. 

One  purpose  which  may  be  served  by  the  amend¬ 
ment  is  an  expression  of  the  principle  to  which  the 
hon.  gentleman  referred.  The  resolution  referred 
especially  to  returning  officers.  In  so  far  as  it  may 
be  proper  to  affirm  a  general  principle,  I  propose 
to  affirm  this  principle  as  applicable  to  all  officers 
who  have  duties  in  connection  with  the  elections. 
The  hon.  gentleman  mentioned  returning  officers 
and  all  other  officials  simply  because  he  proposed 
to  base  his  argument  and  his  attack  on  what  one 
returning  officer  had  done,  or  to  direct  what  that 
returning  officer  should  do  hereafter,  although  I 
admit  he  added  the  words  “other  officials”  as 
well.  ✓  The  expression,  in  so  far  as  it  is  proper  to 
make  it,  that  the  duties  of  all  officers  connected 
with  the  elections  must  be  discharged  with  perfect 
fairness  to  the  candidates,  is.  one  that  should  apply 
to  every  officer  charged  with  duties  of  that  kind, 
and  I  have  no  objection  to  affirming  that  general 
principle  ;  but  it  will  be  proper  for  the  House,  in, 
view  of  the  special  circumstances  under  which  this 
resolution  has  been  brought  to  its  notice,  to  decline 
to  express  the  view  that  the  House  ought  to  inter¬ 
fere  with  respect  to  any  proceeding  which  is  yet 
unfinished  on  the  part  of  any  such  officer.  I  have 
thought  that  the  more  necessary  because,  as  I 
have  already  mentioned,  the  hon.  gentleman’s 
resolution  declares,  or  intimates  at  all  events,  the 
necessity  of  supervising  the  discharge  of  the  duties 
of  those  officers,  and  the  expression  “  supervise  ’’con¬ 
veys  something  more  than  mere  review  and 
something  more  than  mere  power  of  punishment 
if  any  wrong  should  be  done  intentionally. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  I  do  not  think  there  is  much 
more  fault  to  be  found  with  the  amendement  than 
there  was  fault  to  be  found  with  the  motion  it¬ 
self.  The  hon.  Minister  stated  at  the  open¬ 
ing  of  his  remarks  that  on  general  principles  he 
did  not  very  materially  dissent  from  the  motion 
submitted  by  my  hon.  friend.  I  take  the  same 
view  with  regard  to  the  amendment,  and  I  do  not 
dissent  very  much  from  the  position  therein  laid 
down.  I  quite  agree  that  it  would  not  be  proper 
for  the  House  to  interfere  with  any  officer  of  the 
House  in  the  proper  discharge  of  his  duty.  The 
motion  of  my  hon.  friend  did  not  propose  to  do  so. 
It  only  covered  the  general  principles,  which,  as 
he  stated,  it  is  well  to  recall  and  re-affirm,  for 
although  they  are  well  known,  there  may  be  occa¬ 
sions  when  it  is  desirable  to  bring  them  to  the 
attention  of  all  officers  of  the  House.  The  answer 
of  the  Minister  of  Justice  was  that  if  an  officer 
improperly  discharged  his  duties  he  was  always 
liable  to  be  brought  to  the  bar  of  the  House,  and 
there  receive  adequate  punishment.  But  the  hon. 
gentleman  will  agree  with  me  that  when  the  law  is 
ambiguous,  and  when  an  officer  has  a  duty  to  dis¬ 
charge  in  regard  to  which  he  may  be  uncertain  as 
to  what  course  to  follow,  it  would  be  better  to  give 
him  advice  than  afterwards  to  bring  him  to  the  bar 
of  the  House  for  punishment.  I  agree  with  him 
that  it  would  be  improper  for  the  House  under  any 
circumstances,  to  dictate  to  the  officers  what  they 
should  do,  and  how  they  should  discharge  their 
duties,  reserving  to  the  House,  of  course,  the 
power — not  reserving  it,  because  it  exists  as  a 
matter  of  course — to  review  the  action  of  the  officer. 
But,  Sir,  there  is  an  immense  difference,  I  conceive, 
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between  the  House  interfering  with  the  proper  dis¬ 
charge  of  a  duty  by  an  officer,  and  the  other  pro¬ 
position  which  is  this  :  That  when  the  law  is 
ambiguous  and  the  officer  is  called  upon  to  dis¬ 
charge  certain  duties  of  a  dubious  character,  then 
if  the  Minister  of  Justice  gives  advice  with  the 
consent  and  with  the  knowledge  of  the  House,  it 
seems  to  me  that  all  the  ends  of  justice  would  be 
properly  met.  Let  us  take  the  present  case.  At 
a  certain  stage  when  the  lists  were  being  printed 
the  revising  officer,  whether  he  sought  advice  or 
not,  received  the  advice  of  the  Department  of  Jus¬ 
tice  as  to  the  manner  in  which  he  should  discharge 
his  duty,  and  he  discharged  his  duty  accordingly, 
not  in  the  light  of  his  own  judgment  as  I  conceive, 
but  in  the  light  of  the  advice  that  was  given  him 
by  the  Minister  of  Justice.  He  had  sent  the  list 
to  be  printed  in  a  certain  manner,  omitting  from 
that  list  the  names  which  were  subject  to  appeal  ; 
but  upon  the  advice  which  was  then  tendered  him 
by  the  Minister  of  Justice  he  reversed  his  action 
and  then  he  ordered  the  list  to  be  printed,  not  as  he 
had  directed  it  should  be  printed,  but  with  the  addi¬ 
tion  of  the  names  which  were  subject  to  appeal. 
Well,  we  have  proceeded  to  another  step  in  this 
matter.  We  have  reached  this  stage,  that  the  vote 
has  been  taken,  that  the  names  which  have  been 
objected  to  have  cast  their  votes  and  properly  cast 
their  votes  ;  I  find  no  fault  with  that.  Whether 
it  was  done  one  way  or  the  other  the  elements  of 
justice  require  that  these  voters  should  be  allowed 
the  privilege  of  recording  their  opinion  as  long  as 
their  right  to  do  so  was  pending  before  a  court  of 
justice.  We  come  to  this  stage  :  whether  or  not 
these  votes  are  to  be  counted  in  the  result.  The 
proposition  which  was  laid  down  by  my  hon.  friend 
fromBothwell  (Mr.  Mills),  and  the  proposition  upon 
which  the  House  would  have  been  gratified  to  have 
the  opinion  of  the  Minister  of  Justice,  was  this  : 
that  these  votes,  though  they  are  recorded,  though 
it  can  be  ascertained  for  whom  they  have  voted,  if 
they  have  a  right  to  vote,  though  their  votes  can 
weigh  the  balance  in  the  scale,  still  it  would  be 
against  all  justice  that  a  return  should  be  made  in 
that  matter  until  and  only  after  such  time  as  the  courts 
have  decided  whether  or  not  they  are  qualified  to 
vote.  This  was  the  proposition  laid  down  by 
my  hon.  friend,  and  this  was  the  proposition 
which  he  intends  to  have  recorded,  and  upon 
which  he  wanted  to  test  the  opinion  of  the 
House,  and  especially  of  the  Minister  of  Justice. 
I  am  sorry,  for  my  part,  that  the  Minister  of  Justice 
did  not  choose  to  express  an  opinion  upon,  or  did 
not  even  choose  to  announce  anything  more  than 
his  opinion.  It  would  not  be  fair,  it  would  not  be 
right,  it  would  not  be  law  either,  that  any  returns 
should  be  made  until  and  only  after  such  time  as 
the  courts  of  justice  which  are  now  in  possession 
of  the  question  have  decided  and  determined 
whether  or  not  these  votes  upon  which  the  election 
must  finally  depend,  should  be  counted  or  not 
counted.  The  Minister  of  Justice,  instead  of  giving 
an  opinion  on  this  point— which  is  to  me  a  point  of 
so  elementary  justice  that  it  is  not  possible  to  have 
two  opinions  on  it — remains  absolutely  silent,  and 
he  says  :  No  ;  we  shall  not  interfere  with  the  dis¬ 
charge  of  his  duty  by  the  officer,  but  if  he  fails  he 
shall  be  brought  to  the  bar  of  the  House  and  made 
to  answer  for  his  delinquency.  Would  it  not  be  infi¬ 
nitely  more  proper  that  instead  of  reserving  to 
ourselves  the  right  to  punish  that  delinquent  officer 
Mr.  Laurier. 


—  delinquent  perhaps  only  in  judgment,  and  not 
in  intention — would  it  not  be  better  to  say  at 
once  what  is,  in  the  opinion  of  the  House, 
the  law  on  the  subject  and  to  have  this  opinion 
of  the  House  as  a  guide  for  him  to  act  upon  ? 
The  question  is :  Shall  we  or  shall  we  not 
have  a  return  in  this  matter,  before  the  point 
has  been  decided  by  the  courts  whether  or  not 
these  voters  which  are  now  in  appeal  have  the 
right  to  vote  ?  That  is  the  only  proposition  after 
all  to  be  debated  here  now.  The  hon.  gentleman 
says  that  we  have  to  determine  it  next  week.  It 
is  true  we  may  have  to  determine  it  next  week, 
when  possibly  gross  injustice  is  done  to  the  one 
or  to  the  other  candidate.  There  would  be  no  pre¬ 
tension  on  this  side  of  the  House — even  if  the 
majority  of  these  votes  had  been  recorded  in  fav¬ 
our  of  Mr.  Hyman  instead  of  having  been  recorded 
in  favour  of  Mr.  Carling,  as  it  is  said  they  have  been 
recorded — there  would  be  no  pretension  on  this  side 
of  the  House,  if  the  majority  of  the  votes  were  re¬ 
corded  in  favour  of  Mr.  Hyman,  to  have  Mr.  Hy¬ 
man’s  return  postponed  until  the  right  of  these 
voters  who  have  passed  their  votes  had  been  deter¬ 
mined.  So  long  as  the  matter  is  pending  it  seems 
to  me  that  there  can  be  no  injustice  and  no  inter¬ 
ference  with  the  proper  jurisdiction  of  the  officer, 
to  affirm  solemnly  on  the  floor  of  this  House — if 
not  by  resolution,  at  least  by  the  exchange  of 
opinions,  which  often  takes  place — that  no  return 
should  be  made  until  the  right  of  these  voters  shall 
have  been  determined.  Sir,  this  is  the  only  pro¬ 
position  which  is  made.  My  hon.  friend,  in  the 
drafting  of  his  resolution  carefully  abstained — I 
will  not  say  minutely —  to  go  into  the  particulars 
of  any  case,  and  as  I  understood  my  hon. 
friend,  the  object  which  he  had  in  view  was 
not  only  to  affirm  a  solemn  principle,  as  to  which 
there  can  be  no  possible  discussion  ;  but  rather  to 
have  at  this  moment  a  discussion  upon  the  law  as 
it  stands  to-day  with  a  view,  I  do  not  disguise  it, 
of  serving  as  a  guide  to  the  returning  officer  as  to 
how  he  should  act  in  this  matter.  I  am  sorry  to 
say  that  the  resolution  has  not  been  met  in  the 
spirit  in  which  it  was  offered.  I  am  sorry  to  say 
that  the  Minister  of  Justice,  instead  of  receiving  it 
in  this  way,  has  chosen  to  reserve  the  powers  of  the 
law  to  threaten  the  returning  officer  with  condign 
punishment  if  he  does  not  act  as  he  should  act. 
The  trouble  is  that  the  question  arises,  how  should 
he  act  ?  It  seems  to  me  his  duty  is  clear,  but 
there  are  different  opinions  upon  it.  As  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  proposed  by  the  Minister  of  Justice,  as  I 
said  a  moment  ago,  it  seems  to  me  to  be  perfectly 
unobjectionable  in  substance.  I  am  sorry  to  say, 
however,  that  it  is  an  evasion  of  the  principle 
which  was  proposed  to  the  House,  and  which  it 
was  certainly  suitable  that  the  House  should  ac¬ 
cept  at  the  present  time. 

Mr.  MONCRIEFF.  Yesterday  afternoon,  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  detained  the  House  for  a  short  time,  in 
discussing  the  questions  which  had  been  raised  by 
the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills),  which 
were  in  the  first  place  :  Who  are  the  proper  persons 
to  be  counted  as  voters  according  to  the  Franchise 
Act  ;  and  secondly,  the  question  whether  voters  who 
had  been  entered  upon  the  list  as  appeal  voters,  should 
be  counted  or  not,  when  the  deputy  returning  officer 
is  adding  up  the  votes  in  the  ballot  boxes.  I  think, 
Mr.  Speaker,  that  upon  that  question  perhaps  enough 
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was  said  yesterday.  I  can  assure  this  House,  at 
any  rate,  that  whatever  was  said  upon  the  question 
only  refers  to  matters  that  had  taken  place  and 
had  passed,  and  that  I  did  not  anticipate,  nor 
would  I  for  one  moment  anticipate,  what  might  be 
the  action  of  any  officer  of  this  House  in  the  future. 
Now,  Sir,  can  any  hon.  gentleman  who  has  heard 
the  remarks  of  the  two  speakers  on  the  Opposition 
side  of  this  House  come  to  any  other  conclusion 
but  that  this  motion  has  direct  reference  to 
the  election  of  Mr.  Carling  in  the  city  of  London  ? 
Can  any  person  come  to  any  other  conclusion  than 
that  it  is  a  motion  calling  for  an  expression  of 
opinion  by  this  House  as  to  how  the  officers  in 
London  should  perform  their  duties  ?  It  is  either 
that,  or  else  it  is  introduced  for  the  purpose  of  inti¬ 
midating  those  officers  in  the  discharge  of  their  duties. 
In  either  case  I  deprecate  the  resolution  from  the 
first  word  of  it  to  the  last.  We  are  asked  by  it  to 
assert  the  rights  of  this  House.  Who  is  tampering 
with  the  rights  of  this  House,  I  should  like  to  know  ? 
We  are  asked  to  indicate  to  all  our  officers  throughout 
the  country  that  we  are  going  to  exercise  our  powers 
over  them.  This  resolution  is  particularly  pointed 
at  the  returning  officer,  the  revising  barrister  and 
the  county  judge  of  the  County  of  Middlesex.  As 
such  it  is  a  most  improper  resolution.  The  first 
step  the  hon.  member  for  Both  well  takes  is  to  call 
for  the  voters’  list ;  and  he  follows  that  up  with 
this  particular  resolution  which  applies  to  no  per¬ 
son  in  the  Dominion  of  Canada  other  than  the  three 
officers  in  the  city  of  London.  I  think  it  would 
have  been  much  more  proper  if  the  hon.  gentleman 
had  moved  a  resolution  to  the  effect,  that  this 
House  should  act  fairly  towards  all  its  revising 
officers  and  all  other  officers  under  its  control.  That 
would  have  been  more  in  accordance  with  the 
way  in  which  this  House  has  always  acted 
in  regard  to  its  officers.  The  hon.  member  for 
Bothwell,  in  the  early  part  of  his  remarks,  said 
that  he  found  “  that  authority  was  about  to  be 
abused.”  What  does  that  mean ?  He  referred 
to  the  election  in  the  city  of  London,  and  to  the 
conduct  of  the  officers  there.  He  said  that  he 
found  this  resolution  to  be  necessary,  and  that  this 
House  ought  to  assert  its  dignity  and  its  powers. 
Now,  I  feel  that  there  is  no  fear  whatever  that  au¬ 
thority  is  going  to  be  abused  in  the  city  of  London. 
The  officers  there  are  men  of  the  highest  integrity, 
not  only  the  judge,  but  the  revising  barrister  and 
the  gentleman  who  acted  as  returning  officer  ;  I 
have  every  confidence  that  those  gentlemen  will 
discharge  their  duties  faithfully  and  properly,  and 
I  deprecate  any  intimation  being  made  in  this 
House  by  any  gentleman  on  one  side  or  the  other, 
which  would  indicate  to  them  in  the  slightest  way 
what  this  House  or  any  individual  member  of  it 
thought  their  duty  to  be.  The  hon.  member  for 
Bothwell  deliberately  took  the  bull  by  the  horns 
and  told  this  House  that  it  was  impossible  for  the 
returning  officer  in  the  city  of  London  to  declare 
Mr.  Carling  elected  until  six  days  after  the  county 
judge  had  given  his  decision  on  the  appealed  votes. 
I  am  not  discussing  now  whether  he  is  right  or 
wrong.  I  do  not  propose  to  discuss  that,  because 
that  would  be  an  indication  that  I  thought  the 
hon.  member  was  right  or  wrong.  The  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  asked  an  expression  of  opinion  from  the 
hon.  Minister  of  Justice  on  this  point,  and  the  hon. 
leader  of  the  Opposition  remarked  that  he  thought 
it  would  be  better  that  the  hon.  Minister  of 


Justice  should  suggest  a  course  by  which  the 
returning  officer  would  know  that  he,  the  Minister 
of  Justice,  thought  that  he  ought  not  to  return 
Mr.  Carling  in  the  meantime.  Why,  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  never  heard  of  such  a  thing  before.  I 
think,  I  may  venture  to  say,  that  if  you  were  to 
search  through  Hansard  for  the  last  twenty  years, 
you  would  not  find  such  a  proposition  ever  made 
on  the  floor  of  this  House  during  that  time.  Now, 
I  do  not  for  one  moment  think  that  the  hon. 
leader  of  the  Opposition  could  have  considered 
carefully  the  remarks  he  made,  because  he  intro¬ 
duced  his  speech  by  stating  that  he  agreed  in  every 
way  with  the  amending  resolution  of  the  hon.  the 
Minister  of  Justice  ;  but  what  did  he  drift  into 
before  he  got  through  ?  Why,  Sir,  he  drifted  into 
the  very  same  argument  as  the  hon.  member  for 
Bothwell,  contending,  that  no  return  should  be 
made  by  the  returning  officer  of  London  until  six 
days  had  expired  after  the  time  the  county  judge 
had  decided  on  the  appealed  votes.  There  we  find 
both  of  them  hand-in-glove  together,  determined 
if  possible,  by  hook  or  by  crook,  to  squeeze  some 
expression  of  opinion  or  direction  from  the  hon. 
the  Minister  of  Justice  as  to  what  the  returning 
officer  in  the  city  of  London  should  do.  I  am  per¬ 
fectly  sure  that  if  the  parties  in  this  House 
changed  places  to-morrow,  and  if  the  hon. 
leader  of  the  Opposition  were  on  this  side  as 
Minister  of  Justice,  he  would  deprecate,  in  far 
stronger  language  than  I  have  done,  any 
attempt  to  squeeze  from  him  a  direction  to 
any  returning  officer  or  county  judge  in  this 
Dominion.  Now,  Sir,  I  intend  not  to  say  any 
thing  in  reference  to  the  votes  in  the  city  of 
London,  but  simply  to  meet  in  a  couple  of  words 
the  contention  of  the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell  as 
to  who  should  have  voted  at  that  election  and  who 
should  be  counted.  I  would  like  to  call  his  atten¬ 
tion  to  a  misconception  or  misreading  of  section  56 
which  he  has  adopted.  That  section  provides  that 
at  the  close  of  the  poll  the  returning  officer  is  to 
count  the  number  of  votes  given  for  each  candidate 
in  the  ballot  boxes,  and  that  in  doing  so  he  shall 
reject  three  classes  of  papers,  and  he  is  to  reject 
no  more.  He  is  to  reject  those  ballots  which  have 
not  been  supplied  by  the  deputy  returning  officer  ; 
secondly,  all  those  by  which  votes  are  given  for 
more  candidates  than  are  to  be  elected  ;  and  thirdly, 
all  those  on  which  there  is  any  writing  or  mark  by 
which  the  voter  can  be  identified.  You  will  not 
find  in  this  section  or  in  any  other  any  provision 
that  he  is  to  reject  any  others,  except,  as  the  hon. 
member  for  Bothwell  contends,  areinferentially  to  be 
excluded  in  the  next  sub-section.  But  I  believe  that 
he  himself  will  concede  that  I  am  correct  in  stating 
that  the  section  which  I  have  just  mentioned, 
refers  to  counting  the  votes,  whereas  the  next  sub¬ 
section,  as  the  marginal  note  indicates,  refers  only 
to  what  is  to  be  done  with  the  ballots  after  the 
votes  are  counted — 

“  The  other  ballot  papers  being  counted,  ” - 

That  is,  every  other  ballot  paper  with  the  exception 
of  the  three  classes  I  have  named — - 

“  The  other  ballot  papers  being  counted,  and  a  list  kept 
of  the  number  of  votes  given  to  each  candidate  and  of  the 
number  of  rejected  ballot  papers,  all  the  ballot  papers — ” 

That  is,  after  this  count  has  been  had - 

— “all  the  ballot  papers  indicating  the  votes  given  for 
each  candidate  respectively,  except  as  in  this  section  is 
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hereinafter  provided,  shall  be  put  into  separate  envelopes 
or  parcels.  ” 

Are  they  to  be  put  up  into  separate  envelopes  be¬ 
fore  being  counted  ?  By  no  means.  Every  vote  in 
the  ballot  box  is  to  be  counted  before  the  separa¬ 
tion  takes  place,  and  this  sub-section  only  directs  the 
deputy  returning  officer  what  to  do  with  them 
after  having  been  counted.  The  hon.  member  for 
Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills)  asked  what  was  the  object  of 
separating  the  ballot  papers,  and  inferentially  from 
what  he  said  it  might  be  understood  that  he 
thought  they  should  not  be  counted. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  I  did  not  say  that. 

Mr.  MONCRIEFF.  I  said  inferentially. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  I  spoke  of  section  58 
and  pointed  out  that  they  were  to  be  enumerated 
separately. 

Mr.  MONCRIEFF.  You  asked  what  was  the 
purpose  of  separating  those  ballots  from  the  others. 
I  will  tell  you  the  purpose.  Every  one  is  the  sub¬ 
ject  of  appeal,  and  those  votes  must  go  before  the 
judge  and  have  to  be  decided  upon  by  the  judge 
of  the  County  Court  as  to  whether  the  persons  who 
cast  them  are  properly  on  the  list  or  not.  It  has 
to  be  ascertained  what  proportion  of  those  were  cast 
for  Mr.  Hyman  and  what  proportion  for  Mr. 
Carling.  If  they  were  not  numbered  and  put  in 
separate  envelopes,  there  would  be  no  way  of 
indentifying  the  voter,  or  telling  what  proportion 
of  them  was  cast  for  the  one  or  the  other.  You 
referred  to  section  58,  which  says  : 

“The  deputy  returning  officer  shall  make  out  a  state¬ 
ment  of  the  accepted  ballot  papers,  of  the. number  of 
votes  given  to  each  candidate,  of  the  ballot  papers 
counted  which  were  deposited  by  persons  whose  right  to 
be  registered  on  the  list  of  voters  and  to  vote,  and  by 
persons  the  exclusion  of  whose  names  from  the  list  of 
voters  appealed  by  the  said  list  to  be  the  subject  of 
undecided  appeals.” 

This  speaks  of  the  two  classes  of  ballot  papers,  but 
you  will  not  find  any  place,  though  the  separation  is 
made  for  convenience,  where  it  is  directed  that  these 
votes  shall  not  be  counted.  On  the  other  hand,  it  is 
stated  that  the  votes  in  every  ballot  box  are  to  be 
counted  except  in  the  three  classes  I  have  referred 
to.  Section  60  directs  the  returning  officer  to  add 
together  the  number  of  votes  given  for  each  candi¬ 
date  according  to  the  statements  contained  in  the 
several  ballot  boxes  made  by  the  deputy  returning 
officers  from  the  ballot  papers  counted  by  them. 
The  deputy  returning  officers  are  directed  to 
count  the  votes,  and  the  returning  officer  is  told 
to  add  them  together.  I  should  not  have  alluded 
to  this  point  had  it  not  been  already  discussed. 
These  votes  have  been  added  up  by  the  returning 
officer  in  the  city  of  London.  The  hon.  member 
for  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills)  gave  a  resume  of  the 
law  as  to  voters’  lists,  to  show  how  it  was  amend¬ 
ed,  the  different  courts  the  lists  were  in, 
and  the  expressions  of  the  different  judges  that 
had  been  given  in  regard  to  them.  In  the 
main,  I  think  he  was  probably  correct.  In  some 
matters,  I  think  he  has  probably  been  misinformed, 
but  I  do  not  think  it  necessary  to  take  up  the  time 
of  the  House  in  going  over  them.  I  think  the 
position  of  the  matter  at  the  present  time  is  this, 
that  there  are  a  number  of  appeals  as  to  voters 
whose  names  were  on  the  voters’  list,  and  who 
formed  the  class  of  voters  that  were  marked  “A  ” 
on  the  list  w e  have  had  laid  on  the  Table,  and  that 
the  right  of  their  voting  is  at  present  a  subject  of 
Mr.  Moncrieff. 


appeal  before  the  county  judge  of  the  County  of 
Middlesex.  What  the  proportion  of  those  voters 
who  voted  for  the  different  candidates  is,  I  do  not 
know,  except  by  hearsay,  and  I  do  not  particularly 
care,  but  it  must  be  remembered  that  the  intention 
of  the  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  is  to  throw  some 
reflection  upon  the  officers  in  London,  und  perhaps 
upon  those  voters.  I  am  not  aware  that  these 
votes  have  been  decided.  I  understand  they  are 
under  appeal,  and  the  judge  has  a  right  to 
deal  with  them  according  to  the  statute.  I  am 
not  aware  that  at  this  moment  the  appeal  is  before 
the  judge.  I  have  not  received  any  telegram 
telling  me  what  the  judge  is  about  to  do  as  the  hon. 
member  for  Bothwell  claims  to  have,  and  if  I  had 
received  one  I  do  not  think  I  would  make  the  mis¬ 
take  of  stating  on  the  floor  of  this  House  what 
course  I  had  heard  that  the  judge  of  the  County  of 
Middlesex  intended  to  take.  I  do  not  intend  to 
detain  the  House  further.  The  terms  of  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Minister  of  Justice  are  entirely  in 
accordance  with  my  views,  as  1  think  that  all 
officers,  including  those  of  the  city  of  London,  un¬ 
derstand  that  this  House  expects  that  every  officer 
will  do  his  duty  faithfully  and  conscientiously, 
and  will  make  proper  returns  to  this  House. 

Amendment  (Sir  John  Thompson)  agreed  to,  on 
a  division. 

Motion,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

THE  LATE  DUKE  OF  CLARENCE  AND 
AVONDALE. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  I  have  the  honour  to  inform 
the  House  that  I  have  received  a  Message  from  the 
Senate  acquainting  this  House  that  the  Senate  have 
agreed  to  their  Address  to  His  Excellency  the  Gov¬ 
ernor  General,  praying  that  His  Excellency  will  be 
pleased  to  transmit  the  Joint  Address  of  both 
Houses  to  Her  Gracious  Majesty  the  Queen,  of 
condolence  on  the  untimely  death  of  His  Royal 
Highness  Prince  Albert  Victor,  Duke  of  Clarence- 
and  Avondale,  in  such  a  manner  as  His  Excellency 
may  see  fit,  in  order  that  the  same  may  be  laid  at 
the  foot  of  the  Throne,  by  filling  up  the  blank  with 
the  words  “  The  Senate  and  House  of  Commons.” 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON  moved  the  adjournment 
of  the  House. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  and  House  adjourned  at 
5:45  p.m. 

HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Monday,  7th  March,  189*2. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  Three  o’clock. 

Prayers  . 

CONTROVERTED  ELECTION. 

Mr.  SPEAKER  informed  the  House  that  he  had 
received  from  the  Hon.  Mr.  Justice  Palmer  and  the 
Hon.  Mr.  King,  two  of  the  judges  selected  for  the 
trial  of  election  petitions,  pursuant  to  the  Dominion 
Controverted  Elections  Act,  a  certificate  relating 
to  the  Electoral  District  of  Queen’s,  N.B. ,  by 
which  certificate  George  Frederick  Baird,  Esq.,  is 
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declared  to  be  the  duly  elected  member  to  repre¬ 
sent  the  said  electoral  district.  In  conformity 
with  Chapter  9,  Section  46,  of  the  Revised  Statutes 
of  Canada,  he  had  issued  his  warrant  to  the  Clerk 
of  the  Crown  in  Chancery,  directing  him  to  amend 
the  return  to  the  writ  of  the  last  election  for  the 
said  electoral  district,  by  expunging  therefrom  the 
name  of  George  Gerald  King,  Esq.,  and  substituting 
in  lieu  thereof  the  name  of  George  Frederick  Baird, 
Esq  .,  as  the  duly  elected  member  to  represent  the 
said  electoral  district  in  the  House  of  Commons. 

He  also  informed  the  House  that  the  Clerk  of  the 
House  had  received  from  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  in 
Chancery,  a  certificate  to  the  effect  that  the  writ 
had  been  duly  amended. 

NEW  MEMBERS. 

Mr.  SPEAKER  further  informed  the  House 
that  the  Clerk  of  the  House  had  received  from 
the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Chancery,  certificates 
of  the  election  and  return  of  the  following  mem¬ 
bers  : — 

Of  John  Hearn,  Esq.,  for  the  Electoral  District  of 
Quebec  West;  and 

Of  Joseph  Girouard,  Esq.,  for  the  Electoral  District  of 
Two  Mountains. 

MEMBER  INTRODUCED. 

Francis  G.  Forbes,  Esq  ,  Member  for  the  Electoral  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Queen’s,  N.S. ;  introduced  by  Mr.  Laurier  and  Mr. 
Flint. 

FISHING  BOUNTY  ACT  AMENDMENT 

Mr.  TUPPER  moved  for  leave  to  introduce  Bill 
(No.  5)  to  amend  Chapter  96  of  the  Revised  Statutes, 
intituled  :  “An  Act  to  encourage  the  development 
of  the  Sea  Fisheries  and  the  building  of  Fishing 
Vessels.”  He  said:  The  House  may  have  ob¬ 
served  that  I  laid  on  the  Table  the  other  day  a 
return  in  compliance  with  section  4  of  the  Act  re¬ 
lating  to  the  distribution  of  the  bounty.  That 
paper  contained  the  Orders  in  Council  and  the 
regulations  under  which  the  bounty  for  the  last 
fiscal  year  was  distributed.  But  section  3,  which 
I  propose  to  ask  the  House  to  repeal,  has  been 
practically  a  dead  letter  ever  since  it  was  on  the 
Statute-book.  That  section  enacts  that  in  addition 
to  the  return  which  I  brought  down,  there  shall  be 
laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House  a  statement  of  the 
mode  in  which  it  is  proposed  to  distribute  the 
bounty  in  the  ensuing  year.  It  has  been  found  in 
practice  impossible,  or  most  inconvenient,  to  do  that, 
so  much  so  that  the  House  has  never  required  it, 
nor  has  its  attention  been  called  to  the  fact  that 
the  return  has  never  been  made.  This  can  only  be 
ascertained  at  the  end  of  the  distribution,  because 
the  amount  payable  to  each  man  either  lessens  or 
increases  according  to  the  experience  of  the  depart¬ 
ment  of  the  number  of  claims  which  were  found 
entitled  to  the  bounty  during  the  preceding  year. 
If  such  a  statement  were  laid  before  the  House, 
the  hands  of  the  department  would  be  so  tied  that 
a  distribution  made  on  that  basis  in  the  following 
season  would  probably  more  than  swallow  up  the 
amount  of  the  appropriation.  As  the  attempt  was 
made  last  year  to  keep  strictly  within  the  amount 
appropriated  by  Parliament  for  this  object,  I  pro¬ 
pose  now  to  ask  the  House  to  strike  out  section  3. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  arid  Bill  read  the  first  time. 
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CANADA  TEMPERANCE  ACT. 

Mr.  FLINT  moved  for  leave  to  introduce  Bill 
(No.  6)  to  amend  the  Canada  Temperance  Act  of 
1888.  He  said  :  This  is  substantially  a  repetition 
of  the  Bill  introduced  by  me  last  session,  which 
passed  its  second  reading,  but  did  not  reach  its 
third  reading. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Bill  read  the  first  time. 

P.  E.  I.— SUBMARINE  TUNNEL. 

Mr.  PERRY  asked,  Whether  it  is  the  intention 
of  the  Government  during  the  present  session  to 
cause  further  surveys  and  bearings  to  be  made 
across  the  Straits  of  Northumberland  from  Prince 
Edward  Island  to  the  mainland,  with  the  view  of 
obtaining  further  information,  with  that  already 
obtained,  to  enable  the  Government  to  ask  for 
tenders  to  build  a  tunnel  across  said  Straits  with 
as  little  delay  as  possible  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  The  Government  at  present  has 
this  matter  under  consideration. 

TIGNISH  WHARFINGER  FEES. 

Mr.  PERRY  asked,  Whether  the  Minister  of 
Marine  and  Fisheries  has  takeq  any  action  to 
recover  from  Benjamin  Gamlet,  late  wharfinger  at 
Tignish  Breakwater,  Prince  Edward  Island,  moneys 
or  fees  collected  by  him  during  the  years  1890  and 
1891  and  not  accounted  for  to  the  department  ? 

Mr.  TUPPER.  Action  has  been  taken.  A 
demand  has  been  made  upon  the  late  wharfinger 
for  the  amount  due,  which  is  about  $15. 

THE  NEWFOUNDLAND  BAIT  ACT. 

Mr.  KAULBACH  asked,  When  will  copies  of  all 
correspondence  relative  to  the  Newfoundland  Bait 
Act  be  laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House  ?  What 
position  has  the  Government  of  Canada  taken  to 
induce  the  Government  of  Newfoundland  to  sus¬ 
pend  the  operation  of  said  Act  against  Canada,  and 
Canadian  fishermen  ?  Also,  what  action  has  the 
Imperial  Government  taken  through  their  Colonial 
Secretary,  as  respects  Newfoundland’s  discrimina¬ 
tion  in  said  Bait  Act  against  Canada,  after  having 
had  the  assurance  from  the  Newfoundland  Govern¬ 
ment  that  said  Act  should  not  operate  adversely 
against  British  or  Canadian  fishermen? 

Mr.  TUPPER.  The  correspondence  referred  to 
will  be  brought  down  as  soon  as  an  answer  can  be 
obtained  from  Her  Majesty’s  Government  as  to 
whether  a  certain  portion  of  it  shall  be  included  in 
the  return  or  not.  The  return  is  all  ready,  with 
that  exception.  As  to  the  second  branch  of  the 
question,  all  possible  representations  have  been 
made  on  this  subject  both  to  the  Government  of 
Newfoundland  and  to  Her  Majesty’s  Government, 
and  a  full  explanation  on  that  point,  as  well  as  the 
answer  to  the  other  branch  of  the  question,  will  be 
laid  on  the  Table  at  an  early  date. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  What  does  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  mean  by  an  early  date  ?  Has  he  to  wait  for 
an  answer  from  Her  Majesty’s  Government  ? 

Mr.  TUPPER.  The  delay  is  simply  caused  be¬ 
cause  we  have  to  obtain  the  consent  of  Her 
Majesty’s  Government  to  the  submission  ofa  certain 
portion  of  the  documents.  We  do  not  anticipate 
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any  difficulty  as  to  that,  but  we  have  not  yet  the 
permission  which  we  expect  to  receive  at  an  early 
date. 

GOVERNMENT  CONTRACTS  SINCE 
CONFEDERATION. 

Mr.  MACDONALD  (Huron)  moved  for  : 

Statement  of  all  Government  contracts  let  by  tender 
from  1st  July,  1867,  to  1st  July,  1891,  to  contain  the  follow¬ 
ing  information:  1st.  Names  and  residences  of  parties 
tendering  for  each  work  ;  2nd.  The  amount  of  each  tender 
in  each  case  ;  3rd.  The  names  of  parties  in  all  cases 
obtaining  the  contract ;  4th.  In  cases  where  the  lowest 
tenders  were  not  accepted,  the  reasons  for  non-accept¬ 
ance  ;  5th.  Where  deposits  were  required  to  accompany 
each  tender,  the  percentage  of  amount  of  tender  required. 
If  not,  the  cases  in  which  it  was  not  refunded,  demanded 
or  not  received  ;  6th.  Whether  deposits  were  returned  to 
any  tenderer  who  refused  to  accept  the  contract  when 
called  on  to  comply  with  the  specifications  upon  which 
his  tender  was  based,  the  names  of  the  parties,  and  the 
reasons  for  returning  deposits. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  think  I  must  ask 
the  hon.  member  for  Huron  to  reconsider  the 
motion,  which  is  a  very  extensive  one,  and  to  reflect 
as  to  whether  the  object  he  wishes  to  accomplish 
could  not  be  obtained  by  some  less  expensive  mode. 
This  return  would  require  the  examination,  classi¬ 
fication  and  copying  of  some  300,000  or  400,000 
contracts.  There  are  about  70,000  or  80,000  in  the 
Post  Office  Department  alone,  and  it  would  require 
the  employment  of  a  large  staff  for  some  years  to 
complete  this  return.  I  have  no  doubt  there  is 
some  information  Which  the  hon.  gentleman  desires 
which  we  could  get  at  more  easity  and  cheaply  than 
the  whole  of  this  which  he  asks  by  his  motion. 

Mr.  MACDONALD  (Huron).  I  would  be  willing 
to  confine  the  motion  to  Public  Works  and  Railways. 
I  think  there  is  a  return  bringing  that  down  to 
1878,  but  I  have  been  unable  to  find  it.  If  the 
Minister  will  consent,  I  will  confine  this  to  those 
departments. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  Then  the  motion  will  have  to 
be  amended  in  that  way. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  Perhaps  the  hon. 
gentleman  would  make  some  limitation  in  regard 
to  this.  Some  of  these  contracts  are  very  trivial, 
only  for  a  few  dollars,  but  I  presume  he  refers  to 
the  more  important  contracts.  The  return  to  which 
he  refers,  which  was  brought  down  to  1878,  might 
be  continued  to  the  present  time,  though  it  would 
take  a  long  time  to  do  that,  especially  during  the 
session.  Perhaps  the  hon.  gentleman  will  take  a 
little  time  to  consider  whether  he  could  not  make 
some  limit  in  the  extent  of  the  return  he  desires. 

Mr.  LAURIER  moved  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate. 

Mot-ion  agreed  to,  and  debate  adjourned. 

BOUNDARIES  OF  THE  PROVINCE  OF 
QUEBEC. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  I  would  have 
desired  to  proceed  with  my  motion  in  reference  to 
the  north-western,  northern  and  eastern  boundaries 
of  the  Province  of  Quebec  to  day  ;  but,  for  some 
reason,  no  doubt  a  very  good  one,  the  members  for 
the  Province  of  Quebec  are  for  the  most  part  away. 
Therefore,  I  would  ask  that  it  should  remain  on 
the  Order  paper. 

Motion  postponed. 

Mr.  Titpper. 


EXPORTS  AND  IMPORTS. 

Mr.  SUTHERLAND  (for  Sir  Richard  Cart¬ 
wright)  moved  for  : 

Return,  in  the  form  used  in  the  statements  usually 
published  in  the  Gazette,  of  the  Exports  and  Imports  from 
the  1st  day  of  July,  1891,  to  the  1st  day  of  March,  1892, 
distinguishing  the  products  of  Canada  from  those  of  other 
countries;  and  comparative  statements  from  the  1st  day 
of  July,  1890,  to  the  1st  day  of  March,  1891. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  There  is  no  objection  to  the  re¬ 
turn,  in  fact  it  is  a  periodical  one.  I  have  to  re¬ 
peat  what- 1  have  said  on  a  number  of  occasions  in 
the  past,  that  it  is  impossible  to  bring  down  the 
returns  for  some  little  time.  As  the  House  will 
readily  understand,  in  order  to  make  it  complete 
we  must  have  the  reports  from  the  different  ports, 
and  until  they  are  received,  the  return  cannot  be 
completed  or  made  out.  But  the  return  will  be 
laid  before  the  House  as  soon  as  the  information  is 
received  at  the  department. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

RETURNS  ORDERED. 

Copies  of  all  petitions,  correspondence,  vouchers,  depo¬ 
sitions,  inspectors’  reports  and  documents  whatsoever, 
respecting  the  dismissal  of  B.  Loiselle,  Esq.,  postmaster 
of  the  Parish  of  Ste.  AngMe,  County  of  Rouville. — (Mr. 
Sutherland  for  Mr.  Brodeur.) 

That  the  Clerk  do  lay  on  the  Table  a  statement  of  the 
number  of  petitions  for  Prohibition  presented  to  the 
House  of  Commons  during  the  session  of  1891.  (1.1  Total 
number  of  petition  spresented.  (2.)  Total  number'of  signa¬ 
tures  to  these  petitions.  (3.)  Number  of  (1)  petitions  ; 
(2)  signatures  ;  (a)  Presbyterian  Church  ;  (6)  Methodist 
Church  ;  (c)  Baptist  Church  (separate  figures  for  Free 
Baptists)  ;  (d)  Episcopal  Church  of  England;  (e)  Salvation 
Army.  (4.)  Number  of  (1)  petitions;  (2)  signatures  from 
each  Province  and  each  Territory ;  name  and  figures  for 
each  Province  and  each  Territory  separately.  (5.)  Number 
of  separate  petitions  from  Church,  Courts  and  Temperance 
Societies,  or  any  other  bodies  signed  by  officials,  giving 
name  of  Church,  Court,  Temperance  Societies, &c.,  sending 
such  petitions,  with  number  of  signatures. — (Mi'.  Fraser.) 

RETURNS— ENQUIRIES. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  Before  the  Orders  of  the 
Day  are  called,  I  would  like  to  remind  the  Govern¬ 
ment  that  about  the  middle  of  last  session  an  Order 
of  the  House  was  passed  asking  for  a  return  of 
the  expenditure  in  the  different  electoral  districts 
under  three  heads,  viz.  :  Public  buildings,  harbours 
and  rivers,  and  railways.  I  would  like  to  know 
when  it  will  be  brought  down? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  will  ascertain  to¬ 
morrow  and  inform  the  hon.  gentleman  how  it  stands. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  I  beg  to  call  the  atten¬ 
tion  of  the  House  and  the  Government  to  the  fact 
that  the  return  I  asked  for  in  reference  to  Speaker’s 
Warrants,  writs  of  election,  and  the  Order  in  Coun¬ 
cil  appointing  the  returning  officer,  is  not  complete. 
There  are  no  causes  assigned.  I  take,  for  instance, 
the  election  in  Quebec  West.  The  date  of  the 
Speaker’s  Warrant  is  the  29th  December,  the  date 
of  the  Order  in  Council  appointing  the  returning 
officer  is  the  9th  February  following,  and  the  issue 
of  the  writ  is  on  the  same  date.  I  notice  that  the 
issue  of  the  writ  is,  in  nearly  every  instance,  the 
date  of  the  appointment  pf  the  returning  officer, 
and  a  very  wide  period  of  time  has  elapsed  between 
the  date  of  the  Speaker’s  Warrant  and  the  Order  in 
Council  appointing  the  returning  officer.  Now,  I 
supposed  when  I  moved  my  motion,  that  where  there 
was  any  reason  for  this  delay,  it  would  be  assigned. 
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It  may  be  that  in  some  instances  the  voters’  list 
was  in  preparation  and  was  not  ready,  but  the  date 
of  the  receipt  of  the  voters’  list  and  the  date  of 
the  printing,  it  seems  to  me,  ought  to  be  given 
where  those  are  the  justification,  and  if  they  are 
not  the  justification  relied  upon,  any  other  reason 
for  this  long  lapse  of  time  between  the  issue  of  the 
warrant  and  the  appointment  of  the  returning 
officer,  should  be  stated. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON  I  understand  the  re¬ 
turn  called  for  the  reasons  of  the  delay,  and  if  so, 
the  return  laid  upon  the  Table  can,  of  course,  only 
be  considered  as  a  partial  return.  It  has  not  been 
before  the  Government  or  any  member  of  it,  and 
the  reasons  for  the  delay  require  to  be  assigned  by 
the  department.  Therefore  as  soon  as  we  have 
had  an  opportunity  of  examining  this  return,  we 
will  supply  the  data. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON  moved  the  adjournment 
of  the  House. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  and  House  adjourned  at  3:55 
p.m. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 


Tuesday,  8th  March,  1892. 
The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  Three  o’clock. 
Prayers. 

SELECT  STANDING  COMMITTEES. 

Mr.  BO  WELL  presented  the  report  of  the  special 
committee  appointed  to  report  lists  of  members 
to  compose  the  Select  Standing  Committees  of  this 
House,  as  follows  : — 


ON  PRIVILEGES  AND  ELECTIONS. 
Messieurs 


Adams, 

Amyot, 

Baker, 

Beausoleil, 

Bruneau, 

Caron  (Sir  Adolphe), 

.  Chapleau, 

Choquette, 

Coats  worth, 

Costigan, 

Curran, 

Daly, 

Davies, 

Desaulniers, 

Dickey, 

Edgar, 

Flint, 

Fraser, 

Girouard  ( J  acquesCartier 
Ives, 

Kirkpatrick, 


Langelier, 

Langevin  (Sir  Hector), 
Laurier, 

Lavergne, 

Lister, 

McCarthy, 

McDonald  (Victoria), 
McLeod, 

Masson, 

Mills  (Bothwell), 
Moncrieff, 

Mulock, 

Ouimet, 

Patterson  (Huron), 
Pelletier, 

Prefontaine, 

Thompson  (Sir  John), 
Tupper, 
i,  Weldon,  and 
Wood  (Brockville). — 41. 


ON  EXPIRING  LAWS. 


Messieurs 


Bain  (Soulanges), 
Cameron, 

Cargill, 

Carroll, 

Corbould, 

4j 


Hutchins, 

Legris, 

McDonald  (Victoria), 
McMillan  (Vaudreuil), 
Pope, 


Dawson, 

Delisle, 

Dugas, 

Ferguson  (Renfrew), 
Flint, 

Gillies, 


Reid, 

Robillard, 

Ryckman, 

Savard, 

Simard, 

Somerville, 

Girouard  (Two Mountains), Temple,  and 
Grieve,  Tyrwhitt. —  27. 

Henderson, 

And  that  the  Quorum  of  the  said  Committee  do 
consist  of  Seven  Members. 


ON  RAILWAYS,  CANALS  AND  TELEGRAPH 

LINES. 


Messieurs 


Adams, 

Allan, 

Amyot, 

Armstrong, 

Bain  (Soulanges), 
Baker, 

Barnard, 

Beausoleil, 

Bechard, 

Bei'geron, 

Bergin, 

Bernier, 

Borden, 

Bourassa, 

Bowman, 

Brown, 

Bruneau, 

Burnham, 

Burns, 

Cameron, 

Campbell, 

Carignan, 

Carpenter, 

Caron  (Sir  Adolphe), 


Cartwright  (Sir  Richard),  McLeod, 


Langelier, 

Langevin  (Sir  Hector), 
LaRiviere, 

Laurier, 

Lavergne, 

Leduc, 

Leger, 

Lepine, 

Lippe, 

Lister, 

Livingston, 

Macdonald  (King’s), 
Macdonald  (Winnipeg), 
Macdonell  (Algoma), 
Mackenzie, 

Mackintosh, 

McAlister, 

McCarthy, 

McDougald  (Pictou), 
McDougall  (Cape  Breton), 
McKay, 

McKeen, 

McLean, 

McLennan, 


Casey, 
Chapleau, 
Charlton, 
Choquette, 
Christie, 
Coatsworth, 
Cochrane, 
Cockburn, 
Corbould, 
Corby, 
Costigan, 
Craig, 
Curran, 
Daly, 
Davies, 
Davin, 
Davis, 
Delisle, 
Denison, 


Desaulniers, 

Desjardins  (Hochelaga), 

Desjardins  (L’lslet), 

Devlin, 

Dewdney, 

Dickey, 

Dupont, 

Edgar, 

Fairbairn, 

Fauvel, 

Ferguson  (Leeds  &  Gren. ),  Ryckman, 

F  raser,  Sanborn, 

Frechette,  Savard, 

Geoffrion,  Scriver, 

Gibson,  Simard, 

Gillies,  Smith  (Ontario), 

Girouard  (Jacques  Cartier),  Smith  (Sir  Donald), 
Girouard  (Two  Mountains),  Sproule, 


McMillan  (Huron), 
McMillan  (Vaudreuil), 
McMullen, 

Madill, 

Mara, 

Masson, 

Metcalfe, 

Mignault, 

Mills  (Annapolis), 
Mills  (Bothwell), 
Montague, 

Mulock, 

Murray, 

Northrup, 

Ouimet, 

Paterson  (Brant), 
Patterson  (Colchester), 
Perry, 

Pope, 

Prefontaine, 

Prior, 

Putnam, 

Reid, 

Rider, 

Rinfret, 

Robillard, 

Roome, 

Ross  (Dundas), 

Ross  (Lisgar), 
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Godbout, 

Gordon, 

Grandbois, 

Guay, 

Haggart, 

Hazen, 

Hearn, 

Henderson, 

Hodgins, 

Hughes, 

Ingram, 

Innes, 

Ives, 

Joncas, 

Kaulbach, 

Kenny, 

Kirkpatrick, 

Landerkin, 


Stairs, 

Stevenson, 

Sutherland, 

Temple, 

Thompson  (Sir  John), 
Tisdale, 

Tyrwhitt, 

Vaillancourt, 

Wallace, 

Watson, 

Weldon, 

White  (Cardwell), 

White  (Shelburne), 
Wilmot, 

Wood  (Brockville, 

Wood  (Westmoreland), and 
Yeo.— 159. 


ON  MISCELLANEOUS  PRIVATE  BILLS. 


Messieurs 


Allan, 

Bain  (Soulanges), 
Baker, 

Barnard, 

Beith, 

Borden, 

Bourassa, 

Brodeur, 

Campbell, 

Carpenter, 

Caron  (Sir  Adolphe), 
Carroll, 

Casey, 

Choquette, 

Cleveland, 

Cochrane, 

Corbould, 

Corby, 

Craig, 

Davies, 

Delisle, 

Denison, 

Dickey, 

Dupont, 

Edwards, 

Fairbairn, 

Feathers  ton, 
Fremont, 

Geoffrion, 

Gillmor, 


LaRi  viere, 

Lavergne, 

Leduc, 

Leger, 

Legris, 

Lepine, 

Macdonald  (Huron), 
Macdonell  (Algoma), 
McAlister, 

McDougall  (Cape  Breton), 
McKay, 

McKeen, 

McMillan  (Vaudreuil), 
Madill, 

Marshall, 

Mignault, 

Miller, 

Moncrieff, 

Monet, 

Northrup, 

Ouimet, 

Pelletier, 

Prior, 

Robillard, 

Roome, 

Rosamond, 

Ross  (Dundas), 

Skinner, 


Smith  (Ontario), 

Stairs, 

Girouard  (Jacques  Cartier),  Vaillancourt, 

Hazen,  Watson, 

Hodgins,  Weldon, 

Ives,  White  (Shelburne),  and 

Joncas,  Yeo.- — 71. 

Kenny, 

And  that  the  Quorum  of  the  said  Committee  do 
consist  of  Seven  Members. 

ON  STANDING  ORDERS. 

Messieurs 


Armstrong, 

Bergeron, 

Bourassa, 

Bowers, 

Brodeur, 

Brown, 

Burnham, 

Cargill, 

Desaulniers, 

Earle, 

Ferguson  (Leeds  &  Gren. 
Ferguson  (Renfrew), 
Gillmor, 


Macdowall, 

McKeen, 

McNeill, 

Marshall, 

Masson, 

Miller, 

Mills  (Annapolis), 
Monet, 

O’Brien, 

Paterson  (Brant), 

), Patterson  (Colchester), 
Perry, 

Rinfret, 


Girouard(Two  Mountains),  Rosamond, 

Grieve,  Rowand, 

Hodgins,  Scriver, 

Hughes,  Semple, 

Hutchins,  Stevenson, 

Ingram,  Wilmot, 

Landerkin,  Wilson,  and 

Lavergne,  Wood  ( Brockville ).- 

Leger, 

And  that  the  Quorum  of  the  said  Committee  do 
consist  of  Seven  Members. 

ON  PRINTING. 

Messieurs 


-43. 


Amyot, 

Bergin, 

Bourassa, 

Chapleau, 

Charlton, 

Davin, 

Desjardins  (Hochelaga), 
Grandbois, 

Innes, 

Kaulbach 

Landkerkin, 


Mackintosh, 
McLean, 
McMullen, 
Patterson  (Huron), 
Putnam, 

Rider, 

Somerville, 

Stevenson, 

Taylor,  and 
Tisdale.  — 21. 


ON  PUBLIC  ACCOUNTS. 


Messieurs 


Adams, 

Baker, 

Bechard, 

Bergeron 
Bergin, 

Bowell, 

Cameron, 

Caron  (Sir  Adolphe), 


Langelier, 

Lister, 

Macdonald  (Huron), 
Macdonell  (Algoma), 
Mackenzie, 
McDougald  (Pictou), 
McMullen, 

Madill, 


— - ^ - - ~ - -  /  7  - - - 7 

Cartwright  (Sir  Richard),  Mills  (Annapolis), 


Mills  (Bothwell), 
Moncrieff, 
Montague, 
Mulock, 

Murray, 

Paterson  (Brant), 
Rinfret, 

Scriver, 

Skinner, 

Somerville, 


Chapleau, 

Charlton, 

Coats  worth, 

Cochrane, 

Corby, 

Costigan, 

Daly, 

Davies, 

Desjardins  (LTslet), 

Devlin,  _ 

Ferguson  (Leeds  &  Gren.),Sproule, 

F  orbes,  Taylor, 

I  oster,  •  Tisdale, 

Fraser,  Tupper, 

Gordon,  Wallace, 

Haggart,  White  (Cardwell), 

Hearn,  Wood  (Brockville),  and 

Hughes,  _  W ood  ( W estmoreland ).  -55. 

Landerkin, 

And  that  the  Quorum  of  the  said  Committee  do 
consist  of  Nine  Members. 


ON 


Allan, 

Amyot, 

Barnard, 

Beausoleil, 

Bechard, 

Beith, 

Bernier, 

Borden, 

Bowers, 

Bowman, 

Bruneau, 

Burnham, 

Burns, 


BANKING  AND  COMMERCE. 
Messieurs 

Langevin  (Sir  Hector), 
Laurier, 

Lister, 

Livingston, 

Macdonald  (Huron), 
Macdonald  (King’s), 
Macdonald  (Winnipeg), 
Macdowall, 

Mackenzie, 

McAlister, 

McCarthy, 

McDonald  (Victoria), 
McDougald  (Pictou), 
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Cargill,  McDougall  (Cape  Breton), 

Carignan,  McKay, 

Cartwright  (Sir  Richard),  McLennan, 


Charlton, 

Cleveland, 

Coats  worth, 

Cochrane, 

Cockburn, 

Corby, 

Craig, 

Curran, 

Daly, 

Davies, 

Desjardins  (Hochelaga), 
Desjardins  (L’Islet), 
Devlin, 

Dickey, 

Dugas, 

Earle, 

Edgar, 

Edwards, 

Featherston, 

Flint, 

Forbes, 

Foster, 

Fraser, 

F  recliette, 

Gauthier, 

Geoffrion, 

Gibson, 

Gillies, 


McLeod, 

McNeill, 

Mara, 

Masson, 

Metcalfe, 

Mills  (Bothwell), 
Moncrieff, 

Mulock, 

Murray, 

Northrup, 

O’Brien, 

Ouimet, 

Paterson  (Brant), 
Patterson  (Huron), 
Pelletier, 

Pope, 

Prefontaine, 

Prior, 

Putnam, 

Rider, 

Rowand, 

Ryckman, 

Sanborn, 

Scriver, 

Semple, 

Skinner, 

Smith  (Sir  Donald), 
Stairs, 


Girouard  (Jacques  Cartier),  Sutherland, 


Guay, 
Haggart, 
Hazen, 


Temple, 

Thompson  (Sir  John), 
Tisdale, 


Hearn, 

Wallace, 

Henderson, 

Watson, 

Ives, 

Welsh, 

Joncas, 

White  (Cardwell), 

Kaulbach, 

White  (Shelburne), 

Kenny, 

Wilson, 

Kirkpatrick, 

Wood  (Westmoreland), ; 

Langelier, 

Yeo.— 112. 

And  that  the  Quorum 

of  the  said  Committee 

consist  of  Nine  Members. 

ON  AGRICULTURE 

AND  COLONIZATIO 

Messieurs 

Armstrong, 

Hodgins, 

Bain  (Soulanges), 

Hutchins, 

Bain  (Wentworth), 

Ingram, 

Beith, 

Innes, 

Bergeron, 

Joncas, 

Bernier, 

LaRiviere, 

Bowers, 

Leduc, 

Bowman, 

Legris, 

Brodeur, 

Lepine,  , 

Burnham, 

Lippe, 

Bums, 

Livingston, 

Cameron, 

Macdonald  (King’s), 

Carignan, 

Macdowall, 

Carpenter, 

Mackintosh, 

Casey, 

McLean, 

Choquette, 

McLennan, 

Christie, 

McMillan  (Huron), 

Cleveland, 

McNeill, 

Cochrane, 

Mara, 

Corbould, 

Marshall, 

Daly, 

Metcalfe, 

Davin, 

Mignault, 

Davis, 

Miller, 

Dawson, 

Montague, 

Desaulniers, 

O’Brien, 

Dewdney, 

Paterson  (Brant), 

Dugas, 

Patterson  (Colchester), 

Dupont, 

Perry, 

Earle, 
Edwards, 
Fairbairn, 
Fauvel, 
Featherston, 


Pope, 
Putnam, 
Reid, 
Robillard, 
Roome, 


Ferguson  (Leeds  &  Gren.), Rosamond, 
Ferguson  (Renfrew),  Ross  (Dundas), 

Forbes,  Ross  (Lisgar), 

Frechette,  Rowand, 

Fremont,  Sanborn, 

Gauthier,  Semple, 

Gibson,  Smith  (Ontario), 

Gillies,  Sproule, 

Gillmor,  Sutherland, 

Girouard  (Two  Mountains), Taylor, 


Godbout, 

Gordon, 

Grieve, 

Guay, 

Henderson, 

And  that  the  Quorum 
consist  of  Nine  Members. 

Mr.  BOWELL  moved 


Tyrwhitt, 

Watson, 

Wilmot, 

Wilson,  and 

Wood  (Westmoreland). -96. 
of  the  said  Committee  do 


That  the  report  of  the  special  committee  appointed  to 
report  lists  of  members  to  compose  the  Select  Standing 
Committees  of  this  House  be  concurred  in. 

Motion  agreed  to. 


MEMBER  INTRODUCED. 

Joseph  Girouard,  Esq.,  Member  for  the  Electoral 
District  of  Two  Mountains ;  introduced  by  Sir  John 
Thompson  and  Mr.  Ouimet. 

THE  CRIMINAL  LAW. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON  moved  for  leave  to  intro¬ 
duce  Bill  (No.  7)  respecting  the  Criminal  Law.  He 
said  :  This  Bill  is  substantially  the  same  as  that 
introduced  last  session,  but  it  contains  some 
improvements  which  have  been  suggested  in  conse¬ 
quence  of  the  circulation  of  the  Bill,  and  which  I 
will  explain  to  the  House  more  fully  on  the  second 
reading. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Bill  read  the  first  time. 

WRECKING  IN  CANADIAN  WATERS. 

Mr.  BOWELL  moved  for  leave  to  introduce  Bill 
(No.  8)  relating  to  salvage  and  wrecking.  He 
said  :  This  Bill  is  somewhat  similar  in  character  to 
that  which  was  introduced  a  couple  of  sessions  ago 
bythehon.  member  for  Frontenac(  Mr.  Kirkpatrick), 
with  the  additions  for  which  those  who  opposed  it 
at  the  time  contended.  It  gives  to  American 
wreckers  and  salvage  companies  the  right  of  wreck¬ 
ing  and  salvage  in  Canadian  waters,  together  with 
all  other  privileges  which  are  necessary  in  order  to 
make  that  right  of  any  use.  I  might  also  add  that 
the  American  Government,  or  those  who  represent 
that  Government,  have  consented  to  extend  the 
provisions  of  their  Bill  in  the  line  of  this  measure, 
which  will  give  the  Canadian  wreckers  the  same 
privileges  in  American  waters  that  we  are  giving 
to  American  wreckers  in  Canadian  waters. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  I  apprehend  that  this  Bill  is 
one  of  the  results  of  the  visit  lately  paid  to  Wash¬ 
ington  by  some  of  the  Canadian  Ministers.  I  take 
this  occasion  to  ask  the  Government  if  they  have, 
or  if  they  propose  to  lay  on  the  Table,  any  corres¬ 
pondence  that  preceded  or  any  papers  relating  to 
what  took  place  in  connection  with  that  visit,  or  if 
they  are  purely  informal  and  not  to  be  presented 
to  the  House  ? 
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Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  There  is  some  corres¬ 
pondence  which  can  be  laid  on  the  Table  of  the 
House,  and  I  am  able  to  say  that  nothing  which 
transpired  is  precluded  from  being  mentioned  in 
the  House. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  Is  there  any  writing  to  that 
effect,  or  is  it  purely  verbal  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  Yes,  writing. 

Mr.'LAURIER.  I  presume  we  shall  have  it  at 
an  early  day. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  Yes. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Bill  read  the  first  time. 

THE  LOBSTER  FISHERIES. 

Mr.  TUPPER  moved  for  leave  to  introduce  Bill 
(No.  9)  to  further  amend  the  Fisheries  Act,  Chapter 
95  of  the  Revised  Statutes.  He  said  :  There  are 
several  clauses  of  minor  importance  in  this  Bill. 
Its  main  object  is  to  provide  for  placing  the  lobster 
fisheries  of  Canada  under  license.  Into  that  sub¬ 
ject,  which  is  a  very  important  one  and  requires 
considerable  explanation,  I  will,  with  the  permission 
of  the  House,  enter  more  fully  on  the  second  read¬ 
ing.  Heretofore,  the  policy  of  the  department  has 
been  to  interfere  as  little  as  possible  with  the  deep 
sea  fisheries  ;  and  therefore  the  license  system, 
which  has  been  in  force  so  many  years  in  the  inland 
waters  of  Canada,  has  not  obtained  to  any  great 
extent  on  the  sea  coasts.  We  have,  however, 
adopted  the  license  system  in  connection  with 
various  matters,  such  as  traps  for  cod  and  mackerel, 
and  fixed  fishing  engines  of  different  characters, 
regulating  the  number  and  position  of  the  various 
engines  on  the  coast,  in  the  same  way  as  we  en¬ 
deavour  to  regulate  and  control  the  fisheries  of  the 
inland  waters.  In  reference  to  the  lobster  fisheries, 
the  department  has  endeavoured  in  various  ways  for 
years  to  prevent  what  promised  to  be  a  speedy 
termination  of  that  most  valuable  and  important 
branch  of  the  fishing  industry.  We  have  had  the 
example  of  almost  every  country  in  the  world  suf¬ 
fering  the  loss  of  this  very  lucrative  industry  in 
consequence  of  failing  to  adopt  proper  regulations, 
or  adopting  them  too  late,  Several  clauses  in  this 
Bill  have  in  view  the  Government  taking  charge  of 
the  lobster  fisheries,  which  are  in  such  imminent 
danger  of  extermination,  and  permitting  no  one  to 
engage  in  that  industry  except  under  license. 
Under  the  old  regulations  we  endeavoured  to  save 
the  lobster  fisheries  by  providing  for  close  seasons, 
restricting  the  fishing  to  within  a  comparatively 
few  months  in  the  year.  That  has  done  some  good  ; 
but  we  have  found  by  experience  that  the  officers, 
whom  the  provisions  of  the  law  allowed  the  depart¬ 
ment  to  employ,  were  wholly  unable  to  cope 
with  the  various  attempts  made  by  those 
interested  to  evade  and  violate  those  regulations. 
We  have  found,  every  season  since  I  have  been 
connected  with  the  Department  of  Marine  and 
Fisheries,  that  the  unvarying  experience  in  the 
different  districts  has  been  that  the  regulations 
have  been  systematically  violated.  Many  of  the 
packers  intended  to  violate  them,  but  the  worse 
that  would  happen  in  their  case  would  be  a  fine  on 
the  occasion  of  a  visit  from  an  officer.  It  would 
take  an  enormous  sum  to  provide  officers  for  all 
the  different  districts  where  this  industry  is  carried 
on.  We  have  never  attempted  to  do  that,  and  I 
would  not  be  prepared  to  ask  Parliament,  and  I  do 
Mr  Laurier. 


not  think  Parliament  would  be  prepared  to  grant, 
a  sufficient  sum  to  make  it  certain  that  the  regula¬ 
tions  would  be  rigidly  observed  ;  but  with  the 
license  system  it  is  possible  to  carry  out  the  law, 
because  we  can  make  the  licensee  give  bonds  to 
carry  this  out.  I  will  not  weary  the  House  further, 
except  to  say  that  many  of  the  sections 
relate  to  the  machinery  by  which  we  propose  to 
grant  licenses.  There  are  nominal  licenses  to  be 
granted  to  the  fishermen  without  fee,  and  there  are 
licenses  to  be  granted  to  the  packers  with  a  fee.  W e 
distributed  a  draft  of  these  regulations  to  the  various 
districts  interested,  and  the  department  has  the 
gratifying  information  from  the  majority  of  those 
who  have  communicated  with  the  department  on 
the  subject,  that  the  amendments  would  have  a  very 
good  effect.  There  are  also  one  or  two  necessary 
amendments  to  be  made  to  the  Fisheries  Act.  It 
has  been  found  that  the  section  providing  that 
explosives  should  not  be  used  for  the  killing  of 
seals,  porpoises  and  whales  does  not  need  the 
use  of  explosives,  and  particularly  dynamite, 
which  have  been  very  improperly  used  for  the 
killing  of  other  fish,  so  that  provision  has  been 
extended  to  prevent  the  use  of  explosives  in  any 
case. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  Is  that  in  the  deep  sea  ? 

Mr.  TUPPER.  There  is  no  special  regulation 
in  regard  to  the  deep  sea.  The  suggestion  was 
once  made  in  a  State  despatch  that  some  evil- dis¬ 
posed  fishermen  might  try  to  use  explosives  on  the 
banks  of  Newfoundland  in  the  deep  sea,  but  that 
would  give  rise  to  a  nice  question  of  international 
law,  and  it  might  require  us  to  wait  until  legisla¬ 
tion  was  obtained  from  all  nations  on  that  subject. 
However,  I  am  not  dealing  with  any  such  deep 
question  now.  Another  point  is  that  we  propose 
to  increase  the  penalties,  because  up  to  this  time 
the  regulations  have  been  almost  nugatory  because 
the  delinquent  finds  that  it  pays  better  to  violate 
the  law  and  pay  the  penalty  than  to  obey  the 
law.  We,  therefore,  propose  to  increase  the 
penalties.  Then,  a  decision  was  given  a  year  or 
two  ago  in  one  of  the  courts  in  which  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  a  section  was  very  different  from  the  inten¬ 
tion  of  Parliament  when  the  Bill  was  introduced. 
The  court  held  that  the  terms  “  materials,  im¬ 
plements  and  appliances  ”  did  not  cover  the  boat 
itself.  There  is  a  clause  here  to  make  that  clear 
and  to  show  that  it  does  cover  the  boat.  Then 
there  is  another  perhaps  unimportant  amendment, 
substituting  the  word  “  and  ”  for  the  word  “or” 
in  the  case  where  the  Minister  has  been  authorized 
to  set  apart  any  water  for  the  artificial  propagation 
of  fish. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Bill  read  the  first  time. 
PILOTAGE  ACT  AMENDMENT. 

Mr.  TUPPER  moved  for  leave  to  introduce  Bill 
(No.  10)  to  amend  the  Pilotage  Act.  He  said  :  Some 
years  ago  Parliament  exempted  vessels  of  80  tons 
or  under  from  the  payment  of  compulsory  pilotage 
dues,  with  the  view  of  encouraging  the  building  of 
vessels  of  about  that  tonnage  for  the  fishing  trade. 
The  vessels  that  came  from  Gloucester  were  about 
that  size,  and  they  had  a  great  advantage  over  the 
Canadian  vessels  on  the  banks  of  Newfoundland 
and  in  the  fisheries  common  to  both,  because  of 
their  larger  capacity.  We  found  that  our  vessels 
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were  being  built  of  small  tonnage  in  order  to  avoid 
the  pilotage  dues,  so  Parliament  fixed  the  maximum 
at  80  tons.  Since  that,  however,  in  the  competition 
and  rivalry  and  experience  which  has  been  gathered, 
our  builders  have  increased  the  tonnage,  and  now 
it  is  considered  that  we  should  propose  to  amend  the 
clause  which  exempts  vessels  of  80  tons  by  provid¬ 
ing  that  it  shall  apply  to  vessels  of  not  more  than 
120  registered  tons,  so  that  the  construction  of 
vessels  of  a  larger  class  may  be  encouraged  in  order 
to  compete  with  those  which  come  from  a  foreign 
country. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Bill  read  the  first  time. 

FISHING  VESSELS  OF  THE  UNITED 
STATES. 

Mr.  TUPPER  moved  for  leave  to  introduce  a 
Bill  (No.  11)  respecting  Fishing  Vessels  of  the 
United  States.  He  said  :  This  Bill  is  an  old  friend, 
and  relates  to  what  is  popularly  known  as  the  modus 
vivendi.  I  may  state  that  the  only  difference  be¬ 
tween  this  Bill  and  the  Bill  we  have  heretofore 
adopted,  is  that  instead  of  coming  annually  to  this 
House  for  the  purpose  of  authorizing  the  Govern¬ 
ment  to  issue  "licenses  to  American  fishing  vessels, 
we  now  propose  to  clothe  the  Governor  in  Council 
with  power-  to  issue  these  annually.  That  is  the 
only  difference  between  this  Bill  and  the  Bill  of 
last  year. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Bill  read  the  first  time. 
MARINE  AND  FISHERIES  DEPARTMENT. 

Mr.  TUPPER  moved  for  leave  to  introduce  Bill 
(No.  12)  respecting  the  departments  of  Marine  and 
Fisheries.  He  said :  The  object  of  this  Bill  is 
practically  to  put  the  departments  as  they  were  in 
the  beginning,  and  under  one  head. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  You  acknowledge  your  mis¬ 
take. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  I  am  not  saying  that  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  is  not  prepared  to  rectify  any  mistakes 
that  experience  has  shown  they  may  have  made. 
At  any  rate,  in  my  humble  judgment  I  believe  that 
the  consolidation  of  those  two  departments  under 
one  deputy,  and  as  they  have  always  been  under 
one  Minister,  will  not  only  tend  to  relieve  the 
Minister  charged  with  the  responsibility  of  adminis¬ 
tering  those  two  branches,  but  will  be  in  the  interest 
of  the  public  in  every  way,  and  in  the  interest  of 
efficiency  and  economy,  as  the  expression  goes. 
That,  shortly,  is  the  object  of  this  Bill.  We  pro¬ 
pose  to  take  no  further  powers,  except  to  go  back 
to  the  position  in  which  these  departments  were 
first  organized,  so  that  there  shall  be  one  Deputy 
Minister  instead  of  two. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Bill  read  the  first  time. 
THE  RECENT  GERMAN  TREATY. 

Mr.  O’BRIEN.  Before  the  Orders  of  the  Day 
are  called,  I  wish,  with  the  permission  of  the  House, 
to  ask  the  Minister  of  Finance  a  question  on  a  sub¬ 
ject  of  some  general  interest.  In  the  Timex  of 
26th  February,  I  find  the  following  despatch  from 
Hamburg,  dated  25th  February  : — 

“  The  diversity  of  opinion  entertained  by  the  mercantile 
press  and  public,  as  to  whether  the  most-favoured¬ 


nation  clause,  by  which  Great  Britain  shares  in  the  recent 
German  Treaty  arrangements,  extends  also  to  the  British 
colonies  and  possessions,  has  now  been  definitely  settled 
in  the  affirmative.  Tn  consequence  of  an  attempted  levy 
of  the  old  duty  of  5  mills  per  100  kilos  by  the  Altona  cus¬ 
toms  authorities,  upon  a  cargo  of  wheat  just  arrived  from 
India,  a  telegraphic  appeal  was  at  once  made  by  the 
receivers  to  the  Imperial  Chancellor  claiming  payment  on 
the  reduced  treaty  rate  of  3m.  50pf.  This  has  now  been 
answered  by  the  Minister  of  Finance  in  favour  of  the 
receivers.  Instructions  have  at  the  same  time  also' 
been  addressed  to  the  various  provincial  authorities  of 
the  Empire,  to  the  effect  that  the  most-favoured-nation 
clause  applies  in  its  entirety  to  all  British  colonies  and 
dependencies.” 

I  would  like  to  ask  the  Minister  of  Finance  if  he 
is  aware  of  this,  3,11  d  whether  the  statements  made 
in  this  despatch  are  to  be  relied  upon  ?  I  consider 
the  matter  of  great  public  importance. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  The  extract  that  the  lion,  gentle¬ 
man  has  just  read  seems  to  be  a  satisfactory  answer 
to  his  own  question,  if  we  may  rely  upon  that 
telegram  to  the  Times,  as  I  think  we  may.  If  the 
hon.  gentleman  will  look  at  the  treaty  between 
Great  Britain  and  the  German  Zollverein,  he  will 
find  that  one  of  the  articles  read  something  to  this 
effect  :  that  every  favour  in  tariff  duties,  either  on 
importations  or  exportations,  which  one  of  the 
parties  may  concede  to  a  third  party  shall  be  im¬ 
mediately  and  unconditionally  conceded  to  the 
other  party  to  the  treaty  ;  and  another  article  of 
the  treaty  includes  all  the  dependencies  and  pos¬ 
sessions  of  Great  Britain.  These  two  read  together, 
I  think,  make  it  certain  that  the  item  which  my 
hon.  friend  has  read  is  a  practical  proof  of  that 
reading  of  the  treaty  by  the  German  authorities. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTW  RIGHT.  I  take  it  for 
granted,  however,  that  a  special  clause  would  have 
to  be  inserted  in  each  treaty.  If  my  memory 
serves,  this  point  was  raised  with  respect  to  the 
treaties  with  Spain  and  France  ;  and  I  think,  at 
any  rate,  in  the  case  of  France,  that  the  British 
colony  did  not  get  the  advantage  of  the  concessions 
which  were  made  to  British  merchants. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Because  that  was  specially 
exempt  in  the  French  treaty. 

GOVERNM  ENT  CONTRACTS. 

The  Order  being  read  for  resuming  adjourned 
debate  on  the  proposed  motion  of  Mr.  Macdonald 
(Huron)  for  an  order  of  the  House  for  a  statement 
respecting  all  Government  contracts  let  by  tender 
from  1st  July,  1867,  to  1st  July,  1891, 

Mr.  MACDONALD  (Huron)  moved  for  leave  to 
withdraw  the  said  motion. 

Motion  withdrawn. 

Mr.  MACDONALD  (Huron)  moved  for  : 

Statement  showing  all  contracts  given  in  the  Depart¬ 
ments  of  Public  Works  and  Railways  and  Canals,  ex¬ 
ceeding  in  amount  $5,000,  since  30th  June,  1887,  to  June 
30th,  1891.  1.  Those  awarded  to  the  lowest  tenderer  and 
those  given  to  others,  with  the  amount  in  each  case. I  2. 
The  difference  between  the  price  given  and  that  stated  in 
lowest  tender.  3.  The  reasons  for  not  accepting  the  lowest 
tender.  4.  Were  deposits  required  to  accompany  each 
tender ;  if  so,  what  percentage  of  tender.  5.  Were  the 
deposits,  or  any  of  them,  returned  to  tenderers  who  with¬ 
drew  their  tender,  or  who  refused  to  accept  the  contract 
when  awarded  them. 

Motion  agreed  to. 


Ill 
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RETURN  ORDERED. 

Copies  of  all  reports  of  Ministers  of  the  Crown  upon 
which  any  Governor  General’s  warrants  have  been  issued 
during  the  recent  recess  of  Parliament,  and  of  the  Orders 
in  Council  authorizing  such  issue.— (Mr.  Mulock.) 

STATEMENT  OF  EXPORTS  AND  IMPORTS. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  With  the 
permission  of  the  House,  I  would  like  to  say  to  the 
Minister  of  Militia  that  I  understand  that  yester¬ 
day,  on  an  Order  which  askedfor  the  exports  and  im¬ 
ports  being  moved,  he  intimated  it  would  take  a 
very  long  time  to  prepare  it.  Now,  it  is  possible 
that  if  imports,  the  products  of  .Canada,  are  dis¬ 
tinguished  from  those  of  other  countries,  it  would 
take- a  long  time,  and  although  that  information  is 
valuable,  I  do  not  want  to  delay  the  return  too  long, 
and  I  would  suggest  to  the  Minister — I  suppose  he 
is  acting  for  the  Minister  of  Customs — that  it  would 
be  convenient  to  the  House  if  the  exports  and  im¬ 
ports,  in  the  form  of  the  statement  usually  published 
in  the  Gazette,  were  brought  down  first,  and  the 
products  at  such  time  as  may  be  convenient  for  the 
department- 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  think  probably  the  lion, 
member  did  not  understand  distinctly  what  I 
said.  I  said  the  return  was  brought  down  to  the 
1st  March,  and  it  will  be'  some  time  before  infor¬ 
mation  would  be  in  the  department  to  enable  the 
Government  to  comply  with  the  Order  of  the 
House.  But  I  have  no  objection  to  have  the  return 
brought  down  in  the  manner  suggested,  for  it  is 
important  that  all  this  information  should  be  laid 
before  the  House  at  the  earliest  moment. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  want  the 
information  obtained  by  the  Customs  Department 
within  a  few  days  of  the  commencement  of  each 
month,  for  its  own  use.  I  do  not  know  whether 
that  information  distinguishes  products  or  not  ;  I 
rather  think  not. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  will  con¬ 
sider  the  matter  for  a  moment,  he  will  understand 
that  a  longer  period  than  a  few  days  is  required  to 
obtain  these  returns.  I  have  been  compelled  to 
make  a  similar  explanation  to  the  hon.  gentleman 
every  year  for  the  last  six  years.  However,  the 
information  will  be  brought  down. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON  moved  the  adjournment 
of  the  House. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  and  the  House  adjourned  at 
4  p.rn. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Wednesday,  9th  March,  1892. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  Three  o’clock. 

Prayers. 

Mr.  SPEAKER  informed  the  House  that  the 
Clerk  of  the  House  had  received  from  the  Clerk  of 
the  Crown  in  Chancery,  a  certificate  of  the  elec¬ 
tion  and  return  of  the  Hon.  James  Colebrooke  Pat¬ 
terson,  for  the  electoral  district  of  the  West  Riding 
of  the  County  of  Huron. 

Mr.  Macdonald  (Huron). 


JOINT  COMMITTEE  ON  LIBRARY. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON  moved  : 

That  a  select  committee,  composed  of  Sir  Adolphe 
Caron  and  Messieurs  Amyot,  Cockburn.  Davies,  Davin, 
Desjardins  (Hochelaga),  Desjardins  (L’lslet),  Edgar, 
Fraser,  Kirkpatrick,  Laurier,  McNeill,  Mills  (Bothwell), 
O’Brien,  Rinfret,  Scriver,  Weldon  and  White  (Shelburne), 
be  appointed  to  assist  Mr.  Speaker  in  the  direction  of  the 
Library  ofParliament  in  so  far  as  the  interests  ofthisHouse 
are  concerned,  and  to  act  as  members  of  a  Joint  Com¬ 
mittee  of  both  Houses  on  the  Library  ;  and  that  a  message 
be  sent  to  the  Senate  to  acquaint  their  Honours  there¬ 
with. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

JOINT  COMMITTEE  ON  PRINTING. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON  moved  : 

•  That  a  Message  be  sent  to  the  Senate  informing  their 
Honours  that  this  House  will  unite  with  them  in  the 
formation  of  a  Joint  Committee  of  both  Houses  on  the 
subject  of  the  Printing  of  Parliament,  and  that  the  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  Select  Standing  Committee  on  Printing, namely, 
Messrs.  Amyot,  Bergin,  Bourassa,  Chapleau,  Charlton, 
Davin,  Desjardins  (Hochelaga),  Grandbois,  Innes,  Ivaul- 
’bach,  Landerkin,  Mackintosh,  McLean,  McMullen,  Pat¬ 
terson  (Huron),  Putnam,  Rider,  Somerville,  Stevenson, 
Taylor  and  Tisdale,  will  act  as  members  on  the  part  of 
the  House  on  said  Joint  Committee  on  the  Printing  of 
Parliament. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

REPORT. 

Annual  report  of  the  Department  of  Indian 
Affairs,  for  the  year  ending  31st  December,  1891. 
— (Mr.  Dewdney. ) 

ADMISSION  OF  CANADIAN  FLOUR  INTO 
NEWFOUNDLAND. 

Mr.  HUGHES  moved  for  : 

Return  of  correspondence  showing  the  action  taken  by 
the  Canadian  Government  to  secure  the  admission  of 
Canadian  flour  into  Newfoundland  under  fair  regula¬ 
tions. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  The  motion  as  it  stands 
would  authorize  the  Government  only  to  bring 
down  the  communications  of  the  Canadian  Govern¬ 
ment.  I  think  it  is  highly  desirable  that  the 
communications  which  passed  between  the  two 
Governments  should  be  laid  before  the  House. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  I  might  say  to  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man,  that  really  this  motion  and  all  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  wishes  and  all  the  House  could  desire  are 
practically  covered,  as  I  understand,  by  the  resolu¬ 
tion  adopted  last  session,  because  the  correspond¬ 
ence  respecting  flour  is  connected  with  the  cor¬ 
respondence  touching  the  fisheries  question.  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  all  these  papers  will  be  included  in  one 
return. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

THE  RETURNS  OF  POLLING  AT  THE 
GENERAL  ELECTION. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell)  moved  : 

That  a  map  of  the  Dominion  be  laid  upon  the  Table 
showing  the  boundaries  of  townships,  counties  and  elec¬ 
toral  divisions  in  each  province,  and  the  number  of  votes 
polled  in  each  township  for  each  candidate  at  the  general 
election  in  March,  1891. 

He  said  :  If  it  is  more  convenient  that  separate 
maps  for  each  province,  or  any  map  prepared  by 
the  departments  of  the  Government  should  be 
utilized,  that  maybe  done.  I  ask  that  this  motion 
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be  adopted  with  a  view  to  requesting  the  Govern¬ 
ment  to  provide  that  the  map  so  brought  down 
shall  be  distributed  for  the  use  of  members,  so  that 
when  we  come  to  discuss  the  Government  proposi¬ 
tion  for  a  redistribution  of  seats,  we  will  have  be¬ 
fore  us  a  map  of  the  country  and  the  electoral  vote 
polled,  to  enable  us  to  give  more  intelligent  consid¬ 
eration  to  the  subject  than  we  would  be  able  to  do 
without  such  a  convenience. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  desire  to  call  atten¬ 
tion  to  the  requirements  of  the  Order  in  regard  to 
townships.  I  think  it  would  be  very  difficult  to 
obtain  the  votes  of  the  townships,  and  I  do  not 
know  at  present  any  method  to  adopt  to  ascertain 
accurately  the  vote  polled  in  any  particular  town¬ 
ship,  because  the  divisions  do  not  run  by  township 
boundaries. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Both well).  They  do  so  with  us. 
The  electoral  divisions  and  townships,  I  think,  in 
every  case  correspond,  provided  different  townships 
are  not  put  together  in  the  same  electoral  division. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  So  far  as  that  can  be 
avoided  ;  but  there  may  be  circumstances  in  which 
the  rule  has  to  be  departed  from  for  the  purpose  of 
making  sub -divisions.  Then,  again,  in  some  of  the 
provinces  there  is  no  such  divisions  as  townships. 
In  Quebec,  Nova  Scotia  and  New  Brunswick  the 
divisions  are  by  parishes,  and  I  think  the  purpose 
will  be  served  if  a  map  is  prepared  showing  the 
boundaries  of  the  electoral  districts  and  the  coun¬ 
ties,  and  any  further  information  that  is  available 
can  be  given  by  schedule  appended. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  The  lion,  gentleman 
will  see  that  the  object  of  having  the  map  by 
townships  and  villages,  which  should  be  embraced 
as  far  as  possible,  is  that  if  there  is  to  be  a  redistri¬ 
bution  measure  in  which  county  boundaries  are  to 
be  regarded,  it  is  very  important  to  know  what 
was  the  electoral  vote  in  the  townships.  If  the 
Government  propose  to  revert  to  the  scheme  of 
redistribution  laid  down  in  187  L  that  parts  of 
different  counties  should  not  be  in  the  same  elec¬ 
toral  division,  then  the  importance  of  having  the 
vote  in  the  minor  municipalities  woidd  not  be  of  so 
much  consequence. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  fancy  it  will  not  be 
so  difficult  to  procure  information  as  to  the  elec¬ 
toral  vote  in  the  township  as  it  will  the  actual  vote 
polled. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  It  is  the  actual  vote 
polled  that  is  of  consequence. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  do  not  see  any 
objection  to  the  motion  being  passed  as  it  is,  and 
we  will  follow  it  out  as  far  as  possible. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

RETURN  ORDERED. 

Return  showing  the  total  quantity  of  Canadian  flour 
exported  to  Newfoundland  in  each  of  the  years  1890  and 
1891 ;  the  law  and  regulations  of  the  Newfoundland  Gov¬ 
ernment  relating  to  the  importation  into  that  colony  of 
flour;  the  total  quantities  of  Canadian  cattle, beef,  pork, 
hogs  and  cheese  exported  to  Newfoundland  in  each  of  the 
years  1890  and  1891. — (Mr.  Hughes.) 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON  moved  the  adjournment 
of  the  House. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  and  the  House  adjourned  at 
3:50  p.m. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Thursday,  10th  March,  1892. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  Three  o’clock. 
Prayers. 

NEW  MEMBER. 

Mr.  SPEAKER  informed  the  House  that  the 
Clerk  of  the  House  had  received  from  the  Clerk  of 
the  Crown  in  Chancery,  a  certificate  of  the  election 
and  return  of  William  Humphrey  Bennett,  Esq., 
for  the  electoral  district  of  the  East  Riding  of  the 
County  of  Siincoe. 

STEAMBOAT  INSPECTION. 

Mr.  TUPPER  moved  for  leave  to  introduce 
Bill  (No.  13)  further  to  amend  the  Steamboat 
Inspection  Act.  He  said  :  This  Bill  covers  certain 
questions  that  have  arisen  in  the  management  and 
inspection  of  steamboats  from  time  to  time.  For 
instance,  the  improvements  that  are  being  made  in 
the  motive  powers  that  are  resorted  to,  render 
necessary  some  additional  language  so  as  to  cover 
vessels  where  the  motive  power  is  other  than  steam. 
We  use  the  same  language  in  the  definition  of  a 
steamboat  that  has  been  adopted  in  the  inter¬ 
national  conference  at  Washington.  Then  again,  it 
has  been  found  in  practice  that  following  the  strict 
line  of  the  present  Steamboat  Inspection  Act,  it 
was  obligatory  upon  the  board  to  hold  a  meeting, 
at  least  one  once  a  year,  at  certain  points,  whether 
there  was  anything  for  them  to  do  or  not.  In  view 
of  the  desire  on  tire  part  of  the  steamboat  owners 
that  the  expenses  should  be  kept  down  as  low  as 
possible,  and  that  the  rates  for  the  inspection  of 
steamers  should  also  be  kept  down,  it  is  proposed 
to  change  that  provision  so  as  to  leave  it  optional 
with  the  board  to  meet  whenever  and  wherever  it 
is  necessary ,  so  as  to  avoid  the  necessity  of  their  travel¬ 
ling  to  various  parts  of  the  country  when  there  is  no 
need  ;  and  when  they  travel  atallit  should  be  remem¬ 
bered  their  expenses  are  charged  to  steamboat  inspec¬ 
tion.  Then  there  are  several  other  sections  which  I 
will  fully  explain  on  the  second  reading  ;  but  I  may 
just  mention  a  proposition  to  meet  the  difficulty 
in  connection  with  lifeboats,  and  regulations  of 
ocean  steamers,  and  those  for  vessels  on  the  inland 
waters.  It  is  found,  for  instance,  that  the  regula¬ 
tions  were  entirely  too  drastic  and  would  not  allow 
a  vessel  with  a  boat  which  was,  in  the  opinion  of 
experts,  quite  sufficient  for  the  purpose  of  a  life¬ 
boat,  to  sail  from  port.  There  is  a  provision  to 
enable  the  department  to  impose  a  fee  for  the 
inspection  of  barges  carrying  passengers,  and  which 
are  subject  to  inspection,  and  also  several  provi¬ 
sions  in  reference  to  those  barges  which  carry  a 
large  number  of  passengers,  and  which,  under  the 
present  law,  must  be  inspected.  As  the  law  now 
stands  the  inspector  is  obliged,  at  considerable 
cost,  to  travel  to  certain  points  to  examine  these 
barges.  But  there  is  no  provision  to  compel  the 
barge  owners  to  pay  any  fee,  and  the  expenses 
comes  out  of  the  fund,  towards  which  it  is  consid¬ 
ered  in  fairness  these  owners  of  barges,  which  are 
towed  behind  tugs,  should  contribute  their  share. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Bill  read  the  first  time. 
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BOUNDARIES  OF  THE  PROVINCE  OF 
QUEBEC. 


Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN  moved  for  : 

Copies  of  all  correspondence,  memorials,  departmental 
orders,  and  Orders  in  Council  respecting  the  north-west¬ 
ern.  northern  and  eastern  boundaries  of  the  Province  of 
Quebec,  received  or  passed  during  the  last  five  vears  and 
not  already  laid  before  this  House,  together  with  all  re¬ 
ports  of  surveys  or  explorations  ordered  thereon  by  the 
Government  of  Canada  during  the  same  period. 

He  said  :  In  submitting  this  motion  to  the  House, 
I  desire  to  make  a  few  observations  respecting  the 
measure  which  was  passed  three  years  ago  in  this 
House,  relative  to  the  boundaries  of  Ontario.  At 
that  time  a  measure  was  presented  by  the  then 
First  Minister,  Sir  John  Macdonald,  on  17th  April, 
when  he  introduced  a  resolution.  The  order  was 
postponed  to  a  subsequent  day,  when  the  measure 
was  introduced  and  discussed.  Sir  John  Macdon¬ 
ald,  in  bringing  it  before  the  House,  said  : 

“  This  boundary  carries  out  the  decision  of  the  Judicial 
Committee  of  the  Privy  Council,  to  whom  was  referred 
the  settlement  of  the  boundary  between  Ontario  and 
Manitoba.  Besides  establishing  that  line,  the  Judicial 
Committee  described  a  portion.of  the  northerly  boundaries 
of  Ontario,  although,  perhaps,  that  was  not  a  portion  of 
the  reference  to  them — we  will  not  raise  that  point  just 
now :  and  if  at  any  time  a  question  should  arise  as  to 
the  northerly  boundary,  they  would  uphold  the  judgment 
then  given.” 

Then  Sir  John  Macdonald  continued,  and  showed 
that  the  description  of  the  boundary  as  determined 
in  the  resolution,  which  was  finally  adopted  by  the 
House,  was  exactly,  or  almost  word  for  word,  the 
decision  which  was  given  in  England,  and  that  it 
also  followed  the  award  made  by  the  three  com¬ 
missioners.  The  member  for  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills) 
assented  to  the  measure.  Then  Mr.  Dawson,  the 
then  member  for  Algoma,  made  a  long  speech  on 
the  subject,  showing  his  knowledge  of  it,  and  at 
the  same  time  not  concurring  entirely  in  all  that 
had  been  done.  Then  the  hon.  member  for  Hoche- 
laga  (Mr.  Desjardins)  put,  in  French,  certain  ques¬ 
tions  regarding  the  boundaries  of  Quebec,  and  he 
wondered  why  the  two  boundaries  were  not  settled 
by  the  same  measure.  I  was  called  upon  to  answer 
the  hon.  gentleman,  and  1  said  : 

“  In  reply  to  the  hon.  member,  I  must  say  that  the 
Government  has  not  lost  sight  of  the  petition  which  has 
been  presented  on  the  part  of  the  Legislature  of  Quebec, 
and  by  its  Government  at  various  times.  The  question  was 
discussed  with  the  delegates  from  the  Province  of  Quebec, 
but  we  have  not  come  to  a  final  decision.  The  difference 
between  us  is  not  great,  but  still  it  has  not  been  impos¬ 
sible  for  us  to  come  to  a  perfect  agreement  before  the  sub¬ 
mission  of  this  resolution  before  the  House  on  behalf  of 
the  Province  of  Ontario.  I  do  not  think  it  would  be  to 
the  interest  of  the  Province  of  Quebec  to  discuss  the 
question  here  at  this  time.  I  think  that  it  will  be  better 
if  the  hon.  member,  having  confidence  in  the  Administra¬ 
tion,  as  I  know  he  has,  should  leave  the  matter  in  the 
.  hands  of  the  Government,  in  order  that  we  may  during 
the  recess,  probably,  settle  the  question.  In  any  case, 
the  hon.  gentleman  may  rest  assured  that  the  interest  of 
the  Province  of  Quebec  will  not  be  neglected.” 

The  hon.  member  for  Hochelaga  (Mr.  Desjardins) 
then  said  : 

“  I  trust,  at  any  rate,  that  the  Federal  Government 
will  not  be  stopped  by  every  demand  which  may  be  made 
in  a  non-conversant  and  ill-considered  manner  upon  the 
boundary  settlement  proposed.” 

The  leader  of  the  Opposition  (Mr.  Laurier)  then 
said  : 

“  Before  this  resolution  passed,  did  I  understand  the 
Prime  Minister  to  say  that  there  were  some  slight  varia¬ 
tions  ?  ” 

Sir  John  A.  Macdonald  answered  : 

Mr.  Tupper. 


“  The  line  is  precisely  the  same  in  this  resolution  as  is 
;  staked  out  on  the  grounds  up  to  Lake  Temiscamingue. 
This  description  is  approved  of  by  Mr.  Deville,  the  Sur¬ 
veyor  General,  and  by  Mr.  Tache  as  being  the  proper 
description  under  the  statute. 

“  Mr.  LAURIER.  I  merely  ask  for  information.  Does 
the  resolution  clearly  follow  the  boundary  as  defined  by 
[  that  commission  ? 

“  Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Yes,  word  for  word. 

“  Mr.  LAURIER.  With  regard  to  the  boundary  north 
of  Lake  Temiscamingue  to  James  Bay,  is  that  satisfactory 
|  to  the  Government  of  Quebec  ? 

“Sir JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  Government  of 
the  Province  of  Quebec  said  :  We  would  rather  that  the 
!  question  was  left  over  open  until  the  boundaries  of  the 
two  provinces  are  settled,  and  they  said,  they  would 
rather  enter  a  formal  protest  against  our  proceeding  at  all, 
j  but  they  permitted  and  allowed  Mr.  Tache  to  settle  the 
boundary  with  Capt.  Deville. 

“  Mr.  LAURIER.  I  do  not  pretend  to  be  familiar  at  all 
with  this  part  of  the  question,  but  I  understood  that  the 
contention  of  the  Quebec  Government  was  that  north  of 
Lake  Temiscamingue,  instead  of  determining  such  a  boun¬ 
dary  as  this,  which  would  have  to  be  laid  dow7n  on  the 
ground  there,  they  would  prefer  to  have  some  natural 
boundary,  such  as  the  course  of  a  river. 

“Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  No.  They  admitted 
that  the  line  must  run  due  north  from  the  north  end  of 
Lake  Temiscamingue  until  it  strikes  James  Bay.  The 
report  of  the  Committee  of  the  Legislature  of  Quebec  says 
that  the  52nd  parallel  is  the  northern  boundary,  but  they 
say  that  line  is  an  inconvenient  boundary  and  an  expen- 
|  sive  boundary,  and  they  suggested  that  the  River  East 
Main,  which  x’ises  somewhat  to  the  north  of  the  52nd 
parallel,  should  be  adopted  as  a  better  boundary  than  a 
degree  of'latitude.  We  discussed  that  point  a  good  deal 
and  we  made  this  offer  :  That  the  52nd  parallel,  which  is 
stated  to  be  the  northern  boundary,  should  be  followed, 
running  eastward.  They  said  the  height  of  land,  which 
they  claimed  in  some  portions  going  eastwards,  runs  to  the 
north  of  the  52nd  parallel,  and  we  said  that  we  would 
follow  the  52nd  parallel  until  it  strikes  the  height  of  land, 
and  then  follow  height  of  land  if  it  runs  to  the. 53rd  paral¬ 
lel  and  until  it  comes  back  to  the  52nd  parallel.  After 
that  following  the  52nd  parallel  until  it  strikes  the  New¬ 
foundland  coast  of  Labrador,  and  following  that  until  it 
comes  to  He  aux  Sables. 

“  Mr.  LAURIER.  I  take  some  exception  to  what  was 
stated  by  my  hon.  friend  from  Hochelaga  (Mr.  Desjardins), 
a  moment  ago,  that  this  award  of  the  Privy  Council  and 
the  arbitrators  in  1878  granted  anything.  They  declared 
what  were  the  existing  boundaries  merely. 

“  Mr.  DESJARDINS.  I  know  it  was  not  a  grant,  but  it 
went  far  beyond  what  we  claimed.” 

Then,  Mr.  Mills  continued  to  discuss  the  matter, 

'  and  tinally  the  resolution  as  reported  was  adopted. 

.  Mr.  Speaker,  during  the  recess  of  that  year 
interviews  took  place  between  the  members  of  the 
Government  of  Quebec  and  the  Government  of 
Canada.  I  was  entrusted  by  my  colleagues  to 
meet  the  delegates  of  the  Province  of  Quebec,  in 
order  to  see  in  the  first  place,  how  far  we  could 
come  to  an  understanding.  The  difficulty  was 
not  about  the  boundary  between  Quebec  and 
Ontario  ;  that  boundary  is  the  same  as  was  fixed 
by  the  Order  in  Council  in  1791,  in  connection  with 
the  passing  of  the  Constitutional  Act,  when  Quebec 
was  divided  into  Upper  and  Lower  Canada,  the 
dividing  line  being  thus  defined  : 

“  To  commence  at  a  stone  boundary  on  the  north  bank 
of  the  Lake  St.  Francis,  at  the  cove  west  of  Point e  k 
Baudet,  in  the  limit  between  the  township  of  Lancaster 
and  the  seigneurie  of  New  Longueuil,  running  along  the 
said  limit  in  the  direction  of  north  thirty-four  degrees, 
west  to  the  westernmost  angle  of  the  said  seigneurie  of  New 
Longueuil  ;  thence  along  the  north-western  boundary  of 
j  the  seigneurie  of  Vaudreuil,  running  north  twenty-five 
degrees  east  until  it  strikes  the  Ottawa  River,  to  ascend 
the  said  river  into  Lake  Temiscamingue  and  from  the  head 
of  the  said  lake,  by  a  line  drawn  due  north  until  it  strikes 
the  boundary  line  of  Hudson  Bay,  including  all  the 
territory  to  the  westward  and  southward  of  the  said  line, 
to  the  utmost  extent  of  the  country  commonly  called  or 
known  by  the  name  of  Canada,” 
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We  find  that  in  all  the  documents  afterwards,  and 
in  the  commissions  to  the  Governors  when  the 
boundary  was  mentioned,  it  was  always  stated  to 
be  in  so  far  as  thatportion  of  the  boundary  line  is  con¬ 
cerned.  It  was  always  the  line  coming  to  the  head  of 
Lake  Temiscamingue  from  the  south  ;  from  the  head 
of  Lake  Temiscamingue  going  due  north  and  striking 
the  southern  point  of  Hudson  Bay  or  James  Bay. 
Well,  that  seemed  to  have  been  accepted,  and  was 
accepted  by  this  Parliament  in  1889  when  my  late 
hon.  friend  Sir  John  A.  Macdonald  brought  the  reso¬ 
lution  before  the  House  and  founded  upon  it  an 
Address  to  the  Queen,  to  have  an  Act  passed  in  the 
British  Parliament.  When  the  discussion  came 
between  the  Government  of  Quebec,  represented  by 
their  delegates  to  Ottawa,  and  the  Government  of 
Ottawa,  it  was  conceded  that  that  portion  of  the 
line  from  the  head  of  Lake  Temiscamingue  to 
James  Bay  was  the  line  that  should  be  admitted  to 
be  the  east  boundary  of  Ontario  and  the  west  boun¬ 
dary  of  Quebec.  I  do  not  think,  that  on  that  point 
there  was  any  difficulty  between  the  two  Govern¬ 
ments.  The  main  difference  of  opinion  was  on  the 
northern  boundary,  and  the  contention  was  this  : 
That  at  the  point  where  the  line  coming  from  the 
north  end  of  the  Lake  Temiscamingue  struck 
James  Bay,  from  that  point  following  the  shores  of 
James  Bay  until  you  came  to  the  52nd  degree  of 
north  latitude,  and  then  the  question  arose  :  Shall 
we  follow  the  52nd  degree,  as  stated  in  the  resolu¬ 
tion  of  the  Legislative  Assembly  of  Quebec  ?  The 
52nd  degree  of  latitude  was  admitted  by  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  of  Canada,  as  well  as  by  the  Government 
of  Quebec,  to  be  the  most  northern  point  where  the 
boundary  of  the  Province  of  Quebec  should  go,  but 
the  Government  of  Quebec  represented  strongly  to 
the  Government  of  Canada — and  I  must  say,  with 
a  good  deal  of  force  and  reason — that  the  52nd 
degree,  if  adopted  as  the  northern  boundary  of 
Quebec,  would  be  a  very  difficult  boundary  to 
follow  ;  it  would  be  a  purely  imaginary  line,  and 
you  would  have  to  determine  that  line  by  putting 
boundary  marks  or  monuments,  as  I  might  call 
them,  all  along  the  line,  which  would  be  a  most 
costly  undertaking.  The  delegates  from  Quebec 
represented  that  at  no  great  distance  north  of 
the  52nd  degree  there  was  a  river  called  the 
East  Main  River,  which  flowed  from  east  to  west 
and  which  should  be  the  boundary,  as  it  was 
the  natural  boundary,  of  the  Province  of  Que¬ 
bec.  The  East  Main  is  a  large  river,  and  is, 
I  understand,  5,000  feet  wide  at  its  mouth.  It 
is  not  a  navigable  river  all  the  way  up,  but  it 
is  navigable  for  about  15  miles,  without  any 
rapid  or  any  portage.  Above  this  there  are  certain 
portages.  The  river  is  very  long,  flowing,  as  far  as 
is  known,  from  west  to  east  for  a  great  distance,  and 
it  was  contended  very  strongly  by  the  Quebec 
delegates  that  that  river  is  and  should  be  the  natural 
boundary  ;  that  the  difference  in  territory  would 
be  very  small,  perhaps  12  to  15  miles  at  the  very 
rnost,%and  that  at  the  end  of  the  Main  River  there 
are  other  rivers  and  lakes  that  might  be  followed 
until  you  came  to  a  point  where  perhaps  you  would 
have  to  take  the  52nd  degree  as  a  boundary,  as  you 
might  not  have  a  river  or  lake  to  go  by.  However, 
that  would  only  be  for  a  short  distance,  and  from 
that  point  you  could  easily  reach  the  Labrador 
boundary  of  the  province  by  extending  a  line  from 
Blanc  Sablon  northwards,  Blanc  Sablon  being  the 
east  boundary  of  the  Province  of  Quebec.  I  will 
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read  a  portion  of  the  description  of  the  boundary 
of  Ontario,  as  adopted  by  this  House  : 

“Commencing  at  the  point  where  the  international 
boundary  between  the  United  States  of  Amei'ica  and 
Canada  strikes  the  western  shore  of  Lake  Superior, 
thence  westerly  along  thesaid  boundary  to  the  north-west 
angle  of  the  Lake  of  the  Woods,  thence  a  line  drawn  due 
north  until  it  strikes  the  middle  of  the  course  of  the  river 
discharging  the  waters  of  the  lake  called  Lake  Seul,  or 
the  Lonely  Lake,  whether  above  or  below  its  confluence 
with  the  stream  flowing  from  the  Lake  of  the  Woods 
towards  Lake  Winnipeg,  and  thence  proceeding  east¬ 
ward  from  the  point  at  which  the  before-mentioned 
line  strikes  the  middle  line  of  the  course  of  the 
river  last  aforesaid,  along  the  middle  line  of  the 
course  of  the  same  river,  (whether  called  by  the 
name  of  the  English  River,  or,  as  to  the  part  below 
the  confluence,  by  the  name  of  the  River  Winnipeg) 
up  to  Lake  Seul  or  the  Lonely  Lake,  and  thence 
along  the  middle  line  of  Lake  Seul  or  Lonely  Lake  to  the 
head  of  that  lake,  and  thence  by  a  straight  line  to  the 
nearest  point  of  the  middle  line  of  the  waters  of  Lake 
St.  Joseph,  and  thence  along  that  middle  line  until  it 
reaches  the  foot  or  outlet  of  that  lake,  and  thence  along 
the  middle  line  of  the  river  by  which  the  waters  of  Lake 
St.  Joseph  discharge  themselves  to  the  shore  of  the  part 
of  Hudson  Bay  commonly  known  as  James  Bay,  and 
thence  south-easterly  following  upon  the  said  shore  to  a 
point  where  a  line  drawn  due  north  from  the  head  of  Lake 
Temiscamingue  would  strike  it.” 

Hon.  gentlemen  will  see  that  in  settling  the  bound¬ 
ary  line  of  Ontario  the  Government  and  Parliament 
of  this  country  took  great  care  to  follow,  as  far  as 
practicable,  the  rivers  and  lakes,  in  order  to  avoid 
a  large  expenditure  afterwards  to  determine  the 
boundary.  Hon.  gentlemen  know  that  if  the 
boundary  follows  an  imaginary  line,  with  monu¬ 
ments,  &c. ,  there  will  be,  first,  a  large  expense 
necessary  to  settle  that  line,  and  secondly,  difficul¬ 
ties  are  almost  sure  to  occur — for  example,  in  case 
of  a  riot  or  a  murder — in  determining  whether  it 
took  place  on  the  one  side  or  the  other  side  of  that 
imaginary  line.  Now,  when  the  country  is  a  wil¬ 
derness,  it  is  very  easy  to  determine  the  line,  even, 
if  we  have  to  add  a  few  miles  between  the  52nd 
degree  of  latitude  and  the  East  Main  River.  The 
conclusion  to  which  the  two  Governments  came  at 
the  time  was  that  there  should  be  a  survey  or  an 
examination  of  the  country  there,  especially  with 
the  view  of  locating  the  mouth  of  the  East  Main 
River.  That  survey  has  taken  place,  I  under¬ 
stand,  though  I  do  not  know  whether  or  not  the 
final  report  has  been  made.  I  think  a  preliminary 
report  was  made  by  the  officer  in  charge,  who  had 
great  difficulties  to  contend  against  when  he 
made  that  survey,  owing  to  floods,  bad  weather 
and  fogs.  I  hope  that  report  is  finished, 
and  that  it  may  be  laid  before  us.  I  trust, 
also,  that  the  Government  will  be  in  a  posi¬ 
tion  to  let  us  have  a  small  map,  in  order 
that  we  may  see  exactly  how  the  case  stands  ;  and, 
as  was  stated  by  Sir  John  Macdonald  when  he 
brought  forward  the  measure  settling  the  boundary 
of  Ontario,  I  hope  that,  when  the  line  is  determin¬ 
ed,  we  shall  not  only  follow  the  course  of  a  river, 
but  that  if  the  height  of  land  is  between  the  52nd 
parallel  and  the  51st,  the  line  will  follow  the 
height  of  land,  and  then  come  back  to  the  52nd 
degree,  in  order  to  reach  finally  the  end  of  the 
boundary  by  forming  a  junction  with  the  line  from 
Blanc  Sablon.  I  have  another  hope  to  express, 
which  is,  that  the  Government  may  be  able,  and 
may  find  it  convenient  during  the  session,  to  bring 
down  a  resolution  regarding  the  boundary  in  the 
same  sense  as  that  presented  in  1 889,  and  that  dur¬ 
ing  the  session  we  may  pass  an  Address  to  the 
Queen,  in  order  that  a  measure  may  be  adopted  by 
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the  Imperial  Parliament  in  good  time  to  determine 
finally  the  north-western,  northern  and  north-east¬ 
ern  boundaries  of  Quebec. 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  On  behalf  of  the  department 
which  I  have  the  honour  to  represent,  I  may  state 
that  there  will  be,  of  course,  no  objection  to  bring 
down  to  the  House  copies  of  any  reports  which  have 
been  made  on  this  question.  I  may  state  also, 
for  the  information  of  the  lion,  mover  and  the 
members  of  the  House,  that  about  the  time  the 
deputation  from  the  Government  of  Quebec  waited 
upon  this  Government  in  reference  to  this  matter, 
information  had  reached  me  through  some  of  the 
surveyors  belonging  to  the  geological  branch  of  my 
department,  who  had  been  surveying  in  the  Hudson 
Bay  region,  that  there  had  been  a  great  error  in 
regard  to  the  location  on  the  charts  of  the  eastern 
shore  of  James  Bay.  So  confident  were  they  that 
the  error  was  a  large  one,  that  I  considered  it 
necessary  to  suggest  to  the  Government  that  we 
should  send  one  of  our  most  experienced  surveyors 
into  that  country  in  order  to  determine  whether 
the  error  was  as  great  as  it  was  supposed  to  be. 
I  think  there  is  no  question,  in  regard  to  the 
northern  portion  of  the  shore  of  James  Bay,  as 
shown  on  the  only  charts  we  have,  which  are 
those  of  the  Hudson  Bay  Company,  dhat  it 
must  be  something  more  than  JO  miles  out 
of  the  proper  location,  but  the  error  decreases 
as  it  comes  south.  However,  it  seemed  of  such 
importance — as  the  boundary  between  Ontario  and 
Quebec  had  been  defined  at  that  point,  and  the 
definition  was  that  the  eastern  boundary  of  Quebec 
should  run  from  Lake  Temiscamingue  in  a  direct 
line  north  until  it  struck  James  Bay — that  it  was 
thought,  if  the  shore  line  varied  as  much  in  the  south¬ 
ern  part  as  it  did  in  the  northern  part,  James  Bay 
might  be  missed  altogether  and  all  the  work  which 
had  been  done  would  be  useless  ;  so  we  sent  Mr. 
Ogilvie  there,  and  he  went  from  Temiscamingue 
to  James  Bay,  and  he  found  the  line  to  strike  the 
southern  portion  of  James  Bay.  As  near  as 
he  possibly  could,  he  has  defined  the  position  at 
that  point.  Of  course  there  is  no  telegraphic  com¬ 
munication  and  there  may  be  a  slight  error,  but  it 
will  be  almost  unnoticeable.  He  traversed  the  shore 
of  James  Bay  up  to  the  52nd  degree  of  latitude, 
and  went  on  to  the  mouth  of  the  East  Main  River 
and  established  that  point,  and  he  found  that  the 
mouth  of  that  river  was  nearly  as  was  represented 
•on  the  charts.  I  mention  this  to  show  in  what  way 
my  department  has  been  connected  with  the  matter. 
It  is  shown  that  the  line  from  the  north  of  Lake 
Temiscamingue  strikes  the  south  shore  of  James 
Bay  and  that  the  mouth  of  the  East  Main  River  is 
in  the  locality  it  was  supposed  to  be.  Mr.  Ogilvie 
also  received  instructions  to  make  an  investigation 
as  far  as  he  could  of  the  East  Main  River,  but  the 
season  was  late  and  he  had  no  time  to  go  up  that 
river,  so  we  knew  nothing  of  it  except  the  infor¬ 
mation  we  have  from  what  he  did  at  the  mouth, 
and  from  what  he  gathered  from  an  Indian  whom 
he  met  there  and  whom  he  believes  to  be  the  only 
Indian  on  that  river.  I  think  it  is  desirable  that 
some  information  should  be  obtained  in  regard  to 
the  direction  in  which  that  river  runs.  On  some 
charts  it  appears  to  run  in  a  north-easterly  direction, 
and  pretty  far  to  the  north,  and  it  is  impossible  to 
say  from  the  information  we  have  what  it  would 
cost  or  what  time  it  would  take  to  determine  the 
Sir  Hector  Langevin. 


course  of  that  river  and  to  determine  the  bound¬ 
ary  in  the  way  proposed  by  the  hon.  member, 
if  it  has  to  go  to  the  height  of  land  or  to  where 
the  52nd  parallel  meets  the  height  of  land.  As  I 
have  said,  I  shall  be  prepared  to  bring  down  the 
report  of  Mr.  Ogilvie  and  a  plan  showing  what  has 
been  investigated. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  ought  to  express  my 
regret  at  the  absence  of  my  colleagues  from  the  Pro¬ 
vince  of  Quebec,  who,  I  know, would  like  very  much 
to  speak  on  this  question,  but  I  am  aware  that  no 
member  of  the  House  understands  this  question 
more  fully  than  my  hon.  friend  who  has  made  the 
motion,  because  no  one  has  followed  it  with  more 
care  and  interest  in  the  past.  We  have  not  admitted 
that  the  height  of  land  was  not  the  proper  boundary 
for  the  two  provinces,  but  I  think  the  state  of  the 
case  as  presented  on  the  part  of  the  Province  of 
Quebec  was  not  so  much  that  the  height  of  land 
should  be  departed  from  as  a  matter  of  right,  as 
the  fact  that  it  was  departed  from  in  the  case  of 
the  Province  of  Ontario  and  that  consequently  very 
much  enlarged  limits  were  given  to  that  province. 
The  limits  given  to  the  Province  of  Ontario,  as 
every  member  who  followed  the  question  will  re¬ 
collect,  were  not  entirely  those  settled  by  the  de¬ 
cision  of  the  Privy  Council,  which  left  undetermined 
a  very  considerable  portion  of  that  boundary,  but 
the  object  of  this  Parliament  in  concluding  the 
boundary  was  to  follow  as  much  as  possible  the 
principle  of  that  decision  and  at  the  same  time  to 
establish  a  boundary  which  would  be  a  convenient 
one,  and  therefore  the  Albany  River  was  followed 
as  the  boundary  to  the  waters  of  Hudson  Bay. 
The  resolutions  which  were  passed  in  the  Legisla¬ 
ture  of  Quebec  subsequently,  looking  to  the  ex¬ 
tension  of  that  province  in  a  northerly  direction, 
asserted  it  as  a  right  that  the  boundary 
of  that  province  northerly  should  be  the 
52nd  parallel,  and,  when  we  met  the  dele¬ 
gates  of  that  province  in  Council,  we  were  pre¬ 
pared  to  concede  their  contention  in  that  regard,  in 
view  of  what  had  been  done  for  the  Province  of 
Ontario,  and,  notwithstanding  that  we  were  thus 
prepared  to  recommend  to  Parliament  the  adoption 
of  the  line  which  the  Government  of  Quebec  upheld 
as  the  true  northern  boundary  of  the  province,  we 
found  that  they  came  prepared  to  claim  a  further 
northern  boundary  still,  mainly  on  the  ground  of 
convenience,  and,  as  the  hon.  gentleman  has  stated, 
they  claimed  that  the  East  Main  River  should  be 
selected  as  the  northern  boundary.  We  found  that 
not  only  would  the  delegates  from  the  Provincial 
Government,  on  the  ground  of  convenience,  ask  the 
adoption  of  the  East  Main  River,  excepting  where 
the  height  of  land  goes  northward  of  that,  and 
then  giving  the  province  a  further  extension  by 
following  the  height  of  land,  but  that  the  dele¬ 
gates  desired  that  the  East  Main  River  should  be 
followed  up  to  its  sources,  and  that  would  involve 
a  cession  of  territory  to  the  Province  of  Quebec  far 
beyond  what  they  had  ever  claimed  as  a  matter  of 
right,  and  far  beyond  what  would  be  required,  we 
thought,  as  a  matter  of  convenience  in  the  delimita¬ 
tion.  Perhaps  Parliament  would  not  attach  so 
much  importance  to  including  a  large  portion  of 
territory  which  is  unsettled  and  which  is  probably 
incapable  of  ordinary  settlement,  but  we  felt  that 
we  could  not,  without  grave  consideration,  concede 
so  much  as  that  demand  involved.  Of  course,  as 
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my  colleague  has  stated,  the  papers  will  be  brought 
down  giving  the  latest  report  and  showing  the 
extension  north  from  Lake  Temiscamingue. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  I  do  not  understand, 
from  the  observations  either  of  the  leader  of  the 
House  or  the  Minister  of  the  Interior,  that  the 
Government  are  prepared  to  deal  with  this  ques¬ 
tion  at  the  present  time,  as  the  necessary  geogra¬ 
phical  information  is  not  yet  in  the  possession  of 
the  Government.  I  would  therefore  suppose  that 
the  most  suitable  time  for  the  discussion  of  this 
whole  subject  will  be  when  the  papers  come  down 
and  when  the  hon.  member  for  Three  Rivers  (Sir 
Hector  Langevin)  makes  his  motion  based  on  the 
information  which  they  contain.  I  mean  to  say 
this  much,  however,  that  I  do  not  think  there  is 
any  ground  for  contending,  as  the  representatives 
of  the  Province  of  Quebec  who  were  in  the  Govern¬ 
ment  then  contended,  that  the  height  of  land  upon 
the  north  of  Quebec  was  at  any  time  ever  regarded 
by  any  legal  authority  as  the  proper  boundary  for 
that  province ;  nor  am  I  prepared  to  admit 
what  the  Minister  of  Justice  has  just  stated,  that 
the  Province  of  Ontario  was  enlarged  by  the  deci¬ 
sion  of  the  Judicial  Committee  of  the  Privy  Coun¬ 
cil.  On  the  contrary,  I  think  that  the  decision, 
taken  in  connection  with  the  historical  facts  which 
led  up  to  that  decision,  shows  that  the  Province  of 
Ontario  was  greatly  restricted  in  its  boundaries  by 
the  decision  which  was  given.  I  think  it  could  be 
shown  beyond  all  room  for  controversy,  according 
to  every  principle  of  history  and  of  public  law, 
that  what  is  now  called  our  North-West  Territory 
was,  before  the  conquest  of  Canada,  embraced 
within  the  Province  of  Canada,  and  that  when  the 
Province  of  Upper  Canada,  under  the  proclamation 
of  1791,  was  extended  northward  to  the  shore  of 
Hudson  Bay,  and  southward  and  westward  to  the 
utmost  qfxtent  of  what  had  been  known  and  com¬ 
monly  called  Canada,  it  embraced  everything 
which  France  had  surrendered  as  a  portion  of 
New  France  to  the  Government  of  Great  Britain, 
under  the  treaty  of  1763,  west  of  the  eastern 
boundary.  Then,  Sir,  there  is  this  fact,  that 
is  worthy  of  note,  that  at  no  period  of  the  history 
of  England,  and  in  no  state  paper,  has  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  England  admitted  that  the  height  of  land 
was  the  natural  boundary  which  must  be  taken  into 
consideration  in  the  settlement  of  any  dispute  be¬ 
tween  sovereign  states  owning  territory  on  opposite 
sides.  There  is  not,'  from  the  beginning  to  the  end  of 
all  the  discussions  that  took  place  between  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  of  Great  Britain  and  the  Government  of 
France  upon  the  subject  of  boundaries  on  the  Con¬ 
tinent  of  North  America — and  the  correspondence 
is  very  voluminous — a  single  instance,  in  which  the 
English  Government  admitted  the  principle  that 
the  height  of  land  was  the  natural  boundary  ;  and 
in  no  case  did  they  admit  this  in  the  discussions 
with  reference  to  the  boundary  between  Canada 
and  the  English  possessions  on  the  Hudson  Bay, 
when  that  subject  was  in  controversy.  The  reason 
is  obvious  :  there  was  another  boundary,  of  far  more 
consequence  to  the  Government  of  Great  Britain, 
that  was  in  dispute  at  the  same  time,  and  that  was 
the  boundary  between  New  France  and  the  English 
colonies  which  lay  to  the  south  of  New  France. 
Now,  the  Government  of  England,  so  far  from 
admitting  the  principle  that  the  height  of  land  was 
the  boundary,  claimed  the  territory,  in  consequence 


of  their  settlements  upon  the  Atlantic,  to  the 
shores  of  the  St.  Lawrence  and  to  the  shores 
of  the  Great  Lakes  ;  and  when  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  France  proposed  to  limit  the  old  colonies 
of  England  to  the  Alleghany  Mountains  as 
their  western  limit,  the  Government  of  England 
declined,  and  they  declined  on  two  or  three  grounds 
that  are  stated  in  the  correspondence  which  will 
be  found  collected  in  a  work  called  “  Craig’s  Olden 
Time.”  Now,  in  that  correspondence  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  England,  resisting  the  pretensions  of 
France  in  consequence  of  the  discoveries  in  the 
Valley  of  the  Ohio,  stated  this  :  We  do  not  admit 
that  we  are  limited  by  the  height  of  land,  so  long 
as  if  is  possible  for  the  colonists  on  the  east  to 
cross  that  height  of  land  and  to  continue  their  settle¬ 
ments,  it  is  not  an  insuperable  barrier  against  the 
extension  of  settlement,  and  they  also  said  :  We 
claim  to  go  beyond  the  height  of  land  on  the  Alle¬ 
ghany  Mountains,  because,  from  the  progress  of  our 
settlement,  which  is  much  more  rapid  than  yours, 
a  reasonable  extent  of  territory  may  properly  be 
claimed  ;  and  in  the  second  place,  we  claim  it 
because  it  is  necessary  to  the  protection  of  the 
colonies  which  we  have  established  upon  the  con¬ 
tinent  ;  and,  in  the  third  place,  on  the  ground  of 
contiguity.  Therefore,  looking  at  the  whole  subject, . 
and  in  the  correspondence  that  has  taken  place, 
there  was  never  any  such  rule  recognized  in  any 
English  state  paper  as  that  the  height  of  land  is  a 
natural  boundary.  A  reasonable  extent  of  terri¬ 
tory  may  be  claimed,  and  in  all  the  correspondence 
and  controversies  that  the  English  Government 
have  had  with  other  states,  they  have  always  looked 
to  the  purpose  for  which  the  territory  was  occupied 
in  order  to  determine  the  extent  of  territory 
that  might  properly  be  claimed.  Then,  in  the 
correspondence  that  took  place  between  England 
and  Russia  on  the  subject  of  the  Alaska  settlements 
of  Russia,  the  English  Government  pointed  out 
that  the  settlements  were  for  the  purpose  of  fishing 
operations,  that  the  coast  range  offered  a  suitable 
barrier  for  the  protection  of  those  fisheries,  and 
that  not  having  acquired  the  territory  or  made  a 
settlement  with  the  view  of  extending  those  settle¬ 
ments  and  occupying  the  interior  of  the  country, 
ten  leagues  from  the  shore  was  a  reasonable  extent. 
If  they  had  recognized  the  height  of  land  the  coast 
would  not  have  been  the  barrier,  but  it  would  have 
been  the  height  of  land  known  as  the  Rocky  Moun¬ 
tains  lying  hundreds  of  miles  in  the  interior,  a 
height  from  which  the  rivers  drained  the  western 
slope  into  the  Pacific  Ocean  ;  so  that  as  far  as  the 
height  of  land  is  concerned,  it  may  properly  be  set 
aside  as  one  not  to  be  taken  into  consideration  in 
this  matter.  Then,  when  we  look  at  what  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  of  England  did,  and  the  Government  of 
Franch  did,  we  find  each  undertaking  to  extend 
their  sovereignty  over  the  country  with  the  view 
of  retaining  the  fur  trade.  England  occupied  the 
Hudson  Bay  after  1670,  and  in  1697  the  southern 
portion  of  that  went  into  the  possession  of  France 
under  the  treaty  of  Ryswick.  That  was  accord¬ 
ingly  established  as  the  boundary,  and  the  bound¬ 
aries  that  are  now' proposed,  the  Albany  River  on 
the  west,  which  has  already  been  accepted,  and  the 
Rupert  River,  or  the  Slave  River  upon  the  east, 
were  spoken  of  as  proper  boundaries  under  that 
treaty.  Well,  in  1713,  after  two  or  three  years  war 
between  England  and  France,  and  the  fortunes  of 
war  had  gone  against  France,  there  was  another 
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boundary  agreed  upon,  under  the  Treaty  of 
Utrecht,  and  two  commissioners  were  to  be 
appointed  to  carry  that  into  effect.  Now, 
the  French  proposed  that  their  boundary,  they 
claiming  the  whole  of  the  Labrador  coast  at 
that  time,  should  begin  at  the  Strait  of  Labrador 
and  be  extended  in  a  straight  line  in  a  south¬ 
westerly  direction  so  as  to  be  midway  between  the 
French  fort  on  the  upper  part  of  the  Rupert  River, 
and  the  English  fort  that  was  nearer  the  mouth  of 
that  river  ;  the  middle  distance  between  those  two 
forts  was  to  determine  the  southern  portion  of  the 
line,  and  that  line  was  to  extend  southward  until 
it  struck  a  line  midway  between  the  French  fort  on 
Lake  Abitibee  and  the  English  fort  on  the  shore  of 
Hudson  Bay,  which  would  be  about  the  51st 
degree  of  north  latitude.  Well,  the  English  drew 
a  line  beginning  at  Cape  Partridge,  58^  degrees 
north  latitude,  and  about  2  degrees  further  south 
of  the  French  line,  and  extended  it  to  Lake  Mis- 
tassin,  and  through  Lake  Mistassin  to  the  southern 
shore  of  that  lake.  That  proposition  was  first 
made  to  them  by  the  Hudson  Bay  Company, 
and  they  made  it  to  the  French  Government  in 
1701,  and  subsequently  in  1711.  Now,  that  was 
the  last  proposition  made  by  the  English  previous 
to  the  Treaty  of  Utrecht.  That  line  was  drawn 
upon  the  map  ;  it  is  mentioned  in  the  correspond¬ 
ence  that  took  place  between  Lord  Bolingbroke  and 
Mr.  Prior.  They  both  said  :  That  map  has  these 
two  lines  drawn  upon  it,  and  there  can  be  no  great 
difference  between  the  two  Governments,  because 
the  English  and  French  commissioners  which  are 
appointed  to  settle  the  boundaries,  will  settle  the 
boundary  somewhere  between  these  two  lines,  not 
going  further  north  or  west  than  the  French  line, 
and  not  going  further  east  or  south  than  the  line 
drawn  by  the  English.  In  1714  this,  mind  you, 
was  the  year  after  the  Treaty  of  Utrecht  was  made, 
and  after  it  was  out  of  the  power  of  either  party  to 
vary  the  terms  of  the  agreement,  the  Hudson 
Bay  Company  made  a  proposition  to  England, 
which  England  conveyed  again  to  the  French  Gov¬ 
ernment,  proposing  that  the  line  which  extended 
through  Lake  Mistassin  from  Cape  Partridge, 
should  be  extended  to  the  49th  degree  of  north  lati¬ 
tude,  and  then  run  westward  along  the  49th  parallel. 
That  is  the  origin  of  the  proposition  that  the  49th 
parallel  should  be  the  northern  boundary,  and  it 
was  carelessness  and  ignorance  with  respect  to  the 
matter  that  led  to  its  adoption  as  the  northern 
boundary  of  the  United  States  and  the  boundary 
between  England  and  the  United  States,  because  it 
was  supposed  that  that  was  the  southern  delimi¬ 
tary  line  of  territory  belonging  to  the  Hudson  Bay 
Company.  But  the  company  never  had  any  such 
legal  claim.  The  French  had  never  acquiesced  in 
any  such  proposition  ;  the  English  had  never  made 
such  a  claim,  until  after  the  Treaty  of  Utrecht  had 
been  agreed  upon,  and  that  treaty,  until  it  was 
terminated  by  war,  was  equally  binding  on  the 
two  parties.  There  were  various  times  when  it 
was  proposed  that  some  understanding  or  settle¬ 
ment  should  be  had,  that  commissioners  should  be 
appointed  for  the  purpose  of  laying  down  this  line. 
This  was  not  done.  The  English  commissioners 
who  met  in  1748-49  suggested  a  line  two  degrees 
further  south  on  the  coast  of  Labrador  than  their 
instructions  authorized  them  to  demand.  Anyone 
who  will  read  the  instructions  to  Col.  Bladen  and 
his  associates  will  see  that  they  disregarded  their 
Mr.  Mills  (Bothwell). 


instructions,  and  that  they  made  a  demand  for  a 
larger  extent  of  territory  than  they  were  autho¬ 
rized  to.  ask.  The  result  was  that,  after  a 
good  deal  of  controversy  and  correspondence,  no 
settlement  was  had,  and  the  provisions  of  the 
Treaty  of  Utrecht  remained,  so  far  as  the  estab- 
ment  of  a  fixed  boundary  was  concerned,  a  dead 
letter.  That  was  the  condition  of  affairs  until  the 
conquest,  until  Canada  was  ceded  ;  and  Canada 
was  ceded  to  Great  Britain  with  those  boundaries 
which  the  French  Government  had  claimed,  and 
the  extent  of  territory  which  the  Government  of 
France  possessed  at  that  time  as  Canada,  that  was 
all  the  continent  of  North  America  lying  north  of  the 
sources  of  the  Mississippi  River  indefinitely  west¬ 
ward.  After  that  period  we  have  claims  put  for¬ 
ward  at  various  times  by  the  Hudson  Bay  Com¬ 
pany.  The  western  limit  of  the  Hudson  Bay  ter¬ 
ritory  before  1774  never  extended  100  miles  from 
the  shores  of  the  Hudson  Bay.  The  territory  mid¬ 
way  between  Hudson  Bay  and  Lake  Winnipeg  was 
regarded  as  a  portion  of  Canada  which  the  French 
surrendered.  The  French  had  forts  all  over  the 
North-West;  they  had  fifty  soldiers  and  several 
hundred  traders  in  the  territory,  who  were  paying 
rent  to  the  Government  of  France  at  the  time  the 
surrender  took  place.  So  far  as  the  Hudson  Bay 
Company’s  claim  was  concerned,  it  is  true  that  the 
claim  was  created  in  the  form  of  letters  patent 
making  conveyance  in  fee  simple  of  certain  unde¬ 
fined  territories  with  the  rights  and  obligations  of 
settlement  and  colonization  imposed  on  the  com¬ 
pany.  These  charters  have  been  the  subject 
of  discussions  from  time  to  time  by  the 
English  law  officers,  by  the  English  Secretaries 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  down  to  a  compara¬ 
tively  recent  period.  We  never  look  at  the  terms 
of  the  charters  to  see  the  extent  of  the  territory 
conveyed.  On  the  contrary,  the  rule  has  been 
universally  adopted  by  the  Lords  of  Trade  and 
Plantations,  and  later  by  the  Secretaries  of  State, 
of  looking  at  what  the  companies  did  on  the  ground 
under  the  authority  of  their  charters.  These 
charters  in  many  cases  were  given,  and  this  of 
the  Hudson  Bay  Company  was  one  of  them,  to 
certain  parties  who  were  subjects  of  the  Crown, 
that  had  no  claim  to  the  country  whatever.  They 
were  given  because  the  sovereign  had  not  yet 
acquired  dominion  over  the  country,  and  they  were 
given  as  instruments  through  which  that  dominion 
was  to  be  acquired.  I  could  give  the  House  several 
instances  of  this.  Take,  for  instance,  the  early 
charters  which  extend  from  the  Atlantic  coast  to 
the  South  Seas.  They  ran  entirely  across  the  con¬ 
tinent  ;  but  the  Government  never  seriously 
regarded  the  claims  of  parties  under  those  charters 
beyond  what  their  actual  occupation  and  reason¬ 
able  extent  of  territory  in  the  vicinity  of  the  settle¬ 
ment  would  convey  to  them.  Take,  for  instance, 
the  case  of  the  charter  or  patent  co  nveying 
Connecticut.  It  extended  to  the  Pacific  Ocean; 
but  two  years  later  a  charter  was  given 
to  the  Duke  of  York  conveying  New  York, 
which  ran  right  across  the  territory  conveyed 
to  Warwick  and  others  in  the  Province  of  Connec¬ 
ticut.  This  question  came  before  the  Lords  of  the 
Privy  Council  subsequently,  and  they  decided  the 
middle  distance  between  the  settlements  of  the  two 
provinces  as  the  western  limit  of  Connecticut  and 
the  eastern  limit  to  New  York.  So  at  another 
period  a  charter  was  given  to  Attorney  General  or 
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-Solicitor  General  Heath,  conveying  what  was  called 
the  Province  of  Carolina,  a  very  large  extent  of 
territory.  It  was  given  in  fee  simple.  The  terri¬ 
tory  conveyed  to  Mr.  Heath  and  his  associates  was 
subsequently  assigned  to  a  certain  nobleman  and 
merchants  in  England.  Thirty-two  years  later  the 
King  gave  a  charter  for  exactly  the  same  territory 
to  Lord  Clarendon  and  persons  associated  with  him. 
The  question  as  to  the  rights  of  the  parties  receiv¬ 
ing  charters  covering  the  same  territory  came 
before  the  Lords  of  the  Council.  What  was  their 
decision  ?  They  declared  that  due  diligence  not 
having  been  exercised  by  Mr.  Heath  and  his  associ¬ 
ates  in  the  settlement  of  the  country,  although  the 
conveyance  was  in  the  form  of  letters  patent  in 
fee  simple,  nevertheless  no  actual  conveyance 
had  taken  place  ;  that  they  had  done  nothing  to 
maintain  the  King’s  dominion,  and  having  failed 
to  exercise  due  diligence,  they  had  lost  their 
rights.  The  same  doctrine  was  laid  down  by 
West  with  respect  to  certain  charters  conveying 
territory  in  fee  simple  in  the  West  Indian  Islands. 
The  rule  was  established — and  I  could  give  a 
number  in  instances  in  which  it  has  been  recogniz¬ 
ed — that  these  charters  being  given  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  acquiring  property  for  the  King,  other  sub¬ 
jects  of  the  King  were  not  at  liberty  to  undertake 
settlement,  so  long  as  due  diligence  was  shown  to 
establish  settlement  within  the  limits  of  those 
charters  ;  but  it  did  not  interfere  with  the  right  of 
any  other  country  to  acquire  dominion  within  the 
same  territory,  if  it  saw  proper.  There  is  an  illus¬ 
tration  of  that  in  the  case  of  Nova  Scotia  and  New 
Brunswick,  which  were  given  by  Henry  IV  of 
France  to  a  Frenchman.  They  were  conveyed  by 
James  I,  as  King  of  Scotland,  to  the  Earl  of  Stirling. 
They  were  also  conveyed  by  James  I,  as  King  of 
England,  to  a  company  of  merchants  in  London. 
Here  were  three  charters  covering  the  same  territory 
granted  by  two  different  sovereigns,  all  in  existence, 
whether  one  or  other  of  these  individuals  acquired 
and  right  to  the  territory,  depended  upon  the  fact 
as  to  which  of  them  first  took  possession  and  made 
settlement,  which  would  uphold  the  authority  of 
the  sovereign  by  whom  the  authority  was  given. 
So,  whether  Acadia  became  Scotch,  English,  or 
French,  depended  entirely  on  which  of  those  who 
had  received  charters  first  secured  possession  and 
exercised  diligence  in  making  establishments. 
That  being  the  case,  when  we  look  at  the  Hudson 
Bay  Company  and  the  French  settlement,  in  order 
to  ascertain  the  boundary  between  the  two  coun- 
■  tries,  we  are  obliged  to  look  at  what  each  has  done, 
at  what  progress,  settlement  or  dominion  has  been 
made  under  the  respective  authority  of  each  .That  was 
the  condition  of  affairs  down  to  the  time  of  the  con¬ 
quest.  Well,  thehon.  gentleman  who  has  made  this 
motion  refers  to  the  extension  of  the  boundary  of 
Ontario  northward  to  the  shore  of  Hudson  Bay. 
That,  I  think,  is  true.  If  you  look  at  the  papers 
that  were  conveyed  to  the  House  of  Commons 
when  the  subject  of  the  Constitutional  Act  was 
under  consideration  with  a  view  of  advantage  to 
the  Province  of  Quebec,  you  will  see  that  the  King 
was  anxious  to  maintain  the  prerogative  of  dividing 
the  province.  He  did  not  put  that  in  the  bill  nor 
was  it  provided  for,  but  he,  having  exhausted  his 
authority  by  establishing  a  Government,  had  to 
rely  upon  the  action  of  Parliament  to  create  a 
a  Government  other  than  that  which  had  been 
already  established  within  the  dominion.  So,  it 


was  proposed  to  embrace,  as  the  correspondence 
shows,  not  oidy  all  the  territory  that  was  retained 
after  the  treaty  of  1783,  westward  to  a  certain 
line,  but  if  possible  to  embrace  a  considerable 
extent  of  territory  that  the  treaty  had  nominally 
conveyed  away,  because  it  was  said  that  the 
Americans  had  not  fulfilled  their  obligations,  and 
that  the  federation  was  so  loosely  constituted  that 
it  was  in  danger  every  moment  of  going  to  pieces. 
It  was  intended,  therefore,  when  Upper  Canada 
was  established  to  embrace  not  only  the  whole 
territory  to  the  Hudson  Bay,  which  is  actually 
provided  for  by  a  paper  that  the  King  laid  upon 
the  table  of  the  House  of  Commons,  but  to  embrace,  as 
far  as  possible,  the  territory  that  had  been  conveyed 
to  the  United  States.  Why,  in  the  first  Legislature  of 
Upper  Canada,  the  man  who  was  elected  for  the 
western  district  lived  in  Detroit,  and  a  vast  majority 
of  the  electors  lived  in  what  is  now  the  city  of 
Detroit  and  voted  for  the  election  of  that  member. 
Magistrates  were  appointed  and  dominion  was 
exercised  as  far  west  as  the  French  settlement  at 
the  mouth  of  the  Wisconsin  River.  Now,  the  boun¬ 
dary  by  the  Quebec  Act  was  the  delimitary  line 
I  have  mentioned  as  agreed  upon  by  the  Treaty  of 
Utrecht.  The  boundary  under  the  Act  of  1791,  so 
far  as  Ontario  was  concerned,  was  a  line  further 
north.  It  was  not  the  intention  of  the  King 
or  of  his  advisers  that  Ontario  on  the  north 
should  be  bounded  by  the  line  fixed  by  the  Act 
of  1774.  The  Act  of  1774  said  that  terri¬ 
tories  were  to  extend  northwards  to  the 
southern  boundary  of  the  territory  granted 
to  the  Merchant  Adventurers  trading  in  Hudson 
Bay.  As  I  have  said,  there  were  two  papers  laid 
before  the  House  of  Commons  with  regard  to  the 
division  of  the  Province  of  Quebec  in  1791.  The 
one  paper  divides  the  province  by  a  line  running 
north  to  the  boundary  line  of  the  territories 
granted  to  the  Merchant  Adventurers  of  Hud¬ 
son  Bay.  That  was  the  line  dividing  the  pro¬ 
vince,  which  before  had  been  one  province, 
but  when  the  western  portion  of  that  terri¬ 
tory  came  to  be  constituted  into  the  Province 
of  Upper  Canada,  there  was  another  paper 
that  referred  to  that,  and  followed  the  same 
boundaries  in  precisely  the  same  words  until  it 
reached  the  southern  limitary  line  of  the  Hudson 
Bay  territory.  It  did  not  stop  there,  but  it  went 
on  to  the  southern  boundary  of  Hudson  Bay. 
The  words  were  different.  They  were  inten¬ 
tionally  different,  and  they  embraced  into  the 
Province  of  Upper  Canada  territories  lying 
north  of  the  boundaries  of  the  territories  which 
had  before  been  included  in  the  Province 
of  Quebec.  Now,  that  rule  did  not  apply  to 
the  Province  of  Quebec.  I  am  not  making  this 
statement  with  the  view  of  opposing  a  more  con¬ 
venient  boundary,  for  I  admit  that  a  natural  boun¬ 
dary  is  very  much  better  than  an  artificial  one  run¬ 
ning  through  such  an  inhospitable  country,  as  much 
of  this  country  may  be  found  to  be.  There  is  no 
doubt,  whatever,  that  if  a  natural  boundary  is 
found  in  the  vicinity  of  the  52nd  parallel,  the 
north-eastern  part  of  the  Province  of  Quebec  will 
be  cut  off  and  the  province  will  have  added  to  her 
territory  on  the  north-western  portion  of  her  pos¬ 
sessions,  and  so  will  lose  some  territory  to  the  north¬ 
east.  If  you  begin  at  Cape  Partridge,  in  the  584 
degree  of  north  latitude,  which  was  the  most 
southern  limit  proposed  prior  to  the  Treaty  of 


127 


[COMMONS] 


128 


Utrecht,  and  draw  that  line  southward  to  Lake 
Mistassin,  that  is  the  most  restricted  boundary 
that  you  can  legally  give  to  the  Province  of  Quebec 
unless  you  apply  to  it  the  rule  of  acquiescense 
which  the  Privy  Council  applied  to  us  with  regard 
to  our  western  bounds.  The  Privy  Council  excluded 
us  from  the  North-  West  Territory  because  we  had 
acquiesced  in  the  exercise  of  dominion  by  some 
other  parties  for  a  long  series  of  years.  Whether 
Quebec  will  lose  anything  under  that  rule  or  not, 
if  it  were  applied  to  her,  I  will  not  pretend  to  say 
at  this  moment ;  but  I  do  say,  that  if  you  follow 
the  line  as  suggested  by  the  English,  and  follow 
the  line  that  is  suggested  by  the  lion,  member  for 
Three  Rivers  (Sir  Hector  Langevin),  you  will  see 
that  a  good  deal  of  the  north-eastern  corner  of  the 
Province  of  Quebec  will  be  cut  off ;  perhaps  as 
large  an  extent  of  territory  will  be  added  on  to  the 
north-western  portion  of  the  province.  A  more 
convenient  line,  no  doubt,  would  be  had  if  we  had 
full  information  on  the  subject  as  to  whether  the 
River  Slade  could  be  taken  as  the  proper  boundary, 
than  by  our  undertaking  to  establish  the  line  sug¬ 
gested  in  1711.  I  wish  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  this,  and  I  am  doing  so  very  briefly  just 
now,  because  I  have  been  only  able  to  take  a 
mere  bird’s-eye  view  of  this  very  large  subject. 
I  think  that  the  hon.  member  for  Three  Rivers 
(Sir  Hector  Langevin)  will  see  that  the  posi¬ 
tion  which  the  Opposition  are  taking  now  is 
very  different  from  the  position  which  he  and 
his  colleagues  took  with  reference  to  us  on  this 
subject.  The  hon.  gentleman  and  those  who  were 
then  associated  with  him,  repudiated  the  arbitra¬ 
tion  that  sat  for  the  purpose  of  determining  this 
matter.  The  hon.  gentleman  did  all  that  was  in 
his  power,  as  did  also  those  associated  with  him 
and  those  who  supported  the  Government,  to 
deprive  the  Province  of  Ontario  of  a  still  larger 
portion  of  the  territory  which  rightfully  belonged 
to  her.  I  am  not  going  to  adopt  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man’s  tactics  so  far  as  the  Province  of  Ontario  is 
concerned.  The  hon.  gentleman  and  his  colleagues 
then  complained  that  my  friend  and  leader  who 
sits  now  beside  me  had  not  properly  regarded  the 
interests  of  Quebec  in  undertaking  to  uphold  the 
decision  that  was  given  by  that  arbitration.  The 
hon.  member  for  Three  Rivers  sees  now,  that  if  his 
proposition  is  carried  out,  Quebec  has  been  put  in  a 
better  position  than  she  was  before  ;  and  she  is 
being  put  in  that  position,  not  because  that  she  is 
entitled  to  the  boundary  which  she  is  now  asking 
to  establish,  but  because  my  hon.  friend  had 
agreed  to  a  reasonable  and  fair  settlement  of  the 
boundaries  of  the  Province  of  Ontario.  We  are 
prepared  to  regard  from  a  perfectly  fair  standpoint, 
the  claims  that  are  now  being  made  on  the 
part  of  the  Province  of  Quebec.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  will  see,  I  suppose,  from  what  the  Minister  of 
Interior  says,  that  neither  the  Government  nor  the 
House  is  in  a  position  to  accept  this  proposition  at 
this  moment,  because  the  necessary  information 
witli  regard  to  the  course  and  direction  of  the  river 
which  he  proposes  as  the  boundary,  is  not  known, 
and  until  that  is  known  I  suppose  he  will  not  press 
the  House  to  take  a  leap  in  the  dark.  Rut  there 
is  no  doubt  whatever,  that  the  interests  of  Quebec 
will  not  be  jeopardized  by  delay  ;  and  what  is  more, 
the  disposition  to  deal  fairly  by  the  province  has 
not  been  lost  because  the  hon.  gentleman  and  those 
Mr.  Mills  (Both well). 


who  associated  with  him  have  in  former  days 
undertaken  to  deal  unfairly  by  the  Province  of 
Ontario.  I  supposed,  Sir,  when  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  made  his  speech  that  he  would  have  made  a 
handsome  acknowledgment  of  his  mistake  in  this 
particular,  and  would  have  been  disposed  to  apolo¬ 
gize  for  the  attempt  which  had  been  made  to  com¬ 
mit  a  wrong  on  the  Province  of  Ontario.  The  hon. 
gentleman  has  not  done  that ;  but  even  though  he  has 
not  done  it,  so  far  as  I  am  concerned  I  do  not  propose 
to  take  my  revenge  on  the  Province  of  Quebec.  I  notice 
that  the  hon.  Minister  of  Justice  said  that  the  House 
had  gone  a  good  way  beyond  the  adjudication  of 
the  Judicial  Committee  in  regard  to  the  boundary. 
Well,  Sir,  the  Judicial  Committee  decided  the  ques¬ 
tion,  following  the  decision  of  the  arbitration 
in  so  far  as  the  question  was  before  them.  It  was 
supposed  that  the  whole  question  would  have  been 
before  them  ;  but  at  the  last  moment  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  Canada  backed  out  as  a  party.  After 
pressing  to  re-open  the  question  before  the  Judicial 
Committee,  they  would  not  submit  the  question  to 
the  decision  of  that  Committee,  so  far  as  it  was  one 
between  them  and  the  Province  of  Ontario.  But 
the  decision  of  the  Committee  indicated  very  clearly 
that  whenever  the  question  should  go  to  them  for 
adjudication,  the  Albany  River  would  be  declared 
to  be  the  boundary  of  Ontario  on  the  north  down 
to  James  Bay  ;  and  I  suppose  the  Government, 
like  Mr.  Crockett,  saw  in  what  direction  the  deci 
sion  pointed,  and  came  down  in  time,  in  order  to 
save  their  dignity  ;  and  the  hon.  gentleman,  as  one 
of  the  Administration,  of  course,  did  precisely 
what  his  colleagues  did  in  that  matter. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

SOULANGES  CANAL— TENDERS. 

Mr.  SUTHERLAND  moved  for  : 

Return  of  all  tenders  received  by  the  Department 
of  Railways  and  Canals  for  Sections  11, 12  and  13  of  the 
proposed  Soulanges  Canal.  Such  Return  to  comprise  : 

(a) .  The  aggregate  amount  of  each  tender  ; 

(b) .  The  quantity  of  each  class  of  work  in  the  schedules 
of  each  section ; 

(c) .  The  amount  of  each  tender  in  detail  as  “  moneyed 
out  ”  by  the  product  of  the  quantity  and  price  of  each 
item  ; 

id).  Copies  of  all  reports  to,  and  Orders  in  Council 
relative  to  said  tenders  ; 

(e).  Copies  of  all  reports  of  engineers  on  each  of  said 
sections ; 

(/).  Copies  in  detail  of  all  estimates  of  engineers  on 
each  section,  showing  quantity,  price  and  amount  of  each 
class  of  work  in  schedule  ; 

( g ).  Copies  of  all  correspondence  relative  to  said 
tenders. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  There  is  no  objection 
to  the  motion  being  carried  and  the  papers  being 
brought  down  at  a  future  time  ;  but  at  present 
there  are  some  undetermined  proceedings  in  rela¬ 
tion  to  these  contracts,  and  a  good  deal  of  this 
information  will  have  to  be  treated  as  confidential 
until  these  matters  are  determined. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON  moved  the  adjournment 
of  the  House. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  and  House  adjourned  at  4:50 

p.m. 
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HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Friday,  11th  March,  1892. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  Three  o’clock. 

Prayers. 

MEMBER  INTRODUCED. 

William  Humphrey  Bennett,  Member-elect  for  the 
Electoral  District  of  East  Simcoe ;  introduced  by  Mr. 
Bowell  and  Mr.  Haggart. 

FIRST  READINGS. 

Bill  (No.  14)  respecting  the  Grand  Trunk  Rail¬ 
way  Company  of  Canada. — (Mr.  Tisdale.) 

Bill  (No.  15)  to  amend  the  Act  to  incorporate  the 
McKay  Milling  Company. — (Mr.  Robillard.) 

Bill  (No.  16)  respecting  the  Ottawa  City  Passen¬ 
ger  Railway  Company. — (Mr.  Robillard.) 

Bill  (No.  17)  to  incorporate  W.  C.  Edwards  Com¬ 
pany. — (Mr.  Wood,  Brockville. ) 

Bill  (No.  18)  respecting  certain  Railway  Works  in 
the  City  of  Toronto.  —  (Mr.  Denison.) 

Bill  (No.  19)  respecting  the  Boiler  Inspection  and 
Insurance  Company  of  Canada. — (Mr.  Coatsworth. ) 

Bill  (No.  20)  respecting  the  British  Columbia  and 
Southern  Railway  Company. — (Mr.  Mara.) 

MESSAGE  FROM  HIS  EXCELLENCY  THE 

Governor  general. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON  presented  a  Message 
from  His  Excellency  the  Governor  General. 

Mr.  SPEAKER  read  the  Message,  as  follows 

Stanley  op  Preston. 

Gentlemen  of  the  House  of  Commons  : 

I  acknowledge  with  sincere  thanks  the  Address  you 
have  loyally  adopted  in  answer  to  the  Speech  with  which 
I  opened  the  session  of  Parliament,  and  I  rely  with  con¬ 
fidence  on  the  assurance  that  the  important  measures 
submitted  to  you  will  receive  your  careful  and  full  con¬ 
sideration. 

Government  House, 

Ottawa,  10th  March,  1892. 

ORDNANCE  LANDS— TORONTO. 

Mr.  DEWDNEY  moved  that  the  House  resolve 
•  itself  into  Committee  of  the  Whole,  on  Monday 
next,  to  consider  the  following  resolution  : — 

That  it  is  expedient  to  authorize  Hie  Governor  in 
Council  to  convey  to  the  Corporation  of  the  City  of  Tor¬ 
onto,  certain  ordnance  lands  in  that  city,  for  such  price 
and  on  such  terms,  and  such  provisions  and  conditions  as 
the  Governor  in  Council  deems  proper. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

STEAMBOAT  INSPECTION  ACT. 

/ 

Mr.  TUPPER  moved  that  the  House  resolve 
itself  into  Committee  of  the  Whole,  on  Monday 
next,  to  consider  the  following  resolution 

That  it  is  expedient  to  impose  a  fee  of  ten  dollars  for 
each  inspection  of  a  barge,  boat,  bateau,  scow  or  undecked 
vessel  required  by  “  The  Steamboat  Inspection  Act.” 

Motion  agreed  to. 
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FEE  ON  CANNED  LOBSTERS. 

Mr.  TUPPER  moved  that  the  House  resolve 
itself  into  Committee  of  the  Whole,  on  Monday 
next,  to  consider  the  following  resolution 

1.  That  it  is  expedient  to  impose  a  fee  of  fifty  dollars 
for  each  license  granted  by  the  Minister  of  Marine  and 
Fisheries  to  can,  preserve  or  cure  lobsters,  or  to  keep 
them  alive  in  ponds  or  other  places. 

2.  That  it  is  expedient  to  impose  a  fee,  at  the  rate  of 
one  cent  for  each  case  containing  four  dozen  one-pound 
cans  of  lobsters,  to  be  paid  by  the  packer  to  the  person 
directed  by  the  Minister  of  Marine  and  Fisheries  to  mark, 
label  or  stamp  such  case. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

SECOND  READING. 

Bill  (No.  5)  further  to  amend  Chapter  96  of  the 
Revised  Statutes,  intituled :  “  An  Act  to  encourage 
the  development  of  the  Sea  Fisheries  and  the  build¬ 
ing  of  Fishing  Vessels.” — (Mr.  Tupper. ) 

GALOPS  RAPIDS. 

Mr.  REID  moved  for  : 

Return  of  all  surveys,  plans,  specifications,  contracts, 
reports  and  papers  connected  with  the  new  channel  in  the 
Galops  Rapids;  2nd.  All  reports  of  engineers  as  to  the 
striking  of  steamer  Traveller  in  Galops  Rapids,  in 
October,  1889;  3rd.  All  reports  from  any  steamboat 
captain  who  may  have  reported  as  to  the  state  of  said 
channel ;  4th.  Statement  of  cost  of  investigation  by 
engineers  in  1891 ;  5th.  Reports  from  engineers  sent  to 
investigate  said  channel  in  1891 ;  6th.  Copies  of  evidence 
given  as  to  the  depth,  quantities,  &c. 

He  said  :  Before  moving  this  motion,  1  would  like 
to  explain  the  reasons  why  I  ask  for  it.  A  number 
of  years  ago  the  Government  decided  to  construct 
a  new  channel  through  what  is  commonly  known  as 
the  Galops  Rapids.  I  consider  that  this  work  was  a 
great  necessity,  as  the- Galops  Rapids  are  at  the  head 
of  navigation  of  the  St.  Lawrence,  and  therefore, 
had  this  channel  been  laid  out  and  constructed 
in  the  proper  manner,  it  would  have  been  of 
great  value  to  the  forwarders.  When  it  was  decided 
to  construct  it,  an  engineer,  Mr.  Tom  S.  Rubidge, 
was  appointed  to  survey  the  rapids  and  ascertain 
the  exact  depth  of  water  throughout  the  rapids. 
After  he  had  made  this  survey,  he  was 
appointed  to  lay  out  the  channel,  and  then 
he  was  made  engineer  in  charge  of  the  works, 
remaining  there  from  the  time  they  were  started 
until  they  were  completed,  or  said  to  be  completed, 
and  were  taken  off  the  contractor’s  hands.  Now, 
Sir,  while  these  works  were  being  constructed,  the 
forwarders  and  the  people  of  my  constituency  were 
led  to  believe  that  the  rock  excavated  would  be 
deposited  in  bays  or  in  deep  water,  where  it 
would  not  be  dangerous  to  navigation.  But  after 
the  works  were  completed  rumours  were  afloat  that 
a  great  quantity  of  the  rock,  instead  of  being 
removed,  was  thrown  at  the  sides  of  the  channel, 
and  that  a  large  quantity  had  not  been  dredged 
out  at  all.  Now,  Sir,  the  cost  of  this  channel  has 
been  in  the  neighbourhood  of  half  a  million  dollars, 
according  to  the  Auditor  General’s  Report,  which 
was  for  making  a  channel  200  feet  wide  and  17  feet 
deep ;  and  included  in  this  sum  is  something 
in  the  neighbourhood  of  $95,000  or  $100,000  for 
extras  in  going  below  the  grade  to  ensure  a  depth 
of  17  feet.  I  understand  that  there  is  a  further 
claim  verging  on  a  quarter  of  a  million  dollars  now 
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in  the  department  for  other  extras  of  some  kind, 
although  what  they  are  is  a  mystery  to  me.  Now, 
Sir,  that  channel  lias  been  completed  two  years,  and 
I  would  like  to  state  what  the  experience  of  the 
forwarders  with  it  has  been  thus  far.  Shortly  after 
its  completion  the  barge  Condor,  owned  by  the 
Kingston  Forwarding  Co.,  was  coming  down  the 
river  in  tow  of  a  tug,  and  stuck  in  what  was  known 
as  the  north  channel  or  old  channel.  This,  of  course, 
made  it  impossible  for  other  vessels  to  use  the 
channel  as  they  had  been  doing  for  a  great  number 
of  years.  A  few  hours  afterwards  the  steamer 
Traveller  came  down  the  river  with  a  raft  in  tow, 
and  not  knowing  that  the  Condor  was  there  went 
ahead  until  it  was  too  late  to  turn  around,  and  she  was 
forced  either  to  run  into  the  barge  and  sink  it  or  to 
make  the  first  attempt  to  pass  through  the  new 
■channel.  The  captain  chose  the  latter  alternative, 
and  the  result  of  his  attempt  cannot  be  better 
explained  than  it  was  by  what  appeared  in  the 
Toronto  Empire,  24th  October,  1889,  as  follows: — 

“  Trouble  at  Galops— A  Steamer  and  Tow  go  down 

THROUGH  THE  SOUTH  CHANNEL  AND  HAVE  A 
NARROW  ESCAPE. 

“  Captain  Gaskin,  of  the  Montreal  Transportation  Com¬ 
pany,  was  down  at  the  Galops  Rapids  yesterday  and  while 
there  saw  a  sight  of  a  lifetime.  The  Kingston  and  Mon¬ 
treal  Co.’s  barge  Condor  is  stuck  in  the  north  channel, 
and  thus  navigation  is  obstructed.  Some  time  ago  the 
Government  expended  $1,000,000  in  making  the  south 
channel  navigable,  but  mariners  are  afraid  to  take  a  boat 
down  it.  While  the  captain  was  standing  at  the  rapids, 
he  saw  the  Traveller  approaching  with  a  raft  in  tow,  and 
making  for  the  north  channel.  The  pilot  evidently  not 
being  aware  that  the  Condor  was  in  the  way,  when  he  saw 
her  he  took  a  turn  for  the  south  channel,  and  was  thus 
compelled  to  make  the  first  attempt  to  navigate.  His 
feelings  can  be  better  imagined  than  described,  when  he 
saw  he  was  about  to  make  the  first  run  of  this  channel  and 
with  $50,000  worth  of  timber  after  him.  About  halfway 
down  the  tug  ran  on  a  rock,  and  slew  around  as  if  she  were 
on  a  pivot.  The  raft  rushed  down  and  struck  her  on  the 
stern,  wheeling  her  about,  and  then  went  on  pulling  the 
steamer  off  the  rocks,  and  towed  her  stern  first  down  the 
rapids.  It  is  not  known  whether  she  is  seriously  damaged. 
Had  she  been  struck  amidships  she  would  have  been 
smashed  to  pieces.  Her  escape  was  a  narrow  one.  The 
Traveller  left  Garden  Island  with  a  raft  on  Tuesday 
evening  at  six  and  arrived  at  Montreal  at  three  this  after¬ 
noon,  making  the  fastest  trip  on  record.” 

This  was  the  first  test  of  the  new  channel,  and  it 
was  made  by  a  steamer  drawing  only  4  or  5 
feet  of  water.  Previous  to  the  channel  being 
made,  there  was  a  depth  of  9  feet  6  inches  in  any 
part  of  the  rapids,  yet  here  was  a  steamer  draw¬ 
ing  less  than  5  feet  that  piles  up  on  the  rocks  when 
attempting  to  enter  the  channel.  The  next  test  was 
in  1891,  after  we  had  asked  for  an  investigation  of  the 
channel.  The  steam  barge  Niagara,  with  a 
barge  in  tow,  attempted  to  run  the  channel,  and 
the  result  was  stated  by  Mr.  Rubidge  in  an  inter¬ 
view  with  a  reporter  of  the  Ottawa  Citizen,  which 
appeared  in  that  paper  on  the  17th  of  October, 
1891.  Mr.  Rubidge  said  : 

“It  is  true,  there  are  at  present  a  number  of  grain¬ 
laden  boats  tied  up  at  Prescott,  on  account  of  low  water 
in  the  old  channel  at  Galops  Rapids,  but  there  is  not  the 
least  necessity  for  them  remaining  there.  The  new  chan¬ 
nel,  commenced  by  the  Government  12  years  ago,  and 
completed  at  no  little  expense  of  cash  and  skill,  is  now 
available  for  vessels.  It  has  a  clear  depth  of  14  feet, 
and  as  there  are  beacons  at  both  ends,  is  perfectly 
easy  of  navigation.  To  prove  the  practicability  of  the 
channel,  I  had  the  big  steamboat  Niagara  tow  one  of 
the  largest-sized  Whitehall  barges  laden  through  the 
channel.  There  were  several  pilots  on  board,  and  all 
were  satisfied  of  the  navigability  of  this  channel.  Of 
course  it  had  never  been  formally  opened,  and  not  having 
been  pressed  on  the  notice  of  the  forwarders,  they  seem 
Mr.  Reid. 


unwilling  to  somehow  have  their  barges  proceed  through 
it,  although  the  channel  is  straight  and  easy  to  run.” 

Now,  Mr.  Rubidge  stated  that  this  was  one  of  the 
largest-sized  barges.  On  the  contrary,  it  is  one  of 
the  smallest  barges  that  navigate  the  St.  Law¬ 
rence  ;  and  yet,  in  order  to  secure  its  safety  in  go¬ 
ing  down  the  channel,  the  large  Government  tug 
was  placed  beside  the  barge  ;  but,  instead  of  going 
down  safely,  as  Mr.  Rubidge  states  in  this  inter¬ 
view,  'when  tjiey  were  in  the  centre  of  the  channel, 
from  some  accident  or  other,  the  hawser  broke, 
and  the  tug  and  the  barge  turned  around  and  went 
down  backwards.  The  next  attempt  was  made  by 
the  steamer  Ocean,  and  she  did  go  down  safely, 
but  afterwards  the  captain  preferred  using  the 
old  channel  rather  than  the  new,  in  fact  coming 
down  the  canal  one  time  instead  of  risking  the 
new  channel.  I  never  heard  of  the  Niagara  going 
down  the  channel  a  second  time  after  her  first 
attempt.  The  next  test  was  made  by  the  steamer 
Cresco,  on  the  17th  December,  1891.  Although 
drawing  only  6  feet  of  water,  she  struck  the 
rocks,  and  the  captain  told  me  that  he  had  no 
hesitation  in  saying  that  his  boat  struck  on 
rocks  which  were  piled  up  on  the  side  of  the 
channel  when  this  channel  was  made.  Now, 
Sir,  this  is  the  experience  of  the  forwarders  with 
that  channel.  Mr.  Rubidge  tells  us  that  the 
channel  is  straight.  I  would  like  any  member  of 
this  House  who  is  acquainted  with  any  captain 
who  navigates  the  River  St.  Lawrence,  to  enquire 
about  it,  and  if  they  do  they  will  find  that 
it  is  one  of  the  meanest  channels  to  enter, 
and  to  get  out  of,  that  there  is  in  the  river.  It 
is  placed  in  the  meanest  part  of  the  rapids  possible. 
Now,  if  you  refer  to  the  Montreal  Gazette  of  17th 
October,  1891,  you  will  see  that  Mr.  D.  G.  Thom¬ 
son,  the  manager  of  the  Montreal  Transportation 
Company  at  Montreal,  complains  bitterly  in  regard 
to  this  channel.  If  you  refer  to  the  Kingston 
News  of  23rd  October  of  the  same  year,  you  will 
find  Captain  John  Gaskin  also  complains,  and  if  you 
refer  to  the  meeting  of  the  Canadian  Marine 
Association  reported  in  the  Toronto  Empire  of 
4th  February,  1892,  you  will  see  that  the  Marine 
men  all  complain  in  regard  to  this  channel.  Last 
fall  the  forwarders’  vessels  were  detained  at 
Prescott  for  days  and  days  at  a  time,  and  they  ivere 
forced  to  bring  an  elevator  from  Kingston  to  Pres¬ 
cott  and  lighten  their  barges  to  8  feet;  and  though 
there  should  be  16  or  17  feet  in  this  channel, 
yet  they  were  forced  to  go  down  the  old  channel, 
and  by  these  delays  great  loss  was  caused  to  them. 
I  am  satisfied  that  a  great  wrong  has  been  done  by 
some  parties,  but  I  wish  it  to  be  distinctly  under¬ 
stood  that  I  am  not  finding  any  fault  with  the 
Government.  I  asked  the  acting  Minister  of  Rail¬ 
ways  and  Canals,  before  the  present  Minister  took 
that  office,  to  investigate  this  matter,  and  I  believe 
he  did  everything  in  his  power  to  get  at  the  bot¬ 
tom  of  the  difficulty,  and  I  think  the  present  Min¬ 
ister  has  been  doing  his  best  to  find  out  the  trou¬ 
ble.  I  have  no  fault  to  find  with  the  Government 
and  am  satisfied  that  they  will  do  all  they  can  to 
rectify  the  matter.  I  therefore  hope  that  they 
will  not  object  to  bring  down  the  papers,  and 
that  as  soon  as  possible,  in  order  that  the  forwarders 
and  public  may  see  how  this  matter  stands. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  I  am  sorry  to  hear  from  the 
remarks  of  the  lion,  gentleman,  that  the  expendi¬ 
ture  which  has  been  made  by  the  country  on  this 
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canal  has  not  had  the  result  expected,  but  I  think 
the  hon.  gentleman  must  be  misled  when  he  says 
that,  notwithstanding  the  large  expenditure  on  the 
Galops  Canal,  the  water  has  so  much  decreased. 
Complaints  have  been  made  that  the  expenditure 
made  by  the  Government  had  not  brought  about 
the  result  anticipated,  and  my  predecessor,  the  late 
acting  Minister  of  Railways  and  Canals,  ordered 
an  enquiry  to  be  made  into  the  subject.  The  report 
of  the  engineers  is  in  the  department,  and,  while 
that  does  not  justify  the  expectation  which  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  had  at  first,  and  while  the  depth  of  water 
was  not  as  great  as  the  engineers  had  reported  to 
the  Government  it  would  bo,  still  it  is  to  the  effect 
that  there  is  a  sufficient  depth  of  water  to  take 
down  all  boats  that  navigate  the  canal,  that  is,  about  ■ 
15  feet  of  water.  I  intend  to  have  a  further 
examination  made  of  this  particular  work  to  see 
what  the  actual  depth  is.  I  can  only  say  now  that 
the  latest  reports  are  that  the  channel  is  of  suffi¬ 
cient  depth,  and  that,  if  it  were  not  for  the  side 
current,  it  could  be  successfully  used.  I  think  the 
hon.  gentleman  must  be  mistaken  as  to  the  extras, 
because  no  payments  have  been  made  in  the  cases 
to  which,  he  referred.  I  will  have  much  pleasure 
in  bringing  down  all  the  papers  the  hon.  gentleman 
asks  for. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

RETURN  ORDERED. 

Return  showing  what  agreement  or  decision  has  been 
arrived  at  between  the  Government  and  the  Grand  Trunk 
Railway  Company  of  Canada,  regarding  the  railway 
bridge  at  Fenelon  Falls.— (Mr.  Hughes.) 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON  moved  the  adjournment 
of  the  House. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  and  House  adjourned  at  4 
p.  m. 

HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Monday,  14th  March,  1892. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  Three  o'clock. 

Prayers. 

NEW  MEMBERS. 

Mr.  SPEAKER  informed  the  House  that  the 
Clerk  of  the  House  had  received  from  the  Clerk  of 
the  Crown  in  Chancery,  certificates  of  the  election 
and  return  of  the  following  members  : — 

Of  Hugh  McMillan,  Esq.,  for  the  Electoral  District  of 
Vaudreuil. 

Of  Hon.  John  Carling,  for  the  Electoral  District  of 
London. 

Of  Eugene  A.  Dyer,  Esq.,  for  the  Electoral  District  of 
Brome. 

Of  Louis  Dugas,  Esq.,  for  the  Electoral  District  of 
Montcalm. 

MEMBER  INTRODUCED. 

Hugh  McMillan,  Esq.,  Member  for  the  Electoral  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Vaudreuil;  introduced  by  Mr.  Ouimet  and  Mr. 
Bergeron. 

FIRST  READING. 

Bill  (No.  21)  for  the  suppression  of  obscene  liter¬ 
ature,  and  to  secure  the  punishment  of  certain 
immoral  and  criminal  practices. — (Mr.  Charlton.) 

°2 


SECOND  READINGS. 

Bill  (No.  14)  respecting  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway 
Company  of  Canada. — (Mr.  Tisdale.) 

Bill  (No  15)  to  amend  the  Act  to  incorporate  the 
McKay  Milling  Company. — (Mr.  Robillard.) 

Bill  (No.  16)  respecting  the  Ottawa  City  Passen¬ 
ger  Railway  Company. — (Mr.  Robillard.) 

Bill  (No.  17)  to  incorporate  W.  C.  Edwards 
Company. — (Mr.  Wood,  Brockville. ) 

Bill  (No.  18)  respecting  certain  Railway  Works 
in  the  City  of  Toronto. — (Mr.  Coatsworth.) 

Bill  (No.  19)  respecting  the  Boiler  Inspection  and 
Insurance  Company  of  Canada. — (Mr.  Coatsworth.) 

Bill  (No.  20)  respecting  the  British  Columbia 
Southern  Railway  Company. — (Mr.  Mara.) 

CONTROVERTED  ELECTIONS  ACT. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN  asked,  Whether  it  is  the  in¬ 
tention  of  the  Government  during  the  present  ses¬ 
sion  to  amend  the  Controverted  Elections  Act,  so 
that  the  judges  of  Nova  Scotia  and  New  Brunswick 
can  give  decisions  on  the  six  months  limit  for  trial 
in  conformity  with  the  decisions  of  the  judges  of 
Ontario  and  Quebec  and  of  the  Superior  Court  of 
Canada  ?  If  not,  why  not  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  There  is  no  such  con¬ 
flict  of  decisions  as  the  question  assumes,  and 
therefore  there  is  no  necessity  of  introducing  a  Bill 
on  the  subject. 

CANADA  AND  NEWFOUNDLAND. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Shelburne)  asked,  Whether  the 
Government  have  considered  the  advisability  of 
enforcing  regulations  against  Newfoundland  fisher¬ 
men  fishing  in  Canadian  waters,  similar  to  those 
which  Newfoundland  enforces  against  Canadian 
fishermen  fishing  in  Newfoundland  waters  ? 

Mr.  TUPPER.  The  subject  covered  by  this 
question  is  receiving  the  consideration  of  the 
Government. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Shelburne)  asked,  Whether  the 
attention  of  the  Minister  of  Marine  has  been  called 
to  a  letter  published  in  the  Montreal  Witness  of 
9th  February?  Is  it  true  that  the  Canadian  Govern¬ 
ment  promised  the  Newfoundland  Government 
to  divide  the  proceeds  of  licenses  given  in  Canada 
to  American  fishermen,  and  which  licenses  were  to 
run  in  Newfoundland  as  well  as  in  Canada,  and  to 
return  part  thereof  to  Newfoundland  ?  Has  the 
Canadian  Government  since  been  asked  and  has  it 
refused  to  make  such  division  and  return,  or  is 
there  reason  to  believe  that  the  Newfoundland 
Government  collected  upon  licenses  granted  by 
them  to  Americans,  recognized  in  Canada  and 
retained  to  the  use  of  the  colony,  as  large  an  amount 
for  license  fees  as  Canada  collected  ? 

Mr.  TUPPER.  My  attention  was  called  to  the 
letter  mentioned.  After  the  Washington  treaty  of 
1888  was  negotiated,  and  legislation  was  obtained 
for  the  granting  of  licenses  under  the  modus  vivendi 
proposition,  the  understanding  between  Newfound¬ 
land  and  Canada  was  to  this  effect :  that  the  two 
Governments  would  issue  licenses  to  fishermen  for 
the  privileges  mentioned  in  the  modus  vivendi  pro¬ 
position,  and  that  an  account  of  the  fees  collected 
should  be  kept  by  each  Government,  and  a  division 
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of  those  fees  should  be  made  at  the  end  of  each 
season.  In  accordance  with  that  understanding,  a 
strict  account  of  those  fees  was  kept  by  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Fisheries  in  Canada,  and  a  copy  of  each 
license  issued  was  sent  by  that  department  to  the 
Government  of  Newfoundland.  At  the  end  either 
of  the  first  or  the  second  season,  the  Newfoundland 
Government,  having  made  no  return  of  the  fees  col¬ 
lected  for  licenses  issued  by  them,  a  request  was 
made  by  the  Canadian  Government  on  the  New¬ 
foundland  Government  for  a  statement  of  those  col¬ 
lections  and  the  licenses  issued  by  that  Government. 
That  information  was  not  given,  and  on  the  second 
application  being  made  the  Government  of  New- 
foundland  refused  to  give  the  information  desired, 
as  to  the  number  of  licenses  issued  or  the  amount 
collected.  Consequently,  it  has  been  impossible  to 
make  any  tender  of  a  division  of  the  proceeds  from 
those  licenses,  on  the  part  of  the  Canadian  Govern¬ 
ment  ;  and,  for  that  reason,  it  might  be  assumed — 
though  the  Canadian  Government  have  not  dealt 
with  the  last  subject  referred  to — -that  the  amount 
collected  in  Newfoundland  was  larger.  I  may  say 
that  I  have  reason  to  believe,  from  information  ob¬ 
tained,  that  the  Newfoundland  Government  did 
collect  a  larger  amount  from  the  sale  of  these  modus 
vivendi  licenses,  than  was  collected  by  Canada. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  just 
made  a  very  important  statement  of  which,  for  my 
part,  I  was  ignorant  up  to  this  moment,  that  is, 
that  there  was  an  agreement  entered  into  between 
this  Government  and  the  Newfoundland  Govern¬ 
ment,  and  that  correspondence  on  the  subject 
followed.  It  would  be  important  to  the  House  to 
have  that  correspondence.  I  suppose  there  will 
be  no  objection  to  bringing  it  down. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  I  think  there  will  be  no  objec¬ 
tion  to  laying  on  the  Table  the  despatches  relating 
to  the  subject  at  once,  and  I  will  select  them  and 
bring  them  down. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Shelburne)  asked,  Whether  the 
attention  of  the  Minister  of  Marine  has  been  called 
to  the  statement  made  by  the  Hon.  A.  W.  Harvey, 
a  member  of  the  Newfoundland  Government,  before 
the  Board  of  Trade  at  Halifax  on  Monday  last  ? 

Mr.  TUPPER.  My  attention  was  called  to  this 
statement,  and  I  regret  that  I  cannot  agree  with 
Mr.  Harvey  in  the  statement  made  by  him  con¬ 
cerning  the  facts  of  the  case  in  dispute. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Shelburne)  asked,  Whether  the 
Government  of  Newfoundland  has  ever  made  to  the 
Government  of  Canada  any  formal  complaint  or 
produced  any  evidence  that  Canadian  vessels  ob¬ 
taining  bait  in  Newfoundland  under  the  Bait 
Act  of  the  colony,  violated  the  provisions  thereof 
by  selling  bait  to  the  French  fishermen  of  St.  Pierre  ? 

Mr.  TUPPER.  With  the  exception  of  a  general 
allegation  that  Canadian  vessels  had  violated  the 
provisions  of  the  Bait  Act,  no  complaint  or  evidence 
to  that  effect  has  ever  been  made  or  produced  by 
the  Government  of  Newfoundland  or  from  any 
other  source. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I. )  Was  that  general  alle¬ 
gation  made  in  a  despatch  ? 

Mr.  TUPPER.  Yes,  but  no  instance  was  given. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Shelburne)  asked,  Whether  the 
Government  of  Canada  has  ever  offered  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  of  Newfoundland  to  secure  the  enactment 
Mr.  Tupper. 


of  such  legislation  as  would  enable  the  Government 
of  Newfoundland  to  enforce  in  Canadian  courts  the 
penalties  provided  in  bonds  given  by  Canadian 
fishermen,  in  order  to  secure  bait  in  Newfoundland, 
in  case  the  condition  of  such  bonds  were  violated, 
and  has  the  Government  of  Newfoundland  ever 
asked  such  or  any  other  legislation  in  this  con¬ 
nection  ? 

Mr.  TUPPER.  The  Canadian  Government  have 
on  several  occasions  informed  the  Government  of 
Newfoundland  of  their  readiness  to  obtain  any 
legislation  enabling  the  Newfoundland  authorities 
to  obtain  any  remedy  under  the  bonds  contemplated 
by  the  Bait  Act,  as  soon  as  Canadian  vessels  were 
accorded  the  privileges  of  that  Act,  and  allowed 
to  take  out  licenses  as  they  did  originally. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  Will  this  correspondence  also 
be  brought  down  ? 

Mr.  TUPPER,  Yes. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  The  hon.  gentleman  did 
not  answer  the  last  part  of  the  question. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  In  reply  to  the  last  part  of  the 
question,  I  may  say  that  the  Government  of  New¬ 
foundland  has  not  asked  for  that  legislation,  because 
the  period  was  not  reached  when  the  assurance  of 
the  Canadian  Government  expired  when  this  legis¬ 
lation  was  had  which  produced  the  Bait  Act. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Shelburne)  asked,  Whether  the 
Government  of  Canada  is  aware  that  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  Newfoundland,  when  endeavouring  to 
obtain  Her  Majesty’s  consent  to  the  Bait  Act  passed 
by  the  Legislature  of  that  colony,  distinctly  pro¬ 
mised  that  the  provisions  of  such  Act  should  not 
be  enforced  against  Canadians  ?  Is  it  a  fact  that 
since  the  present  Government  of  Newfoundland 
came  into  office,  such  promise  has  been  violated 
continuously  and  that  such  promise  was  violated 
in  1890,  prior  to  any  protest  by  the  Canadian 
Government  against  the  proposed  arrangement 
between  the  United  States  and  Newfoundland  ? 

Mr.  TUPPER.  The  Government  of  Canada  is 
aware  that  the  Government  of  Newfoundland, 
when  endeavouring  to  obtain  Her  Majesty’s  consent 
to  the  Bait  Act  passed  by  the  Legislature  of  that  col¬ 
ony,  distinctly  promised  that  the  provisions  of  such 
Act  should  not  be  enforced  against  Canadians,  and 
therefore  in  this  form  it  was  an  assurance  given  by 
the  representatives  of  that  colony  to  Her  Majesty’s 
Government,  and  also  communicated  directly  aiid 
formally  to  the  Canadian  Government,  that  the 
Bait  Act  should  be  applied  equally  to  the  citizens 
of  Newfoundland  and  the  citizens  of  Canada,  that 
there  should  be  no  difference  in  its  enforcement 
against  our  own  citizens  and  theirs.  As  to  the  last 
part  of  the  question,  I  will  not  allude  to  the  date, 
because  I  am  not  sure  at  what  time  the  present 
Government  of  Newfoundland  came  into  power,  but 
long  anterior  to  the  Bond -Blaine  negotiations,  that 
is  anterior  to  the  date  when  the  Canadian  Govern 
ment  learned  of  them,  which  was  in  the  fall  of 
1890,  and  in  the  beginning  of  that  season,  there 
was  a  complete  departure  from  the  position  the 
Government  of  Newfoundland  had  assumed  in 
regard  to  the  subjects  to  which  I  have  referred. 
Canadian  vessels  were  prevented  obtaining  licenses 
on  the  same  terms  as  those  of  Newfoundland  or  of 
the  United  States,  and  at  the  beginning  of  the  sea¬ 
son  a  tonnage  fee  was  exacted  from  the  Canadian 
vessels  which  was  not  exacted  from  the  others. 
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Mf.  LAURIER.  Has  the  lion,  gentleman  any 
record  of  that  ? 

Mr.  TUPPER.  Yes.  All  these  points  will  he 
included  in  the  papers  brought  down.  I  suppose 
these  questions  have  been  asked  by  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  in  view  of  the  statements  which  were  made  by 
Mr.  Harvey,  because  on  some  points  the  papers  we 
have  are  at  variance. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  I  asked  the  question  because 
it  is  obvious  that  mere  verbal  statements  would 
not  be  quite  satisfactory  when  we  may  have  the 
documents  laid  before  us. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  I  recognize  that,  and  therefore 
I  purposely  made  my  reply  brief. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  I  hope  the  papers  will  be 
brought  down  at  an  early  date. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  At  a  very  early  date. 

COPYRIGHT  RECIPROCITY  WITH  THE 
UNITED  STATES. 

Mr.  BOWERS  asked,  Whether  it  is  the  intention 
of  the  Government  to  arrange  a  reciprocity  of  copy¬ 
right  with  the  Government  of  the  United  States  at 
an  early  period  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  We  think  that  the 
copyright  enactments  of  Canada  already  give  to 
foreigners  all  proper  facilities.  The  United  States 
has  very  recently  settled  its  copyright  policy,  and 
we  have  no  reason  to  expect  an  early  change. 

GOVERNMENT  SHORT  LOANS. 

Mr.  SUTHERLAND  (for  Sir  Richard  Cart¬ 
wright)  asked,  What  is  the  total  amount  now 
borrowed  by  the  Government  for  periods  of  less 
than  three  years?  From  whom  have  the  said  amounts 
been  borrowed,  for  what  time,  and  upon  what 
terms  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  The  total  amounts  are  itemized 
as  follows  : — 


London  Joint  Stock  Bank . $  973,333  33 

Messrs.  Hambro  . .  243,333  33 

Bank  of  British  North  America .  243,333  33 

Bank  of  British  Columbia .  243,333  33 

National  Discount  Co  . .• .  243,333  33 

London  and  County  Bank .  1,216,666  67 


National  Provincial  Bank  of  Eng¬ 
land  . .  973  333  33 

Messrs.  Baring  Bros.  &  Co.  (Ltd) .  1,460,000  00 

do  Glyn,  Mills,  Currie  &  Co .  1,460,000  no 

Bank  of  Montreal. . . .  243,333  33 

do  do  .  1,966,666  67 


Total . . . $9,753,333  32 


All  of  these  are  at  4  per  cent  for  one  year, 
except  the  last  item  which  is  only  for  six  months 
and  bears  4^  per  cent  interest. 

CACOUNA  PIER. 

Mr.  LAURIER  asked,  Has  the  Government 
expended  the  grant  of  fifteen  hundred  dollars  vot¬ 
ed  last  session  in  favour  of  the  pier  at  Cacouna,  in 
the  County  of  Temiscouata  ?  What  has  been  done 
with  this  sum  ?  When  has  this  sum  been  paid  out 
by  the  Government  ?  To  whom  has  it  been  paid  ? 

Mr.  OUIMET.  None  of  this  money  has  been 
expended  as  yet.  It  still  stands  to  the  credit  of 
the  work. 


THE  ESTIMATES. 

Mr.  FOSTER  presented  a  Message  from  His 
Excellency  the  Governor  General. 

Mr.  SPEAKER  read  the  Message,  as  follows  : — 
Stanley  of  Preston. 

The  Governor  General  transmits  to  the  House  of  Com* 
mons,  Estimates  of  sums  required  for  the  service  of  the 
Dominion  for  the  year  ending  30th  June,  1893,  and  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the  British  North 
America  Act  of  1867,  the  Governor  General  recommends 
these  Estimates  to  the  House  of  Commons. 

Government  House, 

Ottawa,  14th  March,  1892. 

Mr.  FOSTER  moved  that  His  Excellency’s  Mes¬ 
sage,  with  the  Estimates,  be  referred  to  Committee 
of  Supply. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

DEEPENING  CANALS. 

Mr.  DENISON  moved  : 

That  whereas  the  new  United  States  canal  at  Sault  Ste. 
Marie  is  being  constructed  at  a  depth  of  18  feet,  and 
whereas  it  is  proposed  in  that  country  to  deepen  their 
canals  on  the  Great  Lakes  to  not  less  than  20  feet,  and 
whereas  the  proposed  increase  in  depth  has  already  been 
made  at  the  mouth  of  the  Detroit  Biver ;  in  the  opinion  of 
this  House  it  is  expedient  that  the  Soulanges  Canal  and 
the  other  canals  of  the  River  St.  Lawrence  should  be 
deepened  to  20  feet. 

He  said  :  In  moving  this  motion,  I  confess  that  I 
approach  the  subject  with  some  diffidence,  as  I  am 
not  an  engineer,  nor  am  I  specially  acquainted  with 
matters  of  this  kind.  Still  it  has  appeared  to  me 
for  some  years  back  that  I  ought  to  bring  the 
subject  up  in  this  House,  and  that  something  ought 
to  be  done  towards  deepening  our  canals  on  the 
St.  Lawrence  River  to  a  proper  amount.  When  I 
say  a  proper  amount,  I  mean  making  them  of  such 
a  depth  that  it  will  suffice  once  for  all,  instead  of 
doing  the  work  piece  by  piece  as  heretofore.  I 
may  sa^  that  between  the  town  of  Port  Arthur  and 
the  city  of  Montreal  the  only  obstruction  that 
exists  to  a  20  feet  navigation,  is  the  insufficient 
depth  of  the  Welland  Canal  and  the  canals  on  the 
St.  Lawrence  River.  In  making  this  motion  I 
would  like  to  say  that  it  is  not  an  entirely  new 
idea,  for  I  hold  in  my  hand  a  report  to  the  Hon. 
Mr.  Pope,  made  by  Mr.  Robert  C.  Douglass  in 
1884,  in  which  he  advocates  an  enlargement  of  the 
canals.  As  long  ago  as  that  date  he  then  showed  that 
in  1882,  when  the  Welland  Canal  had  just  or  barely 
been  completed,  seven  vessels  passed  through  which 
had  to  be  lightened  before  they  could  get  through. 
In  188.3,  62  vessels  had  to  be  lightened  before  they 
could  go  through  that  canal ;  and  no  less  than 
17,411  Lons  had  to  be  taken  off  the  vessels,  or  25 
per  cent  of  the  whole  amount,  at  a  cost  of  $12,759. 
I  have  also  here  the  opinion  of  Mr.  W.  L.  Frost, 
President  of  the  Ogdensburgh  and  Lake  Champlain 
Railway,  who  says  : 

'■  As  to  my  views  on  the  subject,  in  brief,  they  are  that 
you  should  deepen  the  Welland  Canal  to  16,  18  or  20  feet 
if  possible  ;  to  stop  at  14  feet,  while  it  will  help,  will  not 
put  the  route  on  a  level  with  the  Buffalo  and  Erie  Canal, 
with  their  free  canals.  If  the  Welland  Canal  can  be 
deepened  to  20  feet,  you  would  command  the  trade  of  the 
lakes,  in  my  opinion,  and  as  you  decrease  from  that  point 
you  only  come  into  competition  with  Buffalo  and  will  only 
be  partially  successful.  Any  increase  in  the  depth  is  a 
move  in  the  right  dii'ection,  but  I  trust  you  will  not  stop 
at  less  than  16  feet.” 

Again,  in  the  same  report  it  is  pointed  out  that  one 
great  advantage  in  having  the  canals  deepened  to 
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a  proper  amount  is  that  it  would  allow  a  large 
amount  of  shipping  to  come  down  to  the  sea  which 
now  has  to  lie  in  the  harbours  of  the  upper 
lakes  for  five  or  six  months  in  the  year,  and  these 
vessels  would  be  enabled  to  trade  with  the  W  est 
Indies,  or  with  any  other  country  where  they  felt 
disposed  to  venture.  I  will  read  the  charges,  in 
several  countries,  for  the  carriage  of  grain  by  rail¬ 


ways  : — 


Great  Britain. 

Miles. 


North  British  Ry .  169 

Great  Northern  Ry. .  190 


Great  Southern  and  Western  Ry . . ..  250 


The  Continent. 


France — Northern  Ry..  . .  186 

Belgium — State  Ry .  200 

Holland-State  Ry . 240 

Saxony — State  Ry .  250 

Belgium — State  Ry .  250 

Sweden — State  Ry .  500 

Austria — Southern  Ry .  500 


America— West  of  the  Mississippi. 

Chicago,  Rock  Island  and  Pac.  Ry.  .  183 
do  do  do  .  .  358 

clo  do  do  500 


Cents 
per  ton 
mile. 

1  60 
200 
140 


2’78 
0  84 
1-52 
3'28 
0-74 
218 
206 


153' 

140 

100 


America— East  of  the  Mississippi. 


Lake  Shore  and  Michigan  Southern.  183  0'87 

Michigan  Central . .  285  O' 70 

do  345  O' 60 

do  520  0'60 

Baltimore  and  Ohio .  494  O  ' 63 

do  609  0'54 

do  840  O' 53 

Canada — State  Ry .  689  O' 612 

Chicago  to  New  York  (regular  rates)  980  0 ' 5  L0 

do  (cut  rates)  ...  980  O' 306 

Water  Transport. 

Detroit  to  Buffalo .  255  O' 260 

Chicago  to  Buffalo .  900  0'125 

do  (cut  rates) .  900  0  060 


Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  would  like  to  show  tlxe  enor¬ 
mous  amount  of  commerce  that  is  going  on  on  the 
upper  lakes,  and  in  doing  so  I  will  be  compelled 
to  quote  some  statistics,  which  I  will  ask  the  in¬ 
dulgence  of  the  House  for  doing.  I  have  obtained 
the  most  of  these  statistics  from  a  very  interesting 
paper  written  by  Mr.  E.  L.  Corthell,  of  Chicago, 
which  he  read  before  the  Society  of  Engineers  in 
Canada  ;  it  is  a  very  exhaustive  report.  I  would 
like  to  draw  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  very 
rapid  increase  which  has  taken  place  in  the  num¬ 
ber  of  large  ships  sailing  on  the  upper  lakes.  In 
1859,  36  of  the  largest  vessels  on  the  lakes  averaged 
a  tonnage  of  700.  In  1890,  the  fleet  doing  business 
on  the  great  lakes  had  increased  to  2,055  vessels, 
with  a  net  registered  tonnage  of  826,360,  valued  at 
$58,125,580.  Since  I  took  these  figures  from  Mr. 
Corth ell’s  paper,  I  have  learned  that  the  value  is  not 
placed  so  high  by  the  census  bureau,  which  values 
them  at  about  .$48,809,750,  some  $9,000,000  or 
$10,000,000  less.  But  those  figures  are  startling  in 
their  enormity  ;  it  is  startling  to  think  that  in  the 
upper  lakes  there  should  be  such  a  vast  volume  of 
trade  as  would  require  vessels  worth  $48,000,000 
to  $58,000,000  with  which  to  do  it.  The 
Canadian  marine,  I  may  mention,  in  the  upper 
lakes  consists  of  647  vessels,  with  a  tonnage 
of  132,971  tons,  and  a  value  of  $3,989,130.  The 
total  coast  and  inland  shipping  of  Canada  consists 
of  7,153  vessels,  with  a  tonnage  of  1,040,481, 
valued  at  $31,213,430.  The  traffic  through  the 
Detroit  River,  through  which  pass  the  produce 
Mr  Denison. 


and  ships  of  both  nations,  is  very  large.  In  1890 
the  tonnage  was  over  23,000,000.  In  the  eastern 
canals  it  is  a  little  different.  While  the  tonnage 
has  increased  so  enormously  in  the  west,  and  while 
the  tonnage  of  the  vessels  passing  through  the 
canals  shows  an  enormous  increase,  the  tonnage 
going  through  the  Erie  and  St.  Lawrence  Canals 
has  been  stationary,  or  has  fallen  back  ;  and  the 
reason  is,  undoubtedly,  the  insufficiency  of  water 
in  the  canals.  On  page  49  of  his  paper  Mr. 
Corthell  says : 

“  The  waterways  out  of  the  eastern  end  of  Lake  Erie 
and  beyond  to  the  sea,  have  had  no  appreciable  increase, 
in  fact  there  has  been  a  decrease  during  the  last  fifteen 
years.  The  Erie  Canal  is  carrying  no  more  than  it  did 
many  years  ago,  and  through  the  Welland  and  St.  Law¬ 
rence  River  canals  there  has  been  practically  no  increase. 
In  1883, the  total  tonnnge  on  the  Welland  Canal  was  880,959 ; 
in  1887,  787,307 ;  in  the  St.vLawrence  canals  in  1883, 1,847,- 
865,  and  in  1887, 1,715,295  tons.” 

Then  he  goes  on  to  say  : 

“The  freight  service  on  the  great  lakes  is  22'6per  cent 
of  the  total  freight  service  rendered  by  all  the  railways  of 
the  United  States.  At  the  average  rate  of  all  the  freight 
moved  in  1889  (according  to  the  statistician  of  the  United 
States’  Commerce  Commission,  9’22  mills  per  ton  per  mile) 
the  cargo  carried  on  the  lakes  in  that  year  would  have 
cost  the  shippers  $143,079,283.51.  Adopting  1£  mills  per 
ton  per  mile  as  the  average  cost  of  lake  transportation, 
the  entire  cost  for  the  season  of  1890  was  $23,177,540.70. 
The  saving  to  the  public,  therefore,  by  water  transporta¬ 
tion  on  the  lakes  in  that  single  year  was  $119,801,742.81. 

That  is  the  statement  made  by  Mr.  Corthell,  an 
eminent  engineer,  that  by  having  the  canals  and  the 
waterway  on  the  upper  lakes  there  was  a  saving 
during  the  year  of  $119,000,000,  which  would  be 
sufficient,  I  dare  say ,  to  complete  this  work  twice  over. 
The  cost  per  ton  of  freight  going  through  the  lakes, 
the  Welland  and  St.  LawrenceJCanals  to  Liverpool,  is 
$3.97,  and  the  route  is  open  225  days  ;  by  all-rail  to 
Montreal  and  t  hence  to  Liverpool  the  cost  is  $6. 25,  and 
route  open  234 days.  I  should  like  to  trace  the  course 
of  a  vessel  from  Port  Arthur  through  the  lakes  and 
canals  to  Montreal.  Lake  Superior,  I  need  hardly 
mention,  is  412  miles  long  by  167  wide,  and  a  vessel 
drawing  18  feet  of  water  can  leave  Port  Arthur  and 
sail,  with  uninterrupted  navigation,  for  a  distance 
of  273  miles  to  the  Sault,  where  it  will  pass  through 
a  canal  of  one  mile,  and  St.  Mary’s  River,  which  is 
about  55  miles  more.  The  Sault,  or  St.  Mary’s 
Canal,  was  originally  built  in  1852  as  a  12  feet  canal ; 
in  1882  the  depth  was  increased  to  16  feet,  and,  as 
we  all  know,  in  1886  it  was  further  increased  to  20 
feet.  I  believe  it  was  proposed  on  our  own  side 
of  the  river  to  have  our  canal  an  18  feet  canal ; 
but  the  Government  very  wisely  changed  their  plans 
and  made  it  correspond  with  the  canal  on  the  other 
side,  and  thus  they  have  provided  a  canal  for  ves¬ 
sels  drawing  20  feet.  Passing  through  Lake  Huron, 
which  is  265  miles  long  by  101  miles  wide,  the 
vessel  will  pass  through  the  St.  Clair  River  and 
lake  and  the  Detroit  River,  in  all  about  72  miles 
more,  and  arrive  at  Lake  Erie.  .The  canals  in 
this  72  miles,  like  at  the  Sault,  have  been  repeat¬ 
edly  increased  in  depth.  The  St.  Clair  Flats  canal 
was  in  1866  proposed  to  be  13  feet ;  in  1873  it  was 
deepened  to  16  feet,  and  now  the  project  is  com¬ 
pleted  by  a  20  feet  channel.  The  Lime  Kiln  cross¬ 
ing  has  been  deepened  at  different  periods,  for  in 
1858  it  was  9i  feet,  and  in  1871  it  was  increased 
to  a  depth  of  12  feet,  in  1874  to  13  feet,  in  1885  to 
16  feet,  and  in  1890  the  depth  was  increased  to  the 
standard  of  20  feet.  Passing  through  Lake  Erie, 
which  is  250  miles  by  60  miles,  we  come  to  the 
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Welland  Canal.  This  canal,  like  all  the  others, 
has  gone  through  the  same  experience  of  enlarge¬ 
ment  at  different  times.  In  1824,  when  it  was 
proposed  to  build  it,  the  projectors  looked  for  a 
depth  of  8  feet.  In  1841  it  was  enlarged,  and  in 
1 843  it  was  enlarged  to  give  9  feet  on  the  sills  and 
11^  on  the  sills  in  the  entrance  locks  ;  in  1880 
it  was  enlarged  to  14  feet,  and  is  now,  as 
I  have  already  stated,  altogether  too  small. 
In  fact,  the  Welland  Canal  had  not  been 
enlarged  to  a  14  feet  canal  before  it  was  dis¬ 
covered  to  be  altogether  too  small.  I  believe 
I  am  correct  in  saying  that  the  last  Welland  Canal 
enlargement  was  projected  for  12  feet,  but  during  its 
construction  the  Government  saw  their  way  clear 
to  increase  it  to  14  feet,  and  it  was  done.  After 
being  enlarged  to  14  feet,  so  long  ago  as  1884  the 
canal  was  found  to  be  too  small.  Notwithstanding 
this  last  increase  in  size,  the  vessels  passing  through 
the  canal  in  1889  were  obliged  to  reduce  their 
cargoes  from  a  tonnage  of  71,302  co  63,283  tons  to 
enable  them  to  pass  through  the  canal  to  Lake 
Ontario.  This  was  a  serious  loss  to  vessel  owners, 
in  compelling  them  to  meetthisheavy  expense.  Pass¬ 
ing  through  the  Welland  Canal,  26f  miles  connecting 
with  Lake  Ontario,  which  is  190  miles  by  54  miles,  a 
vessel  can  sail  on  to  Prescott  229  miles,  where  the 
first  canal  on  the  St.  Lawrence  is  met.  1  am  not 
quite  safe  on  my  ground  when  I  say  that  a  vessel 
drawing  18  feet  can  sail  to  Prescott,  because  I  am 
not  aware  of  the  exact  depth  of  the  St.  Lawrence 
between  Kingston  and  Prescott,  but  I  am  told  that 
18  feet  of  water  is  found  throughout  that  distance. 
I  have  shown  that  a  vessel  going  from  Port 
Arthur  to  the  head  of  the  Prescott  Canal 
can  make  the  passage  all  that  distance,  1,154 
miles,  drawing  18  or  20  feet  of  water,  except  in 
passing  through  the  Welland  Canal  which  has  only 
14  feet.  In  connection  with  the  St.  Lawrence,  I 
should  again  like  to  point  out  that  the  works  on 
these  canals  have  been  proceeded  with  step  by  step, 
as  is  the  case  with  the  other  canals,  and  have  been 
enlarged  bit  by  bit.  The  intended  depth  of  the  St. 
Lawrence  canals  in  1841  was  9  feet.  In  1871  it  was 
decided  to  enlarge  to  12  feet  throughout,  and  shortly 
afterwards  it  was  decided  that  the  ultimate  depth 
should  be  14  feet  on  the  sill.  As  to  the  Lachine 
Canal,  as  far  back  as  1804  the  Government  of  Lower 
Canada  constructed  a  3-foot  channel  there.  In 
1821  it  was  increased  to  5  feet  in  depth  and  28  feet 
wide  at  the  bottom,  and  since  that  time  it  has  been 
enlarged  and  enlarged.  I  am  satisfied  with  respect 
to  the  new  canal  at  Soulanges,  that  it  will  pass 
through  the  same  stages.  We  are  going  to  con¬ 
struct  it  with  a  depth  of  14  feet,  but  before  it  and 
the  other  canals  are  finished  we  shall  ascertain 
with  respect  to  this  canal,  as  we  have  ascertained 
with  regard  to  every  other  canal,  that  we  were 
not  abreast  of,  but  behind  the  times.  This,  if 
possible,  should  be  avoided  in  the  future.  It  seems 
to  me  that  we  should,  in  building  a  new  canal, 
construct  it  of  such  size  and  depth  as  to  answer  for 
all  time,  and  this  finality  would  be  attained  by 
making  it  20  feet  deep.  I  may  be  met  with  the 
question  of  the  feasibility  of  constructing  20  feet 
canals  on  the  St.  Lawrence.  I  am  informed  by 
good  engineers  that  it  is  quite  feasible,  that  it  is 
only  a  question  of  expense.  We  Canadians  believe 
we  have  done  a  good  deal  in  regard  to  canals,  and 
are  doing  a  good  deal  still.  No  doubt  such  is  the 
case  ;  but  at  the  same  time  we  should  look  at  what 


other  countries  have  done.  England  has  2,800 
miles  of  canals  ;  Ireland  has  300  miles  ;  Russia 
900  miles  ;  Sweden  300  miles,  two  of  them  being  50- 
mile  canals.  Germany  in  1871  had  1,250  miles  of 
canals.  In  Holland  they  have  930  miles  of  canals  ; 
France  has  3,123  miles  of  canals,  on  which  she  has 
expended  up  to  1872  the  enormous  sum  of 
$231,474,867,  for  internal  water  improvement, 
and  Fiance  has  now  one  of  the  most  magnificent 
internal  waterways  of  any  country  in  the 
world.  The  Briere  Canal  in  France,  connecting 
the  Rivers  Seine  and  Loire,  is  344  miles  long. 
The  Caledonia  Canal  in  Scotland  has  a  depth 
of  20  feet,  and  the  Gloucester  and  Berkeley  Canal 
is  16|  miles  long  with  a  depth  of  18  feet.  Then 
we  come  to  the  Suez  Canal,  of  which  it  is  hardly 
necessary  for  me  to  mention  the  size  ;  that  canal 
has  a  depth  of  26  feet.  In  looking  over  the  work 
that  has  been  done  in  canals  in  other  countries,  it 
encourages  us  here  to  pursue  a  policy  which  will  be 
equal  to  the  future  requirements  of  the  trade  of 
this  great  North- W7est  country.  It  is  only  necessary 
to  point  out  the  instance  which  we  have  now  in 
England,  of  the  great  Manchester  Ship  Canal,  to  see 
that  the  merchants  and  citizens  of  Manchester  in 
building  that  canal  for  ocean-going  shipping,  which 
will  cost,  I  believe,  $50,000,000,  have  faith  in  the 
undertaking.  I  think  that  is  conclusive  proof  that 
the  age  of  canals  has  not  passed,  and  that  they  are 
as  important,  I  may  say,  as  ever.  Now,  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  shall  give  the  House  some  facts  as  to  public  opinion 
being  in  favour  of  canals.  Last  December  in  the 
city  of  Detroit  they  held,  what  they  called,  a  Deep 
Water  Convention,  comprising  engineers  and  others 
thioughout  the  United  States,  and  they  passed  there 
some  four  resolutions.  They  asked  Congress  for  : 

“  The  speedy  completion  of  a  channel  not  less,  than 
twenty  feet  deep,  and  of  sufficient  width,  between  Chicago, 
Duluth,  Superior  and  Buffalo  ;  second,  surveys,  examina¬ 
tions  and  estimates  with  a  view  to  the  construction  of  a 
waterway  thi’ough  our  territory  of  sufficient  capacity  to 
float  vessels  drawing  twenty  feet  of  water,  connecting  the 
upper  lakes  with  tidewater ;  third,  the  improvement  of 
the  Hudson  River  to  a  navigable  depth  of  twenty  feet 
from  Coxsackie  to  Troy;  fourth,  liberal  appropriations 
for  needed  lighthouses,  &c.,  to  give  added  security  to 
navigation  throughout  the  entire  chain  of  lakes.” 

The  Chicago  Tribune,  published  of  course  in  a  great 
railway  centre,  and  on  that  account,  I  suppose,  op¬ 
posed  to  canals,  stated  a  short  time  ago  as  follows, 
in  reference  to  the  Deep  Water  Convention : — 

“  It  was  either  to  deplete  the  Treasury  ;  or  a  deliberate 
attempt  to  make  them  pay  the  large  expense  of  divert¬ 
ing  the  commerce  of  the  North-West  through  Canada.” 

Well,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  sure  we  m  Canada  can 
stand  that  part  of  it  very  well,  and  anything  we 
can  do  to  convert  this  enormous  traffic  of  the  lakes 
past  our  doors  and  down  the  St.  Lawrence  to  the 
sea  must  be  of  great  benefit  to  this  country.  I 
might  say  that  Toronto  is  interested  in  this  work, 
as  last  year  some  2,407  vessels  came  into  our  port  ; 
and,  some  time  ago,  a  reporter  of  the  Toronto 
World  called  upon  some  of  the  ship-owners  and 
asked  their  opinions  with  reference  to  this  matter. 
With  your  permission,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  would  like 
to  read  what  a  few  of  them  say  : 

“  Captain  Sylvester  said  this  proposition  by  the  United 
States  was  a  step  in  the  right  direction.  It  showed  that 
they  were  alive  to  their  own  best  interests.  The  deepen¬ 
ing  of  the  St.  Lawrence  canals  would  of  necessity  benefit 
both  countries.  Any  improvement  which  tends  to  cheapen 
transportation  benefit  both  producer  and  consumer.  *  *  * 
The  owners  made  more  in  those  days  than  they  do  now. 
So  in  the  same  way  the  deepening  of  the  canal  would 
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probably  still  further  reduce  their  profits,  but  it  would 
also  help  them  by  allowing  the  vessels  to  leave  for  other 
waters  in  times  when  trade  is  slack  here.  It  was  a  pro¬ 
position  far  ahead  of  the  times,  but  it  was  sure  to  come 
some  time  in  the  future.” 

“  Capt.  J.  H.  Hagarty  said  there  was  not  a  vessel-owner 
in  the  country  who  would  go  against  tb  e  proposition.  They 
wanted  the  canals  deepened,  no  matter  who  did  it.  He 
did  not  hold  the  opinions  of  some  people,  who  seem  to 
think  that  the  deepening  of  the  canals  would  make  every 
town  on  the  lakes  a  seaport.” 

“  Mr.  W.  A.  Geddes  was  glad  to  see  the  brighter  pros¬ 
pects  of  the  realization  of  the  vessel-owner’s  hopes.  It 
was  just  what  they  had  been  working  for  for  years.  Not 
that  they  had  ever  met  with  opposition.  It  had  always 
been  Sir  John  A.  Macdonald’s  desire  to  improve  the 
canals  of  the  St.  Lawrence,  and  he  had  assured  them  it 
would  be  done  as  soon  as  the  money  was  forthcoming.  It 
would  give  the  inter-provincial  trade  a  great  impetus, 
for  vessels  carrying  flour  and  grain  cargoes  to  the  Mari¬ 
time  Provinces  would  be  able  to  bring  back  coal  at  a 
figure  far  below  the  Pennsylvania  product.” 

“Mr.  William  Ince  said  the  deepening  of  the  canals 
would  encourage  the  building  of  larger  and  better-fitted 
vessels  and  as  a  natural  consequence  the  shipping  trade 
would  have  to  assume  greater  proportions.” 

Since  I  put  this  motion  on  the  Paper,  I  had  sent  to 
me  the  sixth  annual  report  of  the  President  of  the 
Port  Arthur  Board  of  Trade,  and  he,  also,  very 
strongly  advocates  the  enlargement  and  the  deep¬ 
ening  of  the  canals.  As  to  the  expense  of  such  a 
great  work,  I  have  been  told  by  a  gentleman  who 
isnotan  engineer,  that  it  might  cost  from  $50,000,000 
to  $100,000,000,  but  supposing  that  it  cost  as 
much  as  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  I  contend 
that  it  would  be  of  as  great  an  advantage,  on  the 
whole,  as  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  has  been  ; 
and  it  is  unnecessary  for  me  to  dwell  on  the 
immense  benefits  conferred  on  this  country  by  that 
railway.  Our  Canadian  waterways  are  the  property 
of  everybody,  while  a  railway  is  the  property  of 
the  company  to  which  it  belongs.  Any  person  who 
wishes  to  invest  his  money  in  shipping  can  make 
use  of  our  canal  system,  and  he  can  derive  benefit 
from  the  money  expended  in  improving  our  water¬ 
ways.  I  think  that  in  this  matter  we  should  not 
make  two  bites  at  a  cherry.  We  should  enlarge 
these  canals  so  as  to  answer  the  purposes  of  our 
trade  for  a  long  time  in  the  future.  Some  may 
think  that  my  scheme  is  too  ambitious,  but,  if  it  is 
found  that  it  would  be  too  costly  an  operation  to 
carry  out  at  once,  there  is  no  reason  why  the 
Soulanges  Canalshould  not  have  its  locks  constructed 
of  such  a  size  that  it  could  afterwards  be  deepened 
from  14  feet  to  the  depth  I  am  advocating,  name¬ 
ly,  20  feet.  The  Soulanges  Canal  is  a  new  work, 
and  it  seems  to  me  a  great  pity,  in  view  of  our 
past  experience,  that  we  should  go  through  again 
as  we  have  done  before  on  this  plan,  of  first  building 
the  canals  and  enlarging  them  afterwards.  It  is 
needless  to  point  out  that  it  would  be  much  more 
costly  to  enlarge  an  old  canal,  than  to  construct  at 
first  one  sufficiently  large  to  meet  all  requirements. 
The  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  I  understand,  is 
now  taxed  to  its  utmost  to  carry  the  grain  of  the 
North-West  to  the  seaboard.  Last  year  that 
country  had  a  surplus  of  twenty  or  thirty  million 
bushels,  and  we  are  told  that  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  Company  contemplate  doubling  the  track 
between  Winnipeg  and  Port  Arthur.  Even  sup¬ 
posing  that  project  is  carried  out,  the  railway  will 
still  be  totally  inadequate  to  carry  out  the  surplus 
grain  of  that  enormous  region,  the  development  of 
which  is  only  in  its  infancy.  I  have  no  doubt  that 
instead  of  twenty  or  thirty  million  bushels,  not 
many  years  will  pass  before  there  will  be  two  hun¬ 
dred  or  three  hundred  million  bushels  exported  j 
Mr.  Denison. 


from  our  North-West.  Some  of  the  finest  wheat 
land  in  the  world  is  there,  and  all  that  is  re¬ 
quired  is  the  large  immigration  which  we  are 
now  hoping  for.  Then,  the  mineral  wealth 
of  the  Sudbury  district  has  only  just  been  discov¬ 
ered,  and  is  now  being  opened  up  ;  and  there  is  no 
knowing  what  vast  dimensions  the  products  of 
those  mines  will  assume  in  the  future.  It  is  said 
that  the  most  magnificent  nickel  mines  in  the 
world  are  there.  Capital  is  beginning  to  go  in, 
and  the  development  of  those  mines  must  enor¬ 
mously  increase  the  traffic  of  our  waterways.  This 
traffic,  which  I  hope  to  see  promoted  by  the  deepen¬ 
ing  of  the  canals  to  an  adequate  depth,  will  help 
not  only  Kingston,  Cobourg,  Toronto,  Hamilton 
and  all  the  ports  in  the  upper  lakes,  but  all  parts 
of  the  North-West,  by  cheapening  transport  to  the 
seaboard.  Every  cent  saved  in  shipping  a  bushel 
of  grain  from  Port  Arthur  to  the  sea,  is  practically 
a  cent  added  fo  the  price  of  the  wheat  of  our  North- 
West  farmers.  If  our  canals  are  deepened,  there 
is  nothing  to  prevent  our  maritime  friends  coming 
in  with  their  ships  and  doing  a  large  proportion  of 
the  trade  of  the  inland  lakes.  I  am  told  that  it  now 
pays  well  to  transport  coal  from  the  Maritime  Pro¬ 
vinces  to  Montreal  and  somewhat  west  of  Montreal  ; 
but  owing  to  the  want  of  sufficient  depth  of  water 
in  the  canals,  it  has  not  hitherto  paid  to  bring  it 
as  far  west  as  Toronto.  But  with  a  depth  of  18 
or  20  feet  of  water  in  the  canals,  I  am  told  by  vessel 
owners  who  know,  that  they  w  ould  guarantee  that 
the  Maritime  Provinces  would  supply  Toronto  and 
its  district  with  all  the  soft  coal  they  required, 
and  do  it  at  a  cheaper  price  than  we  pay  for  it 
now.  If  we  could  bring  coal  from  Cape  Breton  to 
Toronto,  there  would  be  a  profit  in  a  return  cargo 
made  up  of  flour  and  other  farm  produce  for  the 
Maritime  Provinces.  In  that  way  the  inter-pro¬ 
vincial  trade  which  we  all  anxiously  desire  would 
be  opened  up.  I  do  not  know,  Mr.  Speaker,  that 
I  need  say  much  more  at  present.  I  will  merely 
reiterate  that  here  we  have  one  of  the  most  mag¬ 
nificent  waterways  in  the  world,  in  the  path  of 
travel  from  the  great  wheat-producing  country  on 
the  west  to  the  mother  country  on  the  east.  We 
have  a  chain  of  lakes,  with  a  great  river  which 
only  requires  the  expenditure  of  some  money  to  be 
sufficiently  deepened  to  bring  past  our  doors  the 
enormous  trade  of  the  west,  which  now  seeks  other 
channels  for  the  want  of  this  work  which  I 
advocate.  I  will  conclude  my  remarks  by  quoting 
again  from  that  excellent  paper  of  Mr.  Corthell  : 

“  Government  must  now  provide  these  new  and  enlarged 
channels  of  commerce,  or  see  the  vast  amounts  already 
expended  practically  lost.  Through  its  inability  or  un¬ 
willingness  to  meet  the  demands  of  commerce,  it  will 
inevitably  see  the  greatest  commerce  of  the  world  diverted 
from  its  natural  channel  and  taken  out  of  its  domains 
into  artificial  channels  of  its  neighbour’s  territory  to  enrich 
and  develop  a  country  lying  along  these  artificial  routes. 
The  commercial  and  financial  importance  in  every  way  to 
Montreal  and  to  other  cities,  both  Canadian  and  United 
States,  situated  on  this  enlarged  natural  waterway,  can 
scarcely  be  over-estimated.” 

H  e  goes  on  to  say  : 

“  Direct  trade  with  Europe  should  be  the  demand  of  the 
North-West  and  all  the  country  tributary  to  it.  The  direct 
pecuniary  advantage  to  the  people  should  not  be  estimated 
at  less  than  $2,000,000  per  annum.” 

Mr.  BERGIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  statement 
made  by  the  lion,  member  for  West  Toronto  (Mr. 
Denison)  I  think  amply  justifies  me  in  supporting 
his  resolution.  I  do  not  propose  to  enter  into  a 
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discussion  of  the  commerce  that  will  be  created, 
or  of  the  amount  of  freight  that  could  be 
carried,  and  that  certainly  would  be  carried,  if  the 
lakes  and  rivers  afforded  a  channel  of  20  feet  in 
depth.  The  lion,  member  for  West  Toronto  has 
shown  the  House  that  from  Port  Arthur  to  Kings¬ 
ton  there  is  an  ample  depth  to  afford  passage  to 
vessels  drawfing  20  feet.  I  propose  to  show  that 
at  a  moderate  expenditure  it  is  in  the  power  of  the 
Government  to  give  to  the  commerce  of  this  coun¬ 
try  a  channel  which  would  enable  vessels  drawing 
20  feet  of  water  to  go  from  Kingston  to  Montreal. 
The  distance  from  Kingston  to  Montreal  is  119 
miles,  of  this  75  miles  is  composed  of  various 
reaches  in  the  river  between  the  different  canals. 
The  canal  mileage  is  43§  miles.  From  Kingston  to 
the  foot  of  Wolfe  Island,  a  distance  of  14  miles, 
there  is  a  channel  nowhere  less  than  20  feet  deep, 
and  in  some  places  nearly  200  feet — a  channel 
straight  and  wide,  and  presenting  no  difficulty 
whatever  to  navigation.  From  the  foot  of  Wolfe 
Island  to  Brockville,  a  distance  of  30^  miles,  there 
is  in  the  American  waters  a  channel  nowhere  less 
than  20  feet  deep.  That  channel,  owing  to  its 
crooked  nature,  is  l^  miles  longer  than  a  channel 
which  could  be  provided  in  Canadian  waters. 
But  a  straight  one  can  be  provided  between  those 
two  points,  where  there  is  not  less  than  20  feet  of 
water.  What  would  make  that  channel  navigable 
on  the  Canadian  side  would  be  to  remove  some  of 
the  lights,  so  as  to  avoid  running  around  some 
shoals  which  are  in  the  way  of  the  channel  as  at 
present  used.  From  Prescott  to  the  Galops,  alxmt 
17  miles,  with  the  exception  of  3  miles  of  a  north 
channel  that  will  require  to  be  provided,  there  is 
ample  water  for  vessels  drawing  18  feet.  The  new 
channel  in  the  Galops  will  at  present  afford  passage 
to  vessels  drawing  14  feet,  and  there  is  no  engi¬ 
neering  reason  that  I  know  of  to  prevent  its  being 
increased  to  18  feet.  From  the  Galops,  through 
the  Rapide  Plat,  to  the  head  of  the  Cornwall 
Canal  there  can  be  no  difficulty  in  getting  18  feet 
for  vessels  descending  the  river.  I  admit  that  fur¬ 
ther  deepening  would  be  required  for  vessels  going 
up.  What  wrould  be  required  to  be  removed  in 
these  reaches  are  some  small  shoals  here  and  there 
of  no  very  great  size  and  not  likely  to  cost  any 
very  large  amount  of  money.  From  Cornwall  to 
•Coteau,  314  miles,  there  is  nowhere  less  than  20 
feet  of  water,  and  in  some  places,  at  all  events  for 
a  long  stretch,  80  feet  of  a  channel.  I  admit 
that  vessels  have  occasionally  gone  ashore  at 
Lake  St.  Francis,  and  between  Cornwall  and  the 
Lancaster  lights,  but,  except  in  the  case  of  a  short 
distance  near  the  Lancaster  lights,  which  could  be 
deepened  at  very  small  cost,  there  is  a  channel 
nearly  1,200  feet  wide  and  from  20  to  80  feet  deep 
all  the  way  to  Coteau  du  Lac.  The  Soulanges 
Canal  will  afford  the  necessary  water,  if  so  built, 
from  that  point  to  Lake  St.  Louis.  Lake  St. 
Louis,  I  have  reason  to  believe  from  the  state¬ 
ments  of  the  engineers,  can  be  improved  at  two  or 
three  points  so  as  to  give  the  necessary  depth  of 
20  feet.  Thus  I  have  gone  over  that  portion  of 
the  river  between  Kingston  and  Montreal,  and  I 
think  that  the  number  of  points  to  be  improved 
are  so  few  and  the  quantity  of  rock  or  other 
obstructions  to  be  removed  is  so  small  in  compar¬ 
ison  with  the  great  advantage  that  it  would  be  to 
this  country  to  afford  passage  to  vessels  drawing 
this  amount  of  water,  that  I  think  we  are  sustain¬ 


ed  in  asking  the  House  to  carry  this  resolution  of 
my  hon.  friend  from  Toronto  (Mr.  Denison).  No 
one,  I  think,  who  has  paid  any  attention  to  the 
commercial  interests  of  this  country,  who  has 
paid  any  attention  to  the  difficulties  which 
have  been  and  are  now  in  the  way  of  the  marine  of 
this  country,  in  the  transport  of  grain  from  the 
west  to  the  seaboard,  but  will  admit  that  there 
are  other  difficidties  in  the  way  beside  the  natural 
difficulties,  that  the  only  difficulties  placed  in  the 
way  of  the  marine  of  this  country  have  not  been  the 
rocks  and  the  shoals  and  the  shallows  which  exist 
in  the  river,  but  that  a  great  deal  of  the  difficulty 
is  due  to  the  want  of  knowledge  or  the  want  of 
attention,  the  want  of  study  and  of  proper  exami¬ 
nation  made  previous  to  the  construction  of  our 
great  canals.  I  have  on  the  floor  of  this  House, 
three  or  four  years  ago,  shown  in  great  part  where 
and  why  these  difficulties  have  arisen.  The  marine 
of  this  country  require  to  have  the  trade  of  the 
country  facilitated  in  every  manner  possible.  The 
works  designed  to  overcome  natural  obstructions 
ought  to  be  constructed  in  such  a  way  as  to  pro¬ 
mote,  not  to  hinder,  the  navigation  of  our  canals. 
Take  at  present  the  capacity  of  the  locks  in  our 
canals.  A  tug  with  two  or  three  barges,  such  as 
the  Condor ,  would  be  unable  to  get  through 
except  with  two  or  three  lockages.  The  tug 
and  these  barges  could  not  be  accommodated 
in  one  lock.  In  a  little  while,  should  the 
canals  be  enlarged,  or  when  these  canals  are 
enlarged  and  deepened,  as  is  proposed  under  the 
present  plan,  to  14  feet,  the  trade  of  this  country 
will  be  hindered  in  getting  to  the  seaboard  from 
Kingston.  When  they  reach  the  canals,  they  will 
have  5  or  6  or  more  barges  of  at  least  the  capacity 
of  the  Condor ,  which  will  then  be  one  of  the  smaller 
vessels,  and,  instead  of  passing  through  a  canal 
like  the  Cornwall  Canal,  in  4  hours,  they  will  take 
from  12  to  20  hours,  and,  instead  of  the  tug  having 
only  one  lockage,  she  will  have  five  or  six  .  or 
eight  lockages,  according  to  the  number  of  barges 
she  has  in  tow.  I  know  it  may  be  objected  that 
these  great  cargoes  of  grain  will  be  brought  from 
the  west  in  propellers.  I  do  not  for  a  momeiit  credit 
that  anything  of  the  kind  will  be  done.  It  will  be 
found  that  these  vessels  cannot  do  the  work  as 
cheaply  or  as  efficiently  as  it  can  be  done  by  barges, 
and  when  the  trade  find  that  it  will  require  such  a 
length  of  time  to  get  through  the  canal,  that  it  will 
be  such  a  hindrance  to  them  and  will  increase  so 
much  the  cost  of  transportation,  they  will  cry  loudly 
to  have  the  locks  increased  to  the  proper  dimensions. 
We  have  before  us  an  example  that  ought  to 
influence  us  very  strongly.  We  have  before  us,  as 
has  been  shown  by  the  hon.  member  for  Toronto 
(Mr.  Denison),  the  state  of  the  Sault  Canal,  which 
was  first  of  a  depth  of  12  feet,  then  enlarged  to 
16  feet,  then  to  18  feet  and  now  to  20  feet,  and  we 
have  in  connection  with  that  a  lock  that  will 
almost  pass  a  fleet  through  at  one  time.  Now  we 
require  on  the  St.  Lawrence  Canals  and  on  the 
Welland  Canal,  perhaps  not  quite  so  large  locks  as 
those  on  the  Sault  Canal,  but  locks  not  less  than 
600  feet  in  length  and  from  67  to  70  feet  in  width, 
so  as  to  allow  a  tug  with  her  consorts  to  pass 
through  in  a  reasonable  time;  and,  when  I  add 
that  in  the  Welland  Canal  and  in  the  Cornwall 
Canal,  the  gates  are  closed  and  the  water  let  into 
the  locks  in  the  same  old-fashioned  way  of  years 
ago,  that  men  are  seen  there  with  their  breasts 
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and  their  arms  on  a  bar,  walking  round  and  round 
until  they  are  giddy,  and  working  in  the  old 
capstan  and  bar  style,  I  think  we  may  fairly  ask 
the  Government  to  abandon  che  old  system  and  adopt 
a  method  of  emptying  and  filling  the  locks  which 
will  occupy  a  very  short  time  in  comparison  with 
this  antiquated  mode.  The  lock  on  the  Sault 
is  opened,  filled  and  emptied  in  an  almost 
incredibly  short  space  of  time,  considering  the  size 
of  the  work  and  the  magnitude  of  the  lock  ;  and 
so  it  will  be,  I  understand,  upon  our  own  “  Soo  ” 
Canal.  Then,  again,  in  addition  to  the  hindrance 
that  is  experienced  in  the  length  of  time  that  is 
consumed,  we  have  also  this  further  fact,  that 
there  are  other  causes  of  delay.  Take  the  canal 
at  Cornwall.  A  great  deal  of  time  is  consumed, 
and  a  great  many  accidents  have  happened,  for 
want  of  proper  light.  On  all  other  canals,  I  under¬ 
stand,  we  have  the  electric  light.  After  the  new 
locks  were  constructed  at  the  foot  of  the  Cornwall 
Canal,  vessels  ran  upon  the  pier  at  the  entrance  to 
the  lock  because  there  was  nothing  to  show  to  the 
marine  of  this  country  that  there  was  a  safe  and 
proper  channel  on  the  north  side  of  the  St.  Regis 
and  Cornwall  Island.  When  that  is  properly 
beaconed  and  buoyed,  as  it  ought  to  be,  a  deep  and 
safe  channel  of  20  feet,  leading  directly  into 
the  lock  at  the  mouth  of  the  canal,  will  be  obtained, 
and  no  accident  of  that  kind  would  be  likely  there¬ 
after  to  occur.  Then,  again,  if  an  accident  did 
happen  in  the  canal,  it  could  be  remedied  in  a  short 
time,  for  information  could  be  given  to  the  proper 
officer.  Now,  it  is  very  often  necessary  to  send  a 
man  twelve  miles  on  horseback,  or  by  carriage,  from 
the  head  to  the  foot  of  the  canal  where  the 
superintendent  or  proper  officer  may  happen  to  be. 
A  telephone  line  costing  a  few  hundred  dollars 
would  avoid  all  that  difficulty.  The  locks  that 
have  been  constructed  on  the  Cornwall  Canal  dur¬ 
ing  the  past  two  or  three  years  are  of  the  size 
which  I  have  just  described,  and  do  not  afford, 
I  maintain,  proper  facilities  to  trade,  but  on  the 
contrary  are  actually  a  hindrance,  and  will  be  a 
still  greater  hindrance  when  they  come  to  use 
these  large  vessels.  Now,  in  connection  with  the 
time  lost  in  opening  and  closing  these  canals,  it 
should  be  mentioned  that  the  cost  of  the  mainten¬ 
ance  of  these  locks  might  well  be  considered.  At 
present  there  is  a  staff’  of  six  men  at  each  lock, 
whereas  if  the  gates  were  opened  and  shut  by 
hydraulic  power,  one  man,  under  ordinary  cir¬ 
cumstances,  would  be  sufficient  ;  and  there  is  no 
canal  where  such  power  could  be  more  advan¬ 
tageously  employed  than  the  Cornwall  Canal,  for 
there  is  a  sufficient  fall  from  the  banks  to  the  river 
to  enable  this  to  be  done.  Under  those  circum¬ 
stances  the  cost  of  maintenance  would  be  reduced  to 
a  minimum  instead  of  being,  as  it  is  now,  the  large 
sum  that  is  required'  for  the  opening  and  the 
closing  of  the  gates.  Now,  not  the  least  of  the 
benefits  to  be  conferred  upon  this  country  by  giving 
to  it  a  canal  of  20  feet,  is  that  upon  which 
the  member  for  Toronto  touched  a  few  minutes 
ago.  I  refer  to  the  growth  of  inter-provincial 
trade,  without  which  this  country  can  never  be 
cemented  into  the  great  nation  which  we  wish 
it  to  become.  It  seems  to  me  this  great  diffi¬ 
culty  would  be  largely  removed  by  our  sending 
our  products  to  the  provinces  down  by  the  sea,  and 
by  bringing  their  products  back  here  and  carrying 
them  to  the  North-West.  When  we  shall  have 
Mr.  Bergin. 


established  a  proper  inter-provincial  trade,  which 
this  project  will  tend  to  establish,  when  we  know 
our  brethren  down  by  the  sea  more  intimately,  as 
our  greater  business  connections  will  make"  us 
know  them,  and  as  they  come  to  know  us  better,  I 
think  that  the  spirit  of  nationality  for  which  we 
all  pray,  and  without  which  this  country  can  never 
expect  to  become  a  great  nation,  will  be  fostered 
and  strengthened  in  such  a  way  that  we  shall  no 
more  hear  men  talking  of  “  our  province,”  of  “  my 
province,”  but  they  will  speak  of  Canada  as  a 
whole,  and  we  shall  be  known  abroad,  not  as 
North- Westerners,  not  as  Prince  Edward  Islanders,, 
not  as  New  Brunswickers  or  Nova  Scotians,  but 
we  shall  be  known  as  Canadians  only.  This  motive, 
if  there  were  no  other,  ought  to  induce  the 
Government  to  send  the  best  men  they  can  find, 
not  only  in  Canada,  but  in  England  and  the 
United  States,  to  see  whether  this  scheme  is 
feasible,  to  ascertain  whether  it  is  true  that  the 
engineering  difficulties  are  so  tremendous  that 
we  cannot  overcome  them.  I  think  the  Cana¬ 
dians,  as  a  people,  are  quite  able  to  hold  their 
own  with  any  other  people  in  the  world  ;  I  think 
we  are  as  capable  of  performing  great  engineering 
works  as  Americans  or  Englishmen.  But  there 
always  has  been,  and  there  always  will  be,  I  fear, 
a  set  of  men  who  have  no  faith  in  their  own  people 
or  in  their  own  country  ;  and  if  Canada  is  suffering 
to-day  because  of  unskilled  engineering,  it  is 
because  the  commissioners  who  were  appointed  to 
build  these  canals  had  no  faith  in  Canada,  and 
they  sent  to  the  United  States  for  men  because 
they  thought  the  engineers  of  that  country  had 
greater  skill  and  would  be  better  able  to  construct 
our  canals  than  the  engineers  of  our  own  country. 
But  time  has  brought  its  revenge.  True,  they  are 
not  alive  to  know  it,  but  the  two  able  men  who 
planned  these  canals,  who  prepared,  at  the  instance 
of  the  Government,  plans  and  specifications,  and 
location  also,  for  these  canals,  were  they  alive 
to-day,  would  find  that  time  had  vindicated  them, 
that  time  had  shown  that  the  American  talent  that 
was  employed  was  unequal  to  the  occasion,  and 
that  events  had  proven  to  the  world  that  the 
ability,  and  the  skill,  and  the  genius  of  these  two 
despised  Canadians  were  of  a  nature  to  throw 
entirely  into  the  shade  the  abilities  of  the  American 
engineers  who  were  employed,  and  to-day  Canada 
has  to  mourn  many,  many  millions  wasted  in  the 
construction  of  these  canals. 

Mr.  REID.  I  must  take  issue  with  the  lion, 
member  for  West  Toronto  (Mr.  Denison)  and 
the  hon.  member  for  Cornwall  (Mr.  Bergin). 
Neither  of  these  hon.  gentlemen  have  carefully 
traced  the  route  from  Prescott  to  Montreal  and 
return.  The  hon.  member  for  Cornwall  tells  us 
that  he  has  consulted  engineers  on  this  matter,  and 
they  say  that  there  are  no  difficulties  between 
Prescott  and  Montreal  that  cannot  be  overcome. 
Now,  I  think  if  he  had  consulted  the  mariners, 
those  who  are  using  the  rivers,  he  would  have 
found  that  there  are  a  great  many  difficulties. 
The  hon.  gentleman  says  that  after  leaving  Pres¬ 
cott,  and  before  coming  to  the  Galops  Rapids, 
about  three  miles  of  rock  excavation  would  have 
to  be  done.  Now,  Sir,  that  three  miles  of  excava¬ 
tion  is  solid  rock,  and  judging  from  the  cost  of 
rock  excavation  elsewhere,  it  would  require  an 
enormous  amount  of  money  to  make  it.  Then  the 
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lion,  gentleman  says  there  is  a  channel  of  14 
feet  draught  in  the  Galops  Rapids,  which,  by 
a  little  more  expenditure,  can  be  made  navigable. 
If  the  engineer  who  gave  the  hon.  gentleman  this 
information  would  study  the  matter  thoroughly,  he 
will  express  the  opinion  that  the  channel  to  which 
he  refers,  even  if  deepened,  is  no  good,  and  that 
the  construction  of  a  proper  channel  there 
would  cost  an  enormous  sum.  When  we  come 
to  the  Cornwall  Canal  we  have  12  miles  to 
be  deepened  from  14  to  20  feet.  The  cost  of  that 
work  would  be  very  great.  At  several  points  in 
the  different  locks  between  Cornwall  and  Montreal 
miles  and  miles  of  rock  excavation  will  be  required, 
and  I  have  been  informed  by  one  of  the  leading 
forwarders  that  the  greater  part  will  be  rock  excav¬ 
ations.  Coming  west  from  Montreal  we  have  first 
the  Lachine  Canal.  Then  there  is  the  Soulanges 
Canal,  the  whole  length  of  which  has  to  be  excavated. 
After  passing  Cornwall  we  come  to  the  Farran’s 
Point  Canal,  one  mile  long,  which  would  require  to 
be  enlarged.  Then  we  have  the  Williamsburg 
Canal,  4  miles,  and  next  7  miles  of  Galops  Rapids 
Canal.  The  cost  of  these  enlargements  will  be  very 
large.  Not  only  so,  but  between  Cornwall  and 
Prescott  there  are  a  great  many  points  where 
excavations  will  have  to  be  made.  But  apartfrom 
all  this,  I  claim  that  a  cargo  of  grain  loaded  in 
Chicago  for  Montreal  requires  to  be  discharged  or 
handled  in  order  to  preserve  it.  I  believe  thedistance 
is  so  great  that  the  grain  is  liable  to  “  heat,”  and 
the  slight  cost  of  handling  it  in  that  way  is  so 
beneficial  to  the  grain  that  it  is  much  better  to 
have  it  put  into  barges  at  Kingston.  I  think  that 
if  the  locks  in  the  canal  were  made  600  feet  long, 
that  would  be  of  great  assistance,  for  the  reason 
that  the  barges  and  steamers  passing  both  ways  are 
delayed  for  the  lack  of  increased  locking  accom¬ 
modation.  Time  is  of  great  importance  to  for¬ 
warders,  and  were  the  locks  larger,  the  fact  that 
we  would  then  be  able  to  lock  through  a  whole 
tow,  or  two  or  three  barges  at  a  time  would  be  of 
great  importance.  If  the  locks  on  the  Welland 
Canal  had  been  built  600  feet  long,  and  those  on 
the  St.  Lawrence  Canals  600  feet  long  with  a  depth 
of  14  feet,  it  would  still  be  found  advantageous  for 
vessels  to  discharge  a  part  of  their  cargoes  at  King¬ 
ston  and  to  steam  down  the  river  with  14  feet 
draught.  I  hold  that  it  would  be  almost  impos¬ 
sible  for  a  large  vessel,  say  600  feet  long  drawing  20 
feet  of  water,  to  come  up  the  St.  Lawrence 
between  the  different  ends  of  the  canal,  on  account 
of  the  swift  current.  Vessels  of  the  length  of  500 
or  600  feet  could  hardly  come  up  the  river.  Under 
these  circumstances,  it  would  be  found  necessary 
to  construct  one  long  canal.  Again,  the  St.  Law¬ 
rence  canals  are  constructed  along  the  banks  of  the 
river,  and  they  are  so  crooked  that  large  vessels 
could  scarcely  pass  through  them.  I,  therefore, 
think  the  expenditure  involved  would  be  so  large 
as  compared  with  the  benefits  which  would  result, 
that  I  do  not  feel  justified  in  voting  for  the  motion 
proposed  by  the  hon.  member  for  West  Toronto 
(Mr.  Denison). 

Mr.  MACDONELL.  Itstrikesme  that  the  way  to 
look  at  this  question  is  in  a  practical  common-sense 
light.  I  do  not  think  the  hon.  gentleman  who  spoke 
first  on  this  subject  would  for  a  moment  dispute  the 
fact  that  the  expenditure  would  be  large,  to  carry 
out  the  improvements  advocated  by  him  before  the 


House  to-day.  But  when  you  look  at  the  system 
of  canals  in  the  Dominion  of  Canada,  and  trace 
them  from  the  time  they  were  proposed  until  the 
time  they  were  enlarged,  you  find  that  the  sole 
argument  recognized  by  the  Government  was  the 
exigency  of  trade  requirements,  which  needed  that 
the  canal  system  of  the  Dominion  should  be  en¬ 
larged  in  order  to  give  facilities  for  larger  vessels. 
No  one  will  dispute  the  fact  that  the  enlargement 
of  the  canals  would  be  of  immense  advantage  not 
only  to  the  marine  section  of  the  Dominion,  but  to 
the  people  at  large.  The  fact  that  the  Govern¬ 
ment  recognized  the  necessity  of  enlarging  the 
canals  is  obvious  from  the  canal  now  in  construc¬ 
tion  at  the  Sault,  a  canal  whose  locks  will  be  900 
feet  long  and  over  60  feet  wide,  thereby  emphasiz¬ 
ing  the  fact  that  it  is  clearly  in  the  interest  of 
the  carrying  trade  that  the  locks  should  be 
increased  in  size.  There  may  be  a  difference  of 
opinion  as  to  the  expenditure  involved  in  carrying 
out  this  work.  I  do  not  think  my  hon.  friend  who 
advocates  the  prosecution  of  this  work  would  say 
for  a  moment  that  such  a  gigantic  undertaking 
should  be  completed  at  once.  I  believe  it  can  be 
done  in  sections  ;  as  money  comes  in,  and  as 
money  can  easily  be  borrowed  by  the  Government, 
certain  portions  of  the  work  can  be  prosecuted. 
There  is  a  canal  now  projected  on  the  St.  Lawrence 
not  many  miles  away  from  here.  If  it  is  not  pos¬ 
sible  to  deepen  that  canal  to  a  depth  of  19  feet, 
such  as  the  depth  of  the  Sault  Canal,  could  not  at 
least  this  be  done — to  have  the  locks  of  that  canal 
deepened  to  19  feet  and  the  rest  of  the  canal  made 
uniform  with  the  other  canals  of  the  Dominion  ? 
No  one  for  a  moment  will  dispute  the  fact,  that 
it  is  economical  to  spend  the  amount  of  money 
necesary  to  carry  out  this  undertaking.  For 
instance,  the  locks  in  the  old  canal  to-day  are 
270  feet  long,  42  feet  wide  and  14  feet  deep, 
and  allows  a  vessel  to  go  through  carrying  2,000 
tons.  If  we  secure  19  feet  of  excavation,  which 
I  believe  will  give  20  feet  on  the  mitre  sill,  we 
allow  a  vessel  to  pass  through  carrying  5,000  tons. 
The  cost  of  carriage  is  much  less  in  proportion 
than  the  cost  of  building  the  vessel  and  of 
deepening  the  canal.  I  am  told  on  good  authority 
that  the  Americans  have  spent  on  their  system  of 
waterways,  from  the  Detroit  River  to  the  head  of 
navigation,  about  $30,000,000;  but  if  they  have  done 
so,  it  has  saved  to  the  country  at  least  $150,000,000. 
So  if  the  work  proposed  by  the  hon.  gentleman  for 
Toronto  (Mr.  Denison)  was  prosecuted  slowly  and 
gradually,  and  if  it  did  cost  $80,000,000,  the 
country  generally  would  be  recouped  at  least 
double  that  amount.  With  respect  to  the  improve¬ 
ment  of  the  navigation  of  the  St.  Lawrence,  I  find 
that  the  engineer  quoted  by  the  hon.  member  for 
Toronto  (Mr.  Denison) — Mr.  Corthell  declares  that 
the  St.  Lawrence  waterway,  outside  the  canals, 
could  be  improved,  provided  the  canals  were  16 
feet  in  depth,  to  allow  vessels  of  that  draft  to  pass 
through,  for  about  $27,000,000.  I,  therefore,  think 
the  improvement  of  the  St.  Lawrence  cannot  be 
considered  as  an  insuperable  difficulty  by  any 
means.  I  do  not  think  anyone  disputes  the  fact 
that  prosperity  in  the  west  is  very  largely  owing 
to  the  size  of  the  Sault  Canal,  through  which 
vessels  of  very  large  tonnage  can  pass. 
For  instance,  I  find  that  during  last  year  there 
passed  through  the  Sault  Canal  about  2,500,000  tons 
of  coal,  3,780,000  barrels  of  flour,  39,000,000 


151 


[COMMONS]  • 


152 


bushels  of  wheat,  over  21,000,000  bushels  of  grain, 
70,000  tons  of  pig  iron,  235,000  tons  of  salt,  70,000 
tons  of  copper,  and  3,560,000  tons  of  iron  ore. 
With  the  small  canal  which  was  at  their  disposal 
previous  to  the  construction  of  the  new  canal,  they 
could  not  in  three  years  have  forwarded  the  im¬ 
mense  quantity  of  traffic  that  went  through  the 
Sault  Canal  last  year.  It  is  now  found,  however, 
that  the  traffic  is  so  great  on  the  upper  lakes 
that  they  are  obliged  to  construct  another  canal, 
to  provide  for  the  immense  and  growing  trade  up 
and  down  between  Lake  Huron  and  Lake  Superior, 
Sir,  I  have  very  much  pleasure  in  supporting  the 
motion  of  the  hon.  memberforToronto  (Mr.  Denison), 
and  I  trust  that  in  the  near  future  we  may  see 
something  done  by  which  the  wants  of  the  carrying 
trade  of  this  country  may  be  met  by  the  Govern¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  DAVIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  permit  me,  as  a 
member  from  a  North-West  constituency,  to  give 
my  support  to  the  motion  of  my  hon.  friend  from 
West  Toronto  (Mr.  Denison).  I  am,  Sir,  as  much 
opposed  as  any  member  in  the  House  to  adding  to 
our  debt,  and  there  can  be  no  doubt  whatever 
that  this  is  a  big  job,  and  that  the  proposal  of  my 
hon.  and  gallant  friend  cannot  be  carried  out  with¬ 
out  adding  seriously  to  the  debt  of  Canada.  But, 
Sir,  we  know  this  also  :  that  the  most  economical 
thing  a  country,  or  a  firm,  or  a  man  can  do,  is  to 
incur  an  obligation,  if  the  incurring  of  that  obli¬ 
gation  is  of  a  fruitful  character  and  redounds,  to 
his  or  to  their  income.  The  proposal  of  my  hon. 
friend  is  a  proposal  to  make  our  canal  system  more 
useful  and  more  fruitful  than  it  is  at  present.  His 
first  proposal,  as  I  understand,  is  that  in  building 
any  new  canal  such  as  this  proposed  Soulanges 
Canal - 

Mr.  BERGERON.  Which  is  not  built  yet. 

Mr.  DAVIN — which  is  not  built  yet.  My  hon. 
friend’s  proposal  is  that  in  building  any  new  canal 
you  should  build  it  to  the  capacity  that  would  look 
to  a  canal  system  capable  of  accommodating  vessels 
of  far  larger  draught  than  our  canal  system  can 
at  present  accommodate.  The  day  must  come 
when  our  canals  built  at  present  will  need  to  be 
repaired — we  know  that  the  repairing  of  a  canal 
is  a  very  costly  undertaking— and  when  that  day 
comes  it  would  be  just  as  well  to  build  new  canals. 
The  United  States  engineer  who  has  written  the 
pamphlet  which  has  already  been  referred  to,  cal¬ 
culates  that  the  cost  of  deepening  the  canal  system 
of  Canada  to  20  feet  would  be  from  $62,000,000  to 
$67,000,000.  That  certainly  is  a  large  sum,  but  it 
need  not  be  necessarily  expended  at  once.  Look, 
however,  at  what  would  be  the  advantage  to  that 
great  country  of  the  North- West,  which  the  people 
of  Canada  are  beginning  more  and  more  to  see  is 
the  future  greater  Canada  ;  look  what  advantage 
a  canal  system  would  be  that  would  enable  a  ship 
to  be  freighted  at  Port  Arthur  or  Fort  William  and 
to  go  right  through  the  canals  and  waterways  to  the 
ocean  and  to  the  great  market  of  Liverpool.  It 
could  not  make  less  than  3  cents  difference  on 
the  cost  of  a  bushel  of  grain,  and  that,  with  the 
20,000,000  bushels  of  grain  we  have  at  the  present 
minute  to  export  would  put  a  very  large  amount 
indeed  in  the  pockets  of  the  North-West  farmers. 
As  my  hon.  friend  who  proposed  this  motion  said, 
the  day  is  at  hand  when  instead  of  20,000,000 
Mr.  Maodonell. 


bushels  we  shall  be  exporting  from  the  North- 
West  300,000,000  bushels  or  400,000,000  bushels. 

Mr.  LANGELIER.  Tupper  said  600,000,000 
bushels. 

Mr.  DAVIN.  M  non.  friend  says  that  Tupper 
said  600,000,000  bushels,  and  I  repeat  that  the  day 
will  come  when  600,000,000  bushels  will  beexported 
from  the  North-West. 

Mr.  CHOQUETTE.  Say  800,000,000  bushels. 

Mr.  DAVIN.  My  hon.  friend  asked  me  to  say 
800,000,000,  and  he  smiles  a  smile  of  derision.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  think  that  my  friends  of  the  Opposition 
have  received  a  severe  lesson  in  hopefulness.  I 
think  that  recent  events  might  have  scared  away 
all  their  pessimism  and  left  them  wiser  and  more 
hopeful,  though  sadder  men.  Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
proposal,  therefore,  of  my  hon.  friend  from  Toronto 
(Mr.  Denison)  is  one  looking  to  the  future,  and  we 
‘cannot  have  too  large  or  too  extensive  views  of  the 
future  of  this  country.  I  remember  nearly  nineteen 
years  ago,  being  shown  around  these  buildings  by 
a  man  who  then  held  a  very  prominent  position  in 
Canada,  and  I  said,  after  I  had  looked  at  the  three 
great  structures  that  make  up  our  Governmental  and 
Parliamentary  buildings  :  The  man  who  built  these 
was  on  imperial  thoughts  intent,  but  he  said 
to  me  :  What  a  waste  of  money  ?  They  are 
altogether  too  costly  and  too  large  for  Canada. 
I  was  astonished,  and  this  House  would  be 
astonished,  if  I  told  who  it  was  that  made 
that  remark.  It  so  happens  that  the  buildings  are 
not  large  enough  to-day,  and  if  the  right  hon. 
gentleman,  the  great  man  who  built  them,  had 
been  allowed  his  way,  as  he  himself  often  told 
me,  instead  of  having  the  grounds  we  now  have 
we  would  have  had  far  more  extensive  grounds, 
which  could  have  been  got  for  a  mere  song  at  the 
time.  Now,  Sir,  in  the  same  way  it  may  strike  a 
man  who  looks  at  our  present  position,  as  a  very 
serious  thing  to  contemplate  an  expenditure  of 
$67,000,000.  I  would  go  even  further  than  that, 
because  I  want  to  be  perfectly  fair,  and  state  that 
I  believe  $67,000,000  would  not  complete  this 
work,  because  after  you  had  deepened  these  canals, 
I  expect  that  the  harbours  on  the  lake  shores  would 
have  to  be  deepened  also,  and  that  probably  it 
would  make  a  good  hole  in  $100,000,000.  But,  Sir, 
I  say  that  there  is  before  us  in  the  future  an 
amount  of  commercial  activity,  an  amount  of 
wealth  to  be  sent  to  buyers  in  foreign  markets, 
that  would  entirely  justify  a  large  expenditure. 
Anyway,  we  ought  not  to  abandon  the  idea  of 
enlarging  our  canals  ;  and  if  my  hon.  friend  from 
Grenville,  (Mr.  Reid)  should  prove  to  be  just  in 
his  estimate  of  certain  difficulties  to  be  met,  even 
then  I  should  support  the  motion  of  my  hon.  friend. 
But  I  hope  that  the  hon.  Minister  of  Railways  and 
Canals  will  get  the  opinion  of  an  expert  in  regard  to 
those  difficulties.  We  have  blown  away  a  great 
deal  of  rock  in  the  construction  of  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway.  The  history  of  that  railway  is 
instructive  by  way  of  illustration.  W e  all  remember 
the  lions  in  its  path.  We  had  some  of  the  best 
engineers  in  Canada  stating  that  it  could  never 
be  made  to  pay.  We  had  some  leading  politicians 
stating  that  it  could  not  be  constructed,  and  that  it 
could  not  be  run  on  a  paying  basis.  We  had  it 
stated  on  very  high  authority  that  it  could  not  be 
built  within  the  time.  It  was  built  some  years 
before  the  time,  and  to-day  we  have  that  line  pay- 
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ing  a  large  dividend  in  the  very  year  that  it  was 
to  have  been  completed.  Now,  just  as  those  who 
co;ild  not  take  a  hopeful  view  of  Canada’s  future 
were  wrong  ten,  twenty  years  ago  in  regard  to  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  in  the  same  way  those 
who  are  doubtful  of  what  the  needs  of  Canada  and 
the  North-West  would  be  in  regard  to  our  canal  sys¬ 
tem  in  the  near  future,  will  be  proved  not  to  have 
been  just  or  statesmanlike  in  their  views,  and  that 
not  many  years  hence.  Of  course,  the  immediate 
and  practical  proposition  of  my  hon.  friend  is  that 
any  new  canal  that  would  make  one  link  in  our 
system  of  canals  should  be  built  deep  enough  and 
with  capacity  enough  to  meet  the  demands  of 
large  and  just  and  prudent  hopes  as  to  what  this 
country  is  to  be. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  wish  to  say  a 
few  words  in  reference  to  the  interesting  discussion 
raised  by  the  resolution  of  my  hon.  friend  from 
Toronto.  My  hon.  friend  has  not  painted  in  too 
glowing  colours,  but  rather  the  reverse,  the  great 
benefits  resulting  from  the  waterways  which  we 
have  at  present  and  from  those  which  have  been 
constructed  by  the  United  States,  along  the  line 
of  the  St.  Lawrence  navigation.  He  states  that  the 
Mississippi  represents  an  actual  cash  value  to  the 
people  of  the  United  States  of  from  $50,000,000 
to  $100,000,000  a  year,  which  I  believe  is 
not  an  overstatement  of  the  case.  The  statisti¬ 
cians  of  the  United  States  state  that  the  benefit 
accruing  to  the  United  States  alone  from  the  lake 
navigation  amounts  to  the  sum  of  $119,000,000; 
and  they  estimate  that  the  full  value  to  this  country 
of  the  waterway  navigation  along  our  great  lakes 
ought  to  be  at  least  $200,000,000.  My  hon.  friend 
has  described  to  you  the  immense  benefit  to  this 
country  of  the  construction  of  the  Sault  Ste.  Marie 
Canal,  and  the  immense  extent  of  tonnage  which 
passes  through  it,  exceeding  that  of  the  Suez  Canal. 
Some  of  the  figures  in  reference  to  that  trade  are 
really  extraordinary.  When  you  consider  that  the 
tonnage  which  annually  passes  Detroit  alone  exceeds 
that  which  leaves  all  the  seaports  of  the  United  States 
by  nearly  10,000,000  tons,  and  is  3,000,000  tons  in 
excess  of  the  immense  traffic  which  leaves  the  two 
principal  ports  of  the  greatest  maritime  country  in 
the  world,  Liverpool  and  London,  you  get  some 
idea  of  its  enormity,  and  this  does  not  include  the 
trade  which  passes  from  Lake  Superior  to  Michigan 
and  vice  versa.  But  if  we  look  further  into 
this  question,  what  we  need  particularly  to  con¬ 
sider  is  what  proportion  of  that  enormous  traffic 
moves  eastward.  If  you  examine  the  figures,  you 
will  find  that  of  every  22,000  tons  of  freight  which 
passes  Detroit,  only  about  7,000  arrive  at  Buffalo. 
The  central  point  of  the  great  consuming  portion  of 
the  United  States  is  moving  so  far  westward  that 
very  little  of  that  enormous  trade  comes  further 
eastward  than  the  great  lakes  themselves.  There 
is  another  thing  to  be  considered  when  it  is  argued 
that  it  is  necessary  for  this  country  to  increase  the 
length,  depth  and  breadth  of  our  canals.  That 
very  question  was  thoroughly  gone  into  by  a  com¬ 
mission  of  engineers  appointed  for  the  purpose  of 
enquiring  into  the  trade.  There  is  a  medium  be¬ 
tween  the  two  classes  of  vessels,  the  canal  boat  and 
the  ocean  steamer,  and  the  question  was 
gone  into  whether  if  would  be  cheaper  to 
enlarge  our  canals  to  such  an  extent  that  the  vessels 
which  crossed  the  ocean  could  beutilized  forcarrying 


freight  up  the  St.  Lawrence,  and  vice  versa  to  Liver¬ 
pool  and  London ;  and  the  unanimous  opinion  was 
that  it  was  far  cheaper  to  bring  down  the  produce 
of  the  west  in  canal  boats  of  a  certain  dimension  to 
Montreal,  owing  to  the  enormous  expense  and  the 
number  of  men  required  to  work  the  large  ocean 
ships.  The  conclusion  arrived  at  was  that  for  the 
removal  of  the  traffic  of  the  western  States  and 
our  own  western  country  to  the  seaboard,  a  canal 
of  16  feet  depth  would  be  sufficient,  and  that  if  a 
canal  of  larger  size  were  built,  to  enable  vessels  to 
carry  coal  westward  and  grain  eastward,  it  would 
not  be  used  by  the  larger  vessels.  In  any  case  the 
expenditure  would  be  enormous.  The  deepening 
of  the  Welland  Canal  alone  to  20  feet  would  re¬ 
quire  $35,000,000.  The  deepening  of  the  St.  Law¬ 
rence  Canals  to  20  feet  would  require  $27,000,000, 
and  that  is  over  and  above  the  amount  required  to 
deepen  these  canals  to  14  feet,  which  will  be  $15,- 
000,000.  In  addition  to  that  there  would  be  required 
the  deepening  of  the  River  St.  Lawrence  in  long 
reaches.  The  hon.  member  for  Cornwall  (Mr. 
Bergin)  said  the  expenditure  on  these  reaches  would 
be  trivial,  but  the  deepening  required  in  Lake  St. 
Louis  alone,  from  the  terminus  of  the  Beau- 
harnois  Canal  to  the  Lachine  Canal,  for  14  feet  navi¬ 
gation  will  require  an  expenditure  of  nearly  $1,000,- 
000.  What  would  it  amount  to  if  we  had  to  deepen 
it  6  feet  more  ?  There  are  numerous,  other  places 
‘along  the  St.  Lawrence  where  the  channels  would 
also  require  to  be  deepened,  so  that  the  actual 
expenditure  on  the  canals  would  amount  to  about 
$77,000,000  to  increase  the  depth  to  20  feet,  in 
addition  to  what  would  be  required  to  deepen 
certain  portions  of  the  St.  Lawrence.  And,  if  this 
were  done,  what  would  be  the  use  of  a  depth  of  20 
feet  of  navigation  ?  There  is  not  a  port  from  Port 
Arthur  down  to  Montreal  that  a  vessel  drawing  20 
feet  of  water  could  go  into.  We  would  have  to 
deepen  all  the  ports  along  Lake  Erie  and  Lake 
Ontario,  and  though  there  might  perhaps  be  some 
places  in  the  centre  of  the  St.  Lawrence  from 
Wolfe  Island  to  Kingston  where  that  depth  would 
be  found,  it  would  be  impossible  for  the  vessels 
there  to  get  to  their  wharves.  This  is,  no  doubt,  a 
matter  of  great  interest  when  you  consider  the 
immense  trade  which  is  interested  on  the  upper 
lakes,  but  you  must  consider  whether  this  is 
required  at  all,  or,  if  the  additional  depth  were 
given,  whether  the  canals  would  be  used  by  a 
larger  fleet  than  those  which  draw  14  feet  of  water, 
270  feet  long  and  with  45  feet  breadth  of  beam.  I  do 
not  believe  it  would.  I  think  the  canals  as  now  con¬ 
structed  will  meet  the  needs  of  the  country  for  many 
years  to  come,  and  that  if  the  depth  contemplated  by 
the  hon.  gentleman  were  provided,  the  vessels  that 
navigate  the  ocean  and  come  to  Montreal  would 
never  be  used  to  bring  freight  from  Montreal  west¬ 
ward  or  from  Chicago  eastward  to  the  ocean.  The 
hon.  member  for  Cornwall  complained  of  the  manner 
in  which  the  locks  were  built  on  the  Cornwall  Canal, 
and  of  the  old-fashioned  way  of  opening  and  shut¬ 
ting  them.  I  have  not  been  long  enough  in  my  depart¬ 
ment  to  have  very  much  experience  of  it,  but  I 
certainly  think  the  most  modern  means  ought  to 
be  used  for  the  purpose  of  opening  and  shutting 
these  locks.  I  had  a  conversation  with  the  engineers 
the  other  day,  I  think  it  was  on  the  subject  of  the 
Beauharnois  Canal  and  the  new  canals  that  are 
being  built,  and  I  am  seeing  that  the  most  modern 
appliances  shall  be  used  upon  them.  The  gates  are  to 
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be  opened  and  shut  by  water  power  and  electricity, 
and  will  be  lighted  also  by  electricity.  I  will 
make  all  the  investigation  I  can  in  regard  to  this 
subject  and  inform  the  hon.  gentleman  as  fully  as 
possible  of  the  expense  and  of  the  engineering 
difficulties  which  would  be  incurred,  but,  as  his 
resolution  asks  for  an  expenditure  of  nearly 
$100,000,000,  I  hope  he  will  be  satisfied  with  my 
explanations  and  will  withdraw  his  motion. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  I  am  sure  we  are  glad  to 
hear  that  the  Government  does  not  contemplate 
the  addition  of  $100,000,000  to  our  public  debt. 
Unquestionably  it  would  be  desirable  to  have  deep 
water  navigation  from  Montreal  to  Port  Arthur, 
but  there  are  many  desirable  things  which  are  not 
attainable,  and  I  am  afraid  this  is  one  of  the  unat¬ 
tainable  things  which  we  might  desire.  The  effect 
of  construction  of  these  works,  if  it  were  under¬ 
taken,  would  be  very  largely  to  advance  the  com¬ 
mercial  interests  of  another  country.  That  coun¬ 
try  is  now  proposing  to  construct  a  line  of  deep 
water  navigation  for  itself,  and  no  doubt,  whether 
this  scheme  were  carried  out  or  not,  their  project 
would  still  be  proceeded  with  whenever  they  might 
feel  inclined  to  do  so. 

I  should  not  have  risen  to  my  feet  but 
for  one  statement  of  the  hon.  Minister  of 
Railways  and  Canals.  I  was  struck  by  the 
unconscious  testimony  borne  by  that  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  to  the  enormous  advantages  resulting  to  the 
communities  on  the  two  sides  of  the  great  lakes 
from  inter-state  trade.  He  depicted  very  graphic¬ 
ally  the  enormous  volume  of  commerce  passing 
Detroit,  the  enormous  volume  of  tonnage  passing 
through  the  Sault  Ste.  Marie  Canal ;  he  informed  us 
that  the  great  bulk  of  that  trade  expended  its  force 
on  states,  communities  and  points  well  to  the  west, 
that  it  was  not  a  through  trade,  that  a  very  small 
proportion  of  that  trade  reached  Buffalo  or  passed 
to  the  east.  He  was,  in  fact,  making  a  statement 
to  the  House  which  set  forth  in  the  most  striking 
manner  the  fact  that  the  great  advantages  derived 
from  the  trade  of  the  lakes  are  not  advantages  in 
the  line  of  foreign  commerce  but  in  the  line  of  an 
interchange  of  productions  between  the  different 
states  of  the  American  Union,  a  point  which  has 
been  often  emphasized  on  this  side  of  the  House 
when  it  has  been  stated  that  we  stood  outside  of 
the  commercial  activity  of  44  states,  that  we  wrere 
not  permitted  fully  to  share  in  that  vast  volume  of 
commerce  on  the  great  lakes  which,  as  he  says, 
exceeds  the  whole  commerce  of  the  Suez  Canal  from 
the  countries  of  Europe,  Asia  and  Africa.  I  have 
stated  on  a  previous  occasion  that  the  inter-state 
trade  was  of  a  fabulous  amount ;  but,  while  our  total 
commerce  with  the  United  States  amounts  to  only 
$90,000,000,  while  our  exports  were  less  in  1891 
than  they  were  in  1866,  and  while  eighteen  of  the 
years  have  since  elapsed  our  exports  to  them  are  less 
now  than  they  were  during  the  last  year  of  the  Reci 
procity  Treaty,  yet  their  inter-state  trade  amounts 
to  thousands  of  millions  annually,  and  we  stand 
outside  of  that  mighty  tide  of  commercial  intercourse 
and  that  source  of  commercial  wealth.  There  is  no 
reason  why,  if  the  commercial  barriers  were 
stricken  down,  our  exports  to  the  United  States 
should  not  be  $100,000,000  or  $150,000,000  annu¬ 
ally,  instead  of  only  about  $40,000,000  as  was  the 
case  last  year.  I  hope  the  hon.  gentleman 
will  remember  his  own  statement  and  that  his 
colleagues  will  consider  it  and  will  begin  to  realize 
Mr.  Haggart. 


the  vast  importance  of  that  trade  which  the  Ameri¬ 
can  states  enjoy  with  each  other  and  which  we 
desire  to  enjoy  with  them  ;  that  they  will  realize 
that  if  um  estricted  commercial  intercourse  between 

i 

44  states  has  conferred  such  enormous  benefits 
upon  them,  and  that  in  propor-tion  to  the  extension 
of  the  theatre  for  the  operation  of  that  intercourse, 
the  blessings  derived  from  it  have  continued  to 
grow  greater  if,  instead  of  being  between  44  states, 
it  were  between  51  commonwealths,  that  is,  the 
44  states  with  our  seven  provinces  added,  we  would 
share  in  its  advantages  and  derive  untold  benefit 
from  admission  to  a  continental  sphere  of  free  com¬ 
mercial  intercourse.  I  do  not  know  what  success 
my  hon.  friends  had  at  Washington. 

Mr.  COCHRANE.  About  the  same  as  you  had 
in  the  constituencies. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  V ery  likely  we  shall  hear 
that  they  had  no  success  at  all,  but,  if  so,  it  was 
probably  because  they  wanted  to  drive  too  sharp 
a  bargain.  Whether  the  negotiations  are  still  pend¬ 
ing  or  not,  whether  we  are  to  have  an  opportunity 
of  sharing  in  any  of  the  great  benefits  depicted  by 
my  hon.  friend  the  Minister  of  Railways  and 
Canals  or  not,  I  do  not  know,  but  I  hope'  his  state¬ 
ment  w'ill  have  weight  with  the  Ministers  who  are 
to  go  to  Washington,  if  they  are  to  go  there  again. 

Mr.  DENISON.  After  the  remarks  of  the  Minis¬ 
ter  of  Railways  and  Canals,  and  looking  at  all  the 
facts,  I  will  ask  leave  of  the  House  to  withdraw' 
my  motion. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  Before  you  put  that 
motion,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  wish  to  say  that  I  do  not 
concur  in  the  declaration  of  the  motion  that  it  is 
expedient  to  do  these  things.  The  expediency 
depends  not  only  upon  the  amount  of  the  benefit 
that  the  country  w7ill  derive  from  deeper  canals, 
and  from  the  facilities  afforded  to  navigation,  but 
upon  the  actual  cost,  and  I  think,  Sir,  that  the 
cost  will  be  even  very  much  more  than  $100,- 
000,000.  Howrever  advantageous  it  might  be  to 
the  commerce  of  the  wrest  to  have  the  canals 
deepened,  I  think  this  country  cannot  afford  to 
make  so  large  an  expenditure,  at  all  events,  at  the 
present  time.  I  was  not  a  little  amused  at  the 
observations  addressed  to  the  House  by  one  of  the 
hon.  gentlemen  from  Assiniboia  (Mr.  Davin).  That 
hon.  gentleman  never  fails  to  tell  us  of  his  extra¬ 
ordinary  sagacity  and  foresight,  when  he  has  an 
opportunity  of  addressing  himself  to  the  House. 
The  hon.  gentleman  has  told  us  howr  he  has  predicted, 
and  how  he  foresaw,  all  the  great  improvements, 
and  the  necessity  for  them,  that  have  taken  place 
during  the  past  tw'enty  years.  He  says  an  hon. 
gentleman  occupying  a  high  position  told  him 
twenty  years  ago  that  these  buildings  w'ere  larger 
than  wrere  required,  and  the  expenditure  had 
been  very  much  greater  than  wars  absolutely 
necessary,  but  the  hon.  gentleman  in  that  case,  with 
that  sagacity  which  never  deserts  him,  told  that 
distinguished  statesman,  whoever  he  was,  that  the 
growth  of  the  country,  its  increasing  wrealth  and 
prosperity,  would  be  such  as  that  at  no  distant  day 
these  buildings  w'ould  be  too  small  for  the  require¬ 
ments  of  the  country  ;  and  the  hon.  gentleman 
points  to  the  present  condition  of  things  as  an 
evidence  of  his  sagacity.  He  tells  us  that  there 
will  be  within  a  very  short  time,  600,000,000 
bushels  of  wheat  to  come  from  the  North-West 
Territories  to  European  markets,  and  that  would 
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be,  I  suppose,  at  least  sixty  times  the  amount  that 
is  produced  at  the  present  time  for  the  purposes  of 
commerce.  Whether  the  North-West  Territories 
will  produce  at  an  early  day  600,000,000  bushels 
of  wheat  for  the  market,  besides  the  very  large 
amount  that  will  be  required  for  home  consump¬ 
tion,  will  depend,  I  suppose,  upon  whether  it  has, 
at  an  early  day,  sixty  times  its  present  population. 
But,  Sir,  there  is  another  consideration.  There  is 
required,  somewhere,  a  capacity  for  consumption, 
and  as  that  capacity  does  not  exist  in  Europe  at 
the  present  time,  it  may  be  that  the  hon. 
gentleman  will  be  able  to  tell  iis,  with  his  usual 
sagacity  and  foresight,  in  what  particular  portions 
of  Europe  this  very  large  consuming  population 
is  at  an  early  day  to  be  located  ;  for  it  is  very 
clear  that  it  is  not  only  necessary  that  there 
should  be  a  large  population  to  produce  such  an 
extraordinary  amount  of  grain  for  exportation,  but 
it  is  also  necessary  that,  upon  the  other  side  of  the 
Atlantic,  there  should  be  a  very  large  population 
for  the  purpose  of  consumption.  Sir,  I  never 
knew  an  occasion  where  it  was  proposed  to  expend 
a  very  considerable  sum  of  money,  when  the  hon. 
gentleman  did  not  show  his  liberality  by  declaring 
his  readiness  to  give  his  .sanction  and  approval  to 
such  an  expenditure.  Well,  I  do  not  know  what 
view  the  hon.  gentleman  takes  as  to  the  means  by 
which  this  expenditure  is  to  be  met.  I  remember 
that  some  years  ago,  when  a  very  distinguished 
member  of  Parliament,  Sir  Alexander  Galt,  was 
discussing  this  question,  he  pointed  out  that  the 
expenditure  upon  our  canals  had  not  been  a  burden¬ 
some  one,  because  the  diminution  in  the  cost  of 
transportation  had  always  been  greater  than  the 
increased  burdens  that  were  required  to  meet  the 
interest  upon  the  sum  expended  upon  those  public 
works  ;  and  that,  in  fact,  the  principle  of  free  trade 
was  not  at  all  departed  from  in  the  imposition  of 
duties  and  tolls  for  the  purpose  of  meeting  the 
expenditure  that  had  been  incurred.  Well,  Sir, 
let  me  say  that  I  believe  that  the  Government 
have,  for  some  time,  departed  from  the  principle  of 
imposing  tolls,  that  is,  of  putting  upon  theparticular 
classes  of  property  that  have  been  benefited  by  the 
expenditure,  the  burdens  which  that  expenditure 
renders  necessary.  I  am  pleased  that  on  this  sub¬ 
ject,  at  all  events,  the  Government  are  prepared  to 
call  a  halt,  that  they  are  not  prepared  to  act  upon 
the  somewhat  extravagant  views,  as  it  seems  to  me, 
of  the  hon.  member  for  West  Toronto  (Mr. 
Denison),  who  proposed  by  this  motion  to  add  so 
large  a  sum  to  the  public  debt  as  that  which  would 
be  necessary  by  the  improvements  he  favours. 
Not  only  would  a  large  sum  be  necessary,  accord¬ 
ing  to  what  I  have  heard  from  engineers,  for  deep¬ 
ening  the  canals,  but  the  effect  of  the  alteration 
in  lowering  the  level  of  the  bed  of  the  river  by  this 
attempt  to  deepen  the  waters  that  are  navigable, 
would  render  the  water  in  other  portions  of  the  river 
more  shallow  and  would  rentier  excavation  neces¬ 
sary  in  large  sections  w  here  such  excavation  is  not 
necessary  at  the  present  time  ;  in  fact,  it  has  been 
stated  that  it  would  lower  the  level  of  the  whole 
of  Lake  Ontario,  to  undertake  to  secure  20  feet 
depth  of  navigation  in  the  River  St.  Lawrence. 

Mr.  DENISON.  Would  the  hon.  gentleman 
allow  me  to  ask  if  that  is  the  statement  of  any 
engineer  ? 


Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  So  I  understood  from 
engineers  here  some  years  ago.  I  do  not  know  how 
far  they  had  made  an  inspection  of  the  work,  but 
I  certainly  have  understood  that  there  was  a 
possibility,  even,  of  lowering  the  surface,  or  the 
level,  of  Lake  Ontario  if  you  were  to  carry  on  the 
excavations  necessary  for  a  20  feet  navigation 
in  the  River  St.  Lawrence  between  Montreal  and 
Kingston.  If  so,  it  would  render  a  still  larger 
expenditure  necessary  in  the  harbours  of  that  lake, 
still  larger  than  is  necessary  at  the  present  level  of 
the  lake.  However,  as  the  Government  do  not 
propose  to  engage  in  this  vast  enterprise,  and  to 
add,  as  I  think,  at  least  one  hundred  and  twenty 
millions  or  more  to  the  public  debt  of  this  country, 
it  is  not  necessary  to  go  into  a  minute  discussion 
of  the  matter.  The  hon.  gentleman  for  Assiniboia 
has  referred  to  the  fact  that  our  numbers  are 
somewhat  fewer  on  this  side  of  the  House  than 
they  were  last  session.  That  is  true,  and  pity  ’tis 
’tis  true  ;■  but,  Sir,  there  is  one  consolation  which 
we  may  derive  from  the  disasters  that  have 
overtaken  us,  and  that  is  that  the  hon. 
gentleman  is  not  likely  to  be  quite  so  dis¬ 
contented  with  his  own  side  of  the  House  as 
he  has  been  during  the  past  two  sessions.  I  think 
that  the  misfortunes  which  have  overtaken  us  have 
had  a  wholesome  influence  on  the  hon.  gentleman 
himself,  and  I  have  no  doubt  whatever  that  he  will 
hardly  single  out  the  Minister  of  the  Interior  now 
for  his  adverse  criticisms,  he  will  rather  direct 
them  to  us  than  to  the  Treasury  benches.  The 
hon.  gentleman,  I  am  sure,  feels  that  his  great 
expectations  are  not  likely  to  be  fulfilled  very  soon, 
and  as  misery  loves  company,  I  congratulate  the 
hon.  gentleman  that  he  has  found  company  and 
endeavours  to  appear  in  high  spirits  under  very  try¬ 
ing  circumstances,  and  you  know  that  adversity 
sometimes  makes  bedfellows  of  very  different  people 
— he  may  now  expect  eulogies  upon  his  colleague. 
And  the  hon.  gentleman  has  found,  at  all  events  so 
far  as  his  feeling  of  misfortune  is  concerned,  that  he 
is  rather  with  us  in  sympathy  than  with  the  hon. 
gentleman  on  the  Treasury  benches.  I  am  glad  to  see 
that  the  hon.  gentleman  now  is  in  a  more  healthful 
mood,  and  is  directing  his  criticism  to  those  with 
whom  he  differs  and  not  to  those  with  whom  he  is, 
so  far  as  his  votes  go,  however  it  may  be  with  his 
speeches,  always  inclined  to  act. 

Motion  withdrawn. 

THE  MANITOBA  SCHOOL. 

Mr.  LaRIVIERE  (Translation)  moved  for  : 

Copy  of  the  judgment  of  the  Supreme  Court  in  the  ap¬ 
pealed  case  of  Barrett  vs.  the  City  of  Winnipeg, commonly 
known  as  the  “  Manitoba  School  case.” 

In  moving  for  this,  Mr.  Speaker,  my  intention 
is  iiot  to  enter  upon  the  merit  of  the  question  itself. 
My  object  is  simply  to  cause  to  be  brought  before 
the  House  another  document  relating  to  this  im¬ 
portant  question.  During  last  session  I  had  the 
honour  of  asking  for  other  documents  also  relating 
to  the  same  case,  and  to-day  my  request  is  that  the 
judgment  which  has  just  been  rendered  by  the 
Supreme  Court  be  also  put  before  the  House,  so 
that  the  hon.  members  may  be  in  a  position  to 
judge  the  question  on  its  merits.  The  difficulty  is 
a  purely  constitutional  one,  and  consequently  all 
the  members  of  this  House  and  the  country  in 
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general  are  interested  in  studying  it  in  all  its  bear¬ 
ings.  The  Constitutional  Act  of  British  North 
America  authorizes  the  establishment  of  a  system 
of  separate  schools  in  the  provinces  where  such  a., 
system  does  not  already  exist,  and  the  same  Act 
also  guarantees  the  system  where  it  already  obtains. 
The  Constitutional  Act  of  Manitoba  also  guarantees 
the  same  privileges  to  the  minority  in  that  pro¬ 
vince  ;  but  the  Provincial  Legislature  has  thought 
fit  to  pass  an  Act  which  is  unquestionably  in  conflict 
with  the  very  constitution  of  the  province.  This 
legislation  was  appealed  from.  Before  the  lower 
court  this  appeal  was  dismissed,  but  the  Supreme 
Court  reversed  this  decision  by  sustaining  the 
claims  of  the  minority.  To-day,  I  believe  the 
case  has  been  carried  to  the  foot  of  the  Throne,  and 
the  Privy  Council  is  to  be  called  upon  to  give  its 
opinion  on  this  provincial  legislation.  I  repeat 
that  this  question  is  of  general  interest,  and  all 
the  members  of  this  House  have  a  right  to  the 
information  available  thereon.  Therefore  I  ask 
that  the  judgment  recently  rendered  by  the 
Supreme  Court  be  brought  before  the  House,  so 
that  we  may  be  possessed  of  all  the  documents  relat¬ 
ing  to  this  important  matter. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

RETURNS  ORDERED. 

Copy  of  all  petitions  of  the  Messrs.  Allan  and  all  other 
persons  asking  for  a  decrease  of  the  Customs’  duties  on 
iron.— (Mr.  Laurier.) 

1.  Copy  of  the  circular  issued  on  the  10th  June,  1891 ,  by 
the  Department  of  Marine  relative  to  Sick  Mariners’ 
dues  in  Canada;  2.  A  list  of  persons  to  whom  such  cir¬ 
cular  was  addressed  ;  3.  Copy.of  all  answers  received.— 
(Mr.  Laurier.) 

Return  showing  the  quantity,  value  and  kinds  of  fish, 
fish  oil  and  fish  products  imported  into  Canada  from  New¬ 
foundland,  each  year,  for  past  five  years  :  also  amount  of 
duty  thereon  which  would  have  been  paid  if  the  duties 
levied  upon  similar  imports  from  other  countries  had  been 
levied.— (Mr.  White,  Shelburne.) 

Return  showing  the  number  of  Newfoundland  vessels 
and  men  therein,  and  number  of  fixed  fishing  establish¬ 
ments  owned  by  Newfoundlanders,  with  number  of  em¬ 
ployes,  engaged  last  year  in  fishing,  in  whole  or  in  part, 
within  the  waters  adjacent  to  Canadian  Labrador  and 
Magdalen  Islands.— (Mr.  White,  Shelburne.) 

Return  of  all  correspondence,  engineer’s  reports, 
petitions  or  other  documents  relating  to  the  survey  or 
deepening  of  the  channel  of  the  Galops  Rapids,  and  for  a 
statement  of  the  work  performed  by  the  Chain  Tug 
Iroquois  owned  by  the  Government,  and  of  the  services 
perfonned  by  one  John  Stitt,  in  connection  with  said  tug. 
— (Mr.  Somerville.) 

Correspondence  between  the  Government  of  Canada  or 
any  member  thereof,  and  the  British  Government,  or 
between  the  Government  of  Canada  and  any  person  or 
persons,  relating  to  the  admission  of  live  cattle  from  the 
United  States.  Also  for  copies  of  all  Orders  in  Council 
relating  to  the  same. — (Mr.  Somerville.) 

Return  of  copies  of  all  tenders  received  for  engraving 
and  printing  since  1882,  and  of  all  contracts  entered  into 
for  the  same,  including  the  contract  beginning  in  this 
present  year  ;  also,  all  correspondence  relating  to  the 
subject  since  1882. — (Mr.  Somerville.) 

All  the  original  lists  and  papers,  including  all  decla¬ 
rations,  notices  of  appeal,  objections  to  preliminary 
lists,  and  relating  to  all  other  proceedings,  now  in 
the  possession  of  the  Reyising  Barrister  or  the  Clerk  of 
the  Crown  in  Chancery,  in.  any  way  affecting  the  voters’ 
lists  for  the  Electoral  Division  of  the  County  of  Lennox 
as  settled  by  the  Revision  of  1891,  together  with  a  certified 
copy  of  the  Revised  Voters’  List  of  1891  furnished  by  the 
Revising  Barrister  to  the  Returning  Officer. — (Mr.  Wilson.) 

ADJOURNMENT— LOBSTER  FISHERIES. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON  moved  the  adjourn¬ 
ment  of  the  House. 

Mr.  LRaiviere. 


Mr.  DAVIES  (P.  E.I. )  Before  the  House  adjourns, 
I  wish  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Minister  of  Marine 
and  Fisheries  to  the  resolution  respecting  lobster 
fisheries  which  he  introduced  the  other  da  yand 
which  he  proposes  to  move  next  Wednesday.  The 
hon.  gentleman  introduced  a  Bill  a  few  days  ago  — 
I  was  not  in  the  House  then,  but  I  had  the  pleasure 
of  reading  his  remarks — for  the  purpose  of  placing 
the  lobster  fisheries  of  the  Dominion  under  license, 
a  very  important  question  which  will  likely  give 
rise  to  a  good  deal  of  controversy,  and  on  the 
provisions  relating  to  penalties  he  intends  to  move 
the  House  into  Committee  on  Wednesday  next. 
The  Bill  itself  is  not  printed. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  The  hon.  gentleman  wishes 
time  to  consider  it - 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  Not  only  that,  but  I 
would  ask  the  hon.  gentleman  to  lay  on  the  Table  of 
the  House  before  Wednesday  the  regulations  which 
the  hon.  gentleman  drafted  and  submitted  to  the 
lobster  packers  throughout  the  Dominion  last 
December.  I  notice  in  the  remarks  he  made  when 
introducing  the  Bill,  that  he  spoke  of  the  fact  that 
these  regulations  had  been  more  or  less  assented 
to,  in  some  particulars  fully  assented  to  by  the 
lobster  packers.  I  understand  that  some  of  those 
regulations  were  strongly  dissented  from. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  I  understand  that  the 
dissent  has  been  recognized  by  the  hon.  Minister 
and  that  he  does  not  propose  to  confirm  these  re¬ 
gulations  which  have  been  dissented  from.-  I 
would  ask  the  Minister  if  he  would  kindly  lay  on 
the  Table  of  theHouse  at  an  early  date  the  original 
regulations  as  drafted  by  him  and  submitted  to  the 
lobster  packers’  conventions,  as  well  as  the  regula¬ 
tions  as  he  has  altered  them,  and  what  he  now 
proposes  to  pass  :  because  the  operation  of  the 
Bill  will  very  largely  depend  upon  those  regulations 
which  the  hon.  gentleman  has  already  power  by 
statute  to  pass  and  make  them  in  point  of  fact  law. 
I  hope  the  hon.  gentleman  will  be  able  to  lay  them 
on  the  Table  before  he  proceeds  with  the  resolution 
of  which  he  has  given  notice. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  Of  course  I  shall  try  to  meet  the  hon. 
gentleman’s  wishes  in  that  respect.  So  far  as  the 
draft  is  concerned  I  may  say  it  was  the  result  of 
the  recommendations  of  various  officers  submitted 
to  me.  I  directed  that  draft  to  be  distributed  so 
as  to  obtain  suggestions  for  myself.  I  alluded  to 
that  the  other  day  when  I  said  I  was  gratified  with 
the  number  of  approvals  that  came  from  those 
interested  in  the  business.  Of  course  I  do  not 
wish  it  to  be  supposed  that  the  lobster  packers  or 
the  fishermen  were  any  more  enamoured  with  the 
proposition  to  restrict  their  operations  than  fisher¬ 
men  generally  are  in  that  respect.  I  quite  see 
that  it  would  assist  this  House  in  the  consideration 
to  lay  on  the  Table  the  original  draft  and  some  of 
the  suggestions,  that  came  before  me.  I  will  be 
glad  to  do  so,  because,  while  these  regulations 
should  be  in  the  form  of  a  Bill,  hon.  gentlemen  will 
see  that  coming  to  the  House  is  largely  for  the 
purpose  of  consultation,  as  many  of  these  regula¬ 
tions,  if  not  all  of  them,  could  be  included  in  an 
Order  in  Council,  without  any  reference  to  the 
House  of  Commons.  My  object  is  to  meet,  as  far 
as  possible,  the  views  of  those  connected  with  the 
business. 
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Mr.  DAVIES  (P. E.I.)  Perhaps  the  lion,  gentle¬ 
man  would  not  object  to  bring  down  all  the  reports  ; 
those  in  favour  and  those  dissenting. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  I  will  try  to  give  you  all  the 
information  desired,  if  it  does  not  take  too  long  to 
prepare. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  and  House  adjourned  at  5.55 

p.  m. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Tuesday,  15th  March,  1892. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  Three  o’clock. 

Prayers. 

MEMBERS  INTRODUCED. 

Hon.  John  Carling,  Member  for  the  City  of  London  ; 
introduced  by  Sir  John  Thompson  and  Mr.  Bowell. 

Eugene  A.  Dyer,  Esq.,  Member  for  the  Electoral  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Brome ;  introduced  by  Sir  John  Thompson  and 
Mr.  Cleveland. 

Thomas  E.  Kenny,  Esq.,  Member  for  the  City  of  Hali¬ 
fax  ;  introduced  by  Sir  John  Thompson  and  Mr.  Tupper. 

Hon.  James  Colebrooke  Patterson,  Member  fbr  the 
West  Riding  of  Huron  ;  introduced  by  Sir  John  Thomp¬ 
son  and  Mr.  Haggart. 

Louis  Euclide  Dugas,  Esq.,  Member  for  the  Electoral 
District  of  Montcalm  ;  introduced  by  Sir  Adolphe  Caron 
and  Mr.  Ouimet. 

FIRST  READINGS. 

Bill  (No.  22)  respecting  the  London  and  Port 
Stanley  Railway  Company. — (Mr.  Moncrieff. ) 

Bill  (No.  23)  to  incorporate  the  High  River  and 
Sheep  Creek  Irrigation  and  Water  Power  Com¬ 
pany. — (Mr.  Davis,  Alberta.) 

Bill  (No.  24)  respecting  the  Nicola  Valley  Rail¬ 
way  Company. - — (Mr.  Mara.) 

Bill  (No.  25)  respecting  the  Montreal  Board  of 
Trade.  —  (Mr.  Curran.) 

THE  BUDGET. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Before  the 
Orders  of  the  Day  are  proceeded  w  ith,  I  would  ask 
the  Minister  of  Finance  whether  he  intends  to 
make  his  Budget  speech  before  going  into  Com¬ 
mittee  of  Supply,  or  whether  he  intends  to  proceed 
as  we  have  done  for  some  years  past,  and  go  into 
Committee  of  Supply  and  make  his  Budget  speech 
at  a  later  period  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  propose  to  go  into  Committee 
of  Supply  as  soon  as  lion,  gentlemen  opposite  are 
ready,  that  is,  I  suppose,  in  a  day  or  tw7o.  The 
Auditor  General’s  Report  will  lie  laid  on  the  Table 
to-day,  but  I  doubt  whether  copies  of  it  will  be 
ready  for  members  until  to-morrow.  I  may  as 
well  say  now7,  that,  if  nothing  happens  to  prevent 
it,  I  propose  to  make  the  financial  statement  on 
Tuesday  next. 

FISHERY  BOUNTY. 

Mr.  TUPPER  moved  that  the  House  resolve  itself 
into  Committee  on  Bill  (No.  5)  to  amend  Chap.  96 
of  the  Revised  Statutes  to  encourage  the  develop- 
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ment  of  the  sea  fisheries  and  the  building  of  fishing 
vessels'. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P. E.I.)  I  was  not  here  when 
the  Minister  moved  the  second  reading  of  this  Bill, 
and  I  can  only  say  that  I  regret  that  the  lion, 
gentleman  has  seen  fit  to  introduce  it.  As  I 
gather  from  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  gentleman  in 
introducing  the  measure,  he  introduced  it  because 
a  certain  clause  in  the  Bill  as  it  now  exists  is 
practically  obsolete,  because  the  third  section  of 
the  Bill  which  he  seeks  to  repeal  provides  for  the 
distribution  of  $150,000,  or,  as  I  think  it  wras  in¬ 
creased  last  year,  of  $160,000,  with  the  provision 
that  the  mode  in  which  that  is  to  be  distributed 
shall  be  submitted  to  Parliament  each  year,  and 
that  the  money  shall  not  be  distributed  until 
Parliament  has  approved  of  the  mode  of  distri¬ 
bution,  and  that  further,  after  the  distribution  has 
taken  place,  an  account  of  the  distribution  shall 
be  laid  before  Parliament  so  that  Parliament  may 
see  that  its  instructions  have  been  carried  out. 
The  hon.  gentleman  now7  proposes  that  the  previous 
assent  of  Parliament  shall  be  abolished  altogether, 
and,  if  the  House  accedes  to  the  proposition  of  the 
hon.  gentleman  and  passes  this  Bill,  the  depart¬ 
ment  itself  will  have  the  sole  control  over  the 
distribution  of  that  bonus  without  asking  the  con¬ 
sent  or  assent  of  Parliament  to  the  mode  of  distri¬ 
bution.  Well,  Sir,  I  would  submit  to  this  House 
that  the  hon.  gentleman  is  taking  a  step  in  the 
wrong  direction.  My  owm  humble  judgment  is, 
not  that  the  control  that  this  Parliament  now 
possesses  should  be  abolished,  but  that  the  con¬ 
trol  should  be  made  more  effective.  Why,  Sir,  it 
has  been  charged  in  this  House  almost  ever  since  I 
became  a  member  of  it,  that  the  distribution  of 
this  money  is  made  an  engine  of  political  wrong¬ 
doing. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P. E.I.)  Hon.  gentlemen  cheer 
that  sentiment.  It  is  well  known.  It  may  not  be 
very  creditable  to  the  Administration  and  to  the 
Government  for  the  time  being  in  power  ;  it  may 
not  be  very  creditable  to  any  leading  politician  who 
j  is  responsible  for  it,  that  large  sums  of  public 
money  should  be  yearly  distributed  in  the  form  of 
a  bonus,  or  the  mode  and  manner  of  the  distribution 
should  be  made  subservient  to  political  interests. 
Sir,  that  has  been  the  case  in  times  gone  by,  and  if 
I  understand  the  Act  aright,  the  third  section  of 
which  the  hon.  gentleman  seeks  to  repeal,  the 
motive  and  object  in  passing  that  Act  were  to  keep 
the  distribution  of  this  money  so  under  the  control 
of  Parliament  that,  if  possible,  political  exigencies 
should  be  eliminated.  Now7,  what  has  been  the 
case  ?  I  think  I  can  state  without  fear  of  contra- 
j  diction  that  for  years  back  there  has  not  been  a 
Dominion  election  held  in  the  spring  or  winter  of 
the  year,  but  the  distribution  of  this  money  has 
been  decreed  by  the  department  to  be  made  just 
at  that  time  when  it  would  help  most  the  minister¬ 
ial  candidates.  «J  list  before  the  election  takes  place, 
down  come  the  cheques,  and  the  canvassers  for  the 
Conservative  party  go  round  canvassing  through  the 
districts  with  these  cheques  in  their  hands,  and  it  is 
generally  considered  to  be  a  pretty  effective  inode  of 
canvassing.  Sir,  I  do  not  think  Parliament  intended 
that ;  I  do  not  think  it  isfor  the  benefit  of  the  public 
service  that  it  should  be  continued.  In  some  years 
you  will  find,  notwithstanding  the  immense  amount 
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of  labour  which  we  are  told  is  involved  in  the 
signing  and  distribution  of  these  cheques,  that  if 
an  election  takes  place  as  early  as  February,  the 
cheques  are  there  in  time,  in  every  district  through¬ 
out  the  Maritime  Provinces,  for  distribution  among 
the  voters.  If  the  election  takes  place  in  March, 
the  cheques  are  delayed  until  March.  If 
a  local  election,  as  has  been  the  case,  takes 
place  in  Nova  Scotia,  as  it  did,  I  think,  two  or 
three  years  ago,  in  the  month  of  May,  you  find  the 
cheques,  not  issued  in  February,  or  March,  or 
April,  but  issued  just  before  the,  local  election  in 
May.  For  what  purpose  ?  Well,  because  we  are 
members  of  Parliament  we  have  not  renounced 
our  common  sense,  and  we  know  for  what  purpose 
that  is  done,  we  know  very  well  that  it  is  for  the 
purpose  of  wrong-doing,  of  improperly  influencing 
the  election.  Now,  the  lion,  gentleman  says  that 
he  has  not  submitted  to  Parliament,  and  Parlia¬ 
ment  has  not  exacted  from  the  Minister  for  the 
time  being,  the  statement  which  the  Act  requires. 
Well,  Parliament  may  have  been  derelict  in  its 
duty  in  that  respect,  but  I  think  the  framers  of 
the  Act  had  a  good  object  in  view.  I  think  the 
mode  of  the  distribution  should  be  submitted  to 
Parliament,  and  I  think  that  the  lion,  gentleman 
would  be  legislating  more  in  the  public  interest  if, 
instead  of  repealing  the  section  entirely,  he  made 
it  more  stringent  and  declared  that  this  distribu¬ 
tion  should  take  place  on  or  before  a  certain 
period  in  each  year.  That  would,  to  some 
extent  at  least,  eliminate  the  political  element 
from  the  distribution  of  this  money.  Merito¬ 
rious  as  the  distribution  may  lie  in  the  abstract, 
when  it  is  done  under  the  circumstances  and 
with  the  motive  which  I  fear  have  animated  those 
wrho  controlled  it  in  times  gone  by,  it  ceases 
to  be  meritorious.  The  lion,  gentleman  now  asks 
us  to  repeal  that  section  of  the  Act  which  prescribes 
that  the  mode  of  distribution  shall  be  submitted  to 
Parliament,  beforehand,  and  after  the  distribution 
is  over  he  will,  in  the  following  session,  submit  a 
statement  of  the  manner  in  which  the  distribution 
has  been  made.  That  part  of  the  Act,  as  it  will 
then  stand,  will  give  Parliament  no  effective  control 
whatever.  The  money  will  be  distributed  as  the 
Minister  for  the  time  being  sees  fit,  in  the  mode 
that  he  wishes,  in  the  mode  that  he  believes  will 
best  subserve  party  interests,  irrespective  of  the 
interests  of  the  country.  I  say  Parliament  should  i 
not  surrender,  even  if  it  had  not  been  made  here¬ 
tofore  an  affective  political  engine,  Parliament 
should  not  surrender  the  control  which  the  section 
now  proposed  to  be  repealed  gives  them,  that  is, 
the  control  and  determination  of  the  mode  in  which 
this  large  sum  of  money  shall  be  yearly  expended 
among  the  fishermen.  I  will  not  occupy  any 
further  time,  but  will  submit  these  fewr  observa¬ 
tions  to  the  House,  believing  as  I  do  that  the  prin¬ 
ciple  that  the  lion,  gentleman  embodies  in  this 
repealed  clause,  is  a  bad  one,  and  that  the  results 
will  be  vicious,  and  calculated  to  perpetuate  and 
amplify  the  evils  which  heretofore  have  character¬ 
ized  the  distribution  of  that  money. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  .The  hon.  gentleman  has  shot 
pretty  wide  of  the  mark,  as  he  very  often  does,  in 
the  criticism  he  has  advanced  upon  this  Bill.  It  is 
quite  clear  to  me  that  the  hon.  gentleman,  in  his 
desire  to  discover  political  objects  solely  upon  the 
part  of  the  Government,  has  failed  to  give  that 
Mr.  Davies  (P.E.I.) 


consideration  to  this  short  Bill  now  before  the 
House  that  certainly  he  should  have  given  before 
making  the  charges  which  neither  he  nor  any  other 
member  in  this  House  can  substantiate.  The 
hon.  member  for  Queen’s,  P.E.I.  (Mr.  Davies) 
has  stated  to-day,  only  a  little  more  loudly 
and  a  little  more  emphatically,  but  with  no  more 
novelty,  the  charges  that  have  been  made  from 
time  to  time  in  this  House  during  the  last  two  or 
three  sessions  ;  and  on  each  of  these  occasions  the 
House,  and  the  hon.  members  who  were  then 
present,  will  remember  that  I  defied  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tlemen  making  those  statements,  to  substantiate 
them.  I  threw  that  challenge  across  the  floor,  and 
hon.  gentlemen  wrere  dumb.  The  hon.  gentleman 
has  made  these  charges  from  that  period  in  refer¬ 
ence  to  the  fund  being  managed  for  party  purposes, 
but  for  these  charges  I  am  glad  to  say  there  is  not 
a  vestige  of  foundation.  The  object  that  I  had  in 
view  in  the  early  distribution  of  the  bounty,  was 
to  meet  the  expressed  wishes,  the  expressed  desire, 
urged  most  strenuously  by  the  members  from  the 
Maritime  Provinces  on  behalf  of  the  fishermen,  that 
in  order  to  obtain  that  benefit  which  it  was  desirable 
to  obtain  from  the  distribution  of  this  bounty,  the 
distribution  should  be  made  early.  From  the  time 
when  it  was  ascertained  that  there  could  be  an 
early  distribution  of  that  bounty,  down  to  the  pre¬ 
sent  time,  I  have  never  had  occasion  to  give  instruc¬ 
tions  in  reference  to  by-elections  concerning  the 
distribution  of  that  bounty  in  favour  of  particular 
counties  as  against  others.  But  under  general 
instructions  and  under  general  directions,  my  offi¬ 
cers  have  gone  to  work  and  have  succeeded  in 
meeting  the  wishes  of  the  fishermen  so  as  to  make 
it  possible  that  the  distribution  of  that  bounty 
should  take  place  in  winter  instead  of  summer,  as 
was  done  heretofore.  Now,  if  the  hon.  gentleman 
knows  anything  about  the  distribution  of  this 
bounty  he  must  know  that  the  late  distribution 
which  took  place  up  to  two  years  ago,  wras  the 
cause  of  dissatisfaction  in  all  the  fishing  counties 
of  the  Maritime  Provinces  ;  and  instead  of  the 
hon.  gentleman  being  generous  enough  to-day  to 
congratulate  the  Government  on  having  been  able 
to  meet  the  wishes  of  the  fishermen,  he  advances  this 
miserable  imputation  and  unfair  insinuation  in  re¬ 
ference  to  the  conduct  of  the  Department  of  Marine 
and  Fisheries  in  the  management  of  that  matter. 
So  far  as  the  distribution  is  concerned,  I  may  say, 
without  a  desire  to  boast,  that  the  management 
has  been  more  successful  than  I  supposed  possible 
when  I  undertook  to  meet  the  desire  of  the  fisher¬ 
men  for  an  early  distribution.  None  of  these 
charges,  I  am  glad  to  say,  that  the  hon.  gentleman 
has  made  to-day,  can  be  substantiated.  I  say  he 
is  not  in  possession  of  any  evidence  to  substantiate 
them,  and  if  he  is  in  possession  of  such  evidence  it 
has  come  to  him  late  in  the  day,  for  he  is  only  too 
willing  and  too  free  to  bring  forward  charges  that 
have  been  formulated  ;  I  never  denied  that  in  the 
administration  of  this  fund  an  officer  may  do  wrrong 
and  an  irregularity  may  occur.  I  have  known  of 
irregularities  myself,  and  I  have  punished  those 
who  have  attempted  to  defraud  the  country  or  the 
fishermen  in  this  respect.  I  have  directed  that 
stringent  measures  be  taken,  whether  it  was  a  fish¬ 
erman  who  resorted  to  fraud  to  obtain  that  bounty 
or  an  officer,  and  I  challenge  any  hon.  member  in 
this  House  or  out  of  it  to  show  that  in  deciding 
claims  to  that  bounty  I  ever  acted  on  political 


165 


[MAKCH  15,  1892.] 


166 


grounds,  or  ever  endeavoured  to  ascertain  the 
political  complexion  of  the  individual  pressing 
a  claim  for  payment  which  may  have  been 
denied.  I  may  state  that  in  the  administration  of 
this  fund,  the  first  steps  taken  are  instituted  by 
officers  of  this  department,  and  to  a  certain  extent 
are  independent  of  me.  I  have  of  necessity  to 
leave  the  distribution  or  settlement  of  numerous 
claims  to  responsible  officers,  who  are  instructed 
to  act  upon  rules  well  defined  and  clearly  laid 
down.  These  rules  are  published,  they  are  notor¬ 
ious,  they  are  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  House- — - 
they  are  on  the  Table  of  the  House  now,  and  they 
are  known  to  all  who  care  to  study  this  question. 
The  manner  of  the  distribution  is  no  secret,  and  no 
effort  has  been  taken  to  make  it  a  secret.  Under 
these  rules  the  distribution  takes  place,  and  the 
cases  submitted  to  me  are  mainly  for  non-compli¬ 
ance,  or  disputes  as  to  claims  under  investigation  ; 
and  in  the  distribution  of  these  moneys  I  have  been 
guided  solely  by  my  interpretation  of  the  statute 
and  the  Order  in  Council  under  that  statute,  and 
by  no  other  consideration  whatever.  The  lion, 
gentleman  (Mr.  Davies)  made  the  mistake  of  sug¬ 
gesting  that  the  only  desire  I  had  in  pressing 
this  measure  before  the  House  was  to  rid  the 
statute  of  an  obsolete  clause.  The  fact  of  its 
being  obsolete  gives  force  to  the  argument  in 
favour  of  the  adoption  of  the  Bill.  But  it 
was  not  the  only  argument  I  advanced,  nor  the 
only  reason  I  gave  to  the  House.  I  gave  to  the 
House  specifically  another  reason,  and  I  press  it 
now,  and  that  was,  that  this  clause,  which  the  lion, 
gentleman  in  his  argument  confused  with  another, 
and  read  with  another  clause  which  I  propose  to 
leave  on  the  statute,  is  now  not  merely  obsolete, 
but  is  a  clause  which  has  stood  on  the  Statute- 
book  without  compliance  being  made  with  it,  with¬ 
out  any  lion,  gentleman  asking  that  compliance  be 
made  with  it.  It  is  a  clause  which  would  lead  to 
great  inconv  enience,  and  what  is  of  more  import¬ 
ance,  of  great  loss  to  the  fishermen  and  those 
interested,  if  we  were  strictly  to  comply  with  it. 
Before  attempting  to  comply  with  that  clause  and 
with  the  strict  letter  of  it,  I  come  to  Parlia¬ 
ment  and  ask,  not  because  it  would  rid  the  depart¬ 
ment  of  any  trouble,  not  because  it  would  rid  the 
country  of  any  expense,  but  chiefly  in  the  interest 
of  the  fishermen  themselves,  that,  in  order  to  the 
proper  administration  of  this  statute,  the  Govern¬ 
ment  and  the  department  should  be  left  free  to 
meet  the  wishes  of  the  fishermen.  I  am  not  able 
to  say  whether  I  stated  it  previously,  but  1  desire 
to  say  now,  that  in  the  management  of  the  funds 
from  1882  down,  it  will  be  found,  if  hon.  members 
look  at  the  Orders  in  Council  adopted  under 
provision  2  of  the  main  Bill,  that  those  Orders 
in  Council  and  those  regulations  took  effect  in 
the  fall  of  the  year,  instead  of  in  the  spring.  Every 
hon.  gentleman  knows  that  Parliament  sits  in  the 
winter  and  spring,  not  in  the  fall  of  any  year.  So 
that  if  a  strict  compliance  were  made  with  that 
provision,  we  would  be  in  this  position  :  that  hav¬ 
ing  arrived  at  the  time  for  the  reception  qf  claims, 
when  it  became  our  duty  to  define  the  manner  and 
mode  of  distribution,  we  would  be  compelled  to 
act  on  the  Order  in  Council  laid  on  the  Table  and 
approved  by  the  House  at  the  previous  session,  no 
matter  how  inconvenient  it  might  be,  and  whatever 
might  be  the  difficulties  placed  in  our  way.  I  put 
it  to  the  hon.  gentleman  who  attacked  the  Bill — 


because  I  wish  him  to  understand  that  in  this  mat¬ 
ter  I  am  pleading  the  cause  of  the  parties  interest¬ 
ed  in  the  fund,  and  of  the  fishermen  generally,  so 
that  we  may  be  able  to  meet  their  legitimate  wishes 
and  expedite  the  distribution  of  this  money — that 
with  the  next  clause  standing,  with  which  strict 
compliance  is  made,  the  hon.  gentleman’s  object  is 
gained,  publicity  in  this  matter  is  secured  ;  and,  if 
any  individual  is  defrauded,  any  hon.  gentleman 
seeing  that  statement  as  to  the  manner  and  mode 
in  which  the  bounty  was  distributed  a  year  pre¬ 
vious,  could  raise  the  question  during  the  parlia¬ 
mentary  session,  before  the  vote  for  next  year’s 
bounty  was  granted,  and  could  suggest  a  remedy, 
and  if  there  were  irregularities  under  the  old 
method,  then  he  could  explain  to  the  House 
the  manner  in  which  those  difficulties  could  be 
overcome.  I  do  not  wish  to  remove  any  proper  check 
or  remove  a  guard  against  abuses ;  but  I  tell  the  hon. 
gentleman  that  all  he  desires  in  connection  with 
this  matter,  namely,  the  oversight  of  Parliament  in 
regard  to  the  mode  of  distribution,  can  be  secured, 
because  we  have  placed  on  the  Table  of  the  House 
the  Order  in  Council  showing  the  regulations,  and 
also  a  statement  as  to  the  manner  of  distribution. 
That  is  necessary  under  section  4,  which  I  leave  in 
the  main  Act,  and  if  that  is  not  sufficient  this  ses¬ 
sion  or  in  any  other  subsequent  session,  then  it  is 
open  to  any  hon.  member  to  attack  the  system  and 
suggest  a  better  plan.  In  the  meanwhile,  all  the 
information  that  Parliament  has  desired  has  been 
given,  all  the  information  that  Parliament  could 
desire  has  been  given,  and  this  measure  did  not 
come  up  to  serve  those  paltry  or  improper  purposes 
which  the  hon.  gentleman  suggests  ;  but  I  dare  say, 
since  that  point  occurs  to  him,  he  will  accept  this 
explanation  from  me,  that  this  Bill  is  introduced  at 
the  suggestion  of  the  officers  who  are  charged  with 
carrying  on  the  work.  When  my  attention  was 
called  to  the  fact  that  the  clause  in  question  was  not 
complied  with,  I  directed  that  a  return  be  made 
in  compliance  with  sections  4  and  5,  so  that  I 
could  present  it  within  20  days  of  the  opening  of 
Parliament.  The  officers  connected  with  the  dis¬ 
tribution  then  m’ged  that  not  only  was  section  3 
obsolete  but  unnecessary  and  served  no  useful  pur¬ 
pose,  but  tied  the  hands  of  the  department  in  re¬ 
gal'd  to  the  distribution  of  the  fund.  When  claims 
came  in  during  the  fall  it  might  be  found  that  the 
fund  was  larger  than  was  required,  if  paid  at  that 
rate,  and  yet  we  would  be  unable  to  meet  the 
changed  condition  of  affairs  that  had  happened 
since  last  session,  and  in  this  regard  it  proved  a 
great  inconvenience.  We  would  be  compelled  to 
distribute  a  fund  at  the  same  rate  that  had  obtain¬ 
ed  during  the  preceding  year,  no  matter  whether 
the  circumstances  were  the  same,  or  whether  the 
claims  were  greater  or  less.  This  Bill  is  simply  for 
the  purpose  of  getting  rid  of  that  difficulty,  by  lay¬ 
ing  before  Parliament  each  session  all  the  material 
that  is  necessary  to  enable  it  to  exercise  that  sup¬ 
ervision  which  it  is  only  right  that  Parliament 
should  be  able  to  exercise  over  the  distribution  of 
all  sums  of  money. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  House  resolved  itself  into 
Committee. 

(In  the  Committee. ) 

On  section  1, 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  The  hon.  gentleman,  I 
submit,  has  not  attempted  to  grapple  with  the 
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facts  as  1  placed  them  before  the  House,  but  has 
set  lip  a  number  of  straw  men  and  then  set  to 
work  to  knock  them  down.  He  talks  at  some 
length  about  his  disposition  to  suppress  individual 
frauds  when  practised  in  the  distribution  of  this 
money.  1  have  never  myself  made  any  charge 
against  the  lion,  gentleman  that  he  has  tacitly  or 
otherwise  lent  himself  to  these  individual  frauds. 
I  go  further,  and  I  say  that  Ido  not  believe  he  has 
done  anything  of  the  kind,  and  I  never  heard  of  a 
charge  made  by  anybody  in  this  House  or  out  of  it 
that  he  approved  of  such  a  fraud.  Then,  why  does 
he  set  that  up  and  discuss  it,  and  say  that  he  has 
exerted  himself  to  prevent  individual  frauds  ?  I 
suppose  he  would  do  so  ;  I  have  confidence  enough 
in  him  to  believe  that  he  would.  That  was  not  the 
charge  I  made.  The  charge  I  made  was  that  the 
mode  of  distribution  was  made  subservient  to  poli¬ 
tical  interests,  and  that  when  elections  came  on 
the  time  for  distributing  the  money  was  selected  as 
the  week  anterior  to  the  election.  That  statement 
of  mine  is  true,  and  the  lion,  gentleman  knows 
that  each  general  election  that  passes  this  practice 
is  carried  out. 

Mr.  TUPPER,  I  ask  the  lion,  gentleman 
whether  he  does  not  think  that  to  be  fraudulent 
conduct  :  the  distributing  of  this  money  for  poli¬ 
tical  purposes  ? 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.  E.I. )  I  think  it  is  very  highly 
improper  conduct. 

Mr.  TUPPER,  .  But  not  fraudulent. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  Not  fraudulent.  I  do 
not  think  it  is  the  intention  of  this  House  to  place 
in  the  hands  of  the  Minister  of  Marine  $150,000 
which  can  be  used  for  political  purposes  in  this 
sense  :  that  its  distribution  is  dependent  upon  his 
whim  and  is  made  to  take  place  more  or  less  just 
before  an  election.  The  lion,  gentleman  tried  to 
make  the  House  believe  that  he  had  introduced  a 
system  of  early  distribution.  I  am  in  favour  of 
that.  I  never  objected  to  an  early  distribution  of 
the  money.  The  earlier  the  hon.  gentleman  can  dis¬ 
tribute  the  money  the  better,  but  what  I  was  seek¬ 
ing  to  do  was  to  make  the  time  of  distribution  a 
permanency,  either  by  statute,  or  to  leave  it  as  it 
is  now,  under  the  control  of  Parliament.  The  hon. 
gentleman  does  not  make  it  a  permanency  and  he 
withdraws  it  from  the  control  of  Parliament,  so 
that  hereafter  it  is  left  solely  and  entirely  to 
the  Minister  himself.  Now  let  us  see  How 
this  thing  will  work.  Parliament  appropriated 
$ 1 60,000 for  d i vision  amongthe  fisherman  as  a  bonus. 
Parliament  decrees  that  the  Governor  in  Council 
shall  determine  the  times  and  the  instalments  in 
which  the  money  shall  be  paid.  Parliament  goes 
on  to  declare  that  an  Order  in  Council  or  something 
equivalent  to  it  shall  be  laid  before  Parliament  and 
adopted,  and  the  subsequent  year  a  return  of  what 
has  been  done  shall  be  placed  before  this  House. 
So  we  have  an  anterior  control  and  a  control  sub¬ 
sequently  when  the  facts  are  laid  before  us.  We 
have  the  power  to  direct  in  the  first  instance  how 
it  is  to  be  appropriated,  and  the  power  to  condemn 
if  not  appropriated  as  directed.  What  is  the  hon. 
gentleman  now  doing  in  this  Bill  ?  He  is  leaving  the 
clause  in  by  which  the  Governor  in  Council  shall 
have  power  to  fix  the  time  and  mode  of  distribution, 
and  he  declares  that  hereafter  it  shall  be  unnecessary 
to  lay  that  before  Parliament. 

Mr.  Davies  (P.E.I.) 


Mr.  TUPPER.  Clause  4  enacts  that  we  shall 
still  place  that  before  Parliament. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  Certainly;  but  clause  4 
relates  to  the  previous  distribution,  and  clause  3 
relates  to  the  mode  in  which  it  is  proposed  to  dis¬ 
tribute  it. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  That  is  what  I  say  is  incon¬ 
venient. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  That  is  the  whole  point 
of  difference  between  us.  I  contend  that  when 
Parliament  has  voted  money  ant?  vested  in  the 
Governor  in  Council  power  to  fix  the  time  and 
mode  of  distribution,  that  the  Order  in  Council 
shall  be  laid  before  it,  before  the  money  is  expended. 
Parliament  retains  its  control  and  does  not  confer 
on  the  Governor  in  Council  the  power  to  do  what 
Parliamentshould  itself  do.  The  Minister  of  Marine 
proposes  to  take  that  power  away  from  the  House, 
and  I  am  opposed  to  it.  I  am  prepared  to  support 
any  well-considered  measure  which  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  may  bring  in,  fixing  the  distribution  of  that 
money  at  as  early  a  time  as  experience  shows  it 
may  lie  done,  but  let  that  time  be  fixed. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  It  is  practically  now  fixed  to 
be  done  before  the  1st  of  March. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  Let  the  Minister  decree 
that  by  statute  and  then  we  will  know  what  should 
be  done. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  The  hon.  gentleman  will  be 
|  glad  to  heai-  this  piece  of  information.  I  succeeded 
in  doing  that  last  year,  and  it  was  stated  then  that 
the  distribution  was  on  account  of  the  general 
elections.  The  hon.  gentleman  will  see  as  between 
man  and  man  that  that  was  not  the  purpose,  be¬ 
cause  this  year  the  distribution  took  place  at  the 
same  time,  and  so  far  as  I  can  make  it  a  permanency 
I  w  ill  do  so  by  adopting  the  same  system.  If  the 
same  plan  is  carried  out  which  the  hon.  gentleman 
will  see  discussed  in  the  Auditor  General’s  Report ; 
so  long  as  Parliament  approves  of  that  we  can 
distribute  the  money  before  the  1st  March  every 
year. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  The  hon.  gentleman  will 
see  that  the  two  instances  to  which  he  refers  only 
bear  out  what  I  have  said.  Last  year  the  money 
was  distributed  lief  ore  the  1st  March,  and  the 
general  election  happened  to  be  on  the  4th  March. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  How  do  you  account  for  the 
distribution  before  the  1st  March  this  year  ? 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  This  year  the  by-elec¬ 
tions  took  place. 

Mr.  TUPPER,  We  will  have  by-elections  every 
year. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  The  hon.  gentleman  took 
care  to  distribute  the  money  before  the  by-elec¬ 
tions,  so  that  the  statements  I  made  in  the  House 
are  not  ill-considered  statements  but  facts,  and  the 
hon.  gentleman  and  the  hon.  member  for  Inverness 
(Mr.  Cameron)  knows  that  to  be  the  fact. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  not  serious 
in  stating  that  it  is  a  fact  that  the  bounties  were 
distributed  before  the  by-elections.  I  can  quote 
him  some  elections  which  took  place  before  the  dis¬ 
tribution. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  Will  the  hon.  gentleman 
state  that  the  distribution  did  not  take  place  right 
in  the  throes  of  the  elections  ?  I  know  one  case 
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where  some  of  the  distributors  went  to  the  meeting, 
and  placing  their  hands  on  the  bounty  cheques, 
stated  :  No  matter  how  strong  the  arguments  of 
the  other  side  may  be,  I  have  arguments  stronger 
than  these  in  my  pockets. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  Give  me  the  names. 

Mr.  DAVIES  ( P.  E.  I. )  I  could  give  you  the  names 
too.  Let  us  see  whether  the  proposition  involved 
in  this  Bill  is  one  to  which  Parliament  ought  to  give 
assent  or  not.  As  the  law  stands  Parliament  has 
retained  control  over  the  distribution  of  this  money. 
Of  course,  in  the  hands  of  an  immaculate  purist 
like  my  hon.  friend,  as  he  claims  to  be,  no  wrong 
would  be  done  ;  but  supposing  a  man  not  so  imma¬ 
culate  and  pure  as  the  hon.  gentleman  got  there, 
what  a  great  political  wrong  might  be  done. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  opposite 
got  there. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P. E.I. )  This  is  a  very  serious 
matter  ;  it  is  no  laughing  matter  when  a  sum  of 
money  representing  a  sum  of  $160,000  should  be 
placed  in  the  hands  of  a  Minister  for  distribution, 
and  that  he  should  have  the  power  of  determining 
the  time  and  the  manner  in  which  the  money  should 
be  distributed.  If  Parliament  chooses  to  accede  to 
such  a  proposition,  of  course  nothing  more  can  be 
said  or  done.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  all-powerful, 
I  am  aware,  just  now,  but  at  the  same  time  I  think 
Parliament  will  be  slow  to  adopt  these  amend¬ 
ments,  which  are  not  in  the  public  interest,  which 
are  in  party  interest  and  which  will  prejudice  the 
distribution  of  this  very  money,  because  the  hon. 
gentleman  knows  well,  that  if  he  goes  on  to  use  this 
money  in  the  future  as  he  has  done  in  the  past, 
there  will  be  an  agitation  ope  of  these  days  for  a 
repeal  of  the  bounty  altogether,  which  wfill  cer¬ 
tainly  be  an  unpopular  thing  in  the  Maritime  Pro¬ 
vinces  and  will  not  receive  very  many  votes  there. 
If,  as  the  lion,  gentleman  says,  he  is  guided  by  the 
advice  of  the  officers  of  the  department,  I  think  he 
has  acted  hastily  and  in  a  manner  that  I  do  not 
believe  Parliament  will  approve  of.  I  think  that 
he  should  not  only  leave  the  clause  as  it  is,  but 
make  it  more  stringent  by  fixing  a  date  on  which 
or  before  which  the  distribution  must  take  place, 
and  to  that  extent  the  difficulty  will  be  eliminated. 

Mr.  TUPPER .  I  am  sorry  that  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  gave  expression  to  the  suggestion  of  his  present 
supporters  from  Ontario,  that  the  bounty  should 
be  suppressed  altogether. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.  E.I.)  I  did  not  give  expression 
to  an  opinion.  I  said,  that  if  you  went  on  in  your 
present  course  the  bounty  might  be  done  away 
with. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  The  hon.  gentleman  gave  a 
little  life  to  that  excuse  that  there  was  fraud  con¬ 
nected  with  the  distribution,  and  the  hon.  member 
for  Both  well  (Mr.  Mills)  must  be  delighted  that  he 
has  almost  an  ally  in  the  hon.  member  for  Queen’s 
{Mr.  Davies)  in  his  threats  against  the  bounty.  I 
wish  to  correct  the  hon.  gentleman  again,  if  he  will 
allow  me,  in  reference  to  a  misapprehension  on  his 
part.  In  the  first  place,  the  hon.  gentleman 
cannot  press  so  strongly  on  the  attention  of  the 
House — as  he  lias  pressed  some  arguments  in  refer¬ 
ence  to  the  regulations, — the  great  value  of  section 
3,  since  he  has  not  met  the  statement  of  fact  I  gave, 
that  since  1882  there  has  never  been  a  compliance 
with  it,  and  no  hon.  gentleman  has  ever  suggested 


there  should  be.  What  better  argument,  that  the 
clause  is  not  required,  than  that  such  a  vigilant  repre- 
sentativeas  the  hon.  gentleman  is  in  this  House  never 
directed  attention  to  it  since  1882.  The  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  is  unfair  in  his  remarks  as  to  the  distribution. 
I  gave  the  statement  as  to  what  we  were  able  to 
do  with  an  experience  from  1882  down  to  the 
present  in  connection  with  an  early  distribution  of 
the  bounty.  When  the  hon.  gentleman  suggested 
that  as  a  general  election  occurred  in  March,  1891, 
and  as  the  distribution  took  place  on  or  before  the 
1st  of  March  and  was  nearly  all  completed  by  that 
time,  excepting  outlying  districts— that  it  was  solely 
for  political  purposes,  I  very  frankly  told  him 
that  in  so  far  as  endeavouring  to  win  the  confidence 
of  the  people  by  meeting  their  wishes  wherever  it 
was  proper  to  do  so  was  a  political  object,  I  had 
that  desire  ;  but  as  to  any  effort  being  made  simply 
for  the  general  elections,  I  denied  it  in  toto,  and  I 
told  him  that  the  suggestion  was  made  to  me  long 
anterior  to  any  thought  in  the  mind  of  any  man  as  to 
when  the  general  elections  would  take  place.  That 
suggestion  came  from  the  provinces  interested, 
and  I  met  it ;  and  our  experience  last  year  has 
shown  that  it  was  part  of  a  well-considered 
plan,  adopted  in  the  interests  of  the  fishermen,  to 
have  the  early  distribution  made  annually.  Now, 
I  am  able  to  assure  Parliament  that  so  long  as  we 
are  permitted  to  act  on  the  novel  plan  adopted  in 
1891  and  continued  this  season,  which  is  fully  dis¬ 
cussed  in  the  Auditor  General’s  Report,  I  am  quite 
confident  that  the  distribution  can  be  made  every 
year  on  or  before  the  1st  of  March.  But  if  the 
lion,  gentleman  wishes  to  cripple  the  hand  of  the 
department,  I  can  tell  him  that  we  shall  be  face  to 
face  with  this  difficulty,  that  if  we  complied  with 
clause  3,  we  should  not  be  able  to  make  a  distribu¬ 
tion  until  we  got  statutory  authority  and  had  our 
plan  approved  by  this  House  in  the  following 
winter,  after  the  season's  fishing  was  all  over. 

Mr.  ERASER.  There  does  not  appear  to  be 
much  difference  between  the  arguments  of  the  two 
hon.  gentlemen.  But  what  I  would  press  on 
the  Minister  is  that  the  plan  adopted  in  1891  should 
be  made  binding.  Although  the  hon.  gentleman 
says  that  the  distribution  will  be  made  in  March, 
yet  at  some  time  it  will  be  found  that  the  over¬ 
worked  officials  of  the  department  will  not  be  able 
to  get  out  the  bounties  until  May  or  June  if  there 
happens  to  be  an  election  in  May  or  June.  I  think 
the  date  of  the  distribution  should  be  definite.  It 
is  a  cruel  act  to  the  fishermen  who  need  this  bounty, 
to  send  it  to  them  simply  when  there  is  an  election. 
I  can  see  a  good  deal  of  force  in  what  the  hon. 
gentleman  says  as  to  repealing  the  section  ;  and  if 
he  will  make  the  Act  definite  by  providing  in  it 
that  the  bounty  shall  be  paid  on  or  before  a  certain 
date,  there  would  be  no  trouble  about  it.  I  tfiink  the 
fishermen  themselves  should  know  when  they  are 
going  to  get  the  bounty.  Let  it  be  March,  or  May, 
or  June,  giving  the  Government  full  time,  so  that 
there  will  be  no  similar  scenes  enacted  in  future. 
I  have  had  to  meet  the  same  difficulties  in  my  con¬ 
stituency.  I  think  we  should  hold  the  elections 
without  taking  advantage  of  the  fishing  bounty  or 
any  other  influence  of  the  kind,  leaving  men  free 
to  exercise  their  better  judgment.  Now,  the  Min¬ 
ister  has  made  the  statement  of  his  intention,  and 
so  far  as  he  is  concerned,  that  binds  him  ;  but  let 
it  be  made  definite  by  the  provision  of  Parliament, 
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and  then  repeal  the  section,  and  we  shall  have  a 
.good  Act. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  No  other  pledge  could  be  given 
than  that  which  I  have  given.  Up  to  the  year 
before  last  it  was  found  impossible  to  distribute 
the  bounty  until  June,  at  which  time  many  vessels 
had  gone  to  sea,  and  when  they  came  back  the 
bounty  was  of  comparatively  little  use  to  the  fish¬ 
ermen.  It  was  simply  added  to  their  surplus 
earnings,  and  was  not  spent  as  well  perhaps  as  it 
would  have  been  at  an  earlier  period.  We  found 
that  it  wasquite  impossible  to  go  over  all  the  claims, 
numbering  30,000  or  40,000,  and  make  out  and  dis¬ 
tribute  the  schedules,  by  means  of  temporary 
clerks.  But  under  the  plan  adopted  last  year, 
practically  a  bounty  was  given  to  the  regular  clerks 
for  working  overtime  and  on  condition  that  they 
would  have  this  work  done  by  a  certain  time, 
Parliament  sanctioned  the  paying  of  these  men  for 
overtime,  and  the  plan  adopted  by  the  department 
gave  them  an  inducement  not  to  earn  so  much  an 
hour,  but  to  make  their  hours  as  short  as  possible, 
by  doing  a  great  deal  of  work  in  a  comparatively 
brief  period.  It  was  a  tremendous,  strain  upon 
them,  but  they  have  undergone  that  strain  for  the 
reward  offered  them.  So  long,  therefore,  as  you 
can  get  a  regular  staff  to  work  that  liar  J  for  the 
period  required,  so  long  will  it  be  possible  for  the 
Minister  to  give  the  assurance  that  there  will  be 
an  early  distribution  year  after  year.  But  I  do 
not  suppose  that  any  Minister  would  be  prepared 
to  say  to  Parliament  that  he  would  compel  those 
trained  officers  in  his  department  to  work  as  late 
and  as  long  ever}''  year  as  is  necessary  in  order  to 
do  this  work,  although  they  have  done  it,  and  I 
believe  will  continue  to  do  it  for  the  consideration 
given  them  ;  and  so  long  as  that  plan  is  approved, 
it  is  not  only  possible,  but  the  intention,  to  distri¬ 
bute  the  bounty  at  the  earliest  possible  moment. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.  E.I. )  So  far  as  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  has  succeeded  by  any  departmental  arrange¬ 
ment  in  facilitating  the  early  distribution  of  this 
bounty,  I  think  the  discussion  has  shown  that  it 
meets  with  general  approval.  We  all  agree  that 
the  distribution  should  take  place  as  early  as  the 
department  is  able  to  get  the  cheques  out,  and  I 
have  no  doubt  that  the  hon.  gentleman  has  done 
his  share  in  furthering  that  object.  But  the  point 
is  this  :  the  hon.  gentleman  is  withdrawing  from 
Parliament  the  control  it  possesses  by  the  third 
section  ;  he  has  assented  to  the  suggestion  that  the 
cheques  should  be  distributed  before  the  1  st  March  ; 
he  leaves  it  to  the  Government  to  determine  the 
time  when  the  instalments  shall  be  paid  ;  let  him 
consent  that  a  provision  should  be  made  in  the 
Act,  that  the  distribution  shall  take  place  not 
later  than  the  1  st  of  March. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  I  have  given  the  reason  why  it 
is  impossible  to  bind  the  department  or  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  as  to  when  an  unknown  quantity  of  claims 
shall  be  met. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P. E.I.)  That  objection  does  not 
apply  to  the  suggestion  I  am  making.  The  second 
section  provides : 

“  Such  grant  shall  be  appropriated  for  the  said  purposes 
at  such  times  and  by  such  instalments  in  each  year  as  the 
Governor  in  Council  directs.” 

The  Governor  in  Council  this  year  and  last  year 
directed,  and  expects  in  the  future,  that  the  bounty 
shall  be  distributed  before  the  1  st  of  March.  Then, 
Mr.  Fraser. 
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let  it  be  provided  that  the  distribution  shall  take 
place  within  a  fixed  date — not  later  than  the  1  st  or 
the  10th  or  the  15th  of  March,  or  even  the  ‘20th,  if 
the  lion,  gentleman  assures  us  that  that  is  as  early 
as  it  can  be  done. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  That  would  not  meet  the  hon. 
gentleman’s  wish.  The  appropriation  is  not  what 
we  are  discussing,  but  the  distribution.  The  hon. 
gentleman  will  see  that  it  is  not  the  appropriation 
which  is  concerned,  but  it  is  merely  an  allotment 
for  us  to  distribute  in  a  certain  manner. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P. E.I. )  I  take  the  meaning,  of 
the  second  section  to  be  that  this  money  shall  be 
appropriated,  which  I  understand  to  be  equivalent 
to  the  distribution  of  it  at  the  time  and  in  the 
instalments  the  Governor  in  Council  may  decide. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  The  provision  practically  is 
that  we  are  not  to  distribute  that  $160,000  without 
an  Order  in  Council.  The  moment  that  Order  in 
Council  is  passed,  the  department  is  free,  but  the 
Order  in  Council  has  never  yet  directed  the  depart¬ 
ment  to  make  the  distribution  within  a  certain 
time,  because  it  is  impossible  to  tell  the  Governor 
in  Council,  as  it  would  be  impossible  to  tell  Parlia¬ 
ment,  how  long  it  would  take  a  certain  number  of 
men  at  a  certain  rate  of  speed  to  make  that  distri¬ 
bution.  I  made  what  was  practically  a  bet  with 
the  officers  of  the  department,  and  they  took  the 
risk  of  distributing  this  bounty  within  a  certain 
time  in  order  to  earn  the  money,  but  it  would  be 
difficult  to  put  that  in  a  statute,  because  you  would 
have  to  find  your  men  every  year  instead  of  getting, 
as  I  have  done,  volunteers  from  the  regular  service. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P. E.I. )  I  do  not  see  any  dif¬ 
ficulty  in  it.  When  you  admit  that  there  should 
be  an  arbitrary  date  every  year  when  the  money 
should.be  distributed,  and  the  hon.  gentleman  has 
shown  that  for  two  years  that  distribution  has 
been  completed  before  the  1st  of  March,  I  do  not 
see  why  a  date  should  not  be  fixed. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  I  did  not  say  that  the  whole 
distribution  had  taken  place  by  the  1st  of  March, 
but  the  bulk  of  it. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.  E.  I.)  If  experience  has  shown 
the  hon.  gentleman  that  it  is  difficult  to  get  it  done 
by  that  date,  then  he  might  extend  the  date  fifteen 
or  twenty  days  longer,  but  he  should  give  Parlia¬ 
ment  some  assurance  that  the  date  will  not  be  left 
simply  to  the  discretion  of  the  Government  for  the 
time  being. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  It  might  be  that,  no  matter 
whether  we  were  negligent  or  not,  a  man  might  not 
receive  his  bounty  by  that  date,  and  then  he- would 
not  be  entitled  to  it. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P. E.I.)  The  hon.  gentleman  is 
refining  the  point,  because  he  sends  out  these  pay¬ 
ments  by  cheque  from  the  head  office,  and  therefore 
there  need  be  no  delay. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  But  suppose  we  were  derelict  in 
our  duty  ? 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.  E.I. )  I  could  not  suppose  that. 
The  hon.  gentleman  says  he  has  succeeded  in  doing 
this  before  the  1st  March  this  year  and  last  year, 
by  the  application  of  diligence  and  other  qualities, 
and  being  supported  by  a  volunteer  staff.  What 
he  has  done  in  the  last  few  years  he  can  do  in  the 
future,  and  I  submit  that,  if  he  thinks  that  would 
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be  running  the  time  rather  close,  he  might  extend 
the  time. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  For  what  object  ? 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.  E.I. )  So  that  Parliament  may 
have  an  assurance  that  the  money  will  be  distri¬ 
buted  by  a  certain  time,  instead  of  leaving  it  to  the 
discretion  of  the  Government,  because,  as  I  have 
shown,  it  may  be  used  for  political  purposes. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  Then  you  might  make  the  fish¬ 
ermen  suffer  for  the  neglect  of  the  department. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  There  is  no  reason  for 
that,  if  the  cheques  are  sent  out  by  a  certain  date. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  I  think  the  objection  the  hon, 
gentleman  made  is  thoroughly  impracticable,  and  I 
do  not  think  he  has  met  my  criticism.  That  limit 
of  time  would  only  have  one  consequence.  No 
doubt  an  effort  would  be  made  to  comply  with  it, 
but  in  the  event  of  failure  it  would  punish  the  very 
people  we  want  to  assist. 

Bill  reported. 

WRECKING  IN  CANADIAN  WATERS. 

» 

Mr.  BOWELL  moved  second  reading  of  Bill 
(No.  8)  respecting  aid  by  United  States  wreckers  in 
Canadian  waters. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  Would  the  Minister  allow 
this  to  stand  for  a  few  days  ?  I  understand  that 
some  parties  in  the  west  desire  to  communicate 
with  him  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Will  Friday  do  ? 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  I  am  not  sure  whether  that 
will  give  sufficient  time  or  not. 

Motion  postponed. 

PILOTAGE  ACT  AMENDMENT. 

Mr.  TUPPER  moved  second  reading  of  Bill 
(No.  10)  to  amend  the  Pilotage  Act. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I. )  Will  the  hon.  gentleman 
explain  this  Bill  ? 

Mr.  TUPPER.  The  hon.  gentleman  was  not 
present  when  I  explained  this  Bill  before.  Some 
time  ago  Parliament  exempted  all  vessels  of  not 
more  than  a  tonnage  of  80  tons  in  order  to  encour¬ 
age  our  fishermen  on  the  coast  to  build  larger 
craft.  The  vessels  had  been  built  very  small  in 
order  to  escape  pilotage  dues,  and  the  effect  of  that 
provision  has  been,  as  reported  to  me,  to  encour¬ 
age  our  fishermen  and  small  coasters  to  build  up 
to  80  tons.  Now,  their  competitors  are  building 
larger  craft,  and  in  order  to  encourage  a  healthy 
rivalry,  it  is  said  that,  if  we  slightly  increase  the 
tonnage,  our  fishermen  will  be  encouraged  to  build 
as  fine  craft  as  come  from  the  Gloucester  ports. 
That  is  the  reason  why  I  ask  to  make  the  limit  120 
tons  instead  of  80  tons.  In  the  St.  Lawrence  all 
craft  are  exempt  up  to  250  tons,  so  that  it  does  not 
affect  them,  and  in  several  states  of  the  Union  they 
have  encouraged  the  building  of  these  small  coasters. 

Mr.  HAZEN.  I  do  not  desire  to  delay  the 
passage  of  this  Bill,  but  as  a  number  of  people  in 
the  Maritime  Provinces  and  some  of  my  constituents 
have  written  to  me  asking  for  information  concern¬ 
ing  this  Bill,  I  would  ask  the  Minister*  to  let  the 
Bill  stand  until  we  have  had  an  opportunity  of 
hearing  from  those  who  are  more  especially  inter¬ 


ested  in  its  provisions.  At  the  present  time  I  am 
not  in  a  position  to  say  whether  I  shall  support  it 
or  not,  until  I  get  more  information. 

Mr.  TUPPER  .  If  the  House  will  take  the  second 
reading  to-day,  I  have  no  objection  to  let  the  Bill 
stand  before  it  takes  another  stage. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Bill  read  the  second  time. 

ORDNANCE  LANDS — TORONTO. 

Mr.  DEWDNEY  moved  that  the  House  resolve 
itself  into  Committee  to  consider  resolution  (March 
11th)  respecting  conveyance  of  certain  Ordnance 
Lands  to  the  Corporation  of  the  City  of  Toronto. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  Would  the  hon.  gentleman  tell 
us  what  are  to  be  the  conditions  of  this  transfer  ? 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  The  Ordnance  land  which  is 
the  subject  of  this  resolution,  was  transferred  to 
the  Agriculture  Department  in  1870,  and  has  been 
in  their  occupation  ever  since  :  it  became  the 
property  of  the  Government  in  1867.  The  City  of 
Toronto  made  application  for  this  land,  I  believe, 
for  the  purpose  of  a  cattle  market,  and  the  valua¬ 
tion  of  the  property  was  made  by  experts,  and  the 
Government  agreed  to  sell  it  provided  Parliament 
would  give  the  necessary  authority.  The  hon. 
gentleman  knows  that  Ordnance  lands  can  only  be 
sold  by  public  auction,  unless  with  the  special 
consent  of  Parliament  to  the  contrary.  The  Bill 
which  I  propose  to  submit  to  the  House  explains 
the  whole  circumstances  and  also  describes  the 
limits  of  the  property.  There  were  two  valuations 
made,  one  by  Mr.  Whitney  and  one  by  some  other 
party,  at  $52,000  and  $54,000  respectively.  The 
Bill  proposes  to  sell  the  property  to  the  municipality 
of  Toronto  for  $54,000. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  House  resolved  itself  into 
Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

On  paragraph  1, 

Mr.  LAURIER.  As  I  understood  the  hon. 
gentleman,  all  the  conditions  under  which  this 
land  is  to  be  transferred,  are  set  forth  in  the  Bill. 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  Yes,  they  are  all  in  the  Bill. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  That  may  be, 
but  it  is  convenient  that  we  should  know  generally 
what  particular  property  you  propose  to  deal  with, 
what  is  the  extent  of  the  land,  and  for  what  pur¬ 
pose  you  desire  to  convey  it  to  the  Corporation  of 
Toronto. 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  That  is  explained  in  the  pre¬ 
amble  of  the  Bill.  The  Corporation  of  the  City  of 
Toronto  requires  the  lands  for  the  enlargement  of 
a  market,  known  as  the  Western  Cattle  Market, 
and  applied  for  the  grant  of  said  lands,  and  have 
offered  to  give  the  sum  of  $54,000. 

Mr.  KIRKPATRICK.  $52,000. 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  So  it  is  ;  I  was  under  the 
impression  it  was  $54,000.  I  have  a  plan,  which  I 
will  lay  on  the  Table,  showing  the  locality  of  the 
property,  if  necessary.  There  is  nearly  five  acres. 

Mr.  KIRKPATRICK.  This  land,  we  all  know, 
is  held  by  the  country  in  trust  for  certain  purposes. 
It  was  transferred  by  the  Ordnance  Board  of  the 
Imperial  Government  to  Canada  upon  trust  for 
certain  purposes,  and  it  is  not  in  our  power  to  give 
away  the  land  at  all.  The  statute  relating  to  the 
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Ordnance  lands  of  the  country  specifies  that  if  any 
land  of  this  kind  is  sold  it  must  be  sold  by  public 
auction,  except  in  cases  of  leases,  or  in  cases  where 
a  Provincial  Government  may  require  it  for  pro¬ 
vincial  uses.  This  is  not  either  of  those  cases, 
therefore  I  think  that,  as  it  is  proposed  to  deal 
with  it  by  special  Act,  we  ought  to  have  some 
knowledge  and  some  information  as  to  how  this 
value  is  arrived  at.  At  the  present  moment  we  do 
not  know  the  quantity  of  land  or  the  value,  yet 
we  are  called  upon  to  say  that  it  is  expedient  to 
transfer  it  to  the  City  of  Toronto.  Now,  the  City 
of  Toronto  has  no  more  right  to  that  land  at  an 
under- valuation  than  any  other  town  or  city  in  the 
country,  and  we  ought  to  take  care  that  this  pro¬ 
perty,  which  is  held  in  trust  for  the  purposes  of 
the  defence  of  Canada,  is  carefully  guarded.  If 
there  is  a  valuation,  if  we  are  to  give  it  at  a  fair 
valuation,  of  course  there  can  be  no  objection,  but 
I  think  that  before  passing  this  resolution  we  ought 
to  have  some  evidence  of  that  valuation. 

Mr.  DENISON.  I  quite  agree  with  what  has 
been  said  by  the  last  speaker  about  the  need  of 
carefully  guarding  the  interest  of  the  public.  This 
land,  I  suppose,  has  been  occupied  for  twenty 
years  by  the  Immigration  Department  for  sheds 
and  other  Government  purposes.  It  is  not  used 
now  by  the  militia  of  Toronto  in  any  way,  and  has 
not  been  for  a  great  many  years.  The  cattle  market 
which  adjoins  the  land  has  outgrown  its  present 
site,  and  the  city  requires  more  land  for  the  enlarge¬ 
ment  of  the  market.  The  cattle  trade  with  Eng¬ 
land,  has  increased  so  much  of  late  years  that 
the  city  absolutely  requires  more  land  for  the 
purposes  of  this  market.  As  to  the  value  of 
the  land,  I  may  mention  that  the  Govern¬ 
ment  obtained  the  most  reliable  person  that  could 
be  had  in  the  City  of  Toronto  to  value  the  land,  a 
man  who  has  been  in  that  Imsiness  forty  or  fifty 
years — I  refer  to  Mr.  Whitney,  a  man  who  stands  at 
the  very  head  of  his  business  or  profession,  and  one 
who  has  the  confidence  of  every  citizen  of  Toronto. 
In  addition  to  that,  I  understand  that  the  city  also 
had  a  valuation  made  by  Mr,  Maughan,  a  most  re¬ 
spectable  citizen  of  Toronto,  and  one  in  whom  we  all 
have  confidence.  Mr.  Maughan,  I  believe,  assessed 
it  at  S3, 000  or  $4,000  less  than  the  value  placed 
upon  it  by  Mr.  Whitney,  but  I  understand  Mr. 
Whitney’s  valuation  is  the  one  the  Government  ! 
proposes  to  act  upon.  I  regret,  Mr.  Chairman, 
that  any  opposition  should  be  made  to  the  passage 
of  this  resolution,  because  the  land  is  wanted  very 
badly  by  the  city.  If  the  land  was  used  by  the 
militia  in  any  way,  I  would  be  just  as  strongly 
opposed  to  selling  it  as  is  the  hon.  member  for 
Frontenac  (Mr.  Kirkpatrick).  We  have  another 
piece  of  ground,  the  Garrison  Common,  and  the 
city  has  made  overtures  from  time  to  time  to  the 
Government  to  get  it  from  us,  but  I  have  vigorously 
opposed  anything  of  that  sort.  I  fancy  that  the 
hon.  member  for  Frontenac  has  in  his  mind  the 
Garrison  Common,  which  is  used  by  the  militia, 
but  that  is  quite  a  different  piece  of  ground  from 
the  one  mentioned  in  this  resolution. 

Mr.  KIRKPATRICK.  My  hon.  friend  has  mis¬ 
understood  me.  I  do  not  oppose  the  sale  of  this 
Ordnance  land,  but  I  said  we  wanted  tt>  get 
evidence  of  its  real  value,  we  do  not  want  to  be 
meting  in  the  dark.  We  are  asked  to  give  our 
assent  and  to  declare  that  it  is  expedient  to  trans- 
Mr.  Kirkpatrick. 


fer  this  land  to  the  City  of  Toronto,  when  we  know 
nothing  about  its  approximate  valuation,  we  do 
not  know  whether  this  sum  is  more  than  its  value, 
or  whether  it  is  only  one-tenth  of  its  value.  We 
want  to  hear  the  evidence  of  its  value. 


Mr.  DEWDNEY.  I  find  I  was  in  error  in 
stating  that  one  valuation  was  for  $62,900  and 
another  for  $64,000.  I  find  by  another  memorandum 
I  have  here  that  a  valuation  was  made  by  Mr. 
Payton,  of  the  London  and  Ontario  Investment 
Company,  placing  the  land  at  $45,000  and  build¬ 
ings  at  $5,000.  Messrs.  Whitney  &  Son  were 
asked  to  make  a  further  valuation,  and  they  placed 
the  value  at  $52,000,  including  buildings ;  and 
$52,000  was  the  amount  arranged  with  the  munici¬ 
pality  of  Toronto. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  The  proposition  of  the  hon. 
member  for  Frontenac  (Mr.  Kirkpatrick)  seems  to 
be  a  perfectly  fair  one.  The  hon.  gentleman  sug¬ 
gests  that  all  the  information  be  laid  on  the  Table 
of  the  House,  so  that  the  committee  may  be  in  a 
position  to  peruse  it  befoim  the  resolution  is 
passed. 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  I  have  no  objoction  to  that 
course  being  taken.  „ 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  submit  that  a  more 
convenient  course  would  be,  especially  as  explana¬ 
tions  have  been  satisfactory,  that  the  resolution 
should  be  passed,  and  the  Bill  not  proceeded  with 
until  the  documents  are  on  the  Table. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  That  will  lie  perfectly  satis¬ 
factory. 

Resolution  reported. 


UNITED  STATES  FISHING  VESSELS. 


Mr.  TUPPER  moved  second  reading  of  Bill  (No. 
11)  respecting  fishing  vessels  of  the  United  States 
of  America. 


Mr.  LAURIER.  I  had  hoped  that  the  hon. 
gentleman  would  have  given  the  House  some  reason 
for  departing  from  the  course  that  has  been  adopted 
with  respect  to  this  Act.  The  hon.  gentleman,  in 
introducing  this  measure  the  other  day,  simply 
stated  that  it  was  a  measure  for  the  purpose  of 
conveying  to  the  Governor  in  Council  the  power  to 
issue  these  licenses  to  American  fishing  vessels, 
But,  if  my  memory  serves  me,  he  failed  to  give  any 
reason  why  there  should  be  a  departure  from  the 
policy  which  we  have  hitherto  followed.  The 
policy  we  have  pursued  with  respect  to  this  measure 
has  been  simply  this  :  Since  the  treaty  of  1888, 
the  Parliament  of  Canada  has  chosen  to  revive  the 
modus  vivendi  from  year  to  year,  by  which  we  have 
escaped  the  difficulty  which  has  arisen  in  conse¬ 
quence  of  the  interpretation  of  the  Convention  of 
1818.  The  legislation  was  certainly  very  proper  ; 
it  has  always  met  the  consensus  of  opinion  on  both 
sides  of  the  House,  and  I  fail  to  see  for  what  reason 
we  should  now  be  called  upon  to  vest  such  extra¬ 
ordinary  powers  in  the* Order  in  Council.  There 
seems  to  be  no  adequate  reason  why  these  powers 
should  be  vested  in  the  Governor  in  Council ; 
indeed,  I  think  they  should  be  kept  strictly  under 
the  control  of  Parliament,  so  long  as  the  difficulty 
exists  between  the  United  States  and  Canada  as  to 
the  interpretation  of  the  Convention  of  1818.  It 
appears  to  me  preferable  to  keep  the  matter  in 
abeyance  as  it  is,  that  is  to  say,  to  have  temporary 
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legislation  from  year  to  year  on  the  subject,  and 
that  the  Government  should  ask  from  year  to  year 
the  power  to  issue  those  licenses,  rather  than  to 
vest  at  once  and  forever  in  the  Governor  in 
Council  the  privilege  of  issuing  those  licenses.  This 
measure  is  of  a  permanent  character,  while  the 
Act  has  been  for  years  temporary  in  its  character  ; 
in  other  words,  the  Act  passed  yearly  was  kept 
in  force  simply  while  the  present  difficulty  between 
the  two  countries  remained  unsettled.  If  the 
difficulty  is  terminated,  there  is  no  longer  any 
necessity  for  this  legislation,  and  unless  the  lion. 
Minister  can  adduce  good  reason  why  lie  should 
depart  from  the  course  he  has  followed  since  1889, 
it  seems  to  me  the  wiser  policy  to  pursue  is  to 
adhere  to  the  present  system  and  not  vest  such 
large  powers  in  the  Governor  in  Council. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  In  answer  to  the  hon.  gentleman’s 
enquiries  as  to  the  reason  for  changing  the  form  of 
the  Bill,  I  may  say  that  it  has  been  found  necessary 
to  act  in  the  manner  indicated  nearly  every  year,  cer¬ 
tainly  last  year  and  previous  years, before  Parliament 
met.  United  States  fishing  vessels  would  reach  our 
ports  en  route  to  the  fishing  banks, and  would  ask  for 
these  privileges,  and  it  became  incumbent  upon  us 
either  to  grant  or  refuse  them.  Then  the  occasion 
came  to  consider  what  polic}7  should  be  adopted  for 
the  whole  season,  because,  obviously,  we  could  not 
make  rules  for  the  early  fishermen  starting  for  the 
banks  that  we  would  not  apply  afterwards.  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  as  the  hon.  gentleman  will  remember, 
the  Governor  in  Council  authorized  my  department 
to  issue  interim  licenses,  subject  to  the  Act  being 
adopted  at  the  next  Parliament,  and  from  force  of 
circumstances  the  rule  acted  on  was  that  now  em¬ 
bodied  in  this  Bill.  So  in  reference  to  the  other 
remarks  of  the  hon.  gentleman,  as  to  this  being  a 
permanent  instead  of  a  temporary  measure  :  it  is 
true  that  this  Bill  vests  authority  in  the  Governor 
in  Council  to  grant  these  privileges,  but  we  do  not 
place  ourselves  in  the  position  of  having  to  amend 
or  repeal  an  Act  on  an  occasion  when  it  might  be 
desirable  to  take  some  other  course  in  the  manage¬ 
ment  of  our  relations  with  our  neighbours  over  the 
fishery  question  ;  and  I  think  in  every  way,  and 
especially  so  far  as  our  international  relations  are 
concerned,  it  is  more  desirable  that  we  should  have 
this  power  and  that  there  should  be  a  discretionary 
power  to  this  extent  vested  in  the  Governor  in 
Council,  instead  of  a  statutory  obligation  interfer¬ 
ing  somewhat  with  the  provisions  of  the  treaty  of 
1818.  There  is  really  in  practice  no  very  great 
difference  proposed  in  this  Bill  from  the  course  we 
have  been  following  the  last  few  years. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.l. )  The  House  will  remem¬ 
ber  that  this  Bill  had  its  origin  in  the  proposition 
made  by  the  plenipotentiaries  of  Great  Britain 
when  they  met  in  Washington  some  years  ago.  If 
I  recollect  aright,  the  provisions  of  the  annual 
Bill  which  has  been  introduced  ever  since  were 
permissive,  and  not  compulsory.  The  objection 
which  the  hon.  gentleman  suggests  as  possible, 
coukUnot  arise  under  the  former  Bill.  The  Gov¬ 
ernor  in  Council  is  not  bound  to  so  act,  and  if  cir¬ 
cumstances  render  it  undesirable,  they  need  not  do 
so.  The  objection  to  the  Bill  is  that  formulated 
by  my  hon.  leader.  It  is  one  affecting  our  national 
obligations  and  rights,  and  it  is  highly  desirable 
that  Parliament  should  not  designate  to  a  com¬ 
mittee  of  Council  matters  over  which  it  should, 


above  all  others,  retain  control.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  remembers  that  year  after  year,  when  the 
I  Bill  has  been  introduced,  the  House  has  been  given 
to  hope  that  some  arrangement  would  be  made  which 
would  render  the  passage  of  this  Bill  another  yearun- 
uecessary .  We  gave  the  Government  these  large  con¬ 
cessions  at  the  time  of  the  Wash  ington  treaty ,  because 
it  was  thought  that  reasonable  timeshould  beallowed 
for  the  United  States  Senate  to  consider  that 
treaty  and  consider  our  objections,  and  it  was 
never  contemplated  in  the  first  instance  that  the 
measure  should  be  made  permanent.  So  far  as  I 
am  personally  concerned,  I  have  never  felt  or 
expressed  the  slightest  opposition  to  granting 
these  concessions,  but  I  believe  that  may  not-  be 
the  general  opinion  of  Parliament.  It  does  seem 
to  me  that  in  a  matter  affecting  our  international 
rights  and  obligations  and  privileges,  Parliament 
should  be  allowed  to  retain  the  control  of  it,  in  the 
sense  that  the  Bill  should  not  be  passed  for  more 
than  one  3^ear,  and  from  year  to  year,  and  that  it 
is  undesirable  to  delegate  these  powers  to  the 
Governor  in  Council. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  As  I  understand,  the  leader  of 
the  Opposition  suggested  that  we  should  adopt  a 
standing  measure. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  Not  at  all. 

Mr.  MILLS  (BothwMl).  Mr.  Speaker,  it  seems 
I  to  vne  that  this  legislation  is  not  such  as  the  House 
ought  to  encourage,  and  that  it  would  be  right  and 
proper  to  have  a  parliamentary  committee  to  enquire 
into  and  report  upon  the  whole  subject.  The  hon. 
gentleman  knows,  and  the  House  knows,  that  we 
never  admitted  that  the  Americans  have  any  legal 
right  to  the  concessions  that  we  make  by  this  Bill. 
These  concessions  were  made  in  consequence  of  con¬ 
templated  negot  iati  ons  of  what  i  t  was  supposed  would 
at  an  early  date  be  consummated,  but  there  are  no 
negotiations  pending,  and  there  is  no  prospect  of 
any  immediate  settlement  of  this  subject,  and  un¬ 
less  we  are  prepared  to  abandon  our  rights  altogether 
in  this  matter  to  the  Americans,  and  to  allow  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  to  make  such  a 
claim  within  our  territories  as  they  think  proper, 
I  believe  it  is  time  that  we  should  ascertain  pre¬ 
cisely  what  our  rights  are  that  we  are  prepared  to 
stand  by,  and  that  we  will  insist  upon  maintaining 
as  against  them.  So  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  am 
ready  to  deal  liberally  with  the  neighbouring  Re¬ 
public  in  everything  relating  to  our  commercial 
r  elations  with  them,  but  with  regard  to  our  sovereign 
rights  I  would  not  surrender  to  them  a  piece  of 
territory  if  it  were  fit  for  no  other  purpose  than  for 
the  fishermen  to  dry  their  nets  upon.  I  am  dis¬ 
posed  to  maintain  our  rights,  and  to  ascertain  these 
rights  to  their  full  extent.  Look  at  the 
i  difference  between  the  conduct  of  our  Gov- 
I  eminent  in  this  matter  and  the  conduct  of 
the  neighbouring  Republic  with  regard  to 
another  matter  in  dispute.  Take  the  case  of  their 
claim  to  sovereignty  over  the  Behring  Sea.  Here 
is  a  body  of  water  that  is  four  thousand  miles  in 
width.  It  is  part  of  the  opeu  ocean  that  has  been 
recognized  from  the  time  of  its  discovery  until  the 
time  that  Russia  put  up  a  certain  pretension,  as 
being  a  part  of  the  open  sea,  equally  open  to  the 
ships  of  all  nations.  Now,  within  the  past  few 
years,  the  Government  of  the  United  States  claim¬ 
ed  a  sovereignty  over  that  sea,  and  they  have 
seized  our  vessels,  they  have  confiscated  the  pro- 
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perty  of  seal-hunters  in  the  open  sea,  far  beyond 
the  limits  that  international  law  usually  recognizes, 
and  this  new  pretension,  this  pretension  contrary 
to  the  ancient  practice,  and  contrary  to  law,  has 
been  allowed  to  go  practically  into  operation,  and  is 
continued  down  to  the  present  hour.  Well,  Sir,  on 
our  eastern  coast  there  are  land-locked  bays,  and 
what  is  the  pretension  of  the  United  States  with  re¬ 
gard  to  these  ?  The  pretension  is  :  that  if  a  ba}T  is 
more  than  six  miles  wide,  that  that  portion  which 
lies  at  a  greater  distance  than  three  miles  from  the 
coast  is  a  part  of  the  open  sea  and  is  equally 
accessible  to  the  ships  of  all  nations  for  every  pos¬ 
sible  purpose.  They  do  not  admit  any  such  right 
with  regard  to  the  land-locked  bays  upon  their 
coast.  They  assert  this  pretension  as  against  us, 
and  they  assert  it  as  founded  upon  a  treaty  that 
undertakes  to  enunciate  the  very  terms  that  are 
usually  recognized  by  writers  on  international 
laws,  and  which  they  themselves  sajT  are  based 
upon  the  principles  of  international  law,  when  it  is 
simply  a  declaration  of  what  the  law  is  with  re¬ 
gard  to  these  matters.  The  hon.  gentleman  is 
making  very  large  concessions  by  the  continuance 
of  this  rule. 

Mr.  TUPPER,  For  a  price. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  For  a  price.  Such  a 
price.  The  Americans  are  not  making  any  corres¬ 
ponding  concessions. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  They  have  nothing  correspond¬ 
ing  to  sell.  We  sell  them  these  privileges. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  They  do  not  pretend  to 
give  you  license  over  the  disputed  waters  of  the 
Behring  Sea,  upon  the  like  terms.  They  make  no 
corresponding  concession,  and  it  seems  to  me  that  we 
are  just  in  this  position  :  that  we  are  asserting  our 
legal  right  which  we  are  trying  to  keep  alive,  but 
which  we  have  not  the  courage  to  assert  effec¬ 
tively.  That  is  our  position,  and  the  hon.  gentleman 
proposes  by  this  Bill  practically  to  make  this 
a  continuous  policy.  It  is  no  longer  to  be  a  tempo¬ 
rary  arrangement  until  negotiations  are  had,  but  a 
permanent  arrangement.  It  is  a  species  of  acquies¬ 
cence  in  the  pretensions  of  our  neighbours,  under 
which  in  the  course  of  a  few  years,  they  may  set 
up  a  right.  I  do  not  think  this  is  a  good  policy,  nor 
do  I  think  it  is  a  policy  that  this  House  ought  to 
encourage.  We  went  quite  far  enough  before,  fur¬ 
ther  than  I  think  we  should  have  gone.  It  is  not 
by  illiberal  trade  arrangements,  it  is  not  by  bluster¬ 
ing  on  the  election  platform  that  we  are  going  to 
maintain  our  rights.  They  have  got  to  be  asserted 
in  another  and  more  effective  way,  and  I  think  this 
can  be  done  perfectly  consistent  a  'ith  goodwill 
towards  our  neighbours  and  with  benefit  to  .our 
own  interests. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  quite 
agree,  and  I  am  sure  every  member  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  agrees,  with  the  views  expressed  by  the 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite  :  that  this  is  a  concession 
to  the  United  States  on  behalf  of  their  fishermen, 
and  that  it  is  one  that  we  are  by  no  means  bound 
to  make.  I  quite  agree  also  that  any  concession  of 
the  kind  ought  to  be  temporary,  but  I  disagree 
with  our  friends  opposite  when  they  say  that  the 
Bill  proposes  to  make  it  a  permanent  concession, 
and  1  likewise  differ  from  them  when  they  say  that 
we  are  surrendering  any  right  whatever  winch  we 
possess  in  regard  to  our  fisheries.  On  the  contrary, 
Mr.  Mills  (Bothwell). 


Sir,  when  we  require  the  fishing  vessels  of  the 
United  States  entering  our  ports  for  the  purposes 
named  in  this  Bill,  to  take  out  licenses  from  this 
Government,  and  to  purchase  that  license  from  this 
Government,  I  say  that  instead  of  surrendering 
any  right  to  the  fisheries  we  are  upholding  that 
right ;  and  every  license  to  a  fishing  vessel  of 
the  United  States  strengthens  the  claim  of 
Canada  to  the  sovereignty  of  our  fishing  grounds. 

I  feel  bound  to  take  issue  with  our  friends 
opposite  when  they  contend  that  in  any  respect 
we  are,  by  an  Act  of  this  kind,  surrendering 
the  sovereignty  of  our  fishing  territories.  There 
are  two  or  three  practical  views  to  take  of 
this  question  which  I  think  have  been  over¬ 
looked  for  the  moment.  One  is,  that  this  is  a  very 
convenient  mode  of  administering  our  sovereign 
rights  in  these  fishing  grounds.  We  preserve,  as  I 
have  said,  our  sovereignty  ;  butatthe  same  time  and 
to  the  utmost  extent  that  is  compatible  with  the 
rights  of  our  own  fishermen  in  these  fishing 
grounds,  we  admit  foreigners;  but  we  require  them 
to  take  the  licenses  for  two  reasons — in  the  first 
place,  in  order  that  their  vessels  may  be  watched 
and  identified,  and  poaching  prevented  ;  and  sec¬ 
ondly,  in  order  to  establish  a  fund  which  will  to 
some  extent,  if  not  entirely,  pay  for  the  policing  of 
those  waters.  That  has  been  the  practical  result 
during  the  last  few  years.  The  purposes  of  con¬ 
venience  have  been  served,  and  the  fund  which  has 
been  realized  from  this  source,  while  not  to  be  con¬ 
sidered  adequate  compensation  for  the  rights  which 
have  been  granted  under  it,  has  been  a  source,  not 
of  revenue,  but  of  income,  almost,  if  not  entirely, 
sufficient  to  meet  the  police  expenses  which  devolve 
upon  us  in  guarding  those  waters  for  the  benefit  of 
our  fishermen.  As  to  the  question  of  convenience, 
the  point  to  be  considered  by  the  House, 
irrespective,  at  the  moment,  of  whether  negotia¬ 
tions  are  proceeding  on  this  subject  or  not, 
is  that  the  course  should  be  adopted  and  con¬ 
tinued  for  some  time  to  come  which  is  most  con¬ 
venient  for  the  administration  of  our  rights  in 
those  fishing  grounds.  I  think  everyone  will  agree 
that  this  method  prevents  collision  ;  and  if  there 
are  not  at  present  on  foot  negotiations  to  be  settled 
with  regard  to  the  fisheries,  there  are  other  im¬ 
portant  questions  between  Canada  and  the  United 
States  which  are  pressing  for  a  solution.  In  view 
of  these  questions,  it  is  very  desirable  that  any¬ 
thing  that  might  interrupt  good  feeling  and  good 
neighbourhood  should  if  possible  be  avoided,  while 
at  the  same  time  we  preserve,  as  the  hon.  member 
for  Bothwell  desires  that  we  should,  our  sovereign 
lights.  There  are  questions,  such  as  that  relat¬ 
ing  to  Behring  Sea,  and  questions  with  regard  to 
the  Atlantic  fisheries,  unsettled,  and  more  or  less 
the  subjects  of  occasional  negotiations.  We  desire 
that  the  most  friendly  settlement  of  all  these 
questions  should  be  arrived  at  ;  and  the  way  to 
promote  friendliness  between  the  two  countries  is 
to  avoid  collision  by  assenting,  for  a  time  at  least, 
to  the  slight  sacrifices  involved  in  the  adoption  of 
the  modus  virendi  for  the  administration  of  our 
fishing  rights.  The  hon.  gentlemen  who  have  spoken 
against  the  Bill  seem  to  entertain  the  view  that 
this  measure  will  delegate  powers  to  the  Governor 
in  Council  to  make  permanent  this  Act  which  has 
hitherto  been  annual.  That  is  a  mistake,  because 
practically  the  Bill  requires  that  there  shall  be  an 
annual  proclamation  of  the  modus  n'rendi.  The  first 
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clause  provides  that  the  Governor  in  Council  may 
from  time  to  time  issue  licenses,  but  it  goes  on  to 
say  that  the  licenses  shall  be  good  for  a  year  only  ; 
and  this  Parliament,  sitting  annually,  can  at  any 
time  give  the  Governor  in  Council  instructions  to 
discontinue  the  modus  vivendi.  But  the  practical 
inconvenience  of  the  passage  of  an  Act  annually  by 
Parliament  is  this  :  that  early  in  the  year,  even  as 
early  as  the  month  of  January,  we  received  enquiries 
from  Washington  as  to  whether  the  modus  vivendi 
is  to  be  continued  in  force  for  the  current  year.  The 
fishermen  of  the  United  States  require  to  know  that 
before  they  leave  their  homes,  because  if  they  have 
to  return  to  their  homes  for  supplies  and  tranship¬ 
ment,  they  must,  when  they  go  out,  provide  them- 
selves  differently  from  what  they  would  otherwise  do. 
If  we  have  to  answer  every  year  that  the  Act  has 
expired,  and  that  the  session  of  Parliament  has  to 
be  awaited  before  it  can  be  renewed,  the  result  is 
to  put  off  these  fishermen  without  any  definite 
answer,  until  they  have  departed  for  their  fishing 
grounds,  because  it  is  likely  to  be  a  month  later 
before  Parliament  meets  and  a  Bill  can  be  passed 
and  assented  to ;  so  that,  as  my  colleague  has 
explained,  the  Government  is  obliged,  for  the  sake 
of  convenience  and  in  order  to  maintain  the  policy 
of  friendliness  which  this  Parliament  has  instructed 
it  to  observe,  to  exercise  the  powers  which  this 
Bill  has  conferred,  by  authorizing  our  officers  to 
issue  licenses  to  those  fishing  vessels,  subject  to 
the  approval  of  Parliament  when  it  meets.  We 
think  it  better  to  take  power  to  proclaim  the  modus 
vivendi  year  after  year,  and  even  then  it  will 
continue  to  be  under  the  control  of  Parliament 
each  session. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Bill  read  the  second  time. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  MARINE  AND  FISHERIES. 

Mr.  T UPPER  moved  second  reading  of  Bill 
(No.  12)  respecting  the  Department  of  Marine  and 
Fisheries. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  Is  that  a  measure  of  economy 
or  expediency  ? 

Mr.  TUPPER.  Economy  and  efficiency. 

Motion  agreed  to,  Bill  read  the  second  time,  and 
House  resolved  itself  into  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee. ) 

Mr.  TUPPER.  The  principal  change  is  in  the 
schedule,  which  enumerates  practically  all  the 
subjects  administered  by  the  two  departments. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.  E.I.)  I  had  not  the  pleasure 
of  hearing  the  hon.  gentleman  when  he  introduced 
this  Bill.  I  have  the  pleasure  of  supporting  it,  be¬ 
cause  it  fulfils  the  prophecies  made  at  the  time  the 
hon.  gentleman  or  his  friends  introduced  the  mea¬ 
sure  dividing  the  department.  We  know  that  the 
department  originally  existed  as  the  Marine  and 
Fisheries  Department,  with  one  deputy  head,  and 
that  it  was  conducted  with  considerable  economy 
under  that  deputy.  We  thought  that  no  reason¬ 
able  excuse  was  given  for  dividing  the  department, 
and  I  think  I  heard  it  stated  pretty  frequently  on 
this  side  that  it  would  probably  suit  the  exigencies 
of  the  Goverment  to  re-unite  the  two  departments. 
How  much  has  been  paid  to  the  Deputy  Minister 
of  Fisheries  in  salary,  and  how  much  in  superan¬ 
nuation,  so  that  we  may  ascertain  how  much  the 
country  has  paid  for  the  little  freak  which 


Government  indulged  in  a  few  years  ago  in  divid¬ 
ing  the  department  ? 

Mr.  TUPPER.  I  think  the  division  took  place 
in  1885,  and  since  that  time  the  Deputy  Minister 
of  Fisheries  has  been  paid  $3,200  a  year.  He  had 
$1,800  previously  as  an  officer  in  the  service. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P. E.I. )  Had  he  a  secretary  ? 

Mr.  TUPPER.  Not  until  last  year,  when  one 
of  the  officers  was  given  an  additional  .$100  for  act¬ 
ing  as  his  secretary.  The  superannuation  allow¬ 
ance  is  $1,400  odd  or  $1,500.  He  has  given  the 
country  twenty  years  of  his  service,  and  when  an 
office  is  abolished  the  practice,  as  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  knows,  is  to  superannuate  the  officer  instead 
of  cutting  him  off  altogether. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.  E.  I. )  I  should  have  thought  that 
the  gentleman  superannuated,  being  in  good  health 
and  in  the  prime  of  life,  should  have  been  assigned 
some  other  official  duties  in  the  department,  so  that 
the  country  would  have  had  some  benefit  for  the 
$1,500  which  will  be  paid  to  him  annually  during 
life.  I  understand  he  is  a  gentleman  under  50 
years  of  age. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  I  never  asked  him  so  delicate 
a  question. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P. E.I.)  At  any  rate  he  is  in  the 
prime  of  health,  and  I  believe  he  never  showed  any 
failure  of  mental  vigour.  Did  I  understand  the 
hon.  gentleman  to  say  that  this  gentleman  was 
superannuated  simply  because  of  the  change  in  the 
department,  and  for  no  other  reason  ? 

Mr.  TUPPER.  The  Order  in  Council  states 
that,  it  having  been  decided  to  abolish  this  office 
in  the  interest  of  efficiency  and  economy,  it  is 
recommended  that  this  officer  should  be  superan- 
j  nuated. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P. E.I. )  I  understood  that  there 
was  some  charge  brought  against  that  gentleman, 
and- that  there  was  an  investigation  by  a  Committee 
of  Council,  that  a  report  was  made,  which  it  was 
understood  outside  was  not  unanimous,  in  regard 
to  that,  and  I  think  the  House  is  entitled  to  full 
information  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  There  were  charges  made 
against  the  Deputy  Minister  of  Fisheries,  involving 
some  irregular  conduct.  I  investigated  these  my¬ 
self  and  brought  them  to  the  notice  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  and  they  were  examined  into  again,  and  the 
i  conclusion  of  the  Government  was  that,  while 
'  irregularities  had  existed  in  the  department  under 
his  direction,  and  for  which  he  was  responsible, 
they  were  not  of  so  grave  a  character  or  so  serious 
as  to  render  any  extraordinary  action  necessary  in 
connection  with  the  case,  and  considering  his  long 
period  of  service  during  which  his  conduct  as  an 
officer  had  been  all  that  was  desirable.  Perhaps, 
under  these  circumstances,  as  these  charges  of 
irregularities  were  not  deemed  to  be  of  very 
serious  moment,  the  hon.  gentleman  would  not 
consider  any  further  notice  necessary  to  be  taken 
of  them  ;  but,  of  course,  if  he  should  do  so,  he  can 
have  all  the  information  brought  down. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I. )  I  would  ask  if  the  lion- 
gentleman  as  the  head  of  the  department,  con¬ 
curred  in  that  conclusively  ? 


the 


Mr.  TUPPER.  As  the  hon.  gentleman  is 
aware,  I  am  not  at  liberty  to  state  what  the  action 
of  the  individual  members  of  the  Government  was. 
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We  ^ook  executive  action,  and,  unless  I  concurred 
in  that,  of  course  I  should  not  be  here. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Will  the  hon. 
gentleman  inform  the  House  whether  any  number 
of  years  were  added  to  the  service  of  this  officer,  or 
whether  his  superannuation  was  simply  based  on 
the  period  he  served  ? 

Mr.  TUPPER.  It  was  simply  based  on  his 
service. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  Were  the  charges  to  which 
the  Minister  has  referred,  charges  of  irregularity 
that  occurred  recently,  or  were  they  in  regard  to 
irregularities  of  some  years  ago  ? 

Mr.  TUPPER.  They  came  to  my  notice  and, 
speaking  from  memory,  I  think  covered  a  period  of 
only  about  a  year.  The  moment  they  came  to  my 
notice,  1  went  into  them. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  know  that  a  committee 
investigated  certain  charges  in  connection  with  the 
duties  performed  by  the  gentleman  referred  to 
when  he  was  the  accountant  of  that  department. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  The  Public  Accounts  Committee 
dealt  with  that,  I  believe,  and  it  was  before  I  was 
connected  with  the  department,  but  I  think  that 
the  Deputy  came  out  of  that  stainless.  I  am  not 
sufficiently  familiar  with  the  details  to  speak 
positively,  but  I  never  heard  any  expression  of 
opinion  on  the  part  of  Parliament  adverse  to  the 
Deputy  on  account  of  that  investigation. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  remember  well  the  investi¬ 
gation,  and  I  remember  that  he  did  not  come  out 
of  it  in  such  a  way  as  would  warrant  the  House  in 
concluding  that  he  was  not  implicated  to  a  very 
serious  extent.  The  matter  was  allowed  to  go  at 
that  time  though  irregularities  of  a  very-grave  kind 
had  occurred.  That  was  passed  over  then,  but  it 
seems  that,  instead  of  having  the  punishment  he 
deserved  meted  out  to  him,  he  was  told  to  go  up 
higher  and  was  made  Deputy  Minister,  and  that 
warning  was  not  sufficient,  but  it  appears  that 
since  then  he  has  not  performed  the  duties  of  the 
office  to  which  he  was  appointed  without  getting 
into  trouble  in  regard  to  something  else.  I  do  not 
think  it  is  desirable,  if  we  are  to  continue  in  force 
the  superannuation  system,  that  men  whose  career 
has  not  been  of  such  a  character  as  to  show  that 
they  have  performed  their  duties  faithfully  should 
be  put  on  the  superannuation  list.  I  think  it  is 
wrong  to  have  such  a  list  at  all,  but  certainly  men 
who  have  not  performed  their  duties  with  care  and 
economy  and  attention  should  not  be  put  on  the 
retiring  list  and  allowed  to  live  for  the  rest  of  their 
lives,  at  the  expense  of  the  country. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E. I.)  I  remember  the  investi¬ 
gation  my  hon.  friend  has  referred  to,  and  I  re¬ 
member  that  the  Deputy  Minister  of  Marine  ap¬ 
peared  before  the  Public  Accounts  Committee  at 
that  time,  claiming  that  the  expenditure  of  a  very 
large  sum  of  money  which  had  taken  place  in  that 
department  had  never  been  audited,  and  he  claimed 
that  it  should  be  audited.  I  would  ask  the  hon. 
gentleman,  as  I  understand  the  health  of  that 
Deputy  Minister  is  such  that  the  country  cannot 
hope  for  his  long  retention  in  office,  whether,  before 
the  superannuation  was  granted  to  the  Deputy 
Minister  of  Fisheries,  those  expenditures  which 
had  taken  place  some  years  before  and  which  in¬ 
volves  so  large  an  amount  of  money,  were  audited 
or  not  ? 

Mr.  Titpfer 


Mi1:  TUPPER.  All  I  can  tell  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  is  that  some  years  ago  the  Deputy  Minister  of 
Marine  spoke  to  me  on  that  subject,  and  at  his  in¬ 
stance  it  was  brought  to  the  attention  of  the 
Treasury  Board.  Of  course,  I  am  unable  to  say 
what  steps  have  been  taken,  but  I  spoke  to  the 
Deputy  again  some  time  ago,  and  found  that  he 
was  now  perfectly  satisfied  as  to  the  position  of 
the  accounts.  I  am  unable  to  say  whether  an 
audit  took  place  or  not. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  The  Deputy  Minister 
of  Marine  may  have  been  satisfied,  but  Parliament 
ought  not  to  lie  satisfied  until  some  investigation 
of  that  expenditure  takes  place.  We  are  not 
ignorant  that  charges  were  made  and  were  bandied 
about  amongst  the  officials  in  regard  to  this  ex¬ 
penditure.  Personally,  of  course,  we  know  nothing 
as  to  this  expenditure.  Everything  may  have 
been  perfectly  right  or  it  may  not  have  been  per¬ 
fectly  right,  but  it  was  alleged  by  some  of  the 
officials  that  everything  was  not  perfectly  right. 
At  all  events  these  moneys  were  not  spent  under 
that  check  and  supervision  under  which  all  public 
moneys  are  now  generally  spent.  I  think  a  lump 
sum  was  Voted  and  was  not  accounted  for  to  the 
auditor  or  to  anyone  else.  , 

Mr.  FOSTER.  A  great  many  accounts  were  not 
audited. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  But  it  seems  that  this 
expenditure  was  not  under  the  control  of  any  third 
person  who  could  audit  and  check  it.  It  was  in  the 
hands  of  two  or  perhaps  three  persons  in  the 
Marine  Department.  The  result  was  that  charges 
and  counter  charges  were  made  and  suspicions  were 
abroad,  whether  just  or  unjust  I  do  not  know.  At 
any  rate  it  amounts  to  this,  that  if  the  Deputy 
Minister  now  is  satisfied  he  was  very  much  dis¬ 
satisfied  a  year  or  two  ago,  and  expressed  that 
dissatisfaction  before  the  Public  Accounts  Com¬ 
mittee  in  very  strenuous  language. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  It  is  only  fair  to  the  late  Deputy 
Minister  to  say, that  when  I  had  a  conversation  with 
the  late  Deputy  Minister  of  Marine  and  Fisheries, 
he  never  gave  me  reason  to  suppose  that  while  the 
Deputy  Minister  of  Fisheries  was  under  him,  as  ac¬ 
countant,  he  had  misappropriated  any  funds.  As 
that  subject  had  come  up  in  the  Public  Accounts 
Committee,  he  felt  uneasy,  in  the  event  of  his  death 
and  of  other  disclosures  occurring, lest  he  should  not 
have  an  opportunity  before  he  died  of  having  such 
an  audit  as  would  prevent  any  such  possibility  aris¬ 
ing,  but  on  no  occasion  did  he  give  me  any  ground 
for  suspecting  that  the  Deputy  Minister  of  Fisheries 
had  been  guilty  of  other  irregularities  in  respect  of 
money.  While  I  am  not  in  a  position  to  say  how 
it  was  that  the  action  of  the  Treasury  Board  was 
taken,  I  am  quite  confident  in  stating  that  the 
Deputy  Minister  of  Marine  informed  me  a  short 
time  ago  that  his  anxiety  in  connection  with  that 
matter  had  ceased,  and  the  difficulties  arising  out 
of  the  want  of  audit  of  the  late  accountant’s 
affairs,  had  been  adjusted  to  his  satisfaction. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  This  matter  came  up 
hastily  and  I  had  not  turned  it  over  in  my  mind, 
but  my  recollection  of  it  is  that  that  sum  of  money 
to  which  the  Duputy  Minister  of  Marine  made 
reference,  and  which  he  claimed  before  the  Public 
Accounts  Committee  should  be  audited  by  a  public 
official,  had  reference  not  only  to  expenses  in  that 
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department,  but  to  the  collection  of  fishery 
revenues,  that  these  moneys  were  collected  and 
paid  in  and  paid  out,  and  nobody  knew  anything 
about  it  ;  in  point  of  fact,  there  was  no  system 
about  it. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  I  was  not  on  the  committee 
the  hon.  gentleman  refers  to  at  that  time,  and  I 
have  no  recollection  of  what  occurred. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I. )  Nor  did  we  know  very 
much  about  it.  The  facts  were  as  I  have  related 
them  to  the  House,  that  large  sums  had  been  col¬ 
lected  for  a  series  of  years  and  had  never  been 
audited.  They  may  be  right  or  they  may  be  wrong. 
But  that  did  not  seem  proper  bookkeeping ;  it 
seemed  that  the  control  which  Parliament  required 
should  be  exercised  over  the  collection  and  expen¬ 
diture  of  money,  had  not  been  extended  to  that 
department  in  the  collection  of  these  moneys.  I 
think  the  Public  Accounts  Committee  had  a  pledge 
given  to  them  at  that  time — although  I  will  not 
speak  with  absolute  positiveness — that  the  accounts 
would  be  audited  by  the  then  Minister  of  Marine, 
the  late  Mr.  McLelan,  and  on  that  pledge  the 
Public  Accounts  Committee  let  the  matter  rest.  I 
think  myself  that  in  a  matter  involving  many 
hundreds  of  thousands  of  dollars,  the  Minister 
would  be  acting  in  the  public  interest  to  have  an 
audit  made  of  the  collection  and  expenditure  of 
this  money.  I  want  to  say  that  I  would  be  the 
last  man  inferentially  to  impute  to  anybody  wrong¬ 
doing.  But  in  process  of  time  some  of  these  gentle¬ 
men  may  die,  charges  may  be  made  and  they  may 
not  be  here  to  explain  them,  and  partly  on  their 
account  and  partly  in  the  public  interest,  when 
there  is  an  enormous  receipt  of  money  and  an 
enormous  expenditure  in  any  department,  care 
should  be  taken  that  the  operations  should  be  sur¬ 
rounded  with  the  proper  checks  to  secure  that  the 
money  shall  be  properly  received  and  expended. 

Mr.  HAZEN.  I  feel  that  some  statements  have 
been  made  that  are  not  quite  fair  to  the  gentleman 
who  lately  occupied  the  position  of  Deputy 
Minister  of  Fisheries.  Any  one  listening  to  this 
discussion  and  to  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  from  Wellington  (Mr.  McMullen),  would 
almost  come  to  the  conclusion  that  wrong-doing 
had  been  proved  against  the  Deputy  Minister  of 
Fisheries,  and  that  it  was  in  some  degree  owing  to 
that  wrong-doing  that  he  no  longer  occupies  the 
position  which  he  held  a  short  time  ago.  Of 
course  we  have  nothing  before  the  House  of  an 
official  nature,  no  papers  upon  the  matter,  and  the 
only  statement  we  have  respecting  this  matter  is 
that  of  the  Minister  of  Marine,  who  says  that  any 
irregularity  proved  against  the  Deputy  was  of  such 
a  very  slight  character  that  it  is  not  considered 
worthy  of  punishment  in  any  degree.  In  view  of 
that  statement,  and  in  view  of  the  absence  of 
any  official  papers,  it  seems  to  me  unfair  to  reflect 
in  any  way  upon  the  conduct  of  that  official  re¬ 
garding  the  charges  which  were  mentioned  in  the 
newspapers  during  the  recess.  As  I  understand  it, 
certain  charges  of  irregularity  were  made  to  the 
Minister,  who  investigated  them  and  referred  them 
to  Council  ;  the  Council  appointed  a  committee  to 
investigate  them,  and  on  a  report  of  the  committee, 
after  investigating  all  the  facts,  it  was  found  that  the 
irregularities,  if  irregularities  they  can  lie  called 
at  all,  were  of  the  slightest  character,  and  would 
not  justify,  and  would  not  warrant  the  imputa-  j 


tion  of  wrong-doing.  I  may  say  that  during  the 
last  session  of  Parliament,  which  was  my  first  ses¬ 
sion  here,  I  often  had  occasion  to  go  to  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Fisheries  about  matters  in  which  my  con¬ 
stituents  were  interested,  and  I  always  found  the 
Deputy  Minister  most  obliging  in  discharging  the 
duties  of  his  office,  and,  to  my  mind,  a  most  efficient 
officer.  I  cannot  help  expressing  the  regret  that  if 
an  amalgamation  of  these  departments  is  going  to 
take  place  in  the  interest  of  the  public  service,  a 
position  in  the  public  service'cannot  be  found  for 
this  gentleman  whom  I  always  found  so  uniformly 
obliging,  courteous  and  efficient  in  the  discharge  of 
his  official  duties.  I  regret  that  that  gentleman  is  to 
be  blamed  on  such  slight  foundation,  when  we  have 
before  us  no  information  whatever  warranting  any 
suspicion  of  wrong-doing.  As  I  understand  the 
matter,  this  affair  that  occurred  a  few  year's  ago 
and  was  investigated  in  the  Public  Accounts  Com¬ 
mittee,  has  been  disposed  of  altogether,  and  there 
is  now  absolutely  nothing  to  warrant  the  slightest 
suspicion  of  wrong-doing  on  his  part. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  We  have  before  us  a 
Bill  proposing  to  abolish  the  Department  of  Fish¬ 
eries  and  to  unite  it  again  to  the  Department  of 
Marine.  The  hon.  gentleman,  in  proposing  a  mea¬ 
sure  of  this  sort,  to  some  extent  at  all  events, 
reflects  upon  the  deputy  head  of  the  department. 
The  hon.-  gentleman’s  predecessor  in  office  asked 
the  House  to  divide  the  Department  of  Marine 
and  Fisheries  and  to  constitute  two  departments, 
and  to  put  Mr.  Tilton  at  the  head  of  the 
Department  of  Fisheries,  the  House  complied 
with  the  wishes  of  the  Minister,  the  division  took 
place  and  a  new  department  was  created  of  which 
Mix  Tilton  was  made  Deputy  Minister.  It  is  im¬ 
possible  to  believe  that  if  the  arrangement  had 
worked  satisfactorily,  if  the  Deputy  Minister  had 
discharged  his  business  efficiently,  the  hon.  Minis¬ 
ter  would  have  proposed,  while  the  Deputy  is  in  the 
prime  of  life,  to  unite  the  departments  and  place 
them  both  again  under  the  charge  of  a  gentleman 
who  is  nearly  fourscore  years  of  age — an  efficient 
officer,  I  have  no  doubt,  a  thoroughly  upright 
officer,  I  have  no  doubt,  an  officer  in  whom,  I  believe, 
every  Government  and  every  Parliament  have  had 
confidence,  believing  him  to  be  in  every  respect  a 
gentleman  of  the  very  highest  integrity.  I  say,  when 
the  Minister  comes  down  with  such  a  proposition  as 
this,  to  put  out  of  office  a  Deputy  Minister  who  is  in 
the  prime  of  life,  and  to  place  the  department  of  which 
he  is  in  charge  under  the  control  of  an  aged  Deputy 
Minister,  he  is  himself  reflecting  upon  the  efficiency 
or  upon  the  uprightness  of  the  party  who  has  been 
deputy  head  of  that  office.  The  Minister  has  also 
informed  the  House  that  charges  were  made  against 
this  deputy,  that  an  investigation  has  taken  place, 
and  that  those  charges  and  investigation  were 
followed  by  the  Bill  before  us.  I  am.  not  going  to 
discuss  the  conduct  of  the  Deputy  Minister  who  is 
about  to  be  removed  by  this  legislative  proceeding 
from  office,  as  the  Minister  has  promised  to  bring 
down  the  papers  relating  to  that  investigation. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  No  ;  I  made  no  such  promise. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  I  understood  the  hon. 
gentleman  to  say  that  the  papers  would  be  brought 
down.  I  think  it  is  very  important  that  they  should 
be  brought  down  before  this  Bill  is  carried,  and  the 
two  departments  are  again  united  into  one  depart¬ 
ment.  The  superannuation  of  the  gentleman  can 
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hardly  take  place,  after  these  charges  have  been 
made  and  an  investigation  has  taken  place,  with¬ 
out  Parliament  seeing  the  papers  in  order  to  deter¬ 
mine  whether  that  superannuation  is  a  proper  pro¬ 
cedure  or  not. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  What  has  been  added  to 
this  schedule  ? 

Mr.  TUPPER.  It  is  difficult  to  state  off-hand. 
W  e  have  made  the  schedule  cover  everything  we 
now  administer.  We  have  added  nothing  to  our 
work,  nor  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  department. 
The  schedule  simply  includes  all  the  subjects  ad¬ 
ministered  by  the  department - 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  I  understand  the  hon. 
gentleman  to  say  that  nothing  has  been  added 
except  subjects  covered  by  Acts  of  Parliament. 

Mr.  TUPPER — or  were  being  administered  by 
the  department ;  in  other  words,  all  subjects  over 
which  we  have  now  administration  either  by  vote 
of  Parliament  or  by  some  statute. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  I  do  not  propose  to  raise 
any  question  in  that  regard.  I  desire  to  call 
attention  to  the  winter  communication  between 
Prince  Edward  Island  and  the  mainland,  and  to  ask 
the  hon.  gentleman  what  he  proposes  to  do  in  that 
respect.  The  year  before  last  the  Government 
re-let  the  contract  for  the  construction  of  the  wharf 
on  the  mainland  side.  I  think  it  was  let  to  a 
Toronto  man  named  Murphy,  or  to  some  one  from 
Ontario  at  least. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  How  does  this  come  up  at  the 
present  time  ? 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.  E.I. )  The  schedule  enumerates, 
among  the  subjects  to  be  dealt  with,  “  communi¬ 
cation  with  Prince  Edward  Island.’”  This  wharf  is 
being  built  in  connection  with  communication 
between  the  mainland  and  Prince  Edward  Island. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  It  is  under  the  Public  Works 
Department. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  It  is  in  connection  with 
maintaining  the  service  now  regulated  by  the 
Marine  Department.  Cape  Tormentine  wharf  is 
approaching  completion,  and  last  year  or  the  year 
before,  pledges  were  given  by  the  Minister  of 
Public  Works  that  a  wharf  on  the  island  side 
would  also  be  completed.  We  have  expended  a 
large  sum  of  money  on  the  mainland  side,  and  it 
will  be  worse  than  thrown  away  unless  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  construct  the  complement  to  it  on  the 
other  side.  I  want  to  ask  the  Minister  whether  he 
has  taken  the  matter  into  consideration,  whether 
he  has  asked  an  appropriation  for  the  construction 
of  a  wharf  on  the  island  side  to  enable  a  line  of 
steamers  or  boats  or  any  other  means  of  communi¬ 
cation  to  be  placed  between  the  island  and  the 
mainland.  I  do  not  know  what  amount  has  been 
expended  in  the  construction  of  a  wharf  at  Cape 
Tormentine,  whether  it  will  exceed  $100,000  or 
not,  but  at  all  event  it  is  a  very  large  sum.  The 
wharf  on  the  island  side  must  of  necessity  be 
built,  or  the  present  expenditure  will  be  lost.  I 
desire  to  ask  the  Minister  whether  he  has  any 
policy  in  regard  to  the  matter,  whether  he  pro¬ 
poses  to  have  this  wharf  constructed,  whether  he 
has  recommended  its  construction  in  order  that  a 
line  of  steamers  may  be  placed  there  in  summer  or 
winter,  or  both  ?  We  had  the  subject  discussed 
last  year  ;  but  that  project  seems  to  be  in  abey- 
Mr.  Mills  (Bothwell). 


ance  for  the  time  being,  although  I  understand  the 
Finance  Minister,  in  reply  to  an  hon.  member, 
stated  the  other  day  that  the  matter  was  still 
under  the  consideration  of  the  Government. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  It  is  much  the  same  as  in  abey¬ 
ance. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  And  it  will  so  remain,  I 
suppose,  until  an  election  comes  on.  What  I  want 
to  ask,  is,  does  the  Minister  of  Marine  propose  to 
establish  a  line  of  communication  between  the 
wharf  now  approaching  completion  at  Cape  Tor¬ 
mentine  and  Prince  Edward  Island  at  Cape  Tra¬ 
verse  ?  If  so,  does  he  intend  to  have  it  in  operation 
this  season  ?  Does  the  hon.  gentleman  propose  to  ask 
Parliament  for  a  vote  to  build  another  wharf  and 
put  on  a  line  of  steamers?  The  matter  will  have 
to  be  thoroughly  discussed,  if  we  do  not  obtain  the 
information  now. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  I  do  not  desire  to  entrench  on  the 
jurisdiction  ojt  my  colleague,  the  Minister  of  Public 
Works,  especially  in  his  absence  ;  but  I  may  tell 
my  hon.  friend,  that  I  will  mention  to  the  Minister 
the  interest  he  has  evinced  in  the  matter  of  the 
wharf,  and  no  doubt  when  the  Estimates  are  con¬ 
sidered,  the  Minister  will  be  all  the  more  prepared 
to  give  my  ’hon.  friend  the  fullest  information. 
Frankly,  I  have  not  that  information. 

Bill  reported. 

REPORT. 

Report  of  the  Auditor  General  for  1891. — (Mr. 
Foster.) 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON  moved  the  adjournment 
of  the  House. 

Motion  agreed  to ;  and  House  adjourned  at 
5.50  p.m. 

HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Wednesday,  16th  March,  1892. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  Three  o’clock. 

Prayers  . 

NEW  MEMBER. 

Mr.  SPEAKER  informed  the  House  that  the 
Clerk  of  the  House  had  received  from  the  Clerk  of 
the  Crown  in  Chancery,  a  certificate  of  the  election 
and  return  of  Arthur  Joseph  Turcotte,  Esq.,  for 
the  Electoral  District  of  Montmorency. 

MEMBER  INTRODUCED. 

A.  J.  Turcotte,  Esq.,  Member  for  the  Electoral  District 
of  Montmorency  ;  introduced  by  Sir  Adolphe  Caron  and 
Sir  John  Thompson. 

PUBLIC  ACCOUNTS. 

Mr.  WALLACE  moved  : 

That  the  Public  Accounts  for  the  fiscal  year  ended  30th 
June,  1891,  and  the  Report  of  the  Auditor  General  on 
Appropriation  Accounts  for  the  same  year,  be  referred  to 
the  Select  Standing  Committee  on  Public  Accounts. 

Motion  agreed  to. 
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FIRST  READING. 

Bill  (No.  26)  to  incorporate  the  Nelson  and  Fort 
Sheppard  Railway  Company. — (Mr.  Mara.) 

NEWFOUNDLAND  AND  CANADA. 

Mr.  KAULBACH  asked,  Whether  the  Govern¬ 
ment  have  given  orders  for  the  strict  enforcement 
of  the  bonding  privileges  in  respect  to  Newfound¬ 
land  fish,  and  are  such  fish  to  be  stored  and  re-ship¬ 
ped  in  the  same  condition  as  when  received  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  In  July,  1889,  instructions 
were  issued  ( vide,  circular  No.  315  B)  requiring 
strict  enforcement  of  the  law  in  respect  to  the 
warehousing  of  foreign  fish.  In  December,  1891, 
instructions  were  issued  ( vide  No.  522  B),  in  re 
Newfoundland  fish,  pointing  out  that  it  was  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  provisions  of  the  Tariff  and  Customs 
Acts  then  in  force.  Taking  these  circulars  in  con¬ 
junction,  officers  of  Customs  have  been  informed 
that  Newfoundland  fish  is  subject  to  the  ware¬ 
housing  law.  But  it  does  not  follow  that  ware¬ 
housed  fish  shall  be  re-shipped  in  the  same  condi¬ 
tion  as  when  received,  as  section  83  of  the  Customs 
Act  provides  that  owners  of  warehoused  goods 
may  sort  or  repack  the  same  while  in  bond,  in 
order  to  the  preservation  thereof.  I  have  the  cir¬ 
cular  here  which  I  will  hand  in,  as  follows  : — 

“  I  have,  by  direction  of  the  Hon.  the  Minister  of  Cus¬ 
toms,  to  call  your  special  attention  to  the  provisions  of 
Section  89  of  the  Customs  Act  as  amended  by  the  Act  52 
Vic.,  Chap.  14  (last  session),  and  now  in  force,  which  pro¬ 
vides  that  goods  entered  for  warehouse  shall  be  im¬ 
mediately,  after  entry,  transported  to  and  placed  in  the 
designated  warehouse;  and  of  Section  96,  which  provides 
that  if  goods  so  entered  are  not  duly  carried  into  and 
deposited  in  the  warehouse,  or  having  been  so  deposited 
are  afterwards  taken  out  without  lawful  permit,  &c.,such 
goods  shall  be  seized  and  forfeited  ;  and  to  point  out  that 
under  these  provisions  of  law  the  practice  which  has 
heretofore  existed  at  certain  ports,  of  permitting  foreign 
fish  which  has  been  so  entered  for  wa  rehouse  to  remain  on 
the  wharf  for  the  purpose  of  being  further  cured,  packed 
or  repacked  before  entry  ex-warehouse  for  consumption  or 
exportation,  can  be  no  longer  lawfully  allowed,  but  such 
fish  must  immediately,  on  being  entered,  be  placed  in  the 
designated  warehouses  and  there  secured  in  the  same 
manner  as  any  other  bonded  goods  ;  this,  however,  does 
not  prevent  the  packing  or  repacking  of  such  fish  under 
Customs  supervision  within  the  bonded  warehouse,  under 
the  terms  of  Section  83  of  the  Act ;  but  no  privileges  can 
be  given  further  than  within  the  section  hereinbefore 
referred  to.” 

Mr.  KAULBACH  asked,  Whether  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  Canada  has  taken  steps  to  ascertain  the 
amount  of  duty  collected  from  Canadian  fishing 
vessels  upon  fishing  outfits  in  Newfoundland  ports, 
and  has  the  Canadian  Government  notified  the 
Newfoundland  Government  of  its  intention  to  de¬ 
mand  a  refund  of  all  such  duties  paid  by  Canadian 
fishermen  on  salt  and  other  outfits  upon  entering 
the  ports  of  Newfoundland,  for  the  purpose  of 
fishing  or  preparing  to  fish  in  Newfoundland  waters, 
or  waters  adjacent  thereon  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  No  representations  have  been 
made  to  the  Government  of  Canada  that  duties 
have  been  improperly  collected  upon  fishing  outfits 
in  Newfoundland  ports  ;  consequently,  no  refund 
has  been  demanded. 

Mr.  KAULBACH  asked,  Whether  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  Canada  has  made  a  request  for,  or  received 
from  Canadian  fishermen,  any  statement  or  evi¬ 
dence  as  to  the  truth  of  the  charges  made  against 


said  fishermen  in  respect  to  the  alleged  selling  of 
bait  to  the  French  fishermen  of  St.  Pierre? 

Mr.  TUPPER.  The  Canadian  Government  has 
not  been  in  possession  of  any  specific  information 
on  that  subject  on  which  such  a  request  could  be 
founded,  and  consequently,  no  such  a  request  has 
been  made. 

Mr.  KAULBACH  asked,  Whether  it  is  the 
intention  of  this  Government  to  demand  from  the 
Newfoundland  Government  the  amounts  paid  as 
license  fees  by  Canadian  fishermen  to  Newfound¬ 
land,  during  the  fishing  seasons  of  1890  and  1891  ? 

Mr.  TUPPER.  The  Canadian  Government  is 
now  endeavouring  to  obtain  through  process  of  law 
a  refund  of  the  license  fees  exacted  by  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  Newfoundland  from  Canadian  fishermen 
during  the  seasons  of  1890  and  1891. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  Who  is  the  suitor  ? 

Mr.  TUPPER.  The  suit  is  taken  on  behalf 
and  with  the  authority  of  the  fishermen  from 
whom  this  amount  has  been  exacted. 

CENSUS— ORIGIN  AND  CREEDS. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN  asked,  Whether 
that  part  of  the  last  census  showing  the  figures 
under  the  heads  of  Origin  and  Religious  Creeds  of 
the  population  of  Canada,  will  be  laid  before  this 
House  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  This  work  is  proceeding  at  the 
rate  of  about  200,000  names  per  day  ;  and  it  is  ex¬ 
pected  the  whole  will  be  finished  about  the  middle 
of  April. 

LETTER  POSTAGE— REDUCTION. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE  asked,  Is  it  the  intention 
of  the  Government  to  reduce  letter  postage  from 
3  to  2  cents  ? 

Sir  ADOLPHE  CARON.  In  answer  to  the  hon. 
gentleman,  I  beg  to  state  that  it  is  not  the  inten¬ 
tion  of  the  Government  to  reduce  letter  postage 
from  3  to  2  cents. 

LITTLE  MUM  IN  EG  ASH  BREAKWATER. 

Mr.  YEO  (for  Mr.  Perry)  asked,  What  action, 
if  an}7,  has  been  taken  by  the  Government  with 
respect  to  a  petition  of  the  fishermen  and  others  of 
Little  Miminegash,  P. E.I.,  praying  for  a  break¬ 
water  at  that  place  ? 

Mr.  OUIMET.  The  matter  is  under  the  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  department. 

BOUNTIES  TO  FISHERMEN— DISTRI¬ 
BUTION. 

Mr.  BOWERS  asked,  Whether  it  is  the  inten¬ 
tion  of  the  Government  in  future,  to  distribute  the 
moneys  given  as  bounties  to  fishermen  in  such  a 
manner  that  those  fishing  in  vessels  belonging  to 
Digby,  Yarmouth  and  Halifax  counties,  shall  re¬ 
ceive  a  sum  equally  as  large  as  those  fishing  in 
vessels  in  other  counties  of  the  Dominion  ? 

Mr.  TUPPER.  It  is  not  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  depart  from  the  principle  of  unifor¬ 
mity  which  now  obtains  in  connection  with  the 
regulations  for  the  distribution  of  the  bounty. 
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THE  SOULANGES  CANAL. 

Mr.  BERGERON  moved  for  : 

Copies  of  engineers’  reports  which  led  to  the  building 
of  the  Beauharnois  Canal ;  of  engineers’  reports  in  favour 
of  the  building  of  the  Soulanges  Canal,  and  of  reports, 
letters,  &c.,  from  engineers,  masters  or  pilots,  objecting 
to  the  building  of  the  canal  at  Soulanges. 

He  said  :  In  making  this  motion,  I  beg  leave  to 
give  some  reasons  why  I  ask  for  these  papers.  Last 
year  when  we  were  going  through  the  Estimates 
there  was  a  sum  of  money  wanted  for  the  explora¬ 
tions  and  engineers’  fees  in  connection  with  the 
Soulanges  Canal,  amounting,  I  believe,  to  $300,000. 
I  then  objected,  as  a  member  of  this  House,  to  vot¬ 
ing  such  an  amount  until  a  committee  of  engineers 
had  been  called  upon  as  experts  to  consider  the 
report  upon  which  the  Government  based  their 
action  in  asking  for  that  money.  I  then  asked  that 
the  report  of  Mr.  Monro,  upon  which  the  Govern¬ 
ment  seems  to  base  their  policy,  should  be  submitted 
to  some  engineers,  either  belonging  to  the  staff  of 
the  Government,  or  any  others,  who  should  judge, 
for  themselves  and  for  the  public,  of  the  merits  of 
His  report.  At  that  time  I  was  answered  by  the 
Minister  of  Customs,  then  the  acting  Minister  of 
Railways  and  Canals,  that  all  precautions  had  been 
taken,  and  that  it  was  after  due  study  and  delibera¬ 
tion  during  the  last  ten  or  fifteen  years,  that  the 
Government  had  come  to  the  conclusion  to  accept 
Mr.  Monro’s  report  as  conclusive  and  final. 
Still,  there  seemed  to  be  a  doubt  at  that  time, 
and  I  opposed  the  vote,  although  I  had  to 
contend  against  the  Government,  who  had  decided 
to  adopt  the  north  shore  of  the  river  for  the 
canal,  and  against  gentlemen  sitting  on  the 
Opposition  benches  who  thought  they  were  helping 
the  then  representative  of  Soulanges,  Dr.  Mous- 
seau  ;  I  happened  to  be  alone  in  defending  what  I 
thought  was  the  best  interest  for  the  country. 
Since  then,  we  saw  not  long  ago  that  tenders  were 
called  for  the  construction  of  the  Soulanges  Canal. 
Many  things  have  been  said  concerning  these 
tenders,  and  it  has  been  charged  that  probably 
politics  had  something  to  do  with  them,  seeing  that 
they  were  called  for  during  election  time.  I  need 
not  tell  you,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  I  never  believed 
those  stories.  I  was  convinced  then,  as  I  am  now, 
that  the  Government  did  not  need  to  take  any  such 
steps  to  carry  the  County  of  Soulanges.  But 
tenders  were  asked  for.  Naturally  those  more 
particularly  interested,  like  the  people  of  my 
county  and  the  navigators  who  pass  through  the 
Beauharnois  Canal,  had  a  good  deal  to  say  upon 
the  subject,  and  a  demand  was  made  for  a 
further  enquiry  before  the  Government  decided 
upon  such  an  immense  expenditure.  I  intend 
now,  Mr.  Speaker,  to  go  into  the  whole  question 
of  the  construction  of  that  canal  on  the  south 
side,  and  of  the  reports  of  the  engineers  in 
favour  of  building  it  on  the  north  side.  I  am  very 
sorry  that  I  shall  have  to  bother  the  House,  as  it 
may  be  somewhat  tedious  to  the  members,  but  I 
am  doing  it  for  two  purposes,  first,  because  I  think 
it  is  my  duty  as  representative  of  the  county 
through  which  the  Beauharnois  Canal  now  passes, 
and  in  the  second  place,  and  chiefly,  because  it  is  a 
public  question  of  great  importance,  and  I  think 
every  member  of  this  House  should  express  an 
opinion  upon  it,  and  at  least  try  to  find  out  whether 
we  are  not  going  to  expend  an  immense  sum  of 
money  in  a  work  which,  later  on,  may  turn  out  to 
Mr.  Tupper. 


have  been  undertaken  without  proper  study  and 
care.  I  have  here  a  book  which  was.  written  in 
1872  by  the  lion,  member  for  Jaeq  ues  Cartier  (Mr. 
Girouard)  who  is  now  sitting  in  this  House.  It  is 
a  complete  study  of  the  construction  of  the  St. 
Lawrence  Canals,  particularly  that  portion  of  them 
between  Lake  St.  Francis  and  Lake  St.  Luuis.  It 
was  written  after  a  careful  examination  of  all  the 
engineers’  reports,  and  ot  everything  which  might 
have  been  written  or  said  upon  the  subject.  I  am 
sorry  that  every  member  of  the  House  has  not  got 
a  copy  of  this  most  interesting  production.  I  shall 
read  certain  parts  of  it  which  bear  most  directly 
upon  the  subject  I  am  treating  now.  This 
question  of  building  the  canals  between  Lake 
St.  Francis  and  Lake  St.  Louis,  began  to  be 
discussed  as  long  ago  as  1804.  Naturally 
it  was  then  very  small.  It  was  carried 
at  a  small  expense  and  served  the  purpose  at  that 
time.  But  the  real  .  question  of  building  canals 
between  those  two  lakes  originated  during  the 
period  between  1830  and  1844.  Public  attention 
was  then,  as  it  has  been  lately,  directed  to  the 
question,  as  was  evident  in  the  discussion  which 
took  place  in  this  House  the  other  day,  and  it  was 
considered  most  important  to  use  in  this  country 
the  water  stretches,  the  lakes  and  rivers  for  which 
our  country  is  noted.  Naturally  the  question  of 
building  canals  arose  as  a  means  of  overcoming  the 
obstacles  created  by  rapids.  So  between  the  years 
I  have  mentioned  this  question  was  very  much 
agitated,  and  the  administrative  authorities  of  the 
time  became  convinced  that  the  future  of  our 
country  depended  largely  upon  the  construction  of 
canals.  Surveys  were  made  resulting  in  our  present 
chain  of  canals.  I  desire  now  to  read  extracts 
from  a  report  prepared  by  Mr.  Girouard.  I  may 
say  to  those  unacquainted  with  the  work  that  Mr. 
Girouard  is  a  citizen  of  the  county  of  Beauharnois, 
and,  as  he  was  a  leading  lawyer  in  Montreal,  he. 
was  called  upon  by  the  people,  who  had  heard  a 
great  deal  regarding  the  contention  as  to  the 
building  of  a  canal  on  the  north  shore,  to  study  the 
question,  and  his  report  belongs  to  the  public.  Mr. 
Girouard  says  in  this  work  : 

“  The  Hon.  Mr.  Killaly  is  reported  to  have  said  in  1842 
that  the  first  survey  in  connection  with  this  enterprise  had 
been  made  about  three  years  previously  by  a  French 
engineer,  who,  after  having  examined  both  sides  of  the 
river  located  the  work  on  the  south  side.” 

Perhaps  there  is  some  ground  for  controversy  on 
that  point ;  but  we  know  that  so  far  back  as  1804 
some  reports  were  made  by  an  engineer  from  France. 
The  writer  continues  : 

“  Three  different  surveys  were  made  on  the  north  bank 
of  the  river  in  1833  by  Mr.  J.  B.  Mills,  with  whom  were 
associated  Mr.  David  Thompson  and  Mr.  Samuel  H. 
Keefer,  the  latter  having  been  subsequently  engineer  in 
chief  of  the  department,  under  the  direction  of  the  Com¬ 
missioner  of  Public  Works,  which  included  Messrs.  Har¬ 
wood  and  DeBeaujeau,  respective  proprietors  of  Vaudreuil 
and  Soulanges,  both  of  which  gentlemen,  it  is  well  under¬ 
stood,  were  in  favour  of  constructing  a  canal  on  the  north 
bank  of  the  river.” 

There  are  some  paragraphs  here  which  I  need  not 
read  to  the  House,  for  I  wish  to  detain  it  as  short 
a  time  as  possible.  Mr.  Girouard  had  a  controversy 
with  several  gentlemen,  with  Mr.  Lanthier,  who 
was  the  parliamentary  representative  of  Soulanges, 
and  with  other  gentlemen  who  were  personally 
interested  in  the  matter,  aiid  of  course  Mr.  Girouard 
was  obliged  to  defend  himself ;  but  I  will  omit  those 
paragraphs  which  do  not  have  any  direct  bearing  on 
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the  discussion.  The  historical  part  of  the  record 
may  be  summed  up  as  follows  : — 

On  the  10th  February,  1834,  a  Committee  of  the  House 
of  Assembly  of  Lower  Canada  adopted  Mr.  Mills’  report ; 
but  it  does  not  appear  that  any  steps  were  taken  to  carry 
it  into  effect. 

“  It  is  Mr.  Mills’s  route  which  the  present  partisans  ot 
the  north  shore  canal  (among  whom  are  Mr.  Lanthier, 
member  for  Soulanges,  and  Mr.  Harwood,  member  for 
Vaudreuil)  desire  to  see  adopted  by  the  Dominion  Parlia¬ 
ment.  This  route  was  surveyed  under  the  special  direc¬ 
tions  of  Messrs.  Harwood  and  DeBeaujeau  (both  personally 
interested  in  the  north  shore  canal),  and  was  selected 
without  any  examination  been  made  on  the  south  side  of 
the  river,  but  was  recommended  solely  from  the  military 
point  of  view  which  prevailed  over  all  other  considera¬ 
tions  at  the  time  the  survey  was  made.  What  weight 
should  such  a  report  have  at  the  present  time,  when  com¬ 
mercial  interests  and  considerations  are  deemed  to  be  all- 
important  in  the  examination  of  public  works  of  this 
nature  ? 

“  In  the  months  of  September  and  October,  1834,  Mr. 
Alexander  Stevenson,  accompanied  by  Mr.  Trudeau, 
surveyed  the  south  bank  of  the  river  at  the  joint  request 
of  the  Commissioners  of  Public  Works  for  Lower  Canada 
and  the  Hon.  Edward  Ellis.  His  report,  made  on  the  10th 
February,  1835,  was  in  favour  of  the  line  of  the  present 
Beauharnois  Canal.  It  does  not  appear  that  Mr.  Stevenson 
examined  the  north  bank  of  the  river  at  that  time  ;  but 
he  did  so  subsequently,  and  in  the  same  year  at  the  re¬ 
quest  of  Messrs.  Harwood  and  Simpson,  and  the  opinion 
he  gave  those  gentlemen  was,  that  a  canal  on  the  north 
bank  of  the  river  would  cost  a  great  deal  more  than  one 
o.n  the  south  bank. 

“  In  1842,  speaking  of  these  two  routes  before  the 
special  committee,  Mr.  Stevenson  said :  ‘  I  have  seen 
Mr.  Mills’s  report  and  estimate,  and  from  what  know¬ 
ledge  I  have  of  that  side  of  the  country,  I  must  say  that 
I  cannot  approve  of  the  route  chosen  by  that  gentle¬ 
man.’ 

“  A  sixth  survey  was  made  in  1834  for  the  Seigneur  of 
Beauharnois,  by  N.  H.  Baird,  a  member  of  the  London 
Engineers  Society.  He  also  shared  in  the  opinion  that  the 
south  shore  was  the  best  adapted  for  a  canal,  but,  going 
further  than  Mr.  Stevenson,  he  suggested  the  propriety  of 
using  the  small  river  St.  Louis  on  the  score  of  economy. 
This  suggestion  was  not  generally  approved  of  owing  to 
the  length  of  the  route — 15  miles  ;  but  the  superior  advan¬ 
tages  of  the  south'shore  were  nevertheless  acknowledged. 

“  In  1836,  Messrs.  A.  LaKue  and  Henry  G.  Thompson 
made  another  survey,  under  the  directions  of  a  special 
commission,  presided  over  by  Mr.  Jno.  Jones.  The  ex¬ 
amination  of  the  two  lakes  was  entrusted  to  Mr.  LaRue, 
while  Mr.  Thompson  applied  himself  to  that  of  the  St. 
Lawrence  ;  and  the  opinion  of  those  gentlemen  was  not 
unfavourable  to  the  south  shore  canal.  Their  survey 
never  having  been  entirely  completed,  the  Commission 
made  no  report. 

“  However,  Mr.  Jones  informed  the  special  committee, 
appointed  in  1842,  that  his  colleagues  and  himself  had 
agreed  tolrecommend  Mr.  Mills’s  route,  from  Coteau  to  the 
Cedars,  and  a  continuous  line  along  the  river  bank  from 
the  Cedars  to  the  Cascades.  ‘  The  lower  part  of  this  route,’ 
Mr.  Jones  said,  ‘  that  is,  from  Pointe-au-Moulin  toPointe- 
4-Coulonge,  recommended  by  Mr.  Mills,  was  condemned 
by  the  commission,  there  not  being  sufficient  water.’ 

“  In  1838,  Colonel  Phillpotts  received  instructions  from 
Lord  Durham  to  proceed  with  a  survey  of  the  localities 
in  question.  This  gentleman’s  opinion  was  that  the  canal 
should  be  located  on  the  north  side  of  the  river,  pure¬ 
ly  from  military  considerations.  4  I  am,  however,  induced 
to  believe,  says  the  colonel,  ‘  that,  in  any  case,  it  may  be 
found  possible  to  construct  a  canal  on  the  south  shore 
cheaper  than  on  the  north.’ 

“  In  1839,  Mr.  David  Thompson  was  authorized  to  make 
a,  new  survey.  This  also  resulted  in  favour  of  the  con¬ 
struction  of  the  present  Beauharnois  Canal. 

“  In  1841  an  estimate  of  the  cost  of  a  canal  by  the 
“  Mills’s  route  ’  (prepared  by  Samuel  Keefer)  was  laid 
before  the  House  of  Assembly,  the  total  cost  of  which 
amounted  to  £255,900.  In  presenting  this  estimate,  Mr. 
Keefer  stated  that  if  the  south  side  of  the  river  were  sel¬ 
ected  for  the  location  of  this  canal,  a  saving  of  at  least 
£50,000  would  be  effected.  And  in  1842  Mr.  Killaly  stated 
before  the  special  committee  that  this  estimate  was  pre¬ 
sented  with  the  distinct  understanding  that  the  canal  was 
to  be  located  on  the  south  side.  Moreover,  it  is  well 
known  that  Lord  Sydenham  then  recommended  the  south 
shore  as  being  the  best  for  the  construction  of  the  canal. 

“  Under  all  the  circumstances,  and  considering  the  con¬ 
tradictory  nature  of  the  various  reports  submitted,  the 
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Government  resolved  that  a  new  survey  should  be  inade5 
superintended  by  some  disinterested  person.  This  task 
was  naturally  entrusted  to  Mr.  Keefer,  Engineer-in-Chief 
of  the  department,  a  gentleman  known  to  be  utterly  dis¬ 
interested  one  way  or  the  other  in  the  locality.  In  the 
month  of  January,  1842,  therefore,  Mr.  Keefer  was  in¬ 
structed  to  survey  both  sides  of  the  river,  and  to  report 
upon  the  best  route  with  as  little  delay  as  possible.  In 
this  survey  he  was  assisted  by  Mr.  Cowley. 

“  On  the  17th  of  February  following,  Mr.  Keefer  reported 
to  the  department,  remarking:  ‘  The  best  route  to  unite 
the  waters  of  these  two  lakes  has  long  been  a  subject  of 
consideration  with  me.  You  are  aware  that  I  assisted 
Mr.  Mills  in  the  survey  of  the  three  routes  on  the  north 
side,  and  should,  therefore,  have  a  perfect  knowledge  of 
them  :  and  1  have  now  no  hesitation  in  expressing  the 
opinion  that  Mr.  Stevenson’s  route,  or  one  corresponding 
very  nearly  with  it,  will  be  found  not  only  the  cheapest 
but  the  best  in  every  respect.’ 

“  This  report  was,  moreover,  confirmed  by  Mr.  Chas. 
M.  Tate,  who  was  instructed  by  the  department  to 
examine  the  south  channel  of  the  river  at  points  lying 
between  Grande  Isle,  St.  Timothee,  and  Yalleyfield.  In 
his  report  Mr.  Tate  says:  ‘  I  beg  to  conclude  with  one 
general  observation :  Considering  the  distance  between 
the  two  levels  of  water  in  the  lakes,  and  the  extent  of 
the  fall  which  has  to  be  overcome,  it  appears  as  if  nature 
had  in  a  singular  degree,  made  compensation  for  the 
great  impediments  in  the  watercourse,  by  affording  on 
the  land  by  its  side  unusual  facilities  for  establishing  at  a 
moderate  expense,  an  efficient  and  permanent  artificial 
navigation.’ 

“  With  a  view  to  forming  his  own  estimate  of  the  value 
of  the  objections  raised  by  the  seigneurs  of  Vaudreuil 
and  Soulanges,  and  by  Mr.  Simpson,  the  county  member, 
against  the  contemplated  south  shore  canal,  theChairman 
of  the  Board  of  Works  deemed  it  his  duty  to  accompany 
Mr.  Keefer  over  the  most  important  portions  of  the 
survey  he  was  about  to  make  on  that  side  of  the  river. 
This  was  Mr.  Killaly’s  second  visit  to  the  locality  in 
question,  his  first  having  been  made  in  1840.  A  most 
experienced  engineer — familiar  with  all  the  features  of 
the  north  bank  of  the  river — a  stranger  in  the  country, 
and  therefore  free  from  local  prejudices  of  any  kind 
whatever — Mr.  Killaly’s  opinion  was  not  only  worthy  of 
all  respect,  but  of  itself  it  was  an  authority.  He  pro¬ 
nounced  in  favour  of  the  route  recommended  by  Messrs. 
Stevenson  and  Keefer.  *  I  declare,’  he  said  before  the 
special  committee,  ‘  upon  the  honour  of  a  gentleman, 
that  my  firm  belief,  after  having  anxiously  reflected  upon 
this  subject  for  more  than  a  year,  entirely  concurs  with 
the  opinion  of  those  gentlemen.’  Consequently  on  the 
13th  June,  1842,  the  Executive  Council  adopted  the  route 
of  the  present  Beauharnois  Canal  :  and,  on  the  same  day, 
the  action  of  the  Council  was  confirmed  by  the  Governor 
in  Council.” 

I  also  find  here  another  fact  which  I  will  read.  It 
is  as  follows  : — 

“  The  resolution  of  the  Canadian  Govermnent  having 
been  transmitted  to  England  on  the  19th  July,  was 
approved  by  the  Imperial  Government  on  the  26th 
August.  In  his  despatch  to  the  Governor  General  on  the 
subject  Lord  Stanley,  the  Colonial  Secretary,  remarks  : 

‘  I  confess  that  it  is  not  without  regret  that  I  assent  to 
the  sacrifice  of  the  military  advantages  which  would  have 
resulted  from  carrying  the  canal  on  the  north  bank  ;  but 
I  am  bound  to  admit  that  on  the  grounds  stated  by  you 
the  inconvenience  will  be  considerably  less  than  would  at 
first  sight  appeal'.’  ” 

We  hctve  also  another  opinion  which  is  as  follows  : — - 

“  It  may  further  be  stated  that  in  1871  the  Hon.  Mr. 
Langevin  reported  that  the  commissioners  had  declined 
to  consider  this  question,  and  had  recommended  the 
enlargement  of  the  Beauharnois  Canal.  4  With  reference 
to  this  canal,’  said  the  hon.  gentleman,  4  while  declining 
to  consider  the  question  as  to  whether  it  should  be  located 
on  the  north  or  south  side  of  the  river,  the  commissioners 
recommend  its  enlargement  to  the  standard  fixed  for  the 
Welland  Canal.’  ” 

Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  this  at  all  events  shows  that 
there  has  been  a  great  controversy  about  the  selection 
of  a  site  for  this  canal,  as  to  whether  it  should  be 
on  the  Beauharnois  or  the  Soulanges  side,  and  until 
we  find  some  other  proof,  we  must  come  to  the  con¬ 
clusion  that  the  majority  of  the  engineers  who  had 
studied  both  sides  of  the  river  at  that  time,  agreed 
that  the  cheapest  and  most  practicable  route  would 
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be  the  route  on  the  south  shore,  that  is  to  say,  the 
Beauliarnois  Canal.  If  anyone  should  doubt  the 
reports  of  the  engineers,  I  have  other  proof  here  to 
show  why  we  should  follow  the  example  'of  those 
who  preceded  us  and  accept  the  route  on  the  south 
shore,  on  account  of  there  being  a  longer  period  of 
navigation  there.  It  must  strike  every  man  both 
in  this  House  and  in  the  country,  that  if  we  build 
a  canal  we  should  build  it  so  as  to  make  it  as  useful 
as  possible  and  to  maintain  its  benefits  during  as 
long  a  season  of  the  year  as  we  can.  This  authority 
continues  : 

“The  Stevenson  line  was  adopted  on  account  of  its 
superiority  over  all  the  proposed  lines,  considered  either 
as  to  trade  and  navigation,  or  in  point  of  economy.  <  Its 
entire  length  being  only  eleven  and  one-quarter  miles, 
proves  it  to  be  the  shortest  route.  This  fact  cannot  be 
denied,  and  was  admitted  by  all  engineers  concerned, 
including  Mr.  Casey  himself.  The  following  is  a  tabular 
statement  of  the  length  of  the  respective  routes: 

Miles. 

The  Mills’s  route,  inland  and  river .  14*54 

Entire  land  route  along  the  north  bank.. . .  14*52 

The  Harwood  route . . .  151 

The  Stevenson  route  or,  Beauharnois Canal  Ilf 
The  Beard  route,  via  River  St.  Louis .  15*00 

“  Not  only  is  the  distance  shortest,  but  the  number  of 
locks  is  also  less;  consequently,  navigation  through  the 
Beauharnois  must  be  more  expeditious  than  it  would  be 
through  a  canal  on  the  north  shore.  The  Mills’s  route  is 
an  admitted  impracticability,  owing  to  the  strong  river 
current  and  insufficiency  of  water  at  the  ravine  at  Pointe- 
au-Moulin  ;  and  a  north  shore  canal  should  be  entirely 
inland  along  the  bank  of  the  Riviere-au-Moulin  ;  and  a 
north  shore  canal  should  be  entirely  inland  along  the 
bank  of  the  river.  The  following  is  the  number  of  locks 
shown  in  the  respective  proposed  routes  : 

Locks. 


Beauharnois  Canal . 9 

Entire  inland  route  along  the  north .  10 

Harwood  route . 11 

Mills’s  route . 9 

Baird  route .  9 


“  Notwithstanding  the  statements  made  to  the  contrai’y 
by  Messrs.  Lanthier,  Harwood  and  Masson,  the  Beau¬ 
harnois  Canal  affords  longer  seasons  of  navigation  than 
could  be  obtained  through  any  north  shore  canal,  . because  j 
the  ice  takes  sooner  and  remains  longer  in  the  calm  ; 
shallow  bay  at  the  foot  of  the  Cascades.  These  facts  j 
have  been  proven,  not  by  inhabitants  of  St.  Zotique,  who  ! 
loudly  clamour  for  the  construction  of  a  canal  at  the  | 
Cedars,  but  by  strangers  who  are  equally  familiar  with  j 
the  peculiarities  of  those  localities.  The  circumstantial  j 
affidavit  of  Mr.  Monarque,  of  Lachine,  the  evidence  of 
Mr.  D’Aoust.  of.  Montreal,  a  native  of  Isle  Perrot,  Mr.  ! 
Ouellette,  of  Lachine,  one  of  our  oldest  pilots,  of  Mr.  J. 
B.  Auger,  president  of  a  powerful  forwarding  company — 
one  of  our  oldest  and  most  experienced  river  navigators, 
and  highly  interested  in  canal  improvements — (publish¬ 
ed  in  the  Minerve) — will  defy  the  combined  statements, 
contradictions  or  denials  of  my  opponents.” 

That  was  written  in  the  year  1872,  and  it  was  the 
opinion  of  the  engineers  then.  I  wish  now  to  re¬ 
mark  about  the  construction  of  locks.  At  that 
time  the  idea  was  that  the  deepening  of  the  canal 
would  not  be  to  the  extent  to  which  it  is  found 
necessary  to-day  to  deepen  it  to.  In  the  south 
shore  canal  they  intended  to  make  less  locks  than 
there  are  in  the  Beauharnois  Canal,  but  any  man 
of  common  sense,  whether  engineer  or  not,  can  see 
that  if  they  could  build  a  canal  on  the  north  shore 
with  a  certain  number  of  locks,  they  could  do  the 
same  thing  in  the  south  shore.  There  was  before 
this  commission  many  questions,  and  the  one  which 
particularly  refers  to  this  case  was  as  follows  :  - 

“  To  the  83rd  question  asked  by  Mr.  Lanthier,  then 
member  for  Soulanges,  before  the  special  committee  : 

‘  What  do  you  think  is  generally  the  difference  of  time  in 
the  breaking  up  of  the  bordage  ice  on  the  north  and  the 
south  side  in  the  spring  and  in  the  formation  of  the  ice  in 
fall?’  Mr.  DeWitt  said:  ‘That  the  navigation  is  open 
Mr.  Bergeron. 


two  or  three  weeks  longer  on  the  Beauharnois  side  in  the 
fall,  and  opens  two  or  three  weeks  earlier  in  the  spring.’ 
The  fact  was  also  established  by  Messrs.  Manuel,  Leduc, 
Larocque  and  others. 

“  In  a  comparative  statement  of  advantages  and  disad¬ 
vantages  of  the  two  river  banks,  Mr.  Keefer  observed,  on 
the  10th  October,  1842,  ‘that  a  canal  on  the  south  side 
can  be  navigated  two  or  three  weeks  more  every  season 
than  on  the  north  side.’  In  his  report  dated  14th  February 
of  the  same  year,  Mr.  Keefer  states,  in  alluding  to  the 
south  shore  :  “  The  line  is  continuous  and  away  from  the 
river,  free  from  the  disturbing  causes  of  ice  and  high 
water.  ’ 

“  What  does  Mr.  Mills  himself  say  on  this  important 
point?  ‘It  is  generally  agreed,  ’  said  he,  ‘that  the  St. 
Lawrence  is  open  two  or  three  weeks  earlier  in  the  spring 
and  later  in  the  fall  than  the  Ottawa — the  St.  Lawrence 
passing  through  a  more  southern  latitude.’  This  accounts 
for  Mr.  Mills  recommending  the  river  route  and  con¬ 
demning  the  inland  route  on  the  north  shore  of  the  river.” 

Mr.  Mills  was  the  gentleman  who  located  the 
canal  on  the  north  shore  from  military  considera¬ 
tions.  Now,  Mr.  Girouard,  in  writing  this,  wanted 
to  furnish  all  possible  proofs  of  his  statements,  and 
he  has  given  the  following  dates  of  the  opening  of 
the  Lachine,  Beauharnois '  and  Cornwall  canals, 
respectively,  as  follows  : — 


Lachine. 

Beauhar 

nois. 

Cornwi 

all. 

1846 

May 

6 

April 

16 

April 

20 

1847 

66 

5 

May 

5 

May 

1 

1848 

April 

24 

April 

12 

April 

i 

1849 

66 

21 

*  6 

19 

6  » 

l 

1850 

66 

22 

66 

26 

•  6 

20 

1851 

6  6 

22  • 

66 

25 

66 

25 

1852 

May 

pr 

( 

May 

2 

May 

1 

1853 

66 

20 

April 

29 

April 

29 

1854 

66 

16 

May 

1 

6  6 

30 

1855 

6  6 

1 

*  * 

1 

66 

30 

1856 

6  ( 

1 

6  6 

1 

66 

28 

1857 

6  6 

4 

66  % 

o 

May 

1 

1858 

April 

25 

April 

26 

April 

26 

1859 

6  6 

21 

66 

19 

6  £ 

20 

1860 

66 

20  * 

6  6 

19 

6  6 

21 

1861 

U 

24 

6  6 

24 

66 

24 

1862 

May 

4 

66 

30 

May 

1 

1863 

6  4 

4 

May 

2 

66 

4 

1864 

April 

25 

April 

24 

April 

27 

1865 

May 

1 

66 

25 

6  6 

26 

1866 

66 

2 

S  6 

30 

6  6 

30 

1867 

66 

1 

6  6. 

29 

May 

1 

1868 

April 

27 

6  6 

27 

April 

27 

1869 

May 

3 

May 

3 

May 

3 

1870 

April 

29 

April 

28 

April 

28 

1871 

6  6 

24 

•  ( 

24 

6  6 

24 

1872 

May 

1 

May 

1 

May 

1 

We  can  see  from  this  statement  that  with  regard 
to  the  opening  of  navigation  the  Beauharnois  Canal 
has  always  been,  if  not  ahead  of  the  others,  yet 
never  behind  them.  Now,  I  want  to  call  attention 
to  a  very  important  point.  Last  season,  principally 
in  the  fall,  we  read  a  great  deal  in  the  newspapers 
about  the  low  ness  of  the  w^ater  in  the  St.  Lawrence. 
In  Montreal  we  sawr  what  I  do  not  remember  ever 
seeing  before,  the  steamer  Laprairie,  crossing  from 
Montreal  to  Laprairie,  being  compelled  to  stop  her 
trips  very  early,  1  think  in  October.  The  Corn¬ 
wall  Canal  could  not  take  vessels  drawing  more 
than  8  feet  of  water,  and  the  canals  above  the 
Cornwall  could  not  take  vessels  drawing  more  than 
8  or  9  feet  of  water.  But  a  very  important  point 
is  that  there  has  always  been  the  same  height  of 
water  on  the  sills  of  the  Beauharnois  Canal.  The 
papers  from  which  I  will  read  show  that  the  navi¬ 
gators — and  I  do  not  know  one  who  is  not  opposed 
to  a  canal  on  the  north  shore — testify  that  they 
have  never  had  any  trouble  in  taking  through  the 
Beauharnois  Canal  any  vessels  drawing  9  feet  of 
water.  Mr.  Girouard’s  statement  of  the  compara¬ 
tive  depth  of  water  on  the  upper  mitre  sills  of  the 
three,  canals  mentioned  at  lowest  wrater  is  as  follows :-- 
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Lachine. 

Beauharnois. 

Cornwall 

Year. 

Month. 

Lock  5 . 

Lock  14. 

Lock  21. 

ft.  ins. 

ft.  ins. 

ft.  ins. 

1849 

Sept. 

9.101 

10.7 

9.2 

( il 

Oct. 

9.10' 

10.4 

8.6 

H 

Nov. 

9.10 

lo.ll 

9.0 

1850 

Sept. 

9.8 

11.2 

8.1 

Oct. 

9.10 

11.2 

8.11 

6( 

Nov. 

9.9 

10.10 

8.0 

1854 

Oct. 

9.11 

11.9 

*  9.9 

<< 

Nov. 

9.10 

11.6 

9.3 

1865 

Oct. 

9.4 

11.3 

9.4 

( i 

Nov. 

9.6 

11.3 

9.1 

1871 

Sept. 

9.9 

11.8 

6( 

Oct. 

9.1 

U.l 

(6 

Nov. 

8.10 

110 

Mr.  (  Jirouard  goes  on  to  say  : 

“  Alluding  to.the  water  level  of  the  Lachine  and  Beau¬ 
harnois  Canals  in  1871,  the  Hon.  Mr.  Langevin  observed  : 

‘  From  the  month  of  September,  the  St.  Lawrence  River 
was  so  low  that  the  gates  of  the  guard  lock  had  to  be  kept 
opened  during  the  day  until  the  close  of  navigation  to 
admit  the  greatest  possible  flow  of  water  to  supply  the 
canal  and  mills.’  According  to  the  report  of  the  hon. 
Minister,  it  would  appear  that  no  scarcity  of  water  was 
felt  in  the  Beauharnois  Canal,  for  he  states  that  ‘the 
working  of  this  canal  was  efficiently  maintained  through¬ 
out  the  season,  notwithstanding  the  low  water  of  the  St. 
Lawrence.’  This  report  was  based  upon  that  of  Mr. 
Sippell,  our  worthy  superintending  engineer,  who  ex¬ 
pressed  himself  in  the  following  more  precise  terms  :  — 
“  The  low  water  in  the  St.  Lawrence  River  had  no  effect 
on  the  efficient  working  of  this  canal,  which  was  supplied 
with  the  full  draught  of  9  feet  on  the  sills  throughout  the 
year,  except  at  the  lower  entrance,  where  there  was  a 
difficulty  which  has  since  been  removed.’  ” 

Now,  before  I  leave  this  report,  I  want  to  say  one 
word  about  the  cost  of  the  canal.  I  find  that  it  is 
shown  everywhere  in  the  estimates  that  the  cost 
of  the  north  shore  canals  has  been  heavier  than  the 
cost  of  those  on  the  south  shore.  Not  only  did  the 
Beauharnois  Canal  cost  less  in  price  than  the  other 
canals  in  proportion,  but  the  cost  of  maintenance 
has  been  a  great  deal  less  than  on  any  other  canal 
on  the  St.  Lawrence  or  the  Ottawa  : 

“  On  the  1st  July,  1867,  the  entire  cost  amounted  to 
§1,611,424,  of  which  sum  §22,783  were  paid  for  dams  at 
Valleyfield  and  Isle-aux-Chats,  and  $254,807  for  damages 
by  inundation  of  farms  at  Hungry  Bay.  Up  to  the  same 
period  (1st  July,  1867,)  the  Lachine  Canal  had  cost  $2,587,- 
552;  the  Cornwall  Canal,  $1,933,152;  the  Williamsburg 
Canals,  $1,320,665.  All  these  canals  were  constructed 
about  the  same  time;  and,  with  the  exception  of  the 
Lachine  and  Williamsburg,  they  all  met  with  nearly  the 
same  difficulties.  The  Williamsburg  Canals  happened  to 
be  singularly  favoured  by  the  great  natural  advantages 
presented  by  the  river  bank,  which  will  account  for  the 
comparatively  low  cost  of  their  construction.” 

Many  years  before  the  report  of  the  present  engi¬ 
neer  was  made,  we  find  this  : 

“But  the  inferiority  of  the  north  shore  as  compared 
with  the  south,  is  still  more  forcibly  exhibited  in  the 
opinion  of  Mr.  Mills  himself, who  considers  it  to  be  impos¬ 
sible  to  construct  by  land  a  canal  along  the  ravines  or  on 
the  river  bank.” 

That  is  a  report  of  Mr.  Monro.  Mr.  Mills  favoured 
the  construction  on  the  north  side  for  military  con¬ 
siderations.  Mr.  Monro  preferred  the  same  side 
for  other  considerations,  but  there  is  an  answer 
from  Mr.  Mills  which  replies  to  Mr.  Monro  before¬ 
hand  : 

“  Above  the  Cedars,  the  banks  are  from  twenty  to  thirty 
feet  high,  composed  of  clay,  with  some  veins  of  sand,  fre¬ 
quently  sliding  off  in  very  large  bodies,  showing  the 
destruction  which  would  be  consequent  upon  constructing 
a  canal  along  or  near  its  foot,  or  upon  the  top.  Here  also, 
below  the  Cedars,  it  would  be  impossible,  with  any  reason¬ 
able  expense,  to  maintain  a  canal,  either  upon  or  at  the 
foot  of  the  hank  of  the  river,  on  account  of  the  great 
bodies  of  it  whieh  frequenty  slide  into  the  ravine. 

“  Mr.  Mills’s  friend  (Mr.  Wright)  also  observes  :  ‘  The 
shores  are  a  formation  of  clay  and  loam,  underlaid  with 
quicksand,  whieh  occasions,  yearly,  very  considerable 
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slides  ;  and  a  canal  carried  on  such  ground  would  be  in 
great  danger  if  anywhere  near  the  river.’ 

“  And  Mr.  Casey  says  :  “  With  reference  to  the  wash  of 
the  ravine,  the  canal  will  require  cleaning  out  ten  times 
oftener  than  the  ravine,  owing  to  the  great  additional 
depth  and  width.  ” 

As  to  the  military  aspect  of  the  matter,  I  do  not 
suppose  that  is  serious,  because  I  do  not  suppose 
we  w'ould  expose  the  treasury  of  this  country  t'O 
be  unloaded  in  order  to  prevent  the  construction 
of  a  canal  for  military  reasons.  The  conclusions 
arrived  at  in  this  book  areas  follows  : — 

“  When  a  heavy  expenditure  of  the  people’s  money  is 
about  to  be  made  for  public  improvements — such,  for  in¬ 
stance,  as  for  the  enlargement  of  a  canal  already  in  good 
working  order,  or  the  construction  of  a  new  one  instead — 
it  becomes  above  all  things  necessary  that  even  a  suspic¬ 
ion  of  serving  private  interests  should  be  removed.  If 
the  deepening  of  the  bay  at  Valleyfield  is  found  to  pre¬ 
sent  difficulties  of  a  more  serious  nature  than  those  dis¬ 
covered  to  exist  in  the  proposed  canal  at  the  Cedars,  let 
the  points  be  established  by  engineers  who  have  no  local 
interests  to  serve.  The  people  have  too  much  confidence 
in  the  integrity  of  the  present  Government,  and  in  the 
intelligence  of  its  Parliament,  to  suppose  for  a  moment 
that  Mr.  Baillairge’s  report  will  be  adopted  by  either  one 
body  or  the  other. 

“  If  the  survey  of  the  localities  in  question  be  only  en¬ 
trusted  to  competent  strangers,  I  have  no  fears  for  the 
result — it  will  be  as  it  ever  has  been  before,  viz.,  that  the 
south  shore  is  the  best,  whether  considered  in  point  of 
economy  or  in  reference  to  trade  and  navigation.  The 
words  of  Mr.  Killaly,  as  stated  ^before  the  special  com¬ 
mittee  in  1842,  may  be  here  repeated — and  he  spoke  then 
having  a  perfect  knowledge  of  the  subject : — ‘  I  am  con¬ 
vinced  that  if  twice  the  number  of  engineers  were  to 
make  surveys  and  reports  upon  the  subject,  no  other  con¬ 
clusion  can  be  come  to  than  that  which  I  firmly  maintain, 
viz.,  that  the  line  of  canal  on  the  south  side  now  in  pro¬ 
gress  is  greatly  superior  in  point  of  efficiency  to  any  line 
I  on  the  north  side.’  ” 

Now,  these  were  reports  made  before  it  was  decided 
by  the  Government  of  Canada  to  construct  the 
Beauharnois  Canal.  Nobody  would  venture  to  say 
that  there  was  any  consideration  in  that  other 
than  a  consideration  of  public  utility  and  of 
public  policy.  What  has  happened  since  to 
change  the  opinion  of  the  engineers  or  the  opinion 
of  the  Government  of  the  country?  Nothing  that 
I  know  of,  to  explain  the  change  which  has  been 
proposed.  I  asserted  at  the  commencement  of  my 
remarks,  that  this  had  awakened  the  anxiety  of  the 
people  in  the  County  of  Beauharnois,  and  of  the 
navigators  who  will  be  called  upon  to  navigate  the 
River  St.  Lawrence  and  its  canals.  The  mayor 
of  Valleyfield,  Mr.  Sullivan,  who  is  also  an 
engineer,  has  taken  it  upon  himself  to  analyze  the 
report  of  Mr.  Monro,  upon  which  the  Government, 
I  suppose,  have  acted,  because  I  do  not  know  that 
they  have  acted  on  any  other  report.  In  a  letter 
which  lie  addressed  to  the  Montreal  Star,  of  which 
I  will  read  only  certain  portions,  he  says  that  Mr. 
Monro’s  report  requires  to  be  examined  and  should 
not  be  too  much  relied  upon.  He  said  : 

“  Mr.  Trudeau  .Deputy  Minister  of  Railways  and  Canals, 
began  by  saying,  as  will  be  seen  by  referring  to  his  report, 
that  ‘  to  enlarge  a  canal  and  at  the  same  time  keep  it  open 
for  navigation  during  summer  months,  is  attended  with 
grave  difficulties,  and  that  the  building  of  structures  in 
the  winter  season  should  be  avoided.’  In  so  far  as  the 
statement  goes  it  is  correct,  but  have  not  the  other  canals 
been  enlarged,  and  at  the  same  time  kept  open  for  naviga¬ 
tion,  and  why  not  the  Beauharnois,  were  it  necessary  ? 
But  it  is  not  so,  for,  by  building  about  four  or  five  miles  of 
a  new  channel,  all  trouble  can  be  avoided  and  the  locks 
concentra  ted  in  that  distance,  to  be  built  at  any  season  of 
the  year,  and  the  rest  ot  the  canal  can  be  dredged  out 
easily.  And  in  these  five  miles  I  include  a  new  branch  of 
canal  from  the  basin  upwards,  passing  in  rear  of  Valley¬ 
field  to  Knight’s  Point,  leaving  the  full  power  of  the  pre¬ 
sent  canal  to  be  utilized  for  hydraulic  power  by  construct- 
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ing  a  guard  lock  about -where  the  Canadian  Atlantic  Rail¬ 
way  bridge  crosses  the  canal. 

“  Mr.  Trudeau  next  says,  quoting  from  Mr.  Monro’s  re¬ 
port,  4  that  to  the  ordinary  difficulties  to  be  met  with  in 
dealing  with  the  Beauharnois  Canal,  whether  by  way  of 
enlargement  or  by  the  construction  of  an  entirely  new 
work,  there  is  superadded  one  which  has  been  revealed 
by  test  borings,  &c.  ’ 

“Referring  to  these  borings  made  in  the  entrance  to 
the  canal  and  along  the  line  of  the  canal  to  St.  Timothy, 
Mr.  Monro  says:  ‘The  general  characteristic  of  the  ex¬ 
cavations  may  be  described  as  consisting  of  layers  of 
boulder  stones  and  clay,  overlaying  what  appears  to  be  a 
mixture  of  quicksand  and  clay  in  varying  proportions, 
&c.  ’  And  Mr.  Monro  adds:  4  It  may  not  be  quicksand, 
but  experiments  made  with  this  material  proves  that  it 
does  not  stand  at  any  slope,  however  flat,  under  water, 
etc.’ 

44  Now  I  cannot  understand  by  what  freak  of  nature  a 
layer  of  this  substance  has  been  placed  along  the  line  of 
the  Beauhaniois  Canal,  from  St.  Timothy  westwards,  and 
just  in  such  a  position  that  though  this  canal  has  been 
sunk  to  a  depth  of  from  ten  to  twelve  feet,  and  vessels 
have  been  passing  through  it  for  over  forty-five  years, 
and  dredging  has  been  done  in  it  on  different  occasions,— 
yet  this  wonderful  material  was  never  discovered  or 
known  to  cause  any  trouble.” 

Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  this  is  a  very  serious  point,  if 
it  is  true.  Here  is  a  Government  engineer  saying 
there  is  quicksand,  that  it  is  impossible  to  dredge 
that  place  and  to  keep  it  at  a  certain  depth,  because 
it  will  fill  up  again.  I  said  last  year,  and  I  repeat 
now,  that  a  *  proper  examination  was  not  made. 
Men  were  sent  there  who  were  not  engineers,  men 
who  were  paid $2. 50 a  day,  and  who  were  picnicking 
there  instead  of  doing  their  work. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  Where  ? 

Mr.  BERGERON.  At  the  head  of  Valleyfield. 
Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  When  ? 

Mr.  BERGERON.  When  Mr.  Monro’s  report 
was  made,  about  two  summers  ago.  Now,  here  is 
another  engineer  who  says  under  his  signature  that 
it  is  true. 

Mr.  SCRIVER.  Who  has  lived  there  all  his 
life. 

Mr.  BERGERON.  Ves,  and  who  knows  the 
Beauharnois  Canal  from  beginning  to  end,  who 
knows  the  character  of  the  earth  through  which  it 
runs,  and  who  know's  that  there  was  hardly  any 
dredging  between  Valleyfield  and  St.  Timothy, 
where  Mr.  Monro  says  there  is  quicksand.  1  say 
if  that  is  true,  is  it  not  enough  to  raise  a  doubt  in 
the  minds  of  the  Government  and  to  cause  them  to 
hesitate  before  expending  six  or  seven  million  dol¬ 
lars  ?  They  ought  to  do  wdiat  I  asked  them  to  do 
last  year,  that  is,  to  employ  three  or  four  compe¬ 
tent  engineers  to  see  whether  Mr.  Monro’s  report 
is  correct.  If  they  find  it  to  be  true,  everybody 
will  be  satisfied  ;  if  it  is  not  true,  the  Government 
of  this  country  will  have  performed  their  duty 
towards  the  people  of  this  country  as  guardians  of 
the  Dominion  treasury. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  And  to  the  County  of  Beau¬ 
harnois  in  particular. 

Mr.  BERGERON  : 

“  But  -when  we  have  to  sink  that  canal  four  or  five  feet 
lower  Mr.  Monro  makes  out  that  it  is  of  such  a  nature 
that  he  cannot  calculate  what  the  probable  cost  maybe 
to  make  an  entrance  channel  though  it,  but  supposes,  or 
guesses,  perhaps,  that  it  might  cost  a  million  and  a  quar¬ 
ter  dollars. 

44  Mr.  Monro  says  no  test  of  actual  construction  or  excava¬ 
tion  has  so  far  been  made,  but  I  wonder  what  he  calls  the 
Montreal  Cotton  Company’s  works,  the  paper  mills,  and 
hundreds  of  wells  that  have  been  sunk  along  the  line  of 
the  Beauharnois  Canal?  And  has  not  the  Canada  Atlan¬ 
tic  Railway  Company  constructed  one  of  the  finest  bridges 
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that  span  the  St.  Lawrence  from  Coteau  Landing  to 
Clark’s  Island  at  Valleyfield,  without  ever  experiencing 
any  trouble  from  that  wonderful  substance,  which  I  pre¬ 
sume  must  be  quicksilver— not  quicksand — for  Mr. 
Monro,  says  it  may  not  be  quicksand,  and  I  know  of  no 
other  material  than  quicksilver  which  will  not  stand  at 
any  slope,  no  matter  how  flat,  under  water,  and  that  might 
be  bulged  up  in  the  centre  of  the  channel  by  weight  on 
the  sides.  How  is  it  no  trouble  is  anticipated  from  that 
extraordinary  material  on  the  north  shore,  for  it  must 
exist  there  also,  as  Mr.  Monro  says  it  has  doubtless  caused 
the  land  slides  which  have  taken  place  along  the  north 
shore  of  the  St.  Lawrence  between  Coteau  Landing  and 
the  Cascades - ” 

The  very  same  thing  you  heard  a  moment  ago, 
when  I  w  as  reading  from  engineers’  reports  of  1840 
and  1845. — 

“—just  close  by  and  parallel  with  the  proposed  new 
canal.  Yet  not  even  a  hint  is  given  of  any  dread  of  its 
causing  trouble  there,  though  it  cannot  be  possible  to 
claim  as  good  a  knowledge  of  the  line  to  be  excavated  as 
exists  with  regard  to  the  Beauharnois  Canal. 

“  On  the  south  shore  there  are  not  over  ten  or  twelve 
squai’e  miles  of  land  to  be  drained  under  the  Beauhar¬ 
nois  Canal,  whereas  on  the  north  shore  there  are  three 
rivers.” 

Now,  here  is  n,  very  important  point  in  this  dis¬ 
cussion.  There  are  three  rivers  to  be  interfered 
with,  if  I  may  say  so,  three  rivers  which  flow  into 
the  St.  Lawrence.  Any  lion,  gentleman  who  may 
visit  that  place  will  find  that  the  water  is  nearly 
on  a  level  with  the  railway  track  which  blocks  up 
the  River  Delisle.  Mr.  Monro  proposes,  in  his 
report,  to  construct  immense  tubes  through  which 
to  carry  the  water  underground  about  25  feet  and 
bring  it  up  again,  so  that  it  may  reach  the  St. 
Lawrence.  If  to-day  the  water  floods  the  station 
and  the  whole  village  of  Coteau,  wdiat  will  be  the 
case  when  it  has  to  go  through  that  immense 
tunnel  which  will  be  crooked  by  its  nature  ?  I  have 
heard  competent  men  say  that  the  idea  was  per¬ 
fectly  absurd,  and  that  if  the  Government  go  into 
the  work  they  will  be  obliged  to  stop  it  after 
spending  a  large  amount  of  money,  and  after 
giving  out  contracts  w  hich  will  have  to  be  cancelled. 
This  is  what  Mr.  Sullivan  says  : 

44  Mr.  Monro  calculates  to  drain  one  hundred  and  eighty 
square  miles  of  territory,  but  I  think  he  might  add  to 
that  as  much  more  as  is  drained  on  the  south  side  alto¬ 
gether,  and  he  would  not  be  over  the  mark.  And  then 
there  is  the  River  Rouge,  about  half  the  width  of  the 
former,  and  the  River  a  la  Graisse  to  be  passed  under 
the  canal  to  be  built  on  the  north  shore,  besides  any  other 
drains  and  watercourses  there  may  be,  but  Mr.  Monro 
calculates  about  the  same  cost  for  culverts  on  each  side, 
if  I  understand  him  correctly.” 

Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  to  show  you  how  this  report  of 
Mr.  Monro  has  been  made,  he  calculates  that  it  is 
going  to  cost  no  more  money  to  drain  these  three 
rivers,  one  of  which  drains  a  land  surface  of  180 
square  miles,  than  it  has  cost  on  the  squth  shore 
for  culverts  and  drains  which  have  been  made  and 
paid  for,  and  ground  and  damages  which  have  been 
settled.  Does  not  that  show  that  this  report  ought 
to  be  examined  by  competent  engineers  to  see 
whether  it  is  correct  ?  I  do  not  ask  for  anything 
improper,  1  only  ask  that  before  we  go  to  such  an 
expenditure  we  may  be  sure  of  w  hat  we  are  doing. 

“  On  the  Beauharnois  Canal  the  deepest  cutting  does 
not  exceed  twenty  feet,  whereas  on  the  north  shore  a 
depth  of  over  thirty-four  feet  will  have  to  be  sunk  on  the 
very  first  mile,  being  the  full  depth  of  water  required, 
more  than  the  greatest  depth  on  the  south  shore,  and  a 
gi-eat  part  of  this  is  solid  rock.  The  light  of  way  tor  the 
Beauharnois  Canal  is  owned  by  the  Government  in  great 
part,  and  any  that  would  be  required  for  enlargement 
would  be  but  a  strip  entailing  no  damages  more  than  the 
actual  value  of  the  land,  with  the  exception  of  that  part 
from  the  basin  up  to  Knight’s  Point,  should  that  line  be 
adopted,  but  even  there  the  right  of  way  would  be 
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required  along  a  line  that  could  be  purchased  at  a  very 
moderate  price  ;  I  would  say  about  thirty-five  thousand 
dollars,  for  which  amount  I  would  venture  the  purchase. 
On  the  north  shore,  there  is  a  valuable  church  to  be 
demolished  on  the  very  outstart,  and  then  there  are 
orchards  and  a  nursery,  before  you  come  to  Mr.  Beaudet’s 
mill  privilege,  which  I  understand  has  been  arranged  for 
at  forty  thousand  dollars,  if  I  am  rightly  informed,  and 
this  on  the  one-sixth  part  of  the  length  of  the  canal,  so 
that  I  am  of  opinion,  when  the  right  of  way  is  obtained 
and  all  expenses  attending  it  paid,  Mr.  Monro’s  estimate 
will  be  more  than  probably  doubled,  if  it  does  not  be 
trebled. 

“  Along  the  Beauharnois  Canal,  the  buildings  exist  for 
superintendent,  lockmen,  ifec.,  which  is  a  considerable 
item,  and  there  is  the  stone  in  the  locks,  with  the  advant¬ 
age  that  all  the  material  required  for  the  reconstruction 
of  the  canal  can  be  laid  down  on  the  spot  without  any 
cartage.” 

There  are  along  the  Beauharnois  Canal  three  or 
four  sione  quarries  from  which  have  been  taken  all 
the  stone  necessary  for  the  construction  of  the  pre¬ 
sent  canal,  and  where  an  unlimited  quantity  may 
yet  be  obtained  very  easily  for  enlarging  or  deepen¬ 
ing  the  canal.  Mr.  Monro  says  : 

“  If  the  canal  be  built  on  the  north  shore  the  Beauhar¬ 
nois  Canal  could  then  be  utilized  for  hydraulic  power, but 
Mr.  Monro  knows  well  that  by  building  the  new  line  in 
rear  of  Valleyfield,  from  the  basin  to  Knight’s  Point,  and 
above  referred  to,  the  full  power  of  the  canal  could  be 
utilized  with  a  water  head  of  over  twenty  feet,  thus  giving 
all  the  advantages  to  be  derived  from  the  canal  on  the 
north  shore, without  the  very  great  disadvantage  of  leaving 
a  useless  canal  as  a  burden  on  the  Government,  entailing 
a  considerable  yearly  expenditure  without  any  return,  but 
more  probably  claims  for  damages.” 

Now,  I  may  say  here  that  we  do  not  look  upon  it 
from  that  point  of  view  ;  we  look  upon  it  as  a  work 
of  a  higher  importance.  We  have  already  to-day 
at  Valleyfield  water  power  for  ten  or  fifteen  facto¬ 
ries,  and  it  is  useless  to  offer  as  a  reason  for  taking 
away  the  canal,  that  the  people  can  have  water 
power  to  any  amount,  because  they  have  already 
got  as  much  as  they  can  utilize.  — 

“  Mr.  Monro  says  the  entrance  from  Lake  St.  Francis  to 
the  proposed  north  shore  canal  would  be  in  a  convenient, 
safe  and  easily  approached  bay — Macdonald’s  Bay. 

This  is  a  point  to  which  I  call  the  lion.  Minister’s 
a«.;ention.  This  is  an  engineer’s  report,  and  I  will 
at  a  later  stage  read  the  opinions  of  navigators  in 
regard  to  entering  Soulanges  Canal  writh  a  south¬ 
west  wind.  — 

“  Here  very  little  ice  forms. 

There  is  no  ice  there  because  there  is  too  much 
current.  We  can  imagine  what  the  position  would 
be  of  a  tow  boat  with  eight  or  ten  barges  when 
there  is  too  much  current  to  allow’  the  ice  to  take. — 

“  As  to  the  latter  statement  he  is  right,  as  its  being  at 
the  very  head  of  the  rapids,  no  ice  forms  in  such  places, 
but  so  soon  as  structures  are  built  to  still  the  water  the 
case  will  be  quite  different,  and  its  being  so  near  to  the 
head  of  the  rapids  will  greatly  increase  the  risk  of  vessels 
approaching,  particularly  in  westerly  or  north-westerly 
winds,  being  blown  down  them.  Mr.  Monro  says  the 
westerly  crossing  to  the  Beauharnois  Canal  is  one  of 
danger,  in  the  face  of  the  fact  that  vessels  have  been 
crossing  there  since  the  canal  was  built,  about  forty-six 
years  or  over, without  any  accidents  ever  having  happened. 
The  only  danger  on  the  south  side  is  of  vessels  being 
blown  ashore,  but  on  the  north  they  would  be  blown  down 
the  rapids.  Which  would  be  the  worst  ?  Mr.  Monro  says 
the  canal  on  the  north  shore  will  avoid  the  double  crossing 
of  the  river  above  and  below  the  three  rapids  ;  well,  that 
might  be  a  plausible  reason  if  it  shortened  the  distance, 
but  Mr.  Monro  knows  well  enough  that  it  does  not,  but 
much  the  contrary,  for  the  Beauharnois  route  is  over  a 
mile  the  shorter,  and  when  a  vessel  has  to  go  to  the  centre 
of  the  stream  it  does  not  matter  which  side  she  crosses  to 
after,  and  Mr.  Monro  knows  also  that  the  channel  from 
the  foot  of  the  Beauharnois  Canal  to  the  first  lightship  in 
Lake  St.  Louis  is  the  deepest  and  safest  that  can  be  had. 
There  are  shoals  on  the  north  shore  line  that  will  have  to 
be  dredged  and  that  may  always  be  a  source  of  danger, 


whereas  the  Beauharnois  route  is  almost  a  straight  line, 
and  I  would  Avish  to  ask  the  Board  of  Trade  and  all 
pei’sons  concerned  in  the  St.  Lawrence  navigation,  how 
they  approve  of  lengthening  the  distance  between 
Montreal  and  all  points  Avest  of  Beauharnois  by  tAvo  miles 
on  the  round  trip,  but  Mr.  Monro  does  not  say  anything 
of  this  in  his  report. 

“  Mr.  Monro  says  that  the  experience  of  several  years 
shows  that  the  formation  of  ice  is  certainly  no  greater  a 
barrier  to  navigation  on  the  north  than  on  the  south 
shore  of  the  eastern  entrance  of  the  canal.  Well,  as  to 
that  statement,  the  Avriter  of  this  can  say  that  in  the 
spring  ofthe  yearl888  he  was  commissioned  by  the  Valley¬ 
field  ToAvn  Council  to  report  on  the  state  of  the  ice  on  both 
the  north  and  the  south  shores,  that  is  to  say,  at  the 
entrance  of  the  proposed  neAv  canal  at  the  foot  of  the 
Cascade  Rapids,  and  at  the  entrance  of  the  Beauharnois 
Canal  from  Lake  St.  Louis,  when  having  visited  and 
examined  on  both  sides  he  found  that  the  steamer  Bohe¬ 
mian  had  passed  through  the  Beauharnois  Canal  to 
Montreal  in  the  latter  part  of  April, and  made  her  return 
trip  again,  Avhereas  Avhat  is  called  the  Bruet  du  Loup  was 
found  on  the  11th  of  May  to  be  a  solid  island  of  ice  com¬ 
pletely  blocking  navigation  on  the  north  shore,  and  three 
days  later,  on  thel4th,  it  had  not  yet  floated  off,  the  truth 
of  which  statement  can  be  verified  by  Captain  Baker,  of 
the  Bohemian,  and  by  Mr.  Plante,  then  mayor  of 
Valleyfield,  and  Mr.  Baker,  mayor  of  Beauharnois,  be¬ 
sides  several  others  who  Arisited  the  localities  with  the 
writer.” 

This  is  a-  known  fact,  it  cannot  be  denied  ;  I  do 
not  know  how  an  engineer  of  renown,  a  man  who 
wants  to  maintain  his  reputation,  could  make  any 
such  statement.  It  is  well  known  by  every  one 
living  near  Beauharnois  that  the  ice  leaves  the  foot 
of  the  Beauharnois  Canal  about  three  weeks  before 
it  leaves  the  foot  of  the  Cascades,  where  it  is 
proposed  to  locate  the  entrance  to  the  new  .Sou¬ 
langes  Canal. — 

“  It  is  a  Avell-known  fact  that  what  is  called  the  Bruet  du 
Loup  is  an  island  of  ice  that  forms  each  winter  at  the  foot 
of  the  Cascades,  between  the  waters  of  the  St.  Lawrence 
and  the  Ottawa,  grounding  into  the  bottom,  and  com¬ 
pletely  blocking  navigation  in  that  direction,  until  the 
waters  of  the  Ottawa  rise  high  enough  to  float  it  off  after 
the  rays  of  the  sun  have  lightened  the  top  part,  as  is  well 
knoAvn  to  captains  of  vessels  passing  up  and  down  in 
spring  time.  And  it  will  be  easy  for  the  Government  to 
verify  this  fact  next  spring,  by  sending  disinterested 
persons  to  the  locality. 

This  is  a  good  time  to  find  out.  The  Government 
should  send  down  engineers  and  ascertain  whether 
the  report  of  Mr.  Monro  or  the  statement  of  Mr. 
Sullivan  is  correct,  and  to  find  out  where  the  ice 
lies,  and  he  will  then  know  Avhether  it  was  on  the 
south  or  the  north  side  of  the  river.  — 

“  It  will  doubtless  be  said  that  I  am  an  interested  party 
and  that  what  I  state  should  be  taken  cum  grano  sails,” — 

That  is  stated  by  Mr.  Sullivan,  as  he  is  mayor  of 
Valleyfield. — 

— “  but  that  is  just  what  I  want,  as  I  am  stating  facts,  and 
I  Avant  them  to  be  taken  for  what  they  are  worth  and  no 
more.  All  Ave  ask  for  in  this  district,  and  we  believe  we 
are  only  asking  Avhat  the  country  desires,  is  that  the 
whole  subject  be  submitted  to  an  independent  and  impar¬ 
tial  commission  of  engineers,  to  decide  which  is  the  most 
favourable  route,  before  millions  of  money  be  spent  in 
building  a  new  canal,  taking  from  people  along  the  old 
one  their  acquired  rights,  and  leaving  that  canal  as  a 
useless  burden  on  the  country,  and  the  people  along  it  in 
particular  ;  and,  at  the  same  time,  needlessly  destroying- 
forever  betiveen  seven  hundred  and  a  thousand  acres  of 
as  fine  land  as  is  in  the  country,  which  alone  would  re¬ 
present  a  capital  of  half  a  million  dollars  annihilated. 

“  A  glance  at  Mr.  Monro’s  estimates  is  sufficient  to  sIioav 
what  reliance  may  be  placed  on  them  when  making  a 
comparison  of  the  probaole  cost  of  a  canal  on  either  side. 
When  the  building  of  six  or  seven  culverts  on  Beauhar¬ 
nois  Canal,  draining  about  ten  or  twelve  square  miles  of 
territory,  can  be  estimated  to  cost  as  much  as  the  culverts 
on  the  Soulanges  Canal,  draining  about  twenty-five  times 
the  area,  an  idea  can  be  formed  of#  the  balance  of  the 
estimates.” 

Mr.  Sullivan  further  says  : 
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“  With  regard  to  the  entrance  channel  there  is  not  a 
man  in  Valleyfield  who  is  not  satisfied  that  Mr.  Monro’s 
estimate  is  too  high,  and  that  the  quicksand  theory  is  a 
farce,  in  as  far  as  having  the  effect  ascribed  to  it  by  Mr. 
Monro.  I  will  ask  any  man  of  common  sense  if  he  can 
believe,  or  if  he  does  not  think  it  absurd,  even  admitting 
there  were  quicksand  in  some  places,  that  it  would  have 
any  such  effect  as  ascribed  to  it  by  Mr.  Monro  on  a  chan¬ 
nel  three  hundred  feet  wide,  or  that  it  could  possibly 
bulged  up  in  the  centre  of  the  canal  from  weight  on  the 
sides.  Before  terminating,  I  wish  to  say  a  word  about  a 
remark  made  by  Mr.  Monro  in  his  report  regarding  the 
payment  of  over  $400,000  for  damages  on  account  of  the 
construction  of  the  dam  at  Valleyfield.  Now,  Mr.  Monro 
should  know  that  all  damages,  past,  present  and  future, 
have  been  paid  for  on  the  Beauharnois  Canal,  and  the 
splendid  water  powers  created  by  that  dam  remain  and 
are  a  source  of  revenue  to  the  Government,  paying  a 
pretty  fair  interest  on  the  capital  spent.  And  I  will  ask 
Mr.  Monro  or  any  other  person  who  has  visited  the  cotton 
factory,  the  paper  mills,  the  water  works  at  Valleyfield, 
if  the  money  spent  on  that  dam  was  not  one  of  the  best 
investments  ever  made  by  the  Government  for  the  coun¬ 
try?  What  return  can  the  Government  ever  get  for  dam¬ 
ages  that  it  will  surely  have  to  pay  for  on  the  north 
shore?” 

We  know  that  all  these  damages  on  the  south 
shore  have  been  paid,  that  every  claim  has  been 
settled  ;  and  if  the  Government  were  going  to 
deepen  the  canal,  half  the  expense  would  be  saved, 
because  the  only  outlay  involved  would  be  that  for 
construction.  But  in  regard  to  the  Soulanges  Canal 
on  the  north  shore  we  shall  be  called  upon  not  only 
to  pay  for  construction,  but  for  all  land  and  other 
damages,  and  I  know  what  they  are,  for  during  the 
last  15  years  I  have  heard  this  question  of  damages 
caused  to  the  people  by  the  construction  of  the 
Beauharnois  Canal.  The  Treasury  Board  should 
know  that  very  nearly  $400,000  have  been  paid  as 
actual  damages  caused  by  the  construction  of  that 
canal.  But  the  amount  has  been  paid,  it  cannot  be 
called  for  again,  while  the  construction  of  a  canal 
on  the  north  side  would  involve  claims  for  damages 
about  twenty-five  times  as  great,  sinqe  the  area 
to  be  drained  is  about  thirty-five  times  greater 
than  that  drained  by  the  canal  on  the 
south  shore.  I  stated  I  would  read  opinions 
from  some  navigators,  and  I  have  such 
opinions  here.  I  will  read  them  and  give  the  names 
of  these  people  and  the  number  of  years  they  have 
been  navigating,  and  I  think  that,  although  we  are 
not  engineers  we  pride  ourselves  on  being  men  of 
common  sense,  and  we  will  admit  that  those  who 
have  been  navigating  there  for  years,  some  as  long 
as  48  years,  ought  to  know  something  about  the 
locality.  I  have  the  following  statement 

“  We,  the  undersigned,  from  long  experience  in  naviga¬ 
ting  the  St.  Lawrence,  are  of  opinion  that  it  is  a  great 
mistake  on  the  part  of  the  Government  to  build  a  new 
canal  on  the  north  side  of  the  River  St.  Lawrence,  through 
the  County  of  Soulanges,  instead  of  deepening  the  present 
Beauharnois  Canal,  as  we  feel  certain  there  will  be  many 
causes  of  delay  to  shipping  on  the  north  side  that  do  not 
happen  on  the  south. 

“  We  know— notwithstanding  what  engineers  may  say 
to  the  contrary — that  the  large  field  of  ice  which  accumu¬ 
lates  at  the  foot  of  the  Cascades,  particularly  in  severe 
winters,  will  always  be  a  cause  of  delay  to  the  opening  of 
navigation.  This  field  of  ice  is  known  around  the  locality 
under  the  name  of  the  ‘  Bruetdu  Loup  ’  and  is  the  cause  of 
the  delay  each  spring  in  putting  off  the  lightships  on 
Lake  St.  Louis,  as  can  be  proven  by  referring  to  the  date 
of  the  placing  these  lights.  . 

“The  captains  and  pilots  of  Kingston  can  prove  that 
they  have  often  made  two  and  three  trips  through  the 
Beauharnois  Canal,  with  tows  of  barges,  before  these 
lights  could  be  put  up,  as  well  as  we  the  undersigned  have 
often  done.  It  is  also  well  known  that  the  entrances  of 
the  Beauharnois  Canal  are  easier  of  access  than  what 
they  can  possibly  be  made  on  the  north  shore,  more  par¬ 
ticularly  in  fog  and  smoky  weather,  which  often  lasts  for 
months  on  Lake  St.  Francis  and  Lake  St.  Louis.  There 
will  always  be  danger  in  such  times,  particularly  at  night, 
Mr.  Bergeron. 


to  enter  the  Soulanges  Canal  from  Lake  St.  Francis,  on 
account  of  the  strong  current  and  proximity  to  the  head. 
of  the  rapids,  and  on  account  of  the  countercurrents  and. 
the  reefs  at  the  Cascades,  and  it  will  be  dangerous  to  pass 
tows  of  barges,  so  that  it  will  be  found — when  too  late — 
that  vessels  will  have  to  lie  up  at  great  loss  and  delay  to 
shippers.  Vessels  now  can  leave  the  foot  of  the  Beauhar¬ 
nois  Canal  at  any  hour  and  steer  by  compass  as  the  chan¬ 
nel  is  not  less  than  half  a  mile  wide  and  from  twenty-five 
to  over  fifty  feet  in  depth,  and  the  current  is  an  advantage 
without  being  much  of  hindrance  on  the  return  trip,, 
as  advantage  is  taken  of  the  stillest  water.  This  channel 
is  a  straight  one  for  over  twelve  miles  to  the  first  light¬ 
ship  on  Lake  St,  Louis. 

‘  ‘  There  is  also  a  straight  course  of  fifteen  miles  to  make 
the  western  entrance  to  the  Beauharnois  Canal,  and  not¬ 
withstanding  anything  that  may  have  been  stated  by 
engineers  to  the  contrary,  we  consider  it  one  of  the  easiest 
entrances  to. be  made,  with  tows  of  barges,  of  any  of  the 
canals  on  the  St.  Lawrence.  We  are  of  opinion  that  the 
surest  way  for  the  Government  to  act  in  this  matter,  is- 
to  submit  the  question  to  an  uninterested  staff  of  engineers 
and  a  delegation  of  captains  and  pilots,  before  commenc¬ 
ing  actual  work  on  the  new  canal. 


Capt.  Julien  Martin,  Valleyfield, 
Capt.  Timothee  Hubert, 

Capt.  Zephirin  Monet te, 

Capt.  Narcisse  Gamelin, 

Capt.  Louis  Sauve, 

Capt.  Etienne  Leboeuf, 

Capt.  Alexandre  Hebert, 

Capt.  Ad61ard  Monette, 

Capt.  Leon  Leduc, 

Capt.  Michel  Lefevre, 

Capt.  Jos.  Archambault, 

Capt.  Alfred  Corbeil, 

Capt.  George  Hurteau, 

Capt.  Joseph  Lalonde, 

Capt.  H.  Boyer, 

Capt.  M.  Bissonnette, 

Capt.  L.  Archambault. 

Capt.  Thos.  Hinault, 

Capt.  Etienne  Adams, 

Capt.  Alfred  Delisle, 

Capt.  Jules  Lalonde, 

Capt.  Julien  Lalonde, 

Capt.  Alf.  de  Repentigny, 

Fred.  Robinson,  Pilot, 

Paul  Bourgie,  Pilot, 

Pierre  Lalonde,  Capt. 

CGestin  Leboeuf,  Capt., 

Edward  Robinson,  Pilot, 

Louis  Benoit,  Capt., 

M.  Robinault,  Capt.  A  Pilot,  “ 
Emmanuel  Leduc,  Capt, 

Joseph  0.  A.  Leduc,  Capt,,  “ 
Damase  Latour,  Capt., 

Maxime  Lefebvre,  Capt., 

Etienne  Boivin,  Capt., 

Octave  Lad^route,  Capt., 
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These  are  gentlemen  who  have  been  navigating  the- 
waters  of  that  part  of  the  country.  They  are  res¬ 
pectable  men,  men  who  have  no  interest  but  those 
of  navigating,  anti  I  think  that  although  there  is  a 
question  of  engineering  involved,  it  would  be  no 
lowering  the  dignity  of  the  engineers  if  they 
accepted  the  recommendations  of  men  like  these 
whose  names  I  have  given.  There  was  a  meeting 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  in  Toronto  when  this  matter 


was  discussed,  and  a  resolution  was  presented 
there  signed  by  a  number  of  navigators,  most  of 
whom  come  from  Kingston,  which  is  the  great 
inland  maritime  port  of  Ontario.  This  is  what 
these  gentlemen  say  : 

“  We,  the  undersigned  masters  of  vessels,  captains  and 
pilots,  interested  in  the  navigation  of  the  St.  Lawrence 
River,  have  learned  with  surprise  and  regret  that  the 
Dominion  Government  have  decided  on  building  a  new 
channel  on  the  north  shore  to  be  called  the  Soulanges 
Canal,  instead  of  deepening  and  enlarging  the  Beau¬ 
harnois  Canal ;  and  it  is  our  firm  conviction  that  the  con¬ 
struction  of  the  said  canal  will  be  often  a  cause  of  serious 
delay  and  danger  to  navigation. 

“From  experience  we  know  that  the  Beauharnois 
route  is  at  least  two  miles,  on  the  round  trip,  shorter  than 
any  line  that  can  be  had  on  the  north  shore,  and  it  is  the 
straightest  that  can  be  had  between  Lake  St,  Frhncis  and 
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Lake  St.  Louis  deep  water  channels.  We  further  know 
that  the  course  from  Lake  St.  Francis  to  the  entrance  of 
the  Beauharnois  Canal  is  a  straight  course  which  we  can 
steer  by  compass  even  in  foggy  or  smoky  weather,  par¬ 
ticularly  if  extended  to  Knight’s  Point  in  rear  of  Valley- 
field,  which  we  can  never  do  to  make  an  entrance  on  the 
north  shore,  on  account  of  the  proximity  ot  the  entrance 
to  the  head  of  the  rapids. 

“  The  eastern  entrance  to  the  Beauharnois  Canal  is  in  a 
straight  line  from  the  first  lightship  on  Lake  St.  Louis,  a 
distance  of  over  12  miles  where  the  channel  is  nearly 
half  a  mile  wide  all  through  and  from  25  to  50  feet  deep. 

“  Whereas  on  the  north  side  the  channel  will  be  a 
crooked  one  through  reefs  and  shoals,  where  there  are 
eddies  and  counter  currents,  which  will  make  it  very 
difficult  to  pass  with  tows,  and  impossible  to  steer  in  foggy 
or  smoky  weather,  which  often  lasts  for  months  on  these 
lakes. 

“  This  we  are  certain  will  often  be  a  cause  of  serious 
delay  to  shippers. 

“  We  can  also  state  that  we  have  known  two  and  three 
trips  to  have  been  made  through  the  Beauhanxois  Canal, 
from  Kingston  to  Montreal,  before  the  lightships  could 
be  placed  on  Lake  St.  Louis,  on  account  of  the  laige  field 
of  ice  which  remains  on  the  north  shore  and  blocks  what 
will  be  the  entrance  to  the  Soulanges  Canal. 

“  We  know  also  that  errors  have  been  committed  in  the 
construction  of  the  Cornwall  and  the  Galops  Canals,  and  i 
for  that  l'eason  we  would  urge  on  the  Dominion  Govern- 
meixt  to  submit  the  matter  to  an  independent  staff  of 
engineers,  or  to  such  an  engineer  as  Mr.  Walter  Shanly, 
before  they  commence  the  construction  of  the  Soulanges 
Canal.” 

I  have  sent  to  each  member  of  the  House  a  copy  of 
the  plans  of  the  Beauharnois  Canal  on  the  north 
shore.  It  was  imported  by  the  engineers  last  year 
that  they  were  building  the  canal  on  the  north  shore 
to  make  it  a  straight  canal,  but  any  gentleman  can 
see  from  the  plan  that  the  line  which  conies  from 
Valley  field  to  Knight’s  Point,  would  make  the  Beau- 
harnois  Canal  straighter  than  the  Soulanges  Canal, 
which  latter  makes  half  of  the  ciicle.  This  is  what 
these  gentlemen  refer  to  when  they  say  that  it  is  a 
straighter  canal  than  the  other  side.  These  gentle¬ 
men  confirm  in  this  document  the  opinions  which  I 
have  read  from  the  navigators  of  Valleyfield  and 
the  County  of  Beauharnois  and  I  will  give  the  names 
signed  to  this  petition  as  a  protest  against  the 
construction  of  the  Soulanges  Canal.  The  names 
are  as  follows 

“  W.  Lesslie,  Manager  Collins  Bay  Rafting  Co. 

“  Thos.  Murphy,  Pilot. 

“  Jos.  Murray,  Master  and  Pilot. 

“  Wm.  Scott,  Master. 

“  .T.  A.  McDonald.  Master  and  Pilot. 

“  0.  Patenaude,  Master  and  Pilot. 

“  Wm.  R.  Taylor,  Master  Mariner. 

“  A.  Dunlop,  Master  Mariner. 

“  Wm.  Corrigan,  Pilot. 

“  John  J.  Martin,  Master  and  Pilot. 

“  Charles  Martin,  Master  and  Pilot. 

“  James  Martin,  Master  and  Pilot. 

“  James  Murray,  Master  and  Pilot. 

“  Alexander  Milligan,  Master  Mariner 

“  Edwai’d  A.  Booth.  Master  Mariner. 

“  Michel  Kenady,  Master  and  Pilot. 

“  Thos.  Collins,  Master  and  Pilot. 

“  P.  J.  McGrath,  Master  and  Pilot. 

“  Peter  McGlode,  Master  and  Pilot. 

“  Ephrem  Martin,  Master  and  Pilot. 

“  David  Lefave,  Master  and  Pilot. 

“  Horatio  Smith,  Master  Mariner. 

“  A'.  H.  Malone,  Master  prop.  I).  I).  Calvin, 

“  John  Ferguson,  Master  Mariner.  I 

“  Joseph  Achei,  Master  Mariner. 

“  Luke  O’Reily,  Master  Mariner. 

“  William  Scott,  Master  and  Pilot. 

“  John  Doyle,  Master  and  Pilot. 

“  Michael  Murray,  Master  and  Pilot. 

“  Ozee  Lantier,  Master  and  Pilot. 

“  Wm.  Simmonds,  Master  Mariner, 

”  John  Saunders,  Master  Mariner. 

“  Wm.  Daley,  Master  Mariner. 

“  Samuel  Anderson,  Master  Mariner.” 

These  are  most  of  the  navigators,  either  masters  or 
pilots,  who  sail  on  that  part  of  the  river,  and  they 


are  very  much  intei'ested  in  having  a  short  canal, 
and  a  canal  on  which  there  will  be  no  danger  to 
their  lives  or  property.  Now,  to  show  that  the 
ice  leaves  the  soxith  shore  much  sooner  than  the 
north  shore,  I  will  read  the  following  affidavit : 

“  We,  the  undersigned,  living  at  Melocheville,  declaim 
by  these  presents  that  we  have  observed  each  spring  the 
breaking  up  of  the  ice  at  the  foot  of  the  Beauharnois  Canal 
on  the  south  shore  as  well  as  at  the  foot  of  the  Cascades 
on  the  north  shore  of  the  river.  After  these  observations 
we  certify  that  the  Beaixharnois  Canal  at  the  ent  rance  and 
the  foot  is  invariably  tree  of  ice  at  least  fifteen  days  be- 
foi-e  the  breaking  up  of  the  ice  on  the  north  side  of  the 
river  at  the  foot  of  the  Cascades  ;  and  that  in  case  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  should  construct  on  the  north  side  the  projected 
canal  called  the  Soulanges  Canal,  it  would  happen  that 
the  opening  of  this  canal  in  the  spring  would  only  take 
place  fifteen  days  after  the  opening  of  the  Beauharnois 
canal.  We  make  this  declaration  conscientiously  believ¬ 
ing  the  same  to  be  true.” 

This  is  signed  by  Frederic  Monarque,  a  pilot  for 
45  years  ;  Theodule  Daulst,  a  pilot  for  22  years  ; 
Hormidas  Monarque,  a  pilot  for  10  years  ;  Edmond 
Groulx,  a  pilot  foi-  9  years  ;  David  Lalonde,  a  pilot 
for  24  years  ;  Toussaint  Patenaude,  a  pilot  for  12 
years  ;  Felix  Robineault,  a  pilot  for  lfi  years  ;  An¬ 
toine  Monpetit,  a  pilot  for  10  years  ;  Capt.  J.  Sul¬ 
livan,  a  pilot  for  24  years  ;  L.  Abel  Patenaude,  a 
pilot  for  16  years.  I  know  most  of  the  pilots,  and 
I  know  them  to  be  all  honourable  men,  who  for  no 
consideration  would  say  this  unless  they  believed 
it  to  be  true  and  in  the  public  interest.  I  said  at 
the  commencement  of  my  remarks  that  some  people 
had  talked  about  this  canal  project  being  brought 
forward  for  election  purposes.  I  say  I  do  not  believe 
that,  because  it  seems  to  me  that  the  Government 
were  as  much  interested  in  keeping  the  support  of 
Beauharnois  County  as  in  gaining  that  of  Soulanges 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  They  had  that  already. 

Mr.  BERGERON.  Well,  I  do  not  suppose  the 
late  Premier  would  have  been  willing  to  sacrifice 
me  in  order  to  gain  another  supporter.  As  a  matter 
of  fact,  Soulanges  county  was  lost  in  spite  of  the 
canal,  and  I  carried  my  county  by  over  300  major¬ 
ity.  Therefore,  I  do  not  believe  that  the  election 
had  anything  to  do  with  the  canal.  Afterwards, 
tenders  were  called  for,  though  I  see  that  there  is 
some  flaw  in  them,  and  the  contract  is  not  yet 
granted.  During  the  last  local  election  an  old 
farmer  in  my  county  said  to  me  :  “  It  is  perfectly 
foolish  to  call  for  these  tenders  ;  the  people  here 
do  not  believe  in  them,  because — I  speak  as  a 
farmer  for  thirty  years — we  never  commence  to 
dig  a  ditch  at  the  top,  and  the  fact  that  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  are  calling  for  tenders  to  begin  work  at 
the  head  of  the  canal  shows  that  they  are  not  very 
serious  about  it.”  Now,  Le  Moniteur  du  Commerce , 
on  the  22nd  of  January,  1S92,  published  the  follow¬ 
ing  editorial  :  — 

“  A  Useful  Undertaking. 

“If  we  are  well  informed,  the  Government  has  at  last 
decided  to  build  the  Soulanges  Canal  on  the  north  shore  of 
the  St.  Lawrence,  between  a  point  near  Macdonald’s 
Point  and  another  point  not  far  away  from  Vaudreuih 
This  new  canal  will  be  14  ft.  deep,  and,  if  we  are  to 
believe  the  lake  navigators,  it  will  be  at  once  useful  and 
economical  and  will  complete  to  advantage  the  St. 
Lawrence  system  which  unites  the  lower  part  of  the  river 
sind  the  sea  with  the  upper  portion. 

“  This  woi’k  ought  to  have  been  undertaken  long  ago, 
and  when  the  qxiestion  of  extending  our  relations  with  the 
west  and  the  ports  of  our  great  lakes  came  up,  this  under¬ 
taking  ought  to  have  come  uppermost  in  the  public  mind. 

“  But  nothing  equals  persevei-ance  accompanied  by  a 
patriotic  spirit.  When  he  was  a  member,  Mr.  J.  Bain 
devoted  all  his  energies  to  the  solution  of  the  problem 
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which  interested  the  commercial  world  in  England  and 
the  United  States  as  well  as  in  Canada,  and,  to-day,  the 
question  has  taken  a  most  promising  aspect. 

“  In  April,  1890,  a  lengthy  memorial  on  the  subject  was 
submitted  to  the  Prime  Minister  of  Canada,  Sir  John  A. 
Macdonald,  The  authorities  were  at  once  struck  with 
its  importance,  as  is  the  case  with  all  questions  of  public 
interest;  but,  to  continue  the  parallel,  it  met  with  oppo¬ 
sition  arising  from  different  motives,  which  delayed  its 
execution. 

“  The  above-mentioned  memorial  showed  the  advan¬ 
tage  derived  from  the  Soulanges  Canal,  which  would  do 
away  with  the  risks  and  dangers  of  the  actual  journey 
from  the  St.  Francis  Lake  Channel  and  the  entrance  of 
the  Beauharnois  Canal  ;  if  this  work  be  executed,  vessels, 
when  leaving  that  channel,  on  the  north  of  the  river,  will 
have  but  a  small  distance  to  go  over  before  reaching  the 
locks,  and  that  in  an  almost  straight  line.  This  is  a  great 
advantage,  the  value  of  which  will  not  escape  any  one 
interested  in  the  lake  navigation  and  in  the  extension  of 
the  traffic  on  the  port  of  Montreal.  Freight  rates  will  be 
materially  reduced  owing  to  the  lessening  qf  the  risks 
and  the  shortening  of  the  trip.  It  is  equally  to  be  noted 
that  the  two  ends  of  the  Soulanges  Canal  offer  vessels 
natural  harbours  which,  at  certain  seasons  of  the  year, 
will  be  most  welcome  to  them. 

“  Everything  being  taken  into  consideration,  this  enter¬ 
prise  can  be  carried  out  at  a  less  cost  than  the  building  of 
almost  any  other  canal,  as  the  character  of  the  soil  vastly 
diminishes  the  amount  of  work  to  be  done. 

“We  will  not  mention  here  the  local  advantages 
accruing  to  the  region  through  which  this  canal  will  run  ; 
nobody  entertains  any  doubt  about  them. 

“Any  undertaking  which  has  for  its  object  to  develop 
our  resources  is  worthy  of  the  approbation  of  the  commer¬ 
cial  world.” 

The  man  who  wrote  this  knew  a  great  deal  less  than 
the  engineer  who  made  the  report  ;  and  many  of 
his  statements  are  not  true.  Everyone  knows  that 
the  Beauharnois  Canal  is  at  least  a  mile  shorter 
than  the  one  contemplated,  and  that  the  latter  will 
not  lessen  the  cost  of  transport.  On  the  12th  of 
February,  1892,  Le  Moniteurdu  Commerce  published 
an  answer  to  this  article,  as  follows 

“  Editorial  Note. — With  a  view  to  giving  justice  to  all 
parties  interested,  and  considering  the  importance  of  the 
questiqns  involved,  wre  think  it  our  duty  to  publish  the 
following  letter.  The  whole  trade  of  the  Dominion  and 
more  particularly  that  of  the  port  of  Montreal,  are  con¬ 
cerned  in  this  matter  of  the  St.  Lawrence  Canals.  Our 
article  of  the  22nd  of  January  last  was  based  on  documents 
sent  us  by  reliable  persons  of  the  county  of  Soulanges. 

“  Mr.  Editor, — In  your  issue  of  the  22nd  of  January  last, 
I  was  surprised  to  see  an  article  entitled  :  ‘A  useful  under¬ 
taking.’ 

“  I  would  beg  leave  to  write  a  few  lines  in  your  next 
issue  so  as  to  give  some  small  sci'aps  of  information  to  the 
author  of  the  article  referred  to. 

“  After  having  seriously  gone  into  the  subject  I  am  led 
to  think  that,  if  the  writer  had  no  personal  interest  in  the 
building  of  the  canal  in  Soulanges,  it  was  only  his  ignor¬ 
ance  of  facts  and  places  which  could  make  him  write 
such  a  letter,  or  else  he  got  his  information  from  parties 
interested  in  the  enterprise.  The  above-mentioned  article 
says  ;  ‘  If  we  are  correctly  informed,  the  Government  has 
decided  to  build,  at  last,  the  Soulanges  Canal  on  the  north 
shore  of  the  St.  Lawrence  between  a  point  near  Mac¬ 
donald’s  Point  and  another  not  far  away  from  Vaudreuil.’ 

“  Allow  me  to  say  that  this  point  so  very  near  Vaudreuil 
is,  on  the  contrary,  as  far  from  it  as  it  could  possibly  be, 
lying,  as  it  does,  at  the  foot  of  the  Cascades. 

“As  to  the  question  of  economy,  the  enclosed  plan  will 
settle  that  by  showing  you  that  the  canal  by  the  north 
shore  will  lengthen  the  journey  by  2  miles  a  trip  more  than 
would  the  Beauharnois  Canal.  Now,  regarding  the  advan¬ 
tages  which  are  said  to  be  derived  from  the  building  of 
the  Soulanges  Canal,  I  leave  you  to  judge  of  them  in 
givingyou  the  opinion  of  the  pilots  and  captains  of  King¬ 
ston — an  opinion  which  was  expressed  before  a  meeting  of 
the  members  of  the  Canadian  marine  in  Toronto,  on  the 
3rd  instant : 

We, the  undersigned  captains  and  pilots,  have  learned 
with  deep  surprise  and  regret  of  the  decision  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  respecting  the  Soulanges  Canal.  Being  perfectly 
acquainted  with  the  river,  we  are  unanimous  in  thinking 
that  the  canal  by  the  north  shore  will  never  give  as  much 
satisfaction  as  the  Beauharnois  one. 

First,  this  canal  would  make  the  trip  two  miles  longer. 

Secondly,  on  foggy  or  smoky  weather,  it  will  be  im- 
Mr.  Bergeron. 


possible  to  effect  an  entrance  by  the  west  of  the  canal 
without  running  the  risk  of  running  ashore  or  being- 
drifted  into  the  rapids,  whilst  it  is  easy  to  reach  the  canal 
by  the  south  shore  in  a  direct  line,  by  means  of  the  com- 
|  pass. 

“  ‘.Thirdly,  the  east  entrance  of  the  Soulanges  Canal 
being  situated  at  the  foot  of  the  Cascades,  a  place  noted 
|  tor  is  whirlpools,  under-currents  and  shoals,  and  where 
the  channel  is  narrow  and  crooked,  it  will  be  impossible 
to  reach  it  by  night  or  in  foggy  weather,  with  tugs  towing 
barges  behind  them.  On  the  contrary,  by  the  south  side, 

I  any  one  can  leave  the  foot  of  the  canal  at  any  time,  at 
night  or  day,  a  straight  course  of  over  12  miles  in  length , 
half  a  mile  in  breadth  and  from  25  to  50  feet  in  depth 
|  sketching  before  him. 

“  ‘  The  Cornwall  and  Galops  Canals  give  us  a  sad  example 
of  the  errors  which  can  be  committed  by  engineers  of  re¬ 
puted  capacity  ;  and,  however,  these  errors  fall  into  insig¬ 
nificance  compared  with  the  blunders  we  can  foretell  in 
relation  with  the  construction  of  the  Soulanges  Canal.’ 

“  Hoping  that  you  will  find  a  place  for  these  few  remarks 
in  your  interesting  paper  and  thanking  you,  Mr.  Editor, 
i  for  your  kindness,  I  beg  leave  to  subscribe  myself. 

“  Your  obedient  servant, 

(Sd.)  “J.  H.  SULLIVAN, 

“  Mayor  of  Valley  field.” 

I  do  not  think  I  shall  detain  the  House  any  longer. 
Every  lion,  gentleman  here  will  understand  the 
position  which  I  occupy  in  this  matter,  and  I  want 
,  immediately  to  make  everybody  aware  that  it  is 
not  at  all  for  the  sake  of  getting  votes  or  simply 
for  the  sake  of  the  county  I  represent,  that  I  make 
these  remarks.  It  is  simply  on  public  grounds.  I 
am  convinced  that  the  building  of  a  canal  on  the 
north  shore  is  an  expenditure  which  we  cannot 
know  the  end  of.  On  the  south  shore  we  have 
already  a  beautiful  canal,  which  every  navigator 
says  is  the  best  equipped  and  the  best  managed  of 
any  canal  on  the  St.  Lawrence.  There  has  never 
been  any  washing  of  the  water  as  in  the  case  of  the 
Cornwall  Canal  or  of  the  upper  canals  in  Ontario. 
This  canal  is  built  through  the  centre  of  the  farms, 
it  is  deep  ;  it  is  well  built  in  good,  solid  land. 
Everything  connected  with  it  on  each  side  is  in 
good  condition,  and  the  Government  possesses  50 
or  00  feet  of  land  on  each  side  of  it.  All  the  cul¬ 
verts  are  in  first-class  order,  and  all  the  other- 
structures  are  in  the  best  condition.  The  Beau¬ 
harnois  Canal  costs  less  every  year,  as  we  can  see 
by  the  blue-books,  and  it  is  the  best  in  the  whole  sys¬ 
tem  of  canals  on  the  St.  Lawrence.  The  plan  which  I 
have  put  in  the  hands  of  every  member,  shows  that 
the  Beauharnois  Canal,  by  a  ver  y  small  e  xpenditure  at 
Valleyfield,  can  be  made  shorter  than  the  Soulanges 
Canal.  It  seems  to  me- 1  am  not  an  engineer ,  but  speak  - 
ing  from  a  common  sense  standpoint — that  common 
sense  should  come  into  the  consideration  of  this 
public  work.  Is  it  possible  to  believe  that  the 
building  of  a  15  miles  canal  in  new  land,  where  you 
have  to  arrange  for  the  crossing  of  three  natural 
rivers  and  where  you  have  to  pay  for  all  the  land 
you  take,  can  cost  less  than  it  would  to  enlarge  the 
Beauharnois  Canal  ?  I  can  hardly  believe  that  any 
engineer  could  say  so.  Last  year  I  asked  what  I 
think  was  very  simple  and  very  reasonable,  that, 
before  the  Government  pledged  itself  to  an  expen¬ 
diture  of  six  or  seven  millions  on  this  new  canal,  it 
should  put  the  report  of  Mr.  Monro  before  the 
engineers  of  this  country.  I  do  not  say  that  I  have 
no  confidence  in  Mr.  Monro,  but  I  think  that,  if 
there  were  a  board  of  engineers  before  whom  his 
reports  could  be  examined  and  scrutinized  and 
where  people  could  express  their  opinions,  the 
Soulanges  Canal  would  not  be  built  on  the  north 
shore,  but  the  Beauharnois  Canal  would  be  enlarged 
and  deepened.  I  heard  before  to-day  a  discussion  dur 
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ing  this  session  in  reference  to  the  deepening  of 
canals.  I  did  not  take  any  part  in  that  discussion 
because,  after  hearing  the  Minister,  I  thought  what¬ 
ever  1  could  say  would  not  amount  to  anything ;  but, 
if  we  are  to  use  the  beautiful  system  of  canals  we 
have  and  are  to  deepen  them  to  15  or  16  feet,  I 
think  we  should  do  that  without  sacrificing  the 
property  we  already  possess. 

Mr.  BAIN  (Soulanges).  Mr.  Speaker  1  have  heard 
with  pleasure  the  remarks  of  my  lion,  friend  from 
Beauharnois  (Mr.  Bergeron)  on  the  motion  he  has 
placed  in  your  hands.  He  says  that  this  question  has 
not  received  thevconsideration  it  deserved.  He  must 
'  have  forgotten  that  for  a  great  number  of  years 
this  question  has  been  before  the  public.  Even  in 
the  first  days  of  the  colony,  the  French  made  their 
canals  on  the  north  shore  of  the  St.  Lawrence,  and 
later  on  the  English  Government  enlarged  those 
canals.  In  1834  Mr.  Mills  made  a  report  favour¬ 
able  to  the  north  shore,  and  after  adopting 
the  policy  of  enlarging  the  canals  to  12  feet,  the 
‘Government  ordered  surveys  to  be  made.  Mr. 
Baillairge,  the  engineer,  made  surveys  in  1872, 
1873  and  1874,  and  made  a  report  showing  that  the 
canal  could  be  built  on  the  north  shore  at  less 
expense  than  the  enlargement  of  the  Beauharnois 
Canal  would  cost,  though,  of  course,  the  depth  was 
at  that  time  intended  to  be  12  feet  and  not  14  feet. 
Since  then,  the  difficulties  as  to  enlarging  the 
Beauharnois  Canal  have  become  greater,  and 
the  advantages  of  the  north  shore  increased  in 
proportion.  After  1872  the  Government  thought 
fit  not  to  continue  as  rapidly  as  was  proposed 
.the  enlargement  of  the  canals,  because  they  were 
then  engaged  in  the  construction  of  the  Cana¬ 
dian  Pacific  Railway,  which  swallowed  up  a 
•considerable  part  of  the  resources  at  the  disposal 
of  the  Government,  and,  therefore,  that  question 
was  left  in  abeyance  till  lateR.  In  1888  I  asked 
tlie  late  Hon.  Mr.  Pope,  then  Minister  of  Rail¬ 
ways  and  Canals,  if  he  would  be  good  enough 
to  order  a  survey  to  be  made  on  both  sides  of  the 
river  so  as  to  determine  on  which  side  the  canal 
could  be  most  conveniently  and  cheaply  constructed. 
He  told  me  then  that  as  soon  as  the  Welland  Canal 
was  completed  he  would  send  the  engineer  in  charge 
•of  that  canal  to  make  an  examination.  This  engi¬ 
neer  was  a  gentleman  of  great  experience,  one  who 
had  been  eighteen  years  on  that  canal,  and  who 
knew  all  that  could  be  known  with  regard  to  the 
enlargement  of  canals  to  a  depth  o£  14  feet.  My 
lion,  friend  from  Beauharnois  says  this  question 
has  not  received  the  consideration  of  any  other 
engineer  but  Mr.  Monro.  I  may  say  that  the  late 
Mr.  Page,  who  was  then  Engineer-in-Chief  of 
Canals,  gave  it  his  most  serious  attention,  and  he 
was  favourable  to  the  construction  of  the  canal  on 
the  north  side.  Moreover,  the  present  Chief  Engi¬ 
neer  of  Railways  and  Canals,  Mr.  Trudeau,  who  is  also 
a  distinguished  engineer,  and  a  very  careful  one,  has 
given  his  approbation  to  the  reports  of  Mr.  Monro. 
Not  only  that,  but  last  year,  when  a  discussion  took 
place  in  this  House,  my  hon.  friend  the  Minister  of 
Militia  and  Defence,  who  was  then  acting  Minister 
of  Railways  and  Canals,  told  this  House  that  Mr. 
Shanly,  the  engineer,  had  spoken  to  him  and  told 
him  that  he  highly  approved  of  the  project  of  con¬ 
tracting  the  canal  on  the  north  shore.  This  ques- 
ton,  as  my  hon.  friend  say  s,  is  not  a  sectional  one.  It 
is  not  a  question  whether  that  canal  should  be  con¬ 


structed  in  the  County  of  Soulanges  or  the  County 
of  Beauharnois  ;  but  it  is  a  national  question  of  the 
greatest  importance,  because  it  is  of  the  greatest 
importance  that  our  waterways  should  be  con¬ 
structed  with  all  the  improvements  that  it  is  pos¬ 
sible  to  make  in  our  inland  navigation.  This  sub¬ 
ject  has  not  been  sprung  upon  the  Government,  as 
has  been  intimated,  but  they  have  considered  it 
during  a  great  number  of  years.  Mr.  Monro 
made  reports  in  1889,  1 890  and  1 891 ,  and  it  was  only 
after  careful  consideration  that  the  Government 
decided  to  construct  the  canal  on  the  north  shore. 
One  of  the  reasons  for  constructing  it  on  the  north 
shore  is  that  it  is  cheaper  to  construct  a  new  canal 
than  to  enlarge  the  old  one.  Mr.  Monro,  in  his 
report  to  Mr.  Page,  says  with  regard  to  the  enlarge¬ 
ment  of  the  Welland  Canal  : 

“  As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  experience  of  other  canal  s 
has  induced  you  to  adopt  the  principle,  wherever  at  all 
practicable,  of  taking  an  entirely  new  route  for  enlarge¬ 
ment.  As  for  example  that  selected  for  the  Welland 
Canal  between  Thorold  and  Allanburg.” 

My  hon.  friend  from  Beauharnois  said  that  a 
canal  on  the  north  shore  would  be  longer  than  one 
on  the  south  shore.  In  the  first  place  I  may  sajr 
that  the  advantage  of  constructing  the  canal  on 
the  north  shore  is,  firstly,  that  it  is  in  a  straight 
course  with  the  line  of  navigation,  because  the  deep 
water  channel  is  on  the  north  shore  of  Lake  St. 
Francis.  The  distance  to  the  entrance  of  the  canal 
would  be  only  800  feet  from  the  shore,  whilst  to 
enter  the  Beauharnois  Canal  an  artificial  channel 
would  have  to  be  made  one  mile  and  three-quarters 
long  from, the  deep-water  channel  to  the  entrance 
at  Valleyfield,  at  a  cost  estimated  by  Mr.  Monroof 
from  $850,000  to  $1 ,250,000,  because  the  bottom  of 
that  channel  is  composed  of  boulder  and  clay,  and 
underlying  that  is  a  bed  of  quicksand  which  will 
allow  of  no  slope  whatever.  Not  only  does  Mr. 
Monro  say  this,  but  his  report  is  concurred  in  by 
Mr.  Trudeau,  the  Chief  Engineer  of  Canals.  He 
says : 

“  To  the  ordinary  difficulties  to  be  met  in  dealing  with 
the  Beauharnois  Canal,  whether  byway  of  enlargement 
or  by  the  construction  of  an  entirely  new  work,  there  is 
superadded  one  which  has  been  revealed  by  test  borings, 
a  large  number  of  which  have  been  made  in  ox-der  to 
ascertain  the  nature  of  the  material  to  be  excavated. 

“  Referring  to  the  borings  made  in  the  line  of  the 
channel  at  the  Valleyfield  entrance  and  also  along  a  line 
surveyed  to  Knight’s  Point  to  the  westward  of  the  present 
entrance,  as  well  as  in  the  Beauharnois  Canal  itself  as 
far  as  St.  Timothy,  Mr.  Monro  says  : 

“  The  general  character  of  the  excavation  may  be 
described  as  consisting  of  layers  of  boulder  stones  and 
clay  overlying  what  appears  to  be  a  mixture  of  quicksand 
and  clay  in  varying  proportion.” 

Mr.  Sullivan  in  his  letter  says  that  Mr.  Monro  does 
not  know  whether  that  substance  is  quicksand  or 
not.  It  may  be  silt ;  but  at  any  rate  experienced 
engineers  say  that  it  will  not  allow  of  any  slope. 
Mr.  Trudeau  goes  on  to  say  : 

“  In  many  cases  the  drill  after  penetrating  with  diffi¬ 
culty  the  crust  of  boulders,  stones,  Ac.,  went  down  freely 
to  a  depth  of  about  25  feet  below  low  water  mark,  showing 
a  soft  and  unreliable  bottom.  Experiments  made  with 
this  material  proved  that  it  does  not  stand  at  any  slope, 
however  flat,  under  water.  To  attempt  its  removal  to  the 
depth  required  to  obtain  a  channel  suitable  for  a  14  feet 
navigation  in  such  a  position,  would  be  a  formidable  if 
not  impracticable  undertaking.  The  amount  which  would 
certainly  slide  in  from  the  sides  could  not  be  even  conjec- 
turally  estimated,  whilst  it  might  prove  impossible  to 
maintain  the  required  depth  at  any  cost.  To  keep  vessels 
off  the  contiguous  shoals  in  heavy  weather,  it  would  be 
advisable  to  protect  the  side  of  the  channel  with  piles  on 
cribwork  backed  up  by  the  excavation  from  the  cut — but 
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the  cost  of  such  a  plan  could  not  be  approximately  esti¬ 
mated. 

“  An  element  of  uncertainty  is  thus  introduced,  the 
effects  of  which  in  working  om  the  basis  of  a  14  feet  navi¬ 
gation  it  would  be  impossible  to  forecast.  It  must  be  noted 
that  no  test  of  actual  construction  or  excavation  has  so  far 
been  made,  the  height  of  water  requisite  to  enable  vessels 
to  approach  the  present  Valleyfield  entrance  having  been 
secured  by  the  construction  of  dams  closing  the  south 
channel  of  the  river  and  thereby  raising  the  level  of  the 
water  above  ;  an  operation  which  entailed  the  payment  of 
compensation  for  flooded  lands  to  the  extent  of  over 
$400,000.” 

Now,  with  regard  to  this  artificial  channel,  Mr. 
Page,  who  had  a  perfect  knowledge  of  our  inland 
navigation,  says  in  his  report  of  1890,  speaking 
about  a  depth  of  12  feet : 

“  At  periods  of  low  water,  or  indeed  at  any  other  time, 
vessels  drawing  twelve  feet  of  water,  as  contemplated  for 
the  enlarged  scale  of  navigation,  could  not  cross  Port 
Louis  Flats.  Consequently  the  north  channel  must  be 
used  for  at  least  two  miles  below  McKee’s  Point,  where 
a  course  may  be  steered  of  fully  six  miles  towards  the 
light  situated  about  one  and  one-third  miles  above  the 
head  of  Beauharnois  Canal. 

“  From  opposite  Grosse  Point  to  within  about  2,000  feet 
of  the  canal  entrance  (a  distance  of  one  and  one-third 
miles),  the  present  channel  is  in  many  places  narrow, 
intricate  and  difficult  to  navigate,  even  by  the  class  of 
vessels  now  used. 

“  This  locality,  it  may  be  stated,  is  open  to  the  sweep 
of  westerly  winds,  hence  the  waterway,  to  be  all  times 
serviceable,  should  be  nearly  straight,  or  at  all  events 
have  flat,  easy  curves,  and  be  from 250  to  300  feet  wide,  and 
have  a  depth  of  not  less  than  from  thirteen  and  a  half  to 
fourteen  feet  at  low  water  mark.” 

Now,  suppose  that  vessels  had  to  navigate  that 
narrow  channel  across  the  lake  with  a  full  sweep  of 
wind  ;  both  Mr.  Monro  and  Mr.  Page  say  that  in 
such  circumstances  the  danger  to  our  navigation 
would  be  very  great  indeed  ;  whilst  on  the  north 
shore  vessels  have  a  free  channel  and  can  immedi¬ 
ately  enter  the  canal.  Moreover,  at  the  other  end 
of  thecanal,  at  Melocheville,  the  bottom  isaltogether 
rock,  and  the  whole  excavation  would  have  to  be 
made  in  rock.  Moreover,  no  possible  harbour 
can  be  made  at  the  foot  of  the  Beauharnois 
Canal,  because  the  bottom  is  solid  rock,  and 
therefore  cribs  would  have  to  be  constructed  to 
secure  vessels  in  a  storm.  Mr.  Monro  in  his  report 
says  : 

“  The  entrance  from  Lake  St.  Louis  is  formed  by  two 
short  piers,  and  affords  but  scanty  accommodation  for 
vessels  and  barges,  the  north  pier  being  only  536  feet  in 
length,  whilst  the  southern  pier  is  crooked  and  is  built 
for  the  most  part  on  I'ock  in  very  shallow  water.  The  bot¬ 
tom  of  the  channel  leading  to  the  entrance  lock  is  rock 
with  only  about  10  feet  of  water  over  it  at  low 
stages  of  the  lake.  It  is,  therefore,  evident  that  the  pres¬ 
ent  works  would  be  of  little,  if  any,  service  in  the  forma¬ 
tion  of  a  harbour  suitable  to  the  wants  of  navigation  on 
the  scale  now  contemplated.” 

On  the  north  shore  the  harbour  of  Coteau  Land¬ 
ing  is  one  of  the  best  harbours  at  the  entrance  of 
any  canal  in  Canada.  With  respect  to  this  harbour 
Mr.  Trudeau  says  : 

“  The  western  entrance  to  the  proposed  north  side 
canal  would  be  in  a  convenient,  safe  and  easily  ap- 
proched  bay — Macdonald’s  Bay. 

“  At  this  western  entrance  very  little  ice  forms. 

“  The  eastern  terminus  would  also  be  favourably  situa- 
ated.  The  material  to  be  excavated  is  mainly  clay,  and 
the  engineering  difficulties  to  be  met  with  are  few  and  of 
no  serious  character.  The  experience  of  several  years 
has  shown  that  the  formation  of  ice  is  certainly  no  greater 
barrier  to  navigation  at  this  eastern  entrance  (the  Cas¬ 
cades)  than  it  is  on  the  opposite  south  shore  at  the  eastern 
entrance  of  the  present  Beauharnois  Canal.” 

Mr.  Baillairge  in  his  report  of  1874  says  : 

‘‘The  harbour  of  Coteau  Landing,  a  short  distance 
above  McIntyre’s  Point,  is  sheltered  from  the  north, 
Mr.  Bain  (Soulanges). 


north-easterly  and  north-westerly  winds;  these  only 
could  affect  the  navigation  at  the  upper  entrance  of  the 
projected  Cedars  Canal  or  could  drift  into  the  rapids  ves¬ 
sels  proceeding  eastward  to  or  westwa  rd  from  its  entrance. 

“  It  is  capacious  and  offers  good  anchorage,  the  bottom 
consisting  of  clay  and  gravel.”  , 

With  respect  to  the  question  of  ice  at  that  point, 
Cascades  Bay,  which  will  be  the  eastern  entrance 
to  the  canal,  Mr.  Monro  in  his  report  says  : 

“  The  question  of  ice  at  this  entrance  was  discussed  in 
my  previous  report.  Careful  observations - ” 

And  Mr.  Monro  has  been  there  since  1889 — - 

have  been  made  of  its  umvement  for  the  past 
two  seasons,  which  in  the  main  corroborate  the  views 
previously  expressed.  About  the  time  of  the  open¬ 
ing  of  the  Beauharnois  Canal  this  year,  there  was  a 
good  channel  to  the  north  of  Cascades  Point.  Its  position 
is  shown  on  the  general  plan.  From  all  that  has  been 
learned  on  this  subject,  it  is  safe  to  say  that  the  open  sea¬ 
son  at  the  Cascades  is  at  least  as  long  as  that  on  the  south 
side  of  the  river  at  the  lower  entrance  to  the  Beauharnois 
Canal.” 

But  I  have  another  authority.  In  1873,  Capt. 
DeWitt,  who  was  one  of  the  most  experienced  navi¬ 
gators  on  the  lakes,  was  asked  several  questions, 
and  his  answers  were  to  this  effect  : 

“  Question  No.l — Have  you  been  engaged  in  the  naviga¬ 
tion  on  Lake  St.  Louis,  between  Lackine  and  Cascades, 
and  between  Lachine  and  the  eastern  entrance  of  the  Beau¬ 
harnois  Canal,  and  during  what  time  and  in  what  capac¬ 
ity?  Could  you  tell  from  your  experience  in  that 
navigation,  at  what  time  was  the  port  of  Cascades  opened 
and  closed  ? 

“  Answer — I  have  been  engaged  in  navigation  on  Lake 
St.  Louis,  between  Lachine  and  Cascades  and  between 
Lachine  and  the  eastern  entrance  of  the  Beauharnois 
Canal,  and  other  places  on  Lake  St.  Louis,  at  first  in 
1842,  and  afterwards  from  1845  to  1853  inclusive,  as 
master  of  steamers.  The  time  of  opening  and  closing  of 
navigation  at  the  different  ports  varied  according  to  the 
severity  or  mildness  of  the  weather  in  fall  and  spring.  L 
have  (in  1846)  commenced  running  between  Lachine  and 
Cascades  about  the  middle  of  the  month  of  April  (and 
could  have  commenced  earlier  had  our  boats  been  ready).. 
Generally  before  the  1st  May,  and  have  run  as  late  in  the 
fall  as  17th  December  (in  1848). 

‘‘Question  No.  2.— Did  you  ever  remark  that  it  was 
opened  in  the  spring  and  closed  in  the  fall  unusually  late 
or  early? 

‘‘Answer— Yes,  as  I  have  stated  in  my  answer  to  question 
No.  1,  but  never  was  opened  late. 

“  Question  No.  3-  Did  you  ever  remark  anything  par¬ 
ticular  ? 

“  Answer — No,  except  that  ice  remained  on  the  shoals 
until  the  north  water  from  the  Ottawa  River  ieaudunord) 
rose  and  flooded  it  off.  But  I  never  found  the  ice  to  ob¬ 
struct  the  channel  after  I  could  effect  a  landing  at  Lachine 
from  Chateauguay ,  where  our  boats  were  usually  wintered. 
The  shoals  referred  to  in  no  way  interfered  with  the 
channel,  which  is  broad  and  deep. 

“  Question  No.  4— Did  you  ever  carry  the  mails  for  the 
mail  company  to  Cascades  because  the  Beauharnois  Canal 
was  closed  with  ice? 

“  Answer — Yes  ;  at  the  opening  of  navigation  on  Lake 
St.  Louis  during  several  seasons  before  the  opening  of  the 
Beauharnois  Canal. 

“  Question  No.  5 — Do  you  consider,  from  your  experi¬ 
ence,  the  Cascades  Bay  as  a  good  and  safe  harbour,  with 
deep  water  and  safe  anchorage? 

“  Answer— I  do. 

“  Question  No.  6 — Do  you  consider  the  channel  leading, 
from  Cascades  Bay  to  Lake  St.  Louis  as  good,  broad  and 
safe  ? 

“  Answer — I  do. 

“  Question  No.  12 — Did  you  remark  the  action  of  the  ice 
at  the  eastern  end  of  the  Beauharnois  Canal  and  at  the 
western  extremity,  and  what  did  you  observe? 

“  Answer — The  ice  which  accumulates  on  the  shoals 
below  Cascades  Bay,  commonly  called  ‘  Le  Bruetdu  Loup ,’ 
is,  I  consider,  caused  by  the  accumulation  of  anchor  ice 
formed  by  the  congealing  of  the  water  when  the  tempera- 
ture  of  the  atmosphere  is  highly  rarified  and  necessarily 
when  passing  down  the  outlet  west  of  or  above  ‘  Isle-oux 
Chevo.ux  ’ — lodges  on  the  shoals  east  of  Cascades  Bay,  but 
the  deep  water  or  channel  is  not  any  more  affected  by  this 
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ice  than  any  other  part  of  Lake  St.  Louis  ;  therefore,  I 
believe,  after  thirty  years’  experience,  that  the  best  site 
or  location  for  a  canal  is  decidedly  the  north  side  of  the 
St.  Lawrence.  I  firmly  believe  that,  with  a  canal  on  the 
north  side  of  the  St.  Lawrence,  the  season  of  navigation 
would  be  at  least  two  weeks  longer  than  at  present.” 

Now,  my  hon.  friend  from  Beauharnois  ( Mr. 
Bergeron)  spoke  about  fogs,  and  let  me  call  his 
attention  to  what  Mr.  Baillairge  in  his  report  says 
with  regard  to  fogs  : 

“  Fogs  are  prevalent  towards  the  latter  part  of  Septem¬ 
ber  and  beginning  of  October,  and  arise  chiefly  with  the 
north-east  and  north-west  winds.  They  seldom  cause  any 
serious  detention  on  the  north  shore,  as  they  are  generally 
driven  towards  the  south  shore  by  the  winds  with  which 
they  arise.  They  are  of  very  rare  occurrence  with  south 
or  south-easterly  winds,  because  these  winds  are  too 
warm  to  condense  the  moisture  of  the  atmosphere.” 

Mr.  Speaker,  it  is  a  well  known  fact,  that  when 
the  river  is  foggy,  vessels  coming  down  Lake  St. 
Francis  have  to  stop  at  the  mouth  of  the  Cornwall 
Canal  until  the  fog  clears  up.  Mr.  Monro  in  his 
report  sa}rs  : 

“  From  all  I  have  been  able  to  learn  from  those  practi¬ 
cally  engaged  in  the  St.  Lawrence  navigation,  it  appears 
to  be  the  almost  unanimous  opinion  of  captains  and  pilots, 
that  the  canal  between  Lakes  St.  Louis  and  St.  Francis 
should  be  constructed  on  the  north  shore,  largely  on 
account  of  the  manifest  advantage  of  placing  its  western 
entrance  at  Macdonald’s  Point  in  the  position  proposed, 
where  the  head  of  the  canal  can  be  made  with  ease  in  the 
heaviest  weather  ;  and  once  fairly  in,  there  would  be  no 
difficulty  in  descending  to  the  level  of  Lake  St.  Louis,  with 
all  convenient  speed  and  safety.  The  locks  at  the 
Cascades  end  being  in  a  straight  line,  it  will  doubtless  be 
found  practicable  to  introduce  the  cable  towing  system 
at  this  place,  and  thus  lessen  the  danger  of  accident  to 
the  gates,  which  so  frequently  occurs  when  vessels  are 
permitted  to  use  their  own  steam  in  such  a  position.  It 
is  to  be  remarked  that,  towards  the  west,  about  half  of  the 
whole  length  of  the  canal  is  a  straight  line,  while  the  curve 
around  the  bend  at  Coteau  du  Lac  is  of  such  large  radius 
as  to  offer  no  obstruction  to  the  rapid  transit  of  vessels.” 

Another  point  which  is  in  favour  of  the  canal  on 
the  north  shore  is  that  it  would  be  built  in  a  much 
shorter  time,  and  with  less  expense  than  the 
Beauharnois  Canal  could  be  enlarged  at,  because 
the  work  could  be  prosecuted  both  summer  and 
winter,  while,  as  everybody  knows,  the  enlarge¬ 
ment  of  existing  canals  can  only  be  done  in  winter 
and  any  work  of  that  kind  that  is  done  during 
winter  is  not  sound,  and  is  of  great  danger  to 
navigation.  Mr.  Trudeau  in  his  report  says  : 

“  To  enlarge  the  canal  and  at  the  same  time  to  keep  it 
open  to  navigation  during  the  summer  months  is  attended 
with  grave  difficulties. 

“  The  building  of  structures  in  the  winter  season  should 
be  avoided  if  possible.  It  would  be  preferable  and  less 
costly,  in  most  cases,  to  build  an  entirely  separate 
work.” 

According  to  all  the  eminent  authorities,  the  canal 
on  the  north  shore  will  cost  a  great  deal  less 
money  than  would  a  canal  on  the  south 
shore.  The  calculations  made  by  Mr.  Monro  and 
his  staff  of  engineers,  show  that  this  would  be  the 
case,  and  that  the  difference  in  the  cost  of  the 
work  would  be  very  considerable.  It  is  as  follows  : — 

“  The  cost  of  a  channel  of  approach  suitable  to  vessels  14 
feet  draught,  and  of  the  works  necessary  to  protect  it 
from  slides,  is  estimated,  so  far  as  any  estimate  can  be 
formed  when  dealing  with  so  uncertain  a  material  as 
quicksand,  at  from  $850,000  to  $1,250,000,  and  this  must  be 
added  to  the  cost  of  the  canal.  The  cost,  serious  as  it 
would  be,  is,  however,  only  secondary  to  the  more  impor¬ 
tant  question  of  the  practicability  of  constructing  such  a 
channel  and  works  under  the  circumstances. 

“  The  estimated  cost  of  the  works  on  the  north  and  south 
shores,  respectively,  according  to  the  most  approved 
routes,  is  as  follows : — 


(1.) — Seven  lock  line  through  Valley- 

field  . $4,450,000 

Conjectured  cost  of  making  a  chan¬ 
nel  from  entx-ance  to  deefx  water, 

Lake  St.  Francis . 1,250,000 

- - - $5,700,000 

South  Side.- 

(2.)— Seven  lock  line  with  terminus 
.  at  Knight’s  Point.  (Two  routes, 
each  utilizing  tlie  central  portion 
of  the  existing  canal  for  a  distance 

of  about  81  miles) . .  . —  .$4,600,000 

Conjectui-ed  cost  of  making  a  chan' 
nel  from  Knight’s  Point  to  deep 

water,  Lake  St.  Fi-ancis -  - -  850,000 

- $5,450,000 

North  Shore.- 

Seven  lock  line  including  purchase 
of  land  for  right  of  way,  Ac. . . $4,750,000 

Another  point  on  which  my  hon.  friend  from 
Beauharnois  dwelt  to  a  certain  extent  was,  that 
with  a  canal  on  the  Beauharnois  side,  the  naviga¬ 
tion  would  open  earlier  and  close  later  than  with  a 
canal  on  the  Soulanges  side  of  the  river.  Well,  I 
have  examined  the  repor  ts  of  the  Public  Works 
and  the  Railways  and  Canals  Departments  from 
184(i  to  1887,  and  I  find  that  the  Beauharnois  Canal 
has  lost  291  days  as  compared  with  the 
Cornwall  Canal.  Moreover,  we  have  got  some  data 
in  the  report  of  Mr.  Baillairge  which  were  obtained 
from  the  Chateauguay  Navigation  Company,  and 
these  data  show  as  follows 


Arrival  of  Steamboat  at  Opening  of  Navigation  at 
Cascades.  foot  of  Beauharnois  Canal. 


1846 . 

1846 . 

. 16th  April 

1847 . 

1847 . 

1848  . 

a 

1848 . 

1849 . 

. 11th 

<<• 

1849 . 

. 19  th  “ 

1850 . 

. 24th 

«<- 

1850 . 

. . 26th  “ 

1851 . 

i  i 

1851  . 

. 25th  “ 

1852 . 

6  6 

1852 . 

.  2nd  May 

1853 . 

. 23rd 

a 

1853 . 

. 29th  April 

It  must  be  remembered,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  since 
a  few  years,  and  especially  since  this  question 
has  been  prominently  before  the  public,  the  town 
of  Valley  field,  or  some  persons  there,  have 
obtained  a  boat  to  try  and  break  the  ice  each  spring 
at  the  head  of  the  Beauharnois  Canal.  My  hon. 
friend  from  Beauharnois  (Mr.  Bergeron)  in  his 
remarks  spoke  with  regard  to  the  question  of 
national  defence  in  the  construction  of  the  canal 
which  I  consider  a  question  of  great  importance. 
I  hope,  Mr.  Speaker,  the  day  will  never  come  when 
it  will  be  necessai’y  for  us  to  take  up  arms  against  our 
neighbours  on  the  other  side  of  the  line,  and  I  hope 
that  wre  will  never  have  to  suffer  such  a  great  cal¬ 
amity.  Nevertheless,  it  is  said  that  the  best  way 
to  have  peace  is  to  be  prepared  for  war,  and  in  this 
connection  it  is  of  the  greatest  importance  that  our 
line  of  navigation  should  be  completed  on  the 
north  shore  of  the  St.  Lawrence.  My  hon.  friend 
says  :  What  would  a  matter  of  three  miles  do  to 
prevent  our  friends  from  the  other  side  coming  over  ? 
If  those  three  miles  consisted  of  prairie  or  solid 
ground  there  might  be  some  reason  in  that,  but  as  it 
is  three  miles  of  water  it  makes  a  great  difference. 
Nevertheless,  it  would  be  a  great  advantage  to  us  to 
have  our  line  of  communication  in  such  aposition  that 
it  would  never  be  cut  off,  and  the  only  way  of  pre¬ 
venting  that  is  by  building  the  line  on  tlxe  north 
shore.  Why,  Sir,  in  the  United  States  the  con¬ 
struction  of  the  Niagara  ship  canal  is  advocated  at 
a  cost  of  $24,000,000,  and  the  great  argument  for 
it  is  the  question  of  national  defence.  As  it  is  cheaper 
to  carry  freight  in  large  vessels  than  in  small  ones,, 
and  as  the  tendency  of  the  day  is  to  enlarge  vessels,  1 
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believe  it  would  be  good  policy  to  construct  the 
canal  where  it  would  cost  least  to  enlarge  it  when 
necessary.  At  present  we  are  not  prepared  as  a 
country  to  grant  the  amount  necessary  for  the  work, 
but  I  have  no  doubt  that  the  time  will  come  before 
Jong  when  it  will  be  necessary  to  deepen  our  canals 
to  a  depth  of  18  or  20  feet.  In  a  memorandum 
which  I  presented  to  the  lion.  Minister  of  Railways 
and  Canals  in  1890,  I  said  : 

“  As  it  is  cheaper  to  carry  freight  in  large  vessels  than 
in  smaller  ones,  and  as.the  tendency  is  to  enlarge  vessels 
continually,  it  would  be  good  policy  to  prepare  for  the 
future  wants  of  the  country  :  and  as  it  will  probably  be 
necessary  to  enlarge  and  deepen  our  canals  to  18  feet 
before  25  years,  the  canal  should  be  constructed  where  it 
would  be  possible  to  do  do  that  work  for  the  least  outlay.” 

My  lion,  friend  said  that  they  do  not  want  any 
more  water  powers  on  the  other  side  of  the  river, 
but  I  believe  the  construction  of  the  canal  on  the 
-north  shore  would  not  add  materially  to  the  coun¬ 
try’s  debt,  because  the  Beauharnois  Canal  could 
always  be  used  for  water  powers,  and  instead  of 
Being  a  burden  on  the  country,  it  would  become 
a  source  of  revenue.  Mr.  Monro,  the  engineer, 
has  made  plans  with  regard  to  the  development  of 
those  water  powers,  and  he  says  : 

“  Although  my  instructions  from  Mr.  Page  were  to  in¬ 
vestigate  this  question  of  the  St.  Louis  and  St.  Francis 
canal,  mainly,  if  not  exclusively,  from  an  engineering 
standpoint ;  still  I  may  be  permitted  to  say  in  conclusion 
that  looking  to  the  ine  vitable  result  that  if  the  north  shore 
canal  is  built  of  the  enlarged  dimensions,  the  present 
Beauharnois  Canal  will  in  a  short  time  be  of  little  or  no 
further  use  in  connection  with  the  through  navigation ; 
still  its  great  capacity  of  development  for  hydraulic  power 
especially  towards  the  western  end,  would,  if  properly 
utilized,  doubtless  result  in  this  canal  ceasing  to  be  a 
charge  upon  the  public  revenue,  somewhat  in  the  manner 
suggested  in  the  numerously  signed  memorial  sent  to  me 
recently  for  report.” 

This  question,  as  I  said  before,  has  been  agitated 
for  a  number  of  years,  and  in  1873  petitions  were 
sent  to  the  Government  by  a  number  of  the  prin¬ 
cipal  merchants,  forwarders,  vessel  owners  and 
marine  insurance  agents  of  Montreal,  Toronto, 
Hamilton  and  other  cities  of  the  Dominion,  and 
also  from  the  boards  of  trade  of  Montreal,  Toronto 
and  St.  John,  in  favour  of  constructing  the  canal 
on  the  north  shore.  As  the  railway  system  of  the 
North-West  will  certainly  centre  at  Port  Arthur, 
I  believe  tlie  products,  not  only  of  our  own  North- 
West,  but  also  of  the  American  North-West,  will 
come  down  the  St.  Lawrence  ;  and  I  believe  that  the 
Government  should  do  everything  in  their  power  to 
improve  the  navigation  of  that  river  by  every  possible 
means.  TheSt.  Lawrence  route, being  more  northerly 
and  therefore  colder  than  the  route  vid  the  Erie  Canal 
to  New  York,  will  always  enjoy  the  preference  of 
the  carrying  trade  of  both  the  American  and  the 
Canadian  North-West.  My  hon.  friend  read  a 
letter  from  Mr.  Sullivan,  whom  he  calls  an  engineer. 
I  do  not  know  whether  he  is  an  engineer  or  not.  I 
have  known  him  as  a  land  surveyor  only  ,  and  a  great 
many  land  surveyors  style  themselves  engineers.  I 
do  not  believe,  however,  that  this  gentleman  has 
ever  constructed  any  canals,  and,  therefore,  I  do 
notseeJiowhecanknowagreat deal aboutthem.  Mr. 
Sullivan  in  his  letter  says  the  culverts  and  the  bridges 
on  the  Beauharnois  Canal  could  be  used  on  a  new 
canal.  There  is  only  one  culvert  that  could  be 
used  ;  the  others  would  have  to  be  destroyed. 
Besides,  in  enlarging  tlie  Beauharnois  Canal,  the 
culverts  could  not  be  built  in  winter,  when  it  is 
impossible  to  make  good  masonry,  but  would  have 
to  be  constructed  at  great  cost  to  tlie  country  in 
Mr.  Baik  (Soulanges). 


April  before  navigation  opens.  Mr.  Sullivan  also 
says  in  his  letter  that  the  bridges  on  the  Beau¬ 
harnois  Canal  could  be  used  because  the  locks 
would  be  of  the  same  width  as  formerly.  Well,  if 
he  were  an  engineer  he  would  know  that  a  lock 
which  is  45  feet  wide  at  the  bottom  must  gradually 
be  made  larger  towards  the  top,  and,  therefore,  a 
bridge  which  would  be  sufficiently  long  for  a  canal 
10  feet  deep  would  not  do  for  a  canal  10  or  IS  feet 
deep.  Mr.  Sullivan  further  says  that  Mr.  Monro 
estimates  the  cost  of  the  culverts  on  the  Beau¬ 
harnois  side  to  be  the  same  as  those  on  the 
Soulanges  side.  Mr.  Monro  estimates  the  cost  of 
the  culverts  and  bridges  on  the  Beauharnois  side  at 
$215,000  and  on  the  Soulanges  side  at  $150,000,  a 
difference  of  $05,000  in  favour  of  Soulanges  ;  but  in 
that  estimate  the  question  of  culverts  on  the  River 
Delisle  is  not  mentioned.  In  the  same  letter  Mr. 
Sullivan  says  that  there  would  be  three  rivers  to 
cross.  He  has  never  been  in  that  section,  or  he 
would  know  that  there  is  only  one  river  to  cross  : 
that  is  the  Delisle,  the  Rouge  is  only  a  creek,  and 
La  Graisse  is  only  an  inlet.  Mr.  Sullivan  thinks  it 
is  a  costly  work  to  pass  over  the  River  Delisle  ;  but 
that  section  has  been  let,  and  it  does  not  cost  much 
more  than  a  section  where  there  is  no  river.  I  he 
only  gain  from  an  engineering  point  of  view  that 
would  be  made  in  enlarging  tlie  Beauharnois  Canal, 
is  that  an  excavation  of  900,000  square  yards  would 
be  avoided  ;  but  when  we  come  to  consider  that 
all  the  work  done  there  would  have  to  be  undone 
and  rebuilt  again,  it  certainly  would  be  cheaper 
to  construct  a  new  canal  altogether.  Now  there  is 
another  question  of  which  he  speaks  in  his  letter, 
and  that  is  in  regard .  to  the  rock  on  both  sides. 
He  says  there  is  more  rock  in  Soulanges.  It  is  not 
so  ;  there  are  205,000  yards  on  the  Soulanges 
side  and  339,000  yards  on  the  Beauharnois  side, 
making  a  difference  of  134,000  yards  in  favour  of 
Soulanges.  Mr.  Monro  in  his  report  says  that : 

“  The  diversion  to  Knight’s  Point  involves  so  large  an 
expenditure  that  an  estimate  has  also  been  made  of  the 
enlargement  following  the  present  canal  to  its  head,  and 
deepening  and  widening  the  channel  through  Valleyfield  ; 
also  continuing  a  channel  one  and  three-quarter  miles  to 
deep  water.  This  line  is  objectionable  in  many  respects, 
and  as  will  be  seen  will  cost  about  as  much  as  that  vid 
Knight’s  Point.  It  appears  therefore  that  there  are  no 
good  reasons  why  it  should  be  adopted.” 

Mr.  Sullivan  in  his  letter  also  speaks  of  the 
lengthening  of  the  canal.  The  length  of  both 
canals  is  the  same.  The  Beauharnois  Canal  is 
12  miles  long,  but  with  the  addition  of  If  miles  of 
subaqueous  canal  it  would  be  13§  miles  long,  while 
the  canal  on  the  north  shore  would  be  the  same 
length.  It  being  nearly  six  o’clock,  I  beg  to  move 
the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  debate  adjourned. 

MESSAGE  FROM  HIS  EXCELLENCY. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON  presented  a  Message 
from  His  Excellency  the  Governor  General. 

Mr.  SPEAKER  read  the  Message,  as  follows: — 
Stanley  of  Preston. 

The  Governor  General  transmits  to  the  House  of  Com¬ 
mons  copies  of  documents  relating  to  the  negotiations  at 
the  conference  recently  held  at  Washington  between  the 
delegates  from  the  Canadian  Government  and  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  State  of  the  United  States,  respecting  the  extension 
and  development  of  trade  between  the  Dominion  of  Cana¬ 
da  and  the  United  States,  and  other  matters. 

Government  House. 

Ottawa,  16th  March,  1892. 
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Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON  moved  the  adjournment 
of  the  House. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  and  House  adjourned  at 
5.55  p.  m. 

HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Thursday,  17th  March,  189*2. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  Three  o'clock. 

Prayers. 

CANADIAN  WHITE  PINE. 

Mr.  IVES.  With  the  consent  of  the  House,  I 
would  like  to  move  : 

That  an  Order  of  the  House  do  issue  to  the  Director  of 
the  Geological  Survey  of  Canada,  for  a  map  of  Canada 
showing  the  areas  of  white  pine  timber,  respectively,  now 
standing,  and  that  the  map  be  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  for  the  information  of  members. 

I  only  ask  to  move  this  with  the  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  of  the  House. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  I  think  the  Rules  should  not 
be  violated,  even  with  the  unanimous  consent  of 
the  House,  unless  there  is  some  special  reason  why 
it  should  be  done. 

Mr.  IVES.  There  is  a  special  reason  which  I 
will  explain.  I  have  a  motion  on  the  paper  with 
reference  to  the  export  duty  on  logs,  and  it  is  very 
important  that  this  information  which  I  ask  for, 
and  expect  to  obtain  by  this  map,  should  be  laid 
before  the  members  of  the  House  before  the  motion 
comes  down. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  I  do  not  object  to  what  the 
lion,  gentleman  asks,  but  we  are  only  in  the  early 
part  of  the  session,  and  I  think  it  better  to  follow 
the  usual  course. 

SELECT  STANDING  COMMITTEES. 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  With  the  consent  of  the  House, 
I  desire  to  submit  a  motion  that  certain  members 
be  added  to  the  Standing  Committees.  1  do  this 
for  the  reason  that  the  list  is  about  being  printed, 
find  it  will  be  well  to  have  it  as  complete  as  pos¬ 
sible.  A  number  of  new  members  were  not  placed 
on  any  committee,  and  in  order  to  remedy  this 
omission  and  with  a  view  to  make  other  changes 
suggested,  I  submit  the  following  motion  with  the 
approval  of  the  leader  of  the  Opposition 

That  the  following  members  be  added  to  the  Select 
Standing  Committees  Banking  and  Commerce  :  Messrs. 
Bain  (Soulanges),  Bowell,  Turcotte,  Carling,  Dyer  and 
/  Baird  ;  Standing  Orders  :  Messrs.  Bain  (Soulanges),  Dyer  ; 
Public  Accounts :  Messrs.  McGregor  and  McKay  ;  Agricul¬ 
ture  and  Colonization  :  Messrs.  McGregor,  Turcotte,  Car¬ 
ling  and  Dyer ;  Printing  :  Mr.  Sutherland  ;  Railways, 
Canals  and  Telegraph-Lines  :  Messrs.  Bennett,  Turcotte, 
Carling  and  Baird  ;  Miscellaneous  Private  Bills:  Mr. 
Bennett;  Expiring  Laws  :  Mr.  Bennett. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

NORTH-WEST  TERRITORIES  ACT 
AMENDMENT. 

Mr.  McCARTHY  moved  for  leave  to  introduce 
Bill  (No.  27)  further  to  amend  the  North-West 
Territories  Act.  He  said  :  The  Bill  which  I  have 
the  honour  to  introduce  deals  with  two  subjects :  one, 
that  of  duality  of  language  in  the  North-West 


i  Territories,  and  the  other  the  subject  of  education. 
The  question  of  the  languages,  or  of  the  duality 
of  language  in  the  North-West  Territories,  was 
very  fully  discussed  in  this  House  two  sessions  ago, 
and,  as  hon.  gentlemen  who  were  members  of  the 
House  in  that  session,  and  who  are  still  here,  will 
remember,  it  ended  in  a  compromise  resolution, 
which  was  passed  at  the  instance  of  the  Government 
and  acquiesced  in  by  the  great  body  of  gentlemen, 

I  do  not  think  by  all  those  constituting  the  Oppo¬ 
sition.  That  compromise  I  did  not  accede  to,  nor 
do  I  now  think  it  was  a  wise  one.  It  may  have 
been,  perhaps,  a  political  necessity,  but  I  do  not 
think  that  in  the  interests  of  the  country  it  was 
a  wise  and  judicious  result.  Before  that  time,  the 
law  was,  and  had  been  since  1877,  that  the  French 
language  as  well  as  the  English  should  be  official  in 
four  different  matters.  That  is,  it  was  permissible 
either  to  use  English  or  French  in  the  debates  of  the 
Assembly  which  was  constituted  for  the  North- 
West ;  it  was  compulsory  that  the  proceedings  of 
the  Assembly  should  be  recorded  in  both  languages  ; 
it  was  permissible  to  use  both  languages  in  the 
courts  ;  and  it  was  compulsory  that  the  North- 
West  Legislative  Council,  as  it  then  was,  should 
publish  the  ordinances  they  passed  from  time  to 
time  in  both  the  languages.  The  compromise 
which  was  agreed  to,  and  to  which  I  have  already 
made  reference,  provided  that  after  the  then 
coming  and  since  happening  election  in  the  North- 
West  the  councillors  for  the  North-West  should 
have  power  to  say  how  their  proceedings  should  be 
conducted,  and  they  should  have  authority  to 
declare  that  the  proceedings  of  the  Assembly  might 
be  recorded  in  either  one  or  both  languages,  but  so 
far  as  the  courts  were  concerned,  and  so  far  as  the 
publication  of  the  laws  were  concerned,  the  old 
provision  remained.  So  that,  although  I  do  not 
think  it  is  generally  understood  throughout  the 
country,  if  there  is  an  evil  in  the  preservation  or 
in  the  permission  granted,  or  rather  in  the  compul¬ 
sion  placed  on  the  people  of  the  North-West  to  use 
the  two  languages,  that  evil  still  exists.  I  did  not 
complain,  I  do  not  know  anybody  complained,  of  the 
fact  that  members  of  the  Legislative  Assembly 
might  speak  in  both  languages  or  either  language, 
or  in  any  language.  That  was  a  matter,  I  think, 
which  might  be  left  to  the  Assembly  itself. 
What  I  did  complain  of,  and  what  those  who 
thought  as  I  did  felt  to  be  wrong,  was  that 
in  the  North- West  Territories  it  was  made  compul¬ 
sory  on  the  people  to  adopt  the  two  languages  ; 
in  other  words,  that  the  French  language  should 
stand,  so  far  as  the  North-West  Territories  were  con¬ 
cerned,  on  a  par  witli  the  English  language.  I  do 
not  intend  to  do  more  than  briefly  state  the  history 
of  this  question,  which  will  enable  the  House  fully 
to  understand  it ;  and  I  need  only  address  those 
members  who  were  not  present  two  years  ago,  in 
regard  to  this  double  language  question.  In  the 
early  days  in  the  French  province,  hoav  the  province 
of  Quebec,  there  was  the  right  claimed,  and  I  do  not 
think  it  was  an  unreasonable  right,  by  the  gentle¬ 
men  elected  to  the  Legislative  Council  of  that 
province,  to  speak  in  their  own  language.  It  was 
impossible  for  them,  probably,  to  speak  in  English 
or  any  other  language,  and  the  request  was  con¬ 
ceded,  not  as  a  matter  of  law  but  of  right,  to 
address  their  fellow  members  in  their  own  language. 
I  repeat  that  that  appears  to  have  not  been  at  all 
an  objectionable  request.  But  the  difficulty  that 
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arose  from  that  proceeding  led  in  1840 — and  I  do 
not  desire  at  this  stage  of  the  discussion  to  intro¬ 
duce  anything  of  a  controversial  character,  remem¬ 
bering  the  rebuke  administered  to  me  on  the  last 
occasion  by  the  leader  of  the  Opposition — to  the 
perpetuation  of  race  .distinctions  which  unfortun¬ 
ately,  owing  to  circumstances,  existed  in  Canada. 
In  1841,  in  the  Bill  uniting  the  two  provinces  of 
Upper  and  Lower  Canada  the  French  language 
was  prohibited.  That  Act  remained  in  force  for  six 
or  seven  years  when  its  repeal  took  place  in  England, 
on  the  petition  of  the  Parliament  of  Old  Canada,  and 
then  again  the  French  language  became  permissive. 
At  the  time  of  Confederation  an  Act  was  passed 
which  declared  that  the  French  language  should 
stand,  so  far  as  this  Parliament  was  concerned  and 
in  the  matters  referred  to  in  the  statutes  and  in  the 
courts  of  Canada, 'on  an  equality  with  the  English 
language  ;  and  so  the  law  stood  in  the  Province  of 
Quebec.  But  that  law  did  not  extend  to  the  Pro¬ 
vince  of  Ontario,  and,  of  course,  it  had  no  reference 
to  the  Province  of  New  Brunswick  or  Nova  Scotia, 
nor  did  that  law  apply  to  the  Province  of  Prince 
Edward  Island  when  it  hecame  part  of  the  confed¬ 
eracy,  nor  to  the  Province  of  British  Columbia.  It 
was,  however,  unfortunately  as  I  venture  to  think, 
made  a  part  of  the  law  of  the  Province  of  Manitoba 
when  a  constitution  was  granted  to  that  part  of  the 
North-West,  and  in  1877,  when  an  amendment 
took  place  to  the  North-West  Territories  Act,  it 
was  made  compulsory  also  in  the  North-West 
Territories.  And  so  it  remained  without  question 
until  I  had  the  honour  to  bring  the  matter  before 
the  House  a  session  or  two  ago,  when,  after  a  long 
and  rather  acrimonious  discussion,  the  compromise 
was  arrived  at  to  which  I  have  referred.  Now 
that  promise  was  not  carried  into  law  until  last 
year,  but  in  the  North-West  Territories  Act  of 
last  session,  when  very  enlarged  powers  were 
granted  to  the  people  of  the  Territories,  this  par¬ 
ticular  provision  to  which  Prefer  was  enacted  and  is 
now  to  be  found  on  the  statute.  The  proposition 
is  to  eliminate  that,  to  repeal  that  clause,  and  that 
is  all,  Sir,  that  I  can  say  in  order  to  make  perfectly 
plain  what  the  object  o,f  the  Bill  is  with  regard  to 
the  duality  of  languages.  I  have  mentioned  that 
it  deals  also  with  the  subject  of  education.  Now, 
the  genius  of  our  constitution  is.:  that  the  subject 
of  education  belongs  to  the  Local  Governments,  the 
provincial  bodies.  That  is  the  general  scheme 
of  the  British  North  America  Act,  and  it  is 
upon  that  basis  that  province  after  province 
which  has  been  added  to  the  Dominion,  has  been 
entrusted  with  the  absolute  and  exclusive  control 
of  legislative  matters.  But  between  the  old 
provinces  of  Canada  there  was  an  arrange¬ 
ment  come  to  at  the  time  of  Confederation,  by 
which,  as  we  all  know.,  separate  school  privileges 
were  made  perpetual  so  far  as  the  constitution 
could  make  it  perpetual  upon  the  people  of  the 
Province  of  Ontario.  I  am  not  dealing  with  that 
question  in  the  slightest  degree.  Of  course  we  all 
know  that  this  Parliament  has  no  power  to  deal 
with  it.  It  is  an  Imperial  Act  which  .this  Parlia¬ 
ment  has  no  power  to  alter,  change,  nr  amend. 
But,  when  in  1875,  the  constitution  was  first  con¬ 
ferred  upon  the  North-West  Territories,  there  was 
a  clause  with  regard  to  education  engrafted  in  that 
constitution.  It  is  peculiar  in  this  way  :  that  it  is 
not  to  be  found  in  any  .other  of  our  statutes  or 
constitutions,  and  it  .enacted  as  follows.:— 

Mr.  McCarthy. 


“  The  Lieutenant  Governor  in  Council  shall  pass  all 
necessai’y  ordinances  in  respect  to  education  ;  but  it  shall 
therein  always  be  provided  that  a  majority;  of  the  rate¬ 
payers  of  any  district  or  portion  of  the  territories,  or  of 
any  less  port  ion  or  subdivision  thereof,  by  whatever  name 
the  same  is  known,  may  establish  such  schools  therein  as 
they  think  fit,  and  make  the  necessary  assessment  and 
collection  of  rates  therefor  ;  and  also,  that  the  minority 
of  the  ratepayers  therein,  whether  Protestants  or  Roman 
Catholics  may  establish  separate  schools  therein.” 

That,  the  House  will  perceive,  confers  upon  the 
majority  of  every  particular  locality  the  right  to 
determine  what  the  school  is  to  be.  The  language 
is  very  wide  indeed  : 

“  May  establish  such  schools  that  they  think  fit.” 

Then  the  minority,  no  matter  how  small,  may  put 
up  a  rival  separate  school  in  any  locality  whether 
that  minority  be  composed  of  Roman  Catholics  or 
Protestants,  and  they  are  free  from  the  necessity  or 
obligation  of  supporting  a  general  school.  I  ven¬ 
ture  to  say — and  I  do  so,  of  course,  merely  speaking 
for  myself  and  with  no  desire  to  raise  a  contro¬ 
versy — that  no  more  mischievous  provision  is  to  be 
found  in  any  Act  of  Parliament.  If  there  is  any 
part  of  the  Dominion  where  schools  ought  to  be  not 
separate, — I  am  not  desiring  now  to  raise  the  ques¬ 
tion  which  divides  us  upon  that  point,  I  am  merely 
speaking  with  reference  to  the  sparseness  of  popula¬ 
tion  in  the  North-West — it  is  in  the  North-West 
Territories.  It  seems  to  be  an  exceedingly  unfor¬ 
tunate  provision  where  there  is  a  small  population, 
that  there  is  a  provision  made  for  two  schools,  one 
of  the  majority,  and  one  of  the  minority.  I  contend 
that  if  there  is  any  part  of  the  Dominion  where 
that  provision  ought  not  to  be  compulsory,  it  is  in 
the  JNorth-West  Territories.  Now,  we  added  very 
largely  to  the  powers  of  the  North-West  Territories 
in  the  last  session  of  this  Parliament.  We  have 
conferred  upon  them,  I  think  I  am  right  in  saying, 
almost  every  power  that  the  ordinary  constitution 
confers  upon  Provincial  Legislatures.  We  have  not 
given  them  power  to  amend  their  own  constitution; 
we  did  not  give  them  power  to  borrow  money ;  we  did 
not  give  them  power  to  manage  or  to  sell  the  public 
lands,  nor  was  the  power  conferred  upon  that  body 
for  the  establishment  or  maintenance  of  hospitals 
and  so  on,  but  there  were  enormous  powers  con¬ 
ferred  upon  them — power  of  direct  taxation,  power 
towards  the  establishment  of  territorial  offices, and 
the  appointment  and  payment  of  territorial  officers, 
the  establishment  and  maintenance  of  prisons  and 
municipal  institutions,  in  the  territories;  power  to 
impose  licenses  for  shops,  saloons,  taverns,  and 
auctioneers  and  incorporation  fees  and  so  on,  power 
to  solemnize  marriage  in  the  territories,  and  power 
over  territorial  and  civil  rights.  You  will,  therefore, 
see  that  we  added  very  largely  to  their  powers, 
but  we  did  not  enlarge  their  powers  nor  did  Par¬ 
liament  remove  the  restriction  with  regard  to 
education.  That  was  left  untouched.  N o w  the 
proposition  is  to  confer  upon  that  body  the  power 
to  deal  with  education  as  that  body  may  see  fit,  not 
by  any  means  to  say  there  shall  not  be  separate 
schools,  not  to  interfere  with  them  in  that  sense, 
but  to  see  that  the  legislative  assemblies  of  the 
territories  upon  whom  we  have  conferred  every 
other  power  that  can  be  conferred  upon  legislative 
assemblies,  may  deal  with  the  matter  of  education, 
as  they  are  competent  to  decide  other  matters. 
These  are  the  provisions  which  I  desire  to  see  in¬ 
corporated  in  the  law,  and  therefore  I  move, 
seconded  by  Mr.  Denison,  for  leave  to  introduce 
this  Bill.  I  may  add  one  word  further.  It  is  with 
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some  regret  that  1  intrude  this  question  upon  the 
House  at  this  time.  I  quite  see,  Mr.  Speaker,  that 
the  proper  opportunity  to  press  these  amendments 
"would  have  been  during  the  last  session  of  Parlia¬ 
ment  when  the  subject  of  the  added  power  to  the 
constitution  was  conferred  upon  the  North-West 
Territories.  I  can  only  say  in  excuse  for  not  press¬ 
ing  it  then,  that  I  was  not  here  at  the  time  the  Bill 
was  before  the  House,  and  when  I  left  the  country/ 
on  other  business  connected  with  my  profession 
— because  when  I  left  there  was  practically  no 
'Government — I  had  every  reason  to  believe  that 
nothing  would  be  done  during  the  session,  except 
to  pass  the  Supply  Bill  and  prorogue  Parliament. 
I  was  assured  when  I  got  to  London  ;  I  was  assured 
by  the  High  Commissioner,  that  he  understood 
also  that  no  further  business  would  be  done. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I. )  Does  the  High  Commis¬ 
sioner  speak  for  the  Government  ? 

Mr.  McCarthy.  Well,  I  think  that  he  had 
some  information.  He  gave  me  to  understand 
that  my  opinion  w'as  correct  about  the  business 
of  the  House.  He  gave  me  to  understand  that 
that  was  the  programme,  and  I  thought  so  myself 
when  I  left  here,  and  he  corroborated  my  opinion. 
However  that  may  be,  while  I  would  prefer  that 
this  question  would  not  come  up  session  after  ses¬ 
sion,  notwithstanding,  I  had  thought  that  no 
great  mischief  had  been  done  by  the  delay  because 
the  language  question  was  not  at  all  before  the  last 
session  of  Parliament.  This  Parliament  has  in  no 
way  practically  pronounced  upon  it,  and  the  ques¬ 
tion  of  education  was  brought  to  the  notice  of  the 
House  last  session  by  my  lion,  friend  from  Muskoka 
(Mr.  O'Brien),  as  I  learned  from  the  reading  of  the 
debates,  with  a  protest  and  an  intimation  that  at 
an  early  date  it  would  be  brought  before  Parlia¬ 
ment  ;  so  that  I  do  not  think  much  harm  has  been 
done  by  the  delay  of  one  session. 


prised  that  this  question  should  have  been  raised 
once  more  in  the  House  by  the  hon.  member  who 
has  just  spoken  (Mr.  McCarthy).  He  is  only 
following  the  course  that  he  has  adopted  in  the 
past,  and  perhaps  he  is  only  pleasing  the  friends 
who  have  retained  him  in  a  case  which  is  similar  { 
to  the  one  that  we  have  now  before  the  House. 
We  1  enow  very  well  that  some  trouble  is  now 
pending  in  the  Province  of  Manitoba  upon  this 
very  same  question.  That  trouble  has  been  raised 
in  the  province  by  the  visit  of  the  hon.  gentleman 
at  a  time  when  the  question  was  not  before  the 
people  at  all.  Following  the  same  course,  the  hon. 
gentleman,  though  having  nothing  to  do  with  the 
representation  of  the  North-West  in  this  House, 
much  less  than  I  have,  because  I  am  much  nearer 
the  people  who  are  affected  by  the  legislation  that 
he  complains  of — is  again  trying  to  raise  this  ques¬ 
tion  of  religious  and  national  feeling.  We  have 
already  settled  that  question.  Two  years  ago  it 
was  brought  before  the  House,  and  the  legislation 
of  last  session  was  the  result  of  what  the  hon. 
gentleman  has  termed  a  compromise.  It  was 
a  compromise,  and  it  should  be  treated  as 
such.  What  was  abandoned  at  that  time  as 
one  of  the  rights  of  the  people  of  the  North- 
West  was  abandoned  as  a  compromise,  so  that  the 
question  should  remain  at  rest  for  all  time  to  come. 
It  was  decided  then  that  we  should  give  to  the 
North-West  Council  the  liberty  of  deciding  whether 


their  proceedings  should  be  conducted  in  one  or 
both  of  the  two  languages  which  were  then  official. 
We  know  what  has  since  been  done  by  the  majority 
of  that  council  who  do  not  understand  the  French  : 
that  language  has  been  abolished.  When  this 
question  is  raised  it  is  always  contended  that 
though  certain  privileges  may  be  granted  to  the 
French-speaking  population  of  the  Province  of 
Quebec  and  the  Catholics  of  that  province,  those 
privileges  should  not  be  extended  to  the  rest  of  the 
Catholic  or  the  F rench  population  of  the  Dominion 
of  Canada.  When  it  is  stated  that  the. privileges 
which  exist  in  the  Province  of  Quebec  do  not  exist 
elsewhere,  I  answer  that  when  the  Confederation 
Act  was  entered  into,  those  privileges  were 
well  guarded  on  behalf  of  the  French  and 
Catholic  population  of  the  Dominion.  Have 
we  not  the  two  languages  in  this  Parliament  ? 
Are  not  the  Dominion  laws  printed  in  both 
languages  ?  And  is  not  that  in  pursuance  of 
the  arrangement  entered  into  at  the  time 
of  Confederation?  Why  should  we  refuse  to  the 
handful  of  French  people  in  the  North-West  the 
same  privileges  as  those  enjoyed  by  the  French  - 
Canadians  of  the  Province  of  Quebec  ?  Why  should 
not  both  populations  be  treated  alike  ?  We  havS 
two  leading  languages  in  this  Dominion  ;  why  should 
J  they  not  both  be  placed  on  the  same  footing  ? 
Does  it  injure  anyone  that  I  speak  French  or  that 
I  get  the  laws  of  the  country  planted  in  my 
mother  tongue  ?  Should  we  disregard  rights  and 
privileges  for  the  sake  of  a  few  dollars  and  cents  ? 
But,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  is  not  the  reason  at  all. 
The  reason  is  that  certain  gentlemen,  certain 
parties,  wisli  to  excite  public  feeling  in  some  parts 
of  the  Dominion  ;  because  they  have  nothing  else 
by  which  to  raise  themselves  above  the  level  of  the 
common  people,  they  adopt  the  ways  of  the  dema¬ 
gogue,  in  the  hope  of  making  themselves  appear  to 
be  of  some  consequence. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Bill  read  the  first  time. 

FORTIFICATIONS  AT  ESQUIMAU!. 

Mr.  PRIOR  asked,  1.  Whether  the  attention  of 
the  Government  has  been  called  to  the  discussion 
that  took  place  in  the  British  House  of  Commons, 
a  few  days  ago,  in  regard  to  the  fortifications  that 
are  proposed  to  be  built  at  Esquimalt,  British 
Columbia  ?  2.  Is  it  a  fact  that  the  Imperial 

Government  have  signified  their  willingness  to 
supply  the  guns  and  plans  of  fortifications,  and 
that  the  Canadian  Government  is  asked  to  build 
the  fortifications  and  to  supply  the  men  for  taking 
care  of  and  manning  the  guns  ?  3.  Is  it  a  fact  that 

the  Canadian  Government  has  refused  to  erect  the 
fortifications  ?  4.  In  case  the  Canadian  Govern¬ 

ment  lias  not  absolutely  refused  to  build  the  forti- 
cations,  is  it  their  intention  to  shortly  ask  Parlia¬ 
ment  for  a  sum  with  which  to  erect  the  said  forti¬ 
fications  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  The  subject-matter  of  this 
question  is  now  receiving  the  consideration  of  the 
Government.  The  information,  therefore,  asked  for 
must  be  considered  for  the  present  confidential. 

POST  OFFICE  AT  STADACONA. 

Mr.  FREMONT  asked,  Whether  it  is  the  inten¬ 
tion  of  the  Government  to  open  a  post  office  in  the 
village  of  Stadacona,  in  the  district  of  Quebec? 
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Sir  ADOLPHE  CARON.  In  answer  to  the  hon. 
member,  I  have  the  honour  to  say  that  an  applica¬ 
tion  was  made  to  the  department  for  the  opening 
of  a  post  office  at  Stadacona  in  1889.  The  result 
of  the  enquiry  then  made  by  the  Department 
in  order  to  ascertain  whether  a  post  office  was 
necessary  at  that  place,  was  not  such  as  to  justify 
the  opening  of  such  an  office  ;  but  the  Government 
is  now  making  a  new  enquiry,  the  result  of  which 
may  be  more  favourable. 

POSTMASTER  AT  CAPE  ST.  IGNACE 
STATION. 

Mr.  CHOQUETTE  asked,  Why  has  the  Govern¬ 
ment  not  yet  appointed  a  postmaster  for  the 
office  opened  at  Cape  St.  Ignaee  Station  ?  Does 
the  •  Government  intend  to  appoint  one  in  the 
future ? 

Sir  ADOLPHE  CARON.  In  answer  to  the  hon. 
member  I  must  state  that  the  post  office  at  St. 
Ignaee  has  not  been  opened  for  the  reason  that 
according  to  the  representations  made  to  the 
department  there  appears  to  be  a  difference  of 
opinion  as  to  the  necessity  of  opening  a  post  office 
'at  that  place. 

Mr.  CHOQUETTE.  Am  I  to  understand  that 
the  Government  refuses  now  to  open  a  post  office 
at  the  station  ? 

CLAIMS  OF  NORTH-WEST  SETTLERS. 

Mr.  McMULLEN  asked,  Whether  any  satis¬ 
factory  settlement  of  the  difficulties  that  existed 
between  the  settlers  on  the  Walrond  Ranch  Com¬ 
pany’s  territory  and  the  settlers  thereon,  as  inti¬ 
mated  by  the  Minister  of  the  Interior  in  his  reply 
to  charges  preferred  against  the  company  last 
session,  as  follows  : — “  Where  persons  got  these 
large  tracts  of  land  for  ranching  purposes,  it  has 
been  found  that  when  settlement  comes  in  a 
different  policy  has  to  be  pursued,  and  now  that 
this  country  is  being  opened  up  by  railway  both 
north  and  south  of  Calgary  and  that  settlement  is 
likely  to  rush  in  there,  I  believe  a  change  will 
have  to  be  made  shortly  in  that  (  respect,  and  I 
trust  it  will  be  made  in  sufficient  time  to  do  justice 
to  the  two  young  men  whose  cases  were  specially 
brought  before  the  House  by  the  member  for 
Wellington.”  If  no  satisfactory  settlement  has 
been  made  with  those  settlers  that  have  claims 
and  were  rejected  by  the  company,  why  not  ? 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  The  case  to  which  this 
question  refers  is  no  doubt  the  case  of  the  Dunbar 
family,  who  are  settlers  on  the  Walrond  Ranch. 
The  father  of  the  family,  as  the  hon.  gentleman  is 
aware,  having  been  a  settler  before  any  lease  was 
issued,  obtained  his  homestead.  The  dispute  is  as 
to  a  claim  made  by  two  sons  of  Mr.  Robert  Dunbar. 
An  effort  was  made  after  the  last  session  of 
Parliament  to  bring  about  a  settlement  between 
the  leaseholders  and  the  Dunbars,  but  the  terms 
demanded  by  the  latter  were  so  exorbitant  as  to 
render  the  negotiations  abortive.  Negotiations 
are  now  going  on,  and  are  making  satisfactory 
progress,  in  the  direction  of  making  such  arrange¬ 
ments  as  will  enable  the  Government  to  grant 
homesteads  to  actual  settlers  on  all  ranching  leases. 
When  these  are  satisfactorily  completed  the 
Dunbars  will  be  dealt  with  in  the  same  way  as 
other  settlers. 

Mr.  Fremont. 


Mr.  LEPINE  (for  Mr.  Curran)  asked,  Whether 
it  is  the  intention  of  the  Government  to  appoint  an 
inspector  of  gear  and  tackle  on  vessels  in  the  port 
of  Montreal  before  the  opening  of  navigation  ? 

Mr.  TUPPER.  The  Act  under  which  such  an 
appointment  can  take  place  comes  into  force  on  the 
1st  April.  The  Government  will  probably  clothe 
one  of  the  existing  officers  with  the  power  of 
inspecting  gear  and  tackle  in  addition  to  his  ordin¬ 
ary  duties. 

COMMERCIAL  RELATIONS  WITH  THE 
UNITED  STATES. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  Before  the  Orders  of  the 
Day  are  proceeded  with,  I  would  ask  the  leader  of 
the  House  whether  his  attention  had  been  called 
to  a  cablegram  dated  the  9th  March  and  purporting 
to  report  a  speech  of  Sir  Charles  Tupper  before  the 
London  Chamber  of  Commerce,  in  •which  he  is 
reported  to  have  said  : 

“  It  would  not  be  long  before  the  people  of  Canada 
would  show  their  loyalty  to  the  integrity  of  the  British 
Empire  by  striking  the  United  States  a  vital  blow  in 
return.” 

I  would  ask  if,  in  making  this  statement,  the  High 
Commissioner  of  Canada  foreshadowed  the  policy  or 
had  the  concurrence  of  the  Government  of  Canada? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  Of  course  we  have 
read  the  telegram  in  the  paper,  and  we  were  satis¬ 
fied  that  the  High  Commissioner  had  not  made 
such  a  statement.  I  saw  a  telegram  from  the 
High  Commissioner  a  short  time  ago  in  which  he 
said  that,  if  any  such  statement  were  reported  to 
to  have  been  made  by  him,  it  was  erroneous,  as  he 
had  not  made  any  such  statement  at  all. 

THE  SOULANGES  CANAL. 

House  resumed  adjourned  debate  on  proposed 
motion  of  Mr.  Bergeron  for  : 

Copies  of  engineers’  reports  which  led  to  the  building 
of  the  Beauharnois  Canal ;  of  engineers’  reports  in  favour 
of  the  building  of  the  Soulanges  Canal,  and  of  reports, 
letters,  &c.,  from  engineers,  masters  or  pilots,  objecting 
to  the  building  of  the  canal  at  Soulanges. 

Mr.  BAIN.  Mr.  .Speaker,  at  six  o’clock  yesterday 
eveningl  was  speaking  on  Mr.  Sullivan’sletter which 
the  hon.  member  for  Beauharnois  (Mr.  Bergeron) 
had  quoted  in  regard  to  the  length  of  the  Soulanges 
Canal.  Mr.  Sullivan  also  said  that  there  was  no 
quicksand  at  the  bottom  of  that  artificial  channel, 
because  none  was  found  on  the  line  of  the  canal 
during  the  excavation.  Well,  the  gentleman  who 
was  employed  to  make  the  borings,  and  who  has 
had  great  experience  in  this  kind  of  work, 
found  the  quicksand,  and  found  it  before  the  depth 
required  for*  the  deepening  of  the  channel  to  Valley  - 
field.  On  the  north  shore  the  quicksand  is  found 
at  a  depth  of  from  80  to  100  feet,  but  the  great 
question  raised  by  my  hon.  friend  was  in  regard  of 
the  ice.  On  that,  Mr.  Monro,  who  has  been 
residing  in  the  county  since  January,  1889,  and 
has  had  every  opportunity  of  observing  that  impor¬ 
tant  question  matter,  says  in  his  report : 

“  In  the  discussions  which  have  taken  place  with  refer¬ 
ence  to  the  suitability  or  otherwise  of  the  Cascades  Point 
for  an  entrance  to  a  large  canal,  considerable  prominence 
has  been  given  to  the  question  of  the  time  at  which  the 
ice  disappears  from  there  in  the  spring,  as  compared  with 
the  date  of  its  departure  from  the  foot  of  the  Beauhar¬ 
nois  Canal.  The  most  conflicting  evidence  is  given  on 
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this  point,  some  persons  alleging  that  navigation  opens 
earlier  on  the  north  shore,  while  others  as  unhesitatingly 
affirm  that  the  ice  is  clear  from  the  south  side  a  fortnight 
earlier  than  from  the  north  shore.  From  what  I  can 
learn,  and  have  observed,  it  appears  that  the  time  for  its 
leaving  from  either  side  is  so  variable  that  both  parties 
may  be  right  if  they  found  their  conclusions  on  particular 
seasons.  It  is,  however,  quite  certain  that  when  there 
was  a  navigation  to  Cascades  wharf,  the  records  between 
1846  and  1853  showed  that  steamers  arrived  there  in  each 
of  those  years  earlier  than  the  opening  out  of  the  channel 
to  the  foot  of  the  Beauharnois  Canal.” 

“  This  statement  is  corroborated  by  a  large  amount  of 
evidence  apparently  trustworthy.  It  appears  also  certain 
that  in  severe  winters  anchor  ice  grounds  on  and  around 
the  shoals  which  lie  between  the  St.  Lawrence  and  the 
Ottawa  off  Cascades  Point,  and  remains  there  until  some 
time  after  the  main  channel  is  clear.  The  dates  at 
which  those  ice  fields  leave  are  various  and  uncertain, 
but  their  presence  does  not  seem  to  interfere  with  a  deep 
water  channel  of  entrance  to  the  canal,  as  will  be  seen  on 
examining  its  position  as  laid  down  on  the  map.  This 
spring,  1  carefully  observed  the  movement  of  the  ice  on 
both  sides  of  the  river.  It  cleared  from  the  lower  entrance 
of  the  Beauharnois  Canal  about  the  10th  of  April,  and 
from  the  Ottawa  opposite  Cascades  Point  about  ten  days 
later.  On  the  15th  April,  a  steamer  broke  through  the 
ice  at  Valleyfield  in  order  to  get  into  the  head  of  the 
Beauharnois  Canal  ;  and  there  is  no  doubt  that  an  en¬ 
trance  could  have  been  effected  to  the  foot  of  the  Old 
Cascades  Canal  by  similar  means  at  the  same  date,  the 
ice  in  both  places  being  very  rotten.  My  investigation  of 
this  question  leads  me  to  the  conclusion  that  as  regards 
the  time  of  opening  or  closing  of  navigation  on  either  side 
of  the  river,  the  western  entrance  to  the  Beauharnois 
Canal  would  naturally  freeze  up  earlier  and  remain 
blocked  later  than  either  one  side  or  the  other  at  the 
lower  end,  where  the  ice  would  move  out  with  the  spring 
rise  of  the  river  ;  whereas  it  is  firmly  held  in  the  area  of 
still  water  created  by  the  dams  at  Clark’s  Island  and 
Valleyfield. 

“  It  also  appears  as  if  no  rule  could  be  arrived  at  as  to 
the  probable  movements  of  the  ice  where  the  causes  of  its 
formation,  the  fluctuation  of  the  water,  the  direction  of 
the  currents  of  the  river,  Ac.,  are  ever  varying.  The 
phenomena  of  no  two  winters  ai-e  alike,  but  there  appears 
to  be  no  reason  why  a  canal  constructed  on  the  north  shore 
of  the  St.  Lawrence  in  the  position  proposed  should  re¬ 
main  closed  by  ice  after  the  usual  period  of  the  com¬ 
mencement  of  navigation  ;  whilst  it  is  probable  that  the 
current  created  at  the  foot  of  such  a  large  channel  by  the 
continued,  discharge  of  water  from  it  would  have  a  great 
tendency  to  keep  the  lower  entrance  clear.” 

Now,  the  point  which  my  hon.  friend  tried  to  make 
was,  that  the  whole  light  of  way  on  the  other  side 
had  been  bought  and  would  cost  hardly  anything, 
whilst  the  whole  right  of  way  would  have  to  be 
bought  on  the  north  shore.  Mr.  Sullivan,  in  that 
celebrated  letter,  says  that  the  right  of  way  will  be 
very  expensive  because  a  very  expensive  church 
has  to  be  bought.  Now,  the  fact  is  that  that  church 
has  already  been  bought  and  paid  for  ;  the  whole 
cost  of  that  church,  together  with  a  large  lot  of 
land  and  all  the  property  belonging  to  the  church, 
have  been  bought  and  paid  for  by  the  Government 
at  a  cost  of  $7,000.  Now,  another  point  was  raised 
with  regard  to  the  mill  of  Mr.  Beaudette,  which  was 
estimated  to  cost  about$40,000.  I  am  sure,  Sir,  that 
half  that  money,  even  less  than  half,  would  buy 
that  mill,  but  if  the  canal  was  made  on  the  south 
side  from  the  foot  of  the  Beauharnois  Canal, it  would 
leave  the  Melocheville  mill  in  the  same  position  as 
Mr.  Beaudette’s  mill.  I  contend  that  the  Beau¬ 
harnois  Canal  could  not  be  deepened.  •  The  Beau¬ 
harnois  Canal  is  partly  in  the  ground  and  is  partly 
constructed  with  banks.  The  banks  might  be 
elevated andmade higher ;  but  it  is  to  be  remembered 
thatthebankouonesideof  the  canal  would  have  to  be 
destroyed.  Every  one  acquainted  with  canals 
which  are  constructed  by  means  of  banks,  are 
aware  of  the  dangers  attending  navigation  on 
account  of  leaks,  and  the  breaking  of  the  banks  on 
the  sides  of  the  canal.  Now,  on  the  Soulanges 
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Canal  the  whole  canal  will  be  in  the  ground, 
and  there  will  be  no  necessity  for  any  banks  at  all ; 
so  there  will  be  no  danger  with  regard  to  the 
breaking  of  the  banks,  and  consequently  no  leaks 
and  no  damages  done  to  the  farmers  of  the  sur¬ 
rounding  country.  Now,  another  contention  of 
Mr.  Sullivan  was  that  there  is  an  abundance  of 
stone  on  the  Beauharnois  side,  and  that  it  would 
not  be  necessary  to  bring  it  from  a  distance.  Well, 
I  may  say  that  the  stone  there  is  worth  nothing  ex¬ 
cept  for  rip-rap  along  the  canal,  and  that  all  the 
stone  for  the  enlargement  and  construction  of  a  new 
canal  on  the  other  side  would  have  to  be  brought 
from  a  distance  ;  the  same  as  for  the  north  shore 
canal.  But  there  is  another  question  to  be  con¬ 
sidered.  If,  as  is  the  opinion  of  a  certain  number 
of  men  who  are  interested  in  the  trade  and  naviga¬ 
tion  of  this  country,  it  will  be  necessary  to  deepen 
our  canals  before  many  years  to  a  depth  of  20 
feet,  that  would  be  impossible  on  the  Beauharnois 
side  except  by  the  construction  of  an  artificial 
channel  three  miles  long,  which  would  have  to 
be  made  across  Lake  St.  Francis  so  as  to  obtain 
a  20-foot  navigation.  The  channel  necessary  to 
obtain  a  14-foot  navigation  would  be  only  one  and 
three-quarters  of  a  mile  long,  but  to  obtain  a  20- 
foot  navigation  the  channel  would  have  to  be 
three  miles  long,  at  least.  In  the  letter  of  this 
Mr.  Sullivan,  who  is  the  authority  which  my  hon. 
friend  from  Beauharnois  cited  all  through  his 
speech,  that  gentleman  says  that  the  canal  does 
not  terminate  at  Vaudreuil.  Well,  if  that  gentle¬ 
man  was  acquainted  with  the  country,  he  would 
know  that  this  canal  terminates  in  the  County  of 
Vaudreuil.  He  has  also  given  us  letters  from  cap¬ 
tains,  pilots,  &c.  Well,  these  men  are  captains 
and  pilots  of  small  vessels,  and  a  great  many  of 
them  live  near  Valleyfield  and  are  interested,  I 
suppose,  in  any  kind  of  canals.  They  have  never 
navigated  the  large  class  of  vessels  which  will 
be  used  in  the  future  when  our  canals  are 
deepened  to  14  feet.  All  the  arguments  of 
my  hon.  friend  were  based  upon  a  pamphlet, 
which  was  prepared  by  my  hon.  friend  from  Jacques 
Cartier  (Mr.  Girouard),  who  was  born  in  Beauhar¬ 
nois,  and  to  whom  the  people  of  Beauharnois  applied 
for  a  defence  after  Mr.  Lanthier,  who  had  taken 
a  great  deal  of  interest  in  this  question,  had 
written  a  pamphlet.  The  hon.  member  for  J acques 
Cartier,  wdio  was  not  a  member  then,  wrote  a  pam¬ 
phlet  in  answer  to  that  one  ;  but  as  he  is  not  an 
engineer,  I  consider  the  pamphlet  is  not  worth  the 
opinion  of  the  distinguished  engineers  who  have 
studied  the  subject  for  many  years.  My  hon.  friend 
said  something  about  election  stories.  Well,  I 
have  heard  some  of  those  election  stories  myself, 
and  I  can  assure  the  House  that  they  were  very 
far  from  being  true.  This  canal  question  was 
decided  by  the  Government  before  the  election  of 
1891,  and  after  it  had  been  decided,  I  was  defeated. 
I  also  saw  in  the  papers  that  a  great  number  of 
men  had  been  employed  this  year  in  the  County  of 
Soulanges  during  the  election.  Now,  no  more 
men  were  employed  than  were  necessary,  and  than 
are  usually  employed,  but  the  Government  en¬ 
gineers  thought  that  they  should  continue  the 
test  pits  so  as  to  be  able  to  give  out  contracts  for 
other  sections  of  the  canal,  and  a  few  test  pits  were 
made.  It  was  easier  to  make  them  in  winter  than 
in  summer  on  account  of  the  ground  being  frozen, 
as  it  was  not  necessary  to  prop  up  the  sides 
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of  these  test  pits.  I  may  say,  in  summing  up  my 
arguments,  that  the  advantages  of  the  Soulanges 
Canal  are,  that  it  would  be  in  a  straight  course  with 
the  line  of  navigation  ;  that  it  would  follow  the 
deep  water  channel  on  the  north  side  ;  that  it 
would  save  the  crossing  from  the  north  side 
channel  of  Lake  St.  Francis,  to  the  head 
of  Valleyfield,  across  the  lake  and  from  Molache- 
ville  to  Lachine  ;  and  that  on  the  north  side  the 
harbours  are  better.  Moreover’,  a  canal  con¬ 
structed  on  the  north  shore  would  be  cheaper  and 
safer,  and  better  adapted  to  the  wants  of  our  future 
navigation,  because  it  could  be  deepened  at  a  less 
cost  than  on  the  other  side.  Moreover,  it  would 
not  be  subject  to  the  danger  attending  navigation 
in  the  enlargement  of  canals,  such  as  has  been 
the  case  on  the  Cornwall  Canal,  and  other1  canals 
which  have  been  deepened  and  enlarged.  This 
question,  Mr.  Speaker,  was  decided  after  very  long 
and  careful  consideration  by  the  Government  ;  it 
was  decided  after  several  reports  had  been  made 
by  eminent  engineers,  and  I  think  that  no  better 
conclusion  could  have  been  arrived  at  than  the  one 
they  embodied  in  their  report.  I  hope  that  the 
Government  will  complete,  with  the  least  possible 
delay,  the  enlargement  of  our  canals,  which  are  of 
vital  interest  to  the  trade  and  commerce  of  the 
country,  and  that  before  long  we  will  have  a  14-foot 
navigation  from  the  lakes  to  the  city  of  Montreal. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  There  can  be  no  possible  ob¬ 
jection  to  bringing  down  all  the  papers  and  reports 
of  engineers  on  the  interesting  subject  of  the 
motion  moved  by  my  hon.  friend  from  Beauharnois 
(Mr.  Bergeron).  That  wras  one  of  the  first  ques¬ 
tions  that  were  mooted  when  I  came  to  this  House 
about  20  years  ago.  The  hon.  gentleman  then 
representing  the  County  of  Soulanges  used  to  get  up 
nearly  every  session  and  make  an  argument  in  favour 
of  a  canal  through  his  county  running  to  the  Cas¬ 
cades.  We  have  had  innumerable  petitions  to  the 
department  from  persons  interested  in  the  canal*  f  rom 
nearly  all  the  mariners  in  the  country,  from  the 
Boards  of  Trade  of  Montreal  and  Kingston,  and 
places  that  are  most  interested  in  the  carrying 
trade  of  the  St.  Lawrence — all  advocating  the  line 
which  has  been  adopted  by  the  Government.  The 
objections  which  were  made  by  the  member  for 
Beauharnois  (Mr.  Bergeron)  to  the  location  of  the 
canal,  I  think  principally  centre  in  two  or  three 
points.  One  of  them  is,  that  the  port  of  entrance 
on  the  north  shore  of  the  St.  Lawrence  is  not  so 
good  for  the  purpose  as  the  one  on  the  south  shore — 
Valleyfield.  The  surveys  of  our  engineers  show 
that  the  channel  between  Prescott  and  Mon¬ 
treal  follows  the  north  shore,  and  for  all 
purposes  of  navigation  the  entrance  on  the  north 
shore  is  far  better  than  that  at  Valleyfield.  This 
is  the  case  for  two  or  three  reasons.  One  of  them 
is  that  as  the  channel  follows  the  north  shore  a 
vessel  has  to  cross  from  the  neighbourhood  of  Coteau 
direct  to  Valleyfield  in  order  to  effect  entrance  to  the 
Beauharnois  Canal,  and  in  some  seasons  of  the 
year  when  the  wind  is  in  certain  directions  and 
very  boisterous,  it  is  perhaps  a  little  dangerous. 
Another  objection  is  that  according  to  surveys, 
which  the  member  for  Beauharnois  says  have  not 
been  completed,  it  is  almost  impossible  to  secure 
14  feet  navigation  at  the  entrance  into  Valleyfield. 
The  reason  is  set  out  by  the  engineers  in  a  report 
read  by  the  member  for  Beauharnois,  and  also  by 
Mr.  Bain  (Soulanges). 


the  member  for  Soulanges,  which  shows  that 
immediately  under  the  river  bed,  which  at  present 
constitutes  the  entrance,  is  a  layer  of  boulders  and 
indurated  clay,  and  this  would  have  to  be  removed 
for  the  purpose  of  acquiring  accommodation  for  14 
feet  vessels,  particularly  looking  forward  to  the 
day  when  the  hon.  member  foi’  Soulanges  hopes 
we  will  have  a  20-foot  navigation,  and  further  under 
this  clay  and  boulders  there  is  a  formation  of  quick¬ 
sand  through  which  tools  sometimes  drop  25  feet.  I 
have  been  assured  by  the  engineers  in  the  department 
that  in  order  to  make  the  entrance  to  Valleyfield, 
or  a  point  immediately  above  it,  of  use  for  vessels 
drawing  14  feet,  excavation  would  be  required  for 
nearly  two  miles,  which  would,  in  fact,  render  the 
Beauharnois  Canal  on  the  south  side  nearly  the 
same  length  as  the  canal  on  the  north  side.  If  my 
memory  serves  me  right,  the  length  of  the  Soulanges 
Canal  will  be  13f  miles.  The  length  of  the  present 
Beauharnois  Canal  from  its  entrance  at  Valley¬ 
field  to  its  exit  into  the  St.  Lawrence  is  12  miles, 
and  the  subaqueous  excavations  necessary  to  obtain 
an  entrance  into  Valleyfield  would  add  two  miles 
to  the  distance.  Another  reason  assigned  by  the 
member  for  Beauharnois  in  opposition  to  locating 
the  canal  on  the  north  side  is  that  it  will  have  to 
cross  three  little  streams.  The  hon.  gentleman 
says  that  parties  who  have  travelled  in  that  section 
when  the  snow  was  melting  in  the  spring,  found 
the  whole  country  flooded,  and  it  would  be  impos¬ 
sible  for  a  small  aqueduct  under  the  canal  to  carry 
away  the  water,  and  the  work  of  drainage  would 
be  of  such  an  expensive  character  as  to  oblige  the 
Government  to  abandon  the  canal  altogether.  I 
have  been  assured  by  engineers  who  have  examined 
that  point  that  the  quantity  of  water  is  known, 
that  the  extent  of  country  drained  by  those  three 
little  creeks  is  well  known,  and  there  is  ample  pro¬ 
vision  for  the  passage  of  water  under  the  canal, 
and  there  need  be  no  danger  apprehended  on  that 
account.  The  hon.  gentleman  states  also  that  the 
canal  on  the  south  side  of  the  St.  Lawrence  opens 
at  a  much  earlier  period  than  would  the  canal  on 
the  north  shore.  As  to  that  I  do  not  know  why 
there  should  be  such  a  difference  in  the  climate 
between  two  sections  of  country  only  a  few  miles 
apart.  Any  person  acquainted  with  river  naviga¬ 
tion  knows  that  in  a  canal  forming  the  connecting 
link  between  two  lakes,  the  ice  passes  away  at  a 
much  earlier  period  on  the  canal  than  it  does  in  the 
lakes  above  and  below  ;  that  is  to  say,  that  as 
regards  Lake  St.  Francis  above  the  Beauharnois 
Canal  and  above  the  proposed  Soulanges  Canal,  the 
probabilities  are  that  both  of  the  canals  would  be 
open  and  fit  for  navigation  long  before  the  ice  had 
passed  from  the  lake  above.  The  hon.  member  for 
Soulanges  slated,  and  objection  was  taken  to  his 
statement,  that  the  port  at  the  entrance  to  the 
Soulanges  Canal  is  open  for  navigation  much  earlier 
than  at  Valleyfield.  The  engineer  reports  that  this 
is  the  case  ;  but  that  I  do  not  think  makes  the 
slightest  difference  whatever,  because  neither  the 
one  canal  nor  the  other1  could  be  used  for  naviga¬ 
tion  until  both  Lakes  St.  Louis  and  St.  Francis  were 
fit  to  be  navigated.  Another  objection  made  by  the 
hon.  member  for  Beauharnois,  and  it  would  be  a 
serious  objection  if  true,  was  that,  on  account  of 
the  Ottawa  opening  at  a  date  much  later  than  the  St. 
Lawrence,  the  ice  coming  down  the  first  mentioned 
river  piled  on  the  shoals  lying  in  the  immediate 
neighbourhood  of  the  Cascades  and  remained  there 
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for  a  long  period,  and  that  this  would  render  a 
canal  on  the  north  shore  useless  for  a  long  time, 
daring  which  the  canal  on  the  south  shore  could 
be  used.  That  question,  if  the  hon.  gentleman  will 
read  the  report  of  Mr.  Monro,  has  been  fully  ans¬ 
wered.  Enquiry  has  been  made  into  it  principally  by 
those  who  navigated  the  river  from  Montreal  to 
the  Cascades  from  1846  to  1853-54,  and  they  de¬ 
clared  that  that  portion  of  the  river  into  which 
the  Soulanges  Canal  will  debouch  at  Lake  St. 
Louis  had  been  open  long  anterior  to  the  part  of 
the  river  where  the  Beauharnois  Canal  enters  in¬ 
to  the  lake.  The  observations  of  engineers  within 
the  last  two  or  three  years,  excepting  one  period 
<  mentioned,  confirm  this  opinion,  that  the  ice  passes 
away  at  the  Cascades  at  as  early,  if  not  an  earlier 
period  than  it  does  at  the  entrance  of  the  Beau¬ 
harnois  Canal.  From  the  reports  of  the  engineers, 
then,  it  appears  that  there  are  difficulties  in  re¬ 
gard  to  the  entrance  at  Valleyfield,  that  the  diffi¬ 
culty  of  excavation  at  the  entrance  from  Lake 
St.  Francis  is  almost  insurmountable.  The  en¬ 
gineers  show  an  expenditure  of  $800,000  to  $1,000,- 
000  fort  hat  work  alone  would  be  required,  and  with 
this  they  think  it  would  be  difficult  to  accomplish 
the  object.  If  it  should  be  desired  to  increase  the 
depth  of  the  canal  at  anytime  from  14  feet  to  18  or 
20  feet,  they  consider  the  obstacles  on  the  south 
shore  would  be  almost  insurmountable.  The  canal  on 
the  north  shore  can  be  built  for  three-quarters  of 
a  million  to  $1,000,000  cheaper — so  I  am  informed 
by  the  engineers — than  the  cost  for  which  the 
Beauharnois  Canal  could  be  enlarged,  or  the  alter¬ 
native  scheme  of  a  canal  from  Knight’s  Point,  a 
short  distance  above  V alleyfield,  could  be  carried  out. 
Either  of  the  two  plans  proposed  the  enlargement 
of  the  Beauharnois  Canal,  or  the  substitution  of 
another  entrance  at  Knight’s  Point  would  be 
largely  in  excess  of  the  estimated  cost  of  the  build¬ 
ing  of  the  new  canal  on  the  north  shore,  and  the 
building  or  enlarging  of  the  Beauharnois  Canal  on 
the  south  shore  could  not  be  done  in  summer  and 
winter  continuously  as  it  could  be  on  the  north 
shore,  and  such  work  would  seriously  interfere 
with  the  navigation  of  the  canal.  For  these  reasons, 
on  account  of  the  cheapness,  on  account  of  the 
navigable  channel  passing  between  Prescott  and 
Montreal  being  on  the  north  shore  of  the  St.  Law¬ 
rence,  and  for  other  reasons,  the  Government  has 
found  that  it  would  be  better  and  cheaper  to  build 
the  canal  on  the  north  shore.  I  trust  that  after 
the  hon.  member  for  Beauharnois  (Mr.  Bergeron) 
gets  the  reports  and  plans  of  the  engineers,  that  he 
will  be  satisfied.  He  will  see,  if  he  looks  at  the 
report  of  Mr.  Monro,  that  over  100  test  pits  were 
dug  at  the  Valleyfield  entrance.  Mr.  Shanly, 
Mr.  Page  and  Mr.  Trudeau,  the  head  of  the 
department,  have  recommended  the  adoption  of 
the  north  shore  route,  and  when  the  hon. 
member  for  Beaidiarnois  gets  the  papers  I 
think  he  will  be  convinced,  as  we  were  in  the 
department,  and  as  the  Government  was,  that  the 
selection  made  by  the  Government  is  the  best  in 
the  interests  of  the  country. 

Mr.  BERGERON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  thought  that 
perhaps  some  other  gentleman  might  speak  upon 
this  motion,  but  before  it  is  passed  I  wish  to  reply 
in  a  few  words  to  what  has  been  said  by  the 
Minister  of  Railways  and  Canals  and  by  the  hon. 
member  for  Sonlanges  (Mr.  Bain).  So  far  as  the 


remarks  of  the  member  for  Soulanges  are  concerned, 
there  is  no  use  replying  at  length  to  him,  because 
he  has  quoted  entirely  the  report  of  Mr.  Monro 
and  has  dealt  altogether  with  that  report,  which  I 
am  contending  against  as  not  correct.  However, 
I  am  bound  to  reply  to  the  remarks  of  the  Minister 
of  Railways  and  Canals,  who  seems  to  be  well  versed 
on  the  same  report  of  Mr.  Monro  and  to  take  his 
opinion  from  that  report.  I  contend  that  my 
remarks  are  confirmed  by  the  speech  of  the  Minister 
of  Railways  and  Canals.  He  has  based  himself 
solely  on  the  report  of  the  engineer,  Mr.  Monro, 
and  in  fact  the  whole  House  of  Commons,  com¬ 
prising  215  members,  seems  to  be  asked  to  rely  on 
the  report  of  this  engineer  without  corroborative 
evidence.  My  demand  is  that  the  report  of  Mr. 
Monro  should  be  considered  and  placed  before  a 
board  of  competent  engineers  for  corroboration.  1 
do  not  believe  that  Mr.  Monro’s  report  is  correct, 
and  the  difference  between  us  is  that  the  Minister  of 
Railways  and  Canals  and  the  member  for  Soulanges 
(Mr.  Bain)  take  that  report  as  being  entirely 
correct.  The  Minister  of  Railways  says  that  the 
persons  engaged  in  navigating  that  water  route  are 
in  favour  of  the  Soulanges  Canal.  The  hon. 
member  is  not  very  much  responsible  for  his 
opinion,  because  he  has  only  occupied  the  portfolio 
for  a  few  months,  and  the  Minister  of  that  de¬ 
partment  has  been  changed  ten  times  at  least 
since  this  question  was  mooted.  The  hon.  Minister 
says  that  the  shippers  have  asked  for  the  Soulanges 
Canal.  I  contend,  not  that  the  Minister  of  Rail¬ 
ways  and  Canals  did  not  say  the  truth,  but  that 
his  information  is  not  true,  and  I  contend  further 
that  the  shippers  are  opposed  to  the  Soulanges 
Canal.  The  Minister  of  Railways  and  Canals  says 
that  the  entrance  of  the  Beauharnois  Canal  is 
dangerous,  but  he  only  says  so  because  Mr.  Monro 
says  that,  but  the  majority  of  engineers  and  of 
shippers  are  against  this  opinion  of  Mr.  Monro.  I 
tell  the  Minister  again  that  when  he  bases  his 
argument  that  tlie  north  shore  canal  will  be  of  the 
same  length  as  the  south  shore  canal,  he  is  taking 
his  information  from  Mr.  Monro,  and  that  Mi1. 
Monro  is  not  correct.  The  south  shore  canal  is 
shorter  in  every  shape  and  form  than  the  north 
shore  canal. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  Perhaps  the  hon.  gentleman 
has  misunderstood  me.  I  said  the  length  of  the 
canal  on  the  north  shore  would  be  13f  miles  and 
the  length  of  the  Beauharnois  Canal  is  12  miles. 
That,  added  to  the  subaqueous  excavation  which 
would  be  necessary  to  enter  the  port  of  Valleyfield, 
would  add  two  miles,  which  would  be  14  miles  and 
would  be  in  excess  of  the  canal  on  the  north  shore. 

Mr.  BERGERON.  That  is  only  a  question  of 
detail  ;  that  is  only  one  of  the  routes,  and  since 
they  have  decided  to  put  the  canal  on  the  north 
shore  they  have  selected  three  different  routes.  We 
have  been  speaking  in  this  House  of  Commons  of 
economy.  The  halls  of  this  chamber  are  filled  with 
talk  about  economy,  and  I  contend  that  if  economy 
is  needed  the  Beauharnois  Canal  is  two  miles  shorter, 
coming  down  and  going  up,  than  the  canal  on  the 
north  shore.  If  the  Government  want  to  make  a 
canal  two  miles  longer  on  the  south  shore,  they 
can  do  so,  but  I  contend  that  the  Beauharnois  Canal 
can  be  enlarged  and  deepened  in  the  same  place  as 
it  is  to-day,  and  you  can  have  a  canal  two  miles 
shorter  than  the  pi^oposed  Soulanges  Canal.  Now, 
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about  that  question  of  bringing  in  the  vessels  to 
the  western  entrance.  There  is  not  a  boatman,  nor 
a  master  of  a  ship,  nor  a  pilot,  nor  a  member  on  the 
Government  side  of  the  House  who  can  say  that  it 
will  not  be  more  dangerous  to  bring  a  tow  of  barges 
to  the  entrance  of  the  north  shore  canal  than  to 
bring  to  the  entrance  of  the  Beauharnois  Canal. 
At  the  entrance  to  the.  Beauharnois  Canal 
there  is  no  current,  whereas  at  the  entrance 
to  the  proposed  Soulanges  Canal  there  is  a  great 
deal  of  current,  and  everybody  knows  that.  It 
was  only  the  other  day  that  I  saw  a  master  mariner, 
interested  in  navigation,  who  told  me  that  it  was 
impossible  to  bring  a  tow  of  barges  to  the  head  of 
the  Soulanges  Canal,  if  there  was  the  least  south¬ 
west  wind,  because  the  tow  would  be  blown  into 
the  rapids.  The  hon.  Minister  of  Railways  and 
Canal  says  he  has  the  report  of  Mr.  Monro  to  show 
that  it  is  untrue.  I  say  that  the  report  of  Mr. 
Monro  cannot  be  correct,  and  what  I  ask  is  that 
that  report  may  be  put  before  competent  engineers, 
men  who  know  what  they  are  talking  about,  and 
then  we  shall  ascertain  whether  Mr.  Monro  is 
correct  or  not.  Now,  in  regard  to  my  statement 
about  the  flooding  at  Coteau,  neither  the  hon. 
Minister  nor  the  hon.  member  for  Soulanges  (Mr. 
Bain)  have  answered  it.  What  I  said  yesterday, 
and  repeat  to-day,  is  that  the  water  at  Coteau 
Landing  is  at  the  height  of  the  railway.  There  are 
three  rivers  there,  and  if  they  are  forced  into 
narrow  channels,  the  water  will  rise  above  the 
railway  before  it  reaches  the  St.  Lawrence.  The 
only  answer  we  have  from  the  hon.  Minister  is 
that  Mr.  Monro  says  that  my  statement  is  not 
correct.  That  is  the  Government’s  only  ground 
for  proposing  to  expend  .$8,000,000  for  this  work. 
Who  is  Mr.  Monro  ?  He  may  be  a  very  good 
engineer  ;  but  I  submit  that  we  are  not  here  for 
the  pleasure  of  anybody.  We  are  here  to  do  our 
duty,  and  I  ask  that  before  we  accept  Mr.  Monro’s 
report,  we  should  place  it  before  other  engineers 
to  ascertain  whether  it  is  correct  or  not. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  It  is  accepted. 

Mr.  BERGERON.  Whether  it  is  accepted  or 
not,  it  is  better  to  turn  back  and  obtain  something 
more  serious  than  that  report  before  going  ahead 
blindly  into  such  an  enormous  expenditure.  I 
think  the  Government  should  do  that,  and  I  will 
tell  you  why.  There  has  been  talk  enough  in  the 
country  about  these  expenditures  being  made  to 
win  a  contest.  I  never  believed  that,  and  I  do  not 
believe  it  to-day  ;  but  people  will  believe  it  if  the 
Government,  instead  of  placing  the  matter  before 
competent  engineers,  go  ahead  on  the  basis  of  Mr. 
Monro’s  report  and  incur  an  expenditure  of  $8,000,- 
000.  In  regard  to  my  statement  about  the  ice  at 
the  Cascades,  the  same  answer  is  given.  The  hon. 
Minister  of  Railways  and  Canals,  for  whose  judg¬ 
ment  I  have  a  deep  respect,  says  it  cannot  be  true, 
because  Mr.  Monro  says  it  is  not  true  I  say  it  is 
true.  I  know  it ;  I  have  been  there.  I  am  not  an 
engineer,  and  I  have  read  to  the  House  a  statement 
of  about  fifteen  pilots,  honest  and  respectable  men, 
who  say  that  at  the  Cascades  the  ice  remains  jam¬ 
med  for  three  weeks  after  it  has  gone  from  the 
south  shore.  The  hon.  Minister  says  he  cannot 
understand  how  there  can  be  such  a  difference  of 
temperature  within  three  miles.  I  can  say  like 
him,  I  do  not  understand  it,  but  it  is  so.  If  the 
Minister  believes  the  report  of  Mr.  Monro  on  that 
Mr.  Bergeron. 


point,  I  do  not.  From  1873  down  to  1890,  where 
were  the  reports  of  Mr.  Monro  ?  He  has  found 
that  in  one  year  the  ice  went  from  the  north  shore 
as  soon  as  from  the  south  shore  ;  but  if  he  had 
taken  the  seventeen  years  from  1873  to  1890,  he 
would  have  found  that  that  was  not  so.  Mr. 
Monro  knew  very  well  that  it  was  not  so.  He 
made  his  report,  and  he  found  some  very  good 
Ministers  to  believe  it.  Now  my  hon.  friend  from 
Soulanges  says  that  the  entrance  to  the  Beauhar¬ 
nois  Canal  at  Valleyfield  will  cost  from  $850,000  to 
$1,000,000  ;  and  the  hon.  Minister  of  Railways  and 
Canals  says  the  same  thing.  Upon  what  do  they 
base  their  calculations  ?  Upon  Mr.  Monro’s  re¬ 
port — always  the  same  thing.  I  know  that  Mr. 
Monro  says  that ;  I  read  his  report  last  year  ;  but 
I  contend  that  that  report  is  not  correct.  This  is 
not  a  question  of  having  the  canal  in  my  county. 
The  people  of  my  county  do  not  care  for  the  canal 
for  themselves  ;  but  as  a  matter  of  public  policy, 
the  building  of  a  canal  on  the  north  shore  would  be  a 
useless  expenditure  of  money,  and  I  am  asking  simply 
that  the  report  upon  which  the  Governm ent  base  their 
calculations,  should  be  put  before  competent  engi¬ 
neers.  The  hon.  Minister  has  spoken  of  Mr.  Shanly. 
I  can  say  that  I  myself  spoke  to  Mr.  Shanly  on  this 
subject  when  he  sat  in  this  House,  and  also  in 
Montreal.  He  is  one  of  the  men  who  built  the 
Beauharnois  Canal,  and  he  has  always  said  to  me 
that  the  idea  of  building  the  canal  on  the  north 
shore  was  perfectly  absurd.  The  hon.  Minister 
says  that  he  has  Mr.  Shanly’s  report.  Let  us  see 
that  report,  and  we  shall  then  see  whether  Mr. 
Shanly’s  statement  in  writing  is  the  same  as  his 
verbal  statement  to  me.  So  far  as  Mr.  Page  is  con¬ 
cerned,  1  do  not  want  to  speak  of  those  who  are 
gone.  We  shall  have  the  old  gentleman  looking 
down  from  above  on  the  Soulanges  Canal  which  I 
hope  will  never  be  built.  Mr.  Trudeau,  we  know, 
favours  the  north  shore,  and  like  the  Government, 
he  bases  his  opinion  on  Mr.  Monro’s  report.  Now, 
Ido  not  want  to  detain  the  House  on  this  question, 
and  I  do  not  intend  to^peak  about  it  any  more.  I 
have  done  my  duty,  not  so  much  to  my  county, 
as  to  the  House  and  the  country.  I  do  not  want 
to  see  the  day  when  the  Government  will  come  to 
me  and  say  :  “  After  all  you  were  right  ;  if  we  had 
followed  your  advice  we  would  not  have  made  this 
mistake.” 

Mr.  LAURIER.  There  are  few  men  in  this 
House  I  am  sure,  who,  after  having  listened  to  the 
very  elaborate  discussion  which  we  have  had  yes¬ 
terday  and  to-day  on  this  question,  would  be  in  a 
position  to  say  whether  the  location  of  the  canal 
should  be  on  the  south  shore,  as  contended  by  my 
hon.  friend  from  Beauharnois,  or  on  the  north,  as 
contended  by  my  hon.  friend  from  Soulanges. 
There  seems  to  be  conflicting  testimony  on  both 
sides.  The  statements  presented  by  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  Beauharnois  are  weighty,  and  certainly 
deserve  attention.  I  do  not  understand  that  the 
lion,  gentleman  contends  that  the  proper  location 
of  the  canal  is  on  the  south  shore,  though  that 
seems  to  be  his  opinion.  But  he  makes  the  com¬ 
plaint,  and  the  very  serious  complaint,  that  the 
Government  propose  to  build  another  canal  upon 
insufficient  data.  That  is,  I  understand,  the  posi¬ 
tion  the  hon.  gentleman  takes. 

Mr.  BERGERON.  Hear,  hear  ;  that  is  it. 
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Mr.  LAURIER.  He  does  not  say  that  the  canal 
should  be  built  on  the  south  shore  or  on  the  north 
shore.  He  simply  says  that  the  Government  are 
proposing  an  expenditure  of  $8,000,000  based  on 
an  erroneous  report,  and  that  they  should  have 
more  information  than  they  have.  There  is  a  great 
deal- to  be  said  on  behalf  of  that  contention.  If 
my  lion,  friend  from  Beauharnois  /Mr.  Bergeron) 
has  spoken  accurately,  and  I  have  no  doubt  that 
he  has  with  the  great  attention  that  lie  has  given 
to  this  case,  the  Government  seemed  to  have  taken 
action  on  insufficient  information.  I  do  not  blame 
them  for  constructing  a  canal  on  the  north  shore, 
because  I  am  not  sufficiently  informed  on  the  sub¬ 
ject,  but  the  contention  of  my  lion,  friend  from 
Beauharnois  is  that  the  Government  have  arrived 
at  their  decision  on  insufficient  data.  It  appears 
to  me  that  it  is  rather  late  in  the  day  for  my  lion, 
friend  to  raise  that  point. 

Mr.  BERGEROX.  I  made  it  last  year. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  The  time  to  make  the  objection 
was  when  there  was  an  election  coming  on.  My 
lion,  friend  should  have  opposed  the  ministerial 
candidate  in  the  County  of  Soulanges  and  should 
have  said  that  the  Government  was  committing  the 
country  to  an  expenditure  of  $8,000,000  on  in¬ 
sufficient  data,  and  no  doubt  his  influence  would 
have  been  felt,  and  I  believe  the  Government  would 
have  been  forced  to  take  his  views  into  consideration 
and  perhaps  to  stay  their  hand.  But  it  is  rather 
late  in  the  day  now  for  him  to  raise  the  objection. 
He  says  he  hopes  the  canal  will  not  lie  built,  but 
the  contracts  are  already  given. 

Mr.  BERGEROX.  Xot  yet. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  About  the  time  of  the  election 
the  tenders  were  asked  for,  and  I  think  the  contracts 
have  been  let. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  Two  are  awarded. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  Two  of  them  are  awarded. 
The  other  is  kept  in  abeyance.  At  all  events,  it  is 
rather  late  in  the  day  for  my  lion,  friend  to  raise 
the  point  now,  and  I  hope  we  will  not  have  to 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  the  Government  have 
acted  wrongfully.  If  afterwards,  however,  it  turns 
out  that  the  statements  made  by  my  lion,  friend  as 
to  the  impracticability  of  this  canal  are  correct,  it 
will  be  evident  that  the  Government  have  taken  a 
very  serious  burden  on  their  shoulders  and  will  be 
entitled  to  severe  censure,  and  I  am  afraid  that  my 
lion,  friend  from  Beauharnois  will  not  be  entirely 
free  from  that  censure. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

PIERS,  &c. ,  IX  PRINCE  COUXTY,  P.E.I. 

Mr.  PERRY  moved  for  : 

Statement  showing  the  amount  of  money  expended  by 
the  Government  of  Canada  in  the  years  1890—91  on  piers, 
breakwaters,  &c.,  in  Prince  County,  P.  E.  I.;  the 
amount  expended  on  each  of  these  works,  the  work  let 
by  contract  and  to  whom  let ;  also  showing  the  total 
amount  voted  during  said  years  and  the  amount  not 
expended. 

He  said  :  I  desire  to  draw  the  attention  of  the 
Department  of  Public  Works,  and  the  House  in 
general,  to  the  fact  that  the  Department  of  Public 
Works  do  not  expend  the  money  on  the  public 
works  in  Prince  Edward  Island  which  is  voted  by 
this  Legislature.  I  find  that,  in  1890,  $12,000  was 
voted  for  repairs,  piers  and  breakwaters  in  Prince 
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;  Edward  Island,  and  out  of  that  only  $7,000  was 
expended.  What  has  become  of  the  other  $5,000  ? 
Xo  doubt  the  province  has  been  charged,  and  lion, 
members  opposite  frequently  charge  that  Prince 
Edward  Island  receives  large  amounts  of  money. 
Xo  doubt  those  amounts  look  large,  but  I  think 
they  are  small,  and  then  we  find  that  only  about 
one-half  of  the  amounts  voted  from  year  to  year 
are  expended.  Was  there  no  breakwater  or  pier 
or  Wharf  in  Prince  Edward  Island  that  required 
repairs  to  involve  the  expenditure  of  this  $5,000  ? 
Why,  at  Tignish,  it  would  require $20,000  to  make 
that  harbour  anything  like  a  decent  harbour,  and 
that  is  a  harbour  of  refuge  for  the  fishing  vessels  of 
Gloucester,  Xew  Brunswick,  and  others.  There 
are  a  large  number  of  vessels  that  come  into  that 
harbour  from  Tracadie,  from  Pokemouche,froinShip- 
pegan,  from  Caraquet,  and  from  other  places.  On 
the  eve  of  a  storm  these  fishermen  come  to  thatport, 
and  the  entrance  is  then  blocked  so  that  our  small 
local  boats  have  to  move  up  in  order  to  make  room 
for  these  vessels.  We  know  that  the  catches  of 
mackerel  are  generally  made  in  the  morning,  but 
when  our  small  mackerel  boats  want  to  get  out, 
under  these  circumstances  they  cannot  get  out 
until  3  or  4  o’clock  in  the  afternoon.  The  Govern¬ 
ment  ought  to  see  to  this.  There  is  room  enough 
there  to  spend  that  $5,000.  There  should  be  a 
breastwork  built  there  across  the  marsh  and  dredged 
in  order  to  allow  these  boats  to  pass  up  towards  the 
bridge  and  so  to  allow  the  smaller  boats  to  get  out. 
Then,  in  Oascutnpec  harbour  the  Government  have 
neither  a  wharf,  nor  a  pier,  nor  a  breakwater. 
There  is  only  a  railway  wharf  there,  except  some 
wharves  that  are  kept  up  by  private  enterprise  or 
by  the  Local  Government.  Then,  when  we  go  to 
Malpeque,  there  was  room  there  to  spend  $5,000, 
and  there  is  room  to  spend  $30,000  in  Summerside, 
the  capital  of  Prince  County,  the  county  which  I 
have  the  honour  to  represent.  When  the  Govern¬ 
ment  was  Risked  to  spend  some  money  there,  the 
reply  was  that  they  had  no  money  to  spend.  The 
people  of  Summerside  and  the  people  of  Prince 
County  do  not  support  the  present  Government, 
and  therefore  they  have  no  money  to  spend  there. 
Summerside  is  the  place  where  Her  Majesty’s 
mails  are  landed  during  the  whole  time  of 
navigation,  and  yet  the  Government  steamers  have 
no  wharf  there,  but  have  to  go  to  private  wharves 
or  to  those  built  by  the  Local  Government.  On  the 
other  hand,  at  Point  du  Chenein  Xew  Brunswick, 
on  the  other  side  of  the  straits,  there  are  Dominion 
Government  wharves  that  have  cost  $100,000,  while 
in  Summerside  not  a  single  dollar  has  been  spent 
to  accommodate  the  whole  of  the  shipping  of  Prince 
County.  The  harbour  of '  Summerside,  if  not  the 
first,  is,  perhaps,  the  second  harbour  in  the  Province 
of  Prince  Edward  Island,  and  the  people  who  are 
large  contributors  to  the  revenue  of  the  country 
have  a  right  to  a  fair  share  of  the  public  money  to 
be  expended  there,  in  order  to  facilitate  their  great 
traffic.  But,  Sir,  they  are  tired  of  asking.  It  seems 
the  Department  of  Public  Works  could  not  see 
their  way  clear  where  to  expend  this  $5,000.  I 
contend  that  the  people  of  Summerside  have  a  good 
right  to  ask  for  a  breakwater.  If  a  breakwater  were 
built  at  the  entrance  to  Summerside  on  the  north 
side  of  the  lighthouse,  I  claim  that  navigation 
could  be  kept  open  three  weeks  later  in  the  fall 
and  open  three  weeks  earlier  in  the  spring, 
because  the  passage  would  create  more  current, 
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and  I  think  the  ice  would  not  take  so  early  in 
the  fall  as  it  does  at  present,  and  it  would  clear 
out  much  earlier  in  the  spring.  I  do  not  suppose 
the  Government  is  going  to  vote  us  any  money.  I 
have  looked  up  the  Estimates  laid  on  the  Table,  and 
I  fail  to  see  that  one  dollar  is  to  be  appropriated  to 
improve  the  navigation  in  the  harbour  of  Summer- 
side  now,  nor  do  I  expect  that  the  Government 
will  do  anything  for  that  county,  unless,  perhaps, 
in  a  moment  of  carelessness,  *when  they  do  not 
think  of  what  they  are  doing.  Now  we  come  to 
West  Point.  West  Point  had  a  wharf  built  there 
some  years  ago,  when  something  like  five  or  six 
thousand  dollars  wTas  expended  to  build  it.  My 
colleague  here  at  my  right  (Mr.  Yeo)  knows  some¬ 
thing  about  that,  because  he  was  in  the  Local  Parlia¬ 
ment  and  used  his  influence  to  get  it  built.  This 
was  a  great  benefit  to  the  people  of  West  Point. 
They  live  far  from  railway  accommodation,  and  they 
made  use  ol  this  wharf  to  ship  their  produce  to 
Pointe  du  Chene,  and  thence  to  its  destination  to 
some  port  in  Canada  or  the  United  States.  Now, 
the  Government  took  possession  of  the  wharf  some 
years  ago ;  they  took  possession  of  the  shore, 
and  what  is  the  result  ?  The  result  is  that  they 
never  expended  one  dollar  on  the  wharf,  the 
whole  work  was  destroyed,  and  has  been  carried 
away.  When  I  asked  here  a  few  years  ago,  from 
my  place  in  the  House,  of  the  Minister  of  Public 
Works,  what  he  intended  to  do,  he  said  it  was  not 
the  intention  of  the  Government  to  rebuild. 
Why,  Sir,  the  best  farmers  of  West  Point 
asked  me  some  time  ago  if  I  thought  it  was 
proper  for  them  to  turn  to  and  open  a  sub¬ 
scription  to  get  money,  to  ask  the  people  to 
put  their  hands  into  their  pockets  and  raise  money 
to  build  the  wTharf.  I  told  them  :  Gentlemen,  I 
think  you  are  mistaken  ;  I  think  the  first  thing  to 
do  is  to  apply  to  the  Government  of  Canada,  to 
the  Minister  of  Marine  and  Fisheries,  to  get  a 
license  from  him  in  order  to  enable  you  to  build 
your  wharf.  But  the  people  could  not  do  it, 
because  I  understand  the  Government  have  not  only 
taken  the  wharf  but  they  have  taken  the  ground, 
and  if  the  people  undertook  to  build  a  wharf  there 
without  the  knowledge  of  the  Government  they 
would  be  trespassers.  That  is  the  way  it  stands  to¬ 
day.  I  do  not  see  a  single  dollar  in  the  Estimates 
to  enable  the  Minister  of  Public  Works  to  repair 
that  wharf  or  to  build  a  new  one.  A  few  years  ago, 
in  answer  to  my  question,  he  said  that  his  engineer 
had  made  a  survey  and  a  report,  and  that  the  re¬ 
port  recommended  that  the  wharf  should  be  built 
on  the  south  side,  at  a  cost  of  $10,000.  Well,  I  sup¬ 
pose  the  Government  got  frightened  at  the  pros¬ 
pect  of  expending  $10,000.  But  they  are  not 
afraid  to  ask  this  country  to  vote  money  to  com¬ 
mence  a  work  that  my  hon.  friend  from  Beauhar- 
nois  (Mr.  Bergeron)  says  will  likely  cost  $8,000,000, 
and  he  has  told  us  that  this  work  will  be  quite  use¬ 
less.  But  I  can  tell  him  that  my  constituents  in 
West  Point  stand  in  this  position  :  that  every  dol¬ 
lar  expended  there  will  not  be  useless,  because 
it  is  badly  needed.  But  I  suppose  it  is  there 
as  in  other  parts  of  Prince  County,  because  the 
people  do  not  support  the  Government  they  must 
lie  punished  in  this  way.  Well,  if  the  Government 
expect  that  the  electors  of  Prince  County  are  going 
to  vote  for  them  after  such  usage,  they  are  very 
much  mistaken.  The  more  of  such  usage,  the  less 
chance  the  Government  will  have.  Now  I  will 
Mr.  Perry. 


leave  that  place  and  come  to  Miminegash  breakwater. 
I  am  very  glad  to  find  that  I  have  friends  in  this 
House,  as  well  as  in  the  Senate,  supporters  of  the 
Government,  who  have  busied  themselves  in  regard 
to  this  matter  ;  they  have  waited  upon  the  Minister 
and  asked  him  to  place  a  sum  in  the  Estimates 
sufficient  to  build  a  breakwater  at  Miminegash.*  I 
do  hope  and  trust  that  those  gentlemen,  who  are 
Conservative  members,  will  succeed.  We  know  well 
who  they  are.  They  are  not  the  members  from 
Queen’s  County,  because  the  members  from  that 
county  are  sound  Liberals.  They  must  be  the  two 
members  from  King’s  County,  and  those  two 
gentlemen  never  saw  the  breakwater.  They  know* 
so  little  about  it  that  they  asked  for  a  new 
breakwater  at  Miminegash.  The  breakwater 
there  was  built  in  1878,  in  the  last  year  of  the 
Mackenzie  Administration,  to  whom  the  fisher¬ 
men  of  that  place  owe  this  great  boon.  Now, 
these  two  gentlemen  had  better  attend  to  the 
wants  of  their  own  constituents  ;  they  have  no 
business  to  trespass  on  my  county.  I  would  like 
to  see  them  there  as  visiting  strangers,  but  they 
have  no  right  to  come  and  try  to  take  the  ground 
from  under  my  feet  in  the  county  I  represent. 
They  are  trespassing  on  my  privileges,  and  I  hope 
and  trust  they  will  attend  to  all  the  breakwaters 
and  piers  in  their  own  county  which  require  to  be 
looked  after,  and  when  they  have  got  all  they  can 
get  from  the  Government  they  will  not  have  one 
cent  too  much.  With  respect  to  this  breakwater 
at  Miminegash,  two  years  ago  the  House  of  Com¬ 
mons  voted  $3,500  to  repair  it.  Well,  Sir,  there 
was  a  contract  entered  into.  No  tenders  were 
asked  for  until  late  in  December,  in  1890,  on  the 
eve  of  the  general  election.  At  that  time  the  Min¬ 
ister  asked  for  tenders  to  do  certain  works,  and  a 
certain  gentleman,  I  believe  of  the  name  of  Mac¬ 
donald,  and  a  very  good  Tory,  happened  to  be  the 
successful  tenderer  and  agreed  to  do  the  work  for 
$2,500,  within  seven  months,  as  the  Minister  of 
Public  Works  told  us  last  year.  Well.  Sir,  he 
deposited  his  money,  and  he  asked  for  an  exten¬ 
sion  of  time,  but  the  Government  did  not  grant  it. 
The  elections  were  then  over,  and  there  was  no 
longer  any  need  of  holding  out  the  bait  to  the 
electors.  The  Government  candidates  had  been 
defeated,  and  nothing  in  the  wide  world  could  be 
done  to  redeem  the  two  Tory  candidates.  There¬ 
fore  the  work  must  be  stopped.  It  reminds 
one  strongly  of  the  Stairs  &  O'Hanly  transaction 
on  the  Esquimalt  docks.  After  he  had  signed 
his  tender,  he  was  told  he  was  too  low. 
He  had  been  told  that  he  had  better  give  up  the 
contract.  The  deposit  he  had  made  with  the  de¬ 
partment  was  returned,  and  he  was  told  that  his 
contract  price  wlis  too  low,  that  he  would  lose 
money,  and  he  was  advised  to  give  it  up.  In 
accordance  with  the  recommendation,  he  did  so. 
He  wanted  an  extension  of  time.  Why  could  not 
the  Government  have  granted  it  ?  The  time  has 
been  extended,  and  the  wharf  is  not  yet  built. 
Money  has  been  uselessly  expended,  and  the  result 
is  that  the  people  of  the  locality  suffer  from  want 
of  accommodation,  and  during  the  spring  most  of 
the  work  constructed  might  be  carried  away  by  ice. 
Have  the  Government  gained  anything  ?  No. 
What  has  become  of  the  $3,500  ?  I  asked  last 
year  how  much  of  the  $3,500  had  been  expended  ? 
I  was  told  that  $550  had  been  spent  on  the  break¬ 
water,  and  $65  had  been  given  to  the  inspector. 
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What  has  been  done  with  the  balance?  In  answer 
to  my  enquiries  the  excuse  was  made  that  the 
Government  had  not  sufficient  money  to  enter  into 
a  contract.  No  new  contract,  at  all  events,  has 
been  entered  into.  I  believe  it  is  not  the  intention 
*  of  the  department  to  ask  for  tenders.  If  it  was 
their  intention,  it  should  have  been  done  long  ago. 
Why  could  not  advertisements  for  tenders  have 
been  inserted  at  the  close  of  the  last  session  ?  It 
appears  that  the  Minister  of  Public  Works  had 
not  time  to  attend  to  it.  The  Government  have 
not  time  to  do  what  the  country  expects  of  them  ; 
but  when  an  election  is  going  on  in  Nova  Scotia  or 
New  Brunswick,  Quebec  or  Ontario,  we  find  these 
gentlemen,  like  flying  birds,  flock  there  by  the 
dozen  and  score.  They  attend  meetings  and  try  to 
persuade  the  people  by  false  promises,  promises 
which  they  never  intend  to  carry  out,  that  they 
should  give  the  Government  their  support  ;  they 
humbug  the  people  and  induce  them  to  vote  for 
Government  candidates.  That  is  one  of  the  chief 
reasons  why  such  a  sweep  has  been  made  at  the 
bye-elections.  When  we  ask  them  to  attend  to 
their  business,  to  give  us  a  quid  pro  quo ,  to  recoup 
us  for  the  $7,000  a  year  we  pay  them  they 
are  not  to  be  found,  they  sit  like  dummies,  they 
cannot  move,  they  act  like  men  who  do  not  mean 
to  do  what  is  right.  I  am  not  going  to  speak  of 
Queen’s  County,  for  the  representatives  are  well  able 
to  speak  for  their  county,  but  I  merely  speak  for  the 
county  I  represent.  The  Government  is  not  giving 
a  reasonable  share  of  the  public  money  in  order  to 
maintain  the  public  works  of  my  county.  Is  it 
proper  to  vote  money  each  year  and  leave  it  un¬ 
expended?  If  the  system  of  taxing  each  province 
according  to  its  public  works  were  adopted,  it 
could  be  demonstrated  in  five  minutes  that 
Prince  Ed  war'd  Island  fails  to  get  its  proper 

and  lawful  share.  But  the  island  is  part  of  the 

Dominion,  and  whatever  improvements  are 
carried  out  there  are  not  for  the  benefit  of 

the  island  alone,  but  for  the  advantage  of 

the  people  of  Ontario  also,  for  the  benefit  of  the 
travelling  agents  who  come  down  to  the  island  try¬ 
ing  to  introduce  articles  and  sell  them  to  the 
islanders.  The  improvements  are,  in  fact,  as  much 
for  the  benefit  of  people  outside  of  the  island  as  for 
the  benefit  of  the  people  of  the  island  themselves. 
I  desire  to  ask  the  Government  if  they  intend  to 
carry  out  this  policy  which  they  have  inaugurated  ; 
if  they  intend  to  do  justice  to  the  island  ;  if  tlrey 
intend  to  follow  out  the  principle  of  voting  money 
year  after  year  and  not  expending  more  than  half, 
and  then  allow  the  matter  to  drift  along  during 
two  or  three  years  ?  I  want  to  be  assured  by  the 
Government  that  this  money  isgoingto  be  expended. 
When  you  read  the  Estimates,  you  are  apt  to  come 
to  the  conclusion  that  the  island  is  getting  its  fair 
share  of  the  public  money,  but  when  you  come  to 
the  expenditure  you  find  that  the  money  voted  lias 
not  been  expended.  I  might  mention  a  good  many 
other  works  in  my  county  of  minor  importance,  but 
it  would  be  tedious  for  me  to  continue  further.  I 
hope  the  Government  will  learn  a  lesson  from  what 
I  have  said.  My  remarks  may  seem  a  little  bitter, 
but- they  are  made  in  the  interests  of  my  county, 
and  I  will  receive  credit  for  what  I  have  said  from 
the  people  of  Prince  Edward  Island. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.  E.  I.)  I  take  advantage  of  the 
present  opportunity  to  call  the  attention  of  the 


Minister  of  Public  Works  to  one  or  two  public 
works  in  my  county  which  I  brought  to  the  at¬ 
tention  of  his  predecessor,  last  year  and  the  year 
before.  Although  I  had  not  the  express  promise 
that  they  would  be  attended  to,  yet  the  language 
used  gave  me  to  understand  that  the  Government 
would  expend  sufficient  money  to  place  them  in 
proper  order.  On  the  north  side  of  Queen’s  County, 
right  in  the  centre  of  the  best  fishing  ground,  are 
situated  the  two  harbours  of  Rustieo  and  New 
London.  So  far  as  Rustieo  is  concerned,  a  break¬ 
water  was  built  eight  or  ten  years  ago  which  has 
been  of  very  great  advantage  to  the  place,  and  it 
has  been  kept  in  very  fair  repair.  With  respect 
to  New;  London,  there  were  some  new  works  re¬ 
quired  and  reported  upon.  The  lion,  gentleman 
will  find  in  his  department  a  very  excellent  report 
from  Mr.  Brown,  who  was  sent  to  the  island  some 
years  ago,  in  which  he  recommended  certain  works 
as  being  essential  in  order  to  make  the  harbour  what 
it  should  be,  a  proper  harbour  of  refuge  to  the 
fishermen,  and  capable  of  allowing  small  schooners 
to  enter  and  take  away  produce.  I  understood 
from  the  late  Minister  that  the  latter  was  under 
his  consideration,  in  fact,  he  said  so  more  than 
once,  and  the  Government  did  build  a  small  break¬ 
water  on  one  side  of  the  harbour,  but  there 
still  remains  to  be  carried  out  the  works 
which  Mr.  Brown  reported  as  essential  in  order  to 
make  the  present  expenditure  beneficial.  I  will 
press  on  the  hon.  Minister  the  importance  of  examin¬ 
ing  that  report,  and  if  he  can  succeed  in  obtaining 
money  from  his  colleagues,  the  suggestion  made  by 
engineer  Brown  should  be  carried  out.  On  the 
south  side  of  the  island  there  is  Pinette  harbour, 
which  my  hon.  colleague  many  times  has  brought 
to  the  attention  of  the  House,  and  I  dare  say  he 
will  take  occasion  to  speak  of  it  when  he  is  in  his 
seat.  I  will  not  refer  to  it  further,  except  to  say 
that  there  is  a  capital  report  on  that  harbour  in  the 
department.  I  want  to  call  the  hon.  Minister’s  at¬ 
tention  to  Wood  Island  breakwater.  It  was  com¬ 
menced  some  years  ago  by  the  Local  Government, 
but  the  Dominion  Government  assumed  control  of 
it  and  expended  some  money  upon  the  breakwater, 
and  they  have  gone  on  year  after  year  expending 
money  upon  that  breakwater,  on  a  system  that  I 
have  protested  against  time  and  again  ;  that  is, 
voting  from  $1,000  to  $2,000  and  having  it  ex¬ 
pended  by  day  work.  The  hon.  Minister  might  as 
well  take  the  money  and  throw  it  into  the  sea  as 
to  expend  it  that  way.  The  breakwater  has  been 
for  years  unfinished.  A  dredge  was  sent  some  years 
ago  and  did  effectual  work  as  far  as  it  went.  It 
enabled  a  schooner  to  come  alongside  the  break¬ 
water  so  as  to  enable  the  people  to  ship  their  pro¬ 
ducts.  I  went  there  about  eighteen  months 
ago  and  owing  to  a  fearful  storm  the  break¬ 
water  was  in  a  very  dilapidated  condition. 
The  ballasting  has  been  washed  out,  and  it 
was  impossible  for  a  man  to  drive  a  horse  and 
cart  down  the  breakwater  at  all.  The  breakwater 
was  in  such  a  condition  that  the  expenditure  of 
$1,000  by  day’s  work  was  absolutely  no  good  at 
all.  The  money  might  as  well  be  in  the  public  ex¬ 
chequer,  and  better,  because  there  were  no  bene¬ 
ficial  results  derived  from  it.  As  I  said,  the  break¬ 
water  is  opposite  Pictou  and  Pugwash,  in  a  thickly- 
settled  portion  of  the  country,  as  the  people,  if  they 
had  anything  of  a  harbour  there — as  it  was  the  in¬ 
tention  of  the  Government  to  build  such  a  harbour 
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— would  be  enabled  to  trade  with  the  people  on  the 
north  coast  of  Nova  Scotia,  and  quite  a  large  trade 
could  be  carried  on.  There  is  no  railway  within 
30  or  40  miles.  They  have  no  natural  harbour 
there  from  which  to  ship  their  produce,  and  I  do 
not  know  any  class  of  people  who  raise  such  fair 
crops  as  they  do,  and  who  are  so  deprived  of  the 
advantages  that  might  result  from  the  sale  of  the 
crops  if  they  had  facilities  for  shipment.  The 
Minister  of  Public  Works  has  reports  in  his  depart¬ 
ment  upon  this  matter.  The  Government  some 
years  ago  built  a  breakwater  there,  which  had  the 
effect  desired  at  the  time,  but  it  is  now  in  a  terribly 
dilapidated  condition,  and  I  myself  have  seen  that 
the  men  who  brought  their  produce  in  a  schooner  had 
to  carry  it  on  their  backs  until  they  landed  it  in  the 
carts.  I  feel  for  the  people  in  that  localitj^.  I  laid  the 
matter  as  fairly  as  I  could  before  the  former  Minis¬ 
ter  of  Public  Works,  but  nothing  was  done.  I 
know  that  claims  are  made  by  a  large  number  of 
people  in  the  Dominion,  and  that  each  thinks  his 
claim  is  the  strongest,  but  I  hope  that  in  this  case 
the  present  Minister  of  Public  Works  will  do  some¬ 
thing  to  remove  the  difficulties  under  which  the 
people  there  labour.  I  was  prepared  to  wait — being 
in  Opposition — until  my  turn  came,  in  order  to  do 
something  for  this  breakwater.  I  have  been  wait¬ 
ing  a  good  many  years,  and  I  trust  now  that  the 
present  Minister  of  Public  Works  will  take  the  mat¬ 
ter  into  his  consideration.  I  am  quite  sure  that  if  I 
could  once  get  him  down  there  and  show  him  the 
condition  of  things,  and  how  the  farmers  are  de¬ 
prived  of  the  means  of  exporting  their  produce,  that 
he  would  be  anxious  at  once  to  take  my  case  into 
consideration  and  do  something  in  favour  of  it.  I 
am  sure  the  Minister  will  read  the  reports  in  his 
department,  and  I  know  that,  if  he  does,  his  sense 
of  fair-play  will  induce  him  at  once  to  put  that 
breakwater  in  proper  repair.  I  do  not  wish  that 
the  hon.  gentleman  should  pursue  the  former  policy 
of  the  department  in  this  respect.  I  hold  that 
$1,000  spent  now  and  again  on  this  work  is  no 
good,  but  if  the  hon.  gentleman  should  see  his  way 
clear  to  vote  the  amount  which  his  engineer  has 
reported  as  sufficient  to  put  the  break  water  in  proper 
condition,  he  will  be  conferring  a  great  benefit  on 
a  very  large  section  of  our  people. 

Mr.  OUIMET.  I  must,  first  say  that  I  am 
thankful  for  the  earnest  lesson  that  has  been  given 
to  me  by  the  hon.  member  for  Prince  (Mr.  Perry). 
I  say  that  it  was  a  very  earnest  lesson,  because  the 
hon.  gentleman  spoke  in  such  a  tone  as  to  deeply 
impress  me  with  the  very  great  importance  of  the 
grievances  which  he  is  continually  bringing  up  year 
after  year  in  this  House.  I  may  say,  Mr.  Speaker, 
that  when  the  papers  are  brought  down,  I  am  sure 
the  House  will  see  that  Prince  Edward  Island  has 
been  pretty  fairly  dealt  with  by  this  Government 
since  it  came  into  power  in  1878.  Curiously  enough, 
I  happened  to  open  a  book  containing  the  Estimates 
of  1875-76,  and, looking  at  what  was  voted,  I  see  that 
in  1875-76  only  $4, 125  was  voted  for  Prince  Edward 
Island  by  his  friends  the  Liberal  party  of  which  he 
was  a  great  admirer  at  the  time  ;  while  the  Esti 
mates  of  the  present  year  contain  an  item  of  $14, 000 
for  Prince  Edward  Island. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P. E.I. )  Will  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  permit  me  for  a  moment  to  correct  him.  At 
the  time  the  Minister  of  Public  Works  speaks  of, 
Mr.  Davies  (P.E.I.) 


j  the  piers  and  wharves  of  Prince  Edward  Island 
were  repaired  at  the  expense  of  the  Local  Govern¬ 
ment  ;  so  that  there  was  no  reason  for  that  vote  at 
all,  but  the  Mackenzie  Government  spent  $70,000 
that  year  in  constructing  the  breakwater  at  Souris. 

Mr.  OUIMET.  That  was  for  special  works,  and 
if  I  should  open  the  accounts  of  the  department 
since,  we  would  see  that  under  the  present  Govern¬ 
ment  very  extensive  w'orks  have  been  constructed  in 
Prince  Edward  Island.  Iamquite  sure  thatwhen  the 
Supplementary  Estimates  come  down  we  will  see 
that  Prince  Edward  Island  is  not  more  forgotten 
than  any  other  part  of  the  Dominion. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  OUIMET.  I  may  add  to  what  1  have  been 
saying  that  as  to  the  works  at  Miminegash  the  in¬ 
formation  that  I  have  had  from  the  department, 
and  from  the  papers  I  examined,  does  not  quite 
coincide  with  what  has  been  said  by  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  from  Prince  (Mr.  Perry).  He  says  that  the 
contract  was  not  given  because  the  people  of  that 
county  returned  him,  and  that  the  contractor 
was  persuaded  to  withdraw  his  tender  on  account 
of  it  being  too  low.  The  information  I  have  had 
from  the  department  is  that  the  contractor  himself 
refused  to  sign  the  contract  when  he  was  asked  to 
do  so,  for  the  reason  that  the  signing  of  the  contract 
had  been  delayed  for  some  months  after  the  elections 
of  1891.  This  will  show'  that  the  department  is  not 
open  to  the  accusation  of  giving  contracts  only  for 
political  purposes  and  to  serve  their  friends  during 
election  times.  If  the  Government  had  wished  to 
influence  that  special  county,  the  contract  would 
have  been  given  at  once  and  the  work  pro¬ 
ceeded  with.  But  I  suppose  the  compliment 
may  be  paid  to  the  people  of  Prince  Edward 

Island  that  they  cannot  be  convinced  that 
the  Government  are  as  corrupt  as  the  hon. 
gentleman  would  wish  them  to  believe,  be¬ 
cause  they  have  not  yet  realized  from  past  expe¬ 
rience  that  if  they  elected  membersfavourable  to  the 
Government  they  would  receive  greater  favoursthan 
they  have  received  while  represented  by  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite.  I  can  assure  my  hon.  friend 
from  Prince  Edward  Island  that  so  far  as  I  am  con¬ 
cerned  that  province  will  be  treated  just  as  well 
as  all  the  other  provinces.  As  to  the  representa¬ 
tions  which  have  been  made  by  my  hon.  friend  from 
Queen’s,  I  may  tell  him  that  the  case  of  the  Wood 
Island  breakwater  is  just  now  under  my  considera¬ 
tion,  in  consequence  of  representations  that  have 
been  made  to  me  in  my  office  by  his  hon.  colleague, 
and  we  will  try  to  do  what  is  fair  towards  that 
work  and  towards  the  people  of  that  part  of  the 
island.  He  has  stated  correctly  enough  that  those 
people  are  entitled  to  due  consideration  from  the 
Government,  because  they  are  far  away  from 
any  railway  communication.  I  agree  with  the 
hon.  gentleman  when  he  says  that  it  is  not  the 
policy  of  the  Government  to  spend  money  piecemeal, 
or  in  small  sums,  on  public  works,  and  perhaps  on 
some  future  occasion  I  may  bring  forward  a  plan 
indicating  my  view,  that  public  moneys  should  be 
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expended  on  permanent  works  which  would  be 
echelonnds  on  the  coast  so  as  to  serve  as  harbours  of 
refuge  for  the  fishermen.  In  that  way,  I  think  the 
people  will  be  much  better  served,  this  policy  will 
have  to  be  accepted  by  the  lion,  members  represent- 
ting  the  Maritime  Provinces,  and  they  will  have  to 
cease  pressing  for  small  expenditures  of  $200  or  $500 
or  $1,000  ou  purely  local  works.  The  papers  will 
lie  brought  down,  and  they  will  show  that  the 
money  has  been  expended  bond  fide,  and  that  no 
injustice  has  ever  been  done  to  Prince  Edward 
Island  by  this  Government. 

Mr.  PERRY.  In  answer  to  the  lion.  Minister 
of  Public  Works,  I  wish  to  say  that  last  year  when 
I  asked  whether  tenders  had  been  called  for  new 
works  at  Miminegash  breakwater,  the  Minister  of 
Public  Works  answered  : 

“  Tenders  were  asked  for  by  public  advertisement  dated 
the  10th  of  December,  1890,  for  extending  and  strength¬ 
ening  the  south  pier.  The  contract  has  been  awarded 
to  Alexander  Macdonald  for  $2,000,  and  it  is  to  be 
completed  within  seven  months  from  the  date  of  the 
contract.” 

That,  I  am  sure,  was  ample  time  for  the  completion 
of  the  contract  ;  but  when  the  House  was  in 
Supply  the  Minister  of  Finance  informed  me  that 
Mr.  Macdonald  had  given  up  the  contract  because 
the  time  was  too  short.  I  say  that  when  he  refused 
to  sign  that  contract,  and  humbugged  the  fisher¬ 
men,  the  Government  were  wrong  in  giving  him 
back  his  deposit.  They  should  have  retained  that 
as  damages  for  non-fulfilment  of  the  contract.  At 
the  time  the  Government  of  Mr.  Mackenzie  was  in 
power,  the  Government  of  Canada  had  not  charge 
of  27  wharves  and  piers  in  Prince  Edward  Island 
as  they  have  now.  Those  works  were  very  well 
provided  for  by  the  Provincial  Government,  who 
used  to  spend  $17,000  a  year  in  keeping  them  in 
repair,  whereas  this  Government  is  spending  only 
$6,000  a  year.  The  lion,  gentleman  tells  us  that 
we  should  get  no  more  money  now  than  we  did 
then.  It  is  to  be  supposed  that  we  are  standing 
still,  that  we  are  not  progressing  ;  yet  we  find  these 
lion,  gentlemen  telling  us  every  day  how  prosperous 
we  are.  I  contend  that  the  people  of  Prince 
Edward  Island  are  taxed  $2  per  head  per  year 
more  than  we  were  under  the  Mackenzie  Adminis¬ 
tration,  and  therefore  we  have  a  right  to  expect  an 
equivalent  for  that  increased  taxation  at  the  hands 
of  the  present  Government. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

THE  PUBLIC  LANDS. 

Mr.  EDGAR  moved  for  : 

.  Return,  in  tabular  form,  of  all  persons,  companies 
and  corporations  to  whom  have  respectively  been  sold, 
granted  or  leased,  in  Manitoba  and  the  North-West  Terri¬ 
tories  of  Canada,  more  land  than  one  section  or  640  acres. 
The  return  to  give  the  following  information  : — 

(a)  The  1st  column  to  contain  the  name  of  the  province 


ib) 

2nd 

ii  ii 

or  provisional  district ; 
the  name  of  the  person. 

(c) 

3rd 

t (  it 

company  or  corpora¬ 
tion  ; 

the  number  of  acres  ; 

W) 

4th 

ii  it 

aggregate  price,  if  sold  ; 

(e) 

5th 

it  ii 

rent  per  year, 

(/) 

6th 

ii  ii 

if  leased  ; 

amount  paid  to  date  ; 

(.a) 

7th 

it  ii 

due  and  unpaid  to  date  ; 

Vi) 

8th 

ii  ii 

nature  of  tenure,  and  if 

leased,  the  number  of  years  yet  unexpired,  the  total  num- 

ber  of  acres  sold,  leased  and  licensed,  the  total  of  columns 
4,  5,  6  and  7  respectively. 

The  return  to  be  accompanied  by  a  map,  on  a  scale  of 
not  less  than  —  miles  to  an  inch,  showing  all  the  surveyed 
and  subdivided  portions  with  the  lands  granted  and  sold 
for  settlement,  coloured  light  brown ;  the  leased  lands, 
green  ;  the  licensed  lands,  umber  ;  the  lands  granted  and 
sold  to  companies  and  corporations,  purple;  and  the 
lands  still  remaining  to  the  Crown,  lake  red  ;  with  the 
number  of  acres  of  each  class  figured  on  the  map.  Such 
map  shall  also  indicate  the  railway  reserves,  the  re¬ 
serves  for  Indians  and  forest  parks,  and  shall  show  all 
lines  of  railway  built  or  under  construction. 

He  said  :  The  return  for  which  I  am, moving  will, 
I  think,  afford  a  great  deal  of  very  valuable  infor¬ 
mation.  We  all  know  in  a  general  way  that  large 
tracts  of  the  public  domain  in  the  North-West 
have  been  granted  or  leased  to  various  corpora¬ 
tions,  to  land  companies,  railway  companies,  lum¬ 
ber  companies,  ranch  companies,  &c.  ;  and  also 
that  considerable  tracts  have  been  leased  or 
granted  to  private  individuals.  The  first  part  of 
the  return  asks  for  a  statement  of  all  cases  in  which 
more  than  one  section  of  640  acres  has  been  granted 
or  leased  to  any  individual  or  corporation.  The 
second  part  asks  for  a  map  to  accompany  this 
return,  which,  if  it  can  be  prepared  without  too 
great  cost  or  difficulty,  will,  I  think,  be  of  the  very 
greatest  value,  because  it  will  enable  anyone  to  see 
at  a  glance  what  lands  in  the  North-West  have 
been  granted,  what  reserved,  what  leased,  and 
what  are  still  open  to  settlement.  I  have  left  a  blank 
in  the  proposed  return,  which  I  w  ould  like  to  fill  in 
to  suit  the  views  of  the  lion.  Minister  of  the  Inter¬ 
ior,  as  to  the  scale  on  which  the  map  should  be  made. 
If  it  were  made  on  a  scale  of  six  miles  to  the  inch, 
that  would  give  one  inch  to  each  square  township. 
However,  perhaps  the  Minister  will  see  what  scale 
w'ould  be  most  convenient.  I  should  think  it 
W'ould  be  convenient,  if  they  had  maps  in  the 
department  showing  the  different  classes  of  lands 
this  map  would  include,  and  if  they  were  all  put 
in  one  and  coloured  differently,  that  would  be  a 
great  convenience  to  the  members  of  this  House. 
In  reference  to  the  wording  of  the  resolution,  I 
have  use  the  words  “licensed  lands”  as  distin¬ 
guished  from  “  leased  lands,”  but  perhaps  the 
term  “  leased  lands  ”  would  be  sufficient,  and  I 
would  suggest  the  colouring  of  the  map  in  regard 
to  the  other  lands,  though,  of  course,  the  lands 
which  remain  in  possession  of  the  Crown  need  not 
be  coloured  because  all  the  others  would  be  col¬ 
oured. 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  The  return  asked  for  by  the 
lion,  gentleman  wrho  has  moved  this  resolution  is, 
as  he  says,  a  very  important  one,  and  it  would 
be  very  interesting  as  well  as  very  useful  if  it  were 
compiled,  but  the  lion,  gentleman  must  know'  that 
this  is  a  very  heavy  undertaking  and  will  occupy  a 
very  long  time  to  prepare  even  the  first  portion  of 
it.  The  books  from  which  these  returns  would  have 
to  be  taken  are  in  use  every  day  by  the  officers  of 
the  department,  and  it  would  be  very  inconvenient 
indeed  if  these  books  had  to  be  utilized  for  the 
purposes  of  this  return  during  office  hours.  The 
only  men  who  could  do  this  work  satisfactorily  are 
the  permanent  officers  of  the  department,  and,  as 
lion,  gentlemen  know,  they  are  precluded  by  the 
Civil  Service  Act  from  doing  any  extra  w'ork  after 
office  hours.  I  mention  this  only  to  show  how'  long  it 
wrill  take  to  bring  this  return  down  to  the  House, 
if  the  lion,  gentleman  desires  it  should  be  prepared. 

I  do  not  see  much  objection  to  the  first  portion  of 
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the  motion.  With  regard  to  the  second  portion,  I 
really  think  that,  if  the  lion,  gentleman  considers 
it  in  all  its  bearings,  he  will  find  that  he  is  asking 
rather  too  much  for  me  to  promise.  The  last  map 
which  was  issued  from  our  department  two  or 
three  months  ago,  was  drawn  on  a  scale  of  12  miles 
to  an  inch,  and  it  was  about  the  size  of  the 
Clerk’s  table.  To  do  what  the  lion,  gentleman 
has  asked  properly,  would  require  a  map  twice  that 
size,  that  is,  6  miles  per  inch,  and  that  would 
take  a  long#  time  to  prepare,  at  least  five 
or  six  months.  The  information  the  lion,  gentle¬ 
man  asks  as  to  the  surveyed  and  subdivided  por¬ 
tions  of  the  land  in  the  North-West  is  shown  on  a 
map  which  has  already  been  prepared.  This  work 
is  always  kept  posted  up,  and  this  map  I  exhibit 
shows  everything  up  to  the  first  of  this  month. 
It  showed  every  township  that  has  been  sub¬ 
divided  in  Manitoba  and  the  North-West,  as  well 
as  in  the  Railway  Belt  of  British  Columbia. 
There  is  a  fresh  issue  of  these  maps  every  month. 
Consequently,  the  hon.  gentleman  will  not  require 
that  information.  Then  he  desires  to  have  shown 
the  leases  painted  in  green,  and  so  on.  There 
would  be  no  objection  to  this,  and  not  much  labour 
would  be  involved,  but  these  are  continually 
changing,  and  it  would  be  absurd  to  go  to  the  ex¬ 
pense  of  a  map  of  this  kind,  which  would  be  of  no 
use  after  a  certain  date.  The  lands  and  leases  are 
constantly  being  given  up,  and  the  railway  lands 
are  being  changed  continually,  so  that  a  map  of  this 
kind  would  be  of  very  little  use.  Then,  we  have 
issued  47,771  patents  of  land,  and  it  would  require 
a  great  deal  of  labour  to  show  these  on  the  map.  If 
there  were  any  other  means  by  which  we  could 
obtain  what  the  hon.  gentleman  requires, 
other  than  what  he  proposes,  whether  by  giving 
the  maps  we  have  already  and  placing  the  subse¬ 
quent  information  on  them,  or  in  any  other  way,  I 
would  be  very  glad  to  do  it,  but  to  prepare  a  map 
for  that  special  purpose  I  am  afraid  would  be 
utterly  impossible. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  I  think  the  hon.  Minister  must 
have  misunderstood  me  if  he  thought  I  desired  to 
accomplish  anything  out  of  his  reach.  I  am  glad 
to  hear  him  say  that  the  return  can  be  made,  even 
if  it  takes  some  little  time.  As  to  the  map,  he  says 
there  is  in  existence  one  recently  made.  Why 
should  not  that  be  utilized  for  this  purpose  ?  He 
says  it  is  a  map  on  a  scale  of  12  miles  to  the  inch, 
and  as  large  as  the  table.  I  am  sure  that  will  be  a 
very  good  map  and  we  need  not  have  another. 
Then  he  tells  us  that  he  has  a  map  which  shows 
the  lands  granted  and  sold  for  settlement. 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  No,  I  did  not  say  that.  I 
said  all  the  lands  subdivided.  A  great  deal  of 
that  territory  has  not  been  surveyed  yet. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  As  far  as  the  map  is  concerned, 
I  think  a  copy  of  the  large  map  to  which  the  hon. 
gentleman  refers  would  answer  very  well,  and  I 
think  the  objection  that  the  railway  reserves  are 
continually  changing  is  no  reason  why  we  should  not 
see  what  they  are  on  the  map  up  to  the  date  when 
the  return  is  made.  The  laying  down  of  the  In¬ 
dian  reserves,  and  the  forest  parks,  and  the  lines 
of  railway  on  this  map,  will  be  a  very  good  thing 
to  have  done.  I  do  not  want  to  propose  anything 
out  of  reason  to  the  department,  but  I  would  like 
to  know  what  other  part  except  the  grants  the 
Minister  thinks  would  be  difficult  to  put  on  this 
Mr.  Dewdxey. 


map  that  is  in  existence.  I  think  a  map  of  that 
kind  would  be  very  useful. 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  I  am  satisfied  that  on  our 
present  map  all  the  railway  lines  are  shown. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  But  not  the  railway  reserves? 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  No,  the  railway  reserves  are 
not  shown.  They  could  be  shown  very  easily  on 
any  of  our  maps.  Of  course  the  leases  could  be 
shown  without  much  difficulty,  but  to  show  all 
the  lands  patented  would  be  impossible. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  With  the  permission  of  the 
House  I  will  leave  out  that  part.  I  see  there  is  a 
difficulty  in  that  respect. 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  If  the  hon.  member  wil1 
come  to  my  office  we  can  arrange  it  between  our" 
selves,  and  I  think  I  will  be  able  to  satisfy  him. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  I  accept  the  suggestion. 

Mr.  LAURIER  moved  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  debate  adjourned. 

DEFENCES  OF  ESQUIMALT. 

Mr.  LAURIER  moved  for  : 

Copy  of  all  correspondence  between  the  Imperial 
Government  and  the  Canadian  Government  concerning 
the  defences  of  Esquimalt. 

He  said  :  This  matter  has  been  a  subject  of  debate 
on  one  or  two  occasions  in  the  House  of  Commons 
at  Westminster.  I  do  not  know  whether  the  cor¬ 
respondence  is  in  such  a  position  that  we  can  have 
it,  but  if  it  is  in  a  position  to  be  brought  down,  I 
hope  the  Government  will  give  it  to  us  at  once,  as 
it  is  very  important. 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  I  do  not  know  whether  the 
hon.  gentleman  was  in  the  House  when  I  answered 
the  question  put  by  the  hon.  member  for  Vic¬ 
toria,  B.C.  (Mr.  Prior),  in  which  I  stated  that  this 
matter  was  now  under  the  consideration  of  the 
Government,  and  that  the  correspondence  which 
he  asks  for  was  of  such  a  character  that  it  could 
not  well  be  laid  before  the  House.  The  informa¬ 
tion  that  is  asked  for  is  important,  and  interests 
every  man  in  Canada,  particularly  the  taxpayers, 
and  as  soon  as  this  matter  has  been  fully  considered, 
the  information  will  be  laid  before  the  House. 
There  is  no  objection  to  passing  the  motion,  with 
the  understanding,  of  course,  that  in  a  matter  of 
this  importance  there  is  of  necessity  a  certain  por¬ 
tion  of  the  correspondence  which  it  will  not  be  in 
the  public  interest  to  lay  before  the  House. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

RETURN  ORDERED. 

Return  of  the  proceedings  had  at  the  trial  of  the  recent 
election  petition  relating  to  the  election  of  a  member  for 
the  electoral  district  of  the  County  of  Welland,  together 
with  the  finding  of  the  judges  who  tried  the  said  petition 
upon  the  same,  and  of  all  evidence  taken  thereat ;  also  a 
certified  copy  of  the  case  and  factums  filed  upon  the  appeal 
from  such  findings  or  ally  of  them  with  the  Registrar  of 
the  Supreme  Court  of  Canada.  Also  a  copy  of  any  report 
and  communication  made  to  Mr.  Speaker  by.  the  said 
judges  in  reference  to  the  said  petition. — (Mr.  Tisdale.) 

Mr.  BO  WELL  moved  the  adjournment  of  the 
House. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  and  House  adjourned  at 
6  p.m. 
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HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Friday,  18tli  March,  1892. 
The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  Three  o’clock. 
Prayers. 


MESSAGE  FROM  HIS  EXCELLENCY. 


Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON  presented  a  Message 
from  His  Excellency. 

Mr.  SPEAKER  read  the  Message,  as  follows  : — 
Stanley  or  Preston. 

The  Governor  General  transmits  to  the  House  of  Com¬ 
mons,  copies  of  papers  relating  to  the  mutual  recognition 
by  Canada  and  Newfoundland  of  licenses  issued  to  United 
States  fishing  vessels,  under  the  modus  vivendi,  and  the 
division  of  the  fees  collected  by  the  same. 

Government  House, 

Ottawa,  18th  March,  1892. 

FIRST  READINGS. 

Bill  (No.  28)  respecting  the  Belleville  and  Lake 
Nipissing  Railway  Co.  —  (Mr.  Corby.) 

Bill  (No.  29)  respecting  the  Nipissing  and  James, 
Bay  Railway  Co. — (Mr.  Coatsworth. ) 

Bill  (No.  30)  respecting  the  Nova  Scotia  Steel 
and  Forge  Co.,  Limited. — (Mr.  Fraser.) 

Bill  (No.  31)  respecting  the  Globe  Printing  Co. 
— (Mr.  Innes. ) 

Bill  (No.  32)  to  incorporate  the  Women’s  Baptist 
Missionary  Unionof  the  Maritime  Provinces.  — (Mr. 
Stairs. ) 

Bill  (No.  33)  respecting  the  Wood  Mountain  and 
Qu’Appelle  Railway  Co. — (Mr.  Macdonald,  Winni¬ 
peg.) 

Bill  (No.  34)  respecting  the  Canada  Southern 
Railway  Co. — (Mr.  Ingram.) 

Bill  (No.  35)  respecting  the  Manitoba  and  South- 
Eastern  Railway  Co. — (Mr.  LaRiviere. ) 

THE  LONDON  ELECTION. 

Mr.  LISTER.  As  a  matter  of  privilege,  I  beg 
to  move  : 

That  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Chancery  do  attend 
before  this  House  forthwith,  with  the  return  of  the  last 
election  in  the  City  of  London,  in  the  Province  of  Ontario, 
together  with  all  poll  books  and  all  other  papers,  letters, 
documents  and  memoranda  which  may  have  been  trans¬ 
mitted  to  him  by  the  returning  officer  and  received  by 
him  since  the  despatch  of  the  writ  of  election,  and  copies 
ol  all  letters  sent  by  him  to  the  returning  officer. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Mr.  LISTER.  In  connection  with  the  previous 
motion,  I  beg  to  move  for  : 


Queen’s  Bench  Division,  High  Court  of  Justice,  Ontario,, 
in  the  matter  of  an  application  to  said  court  for  a 
mandamus  to  said  revising  officer  in  respect  of  the  said 
votes  or  any  of  them,  together  with  copies  of  the  judg¬ 
ment  of  the  Court  of  Appeal  (Ontario)  in  respect  of  the' 
same  matter. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  I  am  inclined  to  think  that 
this  motion,  reading  it  from  the  Notice  Paper  as  I 
do,  is  not  one  of  the  character  that  the  lion,  gentle¬ 
man  can  press  as  a  question  of  privilege.  The  other 
motion,  I  think,  is  one  which  properly  enough  might 
be  presented  on  the  ground  of  privilege  ;  but  this 
motion,  which  is  one  for  papers,  ought  to  be  moved, 
I  think,  when  it  is  reached  in  its  proper  order  on 
the  Notice  Paper. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I. )  I  understand,  Mr. 
Speaker,  that  you  do  not  give  any  decision,  but 
merely  express  an  opinion.  I  think  that  if  you 
look  at  the  practices  and  precedents,  you  will  find 
that  my  hon.  friend  is  perfectly  right.  There  is  no 
distinction  in  principle  between  an  Order  of  this 
House  made  to  an  officer  over  whom  the  House  has 
control,  for  certain  papers  affecting  the  privileges 
of  the  House  or  the  seat  of  a  member,  and  a  motion 
for  an  Address  to  His  Excellency  praying  him  to  lay 
before  us  certain  papers.  The  object  of  both  motions 
is  the  same  :  it  is  to  obtain  materials  on  which 
action  may  be  taken  by  this  House  with  respect  to 
the  seat  of  a  member,  which  comes  distinctly  and 
properly  within  the  range  of  those  questions 
known  as  questions  of  privilege ;  and  there  are  so  many 
precedents  for  this  that  I  cannot  conceive  of  my  lion, 
friend  being  ruled  out  of  order.  I  took 
occasion  to  look  through  the  English  precedents 
to-day,  and  I  find  that  in  all  cases  where  the 
seat  of  a  member  is  affected,  motions  of  this  kind 
are  received — not  moved  substantively  in  any  di¬ 
rection,  but  merely  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining 
materials  by  which  the  House  may  form  an  opinion 
on  the  case.  My  hon.  friend  has  moved  that  an 
Order  of  the  House  be  issued,  and  it  has  been 
granted  to  him,  instructing  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown 
in  Chancery  to  produce  certain  papers  before  us  ; 
but  when  these  papers  are  before  us,  another  motion 
would  have  to  be  made  on  them.  This  is  merely  a 
formal  matter,  at  any  rate.  When  my  hon.  friend 
gets  the  materials  which  will  inform  the  House  of 
the  facts,  then  I  suppose  he  will  be  prepared  to  make 
some  substantive  motion,  which  may  or  may  not  be 
acceptable  to  the  House,  for  enquiring  into  those 
facts.  But,  as  I  understand,  he  is  now  moving  for 
papers  to  inform  the  House  of  the  facts  with  res¬ 
pect  to  the  seat  of  a  member  recently  elected,  who 
has  taken  his  seat  ;  and  therefore  it  is  not  only 
distinctly  a  question  of  privilege,  but  it  comes 
within  some  of  the  cases  which  have  already  been 
established.  I  would  call  your  attention  to  the 
general  rule  laid  down  in  May,  at  page  288  : 


1.  Copies  of  the  voters’  list  for  the  Electoral  District  of 
the  City  of  London  upon  which  the  recent  election  for 
such  district  was  held.  2.  Copies  of  the  judgment  given 
by  the  revising  officer  on  objections  taken  to  the  names 
of  Lewis  Allin,  S.  F.  Glass  and  James  P.  Moore  and  226 
others  on  said  voters’  list,  and  which  229  names  were 
subsequently  struck  off  the  said  voters’  list  by  the  revis¬ 
ing  officer,  on  the  hearing  of  the  objections,  but  which 
were  nevertheless  printed  on  the  said  voters’  list  is  the 
subject  of  an  appeal,  together  with  copies  of  the  notices 
of  objection  to  such  names  and  copies  of  the  evidence 
taken  before  and  decision  given  by  the  revising  officer  on 
each  such  name.  3.  Copies  of  all  proceedings  in  appeal 
taken  to  the  County  Court  judge  from  the  judgment  of 
the  revising  officer  on  any  or  all  of  such  cases,  together 
with  any  judgment  or  decision  given  by  such  County 
Court  judge  thereon.  4.  Copies  of  the  judgment  of  the 


“  Questions  of  privilege,  also,  and  other  matters  sud¬ 
denly  arising,  may  be  considered  without  previous  notice  ; 
and  the  former  take  precedence,  not  only  of  other  motions, 
but  of  all  Orders  of  the  Day.  But  in  order  to  entitle  a 
question  of  privilege  to  precedence,  it  must  refer  to  some 
matter  which  has  recently  arisen,  which  directly  con¬ 
cerns  the  privileges  of  the  House,  and  calls  for  its  present 
interposition.  When  the  question  is  bond  fide  one  of  privi¬ 
lege,  the  House  will  at  once  entertain  it  before  any  other 
business.  This  ancient  rule  was  thus  expressed  in  debate 
by  an  eminent  authority: — Nothing  can  be  so  regular, 
according  to  the  practice  of  this  House,  as  when  any  mem¬ 
ber  brings  under  the  consideration  of  the  House  a  breach 
of  its  privileges,  for  the  House  to  hear  it — nay,  to  hear  it 
with  or  without  notice — whether  any  question  is  or  is  not 
before  it ;  and  even  in  the  midst  of  another  discussion,  if 
a  member  should  rise  to  complain  of  a  breach  of  the  privi- 
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leges  of  the  House,  they  have  always  instantly  heard  him. 
The  latter  part  of  this  statement,  it  need  scarcely  be  said, 
is  limited  to  breaches  of  privilege  committed  during  a  dis¬ 
cussion,  or  so  immediately  before  it,  that  no  earlier 
opportunity  of  making  a  complaint  had  arisen  ;  as,  for 
example,  an  insult  or  assault  upon  a  member,  or  any 
sudden  act  of  disorder.  In  such  cases,  debates  have  been 
interrupted  by  complaints  of  breaches  of  privilege.  But 
in  other  cases,  equally  affecting  the  privileges  of  the 
House,  but  of  less  immediate  urgency,  the  matter  is  ordi¬ 
narily  brought  forward,  without  notice,  at  the  commence¬ 
ment  of  public  business.  Such  priority  is  conceded  on 
the  assumption  that  the  earliest,  opportunity  has  been 
taken  for  bringing  such  a  question  before  the  House, 
which  precludes  previous  notice  ;  and  that  the  dignity  of 
the  House  demands  its  immediate  consideration.” 

Then  he  goes  on  to  say,  at  page  291  : 

“  It  has  been  said  that  a  question  of  privilege  is,  pro¬ 
perly,  one  not  admitting  of  notice ;  but  where  the  cir¬ 
cumstances  have  been  such  as  to  enable  the  member  to 
give  notice,  and  the  matter  was  nevertheless  bond  fide  a 
question  of  privilege,  precedence  has  still  been  conceded 
to  it.” 

You,  Sir,  have  already  ruled  that  the  matter  on 
which  my  hon.  friend  is  moving  is  a  question  of 
privilege.  The  House  lias  passed  a  resolution  that 
an  officer  appear  before  it  with  certain  papers. 
The  question  being  one  of  privilege,  and  the  House 
having  made  that  order,  I  respectfully  submit  that 
if  it  is  necessary  to  obtain  other  papers  in  order  to 
inform  the  House  of  the  facts  bearing  on  the 
question,  my  hon.  friend  is  entitled  to  move  for 
them  without  notice,  the  subject-matter  of  the 
motion  being  a  question  of  privilege.  The  practice 
has  been  carried  further  in  this  Parliament  than 
in  England.  Those  who  were  here  from  1883  to 
1887  will  remember  the  case  of  King’s  County, 

,  P.  E.  I. ,  which  was  proceeded  with  without  notice. 
The  same  was  done  in  the  case  of  Queen’s,  N.  B., 
following  the  precedent  of  the  Muskoka  case  some 
years  previously.  In  every  case  the  House  has 
assented  to  questions  affecting  its  privileges  or  the 
seat  of  a  member  being  proceeded  with  at  once. 
It  will  take  some  time  to  get  these  papers,  and  as 
the  question  affects  the  seat  of  a  member,  it  seems 
desirable  to  have  the  facts  before  us,  to  enable  the 
House  to  vindicate  its  privileges. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  suppose  nobody 
doubts  or  misunderstands  the  rule  which  the  hon. 
gentleman  has  referred  to,  that  matters  of  privilege 
may  be  dealt  with  without  notice,  especially  in 
cases  of  urgency.  But  I  understood  the  hon. 
gentleman  to  say  that  he  had  precedents  covering 
this  case.  If  so,  he  has  omitted  to  mention  them. 
Idle  cases  which  the  hon.  gentleman  has  referred 
to,  and  which  were  dealt  with  in  this  House,  with 
regard  to  King’s,  P.  E.  I.  and  Queen’s,  N.  B. ,  involved 
questions  relating  to  the  performance  of  duties  by 
officers  of  this  House,  who  were  under  the  immediate 
and  summary  jurisdiction  of  the  House.  In  those 
cases,  or  in  any  other  cases  of  that  class  in  which 
the  hon.  gentleman  says  we  have  extended  the 
English  rule,  I  think  we  have  not  extended  the 
English  rule.  We  have  been  guided  by  the  fact 
that  the  proceedings  and  conduct  of  a  return¬ 
ing  officer  were  under  review.  In  the  New  Bruns¬ 
wick  case  the  ultimate  object  of  the  motions 
made  was  to  bring  to  the  bar  of  this  House  the 
•.returning  officer,  either  for  the  judgment  of  this 
House  for  the  manner  in  which  he  had  discharged 
his  duties,  or  to  require  him  to  amend  his  return. 
The  same  was  the  case  in  regard  to  King’s,  Prince 
Edward  Island.  With  regard  to  the  motion  which 
the  hon.  gentleman  has  just  made,  that  the  Clerk 
of  the  Crown  in  Chancery  attend  this  House  with 
Mr.  Davies  (P.E.I.) 


the  papers,  that  comes  within  the  same  rule,  the 
Clerk  of  the  Crown  being  an  officer  of  this  House. 
But,  Mr.  Speaker,  there  is  nothing,  I  think,  to 
justify  the  hon.  gentleman’s  argument  that  because 
the  motion  affects  the  seat  of  a  member  it  should 
therefore  have  priority  and  be  proceeded  with 
without  any  notice.  The  hon.  gentleman  states 
the  proposition  that  everything  that  affects  the 
seat  of  a  member  of  this  House  is  a  matter  of  pri¬ 
vilege,  and  thence  he  argues  that  every  step  that 
may  be  taken  relating  to  the  seat  of  a  member 
may  be  treated  as  a  matter  of  privilege  and 
be  proceeded  with  without  notice.  In  other 
words,  without  the  slightest  notice  to  this  House, 
a  member  may  rise  and  move  that  another 
member’s  seat  be  vacated.  I  do  not  think  there  is 
anything  to  justify  a  principle  of  that  kind,  or  to 
justify  a  motion  without  notice  for  an  Address  to 
His  Excellency  for  a  document  to  be  furnished  by 
a  person  who  is  entirely  beyond  the  control  of  this 
House.  Even  if  it  were  so,  I  think  it  would  be  too 
important  a  step  to  take  without  notice.  It  is 
quite  as  much  a  matter  of  privilege  with  us  that 
the  House  should  be  informed  what  is  the  business 
"before  it,  and  what  proceedings  are  to  be  taken  to 
assail  our  seats. 

Mr.  LaURIER.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  just 
laid  down  a  proposition  which,  if  true,  may  war¬ 
rant  the  conclusion  he  has  drawn  from  it.  He 
says  that  anything  that  affects  the  seat  of  a  mem¬ 
ber  is  not  a  matter  of  privilege.  I  have  always 
understood  the  rule  to  be  that,  if  anything  was 
brought  to  the  attention  of  the  House  affecting  the 
seat  of  a  member,  it  was  a  matter  of  privilege  and 
should  be  proceeded  with  at  once,  and  you,  Mr. 
►Speaker,  have  already  so  ruled.  My  hon.  friend 
has  made  a  motion  wliich  is  the  first  step  towards 
the  proceeding  affecting  the  seat  of  a  member. 
What  is  the  use  of  the  motion  which  has  been  car¬ 
ried  unless  it  serves  to  bring  to  the  attention  of 
the  House  something  that  will  affect  the  seat  of 
the  member  ?  If  that  proposition  is  correct,  and 
it  seems  to  me  it  cannot  be  successfully  contro¬ 
verted,  anything  connected  with  that  as  a  matter 
of  privilege  must  be  proceeded  with,  and,  in  that 
case,  the  other  motion  of  my  hon.  friend  is  also  in 
order. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  In  reference  to  the  motion 
which  has  been  passed  by  the  House  that  the  Clerk 
of  the  Crown  in  Chancery  shall  attend,  &c. ,  on 
looking  at  the  precedents,  I  came  to  the  conclusion 
that  that  motion  could  be  taken  up  out  of  its  order, 
that  is,  because  it  was  a  command  to  one  of  our 
officers  to  .appear  with  documents  that  might 
affect  the  position  of  a  member  of  this  House  ;  but 
I  have  carefully  examined  the  precedents,  and  I 
do  not  find  any  to  justify  a  motion  on  the  Notice 
paper  ordering  certain  papers  to  be  produced, 
some  of  which  are  not  in  our  custody  at  all,  being 
taken  in  the  nature  of  a  question  of  privilege  and 
justifying  its  being  taken  out  of  its  ordinary 
course.  That  is  my  conclusion,  though  of  course 
it  is  for  the  House  to  say  whether  I  am  correct  or1 
not. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  I  would  ask  you  to  reserve 
your  decision  on  that  until  Monday. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  That  is  the  decision  I  have 
reached.  If,,  on  further  examination,  I  find  I  am 
wrong,  that  will  be  another  matter,  but  I  have 
examined  our  own  precedents  and  the  English  pre- 
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cedents  as  well,  and  I  have  not  found  any  case  where 
such  a  motion  as  this  has  been  allowed  to  be  taken 
out  of  its  course.  I  suppose  that  some  of  these 
papers  will  be  produced  by  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  in 
Chancery  when  he  appears  here.  It  seems  to  me 
that  the  other  papers  are  not  of  such  a  kind  as  to 
justify  my  ruling  that  the  motion  for  them  should 
be  taken  out  of  its  ordinary  course,  and  particularly 
because  I  do  not  think  the  question  would  be  pre¬ 
judiced  by  its  not  being  taken  out  of  the  ordinary 
course,  as  no  doubt  it  will  be  reached  on  Monday 
next. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  As  to  the  order  for 
the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Chancery  to  appear 
forthwith,  I  suppose  it  will  be  impossible  to  carry 
that  out  to-day. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  Certainly. 

CANADIAN  CATTLE  IN  ENGLAND. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  I  would  call  the  attention 
of  the  Government  to  a  cablegram  which  was  placed 
in  my  hands  showing  that  Canadian  cattle  had 
been  scheduled  in  England,  and  the  dealer  in  Liver¬ 
pool  has  telegraphed  to  the  dealer  in  Montreal  to 
see  to  this.  This  cablegram  is  dated  the  17th,  and 
it  is  a  matter  of  great  importance,  so  that  I  would 
be  glad  if  the  Government  can  tell  us  how  the 
matter  stands. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  In  connection  with  the  part  of 
the  cattle  trade  which  is  concerned  with  the  de¬ 
partment  over  which  I  preside,  that  is,  the  shipping 
of  Canadian  cattle,  I  have  had  no  intimation  that 
such  a  thing  has  happened.  I  was  handed  a  private 
despatch  when  I  was  coming  into  the  House,  of  the 
purport  the  lion,  gentleman  has  stated,  but  it 
appeared  to  imply  rather  that  the  prices  had  been 
affected  by  a  possible  fear  that  this  scheduling 
would  take  place,  but  I  have  reason  to  doubt  the 
truth  of  this  because  the  most  cordial  relations 
exist  between  my  department  and  the  department 
in  England  as  to  the  shipment  of  cattle,  and  we 
have  no  intimation  from  the  English  Government 
that  such  a  thing  is  to  take  place. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  This  should  be  made 
known  in  the  interests  of  the  shipper  as  well  as  of 
the  dealer,  and  it  would  be  well  for  the  Govern¬ 
ment  to  lay  this  before  the  House  before  it  adjourns 
to-day. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  understand  that  the 
lion,  gentleman  is  interrogating  us  in  reference  to 
some  private  despatch  which  we  have  not  seen,  and 
consequently  about  which  we  cannot  say  anything. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  This  despatch  is  dated 
Edinburgh,  and  says  : 

“Diseased  stock  markets.  Exercise  great  caution.” 
THIRD  READINGS. 

Bill  (No.  5)  further  to  amend  Chapter  96  of  the 
Revised  Statutes,  to  encourage  the  development  of 
the  sea  fisheries  and  the  building  of  fishing  vessels. 
— (Mr.  Tupper. ) 

Bill  (No.  12)  respecting  the  Departments  of 
Marine  and  Fisheries. — (Mr.  Tupper.) 

SUPPLY. 

Mr.  FOSTER  moved  that  the  House  resolve 
itself  into  Committee  of  Supply. 


Motion  agreed  to,  and  House  resolved  itself  into 
Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Inspector .  $1,700 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  notice  that  the  office  of 
inspector  has  been  abolished. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  We  had  up  to  lately  two  finan¬ 
cial  inspectors  whose  duty  it  was  to  inspect  the 
Government  Savings  Banks  under  the  Finance  De¬ 
partment,  and  the  Post  Office  Savings  Banks.  For 
some  time  past  we  have  adopted  the  policy,  in  the 
less  important  of  these,  upon  the  death  or  resigna¬ 
tion  of  a  keeper  of  one  of  these  banks,  of  transfer¬ 
ring  it  to  the  Post  Office  Department,  and  that  has 
gradually  lessened  the  number  of  banks  under  our 
control.  Mr  Tims  has,  therefore,  been  superan¬ 
nuated,  and  we  propose,  from  this  time  out,  to  do 
with  one  inspector. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  What  amount 
did  Mr.  Tims  receive  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  $3,600,  I  think.  I  forget  what 
his  age  was.  No  additions  were  made  to  his  time. 
He  has  been  in  the  service  since  Confederation. 

Office  of  the  Assistant  Receiver  General, 

Victoria .  $4,000 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  How  do  you 
obtain  the  saving  here  of  $600  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Mr.  Graham  was  superannuated 
last  year,  and  the  saving  is  in  connection  with  ap¬ 
pointments  consequent  upon  that  superannuation. 

Country  Savings  Banks,  New  Bruns¬ 
wick,  Nova  Scotia,  and  Prince  Ed¬ 
ward  Island— Salaries .  $11 ,650 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  Could  the  Finance  Minister 
state  how  many  of  these  are  in  existence,  what 
number  have  been  removed  during  the  last  year, 
and  are  they  decreasing,  or  is  the  number  remain¬ 
ing  about  the  saqie  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  During  the  last  year,  I  think 
there  has  been  but  one  transfer.  We  do  not 
make  the  transfers  arbitrarily,  but  only  as 
vacancies  occur  by  death  or  resignation.  Year 
before  last,  several  important  transfers  were  made. 
No  addition  is  being  made  to  the  number  of  banks 
under  this  management,  and  the  transactions,  so 
far  as  income  and  .outgo  are  concerned,  are  shown 
in  the  Gazette  reports. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  How  much 
have  the  deposits  in  the  savings  banks  been 
reduced  since  the  1st  of  July  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  will  give  the  lion,  gentleman 
the  deposits  and  the  withdrawals  from  the  1st  of 
July  up  to  date.  The  deposits  have  been  $6,753,- 
567  ;  the  withdrawals,  $7,553,799  ;  so-  that  the 
excess  of  withdrawals  over  the  deposits  in  the 
eight  months  have  been  just  about  $800,000.  This 
shows  a  decided  change  for  the  better,  that  is,  so 
far  as  we  are  concerned,  in  these  last  eight  months, 
as  compared  with  the  year  period  for  the  three 
years  preceding. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  What  has 
been  the  reduction  in  the  Post  Office  banks  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  In  the  Post  Office  the  receipts 
were  $4,622,982  ;  the  withdrawals,  $4,701,713  ;  it 
has  been  almost  a  balance,  the  deposits  being  with¬ 
in  $80,000  of  the  withdrawals. 
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Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Then,  the  total 
■withdrawals  all  told  are  about  $900,000  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  $800,000, 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  $800,000  in 
•one  and  $80,000  in  the  other,  as  I  understand. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  The  total  makes  about  an  even 
$800,000.  Taking  the  whole  of  last  year,  1890-91, 
the  withdrawals  exceeded  the  deposits  by  pretty 
nearly  $3,000,000. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  This  is  a  con¬ 
venient  time  to  ask  another  question.  The  hon. 
gentleman  stated  to  the  House  the  other  day  that 
he  had  borrowed  about  $.10,000,000  in  England  at 
various  rates,  ranging  from  4  per  cent  to  4|  per 
cent,  most  of  which,  I  presume,  expires  within  a 
few  months. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  On  the  1st  of  July. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  would  be 
glad  to  hear  from  the  hon.  gentleman  what  the 
policy  of  the  Government  is  with  respect  to  this 
sum  of  $10,000,000,  which  is  maturing  within  a  few 
months.  Does  lie  propose  to  renew  it,  and,  if  so,  in 
what  shape  ;  or  does  he  propose  to  negotiate  a  new 
loan  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  may  say  in  the  first  place, 
with  reference  to  the  gross  sum  which  is  now  on 
temporary  loans,  in  round  numbers,  $10,000,000, 
that  it  was  not  all  contracted  for  the  purposes  of 
the  current  year.  As  my  hon.  friend  knows,  last 
June,  I  think,  when  he  asked  me,  I  stated  across 
the  House  that  we  had  about  £800,000,  I  think,  on 
temporary  loans,  and  towards  the  end  of  the  year 
an  additional  £200,000  was  taken  on  temporary 
loans  ;  so  that  for  the  purposes  of  last  year  about 
£1,000,000  was  taken  on  temporary  loans.  The 
remainder  has  been  loaned  during  the  present  year 
and  all  expires,  as  I  said,  on  the  1st  of  July  next. 
I  cannot  say  now  very  definitely  what  will  be  done 
at  or  near  the  expiration  of  the  periods  of  the  tem¬ 
porary  loans.  The  reasons  which  largely  influenced 
me  in  not  making  a  permanent  loan  last  year,  still 
exist  on  the  London  market,  and  it  is  a  question 
which  will  have  to  be  decided  within  or  about  the 
time,  as  to  whether  it  is  better  to  renew  or  continue 
the  temporary  loans  for  another  year,  or  go  upon 
the  market  for  a  permanent  loan.  It  will  depend 
on  the  indications  of  the  market  at  the  time.  I 
may  say  that,  so  far  as  I  can  see  them  now,  I 
would  .  be  rather  in  favour  of  not  going  on  the 
market  for  a  permanent  loan,  but  would  rather  be 
in  favour  of  continuing  these  for  another  year,  until 
the  condition  of  the  market  had  become  more 
favourable. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  As  I  under¬ 
stand,  the  withdrawals  from  savings  banks  have 
not  altogether  been  stopped? 

Mr.  FOSTER,  No. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  They  amount 
to  about  $100,000  a  month,  perhaps  a  little, 
more.  So  by  the  1st  July,  if  they  do  not 
diminish,  there  will  be  $500,000  more  to  be 
provided,  and  of  course  something  to  be  provided 
after  that  date.  I  note  in  addition,  that  the 
hon.  gentleman  expects  to  redeem  $2,178,000  of 
debt  that  falls  due  in  1892-93,  and  he  also  asks 
for  about  $3,000,000  for  capital  expenditure  on 
railways  and  canals.  These  sums  together  amount 
to  between  $5,000,000  and  $6,000,000.  It  appears  to 
Mr.  Foster. 


me  to  be  a  rather  questionable  policy,  having  $10,- 
000,000  floating  loan,  to  increase  it  by  $5,000,000  or 
$6,000,000.  That  may  possibly  be  much  more  to  the 
detriment  of  the  public  credit  than  to  contract  a 
loan,  even  on  slightly  unfavourable  grounds.  If 
the  hon.  gentleman  had  no  debt  to  redeem,  if  he 
had  no  capital  expenditure  to  pay  and  no  probable 
deficit  on  sinking  fund  account,  I  do  not  know  that 
it  would  matter  so  much  ;  but  it  is  quite  clear  that 
he  will  have  a  good  many  millions  to  provide  for. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  There  will  be  something  more 
to  be  provided,  no  doubt ;  but  my  remark  holds 
good  even  in  that  event,  and  we  shall  have  to 
depend  on  the  temper  of  the  market.  If  we  go 
with  a  permanent  loan  at  an  unfavourable  time,  we 
shall  have  to  stand  the  loss  for  a  lengthy  period. 
If  we  take  a  temporary  loan,  until  there  is  a  more 
favourable  market,  even  if  we  pay  higher  interest 
in  the  end,  it  is  more  advantageous.  The  whole 
matter  is  being  very  carefully  considered  ;  we  are 
taking  the  best  of  advice,  and  we  shall  have  to  be 
governed,  I  suppose,  by  the  advice  given  us. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  In  connection 
with  this  matter,  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Minister 
whether  it  is  the  case,  as  was  stated,  I  Jo  not 
know  on  what  authority,  in  some  of  the  English 
financial  journals  lately,  that  from  some  cause, 
probably  from  the  collapse  of  the  firm  of  Baring 
Bros.,  a  considerable  portion  of  the  3  per  cent 
loan  had  been  thrown  back  on  the  hands  of  the 
Government.  I  should  like  to  know  if  that  state¬ 
ment  is  correct  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  That  is  not  the  case. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Then  I  under¬ 
stand  that  no  portion  of  the  3  per  cent  loan  is 
in  the  hands  of  the  Government,  either  directly  or 
indirectly  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Not  one  dollar  of  the  3  per 
cent  loan  issued  has  come  back. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  But  the  whole 
was  stated  to  have  been  issued. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  No,  the  whole  was  not  issued. 
We  took  power  to  issue  so  much,  but  we  issued  one 
million  less. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Then  the 

Government  were  authorized  to  borrow  £4,000,000? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  £1,000,000  less  was  issued  than 
was  authorized. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Then  you 
issued  only  £3,000,000  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  We  issued  £4,000,000,  and  we 
were  authorized  to  issue  £5,000,000. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Then  £1,000,- 
000  remains  on  hand  unissued  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  £1,000,000  remained  unissued. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  was  under 
the  impression  that  the  loan  was  only  £4,000,000. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  £5,000,000  were  authorized,  but 
£4,000,000  only  were  issued. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Then  the 
statement  quoted  is  entirely  unauthorized? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Yes. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  And  no  por¬ 
tion  of  the  loan  remains  in  the  hands  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Not  a  dollar. 
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Commission  for  payment  of  Public  Debt. $36,299  0<S 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  Is  this  paid  to  agents  as 
commission  on  payment  of  interest  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Yes,  it  is  paid  to  our  agents. 

Mr.  MCMULLEN.  The  Minister  stated  that 
our  contract  with  our  financial  agents  would  expire 
shortly.  When  does  it  expire  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  1st  January  next. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  The  Minister, 
I  suppose,  is  able  to  give  the  House  some  informa¬ 
tion  as  to  what  he  is  going  to  do.  Do  you  propose 
to  continue  the  present  financial  arrangement  with 
Baring  &  Co.,  or  is  it  intended  to  make  any  altera¬ 
tion  ? 

Mr.  POSTER.  The  notice  required  under  the 
arrangement,  one  year’s  notice,  was  given,  so  that 
we  are  placed  in  a  position  to  make  a  new  arrange¬ 
ment  prior  to  1st  January,  1893.  Steps  have 
already  been  taken  looking  towards  a  new  arrange¬ 
ment.  I  am  not  in  a  position  to  state  at  present 
what  will  be  the  result. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  may  remind 
the  committee  that  when  we  appointed  the  High 
Commissioner  in  London,  it  was  distinctly  stated 
from  the  other  side  of  the  House  that  the  intention 
was  to  effect  a  large  saving  in  the  management  of 
loans  through  the  agency  of  that  gentleman.  That 
was  at  that  time  the  policy  of  the  Government. 
On  that  point  the  hon.  gentleman  can  inform  us, 
no  doubt,  as  to  whether  it  is  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  utilize  the  High  Commissioner 
more  than  his  services  have  been  made  available  of 
late,  or  whether  they  propose  substantially  to  con¬ 
tinue  the  old  arrangement. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  may  state  to  the  committee 
that  we  use  the  High  Commissioner’s  services-  as 
far  as  they  can  be  made  properly  available  ;  but  I 
suppose  the  hon.  gentleman  will  agree  with  me 
that  the  matter  of  raising  and  managing  loans  on 
the  London  market  is  a  very  delicate  and  very 
difficult  one,  and  I  am  not  prepared  to  state  that 
we  are  going  to  make  an  arrangement  which  will 
render  it  unnecessary  for  us  to  have  accredited 
agents. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  will  not 
dispute  the  wisdom-  of  the  conclusion  ;  but  it  was 
not.  the  conclusion  foreshadowed  when  the  question 
was  up  as  to  the  use  of  our  High  Commissioner. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  When  the  question  of  the 
High  Commissioner  was  before  the  House,  I  re¬ 
member  the  First  Minister  stated  that  we  would 
be  able  to  utilize  the  High  Commissioner’s  ser¬ 
vices  in  paying  interest  on  the  national  debt,  and 
in  that  way  a  large  amount  would  be  saved  to  the 
country.  On  that  assurance  the  House  gave  its 
consent,  without  further  criticism,  to  the  appoint¬ 
ment  of  the  High  Commissioner,  and  passed  the 
items  for  salary  and  expenses.  After  that,  the 
Minister  of  Finance  stated  that  a  contract  had 
been  entered  into  with  a  party  in  London  to  act  as 
financial  agent  for  payment  of  interest  on  the  pub¬ 
lic  debt,  and  that  until  the  contract  expired  it 
would  not  be  possible  to  utilize  the  High  Com¬ 
missioner  for  that  purpose.  That  contract  wall 
expire  on  1st  January  next.  While  I  agree  with 
the  Minister  of  Finance  that  it  is  not  possible  to 
negotiate  loans  in  London  through  the  High  Com¬ 
missioner,  his  office  and  his  staff  can  lie  utilized  for 


paying  interest  on  the  national  debt.  A  very  large 
amount  could  be  saved  in  that  way.  We  find  that 
no  less  than  $36,000  is  paid  to  the  financial  agents 
simply  for  handing  over  to  bondholders  interest 
for  the  half  year  on  their  securities.  The  High 
Commissioner’s  office  can  be  well  used  for  that 
purpose,  and  a  considerable  sum  saved  to  the 
country,  and  anyone  reading  the  reports  must 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  it  would  be  easy  for 
the  High  Commissioner’s  office  to  perform  that 
duty,  without  any  additional  expense  or  additional 
staff. 

» 

Brokerage  and  Commission  on  pur¬ 
chases  for  Sinking  Funds . $12,941  86 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  What  is  the 
total  amount  of  this  3  per  cent  loan  for  sinking- 
fund  purposes  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  cannot  give  you  the  informa¬ 
tion  just  here,  but  I  will  take  a  note  of  it. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  want  to 
know  exactly  how  it  lias  been  invested  in  the  3  per 
cents  up  to  the  1st  of  January. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  will  give  you^the  information 
later. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.-  Also,  I  would 
lie  glad  to  know  from  the  hon.  Minister  in  what 
fashion  this  very  large  purchase  of  sinking  funds, 
amounting  to  about  £400,000  sterling,  are  now 
made.  Who  are  the  commissioners  at  present  for 
the  sinking  fund  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  For  the  guaranteed  loans,  the 
trustees  are  :  the  High  Commissioner  of  Canada, 
Lord  Revelstoke  and  the  two  Under  Secretaries  of 
State  for  the  Colonies  and  the  Foreign  Office.  For 
the  unguaranteed  loan,  the  trustees  are  :  the  Re¬ 
ceiver  General  for  Canada,  and  the  agents,  Baring- 
Brothers,  and  Glyn,  Mills,  Currie  &  Co.  For  the 
British  Columbia  loan,  which  is  a  small  matter,  the 
trustee  is  Sir  Robert  George  Wyndham  Herbert, 
K.C.B. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  What  arrange¬ 
ment  has  been  made  with  these  gentlemen  ?  I 
presume  the  agents  were  sufficiently  well  paid  by 
the  brokerage  and  commission.  Are  you  paying 
the  other  gentlemen  specific  amounts  for  their  ser¬ 
vices  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  do  not  think  so  ;  I  do  not  find 
any  amount  for  it. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Perhaps  not, 
but  I  would  be  obliged  if  you  would  enquire.  I 
would  be  glad  to  know  what  the  arrangement  is. 
I  would  also  like  to  know  in  what  method  this 
large  sum  amounting  to  $2,000,000  is  invested  in 
the  purchase  of  the  sinking  fund.  Are  the  com¬ 
missioners  or  the  agents  in  the  habit  of  advertising 
to  know  at  what  rates  they  can  obtain  it,  or  do 
they  just  simply  go  to  the  market  and  buy  from 
their  brokers  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  They  purchase  at  the  market 
rate  through  their  brokers. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  In  open 
market  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER,  I  think  so. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Are  you  quite 
sure  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  That  is  my  impression. 
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Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Well,  I  will 
enquire  later  on  about  that.  They  have  managed 
among  them  to  preserve  the  most  extraordinary 
uniformity  in  the  purchase,  I  observe,  for  a  very 
long  period  of  time. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Stocks  have  been  very  even  of 
late. 

Printing  of  Dominion  Notes . $45,000 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  Might  I  ask  the  Minister 
of  Finance  if  the  new  contract  has  been  made  with 
regard  to  the  printing  of  Dominion  notes  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Yes.  I  may  say  that  tenders 
were  invited  and  that  the  new  contract  has  virtu¬ 
ally  been  given.  It  is  engrossed  and  ready  for 
signature,  and  will  be  signed  in  a  day  or  two. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  Was  there  more  than  one 
tender  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Two  tenders. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  Did  the  lowest  tenderer 
get  the  contract  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  The  lowest  tenderer  ;  practi¬ 
cally  the  lowest  tenderer. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Practically  ? 
That  may  offer  room  for  wide  difference  of  opinion. 
I  would  ask  the  Minister,  are  the  sinking  funds  all 
held  in  stock,  or  is  any  part  of  them  held  in  bonds  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  There  is  a  difference  as  between 
guaranteed  and  unguaranteed  loans.  For  the 
guaranteed  loans,  debentures  and  stocks  are  held, 
and  quite  a  large  proportion  of  what  is  held  are 
debenture.?.  These  are  held  by  the  Bank  of  Eng¬ 
land  in  trust  for  the  trustees.  With  reference  to 
the  unguaranteed  loans,  the  debentures  are  bought 
and  cancelled  and  turned  into  inscribed  stock, 
and  the  cancelled  debentures  and  the  certificates  are 
sent  here  to  Ottawa.  The  debentures  are  burned, 
according  to  the  Audit  Act,  and  the  certificates 
held  by  the  Receiver  General,  and  this  stock  cannot 
be  transferred  without  deed  of  transfer  and  pre¬ 
sentation  of  the  certificate,  so'  that  everything  is 
safe. 

Governor  General  Secretary’s  Office... .  .$10,562  50 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  may  say  that  there  is  nothing 
abnormal  in  this.  The  only  increase  outside  the 
statutory  increase  being  $100  for  the  messenger. 
He  has  been  a  very  long  time  in  the  service,  and  his 
long  services  have  been  recognized  in  this  way. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  What  was  his  salary  before  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  $500  I  think. 

Privy  Council  Office. . .  $28,525 

Mr.  FOSTER.  There  are  three  statutory  in¬ 
creases  at  $50,  two  promotions  from  third-class  to 
second-class,  involving  increases  of  $200  and  $350, 
and  the  appointment  of  two  new  clerks,  one  at 
$550  and  one  at  $400  ;  the  total  increases  being 
$1,650.  The  decreases  include  $700,  the  difference 
between  the  salary  of  a  second-class  clerk  and  a 
third-class  clerk  promoted ;  $380,  the  difference 
between  the  salary  of  a  clerk  who  resigned  and 
that  of  his  successor  ;  $200,  the  difference  in  the 
payment  of  messengers  ;  and  $75  in  the  salary  of  a 
chief  clerk  ;  making  a  total  decrease  of  $1 ,355  and 
a  total  net  increase  of  $295. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  What  led  to 
the  need  of  additional  officers  ? 

Mr.  Foster. 


Mr.  FOSTER.  The  work  of  the  Privy  Council 
Office  has  increased  very  rapidly,  as  the  records 
show. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  In  what  re¬ 
spect  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  More  documents  and  more  tran¬ 
scribing.  In  the  other  departments — in  my  depart¬ 
ment,  for  instance — the  number  of  officers  is  not 
increasing  owing  to  an  efficient  head  and  an  equally 
efficient  deputy  head,  but  the  work  has  greatly 
increased.  It  is  so  in  all  the  departments,  and  an 
increase  in  the  work  of  the  various  departments 
naturally  causes  an  increase  in  the  Privy  Council, 
through  which  the  documents  from  all  the  depart¬ 
ments  have  to  pass. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  The  infer¬ 
ence  to  be  drawn  is  that  the  deputy  hea  d  of  the 
Privy  Council  is  not  equally  efficient,  because  the 
increase  of  work  there  requires  an  increase  of 
officers. 

Department  of  Militia  and  Defence. .$43, 812  50 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  I  see  there  is  a  de¬ 
crease  in  this  vote,  and  also  in  that  of  the  Customs 
Department.  Is  this  supposed  to  be  accomplished 
by  the  reconstruction  of  the  Cabinet  ?  If  so,  per¬ 
haps  there  could  be  another  reconstruction  all  round 
which  would  residt  in  further  economy. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  will  give  the  explanation,  from 
which  the  hon.  gentleman  can  draw  his  own  infer¬ 
ence.  There  were  nine  statutory  increases  amount¬ 
ing  to  $450,  and  one  at  $37.50.  Then  there  is  a 
decrease  of  $600  in  the  salary  of  a  third-class  clerk, 
and  $75  in  the  salary  of  a  chief  clerk  ;  the  net  de¬ 
crease  being  $187.50. 

Department  of  Printing  and  Sta¬ 
tionery . $22,842  50 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  We  would 
like  some  explanatien  of  the  changes  involved  in 
this  reduction. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  There  are  thirteen  statutory  in¬ 
creases,  $650,  also  one  at  $30  and  one  at  $15 ;  a  new 
appointment,  $500 ;  and  an  addition  to  the  salary 
of  Mr.  Roxborough,  who  performs  the  duties 
formerly  performed  by  Mr.  Bronskill  ;  making  the 
total  increases  $1,395.  The  decreases  are  the 
salaries  of  two  chief  clerks  at  $1,950  each,  and 
those  of  two  second-class  clerks,  $2,600.  Then, 
there  was  a  salary  twice  voted  for  1891-92,  which 
drops  out  ;  making  the  total  decreases  $7,700,  and 
the  net  decrease  $6,305. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Who  are  the 
two  gentlemen  who  are  dropped  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Mr.  Bronskill  and  Mr.  Senecal. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  Is  Mr.  Roxborough  paid 
the  same  salary  as  Mr.  Bronskill  received  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  No.  He  formerly  received 
$1,350,  and  he  gets  $200  additional. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Am  I  to  under¬ 
stand  that  it  is  now  possible  to  discharge  the  duties 
of  this  office  with  21  clerks  instead  of  25  who  were 
employed  under  the  former  regime  ?  It  strikes  me 
that  there  must  have  been  some  extravagance  in 
that  department,  wThen  we  find  it  possible  to  decrease 
the  staff  by  nearly  25  per  cent.  My  own  conviction 
is  that  the  functions  of  this  department  might 
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easily  have  been  discharged  without  the  gentlemen 
who  have  disappeared,  and  with  great  public 
advantage. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  Is  the  place  which  was 
formerly  held  by  Mr.  Senecal  now  filled  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Yes,  Mr.  McMahon  tills  that 
office  at  the  salary  he  had. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Are  we  to 
understand  that  these  reductions  are  to  be  per¬ 
manent  or  only  pro  tempore  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER  Oh,  yes,  permanent. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  Is  the  position  which  Mr. 
McMahon  formerly  held,  that  of  assistant  superin¬ 
tendent,  filled  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  No,  I  do  not  think  it  is.  I  think 
he  simply  performs  the  additional  duties,  keeping 
his  salary  and  place. 

Department  of  the  Interior . $95,414  00 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  When  may  we  expect  the 
report  of  the  Commission  appointed  to  investigate 
certain  affairs  in  connection  with  the  Interior 
Department  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  That  is,  the  report  of  the  Com¬ 
mittee  of  the  Privy  Council  who  were  appointed  to 
investigate  the  irregularities  in  the  Interior  Depart¬ 
ment  ?  The  report  has  been  made  and  has  been 
embodied  in  an  Order  in  Council. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Undoubtedly  j 
we  are  not  in  a  position  to  discuss  the  details  of 
Civil  Government,  until  we  have  that  report. 
When  can  it  be  laid  on  the  'fable  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  think  there  is  no  objection  to 
lay  it  on  the  Table. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  When  can 
that  be  done  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Before  we  come  to  concurrence. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Concurrence 
is  generally  taken  in  the  last  days  of  the  session. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  think  we  can  lay  it  on  the 
Table  next  week. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Some  of  these 
items  should  be  allowed  to  stand  over,  so  that  we 
may  be  able  to  discuss  them  intelligently  after  the 
report  is  laid  on  the  Table.  This  report  may  con¬ 
tain,  and  I  hope  it  will  contain,  some  important 
recommendations  and  information  as  to  the  work¬ 
ing  of  the  Civil  Service.  We  have  found  great 
irregularities  to  exist,  as  was  superabundantly 
proven  last  session,  and  it  is  important  thet  we 
should  have  some  report  before  us  from  these  gentle¬ 
men  who  are  experts  chosen  for  the  purpose,  so 
that  we  may  see  if  any  means  have  presented  them¬ 
selves  to  them  by  which  the  departments  can  be 
kept  in  better  order,  and  as  to  the  reconstruction 
of  some  of  the  departments.  I  have  always  thought 
that  our  system  was  very  vicious,  that  we  had  too 
many  men  of  mediocre  ability  who  were  well  paid, 
and  too  few  good  men  who  were  poorly  paid.  We 
might  leave  over  one  of  these  items  in  order  to 
afford  an  opportunity  for  discussion. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  It  might  take  place  on  the  vote 
for  contingencies. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  understand 
that  this  discussion  will  not  take  place  until  we 
have  that  report  ? 
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Mr.  FOSTER.  Yes. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  I  would  like  to  know 
from  the  Minister  of  the  Interior  how  his  depart¬ 
ment  stands.  We  understood  that  the  Deputy 
Minister  was  suspended,  or  was  in  such  a  position 
as  to  relieve  him  from  the  discharge  of  his  duties 
as  deputy.  I  understand  that  he  has  been  re-ap¬ 
pointed  to  the  department,  and  we  ought  to  know 
what  his  position  is  and  what  pay  he  receives, 
because  that  is  not  known  to  the  House.  The  hon. 
gentleman  shoidd  state  what  position  the  late 
deputy  occupies,  whether  he  was  suspended, 
whether  he  has  been  reinstated,  what  position  he 
occupies  now,  what  salary  he  is  receiving,  and 
whether  he  is  to  be  reinstated  in  his  former  posi¬ 
tion. 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  The  Deputy  Minister  was 
never  suspended,  but  for  a  certain  time  he  did  not 
attend  to  the  duties  of  the  department.  He  placed 
a  letter  in  my  hands  stating  that,  if  I  thought  his 
resignation  should  be  accepted,  he  was  willing  to 
hand  in  his  resignation.  I  did  not  consider  that 
his  position  was  such  that  I  should  accept  his 
resignation,  and,  consequently,  after  the  report  of 
the  sub-committee  of  the  Privy  Council  was  made 
he  returned  to  his  duty,  at  my  request,  and  he  has 
been  acting  as  deputy  ever  since.  As  soon  as  the 
report  asked  for  by  hon.  members  comes  down, 
they  will  see  the  position  he  occupies. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  Then  I  understand  that 
he  has  never  been  suspended,  that  he  has  never 
ceased  to  be  deputy  or  to  get  the  pay  or  discharge 
the  work  ? 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  I  said  he  has  been  acting  as 
deputy,  but  he  has  received  no  salary  from  the  time 
he  placed  his  letter  in  my  hands  until  the  present 
moment. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.  I. )  Does  the  hon.  gentleman 
mean  to  say  that  the  resignation  of  the  Deputy 
Minister  was  placed  in  the  Minister's  hands  and 
not  accepted,  that  this  gentleman  did  not  attend 
the  office  for  a  short  time,  but  at  the  Minister’s  sug¬ 
gestion  came  back  to  work  and  accepted  his  old 
position  ?  Of  course,  if  he  is  doing  that,  he  is 
receiving  his  old  pay. 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  If  the  report  were  brought 
down,  hon.  gentlemen  would  .see  where  the  compli¬ 
cation  has  arisen. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  Cannot  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  tell  us  now  what  the  complication  is  ? 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  A  recommendation  was  made 
that  the  deputy  should  be  reduced  to  the  rank  of  a 
chief  clerk. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  On  what  ground? 

Sir  J OHN  THOMPSON,  On  the  grounds  which 
appeal-  in  the  report  of  the  committee. 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  But  it  was  found  there  was 
no  provision  for  another  chief  clerk,  and  conse¬ 
quently  there  was  no  provision  for  his  salary,  so  he 
has  received  no  salary  from  that  time  to  this, 
pending  a  reconsideration  of  the  matter. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Then  I  under¬ 
stand  you  have  no  deputy  at  present  ?  The  Gov¬ 
ernment  propose  to  reduce  the  deputy  to  the  posi¬ 
tion  of  a  chief  clerk,  but  I  presume  they  intend  to 
have  a  deputy  head  of  the  department  ? 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  Yes,  but  it  was  found  that 
there  was  no  provision  for  another  chief  clerkship 
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and  consequently  lie  did  not  receive  his  pay,  but  I 
asked  him  to  continue  to  act  as  deputy,  as  I  had  a 
right  to  do  under  the  Act. 

Mr.  1  )AVIES  (P.  E.  I. )  If  the  committee  degraded 
the  deputy  to  the  rank  of  chief  clerk  and  then  the 
Minister  asked  him  to  work  as  a  chief  clerk,  he 
should  receive  the  pay,  but  I  do  not  see  that  the 
hon.  gentleman  is  asking  us  to  vote  the  salary  of  a 
chief  clerk,  though  he  is  asking  us  to  vote  the 
salary  of  a  Deputy  Minister.  It  appears  that  he 
must  be  intending  to  pay  this  gentleman  as  Deputy 
Minister.  I  should  like  to  know  if  it  is  his  inten¬ 
tion  to  ignore  the  recommendation  of  the  committee 
and  to  ask  the  House  to  vote  the  salary  for  this 
gentleman  as  Deputy  Minister? 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  It  is  not  my  intention  to 
interfere  with  the  report  of  the  committee  at  all  ; 
but  what  I  do  intend  to  do  is  to  ask  that  the 
deputy  may  be  reinstated  in  his  old  position. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  Before  that  is  done, I  sup¬ 
pose,  by  the  rules  of  the  department  which  authorize 
the  Minister  to  pay  a  clerk  who  is  doing  the  work 
of  an  inferior  officer,  if  the  deputy  has  been  appoint¬ 
ed  by  the  Minister  as  acting  deputy,  if  he  has 
been  called  upon  by  the  Minister  to  discharge  the 
duty  of  a  deputy,  although  he  is  degraded  to  the 
rank  of  a  chief  clerk,  he  will  nevertheless  be  en¬ 
titled  to  the  salary  of  deputy. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  There  is  no  rule  of 
that  kind.  There  is  merely  a  rule  that  it  may  be 
awarded  under  certain  circumstances,  but  nobody  is 
entitled  to  it. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  Has  the  late  Deputy 
Minister  been  drawing  a  new  salary  for  some 
months  past  since  the  investigation  before  the 
Public  Accounts  Committee  ? 

Mr.  DE SYDNEY.  I  said  a  few  moments  ago 
that  he  has  not  drawn  a  dollar  since  he  wrote  me 
that  letter. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  Will  the  Minister  explain 
to  whom  the  Deputy  Minister’s  salary  has  been 
paid  ? 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  It  has  been  paid  to  no  one. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  As  I  under¬ 
stand  it,  the  Minister  informs  the  House  that  after 
all  that  has  passed,  it  is  his  intention  to  recommend 
his  late  deputy,  or  his  acting  deputy,  or  his  in¬ 
terim  deputy  -I  do  not  know  what  Mr.  Burgess  is 
just  now — but  it  is  his  intention  to  recommend  him 
to  be  reinstated  in  the  full  power,  and  pay,  and 
perquisites  of  his  former  office. 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  Yes,  that  is  my  intention. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I. )  I  do  not  propose  to  dis¬ 
cuss  the  matter, because  we  are  not  in  possession  of 
the  information  on  which  we  could  properly  discuss 
it.  The  Committee  of  Council  must  have  had  some 
facts  to  go  on,  or  they  never  would  have  taken  the 
responsibility  of  degrading  a  deputy  head  down  to 
the  position  of  chief  clerk.  That  may  be  assumed 
prima  facie  by  the  House.  Nowr,  if  the  Committeeof 
Council  acted  in  that  way  and  degraded  this  gentle¬ 
man  down  to  the  position  of  chief  elerk,  I  wrant  to 
know  why  the  hon.  gentleman  is  asking  Parliament 
to  vote  his  pay  for  that  office,  or  if  he  is  going  to 
ignore  that  recommendation  for  the  past  as  well  as 
for  the  future,  and  to  pay  his  deputy  head  in  de¬ 
fiance  of  that  recommendation  ?  I  am  not  saying 
whether.it  is  right  or  wrong  ;  I  do  not  know  the 
Mr.  Df.wdney. 


facts.  I  want  to  know  from  the  hon.  gentleman 
w  hat  the  facts  are,  and  what  his  intentions  are,  and 
this  is  the  proper  time  for  him  to  tell  us,  without  any 
evasion. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  There  has  been  no 
evasion,  if  the  hon.  gentleman  will  allow  me  to  add 
a  word  to  what  my  colleague  has  said.  My 
colleague  has  not  evaded  the  question.  The  facts  are 
as  he  has  stated  :  that  on  investigation,  following  the 
investigation  by  the  Public  Accounts  Committee, 
the  Council  decided  that  Mr.  Burgess  should  be 
deprived  of  his  office  and  made  a  chief  clerk.  The 
Auditor  General  has  objected  that  no  chief  clerk’s 
salary  was  provided  ;  the  chief  clerkships  in  that 
department  were  all  filled  ;  he  could  not,  therefore, 
get  the  salary  of  a  Deputy  Minister  because  he  had 
been  deprived  of  that  office,  and  he  could  not  get 
the  salary  of  a  chief  clerk  because  that  was  not 
provided  by  Parliament.  I  submit  to  my  hon. 
friend  that  there  will  be  time  enough,  when  we  ask 
the  House  to  vote  his  salary,  to  discuss  whether 
that  salary  is  appropriated  or  not.  In  the  mean¬ 
time,  nothing  has  been  received  from  the  com¬ 
mittee,  because  the  case  has  not  come  before 
Council.  My  colleague  is  stating  his  own  views  as 
to  the  position  Mr.  Burgess  occupied. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  I  admit  there  was  per¬ 
fect  frankness  on  the  part  of  the  Minister  as  regards 
the  future,  because  he  said  it  was  his  intention  to 
reinstate,  so  far  as  he  could,  this  gentleman  in  the 
position  of  deputy,  and  he  was  asking  the  House 
to  vote  his  salary. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  Not  now. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.  )  But,  from  the  statement 
of  the  Minister  that  he  intends  to  recoininend  the 
reinstatement,  we  assumed,  until  the  leader  of  the 
House  intervened,  that  he  was  speaking  the  mind 
of  the  Government.  I  was  desirous  of  getting  some 
other  information  as  to  what  rate  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  proposed  to  pay  Mr.  Burgess  for  the  work  he 
has  been  doing  as  chief  clerk. 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  I  have  not  made  up  my  mind 
what  recommendation  to  make  with  regard  to  that. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  Has  the  late  deputy  ever 
acted  as  chief  clerk  ?  Has  he  not  all  along  dis¬ 
charged  the  duties  of  Deputy  Minister  ? 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  Yes.  He  has  never  acted  as 
chief  clerk,  because  there  was  no  chief  clerkship 
vacant  to  appoint  him  to.  If  he  had  been  appoint¬ 
ed  chief  clerk,  I  should  still  have  asked  him  to 
carry  out  the  duties  of  deputy  head. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  In  reality  he  has  dis¬ 
charged  the  duties  of  deputy  head. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  The  duties  of  deputy 
are  very  often  discharged  by  a  chief  clerk  when 
the  deputy  head  is  absent.  Every  clerk  has  to  do 
the  duties  assigned  to  him. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  After  all  said  and  done, 
it  is  rather  making  a  burlesque  of  the  enquiry  and 
the  report  of  the  Committee  of  Council,  because  it 
is  a  rather  important  function  which  they  assume 
of  interfering  with  a  gentleman  occupying  such  a 
very  high  position  as  deputy  head,  and  degrading 
him.  Then  we  find  the  head  of  the  department 
quietly  but  very  determinedly  ignoring  that  re¬ 
port,  and  reinstating  the  gentleman  in  the  position 
from  which  he  had  been  degraded.  I  am  not  saying 
whether  the  original  recommendation  was  correct 
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or  not,  but  I  <lo  mean  to  say  that  there  appears  to 
be  a  most  marvellous  discrepancy  bet  ween  the  action 
of  the  Minister  at  the  head  of  the  department  and 
the  action  of  the  Minister  who  reports  on  his 
deputy. 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  I  consider  that  the  public, 
the  department  and  the  Government  would  suffer 
if  I  had  to  dispense  with  his  services. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.  E.  I.)  Your  colleagues  outlie 
Commission  did  not  think  so. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  DoI  understand  the  Minister 
to  say  that  Mr.  Burgess  was  discharged  from  the 
position  of  deputy  head,  or  only  that  he  sent  in  his 
resignation  ?  Was  not  Mr.  Hall  acting  as  deputy 
head  some  time  during  last  session  '? 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  I  said,  for  a  short  time,  while 
that  letter  of  Mr.  Burgess  was  held  by  me. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  How  long  has  Mr.  Hall  been 
discharging  the  duties  of  deputy  head  ? 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  Perhaps  a  month  or  six 
weeks. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  really  think 
that  before  we  proceed  with  this  discussion  as  to 
the  Department  of  the  Interior,  we  ought  to  have 
the  report  of  the  Committee  of  Council  before  us. 
It  is  quite  evident  that  though  there  may  be  no 
contradiction  between  the  First  Minister  and  his 
colleague,  there  is  a  strong  conflict  of  opinion,  and 
we  ought  to  have  an  opportunity  of  judging  for 
ourselves  on  what  grounds  the  Minister  at  the  head 
of  the  department  dissents  from  the  opinion  of  his 
colleagues,  and  my  hon.  friend  intimates  his  inten¬ 
tion  of  overriding  that.  Be  that  as  it  may,  I  think 
we  really  must  have  the  report  of  the  committee, 
because  the  question  is  one  of  great  importance.  I 
was  present  myself  during  the  investigation  which 
took  place  at  the  Public  Accounts  Committee,  and 
I  must  say  that  there  appeared  to  have  been,  for  a 
long  period  of  time,  very  great  laxity  of  discipline 
in  the  control  of  that  important  department.  It 
has  swollen,  as  the  House  will  see,  to  enormous 
proportions,  it  has  great  interests  committed  to  it. 
My  own  judgment  in  the  matter,  primd  facie, 
would  rather  be  with  the  Committee  of  Council,  but 
I  would  like  to  fortify  my  opinion  by  knowing  the 
reasons  which  induced  the  hon.  gentlemen  to  ar¬ 
rive  at  their  decision,  and  I  trust  the  Minister  of 
Finance  will  let  this  item  stand  until  we  get  the 
report  of  the  Committee  of  Council. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  quite  agree  with  my  hon. 
friend  that  he  should  have  an  opportunity  of  seeing 
that  report  in  connection  with  the  Interior,  when 
it  comes  down.  But  there  is  no  salary  being  voted 
here  for  Mr.  Burgess  or  any  other  person  ;  and 
whatever  may  be  the  outcome  of  that  discussion, 
I  suppose  that  my  hon.  friend  will  not  deny  that 
there  must  be  a  deputy  head,  and  he  must  have  a 
salary. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  We  do  not 
deny  that. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  It  is  admitted  that  the  officers 
are  necessary,  and  whatever  the  result  of  the  dis¬ 
cussion  may  be  upon  the  report,  it  will  not  affect 
the  position  of  certain  officers  who  are  necessary  in 
the  department. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  I  must  have  misunder¬ 
stood  the  Minister  of  the  Interior  when  he  answered 


my  question  with  regard  to  the  position  that  the 
late  Deputy  Minister  occupied  in  the  department. 

I  understood  him  to  say  that  Mr.  Burgess  had  been 
discharging  the  duties  of  Deputy  Minister  all  along, 
although  he  had  been  degraded  to  the  position  of 
chief  clerk.  Afterwards,  in  answering  the  hon. 
member  for  North  Wellington,  he  said  that  Mr. 
Hall,  who  is  the  secretary  of  the  department,  had 
discharged  the  duties  for  about  two  months.  Now, 
if  that  was  the  case,  there  must  have  been  two 
Deputy  Ministers  during  that  time. 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  You  misunderstood  me  alto¬ 
gether.  I  said  it  was  only  during  the  time  that  I 
held  that  resignation  letter  of  Mr.  Burgess. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  As  I  understand  it,  you 
still  hold  that  letter,  because  he  has  never  been 
reinstated. 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  No. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  That  letter  was  dis¬ 
posed  of  by  the  report  of  the  Committee  being 
adopted  by  Council,  which  settled  Mr.  Burgess’s 
position.  But  down  to  that  time  Mr.  Hall  was 
acting  as  deputy.  There  is  no  conflict  between 
what  1  said  and  what  my  colleague  said.  I  merely 
added  an  explanation  that  the  view  which  he  ex¬ 
pressed  to  the  House  was  his  own  opinion. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  Then  the  two  months 
salary  would  go  to  Mr.  Hall  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  No.  Mr.  Hall  has 
received  nothing  but  his  own  salary  as  chief  clerk. 
The  department  will  require  a  deputy  head.  The 
salary  is  from  1st  of  next  July,  and  the  committee 
will  see  that  it  will  suffer  no  prejudice  by  this  vote 
being  taken,  when  I  tell  the  committee,  as  my 
colleague  the  Finance  Minister  has  done,  that  we 
will  be  asking  Parliament  to  vote  a  salary  for  Mr. 
Burgess. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  The  hon.  gentleman 
says  that  it  is  quite  proper  to  appropriate  this 
amount  of  salary  for  the  deputy  head,  as  one  would 
be  required.  But  the  Government  have  under¬ 
taken  to  show  by  their  action  during  the  last  six 
months  that  such  an  office  is  not  necessary. 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  No. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  The  Government  have 
called  on  a  chief  clerk  to  act  as  deputy,  and  they 
have  allowed  that  system  to  go  on  for  the  past  six 
months.  Has  the  work  of  the  deputy  been  effi¬ 
ciently  and  properly  done  ?  Surely  the  Govern¬ 
ment  have  had  time  to  consider  this  question.  Mr. 
Burgess  has  been  degraded,  upon  the  report  of  the 
Commission,  to  the  rank  of  a  chief  clerk.  The 
Minister  of  the  Interior,  the  head  of  the  depart¬ 
ment,  says  it  is  not  his  intention  that  Mr.  Burgess 
shall  remain  in  that  position,  but  he  shall  be  re¬ 
stored  to  the  office  which  he  previously  held.  Why 
has  that  question  not  been  disposed  of  before  this 
time  ?  Six  months  have  elapsed  since  Mi;.  Burgess 
was  assigned  to  his  present  position.  Why  should 
the  Government  come  down  and  tell  this  committee 
one  story  embodied  in  the  report  of  a  commission, 
which  has  been  adopted  by  the  Governor  in  Coun¬ 
cil,  and  the  head  of  the  department  tell  the  com¬ 
mittee  a  different  story  ?  This  question  should  be 
disposed  of  by  the  Government  before  they  ask  for 
an  appropriation  of  salary  for  a  Deputy  Minister. 
The  committee  may  be  inclined  to  agree  with  the 
Commission  and  not  with  the  determination  of  the 
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Minister  of  the  Interior.  Whether  the  House  should 
vote  that  appropriation  or  not,  might  depend 
entirely  on  the  decision  of  the  Government  in 
the  matter.  A  conclusion  should  be  reached 
by  the  Government  before  they  are  in  a  position  to 
ask  Parliament  to  make  an  appropriation.  It 
seems  to  me  that  this  item  should  stand  until  a 
different  practice  has  been  adopted.  From  the 
facts  elicited  by  the  Public  Accounts  Committee 
which  came  before  the  House  to  a  very  limited 
extent,  indeed,  wre  know  that  Mr.  Burgess  was 
suspended,  owing  to  the  irregularities  in  the 
payment  of  permanent  clerks  for  extra  services, 
contrary  to  provisions  of  the  law.  Is  it  the  inten¬ 
tion  of  the  Government,  in  the  restoration  of  this 
deputy  to  his  original  position,  to  alter  the  law  and 
to  authorize  that  to  be  done  ?  We  ought  to  as¬ 
certain  if  the  Government  intend  to  allow  per¬ 
manent  clerks  to  neglect  their  ordinary  duties  in 
order  that  they  may  do  work  after  hours  for  an 
extra  allowance.  It  is  important  that  the  House  j 
should  know  what  the  determination  of  the  Gov-  | 
eminent  is,  and  if  this  House  is  to  exercise  effective 
supervision,  we  should  know  what  the  views  of  the 
Government  are  on  this  matter,  not  while  the 
views  of  the  Government  are  in  the  clouds,  but 
after  they  have  come  to  earth.  I  think  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  must  decide  this  matter  before  they  ask 
an  appropriation.  It  is  preposterous  to  come  to  the 
committee  and  say:  We  want  this  appropriation, 
although  we  have  allowed  the  office  to  remain 
vacant  for  six  months,  on  the  plea  that  it  is  for  an 
officer  after  1st  July.  If  the  department  was  one 
just  created  there  might  be  some  excuse  for  coming 
to  the  House  and  asking  for  an  appropriation.  Of 
course,  the  Government  might  not  have  been  able 
to  secure  a  suitable  officer,  and  wished  further  ; 
time.  But  no  such  statement  is  made  now’.  The  J 
office  has  not  been  filled.  The  department  is  \ 
not  properly  organized  ;  it  has  not  been  properly  | 
organized  since  the  report  of  that  Commission  was 
made.  It  has  been  unorganized  or  imperfect 
ever  since,  and  the  Government  now  comes  and 
asks  the  committee  to  make  an  appropriation  for  i 
an  imperfectly  organized  department,  when  they 
see  the  condition  it  is  in  at  the  present  time.  In 
my  opinion,  the  committee  is  not  discharging  its 
duty,  is  not, exercising  sufficient  control  over  these 
matters,  unless  it  calls  upon  the  Government  to  ! 
perform  its  duty  before  asking  an  appropriation 
for  this  office. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  think  the  lion,  gentleman  is 
scarcely  consistent  in  his  reasoning.  He  spent  live 
minutes  in  trying  to  impress  on  the  committee  the 
fact  that  during  six  months,  or  thereabouts,  this 
department  has  been  imperfectly  organized.  The 
lion,  gentleman  found  fault  because  there  has  not 
been  a  deputy  head,  and  then  he  complained  be¬ 
cause  the  Government  has  asked  an  appropriation 
for  the  purpose  of  perfecting  the  organization.  The 
lion,  gentleman  wishes  to  know  if  it  is  intended 
that  permanent  clerks  shall  be  paid  for  extra  ser¬ 
vices,  and  before  an  appropriation  is  voted  he  desires 
that  information.  The  lion,  gentleman  was  informed, 
he  believes  and  knows  that  whatever  punishment 
was  put  on  Mr.  Burgess  by  making  him  a,  chief 
clerk  in  the  department  w  as  punishment  for  doing 
that  very  thing,  and  that  is  proof  which  is  plain 
enough  and  certain  enough  that  the  Government 
does  not  intend  th&t  permanent  clerks  shall  be  paid 
Mr.  Mills  (Bothwell). 


for  extra  services.  If  Mr.  Burgess’s  name  was  here 
as  deputy  head  and  the  amount  was  being  voted  in 
that  way  for  salary,  the  lion,  gentleman’s  objection 
would  be  good,  that  before  this  amount  was  appro¬ 
priated  the  report  should  be  brought  down  and  dis¬ 
cussed  ;  but  everyone  knows  that  to  have  a  depart¬ 
ment  well  organized  and  carried  on  there  must  be 
a  deputy  head,  or  some  one  doing  the  work  of  the 
deputy  head,  and  we  are  simply  asking  for  that 
vote  and  that  organization.  I  think  it  is  refined 
reasoning  to  ask  that  this  item  should  stand  for  no 
better  cause  than  that  assigned. 

Mr.  FRASER.  I  see  the  force  of  the  argument 
of  the  Minister  of  Finance.  But  this  is  really  a 
vote  for  Mr.  Burgess,  because  the  Minister  of  the 
Interior,  the  head  of  the  department,  says  he  is 
bound  to  restore  him  to  his  old  position.  Had  not 
the  Minister  specifically  stated  that  it  was  his 
determination  that  Mr.  Burgess  should  be  restored 
—and  the  Government  did  not  repudiate  the 
statement — I  would  have  had  no  trouble  in  the 
matter,  and  I  would  have  looked  upon  it  exactly 
as  the  Minister  of  Finance  has  done.  I  have  no 
objection  that  this  deputy  should  be  continued.  If 
the  Government  found  they  made  a  mistake  in 
deposing  him  in  the  first  instance,  and  if  the  re¬ 
port  of  the  Commission  shows  that  he  acted  wrong¬ 
ly,  and  they  accepted  that  report,  I  am  bound  to 
admit  that  the  Government  saw  their  mistake  and 
admitted  that  this  Commission  knew  more  about 
this  department  than  they  did.  The  Minister  of 
Justice  stated  that  Mr.  Burgess  wTas  suspended 
only  until  the  Commission  reported,  and  the  Gqv- 
ernment  now  seems  to  think  they  were  wrong  and 
he  should  be  restored.  Owing  to  the  stubborn 
fight  of  the  head  of  the  department  and  his  deter¬ 
mination  to  restore  this  duputy,  irrespective-of  the 
Government  or  anyone  else,  this  vote  is  substan- 
tiallv  made  a  vote  for  this  particular  deputy. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  Were  not  other  officers 
in  the  department,  besides  the  Deputy  Minister, 
degraded  for  the  same  reason  that  the  deputy  was 
degraded  ?  I  would  like  to  ask  him  at  the  same 
time,  if  all  the  officers  wdiose  conduct  w’as  inves¬ 
tigated  before  the  Public  Accounts  Committee  have 
been  reinstated  ?  We  know  some  men  there  who 
had  for  years  been  drawing  money  in  the  names  of 
dead  men.  There  were  also  officers  of  the  depart¬ 
ment  drawing  salaries  under  fictitious  names,  in  the 
names  of  men  and  women  who  had  no  existence.- 
Xow  I  would  like  the  Minister  to  state  to  the 
committee  if  all  these  men  have  been  reinstated, 
and  if  it  is  not  a  fact  that  some  of  the  officers  other 
than  Mr.  Burgess  have  also  been  degraded. 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  No  other  officer  was  degraded 
from  the  position  which  he  then  occupied,  and  they 
are  all  still  in  the  service  of  the  department. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  M  ere  the  salaries  of  some 
of  the  officers' not  reduced  ? 

Mr.  DEW  DNEY.  The  salaries  were  not  reduced, 
in  any  case.  » 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  Was  not  the  salary  of  Mr. 
Nelson  reduced  ? 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  The  salaries  were  not  reduced, 
but  they  were  docked  half  of  their  salary  for  two 
months. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  The  Minister 
of  Finance  has  brought  up  a  question  of  consider¬ 
able  importance,  in  the  discussion  of  our  Estimates. 


265 


[MARCH  18,  1892.] 


266 


The  question  which  is  before  us  at  the  present 
time  is  this  :  We  are  called  upon  to  vote  $ 95, 000 
for  the  Department  of  the  Interior.  This  is  the 
proper  time — a  time  set  apart  by  custom  and 
usage  in  Parliament  to  discuss  the  proper  admin¬ 
istration  of  that  department,  and  it  is  for  that 
reason — not  with  any  view  to  hamper  or  detain 
the  House — that  I  desire  to  have  the  information 
which  the  Government  have  obtained  from  their 
Committee  of  the  Privy  Council  as  to  the  doings 
of  the  former  head,  and  the  gentleman,  who,  as  I 
understand,  is  to  be  the  future  head  of  the  depart¬ 
ment.  That  information  is  distinctly  germane  to 
this  item,  and  I  think  we  ought  to  have  it.  I  repeat 
that  this  is  the  special  time  at  which  that  informa¬ 
tion  should  be  in  the  hands  of  the  House. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E. I.)  The  question,  as  I  under¬ 
stand,  is,*  that  the  lion,  gentleman  was  asked  to 
allow  this  particular  vote  to  stand,  so  that  it  might 
be  discussed  when  the  report  comes  down.  Perhaps 
this  would  be  the  better  item  to  allow  to  stand. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  All  right,  let  it  stand. 

Office  of  the  Comptroller  of  the  North- 
West  Mounted  Police  . $9,550 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Before  that 
resolution  is  adopted,  I  may  say  that  I  notice  that 
the  increases  are  statutory,  and  I  am  not  going  to 
discuss  that  question.  Let  me  ask,  is  this  under 
the  control  of  the  Minister  of  Justice  or  the  De¬ 
partment  of  the  Interior  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Under  the  control  of  the  Presi¬ 
dent  of  the  Privy  Council. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  was  about 
to  ask  for  some  information  with  respect  to  certain 
proceedings  that  I  see  have  taken  place  in  the 
North-West  in  reference  to  the  officer  in  charge  of 
the  Mounted  Police.  We  may  as  well  have  the 
information  in  •connection  with  it  now,  and  also 
information  as  to  what  policy  the  Government  in¬ 
tend  to  adopt  with  regard  to  that  force.  The 
force  is  to  a  large  extent  thoroughly  military,  and 
there  is  some  sort  of  anomaly  in  it  being  under  the 
control  of  a  thoroughly  civil  department.  I  shall 
be  glad  to  know, what  information  the  leader  of 
the  House,  oi*  whoever  is  in  charge  of  that  depart¬ 
ment,  has  to  give  on  these  two  subjects. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  suppose  that  would  come  up 
equally  as  well  on  the  vote  for  the  service  itself. 
With  reference  to  the  outcome  of  the  Commission, 
I  believe  its  labours  are  ended,  but  the  report  is 
not  yet  before  the  Government.  With  reference 
to  the  policy,  that  we  can  discuss  more  fully  when 
we  come  to  the  vote  for  the  main  service,  but  I 
think  I  may  say  here,  that  the  Government  have  in 
contemplation  a  gradual  and  prudent  diminution  of 
the  force. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  had  refer¬ 
ence  to  the  question  of  policy  as  to  what  depart¬ 
ment  this  should  be  under,  and  in  connection  witli 
that  I  may  say  that  I  would  be  glad  to  understand 
to  whom  this  investigation  has  been  referred.  Has 
it  been  conducted  by  civil  officers  or  has  any  mili¬ 
tary  officer  been  associated  in  any  way  in  the 
investigation. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Judge  Wetmore  was  the  com¬ 
missioner,  and  he  has  carried  it  on  solely. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  have  no 
desire  in  the  least  degree  to  impugn  the  capacity 


of  the  hon.  judge  who  has  charge  of  the  investi¬ 
gation  ;  but  whether  he  is  an  able  judge  or  not,  is 
not  altogether  the  question.  It  appears  to  me  that 
in  an  investigation  into  the  doings  of  an  officer  in 
charge  of  the  force,  it  would  have  been  expedient 
that  one  or  more  military  men  should  have  been 
associated  with  the  judge.  I  am  rather  surprised 
to  find  that  the  matter  has  been  wholly  conducted 
by  the  civil  authorities.  The  civil  authority  is  an 
excellent  authority,  I  have  no  doubt,  in  weighing 
the  relative  merits  of  the  evidence  submitted,  but 
in  a  matter  of  this  kind  I  think  it  woidd  have  been 
in  the  interest  of  the  service  if  some  military  man 
of  note  and  eminence  should  have  been  associated 
with  the  judge  ;  for  questions  will  arise  as  to 
military  discipline  which  no  ordinary  civilian  could 
be  expected  to  be  intimately  acquainted  with. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  think  the  House  will 
be  in  a  better  position  to  judge  of  that  when  the 
report  is  laid  on  the  Table,  and  when  we  see  what 
the  nature  of  the  charges  is.  I  can  express  the 
highest  opinion  of  Judge  Wetmore’s  competency, 
and  in  the  faith  the  public  would  have  in  any  enquiry 
he  should  manage.  I  think  the  House  also  M  ill 
assume  that  confidence  when  they  receive  his  report, 
and  that  they  will  come  to  the  conclusion  that  he 
was  thoroughly  competent  to  carry  on  the  investi¬ 
gation.  I  am  quite  sure  that  we  will  discuss  the 
matter  with  more  satisfaction  when  we  have  the 
papers. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  am  not 
proposing  to  discuss  the  report.  I  am  merely  rais¬ 
ing  the  question  as  to  the  policy  of  investigating 
matters  relating  to  the  discipline  of  a  military  force 
M'holly  before  a  civil  commissioner.  It  appears  to 
me  that  was  a  very  questionable  policy,  to  say  the 
least  of  it.  I  think  it  would  have  been  better  if 
a  military  man  had  been  associated  with  the  judge. 
When  M  ill  this  report  be  laid  on  the  Table  of  the 
House  ?  I  presume  we  will  not  discuss  the  affairs 
of  the  Mounted  Police  until  this  is  ready. 

Mr.  DAVIN.  Mr.  Chairman,  unfortunately 
military  kiw  does  not  apply  to  the  North-West 
Mounted  Police,  and  I  do  not  think  it  would  have 
been  the  least  advantage  to  Judge  Wetmore  to 
have  had  a  coadjutor  of  a  military  character.  He 
had  to  enquire  into  certain  charges  that  Mrere  not 
really  cognizable  at  all  by  military  law.  I  Mrish 
that  military  law  did  apply,  and  if  so  many  of  the 
evils  that  were  complained  of,  and  in  Consequence 
of  M'hich  that  Commission  was  established,  could 
not  have  existed.  I  had  something  to  do  with  the 
conducting  of  the  enquiry  before  Judge  Wetmore, 
and  I  must  say,  that  so  far  as  I  saw,  he  is  a 
thoroughly  capable  judge  and  entirely  impartial,  as 
I  would  expect  any  judge  in  this  country  to  be. 
But  the  charges  are  not  charges  which  can  be 
judged  by  military  law — I  wish  they  were.  Some 
of  the  charges,  if  judged  by  military  law,  would  at 
once  call  forth  the  strongest  condemnation, 
because  they  would  be  a  palpable  violation 
of  the  established  laws  in  military  bodies. 
But  the  Commissioner  of  the  North-West  Mounted 
Police  has  a  power  exceeding  the  power  of  the 
Commander-in-Chief  of  the  British  army,  as  I  have 
pointed  out  here ;  and  as  the  military  law  does  not 
apply,  I  do  not  suppose  it  would  have  been  of  any 
advantage  to  have  had  a  military  coadjutor.  I 
hope,  in  common  with  the  hon.  gentleman,  that  we 
shall  soon  have  that  report.  The  evidence,  I  may 
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say,  lias  been  of  such  a  character  as  I  think  to 
justify  Parliament  in  expecting  an  early  report, 
and  early  action  on  the  report.  The  evidence 
before  that  Commission  has  been  more  conclusive 
and  more  full  than  we  could  possibly  have  expected, 
and  I  cannot  myself  possibly  anticipate  any  other 
than  one  conclusion,  and  that  is  the  conclusion 
consonant  with  the  proposition  that  has  been  more 
than  once  laid  down  by  myself  in  this  House. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  The  report  is  not 
expected  for  five  or  six  weeks. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Are  we  to 
understand  that  it  cannot  be  hurried  up  any 
sooner  ? — because  that  will  bring  it  to  a  rather  late 
period. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  *  I  will  ascertain  more 
definitely  by  Monday. 

Office  of  the  Auditor  General . $26,037  50 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Was  there 
anj7  special  reason  why  the  Auditor  General’s 
Report  could  not  be  brought  down  when  Parliament 
met  ? 

x 

Mr.  FOSTER.  We  were  in  session  very  late 
last  year. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  That  would 
not  affect  his  work. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  It  did  affect  it. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  The  reason  I 
put  the  question  is  this.  To  all  intents  and  pur¬ 
poses  the  Auditor  General’s  Report  has  been  con¬ 
verted  into  the  Public  Accounts  ;  and  unless  some 
arangement  can  be  made  for  placing  that  report  in 
the  hands  of  Parliament  about  the  end  of  January, 
when  I  hope  we  shall  meet  in  future,  our  work 
would  be  wholly  at  a  standstill.  This  little  brochure 
which  we  call  the  Public  Accounts  has  practically 
discharged  its  functions.  Therefore  I  desire  to 
know  if  there  is  any  likelihood  in  the  future  of  the 
Auditor  General’s  Report  being  delayed  as  it  has 
been  on  this  occasion,  or  whether  this  is  purely  an 
exceptional  occurrence  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  1  think  this  is  purely  excep¬ 
tional.  Iliad  a  conversation  with  the  Auditor 
General  about  it,  and  he  gave  me  as  the  chief 
reason  the  lateness  of  last  session,  and  stated  that 
he  would  take  steps  to  have  his  report  brought  out 
in  normal  years  in  good  time.  I  hope  that  I  shall 
not  offend  the  sensibilities  of  my  hon.  friend  from 
North  Wellington,  when  I  say  that  the  Auditor 
General  hopes  in  future  years  not  to  have  it  so 
large  as  it  is  this  year. 

Department  of  Customs . $36,505 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  Is  it  owing  to  the  fact 
that  that  department  has  gone  into  other  hands, 
that  a  decrease  is  brought  about  here  ?  Are  we  to 
have  more  rigid  economy  than  we  have  had  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  The  statutory  increases,  and  the 
increases  from  the  promotion  of  two  third-class 
clerks  to  the  second  class,  amount  to  $1,095.  As 
against  that,  the  salary  of  one  chief  clerk,  amount¬ 
ing  to  $2,250,  is  dropped,  and  there  is  a  decrease  of 
$500,  being  the  difference  in  the  salary  of  a  third- 
class  clerk  and  that  of  a  new  appointment.  The 
net  decrease  is  $1,655. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  It  was  generally  sup¬ 
posed  that  the  Minister  at  the  head  of  that  depart- 
Mr.  Da vin. 


ment  was  one  of  the  most  economical  we  had,  and 
it  is  surprising  to  find  that  there  is  to  be  a  saving 
in  this  department.  I  see  it  has  worked  in  both 
ways,  because  the  Minister  who  has  changed  places 
has  made  a  decrease  in  the  new  department  as 
well.  Perhaps  the  acting  Minister  of  Customs  will 
explain  how  he  can  do  the  work  now  with  a  chief 
clerk  less  than  was  there  in  the  time  past. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  In  the  reorganization  of  the 
department,  the  commissioner  was  superannuated, 
the  assistant  commissioner  was  promoted  to  the 
commissionership,  the  accountant,  who  was  a  chief 
clerk,  was  made  assistant  commissioner,  and  the 
accountant’s  branch  of  the  department  hereafter,  as 
provided  for  in  these  Estimates,  will  be  carried  on 
by  two  first  class  clerks,  one  to  take  charge  of  the 
expenditure  and  one  of  the  income  or  revenue  de¬ 
partment.  Now  the  work  is  being  done  by  one  first- 
class  clerk  and  one  second-class  clerk,  but  it  may 
be  that  in  a  short  time  the  latter  will  be  promoted 
to  a  first-class  clerkship.  In  dividing  the  work  in 
that  way,  with  the  supervision  of  the  commissioner 
and  assistant  commissioner,  I  did  not  deem  it  ad¬ 
visable  or  necessary  in  the  interests  of  the  service 
that  a  chief  clerk  should  be  appointed.  The  third- 
class  clerk  to  whom  the  Minister  of  Finance  has 
alluded  will  be  brought  in  at  a  lower  salary,  and 
in  this  way  the  saving  will  be  effected. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  Then  we  are  to  under¬ 
stand  that  all  these  economies  were  made  by 
the  ex-Minister  of  Customs  and  not  by  the  new 
Minister. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  do  not  desire  to  cake  any 
credit  to  myself  in  connection  with  the  decrease. 
These  arrangements  took  place  before  the  change 
was  made.  When  the  new  Minister  returns  and 
takes  charge  of  the  department,  he  will  find  it  as 
now  arranged,  and  no  doubt  he  will  administer  it 
as  economically  as  I  have  done.  * 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  I  understand  that 
these  economies  have  been  the  result  of  the  super¬ 
annuation  of  the  commissioner  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Yes,  and  no  doubt  that  will 
balaaice  the  account.  The  commissioner  was  over  70 
years  of  age  and  had  served  about  35  years,  and  if 
anyone  was  entitled  to  a  retiring  allowance,  I  think 
he  was.  I  cannot  speak  too  highly,  from  the  13  or 
14  years’  experience  I  have  had  of  Mr.  Johnson,  of 
his  ability  and  integrity.  W  ithout  any  exception, 
he  is  an  officer  in  whom  anyone  could  place  the 
most  implicit  confidence.  I  never  knew  him  in 
that  time  to  deviate  from  what  he  considered  to  be 
his  duty. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  He  almost  bordered  on 
stubbornness. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  I  see  there  are  two 
second-class  clerks  more  and  two  third-class  clerks 
less.  I  suppose  that  is  owing  to  promotion  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Yes. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  Then  after  a  while  there 
may  be  two  more  chief  clerks. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  That  could  not  be  this  year, 
unless  an  appropriation  for  them  was  made. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  Certainly ;  but  what 
the  hon.  gentleman  speaks  of  now  as  a  matter  of 
saving  and  economy,  there  being  only  one  chief 
clerk  now  instead  of  two,  may  possibly  only  be  a 
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temporary  condition  of  things  which  maybe  changed 
by  promotion. 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  That  does  not  follow.  You  are 
not  going  to  cross  the  floor  within  a  year,  and  con¬ 
sequently  it  will  not  take  place. 

Air.  AlcAlULLEN.  There  was  some  investiga¬ 
tion  in  regard  to  the  customs  in  Montreal.  Is  the 
Government  going  to  lay  that  report  before  the 
House  ?  There  was  an  investigation  as  to  some 
irregularities  or  reorganization  in  Montreal. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  That  does  not  come  under  this 
heading  at  all.  That  would  be  a  very  proper  ques¬ 
tion  to  put  when  we  come  to  the  general  Estimates 
and  are  asking  for  a  vote  for  the  Montreal  office  ; 
but  this  is  the  inside  service.  The  only  investiga¬ 
tion  that  took  place  in  Montreal  was  in  order  to  see 
what  economies  could  be  effected  by  retiring  the 
older  men  and  allowing  the  younger  men  to  do  the 
work  as  they  were  doing,  as  I  stated  last  year. 
When  the  lion,  gentleman  comes  to  that  part  of 
the  Estimates,  he  will  find  that  from  $15,000  to 
$18,000  less  is  asked  for  the  port  of  Alontreal  this 
year,  as  the  result  of  that  investigation,  than  was 
expended  or  asked  for  the  year  before.  This  was 
purely  a  departmental  report,  and  is  not  of  a 
character  generally  laid  before  Parliament.  There 
may  be  no  objection  to  laying  it  before  the  House, 
but  all  the  hon.  gentleman  will  find  will  be  that  an 
officer  is  too  old  and  his  work  could  be  done  by 
someone  now  in  the  service  without  any  increase 
of  cost,  and  that  some  officials  at  Point  St.  Charles 
or  at  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  station  or 
somewhere  else  could  be  dispensed  with. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  We  will  reach  these  items 
in  a  few  days,  and  I  was  anxious  to  know,  before 
we  reached  them,  whether  it  was  the  intention  of 
the  Government  to  present  that  report  to  the 
House.  We  have  heard  to-day  that  important 
reports  have  been  made  which  shoiild  be  laid  before 
the  House.  I  do  not  wish  to  put  a  question  which 
would  trouble  the  hon.  gentleman,  but  I  think 
these  reports  should  be  in  the  hands  of  the  House. 

Air.  BOAVELL.  I  say  frankly  that  I  did  not  in¬ 
tend  to  lay  that  report  before  the  House.  1  did 
not  consider  it  of  a  nature  to  lay  before  the  House. 
There  are  scores  of  reports  of  that  character  in  re¬ 
ference  to  various  ports,  but  there  may  be  no  objec¬ 
tion,  if  the  House  desires  to  have  it,  where  they 
are  not  confidential. 

Air.  AlcMULLEN.  I  think  such  an  important 
report  should  be  laid  before  the  House.  If  Parlia¬ 
ment  is  to  deal  with  the  affairs  of  the  country  in  an 
intelligent  way,  it  is  desirable  that  all  the  informa¬ 
tion  in  the  hands  of  the  Government,  or  furnished 
to  any  department  by  any  committee,  should  be 
laid  before  the  House.  We  are  labouring  in  the 
dark.  What  is  the  object  of  these  investigations  ? 
No  doubt  the  hon.  gentleman  thinks  it  is  the  duty 
of  the  Minister  to  deal  with  these  Commissions  and 
the  House  has  no  right  to  know  anything  about 
them.  I  say  the  people’s  representatives  have  a 
right  to  investigate  these  matters. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  It  is  unnecessary  for  the  hon. 
gentleman  to  get  so  excited  or  to  fight  a  shadow. 

I  did  not  object  to  laying  this  report  before  the 
House,  but  I  may  tell  the  hon.  gentleman  that,  if 
every  inspector’s  report  is  to  be  laid  on  the  Table,  the 
head  of  the  department  will  not  be  so  likely  to 
receive  the  information  lie  should  receive  in  con-  | 


nection  with  the  customs  or  any  other  department. 
This  was  not  a  special  commission  ;  if  it  were,  I 
think  the  argument  of  the  hon.  member  for  Wel¬ 
lington  would  be  quite  correct.  This  was  an  ordin¬ 
ary  inspection  by  the  officers  of  the  department, 
such  as  is  made  whenever  they  visit  a  port.  There 
are  many  things  in  these  reports  that  it  would 
not  be  advisable  to  lay  on  the  Table,  because  if  an 
inspector  or  an  officer  does  his  duty  faithfully,  he 
will  make  statements  in  reference  to  the  manage¬ 
ment  of  an  office,  which  the  probabilities  are  ten  to 
one  that  he  would  not  make  if  he  knew  they  were 
to  be  made  public,  because  it  would  bring  him  into 
contact  with  merchants  and  the  affairs  of  almost 
every  importer  in  the  country.  I  think  a  moment’s 
reflection  will  convince  the  hon.  gentleman  that 
unless  it  is  a  special  case,  and  he  wants  special  in¬ 
formation,  as  a  rule  these  reports  should  not  be 
laid  upon  the  Table. 

Department  of  Marine . $31 ,730 

Air.  DAVIES  (P.E. I.)  Does  the  hon.  gentleman 
expect  that  he  will  be  able  to  make  a  permanent 
saving  in  that  department  ? 

Mr.  TUPPER.  I  think  ultimately  there  will  be 
a  saving  in  the  fusion  of  the  two  branches. 

Air.  DAAMES  (P.E. I.)  There  is  apparently  a 
decrease  of  $4,000  in  both  branches. 

Air.  TUPPER.  There  have  been  vacancies  of 
highly-paid  officers,  and  their  places  will  be  filled 
by  lower  class  officers. 

Air.  DAVIES  (P.  E.I. )  Will  the  hon.  gentleman 
state,  when  he  gets  the  department  reorganized  on 
the  basis  he  proposes,  whether  there  will  be  any 
saving,  and  if  so,  what,  in  its  administration  ? 

Air.  TUPPER.  I  am  not  in  a  position  to  state 
the  exact  amount,  but  the  amalgamation  of  the 
two  branches  will,  in  my  opinion,  reduce  the  staff. 
In  the  first  place,  we  do  not  require  two  deputy 
heads.  Then  with  reference  to  the  correspondence 
branch  and  contingencies  branch,  I  think  there  will 
be  a  saving  effected  of  a  not  inconsiderable  sum. 

Mr.  DA  AMES  (P.  E.  I. )  An  accountant  ? 

Air.  TUPPER.  No,  the  accountant's  branch 
will  practically  be  required.  We  have  not  a  very 
heavy  staff  in  either  the  Marine  or  the  Fisheries, 
and  the  accountant’s  work  is  so  distinct  that  I 
think  it  will  always  be  kept  as  it  is.  Indeed,  I 
may  say  that  the  officers  in  both  branches  do  a 
great  deal  of  the  work,  and  now  work  continuously 
after  qrdinary  hours. 

Air.  DAVIES  (P. E.I. )  Then,  if  we  allow  for  the 
superannuation  allowance  of  the  late  Deputy 
Minister  of  Fisheries,  there  will  practically  be  no 
saving  at  all  to  the  country. 

Air.  TUPPER.  I  say  the  opposite.  I  am  only 
giving  my  opinion.  I  say  the  fusion  of  the  two 
departments  wfill  enable  us  ultimately  to  manage 
the  correspondence  of  both  departments  at  a  less 
cost  than  at  present.  The  contingent  accounts,  I 
think,  will  necessarily  be  reduced  by  the  amal¬ 
gamation. 

Air.  DAVIES  (P.E. I.)  Does  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  think  the  saving  will  amount  to  the  amount 
of  the  superannuation  ? 

Air.  TUPPER.  Oh,  yes. 
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Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  Does  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  remember  the  year  when  these  departments 
were  divided  ? 

Mr.  T UPPER.  In  1885. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  Does  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  feel  any  regret  that  he  should  ever  have  done 
so,  in  face  of  the  protests  of  the  Opposition,  at  a 
loss  of  some  $4,000  during  the  past  years  ? 

Mr.  TUPPER.  What  is  a  good  rule  for  one 
year  is  not  necessarily  a  good  rule  for  another.  I 
am  dealing  with  1892,  not  with  1885. 

Department  of  Public  Works.  .....$51,117  50 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.  E.I. )  Is  Mr.  Arnoldi  drawing 
his  pay  now  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  No. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.  I.)  Is  anybody  appointed 
in  his  place  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  No. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E. I.)  Is  the  hon.  gentleman 
taking  a  vote  for  the  office  here  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Yes. 

Mr.  SOM  ERA  ILLE.  I  think  we  should  have 
the  report  of  the  Commission  that  wras  appointed  to 
investigate  and  report  upon  the  service  in  the 
different  departments,  before  we  pass  items  of  this 
kind.  Now,  here  is  an  officer  who  was  dismissed 
last  year,  and  we  are  asked  to  vote  a  salary  to  pay 
another  man  to  fill  the'  same  place,  although 
another  man  has  not  been  appointed.  If  we  had 
the  report  of  that  Commission  it  might  show  us 
whether  it  was  necessary  that  another  man  should 
be  appointed  in  that  position.  We  are  asked  in 
the  meantime,  virtually,  to  put  the  cart  before  the 
horse,  and  to  go  and  vote  salaries  in  face  of  the 
fact  that  the  Civil  Service  Commission  has  been  ap¬ 
pointed  to  investigate  the  positions  of  all  the  civil 
servants.  I  think  that  while  that  report  is  in  the 
printer's  hands  it  is  a  very  irregular  proceeding  for 
us  to  go  on  passing  these  items. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Does  my  hon.  friend  suggest 
that  we  should  pass  none  of  these  items  until  w'e 
get  the  report  of  that  Civil  Service  Commission. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  The  hon.  Minister  should 
be  a  little  more  prudent,  in  view'  of  the  disclosures 
made  last  year,  instead  of  rushing  us  into  Commit¬ 
tee  of  Supply  and  asking  us  to  pass  items  in  face 
of  the  fact  that  a  report  of  vital  interest  to  this 
House  and  the  country  has  not  yet  been  placed 
in  the  hands  of  the  members.  We  should  have 
that  report  to  guide  us  before  we  pass  any  more  of 
these  items. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  There  are  a  number  of 
other  employes  in  the  Public  Works  Department 
w  hose  conduct  w  as  investigated  before  the  Public 
Accounts  Committee,  and  w'ho,  I  Relieve,  w'ere 
either  suspended  or  dismissed  from  the  service.  I 
think  we  ought  to  have  the  information  contained 
in  that  report  before  w  e  are  asked  to  vote  this 
money.  We  ought  to  know'  whether  these  men  are 
still  suspended  or  have  been  reinstated. 

Mr.  OUIMET.  Every  one  of  these  men  have 
been  dealt  with  according  to  the  recommendation 
of  the  committee. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P. E.I.)  Have  other  men  been 
appointed  in  their  places,  and  if  so,  who  ? 

Mr.  Tijpper. 


Mr.  FOSTER.  They  were  dismissed,  and  have 
left  their  offices. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  It  is  currently  reported 
that  a  number  of  them  have  been  reinstated. 

Mr.  OUIMET.  My  predecessor,  the  acting  Min¬ 
ister,  has  taken  back  Mr.  Dionne  as  a  temporary 
officer,  after  an  investigation  before  a  magistrate, 
and  he  had  been  acquitted.  That  is  tile  only  one 
who  has  been  taken  back.  I  may  state  to  the  hon. 
gentleman  that,  being  quite  new'  in  the  depart¬ 
ment,  I  have  not  been  able  to  ascertain  the  full 
particulars  of  that  case.  It  was  considered  that  as 
Dionne  had  been  acquitted  by  the  magistrate  after 
an  investigation,  it  is  only  fair  that  we  shoidd  give 
him  a  chance  to  be  reinstated. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  If  he  is  not  to  blame,  he 
should  be  reinstated  in  his  office  instead  of  being 
made  a  temporary  clerk. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P. E.I.)  I  understood  the  report 
of  the  committee  was  against  Mr.  Dionne,  and  he 
was  prosecuted  by  order  of  the  Treasury  Board. 
The  mere  fact  that  the  preliminary  examination 
before  the  magistrate  resulted  in  his  getting  clear, 
as  it  were,  is  no  evidence  that  he  is  guilty  or  not 
guilty.  It  is  true  he  was  discharged  at  that  pre¬ 
liminary  examination  ;  I  should  be  very  sorry  to 
say  that  he  was  guilty  of  the  crime  charged— I  do 
not  know  that — but  the  mere  fact  that  he  was  so 
discharged  does  not  establish  his  innocence.  He 
may  have  been  discharged  for  thirty  or  forty  rea¬ 
sons,  such,  for  example,  as  that  evidence  wras  not 
forthcoming  ;  but  if  lie  stands  reported  on  as  guilty 
of  dereliction  of  duty,  the  House  is  entitled  to 
know'  why  he  is  reinstated,  and  whether  the  parti¬ 
cular  charge  against  him  failed  to  be  established. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  The  charge  before 
the  magistrate  was  unsuccessful,  and  there  w'as 
every  reason  to  believe  that  lie  ought  to  stand  in 
the  position  of  a  person  against  whom  there  was 
really  no  evidence  of  the  crime  from  which  he  w'as 
discharged.  He  was  fairly  entitled,  so  far  as  that 
offence  was  concerned,  to  reinstatement.  There 
had,  however  been  looseness  in  his  conduct  and 
irregularity  in  another  sense,  and  it  seemed  proper 
not  to  reinstate  him,  but  to  take  him  on  trial  as  a 
temporary  clerk. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E. I.)  It  seems  to  me  rather  a 
curious  course  to  adopt.  I  can  hardly  conceive  the 
Government  undertaking  to  prosecute  an  officer 
until  they  wrere  fully  satisfied  that  there  was  a 
clear  primd  facie  case  against  him.  A  report  wras 
made  against  this  officer  in  the  first  instance.  The 
Government  adopted  it,  and  then  ordered  him  to 
be  prosecuted.  If  prosecution  was  improperly 
instituted,  a  very  great  wrong  was  done  the  officer. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  Sometimes  witnesses 
swear  differently  at  different  times,  as  in  this  case. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E. I.)  Then  if  the  Government 
came  to  the  conclusion  that  the  prosecution  was 
improperly  commenced  and  the  charge  could 
not  be  sustained,  the  map  should  have  been  rein¬ 
stated. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  We  do  not  propose  to 
reinstate  him  for  the  present. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  If  he  is  not  reinstated  in  his 
office,  the  only  inference  to  be  drawn  is  that,  not¬ 
withstanding  that  Mr.  Dionne  w'as  discharged  by 
the  magistrate,  still  there  w'as  reason  to  believe 
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that  his  conduct  was  not  satisfactory.  I  would 
infer  from  the  report  of  the  committee  which  in¬ 
vestigated  the  case, that  his  acts  have  not  warranted 
the  confidence  of  the  Government  in  him. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  There  were  no  new 
facts  brought  before  the  committee  which  investi¬ 
gated  the  case.-  We  thought  that  the  evidence 
given  before  the  Public  Accounts  Committee  was 
sufficient  to  show  that  it  was  desirable, in  the  inter¬ 
ests  of  the  service, that  he  should  not  be  reinstated. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.  E.I. )  What  salary  is  he  now 
receiving  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  He  is  now  receiving 
$1,000  a  year. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P. E.I.)  What  was  his  salary 
before  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  $1,400.  He  is  a  very 
good  accountant,  and  quite  capable  of  being  a  very 
efficient  officer. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  His  employment  is 
merely  temporary  now  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  Yes. 

Department  of  Railways  and  Canals. .  $54,912 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  Who  is  now  secretary  of 
the  department  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  The  deputy  head  is  at  present 
performing  the  duties  of  secretary. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  Wag  the  former  secretary 
dismissed  from  the  public  service? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  Yes. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  Who  is  now  filling  Mr. 
Page’s  place  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  Mr.  Trudeau  is  acting  as 
deputy  head  and  chief  engineer  of  the  canals,  the 
appointment  having  been  given  to  him  about  two 
years  ago.  Only  one  salary  is  paid  for  both  offices. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  Who  is  filling  the  posi¬ 
tion  of  secretary,  in  place  of  Mr.  Bradley  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  It  is  not  filled.  No  one  is 
filling  the  position. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  How  long  has  it  been 
vacant ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  Since  Mr.  Bradley  was  dis¬ 
missed. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  Who  is  discharging  the 
duties  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  I  answered  that  before.  The 
deputy  head  is  acting  as  secretary. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  My  object  in  asking  this 
question  was  to  ascertain  how  far  it  was  necessary 
to  appoint  an  officer  to  take  the  place  of  the  gentle¬ 
man  who  was  dismissed.  It  appears  that  the 
deputy  head  is  discharging  the  several  duties  of 
deputy  head,  engineer  and  secretary.  I  think  it 
would  be  well  to  continue  him,  and  give  him  only 
the  salary  of  deputy  head.  When  one  man  is  able 
to  do  the  work  of  three  men,  it  is  apparent  that 
"there  is  little  for  each  of  the  three  officers  to  do 
when  appointed.  Have  all  the  several  duties  de¬ 
volving  on  the  deputy  as  engineer,  as  deputy  head 
and  as  secretary,  been  efficiently  performed  during 
the  last  six  months  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  The  deputy  head,  some  time 
before  I  was  appointed  to  my  present  office,  was 


appointed  as  chief  engineer  as  well  as  deputy  head, 
and  his  salary  was  increased  to  $6,000  a  year.  He 
is  at  present  supervising  the  duties  of  secretary  ; 
perhaps  some  one  else  in  the  office  is  doing  the 
work,  but  he  has  made  himself  responsible  for  it. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I. )  Is  it  the  intention  to  ap¬ 
point  another  secretary  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  I  intend  to  appoint  another 
secretary. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  notice  in 
the  Auditor  General’s  Report  that  our  attention  is 
called  to  some  proceedings  connected  with  railways 
and  canals  which  require  consideration.  If  I  under¬ 
stand  the  difference  of  opinion  between  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Railways  and  the  Auditor  General  correctly, 
it  appears  that  considerable  sums  of  money  have 
been  advanced  to  different  contractors  for  works 
that  have  not  been  executed.  I  should  like  to  know 
from  the  Minister  on  what  grounds  these  advances 
have  been  made,  and  whether  the  Auditor  General 
has  stated  the  matter  correctly  to  the  House, 
because  it  appears  to  me  that  the  Auditor  General 
is  correct  in  saying  that  in  making  advances  for 
work  that  is  not  performed  the  door  is  opened  very 
wide  to  all  manner  of  abuses,  and  there  must  be 
very  great  difficulty  in  exercising  proper  supervision 
over  expenditure,  if  the  Auditor  General  is  over¬ 
ridden,  as  he  appears  to  have  beeu  by  the  report 
submitted. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  I  suppose  the  lion,  gentleman 
refers  to  three  items  :  one  to  Davis  &  Son,  $60,000, 
another  to  Isbester  &  Reid,  and  a  third  item. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  There  is  a 
further  payment  to  Davis. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  will 
discuss  this  question  at  a  future  time,  I  will  have 
full  information  in  my  possession. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  It  is  a  ques¬ 
tion  of  policy,  as  to  what  the  Government  have 
been  doing  in  the  way  of  making  advances. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  The  matter  is  not  within  my 
personal  knowledge,  because  I  was  not  at  the  head 
of  the  department  when  these  advances  were  made, 
except,  perhaps,  the  last  one,  to  Isbester  &  Reid. 
That,  however,  was  not  an  advance  ;  it  was  pay¬ 
ment  of  money  due  under  contract. 

Mr.  DEPUTY  SPEAKER.  I  think  the  hon. 
gentleman  should  not  discuss  this  question  under 
this  item. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  cannot 
admit  that  it  is  not  our  right  to  discuss  very  fully 
a  question  of  policy  connected  with  administration 
when  such  an  item  as  the  present  comes  up.  I 
claim  we  have  the  right  to  do  so,  and  I  intend  to 
exercise  that  right.  This  is  the  proper  time  and 
place  to  discuss  the  general  question  as  to  whether 
advances  should  be  made  by  the  department  for 
work  not  actually  done.  I  do  not  propose  to  dis¬ 
cuss  the  details  of  the  matter  ;  that  I  am  willing 
to  leave  over.  But  the  question  that  has  been 
raised  by  the  Auditor  General  is  a  question 
of  principle  of  the  broadest  sort :  Whether  the 
Government  of  Canada  are  going  to  make  advances 
for  work  that  has  not  been  performed  ?  That  is  the 
question  which  he  raises,  and  that  is  the  question 
which  I  submit  comes  fairly  enough  in  connection 
with  this  Department  of  Railways  and  Canals. 
The  details  will  be  before  us  when  we  come  to 


[COMMONS] 


276 


275 


consider  the  special  item  for  which  this  advance 
may  have  been  made. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  As  to  the  remarks  of  the  lion, 
gentleman  in  which  he  states  that  an  amount  was 
paid  for  which  there  was  no  work  done,  I  may  say 
that  no  knowledge  of  that  has  come  to  me  since  I 
have  been  head  of  the  department,  and  it  is  but 
justice  to  me  to  give  notice  of  it.  On  another  item 
I  will  be  a)ile  to  give  the  information. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.  E.  I. )  Let  the  item  stand. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  How  can  this  vote  affect  the 
question  at  all.  There  are  100  items  afterwards  on 
which  the  matter  can  be  brought  up. 

Sir  J OHN  THOMPSON.  There  can  be  no  ob¬ 
jection  to  pass  this  item. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  Very  well. 

Committee  rose  ;  and  it  being  six  o’clock,  the 
Speaker  left  the  Chair. 

t 

After  Recess. 

SECOND  READINGS. 

Bill  (No.  22)  respecting  the  London  and  Port 
Stanley  Railway  Company.— -(Mr.  Moncrieff. ) 

Bill  (No.  23)  to  incorporate  the  High  River  and 
Sheep  Creek  Irrigation  and  Water  Power  Com¬ 
pany. — (Mr.  Davis.) 

Bill  (No.  24)  respecting  the  Nicola  Valley  Rail¬ 
way  Company.  —  (Mr.  Mara.) 

Bill  (No.  25)  respecting  the  Montreal  Board  of 
Trade. — (Mr.  Curran.) 

Bill  (No.  26)  to  incorporate  the  Nelson  and 
Fort  Sheppard  Railway  Company.— (Mr.  Mara.) 

SUPPLY. 

House  again  resolved  itself  into  Committee  of 
Supply. 

(In  the  Committee. ) 

Office  of  the  High  Commissioner  of 
Canada — Salaries . .  $7,834 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  would  like  to  know  from 
the  Minister  of  Finance,  when  he  expects  the  report 
of  the  High  Commissioner  to  be  laid  on  the  Table  of 
the  House? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  The  report  of  the  High  Commis¬ 
sioner  has  been  received,  but  1  have  thought  it 
better  that  it  should  be  printed  for  the  information 
of  members,  and  it  is  now  in  the  printing  office. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  This  is  in  accordance  with  I 
the  proceedings  of  this  afternoon  in  general.  We 
have  been  first  passing  items  and  then  the  informa¬ 
tion  which  Parliament  should  have,  before  voting 
the  money,  is  promised  afterwards.  I  think  this 
item  should  be  left  over  until  we  are  in  possession 
of  the  report,  so  as  to  see  the  duties  devolving 
upon  the  officers  in  the  London  office.  There  is 
considerable  expense  attached  to  this  office,  and  I 
think  we  should  have  all  the  information  before  us 
before  we  are  asked  to  pass  this  item. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  do  not  think  my  lion,  friend 
should  be  unreasonable  in  this  matter.  I  do  not 
see  how  the  information  he  would  obtain  in  the 
report  would  throw  any  light  upon  the  question  of 
passing  this  item,  for  the  salaries  of  the  officers  of 
the  High  Commissioner  in  London.  If  the  question 
Sir  Richard  Cartwright. 


of  the  policy  of  retaining  the  office  of  High  Com¬ 
missioner  were  before  us,  and  there  were  informa¬ 
tion  in  the  report  bearing  particularly  on  that 
question,  I  could  see  the  force  of  the  objection. 
But  that  I  understand  is  not  a  question  that  would 
come  up  at  this  stage. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  The  hon.  Minister  will  admit 
that  the  duties  performed  by  the  High  Commis¬ 
sioner  in  England  are  a  proper  subject  of  discussion 
in  this  House.  If  we  are  to  discuss  intelligently 
the  expenditure,  it  is  necessary  that  we  should  have 
before  us  all  the  information  regarding  the  duties 
performed  by  the  High  Commissioner.  The  ques¬ 
tion  of  the  continuation  of  the  office  altogether 
depends  upon  the  value  of  the  services  rendered  by 
him  to  the  country  ;  and  the  moment  that  the 
House  considers  that  the  services  rendered  are  not 
worth  the  expenditure,  I  fancy  that  it  will  dispense 
with  the  High  Commissioner  and  his  staff. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  do  not  think  this  is  the  proper- 
time  to  discuss  that  question  of  policy. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.  E.I. )  Under  what  item  would 
the  hon.  gentleman  propose  to  discuss  it  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  If  we  are  going  to  discuss  that 
question,  I  think  it  should  be  brought  up  in  another 
way  than  under  an  item  for  the  necessary  expenses 
of  the  office. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  Is  it  not  a  good  opportunity, 
when  you  are  asking  for  the  salaries? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  It  may  be  a  good  opportunity, 
but  I  do  not  think  it  is  customary. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  Is  it  understood  that 
these  officers  of  the  High  Commissioner  are  paid 
the  salaries  when  they  are  absent  on  business  not 
connected  with  the  office  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  These  officers,  I  understand,  are 
not  absent  on  business  not  connected  with  the 
High  Commissioner’s  work.  It  is  possible  that 
some  of  these  officers  may  have  to  do  the  business 
of  the  office  outside  of  the  office  itself  ;  but  these 
gentlemen  give  their  whole  time  to  the  duties  of 
the  office,  and  are  paid  accordingly. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  I  suppose  that  the  Minis¬ 
ter  of  Finance  will  agree  with  me  that  if  the  head 
of  the  office  follows  such  a  course  as  that,  it  is 
altogether  likely  that  those  under  him  do  likewise. 
If  he  turns  to  page  218-D  of  the  Auditor  General’s 
Report,  he  will  find  that  the  High  Commissioner 
set  a  bad  example  to  his  officers,  having  been  paid 
$10  a  day  for  78  days’  travelling  expenses  out  to 
this  country,  as  well  as  $243.33  for  his  fare  from 
Liverpool  to  New  York,  $266.65  for  his  fare  from 
New  York  back  to  London,  and  $266.65  for  other 
expenses,  details  not  given.  Now,  if  the  High 
Commissioner  is  allowed  to  desert  his  office,  being 
paid  his  salary  and  all  his  travelling  expenses,  in 
order  to  come  out  here  to  engineer  the  elections 
for  the  party  to  which  he  belonged  before  he 
became  an  office  holder,  then  I  suppose  the  officers 
under  him  would  be  entitled  to  do  likewise.  I 
think  we  ought  to  have  particulars  in  regard  to 
these  matters. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  The  items  are  separately  detail¬ 
ed  in  the  most  explicit  Way.  Under  commercial 
agencies,  Sir  Charles  Tupper  has  been  paid  his 
passage  out  and  back,  and  the  regular  subsistence, 
and  my  hon.  friend  knows  quite  well  that  Sir 
Charles  Tupper  visited  Washington  on  two  occa- 
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sions  last  year  in  connection  with  the  Trade  Delega¬ 
tion. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  Is  that  the  price  you  pay  for 
your  electioneering  agents  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  My  lion,  friend  knows  that  they 
are  paid  better  than  that. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  I  would  like  to  know 
whether  there  are  any  outstanding  accounts  not  yet 
settled  in  connection  with  this  trip  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  There  are  none. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  I  understand  that  Sir 
Charles  Tupper  incurred  a  bill  of  about  $1,000  for 
railway  travelling  which  has  not  yet  been  paid. 
At  least,  that  statement  was  made  in  evidence  at 
an  election  trial. 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  There  was  no  evidence  that  it 
was  incurred  on  account  of  the  Government. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  Do  the  Government  ex¬ 
pect  to  pay  this  bill  ? 

Mr.  BOW  ELL.  They  do  not.  The  account 
came  to  me  when  I  was  acting  Minister  of  Rail¬ 
ways,  and  I  refused  to  recognize  it. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  Then,  if  the  Government 
refused  to  pay  that  account,  I  think  they  ought 
to  refuse  to  pay  the  other  expenses  of  the  High 
Commissioner. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  It  is  impossible  to  regard  this 
payment  as  anything  but  a  simple  outrage. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Oh. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  Yes,  nothing  else.  Sir  Charles 
Tupper  is  an  ambassador  to  England,  and  it  is  a 
disgrace  for  a  man  in  his  position  to  descend  into  the 
political  arena  and  stump  the  country  as  he  has 
done.  We  discussed  that  last  year  and  were  over¬ 
ruled  ;  but  no  one  expected  to  find  this  year  that 
Sir  Charles  Tupper  was  paid  $10  a  day  while  elec¬ 
tioneering  for  the  Government.  If  the  negotia¬ 
tions  at  Washington  had  had  anything  to  do  with 
his  visit,  there  would  be  nothing  to  say  ;  but  it  is 
simply  a  blind  to  say  that  he  was  here  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  negotiations  at  Washington.  When  Sir 
Charles  Tupper  delivered  ten  or  twelve  addresses 
in  different  parts  of  the  country,  and  then  claims 
$10,000  from  the  people,  I  say  it  is  a  thing  the 
people  ought  not  to  stand. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.  E.I. )  I  think  we  ought  to 
have  some  expression  of  opinion  from  the  Govern¬ 
ment  with  reference  to  this  class  of  expenditure. 
I  do  not  believe  the  Government  themselves  will 
defend  the  action  of  Sir  Charles  Tupper  in  this 
matter.  So  far  as  his  coming  to  this  country  to 
take  part  in  international  negotiations  at  Washing¬ 
ton  is  concerned,  no  objection  has  been  taken,  but, 
while  holding  a  diplomatic  position  and  ostensibly 
holding  the  reins  between  parties,  he  descended 
into  the  political  arena  and  took  part  in  political 
discussions.  He  opened  at  a  meeting  in  Halifax, 
where  he  abused  the  members  of  the  Opposition 
with  all  the  force  of  which  he  is  capable.  Then  he 
tried  to  reach  Prince  Edward  Island,  but  for¬ 
tunately  or  unfortunately,  as  the  case  may  be,  he 
was  prevented  by  the  weather.  He  then  travelled 
all  the  way  to  Toronto  and  delivered  a  party 
harangue  in  that  city,  and  so  he  went  throughout 
the  country,  and  we  find  that  he  is  paid  his  ex¬ 
penses,  not  while  going  to  Washington  on  this  in¬ 


ternational  matter,  but  when  he  was  engaged  in 
this  party  warfare  in  Canada.  What  is  the  differ¬ 
ence  between  Sir  Charles  Tupper  and  anyone  else 
who  enters  into  the  political  arena  ?  The  distinction 
is  against  Sir  Charles  Tupper,  because  common 
decency  should  have  prevented  his  taking  this  course. 
It  is  impossible  for  one  of  the  great  parties  in  the 
country  to  have  any  respect  for  our  High  Com¬ 
missioner  when  he  has  descended  into  the  political 
arena  in  this  way.  It  is  bad  enough  to  have  to 
pay  him  $10,000  or  $12,000  a  year,  but  we  are 
asked  to  pay  his  expenses  when  he  is  brought  here 
to  abuse  his  political  opponents,  when  he  is  taken 
from  place  to  place  to  support  the  party  in  power. 
The  money  is  spent  now  and  cannot  be  recalled, 
but  I  think  we  have  a  right  to  a  declaration  from 
the  Government  that  this  evil  course  will  not  be 
followed  hereafter.  I  do  not  believe  that  any  lion, 
gentleman  on  the  other  side  looks  upon  this  ex¬ 
penditure  as  anything  but  an  outrage  of  the  worst 
kind,  as  it  has  been  described  by  the  leader  of  the 
Opposition,  and  when  the  people  of  the  country 
are  called  upon  not  only  to  pay  Sir  Charles  Tup¬ 
per' s  salary  in  England,  but  also  to  pay  his  expenses 
as  a  political  stumper,  carried  from  place  to  place 
to  denounce  his  opponents,  they  will  say  that  it  is 
an  outrage.  I  think,  therefore,  we  should  have 
some  statement  from  the  Government  in  regard  to 
it. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  The  best  way  of 
meeting  the  desire  of  the  hon.  gentleman  is  to 
state  what  occurred  with  respect  to  Sir  Charles 
Tapper’s  being  called  to  Canada.  It  is  not  correct 
to  say  that  he  was  imported  into  Canada  for  the 
purpose  of  abusing  his  political  opponents.  At  the 
time  he  was  summoned  to  leave  England  and  to 
come  to  Canada,  the  prospect  of  negotiations  at 
Washington  was  very  imminent,  and  then,  so  far 
from  his  being  imported  for  the  purpose  of  taking 
part  in  the  general  election,  there  had  been  no  dis¬ 
solution  of  Parliament  and  a  dissolution  was  not  re¬ 
solved  on  though  it  might  have  been  regarded  as  pos¬ 
sible  at  that  period  of  the  parliamentary  term.  The 
late  Premier  desired  Sir  Charles  to  come,  not  only 
to  take  part  in  these  negotiations,  but  also  to  con¬ 
sult  with  the  Government  as  to  trade  negotiations 
with  other  countries,  in  which  he  had  previously 
taken  part,  and  to  inform  the  Government  with 
respect  to  them.  Sir  Charles  had  hardly  arrived 
at  New  York  when  the  dissolution  took  place,  and 
after  that  a  later  time  was  appointed  when  he  and 
the  delegates  who  went  with  him  would  be  met  at 
Washington  by  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  United 
States.  The  circumstances  which  delayed  the  visit  of 
those  who  went  to  Washington  were  explained  to  the 
House  last  year.  The  Secretary  of  State,  even  at  the 
late  date  at  which  he  eventually  fixed  the  meeting, 
was  unable  to  meet  those  from  Canada  at  that 
date,  and  Sir  Charles  Tupper,  after  waiting 
from  day  to  day  expecting  that  a  day  would 
be  fixed  in  place  of  that  which  had  been 
fixed,  went  to  Washington  to  see  whether  it  was 
possible  that  the  date  of  the  conference  could  be 
fixed  or  whether,  his  business  in  England  being- 
urgent,  he  should  return  there.  The  circumstances 
have  already  been  fully  explained,  and  I  think  it  is 
unnecessary  for  us  to  say  what  course  we  will 
pursue  in  the  future,  because  we  simply  meet  the 
statement  of  the  hon.  gentleman  by  saying  that 
Sir  Charles  Tupper  was  not  imported  for  the  pur- 
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pose  of  the  elections  but  in  connection  with  these 
negotiations,  and  that,  when  he  was  summoned, 
the  elections  were  not  necessarily  imminent  at  all. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  The  statement  of  the  Minister 
of  Justice  is  not,  I  think,  characterized  by  his 
usual  accuracy.  I  see  here  that  Sir  Charles  Tupper 
charges  his  expenses  at  $10  a  day  from  the  20th 
January  to  the  15th  April.  I  assume  that  the  20th 
January  was  the  day  he  left  England. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  No  ;  I  think  that  is 
the  date  of  his  arrival  in  New  York. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  I  think  that  must  have  been 
the  date  of  his  leaving  England.  Parliament  was 
dissolved  at  the  end  of  January,  and,  moreover,  if 
Sir  Charles  Tupper  had  left  England  for  no  other 
purpose  than  to  negotiate  with  our  neighbours  to 
the  south,  the  moment  he  took  advantage  of  his 
presence  here  to  step  down  from  his  position  as 
ambassador  of  Canada  and  to  enter  upon  the  poli¬ 
tical  arena,  in  all  decency  he  should  not  charge  the 
country  for  the  stumping  he  did  then.  If  he 
came  here  simply  as  an  ambassador,  there  would  j 
be  nothing  more  to  say  in  regard  to  him  than  in 
regard  to  those  who  accompanied  him  to  Washing¬ 
ton.  They  were  discharging  their  duty  to  the 
country  and  no  one  has  any  fault  to  find  in  regard 
to  them,  but  there  is  a  great  difference  between 
the  position  of  Sir  Charles  Tupper  and  the  position 
of  those  who  accompanied  him.  It  was  their  right 
and  privilege  to  address .  the  electors  and  to  give 
their  opinion  to  the  electors  on  the  questions  at 
at  issue,  but,  as  far  as  Sir  Charles  Tupper  is  con¬ 
cerned,  there  is  not  a  man  in  this  House  who 
values  the  dignity  of  his  office  who  can  sanction 
such  a  charge  as  this. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  My  impression  is 
that  the  leader  of  the  House  is  mistaken  in  what 
he  says  in  regard  to  why  Sir  Charles  Tupper  was 
summoned  to  this  country.  My  impression  is  that 
last  year  we  secured  the  frank  admission  that  he 
was  sent  for  to  give  his  aid  in  the  election.  I 
speak  subject  to  correction,  but  I  have  sent  for  the 
Hansard. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  The  First  Minister  of 
that  day  took  the  whole  responsibility  upon  him¬ 
self  and  admitted  that  he  asked  Sir  Charles  Tupper 
to  address  his  constituents  in  Kingston.  I  am 
stating  the  facts,  however,  when  I  say  that  when 
Sir  Charles  Tupper  was  called  to  this  country  the 
dissolution  had  not  been  decided  on. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P. E.I.)  The  hon.  gentleman  has 
confined  his  reply  to  the  statement  that  Sir  Charles 
was  not  imported,  as  it  is  said,  for  the  specific  pur¬ 
pose  of  entering  into  the  elections.  Whether  he 
was  or  not,  we  are  not  in  a  position  to  prove  just 
now  ;  we  are  bound  to  take  the  hon.  gentleman’s 
statement  when  he  says  that  he  was  not.  Assum¬ 
ing  all  that  to  be  true,  what  answer  has  he  got  to 
make  to  the  statements  of  the  leader  of  the  Opposi¬ 
tion  that  he  did  come  here,  and  when  he  came 
he  entei'ed  into  the  fray,  that  he  had  special  cars 
placed  at  his  disposal  at  the  public  expense,  and 
travelled  from  one  end  of  this  Dominion  to  the 
other  in  special  cars  ?  He  travelled  in  a  special  car 
to  Toronto  over  the  Government  road,  and  then 
over  the  other  roads  at  the  public  expense,  for  the 
purpose  of  delivering  violent  political  diatribes 
against  his  opponents.  It  is  absolutely  and  utterly 
Sir  John  Thompson. 


indefensible,  and  the  hon.  gentleman  knows  it 
well. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  have  merely  to  say 
that  that  question  was  very  fully  discussed  last 
session. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  It  would  be  necessary  to 
discuss  such  questions  every  session.  If  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  are  determined  to  perpetuate 
this  kind  of  thing  it  will  devolve  upon  the  Opposi¬ 
tion  to  see  that  this  question  is  plainly  brought 
before  the  House  and  before  the  country.  It  ap¬ 
pears  that  Sir  Charles  Tupper  is  sufficiently  bare¬ 
faced  to  ask  this  country  to  submit  to  an  imposition 
of  this  kind,  paying  him  $10  a  day  to  cover  travel¬ 
ling  expenses,  while  at  the  same  time  lie  charges,  I 
see  by  the  way,  for  his  car  fare,  $265.  While  lie 
is  crossing  the  Atlantic  I  am  quite  sure  his  fare  on 
the  steamer  included  meals  and  attendance,  and  he 
still  goes  on  drawing  over  all  that  $10  a  day  .in 
addition  to  his  salary.  It  appears  to  me  that  the 
hon.  gentleman  has  constituted  himself  a  kind 
I  of  political  Belshazzar  who  assumes  all  the 
dignity,  and  tire  position,  and  the  responsibility 
of  the  one  who  lived  years  ago.  Now,  I 
do  not  think  this  is  a  matter  to  be  laughed  at  ;  it 
is  a  matter  that  concerns  the  people's  burdens.  If 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite  are  prepared  to  assume 
the  responsibility  of  saying  that  the  expenditure 
of  these  items  is  to  continue  in  the  future  as  it  has 
in  the  past,  then  it  will  only  devolve  upon  us  to 
bring  it  more  forcibly  before  them  year  after  year, 
until  we  either  shame  them  into  discontinuing  it  or 
deprive  them  of  their  positions  and  put  other  bet¬ 
ter  and  more  economical  men  in  their  places.  Now, 
last  year  the  Finance  Minister  promised,  or  at  least 
he  gave  a  kind  of  idea,  that  it  was  the  last  time  he 
would  ask  us  to  vote  a  sum  of  money  to  keep  Pro¬ 
fessor  Fabre  at  Paris. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  promised  no  such  thing. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  There  was  a  statement  made 
that  some  alteration  would  be  made  in  the  office. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  None  at  all. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  think  you  will  have  to 
turn  up  Hansard  on  that  question . 

Mr.  FOSTER.  You  have  to  turn  it  up  a  long 
whil'e  before  you  find  that. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  Well,  we  can  refresh  the 
hon.  gentleman’s  memory,  because  there  was  a  long 
discussion  about  it.  However,  we  will  take  one  item 
at  a  time.  Now,  with  regard  to  the  High  Com¬ 
missioner,  I  contend  that  we  should  not  proceed 
with  these  items  at  all.  Last  year  I  carefully 
read  over  his  entire  report,  and  I  saw  nothing  in 
it  that  would  warrant  this  country  in  continuing 
to  pay  the  services  of  that  gentleman  in  London, 
unless  it  was  some  very  flattering  remarks  that  he 
made  with  regard  to  the  peculiar  flavour  of  Cana¬ 
dian  poultry  that  we  sent  over  there.  He  said  it 
was  so  very  sweet  and  that  it  had  such  a  kind  of 
wild  taste,  that  it  would  be  very  attractive  to 
Englishmen,  and  he  thought  that  we  would  have 
an  immense  market  in  England  for  Canadian 
poultry.  Now,  for  bringing  that  before  the  people 
of  this  country,  we  are  paying  him  the  magnifi¬ 
cent  sum  of  $15,000  a  year. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  That  is  better  than  writing  a 
;  bad  letter  to  the  Economist . 
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Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  contend  that  this  charge 
of  $10  a  day,  when  he  came  over  to  Canada,  is  an 
unreasonable  charge  and  one  that  we  should  not  be 
asked  to  pay.  If  he  had  acted  courteously,  and 
treated  his  opponents  with  that  courtesy  which  one 
gentleman  should  extend  to  another,  it  would  not 
be  so  bad.  But  as  my  hon.  friend  in  front  of  me 
says,  he  abused  his  opponents  in  the  most  violent 
manner,  with  everything  that  he  could  lay  his 
tongiie  to,  while  all  the  time  he  was  quietly  draw¬ 
ing  out  of  the  treasury  of  this  Dominion  our  money 
as  well  as  the  money  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite, 
they  were  paying  a  special  train  to  take  him  about 
the  country.  It  is  an  insult  to  the  Opposition  of 
this  House  to  ask  them  to  consent  to  a  continu¬ 
ation  of  an  expenditure  of  this  kind. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  Last  year  I  see  this 
is  the  information  I  got  with  reference  to  this  mat¬ 
ter  : 

“  Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  Perhaps  the  question  is 
too  broad  to  ask  whether  Sir  Charles  Tapper  was  brought 
out  at  the  request  of  the  Government.  But  we  will  narrow 
the  question  down.  I  see  that.  Sir  Charles  Tupper  held  a 
meeting  in  Kingston,  at  the  close  of  which  he  said, 
according  to  the  supplement  of  the  Empire : 

“  I  must  not  conclude  without  expressing  to  yon  Sir  John  Mac¬ 
donald's  deep  regret  at  not  being  able  to  be  present  here  to-night. 
Nobody  here  regrets  it  more  deeply  than  the  humble  servant  of  Sir 
John  Macdonald’s  Government,  who  has  been  endeavouring  to-night 
briefly  to  outline  the  position  of  our  country.  But  in  not  coming  here 
Sir  John  only  showed  that  he  thinks  of  the  country  before  himself.  He 
would  have  given  anything  to  stand  here  to-night,  to  enjoy  the  pleasure 
of  witnessing  your  beaming  countenances  and  listening  to  the  rallying 
shouts  of  warm  support  of  the  Liberal-Conservative  party.  " 

“  Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Hear,  hear. 

“Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  I  quite  agree  with  that. 
I  know  that  Sir  John  would  receive  the  warmest  reception 
from  a  great  many  of  the  electors  of  Kingston.  But  here 
is  the  point  I  am  at : 

“He  directed  me  to  say  to  you  that  he  was  so  ljusily  engaged  at 
Ottawa,  sending  telegraphic  messages  all  over  the  country,  making 
arrangements  for  the  undoubted  security  and  success  of  the  great  party 
to  which  he  belongs,  that  he  found  it  impossible,  except  at  an  enormous 
sacrifice,  to  be  here.  He  felt  that  if  lie  was  able  to  come,  he  might  be 
returned  by  acclamation  ;  but  he  would  subject  himself,  at  this  incle¬ 
ment  season  of  the  year,  to  the  hardships  of  a  contest,  rather  than  fail 
in  a  single  duty  to  the  country.  (Applause.)  That  is  why  I  have  the 
pleasure  of  standing  here  to-night  before  this  magnificent  meeting  of 
the  electors  of  this  noble  constituency,  which  for  so  many  years  has  re¬ 
turned  to  Parliament  a  statesman  who  was  looked  up  to,  throughout  the 
‘Empire.  (Loud  applause.)  I  envy  the  electors  of  this  noble  constituency 
the  privilege  which  they  possess,  of  holding  the  services  of  so  distin¬ 
guished  a  gentleman  as  Sir  John  Macdonald.” 

“  Might  I  ask  the  First  Minister,  did  the  High  Commis¬ 
sioner  tell  the  truth  to  the  people  of  Kingston  ;  did  he 
say  truly  when  he  said  that  Sir  John  Macdonald  had  sent 
him  to  that  meeting  and  had  sent  a  message  with  this 
gentleman  who  is  a  leading  civil  servant  of  this  country  ? 
That  is  a  question  that  can  be  very  easily  answered,  and 
if  the  First  Minister  will  favour  us  with  a  reply,  then 
perhaps  we  might  be  able  to  follow  it  up  with  enquiries 
in  other  directions. 

“  Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Well,  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
cannot  resist  the  seductive  tones  of  my  hon.  friend,  and 
I  may  answer  him  :  Sir  Charles  Tupper  did  go  there  at 
my  request,  and  he  made  the  speech  at  my  instance, 
and  I  fancy  that  his  speech  must  have  had  a  considerable 
influence,  because  in  the  previous  election  I  was  elected 
by  a  majority  of  seventeen,  and  after  Sir  Charles  Tupper 
made  this  speech  I  was  elected  by  a  majority  that  only 
wanted  seventeen  of  500.  You  see  I  was  pretty  wise  in 
my  generation  in  asking  Sir  Charles  to  go  there  and  make 
a  speech  for  me. 

“Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  You  would  be  wise  if  you 
stopped  him  at  that  point. 

“  Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  will  go  a  littld  further, 
and  I  will  say  that  Sir  Charles  Tupper  came  out  from 
England  to  give  us  the  advantage  of  his  skill  and  influence 
and  eloquence,  at  my  special  request.” 

Now,  all  that  skill  and  influence  and  eloquence 
were  not  intended,  I  think,  for  the  mission  at 
Washington  ;  I  think  it  was  to  be  used  in  another 
part  of  the  globe,  I  think  it  was  to  be  used  at 
Kingston,  in  Nova  Scotia  and  other  places.  I  find 
also  that  when  we  came  down  to  other  accounts, 


the  question  was  asked  with  reference  to  the  con¬ 
tingencies  of  Sir  Charles  Tupper  at  that  time,  and 
I  asked  this  question  : 

“  Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  With  reference  to  these 
contingencies,  I  wish  to  ask  for  information  to  which  I 
think  we  are  entitled.  When  the  High  Commissioner  was 
taking  his  tour  through  Canada,  it  was  stated  in  the 
press  that  he  travelled  by  special  train.  I  would  like  to 
know  whether  that  was  the  case,  and  if  so,  what  was  the 
cost  of  that  train  and  out  of  what  fund  it  was  defrayed  ? 

“  Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  am  not  aware  that 
any  of  the  High  Commissioner’s  expenses  were  paid  out  of 
the  public  service,  but  I  will  enquire.” 

That  is  about  what  transpired  last  year  with  refer¬ 
ence  to  this  matter,  and  it  would  appear  that  the 
then  First  Minister  thought  that  some  of  the  items 
would  not  again  appear  in  the  Public  Accounts. 
But  it  appears  they  are  still  in  the  Public  Accounts, 
and  that  is  why  information  is  being  asked  for. 

Contingencies . $10,200 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  On  page  B-475  of  the  Auditor 
General’s  report  these  items  are  detailed.  They 
are  increasing  every  year.  The  postage  of  the  Lon¬ 
don  office  of  the  High  Commissioner  is  $833,  or 
about  100  per  month.  Can  the  Minister  of  Finance 
give  any  explanation  of  this  item. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  think  that  is  all  unreasonable, 
considering  the  amount  of  correspondence  and 
number  of  documents  that  are  posted  at  the  High 
Commissioner’s  office.  \Ye  must  recollect  that  im¬ 
migration  literature  which  is  meant  for  a  certain 
portion  of  Great  Britain  and  for  the  continent  is 
all  posted  at  his  office.  Innumerable  letters  are 
received  for  information  as  to  different  parts  of 
Canada.  Pamphlets  are  kept  at  his  office,  and 
these  are  sent  out  in  reply.  I  have  no  doubt  at  all 
as  to  the  perfect  legitimacy  of  the  item  for  corres¬ 
pondence  and  postage.  This  is  what  the  High 
Commissioner  writes  this  year  with  respect  to  the 
increase  in  that  item  : 

“  Respecting  the  item  for  postage  and  stationery,  the 
work  of  the  office  is  increasing.  A  further  sum  for  postage 
and  stationery  is  required.  The  utmost  economy  will  be 
exercised  in  this  expenditure  compatible  with  efficiency, 
but  an  extra  sum  i^  considered  absolutely  necessary.  The 
increase  in  correspondence  necessitates  an  additional 
amount  for  postage,  and  our  quarter’s  post  office  account 
is  increasing.” 

The  High  Commissioner  is  not  engaged  in  writ¬ 
ing  letters  simply  for  the  purpose  of  paying  postage 
on  them.  I  suppose  the  hon.  member  for  Welling¬ 
ton  (Mr.  McMullen)  has  scarely  an  idea  of  the 
number  of  letters  that  come  from  all  parts  of 
Great  Britain  to  London  asking  for  information, 
and  this  information  must  be  supplied. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  Is  the  statement  read  to  be 
found  in  the  High  Commissioner’s  report  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Not  at  all. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  remember  last  year  looking 
over  the  High  Commissioner’s  report  in  order  to 
ascertain  what  work  is  performed  in  connection 
with  immigration.  In  order  that  members  can 
discuss  these  items  intelligently,  the  High  Com¬ 
missioner’s  report  should  be  in  our  hands. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  Last  year  when  a  dis¬ 
cussion  took  place  regarding  contingencies  in  the 
High  Commissioner’s  office,  the  Minister  agreed 
that  the  $2,000  paid  for  contingencies  should  be 
added  to  the  High  Commissioner’s  salary. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  mistaken, 
as  was  the  hon.  member  for  Wellington. 
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Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  When  Parliament  first 
voted  a  sunt  for  contingencies,  it  was  understood 
that  the  High  Commissioner  would  pay  certain 
amounts,  such  as  those  for  the  Botanical  Garden 
and  the  Colonial  Institute  out  of  his  personal  ex¬ 
penses,  but  these  are  all  included  in  the  item  for 
contingencies.  I  understood  last  year  that  the 
Minister  of  Einance  agreed  that  this  $2,000  was 
really  an  addition  to  his  salary  of  $10,000,  and  in 
future  it  would  be  so  paid  in  the  Estimates.  The 
amount  of  $2,000  paid  for  contingencies  strikes  me 
as  being  an  addition  to  the  High  Commissioner’s 
salary.  I  desire  to  call  attention  to  one  item  in  the 
contingencies — distempering  the  High  Commis¬ 
sioner’s  room,  $14.60.  I  suppose,  that  means  dis¬ 
infecting  the  room.  At  what  time  did  disinfecting 
take  place  ?  Was  it  after  his  visit  to  this  country, 
after  he  had  associated  with  members- of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  *? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  am  not  certain,  but  I  think  it 
was  shortly  after  several  members  of  the  Opposi¬ 
tion  paid  a  visit  to  his  office. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  There  is  an  item  of  $70.30 
for  “  Women  of  the  Day.  ” 

Mr.  FOSTER.  That  is  contemporary  literature. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  I  should  like  the  Minister 
of  Finance  to  carry  out  the  agreement  respecting 
the  $2,000. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  should  like  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  to  show  the  agreement. 

Board  of  Examiners,  Civil  Service  Act,  $3,700 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  Can  the  Minister  give  some 
idea  with  respect  to  the  duties  performed  by  the 
Civil  Service  Examiners  last  year.  How  many 
candidates  are  on  the  list,  how  many  have  received 
certificates,  and  how  many  were  added  last  year? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  cannot  give  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  the  number,  but  I  will  bring  him  the  informa¬ 
tion.  We  hold  one  examination  each  year,  besides 
the  promotion  examinations,  which  are  for  quite  a 
different  purpose.  I  suppose  the  usual  crop  of 
candidates  came  up  for  examination. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.  E.I. )  I  do  not  understand  that 
this  covers  the  expenses  of  the  promotion  examina¬ 
tions. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  It  covers  everything. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.  E.I. )  There  must  be  hundred’s 
of  candidates  who  have  passed  the  civil  service 
examination  waiting  a  chance  to  enter  the  service. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Thousands. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P. E.I. )  I  thought  about  800. 
The  question  was  considered  in  the  House,  and  it 
was  received  somewhat  with  approval  as  to  the 
desirability  of  discontinuing  these  examinations. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  We  have  dropped  one  examin¬ 
ation. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P. E.I.)  It  is  holding  out  false 
hopes  to  young  men  in  the  outlying  provinces 
when  1,000  or  3,000  candidates  have  already 
passed,  and  when  there  are  so  many  more  on  the 
lists  than  there  will  be  vacancies  for  some  years  to 
come.  If  that  is  the  case,  it  seems  to  me  to  be  a 
perfectly  useless  expenditure,  if  not  worse,  for  it 
raises  hopes  which  cannot  he  realized. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  At  first  we  had  two  examinations 
per  year,  and  after  the  candidates  amounted  to  a 
Mr.  Foster. 


good  round  number  we  dispensed  with  one.  It 
might  be  a  question  as  to  whether  an  examination 
every  other  year  might  not  now  be  sufficient.  I 
do  not  think  the  Government,  as  a  Government, 
have  considered  the  question,  but  it  might  be  well 
worth  consideration.  All  those  who  have  passed 
are  not  actual  candidates  for  civil  service  positions, 
A  number  have  taken  positions  elsewhere,  and 
have  found  occupations  which  they  would  not 
relinquish  even  though  civil  service  positions  were 
offered  them  here,  and  it  is  not  quite  fair  to  assume 
that  all  those  who  have  passed  the  examination 
are  waiting  for  office.  Then  again  it  seems  a  little 
harsh  to  prevent  anyone  who  comes  up  during  this 
year  say,  from  having  a  chance  to  get  a  diploma 
which  he  may  wish  to  have  and  which  may  at  any 
time  entitle  him  to  fill  a  post  as  a  vacancy  occurs. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  know  several  young  men 
in  my  riding  who  have  passed  the  civil  service 
examination,  aiid  in  several  cases  they  have  been 
waiting  two,  three  and  four  years,  expecting  that 
possibly  the  time  may  arrive  for  them  to  get  an 
appointment.  I  think  it  is  wrong  to  encourage 
young  men  to  pass  an  examination  in  the  hope  that 
they  may  get  an  appointment  when  there  are  so 
many  on  the  list.  The  Minister  of  Finance  says 
that  there  are  about  one  thousand  waiting,  and  I 
suppose  there  are  about  that  number  altogether  in 
the  inside  service,  and  these  thousand  men  are 
pressing  on  the  representatives  from  their  consti¬ 
tuencies,  who  are  in  favour  of  the  Government, 
getting  an  appointment.  There  are  a  great  many 
of  them  who  are  hoping  and  waiting  and  urging  on 
their  representatives  to  try  and  secure  them  an 
appointment.  Tt  would  be  very  much  better,  as 
the  Minister,  of  Finance  said,  that  the  examinations 
should  be  held  every  two  years  if  necessary  or  every 
five  years,  and  thus  give  these  young  men  to  under¬ 
stand  that  they  should  not  look  forward  to  the 
hope  of  getting  an  appointment  in  the  civil  service. 
I  think  it  is  too  bad  to  keep  so  many  of  them 
waiting  in  expectancy  of  such  a  position. 

Governor  General’s  Office— Contingencies.. $12, 500 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  In  looking  over  the  items  of 
the  contingencies  of  the  Governor  General’s  office, 
I  find  that  there  are  a  great  many  items  that  are 
continuously  growing.  It  was  supposed  at  one 
time  that  the  $5,000  given  to  the  Governor  General 
would  suffice  for  all  the  travelling  expenses.  This 
year  I  find  that  there  are  $750  about,  paid  in  addi¬ 
tion  for  the  travel  of  his  staff.  If  we  keep  on  from 
year  to  year  adding  to  this,  the  travelling  expenses 
will  amount  to  an  enormous  sum.  I  think  we 
should  have  some  distinct  understanding  as  to  what 
that  $5,000  given  to  the  Governor  General  is  in¬ 
tended  to  cover.  I  find  that  on  page  B-66  of  the 
Auditor  General’s  Report, there  are  several  amounts 
charged  for  the  travelling  expenses  of  the  Governor 
General’s  staff. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  The  $5,000  is  for  the  travelling 
expenses  of  the  Governor  General,  and  if  my  hon. 
friend  will  look  at  B-86  of  the  Auditor  General’s 
report  he  will  see  an  amount  for  $714  for  expenses 
incurred  for  the  carrying  of  despatches  which  have 
to  be  carefully  looked  after.  Then  there  is  a  clerk 
or  orderly  who  is  at  Quebec  for  a  certain  time 
during  the  year  to  look  after  the  Governor  General’s 
department  there,  and  his  expenses  have  to  be 
paid.  The  item  for  travelling  expenses  to  Wash- 


285 


[MARCH  18,  1892.] 


286 


ington  and  New  York  is  for  the  carrying  of  con¬ 
fidential  despatches  which  are  not  given  to  the 
mails  but  are  sent  by  a  private  confidential  mes- 
senger. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  notice  on  B-88of  the  Au¬ 
ditor  General’s  Report  that  General  Sir  Fred.  Mid¬ 
dleton  drew  travelling  allowance  to  the  amount  of 
$500  and  I  would  like  to  know  what  was  that  for  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  That  was  for  his  travelling 
expenses  home. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  He  has  not  then  employed 
in  this  country  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  No  ;  but  we  had  to  pay  his 
expenses  going  home.  We  paid  his  expenses  out 
here,  and  we  always  pay  the  expenses  of  the 
generals  back  again. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  Well,  if  he  is  sent  back  for 
the  last  time  I  suppose  it  is  all  right. 

Department  of  Finance  and  Treasury 
Board — Contingencies .  $9,000 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  see  that  last  year  the  very 
large  amount  of  $5,400  was  spent  in  travelling 
expenses. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Yes;  the  expenses  last  year  were 
heavy,  as  shown  on  page  B-90.  I  will  mention  the 
chief  items.  There  are  the  travelling  expenses  of 
the  Deputy  Minister  who  went  home  to  England  in 
connection  with  the  raising  of  the  temporary  loan. 
There  are  also  the  travelling  expenses  of  the 
Assistant  Inspector  and  Inspector  of  savings  banks, 
who  have  to  travel  through  all  parts  of  the  Dominion. 
The  expenses  of  the  Superintendent  of  Insurance 
are  also  included,  though  they  are  not  an  ultimate 
charge  on  the  Consolidated  Fund,  being  paid  by 
the  companies  themselves.  Then,  there  are  the 
travelling  expenses  of  the  Minister  himself,  which 
this  year  are  very  large. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.  E.I. )  The  lion,  gentleman  does 
not  anticipate  another  trip  to  the  West  Indies? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Nd.  I  do  not  think  theexpenses 
are  extravagant  when  you  consider  the  number  of 
miles  travelled  and  the  length  of  time  occupied. 
Then,  there  were  the  travelling  expenses  to  Wash¬ 
ington. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  At  page  B-91  I  see 
that  $1,400  of  unforeseen  expenses  are  charged  to 
commercial  agencies.  What  was  the  expenditure 
for  the  trip  to  Jamaica  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Yes  ;  the  West  India  Islands  trip, 
and  also  the  Washington  trip.  The  expenses  of 
the  trip  to  Washington  this  year  are  also  charged 
to  commercial  agencies. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  That  is  not  the  in¬ 
tention  of  that  vote,  is  it  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  The  intention  of  the  vote  was 
never  thoroughly  carried  out,  though  it  is  at  present. 
But  as  we  had  not  a  surplus  in  the  strictly  proper 
appropriation,  I  thought  it  just  as  well  to  take  the 
money  out  of  that  vote. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  notice  that  while  the  ex¬ 
penses  of  the  Finance  Minister  to  Washington  are 
charged  to  commercial  agencies,  those  of  Sir  Charles 
Tupper  are  charged  to  miscellaneous  charges.  How 
is  that  ? 


Mr.  FOSTER.  It  really  makes  very  little  differ¬ 
ence,  I  suppose,  to  what  they  are  charged,  as  they 
all  come  out  of  the  same  pocket. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  Of  course  it  is  public 
money,  and  in  that  respect  it  does  not  make  any 
difference.  But  the  vote  for  commercial  agencies 
was  intended  to  facilitate  our  foreign  trade. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  These  items  are  perfectly  cor¬ 
rect,  then  ? 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  That  was  not  the  ob¬ 
ject  of  the  vote.  The  object  was  to  establish  new 
lines  of  trade,  and  the  Finance  Minister  should  not 
lose  sight  of  that. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  That  is  very  true. 

Department  of  Agriculture— Contin¬ 
gencies  . $20,000 

Air.  McMULLEN.  I  wish  to  draw  the  atten¬ 
tion  of  the  Minister  of  Agriculture  to  the  amount 
spent  in  this  department  for  travelling  expenses  of 
the  Ottawa  officials,  amounting  to  $1,600.  There 
are  charges  of  the  Minister’s  private  secretary 
amounting  to  $600  or  $700,  for  being  in  attendance 
on  the  Minister  at  London  during  December,  Feb¬ 
ruary  and  March,  last  year.  It  is  singular  that  we 
should  have  to  pay  such  an  amount  for  the  expenses 
of  his  private  secretary  at  that  particular  time. 

Railways  and  Canals  Department — 
Contingencies . $8,000 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  The  Finance  Minister 
will  recollect  the  discussion  that  took  place  last 
year  on  the  item  involving  the  amount  of  sub¬ 
scriptions  to  newspapers  for  all  different  depart¬ 
ments,  and  I  think  he  will  agree  with  me  that 
there  was  an  understanding  that  something  was  to 
be  done  to  reduce  that  expenditure.  Now,  and 
for  years  past,  there  has  been  a  separate  reading 
room  in  every  department,  and  a  large  sum  of 
money  has  been  required  for  this.  Last  year  we 
spent  $9, 183.88  in  furnishing  newspapers  for  the 
different  departments.  I  would  ask  the  Minister 
if  he  has  done  anything  yet  in  attempting  to  reduce 
this  expenditure.  Last  year  it  was  suggested  that 
it  would  be  proper  that  the  reading  room  here 
should  be  used  by  the  employes  of  the  different 
departments. 

Air.  FOSTER.  I  think  the  lion,  gentleman  is 
right  in  part.  I  stated  that  an  attempt  had  been 
made  for  two  or  three  years  back  to  reduce  that 
expenditure,  and,  if  the  hon.  gentleman  would  take 
the  average  expenditure  of  three  years  ago  and  com¬ 
pare  it  with  this  expenditure,  he  will  find  that  it 
has  been  materially  reduced.  They  used  to  spend 
$700  or  $800  or  $1,000  for  newspapers  in  various 
departments,  but  last  year  an  Order  in  Council 
was  passed  on  my  recommendation  providing  that 
the  amount  to  be  expended  on  newspapers  and 
books,  and  technical  magazines  required  in  the 
departments,  should  be  limited  to  $500.  That  is 
being  rigidly  carried  out,  so  that  next  year  no  one  of 
the  departments  will  spend  more  than  $500. 

Care  and  cleaning  of  Departmental 

Buildings . $27,000 

Mr.  AIcAIULLEN.  How  is  this  money  ex¬ 
pended  ?  Is  the  work  done  by  day’s  work  or  under 
contract  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Under  this  item  is  included 
nearly  all  the  help  in  the  different  departmental 
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buildings  at  Ottawa.  It  is  under  the  superinten¬ 
dence  of  an  officer  in  my  department  who  is 
charged  with  the  whole  matter.  This  includes  the 
charwomen  and  carriers  and  so  on,  who  are  in  a 
way  permanent,  receiving  so  much  per  day.  I  be¬ 
lieve  this  is  very  carefully  managed.  Formerly  it 
was  left  to  the  different  departments,  and  after¬ 
wards  it  drifted  partly  into  the  Public  Works 
Department,  while  part  of  it  remained  with  the 
other  departments,  but  now  it  is  under  the  Treas¬ 
ury  Board  and  is  managed  by  an  officer  in  my 
department. 

Committee  rose  and  reported  the  resolutions. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON  moved  the  adjournment 
of  the  House. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  and  House  adjourned  at 
9.30  p.m. 

HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Monday,  21st  March,  1892. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  Three  o'clock. 

Prayers. 

LENNOX  ELECTORAL  LIST. 

Mr.  SPEAKER  informed  the  House  that  the 
Clerk  had  laid  on  the  Table,  in  obedience  to  the  Order 
of  the  House  of  the  14th  inst. ,  copies  of  all  the 
original  lists,  papers,  including  all  declarations, 
notices  of  appeal,  objections  to  preliminary  lists, 
and  relating  to  all  other  proceedings  now  in  the 
possession  of  the  revising  barrister,  or  the  Clerk  of 
the  Crown  in  Chancery,  many  way  affecting  the 
voters’  lists  for  the  electoral  division  of  the  County 
of  Lennox,  as  settled  by  the  revision  of  1891, 
together  with  a  certified  copy  of  the  revised  voters’ 
list  of  1891  furnished  by  the  revising  barrister  to 
the  returning  officer. 

THE  LONDON  ELECTION. 

Mr.  SPEAKER  informed  the  House  that  the 
Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Chancery  was  in  attendance 
at  the  Table  with  the  returns  of  the  last  election  in 
the  electoral  district  of  the  city  of  London,  in  the 
Province  of  Ontario,  together  with  all  poll  books 
and  other  papers,  letters,  documents  and  memo¬ 
randa  which  had  been  transmitted  to  him  by  the 
returning  officer. 

Mr.  SUTHERLAND  moved  that  the  papers 
brought  down  with  reference  to  the  election  in  the 
city  of  London  do  lie  on  the  Table  of  the  House. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  In  accordance  with  the  wish 
expressed  by  the  lion,  leader  of  the  Opposition,  I 
have  looked  further  into  the  question  that  was  dis¬ 
cussed  on  Friday  last,  respecting  the  right  of  the 
lion,  member  for  West  Lambton  (Mr.  Lister)  to 
anticipate  a  motion  on  the  Notice  Paper  as  a  ques¬ 
tion  of  privilege.  If  the  House  will  permit  me, 
I  will  read  a  memorandum  which  I  have  made 
in  regard  to  the  matter.  Primd  facie,  a  question 
affecting  the  seat  of  a  member  of  the  House  is  a 
question  of  privilege  ;  but  the  practice  of  Parlia- 
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ment  goes  to  show  that  it  must  be  urgent  in  char¬ 
acter,  and  demand  the  immediate  interposition  of 
the  House.  In  the  Canadian  Commons  such  ques¬ 
tions  have  been  made  without  notice  ;  for  instance, 
in  the  Muskoka  and  West  Peterborough  case  in 
1873,  the  King's  County,  P.  E.I. ,  case  in  1883, 
and  the  Queen’s  County,  N.B. ,  case  in  1887.  In  all 
these  cases  urgency  was  the  essence  of  the  question, 
and  the  House  was  asked  to  interpose  immediately 
without  notice.  Also,  in  the  cases  that  occurred 
in  1877,  of  members  alleged  to  be  public  contract¬ 
ors,  the  House  acted  immediately  on  the  state¬ 
ments  made  by  members  of-  the  House,  showing 
that  the  cases  were  matters  of  urgency  In  the 
cases  above  cited  a  reference  to  the  Journals  will 
show  that  the  House  had  the  information  in  its 
possession,  and  was  able  to  come  to  a  conclusion 
on  a  question  of  privilege.  In  the  case  now  under 
consideration  the  lion,  member  for  the  West 
Riding  of  Lambton  has  not  shown  any  ques¬ 
tion  of  urgency.  The  hon.  member  gave  notice 
on  Tuesday  for  the  consideration  of  his  motion,  not 
on  Thursday  as  the  rules  permitted  him  to  do,  and 
on  which  day  it  would  in  all  probability  have  been 
reached  in  due  course  on  the  Order  Paper,  but  for 
Friday,  which,  being  a  Government  day,  precluded 
the  possibility  of  its  being  reached  in  the  ordinary 
course.  I  may,  perhaps,  with  the  permission  of  the 
House,  cite  one  or  two  decisions  in  the  English 
House  of  Commons  which  seem  to  me  to  have  some 
bearing  on  the  question  of  privilege.  On  the  16th 
of  February,  1882,  Mr.  Cowan  called  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  a  breach  of  its  privileges  in  the 
matter  of  the  election  in  the  north  riding  some 
weeks  ago,  wherein  he  alleged  that  two  peers  had 
substantially  supported  a  candidate.  Mr.  Speaker 
Brand  ruled  that  as  the  hon.  member  had  allowed 
a  considerable  time  to  elapse,  instead  of  bringing 
the  question  forward  at  the  earliest  possible  moment 
as  a  question  of  urgency,  he  had  thereby  lost  his 
claim  to  deal  with  the  matter  as  privilege.  Then, 
with  reference  to  motions  for  new  writs,  on  the 
24th  of  March,  1882,  Mr.  Labouchere  asked  Mr. 
Speaker  whether  he  could  move,  as  privilege,  for 
a  new  writ  for  Northampton  in  place  of  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh,  disabled  from  sitting  and  voting  in  the 
House  by  the  resolution  of  6th  of  March,  1882  ; 
secondly,  whether  in  regard  to  a  petition  presented 
this  day  from  electors  of  Northampton,  having  re¬ 
gard  to  the  proceedings  of  the  House  in  the  matter 
of  the  Middlesex  election  of  29th  of  April,  1879,  he 
was  entitled,  as  a  matter  of  privilege,  to  move  that 
the  electors  of  the  Borough  of  Northampton  be 
heard  at  the  Bar.  Mr.  Speaker  said  : 

“  Motions  for  new  writs  are  ordinarily  made  without 
notice,  and  have  precedence  as  concerning  privilege, 
j  Such  motions  are  founded  upon  certain  events  which 
!  have  recently  caused  vacancy— as,  for  example,  the  death 
of  a  member,  his  acceptance  of  office,  or  the  report  of 
election  judges.  In  such  cases  there  are  obvious  reasons 
forgiving  precedence  to  a  motion  for  a  new  writ.  The 
grounds  are  clear  and  of  recent  occurrence,  and  the  seat 
ought  not  to  be  left  vacant  ,  in  the  interest  of  the  electors. 
But  none  of  these  reasons  are  appai*ent  on  the  present 
occasion.  The  motion,  indeed,  can  scarcely  be  proposed 
with  the  serious  purpose  of  inducing  the  House  to  issue 
a  new  writ  for  Northampton  ;  but,  like  a  similar  motion 
of  the  hon.  member  on  the  21st  February,  seems  rather 
designed  to  raise  a  discussion,  indirectly  or  irregularly, 
upon  the  claim  of  the  junior  member  for  that  borough  to 
take  the  oath.  For  these  reasons  the  motion  of  the  hon. 
member  is  clearly  not  entitled  to  privilege.  With  regard 
to  the  second  question  of  the  hon.  member,  I  have  to  say 
that  there  are  standing  orders  with  regard  to  petitions 
which  were  not  in  existence  when  the  Middlesex  petition 
I  referred  to  by  the  hon.  member  was  heard.  On  that 
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account  there  is  no  ground  for  dealing  with  a  petition  of 
that  kind  stated  as  a  matter  of  privilege.” 

Now,  having  in  view  these  decisions,  and  having 
in  view  the  fact  that  the  lion,  member  for  West 
Lambton  has  not  stated  in  his  place  in  the  House 
that  he  proposes  to  attack  the  seat  of  the  hon. 
member  for  London,  I  am  of  opinion  that  sufficient 
urgency  has  not  been  shown  to  justify  me  in  giv¬ 
ing  precedence  to  the  motion  as  a  question  of  pri¬ 
vilege. 

SECOND  READINGS. 

Bill  (No.  28)  respecting  the  Belleville  and  Lake 
Nipissing  Railway  Company. — (Mr.  Corby.) 

Bill  (No.  £9)  respecting  the  Nipissing  and  James 
Bay  Railway  Company. — (Mr.  Coatsworth.) 

Bill  (No.  30)  respecting  the  Nova  Scotia  Steel 
and  Forge  Company  (Limited). — (Mr.  Fraser.) 

Bill  (No.  31)  respecting  the  Globe  Printing  Com¬ 
pany.  —(Mr.  limes. ) 

Bill  (No.  32)  to  incorporate  the  Woman’s  Baptist 
Missionary  Union  of  the  Maritime  Provinces. — 
(Mr.  Stairs.) 

Bill  (No.  33)  respecting  the  Wood  Mountain  and 
Q.u’Appelle  Railway  Company.- — (Mr.  Macdonald, 
Winnipeg. ) 

Bill  (No.  34)  respecting  the  Canada  Southern 
Railway  Company.— (Mr.  Ingram.) 

Bill  (No.  35)  respecting  the  Manitoba  and  South- 
Eastern  Railway  Companjr. — (Mr.  LaRiviere.) 

POSTAL  SERVICE  IN  DRUMMOND  COUNTY. 

Mr.  LEDUC  asked,  Has  the  Government  taken 
into  consideration  the  petitions  addressed  to  it 
with  the  object  of  securing  the  carriage  of  the 
mails  by  means  of  the  County  of  Drummond  Rail¬ 
way,  in  order  to  serve  all  the  parishes  lying  be¬ 
tween  St.  Hyacinthe  and  Nicolet,  and  in  the 
neighbourhood  of  the  said  railway  ?  If  *so,  what 
decision  has  been  arrived  at  by  the  Government  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  In  the  absence  of  the 
Postmaster  General,  I  may  say  that  after  enquiry 
it  was  ascertained  that  the  expense  would  not 
justify  such  a  change. 

BRITISH  COLUMBIA  INDIANS. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant)  asked,  Why  was 
section  93  of  the  Indian  Act,  Chapter  43  of  the 
Revised  Statutes  of  Canada,  not  included  in  the 
proclamation  dated  12th  January,  1892,  which  ex¬ 
tends  sections  Nos.  83  to  92  of  that  Act  to  the 
bands  of  Indians  in  the  Province  of  British  Col¬ 
umbia  ? 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  The  provisions  of  section  93 
of  the  Indian  Act  suppose  such  a  condition  of 
advancement  to  exist  among  the  members  of  an 
Indian  band  as  would  admit  of  any  member  thereof 
becoming  enfranchised,  should  the  band  agree  to 
that  step  being  taken  by  a  member.  The  depart¬ 
ment  is  not  aware  of  such  a  condition  of  matters 
existing  in  any  band  in  British  Columbia  ;  and  it 
was,  therefore,  considered  prudent  to  not  extend 
the  provisions  of  section  93  to  the  British,  Colum¬ 
bia  Indians.  Were  this  to  be  done  and  any  band 
to  grant  under  that  section  permission  to  any 
members  thereof  who  might  elect  to  do  so,  to 
become  enfranchised,  friction  would  occur  between 
10 


the  Department  of  Indian  Affairs  and  the  Indians 
composing  the  band  in  question,  if  an  applicant 
for  enfranchisement  should,  after  serving  the  usual 
term  of  probation,  prove  to  be  incompetent  and 
the  department  be  consequently  obliged  to  reject 
him. 

POST  OFFICE  AT  CAP  ST.  IGNACE. 

Mr.  BERNIER  (for  Mr.  Choquette)  (Transla¬ 
tion)  asked,  How  comes  it  that  the  difference  of 
opinion  existing  among  the  citizens  of  the  parish  of 
Cap  St.  Ignace,  respecting  the  opening  of  a  new 
post  office  at  the  station  of  the  Intercolonial  Rail¬ 
way  in  the  said  parish,  prior  to  the  9th  October 
last,  did  not  prevent  the  hon.  Minister  then  in 
charge  of  the  Post  Office  Department  from  writing* 
the  following  letters  granting  the  opening  of  the 
said  office  :  — 

>  ,  “  Ottawa,  25th  July,  1891 . 

“My  Dear  Mr.  Choquette,— With  reference  to  the 
establishment  of  a  new  post  office  at  Cap  St.  Ignace, 
County  Montmagny,  which  I  lately  promised  you,  I  beg 
to  say  that  I  have  not  yet  succeeded  in  procuring  a  post¬ 
master  for  the  office,  but  if  I  do  not  receive  a  nomination 
in  the  course  of  the  next  week  or  ten  days  I  will  ask  the 
Inspector  to  find  a  suitable  person  for  the  postmastership 

“  Yours  faithfully, 

(Sgd.)  “  JOHN  HAGGART. 

“  P.  A.  Choquette,  Esq.,  M.P., 

“  House  of  Commons,  Ottawa.” 


“  Ottawa,  9th  October,  1S91. 

“  My  Dear  Sir, — I  am  in  receipt  of  your  letter  of  the 
6th  instant,  on  the  subject  of  the  proposed  new  post  office 
at  Cap  St. -Ignace  Station. 

“I  have  on  different  occasions  written  to  Sir  Adolphe 
Caron  asking  him  to  favour  me  with  a  recommendation 
for  the  postmastership  of  the  proposed  office,  and  at  the 
present  moment  Sir  Adolphe,  as  I  understand,  has  the 
matter  under  consideration.  He  only  asks  a  delay  of  a 
few  days  in  order  that  he  may  receive  information  as  to 
which  of  the  three  or  four  persons  suggested  for  the  post¬ 
mastership  would  be  most  acceptable  to  the  residents  of 
the  locality. 

“  Yours  faithfully, 

(Sgd.)  “  JOHN  HAGGART. 

“  P.  A.  Choquette,  Esq.,  M.P., 

“  Montmagny,  Que.” 

What  are  the  additional  reasons  furnished  since 
the  9th  October  last,  by  the  citizens  of  Cap  St. 
Ignace,  to  prevent  the  carrying  out  of  the  promises 
of  the  ex-Postmaster-General  by  the  lion.  Minister 
now  in  charge  ? 

Sir  ADOLPHE  CARON.  (Translation.)  Mr. 
Speaker,  in  answer  to  the  hon.  member,  1  have 
the  honour  to  say  that  the  member  for  Montmagny 
(Mr.  Choquette)  having  written  to  the  Postmaster- 
General  on  the  5th  October,  1891,  a  letter  stating 
that  a  certain  resolution  passed  by  the  municipal 
council  of  Cap  St.  Ignace,  opposing  the  opening 
of  the  new  post  office,  was  an  irregular  and  worth¬ 
less  resolution  obtained  by  indirect  means,  the  Post¬ 
master-General  accepted  as  true  the  assurance  so 
given  by  the  member  for  Montmagny,  and  wrote 
the  letter  of  9th  October.  The  information  men¬ 
tioned  in  this  letter  having  been  asked  for,  a  new 
resolution  was  passed  on  the  5th  of  October  by  the 
municipal  council  of  Cap  St.  Ignace,  and  reached 
the  department  on  1 2th  October.  This  resolution 
concludes  as  follows  : — 

“This  council  thinks  proper  to  reaffirm  its  protest 
against  the  opening  of  a  new  post  office  within  the  limit8 
of  the  municipality.  This  council  hopes  that  the  Post" 
master-General  will  be  pleased  to  take  this  protest  by  the 
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council  under  serious  consideration  rather  than  the 
requests  of  Mr.  Choquette,  who  is  neither  a  resident  nor  a 
proprietor  in  the  locality.” 

In  view  of  such  a  protest,  the  Postmaster- 
General  thought  better  not  to  resist  the  public 
sentiment  in  the  matter,  even  at  the  risk  of  not 
meeting  thereby  with  the  approval  of  the  member 
for  Montmagny. 

AMERICAN  BEEF  AN1)  PORK. 

Mr.  FORBES  asked,  Whether  the  Government 
propose  to  allow  lumbermen  importing  American 
beef  and  pork  for  use  in  the  prosecution  of  that  in¬ 
dustry,  to  take  the  said  beef  and  pork  out  of  bond 
without  paying  dues  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  It  is  not  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  give  any  such  promise  as  would  be 
contrary  to  the  provisions  of  the  law'. 

CANADIAN  GRAIN  SHIPMENTS. 

Mr.  FREMONT  asked,  Whether  it  is  to  the 
knowledge  of  the  Government  that  a  large  portion 
of  the  surplus  grain  of  Manitoba  and  the  North- 
West  is  now  being  shipped  to  Europe  by  way  of 
Newr  York,  and.  is  it  the  intention  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  to  take  any  steps,  as  a  compensation  to  Nova 
Scotia  and  New  Brunswick  for  their  share  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Raihvay,  to  ensure  the  shipment 
of  this  grain  at  Maritime  Province  ports  in  the 
winter  season  ? 

Sir  J  OHN  THOM PSON.  The  Government  have 
knowledge  that  a  large  part  of  that  grain  is  being 
shipped  out  by  the  principal  seaports  of  this  con¬ 
tinent,  including  those  of  the  Maritime  Provinces, 
and  they  have  done  everything  a  Government  can 
do  to  ensure  the  shipment  of  that  grain  through 
the  Maritime  Province  ports. 

QUEBEC  RAILWAY  BRIDGE. 

Mr.  FREMONT  asked,  Whether  the  Govern¬ 
ment  is  aware  that  by  the  construction  of  a  railway 
from  Moncton  to  Edmonton,  a  railway  bridge  at 
Quebec  and  a  direct  line  from  Quebec  to  a  point  on 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  near  Lake  Superior, 
a  saving  of  nearly  300  miles  could  be  effected  in  the 
distance  by  rail  from  Halifax  to  Winnipeg? 

Mr.  HAG G ART.  In  answer  to  the  lion,  gentle¬ 
man,  I  might  say  that  the  Government  is  not  aware 
of  it. 

Mr.  FREMONT  asked,  Whether  it  is  the  inten¬ 
tion  of  the  Government  to  take  any  steps  during 
the  present  session  to  carry  out  the  promises  made 
by  the  late  Sir  John  A.  Macdonald,  on  the  floor  of 
this  House  on  the  17th  April,  1884,  as  to  the  con¬ 
struction  of  a  railway  bridge  at  or  near  Quebec  to 
connect  the  Intercolonial  with  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway,  surveys  for  which  were  made? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  In  answer  to  the  lion,  gentle¬ 
man,  I  might  state  that  on  reading  carefully  over 
the  remarks  of  Sir  John  Macdonald  in  the  House 
on  the  17th  April,  1884,  I  find  no  promise  made 
by  him  as  to  the  construction  of  a  railway  bridge  at 
or  near  Quebec,  and  the  policy  of  the  Government 
is  the  same  as  stated  by  Sir  John  Macdonald  on 
that  occasion. 

RETURNS  ORDERED. 

Return  showing  the  quantities  of  beef  salted  in  barrels  : 
dried  or  salted  meats  and  meats  preserved  in  any  other 
way  than  salted  or  pickled  ;  other  meats  fresh  or  salted, 
Sir  Adolphe  Caron. 


N.  E.  S. :  butter,  cheese  and  horses  imported  into  Canada 
from  the  Unted  States  in  each  of  the  three  years  1888-89.. 
1889-90  and  1890-91 ;  with  the  values  thereof  and  rates  of 
duty  thereon. — (Mr.  Hughes.) 

Copies  of  all  documents,  correspondence,  &a.,  (exclusive 
of  documents  brought  down  last  session)  exchanged  be¬ 
tween  the  Intercolonial  officials  at  Moncton  and  the 
Department  of  Railways,  in  relation  to  the  accident 
which  occurred  at  St.  Joseph  de  -Levis  on  the  18th  Decem¬ 
ber,  1890. — (Mr.  Carroll.) 

Return  showing  the  quantities  of  each  of  the  following 
classes  of  pork  and  hog  products  imported  into  Canada 
from  the  United  States,  in  each  of  the  years  1888-89, 
1889-90  and  1890-91 ;  with  the  values  thereof  and  amounts 
of  duty  and  rates  levied  thereon  ;  bacon  and  hams,, 
shoulders  and  sides :  lard,  tried  or  rendered ;  lard, 
untried ;  pork  ;  pork  barrelled  in  brine,  made  from  the 
sides  of  heavy  hogs  after  the  hams  and  shoulders  are  cut 
off,  and  containing  not  more  than  sixteen ‘pieces  to  the 
barrel  of  200  lbs.  weight  ;  pork  imported  in  the  carcase 
for  exportation.— (Mr.  Hughes.) 

Copies  of  all  letters,  correspondence,  petitions,  Ac. , 
relating  to  the  claims  or  settlement,  or  proposed  settlement 
of  claims  of  settlers  on  the  Waldron  Ranch  Company’s 
territory;  copies  of  all  complaints  made  regarding  the 
treatment  settlers  have  been  subject  to  by  the  company.. 
— (Mr.  McMullen.) 

THE  LONDON  ELECTION.  • 

Mr.  LISTER  moved  for  : 

1.  Copies  of  the  voters’  list  for  the  Electoral  District  of 
the  City  of  London  upon  which  the  recent  election  for 
such  district  was  held. 

2.  Copies  of  the  judgment  given  by  the  Revising  Officer 
on  objections  taken  to  the  names  of  Lewis  Allin,  S.  F. 
Glass  and  James  P.  Moore  and  226  others  on  said  voters’ 
list,  and  which  229  names  were  subsequently  struck  off  the 
said  voters’  list  by  the  Revising  Officer,  on  the  hearing  of 
the  objections,  but  which  were  nevertheless  printed  on 
the  said  voters’  list  is  the  subject  of  an  appeal,  together 
with  copies  of  the  notices  of  objection  to  such  names  and 
copies  of  the  evidence  taken  before  and  decision  given 
by  the  Revising  Officer  on  each  such  name. 

3.  Copies  of  all  proceedings  in  appeal  taken  to  the  County 
Court  judge  from  the  judgment  of  the  Revising  Officer  on 
any  or  all  of  such  cases,  together  with  any  judgment  or 
decision  given  by  such  County  Court  judge  thereon. 

4.  Copies  of  the  judgment  of  the  Queen’s  Bench  Division, 
High  Court  of  Justice,  Ontario,  in  the  matter  of  applica¬ 
tion  to  said  court  for  a  mandamus  to  said  Revising  Officer 
in  respect  of  the  said  votes  or  any  of  them,  together  with 
copies  of  the  judgment  of  the  Court  of  Appeal  (Ontario) 
in  respect  of  the  same  matter. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  The  copies  of  the  voters'  list 
referred  to  in  the  first  paragraph  are  already  laid 
on  the  Table,  and  therefore  that  should  be  struck 
out.  Is  it  the  pleasure  of  the  House  to  strike  out 
the  first  paragraph  of  the  resolution  ? 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  Is  it  the  pleasure  of  the  House 
to  adopt  the  resolution  as  amended  ? 

Mr.  LAURIER.  Drop. 

Motion  dropped. 

|  On  the  resolution  being  proposed  : 

That  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Chancery  do  attend 
this  House  forthwith  with  the  writ  for  the  election  of  a 
member  to  represent  the  City  of  London  in  the  House  of 
Commons,  together  with  the  return  thereto,  and  all  other 
papers  and  documents  in  his  custody  or  control  relating  to 
the  said  election. — (Mr.  Lister.) 

Mr.  LAURIER.  Drop. 

Motion  dropped. 

EXPORTS  OF  FARM  PRODUCE. 

Mr.  McMULLEN  moved  for  : 

Return  showing  the  quantity  of  the  shipments  in  the 
following  lines  from  Canada,  from  30th  June,  1891,  to  29th 
February,  1892,  and  the  country  to  which  shipped  ; — The 
number  of  horses  of  all  kinds  ;  the  number  of  lambs  ;  the 
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quantity  of  eggs  ;  the  number  of  bushels  of  barley;  the 
quantity  of  malt-;  the  number  of  tons  of  hay;  the  num¬ 
ber  of  bushels  of  potatoes;  giving  the  quantity  shipped 
to  each  country,  and  the  total  shipments  in  the  several 
lines. 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  I  would  suggest  to  the  mover 
of  this  resolution  the  propriety  of  changing  the 
word  “  lambs  ”  to  “  sheep.  ”  There  is  no  distinct 
entry  in  the  Trade  and  Navigation  Returns  as  to  the 
■quantity  of  lambs  exported  from  the  country.  I 
would  also  suggest  that  if  the  lion,  member  desires 
to  have  the  information  at  as  early  a  date  as  pos¬ 
sible,  he  should  either  make  the  motion  read  from  the 
31st  December  last,  or  from  the  31st  of  March.  If  - 
he  makes  it  read  from  the  31st  of  March,  of  course 
it  would  be  delayed  until  the  quarterly  returns  are 
received.  If  he  is  content  to  accept  a  return  to  the 
31st  December,  we  shall  be  able  to  bring  it  down  at 
an  early  period.  1  make  this  suggestion  in  order 
that  the  House  may  be  furnished  with  the  particu¬ 
lars,  and  to  point  out  that  as  these  returnss  are 
made  quarterly  they  will  not  be  made  again  until 
the  31st  of  March. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  We  will  take  it  from  the 
31st  December,  and  we  can  move  afterwards  for 
the  three  months  return  until  the  31st  of  March  ; 
with  the  change  also  of  “  lambs  ”  to  “  sheep.  ” 

Motion,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

WHITE  PINE  TIMBER. 

Mr.  IVES  moved  : 

That  an  Order  of  the  House  do  issue  to  the  Director  of 
the  Geological  Survey  of  Canada,  for  a  map  of  Canada 
showing  the  areas  of  spruce,  and  white  pine  timber,  re¬ 
spectively,  now  standing.  The  said  map  to  be  laid  on  the 
Table  of  the  House  for  the  information  of  members. 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  I  would  say  that  I  have  a 
communication  from  the  Director  of  the  Geological 
Survey  in  which  he  states  that  there  is  not  suffi- 
!  cient  data  to  indicate  the  area  of  white  pine  or  spruce 
timber.  But  I  hold  in  my  hand  the  only  map  on 
1  record  in  the  Geological  Museum  which  shows  the 
limits  of  the  areas  of  timber  as  they  are  described 
in  the  report  (pages  464  to  469)  published  by  Pro¬ 
fessor-  Macoun  on  Canadian  plants.  But  all  the 
additional  information  that  it  is  possible  to  bring 
down,  of  course  I  will  be  very  glad  to  furnish. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

EMPLOYES  ON  THE  INTERCOLONIAL 
RAILWAY. 

J  Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  moved  for: 

Reports  to  Council  and  Orders  in  Council  since  the  last 
session  of  Parliament,  relating  to  the  employes  on  the 
Intercolonial  Railway,  or  to  the  salaries  of  any  such 
employes  or  their  dismissal. 

He  said  :  I  would  like  to  be  permitted  to  amend 
that  resolution — because  the  word  “dismissal" 
may  not  properly  describe  what  I  mean  to  get  at — 
by  adding  the  words  “or  the  reduction  in  number 
of  such  employes. 

Air.  HAGGART.  There  are  no  reports  to  Coun¬ 
cil  or  Orders  in  Council  on  the  subject,  since  the 
last  statement. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P. E.I. )  Then  it  is  not  worth 
while  passing  the  Address. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  The  lion,  gentleman  must  have 
heard  a  report  of  contemplated  reduction.  But  1 

10J 


have  made  no  report  to  Council  as  yet,  and  no 
Order  in  Council  has  been  passed  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I. )  As  the  Minister  tells 
me  that  there  has  been  no  report  to  Council,  and 
no  Order  in  Council,  of  course  I  do  not  want  to  go 
through  the  form  of  passing  the  Address. 

Motion  withdrawn. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  moved  for  : 

Return  of  all  correspondence,  telegrams,  papers> 
reports,  orders  and  other  documents  relating  to  the  in¬ 
tended  dismissal  of  a  number  of  Intercolonial  employes  at 
Moncton,  Halifax  or  other  places  on  the  Intercolonial 
Railway,  since  the  last  session  of  Parliament. 

He  said  :  I  would  ask  the  committee  to  allow 
me  to  add  the  words  “or  reduction  in  number  of 
such  employes  ”  after  the  word  “  dismissal." 

Motion,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

AMERICAN  BEEF  AND  PORK. 

Mr.  FORBES  moved  for  : 

Return  showing  the  quantity  of  American  beef  and 
pork  taken  out  of  bond  by  Canadian  fishermen  since  the 
imposition  of  the  duty  by  the  Canadian  Government  on 
beef  and  pork  imported  trom  the  United  States. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  It  will  be  impossible  to  bring 
down  the  information  asked  for  bv  this  return, 
from  the  fact  that  the  record  of  American  beef  and 
pork  taken  out  of  bond  by  Canadian  fishermen  is 
not  kept  on  record  in  the  department  at  Ottawa  ; 
and  even  if  an  attempt  were  made,  we  would  have 
to  apply  to  all  the  ports  in  the  Maritime  Provinces 
in  order  to  ascertain  the  information  asked  for, 
and  have  an  examination  made  by  the  officers  of 
all  papers  and  invoices  filed  during  the  last  *25  years, 
which  is  the  period  during  which  this  duty  has 
been  in  force.  The  hon.  gentleman,  therefore,  M  ill 
see  the  utter  impossibility  of  obtaining  that  infor¬ 
mation,  especially  when  it  is  remembered  that 
during  thatperiod  many  of  the  Custom  houses  of  the 
different  ports  have  been  burnt,  and  the  papers 
destroyed.  I  am  very  sorry  to  say  that  one  of  our 
most  expensive  buildings,  together  with  all  the 
papers,  except  some  invoices  and  other  papers 
that  were  in  the  vault,  was  consumed  in 
the  city  of  St.  John  on  Saturday,  involving 
a  loss  of  nearly  half  a  million  dollars.  From 
the  statement  I  have  made,  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  will  see  the  utter  uselessness  of  passing  a  mo¬ 
tion  of  this  kind. 

Mr.  FORBES.  Do  I  understand  that  it  wrould 
be  utterly  impossible  to  ascertain  the  quantity  of 
beef  and  pork  imported  and  taken  out  of  bond  by 
Canadian  fishermen  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  The  hon.  gentleman  Mill  see 
that  the  motion  covers  a  period  of  25  years,  for  it 
asks  for  a  return  during  which  a  duty  Mras  imposed 
on  those  articles. 

Mr.  FORBES.  I  would  limit  it  to  the  last  three 
years. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Even  then  the  information  could 
not  be  obtained  unless  we  applied  to  the  different 
ports  ;  and  in  that  case  we  could  not  obtain  it  where 
the  papers  had  been  destroyed,  as  Mas  the  case  on 
Saturday  night  at  St.  John. 

Air.  FORBES.  If  I  cannot  get  it  I  suppose  I 
|  cannot  have  it.  Do  I  understand  from  the  acting 
I  Minister  that  it  is  impossible  to  obtain  the  quantity 
of  beef  and  pork  consumed  by  our  fishermen  and 
taken  out  of  bond  ? 
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Mr.  BOWELL.  If  any  person  asked  for  an  ex¬ 
port  entry  for  beef  or  pork  lie  could  obtain  it.  The 
export  might  be  made  for  fishermen  or  for  other-  pur¬ 
poses, but  we  would  not  have  anyrecordas  to  whether 
such  meat  was  consumed  by  the  fishermen  or  not. 
Every  person  has  a  right  to  ask  for  an  export  en¬ 
try,  but  there  is  no  special  record  kept  as  to  its 
consumption  or  what  becomes  of  it  other  than  the 
fact  that  it  leaves  the  country. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  As  it  appears  to  be  impossible 
for  the  Government  to  bring  down  the  information 
asked,  my  hon.  friend  had  better  withdraw  his 
motion,  and  amend  it  as  suggested  by  the  Minister, 

Motion  withdrawn. 

CONTRACT  ALIEN  LABOUR  IN  CANADA. 

Mr.  TAYLOR  moved  second  reading  of  Bill 
(No.  4)  to  prohibit  the  importation  and  migration 
of  foreigners  and  aliens  under  contract  or  agree¬ 
ment  to  perform  labour  in  Canada.  He  said  :  In 
rising  to  move  the  second  reading  of  this  Bill,  I 
wish  merely  to  say  that  it  is  the  same  Bill  I  intro¬ 
duced  two  years  ago,  which  was  referred  to  a 
special  committee  of  the  House,  empowering  the 
committee  to  send  for  persons  and  take  their 
evidence  as  to  the  extent  of  the  injustice  perpe¬ 
trated  by  a  similar  Bill  which  is  in  force  in  the 
United  States.  This  Bill  is  an  exact  copy  of  that 
placed  on  the  Statute-book  of  the  United  States. 
That  committee  heard  evidence,  and  made  the 
following  report : — 

“  Your  committee  find  on  examination,  that  the  Bill  is 
similar  in  all  respects  to  a  Bill  passed  by  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States  in  1885,  and  amended  by  that  body  in 
1886. 

“  Your  committee  have  had  before  them  witnesses 
from  different  points  along  the  frontier,  and  find  from 
their  evidence,  a  copy  of  which  is  annexed  hereto,  that 
the  American  Alien  Labour  Law  has  been  enforced  in  such 
a  way  as  to  compel  many  of  our  people  to  l’elinquish  their 
employment  in  the  United  States  or  to  remove  with  their 
families  and  reside  there  permanently  while  citizens  of 
the  United  States  are  permitted  to  work  in  Canada  every 
day,  and  to  return  to  their  homes  on  the  American  side 
every  night,  without  interference  of  the  Canadian  au¬ 
thorities. 

“Your  committee  recommend  that  the  attention  of 
the  authorities  at  Washington  be  directed  to  the  oppres¬ 
sive  application  to  Canadians  of  the  American  Alien 
Labour  Law,  and  to  allow  of  such  representation  being 
made,  and  to  afford  time  for  its  due  consideration,  re¬ 
commend  that  the  further  consideration  of  this  Bill  be 
postponed  until  next  session  ;  and  if  some  suitable 
measure  for  granting  relief  to  Canadians  from  the  griev¬ 
ance  complained  of  be  not  passed  in  the  interval  by  the 
American  authorities,  that  your  committee  recommend 
that  a  Bill  dealing  with  this  question  be  introduced  next 
session  and  taken  into  consideration.” 

That  was  the  report  of  the  committee.  The  Bill  was 
introduced  next  session,  but  at  the  request  of  the 
Government  it  was  allowed  to  stand  over,  pending 
negotiations  that  were  then  going  on  between  the 
two  Governments.  I  have  not  seen  the  corres¬ 
pondence  that  has  passed  between  the  two 
Governments  in  regard  to  the  Bill,  if 
any  has  passed ;  but  I  know  that,  judging 
from  newspaper  reports  from  points  all  along  the 
line,  the  Americans  are  still  enforcing  their  Act 
to  the  great  injury  of  very  many  Canadians.  It  is 
now  high  time  that  we  had  a  similar  Bill  on  our 
Statute-book.  I  am  a  protectionist.  I  believe  in 
reciprocity,  if  we  can  get  it  ;  reciprocity  in  tariff' 
and  the  same  reciprocity  in  labour.  If  we  cannot 
get  that  reciprocity,  let  us  have  it  in  law.  Let  us 
place  an  Act  on  our  Statute-book,  as  the  Americans 
have  done.  I  have  several  clippings  here  bearing 
Mr.  Forbes. 


on  the  question.  One  is  from  a  St.  Catharines- 
paper  of  2nd  February,  which  says  : 

“Buffalo,  Feb.  1. — Inspector  DeBarry  was  notified 
this  noon  by  the  Customs-house  officials  at  International 
Bridge  of  the  arrival  of  William  Dunn,  a  ship  carpenter, 
from  St.  Catharines,  Out.  Upon  investigation  the  in¬ 
spector  learned  that  Dunn  came  here  last  Thursday  and 
got  employment  with  the  dry  dock  company  on  Ganson 
street.  He  was  to  begin  work  to-day.  Mr.  DeBarry  com¬ 
municated  with  the  company  and  informed  them  that 
Dunn  could  not  legally  work  here  until  he  immigrated 
with  his  family  to  this  country  as  prescribed  by  law.  The 
company  refused  to  perfect  the  agreement  with  Dunn 
until  he  complied  with  the  requirements  of  the  law.  The 
inspector  then  deported  the  man  to  Her  Majesty’s  do¬ 
main.” 

I  have  another  clipping  from  the  Port  Huron 
Herald  of  26th  April,  which  describes  how  three 
young  ladies,  who  had  been  employed  at  Port 
Huron  for  a  number  of  years,  had  been  obliged  to 
leave  their  employment  or  remove  with  their  fami¬ 
lies  to  the  United  States.  I  have  also  a  paragraph 
in  regard  to  a  clergyman  with  whom  many  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  House  are  well  acquainted,  Rev.  \Y. 
W.  Carson.  It  is  as  follow's 

“  Detroit,  Jan.  29.--At  the  annual  meeting  of  the  con¬ 
gregation  of  the  Jefferson  Avenue  Presbyterian  Church, 
held  last  night,  after  the  various  reports  had  been  pre¬ 
sented,  the  trustees  reported  that  the  call  to  the  pastorate 
extended  to  Rev.W.W.  Carson,  of  Kingston.Ont.,  was  can 
celled  on  account  of  the  Alien  Labour  Law.  Immediately- 
after  the  adjournment  the  chairman  informed  the  mem¬ 
bers  that  the  fact  should  be  understood  that  Rev.  Mr. 
Carson  was  not  tbe  pastor  of  the  church.  When  the  call 
was  extended  to  him,  and  it  was  found  that  his  case  was 
covered  by  the  Alien  Labour  Law,  it  was  immediately 
withdrawn.  Should  the  reverend  gentleman  take  up  his 
residence  in  the  United  States  and  become  a  citizen  of 
this  country  another  call  to  the  pastorate  might  be  ex¬ 
tended  to  him,  but  otherwise  the  laws  of  the  country  would 
be  strictly  adhered  to  by  the  church.” 

That  is  how  they  deal  with  clergymen  as  well  as 
with  labourers.  I  have  another  extract  here  : 

“  Two  Roman  Catholic  clergymen  landed  from  a  steam¬ 
ship  at  Philadelphia  on  Tuesday.  They  were  Rev.  Dr. 
Minkenburg  and  Rev.  Dr.  Loentgarutt,  and  had  come  to 
this  continent  to  deliver  lectures  on  natural  philosophy 
and  theology  in  a  number  of  leading  cities.  The  authori¬ 
ties  detained  them  under  the  contract  labour  law,  as 
aliens  entering  the  country  under  contract  to  compete 
with  native  labour.  Finally  it  was  decided  that  their 
case  did  not  come  under  the  provisions  of  this  law,  and 
they  were  released.  They  will  carry  back  to  Europe  with 
them  strange  ideas  of  United  States  justice  and  hospi¬ 
tality.  The  idea  that^they  should  even  have  been 
arrested  coming  for  the  purpose  they  did,  suggests  reflec¬ 
tions  by  no  means  complimentary  to  the  age  and  the 
country.” 

Another  extract  says  : 

f  “  Last  Monday  two  respectable-looking  young  mechanics 
Lorn  London,  stonecutters  by  trade,  went  over  to  Port 
Huron,  having  heard  that  there  was  a  good  demand  there 
for  stonecutters.  They  carried  valises  containing  some 
personal  effects,  one  having  his  tools.  On  arriving  at  the 
wharf  the  Customs  officer  would  not  allow  them  to  land 
and  ordered  them  back  to  Canada.  They  returned,  but 
thinking  that  the  objection  to  their  landing  in  the  United 
States  was  owing  to  their  having  valises,  they  left  them 
in  Sarnia  and  went  over  again.  They  were  similarly 
treated,  and  had  to  return  to  Sarnia.  In  company  ^ith 
some  acquaintances  from  this  town  they  tried  on  Tuesday 
for  the  tliird  time,  and,  we  are  informed,  effected  a  land¬ 
ing,  but  before  they  had  g^ne  any  distance  up  the  street 
were  followed  by  the  Customs  officer  who  threatened  to 
arrest  them  and  put  them  in  the  lock-up  unless  they 
returned  to  Canada  at  once.  Of  course  they  had  to  return 
once  more.  We  are  informed,  on  good  authority,  that 
they  had  made  no  contract  to  work  for  anyone  in  the 
States,  and  did  not  know  where  they  could  get  work  ;  all 
that  they  had  heard  was  that  stonecutters  were  scarce  in 
Port  Huron.” 

Now,  by  the  evidence  that  was  produced  before 
the  committee,  a  copy  of  which  I  have  in  my  hand, 
it  was  proved  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  committee 
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that  clown  in  New  Brunswick  several  hundreds  of 
persons  are  crossing  from  the  United  States  daily, 
working  in  our  cotton  factories  during  the  day 
and  returning  to  their  homes  in  the  United  States 
at  night.  I  presume  that  this  same  state  of  affairs 
is  in  existence  now,  as  it  was  then,  and  there  is  no 
interference  with  it  by  the  authorities  or  by  the 
people  of  Canada.  So  far  we  have  been  willing  to 
meet  the  people  of  the  United  States  fairly  and  to 
have  reciprocity  in  labour,  but  so  far  as  I  can  learn, 
there  has  been  no  move  made  on  the  part  of  the 
United  States  authorities  to  amend  their  law  so  as 
to  make  it  not  apply  to  Canadians  living  on  the 
Canadian  side  who  may  cross  over  to  the  United 
States  to  do  work  and  return  to  their  homes  at 
night.  Canadians  are  driven  back  from  the  States, 
while  our  laws  permit  the  people  of  the  States  to 
come  here  in  the  morning,  to  work  all  day  and 
return  home  at  night  to  their  families.  We  have 
not  so  far  insisted  on  them  bringing  their  families 
to  this  country,  and  causing  them  to  become  resi¬ 
dents  in  order  that  they  may  obtain  work.  I  do 
think  that  it  is  only  justice  to  the  people  of  Canada 
that  we  should  not  suffer  these  indignities  any 
longer.  Therefore,  I  have  introduced  my  Bill  for  the 
third  time,  and  I  purpose  pressing  it  to  a  division. 

Mr.  FRASER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  wish  to  enter  my 
protest  against  this  Bill,  in  the  first  place  on  general 
principles,  and  secondly,  because  of  special  cases  that  j 
I  know  of  myself.  If  there  were  any  arguments 
necessary  why  we  should  not  pass  this  Bill,  I  think 
the  mover  himself  has  given  them  to  us.  If  this 
were  a  Bill  to  interfere  only  with  our  neighbours  to 
the  south  of  us,  I  could  understand  that  it  was 
introduced  on  the  principle  of  being  a  retaliatory 
measure  ;  but  when  the  hon.  gentleman  comprises 
in  his  Bill  all  foreigners  and  aliens,  then  he  simply 
strikes  at  one  of  the  very  best  methods  by  which 
we  can  get  people  to  this  country  who  would  teach 
our  people  that  which  they  do  not  know  themselves, 
as  we  can  teach  those  who  come  here  that  which 
they  do  not  know  when  they  arrive.  I  think  that 
this  Bill  might  perhaps  be  the  natural  sequence  of 
the  census  recently  taken,  and  if  it  should  pass  the 
House,  I  have  no  doubt  that  the  results  will  be 
even  more  striking  in  the  next  10  years  than 
during  the  last  10  years.  On  general  principles 
I  oppose  anything  like  a  measure  that  keeps 
out  from  our  country  trained  and  experienced 
men.  I  will  give  one  or  two  examples  of  how 
the  Bill  would  injure  our  people  in  Nova  Scotia. 
When  the  glass  works  were  opened  in  the  town  of 
New  Glasgow,  we  had  not  a  man  who  knew  any¬ 
thing  about  glass  working,  but  wre  had  enough 
enterprise  to  put  money  into  the  business,  and  so 
the  secretary  of  the  company  was  sent  to  visit 
Belgium,  and  Austria,  and  Bohemia,  to  obtain 
skilled  labour.  He  made  arrangements  with  some 
of  the  very  best  glass-blowers  that  could  begot,  and 
he  brought  them  to  this  country.  What  was  the 
effect  of  these  men  coming  here  ?  In  the  first  place 
the  works  were  established  and  put  on  a  sound 
foundation  and  the  boys  and  young  men  in  New 
Glasgow  were  taught  by  these  skilled  tradesmen, 
so  that  in  a  year  or  two  we  could  do  without  their 
services  if  they  wished  to  go  elsewhere.  If  such  a 
law  as  is  proposed  by  my  hon.  friend  from  Leeds 
(Mr.  Taylor)  had  been  in  existence  at  that  time 
our  glass  works  would  never  have  been  established. 
Then  again,  we  are  starting  very  extensive  iron 


works  in  New  Glasgow,  and  where  have  we  to  go 
for  a  manager  ;  a  man  who  can  build  the  smelting- 
works  and  carry  on  the  business.  We  have  to  go 
to  Philadelphia,  and  no  man  is  going  to  leave 
a  good  situation  there  unless  he  is  certain  of 
something  better  ;  he  is  not  coming  to  this 
country  to  take  chaneeg  of  whatever  he  may  get. 
An  arrangement  has  to  be  made  with  this  man 
before  he  leaves  Philadelphia.  The  result  in  this 
case  also  is  that  our  own  young  people  when  taught 
by  a  skilled  man  of  this  kind,  a  man  of  reputation 
in  his  business,  will  be  able  to  carry  on  the  in¬ 
dustry,  if  this  skilled  manager  should  seek  employ¬ 
ment  elsewhere  when  his  term  with  the  company 
in  New  Glasgow  expires.  We  started  steel 
works  in  New  Glasgow  and  we  got  some  experi¬ 
enced  men  from  England  and  elsewhere,  and  the 
manager  of  the  company  brought  in  young  men 
to  the  works  belonging  to  the  town,  and  they 
obtained  the  experience,  so  that  now  they  can  do 
the  whole  work  themselves.  If  this  Bill  should 
become  law,  what  are  you  going  to  do  in  Canada 
when  you  want  to  start  a  business  in  which  no 
Canadian  has  ever  been  engaged?  Must  you  not 
of  necessity  go  to  a  foreign  country  to  get  the  men 
who  understand  the  business  ?  If  this  Bill  had 
been  the  law  of  the  land,  some  of  our  best  indus¬ 
tries  would  never  have  been  started.  Anyway,  I 
am  sure  that  the  mover  of  the  Bill  does  not  wish 
that  some  men  who  come  to  this  country  under  a 
contract  to  do  work  for  a  concern  like  the  ones  I 
have  mentioned,  should  go  back  and  be  able  to 
report  the  same  impressions  of  Canada  as  the  hon. 
gentleman  read  that  these  two  clergymen  had  when 
they  were  not  allowed  to  enter  into  the  United 
States.  Skilled  labour  is  a  commodity  which 
every  country  ought  to  be  proud  to  gain,  instead 
of  trying  to  debar  it  from  coming  here.  There 
are  men  in  every  walk  of  life  whom  you  cannot 
bring  to  a  strange  country  without  a  special 
agreement,  because  such  an  agreement  is  a 
guarantee  to  them  that  they  can  remain  in  the 
country  for  a  certain  number  of  years.  Are  the 
steel  works  in  New  Glasgow  to  be  lost,  and  will  the 
iron  works  in  New  Glargow  be  lost  to  this  country, 
simply  because  we  are  going  to  keep  out  of  the 
country  a  few  experienced  workmen  in  order  to 
spite  our  neighbours  to  the  south  of  us  ?  If  the 
people  of  the  United  States  adopt  a  policy  that  is 
not  in  accordance  with  the  best  principles  of 
national  life,  are  we  to  follow  them  ?  I  am  sure 
that  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Leeds  (Mr.  Taylor), 
if  he  took  a  moment’s  consideration,  would  see  that 
there  are  some  men  whom  Canada  ought  to  be 
proud  to  get  into  the  country  to  teach  our  people. 
The  matter  will  right  itself  afterwards.  You  will 
find,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  skilled  labour  when  it  is  in 
the  country,  will  so  teach  the  young  men  of  Canada 
that  they  will  afterwards  be  able  to  do  the  wot  k 
themselves.  These  men  whom  this  Bill  seeks  to 
keep  out  of  Canada  will  be  teachers  for  us.  The 
Bill  of  my  hon.  friend  will  simply  have  the  effect 
of  keeping  out  all  skilled  labour.  I  am  opposed  to 
this  Bill  on  account  of  the  special  cases  that  I  have 
named,  and  even  if  they  were  not  enough,  I  am 
opposed  to  it  on  general  principles.  Perhaps  I 
may  not  carry  with  me  the  opinions  of  this  House, 
but  I  believe  in  opening  our  doors  to  the  whole 
world.  We  have  a  large  country  to  be  filled 
up,  and  I  would  put  no  restriction  on  any  man 
from  any  country  coming  here,  except  those  who 
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are  sent  away  from  the  country  in  which  they  have  | 
lived  because  they  have  broken  the  laws  and  are  i 
not  allowed  to  stay  there.  With  our  vast  mineral 
wealth  and  our  vast  country  to  be  inhabited,  this 
Bill  might  be  the  first  step  in  directing  a  blow  at 
proper  immigration.  I  hope  that  this  House — and 
I  speak  especially  for  the  place  from  which  I  come 
-will  not  commit  itself  to  the  general  principle  of 
keeping  these  men  out  from  our  country.  If  the  j 
lion,  gentleman  wishes  to  make  our  neighbours  to  [ 
the  south  of  us  feel  badly,  and  if  he  wishes  to  pre-  I 
vent  any  of  them  coming  in  here,  there  might  be  ' 
some  point  in  the  Bill,  although,  even  then,  it  would  j 
strike  at  our  industries  in  New  Glasgow  and  I 
would  be  still  opposed  to  the  measure.  I  do  not 
believe  that  this  Parliament  should  follow  the  j 
wrong  methods  of  any  country  ;  I  do  not  believe 
that  we,  with  our  broad  views,  should  pass  any  Bill 
because  another  country  is  shortsighted  enough  to  i 
enact  it,  in  the  interest  of  factions  within  the  coun¬ 
try  itself,  upon  which  the  party  in  power  depends 
for  its  political  existence.  Therefore,  I  am  opposed 
with  all  my  heart  to  the  passage  of  this  Bill. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  I  think  the  hon.  member  has  j 
wasted  a  good  deal  of  his  time  in  discussing  a  Bill 
which  he  nas  not  read.  If  I  read  the  Bill  correctly, 
the  5th  clause  provides  for  just  such  cases  as  he 
has  referred  to,  where  new  industries  are  to  be 
established,  and  skilled  labour  cannot  be  obtained 
in  Canada  to  carry  them  on.  That  clause  reads  as 
follows 

“  Nothing  in  this  Act  shall  be  so  construed  as  to  prevent 
any  citizen  or  subject  of  any  foreign  country,  temporarily 
residing  in  Canada!  either  in  private  or  official  capacity,  I 
from  engaging  under  contract  or  otherwise,  persons  not  ! 
residents  or  citizens  of  Canada,  to  act  as  private  secre¬ 
taries,  servants  or  domestics  for  such  foreigner  temporarily 
residing  in  Canada  as  aforesaid  ;  nor  shall  this  Act  be  so 
construed  as  to  prevent  any  person  or  persons,  partner¬ 
ship  or  corporation  from  engaging,  under  contract  or 
agreement,  skilled  workmen  in  foreign  countries  to  per¬ 
form  labour  in  Canada  in  or  upon  any  new  industry  not  at 
present  established  in  Canada,  provided  that  skilled 
labour  for  that  purpose  cannot  be  otherwise  obtained.” 

Now,  the  whole  force  of  the  argument  of  the  hon. 
gentleman  rests  on  the  assumption  that.this  skilled 
labour  could  not  be  obtained  in  the  country,  and 
that  this  Bill  would  shut  it  out,  though  it  is  quite 
clear  that  provision  is  made  in  the  Bill  for  such  a 
case.  But  w'e  know  that  Canadian  citizens  are 
every  day  shut  out  of  the  labour  market  of  the 
United  States,  on  the  most  trivial  pretexts  ;  and  I 
do  not  see  any  injustice  in  our  returning  the  com¬ 
pliment  by  passing  such  a  Bill  as  the  present  one. 
We  know,  too,  that  large  numbers  of  Americans  are 
engaged  in  Canada.  That  occurs  in  my  part  of 
the  country,  where  many  men  are  brought  in  from 
the  United  States  for  the  purpose  of  taking  out 
logs  and  timber  in  the  Georgian  Bay  district — work 
that  could  be  performed  quite  as  well  by  Cana¬ 
dians.  These  people  are  brought  in  under  con¬ 
tract,  while  if  one  of  our  people  is  taken  to  Michi¬ 
gan  to  perform  the  same  kind  of  labour,  he  is  shut 
out  by  the  Alien  Labour  Law.  It  is  unfair 
and  unjust  to  our  own  people  ;  and  while  our  peo¬ 
ple  are  shut  out  of  the  United  States  in  that  way, 

I  do  not  think  there  will  be  any  injustice  in  our 
passing  a  law'  to  mete  out  to  them  the  same  treat¬ 
ment  as  they  do  to  us. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  will  ask  the  very 
careful  attention  of  the  House  to  this  Bill,  because  I 
am  aware  that  it  is  supported  somew'hat  enthusi¬ 
astically  by  the  representatives  of  a  considerable 
Mr.  Fraser. 


number  of  persons  in  this  country- — or,  I  might 
more  properly  say,  by  the  representatives  of  a  large 
class  in  the  country.  I  am  perfectly  aware — as  the 
hon.  gentleman  who  has  introduced  the  Bill  has 
reminded  the  House  this  afternoon — that  the 
committee  appointed  to  investigate  this  subject  two 
years  ago  gathered  a  good  deal  of  evidence  tending 
to  show  that  the  people  of  this  country,  especially 
our  people  near  the  border’s  of  the  United  States, 
havefrom  time  to  time  been  subjected  to  great  incon¬ 
venience  and  hardship  by  the  operation  of  the  law 
of  the  United  States  relating  to  alien  labour- 
contracts.  It  was,  I  think,  at  first  supposed  by  the 
committee,  perhaps,  too,  by  a  good  many  members 
of  the  House,  that  the  operation  of  that  law  was 
intentional  as  regards  Canada,  and  I  think  that 
before  the  discussion  was  concluded  the  House  was 
convinced  that  while  the  Bill  was  probably  not 
specially  aimed  at  Canada,  it  fully  comprehended 
the  kind  of  immigration  from  Canada,  and  w-hich 
was  employed  in  the  United  States  along  the  border 
line  under  labour  engagements.  But,  Sir,  I  have  to 
ask  the  grave  consideration  of  the  House  to  this 
question  :  whether  we  are  going  to  improve  the 
position  of  own  people  who  have  suffered  that  in¬ 
convenience  by  an  abortive  attempt  to  inflict  the 
like  inconvenience  upon  our  neighbours  ?  I  main¬ 
tain  tiiat  we  are  not.  1  am  unable  to  see  liow  any 
working  people  in  districts  neighbouring  to  the 
United  States  will  be  in  the  least  degree  benefited 
by  the  passage  of  an  Act  of  this  kind  in  this  Parlia¬ 
ment.  The  operation  of  the  Alien  Labour  Law  of 
the  United  States  will  be  as  rigorous,  notwith¬ 
standing  this  futile  attempt  on  our  part  to  inflict 
an  injury  upon  their  people.  I  am  sure  that 
the  policy  of  Congi  ess  on  this  subject  would  not  be 
in  the  least  degree  affected  by  the  operation  of  this 
Bill.  We  have  to  expecl  no  mitigation  in  the 
operation  of  their  law,  and  no  amendment  of  their 
law  in  the  direction  of  the  amelioration  of  their  re¬ 
lations  to  our  labouring  people  from  the  passage  of 
an  Act  of  this  kind.  They  have  in  their  own  coun¬ 
try  a  very  abundantly  supplied  labour  market ; 
they  have  a  very  large  population;  and  their 
policy  in  some  respects  as  regards  immigration  is 
directly  opposite  to  that  wdiich  is  desirable  for  us. 
In  every  session  of  Congress  we  see  that  the  at¬ 
tempt  is  made  to  restrict  rather  than  to  encourage 
immigration,  wdiereas  in  every  session  of  our 
Parliament  members  are  occupied  with  the 
grave  consideration  of  how  to  enhance  the  flow 
of  immigration  instead  of  endeavouring  to 
restrict  it.  I,  therefore,  think  it  is  most  undesirable, 
in  the  interests  of  any  class  in  this  country — espe¬ 
cially  undesirable  in  the  interests  of  those  who  have 
complained  of  irritation  and  oppression  caused  bv 
the  Alien  Labour  Lawr  of  the  United  States,  and 
most  undesirable  in  the  interests  of  the  country  with 
reference  to  its  settlement — that  any  class  of  work¬ 
ing  people  should  be  excluded  from  the  country. 
I  am  aware  that  the  attention  of  Parliament  has 
frequently  been  called  to  representations  of  labour 
organizations  against  the  introduction,  by  Govern¬ 
ment  aid, of  workingmen,or  of  other  classes  of  people, 
who  would  be  likely  to  settle  in  cities  and  compete 
with  our  own  working  people.  But  even  that,  while 
it  may  be  arguable,  is  totally  distinct  from  an 
attempt  to  exclude  that  kind  of  people  from  the 
country  when  they  propose  to  come  here  without 
the  aid  of  the  Government  at  all.  I  agree  with  the 
hon.  member  for  Guysborough  (Mr.  Fraser)  that 
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DEVLIN.  Priests  and  ministers  are  left 


Sir  .JOHN  THOMPSON.  All  the  features  of  the 
American  law  which  have  been  exploited  in  their 
courts  for  the  purpose  of  making  their  enactment 
the  laughing-stock  of  the  civilized  world  are  left 
in  this  Act.  A  minister  of  the  Gospel  or  a  clergy¬ 
man  of  any  denomination  whatever  comes  under 
the  provisions  of  the  Alien  Labour  Law,  so  that  we 
cannot  allow  such  persons  to  come  into  this  country 
even  to  preach  the  Gospel.  It  will  prevent  a 
lawyer  coming  from  the  United  States  to 
attend  to  professional  interests,  or  the  interests  of 


this  country  is  not  so  frill  of  population  that  we 
can  afford  to  close  our  doors  against  any  class  who 
are  willing  to  come  here  to  earn  their  living,  and  I 
chink  we  ought  to  be  very  careful  how  we  legislate 
against  the  introduction  of  such  a  class.  Notwith¬ 
standing  the  observations  of  my  hon.  friend  from  East 
Grey  (Mr.  Sproule),  there  is  a  good  deal  in  what  has 
been  said  by  the  hon.  member  for  Guysborough  (Mr. 
Fraser)  as  regards  the  establishment  of  new  indus¬ 
tries.  If  we  refer  to  clause  5  of  the  Bill,  we  shall 
find  that  while  it  attempts  to  meet  the  point  he 
raised,  it  does  not  meet  it  in  a  very  effective  man¬ 
ner.  The  clause  provides  that  this  Act  “  shall 
not  prevent  any  citizen  or  subject  of  any  foreign 
country,  temporarily  residing  in  Canada,  from 
engaging  any  persons  not  residents  or  citizens  of 
Canada,  to  act  as  private  secretaries,  servants  or 
domestics  for  such  foreigner  temporarily  residing 
in  Canada  as  aforesaid but  it  seems  to  pre¬ 
vent  a  resident  of  this  country  from  importing 
a  domestic  servant,  although  there  has  never  been 
any  representation  made  to  this  Parliament  that 
the  introduction  of  that  class  of  persons  into  the 
country  is  undesirable,  but  on  the  contrary  Parlia¬ 
ment  has  frequently  voted  aid  to  induce  such  per¬ 
sons  to  come  to  the  country.  The  next  provision 
is  that  the  Act  shall  not  be  construed  “so  as  to 
prevent  any  person  or  persons,  partnership  or  cor¬ 
poration  from  engaging,  under  contract  or  agree¬ 
ment,  skilled  workmen  in  foreign  countries  to 
perform  labour  in  Canada  in  or  upon  any  new  in¬ 
dustry  not  at  present  established  in  Canada.”  That 
has  reference  only  to  the  establishment  of  a 
uew  industry,  not  one  at  present  established  ; 
and  there  is  a  proviso  further  that  skilled  labour 
for  that  purpose  cannot  be  otherwise  obtained, 
so  that  if  an  industry  is  not  entirely  new,  the 
skilled  labour  cannot  be  imported  from  abroad. 
If,  in  the  instance  put,  of  the  glass  works,  or  any 
other  industry  of  that  kind,  an  extension  is  to  be 
made  of  those  works  or  works  of  a  like  kind  estab¬ 
lished,  say  in  a  different  section  of  the  country,  it 
will  be  impossible  togo  abroad  and  import  the  skilled 
workmen,  because  it  is  an  industry  already  estab¬ 
lished  in  thecountry,ora  branchof  onealready  estab¬ 
lished.  A  furt  her  proviso  is  that  the  provisionsof  this 
Bill  shall  not  apply  to  professional  actors,  artists, 
lecturers,  singers,  or  to  persons  employed  as  per¬ 
sonal  or  domestic  servants  ;  and  it  is  provided  that 
nothing  in  this  Act  shall  be  construed  as  prohibit¬ 
ing  any  individual  from  assisting  any  member  of  a 
family,  or  any  relative  or  personal  friend,  to  migrate 
from  any  foreign  country  to  Canada  for  the  purpose 
of  settlement  here.  In  the  list  of  professional  per¬ 
sons  allowed  to  come  into  the  country  under  en¬ 
gagements,  we  ha're  simply  actors,  artists,  lectur¬ 
ers  and  singers. 


a  client  who  lives  out  of  the  country  but  has  busi¬ 
ness  in  our  courts,  even  to  instruct  the  Canadian 
counsel  in  charge  of  the  case.  So  that,  notwith¬ 
standing  that  the  provisions  of  section  5  were  un¬ 
doubtedly  intended  toameliorate, to  some  extent, the 
Alien  Labour  Law,  as  it  is  generally  known  in  the 
United  States,  it  is  quite  ineffectual,  and  bears  all 
the  blemishes  which  have  been  found  in  the  law  of 
the  United  States,  except  perhaps  that  in  which 
domestic  servants  are  referred  to,  where  I  see  the 
exemption  is  larger  than  I  supposed  it  to  be  at 
first.  In  the  United  States  the  industries  of  that 
country  are  greatly  developed  and  there  is  hardly 
any  occupation  in  the  world  for  working 
people  which  is  not  to  be  found  there.  In  that 
country,  skilled  workmen  are  to  be  found 
in  every  branch  of  employment,  but  in  this 
country  as  has  already  been  pointed  out,  we 
are  seeking  to  establish  new  industries,  we  are 
seeking  to  increase  those  we  have,  and  yet  the 
people  who  are  most  competent  to  operate  them 
and  to  make  them  successful  are  not  to  be  imported, 
but  if  we  establish  such  industries  at  all,  after  13 
or  14  years’  effort  to  increase  them,  we  are  to  trust 
them  to  utterly  incompetent  men,  or  else  we  are  to 
subject  the  persons  who  may  import  competent  men 
to  all  the  dangers  of  a  trial  for  misdemeanour,  and 
we  are  to  put  upon  him  the  burden  of  proving 
that,  besides  the  industry  being  a  new  one,  skilled 
labour  of  that  kind  is  not  to  be  found  in  the  country. 
The  provisions  of  section  one  make  it  a  misde¬ 
meanour,  an  offence  punishable  by  a  very  heavy 
penalty,  as  we  shall  see  presently,  for  any  person, 
in  any  manner  whatsoever,  to  prepay  the  trans¬ 
portation.  or  in  any  way  assist  or  encourage  the 
importation  or  migration  of  any  alien  or  aliens, 
any  foreigner  or  foreigners  into  Canada,  under  con¬ 
tract  or  agreement,  parole  or  special,  express  or 
implied,  made-  previous  to  the  importation  or  mi¬ 
gration  of  such  alien  or  aliens,  foreigner  or 
foreigners,  to  perform  labour  or  service  of  any  kind 
in  Canada.  So  that  the  farmer  desiring  farm 
labourers  to  goto  the  North-West  Territories  where 
we  have  such  abundance  of  land,  or  to  go  to  Mani¬ 
toba,  who  sends  to  our  own  agents,  or  our  own 
Commissioner  in  Great  Britain,  the  intimation  that 
he  has  employment  ready  for  such  people  and  is 
willing  to  engage  them,  is  unable  to  engage 
the  services  of  these  agents  to  procure  immigrants 
of  that  kind,  because  he  will  subject  our  agents 
to  a  very  heavy  penalty  for  having  encouraged 
such  persons  to  come  into  the  country.  The  con¬ 
tract  is  to  be  made  void  by  section  2.  According 
to  that  section,  it  shall  be  utterly  void  and  of  no 
effect.  Under  section  3  : 

“  For  every  violation  of  any  of  the  provisions  of  section 
one  of  this  Act,  the  person,  partnership,  company  or  cor¬ 
poration  violating  the  same  by  knowingly  assisting,  en¬ 
couraging  or  soliciting  the  migration  or  importation  of 
any  alien  or  aliens,  foreigner  or  foreigners  into  Canada, 
to  perform  labour  or  service  of  any  kind  under  contract 
or  agreement,  express  or  implied,  parole  or  special,  with 
such  alien  or  aliens,  foreigner  or  foreigners  previous  to 
becoming  residents  or  citizens  of  Canada,  shall  forfeit  and 
pay  for  every  such  offence  the  sum  of  one  thousand  dol¬ 
lars,  which  may  be  sued  for  and  recovered  by  the  Domi¬ 
nion  of  Canada,  or  any  person  who  shall  first  bring  his 
action  therefor,  including  any  such  alien  or  foreigner  who 
may  be  a  party  to  any  such  contract  or  agreement,  as 
debts  of  like  amount  are  now  recovered  in  any  competent 
court  of  the  Dominion  of  Canada.” 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  May  a  foreigner  sue  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  A'es.  I  suppose,  there¬ 
fore,  if  two  persons  have  violated  the  Act,  one  of 
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them  can  collect  the  penalty  ;  or  possibly  any  one 
person  so  imported  can  himself  collect  it.  He  will 
recover  against  the  person  who  assisted  him.  He 
will  sue'  Mr.  Dyke  in  Liverpool,  or  Sir  Charles 
T upper,  for  having  assisted  or  encouraged  him  to 
come  to  the  country.  The  fourth  section  provides  : 

“  The  master  of  any  vessel  who  shall  knowingly  bring 
within  the  Dominion  of  Canada  on  any  such  vessel,  and 
land  or  permit  to  be  landed  from  any  foreign  port  or 
place  any  alien,  labourer,  mechanic  or  artizan  who, 
previous  to  embarkation  on  such  vessel,  had  entered  into 
contract  or  agreement,  parole  or  special,  express  or 
implied,  to  perform  labour  or  service  in  the  Dominion  of 
Canada,  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanour, and  on 
conviction  thereof  shall  be  punished  by  a  tine  of  not  more 
than  five  hundred  dollars  for  each  and  every  such  alien, 
labourer,  mechanic  or  artizan  so  brought  as  aforesaid,  and 
may  also  be  imprisoned  for  a  term  not  exceeding  six 
months  at  hard  labour.” 

Under  section  5,  I  would  like  again  distinctly  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  fact  that  the 
burden  of  proof  would  be  apparently  upon  the 
person  sued  to  show,  not  only  that  the  industry 
was  a  new  one.  but  that  the  labour  could  not  be  had 
in  this  country  ;  arid  I  should  like  to  know  how 
that  could  possibly  be  investigated  in  a  country  so 
large  as  this.  An  employer  of  labour,  desiring  to 
establish  a  new  industry,  being  sued  for  the  penalty, 
would  have  to  run  the  risk  of  its  being  proved  that 
somewhere  in  this  country  persons  whom  he  never 
heard  of,  or  who  never  exercised  their  skill  in  the 
country,  possessed  skill,  according  to  their  own 
account,  it  might  be,  and  were  able  to  discharge 
the  duties  for  which  he  employed  foreigners. 
Altogether,  I  think  the  Bill  is  one  which,  while  it 
may  be  framed  closely  on  the  lines  of  the  legislation 
of  the  United  States,  we  would  not  hesitate  to 
condemn  wherever  we  found  it.  The  American 
Act  itself  is  one  which  has  provoked  a  remonstrance, 
I  think  the  unanimous  remonstrance,  of  the 
committee  which  investigated  the  subject,  and  I 
should  suppose  it  would  not  be  in  accordance  with 
the  desire  of  that  committee  that  an  Act  which  they 
resented  as  harsh,  extreme  in  its  provisions, 
almost  barbarous  in  its  operations  against  labourers 
along  the  British  line,  should  be  copied  by 
this  House.  At  any  rate  the  Bill  is  one  from  which 
we  can  expect  no  redress,  as  far  as  the  operation  of 
the  law  in  the  United  States  is  concerned,  and  I 
fail  to  see  what  good  it  can  do  in  this  country.  I 
intimated,  when  I  commenced  my  remarks,  that 
the  Bill  was  supported  by  the  representatives  of  a 
very  numerous  class  in  the  country.  1  am  aware 
that  a  number  of  persons  in  the  country  desire  a 
passage  of  a  similar  law,  in  the  interest  of  working 
people  and  labour  organizations.  I  am  sure  that 
this  Parliament  has  always  been  willing  to  give 
that  class  of  persons  any  proper  legislation  for  the 
legitimate  encouragement  of  their  organizations  or 
for  their  effectual  working,  and  will  give  them 
any  fair  and  proper  protection  for  their  labour,  but 
they  cannot  expect  this  Parliament  to  give  them 
legislation  which  will  close  the  doors  against 
foreigners  who  are  willing,  at  their  own  expense, 
to  come  to  this  country  and  earn  their  living  like 
the  rest  of  us.  I  will,  therefore,  conclude  by  moving 
that  the  further  consideration  of  this  Bill  be 
deferred  until  this  day  six  months.  I  would  call 
the  attention  of  the  House,  although  perhaps  I 
ought  not  to  make  too  much  of  that,  to  the  cir¬ 
cumstances  connected  with  our  present  relations 
with  the  United  States.  I  am  convinced  that, 
whatever  the  result  may  be  of  the  negotiations 
Sir  John  Thompson. 


which  are  in  progress  as  regards  matters  which 
are  still  unsettled  between  the  two  countries, 
there  will  be  a  desire  on  the  part  of  the  United 
States  to  make  a  friendly  adjustment  of 
those  differences  with  us,  provided  that  no  in¬ 
terest  of  the  other  country  is  sacrificed  to  any 
considerable  extent.  Representations  have  been 
made  with  regard  to  the  harsh  operation  of  the 
Alien  Labour  Law  which  exists  in  that  country, and, 
though  it  would  be  absurd  for  me  to  say  that  we 
have  any  hope  or  expectation  as  to  what  the  result 
of  our  remonstrances  may  be,  because  the  Alien  Lab¬ 
our  Law  is  not  the  policy  of  any  particular  Adminis¬ 
tration  in  the  United  States, but  is  a  law  passed  by 
Congress  and  it  is  Congress  alone  that  can  undertake 
to  shape  the  policy  on  that  subject,  still  I  do  think 
that,  even  from  that  point  of  view  in  regard  to  our 
relations  with  that  country,  if  this  Bill  were  felt  to 
be  even  the  slightest  sting  by  them,  it  would  be 
unwise  to  adopt  it  in  the  present  stage  of  negotia¬ 
tions  between  us  and  in  the  unsettled  state  of  some 
affairs  between  the  two  countries.  However,  what  I 
base  my  motion  on,  irrespective  of  any  sentiment 
which  we  may  feel  as  to  the  harsh  treatment  of  our 
citizens  under  this  law,  is  that  this  Bill  if  passed 
will  not  ameliorate  the  condition  of  affairs  in 
any  degree,  that  it  will  not  have  the  same  effect 
that  remonstrances  on  the  part  of  this  Government 
would  have,  and  that  it  will  not  in  any  way  improve 
the  position  of  our  people  in  that  regard. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  While  I  agree  with  the  lion, 
gentleman  that  the  Bill  is  of  an  illiberal  character 
which  should  not  lie  encouraged  under  any  cir¬ 
cumstances,  I  do  not  think  the  hon.  gentleman  has 
really  addressed  himself  to  the  task  of  dealing  with 
the  question  which  is  before  the  House.  I  did  not 
understand  the  mover  of  this  Bill  to  recommend  it 
in  any  way  to  the  House  on  its  merits,  but  simply 
as  a  measure— I  will  not  say  a  retaliatory  measure 

-but  as  a  measure  called  for  by  the  character  of 
of  the  legislation  which  has  taken  place  in  the 
United  States.  I  did  not  understand  the  hon. 
gentleman  to  defend  the  proposition  of  his  own  Bill 
upon  its  own  merits,  but  simply  because  he  thought 
it  was  necessitated  from  the  illiberal  character  of 
the  legislation  of  the  United  States  upon  the  same 
subject.  As  I  understood,  he  would  not  propose 
such  legislation  if  it  did  not  exist  on  the  other  side 
of  the  line,  and  the  only  excuse  he  made  for  intro¬ 
ducing  it  was  that  we  were  to  meet  the  Americans 
on  the  same  ground  as  we  were  met  by  them.  That 
is  a  measure  of  reciprocity,  but  it  is  not  a  recipro¬ 
city  of  friendliness,  but  a  reciprocity  of  retaliation, 
according  to  the  way  in  which  he  puts  it.  It  w'as 
pointed  out  to  us  two  years  ago,  when  a  similar 
measure  was  before  us,  that  the  legislation  of  the 
United  States  was  not  designed  especially  against 
Canada,  but  was  against  the  world  at  large.  It  was 
pointed  out  that  the  policy  of  the  United  States  is, 
as  has  been  stated  by  the  Minister  of  Justice,  and 
as  Sir  John  Macdonald  stated  at  the  time,  not  to 
encourage  immigration  but  to  curtail  immigration, 
and  that  this  measure  was  not  designed  against 
Canada  m  particular.  The  proposal  then  was  that 
a  friendly  conference  on  the  subject  should  be  had 
with  the  United  States  Government.  The  matter 
was  referred  to  a  committee  and  considered  by 
them,  and  the  committee  reported  : 

“  Your  committee  recommend  that  the  attention  of  the 
authorities  at  Washington  be  directed  to  the  oppressive 
application  to  Canadians  of  the  American  Alien  Labour 
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Law.  and  to  allow  of  such  representation  being  made,  and 
to  afford  time  for  its  due  consideration,  recommend  that 
further  consideration  of  this  Bill  be  postponed  until  next 
session.” 

The  Minister  of  Justice  has  just  told  us  that  repre¬ 
sentations  have  been  made  at  Washington  against 
the  oppressive  character  of  this  law,  but  it  seems  to 
me  that  the  most  important  occasion  to  make  such 
representations  to  the  Government  at  Washington 
has  been  lost.  I  presume  such  representations 
were  made  by  correspondence,  but  some  days  ago, 
we  had  a  delegation  of  the  Canadian  Government 
going  to  Washington,  and  certainly  that  was  the 
most  convenient  time  to  make  representations 
against  a  law  which,  while  it  was  not  intended 
against  Canada  particularly,  still  in  practice 
has  been  carried  out  against  Canada.  The 
correspondence  has  been  brought  down  as 
to  what  took  place  at  Washington  on  this  occa¬ 
sion,  and  among  the  matters  which  were  brought 
to  the  attention  of  the  American  Government  by 
the  Canadian  commissioners  I  fail  to  see  anything 
in  regard  to  this  matter.  This  vital  subject  appears 
to  have  been  omitted  from  their  representations. 
I  am  sure  the  hon.  member  who  moved  this  Bill 
will  agree  with  me  that  the  occasion  when  repre¬ 
sentations  could  have  been  made  to  the  authorities 
at  Washington  would  have  been  when  our  commis¬ 
sioners  had  been  there  discussing  various  matters 
at  issue  between  the  two  countries,  and  it  seems  to 
me  that,  if  they  had  made  those  representations 
then,  they  would  have  had  a  better  opportunity  of 
being  heard,  and  of  securing  a  remedy.  Of  course 
there  is  an  evil  in  connection  with  this.  Though 
the  legislation  of  the  United  States  in  this 
regard  was  not  designed  against  Canada,  still,  as 
the  hon.  gentleman  has  conclusively  shown,  its 
effect  has  been  against  Canada,  but  I  think  the  best 
method  is  not  what  he  proposes  but  by  negotiation 
with  our  neighbours. 

Mr.  RYCKMAN.  The  principle  of  protecting 
the  interests  of  our  labouring  people — the  whole 
working  community  in  fact — is  one  which  should 
receive  careful  attention,  and  it  is  one  which,  in 
view  of  the  way  in  which  this  matter  is  dealt  with 
in  the  United  States,  deserves  strong  support  here 
in  Canada.  According  to  the  Alien  Labour  Law 
now  in  force  in  the  States,  contractors  are  debarred 
from  importing  foreign  labour  to  carry  on  their 
works,  and  everybody  knows  how  this  law  has  been 
made  operative  to  prevent  individuals  in  Canada 
from  crossing  the  boundary  line  to  work  in  the 
United  States,  while  being  residents  of  this 
country.  The  ultimatum  has  been  that  such  men 
must  transfer  themselves  bag  and  baggage  and 
become  bona  fide  citizens  of  the  Republic,  or  else 
they  cannot  be  allowed  to  work  there.  However 
much  we  might  feel  disposed  to  condemn  such  a 
principle  and  such  a  law  in  the  abstract,  when 
brought  face  to  face  with  the  fact  that  they  are  being- 
carried  out  against  labour  in  our  own  country,  it 
naturally  suggests  retaliation.  The  question  arises 
under  these  circumstances  :  Should  not  something 
be  done  to  protect  our  workingmen  and  mechanics 
in  a  manner  similar  to  that  which  prevails  across 
the  line  ?  If  the  United  States  law  works  against 
Canadian  labour  and  assists  labour  in  that  country, 
there  seems  to  be  no  reason  why  a  similar  law 
should  not  work  in  the  interest  of  labour  here.  As 
far  as  I  am  able  to  judge,  I  am  inclined  to  think 
the  measure  introduced  by  my  lion,  friend  is  a  fail- 


one  in  the  interest  of  an  important  element  of  our 
population. 

Mr.  McKAY.  I  consider  that  the  policy  of  pro¬ 
tection,  which  is  now  the  policy  of  this  country, 
should  be  applied  to  the  workingmen  just  as  much 
as  to  the  employers.  We  have  innumerable  cases 
where  citizens  of  this  country  have  gone  over  to 
the  United  States  and  secured  employment,  and 
then  they  have  been  told  that  the  laws  of  that 
country  prevented  their  remaining  there  unless  they 
were  citizens.  In  the  city  I  have  the  honour,  with  my 
colleague,  to  represent,  we  have  many  cases  where 
men  have  gone  to  Buffalo  and  other  places,  and  have 
been  told  they  could  not  be  employed  unless  they 
moved  their  families  and  became  citizens,  of  that 
country.  During  the  sittings  of  the  committee  two 
sessions  ago,  we  had  innumerable  cases  brought 
before  us,  showing  that,  while  this  was  the  case  with 
our  citizens  along  the  border,  citizens  of  the  United 
States  were  allowed  to  work  freely  in  this  country. 
At  the  same  time  our  citizens  on  the  border  were 
forbidden  from  working  in  that  country.  That  has 
happened  at  Fort  Erie,  at  Port  Huron,  Niagara 
Falls  and  at  Windsor,  and  many  other  places  on  the 
frontier.  Railway  employes,  of  which  there  are 
a  great  many  in  those  places  who  were  work¬ 
ing  in  cities  on  the  opposite  side,  were  told 
that  to  obtain  employment  in  that  country  they 
must  give  up  their  residence  in  Canada  and  become 
residents  of  the  United  States.  There  was  one 
case  in'  the  town  of  Welland,  of  a  lady  who  had  a 
position  on  the  other  side,  and  had  to  abandon  it 
on  account  of  this  law.  This  law  has  been  in  exist¬ 
ence  now  for  some  years,  and  as  time  has  rolled 
on  we  find  that  it  is  being  more  rigidly  enforced, 
and  is  now  applied  with  more  rigour  than  it  has 
been  at  any  time  heretofore.  I  do  not  consider  the 
Bill,  which  has  been  brought  in  by  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  Leeds  and  Grenville  (Mr.  Taylor),  to  be  in 
any  sense  a,  Bill  of  retaliation  ;  I  consider  it  rather 
in  the  direction  of  the  protection  of  our  working¬ 
men.  I  do  not  think  that  the  Bill  will  tend  to 
prevent  immigration  to  this  country.  There  is  no¬ 
thing  in  it  to  prevent  or  forbid  any  person  coming 
to  this  country  of  his  own  free  will  in  order  to  se¬ 
cure  employment  or  to  retain  it,  so  long  as  he  does 
not  come  under  contract.  I  think  the  intention  of 
the  Bill  is  rather  to  prevent  workingmen  coming 
over  here  in  large  numbers,  under  contract,  to  dis¬ 
place  our  own  workingmen.  For  these  reasons  I 
intend  to  support  the  Bill  now  before  the  House. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  I  am  very  glad  indeed  that  the 
hon.  member  has  brought  in  this  Bill.  I  agree 
with  a  great  deal  that  he  has  stated  about  the  bar¬ 
barous  character  of  the  Act  of  Congress  to  which 
he  refers,  and  the  hardships  to  which  it  subjects 
our  citizens.  But  the  reason  why  I  am  glad  he 
has  brought  in  this  Bill  is  in  order  that  the  Parlia¬ 
ment  and  people  of  Canada  may  show  that  the}r 
are  not  actuated  by  the  same  feelings  as  actuated 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States  when  they  pass¬ 
ed  that  Act.  I  hope  both  sides  of  the  House  will 
show  that  they  are  able  to  rise  above  those  senti¬ 
ments  of  retaliation  which  they  might  naturally 
feel  at  first  thought,  but  which  our  cooler  judg¬ 
ment  should  forbid  us  to  indulge  in.  I  think  this 
Bill  is  a  very  extraordinary  one.  For  instance,  in 
the  sixth  paragraph,  to  which  no  reference  has  yet 
been  made,  1  find  that  it  is  proposed  to  make  the 
collector  of  customs  at  every  port  in  Canada  a 
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judge,  and  a  juror,  and  a  policeman.  The  Bill 
says  : 

“  The  collector  of  customs  at  any  port  in  Canada,  in 
case  he  shall  be  satisfied  that  an  immigrant  has  been  al¬ 
lowed  to  land  in  Canada  contrary  to  the  provisions  of  this 
Act,  shall  cause  such  immigrant,  within  a  period  of  one 
year  after  landing  or  entry,  to  be  taken  into  custody  and 
returned  to  the  country  from  whence  he  came,  at  the  ex¬ 
pense  of  the  owner  of  the  vessel.” 

The  idea  of  coolly  proposing  in  this  Parliament  legis¬ 
lation  of  that  character,  I  cannot  understand.  To 
place  it  in  the  power  of  any  collector  of  customs  at 
any  port  in  Canada,  upon  being  satisfied  of  certain 
conditions,  to  arrest  an  individual  and  place  him 
in  custody  and  expel  him  from  Canada — why,  Sir, 
I  think  the  hon  gentleman  cannot  have  been 
serious  in  asking  the  House  to  pass  a  clause  of  that 
kind. 

Mr.  IVES.  I  think  the  time  will  eventually 
come  when  a  motion  for  the  six  months’  hoist  of  a 
Bill  of  this  kind  will  not  prevail  in  this  House.  It 
is  true  that  the  law  of  Congress  referred  to  is  bar¬ 
barous,  and  I  may  say,  indecent.  But  we  must 
not  forget  that  the  United  States  is  the  dominant 
power  on  this  continent,  and  that  smaller'  powers, 
such  as  our  own,  cannot  afford  to  be  more  moral 
than  the  United  States,  especially  in  questions  af¬ 
fecting  our  own  people  and  our  own  trade  interests. 
If  we  cannot  have  reciprocity  in  one  way,  we  have 
got  to  have  it  in  another.  If  the  dominant  nation 

O 

is  not  above  petty  attacks  of  this  character  upon 
our  people,  contrary  to  principle,  contrary  to 
decency,  and  contrary  to  judgment,  it  may  become 
necessary  eventually  for  us  to  respond  in  the  same 
manner.  Although  I  am  prepared  to-day  to  vote 
for  the  amendment,  I  will  not  promise  what  I  may 
do  in  future  if  our  Government  do  not  succeed  in 
prevailing  upon  the  American  Government  to  miti¬ 
gate  very  considerably  the  grievances  that  our 
people  complain  of,  ancl  which  are  expressed  in  the 
Bill  now  before  the  House. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  The  hon.  gentleman  re¬ 
minds  me  of  a  church  member  who,  being  subjected 
to  a  great  provocation,  said  :  “I  belong  to  a  society 
that  believes  in  falling  from  grace,  and  if  you  do  not 
stop  your  improper  conduct  and  observations  to¬ 
wards  me,  I  shall  fall  and  then  I  shall  give  you  a 
thrashing.”  And  so  the  hon.  gentleman  says,  al¬ 
though  at  the  present  time  he  is  not  prepared  to 
support  so  barbarous  a  measure  as  that  which  is 
now  before  the  House,  yet  the  time  may  come 
when  he  will  support  a  measure  just  of  this  sort. 
If  we  cannot  afford  to  be  any  better  than  our 
neighbours,  and  if  our  neighbours  choose  to  adopt 
a  barbarous  policy,  we  must  be  just  as  barbarous 
as  they  are.  Well,  Sir,  I  do  not  subscribe  to  that 
doctrine.  I  do  not  think  that  the  Bill  of  the  hon. 
member  for  Leeds  and  Grenville  (Mr.  Taylor)  is  a 
necessary  Bill  under  the  existing  circumstances, 
and  I  cannot  conceive  a  state  of  circumstances  in 
which  it  would  ever  be  to  the  advantage  of  Canada 
to  adopt  such  a  measure  as  the  hon.  gentleman  has 
submitted.  I  do  not  agree  with  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man’s  statement  of  the  facts.  I  do  not  agree  that 
the  American  Bill,  whatever  may  be  its  character 
or  its  provisions,  has  been  applied  to  anybody  in 
this  country  in  the  rigorous  way  that  the  hon. 
gentleman  supposes,  and  that  the  extracts  which 
he  read  would  lead  -us  to  believe.  The  extracts 
which  the  hon.  member  has  read  to  the  House  are 
representations  of  the  exceptions  and  not  of  the 
Mr.  Edgar. 


rule.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  were  to  go  to-day 
to  the  town  of  Windsor  opposite  Detroit,  and 
go  down  to  the  ferry  at  seven  o’clock  in  the 
morning,  he  would  find  every  morning  two  or 
three  hundred  people  crossing  from  Windsor  to 
Detroit  to  engage  in  their  daily  occupation  ;  and 
at  six  o’clock  in  the  evening  he  would  find  them 
again  at  the  ferry  on  their  way  back.  So  it  is  not 
a  fact  that  persons  are  prevented  from  residing  in 
Canada,  and  entering  into  contracts  with  persons 
residing  in  the  United  States.  I  have  no  doubt 
that  if  a  company  were  to  undertake  to  come  into 
Canada  and  engage  persons  here  to  go  across  the 
border  and  to  labour  in  the  United  States,  impedi¬ 
ments  would  be  put  in  their  way  under  the  Act. 
But  so  far  as  I  know  there  never  has  been  any 
obstacle  put  in  the  way  of  a  party  residing  on  the 
Canadian  side  of  the  border,  going  over  the  other 
side  and  entering  into  a  contract  with,  a  party 
there  to  engage  his  services.  The  Bill  of  the 
hon.  gentleman  would  go  very  much  further  than 
the  American  Bill,  as  it  has  been  interpreted.  The 
Bill  of  the  hon.  gentleman  would  prevent  every 
clergyman  who  resides  in  the  United  States  from 
crossing  the  border  and  engaging  as  pastor  of  a 
church  or  congregation  on  the  Canadian  side  of  the 
line.  A  clergyman  assumes  that  he  is  acting  under 
a  divine  commission,  and  that  so  far  as  his  vocation 
is  concerned,  he  is  not  amenable  to  the  law  of 
any  particular  country.  He  goes  where  he 
pleaes.  Every  day  you  will  find  church  associa¬ 
tions  undertaking  to  send  missionaries  to  China, 
Japan  and  farther  India  ;  and  if  the  Governments 
of  those  countries  were  to  act  in  the  way  in  which 
the  hon.  gentleman  proposes  to  act  in  this  Bill, 
they  would  be  justified  in  undertaking  to  expel 
every  one  who  crosses  their  borders.  The  hon. 
gentleman  would  regard  that  as  a  most  barbarous 
species  of  persecution,  one  against  which  Christen¬ 
dom  should  enter  its  protest  ;  and  yet  the  hon. 
gentleman  proposes  to  place  restrictions  in  the  way 
of  the  various  religious  bodies  or  denominations 


sending  a  minister  from  another  country  into 
Canada,  or  preventing  him  voluntarily  coming 
here,  if  there  is  any  arrangement  or  agreement  that 
he  shall  act  as  pastor  of  any  church  or  engage  as 
missionary  in  any  particular  district.  When  I 
look  at  this  Bill  I  find  it  would  .contravene  what 
I  suppose  to  be  an  important  matter  of  public 
policy,  not  simply  on  this  side  of  this  House  but 
on  that  side  of  the  House  as  well.  Let  me  suppose, 
as  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman  himself  stated,  that 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  must  be 
regarded  as  a  great  immigration  agency  ;  that  this 
railway  has  millions  of  acres  of  land,  and  it  would 
be  for  the  interests  of  the  country  that  it  should 
engage  in  the  settlement  of  those  lands,  to  construct 
branch  lines,  to  extend  railway  facilities  to  a  popu¬ 
lation  that  are  not  yet  in  the  country  ;  that  in  the 
course  of  a  few  years  those  lands  will  be  subject  to 
municipal  taxation  and  serious  burdens,  and  if  the 
railway  company  has  not  disposed  of  them  they  will 
have  very  strong  pressure  brought  to  bear  on  them,  so 
much  so  that  it  will  become  their  interest  to  secure 
settlers  and  dispose  of  all  their  land.  If  this  Bill 
were  adopted,  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  com¬ 
pany  could  not  hold  out  any  inducement  to  parties 
to  come  and  settle  with  a  view  to  obtaining  em¬ 
ployment  from  the  company, with  a  view  to  railway 
construction,  with  a  view  to  receiving  compensa¬ 
tion  in  the  form  of  land.  We  know  that  if  any 
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general  scheme  of  immigration  were  undertaken  in 
the  North-West  and  attempts  were  made  for 
the  settlement  of  the  country  hy  this  great 
corporation — and  I  admit  it  could  M.o  a  great 
deal  if  it  were  so  disposed — the  Bill  of  the 
lion,  gentleman  would  place  a  serious  impediment 
in  the  way  of  any  such  enterprise.  I  agree 
with  the  observation  made  by  the  Minister  of 
Justice,  that  the  Bill  of  the  lion,  gentleman  would 
not  be  an  effective  measure.  There  are  hundreds 
of  people  residing  on  the  Canadian  side  of  the 
boundary  who  are  employed  on  the  American  side 
and  they  continue  to  reside  here.  There  is  no  such 
corresponding  number  of  Americans  wanting  to 
obtain  employment  on  the  Canadian  side  of  the 
border.  This  makes  it,  therefore,  even  if  it  were 
made  effective,  operate  against  an  insignificant 
number  of  people,  a  mere  fraction  of  the  number 
that  the  American  Bill,  if  it  were  put  into  effective 
operation,  would  seriously  or  injuriously  affect, 
who  are  residents  on  the  Canadian  side.  It  seems 
to  me  that  a  very  much  stronger  position  to  take 
is,  to  urge  the  American  Government  to  repeal 
their  measure.  I  admit  it  is  a  barbarous  measure  ; 
I  think  it  is  a  measure  interfering  with  those 
rights  which  belong  to  a  man  as  a  man,  and  it  is 
not  in  our  interests  to  follow  on  the  line  which 
they  have  adopted,  but  it  is  our  interests  to  adhere 
to  what  is  a  generous,  just  and  fair  course,  and  to 
press  upon  our  neighbours  the  propriety  of  repealing 
a  measure  that  on  no  principle  of  justice,  humanity, 
or  fair  dealing  can  be  upheld. 

Mr.  INGRAM.  I  would  not  rise  to  take  part 
in  the  discussion  of  this  Bill  were  I  not  of  the 
opinion  that  the  motion  made  by  the  Minister 
of  Justice  will  do  injustice  to  a  large  portion  of  the 
people  of  Canada  inasmuch  as  sufficient  discussion 
should  be  given  it.  The  Bill  was  introduced  into 
the  House  in  1888,  and  was  refered  to  a  special 
committee  in  1890.  Evidence  was  produced  be¬ 
fore  that  committee,  which,  in  my  mind  at  all 
events,  requires  legislation  of  some  kind.  So  far 
as  this  Bill  is  concerned,  personally  I  am  not  pre¬ 
pared  to  say  that  I  would  support  any  such 
measure,  nor  am  I  prepared  to  say  that  there  are 
not  provisions  in  it  which  I  would  not  heaiffily 
support.  When  the  hon.  member  for  Leeds  (Mr. 
Taylor)  introduced  this  Bill  the  other  day,  he  al¬ 
lowed  it  to  be  postponed  until  to-day,  at  the  request 
of  Ministers,  and  from  the  remarks  made  by  that 
lion,  gentleman  in  moving  the  Bill,  and  with  the 
little  discussion  that  has  taken  place,  the  motion 
moved  by  the  Minister  of  Justice  seems  to  me  to 
be  unfair  to  a  large  portion  of  the  people.  The 
hon.  member  for  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills)  has  stated 
that  if  you  go  to  Windsor  you  will  not  find  the 
same  objections  raised  there  as  were  entertained  in 
1888  and  1889  when  this  Bill  was  before  the  House. 
I  wish  to  say  that  I  have  visited  Windsor  on 
many  occasions,  and  have  found  a  very  strong 
feeling  in  that  town  against  the  American  author¬ 
ities  for  the  harsh  manner  in  which  they  treat 
the  Canadian  people.  Along  the  line  at  Fort 
Erie  and  Buffalo  the  same  feeling  is  met  with  ; 
at  Niagara  Falls  and  Clifton  the  same  feel¬ 
ing  is  entertained  among  our  own  people.  I  think 
it  would  be  proper  for  this  Government  to  intro¬ 
duce  some  legislation  that  would  make  provision 
for  the  protectibn  of  our  workingmen  along  the 
boundary  line  at  such  places  as  I  have  described. 
I  have  read  in  the  evidence  adduced  before  the 


committee  that  at  St.  Stephen  700  men  are  em¬ 
ployed,  half  of  whom  reside  in  the  State  of  Maine. 
They  are  permitted  to  go  to  this  town,  work  there, 
j  and  return  to  the  United  States  at  night.  This  is 
!  only  one  of  the  several  cases  I  read  in  the  evidence 
of  that  committee  ;  and  yet  the  hon.  member  for 
Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills)  says  that  such  is  an  exception 
and  not  the  rule.  If  all  the  cases  of  hardship  that 
our  people  suffer  through  this  Alien  Act  of  the 
United  States  were  known,  hon.  gentlemen  would 
be  surprised  there  were  so  many.  The  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  Guysborough  (Mr.  Fraser),  who  must  know 
as  a  matter  of  fact  that  this  Bill  has  been  before  the 
people  for  three  years,  rose  to-day  and  condemned 
every  provision  of  the  Bill,  when  it  is  quite 
evident  he  never  read  it.  I  therefore,  say  that  if 
other  hon.  members  have  given  the  Bill  no  more 
consideration  than  that,  then  it  is  only  a  matter  of 
justice  to  a  large  number  of  our  people  that  this 
Bill,  instead  of  receiving  the  three  or  six  months’ 
j  hoist,  should  be  postponed  to  a  later  date  in  order 
that  hon.  members  may  carefully  read  and  study 
its  provisions.  I  would  ask,  Sir,  on  behalf  of  the 
representatives  of  the  Labour  Congress  of  the 
Dominion,  that  this  debate  be  adjourned  until  some 
time  next  week  at  least,  in  order  to  give  these  gen¬ 
tlemen  an  opportunity  of  discussing  this  question 
with  the  Government  on  Saturday  next.  After 
that  I  am  prepared  to  vote  on  this  question.  I  will, 
therefore,  move  that  this  debate  be  adjourned,  but 
before  the  motion  is  put  I  would  like  to  refer  to  a 
statement  made  by  the  hon.  leader  of  the  Opposi¬ 
tion.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  that  the  Alien 
Labour  Law  was  not  designed  against  Canada. 
Well,  the  hon.  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  and 
the  hon.  the  Minister  of  Justice  differ  somewhat  in 
their  opinion  as  to  that,  because  Ifind  from  the  Han¬ 
sard  of  1 890  that  the  Minister  of  Justice  quoted  some 
of  the  remarks  made  by  the  committee  on  this  very 
same  Bill  in  Washington,  the  tendeucy  of  which, 
remarks  was  to  show  conclusively  that  the  Amer¬ 
ican  Congress  did  design  this  Bill  against  Canada 
as  against  every  other  nation  of  the  world.  I  am 
not  in  sympathy  with  the  Alien  Labour  Law  of  the 
United  States.  1  am  opposed  to  any  such  legisla¬ 
tion  as  that  being  placed  upon  the  Statute-book  of 
any  country,  but  when  the  American  people  take 
such  a  course  I  have  sufficient  Canadian  blood  in  my 
veins  to  stand  up  for  the  Canadian  people.  I  have 
great  hope  in  the  future  of  this  country,  and  I  have 
faith  that  the  workingmen  of  Canada  are  prepared 
and  willing  to  stand  up  and  defend  themselves  ; 
willing  to  stand  up  for  what  they  believe  to  be 
right,  and  willing  to  say  that  they  are  able  to  com¬ 
pete  with  all  other  workingmen  on  equal  terms, 
no  matter  where  they  come  from.  All  our  working 
people  want  is  to  be  placed  upon  the  same  terms 
with  the  working  people  of  the  United  States.  I 
move  the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  debate  adjourned. 

SUPPLY. 

House  again  resolved  itself  into  Committee  o* 
Supply. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Administration  of  Justice — Travelling: 
expenses  of  Judges  in  the  North-West 
Territories .  $4,000 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  How  are  the  travelling 
expenses  of  the  members  of  the  North-West  Coun¬ 
cil  arranged  ? 
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Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  The  members  of  the 
North-West  Council  are  paid  out  of  a  vote  taken 
by  the  Minister  of  the  Interior  for  the  legislative 
expenses  of  the  North-West  Territories.  The  ses¬ 
sional  allowance  is  fixed  by  statute  and  the  mileage 
I  think  is  fixed  by  an  ordinance  of  the  territories. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  How  is  it  that  a  vote  of  $4,000 
is  asked  this  year,  when  only  about  two-thirds  of  a 
similar  amount  was  expended  last  year  ? 

Sir  J OHN  THOMPSON.  It  has  been  customary 
to  take  this  vote  because  it  is  impossible  to  ascer¬ 
tain  exactly  the  amount  that  will  be  required. 
Last  year  it  took  about  $2,300,  but  that  may  be 
increased  considerably  in  a  year,  through  its  being 
necessary  to  hold  a  court  for  the  trial  of  criminal 
offences,  special  terms,  or  anything  of  that  kind. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  understood  the  custom 
was  that  a  vote  was  not  taken  for  any  more  money 
than  it  was  found  necessary  to  expend  from  year 
to  year,  and  my  reason  for  asking  the  question  was 
because  the  vote  was  so  much  in  excess  of  the  sum 
expended  last  year. 

Circuit  allowances  in  British  Columbia.  $7,000 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P. E.I.)  Is  there  any  distinction 
made  between  the  judges  of  British  Columbia  and 
other  judges  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  Travelling  is  very 
expensive  in  British  Columbia. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P. E.I.)  What  is  the  circuit 
allowance  for  each  judge?  Does  this  include  the 
expenses  of  the  County  Court  judges  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  It  does  include  the 
travelling  expenses  of  the  County  Court  judges. 
These  expenses  are  often  very  high.  It  is  not  un¬ 
common  for  a  judge  to  require  $1,200  to  pay  his 
expenses  on  a  large  circuit. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P. E.I.)  In  what  way  are  they 
paid  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  The  actual  expenses 
which  they  incur,  and  they  send  their  vouchers. 
In  some  cases  pack-trains  have  to  be  sent  with  the 
judge,  and  it  is  very  difficult  to  get  accommodation 
in  the  country  at  all. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  think  the  mode  of  pro 
viding  for  the  travelling  expenses  of  the  judges  in 
the  North-West,  as  well  as  other  officials  there,  is 
a  wrong  one.  I  think  it  would  be  better  to  grant 
a  reasonable  mileage  alloivance,  instead  of  leaving 
the  judges  to  make  out  and  certify  their  own 
accounts.  In  Ontario  each  county  judge  is  allowed 
$200  a  year  for  travelling  expenses.  Why  not 
apply  the  same  principle  to  all  judges  in  every 
part  of  the  Dominion?  Owing  to  the  facilities  now 
provided  by  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  and 
other  modes  of  travel  in  the  North-West,  it  would  ! 
not  be  a  difficult  matter,  I  think,  to  fix  what  would 
be  a  sufficient  amount  to  cover  the  expenses  of  the 
judges  there. 

Travelling  allowance,  Court  of  Queen’s 
Bench  and  County  Court  Judges, 

Manitoba  .  $2,500 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P. E.I.)  Is  there  a  fixed  allow¬ 
ance  for  each  judge  in  Manitoba  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  They  are  allowed  $6  a 
day  for  living  expenses,  besides  their  actual  moving 
expenses. 

Mr.  McMullen. 


Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  would  like  to  know  why 
the  judges  of  Manitoba  could  not  be  put  under  the 
same  rule  as  the  judges  of  Ontario.  In  Manitoba 
the  municipality  arrangements  are  now  complete, 
and  I  think  the  Government  might  do  away  with 
the  per  diem  allowance,  which  appears  to  be  pretty 
large. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  The  allowance  in  Mani¬ 
toba  is  not  so  favourable  to  the  judges  as  the  allow¬ 
ance  in  Ontario  and  the  Eastern  Provinces,  where 
they  are  allowed  $100  for  every  court  they  hold. 
For  instance,  a  judge  holding  a  court  for  five  days 
in  one  of  the  other  provinces,  would  receive  $100, 
whereas  in  Manitoba  he  would  only  receive  $30  and 
his  actual  travelling  expenses,  which  would  prob¬ 
ably  not  amount  to  more  than  $30  more. 

Mr.  DEVLIN.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  Minister 
of  Justice  if  there  is  any  intention  of  increasing 
the  salaries  of  the  judges.  We  had  some  discussion 
last  session  on  this  subject,  and  I  understood  that 
the  Minister  of  Justice  was  opposed  to  any  increase. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  did  not  quite  say 
that ;  but  I  shall  be  able  to  inform  the  lion,  gen¬ 
tleman  later.  I  am  not  quite  able  to  do  so  now. 

Supreme  Court  of  Canada — The  Reporter. .  $2,400 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P. E.I.)  I  notice  by  the  press  re¬ 
ports  of  an  interview  which  the  lion.  Minister  of 
Justice  had  w  ith  certain  gentlemen  from  the  On¬ 
tario  liar,  that  he  intimated  to  them  that  he  woul  1 
be  disposed  to  order  the  Supreme  Court  deports  to 
be  furnished  free  to  law  libraries.  I  do  not  know 
whether  that  report  correctly  describes  what  he 
did  say,  but  I  would  like  to  ask  him  if  he  will  do 
that,  and  if  so  I  assume  that  the  same  favour  will 
be  extended  to  the  Maritime  Provinces. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  The  interview  was  not 
quite  correctly  reported.  What  I  said  was  that 
there  was  a  proposition  before  the  Council,  not  dis¬ 
posed  of,  for  granting  to  the  law  libraries,  which 
are  organized  under  statutory  authority  in  the 
different  provinces,  the  Supreme  and  Exchequer  Re¬ 
ports,  as  they  are  furnished  to  the  judges,  and  also 
one  or  two  copies  of  the  annual  statutes,  and  the 
Gazette ,  and  the  annual  compilation  of  the  crim¬ 
inal  law. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P. E.I. )  I  understand  that  will 
be  done  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  cannot  say,  as  it  is 
not  disposed  of  yet. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P. E.I.)  The  lion,  gentleman,  I 
understand,  is  rather  personally  in  favour  of  that. 
Of  course,  I  understand,  if  it  is  done,  it  will  apply 
to  other  provinces  where  law  societies  are  incor¬ 
porated. 

Supreme  Court — Librarian .  $1,000 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  propose  to  make  a 
change.  No  librarian  has  been  appointed  so  far, 
and  the  books  are  in  charge  of  a  caretaker,  who 
ranks  very  little  above  a  messenger.  The  number 
of  volumes  is  becoming  very  large  and  the  library 
very  valuable,  and  I  think  it  ought  to  be  under  the 
care  of  a  thoroughly  competent  librarian.  I  do  not 
think  it  is  wise  to  continue  the  system  we  have  had 
heretofore.  I  made  a  proposition  in  Parliament  the 
session  before  last,  but  deferred  taking  action  in 
view  of  the  opinion  then  expressed  as  to  the  advis¬ 
ability  of  going  on  as  we  had  gone  before.  Now 


313 


[MARCH  22,  1892.] 


314 


that  we  have  a  new  library  room  ready  for  occu¬ 
pation,  I  think  we  should  have  a  competent  libra¬ 
rian. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P. E.I. )  The  hon.  gentleman 
does  not  propose  to  retain  the  person  who  has 
acted  as  librarian  for  some  years  back  ? 

Sir  JOHN.  THOMPSON.  No. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  What  is  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  going  to  do  with  that  officer  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  propose  to  super¬ 
annuate  him. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  Can  the  hon.  gentleman 
state  who  will  be  appointed  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  No. 

Exchequer|Court.of  Canada— Additional 
to  Registrar  as  Editor  and  publisher 
of  Reports .  $300 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  The  reports  will  be  a 
new  series,  §ind  the  sum  of  $600  is  given  to  the 
Registrar  of  the  Supreme  Court  for  supervising  and 
editing  the  reports  of  that  court.  I  propose  to 
give  half  that  amount  to  the  Registrar  of  the 
Exchequer  Court  for  acting  as  editor.  I  think  the 
issue  will  not  be  so  large  as  the  issue  separately  of 
reports,  although  the  Registrar  thinks  they  will  ; 
but  for  the  present  I  think  half  the  salary  ought  to 
suffice. 

Salary  of  Registrar  in  Admiralty, 

Quebec . . $666  66 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  Why  pay  him  any  more 
then  the  registrar  anywhere  else  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  Only  for  the  reason 
that  the  salary  has  been  paid  for  many  years.  The 
fees  were  abolished  last  session.  I  will  ask  to  have 
that  item  stand  for  the  present. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I. )  I  was  going  to  ask  the 
hon.  gentleman,  with  reference  to  the  new  Admir¬ 
alty  Court,  whether  the  judges  for  whom  he  has 
provided  a  salary  will  continue  hereafter  to  receive 
the  fees  which  they  have  been  heretofore  entitled 
to  under  the.  rules  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  No,  the  judge  receives 
his  salary  in  lieu  of  all  fees.  That  is  expressly  pro¬ 
vided  by  the  Act. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  I  think  they  are  exacting 
them. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  must  see  to  that  at 
once  and  have  the  rules  altered  if  necessary. 

Dominion  Police . $22,000 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  There  is  a  slight  in¬ 
crease  here  because  some  extra  hands  are  required 
during  the  session  of  Parliament,  as  we  have  been 
asked  by  the  Commission  of  Internal  Economy  to 
provide  men  to  attend  the  lobbies  of  the  House. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  Under  what  department 
does  this  police  force  come  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  In  the  first  place  it  is 
under  a  commissioner  of  police,  who  is  appointed 
under  the  statute  passed  on  that  subject.  He  is 
attached  to  my  department  for  the  purpose  of 
making  recommendations  to  Council  and  reporting, 
but  the  commissioner  has  the  sole  right  to  appoint 
the  officials. 


Mr.  D  AVIES  (P.  E.  I. )  How  many  men  are  there 
in  the  Dominion  police  force  ?  Are  they  all  in 
Ottawa  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  Yes,  they  are  all 
living  in  Ottawa  and  are  all  discharging  duties  con¬ 
nected  with  the  public  buildings.  The  number  and 
the  salaries  are  shown  in  the  return  which  I  laid 
on  the  Table  at  the  beginning  of  the  session  as  re¬ 
quired  by  the  statute.  I  think  there  are  about  25. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I. )  Are  they  all  required? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  Yes,  certainly. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  propose  to  ask  that  the  com¬ 
mittee  rise  and  report  the  resolutions.  Owing  to 
various  causes,  the  lateness  of  the  last  session,  the 
printing  of  the  revised  lists  and  other  matters, 
some  departments  are  behind  with  their  reports, 
and  I  am  afraid  some  of  them  will  not  be  able  to 
get  out  their  reports  until  a  late  dale.  I  hope  my 
hon.  friends  opposite  will  take  that  into  considera¬ 
tion  and  will  not  make  any  objection  on  that 
account.  But,  in  view  of  that,  I  propose  that  we 
shall  take  up  first  those  items  in  the  estimates 
which  are  not  dependent  upon  bringing  down  the 
departmental  reports  for  their  illustration.  In 
fact,  I  think  that  nearly  all  the  illumination  re¬ 
quired  will  be  found  in  the  Auditor  General’s 
Report,  and  with  that  before  the  hon.  members  all 
the  items  of  expenditure  might  be  taken  up. 
However,  if  hon.  gentlemen  agree  to  that,  we  will 
next  take  up  legislation,  in  regard  to  which  there 
is  no  report,  and  then  generally  such  votes  as  do 
not  require  the  departmental  reports. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  I  must  tell  my  hon.  friend 
that  I  think  much  more  of  the  reports  of  the  various 
departments  than  he  seems  to  do.  I  do  not  think 
Parliament  would  be  discharging  its  duty  to  the 
public  if  members  did  not  read  these  reports. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  How  many  do  you  read  yourself  ? 

Mr.  LAURIER.  I  do  not  read  them  all,  but, 
though  I  have  iiot  time  to  do  that,  my  colleagues 
do  read  them,  and,  while  we  will  facilitate  business 
as  far  as  we  can,  I  do  not  see  that  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  can  go  on  with  Supply  to  any  extent  without 
these  reports  being  before  us.  I  admit  that  the 
session  last  year  was  very  long,  but  the  hon. 
gentleman  must  remember  that  it  was  called  much 
later  than  it  should  have  been. 

Committee  rose  and  reported  the  resolutions. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON  moved  the  adjournment 
of  the  House. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  and  House  adjourned  at  5.55 
p.m. 

HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Tuesday,  22nd  March,  1892. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  Three  o’clock. 

Prayers. 

FIRST  READINGS. 

Bill  (No.  36)  to  amend  the  Act  incorporating  the 
School  Savings  Bank. — (Mr.  Desjardins,  Hoche- 
laga, ) 
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Bill  (No.  37)  respecting  the  Lake  Manitoba  Rail¬ 
way  and  Canal  Company. — (Mr.  Ross,  Lisgar. ) 

Bill  (No.  38)  respecting  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  Company. — (Mr.  Kirkpatrick.) 

Bill  (No.  39)  respecting  the  Alberta  Railway 
and  Coal  Company.  —  (Mr.  Curran.) 

Bill  (No.  40)  respecting  the  St.  Catharines  and 
Niagara  Central  Railway  Company. — (Mr.  Car¬ 
penter.  ) 

Bill  (No.  41)  respecting  the  Bell  Telephone 
Company  of  Canada.  —  (Mr.  Curran.) 

CANADA  AND  NEWFOUNDLAND. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  I  wish  to  ask  the  lion.  Minis¬ 
ter  of  Marine  if  the  papers  brought  down  the  other 
day  in  regard  to  the  Newfoundland  question  in¬ 
clude  the  whole  of  the  correspondence  ? 

Mr.  TUPPER.  No.  The  papers  I  brought 
down  the  other  day  are  the  papers  on  which  I 
based  an  answer  to  a  question  asked  across  the 
House,  and  which  I  stated  would  be  prepared  in 
advance  of  the  other  papers.  The  other  papers  are 
more  voluminous  than  I  understood  a  few  days  ago 
they  were,  but  they  have  been  prepared  for  pre¬ 
sentation,  and  are  awaiting  the  ordinary  approval 
of  the  authorities  before  being  laid  on  the  Table. 

SUPPLY— THE  BUDGET. 

Mr.  FOSTER  moved  that  the  House  resolve 
itself  into  Committee  of  Supply.  He  said  :  In 
making  my  financial  statement  last  year,  I  estimated 
that  the  revenue  for  1890-91  would  amount  to 
$38,858,701.  The  revenue  which  actually  accrued 
fell  short  of  that  by  $279,391,  and  was  distributed 
as  follows  : — 

Customs  . $23,399,300 

Excise .  6,914,850 

Miscellaneous.... .  8,265,160 

Total . $38,579,310 

Comparing  these  items  and  total  revenue  with  the 
result  of  1889-90,  we  find  a  Customs  decrease  of 
$589,653,  an  Excise  decrease  of  $703,268,  and  a 
decrease  in  Miscellaneous  of  $27,694.  The  decrease 
in  Customs  is  spread  over  a  number  of  items,  which 
I  will  read  : 


Animals . . ».$  9,710 

Books,  periodicals,  Ac .  15,420 

Breadstuff’s .  151,743 

Cement .  5,079 

Clocks  and  springs . 10,512 

Crapes  . .  3,505 

Earthenware  and  china .  21,009 

Fancy  goods .  90,941 

Fish  and  products  of .  5,154 

Furs . .  19,515 

Glass .  19,569 

Gold  and  silver  and  manufactures  of. . . .  4,299 

Gunpowder  and  explosives  .  4,058 

Gutta  percha  and  India  rubber  and 

manufactures  of .  26,448 

Iron  and  steel  and  manufactures  of .  194,564 

Jewellery .  18,600 

Lead  and  manufactures  of .  8,331 

Leather  and  manufactures  of .  42,856 

Musical  instruments . . 3,106 

Packages .  16,516 

Paper  and  manufactures  of .  19,029 

Pickles - v .  24,519 

Provisions  .* .  104,459 

Seeds  and  roots . .  30,398 

Silk  and  manufactures  of .  51,342 

Soap .  4,608 

Spirits  and  wines .  148, 0r3 

Molasses . . 76,212 


Sugar  candy . $  2,876 

Tin  and  manufactures  of .  9,213 

Varnish .  7,877 

Vegetables  .  14,498 

Watches  and  parts  of  .  21,558 

Wood  and  manufactures  of .  59,995 

Wool  and  manufactures  of .  199,251 


The  following  are  some  of  the  principal  items  from 
which  increased  Customs  duties  were  "received  last 
year,  the  principal  being  sugar  :• — 


Ale,  beer  and  porter . . . . $  5,786 

Brass  and  manufactures  of .  13,070 

Bricks  and  tiles .  4,813 

Carriages .  4,224 

Coal  and  coke  . .  .  115,627 

Copper  and  manufactures  of .  28,450 

Cordage . 6,114 

Drugs,  dyes  and  chemicals .  24,532 

Flax,  hemp  and  jute  and  manufactures  of  4,315 

Fruits  and  nuts,  dried . - _  11,740 

do  green . .  21,332 

Gloves  and  mitts .  13,648 

Hats,  caps  and  bonnets .  66,657 

Metal,  composition  and  other  .  4,446 

Oils,  coal  and  kerosene  and  products  of..  5,533 

Oils,  all  other . 43,986 

Ships,  vessels,  and  repairs  on..  . *. .  3,762 

Sugar  .  290,744 

Tea  .  3,886 

Tobacco  and  manufactures  of  .  31,136 

All  other  articles  not  specified  .  225,982 


There  was  a  decrease  in  the  sugar  duties  over  the 
normal  year  preceding,  1888-89  ;  and  if  it  had  not 
been  for  the  displacement  and  disturbance  which 
arose  consequent  upon  the  change  of  sugar  duties  in 
the  United  States  and  the  idea  that  a  corresponding 
change  would  be  made  in  our  own  tariff,  there  is 
no  doubt  the  Customs  duties  derived  therefrom 
would  have  been  far  larger  than  they  were,  instead 
of  falling,  as  they  did,  far  short  of  those  of  1888-89. 
Excise  shows  a  large  decrease  of  $703,268,  but  that 
is  more  nominal  than  real.  The  law7  which  makes  it 
necessary  that  spirits  should  be  kept  two  years  in 
tank  for  aging  purposes  came  into  effect  the  1st 
of  July,  1890,  and  a  large  amount  of  spirits  was 
withdrawn  in  anticipation,  the  duties  upon  which 
would  have  amounted  to  probably  $500,000.  This 
would  have  gone  naturally,  butfor  that  circumstance, 
into  the  Excise  duties  of  the  year  we  are  considering. 
In  the  Miscellaneous  a  small  decrease,  as  compared 
with  the  preceding  year,  is  shown,  namely,  $27,694. 
The  total  decrease  amounts  to  $1,320,615.  With 
reference  to  Excise,  the  following  table  showrs  the 
course  of  business  for  two  years  : — - 

Table  showing  the  Quantities  taken  out  and  the 
Duties  accrued. 


1889-90, 

Quantity 


Gals. 


1889-90, 

1890-91. 

Duty 

Quantity. 

Ac- 

crued. 

Gals. 

$ 

Spirits . 

Malt. . 


3,574,799 

Lbs. 

54,974,013 


No. 

Cigars . |98,810,725 

Cigarettes.  28,990,440 
|  Lbs. 

T  oba  c  c  ol 
and  Snuff  9,802,951 


2.708,841 

Lbs. 

57,909,201 

No. 

101,117,080 

36,066,600 

Lbs. 

9,688,643 


4,617,643 

557,021 

593,710 

43,508 

1,850,621 


1890-91. 

Duty 

Ac¬ 

crued. 

In¬ 

crease 

or 

De¬ 

crease. 

$ 

$ 

3,544,191 

1,073,452 

588,593 

+31,572 

605,017 

54,737 

+11,307 

+11,229 

1,869,895 

+19,274 

This  shows  that  the  quantity  of  spirits  taken  from 
bond  in  1 889-90  amounted  to  3,574,799  gallons.  In 
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1 890-91  the  quantity  taken  out  was  2, 708, 841  gallons, 
and  the  decrease  in  the  accrued  duty  of  1890-91,  as  1 
compared  with  1889-90,  was  over  $1,000,000.  All 
the  other  articles  of  Excise, malt,  cigars,  cigarettes, 
tobacco,  and  snuff,  show  an  increase  over  the  pre¬ 
ceding  year.  Malt  shows  an  increase  of  $31,572 
in  accrued  duties  ;  cigars  show  an  increase  of  $11,- 
307  in  accrued  duties  ;  cigarettes  show  an  increase  of 
$11,229;  and  tobacco  and  snuff  an  increase  of 
$19,274  in  accrued  duties.  It  might  be  as  well  to 
keep  up  the  table  which  has  been  presented  for 
several  years  in  our  financial  statements  as  to 
the  per  capita  consumption  of  liquors  and  tobacco, 
as  shown  by  the  Excise  reports.  The  following  are 
the  figures 

PER  CAPITA  CONSUMPTION  OF  LIQUORS  AND 

TOBACCO. 


Spirits. 

Beer. 

Wine. 

Tobacco. 

Gals. 

Gals. 

Gals. 

Lbs. 

Average  from  1867. . . . 

1151 

2*708 

*140 

2*128 

do  1889-90.. 

•883 

3*360 

*104 

2*143 

do  1890-91.. 

•866 

3*282 

*102 

2*033 

When  we  come  to  the  expenditures  of  1890-91, 
which  were  estimated  at  $36,000,000,  we  find  that 
the  actual  expenditure  exceeded  that  amount  by 
$343,567,  giving  a  total  actual  expenditure  of  $36,- 
343,567-  Although  the  expenditure  last  year  shows 
an  increase  of  this  amount  over  the  estimate,  the 
expenditure  itself  is  $574,267  less  than  the  expendi¬ 
ture  in  1888-89.  The  chief  items  in  which  there 
was  an  increase  of  expenditure,  as  compared  with 
the  preceding  year,  are  as  follows  : — - 


Premium,  Discount  and  Exchange . $ 

Sinking  Fund  . 

Civil  Government . 

Administration  of  Justice . 

Arts,  Agriculture  and  Statistics . 

Census  . 

Fisheries . ., . 

Geological  Survey  . 

Immigration . 

Quarantine . 

Lighthouse  and  Coast  Service . 

Mail  Subsidies  and  Steamship  Subventions 

Miscellaneous.  . . . 

N.  W.  Territories  Government . 

Ocean  and  River  Service . . . 

Penitentiaries. . . . . 

Collection  of  Revenue — Customs . 


do 

Excise . 

do 

Post  Office . 

do 

Public  Works.  . . . 

do 

Railways  &  Canals 

do 

Weights,  Measures 

and  Gas . 

33,285 

50,841 

25,366 

16,808 

4,655 

252,134 

45,309 

8,523 

70,9,54 

4,998 

26,481 

34,802 

7,729 

68,545 

35,231 

3,319 

27,061 

15,240 

87,206 

10,235 

143,316 


3,655 


A  large  increase  took  place  owing  to  the  census, 
for  which  there  was  an  item  of  $252, 1 54.  The  next 
largest  item  is  in  the  collection  of  revenue, Railways 
and  Canals,  which  shows  an  increase  of  $143,316. 
The  increase  in  expenditure,  therefore, as  compared 
with  the  preceding  year,  is  almost  entirely  due  to 
the  abnormal  and  large  expenditure  incurred  in 
taking  the  census.  The  decreases  were  as  follows  : — 


Interest  on  Public  Debt . $  72,705 

Charges  of  Management . . 1,625 

Indians  .  120,389 

Legislation . 335,701 

Mr.  Foster. 


Marine  Hospitals . / . $  6,562 

Militia  and  Defence .  7,500 

Mounted  Police .  12,114 

Pensions .  3,541 

Public  Works .  34,956 

Railways  and  Canals .  15,106 

Culling  Timber  .  2,182 

Dominion  Lands .  15,091 

Decreases  took  place  in  the  expenditure  on 
the  interest  on  the  Public  Debt  of  $72,705, 
due  to  the  retirement  of  stock  bearing  6 
per  cent,  5  per  cent  and  4  per  cent  and  replaced 
by  money  borrowed  at  about  34  per  cent.  In  Charges 
of  Management  there  is  a  slight  decrease  of  $1,625. 
In  the  care  of  Indians,  there  is  a  large  decrease, 
amounting  to  $120,389.  In  the  Mounted  Police 
there  is  a  decrease  of  $12,114.  As  far  as  these 
decreases  are  concerned,  they  are  permanent 
as  regards  Mounted  Police  and  Indians  and, 
in  the  matter  of  the  Public  Debt,  so  far  as  the 
principal  involved  is  concerned,  while  the  increases 
are  largely  abnormal  in  their  character  and  are  not 
likely  to  occur  again,  the  census  being  likely  to  be  . 
finished  during  the  current  year.  Summing 
up,  then,  we  have  as  a  revenue  for  the 
past  year  $38,579,310,  and  an  expenditure  of  $36,- 
343,567,  which  leaves  us  with  a  surplus  on  Consoli¬ 
dated  Fund  account  of  $2,235,742.  If  it  were  not 
for  the  item  of  Capital  Expenditures,  this  surplus 
•would  remain  in  hand  for  a  decrease  of  the  debt, 
but  during  the  past  year  there  was  expended  on 
capital  account  the  following  amounts  : — 

Railways  and  Canals . $2,502,409 

Public  Works  .  515,702 

Dominion  Lands. . 94,847 

N.  W.  Rebellion  Losses  .  2,901 


$3,115,859 

Railway  Subsidies. . . .  1,265,705 

$4,381,564 

Comparing  this  with  the  previous  year,  1889-90, 
we  find  that  the  expenditure  then  on  capital  ac¬ 
count  was  $5,731,354,  as  against  $4,381,564  in 
1890-91,  making  a  saving  in  favour  of  the  latter 
year  of  $1,349,790.  The  net  result,  therefore,  of  the 
operation  of  the  year,  is  that  we  have  pro\  ided  for 
the  ordinary  expenses  and  services  of  the  country  out 
of  the  Consolidated  Fund,  we  have  laid  up  in  the 
Sinking  Fund,  which  is  of  course  practically  a  re¬ 
duction  of  the  debt,  $1,938,078,  we  have  provided 
for  capital  expenditures,  including  railway  subsi¬ 
dies,  $4,381,564,  and  we  have  been  able  to  do  that 
with  an  addition  to  the  debt  of  only  $275,818. 
Hon.  gentlemen  may  remember  that  in  1889,  on 
the  occasion  of  my  first  Budget  speech,  I  made  a 
forecast  as  follows  :  That  I  thought  the  time  had 
come  for  equalizing  revenue  and  expenditure,  and 
that,  by  the  time  we  entered  1892,  we  should  have 
reduced  the  revenue  and  expenditure  to  a  balance, 
and  from  that  time  on  we  should  have  sufficient  as 
a  surplus  from  Consolidated  Revenue  Fund  to  pay 
the  ordinary  capital  expenditure  which  was  neces¬ 
sary  for  the  country  from  year  to  year.  That  fore¬ 
cast  has  so  far  been  fulfilled,  and  if  it  had  not  been 
that  we  took  off  the  duties  on  raw  sugar  last  year, 
involving  a  loss,  of  over  $3,000,000  in  that  item  of 
revenue  alone,  we  should  have  been  able  to  come 
up  to  the  end  of  1892  without  one  dollar  of 
increase  of  debt  since  1889,  and  with  more  than 
half  a  million  of  decrease  in  our  permanent  debt. 
It  may  not  be  uninteresting  to  the  House  to  take 
a  review  of  the  four  years  just  past  in  order  to 
show  by  a  bird’s-eye  view  the  financial  operations 
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of  the  country  during  that  time.  This  will  readily 
appear  from  the  following  table 
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It  will  be  seen  that,  during  those  four  years,  the 
expenditure  on  Consolidated  Fund  account  has 
kept  remarkably  even,  being  on  an  average  about 
$36,000,000  each  year.  On  capital  account,  not 
including  railway  subsidies,  we  expended  in  1887- 
88,  $4,437,460;  in  1888-89,  $4,420,313  ;  in  1889-90, 
$4,033,159 ;  and  in  1890-91,  $3, 1 15,860  ;  the  amount 
for  1890-91  being  $1,321,600  less  than  was  expended 
in  1887-88,  which  again  is  in  the  proper  direction. 
The  revenue,  also,  has  been  buoyant,  rising  from 
$36,908,463  in  1887-88  to  $38,579,310  in  1890-91. 
There  was  one  deficit  incurred  contrary  to  the  con¬ 
victions  and  the  traditions  of  the  party,  which 
occurred  in  1887-88,  but  which  was  due  to  abnormal 
conditions  and  amounted  to  $810,031  ;  but  the 
subsequent  years  showed  a  surplus  of  $1,865,035 
in  1888-89,  $3,885,893  in  1889-90,  and  $2,235,742 
in  1890-91.  The  net  debt  has  remained  at  about 
the  same  figure,  and  is  now  $237,809,030.  The  net 
debt  increase  in  the  last  two  years  has  been  only 
$275,818.  The  net  interest  paid  has  decreased 
from  1887-88,  having  been  $8,891,288  in  that  year, 
$8,843,539  in  1888-89,  $8,574,570  in  1889-90  and 
$8,506,908  in  1890-91.  That  is  to  say,  in  the  four 
years  the  net  interest  paid  has  decreased  by 
about  $400,000.  The  rate  of  interest  on  the  gross 
debt  has  also  decreased  continuously  as  well  as  on 
the  net  debt,  and  while  it  stood  at  3*45  on  the 
gross  debt  in  1887-88,  it  is  now  only  3  35,  while 
the  interest  on  the  net  debt  has  decreased  from 
3T2  in  the  first  year  to  2*93  in  the  last  year.  The 
net  interest  per  capita  required  to  carry  the  debt 
according  to  the  revision  consequent  upon  the 
census  statement,  was  $1.90  in  1887-88  and  $1.76 
in  1890-91.  This,  in  brief,  shows  the  operation 
Mr.  Foster. 


of  the  finances  of  the  country  during  the  last 
four  years,  and  I  have  no  hesitation  in  presenting 
it  to  the  House  and  to  the  country  as  a  con¬ 
servative  statement  full  of  hope  and  promise  as 
to  the  ability  and  the  capacity  of  this  country, 
in  the  first  place  to  keep  its  expenses  fairly  within 
reasonable  limits,  and  at  the  same  time  to  carry  on 
without  undue  stint  the  public  and  necessary  ser¬ 
vices  of  the  country.  Coming  now  to  1891-92,  the 
current  year,  the  receipts  up  to  the  20th  March 
were  $25,459,000.  From  the  20th  March,  1890,  to 
the  end  of  the  last  fiscal  year  the  receipts  were 
$1 1 ,396,000.  But  of  course  there  have  been  changes 
which  will  necessitate  my  making  a  different  esti¬ 
mate  for  the  time  between  the  20th  March,  1892, 
and  the  end  of  this  fiscal  year.  The  expected  in¬ 
crease  in  Excise  for  the  remaining  four  months,  or 
about  that  time,  as  compared  with  the  like  period 
of  last  year,  is  estimated  at  $350,000,  and  the  ex¬ 
pected  decrease  in  sugar  duties  for  that  time  is  es¬ 
timated  at  $550,000.  So,  provided  that  the  trade 
of  the  country  goes  on  upon  about  the  same  basis 
as  last  year,  and  making  an  allowance  for  these  two 
items,  we  may  expect  for  the  remainder  of  the  term 
from  the  20th  March  to  the  1st  July,  $11,196,000 
of  revenue.  That,  added  to  what  has  accrued  up 
to  the  20th  March,  will  give  for  the  current  year 
an  estimated  revenue  of  $36,655,000,  divided  pro¬ 
bably  as  follows  : — Customs,  $20,500,000  ;  Excise, 
$7,900,000;  Miscellaneous,  $8,265,000.  On  that 
basis  of  calculation  the  re  venue  from  Customs  paid  by 
the  people  of  the  country  this  year  will  be,  in  round 
numbers,  $3,000,000  less  than  that  paid  last  year, 
which  was  about  the  amount  of  actual  taxation 
taken  off  in  the  repeal  of  the  duties  of  raw  svgar. 
The  Excise  will  net,  probably,  about  $1,000,000 
more  than  the  past  year.  The  Miscellaneous  I  have 
estimated  at  about  the  same.  Coming  to  the  expend¬ 
iture  for  1891-92,  up  to  the  20th  March  we  have  ex¬ 
pended  $23,206,000,  and  I  estimate  for  expenditure 
up  to  the  end  of  June,  $13,450,000,  which  will 
make  a  total  estimated  expenditure  for  the  current 
year  of  $36,650,000,  which  is  just  about  the  same  as 
my  estimate  of  revenue,  leaving  a  small  balance 
to  the  good,  if  we  come  out  upon  that  basis.  That 
is,  the  House  is  to  understand  that  under  present 
conditions  of  tariff  and  revenue,  as  long  as  they 
remain,  we  must  not  expect  much  surplus.  We 
may  expect  an  average  income  of  about  $36,500,- 
000.  We  must  cut  our  garments  according  to  our 
cloth,  and  keep  our  expenditure  within  that 
amount.  The  estimate  for  1892-93  is  as  follows  : — 
Customs,  $20,500,000  ;  Excise,  $8,000,000  ;  Mis¬ 
cellaneous,  $8,000,000,  making  in  all  $36,500,000. 
So  much  with  reference  to  that.  Last  year,  as  the 
House  already  knows,  temporary  loans  had  to  be 
incurred  to  the  amount  of  $7,786,666.  These  were, 
of  course,  made  for  the  purpose  of  meeting  redemp¬ 
tion  of  debt,  as  last  year  the  total  addition  to  the 
net  debt  was  only  some  $3,000.  We  have  running 
now,  as  the  House  was  informed  a  few  days  ago, 
$9,753,333  in  temporary  loans.  I  may  take  a 
moment  to  explain  as  to  the  items  of  redemption 
which  made  these  loans  necessary.  First,  there  has 
been  the  drain  upon  the  savings  banks  of  the  coun¬ 
try,  owing  to  the  change  of  interest  from  4  per  cent 
to  3^  per  cent,  and  perhaps  to  other  causes 
more  general  in  their  nature.  In  1889-90,  there 
was  withdrawn  from  the  savings  banks  of  the  coun¬ 
try  $1,943,892  more  than  the  deposits,  plus  the  ac¬ 
crued  interest  for  the  year.  In  1890-91,  the  sum 
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thus  withdrawn  was  $1 ,612,438,  a  reduction  of  about 
$300,000  ;  and  I  estimate  that  for  the  current  year 
there  will  be  nothing  withdrawn  in  excess  of  the 
deposits,  plus  the  accrued  interest,  but  that  rather, 
from  the  indications  of  the  last  eight  months,  we 
will  have  a  sum  to  the  good,  striking  a  balance  be¬ 
tween  these  two  items.  These,  however,  make  a 
sum  of  $3,500,000  which  was  practically  a  redemp¬ 
tion  of  debt,  and  had  to  be  met  and  was  met  out  of 
these  temporary  loans.  For  redemption  of  debt  pro¬ 
per,  we  redeemed  in  1889-90,  $3,577,348 ;  in  1890-91, 
$1 ,905,964;  in  1 891  -92, $1 ,937, 795;  in  1892-93, $2, 178,  - 
960  will  be  redeemed,  making  a  total  amount 
of  $9,600,067  for  redemption  of  debt  to  be 
met  out  of  temporary  loans.  Then  the  capital 
expenditure,  the  increase  of  debt  for  the  two 
preceding  years,  the  net  increase  of  debt  for 
the  current  year  and  the  next  year,  have  to  be 
met  as  well ;  so  that  in  addition  to  the  $9,753,333, 
which  is  at  present  running  as  a  temporary  loan, 
probably  some  $5,000,000  will  have  to  be  provided 
either  by  temporary  or  by  permanent  loan.  As  I 
mentioned  to  my  lion,  friend  who  questiohed  me  on 
this  point  the  other  day,  whether  these  temporary 
loans  shall  be  continued  as  they  are,  or  as  they  can 
best  be  continued,  or  whether  it  will  be  thought 
advisable  to  go  upon  the  market  for  a  permanent 
loan  to  meet  and  wripe  out  all  these  temporary  loans, 
will  be  dependent  upon  the  indications  of  the  money 
market,  and  the  present  is  not  a  time  at  which  I 
can  definitely  say  what  these  indications  will  advise. 
To  show  that  whatever  may  have  been  the  reduc¬ 
tion  in  the  Government  savings  banks  in  1889-90 
and  1890-91,  it  was  not  due  to  a  diminution  in 
the  savings  and  deposits  of  the  people,  I  have  here 
a  table  which  I  think  will  give  satisfaction  to  the 
House.  This  shows  the  total  : 

Deposits  ix  Banks. 


In  P.0.  Savings  Banks. . 
In  Dom.  Savings  Banks 
In  Charter’d  Banks  pay¬ 
able  on  demand  . . 

In  Charter’d  Banks  pay¬ 
able  after  notice  or  on 

a  fixed  day . 

City  and  District  Sav¬ 
ings  Bank,  and  Caisse 
d’  Economie . 

Totals . . 


This  tells  us  that  whereas  the  year  ending  May  31 , 
1891,  witnessed  a  decrease  of  over  $1,600,000  in 
deposits  in  the  Government  banks  the  8  months  of 
the  current  year  show  an  increase  of  nearly 
$400,000  in  these  deposits,  while  the  total  increase 
in  all  banks  is, for  the  8  months, $13, .526, 980, and  for 
the  20  months  $27,265,461.  Whatever  course  may 
be  adopted  as  to  these  temporary  loans  it  is  satis¬ 
factory  to  know  that  there  are  indications 
from  the  records  of  the  past  two  years  of  some 
trial  and  difficulty,  that  in  the  money  markets  at 
home  the  credit  of  Canada  stands  well.  First, 
our  stocks  and  securities,  while  participating  in  the 
general  fall  which  took  place  a  year  or  so  ago, 
owing  to  well-known  causes,  have  speedily  recovered 
and  maintained  themselves  since  in  advance  of 
the  securities  and  stocks  of  every  other  colonial 


May  31,  ’90 

May  31,  ’91 

Feb.  29,  ’92 

$ 

21,357,554 

18,488,290 

51,440,101 

74,629,147 

10,778,164 

$ 

21,130,429 

17,114,889 

56,522,473 

84,679,400 

10,994,546 

$ 

21,686,074 

16,929,825 

60,029,923 

93,394,227 

11,928.669 

176,703,258 

190,441,739 

203,968,719 

market.  I  think  it  is  not  ainiss  for  me,  at 
this  point,  to  take  notice  of  what  I  consider  a 
somewhat  remarkable,  as  it  is,  I  am  happy  to  say, 
an  unprecedented,  circumstance,  with  reference  to 
our  position  and  standing  in  the  old  country.  Hon. 
gentlemen  know  well  on  this  side  of  the  House  that 
during  the  last  three  or  four  years  we  have  had  to 
meet  in  the  United  States  of  America  malign 
influences  emanating  from  certain  persons  in 
Canada,  pointing  out  to  those  who  are  not 
very  friendly  to  us  on  that  side  of  the  line,  the  way  in 
which  Canada  could  be  the  most  effectually  stricken 
and  in  what  interests  she  might  be  most  especially 
hurt.  And  those  intimations,  sent  often  direct,  sent 
often  through  agents,  and  influential  agents,  sent 
quite  as  often  in  the  published  speeches  of  lion, 
gentlemen  on  the  other  side  of  the  House,  have 
had  their  effect,  and  it  has  happened  that  in  the 
legislation  which  has  supervened  Canada  has  been 
hit  at  exactly  those  points  pointed  out  in  the  way 
I  have  mentioned.  But,  Sir,  it  had  not  been 
known  previously  that  the  scene  of  operations  was 
to  be  transferred  from  this  country  and  carried  to 
the  mother  country,  where  the  credit  and  reputa¬ 
tion  of  Canada  are  of  much  importance  to  us,  and 
contribute  greatly  to  our  prestige  and  our  pros¬ 
perity.  But,  Sir,  it  has  so  been  determined  and 
the  first  attack  has  been  delivered.  The  time 
of  the  attack  was  a  peculiarly  opportune  one 
for  an  enemy  to  have  winged  his  arrow  to  a 
vital  point  in  Canadian  reputation  and  Can¬ 
adian  credit.  It  was  a  time  when  the  money 
market  in  Great  Britain  was  peculiarly  sensitive. 
It  had  for  two  years  been  sustaining  the  strain  of 
losses  and  liquidations  in  South  America  and  of 
liquidations  at  home,  and  was  agitated  by  the  possi¬ 
bilities  and  premonitions  of  financial  hardship,  and 
perhaps  financial  disaster  in  different  parts  of 
Europe.  It  was  a  time  when  criticism  of  colonial 
finance  was  much  the  fashion  in  Great  Britain,  and 
was  somewhat  unfavourable,  owing  to  the  late  at¬ 
tempts  which  have  been  made,  not  always  success¬ 
fully,  by  the  Australian  colonies  to  float  loans  on  the 
money  market,  and  which  had  in  most  cases  re¬ 
sulted  unfavourably  to  themselves.  It  wTas  a  time 
when,  as  I  have  stated,  Canada  herself  had  tem¬ 
porary  loans  running,  amounting  to  $10,000,000, 
which  had  to  be  continued  or  renewed  in  one  form 
or  another.  It  was  a  time  when  many  meritorious 
enterprises  were  upon  the  London  market,  which, 
if  they  could  be  realized,  would  tend  to  the  develop¬ 
ment  of  the  resources  of  Canada  in  a  material  de¬ 
gree.  It  was  a  time,  too,  wdien  owfing  to  the  fine 
and  abundant  harvest  of  last  year  emigrants  from 
the  various  centres  of  Great  Britain  were  being  led 
to  look  to  Canada,  and  to  our  North-West  particu¬ 
larly,  as  a  future  home  for  themselves  and  their 
families.  It  was  a  time,  vdien  a  friend  of  Canada, 
if  he  had  nothing  good  to  say,  would  have  held  his 
peace,  or  if  lie  could  have  presented  one  truth  to 
have  buoyed  up  and  sustained  the  position  of 
Canada,  would  have  thought  it  his  duty  to  do  so. 
It  was  a  time  when  an  enemy  would  have  dipped 
his  arrow  in  poison  and  winged  it  as  straight  as  he 
could  to  the  vital  part  of  Canadian  credit  and  re¬ 
putation  in  the  old  country.  He  was  wickedly  wise 
too  in  his  choice  of  the  instrument  through  which  to 
make  his  attack.  He  chose  a  financial  paper,  one  of 
the  first  in  Great  Britain  which  circulates  among 
monied  men,  and  through  its  utterances  and  repre¬ 
sentations  has  great  influence  and  great  weight  in 
determining  the  mind  of  monied  men  towards  any 
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country  or  enterprise,  and  which  is  studied  as  well  by 
influential  factors  and  motors  in  the  emigration 
from  that  country  to  this.  Sir,  I  hold  in  my  hand 
the  document  which,  at  this  particular  time  and  by 
this  particular  vehicle,  has  been  not  only  sent  broad¬ 
cast  in  the  Economist  through  Great  Britain  to  do 
its  work,  but  has  actually  been  printed,  probably 
by  the  writer  himself — if  not  by  him  by  one  who 
was  a  no  greater  friend  to  Canada — and  as  a  cam¬ 
paign  document  has  been  spread  through  Great 
Britain  from  one  end  to  the  other.  \\  hat  are  the 
assertions  contained  in  this  document  ?  They  are 
assertions  not  new  to  us  here,  assertions  stated  over 
and  over  again  from  almost  every  platform  in  the 
country  and  on  the  floor  of  this  House  year  after 
year,  and  exposed  as  often  as  they  were  uttered  ; 
but  which  going  to  the  British  public  and  the 
British  people  had  far  different  weight  attached  to 
them  from  the  name  and  position  of  the  writer  and 
from  the  fact  that  the  phases  of  Canadian  party  poli¬ 
tics  and  the  facts  relating  thereto  are  not  studied 
and  are  not  well  understood,  as  indeed  they  could 
scarcely  be,  by  the  people  in  Great  Britain  I  suppose 
it  is  known  to  whom  I  refer,  the  gentleman  sits 
opposite  to  me  to-day,  he  was  Finance  Minister 
during  the  Liberal  regime,  he  is  to-day  the  actual 
financial  leader  of  his  party,  if  not  the  potent  leader 
of  his  party,  he  is  the  member  for  South  Oxford 
(Sir  Richard  Cartwright).  His  statements,  which 
may  be  read  by  any  hon.  member  who  chooses  to 
do  so,  are  familiar  and  well  known,  but  I  have 
arranged  just  half-a-dozen  in  a  line  of  crescendo  or 
climax,  keeping  the  worst  to  the  last.  He  declares 
in  that  document  that  during  thirteen  years  Can¬ 
ada  has  trebled  her  taxation.  This  is  not  true. 
He  declares  there  exists  a  tremendous  exodus  and 
very  great  depreciation  in  farm  lands.  That  is  an 
exaggeration,  and  what  there  is  true  in  it  is  made 
all  the  more  mischievous  because  he  puts  no  facts 
of  comparison  along  with  the  statement  he  makes. 
He  declares  there  has  been  an  immense  increase  in 
the  aggregate  debt  of  this  country.  The  immense 
increase  consists  in  this — he  is  speaking  of  federal 
matters,  I  suppose,  and  he  means  federal  indebted¬ 
ness — that  in  1 878  the  amount  per  head  paid  for  the 
federal  indebtedness  was  $1.58,  whilst  in  1891  it  was 
$1.76,  an  immense  increase  of  just  18  cents  per 
head  during  the  period  from  1878  to  1891.  That 
document  states  that  the  great  mass  of  the  people, 
notably  the  farmers  of  Canada,  are  distinctly 
poorer  than  twelve  years  ago. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  This  is  a  fine  statement  to  be  made 
by  the  hon.  gentleman  and  spread  broadcast  through¬ 
out  Great  Britain,  from  which  we  get  the  greater 
part,  I  may  say  the  better  part,  of  the  immigration 
which  comes  to  this  country.  He  declares  the  census 
shows  that  Canada  lost  in  the  last  ten  years  1 ,500,- 
000  of  people.  The  census  shows  no  such  thing  ; 
but  such  a  slight  misrepresentation  as  that  causes  no 
scruples  with  the  hon.  gentleman,  he  makes  his  state¬ 
ment  all  the  same.  He  declares  that  the  agricultur¬ 
ists  of  this  country  have  been  simply  bled  white 
and  that  $60,000,000  are  taken  annually  out  of  the 
pockets  of  the  people  for  federal  taxation. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  And  more. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  That,  in  connection  with  the 
hon.  gentleman’s  statement  that  in  thirteen  years 
Canada  has  trebled  her  taxation,  is  probably  the 
greatest  of  all  the  smany  great  exaggerations  of 
which  the  hon.  gentleman,  during  the  last  five 
Mr.  Foster. 


years,  has  been  guilty.  In  1878  the  taxation  of 
the  country  for  revenue  purposes  was  $17,841,988, 
or  $4.37  per  head.  In  1891  it  was  $30,214,150,  or 
$6  per  head.  The  Increase  in  taxation  as  to  amount 
has  therefore  been  but  70  per  cent,  and  as  to  rela¬ 
tive  incidence  but  37  per  cent,  instead  of  200  per 
cent.  In  no  country  in  the  world  do  farmers  pay 
less  taxes  than  in  Canada.  He  declares  that  bribery 
is  a  pure  matter  of  business  routine  in  Canada.  The 
hon.  gentleman  may  find  something  in  his  own  ex¬ 
perience  to  justify  this  statement ;  I  would  not 
contradict  that,  but  if  he  means  that  assertion  to 
apply  to  the  Canadian  Government,  as  at  present 
constituted,  or  as  it  has  been  constituted  since  1878, 
I  give  it  my  emphatic  denial.  He  affirmed,  Sir, 
that  public  life  in  Canada  is  disgraced  by  an  intol¬ 
erable  and  organized  corruption,  unknown  to  the 
people  of  England  since  the  days  of  Walpole,  or 
Charles  the  Second,  and  he  winds  up  by  declaring 
that  it  is  utterly  impossible  for  Canada  to  prosper 
under  present  conditions  ;  that,  “  if  there  is  no 
change,  Confederation  must  perish,  rotten  before 
it  had  time  to  become  half  ripe,  as  a  result  of  the 
vice  and  the  folly  with  which  its  affairs  have  been 
administered.”  That,  Sir,  is  the  hon.  gentleman's 
contribution.  A  more  unfounded,  a  more  unjusti¬ 
fiable  and  a  more  mischievous  attempt  to  ruin  the 
reputation  and  credit  of  his  country  in  another  land 
is,  happily,  not  to  be  found  in  the  annals  of  modern 
political  history.  Now,  I  say  that  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  can  have  but  one  motive  in  penning  that 
letter  and  publishing  it  as  he  has  published  it. 
His  presumed  motive  for  taking  his  case  at  all 
before  the  British  public,  was,  that  he  might  ex¬ 
plain  to  the  British  public  what  he  meant  by  this 
!  policy  which  for  the  last  five  years  he  has  been  en¬ 
deavouring  to  thrust  upon  the  people  of  Canada, 
and  which  was  as  intolerable  to  the  thinking 
British  public  as  it  was  to  the  thinking  Canadian 
public.  That,  Sir,  might  have  been  a  good  and 
valid  excuse  for  the  hon.  gentleman  to  have  ex¬ 
plained  his  policy  and  defended  it  before  the  British 
public,  but  it  was  no  excuse  for  him  taking  up  more 
than  half  of  his  letter  in  this  vilification  and  un¬ 
warranted  abuse  of  the  people,  the  politics,  the 
reputation  and  the  credit  of  Canada.  He  could 
have  but  one  motive,  and  that  motive  was  to  transfer 
the  partisan  operations  carried  on  during  the 
last  five  years  in  fruitless  fields  comparatively  upon 
I  this  side,  to  the  other  side  of  the  water,  from  which 
we  draw  our  sympathy,  where  we  look  for  large 
capital  to  develop  this  country, and  where  the  credit 
and  reputation  of  Canada  count  as  a  great  factor 
in  our  future  progress  and  development.  These 
same  misrepresentations  the  hon.  gentleman  has 
brought  forth  before  the  electorate  of  Canada  time 
and  again  for  the  last  five  or  six  years.  He  has 
given  them  utterance  on  almost  every  hustings  in 
the  country,  and  wherever  he  has  uttered  them, 
almost  without  fail  in  these  latter  days,  the  people 
have  repudiated  him.  Now,  the  hon.  gentleman, 
foiled,  disappointed  and  baulked  in  his  pro¬ 
gramme  of  veiled  annexation  in  Canada — I  quote 
the  words, and  if  not  the  words  the  exact  meaning  of 
the  gentleman  whom  he  owned  as  leader  for  six 
or  seven  years  in  this  House — foiled  and  baulked 
and  disappointed  in  that,  he  has  nothing  better  to 
do  than  to  transfer  his  base  of  operations  to  the 
mother  country  and  give  there  one  final  stab  as 
strong  as  he  can  at  the  credit,  the  reputation  and 
the  vitality  of  his  native  country.  I  thought  it 
my  duty  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  and 
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the  country  to  this  matter.  I  brand  the  action 
of  the  hon.  gentleman  as  unprecedented,  as 
un justifiable,  as  uncalled  for-,  and  as  most  unpa¬ 
triotic  ;  but  which,  from  a  party  point  of  view,  I 
present  to  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  with  this  single 
remark  :  That  so  long  as  they  retain  their  affiliation 
in  politics  with  a  gentleman  who  adopts  that 
method  of  warfare,  just  so  long  they  will  not  have 
to  seek  far  and  wide  for  reasons  why  they  are 
repudiated  by  the  Canadian  people  and  refused  the 
reins  of  political  power.  They  will  find  the  explan¬ 
ations  close  at  home  in  such  actions  as  those  I 
have  noted. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  Probably  they  will  get  a 
recount. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  It  would  take  a  great  many 
recounts  to  have  the  hon.  gentleman  who  inter¬ 
rupts  me  straightened  up.  I  pass  from  that 
little  episode  to  a  more  pleasing  subject  for  the 
House  in  general,  and  one  which  will  prove,  I 
am  sure,  a  complete  refutation  of  the  misrepresen¬ 
tations  I  have  just  noticed,  and  I  will  enquire  for  a 
few  moments  as  to  the  conditions  of  trade  as  devel¬ 
oped  by  the  operation  of  the  past  and  of  the  current 
year  so  far  as  it  has  gone.  I  do  this,  largely  be¬ 
cause  the  assertion  is  very  frequently  made  inside 
this  House  and  out  of  it,  that  the  trade  of  Canada 
is  actually  diminishing,  and  that  since  the  opera¬ 
tions  of  the  McKinley  Bill  and  the  making  of 
treaties  consequent  upon  that  legislation,  Canadian 
trade  is  being  hampered  and  Canada  as  a  country 
is  becoming  isolated  and  restricted  in  her  area  of 
business  transactions.  Well,  Sir,  if  we  take  the 
aggregate  trade  of  last  year  we  will  find  that  it  re¬ 
mained  at  about  the  same  figure  as  that  of  the  pre¬ 
ceding  year,  which,  however,  we  must  not  forget 
was  in  advance  of  about  $14,000,000  upon  the 
year  preceding  that.  The  imports,  however, 
are  nearly  $2,000,000  less  than  in  1890,  caused 
mainly  by  larger  productions  for  our  own  home 
market  as  a  result  of  tariff  legislation,  and  as 
a  result  of  the  development  of  our  manufactur¬ 
ing  industries.  Take,  for  instance,  as  a  matter  of 
tariff  legislation.  We  find  that  there  is  a  decrease, 
in  round  numbers,  of  $800,000  in  the  importations 
of  pork  and  pork  products  from  the  United  States 
in  1891,  as  compared  with  1890.  That  does  not 
mean  that  our  people  have  consumed  or  produced 
less  pork  products,  but  it  means  that  the  pork  pro¬ 
ducts  which  before,  under  lower  tariff,  came  in 
from  the  United  States  of  America  and  displaced 
or  supplied  the  demand  for  our  own  products, 
have  been  kept  out  to  that  extent  ;  and  that 
this  demand  is  now  supplied  by  home  pioduction 
to  the  benefit  of  the  consumer  and  producer  as 
well.  The  following  table  will  make  this  clear  : — 
Imports  from  United  States  into  Canada. 


— 

1890. 

1891. 

Decrease. 

Bacon,  hams  and 
shoulders  . 

Lbs. 

4,353,653 

6,445,105 

246,363 

17,185,794 

4,881,786 

Lbs. 

'  2,570,412 
2,715,101 
6,388 
11 ,11b, 948 
991,655 

Lbs. 

1,783,241 
3,730,0  4 
239,975 
6,068,846 
3,890,131 

Beef . 

Mutton . 

Pork . 

Lard . 

Value . 

33,112,701 

17,400,504 

15,712,197 

$1,734,225 

$973,312  $760,913 

Ilf 


The  total  exports,  however,  of  this  past  year  amount¬ 
ing  to  $98,417,296  show  an  increase  of  $1,668,147 
over  1890 ;  so  that,  while  the  imports  have  decreased 
for  the  causes  I  have  mentioned,  our  exports  show 
a  gratifying  extension,  especially  when  you  find  that 
compared  with  the  exports  of  the  preceding  year  of 
1889  they  exceed  these  by  the  large  sum  of  $9,228,- 
1 29.  An  increase  of  nearly  $10,000,000  in  exports  in 
two  years  during  the  very  period  of  this  threatened 
and  much-talked  of  legislation  which  was  to  have 
hindered  and  restricted  us,  is  very  gratifying  to  any¬ 
one  who  looks  upon  the  matter  froma  fairand  reason  - 
able  standpoint.  The  export  of  the  last  year  is  the 
largest  of  any  year  since  Confederation,  with  the 
exception  of  1882.  It  is  nearly  $14,000,000  more 
than  the  average  yearly  export  since  Confederation, 
and$l  7,700,000  more  than  the  average  annual  export 
during  the  regime  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  As 
further  confirmation  of  the  favourable  trend  discern¬ 
ible  in  this,  I  may  mention  this  fact  to  the  House  : 
That  although  the  exports  last  year  reached  that 
high  water  mark  and  were  $10,000,000  above  the 
exports  of  1889,  yet  in  the  eight  months  of  the  cur¬ 
rent  year  the  exports  are  higher  than  the  exports 
of  the  eight  months  corresponding  of  last  year 
by  about  $  1 0, 000,000.  This  means  that  if  the  propor¬ 
tionate  increase  holds  till  the  end  of  the  year,  the 
exports  for  1891  -92  will  be  about  $13, 000, 000  or  $14,- 
000,000  greater  than  the  exports  of  last  year,  which 
were  $10,000,000  more  than  the  exports  of  18b9. 
It  is  a  circumstance  which  I  have  noted,  and  which 
may  be  interesting  in  itself,  that  there  is  scarcely 
a  dollar’s  difference  between  the  exports  of  the 
eight  months  of  the  current  year  which  I  have 
mentioned  and  those  of  the  twelve  months  of  the 
last  year  that  my  hon.  friend  was  Finance  Minister 
in  the  Government  of  Mr.  Mackenzie.  This  state¬ 
ment  is  immensely  strengthened,  and  will  be  by 
that  much  the  more  reassuring  to  the  country,  by 
the  reflection  that  since  1873  the  value  of  articles  of 
export  and  import  has  decreased  by  about  one-third, 
and  that  to  find  the  comparative  volume  of  trade 
now  as  compared  with  that  date  you  must  add  fully 
one-third  to  the  figures  of  the  present  trade.  This, 
Sir,  would  make  the  trade  of  1891  about  $290,000,- 
000  on  the  basis  of  the  values  of  1873  as  compared 
with  the  trade  of  the  latter  year.  Our  total 
trade  lias  increased  with  the  United  States,  Ger¬ 
many,  Spain,  Italy,  Newfoundland,  the  West  In¬ 
dies,  China  and  Japan.  It  has  decreased  slightly 
with  Great  Britain,  France,  Portugal,  Holland, 
Belgium,  South  America  and  Switzerland.  Our 
export  trade,  however,  has  increased  largely,  that 
with  Great  Britain  being  $11,000,000  in  excess  of 
1889,  and  that  with  the  West  Indies  having  in¬ 
creased  in  the  same  time  by  about  $500,000.  Our 
exports  to  the  United  States,  as  compared  with 
those  of  1889,  show  a  decrease  of  $2,400,000.  I  have 
a  table  here  which  I  will  read,  simply  to  show  the 
trend  of  trade  within  the  last  few  years,  and  to  give 
us  hope  and  confidence  that  neither  the  McKinley 
Bill  nor  any  other  of  a  like  nature  necessarily 
bars  the  current  of  Canada’s  export  trade  or  the 
current  of  its  general  business.  Comparing  ,1888 
with  1891, our  exports  of  animals  and  their  products 
to  the  United  States  fell  from  $7,595,000  to 
$4,316,000,  a  decrease  of  43  per  cent,  whereas  the 
exports  of  the  same  products  to  Great  Britain  rose 
from  $16,500,000  in  1888  to  $21 ,000,000  in  1891, 
i  an  increase  of  27  per  cent.  The  exports  of  agri- 
|  cultural  products  to  the  United  States  fell  from 
I  $10,000,000  in  1888  to  $7,000,000  in  1891,  a  de- 
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crease  of  30  per  ceut,  while  those  sent  to  England 
rose  from  $4,292,000  in  1888  to  $5,254,000  in  1891, 
an  increase  of  22  per  cent.  If  you  take  the  total 
exports  in  1888  and  compare  them  with  those  of 
1891,  there  was  a  decrease  of  3^  per  cent  in  those 
sent  to  the  United  States  and  an  increase  of  22  per 
cent  in  those  sent  to  England. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  Are  these  the  pro¬ 
ducts  of  Canada  alone,  or  the  total  exports  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  These  are  the  home  productions 
of  Canada  alone.  There  is  another  indication 
contradictory  of  this  theory  or  assertion  that 
trade  is  stagnant  in  Canada.  It  is  found  in  the 
record  of  the  railways  and  shipping  of  Canada,  as 
shown  in  the  following  table  : — - 

Railways  in  Canada. 


Year. 

Miles 

Opera¬ 

ted. 

Train 

Mileage. 

Number 

Pas¬ 

sengers. 

Tons 

Freight. 

Earnings. 

1875  . . 
1880  . . 

1889  . . 

1890  . . 

1891  . . 

4,8261 
6,8911 
12,628 
13,256 
14; 007 

17,680,168 

22,427,449 

38.819,380 

41,849,329 

43,334,891 

5,190,416 

6,462,948 

12,151,051 

12,821,262 

13,164,420 

5,670,836 

9,938,858 

17,928,626 

20,787,469 

21,727,025 

$ 

19,470,539 

23,561,447 

42,149,615 

46,843,826 

48,139,980 

Increase,  1891 
over  1875.. . . 

145  p.  c. 

153 /p.  c. 

283  p.  c. 

147  p.  c. 

Shipping  in  Canada. 


Year. 

Tonnage  of 
Vessels 
in  and  out, 
exclusive  of 
Coasting. 

Tonnage  of 
Vessels 
in  and  out, 
Coasting. 

1879 . . 

11.646,812 

12,066,683 

1889 . 

16,054,221 

19,834,977 

1890 . 

18,446,100 

22,797,115 

1891 . 

18,803,648 

24,986,130 

Increase,  1891  over  1879... 

61  p.  c. 

107  p.  c. 

In  1875  we  had  4,826  miles  in  operation  ;  in  1891 
we  had  14,007  miles  in  operation.  The  train  mile¬ 
age  in  the  same  time  rose  from  17,680,168  miles  to 
43,334,891  miles,  an  increase  of  145  per  cent.  The 
passengers  increased  from  5,190,416  to  13,164,420, 
an  increase  of  153  per  cent.  The  freight  increased 
from  5,670,836  tons  to  21,727,025  tons,  an  increase 
of  283  per  cent.  The  earnings  increased  from  $19,- 
470,539  to  $48,139,980,  an  increase  of  147  per  cent. 
These  figures  effectually  demonstrate  the  absurdity 
of  the  contention  that  the  trade  of  Canada  is  not  on 
a  constant  and  progressive  increase. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  The  railways  are  not  con¬ 
trolled  by  the  Government. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  That  is  a  very  wise  and  sapient 
remark,  and  I  earnestly  commend  it  to  all  1113'  hon. 
friends  on  this  side  of  the  House.  I  hope  the}7  will 
not  be  overcome  by  its  sapiency. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  I  beg  pardon.  The  Inter¬ 
colonial  Railway  is  controlled  by  the  Government. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Taking  also  the  shipping,  which 
is  another  branch  of  our  carrying  trade,  we  find 
that  in  1879  the  tonnage  of  vessels  in  and  out,  sea¬ 
going  and  inland,  exclusive  of  coasting  vessels, 
rose  from  11,646,812  tons  in  1879  to  18,803,648  in 
Mr.  Foster. 


1891,  an  increase  of  61  per  cent.  The  tonnage  of 
coasting  vessels  in  and  out  rose  from  12,066,683 
tons  in  1879  to  24,986,130  tons  in  1891,  an  increase 
of  107  per  cent.  These,  too,  are  conclusive  indica¬ 
tions  of  the  business  and  trade  activity  and  develop¬ 
ment  of  this  country.  So  that,  looking  at  these 
indications  of  the  increase  of  both  our  foreign  and 
interprovincial  trade,  the  conclusion  is  forced  upon 
us  that  there  has  been  a  great  and  progressive  in¬ 
crease  in  the  general  trade  and  commerce  of 
Canada.  In  passing,  I  wish  to  speak  for  a  moment 
of  the  different  large  steamship  services  of  Canada 

-not  by  way  of  going  exhaustively  at  all  into  the 
operations  of  the  past  year,  but  merely  to  sa3T  that 
in  the  Pacific  coast  and  the  West  Indies  steamship 
lines,  there  has  been  a  constant  and  gratifying 
increase,  both  in  the  passengers  carried  and 
in  the  freight  delivered.  The  steamship  service 
to  the  West  Indies,  especially  during  this  last 
year,  appears  to  have  given  excellent  satisfac¬ 
tion,  and  to  have  been  a  principal  factor  in  develop¬ 
ing  a  largely  increased  trade  between  our  country 
and  those  different  islands.  With  reference  to  the 
Atlantic  fast  steamship  service,  during  the  past 
3'ear  tenders  were  again  called  for.  In  answer 
to  our  calls  but  two  tenders  were  received, 
both  of  which  were,  in  the  opinion  of  the 
Government,  beyond  what  could  reasonabty  be 
expended  by  this  country  for  a  fast  Atlantic 
service  ;  so  that,  though  the  policy  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  has  not  changed,  the  circumstances  have 
made  it  impossible  for  us  as  yet  to  establish  that 
service.  I  ma}7  state,  also,  that  in  accordance  with  my 
intimation  given  in  the  House  last  3'ear  on  an  item 
in  the  Estimates, I  have  this  year  made  a  beginning 
in  the  way  of  establishing  corresponding  commer¬ 
cial  agencies  in  different  ports  and  countries, 
somewhat  on  the  consular  plan,  without,  of 
course,  diplomatic  standing  or  diplomatic  responsi¬ 
bility.  At  the  present  time  we  have  as  commercial 
agents  in  Paris,  in  Great  Britain,  in  the  prin¬ 
cipal  centres  of  the  West  Indian  Islands,  gentle¬ 
men  whose  services  are  enlisted  for  the  purpose 
of  giving  all  possible  information  by  corres¬ 
pondence  and  by  reports,  to  be  sent  to  the 
department  and  to  be  published  in  bulletin  form, 
as  to  the  opportunities  that  exist  for  trade  and  com¬ 
merce  between  those  different  countries  and 
Canada  ;  and  I  have  no  doubt  that  this  service  will 
develop  gradually  into  one  of  great  practical 
benefit  to  the  mercantile  classes  of  our  own 
country  and  the  different  countries  with  which  we 
establish  trade  relations.  The  feature  of  the  year 
outside  of  Canada  has  been  the  wide  arrangement  of 
commercial  tariffs,  and  the  changed  principle  upon 
which  commercial  intercourse  between  different 
countries  is  regulated.  Within  the  last  few  months 
we  have  had  France  moving  to  do  away  with 
every  treaty  in  which  a  most-favoured-nation 
clause  was  found,  giving  notice  as  to  all  such 
which  were  about  to  expire,  and  denouncing  them 
at  the  period  of  expiry  ;  and  by  the  1st  of  duty, 

1892,  every  treaty,  with  one  exception,  which  runs 
for  another  year  in. addition,  that  France  had  with 
other  countries,  embodying  the  most-favoured¬ 
nation  clause  and  carrying  the  obligations  of  that 
clause,  will  have  been  done  away  with.  The 
French  Government  has  legislated  in  the  line  of 
a  double  tariff  ; — a  minimum  tariff,  sufficient, 
in  its  opinion,  to  protect  French  industries, 
for  it  is  constructed  upon  the  protective  basis 
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and  which  shall  be  granted  to  those  countries 
whogive  like  or  compensating  concessions  to  France, 
and  a  general  tariff  which  is  applicable  to  all  other 
countries.  Trade  arrangements,  based  upon  the  mini¬ 
mum  tariff,  are  subject  to  denouncement  or  change, 
at  once  or  upon  a  year’s  notice,  so  that  none  of  the 
disturbing  and  sometimes  embarrassing  compli¬ 
cations  which  attach  to  the  most- favoured-nation 
clause  will,  after  the  1st  of  July  next,  be  in  the  way 
of  the  commerce  of  France  with  other  countries. 
Consequent  upon  this  has  followed  a  rearrangement 
among  other  European  countries,  Prussia,  Austro- 
Hungary,  Switzerland  and  Italy  making  a  treaty 
among  themselves,  by  which  certain  products  are 
mutually  charged  a  lower  rate  of  duties,  thus  stimu¬ 
lating,  so  far  as  they  could  in  that  direction,  trade 
amongthose  four  great  countries.  Then  we  have  seen 
the  United  States  of  America,  by  virtue  of  the  third 
clause  of  the  McKinley  Act,  entering  into  series 
of  treaties  with  other  countries.  Up  to  the  present 
time  the  following  have  been  promulgated  ; — with 
Brazil,  with  Spain  for  Cuba  and  Porto  Rico,  with  the 
British  West  Indies,  with  the  Dominican  Republic, 
with  Salvador,  Germany,  France  and  Nicaragua, 
giving  these  countries  in  exchange  for  certain  reduc¬ 
tions  and  the  placing  of  certain  articles  upon  the  free 
list,  the  benefit  of  allowing  hides,  coffee,  sugar 
and  molasses  to  come  into  the  United  States  free  of 
duty.  In  all  these  changes,  what  has  been  the 
result,  so  far  as  Canadian  interests  and  trade  are 
concerned  ?  In  the  first  place,  I  may  say  that  with 
reference  to  France,  we  stand  in  about-  the  same 
position  as  we  did  before.  We  had  before  to  pay  a 
surtax,  over  and  above  the  rate  charged  Great 
Britain,  on  our  colonial  produce  exported  to  that 
country.  To-dav  we  are  under  the  operations  of 
the  general  tariff.  With  reference  to  the  treaty 
which  has  been  arranged  between  Prussia,  Austro- 
Hungary,  Italy  and  Switzerland,  whatever  benefits 
accrue  from  it  by  the  way  of  lessening  duties, 
accrue  to  Canada  as  well  by  virtue  of  the  most¬ 
favoured-nation  clause  in  treaties  with  Germany  and 
Austro-Hungary,  so  that  the  benefits  of  lessened 
duties  upon  certain  articles  under  their  lately  ar¬ 
ranged  treaty  inure  as  well  to  the  products  of  Canada 
coming  under  the  same  schedule.  With  reference 
to  the  treaties  which  have  been  made  by  the  United 
States, as  far  as  Cuba  and  Porto  Rico  are  concerned, 
we  have  the  advantage  of  the  most-favoured -nation 
treatment  until  the  1st  of  July  of  this  year.  Nego¬ 
tiations  are  now  in  progress  with  a  view  of  having 
continued  to  us  the  same  favourable  terms  ;  and 
there  is  nothing,  so  far  as  the  tariff  of  our  country 
is  concerned,  in  its  treatment  of  products  of  Cuba 
and  Porto  Rico  which  should  induce  them  to  give 
any  better  terms  to  the  United  States  of  America 
than  to  Canada  ,  as  we  allow  their  products  in,  on  the 
whole,  on  a  more  favoured  basis  than  even  the 
United  States.  With  regard  to  the  British  West 
Indies,  no  discrimination  was — I  will  not  say 
allowed — but  hinted  at  in  the  arrangement  of  the 
treaty  between  them  and  the  United  States  of 
America  ;  and  I  think  we  owe  to  the  British  West 
India  Islands  this  acknowledgment  of  their  fair 
and  manly  and  brotherly  spirit,  that  in  making  a 
treaty  which  they  considered  to  be  of  very  great 
benefit  to  themselves,  and  in  which  considerable 
pressure  was  brought  to  induce  them  to  give  better 
treatment  to  the  goods  of  the  United  States  than 
to  Canadian  and  British  goods,  they  adhered  to  the 
Colonial  and  Imperial  system  of  treating  sister 
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colonies  and  the  mother  country  on  the  same  basis 
as  they  treat  others.  With  reference  to  the  Domi¬ 
nican  Republic,  as  I  have  stated,  although  our  trade 
with  the  Republic  is  not  very  large,  we  happen  to 
have  the  benefit  of  the  most-favoured-nation  clause. 
So  that  Brazil  is  the  only  country  outside  of  those 
I  have  mentioned  in  which  our  products,  for  the 
time  being,  in  certain  lines,  are  placed  at  a  disad¬ 
vantage  as  compared  with  those  of  the  United 
States,  and  I  may  say  that  negotiations  are  now  in 
progress,  which  I  hope  will  eventuate  in  our  pro¬ 
ducts  being  placed  on  the  same  footing  as  those  of 
the  United  States  in  the  markets  of  Brazil.  Natur¬ 
ally,  this  review  of  treaty  arrangements  and  their 
results  upon  Canada,  leads  up  to  the  conference 
which  took  place  not  long  since  in  Washington  be¬ 
tween  delegates  of  the  Canadian  Government  and 
representatives  of  the  Cabinet  of  the  United  States, 
with  reference  to  trade  relations.  The  House  is 
seized  of  the  correspondence  and  the  facts  with  re¬ 
ference  to  the  steps  which  brought  about  the  ulti¬ 
mate  and  completed  conference  ;  and  on  the  10th  of 
February  of  this  year,  by  appointment  of  the 
Secretary  of  State,  a  delegation  from  the  Canadian 
Government  went  to  Washington  and  met  the 
Secretary  of  State  in  conference.  I  may  say  this, 
and  I  think  it  is  nothing  more  than  right  to  say  it, 
that  Mr.  Blaine  met  us  with  the  greatest  kindness 
and  courtesy.  Although  not  in  the  enjoy¬ 
ment  of  robust  health,  and  although  he  was  in 
the  midst  of  the  arduous  duties  of  a  session  of 
Congress, in  the  midst  of  diplomatic  correspondence 
of  a  weighty  and  grav  e  character,  he  gave  up  his 
time  to  the  delegation  from  Canada  and  for  five 
successive  days  met  them  in. full  and  frank  and  pro¬ 
longed  conference  upon  the  various  points  treated 
of  between  the  two.  I  will  say  nothing  as  regards 
the  other  points  discussed,  which  have  already 
been  more  or  less  fully  laid  before  Parliament, 
but  with  reference  to  the  discussion  of  the  trade 
question  I  think  it  my  duty  to  make  Parliament 
acquainted  with  what  took  place  and  the  results 
therefrom.  In  conference  with  Mr.  Blaine,  the 
Canadian  delegation  proposed,  as  a  basis  for  nego¬ 
tiation,  the  Reciprocity  Treaty  of  1854,  with  such 
modifications  and  extensions  as  the  changed  condi¬ 
tion  of  both  countries  might  render  necessary  and 
desirable,  and  pressed  the  conclusion  of  a  treaty 
upon  that  basis.  They  were  met  with  the  reply 
from  Mr.  Blaine  that  a  proposal  looking  to  a  treaty 
based  upon  natural  products  alone  had  not  in  it  the 
essential  elementsof  reciprocity,  so  faras  the  United 
States  are  concerned,  and  consequently  they  were 
unable  to  entertain  it.  He  raised  the  question,  as 
did  also  General  Foster,  who  was  his  coadjutor  in 
the  conference,  as  to  whether  we  were  prepared  to 
make  a  proposal  which  would  go  wider  than  natural 
products,  and  take  in  and  include  a  general  reci¬ 
procity  in  manufactured  articles  as  well.  When 
that  point  came  up,  the.  Canadian  delegation  im¬ 
mediately  raised  the  question  and  discussed  it  fully 
and  freely  with  Mr.  Blaine  as  to  what  would  be 
the  necessary  conditions  of  such  a  reciprocity. 
Did  it  mean  that  we  were  to  give  United  States 
products  and  manufactures  preferential  treatment 
in  our  country  and  discriminate  against  like 
articles  from  Great  Britain  and  from  other  parts  of 
the  world  ?  and  the  reply  came,  after  a  full 
discussion  of  the  matter,  that  a  reciprocity 
treaty  would  have  no  compensating  advantages 
to  the  United  States  of  America  unless  they  were 
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given  preferential  treatment  in  our  markets, 
especially  against  Great  Britain,  which  was  their 
chief  competitor  in  nearly  every  line  of  manu¬ 
factured  goods,  that  under  any  scheme  of  re¬ 
ciprocity  which  could  be  looked  upon  favourably 
by  them,  the  United  States  would  expect  to  com¬ 
pete  with  Canadian  manufactures  in  Canadian 
markets  on  even  terms,  but  with  no  others.  Well, 
when  that  point  was  reached,  discussion  took  place 
as  to  the  difficulties  to  be  met  by  Canada  in  sub¬ 
scribing  to  a  treaty  of  that  kind,  and  they  were 
fully  and  frankly  laid  before  Mr.  Blaine.  They 
were,  in  brief,  these  :  that  in  going  into  a  treaty  of 
that  kind  we  should  stand  to  lose  what  we  were 
less  able  to  lose  than  the  United  States  of  America, 
a  considerable  proportion  of  our  revenue  ;  first, 
the  eight  millions  or  so  which  we  collected 
upon  the  products  of  the  United  States  that  j 
came  into  Canada  ;  and,  secondly,  the  diminu¬ 
tion,  whatever  it  might  be,  which  would  result 
in  the  imports  from  the  outside  world  owing  to  the 
competition  and  entrance  of  United  States  goods 
free  of  duty  into  our  country.  Mr.  Blaine  raised 
the  question  whether  we  had  not  other  methods  of 
taxation.  We  explained  that  we  had  methods  of 
taxation  by  internal  revenue  as  they  themselves 
had,  upon  which  he  remarked  that  it  would  be 
necessary  in  a  treaty  of  this  kind  that  these  inland 
revenue  duties  on  liquors  and  tobaccos  should  be 
equalized  ;  and  that  immediately  brought  up  the 
point  that,  if  they  were  equalized  and  if  the  United 
States  were  not  willing  to  level  up  to  our  ixites, 
Canada  would  stand  to  lose  a  large  amount  of 
revenue  in  excise  duties,  inasmuch  as  our  rates  are 
much  higher  than  those  of  the  United  States.  We 
also  pointed  out  the  grave  difficulty  which  met  us 
in  discriminating  against  the  goods  of  Great  Britain 
with  whom,  as  a  colony,  we  had  close  and  intimate 
relations,  and  the  repugnance  felt  against  drawing  a 
cordon  about  ourselves  against  the  world  witli  the 
exception  of  the  United  States.  At  this  point  an¬ 
other  question  came  up.  Suppose  that  Canada  were 
willing  to  discriminate  against  the  goods  of  the 
outside  world  and  of  Great  Britain  on  this 
proposed  basis  of  a  treaty,  who  should  fix  the 
discrimination  and  what  should  be  the  measure 
of  that  discrimination  ?  And  as  an  illustration 
the  article  of  wool  and  of  woollens  was  instanced, 
in  which  the  duties  on  the  raw  material  vary 
in  both  countries  as  well  as  do  the  duties  on  the 
manufactured  goods.  Mr.  Blaine  admitted  at  once 
that  this  was  a  vital  point,  that  the  United 
States  had  its  policy  of  protection,  of  large  protec¬ 
tion  for  both  wools  and  woollen  goods,  and  that  un¬ 
less  this  vital  point  were  guarded  there  would  be 
no  security  to  the  United  States  on  the  one  hand 
against  smuggling  along  a  line  3,000  miles  in  extent, 
and  no  security,  on  the  other  hand,  for  the  per¬ 
manence  and  preservation  of  the  policy  of  protec¬ 
tion  which  they,  up  to  this  time,  had  maintained, 
and  which  they  proposed  to  maintain,  and  that  he 
saw  no  way  out  of  the  difficulty  unless  the  tariff  of 
Canada  were  made  uniform  witli  that  of  the  United 
States.  Well,  Sir,  this  question  passed  on  in  dis¬ 
cussion  until  we  had  pretty  well  exhausted  the  sub¬ 
ject,  when  the  Canadian  delegates,  after  having 
presented  these  difficulties  and  canvassed  them 
fairly  and  thoroughly,  said  to  Mr.  Blaine  :  These 
are  our  difficulties  ;  yon  acknowledge  them.  Now, 
you  have  had  large  experience  in  framing  recipro¬ 
city  treaties  and  have  had  much  to  do  in 
Mr.  Foster. 


the  study  and  arrangements  of  reciprocal  matters  ; 
we  lay  these  points  before  you  and  we  ask 
whether  or  not,  out  of  your  experience,  you  cannot 
see  your  way  to  propose  a  modification  of  this 
basis  in  order  that  we  may  diminish,  at  least 
to  some  extent,  the  difficulties  we  are  under  as  to 
loss  of  revenue,  as  to  discrimination,  and  as  to  a 
uniform  tariff ;  and,  after  discussion  of  some  time, 
we  received  an  answer  from  Mr.  Blaine,  that  while 
he  acknowledged  our  difficulties,  he  was  clear  in 
his  own  mind  that  no  other  arrangement  would  be 
satisfactory  to  the  United  States  of  America,  that 
their  manufactures  must  have  preferential  treat¬ 
ment,  including,  of  course,  discrimination  against 
foreign  countries  and  especially  against  Great 
Britain,  that  there  must  be  a  uniform  tariff,  and 
that  that  tariff  must  be  practically  the  tariff  of  the 
United  States  of  America.  With  this  remark,  we 
passed  on  to  other  points  in  discussion  and  we  did 
not  thereafter  recur  to  the  trade  question.  This  is,, 
in  brief,  a  fair  and  candid  account  of  what  took 
place  at  the  conference.  I  think  it  is  only  neces¬ 
sary  for  me  to  put  in  brief  the  results,  and  they 
are  simply  these:  that  so  long  as  the  present 
party  and  the  present  policy  is  maintained  in  the 
United  States,  in  one  branch  or  the  other  of  the 
Legislature  or  in  the  Executive,  we  cannot  hope  for 
any  treaty  with  the  United  States,  except  upon 
these  lines,  viz.,  a  treaty  which  will  take  in  both 
natural  products  and  manufactured  goods  ;  a  treaty 
unlimited  in  its  scope,  of  which  the  basis  is  a  pre¬ 
ferential  treatment  in  our  market  with  discrimina¬ 
tion  especially  against  Great  Britain  and  against 
other  countries  ;  a  treaty  that  must  be  accompanied 
by  a  uniform  tariff,  and  this  tariff  equalized  with 
that  of  the  United  States  of  America.  These 
1  are  in  brief  the  results  which  have  been  ar¬ 
rived  at.  During  years  of  discussion  from  the  time 
the  old  reciprocity  treaty  was  denounced  in  1865 
to  the  present  time,  there  have  been  various  ideas 
put  forward,  there  have  been  various  plans  submit¬ 
ted,  there  have  been  assertions  and  counter  asser¬ 
tions  of  what  could  be  done,  there  have  been 
several  proposals  made,  but  up  to  this  date  we 
have  been  unable  to  get  any  one  of  our  proposals 
adopted  by  the  United  States,  or  to  get  one  counter 
proposal  from  them.  Now  the  matter  is  settled. 
It  is  settled  in  point  of  clearness  and  definite¬ 
ness.  I,  for  my  own  part,  regret  that  it  is  set¬ 
tled  as  it  is,  and  still  I  am  glad  that  it  is  settled 
at  all.  I  regret  that  no  modus  can  be  found  by 
which  profitable  trade  relations  could  be  establish¬ 
ed  between  these  two  countries,  without  our  being 
called  upon  to  sacrifice  too  much  of  Canadian  in¬ 
terests  and  too  much  of  Canadian  nationality.  1 
am  glad,  however,  that  from  this  time  forward 
there  need  be  no  lack  of  definiteness,  for  all  parties 
and  all  interests  in  Canada  may  now  know  exactly 
the  basis  upon  which  a  treaty  can  be  obtained  or 
cannot  be  obtained. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  I  would  like  to  ask  the 
Minister  whether  the  deputation  at  Washington 
made  any  report  to  His  Excellency  or  to  their 
colleagues,  on  their  return,  that  can  be  laid  before 
Parliament  ?  I  think,  Sir,  ,it  is  a  very  unusual  thing 

to  enter  into  such  a  discussion  on  this  occasion. 

» 

Mr.  FOSTER.  My  lion,  friend  is  the  unusual 
feature  on  this  occasion. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  Well.  Mr.  Speaker, 
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Mr.  FOSTER.  The  lion,  gentleman  should  not 
rise  and  interrupt  me. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  The  lion,  member  for  Botliwell 
is  rising  to  a  point  of  order. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Botliwell).  I  think  the  rule  is,  that 
when  a  matter  of  this  sort  is  being  discussed,  there 
shall  be  some  official  report  laid  upon  the  Table  of 
the  House  as  a  basis  for  discussion.  The  lion, 
gentleman  has  referred  to  negotiations  that  have 
taken  place,  and  no  report  whatever  of  those  nego¬ 
tiations  has  been  laid  before  Parliament.  In  the 
case  of  a  British  Minister  residing  abroad,  the 
practice  is  for  him  to  make  a  report  of  the  interview, 
that  report  is  sent  to  the  Foreign  Secretary  and  is 
brought  down  to  Parliament.  Now,  Sir,  if  the 
Government  adopt  the  usual  course,  instead  of 
sending  an  agent  to  select  certain  members  of  the 
Government  to  go  themselves,  it  is  the  business  of 
those  members  of  the  Government  to  report  to 
the  executive  head  of  the  Government,  and  it  is  the 
right  of  Parliament  to  have  that  report  laid  before 
them.  Now,  there  is  no  such  report  whatever 
before  us.  We  have  no  means  of  judging  of  the 
statements  made  by  the  lion,  gentleman  except 
what  he  says  in  the  speech  he  is  addressing  to  the 
House.  I  say  that  it  is  a  highly  irregular  proceed¬ 
ing,  and  before  the  lion,  gentleman  undertook  to 
make  such  a  statement  to  the  House  he  ought  to 
have  made  a  report  to  His  Excellency  or  to  his 
colleagues,  and  that  report  should  be  officially  before 
the  House. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  The  hon.  gentleman 
has  declared  that  he  is  speaking  on  a  question  of 
order. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  I  am. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  submit  whether  the 
hon.  gentleman  has  not  completely  refuted  his  own 
statement  by  the  fact  that  when  he  rose  the  first 
thing  he  did  was  to  ask  a  question  of  the  Minister 
of  Finance - 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  .So  I  did. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON — upon  which  to  base 
a  point  of  order,  and  he  got  no  reply  to  that  ques¬ 
tion.  Now,  Sir,  I  submit  to  you  whether  there  is 
any  rule,  any  practice,  any  authority  of  any  des¬ 
cription  whatever,  which  restricts  a  Minister  of 
the  Crown  from  stating  that  which  has  transpired 
on  a  mission  on  which  he  has  been  sent  by  com¬ 
petent  authority.  There  is  nothing  of  the  kind,  I 
submit,  in  the  usages  of  Parliament ;  there  is  abso¬ 
lutely  nothing  of*  the  kind  in  diplomatic  usage,  or 
the  practice  which  prevails  between  Ministers  and 
the  Executive.  If  a  Minister  of  the  Crown  makes  a 
statement  that  is  not  authorized  by  His  Excellency 
to  be  made,  or  which  has  not  been  communicated 
to  him — if  it  should  have  been  communicated  to 
him — that  is  a  matter  of  responsibility  between  the 
Minister  and  the  head  of  the  Executive.  But  it 
is  the  right  and  privilege  of  every  member, 
whether  he  be  a  Minister  of  the  Crown  or  a 
private  member  of  the  House,  to  give  to  the 
House  that  information  on  public  questions  which 
he  possesses,  whether  anybody  else  has  had  it  com¬ 
municated  to  him  or  not. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  The  question  put  by  my  hon. 
friend  to  theMinisterof  Finance  has  not  been  answer¬ 
ed,  unless  he  means  to  say  that  he  is  now  making,  in 
his  speech,  a  report  of  the  negotiations  which  took 
place  at  Washington.  1  submit  that  if  the  Minister 


wanted  to  refer  in  his  speech  on  this  occasion  to 
the  facts  which  he  is  now  disclosing,  he  should  have 
first  laid  them  before  the  House  in  the  form  of  a 
Message. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  As  I  understand  the  matter, 
I  think  the  statement  made  by  the  Minister  of 
Finance  was  perfectly  in  order.  I  know  of  no  more 
opportune  time  than  the  delivery  of  the  Budget, to 
deal  with  these  questions  with  which  the  Minister 
of  Finance  is  dealing.  He  is  making  statements  as 
to  the  result  of  trade  negotiations  between  this 
Government  and  the  Government  of  the  United 
States,  and  I  know  of  no  rule  of  Parliament  that 
would  prevent  him  from  making  those  statements. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  thank  the  hon.  member  for  Both- 
wellfor  twothings :  one,  for  giving  me  even  so  shorta 
period  of  rest ;  and  the  other,  for  his  very  full 
indication  of  his  own  disturbed  feelings  at  this 
time.  Generally  the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell  is 
thirsting  for  information,  but  to-day  he  seems  to 
be  so  f  nil  that  he  does  not  require  f  urther  informat  ion. 
W  e  are  never  too  old  to  learn,  as  the  saying  goes, 
but  I  am  forced  to  conclude  now  that  my  hon. 
friend  is  either  too  old  to  learn,  or  does  not  wish 
to  learn  any  more.  I  was  proceeding  to  remind 
the  House,  when  I  was  interrupted,  that  we  have 
now  acquired  a  definite  statement  as  to  the  real  basis 
upon  which  a  treaty  with  the  United  States  of 
America  was  possible.  I  was  going  on  to  say  that 
1  was  glad  that  it  was  settled,  although  I  regretted 
that  it  was  settled  in  that  way.  For  several  years 
the  commerce  of  this  country,  the  business  of  the 
country,  and  the  prosperity  of  the  country,  have 
been  affected  by  an  agitation  which  contemplated 
a  very  grave  change  in  the  commercial  and  other 
conditions  of  Canada.  An  agitation  was  set  on 
foot  which  promised  certain  things,  and  held  out 
in  roseate  language  a  certain  prospect  as  the  result 
of  what  could  be  accomplished,  and  this  con¬ 
tinual  agitation,  and  placing  before  the  people 
the  idea  of  great  changes  from  which  they 
were  to  get  great  advantages  —  which  were 
impossible  of  fulfilment  —  cannot  but  have 
had  a  detrimental  effect  upon  the  business  and 
progress  of  the  country.  I  am  glad  for  this 
reason  that  this  is  now  settled,  and  that  Canadians 
can  now  turn  their  faces  to  the  future  with  a 
definite  idea  of  what  they  have  to  do  for  themselves 
and  what  they  may  expect  from  those  who  live 
close  beside  us.  For  my  own  part  I  am  not  at  all 
afraid  to  face  the  future,  and  to  encounter  what  it 
has  in  store  for  us  as  to  the  development  and  pro¬ 
gress  of  Canada.  If  the  Canadian  farmer  is  to  be 
debarred  in  great  part  from  a  market  in  the  United 
States  for  his  products,  which  market  at  the  best 
is  partial,  sectional  and  variable,  he  will  at  least 
have  this  satisfaction,  that  under  due  and  adequate 
protection  he  will  not  be  exposed  to  the  great  and 
dangerous  competition,  in  the  products  of  this 
country,  from  the  great  western  country  of  the 
United  States.  He  can  prepare  himself  to  find  a 
market  for  his  wares  in  other  countries  where 
they  get  more  favourable  entrance,  and  he  can 
especially  prepare  himself  to  enter  fully  upon 
that  almost  inexhaustible  market  which  awaits 
him  for  all  his  products  in  Great  Britain,  our 
mother  land.  In  that  country,  already,  by  force 
of  good  quality  and  by  prudence  in  selection, 
his  apples,  his  cheese,  his  wheat,  his  cattle,  his 
bacon  and  ham,  find  large  and  constantly  increas- 
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ing  markets,  and  have  to-day  secured  a  permanent 
place  in  the  market,  and  practically  overtop  all 
competition.  And  what  has  been  done  for  these  1 
in  the  British  market,  by  the  same  careful  selec-  j 
tion,  and  the  same  force  of  quality,  can  be  done 
for  the  beans,  the  barley,  the  oats,  the  lambs,  the 
butter,  the  poultry,  the  eggs  and  all  the  other 
great  products  that  the  farmer  in  this  country 
raises,  and  of  which  Great  Britain  takes  large 
and  increasing  quantities.  If  the  Canadian  manu¬ 
facturer  cannot  have  a  fair  entrance  into  the  mar¬ 
kets  of  the  United  States,  where  he  would,  of 
course,  meet  with  strong  competition  from  the 
accumulations  of  skill  and  capital  that  are  there, 
he  can,  at  least,  under  the  shelter  of  a  proper 
protection,  supply  the  great  and  growing  home 
market  for  manufactures,  and  with  a  stability 
ensured  at  home,  he  can  push  his  wares  into 
those  countries  where  they  find  entrance  on 
more  favourable  terms.  I  was  speaking,  Sir,  a 
moment  ago  as  to  the  English  market  in  connection 
with  the  farm  products  of  this  country.  I  have 
here  a  table,  in  which  I  give  the  figures 
in  round  numbers,  not  going  into  particulars,  and  I 
find  Great  Britain  in  1891  imported  for  eonsuihp- 
tion  in  that  country,  in  quantity,  as  follows  : — 
Bacon,  380,000,000  lbs.  ;  salt  beef,  27,000/000  lbs.; 
fresh  beef,  224,000,000  lbs.;  hams,  1 35,000,000  lbs. ; 
mutton,  136,000,000  lbs.;  pork,  40,000,000  lbs.; 
butter,  240,000,000  lbs.;  cheese,  230,000,000  lbs.  : 
eggs,  106,000,000  doz. ;  apples,  3,000,000  bbls.  ; 
potatoes,  640,000,000  lbs. ;  and  in  value,  poultry, 
$2,000,000  ;  wheat,  $145,000,000;  wheat  flour,  $50,- 
000,000;  barley, $29, 000, 000;  oats, $26, 000, 000;  peas, 
$4,500,000  ;  beans,  $6,000,000.  There,  Mr.  Speaker, 
is  a  market  which  is  easily  reached,  and  possesses 
the  feature  of  stable  permanence  in  that  it  is 
subject  to  the  minimum  of  home  competition, 
of  variation  and  fluctuation  in  the  way  of 
tariff  imposts  put  upon  it  from  one  year  to  the 
other,  a  market  made  up  largely  from  the  non¬ 
producing  classes,  in  these  respects,  who  are  con¬ 
stantly  at  work  in  the  hives  of  busy  industry 
and  are  continually  calling  on  this  country  and  other 
countries  like  situated  for  food  supplies,  to  make 
that  muscle,  brawn  ami  sinew  with  which  they  do 
the  manufacturing  for  so  large  a  portion  of  the 
world.  We  have  in  that  country,  besides,  a  dis¬ 
criminating  market,  where  the  best  wares  are 
quickly  taken  at  the  best  prices,  and  where  the 
material  in  goods  or  money  is  always  at  hand  to 
pay  for  that  which  they  purchase.  80,  Sir,  I  say 
we  may  face  towards  the  old  country,  and  for  our 
varied  products,  exploit  those  markets  which  are 
sure  to  prove  profitable  from  their  constant,  and, 
indeed,  growing  demands.  And  it  may  also  be 
that,  in  the  near  future,  considering  this  war  of 
tariffs,  which  is  taking  place  the  wide  world 
over,  considering  the  discriminating  benefits 
which  are  given  by  some  countries  and  denied 
by  others,  it  may  be  worth  the  careful  and 
thoughtful  attention  of  the  Government  as  to 
whether  or  not  the  time  is  not  approaching,  if  it  is 
not  near  at  hand,  when  it  will  become  the  duty  of 
this  Government  to  hold  out  the  hand  of  help  to 
those  that  help  us,  to  repay  favour  with  favour  and 
interest  with  interest,  and  to  give  the  best  treat¬ 
ment  in  our  markets  to  those  countries  which 
afford  to  us  the  best  treatment  in  their  markets. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Mr.  Speaker, 

am  sure  that  if  the  Minister  of  Finance  has  any 
Mr.  Foster 


sentiment  of  gratitude  in  him,  he  ought  to  be  ex¬ 
tremely  grateful  to  me  personally  for  the  opportu¬ 
nity  that  I  afforded  him  of  delivering  himself  of 
those  very  patriotic  and  glowing  sentiments  in 
which  he  indulged  a  little  while  ago.  I  regret  for 
his  sake,  not  for  mine,  he  did  not  see  fit  to  read  to 
the  House  the  whole  of  the  letter  under  my  name 
and  signature  which  appeared  in  the  London 
Economist,  of  13tli  February,  because  then,  like  the 
fabled  creature  of  Shakespeare,  his  speech  would 
have  resembled  the  toad,  which,  though  ugly 
and  venomous,  had  a  precious  jewel  in  its 
head.  But,*  as  he  would  not  do  so,  and  as  my 
modesty  forbids  my  doing  it,  I  can  only  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  that  letter,  every 
syllable  of  which  I  stand  by,  as  I  intended  to  stand 
by  it  when  I  caused  it  to  be  published  in  the 
Economist  in  reply  to  the  foul  slanders  on  the 
Liberal  party  which  the  subsidized  press  of  the 
hon.  gentleman  and  his  paid  agents,  or  our  precious 
High  Commissioner  and  his  gang  had  been  daily  cir- 
culating  to  the  detriment  of  all  those  in  this 
country  who  desire  the  real  prosperity  and  ad- 
|  vantage  of  the  people  of  Canada.  With  respect 
1  to  the  first  part  of  the  hon.  gentleman’s 
speech,  that  is  to  say,  his  financial  statement,  1 
have  no  particular  objection  to  make  to  it.  That 
part  of  it  was  moulded  very  much  011  the 
lines  of  the  Queen’s  Speech  delivered  by  His  Excel¬ 
lency  at  the  opening  of  this  Parliament  :  it  did  not 
tell  us  anything  that  was  new,  and  Remitted  all 
reference  to  a  great  number  of  matters  which, 
at  this  moment,  are,  I  think,  deserving  of  the  most 
1  serious  attention  of  the  people.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  gave  us  half  a  dozen  columns  of  Estimates, 
half  a  dozen  columns  of  the  Public  Accounts,  half  a 
dozen  columns  of  the  Trade  and  Navigation  Report. 
So  far  as  his  statement  went,  he  was,  like  some  of 
his  predecessors  of  old,  extremely  careful  with 
respect  to  dealing  with  mint,  anise  and  cummin, 
but  omitted  all  reference  to  those  weighty  and 
more  important  matters  which,  on  the  present 
occasion,  might  well  have  engaged  the  attention  of 
the  Minister  of  Finance  of  this  country.  I  think 
we  had  a  right  to  expect  something  better  on  the 
present  occasion  from  the  hon.  Minister.  This  is  not 
an  ordinary  occasion.  This  is  the  first  opportunity 
we  have  had  since  our  last  great  decennial  stock-tak¬ 
ing  of  testing,  in  the  only  and  the  best  way  in  which  it 
can  be  tested,  the  real  effects  of  the  policy  of  which 
that  hon.  gentleman  has  been  for  years  the  expon¬ 
ent  in  Parliament.  Sir,  facts  have  been  laid  before 
this  House,  facts  are  contained  in  these  docu¬ 
ments  under  my  hand,  which  might  well  have 
startled  the  most  callous,  which  might  ■well 
have  alarmed  the  most  stupid  man  in  Canada. 
And,  Sir,  in  face  of  these  facts,  what  do  we  find  on 
the  part  of  the  hon.  gentleman  and  his  colleagues  ? 
We  find  a  long  array  of  figures  having  no  bearing 
at  all  on  the  more  important  points  at  issue  ;  we 
find  fatuous  and  silly  assertions  of  prosperity, 
which — if  there  be  one  particle  of  truth  in  the 
statements  made  from  year  to  year  by  the  hon. 
gentleman  and  his  colleagues,  and  which  are  con¬ 
tained  in  the  documents  laid  on  the  Table  of  this 
House  by  their  order — show  the  result  to  be  that  the 
condition  of  things  in  Canada  is  such  as  has  not  been 
paralleled  for  at  least  fifty,  if  not  one  hundred 
years,  in  any  English  community  having  the  like 
opportunities  which  we  possessed.  To  whom  does  he 
make  these  statements  of  prosperity  ?  He  makes 
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them  to  the  people  of  Canada,  whom  his  own  de-  j 
tailed  records  show,  as  I  have  proved  again  and 
again,  to  have  lost  at  least  one  million  and  a 
half  of  their  population  within  the  course  of  the  l 
last  ten  years.  He  makes  them  to  the  people  of 
this  Dominion,  whose  representatives  now  around  j 
me  know,  that  in  all  hut  a  few  favoured  localities  j 
the  value  of  their  property  has  been  diminishing 
for  the  last  dozen  years  by  leaps  and  bounds. 
Perhaps  of  all  men,  this  hon.  gentleman  is  the 
very  fittest  man  in  the  House  to  stand  up  and 
make  these  assertions  here,  because  he  represents 
a  province  which  has  suffered  more — as  these  very 
records  show — through  the  results  of  his  foolish 
and  wicked  policy,  than  any  other  province  in  the 
Dominion  ;  and  because,  by  a  curious  combination 
of  facts,  the  identical  constituency  of  Queen’s 
which  that  hon.  gentleman  represents - 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  King’s. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT  King’s  is  it— 
the  identical  constituency  which  he  represents  has 
the  worst  record  of  any  of  the  fifteen  subdivisions 
■of  New  Brunswick  to  present  to  the  people.  Those 
very  facts  that  I  have  alluded  to  ought  themselves 
to  have  taught  the  hon.  gentleman  to  have  spoken 
in  a  mord  modest  tone  on  the  present  occasion.  I 
turn,  Mr.  Speaker,  to  the  records  in  my  hand,  and 
I  find  that  in  the  Province  of  New  Brunswick,  with 
a  total  population  of  321,231  souls,  the  results  of 
his  policy  is  shown  in  the  fact  that  in  the  course  of 
the  last  decade  New  Brunswick  has  exactly  increas¬ 
ed  61  souls.  New  Brunswick,  with  a  population  of 
sixty  thousand  families,  more  or  less,  with  a  total 
area  not  far  short  of  20,000,000  acres,  has 
gained  61  souls  in  ten  years,  and  his  own  particular 
constituency,  to  which  I  alluded,  having  begun  ten 
years  ago  with  a  population  of  14,017,  being  entitl¬ 
ed  to  natural  increase  of  about  3,500,  which  ought 
to  have  given  it  a  population  of  17,521,  comes  out 
to-day — the  hon.  Minister  of  Finance’s  own  con¬ 
stituency— with  a  population  of  12,152,  showing  a 
total  loss,  putting  together  the  positive  loss  and 
the  natural  increase,  of  5,360  souls  on  a  population 
of  12,152. 

Mr.^FOSTER.  What  constituency  is  that? 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  That  is  your 
own  constituency  of  King’s,  or  whichever  it  is. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Look  at  it  again;  you  had  better 
revise  your  figures. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  have  given 
my  figures.  Which  of  my  figures  is  it  that  you 
deny  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Those  that  you  have  read,  in 
foto. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  will  give 
you  the  time  and  opportunity  now,  and  here,  of 
refuting  them  if  you  can. 

\ 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  An  experienced  parliament¬ 
arian  like  my  hon.  friend  knows  that  he  must 
address  the  Chair. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  stand  cor¬ 
rected,  Sir,  but  I  think  you  might  also  remark  to 
my  hon.  friend  opposite,  that  no  member ’of  Parlia¬ 
ment  in  his  position  is  well  advised  or  in  order  in 
interrupting  another  member  when  he  is  speaking. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  admit  that,  but  I  hated  to  see 
you  go  wrong. 


Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Be  consoled, 
I  have  not  gone  wrong.  The  hon.  gentleman's 
commissioners  of  census  may  possibly  have  gone 
wrong,  and  I  am  not  responsible  for  the  accuracy 
of  their  figures,  but  these  figures  which  I  have  just 
given  to  the  House  are  the  exact  and  literal  figures 
taken  from  the  census  returns  laid  on  the  Table  of 
Parliament  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  I  repeat, 
Mr.  Speaker,  that  if  the  Government  records  be  true 
— and  be  it  remembered  he  has  no  reason  to  doubt 
them — these  records  show  that  during  the  last  ten 
years  during  which  the  hon.  gentleman  and  his  friends 
have  administered  the  Government  of  Canada,  the 
total  loss  of  population  almost  equals  one  man  in 
three  of  our  present  population,  taking  as  correct 
the  statement  that  the  Government  brought  900,000 
immigrants  to  settle  in  Canada.  I  call  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  the  conditions  under  which  this 
monstrous  loss  has  taken  place.  Had  such  a  loss 
occurred  in  an  old  country,  a  thickly-populated 
country,  even  in  such  a  country  no  wise  statesman 
would  have  passed  it  with  indifference,  but,  Mr. 
Speaker,  it  has  occurred  in  Canada,  a  country 
which  contains  an  almost  unlimited  area  of  ab¬ 
solutely  virgin  soil,  the  greater  part  of  which 
at  this  day  is  utterly  unoccupied,  which  is  capable 
of  sustaining  not  the  million  and  a  half  that  we 
have  lost,  but  is  abundantly  capable  of  sustaining, 
under  a  wise  and  honest  Government,  ten  times, 
twelve  times,  fifteen  times,  aye,  twrenty  times  our 
present  population.  There  is  hardly  a  single  pro¬ 
vince  in  this  Dominion,  as  I  said,  in  which  with  a 
wise  and  honest  Government,  it  would  not  be 
possible  to  find  prosperous  and  profitable  employ¬ 
ment  for  all  this  million  and  a  half  of  people  whom 
the  Government  have  driven  away.  More  than  that. 
Not  merely  have  we  an  almost  unlimited  area  to 
develop,  but  we  have,  besides,  exposed  the  older 
provinces  in  this  community  to  almost  unexampled 
sacrifices,  and  we  have  incurred  a  most  enormous 
expenditure,  which  can  only  properly  be  measured 
by  hundreds  of  millions  of  dollars,  for  the  purpose  of 
developing  the  settlement  of  the  country.  Great  as 
the  loss  in  quantity  has  been,  there  is  not  a  man  in 
this  House  who  has  paid  the  slightest  attention  to 
the  character  of  the  exodus  which  has  been  going  on 
for  so  many  years,  who  does  not  know  that  the  loss  in 
quantity  is  far  indeed  from  being  the  true  measure 
of  the  loss  the  people  of  Canada  has  sustained.  Sir, 
it  is  not  the  dregs  or  the  refuse  of  our  people 
that  are  going  from  us  ;  it  is  the  very  choice  and 
flower  of  our  population.  An  enormous  percentage 
of  this  emigration  which  I  deplore  is  composed  of 
men  between  twenty  and  forty  years  of  age  ;  men 
in  the  very  prime  and  vigour  of  life,  and  I  believe 
that  it  is  to-day  calculated  by  American  statisticians 
that  there  are  more  New  Brunswickers  and  more 
Nova  Scotians,  between  the  ages  I  have  mentioned, 
to  be  found  in  Massachusetts  and  the  sister 
New  England  states  than  remain  in  the  provinces 
which  the  hon.  gentleman  and  his  colleagues  repre¬ 
sent.  Under  these  circumstances,  we  have  a  right 
to  expect  one  of  two  things  from  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man.  We  have  a  right  to  expect  an  explanation  of 
how  these  things  have'  come  about,  or  we  have  a 
right  to  expect  a  confession  that  his  policy  and  the 
policy  of  Ids  colleagues  has  been,  as  we  have  all 
along  contended  from  first  to  last,  a  failure  and  a 
fraud.  Sir,  I  pause  to  examine  the  wretched  sub¬ 
terfuges  which  the  subsidized  press  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  and  members  of  the  Government  themselves 
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on  various  occasions  havehad  recourse  to  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  diminishing  the  weight  of  the  facts  which 
they  were  compelled  to  place  before  the  country. 
First  of  all,  I  note  that  on  almost  all  the  occasions 
on  which  they  allude  to  this  state  of  things,  their 
chief  plea  is  this,  that  in  some  insignificant  corners 
of  the  United  States,  where  the  soil  is  less  fertile, 
and  from  which  for  many  reasons  the  people  for  a 
long  time  back  have  been  in  the  habit  of  migrating 
to  some  other  parts  of  the  United  States,  a  some¬ 
what  similar  state  of  things  prevails  to  that  which 
exists  in  Canada.  Sir,  if  that  were  true,  there  is 
this  essential  difference  between  the  two  conditions 
of  things  :  The  citizen  of  the  United  States  who 
migrates  from  one  state  to  another  still  remains  a 
citizen  of  the  United  States  ;  he  does  not  forswear 
his  allegiance  or  seek  shelter  under  a  foreign  flag, 
but  continues  to  swell  the  resources  and  to  increase 
the  population  of  the  United  States.  But  how  is 
it  with  us  ?  We  all  know  very  well  that  only  the 
smallest  fragment  of  the  population  we  lose  finds 
its  way  from  one  part  of  Canada  to  another  part  of 
Canada.  We  know  that  the  policy  of  lion,  gentle¬ 
men  opposite  has  resulted  in  this,  that  during  the 
last  ten  years  they  have  driven  into  exile  far  more 
than  a  million  of  the  best  citizens  of  Her  Majesty. 
But,  Mr.  Speaker,  the  statement  which  these  lion, 
gentlemen  have  made,  that  things  are  the  same  in 
the  United  States,  is  not  by  any  means  a  truthful 
statement  of  the  facts.  It  may  be  true  as  regards 
Vermont,  Maine  or  New  Hampshire ;  but  as  regards 
that  great  group  of  states  which  adjoin  Canada,  and 
which  are  substantially  in  the  same  position  as  Cana¬ 
da,  there  is  not  a  particle  or  vestige  of  truth  in  the 
statement.  Sir,  I  will  take  the  case  of  Massachu¬ 
setts  ;  I  will  take  the  case  of  New  York  ;  I  will 
take  the  case  of  Pennsylvania,  Ohio,  Michigan  and 
North  Dakota  ;  and  I  invite  lion,  gentlemen  in  this 
House,  as  well  as  all  Canadians  who  care  to  ascer¬ 
tain  the  real  facts  of  the  case,  to  compare  the  facts 
recorded  in  the  last  census  of  the  United  .States 
with  the  allegations  so  freely  made  by  these  hon. 
gentlemen.  In  1 880  Massachusetts  had  a  total  popu¬ 
lation  of  1 ,785,000 ;  in  1800  this  had  risen  to  2,238,- 
000.  In  the  corresponding  ten  years  the  population 
of  the  five  older  provinces  of  Canada  had  risen 
exactly  325,000,  on  a  population  of  over  4,000,000. 
So  that  it  is  plain  that  Massachusetts,  with  a  little 
less  than  half  of  our  population,  gained  50  per  cent 
more  than  all  the  five  older  provinces  of  Canada, 
and  very  nearly  three  times  as  much  as  our  own 
magnificent  Province  of  Ontario,  which  possesses 
far  greater  natural  resources  and  far  greater  oppor¬ 
tunities  of  absorbing  a  larger  population  than  Mas¬ 
sachusetts  can  possibly  show.  I  turn  to  the  State 
of  New  York,  and  I  find  that  in  1880  it  had  a  popu¬ 
lation  of  5, 082, 000, which  in  ten  years  had  swollen  to 
5,997,000,  being  an  increase  of  915,000,  very  nearly 
treble  the  increase  of  our  older  provinces  on  very 
much  the  same  population.  I  take  the  case  of 
Pennsylvania,  which  in  the  ten  years  increased  in 
population  from  4,282,000  to  5,258,000.  Now,  the 
population  of  Pennsylvania  is  almost  identically 
the  same  as  that  of  Canada  ;  and  yet  in  1891  it  had 
increased  by  976,000,  or  treble  the  increase  in  the 
population  of  all  our  older  provinces,  and  double 
the  total  increase  of  all  Canada  put  together.  Ohio 
increased  from  3,198,000  in  1881,  to  3,672,000  in 
1891,  a  gain  of  474,000.  Michigan,  beginning  with 
1,636,000,  increased  to  2,093,000,  being  a  gain  of 
457,000.  North  Dakota,  beginning  with  36,000, 
.Sir  Bichard  Cartwright. 


reached  182,000,  being  a  gain  of  146,000.  I  have 
called  attention  to  these  facts,  in  order  to  show  how 
baseless  is  the  allegation  made  by  these  lion,  gen¬ 
tlemen  and  their  friends  that  we  need  not  concern 
ourselves  with  the  facts  stated,  because,  when  all  is 
said  and  done,  we  are  growing  in  population  in  the 
same  ratio  as  the  more  important  states  of  the  United 
States.  Take  those  states  adjoining  Canada,  not 
one  whit  better  than  our  chief  provinces,  and  com¬ 
pare  the  results ;  and  then  judge  for  yourself 
whether  or  not  I  am  justified  in  saying  that 
it  is  impossible  to  show  on  this  continent  a 
fair  parallel  for  the  failure  to  increase  the 
population  of  the  country  which  marks  our 
case  in  Ontario  and  in  Canada  at  large.  Then, 
Sir,  they  have  a  second  plea,  which  is  well 
worth  attention.  That  plea  has  reference  to  a  certain 
well  known  peculiarity  of  modern  life.  They  urge 
that  they  are  not  to  blame  because  for  many  years 
back  there  has  been  an  unfortunate  tendency  on 
the  part  of  a  large  number  of  our  people,  in  common 
with  many  in  the  United  States  and  in  England,  to 
desert  the  country  for  the  cities.  Well,  Sir,  out  of 
their  own  mouths  these  men  are  condemned.  If 
that  tendency  does  exist  as  one  of  the  marked 
features  of  the  present  epoch,,  then  beyond  all 
doubt  it  would  have  been  the  duty  of  wise  and 
prudent  statesmen  to  have  endeavoured  as  far  as 
they  could  to  check  that  which  has  become  a  very 
mischievous  tendency,  or,  at  the  very  least,  not  to 
have  wilfully  and  deliberately  legislated  in  such  a 
way  as  to  increase  it.  Sir,  the  policy  of  this 
Government  has  been  in  every  shape  and  way,  from 
first  to  last,  deliberately  to  injure  the  agricultural 
classes,  and  deliberately  to  increase  the  very 
tendency  of  which  they  complain  as  springing  from 
a  cause  which  they  are  unable  to  control.  I  am, 
however,  bound  to  say  that  the  case  is  not,  after  all, 
quite  as  bad  as  the  Government’s  records  make  out. 
I  have  never  believed,  as  I  have  stated  over  and  over 
again  in  this  House,  that  the  statements  so  loudly 
paraded  of  thesuccessof  this  Government  in  bringing 
immigrants  to  Canada  had  the  smallest  foundation 
in  fact.  I  never  believed  that  there  were  47,000 
immigrants  in  1881,  112,000  in  1882,  133,000  in 
1883,  103,000  in  1884,  or  886,000  in  the^  whole 
space  of  ten  years  ;  and  I  make  the  Government  a 
present  of  this  explanation— which  is  good  so  far 
as  it  goes,  inasmuch  as,  if  my  view  is  correct,  it 
diminishes  to  a  considerable  extent  the  apparent 
lamentable  exodus  of  our  people  from  Canada — - 
that  for  the  last  ten  years  the  entire  of  the  reports 
of  the  Agriculture  Department  have  been  not 
merely  erroneous,  but  little  better  than  a  deliberate 
fraud — that  none  of  these  immigrants,  or  only  the 
merest  fraction  of  them,  ever  came  to  this  country. 
My  own  belief  is  that  when  we  obtain  proper 
reports  showing  the  birthplaces  of  the  various 
inhabitants  of  Canada,  w*e  shall  find  that  so  far 
from  nearly  900,000  immigrants  having  settled  in 
this  country,  probably  not  25  per  cent,  very  pos¬ 
sibly  not  10  per  cent  of  all  those  w  ho  were  brought 
here,  and  who  have  been  paid  for  at  the  cost  of 
the  people  of  this  country,  have  remained  in 
Canada,  and  therefore  that  the  position  is  really 
less  evil,  less  mischievous,  than  the  Government 
records  would  indicate.  If  they  choose  to  assume 
that  explanation,  that  their  officers  and  colleagues 
have  been  guilty  of  errors,  which,  under  the 
circumstances,  approach  to  deliberate  frauds, 
they  are  welcome  to  take  it  and  make  the  best  of 
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it.  Looking  over  tlie  expenditure  of  nearly 
$2,857,000  for  immigration  purposes  since  1881, 
I  am  bound  to  say  that  my  opinion  is  now,  and 
always  has  been,  that  a  great  proportion  of  that  sum 
wasnever  expended  forproper  immigration  purposes 
at  all,  but  went  to  form  a  part  of  the  vast  corruption 
fund  by  virtue  of  which,  and  which  alone,  lion, 
gentlemen  opposite  hold  their  seats.  Nevertheless, 
making  all  possible  deductions,  there  is  no  doubt 
that  the  condition  is  most  grave.  If  you  choose  to 
analyze  the  returns  which  have  been  laid  before  us, 
showing  the  condition  of  the  rural  districts  of  Can¬ 
ada,  you  will  find  a  state  of  things  which  deserved 
at  least  passing  mention  at  the  hands  of  the  Minis¬ 
ter  of  Finance.  I  take  these  provinces  in  rotation, 
and  find  that  in  Prince  Edward  Island,  out  of  three 
subdivisions  for  census  purposes,  two  large  sub¬ 
divisions  show  not  only  a  loss  of  the  whole  natural 
increase  but  a  considerable,  absolute  and  positive 
loss,  and  the  remaining  one  shows  apositive  increase 
very  far  below  the  natural  increase  of  births  and 
deaths.  When  I  come  to  New  Brunswick  I  find  that 
out  of  fifteen  subdivisions,  eight  show  a  positive 
loss  and  seven  show  far  below  the  natural  increase. 
In  Nova  Scotia,  no  less  than  eight  subdivisions 
show  a  positive  loss,  nine  are  below  the  natural 
increase,  and  one  only,  out  of  the  whole  eighteen 
or  nineteen,  shows  an  increase.  In  Ontario  we 
find  thirty-nine  subdivisions  show  a  positive  loss, 
forty-two  are  almost  stationary  or  are  below  the 
natural  increase,  and  out  of  the  whole  ninety-foilr 
or  ninety-five,  thirteen  alone — almost  all  of  them 
cities — show  some  increase.  In  Quebec  there  are 
twenty-seven  subdivisions  showing  a  positive  loss 
of  population,  there  are  thirty-two  which  are 
stationary  or  below  the  natural  increase,  and  five 
only  can  be  found  which  show  an  increase  equal  to 
the  natural  increase.  Now,  you  will  remember  that 
in  all  these  cases,  I  am  supposing  that  not  one 
single  immigrant  has  been  added  to  the  population. 
I  am  supposing  that  of  all  these  900,000  to  whom 
I  have  alluded,  not  one  has  settled  in  any  of 
the  other  parts  of  this  country.  I  am  just  simply 
stating  the  case  as  exhibited  in  the  census  and 
looking  to  the  natural  increase  alone.  If  any  con¬ 
siderable  immigration  came  into  these  provinces, 
then  no  doubt  the  loss  of  our  natural  population 
would  be  even  larger  than  I  chose  to  put  it  down. 
But,  as  it  is,  the  case  is  bad  enough.  Supposing 
the  natural  increase  in  Prince  Edward  Island  had 
been  equal  to  that  of  former  years,  we  have  a  dead 
loss  in  that  province  of  about  27,000  souls;  in  New 
Brunswick,  we  would  have  a  loss  of  80,000  ;  in 
Nova  Scotia,  a  loss  of  100,000,  calculated  on  the 
ordinary  percentage  of  natural  increase.  In  our 
Province  of  Ontario,  we  find  ourselves  confronted 
with  a  loss  of  300,000  ;  in  Quebec  we  are  con¬ 
fronted  with  a  loss  of  230,000,  while,  if  you  come 
to  particular  constituencies,  we  find,  in  the  case  of 
the  great  County  of  Huron,  a  loss  of  26,000  souls 
on  a  population  of  58,000  ;  we  find  in  Grey  a  loss 
of  15,000,  on  a  population  of  76,000  ;  we  find  in 
Bruce  a  loss  of  16,000,  on  a  population  of  64,000  ; 
we  find  in  the  County  of  Oxford  a  loss  of  13,000, 
on  a  population  of  48,000  ;  in  Wellington,  a  loss 
of  25,000,  on  a  population  of  72,000;  in  Norfolk, 
a  loss  of  12,000,  on  a  population  of  37,000  ;  in 
Perth,  a  loss  of  14,000,  on  a  population  of  46,000;  in 
four  ridings  of  Middlesex,  a  lossof  27,000  on  103,000; 
and  I  am  very  sorry  indeed  to  say  that  there  are 
many  ridings  in  which  the  case  is  considerably 


worse,  but  with  the  details  of  which  I  do  not  feel  it 
necessary  to  trouble  the  House  at  this  moment. 
Now,  there  can  be  no  doubt  whatever  to  any  man 
who  will  take  the  trouble  to  study  the  records  of 
our  census,  that  in  the  case  of  New  Brunswick,  Nova 
Scotia  and  Prince  Edward  Island  our  Provinces  of 
Ontarioand  Quebec  see  their  own  fate  reflected.  Allow 
this  policy  of  isolation,  of  excessive  taxation,  to  go 
on  to  its  legitimate  end,  and  before  we  are  ten 
years  older  those  of  us  who  survive  will  see  Onta¬ 
rio  and  Quebec  in  the  same  retrogade  condition  in 
which  I  am  sorry  to  see  the  Maritime  Provinces 
now  placed.  But  it  all  appears  to  have  no  sort  of 
weight  whatever  on  the  lion,  gentleman  opposite. 
Now,  I  say  that  this  is  the  direct  result,  the  plain, 
inevitable,  direct  result  of  the  policy  which  has 
directed  the  affairs  of  the  Government  for  the  past 
fourteen  years.  I  say,  Sir,  that  there  is  no  test  of 
the  real  progress  and  advancement  of  a  country 
like  ours  which  can  compare  for  one  moment  with 
the  test  applied  by  the  growth  of  population,  and 
when  we  see  such  results  as  those  I  have  just 
depicted  taking  place  in  a  country  like  this, 
with  such  unlimited  resources  and  capacities  for 
employing  a  large  population,  those  facts  alone 
condemn,  as  nothing  else  possibly  could,  the  policy 
which  has  brought  about  these  results.  I  have 
never  doubted  that  we  committed  a  most  egregious 
blunder  when  we  were  induced,  chiefly  by  the 
exainpleof  the  United  States, to  apply  to  Canada  the 
policy  which  prevailed  there,  chiefly  brought  about, 
as  everyone  knows,  by  the  financial  exigencies  aris¬ 
ing  from  their  civil  war.  I  have  never  for  one  moment 
pretended  that  I  thought  the  people  of  the  United 
States  committed  other  than  a  very  great  blunder 
indeed  when  they  committed  themselves  to  a  policy 
of  protection.  I  believe,  if  they  had  the  wisdom  to 
adhere  to  their  earlier  line  of  policy,  they  would  be 
to-day  far  more  formidable  competitors  for  thej 
manufactures  of  the  world  than  they  are  ;  but,  at 
the  same  time,  I  have  always  admitted  that  there 
were  circumstances  connected  with  the  United 
States  which  rendered  ir  possible  and  probable 
that  the  experiment  of  protection  might  be  tried 
there  with  less  injury  to  the  people  than  in  almost 
any  other  country  we  can  imagine.  These  condi¬ 
tions  are  the  exact  opposite  of  those  which  prevail 
in  Canada  to-day.  Everything  here  tends  to  mag¬ 
nify  and  increase  the  mischief  of  a  protective  policy 
just  as  everything  in  the  United  States  tends  to 
minimise  and  diminish  it.  What  is  our  position  ? 
Every  human  being  knows  that  the  products  of 
our  various  provinces  are  substantially  similar  the 
one  to  the  other.  Everyone  knows  the  various 
provinces  have  substantially  the  same  climate,  are 
inhabited,  to  all  intents  and  purposes,  by  people 
having  the  same  wants.  Everyone  knows  that  the 
interprovincial  trade  .we  have  striven  so  hard  to 
encourage  among  them  is,  through  no  fault  of  the 
people  but  from  the  geographical  necessities  of 
their  position,  unprofitable,  costly  and  difficult, 
compared  with  the  trade  they  could  carry  on  in 
other  quarters.  Everyone  knows  that  our  market  in 
itself  is  small,  and  that  that  market  is  really  smaller 
than  it  seems  to  be,  by  reason  of  those  very  geogra¬ 
phical  difficulties  which  make  intercourse  among  the 
several  provinces  unprofitable.  Now,  if  you  turn 
to  the  United  States,  what  do  you  find  ?  You  find 
that  practically  they  are  a  world  among  them¬ 
selves,  possessing  almost  every  imaginable  variety 
of  climate  and  almost  every  imaginable  variety  of 
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production,  and  you  find  what  perhaps  is  more 
important,  that  among  the  forty  nations  who 
may  be  said  to  compose  that  Republic,  there  is  to¬ 
day  the  most  perfect  free  trade  which  ever  sub¬ 
sisted  between  any  equal  number  of  people  in  the 
world,  and  it  would  be  far  truer,  it  a  fair  account 
were  given,  to  claim  the  United  States  as  a 
proof  of  the  enormous  benefits  which  accrue 
to  a  country  like  that  from  perfect  free  trade 
among  a  great  number  of  communities  extending 

O  O  O 

from  ocean  to  ocean,  and  very  nearly  from  the  tropics 
to  the  Arctic  Sea,  than  to  claim  it  as  an  example  of 
the  benefits  of  protection.  It  is  a  literal  truth,  though 
perhaps  it  may  seem  a  paradox  to  state  it,  that  such 
are  the  natural  advantages  of  the  United  States  that 
they  might  adopt  an  absolutely  prohibitory  tariff  and 
it  would  do  them  infinitely  less  damage  than  a 
moderate  protective  tariff  would  do  in  a  country 
like  this.  Of  course,  these  statements  belong  to 
the  A  B  C  of  political  economy,  but  to  judge  by 
the  utterances  that  we  hear  on  the  other  side,  to 
judge  l>3r  the  articles  which  appear  in  the  subsidized 
press  of  lion,  gentlemen  opposite,  and  to  judge  by 
the  speeches  of  Ministers  themselves,  these  facts 
have  never  occurred  to  their  minds,  though  they 
actually  go  to  the  very  bottom  of  the  question  as 
to  whether  it  is  wise  or  prudent  for  Canada  to  con¬ 
demn  itself  to  a  policy  of  protection  and  practical 
isolation.  I  was  not  sorry  to  hear  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  throw  some  considerable  discredit  upon  his 
past  protectionist  policy.  The  hon.  gentleman,  I 
suppose  in  a  fit  of  candour,  intimated  that  perhaps 
the  time  had  come  t.o  break  down  some  of  those 
protective  barriers  and  to  admit  British  goods  on 
comparatively  equal  terms  to  compete  with  Can¬ 
adian  manufactures.  We  desire  to  cherish  any 
germ  of  grace,  however  small  or  slight,  and,  if 
the  hon.  gentleman  will  bring  down  a  policy  to 
reduce  the  taxes  on  British  goods  and  to  extend  to 
British  manufacturers  the  same  privileges  and  rights 
which  the  British  Government  and  people  afford 
to  our  productions  going  into  their  markets,  I  am 
sure  I  speak  the  sentiments  of  all  1113-  hon.  friends 
when  I  SU37  that  we  will  support  him  in  passing 
that  over  the  opposition  of  the  Canadian  manufac¬ 
turers.  We  have  no  objection  to  free  trade  with 
all  the  world,  if  the  thing  be  feasible  or  practica¬ 
ble.  For  my  own  part,  I  do  not  see  that  at  this 
moment  the  thing  is  quite  as  feasible  as  I  would 
desire  it  to  be,  and  I  am  certain  that  perfect  free 
trade  with  the  United  States,  perfect  free  trade 
and  free  interchange  with  the  United  States,  is  of 
more  value  to  the  people  of  Canada  than  free  trade 
with  all  the  rest  of  the  world,  with  the  United 
States  left  out.  But,  whether  you  have  free  trade 
with  all  the  world  or  whether  you  have  continental 
free  trade  with  the  people  of  this  continent  with 
whom  we  are  geographically  connected,  we  have 
no  objection,  but  what  we  contend,  and  always 
have  contended,  is  that  your  present  policy,  which 
is  neither  continental  free  trade  nor  free  trade  in 
any  shape  or  form,  your  present  policy  of  isolation 
and  excessive  taxation  is,  and  has  been  proved  to 
be,  the  very  worst  policy7  for  the  settlement  and 
development  of  Canada  that  any  Government  ever 
committed  itself  to,  and  I  say  again  that  the  census  i 
returns  from  which  I  have  quoted  afford  the  most  j 
ample  and  unanswerable  argument  in  support  of 
my  position.  Now,  these  three  facts  stand  out 
very  clearly  at  this  present  moment,  although  the  i 
hon.  gentleman  does  not  choose  to  admit  them.  I 
Sir  Richard  Cartwright. 


First  of  all,  it  is  clear  and  plain  that  Canada  has 
sustained  an  absolutely  unparalleled  loss  of  popu¬ 
lation  in  spite  of  the  most  prodigious  sacrifices  and 
the  most  prodigious  efforts  which  have  been  made 
to  retain  her  people  here.  In  the  second  place  it 
is  clear— let  the  hon.  gentleman  cavil  at  my 
figures  as  he  may— that  Canada  is  to-day  subject 
to  an  enormous  burden  of  taxation,  if  you  take  the 
actual  taxation  and  not  simply  the  nominal  taxa¬ 
tion,  if  you  take  not  simply  the  taxation  which  is 
paid  into  the  public  treasury,  but  if  you  take  the 
taxation  as  it  really  is — one  moiety  for  the  so-called 
needs  of  Government  and  the  other  moiety  which  is 
imposed  by7  the  Government  to  pay  their  pay7- 
masters,  the  protected  manufacturing  interests  ; 
and  I  may  add  that,  grave  as  these  burthens  are, 
they  have  been,  despite  all  the  hon.  gentleman 
may  sa3T,  enonnousl3T  increased  within  the  past 
year  or  so  by  reason  of  the  operation  of  this  so- 
called  McKinley  tariff  and  the  taxation  recently 
imposed  by  the  United  States,  with  this  further 
grave  difficulty  in  our  way,  that  this  tax 
falls  with  excessive  weight  on  a  class  of  the 
population  already  overburdened,  because  I  am  sure 
I  need  not  waste  any  time  in  attempting  to  show 
that  the  taxation  inflicted  by  the  McKinley1  tariff 
falls  almost  wholly  upon  the  shoulders  of  the 
agricultural  population  from  one  end  of  the  Domin¬ 
ion  to  the  other.  Well,  under  these  circumstances, 
it  is  not  much  to  be  wondered  at  that  the  hon. 
gentleman  is  obliged  to  stand  up  to-day  and  to 
make  public  confession  of  the  utter  failure  on  the 
part  of  the  Government  and  himself  to  redeem  any 
one  of  those  promises  with  which  they  have  been 
deluding  the  House  and  the  county  for  so  many 
years.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  told  us  unmistak¬ 
ably  and  clearly  that  he  and  his  colleagues  have 
utterly  failed  in  their  negotiations  for  reciprocity7. 
He  cannot  deny — he  will  hardly  attempt  to  deny — 
that  he  has  utterly  failed  in  the  pledges  and  promises 
he  made  that  he  would  retain  our  population  in  this 
country,  and  it  is  at  least  equally  clear  that  the 
hon.  gentleman  has  likewise  failed  utterly  in  all 
his  attempts  to  provide  a  home  market  for  the  pro¬ 
ducts  of  the  people.  All  of  these  three  things  their 
policy  depended  upon,  all  of  them  were  essential  if 
their  policy  was  to  succeed*  at  all. 

It  being  six  o’clock,  the  Speaker  left  the  Chair. 

After  Recess. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Before  I 
proceed  to  discuss  the  question  of  the  operation  of 
the  McKinley  Tariff,  I  will  take  the  opportune 
of  puttiug  myself  right  as  regards  the  Minister  of 
Finance  on  one  point.  I  find  that  I  was  in  error 
in  one  respect  as  regards  the  position  of  things  in 
New  Brunswick.  The  hon.  gentleman  represents 
a  county  which  has  sustained  the  greatest  positive 
loss  of  any  county  in  New  Brunswick,  but  not  a 
county  which  has  sustained  the  greatest  relative 
loss.  I  find  that  he  represents  the  Count3T  of 
King’s,  not  Queen’s,  as  I  erroneously7  supposed  ; 
and  I  find  that  whereas  the  County  of  King’s  has 
a  population  of  25,617  souls,  and  whereas  the 
natural  increase  011  that  ought  to  have  amounted 
to  6,404,  so  that  had  it  retained  its  natural  increase 
without  one  single  immigrant,  it  ought  to  have 
had,  in  1891,  a  population  of  32,021  souls;  I  find 
that  it  has  a  population  of  23,094,  and  that  I  was 
thus  far  in  error.  I  represented  the  hon.  gentle- 
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man  as  representing  a  county  which,  on  a  popula-  | 
tion  of  12,000  odd,  had  sustained  a  loss  of  a  little  | 
over  5,000,  whereas  he  represents  a  county  which, 
on  a  population  of  23,094,  has  sustained  a  loss,  as 
nearly  a-$  possible,  of  9,000  souls.  So,  Sir,  I  make 
the  amende  to  the  hon.  gentleman  ;  he  does  not 
represent  the  count}7  in  New  Brunswick  which  has 
relatively  suffered  most  from  his  policy  and  the 
policy  of  his  colleagues,  but  he  represents  the 
county  which  has  absolutely  suffered  most. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  The  compensation  of  having  a 
good  representative. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  If  the  hon. 
gentleman  holds  himself  worth  8,927  good  Can¬ 
adians  who  have  gone  to  the  United  States,  all  I 
can  say  is  that  in  the  opinion  of  most  people  of 
this  country  he  estimates  himself  at  a  good  deal 
more  than  900,000  per  cent  above  his  proper  value. 
Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  desire  to  speak  of  a  matter 
which  the  hon.  gentleman  did,  indeed,  touch  upon, 
but  which  he  touched  upon  marvellously  lightly, 
which  he  appeared  to  consider  a  mere  question  of 
temporary  inconvenience  which  might  possibly 
disturb  the  business  relations  of  a  small  portion  of 
the  people  of  this  country,  but  which  it  was  hardly 
worth  the  attention  of  a  potentate  like  him  to  con¬ 
sider  seriously,  that  is  to  say,  the  effect  of  what  is 
known  as  the  McKinley  Tariff  on  the  trade  and  com¬ 
merce  of  this  country  with  the  United  States.  I  de¬ 
sire  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  one  most 
unfounded  assertion  made  by  the  hon.  gentleman  as 
regards  the  McKinley  Tariff.  If  I  took  down  his  words 
correctly — and  I  am  open  to  correction,  if  I  did 
not — that  hon.  gentleman  took  upon  himself  to 
assert  that  the  McKinley  Tariff  was  the  result  of 
suggestions  made  more  or  less  directly  from  this 
side  of  the  House.  Sir,  there  never  was — although 
it  is  a  very  strong  term — a  statement  made  in  this 
House  more  utterly  devoid  of  foundation  in  facts. 
If  there  be  one  man  in  Canada  more  than  another 
to  whom  the  worst  features  of  the  McKinley  Tariff 
are  directly  due,  it  is  to  the  hon.  gentleman,  who, 
many  months  before  that  tariff  became  the  law 
of  the  United  States,  in  spite  of  warnings  over  and 
over  again  repeated  from  this  side  of  the  House, 
deliberately,  by  enactments  made  here,  as  I  say, 
long  before  the  McKinley  tariff  became  law,  chal¬ 
lenged  retaliation  on  the  part  of  the  agricultural 
interests  of  the  United  States,  and  deliberately 
deprived  our  friends  in  the  United  States  of  ail 
argument,  of  all  chance  of  modifying  the  most 
objectionable  features  of  that  Bill.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man’s  tariff  came  into  effect  some  time  in  April  or 
May  of  the  year  1890  ;  the  McKinley  tariff  did  not 
receive  presidential  sanction,  if  I  remember  right, 
until  the  5th  or  6th  of  October  of  the  same  year  ;  i 
and  more  to  that  act  of  folly  than  to  anything  else 
is  it  due  that  there  were  not  large  and  important 
modifications  in  the  McKinley  tariff.  Sir,  when 
the  hon.  gentleman  tells  us  that  the  hostile  feelings  j 
of  the  United  States  were  stirred  up  fr  om  this  side 
of  the  House,  has  he  forgotten,  or  have  his  col¬ 
leagues  forgotten,  the  testimony  of  a  late  Finance 
Minister,  now  the  High  Commissioner  of  Canada, 
given  from  his  place  on  the  floor  of  this  House, 
that  the  course,  the  impolicy,  and  the  folly  of  the 
Government  of  which  he  was  then  a  member,  had 
brought  the  two  countries,  as  Sir  Charles  Tupper 
declared  in  his  place,  to  the  very  verge  of  actual 
war,  and  over  and  over  again  within  a  hair’s  breadth 


of  an  absolute  prohibition  of  all  intercourse  between 
Canada  and  the  United  States  ?  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
am  sorry  to  say  that  I  cannot  treat  the  McKinley 
tariff  at  all  as  lightly  as  that  hon.  gentleman  does. 
Last  year  we  had  a  most  marvellous  escape  from  the 
evil  consequences  which  were  likely  to  follow  from 
that  measiu’e.  You  are  aware,  and  probably  ever}7 
hon.  gentleman  whom  I  address  is  perfectly  well 
aware,  that  last  year  we  were  favoured  with  a  re¬ 
markably  good  harvest,  and  by  an  extraordinary 
coincidence — I  cannot  call  it  a  providential  inter¬ 
position,  seeing  that  our  gain  was  the  loss  of  a 
large  number  of  our  fellow  men— while  Canada 
rejoiced  in  an  extraordinarily  good  harvest  and 
obtained  extraordinarily  good  prices  therefor,  a 
large  portion  of  the  European  world  was  plunged 
in  downright  famine.  It  is  not  likely,  it  is  not 
reasonable,  it  is  not  natural,  that  such  a  coinci¬ 
dence  should  occur  again  ;  and  before  the  hon. 
gentleman  tells  us,  or  tells  the  people  of  Canada 
that  this  McKinley  tariff  is  to  be  treated  as  a  trifl¬ 
ing  inconvenience,  1  recommend  him  strongly  to 
wait  until  one  or  two  more  ordinary  years  have 
passed  over  our  heads,  and  when  that  is  done  he 
will  be  able  to  form  something  like  an  accurate 
judgment  of  what  the  McKinley  tariff  may  really 
mean  to  the  people  of  this  country.  Now,  .Sir, 
the  hon.  gentleman  has  indulged  in  what  I  am 
afraid  I  must  characterize  as  a  very  absurd  mis¬ 
representation — absurd,  at  any  rate,  as  coming 
from  a  man  in  his  position — of  the  real  value 
and  importance  of  the  English  markets  to  Canada. 
I  am  very  far  from  alleging  that  the  English 
market  is  not  one  of  very  great  importance  and 
very  great  value  ;  but  I  have  got  this  to  tell  the 
hon.  gentleman,  that  he  makes,  I  think,  a  tremend¬ 
ous  mistake  if  he  believes  that  the  English  market 
is  likely  to  be  available  to  us  for  all  or 
more  than  a  portion  of  our  products.  For 
a  part  of  our  products  I  grant  that  the  English 
market  is  probably  very  desirable  ;  but  there  is  a 
very  large  and  important  portion  of  the  products 
of  Canada,  very  large  and  important  agricultural 
products,  for  which  I  tell  the  hon.  gentleman,  that— 
whether  he  knows  it  or  not,  the  farmers  of  Canada 
know  it — there  cannot  be  found  any  market  in  the 
world  for  one  moment  to  compare  with  the  market 
offered  by  the  United  States.  The  hon.  gentleman 
told  us,  and  the  House  will  bear  in  mind,  that  the 
circumstances  of  this  year,  to  borrow  a  word  from 
him,  are  extremely  abnormal,  that  it  is  not  at  all 
likely  we  shall  have  a  recurrence  of  such  extraor¬ 
dinary  circumstances  as  occurred  on  this  side  of 
the  water  this  last  year.  The  hon.  gentleman 
stated,  and  he  may  have  stated  correctly,  we  have 
not  the  facts  which  he  quoted  from  his  own  docu¬ 
ments,  that  in  the  year  just  passed  our  trade, 
under  the  circumstances  to  which  I  have  alluded, 
did  not  diminish  perceptibly.  But  the  hon. 
gentleman  did  not  state  to  the  House  the  fact  which 
is  apparent  on  the  most  cursory  examination,  that 
under  the  McKinley  tariff  the  trade  of  Canada,  of  all 
the  provinces,  and  especially  of  Ontario  and  Quebec, 
has  sustained  a  very  severe  loss.  How  severe  that  loss 
is  may  best  be  judged  by  a  comparison  of  the  Trade 
and  Navigation  Returns  for  1890  and  1891  as  regards 
four  or  five  important  articles.  What  I  have  to 
tell  the  hon.  gentleman  is  this,  that  under  the 
operation  of  the  McKinley  tariff  our  trade  in  barley 
has  enormously  diminished,  that  our  trade  in 
horses  has  enormously  diminished,  our  trade  in 
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hay  has  enormously  diminished,  our  trade  in  eggs  ! 
and  poultry  has  enormously  diminished,  and  the 
loss  on  these  tive  articles  to  the  agriculturists  in 
Canada  must  he  estimated  by  several  millions.  I  do 
not  want  to  inflict  on  the  House  very  minute 
details  of  all  the  articles  on  which  We  have  sus¬ 
tained  loss  under  the  McKinley  tariff,  but  I  take 
the  five  articles  to  which  I  have  alluded,  and 
I  think  any  hon.  gentleman,  when  he  hears 
what  we  have  sold  to  the  United  States  in 

1890  and  what  we  have  sold  in  1891,  must  admit 
that  I  am  perfectly  justified  in  stating  that  in 
these  important  articles  of  farm  produce,  to  enu¬ 
merate  no  others,  a  very  serious  reduction  has 
occurred,  let  the  hon.  gentleman  say  what  he 
pleases,  in  consequence  of  the  operation  of  the 
McKinley  tar  iff  ;  and  what  is  perhaps  more  to  the 
purpose,  that  there  is  no  reasonable  chance  of  our 
obtaining  an  equally  good  market  in  any  other 
part  of  the  world.  I  find  in  1890  we  sold  to  the 
United  States  9,935,000  bushels  of  barley,  of  the 
value  of  $4,582,000.  In  1891 — and  it  will  be  re- 
remembered  that  the  McKinley  tariff  was  only'  in 
•force  for  a  portion  of  that  3Tear,  and  that  large 
quantities  of  our  products  were  sent  forward 
in  anticipation— instead  of  selling  them  nearly 
10,000,000  bushels,  we  sold,  them  4,751,000 
bushels,  of  the  value  of  $2,868,000.  In  1890 
we  sold  the  Americans  101,000  tons  of  hay, 
of  the  value  of  $922,000  ;  in  1891  we  sold  them 
50,000  tons  of  the  value  of  $375,000.  In  1890  we 
sold  about  13,000,000  dozen  of  eggs,  of  the  value  of 
$1,795,000  ;  in  1891  we  sold  7,364,000  dozen,  of  the 
value  of  $1,074,000.  In  poultry  we  sold  them  the 
•value  of  $105,000  in  1890,  and  $53,000  worth  in 
1891.  In  the  case  of  horses,  we  sold  them  in  1890 
16,118,  of  the  value  of  $1,887,000  ;  in  1891  we  sold 
9,937,  of  the  value  of  $1,215,000.  In  these  five 
products  alone  we  sold  the  Americans  in  1890  the 
value  of  $9,291,000,  and  in  1891,  $5,585,000  worth. 
If  that  is  true  on  these  five  articles,  I  ask  the  House 
to  consider  what  would  probably  be  the  total  loss 
likely  to  be  sustained  by  our  farmers  if  I  were  to 
include  all  the  vast  varieties  of  other  articles,  all 
the  vast  varieties  of  agricultural  and  animal  pro¬ 
ducts,  for  all  of  which  every  farmer  in  Canada  finds 
a  far  better  market  in  the  United  States  than  can 
be  possibly  obtained  for  them  elsewhere.  It  is 
interesting  to  notice  what  our  trade  with  the  United 
States  would  have  amounted  to  had  the  trade  for 

1891  been  left  undisturbed  by  the  operation  of 
the  McKinley  tariff.  Had  there  been  an  equal 
trade  for  1890,  and  1890  was  by  no  manner 
of  means  our  largest  year,  this  result  would 
have  followed  :  our  exports  to  the  United 
States  would  have  been  rather  in  excess, 

I  fancy,  of  our  exports  to  any  other  country  in  the 
world,  Great  Britain  not  excepted.  As  it  was,  I 
notice  that  whereas  in  1890  we  sold  to  the  United 
■States  our  own  products  to  the  value  of  $36, 1 1 2,000, 
in  1891  the  value  was  $37,242,000;  and  I  observe 
that  our  total  trade  with  the  United  States  is 
larger  than  our  total  trade  with  any  other  country 
in  the  world.  I  notice,  also,  that  the  total  increase 
which  took  place  in  1891  appears  to  have  occurred 
in  our  trade  with  the  United  States.  Our  exports 
to  the  United  States  of  our  own  products  increased 
by  $1,530,000  ;  our  imports  from  the  United  States 
increased  by  $1,395,000,  bullion  not  included.  Sir, 

I  think  this  brief  statement  of  the  facts  ought  to 
show  every  man  in  this  House  that  whether  or  not 
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on  a  particular  occasion  we  have  sustained  serious 
damage  from  the  loss  of  the  American  market, yet, 
under  usual  circumstances  in  any  ordinary  year,  it 
was  scarcely  possible  for  any  man  to  exaggerate 
the  mischief  and  injury  which  would  be  done  to 
the  agriculturists  of  Canada  if  the  American  mar¬ 
ket  should  unhappily  continue  to  be  barred  to  their 
products.  Practically  speaking,  the  only  thing  in 
which,  so  far  as  I  can  see,  we  are  likely  to  deal  on 
even  terms  in  the  English  market,  are  wheat,  fat 
cattle,  pork  products  and  cheese.  In  all  other 
respects  I  say  here,  without  fear  of  contradiction 
from  any  man  who  understands  the  agricultural 
interests  of  Canada,  that  the  loss  of  the  American 
market,  if  we  do  lose  it,  would  be  little  short  of 
an  irreparable  calamity  to  the  already  overburdened 
farmers  of  the  Dominion.  In  measuring  the  amount 
of  taxes  on  our  farmers,  it  would  be  well  for  hon. 
members  to  remember  this,  that  they  have  a  double 
tax  to  pay  by  the  McKinley  tariff.  First,  they  are 
taxed  to  the  fidl  extent  in  almost  all  cases  for  the 
benefit  of  the  American  treasury.  I  grant  you  the 
American  consumer  suffers  ;  but  it  is  an  equally 
notorious  fact,  that  while  the  American  consumer 
loses,  the  Canadian  consumer  loses  likewise.  It 
is  an  equally  notorious  fact,  that  if  the  American  is 
compelled  to  pay  more  for  what  he  pur¬ 
chases,  the  Canadian  farmer  is  obliged  to 
accept  less.  Over  and  above  this,  it  is  perfectly 
plain  to  demonstration  that  on  all  the  articles  I 
have  named  the  Canadian  farmer  suffers  a  double 
loss,  not  only  on  what  he  pays  into  the  American 
treasury,  but  the  reduced  price  at  which 
he  has  to  dispose  of  his  surplus  products 
in  the  home  market.  In  the  first  place,  the 
farmer  is  obliged  to  pay  a  tax  to  the  United  States, 
and  he  is  also  obliged,  in  his  own  market,  to  take 
a  much  smaller  price  than  he  otherwise  would  have 
received.  I  say,  that  if  ever  there  was  a  case 
which  deserves  special  consideration  at  the  hands 
of  the  Government,  it  is  the  case  of  the  Canadian 
farmer  from  one  end  of  Canada  to  the  other'  to-day. 
The  best  that  can  be  said  is  this  :  Many  of  our 
farmers  must  prepare  for  a  total  change  of  system, 
and  I  need  not  tell  the  House  that  you  cannot  change 
the  system  of  agriculture  in  any  country  without  a 
considerable  expenditure  of  capital,  nor  need  I  tell 
my  friends  here  that  in  the  case  of  a  vast  number 
of  our  farmers,  it  is  utterly  hopeless  and  impossible 
for  them,  as  matters  now  stand,  to  raise  that 
requisite  capital.  What  is  the  condition  of  the 
farmers  of  Canada  ?  At  this  present  moment  the 
policy  of  the  Government  is  to  pay  huge  bounties 
out  of  the  pockets  of  the  people,  out  of  the  pockets 
of  these  very  farmers,  for  the  purpose  of  encourag¬ 
ing  certain  petted  and  special  manufacturers. 
When  the  Minister  of  Finance  seated  that  I  com¬ 
pute  the  tax  paid  by  the  people  of  Canada  at  $60- 
000,000,  he  stated  what  is  perfectly  correct.  We 
pay  $30,000,000  into  our  national  treasury  for 
our  national  expenditure,  and  we  are  taxed 
in  all  human  probability,  to  a  much  larger 
amount  for  the  purpose  of  promoting  the  interest 
of  a  couple  of  hundred  favoured  manufacturers. 
I  will  give  but  a  few  illustrations  of  this.  Why, 
Sir,  at  this  very  moment  the  community  of  Canada 
are  taxed  to  the  tune  of  nearly  $2,000,000  on  the 
article  of  sugar  alone,  of  which  tax  only  a  most 
insignificant  fraction  goes  into  the  public  treasury. 
The  farmers  of  Canada  are  compelled  probably  to 
pay  at  least  half  of  that,  and  they  get  absolutely 
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no  return.  Take  the  tax  on  binding  twine  to 
which  some  of  my  hon.  friends  have  been  inviting 
attention  by  their  motions  on  the  Order  paper.  I 
am  not  going  into  a  discussion  to-night  as  to  whether 
the  figures  given  by  my  hon.  friend  from  Marquette 
(Mr.  Watson)  are  exactly  and  minutely  correct  or 
not  ;  Id ut  this  I  say  to  the  House  of  Commons,  and 
this  I  say  to  the  people  of  Canada,  that  here  is  an¬ 
other  case  where  the  farmers  of  Canada  are 
deliberately  taxed  between  $300,000  and  $400,000, 
and  the  treasury  of  Canada  benefits  by  scarcely 
86,000.  Take  the  article  of  coal  oil,  and  you 
find  that  all  over  Canada  our  people  are  com¬ 
pelled  to  pay  200  or  300  per  cent  more  than 
they  need  pay  if  they  had  free  trade  in  that 
with  the  United  States,  and  a  very  small  amount 
in  comparison  of  that  tax  finds  its  way  into  the  public 
treasury.  Take  the  tax  on  iron  and  the  bounty  on 
iron.  Why,  Sir,  iron  is 'an  article  of  prime  necessity 
and  prime  consumption  on  the  part  of  the  farmer. 
Iron  in  its  various  shapes  is  most  enormously  taxed. 
Iron  is  subjected  in  some  shapes  in  which  the 
farmer  uses  it  to  a  tax  of  60,  70,  and  even  as 
high  as  80  per  cent  ;  and,  not  content  with 
that  enormous  tax,  the  Government  must  place  a 
bounty  on  it,  to  bd  paid  out  of  the  pockets  of  the 
farmer  on  every  pound  of  iron  produced.  I  say 
nothing  of  the  tax  on  coal,  because  that  only  falls 
upon  the  farmer  in  a  comparatively  small  degree  ; 
but  it  may  be  well  to  remind  the  House  that  that 
tax  is  virtually  doubled  by  the  fact  that  over  and 
above  the  tax  on  coal,  we  are  compelled  every 
year  to  pay  large  sums  to  make  good  the  deficit  in 
the  running  expenses  of  the  Intercolonial  Railway, 
because  it  conveyes  coal  for  the  benefit  of  one  or 
two  favoured  collieries  at  far  below  prime  cost.  I 
ask,  as  I  have  a  right  to  ask,  what  do  the  Govern¬ 
ment  propose  to  do,  under  these  circumstances,  for 
the  farmers  of  Canada  ?  We  listened  in  vain  in 
the  hon.  gentleman’s  speech  for  one  single  sugges¬ 
tion,  one  single  remark  or  observation,  which  could 
be  construed  in  any  shape  or  way  into  signifying 
either  that  the  hon.  gentleman  recognized  the  posi¬ 
tion  and  the  extreme  severity  of  the  burden  laid  on 
our  agriculturists,  or  that  he  was  prepared  to  take 
one  step  to  remove  it.  Hoes  he  propose  to  reduce 
a  single  one  of  the  taxes  which  weigh  heavily 
on  the  farmers  ?  Not  he.  Does  he  propose  to  give 
our  farmers  any  bounties  ?  They  are  subjected  by 
the  action  of  a  foreign  state  to  a  very  oppressive 
taxation  indeed.  I  would  like  to  know,  Sir,  what 
merit  there  is  in  any  man  manufacturing  cotton 
or  woollen  which  gives  him  a  greater  claim  on 
the  treasury  than  the  farmer  should  have  who 
manufactures  beef,  or  who  manufactures  barley 
or  any  other  description  of  agricultural  pro¬ 
ducts.  If  the  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  are  con¬ 
sistent,  if  the  hon.  gentlemen  do  desire  to 
relieve  the  farmer,  the  way  is  open  to  them.  Let 
them  bring  down  a  measure — it  will  not  consort,  I 
grant,  with  the  principles  of  political  economy  ;  but 
what  are  the  principles  of  political  economy  to 
them — let  them  bring  down  a  measure  to  relieve 
the  farmer  from  the  excessive  burden  which  foreign 
legislation  has  placed  upon  him  ;  let  them  bring 
down  a  measure  to  pay  him  30  cents  per  bushel  on 
barley,  and  5  cents  per  dozen  on  his  eggs  ;  let 
them  compensate  him  for  the  loss  on  his  horses,  and 
then  I  will  say — not  that  their  course  is  wise  or 
politic — but  at  least  that  it  is  consistent  and 
honest ;  and  most  assuredly  the  farmers  of  Canada, 


under  the  circumstances,  have  as  good,  and  abetter 
claim  to  be  indemnified  than  have  the  manufac¬ 
turers.  Or  do  the  hon.  gentlemen  propose  to  find 
the  farmers  new  markets  ?  W ell,  Sir,  if  I  am  to  judge 
from  the  statements  recently  made  to  us,  the  oppor¬ 
tunity  and  the  hopes  of  the  Government  ever  finding 
new  markets  for  our  farmers  or  anybody  else,  are  few 
and  far  between.  The  Minister  of  Finance  to-nieht 
was  good  enough  to  give  a  description  of  his  recent 
trip  to  Washington  and  of  the  success  which 
attended  his  earnest  and  well-meant  efforts  to  pro¬ 
mote  a  treaty  of  reciprocity  between  Canada  and 
the  States  ;  and  here  I  have  a  word  to  say  to  the 
hon.  gentleman  with  respect  to  the  papers  which 
were  laid  on  the  Table  of  this  House.  In  these 
papers,  from  first  to  last,  I,  for  one,  fail  to  find  the 
smallest  or  slightest  reference  to  the  trade  negotia¬ 
tions  on  account  of  reciprocity  ;  not  one 
syllable  contained  in  the  documents,  not  one 
word,  not  one  allusion  to  it  is  laid  on  the 
Table  of  this  House.  Sir,  this  is  a  matter  of  grave 
importance.  The  statements  made  by  the  hon. 
gentleman  to-night  are  very  grave  and  will  have,  I 
fear,  graver  consequences  than  he  appears  to  be¬ 
lieve  at  this  present  moment.  If  the  statements 
have  been  duly  protocoled,  if  they  have  been  sub¬ 
mitted  to  Mr.  Blaine,  agreed  to  by  Mr.  Blaine,  or 
by  United  States  representatives  and  accepted  as  a 
truthful  statement  of  what  happened  there,  then, 
Mr.  Speaker,  all  I  have  to  say  is  that,  in  my  opinion, 
the  Government  were  guilty  of  a  grave  act  of  dis¬ 
respect  •  to  this  House  and  were  derelict  in  their 
duty  in  not  having  included  such  a  protocol  or  a 
statement  of  what  happened  in  the  papers  laid  on 
the  Table.  But,  if  they  have  not  been  submitted 
to  Mr.  Blaine,  if  they  have  not  been  agreed  to  by 
him,  if  it  should  turn  out  as  it  has  turned  outbefore, 
that  there  are  serious  misunderstandings  between 
our  delegation  and  the  representatives  of  the  United 
States  as  to  the  construction  to  be  put  on  this  ver¬ 
bally  reported  conversation  which  we  had  to-night  ; 
then,  Sir,  I  have  to  tell  the  Minister  of  Finance  that 
he  has  committed  about  as  impolitic  and  unwise  an 
act  as  it  is  possible  to  conceive.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  was  good  enough  to  tell  us  that  this  matter 
was  settled.  I  doubt  if  the  hon.  gentleman  ever 
made  a  greater  mistake  in  his  life.  The  matter  is 
not  settled,  nor  will  any  such  statement  as  he  has 
made,  even  if  it  were  endorsed  by  Mr.  Blaine,  avail 
to  settle  it.  I  will  tell  the  hon.  gentleman  what  is 
settled  ;  I  will  tell  him  on  what  point  no  man  in 
this  country  need  any  longer  have  any  doubt.  That 
point  is  the  utter  disinclination  of  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  to  take  any  effective  steps  whatever  to 
bring  about  a  treaty  of  reciprocity  between  Canada 
and  the  United  States.  Sir,  their  whole  conduct 
has  been  of  a  piece  in  this  matter.  First  of  all,  a 
year  and  over  ago  we  had  these  gentlemen  obtain¬ 
ing  a  dissolution  under  what  I  must  characterize  as 
false  pretenses,  in  view  of  the  statements  subse¬ 
quently  made  by  Mr.  Blaine  and  confirmed  by  Sir 
Charles  Tupper.  After  that  we  had  them  going 
down  to  their  mock  conference  at  Washington  in 
April  last.  And  now,  Sir,  we  have  had  them  go 
down  again — -and  for  what  purpose  ?  Sir,  I  take 
the  statement  made  by  the  hon.  gentleman  himself, 
in  his  place  a  few  hours  ago,  and  if  I  am  to  judge 
bjr  that  statement,  the  object  of  his  going  down  to 
Washington  appears  to  have  been  to  raise  all  the 
difficulties  that  he  knew  how  to  raise  in  the  way  of 
any  settlement  or  agreement  with  the  United  States. 
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He  did  not  go  down  for  the  purpose  of  making  any 
proposition  which  he  entertained  the  remotest  idea 
the  United  States  would  accept.  He  went  down, 
if  he  had  any  definite  object  in  view,  for  the  pur¬ 
pose,  so  far  as  1  can  see,  of  bolting  and  barring  the 
door,  to  the  best  of  his  power,  against  any  other 
negotiators  who  might  proceed  to  Washington  with 
an  honest  desire  to  negotiate  a  reciprocity  treaty. 
Why,  Sir,  on  the  lion,  gentleman's  own  statement, 
he  seems  to  have  applied  himself  diligently  to  ob¬ 
tain  a.  refusal  from  Mr.  Blaine.  Was  it  ever  heard 
before  that  a  Canadian  Minister  applied  to  the 
Minister  of  a  foreign  state  to  be  told  how  he  was  to 
raise  a  revenue  ?  Was  it  ever  heard  before  that 
lie  entered — for  the  purpose,  no  doubt,  of  facilitat¬ 
ing  a  treaty  of  reciprocity  with  the  United  States — 
into  a  long,  elaborate  and  minute  description  of  all 
the  difficulties  that  would  attend  it  ?  That  is  not 
the  way,  Sir,  in  which  reciprocity  treaties  or  any 
other  treaties  can  be  negotiated.  That  is  not  the 
way  in  which  Lord  Elgin  and  his  Ministers  suc¬ 
ceeded  in  obtaining  the  reciprocity  treaty,  to  which 
the  lion,  gentleman  referred,  made  in  1854.  Now, 
Sir,  I  am  afraid  that  it  is  quite  needless  to  invite 
any  favourable  response.  These  lion,  gentlemen’s 
course  had  been  pretty  well  known  in  the  United 
States.  Their  utterances  in  this  House  and  out  of 
it,  particularly  out  of  it,  could  not  possibly  have 
escaped  the  attention  of  the  United  States.  They 
were  published  in  all  their  journals  ;  they  were 
published  in  all  possible  places  and  on  all  possible 
occasions.  Why,  Sir,  I  myself,  but  one  week  before 
the  lion,  gentleman  went  down  to  Washington  so 
earnestly  desirous  of  negotiating  a  treaty,  had  the 
pleasure  of  hearing  him  for  an  hour  and  a  half  in 
the  town  of  Brampton  descanting  to  an  audience 
of  several  thousand  people  on  the  uselessness  of 
applying  to  the  United  States  for  a  reciprocity 
treaty.  Never  was  there  a  prophet  who  took  more 
pains  to  fulfil  his  own  prophecy  than  the  lion, 
gentleman.  But  what  are  we  to  expect  of 
negotiators  who  go  down  to  conduct  a  diffi¬ 
cult  and  delicate  negotiation  with  a  people 
like  the  United  States,  and  who  one  week 
before  have  publicly  declared  in  the  freest  anti 
frankest  manner  that  they  do  not  believe  in 
reciprocity,  that  they  do  not  think  it  would  be 
worth  anything  to  the  Canadian  people  if  they  got 
it,  and  that  they  had  not  the  slightest  idea  that  it 
would  be  obtained.  Now,  Sir,  I  would  like  to 
know  who  ever  expected  —  following  the  lion, 
gentleman’s  own  statement  —  that  the  United 
States  were  going  to  enter  into  a  treaty  of 
reciprocity  with  us  unless  we  were  prepared  to 
admit  their  manufactured  as  well  as  their  natural 
products.  Why,  Sir,  it  was  known  perfectly  well 
that  it  was  the  idlest  folly  in  the  world  for  any 
Canadian  Minister  to  go  down  and  talk  about  a 
reciprocity  in  natural  products.  Allow  me  to  tell 
the  lion,  gentleman  that  reciprocity,  in  the  very 
nature  of  the  case,  must  involve — not  discrimina¬ 
tion,  as  he  puts  it  artfully,  for  the  purpose  of 
exciting  prejudice  against  it ;  but  every  genuine 
reciprocity  treaty  involves  this  :  If  a  country  is 
going  to  give  you  special  privileges,  you  must  give 
that  country  special  privileges  in  return.  .  It  is  of 
the  very  essence  of  reciprocity.  It  would  be 
monstrous  for  the  lion,  gentleman  or  his  colleagues 
to  expect  that  the  United  States  or  any  other 
country  would  enter  into  a  reciprocity  treaty  on 
any  other  terms. 

Sir  Richard  Cartwright. 


Mr.  FOSTER.  How  about  the  member  for 
Huntingdon  (Mr.  Scriver)  ? 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  do  not 
know  that  the  member  for  Huntingdon  ever  denied 
that  proposition.  The  member  for  Huntingdon, 
being  a  man  of  intelligence  and  sense,  understands 
perfectly  well  that  the  very  essence  of  reciprocity 
is  to  give  in  order  that  we  may  get.  There  can  be 
no  reciprocity  otherwise.  And,  moreover,  the  lion, 
gentleman  and  his  friends  knew  perfectly  well  that 
the  United  States  would  insist,  and  they  have  a 
perfect  right  to  insist,  that  if  they  extend  the  hand 
of  good-fellowship  to  us,  if  they  give  us  this  great 
privilege,  as  great  privilege  it  would  lie,  we  on  our 
part  should  have  sufficient  decency  and  self-respect 
not  to  turn  Canada  into  a  smuggling  base  to  the 
detriment  of  the  United  States.  Now,  Sir,  I  will 
tell  the  lion,  gentleman  that  for  my  part  I  think  he 
has  misunderstood  and  seriously  misinterpreted 
what  has  passed.  Possibly  we  may  be  in  a  position 
to  judge  of  that  before  we  are  very  much  older.  I 
have  no  doubt  that  the  United  States  Govern¬ 
ment  or  their  representatives  would  insist 
on  the  two  things  which  I  have  enumerated  :  first 
of  all,  that  the  reciprocity  should  be  genuine,  one 
under  which  they  would  obtain  advantages  as  well 
as  give  them,  and  secondly,  that  we  should  take 
care  that  Canada  should  not  be  a  smuggling  base. 
Beyond  that,  for  my  part,  notwithstanding  the 
statement  of  the  lion,  gentleman,  I  have  very  grave 
fear  that  he  most  seriously  misunderstood  amPlias 
most  seriously  misrepresented  the  whole  nature  of 
the  conference.  And  I  have  no  doubt  at  all  about 
this,  Sir,  that  any  Canadian  delegation  who  go 
down  there  with  a  clearer  and  more  honourable 
record  than  these  gentlemen  are  able  to  bring— any 
Canadian  delegation  who  are  able  to  say  to  the 
United  States  :  “  while  we  desire  to  retain  our  ow  n 
autonomy,  we  are  honestly  and  sincerely  desirous 
of  living  on  friendly  terms  with  you  and  giving  you 
something  in  exchange  for  what  you  give  us,”  will 
not  find  any  insuperable  difficulty  in  obtaining  a 
reciprocity  treaty  with  the  United  States. 

Mr.  WALLACE.  Farrer,  for  instance. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  have  no 
doubt  that  he  would  make  an  infinitely  better 
negotiator  than  any  or  all  of  the  gentlemen  who 
went  there.  Now,  Sir,  I  am  glad  for  one  that  the 
hon.  gentlemen  have  shown  their  hand  at  last. 
All  through  this  controversy  we  have  been  ham¬ 
pered  and  entangled  by  the  assertions  made  by 
their  followers,  if  not  by  themselves,  that  they 
were  most  earnestly  desirous  of  negotiating  a  reci¬ 
procity  treaty.  Sir,  no  man  now'  can  pretend  that 
they  either  desire  or  hope  to  obtain  a  treaty  of 
reciprocity  with  the  United  States.  It  is  perfectly 
plain  and  clear,  that  so  far  as  these  men  are  con¬ 
cerned,  all  hope  has  departed.  They  cannot,  they 
will  not — I  do  not  believe,  Sir,  that  they  ever  had  the 
desire  or  thepow  er — to  negotiate  a  reciprocity  treaty 
on  any  terms  that  would  be  acceptable  ;  because,  Sir, 
I  know  who  stands  behind  the  throne,  I  know 
who  control  this  Government.  I  know  who 
are  the  men  wfithout  whom  they  have  no 
chance  ^whatever  of  retaining  their  present  place  ; 
and,  knowing  that,  I,  for  my  part,  never  have  en¬ 
tertained  the  slighest  belief,  nor  do  I  entertain  the 
slightest  belief  now,  that  those  hon.  gentlemen 
have  the  slightest  desire  at  any  time  to  negotiate  a 
reciprocity  treaty,  at  any  rate  for  the  admission  of 
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American  manufactures  oil  equal  terms  with  Cana¬ 
dian.  Sir,  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman  has  shown 
conclusively,  to-day,  to  every  man  who  paid  the 
least  attention  to  his  speech  or  his  tone  or  the  tone 
of  his  supporters  when  he  delivered  it,  that  he,  for 
one,  was  most  sincerely  delighted  when  he  obtained 
a  refusal  from  Mr.  Blaine  to  negotiate  a  reciprocity 
treaty.  Now,  Sir,  there  is  another  point  to  which 
the  attention  of  the  House  may  fairly  be  called,  as 
to  which  the  hon.  gentleman  thought  it  expedient 
to  say  little  or  nothing.  It  has  been,  for  a  long 
time,  a  very  unfortunate  feature,  indeed,  in  our 
domestic  economy",  that,  while  we  have  spent  larger 
sums  of  money  than,  I  think,  any  country  of  our 
size  and  population,  almost,  has  ever  spent  on  great 
public  works,  up  to  the  present  time  the  results 
have  been  simply  disastrous.  I  am  not  able, 
to-day,  to  put  my  finger  on  one  single,  solitary 
public  work  anywhere  in  Canada  which  pays 
interest  on  its  outlay.  I  am  hardly  able  to 
put  my  finger  on  any  one  public  work  which  does 
not  show  an  annual  deficit  in  the  effort  to  make 
good  the  gap  between  the  actual  working  expenses 
and  receipts.  So  it  would  appear  we  are  going,  and 
'  going  very  rapidly,  from  bad  to  worse.  Now,  I 
have  given  a  memo,  of  the  total  cost  of  our  railways 
and  canals  and  other  public  works  during  the  past 
year.  The  hon.  gentleman,  although  he  gave  us  a 
great  many  figures,  did  not  dwell  particularly  on 
these,  and  yet  these  are  ones,  I  think,  which  might 
command  particularly  the  attention  of  this  House. 
I  take  first  the  Intercolonial  Railway,  on  which 
last  year  we  received  the  sum  of  $2,977,395,  and 
on  which  wholly  and  entirely  apart  from  the  heavy 
charges  on  capital  account,  our  expenditure 
amounted  to  $3,362,314,  being  a  deficit  of  very 
little  less  than  $700,000  on  the  working  of  last 
year.  I  turn  to  our  canals,  on  which  we  received 
$320,189  all  told,  and  on  which  our  expenses 
amounted  to  $543,934,  being  a  clear  deficit  of 
$223,000.  I  turn  to  the  whole  volume  of  public 
works,  including  the  cost  of  the  department, 
and  I  find  that  while  our  receipts  amounted  to 
$3,685,630,  our  total  expenditure  was  $4,971,179, 
showing  a  deficit,  over  and  above  interest  on  the 
enormous  cost  of  construction,  of  $1,295,549.  It 
would  be  well  if  that  were  the  worst,  but  the 
House  will  remember  that  a  little  while  ago,  in 
reply  to  a  question  put  by  me  across  the  House, 
the  lion,  gentleman  opposite  was  good  enough  to 
inform  us  that,  in,  I  think,  a  period  of  seven 
months  out  of  the  twelve,  the  deficit  on  the  Inter¬ 
colonial  Railway  had  run  up  to  the  amount  of 
$700,000,  being  at  the  rate  of  $100,000  a  month,  or 
$1,200,000  in  the  course  of  a  year,  if  the  same 
ratio  between  receipts  and  expenses  continued. 
8ir,  it  is  worth  while  to  go  back  for  a  year  or  two  in 
this  matter  of  the  Intercolonial  Railway.  In 

1889,  I  find  that  its  total  receipts  amounted  to 
$2,895,364  and  its  total  expenditure  to  $3,153,928, 
showing  a  deficit,  therefore  three  years  ago,  of 
$258,000.  In  1890  its  receipts  were  $2,928,477, 
and  its  expenses,  not  including  the  items  charged 
to  capital,  $3,481,472,  being  a  deficit  of  $552,000. 
In  189  R  as  I  have  told  you,  their  receipts  were 
$2,977,375,  and  expenses  $3,662,314,  showing  a 
deficit  of  $684,900.  Now,  that  is  a  tolerably  rapid 
progression.  $258,000  deficit  in  1889,  $551,000  in 

1890,  $684, 000  in  1891,  and  in  the  seven  months  of 
1891-92,  $700,000  more.  Looking  at  our  Trade  and 
Navigation  Returns,  I  see  that  there  is  indeed  a 
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small  increase.  Apparently  our  returns  of  imports 
and  exports  together  have  risen  from  $209,000,000 
to  a  little  over  $211,000,000,  a  rather  small  in¬ 
crease,  I  must  say,  seeing  that  it  only  amounts 
to  one  per  cent  on  the  volume  of  transactions  in 
the  year.  But  it  is  noteworthy,  particularly  in 
this  connection,  to  observe  where  those  increases 
took  place.  Our  increased  trade  and  commerce 
with  the  United  States,  in  spite  of  the  McKinley 
tariff,  represents  the  whole  $2,000,000  ;  and  if 
you  choose  to  compare  our  trade  with  the  United 
States  in  all  the  great  items,  whether  it  be  mines 
or  fisheries  or  lumber  or  agricultural  productions 
or  manufactures,  you  will  find  that  in  all,  save  the 
single  article  of  animal  products,  the  United 
States  are  our  largest  customers,  and  even  take 
seventy-five  or  eighty  per  cent  of  all  our  products, 
proving  completely,  I  say  again,  the  enormous  im¬ 
portance  to  the  people  of  this  country  of  main¬ 
taining  friendly  commercial  relations  with  the 
people  of  the  United  States.  Now,  I  am  not  making 
a  comparison  at  all  for  the  purpose  of  annoying 
hon.  gentlemen,  but  I  am  making  it  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  showing  what  an  enormous  capacity  of 
increase  there  is  in  the  trade  of  the  United  States, 
and  I  would  just  call  attention  to  the  fact  that 
between  the  years  1890  and  1891,  the  total  trade 
of  the  United  States  appears  to  have  increased 
nearly  $90,000,000.  Their  exports  in  1890  were 
$845,000,000  ;  in  1891  these  exports  rose  to  $872,- 
000,000.  Their  imports  in  1890  amounted  to 
$789,000,000,  and  in  1891  to  $845,000,000.  I 
call  attention  to  that,  as  I  say,  not  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  comparing  the  relative  increase  there  and 
the  relative  increase  in  our  case,  but  for  the  purpose 
of  showing,  what  I  have  often  pointed  out  to  the 
House,  the  almost  unlimited  possibilities  for  the 
expansion  of  trade  between  us  and  the  United 
States,  if  only  we  could  obtain  free  access  to  their 
markets.  I  spoke  awhile  ago  of  the  huge  burden 
of  actual  taxation  now  inflicted  on  the  people  of 
Canada,  and,  as  I  say,  it  is  perfectly  clear  they  are 
at  present  obliged  to  pay  no  less  than  three  separate 
taxes,  one  stated  by  the  hon.  gentleman  to-night, 
to  the  federal  treasury  ;  another  of  at  least  an 
equal  amount,  of  which  I  gave  a  few  samples  a 
little  while  ago,  to  the  protected  manufacturers  ; 
and  again  a  third,  and  a  very  onerous  tax,  to  the 
United  States  treasury,  and  coupled  with  it  must  be 
taken  the  loss  on  their  home  sales  sustained  by  the 
farmers  in  consequence  of  being  deprived  of  that 
market.  Now,  although  it  may  sound  a  large  sum, 
I  entertain  no  doubt  whatever  myself  that  these 
three  distinct  items  of  actual  taxation — for  they  are 
all  actual  taxation — have  come  to  equal  a  sum  not 
much  short  of  $70,000,000  a  year  inflicted  upon  the 
people  of  this  country  ;  and,  further,  and  what  is 
worse,  a  large  proportion  of  that  taxation  is  very 
unequally  distributed,  and  a  large  proportion  of  it 
rests  on  the  shoulders  of  the  farmers  alone,  who 
are  at  present  least  able  to  bear  it.  There  is  an¬ 
other  consideration  which  it  will  be  well  for  hon. 
gentlemen  to  bear  in  mind.  The  hon.  the  Finance 
Minister  talks  about  the  negotiations  between  us 
and  the  United  States  as  being  settled  and  con¬ 
cluded.  Sir,  I  am  unable  to  agree  with  him  on  that 
point.  My  experience,  and  I  think  the  experience 
of  most  men  who  have  paid  any  attention  to  the 
passage  of  events  in  that  country  is  this  :  Either 
the  gap  between  us  must  be  closed  or  the  gap  will 
widen.  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman  is  deceiving 
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himself  and  deceiving  the  House,  if  he  imagines 
that  things  will  be  allowed  to  remain  as  they  are. 
I  believe  he  will  find  either  that  he  will  have  to 
come  to  terms  with  the  people  of  the  United  States, 
or  he  will  find  looming  in  the  not  distant 
future  what  Sir  Charles  Tupper  pointed 
to  not  long  ago,  and  that  is  something  nearly 
approaching  to  total  non-intercourse  between 
Canada  and  the  United  States.  And  now,  having 
reviewed  more  or  less  briefly  the  statements  made 
by  the  hon.  gentleman,  and  some  of  the  facts  which 
I  have  myself  extracted  from  our  Public  Accounts, 
I  desire  to  spend  a  few  short  moments  in  reviewing 
first  of  all,  what  the  Government  of  Canada  have 
done  for  Canada  during  the  past  ten  or  twelve  years, 
and  next,  what  they  have  not  done.  Well,  what 
they  have  not  done  is  easy  enough  to  understand. 
They  have  had  most  extraordinary  opportunities 
given  them,  they  have  had  most  extraordinary 
means  placed  at  their  disposal  for  the  purpose  of 
colonizing  and  settling  that  vast  territory  to  which 
we  became  heirs  in  the  North-West.  What  have 
they  done  there  I  would  like  to  know  ?  If  you 
were  to  enter  into  an  account  of  their  transactions 
there,  putting  in  all  the  additions  to  our  capital 
debt  and  the  amounts  charged  to  consolidated  fund, 
I  believe  it  would  be  found  that  the  result  of  all 
this  huge  expenditure  has  scarcely  settled  one 
family  in  the  North-West  for  every  $10,000  which 
has  been  taken  out  of  the  pockets  of  the  people  of 
Canada.,  and  I  add,  from  my  own  knowledge  of  that 
country,  that  I  believe,  if  the  Government  of  Canada 
had  had  nothing  at  all  to  do  with  the  North-West,  if 
the  lands  there  had  simply  been  left  open  for  settle¬ 
ment,  if  they  had  been  left  in  the  same  condition  as 
those  inNorth  Dakota,  there  would  have  been  far  more 
settlers  in  the  North-West  and  Manitoba  than  are 
to  be  found  there  at  this  moment.  Sir,  the  hon. 
gentlemen  have,  as  I  have  shown,  utterly  failed  in 
keeping  the  people  of  this  country  in  their  native 
land.  They  have  by  their  own  showing  utterly 
failed  in  conducting  to  a  favourable  issue  negotia¬ 
tions  for  reciprocity  with  the  United  States.  They 
have  not,  as  far  as  I  could  gather  from  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  gentleman,  been  more  successful  in 
finding  an}7  other  markets  for  us,  and  in  fact  I  fear 
for  my  own  part  that  some  of  the  few  markets  we 
do  possess  and  which  are  very  useful  for  us  will  lie 
seriously  impaired  or  taken  away  altogether.  They 
have  failed  utterly  in  making  our  public  works 
pay  even  running  expenses,  not  to  speak  of  making 
any  return  for  the  money  which  has  been  expend¬ 
ed  upon  thenqandlneed  not  tell  the  House  how  com¬ 
pletely  they  have  failed  to  fulfil  the  promises  made 
by  their  colleagues  and  predecessors  as  to  the  vast 
revenue  which  was  to  be  derived  from  the  North - 
,  West.  In  fine,  they  have  failed  to  keep  any  of 
the  promises  or  pledges  which  they  made  to  the 
people  of  Canada.  That  is  what  they  have  failed 
to  do.  But  I  am  bound  to  say  on  the  other  hand 
that  these  hon.  gentlemen  have  done  a  great  deal 
they  did  not  promise  to  do.  I  am  bound  to  admit 
that  they  have  displayed  the  most  extraordinary 
diligence  in  bringing,  together  and  obtaining  by 
hook  or  by  crook  vast  campaign  funds  for  their 
own  purposes.  I  am  bound  to  say  that  they  have 
displayed  extraordinary  energy  and  skill  in  train¬ 
ing  up  a  corps  of  professional  gentlemen  who, 
though  perhaps  not  of  so  much  service  in  the 
hurly-burly  of  a  general  election,  yet  when 
allowed  a  fair  field  for  their  energies,  for  ex- 
Sir  Richard  Cartwright. 


ample  in  bye-clections,  when  these  are  not 
rushed  altogether,  but  are  allowed  to  take  place 
by  twos  and  threes,  so  that  the  brigade  may  be 
advantageously  moved  from  point  to  point  as 
political  exigencies  may  require,  have  proved 
eminently  successful — as,  I  admit,  we  know  to  our 
cost — in  promoting  what  my  esteemed  friend  the 
Premier  terms  the  intelligent  discussion  of  financial 
questions  with  the  individual  electors.  And,  when 
campaign  funds  fail,  and  when  these  trained  profes¬ 
sional  gentlemenare  unable  to  indoctrina  te  the  public 
with  their  views  on  general  questions,  the  Govern¬ 
ment  has  taken  effective  precautions  for  maintaining 
due  stability  against  the  haphazard  decision  of  ma¬ 
jorities.  It  is  perfectly  well  known  that  at  the  last 
general  election  in  my  own  province  of  Ontario  the 
Reform  party  carried,  according  to  these  gentle¬ 
men’s  own  returns  which  are  in  my  hands,  a. 
large  majority  of  the  popular  vote,  but,  thanks 
to  the  precautions  to  which  I  have  referred,  thanks 
to  Franchise  Bills  and  Gerrymander  Acts,  the  Re¬ 
form  party,  though  they  had  a  large  majority  of  the 
popular  vote,  w7ere  in  a  decided  minority  on  the 
floor  of  this  House.  Then  Government  have  also 
been  successful  in  overcoming  the  ignorant  im¬ 
patience  of  taxation.  Taking  into  account  the 
real  taxation  of  the  people  and  not  simply  the 
nominal  taxation,  taking  into  consideration  all 
that  has  been  extracted  from  the  pockets  of  the 
people  for  the  benefit  of  the  manufacturers  in  the 
last  14  years,  as  well  as  wdiat  has  gone  into  the 
Dominion  treasury,  I  venture  to  say  that  these  hon. 
gentlemen  and  their  friends  have  succeeded  in 
extracting  no  less  a  sum  than  $800,000,000  from 
the  pockets  of  the  people  of  Canada.  No  doubt 
they  have,  indirectly,  done  good  to  the  million 
and  a  half  of  people  whom  they  have  driven  out  of 
the  country,  because  all  the  accounts  we  receive 
show  that  most  of  those  persons  who  have  been 
expelled  from  this  country  by  evil  government 
have  prospered,  have  done  well  and  have  thriven 
in  the  land  to  wdiicli  they  wrere  obliged  to  have 
recourse.  And  there  is  no  doubt  that  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  have  done  another  thing.  They  have  succeeded 
to  an  extraordinary  degree  in  concentrating  values 
in  certain  localities  and  in  a  small  number  of  hands. 
If  they  have  done  this  at  the  expense  of  all  the  rest 
of  the  community,  why,  Sir,  you  and  the  House  in 
general  know7  perfectly  well  that  after  all  they  have 
only  acted  in  accordance  with  the  scriptural  pre¬ 
cept  :  “To  him  that  hath  shall  be  given,  and  from 
him  that  hath  not  shall  be  taken  awray  even  that 
which  he  hath.”  Now,  under  these  circumstances, 
it  is  not  to  be  wondered  at  that  the  Minister  of 
Finance  considers  that  wre  are  a  most  prosperous 
community,  that  he  has  nothing  to  propose,  lie  has 
nothing  to  suggest,  he  sees  nothing  amiss,  nor  has 
he  the  smallest  prospect  of  improvement  to  offer. 
Sir,  it  may  suit  the  Government  of  Canada  to  con¬ 
tinue  to  play  the  part  of  the  ostrich  in  this  matter, 
as’they  have  done  long  before,  but  for  my  part  I  can¬ 
not  but  regret  the  statements  which  have  been  made 
to-night  by  the  hon.  gentleman,  and  more  particu¬ 
larly  those  important  statements  which  he  has  made 
showdng  that  he  for  his  part,  and  on  behalf  of  his 
colleagues,  utterly  dispair  of  coming  to  any  under¬ 
standing  whatever  with  the  United  States.  I  cannot 
but  regard  these  statements  asmostunfortunate,and 
as  likely  to  exercise  a  most  unfortunate  influence  on 
the  destiny  of  this  country.  I  entertain  no  doubt 
whatever,  knowing  what  I  do  of  the  feeling  of  the 
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'  people  of  Canada,  that  the  announcement  made  to¬ 
day  by  the  lion,  gentleman  will,  in  all  human  pro¬ 
bability,  cause  a  very  great  increase  of  the  exodus 
now  taking  place.  At  this  present  moment  through¬ 
out  Canada  there  is  a  very  large  number  of  men 
who  are  clinging  desperately  to  the  soil  in  hope  of 
an  improvement  in  their  condition,  and  they 
know  perfectly  well  that  there  is  no  reasonable 
hope  of  any  material  improvement  in  their  present 
condition  except  through  the  policy  of  the 
Liberal  party  being  adopted,  and  except 
through  a  reasonable  agreement  being  come  to 
with  the  United  States.  Now,  the  lion,  gentle¬ 
man  has  practically  taken  away  all  hope  from 
these  people,  and  I  fear,  if  he  does  not,  that  one 
result  of  this  announcement  will,  beyond  all  ques¬ 
tion,  be  enormously  to  increase  the  exodus  of  the 
people  from  this  country  of  which  we  have  already 
had  such  lamentable  proof.  Sir,  I  will  tell  the  lion, 
gentleman  another  thing.  It  has  been  no  pari;  of 
our  policy  on  this  side,  it  has  been  no  part  of  our 
desire  on  this  side,  whatever  the  lion,  gentleman 
or  his  friends  may  be  pleased  to  say,  to  stir  up  the 
question  of  political  union.  Our  policy  as  was  the 
case  with  the  early  Reciprocity  Treaty  of  1854, 
would  have  provided  a  cure,  would  have  prevented 
that  feeling  from  spreading  ;  but  I  fear  very  much 
that  the  announcement  the  lion,  gentleman  has 
made  will  have  a  directly  opposite  influence  on  the 
minds  of  his  followers  at  least.  He  has  made  it 
plain  to  them  that  so  far  as  he  and  his  Government 
are  concerned,  there  is  no  hope  or  chance  of 
coming  to  any  understanding  with  the  United 
States.  He  and  his  friends  have  persistently  mis¬ 
represented  the  position  of  the  Liberal  party 
on  that  point,  and  they  have  persistently  dinned 
into  the  minds  of  their  own  supporters  the  idea  that 
practically  speaking  there  is  no  chance  of  obtaining 
reasonable  terms  with  the  United  States  except 
by  political  union.  I  do  not  admit  that ;  we  do  not 
admit  that  at  all.  But  I  know  that  the  language 
and  the  action  of  lion,  gentlemen  are  producing  in 
the  minds  of  their  own  supporters  a  strong  convic¬ 
tion  that  way,  and,  what  is  worse,  I  fear  a  great 
many  of  them  are  prepared  to  take  the  step  with 
its  consequences.  Sir,  I  think  if  ever  any  policy 
stood  self-condemned,  it  is  this  same  policy  of 
isolationand  high  taxation.  Here  we  are  in  a  country 
which  ought  to  be  able  to  support  a  population 
of  80,000,000  or  100,000,000,  a  country  which 
lias  hardly  been  settled,  in  the  greatest  portion  of 
it,  for  the  life  time  of  one  ordinary  human  being, 
and  yet,  Sir,  in  that  short  space  of  time  we  have 
contrived  to  raise  our  real  taxation  to  a  point 
equal  to,  if  not  greater  than,  that  of  the  highest 
taxation  levied  in  the  oldest  and  most  thickly  settled 
European  countries  ;  we  have  contrived  to  lose  an 
enormous  number  of  our  population — I  will  not  stop 
to  argue  whether  it  is  a  million  or  a  million  and  a 
half.  It  is  clear,  at  any  rate, that  we  cannot  keep  any 
respectable  percentage  of  our  own  youthful  popula¬ 
tion  in  this  country,  much  less  the  strangers  who 
come  here.  Now,  Sir,  if  such  have  been  the  con¬ 
sequences  of  the  administration  of  those  lion, 
gentlemen  in  the  past,  what  are  they  likely  to  be 
if  we  have  a  few  more  years  of  this  plundering 
and  blundering?  It  is  perfectly  clear  that 
unless  a  government  can  show  that  it  promotes 
the  material  and  moral  'well-being  of  the  people 
over  whom  it  rules,  that  government  fails  to 
establish  any  just  claim  upon  their  respect  or  their 

124 


allegiance.  Sir,  what  have  these  lion,  gentlemen 
done  for  the  material  and  moral  well-being  of 
the  people  of  Canada  ?  The  census  returns 
speak  trumpet-tongued  as  to  what  they  have 
done  for  their  material  well-being,  and  the 
scandalous  revelations  of  last  session,  which  have 
made,  to  our  shame  be  it  said,  the  very  name  of 
Canada  a  synonym  for  venality  and  corruption 
throughout  the  whole  civilized  Woild,  which  make 
men  who  love  their  country  ashamed  to  call  them¬ 
selves  Canadians  when  they  go  abroad,  speak 
equally  loud  as  to  how  they  have  promoted  the 
moral  well-being  of  the  people  of  Canada.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  regret  to  say  that  there  is  no  alternative 
for  us  now  but  to  admit  that  these  same  census 
returns,  from  which  T  have  quoted  to-day,  are  a 
fitting  crown  to  the  edifice  I  have  depicted  just  now. 
They  show,  as  no  other  public  document  ever  laid  on 
theTable  of  Parliament  in  any  country  ever  showed, 

I  regret  extremely  to  say  it,  how  utterly  and  com¬ 
pletely  ignorance,  and  corruption,  and  mismanage¬ 
ment  can  avail,  in  the  first  place,  to  nullify  and 
destroy  the  greatest  natural  resources,  and  in  the 
second  place,  how  easy  it  is  and  how  likely  it  is,  if 
these  things  are  allowed  to  go  on  unchecked  and 
unpunished,  as  they  have,  I  am  sorry  to  say,  gone 
on  here  for  so  many  years,  to  degrade  a  nation  of 
free  men  into  something  very  little  better  than  a  . 
horde  of  venal  serfs. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  Those  gentlemen  who  have 
listened  to  the  lion,  member  for  South  Oxford  (Sir 
Richard  Cartwright)  to-day  will,  I  am  sure,  forgive 
me  for  saying  that  the  impression  produced  upon 
my  mind  by  the  arguments,  by  the  utterances,  and 
by  the  desperate  plunges  over  the  wdiole  field  of 
this  discussion,  made  by  that  lion,  gentleman,  make 
an  old  story  come  to  my  mind,  not  at  all  inappro¬ 
priate.  A  celebrated  politician  was  holding  forth 
in  one  of  those  counties  by  the  sea  to  which  the 
lion,  gentleman  has  given  a  great  deal  of  his  atten¬ 
tion  cf  late,  and  after  he  got  through  there  was 
naturally  a  curiosity  on  the  part  of  some  as  to  the 
impression  he  had  made,  and  one  candidate 
remarked  that  it  was  the  old  hash  without  the 
gravy.  I  can  make  many  excuses  for  the  lion, 
gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down.  I  understand 
thoroughly  well  why  the  old  fire  seems  to  have 
left  him,  and  why  he  appears  as  much  stranded  in 
this  debate  as  his  policy  to  which  he  has  for  so 
long  a  time  clung  so  desperately.  The  lion,  gentle¬ 
man  may  w'ell  complain,  as  the  lion,  member  for 
Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills)  did,  that  suddenly  and  with¬ 
out  one  word  of  warning,  the  Minister  of  Finance 
should  expose,  in  the  few  crisp  sentences  he  did 
to-day,  the  utter  futility,  if  not  the  absurdity,  of 
the  policy  to  which  lioiv.  gentlemen  opposite 
have  for  so  long  pledged  themselves  and 
pledged  the  salvation  of  their  party.  I 
consider  that  after  the  satisfactory  statement 
made  by  the  Minister  of  Finance,  a  statement 
which  I  venture  to  say  will  be  intensely  satisfac¬ 
tory  to  the  business  men  of  this  community,  who 
can  read  it  without  party  feeling,  a  statement  so 
strong  and  so  eminently  indicative  of  the  com¬ 
mercial  prosperity  of  Canada,  I  am  in  the  judg¬ 
ment  of  this  House  when  1  say  the  financial 
statement  was  a  subject  to  which  the  lion,  member 
for  South  Oxford  gave  the  least  attention  to-night. 

I  have  no  doubt  the  lion,  gentleman,  who  once 
was  Finance  Minister,  recollects  the  last  Budget 
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speech  he  delivered,  and  the  last  I  venture  to  say, 
that  he  as  Minister  of  Finance,  will  ever  deliver  in 
this  House,  and  that  he  was  compelled  after  four 
years’  administration  of  this  country  as  Minister 
of  Finance  to  face  this  Parliament  and  the  country 
with  a  statement  which  I  will  quote.  I  ask  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  it  particularly,  for  the 
contrast  between  that  statement  and  the  statement 
of  the  Minister  of  Finance  of  the  present  day  is,  I 
believe,  one  of  the  prime  causes  of  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man’s  sorrow  and  disturbance.  The  member  for 
South  'Oxford  stated  in  his  speech  in  1878  as 
follows  : — 

“It  is  not  often  in  the  commercial  history  of  any  coun¬ 
try,  that  we  are  called  upon  to  chronicle  so  great  a 
reduction,  not  merely  in  the  total  volume  of  our  trade, 
but  also  in  the  revenue  derived  therefrom,  as  we  have 
seen  within  the  last  two  or  three  years.  Making  allow¬ 
ance  for  the  admission  of  Prince  Edward  Island  into  the 
Union,  the  total  volume  of  the  trade  and  commerce  of 
Canada  has  in  that  short  interval  been  reduced  by  very 
nearly  $50,000,0(l0.  While  the  revenue  derived  from 
customs  alone  shows  a  decrease  in  that  period  of  some¬ 
thing  like  $3,000,000,  the  actual  figures  in  round  numbers 
.  being  that  our  trade  and  commerce  collectively  has  been 
reduced  from  $218, OHO, 00b  to  $168,000,000,  while  the 
duties  derived  from  customs  alone  have  fallen  off  from 
$15,351,000  to  $12,546,000.” 

Further  than  that,  the  hon.  gentleman  was  obliged 
to  admit  and  confess  that  one  of  the  results  of  his 
Administration— if  administrations  are  respon¬ 
sible  for  the  financial  condition  of  the  country,  as 
he  now  seems  to  think — was  that  : 

“Whereas  a  few  years  ago,  with  a  total  population  of 
3,600,000  souls,  we  imported  something  like  $127,000,000 
worth  of  goods,  we  found  ourselves  with  a  population  of 
4,000,000  importing  a  little  over  $94,000,000  worth.  In 
other  woi’ds,  the  total  imports  have  fallen  from  an  average 
of  $35.25  per  head,  to  something  like  $23.50  per  head. 
Had  the  imports  continued  stationary,  as  it  was  at  that 
time  supposed  they  would,  the  revenue,  under  our  present 
tariff,  would,  in  all  probability,  have  considerably 
exceeded  $27,000,000,  and  had  the  reduction  which 
actually  took  place  not  exceeded  the  amount  estimated 
by  myself,  it  would  still  have  remained  at  about  $24,000,- 
000;  while,  as  the  House  knows,  the  actual  fact  is  that 
our  revenue  has  sunk  to  a  sum  very  little  exceeding 
$22,000,000.” 

We  remember  how  unsatisfactory  the  converse  of 
that  statement  was  to  the  hon.  gentleman  to¬ 
night.  We  remember,  for  instance,  the  horror 
with  which  he  heard  the  statement  from  the  Min¬ 
ister  of  Finance  that  the  exports  of  the  country 
were  increasing,  that  the  trade  of  the  country  was 
steadily  increasing,  and  when  my  hon.  friend 
alluded  to  the  various  and  different  signs  of  our 
prosperity,  the  hon.  gentleman  opposite  offered  up 
Ins  prophecies  of  ruin  and  of  despair.  What  do 
hon.  gentlemen  suppose  that  when  he  was  Minister 
of  Finance,  he,  the  hon.  gentleman  felt  warranted 
in  saying  with  the  country  in  that  condition,  with 
trade  in  the  state  depicted  in  the  language  I  have 
read  ?  He  concluded  tnat  financial  statement  by 
telling  the  House  : 

“  I  venture  to  say  that  the  record  submitted  in  the  Public 
Accounts  is  not  a  record  of  which  any  Government  may 
be  ashamed.” 

If  our  population  has  not  increased  to  that  ex¬ 
tent  we  would  so  much  desire,  if  everything  is  not 
as  we  would  have  it,  surely  if  that  was  a  satisfac¬ 
tory  financial  statement,  the  hon.  gentleman 
knows  the  reason  for  that  triumphant  cheer  which 
greeted  the  financial  statement  of  to-day,  and  can 
account  in  some  degree  for  that  half-hearted  faint 
cheer  which  greeted  the  hon.  member  for  South 
Oxford  from  the  benches  around  him.  I  do  not 
desire  to  lie  personal  at  all,  but,  judging  from  the 
Mr.  Tupper. 


exaggerated  style  so  peculiar  to  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  in  dealing  with  the  characters  of  opponents, 
or  with  financial  matters  or  commercial  questions, 
looking  around  the  Province  of  Ontario,  not  to 
speak  of  the  “  shreds  and  patches,”  it  is  known 
that  among  his  friends  or  those  associated  with 
him,  the  lion,  gentleman  is  regarded  as  rather  a 
dangerous  auxiliary  in  political  matters.  His 
,  party  were  to-day  entitled  to  a  more  powerful 
utterance  from  him,  to  a  little  more  fighting  form, 
to  some  attempt,  at  all  events,  to  cheer  their  flag¬ 
ging  and  drooping  spirits.  But  it  is  a  difficult 
matter,  as  some  one  has  said,  to  howl  very  loudly 
into  the  mouth  of  a  cornucopia,  and  he  has  en¬ 
deavoured  to  shelter  himself  behind  the  crops  of 
the  country,  and  expressed  delight  at  the  thought 
that  good  crops  will  not  always  be  with  us 
as  they  are  to-day,  and  he  will  wait  till  we 
have  the  weevil,  as  our  old  leader  used 
to  tell  us,  and  the  potato  bug.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  was  not  ashamed  to  admit  the  authorship  of  a 
letter,  which  I  am  not  at  liberty  to  truly  designate 
owing  to  parliamentary  rules  and  parliamentry 
customs.  I  could  not  attempt  to  equal  the  criti¬ 
cism  made  of  that  letter  by  the  Minister  of  Fin¬ 
ance  ;  but  a  document  coming  from  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  must  receive  even  more  attention  than  has 
been  bestowed  upon  it,  and  I  wish  to  remind  hon. 
gentlemen  that  when  you  read  the  extravagant 
language,  coarse  statements,  if  I  may  be  allowed 
to  so  refer  to  them,  contained  in  the  letter,  no  sur¬ 
prise  need  be  felt  by  any  hon.  gentleman  who  is 
familiar  with  the  method  of  the  hon.  gentleman 
opposite  in  political  conflicts  and  contests.  1  have 
taken  the  trouble  to  select  some  of  the  choice 
words  that  have  fallen  from  the  lips  of  the  hon. 
member  from  South  Oxford.  Out  of  curiosity  I  made 
a  short  study  of  the  adjectives  the  hon.  gentleman 
uses  with  such  freedom  and  volubility.  For  in¬ 
stance,  he  did  not  merely  denounce  the  piesent 
policy  but  also  the  great  majority  of  the  people  of 
this  country,  whether  in  the  “  shreds  and  patches” 
as  he  describes  some  of  the  provinces,  or  in  Ontario, 
his  own  native  province.  I  intend  to  read 
parts  of  the  hon.  gentleman’s  letter  if  you, 
Mr.  Speaker,  and  members,  will  permit  me— 
if  indeed  you  will  permit  the  repetition  of  such 
language  on  the  floor  of  the  House — in  order  to 
give  some  idea  of  the  hon.  gentleman’s  literary 
style,  some  idea  of  the  eloquent  manner  in  which 
he  handles  his  opponents,  either  with  or  without 
gloves.  I  will  call  attention  to  some  of  the  sweet 
terms  he  has  on  various  occasions  made  use  of. 
Alluding  to  his  opponents,  the  hon.  gentleman 
designated  them  corrupt,  debauched,  bribers, 
robbers,  rogues,  infamous,  hypocrites,  and  then  he 
struck  the  church  and  used  the  term,  pious  frauds  ; 
turning  to  his  opponents  again  he  called  them 
embezzlers,  loathsome,  impudent  robbers,  pack  of 
wolves,  old  poachers,  loud-mouthed  blatant  block¬ 
heads,  titled  blockheads,  boodlers.  But,  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  hope  the  House  will  allow  me,  and 
I  will  give  a  story  for  the  benefit  of  the  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  to  show  that  these  people 
who  use  strong  expressions  are  unfortunately  quite 
a  numerous  class  in  every  country.  On  one  occa¬ 
sion  a  clergyman  endeavoured  to  deal  with  a  man 
of  something  of  the  same  temperament  as  our 
friend  from  South  Oxford  (Sir  Richard  Cart¬ 
wright).  He  told  him  there  was  no  occasion  to 
resort  to  these  expletives,  that  coarse  or  strong 
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language  never  increased  the  force  of  any 
statement  one  wished  to  make,  that  in  fact  the 
statement  was  all  the  stronger  if  it  were  couched  in 
the  language  most  used  by  gentlemen.  Well,  said 
the  old  parishioner  :  “I  am  a  plain  man,  and  I  am 
a  plain  spoken  man,”  and  like  the  member  for 
South  Oxford  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright),  he  said  he 
always  called  a  spade  a  spade,  and  the  parson  re¬ 
plied  :  “Well,  that  is  no  reason  for  your  calling  it 
a  blankety  blank  old  shovel.”  I  hope  the  hon. 
member  for  South  Oxford  will  take  that  to  heart. 
He  is  accustomed  to  the  use  of  vitriol,  so  to  speak, 
in  political  life,  but  he  has  never  killed  anyone  that 
I  have  heard  of,  nor  has  he  disfigured  them  very 
much.  I  do  not  know  that  it  would  be  right  for¬ 
me  to  say,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  before  I  reached  the 
signature  of  that  letter  in  the  Economist ,  I  came 
to  the  conclusion  that  Jack  the  Ripper  was  discov¬ 
ered,  and  that  Jack  the  Ripper  would  have  his 
name  in  full  print  at  the  bottom  of  that  document ; 
but  it  was  not  so.  Before  I  allude  to  the  language 
that  is  contained  in  that  article,  I  call  the  House  to 
witness  that  the  hon.  gentleman  did  not  hesitate  to 
say  that  he  stood  by  every  word  of  it.  He  is 
not  afraid  of  the  letter  nor  of  the  utterances, 
.and  he  is  only  anxious  for  some  one  to  read 
that  letter  and  to  read  more  from  it  than  the  hon. 
the  Minister  of  Finance  did  to-day.  The  hon. 
member  for  South  Oxford  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright) 
is  something  like  the  boy  in  the  story  I  once  heard  ; 
and  perhaps  it  was  told  of  him  in  his  earlier  days 
when  he  happened  to  be  the  son  of  his  father  or  the 
nephew  of  his  uncle  or  something  of  that  sort.  It 
was  related  on  that  occasion  that  his  father  or 
uncle  met  him  in  the  field  and  saw  him  in  a  certain 
condition  when  he  should  have  been  hard  at  work. 
Later  on  some  one  asked  the  relative  whether  his 
son  was  a  good  man  to  work  or  whether  he  was  not 
afraid  to  work  and  the  relative  replied:  “Why 
Dick  is  not  in  the  slightest  afraid  of  work,  for  I 
have  known  him  to  lie  down  beside  it  and  sleep 
fora  whole  day.”  The  hon.  member  for  South 
Oxford  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  if  no  one  else  did, 
would  lie  down  and  sleep  by  that  letter  for  a  whole 
day.  Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  the  language  of  this 
document  deserves  a  great  deal  of  consideration. 
The  language  is  not  choice,  but  I  wish  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  some  of  the  statements 
that  are  found  in  it.  For  instance,  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  was  not  ashamed  to  say  referring  to  the  policy 
of  the  Canadian  Government : 

“  That  even  in  a  comparatively  short  space  of  time  this 
most  ill-advised  policy  had  resulted  in  a  tremendous 
exodus  of  the  very  choicest  portion  of  the  population  of 
Canada.” 

Now  that  statement  the  hon.  gentleman  will 
stand  by.  He  can  give  no  proof  that  a  tremendous 
exodus  of  the  very  choicest  portion  of  the  popula¬ 
tion  of  Canada  had  taken  place  in  that  limited 
period.  He  makes  the  assertion  but  he  has  not 
given  a  particle  of  evidence  nor  will  any  hon. 
gentleman  who  sits  besides  him,  I  venture  to  say, 
attempt  to  support  that  statement  by  reference  to 
public  documents  or  to  proofs  that  will  stand 
investigation  in  this  Parliament.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  has  further  stated  : 

“  That  this  exodus  had  been  accompanied  as  is  usual 
in  such  cases  by  an  immense  increase  in  the  aggregate 
indebtedness  of  theT)ominion  in  the  shape  of  large  addi¬ 
tions  to  its  federal  or  provincial  and  municipal  debts,  and 
also  to  the  mortgaged  debts  incurred  by  private  in¬ 
dividuals,  and  liabilities  incurred  for  the  construction  of 


railroads.  By  far  the  greater  part  of  all  our  obligations 
are  held  abroad.” 

I  am  not  complaining  of  the  exact  language  they 
used,  but  I  point  out  to  this  House,  as  showing  the 
animus  that  induced  the  hon.  gentleman  to  pen 
that  statement,  that  there  is  no  corresponding 
statement  as  to  the  benefits  conferred  on  the  coun¬ 
try  by  this  expenditure.  Had  the  hon.  gentleman 
only  quoted  his  own  language  ;  language  which  was 
used  for  instance  by  the  hon.  member  for  Haldi- 
mand  (Mr.  Montague)  last  year,  he  would  have 
been  able  in  his  own  words  uttered  in  this  House 
to  have  given  a  full  justification  for  every  dollar  of 
the  federal  part  of  that  expenditure.  When  the 
hon.  gentleman  alluded  to  this  debt  he  should  have 
said  that  it  was  represented  by  these  great  national 
works  such  as  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
and  the  Intercolonial  Railway  ;  these  responsibili¬ 
ties  that  were  upon  our  shoulders,  the  responsi¬ 
bilities  with  which  we  had  to  grapple,  and  which 
the  language  of  the  hon.  gentleman  showed  w  re  of 
immense  advantage  to  this  country:  All  reference 
to  that  is  eliminated  in  the  letter  because  that 
would  not  serve  the  purpose  that  apparently 
induced  the  hon.  gentleman  to  write  it.  He  con- 
tini  es  : 

“  That  in  the  thirteen  years  to  which  he  was  referring 
there  was  absolutely  no  increase  at  all  in  the  collective 
wealth  of  the  community.” 

That  is  a  statement  which  I  say  is  incapable  of 
proof.  But  the  hon.  gentleman  was  more  specific 
and  he  went  on  to  say  : 

“  That  two  or  three  cities,  ancl  perhaps  a  score  of  towns 
have  increased  considerably  later  on,  but  the  great  mass 
of  the  population,  and  particularly  the  agricultural  class, 
are  distinctly  poorer  and  less  prosperous  than  they  were 
twelve  years  ago.” 

As  to  that  I  wish  to  give  some  proof  to  show  the 
inaccuracy  of  the  statement,  and  I  call  the  atten¬ 
tion  of  the  House  to  the  census  bulletin  published 
by  the  Department  of  Agriculture  in  which  a  list 
of  towns  whore  an  increase  of  population  has  taken 
place  is  given,  and  instead  of  the  hon.  gentleman’s 
statement  being  accurately  correct,  this  is  the  state¬ 
ment  contained  in  the  official  census  bulletins  : 

“  In  comparison  with  the  growth  of  city  population  in 
other  countries  Canada’s  urban  development  shows  favour¬ 
ably.  The  28  large  cities  of  England  increased  their 
population  during  the  decennium  by  942,497  souls:  equal 
to  11 ‘2  per  cent.  London  increased  10*4  per  cent ;  Birm¬ 
ingham,  7‘1  per  cent;  Newcastle,  28*2  per  cent;  Cardiff, 
55*7.  The  increase  in  the  1,006  urban  districts  ofEngland 
amounted  to  1 5*3  per  cent  in  the  ten  years. 

“  The  larger  growths  in  India  were  :  Calcutta,  13*29  per 
cent;  Madras,  10‘87  per  cent  ;  with  the  highest  recorded 
increase,  that  of  Mirzapur,  46*6  per  cent. 

“  In  the  United  States  the  limit  of  urban  population  is 
placed  at  8,000  souls.  The  highest  percentage  of  increase 
(excluding  two  or  three  cities)  which  had  no  existence  in 
1880)  are:  Chicago,  118*6  :  Minneapolis,  251*4;  St.  Paul, 
220*1  ;  Kansas  City,  137*9  per  cent. 

“  It  will  be  seen  in  the  tables  given  below  that  Winni¬ 
peg  shows  an  increase  of  221*1  per  cent;  New  Westmin- 
ter,  342*9,  and  Toronto,  88*4  per  cent. 

“  If  the  annexations  of  territory  were  disregarded  in 
the  case  of  Toronto,  as  has  been  done  in  the  case  of 
Chicago,  Toronto’s  increase  would  be  for  purposes  of 
comparison  with  that  of  Chicago,  108*6  per  cent. 

“  If  all  the  population  in  what  popularly  constitutes 
Montreal  were  municipally  united,  that  city  would  show 
an  increase  of  46  per  cent.  However,  Montreal  with  her 
increase  of  39*5  per  cent  (as  given  below)  compares  with 
Boston  and  its  23*60  per  cent,  and  with  Philadelphia  and 
its  23*58  per  cent  of  an  increase. 

“  The  city  of  Vancouver  has  grown  from  nothing  in 
1881  to  13,685.  There  is  but  one  instance  of  a  similar 
growth  in  the  United  States — the  City  of  Boanoke,  Vir¬ 
ginia.” 

Now,  that  entirely  meets  the  point  that  the  hon. 
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gentleman  wished  to  make  when  he  penned  that 
statement,  and,  in  speaking  of  two  or  three  cities 
and  a  score  of  towns  he  understated  the  facts,  be¬ 
cause  the  towns  are  numerous  where  there  has  been 
an  increase  of  population,  as  the  hon.  gentleman 
himself  well  knows.  Again,  the  hon.  gentleman  did 
not  hesitate  to  state  in  this  letter  to  the  British 
public  that  there  were  : 

“  Outrageous  demands  for  fresh  bribes  in  the  shape  of 
unprofitable  and  utterly  uncalled  for  public  works  and  ad¬ 
ditional  provincial  subsidies,  which  are  of  continual  re¬ 
currence  as  matters  now  stand.” 

And  he  held  up  to  the  reproof  of  right-thinking 
people  in  England,  and  as  a  mark  of  discredit  and 
reproach,  that  there  were  demands  for  additional 
provincial  subsidies,  and  that  these  were  granted. 
What  a  reflection  upon  his  present  leader,  who 
made  a  bargain,  not  only  with  the  premier  of  Que¬ 
bec,  but  with  the  premiers  of  the  various  provinces, 
for  additional  provincial  subsidies  ?  While  his 
leader  was  making  such  a  bargain,  this  dangerous 
auxiliary,  the  hon.  member  for  South  Oxford,  was 
denouncing  it  as  one  of  those  “outrageous  demands 
for  fresh  bribes.  ”  Then,  the  hon.  gentleman  said 
further  : 

“  One  thing,  I  think,  ought  to  be  clear  to  all  intelligent 
Englishmen,  and  that  is,  that  it  is  utterly  impossible  that 
Canada  can  prosper  under  her  present  conditions, — isola¬ 
ted,  and  in  danger  of  being  still  more  completely*  isolated, 
from  trade  and  commerce  with  the  entire  continent  to 
which  she  belongs  geographically,  losing  her  population 
at  the  rate  of  one  million  and  a  half  in  ten  years.” 

I  stop  not  to  allude  to  what  the  hon.  Minister  of 
Finance  dealt  with  as  to  the  inaccuracy  of  the 
statement  in  regard  to  population  ;  but  I  wish  to 
allude  to  what  the  hon.  gentleman  has  dwelt  upon 
to-night,  as  to  the  enormous  magnitude  of  our 
continental  trade.  The  hon.  leader  of  the  Op¬ 
position  at  Boston,  in  December  last,  stated  that 
in  round  numbers  that  trade  amounted  to  one 
hundred  million  dollars  a  year  ;  and  to-day  the 
member  for  South  Oxford  took  up  our  attention  by 
showing  that  notwithstanding  this  McKinley  Bill 
and  other  American  legislation  since  1 807,  our 
trade  with  that  country  was  not  only  valuable, 
but  enormous  in  extent.  Yet  he  tells  the  British 
public  that  we  are  so  cribbed  and  confined 
in  our  relations  with  the  United  States  that  we 
are  isolated  from  the  trade  and  commerce  with  the 
entire  continent.  He  has  to-night  proved,  if  he 
has  proved  anything,  that  that  statement  to  the 
British  public  was  inaccurate  and  without  founda¬ 
tion.  Then,  the  hon.  gentleman,  in  this  letter, 
after  alluding  in  the  most  offensive  way  to  his 
opponents,  both  the  living  and  the  dead,  stated 
that  “  the  agricultural  class  has  been  simply  bled 
white.”  The  hon.  Minister  of  Finance  alluded  to 
it  ;  but  I  would  ask  the  hon.  member  for  South 
Oxford  to  consult  the  Premier  of  Ontario  and  the 
colleagues  of  that  gentleman  who  address  large 
masses  of  the  people  of  this  province  on  our  natal 
day  and  at  other  times,  as  to  whether  they  would 
corroborate  his  statement,  or  whether  they  would 
not  point  to  their  utterances  freshly  recorded, 
giving  it  the  flattest  and  strongest  possible  contra¬ 
diction.  The  hon.  gentleman  stated  in  this  letter  : 

“  The  duty  on  sugar  is  now  so  arranged,  for  the 
advantage  of  half-a-dozen  sugar  refiners,  that  the 
Canadian  consumer  is  obliged  to  pay  a  tax  of  nearly  two 
millions  a  year,  of  which  only  the  most  insignificant 
fraction  finds  its  way  into  the  public  treasury.” 

And  yet,  we  are  fresh  from  the  electors,  from  the 
consumers  of  sugar,  who  gave  their  votes  to  men 
Mr.  Tupper. 


supporting  this  Administration  for  the  very  action 
taken  on  that  question  at  the  last  session  of  Parlia¬ 
ment.  What  was  the  hon.  gentleman’s  own  course 
at  the  time  he  was  charged  with  the  administration 
of  the  finances  of  this  country  ?  So  completely 
did  he  mismanage  that  question,  so  little  did  he 
understand  the  sugar  trade,  that  no  less  a  man 
than  a  gentleman  who  subsequently  became  his 
colleague,  the  member  for  the  City  of  Halifax  at 
that  time,  the  Hon.  Alfred  Jones,  denounced  his 
policy  on  the  floor  of  this  House,  and  charged  the 
hon.  member  with  having  driven  away  a  sugar 
'trade  worth  three  or  four  million  dollars  a  year 
from  Canadians  into  the  hands  of  the  refiners  and 
middlemen  of  the  cities  of  New  York  and  Boston. 
And  yet  this  hon.  gentleman  had  the  hardihood  to 
put  his  pen  to  a  statement  of  that  kind,  and  to  ask 
the  British  public  to  withdraw  their  confidence 
from  Canada  and  the  Administration,  because  they 
had  done  what  has  proved  to  have  been  popular  in 
the  minds  of  the  vast  majority  of  the  people  of  this 
country.  Then,  the  hon.  gpntleman  made  this 
statement  : 

“The  sum  taken  out  of  the  pockets  of  the  people  for 
the  benefit  of  the  protected  manufacturers,  in  addition  to 
that  paid  into  the  treasury,  is  certainly  not  less,  and  is 
probably  a  good  deal  more,  than  $60,000,000.” 

Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  to  make  that  statement  the 
hen.  gentleman  has  to  adopt  the  point  which 
has  never  been  accepted  by  the  people  of  this 
country,  that  is,  that  our  people  pay  all  the  duties. 
The  hon.  gentleman  has  dilated  to  us  upon  the 
duties  our  people  have  to  pay  under  American 
legislation,  and  lie  claims  that  we  also  pay  the 
duties  incidental  to  Canadian  legislation.  But  let 
me  ask  him  \\  hether  in  regard,  for  instance,  to 
anthracite  coal,  his  theory  is  sustained  ?  When  the 
duty  existed  on  that  article,  the  hon.  gentleman 
claimed  that  there  would  be  a  reduction  in  its  price 
the  moment  the  duty  was  taken  off.  The  duty  was 
taken  off,  and*  the  exchequer  of  this  country  lost 
about  half  a  million  dollars  a  year  of  revenue  ; 
yet  to-day  the  price  of  anthracite  coal  is  higher 
than  it  was  when  the  duty  was  on.  Many  other 
criticisms  occur  to  us  to  show  that  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  was  not  warranted  in  making  so  bold  a  state¬ 
ment.  We  know  how  little  his  argument  prevailed 
with  the  editor  of  the  Economist ,  whom  we  find 
pointing  out  that  under  the  plan  of  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  himself,  the  only  difference  would  be  that 
instead  of  the  Canadian  manufacturers  receiving 
the  money  taken  from  the  people  the  Yankee 
manufacturers  and  the  United  States  treasury 
would  receive  every  dollar  of  it  ;  and  the  hon. 
gentleman  did  not  ileal  with  that  very  apt  and 
appropriate  criticism  of  the  paper  in  which  he 
places  so  much  confidence.  The  hon.  gentleman 
also  stated  :  1 

“The  Srovernment  gives  the  protected  manufacturers 
the  power  to  tax  the  people  for  their  own  purposes,  and 
the  protected  manufacturers  in  turn,  whenever  called 
upon,  assess  themselvesin  whatever  amounts  the  Govern¬ 
ment  require  in  order  to  enable  it  to  carry  the  elections.” 

That  statement  is  absolutely  baseless  ;  that  state¬ 
ment  the  hon.  gentleman  could  not  prove  ;  that 
statement  would  be  contradicted  on  oath  by  manu¬ 
facturer  after  manufacturer  in  this  country  ;  and 
the  hon.  gentleman  knows  it.  There  is  no  possible 
way  in  which  the  hon.  gentleman  could  have  got 
information  to  enable  him  to  make  that  statement. 
It  is  absolutely  incorrect  from  beginning  to  end.  I 
challenge  the  lion,  gentleman  c^r  any  of  his  friends 
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in  this  House  or  out  of  it,  to  give  a  scintilla  of 
evidence  on  which  any  man  valuing  his  character 
or  reputation  would  repeat  his  statement.  The 
hon.  gentleman  was  not  content  with  making  that 
bold  and  reckless  statement,  but  he  went  on  to 
say  : 

“  The  thing  is  done  openly  and  shamelessly  by  both  par¬ 
ties  to  the  transaction.  Prior  to  the  general  elections  of 
1882,  of  1887,  and  of  1891,  Sir  John  Macdonald  and  his  col¬ 
leagues  deliberately  called  the  protected  manufacturers 
together,  and  demanded  and  obtained  from  them  such 
sums  as  they  deemed  necessary  for  the  purpose  of  debauch¬ 
ing  the  electorate,  pledging  themselves  in  return  not  to 
alter  the  tariff  to  the  detriment  of  the  said  contributors, 
which  compact  was  faithfully  carried  out  and  impudently 
avowed.” 

The  hon.  gentleman  will  not  say  that  he  would 
dare  to  put  his  name  to  an  affidavit  containing  that 
statement — an  affidavit  for  the  statements  in  which 
he  could  be  held  responsible  in  a  court  of  criminal 
jurisdiction.  The  hon.  gentleman  ought  to  under¬ 
stand  that  there  is  a  difference  between  making 
statements  in  argument,  and  sitting  down  in  cold 
blood  and  penning  sentences  which  he  cannot  sup¬ 
port. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Every  word 
of  it  is  true,  and  you  know  it. 

Mr.  T UPPER.  I  say  the  hon.  gentleman  can¬ 
not  prove  it.  He  cannot  by  the  evidence  upon 
which  he  made  it,  and  there  is  no  evidence  in  exist¬ 
ence  so  far  as  the  people  in  Canada  know  ;  there  is 
no  man  in  Canada  who  has  ever  seen,  so  far  as  the 
public  are  aware,  a  statement  from  a  responsible 
man  that  the  sentences,  as  I  read  them  here,  are 
true  and  correct.  The  hon.  gentleman  cannot  give 
the  evidence  now  or  later  on. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Yes,  I  can. 
I  have  heard  the  statement  from  the  manufacturers 
themselves  again  and  again. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  And  it  was  hearsay  evidence 
from  the  manufacturers  ? 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  It  was  from 
the  men  who  subscribed  it. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  The  hon.  gentleman  brands  all 
the  manufacturers  and  the  Government  of  his 
country  and  every  opponent  on  a  statement  of 
manufacturers  who  would  tell  him  the  story  of 
their  own  shame.  The  hon.  gentleman  in  this 
gives  evidence  of  his  recklessness  ;  he  gives  evi¬ 
dence  that  the  reckless  spirit  which  was  in  him 
when  he  wrote  that  letter  has  not  departed  from 
him  yet.  The  hon.  gentleman  stated  to  the 
English  public,  not  as  an  argument  but  as  a  fact  : 

44  When  the  Government  of  any  country  deliberately 
abdicates  its  highest  functions  in  favour  of  a  few  selfish 
rings,  and  permits  its  Minister  of  Finance  to  become  in 
the  most  literal  sense,  the  mere  mouthpiece  of  a  manu¬ 
facturer’s  association,  in  return  for  the  right  to  hold  the 
proceeds  of  the  robbery  for  political  purposes.  It  is  idle 
to  expect  anything  from  a  government  or  a  legislature 
elected  by  such  means  and  under  such  auspices,  except 
precisely  the  results  with  which  every  newspaper  in 
England  and  in  the  United  States  were  ringing  during  a 
great  part  of  the  past  year.” 

And  itobviously  occurred  to  the  London  press  to  ask 
how  was  it,  if  this  member  for  South  Oxford  was  as 
righteous  as  he  pretended  to  be,  and  so  sensitive  in 
connection  with  these  things,  he  had  not  one  word 
to  say  about  his  old  colleague  and  coadjutor,  one 
of  the  leaders  of  the  Reform  party,  Mr.  Mercier  and 
his  toll-taker  Mr.  Pacaud  ?  It  occurred  to  the  press 
all  the  way  across  the  sea,  where  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  thought  they  knew  so  little  of  us,  at  once  on 


reading  this  statement,  that  it  was  a  most  extra¬ 
ordinary  thing  this  righteous  man  had  not  one  word 
to  say  against  the  character  of  this  man  who  had 
been  proved  to  have  committed  the  crime  he  sus¬ 
pected  his  opponents  of  being  guilty  of,  and  which 
he  so  recklessly  charged  against  them.  Now,  then, 
I  say  that  the  only  thing  on  record  we  can  compare 
to  this  document,  the  only  thing  so  outrageous  that 
I  have  seen  in  my  short  political  life,  is  the  utter¬ 
ances  of  that  hon.  gentleman  on  a  previous  occasion, 
and  the  document  printed  and  published  by  one  of 
his  confreres  and  able  allies,  now  the  editor  of  the 
Toronto  Globe.  That  letter  went  to  London  for  a 
bad  purpose.  It  has  almost  accomplished  a  bad 
purpose,  as  I  will  show.  An  actual  conclusion  has 
been  drawn  by  one  of  the  financial  papers,  which 
accepted  this  miserable  document  as  having  a  vestige 
of  foundation.  This  statement  itself  is  on  all  fours 
with  and  is  just  as  bad  as  the  statements  of  that 
infamous  man  living  in  Canada  notorious  as  Farrer, 
the  editor  of  the  Globe.  That  infamous  man  wrote 
language  of  this  kind  : 

44  The  imposition  by  the  United  States  of  a  tonnage  tax  on 
all  Nova  Scotia  vessels,  laden  whole  or  in  part,  with  fish, 
would  speedily  put  an  end  to  seizures,  and  indeed  the 
whole  controversy.  Whatever  course  the  United  States 
may  see  fit  to  adopt,  it  is  plain  that  Sir  John’s  disappear¬ 
ance  from  the  stage  is  to  be  the  signal  for  a  movement 
towards  annexation.” 

The  House  will  see  that  these  hon.  gentlemen  think 
a  good  deal  alike. — 

44  The  enormous  debt  of  the  Dominion  ($50  per  head) 
the  virtual  bankruptcy  of  all  the  provinces  except  On¬ 
tario  ” - 

I  give  the  head  notes  of  the  hon.  gentleman's  speech 
to-night  in  reading  this. — 

— 44  the  pi’essure  of  the  American  tariff  upon  trade  and 
industry,  the  incurable  issue  of  race,  and  the  action  of 
the  natural  forces  making  for  the  consolidation  of  the 
lesser  country  with  the  greater  have  already  prepared  the 
minds  of  most  intelligent  Canadians  for  the  destiny  that 
awaits  them,  and  a  leader  will  be  forthcoming  when  the 
hour  arrives.” 

Now,  then,  I  allude  to  the  previous  utterances  of 
the  hon.  gentleman  himself.  He  was  once  aware 
that  it  was  a  dangerous  thing  to  state  even  all  the 
worst  facts  in  connection  with  the  financial  affairs 
of  this  country  on  the  London  market.  In  that 
year,  as  Finance  Minister,  he  went  to  that  market 
and  put  a  rosy  hue  on  all  the  acts  of  his  predeces¬ 
sors  in  office.  He  complimented  them  and  the 
country  on  the  successful  manner  in  which  they 
had  administered  the  affairs  of  thecountrv  and  built 
the  public  works  of  Canada.  But  later  on,  he  as¬ 
sumed  his  old  role,  the  role  he  has  attempted  weak¬ 
ly  to-night,  and  this  was  the  style  of  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  on  the  self  same  subject  after  having  pic¬ 
tured  in  London  the  prosperous  condition  of  affairs. 
He  stated  to  the  electors  in  this  country  : 

44  How,  I  say,  did  they  prepare  to  meet  these  obligations. 
The  thing  is  incredible  but  it  is  true.  These  old,  these 
wise,  these  sagacious,  experienced  and  provident  states¬ 
men  actually  prepared  to  meet  this  tremendous  charge  on 
our  resources  in  this  fashion.” 

Then,  he  goes  op  to  say  how  they  did  it  : 

44  Sir,  I  have  asked  myself  more  than  once  and  I  now 
publicly  repeat  the  question:  Was  this  done  in  shear 
brutal  ignorance  and  recklessness,  or  was  it  done  of  malice 
prepense?  Did  they  design  to  scuttle  the  ship  after  they 
had  plundered  her,  or  was  it  only  the  last  mad  folly  of  the 
drunken  crew  before  they  ran  upon  the  breakers  ?” 

The  hon.  gentleman,  on  another  occasion,  is  report¬ 
ed  to  have  said  that  he  did  not  tell  the  whole  case 
in  London,  and  he  did  not  use  that  statement  there, 
because  he  was  not  going  to  cry  stinking  fish  when 
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selling  fish  on  the  market.  But  now  the  lion, 
gentleman,  shorn  of  responsibility  for  all  time  to 
come,  as  I  believe,  in  the  country,  having  no  fear 
of  responsibility  as  to  the  future,  rises  and  is 
willing  not  only  to  cry  stinking  fish  in  Canada,  but 
in  London,  so  long  as  it  will  accomplish  some  fell 
political  purpose.  Now,  let  us  see  whether 
this  language,  absurd  as  it  seems,  baseless  as  we  know 
it  to  be  in  Canada,  hit  the  mark  in  London. 
The  Economist,  a  paper  of  first-class  financial  stand¬ 
ing,  saw  through  the  lion,  gentleman’s  argument  at 
once.  They  had  studied  his  statements  frequently 
and  no  doubt  were  as  familiar  with  them  as  we 
are.  So  they  passed  by  his  vile  attacks  on  his 
opponents,  knowing  that  he  was  suffering  the 
bitterness  of  defeat,  and  merely  pointed  out  to 
him  the  absurdity  of  the  proposal  he  had  made  for 
the  relief  of  Canada.  But  another  paper,  not 
knowing  the  hon.  gentleman  as  well  as  the 
Economist  does,  the  Financial  Standard  and 
Imperial  Post  of  20th  February,  1892,  read  this 
letter,  accepted  the  statements  as  true,  and  con¬ 
cluded  it  was  its  duty  to  advise  all  who  held 
Canadian  securities  to  get  rid  of  them  as  soon  as 
they  possibly  could.  That  is  the  logical  result, 
if  result  there  could  be,  of  the  letter  to  which  I 
have  alluded,  and  from  which  I  have  quoted.  The 
House  will  allow  me,  I  hope,  to  show,  because  the 
subject  is  a  serious  one,  how  unfortunate  it  is  that 
any  journal  of  standing  should,  for  a  inament, 
be  induced  to  believe  the  statements  in  that  letter. 
That  paper  says  : 

In  short,  between  Toryism  and  the  neighbouring 
developments  in  rings,  trusts,  and  corners,  Canada  has 
either  to  sink  or  swin.” 

“Sir  Richard  J.  Cartwright  calls  his  opponents  plun¬ 
derers,  and  therefore  ” - 

Little  knowing  the  hon.  gentleman  or  his  voca¬ 
bulary,  or  the  ease  with  which  he  could  bring  such 
statements  out. — 

— “  and  therefore  probably  they  deserve  the  name.” 

And  further  on  : 

“  Poor  Canada  !  Once  so  hopeful  and  enterprising ; 
once  so  proud  of  its  trade  returns  and  the  percentages  of 
increase  in  its  population  ;  but  it  is  the  way  of  the  world.” 

And  so  on,  and  then  the  paper  moralises,  but, 
after  quoting  the  enormous  interests  and  securities 
of  Canada  in  England,  after  showing  how  healthy 
those  stocks  seemed  to  be  and  the  splendid  position 
they  had  on  ’Change  in  London,  this  paper  says  : 

“  Now  the  game  is  ended,  and  Canada  has  found  it 
easier  to  borrow  and  spend  than  to  pinch  and  pay.  In 
the  expressive  words  of  Sir  Richard  Cartwright,  the  back¬ 
bone  of  Canada,  namely,  the  agricultural  class,  ‘  have 
been  bled  white/ 

Later  on  again,  we  find  : 

The  condition  of  men  stirs  passion  more  than  senti¬ 
ment,  and  if  the  facts  are  as  set  forth  by  Sir  Richard 
Cartwright,  the  sooner  the  better  for  all  classes  of  Cana¬ 
dian  securities  to  be  realised.  Thus  Canada  may  be  said 
to  be  played  out.  By  the  hands  of  the  common  enemy, 
debt,  it  goes  under,  a  warning  among  ourselves  to  school 
boards,  county  councils,  chancellors  of  the  Exchequer, 
and  nationalises  of  trams  and  rails,  gas  and  water  works, 
land  and  the  instruments  of  production  generally.” 

I  hope  the  hon.  gentleman  is  gratified  that  I  have 
been  able  to  find  a  paper  that  accepted  those  state¬ 
ments  and  that,  if  they  have  any  influence  or  effect 
at  all  in  London,  it  will  not  be  to  appreciate  or  as¬ 
sist  our  securities  of  any  kind  in  that  market.  The 
hon.  gentleman  in  his  choice  language  and  with  the 
pleasant  epithets  he  can  so  easily  throw  across  the 
House,  alluded  to  the  High  Commissioner  and  his 
Mr.  T upper. 


gang,  and  in  that  choice  production  he  alluded  to 
his  dead  opponent  as  Sir  John  and  his  fellows. 
That  is  the  style  of  the  hon.  member  for  South 
Oxford  and  the  kind  of  language  in  which  he  in¬ 
dulges.  If  I  were  inclined  to  be  cruel,  I  might  ask 
him  for  the  biography  of,  not  the  gang,  but  of  the 
coadjutors  of  the  hon.  gentleman.  It  is  hardly  a 
year  ago  when  we  were  told  that  the  party  to  which 
the  hon.  gentleman  belongs  boasted  of  this  “  gang  ” 
amongst  its  leaders — I  only  use  the  expression  to 
show  how  far  the  tu  quoque  might  be  carried  :  — 
Laurier  and  Cartwright  and  Mills  and  Charlton  and 
Davies  and  Paterson  and  Mulock  and  Mowat  and 
Ross  and  Fraser  and  Mercier  and  Langelier  and  Joly 
and  Scriver  and  Blair  and  Fielding  and  Greenway. 
These  were  the  leaders  and  controllers  of  the 
Reform  party  and  were  so  christened  by  the  Toronto 
Globe,  which  is  supposed  to  be  the  organ  of  that 
party  and  I  understand  is  partly  the  property  of 
the  member  for  South  Oxford.  What  would  he  say 
if  I  entered  into  the  history  of  some  of  these  names. 
I  will  not  do  it,  because  we  are  all  familiar,  the 
electors  are  all  familiar,  with  the  facts,  they  are 
fresh  in  their  minds,  and  it  would  be  wrong  for  me 
to  dwell  unnecessarily  on  them  at  this  stage.  We 
are  satisfied  on  this  side  of  the  House  with  the 
verdict  the  people  have  given  on  the  charges  made 
by  one  side  and  the  other.  As  I  have  said,,  the  hon. 
gentleman  does  not  spare  his  enemies  living  or  dead, 
but  neither  will  he  spare  his  friends.  Surely  the 
leader  of  the  Opposition  was  entitled  to  some  court¬ 
esy  at  his  hand.  It  is  true  that  the  hon.  member 
for  North  Norfolk  (Mr.  Charlton)  made  an  uncom¬ 
plimentary  reference  to  the  leader  of  the  Opposi¬ 
tion,  for  which  I  believe  he  has  apologised,  as  he 
should  have  done,  and  that  he  also  made  some  un¬ 
complimentary  allusions  to  some  of  the  other 
leaders  on  the  Opposition  benches,  but  to-night 
the  hon.  member  for  South  Oxford  (Sir  Richard 
Cartwright),  in  his  anger,  in  his  jealousy  and 
rage  over  the  satisfactory  statement  of  the 
Minister  of  Finance,  alluded  to  that  hon.  gentleman’s 
statement  as  to  the  prosperity  of  the  country  as 
fatuous  and  silly  assertions  on  the  part  of  the  Minis¬ 
ter  of  Finance.  The  Minister  of  Finance  stated 
and  proved  that  Canada  was  growing,  developing 
and  progressing,  and  I  ask  hon.  gentlemen  whether 
the  member  for  South  Oxford  did  not  devote 
a  great  deal  of  his  time  in  a  vain  effort  to 
prove  that  Canada  was  not  growing,  was  not 
developing  and  was  not  progressing.  He  tried  to 
show  that  the  worst  fate  that  could  overtake  a 
country  was  hanging  over  us.  Yet,  in  Boston,  in 
December  last,  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  told 
the  gentlemen  who  were  assembled  around  the  ban¬ 
quet  board,  and  told  them  truly,  that  Canada  is 
“  growing,  developing  and  progressing.”  That  is 
the  report  of  the  hon.  gentleman’s  speech  in  the 
Toronto  Globe.  The  statement  was  correct  and 
creditable  to  Canada,  and  I  wish  I  could  endorse 
the  other  statements  made  on  that  occasion,  but  I 
regret  that  I  cannot.  The  hon.  gentleman  having 
alluded  to  the  deplorable  condition  of  this  country 
renders  it  necessary  for  me  not  to  weary  the 
minds  of  hon.  gentlemen  with  statistics,  for  the 
statistics  or  figures  from,  the  blue-books  given  by 
the  Minister  of  Finance  have  not  been  gainsaid, 
but  to  give  the  House  some  other  authorities 
of  some  other  Liberal  leaders  on  the  subject  to 
endorse  the  position  of  the  Minister  of  Finance  and 
the  leader  of  the  Opposition,  that  Canada  is 
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growing,  progressing  and  developing.  I  will  call 
attention  to  the  statement  of  an  attorney-general, 
who  is,  in  his  political  views,  in  accord  with 
lion,  gentlemen  opposite,  as  it  appears  in  an  Eng¬ 
lish  review.  Referring  to  Canada,  he  said  : 

“  It  has  a  population  of  at  least  5,000,000  and  is  rapidly 
growing.  It  has  large  cities  and  rising  towns.  The  trade 
is  expanding  and  its  wealth  accumulating.  It  has  two  of 
the  greatest  railway  lines  in  the  world.  Canada  cannot 
be  charged  at  home  or  abroad  with  lack  of  national  en¬ 
terprise.  Wealth  is  being  rapidly  accumulated  *  *  * 
by  the  steady  progress  of  trade  and  industries  *  *  * 

Things  are  moving  up  wondei’fully  well  at  present  and  to 
sjnm  up  Canada  is  prosperous,  contented  and  happy.” 

The  leader  of  the  Liberal  Government  in  Nova 
Scotia  was  attempting  to  obtain  money  for  his 
province  in  London  last  year.  Fortunately,  he 
was  there  before  the  letter  of  the  member  for  South 
Oxford  saw  the  light  of  day,  but,  speaking  in  pub¬ 
lic,  he  is  reported  to  have  said — and  he  did  not 
deny  the  truth  of  it  wheu  it  was  brought  to  his 
knowledge — that  the  condition  of  things  in  Nova 
Scotia  was  satisfactory,  that  the  condition  of  trade 
was  satisfactory.  But  we  have  the  authority  of 
far  more  responsible  men,  of  far  more  notable  lead¬ 
ers  of  the  Liberal  party  to  the  same  effect.  We 
know  that  the  leader  of  the  Liberal  Government 
in  Ontario  was  stung  to  the  heart  by  the  state¬ 
ments  of  the  hon.  member  for  South  Oxford  in  the 
last  fight,  and  in  his  letter  to  the  public  press,  he 
proved  to  the  people  that  our  position  as  an  agri¬ 
cultural  people,  as  a  mechanical  people,  as  a  labour¬ 
ing  people,  was  as  satisfactory  as  the  condition  of 
the  people  of  that  country  to  which  the  member 
for  South  Oxford  devoted  so  much  time  to-night, 
and  has  devoted  so  much  attention  for  some  years 
past.  I  could  quote  statements  of  some  of  the 
present  members  from  Ontario  where  they  rightly 
boasted  of  the  splendid  progress  of  Canada  in 
commerce  and  in  every  branch  of  industry.  If 
hon.  gentlemen  talk  in  this  way  in  Boston, 
and  in  our  own  country,  what  are  we  to  think  of 
this  fearful  array  of  figures,  this  eight  hundred  mil¬ 
lions  of  dollars  taken  out  of  the  pockets  of  the 
people,  to  which  the  member  for  South  Oxford  has 
referred  on  the  fioor  of  this  House  ?  How  is  it  that 
he  alone  of  all  that  party  has  such  an  enormous 
fund  of  knowledge  locked  up  in  his  own  mighty 
and  gigantic  brain  ?  How  is  it  that  these  facts 
have  not  reached  the  minds  of  these  men  with 
whom  he  is  working  ?  How  is  it  that  the  leader  of 
the  Liberal  party  has  not  taken  the  slightest 
interest  in  them,  and  evidently  does  not  agree  with 
him  on  that  subject,  or  he  could  not,  even  on  a 
festive  occasion,  have  made  the  statement  that 
Canada  was  growing,  developing  and  prospering  ? 
But  to  show  the  progress  of  this  country  further,  I 
will  ask  the  attention  of  the  House  to  a  compara¬ 
tive  statement  in  relation  to  those  matters  to  which 
the  hon.  member  for  South  Oxford  was  once  in  the 
habit  of  alluding.  He  has  directed  our  attention 
to  the  United  States  for  no  other  purpose  but  to 
keep  up  a  spirit  of  unrest  among  Canadians,  to 
induce  Canadians  still  to  believe  that  matters  are 
not  prosperous  with  our  brethren  across  the  line. 
I  have  a  statement  as  to  the  deposits  in  the  savings 
banks  and  chartered  banks  in  Canada  and  the 
United  States  for  a  certain  number  of  years.  First, 
in  the  United  States  according  to  Mulhall  : 

Deposits  in  the  savings  banks  of  the 


United  States  in  1870 . $  657,072,000 

Other  banks .  2,041,200,000 


In  1889— savings  banks . $1,379,754,000 

Banks . .  3,693,600,000 


$5,073,354,000 

Increase  in  20  years,  $2,375,082,000  or  88  per  cent. 

From  the  Canada  Statistical  Record  : 

Savings  banks,  1870  . . $  4,387,538 

Banks .  50,767,099 


$55,154,637 

In  1890,  including  savings  banks  and 
chartered  banks .  $188,211,447 

Showing  an  increase  in  20  years  of  241  per  cenl  in 
Cana  da  or  three  times  as  much  as  the  similar  deposits 
in  the  banks  of  the  United  States.  An  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  has  kindly  furnished  me  with  a  comparative 
statement  of  the  position  of  our  credit  in  the  English 
market,  and  he  has  given  me  the  reason  in  that 
for  the  letter  to  which  I  hav  e  called  attention  ; 
certainly  the  letter  will  not  improve  the  position 
much.  For  instance,  I  find  that  in  London  on 
March  2,  1878,  the  closing  price  of  our  debentures 
was  £94 ;  in  1892,  on  March  5,  the  price  had 
risen  to  £105.  Hon.  gentlemen,  in  reference  to 
this  subject,  have  answered  that  that  was  due  to 
the  condition  of  the  money  market  more  than  to 
the  condition  of  this  country,  and  there  is  some¬ 
thing  in  that  argument,  of  course.  But  to  test  it 
the  following  is  interesting  : — When  we  take  the 
position  of  the  Australian  colonies  we  find  that 
though  the  credit  of  those  colonies  stood  higher 
than  that  of  Canada  in  days  gone  by,  under  the 
Reform  administration,  the  relative  position  has 
changed  under  the  present  economical  conditions 
of  Canada,  and  under  the  administration  of  its 
affairs  by  this  Government.  For  instance  we  find 
that  in  reference  to  the  securities  of  New  South 
Wales,  of  their  4  per  cent  loans  to  run  25  years, 
in  1875,  the  closing  price  was  £99^  ;  Victoria,  £99; 
Queensland,  £94  ;  South  Australia,  £954  ;  while 
Canada  was  £93.  That  was  the  relative  condition  of 
Canada  with  those  colonies  under  the  Reform  rule. 
In  1 892,  however,  the  order  as  to  credit  on  5th  March 
was  as  follows  : — Canada,  New  South  Wales,  Vic¬ 
toria,  Queensland  and  South  Australia,  Canada 
being  at  the  top,  according  to  the  opinion  of  the  best 
financiers  of  the  world.  Now,  I  come  to  that 
favourite  topic  of  the  hon.  gentleman  who  has 
just  addressed  the  House,  the  topic  that  he  has 
almost  worn  bare,  the  subject  of  the  exodus.  On 
a  previous  occasion  I  ventured  to  say  to  the  House 
that  I  had  studied  somewhat  the  career  of  the  hon. 
gentleman  as  shown  by  the  parliamentary  debates, 
and  I  find  that  his  first  utterances  in  Parliament 
indicated  that  his  mind  was  given  up  to  this  ques¬ 
tion  of  the  exodus  ever  since  1865  ;  ever  since  then 
he  has  been  endeavouring  to  terrify  the  people  of 
the  country  by  dwelling  on  the  subject  and  predict¬ 
ing  that  the  exodus  would  assume,  and  that  it  had 
assumed,  greater  proportions  than  ever.  Still  we 
live,  still  we  prosper,  still  we  grow  and  develop. 
The  hon.  gentleman  to-night  started  out,  as  he 
started  out  in  the  last  campaign,  on  an  argument 
based  on  the  accuracy  of  the  census  of  1881.  The 
hon.  gentleman  could  not  twit  the  Minister  of 
Finance  or  any  others  in  reference  to  the  compara¬ 
tive  condition  of  their  counties,  unless  he  started 
upon  the  hypothesis  that  there  was  an  accurate 
count  of  the  inhabitants  of  Canada  in  1882.  But 
to  show  to  the  House  the  manner  of  man  we  have 
to  deal  with  in  the  member  for  South  Oxford, 
it  is  only  necessary  to  refer  to  the  Hansard  of  1882. 
He  was  face  to  face  with  the  condition  of  affairs  at 
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that  time,  and  stated  to  the  people  of  this  country 
at  large  that  it  was  not  on  the  whole  an  increase  of 
which  we  need  be  ashamed.  He  approached  the 
condition  of  affairs  at  that  time  in  this  fashion  : 

“  I  doubt  that  this  is  even  too  favourable  a  view  to  take 
of  the  case,  as  there  is  too  much  reason  to  think  that  when 
we  take  the  census  as  our  guide  we  are  resting  on  a  very 
uncertain  basis.” 

But  now  his  whole  policy  on  this  trade  question, 
as  he  says,  and  as  we  have  reason  to  believe  from 
the  length  of  time  which  he  dwells  on  the  subject 
of  the  exodus,  depends  on  the  census  returns  of 
1882  as  compared  with  our  present  return.  He 
goes  on  : 

“Canada,  I  think,  of  all  civilized  countries,  possesses 
alone  a  census  as  to  which  only  one  certain  partis  known, 
and  that  is  ” - 

Mark,  Mr.  Speaker,  what  follows. — 

— “that  it  is  utterly  unreliable,  and  that  it  is  not  an 
enumeration  of  the  people,  that  it  does  not  give  the  num¬ 
ber  of  Canadians  in  Canada  but  the  number  that  are  in 
Canada  and  a  certain  number  of  Canadians  outside  of 
Canada.” 

The  lion,  member  has  put  them  all  back  in  the 
census  of  1881  in  order  to  show  the  small  increase 
in  comparison  with  the  census  of  1891.  Yet  he 
went  on  to  say  : 

“  I  fear  the  mode  in  which  that  census  was  taken  ivas 
with  a  deliberate  fraudulent  intent.  I  fear  it  was  taken 
for  the  purpose  of  eluding  the  terms  of  the  Confederation 
Act,  and  to  deprive  the  Province  of  Ontario  and  the  Pro¬ 
vince  of  Nova  Scotia  ot  a  large  part  of  the  representation 
to  which  they  are  justly  entitled.  It  is  a  very  extraor¬ 
dinary  fact  that  the  Province  of  Quebec,  a  province  which 
was  alleged  to  have  been  depopulated  under  my  hon. 
friend,  has  increased  under  this  census  twice  as  much  as 
it  .had  between  lw61  and  1871,  and  the  distribution  of 
population  involves  other  circumstances  which  give  the 
census  a  suspicious  character. 

“  If  that  suggestion  be  unfounded,  the  hon.  gentleman 
has  at  all  events  deliberately  invited  it  by  their  barbarous 
manner  of  taking  the  census,  a  system  which  I  do  not 
believe  would  be  tolerated  by  any  other  country  calling 
itself  civilized.” 

Y et  the  hon.  gentleman  hasgone  to  the  London  market 
on  the  basis  that  this  barbarous  census,  this  wholly 
incorrect  census,  this  fraudulent  census,  was  right  and 
correct,  because  from  that  deduction  he  could  make 
the  picture  all  the  blacker  for  Canada  and  all  the 
worse  for  his  opponents.  The  hon.  gentleman  found 
to-night  that  some  of  the  statements  would  not 
bear  investigation,  and  he  was  compelled  in  the 
face  of  the  Minister  of  Finance  to  correct  statements 
which  he  had  evidently  been  making  for  some  time 
as  regards  the  condition  and  population  of  New 
Brunswick.  He  has  taken  these  statements  back, 
and  I  only  wish  he  would  act  in  a  similar  manner 
in  regard  to  many  statements  in  that  document  to 
which  I  have  referred.  But  he  has  referred  to  a 
group  of  states,  and  he  selected  them  in  order  to 
make  the  comparison  all  the  worse  for  his  country. 
I  ask,  Mr.  Speaker,  is  it  not  significant  in  following 
the  argument  of  the  hon.  gentleman  on  this 
subject  to  find  that  on  all  occasions  he  has  given 
the  country  and  people  of  this  country  and 
this  House  the  very  worst  possible  feature  he  can 
carve  out  of  either  the  American  or  Canadian 
census  so  far  as  illustrating  the  position  of  Canada. 
The  hon.  gentleman  selects  special  states  for  the 
purpose  of  his  comparison.  Let  me  give  one  or 
two  arguments  which  occur  to  me  on  this  point. 
One  has  been  furnished  to  me  by  the  hon.  member 
for  Cumberland  ;  but  there  is  another  one  to  which 
I  desire  to  refer  before  taking  up  that  one.  Let 
.me  take  a  group  of  states.  Let  me  begin  with  this 
Mr.  Tupper. 


group  :  Maine,  New  Hampshire  and  Vermont-— 
these  are  not,  as  it  were,  considerable  states,  but  add 
the  state  of  Ohio,  to  which  the  hon.  gentleman 
alluded,  and  which  is  one  of  the  most  important 
and  populous  states  in  the  Union.  Taking  these 
together  we  find  their  population  was  in  the 
aggregate  almost  the  same  as  the  population  of 
Canada  in  1881,  or  the  beginning  of  the  respective 
decades  ;  and  the  increase  in  Canada  was  greater, 
even  according  to  the  census  of  1891,  than  it  was 
in  those  different  states  to  which  I  have  alluded. 
I  take  this,  therefore, as  a  perfectly  fair  comparison, 
these  states  having  the  same  population  ;  and  this 
creditable  fact  which  I  have  pointed  out  I  have 
never  heard  stated  from  the  lips  of  one  of  my 
opponents.  Why  should  we  not  take  that  comfort 
from  a  comparison  with  the  other  side?  But  if  the 
hon.  gentleman  wishes  a  further  comparison,  let 
me  give  him  the  one  made  by  the  member  for  Cum¬ 
berland, one  made,  I  believe,  with  considerable  effect 
in  the  late  bye-election.  Taking  the  St.  Lawrence 
and  the  counties  on  each  side  of  the  river. one  set  in  the 
United  States  and  another  set  in  Ontario,  you 
have  the  basis  of  a  perfectly  fair  comparison.  If 
it  is  not  fair,  it  is  unfair  to  Canada  for  this  reason, 
that  the  counties  in  the  neighbouring  states  are 
nearer  to  the  large  centres  of  population  on  this 
continent,  such,  for  instance,  as  New  York.  Let 
us  make  that  comparison,  as  having  a  direct  bear¬ 
ing  on  the  larger  part  of  the  argument  which  the 
hon.  gentleman  has  brought  to-night,  as  of  old, 
in  regard  to  the  condition  of  affairs  in  Canada  as 
contrasted  with  the  condition  of  affairs  in  the 
United  States.  Taking  the  New  York  counties 
bordering  on  the  St.  Lawrence  and  the  lakes,  com¬ 
ing  upwards,  we  find  the  following  population 


1880. 

1890. 

Decrease. 

St.  Lawrence. . . . 

85.048 

949 

Oswego . 

. 79,911 

71,883 

8,028 

Increase. 

Cayuga . 

. 65,081 

65,310 

221 

Decrease. 

Wagner  . 

. 51,700 

49,729 

1,971 

Increase. 

Munro . 

.  ...144,903 

187,586  44,683 

44,530  in  city  of 
Rochester 

Orleans .  . . . 

. 30,128 

30,083 

675 

There  were  increases  in  the  city  population  of 
Niagara  and  Erie.  The  net  decrease  is  9,249. 
There  is  in  the  State  of  New  York  60  counties,  and 
there  is  a  decrease  in  23  of  them.  Let  us  now  look 
at  the  Lake  Ontario  group  in  Canada.  That  group 
shows  an  increase  of  88,031  ;  but  deduct,  as  I  have 
deducted  for  Rochester,  85,000  for  Toronto,  and 
this  gives  a  net  increase  of  3,031  under  the  present 
tariff  laws,  constitutions  and  institutions,  as  com¬ 
pared  with  the  neighbouring  counties  across  the 
border,  of  9,249.  That  is  a  satisfactory  statement.. 
It  is  not  only  satisfactory,  it  is  full  of  significance. 
It  verifies  the  utterances  recorded  by  Mr.  Mowat 
in  Ontario,  who,  speaking  of  the  people  of  the 
United  States,  said  :  “We  are  not  worse  off 
than  our  neighbours.”  Let  me  take  another 
group  of  states.  We  take  Maine,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire,  Vermont,  Massachusetts,  Rhode  Island',. 
Connecticut,  New  York,  New  Jersey  and 
Pennsylvania.  These  nine  states  had  a 
population,  in  1880,  of  14,507,407,  in  1890  of 
17,401,545,  or  an  increase  of  2,894,138.  I  deduct 
the  urban  population,  6,254,096,  from  8,976,426, 
leaving  an  increase  of  2,722,330,  or  an  increase  in 
the  rural  population  of  171,808.  I  will  not  go  on. 
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as  I  could  do,  to  enlarge  upon  this  point,  but  I  call 
attention  to  the  fact  that  the  lion,  gentleman,  in 
order  to  make  his  contrast  more  favourable,  has 
picked  out  certain  of  the  most  prosperous  states  of 
the  Union,  states  that  started  in  the  race  with 
Canada  in  the  possession  of  ever^  advantage,  with 
their  railway  and  canal  systems  developed  when 
ours  were  only  about  to  be  undertaken,  in  order  to 
present  Canada  at  a  disadvantage  and  render  the 
picture  as  unfavourable  as  possible  to  this  Domin¬ 
ion.  I  will  detain  the  House  for  a  few  moments 
with  a  reference  to  Lord  Durham’s  report  in  1839. 
It  shows  that  since  that  time  we  have  reversed  the 
order  of  things  as  regards  many  of  the  neighbouring 
states.  The  late  member  for  Stanstead  (Mr.  Colby) 
showed  the  real  position  of  the  Eastern  Townships 
as  compared  with  Vermont.  In  those  days,  while 
all  was  prosperity  and  hope  on  the  other  side  of  the 
line,  everything  here  was  terrible,  and  even  as  bad 
as  the  hon.  gentleman  now  pretends  the  affairs  of 
Canada  are.  The  report  says  : 

“  On  the  American  side  all  was  activity  and  bustle. 
The  forest  had  been  widely  cleared  ;  every  year  numerous 
settlements  were  formed,  and  thousands  of  farms  were 
created  out  of  the  waste,  the  country  was  intersected  by 
i;oads  ;  canals  and  roads  were  finished,  or  in  the  course  of 
formation :  the  ways  of  communication  and  transport 
were  crowded  with  people  and  enlivened  by  numerous 
carriages  and  large  steamboats.  Bridges,  artificial  land¬ 
ing-places,  and  commodious  wharves  were  formed  on  the 
lake  frontages  as  soon  as  required.  Townships  were 
growing  apace,  and  the  stability  and  magnificence  of  their 
buildings  might  have  done  credit  to  populated  centres  of 
the  old  world.  On  the  British  side  (that  is  the  Canadian 
side)  with  the  exception  of  a  few  favoured  spots  where 
some  approach  to  American  prosperity  was  apparent,  all 
was  waste  and  desolate.  There  was  but  one  railroad  in 
all  British  America,  and  that  one  was  only  fifteen 
miles  in  length.  The  ancient  city  of  Montreal  could 
not  bear  comparison  with  some  of  the  most 
recent  American  cities.  The  difference  was,  however, 
most  manifest  in  the  country  districts.  On  the  Canadian 
side  was  a  widely  scattered  population,  poor  and  appar¬ 
ently  unenterprising,  though  hard*  and  industrious, 
separated  from  each  other  by  tracts  of  intervening  forest, 
without  towns  or  markets,  almost  without  roads,  living  in 
mean  houses,  drawing  little  more  than  a  rude  subsistence 
from  ill-cultivated  land,  and  seemingly  incapable  of  im¬ 
proving  their  condition.  In  the  eastern  townships  of 
Lower  Canada,  upon  the  border  line,  it  was  a  common 
practice  for  settlers  when  they  wished  to  meet,  to  enter 
the  State  of  Vermont,  and  make  use  of  the  roads  there  for 
the  purpose  of  reaching  their  destination  in  the  British 
province. 

“  Throughout  the  frontier,  the  market  value  of  land 
was  much  greater. on  the  American  than  on  the  Canadian 
side.  The  average  difference  was  ‘  notoriously  several 
hundred  per  cent,’  and  in  some  cases  amounted  to  over 
one  thousand  per  cent.  The  price  of  wild  land  in  Ver¬ 
mont  and  New  Hampshire,  close  to  the  frontier,  was  live 
dollars  per  acre,  and  in  the  British  townships  only  one 
dollar  In  Canada  a  great  deal  of  land  was  totally  un¬ 
saleable,  even  at  such  low  prices,  while  in  the  States 
property  was  continually  changing  hands.  Not  only  was 
land  almost  unsaleable,  but  it  was  impossible  to  obtain 
money  on  mortgage  of  land,  because  when  a  sale  ivas 
forced  there  was  no  certainty  as  to  the  value,  since  at  the 
time  there  might  be  a  perfect  glut  of  land  in  the  market, 
and  no  purchasers.” 

Mr.  LAURIER.  That  was  the  cry  of  the 
country. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  If  that  was  the  cry  of  the 
country  we  have  stopped  that  cry.  We  have 
reversed  the  whole  state  of  affairs  and  it  is  to  the 
Canadian  side  you  must  now  look  for  the  pros¬ 
perity  that  was  once  boasted  in  the  States  of  New 
Hampshire  and  Vermont ;  states  which  the  lion, 
gentleman  considers  have  not  to  be  weighed  in  the 
balance  when  comparing  the  relative  advantages  of 
Canada  with  that  of  the  United  States.  On  this 
subject  much  has  been  said,  and  very  little  new 


was  said  to-night  with  all  due  deference  to  the  hon. 
gentleman  w'ho  gave  so  much  attention  to  it.  I 
consider  that  he  handled  that  subject  most 
unfairly  and  that  he  has  handled  it  in  a  manner  in 
which  it  has  not  been  dealt  with  even  in  the 
United  States.  Take  General  Potter’s  reports  on 
the  census  of  that  country.  Even  where  they  had 
so  large  a  population,  he  directs  attention  to  the 
fact  that  population  is  not  the  main  thing,  but  that 
the  chief  thing  is  the  condition  of  the  population 
of  the  country  and  he  refers  to  the  subjects  which 
have  been  dealt  with  by  the  Minister  of  Finance, 
the  trade  returns,  the  traffic  receipts,  the  public 
works,  and  so  on,  of  the  country,  in  order  to 
ascertain  whether  we  are  prosperous  or  whether 
we  are  retrograding.  But  under  free  trade,  a 
policy  which  the  hon.  gentleman  thinks  so  admira¬ 
ble,  but  which  he  fears  to  advocate  or  adopt  in  this 
country,  the  same  condition  of  affairs  has  taken 
place  as  in  Canada,  viz.,  the  migration  from  the 
country  to  the  towns  and  the  rural  population 
becoming  urban.  YVe  find,  for  instance,  in  the 
mother  country,  that  the  late  census  shows,  as  the 
Timex  puts  it  : 

“  The  decrease  of  population  in  rural  districts  which 
marks  the  census  of  1891  has  been  more  or  less  con¬ 
tinuous  during  the  whole  of  the  present  century.  It  is  a 
necessity  of  the  changes  which  have  taken  place  in  the 
composition  of  the  working  classes  of  the  country,  and  is 
not  without  its  compensations  to  the  rural  labourers  them¬ 
selves;  afar  more  potent  cause  of  the  changes  we  are 
considering  has  been  the  transition  from  agricultural  to 
manufacturing  and  industrial  supremacy.  This  has  cre¬ 
ated  new  interests  and  new  classes  of  workers,  and  the 
process  has  absorbed  capital  as  well  as  labour  from  one 
class  of  the  community  and  transferred  them  to  others. 
Foreign  competition  and  the  rise  in  the  value  of  gold 
combined  to  bring  about  low  prices.  To  these  causes  add 
that  of  bad  seasons,  and  we  have  the  real  explanation  of 
the  recent  agricultural  depression.  But  with  new  adjust¬ 
ments  completed,  the  last  vestiges  of  the  depression  will 
vanish,  and  the  transition  to  manufacturingand  industrial 
supremacy  will  be  of  the  greatest  gain  to  agriculture.” 

I  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  that  statement 
for  the  reason  that  we  hear  every  dav  that  the 
cause  of  this  unsettled  condition  of  the  rural  popu¬ 
lation  is  the  National  Policy  fostering  manufactur¬ 
ing  industries  in  this  country  and  taking  these 
people  from  the  farms  where  they  would  do  so 
much  better.  Yet  under  a  free  trade  policy,  every 
child  in  this  country  knows,  that  free  trade  was 
primarily  for  the  sake  of  the  manufacturers  and 
indirectly, as  Cobden  advocated,  for  the  agricultural 
classes.  The  result  has  been  an  attraction  of  the 
rural  population  to  the  manufacturing  centres. 
That  is  not  peculiar  to'  this  country,  it  is  not 
peculiar  to  the  United  States,  it  is  common  to 
every  country  which  is  able  to  boast  of  manufac¬ 
turers.  The  Timex  continues  : 

“The  attraction  of  higher  wages  in  towns  has,  no 
doubt,  led  many  to  migrate  thither  from  the  country,  who 
were  not  compelled  to  do  so  in  search  of  work  ;  but  the 
majority  of  those  who  have  gone  to  the  towns  are  of  the 
latter  class.  In  weighing  the  causes  which  are  con¬ 
spiring  to  reduce  the  rural  population,  however,  we  must 
not  overlook  the  spread  of  education  among  the  working 
classes  of  the  country,  which  has  led  many  of  them  to 
seek  to  better  their  fortunes  eitner  by  migration  to  the 
towns  or  by  emigration.” 

Now  every  person  knows  that  in  this  country  our 
great  difficulty  lias  been  that  we  cannot  keep  that 
body  of  men,  who  are  moving  in  every  part  of  the 
world,  within  our  own  territories  as  easily  as  could 
the  United  States  ;  simply  because  down  to  1880 
I  believe  we  had  not  the  means  of  transporting 
them  to  our  western  territories  ;  whereas,  at  that 
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time  all  the  western  territories  of  the  United 
States  were  gridironed  with  a  splendid  railway 
.system  and  had  companies  at  work  competing  for 
these  emigrants  and  bringing  them  from  all  quart¬ 
ers  of  the  globe.  We  are  now  starting  more  fairly 
in  the  race  ;  we  are  equipped  and  we  are  ready, 
and  it  is  in  our  great  west  we  will  see  to-day  per¬ 
haps  the  greatest  confidence  in  that  respect  in  re¬ 
gal'd  to  the  future  of  this  country  and  in  regard  to 
the  prospects  of  future  emigration.  I  am  pleased 
to  see  that  even  the  Liberal  papers  of  Manitoba 
have  taken  but  very  little  stock  in  the  dismal 
tales  and  the  doleful  accounts  of  the  condi¬ 
tion  of  the  country  given  by  Reformers  on 
the  stump  during  the  last  election,  but  they 
recognize  their  relatively  strong  position  and 
the  relatively  weaker  position  of  the  United 
States  now.  The  prospects  of  our  western  terri¬ 
tories  are  so  great  and  are  so  much  greater  than 
those  of  the  neighbouring  territories  to-day,  that 
there  is  no  doubt  in  the  minds  of  those  best  able  to 
judge,  as  to  what  the  future  is  that  lies  before  us. 
I  can  tell  the  lion,  gentleman  also  when  he  talks 
about  our  tariff  being  the  cause  of  the  condition  of 
the  agricultural  class,  that  that  is  not  in  my  opinion 
or  in  the  opinion  of  any  candid  man  outside  Cana¬ 
dian  political  life,  a  fair  statement.  If  he  will  go 
to  free  trade  England,  he  will  find  this  very  same 
problem  grappled  with.  It  is  only  the  other  day 
that  Mr.  Chaplin,  a  member  of  the  British  Govern¬ 
ment,  stated  at  the  Agricultural  Congress  held  at 
Ely,  the  difficulties  that  have  to  be  met  by  the 
agricultural  classes.  Unfortunately  these  difficul¬ 
ties  exist  in  the  United  States  and  in  Canada,  but  I 
believe  myself  with  the  majority  of  my  fellow 
citizens  in  this  country,  that  relatively  the  Cana¬ 
dian  farmers’  position  is  the  best  of  the  three.  Mr. 
Chaplin  in  the  month  of  January  last,  made  this 
admission  as  to  the  problems  facing  the  English 
Government  in  dealing  with  the  condition  of  the 
agricultural  classes  of  England  : 

“  He  recognized  with  pleasure  that  there  were  among 
them  a  large  proportion  of  genuine  and  unmistakable  re¬ 
presentatives  of  the  class  earning  their  livelihood  by 
actual  labour  on  the  land.  (Hear,  hear.)  They  lived  in  times 
when  the  agricultural  interest  of  this  country  had  been 
passing  through  periods  of  severe  depression,  by  which 
all  its  members,  from  landlords  and  owners  of  the  land 
and  tenant  farmers  and  occupiers  to  the  classes  which 
gained  their  livelihood  by  actual  labour,  had  been  sorely 
affected  in  a  greater  or  less  degree.  There  was  no  one 
connected  with  the  land  who  had  not  felt  the  strain  of 
that  depression,  the  consequences  and  the  gravity  of  which 
could  not  be  overestimated.” 

Anti  yet  we  are  told  day  after  day  that  the  fall  in 
the  price  of  agricultural  lands  in  this  country  is 
due  to  misgovernment,  in  spite  of  the  fact  that  in 
a  country  enjoying  a  free  trade  fiscal  system  we 
find  that  condition  intensified,  and  far  more  un¬ 
favourable  to  the  farmer  than  it  is  to  the  Canadian 
fai  mer.  M  r.  Chaplin  goes  on  : 

“  Among  all  the  consequences  which  were  due,  or  partly 
due,  to  the  agricultural  depression,  there  was  not  one 
among  them,  in  his  opinion,  of  graver  or  more  serious 
import  to  the  agricultural  interests  of  this  country  than 
the  constant  migration  of  the  rural  population  from  the 
country  to  the  towns,  which  they  witnessed  so  frequently 
at  the  present  time.  Although  this  was  partly  due  to  the 
depression,  there  were  many  other  causes  which  had  been 
or  were  conducing  to  these  results.  There  was  the  great 
development  of  the  manufacturing  industries  which  in 
recent  years  had  taken  place  in  this  country.  The 
increased  demand  for  labour  that  they  created,  and  the 
higher  wages  that  labour  necessarily  commanded,  and  the 
increased  attraction  presented  by  living  in  towns  con¬ 
duced  to  this  migration.  But  the  migration  was  not 
limited  to  this  country  alone.  It  might  also  be  observed 
Mr.  Tupper. 


in  certain  aountries  on  the  Continent,  and  notably  it 
went  on  in  the  United  States  of  America.” 

That  is  the  statement  of  Mr.  Chaplin,  ami  with 
the  fact  to  which  he  alludes  we  are  all  of  course 
very  familiar.  I  refer  to  it,  however,  to  show  that 
the  hon.  gentleman’s  argument  on  that  head  was 
not  candid,  and  was  not  fair  to  the  condition  of  the 
farmers  or  the  people  of  Canada.  Now,  Mr. 
Speaker,  the  hon.  gentleman  said  that  population 
was  the  best  test  of  prosperity  in  a  country  like 
Canada.  On  that  point  the  hon.  gentleman  could 
be  answered  again  from  his  own  speeches.  Mem¬ 
bers  of  this  House  who  follow  his  speeches  in  the 
country,  need  only  refer  to  the  time  when  he  was 
Finance  Minister,  to  get  a  flat  contradiction  of 
that  principle.  In  the  speeches  delivered  by  that 
hon.  gentleman  as  Finance  Minister  in  1876  and 
1877,  he  again  trotted  out  his  hobby,  the  exodus, 
alluding  to  the  migration  of  the  people  of  Canada 
to  the  neighbouring  states.  But  he  asked  the  people 
to  be  of  good  cheer,  because  the  trade  statistics 
showed  that  man  for  man  our  trade  was  improving  ; 
and  he  endeavoured  to  use  the  argument  which  the 
hon.  Minister  of  Finance  has  been  able  to  use  with 
so  much  force  under  the  circumstances  this  very 
day.  So  that  on  this  question  of  the  exodus,  I 
think  I  have  shown  that  the  hon.  member  for  South 
Oxford  is  not  a  safe  guide,  that  is,  if  his  standing 
asf  Finance  Minister  shoe  Id  impart  responsibility 
to  his  utterances.  Now,  the  hon.  gentleman’s 
argument,  to-night,  on  the  question  of  trade 
generally  was,  I  submit,  an  argument  against 
the  very  basis  of  Confederation,  minimizing  as 
it  did  the  importance  of  interprovincial  trade. 
His  argument  revealed  only  too  well  the  trade  for 
which  he  would  give  up  almost  everything.  But 
I  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  fact  that 
in  1865,  when  a  young  man,  and  in  1870,  when  an 
older  and  more  experienced  man,  that  his  voice 
was  lifted  up  in  the  old  Legislature  of  Canada,  and 
in  this  veiy  House,  to  warn  Canadians  against  ab¬ 
sorption  into  the  United  States,  and  to  advocate 
as  vehemently  and  earnestly  as  he  could  the  cause 
of  interprovincial  trade  and  the  cause  of  Canadian 
Confederation,  in  order  to  prevent  that  absorption 
taking  place,  which  to-night  he  apparently  wishes  to 
see  brought  about  ;  and  the  Confederation  which  he 
now  practically  denounces  he  then  regarded  as  the, 
only  means  by  which  we  could  escape  from  that 
absorption  or  annexation.  The  hon.  gentleman  was 
admittedly  embarrassed  by  the  statement  made  by 
the  hon.  Minister  of  Finance  as  to  the  result  of  the 
negotiations  at  Washington.  He  could  not  under¬ 
stand,  after  Mr.  Farrer’s  visits  to  Washington, 
after  Mr.  Wiman’s  and  Mr.  Goldwin  Smith’s  visits, 
all  annexationists  open  and  avowed,  why  he  could 
not  have  been  in  possession  of  this  information  as 
soon  as  the  Minister  of  Finance  ;  and,  I  take  it, 
that  is  the  reason  he  doubts  the  accuracy  of  the 
version  given  from  the  Treasury  benches  to-night. 
But  it  is  not  strange  to  see  the  hon.  gentleman  em¬ 
barrassed.  We  have  seen  him  so  often  in  that  con¬ 
dition  that  it  is  a  familiar  sight.  But,  Sir, 
is  it  not  significant  that  although  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  talked  so  much  of  our  relations  with  the  Uni¬ 
ted  States  and  of  continental  free  trade,  repeating 
all  the  old  arguments,  he  omitted  to  tell  this  House 
or  this  country  whether  he  was  willing  to  accept 
Mr.  Blaine’s  terms  ?  They  were  not  accepted  by 
the  Government  of  the  day  ;  and  they  would  not 
be  acceptable  to  any  wing  of  the  Conservative  party 
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in  Canada — that  is  well  known.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  spoke  about  almost  everything  connected  with 
the  subject,  but  did  not  give  his  own  opinion  of  { 
the  conditions  laid  down  by  Mr.  Blaine  for  the 
market  upon  which,  according  to  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man,  the  whole  prosperity  of  this  country  absolu¬ 
tely  depends.  I  would  suggest  to  his  colleagues  — 
that  seeing  that  they  have  kept  secret  too  long  what 
is  their  own  manner  of  working  out  this  trade  ques¬ 
tion,  seeing  that  they  have  denied  to  the  Canadian 
people  any  information  as  to  the  means  whereby 
they  could  put  into  effect  a  free  trade  policy- -that 
this  is  the  hour  and  the  day  when  they  should  tell 
us  whether  they  will  take  the  responsibility  of  say¬ 
ing  yes  to  the  offer  that  has  been  refused  by  the 
Canadian  Government.  Now,  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man’s  argument  that  the  whole  McKinley 
tariff  is  on  the  shoulders  of  the  Canadian  farmers, 
that  they  pay  all  the  duties  imposed  by  it, 
is,  I  say  advisedly,  the  argument  on  which  Mr. 
McKinley  relied  for  the  passage  of  the  agricultural 
features  of  his  Bill  in  the  House  of  Representatives. 

I  heai’d  Mr.  McKinley  base  the  agricultural  features 
of  his  tariff  on  the  statements  made  by  Mr.  Gold  win 
Smith  arid  the  hon.  member  for  North  Norfolk  (Mr. 
Charlton),  quoting  the  statements  of  those  gentle¬ 
men.  Then,  you  have  olny  to  turn  up  the  press 
reports  of  Mr.  McKinley’s  campaign  against  Mr. 
Campbell  for  the  governorship  of  Ohio,  to  find  that 
his  ammunition  for  that  campaign  and  his  defence 
of  his  tariff  measure  were  based  on  the  utterances 
of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  who  told  Mr.  McKinley 
that  the  Canadians  pay  the  duties,  and  contradicted 
Mr.  Campbell  when  he  asserted  that  the  tariff  was 
a  burden  on  the  people  bf  the  United  States. 
Whether  we  are  responsible  for  it  or  not  is  a  very 
small  question  when  these  facts  meet  us  in  the  face. 
Whatever  was  in  the  minds  of  the  framers  of  the 
Bill,  the  arguments  they  used  to  bring  it  into  life  and 
to  keep  it  on  the  Statute-book  came  from  the  mouths 
of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  and  were  such  as  the  hon. 
member  for  South  Oxford  made  use  of  to-night.  Then, 
the  hon.  gentleman,  while  objecting  to  several 
features  of  the  tariff,  said  nothing  of  coal,  because 
he  is  apparently  making  love  to  the  farmer  only. 
He  said  that  that  duty  affected  the  farmer  only  in 
a  comparatively  small  degree,  affecting  other 
classes  much  more.  I  would  like,  if  the  hour 
were  not  so  late,  to  say  much  on  the  coal  question. 

I  say  that  the  examination  of  that  feature  of  the 
tariff  will  afford  the  best  possible  vindication  of 
the  National  Policy.  Experience  has  told  us,  in 
regard  to  the  price  of  both  anthracite  and  bitumin¬ 
ous  coal,  that  the  argument  made  by  the  hon. 
member  for  South  Oxford  is  fallacious,  that 
instead  of  these  duties  always  falling  upon  the 
consumer,  the  duty  on  anthracite  coal  was  paid  by 
the  coal  exporters  from  the  United  States  and  not 
by  the  Canadian  people,  and  the  best  proof  of 
that  is  the  proof  to  which  I  refer  to-night.  Taking 
the  Globe  statement  of  market  prices,  the  Cana¬ 
dian  people  have  paid  more  for  their  coal  since  the 
duty  was  taken  off.. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  Put  it  on  again. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  aware, 
from  the  statement  of  the  Minister  of  Finance,  that 
we  are  not  so  hard  up  as  to  require  that  amount  of 
revenue,  but  it  is  there  ready  any  moment.  When¬ 
ever  we  may  require  half  a  million  dollars,  there  is 
the  article  from  which  we  can  obtain  it  with  the 


least  burden  to  the  Canadian  people.  The  reason 
of  the  increase  is  that  when  the  duty  was  on,  all 
points  in  Ontario  were  made  competitive  because 
there  was  a  prospect  of  the  bituminous  coal  of  the 
Maritime  Provinces  going  further  west,  but  when 
that  duty  was  taken  off,  the  Ontario  district,  then 
a  separate  district,  went  into  what  was  called  the 
Buffalo  district,  and  those  districts  are  parcelled 
out  by  the  owners  of  anthracite  coal,  who  fix  just 
such  prices  as  they  please.  Before  that,  Ontario 
was  neutral  ground  on  account  of  the  coal  tariff. 
But  I  will  now  touch  the  other  subject  of  bitumin¬ 
ous  coal.  Sir  Henry  Tyler  has  made  a  statement 
that  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  paid  $500,000  a 
year  in  coal  duty,  owing  to  the  duty  of  sixty 
cents  a  ton,  on  the  coal  they  consumed.  I 
was  amazed  at  that  statement,  which  utterly 
contradicted  all  my  own  belief  on  the  subject, 
and  I  communicated  with  the  manager  of  the 
Grand  Trunk  Railway,  Mr.  Sargeant,  but  al¬ 
though  months  have  elapsed,  certainly  weeks,  I 
have  not  been  able  to  obtain  from  Mr.  Sargeant  any 
evidence  upon  which  such  a  statement  could  be 
made.  In  1890  all  the  duty  collected  on  all  the 
coal  actually  consumed  by  the  Grand  Trunk 
Railway,  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  and  every 
one  else  brought  into  this  country,  was  only 
$800,000,  which  shows  that  the  statement  of 
Sir  Henry  Tyler  is  not  capable  of  being  proved. 
If  it  is,  I  am  utterly  unable  to  understand  upon 
what  such  a  statement  can  be  based.  I  will  not  go 
fully  into  that  question,  although  I  am  prepared 
to  do  so,  but  I  wish  to  allude  to  the  change  of  tone 
regarding  that  duty.  I  can  hardly  make  it  out. 
To-night  it  is  not  so  bad  a  tax,  apparently  because 
it  does  not  affect  the  farmer  so  much  as  other  taxes, 
but  the  hon.  member  for  South  Oxford,  a  few  years 
ago,  in  1886,  for  instance,  was  of  the  opinion  that : 

“The  two  most  barbarous  taxes  even  in  our  present 
barbarous  tariff— I  doubt  if  it  is  possible  to  find  two  more 
utterly  odious  and  detestable  taxes  than  that  those  on 
coal  and  flour.  This  tax  on  coal  may  be  considered  as 
the  tax  which  of  all  others  sets  most  at  defiance  every 
sound  principle  of  political  economy  and  of  common 
sense.  You  can  conceive  of  no  tax  which  is  more  inde¬ 
fensible,  Avhicli  is  more  absurd,  and  which  is  worse  in  its 
practical  operation  than  the  same  duty  on  coal.” 

The  hon.  gentleman  has  changed  his  opinion  about 
many  things,  and  on  the  coal  question  I  sincerely 
trust  he  has  changed  his  opinion  also,  Whether  he 
has  or  not,  let  me  tell  him  that  the  country  where 
the  price  of  coal  is  increasing  and  where  the  com¬ 
binations,  so  much  denounced  under  the  National 
Policy  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite — when  consider¬ 
ing  the  question  of  binding  twine  for  instance — are 
flourishing  and  where  coal  rings  now  run  the  price 
up  or  down  just  as  they  please,  is  England  to-day 
as  well  as  the  United  States.  Under  the  so-called 
free  trade  system,  I  am  able  to  prove  that  the  price 
of  coal  is  fixed,  not  according  to  the  laws  of  supply 
and  demand,  but  by  the  coal  association.  The 
price  fixed  in  England  by  this  combination,  a 
gigantic  affair,  was  six  shillings  in  1889,  it  was 
raised  to  eleven  shillings  in  1890,  and  ten  shillings 
in  1891,  and  I  ask  Sir  Henry  Tyler,  in  considering 
this  subject,  to  be  fair  to  Canada  and  to  admit,  as 
the  facts  will  force  him  to  admit,  that  while  he  is 
paying  less  for  the  coal  consumed  by  the  Grand 
Trunk  to-day  under  the  National  Policy  than  he 
paid  under  a  Reform  Administration,  with  no  duty 
on  coal,  in  England  the  railway  companies  are  paying 
more.  The  price  of  coal,  under  the  operations  of  the 
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combine  in  the  mother  land,  is  to-day  dearer  to  the 
railway  companies  than  the  price  paid  to-day  in 
Montreal  by  Sir  Henry  Tyler  for  the  Grand  Trunk 
Railway.  And  that  is  a  condition  of  things  under 
which  the  statement  conies  with  good  grace  from 
the  ex-Minister  of  Finance,  when  he  sthtes  that  he 
has  not  so  much  to  grumble  over  in  the  coal  tax  as 
it  only  affects  the  farmer  in  a  comparatively  light 
degree.  To  make  sure  that  the  English  prices 
were  correct,  I  communicated  with  the  Great 
Western  Railway  Company  in  England,  and  found 
that  the  statement  I  have  given  the  House  was 
correct  as  to  the  increased  price  in  England,  and 
the  London  Times  is  my  authority  for  stating  that 
those  prices  are  fixed  by  the  combines  of 
the  great  colliery  proprietors  of  the  mother 
country.  But  there  is  another  feature  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  coal  trade.  It  is  a  barometer 
as  to  the  general  commerce  in  Canada, 
and  the  best  barometer  we  have.  For  instance,  I 
found  that  in  1874  the  production  in  Canada,  when 
the  Reformers  came  into  power,  was  81,058,146 
tons.  After  two  years  under  that  Administration, 
it  dropped  to  933,808  tons,  whereas  in  1879,  after 
ten  years  of  the  National  Policy,  it  had  risen-  to 
2,616,441  tons.  I  M  ill  pass  over  the  other  points 
in  connection  with  the  subject.  I  regret  that  I 
have  occupied  far  more  of  the  time  of  the  House 
than  I  intended,  or  indeed,  from  my  point  of  view 
was  at  all  necessary.  The  hon.  gentleman, 
however,  to  whose  remarks  I  have  been  addressing 
myself  for  the  most  part,  spoke  of  the  grief  he 
felt  over  the  statements  of  the  Minister  of  Finance. 
Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  are  and  will  be,  I  be¬ 
lieve,  grieved.  They  are  grieved  at  being  now 
absolutely  stranded,  so  to  speak.  They  are  abso¬ 
lutely  at  a  loss  for  a  policy.  Certainly  the 
ex-Minister  of  Finance  has  not  vouchsafed  us  a 
hint  as  to  the  position  they  are  now  to  assume. 
The  hon.  gentleman  says  we  courted  a  refusal  at 
Washington.  The  hon.  gentleman  can  hardly  have 
meant  that.  The  hon.  gentleman  could  not  have 
gathered  that  from  any  statement  made  by  the 
Minister  of  Finance.  The  hon.  the  Minister  of 
Finance  gave  to  the  hon.  gentleman  a  succinct 
account  of  a  business  conversation  between  two 
business  men,  and  I  do  not  think  there  has  been  a 
hint  on  the  authority  of  Mr.  Blaine  or  of  anyone 
who  could  speak  with  authority  in  the  States,  that 
the  delegates  from  this  Government  attempted  to  I 
play  with  the  question  or  to  trifle  with  it.  From  j 
the  outset  both  parties  acted  with  the  greatest  1 
candour,  and  with  too  much  candour  for  the 
digestion  of  hgn.  gentlemen  opposite.  The  hon. 
gentleman  says  we  would  prefer  Mr.  Farrer  as  a 
delegate.  I  M'ould  like  to  knoM-  whether  with  a 
mask  or  M'ithout  one.  I  was  not  surprised  to  learn 
that  the  hon.  gentleman  would  prefer  Mr.  Farrer 
.  as  a  delegate.  If  public  rumour  is  correct,  that 
gentleman  has  already  acted  as  a  delegate  to 
Washington  on  more  than  one  occasion,  not  as  a 
delegate  for  the  Canadian  Government,  but  as  a 
delegate  against  the  Canadian  Government  and 
against  the  interests  of  the  Canadian  people.  At 
last,  the  hon.  gentleman  got  his  political  fangs,  so 
to  speak,  on  the  Iutercolonial  Railway.  He  left 
the  canals  and  the  great  expenditure  which  has 
been  made  upon  them  in  the  past  and  the 
expenditure  which  it  is  intended  to  make  upon 
them  in  the  fut,uye,  and,  again  thinking  of 
; the  “  shreds  and  patches,”  and  finding  that  their 
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good  example  has  been  folloMred  in  Ontario,  he 
went  down  to  the  lower  provinces  and  attacked 
the  most  important  work  in  that  part  of  the  Dom¬ 
inion.  I  have  a  speech  under  my  hand  delivered 
by  the  hon.  gentleman  when  these  deficits  did  not 
appear  to  appal  him  as  they  do  to-night,  when 
that  road  was  of  comparatively  small  extent,  when 
it  ran  only  to  Riviere  du  Loup,  and  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man,  as  Finance  Minister,  stated  that  the  antici¬ 
pated  deficit  M'as  not  less  than  half  a  million  of 
dollars.  But  at  that  time,  when  more  statesman¬ 
like  views  prevailed  in  that  party,  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man’s  old  leader,  Mr.  Mackenzie,  whose  present 
illness  I  am  sure  we  all  greatly  deplore,  stated  as 
Prime  Minister  that  he  viewed  this  great  public 
work,  this  wrork  so  essential  to  interprovincial  trade, 
this  work  which  was  a  part  of  the  conditions  of  con¬ 
federation,  in  a  very  patriotic  sense.  In  1878,  he 
stated  in  this  House  that  : 

“  He  was  not  hopeful  that  he  should  succeed  for  years 
to  come  in  making  the  traffic  entirely  a  paying  one,  but 
the  road  would  yield  a  return  in  many  other  ways  than 
dollars  and  cents,  by  opening  up  a  vast  portion  of  the 
country  which  had  been  almost  inaccessible.  It  would  pay 
in  another  way.  It  would  afford  a  highway  of  our  own 
to  the  ocean,  to  our  two  great  cities  on  the  sea  coast,  thus 
promoting  that  intercourse  which  was  essential  to  the 
growth  of  national  feeling  amongst  us  which  was  much 
more  valuable  than  money — that  independent  national 
feeling  without  which  no  people  could  be  prosperous  or 
great.” 

Hom^  have  the  hon.  gentlemen  departed  from  those 
principles,  Mdien  to-night  the  hon.  member  is  bring¬ 
ing  up  as  a  bone  of  contention  among  the  different 
provinces,  the  supposed  burthen  in  the  w'ay  of  a 
deficit  on  the  working  of  the  Intercolonial  Raihvay. 
I  might  also  quote  Mr.  Brown  who,  as  one  of  the 
Fathers  of  Confederation,  wras  Mulling,  speaking 
for  Ontario,  to  spend  the  cost  of  five  of  these  roads 
in  the  interests  of  that  great  scheme  ;  but  the  hon. 
gentleman  gloats  over  the  loss  of  revenue  and  tries 
to  terrify  the  taxpayer  of  the  M^est  on  account  of 
the  deficit  on  that  great  public  Mork.  I  have 
already  alluded  to  our  public  works  in  general. 
The  hon.  gentleman  at  one  time  could  give  a  very 
different  account  of  the  wisdom  of  our  expenditure 
ii  that  particular.  We  accepted  the  silver  side  of 
his  shield,  and  the  people  of  Canada  have  accepted 
it  at  many  elections  since  1878.  Finally,  we  are  told 
that  the  Reformers  in  the  bye  elections,  as  on 
all  occasions,  got  the  popular  vote,  and  there 
are  the  representatives  of  the  popular  vote,  a 
score  or  so,  as  the  hon.  gentleman  said  when 
speaking  of  the  towns  of  Canada.  I  do  not  know 
how  the  hon.  gentleman  got  the  popular  vote, 
because  in  county  after  comity,  according  to 
the  latest  returns,  we  have  the  popular  member, 
and  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman’s  statement  in 
that  regard  is  about  as  correct  as  his  statement  as 
to  the  population  of  this  country  as  a  whole. 
However,  the  hon.  gentleman  reached  a  climax  at 
the  end.  He  reached  one  of  the  greatest  flights 
to  wrhich  he  ever  has  soared  in  any  financial  state¬ 
ment,  when  he  alleged  that  the  manufacturers  had 
cost  Canada  eight  hundred  millions  of  dollars  in 
the  last  fourteen  years.  That  is  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  in  his  position  as  a  financial  adyiser.  I  hope 
some  kind  friend  M  ill  take  the  trouble  to  send  that 
statement  to  some  English  financial  journal. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  He  did  not  state  that. 

Mr.  T UPPER.  I  so  understood  him  ;  but  I 
have  no  desire  to  misrepresent  the  hon.  gentleman. 
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Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  I  did  not  so  under¬ 
stand  it. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  1  hope  my  ears  deceived  me, 
but  I  was  even  ready  to  believe  that  from  the  hon. 
gentleman. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  Too  ready. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  surely 
unkind  to  say  that  anyone  is  too  ready  to  believe 
what  the  hon.  member  for  South  Oxford  states. 
In  conclusion.  I  may  say  that  in  every  country 
there  are  croakers  and,  no  matter  what  prosperous 
condition  may  have  been  reached,  there  are  these 
wiseacres  talking  of  debt,  and  distress,  and  misery, 
and  burthens,  and  so  on.  No  country  ever  grew  to 
a  nation  without  having  scores  upon  scores  of  such 
men,  but  no  country  ever  came  to  ruin  that  pre¬ 
vented  those  mournful  advisers  from  taking  their 
scats  on  the  Treasury  benches. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  At  this  late  hour  of 
the  night,  I  shall  not  attempt  to  detain  the  House 
for  any  length  of  time,  and  I  am  sure  the  hon. 
gentleman  who  has  just  taken  his  seat  will  not 
accuse  me  for  want  of  courtesy  if  I  do  not  waste 
valuable  time  in  replying  to  much  of  what  he  has 
stated.  Some  years  ago,  and  down  to  recent 
years,  we  were  accustomed  in  many  constituencies 
in  the  west  to  see  an  old  scrap-book  brought  out 
on  platforms,  containing  scraps  of  speeches  reported 
to  have  been  made  by  individuals  during  the  last 
quarter  of  a  century.  It  was  known  as  “  Charlie’s 
Scrap-book.*’  In  listening  to  the  hon.  gentleman, 
I  thought  perhaps  Charlie’s  scrap-book  had  got 
lost  and  someone  had  found  it  and  given  it  to  the 
hon.  gentleman.  The  present  state  and  condition 
of  the  country  is  certainly  worthy  of  some  con¬ 
sideration  over  and  beyond  the  adoption  of  a  tone 
of  abuse  and  of  vilification  as  far  as  possible 
towards  an  hon.  member  on  this  side  of  the  House. 
It  seems  to  me,  when  a  financial  statement  is 
presented,  it  is  a  time,  as  the  Finance  Minister 
would  recognize,  and  one  would  think  anyone 
would  recognize  in  a  deliberative,  assembly,  to 
consider  carefully  the  condition  of  the  country  and 
to  consider  any  suggestions  which  may  be  offered  for 
the  bettering  of  the  condition  of  the  country.  That 
is  the  duty  I  suppose  that  devolves  upon  us  here,  and 
what  effect  it  can  have  to  quote  extracts  which, 
taken  out  of  their  connection,  may  not  mean  what 
the  hon.  gentleman  intends  them  to  mean*  bring 
them  into  a  discussion  where  they  can  bear  no  pos¬ 
sible  weight,  I  cannot  see,  and  it  can  only  weaken 
the  position  the  hon.  gentleman  takes.  The  first 
criticism  was  that  the  hon.  member  for  South 
Oxford  had  paid  no  attention  to  the  financial  part 
of  the  Finance  Minister’s  speech.  I  think  that  is 
not  correct.  I  think  my  hon.  friend  did  deal  with 
it,  he  dealt  wit\i  it  in  a  short  way,  and  lie  could 
not  help  dealing  with  it  in  a  short  way  because  it 
was  a  brief  statement  of  facts  the  greater  part  of 
which  all  the  gentlemen  who  have  studied  the 
Public  Accounts  were  perfectly  conversant  with. 
The  Finance  Minister  stated  what  items  had  come 
short  in  the  receipts  and  what  had  exceeded  on 
expenditure  in  the  Public  Accounts  that  we  have. 
True  the  Finance  Minister  tabulated  them  in  a  nice, 
readable  way.  but  they  called  for  no  comment. 
Over  and  beyond  that  he  gives  us  his  estimates  for 
the  year  1891-92.  He  estimates  that  we  will 
receive  $36,550,000,  and  if  the  expenditure*  is  main¬ 
tained  for  the  next  few  months  until  the  end 


of  July,  he  thinks  we  will  have  a  surplus  of 
some  *5,000.  He  expects  in  the  year  1892-93 
that  we  will  have  a  stationary  revenue 
not  hinting  at  any  tariff  changes  at  all¬ 
ot  about  $36,500,000  ;  and  he  threw  out  a  note 
of  warning  that  it  would  be  well  to  adopt  the  policy 
of  confining  our  expenditure  to  about  that  amount. 
Now,  without  endeavouring  to  disparage  the  state¬ 
ment  at  all  I  think  he  dealt  exhaustively  with  all 
the  Finance  Minister  said  in  reference  to  the  finances 
of  this  country.  He  noticed  this  fact,  that  the 
Minister  expects  that  without  any  changes  in  the 
tariff',  leaving  the  same  machinery  in  operation, 
there  will  be  a  stagnation  in  this  country  so  great 
that  he  will  have  no  augmented  revenue  at  all  ;  he 
expects  that  with  the  same  rate  of  taxation  he  will 
have  an  income  for  the  year  to  come  of  $36,500,600, 
but  no  increase  at  all.  I  take  it  that  if  there  was 
to  be  an  increase,  even  with  the  present  rate  of 
taxation,  it  would  be  due  to  the  increased  prosperity 
of  the  country.  The  Minister,  however,  evidently 
does  not  look  for  that,  and  thus  we  will  have  to  con¬ 
fine  our  ideas  so  far  as  expenditure  is  concerned, 
to  $36,500,000.  My  hon.  friend  next  had  recourse 
to  his  scrap-book,  and  from  that  he  professed 
to  read  some  statements  that  had  been  made 
by  the  member  for  South  Oxford  some  16  years 
ago,  in  which  he  pointed  out  that  the  revenue 
had  somewhat  disappointed  him.  It  was  quite 
proper  for  him  to  point  out,  itseems  to  me,  in  general 
keeping  with  his  position  of  Finance  Minister 
at  that  time,  and  as  explanatory  of  it,  that  the 
duties  were  then  levied  wholly,  or  almost  wholly, 
upon  an  ad  valorem  basis,  and  that  the  shrinkage 
in  values  in  this  country — not  caused  by  this  fact, 
not  caused  by  any  action  of  the  Government — but 
the  tariff  being  levied  upon  an  ad,  valorem  basis, 
these  values  had  shnuiken  and  the  revenue  had 
shrunken  somewhat,  and  the  hon.  gentleman  seems 
to  think  that  is  a  matter  of  reproach  to  my  hon. 
friend.  Well,  I  <£mnot  see  that,  nor  can  I  see 
where  injury  was  done  to  the  country.  He  boasts 
that  by  the  machinery  and  the  skill  that  have  been 
made  use  of  by  the  Finance  Minister  in  extracting 
money  from  the  pockets  of  the  people  by  putting 
on  a  specific  combined  w  ith  ad  valorem  duties,  they 
have,  during  a  period  of  stagnation  and  duluess  of 
trade,  nevertheless  been  able  to  wring  their  extra 
millions  out  of  the  pockets  of  the  people.  But 
wrhat  credit  is  that  to  a  Government  ?  If,  under 
the  operation  of  the  tariff  of  the  member  for  South 
Oxford  two  millions  less  went  into  the  revenue 
than  he  anticipated,  not  know  ing  that  the  decline 
in  value  would  take  place,  where  was  that  twro 
millions  left  ?  It  was  left  in  the  pockets  of  the 
people.  The  boast  of  the  hon.  gentleman  comes 
down  to  this,  that  they  have  succeeded  in  de¬ 
vising  a  scheme  whereby,  let  times  be  hard, 
let  values  fall  in  consequence,  they  will  wring- 
out  of  the  pockets  of  the  people  the  millions 
they  want  to  expend,  whether  the  people  are  able 
to  pay  it  or  not.  Sir,  suppose  a  municipal  council 
seeking  re-election  at  the  end  of  the  year,  come  be¬ 
fore  the  people  and  say  :  You  ought  to  return  us, 
the  old  council,  because  if  you  look  at  the  matter, 
and  we  can  prove  it  to  you,  we  absolutely  doubled 
your  taxation  during  our  year  of  administration. 
Why,  Sir,  in  what  position  would  the  reeve  and  the 
council  of  any  municipality  be  if  they  went  to  the 
people  and  urged  as  their  claim  for  support  that 
they  had  taken  double  the  amount  of  money  out  of 
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their  pockets  by  way  of  taxation  than  had  been 
taken  by  the  previous  council  ?  That  is  the  argu¬ 
ment  and  the  position  taken  by  the  hon.  gentleman 
opposite.  He  says  :  “  We  have  devised  a  tariff, 
we  have  set  in  operation  machinery  by  means  of 
which,  whether  the  country  is  poor  or  rich,  whether 
values  are  high  or  low,  whether  you  are  able  to 
pay  it  or  not,  you  have  got  to  give  us  the  millions 
that  we  require  to  carry  on  the  Government  at  the 
extravagant  rate  of  expenditure  we  have  inaugur¬ 
ated  and  that  we  intend  to  maintain.”  He  next 
found  fault  with  the  hon.  member  for  South  Ox¬ 
ford  because  he  had  not  made  a  plucky  speech. 
It  seems  to  me  he  was  hard  to  please,  for 
he  went  on  in  the  next  breath  to  quote  some 
utterances,  or  alleged  utterances,  made  by 
my  hon.  friend,  1  suppose,  on  occasions  when 
he  considered  that  my  hon.  friend  spoke 
pluekily,  and  containing  a  number  of  endearing 
epithets  that  he  made  use  of  towards  his  friends 
opposite.  I  suppose  lie  was  disappointed,  because, 
having  prepared  all  these  extracts  and  expecting 
that  my  hon.  friend  would  use  these  expressions, 
when  he  found  they  were  not  used,  it  rather  took 
away  his  thunder.  Then  he  took  the  bold  position 
that  no  one  would  state  that  a  large  number  of 
people  had  left  the  country,  if  I  understood  him 
right,  for  I  took  the  statement  down,  and  this  in 
the  presence  of  the  census  returns  which  have  been 
quoted,  in  presence  of  the  facts  known  to  himself, 
in  presence  of  the  fact  that  when  they  bring  down  | 
the  Redistribution  Bill,  they  will  be  forced  to  re¬ 
duce  the  number  of  representatives  in  his 
own  province,  because  of  the  loss  of  popula¬ 
tion  in  that  province.  Why,  .Sir,  when  you 
have  examined  statements  such  as  that,  you  { 
are  not  prepared  to  attach  as  much  importance 
as  the  Parliament  of  Canada  would  like  to  be  able 
to  attach  to  the  utterance  of  one  that  is  entrusted 
with  a  portfolio  in  its  administration.  He  gave  us 
several  stories,  we  had  heard  them  before.  If  I 
might  say  to  him — 1  do  not  know  how  his  stories 
took  upon  the  platform,  I  do  not  know  whether 
they  conduced  to  his  fame  as  an  orator — but  if  he 
would  permit  me,  somewhat  his  senior  in  public 
life,  to  say  it,  I  would  tell  him  that  I  do  not  think 
they  will  conduce  to  his  standing  or  reputation  as 
a  member  of  the  House  of  Commons.  He  was 
bold  enough  to  say  that  my  hon.  friend  did  not 
understand  the  sugar  question,  that  when  he  was  in 
the  office  of  Finance  Minister  he  arranged  the 
sugar  question  in  such  away  that  it  was  not  in  the 
interest  of  the  country.  Sir,  he  arranged  the 
sugar  duties  in  such  a  way,  at  any  rate,  that  the 
greater  portion  of  the  tax  went  into  the  treasury 
of  the  country.  I  think  if  the  hon.  gentleman 
himself  and  the  hon.  Minister  of  Finance  wholly 
understood  the  sugar  question  they  would  see  that 
there  is  a  source  of  revenue  lying  open  to  them 
light  on  that  very  question,  without  destroying 
their  National  Policy,  if  they  will  maintain  it,  and 
what  is  that  ?  Well,  i  will  tell  them,  and  I 
charge  them  nothing  for  the  information.  The 
hon.  gentleman  evidently  had  tried  to  get  some 
tariff  hints  from  Mr.  Blaine  when  in  Washington. 

I  will  tell  him  that,  assuming  to-day  that  the  im¬ 
portation  of  sugar,  in  round  numbers,  is  about  two 
hundred  million  pounds,  if  he  puts  ytt  °f  a  cent 
per  pound  duty  on  raw  sugar  under  No.  14  Dutch 
standard  he  will  get  a  revenue  of  $600,000  that  will  go 
into  the  public  treasury  from  that  source.  I  will 
Mr.  Paterson  (Brant). 


tell  him  further  than  when  he  has  done  that,  he 
has  left  the  refiners  of  sugar  in  this  country  preci¬ 
sely  the  same  amount  of  protection  that  the  refiner 
has  in  that  country  that  he  says  is  protected  to 
death.  I  think  the  hon.  member  for  South  Oxford 
would  understand  that  much  about  the  sugar  ques¬ 
tion,  and  evidently  the  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  do 
not  understand  even  that  simple  proposition,  or  a 
worse  supposition  must  be  mine,  that  knowing  it, 
they  deliberately  neglect  the  interest  of  Canada  in 
that  respect.  Then  we  have  an  allusion  to  the 
coal  duty,  and  he  seemed  somewhat  nonplussed 
because  the  hon.  member  for  South  Oxford  had  not 
said  something  about  coal,  but  not  having  men¬ 
tioned  he  was  fain  to  take  hold  of  it  boldly  himself, 
because  he  had  probably  a  lot  of  figures,  he  had 
probably  got  a  lot  of  statistics  in  order  to  prove 
that  when  the  duty  v  as  upon  anthracite  coal  it  was 
not  the  Canadian  that  paid  the  duty,  but  it  was 
the  American  producer  of  the  coal  ;  and  that  if  it 
w  as  reimposed  it  would  not  come  out  of  the  pockets 
of  our  people  at  all,  and  that  was  one  of  the  fallacies 
entertained,  according  to  him,  by  the  member  for 
South  Oxford.  When  the  leader  of  the  Opposition 
asked  why  the  leader  of  the  Government  did  notreim- 
pose  it,  the  hon.  gentleman  said  wre  did  not  need  the 
money  just  now.  That  would  be  very  kind  and  consid¬ 
erate  if  those  to  be  benefited  under  it  were  to  be  our 
people,  but  wdien  the  people  of  the  United  States 
were  to  receive  the  benefit  according  to  him,  they 
paying  the  duty  on  it,  we  rather  think  he  would 
consider  the  Government  failed  in  their  duty  by 
not  reimposing  it.  I  do  not  propose  to  read 
extracts,  but  I  have  in  my  mind  a  speech  de¬ 
livered  by  an  hon.  gentleman  who  occupied  a  seat 
in  this  House,  who  wTas  at  one  time  Minister  of 
Finance,  and  who  is  now  our  High  Commissioner 
in  London,  in  which,  wdien  introducing  his  iron 
duties,  placing  excessive  burdens  upon  that  article 
which  is  in  such  common  use  among  the  people, 
burdens  that  were  grievous  to  be  borne,  said,  by  w  ay 
of  comfort,  that  he  at  one  fell  swroop  swept  awray 
half  a  million  of  taxation  that  was  upon  us  by 
taking  off  the  duty  on  coal.  But  he  may  not  have 
been,  as  wras  alleged  against  the  member  for 
South  Oxford  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  a  finan¬ 
cier,  lie  may  not  have  understood  these  mat¬ 
ters  and  have  been  entirely  mistaken.  It  wras,  at 
all  events,  the  opinion  he  held  at  that  time,  if  I  am 
not  mistaken,  and  if  I  am  in  error  I  shall  be  glad 
to  acknowledge  it,  as  can  be  easily  found  by  look¬ 
ing  up  the  Budget  speech  delivered  wdien  the  iron 
duties  were  imposed. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  It  is  not  an  hereditary 
opinion. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  No,  it  has  not  des¬ 
cended.  The  hon.  Minister  of  Marine  and  Fisher¬ 
ies  addressed  some  other  remarks  to  the  House 
that  I  did  not  take  note  of,  because  I  did  not 
think  they  came  into  the  consideration  of  this 
question,  for  they  have  been  spoken  of  so  long  and 
so  often  :  I  refer  particularly  to  the  grouping  of 
certain  portions  of  the  neighbouring  Republic  in 
order  to  show'  that  their  population  had  not  increas¬ 
ed  as  it  should  have  done.  I  do  not  attach  import¬ 
ance  to  this  line  of  argument  in  questions  of  this 
kind.  It  may  be  very  w'ell  when  there  is  time  to 
discuss  such  issues  and  one  may  be  able  to  score  a 
point  in  that  waiy.  But  the  wdiole  question  must 
lie  looked  at,  a  broad  view  of  the  whole  question 


385 


[MARCH  22,  1892.] 


386 


* 


must  be  taken  when  you  are  devising  means  where¬ 
by  the  trade  of  a  country  may  not  only  be  main¬ 
tained  but  enhanced.  I  ask  hon.  gentlemen  op¬ 
posite  when  they  take  that  narrow  view,  how  is  it 
possible  for  them  to  conceive  that  the  policy  of 
isolation  and  high  taxation  which  they  have 
inaugurated  and  have  endeavoured  to  maintain  can 
be  a  policy  in  the  best  interests  of  the  people.  If 
it  is  true  that  interprovincial  trade  has  benefited 
the  Dominion,  of  course  we  arrive  at  the  result  that 
if  we  can  secure  free  trade  with  65,000,000 
instead  of  half  a  million,  vast  benefits  must  be  se¬ 
cured  to  our  people.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  de¬ 
clare  that  Canada  is  prospering  ;  they  read  extracts 
from  Mr.  Mowat  and  other  gentlemen.  Who  says 
that  Canada  has  not  increased  ?  The  fact  stares  us  in 
the  face  that  the  census  shows  we  have  only  half  a 
million  more  population  than  we  had  ten  years  ago. 
That  is  better  than  if  we  had  half  a  million  less. 
Here  is  proof  that  we  have  not  absolutely  gone 
backwards.  What  we,  on  this  side  of  the  House, 
hold  is  that  a  country  like  Canada,  with  its  re¬ 
sources  and  people  and  nationality,  should  have  in¬ 
creased  in  population,  not  half  a  million,  but  a 
million  and  a  half.  The  question  should  be,  not 
that  the  people  of  Canada  should  be  able  to  get 
bread  and  butter  for  a  few  years,  that  the  mort¬ 
gages  should  not  eat  them  entirely  out  of  house  and 
home,  and  that  we  should  be  able  to  keep  as  many 
people  here  during  the  next  ten  years  as  there  are 
now.  What  a  low  estimate  this  is  to  take  of  this 
country  with  its  population  and  resources.  In 
considering  this  question,  we  must  consider 
it  in  the  light  of  what  progress  ought  to  have 
been  made  as  compared  with  the  progress 
which  has  been  made.  What  is  there  that  debars 
the  progress  of  Canada?  Has  it  not  stores  of  wealth 
in  the  fisheries  ?  They  are  an  inexhaustible  mine 
of  wealth.  Are  there  not  mineral  resources  locked 
lip  in  the  earth  ?  It  is  known  that  Canada  is  rich  in 
mineral  deposits.  Isit  because  we  have  not  agricul¬ 
tural  lands  ?  Look  at  the  provinces,  not  only  those  by 
the  sea  and  Quebec  and  Ontario,  but  glance  at  the 
millions  of  acres  of  fertile  land  in  Manitoba  and  the 
North- West  awaiting  settlement.  Look  at  the  wealth 
of  the  country  locked  up  in  the  Rocky  Mountains 
and  Selkirks.  Look  at  the  wealth  in  the  fisheries 
of  the  Pacific,  away  in  the  far  west,  What  is  the 
matter  with  the  country  ?  Nothing  isthematter  with 
Canada.  There  is  no  better  country  under  the  sun 
than  Canada.  If  we  have  a  rugged  climate  in 
portions  of  it,  it  tends  to  produce  the  best  and 
hardiest  class  of  men  in  muscle  and  brain.  The 
fault  is  not  in  the  country.  Yet  the  fact  stares 
us  in  the  face  that,  taking  the  figures  of  hon.  gen¬ 
tlemen  opposite,  we  are  short  of  a  population  which 
ought  to  be  in  this  country  of  over  1,000,000  people 
at  the  lowest  calculation.  Why  are  they  not  here  ? 
I  will  not  weary  the  House  by  going  into  figures  at 
length,  but  I  point  out  that  we  had  a  population 
of  4,324,811  ten  years  ago.  Hon.  gentlemen  oppo¬ 
site  will  certainly  not  dispute  that  proposition. 

Mr.  McNEILL.  I  thought  you  denied  it  on 
your  side  of  the  House. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  I  did  not  deny  it- 
I  hope  the  hon.  member  as  a  loyal  supporter  of  the 
Government  which  took  these  figures  will  not  deny 
it.  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman  will  not  deny  that 
the  lowest  natural  increase  in  those  ten  years  should 
be  one-fifth  added  to  the  population.  With  the 
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natural  increase  alone  it  is  apparent  that  386,000 
people  were  lost  to  this  country.  But  that  is  not 
all.  If  we  are  to  take  the  figures  of  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  as  given  by  themselves,  we  find  there  have 
been  immigrant  settlers,  said  to  have  come  into  this 
country,  and  to  have  settled  in  this  country  during 
the  ten  years  from  1881  to  1890,  to  the  number  of 
886, 177.  Putting  the  two  together  you  have  a  right 
to  expect,  if  the  figures  of  gentlemen  opposite 
are  true,  that  when  these  people  came  to  Canada 
and  expressed  their  desire  to  settle  in  Canada  with 
its  vast  resources,  and  climate  right  ;  if  there 
had  not  been  something  wrong  in  its  Govern¬ 
ment,  and  in  its  law,  you  have  a  right  to 
assume  that  they  would  remain  in  this  country 
which  is  equal  to  any  other  on  the  face  of  the 
globe.  ,  You  have  a  right  to  assume  that  if  every¬ 
thing  was  right  at  home  the  flower  of  our  popula¬ 
tion,  our  youth,  instead  of  going  to  other  countries 
would  settle  down  in  their  own,  where  there  are 
great  possibilities  for  them,  and  a  field  for  all  the 
energy  that  they  possess.  Sir,  if  our  own  people 
had  remained,  and  if  the  emigrants  they  pro¬ 
fessed  to  have  brought  here  had  remained,  there 
would  have  been  an  increase  of  1,751,139  souls  ;  but 
the  figures  show  that  there  is  a  bare  increase  of 
500,000,  or  1,200,000  souls  less  than  came  to  this 
country,  and  than  were  in  this  country,  if  we  take 
the  figures  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  and  who 
have  left  this  country  which  is  rich  so  far  as  its 
natural  advantages  and  its  material  well-being  are 
concerned.  It  is  for  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  to  say 
why  they  have  left  this  country.  An  excuse  was 
offered  by  the  hon.  gentleman  who  last  spoke  ;  he 
did  not  venture  to  say  it  himself  but  he  professed 
to  read,  that  the  figures  of  1881  were  doubted  as 
being  absolutely  accurate  by  the  hon.  member  for 
South  Oxford  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright).  The 
Minister  of  Marine  and  Fisheries  did  not  venture 
to  say  himself  that  the  figures  were  not  correct 
himself.  Why  did  he  read  what  another  man 
said  ?  Why  was  he  not  manly  enough  to  say  that 
the  figures  of  1881  were  wrong  ? 

Mr.  TUPPER.  Will  the  hon.  gentleman  allow 
me  to  say  a  word  ? 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  Yes. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  The  hon.  gentleman  misunder¬ 
stood  my  argument  in  that  connection  ;  I  did  not 
state  my  own  opinion,  nor  was  it  necessary  to  do 
so.  I  was  simply  then  endeavouring  to  show  the 
House  the  animus  that  influenced  the  member  for 
South  Oxford  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  in  dilating 
upon  the  present  terrible  condition  of  the  country, 
as  he  said  ;  and  to  show  that  he  was  not  dealing 
fair,  as  I  thought,  with  the  subject.  I  mentioned 
a  fact  that  he  had  carefully  concealed,  and  cer¬ 
tainly  did  not  bring  to  the  attention  of  the  House. 
That  was,  that  while  he  now  assumed  in  his 
calculation  that  the  census  of  1881  was  absolutely 
correct,  he  almost  called  it  a  deliberate  fraud  in 
1891,  as  having  exaggerated  the  number  of  people 
there  were  in  Canada.  It  was  not  necessary  for 
me,  for  my  purpose,  to  say  that  the  census  of  1881 
was  correct  or  incorrect. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  But  it  would  be  very 
pleasing  to  me  now  in  my  argument  if  the  hon. 
gentleman  would  give  us  his  own  opinion  ? 

Mr.  TUPPER.  The  hon.  gentleman  knows 
what  his  leader  says. 
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Mr.  PATERSON  ’(Brant).  But  I  would  like  to 
know  what  the  would-be  leader  of  some  other  hon. 
gentlemen  had  to  say. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  It  is  quite  clear  you  are  not 
satisfied  with  the  authority  of  the  hon.  member 
for  South  Oxford  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright). 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  Not 'at  all,  but  I 
think  there  is  the  weakness  in  the  hon.  gentleman’s 
argument,  that  he  puts  it  on  to  the  hon.  member 
for  South  Oxford.  Perhaps  the  Minister  of  Marine 
and  Fisheries  might  say  that  the  figures  as  taken 
by  the  Government  now,  represent  more  people 
than  there  are  at  present  in  the  country.  They 
are  taken  on  precisely  the  same  basis  as  the  last 
census,  taken  on  the  de  jure  and  not  the  de  facto 
system.  But  let  me  call  the  attention  of  the  hon. 
gentleman  to  this  fact.  Go  back  to  the  figures  of 
the  census  of  1871,  twenty  years  ago,  and  you  will 
find  that  there  were  3,686,593  souls  in  Canada  then. 
Surely  there  would  be  a  simple  two  per  cent  per 
annum  of  natural  increase  added  in  a  population 
like  Canada,  and  that  would  have  given  you  an 
increase  of  1,474,637  souls,  whereas  your  entire 
increase  is  but  1,136,751  or  337,886  souls  short  of 
what  you  ought  to  have  with  a  natural  increase,  to 
say  nothing  of  the  886,000  that  you  claim  to  have 
brought  into  the  country  by  immigration  during 
these  ten  years.  I  think  I  heard  the  Minister  of  J us- 
tice  say  that  this  exodus  was  during  the  Mackenzie 
Administration.  Let  him  not  lay  that  flattering 
unction  to  his  soul,  let  him  look  up  the  figures  of  the 
exodus  at  that  date  and  compare  them  with  the  exo¬ 
dus  proved  by  the  figures  of  the  Government  to  have 
taken  place  during  their  reign,  and  I  think  he  will 
never,  in  the  future,  say  anything  about  the  exodus 
under  any  previous  Administration.  I  ask  in  all 
seriousness,  if  instead  of  these  charges  which  we 
have  heard,  these  old  utterances  of  sixteen  and 
twenty  years  ago  that  have  been  given  on  the 
election  platform,  time  after  time,  I  ask  if  it 
would  not  have  been  suitable  at  this  time  that  the 
hon.  gentleman  had  recognized  the  fact  that 
during  the  past  ten  years  it  is  a  sad  disappoint¬ 
ment  to  the  people  of  this  country,  that  they 
are  not  able  to  find  1,200,000  souls,  which,  if  the 
Government  count  is  to  be  taken  as  correct,  are 
not  to  be  found  within  our  own  borders.  We 
had  a  right  to  expect  that  the  Minister  of 
Finance  in  dealing  with  the  problem  of  the 
welfare  of  this  country,  its  financial  position  and 
its  material  prosperity,  should  have  made  some 
allusion  to  that,  that  he  should  have  endeavoured 
to  ascertain  what  was  the  cause,  to  have  pointed 
it  out  to  the  House  and  to  have  devised  some 
remedy  and  made  some  proposition  by  which  this 
drainage  of  our  population  might  have  ceased. 
Sir,  we  listened  in  vain  for  it  from  the  Finance 
Minister.  He  was  followed  by  his  lieutenant,  but 
we  listened  in  vain  for  it  from  him  also.  What 
did  we  hear  from  the  Minister  of  Finance?  We 
heard  him  relating  that  he  had  been  on  a  mission 
to  Washington  to  endeavour  to  effect  a  reciprocity 
treaty  with  the  United  States,  either  for  the  good 
of  Canada,  or  for  the  ill  of  Canada.  We  will 
suppose  as  honest  men  that  when  he  went  there 
and  made  the  proposition  that  he  believed  it  would 
be  in  the  interests  of  Canada  to  have  freer  trade 
relations  with  that  nation  to  the  south  of  us.  As 
honest  men  we  are  bound  to  suppose  that  that  was 
the  case.  Then,  I  ask,  how  is  it  that  when  he 
Mr.  Paterson  (Brant). 


came  back  and  stood  in  his  place  in  this  House, 
and  told  us  as  he  did— his  face  exultant  as  he  told 
us — that  there  was  no  possible  hope  of  that  which 
would  be  a  benefit  to  this  country  being  accom¬ 
plished,  his  followers  behind  him  cheered  to  the 
echo.  I  say  that  such  a  spectacle  never  was  wit¬ 
nessed  in  the  Canadian  Parliament  as  a  Minister 
going  to  Washington,  declaring  that  he  was  going 
there  to  effect  a  reciprocity  treaty  and  to  bring  about 
freer  trade  relations  with  the  people  to  the  south, 
which  would  be  to  our  benefit,  and  on  his  return, 
exultant  as  he  declared,  that  he  not  only  could  not 
get  it,  but  that  nobody  else  could  get  it,  and  the 
wild  cheers  of  more  than  one -half  of  the  members 
of  Parliament  sitting  behind  him  responding  to 
that.  Sir,  it  seems  to  me  it  was  not  creditable  to 
these  gentlemen  that  they  should  have  taken  that 
position.  If,  on  the  other  hand,  I  was  to  suppose 
that  it  was  possible  for  sworn  advisers  of  Her  Ma¬ 
jesty  to  enact  a  farce,  to  play  a  deceit,  to  go  to 
Washington  to  pretend  to  go  there  with  a  desire 
to  procure  something,  while  their  aim  and  object 
was  to  prevent  it,  I  can  understand  why  they 
should  smile  and  why  they  should  be  applauded 
by  their  supporters.  .Sir,  the  lion,  gentle¬ 
man  has  on  more  than  one  occasion — he 
did  it  to-day,  though  not  in  as  plain  words 
as  usual — taken  the  ground  that  reciprocity 
would  be  of  very  little  value  to  us.  He  has  taken 
the  ground  that  that  country  is  not  a  natural 
market  for  the  products  of  Canada.  He  has 
repeated  that  statement  from  the  platform.  He 
has  belittled  the  benefits  that  could  be  derived 
from  free  intercourse  with  the  people  to  the  south, 
and  he  and  his  party  have  joined  together  in 
denouncing  a  reciproci  ty  treaty  even  in  agricultural 
products  as  a  bad  thing  for  the  farmers  of  Canada. 
That  position  was  taken  by  him  in  Toronto,  where 
he  asserted  that  the  United  States  was  not  our 
natural  market,  but  that  our  natural  market  was 
in  England,  and  repeated  by  their  organ,  which, 
on  the  day  just  preceding  one  of  the  bye-elections, 
came  out  with  the  reasons  why  the  Reform  candi¬ 
date  should  not  be  supported,  one  of  them  being  : 
“  Vote  against  So-and-so  and  the  flooding  of  the 
Canadian  market  with  cheap  American  products.” 
Now,  Sir,  that  being  the  view  of  these  lion,  gentle¬ 
men,!  ask  what  position  were  they  in  to  go  to  Wash¬ 
ington  on  behalf  of  Canada,  honestly,  sincerely  and 
earnestly  endeavouring  to  bring  about  a  treaty  that 
would  be  ruinous  and  disastrous  to  the  agricultural 
interests  of  Canada?  Sir,  one  or  other  of  these 
positions  is  occupied  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite. 
Neither  position  is  very  honourable  ;  I  hesitate  to 
make  the  choice  for  them,  and  will  allow  them  to 
do  that  for  themselves.  Sir,  I  believe  that  freer 
trade  relations  with  the  people  to  the  south  of  us 
would  be  beneficial  to  the  people  of  this  country. 
I  desire  to  see  these  relations  brought  about,  if 
possible.  I  do  not  believe  in  paying  the  price  that 
lion,  gentlemen  opposite  have  declared  we  would 
have  to  pay  in  order  to  get  reciprocity  ;  but,  not¬ 
withstanding  the  statement  of  the  Finance  Minis¬ 
ter,  I  am  scarcely  prepared  to  believe  yet  that 
some  one  else  might  not  perhaps  be  able  to  give 
more  hope  that  such  a  thing  would  be  accomplish¬ 
ed,  than  the  Government  were  able  to  give  this 
afternoon.  We  have  to  take  the  word  of  the  hon. 
Minister  of  Finance  for  it.  I  can  only  imperfectly 
remember  what  he  said.  I  woidd  know  it  better  if 
I  had  it  before  me — if  we  had  it  before  us,  as  I 
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think  we  should,  some  “memo.”  of  what  did  tran¬ 
spire.  The  seal  of  secrecy  was  not  on  the  hon. 
gentleman,  or  else  he  violated  it  in  his  verbal 
statement.  The  seal  of  secrecy  was  not  there, 
and  there  should  have  been  on  the  Table  of 
the  House  some  written  communication  which 
would  enable  the  House  to  know  just  what 
did  transpire  in  reference  to  this  matter.  But 
following  as  well  as  I  could  follow  words  spoken 
fluently  and  pleasantly,  but  hurriedly  necessarily, 
as  words  will  drop  from  a  speaker’s  lips,  I  was 
unable  to  see,  from  what  he  did  say,  that  there 
was  anything  like  an  earnest,  honest  attempt  to 
sit  down  and  discuss  the  possibilities  of  securing 
reciprocity.  Why,  Sir,  from  the  statement  of  the 
hon.  gentleman  himself,  it  seemed  to  me  that  he 
was  suggesting  to  Mr.  Blaine  all  the  difficulties  he 
possibly  could  suggest.  He  seemed  to  say  to  him  : 
“  Why,  my  dear  Mr.  Blaine,  you  know  I  have  got 
to  raise  a  revenue  ;  how  do  you  think  I  shall  raise 
my  revenue  ?”  And  I  can  imagine  Mr.  Blaine 
looking  at  him  quietly,  thinking  no  doubt  in  his 
own  mind  :  “  Well,  my  dear  friend,  I  should  have 
thought  you  ought  to  have  known  what  you  were 
going  •  to  do  about  your  revenue  before  you 
came  to  talk  to  me.  ”  But  Mr.  Blaine  seems 
to  have  been  taken  by  surprise,  and  to  have 
said  to  the  Finance  Minister  :  “  Have  you  no 
other  way  to  raise  a  revenue  besides  putting 
duties  on  goods  that  come  from  the  United  States  ?” 
And  that  subject  seems  to  have  been  dropped. 
Then,  they  talked  about  excise  duty,  and  the 
hon.  Minister  seems  to  have  said  to  Mr.  Blaine  : 
“  There  is  trouble  there  ;  if  you  have  excise  duties, 
our  excise  duties  will  have  to  be  the  same  as  yours ;  ” 
and  that  subject  seems  to  have  terminated  there. 
Then  he  said  to  Mr.  Blaine,  :  “  If  we  take  down  the 
barriers  and  make  a  reciprocity  treaty  with  you, 
will  you  let  us  take  down  the  barriers  against  all 
other  countries  in  the  world  ?  ”  And  Mr.  Blaine  said 
he  seemed  to  think  that  lacked  one  of  the  principal 
elements  of  reciprocity.  It  seems  to  me  that  when 
the  Finance  Minister  made  that  suggestion,  this 
difficulty  would  occur  to  him,  that  he  would  be  still 
shorter  of  revenue  when  he  took  down  the  barriers 
against  all  countries.  Sir,  1  cannot  understand  that 
manner  of  negotiating.  I  cannot  understand  men 
having  a  love  for  their  country,  and  professing  their 
belief,  that  freer  trade  relations  would  be  advanta¬ 
geous,  going  to  Washington,  apparently  not 
seeking  to  obviate  difficulties  in  the  way,  but 
presenting  difficulties,  and  then  hurrying  back  to 
deliver  the  message  which  the  hon.  gentleman  de¬ 
livered  to-day,  with  exultant  voice  and  amid  the 
cheering  of  his  supporters  behind  him.  And  these 
hon.  gentlemen  tell  us  that  we  are  dumbfounded  by 
his  statement.  What  is  there  to  cause  consterna¬ 
tion  in  the  Liberal  ranks  by  such  an  announcement 
made  by  the  hon.  Minister  of  Finance,  under  the 
circumstances,  detailed  by  himself  ?  I  have  failed 
to  be  struck  with  the  force  of  it  in  such  a  way  as 
to  be  unable  to  gather  my  thoughts  together  and 
express  my  views  in  reference  to  this  subject.  But 
if  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  had  made  up  their 
minds — and  certainly  they  have  made  up  their 
minds  that  as  far  as  they  are  concerned  no  further 
attempt  will  be  made  to  secure  free  trade  relations 
with  the  people  to  the  south  of  us — we  were 
entitled,  I  think,  in  the  presence  of  the  fact  that 
we  are  losing  our  population  at  the  rate  we  are, 
in  view  of  the  fact  that  this  is  not  the  fault 
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of  the  country,  but  is  due  to  some  other  rea¬ 
sons,  to  expect  that  a  gentleman  occupying  the 
position  of  Minister  of  Finance  would  have 
been  prepared  to  point  out  some  other  direc¬ 
tion  in  which  in  his  opinion  it  would  serve  the 
interests  of  Canada  to  move.  But,  Sir,  we  have 
listened  in  vain.  He  proposes  nothing,  except 
that  his  excessive  taxation  is  to  remain  upon  the 
people  of  this  country  ;  the  exodus  is  to  go  on  ;  the 
burden  of  the  national  debt  increased  by  a  hundred 
million  by  these  gentlemen  during  these  very  ten 
years,  is  to  continue.  He  proposes  no  relief,  no 
extended  trade  in  any  direction.  He  coolly  tells 
the  farmers  of  Quebec  and  of  Maritime  Provinces  : 
‘ £  Cease  to  grow  your  hay,  which  is  your  profitable 
crop;  raise  thorough-bred  horses  for  the  English  mar¬ 
ket,  and  breed  fine  cattle.  ”  That  is  the  way  in  which 
he  talks  to  men  whose  capital  is  all  invested  at  the 
present  time  in  their  farms,  the  relief  is  to  come 
not  through  any  effort  of  the  Government.  They  are 
to  remain  in  office  worse  than  flies  upon  a  wheel, 
and  the  farmers  of  Canada  are  to  get  relief  by 
working  out  their  own  salvation,  by  growing  as 
much  as  they  can  upon  their  farms  and  sending  it 
to  whatever  market  will  choose  to  take  and 
pay  for  it.  Sir,  they  tell  us  that  we  have 
the  English  market,  and  they  rejoice  in  the  fact 
that  we  are  not  tied  to  the  American  market, 
and  they  exclaim  the  American  market  is  not  our 
natural  market,  but  the  English  market  is.  But 
we  had  the  English  market  long  ago,  and  we  have 
it  still  on  the  same  terms  as  the  American  and 
other  nations  have,  save  in  the  scheduling  of 
cattle.  And  if  we  had  freer  trade  relations  with 
the  people  to  the  south  of  us,  secured  on  fair  and 
honourable  terms,  we  would  have .  the  English 
market  then  just  as  free  and  open  as  at  present. 
The  hon.  gentleman  rejoiced  at  being  able  to  point 
to  the  fact  that  our  exports  to  Great  Britain  had 
increased  and  those  to  the  United  States  decreased. 
I  am  sorry  to  think  that  a  gentleman  occupying  the 
position  of  Finance  Minister  should  state  calmly  a 
proposition  of  that  kind,  should  compare  the  free, 
open  English  market  with  the  American  market 
barred  by  a  duty  of  25  to  75  per  cent ;  and 
should  claim  that  because,  forsooth,  more  of  our 
products  are  going  to  the  English  free  market  on 
account  of  the  barriers  being  raised  higher  and 
higher  against  us  in  the  American  market,  the 
former  is  our  natural  market  and  the  latter  is  not.  Sir, 
I  by  no  means  undervalue  the  English  market.  On 
the  contrary  I  say  cultivate  it  in  all  legitimate 
ways  we  can,  but  if  you  want  to  make  a  fair  com¬ 
parison,  you  should  consider  what  the  Canadian 
farmers  would  be  able  to  do  in  the  American  market 
were  it  as  free  as  the  English  market  is  now,  and 
then  determine.  Take,  for  an  illustration,  the  egg. 
I  suppose  if  the  United  States  were  to  impose  a  pro¬ 
hibitory  duty  upon  eggs,  more  of  our  eggs  would 
go  to  England  than  ever  and  less  to  the  United 
States,  and  the  hon.  gentleman  could  then  point  to 
England,  with  equal  logic,  as  our  natural  market 
for  eggs.  But  would  that  demonstrate  that  if  the 
duty  were  wiped  out  and  the  American  market 
made  free,  our  trade  would  not  go  there  ?  Our 
trade  returns  tell  us  it  would.  But  the  extension 
of  our  trade  has  been  crippled  by  the  imposition  of 
higher  and  higher  duties,  which  prevent  commerce 
between  the  two  countries.  What  we  say  is  that 
if  our  neighbours  will  remove  these  barriers  and 
make  their  market  free,  we  will  still  have  the 
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English  market  as  we  have  it  now,  and  the  law  of 
supply  and  demand  would  determine  to  what 
extent  we  could  use  it.  The  competition  would 
bring  higher  prices.  Would  that  hurt  the  country  ? 
I  do  not  propose  to  detain  the  House  at  greater 
length.  I  have  spoken  longer  than  I  intended,  but 
I  endeavoured  to  pay  the  lion,  gentleman  who 
preceded  me  the  courtesy  of  noticing  all  he  said, 
and  I  think  I  have  alluded  to  all  his  principal 
statements.  I  have  endeavoured  to  point  out  that 
in  my  judgment  the  Ministers  have  failed  to  show 
any  way  by  which  Canadian  trade  may  be  impro¬ 
ved.  They  have  not  suggested  any  remedy,  but 
have  simply  given  a  statement  of  how  our  finances 
stand.  They  have  spent  a  great  portion  of  their 
time  in  endeavouring  to  confute  statements  made 
by  the  lion,  member  for  South  Oxford  in  his 
letter,  but  have  not  endeavoured  to  answer  his  ar¬ 
guments,  simply  contenting  themselves  with  a  ge¬ 
neral  denunciation  of  those  opposed  to  them. 
Then  they  woundup  with  the  consoling  thought  that 
the  Opposition  was  vanquished,  that  the  Opposition 
had  lost  their  courage  and  were  no  longer  able  to 
maintain  their  position.  Those  are  things  that 
seem  to  give  joy  and  delight  to  lion,  gentlemen 
opposite.  I  have  not  noticed  those  things  ;  I  have 
not  felt  them  myself.  In  any  position  I  have 
taken  with  reference  to  this  matter,  I  have  endea¬ 
voured  honestly  to  carry  out  my  convictions.  I  believe 
to-day  that  if  you  could  secure  freer  trade  relations 
with  the  people  of  the  south  on  fair  and  honourable 
terms,  which  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  has 
told  you  are  the  only  terms  on  which  they  will  ever 
be  accepted  by  him, it  would  be  a  boon  to  this  coun¬ 
try.  I  believe  there  is  a  vast  majority  of  the  people 
of  Ontario,  and  all  other  parts  of  this  Dominion  who 
would  rather  have  heard  the  Finance  Minister  say 
that  he  thought  there  was  an  opportunity  in  the 
future  of  securing  freer  trade  relations  with  the 
Americans,  than  to  hear  him  with  exultant  voice 
declare  that  we  need  look  for  no  relief  in  that 
direction  but  should  be  tied  up  in  the  future  as  we 
have  been  in  the  past.  There  are  people  who 
expected  that  the  Minister  would  give  some  hope  of 
being  prepared  to  lift  the  burdens  from  the  people, 
and  I  venture  to  say  that  on  reading  his  speech  they 
will  rise  with  the  feeling  of  utter  disappointment. 
They  will  feel  convinced  that  the  best  interests  of 
the  country  are  not  being  served  by  maintaining  in 
power  the  present  Administration,  who  seem  to  have 
given  palpable  evidence  that  they  do  not  believe 
that  which  the  majority  of  the  people  believe  to  be 
in  their  interest ;  and  when  the  time  comes — I 
make  no  prophecy—  and  the  people  will  again  be 
able  to  pronounce  as  to  whether  they  approve  of 
the  methods  of  the  Government  or  do  not,  I  have 
every  confidence  in  the  result.  In  the  meantime, 
what  we  believe  to  be  right  on  this  side,  we  will 
endeavour  to  advocate  by  argument  and  not  by 
abuse,  and  when  the  time  comes  for  a  final  contest 
again  before  the  people,  then,  in  spite  of  all  the 
unfair  methods  which  have  been  made  use  of 
by  this  Government,  in  spite  of  their  saying 
practically  who  shall  be  the  electorate  in  each 
division,  then  printing  the  lists  in  their  own 
Printing  Bureau,  where  by  accident  or  otherwise, 
so  many  mistakes  occur,  in  spite  of  their  appoint¬ 
ing  their  own  returning  officers,  and  controlling  all 
the  machinery  of  elections,  as  it  is  not  controlled 
by  any  other  political  party  in  any  country,  we  will 
be  able  to  go  to  the  people  and  ask  for  their  verdict 
Mr.  Paterson  (Brant). 


on  the  administration  of  affairs  during  the  past 
thirteen  years  by  this  Government  which  has  shown 
no  capacity  save  in  the  increase  of  taxation,  con¬ 
fident  that  the  time  must  come  when  no  artifices  or 
deceit  can  prevent  the  people  from  giving  full  ex¬ 
pression  to  their  convictions. 

Mr.  BAKER  moved  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  debate  adjourned. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON  moved  the  adjournment 
of  the  House. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  and  House  adjourned  at  12.10 
a. m.  (Wednesday). 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Wednesday,  23rd  March,  1892. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  Three  o'clock. 

Prayers. 

ADJOURNMENT— ANNUNCIATION  DAY. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON  moved  : 

That  when  the  House  adjourns  on  Thursday,  the  24th, 
it  do  stand  adjourned  until  Monday,  at  3  o’clock,  p.xn. 

Motion  agreed  ,to. 

CONTROVERTED  ELECTION— WELLAND. 

Mr.  TISDALE.  I  have  a  motion  of  privilege  of 
an  urgent  character  which  I  wish  to  bring  before 
the  House,  relating  to  a  seat  in  this  House  and 
affecting  the  electors  of  an  electoral  division — I 
refer  to  the  Electoral  District  of  the  County  of 
Welland.  With  the  permission  of  the  House,  before 
entering  into  the  question,  I  will  call  attention  to 
such  parts  of  our  Dominion  Controverted  Election 
Act  as,  in  my  judgment,  relate  to  the  matters  I 
propose  to  bring  before  the  House  by  this  motion. 
According  to  the  43rd  section  of  the  Act,  dealing 
with  the  judge’s  report  : 

“  At  the  conclusion  of  the  trial  the  judge  shall  deter¬ 
mine  whether  the  member  whose  election  of  return  is 
complained  of,  or  any  and  what  other  person  was  duly 
returned  or  elected,  or  whether  the  election  was  void,  and 
other  matters  arising  out  of  the  petition  and  requiring  his 
determination— and  shall,  except  only  in  the  case  of 
appeal  hereinafter  mentioned,  within  four  days  after  the 
expiration  of  eight  days  from  the  day  on  which  he  shall 
so  have  given  his  decision,  certify  such  determination  in 
writing  to  the  Speaker,  appending  thereto  a  copy  of  the 
notes  of  the  evidence;  and  the  determination  thus  cer¬ 
tified  shall  be  final  to  all  intents  and  purposes.” 

Section  44  provides  that  in  addition  to  that  cer¬ 
tificate,  the  judge  shall  certify  whether  any  cor¬ 
rupt  practice  has  prevailed,  giving  the  names  of  the 
persons  who  have  been  proved  guilty  of  corrupt 
practices,  whether  corrupt  practices  have  exten¬ 
sively  prevailed,  and  whether  he  is  of  the  opinion 
that  the  enquiry  into  the  circumstance  of  the  election 
has  been  rendered  incomplete  by  the  action  of  any 
of  the  parties  to  the  petition.  Section  45  provides 
that : 

“  The  judge  may  at  the  same  time  make  a  special  report 
to  the  Speaker  as  to  any  matters  arising  in  the  course  of 
the  trial  an  account  of  which  ought,  in  his  judgment,  to 
be  submitted  to  the  House  of  Commons.” 

Section  46  enacts  that  : 

“  The  Speaker  shall,  at  the  earliest  practicable  moment 
after  lie  receives  the  certificate  and  report  or  reports,  if 
any,  of  the  court  or  judge,  give  the  necessary  directions 
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and  adopt  all  the  proceedings  necessary  for  confirming  or 
altering  the  return,  or,  except  as  hereinafter  mentioned, 
for  the  issuing  of  a  writ  for  a  new  election,  for  which 
urpose  the  Speaker  may  address  his  warrant,  under  his 
and  and  seal,  to  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Chancery  or 
for  otherwise  carrying  the  determination  into  execution, 
as  circumstances  require.” 

Section  47  provides  that  the  judge  may  make  a 
special  report  to  the  Speaker.  Section  48  enacts 
that : 

“  When  the  judge,  in  his  report  on  the  trial  of  an  election 
petition  under  this  Act,  states  that  corrupt  practices  have, 
or  that  there  is  reason  to  believe  that  corrupt  practices 
have  extensively  prevailed  at  the  election  to  which  the 
petition  relates,  or  that  he  is  of  opinion  that  the  enquiry 
into  the  circumstances  of  the  election  has  been  rendered 
incomplete  by  the  action  of  any  of  the  parties  to  the  peti¬ 
tion,  and  that  further  enquiry  as  to  whether  corrupt  prac¬ 
tices  have  extensively  prevailed  is  desirable,  no  new  writ 
shall  issue  for  a  new  election  in  such  case  except  by  order 
of  the  House  of  Commons.” 

Then,  as  to  appeals,  section  50  provides  : 

“  An  appeal  shall  lie  to  the  Supreme  Court  of  Canada 
under  this  Act  by  any  party  to  an  election  petition,  who 
is  dissatisfied  with  the  decision  of  the  court  or  a  judge  : 

“  From  the  judgment  or  decision  on  any  question  of  law 
or  of  fact  by  the  judge  who  has  tried  such  petition.” 

Section  51,  sub  section  3,  provides  : 

“  The  party  so  appealing  shall,  within  three  days  after 
the  said  appeal  has  been  so  set  down  as  aforesaid,  or  with¬ 
in  such  further  time  as  the  court  or  judge  by  whom  such 
decision  appealed  from  was  given  or  by  whom  the  petition 
was  tried  allows,  give  to  the  other  parties  to  the  said  peti¬ 
tion  affected  by  such  appeal,  or  the  respective  attorneys, 
solicitors  or  agents  by  whom  such  parties  were  presented 
on  the  hearing  of  such  preliminary  objections  or  at  the 
trial  of  the  petition,  as  the  case  may  be,  notice  in  writing 
of  such  appeal  having  been  so  set  down  for  hearing  as 
aforesaid,  and  may  in  such  notice,  if  he  so  desires,  limit 
the  subject  of  the  said  appeal  to  any  special  and  defined 
question  or  questions.” 

Those  provisions,  so  far  as  I  have  been  able  to  un¬ 
derstand  the  Act,  contained  the  law  which  would 
be  applicable  to  the  case  to  which  I  propose  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  House.  Now,  the  facts  as 
shown  by  the  records  placed  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  yesterday  are  that  an  election  petition  was 
filed  against  the  return  of  the  member  for  the 
County  of  Welland.  The  petition  was  the  ordinary 
petition  and  contained  two  divisions.  One  asked 
that  the  election  be  avoided  by  corrupt  prac¬ 
tices  by  agents,  and  the  other  charged  personal  cor¬ 
ruption  against  the  member.  The  trial  came  on 
before  Mr.  Justice  Rose  and  Mr.  Justice  MacMahon 
on  the  10th  December,  1891.  The  court  as  usual 
took  up  first  the  part  of  the  case  relating  to  cor¬ 
rupt  practices  by  agents.  On  the  second  day, 
three  charges  were  brought  to  a  conclusion  ;  tiie 
judges  retired,  and  upon  their  return  said  that  upon 
one  of  these  charges  they  avoided  the  election  for 
corrupt  practices  by  an  agent.  Immediately  Mr. 
Cassels,  who  represented  the  respondent,  arose  in 
court  and  said  : 

“  Mr.  Cassels. — I  may  say  that  I  discussed  the  matter 
with  Mr.  German  while  your  Lordship  had  retired,  and 
we  are  perfectly  satisfied  with  the  correctness  of  your 
judgment,  and  there  is  no  intention  to  appeal. 

“  Mr.  Blackstock. — There  is  no  reason  to  deal  with  any 
further  agency  charges,  and  I  will  confine  myself  now  to 
personal  charges.” 

Mr.  Justice  Rose  remarked  : 

“  With  reference  to  the  two  charges  that  are  before  us, 
judgment  is  not  asked  in  respect  of  those  ? 

“  Mr.  Blackstock. — No.  In  view  of  the  announcement 
of  my  learned  friend,  I  do  not  ask  for  judgment  on  that.’’ 

And  thereafter,  no  further  evidence  was  offered  on 
that  branch  of  the  case,  but  the  investigation  went 
on  in  regard  to  the  personal  charges,  which  culmin¬ 
ated  in  a  judgment  declaring  the  respondent  guilty 


of  personal  corruption.  On  the  29th  December,  the 
court  delivered  judgment,  and  the  record  discloses 
that  they  sent  the  report  to  the  Speaker  of  the 
House,  and  also  to  the  Registrar  of  the  Supreme 
Court,  which  report  I  will  read  : 

“  To  the  Honourable 

“  The  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Commons 
'  ‘  of  the  Dominion  of  Canada  : 

“  We,  the  Honourable  John  Edward  Rose  and  the 
Honourable  Hugh  MacMahon,  two  of  the  Justices  of  the 
Common  Pleas  Division  of  the  High  Court  of  Justice,  do 
hereby  certify  that  we  held  a  court  at  the  town  of  Wel¬ 
land,  on  the  tenth,  eleventh  and  twelfth  days  of  Decem¬ 
ber,  1891,  for  the  trial  of  the  petition  between  the  above 
parties  respecting  the  above  election,  at  which  the  said 
William  Manly  German  had  been  returned  as  duly  elected, 
upon  hearing  the  evidence  adduced  and  what  was  alleged 
and  admitted  by  counsel  for  the  parties  respectively,  we 
found  and  determined : 

“  1.  That  the  said  William  Manly  German  was  not 
duly  elected  or  returned,  and  that  the  said  election  was 
void  by  reason  of  corrupt  practices,  that  is  to  say  bribery, 
which  has  been  committed  by  an  agent  of  the  said 
William  Manly  German,  and  also  the  said  William 
Manly  German. 

“  2.  That  a  corrupt  practice  has  been  proved  to  have 
been  committed  by  John  F.  Gross,  financial  agent  of  the 
respondent,  to  wit,  paying  for  horses  and  carriage  to  con¬ 
vey  voters  to  and  from  the  polls,  but  it  was  not  proved 
that  such  corrupt  practice  was  committed  by  or  with  the 
knowledge  or  consent  of  the  respondent,  and  a  further 
corrupt  practice,  to  wit,  bribery,  was  proved  to  have  been 
committed  by  the  respondent,  but  no  corrupt  practice  was 
proved  to  have  been  committed  by  John  Ferguson  the 
candidate  other  than  the  said  respondent  at  the  said  elec¬ 
tion. 

“  3.  That  the  following  persons  were  proved  at  the  trial 
of  the  said  petition  to  have  been  guilty  of  corrupt  prac¬ 
tices,  that  is  to  say,  the  said  John  F.  Gross  and  the  said 
respondent. 

“  4.  That  owing  to  the  fact  that  judgment  was  asked 
for  on  only  two  of  the  charges  other  than  the  personal 
charges,  we  have  no  evidence  before  us  to  enable  us  to  say 
whether  or  not  corrupt  practices  extensively  prevailed  at 
the  election  to  which  the  said  petition  relates. 

“  5.  For  the  reason  set  out  in  the  preceding  paragraph 
we  have  no  evidence  before  us  to  say  whether  or  not  an  en¬ 
quiry  as  to  whether  corrupt  practices  extensively  prevailed 
at  the  said  election  is  desirable,  but  having  regard  to  the 
practice  governing  the  enquii*y  into  corrupt  practices  in 
election  trials  we  cannot  say  that  the  enquiry  into  the 
circumstances  of  the  electionhas  been  rendered  incomplete 
by  the  actions  of  any  of  the  parties  to  the  petition. 

“  6.  We  herewith  append  and  forward  a  copy  of  the 
notes  of  evidence  taken  at  the  said  trial. 

“  Dated  this  twenty-ninth  day  of  December,  A.D.  1891. 

(Sgd.)  “  JOHN  E.  ROSE,  J. 

“  h.  MacMahon,  j.” 

Appended  to  the  report  to  the  Speaker  was  a  letter 
explaining  that  the  report  was  sent  to  him  as  well 
as  to  the  registrar  of  the  Supreme  Court  on  ac¬ 
count  of  some  uncertainty  which  arose  in  regard  to 
section  14  of  the  Act  amending  the  Controverted 
Elections  Act,  and  of  that  letter  I  propose  to  read 
the  last  clause  : 

“  I  beg  to  advise  you  that  an  appeal  has  been  lodged  in 
both  of  these  cases.  In  the  Welland  case  the  judges  wish 
me  to  inform  you  that,  at  the  close  of  the  judgment  un¬ 
seating  the  respondent  for  a  corrupt  act  of  his  agent,  the 
respondent  through  his  counsel  expressed  to  the  court  his 
entire  satisfaction  with  the  judgment  and  his  intention 
of  not  appealing  therefrom.  We  mention  this  as  we  have 
not  been  apprised  of  the  fact  whether  the  appeal  is  gene¬ 
rally  on  the  whole  case,  or  merely  on  the  ground  of  dis¬ 
qualification  of  the  respondent.” 

That  is  signed  by  the  registrar.  The  next  pro¬ 
ceeding  in  the  case  is  the  notice  of  appeal,  which  I 
will  also  read  : 

“Take  notice  that  the  above-named  William  Manly 
German  has  appealed  to  the  Supreme  Court  of  Canada 
from  the  judgment  and  decision  of  the  Honourable  Mr. 
Justice  Rose  and  the*Honourable  Mr.  Justice  MacMahon, 
the  judges  by  whom  the  matter  of  the  election  petition 
above  described  was  tried,  and  which  judgment  and  deci¬ 
sion  was  pronounced  by  the  said  learned  judges  on  Satur¬ 
day,  the  19th  day  of  December  last. 
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“  And  further  take  notice  that  the  record  of  the  case 
upon  such  appeal  has  been  transmitted  to  the  Registrar 
ot  the  said  Supreme  Court  and  set  down  for  hearing  by 
the  said  court,  pursuant  to  the  statute,  at  the  sitting  of  the 
said  court  to  be  holden  at  Ottawa  on  Tuesday,  the  16th 
day  of  February,  1892. 

“  And  further  take  notice  that  the  above  named  William 
Manly  German, the  party  so  appealing, hereby,  pursuant  to 
the  statute  in  that  behalf,  limits  the  subject  of  the  said 
appeal  to  so  much  of  the  judgment  aforesaid  as  grants  that 
portion  of  the  prayer  of  the  petition  which  relates  to  the 
personal  charges  against  the  present  appellant,  and  finds 
and  declares  the  present  appellant  (the  respondent  in  the 
court  below)  guilty  of  personal  corrupt  practice  at  the 
said  election,  and  the  present  appellant  will,  upon  the 
hearing  of  the  said  appeal,  contend  that  the  said  judg¬ 
ment,  so  far  as  it  declares  the  present  appellant  guilty  of 
any  corrupt  practice  personally,  should  be  reversed  and 
set  aside.” 

The  factums  and  the  case  presented  to  the  Supreme 
Court  also  relate  entirely  to  the  personal  charges 
and  to  nothing  more.  It  would  seem  then1  from 
the  records  that,  applying  to  the  law  to  which  I 
briefly  referred,  there  is  no  question  that  the 
Speaker  had  no  authority,  under  the  circumstances, 
to  issue  a  writ  or  take  any  action  in  connection 
with  the  vacancy  that  the  records  show  was  created. 
It  would  also  appear  beyond  peradventure  that  by 
the  proceedings  in  the  court  the  seat  is  avoided, 
not  only  by  the  deliberate  action  and  judgment  of 
the  court  but  by  the  assent  of  the  respondent  ;  and 
not  only  did.  he  assent  to  avoidance  of  the  seat, 
but  he  undertook  through  his  counsel  in  court  that 
he  would  not  appeal  against  the  decision,  and  in 
consideration  of  that  statement  the  counsel  for 
the  petitioner  brought  no  further  evidence  for¬ 
ward  upon  that  branch  of  the  enquiry,  nor  did 
the  judges  give  judgment  on  the  other  two 
cases  winch  were  held  to  have  been  proven. 
Following  up  that,  the  appeal,  which,  according  to 
one  of  the  clauses  of  the  statute  that  I  read,  can 
be  limited,  was  expressly  limited  to  the  corrupt 
practice.  From  these  facts  which  are  now  before 
the  House,  although  technically  they  were  not  be¬ 
fore  it  until  these  papers  were  brought  down,  it 
is  perfectly  clear  that  that  seat  is  vacant  and  is  un¬ 
represented,  and  has  been  since  December  last. 
We  find  further  that  notwithstanding  that  judg¬ 
ment,  voiding  the  election  and  declaring  that  Mr. 
German  was  never  elected,  notwithstanding  that 
he  concurred  in  it,  notwithstanding  the  fact  that 
the  appeal  on  his  behalf  was  limited  entirely 
to  the  corrupt  practice,  we  find  that  a  few  days 
ago  that  gentleman  took  his  seat  in  this  House.  I, 
therefore,  move  : 

That  at  an  election  for  a  member  of  the  House  of  Com¬ 
mons  for  the  Electoral  District  of  the  County  of  Welland, 
held  on  the  26th  day  of  February  and  the  5th  day  of  March, 
1891,  William  Manly  German,  of  the  town  of  Welland,  in 
the  County  of  Welland,  Barrister-at-law,  was  returned  as 
duly  elected : 

That  one  .Jesse  Calhoun  Rothery,  an  elector  of  the  said 
electoral  district,  under  the  provisions  of  the  Dominion 
Controverted  Elections  Act,  duly  filed  a  petition  praying 
in  effect,  that  the  election  of  the  said  William  Manly 
German  should  be  declared  void,  and  that  he  himself 
should  be  disqualified  by  reason  of  corrupt  practices  com¬ 
mitted  in  connection  with  the  said  election,  both  by  the 
said  William  Manly  German,  personally,  and  by  agents  on 
his  behalf: 

That  the  said  election  petition  was  tried  on  the  10th, 
11th  and  12th  days  of  December,  1891,  before  the  Honour¬ 
able  John  Edward  Rose  and  the  Honourable  Hugh  Mac- 
Mahon,  two  of  the  Justices  of  the  Common  Pleas  Division 
of  the  High  Court  of  Justice  for  the  Province  of  Ontario, 
at  the  conclusion  of  which  trial  thewsaid  learned  justices 
found  and  adjudged  that  the  said  William  Manly  German 
had  not  been  duly  elected  or  returned,  and  that  the  said 
election  was  void  by  reason  of  a  corrupt  practice  com¬ 
mitted  both  by  the  agent  of  the  said  William  Manly  Ger- 
Mr.  Tisdale. 


man  and  by  the  said  William  Manly  German  himself,  and 
the  learned  judges  certified  the  same  accordingly: 

That,  during  the  trial  of  the  said  petition,  and  upon  the 
decision  of  the  said  learned  justices,  finding  that  the  said 
election  was  void  by  reason  of  a  corrupt  practice  com¬ 
mitted  by  an  agent  of  the  said  William  Manly  German, 
Counsel  on  behalf  of  the  said  William  Manly  German 
undertook  and  agreed  that  there  should  be  no  appeal  from 
such  decision,  in  consequence  of  which  agreement,  other 
charges  of  corrupt  practices,  alleged  to  have  been  com¬ 
mitted  by  agents  of  the  said  William  Manly  German, 
were  abandoned : 

That,  in  proceedings  by  way  of  appeal  from  the  said 
judgment  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  Canada,  asserted  by  the 
said  William  Manly  German,  the  said  William  Manly 
German  limited  the  subject  of  appeal  to  so  much  of  the 
judgment  of  the  said  learned  justices  as  granted  that  por¬ 
tion  of  the  prayer  of  the  petition  which  related  to  personal 
charges  against  him,  and  found  and  declared  him  guilty  of 
a  personal  corrupt  practice  : 

That  there  has  been  and  is  now  no  appeal  pending  from 
that  portion  of  the  said  judgment  which  declared  that  the 
election  was  void,  and  the  said  Electoral  District  of  the 
County  of  Welland  is,  therefore,  now  unrepresented  in 
Parliament  (all  of  which  facts  appear  from  the  papers  and 
proceedings  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  House,  pursuant  to 
a  resolution  of  this  House  passed  on  the  17th  day  of 
March,  instant)  : 

That,  in  view  of  the  foregoing  facts,  the  House  declares 
that  the  said  seat  is  vacant ;  and  it  is  hereby  ordered, 
that  the  Speaker  do  address  his  warrant  under  his  hand 
and  seal  to  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Chancery,  authoriz¬ 
ing  the  issue  of  a  writ  for  a  new  election  for  the  said 
Electoral  District  of  the  County  of  Welland. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  I  should  like  to  ask  the  hon. 
member  for  South  Norfolk  (Mr.  Tisdale)  if  the  hon. 
member  for  Welland  has  had  notice  of  this  motion? 

Mr.  TISDALE.  He  has  had  no  further  notice, 
to  my  knowledge,  than  the  proceedings  in  the 
House.  I  moved  for  the  papers  on  the  12th,  and 
they  were  laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House  yester- 
"day.  Beyond  that  I  have  given  no  other  notice  of 
any  kind  to  anybody. 

Mr.  LAURIER  This  motion  assumes  that  the 
seat  for  Welland  is  vacant.  I  am  sure  that,  so  far 
as  I  am  concerned,  it  is  a  question  on  which  I  am 
not  prepared  at  present  to  offer  any  opinion.  The 
hon.  member  for  South  Norfolk  has  had  the  advan¬ 
tage  of  looking  over  the  record,  and  he  has  come  to 
a  certain  conclusion,  while  we,  who  have  not  had 
the  same  privilege,  cannot  be  expected  to  offer  any 
opinion.  The  only  observation  I  intend  to  make 
at  the  present  moment  is,  that  at  all  events  the 
hon.  gentleman  who  claims  to  represent  the  County 
of  Welland  should  have  notice  and  have  an  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  be  heard  before  further  proceedings  are 
taken.  This  is  the  course  usually  followed  in  such 
cases. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  have  always  asked, 
when  such  motions  were  made  as  a  matter  of 
privilege,  that  they  should  stand  over  at  least  24 
hours  in  order  that  members  of  the  House,  as  well 
as  the  member  particularly  concerned,  should 
understand  the  bearing  of  the  motion.  I  presume 
my  hon.  friend  will  have  no  objection  to  that  course 
being  taken. 

Mr.  TISDALE.  None  whatever. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  My  hon.  friend  will 
notify  the  House  now  that  he  will  go  on  with  it 
to-morrow. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  Apart  from  that,  I  assume 
that,  as  a  matter  of  justice,  the  member  whose 
seat  is  impugned  should  have  notice  of  this  pro¬ 
ceeding,  and  have  an  opportunity  to  be  heard. 
There  may  be  two  sides  to  this  question.  The 
hon.  gentleman  lias  come  to  the  certain  conclusion 
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from  the  facts,-  but  another  conclusion  may  be 
reached.  It  is  the  invariable  rule  on  such  occasions 
to  give  this  notice. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  The  better  course 
would  be  to  let  the  motion  stand  until  to-morrow. 
The  leader  of  the  Opposition  can  intimate  to¬ 
morrow  what  is  his  view  as  to  further  extension — 
as  to  how  long  he  desires.  I  move  that  the  debate 
be  adjourned. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  debate  adjourned. 

REPORT. 

.  Report  of  the  Minister  of  Justice  as  to  Peniten¬ 
tiaries  in  Canada — (Sir  John  Thompson.) 

TRENT  VALLEY  CANAL. 

Mr.  STEVENSON.  Before  the  Orders  of  the 
Day  are  called,  I  desire  to  ask  the  Government  if 
they  will  cause  the  report  of  the  Commission  on 
the  Trent  Valley  Canal  to  be  laid  on  the  Table  and 
printed. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  As  I  understand  there  is  a 
deputation  coming  here  to-morrow  or  the  following 
day  on  this  subject,  I  will  see  that  the  report  is 
laid  on  the  Table  immediately. 

DOMINION  I L LUSTRA  TED. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE  asked  whether  the  Govern¬ 
ment  purchased,  during  the  current  fiscal  year, 
copies  of  the  Dominion  Illustrated  recently 
published  in  Montreal  ?  If  so,  what  number  of 
copies  were  purchased,  for  what  purpose  were  they 
purchased,  from  whom  were  they  purchased,  and 
what  sum  was,  or  is  to  be  paid,  for  them  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  Two  thousand  bound  volumes 
of  the  Canada  Illustrated,  each  volume  containing 
424  illustrated  pages,  with  a  specially  printed 
introduction,  descriptive  of  Canada,  were  pur¬ 
chased  from  the  Sabiston  Lithographing  and  Pub¬ 
lishing  Company,  of  Montreal,  at  the  price  of  $  1 
per  volume,  for  immigration  purposes,  and  dis¬ 
tributing  in  news  rooms,  institutes  and  other 
public  places  in  the  United  Kingdom. 

EXPERIMENTAL  FARM  REPORTS. 

Mr.  DEVLIN  asked,  Whether  it  is  the  intention 
of  the  Government  to  have  the  French  reports  of 
the  Experimental  Farm  for  the  present  year  ready 
for  distribution  at  as  early  a  date  as  the  English 
reports?  What  was  the  number  of  French  reports 
ordered  and  issued  ;  also  the  number  of  English 
reports  ?  When  were  t  he  English  reports  of  the 
past  year  ready  for  issue  ;  also,  when  were  the 
French  reports  for  the  same  year  published  and 
issued  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  The  practice  has  been  to  trans¬ 
late  the  English  edition  into  French  so  soon  as  it 
has  been  put  into  type  and  corrected.  Fifteen 
thousand  English  and  3,000  French  were  ordered. 
The  proportion  being  based  on  the  actual  number 
demanded  in  the  two  languages  to  supply  the 
copies  to  those  who  had  applied  for  it.  The  larger 
edition  of  250,000  copies  ordered  by  the  House  has 
been  printed  in  the  two  languages  in  the  propor¬ 
tions  ordered  by  the  House.  The  date  of  first 
issue  of  English  reports  was  14tli  April,  and  of  the 


French  reports,  26th  November.  This  difference 
in  date  of  issue  was  owing  to  the  protracted  session 
of  the  House  and  the  pressure  of  other  work  on 
the  translators. 

BREAKWATER  AT  SANDFORD,  N.S. 

Mr.  FLINT  asked,  Whether  the  Government 
has  taken  steps  to  secure  an  investigation  as  to  the 
condition  of  the  breakwater  at  Sandford,  in  the 
County  of  Yarmouth,  N.S.  ?  If  so,  has  any  report 
as  to  the  state  of  said  breakwater  been  received  by 
the  Government? 

Mr.  OUIMET.  An  examination  was  made,  and 
a  report  from  the  engineer  received  in  1890.  An¬ 
other  examination  was  subsequently  made,  and  we 
are  expecting  to  receive  the  report  very  shortly. 

RAILWAY  BRIDGE  AT  BEAR  RIVER. 

Mr.  BOWERS  asked,  Whether  it  is  the  inten¬ 
tion  of  the  Government  to  fulfil  the  promise  made 
by  the  hon.  acting  Minister  of  Railways  and 
Canals  on  2nd  July,  1891,  that  if  piers  were  ne¬ 
cessary  to  facilitate  the  passage  of  vessels  through 
the  draw  of  the  railway  bridge  at  Bear  River,  that 
the  same  would  be  built  ?  Have  the  Government 
asked  for  a  report  from  their  engineer  on  the  sub¬ 
ject  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  That  is  a  question  we 
'must  decline  to  answer.  It  assumes  certain  facts. 
It  assumes  that  a  promise  was  made  by  a  Minister 
to  build  a  public  work,  and  we  dispute  that  such 
whs  the  case. 

RAQUETTE  PIER,  DIGBY. 

Mr.  BOWERS  asked,  Whether  the  Government 
intend  to  extend  the  time  for  the  completion  of 
the  Raquette  Pier,  Digby,  or  will  the  bonds  of  the 
contractor  be  forfeited  for  non-fulfilment  of  con¬ 
tract  ?  Is  the  overseer,  Mr.  John  Welch,  still 
receiving  two  dollars  and  fifty  cents  per  day  from 
the  Government  ?  If  so,  what  duties  does  he  per¬ 
form  ? 

Mr.  OUIMET.  The  time  for  the  completion  of 
the  pier  at  Raquette,  Digby,  does  not  expire  until 
18th  May  next.  Mr.  Welch  was  paid  up  to  4th 
November,  1891,  as  inspector.  Since  that  date  he 
was  employed  ten  days  in  January,  1892,  in 
examining  timber,  for  which  he  has  been  paid. 
Nothing  has  been  paid  Mr.  Welch  since. 

HATCHERIES  IN  ST.  MARY’S  BAY. 

Mr.  BOWERS  asked,  Is  it  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  place  hatcheries  in  St.  Mary’s  Bay, 
Digby  County,  at  an  early  period,  so  that  the 
waters  of  that  bay  and  of  the  Bay  of  Fundy  may 
be  restocked  ? 

Mr.  TUPPER.  It  is  not  the  intention  of  the 
Government. 

CHURCH  POINT  WHARF. 

Mr.  BOWERS  asked,  The  amount  of  money  ex¬ 
pended  in  repairing  the  wharf  at  Church  Point, 
Digby  County,  in  1891  and  1892.  Has  the  engineer 
made  any  report  as  to  the  necessity  of  any  addi¬ 
tional  work  required  at  said  place  ?  Has  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  received  any  complaints  on  account  of 
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gravel  washing  around  said  wharf  and  closing  the 
channel  ?  If  so,  will  a  small  sum  be  placed  in  the 
Supplementary  Estimates  to  remedy  the  same  ? 

Mr.  OUIMET.  The  sum  expended  in  1890-91 
was  $100.81;  1891-92,  up  to  29th  February  last, 
$453.29.*  The  engineer  has  not  reported  that  any 
additional  work  is  required.  The  attention  of  the 
department  has  been  called  to  the  fact  that  gravel 
was  working  around  the  wharf,  and  the  foreman 
has  been  instructed  by  the  resident  engineer  to 
remove  it.  The  question  is  under  consideration 
as  to  whether  any  amount  will  be  placed  in  the 
Supplementary  Estimates. 

« 

WESTPORT  HARBOUR— CAN  BUOYS. 

Mr.  BOWERS  asked,  The  number  of  can  buoys 
in  or  near  the  harbour  of  Westport,  Digby  ?  The 
amount  paid  for  painting,  keeping  in  position  and 
replacing,  per  year  ?  The  time  such  contract 
expires  ?  Is  it  the  intention  of  the  Government,  at 
expiration  of  contract,  to  again  call  for  tenders  for 
a  similar  object  ? 

Mr.  TUPPER.  There  are  three  can  buoys,  and 
$135  a  year  is  paid  for  painting,  keeping  them  in 
position  and  replacing  them.  The  contract  expires 
on  the  1st  of  April,  1894.  The  time  for  a  decision 
as  to  the  renewing  of  the  contract  or  calling  for 
tenders  has  not  yet  arrived. 

I.  C.  R.— PASSENGER  CARS. 

Mr.  BORDEN  (for  Mr.  Fraser)  asked,  1.  What 
amount  is  paid  per  day  to  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  Company  for  each  passenger  car  running 
between  St.  John,  N.B.,  and  Halifax,  N.S.  and 
how  many  cars  have  been  paid  for  during  the  past 
year  ?  2.  Are  such  passenger  cars  hired  because 

the  Intercolonial  Railway  have  not  sufficient  cars 
to  run  between  said  points  ?  2.  Have  the  Govern¬ 

ment  given  their  consent  to  a  large  number  of  the 
station  masters  on  the  Intercolonial  to  act  as  agents 
for  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  ?  If  so, 
are  such  agents  paid  for  their  services  by  the  said 
company  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  1.  For  each  passenger  sleep¬ 
ing  car,  $4.95  each  way  ;  for  each  passenger  first- 
class  car,  $4.95  each  way ;  for  each  passenger 
second  class  car,  $3.30  each  way.  Number  of  pas¬ 
senger  cars  paid  for  year  ended  the  29th  February, 
1892  :  Sleepers  325,  first-class  320,  second-class 
363  each  way.  2.  No  ;  they  are  allowed  to  run 
through  between  Montreal  and  Halifax  so  as  to 
save  passengers  trouble  of  changing  cars  at  St. 
John.  3.  The  station  masters  along  the  line  of 
the  Intercolonial  Railway  east  of  St.  John  are 
required  to  be  neutral  between  the  Intercolonial 
Railway  and  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  selling 
tickets  or  billing  freight  in  whichever  direction 
the  passenger  or  consignee  desire.  They  are  paid 
by  the  Intercolonial  Railway. 

AMERICAN  CATTLE  IN  BOND. 

Mr.  SPROULE  asked,  Whether  it  is  the  inten¬ 
tion  of  the  Government,  as  intimated  in  a  despatch 
from  Ottawa  to  the  Winnipeg  Free  Press  of  17th 
inst.,  to  allow  the  establishment  of  an  abattoir  in 
Montreal,  for  the  purpose  of  importing  in  bond  and 
slaughtering  American  cattle,  to  be  exported  as 
dead  meat? 

Mr.  Bowers. 


Mr.  BO  WELL,  I  have  not  seen”  the  despatch  re¬ 
ferred  to,  and  consequently  cannot  give  an  opinion 
as  to  its  merits  ;  but  I  can  inform  the  hon.  ques¬ 
tioner  that  no  such  permission  as  that  indicated  in 
the  question  has  been  given  by  the  Government. 

ST.  CfiSAIRE  POSTMASTER— MONEY  DE¬ 
POSITS. 

Mr.  BRODEUR  (Translation)  moved  for  : 

Copies  of  correspondence  exchanged  bet  ween  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  and  the  Postmaster  of  St.  Cesaire,  County  of 
Rouville,  or  any  other  person,  with  reference  to  deposits 
of  money  to  be  made  by  the  said  postmaster. 

He  said  :  In  presenting  this  motion,  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  wish  to  offer  a  few  remarks  to  draw  the 
attention  of  the  Government  to  the  false  position 
which  is  occupied  by  the  parish  mentioned  in  the 
motion.  Last  year  we  had  in  the  parish  of  St. 
Cesaire  a  bank  in  which  the  postmaster  would  make 
his  deposits,  either  for  the  payment  of  money  orders 
or  the  management  of  the  office.  There  has  been 
since  a  change  in  the  administration  of  the  bank, 
or  rather  that  bank  has  taken  its  offices  to  Montreal, 
and  another  bank  has  established  a  branch  in  the 
parish.  Now,  it  seems  that  the  postmaster  could 
not  get  from  the  Government  permission  to  deposit 
in  this  new  bank  the  money  needed  for  its  office. 
The  consequence  is  that  when  money  orders  are 
sent  from  Montreal  to  be  paid  at  St.  Cesaire,  the 
persons  to  whom  these  orders  are  payable,  instead 
of  being  able  to  draw  their  money  immediately  at 
the  bank  doing  business  now  in  the  parish,  are 
obliged  to  go  to  Montreal  to  get  their  money.  Evi¬ 
dently  this  is  a  false  position,  and  I  believe  that  if 
the  attention  of  the  Government  is  called  to  the 
inconveniences  resulting  from  this  state  of  things, 
the  Post  Office  Department  will  soon  remedy  it,  and 
give  an  order  to  the  St.  Cesaire  postmaster  to  make 
his  deposits  in  the  local  branch  of  the  bank  of  St. 
Hyacinthe,  instead  of  making  them  in  Montreal. 
It  would  be  much  more  simple,  it  seems.  Besides, 
the  amount  of  business  is  not  very  large  at  this 
post  office,  and  I  believe  that  if  it  is  shown  that 
the  inconveniences  that  I  have  referred  to  are  detri¬ 
mental  to  the  people,  it  behooves  the  Government 
to  take  the  means  to  remove  them.  I  have  men¬ 
tioned  one,  and  I  am  confident  that  the  attention 
of  the  Government  having  been  drawn  to  the  matter, 
the  Post  Office  Department  will  instruct  the  St. 
Cesaire  postmaster  to  make  his  deposits  in  the 
Banque  de  St.  Hyacinthe  doing  business  in  that 
parish,  so  that  the  people  who  may  have  money 
orders  to  cash  will  not  be  obliged  to  go  to  Montreal 
to  have  them  paid. 

Sir  ADOLPHE  CARON.  (Translation.)  I  see 
no  objection  to  the  bringing  down  of  the  corre¬ 
spondence  asked  for  by  the  hon.  member.  The  hon. 
member  has  shown  the  facts  such  as  they  are. 
But  I  am  not  ready  to  promise  the  hon.  mover  of  the 
resolution  that  the  change  he  asks  for  shall  be 
made.  Long  before  I  took  control  of  the  Post 
Office  Department,  a  branch  of  the  Banque  Ville- 
Marie  was  doing  business  at  St.  Cesaire.  This 
branch  was  later  replaced  by  a  branch  of  the 
Banque  de  St.  Hyacinthe.  When  the  branch  of 
the  Yille- Marie  existed  at  St.  Cesaire,  the  de¬ 
posits  of  the  Post  Office  Department  were  made  in 
that  bank,  but  as  the  Government  had  no  account 
with  the  Banque  de  St.  Hyacinthe,  after  the  re¬ 
moval  of  the  Ville-Marie  branch,  the  department 
thought  proper  to  make  its  deposits  with  its  usual 


401 


[MARCH  23,  1892.] 


402 


bankers,  the  Bank  of  Montreal.  I  have  not 
examined  the  question  so  as  to  know  whether  it 
would  suit  the  department  to  make  the  desired 
change.  However,  I  will  say  to  the  lion,  member 
that  I  have  no  objection  to  bring  down  all  corre¬ 
spondence,  and  to  further  enquire  into  the  question. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  (Translation.)  The  lion.  Min¬ 
ister  will  allow  me  to  point  out  to  him,  that  the 
answer  which  he  has  just  given  is  not  satisfactory. 
My  hon.  friend  for  Rouville  (Mr.  Brodeur),  in  mak¬ 
ing  this  motion,  only  wishes  to  draw  the  attention 
of  the  department  to  the  serious  grievances  now 
existing  in  the  parish  of  St.  Cesaire,  since,  as  he 
said,  the  money  orders  for  that  parish  cannot  be 
cashed  there,  but  have  to  be  sent  to  Montreal,  as 
the  Government  has  no  bank  at  St.  Cesaire  where 
it  makes  deposits.  Now,  there  is  at  St.  Cesaire  a 
branch  of  the  St.  Hyacinthe  bank  ;  can  there  be 
any  reason  why  the  deposits  cannot  lie  made  in 
that  bank  ?  The  Government  is  not  obliged  to  do 
all  its  business  with  the  Banque  de  St.  Hyacinthe 
I  know;  but  for  the  St.  Cesaire  post  office  business 
can  there  be  any  objection  to  the  deposits  being 
made  in  that  bank  ?  My  hon.  friend  should  take  a 
pride  in  inaugurating  a  new  regime  in  the  Post  Office 
Department,  by  giving  satisfaction  on  this  point. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

DISMISSAL  OF  MICHAEL  QUINN. 

Mr.  GUAY  moved  for  : 

Copies  of  all  evidence  taken  at  an  enquiry  held  at  Levis, 
in  the  month  of  February,  1892,  respecting  the  discharge 
of  Michael  Quinn,  a  permanent  employe  in  the  shops  of 
the  Intercolonial  Railway  at  Hadlow,  L6vis;  and  of  all 
correspondence  between  Alfred  Drake,  Chief  Mechanical 
Engineer  for  the  said  railway  at  Hadlow,  and  the  railway 
officials  at  Moncton,  in  relation  to  the  dismissal  of  the 
said  Michael  Quinn. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  There  is  no  objection  bringing 
down  all  the  papers  on  this  subject  which  we  have 
in  the  department.  The  information  which  we 
have  is  that  Michael  Quinn  was  dismissed  for 
drunkenness  and  for  using  improper  language  to 
the  foreman  of  the  shops.  The  evidence  on  which 
his  dismissal  was  based  is  not  in  the  department, 
but  I  suppose  we  can  send  and  get  it. 

Mr.  GUAY.  (Translation.)  If  1  understand 
well  the  hon.  Minister  of  Railways,  he  states  that 
according  to  the  papers  in  his  department,  relating 
to  this  affair,  Michael  Quinn  was  dismissed  for 
drunkenness.  I  had  no  intention  of  speaking  on 
this  motion,  but  after  what  the  hon.  Minister  said, 
I  feel  it  to  be  my  duty  to  make  a  statement  of  the 
facts.  I  very  much  regret  not  to  make  this  state¬ 
ment  in  English,  so  that  the  hon.  Minister  may 
understand  me,  but  I  hope  that  some  one  within 
his  reach  may  translate  him  my  remarks.  Here 
are  the  facts.  Michael  Quinn  is  an  old  man — fifty- 
five  or  fifty-six  years  of  age — who  has  been  for  a 
long  while  in  the  service  of  the  Government.  On 
Christmas  day  last,  he  was  on  duty  at  the  Inter¬ 
colonial  shops  at  Hadlow,  and  was  doing  his  work 
there.  Mr.  Alfred  Drake,  the  chief  engineer  of  the 
Hadlow  shops,  came  and  examined  Quinn’s  work. 
A  quarrel  took  place,  but  who  commenced  it — Drake 
or  Quinn— I  do  not  know.  However,  as  a  result 
of  the  quarrel  Drake  told  Quinn  to  go  home.  Quinn, 
who  was  not  altogether  without  liquor,  went  home. 
The  next  day  Drake  wrote  to  the  railroad  authori¬ 
ties  at  Moncton,  a  letter  in  which  he  said  that  he 
had  dismissed  Quinn,  for  drunkenness.  However, 


two  days  after,  Drake  wrote  to  the  same  authori¬ 
ties  of  the  Intercolonial  at  Moncton,  saying  that  he 
was  mistaken,  and  that  Quinn  was  not  drunk  on 
the  25th  of  December — the  day  on  which  his  first 
letter  reported  him  to  have  been  drunk — and  he  him¬ 
self  requested  that  Quinn  be  reinstated  in  his  duties. 
Matters  remained  thus  until  the  approach  of  the 
last  provincial  elections,  when  the  friends  of  Quinn — 
who  are  not  my  political  friends — exercised  a  con¬ 
siderable  pressure  on  the  Intercolonial  authorities 
at  Moncton  to  have  an  enquiry  made  into  Quinn’s 
conduct.  An  enquiry  was  instituted  and  several 
witnessess,  five  or  six  witnesses,  declared  that 
Michael  Quinn  was  not  drunk  on  the  25th 
of  December  last.  That  he  was  a  man  of  perfectly 
sober  habits,  and  that  if  any  one  was  at  fault,  it 
was  Drake  himself,  the  chief  engineer  of  the  Hadlow 
shops.  Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  the  object  of  my 
motion  is  to  establish,  if  this  evidence  is  brought 
before  the  House,  that  Quinn  was  slandered  on 
this  occasion.  I  must  add  that  my  intention  is 
not  to  throw  any  discredit  upon  the  conduct  of  Mr. 
Drake,  but  solely  to  furnish  Quinn  with  an  occasion 
to  clear  himself  before  his  fellow-citizens,  from  an 
accusation  of  drunkenness,  a  grave  charge  which 
he  certainly  did  not  merit. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  I  would  state,  in  answer  to 
the  hon.  gentleman  that  some  time  ago  representa¬ 
tions  were  made  to  the  department  that  Mr. Quinn 
was  not  drunk  as  alleged,  and  a  further  investiga¬ 
tion  has  been  caused  to  be  made  on  the  subject, 
but  the  report  or  the  evidence  has  not  yet  come  to 
Ottawa.  Whenever  the  report  or  the  evidence 
comes  there  will  be  some  action  taken  upon  it,  and 
I  shall  be  pleased  to  lay  it  on  the  Table  of  the 
House. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

CENTRAL  EXPERIMENTAL  FARM. 

Mr.  McMILLAN  (Huron)  moved  for  : 

Return  showing  the  number  of  cows  kept  at  the  Cen" 
tral  Experimental  Farm  between  the  1st  day  of  January- 
1891,  and  the  1st  day  of  January,  1892 ;  the  number  of 
cows  of  each  of  the  different  breeds  ;  the  quantity  of  milk 
given  by  each  cow  ;  the  quantity  of  milk  to  make  a  pound 
of  butter  ;  the  quantity  of  milk  sold  ;  the  quantity  of  but¬ 
ter  sold  ;  where  sold,  and  the  prices  obtained  each  month; 
the  kinds  of  food  given  and  the  value  of  the  same. 

He  said  :  I  ask  for  this  return  because  we  are  not 
likely  to  get  the  report  of  the  Dairy  Commissioner 
before  the  House  rises,  and  it  is  of  the  utmost  im¬ 
portance  that  the  information  called  for  should  be 
laid  before  the  country.  There  is  a  considerable 
disposition  at  the  present  time  among  our  farmers 
to  engage  in  dairying,  and  it  is  very  important  that 
they  should  know  the  results  of  the  experiments  at 
the  Central  Experimental  Farm  in  regard  to  the 
quantity  of  milk  produced,  the  quantity  of  food 
consumed,  the  best  market  for  butter,  the  prices 
that  can  be  obtained,  and  the  best  breeds  of  cows 
for  dairy  purposes.  I  suppose  some  of  the  butter 
has  been  sent  to  Britain  in  order  to  test  the  market 
there. 

Mr.  CARLING.  There  is  no  objection  to  bring¬ 
ing  down  the  information  which  the  hon.  gentleman 
asks  for,  but  I  think  it  will  be  all  found  in  the  re¬ 
port,  which  is  now  in  the  hands  of  the  printer,  and 
which  I  expect  to  be  able  to  lay  on  the  Table  of  the 
House  within  a  couple  of  weeks.  However,  if  the 
hon.  gentleman  desires  to  have  the  information 
sooner,  there  is  no  objection  to  obtaining  it. 
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Mr.  McMILLAN.  I  would  like  to  ask  if  the 
report  will  give  a  statement  down  to  the  1st  of 
January  last  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  Yes,  I  understand  so. 

Mr.  McMILLAN.  If  the  report  will  be  in  our 
hands  before  the  Estimates  pass,  that  is  all  I  would 
ask. 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  think  it  will. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

SUBMARINE  TUNNEL,  P.E.I. 

Mr.  PERRY  moved  for  : 

Correspondence,  reports,  etc.,  which  may  have  taken 
place  between  the  Government  of  Canada  and  Sir  Douglas 
Fox,  or  any  other  engineer,  since  the  1st  day  of  September, 
1891,  having  reference  to  building  a  tunnel  from  Prince 
Edward  Island  to  the  Mainland  across  the  Straits  of 
Northumberland. 

He  said  :  This  questionhasbeenbroughtsooften  be¬ 
fore  this  honourable  House  and  the  Government,  and 
thepeopleof  Prince  Edward  Island,  that  we  expected 
by  this  time  the  Government  would  have  settled  it 
definitely  and  either  pronounced  themselves  in 
favour  of  building  the  tunnel  or  rejected  the  pro¬ 
position  altogether.  I  was  amazed  to  hear  my  lion, 
friend  the  Minister  of  Finance  say,  in  reply  to  my 
question,  that  the  matter  was  still  under  the  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  Government.  Why,  only  a  year 
and  a  half  ago,  in  Februarjq  1891,  we  were  told  by 
eminent  men,  by  the  High  Commissioner  for  Can¬ 
ada,  that  this  was  a  question  rapidly  approaching 
settlement.  The  people  were  told,  not  only  in 
Prince  County,  but  all  over  Prince  Edward  Island, 
that  the  Government  were  going  to  build  the  tunnel. 
A  promise  had  been  made  in  1887  that  a  subway 
would  be  built,  and  the  Government  had  even 
granted  a  charter  to  a  company  to  build  that  sub¬ 
way,  and  the  election  was  run  on  that  ground.  But 
Senator  Howlan  failed  on  that.  It  was  found  that 
a  subway  under  the  Straits  of  Northumberland  was 
dangerous  and  it  was  allowed  to  drop,  but,  in  the 
fall  of  1890,  all  of  a  sudden,  Senator  Howlan  put 
himself  into  correspondence  with  Sir  Douglas 
Fox,  one  of  the  most  eminent  engineer’s,  I 
understand,  in  Great  Britain,  and  perhaps  in 
the  world,  and  Senator  Howlan  published  a 
correspondence  between  himself  with  Sir  Douglas 
Fox  and  between  himself  and  the  late  Sir  John  Mac¬ 
donald,  giving  the  people  of  Prince  Edward  Island 
every  encouragement  that  the  tunnel  was  going  to 
be  built.  I  suppose,  if  I  could  have  heard  the 
secret  counsels  of  Ministers  at  that  time,  and  the 
advice  and  command  which  they  gave  to  Senator 
Howlan,  I  might  be  able  to  make  a  statement.  I 
suppose  he  was  told  :  Have  you  not  some  influence 
in  Prince  Edward  Island,  cannot  you  drive  out 
that  old  Perry  and  that  Yeo,  and  get  yourself 
returned  there  ?  We  understand  your  reputation 
is  good  ;  we  understand  that  you  have  been  sell¬ 
ing  reapers  there  ;  you  have  been  carrying  on 
some  fisheries  and  have  bought  fish  and  have 
dealt  honourably  with  the  people,  and  no  doubt 
that  gives  you  a  great  deal  of  influence ;  we  will 
give  you  power  to  state  on  behalf  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  that  we  are  going  to  build  that  tunnel  if  the 
people  of  Prince  County  will  vote  against  the 
Liberal  candidates.  I  do  not  state  these  things 
for  facts,  but  I  think  perhaps  my  hon. 
friend  the  Minister  of  Finance  might  have 
Mr.  Carling. 


been  the  only  delegate  appointed  to  wait  on  the 
senator  in  regard  to  that.  No  doubt  the  senator 
had  these  instructions.  No  doubt  he  was  told  :  If 
you  bring  us  support  here,  even  if  you  are  defeated 
we  will  put  you  back  in  the  Senate  ;  but  the  sena¬ 
tor,  at  a  meeting  held  there,  said,  no,  he  would  do 
nothing  of  the  kind.  Yet  it  was  not  many  weeks 
after  his  defeat  in  Prince  Edward  Island  when  he 
was  a  senator  again.  That  was  his  reward  for  try- 
ing  to  trick  the  people  of  Prince  Edward  Island  at 
the  dictation  of  the  Government  of  Canada.  I  say 
the  Government  have  attempted  to  delude  these 
people,  and  have  attempted  to  buy  the  liberties  of 
the  people  of  Prince  Edward  Island  on  false  pre¬ 
tenses  by  making  promises  which  they  will  not 
carry  out,  which  they  do  not  intend  to  carry  out, 
and  which  I  believe  they  never  will  carry 
out.  Past  experience  shows  that  I  am  cor¬ 
rect.  They  have  dangled  this  matter  before 
the  eye  of  the  people  for  years  and  years, 
and  especially  before  an  election,  and  I  believe  they 
intend  to  use  it  again  whenever  an  election  is  about 
to  take  place.  But  they  will  find  that  they  have 
made  a  mistake.  They  will  find  that  the  people  of 
Prince  Edward  Island,  and  especially  the  people 
of  Prince  County,  are  not  to  be  bought  by  promises 
or  by  the  construction  of  a  tunnel  even  if  it  cost 
twenty  million  dollars.  The  people  of  Prince 
County  are  too  honest  and  too  independent  to  be 
bought.  No  doubt  they  would  be  glad  if  the 
promises  which  have  been  made  were  carried  out, 
but  they  know  that  these  promises  have  never 
been  carried  out,  and  the  people  of  Prince  County 
will  not  lie  gulled  by  any  such  promises.  I  hold 
in  my  hand  a  small  document,  which  is  a  letter 
from  Senator  Howlan  addressed  more  particularly 
to  the  electors  of  Prince  County,  but  really  to  the 
whole  of  the  electors  of  Prince  Edward  Island,  and 
dated  on  board  the  Steamer  Stanley,  the  10th 
February,  1891.  This  gives  the  whole  account  of 
the  negotiations  for  the  building  of  the  tunnel. 
The  senator  says  that  he  asked  Sir  Douglas  Fox 
these  three  questions  : 

“1.  For  what  sum  of  money  he  would  give  his  profes¬ 
sional  opinion  as  to  the  feasibility  and  practicability  of  a 
tunnel. 

“2.  For  what  annual  subsidy,  payable  half-yearly  in 
London  and  satisfactorily  guaranteed,  contractors  could 
be  furnished  to  complete  the  work. 

“  3.  If  in  his  judgment  the  total  cost  would  fall  within 
five  million  dollars. 

“  In  answer  to  this  he  wrote  me  under  date  of  October 
10 :  ‘  If  I  heard  from  you  by  cable  upon  receipt  of  this 
letter,  I  could  probably  arrange  for  Mr.  Alfred  Palmer  to 
examine  the  position  of  the  tunnel,  and  the  connecting 
railways,  on  his  way  home  from  Labrador,  where  he  is  at 
present  engaged.  For  the  opinion  which  you  mention,  I 
would  suggest  the  following:  That  you  pay  Mr.  Alfred 
Palmer’s  time  at  the  rate  of  $225  per  month,  together  with 
his  extra  travelling  expenses  occasioned  by  this  detour, 
with  a  fee  to  myself  of  £262  10s.  Upon  receipt  of  Mr.  Pal¬ 
mer’s  report  tome,  I  shall  be  better  able  to  deal  with  the 
second  and  third  questions  in  your  letter.’ 

“  I  laid  this  correspondence  before  the  Premier,  Hon. 
Neil  MacLeod,  and  the  Hon.  Donald  Ferguson,  and  they 
said  they  would  guarantee  the  cost  of  Mr.  Palmer’s  visit, 
but  I  must  hold  myself  responsible  for  the  rest,  but  they 
would  assist  me  in  obtaining  the  amount  from  the  Domin¬ 
ion  Government.” 

I  do  not  know  whether  the  Government  paid  that 
amount  or  not.  Most  likely  they  did.  He  goes  on  ; 

“  And  here,  let  me  say,  I  cannot  speak  in  too  high 
terms  of  the  manner  in  which  both  the  honourable  gentle¬ 
men  gave  me  their  warm,  earnest  and  hearty  assistance 
in  this  whole  matter,  and  thus  relieved  me  of  a  very  con¬ 
siderable  expense.” 

Now,  Mr,  Speaker,  I  want  the  House  to  bear  in 
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mind  that  early  in  January,  1891,  as  we  are  told 
by  Senator  Howlan,  Sir  Douglas  Fox  had  sufficient 
data  to  enable  him  to  pass  an  opinion  as  to  the 
feasibility  and  the  cost  of  building  the  tunnel  from 
Prince  Edward  Island  to  the  mainland. 

“  I  wired  Sir  Douglas  Fox  :  ‘  Send  Palmer.’  He  arrived, 
and  as  the  public  is  already  aware,  a  recognizance  was 
made  at  both  capes,  the  result  of  which  Mr.  Bain  has  so 
admirably  given  in  his  lecture,  and  which  is  so  fully  ap¬ 
proved  of  by  Sir  J.  W.  Dawson. 

“  I  also  forwarded  to  Sir  Douglas  Fox  samples  and 
analyses  of  brick  clays  and  brick  as  collected  and  made 
by  Mr.  Bain,  with  a  lot  of  plans,  papers,  &c.,  bearing  on 
the  question.  He  acknowledged  the  receipt  of  all  these, 
and  said  he  now  had  sufficient  data  on  which  to  form  an 
opinion. 

“  I  cabled  him  on  the  13th  of  July  to  know  when  his 
report  would  be  reddy,  to  which  he  replied  on  the  15th  : 
4  Report  ready  in  ten  days.’  On  the  29th  he  cabled  thus  : 
‘  Much  prefer  delaying  report  until  Pearson,  Hudson 
River  contractor,  returns  next  month.  t  Reply,’  To  which 
I  answered  on  the  29th:  ‘Yes:  but  want  approximate 
cost  immediately.  Government  guarantee  might  be  obtain¬ 
ed  for  six  millions.  Answer.'  On  the  30th,  he  answered 
as  follows : — 

“  ‘  Sum  named  should  probably  cover  tunnel.’  ” 

Now,  here  we  have  it  from  the  mouth  of  Senator 
Howlan  himself  that  Sir  Douglas  Fox,  in  his  tele¬ 
gram  to  him  of  the  21st  of  January,  stated  that 
$6,000,000  were  sufficient  to  complete  that  tunnel. 
Of  course,  it  was  a  great  inducement  to  the  people 
of  Prince  Edward  Island  to  support  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  after  they  had  been  for  15  or  18  years  trying 
to  persuade  the  Government  of  Canada  either  to 
build  the  tunnel  or  do  something  else  to  keep  up 
continuous  communication,  in  winter  as  well  as 
summer,  between  the  Island  and  the  mainland. 
Both  branches  of  the  Prince  Edward  Island  Legis¬ 
lature  have  urged  the  Government  of  Canada  to 
pay  the  sum  of  $5,000,000  to  the  Government  of 
Prince  Edward  Island  as  compensation  for  failing 
to  carry  out  the  terms  of  Confederation,  but  they 
were  refused.  In  fact,  Earl  Granville  says  himself 
that  he  is  sorry  that  the  Dominion  Government,  up 
to  that  time,  had  taken  no  steps  in  order  to  carry 
out  the  terms  of  Confederation.  And,  Sir,  when 
they  heard  the  promises  of  such  an  eminent  per¬ 
sonage  as  Senator  Howlan,  who  could  blame 
them  if  they  were  under  the  impression  that  this 
Government  was  in  earnest  and  sincere  in  their 
representations  to  Senator  Howlan — because  I 
contend  that  he  was  speaking  the  sentiments  and 
views  of  the  Government.  Senator  Howlan  goes 
on  to  state  : 

“  It  will  be  noticed  in  my  letter  of  the  17th  September, 
that  I  asked  for  contractors,  &c.,  to  do  the  work.  Since 
the  above  cable  despatches  were  received  I  got  the  fol¬ 
lowing  letter,  dated  21st  January,  which,  I  have  no 
doubt,  will  be  read  with  pleasure  by  your  readers,  as  it 
establishes  the  practicability  of  the  tunnel,  and  taken  in 
connection  with  the  cablegram  of  the  30th  ult.,  settles 
the  question  of  feasibility  and  cost.” 

Now,  Senator  Howlan  says  that  the  letter  I  am 
going  to  read  from  Sir  Douglas  Fox,  settles  the 
question  of  the  cost  of  the  tunnel : 

“Victoria  Mansions,  28  Victoria  Street, 
“Westminster,  S.W.,  21st  January,  1891. 

“  The  Honourable  George  W.  Howlan,  Ottaica  : 

“  Tunnel  under  Northumberland  Straits. 

“My  Dear  Sir,— I  have  now  received  through  the 
Assistant  Provincial  Secretary,  the  sum  of  £56.1.0  for  Mr. 
Palmer. 

“I  have  been  going  carefully  into  the  whole  matter 
with  him,  and  have  formed  a  very  favourable  opinion  as  to 
the  practicability  of  the  proposed  tunnel,  and  will  send 
you  a  preliminary  report  in  a  few  days. 

“  I  am  sorry,  however,  to  find  that  Mr.  W.  Pearson,  the 
contractor  for  the  Hudson  River  tunnel,  who  Avould  be,  in 
my  opinion,  the  best  contractor  to  employ,  is  at  present 


in  Mexico,  so  that  I  have  not  been  able  to  consult  him,  as 
I  should  much  wish  to  do,  before  sending  in  my  definite 
report.  I  have  ascertained  that  Mr.  Pearson  will  be  in 
New  York,  in  care  of  Messrs.  Pearson  &  Sons,  Hudson 
Tunnel  Works,  New  York,  about  the  middle  of  February, 
and  I  think  it  would  be  a  most  important  step  if  you  could 
arrange  with  him  on  his  way  home  to  visit  Northumber¬ 
land  Straits  so  that  he  may  be  prepared,  on  his  arrival 
here,  to  consult  with  me,  with  a  view  to  his  giving  a  ten¬ 
der  for  the  work.” 

Now,  Sir  Douglas  Fox  here  recommends  that  Mr. 
Pearson  be  allowed  to  give  the  first  tender  for  this 
work,  saying  that  he  was  a  most  competent  person 
and  able  engineer,  and  that  by  visiting  the  Island 
and  making  a  personal  examination,  he  would  then 
be  in  a  position  to  give  an  honest  tender  to  build 
that  tunnel — 

“Mr.  Pearson  is  a  contractor  of  the  highest  respecta¬ 
bility,  and  of  good  experience.  I  am  writing  to  him 
direct,  suggesting  that  he  should  communicate  with  you 
on  the  subject. 

“Will  you  kindly  cable  me  what  you  arrange  with 
him. 

“  Yours  faithfully, 

(Sgd.)  “DOUGLAS  FOX. 

“  I  cabled  him  on  the  6th  instant :  ‘  Will  write 

Pearson  as  suggested,’  and  I  wrote  Mr.  Pearson  to  New 
York  with  a  copy  of  Sir  Douglas  Fox’s  letter,  advising  him 
to  come  and  look  at  the  Straits,  etc.,  and  make  some  bor¬ 
ing  through  the  ice  on  each  side,  and  I  expect  him  to  do 
so  before  returning  to  England. 

I  put  all  these  facts  before  the  Dominion  Government, 
and  I  have  much  pleasure  now  in  submitting  to  your 
readers  the  following  letter. 

Now,  it  shows  that  the  Senator  was  acquainted 
with  all  these  facts,  it  shows  there  were  negotia¬ 
tions  going  on  between  the  Government  of  Canada 
and  Senator  Howlan  ;  it  goes  a  long  way  to  prove 
what  I  stated  awhile  ago  that  there  were  solemn 
orders  and  solemn  commands  given  by  this  Govern¬ 
ment  to  Senator  Howlan  when  he  left  Ottawa,  to 
come  and  stump  Prince  County  in  order  to  drive 
out  the  two  gentlemen  who  were  opposed  to  the 
present  Government.  I  am  going  now  to  read  a 
letter  of  Sir  John  A.  Macdonald,  the  late  leader  of 
the  Government,  and  I  suppose  the  leader  of  the 
present  Government  and  his  colleagues  will  defer 
to  the  opinion  of  that  statesman.  Sir  John  Mac¬ 
donald  wrote  as  follows  : — 

“  Earnscliffe,  Ottawa,  6th  February,  1891. 

“  My  Dear  Howlan,— In  response  to  your  pressing  re¬ 
quests  with  respect  to  the  tunnel  across  the  Straits,  I 
desire  to  repeat  that,  under  present  circumstances,  the 
Cabinet  are  not  in  a  position  to  deal  with  the  question. 
If,  as  I  believe,  the  country  will  continue  to  give  us  its 
confidence,  the  Ministry  will  under  my  guidance  take  the 
matter  up  without  delay.  I  understand  Sir  Douglas  Fox 
is  of  opinion  the  scheme  is  a  feasible  one.  The  chief  thing 
still  unknown  is  the  cost  of  construction.” 

Senator  Howlan  told  us  some  time  ago  that  he 
had  received  a  letter  from  Sir  Douglas  Foxr 
stating  that  he  could  construct  a  tunnel  from  the 
mainland  to  the  Island  at  a  cost  of  $6,000,000.  If 
Senator  Howlan  had  performed  his  duty  this  infor¬ 
mation  would  have  been  sent  to  the  Government, 
and  the  announcement  might  have  been  made  that 
Sir  Douglas  Fox  estimated  that  the  tunnel  could 
be  built  for  six  millions.  But,  unfortunately,  Sir 
John  Macdonald  was  told  that  the  cost  of  building 
the  tunnel  was  utterly  unknown.  Sir  John  Mac¬ 
donald  continued  : 

“  I  fully  appreciate  the  nature  and  extent  of  the  obliga¬ 
tion  incurred  by  the  Dominion  to  maintain  continuous 
communication  between  the  Island  and  mainland.” 

Sir  John  Macdonald  at  that  time  saw  the  re¬ 
sponsibility  which  the  Government  undertook  in 
violating  the  terms  of  Confederation  with  Prince 
Edward  Island.  He  wrote  further  : 
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“  We  have  tried  to  carry  this  out  by  the  Stanley,  but  of 
course  she  cannot  fight  against  the  elements.  So  if  the 
cost  comes  within  a  reasonable  amount,  such  as  Parlia¬ 
ment  feels  itself  justified  in  incurring,  I  shall  be  prepared 
to  submit  the  question  for  their  favourable  consideration. 

“  I  am,  yours  sineerely, 

(Sgd)  “JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.” 

We  know  from  Sir  Douglas  Fox  that  the  sum 
of  $6,000,000  is  sufficient  to  build  the  tunnel.  Sir 
John  A.  Macdonald  distinctly  stated  that  if  the 
amount  came  within  reason,  he  would  at  once 
recommend  his  Cabinet  to  take  hold  of  the  work. 
But  we  find  they  have  not  done  so.  Indeed  it 
appears  that  the  Ministers  of  the  present  day  are 
not  so  apt  to  carry  out  their  promises  as  was  Sir 
John  A.  Macdonald.  Senator  Howlan  continued  : 

“  In  conclusion,  permit  me  to  say  we  are  now  within 
‘  measurable  distance  ’  of  a  solution  of  the  question  of 
daily  and  continuous  communication  with  the  railway 
system  of  the  Dominion. 

“  This  has  taken  six  years  of  unremitting  attention  and 
perseverance,  with  no  little  cost. 

“  Had  Prince  Edward  Island,  four  years  ago,  sent 
two  supporters  of  the  Government  of  Sir  John  A.  Mac¬ 
donald,  I  have  not  the  most  remote  hesitation  in  saying 
the  subway,  or  tunnel,  would  now  have  been  completely 
and  entirely  finished,” 

There  is  the  bribe.  He  tells  the  people  that  if  they 
do  not  vote  for  the  Government  candidate,  they 
will  not  get  the  tunnel  or  a  breakwater,  or  even 
get  a  breakwater  repaired.  There  is  the  threat 
held  over  the  heads  of  the  people,  that  unless  they 
vote  for  Government  candidates  they  cannot  get 
anything.  I  would  be  ashamed  to  speak  such  words 
before  any  intelligent  constituency.  Senator  How 
lan  continues  : 

“  During  all  these  years  what  have  we  received  from 
the  Grit  party  on  this  island  and  throughout  this  Domin¬ 
ion  ?  Nothing  but  sneers  and  eontempt.” 

No  Grit  members  from  the  Island  had  sneers  for 

the  tunnel.  No  doubt  many  of  us  had  doubts  as 

to  the  efficacy  of  a  subway.  I  had  doubts  as  to 

whether  it  would  be  sufficient  to  carry  on  continuous 

transport  between  the  Island  and  the  mainland, 

but  I  defv  Senator  Howlan  to  show  that  I  even 
«/ 

spoke  in  depreciation  of  the  tunnel.  I  am  sure  my 
colleague  did  not  do  so,  and  the  member  for  King’s 
has  also  thrown  his  weight  in  favour  of  the  tunnel. 
Senator  Howlan  further  says  : 

“  I  say,  therefore,  if  the  people  of  Prince  Edward  Island 
want  a  tunnel  let  them  support  the  Government,  who  are 
already  persuaded,  nay  more,  convinced,  of  its  practica¬ 
bility,  and  are  not  afraid  of  its  cost,  but  are  ready  to  recom¬ 
mend  to  the  favourable  consideration  of  Parliament  a 
sum  sufficient  to  build  it.” 

He  says  the  Government  were  then  convinced  and 
satisfied  of  the  practicability  of  building  a  tunnel. 
The  Senator  concludes  as  follows  : — 

“  I  have  done  my  part,  and  I  trust  our  people  will  act 
wisely  and  prudently  by  doing  theirs,  in  supporting  Sir 
John  A.  Macdonald  and  his  party,  who  are  quite  sure  to 
have  control  of  the  purse-strings  for  the  next  five  years. 

“  I  am,  yours  truly, 

“  GEORGE  W.  HOWLAN. 

“  On  board  str.  Stanley,  Feb.  10, 1891.” 

That  is  the  mandate  which  Senator  Howlan  pub¬ 
lished  to  the  electors  of  Prince  County,  and  it  will 
be  observed  that  he  obtained  his  information  from 
the  Government,  that  the  Government  told  him  how 
to  act,  that  he  was  sent  there  for  this  special  pur¬ 
pose,  in  order  to  try  and  gull  the  people  and  induce 
them,  under  false  pretenses,  to  vote  for  candidates 
running  in  support  of  the  present  Government.  He 
did  not  succeed  ;  but  the  Government  was  returned 
all  the  same.  If  it  lias  come  to  this,  that  all  the 
Mr.  Perry. 


electors  of  Canada  must  be  Conservatives  and  sup¬ 
porters  of  the  Government  in  order  that  people  may 
obtain  their  rights,  I  do  not  want  to  stand  by  the 
constitution.  It  would  be  much  better  for  the  peo  ¬ 
ple  of  Prince  Edward  Island  that  they  should  be 
separated  from  the  Dominion  and  out  of  Confedera¬ 
tion,  and  as  they  were  in  1873,  a  happy  people  who 
did  not  know  what  a  provincial  debt  was.  For,  let 
me  tell  you,  that  at  the  time  we  were  coaxed  into 
Confederation,  we  entered  it  in  order  to  secure  a 
continuous  steam  communication  between  the  island 
and  the  mainland.  What  is  the  condition  of  our 
people  now  ?  Every  man,  woman  and  child  in  the 
island  represents  a  debt  of  $48,  which  is  their  por¬ 
tion  of  the  net  debt  of  the  Dominion.  What  have 
we  received  in  return  from  the  Government  ?  No¬ 
thing  but  false  promises.  Let  us  go  a  little  further, 
and  see  how  they  have  been  dealt  with  by  the  Gov¬ 
ernment.  Here  is  a  telegram  sent  from  Amherst, 
on  28th  February,  1891.  It  is  addressed  to  a  gen¬ 
tleman,  D.  Ferguson,  Charlottetown,  who  was  run¬ 
ning  as  a  Government  candidate.  It  is  from  Sir 
Charles  Tupper,  and  reads  as  follows  : — 

“  D.  Ferguson,  Charlottetown. 

“  I  regret  deeply  thatit  is  impossible  for  me  to  go  to  the 
Island,  as  the  Stanley  cannot  cross  and  1  dare  not  at¬ 
tempt  the  Capes.  I  have  satisfied  myself  that  the  tunnel 
can  be  made  for  $6,000,000,  and  you  may  rely  upon  all  the 
aid  I  can  give  to  that  important  and  necessary  work. 

“  CHARLES  TUPPER. 

“  Amherst,  Feb.  28, 1891.” 

There  is  proof  that  there  was  at  that  time  no  com¬ 
munication  between  the  mainland  aiul  the  island, 
and  the  very  wording  of  the  telegram  shows  that 
Sir  Charles  Tupper  could  not  cross.  Sir  Charles 
Tupper  could  not  cross  at  the  Cape  !  Is  his  life 
more  precious  than  that  of  any  one  else  ?  We  have 
to  do  that,  and  I  am  an  older  man  than  Sir  Charles 
Tupper,  and  I  have  to  do  that.  It  shows  that  there 
were  no  means  at  that  time,  and  perhaps  for  several 
days  before  and  after,  of  crossing  from  the  mainland 
to  the  Island.  Sir  Charles  Tupper  says  : 

“  I  regret  that  it  is  impossible  for  me  to  go  to  the  Island, 
as  the  Stanley  cannot  cross  and  I  dare  not  attempt  the 
Capes.  I  have  satisfied  myself  that  the  tunnel  can  be 
made. for  $6, •'(  0,000,  and  you  may  rely  upon  all  the  aid  I 
can  give  to  that  important  and  necessary  work. 

“ CHARLES  TUPPER. 

“Amherst,  Feb.  28,  1891.” 

Sir  Charles  Tupper  says  he  has  satisfied  himself 
and  he  was  recently  from  England  and  probably  had 
been  in  correspondence  with  Sir  Douglas  Fox.  If 
he  had  not  been  in  correspondence  with  Sir  Douglas, 
Fox  No.  1,  he  might  have  been  in  correspondence  with 
Senator  Howlan,  Fox  No.  2.  Now  I  ask  the  Gov¬ 
ernment,  what  does  that  telegram  of  Sir  Charles 
Tupper  mean  ?  Does  it  mean  that  the  Government 
are  not  going  to  make  a  distinct  and  honest  effort 
to  carry  out  their  promises  ?  This  telegram  from 
Sir  Charles  Tupper  was  sent  on  the  28th  of  F ebruary, 
and  the  election  took  place  on  the  5th  of  March. 
Was  the  telegram  sent  with  the  intention  of  trying 
to  induce  the  people  to  vote  for  the  Government 
candidates  ?  Mr.  Ferguson  was  one  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  candidates  ;  and  I  remember  well  that  on  the 
next  day  after  the  telegram  was  sent,  which  was 
Sunday,  it  was  read  in  all  the  public  places  in  the 
province.  It  was  copied  and  sent  by  special  express 
here,  there  and  everywhere  to  induce  the  people 
to  vote  against  the  Liberal  candidates  and  for 
the  Conservative  candidates.  It  did  not  have 
that  effect  because  the  people  of  Prince  County 
are  an  extraordinary  people.  As  I  have  said 
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before,  they  are  not  to  be  bribed  or  blinded  by 
false  promises.  I  give  them  credit,  and  I  say  that 
I  stand  here  one  of  the  proudest  representatives  in 
this  Parliament,  because  I  represent,  1  believe,  the 
most  honest  constituency  that  Canada  can  produce. 
I  ask  again,  does  this  telegram  of  Sir  Charles 
Tupper  mean  anything  ?  Will  the  Minister  of 
Finance  stand  up  in  this  House  and  repudiate  it 
and  say  that  it  is  false  ?  Will  he  tell  me  what  Sir 
Charles  Tupper  meant  at  that  time,  and  will  he 
himself  tell  me  what  he  meant  when  he  answered 
me  the  other  day  and  said  that  the  question  was 
still  under  the  consideration  of  the  Government  ? 
What  is  the  meaning  of  that  ?  Was  Sir  Charles 
Tupper  brought  here  for  the  purpose  of  going  to. 
Amherst  and  sending  this  telegram  to  the  people 
of  the  Island?  Is  it  for  this  that  he  got  paid  ten 
dollars  a  day  and  his  travelling  expenses  to  and 
from  England  ?  Is  this  part  of  the  fraud  ?  Was 
he  only  representing  the  Tories  ?  Are  there 
none  but  Tories  in  this  country  ?  Is  not  the 
Liberal  party  a  strong  and  respectable  party, 
and  do  they  not  pay  their  taxes  as  well  as 
the  Tories  ?  I  say  that  such  conduct  on  the  part  of 
the  Government  is  a  shame  and  a  disgrace  and 
whenever  a  country  is  misgoverned  in  that  way  it 
can  never  expect  to  prosper.  Canada  is  not  pros¬ 
perous,  although  the  Minister  of  Finance  told  us 
no  later  than  yesterday  that  it  was.  But  we  know 
that  his  own  blue-books  tell  a  very  different  story. 
We  know  how  the  census  shows  that  the  people 
have  been  driven  out  of  the  country.  Now,  Sir,  after 
all  these  transactions  the  matter  did  not  remain 
there, and  Senator  Howlan  went  on  atrip  to  England. 
He  had  not  been  in  England  for  some  years,  and  he 
put  it  into  the  head  of  some  of  his  friends  to  hold  a 
meeting  in  Charlottetown  and  to  vote  him  $400  to 
send  him  to  England,  and  he  was  to  do  all  the  rest. 
He  was  to  satisfy  Sir  Douglas  Fox  that  the  scheme 
was  good  ;  and  we  have  here  an  extract  from  a  sound 
Tory  paper  that  collected  several  hundred  dollars 
last  year  as  pap,  and  no  doubt  was  bound  to  light 
for  the  Government.  This  is  what  the  paper  says  : 

“  Important. 

“  Hon.  Senator  Howlan,  at  the  instance  of  the  Char¬ 
lottetown  Board  of  Trade,  and  others  interested  in  the 
tunnel,  left  on  Wednesday  evening  last  for  London.  Eng¬ 
land,  via  New  York,  to  confer  with  Sir  Douglas  Fox.  in 
order  to  supply  him  with  necessary  information  to  enable 
him  to  draw  up,  without  delay,  an  accurate  estimate  of 
the  cost  of  the  tunnel.  By  Mr.  Howlan’s  personal  pre¬ 
sence,  full  information  can  be  given  Sir  Douglas,  with 
data  already  before  him,  so  that  there  will  be  no  mis¬ 
understanding  in  the  matter,  and  that  an  accurate  esti¬ 
mate  may  be  prepared  with  a  view  to  calling  for  tenders. 
The  Local  Government  are  in  hearty  accord  with  the 
move,  and  have  assumed  the  cost,  about  $400,  of  Mr. 
Howlan’s  trip  to  London.  This  is  an  important  move, 
and  we  trust  that  it  may  result  in  the  early  inauguration 
of  the  work.” 

Now,  the  Island  has  paid  $400  for  Senator  Howlan’s 
trip  to  England,  and  the  Island  expects  some  return 
for  that.  The  people  of  Prince  Edward  Island  are 
not  in  the  habit  of  paying  money  without  knowing 
what  they  pay  it  for,  and  the  people  have  a  right  to 
know  the  result  of  Senator  Howlan’s  mission  to 
England  on  that  occasion.  Have  the  Government 
any  papers  to  bring  down  containing  the  result  of 
his  trip  ?  Is  there  anything  to  show  what  Senator 
Howlan  did  to  enable  Sir  Douglas  Fox  to  make  an 
estimate  ?  It  appears  the  Government  has  nothing 
to  showr  in  that  respect,  and  the  Minister  of  Finance 
told  us  the  other  day  that  the  matter  was  still  under 
consideration.  We  know  that  Senator  Howlan  went 


to  England  about  the  middle  of  April  last,  during 
the  earlier  part  of  the  session  of  Parliament  here, 
and  we  know  that  any  negotiations  he  could  have 
made  were  early  in  May.  What  has  been  the  result 
of  these  negotiations,  I  ask  ?  We  were  told  here 
some  time  ago  that  the  Government  were  going  to 
vote  some  $2,000  for  new  borings  and  new  examina¬ 
tions  so  as  to  get  further  information  ;  but 
we  are  told  in  this  communication  of  Senator 
Howlan  that  they  had  all  the  information 
necessary,  and  Sir  Charles  Tupper  himself,  when 
just  lately  come  from  England,  told  us  that  he  was 
satisfied  of  the  feasibility  of  the  tunnel.  The 
Government  are  not  satisfied  yet.  We  know  that 
the  Government  do  not  intend  to  build  it,  but 
they  are  not  honest  enough  to  come  forward  and 
say  so.  What  I  want  the  Government  to  do  is 
this  :  Let  the  Government  assume  an  honourable 
position,  an  independent  position,  a  position  of 
fair-play  to  the  people  of  the  Island,  and  state 
whether  they  are  going  to  build  the  tunnel,  or  if  they 
have  given  it  up.  If  they  have  given  it  up,  I  will 
say  that  they  do  not  intend  to  carry  out  the  terms 
of  Confederation  by  building  a  tunnel,  which  I 
believe  is  the  only  way  in  which  the  terms  of  Con¬ 
federation  can  be  carried  out.  If  they  do  not- 
carry  out  the  terms  of  Confederation  in  this 
direction,  the  people  of  the  Island  have  a  heavy 
claim  for  damages  as  compensation  against  the 
Government  of  Canada.  In  1883  the  Government 
of  the  Island,  led  by  the  Hon.  Mr.  Sullivan,  made 
a  claim  of  $5,000,000  upon  Canada  for  the  non- 
fulfilment  of  the  terms  of  Confederation.  They 
went  to  England  with  that  claim,  and  they 
appeared  before  Her  Majesty’s  Government 
there.  Of  course,  they  were  met  there 
by  the  influence  of  Sir  Charles  Tupper. 
Sir  Charles  Tupper  did  not  think  at  that  time  that 
a  tunnel  could  be  built ;  he  did  not  think  that  the 
people  of  the  Island  had  any  grievance  at  all.  In 
fact,  he  endorsed  the  whole  report — a  very  partial 
report,  I  must  say,  made  by  a  sub-committee  of  the 
Privy  Council  composed  of  Sir  Alexander  Camp¬ 
bell  and  the  Hon.  Mr.  McLelan.  When  the  delega¬ 
tion  went  to  England  they  were  met  face  to  face 
by  Sir  Charles  Tupper,  fortified  with  this  report  in 
his  hands.  But  I  am  proud  to  know  that  we  had  a 
friend  at  court  in  Earl  Granville,  who  took  a  pro¬ 
per  view  of  the  application  of  the  people  of  Prince 
cldward  Island.  He  said  that  he  was  aware  that 
the  people  of  Prince  Edward  Island  had  a  grievance, 
and  that  the  Government  of  Canada  were  bound  by 
the  terms  of  the  treaty  to  carry  out  their  part  of 
the  agreement  to  keep  up  continuous  communica¬ 
tion  between  the  Island  and  the  mainland  in  winter 
as  well  as  in  summer  ;  and  he  was  aware  that  they 
had  not  done  it.  He  said  that  it  was  beyond  the 
power  of  the  Imperial  Parliament  just  then  to  in¬ 
terfere  and  take  the  matter  out  of  the  hands  of  the 
Dominion  Government,  but  he  would  use  his  in¬ 
fluence,  and  I  have  no  doubt  he  has  used  it,  to 
induce  the  Dominion  Government  to  carry 
out  the  terms  of  Confederation.  But  it  is  hard 
to  persuade  the  Dominion  Govermnent  to  do  what 
they  ought  to  do.  I  believe  they  will  have 
the  political  impudence  to  hold  this  matter  before 
the  people  again  on  the  eve  of  the  next  election. 
I  believe  that  there  will  be  another  fox  in  the 
field.  They  may  try  to  mislead  the  people  on  the 
eve  of  another  election,  but  the  people  will  not  be 
gulled.  They  expect  an  honest  decision  from  the 
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Government ;  they  expect  the  Government  to  say 
whether  they  will  build  that  tunnel  or  not.  The 
question  has  been  long  enough  in  agitation.  If 
the  Government  are  satisfied  that  the  tunnel  can¬ 
not  be  built  for  less  than  $15,000,000,  I  would  not 
ask  them  to  build  it.  I  believe  it  would  be  unrea¬ 
sonable  to  ask  Canada  to  build  a  tunnel  from  the 
Island  to  the  mainland  costing  $15,000,000.  If 
the  report  of  Sir  Douglas  Fox  that  it  can  be  built 
for  $6,000,000  is  based  on  good  information,  the 
Government  will  be  treating  the  people  of  Prince 
Edward  Island  unjustly  if  they  do  not,  carry  out 
the  work.  I  expect  that  they  will  build  the 
tunnel  and  do  justice  to  the  people,  and  the  sooner 
they  decide  the  question  the  better.  I  expect 
that  when  the  papers  are  brought  down  we  shall 
have  another  whack  at  it,  and  I  trust  that  by  that 
time  the  Government  will  be  prepared  to  tell  us 
what  they  are  going  to  do.  Last  session  we  were 
told  by  the  hon.  member  for  Centre  Toronto  (Mr. 
Cockburn)  that  the  Dominion  gained  nothing  in 
the  way  of  revenue  from  Prince  Edward  Island, but 
that  the  Island  had  been  given  this,  that  and  the  other 
— that,  in  fact,  we  were  a  drain  on  the  treasury  of 
Canada.  Sir,  that  is  not  correct.  We  have  been 
charged  improperly  with  many  expenditures,  such 
as  the  building  of  the  pier  at  Cape  T6rmentine  and 
the  subsidies  to  the  steamers,  although  these 
steamers  carry  mails  from  the  Island  as  well  as  to 
the  Island  and  take  more  people  from  the  mainland 
to  Prince  Edward  Island  than  from  the  Island  to  the 
mainland.  If  the  Government  of  the  Dominion  are 
so  penurious  and  so  mean  that  they  will  not  acknow¬ 
ledge  the  rights  of  Prince  Edward  Island,  let  them 
cut  us  off  altogether — we  have  no  objection — and 
place  us  in  the  same  position  that  we  occupied  in 
1873.  There  is  not  a  man  in  Prince  Edward  Island 
who  would  not  jump  at  the  offer  and  be  glad  to  get 
free  of  the  shackles  imposed  on  us  by  the  Dominion 
Government.  1  suppose  that  the  Government  will 
tell  us  that  if  we  do  not  return  supporters  of  them 
we  are  disloyal.  I  defy  my  opponents  co  state  on 
any  public  platform  that  the  people  of  Prince  Ed¬ 
ward  Island  are  not  loyal.  I  do  not  mean  to  say 
that  the  Tories  are  not  loyal,  but  I  say  that  the 
Liberals  are  just  as  loyal  to  the  Crown  of  England 
as  they  are,  but  we  object  to  being  tyrannized  over 
by  the  Government  of  Canada. 

Mr.  YEO.  I  hope  the  Government  will  see  that 
these  papers  are  brought  down,  and  that  they 
will  show  that  the  Government  have  not  lost 
sight  of  this  very  important  matter,  so  far  as 
Prince  Edward  Island  is  concerned,  in  the  con¬ 
struction  of  a  submarine  tunnel  between  the 
island  and  the  mainland.  It  is  a  question  which  I 
suppose  is  not  very  interesting  to  the  members  of 
this  House  generally.  My  hon.  colleague  has  gone 
bo  fully  into  the  matter,  and  it  was  so  well  dis¬ 
cussed  at  the  last  session  of  this  House,  that  I 
think  any  hon.  member  who  has  given  the  matter 
any  consideration  must  admit  that  Prince  Edward 
Island  has  a  strong  claim.  Last  session  facts  and 
figures  were  adduced  here  to  show  that  Prince 
Edward  Island  is  not  a  burden  on  the  Dominion  of 
Canada,  but  that  we  pay  considerably  more  to  the 
revenue  of  the  Dominion  than  we  receive  in  return. 
But  I  contend  that  even  if  such  were  not  the  case, 
that  fact  would  not  lessen  our  claim.  I  would  ask 
any  hon.  member  -to  read  the  terms  of  union 
between  Prince  Edward  Island  and  the  Dominion 
Mr.  Perry. 


of  Canada,  and  he  will  find  that  one  of  the  stipula¬ 
tions  clearly  expressed  is  that  the  Dominion  Govern¬ 
ment  binds  itself  to  keep  up  continuous  communica¬ 
tion  between  the  Island  and  the  mainland  in  winter 
and  summer.  We  know  that  some  efforts  have 
been  made  to  carry  out  this  agreement  ;  but  it 
has  not  been  fulfilled.  During  this  winter,  which 
has  been  one  of  the  most  favourable  experienced 
for  many  years,  continuous  communication  has 
not  been  kept  up,  and  for  several  days 
there  have  been  no  mails  either  received  or  taken 
from  the  Island.  I  trust,  Sir,  that  when  the  papers 
are  placed  on  the  Table  of  the  House  we  shall  see 
that  the  Government  have  been  fully  alive  to  the 
.promises  which  have  been  made,  and  that  this 
question  Mull  be  taken  up  and  dealt  with  speedily. 
I  Mras  a  little  surprised  to  hear  from  the  hon. 
Minister  of  Finance,  a  feM'  days  ago,  that  this 
matter  was  still  only  under  consideration.  I  had 
hoped  for  a  more  definite  answer.  I  had  hoped 
that  he  wrould  have  been  able  to  say  that  some 
progress  had  been  made.  But  it  is  well  to  know' 
that  it  is  still  under  consideration,  and  I  hope  it  is 
receiving  favour-able  consideration.  My  hon. 
colleague  has  gone  very  fully  into  the  details  of 
how  the  sulvway  w^as  originated  in  1887.  This 
proposition  vras  not  so  favourably  received  in 
Prince  Edward  Island,  and  doubts  were  expressed 
as  to  the  subway  giving  the  benefits  we  had  reason 
to  expect,  but  when  the  question  of  a  tunnel  was 
brought  forward,  when  we  were  led  to  believe  it  was 
practicable  and  could  be  constructed  for  an  amount 
we  might  reasonably  expect  the  Dominion  Govern¬ 
ment  would  not  hesitate  to  expend,  w'e  looked 
forward  to  the  work  being  taken  up  as  soon  as  the 
elections  w'ere  over.  We  had  the  promise  of  the 
late  leader  of  the  present  Government  that  this 
matter  would  be  taken  up  and  dealt  with  as 
speedily  as  possible,  and  in  addition  we  had 
the  promise  of  the  High  Commissioner  to  the 
same  effect.  Sir  Douglas  Fox,  the  engineer 
wdio  has  been  consulted  in  this  matter,  has 
expressed  the  wish  that  further  surveys  and 
borings  should  be  made  before  he  could  give  a 
decided  opinion  as  to  the  cost,  and  it  is  well  known 
that  if  these  surveys  and  borings  are  to  be  made, 
they  should  be  undertaken  early  in  the  summer,  as 
it  is  more  difficult  to  do  the  work  at  any  other 
season.  I  trust  if  the  Minister  of  Finance  does 
not  do  anything  more,  he  will  at  least  see  that 
a  sufficient  sum  is  placed  in  the  Estimates  to  cover 
the  cost  of  further  surveys  and  borings.  I  hope 
and  trust  the  matter  will  not  be  alloM-ed  to 
stand  over  until  we  are  on  the  eve  of  another  elec¬ 
tion  in  Prince  Edward  Island,  but  that  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  will  deal  with  the  question  as  it  ought  to 
be  dealt  with  ;  and  if  it  is  found,  after  the  surveys 
and  borings  have  been  made,  that  the  cost  of  the 
work  is  too  great  for  the  Dominion  Government  to 
feel  justified  in  the  expenditure,  it  will  then  be¬ 
come  a  question  between  the  Government  and 
Prince  EdMard  Island  as  to  what  compensation 
should  be  offered  and  accepted  in  lieu  of  the  subM'ay, 
unless  some  other  means  are  found  of  carrying  out 
the  conditions  of  Confederation.  According  to  the 
letter  read  from  the  late  leader  of  the  Government, 
he  admitted  the  responsibility  of  the  Dominion  to 
carry  out  those  terms.  He  admitted  the  terms  of 
Union  had  not  been  carried  out,  and  since 
then  no  improvement  has  been  made.  I  cannot 
for  one  moment  believe  that  these  promises 
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were  made  merely  to  delude  and  deceive  the 
people.  I  cannot  think  that  hon.  gentlemen  oc¬ 
cupying  high  positions  would  for  a  moment  think 
of  doing  that.  It  is  pretty  well  understood  that 
promises  made  on  the  eve  of  an  election  must  be 
received  with  a  good  deal  of  caution,  but  in  an 
important  matter  such  as  this,  where  a  treaty  has 
been  made  and  the  leader  of  the  Government 
admits  the  responsibility  of  the  Dominion  apd  its 
obligation  to  take  the  matter  up  at  once,  the  case 
assumes  a  much  more  serious  aspect.  I  cannot 
believe  that  the  Government  intend  to  deceive  the 
electors  of  the  Island.  I  have  the  interests  of  my 
country  too  much  at  heart  to  suppose  that  they 
will  be  treated  in  such  a  way  by  the  Dominion  of 
Canada.  It  is  unnecessary  for  me  to  tell  hon. 
members  the  disadvantages  we  labour  under  in 
Prince  Edward  Island,  cut  off  as  we  are  from  the 
mainland  for  nearly  five  months  in  the  year,  and 
thus  prevented  from  participating  in  the  benefits 
which  accrue  to  our  fellow  citizens  in  other  parts 
of  the  Dominion  from  our  railways  and  canals  and 
other  great  public  works.  On  those  grounds  we 
are  entitled  to  a  great  deal  of  consideration  ;  and 
although  $6,000,000  may  seem  a  very  large  sum, 
yet  when  this  amount  is  to  be  expended  to 
carry  out  a  solemn  contract  entered  into  be¬ 
tween  Prince  Edward  Island  and  the  Dominion,  the 
amount  ought  not  to  be  for  a  moment  considered. 
What  I,  as  one  of  the  representatives  of  Prince 
Edward  Island,  am  anxious  to  see  is  to  have  the 
matter  fully  decided.  I  do  not  want  the  minds  of 
the  people  to  be  disquieted  by  the  expectation  that 
a  tunnel  will  be  built  if  it  is  not  to  be  undertaken. 
If  the  Government  say  it  cannot  be  undertaken,  the 
sooner  we  know  it  the  better.  Then  we  could  per¬ 
haps  devise  some  means  of  improving  our  present 
means  of  communication.  After  all  that  has  been 
said,  it  is  quite  unnecessary  for  me  to  say  more.  I 
can  only  express  the  hope  that  the  Government 
will  have  those  papers  brought  down  and  that  it 
will  not  be  shown  to  this  House  that  they  are  not 
alive  to  the  interests  of  the  Maritime  Provinces. 
The  fact  of  Prince  Edward  Island  being  repre¬ 
sented  by  four  opponents  of  the  Government  will, 
I  hope,  have  no  weight  in  the  matter,  as  it  is  only 
justice  we  seek,  and  Prince  Edward  Island  has  a 
right  to  expect  from  the  Government  justice,  whether 
represented  by  Liberals  or  Conservatives. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  I  do  not  wish  to  detain 
the  House  and  will  be  very  brief  in  my  remarks. 
I  regret  that  the  Minister  of  Finance  should 
have  called  out  “  carried  ”  without  giving  ex¬ 
pression  to  the  intentions  of  the  Government 
regarding  this  important  work.  It  is  in  the 
interests  of  the  Dominion  at  large  and  the  province 
I  represent  that  this  question  should  be  grappled 
with  and  settled  one  way  or  the  other.  It  is  not 
in  the  interest  of  the  people  or  creditable  to  the 
Government  that  election  after  election  should 
come  round  and  the  construction  of  this  tunnel  be 
continually  before  the  people.  The  people  should 
be  left  free  to  determine  the  great  political  issues 
of  the  Dominion  without  having  this  question 
drawn  as  a  red  herring  across  the  track.  I  am 
interested,  I  acknowledge,  in  having  an  affirmative 
decision  given  by  the  Government.  I  do  not  want 
to  press  unduly  arguments  in  favour  of  the  construc- 
lion  of  the  tunnel,  and  I  do  not  want  to  press  the 
Government  to  expend  the  money  if  they  are 


satisfied  the  cost  is  going  to  be  too  large,  but  I 
cannot  forget  the  fact  that,  some  time  ago,  the 
Government,  at  the  instigation  of  some  of  its 
supporters,  and  in ,  pursuance  of  the  promise  of 
their  late  leader,  endorsed  by  Sir  Charles  Tupper, 
forwarded  all  the  papers  in  connection  with 
the  construction  of  the  work  to  an  eminent 
engineer  in  England  for  his  opinion.  The  Local 
Government  sent  a  gentleman  home  at  the  same 
time  to  give  further  advice  and  facts  to  that  engi¬ 
neer  relative  to  the  construction  of  this  road.  An 
engineer  in  the  confidence  of  Sir  Douglas  Fox  came 
to  the  Island  and  examined  the  work  on  the  spot. 
He  made  local  surveys,  he  was  assisted  by  the 
information  gathered  on  an  official  survey  made 
under  the  direction  of  the  Government.  The  straits 
were  surveyed,  borings  were  made,  and  so  far  as  a 
layman  could  form  an  opinion,  it  seemed  that  the 
information  and  data  necessary  to  enable  the  engi¬ 
neer  to  give  his  opinion  and  the  Government  to 
come  to  a  conclusion  were  fairly  before  them.  The 
engineer  estimated  for  three  different  sizes  of  canals 
certain  sums.  A  small  one  amounting*  with  con¬ 
tingencies  and  land  damages — that  is,  the  necessary 
approaches — to  £1,075,000  sterling;  a  16-foot 
tunnel,  with  contingencies  and  land  damages, 
amounting  in  round  figures  to  nearly  £3,000,000, 
and  an  18-foot  tunnel,  with  land  damages  and 
contingencies,  amounting  to  £2,250,000.  Well, 
we  went  into  a  %  discussion  upon  that  question 
last  year,  and  I  am  not  going  to  repeat  those  argu¬ 
ments  again  or  to  weary  the  House  with  the  reci¬ 
tation  of  the  solid  and  real  grievances  under  which 
that  province  has  laboured.  I  might  mention  in 
passing,  that,  while  this  House  has  spent  money 
like  water  in  every  part  of  the  Dominion  for  the 
construction  of  canals  and  the  construction  of 
railways,  for  the  subsidizing  of  railways  and  of 
branches  of  railways,  there  is  one  part  of  the 
Dominion  to  which  they  never  voted  any  money, 
and  that  is  the  province  from  which  I  come.  When 
we  voted  several  millions  a  few  years  ago  for  the 
construction  of  railways  in  Cape  Breton,  no  one 
said  anything  against  it.  In  the  same  way,  when 
large  sums  of  money  were  voted  for  the  New 
Glasgow  branch,  the  Pictou  branch,  the  missing 
link  between  Digby  and  Annapolis,  all  the  money 
required  for  those  purposes  was  voted  without  any 
serious  opposition,  and  wherever  the  money  was 
required  to  enable  the  people  of  the  country  to 
carry  their  products  to  market,  no  question  has 
been  raised  ;  and,  except  in  regard  to  the 
Trent  Valley  Canal,  no  work  has  been  so 
much  dangled  before  the  eyes  of  the  people  as 
this  to  which  we  are  now  referring.  The  people  of 
Canada  are  under  the  impression  that  the  Dominion 
has  expended  the  money  for  the  construction  of  the 
Prince  Edward  Island  Railway  as  they  have  ex¬ 
pended  the  money  of  the  country  for  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  roads  in  other  parts  of  the  Dominion,  but 
that  is  not  so.  Prince  Edward  Island  has  paid 
every  cent  of  the  cost  of  that  main  line  of  railway, 
for  the  whole  amount  of  three  and  a  quarter  mil¬ 
lions  was  charged  to  the  Island  in  the  settlement 
which  was  made  of  the  accounts  between  the  Island 
and  the  Dominion,  and  the  only  amount  which  the 
Dominion  Government  has  expended  has  been  on 
that  short  line  to  Cape  Traverse,  amounting  to 
$275,000  or'  $280,000.  These  facts  cannot  be 
put  out  of  sight.  Prince  Edward  Island  has 
not  had  fair-play — I  will  not  say  fair-play,  but 
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it  has  not  had  common  justice  meted  out  to  it  in 
this  matter  of  expenditure.  I  do  not  wish  to  press 
this  matter  unduly,  but  last  year  the  lion,  gentle¬ 
man  told  us  he  was  considering  this  question,  and 
his  remarks  were  made  at  the  close  of  the  debate 
last  year  and  after  Sir  Douglas  Fox’s  report  had 
been  in  the  hands  of  the  Government  for  some 
time,  after  the  promises  made  by  the  late  Sir  John 
Macdonald  and  the  present  High  Commissioner  had 
been  in  the  hands  of  the  Government,  after  the 
people  knew  what  was  thought  upon  this  question, 
what  the  engineer  estimated  the  cost  of  the  con¬ 
struction  at,  and  all  the  data  were  then  in  the  pos¬ 
session  of  the  Finance  Minister.  The  lion,  gentle¬ 
man  then  said  : 

“  It  may  be  possible,  and  I  believe  it  is  true  that  there 
are  not  yet  sufficient  data  for  getting  at  what  may  be 
termed  the  fairly  certain  cost  of  the  tunnel ;  and  I  think 
it  will  be  the  duty  of  the  Government  and  I  am  sure  it 
will  also  be  its  pleasure,  if  there  is  something  else  needed 
in  order  to  carry  on  investigations  which  will  give  the 
data  as  nearly  as  possible  for  a  pretty  definite  and  cer¬ 
tain  estimate  of  the  cost  and  feasibility  of  constructing  a 
tunnel,  to  do  this  if  it  can  be  done  without  too  great  cost, 
as  I  am  quite  certain  it  can  ” 

The  lion,  gentleman  did  not  seem  to  have  any 
doubt  about  it.  He  seemed  to  be  quite  certain 
that  it  could  be  done  without  too  much  cost.  I 
make  no  complaint  if  the  Government  say  that  the 
information  they  have  is  not  sufficient  to  express  a 
judgment  upon,  but  I  do  claim  that,  in  face  of 
such  a  promise  made  by  the  Minister  last  year,  we 
are  not  being  treated  with  common  fairness.  If 
the  hon.  gentleman  had  not  the  data  then,  why 
has  he  not  got  it  now  ?  This  was  in  the  spring  of 
last  year.  I  do  not  care  whether  you  have  Con¬ 
servatives  or  Liberals  representing  the  Island  in 
the  House,  but  I  do  want  the  Island  to  get  com¬ 
mon  justice,  and,  when  the  Finance  Minister  made 
such  a  statement  last  year,  I  think  I  may  say  we 
are  being  treated  with  negligence  and  contempt, 
and  that  the  Government  have  not  acted  according 
to  their  promise.  Why  did  not  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  obtain  the  data  he  required,  and  propose  a 
vote  to  enable  him  to  obtain  the  information  if  he 
wanted  to  get  it  ?  After  comparing  the  probable 
outlay  on  the  one  hand  and  the  probable  receipts 
on  the  other,  the  probable  cost  of  the  work  and  the 
saving  which  would  be  effected  by  the  Government 
by  doing  away  with  the  present  modes  of  carrying 
out  the  communication,  he  went  on  to  say  : 

“  That  is  about  the  way  this  matter  strikes  me  ;  and  so 
far  as  the  Government  is  concerned  it  has  done  what  I 
have  stated,  and  I  think  it  is  prepared  to  say  that  if  fur¬ 
ther  estimates  are  necessary  to  get  at  the  cost  of  the 
structure,  they  will  be  got  ;  and  after  that  the  Govern¬ 
ment  will  seriously  and  earnestly  consider  the  question  as 
presented  in  the  light  of  those  facts,  and  ask  Parliament 
to  consider  it  as  well.” 

Now,  we  ask  that  this  shall  be  done.  So  far  as  I 
am  personally  concerned,  I  have  never  yet  seen  the 
full  report  of  Sir  Douglas  Fox,  but  the  Finance 
Minister  last  year  gave  us  the  estimates  of  the  cost 
of  these  three  tunnels,  and  then  I  think  he  was  of 
the  opinion  that  the  smaller  tunnel  would  not  be 
effective.  I  share  in  that  opinion.  I  do  not  think 
the  small  tunnel  would  be  worth  considering,  in 
view  of  the  requirements  of  the  Island  in  regard  to 
taking  their  goods  to  market.  I  think  the  tunnel 
should  be  one  of  such  a  size  as  to  enable  the  people 
to  carry  their  produce  to  market.  Otherwise  it  is 
of  no  use  at  all.  If  the  cost  of  such  a-tunnel  is  too 
much,  in  Heaven’s  name  let  us  know  it.  I  do  not 
want  to  be  urging  year  after  year  a  scheme  which 
Mr.  Davies  (P.E.I.) 


is  not  practical.  Let  the  Government  say  that  it 
is  not,  and  let  us  drop  the  matter  forever.  But  I  ob¬ 
ject  to  their  keeping  this  dangling  before  the  people,  to 
their  making  promises  which  are  not  kept  and  which 
aremadeonly  tobe  broken, but  which  are  made  before 
every  election.  I  repeat  that  this  matter  ought  to 
be  grappled  with,  and  in  a  statesmanlike  way.  If 
the  hon.  gentleman  wants  further  data,  I  think  he 
is  bound  by  his  promise  and  by  those  of  his  prede¬ 
cessor  and  late  leader,  to  get  the  data.  If  Sir 
Douglas  Fox’s  report  is  incomplete,  let  him  take 
steps  to  complete  it.  If,  after  he  has  all  the  data 
in  his  possession,  he  comes  to  the  honest  conclusion 
that  the  cost  of  this  work  is  beyond  the  resources 
of  the  country,  let  us  know  it  and  have  done  with 
it.  But  I  almost  despair,  in  view  of  the  almost 
negligent  way  in  which  this  has  been  treated  by 
the  Government,  I  will  say  in  view  of  the  absolutely 
negligent  way  in  which  it  has  been  treated,  of  any¬ 
thing  being  done  at  all.  Only  the  other  day,  when 
there  was  a  possibility  of  a  bye-election,  when  my 
seat  and  the  seat  of  my  colleague  were  contested, 
while  the  enquiry  was  going  on,  a  public  meeting 
was  called  at  once  and  the  tunnel  was  again  dangled 
before  the  eyes  of  the  electors  in  anticipation  of  the 
possible  elections  which  were  to  come.  This  is  no 
way  of  carrying  on  the  business  of  the  country.  I 
have  never  yet,  either  in  Prince  Edward  Island  or 
out  of  it,  assumed  a  position  on  this  question  which 
is  not  defensible.  I  have  told  them  time  and  again 
that  if  the  reports  of  the  engineers  show  this  tunnel 
to  be  so  costly  as  to  be  beyond  what  we  could 
fairly  ask,  I  for  one  will  not  ask  it,  but  we  have  a 
right  to  a  determination,  and  we  have  a  right  that 
the  hon.  gentleman  shall  not  call  “question,”  and 
“  carried  ”  to  treat  it  in  that  cavalier  way. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Don’t  you  want  it  carried  ? 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  I  want  it  carried,  but  I 
want  the  hon.  gentleman  to  take  advantage  of  the 
occasion  of  the  motion  to  express  to  this  House 
whether  it  is  his  intention  to  carry  out  what  he 
promised,  and  if  it  is  not,  why  he  will  not  do  so. 
I  do  not  want  the  people  I  represent  to  be  fooled 
with,  I  want  common  justice  done  them.  That 
hon.  gentleman  himself  has  straightforwardness 
and  honesty  enough  to  know  that  my  argument  is 
correct,  and  that  he  ought  to  state  that  he  is  not 
dealing  fairly  when  lie^s  trifling  with  this  question, 
and  the  people  have  a  right  to  know  whether  the 
Government  are  going  to  take  this  upon  a  practical 
way  and  complete  the  work,  or  whether  they  have 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  it  is  too  costly.  Sir,  I 
did  not  press  it  last  year  very  hard  ;  I  acknowledged 
frankly  and  freely  at  that  time,  that  the  Govern¬ 
ment  ought  to  have  plenty  of  time  to  consider  the 
report  made  by  Sir  Douglas  Fox,  because  the 
amount  of  money  that  would  be  required  was  very 
large,  and  one  could  not  ask  the  Government  of 
the  day  hastily  to  come  to  a  conclusion,  and  I  did 
not  press  them  unduly.  My  hon.  friend  from 
King’s  County  (Mr.  McLean)  who  spoke  here 
last  year,  in  a  very  able  speech  presented 
the  case  in  answer  to  the  speech  made  by  the 
hon.  member  for  Centre  Toronto  (Mr.  Cockburn)  ; 
he  presented  the  case  in  a  way  that  settled  once  and 
for  ever  the  hon.  gentleman  and  his  arguments, 
which  were  opposed  to  the  construction  of  this 
tunnel.  Therefore  the  only  question  that  remained 
was  not  whether  the  Government  were  under  an 
obligation  to  build  this,  if  built  it  should  be,  for  a 
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reasonable  sum,  because  they  were  bound  by  the 
terms  of  Union  to  do  that — the  only  question  that 
remained  was  :  Is  the  cost  of  the  tunnel  unreason¬ 
able  or  not  ?  I  say  now  that  after  having  had 
twelve  months  to  consider  the  estimates  made  by 
that  eminent  engineer,  Sir  Douglas  Fox,  it  is  time 
for  the  Government  to  tell  us  whether  they  have 
concluded  to  build  it  or  not.  I  would  invite  the 
lion,  gentleman  not  to  let  the  question  go  by  in 
silence  but  to  give  us  his  frank  opinion  and  his 
frank  intentions. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  have  no  objection  to  the  motion 
being  carried,  and  the  information  being  brought 
down,  at  which  time  I  think  it  will  be  more  in  order 
to  discuss  the  question. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

RETURNS  ORDERED. 

Return  showing  the  number  and  names  of  men  and 
vessel-owners  applying  for  bounties  for  the  years  1889, . 
1890  and  1891,  and  not  receiving  the  same,  giving  the  rea¬ 
sons  why  such  applications  were  not  granted:  also 
whether  any  were  refused  and  afterwards  granted,  the 
names,  amounts  and  reasons  given  why  such  were  after¬ 
wards  granted  ;  also  all  papers  and  correspondence  since 
1888  in  reference  to  the  bounty  system  and  in  regard  to 
applications  granted  and  ungranted. — (Mr.  Bowers.) 

Return  showing  which  of  the  Dominion  buildings  in 
Canada  are  lighted  by  electricity  ;  the  respective  system 
used  in  each  such  building  whether  arc  or  incandescent  ; 
the  number  of  sixteen  candle  power  lamps  or  their  equi¬ 
valents  used  in  each  such  building  ;  the  cost  per  lamp  of 
sixteen  candle  power  or  equivalent  in  each  building  ;  and 
the  average  annual- cost  for  lighting  each  such  building. 
Also  showing  in  what  buildings  the  plants  are  owned  and 
maintained  by  the  Government,  and  in  cases  where  not 
so  owned  and  maintained  from  whom  the  current  is  ob¬ 
tained  or  supplied,  and  whether  from  central  station  or 
private  parties  ;  also  whether  in  cases  of  leased  currents 
the  renewal  lamps  are  supplied  at  Government  expense, 
and  if  so,  in  what  buildings  and  at  what  annual  cost ;  also 
the  names  of  the  parties  contracting  to  light  any,  of  such 
buildings,  with  the  names  of  the  buildings,  and  the  dates 
and  duration  of  each  such  contract.  Also  showing  which 
of  the  public  buildings  of  the  Dominion  are  lighted  with 
gas,  and  the  annual  cost  of  lighting  each  such  building. — 
(Mr.  Davies,  P.E.I.) 

Return  giving  an  abstract  of  all  the  contracts  : 

1.  For  the  enlargement  of  the  Welland,  St.  Lawrence, 
Lachine  and  Ottawa  Canals  ;  including  basins,  drainage, 
dams,  deepening  of  approaches,  removal  of  shoals,  Ac., 
Ac.  2.  For  the  construction  of  the  Murray,  Tay,  Culbute, 
Fenelon  Falls,  Buckhorn,  Burleigh  and  the  Sault  Ste. 
Marie  Canals  ;  including  basins,  drainage,  dams,  deepen¬ 
ing  of  approaches,  removal  of  shoals,  Ac.,  Ac.  3.  For  the 
improvement  of  Toronto  Harbour,  of  Kingston  Harbour 
and  Graving  Dock  :  of  Port  Arthur  Harbour  and  Break¬ 
water,  and  for  the  lock,  dam  and  improvement  of  River 
auxLievres.  4.  For  the  construction  of  that  portion  of 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  built  by  the  Canadian 
Government,  comprising  sections  “  A  ”  and  “  B,”  from 
English  River  to  Rat  Portage  ;  and  that  portion  in  British 
Columbia  from  Yale  to  Kamloops.  The  return  to  com¬ 
prise  the  following  information  about  each  contract  : — 

(a)  The  name  or  designation  of  the  contract. 

(b)  The  name  and  address  of  contractor. 

(c)  The  date  of  contract. 

(d)  The  date  for  completion  as  per  conditions  of  con¬ 
tract. 

(e)  The  date  when  work  was  completed  and  accepted. 

(f)  The  date  of  cancellation,  if  contract  abandoned  or 
cancelled. 

(<7)  The  total  cost  of  the  work  as  per  contract. 

(h)  The  actual  amount  paid  the  contractor  as  per  final 
settlement,  including  changes,  extras,  Ac. 

(i)  Of  contracts  yet  unfinished,  the  amount  earned  to 
date  of  last  progress  estimate  ;  and  the  estimated  cost  of 
the  unfinished  portion. 

(/)  Of  contracts  cancelled  or  abandoned,  the  amount 
paid  the  contractor,  and  the  estimated  cost  to  do  the 
uncompleted  portion. 

(k)  The  amount  of  each  tender  lower  than  the  accepted 
one. 

(0  The  names  of  each  tenderer  lower  than  the  accepted 
one. 

14 


(m)  To  state  if  the  contract  was  awarded  other  than  by 
public  competition  ;  if  lower  tenders  were  passed  over, 
explain  why.— (Mr.  Davies,  P.E.I.) 

Copies  of  all  letters,  complaints,  charges,  and  other 
papers,  and  the  evidence  taken  thereon  relating  to  irre¬ 
gularities  on  the  part  of  the  Deputy  Minister  of  Fisheries, 
or  charges  or  complaints  made  against  him  or  against 
the  department  of  which  he  was  Deputy  Head.— (Mr. 
McMullen.) 

It  being  six  o’clock,  the  Speaker  left  the  Chair. 

After  Recess. 

SECOND  READINGS. 

Bill  (No.  3(5)  to  amend  the  Act  to  incorporate 
the  School  Savings  Bank.  —  (Mr.  Desjardins, 
Hochelaga. ) 

Bill  (No.  37)  respecting  the  Lake  Manitoba 
Railway  and  Canal  Company.- — (Mr.  Tyrwhitt  for 
Mr.  Ross,  Lisgar. ) 

Bill  (No.  38)  respecting  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  Company. — (Mr.  Spronle  for  Mr.  Kirk¬ 
patrick.  ) 

Bill  (No.  39)  respecting  the  Alberta  Railway 
and  Coal  Company. — (Mr.  Curran.) 

Bill  (No.  40)  respecting  the  St.  Catharines  and 
Niagara  Central  Railway  Company. — (Mr.  Ives 
for  Mr.  Carpenter.) 

Bill  (No.  41 )  respecting  the  Bell  Telephone 
Company  of  Canada. — (Mr.  Curran.) 

CANADA  TEMPERANCE  ACT. 

Mr.  FLINT  moved  second  reading  of  Bill  (No.  6) 
to  amend  the  Canada  Temperance  Amendment  Act 
of  1888.  He  said  :  I  think  this  is  a  very  favourable 
opportunity,  at  this  early  part  of  the  session,  to 
again  bring  forward  the  Bill  which  I  had  the  honour 
to  move  the  second  reading  of  on  3rd  August  last, 
and  which  passed  its  second  reading  in  this  House 
but  failed  to  reach  its  third  reading,  owing  to 
pressure  of  Government  business.  In  doing  so,  I 
will  claim  the  indulgence  of  the  House  to  make  a 
more  lengthy  explanation  than  I  did  on  that 
occasion,  for  the  sake  of  those  members  of  the 
House  who  have  not  specially  looked  into  the 
Canada  Temperance  Act  and  not  studied  the  Bill 
now  before  us.  The  Canada  Temperance  Act,  I  may 
say  at  the  outset,  is  not  in  force  throughout  the 
whole  Dominion  of  Canada.  It  is,  unfortunately,  in 
force  in  a  very  small  portion  of  the  Dominion,  and 
consequently  to  a  large  degree  the  discussion  of 
this  Bill  will  lose  interest  among  those  lion,  mem¬ 
bers  who  represent  those  constituencies  in  which 
the  Act  is  not  in  force.  For  the  information  of  those 
who  have  not  followed  the  discussion  of  last 
year,  I  will  state  that  the  Canada  Temperance 
Act  which  I  seek  to  amend  by  this  Bill  is  in  force 
in  ten  counties  or  districts  in  the  Province  of  New 
Brunswick,  in  twelve  counties  or  districts  in  Nova 
Scotia,  in  three  counties  in  Prince  Edward  Island, 
two  counties  in  Manitoba  and  four  counties  in  Que¬ 
bec.  With  the  exception  of  those  thirty-one  districts 
in  the  whole  Dominion  the  Bill  lam  now  discussing 
will  not  lie,  and  consequently,  I  suppose,  will  lose 
interest  to  lion,  gentlemen  who  represent  those 
other  districts.  At  the  same  time,  I  would  ask 
their  courteous  consideration  to  the  matter  which 
I  bring  before  them.  The  Canada  Temperance 
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Act,  which  was  passed  in  1878  was  an  Act 
to  permit  certain  districts  to  prohibit  within  the 
bounds  of  those  districts  the  sale  of  intoxicating 
liquors,  except  for  certain  purposes.  When  the 
Act  was  brought  into  force  by  the  popular  vote, 
the  restriction  in  the  sale  of  intoxicating  liquors 
amounted  to  this  :  that  from  the  day  on  which  the 
second  part  of  the  Temperance  Act  came  into  force 
in  any  county  or  district,  or  so  long  as  it  should 
continue  in  force,  no  intoxicating  liquors  should  be 
sold,  speaking  in  a  general  way,  except  as  follows — 
and  I  would  call  the  attention  of  hon.  gentlemen 
to  the  exceptions,  because  the  Bill  which  I  am  intro¬ 
ducing  deals  in  a  rather  technical  manner  with 
these  exceptions : 

“  Provided  always,  that  the  sale  of  wine  for  exclusively 
sacramental  purposes  may,  on  the  certificate  of  a  clergy¬ 
man  affirming  that  the  wine  is  required  for  sacramental 
purpose,  be  made  by  druggists  and  vendors  thereto,  speci¬ 
ally  licensed  by  the  Lieutenant  Governor  in  each  prov¬ 
ince  :  but  the  number  of  such  licensed  druggists  and 
vendors  shall  not  exceed  one  in  each  township  or  parish, 
or  two  in  each  town,  or  one  for  every  four  thousand  inhab¬ 
itants  in  each  city. 

“  Provided  also,  that  the  sale  of  intoxicating  liquor  for 
exclusively  medicinal  purposes  oxiovbonCi  fide  use  in  some 
art,  trade  or  manufacture,  may  be  made  by  such  licensed 
druggists  or  vendors  ;  but  such  sale,  when  for  medicinal 
purposes,  shall  be  in  quantities  of  not  less  than  one  pint, 
to  be  removed  from  the  premises,  and  shall  be  made  only 
on  the  certificate  of  a  medical  man  having  no  interest  in 
the  sale,  affirming  that  such  liquor  has  been  prescribed 
for  the  person  named  therein  ;  and  when  such  sale  is  for 
its  use  in  some  art,  trade  or  manufacture,  the  same  shall 
be  made  only  on  the  certificate  signed  by  two  justices  <if 
the  peace  of  the  good  faith  of  the  application,  accompani¬ 
ed  by  the  affirmation  of  the  applicant  that  the  liquor  is  to 
he  used  only  for  the  particular  purposes  set  forth  in  the 
affirmation;  and  such  druggist  or  vendor  shall  file  such 
certificate  and  keep  a  register  of  all  such  sales,  indicating 
the  name  of  the  purchaser  and  the  quantity  sold,  and 
shall  make  an  annual  return  of  all  such  sales,  on  the 
thirty-first  day  of  December  in  every  year,  to  the  collec¬ 
tor  of  Inland  Revenue,  within  whose  revenue  division  the 
county  or  city  is  situated.” 

In  calling  the  attention  of  the  House  to  this  clause, 
I  desire  to  say  that  I  have  repeated  this  clause  ver¬ 
batim  in  the  Bill  I  present,  with  the  exception  of 
one  or  two  words.  I  have  left  out  the  phrase  “who 
shall  not  be  interested  in  such  sale.”  In  the  Bill  of 
last  year  that  phrase  was  contained  and  it  passed 
the  committee,  with  strenuous  objection  from 
friends  on  both  sides  of  the  House,  who  wrere 
known  as  strong  friends  of  the  Canada  Temperance 
Act  and  strong  friends  of  the  utmost  prohibition 
than  can  be  procured,  but  who  were  of  the  opinion 
that  the  introduction  of  that  clause  was  not  abso¬ 
lutely  necessary.  In  speaking  of  that  and  other 
points  I  may  say  that  I  have  not  included  in  this 
Bill  all  the  provisions  which  a  great  many  friends 
of  the  temperance  cause  were  anxious  to  have  in¬ 
cluded,  and  I  have  left  them  out  for  this  reason, 
not  that  I  did  not  think  well  of  the  suggestions 
kindly  made  to  me  from  a  great  many  quarters, 
but  because  I  did  not  think  wise  to  encumber  the 
proposal  I  brought  before  the  House  with  several 
important  suggestions,  but  which  might  tend  to 
distract  the  attention  of  the  House  from  the  point 
im  mediately  before  them,  I  preferred  as  regards  legis¬ 
lation  on  that  matter,  to  have  one  or  two  simple, 
clear  and  wTell-defined  amendments  passed  at  a 
time,  rather  than  to  undertake  too  many,  and  by 
confusing  the  subject  be  liable  to  defeat  such  an 
amendment  as  the  House  might  otherwise  be  in¬ 
clined  to  adopt.  This  being  the  position  of  the 
Canada  Temperance  Act,  and  it  having  worked 
very  favourably  in  a  great  many  districts  through- 
Mr.  Flint. 


out  various  provinces,  an  amendment  was  brought 
in  during  1888,  which  I  cannot  but  believe  had  a 
very  damaging  effect  upon  the  minds  of  the  ultra- 
temperance  element  in  those  various  districts,  and 
tended  very  materially  to  impair  the  efficiency  and 
good  working  of  the  Act.  The  object  of  the  Act 
was  to  prevent  the  sale  of  liquors  which  should  be 
used  as  beverages,  and  to  surround  the  sale  of  those 
liquors  or  alcohol  when  they  should  be  used  for 
medicinal  or  sacramental  pur  poses,  or  be  properly 
used  in  some  art  or  trade,  with  such  safeguards  as 
would  guarantee  the  public  against  improper  use 
being  made  of  the  other  terms  of  the  Act  by  those 
who  should  be  licensed  for  that  purpose.  Under 
the  original  Act,  the  only  persons  who  could  sell 
alcohol  or  intoxicating  liquors  in  the  districts  to 
which  I  have  referred,  were  druggists  or  licensed 
vendors  thereof,  specially  licensed.  The  whole 
turning  point  of  this  amendment  depends 
upon  this  phrase,  that  the  vendor,  under  the 
original  Act,  must  have  been  specially  licensed 
for  that  purpose.  The  amendment  of  1888, 
among  other  things  introduced  a  new  element  into 
the  sale  of  alcohol  and  intoxicating  liquors.  It 
provided  that  every  chemist  or  druggist  as  such, 
by  virtue  of  his  office  as  a  chemist,  should  be  able 
to  occupy  the  position  previously  occupied  by  a 
vendor  specially  licensed.  This  w'as  deemed  by 
many  thoughtful  observers  a  very  dangerous  pro¬ 
vision,  because,  as  hon.  gentlemen  must  be  very 
well  aware,  a  large  number  of  chemists  and  drug¬ 
gists  in  various  portions  of  the  country  were  not 
strong  temperance  men,  were  not  strongly  inter¬ 
ested  in  carefully  considering  all  the  sales  they 
should  make,  and  there  was  great  laxity  on  the  part 
of  chemists  and  druggists  who  occupied  the  posi¬ 
tion  of  licensed  vendors  supplying  liquors  because 
they  were  chemists.  The  Act  of  1888  introduced 
this  new  element,  that  a  chemist  or  druggist  by  virtue 
of  his  office  as  such  was  placed  in  the  same  position 
as  were  those  who  were  formerly  specially  licensed. 
When  we  consider  what  a  special  license  meant  wre 
can  see  that  that  in  itself  necessarily  surrounded 
the  sale  of  intoxicating  liquors  or  alcohol  which 
might  be  used  for  medicinal  purposes  with  a  very 
reasonable  safeguard,  because  these  gentlemen  had 
to  be  appointed  by  the  Lieutenant  Governor  of  each 
province,  and  the  Lieutenant  Governor  would  only 
act  upon  tire  representation  of  local  persons  who 
would  certify  to  those  issuing  licenses  that  the 
vendor  was  not  a  person  to  be  entrusted  with  the 
dangerous  power,  from  a  temperance  standpoint, 
which  the  Act  gave  him.  The  Act  of  1888,  in  ad¬ 
dition  to  permitting  any  chemists  or  druggists  to 
sell  intoxicating  liquors  or  alcohol,  by  virtue  of  his 
position  as  a  chemist  or  druggist,  proceeded  to  re¬ 
strict  the  chemist  or  druggist  in  the  sale  of  many 
articles  which  the  strongest  temperance  men  in  this 
House  would  not  consider  by  any  means  injurious 
to  the  public  interest,  and  which  they  might  be 
permitted  to  sell  without  surrounding  them  with  all 
the  restrictions  and  regulations  which  this  amend¬ 
ment  surrounded  them  with.  To  make  clear 
the  point  that  I  am  alluding  to,  I  will  read  the 
amendment  of  1 888  : 

“  Nothing  in  the  Canada  Temperance  Act  shall  be  held 
to  interfere  with  the  purchase  or  sale  by  legally  qualified 
physicians,  chemists  or  druggists  of  the  following  articles, 
that  is  to  say : 

“  (a)  The  official  preparations  for  the  authorized  phar¬ 
macopoeias  when  made  of  full  medicinal  strength  and  sold 
only  for  medicinal  purposes.” 
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I  may  say  that  in  the  Bill  I  am  now  proposing 
that  clause  is  left  untouched. 

“  ( b )  Physicians’  prescriptions  containing  spirituous 
liquors,  if  sold  in  quantities  of  not  more  than  ten  ounces 
at  any  one  time. 

This  clause  I  have  omitted  from  the  amendment 
which  I  now  propose,  and  for  this  reason  :  In  the 
first  place,  the  wording  is  very  unfortunate,  and 
that  led  to,  and  must  necessarily  lead  to,  a  large 
amount  of  discussion  and  produce  a  great  deal  of 
indefiniteness.  I  think  it  was  unfortunately 
worded,  and  I  think  it  was  unnecessary,  because 
the  Act  as  I  have  worded  it  in  this  Bill  covers  this 
ground  in  language  much  better  calculated  to  place 
the  vendors  in  a  better  position,  between  the  public 
and  those  interested  in  the  temperance  cause.  The 
Act  says  : 

“  Physicians’  pi'escriptions  containing  spirituous  li" 
quors.” 

The  “physicians’  prescriptions”  do  not  contain 
spirituous  liquors.  The  provision  in  regard  to  the 
quantity  of  ten  ounces  I  have  kept  in  the  amended 
Act.  Clause  c  of  the  Act  of  1888  says  : 

“  Any-patent  medicine,  unless  such  patent  medicine  is 
known  to  the  vendor  to  be  capable  of  being  used  as  a 
beverage,  the  sale  of  which  is  a  violation  of  the  Canada 
Temperance  Act.” 

I  have  retained  this  clause  in  the  measure  before 
the  House.  Clause  cl  says  : 

“  Eau  de  cologne,  bay  rum,  or  other  articles  of  per¬ 
fumery,  lotions,  extracts,  varnishes,  tinctures,  or  other 
pharmaceutical  preparations  containing  alcohol  but  not 
intended  for  use  as  beverages.” 

I  have  retained  this  clause  in  the  measure  before 
the  House.  Clause  e  reads  : 

“Alcohol  or  methylated  spirits  for  pharmaceutical, 
chemical  or  mechanical  uses.” 

I  have  struck  out  of  this  clause  the  word  “  alcohol.  ” 
Now,  if  the  House  will  indulge  me  I  will  explain 
the  present  position  of  the  druggist  selling  these 
articles.  The  Act  of  1888  allows  the  druggist  to 
sell  all  these  articles  but  insists  that  he  should  keep 
a  record  of  them  in  a  book  with  the  name  and 
address  of  the  purchaser,  the  quantity  and  name 
of  liquor,  the  medical  man  prescribing  same,  and 
the  purpose  for  which  it  is  required,  and  the  book 
shall  be  kept  open  for  inspection  by  the  proposed 
county  inspector  at  all  times.  In  the  first  place 
this  apparent  restriction  is  not  a  real  restriction  ; 
it  is  not  a  proviso  the  violation  of  which  can  be 
punished  by  any  penalty  and  it  is  practically  a 
dead  letter.  But  then  if  it  were  not  a  dead  letter 
I  think  it  is  inadvisable  to  compel  druggists  or 
chemists  in  counties  where  the  Scott  Act  is  in  force 
to  keep  a  record  of  the  preparations  of  the  author¬ 
ized  pharmacopoeia,  patent  medicine,  eau  de  cologne 
•and  other  such  articles,  because  none  of  the 
articles  are  at  all  obnoxious  to  the  temperance 
community,  and  I  think  that  druggists  ought 
to  be  allowed  to  sell  them  without  the  present 
restrictions  in  the  Act  of  1888.  The  consequence 
is  that  I  throw  the  sale  of  these  articles  on  the 
druggists  without  placing  upon  them  any  restric¬ 
tions  whatever,  because  in  the  first  place,  the  pre¬ 
sent  law  does  not  create  a  restriction,  in  the  second 
place  if  ir  did  create  a  restriction,  I  believe  it  is 
practically  impossible  for  any  druggist  to  keep  a 
record  with  any  due  regard  to  reasonable  business 
rules  ;  and,  in  the  next  place,  I  do  not  think  it 
advisable  from  a  temperance  standpoint.  But  when 
we  come  to  alcohol  and  spirituous  liquors,  then  I 
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think  the  full  force  of  the  principle  of  the  original 
Canada  Temperance  Act  should  be  made  to  apply 
to  chemists  and  druggists  to  the  same  extent  pre¬ 
cisely  as  the  original  law  contemplated  to  apply  to 
the  licensed  vendors  under  this  Act.  This  is  the 
whole  sum  and  substance  of  the  Bill  before  the 
House.  I  provided  in  this  Bill  : 

“  (e.)  Spirituous  liquors  or  alcohol  for  exclusively  medi¬ 
cal  purposes,  or  for  bond  fide  use  in  some  art,  trade  or 
manufacture ;  provided  that  such  spirituous  liquor  or 
alcohol,  when  sold  for  medicinal  purposes,  shall  not 
exceed  in  quantity  ten  ounces  at  any  one  time,  and  shall 
be  removed  from  the  premises,  and  that  the  sale  thereof 
be  made  on  the  certificate  or  prescription  of  a  legally 
qualified  physician,  affirming  that  such  liquor  or  alcohol 
has  been  prescribed  for  the  person  named  therein  ;  pro¬ 
vided  also,  that  when  such  sale  is  for  its  use  in  some  art, 
trade  or  manufacture,  such  sale  shall  be  made  only  on  a 
certificate  signed  by  two  justices  of  the  peace,  of  the  good 
faith  of  the  application,  accompanied  by  the  affirmation 
of  the  applicant  that  such  liquor  or  alcohol  is  to  be  used 
only  for  the  purposes  set  forth  in  the  application  ;  pro¬ 
vided  further  that  the  vendor  shall  file  all  such  certifi¬ 
cates  and  prescriptions,  and  shall  record  every  such  sale 
in  a  book  kept  for  that  purpose,  giving  the  name  and 
address  of  the  purchaser,  the  quantity  of  liquor  or  alco¬ 
hol  so  sold,  the  name  and  address  of  the  physician  pre¬ 
scribing  it,  and  of  the  person  for  whom  it  is  prescribed, 
and  of  the  justices  whose  names  are  appended  to  the 
certificate  above  referred  to,  and  of  the  purpose  for 
which  the  liquor  or  alcohol  is  prescribed  ;  and  the  said 
file  and  book  shall  be  kept  for  inspection  by  the  inspector 
for  the  county  or  district  at  all  proper  times;  and  the 
vendor  shall  make  an  annual  return  of  all  such  sales  on 
the  31st  day  of  December  in  every  year  to  the  collector  of 
Inland  Revenue  within  whose  revenue  division  the 
county  or  district  is  situated.” 

Although  this  clause  is  somewhat  lengthy,  and  my 
explanation  may  not  have  been  perfectly  clear,  I 
may  state  that  it  is  the  exact  wording  of  the  orig¬ 
inal  Canada  Temperance  Act,  as  amended  in  1888, 
with  the  exception  of  the  words  : 

“  That  the  person  prescribing  shall  have  no  interest  in 
the  sale.” 

I  repeat  this  clause  in  order  to  give  it  the  benefit 
of  all  the  decisions  which  have  been  held  on  the 
various  points  of  that  Act  in  the  courts  during 
many  years  of  its  trial.  Here  I  may  observe  that 
one  great  benefit  of  permanency  of  the  Canada 
Temperance  Act  arises  from  the  fact  that  it  has 
stood  the  test  of  a  good  many  trials  at  law,  that 
every  sentence  and  passage  of  that  Act  has  been 
weighed  in  courts  of  law,  until  these  various  pro¬ 
visions  are  now  understood  and  well  settled  where- 
ever  the  Act  has  been  carried  through  the  courts. 
The  reason  why  the  Act  has  been  repealed  in  more 
than  one  district  has  arisen  from  the  fact  that 
owing  to  the  weakness  of  the  Act  in  the  part  I 
desire  to  amend,  many  strong  temperance  people 
have  begun  to  believe  that  it  is  not  likely  to 
carry  out  the  intentions  of  its  original  promoters. 
Therefore  it  is  that  I  ask  the  House  to  allow  the 
details  of  this  Bill  to  be  threshed  out  in  a  commit¬ 
tee,  where  the  verbiage  can  perhaps  be  considered 
more  carefully  than  in  a  general  discussion.  The 
main  points  of  the  Act  apply  to  the  sale  of  alcohol 
and  spirituous  liquors  by  chemists  and  druggists, 
the  reasonable  restrictions  originally  applied  when 
that  sale  was  in  the  hands  of  specially  licensed 
vendors,  leaving  those  chemists  and  druggists  free 
and  untrammelled  in  the  sale  of  the  articles  which 
were  alluded  to  in  clauses  a,  b,  c  and  e,  and 
which  I  believe  temperance  men  did  not  generally 
believe  to  be  particularly  harmful.  There  are  un¬ 
fortunately  in  every  community  persons  whose 
appetites  have  become  depraved,  who  will  make  use 
of  every  sort  of  art  and  device  to  procure  that 
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which  has  done  them  such  moral  and  physical 
harm  ;  and  by  placing  the  chemists  and  druggists 
in  a  position  to  insist  on  a  proper  certificate  from 
a  justice  of  the  peace  when  alcohol  or  spirituous 
liquors  are  required  for  mechanical  purposes, 
from  clergymen  in  cases  where  wine  is  wanted  for 
sacramental  purposes,  or  from  physicians  when  alco¬ 
hol  or  spirituous  liquors  are  required  for  medicinal 
purposes,  we  are  protecting  not  only  the  public 
but  the  chemists  and  druggists,  from  being  impro¬ 
perly  charged,  by  those  who  are  suspicious  of  their 
attitude  in  relation  to  this  matter,  with  violating 
the  reasonable  intentions  of  the  promoters  of  tem¬ 
perance  legislation.  The  book  is  to  be  open  for  the 
inspection  of  the  proper  officers  at  proper  times, 
and  a  return  is  to  be  made  to  the  collector  of  Inland 
Revenue  in  the  district ;  and  thus  every  public  as 
well  as  private  interest  seems  to  be  subserved.  I 
trust  and  I  believe,  from  the  generous  manner  in 
which  the  principle  of  this  Bill  was  received  last 
session,  that  it  will  receive  the  same  this  session. 
It  is  a  matter  of  comparatively  small  importance 
to  a  large  number  of  hon.  members,  and  of  no 
importance  to  a  great  many  more,  in  whose  districts 
the  Act  is  not  in  force.  But  I  can  assure  them  that 
in  those  communities  where  the  Act  is  in  force,  and 
where  the  public  are  anxiously  watching  the  manner 
in  which  it  is  administered,  this  amendment  is 
required  and  will  be  of  a  great  deal  of  benefit.  It 
will  surround  the  sale  of  alcohol  and  spirituous 
liquors  with  the  restrictions  which  were  found  wise 
and  reasonable  and  prudent  in  the  original  Act,  and 
which  I  believe  will  commend  themselves  favourably 
to  all  who  have  interested  themselves  in  promoting 
temperance,  so  far  as  legislation  of  this  kind  can 
promote  it.  I  think  the  ground  has  been  pretty 
well  covered  ;  and  if  I  have  been  at  all  prolix,  it  is 
because  last  session  when  this  matter  w  as  brought 
forward,  my  esteemed  friend,  who  is  not  now  with 
us,  but  who,  I  am  happy  to  say,  has  been  promoted 
to  a  judgeship,  and  who  was  for  a  long  time  a  leader 
in  temperance  matters  here,  did  not  understand 
my  measure  ;  but  after  discussion  was  had,  and 
more  light  was  thrown  upon  it,  he  threw  the  weight 
of  his  influence  and  his  ability  in  support  of  it.  I 
therefore  move  the  second  reading,  trusting  that 
the  Bill  will  go  to  a  committee,  where  all  minor 
points  of  verbiage  can  be  discussed  with  greater  free¬ 
dom  and  perhaps  with  better  effects  than  they 
could  in  the  House  itself. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Bill  read  the  second  time. 

SUPPLY— THE  BUDGET. 

House  resumed  adjourned  debate  on  motion  of 
Mr.  Foster  : 

That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair  for  the  House 
,to  go  again  into  Committee  of  Supply. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  Mr.  Speaker,  in  rising  to 
address  the  House,  I  would  crave  that  indulgence 
and  forbearance  which  I  believe  is  always  extended 
to  young  and  particularly  new  members  of 
the  House.  I  have  listened,  Sir,  with  I  trust 
becoming  attention,  to  the  Budget  debate  so 
far  as  it  has  proceeded  ;  and  I  must  say  that, 
looking  at  it  from  my  point  of  view,  I  regret  that 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite  have  not  seen  fit  to 
advance  some  reasons  or  some  causes  which  might 
give  the  general  public  to  understand  why  they 
have  so  greatly  suffered  in  the  recent  general  elec¬ 
tions.  Scarcely  a  year  has  passed  away  since  the 
Mr.  Flint. 


hon.  gentlemen,  flushed  with  victory — for  victory 
seemed  almost  within  their  grasp — came  before  the 
House  and  asserted  that  but  for  certain  reasons 
they  would  have  been  victorious  in  the  fight  on 
the  5th  day  of  March,  1891.  Sir,  the  reasons 
which  were  then  potent  to  them  are  not  to-day 
forthcoming.  Notable  and  remarkable  among 
those  reasons  was  that  the  voters’  lists  had  not 
been  revised  previous  to  those  elections  for  some 
two  or  three  years,  and  as  a  result,  as  stated  by  the 
hon.  member  for  South  Oxford  (Sir  Richard 
Cartwright),  one-tenth  or  one-eighth  of  the  young 
men  of  Canada  had  not  the  opportunity  of  record¬ 
ing  their  votes  affirmatively  or  negatively  on 
the  policy  of  the  then  Administration  of  the 
day.  Sir,  the  voters’  lists  have  since  then  been 
revised,  and  the  hon.  gentlemen,  I  will  be  bound 
to  say,  dealt  with  them  with  all  their  usual  vigour. 
But  I  will  say  this,  though  I  am  not  in  the  secrets 
of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  that  if  they  have 
a  political  litany,  they  will  add  to  it  a  prayer  that 
henceforth  they  will  be  spared  from  a  revision  of 
the  voters’  lists.  Sir,  there  has  been  a  revision  of 
the  voters’  lists,  and  the  answer  has  come  back  in 
clarion  tones  ;  and  it  ill-becomes  these  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  to  tell  constituencies  which  they  carried  on 
the  5th  of  March,  1891,  that  they  have  been 
bought  up  and  led  as  sheep  to  the  shambles.  Sir, 
I  say  that  is  an  insult  and  a  slight  to  the  con¬ 
stituency  which  I  have  the  honour  to  represent — 
a  constituency  which  on  the  5th  of  March,  1891, 
was  led  away  by  the  wild  cry  of  free  trade,  by 
the  alluring  spectacle  presented  to  it  in  glowing 
colours,  but  which,  on  second  sober  thought, 
changed  its  opinion  and  placed  me  here  as  its 
representative.  I  say  that  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
should  not  go  back  on  those  who  supported  them 
in  East  Simcoe  for  many  years  past.  We  were 
also  told  by  the  hon.  member  for  West  Lambton 
(Mr.  Lister)  that  if  the  election  had  taken  place 
after  the  5th  of  March  last,  the  Government  of  the 
day  would  have  been  defeated  by  a  majority  of  at 
least  60.  In  reply  I  ask,  if  a  general  elec¬ 
tion  were  to  take  place  to-day,  do  any  of  the 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite  think  that  they 
would  again  see  the  walls  of  this  Parliament  ? 
The  elections  have  taken  place,  and  the  voice  of 
the  people  has  been  heard  clearly  and  unmistakably. 
And  now,  Sir,  I  too  must  confess  that  I  was  disap¬ 
pointed  in  the  financial  critic  of  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite,  for  I  assume  that  the  hon.  member  for 
South  Oxford  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  does  hold 
that  position  in  their  ranks.  I  was  disappointed 
in  that  he  did  not  see  fit  to  propound  the  doctrine 
lie  would  place  on  our  Statute-books  concerning 
reciprocal  trade  with  the  people  of  the  United 
States,  should  he  once  again  grace  the  position  of 
Finance  Minister.  It  may  be,  perhaps,  the  hon. 
gentleman  thinks  he  will  never  be  called  upon  to 
fill  that  position,  and  therefore  does  not  think  it 
worth  his  while  to  formulate  any  proposition.  In 
the  matter  of  trade  relations  with  the  United 
States,  I  am  pleased  and  disappointed  that  the 
negotiations  have  ended  in  the  way  they  have.  I  re¬ 
gret  that  the  people  of  the  United  States,  through 
their  government,  have  seen  fit  not  to  enter  into 
negotiations  which  perhaps  might,  on  the  whole, 
not  be  to  their  advantage  or  to  ours,  so  that  in  the 
future  we  must  need  go  on  as  we  have  gone  in  the 
past,  each  conceding,  each  forbearing,  as  from 
time  to  time  the  necessities  of  the  case  may 
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require.  I  admit  that  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
are  not  responsible  for  their  pessimistic  moan- 
ings.  Why,  that  has  always  distinguished  the 
policy  of  that  party,  not  only  since  but  prior  to 
Confederation.  When  that  work  was  taken  in 
hand  by  the  Fathers  of  Confederation,  was  it  not 
chiefly  among  the  Reform  leaders  of  the  day  that 
visions  of  trouble  and  disturbance  were  seen 
ahead  ?  They  told  us  that  all  the  anticipations 
which  the  hon.  gentlemen  who  composed  the 
Government  of  the  day  hoped  to  realize  would 
never  be  realized  ;  they  told  us  we  never  could 
possibly  build  a  line  of  railway  from  ocean  to 
ocean.  Sir,  these  are  now  accomplished  facts,  and 
these  facts  to-day  speak  for  themselves  and  speak 
most  unmistakably.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  have 
been  long  in  Opposition,  and  I  concede  it  must  have 
been  to  them  a  bitter  disappointment  when  the 
/  victory  which  seemed  so  close  within  their  grasp 
was  snatched  from  them  ;  and  when  they  look 
to-day  at  their  torn  and  tattered,  aye,  I  might 
even  say  mangled  remnant  of  a  once  formidable 
opposition,  I  can  quite  understand  they  are  pre¬ 
pared  to  accept  anything.  What  has  been  the 
policy  of  gentlemen  opposite  ?  On  the  public 
platform  and  in  the  public  press  they  have  from 
time  to  time  stated  that  they  were  prepared  to  enter 
into  a  treaty  of  reciprocity  with  the  people  of  the 
United  States,  and  they  look  back  to  the  era  of  reci¬ 
procity  which  existed  between  these  two  countries 
from  1854  to  1864,  and  institute  a  comparison, 
crying  out  that  if  once  again  that  could  be  carried 
into  effect,  then  once  again  would  be  seen  in  Canada 
an  era  of  prosperity  such  as  does  not  exist  to-day. 
Sir, there  are  changed  circumstances  existing  to-day 
as  compared  with  those  that  existed  then.  Then 
the  western  States  had  not  been  opened  up  as  they 
are  to-day.  Then  the  output  of  grain,  beef,  and 
pork  was  almost  nothing  as  compared  with  what  it 
is  to-day.  Then  there  were  certain  causes  which 
led  to  the  development  of  this  country.  There  was 
notably  the  construction  of  the  Grand  Trunk  Rail¬ 
way,  which  involved  the  expenditure  of  many 
thousand  dollars.  Also,  in  addition,  it  must  be 
borne  in  mind  that  the  agricultural  trade  of  the 
people  of  the  United  States  was,  to  a  great  extent 
paralysed,  by  their  great  internecine  war  ;  and, 
moreover,  it  must  be  borne  in  mind  that  the  Crimean 
war,  which  had  only  just  terminated,  had  virtually 
stopped  the  trade  of  Russia,  which  is  to-day  one 
of  the  great  exporting  grain  countries  of  the  world. 
These  are  reasons  which  existed  then  and  do  not 
exist  to-day.  Then  it  must  be  borne  in  mind  also 
that  while  they  point  to  the  fact  that  there  was  a 
vast  export  of  grain  from  this  country  to  the  United 
States,  we  were  then,  by  way  of  the  United  States, 
shipping  large  quantities  of  grain  to  the  maritime 
provinces  ;  and  though  that  grain  doubtless  was 
bonded,  still  it  showed  in  the  exports  from  Canada 
to  the  United  States.  Sir,  I  say  that  the  circum¬ 
stances  have  changed  so  much,  that  the  figures 
prove  most  unmistakably  that  what  would  have 
been  a  market  for  us  in  those  days  is  not  our 
market  to-day.  Let  us  consider  the  articles  of 
wheat  and  flour,  and  I  take  the  year  1 864  as  a  fair 
basis  for  comparison.  In  that  year  there  was 
upwards  of  50,000,000  bushels  of  wheat  in  store 
in  Chicago,  while  in  1890  that  had  swelled  to 
227,000,000  bushels.  In  1864  there  were 
16,000,000  bushels  of  oats,  as  against  75,000,000 
in  1890.  Then,  in  the  matter  of  corn,  in  1864 


there  was  in  stock  13,000,000  odd  bushels,  as 
against  91,000,000  in  1890.  Then,  turning  to  the 
matter  of  hogs,  we  find  that  in  1864  there  were, 
in  round  numbers,  4,000,000  slaughtered  in  the 
city  of  Chicago,  and  in  the  west,  as  against 
18,000,000  in  1890.  Surely  hon.  gentlemen  oppo¬ 
site  will  not  contend  that  to-day  there  is  a  market 
in  the  United  States  for  the  surplus  pork  of  this 
country  ?  Sir,  I  had  the  pleasure  the  other  day 
of  being  present  with  a  representative  delegation 
which  waited  on  the  Minister  of  Finance — a  dele¬ 
gation  not  composed  of  Conservatives  or  Re¬ 
formers,  but  made  up  of  representative  men  from 
both  political  groups — and  they  demonstrated 
clearly,  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  Minister  of 
Finance,  that  we  in  Canada  were  suffering,  and 
severely  suffering,  from  the  importation  of 
pork  into  this  country  from  the  United 
States.  If  we  take  the  matter  of  beef, 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite  will  hardly  assert 
from  their  place,  where  they  can  be  contradicted 
successfully,  that  we  can  for  one  moment  hope  to 
enter  into  active  competition  with  the  people  of 
the  western  States  in  this  matter.  If  we  did 
enter  into  a  policy  of  reciprocity,  our  markets 
would  be  virtually  a  slaughter  market  for  their  beef, 
pork,  oats  and  corn.  Where  would  the  farmers  of 
this  county  be  then  as  regards  their  coarse  grain  ? 
It  is  all  very  well  for  hon.  gentlemen  to  appeal  to 
the  farmers  of  this  country,  because  they  know 
they  are  the  only  class  to  which  they  can  appeal 
with  the  shadow  of  a  hope  of  success.  They  will 
not  appeal  to  the  manufacturing  interest  or  to  the 
labour  interests.  Certainly  not  to  the  labour  inter¬ 
ests,  for  these  interests  will  bear  in  mind  the  fact 
that  once  upon  a  time  a  Reform  Administration  held 
power  in  Canada,  from  1873  to  1878,  when  nought 
save  depression  and  stagnation  stalked  through 
the  land,  and  the  reminiscences  of  that  time  have 
been  sufficient  to  relegate  hon.  gentlemen  oppo¬ 
site  to  where  they  have  been  since,  in  the  cold 
shades  of  opposition.  Now,  I  do  not  propose  to  go 
into  the  matter  of  agricultural  products  to  any  great 
extent  ;  but  representing  an  agricultural  constitu¬ 
ency,  I  think  it  is  my  bounden  duty  to  express  the 
sentiments  my  constituents  hold  and  to  which  I  owe 
their  confidence,  for  you  will  bear  in  mind  that  that 
constituency  was  formerly  confirmed  in  political 
allegiance  to  hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  But  we 
are  told  that  there  is  a  vast  market  among  these 
50,000,000  people  for  our  products.  Hon.  gentle¬ 
men  opposite,  however,  do  not  bring  out,  as  they 
fairly  should,  the  fact  that  there  are  only  certain 
portions  of  the  United  States  to  which  we  could 
hope  to  export  successfully.  Will  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  tell  us  that  we  could  hope  successfully  to  ship 
to  the  southern  States,  aye,  even  to  the  western 
States  ?  We  might,  perchance,  ship  to  some  of  the 
eastern  States,  but  that  market  would  be  a  little 
one  compared  with  the  market  they  exclaim  is 
lying  ready  to  be  opened  to  us.  Again,  let  us'take 
the  matter  of  butter.  I  find  on  reference  to  the 
statistics,  that  in  1865,  there  arrived  in  Chicago 
and  were  on  store  there  some  5,000,000  pounds 
of  butter,  and  in  1890,  that  had  risen  to  156,000,000 
pounds,  and  yet,  forsooth,  hon.  gentlemen  tell 
us  that  is  the  market  to  which  we  cau  ship 
to-day.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  the  people  of  the 
United  States  are  shipping  to  other  countries,  and 
does  it  lie  within  the  bounds  of  reason  that  we  could 
have  a  profitable  market  where  the  people  them- 
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selves  are  continually  shipping  to  other  lands  ? 
The  hon.  member  for  South  Oxford  (Sir  Richard 
Cartwright)  went  rather  extensively  into  the 
matter  of  the  census,  and  I  take  issue  with  him 
on  some  of  the  points  he  made.  The  census  shows 
that  in  blast  Simooe  there  was  a  gain  of  8,600  in 
the  last  ten  years,  and  if  hon.  gentlemen  would  fake 
constituency  by  constituency,  they  would  find 
reasons  for  a  decrease  or  an  increase  in  the  popula¬ 
tion.  The  hon.  gentleman  took  into  comparison 
certain  states  of  the  Union,  but  I  can  prove  to  him 
that  the  whole  of  the  United  States  are  not  as  pros¬ 
perous  as  he  imagines,  but  rather  on  the  other  hand, 
that  they  are  retrograding  instead  of  advancing. 
Take  the  border  counties  of  Glengarry,  Stormont, 
Dundas,  Leeds  and  Frontenac,  and  we  find  that  in 
those  counties  there  has  been  an  increase  in  the 
population,  while  on  the  other  side  of  the  river, 
with  an  equally  salubrious  climate  and  as  fairly 
good  soil,  there  has  been  a  decrease  in  the  popula¬ 
tion  ;  and  it  is  notorious  that  there  is  no  part  of 
the  world  which  has  more  decreased  in  the  popula¬ 
tion  than  the  farming  districts  in  some  of  the 
eastern  States.  The  figures  prove  that  clearly  and 
unmistakably.  To  return  to  my  own  riding,  we 
find  that  every  towm  in  the  riding  has  increased  in 
population,  and  I  say  it  is  a  fair  test  of  the  pros¬ 
perity  of  the  country  when  towns  and  cities  and 
villages  increase  in  population.  Do  hon.  gentlemen 
expect  that  old  settled  townships  are  going  to  in¬ 
crease  ?  I  have  a  case  in  my  own  riding.  The 
oidy  township  in  which  there  has  been  a  decrease  in 
the  last  ten  years  is  the  richest  and  most  populous 
township  in  the  riding.  That  proves  simply  this,  that, 
after  the  farm  has  been  cleared  up,  when  three  or 
four  boys  have  been  brought  up  there,  it  would  be 
folly  or  idleness  on  the  part  of  the  parent  to  divide 
the  farm  among  them  ;  so  some  go  out  to  the 
cities  and  towns,  and  I  am  glad  to  say  that  in  that 
township  many  have  gone  to  the  great  North-West 
and  are  doing  well  there.  But,  if  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  will  make  a  comparison,  they  will  take  the 
older  states  of  the  Union  to  compare  with  our 
older  provinces.  Will  the  hon.  gentlemen  gainsay 
the  statement  that  our  North-West  is  developing 
and  advancing  ?  I  think  we  should  be  proud  of 
our  North-West,  and  I  think  that,  irrespective  of 
politics,  we  are  all  proud  of  the  development  of 
that  great  country,  a  country  which  ten  years  ago 
was  not  exporting  a  bushel  of  grain  and  is  now 
exporting  millions  of  bushels,  and  it  is  impossible 
to  say  what  the  output  of  grain  will  be  in  the  next 
two  decades.  Therefore,  if  we  are  not  increasing 
in  the  older  provinces  as  much  as  we  would  wish, 
it  should  be  the  aim  and  the  object  of  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  opposite  to  come  here  in  an  amicable  mood- 
because  I  think  they  have  appeared  to  be  rather  in 
a  bellicose  mood — and  to  join  with  the  Government 
in  attempting  to  improve  the  condition  of  the 
country  and  to  promote  its  prosperity.  What  is 
the  general  prosperity  of  the  country  irrespective 
of  what  we  see  ?  Hon.  gentlemen  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House  assert  that  the  farmers  are 
in  a  depressed  condition.  The  hon.  member 
for  North  Wentworth  (Mr.  Bain)  was  present  in  my 
riding  during  the  election,  though  I  do  not  attribute 
the  defeat  of  my  opponent  to  his  presence  there,  but 
I  am  sure  he  will  not  say  that  in  East  Simcoe  he 
saw  any  evidence  of  ruin  or  devastation,  or  that 
the  whole  country  was  going  to  wreck.  If  anyone 
will  go  through  the  whole  province,  his  experience 
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will  be  different  from  that  which  has  been  an¬ 
nounced  by  the  financial  critic  of  the  Opposition. 
If  that  hon.  gentleman  visits  the  County  of  Victoria, 
he  says,  you  are  peculiarly  favoured  here  and 
consequently  you  are  prosperous.  When  he  goes 
to  that  asylum  of  refuge,  South  Oxford,  for  it  is  a 
political  asylum  for  all  on  the  Opposition  side  of 
the  House,  he  does  not  feel  free  to  tell  the  farm¬ 
ers  of  that  district  that  they  are  in  a  pitiable  or 
lamentable  condition.  On  the  whole,  the  country 
is  fairly  properous,  and  that  is  shown  by  the  finan¬ 
cial  statements  which  are  made  from  time  to  time; 
and,  moreover,  1  believe  this  country  is  a  cheap 
country  to  live  in.  Perhaps  in  Ontario  the  Govern¬ 
ment  might  improve  our  condition  in  some  re¬ 
spects.  I  believe  there  is  a  class  of  immigration 
that  could  be  directed  to  our  country  from  the 
old  land,  because  I  believe  there  is  a  feel¬ 
ing  amongst  many  there  averse  to  settlement 
in  the  North-West,  that  is  on  the  part  of  tenant 
farmers  and  others  who  would  prefer  to  settle  in 
Ontario,  and  I  throw  it  out  as  a  suggestion  and 
my  opinion,  that,  if  the  Government  would  en¬ 
deavour  to  direct  that  class  of  immigration  to  this 
country  they  would  be  doing  a  benefit  not  only  to 
the  immigrants  themselves,  but  also  to  the  Province 
of  Ontario.  To  come  down  to  the  matter  as  it  is 
presented  to  our  view,  and  to  the  view  of  the  people 
of  the  Dominion  in  regard  to  our  relation  with  the 
United  States,  we  have  at  last  received  their  ulti¬ 
matum,  and  we  know  what  they  are  prepared  to  do, 
and  we  have  now  to  work  out  our  destiny  for  our¬ 
selves  as  best  we  can.  From  the  experience  of  the 
past  I  believe  that  we  will  prosper  in  the  future, 
and  that,  as  we  have  found  a  market  for  our  agri¬ 
cultural  products  in  Great  Britain,  and  that  is  a 
friendly  market,  our  interests  will  grow  and  will 
thrive.  Let  us  take  the  matter  as  it  is  placed  before 
us,  let  us  look  at  our  inevitable  destiny  as  we  must, 
and  we  have  the  choice  between  a  policy  of  indepen¬ 
dence,  annexation,  or  following  the  policy  we  have 
followed  in  the  past,  improving  thatfrom  time  to  time. 
I  do  not  believe  that  the  people  of  this  country  are 
ready  for  independence,  because  it  would  carry 
with  it  such  attendant  circumstances  that  they 
could  not  face  the  dilemma  that  would  be  presented. 
We  are  not  in  a  position,  I  believe,  to  undertake 
the  great  responsibility  that  would  be  incidental 
to  our  condition  as  an  independent  people.  More¬ 
over  and  beyond  that,  I  believe  there  is  a  feeling 
of  sympathy  with  the  mother  land  that  will  dis¬ 
incline  any  of  us  to  look  forward  to  making  inde¬ 
pendence  our  platform  or  our  aim.  Then,  Sir,  in 
the  matter  of  annexation,  I  have  only  to  say 
that  I  believe  I  voice  the  sentiments  of  the  general 
public  in  Canada  when  I  say  that  they  are  averse, 
they  are  opposed,  to  any  form  of  annexation  witli 
the  United  States.  And  in  this  regard  I  think  we 
may  look  upon  them  as  entertaining  a  desire  to 
force  us  into  union,  because  we  know  they  have 
always  held  up  as  their  watchword  that 

“  No  pent  up  Utica  confines  our  powers. 

The  whole  boundless  continent  is  ours.” 

That  principle,  1  am  bound  to  say,  they  have  acted 
upon  to  a  great  extent  in  the  past.  Why,  Sir,  they 
picked  a  quarrel  once  with  Mexico,  and  as  a  result 
they  became  possessors  of  California.  Louisiana 
was  gained  by  them,  it  is  true,  by  purchase,  but 
owing  to  fillibustering  expeditions,  and  I  believe 
;  by  marauders  in  the  State  of  Texas,  they  finally 
!  became  possessors  of  that  also.  Therefore,  I  say 
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we  have  no  interest  up  to  the  present  time,  guided 
as  we  are  by  our  success  in  the  past,  to  adopt  the 
policy  of  annexation.  And  why  should  we  ?  Sir, 
I  believe  that  we  have  within  our  country  the 
elements  of  future  success.  We  have  seen  Canada 
grow,  we  have  seen  her  prosper,  we  have  seen  the 
scattered  provinces,  with  diverse  interests,  welded 
and  blended  together  in  one  mighty  Confederation  ; 
we  have  seen  them  go  on  day  by  day,  prospering 
and  thriving,  and,  looking  back  at  our  past, 
why  should  we  not  look  forward  hopefully  to  the 
future  ?  In  our  country  we  have  a  populous  and 
thriving  agricultural  class,  a  class  who  compare 
favourably  with  the  agriculturists  of  any  land 
under  the  sun  ;  we  have  manufacturing  interests 
which,  I  will  be  bound  to  say,  treat  the  general 
public  fairly  and  honestly  ;  for  although  lion, 
gentlemen  opposite  assert  from  time  to  time  that  the 
manufacturers  of  this  country  are  making  princely 
fortunes,  still  I  am  bound  to  say  that  there  is  no 
country  where,  as  a  rule,  prices  are  fairer,  prices 
are  more  general.  Why,  Sir,  if  it  is  a  fact  that 
the  prices  obtained  by  our  manufacturers  for  their 
goods  are  so  excessively  high,  how  is  it  that 
lion,  gentlemen  opposite — because  there  are 
many  of  them  who  are  wealthy — they  do  not, 
with  a  view  to  assisting  and  bettering  the  con¬ 
dition  of  the  country,  invest  some  of  this  self¬ 
same  wealth  in  our  manufacturing  industries  ? 
But,  Sir,  that  is  not  the  case.  I  say  that  comparing 
the  prices  of  manufactured  goods  in  this  country 
with  the  prices  of  manufactured  goods  in  other 
countries,  competition  has  been  so  fair  that  it  has 
reduced  prices,  so  that  purchasers  are  not  placed  at 
a  great  disadvantage.  Now,  I  do  not  propose  to 
exhume  old  newspaper  files,  I  do  not  propose  to 
inflict  long  tables  of  figures  upon  the  House,  be¬ 
cause  I  believe  that,  looking  fairly  at  the  facts,  as 
wayfarers  by  the  path-side  of  observation,  we  are 
able  to  see  within  our  borders  what  is  going  on. 
Then,  Sir,  I  say,  looking  about  us,  we  must 
arrive  at  the  conclusion  that  the  people  of  the  coun¬ 
try  are  satisfied  with  the  prosperity  that  now  ex¬ 
ists  and  that  has  been  clearly  established,  not  only 
at  the  general  elections  but  particularly  at  the  bye- 
elections  which  have  recently  been  held.  As  a 
Canadian  I  am  proud  of  the  land  which  gave  me 
birth,  and  I  look  forward  with  all  the  fond  antici¬ 
pations  that  the  forefathers  of  Confederation  in¬ 
dulged  in  as  to  its  future.  As  a  Canadian  I  am 
proud  of  the  mother  land  which  guarantees  to  us 
freedom,  liberty  and  equality,  all  that  a  happy 
and  prosperous  people  can  ask  for,  ever  keeping 
before  us,  as  our  beacon  lights,  progress,  prosperity, 
perseverance  and  a  perpetuation  of  those  bonds  by 
which  we  are  indissolubly  linked  to  the  mother 
land. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  did  not  intend  to  take  up 
the  time  of  the  House  at  this  early  period  of  the 
debate  in  discussing  questions  of  such  vital  in¬ 
terest  to  this  country  as  were  discussed  last  even¬ 
ing  ;  but  I  find  that  I  cannot,  in  justice  to  myself, 
and  the  constituency  I  represent,  allow  this  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  pass  without,  at  least,  expressing  my 
views  upon  the  all-important  questions  that  are  be¬ 
fore  this  House  and  the  country  at  the  present 
moment.  Now,  Sir,  I  was  rather  surprised  at  the 
announcement  made  by  the  lion,  gentleman  who 
has  just  taken  his  seat  (Mr.  Bennett).  He  said 
that  he  was  pleased  with  the  manner  in  which  the 
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discussion  at  Washington  had  closed,  he  was  satis¬ 
fied  with  the  results  that  had  been  attained.  I  no¬ 
ticed  last  night  when  the  Finance  Minister  ad¬ 
dressed  this  House,  intimating  the  conclusion  at 
which  they  had  arrived  with  regard  to  these  nego¬ 
tiations,  that  lion,  gentlemen  opposite  almost  una¬ 
nimously  endorsed  and  applauded  the  action  of  the 
Finance  Minister  and  the  happy  results  to  which 
he  had  brought  negotiations  at  Washington.  It  is 
quite  evident,  I  think,  to  the  people  of  this  coun¬ 
try  that  the  Finance  Minister  did  not  go  to  Wash¬ 
ington  with  a  determination  to  secure  a  reciprocity 
treaty  at  all.  He  went  there  for  the  purpose  of 
trying  to  prevent  a  reciprocity  treaty  being  fur¬ 
ther  pressed  upon  the  consideration  of  the  people 
of  this  country  or  upon  the  people  of  the  United 
States  ;  he  went  for  the  purpose  of  frustrating 
completely  the  possibility  of  any  extended  trade 
relations  being  entered  into  between  that  country 
and  Canada.  He  has  come  back,  and  he  now  declares 
that  he  is  satisfied,  the  negotiations  have  all  closed, 
and  the  whole  thing  has  now  come  to  an  end,  and 
it  has  coqie  to  that  end  which  is  satisfactory  to 
lion,  gentlemen  opposite,  and  they  now  say  to  the 
people  of  this  country  :  Rest  and  be  quiet,  be  still, 
you  are  not  going  to  have  any  reciprocity  yet,  just 
accept  things  as  they  "are.  Now,  that  is  the  con¬ 
clusion  to  which  they  have  come.  Well,  Sir,  I 
rather  fancy  that  he  will  find  that  the  people  of  this 
country  will  not  obey  the  behests  of  my  lion,  friend 
the  Finance  Minister  ;  they  will  not  be  willing  to 
accept  his  conclusions  and  to  allow  the  affairs  of 
this  country  to  drift  on  in  the  way  they  are  drift¬ 
ing  at  the  present  moment,  without  making  some 
further  and  better  effort  than  he  has  put  forth  at 
Washington,  in  order  to  secure  trade  relations. 
Now,  it  was  rather  amusing  to  me  to  listen  to  some 
of  the  lion,  gentlemen  opposite  announcing  from 
the  stump  their  views  and  the  competition  to  which 
the  farmers  of  this  country  would  be  subjected 
under  a  treaty  the  same  as  we  had  in  1854  to  186(5. 
They  have,  on  all  occasions,  pointed  out  to  the 
farmers  how  they  would  be  subject  to  competition 
with  the  products  of  the  United  States  coming  in 
here  under  a  treaty  such  as  we  had  during  that 
period,  and  that  this  country  would  be,  as  my  lion, 
friend  who  has  just  addressed  the  House,  has  de 
dared,  a  slaughter  market  for  the  surplus  pro¬ 
ducts  of  the  United  States.  While  they  have 
been  preaching  that  on  the  stump,  while  they 
have  been  telling  the  people  of  Canada  that  they 
would  suffer  very  seriously  by  a  treaty  of  that 
i  kind,  at  the  very  same  moment  Ministers  of  the 
Crown  are  down  at  Washington  offering  to  the 
people  of  the  United  States  a  trade  arrangement 
in  respect  to  that  very  class  of  products.  The 
Ministers  go  to  Washington  and  say  we  are  willing 
to  do  that,  while  their  stump  orators  at  home  go 
round  addressing  the  people,  declaring  that  we 
would  be  Subjected  to  excessive  competition  if 
American  products  wTere  allowed  to  come  into 
Canada  and  to  compete  with  our  products.  I 
think  lion,  gentlemen  opposite  should  get  together 
and  patch  up  the  doctrines,  views  and  ideas  that 
they  hold  upon  the  question  of  trade  relations 
with  the  United  States.  They  had  better  either 
decide  to  adhere  to  the  view  laid  down  by  the 
Minister  of  Finance  or  the  Minister  of  Finance  had 
better  decide  to  change  his  position  and  bring  it 
more  in  accordance  with  the  views  expressed  by 
liis  supporters,  because  there  is  a  very  serious 
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divergence  between  the  two.  The  lion,  gentleman 
spoke  something  with  respect  to  the  impossibility 
of  our  shipping  our  products  to  the  southern  States. 
The  hon.  gentleman  appears  to  have  entirely  for¬ 
gotten  the  enormous  market  that  is  available  within 
a  reasonable  distance  without  going  to  the  south. 
The  year  before  last  we  shipped  365,000  lambs  or 
1 ,000  for  every  day  in  the  year  to  the  United  States. 
If  the  hon.  gentleman  will  turn  up  the  statistics  of 
consumption  in  New  York  he  will  find  they  consume 
there  alone  over  2,000,000  lambs  a  year  ;  so  that 
we  in  Canada  could  not  supply  more  than  one-sixth 
they  require.  That  city  is  not  in  the  southern 
States  ;  there  are,  in  fact,  a  number  of  cities  which 
might  be  conveniently  reached,  in  which  we  could 
advantageously  dispose  of  a  great  many  of  the  com¬ 
modities  we  raise  in  this  country,  and  for  which 
our  farmers  are  seeking  an  opening.  I  was  amused 
last  night  to  listen  to  the  Minister  of  Finance 
quoting  the  enormous  quantities  of  potatoes  import¬ 
ed  into  Great  Britain, and  in  order  to  fill  his  mouth 
with  figures  of  enormous  quantities  he  gave  the 
number  of  pounds  of  potatoes  imported  there  every 
year.  Perhaps  next  time  he  makes  his  financial 
statement  he  will  give  the  number  of  ounces,  in 
order  to  make  the  numbers  larger.  I  might  state  to 
the  hon.  gentleman  for  his  information  that  if  he 
will  turn  up  the  trade  returns  of  the  United  States 
he  will  find  a  very  large  quantity  was  imported 
from  Liverpool  into  New  York  last  year.  A  friend 
of  mine  came  over  in  March  last  on  a  steamer  from 
Liverpool  to  New  York  which  carried  110  tons  of 
potatoes. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Both well).  Give  the  quantity  in 
pounds. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  The  fact  is  the  quantity  in 
pounds  would  be  a  very  large  amount.  I  leave  the 
Minister  of  Finance  to  figure  out  the  number  of 
pounds. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Give  it  in  drachms. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  The  Minister  of  Finance 
urges  our  farmers  to  ship  their  potatoes  to  Liver¬ 
pool,  when  they  are  shipped  from  there  to  New 
York,  which  is  twenty-four  hours  run  from  here, 
and  which  market  we  could  obtain  under  a  reci¬ 
procity  treaty.  I  contend  that  while  the  British 
market  is  an  open  market  to  us,  after  all  it  is  the 
slaughter  market  of  the  world.  Hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  speak  of  the  British  as  a  free  market  for 
the  agricultural  products  of  Canada.  That  market 
is,  however,  as  free  to  the  United  States  as  Canada 
except  as  regards  fat  cattle,  on  which  we  have  a 
little  advantage;  but  beyond  that  we  have  not  a 
vestige  of  advantage  over  the  United  States  or  any 
other  country.  It  is  folly  to  speak  of  the  British 
market  being  a  free  market  to  the  people  of  Canada 
when  it  is  free  to  all  the  rest  of  the  world.  The 
hon.  gentleman  said  something  about  our  people 
going  to  our  North-West.  I  am  very  glad  indeed 
that  a  number  of  Canadians  are  going  to  the  North- 
West,  but  I  am  exceedingly  sorry  to  have  to  state 
that  a  number  of  Canadians  are  still  going  to  the 
western  States.  When  at  home  a  short  time  ago  I 
saw  three  young  men  leaving  for  Dakota,  one  of 
whom  was  taking  a  wife  with  him. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Name,  name. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  can  give  the  names.  They 
are  Mr.  Davis  and  his  brother  and  Mr.  Temple.  If 
hon.  gentlemen  would  like  to  have  the  name  of  the 
Mr.  McMullen. 


lady,  I  can  give  it.  They  were  going  to  Dakota 
to  settle  there.  I  can  say  further  that  I  have  seen 
young  men,  and  old  ones  too,  who  at  the  last  elec¬ 
tion  cheered  the  old  flag,  the  old  policy  and  the 
old  man,  and  within  two  or  three  weeks  I  saw 
thei  r  traps  checked  to  go  to  the  north-western  States. 
They  were  all  ready  to  go  to  Uncle  Sam’s  domi¬ 
nions,  and  yet  they  were  shouting  themselves  hoarse 
during  the  election  about  the  old  man  and  the  old 
flag.  These  people  will  come  back  no  doubt  to 
vote  at  the  bye-elections.  No  doubt  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  East  Simcoe  (Mr.  Bennett)  had  a  number  of 
them  from  the  North- West,  and  though  he  may  not 
be  fully  cognizant  as  to  how  they  got  back,  he  knows 
they  got  back  when  he  wanted  them.  He  said 
something  about  the  products  of  the  North-West. 
We  are  aware  that  the  North-West  has  exported 
considerable  products,  but  the  vicious  policy  adop¬ 
ted  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  with  respect  to 
that  country  is  a  very  serious  check  to  its  develop¬ 
ment.  The  Government  sold  the  land  to  specula¬ 
tors.  Around  Winnipeg  you  may  find  almost  any 
quantity  held  to-day  by  speculators  and  not  a  soul 
living  on  it  ;  hardly  any  one  knows  who  holds  it, 
it  is  held  by  a  number  of  speculators  to  whom  it 
was  sold.  Then  the  Government  established 
a  lot  of  colonization  companies  who  have  locked  up 
land.  Then  they  gave  25,000,000  of  acres  to 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company,  and  I 
contend  that,  instead  of  doing  that,  they  should 
have  made  the  land  subject  to  a  mor  tgage  of  so 
much  an  acre,  and  controlled  the  land  and  given  it 
to  the  actual  settler,  and  allowed  whoever  wanted 
to  go  in  and  possess  the  land  and  cultivate  it  to 
have  an  opportunity  to  do  so.  But  in  place  of 
doing  that,  what  does  the  man  going  to  the  North- 
West  find  to-day  ?  He  steps  upon  a  section  and 
desires  to  secure  it  :  he  is  told  that  it  belongs  to  a 
colonization  company.  He  steps  upon  another 
section  and  is  ready  to  take  it  ;  the  answer  that  he 
receives  is  that  it  belongs  to  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  Company.  He  steps  on  another  section  ; 
he  is  told  that  it  belongs  to  the  Hudson  Bay  Com¬ 
pany.  He  goes  on  another  section  ;  he  is  told  that 
he  cannot  secure  it,  because  it  was  sold  several 
years  ago  to  a  speculator.  The  man  goes  across 
the  line  and  settles  in  North  Dakota,  where  he  can 
get  whatever  section  he  wants  on  which  to  settle. 
The  abominable  policy  of  this  Government  in  rela¬ 
tion  to  the  North-West  has  cursed  that  country. 

Mr.  WALLACE  (York).  Is  the  hon.  gentleman 
not  aware  that  every  even-numbered  section  of 
colonization  and  all  other  lands  is  open  to  home¬ 
stead  and  pre-emption,  and  cannot  be  bought  by 
any  individual? 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  am  aware  that  certain 
portions  of  the  country  are  reserved  for  pre-emption 
but  there  are  certain  sections  in  which  you  cannot 
find  any  land  which  you  can  secure.  If  the  Minis¬ 
ter  of  the  Interior  were  here,  he  would  have  to 
admit  that  even  the  ranching  companies  have  been 
turning  people  off  the  lands  and  pulling  down 
their  houses.  I  admit  I  have  not  gone  into  specu¬ 
lating  in  the  North-West,  or  else  I  might  be  as 
well  posted  as  is  the  hon.  gentleman.  That  is  one 
of  the  unfortunate  things  connected  with  the 
North-West  Territories.  I  do  not  wish  further  to 
refer  to  my  hon.  friend  who  has  just  addressed  the 
House.  I  compliment  him  upon  his  first  effort, 
which  was  a  fairly  good  one,  although  it  was 
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nothing  but  the  stock  and  stale  arguments  which 
we  have  been  accustomed  to  hear  for  several  years. 

*j 

I  hope  that  if  he  is  permitted  the  pleasure  and 
privilege  of  remaining. in  this  House  that  he  will 
try  to  catch  up  with  the  questions  that  are  now 
being  discussed  in  the  country,  and  not  go  so  far 
back  in  the  history  for  his  arguments  as  he  has 
gone  to-night.  My  lion,  friend  the  Minister  of 
Finance  made  some  reference  in  his  speech  to 
the  reduction  of  interest.  He  told  us  that 
in  four  years  the  interest  on  the  public 
debt  was  reduced  $40o,000  and  he  kind  of 
claimed  credit  for  that  reduction.  We  all  know 
that  the  reduction  is  because  the  loans  which  we 
held  on  London  market  and  otherwise,  bearing 
large  rates  of  interest  have  matured,  and  that  the 
rate  of  interest  at  which  money  has  been  borrowed 
in  recent  years  has  been  less  than  formerly.  This 
is  the  cause  of  that  reduction,  and  it  is  not  on  ac¬ 
count  of  any  particular  efforts  whatever  on  the 
part  of  the  Minister  of  Finance.  That  reduction 
would  have  taken  place  no  matter  what  kind  of  a 
man  we  had  in  his  position  or  how  stupid  he  pos¬ 
sibly  might  be,  if  he  only  knew  enough  to  allow 
the  financial  machine  of  this  Dominion  to  run  it¬ 
self.  As  old  loans  at  high  interest  get  cancelled 
and  new  ones  are  issued  at  a  low  rate  of  interest, 
the  rate  of  interest  will  fall,  and  every  child  knows 
that.  The  Minister  of  Finance  told  us  with  regard 
to  the  gross  interest  that  in  1889  it  was  3 '40  per 
cent  and  in  1890,  3 ’35  per  cent  and  in  1891,  2  ’98 
per  cent.  Then  he  goes  on  to  give  the  interest  per 
capita.  In  1887-88  he  says  it  was  $1.96  and  in 
1891,  $1.76.'  That  reduction  is  attributable  to 
the  same  cause  as  I  have  stated  with  regard  to  the 
gross  amount  of  interest,  because  if  the  rate  of  in¬ 
terest  falls  the  gross  amount  per  capita  must  of 
necessity  decrease.  However,  the  Minister  of  Finance 
does  not  do  us  justice  in  that  statement,  because  he 
takes  the  year  1888  and  he  gives  us  the  per  capita 
of  that  year  based  upon  the  old  census,  while  he 
gives  us  the  per  capita  interest  of  1891,  based 
upon  the  new  census,  and,  consequently,  in  that 
way,  he  makes  a  little  more  reduction  than  if  he 
followed  out  the  other  course.  The  Minister  of 
Finance  also  told  us  last  year  that  the  savings 
banks  deposits  were  reduced  by  $1,943,892.  Well, 
Sir,  we  can  go  back  to  the  time  in  this  House  when 
lion,  gentlemen  opposite  used  to  crow  very  loudly 
over  the  evidences  of  prosperity  as  shown  by  the  in¬ 
crease  in  the  Post  Office  savings  banks.  They  pointed 
out  from  year  to  year  that  if  there  was  any  one 
thing  above  another  that  is  a  positive  evidence  of 
the  improved  financial  condition  of  this  country,  it 
was  the  increased  sums  that  were  deposited  in  the 
savings  banks.  That  was  their  stock-in-trade 
argument  for  several  years.  We  did  not  hear  it  from 
the  Minister  of  Finance  this  year,  lint  he  turned  to 
the  other  banks  and  told  us  that  if  the  money  was 
not  in  the  savings  banks  it  was  in  the  other  banks  of 
the  Dominion.  It  would  seem  from  the  statement 
presented  by  the  Minister  of  Finance  that  the 
people  are  beginning  to  lose  a  little  confidence  in 
the  responsibility  of  the  Government  of  this 
country.  They  begin  to  think  that,  after  all,  the 
chartered  banks  of  this  country  are  safer.  They 
have  seen  so  much  of  the  exposures  that  have 
taken  place  in  this  House  during  the  last  session, 
the  stealing  that  has  been  carried  on,  and  the 
evidence  of  corrupt  acts  that  have  been  brought  to 
light,  that  I  dare  say  a  number  of  the  people  are 


beginning  to  think  that  their  little  savings  in  the 
Post  Office  savings  banks  are  not  quite  safe,  and 
the  result  is  that  last  year  they  have  withdrawn 
$1,900,000  from  the  care  of  the  Government,  for 
fear,  perhaps,  they  might  lose  their  little  all,  if  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  by  some  roundabout  way 
should  dip  their  hands  a  little  deeper  into  the 
public  chest.  The  Minister  of  Finance,  after  giving 
us  some  figures  with  regard  to  the  exports  of  our 
agricultural  products,  went  on  to  treat  on  the  ques¬ 
tion  of  a  reciprocity  treaty.  I  consider  that  was 
the  most  important  part  of  the  hon.  gentleman’s 
statement  last  night.  In  the  first  place  he  said  : 

“  In  conference  with  Mr.  Blaine  the  Canadian  delegates 
proposed  as  a  basis  for  negotiations  the  Reciprocity 
Treaty  of  1854  with  such  modifications  and  extensions  as 
the  changed  condition  of  the  country  might  render  neces¬ 
sary.” 

He  made  that  proposition,  and  as  I  have  already 
stated  while  he  was  makingthatpropositioninWash- 
ington,  his  supporters  at  home  were  declaring  to  the 
farmers  of  this  country  that  it  would  ruin  them. 
In  the  second  place  he  says  : 

“They  were  met  with  the  reply  by  Mr.  Blaine,  that 
looking  into  a  treaty  based  upon  natural  products  alone 
had  not  in  it  the  essential  elements  of  reciprocity.” 

That  is  the  position  that  Mr.  Blaine  took  upon 
that  question  and  it  is  in  accord  with  the  expres¬ 
sions  that  nave  been  made  by  members  on  this  side 
of  the  House,  that  reciprocity  on  the  basis  of  the 
old  treaty  could  not  possibly  be  had  with  the 
people  of  the  United  States.  The  Minister  of 
Finance  continues  : 

“  He  raised  the  question  as  did  also  General  Foster,  wh° 
was  his  coadjutor  in  the  conference,  as  to  whether  we 
were  prepared  to  meet  a  proposal  which  would  go  wide1’ 
than  natural  products,  and  take  in  and  include  a  general 
reciprocity  in  manufactured  articles  as  well.  When  that 
point  came  up  the  Canadian  delegation  immediately 
raised  the  question  and  discussed  it  fully  and  freely  with 
Mr.  Blaine,  as  to  what  would  be  the  necessary  conditions 
of  such  a  reciprocity.” 

These  gentlemen  who  went  to  Washington 
appear  to  have  given  so  little  consideration  to  this 
whole  question  notwithstanding  the  efforts  that 
have  been  made  to  show  the  outcome  of  such  an 
arrangement  between  us  and  the  United  States, 
that  they  went  to  Mr.  Blaine  and  acknowledged  to 
him  that  they  did  not  know'  what  reciprocity  of 
an  extended  character  meant,  how  it  could  be 
brought  about,  and  rather  than  learn  from  those 
who  w'ere  prepared  to  tell  them  at  home,  they  went 
to  the  feet  of  the  United  States  Gamaliel  to  ask 
him  to  teach  them  how  to  make  a  reciprocity 
treaty,  and  they  have  admitted  that  when  they 
went  there  they  knew  nothing  at  all  about  it.  The 
Minister  of  Finance  further  says  : 

“  The  reply  came,  after  a  full  discussion  of  the  matter, 
that  a  reciprocity  would  not  be  a  reciprocity,  and  would 
have  no  compensating  advantages  to  the  United  States  of 
America  unless  they  were  given  preferential  treatment 
in  our  markets,  especially  against  Great  Britain,  which 
was  their  chief  competitor  in  nearly  every  line  of  manu¬ 
factured  goods,  that  under  any  scheme  of  reciprocity 
which  would  be  looked  upon  favourably  by  them,  the 
United  States  would  expect  to  compete  with  Canadian 
manufactures  in  Canadian  markets  on  even  terms,  but 
with  no  others.  Well,  when  that  point  was  reached,  dis¬ 
cussion  took  place  as  to  the  difficulties  to  be  met  by 
Canada  in  subscribing  to  a  treaty  of  that  kind,  and  they 
were  fully  and  frankly  laid  before  Mr.  Blaine.  They 
were,  in  brief,  these:  that  in  going  into  a  treaty  of  that 
kind  we  should  stand  to  lose  what  we  were  less  able  to 
lose  than  the  United  States  of  America,  a  considerable 
proportion  of  our  revenue,  first,  the  eight  millions  or  so 
which  we  collected  upon  the  products  of  the  United 
States  that  came  into  Canada ;  and,  secondly,  the  diminu- 


435 


[COMMONS] 


433 


tion,  -whatever  it  might  be,  which  would  result  in  the 
imports  from  the  outside  world  owing  to  the  competition 
and  entrance  of  United  States  goods  free  of  duty  into  our 
country.  Mr.  Blaine  raised  the  question  whether  we  had 
not  other  methods  of  taxation.  We  explained  that  we 
had  methods  of  taxation  by  internal  revenue  as  they 
themselves  had,  upon  which  he  remarked  that  it  would 
be  necessary  in  a  treaty  of  this  kind  that  these  inland 
revenue  duties  on  liquors  and  tobaccos  should  be 
equalized.” 

He  goes  on  to  say  : 

“  We  raised  the  question,  after  a  full  and  thorough  dis¬ 
cussion  of  things,  of  our  difficulties  and  presented  them 
plainly.  At  this  point  another  question  came  up.  Sup¬ 
pose  that  Canada  were  willing  to  discriminate  against  the 
goods  of  the  outside  world  and  of  Great  Britain  on  this 
proposed  basis  of  a  treaty,  who  should  fix  the  discrimina¬ 
tion  and  what  should  be  the  measure  of  that  discrimina¬ 
tion  ?” 

Now,  it  is  quite  clear  from  the  manner  in  which 
all  these  questions  were  put  by  the  delegation  from 
this  country,  that  they  were  put  for  the  purpose 
of  hampering  the  United  States  and  frustrating 
the  possibility  of  their  accepting  any  terms  upon 
which  extended  trade  relations  could  be  secured. 
The  Canadian  Ministers  went  there  with  their 
mouths  full  of  arguments  in  opposition  to  recipro¬ 
city.  They  presented  the  difficult  side  of  the  whole 
problem  :  but  they  never  made  a  single  attempt  to 
point  a  way  out  of  the  difficulties. 

Mr.  M  ULOCK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  submit  that 
my  hon.  friend  is  entitled  to  a  little  courtesy  from 
the  other  side. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  do  not  mind  the  actions  of 
the  ex -Minister  of  Customs.  I  am  accustomed  to 
that  kind  of  thing. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  You  are  under  the  protection 
of  the  hon.  member  for  North  York  (Mr.  Mulock). 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  The  hon.  Minister  of  Finance 
says  further  : 

“  Well,  Sir,  this  question  passed  on  in  discussion  until 
we  had  pretty  well  exhausted  the  subject,  when  the  Cana¬ 
dian  delegates,  after  having  presented  these  difficulties 
and  canvassed  them  fairly  and  thoroughly,  said  to  Mr. 
Blaine  :  These  are  our  difficulties  ;  you  acknowledge 
them,  Now,  you  have  had  large  experience  in  framing 
reciprocity  treaties  and  have  had  much  to  do  in  the  study 
and  arrangements  of  reciprocal  matters  ;  we  lay  these 
points  before  you  and  we  ask  you  whether  or  not,  out  of 
your  experience,  you  cannot  be  prepared  to  propose  a 
modification  of  this  basis  in  order  that  we  may  diminish, 
at  least  to  some  extent,  the  difficulties  we  are  under.” 

Now,  Sir,  it  is  quite  clear  that  the  Canadian  dele¬ 
gation  went  there  to  raise  all  the  difficulties  they 
possibly  could,  but  they  offered  no  suggestion  for 
removing  any  of  those  difficulties.  Then  they 
turned  around  and  said  to  Mr.  Blaine  :  “  You  have 
had  a  good  deal  of  experience,  Mr.  Blaine,  in  making 
trade  treaties  ;  we  acknowledge  our  difficulties  ; 
the  one  thing  that  stands  in  the  way  is  the  loss  of 
revenue  ;  in  making  this  statement  we  admit 
that  reciprocity  would  be  of  decided  advantage  to 
Canada  ;  and  we  shall  willingly  assent  to  enlarge 
trade  relations  if  you  w  ill  show  us  liowr  to  raise  the 
money  necessary  to  meet  the  demands  on  our 
treasury.  The  money  consideration  is  all  that 
troubles  us.  The  future  prosperity  of  the  farming 
population,  or  the  question  of  enlarged  markets  for 
the  manufacturers,  does  not  concern  us  at  all.  If 
you  w  ill  point  out  the  way  in  which  we  can  escape 
the  revenue  difficulty,  we  are  prepared  to  nego¬ 
tiate  with  you.  That  was  practically  the  proposition 
they  made.  But,  Mr.  Blaine  did  not  help  them  out 
of  the  w7oods.  I  have  no  doubt  that  lie  looked  upon 
them  with  pity,  perhaps  mingled  with  a  little 
Mr.  McMullen. 


contempt,  astonished  that  men  from  another  nation 
would  come  to  negotiate  a  trade  treaty  and  confess 
that  they  had  so  little  resources  in  themselves  for 
devising  a  satisfactory  trade  policy,  that  they  had 
to  ask  his  advice  as  to  how  they  could  escape  the 
difficulty.  That  was  virtually  the  position  they 
took  on  this  important  question.  Now,  I  contend 
that  the  farmers  of  this  country  will  not  allow  this 
matter  to  rest  where  it  is.  Their  past  experience 
of  the  advantages  of  the  American  market  was 
such  that  they  will  not  be  content  to  be  put  off  in 
the  way  the  Finance  Minister  proposes  to  put  them 
off.  Those  advantages  the  farmers  of  this  country 
are  longing  to  realize  again.  Under  the  reciprocity 
treaty  of  1854  66  we  had  prosperity  in  this  country  ; 
but  since  the  inception  of  the  National  Policy, 
twelve  or  thirteen  years  ago,  the  farmers  of  this 
country  have  been  growing  poorer.  Notwith¬ 
standing  the  statements  made  by  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite,  I  maintain  that  there  is  not  a  farming 
section  of  this  country  to-day  where  the  people 
generally  are  in  as  prosperous  a  condition  as  they 
were  some  years  ago.  You  wall  find  more  mort¬ 
gages  recorded,  more  farms  for  sale.  The  best 
evidence  of  the  impoverished  condition  of  any  class 
of  men  is  found  in  their  desire  to  sell  out  and  leave 
the  country  ;  it  is  pretty  good  evidence  that  they 
are  not  satisfied  with  the  condition  of  things 
in  the  country  where  they  live  ;  and  that  is 
the  condition  of  the  farmers  of  Canada  to-day. 
There  are  more  farmers  ready  and  willing  and 
anxious  to  sell  out  than  there  ever  were  in  Canada 
before.  I  can  remember  when  many  farmers  of 
this  country  would  hesitate  to  put  a  value  on  their 
farm,  and  before  you  could  buy  it  you  would  have 
to  pay  a  fancy  price  for  it.  But  to-day,  in  any 
farming  district  in  the  country,  if  you  call  at  any 
farm  house  and  ask:  “  Is  your  farm  for  sale  ?  ”  the 
owner  will  say  “yes,”  and  will  be  glad  to  enter  into 
negotiation  at  once.  That  has  been  the  experience 
for  the  last  twelve  or  thirteen  years,  during  which 
the  products  of  th  e  farms  have  been  sli  linking  in  value. 
Our  farmers  have  not  been  receiving  the  prices  they 
did  years  ago.  There  were  then  many  articles  which 
they  could  sell  in  the  United  States  at  good  prices. 
But  to-day  that  market  is  closed  against  them,  and 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite  do  not  seem  to  have  any 
pity  for  them  at  all.  The  Finance  Minister  says  : 
(Gentlemen,  the  thing  is  now  settled  and  fixed,  and 
you  must  look  forward  to  the  present  condition  of 
things  remaining  just  as  it  is.  This  reminds  me 
of  a  story  which  I  heard  of  a  southern 
planter  who  had  moved  up  to  Dakota.  His  great 
business  was  to  raise  hogs,  which  in  the 
south  he  had  been  accustomed  to  feed  on  corn. 
But  in  Dakota  he  found  the  frost  so  strong  that  it 
killed  the  corn  ;  so  he  made  up  his  mind  that  he 
would  raise  potatoes  instead  of  corn.  He  planted 
a  large  quantity,  and  he  decided  that  he  would  save 
himself  the  trouble  of  taking  up  the  potatoes  by 
allowing  the  hogs  to  go  in  among  them  when  they 
were  about  ripe,  and  let  them  root.  A  neighbour  said 
to  him  :  “  What  will  you  do  when  the  frost  comes  ? 
Your  hogs  will  not  be  able  to  raise  the  potatoes 
then.”  “Well,”  said  he,  “that  is  a  problem  I 
never  thought  of.  I  suppose  we  shall  have  an 
object  lesson  of  the  old  adage,  ‘  root,  hog,  or  die.’  ” 
That  is  what  it  is  going  to  come  to  with  the  farmers 
of  Canada.  While  the  McKinley  Bill  has  frozen 
the  farmers  of  this  country  out  of  the  American 
market,  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  are  not  trying  to 
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get  any  other  market  for  them,  and  I  suppose  in 
their  case  we  shall  have  the  object  lesson  , of  root, 
hog,  or  die.  These  lion,  gentlemen  propose  to  do 
nothing,  and  the  result  is  that  our  farmers  have  to 
sell  what  they  raise  in  the  slaughter  market  of  Great 
Britain,  and  take  there  whatever  they  can  get  for  it. 
That  is  the  position  we  are  placed  in  to-day. 
Now,  to  give  you  some  little  idea  of  what  the 
American  market  has  been  worth  to  the  farmers  of 
this  country,  I  shall  give  you  some  quotations  of 
the  shipments  of  produce  to  that  country  during 
the  last  ten  years.  We  exported  to  the  United 
States  9,939,745  bushels  of  barley  in  1890,  and  in 
that  year  we  only  exported  to  England  27,000.  In 
1891  our  exports  of  barley  to  tTie  United  States 
fell  to  just  one-lialf.  We  only  exported  4,751,000 
bushels,  and  during  the  same  period  we  exported 
132,000  bushels  to  Great  Britain.  So  that  our 
export  of  barley  fell  off,  under  the  operation  of  the 
McKinley  Bill,  which  only  came  into  operation 
the  6th  of  October,  1891,  50  per  cent.  Now, 
from  1881  to  1891,  we  exported  to  the  United 
States  to  the  amount  of  $61,818,512.  We  drew 
during  the  same  time  over  $20,000,000  in  gold  for 
horses.  Now,  lion,  gentlemen  opposite  say  to  us 
we  will  send  our  horses  to  England — that  is  the  mar¬ 
ket  for  our  horses  ;  but  if  you  will  take  the  trade 
returns  for  1891,  you  will  find  we  sent  to  Great 
Britain  904  horses,  lint  took  from  Great  Britain  in 
the  same  period  1,217  horses,  so  that  in  place  of 
Great  Britain  being  a  market  for  Canadian  horses, 
Canada  is  a  market  for  Great  Britain,  since  we 
take  more  horses  from  them  than  we  send  them. 
We  sent  every  year,  previous  to  the  passage 
of  the  McKinley  Bill,  from  18,000  to  20,000 
horses,  and  last  year,  under  the  operation  of  that 
Bill,  we  shipped  to  the  United  States  6,019  horses 
less  than  we  shipped  the  year  before.  Now,  I 
give  my  hon.  friends  a  statement  with  regard  to 
potatoes,  and  am  sorry  the  Finance  Minister  is  not 
in  his  place,  because  he  gave  us  some  quotations 
with  regard  to  potatoes  last  night.  From  1st  Octo¬ 
ber  to  1st  April,  1891,  we  shipped  two  and  a 
quarter  million  bushels  of  potatoes.  Out  of  that 
quantity,  we  sent  1,850,000  bushels  to  the  United 
States,  in  order  to  get  which  across,  under  the 
operation  of  the  McKinley  Bill,  we  paid  $437,000 
duty.  Now,  what  we  are  anxious  for,  and  labour¬ 
ing  to  secure,  is  the  removal  of  that  duty.  We 
are  anxious  to  secure  that  market,  for  notwith¬ 
standing  the  fact  that  the  McKinley  Bill  was  in 
force  last  year,  our  farmers  were  compelled  to  send 
their  potatoes  to  the  American  market  and  pay  25 
cents  duty  per  bushel,  rather  than  send  them  to  the 
English  market,  because  in  the  English  market 
they  got  the  bottom  price.  What  is  the  bottom 
price  ?  It  was  arranged  at  a  figure  which  enabled 
Englishmen  to  reship  those  potatoes  to  the 
New  York  market,  and  pay  25  cents  a  bushel 
to  get  them  in,  and  sell  them  at  a  profit. 
Still  the  Finance  Minister  would  advise  us  to  send 
all  our  commodities  to  the  English  market.  Now, 
I  contend,  notwithstanding  the  statement  the 
Finance  Minister  has  made,  that  the  farmers  of 
this  country  are  not  going  to  be  satisfied  with  the 
condition  of  things  as  they  are  now.  While  the 
United  States  are  finding  better  and  more  exten¬ 
sive  markets  for  their  people,  the  Government  of 
Canada  are  at  a  standstill.  They  have  noc  made 
a  single  treaty  within  the  last  year,  or  in  any  way 
opened  up  a  new  outlet  for  the  products  of  the 


farm.  We  have  had  promises  with  regard  to  a 
treaty  being  made  with  Spain,  but  we  have  realized 
nothing.  We  are  always  being  promised  new 
treaties  of  one  kind  or  another,  and  we  get  noth¬ 
ing  but  the  promises.  We  sent  the  Minister 
of  Finance  away  to  the  West  India  Islands  for  the 
purpose  of  securing  a  treaty  with  Jamaica.  He 
went  down  at  considerable  expense  to  that  country. 
He  told  the  people  what  he  was  willing  to  do,  and 
when  he  came  back  here  he  did  the  very  opposite. 
He  was  to  admit  raw  sugar  in  exchange  for  their 
admission  of  commodities  we  proposed  to  send 
them,  such  as  farm  produce,  but  when  he  came 
back  the  sugar  refiners  said  they  would  never  coir- 
sent  to  all  sugars  under  16  Dutch  standard  coming 
into  the  country  free,  as  it  would  ruin  their 
trade,  by  cutting  off  a  very  large  amount  which 
they  would  otherwise  realize  from  the  consumers  of 
the  country.  Thus  he  had  to  come  down  to  14 
Dutch  standard  in  place  of  16.  There  was  a  market 
which  we  could  havegotforsomeof  ourcommodities, 
but  which,  owing  to  the  vacillation  of  the  Minister 
of  Finance,  we  have  lost.  Now,  we  know  well  that 
under  the  operations  of  the  present  tariff,  in  place 
of  the  farmers  of  this  country  becoming  better  off 
they  are  getting  worse  off.  We  know  that  five  of 
the  largest  implement  manufacturing  institutions 
of  this  country  have  formed  a  combine  recently  in 
the  production  of  binders.  We  know  that  to-day 
binders  are  being  manufactured  in  this  country 
under  a  combine,  and  the  farmers  will  just  have  to 
pay  the  price  that  combine  is  disposed  to  ask,  and 
there  will  be  no  reduction.  I  have  no  doubt  that 
there  are  combines  on  the  other  side,  too,  but  while 
they  have  combines  to  arrange  prices  at  which 
they  will  sell  to  their  own  people,  they  have  at  the 
same  time  reduced  prices  at  which  they  are  willing 
to  sell  to  exporters,  and  we  want  the  advantage  of 
securing  that.  Another  question  which  has  been 
discussed  in  this  debate,  and  one  of  considerable 
interest,  is  the  question  of  binding  twine.  That 
was  up  last  year,  and  there  is  a  notice  on  the  paper 
this  year  urging  the  advisability  of  placing  it  on  the 
free  list.  I  consider  binding  twine  just  as  much  raw 
material  of  the  farmer  as  twine  is  of  the  fisherman. 
The  fisherman  is  permitted  to  import  twine  for 
fishing  purposes  free  of  duty.  In  the  name  of 
common  sense,  why  are  not  the  farmers  permitted 
to  import  twine  for  their  work  on  the  same  condi¬ 
tions?  Again,  I  contend  that  they  should  be  allowed 
to  import  corn.  If  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  would 
put  corn  on  the  free  list  and  place  farmers  in  the 
position  of  being  able  to  get  a  very  much  greater 
amount  of  feed  for  cattle,  that  would  be  a  decided 
advantage,  because  now  it  is  quite  evident  that  the 
only  outlet  they  have  for  their  stock  is  the  British 
market,  and  the  placing  of  corn  on  the  free  list 
would  facilitate  the  production  of  fat  stock, 
and  thus  be  a  decided  advantage.  Such  acts  as 
these  would  be  in  the  right  direction,  but  the  only 
object  and  aim  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  was  to 
give  a  quietus  to  this  agitation  with  regard  to  un¬ 
restricted  reciprocity.  They  felt  that  it  was  a 
disturbing  element  in  the  country,  they  felt  that 
the  farmers  were  beginning  to  realize  that  some 
relief  would  have  to  come  from  some  source,  and  I 
am  quite  satisfied  that  had  the  speech  of  the  Finance 
Minister  been  made  before  some  of  the  bye-elections, 
some  of  the  constituencies  which  sent  men  here  to 
support  the  Government  would  have  sent  support¬ 
ers  of  the  Opposition.  I  know  there  are  hundreds  of 
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Conservatives  in  this  country,  now  looking  forward, 
hopefully  and  earnestly,  to  the  ultimate  consum¬ 
mation  of  reciprocity  with  the  United  States.  If 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite  were  not  scared  that  the 
people  of  this  country  were  sincere  in  this  demand, 
why  did  they  humbug  the  people  by  announcing  in 
March,  1891,  that  on  the  4th  of  March  they  Vere 
going  to  send  a  delegation  to  Washington  to 
negotiate  a  treaty.  That  was  the  reason  they  gave  to 
the  country  for  holding  the  elections  at  the  time 
they  did.  They  went  to  Washington,  and  they 
saw,  and  they  returned.  A  few  moments  satisfied 
them  on  that  occasion.  They  did  not  accomplish 
the  object  of  their  mission  but  they  fancy  they 
have  struck  the  nail  on  the  head  this  time. 
They  have  so  completely  prevented,  as  the  member 
for  South  Oxford  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  said  last 
night,  they  have  so  bolted  the  door,  locked  it 
and  pocketed  the  key  that  they  think  no  further 
effort  can  be  or  will  be  made  to  obtain  extended 
trade  relations  with  that  country.  There  has  been 
a  good  deal  said  in  this  House  and  outside  of  it 
as  to  the  value  of  lands.  It  is  for  every  man  to 
give  his  personal  experience  as  to  whether  there 
has  been  an  increase  or  shrinkage  in  the  value  of 
lands  throughout  this  Province  of  Ontario.  I  speak 
for  myself  and  from  my  own  knowledge.  About 
two  and  a  half  miles  from  where  I  live,  there  was  a 
farm  which  thirteen  years  ago  was  valued  at 
$4,200.  There  was  a  barn  there  which  was  afterwards 
burnt  down.  This  farm  was  purchased  for  $4,200, 
and  a  mortgage  of  $2,200  and  $2,000  cash  was 
paid.  That  farm  has  been  offered  for  sale 
under  the  hammer  since  I  came  to  Ottawa, 
and  the  largest  amount  bid  for  it  was  $1,700, 
though  it  is  in  the  same  condition  with  the  exception 
of  the  barn  being  burnt  down.  That  proves  that  the 
value  of  land  is  not  what  it  was  some  years  ago. 
Some  gentlemen  may  say  that  is  not  a  good  section  of 
country,  but  I  think  they  will  find  it  is  a  very  nice 
country.  There  are  some  favoured  sections,  but  I 
know  in  the  London  district  and  in  the  Woodstock 
district  farms  are  offered  for  sale  that  never 
were  in  the  market  before,  that  have  remained  from 
year  to  year  and  from  generation  to  generation  in 
the  same  family,  and  now  they  are  for  sale  because 
of  the  unremunerative  prices  obtained  by  the  far¬ 
mers  and  the  hampered  condition  of  the  far¬ 
mers  in  getting  fair  prices  for  what  they  have  to 
sell.  For  any  man  to  say  that  there  has  not  been 
a  shrinkage  in  the  value  of  real  estate  is  to  state 
what  is  not  true,  and,  if  those  hon.  gentlemen  will 
consult  the  money  lending  associations  in  Ontario, 
they  will  find  that  they  are  getting  every  year  more 
land  on  their  hands,  and  are  offering  lands  for  sale 
for  less  than  the  mortgaged  encumbrance  in  some 
cases.  I  am  very  sorry  to  state  that  this  is 
the  case,  and  I  hope  that  things  may  soon 
be  better-  than  they  are  now.  The  Finance 
Minister  spoke  of  the  taxation  and  of  the  revenue 
from  the  Department  of  Customs.  He  stated 
that  the  customs  taxation  was  now  very  little 
in  excess  of  what  it  was  in  1878.  I  find  that 
in  1879  the  customs  tax  amounted  to  $12,900,659, 
or  $3.12  per  head,  while  in  1890  the  amount  was 
$23,968,953,  or  $4.60  per  head.  There  is  another 
thing  to  be  considered.  The  National  Policy  has 
failed  to  produce  the  home  market  which  was  pro¬ 
mised  to  the  people  of  this  country.  That  promise 
has  been  broken  as  well  as  all  the  other  promises. 
Hon.  gentlemen  cannot  point  to  a  single  vestige  of 
Mr.  McMullen. 


all  the  promises  they  made  to  the  farmers  that  has 
been  fulfilled.  They  promised  a  home  market  to 
the  farmers,  and  what  do  we  find?  In  1878  we 
shipped  $32,000,000  of  the  products  of  the  farm, 
and  in  1890  we  shipped  $42,000,000,  or  $10,000,000 
more.  Where  has  the  home  market  been,  because 
the  shipments  have  been  increasing  every  year  in¬ 
stead  of  decreasing?  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  ap¬ 
pear  to  be  very  sensitive  about  discrimination 
against  Great  Britain.  They  appear  to  be  in  love 
with  that  country.  I  have  no  objection  to  that, 
and  we  claim  to  have  as  much  love  for  that  coun¬ 
try  on  our  side  as  they  have  on  theirs.  We  do  not 
boast  of  our  loyalty.  We  do  not  keep  it  on  the 
tip  of  our  tongue,  as  they  do,  but  when  any  trou¬ 
ble  comes  it  is  found  that  Reformers  are  just  as 
read}'  as  Conservatives  to  defend  the  privileges  we 
enjoy  under  British  institutions,  and  that  is 
the  best  proof  of  loyalty.  We  find  that  in  1891 
our  imports  from  Great  Britain  amounted  to 
$31,447,660  of  dutiable  goods  and  $10,599,- 
866  of  free  goods.  Altogether  we  took  from 
them  $42,047,526  worth.  From  the  United  States 
in  the  same  year,  we  imported  $29,790,402  of  duti¬ 
able  goods  and  $23,895,255  of  free  goods,  or  a  total 
of  $53,685,657.  We  took  double  the  quantity  of 
free  goods  from  the  United  States  that  we  took 
from  Great  Britain,  and  yet  hon.  gentlemen  are 
yelling  that  we  on  this  side  want  to  discriminate 
against  the  mother  country.  Are  they  not  doing 
that  now,  because  their  tariff  is  making  us  take 
twice  as  much  free  goods  from  the  United  States  as 
from  England  ?  Then  the  duty  collected  on  goods 
from  Great  Britain  amounted  to  $9,114,271-75, 
while  the  duty  we  collected  on  imported  goods 
from  the  United  States,  on  more  goods  than  we 
imported  from  England,  was  only  $7,734,514.71. 
So  in  reality  the  gross  amount  of  dutiable  goods 
imported  from  the  United  States,  is  very  nearly 
as  large  as  the  gross  amount  imported  from  Great 
Britain,  while  the  duty  collected  is  two  millions 
less  than  the  duty  collected  on  the  goods  which 
come  from  Great  Britain.  Now,  to  give  you  a  little 
idea  of  how  the  want  of  unrestricted  trade  relations 
affects  the  province  from  which  I  come,  I  will  give 
the  exports  and  imports  from  Ontario.  Last  year, 
Ontario  imported  from  the  United  States  dutiable 
goods  to  the  value  of  $15,414,618,  and  free  goods 
to  the  value  of  $10,478,392,  or  a  total  of  $25,892,990. 
The  whole  Dominion  exported  to  the  United  States 
$37,288,572.  Of  that  export,  animals  and  their 
products  amounted  to  $4,316,978  ;  agriculture, $7,- 
291,246,  or  a  total  of  the  products  of  the  farm  of 
$11,508,225.  Products  of  the  forest,  $11,763,058  ; 
products  of  the  mine,  $4,600,800  ;  products  of  the 
fisheries,  $3,807,786  ;  manufactured  goods,  $3,006,- 
423.  Ontario  exported  altogether  to  the  United 
States  in  1891,  $20,693,049.  Of  animals  and  their 
products  that  province  exported  $2,737,539,  and  of 
agriculture,  $5,389,492.  That  shows  how  very  much 
interested  the  Province  of  Ontario  is  in  the  matter 
of  extended  trade  with  the  people  of  the  United 
States  ;  and  I  contend  that  we  will  not  have  a 
better  condition  of  things  in  the  Province  of  On¬ 
tario,  and  I  fear  in  the  Dominion  of  Canada,  until 
such  time  as  we  secure  better  trade  relations  with 
those  people  than  we  have  got  at  the  present  time. 
It  is  said  by  our  opponents,  and  said  with  some 
considerable  force,  that  the  American  farmer  is 
worse  off  than  the  Canadian  farmer.  They  tell  us : 
Why  do  you  want  extended  trade  relations  with  a 
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country  where  the  agriculturists  are  worse  off  than 
they  are  in  Canada  ?  I  admit  that  is  true  to  some 
extent,  and  why  is  it  true  ?  Simply  because  the 
American  farmer  has  been  labouring  under  the 
operation  of  a  protective  tariff  for  25  years,  and  if 
the  Canadian  farmer  is  subject  to  the  exactions  of 
a  protective  tariff  for  twelve  years  and  a  half  more, 
his  condition  will  be  worse  off  than  that  of  the 
American  farmer  is  to-day.  As  Canadian  farmers 
we  have  been  pauperised  under  the  operations  of 
this  law.  As  has  been  truly  stated  by  the  lion, 
member  for  South  Oxford,  there  has  been  a  double 
duty  extorted  from  the  people  of  this  country,  one 
duty  goes  into  the  revenue  and  the  other  duty 
goes  into  the  pocket  of  the  monopolist,  and  the 
result  is,  as  that  hon.  gentleman  showed  last  night, 
that  our  Government,  in  place  of  collecting  $36,000,- 
000  out  of  the  people  of  this  country,  collect  more 
like  $70,000,000  a  year,  because  the  one  portion 
is  taken  for  revenue  and  the  other  portion  is  virtu¬ 
ally  stolen  under  the  operation  of  combines  and 
the  advantages  given  to  manufacturers  under  the 
operation  of  the  present  tariff.  Sir,  we  want  to 
get  rid  of  that  condition  of  things,  and  until  such 
time  as  we  do  get  rid  of  it,  we  will  have  no  im¬ 
provement  in  this  country.  Now,  the  exports  of 
the  Province  of  Quebec  to  the  United  States  last 
year  amounted  to  $4,406,751.  I  have  given 
you  the  exports  of  Ontario.  1  have  here  the 
exports  of  the  other  different  provinces.  Those 
of  Nova  Scotia  were  $3,463,826 ;  New  Bruns¬ 
wick,  $3,646,333;  Manitoba,  $1,021,606;  British 
Columbia,  $3,211,158.  So  that  when  we  look 
over  these  figures  it  can  easily  be  seen  that  of 
all  the  provinces  of  this  Dominion,  the  Province  of 
Ontario  is  the  most  deeply  interested  in  the  question 
of  extended  trade  relations  with  the  United  States. 
We  do  not  wish  for  a  moment  to  go  on  our  knees 
and  beg  from  the  Americans  the  privileges  that  we 
want.  We  claim  that  we  have  the  wherewith  to 
offer  inducements  to  them  to  give  us  those  privi¬ 
leges.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  say  they  have 
nailed  their  colours  to  the  mast,  and  what  are  their 
colours  ?  They  say  :  We  will  enter  into  a  treaty 
with  you,  the  Americans,  if  you  will  not  interfere 
with  our  manufacturing  interests.  We  want  to 
preserve  to  our  sugar  refiners  the  privilege  of 
making  $1,600,000  a  year,  free  from  outside  com¬ 
petition,  and  they  want  to  be  allowed  to  inherit 
that  advantage  for  years  to  come.  We  have  pro¬ 
tected  the  producers  of  agricultural  machinery,  the 
producers  of  furniture  and  of  every  other  article 
that  is  made  in  this  country  under  the  benign 
operations  of  a  tariff  of  protection,  and  we  cannot 
allow  these  people  to  be  interfered  with.  They  are 
still  called  infant  industries,  and  they  always  will 
be  as  long  as  we  treat  them  as  infants,  but  the 
very  moment  you  let  them  stand  alone,  some  of 
them  at  least,  will  get  up  and  show  that  they  can 
compete  with  the  Americans.  But  as  long  as  they 
are  protected  they  will  suck  at  the  resources  of  the 
people  of  this  Dominion,  and  they  will  perform  the 
peculiar  duties  of  barnacles  of  state,  sucking  at  the 
people’s  life  blood.  Now',  we  want  to  put  a  stop 
to  all  that.  We  say  the  people  have  been  sub¬ 
jected  to  that  too  long,  we  say  it  is  time  a  change 
should  be  made.  The  Finance  Minister  had 
better  not  fancy  that  he  has  locked  the  door  and 
put  the  key  in  his  pocket.  He  will  find  that  he  is 
not  in  absolute  possession  of  the  entire  situation,  and 
that  the  people  of  this  country  will  not  give  up 


wdthout  a  struggle,  their  efforts  to  get  clear  of  the 
difficulties  that  are  staring  them  in  the  face.  He 
will  find,  unless  he  makes  some  effort  to  relieve 
the  farming  community,  that  they  wall  begin  to 
open  their  eyes.  A  great  many  of  them  have  been 
going  to  the  polls  and  shutting  their  eyes  to  the 
pernicious  effect  of  this  policy,  but  they  will  begin 
to  get  their  eyes  open,  they  will  begin  to  realize  by 
hard  experience  that  the  National  Policy  has  been 
robbing  them,  they  wall  begin  to  realize  that  this 
policy  is  a  piece  of  unjust  legislation  that  has  been 
drawing  from  them  their  resources  and  putting  them 
into  the  pockets  of  the  manufacturers.  I  say 
that  the  sooner  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  realize 
that  the  farming  community  are  not  satisfied,  the 
better  it  will  be  for  themselves,  and  the  better  it 
will  be  for  this  country.  Now,  Sir,  I  do.  not 
wish  to  touch  upon  any  other  point  except 
the  all-important  point  of  our  trade  rela¬ 
tions.  That  is  the  question  of  all  questions 
that  are  before  this  House  and  this  country  at  the 
present  moment.  It  is  the  question  that  the  people 
of  this  country  are  disposed  to  listen  to,  and  any 
other  question  that  might  be  discussed  in  the 
Budget  debate  had  better  be  left  to  one  side.  We 
are  w  illing  to  hang  our  fate  upon  the  result  of  this 
policy.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  have  thrown 
out  hints  that  we  had  better  look  around  for  a  new 
policy.  We  want  to  announce  to  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  that  we  cling  with  united  tenacity  to 
the  policy  we  have  already  adopted.  We  are  going 
to  stick  to  that  policy.  Notwithstanding  the  fact 
that  the  Minister  of  Finance  says  he  has  closed  the 
door  and  locked  up  all  hope  of  any  further  efforts 
being  made,  we  are  not  willing  to  accept  his  con¬ 
clusion.  We  tell  the  people  of  this  country  :  If 
you  are  prepared  to  place  us  in  the  position  of 
entering  into  negotiations  with  the  United  States, 
clothe  us  with  authority  and  we  will  open  the 
markets  of  that  country  on  fair  and  equitable 
terms  for  you  in  a  very  short  time,  and  give  you  a 
little  sip  of  the  advantages  you  enjoyed  years  ago 
when  you  were  under  such  favourable  circum¬ 
stances  for  disposing  of  your  products  in  the  Amer¬ 
ican  market.  Unrestricted  reciprocity  without  any 
unjust  exactions,  that  is  what  w'eare  labouring  for, 
that  is  what  we  are  going  to  fight  for.  Hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  must  not  fancy  that  they  are  going  to  scare 
us  into  the  adoption  of  something  else.  If  they 
have  nailed  their  colours  to  the  mast  with  a  deter¬ 
mination  to  make  no  further  effort  to  secure  a 
treaty,  we,  on  this  side,  have  adopted  a  different 
course.  We  are  determined  to  cling  to  that  prin¬ 
ciple  until  we  carry  it  out,  to  some  extent  at  least. 
We  have  nailed  our  colours  to  the  mast  also,  and  we 
want  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  to  know,  if  it  is  any 
source  of  comfort  or  satisfaction  to  them,  that  we 
are  going  to  fight  until  the  people  realize  plainly 
the  position  they  are  in  ;  we  are  going  to  fight  this 
battle  out  to  the  bitter  end  until  we  have  convinced 
the  people  of  this  country  that  it  is  in  their  inter¬ 
est  to  support  us  in  the  policy  of  securing  unre¬ 
stricted  reciprocity  with  the  United  States.  We 
are  never  going  to  slacken  our  efforts  until  we 
secure  for  the  hampered  people  of  this  country  the 
relief  of  which  they  stand  so  much  in  need.  This 
course  we  are  going  to  take  and  follow  it  out  until 
the  end.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  no  desire  to  dwell 
further  upon  this  subject.  I  could  not  permit  the 
opportunity  to  pass  without,  at  least,  making  known 
my  views  with  regard  to  this  important  question. 
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I  contend  it  is  the  duty  of  every  man  who  represents 
a  rural  constituency  in  which  he  knows,  from  his  own 
experience  and  the  intimacy  that  exists  between  a 
representative  and  his  constituents,  the  hardships, 
privations  and  inconveniences  under  which  the 
community  which  he  has  the  privilege  of  represent¬ 
ing  is  labouring.  I  know  the  condition  of  our  people ; 
I  know  how  anxious  they  are  to  secure  better 
returns  for  their  farm  products,  and  I  can  say 
this,  that  I  believe — and  I  believe  it  honestly— that 
if  you  open  up  to  the  farmers  of  this  country  the 
markets  of  the  United  States  on  a  liberal  basis,  so 
that  they  can  secure  for  their  products  free  sale  in 
that  open  market,  it  will  be  worth  SI  per  acre  for 
every  acre  of  cleared  land  in  this  Dominion.  If 
you  do  that  I  contend  that  the  farmers  of  this 
country  in  a  very  short  time  would  wipe  out  the 
entire  national  debt,  and  be  no  poorer  than  they  are 
under  the  operation  of  the  present  tariff. 

Mr.  HUGHES.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  rising  as  a 
new  member  to  address  a  few  remarks  to  the  House 
on  the  questions  of  the  day,  I  equally  with  those 
who  have  preceded  me,  must  request  the  indulgence 
of  members  of  the  House  in  case  I  should  trespass 
on  any  of  the  established  rules  and  usages  which 
are  unfamiliar  to  a  new  member.  I  have  been 
surprised  on  coming  to  this  chamber,  and  hearing 
the  trade  questions  discussed,  to  find  that  the 
members  of  the  Opposition  are  taking  the  same 
view  as  that  which  they  have  been  presenting  in 
the  rural  districts.  Those  who  come  from  the 
rural  districts  expect  to  find  a  somewhat  different 
style  of  speech  delivered  on  these  questions  as  com¬ 
pared  with  those  with  which  we  are  favoured  in 
the  rural  districts.  But  I  find  hon.  gentlemen 
have  nothing  new  to  tell  us.  It  is  the  same  old 
story  we  have  heard  during  the  recent  bye-elections, 
and  during  the  general  elections  last  year.  The 
hon.  gentleman  who  has  just  spoken  had  the  honour 
of  visiting  the  riding  1  represent,  not  very  long 
since,  and  the  same  musical  voice  uttered  the  very 
same  arguments  then  which  he  advanced  here  this 
evening.  I  notice  that  hon.  members  of  the 
Opposition  here,  as  in  the  rural  districts,  are  very 
anxious  for  the  welfare  of  the  farmers,  in  fact, 
they  go  further  outside  than  they  do  in  the  House. 
There  they  all  pose  as  farmers,  or  as  the  farmer’s 
friend.  This  brings  to  mind  one  of  those  gentlemen 
when  expressing  his  friendship  for  the  farmers, 
told  them  how  he  was  brought  up  on  the  farm,  that 
he  had  planted  the  potatoes,  and  hoed  the  corn,  and 
done  all  sorts  of  farm  work,  and  that  he  had 
almost  grown  up  between  two  rows  of  corn.  A  boy 
on  the  back  seat  called  out,  “A  pumpkin.”  In 
their  desire  to  pose  as  the  farmer’s  friend  I  think 
those  hon.  gentlemen  are  certainly  not  far  out  of 
the  line  suggested  by  the  boy.  We  find  the  same 
cry  used  here  to-night  as  is  used  in  the  country  ; 
a  decrease  of  population,  farms  have  declined  in 
value  and  those  various  other  pessimistic  cries  that 
have  returned,  during  the  bye-elections,  this  little 
colony  existing  on  this  side  of  the  House.  We 
find  that  when  those  hon.  gentlemen  lay  down  the 
policy  of  free  trade  between  Canada  and  the  United 
States,  they  declare  they  have  pinned  their  colours 
to  the  mast  and  are  going  to  sink  or  fall  by  their 
trade  policy.  I  quite  agree  with  a  remark  that  has 
fallen  from  the  hon.  gentleman  that  the  Govern¬ 
ment  are  here  to  stay.  Whoever  may  see  the  result 
of  the  general  elections,  unless  hon.  gentlemen  of 
Mr.  McMullen. 


the  Opposition  change  their  policy,  will  find  them 
sitting  where  they  now  are;  only  in  still  further 
reduced  numbers.  In  contradistinction  to  their 
policy,  the  Minister  of  Finance  has  laid  before  this 
country  a  proposition  for  fair  trade  with  the 
world.  We  have  seen  during  the  past  generation, 
twenty-one  years,  a  policy  pursued  of  building 
up  this  Canadian  nation,  uniting  province  with 
province,  constructing  various  public  works, 
railways  and  canals  and  the  final  work  of 
constructing  Canada  is  all  but  consummated. 
There  remains  but  one  further  link  in  the  great 
work  of  construction,  and  that  I  hope  will  soon  be 
accomplished,  our  union  with  the  sister  colony  in 
the  ocean,  Newfoundland.  The  second  part  of  the 
great  national  policy  is  being  pursued,  the  exten¬ 
sion  of  trade  within  our  own  borders  and  with  the 
nations  of  the  world  at  large.  We  find  on  an  exa¬ 
mination  of  the  policy  laid  down  by  the  Opposition 
that  those  hon.  gentlemen  invariably  refrain  from 
stating  the  details  of  their  policy.  They  will  tell 
you  how  severely  the  country  is  suffering  under  the 
present  Administration,  they  will  tell  you  how 
badly  off  the  farmers  are  and  the  difficulties  under 
which  they  labour,  but  they  will  never  go  into 
details  with  respect  to  their  policy  ;  and  with  the 
permission  of  the  House  I  will  briefly  review  what 
their  policy  means.  First,  they  do  not  hesitate  to 
admit,  and  it  cannot  be  denied  after  the  speech 
of  the  Minister  of  Finance,  that  it  involves  discri¬ 
mination  against  the  mother  land.  The  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  North  Wellington  (Mr.  McMullen)  has 
stated  that  the  supporters  of  the  Government  last 
night  applauded  when  the  Minister  of  Finance 
made  the  statement  that  we  coidd  not  get  free 
trade  with  the  American  people  without  discrimi¬ 
nating  against  England  and  in  making  that  state¬ 
ment  the  hon.  member  for  Wellington  misled  the 
House.  The  applause  occurred  when  the  Minister 
of  Finance  said  that  we  would  not  consent  to  any 
reciprocity  with  the  United  States  that  involved 
retaliation  against  Great  Britain.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  in  the  course  of  his  remarks  stated  that  under 
the  present  policy  we  protect  various  articles, 
such,  for  instance,  as  furniture  and  binders ; 
and  it  was  time  that  this  protection  was 
stopped.  If  his  policy  was  carried  out,  if  there 
was  free  trade  between  Canada  and  the  United 
States,  not  only  would  those  classes  be  doubly 
protected  as  compared  with  their  protection  at 
present,  but  they  would  be  protected  in  such  a 
wray  that  our  infant  manufactures  M  ould  be  left  to 
the  mercy  of  the  great  monopolies  across  the  line, 
and  would  be  Mriped  out  M7ithin  a  short  time. 
There  can  be  no  doubt  that  their  policy  involves 
the  largest  amount  of  protection  with  the  loss  of 
our  industries  at  home.  While  on  the  one  hand 
they  talk  of  free  trade  with  the  United  States, 
they  are,  on  the  other  hand,  shutting  us  out  from 
the  rest  of  the  M  orld  ;  it  is  simply  free  trade  with 
the  United  States  and  exclusion  from  all  the  rest 
of  the  world,  and  it  is  the  most  novel  kind  of  free 
trade  which  any  politician  ever  advanced.  Their 
policy  would  further  involve  the  loss  of  all 
the  industries  we  now  enjoy,  and  which  M'e  are 
building  up  in  this  country,  and  in  which  we  are 
making  progress  at  the  present  time.  I  need  not 
dM7ell  on  this  point  ;  it  is  self-evident.  Their 
policy  would  further  mean  the  centralization  of  the 
trade  of  the  country,  not  at  the  ports  of  Montreal, 
Quebec,  St.  John  and  Halifax,  but  in  New  York 
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and  Boston.  It  is  well  known  that  the  American 
promoters  of  the  scheme  of  free  trade  between 
Canada  and  the  United  States  are  largely 
interested  in  the  transportation  lines  which  centre 
in  those  American  cities,  and  it  is  one  of  their 
plans  for  building  up  their  own  property  and  their 
own  lines  of  railway  to  the  detriment  of  our  Cana¬ 
dian  roads.  It  would  further  involve  us  in  compe¬ 
tition  with  the  western  farmers  of  the  United 
vStates.  A  preceding  speaker  has  very  clearly  and 
explicitly  pointed  out  some  of  the  disadvantages 
under  which  we  would  labour  had  we  free  trade 
with  the  United  States,  but  I  desire  to  refer  for  a 
few  moments  to  American  statistical  records  to 
show  what  the  trade  would  mean.  At  present  we 
are  protected  from  the  United  States  in  all  articles 
of  farm  produce  ;  atid  here  I  may  digress  to  ask 
the  hon.  member  who  preceded  me  to  explain  a 
statement  which  he  made.  He  stated  that  in  1878 
we  enjoyed  a  free  market  with  the  United  States 
and  that  we  then  produced  many  articles  of  farm 
produce  which  we  were  not  able  to  produce  to-day 
and  sell  to  the  United  States.  In  all  my  experience 
of  farm  products  I  cannot  recollect  one  article  that 
was  produced  and  sold  to  the  Americans  under  the 
old  reciprocity  treaty  that  we  cannot  produce  and 
sell  to  them  to-day.  I  am  sure  that  the  House  will 
be  more  than  obliged  to  the  member  for  W elling- 
ton  (Mr.  McMullen)  if  he  would  kindly  name 
one  article  which  we  produced  under  the 
old  reciprocity  treaty  and  which  we  do  not 
produce  now.  Perhaps  the  chief  article  in 
which  we  come  in  competition  with  the  United 
States  is  the  article  of  wheat,  and  when  I  look  at 
the  official  reports  of  the  United  States,  issued  last 
year,  I  find  that  there  were  in  the  hands  of  the 
farmers  of  that  country,  and  for  which  they  were 
unable  to  find  a  market  in  any  part  of  the  world, 
156,000,000  bushels  of  wheat.  The  House  can 
easily  understand  that  if  that  were  turned  into 
flour  and  sold  in  our  Canadian  markets  it  would 
greatly  reduce  the  price  of  our  wheat  there.  The 
millers  of  this  country  are  at  the  present  time 
putting  forth  extraordinary  efforts  in  order  to 
secure  the  entrance  of  our  flour  into  Newfoundland 
on  favourable  terms.  If  we  were  exposed  to  the 
competition  of  the  Americans  in  our  home  markets, 
the  foreign  markets  would  amount  to  nothing, 
because  the  Americans  have  cheaper  transpor¬ 
tation  rates  than  we  have  as  yet,  and  we  would  find 
ourselves  undersold  in  our  home  markets  by  their 
cheap  western  products.  We  find  that  on  the 
1st  of  March  last  year  the  Americans  had  in  their 
granaries,  and  unable  to  find  a  market  for  it  through¬ 
out  the  world,  970,000,000  bushels  of  corn.  The  hon. 
gentleman  who  preceded  me  (Mr.  McMullen)  spoke 
of  having  American  corn  coming  into  this  country 
free.  There  are  men  in  this  House  who  in  the  days 
prior  to  1878  know  that  the  American  corn  was  fed 
to  the  horses  in  this  country,  and  in  the  lumber 
camps  in  this  neighbourhood  and  throughout  north¬ 
ern  Ontario,  while  our  farmers  had  oats  in  their 
granaries  which  they  could  not  sell  at  more  than 
from  10  to  15  cents  per  bushel.  Yet  the  Liberal  mem¬ 
bers  in  this  House  would  wish  to  return  to  the  old 
days  prior  to  1878,  when  oats,  which -formed  one  of 
the  staple  products  of  the  Canadian  farmer,  were 
rendered  almost  valueless.  I  find  also  from  the 
official  reports  of  the  United  States  that  the  oats 
market  is  up  into  the  six  and  seven  hundred 
million  bushels  every  year.  Turning  to  the  cattle 
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trade,  we  find  that  under  our  relations  with  Great 
Britain  we  enjoy  a  preferential  trade  in  the  English 
market,  and  the  Americans  themselves,  in  the 
interests  of  their  people,  are  so  fully  alive  to  this 
that  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  for  the  United 
States  has  seen  fit  to  make  a  report  to  Congress  on 
the  subject.  He  says  : 

“  The  greatest  hindrance  to  the  export  trade  in  live  cat¬ 
tle  is  the  regulation  of  the  British  Government  requiring 
that  all  American  cattle  shall  be  slaughtered  on  the  docks 
within  a  period  ot  ten  days  after  they  are  landed.  This 
prevents  the  owner  from  holding  them  until  they  can 
recover  from  the  effects  of  the  voyage  and  until  the 
market  is  in  the  best  condition  for  selling.  Canadian 
cattle,  which  are  allowed  to  enter  England  without  any 
restrictions,  are  said  to  yield  the  shipper  from  $10  to 
$15  per  head  more  than  can  be  realized  from  steers 
shipped  from  the  United  States.  The  effect  of  this  differ¬ 
ence  in  returns  is  very  marked,  both  upon  our  trade  and 
upon  the  market  value  of  cattle  in  the  United  States.  If 
our  shippers  were  able  to  secure  $10  or  $15  per  head 
more  for  their  animals  it  would  of  course  stimulate  the 
trade,  and  they  would  be  able  to  pay  nearly  that  amount 
more  for  steers  purchased  in  this  country.  Such  an 
advance  in  the  price  of  export  cattle  would  have  a  strong 
tendency  to  increase  the  price  of  all  other  kinds  of  stocks. 
In  this  respect,  then,  the  removal  of  the  restrictions  would 
be  of  the  very  greatest  advantage  to  American  cattle- 
raisers. 

“  The  removal  of  the  English  restriction  would  also  en¬ 
able  our  shippei’s  to  send  a  kind  of  cattle  which  now  can¬ 
not  be  exported  at  all  to  Great  Britain.  There  is  no  doubt 
but  that  our  thin  steers,  or  feeders,  as  they  are  called, 
could  be  supplied  to  the  English  farmers  for  feeding  pur¬ 
poses  much  cheaper  than  store  cattle  are  now  obtained 
from  Ireland.  The  vast  numbers  of  this  class  of  our 
steers  which  have  been  thrown  upon  the  market  of  the 
United  States  during  the  last  three  or  four  years  have  so 
exceeded  the  supply  that  prices  have  declined  below  the 
cost  of  production.  The  inevitable  tendency  is  ft)  force 
down  the  price  of  all  meat-producing  animals?  If  the 
foreign  trade  would  take  a  considerable  number  of  these 
thin  steers  it  would  be  of  the  greatest  benefit  in  sustain¬ 
ing  the  prices  in  this  country.” 

Now,  Sir,  turning  again  to  the  reports  of  the 
United  States,  we  find  in  that  country  that  the 
number  of  cattle  is  increasing,  not  by  hundreds  or 
thousands,  but  by  hundreds  of  thousands  and 
millions.  For  instance,  the  increase  in  the  number 
of  cattle  alone  in  1890  over  1889  was  2,470,865 
head  in  the  United  States.  The  increase  in  the 
number  of  swine  in  that  year  was  1,301 ,188,  and  last 
year  again  the  increase  in  the  number  of  cattle  was 
in  the  United  States  1,172,251  head  over  the  pre¬ 
vious  year  ;  and  we  find  also  that  the  average 
price  of  these  animals  is  far  below  the  average 
price  in  Canada.  We  find,  turning  to  the  hog 
industry  of  the  United  States,  that  there  were 
51,602,780  animals  in  the  markets  in  1890,  which 
was  an  increase  over  1889  of  1,300,000,  besides 
3,105,000  which  died  of  hog  cholera.  In  1891  we 
find  that  there  was  an  increase  of  1,722,917  in  the 
hog  markets  of  the  United  States  and  an  increased 
value  in  the  hog  products  of  the  United  States  of 
$30,837,492.  If  our  farmers  had  to  compete  with 
American  farmers  in  the  production  of  pork,  the 
effect  on  our  trade  would  simply  be  ruinous. 
The  deputation  which  waited  on  the  Minister  of 
Finance  the  other  day  was  assured  that  American 
barrelled  pork  was  being  placed  in  Canada  at 
the  present  time  at  about  $7.50  per  barrel. 
We  find  that  the  export  of  hog  products  from  the 
United  States  amounted  last  year  to  1,300,000,000 
lbs.,  besides  live  hogs  amounting  to  45,000  in 
number,  and  this  year  the  hog  products  of  the 
United  States,  not  including  the  cities  and  towns, 
amounted  to  3,470,000,000  lbs.  The  official  report 
of  the  United  States  in  speaking  of  this  matter  says : 
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“  No  account  is  taken  of  the  hogs  killed  and  consumed 
by  farmers  or  sold  in  villages,  towns  and  cities,  and  which 
are  not  packed,  as  there  are  no  definite  data  troin  which 
it  can  be  determined.” 

Now,  I  will  turn  to  the  question  of  horses.  The 
lion,  member  for  North  Wellington  (Mr.  McMul¬ 
len)  endeavoured  to  show  that  Canadian  farmers 
would  benefit  by  free  trade  witli  the  United 
States  in  horses.  I  am  free  to  admit  that  in  the 
days  that  lie  has  spoken  of,  that  is,  under  the  old 
treaty  of  1854,  we  did  enjoy  a  market  with  the 
United  States  for  our  horses.  We  all  know,  Sir, 
that  at  that  time  the  American  war  was  going  on 
and  horses  had  a  ready  sale  for  cavalry.  At  that 
time  also  the  western  states  were  being  settled  up 
and  the  farmers  of  the  east  were  sending  horses  to 
these  states  ;  whereas  to-day,  from  these  same 
western  states,  they  are  exporting  horses  in  thou¬ 
sands  and  tens  of  thousands.  We  also  know  that 
in  the  cities  and  towns  of  the  United  States  horses 
have  been  largely  used  until  recent  years  for  street 
cars,  but  other  motive  power  has  taken  the  place 
of  horses,  and  the  number  employed  in  this  service 
is  gradually  lessening,  so  that  on  account  of  this 
the  demand  for  horses  has  fallen  off  considerably. 
If  we  turn  to  the  official  report  of  the  United 
States  we  find  that  in  1889  the  average  price 
per  head  of  horses  in  the  United  States  was  $71.89, 
in  1890  it  was  $68.84,  and  last  year  it  had  fallen  to 
the  low  sum  of  an  $65.01  in  the  United  States 
markets.  We  find  that  in  place  of  looking  for  a 
market  for  horses  in  the  United  States  that  it  be¬ 
hoves  us  to  look  at  home.  In  turning  to  our  North- 
West  you  will  find  that  thousands  of  horses  are 
annually  smuggled  into  that  country  or  brought 
through  the  customs.  Last  year  the  aggregate 
value  of  horses  imported  into  Canada  from  the 
United  States  was  over  $116,000.  Of  course,  we 
sold  a  large  number  to  the  United  States  ;  but  the 
day  is  fast  approaching  when  it  will  become  the 
duty  of  the  Canadian  Government  to  protect  our 
farmers  against  horses  from  the  western  prairies. 
In  almost  any  article  of  far  in  produce  our  Cana¬ 
dian  farmers  cannot  compete  with  the  cheap  pro¬ 
ducts  of  the  western  prairie  farms  of  the  United 
States.  There  the  farmer,  when  he  goes  on  to  his 
land,  finds  it  already  cleared  ;  there  is  no  neces¬ 
sity  of  fencing  it  ;  as  a  rule,  his  house  is  very  cheap  ; 
and  he  is  not  obliged  to  indulge  in  the  luxury  of 
expensive  buildings.  In  the  older  provinces  of  the 
Dominion  the  farmer  has  in  the  first  instance  to 
clear  the  land,  which,  with  stumpage  and  stoning, 
occupies  several  years  of  severe  labour.  I  am  free 
to  say  that  the  fences  and  buildings  on  almost  any 
Ontario  or  Quebec  farm  represent  fully  the  value 
of  any  western  prairie  farm.  Further,  Sir,  in  the 
western  states  the  farmers  are  not  subject  to  the 
long  winters  that  we  have  here.  On  the  average, 
our  farmers  have  to  provide  for  feeding  their  stock 
six  or  seven  months  every  year,  and  it  is  utterly 
impossible  for  them  to  raise  pork  or  cattle,  or 
animals  of  any  kind,  in  Canada,  to  compete  with 
the  cheap  products  of  the  western  states.  If  you 
turn  to  the  eastern  states,  you  will  find  that  the 
farmers  there  are  made  poor  by  the  competition  of 
the  western  farmers.  The  lion,  member  for  South 
Oxford  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright),  who  is  supposed 
to  represent  the  financial  brains  of  the  Opposition, 
in  his  addresses  throughout  the  country,  preaches 
of  the  desolation  that  exists  in  Ontario  from  the 
reduced  values  of  farms.  Well,  I  can  point  him 
Mr.  Hughes. 


to  the  Genesee  valley,  considered  by  many  to 
be  the  garden  of  America,  where  farms  have  been 
reduced  in  value  one-third  or  one-half  by  the  same 
cause.  It  has  been  remarkable  to  me  why  these 
lion,  gentlemen,  in  passing  through  the  country, 
have  not  sought  for  an  honest  explanation  of  the 
decrease  in  the  value  of  farm  lands  throughout  the  old 
provinces.  In  discussing  these  matters  one  might  as 
well  be  fair  ;  and  I  am  satisfied  that  if  they  had 
discussed  that  matter  on  a  fair  basis,  and  had  not 
attempted  to  mislead  the  electors,  the  bye-elections 
recently  held  would  not  have  resulted  so  disas¬ 
trously  as  they  have  done.  The  hon.  member  for 
South  Oxford,  in  his  speeches  throughout  the  coun¬ 
try,  has  been  asserting  that  the  cause  of  the  de¬ 
creased  value  in  the  farm  lands  of  this  country  is  the 
financial  policy  of  the  Government.  Is  there  an  hon. 
member  in  this  House,  or  even  a  school  boy  through¬ 
out  the  length  and  breadth  of  the  Dominion,  who 
does  not  know  the  real  cause  of  that  depreciation  in 
value?  We  admit  that  there  is  depreciation,  but 
there  is  an  honest  cause  for  it — the  cause  of  supply 
and  demand.  In  our  North-West  we  have  millions 
of  acres  opened  up,  and  our  young  men  who  have 
money  to  invest  or  who  wish  to  settle  down 
on  farms  for  themselves,  in  place  of  paying  the 
large  prices  demanded  in  the  older  provinces, 
go  there  with  their  stock  of  implements  and  take 
up  land.  The  consequence  is,  that  when  land 
is  thrown  on  the  market  here,  it  does  not  find 
as  ready  purchasers  as  it  otherwise  would.  This 
is  the  honest  explanation  of  the  depreciation  in 
value,  and  it  is  one  which  involves  no  reflection  on 
the  policy  of  the  Government.  Now,  these  hon. 
gentlemen  tell  us  that  our  natural  market  lies 
alongside  of  us.  It  would  be  just  as  reasonable  for 
the  hon.  member  for  North  Wellington  to  tell  the 
people  of  the  adjoining  county  of  Grey  :  Now, 
gentlemen,  we  lie  alongside  of  you,  and  conse¬ 
quently  you  are  our  natural  market  ;  we  will  take 
our  hogs  and  sheep  and  cattle  and  farm  produce 
generally  over  to  the  county  of  Grey  and  sell  them 
to  you.  So  also  a  gentleman  from  Grey  might  as 
well  say  to  the  people  of  North  Wellington  :  Be¬ 
cause  you  lie  alongside  of  us  you  are  our  natural 
market,  and  we  will  take  our  hogs  and  cattle  and 
produce  and  sell  them  to  you.  No,  Sir  ;  the  people 
of  both  these  counties,  producing  similar  com¬ 
modities,  take  them  where  they  are  wanted  in  our 
Canadian  towns  and  cities.  The  city  of  Toronto 
alone  consumes  twelve  or  fifteen  million  dollars 
worth  of  farm  produce  every  year.  The  market  of 
that  city  alone  is  worth  more  to  the  Canadian 
farmer  than  the  market  of  the  whole  65,000,000 
people  to  the  south  of  us.  These  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  are  not  at  all  satisfied  with  the  result  of 
the  trip  of  the  Ministers  to  Washington.  They 
complain  of  it  very  greatly,  and  they  seem 
to  be  disappointed  that  the  mission  was  not 
successful.  They  find  fault  with  the  hon.  Finance 
Minister  for  not  suggesting  to  Mr.  Blaine  some 
solution  of  the  difficulty  in  regard  to  raising  a 
revenue.  We  have  had  the  hon.  member  for  South 
Brant  (Mr.  Paterson)  on  a  visit  to  North  Victoria 
in  the  recent  bye-election,  when  the  policy  repre¬ 
sented  by  these  gentlemen  met  with  such  a  cool 
reception.  We  also  had  the  eloquent  member  for 
North  York  (Mr.  Muloek)  there;  we  had  the 
great  financier,  the  hon.  member  for  South  Oxford, 
there  ;  we  had  various  others  of  the  burning  and 
shining  lights  of  the  Opposition  there  ;  and  these 
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gentlemen  were  asked  again  and  again  to  point  out 
how  they  would  raise  a  revenue  in  case  their  policy 
was  brought  into  effect  :  and  neither  directly  nor 
indirectly  did  one  of  them  answer  the  question  how 
they  would  raise  the  revenue.  I  have  read  their 
speeches  delivered  in  various  localities,  and  I  have 
failed  to  discover  where  they  have  presented  any 
solution  of  that  question.  Yet  they  will  come  here 
and  seek  to  cast  discredit  on  the  Finance  Minister 
because  he  failed  to  present  a  solution  of  this 
difficulty  to  Mr.  Blaine.  I  conceive  that  it  was 
none  of  his  business  to  present  a  solution  to 
Mr.  Blaine.  We  know  what  the  result  would  be  ; 
we  know  how  the  revenue  would  be  raised.  It 
would  be  raised,  as  I  am  afraid  it  will  have  to  be 
raised  in  provincial  affairs  before  very  long — by  di¬ 
rect  taxation  ;  and  I  am  satisfied  that  the  people 
will  never  consent  to  that.  The  lion,  gentlemen 
are  in  the  habit,  I  see,  on  the  floor  of  the  House, 
as  on  the  political  hustings,  of  misrepresenting  the 
attitude  of  the  Government  in  relation  to  the  old  reci¬ 
procity  treaty  of  1854-66.  The  present  proposal 
of  the  Dominion  Government  in  reference  to  that 
treaty  is  this,  as  these  lion,  gentlemen  right  well 
know :  A  renewal  of  the  reciprocity  treaty  of  1854, 
with  such  modifications  as  are  required  to  suit  the 
altered  conditions  of  the  two  countries,  and  with 
such  extensions  as  are  admitted  to  be  in  the  interest 
of  Canada  and  the  United  States — the  most  material 
difference  ;  and  when  the  lion,  member  for  North 
Wellington  stathd  that  while  the  Ministers  were 
opposing  that  treaty  at  Washington,  members  on 
the  stump  in  Canada  were  calling  for  a  return  to  it, 
I  cannot  agree  with  them.  I  know  that  in  our 
county  such  was  not  the  case,  and  I  do  not  believe 
it  was  in  any  other.  The  chief  cry  of  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  opposite  has  reference  to  the  condition  of  the 
population  of  Canada.  In  this  matter  I  would  like 
to  see  a  little  more  honesty  of  purpose  displayed 
by  the  members  of  the  Opposition.  When  the 
census  of  1881  was  taken  they  objected  to 
the  manner  in  which  it  was  done,  and  said  it 
was  not  a*  true  representation  of  the  population. 
In  our  own  locality,  gentlemen  who  were  enumer¬ 
ators  at  both  times,  tell  me  that  at  that  time  if  a 
young  man  were  living  in  Toronto  and  his  home  was 
in  Victoria  county,  he  was  enumerated  at  home,  and 
the  chances  were  ten  to  one  he  was  also  enumerated 
in  Toronto,  so  that  in  this  way  I  am  satisfied  the 
difference  in  the  census  returns  must  be  very  large, 
and  the  increase  in  population  is  much  larger  than 
is  shown  by  the  census.  However,  whether  our 
increase  has  been  substantial  or  otherwise  in  num¬ 
bers,  it  certainly  has  been  substantial  in  quality. 
On  turning  to  the  reports,  we  find  that  the  value 
of  immigrant  effects  brought  into  the  country  last 
year  amounted  to  $3,842,901  as  compared  with  the 
value  in  1876-77  of  about  $686,205.  We  find  that 
although  in  the  neighbouring  Republic  there  has  been 
an  increase  in  population,  through  immigration, 
much  larger  than  ours,  yet  it  is  of  a  different 
quality.  I  shall  take  the  liberty  of  quoting  from 
an  address  recently  delivered  by  Rev.  Dr.  Banks,  of 
Boston,  in  which  he  says,  speaking  of  Boston  : 

“  It  seems  strange,  indeed,  to  go  up  and  down  some  of 
these  old,  historic  streets,  and  yet  never  in  the  course  of 
one’s  walk  hear  spoken  the  language  of  the  country.  In 
the  course  of  my  investigations  during  the  past  few 
months  I  have  found  it  impossible  to  do  anything  practi¬ 
cal  without  an  interpreter.  Often  in  entering  an  old  rear 
tenement  house,  where  filth  and  misery  held  riot,  I  have 
been  astonished  at  the  splendidly-carved  ornaments  over 
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the  doorways  and  the  still-to-be-traced  carving  on  the 
balustrade. 

“  Once  these  old  rear  tenements  were  the  abode  of 
Boston’s  wealthiest  and  most  cultivated  citizenship,  but 
the  old  world  tide  has  come  in ,  and  house  after  house, block 
after  block,  and  street  upon  street,  have  been  overwhelmed 
by  the  waves  of  people  who  speak  other  languages,  and 
whose  habits  of  life  are  more  foreign  than  their  speech. 

“  The  consideration  which  causes  the  most  sober  thought 
among  earnest  men  to-day,  is  the  entirely  different  class  of 
immigration  coming  to  us  now  from  that  of  former  times. 

“  In  the  earlier  days  of  American  history  it  was  the 
intelligent, self-reliant  part  of  the  European  communities 
who  dared  the  expense  and  hardship  of  the  long  sea  voy¬ 
age  by  a  sailing  vessel,  and  faced  the  exigencies  of  the 
new  world.  The  immigrants  of  those  days  were  mostly 
farmers  and  skilled  mechanics,  who  brought  with  them 
the  habit  and  prestige  of  success. 

'*  The  rapid  incoming  of  these  old  world  tides  has  very 
close  relation  to  the  wages  of  labouring  people.  Large 
numbers  of  these  alien  labourers  who  are  coming  now  are 
little  better  than  ‘  slaves  to  contractors,  steamship  lines 
and  the  professional  European  jobbers  in  pauper  labour.’ 
They  come  m  direct  competition  with  the  native-born  and 
the  worthy  foreign  immigrant — who  comes  here  for  the 
purpose  of  applying  for  citizenship  and  securing  a  home. 
At  every  point  of  contact  with  our  labour  system  they 
debase  it. 

“  This  is  very  easy  to  understand  when  one  investigates 
a  little  the  methods  used  to  encourage  emigration  to  this 
country.  It  is  now  known,  beyond  a  doubt,  that  prisoners’ 
aid  societies  in  various  European  countries  have  been 
steadily  shipping  convicts  to  the  United  States.  Neither 
has  it  been  an  uncommon  thing  for  criminals  to  be  let  off 
by  the  courts  on  the  condition  of  their  emigration  to 
America.” 

Such  is  the  class  of  immigration  which  has  tended 
to  swell  the  percentage  of  increase  in  the  United 
States.  I  repeat  that  if  our  increase  has  been 
moderate,  it  has  been  very  substantial  in  quality, 
and  it  is  well  to  proceed  slowly  in  building  up 
this  great  Dominion,  laying  a  good  substantial 
foundation  on  which  to  build  up  future  millions 
which  are  certain  to  be  here  in  a  very  few  years. 
The  hon.  gentleman  who  preceded  me  took  occa¬ 
sion  to  refer  to  the  mortgages  of  Canada.  Now,  I 
shall  not  enter  into  a  comparison  of  the  figures,  but 
I  shall  take  the  liberty  of  quoting  a  resolution  passed 
by  the  recent  General  Farmers  Union  of  the  State 
of  Minnesota,  showing  that  the  United  States 
Government  deliberately  took  steps  to  see  that  their 
census  enumeration  would  not  be  such  as  to  show 
the  actual  mortgage  indebtedness  of  the  United 
States.  The  Minnesota  Alliance  passed  this  reso¬ 
lution  : 

“  Whereas,  the  Act  of  Congress  approved  Feb.  22, 1890, 
provided  that  the  superintendent  of  the  census  should 
ascertain  the  number  of  farms  and  homes  which  are 
under  mortgage,  the  amount  of  the  mortgage  debt,  and 
the  value  of  the  property  mortgaged  ;  and 

“Whereas,  the  superintendent  of  the  census,  for  the 
purpose  of  concealing  from  the  people  the  grievous  results 
of  misgovernment  by  the  old  political  parties,  has  directly 
violated  the  above  statutes  by  directing  his  enumerators 
to  report  only  those  mortgages  which  are  a  lien  upon 
farms  and  homes  ‘  occupied  by  owners,’  and  to  ‘  include 
no  valuations  of  real  estate  occupied  by  tenants  or  hired, 
nor  the  indebtedness  upon  the  same,  if  it  may  be  reason¬ 
ably  avoided  ’ :  and, 

“  Whereas,  this  violation  of  the  statutes  renders  the 
census  of  1890,  taken  at  great  expense  to  the  people,  of  no 
value  as  a  report,  either  of  the  number  of  tenants  on  land 
in  the  United  States  or  the  real  amount  of  mortgage 
indebtedness  of  our  citizens  ;  therefore, 

“  Resolved,  that  the  Alliance  senators  and  members  of 
Congress  are  respectfully  requested  to  take  steps  to  secure 
a  bond  jicle  census  of  the  indebtedness  of  the  people  of  the 
United  States,  and  also  to  have  the  superintendent  of  the 
census  prosecuted  at  law  for  his  gross  violation  of  the 
laws  of  the  country  .” 

I  would  ec  dully  point  out  that  when  the  Gov- 
vernment  .  ne  United  States  connives  at  what 
these  farmers  are  pleased  to  describe  a  fraud,  there 
must  be  something  very  improper  which  they  are 
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desirous  of  concealing  from  the  public.  I  find  here 
in  a  newspapaper  from  Dakota,  of  date  March  the 
16th,  1892,  the  following  extract : — 

“  During  the  first  week  in  March  there  were  170  mortgage 
foreclosures  advertised  in  Brown  county  alone,  or  at  the 
rate  of  a  thousand  a  year  in  one  county.  Here  is  the  list, 
giving  the  number  in  each  newspaper : 

In  Democrat  . 36  Yerdon  Times. . 15 

In  News .  35  Frederick  Free  Press..  .  11 

In  Sun . '34  Colombia  Sentinel. .  4 

In  Star . 31  Groton  Independent  ... .  4 

Total  for  Brown  county,  170. 

“  Faulk,  Spink,  Edmunds,  and  many  other  counties 
make  a  showing  even  more  appalling  than  Brown.” 

And  yet  the  hon.  gentleman  who  preceded  me 
seemed  to  delight  in  pointing  out  that  the  people 
were  emigrating  from  the  fertile  district  of  North 
Wellington  to  the  barren  district  of  Dakota.  It 
seemed  to  point  to  the  fact  that  the  hon.  gentleman 
must  have  been  traversing  that  riding  advertising 
the  territory  or  the  state  of  Northern  Dakota  to  a 
very  alarming  extent.  He  asks  why  these  people 
are  in  the  United  States.  Well,  all  we  can  point 
to  is  this,  that  if  the  western  States  are  not  well 
advertised  among  the  people  of  Canada  it  is  no 
fault  of  the  hon.  gentlemen  who  make  up  the 
Opposition.  Since  my  earliest  recollection  in  the 
active  field  of  politics,  I  find  these  gentlemen 
preaching,  in  season  and  out  of  season,  the  advan¬ 
tages  of  the  western  territories  of  the  United 
States  for  settlement.  They  show  the  difficulties 
under  which  the  Canadian  farmer  labours,  and  point 
with  seeming  pleasure  and  pride  to  the  western 
fields  of  the  United  States,  and  we  find  that  the 
500,000  odd  emigrants  who  left  Canada  for  the 
United  States  during  the  regime  of  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  opposite  have  proved  very  successful  agents 
in  inducing  Canadian  settlers  to  leave  their 
homes  and  settle  out  there.  The  hon.  gentleman 
points  to  the  decrease  of  the  census  in  various  parts 
of  the  Dominion,  especially  the  older  provinces. 
The  hon.  member  for  East  Simcoe  who  preceded 
him,  very  properly  pointed  out  that  a  number  of 
the  young  men  here  who  grow  up — three  or  four 
sons  on  a  farm—  emigrate  to  the  North-West  and 
take  up  land.  There  is  another  fact  which 
accounts  for  a  decrease  in  the  population.  A  num¬ 
ber  of  years  ago  the  old  methods  of  farming  were 
resorted  to  by  the  people.  Now  you  can  scarcely 
enter  on  a  farm  in  the  province  of  Ontario  and  the 
better  portions  of  Canada  but  you  will  find  improved 
agricultural  implements  doing  away  with  manual- 
labour  to  a  large  extent,  and  thus  rendering  it  useless 
for  these  young  men  to  stay  at  home.  As  my  hon. 
friend  from  East  Simcoe  (Mr.  Bennett)  has  pointed 
out,  it  allows  them  to  pass  to  the  North-West  and 
into  our  Canadian  cities  and  towns  and  engage  in 
other  occupations  in  life.  The  member  for  North 
Wellington  (Mr.  McMullen)  pointed  to  only  two 
products  of  Canadian  farms  that  had  found  a 
mar  ket  in  the  United  States.  Last  year  the  average 
price  for  potatoes  was  37  cents  in  the  United  States, 
while  in  Canada  it  was  fully  50  per  cent  more. 
Lambs  they  do  import  in  large  quantities,  but, 
being  obliged  to  purchase  these  from  Canada,  no 
matter  what  the  duty  may  be,  they  have  to  pay  it. 
It  may  seem  strange  that  in  regard  to  barley  and 
lambs,  as  soon  as  the  McKinley  Bill  came  into  force, 
the  price  in  Canada  increased,  and  it  is  shown  that 
the  price  of  barley  in  the  United  States  is  now  the 
lowest  ever  known,  while  in  Canada  it  is  the  high¬ 
est  that  has  been  known  for  many  years.  Owing 
to  the  energetic  policy  of  the  Minister  of  Agricul- 
Mr.  Hughes. 


ture  in  opening  up  a  market  in  England  for  nur 
two-rowed  barley  we  are  entirely  independent  of 
the  United  States.  Their  farmers  declare  that 
they  must  have  our  barley,  and  we  know  now  that 
we  can  grow  a  barley  which  is  more  productive 
than  the  six-rowed  which  we  grew  before.  In  our 
county,  Victoria,  we  raised  an  average  of  60  to  75 
bushels  an  acre  which  brought  from  50  cents  to  55 
cents  a  bushel,  as  compared  with  30  to  33  bushels 
an  acre  of  the  six-rowed  barley,  bringing  from  40 
cents  to  45  cents  a  bushel.  We  can  do  without  the 
six-rowed  barley.  It  is  known  a.t  the  present  time 
there  is  a  market  in  Great  Britain  for  six-rowed 
barley,  which  is  used  there  for  feed  purposes,  and 
that  malting  houses  are  being  established  there  to 
introduce  the  six-rowed  barley  for  malting  purposes. 
I  do  not  know  that  there  is  much  more  that  the  hon. 
gentleman  who  preceded  me  has  referred  to.  We 
have  already  taken  the  liberty  of  pointing  out  that 
in  the  visit  the  Ministers  were  pleased  to  pay  to 
Washington  recently  they  met  with  a  very  cour¬ 
teous  reception,  and,  whether  it  was  that  our 
friends  the  gentlemen  of  the  Opposition  learned 
from  the  American  Government  or  that  the  Ame¬ 
rican  Government  learned  from  the  Opposition  that 
no  reciprocity  relations  would  be  accorded  to 
Canada,  which  did  not  discriminate  against  Great 
Britain,  it  was  certainly  learned,  and  it  gave  tone 
to  the  already  strong  suspicion  that  each  of  those 
parties  was  conversant  with  the  ideas  of  the  other. 
We  find  a  statement  sometimes  advanced  and 
hinted  at  by  the  hon.  gentleman  who  spoke  here 
this  evening,  that  the  cities  and  towns  of  the 
eastern  States,  if  w'e  had  free  trade,  would  afford 
a  lucrative  market  for  our  farm  products.  I  may 
take  the  liberty  of  pointing  out  here,  in  reply  to 
an  argument  frequently  advanced,  that  the  farming 
lands  of  the  United  States  are  being  fairly  well 
taken  up  and  that  in  a  few  years  the  production  of 
the  United  States  will  reach  the  maximum,  and 
then  we  will  reap  the  harvest  in  those  cities  and 
towns.  I  remember  in  the  maps  which  were  put 
before  us  in  our  boyish  days  that  Illinois  was  con¬ 
sidered  the  far  west,  and  all  west  of  that  was 
represented  as  the  Great  American  Desert.  In  that 
Great  American  Desert  are  to-day  the  homes  of  tens 
of  thousands  of  people.  I  find  here  a  reference  to 
these  districts  : 

“  In  a  visit  to  Yuma,  Colorado,  farmers  were  found  who 
had  fled  from  the  droughts  of  Illinois,  some  old  men  of 
sixty  starting  anew  on  a  desert  homestead,  who  had 
broken  the  soil  deeply  with  horses  and  cattle  and  even 
cows  and  are  getting  wheat  yielding  twenty  bushels  per 
acre,  cribbing  hundreds  of  bushels  of  corn,  growing  oats 
and  potatoes,  hay  and  vegetables,  and  converting  a  former 
scene  of  desolation  into  one  of  beauty  and  bloom.  Deep 
breaking,  subsoiling  and  frequent  cultivation,  processes 
the  very  reverse  of  those  practised  by  the  pioneer  farmer, 
are  the  sources  of  the  new  prosperity.  Colorado  agricul¬ 
ture  is  contesting  with  mining  for  superiority  in  value  of 
production,  and  her  wisest  publicists  assert  that  one-third 
will  th_s  year  be  produced  without  irrigation.” 

I  could  also  point  to  parts  where  irrigation  on 
a  very  large  scale  is  being  carried  on  in  Arizona  and 
in  those  other  places  in  the  west  which  w'ere  looked 
on  as  deserts,  but  I  shall  not  detain  you.  In  the 
report  of  this  year,  speaking  of  the  same  desert 
and  the  productive  capacity  of  the  United  States, 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  met  the  argument  that 
the  United  States  has  nearly  reached  the  limit  of 
production  as  follows  : — 

“  Scarcely  more  than  a  third  of  the  south  is  included  in 
farms  and  the  proportion  of  farm  land  in  Maine  is  no 
larger.  The  land  in  the  west  is  not  all  taken,  and  an 
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immense  area  of  arid  lands  can  be  irrigated  and  made 
highly  productive.  Then  a  considerable  area  of  farm 
lands  is  not  now  utilized  in  production,  and  much  of  the 
tilled  land  is  not  half  cultivated.  High  culture  upon  a 
scientific  and  common-sense  basis  might  increase  ma¬ 
terially  if  not  double  the  present  rate  of  yield.  It  will 
be  time  enough  to  talk  of  importation  of  food  products 
when  our  population  is  five  times  as  large  as  at  present. 
The  following  extract  further  enlarges  upon  this  theme  : 

“  ‘  With  9,000,000  farmers  and  farm  labourers,  cultivat¬ 
ing  over  5,0< >0,000  farms,  but  a  third  of  the  land  is  taken 
up,  but  a  small  part  of  that  is  under  crop,  and  the  area 
under  nominal  cultivation  is  superficially  treated  and 
scarcely  up  to  half  its  maximum  production.’  ” 

I  do  not  see  from  my  view-point  what  is  to  be 
gained  by  the  Canadian  farmer  in  any  sense 
except  perhaps  in  regard  to  land,  by  free  trade 
between  Canada  and  the  United  States.  On  the 
other  hand,  I  can  see  staring  him  in  the  face  direct 
taxation  and  additional  burdens  thrown  upon  the 
land  and  the  farmer.  Under  our  present  system  of  a 
revenue  tariff  the  burdens  of  taxation  fall  very 
lightly  on  the  farmer,  but  under  the  free  trade 
proposals  of  the  Opposition  they  will  be  increased.  I 
am  glad  to  see  that  the  late  leader  of  the  Opposition 
party,  the  Hon.  Edward  Blake,  bears  out  that 
theory,  and  that  I  can  also  refer  to  him  in  order  to 
show  that  the  policy  which  these  gentlemen  boast 
they  will  stand  by  and  in  regard  to  which  they 
have  nailed  their  colours  to  the  mast,  is  one  which 
leads  to  the  control  of  our  revenue  by  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  the  United  States,  and  ultimately  to  the 
control  of  our  country  by  the  United  States — 
in  other  words,  to  annexation.  If  the  hon. 
gentlemen  choose  to  nail  their  colours  to  the 
mast,  choose  to  stand  by  the  policy  enunciated 
by  them  during  the  past  bye-elections,  then  I 
am  certain  the  Liberal-Conservative  party  of 
Canada  will  have  no  fault  to  find  with  them.  We 
find  that  under  the  administration  of  the  present 
Government  the  country  is  progressing  ;  we  find 
that  our  public  debt  is  represented  in  our  canal 
system,  in  our  public  works,  and  in  the  splendid 
system  of  railways  which  are  found  throughout 
Canada,  and  other  works  which  tend  towards  the 
development  and  building  of  this  great  and  glorious 
country  which  we  are  all  proud  to  live  in.  I  shall 
not  detain  the  House  any  further  at  this  late  hour 
of  the  night,  and  will  close  by  thanking  hon.  gen¬ 
tlemen  of  both  parties  for  the  courteous  hearing 
they  extended  to  me  on  this  my  first  effort  in 
addressing  the  House. 

Mr.  DAWSON  moved  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  debate  adjourned. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON  moved  the  adjournment 
of  the  House. 

Motion  agreed  to ;  and  House  adjourned  at 
11.15  p.m. 

HOUSE  OF  COMMON'S. 

Thursday,  24th  March,  1892. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  Three  o’clock. 

Prayers  . 

NEW  MEMBERS. 

Mr.  SPEAKER  informed  the  House  that  the 
Clerk  of  the  House  had  received  from  the  Clerk 
of  the  Crown  in  Chancery,  certificates  of  the  elec- 
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tion  and  return  of  George  Guillet,  Esq.,  for  the 
Electoral  District  of  West  Northumberland,  and  of 
Arthur  Boyle,  Esq.,  for  the  Electoral  District  of 
Monck. 

MEMBERS  INTRODUCED. 

George  Guillet,  Esq., Member  for  the  Electoral  District 
of  West  Northumberland  ;  introduced  by  Mr.  Weldon  and 
Mr.  Sproule. 

Arthur  Bovle,  Esq.,  Member  for  the  Electoral  District 
of  Monck;  introduced  by  Sir  John  Thompson  and  Mr. 
Montague. 

FIRST  READING. 

Bill  (No.  42)  to  revive  and  amend  the  Act  to 
incorporate  the  Brockville  and  New  York  Bridge 
Company — (Mr.  Taylor.) 

PETITIONS  FOR  PRIVATE  BILLS. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Annapolis)  moved  : 

That  the  time  for  presenting  petitions  for  private  Bills 
be  extended  till  Friday,  the  1st  April  next,  in  accordance 
with  the  recommendation  of  the  Select  Standing  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Standing  Orders. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

THE  SEAT  FOR  WELLAND. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  It  was  understood, 
when  the  debate  on  the  question  of  privilege  was 
adjourned  yesterday,  that  it  would  be  adjourned 
until  to-day,  and  that  if  any  further  matter  arose 
in  reference  to  the  position  of  the  member,  it 
should  be  mentioned  to-day.  1  understand  that 
yesterday  the  hon.  member  for  Norfolk,  who  made 
the  motion,  telegraphed  to  Welland,  but  I  under¬ 
stand  it  would  be  about  4  o’clock  before  Mr. 
German  could  receive  the  message,  and  therefore, 
I  would  like  to  know  if  any  proposal  is  to  be  made 
on  the  subject.  If  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  is 
of  the  same  opinion  as  he  was  yesterday,  that  the 
motion  should  stand  until  sufficient  time  was 
allowed  for  Mr.  German  to  come  here,  I  would 
suggest  that  the  matter  should  stand  until  Tuesday. 

NEWFOUNDLAND  AND  CANADA. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.  I.)  asked,  Whether  the  existing 
tariff  of  Newfoundland  discriminates  against  any 
and  which  of  the  natural  productions  of  Canada  ; 
and  if  so,  to  what  extent  and  how  long  has  such 
discriminating  tariff  been  in  operation  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Section  13  of  the  Revenue  Act, 
1891,  cap.  3,  54  Vic.  of  Newfoundland,  reads  as 
follows : — 

“  In  addition  to  the  duties  hereinbefore  provided  to  be 
levied,  collected  and  paid  on  goods,  wares  and  merchan¬ 
dize,  hereinafter  mentioned;  imported  into  this  colony 
and  its  dependencies  from  countries,  the  fishermen  of 
which  have  the  privilege  of  taking  fish  on  all  parts  of  the 
coast  of  Newfoundland  and  its  dependencies,  and  in  which 
countries  duties  are  or  shall  hereafter  be  levied  upon  fish 
and  the  produce  of  the  fisheries,  exported  from  this  co¬ 
lony  to  such  countries,  the  following  duties,  namely: — 


Flour,  per  bbl . $0.75 

Pork,  per  bbl . 0.75 

Butter,  per  100  lbs .  0.75 

Tobacco,  per  100  lbs .  5.00 

Kerosene  oil,  per  gall .  0.05 

Corn  meal,  per  bbl .  0.25£ 

Hay,  per  ton .  5.00 

Oats,  per  bush .  0.10 

Potatoes,  per  bush .  0.25 

Turnips,  per  bush . . .  0.25 

Cabbages,  per  doz.  heads .  0.40 


Unenumerated  vegetables,  30  per  cent. 
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The  ordinary  table  of  duties  under  the  same  Act  is 
as  follows 


Flour,  per  bbl . $0.30 

Pork,  per  bbl.  200  lbs .  1.75 

Butter,  per  100  lbs  .  3.00 

Tobacco,  manufactured, per  lb . 20c.  and  5  p.c. 

Tobacco,  leaf  and  stems,  per  lb. .  0.20 

Kerosene  oil,  per  gall .  0.06 

Corn  meal,  per  bbl .  0.25 

Hay,  per  ton . 20  p.c.  adval. 

Oats,  per  bush .  0.05 

Potatoes,  per  bush .  0.05 

Turnips,  per  bush .  0.10 

Cabbages,  per  doz  heads .  2.00  p  h 

Unenumerated  vegetables, . . 10  p.c.  adval. 


“  Provided  always,  that  the  Governor  in  Council  may, 
at  any  time,  when  it  shall  be  made  to  appear  to  be  for  the 
interest  of  this  colony,  by  proclamation  to  be  published 
in  the  Royal  Gazette,  suspend  the  operation  of  this  clause 
for  a  limited  period,  the  duration  of  such  period  to  be 
stated  in  the  said  proclamation.” 

The  said  Act  was  passed  30th  May,  1891  ;  took 
effect  on  and  after  1st  April,  1891  ;  to  continue  in 
force  until  11th  June,  1892.  We  have  examined 
the  Royal  Gazette  from  1st  April,  1891,  to  latest 
copy  received,  but  find  no  such  proclamation  as  that 
referred  to  in  said  clause. 

CANADA  TEMPERANCE  ACT. 

Mr.  FLINT  moved  that  the  House  resolve  itself 
into  Committee  on  Bill  (No.  6)  to  amend  the  Canada 
Temperance  Amendment  Act  of  1 888. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  House  resolved  itself  into 
Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

On  section  1, 

Mr.  FLINT.  I  would  state  that  sub-section  a 
makes  no  change  in  the  Amendment  Act,  except 
that  it  relieves  the  druggist  or  chemist  from  the 
necessity  of  keeping  a  record.  I  may  say  the  same 
of  sub-section  b,  which  is  worded  the  same  as  sub¬ 
section  c  of  the  Act  amended,  the  only  change  in 
the  law  being  that,  in  regard  to  the  articles  named 
in  the  sub-section,  druggists  are  relieved  from  the 
restrictions  in  the  original  Act.  With  regard  to 
the  last  sub-section,  that  is  also  subject  to  the  same 
explanation  which  I  gave  in  regard  to  the  previous 
sub-sections. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  would  suggest  that  in  sub¬ 
section  b,  after  the  word  “which  ”  in  the  third  line, 
the  word  “  beverage”  be  inserted. 

Mr.  FLINT.  I  am  afraid  that  my  hon.  friend 
is  a  little  hypercritical  in  this  matter  ;  the  change 
does  not  appear  to  me  to  be  necessary.  I  do  not 
wish  to  change  the  wording  of  the  original  Act  any 
more  than  is  absolutely  necessary  to  carry  out  the 
intention  that  I  had  in  view. 

On  sub -section  d, 

Mr.  FLINT.  This  sub- section  leaves  out  the  word 
“alcohol  ”  that  is  contained  in  the  original  sub-sec¬ 
tion  of  the  Act  of  1888.  With  that  exception  it  is 
the  same.  Alcohol  is  taken  out  of  that  sub-section 
because  alcohol,  more  than  methylated  spirits,  is 
subject  to  improper  use  by  those  who  purchase  it 
for  that  purpose.  The  alcohol  mentioned  in  sub¬ 
section  e  of  the  Act  of  1888,  being  left  out  of  this 
sub-section,  is  placed  in  the  next  sub-section,  next 
to  spirituous  liquors.  That  is  the  substantial  gain 
in  the  Act. 

Bill  reported. 

Mr.  Bowell. 


INSURANCE  ACT. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell)  moved  second  reading 
of  Bill  (No.  3)  further  to  amend  the  Insurance 
Act.  He  said :  I  presume,  Mr.  Speaker,  that, 
in  accordance  with  the  usual  practice,  the  Bill 
will  receive  its  second  reading  now,  and  will 
be  sent  to  the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Com¬ 
merce,  where  its  provisions  will  be  fully  considered. 
I  may  say  that  I  will  ask  the  committee  to  make 
several  modifications  in  its  terms,  and  that  I 
propose  to  introduce  a  clause  exempting  fraternal 
societies  from  its  provisions.  Measures  of  a  similar 
character  have  been  in  operation  for  some  years 
past  in  most  of  the  states  of  the  neighbouring 
country,  and  have  been  found  very  beneficial.  The 
principle  of  the  Bill  is  in  the  direction  of  preserving 
the  mutuality  which  should  exist  between  policy¬ 
holders  in  the  same  company,  and  doing  away  with 
the  discriminations  which  now  too  often  prevail  as 
between  large  and  small  policy-holders. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Bill  read  the  second  time. 

INCOMES  OF  THE  PEOPLE. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  I  should  like  to  ask 
the  Government  whether  it  would  not  be  possible 
to  lay  on  the  Table  at  a  very  early  day, a  statement 
of  the  number  of  persons  having  incomes  over  $500 
or  $1,000  in  the  Dominion  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  cannot  say  at  the 
moment  how  long  it  will  take  to  get  such  a  return. 
I  will  ascertain  it. 

SUPPLY— THE  BUDGET. 

House  resumed  adjourned  debate  on  the  proposed 
motion  of  Mr.  Foster  : 

That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair,  for  the 
House  to  go  again  into  Committee  of  Supply. 

Mr.  DAWSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  sure  we  all 
admired  the  eloquence  with  which  the  young  mem¬ 
ber  for  North  Victoria  (Mr.  Hughes)  presented  his 
case  last  night.  We  also  must  have  admired  the 
frankness  with  which  he  condemned  the  Govern¬ 
ment  for  the  manner  in  which  they  took  the  census 
in  1881.  His  friends  will  hardly  thank  him  for 
being  so  unkind  as  to  question  their  honesty  in 
taking  the  census  that  year.  The  Minister  of 
Finance  must  not  blame  him  for  having  published 
the  iniquity  of  the  Government  in  going  to  Wash¬ 
ington  to  propose  a  treaty  which  he  says  is  contrary 
to  the  interests  of  the  farmers  of  this  country.  The 
hon.  member  said  that  the  Canadian  farmers  cannot 
compete  with  American  farmers.  The  Minister  of 
Finance  seems  to  agree  with  this  sentiment,  and 
says  that  the  very  treaty  which  they  went  to  W ash- 
ington  to  negotiate  w’ould  subject  the  Canadian 
farmers  to  a  great  and  dangerous  competition. 
Neither  of  those  hon.  gentlemen  have  explained  to 
the  House  or  the  country  how  the  Canadian  farmer 
will  be  able  to  compete  with  the  American  farmer 
when  their  products  meet  in  a  market  common  to 
both  of  them,  which  is  said  by  hon.  gentlemen  op¬ 
posite  to  be  the  natural  market  for  Canadian  products. 
When  the  products  of  those  farmers  meet  in  the 
common  markets  of  England, how  will  the  Canadian 
farmer  be  able  to  compete  with  the  American  farmer 
there  ?  If  he  cannot  compete  in  the  home  market, 
how  can  he  compete  in  the  market  across  the  sea?  It 
was  distinctly  stated  that  the  Ministers  who  went  to 
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Washington  proposed  to  negotiate  a  reciprocity 
treaty  on  the  basis  of  the  treaty  of  1854,  with  modi¬ 
fications  and  extensions  such  as  the  changed  con¬ 
ditions  of  the  country  have  made  it  necessary  or 
desirable,  and  to  press  for  a  conclusion  of  a  treaty 
on  that  basis.  All  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  speak¬ 
ing  of  this  question,  seemed  to  agree  that  any  ex¬ 
tensions  of  that  treaty  would  be  disastrous,  and 
modifications,  if  we  are  to  accept  the  words  of  the 
member  for  Norch  Victoria,  would  reduce  the 
items  on  which  reciprocity  can  be  obtained  to  the 
single  item  of  the  little  Canadian  lamb.  The  hon. 
gentleman  says  reciprocity  in  lambs  is  the  only 
reciprocity  which  will  be  advantageous  to  the  Cana¬ 
dian  farmer.  We  imported  from  the  United  States 
last  year  43,000  sheep  ;  we  sold  them  244,000.  Our 
Ministers,  he  says,  are  prepared  to  negotiate  a  fair 
reciprocity  treaty  with  the  United  States.  It  is 
scarcely  fair  to  expect  the  Americans  to  grant  us 
reciprocity  in  sheep  when  we  sell  them 
244,000  against  43,000  they  send  to  us.  I 
should  think  that  such  a  treaty  would  certainly 
lack  the  essential  elements  of  reciprocity.  Fancy 
the  Ministers  going  to  Washington  and  asking  Mr. 
JBlaine  to  show  them  some  way  by  which  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  of  this  country  could  be  carried  on,  when 
suffering  the  loss  of  revenue  which  we  now  collect 
on  the  imports  of  sheep  from  the  United  States. 
$29,949  was  the  sum  total  of  the  revenue  which  we 
collected  upon  our  importations  of  American  sheep  ; 
and  so  our  Ministers  are  in  the  position  that  they 
went  to  Mr.  Blaine  and  asked  him  to  show  some 
means  by  which  the  Government  of  this  country 
could  be  carried  on  without  this  revenue,  or  to  sug¬ 
gest  some  method  by  which  this  revenue  should  be 
replaced.  All  the  hon.  gentlemen  on  the  other  side 
of  the  House  who  had  spoken  on  this  subject  seem 
to  accent  the  fact  that  the  Ministers  were  received 
at  Washington  with  kindness  and  courtesy.  Each 
speaker  refers  to  this  fact  as  if  it  were  a  matter 
of  wonder  to  him  that  our  Ministers  received  court¬ 
eous  treatment  from  Mr.  Blaine.  Are  we  at  war 
with  the  people  of  the  United  States  ?  If  not,  why 
is  it  a  matter  of  wonder  that  our  Ministers  should 
be  courteously  received  there  ?  Is  it  the  recollection 
of  the  unkind  words  that  have  been  spoken  so  often 
of  their  neighbours  ?  Have  they  so  often  proclaimed 
them  to  be  a  hostile  nation  that  they  now  believe 
their  slanders  to  be  true  and  wonder  because 
their  silly  vapourings  seem  not  to  have  exasperated 
the  Americans  altogether  ?  The  census  figures  cer¬ 
tainly  seem  to  terribly  disturb  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite,  and  well  they  may.  They  admit  that  the 
populations  of  rural  constituencies  have  woefully 
decreased.  They  admit  the  lamentable  fall  in  the 
values  of  lands,  and  they  attempt  in  many  ways  to 
account  for  this  alarming  state  of  affairs.  The 
loss  of  our  rural  population  is  very  great.  Take 
the  seven  counties  which  form  the  barley-growing 
section  of  the  Province  of  Ontario, and  we  find  that 
the  loss  has  been  very  serious  indeed.  The  County 
of  Frontenac,  according  to  the  census  enumeration, 
has  had  an  actual  loss  since  1881  of  1,548  of  its 
population  ;  if  we  add  to  this  the  natural  increase, 
which  is  placed  at  20  per  cent,  we  find  that  that 
county  has  suffered  a  loss  during  ten  years  of 
4,546.  Lennox  suffered  an  actual  loss  of  1,412,  plus 
the  natural  loss  of  increase,  3,263,  showing  that 
4,675  persons  have  found  their  way  out  of  that 
constituency.  Prince  Edward  County  has  lost 
2,152,  which  with  their  natural  increase,  shows  a 


loss  of  6,360.  East  Hastings,  exclusive  of  Deseronto, 
hast  lost  928  in  addition  to  the  natural  increase, 
showing  that  4,056  have  gone  away  from  that  con¬ 
stituency.  West  Hastings  has  lost  1,563  inaddition 
to  their  natural  increase,  showing  a  loss  here 
of  5,043.  East  Northumberland  lost  990,  besides 
the  natural  increase,  showing  an  emigration  from 
that  constituency  of  5,588.  West  Northumberland 
has  suffered  an  actual  loss  of  2,037,  plus  the  natural 
increase,  showing  in  that  constituency,  embracing 
three  townships,  that  5,433  people  have  gone  away 
during  the  past  ten  years.  These  seven  constitu¬ 
encies  have  suffered  an  actual  loss  of  10,630  in 
addition  to  the  natural  increase  of  25,071,  showing 
that  35,701  have  departed  from  these  counties 
during  the  past  ten  years ;  35,701  in  addition  to 
their  share  of  the  emigrants  who  were  said  to  have 
taken  up  their  abodes  in  this  country  of  ours. 
The  hon.  member  for  North  Victoria  (Mr.  Hughes) 
says  that  this  loss  which  these  constituencies  have 
sustained  is  not  a  loss  to  the  Dominion,  but  merely 
a  displacement  of  population,  and  that  if  we  seek 
them  we  will  find  that  these  men  have  taken  up 
their  abode  in  our  great  North-West.  The  census 
reveals  the  fact  that  the  total  population  of  the 
North-West  from  Lake  Superior  to  the  Pacific,  is 
only  346,931,  not  double  the  population  of  the  city 
of  Toronto.  The  total  increase  there  during  these 
ten  years  only  amounts  to  178,766,  not  twice  the 
increase  of  the  city  of  Toronto.  If  Ontario  farmers 
have  gone  in  such  numbers  to  the  North-West, 
whither  have  the  immigrants  gone  who  are 
said  to  have  arrived  in  Canada  ?  We  are 
told  that  886,000  have  landed  among  us  ?  Where 
are  their  homes  ?  Have  none  of  them  gone  to  the 
North-West  ?  Has  the  North-West  been  filled  up 
by  the  hardy  sons  of  Ontario  ?  If  so,  I  ask  again, 
where  are  the  immigrants  who  are  said  to  have 
arrived  here,  and  to  induce  whom  to  come  here, 
we  have  spent  a  large  sum  during  the  past  ten 
years  ?  It  is  next  contended  that  the  rural  popula¬ 
tion  has  been  absorbed  by  our  cities.  Why  is  it  that 
our  agricultural  classes  are  attracted  to  our  cities  ; 
why  is  it  they  wish  to  leave  the  farm  and  risk  the 
battle  of  life  in  the  already  over  populated  cities  of 
Canada — over-populated  in  comparison  with  the 
country  districts  ?  The  reason  for  it,  I  think,  is  per¬ 
fectly  plain  ;  it  is  the  disabilities  under  which 
farmers  labour,  they  having  to  force  a  great  pro¬ 
portion,  in  many  cases  the  bulk  of  their  products, 
through  the  high  American  tariff.  This  has  so  re¬ 
duced  the  profit  upon  their  operations  that  they 
have  become  discouraged  with  their  calling,  and 
many  of  them  have  been  driven  in  despair  to  seek 
a  living  in  the  cities  of  our  land.  In  addition  to 
this  tribute  to  the  American  treasury  they  have 
to  pay  also  an  excessive  tribute  to  our  own  trea¬ 
sury  here  on  the  goods  imported  for  their 
use,  and  a  heavier  tribute  still,  into  the 
pockets  of  the  protected  manufacturers  of  our 
country.  The  McKinley  Bill  has  most  certain¬ 
ly  increased  this  disability.  Is  the  drain  from 
our  rural  constituencies  to  be  continued  ?  Are 
the  people  to  flee  from  our  rural  districts  and 
mass  themselves  in  the  cities  of  our  country  ? 
Surely  if  this  movement  is  to  go  on,  the  danger  of 
it  must  be  apparent  to  any  thinking  men.  It  can¬ 
not  be  in  the  interest  of  this  country  to  have  our 
population  massed  in  the  cities, draining  the  agricul¬ 
tural  sections  of  the  country  and  drawing  away 
the  people  from  that  industry  which  above  all 
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others  is  the  most  important  industry  of  the  Dom¬ 
inion  of  Canada.  These  attempted  explanations 
do  not  account  for  the  loss  of  our  people  ;  our  peo¬ 
ple  have  gone  neither  to  the  North-West  nor  have 
they  all  massed  themselves  in  the  cities  of  our  land. 
Knowing  this,  other  efforts  are  made  by  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  opposite  and  their  friends  to  show  where  the 
people  have  gone,  and  lately  the  electors  of  West 
Northumberland  were  informed  that  it  was  non¬ 
sense  to  say  that  2,037  actually  lost  to  that  riding 
were  to  be  found  in  the  United  States.  They  said  : 
If  you  sought  for  them  you  would  find  them  peace¬ 
fully  sleeping  beneath  the  snow  in  the  cemeteries  of 
that  constituency.  They  stated  that  any  one  who 
doubted  the  statement  that  the  population  was 
dying  off  there,  could  find  confirmation  at  the 
hands  of  the  undertakers  and  “engravers”  in 
that  constituency.  The  Canadians  are  slowly 
dying  off ;  no  natural  increase  in  our  land  ! 
Shame  I  say  ;  shame  on  men  who  so  libel  a 
vigorous  race.  Canada  has  suffered  a  grievous  loss 
of  population,  and  I  think  that  the  matter  ought 
to  be  spoken  about  and  a  remedy  suggested  by  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite.  It  is  not  meet  that  hon. 
gentlemen  sent  here  to  govern  this  country  should 
sit  down  in  despair,  and  say  that  nothing  can 
be  done  to  remedy  this  lamentable  state  of  affairs. 
There  is  a  natural  increase  in  this  country  ;  no  per¬ 
son  can  deny  it.  I  estimate  the  natural  increase 
in  ten  years  as  equivalent  to  20  per  cent.  If  you 
add  this  natural  increase  to  the  population  which 
we  had  in  1881,  and  add  also  the  886,173  immi¬ 
grants  who  came  to  our  shores  in  the  last  ten  years, 
and  then  deduct  the  population  as  we  have  it,  taken 
in  the  year  1891,  we  find  that  this  country  has 
suffered  an  actual  loss  during  ths  past  ten  years  of 
1,246,531  souls.  But  if  20  per  cent  is  too  high  an 
estimate  for  the  natural  increase,  take  10  per  cent, 
and  we  find  that  Canada  sustained  a  loss  during 
the  tenyears  of  814,000  souls, who  have  fled  from  the 
country  overburdened  with  the  questionable  bless¬ 
ing  of  a  National  Policy.  Has  nothing  been  done  to 
attract  population  to  this  country  ?  Has  nothing 
been  done  to  find  employment  for  our  people  here  ? 
During  the  past  thirteen  years  our  railways  have 
doubled  their  mileage.  In  the  construction  of  this 
additional  mileage,  over  8400,000,000  has  been 
spent  during  the  past  thirteen  years,  graving  docks 
have  been  built,  wet  basins  constructed,  canals 
dug,  custom  houses  and  post  offices  erected.  Every 
effort  has  been  made  by  the  Government  to  attract 
population  here  and  to  find  employment  for  those 
who  are  here.  And  yet,  in  spite  of  it  all,  we  find 
the  people  hastening  in  droves  out  of  our  country. 
It  is  not  infants  in  arms  who  go,  but  the  very  best 
of  our  young  life.  Our  stalwart  and  hardy  sons 
and  our  noble  young  women  are  departing  from 
this  country,  leaving  behind  them  the  infants  in 
arms,  to  be  reared — if  the  present  condition  of 
things  continues — to  manhood’s  estate,  only  to 
follow  those  who  have  gone  before  to  the  United 
States.  But  some  hon.  gentlemen — I  am  sorry  to  say 
an  hon.  Minister  of  the  Crown  among  others — state 
that  few  go  except  craven  Grits,  who  leave  their 
country  for  their  country’s  good.  Well,  perhaps 
they  are  Grits,  and  that  may  account  for  the  seven 
constituencies  which  I  have  named  being  now 
represented  by  Conservatives.  But  if  they  are 
cravens,  at  least  they  prove  on  American  soil  that 
they  are  more  than  equal  for  the  Americans,  in 
Mr.  Dawson. 


whose  midst  they  forge  ahead  to  the  front,  and  are 
to-day  leaders  of  men  in  their  new  home.  But  I 
would  ask  the  hon.  member  for  East  Northumber¬ 
land  (Mr.  Cochrane),  whose  two  sons  are  in  the 
United  States,  if  he  will  admit  that  they  are 
cravens  who  have  left  their  country  for  their 
country’s  good  ?  That  we  are  driving  our  young 
people  away  is  not  only  apparent  to  us  in  Canada, 
but  it  is  equally  apparent  to  the  mother  country 
across  the  sea.  In  England  it  is  seen  that  some¬ 
thing  is  wrong  in  Canada,  and  there  a  remedy  has 
been  suggested.  The  Review  of  Reviews  says  : 

“  In  this  past  decade  a  continuous  and  strikingly  bold 
attempt  has  been  made  by  the  Canadian  Government, 
through  such  means  as  enormous  railway  subsidies,  pro¬ 
tective  tariffs  and  assistance  to  immigration,  to  build  up 
Canada  as  an  independent  economic  community.  The  so- 
called  National  Policy  has  been  pursued  in  heroic  de¬ 
fiance  of  all  the  natural  laws  that  governed  the  situation. 
Five  millions  of  Canadians  are  scattered  along  4,000  miles 
of  boundary  line.  Nearly  all  of  them  live  within  a  few 
miles  of  that  line.  A  nation  of  65,000,000  of  people  is  on 
the  other  side  of  the  artificial  barrier.  The  5,000,000  can 
thrive  only  in  such  degree  as  they  can  enter  freely  into 
the  commercial  system  of  their  own  continent.  If  the 
trade  barriers  were  removed,  men  and  capital  would  freely 
flow  into  the  great  undeveloped  north.  So  long  as  the 
barriers  are  maintained  Canada  will  drive  away  her  best 
blood  instead  of  stimulating  growth  and  industrial  deve¬ 
lopment.  ” 

We  wish  these  trade  barriers  removed.  We  are 
told  that  reciprocity  can  be  had,  but  only  by  con¬ 
senting  to  discriminate  in  favour  of  the  United 
States  in  such  articles  as  may  be  named  in  the 
treaty.  And  why  not  consent  to  such  discrimina¬ 
tion  ?  Is  it  true,  as  we  have  often  heard  Con¬ 
servative  orators  state,  that  the  only  tie  which 
binds  us  to  Great  Britain  is  our  trade  relation  to 
that  country  ?  Are  we  to  sit  idly  here  and  see  our 
sons,  one  by  one,  drift  southward,  followed  by 
immigrants  whom  England  entrusts  to  our  care — is 
our  natural  wealth  never  to  be  developed — because 
we  must  not  disturb  that  trade  which  forms  the 
only  tie  which,  according  to  the  words  of  these 
hon.  gentlemen,  binds  us  to  the  mother  country  ? 
When  the  tariff  law  known  as  the  National  Policy 
was  proposed  many  years  ago,  it  was  shown  that 
the  raising  of  a  high  tariff  against  British  goods  was 
a  hard  blow  at  the  development  of  trade  with  Great 
Britain.  It  was  not  framed  for  the  encouragement 
or  development  of  that  trade.  I  grant  that  the 
framers  of  that  tariff  held  it  up  as  in  the  interest 
of  Canada.  They  said  that  they  wished  to  develop 
the  industries  of  Canada,  and  that  if  it  did 
strike  a  blow,  and  a  heavy  blow,  against  British 
trade  it  mattered  not,  because  it  was  done  in 
the  interest  of  Canada.  It  was  suggested  that 
this  might  possibly  imperil  British  connection  if 
the  only  tie  that  bound  us  to  Great  Britain  was 
our  trade  relation.  The  advocates  of  that  policy 
answered  :  We  framed  this  policy  wholly  in  the 
interest  of  Canada,  and  if  it  imperils  British 
connection,  so  much  the  worse  for  British  connec¬ 
tion.  We  do  not  go  so  far  as  these  hon.  gentle¬ 
men.  W e  do  not  believe  that  the  only  tie  which 
binds  us  to  the  mother  land  is  our  trade  relation 
with  that  country.  We  believe  that  the  great 
heart  of  England  beats  for  us,  not  solely  for  the 
trade  we  give  her.  We  are  her  children  and  the 
mother  heart  yearns  to  see  us  prospering  and  able 
to  keep  our  kinsmen  whom  she  sends  among  us, 
and  able  with  their  aid  to  build  up  a  mighty 
nation  here,  whose  achievements  will  reflect 
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honour  on  the  stock  from  which  we  spring. 
Our  trade  relation  is  not  the  only  tie  which 
binds  us  to  England.  Our  destiny  has  brought 
us  here.  When  Great  Britain  granted  to  us 
the  priceless  boon  of  responsible  government,  giv¬ 
ing  us  absolute  control  over  the  destinies  of  this 
country,  she  intended  that  we  should  so’govern  it  as 
to  bring  about  the  highest  destiny  attainable  for  it. 
If  in  the  working  out  of  that  destiny  the  trade  re¬ 
lation  with  the  old  land  should  in  a  measure  be 
disturbed,  I  am  sure  it  will  not  in  any  degree  im¬ 
peril  our  political  connection  with  the  mother 
country,  or  dim  in  the  least  the  love  which  England 
has  for  us.  Now,  that  hon.  gentlemen  have  failed 
to  open  the  American  market,  they  endeavour 
to  belittle  it.  They  endeavour  to  show  us  that 
it  is  after  all  of  but  slight  consequence  to  us. 
The  Trade  and  Navigation  Returns  present  a  differ¬ 
ent  picture.  They  show  that  that  market  is  of 
vast  importance,  nay,  of  vital  importance  to  us. 
Our  total  exports  last  year  were  $88,000,000,  of 
which  the  United  States  took  $37,000,000,  while 
England  took  $43,000,000.  The  Trade  and  Navi¬ 
gation  Returns  divide  our  exports  under  seven 
heads.  Under  every  head,  except  that  of  animals 
and  their  products,  we  find  that  the  United  States 
took  from  us  more  than  England.  The  items  are 
as  follows  : — 


England. 

United  States. 

Animals  and  products . 

Other  fa  rm  products . 

$20,991,143 

5.254,028 

'851,794 

2,747,882 

11,146,282 

2,252,295 

360 

$  4.316,979 
7,291,246 
4,600,800 
3,807,786 
11,763,058 
3,006,423 
43,144 

Products  of  mine . 

Fisheries . 

Forest  products . 

Manufactured  goods . 

Miscellaneous . 

Amount  short  returned  at 
inland  ports . 

$34,829,436 

2,913,994 

$43,243,784 

$37,743,430 

In  the  face  of  these  figures,  it  cannot  be  said  that 
the  American  market  is  not  of  tremendous  import¬ 
ance  to  us.  It  cannot  be  shown  that  it  is  possible 
to  us  to  open  up  a  market  which  will  replace  it  in 
any  other  country  under  the  sun.  I  have  said  our 
farmers  labour  under  a  disability,  because  they 
have  to  force  their  products,  through  the  American 
tariff,  into  the  best  markets  for  many  of  their  pro¬ 
ducts.  The  Minister  of  Finance  says  :  England  is 
our  best  market  for  beans,  lambs,  eggs,  barley  and 
all  other  products.  Well,  if  England  is  .  our  best 
market,  why  do  we  uot- send  our  products  there? 
We  have  had  the  McKinley  Bill  in  force  sometime 
now,  yet  great  as  are  the  restrictions  put  upon  our 
shipments  by  it,  our  goods  have  not  gone  seeking 
any  other  market  in  such  volume  as  we  are  told 
they  have.  Take  the  first  item  mentioned  by  the 
Minister  of  Finance,  the  item  of  beans.  We  find 
that  last  year  we  sent  not  one  dollar’s  worth  to 
England,  but  $493,486  worth  to  the  United  States, 
upon  which,  under  the  McKinley  Bill,  we  paid  a 
duty  of  $128,759.  The  following  table  will  show 
the  volume  of  our  exports  of  a  few  items  of  farm 
produce  respec  Lively  to  England  and  the  United 
States,  and  the  amount  we  paid  in  duty  on  said 
exports  to  the  latter  country  : — 


Articles. 

England 
Bought,  1891. 

U.  S.  Bought, 
1891. 

Duty  under 
McKinley 
Bill. 

Pea, ns . 

None. 

$  344,405 
83.589 
150,291 
156,254 
1,400 
75,225 

$  493,486 
759,081 
1,074,247 
375,813 
1,215,022 
1,478,092 
2,849,269 

$  128,759 
225,000 
367,711 
,  200,280 
298,710 
831,636 
1,437,862 

Sheep . 

FiSrers . . 

TTay. . 

Horses . 

Potatoes .  . 

Barley . 

$811,164 

$8,245,010 

$3,489,958 

Under  these  seven  items,  the  value  of  our  exports 
to  England  was  $811,164  against  $8,245,010  to 
the  United  States,  on  which  we  paid  $3,500,000 
taxes  under  the  McKinley  Bill.  Hon.  gentle¬ 
men  opposite  contend  that  the  shipper  on  this  side 
does  not  pay  this  duty.  In  the  old  days  they  held  the 
contrary  opinion.  Then  they  endeavoured  to  prove, 
and  I  think  it  was  an  easy  matter,  that  the  Canadian 
shipper  paid  the  duties  upon  products  shipped  to 
the  United  States.  Sir  John  Macdonald  held  this 
view,  the  Hon*.  Mr.  Colbv  held  this  view,  so  did 
Dr.  Orton,  Mr.  Farrow,  and  Mr.  Gibbs.  All  these 
gentlemen  contended  that  the  Canadian  shipper  of 
natural  products  paid  the  duty  levied  by  the 
Americans  upon  goods  crossing  the  line.  Hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  deny  this  contention  now, 
but  some  of  them  are  frank  enough  to  admit  that 
there  is  truth  in  it,  and  I  have  myself  heard  the 
hon.  member  for  Cumberland  (Mr.  Dickey)  admit 
that  the  Canadian  shipper  of  farm  produce  pays 
one-half  the  duty  upon  the  goods  he  sends  to  the 
United  States.  The  hon.  member  for  North  Victoria 
(Mr.  Hughes)  contended  it  was  nonsense  to  say 
that  the  Americans  were  the  natural  purchasers  of 
our  horses.  He  said  they  were  cheaper  there  than 
here.  He  said  they  were  smuggling  from  the  North- 
West  States  into  Manitoba  and  the  North-West 
Territories.  Now,  I  happen  to  know  that  a  carload 
of  horses  was  sent  from  Pontypool,  in  Ontario,  a 
station  on  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  to  Northern 
Dakota  and  sold  there.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  say 
that  we  can  buy  potatoes  cheaper  there  than  here. 
Why,  then,  is  it  that  the  Americans  come  here  and 
purchase  from  us  to  the  amount  of  $1,500,000  in  a 
single  year  ?  It  is  said  that  England  is  our  natural 
market  for  barley.  If  so,  why  is  it  that  such  a 
small  quantity  of  our  barley  found  a  sale  there  dur¬ 
ing  the  past  year  ?  The  McKinley  Bill,  they  say,' 
is  a  blessing  in  disguise,  as  it  will  teach  Canadians 
self-dependence  and  cause  them  to  look  elsewhere 
for  markets  than  in  the  United  States.  England 
is  held  up  as  our  natural  market,  the  only  market 
to  which  Canadians  have  any  right  to  send  their 
products.  Yet  during  the  past  year  we  find  that 
this  market  was  not  able  to  take  from  us  the  whole 
quantity  of  trade  we  have  lost  under  the  operation 
of  the  McKinley  Bill.  Last  year  our  shipments  to 
the  United  States  of  sheep  fell  off  $248,400,  while 
our  shipments  to  England  also  fell  off  $141,894. 
Under  the  operation  of  the  McKinley  tariff  our 
shipments  of  hay  to  the  United  States  fell  off  last 
year  $546,984,  and  our  shipments  to  England  in¬ 
creased  only  $50,687.  Our  sales  of  horses  to  the 
United  States  fell  off  over  $682,000,  while  our 
sales  in  England  increased  but  $138,000.  Our  sales 
of  eggs  fell  off  $718,415,  while  they  increased  in 
England  only  $82,000.  Our  sales  of  barley  fell  off 
$1,733,293  against  an  increase  in  England  of  but 
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$63,208.  The  American  market  is  no  longer  as  pro¬ 
fitable  to  vis  as  it  was  in  the  past,  and  never  will 
be  so  profitable  again  until,  under  reciprocity, 
we  are  relieved  from  the  pressure  of  the  Me 
Kinley  Bill.  Our  farmers  are  coolly  told  now  that 
the  Government  can  do  nothing  for  them,  and  that 
they  must  seek  other  markets  for  their  wares.  They 
are  told  that  they  can  no  longer  depend  on  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  for  relief  from  their  present  depressed  condi¬ 
tion.  All  lion,  gentlemen  opposite  are  fond  of  saying 
that  lion,  gentlemen  on  this  side  decry  the  country, 
that  they  are  forever  painting  blue  ruin,  and  pro¬ 
claiming  abroad  that  Canada  is  a  bad  place  to  live 
in,  and  that  it  is  not  the  country  which  we  would 
fain  believe  it  to  be.  Now,  the  lion,  member  for 
North  Victoria  (Mr.  Hughes)  laboured  here  last 
night  to  show  that  Canada  was  not  as  favourable 
a  place  for  farmers  to  settle  in  as  the  United  States. 
He  said  that  the  farmers  here  could  not  compete 
with  the  Americans,  that  they  laboured  under 
disadvantages  which  the  American  farmers  did  not 
labour  under,  and  that  our  farmers  wrere  unable  to 
compete  with  the  Americans  even  in  our  own 
market.  Idle  Minister  of  Finance  says  that  com¬ 
petition  with  the  American  farmer  in  the  same 
market  would  be  very  injurious  to  our  own  farmer. 
W  hat  do  these  hon.  gentlemen  mean  ?  l)o  they 
mean  that  the  farming  people  who  come  from 
Europe  will  be  labouring  under  disadvantages  if 
they  settle  in  Canada,  under  disadvantages  which 
are  unknown  to  the  American  farmer  ?  Such  lan¬ 
guage  will  not  encourage  emigrants  to  come  to 
us.  These  are  “blue  ruin”  speeches.  We  believe 
that  our  country  is  one  of  vast  possibilities, 
we  know  that  it  is.  We  know  that  vast  stores  of 
mineral  wealth  lie  unused  in  the  bowels  of  the 
earth,  and  that  all  we  require  is  a  market  for  this 
mineral,  and  that  this  is  true  especially  in  regard  to 
iron  ore.  There  is  no  use  for  the  mineral  wealth  of 
Ontario  unless  we  have  the  American  market. 
Now  that  market  is  cut  off  it  is  no  longer 
possible  for  the  owners  of  mines  in  Ontario  to 
utilize  those  mines  and  derive  a  profit  from  their 
business.  Their  mines  are  of  no  more  use  to  them 
than  a  sack  of  gold  would  be  to  a  shipwrecked 
mariner  starving  on  a  barren  rock  in  mid- ocean. 
We  are  now  told  that  we  can  no  longer  hope  for 
any  improvement,  that  those  who  own  mines  in 
Ontario  must  not  look  upon  them  any  longer 
as  a  possession  of  value.  Owners  of  cedar  are 
told  that  there  is  no  relief  for  them,  that  the 
heavy  American  duty  of  20  per  cent  is  not  to  be 
lifted,  that  no  arrangement  is  possible  by  which 
that  duty  will  be  removed  from  the  cedar.  We 
are  told  that  it  is  wrong  to  advocate  the  policy 
which  is  advocated  by  the  Liberal  party,  that  it  is 
wrong  to  remove  the  artificial  barriers  that  have 
been  erected  between  the  trade  of  this  country  and 
the  trade  of  our  neighbours  to  the  south  of  us,  peo¬ 
ple  of  the  same  flesh  and  blood,  people  largely  of 
the  same  nationality,  people  who  feel  and  act  as 
we  do.  Yet  these  very  men  strongly  endorse  the 
efforts  of  capitalists  to  bridge  the  natural  barriers 
between  the  two  countries.  It  is  right  to  construct 
at  enormous  cost  railway  bridges  over,  and  tunnels 
under,  rivers  to  overcome  the  natural  barriers,  but  it 
is  wrong  to  remove  the  artificial  barriers  we  our¬ 
selves  have  placed  between  these  two  countries. 
The  hon.  the  Minister  of  Justice  is  credited  with 
saying  that  our  standard  is  not  one  that  will 
rally  the  youth,  the  hope  and  the  pride  of 
Mr.  Dawson. 


Canada  under  it,  that  our  policy  will  not  attract 
the  youth  of  this  country.  I  ask  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  if  they  believe  it  appeals  to  the  young 
manhood  of  Canadians  to  ask  them  in  constituency 
after  constituency  to  vote  for  the  Government  can¬ 
didate  and  they  will  get  a  railway  subsidy,  if  it 
appeals  to  their  manhood  to  ask  them  to  vote  for  the 
Government  candidate  and  they  will  get  their  har¬ 
bour  dredged  to  vote  for  the  Government  candi¬ 
date  or  the  mills  and  factories  will  be  shut  down, 
and  they  will  be  thrown  out  of  employment,  that 
they  must  vote  for  the  Government  candidate  or 
the  Prince  Edward  Island  tunnel  will  not  be  built, 
that  they  must  vote  for  the  Government  candidate 
or  the  bridge  at  Quebec  will  not  be  constructed, 
that  they  must  vote  for  the  Government  candidate  or 
the  railway  through  North  Victoria  will  not  be  sub¬ 
sidized,  that  they  must  vote  for  theGovernment  can¬ 
didate  or  a  post  office  at  Picton  will  not  be  built,  that 
they  must  vote  for  the  Government  candidate  and 
the  harbour  at  Goderich  will  be  improved.  I  do 
not  think  it  appeals  to  the  manhood  of  young 
Canadians  to  gerrymander  the  constituencies,  in 
such  a  way  that  the  people  are  cheated  out  of  the 
possibility  of  expressing  their  opinions  constitu¬ 
tionally  through  their  representatives  in  this  House 
to  say  they  will  hive  the  Grits  so  that  the  Conser¬ 
vative  party  shall  be  able  to  capture  a  majority 
of  the  seats  for  Ontario  when  the  popular  vote  puts 
them  in  a  minority  of  over  7,000.  Does  it  appeal 
to  them  for  the  Government  to  construct  a  wonderful 
engine  for  the  destruction  of  their  opponents  and 
call  it  a  Franchise  Act  ?  Does  it  appeal  to  the 
manhood  of  young  Canadians  to  tie  the  hands  of 
the  opponents  of  the  Government  and  then  bravely 
say  :  Stand  up  and  fight  us  ?  I  think  an  honest 
effort  to  better  the  condition  of  this  country  and 
to  battle  for  the  oppressed  should  appeal  to  the 
minds  of  young  Canadians,  and  I  know  that  it 
does  in  spite  of  the  victories  which  the  policy  of 
the  Conservative  party  appears  to  have  won 
in  the  bye-elections.  Certainly  a  great  change 
is  contemplated  by  us,  and  the  trade  of 
the  country  will  no  doubt  be  disturbed  if 
the  policy  of  the  Liberal  party  comes  into  force. 
We  know  there  are  risks  to  be  run,  but  the  pluck 
which  carried  the  Liberals  through  the  battle 
for  representation  by  population,  responsible  gov¬ 
ernment  and  the  reforms  of  abuses  in  the  past,  will 
nerve  their  arm  now  to  go  on  and  to  fight  against 
a  policy  which  is  sapping  the  life-blood  of  our 
nation.  It  is  silly  to  say  that  there  is  nothing  in 
the  history  of  the  Liberal  party  or  in  their  policy 
to  attract  young  Canadians.  What  we  ask  is  fair- 
play  to  enable  the  people  of  this  country  to  speak 
freely  upon  the  public  issues  of  the  day,  and  not 
to  so  arrange  matters  that  the  Government  may  be 
able  to  gain  a  victory  in  spite  of  the  fact  that 
they  have  not  a  majority  of  the  electors  of  the 
country  at  their  back.  There  is  nothing  in  our  policy 
of  which  we  are  ashamed.  The  advocacy 
of  it  is  not  to  be  abandoned  by  the  Liberal 
party.  We  are  not  to  be  taunted  by  our  opponents 
because  of  our  temporary  defeats.  Cowardly 
attacks  were  made  during  the  by-elections,  which 
amounted  almost  to  a  general  election.  It  was 
said  that  the  Liberal  party  were  in  despair,  that 
they  would  abandon  their  discredited  policy,  and  it 
was  even  stated  that  the  leader  of  the  party  had 
handed  in  his  resignation.  If  those  gentlemen  had 
heard  the  ringing  cheers  with  which  the  Liberal 
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party  welcomed  their  leader,  they  would  have 
known  that  the  firm  abiding  faith  of  the  Liberals 
in  their  leader  is  unimpaired.  There  is  no  intention 
on  the  part  of  the  Liberal  party  to  abandon  the 
policy  which  they  have  been  advocating,  and  there 
is  certainly  less  intention  on  their  part  to  sever  the 
connection  which  binds  them  to  the  noble  leader, 
who  will  yet,  in  spite  of  Franchise  Bills  and  Gerry¬ 
mander  Acts,  lead  them  to  victory  in  this  country. 

Mr.  CRAIG.  I  intend  to  occupy  the  attention 
of  the  House  for  only  a  short  time.  I  do  not 
propose  to  answer  any  of  the  arguments  that  have 
"been  adduced  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  ;  I  think 
there  is  no  need  of  my  doing  so.  The  people  of 
this  country,  in  the  bye -elections,  have  completely 
answered  all  the  arguments  offered  in  defence  of 
the  policy  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  and  have 
shown  that  they  do  not  approve  of  their  policy. 
Now,  we  have  been  told  that  these  bye-elections 
were  carried  by  boodle,  by  promises  of  all  kinds. 
Sir,  I  think  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  are  very 
foolish  to  deceive  themselves  in  that  way.  I  believe 
the  people  have  voted  as  they  did  because  they 
are  loyal  to  this  country,  because  they  are  loyal  to 
the  connection  with  Great  Britain,  and  because, 
whatever  the  hon.  gentleman  who  has  just  taken 
his  seat  (Mr.  Dawson)  may  think,  the  people  of 
this  country,  by  a  large  majority,  have  determined 
that  there  must  be  no  discrimination  against  the 
mother  country  in  favour  of  the  United  States. 
I  propose  to  offer  a  few  reflections  on  the 
Budget  speech,  a  speech  which  I  listened  to  with 
a  great  deal  of  pleasure.  I  thought  that  speech 
was  a  most  admirable  one  because  of  its  hope¬ 
ful  spirit.  I  regretted  to  hear,  as  I  did  for 
the  first  time,  that  the  member  for  South 
Oxford  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  had  issued  that 
pamphlet,  intending  and  tending  thereby  to 
injure  the  credit  of  this  country.  I  am  satisfied 
that  the  speecli  to  which  we  listened  a  day  or 
two  ago  by  the  Finance  Minister  will  have  the 
effect  from  its  hopeful  tone  and  its  encouraging 
statements,  of  raising  the  credit  of  this  country.  I 
was  pleased  to  learn  from  that  speech  a  fact  which 
many  of  us  already  knew,  and  which  the  country 
now  will  learn  authoritatively,  that  the  debt  of 
this  country  is  not  increasing.  In  the  elections 
we  hear  a  great  deal  about  the  debt  of  our  country. 
I  do  not  think  myself  that  a  debt  is  an  advantage 
to  any  country.  But  a  country  like  this  has  to 
have  a  debt,  and  I  am  glad  to  know  that  we  have 
something  to  show  for  this  debt.  At  the  same 
time  I  am  exceedingly  pleased  to  know,  and  I 
believe  we  are  all  pleased  to  know,  that  the  debt  is 
not  increasing,  but  is  stationary,  and  I  hope  we 
will  soon  be  able  to  lessen  it.  I  was  also  pleased 
to  listen  to  the  statement  that  the  taxes  on  the 
people  of  this  country  are  not  increasing.  We  all 
know  that  taxes  are  no  blessing  to  any  country, 
and  I  am  rejoiced  to  think  that  the  taxes  in  this 
country  are  so  light  a  burden  upon  the  people,  and 
are  so  easily  borne.  Why,  Sir,  it  requires  speakers 
in  an  election  to  show  the  people  how  they  are 
robbed  before  they  know  it.  The  taxes  in  this 
country  are  not  taken  out  of  the  people  in  such  a 
way  as  to  oppress  any  of  them.  I  am  satisfied  of 
this,  that  the  men  who  pay  the  principal  part  of 
the  taxes  in  this  country  are  men  who  are 
abundantly  able  to  pay  them,  are  the  wealthy  men 
of  the  country,  and  that  the  farmers  of  the 


country,  about  whom  we  hear  so  much,  and 
for  whom  such  sympathy  is  expressed  at 
election  times,  are  the  men  who  pay  a  very 
small  proportion  of  these  taxes.  At  the  same  time 
I  am  very  glad  to  know  that  the  taxes  are  not 
increasing,  that  the  burden  of  debt  and  taxation  is 
very  little  more  than  it  was  many  years  ago,  while 
at  the  same  time  we  have  a  great  many  more 
public  works  to  show  for  it.  Sir,  I  was  also 
pleased  to  listen  to  the  statement  that  the  exports 
of  this  country  were  increasing.  While  the  debt  is 
not  increasing,  and  while  the  taxes  are  not  increas¬ 
ing,  the  exports  are  increasing.  This  is  a  sign  of 
prosperity.  We  might  have  been  prepared  to 
learn  that  the  exports  are  decreasing  when  we  have 
heard  so  much  about  the  McKinley  Bill.  I  wish 
here  to  say  that  I  do  not  think  the  McKinley  Bill 
is  a  blessing  in  disguise.  I  am  willing  to  admit 
that  the  McKinley  Bill  is  an  injury  to  this  country, 
and  I  believe  it  was  partly  intended  to  be  so,  at 
least,  it  was  directed  in  some  respects  against  the 
products  of  this  country.  I  do  not  know  that  it 
was  directly  intended  to  injure  the  country,  but  I 
do  believe  that  it  was  intended  to  remove  from 
competition  with  the  United  States  farmers  certain 
articles  which  have  been  largely  exported  from  this 
country  to  the  United  States.  But  in  spite  of  the 
McKinley  tariff,  in  spite  of  that  wall  which  has 
been  built  up  by  the  great  nation  to  the  south  of 
us,  I  am  pleased  to  learn  that  our  exports 
are  increasing.  Sir,  this  McKinley  tariff  wall 
was  not  built  up  by  us.  Why,  some  hon. 
gentlemen  talk  as  if  the  McKinley  tariff  had 
been  made  by  this  Parliament,  as  if  the  Government 
in  power  at  present  was  responsible  for  it.  Now, 
Sir,  we  are  not  responsible  in  any  degree 
for  the  McKinley  tariff,  and  as  I  say,  in  spite  of  it, 
our  exports  to  Great  Britain  are  increasing.  I 
think  we  sometimes  undervalue  that  market  because 
it  is  so  far  away,  and  we  are  constantly  thinking  of 
what  a  good  market  we  would  have  if  that  wall  was 
taken  down  between  us  and  the  neighbouring  Re¬ 
public.  Sir,  there  is  a  market  in  Great  Britain  with 
no  wall  around  it ;  there  is  a  market  that  is  open 
to  the  very  things  we  have  to  export ;  there  is  an 
admirable  market  where  the  highest  prices  are  paid, 
and  I  think  the  Government  deserve  all  credit  for 
turning  the  attention  of  the  people  to  that  market. 
There  is  another  fact  mentioned  in  the  Budget 
speech  worthy  of  notice,  and  that  is,  that  the  savings 
of  the  people  of  this  country  are  increasing.  We 
might  think,  from  listening  to  some  of  the  speeches 
of  hon.  gentlemen  on  the  other  side  of  the  House, 
that  our  people  were  constantly  becoming  poorer, 
but  when  we  look  at  their  savings  in  our  banks, 
wrhen  we  see  that  at  the  present  time  they  amount 
to  over  $200,000,000,  I  think  it  would  be  hard  to 
persuade  any  one  that  the  people  are  becoming 
poorer.  I  am  disposed  in  this  matter  to  agree  with 
our  friend,  the  Premier  of  Ontario,  who,  in  an 
admirable  letter,  made  the  statement  that  the 
farmers  of  this  country  are  just  as  well  off,  and 
just  as  comfortable,  as  the  farmers  in  the  great 
Republic  to  the  south.  I  am  satisfied  that  that 
is  the  case  ;  but  I  will  go  further,  and  I 
will  say  that  I  believe  that  the  people  of  this  coun¬ 
try  generally,  from  one  end  to  the  other,  are  more 
comfortable  than  the  people  in  the  neighbouring 
Republic.  Certainly  wre  have  not  so  many  million¬ 
aires,  but  I  do  not  know  that  it  is  any  great  loss 
to  be  without  them.  Nevertheless  our  people 
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generally  have  money  in  the  banks,  they  are  grad¬ 
ually  improving  their  position.  I  know  that  in  the 
district  of  country  that  T  represent,  the  farmers 
are  not  the  men  to  be  most  pitied,  because  they 
are  as  comfortable  as  any  other  class  of  the  com¬ 
munity.  Sir,  there  was  another  part  of  that 
speech  to  which  I  listened  with  a  great  deal  of 
interest,  and  that  was  the  part  that  related  to  the 
negotiations  carried  on  at  Washington.  We  learned 
then  what  is  the  meaning  of  unrestricted  recipro¬ 
city.  Nowt,  that  is  something  that  I  have  been 
trying  to  find  out  for  a  long  time.  We  have  been 
told  by  some  of  the  members  on  the  other  side  of 
the  House  that  it  did  not  mean  discrimination 
against  Great  Britain.  I  do  not  know  that  any 
of  them  asserted  distinctly  that  it  did,  but  some  of 
then  hinted  that,  perhaps,  it  might.  It  was  im¬ 
possible,  however,  to  find  out  just  exactly  what  it 
did  mean.  Now  we  know  from  the  state¬ 
ment  made  by  the  Minister  of  Finance  that 
it  means  exactly  that,  and  only  that,  that 
if  we  have  unrestricted  reciprocity  with  the 
country  south  of  us  we  must  have  discrim¬ 
ination  against  Great  Britain  and  against  every 
other  country  in  the  world.  I  was  somewhat 
surprised  to  hear  the  hon.  gentleman  who  has  just 
taken  his  seat,  say  that  he  was  prepared  to  go  in 
for  that  discrimination  against  Great  Britain  ;  I 
was  rather  surprised  to  hear  him  express  the 
opinion  that  it  was  better  to  have  free  trade  with 
the  United  States  and  to  shut  ourselves  out  from 
the  rest  of  the  world.  I  am  not  of  that  opinion  ;  I 
believe  it  would  be  a  misfortune  instead  of  a  bene¬ 
fit  to  us.  Sir,  I  was  a  little  stirprised  to  hear 
the  member  for  South  Brant  (Mr.  Paterson)the  other 
evening,  twitting  the  members  on  this  side  of  the 
House  for  applauding  that  statement  of  the  Finance 
Minister.  He  said  he  had  never  witnessed  such  a 
scene  in  the  House  of  Commons  before — the.  Minis¬ 
ter  of  Finance  saying  that  there  was  no  chance  of 
obtaining  a  treaty  with  the  United  States,  and  the 
statement  being  applauded  by  members  on  the  min¬ 
isterial  side  of  the  House.  Sir,  I  applauded  on 
that  occasion,  and  I  will  tell  you  why,  and  I  believe 
my  reason  was  that  of  every  other  member  on  this 
side  of  the  House  who  applauded  that  statement. 
We  did  not  applaud  because  the  opinion  was  ex¬ 
pressed  that  at  the  present  time  there  was  no  chance 
of  getting  reciprocity  with  the  United  States,  but 
we  applauded  for  the  reason  that  the  statement 
confirmed  what  had  been  stated  by  Conserva¬ 
tives  on  every  platform  in  this  country,  that 
is,  that  unrestricted  reciprocity  meant  discrim¬ 
ination  against  Great  Britain  and  against 
every  other  country  except  the  United  States. 
Sir,  that  had  been  done,  and  it  showed  we  were 
right  in  rejecting  unrestricted  reciprocity  just 
because  it  did  mean  that  very  thing.  Sir,  a  great 
deal  has  been  said  by  some  speakers  about  the 
Minister  of  Finance  asking  Mr.  Blaine  how  to  raise 
the  revenue.  It  has  been  said  that  it  was  very 
strange  for  the  Minister  of  Finance  to  say  to  Mr. 
Blaine  :  We  shall  lose  this  revenue  ;  will  you  tell 
us  how  to  raise  the  amount.  I  did  not,  in  listening 
to  the  statement  of  the.  Minister  of  Finance,  gather 
from  it  any  such  meaning.  I  listened  to  the  state¬ 
ment,  and  I  gathered  from  it  this  meaning  :  It  was 
said  we  must  have  discrimination.  In  reply  it  was 
asked:  Howr,  then,  are  we  going  to  raise  the  revenue? 
We  shall  be  very  glad  to  make  a  treaty  if  at  all 
possible  ;  but  if  we  enter  into  such  a  treaty,  howr 
Mr.  Craig. 


can  we  raise  a  revenue  ?  You,  Mr.  Blaine,  will  see 
distinctly  that  it  will  be  impossible  for  us  to  do  it. 
That  is  the  way  I  understood  the  statement  of  the 
Minister  of  Finance,  and  the  way  it  was  meant  to 
be  understood.  I  say  here  frankly  that  I  am  rather 
disappointed  that  a  reciprocity  treaty  is  not  possible 
at  present.  I  believe  a  reciprocity  treaty  made  on  a 
fair  basis  would  be  an  advantage  to  this  country. 

I  have  always  thought  so,  I  think  so  to-day,  and 
if  I  can  do  anything  to  aid  the  attainment  of  that 
result  I  am  willing  to  do  it.  My  constituents  are 
of  this  opinion,  and  I  agree  with  them  in  this  re¬ 
spect.  But  I  am  satisfied  of  this,  that  my  consti¬ 
tuents  will  bear  out  the  Government  in  refusing  to 
enter  into  a  treaty  on  such  terms,  which  are  the 
only  terms  according  to  Mr.  Blaine.  I  am  satisfied 
they  will  not  consent  to  have  a  treaty  made  on  the 
condition  of  discrimination  against  Great  Britain. 
Ido  not  say  that  is  the  only  objection  to  unrestricted 
reciprocity  ;  I  have  several  other  objections  to  it. 

I  see  a  great  objection  in  American  manufactures 
coming  into  competition  with  our  own.  I  believe 
that  would  be  most  disastrous.  It  may  be  asked, 
why  cannot  we  compete  ?  We  might  do  so  if  wre 
had  manufactories  on  the  same  scale.  The  Ameri¬ 
cans  possess  large  factories,  adapted  to  supply  a 
large  market ;  our  factories  are  adapted  to  supply  a 
small  market.  It  would  undoubtedly  take  a  long 
time  to  catch  up  to  the  Americans,  and  in  the  mean¬ 
time  many  of  our  industries  would  be  ruined.  That 
is  the  view  I  take  of  unrestricted  reciprocity,, 
and  I  could  not  vote  for  it.  But  I  should 
be  gratified  to  see  reciprocity  in  a  limited 
sense,  such  a  treaty  as  we  had  before,  with  perhaps 
some  additions  ;  not  unrestricted  reciprocity,  for 
that  would  not  be  for  the  good  of  the  country,  even 
if  it  was  not  open  to  the  fatal  objection  of  discrimi¬ 
nating  against  all  other  countries.  But  w  hile  we 
have  not  been  able  to  obtain  a  reciprocity  treaty 
satisfactory  to  this  country,  yet  I  do  not  despair 
that  at  some  future  time  the  United  States  will  see 
it  to  their  advantage  to  enter  into  such  a  treaty. 
I  know  that  the  present  is  an  unfortunate  time  to 
make  one.  The  American  people  are  getting  ready 
for  a  presidential  election,  a  great  struggle  wfill 
ensue,  and  I  do  not  think  we  can  expect  to  receive 
from  them  due  consideration  at  this  time  of  a  pro¬ 
posal  for  a  reciprocity  treaty.  But  I  hope  the 
United  States  will  themselves  be  able  to  see  in  a 
short  time  that  such  a  treaty  would  be  not  advan¬ 
tageous  to  this  country  alone,  but  would  conduce 
to  the  advantage  of  the  great  Republic  itself. 
Wfyat  should  be  our  attitude  to  the  United 
States  of  America  ?  Sir,  I  do  not  sympathize 
with  any  who  speak  unfriendly  words  of  that  coun¬ 
try.  I  do  not  sympathize  with  any  one  who  would 
endeavour  to  raise  or  increase  unfriendly  feelings  on 
their  part.  We  are  here  on  this  continent  together. 
We  must  live  together  in  peace ;  we  must  be 
friends.  Let  us  do  our  part  to  be  friends  with 
them.  Let  us  sometimes  bear  with  some  things  w'e 
do  not  think  exactly  right  from  them.  They  have  a 
difficult  task  to  fulfil,  as  we  sometimes  find  we 
have  in  this  country.  They  have  a  large  mixed 
population  to  please,  and  I  am  satisfied  that  things 
are  done  sometimes  by  politicians  of  which  they 
themselves  do  not  approve,  and  which  the  best 
part  of  the  American  people  do  not  approve  either. 
So  I  say,  I  believe  in  the  maintenance  of  a  friendly 
attitude  towards  the  United  States  ;  but  at  the 
same  time,  I  believe  in  being  firm.  This  country 
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has  rights.  This  country  must  stand  up  for  its 
rights,  and  this  can  be  done  in  no  unfriendly  spirit 
but  in  a  spirit  of  friendliness.  I  believe  that  if  we 
take  this  stand,  and  are  firm  but  friendly,  and  are 
friendly  but  firm,  we  will  not  only  command  their 
friendship  but  at  the  same  time  command  their 
respect.  Sir,  I  believe  the  true  policy  of  this 
country  is  what  is  called  the  National  Policy,  the 
protection  of  our  manufactures,  but  not  excessive 
protection.  I  am  not  in  favour  of  excessive  pro¬ 
tection.  I  believe  in  just  such  protection  as  will 
encourage  our  manufactures,  but  at  the  same  time 
I  am  well  aware  that  there  are  a  great  many 
articles  which  cannot  be  made  in  this  country.  I 
would  advise  that,  if  possible,  our  manufacturers 
should  obtain  all  necessary  protection,  while  at  the 
same  time  we  should  lessen  the  burdens  on  the  peo¬ 
ple  as  much  as  possible.  In  order  to  do  this,  we 
should  be  economical.  I  was  glad  to  hear  the 
Minister  of  Finance  say,  that  this  was  the  deter¬ 
mination  of  the  Government.  All  hon.  members 
of  this  House  should  assist  the  Government  in 
carrying  into  effect  that  determination.  We  should 
assist  them  by  abstaining  from  pressing  claims 
which  we  do  not  think  the  finances  of  the  country 
will  be  able  to  stand.  I  believe  in  being  economi¬ 
cal,  but,  at  the  same  time,  we  must  carry  on  public 
works  in  the  country.  They  can,  however,  be 
carried  on  in  an  economical  spirit.  If  we  have  a 
policy  of  this  kind  :  protection  to  our  manufac¬ 
tures,  as  low  a  tariff  as  possible  on  goods  which  can¬ 
not  be  manufactured  here,  the  burdens  of  the  peo¬ 
ple  lessened  and  an  economical  expenditure  of  the 
public  money,  I  am  satisfied  the  people  of  this 
country  will  sustain  the  Government  which  carries 
out  this  policy.  Sir,  I  believe  in  a  hopeful  spirit 
for  this  country.  I  rejoice  that  the  speech  of  the 
Minister  of  Finance  was  full  of  hope  for  this 
Dominion.  I  see  no  reason  why  we  should  despair. 
I  believe  in  speaking  words  of  praise  for  our 
country.  I  regret  the  hon.  member  for  South 
Brant  (Mr.  Paterson)  is  not  in  his  seat,  for  I  en¬ 
dorse  heartily  his  glowing  words  in  favour  of 
Canada,  spoken  the  other  evening.  If  more  such 
words  w  ere  spoken,  they  would  redound  to  the 
credit  of  those  who  uttered  them,  as  well  as  to  the 
credit  of  the  people.  I  rejoice  to  belong  to  the 
hopeful  party,  to  the  party  which  sees  that  this 
country  has  a  future  before  it,  and  I  hope  that  our 
friends  opposite  will  at  last,  after  they  have  seen  the 
results  of  the  elections  which  have  taken  place, 
drop  their  despairing  policy,  drop  their  “blue 
ruin  ”  cry  to  which  we  have  so  often  listened  with 
regret.  If  they  will  let  that  alone  and  adopt  a 
policy  of  hope  for  the  future,  they  will  have  a  much 
better  chance  of  regaining  the  confidence  of  the 
people  of  this  country,  than  by  maintaining  the 
course  they  have  pursued  so  long. 

Mr.  MACDONALD  (Huron).  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
wish  to  engage  the  attention  of  the  House  for  a 
short  time  in  discussing  this  question.  The  Budget 
debate  embraces  so  many  subjects  that  it  is  really 
difficult  to  discern  what  line  of  discussion  it  would 
be  best  to  adopt.  But  the  Minister  of  Finance  the 
other  day  brought  certain  charges  against  the 
hon.'  member  for  South  Oxford  in  regard  to  state¬ 
ments  he  had  made  as  to  the  position  of  this  coun¬ 
try,  and  I  do  not  think  I  could  do  better  than  to 
follow  the  statements  which  he  has  made.  I  am 
in  a  position  to  show  that  the  statements  made  by 


the  hon.  member  for  South  Oxford  are  substantially 
true.  The  first  statement  the  Minister  of  Finance 
made — and  in  respect  to  which  he  blamed  the  hon. 
member  for  South  Oxford — was,  that  he  declared  in 
the  document  published  in  the  Economist  that  dur¬ 
ing  13  years  Canada  had  trebled  her  taxation.  My 
impression  is  that  I  can  show  by  figures  that  the 
statement  of  the  member  for  South  Oxford  was 
within  the  limit  of  truth.  The  Minister  of  Finance 
will  know  from  the  Public  Accounts  that  the  taxation 
from  Customs  and  Excise  in  1879  amounted  to  about 
$18,000,000.  Three  times  that  sum  would  be  $54,- 
000,000.  So  that  the  expenditure  must  have  proved 
to  be  $54,000,000  in  order  to  prove  the  correctness 
of  the  hon.  gentleman’s  statement  in  the  Economist. 
That  taxation  is  now  $30,000,000  and  over* 
leaving  $24,000,000  to  account  for.  The  writer 
in  the  Economist  did  not  say  that  $54,000,000 
was  collected  from  the  people  in  the  form  of 
Customs  duties,  but  in  the  form  of  taxation. 
It  is  well  known  to  every  one  who  understands, 
the  protective  system,  that  it  was  inaugurated 
for  the  purpose  of  giving  protection  to  those  who 
are  engaged  in  the  manufacturing  industries  of 
our  country,  and  before  there  is  protection  granted 
there  must  be  an  increased  price  that  must  be 
paid  to  persons  engaged  therein,  so  as  to  enable 
them  to  realize  a  better  position  than  the  manu¬ 
facturers  in  other  countries  who  send  their  goods 
here  to  compete  with  them.  I  am  satisfied  that 
the  people  of  this  country  pay,  not  in  Customs 
tax,  but  in  increased  price  on  account  of  the  pro¬ 
tective  system,  far  more  than  $24,000,000.  Take, 
for  instance,  the  article  of  sugar.  The  Finance 
Minister  stated  last  year  that  he  was  about  to 
remove  with  one  fell  stroke,  to  use  his  own  words, 
three  and  a-half  million  dollars  of  taxation  off 
the  shoulders  of  the  people  of  this  country.  Now 
if  that  taxation  was  not  imposed  upon  the  shoul¬ 
ders  of  the  people  of  Canada  he  coul^l  not  remove 
it,  and  therefore  three  and  a-half  millions  was 
paid  by  the  people  on  that  single  article  of 
sugar.  Again,  take  the  article  of  coal  oil. 
We  pay  no  less  than  $1,800,000  more  for  the  coal 
oil  consumed  by  the  Canadian  people  than  the 
same  number  of  people  pay  in  the  United  States 
for  “No.  1  water  white”  of  their  own  coal  oil. 
Then  again,  if  I  had  time,  I  might  show  the  extra¬ 
ordinary  tax  imposed  upon  the  people  of  this 
country  by  the  high  protective  duty  on  all  kinds  of 
hardware  ;  iron  and  other  things  of  that  kind,  and 
I  might  go  on  to  roll  up  a  sum  which  would  come 
to  more  than  $24,000,000  ;  and  this  $24,000,000 
added  to  the  $30,000,000  collected  on  Customs  and 
Excise,  would  three  times  exceed  the  taxes  of  1879. 
The  Minister  of  Finance  said  that  the  statement  of 
the  hon.  member  for  South  Oxford  (Sir  Richard 
Cartwright)  was  not  true,  but  he  did  not  take  the 
trouble  to  give  his  reasons  for  his  conclusion, 
and  you  must  know,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  a  contradic¬ 
tion  of  a  statement  is  far  different  from  the  con¬ 
futation  of  a  statement.  The  Minister  of  Finance 
gave  the  contradiction  but  he  did  not  dare  to  enter 
upon  the  confutation  of  the  fact,  because  he  knew 
it  was  impossible  to  do  so.  The  Minister  of  Finance 
read  from  the  letter  of  the  member  for  South 
Oxford  : 

“  There  exists  a  very  great  depreciation  in  farm  lands.” 

Is  that  a  falsehood?  Is  it  not  a  correct  statement 
Will  a  single  member  supportingtheGovernment  ge 
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up  in  his  place,  and  upon  his  responsibility  as  a  mem¬ 
ber  give  us  any  instance  where  the  value  of  farm 
lands  in  this  country  has  increased  during  the  last 
ten  years  ?  Will  he  name  a  few  farms  that  have 
been  sold  eight  or  ten  years  for  a  certain  price, 
and  will  he  name  the  same  farms  which  have 
been  sold  lately  for  a  higher  price  than  they 
sold  for  a  few  years  ago  ?  I  gave  a  statement  last 
year,  which  it  is  not  necessary  for  me  to  repeat,  of 
a  number  of  farmers  within  twenty  miles  of  where 
I  live,  in  the  finest  county  of  the  Dominion,  which 
were  sold  eight  or  ten  years  ago,  and  which  within 
three  years  changed  hands  at  an  average  reduction 
in  the  sums  paid  for  these  farms  of  22^  per  cent. 
Will  the  lion,  gentlemen  who  say  that  lands  are 
not  being  depreciated  in  this  country  give  us  facts 
to  show  the  correctness  of  the  position  which  they 
take  ?  If  they  consult  the  report  of  the  Bureau  of 
Industries,  a  book  published  by  the  Legislature  of 
Ontario  irrespective  of  party  predilections  or  any 
thing  of  that  kind,  we  will  find  that  farm  lands, 
irrespective  of  improvements  have  largely  decreased 
during  the  past  five  years.  When  you  take  that 
authority,  and  also  actual  statements  made  by 
responsible  parties  in  regard  to  the  conditions  of 
land  throughout  the  country,  we  must  conclude 
that  the  statement  made  by  the  member  for  South 
Oxford  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  is  in  every  par¬ 
ticular  true.  The  Minister  of  Finance  charges  the 
lion,  member  for  South  Oxford  with  writing  in  the 
Economist : 

“  There  has  been  an  immense  increase  in  the  aggregate 
debt  of  this  country.” 

Now,  Sir,  that  is  another  fact  which  is  well  known 
to  all  parties  who  examine  the  public  accounts  of 
this  country.  It  is  well  known  that  the  net  debt 
in  1868  was  only  $75,000,000,  and  that  in  the  first 
five  years  of  the  Conservative  administration  it  had 
increased  to  $108,000,000.  It  is  said  that  during 
the  administration  of  the  Hon.  Alexander  Mac¬ 
kenzie  the  debt  went  up  by  nearly  $40,000,000, 
and  therefore  the  increase  was  in  a  larger  propor¬ 
tion  per  annum  than  it  was  under  the  Conservative 
administration.  Let  me  give  you  the  reason  of 
that  according  to  the  statements  made  up  by  the 
authority  of  a  member  of  the  Conservative  Govern¬ 
ment.  Sir  Leonard  Tilley,  in  his  Budget  speech  of 
1873,  said  : 

“  We  are,  however,  entering  upon  a  new  and  increased 
engagement  involving  a  very  large  sum  of  money.  We 
are  entering  upon  work — we  have  already  done  so — which 
will  require  a  large  increase  of  our  debt.  We  have 
$10,000,000  to  spend  on  the  Intercolonial  Railway.  We 
have  $30,000,000  for  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  and 
the  canal  system  which  has  been  accepted  by  the  Govern¬ 
ment  will  involve  an  expenditure  of  $20,000,00<>.  These 
are  serious  matters  inasmuch  as  they  add  $60,000,000  to 
our  existing  debt.” 

You  will  notice  from  that  paragraph  of  Sir  Leonard 
Tilley’s  speech  that  the  Government  of  the  day  was 
about  entering  upon  large  expenditures  of  public 
works  ;  not  only  “  was  about  to  enter,”  but,  as  Sir 
Leonard  said,  “had  already  entered.”  Now,  the 
expenditure  which  took  place  under  the  Liberal 
Government  afterwards  was  largely  owing  to  en¬ 
gagements  entered  into  by  Sir  John  Macdonald 
previous  to  the  Liberal  Administration  taking  office. 
The  Hon.  A.  Mackenzie  spent  during  his  adminis¬ 
tration  the  following  sums  on  the  public  works 
portrayed  by  Sir  Leonard  Tilley,  namely:  $17,469,- 
OOOonthe  canals, $1 1,000, 000 on  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway,  and  $5,283,000  on  the  Intercolonial  Rail- 
Mr.  Macdonald  (Huron). 


way;  altogether  a  total  expenditure  of  $33,982,963. 
Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  you  will  bear  in  mind  that 
$8,967,000  of  this  money  was  voted  by  Parliament 
previous  to  the  accession  of  Mr.  Mackenzie  to  power, 
and  only  $200,000  was  spent  by  Mr.  Mackenzie 
outside  of  the  necessity  of  carrying  on  the  engage¬ 
ments  and  responsibilities  placed  upon  him  by  the 
Conservative  Government.  You  will,  therefore,  see 
that  the  expenditure  during  the  Mackenzie  ad¬ 
ministration  was  not  altogether  undertaken  by 
him,  and  Mr.  Mackenzie  was  not  responsible 
for  the  whole  amount  of  money  expended  during 
his  term  of  five  years.  The  Minister  of  Finance 
also  told  us  that  the  burden  of  our  debt  was  measured 
by  the  interest.  That  is  not  the  proper  view  to 
take  of  our  debt.  It  is  a  view  which  is  never  taken 
of  if  outside  of  this  House.  The  United  States 
Government  does  not  take  that  view  of  its  debt, 
but  it  seeks  from  year  to  year  to  set  by  a  large  sum 
of  money  for  the  purpose  of  reducing  the  debt.  How¬ 
ever,  it  appears  to  be  the  principle  of  the  present  Gov¬ 
ernment  to  measure  the  indebtedness  by  the  amount 
of  interest  we  pay.  That  debt  remains  upon 
us,  and  is  an  obligation  to  pay  which  we  should 
meet,  because  those  who  come  after  us  must  make 
provision  for  public  works  and  improvements  in 
the  country  for  which  they  themselves  will  be 
responsible.  We  must  and  should  set  aside  a 
yearly  sinking  fund,  larger  by  far  than  we 
do  now,  for  the  purpose  of  meeting  our  pre¬ 
sent  obligations.  The  United  States  has  estab¬ 
lished  that  system,  and  within  the  last  few  years 
they  have  reduced  their  large  indebtedness  from 
$2,700,000,000  to  a  little  over  $734,000,000,  and  in 
a  few  more  years  the  United  States  will  be  paid, and 
then  she  will  be  ready  to  undertake  new  schemes  for 
the  progress  and  advancement  of  the  country.  And 
that  is  the  way  we  should  look  upon  the 
public  debt  of  this  country,  and  not,  as  was  done 
by  the  hon.  Minister  of  Finance,  by  saying  that 
now  we  pay  only  $1.76  per  head  in  the  way  of 
interest,  whereas  a  few  years  ago  we  paid  $1.58. 
The  hon.  member  for  South  Oxford  was  charged 
with  having  said  that  the  mass  of  the  people,  nota¬ 
bly  the  farmers,  are  distinctly  poorer  than  they 
were  twelve  years  ago.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  would  not 
desire  to  say  that  our  people  are  getting  poorer,  if 
I  were  not  in  a  position  to  say  that  they  are,  the 
farmers  particularly.  Considering  the  amount  of 
energy  the  farmers  have  put  forth  in  the  last 
twelve  or  thirteen  years,  they  are  not  as  well  off 
as  they  should  be,  and  in  many  respects  they  are 
worse  off  than  they  were  at  that  time.  How 
is  it  possible  that  they  can  be  otherwise  ?  I  know 
that  the  Minister  of  Finance  will  say  :  There  is 
the  pessimist  decrying  the  country  again  ;  but  he 
must  remember  that  his  own  friends  spoke  in 
similar  language  when  they  thought  it  necessary. 
He  will  remember  what  Sir  John  Macdonald,  Sir 
Leonard  Tilley  and  Sir  David  Macpherson  said  in 
regard  to  the  condition  of  the  country  in  1878  ; 
and  if  the  statements  made  by  us  go  to  the  old 
country  and  prevent  immigration  coming  here,  as 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite  say  they  will,  how  can  they 
justify  the  language  of  those  men  who  spoke  in  a 
similar  strain  in  1878?  I  say  it  is  the  duty  of  both  the 
Opposition  and  those  who  support  the  Government, 
to  look  at  the  facts  as  they  stare  them  in  the  face  ; 
and  if  our  people  are  not  thriving,  as  their  pluck, 
energy  and  push  would  justify,  it  is  our  duty 
to  try  to  ascertain  the  cause  of  this  want  of  pros- 
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perity,  and  seek  by  legislation,  or  by  some  other 
means,  to  improve  the  position  of  our  people, 
so  that  their  prosperity  in  the  future  will 
be  much  greater  than  it  has  been  in  the  past.  How 
can  it  be  possible  for  our  farmers  to  be  as  well  off 
to-day  as  they  were  twelve  years  ago  ?  Are  the 
crops  as  good  now  as  they  were  then  ?  Are  the 
foreign  prices  for  their  products  as  high  as  they  were 
at  that  time  ?  Is  the  property  they  own  now  as  valu¬ 
able  as  it  was  twelve  years  ago  ?  Neither  one  nor  the 
other  is  the  case.  If  the  crops  fail,  if  the  prices 
fail,  and  if  the  land  has  depreciated  in  value,  1  ask, 
as  a  common-sense  question,  how  can  it  be  said 
that  the  farmers  are  better  off  to-day  than  they 
were  twelve  years  ago  ?  But  even  admitting  that 
to  a  certain  extent  they  are  better  off,  is  it  not  rea¬ 
sonable  to  suppose  that  a  man,  after  spending 
twelve  years  of  his  life  and  energies,  should 
be  better  off  irrespective  of  any  assistance 
he  could  receive  from  the  Government  ?  And  if 
by  economy,  frugality,  care  and  wisdom  some  have 
increased  the  value  of  their  property,  they  have  no 
thanks  to  give  to  the  Government  for  any  aid  they 
have  received  from  them.  But  the  hon.  Finance 
Minister  again  charges  the  hon.  member  for  South 
Oxford  with  saying  that  the  census  returns  show 
that  Canada  has  lost,  during  the  last  ten  years,  no 
less  than  a  million  and  a-half  of  people.  Well,  as 
to  the  number  being  exactly  a  million  and  a-half, 
it  is  very  hard  to  say.  It  will  depend  wholly  and 
entirely  upon  the  percentage  we  take  for  the  natu¬ 
ral  increase.  The  hon.  member  for  South  Oxford, 
I  believe,  took  2^  per  cent  per  annum.  But  sup¬ 
pose,  for  the  sake  of  argument,  we  take  the  natural 
increase  in  the  United  States  during  the  last  ten 
years,  which  I  think  is  fair,  being  14  per  cent.  Now, 
14  per  cent  of  our  population  in  1881,  4,429,000,  is 
something  over  600,000  people  who  should  be  added 
to  the  population  by  natural  increase.  Now,  we 
are  told  by  the  report  of  the  Minister  of  Agriculture 
— and  I  suppose  it  is  true — that  the  number  of  im¬ 
migrants  who  came  into  Canada  during  those  ten 
years,  expressing  their  intention  to  remain  here  as 
citizens,  was  no  less  than  866,000.  If  you  add 
these  to  the  natural  increase,  according  to  the  rate 
in  the  United  States,  you  have  1,486,000  people 
added  to  the  population  during  the  last  ten  years. 
Now,  the  census  returns  show  that  the  actual  net 
increase  in  the  population  of  Canada  during  the 
last  ten  years  has  been  504,000.  Deducting  504,- 
000  from  1,486,000  we  have  nearly  a  million  people 
who  have  left  our  country  and  gone  somewhere 
else.  I  challenge  any  hon.  member  opposite,  I 
challenge  the  Finance  Minister,  to  explain  away 
the  statement  I  have  made,  and  I  will  sit  down 
while  he  attempts  to  explain  it.  He  surely  will 
not  say  that  the  natural  increase  of  this  country 
should  be  less  than  that  of  the  United  States.  I 
have  always  regarded  the  natural  increase  in  Can¬ 
ada  as  much  more  than  that  of  the  United  States 
under  ordinary  conditions.  But  taking  the  natural 
increase  in  the  two  countries  to  be  the  same, 
and  the  statements  in  the  report  of  the  Minister  of 
Agriculture  to  be  true,  I  ask  where  this  million  of 
people  have  gone  ?  If  this  statement  shows  the 
country  to  be  in  a  prosperous  condition,  then  I  do 
not  know  what  a  prosperous  condition  is.  Now,  the 
discrepancy  between  this  conclusion  of  mine  and 
that  of  the  hon.  member  for  South  Oxford  is  just 
this,  that  he  has  taken  the  natural  increase  at  2^ 
per  cent  per  annum,  which  it  has  been  in  some 


years  ;  and  doing  that,  his  conclusion  is  per¬ 
fectly  just.  Then,  the  hon.  gentleman  charges 
the  hon.  member  for  South  Oxford  with  having 
declared  that  bribery  is  a  pure  matter  of  business 
routine  in  Canada.  I  am  rather  astonished  that 
the  hon.  Minister  of  Finance  mentioned  that  at 
all,  because  I  believe  that  he  understands  in 
his  innermost  soul  that  that  statement  is  abso¬ 
lutely  correct.  Some  men  may  say  that  this  is 
strong  language  ;  but  if  you  consider  the  whole 
system  upon  which  the  Government  has  been  con¬ 
ducted  under  the  Liberal- Conservative  regime,  you 
will  find  that  there  has  been  a  system  of  bribing 
provinces,  bribing  municipalities  and  bribing  indi¬ 
viduals,  for  a  number  of  years  past.  How  is  this 
done  ?  The  system  of  subsidizing  railways  is  one 
by  which  whole  constituencies  are  bribed  ;  better 
terms  to  the  provinces  is  another  method  ;  the 
building  of  bridges,  the  erection  of  post  offices 
and  custom  houses  in  various  municipalities,  are 
other  methods  employed  for  the  purpose  of  secur¬ 
ing  votes.  I  know,  Sir,  that  $16,000  was  granted 
for  a  small  railway  which  passed  through  my 
own  constituency,  and  no  less  than  four  able- 
bodied  men,  members  of  the  Government,  came  to 
my  town  for  the  purpose  of  rubbing  it  in  to  me 
by  saying  that  the  former  representative  of  the 
constituency  was  the  sole  person  to  whom  credit 
was  due.  Enquire  in  every  constituency  and 
province  of  Canada,  and  it  will  be  found  that 
bribery  lies  at  the  foundation  of  the  suc¬ 
cess  of  the  Liberal- Conservative  party  in  main¬ 
taining  itself  in  office  so  long.  It  is  true, 
every  word  of  it.  Now,  Sir,  that  is  not  only 
my  opinion.  The  hon.  member  for  South  Oxford 
was  condemned  the  other  day  for  having  sent 
across  the  water  a  statement  of  the  present  condi¬ 
tion  of  this  country.  But  it  was  not  necessary  that 
the  hon.  gentleman  should  do  anything  of  the  kind. 
The  people  of  England  know  very  well  the  position 
of  the  country,  and  had  expressed  their  opinion  on 
it  previous  to  seeing  the  letter  of  the  hon.  member 
for  South  Oxford  in  the  Economist.  Let  me  give 
you  the  opinion  of  some  English  journals  in  con¬ 
nection  with  this  question  of  bribery.  They  speak 
for  themselves.  The  writers  are  intelligent  men  ; 
and  some  of  the  journals  are  Tory  journals,  and  I 
propose  to  read  you  a  few  extracts  showing  their 
opinion  as  to  how  Sir  John  Macdonald  kept  him¬ 
self  in  power  for  so  many  years.  The  London  Daily 
Chronicle  says  : 

“  It  seems  to  be  possible  in  the  Dominion  to  secure  the 
political  support,  not  only  of  individuals,  but  of  whole 
provinces,  by  gifts  of  money.  The  locality  is  bribed  as 
well  as  the  member,  and  the  consequent  demoralization 
spreads  through  all  ranks.” 

Now,  that  is  the  opinion  of  an  English  paper,  and 
that  opinion  was  expressed  before  the  article  of 
the  hon.  member  for  South  Oxford  appeared  in  the 
Economist.  Let  me  read  again.  The  Saturday 
Review  said  : 

“  The  whole  tone  of  Sir  Hector  Langevin’s  apology,  and 
of  all  that  has  been  said  during  the  enquiry,  goes  to  show 
that  in  Canada,  though  it  would  be  allowed  to  be  wrong 
to  pocket  sums  of  thousands  of  dollars  for  one’s  personal 
use,  it  is  perfectly  fair  to  bleed  a  railway  company  or  a 
firm  of  contractors  for  money  to  be  spent  in  corrupting 
the  constituencies.” 

That  is  another  English  opinion  expressed  in  regard 
to  the  corruption  carried  on  by  the  Conservative 
party  of  this  country.  Let  me  give  you  another 
opinion,  and  this  is  from  a  leading  Tory  paper,  the 
St.  James  Gazette  : 
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“While  America  is  filling  up  and  brimming  over  and 
increasing  its  population  by  millions,  Canada,  if  not  ex* 
actly  stationary,  is  increasing  very  slowly  indeed.  It  had 
been  commonly  supposed  that,  with  the  great  boom  in  the 
North-West,  Canada  would  have  shown  an  increase  of  at 
least  2,000,000  or  3,000,000  during  the  last  decade,  and 
would  be  well  on  its  way  to  something  like  the  population 
of  a  second-rate  European  state  ;  but  all  such  hopes  have 
been  dashed  by  the  census.  Over  the  vast  territory  of  the 
Dominion,  which  on  the  map  looks  as  large  as  Europe  and 
which  in  fact  contains  habitable  territory  enough  to  hold 
the  populations  of  France  and  Austria  with  ease,  there 
are  not  nearly  as  many  people  as  are  to  be  found  within 
the  London  police  district.  Canada,  with  its  thousands 
of  square  miles  of  prairie,  its  mighty  rivers,  its  inland 
seas,  its  ports  and  harbours  on  two  oceans,  its  mercantile 
marine,  its  pretensions  to  be  a  nation  with  a  foreign  pol¬ 
icy,  and  even  a  navy  of  its  own,  ranks,  so  far  as  popula¬ 
tion  goes,  alongside  of  Bavaria  or  Holland  or  Roumania. 
The  increase  of  population  spills  over  the  border  and  fills 
up  the  northern  and  lvestern  States  of  the  neighbouring 
Republic.  The  men  who  were  born  in  Canada  and  should 
become  citizens  of  the  empire,  grow  up  and  die  under  the 
Stars  and  Stripes.  The  fact  is  not  to  be  blinked.  Whe¬ 
ther  we  like  it  or  not,  Canada  is  not  doing  well,  has  not 
been  doing  well  for  some  time  past.  It  has  tried  modified 
free  trade,  and  that  has  been  a  failure  ;  it  has  tried  close 
protection,  and  that  has  been  a  failure  too.” 

Here  is  another  opinion  from  a  paper  called  The 
Speaker  : 

“  He  won  the  general  elections  of  1878,1882, 1887  and 
1891  with  large  sums  voted  by  manufacturers  out  of  the 
extra  profits  which  he  guaranteed  them  by  a  high  import 
tariff.  Whole  constituencies  have  been  bribed  by  the 
offer  of  a  bridge  here  and  a  dock  there,  and  a  new  post 
office  or  custom  house  yonder,  to  vote  for  the  man  who 
could  get  the  Government  to  spend  most  public  money  in 
the  locality,  quite  irrespective  of  the  general  interests  of 
the  country.” 

Let  me  still  give  you  another  opinion.  The  Star 
said  : 

“  For  23  years  he  and  his  party  had  maintained  them¬ 
selves  in  power  without  a  break  by  a  colossal  system  of 
bribery.  He  succeeded  in  throttling  democracy  and  in 
debauching  public  opinion.” 

The  Newcastle  Journal,  a  Tory  paper,  said  : 

“  But  it  is  to  the  Minister  of  Public  Works  the  scandal 
is  really  traceable,  for  ‘  passive  connivance  ’—though  too 
strong  a  phrase  to  meet  the  view  of  the  majority  or  of 
Parliament — is  probably  as  near  as  so  very  vague  a 
phrase  can  be  to  an  accurate  description  of  the  ‘  it’s  all 
right,  as  long  as  I’m  not  in  it  ’  sort  of  sentiment  that  is  at 
the  bottom  of  a  good  many  scandals  in  this  world.” 

I  think  I  have  given  sufficient  opinions  to  show 
that  the  English  press  corroborate  the  statements 
I  have  made  with  regard  to  the  system  of  bribery 
on  which  this  Administration  is  constructed.  The 
Liberal-Conservative  party  have  appealed  to  the 
selfish  side  of  humanity  in  the  coimtry.  They 
have  appealed  to  their  pockets,  and  as  a  venal  vote 
stands  between  the  extremes  on  both  sides,  they 
have  sought  with  success  to  purchase  the  votes  of 
that  venal  portion  and  thus  change  the  elections  in 
their  favour.  This  has  been  done  in  the  bye- 
elections.  The  hon.  gentleman  who  is  to  follow  me 
knows  that  full  well,  because  he  has  passed  through 
the  county  adjoining  mine  and  is  aware  of  the 
work  done  by  the  innumerable  boodlers  who  have 
no  ability  except  that  of  paying  money  for  this 
venal  vote  ;  and  those  very  boodlers  who  worked 
their  nefarious  traffic  in  this  County  of  Bruce 
moved  immediately  afterwards  into  the  County  of 
West  Huron  and  there  conducted  their  same 
boodling  plans  during  that  election.  The  result  of 
these  corrupt  manoeuvres  was  that  they  debauched 
the  constituency.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  say 
there  is  a  revolution  against  the  free  trade  policy 
of  the  Liberal  party.  Nothing  of  the  kind.  Nine 
farmers  out  of  ten  will  agree  that  free  trade  with 
the  United  States  would  be  profitable  to  them,  but 
Mr.  Macdonald  (Huron). 


when  you  bring  the  influence  of  money  and  boodlers 
to  bear  upon  them,  you  gather  from  the  ranks  of 
farmers  and  others  sufficient  in  a  close  constituency 
to  carry  the  day. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS  Shame,  shame. 

Mr.  MACDONALD  (Huron.)  Yes,  shame  upon 
the  party  that  would  use  such  means,  and  I  am 
thankful  to  the  hon.  gentlemen  for  expressing  their 
honest  opinions  so  loudly. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  What  became  of  your  men 
when  you  got  into  the  courts  ? 

Mr.  MACDONALD  (Huron).  The  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  South  Oxford  was  blamed- for  stating  what 
is  known  over  the  length  and  breadth  of  the  coun¬ 
try,  that  there  has  been  a  system  of  bribery  put  in 
force,  from  the  highest  to  the  lowest,  in  order  to 
maintain  the  Government  in  office.  Now,  the  hon. 
gentleman,  having  cast  away  from  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  South  Oxford,  thought  fit  to  state  that  the 
trade  of  the  country  was  reasonably  progressive. 
I  cannot  understand  what  he  means  by  “reason¬ 
ably  progressive.”  If  he  turns  up  the  Trade  and 
Navigation  Returns  and  compares  our  present  trade 
with  that  of  1873,  he  will  find  the  advance  is  very 
slight.  Allow  me,  Sir,  to  draw  your  attention 
to  a  few  figures  taken  from  the  Trade  and  Naviga¬ 
tion  Returns,  and  I  will  ask  the  hon.  gentleman 
who  will  succeed  me  to  say  if  he  is  pleased 
with  this  advancement  of  trade.  We  must 
measure  the  advancement  of  the  country'1  by 
our  export  trade.  I  notice  that  the  Finance 
Minister,  when  he  found  that  the  export  trade  was 
against  us,  spoke  very  forcibly  of  the  home  trade, 
and  when  the  export  trade  was  in  our  favour  he 
spoke  of  the  export  trade  ;  but  hon.  gentlemen  must 
bear  in  mind  that  our  prosperity  must  be  largely 
measured  by  our  export  trade,  for  it  is  by  what  we 
send  to  other  countries  and  get  back  in  exchange 
that  our  prosperity  is  measured.  In  1873,  we  sent 
to  Great  Britain  $38,743,848  worth.  That  was  in¬ 
creased  in  1891  to  $49,280,858.  That  is  a  reasonable 
increase  because  the  products  of  this  country  have 
increased  in  that  time.  Four  millions  of  people 
have  been  working  in  this  country  for  that  time, 
and  it  would  be  terrible  if  the  energy  of  those 
people  would  not  increase  our  trade  with  a  country 
whose  markets  and  ports  are  open  to  all  we  send 
them,  and  yet  we  have  only  increased  about 
$10,000,000  in  all  those  years.  Our  exports  to  the 
United  States  in  1873  were  $42,072,526,  and  last 
year  we  sent  to  them  $41,138,695,  a  slight  reduc¬ 
tion.  Does  that  show  that  our  trade  is  increasing, 
notwithstandingallthe  energy  shown  in  this  country 
in  attempting  to  develop  it  ?  To  France  our  ex¬ 
port  trade  in  1873  amounted  to  $631,907,  and,  after 
a  great  effort  on  the  part  of  the  Government  to  in¬ 
crease  our  trade  with  that  country  and  after 
great  promises  in  that  regard,  our  trade  has 
dwindled  down  to  $253,734.  Is  that  satisfactory  ? 
We  exported  to  Spain  in  1873  $25,080  worth  of 
goods,  and  in  1891  that  had  only  increased  to 
$67,110.  Then  take  Newfoundland,  our  sister 
colony,  which  is  willing  to  take  a  large  proportion 
of  our  surplus  products.  In  1873,  we  had  a  larger 
trade  with  Newfoundland  than  we  have  to-day. 
My  hon.  friend,  the  Finance  Minister,  has  promised 
every  year  that  we  were  about  to  extend  our  trade 
with  the  West  Indies,  but  instead  of  that  we  find 
that  our  trade  with  the  West  Indies  has  been  re- 
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duced  from  $3,988,493  in  1873,  to  $3,122,770  in 
1891.  Is  that  a  satisfactory  condition  of  trade? 
Does  that  satisfy  the  Tories  ?  It  does  not  satisfy 
the  Liberals,  and  I  believe,  that  if  the  Liberals 
were  in  power,  the  trade  with  foreign  lands  would 
increase  by  leaps  and  bounds.  There  is  one  country 
with  which  our  trade  has  largely  increased,  and 
that  is  Australia.  In  1873  our  exports  to  Australia 
amounted  to  $41,822,  and  in  1891  they  reached  the 
figure  of  $589,100.  But  that  does  not  open  up  a 
market  for  the  farmers  of  Canada,  because  no  farm 
products  go  to  Australia,  and  there  is  no  market 
there  for  our  farmers.  The  markets  of  the  United 
States  are  barred  against  us  and  all  that  we  send 
there  goes  in  spite  of  the  barriers  which  two  foolish 
Governments  have  placed  in  the  way.  My  lion, 
friend  goes  on  to  say  that  the  trend  of  trade  is  to¬ 
wards  Britain,  in  order,  I  suppose,  to  show  that 
Britain  is  our  natural  market.  He  says  : 

“  I  have  a  table  here  which  I  will  read,  simply  to  show 
the  trend  of  trade  within  the  last  few  years,  and  to  give 
us  hope  and  confidence  that  no  McKinley  Bill  or  any 
other  of  a  like  nature  necessarily  bars  the  current  of 
Canada’s  export  trade  or  the  current  of  its  general 
business.  Comparing  1888  with  1891,  our  exports  of 
animals  and  their  products  to  the  United  States  fell  from 
$7,595,000  to  $4,316,000,  a  decrease  of  42  percent,  whereas 
the  exports  of  the  same  to  Great  Britain  rose  from 
$16,500,000  in  1888  to  $21,000,000  in  1891,  an  increase  of  29 
per  cent.  The  exports  of  agricultural  products  to  the 
United  States  fell  from  $10,000,000  in  1888  to  $7,000,000  in 
1891,  a  decrease  of  29  per  cent,  while  those  sent  to 
England  rose  from  $4,292,000  in  1888  to  $5,254,000  in  1891, 
an  increase  of  25  per  cent.” 

The  hon.  the  Finance  Minister  could  not  but  know 
that  there  was  a  cause  for  the  decrease  of  our  trade 
with  the  United  States.  In  the  first  instance  he 
said  that  the  McKinley  Bill  did  not  interfere  with 
the  trend  or  current  of  our  export  trade,  and  then 
he  contradicts  himself,  because  he  shows  that  our 
trade  with  the  United  States  has  been  reduced 
while  our  trade  with  England  has  been  increased. 
The  McKinley  Bill  imposed  a  very  heavy  duty  on 
our  barley,  and  the  result  was  that,  instead  of 
sending  to  the  United  States  10,000,000  bushels  as 
we  did  in  1889,  we  only  sent  4,751,000  bushels  in 
1891.  What  was  the  cause  of  that?  Was  the 
trend  of  trade  changed  by  the  McKinley  Bill  or 
was  it  not  ?  Any  one  with  one  eye  open  could  see  that 
the  trend  of  trade  was  changed.  Take  another 
article,  the  article  of  horses.  Previous  to  the  adop¬ 
tion  of  the  McKinley  Bill,  in  1889,  we  exported  to 
the  United  States  16,118  horses.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  says  that  the  McKinley  Bill  did  not  disturb 
the  current  of  trade,  but  in  1891  we  only  sent  to  the 
United  States  9,937  horses.  Did  not  that  disturb  the 
current  of  trade  ?  Where  did  the  horses  go  ?  They 
remain  still  in  the  hands  of  Canadian  farmers,  and 
horses  now  sell  for  $20  or  $30  less  per  head  than  they 
would  have  fetched  if  the  McKinley  Bill  had  not 
been  passed.  But  the  hon.  gentleman  said  that 
this  Government  did  not  pass  the  McKinley  Bill 
and  were  not  responsible  for  it.  No  one  on 
this  side  of  the  House  said  they  did,  but  we 
maintain  that,  if  we  could  get  freer  trade 
relations  with  the  United  States,  the  McKinley 
Bill  would  have  to  be  removed,  and  tke  difficulties 
we  have  to  contend  against  would  cease  to  exist,  so 
that  we  would  have  the  advantages  which  we  have 
lost  under  the  operation  of  the  McKinley  Bill.  In 
order  to  show  how  the  current  of  trade  has  been 
affected  by  the  McKinley  Bill,  I  may  refer  to 
another  article,  that  of  poultry.  We  only  sent 
last  year  about  one-half  of  what  we  sent,  previous 


to  the  passage  of  the  McKinley  Bill,  to  the  United 
States.  In  eggs  we  sent  over  13,000,000  dozen 
previously  to  the  passage  of  that  Bill,  and  last 
year  we  only  sent  7,500,000  dozen,  or  a  little 
more  than  one-half.  Then  in  the  article  of 
hay,  we  sent  over  100,000  tons  to  the  United 
States  before  the  passage  of  that  Bill  and  last  year 
we  only  sent  54,000  tons.  Yet  the  hon.  gentlemen 
will  state  before  the  House  and  the  country  what 
the  figures  of  the  Trade  and  Navigation  Returns  do 
not  bear  out,  that  the  McKinley  Bill  did  not  alter 
the  trend  of  exportation  from  this  country.  What 
have  the  Canadians  done  with  their  barley  ?  Have 
they  sent  it  to  the  United  Kingdom  ?  Not  at  all. 
The  farmers  found  that  they  were  blocked  out  of 
the  United  States,  and  we  find  that,  instead  of 
having  750.000  acres  under  crop  as  they  had  in 
1888,  last  year  that  was  reduced  to  550,000  acres, 
or  about  one-third,  simply  because  they  could 
not  sell  the  crop  which  pays  the  farmer  more 
than  any  cereal  he  produces  on  his  farm.  Now 
I  want  to  say  something  about  the  expenditure.  I 
look  upon  the  expenditure  of  this  country  as  being 
enormous  in  comparison  with  our  population,  and 
when  I  compare  it  with  the  expenditure  of  the 
United  States  I  am  still  more  astonished  that  it  takes 
so  much  money  to  govern  the  people  in  this  country 
when  compared  with  the  government  on  the  other 
side.  The  hon.  the  Finance  Minister  last  year 
stated  in  his  Budget  speech  that  there  were  a 
large  number  of  payments  made  by  Canada  which 
were  not  made  by  the  United  States,  therefore  the 
two  expenditures  were  not  comparable.  In  the 
estimate  that  I  am  going  to  give  I  have  shown  that 
class  of  expenditure  in  Canada  which  has  an 
equivalent  expenditure  in  the  United  States, 
in  order  that  I  may  bring  the  expenditures 
along  the  same  lines  in  both  countries.  We 
were  told  last  year  by  the  Minister  of  Finance 
that  we  paid  for  pensions  $104,000  ;  the  adminis¬ 
tration  of  justice,  $727,000  ;  for  the  sinking  fund, 
$1,938,000  ;  subventions  to  steamboats,  $321,000  ; 
militia,  $1,280,000  ;  provincial  subsidies,  $3,940,- 
000  ;  penitentiaries,  $353,000.  Now,  he  said  that 
these  items  had  no  corresponding  items  in  the  ex¬ 
penditure  of  the  United  States,  and  therefore  it  was 
not  fair  to  compare  the  expenditure  of  both  coun¬ 
tries  on  account  of  those  expenditures  being  extra 
in  Canada.  If  we  take  out  those  items  I  have 
mentioned  from  the  total  expenditure  of  last 
year  of  $36,343,000,  we  have  left  $27,716,000, 
showing  that  76  per  cent  of  the  whole  expenditure 
is  made  upon  other  items  of  expenditure  in  Can¬ 
ada.  Now,  if  it  is  fair  to  throw  up  on  the  one 
side  the  expenditures  which  the  United  States  have 
not,  then  it  is  perfectly  fair  to  throw  out  of  the 
account  the  expenditures  which  we  have  not.  Now, 
the  following  are  the  expenditures  which  we  have 
not  in  this  country  :  The  navy  cost  the  United 
States  $22,007,000  ;  military,  $44,583,000  ;  pen¬ 
sions,  $107,000,000;  foreign  intercourse,  $1,649,- 
000  ;  expenses  of  the  District  of  Columbia  over  in¬ 
come,  $2,869,000  ;  sinking  fund  last  year,  $48,104,- 
000  ;  administration  borne  by  the  Central  Govern¬ 
ment,  $500,000,  making  a  total  of  $226,702,000. 
Now,  subtract  that  from  the  total  expenditure  of 
the  United  States  last  year,  $345,831,000,  there  is 
left  for  the  other  expenditures  of  the  United  States 
$119,129,000,  or  35  per  cent  only  of  the  whole  in¬ 
come  to  be  expended  in  carrying  out  all  the  other 
departments  of  the  Government,  or,  in  other  words, 
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$2  per  head  for  the  United  States  as  compared  with 
$5.50  per  head  of  the  Canadian  people.  Now,  Sir, 
I  challenge  a  successful  contradiction  of  these  facts, 
I  challenge  any  one  to  put  them  in  any  way  that 
they  will  not  show  that  we  are  largely  burdened  by 
taxation  over  that  country.  Then,  again,  let  us 
submit  another  view  of  the  matter.  We  had  an 
expenditure  in  1868  of  $13,486,000  ;  five  years 
afterwards,  under  the  Conservatives,  the  expendi¬ 
ture  had  risen  to  $23,316,000,  or  an  annual  increase 
of  $1,966,000,  or  73  per  cent  of  an  increase  during 
those  years.  Now,  the  Liberal  Administration 
came  in  with  an  expenditure  of  $23,316,000,  and  five 
years  afterwards  they  left  power  with  an  expenditure 
of  $23,503,000,  or  an  increase  of  only  4  of  1  per  cent 
Now,  the  Conservatives  came  in  in  1878,  and  have 
been  in,  I  am  sorry  to  say,  until  the  present  day. 
The  expenditure  now  is  $36,343,000,  or  an  increase 
of  55  per  cent,  as  compared  with  4  of  1  per  cent 
under  the  Liberal  Administration.  Still,  they  tell 
us  they  are  just  as  economical  and  saving  as  the 
Liberals.  Now  let  us  take  another  comparison. 
Comparisons  are  sometimes  said  to  be  odious,  but 
I  do  not  think  they  should  be  odious  when  they 
are  made  in  the  interest  of  the  country.  Now  let 
us  see  if  we  expended  more  according  to  population 
under  a  Conservative  Government  than  was  spent 
under  a  Liberal  Government.  In  1868  we  had  a 
population  of  3,630,000,  and  a  controllable  expendi¬ 
ture,  for  which  I  hold  the  late  Government  respon¬ 
sible,  of  $8,324,000,  or  an  increase  from  1868  to 
1874  of  50  per  cent.  Now,  when  the  Hon.  Alex¬ 
ander  Mackenzie  came  into  power  in  1874  the  con¬ 
trollable  expenditure  under  the  control  of  the 
Government  was  reduced  to  $6,543,000,  or  21  per 
cent  of  a  reduction.  Now,  the  Conservatives  came 
in  again,  and  have  been  in  until  the  present  time, 
and  while  they  were  in,  the  controllable  expendi¬ 
ture  rose  from  $6,543,000  to  what  it  was  last  year, 
$11,202,000,  or  70  per  cent  of  an  increase  under 
the  Conservative  regime.  Now,  how  will  this 
compare  with  the  expenditure  in  the  United  States 
at  different  periods  ?  Let  us  see  the  economy  that 
has  been  exercised  in  the  United  States  ;  on  this 
economy  a  large  portion  of  the  prosperity  and 
advancement  of  the  United  States  depended,  and 
the  results  have  been,  from  that  economy,  that  the 
United  States  are  going  on  faster  than  we  are  : 

Rate— United  States  Expenditure  according  to 
Population. 


Year. 

Popula¬ 

tion. 

Expendi¬ 

ture. 

Amount 

per 

Capita. 

1830 . 

12,886,000 

$15,141,000 

$  cts. 
1  25 

1840 . 

17,000,000 

24,313,000 

1  50 

1850  . 

23,191,000 

41,000,000 

1  80 

1860 . 

31,500,000 

63,190,000 

2  00 

1890 . 

63,000,000 

345,000,009 

5  50 

So  that  in  1890  their  expenditure  amounted  per 
capita  to  $5.50  as  compared  with  our  expenditure 
per  capita  of  $7.47.  With  a  large  population  the 
United  States  pay  a  less  per  capita  expenditure 
than  does  our  country  with  a  small  population. 
Now,  no  person  will  have  the  hardihood  to  say 
that  the  United  States  did  not  progress  as  rapidly 
Mr.  Macdonald  (Huron). 


as  Canada  is  progressing.  Our  opponents  say  that 
Canada  to-day  is  not  able  to  compete  with  the 
United  States  on  equal  terms  ;  they  say  that  our 
institutions  are  in  their  infancy,  that  they  still 
wear  long  clothes,  they  are  still  on  the  sucking 
bottles  and  have  to  be  nursed  by  the  Canadian 
protective  tariff  so  as  to  give  them  an  advantage 
in  the  markets  of  the  world.  Sir,  the  individual 
states  of  that  country  compete  with  every  other 
state  in  the  American  Union.  There  is  the  State 
of  Michigan,  only  across  the  river  from  the  Pro¬ 
vince  of  Ontario,  a  state  that  is  competing  suc¬ 
cessfully  with  all  the  manufacturing  institutions 
of  every  other  part  of  the  American  Union  ;  still 
it  is  said  we  cannot  compete  with  her.  Who  are 
the  Canadians  who  say  we  are  not  equal  in  ability, 
we  are  not  equal  in  industry,  we  are  not  equal  in 
skill,  and  push  and  energy,  to  any  American  that 
ever  stood  upon  two  legs  ?  I  am  a  Canadian,  and  I 
believe  we  are  their  equals.  Have  we  not  machin¬ 
ery  at  our  disposal  to  manufacture  articles  as 
well  as  they  ?  Have  we  not  raw  material  at 
our  hands  as  well  as  Michigan  ?  Why  is  it 
that  they  can  compete  over  in  Michigan  in  their 
wooden  manufactures,  their  woollen  manufactures, 
and  every  other  form  of  manufacturing  industries, 
with  every  one  of  the  older  states,  and  keep  up 
their  own  progress  and  advancement,  and  make 
money?  You  must  remember  also  that  a  large 
number  of  those  institutions  in  Michigan  are  worked 
by  Canadians  who  have  gone  across  the  river  to 
take  positions  in  those  manufacturing  industries, 
and  is  not  a  Canadian  on  this  side  of  the  river  equal 
in  energy,  push  and  capacity  to  a  Canadian  on  the 
other  side  of  the  river  ?  Still  those  hon.  gentlemen 
tell  us  that  our  industries  are  in  their  infancy  and 
that  we  must  throw  around  them  certain  pro¬ 
tective  duties  in  order  that  they  may  increase  and 
advance  and  multiply  in  our  country.  I  never 
heard  such  nonsense  spoken.  I  am  ashamed  of  my 
country  when  I  hear  the  Conservative  blusterers 
upon  public  platforms  say  that  we  are  not  able  to 
compete  with  our  cousins  across  the  line.  But  now 
it  appears  that  we  are  not  to  get  reciprocity, 
according  to  the  statements  made  by  the  Minister 
of  Finance  ;  and  the  hon.  gentleman  who  spoke  last, 
said  that  he  was  very  sorry  that  we  were  not,  he 
was  in  favour  of  reciprocity.  I  do  not  believe,  as 
I  have  often  stated  from  my  place  in  Parliament, 
that  the  Tory  party  is  in  favour  of  reciprocity  of 
any  kind.  How  could  I  come  to  any  other  con¬ 
clusion  ?  I  have  met  Tory  orators  upon  the 
public  platforms  of  this  country,  I  have  discussed 
this  question  with  them,  and  in  every  case 
they  denounce  reciprocity  as  being  injurious 
to  the  farming  interests  of  Canada.  I  see  an 
hon.  gentleman  looking  at  me,  who,  no  doubt, 
will  answer  that  reciprocity  in  natural  products 
would  be  injurious  to  Canada.  He  said  it  would 
destroy  our  pork,  and  fruit  interests,  our  cattle 
interests,  and  our  butter  and  cheese  interests. 
Well,  if  it  would  destroy  these,  how  was  it  the 
Government  went  to  Washington  and  offered, 
within  the  last  few  months,  to  negotiate  a  recipro¬ 
city  treaty  on  the  very  basis  which  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  said  if  we  got  it  would  destroy  the  interests 
of  the  very  parties  on  whose  behalf  they  pretend 
to  have  gone  to  Washington.  In  the  riding  of 
West  Huron  during  the  bye-elections  there  was  on 
the  platform  at  one  of  the  meetings  a  Cabinet 
Minister,  the  Secretary  of  State.  I  heard  him  say 
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that  he  was  in  a  position  to  tell  the  country  that 
three  Ministers  had  gone  from  Ottawa  to  Wash¬ 
ington  for  the  purpose  of  negotiating  a  treaty  on 
the  lines  outlie  treaty  of  1854;  and  he  said:  I  am  in  a 
position  to  tell  yon,  farmers,  that  two  articles  which 
will  be  included  in  that  treaty  are  binding  twine 
and  agricultural  implements.  Why  did  the  lion, 
gentleman  make  that  statement  to  the  farmers  ? 
Because  he  knew  that  the  fanners  were  paying 
higher  prices  for  binding  twine  than  they  otherwise 
would  pay.  I  am  simply  giving  the  statements  of 
a  Minister  made  on  a  public  platform  ;  and,  in 
order  to  catch  the  support  of  the  farming  community, 
he  went  so  far  as  to  say  that  the  Government  were 
in  favour  of  reciprocity.  Mr.  Montague,  who  spoke 
subsequently,  from  the  beginning  to  the  end  of  his 
speech  denounced  reciprocity  in  every  phase  and 
feature.  Here  were  two  lion,  gentlemen,  one 
speaking  for  one  section  and  the  other  for  another 
section.  Ministers*  went  to  Washington.  Did  they 
go  there  earnestly  desiring  to  procure  a  reciprocity 
treaty  ?  It  appears  to  me  the  greatest  folly,  nothing 
but  burlesque  in  legislation,  to  say  that  three  able- 
bodied  men  going  to  Washington  should  ask  the 
man  to  whom  they  went,  what,  in  his  opinion, 
was  the  best  thing  to  be  done  for  Canada,  how 
were  we  to  raise  the  necessary  funds  to  carry  on 
the  affairs  of  the  Dominion.  It  appears  as  if  the 
three  statesmen  could  not  devise  means  to  raise 
the  necessary  funds,  and  so  they  asked  Mr.  Blaine 
how  he  would  propose  to  help  them  out  of  the  diffi¬ 
culty.  Mr.  Blaine  was  further  asked  how  he  would 
negotiate  a  treaty,  and  as  he  had  had  large  ex¬ 
perience  in  negotiating  treaties,  perhaps  he  would 
be  kind  enough  to  instruct  the  Ministers  and 
inform  them  what  would  be  the  best  to  do  in  the 
interest  of  Canada,  from  which  they  came.  Then 
Mr.  Blaine  went  on  to  tell  them  :  If  you  cannot 
afford  to  pull  down  the  barriers  and  realize  the 
blessings  of  free  trade,  if  you  cannot  raise  a  revenue, 
if  your  people  cannot  afford  to  be  prosperous,  it 
is  not  my  duty  to  give  you  advice.  I  believe  all 
these  incidents  will  yet  be  worked  up  in  the  form 
of  a  play.  I  think  you  will  see  these  men  pictured 
on  the  public  platform.  There  will  be  three 
Canadian  Ministers  going  down  with  solemn 
countenances, — some  of  them  have  faces  that  are 
naturally  long.  One  will  wear  spectacles,  and  he 
will  be  the  wisest  looking  of  them  all,  and  two 
other  representatives  would  be  present,  asking 
Mr.  Blaine  how  he  would  do  if  he  were  a  Canadian  ? 
and  seated  by  him  w'ould  be  General  Foster,  Blaine’s 
coadjutor,  ready  to  give  his  advice.  This  piece 
would  lie  termed  a  screaming  farce,  and  it  would 
be  given  in  order  to  amuse  the  people  at  the 
close  of  a  popular  entertainment.  I  may  not 
be  very  learned  politically,  but  I  never  heard 
such  a  simple  statement  as  that  made  by 
the  Minister  of  Finance.  We  want  to  be  in 
earnest  about  this  matter.  I  suppose  it  will  be 
stated  that  there  was  difficulty  with  regard  to 
woollen  blankets  in  regard  to  negotiating  a  treaty. 
Then  the  question  of  tin  plates  would  be  raised,  in 
view  of  a  great  industry  established  in  the  States  for 
making  these  wares,  and  an  objection  might  be 
raised  on  that  head.  I  suppose  there  would  be  some 
talk  about  tin  pans  and  other  articles.  This  is  the 
most  ridiculous  and  farcical  thing  I  ever  heard  of. 
The  people  would  not  believe  that  such  statements 
had  been  made  without  authority,  or  without  any 
report  being  made  to  the  Governor  in  Council  in 
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regard  to  the  conclusions  at  which  the  Ministers: 
arrived — we  have  nothing  but  the  verbal  statement 
of  the  Minister  of  Finance  delivered  in  the  course 
of  his  Budget  speech.  Would  you  not  suppose 
that  the  representatives  of  70,000,000  of  people 
would  have  had  a  secretary  to  write  down  the  con¬ 
clusions  at  which  they  arrived,  and  that  Parlia¬ 
ment  would  have  received  a  protocol  in  advance  of 
the  speech  delivered  by  the  Minister  of  Finance. 
The  whole  thing  is  farcical,  and  no  person  of  intelli¬ 
gence  can  believe  that  the  negotiations  were  con¬ 
ducted  with  the  view  of  obtaining  a  treaty,  or  even 
with  honest  intent.  The  Minister  of  Finance  said 
they  had  ended,  and  added :  I  am  very  sorry 
they  ended  thus.  I  hope  and  trust  that  every 
member  of  the  Liberal  party,  at  least,  will  place  no 
confidence  whatever  in  the  statements  made  by 
the  Minister  of  Finance  in  regard  to  the  impossi¬ 
bility  of  getting  reciprocity  with  the  United 
States.  I  am  as  satisfied  as  I  am  that  I  am 
standing  here  this  afternoon,  that  if  the 
Liberal  party  wTere  in  power,  and  if  wTe  sent  dele¬ 
gates  to  Washington  to  negotiate  a  treaty  on  fair 
and  honourable  terms  to  all  parties,  and  were  will¬ 
ing  to  give  as  well  as  take — and  whoever  heard  of 
making  treaties  with  all  the  advantages  on  one 
side— such  a  treaty  could  be  secured.  But  if  wTe 
were  willing  to  give  the  same  advantages  to  Great 
Britain  and  other  countries  as  we  gave  to  the 
United  States,  and  allowred  their  goods  to  come  in 
equally  as  free,  what  benefit  would  the  treaty  be  to 
the  Americans  ?  Noneat  all.  If  they  gave  us  a 
free  market  for  our  raw  materials  and  many  other 
articles,  they  might  reasonably  expect  that  we 
would  receive  their  products  upon  different  terms 
from  those  on  which  we  receive  the  products  of  any 
other  country.  Unless  we  go  that  far  it  is  no  use 
to  think  of  obtaining  a  commercial  treaty,  for  we 
could  only  secure  it  upon  a  proper  basis,  and  that 
is  the  basis  only  on  which  we  could  accept  it,  for 
any  eotmtry  not  to  surrender  its  dignity,  honour 
and  interests,  but  to  go  in  a  broad-minded  states¬ 
manlike  manner  and  discuss  the  whole  commercial 
relations  between  the  two  countries  and  arrive  at 
an  arrangement  that  would  be  fair  and  equitable 
between  the  two  countries. 

It  being  Six  o’clock,  the  Speaker  left  the  Chair. 

After  Recess. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL.  Before  the  question  that  we 
are  now  discussing  is  put  by  the  Chair,  I  desire  to 
offer  some  remarks  on  the  financial  statement  pre¬ 
sented  to  the  House  the  other  day.  I  think,  how¬ 
ever,  that  after  the  able  and  eloquent  speech  that 
has  been  delivered  by  my  hon.  friend  from  Huron 
(Mr.  Macdonald),  some  gentlemen  on  the  oppo¬ 
site  side  of  the  House  should  have  felt  disposed 
to  rise  and  answer  the  arguments  which  were 
advanced  by  him.  I  certainly  expected  that  the 
hon.  member  for  East  Grey  (Mr.  Sproule),  at  all 
events,  who  is  always  so  ready  to  stand  in  the 
breach,  would  have  made  an  attempt  to  answer  the 
arguments  of  the  hon.  member  for  Huron  (Mr. 
Macdonald. ) 

Mr.  SPROULE.  There  was  nothing  to  answer. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL.  The  hon.  gentleman  says 
there  was  nothing  to  answer,  but  he  evidently 
means  that  there  was  nothing  that  lie  could  answer. 
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The  arguments  of  the  hon.  member  for  Huron  (Mr. 
Macdonald)  were  so  plain  and  put  so  well  that  he 
found  it  impossible  to  answer  them,  and  hence  lie 
considered  it  was  better  for  him  not  to  attempt  it. 
The  subject  which  we  have  been  discussing  is  one 
of  very  great  importance  to  the  people  of  this 
country,  and  one  which  I  think  we  should  discuss 
thoroughly  in  order  to  ascertain  if,  upon  this  great 
and  important  question,  wre  cannot  arrive  at  a 
better  solution  of  the  difficulty  that  stares  us  in 
the  face,  than  the  proposal  which  the  hon. 
Minister  of  Finance  presents  to  us.  Let  me  say  in 
the  first  place  that  the  Minister  of  Finance  and 
the  Government  have  not  done  wdrat  I  think  they 
should  do.  I  believe  that  in  the  present  condition 
of  the  country,  with  a  debt  of  nearly  8300,000,000, 
it  would  be  wise  for  the  Government  to  con¬ 
sider  well  the  question  of  w'hether  they  cannot 
curtail  and  reduce  the  expense  of  government.  The 
Minister  of  Finance  tells  us  that  he  estimates  the 
expenditure  for  next  year  will  be  836,500,000,  and 
that  the  income  will  be  about  the  same.  Now,  it 
appears  to  me  that  836,500,000  is  altogether  too  large 
an  expenditure,  and  that  we  ought  to  carry  on  the 
affairs  of  this  country  just  as  well,  and  serve  the  in¬ 
terest  of  the  country  just  as  well,  with  an  expenditure 
of  a  great  deal  less  money  than  that.  Let  us  lemem- 
ber  that  in  1878  the  affairs  of  this  country  were 
carried  on  by  the  Liberal  Administration  for  833,  - 
500,000.  We  have  not  a  single  acre  of  land  more 
now  than  we  had  then  ;  we  have  only  a  bare  half 
million  of  people  more  than  we  had  then,  and  does 
it  not  seem  strange  that  the  affairs  of  the  country 
could  be  carried  on  in  1878  for  $23,500,000  while  we 
are  now  spending  $36,500,000  ?  I  take  the  oppor¬ 
tunity  of  saying  that,  in  my  opinion,  there  is  no 
country  in  this  wide  world  in  which  it  costs  the 
people  so  much  to  govern  themselves  as  it  does  in 
the  Dominion  of  Canada.  \\  hat  is  this  $36,500,000 
spent  for  ?  It  is  not  to  build  our  canals,  not  to 
bonus  our  railways,  not  even  to  build  our  public 
works,  because  we  are  borrowing  money  year  after- 
year  for  that  purpose.  We  have  increased  the  debt 
of  this  Dominion  within  the  last  ten  years  by  about 
$100,000,000  to  enlarge* our  canals,  and  bonus  our 
railways,  and  erect  our  public  buildings,  so  that,  in 
order  to  keep  up  the  machinery  of  government  in 
this  Dominion,  we  are  spending  $36,500,000  a  year, 
which  means  a  cost  of  $7.47  for  every  man,  woman 
and  child  in  this  Dominion,  simply  for  the 
purpose  of  governing  themselves.  It  appears 
to  me,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  this  is  altogether 
too  much,  and  I  believe  that  we  could  largely 
reduce  this  expenditure  without  any  detriment  to 
the  public  interest.  I  propose  to  show  a  few  ways 
in  which  I.think  our  expenditures  could  be  reduced. 
It  was  stated  by  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Huron 
(Mr.  Macdonald)  and  he  gave  authority  for  it,  that 
in  the  United  Sates  in  1830,  with  a  population  of 
12,000,000,  their  expenses  were  only  $15,000,000  a 
year,  while  in  Canada  with  a  bare  5,000,000  of 
of  population  we  are  spending  $36,500,000.  In  the 
first  place  we  see  that  our  expenditure  on  the 
militia  forces  in  1878  was  only  $618,000  in  round 
numbers,  while  last  year  we  spent  $1,279,000  on  the 
service.  Here  is  an  increase  of  just  about  100  per 
cent  on  the  militia  service  of  this  country  in 
thirteen  years.  I  believe  that  a  large  saving  can 
be  made  in  that  department.  I  know,  for  instance, 
that  it  was  stated  here  two  years  ago  by  Gen. 
Laurie  who  then  represented  the  County  of  Shel- 
Mr.  ^Campbell. 


burne — and  his  statement  was  confirmed  by  other 
gentlemen  who  are  conversant  with  the  militia 
forces  of  this  Dominion — that  while  we  were  spend¬ 
ing  $1,200,000  on  the  militia  only  about  $250,000 
went  to  the  men  and  the  balance  went  to  the  officials 
and  staff.  That  was  the  statement  of  Gen.  Laurie,  a 
man  who  was  thoroughly  conversant  with  the  mil¬ 
itia  forces  of  the  Dominion  and  who  knew  whereof 
he  spoke.  I  believe  that  that  statement  is  entire¬ 
ly  correct.  I  hope  and  trust  that  our  new  Minis¬ 
ter  of  Militia  will  exercise  more  caution,  and  I  be¬ 
lieve  that  if  he  does  he  will  find  that  the  militia 
forces  of  the  Dominion  can  be  looked  after  just  as 
well  for  about  one-half  of  the  money  now  spent. 
We  are  also  spending  about  $100,000  a  year  on  the 
Royal  Military  College  in  Kingston,  and  I  believe 
that  that  institution  should  be  wiped  out  and  the 
money  saved,  as  there  are  very  few  of  the  great 
mass  of  the  people  of  this  Dominion  who  ever  get 
one  dollar’s  worth  of  benefit  from-the  Military  Col¬ 
lege.  Then  take  the  North-West  Mounted  Police. 
In  1878  that  force  only  cost  us  $334,000,  while  last 
year  it  cost  us  $740,000  or  nearly  125  per  cent  of 
an  increase  in  a  few  years.  1  do  not  believe  that 
it  is  necessary  that  we  should  keep  ten  or  eleven 
hundred  men  in  the  North-West.  It,  perhaps, 
might  have  been  necessary  a  few  years  ago, 
when  the  rebellion  broke  out,  but  to-day  I  am 
firmly  of  the  opinion  that  a  large  saving  could 
be  effected  in  the  expenditure  on  that  force. 
Now  with  regard  to  superannuation.  In  1878 
we  spent  $106,000  under  this  head,  while 
last  year  it  cost  us  $241,000,  and  I  believe  since 
the  public  accounts  were  closed  on  the  30th  July 
we  have  added  to  our  expense  in  this  connection 
about  $20,000  more.  Year  by  year  that  expendi¬ 
ture  is  largely  increased  ;  I  am  not  in  favour,  and 
have  expressed  myself  on  former  occasions  as  not 
being  in  favour,  of  this  superannuation  at  all.  I 
think  that  it  is  a  fraud  and  an  injustice  perpeti’ated 
on  the  people  of  this  country  and  that  it  should  be 
abolished.  The  civil  servants  are  paid  large  salaries, 
and  if  their  salaries  are  not  sufficient  to  provide  for 
themselves  and  to  lay  sufficient  for  their  old  days, 
then  I  contend  that  it  is  right  and  proper  that  their 
salaries  should  be  increased.  But  after  men  have 
been  in  the  service  for  ten  and  twenty  years,  with 
large  salaries,  light  duties  to  perform,  and  short 
hours  of  labour,  there  is  no  excuse  for  continuing  to 
saddle  them  on  the  country  for  ever  after,  at 
a  large  expense  to  the  Dominion  treasury. 
I  think  it  is  well  that  the  Government  should 
consider  whether  the  time  has  not  arrived  for 
abolishing  this  system  altogether.  W  hen  it 
was  first  introduced  in  1873  there  was  some  rea¬ 
son  for  it.  At  that  time  it  was  proposed  that  the 
fund  should  provide  for  those  who  had  grown  old 
in  the  public  service,  and  had  become  unable  to 
perform  the  duties  devolving  upon  them.  But 
since  then  grave  abuses  have  grown  up  under  the 
system,  and  to-day  we  find  that  active,  stirring, 
enterprising  men  in  the  prime  of  life  have  been 
superannuated  in  order  to  provide  positions  for  some 
of  the  needy  supporters  of  the  Government  ;  and 
thus  they  are  saddled  on  the  people  of  this  country 
at  an  enormous  expense  for  all  the  rest  of  their 
days.  I  think  under  this  head  a  very  large  saving 
could  be  made  by  the  abolition  of  the  system.  I 
find  that  under  the  head  of  Excise  in  1878  $215,000 
was  spent  and  in  1891  $378,000.  W  hy  should  there 
be  such  a  large  increase  in  this  item  ?  If  the  popu- 
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lation  of  the  country  had  grown  very  much,  we 
could  all  understand  why  that  service  should  cost 
the  country  more  ;  but  while  the  population  has 
increased,  at  a  very  small  rate,  the  expense  has  in¬ 
creased  enormously.  Then,  civil  government  in 
1878  cost  only  $823, 000,  w  hereas  last  year  it  cost 
$1,334,000.  The  careofourlndiansin  1878cost$421,- 
000,  against  $987,000  last  year.  In  all  these  items,  I 
think  a  very  large  saving  could  be  made  without 
at  all  impairing  the  efficiency  of  the  service.  Then, 
by  a  righteous  act  on  the  part  of  the  Government, 
they  could,  by  one  fell  stroke  of  the  pen,  as  the 
lion.  Finance  Minister  stated  last  year,  wipe  out 
an  expenditure  of  $400,000  to  the  people  of  this 
country  in  the  preparation  of  the  voters’  lists. 
Although  we  spent  $400,000  last  year  in  the  pre¬ 
paration  of  the  list,  yet  out  of  the  215  constitu¬ 
encies  about  175  or  180  will  never  use  the  list  at 
all,  unless  possibly  the  sitting  member  should  die, 
or  unless  for  any  other  cause  a  vacancy  should 
occur.  We  had  a  better  voters’  list  prepared  by 
the  municipalities  every  year,  which  did  not  cost 
us  a  farthing,  and  it  is  utterly  useless  to  expend 
such  a  large  amount  of  money  in  preparing  a  list 
that  is  not  required.  Moreover,  the  preparation  of 
this  list  not  only  costs  such  an  enormous 
amount  of  money  directly  out  of  the  public  chest, 
but  as  every  member  of  this  House  knows, 
it  costs  the  two  political  parties  a  large 
sum  in  addition.  In  the  county  which  I  have  the 
honour  to  represent,  I  venture  to  say  that  it  costs 
the  Conservative  party  at  least  $500,  and  I  am 
sure  that  it  costs  our  side  an  equal  amount  to  re¬ 
vise  the  voters’  lists.  Now,  I  regret  very  much 
that  the  Finance  Minister,  when  moulding  legisla¬ 
tion  for  the  country,  did  not  consider  these 
matters  ;  but  I  trust  that  before  the  session  closes 
he  will  endeavour  to  reduce  the  enormous  ex¬ 
penditure  to  which  I  have  referred.  The  Finance 
Minister,  in  delivering  his  Budget  speech,  has  been 
pleased  to  give  us  the  result  of  his  recent  visit  to 
Washington,  and  I  propose  to  speak  a  little  upon 
that  question,  because  I  think  that  no  question  has 
ever  come  before  the  people  of  this  Dominion 
fraught  with  such  importance  to  the  weal  or  woe 
of  the  people  of  this  Dominion.  In  my  opinion, 
Parliament  coul'd  not  place  upon  the  Statute-book 
a  law  of  any  sort  that  would  confer  equal  advan¬ 
tages  upon  the  people  of  this  country  to  those 
that  would  be  conferred  by  a  measure  of  un¬ 
restricted  reciprocity  with  the  people  of  the 
United  States.  The  Finance  Minister  has  told  us 
that  he  for  one  is  glad  that  the  question  is  'now 
settled.  I  am  also  pleased  to  know  that  we  have 
now  arrived  at  a  stage  in  the  proceedings  when 
we  can  clearly  define  without  any  uncertain 
sound  the  position  of  the  political  parties 
on  this  question.  There  is  no  hope  or  ex¬ 
pectation  on  the  part  of  the  Conservative 
party  of  any  change  in  our  trade  relations  with  the 
people  of  the  United  States.  The  Finance  Minister 
tells  us  that  the  matter  is  now  closed  and  settled. 
Mr.  Speaker,  he  does  not  know  whereof  he  speaks. 
In  my  opinion  he  might  as  well  try  to  stem  the 
Niagara  River  as  to  try  to  stem  the  tide  of  free 
trade.  When  it  has  once  set  in  in  this  Dominion 
you  cannot  stop  it.  The  people,  of  this  country 
cannot  afford  to  go  on,  as  they  have  been  going  on, 
sacrificing  their  interests  in  order  to  bolster  up  a 
few  manufactures  and  to  create  a  few  millionaires 
in  this  Dominion.  The  great  mass  of  the  people 
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are  losing  too  much.  Why,  in  the  county  which  I 
represent,  I  venture  to  say — and  I  know  whereof  I 
speak— there  is  not  a  farmer  possessing  a  hundred 
acres  of  land  who  does  not  lose  $250  a  year  by  not 
having  free  access  to  the  markets  of  the  United 
States.  Neither  the  Conservative  nor  the  Reform 
party  can  afford  to  have  the  present  condition  of 
things  continued.  One  side  can  afford  it  as  well  as 
the  other  ;  the  Reformers  can  stand  it  as  well  as 
their  opponents  ;  but  neither  of  us  can  afford  it. 
It  is  costing  us  too  much,  and  in  my  opinion  this 
question  has  taken  hold  of  the  people,  and  it  is 
going  to  flow  on  and  on  until  some  settlement 
is  arrived  at  ;  and  although  the  Finance  Minis¬ 
ter  may  think  it  is  closed  so  far  as  he  is  concerned, 
yet  the  people  will  tell  him  that  they  are  not  satis¬ 
fied  and  they  have  not  lost  hope,  and  they  are  bound 
that  if  he  cannot  succeed  in  changing  the  trade 
relations  of  this  country  to  entrust  their  affairs  to 
a  man  who  can  and  will  succeed.  He  tells  us 
farther  that  :  For  my  own  part  I  am  not  at  all 
afraid  to  face  the  future.  No,  with  his  nice  little 
fat  office  and  handsome  salary,  he  is  not  afraid  to 
face' the  future.  He  need  not  be  afraid  ;  he  is  all 
right.  What  is  the  matter  with  him?  With  his 
$8,000  as  Minister  of  Finance  per  year,  he  need 
not  be  afraid  to  face  the  future  ;  but  how  about 
the  thousands  and  tens  of  thousands  of  people  of 
this  country,  the  bone  and  sinew  of  this  country, 
who  have  not  got  a  handsome  position  such  as  he 
has,  and  who  are  struggling  for  the  bread  they 
require  to  feed  their  families  ?  Are  they  satisfied 
that  this  country  should  go  on  as  it  has  been  going 
on  for  the  last  10  or  15  years  ?  I  venture  to  say 
they  are  not.  Then  the  hon.  gentleman  throws  out 
a  further  hope  to  us  that  if  the  Canadian  farmer  is 
to  be  debarred  in  part  from  the  United  States 
market  : 

“  If  the  Canadian  farmer  is  to  be  debarred  in  great  part 
from  a  market  in  the  United  States  for  his  products, 
which  mai’ketat  the  best  is  partial,  sectional  and  variable, 
he  will  at  least  have  this  satisfaction,  that  under  due  and 
adequate  protection  he  will  not  be  exposed  to  the  great 
and  dangerous  competition,  in  the  products  of  this  country, 
from  the  great  western  country  of  the  United  States.  He 
can  prepare  himself  to  find  a  market  for  his  wares  in 
other  countries  where  they  get  more  favourable  entrance, 
and  he  can  especially  prepare  himself  for  that  almost  in¬ 
exhaustible  market  which  awaits  him  for  all  his  products 
in  Great  Britain,  our  mother  land.  In  that  country, 
already,  by  force  of  good  quality  and  by  prudence  in 
selection,  his  apples,  his  cheese,  his  wheat,  his  cattle,  his 
bacon  and  ham,  find  large  and  constantly  increasing 
markets  ;  and  have  to-day  secured  a  permanent  place  in 
the  market,  and  practically  overtop  all  competition.” 

Why,  Sir,  you  would  think  that  for  the  first  time 
the  markets  of  England  were  being  opened  to  us. 
If  I  am  not  mistaken,  we  have  had  the  markets  of 
the  old  country  open  to  us  for  the  last  twenty  or 
thirty  years.  Have  we  any  more  favourable  terms 
for  our  goods  in  the  English  markets  than  we  had 
twenty  years  ago  ?  Have  we  any  more  favourable 
terms  in  that  nfarket  than  any  other  country  ? 
With  the  exception  of  our  cattle,  we  enter  the 
English  market  precisely  on  the  same  terms  as  the 
United  States,  France,  Germany,  South  America, 
Africa  and  any  other  country  in  the  wide  world. 
England  is  a  free  trade  country  which  does  not  ask 
where  her  goods  come  from  or  wrhat  tariffs  other 
countries  impose  against  her  exports.  The  United 
States  send  their  cheese,  wdieat,  flour  and  butter 
and  other  goods  to  England  on  exactly  the  same 
terms  as  vve,  so  that  we  have  no  advantage 
over  them  except  in  the  matter  of  cattle,  tne 
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American  cattle  being  scheduled,  while  no  restric¬ 
tion  is  put  upon  ours.  Why  have  our  cattle  this 
advantage  ?  Is  it  because  they  come  from  Canada  ? 
Not  at  all,  but  solely  because  the  cattle  of  the 
western  States  have  been  diseased  and  the  English 
people  are  afraid  that  disease  will  spread.  But  if 
that  disease  broke  out  among  Canadian  cattle,  they 
would  be  scheduled  just  as  are  those  of  the  United 
States.  Suppose  we  had  free  trade  or  reciprocity 
with  the  United  States,  is  there  any  man  who 
thinks  for  a  moment  we  would  give  up  the  right  to 
quarantine  American  cattle  or  the  cattle  of  any 
other  country  ?  Why,  the  states  of  the  Union  have 
the  right  to  quarantine  cattle  from  one  state  to 
another.  New  York  has  the  right  to  quarantine 
cattle  from  Ohio  or  any  other  state  ;  and  if  we  go 
to  the  old  country,  we  will  find  that  one  county 
has  the  right  to  schedule  the  cattle  of  every  other 
county  in  England,  Ireland  and  Scotland. 

Mr.  SPRO ULE.  W  hy  do  not  those  states  which 
have  cattle  and  no  disease  get  the  benefit  of  the 
English  market  ? 

G> 

Mr.  CAMPBELL.  Because  the  people  of  Eng¬ 
land  know  that  pleuro-pnemnonia  has  broken  out 
in  the  United  States  and  are  afraid  to  admit  their 
cattle  on  the  same  terms  as  those  of  Canada  where 
there  is  no  disease.  If  we  had  reciprocity  with 
the  United  States,  we  would  not  think  for  one 
moment  of  giving  up  our  quarantine  regulations  ; 
and  if  the  cattle  from  the  United  States  which 
pass  through  Canada  did  not  undergo  quarantine, 
our  cattle  would  soon  be  scheduled.  It  is  solely 
on  account  of  the  precautions  we  have  taken  to 
stamp  out  the  disease  that  our  cattle  enjoy  this 
privilege  of  not  being  scheduled  ;  and  if  we  had 
free  trade,  we  would  not  give  up  that  regulation,  and 
our  cattle  would  still  go  to  England  free  of  duty.  The 
hon.  gentleman  was  pleased  to  tell  us  that  we 
would  find  a  market  in  England  for  all  those 
things.  I  am  free  to  say  this,  that  the  old  country 
is  our  natural  market  for  many  things.  But  our 
natural  market  for  many  others  is  the  United 
States,  as  I  think  I  will  be  able  conclusively 
to  establish  before  I  take  my  seat.  England 
is  our  natural  market  for  our  wheat,  flour,  cheese 
and  other  things.  We  sent  80,000,000  pounds 
of  cheese  there  last  year  and  not  one  single  pound 
to  the  United  States.  Whether  we  could  send 
any  to  the  United  States  if  there  had  been  no  duty 
I  am  not  prepared  to  say,  but  I  do  not  think  we 
could  to  any  great  extent,  because  the  United 
States  themselves  send  70,000,000  pounds  to  the 
old  country,  their  cheese  is  admitted  into  England 
on  the  same  terms  as  ours.  Then  the  markets  of 
the  United  States  are  our  natural  market  for  many 
others  things.  Take  barley,  horses,  wool,  sheep 
and  other  things,  for  these  the  American  market 
is  our  natural  market.  We  sent  4,700,000  bushels 
of  barley  to  the  United  States  last  year,  and 
only  132,000  bushels  to  England.  Why  did  we 
send  such  a  small  quantity  to  England  and  such 
a  large  quantity  to  the  United  States  ?  We  could 
send  our  barley  to  England  free  of  duty,  yet  we 
sent  nearly  5,000,000  bushels  to  the  United  States, 
and  paid  30  cents  per  bushel  duty  on  it  instead  of 
sending  it  to  the  old  country  free.  Do  we  send 
our  barley  to  the  United  States  because  we  prefer 
to  deal  with  them,  or  because  their  money  is 
better  than  that  of  the  old  country  ?  No  ; 
but  because  we  get  more  money  there  for  it. 
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The  fact  that  we  were  able  to  send  5,000,000 
bushels  there  notwithstanding  the  fact  that  there 
was  a  duty  of  30  cents  a  bushel  while  we  only  sent 
133,000  bushels  to  the  old  country,  shows  that 
either  the  people  of  Canada  did  not  know  their  own 
business  or  that  the  United  States  is  our  natural 
market.  If  there  was  no  duty  on  the  barley  we 
send  to  the  United  States,  I  venture  to  say  that 
there  would  not  be  a  single  bushel  sent  to  the  old 
country.  The  year  before  the  McKinley  Bill  was 
adopted  our  exports  to  the  United  States  amounted 
to  10,000,000  bushels,  while  to  England  we  only 
sent  a  few  thousand  bushels.  There  was  no  duty 
imposed  on  barley  in  England,  but  our  people  could 
get  more  money  by  sending  their  barley  to  the 
United  States  and  paying  the  duty  than  they  could 
by  sending  it  to  England  where  there  was  no  duty 
at  all.  Then,  in  the  article  of  beans,  we  exported 
321,898  bushels  to  the  United  States  and  not  one 
bushel  to  England.  There  was  no  duty  on  beans 
in  England,  and  yet,  notwithstanding  there  was  a 
duty  of  40  cents  a  bushel  in  the  United  States,  our 
people  sent  their  beans  to  the  United  States.  The 
Finance  Minister  says  that  our  natural  market 
is  England,  and  the  people  of  this  country 
evidently  do  not  know  it,  and  have  been 
very  foolish  in  sending  their  products  to  the  United 
States.  Surely  the  people  of  Canada  must  have 
learned  experience  from  the  number  of  years  they 
have  been  sending  their  goods  to  the  United  States 
and  paying  the  duty  because  they  knew  where  the 
best  market  was.  Take  away  the  duty,  and  the 
price  of  those  beans  would  be  40  cents  a  bushel 
higher  to  the  farmers  of  Canada.  Then  the  article 
of  apples  is  another  which  we  export  very  largely. 
The  Finance  Minister  stated  very  truly  that  we 
send  a  great  many  of  these  apples  to  the  old  coun¬ 
cry.  We  sent  390,000  barrels  to  England  and  only 
58,000  barrels  to  the  United  States.  One  market  is 
free,  and  there  is  a  heavy  duty  on  the  importation  of 
apples  to  the  other.  Why  did  our  people  send  that 
quantity  to  the  United  States  ?  Because  it  paid 
them  best.  There  is  a  quality  of  apple  for  winter 
use  which  every  farmer  knows  it  would  not  pay  to 
send  3,000  miles  away  to  the  old  country,  but  there 
are  now  thousands  of  bushels  of  apples  rotting  on 
the  ground  in  this  •  country  because  there  is  no 
market  for  them.  Still,  even  with  the  high  duty 
which  is  placed  upon  them  in  the  United  States,  we 
sent  them  58,000  barrels  last  year.  If  we  had  free 
trade  with  Boston  and  New  York  and  the  other 
American  cities,  where  they  do  not  raise  one- 
tenth  of  what  they  consume,  you  would  find 
an  abundant  market  for  all  the  varieties  of  fruit 
which  we  raise,  and  the  farmers  would  realize 
a  very  large  amount  for  what  they  cannot  send 
across  the  ocean.  Then  what  is  our  natural  mar¬ 
ket  for  hay  ?  Last  year  we  sent  50,000  tons  of  hay 
to  the  United  States  and  11,850  tons  to  England. 
England  is  not  our  natural  market  for  hay.  There 
is  a  duty  of  $4  a  ton  on  hay  going  into  the  United 
States,  and  yet  the  people  of  Canada  sent  that 
amount  to  their  market.  No  doubt  our  natural 
market  for  horses  is  in  the  United  States.  We 
have  a  limited  market  in  England  for  a  certain 
class  of  horses,  but  England  does  not  import  all 
told  from  the  whole  world  as  many  horses  as  we 
export  in  a  year.  England  only  imported  12,300 
horses  last  year,  while  we  exported  nearly 
10,000  horses  to  the  United  States .  alone,  and 
formerly  we  have  exported  from  16,000  to  20,000  a 
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year.  Since  Confederation  we  have  exported  to  the 
United  States  305,000  horses,  and  only  5,500  to 
England.  There  is  no  duty  in  England  on  horses 
and  there  is  a  heavy  duty  on  horses  going  into  the 
United  States,  and  yet  our  people  sent  16,000 
horses  a  year  to  the  United  States  before  the  adop¬ 
tion  of  the  McKinley  tariff:',  though  they  had  to  pa}^ 
a  duty  of  20  per  cent  on  each  horse,  and  only  about 
135  horses  to  the  old  country.  Now  the  duty  has 
been  raised  and  yet,  with  the  tremendous  duty 
we  have  to  pay,  we  actually  sent  nearly  10,000 
horses  to  the  United  States  and  only  1,222 
to  the  old  country.  That  shows  that  our 
natural  market  for  horses  is  in  the  United 
States,  and  we  find  that  our  country  is  being 
flooded  with  horses.  In  the  western  part  of 
the  country  the  price  of  horses  has  gone  down 
enormously.  There  is  no  demand  for  them.  The 
class  of  horses  we  have  to  sell  is  not  generally  in 
demand  in  the  old  country,  and  the  only  market 
open  to  us  for  many  years  has  been  the  market  of 
the  United  States.  And,  when  we  are  deprived 
of  that  market,  our  farmers  are  being  overrun  with 
horses  for  which  there  is  no  sale  unless  the  price  is 
made  so  low  that  they  cannot  afford  to  pay  the 
duty  and  send  them  into  the  United  States.  Then 
the  Minister  of  Finance  told  us  that  we  had  a 
great  market  in  England  for  wool.  Last  year 
we  exported  1,107,000  lbs.  of  wool,  and  not  a 
pound  of  that  went  to  the  old  country,  though 
it  would  be  admitted  there  free  and  we  had  1 2 
cents  a  pound  to  pay  in  the  United  States,  yet 
we  sent  more  than  a  million  of  pounds  to  the 
United  States,  because  that  was  our  natural  market, 
and  it  was  sent  there  as  a  business  transaction 
because  we  could  get  more  money  there,  not¬ 
withstanding  the  duty,  than  we  could  get  in 
England  without  having  to  pay  any  duty  at  all. 
It  is  the  same  thing  in  regard  to  sheep.  We 
sent  244, 00J  head  of  sheep  to  the  United 
.States  where  the  duty  is  very  high,  and  only 
40,000  head  to  England  where  they  went  free. 
Will  any  man  say  that,  if  these  duties  were 
removed  and  we  had  free  trade  between  these 
two  countries,  it  would  not  enhance  the  value  of 
every  farm  property  in  Canada,  increase  the  out¬ 
put  of  the  farm,  and  increase  the  prosperity  of  the 
farmers  by  increasing  the  value  of  what  they  have 
to  sell  ?  It  costs  the  farmer  just  as  much  to  raise 
a  bushel  of  barley  or  to  raise  a  cow  or  a  horse  or  to 
raise  any  kind  of  grain  no  matter  what  price  he  gets 
for  it,  and,  if  he  gets  the  last  few  cents,  that  is 
clear  profit  and  goes  into  his  pocket  or  to  the  credit 
of  his  account  in  the  bank.  Then,  as  to  potatoes. 
That  is  an  article  we  export  very  largely.  Last 
year  we  exported  to  the  United  States  3,326,000 
bushels,  on  which  there  was  a  duty  of  25  cents  a 
bushel,  and,  though  they  could  go  into  England 
free  of  any  duty,  we  sent  them  only  2,278  bushels, 
and  that  is  what  the  Finance  Minister  tell  us  is  our 
natural  market  which  we  should  strive  to  gain. 
And  so  far  as  our  fishery  products  that  we  have  to 
sell  are  concerned,  there  is  not  a  question  that  if  we 
had  the  markets  of  the  United  States  open  to  us 
the  profits  of  our  fishermen  would  be  largely  in¬ 
creased.  There  is  no  doubt  that  our  lumbermen 
would  reap  much  greater  profits  ;  the  value  of  our 
immense  lumber  regions  would  be  greatly  in¬ 
creased,  the  wealth  and  prosperity  of  the  lumber¬ 
men  would  be  enhanced,  and  the  thousandsand  tens  of 
thousands  of  men  who  are  employed  in  the  lumber 


mills  and  in  the  woods,  would  enjoy  more  remu¬ 
nerative  prices  for  their  labour  because  the  lum¬ 
bermen  themselves  would  enjoy  increased  wealth 
and  prosperity.  Then,  so  far  as  our  mineral 
resources  are  concerned,  it  would  be  of  immense 
advantage  to  the  people  of  this  country  if  we  had 
the  markets  of  the  United  States  open  to  us  for 
our  minerals.  It  is  a  well  known  fact  that  Canada 
is  the  richest  country  in  this  wide  world  ;  it  is  an 
admitted  fact  that  there  is  no  country  so  rich  in 
mineral  wealth  as  the  Dominion  of  Canada.  We 
have  all  the  mills  and  all  the  resources  for  develop¬ 
ing  and  mining  our  minerals.  Down  by  the  sea, 
in  addition  to  our  great  fishing  resources,  we 
have  mines  of  coal  and  iron  lying  alongside  each 
other,  right  on  the  line  of  railway  and  on  the  sea 
coast,  where  they  are  easy  of  access  and  could  be 
shipped  to  all  parts  of  the  world  ;  and  yet  the 
mills  of  Londonderry,  Nova  Scotia,  are  not  doing 
as  much  business  as  they  ought  to  do  because 
there  is  no  market  for  their  products.  They  can¬ 
not  send  their  goods  to  Manitoba  or  to  British 
Columbia,  they  cannot  even  send  many  varieties 
to  Ontario  because  the  freight  would  eat  up  the 
profit,  and  it  would  pay  us  better  to  get  those 
heavy  articles  from  the  United  States  or  from 
the  old  country.  We  all  know  that  north 
of  Lake  Superior  we  have  a  great  deal  of  min¬ 
eral  wealth  that  is  altogether  undeveloped.  Along 
the  south  shore  there  are  villages  and  towns 
springing  up  ;  the  villages  are  becoming  towns,  the 
towns  are  becoming  cities,  and  there  is  life,  and 
activity,  and  stir,  and  bustle  going  on  because  their 
mineral  resources  are  being  developed,  and  they 
have  a  market  for  their  goods  ;  while  along  the 
northern  shores  of  Lake  Superior  all  is  solemn  and 
all  is  desolation,  because  it  does  not  pay  a  man  to 
go  to  work  and  spend  the  fortunes  that  would  be 
necessary  to  open  up  and  develop  those  mines  and 
construct  the  necessary  railways  and  facilities  for 
getting  in  and  out  of  the  mines  ;  for  after  he  has 
done  all  this  he  has  not  got  a  market  where  he 
can  send  his  goods.  The  markets  of  the  Dominion 
are  limited.  He  cannot  sell  his  heavy  iron  goods 
except  in  a  limited  area  ;  he  cannot  sell  his  coal 
except  in  a  limited  area,  and  so  it  happens  that  it 
does  not  pay,  and  that  is  the  reason  why  these 
mines  are  not  being  developed.  But  once  you  throw 
down  the  walls  and  open  up  the  markets  of  the 
United  States,  and  immediately  there  is  some  object 
before  a  man  to  induce  him  to  invest  his  money  in 
developing  these  mines,  and  the  result  would 
be  that  immediately  capital  would  flow  in, 
and  there  would  be  a  great  development  of 
these  mines,  thousands  and  thousands  of  men 
would  be  employed,  and  millions  of  dollars 
would  be  invested  in  constructing  railways  to 
carry  that  ore  from  the  mines  to  the  market,  there 
would  be  work  for  our  vessels  that  ply  upon  the 
lakes,  and  there  would  be  immediately  a  great 
impetus  given  to  the  Dominion  of  Canada.  We 
have  in  this  Dominion  of  Canada  only  one  industry 
to-day  that  I  can  recall  that  is  enjoying  unrestricted 
reciprocity.  Our  railway  system  in  this  Dominion 
does  enjoy  reciprocity  with  the  United  States. 
Everybody  knows  that  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway, 
or  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  or  the  Michigan 
Central,  that  run  from  the  west  to  the  east,  have 
reciprocity  with  the  people  of  the  United  States. 
They  can  load  a  car  at  Detroit  and  draw  it  through 
Canada  in  bond  to  Boston,  or  to  Buffalo,  or  to  New 
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York,  without  let  or  hindrance.  They  can  trans¬ 
port  American  goods  in  bond  from  one  American 
port  in  the  west  to  another  American  port  in  the 
east.  That  is  the  only  industry  in  Canada,  that  I 
can  remember,  that  is  enjoying  reciprocity,  and 
what  is  the  result  ?  Notwithstanding  thajt  our  rail¬ 
ways  are  hampered,  and  hindered,  and  cramped  on 
account  of  the  difficulties  that  stand  in  their  way, 
notwithstanding  that  they  have  (30  cents  a  ton  duty 
to  pay  upon  every,  ton  of  coal  they  consume,  not¬ 
withstanding  that  they  have  a  duty  of  $4  a  ton  to 
pay  upon  the  pig  iron  that  they  consume,  and  $13 
a  ton  duty  upon  the  bar  iron  and  round  iron  and 
steel  they  consume,  and  35  per  cent  duty  upon  the 
oils  and  paints  and  varnishes  that  enter  into  the 
construction  of  their  cars — notwithstanding  all 
these  things,  what  do  we  find  ?  \Ye  find  that 
our  railways  are  gradually  improving  their 
condition,  they  are  double- tracking  their  roads, 
they  are  increasing  their  rolling  stock,  their 
receipts  are  gradually  climbing  up  from  year 
to  year,  they  are  competing,  and  competing  suc¬ 
cessfully,  with  the  railways  that  run  entirely 
through  American  territory,  showing  that  they 
are  able  to  compete  successfully  with  those  roads, 
although  they  have  many  difficulties  to  contend 
with  that  the  American  roads  have  not.  Now,  if 
you  compare  for  one  moment  our  railway  system 
with  our  vessels,  you  find  that  notwithstanding 
that  wre  own  half  the  lakes  and  half  the  coast  line, 
yet  it  is  a  lamentable  fact  that  of  all  the  millions 
of  tons  of  freight  that  come  down  from  the  west  to 
the  east  last  year,  there  was  only  a  bare  5  per  cent 
of  it  carried  in  Canadian  vessels.  Why  was  this  ? 
Simply  and  solely  because  our  vessels  do  not  enjoy 
the  same  privilege  that  our  railways  do.  A  vessel 
cannot  load  at  Detroit  for  Buffalo.  It  cannot 
load  at  one  American  port  and  tranship  at  another 
American  port  'without  first  calling  at  a  Canadian 
port  and  discharging  the  cargo  and  getting  a 
clearance,  and  the  consequence  is  that  of  all  the 
millions  of  tons  that  came  down  the  lakes  last 
year  95  per  cent  were  carried  in  American  ves¬ 
sels.  Why,  we  can  remember  a  few  years  ago 
when  we  had  a  great  many  flourishing  shipyards  in 
this  Canada  of  ours.  I  remember  that  in 
my  own  ’  town,  the  town  of  Chatham,  we 
had  a  shipyard  that  employed  150  skilled 
mechanics.  Some  of  the  largest  propellers  that 
are  plying  on  the  lakes  within  the  last  few  years, 
were  built  there.  At  St.  Catharines  on  the 
Welland  Canal,  there  were  thousands  of  men 
employed  in  building  vessels  for  plying  on  the 
lakes.  But  to-day  our  own  shipyards  have  dis¬ 
appeared,  the  sound  of  the  hammer  is  unheard, 
the  workmen  have  gone  away,  and  all  is  deso¬ 
lation  and  solitude,  where  before  were  bustle  and 
activity  in  building  vessels  to  ply  on  the  lakes, 
simply  because  there  is  nothing  for  the  vessels  to 
do.  But  once  you  open  up  the  coasting  trade  of 
this  Dominion  for  Canadian  vessels,  and  you  afford 
employment  for  Canadian  vessels,  and  our  Canadian 
boys  would  not  have  to  go  away  to  seek  employ¬ 
ment  in  a  foreign  country.  There  would  be  plenty 
of  work  for  our  Canadian  boys  on  our  Canadian 
vessels,  plying  upon  the  lakes  that  separate  these 
two  countries.  I  believe  it  would  be  a  great  ad¬ 
vantage  to  the-people  of  Canada,  that  it  would 
afford  immense  employment  to  the  skilled 
mechanics,  to  the  ship-builders,  and  a  vast  amount 
of  capital  would  be  employed  in  building  and  con- 
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structing  vessels  to  ply  upon  the  lakes  and  across 
from  one  American  port  to  another,  if  we  had  the 
barriers  removed.  In  many  other  ways  it  would 
be  of  great  advantage  to  the  people  if  we  had  these 
barriers  to  trade  and  commerce  removed.  But 
the  Minister  of  Finance  told  us  that  in  the  con¬ 
ference  at  Washington,  it  was  impossible  to  pro¬ 
cure  a  reciprocity  treaty  with  the  United  States, 
except  upon  such  terms  as  they  could  not  accept.  I 
am  disposed  not  to  place  too  much  confidence  in 
the  statement  that  was  delivered  to  this  House 
some  days  ago.  In  the  first  place,  I  have  very  little 
corfidence  in  a  delegation  that  goes  to  Washington 
to  secure  a  treaty  that  they  do  not  want.  Thev 
never  wanted  it,  they  would  not  accept  it  if  it 
was  offered  them,  and  consequently,  any  nego¬ 
tiations  that  took  place  there  simply  amounted  to  a 
blind  and  a  great  farce.  I  can  imagine  them  going 
there — and  hon.  gentlemen  will  notice  how  fully 
he  has  told  us  about  this  matter — and  how  it  was 
that  our  delegates  pointed  out  the  lions  in  the 
way  ;  we  raised  questions,  we  did  this  and  that. 
The  Canadian  delegates,  after  having  presented 
these  difficulties  and  canvassed  themselves  freely 
and  thoroughly,  said  to  Mr.  Blaine  :  My  dear  Mr. 
Blaine,  these  are  our  difficulties,  you  acknowledge 
them  ;  now,  my  dear  51  r.  Blaine,  you  have  had  large 
experience  in  arranging  reciprocity  treaties  ;  we 
never  had  any  reciprocity  treaties  to  frame,  and 
consequently  our  experience  in  that  respect  is  very 
limited  indeed,  and,  my  dear  Mr.  Blaine,  we  come 
here  now  and  ask  you  as  an  old  man,  as  a  man  of 
great  experience  in  reciprocity  treaties,  to  tell  us 
how  to  act ;  we  are  prepared  to  accept  a  treaty  if 
you  can,  with  your  experience,  point  out  any  way 
to  which  we  can  overcome  the  difficulties.  They 
continued  :  But,  my  dear  Mr.  Blaine,  we  want  you 
to  give  us  some  information  and  some  help  ;  we 
are  ignorant,  as  we  have  never  had  any  reciprocity 
treaties  to  frame,  while  you  have  had  great  ex¬ 
perience,  and,  my  dear  Mr.  Blaine,  come  to  our 
rescue  in  this  our  time  of  need,  for  the  bye-elections 
are  coming  on. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  They  are  over. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL.  Come  and  help  us  in  this 
our  need  and  give  us  your  advice.  Did  members 
of  this  House  ever  hear  of  a  greater  farce  ?  The 
idea  of  the  Minister  of  Finance  of  the  great  Dom¬ 
inion  of  Canada,  with  the  Minister  of  Justice  and 
the  Minister  of  War  going  to  Washington  and 
making  such  an  exhibition.  I  am  surprised  such 
language  should  have  been  used  by  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  who  went  there.  It  must  have  been  used  in 
a  moment  of  weakness,  which  struck  them  about 
that  time.  I  do  not  think  that  a  delegation  going 
to  Washington  to  obtain  what  they  did  not  want, 
what  they  would  not  be  prepared  to  accept  if  it 
were  offered,  should  receive  any  confidence  in 
regard  to  the  causes  of  the  failure  of  their  mission. 
They  had,  however,  a  nice  trip,  it  did  not  cost 
them  anything,  but  I  would  not'  object  to  that  if 
they  had  exhibited  a  sincere  desire  to  obtain  a 
reciprocity  treaty.  They  were  probably  taking- 
private  lessons  from  my  dear  Mr.  Blaine,  and  these 
may  result  in  something  later  on.  This,  however, 
is  too  serious  a  matter,  for  the  people  cannot  afford 
to  continue  without  a  measure  that  would  confer 
such  enormous  advantages  on  them.  If  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  opposite  cannot  point  out  any  way  by  which 
to  remove  these  difficulties,  they  must  make  way 
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for  those  who  are  able  to  point  out  the  way. 
Delegates  to  Washington  should  not  have  been  the 
first  to  raise  objections.  The  Minister  of  Finance 
emphasized  the  fact  that  we  pointed  out  difficulties 
and  raised  objections.  Such  should  come  from 
another  source,  and  not  for  those  earnestly  seeking 
a  reciprocity  treaty.  TJesides,  they  knew  very  well 
before  they  went  to  Washington  that  the  people 
of  the  United  States  would  not  grant  a  reciprocity 
treaty  which  would  embrace  only  natural  products. 
I  am  glad,  however,  that  the  Minister  of  Finance 
was  kind  enough  to  say  that  he  did  make  Ameri¬ 
cans  that  offer,  because,  listening  to  the  arguments 
addressed  by  the  lion,  gentleman  opposite  it  is 
apparent  that  many  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  are 
opposed  to  a  reciprocity  treaty  even  in  natural 
products.  One  hon.  gentleman  yesterday  admitted 
lie  was  prepared  to  admit  corn  from  the  United 
States,  although  he  pointed  out  that  it  would 
injure  the  raisers  of  wheat;  and  yet  that  hon. 
gentleman  supports  a  Government  which  proceeded 
to  Washington  and  deliberately  offered  the  people 
of  the  United  States  to  throw  down  the  wall  so 
far  as  natural  products  were  concerned.  The  Gov¬ 
ernment  were  willing  to  sacrifice  the  farmers  of 
the  Dominion.  We  know  that  if  we  had  a  reci¬ 
procity  treaty  in  natural  products,  so  far  as  corn, 
beef  and  pork  are  concerned,  I  believe  the  prices 
would  be  a  little  lower.  Our  farmers  would  be  a 
little  injured  by  a  reciprocity  treaty  ;  but  what¬ 
ever  injury  arose  on  that  account  would  be  counter¬ 
acted  tenfold  by  the  advantages  that  would  arise 
in  other  ways.  But  the  delegates  to  Washington 
deliberately  offered  to  sacrifice  the  farmers  ;  at  the 
same  time  they  took  good  care  not  to  surrender  one 
jot  or  tittle  of  the  National  Policy  which  bolsters 
up  a  few  manufacturers.  The  farmers  may  go,  but 
the  manufactures  must  have  all  the  protection 
they  now  enjoy.  I  do  not  think  that  would  be  fair. 
W  e  should  have  one  law  for  all  and  no  favour  for  any. 
Why  should  one  man  be  protected  at  the  expense 
of  the  entire  community  ;  why  should  one  man  be 
able  to  have  a  law  placed  upon  the  Statute-book, 
by  which  a  few  men  can  fleece  the  whole  of  Can¬ 
ada  ?  In  this  country  we  want  manufacturers  who 
can  maintain  themselves  without  artificial  assis¬ 
tance  ;  we  do  not  want  a  manufacturer  who  has 
to  be  bolstered  up  with  25  or  30  per  cent  duty  in 
order  to  enable  him  to  eompete  ;  if  he  cannot  do  it 
himself  let  him  go  to  the  wall  and  let  him  turn  his 
attention  to  something  else.  I  take  the  ground 
that  if  unrestricted  reciprocity  would  injure  every 
manufacturer  in  this  Dominion,  that  it  would  bene¬ 
fit  our  great  agricultural  classes,  then,  on  the  prin¬ 
ciple  of  the  greater  good  to  the  greater  number,  I 
must  still  support  it.  I  am  glad  to  believe,  how¬ 
ever,  that  the  great  mass  of  our  manufacturers 
would  gi-eatly  benefit  if  we  had  free  trade  with  the 
States.  I  know  that  the  great  milling  industry 
with  which  I  am  more  intimately  acquainted 
would  find  a  bonanza  if  we  had  the  tariff  which 
now  separates  us  from  the  United  States  removed. 
W  e  would  be  able  to  sell  an  enormous  quantity  of 
our  products  in  the  New  England  States  where 
they  do  not  raise  the  goods  they  require.  We 
would  be  able  to  sell  to  the  city  of  Buffalo, 
with  its  population  of  200,000  people,  and 
which  is  within  a  stone’s  throw  of  the  largest 
mills  in  Ontario.  In  the  city  of  New  York,  with  its 
population  of  about  1,000,000  of  people,  we  would 
also  find  a  market  for  an  enormous  quantity  of 


our  goods.  I  am  also  glad  to  know  that  in  the  town 
of  Chatham,  in  which  reside  some  of  the  largest 
carriage  manufacturers  on  the  continent,  these 
gentlemen  are  heartily  in  favour  of  free  trade  with 
the  United  States.  They  say  that  thej^  are  handi¬ 
capped  now,  that  they  have  to  pay  $4  per  ton 
duty  on  pig  iron,  $13  per  ton  on  round  bar 
iron,  35  per  cent  on  paints,  oils  and  varnish,  and 
60  cents  per  ton  on  blacksmith’s  coal.  They  are 
also  curtailed  in  their  markets.  They  have  only 
the  over-stocked  markets  of  some  of  the  provinces 
in  Canada,  but  if  you  find  them  free  trade  and 
enable  them  to  buy  the  raw  material  in  the  cheapest 
markets,  and  give  them  the  chances  of  supplying 
Michigan,  New  York  and  all  the  New  England 
States  they  would  be  able  to  compete  against  the 
world.  We  have  just  as  good  mechanics,  just  as 
enterprising  men,  and  just  as  ample  faiilities  in 
Canada  as  they  have  in  any  country  in  the  world. 
What  occasion  has  the  Canadian  manufacturers  to 
fear  competition  with  the  States  when  they  are 
meeting  the  competition  of  the  States  every  (lay  in 
the  year  ?  We  meet  them  on  common  ground  in 
the  old  country  atnl  in  Newfoundland,  and  surely 
no  man  would  say  that  we  cannot  hold  our  own  in 
our  own  country  and  in  our  own  homes.  There  is 
no  place  where  manufacturing  can  be  done  so 
cheaply  as  in  this  city  of  Ottawa,  with  its  unlimited 
water  power,  its  magnificent  facilities  for  shipping 
in  the  raw  material  and  the  finished  products  out, 
and  its  enormous  quantity  of  abundant  cheap 
labour.  Look  along  the  St.  Lawr  .uce,  all  the  way 
down,  and  there  you  have  unlimited  water  power. 
Take  our  cotton  mills  at  Dundas  Cornwall  and 
Yalleyfield.  Is  there  any  reason  v  ;\y  our  cotton 
and  woollen  manufacturers  should  not  compete 
against  the  world  ?  They  are  able  to  get  the  raw 
cotton  from  the  south  as  cheaply  as  the  manufac¬ 
turers  can  in  the  States.  They  have  all  the  ma¬ 
chinery  and  labour  necessary,  they  have  the  ability, 
the  push,  the  vigour,  the  vim  and  the  capital,  and 
there  is  no  reason  why  they  should  not  compete 
with  any  manufacturers  in  the  wide  world.  If  they 
had  the  United  States  market  for  their  goods  they 
could  double  and  treble  their  output  and  confer  im¬ 
mense  advantages  on  the  labouring  people  of  this 
pommunity.  Throw  down  the  walls  and  remove 
the  barriers  that  now  disturb  trade  and  commerce, 
and  immediately  there  would  be  an  enormous  de¬ 
velopment  of  capital,  thousands  of  men  would  be 
employed  where  there  are  hundreds  now,  the  value 
of  property  would  be  enhanced,  and  I  believe  that 
in  ten  years  the  population  of  this  Dominion 
would  be  doubled.  It  has  been  stated  by  the 
Minister  of  Finance  that  we  can  only  get  recipro¬ 
city  on  certain  terms  which  he  has  laid  down.  I 
do  not  believe  that.  I  believe  that  if  proper  re¬ 
presentations  are  made  to  the  people  of  the  United 
States  that  we  could  obtain  reciprocity  on  very 
favourable  terms.  As  the  Minister  of  Finance 
told  us  the  United  States  has  negotiated  reci¬ 
procity  treaties  with  many  other  countries.  They 
have  even  made  a  treaty  with  the  British  West 
India  Islands,  a  colony  of  England  standing  in  the 
same  position  to  England  as  Canada  does.  Is 
there  any  discrimination  for  American  goods  there 
and  against  English  goods  ?  If  I  am  not  mistaken 
the  British  goods  enter  the  British  West  India 
Islands  upon  the  same  terms  as  do  the  goods  of 
the  United  States.  I  believe  that  the  people 
of  the  United  States  want  our  trade  as  badly  as 
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we  want  theirs,  and  you  cannot  have  any  treaty 
between  the  two  countries  unless  it  is  mutually  ad¬ 
vantageous.  I  believe  that  a  reciprocity  treaty  with 
Canada  would  be  a  great  advantage  to  the  people 
of  the  United  States.  They  would  have  a  market 
of  live  millions  of  people  right  at  their  doors,  with 
four  thousand  miles  of  an  imaginary  line  separat¬ 
ing  the  two  countries,  people  descended  from  the 
same  stock,  speaking  the  same  language,  of  the 
same  religious  persuasions,  and  with  their  objects 
and  aims  in  life  much  the  same.  Surely  the  trade 
of  five  millions  people  right  at  their  own  doors 
would  be  far  better  than  a  trade  of  five  millions 
of  people  with  a  thousand  miles  of  water  commu¬ 
nication  separating  them.  The  people  of  the  New 
England  States  want  to  have  our  coal,  our  lumber, 
our  fish  and  minerals,  and  the  people  of  Ohio  and 
New  York  want  our  barley,  our  horses,  our  lambs, 
and  any  other  articles  that  we  have  got  to  sell 
them.  They  can  buy  them  cheaper  from  us 
than  they  can  from  any  other  country.  We 
want  to  trade  with  them  because  it  pajs  us  to 
sell  our  goods  to  them  and  it  will  also  pay  them  to 
buy  their  goods  from  us  ;  and  that  to  my  mind  is 
a  clear  evidence  that  if  proper  representations  are 
made  to  the  people  of  the  United  States,  a  treaty, 
and  a  very  favourable  treaty,  can  be  negotiated 
between  the  two  countries.  Now,  some  of  our 
friends  state  that  it  would  be  disloyal,  would  lead 
to  annexation,  would  lead  to  direct  taxation,  if  we 
secured  such  a  treaty.  Now,  these  are  questions 
which  we  have  to  consider.  So  far  as  I  am  con¬ 
cerned,  I  do  not  believe  that  any  such  results 
would  flow  from  it  at  all.  I  do  not  believe  it  is 
even  necessary  for  us  to  discriminate  against  the 
mother  land.  I  believe  a  treaty  can  be  arranged 
by  which  the  people  of  Canada  will  obtain  all  the 
advantages  that  they  choose.  It  must  of  course 
be  a  mutually  advantageous  treaty,  which  will  con¬ 
fer  benefits  upon  our  neighbours  as  well  as  upon  us, 
and  I  do  not  believe  there  is  anything  disloyal  in 
trying  to  do  the  best  we  can  for  this  Canada  of 
ours.  We  have  all  the  same  object  in  view.  I 
take  it  that  every  representative  of  the  people 
here  wants  to  see  this  fair  Canada  increase  in  pros¬ 
perity  and  become  great,  developing  its  immense 
resources,  increasing  its  population,  and  promot¬ 
ing  the  happiness  of  its  people  ;  and  if  we  can  best 
advance  these  laudable  objects  and  aims  by  ne¬ 
gotiating  a  treaty  with  the  country  to  the  south 
of  us,  and  removing  the  barriers  that  separate  us, 
surely  we  would  be  disloyal  to  our  own  land,  we 
would  be  untrue  to  our  best  interests,  if  we  failed 
to  seek  for  such  a  treaty.  Why,  England  has 
great  interests  in  Canada.  England  has  to-day 
eight  or  nine  hundred  million  dollars  invested  in 
this  Dominion.  England  wants  to  see  Canada 
become  great  and  prosperous,  because  that  insures 
dividends  to  those  who  have  their  money  invested 
here,  and  it  insures  our  purchasing  a  largely  in¬ 
creased  quantity  of  goods  from  the  manufacturers 
of  England.  I  verily  believe  that  if  we  doubled 
our  population  in  ten  years,  as  we  ought  to  do,  we 
should  buy  a  very  much  greater  quantity  of  goods 
from  England  than  we  do  to-da,y.  Although  there 
might  be  a  little  temporary  fall  in  our  purchases 
from  England,  yet  in  the  long  run  such  a  treaty 
would  tend  greatly  to  increase  them  by  increasing 
the  prosperity  and  population  of  Canada.  Why, 
it  seems  to  me  that  the  people  of  Canada  fifty 
years  from  now  will  look  back  and  wonder  what 
Mr.  Campbell. 


kind  of  people  there  were  in  this  Dominion  in 
1892.  Why,  w’hat  are  we  doing  ?  We  are  spend¬ 
ing  millions  of  dollars  in  removing  the  natural 
barriers  that  separate  this  country  from 
the  United  States.  Last  year,  the  Grand 
Trunk  Railway  Company  spent  $3,000,000 
in  building  a  tunnel  under  the  St.  Clair  River. 
What  did  they  do  it  for  ?  For  amusement — only 
to  look  at  it  ?  No  ;  but  it  was  done  solely  to  in¬ 
crease  the  facilities  for  transporting  trade  between 
the  east  and  the  west.  Then,  go  to  the  Niagara 
River,  and  what  do  you  see  there  ?  You  find  that 
capitalists  have  invested  their  millions  of  dollars  in 
building  the  iron  and  steel  bridges  that  span  that 
beautiful  river,  for  the  sole  purpose  of  endeavour¬ 
ing  to  remove  the  natural  barriers  to  trade  and 
commerce  between  this  country  and  the  country  to 
the  south  of  us.  And  q,ll  this  time,  while  the  peo¬ 
ple  of  Canada  have  been  investing  millions  of 
dollars  in  trying  to  remove  the  barriers  which 
nature  has  placed  in  the  way  of  trade  and  com¬ 
merce,  flowing  from  the  west  to  the  east,  what  have 
our  Government  and  the  Congress  at  Washington 
been  doing?  The  Congress  at  Washington  and  the 
House  of  Commons  at  Ottawa  have  been  engaged 
in  the  noble  and  laudable  enterprise  of  building 
higher  and  higher  obstructions  in  the  way  of  trade 
and  commerce,  trying  to  undo  the  work  which  we 
have  been  spending  our  millions  of  dollars  in 
accomplishing.  It  seems  to  me  that  that  is  a 
foolish  and  stupid  thing  for  us  to  do — after  spend¬ 
ing  millions  of  dollars  in  removing  barriers, 
to  turn  around  and  raise  up  other  barriers. 
Why,  if  we  want  to  have  barriers  between  us, 
we  had  better  go  to  work  and  destroy  the  bridges 
which  span  the  Niagara  River,  blow  up  the  tunnel 
that  undermines  the  St.  Clair  River,  blow  up  the 
boats  that  carry  the  trains  across,  and  sink  the 
schooners  that  trade  between  the  two  countries, 
then  we  shall  have  all  the  barriers  that  nature  has 
placed  in  the  way,  and  we  shall  save  ourselves  the 
trouble  of  raising  higher  and  higher  walls  to  pre¬ 
vent  us  from  trading  with  each  other.  But  our 
friends  tell  us  that  this  would  be  a  disloyal  treaty, 
and  therefore  objectionable.  In  the  first  place, 
Mr.  Speaker,  you  know  that  before  that  treaty 
could  become  law,  it  would  have  to  receive  the 
sanction  of  the  Imperial  Government  and  be  signed 
by  Her  Gracious  Majesty  Queen  Victoria.  Surely 
that  fact  in  itself  is  a  sufficient  guarantee  that  the 
interests  of  the  Empire  as  a  whole,  and  the  interests 
of  this  Dominion,  would  not  be  prejudicially  affect¬ 
ed  thereby.  We  are  also  told  that  it  would  lead 
to  annexation.  Well,  for  my  part  I  have  no  sym¬ 
pathy  for  those  ’who  desire  closer  political  relations 
with  the  United  States.  I  know  that  there  are  a 
great  many  people  in  this  country,  both  on  the 
Conservative  side,  and  a  few  on  the  Reform  side — 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  Oh,  not  one 

Mr.  CAMPBELL.  Not  many,  but  a  few  of  the 
weaker  sort,  who  favour  annexation.  For  my  part 
I  do  not  think  it  would  have  that  effect  at  all,  for 
this  reason,  because  all  the  connection  we  want 
with  the  people  of  the  United  States  is  the  privi¬ 
lege  of  buying  from  them  those  things  which  we 
can  buy  to  advantage,  and  the  privilege  of  selling 
to  them  those  things  wdrich  we  can  sell  to  advant¬ 
age.  We  have  a  better  form  of  government  than 
!  theirs.  In  my  opinion,  our  form  of  government  is 
|  the  best  in  the  world. 
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Mr.  WELDON.  Hear.  hear. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL.  I  am  glad  that  the  lion, 
member  for  Albert  agrees  with  me  in  one  tiling.  I 
believe  that  our  laws  and  institutions  taken  as  a 
whole  are  the  best  in  this  world.  There  are  many 
things  which  we  can  learn  from  the  people  of  the 
United  States,  and  profit  by.  I  certainly  think 
that  our  laws  are  sometimes  very  badly  adminis¬ 
tered,  and  our  form  of  government  very  much 
abused,  but  that  is  the  fault  of  the  Administration 
and  not  of  the  form  of  government.  On  the  whole, 
our  form  of  government,  our  laws  and  institutions, 
are  the  best  in  the  world,  and  for  my  part,  I  am 
quite  satisfied  with  them.  Now,  what  are  we  to 
gain,  aft.er  we  have  free  trade  with  the  United 
States,  by  annexation  ?  It  seems  to  me  w7e  will 
have  gained  all  the  advantages  we  can  possibly  hope 
for  by  free  trade,  without  any  of  the  disadvantages, 
and  would  naturally  stand  all  the  more  firmly  by 
our  own  laws  and  institutions,  so  that  instead  of 
free  trade  leading  to  annexation,  it  would  lead 
exactly  in  the  opposite  direction.  We  all  know 
that  the  head  of  the  Conservative  party,  whatever 
his  political  views  may  be  now,  was  at  one  time 
very  strongly  in  favour  of  annexation,  as  were  also 
many  of  his  colleagues.  What  opinions  they 
hold  now  I  would  not  like  to  say,  but  we 
know  they  were  at  one  time  in  favour  of 
it  ;  but  if  we  had  free  trade,  the  advan¬ 
tages  we  would  gain  would  be  such  that  all 
desire  for  annexation  would  disappear  like  the 
morning  dew  before  the  morning  sun,  and  we  would 
have  a  contented,  happy  and  prosperous  people  in 
this  fair  land  of  ours.  Another  point  made  is  that 
it  will  lead  to  direct  taxation.  I  do  not  think  there 
is  any  danger  whatever  of  that,  but  after  all  it  is 
only  a  question  of  changing  the  pocket  out  of  which 
you  take  the  money.  The  people  will  have  to  pay 
in  either  case,  and  it  seems  to  me  it  does  not  make 
much  difference  out  of  which  pocket  the  money 
comes.  I  believe,  however,  that  we  could  cany  on 
the  affairs  of  the  country  without  putting  our  hands 
into  the  pockets  of  the  people  at  all  in  the  way  of 
direct  taxation.  I  think  I  have  already  pointed 
out  many  ways  in  which  the  enormous  expenditure 
of  the  country  could  be  cut  down  and  the  affairs  of 
the  country  carried  on  efficiently  at  a  cost  of  many 
millions  of  dollars  less  than  are  now  expended.  I 
have  no  doubt  that  if  the  leader  of  the  Reform 
party  were  entrusted  with  the  reins  of  government, 
as  he  will  be  in  a  very  short  time,  should  the  Con¬ 
servative  party  adhere  to  their  present  policy  of  re¬ 
maining  still,  he  will  find  an  effective  solution  of 
the  difficulty.  We  know  the  means  which  have 
been  adopted  to  carry  the  elections  by  our  hon. 
friends  opposite.  We  need  only  take  up  the  Con¬ 
servative  organs  in  Northumberland,  Monck,  and 
other  counties  in  which  there  have  have  been  bye- 
elections,  to  find  the  reasons  why  these  coun¬ 
ties  were  carried  against  the  Opposition.  Such 
means  cannot  be  adopted  at  a  general  election, 
and  I  believe  the  time  will  come,  and  come  speedily, 
when  the  people  will  rise  in  their  might,  knowing 
that  there  is  no  hope  under  the  present  Govern¬ 
ment  of  better  trade  relations  with  the  United 
States,  and  insist  on  their  public  affairs  being  con¬ 
ducted  by  abler  and  better  men  than  those  now  in 
charge.  I  believe  the  tide  of  free  trade  is  rushing 
with  such  mighty  force  that  no  party  can  with¬ 
stand  it.  Look  at  the  results  of  the  census.  Are 
they  not  most  shameful  ?  Notwithstanding  the 


hundreds  of  millions  of  dollars  which  have  been 
spent  in  developing  our  railways,  deepening  our 
canals,  and  enlarging  our  public  works,  notwith¬ 
standing  the  many  million  dollars  spent  on  immi¬ 
gration,  this  fair  Dominion  had  only  increased  its 
population  by  a  bare  half  million  people  in  the  last 
ten  years.  The  beautiful  Province  of  Ontario,  rich 
in  mineral  wealth,  with  agricultural  resources  that 
cannot  be  paralleled  by  any  country  in  the  world, 
inhabited  by  a  frugal  and  industrious  people,  with 
all  advantages,  situated  as  it  is  on  the  highway  of 
the  west  and  east,  that  ought  to  make  it  advance 
in  prosperity,  only  increased  its  population  in 
the  last  ten  years  by  186,000  people,  while  the 
little  state  to  the  west,  Michigan,  which  cannot 
be  compared  for  a  moment  with  the  Province 
of  Ontario,  increased  its  population  fourfold. 
There  is  evidently  something  wrong.  It  can¬ 
not  be  in  the  people,  nor  in  the  soil,  nor  in  our 
advantages  and  facilities  for  reaching  the  markets 
of  the  world.  It  can  only  be  accounted  for  in  one 
way,  and  that  is,  that  the  trade  policy  of  this 
Government  does  not  tend  to  advance  the  prosperity 
of  the  country.  We  are  like  a  young  giant  shackled 
and  hampered.  We  are  like  a  city  surrounded  by 
a  great  wall,  dying  from  mere  inanition  and  want 
of  connection  with  the  trade  of  the  outside  country. 
The  flower  and  the  youth  of  our  country  have  gone 
into  a  foreign  land,  where  without  any  means  or 
position  they  have  risen  step  by  step  up  the  ladder 
of  success.  Go  into  the  workshops  and  marts  of 
commerce,  and  railway  shops,  along  the  lines  of 
railway,  and  you  will  find  at  the  head  of  these  large 
concerns  Canadians  who  owe  their  positions  solely 
to  their  skill,  courage  and  ability,  and  yet  we  are 
to  be  told  that  Canadians  are  hot  able  to  hold 
their  own  in  their  own  country  against  foreign 
competition.  This  is  a  slander  upon  the  people  of 
Canada.  I  believe  that  free  trade  will  benefit  the 
mechanic,  the  artizan,  the  miner,  the  fisherman,  the 
lumberman,  and  agriculturist,  in  fact  all  classes 
in  this  country.  I  believe  the  time  will  soon  come 
when  the  people  of  this  Dominion  will  entrust  the 
affairs  of  this  country  to  a  set  of  men  who  are 
in  sympathy  with  their  views,  who  will  go  to  Wash¬ 
ington  to  get  a  fair  and  straightforward  treaty 
accepted  which  will  promote  the  interests  of  this 
Dominion,  and  I  hope  the  day  will  speedily  come 
when  the  men  in  whom  the  people  of  Canada  have 
confidence  will  thus  be  able  to  obtain  this  great 
boon  which  the  people  of  Canada  desire. 

Mr.  DEVLIN.  It  was  not  my  intention  to  take 
part  in  this  discussion,  but  having  heard  from  two 
or  three  members  on  the  opposite  side  to-day  and 
yesterday  certain  charges  levelled  against  the  party 
to  which  I  have  the  honour  to  belong,  I  think  it 
proper  to  give  at  least  a  short  reply  to  these  charges. 
This  afternoon  we  heard  that  the  success  of  the 
Conservative  party  in  the  last  election  was  due  to 
their  loyalty,  and  we  heard  another  member,  as  he 
cast  a  tender  and  loving  eye  on  his  colleagues,  ask¬ 
ing  what  was  the  secret  of  the  success  of  their  party 
in  the  recent  elections.  No  one  disputes  the  loyalty 
of  the  great  body  of  the  Conservative  party,  but 
the  history  of  our  party  and  of  its  leaders  in  the 
past  shows  that  the  charge  of  disloyalty  cannot  be 
laid  at  our  door.  They  say  on  the  opposite  side 
that  the  spirit  of  loyalty  that  animates  them  lies  at 
the  bottom  of  their  success,  but,  when  the  head  is 
disloyal,  it  is  hard  to  believe  that  the  body  is  loyal 
Do  not  they  belong  to  a  party  which,  after  the  death 
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of  their  late  leader,  invited  a  gentleman  who,  by 
profession,  by  signature,  by  aspiration  and  by  feel¬ 
ing,  is  more  strongly  in  favour  of  annexation  to  the 
United  States  than  anyone  on  this  side  of  the 
House,  to  take  the  place  of  their  leader  ?  They 
made  that  lion,  gentleman  the  leader  of  their  party. 
The  cry  of  loyalty  then  comes  on  their  part  with  less 
grace  than  it  Could  come  from  the  lips  of  members 
of  the  Liberal  party.  Then,  we  naturally  ask  : 
Are  we  in  the  British  Parliament  or  a  Canadian 
Parliament  ?  J  udging  from  their  constant  references 
to  the  mother  country,  one  would  think  that  their 
onlv  interest  was  to  look  to  the  mother  country 
and  to  neglect  the  Canadian  people  and  Canadian 
homes.  In  March  last  it  seems  their  programme 
was  entire  devotion  to  the  interests  of  the  Cana¬ 
dian  people,  but  now  we  hear  of  nothing  but 
devotion  to  the  interests  of  the  mother  country. 
A  profession  made  by  them  was  that  the  secret  of 
their  success  was  in  the  policy  which  they  adopted. 
It  may  be  a  good  policy  for  a  Government 
anxious  to  remain  in  power  to  pursue,  but  is 
it  a  good  policy  for  the  country  to  follow  ?  W  hat 
was  their  policy  during  the  recent  by  e-elections  ? 
I  had  the  pleasure  of  visiting  the  riding  of  West 
Northumberland  when  the  election  was  taking 
place  there,  and  we  found  placarded  on  almost 
every  fence,  Vote  for  the  Government  candidate  and 
the  railway  boom.  The  cry  was  :  Vote  for  the 
Government  candidate  and  harbour  improvements, 
vote  for  public  works,  vote  for  post  offices,  vote 
for  the  custom  house,  vote  in  fact  for  everything 
that  the  Government  can  give  except  for  the 
policy  which  has  been  held  out  and  perhaps 
explained  to  the  people.  That  is  the  secret  of  their 
success,  and  there  are  other  secrets  which  should 
not  be  mentioned  in  Parliament  perhaps,  but 
which  are  known  by  those  who  have  followed  the 
attitude  of  that  party  during  the  recent  elections. 
I  fear  not  to  say  that  every  constituency  in  which 
a  bye-election  took  place,  was  visited  not  by  one, 
two,  or  three,  but  by  twenty  or  thirty  outsiders, 
who  went  thither  not  to  educate  the  people  by 
speech,  but  to  convert  them  by  other  means  which 
should  not  be  mentioned  in  Parliament.  And  yet 
they  presumptuously  ask  :  What  is  the  secret  of 
their  success?  How  is  it  that  they  have  come  here 
with  such  a  majority  ?  They  have  managed  to  get 
here  by  following  out  the  policy  which  the  Con¬ 
servative  party  has  pursued  for  the  last  twenty 
years,  of  purchasing  constituencies  by  means  of 
railways,  of  public  buildings,  of  offers  of  distri¬ 
bution  of  public  moneys,  and  they  will  have  to 
satisfy  the  demands  made  on  the  strength  of  these 
promises  during  the  next  three  or  four  years 
if  they  wish  to  remain  in  power.  Never  more 
astonished  in  my  life  was  I  than  when  I  heard  in 
the  same  constituency  of  West  Northumberland, 
that  the  Government  had  sent  up  inspectors  to 
examine  a  port  there,  and  to  lay  out  certain  works 
which  it  was  proposed  to  construct.  The  works 
were  laid  out  on  the  ice,  the  spring  came,  and 
the  ice  passed  away  with  the  designs  of  the 
works  upon  it,  and  nothing  further  was  done 
until  a  month  ago,  when  the  people  were  informed 
that  the  policy  of  the  Government  would  be 
carried  out  and  the  harbour  works  would  be 
completed;  and  yet  here  we  are  asked  what  is  the 
secret  of  the  success  of  the  ministerial  party  during 
the  recent  bye-elections  ?  We  know  the  secret. 
Any  one  with  the  eye  or  ear  closed  could  find  out 
Mr.  Devlin. 


that  secret.  Further,  they  have  won  their  elections 
by  vilification  of  the  Liberal  party,  by  vilification 
of  our  respected  and  beloved  leader  in  the  bye- 
elections  of  the  Province  of  Ontario.  In  every  way 
they  have  tried  to  crush  the  Liberal  party  and  its 
leaders,  but  they  have  not  yet  succeeded.  They 
have  also  tried  to  crush  the  policy  to  which  we  are 
attached  and  which  we  shall  follow.  Only  a  year 
ago  or  a  little  more  Parliament  was  dissolved.  Why  ? 
Because  on  that  occasion  the  Premier  announced  to 
the  Canadian  people  that  he  was  about  completing 
arrangements  for  a  treaty  of  reciprocity  between 
Canada  and  the  United  States.  In  March  last,, 
the  people  were  not  asked  to  pronounce  upon  the 
National  Policy,  but  they  were  asked  to  approve 
of  the  course  the  late  Premier  of  Canada  had 
adopted  in  attempting  to  bring  about  trade  ralations 
with  the  United  States.  We  were  informed  that 
these  trade  relations  were  about  to  be  completed. 
But  what  did  we  hear  the  other  day  from  the 
Minister  of  Finance  ?  That  all  such  negotiations 
were  at  an  end,  that  no  treaty  of  reciprocity  would 
be  concluded  between  Canada  and  the  United  States. 
Such  was  the  information  given  to  Parliament  and 
given  to  the  people  of  Canada.  What  a  strange 
contradiction,  what  an  immense  contradiction,  be¬ 
tween  the  words  uttered  here  by  the  Minister  of 
Finance  and  the  profession  of  political  faith  made 
by  his  late  leader  previous  to  the  dissolution  of 
Parliament  ?  Parliament  was  dissolved  in  order 
that  a  treaty  might  be  concluded  and  approved, 
and  the  Minister  of  Finance  comes  here  and  tells  us 
that  in  reality  their  only  object  was  to  go  and  find 
out  whether  they  could  have  such  a  treaty.  It 
reminds  me  very  much  of  a  man  trying  to  get  into 
a  house  by  every  means  except  through  the  open 
door.  The  open  door  was  there,  but  he  would  not 
go  in  by  that  means.  He  pretends  to  have  tried  by 
all  other  possible  ways  to  get  in,  and  comes  back 
to  tell  us  that  he  could  not  get  into  that  house  of 
reciprocity  ;  the  door  was  open,  but  he  would  not 
walk  in  through  it.  Sir,  we  have  been  assured  that 
the  farmer  is  prosperous  ;  we  have  been  told  in  the 
course  of  this  debate  that  he  is  perfectly  pros¬ 
perous,  that  the  industries  of  the  country  are  flour¬ 
ishing,  and  that  the  country  itself  is  in  a  prosperous 
and  healthy  condition.  I  believe  that  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  on  the  opposite  side  who  make  such  state¬ 
ments  are  beginning  to  believe  themselves  that  the 
country  is  prosperous,  because  they  have  said  it  so 
often  that  they  have  actually  convinced  themselves 
that  such  is  the  case.  Sir,  without  taking  up  the 
statistics  of  the  country  I  would  ask  them  to  look 
around  and  to  tell  us  where  is  this  great  prosperity 
of  which  we  hear  so  much.  If  they  go  across  the 
river  to  the  neighbouring  city  of  Hull  they  will  be 
told  by  the  manufacturers  of  lumber  that  trade,  and 
the  lumber  trade  especially,  is  in  a  state  of  uncer¬ 
tainty,  owing  to  the  policy  of  the  Government.  To¬ 
day  a  duty  of  one  kind  is  imposed,  to-morrow  it 
may  be  removed,  and  perhaps  the  day  after  it  will 
be  reimposed.  The  lumber  merchants  are  actually 
afraid  to  make  investments  for  fear  that  the  policy 
of  the  Government  may  be  such  that  those  invest¬ 
ments  will  prove  enormous  losses.  Sir,  with  re¬ 
gard  to  this  degree  of  prosperity  of  which  we  hear 
so  much,  this  measure  of  happiness,  I  maintain  that 
the  farmer  under  the  existing  trade  relations  be¬ 
tween  Canada  and  the  United  States  cannot  be  in 
as  happy  and  as  prosperous  a  condition  as  he  would 
be  were  the  high  wall  which  now  exists  between  the 
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two  countries  removed.  How  is  it  to  be  contended, 
for  instance,  that  if  he  could  sell  his  barley  at  20 
cents  a  bushel  more  than  he  can  now,  that  he  would 
not  be  more  prosperous  ?  And  if  he  could  obtain 
$30  more  for  every  horse  that  he  sells,  would  that 
not  be  at  least  $30  to  his  advantage  ?  And,  Sir,  for 
every  dozen  of  eggs  that  he  sells,  if  he  could  obtain 
5  cents  more,  and  40  cents  more  for  a  bushel  of 
beans,  and  $4  more  for  a  ton  of  hay,  and  5  cents  more 
a  pound  for  poultry,  would  he  not  be,  at  all 
events,  benefited  by  so  much  the  more  ?  It  is 
only  a  few  weeks  ago — and  this  gives  an  idea  of 
how  heavily  the  taxation  which  is  now  imposed 
bears  upon  the  agricultural  class  of  Canada — a  train 
consisting  of  12  car  loads  of  poultry  was  shipped 
from  Smith’s  Falls,  Perth  and  Brockville.  The  value 
of  the  shipment  amounted  to  $26,000.  What  was  the 
duty  collected  upon  that  poultry  at  Rouse’s  Point? 
The  duty  was  $8,750  upon  this  one  train  load 
of  poultry  shipped  from  this  country  to  the  Unit¬ 
ed  States.  Yet  we  will  be  told,  notwithstanding 
this  heavy  tax,  notwithstanding  this  heavy  duty 
of  over  $8,000  upon  one  shipment  of  poultry, 
that  the  Canadian  farmer  is  as  prosperous 
as  he  could  be,  and  if  the  high  wall  were 
removed  it  would  not  help  him.  Sir,  the  trade  of 
Canada  has  fallen  off  largely  also.  Upon  these 
very  articles  which  I  have  just  mentioned,  since 
the  McKinley  Bill  came  into  operation,  the  sale  of 
eggs  to  the  United  States  fell  off  over  $718,000,  and 
the  increase  to  Great  Britain  was  only  $82,000. 
The  sale  of  hay  fell  off  by  $546,000,  and  has  only 
increased  to  Great  Britain  by  $30,000.  The  sale 
of  .horses  has  fallen  off  over  $683,000  to  the 
United  States,  and  it  only  increased  by  $138,000. 
With  regard  to  the  item  of  barley,  the  fall¬ 
ing  off  is  much  more  marked.  It  has  been 
$1,733,293,  and  the  corresponding  increase  has 
merely  been  $63,000.  Still,  notwithstanding  these 
alarming  figures,  we  will  be  told  that  the  farmers 
are  in  a  prosperous  condition,  because,  forsooth, 
they  have  the  home  market.  It  was  pointed  out 
by  the  hon.  gentleman  who  preceded  me  that  they 
had  this  market  even  before  we  lost  the  American 
market.  We  have  had  this  market  since  we  lost 
the  American  market,  and  no  matter  what  market 
we  may  obtain,  no  matter  what  market  may  be 
opened  out  to  us,  we  shall  continue  to  have  the 
English  market.  Sir,  if  reciprocity  is  not  a  good 
thing,  how  comes  it  that  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
have  gone  so  frequently  to  the  United  States 
begging  for  reciprocity  ?  If  reciprocity  were  not  a 
good  thing,  how  comes  it  that  a  promise  was  made 
over  and  over  again,  not  by  the  Liberal  party,  but 
by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  that  a  treaty  of  reci¬ 
procity  would  be  made  with  Spain?  And  what 
has  become  of  that  treaty  which  was  promised  ? 
If  reciprocity  is  not  a  good  thing,  how  comes  it  that 
they  have  in  Paris  an  official,  or  I  should  rather  say 
an  ambassador,  whose  mission  it  is  to  look  after 
precisely  those  matters  affecting  treaties  of  recipro¬ 
city  ?  How  comes  it  that  the  Minister  of  Finance 
himself  went  last  summer  down  to  the  West  Indies  ? 
It  was  not  a  mere  pleasure  trip,  it  was  not  for  his 
political  or  any  other  kind  of  health ;  he  went  there,  I 
believe,  in  search  of  a  treaty  of  reciprocity.  And 
how  comes  it  that  we  send  the  products  of  Canada 
to  every  exhibition,  whether  in  Europe  or  in 
America,  and  that  probably  we  shall  send  a  large 
quantity  of  products  to  the  great  international  ex¬ 
hibition  at  ( 'liicago  ?  What  is  the  object  of  these 


missions  ?  What  is  the  object  of  the  expenditure 
connected  with  such  missions,  if  not  to  find 
new  markets  ?  And  simply  because  the  Govern¬ 
ment  do  not  wish  to  lose  the  support  of  the 
manufacturers  of  this  country,  and  especially  be¬ 
cause  they  do  not  wish  to  lose  their  contributions, 
which  are  so  useful  in  times  of  election,  the  people 
of  Canada  must  be  deprived  of  this  valuable  treaty 
of  reciprocity.  That  is  about  the  state  of 
affairs.  I  do  not  wish  to  detain  the  House  very 
long,  but  before  proceeding  I  wish  to  quote  an 
article  from  the  London  Chronicle  which,  speaking 
of  this  very  question,  has  the  following  words  :— 

“  A  moi;e  effective  method  of  realizing:  Sir  Charles  Tap¬ 
per’s  aspirations  would  be  unrestricted  reciprocity  be¬ 
tween  England  and  Canada.  We  do  not  expect  that  Sir 
Charles  will  agree  with  us  when  we  affirm  that  it  would 
be  better  for  Canada  to  establish  free  trade  both  with 
America  and  ourselves,  but  it  is  of  the  highest  importance 
to  preserve  friendly  relations  with  America.  If  we  are  to 
use  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  as  a  highway  to  the 
east,  this  is  an  additional  reason  why  Canada  should  aim 
not  only  to  strengthen  the  bonds  of  union  with  England, 
but  to  maintain  such  relations  with  Americans  will  ob¬ 
viate  any  just  cause  of  American  jealousy  against  England. 
America  hopes  to  compel  the  entrance  of  Canada  into  the 
Union  by  the  severity  of  her  commercial  policy.  The  best 
way  to  defeat  such  tactics  is  not  to  be  found  in  intimation, 
for  a  nation  of  five  millions  cannot  wage  a  successful  com¬ 
mercial  war  against  a  nation  of  sixty-five  millions,  but  in 
a  policy  of  unrestricted  commercial  intercourse  with  the 
rest  of  the  world.” 

Here  we  find  an  English  organ  telling  us  that  if 
we  wish  to  be  loyal  to  England  and  loyal  to  our¬ 
selves  we  should  adopt  this  very  same  policy  which 
is  the  policy  of  the  Liberal  party,  namely,  unrestrict¬ 
ed  commercial  intercourse  with  the  United  States. 
I  think  that  is  an  answer  to  those  who  claim  that 
unrestricted  reciprocity  means  disloyalty.  With  re¬ 
spect  to  those  who  claim  that  this  country  is  in  such 
a  prosperous  state,  I  desire  to  take  this  occasion  to 
recall  the  remarks  of  the  member  for  Albert  (Mr. 
Weldon)  during  a  discussion  last  session.  That 
hon.  member,  speaking  of  the  State  of  Vermont, 
said  that  there  was  an  actual  decrease  in  popu¬ 
lation  during  the  last  seven  years,  and  he  pointed 
that  out  as  a  great  evil  ;  and  he  also  affirmed 
that  in  Maine,  out  of  16  counties,  7  had  declined 
in  population.  Speaking  of  the  State  of  New 
York,  he  claimed  there  was  a  decrease  in  23  out 
of  60  counties,  and  he  added:  “I  venture  that 
you  will  find  no  such  startling  statement  in  any  of 
the  provinces  of  Canada.”  Remember,  he  pro¬ 
nounced  it  a  startling  statement,  because  there  was 
a  decrease  in  the  population  of  the  State  of 
Vermont  and  a  decrease  in  7  counties  out  of  16 
in  Maine.  Referring  to  Ohio,  he  said  that  out 
of  89  counties  there  was  a  decrease  in  28.  Re¬ 
ferring  to  Indiana  he  said  that  out  of  92  counties 
there  was  a  decrease  in  25.  He  added:  “To 
be  sure  I  have  read  the  strongest  as  illustrating 
my  position,  but  there  are  a  good  many  other 
states  in  which  the  decline,  though  not  quite  so 
striking,  is  striking  and  discouraging  indeed.” 
Thus  we  have  the  words  startling,  striking  and 
discouraging.  How  the  hon.  gentleman  must  have 
been  struck  with  the  census  returns  of  his  own 
province  ;  how  lie  must  have  found  them  striking,, 
startling  and  discouraging.  But  what  the  hon. 
gentleman  condemned  last  year  he  will  be  willing 
to  palliate  this  }^ear,  for  it  will  not  suit  him  to 
state  that  as  striking,  startling  and  discouraging, 
which  last  year  he  pronounced  as  such.  What  are 
the  figures  our  census  shows  ?  In  New  Brunswick 
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alone  there  was  a  decrease  in  8  out  of  15  counties  ; 
in  Nova  Scotia  a  decrease  in  8  out  of  19  counties  ; 
in  Ontario  a  decrease  in  89  out  of  91  counties  ;  in 
Prince  Edward  Island  a  decrease  in  1  out  of  3 
counties,  in  Quebec  a  decrease  in  25  out  of  65 
counties.  The  percentage  of  decrease  in  the 
•counties  of  the  states  of  the  United  States  to 
which  I  have  referred  was  28  per  cent,  whereas  the 
decrease  in  the  counties  I  have  referred  to  in  Canada 
was  43^  per  cent,  and  yet  a  decrease  of  28^  percent 
was  described  by  the  lion,  member  for  Albert  as  strik¬ 
ing,  startling  and  discouraging.  How  must  the  lion, 
gentleman  lie  impressed  by  the  decrease  of  43^  per 
cent  as  illustrated  by  the  returns  of  certain  counties 
in  his  own  Province’  We  are  further  told  that 
another  reason  for  the  reverses  which  the  Liberal 
party  have  suffered  during  the  recent  bye-elections 
was  a  letter  written  by  Mr.  Blake.  [  fail  to  see  what 
great  comfort  our  opponents  can  draw  from  that 
letter.  I  find  among  other  passages  the  following 


“  The  Conservative  policy  has  failed  to  accomplish  the 
predictions  of  its  promoters.  It  has  left  us  with  a  small 
population,  a  scanty  immigration,  a  North-West  empty 
still,  with  an  enormous  addition  to  our  public  debt  and  a 
corrupt  and  extravagant  system  of  expenditure  and  an 
unjust  and  expensive  tariff.” 

As  an  instance  of  the  loss  caused  by  the  present 


policy  of  the  Government  I  will  glance  at  the 
foreign  trade  of  St.  John,  N.B.,  which  declined 
$729,344  as  compared  with  the  corresponding  period 
of  the  previous  year.  The  decline  in  imports  was 
$218,765,  and  in  exports,  $540,579.  The  Customs 
duty  declined  $40,476.  The  import  trade  of  that 
port  for  the  first  four  months  of  the  last  two  and 
the  current  fiscal  years,  stands  as  follows  :  1889-90, 
$1,593,457;  1890-91,  $1,495,502  ;  1891-92,  $1,276,- 
737.  I  find  here,  to  use  the  expression  adopted 
last  year  by  the  member  for  Albert,  that  these 
figures  are  certainly  striking,  startling  and  dis¬ 
couraging.  Again  I  could  quote  from  the  Toronto 
Merchant ,  which  is  not  a  political  paper,  but  simply 
a  commercial  journal,  and  it  says  : 


“  Notwithstanding  the  auspicious  prognostications  and 
glowing  reports  of  the  crops,  the  results  of  the  unusually 
bountiful  harvest  have  hardly  yet  began  to  be  felt,  and 
from  all  parts  of  the  Dominion  come  tidings  of  business 
dull  and  money  scarce.” 

Is  that  the  evidence  brought  forward  of  the 
prosperity  of  the  country  ?  Is  it  not  a  fact  that 
in  almost  every  manufacturing  town  there  are  to 
be  found  hundreds  of  unemployed  men  at  the 
street  corners  ;  that  only  a  month  or  two  ago  in 
Quebec  a  large  procession  of  the  unemployed  pro¬ 
ceeded  to  the  Provincial  Government  beseeching 
them  to  furnish  employment  ;  and  that  in  Toronto 
unemployed  people  are  to  be  counted  not  by  hun¬ 
dreds  but  by  thousands  ?  And  this  is  the  contented, 
happy,  wealthy  population,  regarding  whom  we  have 
had  such  glowing  pictures  painted  by  lion,  gentle¬ 
men  opposite.  I  cannot  allow  the  present  occasion 
to  pass  without  once  more  expressing  the  opinion, 
representing  as  I  do  a  large  and  prosperous  agri¬ 
cultural  and  manufacturing  county,  that  we  should 
pronounce  in  favour  of  the  policy  of  the  Liberal 
party,  which  is  unrestricted  reciprocity.  And  why  ’ 
Because  we  have  every  reason  to  believe  that  that 
policy  would  give  better  markets  for  every  one. 
As  was  pointed  out  by  the  lion,  gentleman  who 
preceded  me,  we  would  have  better  markets  in 
every  respect.  Our  lumber  market  would  be  in  a 
healthy  condition,  the  mineral  mines  of  the  various 
provinces  would  lie  developed,  and  our  farmers 
Mr.  Devlin. 


would  lie  satisfied.  We  would  certainly  get  cheaper 
manufactured  goods  for  the  toiler,  and  what 
is  especially  of  vast  importance  to  Ontario, 
there  would  be  a  revival  of  our  lake  shipping. 
What  is  the  position  to-day?  Certainly  in  one 
respect  we  have  no  reason  to  complain.  We  have 
the  wealth  of  the  forest,  and  the  wealth  of  the 
stream,  and  the  wealth  of  the  land.  That  we  do 
not  owe  to  the  Government.  Again,  as  was  said 
by  other  speakers  before  me,  we  have  an  excellent 
form  of  government,  as  free  and  independent  as 
any  under  the  sun  ;  and  with  regard  to  the  differ¬ 
ent  policies  spoken  of — annexation,  colonial 
dependence  and  independence — I  believe  that,  con¬ 
sidering  all  the  circumstances  and  the  population 
we  have  in  Canada  to-day,  our  present  position 
is  satisfactory.  W  e  have  no  reason  to  complain  ; 
but  if  ever  a  change  should  come  I  must  join  in 
the  sentiments  which  were  expressed  here  this 
afternoon  that  instead  of  annexation  political 
independence  would  be  preferable.  I  think  that 
the  same  opinion  will  be  expressed  by  the  vast 
majority  of  the  younger  Canadians.  We  have  a 
free  constitution,  an  unstained  history,  an  ex¬ 
cellent  reputation  as  a  people,  but  we  lack  an 
honest  Government,  that  want  is  evident ;  it  was 
made  manifest  last  session,  and  it  is  quite  possible 
that  we  will  have  opportunities  to  make  it  still  more 
manifest  this  session.  In  consequence  of  the  mistaken 
policy  of  the  Government  we  have  stagnation  of 
trade,  and  on  that  account  we  cannot  boast  of  the 
prosperity  which  should  be  ours.  W  e  have  tried  the 
National  Policy  and  we  have  found  that  it  is  a  failure. 
What  we  ask  now  is  that  the  policy  of  unrestricted 
reciprocity  should  be  given  a  trial.  hy  should 
we  feel  as  strangers  with  regard  to  the  people 
to  the  south  of  us  ?  They  are  in  common  with 
us  in  matters  of  religious  persuasion,  in  feeling, 
in  sentiment  and  in  aspirations.  True,  they  are  under 
another  flag,  but  they  speak  the  same  language 
as  we  do,  "they  have  the  same  feelings  as  we 
have,  and  our  Country  lies  side  by  side  with  theirs 
for  several  thousand  miles.  We  have  everything  to 
gain  by  being  free  in  our  commercial  relations  with 
the  United  States,  and  everything  to  lose  by  main¬ 
taining  an  unfriendly  attitude  with  that  country. 
We  know,  as  was  pointed  out  this  afternoon  by  a 
Tory  journal  of  the  city  of  Ottawa,  that  these  rela¬ 
tions  are  far  from  being  harmonious.  This  journal 
says  that  we  are  actually  on  the  verge  of  a  war  with 
the  United  States,  and  that  is  not  the  confession  of  a 
Liberal  paper  but  it  is  the  statement  of  the  Tory 
Evening  Journal  of  this  city.  Would  it  not  lie 
better  to  entertain  towards  the  people  of  the  south 
of  us  more  kindly  sentiments,  have  with  them  freer 
trade  relations  and  enjoy  the  degree  of  prosperity 
which  we  know  exists  under  their  Hag,  and  which 
would  exist  under  ours,  if  we  had  unrestricted  reci¬ 
procity. 

Mr.  PERRY.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  subject  which 
we  are  now  discussing  is  a  very  important  one  indeed. 
It  is  not  exhausted,  and  what  is  the  reason  that  we 
are  not  gratified  with  the  opinion  of  lion,  gentle¬ 
men  on  the  opposite  side  of  the  House  on  this  ques¬ 
tion’  Is  it  that  the  announcement  of  the  Minister 
of  Finance  the  other  night,  that  we  are  not  to  ex¬ 
pect  trade  with  the  United  States  has  so  stunned 
and  dumbfounded  them  or  what  is  it  ?  I  do  not 
wonder  at  gentlemen  on  the  Government  benches 
not  having  the  strength  to  come  forward  to  give 
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expression  to  their  sentiments  on  this  occasion,  be¬ 
cause  a  great  many  of  them,  especially  gentlemen 
from  the  Maritime  Provinces,  had  pledged  them¬ 
selves  on  the  eve  of  the  last  general  elections,  that 
they  were  in  favour  of  free  trade  with  the  United 
States.  I  am  aware  that  in  my  province  the  can¬ 
didates  on  both  sides  of  politics  expressed  them¬ 
selves  for  unrestricted  reciprocity,  and  I  am  also 
aware  that  they  did  the  same  thing  in  Nova  Scotia. 
In  fact,  I  believe  thb  Minister  of  Marine  and  Fisheries 
pledged  himself  at  one  meeting  that  he  would  give 
the  people  unrestricted  reciprocity  with  the  United 
States.  We,  however,  find  now  that  the  actions 
of  these  gentlemen  speak  louder  than  their  words, 
and  when  free  trade  is  proposed  from  this 
side  of  the  House  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  vote 
straight  against  it.  It  would  seem  as  ,if 
free  trade  was  something  like  the  cable  of  the 
Indian  when  it  slipped  at  the  end  he  was  ashamed 
and  frightened.  I  believe  that  if  before  the  elec¬ 
tions  the  people  had  known  that  they  were  not 
going  to  get  unrestricted  reciprocity,  and  that  the 
Government  were  only  hypocrites,  the  majority  of 
the  electors  would  have  voted  the  other  way. 
Some  members  of  the  Government  had  gone  to 
Washington  during  the  elections  and  the  people 
believed  that  they  were  going  to  have  reciprocity. 
I  believe  that'  they  went  there  without  being 
invited,  and  that  when  they  knocked  at  the  door 
of  the  office  of  Mr.  Blaine  they  appeared  as 
strangers  and  that  Mr.  Blaine  did  not  know  they 
were  coming.  We  are  told  by  the  Minister  of 
Finance  that  they  spent  four  or  five  days  in 
W  ashington  and  that  they  had  a  good  time.  I 
suppose  that  when  the  Auditor  General’s  Report 
comes  next  year  we  will  have  reason  to  believe 
they  had  a  good  time,  but  I  hope  there  will  not  be 
any  corkscrews  charged  in  the  account.  I  believe 
they  were  self-constituted  messengers  and  that  the 
authority  is  very  questionable  on  which  they  went 
to  Washington.  I  believe  they  did  not  represent 
the  majority  of  the  people  of  Canada  but  that  they 
misrepresented  them,  because  it  is  a  well  known 
fact  that  if  the  question  were  put  fairly  and  squarely 
before  the  electors  of  the  Dominion,  they  would 
be  in  favour  of  unrestricted  reciprocity.  The 
Minister  of  Finance  may  tell  us  here  that  the  day 
is  gone  by  for  unrestricted  reciprocity  with  the 
States,  but  his  predictions  are  just  about  as  reliable 
as  the  predictions  of  Sir  Charles  Tupper  and  Sir 
Leonard  Tilley  when  they  stated  that,  in  1892,  the 
treasury  of  this  country  would  receive  $70,000,000 
as  proceeds  of  the  sales  of  land  in  the  North-West. 
What  is  the  result  ?  WThat  are  the  facts  ?  The 
facts  are,  that  up  to  this  day  the  revenue  obtained 
from  the  sale  of  lands  in  the  North-West  is  still  less 
than  the  expenditure.  We  were  told  by  no  less  a 
person  than  Sir  Charles  Tupper,  in  Charlottetown, 
P.E.I. ,  in  1878,  that  if  the  country  would  return 
the  Conservative  party  to  power,  in  less  than  two 
years  we  would  have  free  trade  with  the  United 
States.  Well,  the  people  of  Prince  Edward  Island 
were  very  much  in  love  with  free  trade,  having  had 
experience  of  it  from  1854  to  18(16,  and  during 
those  years  they  were  prosperous,  they  made  money 
by  trading  with  the  Americans.  In  fact,  the 
farmers  and  fishermen  of  Prince  Edward  Island  ex¬ 
ported  to  the  United  States  everything  they  could 
produce  and  got  good  prices  for  it  all  ;  but  after 
that  treaty  was  abrogated  and  the  Government  of 
Canada  began  to  build  Chinese  walls  between  the 


two  countries  the  people  of  Prince  Edward 
Island  began  to  grow  less  prosperous.  Sir, 
it  is  no  great  wonder,  because  most  of 
our  exports  from  the  island  must  go  to  the  United 
States,  notwithstanding  the  barriers  that  have 
been  built  up  between  the  two  countries.  Our 
potatoes  must  go  to  the  United  States,  although 
taxed  25  cents  a  bushel  ;  our  horses  must  go  to 
the  United  States,  though  taxed  $30  each  ;  our 
lambs  must  go  to  the  United  States,  though  taxed 
75  cents  each  ;  our  sheep  must  go  to  the  United 
States,  though  taxed  $1.50  per  head  ;  the  cod  and 
mackerel  cured  by  the  fishermen  of  Prince  Edward 
Island  must  go  the  United  States,  because  there 
is  no  other  market  for  them  anywhere,  though  they 
are  taxed  $2  a  barrel.  We  maybe  asked,  why  we 
do  not  send  our  mackerel,  cod,  potatoes,  horses 
and  sheep  up  to  Ontario  ?  We  cannot  get  a  greater 
interprovincial  market  than  we  have  already.  I 
remember  that  five  years  ago  a  fish  merchant  of  Tig- 
nish  sent  10  barrels  of  mackerel  to  Ottawa.  He 
kept  them  here  three  months,  and  during  that 
time  he  sold  ten  mackerel,  and  he  had  finally  to 
send  the  whole  shipment  to  Chicago  and  pay  $2 
duty  on  each  barrel  before  he  could  sell  them. 
This  is  the  kind  of  trade  we  have  between  the 
Maritime  Provinces  and  the  Upper  Provinces.  Of 
course  the  agents  of  agricultural  machinery 
manufacturers  from  Ontario  come  to  Prince 
Edward  Island  and  sell  to  our  farmers 
their  machinery  which  is  protected  at  the 
rate  or  20  or  25  per  cent,  and  the  consumer 
in  Prince  Edward  Island  pays  that  much  more  for 
his  machinery  than  he  would  have  to  pay  if  there 
were  free  trade  between  us  and  the  United  States. 
When  the  time  of  payment  comes,  those  farmers 
have  to  meet  their  bills  for  this  machinery — because, 
let  me  tell  you,  the  people  of  Prince  Edward  Island 
are  an  honest  people  who  pay  their  debts  ;  they  pay 
a  hundred  cents  for  every  dollar  they  owe  ;  and 
notwithstanding  the  burdens  which  this  Govern¬ 
ment  has  placed  upon  them,  when  the  time  comes 
they  have  to  sell  their  productions  in  the  United 
States  market  in  order  to  pay  the  Ontario  manufac¬ 
turers  for  this  machinery.  The  people  of  Prince 
Edward  Island  are  not  able  to  sell  their  potatoes  in 
Canada,  or  their  eggs,  their  horses,  their  lambs, 
their  sheep,  their  mackerel,  or  anything  else  that 
they  have  to  export  from  the  Island.  They  must 
find  a  market  for-  all  these  things  in  the  United 
States  ;  and  what  is  the  result  ?  Let  me  show  you 
one  picture  for  a  moment.  We  will  suppose 
that  a  farmer  of  Prince  Edward  Island  having  a 
farm  of  100  acres  of  land  has  300  bushels  of 
potatoes  to  sell,  and  I  believe  he  could  have 
that  quantity  and  much  more.  He  sells  them  in 
the  United  States  market.  How  much  duty  is  he 
obliged  to  pay  on  these  300  bushels  of  potatoes  ? 
The  sum  of  $75.  Suppose  he  sends  300  dozens  of 
eggs  ;  on  them  he  has  to  pay  $15.  Suppose  he 
sends  one  horse  ;  he  has  to  pay  $30  on  it.  Suppose 
he  sells  10  lambs  :  on  them  he  has  to  pay  $7.50. 
Suppose  he  sells  10  sheep  ;  on  them  he  has  to  pay 
$15.  Suppose  he  lives  near  the  sea  and  does  some 
fishing,  and  sends  10  barrels  of  mackerel  to  the 
United  States  ;  he  has  to  pay  $20  on  them.  In  all, 
that  poor  farmer  in  Prince  Edward  Island,  in  order 
to  meet  the  bills  which  he  owes  to  the  manufacturers 
of  Ontario  for  his  farming  machinery  and  other 
things,  is  compelled  to  sell  his  produce  to  the 
United  States  market,  and  pay  in  one  year  $147  of 
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taxes  into  the  treasury  of  the  United  .States.  Is 
that  not  a  frightful  condition  of  things  ?  Is  it  any 
wonder  that  the  people  of  Prince  Edward  Island 
crv  out  for  free  trade  with  the  United  States  ? 
Where  else  can  they  obtain  free  trade  ?  We  were 
told  by  the  Minister  of  Finance  a  year  or  two  ago  : 
Send  your  eggs  to  England  ;  there  you  will  find  a 
market  for  them  ;  the  people  of  England  want  your 
eggs  ;  they  are  hungry  for  them.  Well,  the  ex¬ 
periment  was  tried,  and  what  was  the  result  ?  .  I 
saw  the  statement  of  a  large  shipper  in  Ontario, 
who  said  :  “I  sold  so  many  dozens  in  England 
for  so  much,  but  still  it  was  less  than  I  could 
get  in  the  United  States  ;  but  I  had  a  ceitam 
quantity  left,  and,  in  order  that  they  should  not 
come  back  to  Canada,  the  High  Commissioner  took 
them  to  use  in  his  kitchen.  That  is  the  London 
market.  We  know  that  the  people  of  Canada  are 
not  able  to  compete  in  the  supply  of  eggs  for  the 
English  market  with  the  people  of  France,  Italy 
and  Germany.  Why,  Sir,  eggs  can  be  landed  there 
in  24  hours,  and  I  suppose  less  from  France,  Ger¬ 
many  and  other  countries,  whereas  by  the  time 
our  eggs  reach  England  they  are  stale  and  unfit  for 
use.  °Beeides,  I  believe  the  English  people  are  far 
more  particular  as  to  the  size  and  the  quality  of 
eggs  than  the  people  of  the  Lnited  States.  In 
England  eggs  are  bought,  not  by  the  dozen,  but  by 
the  score,  and  the  20  eggs  are  expected  to  reach  a 
certain  weight.  That  is  not  the  casein  the  Lnited 
States.  Take  up  the  statistics  for  the  year  1890 
and  you  will  find  that  while  we  did  not  ship  one 
dozen  of  eggs  to  England,  we  shipped  nearly  $2,- 
000,000  worth  to  the  United  States.  The  same  re¬ 
sults  appear  in  fish  and  barley.  W  hat  is  the 
reason  ?  We  have  always  had  the  English  market 
open  to  us.  W  e  know  there  is  no  tariff  against 
us  on  our  exports  to  the  British  market,  and 
that  we  have  to  meet  a  high  tariff  in  the 
United  States,  yet  we  export  to  the  United 
States  in  preference  to  England.  Why  is  it V 
It  is  because  the  United  States  are  handier  to  us 
and  more  profitable  than  England.  W  e  have  been 
told  that  the  Americans  have  become  prosperous 
under  protection.  I  agree  in  that  proposition,  but 
it  must  be  remembered  that  the  American  people, 
comprising  65,000,000,  enjoy  free  trade  among 
themselves.  Suppose  there  was  protection  between 
the  cities  of  Chicago  and  New  York,  how  could 
these  people  live  ?  We  are  told  that  our  manufac¬ 
tures  here  will  be  destroyed  if  we  have  free  com¬ 
mercial  intercourse  with  the  people  of  the  United 
States.  Can  any  man  be  convinced  that  if  5,000,- 
000  people  open  trade  with  65,000,000  people  they 
are  not  going  to  be  benefited  7  It  seems  to  me  there 
can  be  no  disputing  the  plain  fact  that  the  smaller 
population  must  enjoy  the  greater  benefit.  W  e 
have  the  labour  and  all  the  facilities  required  to 
make  our  people  prosperous  and  happy  if  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  will  only  not  tinker  with  our  tariff  but 
give  the  people  perfect  liberty  to  trade  where  they 
deem  best.  If  the  Government  will  instead  give 
us  the  United  States  market,  we  will  have  a  happy 
and  prosperous  people  in  a  very  short  time.  Y\  e 
are  told  also  that  this  will  be  disloyal  and  tend  to 
annexation.  A  more  rotten  argument  I  never  heard. 
I  am  a  Grit  and  my  hon. friends  opposite  are  Tories, 
I  want  to  buy  goods,  and  if  my  Tory  friends  could 
sell  them  cheaper,  I  will  buy  from  them;  but  because 
I  buy  from  them,  is  it  to  be  said  that  I  am  going 
to  be  a  Tory  7  No ;  not  a  bit.  With  just  as  much 
Mr.  Perry. 


reason  is  it  said  that  because  we  desire  to  trade 
with  the  Yankees  we  are  becoming  annexationists. 
My  hon.  friend  from  Kent  said  a  while,  ago  that 
although  a  Liberal  he  was  a  loyal  subject.  For 
my  part,  I  would  sooner  live  under  the  laws  of 
Canada  than  under  those  of  the  United  States.  I 
was  born  under  the  British  constitution  and  I 
hope  to  die  under  it.  There  is  no  doubt  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  have  not  carried  out  their  promises.  They 
have  failed  in  a  gcod  many  cases?  and  I  cannot  say 
but  that  perhaps,  if  I  left  them  alone  a  little 
further,  they  may  do  such  strange  things  that  the 
people  may  take  it  into  their  heads  to  put  them 
out  of  power.  They  say  the  people  are  happy  and 
prosperous  and  contented,  but  take  up  the.  news¬ 
papers  published  in  this  city  and  you  will  find  no 
less  than  6  or  7  deputations  waiting  daily  on  the 
Minister  regarding  additions  to  the  tariff  or 
reductions,  which  does  not  show  much  content¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Inverness)  moved  the  adjourn¬ 
ment  of  the  debate. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  debate  adjourned. 

Mr.  BOWELL  moved  the  adjournment  of  the 
House. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  and  House  adjourned  at 
10.50  p.m, 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Monday,  28th  March,  1892. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  Three  o’clock. 

Prayers. 

MEMBERS  INTRODUCED. 

John  Hearn,  Esq.,  Member  for  the  Electoral  District  of 
Quebec  West ;  introduced  by  Sir  Adolphe  Caron  and  Hon. 
Mr.  Costigan. 

William  Pridham,  Esq.,  Member  for  the  South  Riding 
of  the  County  of  Perth  ;  introduced  by  Hon.  Mr.  Bowell 
and  Hon.  Mr.  Costigan. 

FIRST  READING. 

Bill  (No.  44)  further  to  amend  the  Chinese  Im¬ 
migration  Act. — (Mr.  Gordon.) 

CANADA  AND  NEWFOUNDLAND. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.  E.I.)  Before  the  Orders  of  the 
Day  are  called,  I  beg  to  ask  the  Minister  of  Marine 
when  the  papers  promised  with  respect  to  New¬ 
foundland,  which  are  being  eagerly  looked  for  by  a 
large  number  of  members,  may  be  expected  ! 

Mr.  TUPPER.  The  papers  are  ready  with  the 
exception  of  the  examination  which  is  necessary  to 
be  made.  They  have  been  prepared  and  are  ready 
to  be  laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House  as  soon  as 
authority  is  obtained. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  Can  the  hon.  gentleman 
tell  me— if  Mr.  Speaker  will  excuse  me  for  putting 
the  question  now — whether  a  proclamation  has 
been  issued  with  respect  to  the  admission  of  New¬ 
foundland  goods  into  Canada,  putting  a  duty  upon 
those  goods,  and  when  it  was  issued  ? 

Mr.  TUPPER.  I  cannot  give  the  exact  date  of 
the  proclamation  issued.  But  the  Act  is  in  force. 


509 


[MARCH  28,  1892.] 


510 


Mr.  DAVIES  (P.  E.I.)  I  would  remark  that  the 
fees  have  not  been  exacted  under  the  Act  passed 
some  years  ago. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  They  were  not  collected,  but 
instructions  were  sent  to  the  officers  to  collect 
them.  The  Act  was  not  suspended. 

SECOND  READING. 

Bill  (No.  42)  to  revive  and  amend  the  Act  to 
incorporate  the  Brockville  and  New  York  Bridge 
Company. — (Mr.  Taylor.) 

GRANITE— EXPORTS  AND  IMPORTS. 

Air.  LISTER  (for  Mr.  Gillmok)  asked,  Is  the 
Government  aware  that  the  United  States  Cus¬ 
toms  officials  compel  Canadians,  who  export manu¬ 
factured  granite  to  that  country,  to  give  a  diagram 
of  each  separate  manufactured  piece  of  granite 
exported  to  that  country,  attached  to  the  inv  oice, 
and  the  value  sworn  to  before  an  American  Consul  ? 
What  means  do  the  Customs  officials  of  Canada 
employ  to  ascertain  the  value  of  manufactured 
granite  coming  into  Canada  from  Great  Britain 
and  the  United  States  ? 

Air.  BOW  ELL.  We  are  not  aware  what  the 
Americans  do,  nor  the  orders  they  give  to  their 
officials  in  connection  with  the  articles  that  are 
exported  from  this  country  to  the  United  States. 
In  answer  to  the  second  part  of  the  question,  the 
same  rule  applies  to  that  article  as  to  all  others. 
If  the  hon.  gentleman  will  refer  to  sections  67,  68 
and  69  and  some  following  sections  of  the  Customs 
Act,  he  will  find  what  the  rule  is  on  this  matter. 

CANADA  AND  SPANISH  WEST  INDIES. 

Air.  BORDEN  asked,  Have  any  and  what  steps 
been  taken  to  secure  for  Canada  a  continuation  of 
the  present  arrangement,  ending  30th  June  next, 
with  Spain,  by  which  Canadian  products — notably 
potatoes,  fish  and  lumber — are  admitted  to  the 
Spanish  West  Indies  upon  the  same  terms  as  the 
products  of  the  United  States  ? 

Air.  FOSTER.  The  matter  has  been  represented 
to  the  British  Government,  and  Sir  Charles  Tap¬ 
per  has  been  given  full  plenipotentiary  powers, 
with  Sir  John  Wolffe,  to  enter  into  negotiations 
with  the  Spanish  Government  in  regard  to  this 
matter. 

DUTY  ON  A  BRITISH  FLAG. 

Air.  BORDEN  (for  Mr.  Landerkin)  asked,  Did 
the  Government  collect  the  other  day  a  duty  of 
$52.75  on  a  British  flag  presented  by  H.R.H.  the 
Duke  of  Connaught  as  a  prize  to  the  best  drilled 
corps  of  Montreal  Cadets  ? 

Air.  BOWELL.  The  Customs  officials  at  Mont¬ 
real  collected  the  duty,  as  it  was  under  the  law 
their  duty  to  do, ‘but  as  soon  as  the  attention  of 
the  Government  was  drawn  to  the  fact  by  the 
importers,  the  sum  collected  was  ordered  to  be 
refunded. 


CANADIAN  PACIFIC  AND  THE  INTER¬ 
COLONIAL  RAILWAY. 

Mr.  DAVIES  asked,  What  was  the  total  amount 
paid  by  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  to 
the  Intercolonial  Railway  for  the  six  months  ending 
31st  December  last,  for  running  privileges  and  sta¬ 
tion  and  other  accommodation  over  the  latter  road 
between  St.  John  and  Halifax  and  its  stations  ? 
What  was  the  total  amount  paid  by  the  Inter¬ 
colonial  Railway  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway, 
for  the  six  months  ending  31st  December  last,  for 
running  trains  over  the  Intercolonial  Railway  be¬ 
tween  Halifax  and  St.  John? 

Air.  HAGGART.  The  Canadian  Pacific  Rail¬ 
way  Company  pay  nothing  for  running  privileges 
and  stations  or  other  accommodations  over  the 
Intercolonial  Railway  between  St.  John  and  Hali¬ 
fax,  as  all  trains  running  between  these  points  are 
trains  of  the  latter  road,  the  fares  on  which  over 
that  section  of  road  accrue  to  the  Intercolonial 
Railway.  Nothing  is  paid  by  the  Intercolonial 
Railway  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company 
for  running  trains  over  the  Intercolonial  Railway 
between  St.  John  and  Halifax,  as  the  fares  accrue 
to  the  Intercolonial  Railway,  but,  as  is  the  regular 
practice,  a  car  mileage  charge  is  made  for  the  cars 
of  one  road  running  on  the  road  of  another. 

THE  KAMOURASKA  WHARF. 

Air.  CARROLL  (Translation)  moved  for  ; 

Copies  of  all  accounts,  pay-lists  and  correspondence,  in 
the  year  1890,  in  rela  tion  to  the  construction  of  a  wharf  at 
the  village  of  Rainouraska,  Province  of  Quebec. 

He  said :  I  regret,  Mr.  Speaker,  to  see  that  the  Hon. 
Minister  of  Public  Works  is  not  in  his  seat  ;  but  I 
hope  that  he  will  read  in  the  Hansard  the  report  of 
the  remarks  I  am  to  make  on  this  question.  In  1 886 
the  Government  decided  that  a  wharf  should  be 
built  at  the  village  of  Kamouraska.  The  work  was 
commenced  very  late  in  the  fall,  and  the  result  was 
that  what  was  done  was  carried  away  by  the  ice  of 
the  spring.  For  two  years  nothing  more  was  at¬ 
tempted,  until  my  lamented  predecessor,  Mr.  Des- 
saint,  having  called  the  matter  to  the  attention  of 
the  then  Minister  of  Public  Works,  the  latter  con¬ 
cluded  to  have  the  work  resumed.  The  wharf  was 
to  be  200  feet  long.  That  length  has  been  reached 
in  1890,  but  the  head  of  the  w  harf  remains  to  be 
completed.  This  work  was  undertaken  in  the  public 
interest,  and  I  hope  that  the  Government  will 
finish  it  now  that  it  is  begun.  Kamouraska  is  one 
of  the  most  important  ports  on  the  south  shore  of 
the  St.  Lawrence  for  inland  navigation.  It  is  a  very 
safe  harbour,  the  safest  betw  een  Quebec  and  Ri- 
mouski,  a  distance  of  two  hundred  miles,  and  I 
have  no  hesitation  in  saying,  that  with  the  excep¬ 
tion  of  that  at  Fraserville,  the  Kamouraska  harbour 
is  the  most  important  on  the  southern  shore.  A 
very  considerable  business  is  done  there,  not  only 
between  the  village  and  parish  of  Kamouraska,  but 
also  with  the  county  of  Charlevoix,  the  farmers  of 
which  buy  the  Kamouraska  hay  and  oats,  while 
they  bring  in  their  wood  in  large  quantities 
through  the  harbour,  so  that  not  only  the  parish 
and  county  are  interested  in  the  accommodation 
afforded  by  this  wharf,  but  the  general  public  as 
well.  Aly  intention  is  not  to  make  a  long  speech 
upon  this  question,  and  I  have  briefly  shown  that 
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in  the  public  interest  the  Government  should  send 
to  the  spot  an  agent  of  the  Department  of  Public 
Works,  to  ascertain  what  remains  to  be  done,  and 
to  finish  these  works,  which  are  useless  now,  but 
which  must  be  of  great  advantage  as  soon  as  com¬ 
pleted. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

INDIAN  RESERVES  IN  BRITISH 
COLUMBIA. 

Mr.  BARNARD  moved  for  : 

Return  showing:— 1.  The  number  of  Indian  Reserves  in 
British  Columbia  ;  2.  The  location  of  each  and  name  of 
tribe  to  whom  allotted  ;  3.  The  area  in  acreage  of  each  ; 
4.  The  area  cultivated  on  each  reserve  :  5.  The  popula- 
tion  of  each  tribe  when  reserves  were  first  established  ;  6. 
The  present  population  of  each  tribe  ;  7.  The  area  (esti¬ 
mated)  of  pastoral  land  on  each  reserve  ;  8.  The  number 
of  horses,  cattle  and  sheep  owned  by  each  tribe  ;  9.  The 
estimated  area  of  timber  land  on  each  reserve. 

He  said  :  Mr.  Speaker,  in  moving  for  certain  infor¬ 
mation  regarding  Indian  reserves  in  British 
Columbia,  I  do  so  with  the  object  of  having  this 
House  placed  in  possession  of  information,  which  I 
am  satisfied  will  show  that  the  time  has  arrived  for 
a  readjustment,  a  rearrangement  or  inauguration 
of  a  different  policy  with  regard  to  these  reserves. 
Unfortunately  for  the  Province  of  British  Columbia, 
the  Commission  that  was  appointed  in  1876  or  1877, 
during  the  Mackenzie  Administration,  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  setting  aside  lands  for  the  benefit  of  the 
Indians,  took  it  for  granted  that  British  Columbia 
was  never  to  have  any  white  settlers,  and  that  their 
duty  was  to  give  all  the  valuable  lands  along  the 
different  streams  and  rivers,  and  in  the  rich  valleys, 
fit  for  agricultural  purposes,  to  Die  Indians.  I 
may  point  to  such  fertile  valleys  as  the  Fraser 
River,  Okanagon,  Nicola,  Thompson  and  Bridge 
River  valleys  which  were  then  reserved  for  the  use 
of  the  Indians.  The  result  is  that  to-day,  when  we 
have  a  large  influx  of  white  settlers,  they  find  the 
best  lands  are  set  aside  as  Indian  reserves  and  they 
cannot  utilize  them.  The  Indians  have  some  of 
the  best  lands  in  the  country,  but  they  make  very 
little  use  of  them.  It  is  true  that,  in  some  cases, 
they  follow  agricultural  pursuits  and  cultivate  a 
small  area,  but,  as  a  rule,  the  greater  portion  of 
this  Indian  land  is  left  uncultivated.  There  are, 
I  believe,  700  or  800  Indian  reserves  in  the  Pro¬ 
vinces  and  if  any  hon.  member  will  take  the  trouble 
to  examine  the  map  which  has  been  issued,  with 
the  report  of  the  Superintendent  General  of  Indian 
Affairs,  he  will,  I  think,  conclude  that  a  very  large 
proportion,  indeed, of  the  land  in  British  Columbia 
has  been  reserved  for  the  Indians.  There  are, as  1 
have  said,  700  or  800  Indian  reserves,  comprising 
600,000  or  700,000  acres  of  land.  In  one  instance, 
the  Indians  have,  in  Okanagon  valley,  something 
like  200  acres  to  each  man,  woman  and  child 
in  the  tribe.  That  valley  contains  some  partic¬ 
ularly  fine  agricultural  land,  and  it  has  been 
opened  up  lately  by  the  construction  of  a  rail¬ 
way  south  from  the  Canadian  Pacific.  A 
very  large  portion  of  that  valley,  something 
like  41,000  acres,  is  an  Indian  reserve;  and 
in  a  province  like  British  Columbia,  although  very 
Large  in  area  and  very  extensive  in  territory,  and 
although  it  lias  a  great  deal  of  good  land,  yet  at 
the  same  time  tins  fertile  land  lies  in  the  different 
valleys,  and  the  land  of  the  Okanagon  valley  is 
Mr.  Carroll. 


particularly  rich.  The  settlers  going  in  there 
to-day  are,  however,  unable  to  utilize  this  land  and 
the  community  as  a  whole  suffers  thereby.  If  the 
Indians  cultivated  the  land  there  would  not  be  the 
same  objection  that  there  is  at  the  present  time  ; 
but  the  lands  are  not  being  cultivated.  I 
have  confined  my  remarks  to  the  agricultural 
lands,  but,  in  addition  to  that,  there  is  a. 
large  extent  of  good  mining  ground  on  the 
different  streams  and  rivers  of  the  Indian  reserves. 
These  mining  lands  are  now  lying  idle.  The  Indian 
himself  can  make  no  use  of  it ;  it  is  of  no 
value  to  him,  and  the  white  man  is  not  allowed 
to  take  up  any  of  the  ground  without  first 
making  application  to  the  Government  and 
having  the  land  surrendered  by  the  Indians  to 
the  Government  and  disposed  of  by  the  Govern¬ 
ment.  It  is  a  difficult  matter  to  induce  these 
Indians  to  give  up  any  rights  appertaining  to 
this  land  ;  and  although  they  cannot  use  it 
themselves  they  still  insist  upon  retaining  it 
and  in  refusing  to  surrender  it.  As  one  instance 
I  may  point  out,  that  a  short  time  ago  a  strong 
company,  financially,  was  formed  in  Victoria  for 
the  purpose  of  mining  160  or  180  acres  of  ground 
upon  what  is  known  as  the  Bridge  River  Indian 
Reserve  in  our  province.  This  ground  is  utterly 
valueless  to  the  Indians  ;  it  is  unfit  for  pasture  or 
farming  purposes,  but  it  is  supposed  to  contain  a 
great  deal  of  gold,  and  to  take  out  that  gold  means 
the  expenditure  of  large  capital  and  a  great  deal  of 
time  and  labour.  Notwithstanding  that  the  Indians 
cannot  make  any  use  of  that  land,  they  have  refused 
to  surrender  it.  The  matter  has  been  placed  before 
them  and  by  a  vote  of  27  to  17  they  refused  to  sur¬ 
render,  so  that  it  lies  there  to-day  of  no 
value  to  either  the  Indians  or  the  white  men,  and 
an  important  enterprise  has  thus,  so  to  speak,  been 
squelched.  Another  reason  for  inaugurating  some 
policy  with  regard  to  Indian  lands  in  British 
Columbia  is  that  the  Indian  population  is  decreas¬ 
ing.  At  the  time  that  these  reserves  were  set  apart 
the  population  was  much  larger  than  it  is  to-day. 
La  grippe,  the  measles,  and  other  diseases  of  that 
kind  have  had  a  very  serious  effect,  and  they 
have  died  out  in  large  numbers  during  the 
past  two  seasons.  For  that  reason  I  think 
something  should  be  done  by  the  Government 
in  the  way  of  disposing  of  these  reserves  for  their 
benefit.  The  Indians  in  British  Columbia  are 
not  like  the  Indians  of  the  North-West  Territories. 
They  are  all  industrious,  and  there  is  not  an  able- 
bodied  Indian  who  is  not  able  to  earn  his  living  and 
who  cannot  make  from  $1.50  to  $2.50  per  day.  He 
does  not  require  the  land  he  has  in  his  reserve, 
unless  he  happens  to  be  the  owner  of  horses  or  cat¬ 
tle  or  sheep.  He  leaves  the  land  to  earn  wages  of  from 
$1.50  to  $2.50  per  day,  and  he  has  no  trouble  in 
getting  these  wages.  If  this  land  were  disposed  of 
in  some  way  for  the  benefit  of  the  Indians  and  the 
proceeds  set  aside  as  an  Indian  education  fund,  it 
would,  in  my  opinion,  be  much  more  to  their  bene¬ 
fit  than  it  is  at  present.  It  is  true  that  industrial 
schools  have  already  been  established  in  British 
Columbia,  and  they  have  had  a  very  beneficial 
effect  on  the  Indians,  so  that  I  believe  that  if  the 
Indian  fund  were  augmented  by  the  sale  of  these 
lands,  and  schools  established,  and  the  Indians  edu¬ 
cated  in  industrial  pursuits,  it  would  be  of  greater 
value  to  them  than  to  have  the  land  lying  idle  as 
it  is  at  the  present  moment.  I  may  mention  that 
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right  in  the  heart  of  the  city  of  Victoria  there  is 
an  Indian  reserve  of  about  110  acres,  and  that 
reserve  is  worth  to-day  at  least  .$300,000  or 
$400,000.  I  believe  that  only  three  Indians 
have  a  claim  to  that  reserve,  and  these 
Indians  have  refused  to  surrender  it.  The 
land  is  practically  in  the  heart  of  the  city,  and 
could  be  sold  and  utilized.  It  would  be  a  benefit 
to  the  citv  to  have  the  Indians  removed,  and  it 
would  be  a  great  benefit  to  the  Indians  themselves 
to  have  such  a  large  amount  of  money  set  aside  for 
their  wants.  However,  they  have  actually  re¬ 
fused  to  abandon  that  110  acres  in  the  city  of  Victoria. 
The  same  thing  applies  to  some  extent  to  the  city 
of  Vancouver,  where  there  is  a  large  extent  of 
land  in  a  somewhat  similar  position.  It  is  not  so 
near  the  centre  of  the  city  as  in  Victoria,  but  it  is 
close  to  it,  and  the  day  is  not  far  distant  when  it 
might  become  a  business  portion  of  the  city.  That 
reserve  also  could  be  used  with  advantage  to  the 
Indians  by  disposing  of  it  and  providing  a  fund  for 
their  educa  tion.  If  our  Indians  in  British  Columbia 
wTere  likely  to  cultivate  the  land,  or  to  become 
farmers,  it  would  be  a  different  matter,  but  they 
are  not.  It  is  true  that  the  Indian  in  our  pro¬ 
vince  is  not  provident  as  a  rule,  but  he 
is  always  willing  to  work  if  he  requires 
the  money.  Probably  ire  will  spend  the  money 
as  soon  as  he  gets  it,  but  he  can  always 
earn  a  living.  I  think,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  the  time 
has  come  when  it  would  be  advisable  for  the  Govern¬ 
ment  to  consider  some  policy  such  as  that  which 
has  been  adopted  to  a  certain  extent  in  the  United 
.States,  namely,  that  of  disposing  of  the  lands  in  the 
Indian  reserves  for  the  benefit  of  the  Indians  and 
utilizing  the  money  for  their  maintenance  and 
moral  improvement,  instead  of  allowing  the  land  to 
be  idle  and  be  of  no  use  either  to  the  Indian  or  the 
white  man.  I,  therefore,  beg  to  propose,  Mr. 
Speaker,  seconded  by  Mr.  Mara,  the  motion  which 
I  have  placed  in  your  hands. 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  thelion.  gentle¬ 
man  who  has  moved  this  resolution  has  presented 
a  most  important  matter  for  the  consideration  of 
this  House,  in  recommending  the  adoption  of  a 
new  policy  in  dealing  with  Indian  property  in 
British  Columbia.  As  an  old  British  Columbian, 
and  knowing  something  of  the  Indians  in  that 
province,  their  nature,  their  character,  and  the 
advantages  they  enjoy,  it  is  not  a  policy  which  I 
could  recommend.  When  we  commence  to  deal 
with  Indian  property,  Indian  lands  especially,  we 
have  to  be  very  careful.  The  lion,  gentleman 
started  out  by  saying  that  the  time  had  arrived 
when  he  thought  that  a  readjustment  of  the  reserves 
should  be  made,  and  that  some  of  these  reserves 
should  be  brought  into  the  market  for  sale  for  the 
benefit  of  the  Indians.  For  some  years  past  wre 
have  had  an  Indian  Reserve  Commission,  whose 
duty  it  has  been  to  adjust  the  reserves  in  British 
Columbia.  The  old  Commission,  which  was  referred 
to  by  the  hon.  gentleman,  did,  I  think,  travel 
through  the  country  and  rather  recklessly  appor¬ 
tioned  lands  which  they  suggested  should  be  set 
apart  for  Indian  reserves  for  the  southern  and  more 
civilized  Indians  of  British  Columbia.  Those 
reserves,  although  located  some  on  maps  and  some 
on  the  ground,  were  never  accepted  as  reserves 
by  the  Local  Government  of  British  Columbia, 
and  a  new  compromise  arrangement  was  arrived  at 
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between  the  Dominion  and  Local  Governments,  by 
which  a  new  Commission  was  appointed,  which  is 
now  at  work.  The  head  of  that  Commission  is  a 
j  gentleman  who  has  been  in  British  Columbia  some 
twenty  or  thirty  years  and  has  a  perfect  knowledge 
of  the  country,  the  Indians  and  their  wants,  and 
it  was  agreed  that  he  should  revise  the  locations 
recommended  by  the  old  Commission,  and  that  the 
Local  Government  should  accept  the  recommend¬ 
ations  which  he  should  make.  That  work  has 
been  going  on,  and  now  a  great  portion  of  the  more 
settled  districts  of  British  Columbia  has  been  gone 
over,  and  the  reserves  settled,  some  of  them 
definitely.  A  very  large  number  of  the  Indian 
reserves  are  shown  on  the  map  which  we  submitted 
this  year  with  our  report.  From  the  nature  and 
configuration  of  the  country,  the  Indians  are 
scattered  in  small  bands  all  over  British  Columbia, 
living  on  little  locations,  to  which  they  are  attached 
for  many  reasons,  a  large  number  being  fishing 
stations  on  the  coast.  YVe  have  no  less  than  778 
reserves  in  British  Columbia  altogether  ;  but  the 
acreage  does  not  appear  to  be  excessive,  because 
the  average  per  head  at  present  is  only  a  little  over 
29  acres.  In  some  districts,  for  instance,  the 
Okanagon  district,  to  which  the  hon.  gentleman 
referred,  the  average  is  necessarily  higher,  being 
230  acres  per  head,  because  the  Indians  there  are 
engaged  in  cattle  raising  and  horse  raising.  In  the 
Kamloops  district  the  average  is  50  acres,  and  in 
the  Kootenay  district  60  acres.  In  other  portions 
of  the  country  the  acreage  is  much  less,  being, in  the 
Lower  Fraser  and  Vancouver  Island,  only  7  and  71> 
acres  per  head  respectively.  I  do  not  think  we  have 
been  too  liberal  in  the  reserves  we  have  located.  Of 
course  there  must  necessarily  be  reserves  situated 
close  to  important  centres,  such  as  Victoria  and 
Vancouver,  and  these  have  attracted  the  greedy 
eyes  of  speculators,  who  try,  in  every  possible  way 
they  can,  to  induce  the  Indians  to  part  with  their 
property.  The  Government  have  endeavoured,  in 
every  way,  to  protect  the  Indians  in  that  regard. 
Some  of  their  property,  both  on  Vancouver  and  on 
the  mainland,  is  of  very  great  value,  and  I  think 
that  if  anybody  should  derive  a  benefit  from  it  it 
should  be  the  Indians  themselves,  and  when  they 
feel  inclined  to  surrender  it,  which,  up  to  the  pre¬ 
sent  timethey  have  not  communicated  their  willing¬ 
ness  to  do,  the  property  should  be  dealt  with  in 
such  a  way  as  to  bring  about  that  result.  There  is 
also  mining  property  on  some  of  the  reserves  which 
is  of  no  use  to  the  Indians  ;  yet,  on  the  very  reserve 
which  my  hon.  friend  has  mentioned,  the  Indians 
have  been  digging  for  gold,  some  of  the  old 
women  washing  it  in  their  baskets,  and  have  been 
making  considerable  money  in  that  way.  They 
know  that  the  gold  is  there,  and  they  attach  con¬ 
siderable  value  to  it.  As  time  goes  on,  and  the 
Indians  come  to  be  assitred  that  they  will  derive 
as  much  benefit  from  the  sale  of  their  lands  as  by 
retaining  them,  we  might  deal  with  them,  but  I  do 
not  think  we  should  dispose  of  their  property 
without  their  consent.  In  the  older  provinces, 
similar  applications  have  been  made  to  me  ;  and 
where  the  Indians  absolutely  refuse  to  agree  to  an 
improvement  which  the  Government  knows  would 
be  of  advantage  to  them,  and  the  want  of  which  is 
detrimental  to  their  neighbours,  I  think  there 
would  be  an  excuse  in  adopting  some  legislation  to 
compel  the  Indians  to  do  what  would  be  of  benefit 
to  themselves ;  but  I  do  not  think  the  time  has 
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arrived  when  we  should  arbitrarily  take  theii 
reserves  and  deal  with  them  as  we  please.  I  am 
of  opinion  that  we  should  go  on  as  w  e  are  doing, 
protecting  them  in  their  property,  and  not  dealing 
with  it  without  their  consent.  A\  ith  regard  to  the 
properties  mentioned  or  others  which  are  of  excep¬ 
tional  value,  and  which  it  is  detrimental  to  the 
public  good  to  allow  to  remain  idle,  the  Go\  ei  ninent 
would  be  willing  to  assist  through  theii  .agents,  in 
bringing  about  a  surrender  of  the  properties,  w  hii.li 
would  leave  us  free  to  deal  with  them  ;  but  I  do 
not  think  we  should  endeavour  to  force  the  hands  of 
the  Indians,  but  should  continue  to  do  as  we  have 
done  in  the  past,  protect  them  in  every  way  we 
possibly  can. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Both well).  I  may  say  that  I  agree 
with  a  very  great  deal  of  what  has  been  said  by 
the  lion.  Minister  of  Interior  on  this  subject.  I  am 
rather  surprised  to  hear  him  say  that  the  Indian 
Commissioners,  who  were  first  appointed  for  the 
locating  of  the  Indian  reserves  in  British  Columbia, 
had  acted  recklessly,  that  they  had  set  aside  larger 
areas  in  those  reserves  than  were  required,  and 
that  the  Government  had  appointed  a  new  Commis¬ 
sion  who  were  revising  the  work,  and,  as  I  under¬ 
stood  the  lion,  gentleman,  diminishing  the  .areas 
the  first  Commission  had  actually  marked  out  as 
adequate,  and  not  more  than  adequate,  for  the 
uses  of  the  Indian  population.  Sir,  there  are 
several  matters  to  be  carefully  considered  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  relations  of  the  Indians  of  British 
Columbia  to  the  Gpvernment  of  this  country,  and 
the  obligations  which  the  Government  of  Canada 
have  undertaken  with  reference  to  that  Indian 
population.  It  is  well  known  that  in  the  older 
provinces,  or  some  of  them  at  least,  the  Indians  \\  eie 
recognized  as  having  a  sort  of  possessory  interest 
in  the  soil.  It  was  recognized  that  the  right  of  use 
and  occupation  for  hunting  and  fishing  purposes 
belonged  to  them  in  their  tribal  capacity,  and  that 
before  these  were  terminated,  before  their  right 
to  wander  over  the  entire  country  for  these  purposes 
for  which  the  possession  of  the  country  had  long 
been  enjoyed  by  them,  was  taken  away,  some  com¬ 
pensation  was  to  be  given  them  for  the  extinguish¬ 
ment  of  this  imperfect  species  of  title.  The  Crown 
never  recognized  the  Indians  as  having  a  legal  or 
proprietary  interest  in  the  soil.  The  recognition 
of  the  Indian  title  to  the  extent  I  have  mentioned 
was  a  recognition,  in  the  first  instance,  based  on 
public  policy,  but  was  ultimately  regarded  as  an 
equitable  right  which  a  humane  Government. dispos¬ 
ed  to  act  fairly  towards  the  aboriginal  population, 
could  not  altogether  ignore.  The  Government  of 
British  Columbia,  in  dealing  with  the  Indian  popu¬ 
lation,  acted  in  a  way  altogether  different  from  the 
policy  pursued  by  the  English  Government  in  all 
her  colonies,  towards  the  aboriginal  population. 
The  British  Columbia  Government,  prior  to  the 
Union  of  Canada,  refused  to  recognize  any  interest 
of  the  Indian  population  in  the  soil  generally,  and  in 
the  terms  of  Union  the;y  provided  that  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  Canada  should  deal  as  liberally  with  the 
Indian  population  as  that  population  had  been  dealt 
with  by  the  Government  of  British  Columbia  prior 
to  the  Union.  Now,  from  the  fact  that  no  right  of 
use  or  occupation  was  recognized  in  the  Indians  in 
the  entire  country,  there  was  no  such  thing  in  the 
conduat  of  the  Government  of  British  Columbia  as 
the  extinguishment  of  the  Indian  title.  There  was 
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no  title  recognized.  The  Indians  were  permitted  to 
hold  small  areas  of  land  for  their  own  use,  but 
beyond  those  limited  areas,  they  were  not  admitted 
to  have  any  interest  whatever,  and  so,  at  the  time 
of  the  Union,  there  was  no  Indian  fund,  and  there 
could  be  no  Indian  fund  out  of  which  any  compen¬ 
sation  or  any  gratuity  or  annuity  could  be  paid  to 
the  aboriginal  inhabitants.  In  the  Province  of 
Ontario,  the  charges  incurred  by  the  Indian  Depart¬ 
ment  are  met  out  of  the  Indian  Lund.  There  is  a 
large  sum  invested,  through  the  extinguishment  of 
the  Indian  title — not  merely  the  sale  of  portions  of 
the  reserves  that  the  Indian  population  do  not  re¬ 
quire,  but  the  extinction  of  the  Indian  title  in  the 
whole  country — and  so  a  considerable  fund  has 
arisen  from  these  sales,  from  sales  of  portions  of 
land  expressly  reserved,  and  thus  the  Indian  popu¬ 
lation  in  the  Province  of  Ontario,  and  to  some  ex¬ 
tent  in  the  Province  of  Quebec,  are  not  a  burden 
upon  the  public  treasury.  So  far  as  the  Indian 
population  in  the  Province  of  British  Columbia  is 
concerned,  there  was  no  legal  obligation  resting  on 
the  Government  of  Canada  to  provide  for  it,  or  to 
incur  any  expense  with  reference  to  its  maintenance 
or  its  material  or  moral  progress.  rIhe  Government 
of  Canada  had  to  administer  the  trust  committed  to 
it  with  care.  It  was  authorized  to  set  apart 
portions  of  the  territory  of  British  Columbia  for  the 
use  of  the  Indians,  and  to  that  extent  they  were  to 
deal  at  least  as  liberally  as  the  Government  of 
British  Columbia  previously  had.  Whether  the 
Government  of  Canada  and  the  Government  of 
British  Columbia,  dealing  as  they  did  with  refer¬ 
ence  to  the  subject  of  the  Union,  had  a  right  to 
ignore  the  right  of  the  Indian  population  to  any 
possessory  interest  in  the  soil,  according  to  the 
uniform  policy  of  the  Imperial  authorities,  I  do 
not  think  it  necessary,  on  the  present  occasion,  to 
discuss.  But  it  is  clear  that,  so  far  as  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  British  Columbia  was  concerned,  it  placed 
nothing  at  the  disposal  of  the  Parliament  of  Canada 
except  the  reserves  which  had  been  recognized  prior 
to  the  Union,  and  those  reserves  are  for  the  use  and 
occupation  of  those  Indians  who  had  not,  up  to  the 
time  of  Union,  already  been  set  out  and  described. 
Now,  these  constitute  a  very  large  proportion  of  the 
Indian  population  of  British  Columbia.  But  few  of 
the  Indians  had  been  dealt  with  by  the  Government 
of  British  Columbia,  and  the  great  majority  of 
them  still  had  to  be  dealt  with,  after  the  Union,  by 
I  the  Government  of  Canada.  So  that  when  the  Gov¬ 
ern  ment  of  Canad  a  came  to  deal  with  the  Indian  popu  - 
lation  not  provided  for,  and  when  it  came  to  see  that 
reserves  were  made  from  the  territories  of  British 
Columbia  for  the  use  of  that  Indian  population,  it 
was  their  business  to  see  that  these  provisions,  relat¬ 
ing  to  reserves,  in  the  terms  of  the  Union  between 
British  Columbia  and  Canada  should  be  liberally 
interpreted  in  the  interest  of  the  Indian  population. 
It  was  not  in  accordance  with  the  spirit  any  more 
than  with  the  terms  of  the  Union  that  as  no  fund 
was  placed  at  the  disposal  of  the  Government  of 
Canada  for  the  use  of  the  Indians  that  the  reserves 
should  be  of  adequate  extent.  It  was  required 
by  the  spirit  and  the  letter  of  the  Dominion  Gov¬ 
ernment  that  the  Indian  interests  should  not  be 
sacrificed  between  the  two  Governments.  Now, Sir, 
when  a  Commission  was  appointed  consisting  of 
three,  one  representing,  if  I  remember  rightly,  the 
Government  of  British  Columbia,  the  second  the 
Government  of  Canada,  and  the  third  the  both, 


517 


[MARCH  28,  1892.] 


518 


these  parties  acted,  in  my  opinion,  in  the  first  in¬ 
stance,  in  accordance  with  the  spirit  and  intention 
of  the  terms  of  the  Union.  Look  at  the  manner  in 
which  we  are  told  the  Indians  have  dealt  with  the 
Indian  population  of  the  North-West.  We  have 
recognized  their  interest  as  hunters  and  as  fishers 
in  the  entire  country,  and  in  dealing  with  them  we 
have  extinguished  what  we  call  their  right  in  the  soil, 
and  we  have  not  assumed  that  they  had  no  right  be¬ 
yond  the  reserves  we  chose  to  set  apart  for  them. 
Now,  when  the  Government  came  to  deal  with  the 
Government  of  British  Columbia,  and  when  the 
Government  of  British  Columbia  had  refused  to 
recognize  any  Indian  title  of  occupation  or  posses¬ 
sion  in  the  soil  of  British  Columbia  further  than 
that  which  might  be  claimed  by  any  other  portion 
of  the  population,  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  Canada  to  see  that  the  Indian  population 
were  fairly  dealt  with,  and  that  in  so  large  a 
province  as  that  of  British  Columbia  they  were 
not  to  be  stinted  in  the  reserves  laid  out,  that  the 
lands  should  be  secured  to  them  at  all  events  for 
agricultural  purposes,  and  that  those  should  be 
reserved  so  that  with  ordinary  care  and  industry 
the  Indians  might  obtain  for  themselves  a  comfort¬ 
able  subsistence.  With  regard  to  lands  on  the 
coast,  where  fishing  is  the  principal  industry,  the 
area  of  land  required  for  the  Indian  population  of 
course  was  less,  and  the  commissioners  appointed 
to  mark  out  those  reservations  were  instructed  to 
mark  out  a  less  area  for  the  Indians  engaged  in 
fishing  than  for  those  who  were  engaged  in  agricul¬ 
tural  pursuits.  Now  the  Minister  informs  us  that 
the  whole  area  of  the  lands  set  apart  for  the  use  of 
the  Indian  population  so  far — and  he  has  not  said 
whether  all  the  Indians  are  provided  for  yet  or  not, 
but  I  apprehend  they  are  not — the  average  is 
29  acres  to  an  Indian,  and  the  House  will  see  how 
very  small  that  area  is  in  such  a  large  province 
which  so  far  is  so  sparsely  populated.  In  the 
Okanagon  district,  the  hon.  gentleman  told  us  250 
acres  were  allowed  to  each  Indian,  in  Kamloops, 
50  acres,  and  in  Kootenay,  60  acres,  while  on  the 
Fraser  River,  where  the  Indians  are  chiefly  fisher¬ 
men,  they  were  allowed  1H  acres  and  7  acres  re¬ 
spectively.  The  House  will  see  that  the  territory  is 
very  limited  and. forms  but  a  small  fraction  of  the 
area  of  that  great  province,  the  largest  province  in 
the  whole  Dominion  of  Canada.  It  seems  to  me 
that,  under  the  circumstances,  the  Minister  of  the 
Interior  should  be  specially  watchful  that  the  small 
territory  that  has  been  given  to  the  Indians  of 
British  Columbia  should  not  be  encroached  upon, 
and  it  should  be  the  duty  of  the  House  to  see  that 
the  department  does  not  infringe  upon  its  trust, 
and  does  not  permit  the  white  population  to  obtain 
from  the  Indians  any  portion  of  their  territories, 
except  in  the  ordinary  way  and  after  the  most 
careful  consideration,  and  also  to  see  that  the 
Indian  reservation,  simply  because  it  may  happen  to 
be  in  a,  desirable  location,  should  not  be  improperly 
taken  from  them.  One  hon.  gentleman,  who  repre¬ 
sents  a  constituency  in  British  Columbia,  in  ad¬ 
dressing  the  House  on  this  subject,  has  referred  to 
the  Indian  reserve  in  the  vicinity  of  the  city 
of  Victoria,  and  over  and  over  again  attempts 
have  been  made  to  get  possession  of  that  territory 
for  what  would  be  regarded  anywhere  else  as  a 
very  inadequate  consideration.  It  seems  to  me 
that  the  department  should  be  especially  careful  ! 
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that,  if  that  reserve  is  put.  on  the  market  and 
sold  or  disposed  of,  it  should  be  at  its  full 
value,  and  the  funds  should  be  invested  for  the 
Indians  to  whom  .the  rights  of  property  actually 
belong.  I  do  not  understand  that  that  reservation 
in  the  vicinity  of  V  ictoria  has  been  surrendered 
to  the  Crown  for  disposal.  The  Minister  of  the 
Interior  has  not  made  any  such  statement.  That 
property  is  still  held  in  ‘  trust  for  the  use  of 
the  Indian  population,  and  I  do  not  think  that 
any  undue  pressure  should  be  brought  to  bear 
upon  those  Indians  to  force  them  to  dispose  of. the 
land  that  they  hold.  I  can  well  understand  that 
the  reservation  in  the  vicinity  of  Victoria  would 
be  a  valuable  reservation,  and  that  the  lands,  if  dis¬ 
posed  of  for  a  valuable  consideration,  could  perhaps 
be  more  beneficially  employed  for  the  use  of  the  city 
and  towards  its  extension,  but  care  should  betaken 
that  the  property  is  not  sacrificed,  that  the  Indian 
interest  is  not  sacrificed,  and  that  the  funds  that 
may  be  obtained  from  the  sale  of  that  property, 
whenever  it  is  put  on  the  market,  should  be  in¬ 
vested  for  the  use  of  the  Indian  population.  It  is 
most  desirable  that,  before  anything  is  done  by 
way  of  restricting  these  reserves  or  disposing  of 
any  portion  of  them,  this  House  should  be  put  in 
possession  of  the  information,  and  it  is  only  after 
the  House  has  been  so  informed  that  any  sale 
should  take  place.  The  House  will  understand 
that  the  position  in  regard  to  the  Indians  in  British 
Columbia  is  not  at  all  the  same  as  that  in  regard  to 
the  Indians  in  the  Provinces  of  Ontario  and  Quebec. 
In  the  Province  of  Ontario  the  Indians  are  no  burden 
on  the  public  treasury.  They  are  supported  out 
of  their  own  funds.  ,  But  in  British  Columbia  the 
Provincial  Government  has  handed  over  to  us 
nothing  ;  we  have  received  no  moneys  out  of  which 
we  can  give  the  Indians  any  aid  or  support.  The 
Indians  of  British  Columbia  have  up  to  the  present 
time  been  a  very  considerable  charge  upon  the 
public  treasury.  Large  sums  of  money  have  an¬ 
nually  been  taken  out  of  the  public  treasury 
towards  the  maintenance  and  improvement  of  this 
Indian  population,  and  therefore  it  becomes  all 
the  more  necessary,  when  it  is  proposed  that  any 
portion  of  the  Indian  reservation  is  to  be  sold,  to  see 
that  a  proper  disposal  of  the  receipts  is  made,  not 
only  in  the  interest  of  the  Indians  but  also  in  the 
interest  of  the  public  treasury.  I  think  the  House 
should  take  care  that  nothing  is  done  that  will  place 
the  Indians  in  a  less  favourable  condition  than  they 
are  at  the  present  time.  I  regret  to  hear  the 
Minister  say  that  the  first  commissioners  set  out 
the  reserves  recklessly.  That  was  not  my  view  of 
what  they  did.  I  thought  they  dealt  fairly  with 
the  Indians  and  recognized  that  the  Indians  should 
get  fair  compensation  for  the  lands  set  apart  by 
the  British  Columbia  Government,  and  where  the 
reserves  were  set  apart,  that  they  should  be  com¬ 
pensated  to  a  considerable  extent  and  that  they 
should  receive  an  amount  of  land  larger  than  that 
which  would  be  required  to  support  a  similar  num¬ 
ber  of  white  population,  as  the  Indian  population 
is  less  skilled  in  agricultural  pursuits  and  would 
necessarily  require  a  larger  proportion  of  land 
than  that  required  by  a  white  population,  and  to 
give  them  less  than  would  be  given  to  an  enterpris¬ 
ing  number  of  white  settlers  would  not  be  dealing 
fairly  with  the  Indian  population  or  conforming 
properly  with  the  terms  of  Union. 
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Mr.  MARA.  Every  British  Columbian  will 
agree  with  the  proposition  laid  down  by  the  Min¬ 
ister  of  the  Interior,  that  good  faith  should  be 
kept  with  the  Indians.  1  be  Indians  were  the 
first  possessors  of  the  soil ;  they  were  entitled  to 
the  pick  of  the  land,  and  they  were  entitled  to  all 
the  lands  they  could  use.  They  certainly  did  get 
the  first  choice,  and  they  got  all  the  land  they 
could  use,  and  more,  too.  But  the  position  now 
is  this  :  If,  as  the  hon.  Minister  of  the  Interior 
has  stated,  some  reserves  were  made  recklessly, 
that  mistakes  in  the  alloting  were  made,  should 
these  mistakes  not  be  rectified  ?  If  it  can  be 
shown  that  some  Indians  received  too  little  land, 
and  that  others  got  too  much,  should  the  allot¬ 
ments  not  be  equalized  by  taking  from  those  who 
got  too  much,  and  allowing  that  land  to  be  settled 
by  whites,  and  giving  the  proceeds  to  those  who 
got  too  little  ?  Then,  again,  if  it  can  be  shown 
that  a  band  of  Indians  have  decreased  so  that  the 
quantity  of  land  they  have  is  out  of  all  proportion 
to  those  now  living,  should  the  Government  not  be 
in  a  position  to  step  in  and  say  :  You  have  more 

land  than  you  can  use,  more  land  than  you  can  cul¬ 
tivate,  we  must  take  a  portion  from  you  and  sell  it  to 
the  white  men,  but  the  proceeds  shall  go  to  you  and 
you  will  get  the  benefit  of  it.  Now,  the  very  case 
that  the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills)  has 
cited,  is  a  very  strong  illustration.  Here  is  a  large 
reserve  near  the  city  of  ictoria  that  could  be  sold 
to-day  for  something  like  three  or  four  hundred 
thousand  dollars,  and  only  three  Indians  have  a 
vested  right  in  that  valuable  piece  of  land.  These 
three  Indians  can  say  whether  that  piece  of  land, 
worth  three  or  four  hundred  thousand  dollars,  shall 
remain  locked  up  as  a  reserve,  or  whether  it  shall  be 
sold  and  the  money  used  for  the  benefit  of  the  In¬ 
dians.  Now,  neither  the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell 
nor  any  other  member  of  the  House  will  say  that 
that  position  is  a  correct  one.  Surely  in  a  case  of  that 
kind  the  Government  ought  to  have  some  power, 
or  if  they  feel  that  it  would  be  inadvisable  to  take 
that  power  to  themselves,  there  should  be  a  proper 
court  to  whom  it  could  be.  referred,  to  say  when  an 
Indian  reserve  should  be  sold  and  how  the  money 
should  be  dealt  with.  Now,  with  regard  to  the 
acreage,  I  am  not  disposed  to  accept  as  quite 
correct  the  figures  given  by  the  Minister  of  the 
Interior.  He  knows  as  well  as  I  do  that 
it  was  very  difficult  for  the  commissioners  to  ascer¬ 
tain  the  exact  population  of  the  different  bands  of 
Indians  when  they  were  allotting  the  reserves.  I 
know  for  a  fact  that  on  the  Thompson  River,  as 

soon  as  the  Indian  Commissioner  would  be  ready 

to  leave  Kamloops,  several  families  would  precede 
him  to  Sliuswap,  the  same  would  be  repeated  to 
Spallumcheen,  others  to  Okanagon,  therefore  aftei 
having  participated  in  the  allotment  given  at  the 
first  mentioned  places,  and  when  he  took  the 
heads  of  families  there  they  would  be  counted  and 
of  course  the  acreage  would  appear  very  much 
smaller  than  it  really  is.  Now,  my  attention  has 
been  called  to  one  particular  reserve  on  Fraser 
River,  called  Seabird  Island.  When  that  reserve 
was  laid  out  the  commissioner,  in  his  report, 
stated  : 

“  If  they  have  not  in  six  years  from  June  13,  1879,  suffi¬ 
ciently  used  this  land  in  the  opinion  of  the  Government, 
the  unused  portion  is  to  cease  to  be  Indian  land. 

Later,  in  a  subsequent  report,  he  also  refers  to 
it  and  states  : 

Mr.  Mills  (Bothwell). 


“  I  put  the  limit  of  six  years  when  the  assignment  must 
be  reconsidered.” 

Now,  I  have  here  an  affidavit  from  three  men 
who  settled  on  this  land  last  year.  1  may  state 
that  this  Seabird  Island  comprises  an  area  of  4,500 
acres  of  good  arable  land — land  that  is  worth  to¬ 
day,  if  put  in  the  market,  $10  and  $20  an  acre. 
These  men  with  a  number  of  others,  about  20, 
squatted  on  the  land,  built  houses  and  commenced 
clearing,  but  were  ordered  off' by  the  Indian  agent 
and  policemen.  Here  is  a  copy  of  their  affidavit : 

“  British  Columbia  \ 

“  To  Wit.  < 

“  We,  W.  E.  Johnstone,  T.  J.  Beatty  and  Geo.  H.  Blair, 
Squatters  on  Seabird  Island,  make  oath  and  say  as 

“  That  when  we  settled  on  said  Island  (about  the  first 
week  in  February,  1891),  the  only  Indians  on  the  Island 
were  Cheam  Indians  named  Sam,  a  Squaditch  Indian 
named  Charlie  and  two  brothers  living  together  (tribe  and 
name  unknown  to  us).  Besides  those  there  were  a  tew 
cutting  wood  for  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company, 
but  not  making  the  Island  their  home.  The  Indian 
Charlie  had  about  three  acres  cleared,  but  the  others  had 
nothing  but  a  house  built.  In  several  places  on  the  Island 
we  found  small  pieces  of  land  where  some  brush  had  been 
cut  and  a  few  potatoes  had  been  planted  among  logs  and 
stumps.  In  quite  a  number  of  those  places  the  potatoes 
and  other  vegetables  had  not  been  taken  up,  but  had  been 
left  to  rot  all  winter;  not  more  than  five  or  six  acres  had 
at  that  time  been  cleared  by  the  Indians  on  the  Island. 
After  we  and  other  settlers  had  located  on  the  Island,  built 
houses  and  started  clearing  the  land, a  number  of  Indians, 
principally  of  the  Cheam  tribe,  came  on  and  cut  some 
brush,  and  built  a  cabin  or  two  ;  some  ot  the  Indians  told 
us  that  the  priests  made  them  go  on  the  Island.  After 
working  a  week  or  so  they  left  and  did  not  come  back  till 
a  short  time  before  the  visit  of  the  Indian  agent.  On  20th 
April  Mr.  McTiernan,  Indian  agent,  came  up  with  a 
squad  of  policemen  and  ordered  us  off,  and.  stated  that  he 
had  orders  to  evict  us  and  to  put  Indians  in  each  of  our 
houses.  We  then  left  the  Island  under  protest,  claiming 
that  as  the  Indians  had  never  occupied  the  land,  they 
had  forfeited  their  claim  and  that  the  Island  was  public 
lands  and  therefore  open  for  settlement. 

“  Sworn  before  me  at  Vancou-  )  W.  E.  JOHNSTONE, 
ver,  B.C.,  this  eighteenth  >  T.  J.  BEATTY, 
day  of  June,  A.D.  1891.  ;  GEO.  H.  BLAIR. 


These  men  are  all  respectable  citizens  of  Vancou¬ 
ver.  I  merely  give  this  as  an  illustration  to  show 
that  the  Indians  have  neither  occupied  nor  cultiv¬ 
ated  their  reserves  as  they  agreed  to  do  when 
these  reserves  were  given  to  them. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  Does  the  hen.  gentleman 
advocate  the  right  of  these  squatters  to  hold  on  to 
this  land  ? 

Mr.  MARA.  No,  I  certainly  do  not  ;  and  I  say 
that  the  Indian  agent  acted  perfectly  right  in 
ordering  them  off — he  only  did  his  duty.  But  what 
I  say  is  this  :  That  I  think  the  time  has  arrived 
when  the  Government  should  look  into  the  ques¬ 
tion  to  see  whether,  as  the  Minister  of  the  Interior 
admits  that  mistakes  have  been  made,  it  is  too  late 
to  rectify  these  mistakes.  I  say  that  in  a  case  like 
this  it  is  not  right  that  4,500  acres  of  land  should 
be  lying  idle,  untilled  and  untouched, a  piece  of  land 
capable  of  supporting  45  families,  when  the  Indians 
virtually  refuse  to  cultivate  it.  That  is  the 
position  I  take.  I  think  it  is  well  worth  the  seri¬ 
ous  consideration  of  the  Government,  and  I  think, 
if  they  do  look  into  cases  like  this  and  that  of 
Victoria,  they  will  admit  that  the  time  has  arrived 
when  they  should  take  some  extra  powers  that  they 
do  not  now  possess, to  deal  with  the  Indian  reserve 
question. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  The  question  appar¬ 
ently  before  the  House  is  one  just  asking  for  in- 
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formation  and  papers.  As  the  Minister  says  there 
can  he  no  objection  to  bringing  these  down,  we 
will  know  then,  perhaps,  more  than  what  the 
Minister  has  already  told  ns.  But  I  judge  from 
what  he  has  already  stated,  that  while  there  are 
exceptional  cases  where  large  holdings  are  held 
by  individual  Indians,  the  average  is  not  excessive 
— 29  acres,  I  think,  he  stated  to  a  head,  and  that 
cannot  be  considered  excessive.  The  lion,  gentle¬ 
man  may  see  some  difficulties  in  the  matter,  but  I 
am  very  glad  indeed,  for  myself,  to  hear  the 
Minister  say  that  he  is  not  prepared  to  move  in  the 
direction  of  taking  greater  power  to  himself  to 
dispose  of  the  Indian  lands  without  the  consent  of 
the  Indians.  I  can  understand  that  certain  indi¬ 
viduals,  perhaps,  might  be  anxious  that  the  Indians 
should  consent  to  move  in  a  certain  direction, 
but  those  Indians  have  rights,  and  I  should 
judge  from  what  the  lion,  member  for  Yale 
(Mr.  Mara)  has  said,  that  the  Indians 
themselves  there  are  very  intelligent  men.  I 
take  it  from  the  fact  that  the  franchise  clauses 
of  the  Indian  Act  are  being  extended  to  them, 
that  they  understand  their  affairs  pretty  well, 
that  they  are  supposed  to  be  pretty  wrell  advanced 
in  civilization  and  in  taking  care  of  their  affairs ;  and 
if  they  consider  it  is  not  in  their  interests  to  sur¬ 
render  a  portion  of  their  reserve  in  order  that  it 
may  be  sold,  it  seems  to  me  it  would  be  apart  from 
the  old  British  principle  and  the  Canadian  prin¬ 
ciple  that  the  Minister  should  take  power  without 
their  consent  and  in  defiance  of  their  wishes,  to 
sell  that  land  for  them.  There  are  cases  in  which 
certain  white  men  hold  property  in  the  vicinity  of 
thickly-populated  towms,  which  they  are  not  using 
or  improving.  I  have  knowm  cases  of  that  kind. 
It  is  possible  that  there  might  be  in  British  Colum¬ 
bia — though  I  know  nothing  of  the  kind — as  wrell 
as  in  other  places — white  men  wrho  hold  land  ad¬ 
joining  a  thriving  city.  It  might  be  objected,  and 
it  might  be  charged  against  such  an  individual, 
that  lie  wras  lacking  in  public  spirit  by  not  im¬ 
proving  those  lands,  that  he  was  standing  in  the 
wray  of  the  public  good  because  he  did  not  consent 
to  their  sale.  But  the  lion,  gentleman  opposite 
does  not  pretend  that  the  law  should  be  changed 
in  the  direction  of  permitting  the  Government  to 
take  the  land  from  him  and  sell  it  for  the  good  of 
the  community. 

Mr.  BARNARD.  He  would  have  to  pay  his 
taxes. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  Yes,  there  wrould  be 
that  remedy  so  far  as  it  goes,  but  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  knows  how  little  use  is  made  of  the  powder  of 
taxation  even  in  cases  of  that  kind.  What  the 
lion,  gentleman  asks  from  the  Minister  is  a  radical 
departure  from  Indian  legislation,  so  far  as  both 
Canadian  and  British  tradition  and  action  are  con¬ 
cerned.  I  understand  at  present  that  no  land  can 
be  sold  by  the  Crown  without  the  consent  of  the 
Indians  being  obtained,  and  there  must  be  an 
amendment  to  the  Indian  Act  to  enable  this  to  be 
done.  There  must  be  first  the  consent  of  a  majority 
of  the  members  of  the  band  over  21  years  of  age 
obtained,  find  when  they  have  consented,  then  the 
Government  can  dispose  of  the  land  in  the  best 
interests  of  the  people.  As  to  whether  the  Minister 
would  propose  modifications  in  the  law,  under 
which  power  would  be  given  the  Government  to 
dispose  of  the  land  vffiether  the  Indians  wished  it 
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or  not,  I  was  glad  to  hear  the  Minister  say  that  he 
did  not  propose  legislation  in  that  direction  at 
the  present  time.  I  am  fully  confident  that 
none  of  the  members  from  British  Columbia  are 
seeking  to  do  any  injustice  to  the  Indians. 
Their  remarks  are  not  couched  in  that  spirit,  but  I 
have  pointed  out  to  them  wdiat  I  think  would  be 
the  injury  of  a  departure  from  the  course  we  have 
followed  in  respect  to  this  matter.  It  may  be  that 
with  the  enfranchising  clauses  of  the  Indian  Act 
made  applicable  to  them  as  they  now  are,  these 
Indians,  who  seem  to  be  very  wrell  advanced,  judg¬ 
ing  from  the  information  given  as  to  their  capacity 
to  maintain  themselves,  may  avail  themselves  of 
these  clauses.  It  is  at  their  option  whether  they 
desire  to  take  the  benefit  of  that  Franchise  Bill, 
but  if  they  consider  it  to  be  in  their  interest  to  do 
so,  they  will  graduall}’  become  entitled  more  and 
more  to  the  management  of  their  own  property  ; 
and  the  solution  of  the  matter  may  come  about  in 
that  way.  But  to  endeavour  to  force  anything, 
would  be  contrary  to  the  traditions  of  legislation, 
and  I  wras  glad  to  hear  from  the  Minister  that  he 
would  hesitate  before  he  took  any  steps  in  that 
direction. 

Mr.  MARA.  The  Indians  do  not  object  to 
selling  the  land  ;  wdiat  they  do  object  to  is  that 
they  w  ill  not  have  the  handling  of  the  money. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  Have  they  sur¬ 
rendered  ? 

Mr.  MARA.  In  every  case  where  asked  to  sur¬ 
render  they  would  be  willing  to  do  so,  if  they  could 
get  the  money  ;  but  what  they  do  not  like  is  that 
rhe  money  should  be  left  with  the  Government  and 
funded,  they  drawing  only  the  interest  on  it.  They 
would  sell  readily  enough  if  they  could  get  the 
money. 

Mr.  BARNARD.  We  are  all  of  one  accord  in 
regard  to  protecting  the  rights  and  interests  of  the 
Indians.  The  only  difference  of  opinion  is  this  : 
The  member  for  South  Brant  (Mr.  Paterson)  thinks 
it  should  be  left  entirely  to  the  judgment  of  the 
Indian  whether  it  is  to  his  interest  that  the  land 
should  be  sold.  I  contend  that  although  the  Indian 
with  us  is  industrious  and  able  to  earn  his  living, 
and  Indian  labour  is  always  in  demand, he  is  not  the 
best  judge  of  what  is  in  his  own  interests. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  How'  is  it  with  the 
white  men  ? 

Mr.  BARNARD.  We  take  it  for  granted  that 
they  are,  although  they  make  mistakes.  I  contend 
the  Indian  is  not  the  best  judge  ;  that  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  who  are  the  guardians  of  the  Indian,  he  being 
their  ward,  are  in  a  better  position  to  know 
whether  the  sale  of  the  portion  of  their  land  is  in 
the  Indian’s  interest  or  not.  The  hon.  member  for 
Brant  has  alluded  to  the  fact  that  the  franchise  is 
to  be  extended  to  them  in  British  Columbia. 
Although  they  are  industrious  and  can  earn  money, 
they  are  not  educated,  and  are  not  qualified,  and 
wall  not  be  for  some  time,  to  come  under  the  Fran¬ 
chise  Act. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  Under  the  franchise 
clauses  of  the  Indian  Act. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P. E.I.)  Can  they  vote  in  British 
Columbia  now  ?  • 

Mr.  BARNARD.  No,  I  think  not.  So  we  are 
all  of  one  accord.  There  is  no  intention  on  the 
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part  of  the  members  for  British  Columbia  to  ad¬ 
vocate  that  Indian  rights  should  be  interfered  with 
or  that  any  of  his  lands  should  be  obtained  by 
speculators.  W  e  contend  that  the  Indian,  who 
has  the  lands,  is  not  the  best  judge  as  to  whether 
they  should  be  sold  for  the  benefit  of  the  Indians 
or  not,  but  that  the  Government  should  place  them¬ 
selves  in  the  position  to  be  the  judges  in  that, 
respect  and  utilize  the  money  received  for  their 
benefit.  The  Minister  of  Interior  says  that  greedy 
speculators  desire  to  get  these  lands.  No  doubt 
they  do  ;  but  these  speculators  are  willing  to  pay 
for  the  land,  and  the  money  received  would  be 
used  by  the  Government  for  the  benefit  of  the 
Indians. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  They  will  become 
still  more  valuable  as  time  goes  on. 

Mr.  BARNARD.  That  is  quite  true.  But  the 
Indian  of  the  present  day  will  probably  require 
the  money  more  than  the  Indian  of  a  subsequent 
date,  because  in  three  or  four  generations  there 
will  be  very  few  Indians  left.  Disease  is  making 
great  ravages  among  them,  and  they  are  gradually 
dying  off.  At  the  present  time  the  money  derived 
from  these  lands  will  be  of  greater  advantage  to 
them  than  at  a  future  date,  Another  advantage 
from  the  disposal  of  these  lands  is  that  we  procure 
white  settlers,  and  thus  generally  benefit  the 
community.  The  Minister  has  also  referred  to 
mining,  and  he  stated  that  the  Indians  on  a 
particular  reserve  were  mining  and  taking  the 
gold  out  of  the  bars  of  the  river.  That  has  been 
the  case,  but  placer-mining  is  over  now.  The 
Indians  do  not  mine  t6  any  extent.  There  is  no 
gold,  except  that  obtained  by  an  expenditure 
of  large  sums  of  money.  The  land  I  referred  to  on 
that  reserve  is  high  bench  land,  and  it  will 
require  an  expenditure  of  from  $20,000  to  $30,000 
to  work  it,  and  make  it  available.  The  Indians 
cannot  possibly  do  that.  A  company  want  to  buy 
it,  and  are  prepared  to  pay  what  the  Government 
consider  a  just  figure,  placing  the  money  aside 
for  the  benefit  of  the  Indians.  I  contend  that  it 
will  be  advantageous  to  the  Indians  and  the  country 
generally  to  have  the  land  utilized  in  that  way. 
The  Indians  will  derive  employment  from  the 
working  of  the  ground  and  the  public  would  be 
generally  benefited,  whereas,  the  land  is  now 
idle  and  is  of  no  advantage  to  the  Indians  them¬ 
selves.  Thirty  or  forty  Indians  own  this  land, 
which  covers  an  area  of  30,000  or  40,000  acres, 
and  they  refused  to  sell  it  by  a  vote  of  27  to  12.  If 
the  Government  were  in  a  position  to-day  to  say 
that  it  was  in  the  interests  of  the  Indians  that 
they  should  realize  the  value  of  the  land,  it  would 
be  to  their  advantage.  The  Indians  are  often 
biassed  by  people  who  entertain  feelings  of  jealousy 
towards  companies  who  undertake  to  develop  land 
near  them,  and  are  apt  to  be  influenced  by  these 
people  who  do  not  appreciate  what  is  in  their  own 
interests.  I  hope  the  information  when  it  comes 
down  will  be  as  full  as  possible. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I. )  There  is  no  doubt  that  a 
great  deal  can  be  said  in  favour  of  the  view  which 
the  hon.  gentleman  takes,  and  I  can  well  see  that 
the  reservation  of  these  lands,  at  the  time  the  re¬ 
servations  were  made,  might  be  equitable  and  just, 
but  that  circumstances  may  have  so  changed  now 
that  it  might  be  desirable  to  give  power  to  the  de¬ 
partment  to  sell.  It  seems  to  me,  however,  that 
Mr.  Barnard. 


the  danger  of  outside  parties  influencing  the  Indian 
is  more  in  the  direction  of  inducing  him  to  sell  im¬ 
properly  and  improvidently,  than  inducing  him  to 
withhold  his  assent  to  the  sale.  I  remember,  four 
years  ago,  I  was  in  the  United  States  Congress,  and 
a  bill  was  before  Congress  for  the  purpose  of  rein¬ 
vesting  in  the  State  an  enormous  territory  which 
had  been  reserved  for  the  Indians,  but  had  been 
granted  to  speculative  companies.  It  was  found, 
after  the  transfer,  that  these  companies  had 
obtained  the  lands  by  fraudulent  misrepresen¬ 
tations,  and  that  the  Indians  had  been  de¬ 
prived  of  a  most  valuable  property  improvidently 
and  improperly  ;  and  it  was  necessary  to  escheat 
the  territory  back  to  the  State.  That  was  done 
by  an  Act  of  the  Legislature.  It  took  three  or  four 
days  to  carry  that  Act  through, because  the  company 
was  so  large  and  so  wealthy  that  it  resorted  to  all 
manner  of  devices  to  obstruct  this  remedial  legisla¬ 
tion.  However,  the  legislation  was  carried  through, 
and  the  Indians  had  the  land  reinvested  in  the 
State  for  their  benefit.  It  would  be  very  awkward 
if  anything  of  a  similar  kind  happened  here,  and, 
therefore,  1  was  very  glad  to  hear  that,  so  far  as  the 
Minister  of  the  Interior  was  concerned,  he  would 
hasten  very  slowly  in  this  matter.  I  do  not  mean 
to  say  that  the  time  may  not  come  when,  for  the 
benefit  of  the  Indian,  as  well  as  for  the  benefit  of  the 
State,  it  will  be  advisable  to  sell  these  lands.  It  is, 
however,  a  matter  that  should  not  be  done  hastily, 
and  in  which  we  should  proceed  in  a  very  conserva¬ 
tive  manner. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

NEW  BRIDGE  ACROSS  LACHINE  CANAL 
AT  MONTREAL. 

Mr.  CURRAN  moved  for  : 

Return  of  all  petitions  of  Boards  of  Trade,  railway 
companies,  and  documents  generally,  concerning  the  con¬ 
struction  of  a  new  bridge  across  the  Lachine  Canal  at 
Montreal. 

He  said  :  This  is  a  question  which  I  have  brought 
before  the  attention  of  the  House  several  times 
already,  and  the  last  time  during  the  last 
session  of  Parliament.  The  construction  of  a  bridge 
in  the  city  of  Montreal  over  the  Lachine  Canal  has 
been  agitated  for  a  very  great  number  of  years.  I 
spent  five  years,  after  my  first  entrance  into  Parlia¬ 
ment,  in  endeavouring  to  convince  the  then  engineer- 
in-chief  of  the  importance,  as  well  as  the  absolute 
necessity  of  a  bridge  to  relieve  the  present  Welling¬ 
ton  street  bridge  of  an  amount  of  the  travel  and 
traffic  which  has  to  pass  over  it  and  for  which  it  is 
utterly  inadequate.  After  five  years  of  representa¬ 
tion,  there  was  a  sum  of  $25,000  put  in  the 
Estimates  for  the  construction  of  a  new  bridge 
between  the  Wellington  bridge  and  what  is  known 
as  McGee’s  bridge  on  the  Lachine  Canal.  Nothing: 
was  done  with  the  $25,000  which  had  been  voted 
then,  and  the  engineer-in-chief  stated  that  the 
reason  for  not  proceeding  with  the  bridge  was 
that  $25,000  was  found  to  be  an  insufficient  sum 
to  erect  the  bridge  in  question,  and,  in  conformity 
with  a  promise  made,  the  then  Minister  of  Railways- 
inserted  in  the  Estimates  a  sum  of  $45,000’for  a  new 
bridge.  Prior  to  the  time  for  erecting  the  bridge, 
the  engineer-in-chief  of  the  department  died,  and 
another  gentleman  was  appointed  to  the  office  after 
considerable  delay.  The  Work  was  not  proceeded 
with ;  and  the  complaints  that  had  been  made 
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were  renewed.  The  Government  had  been  memo¬ 
rialized  by  the  Board  of  Trade  of  Montreal,  by  the 
Grand  Trunk  Railway  Co.,  by  forty  thousand 
people  living  on  the  river  side  of  the  Wellington 
bridge,  as  well  as  by  those  interested  in  all  the 
large  factories  foundries  and  industrial  establish¬ 
ments  which  are  located  there.  I  thought  it  my 
duty  to  bring  the  matter  before  the  late  Sir  John 
Macdonald,  who  was  Minister  of  Railways  at  the 
time,  and  during  the  month  of  December,  1890, 
finding  that  nothing  was  being  done,  although  the 
money  had  been  voted,  I  wrote  him,  asking  what 
was  the  cause  of  the  delay,  as  I  had  been  informed 
that  there  was  not  much  prospect  of  operations 
being  commenced.  In  reply  I  received  from  the 
Prime  Minister  the  following  letter  : — 

“My  Dear  Curran,— I  have  been  discussing  with 
Trudeau  the  bridge  question.  He  has  formed  the  opinion 
that  the  Wellington  Bridge  being  far  too  narrow,  had 
better  be  removed,  and  a  wider  bridge  built  with  side¬ 
walks.  This  will  involve  the  building  of  wider  piers. 
The  stone  can  be  prepared  during  the  winter  as  well  as 
the  iron  superstructure.  In  the  spring  the  lock  will  be 
empty  as  it  is  every  spring  for  about  a  month,  and  during 
that  time  the  pier  can  be  built,  and  the  iron  structure  if 
ready,  can  be  placed  without  delay.  The  fact  of  this 
subject  being  under  consideration,  is  the  reason  why  no 
steps  have  been  taken  to  call  for  tenders. 

“  Yours  faithfully, 

“JOHN  A.  MACDONALD. 

“  J.  J.  Curran,  Esq.,  M.P.” 

I  understand  that  the  present  engineer-in-chief  has 
different  views  from  those  entertained  by  Mr.  Page. 
The  former  engineer  was  of  the  opinion  that  he 
should  construct  a  new  bridge,  and  the  present 
engineer  it  appears  from  this  letter  was  of  the  opinion 
that  abridge  with  double  tracks,  able  to  accommo¬ 
date  the  traffic  and  facilitate  the  travel,  would  be 
a  better  plan.  As  I  represented  myself,  voicing  the 
sentiments  of  the  Board  of  Trade  and  the  other  per¬ 
sons  concerned  in  this  matter,  I  stated  that  it  was 
a  question  of  no  importance  so  far  as  we  were  con¬ 
cerned,  whether  we  had  two  bridges  or  one,  pro¬ 
vided  thatgreater  accommodation  was  given.  Now 
another  year  has  elapsed  and  nothing  has  been  done. 
I  understand  that  there  is  not  even  a  plan  ready 
yet,  and  the  condition  of  affairs  at  the  bridge  there 
is  not  only  an  obstruction  to  the  traffic  at  this  most 
important  point,  brrt  it  is  a  source  of  constant 
danger.  There  are  hundreds  of  vehicles  detained 
at  this  point  at  each  side  of  the  bridge  when  it  is 
open  for  five  or  ten  minutes  to  let  boats  pass  through, 
and  day  by  day  the  trouble  and  the  danger  to 
life  and  limb  is  increasing  there.  I  take  this  oppor¬ 
tunity  of  calling  the  attention  of  the  Minister  of 
Railways  to  the  crying  want  that  exists  for  bridge 
accommodation  at  that  point.  The  matter  has  been 
delayed  so  often  and  so  many  promises  have  'been 
made,  that  the  people  are  beginning  to  despair  of 
ever  having  justice  done  them  on  this  really  urgent 
matter.  I  am  satisfied  that  the  letter  I  have  read 
states  fully  what  may  be  done,  and  done  without 
any  trouble,  during  the  forthcoming  winter.  Pro¬ 
vision  was  made,  even  last  year,  by  the  acting 
Minister  of  Railways  at  that  time,  who  promised 
me  then  that  the  matter  would  be  pushed  forward 
at  once.  If  provision  is  made  for  this  bridge  now, 
the  stone  can  be  cut  and  everything  prepared  for 
building  the  necessary  piers  during  the  forthcoming 
winter,  and  we  can  have  a  new  bridge  there  next 
spring.  The  cost  is  really  trifling.  Parliament 
has  voted  the  amount  required  on  three  different 
occasions.  I  am  satisfied  that  my  hon.  friend  the 


Minister  of  Railways  will  see  that  during  the  forth¬ 
coming  winter  this  urgent  matter  will  be  attended 
to,  and  that  if  we  are  not  to  have  two  bridges 
there,  at  all  events  we  shall  have  one  large  bridge 
with  double  tracks,  capable  of  accommodating  all 
the  traffic  at  that  point,  and  in  that  way  put  an 
end  to  the  demand  that  is  being  constantly  made. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  I  have  no  doubt,  from  the 
statement  of  the  hon.  member,  that  the  bridge 
which  he  speaks  of  is  greatly  needed.  I  must 
apologize  to  him  for  not  being  able  to  speak 
authoritatively  on  the  subject,  as,  though  I  sent 
to  my  department  for  the  fullest  information  in 
regard  to  it,  I  have  not  yet  got  it.  I  will  promise 
the  hon.  gentleman  to  make  a  statement  when  the 
item  comes  up  in  the  Estimates,  as  to  when  the 
bridge  will  be  commenced  and  will  probably  be 
finished  ;  and  I  have  no  doubt,  from  the  statement 
he  makes,  and  the  amount  asked,  that  the  require¬ 
ments  are  such  as  to  justify  us  in  proceeding  with 
the  bridge  immediately,  and  continuing  the  work 
until  it  is  completed. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

ARTIFICIAL  FERTILIZERS. 

Mr.  McMILLAN  (Huron)  moved  for  : 

Return  showing  the  quantity  of  artificial  fertilizers 
imported  between  the  1st  of  July,  1891,  and  the  1st 
January,  1892. 

He  said  :  Mr.  Speaker,  I  felt  at  one  time  that  there 
woidd  perhaps  be  some  changes  in  the  tariff,  but 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  Finance  Minister  makes  it 
evident  that  there  is  not  much  chance  of  any/  being 
made  this  session.  But  one  change  should  be  to 
place  fertilizers  on  the  free  list.  I  have  been  exa¬ 
mining  the  records,  and  I  find  that  we  import  into 
this  country  only  a  very  small  quantity  of  fertilizers. 
That  has  been  given  as  one  reason  why  the  duty 
should  not  be  removed.  I  find,  however,  that  we 
exporta  large  quantity  of  phosphates  to  the  United 
States,  where  they  are  admitted  free  of  duty,  and 
that  class  of  manures  is  manufactured  there  and  sent 
back  to  Canada  in  small  quantities.  I  also  find 
that  fertilizers  can  be  manufactured  more  cheaply 
in  Canada  than  in  almost  any  other  country.  At 
one  time  there  was  no  establishment  in  the  country 
for  the  manufacture  of  sulphuric  acid,  one  of  the 
principal  ingredients  of  fertilizers  ;  but  an  English 
company  has  erected  works  and  is  now  manufactur¬ 
ing  sulphuric  acid  and  fertilizers  of  the  very  best 
description.  So  that  Canada  is  in  a  position  to  manu¬ 
facture  these  ingredients  ;  and,  as  stated  by  the 
Finance  Minister  and  the  late  Minister  of  Railways, 
Canada  has  better  opportunities  than  any  other 
country  for  the  manufacture  of  fertilizers.  A  good 
many  reasons  have  been  given  why  artificial  fertil¬ 
izers  should  not  be  put  on  the  free  list.  One  reason  is, 
that  the  duty  prevents  the  importation  of  worth¬ 
less  fertilizers  into  the  Dominion.  I  do  not  see 
why  the  Government  cannot  have  a  regulation  pro¬ 
viding  for  their  inspection.  There  are  in  reality, 
in  these  fertilizers,  only  three  elements  which  are 
beneficial,  namely,  nitrogen,  phosphoric  acid  and 
potash  ;  and  when  a  fertilizer  is  analyzed,  and  we 
ascertain  the  exact  quantities  of  these  elements  in 
a  ton,  we  can  judge  of  its  value  as  a  manure.  At 
present  the  subject  is  in  an  experimental  stage. 
Our  experimental  farms  have  not  had  sufficient 
time  yet  to  give  us  the  result  of  their  experiments, 
though  I  hope  we  shall  learn  something  in  the  next 
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report.  Still,  a  report  of  the  effeet  of  these  fertil¬ 
izers  on  one  field  will  not  give  a  fair  idea  of  their 
effect  on  another  field.  Artificial  fertilizers  have 
not  been  used  for  a  great  length  of  time.  I  think 
it  was  only  about  1842  that  phosphates  were  first 
used.  In  the  older  countries  there  is  still  a  good 
deal  of  doubt  as  to  their  value,  and  that  doubt 
will  remain  until  a  large  number  of  experi¬ 
ments  are  made.  Chemists  can  tell  us  exactly 
the  quantity  of  fertilizing  matter  contained  in 
any  soil  ;  but  it  is  only  through  actual  experi¬ 
ment  that  we  can  tell  what  the  effect  of  fer¬ 
tilizers  will  be  on  the  land.  YYe  have  been 
told  by  the  Minister  of  Finance  that  we  have  the 
best  deposits  of  raw  material  that  the  world  has 
seen,  and  we  have  also  been  told  that  we  have  the 
very  best  elements  for  the  manufacture  of  sulphuric 
acid.  He  also  tells  us  that  the  great  difference  be¬ 
tween  an  industry  when  started  and  after  ii  has  had 
years  to  grow  is  found  in  the  action  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment.  Now,  the  manufacturers  of  fertilizers  have 
had  protection  for  the  last  thirteen  years,  and  they 
ought  certainly  by  this  time,  considering  all  the 
natural  advantages  they  possess,  to  be  in  a  position 
to  manufacture  fertilizers  in  competition  with  any 
other  country.  Taking  into  consideration  the 
amount  of  capital  invested  in  the  agricultural  in¬ 
dustries  of  this  country,  and  their  depressed  con¬ 
dition  for  some  time  past,  it  is  the  duty  of  the 
Government  to  give  us  all  the  possible  relief  they 
can.  I  would  appeal  to  the  Minister  of  Agriculture, 
who  must  know  that  in  the  Province  of  Ontario  at 
the  present  time  the  agriculturists  require  to  adopt 
every  means  placed  within  our  reach,  in  order  to 
increase  the  produce  of  our  farms  and  to  cheapen 
production.  We  can  do  very  little  in  the  way  of 
regulating  the  prices  of  farm  products,  but  we  can 
do  a  good  deal  in  the  way  of  cheapening  production 
and  improving  the  quality  of  the  goods  we  produce, 
by  the  judicious  use  of  fertilizers.  It  is  important 
to  remember  that  the  effect  which  a  farmer  will 
obtain  from  fertilizers  on  a  low  lying  field  is  no 
criterion  of  what  their  effect  will  be  on  high  land. 
The  effect  of  fertilizers  in  light  soil,  suitable  for 
vegetables,  would  be  no  criterion  of  their  effect  on 
heavy  ‘clay  soil,  so  that  the  farmers  have  to  experi¬ 
ment  to  a  great  extent,  and  I  hope  the  Government, 
seeing  we  have  all  the  natural  products  necessary 
for  the  manufacture  of  fertilizers,  will  remove,  as 
far  as  possible,  all  the  burdens  placed  on  agricul¬ 
turists,  as  the  Government  of  almost  every  other 
country  has  found  it  necessary  to  do.  There  being 
a  very  small  amount  of  fertilizers  imported  into  the 
country,  the  revenue  which  would  be  taken  out  of 
the  treasury  would  be  very  small,  so  that  it  cannot  be 
on  the  ground  of  lack  of  revenue  that  the  Govern¬ 
ment  does  not  give  us  relief.  Our  manufacturers 
have  had  sufficient  time  given  them  to  establish 
their  industry  and  have  had  every  opportunity  to 
make  it  solid,  and  now  when  agriculture  is  not  to 
get  relief  in  other  directions,  which  we  expected  to 
get,  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Government  to  remove  the 
protection  from  the  raw  material  and  give  every 
assistance  possible  to  the  farmer.  This  is  a  matter 
in  which  the  farmers  are  deeply  interested. 
At  present  we  have  got  to  change  the  system  of 
farming  to  a  considerable  extent  on  account  of  the 
changes  taking  place  by  our  exportation  of  produce 
to  the  other  side,  and  we  will  have  to  change  our 
use  of  different  manures  and  use  more  fertilizers 
than  we  have  done.  After  the  Government  has 
Mr.  McMillan  (Huron). 


spent  such  large  sums  of  money  in  maintaining 
experimental  farms,  I  hold  it  is  their  duty  to  give 
us  this  small  measure  of  relief  which  will  aftect  to 
no  extent  the  revenue  of  the  country.  It  is  a 
measure  of  relief  which  will  not  allow  the  manu¬ 
facturers  of  any  other  country  to  supply  this 
country  with  fertilizers,  if  the  statements  are  true, 
which  I  believe  them  to  be,  which  have  been  made 
both  by  the  Minister  of  Finance  and  by  the  late 
Minister  of  Railways  and  Canals  as  ^regards  the 
effect  of  this  tariff,  namely,  that  Canada  has  the 
raw  material  in  abundance  of  a  richer  quality  than 
is  to  be  found  in  almost  any  other  country,  so  that, 
with  such  facilities,  our  manufacturers  ought  to  be 
able  to  compete  against  any  other  country  in  the 
world.  I  hope,  therefore,  the  Government  will  take 
this  into  their  consideration,  and  that  the  Minister 
of  Agriculture,  standing  as  the  representative  of 
the  farmers  in  the  Council,  will  take  this  into  his 
consideration  and  bring  his  influence  to  bear  on  the 
Government  of  the  day  in  order  to  give  us  this 
small  amount  of  redress. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  have  no  objection  to  the 
passage  of  the  motion,  should  the  hon.  gentleman 
not  be  satisfied  with  the  information  I  now  give 
him.  The  total  amount  of  these  fertilizers  imported 
between  the  dates  mentioned  in  his  motion  is 
|5,845.  The  quantity  of  fertilizers  is  not  specified, 
but  this  is  the  value  imported  for  the  six  months 
ending  the  31st  of  December  last.  I  have  no  doubt 
that  the  hon.  gentleman  will  withdraw  his  motion 
and  not  insist  on  my  bringing  down  in  a  formal 
form  the  same  information. 

Mr.  McMILLAN  (Huron).  I  have  no  desire 
to  cause  any  return  to  be  brought  down  which  is 
not  necessary.  Now  that  we  have  the  information, 
I  hope  the  Government  will  take  it  into  their  con¬ 
sideration  and  remove  the  duty  on  fertilizers. 
That  was  the  object  of  my  making  this  motion. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Before  the  motion  is  with¬ 
drawn,  I  think  we  should  hear  from  the  Minister 
of  Agriculture,  not  only  upon  the  merits  of  the 
motion  itself,  but  the  observations  of  my  hon. 
friend  from  Huron  with  regard  to  fertilizers.  One 
would  have  expected  the  hon.  Minister  of  Agricul¬ 
ture  to  have  made  some  observations  upon  this 
motion.  I  am  surprised  that  the  acting  Minister 
of  Customs,  who  on  this  occasion  is  rather  assum¬ 
ing  the  role  of  a  Minister  of  Finance  in  his 
aggressiveness,  should  have  undertaken  the  duty 
devolving  on  the  Minister  of  Agriculture,  and  act 
in  this  double-headed  capacity.  My  hon.  friend 
has  suggested  that  the  duty  on  fertilizers  should 
be  removed,  and  I  entirely  agree  wTith  him.  Some 
years  ago  vre  had  the  subject  under  discussion. 
At  that  time,  there  w^as  a  specific  duty  of  $6  per 
ton  on  fertilizers  ;  and  when  it  w^as  proposed  it 
should  be  done  awray  with,  or  at  all  events  take 
the  form  of  an  ad  valorem  duty,  the  Government 
and  their  supporters  advocated  the  maintenance 
of  a  specific  duty  on  the  ground  that  such  wras 
necessary  to  protect  the  farmers  from  being  im¬ 
posed  upon.  It  wuis  said  there  were  cheap  and 
dear  fertilizers,  and  it  would  not  do  to  trust  the 
farmer  to  his  own  intelligence  or  the  machinery  of 
the  law  to  protect  him,  but  he  must  be  protected 
by  a  specific  duty.  They  all  sang  the  same  tune, 
until  one  day  the  Minister  of  Customs  got  up  and 
suggested  that  it  would  be  a  good  thing  to 
have  an  ad  valorem  duty,  and  immediately  the 
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reasons  for  specific  duty  disappeared,  and  they  all 
said  it  was  right  to  have  an  ad  valorem  duty.  Now 
we  have  had  an  ad  valorem  duty  of  20  per  cent, 
which,  according  to  the  statement  of  the  acting 
Minister  of  Finance,  means  20  per  cent  on  fertilizers 
reaching  in  value  from  $20  to  $60  a  ton.  So  that 
there  is  to-day  a  duty  of  from  $4  to  $12  a  ton  upon 
one  of  the  raw  materials  necessary  to  the  proper 
carrying  on  of  agriculture  in  Canada.  My  lion, 
friend  has  referred  to  the  fact  that  certain  countries, 
such  as  Great  Britain,  .admit  fertilizers  free.  '  Not 
only  does  Great  Britain  do  so,  but  the  United 
States,  whom  my  hon.  friends  are  so  fond  of  imitat¬ 
ing  in  many  ways,  especially  with  regard  to  their 
protective  tariff,  does  the  same.  The  United  States, 
with  all  their  protective  fallacies,  have  never  gone 
so  far  as  to  tax  the  farmers  for  fertilizing  the  soil 
which  is  to  produce  food  for  man.  It  has  remained 
for  this  Administration  to  do  that  monumental  act 
of  folly.  A  few  years  ago  the  House  was  asked  to 
put  on  the  free  list  one  of  the  raw  materials 
necessary  for  the  manufacture  of  fertilizers, 
sulphuric  acid,  which  enters  very  largely  into 
the  composition  of  superphosphates,  it  being 
necessary  in  order  to  make  the  lime  soluble, 
and,  if  hon.  gentlemen  will  refer  to  the  debate  of  the 
year  to  which  I  refer,  they  will  find  it  stated  by  the 
then  member  for  Sherbrooke  that  an  industry  had 
been  started  there  for  the  manufacture  of  sulphuric 
acid,  and  that  it  was  so  successful  as  to  be  able  not 
only  to  keep  out  importations  but  also  to  export 
(its  acids  to  the  United  States.  The  freight  on 
acids  is  in  itself  an  immense  protection.  It  is  a 
dangerous  thing  co  transfer  acids  and  there  is  a 
high  railway  rate  on  such  freight,  so  that  the  cost 
of  the  transport  of  acid  is  of  itself  a  great  protec¬ 
tion  to  the  American  manufacturer.  But,  according 
to  the  statement  of  the  hon.  member  at  that  time, 
the  Canadian  manufacturer  at  Capelton  was  able 
to  export  his  product  to  the  United  States  at  a 
profit.  Yet,  if  he  reimported  that  acid  after  the 
manufacture,  he  would  have  to  pay  25  per  cent 
ad  valorem.  For  an  article  which  enters  so  largely 
into  manufactures,  the  duty  is  decidedly  high, 
amounting  to  perhaps  not  less  than  $10  a  ton.  So, 
whether  the  raw  material  is  exported  or  the 
article  manufactured  in  Canada,  the  farmer  is 
taxed  20  per  cent,  or  from  $4  to  $12  a  ton 
for  the  fertilizer  which  he  requires  for  the 
carrying  on  of  his  industry.  What  is  the  effect 
of  this  ?  Has  this  duty  had  the  effect  of  caus¬ 
ing  our  own  raw  material  for  the  manufacture 
of  fertilizers  to  be  manufactured  in  Canada  ?  By 
the  Trade  and  Navigation  Returns  we  find  that  we 
are  exporting  about  half  a  million  dollars  worth  to 
England  of  phosphates  which  are  to  be  manufac¬ 
tured  there,  to  enable  the  English  farmer  to 
compete  with  us.  Our  phosphates  are  being 
driven  out  of  the  country.  Why  ?  Perhaps  my 
hon.  friends  may  say  it  is  because  there  is  no  de¬ 
mand  for  them  here,  but  the  higher  the  cost  of 
them  the  less  demand  there  is  for  them.  If  you 
want  to  get  them  into  the  farmers’  hands  you  must 
make  them  popular  and  cheap.  Now,  there  is  a 
large  duty  on  the  raw  material  and  there  is  no 
competition  for  the  manufacturer,  and  there  is 
hardly  any  manufactured  in  Canada  and  practically 
there  is  none  used  by  the  general  farmer.  Thus 
we  are  losing  our  raw  material,  we  are  losing 
our  natural  wealth,  arid  not  only  is  it  a  loss  to 
the  Canadian  farmer,  but  it  allows  his  rivals 


to  successfully  compete  with  him  ;  and  that  is 
what  is  called  the  National  Policy.  I  suppose 
that  four-fifths  of  the  labouring  population  of 
Canada  are  engaged  in  tilling  the  soil,  but 
they  are  deprived  of  the  benefits  which  the  soil 
provides  for  them,  and  their  rivals  are  enabled  to 
compete  with  them  successfully  in  this  matter.  I 
do  not  see  how  the  Administration  can  justify  this 
act.  A  few  years  ago,  when  the  tax  on  the  acid 
was  established,  it  was  declared  that  it  would  have 
the  effect  of  building  up  the  manufacture  in  this 
country.  How  many  years  are  you  going  to  allow 
for  the  working  out  of  this  experiment  ?  A  great 
many  years  have  elapsed,  and  the  only  result  has 
been  to  handicap  the  Canadian  farmer,  and  to-day 
the  Minister  of  Agriculture  is  dumb  and  does  not 
offer  an  excuse  for  this  tax.  It  is  the  same  sort  of 
tax  as  that  on  agricultural  implements.  Hon. 
gentlemen  pick  up  the  blue-book,  and  they  say  : 
We  find  we  imported  four  or  five  thousand  dollars 
worth  of  artificial  fertilizers,  and  the  duty  on  that 
is  all  the  farmers  paid  on  this  tax.  The  fact  is,  of 
course,  that  the  tax  is  not  paid  to  the  customs 
house  in  this  case  but  to  the  manufacturer  at  Capel¬ 
ton  and  elsewhere.  I  think  the  time  has  arrived 
when  the  farmer  should  have  some  consideration. 
Great  consideration  is  shown  to  him  at  election 
times  but,  when  the  Administration  is  placed 
firmly  in  office  again,  a  deaf  ear  is  turned  to  the 
demands  of  the  farmer  until  the  next  election  is 
about  to  arrive.  Now,  with  the  prospect  of  an 
election  at  a  remote  period,  let  us  see  whether  the 
farmer  will  have  any  consideration  from  the 
Administration,  or  whether  they  will  simply  wait 
until  the  election  is  near  at  hand  and  then  make 
promises  which  will  soon  be  forgotten. 

Mr.  IVES.  I  would  like  to  correct  some  of  the 
statements  made  by  the  hon.  gentleman,  no  doubt 
in  good  faith.  We  can  hardly  expect  him 
to  have  correct  information  on  agricultural 
questions.  I  presume  that  if  it  were  a  mat¬ 
ter  connected  with  the  University  of  Toronto,  of 
which  he  has  the  honour  to  be  vice-chancellor,  or 
a  matter  affecting  education  generally,  as  he  is 
known  to  be  a  distinguished  scholar,  we 
might  receive  valuable  information  from  him — at 
all  events  he  would  not  be  likely  to  make  any 
statements  which  were  not  correct.  I  understood 
him  to  state  that  the  late  member  for  Sherbrooke 
promised  that,  if  protection  were  given  to  the 
manufacture  of  agricultural  fertilizers  at  Capelton, 
they  would  be  made  there,  and  now  he  says  that 
that  promise  has  not  been  fulfilled,  and  that  arti¬ 
ficial  fertilizers  have  not  been  made  there  as  pro¬ 
mised.  I  beg  to  inform  the  hon.  gentleman  and 
the  House  that  not  only  has  the  manufacture  of 
artificial  fertilizers  been  successfully  carried  on  at 
Capelton,  but  that  it  has  been  extensively  carried 
on,  and  that  an  article  has  been  made  there 
which  is  rapidly  becoming  popular  with  the  farm¬ 
ers  of  my  hon.  friend’s  own  province  as  well  as 
of  the  rest  of  the  Dominion ;  that  they  are 
making  an  article  there  which  is  received  by  scien¬ 
tific  farmers  and  by  scientists  with  great  favour,  as 
being  far  superior  for  the  price  to  that  manufac¬ 
tured  in  any  other  country,  whether  the  United 
States  or  England.  I  may  further  inform  him  that 
they  can  make  there  ten  times  as  much  as  they  can 
find  a  market  for,  though  the  market  is  growing  as 
the  farmers  find  the  qualities  of  the  fertilizers 
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which  are  made  there,  If  the  hon.  gentleman 
were  to  enquire  among  his  friends,  he  would  find 
that  they  are  from  year  to  year  using  this  product 
more  largely  and  with  better  results.  The  hon. 
the  Minister  of  Agriculture  has  been  appealed  to 
as  if  it  were  a  subject  he  could  not  defend.  The 
Minister  of  Agriculture  can  state,  and  Prof. 
Saunders  can  state,  that  the  fertilizers  made  in 
Capelton  have  been  subject  to  the  severest  possible 
test  on  the  Government  farm,  and  have  proved 
themselves  to  be  better  in  quality  than  the  ferti¬ 
lizers  of  either  the  United  States  or  England.  The 
manufacture  of  these  fertilizers  is  increasing,  the 
trade  is  increasing,  and  the  Trade  and  Navigation 
Returns  published  by  the  Government  show  that 
the  want  has  been  supplied,  otherwise  there 
would  be  a  larger  importation.  He  says  they 
are  not  exported.  1  find  in  the  Trade  and  Navi¬ 
gation  Returns  of  last  year  they  were  exported, 
and  exported  to  the  United  States,  to  the 
extent  of  four  or  five  thousand  dollars — not  much, 
it  is  true,  but  it  shows  they  were  to  be  bought,  and 
that  their  reputation  is  growing.  I  merely  make 
these  remarks  in  justice  to  the  late  member  for 
Sherbrooke,  whose  promises  have  been  amply 
and  fully  carried  out,  and  in  justice  to  the  industry 
in  my  own  constituency,  which  I  am  proud  of,  ami 
which  gives  employment  to  a  thousand  men  at  the 
present  time,  and  I  presume  that  reason  is  obnox¬ 
ious  to  hon.  gentlemen.  It  always  happens  if 
there  is  any  industry  in  this  country  that  furnishes 
a  market  for  the  poor  farmer  and  employment  for 
labour,  it  vexes  and  annoys  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite.  A  thousand  men  are  being  employed 
in  this  industry  in  my  constituency ;  they 
are  being  paid  steady  and  constant  wages,  and  the 
industry  is  growing.  It  is  employing  men  here  in 
this  Ottawa  region,  getting  out  the  crude  phosphate 
which  is  being  shipped  to  Capelton  and  being  manu¬ 
factured.  It  is  giying,  probably,  12,000  cars  a 
year  freight  to  Canadian  and  American  railways  ; 
and  yet  the  hon.  gentleman  has  the  hardihood, 
knowing  nothing  about  the  matter,  to  get  up  in  his 
place  in  this  House  and  say  that  the  late  member 
for  Sherbrooke  made  promises  which  have  not  been 
carried  out,  and  that  artificial  fertilizers  are  not  yet 
manufactured  in  Canada. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Does  the  hon.  gentleman  say 
that  one  thousand  men  are  being  employed  in  his 
county  in  the  manufacture  of  superphosphates  for 
fertilizing  ?  * 

Mr.  IVES.  I  would  say  a  great  deal  more  than 
that.  I  undertake  to  say  thgit  this  one  company, 
the  Nichols  Chemical  Company,  employ  a  thousand 
men  in  raising  the  copper  ore  and  reducing  it,  and 
getting  the  sulphur  from  it,  and  in  manufacturing 
artificial  manure — not  the  copper  mining,  of  which 
this  is  the  principal  business,  but  in  their  whole 
business,  they  are  now  employing  and  paying  over 
a  thousand  men. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  In  how  many  counties  does 
this  Nichols  Company  operate  ? 

Mr.  IVES.  I  say  in  the  one  county  of  Sherbrooke 
they  are  employing  one  thousand  men. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Does  the  hon.  gentleman  say  that 
a  thousand  men  are  employed  in  the  manufacture 
of  fertilizers  ?  I  understand  from  the  quotation  I 
made  from  Mr.  Hall,  the  late  member,  that  the 
industry  in  question  is  a  by-product  of  the  produc¬ 
tion  of  copper  pyrites. 

Mr.  Ives. 


Mr.  SPEAKER.  You  cannot  discuss  that  ques¬ 
tion  now. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  am  putting  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  right  with  his  mistakes. 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  I  will  take  the  opportunity  of 
doing  precisely  what  the  hon.  gentleman  has  done. 
In  his  facetious  remarks  when  he  rose,  he  stated 
that  I  had  displayed  an  aggressive  character. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Bellicose. 

Mr.  ROWELL.  Well,  bellicose,  just  as  you 
please.  The  motion  pertained  exclusively  to  the 
Trade  and  Navigation  Returns,  and  as  ex-Minister 
of  Customs,  I  was  strictly  within  my  province  in 
giving  that  information.  It  is  impossible  to  please 
hon.  gentlemen ;  when  they  get  information 
they  do  not  like,  then  they  object  ;  when  they  do 
not  get  it,  then  they  abuse. 

Mr.  MACDONALD  (Huron).  If  I  understand 
the  question  before  the  House,  it  is  not  a  question 
as  to  the  prosperity  of  that  particular  county.  It 
is  well  known  that  the  Nichols  Company  have 
been  very  successful  in  the  development  of  the 
particular  line  of  business  in  which  they  are  en¬ 
gaged.  But  the  question  to  me  is  this  :  Is  it  right 
to  oppose  a  tax  upon  the  large  number  of  people 
who  consume  fertilizers,  for  the  purpose  of  benefit¬ 
ing  and  putting  large  profits  into  the  hands  of  a 
few  individuals  ?  Mr.  Hall,  when  he  was  here, 
told  us  that  the  Nichols  Company  had  invested, 
I  think  he  said,  .$100,000.  Now,  unless  that 
they  have  increased  that  investment  very  much 
during  the  last  few  years,  they  certainly  have 
not  a  thousand  men  engaged  in  this  indus¬ 
try.  I  am  satisfied  now  that  the  hon.  gentleman 
who  has  last  spoken  is  thoroughly  mistaken  in 
regard  to  the  number  of  men  employed  in  produc¬ 
ing  artificial  fertilizers  in  his  county.  If  it  is  true, 
as  the  Minister  of  Railways  and  Canals  stated  two 
years  ago,  that  we  have  every  facility  in  this 
country  for  producing  artificial  fertilizers  and 
sulphuric  acid,  that  we  have  a  greater  abund¬ 
ance  of  phosphate  of  lime  than  any  other 
country  in  the  world,  and  have  greater 
facilities  for  producing  sulphuric  acid  than  any 
other  country  in  the  world,  I  would  ask  how  many 
men,  in  the  circumstances,  and  with  these  facilities 
surrounding  us,  can  say  that  there  is  any  necessity 
of  imposing  a  duty  upon  the  importation  of  similar 
articles,  thus  burdening  the  people  who  have  to 
consume  them  ?  Hon.  gentlemen  will  say  that  this 
is  an  infant  industry.  I  call  to  your  mind  the  tes¬ 
timony  of  the  Finance  Minister  in  that  discussion 
two  years  ago,  when  he  said  that  we  were  commencing 
this  industry  and  it  was  being  developed.  Now,  is 
there  anything  in  regard  to  the  development  of  arti¬ 
ficial  fertilizers  that  requires  any  particular  skill 
that  is  not  to  be  found  in  this  country,  or  any  par¬ 
ticular  article  that  we  do  not  now  possess,  to  the 
same  extent  now  that  we  will  have  twelve  years 
hence  ?  And  if  we  had  a  protection  for  this  indus¬ 
try  four  or  five  years  ago  and  under  it  this  great 
development  has  taken  place,  is  it  not  time  now 
that  this  infant  should  be  able  to  walk  on  its  own 
feet  ?  When  w  e  find  every  facility  existing  in  this 
country  in  point  of  raw  material,  and  every  facility 
for  its  production,  I  cannot,  for  the  life  of  me,  un¬ 
derstand  why  an  import  duty  is  necesary  in  order 
to  increase  the  priie  to  those  who  are  using  that 
material  in  their  industry.  The  Minister  of  Rail- 


533 


[MAECH  28,  1892.] 


534 


ways,  in  speaking  upon  this  question  two  years  ago, 
said  : 

“  In  this  country,  strange  to  say,  we  have  the  largest 
deposits  of  phosphate  of  lime  in  any  part  of  the  world,  and 
that  in  its  purest  and  best  form.  It  has  been  exported 
continuously  from  this  country  to  Great  Britain  and  Ger¬ 
many  and  other  parts.” 

Now,  if  we  had  this  large  abundance  of  phosphates, 
surely  we  can  find  capital  enough  to  mine  them 
without  additional  protection.  But  he  goes  on 
further  and  says  : 

“  We  have  the  material  for  the  manufacture  of  such  an 
article,  with  the  greatest  percentage  of  phosphate  of  lime 
lying  at  our  very  doors.  The  other  ingredient  necessary, 
to  make  supei’phosphate  of  lime  (as  is  known  to  every 
individual  who  has  studied  the  Question)  is  sulphuric  acid. 
W e  were  in  the  habit  of  importing  that  and  manufacturing 
it  out  of  the  sulphur  found  in  Sicily  and  in  the  southern 
part  of  Italy.  It  has  been  found  that  Ave  have  lots  of 
material  in  our  own  country — iron  pyrites  and  copper 
pyrites,  which  contain  sulphuric  acids— which  can  be  ex¬ 
tracted  cheaper  than  by  bringing  the  sulphuric  acid  from 
Sicily  to  this  country.” 

Now',  there  is  a  protection,  according  to  the  state¬ 
ment  made  by  the  lion.  Minister  himself,  which 
surely  ought  to  be  sufficient  for  our  producers. 
The  hon.  gentleman  said  that  the  cost  to  bring  it 
here  would  be  equal  to  that  of  manufacturing  it  in 
this  country,  and  therefore,  it  would  not  be  brought 
in  this  country  and  so  come  into  competition  with 
the  products  manufactured.  With  our  present 
facilities,  it  is  surely  not  in  accordance  with  justice 
to  give  20  per  cent  of  protection  to  the  parties  en¬ 
gaged  in  the  business.  The  farmers  are  a  very 
important  body  of  men,  constituting  about  60  per 
cent  of  our  population,  and  when  they  come  to 
Parliament  and  ask  the  removal  of  this  duty,  the 
Government  should  listen  to  that  request  made  on 
their  behalf.  An  argument  used  by  the  Minister 
of  Finance  a  few  years  ago  would  not  hold  water, 
that  the  Opposition  were  making  a  very  great  noise 
about  a  very  small  matter.  He  declared  that  only 
$2,800  had  been  paid  on  duty  on  agricultural 
fertilizers.  Is  that  the  case  ?  True,  the  duty 
is  so  high  under  the  present  tariff  that  sul¬ 
phuric  acid  is  almost  prohibited,  and  that 
small  quantities  of  fertilizers  are  imported.  This 
argument  would  be  stronger  still  if  the  duty  was 
increased  to  such  an  extent  that  not  one  dollar’s 
worth  could  be  imported  ;  indeed,  the  argument  of 
the  Minister  of  Finance  would  then  be  complete, 
for  it  could  then  be  said  that  the  use  of  the  ferti¬ 
lizers  did  not  pay  $1  in  duty.  But,  as  has  already 
been  shown,  that  is  not  the  point.  The  point  is, 
that  manufacturers  of  fertilizers  here,  owing  to  the 
protection  they  enjoy,  are  increasing  the  prices  of 
their  fertilizers  to  such  an  extent  that  the  farmers 
have  to  pay  for  them  very  large  prices,  irrespective 
of  the  small  amount  of  duty  that  is  annually  paid. 
Under  these  special  circumstances,  I  believe  it  is 
only  right  and  just  that  the  farmers  should  receive 
this  small  notice  and  cognizance  at  the  hands  of  the 
Government.  Another  objection  that  has  been 
brought  against  the  arguments  advanced  by  this 
side  of  the  House  is  this,  that  by  giving  this  pro¬ 
tection  it  would  encourage  foreign  capital  to  come 
in  for  investment  in  the  development  of  these 
mines.  Does  any  individual  suppose  that  foreign 
capital  would  stay  out  when  all  these  facilities  are 
offered,  when  there  is  an  abundance  of  phosphate 
mines  in  the  country,  and  when  we  are  in  the 
very  neighbourhood  of  iron  and  copper  pyrites  from 
which  sulphuric  acid  can  be  made,  and  in  this  way 
we  can  manufacture  fertilizers  cheaper  than  any 


other  country  in  the  world  ?  Then,  if  these  fer¬ 
tilizers  can  be  manufactured  here  at  such  rates,, 
which  I  believe  to  be  the  truth,  why  should  a  duty 
be  imposed  in  order  to  prevent  articles  of  the  same 
character  which  cannot  be  manufactured  as  cheaply 
abroad,  coming  into  competition  ?  For  instance, 
say  that  a  ton  of  an  artificial  fertilizer  can  be 
manufactured  in  this  country  for  $25,  and  that  a 
similar  article  can  be  manufactured  in  the  United 
States  for  $30,  do  you  suppose  that  fertilizers  cost¬ 
ing  in  the  United  States  $5  more  per  ton  would  be 
brought  in  here  and  displace  the  Canadian  article 
in  the  Canadian  market,  when  there  must  be  added 
to  the  increased  cost  of  manufacture  the  cost  of 
freight  into  this  country  ?  It  appears  to  me  that 
such  an  argument  has  no  point  or  force  in  it.  If 
we  can  manufacture  an  article  in  this  country 
cheaper  than  elsewhere,  we  require  no  protection, 
other  than  the  freight  necessary  to  bring  it  here. 
Accordingly,  if  this  protection  should  not  be 
given  it  might  injure  those  engaged  in  that 
business,  but  give  an  opportunity  to  the  farmers 
of  purchasing  cheaper  that  fertilizing  material 
which  in  very  large  sections  of  the  country  they 
use  to  a  very  large  extent.  Another  argument 
advanced  is  that  the  American  fertilizers  are  very 
inferior,  and  our  farmers  are  defrauded  by  the 
importation  of  an  inferior  article.  We  had  a  law 
placed  on  the  Statute-book  in  1884,  which  made  pro¬ 
vision  that  those  articles  must  be  inspected  and  the 
brand  of  purity  stamped  on  the  barrels  containing 
the  fertilizers,  and  therefore  there  is  a  safeguard 
placed  around  the  importation  of  these  articles  by  the 
farmers.  If  the  law  is  not  sufficient,  it  can  be  made 
sufficient  by  the  legislation  of  Parliament.  Looking 
the  whole  question  over,  I  think  that  the  least  the 
Government  can  do  in  this  matter  is  to  remove  the 
duty  from  fertilizers,  and  place  them  on  the  free 
list,  and  I  am  sure  the  farmers  would  rejoice  to  see 
this  attempt  made  to  meet  their  requirements.  It 
is  well  known  that  the  farmers  have  been  compelled 
to  make  strenuous  efforts  of  late  years  to  make 
both  ends  meet.  The  fertility  of  the  soil  is  not  what 
it  was  10  or  15  years  ago;  the  prices  of  their 
products  are  not  as  high  as  10  or  12  years  ago, 
and  the  Government  cannot  increase  the  prices 
received  by  the  farmer,  which  are  governed 
i  by  prices  in  foreign  markets.  How  can  the 
Government  aid  the  farmer '!  By  placing  him 
in  such  a  position  that  he  may  be  aide  to 
raise  his  products  as  cheaply  as  possible.  That  re¬ 
sult  can  be' obtained  in  this  way  :  by  enabling  him 
to  obtain  as  cheaply  as  possible  the  raw  material 
placed  on  the  soil,  in  order  to  enrich  it  and  cause 
it  to  bring  forth  more  abundant  crops.  This  is 
one  way  in  which  benefit  can  be  extended  to 
the  farmer,  by  giving  him  free  the  raw  material 
used  in  this  way.  It  is  a  principle  known  to  the 
Government,  and  it  has  been  carried  out  largely, 
that  the  raw  material  for  manufactures  shall  be 
given  to  the  manufacturers  as  cheaply  as  possible. 
This  is  proper,  right  and  just ;  and  why  should  we 
make  fish  of  one  and  flesh  of  another  ?  If  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  give  manufacturers  free  wool,  or  free  iron 
and  other  raw  materials,  why  should  not  the  same 
principle  be  extended  to  the  farmer,  avIio  is  as  much 
in  need  of  free  raw  material,  such  as  free  fertilizers, 
free  binding  twine,  and  free  corn,  and  many  other 
articles  which  he  can  use  advantageously  ?  It  is 
nothing  but  right  and  just  that  fertilizers  should  be 
placed  on  the  free  list,  and  these  advantages  ex* 
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tended  to  the  farmers  which  are  extended  to  any 
other  class. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  I  desire  to  offer  a  few  remarks 
in  reply  to  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  gentleman,  who 
seems  to  manifest  such  an  interest  in  the  farming 
community.  He  seems  to  think  that  this  impost 
is  a  dreadful  thing  for  the  farmers.  Let  him  look 
at  the  Trade  and  Navigation  Returns  for  fertilizers, 
and  he  will  find  that  the  total  quantity  imported 
into  this  province  'was  of  the  value  of  $838. 

Mr.  MACDONALD  (Huron).  I  answered  that 
argument  a  few  moments  ago. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  That  argument  was  used  a 
few  years  ago  by  the  advocates  of  the  policy  of  the 
Conservative  party,  which  is  a  development  of  the 
manufactures  of  the  country.  We  declared  that, 
of  all  the  countries  on  the  North  American  conti¬ 
nent,  Canada  was  best  suited  for  the  purpose  of 
making  artificial  manures  ;  that  the  articles  en¬ 
tering  into  their  composition  were  found  in  abund¬ 
ance  in  all.  sections  of  the  country;  that  the  two 
articles  that  principally  enter  into  the  composition 
of  superphosphates,  phosphate  of  lime  and  sulphuric 
acid,  were  found  in  such  abundance  here  that  half 
a  million  dollars  of  phosphates  were  exported 
annually,  and  a  large  quantity  of  iron  and  copper 
pyrites  were  sent  to  New  Jersey  for  the  purpose  of 
making  sulphuric  acid.  The  member  for  Sher¬ 
brooke,  in  the  last  Parliament,  declared  that  if  the 
principle  of  protection  was  applied  to  that  as  to 
other  manufactures  we  would  be  able  to  build  up 
an  industry  that  would  supply  our  own  farmers 
with  material  for  fertilizing  their  soil,  and  in  a  few 
years  would  furnish  them  cheaper  than  it  could  be 
imported.  What  was  the  statement  of  the  hon. 
gentleman  who  spoke  a  few  moments  ago,  that  the 
effect  of  our  policy  was  such  that  at  Capelton 
there  has  been  established  a  superphosphate  indus¬ 
try  which  at  present  was  supplying  different  parts 
of  the  community  with  that  important  fertilizer, 
with  a  better  article  and  at  a  cheaper  rate  than  it 
could  be  brought  in  from  abroad.  From  an  analy¬ 
sis  of  fertilizers  imported  into  Ontario  and  Quebec, 
the  hon.  gentleman  will  find  that  the  superphos¬ 
phates  enter  very  little  into  their  composition,  that 
it  is  rather  ammonia  and  other  substances.  It  is 
well  known  that  in  the  manufacture  of  fertilizers 
from  bones  and  blood  in  the  United  States  the 
principal  article  is  phosphoric  acid.  There  is  one 
mine  in  my  section  of  the  country,  near  Smith’s 
Falls,  and  another  in  Capelton,  and  we  are  supply¬ 
ing,  as  fast  as  the  intelligence  of  the  farmers  of  the 
country  need  it,  mineral  fertilizers  for  the  purpose 
of  improving  their  farms.  As  soon  as  they  have 
educated  themselves  up  to  the  necessity  of  using 
it  we  are  able  to  supply  it  in  this  country. 
That  was  the  promise  made  a  few  years  ago. 
The  hon.  gentleman  says  that  the  person 
who  first  spoke  upon  the  subject  is  surely 
intelligent  enough  to  know  whether  the  fertilizer  is 
of  sufficient  value  or  not,  without  inspection  ;  but, 
I  believe  there  is  no  farmer  in  the  world  who  can 
afford  the  chemical  education  which  is  necessary 
to  know  whether  a  fertilizer  is  of  any  value  or  not  ; 
whether  there  is  a  percentage  of  one  or  two  per 
cent  more  of  sulphuric  acid  or  phosphate  of  lime 
in  it  than  what  is  necessary,  and  which  over-per¬ 
centage  may  destroy  the  intermingling  of  the  two 
acids  and  may  not  set  the  phosphoric  acid  free. 
The  ingredients  may  be  there  for  the  purpose  of 
Mr.  Macdonald  (Huron). 


making  an  excellent  fertilizer, but  the  manufacturing 
of  it  may  be  such  that  they  would  not  be  set  free 
and  so  it  would  be  entirely  useless.  It  requires  the 
most  skilled  labour,  because  every  article  of 
material  that  enters  into  the  composition  of  this 
stuff  requires  a  chemical  analysis  to  know  the 
proper  amount  of  sulphuric  acid  necessary  to  set 
the  phosphoric  acid  free.  It  needs  a  chemist  at 
every  stage  of  the  proceedings  to  see  that  the  fer¬ 
tilizers  are  properly  manufactured.  1  think  that 
the  legislation  fully  justifies  the  statement  made 
in  the  House  by  me  when  I  was  acting  Minister  of 
Agriculture,  that  the  policy  of  the  Government 
should  be  to  protect  that  industry  in  the  country, 
one  that  we  have  set  on  foot  now,  and  that  we  are 
able  to  furnish  a  better  article  of  this  fertilizer  at  a 
cheaper  price  that  can  be  imported  into  the  country. 
Our  policy  in  that  respect  has  proved  a  benefit  'to 
the  farmers  of  Canada. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  is,  in  my  judg¬ 
ment,  a  grave  and  important  question,  and  yet  the 
Government  are  treating  it  with  a  levity  which  is 
an  insult  to  the  common  sense  of  the  House.  In 
the  first  place,  I  would  expect  that  the  Minister  of 
Agriculture  would  have  something  to  say  on  this 
occasion.  He  should  have  told  us  in  the  first  place 
whether  we  ought  to  choose  between  the  farmers  on 
the  one  side  or  the  manufacturers  on  the  other; 
because  the  question,  as  it  has  been  placed  before 
the  House  by  the  hon.  gentleman  who  has  just  sat 
down,  is  simply  reduced  to  this  :  that  either  the 
manufacturers  are  to  be  sacrificed  or  the  far¬ 
mers  have  to  be  sacrificed  to  the  interest  of  the 
manufacturers.  What  is  the  answer  which  is  made 
by  the  Government  in  the  present  instance  ?  It  is  : 
Oh,  after  all,  it  is  not  worth  making  a  fuss  about 
this  duty  ;  it  only  amounts  to  $6,000  in  half  a  year. 

Mr.  ROWELL.  I  did  not  say  that.  I  said  that 
was  the  total  value,  but  not  the  duty. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  The  total  value  imported  is 
only  $6,000  in  one  half  year,  or  let  us  say  $12,000 
in  a  year.  Does  the  hon.  gentleman  mean  to  say, 
therefore,  that  this  is  the  whole  extent  of  the  tribute 
which  is  paid  by  the  farmers?  The  Minister  of 
Railways  has  stated  that  the  total  value  of  the 
duty  was  something  like  $800. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  I  said  it  was  $166  in  the 
Province  of  Ontario. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  Does  the  hon.  gentleman  mean 
to  say  that  this  $166  is  the  only  tribute  paid  by 
the  farmers  of  Ontario  for  the  fertilizers  they  use  ? 
If  the  only  object  of  the  duty  is  to  raise  a  revenue, 
why  is  it  not  abolished  when  the  revenue  is  a  mere 
trifle  ?  It  is  not  abolished  simply  because  thereby 
the  farmer  is  forced  to  pay  a  tribute  to  the  manu¬ 
facturer  for  his  fertilizers.  The  farmers  of  Ontario 
pay  $166  into  the  treasury,  but  how  much  do  they 
pay  to  the  manufacturer  ?  That  is  the  question 
which  we  have  to  look  into.  If  the  hon.  gentleman 
only  derives  $166  in  duty,  surely  the  very  first 
thing  he  would  do  would  be  to  take  off  the  duty, 
because  it  would  not  be  worth  while  to  maintain 
it  for  the  sake  of  the  revenue.  But  there  is  some¬ 
thing  beyond  that  and  which  we  have  had  explained 
by  the  member  for  Sherbrooke  (Mr.  Ives).  He  tells 
us  that  there  are  1,000  men  employed  in  his  county 
producing  directly  and  indirectly  sulphuric  acid, 
and  it  is  for  the  protection  of  the  proprietor  of 
those  works  that  the  farmer  of  Ontario  is  compelled 
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to  pay  $166  into  the  treasury.  He  is  compelled  to  pay 
that  increased  price  for  the  benefit  of  the  proprietor 
of  the  works  at  Sherbrooke.  That  is  the  summing 
up  of  the  argument.  There  is  only  a  small  quantity,  it 
it  is  true,  but  the  quantity  imported  does  not  repre¬ 
sent  what  is  consumed.  The  hon.  gentleman  knows 
as  well  as  I  do  that  the  quantity  which  is  im¬ 
ported  into  the  Prov  ince  of  Ontario,  and  upon 
which  $166  duty  has  been  paid,  does  not  in  any 
way  represent  the  quantity  which  has  been  con¬ 
sumed.  There  have  been  large  quantities  besides 
that  used  in  the  Province  of  Ontario,  and  for 
every  pound  of  that,  the  farmer  of  Ontario  has 
had  to  pay  tribute  to  the  manufacturer  in  Capel- 
ton,  Quebec.  That  is  the  short  and  long  of  the 
argument  on  this  matter.  Then,  again,  we  are 
told  by  members  of  the  Government  :  Oh,  this 
is  an  infant  industry.  We  have  been  accustomed 
to  that.  But,  when  shall  this  industry  cease  to  be 
an  infant  ;  when  shall  it  be  a  grown  up  person  and 
be  able  to  stand  upon  its  own  legs  ;  when  will  it 
be  in  a  position  not  to  need  to  be  propped  up  by  the 
Government  ?  It  seems  to  me  that  the  statement 
of  the  member  for  Sherbrooke  (Mr.  Ives)  ought  to 
show  us  that  by  this  time  at  least  this  infant  in¬ 
dustry  might  be  treated  as  a  grown  up  person. 
This  infant  industry  at  one  time  required  aid 
to  enable  it  to  stand  on  its  legs,  but  now  it 
has  so  far  advanced  that  it  is  not  only 
producing  for  the  Canadian  farmer  but  for  the 
American  market  as  well.  If  that  infant  industry 
has  reached  the  condition  where  at  the  present 
moment  it  can  not  only  supply  the  Canadian  farmer 
but  the  American  farmer  also,  and  go  into  competi¬ 
tion  with  the  American  commodities,  is  it  not  time 
that  we  should  reduce  the  duty  to  the  same  level 
as  the  American  duty  ?  The  duty  should  be  reduced 
to  the  extent  that  it  is  reduced  in  the  United  States, 
and  the  Canadian  farmer  should  be  placed  in  this 
matter  in  exactly  the  same  position  as  the  American 
farmer.  If  there  is  one  thing  which  is  more  certain 
than  another  it  is  this  :  That  at  the  present  time 
the  condition  of  the  Canadian  fanner  is  a  most 
precarious  one,  and  he  has  to  be  helped  in  every 
way  he  can  be  helped.  If  there  is  an  opportunity 
as  there  is  here  to  reduce  to  him  the  cost  of  this 
article,  which  is  after  all  his  raw  material,  there  is 
ample  reason  that  the  Government  should  do  so. 

Motion  withdrawn. 

It  being  Six  o’clock,  the  Speaker  left  the  Chair. 

After  Recess. 

BINDING  TWINE. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  moved  for  : 

Return  showing  the  quantity  of  binding  twine  im¬ 
ported  for  consumption  in  the  Dominion  from  the  first  of 
July,  1891,  up  to  the  first  day  of  January,  1892  ;  the  coun¬ 
try  from  which  the  same  was  imported,  and  the  amount 
of  duty  paid  thereon. 

He  said  :  In  moving  for  this  return,  my  object  is 
to  lay  before  the  House  and  the  country  certain 
facts  which  will  enable  it  to  arrive  at  a  right  con¬ 
clusion  as  to  whether  the  time  has  not  arrived 
when  the  duty  on  binding  twine  should  be  removed 
altogether.  In  my  opinion,  it  is  a  most  objection¬ 
able  duty,  as  it  taxes  the  raw  material  which  is 
necessary  to  enable  the  farmers  of  this  country  to 
bind  their  crops.  I  find,  on  looking  over  the 
Trade  and  Navigation  Returns,  that  the  County 
of  Kent,  which  I  have  the  honour  to  represent,  is 


taxed  to  a  very  large  extent  for  binding  twine. 
According  to  the  returns  of  the  Ontario  Bureau  of 
kStatistics,  the  acreage  of  the  crops  that  required 
to  be  bound  in  that  county  for  1890,  was  as  fol¬ 
lows  : — Fall  wheat,  84,259  acres  ;  spring  wheat,  10,  - 
243  ;  barley,  8,739  ;  oats,  35,034  ;  rye,  1,484; 
making  a  total  of  103,759  acres  in  that  county 
alone.  Now,  we  may  fairly  estimate  that  three- 
fourths  of  that  crop,  equal  to  about  78,000  acres, 
would  have  to  be  bound  by  binders.  Estimating  2^ 
pounds  to  the  acre,  and  the  difference  in  price  at 
3  cents  a  pound,  this  is  equal  to  a  difference  of 
1\  cents  an  acre,  so  that  the  farmers  of  Kent  alone 
had  to  pay  the  handsome  little  sum  of  $5,800  extra 
on  account  of  binding  twine.  Taking  the  Province 
of  Ontario  as  a  whole,  the  total  estimated  crop  in 
1890  was  over  4,000,000  acres  ;  and  if  we  estimate 
in  the  same  way  that  three-fourths  of  that  had  to 
be  bound  by  binders,  the  result  is  that  the  farm¬ 
ers  of  Ontario  have  to  pay  an  extra  price  for  their 
binding  twine  of  over  $225,000.  Under  these 
circumstances,  it  seems  to  me  that  the  Government 
should  have  no  hesitation  at  all  in  removing  this 
duty  upon  an  article  of  such  prime  necessity  to  the 
great  agricultural  classes  of  the  country,  more 
especially  because  in  doing  so  they  will  lose  but 
comparatively  little  revenue.  Last  year  the  total 
revenue  derived  from  this  duty  was  only  about 
$6,000,  and  if  by  removing  that  duty  they  can  save 
to  the  farmers  of  Ontario  alone  the  enormous  sum 
of  $225,000  it  seems  to  me  that  this  is  a  case  in 
which  they  should  take  action  at  once.  Now,, 
it  has  been  said  against  removing  the  duty, 
that  the  farmers  do  not  pay  it.  That  argu¬ 
ment  was  advanced  a  short  time  ago  in 
regard  to  the  duty  on  sugar,  but  the  event 
proved  that  it  was  not  a  good  argument,  be¬ 
cause  the  very  moment  the  duty  on  sugar  was 
removed  the  price  fell  to  the  extent  of  the  duty 
removed.  You  remember,  also,  that  for  years  the 
Opposition  had  been  urging  the  Government  to 
reduce  the  duty  on  salt,  which  had  enabled  the 
salt  manufacturers  in  the  Province  of  Ontario  to 
form  themselves  into  a  combination  under  the 
name  of  the  Canada  Salt  Association,  appointing 
one  man  to  sell  the  output  of  the  wells,  and  fixing 
a  schedule  of  prices  below  which  no  salt  manufac¬ 
turer  was  permitted  to  sell.  The  Government, 
listening  to  the  remonstrances  of  the  Opposition, 
and  becoming  somewhat  alarmed  at  the  enormous 
proportions  of  this  salt  combination,  wisely,  in 
my  opinion,  last  year  reduced  the  duty  on  salt  by 
one-half.  The  very  moment  the  duties  were 
reduced,  down  went  the  price  of  salt  to  the  amount 
of  that  reduction,  showing  clearly  that  the  duty 
placed  on  the  article  enhanced  its  price  to  every 
one  in  Ontario  who  consumed  salt.  The  same  rule 
will  follow  in  regard  to  binding  twine.  The 
moment  ;you  remove  the  duty,  that  moment  the 
price  will  go  down,  and  the  farmers  of  Ontario  and 
of  the  whole  Dominion  will  be  able  to  buy  their 
twine  at  a  much  lower  price  than  they  do 
to-day.  I  think  also  it  is  very  unfair  that 
the  farmers  should  be  treated  differently  from  the 
fishermen.  We  know  that  in  the  Maritime  Pro¬ 
vinces  the  fishermen  are  allowed  to  import  the 
twine  they  use  free  of  duty.  For  instance,  we  find 
that  the  fishermen  imported  last  year  some  $424,- 
000  worth  of  twine  free  of  duty  for  use  in  their 
fisheries.  I  believe  the  Government  did  wisely 
in  allowing  the  fishermen  to  buy  an  article 
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which  they  absolutely  require  in  the  prosecution  of 
their  business,  at  the  lowest  possible  price,  and  in 
refusing  to  place  a  burden  on  those  people,  whose 
lot  we  all  know  is  hard  enough.  But  why  should 
they  not  treat  in  the-  same  way  the  farmers  of 
Canada,  who  are  prosecuting  their  business  under 
a  great  many  difficulties  ?  I  say  it  is  unfair  to 
discriminate  against  the  agricultural  classes  in  this 
way.  Another  advantage  which  the  fishermen 
have  over  the  farmers  is  that  they  are  allowed  to 
import  all  the  salt  they  require  free.  Last  year 
their  imports  of  salt,  on  which  they  paid  no  duty 
at  all,  amounted  to  $150,000,  while  the  farmers  of 
Ontario  are  taxed  25  cents  a  barrel  on  all  the  salt 
they  use,  which  enables  the  salt  manufacturers  in 
Canada  to  increase  the  price  just  to  that  amount. 
Now,  I  say  we  should  have  one  law  for  all,  and  no 
favours  for  any.  No  demand  has  ever  come  before 
the  Parliament  of  Canada  which  has  received  such 
support  from  the  people  of  Canada  as  that  for  the 
abolition  of  the  duty  on  binding  twine.  You  will 
remember  the  enormous  petition  sent  from  20,000 
farmers  of  the  Province  of  Ontario  which  was  pre¬ 
sented  last  year  by  the  lion,  member  for  West 
Lambton  (Mr.  Lister),  praying  that  the  Government 
would  remove  the  duty  on  this  article  ;  and  this 
session  other  petitions  have  flowed  in,  scarcely  a  day 
passing  without  some  hon.  member  on  either  side 
presenting  one  or  more  to  the  same  effect.  Surely 
it  is  the  duty  of  the  Government  to  take  note  of 
these  petitions,  which  show  the  extent  to  which 
the  people  are  interested  in  the  subject,  and  desire 
relief  from  this  imposition.  The  hon.  junior  mem¬ 
ber  for  Halifax  (Mr.  Stairs),  who  I  believe  is  the 
president  of  a  great  cordage  combination, 
stated  last  year  that  binding  twine  was  .sold  as 
cheaply  in  Canada  as  it  was  in  the  United  States. 
This  statement  was  clearly  shown  to  be  incorrect, 
and  it  was  clearly  shown,  from  samples  and  from 
prices  quoted  here  last  year,  that  the  difference  was 
from  2h  to  3  cents  a  pound.  It  was  shown  that, 
when  you  took  a  pound  of  binding  twine  and 
measured  it,  you  found  that  the  American  article, 
being  so  much  longer  than  the  Canadian,  it  made 
an  average  of  2  to  3  pounds  cheaper  than  Canadian 
twine.  The  hon.  junior  member  for  Halifax  argued 
that  Canadian  twine  was  sold  as  cheap  as  American 
twine.  If  so,  what  necessity  is  there  for  the 
tax.  Why  put  25  per  cent  on  this  article  if  it  can 
be  manufactured  as  cheaply  in  Canada  as  else- 
wffiere  ?  There  is  no  possible  reason  why  we  should 
not  manufacture  twine  just  as  cheap  in  Canada  as 
it  can  be  in  any  other  country,  and  when  we  find 
that  a  combine  lias  existed  for  many  years,  which 
takes  advantage  of  the  full  amount  of  the  tariff,  it 
is  the  bounden  duty  of  the  Government  to  step  in 
and  relieve  the  people  of  this  country  of  the  enor¬ 
mous  duty  they  have  to  pay.  You  will  remember 
it  has  always  been  asserted  that  the  people  of  Can¬ 
ada  do  not  pay  the  duties  upon  these  things.  That 
has  been  stated  with  regard  to  sugar  and  salt,  but 
the  Finance  Minister,  a  few  years  ago,  when  he  in¬ 
creased  the  duties  on  pork,  said  that  while  it  would 
enhance  the  value  to  the  lumbermen  of  this  Domin¬ 
ion  yet  he  intended  to  give  compensation  to  the 
Maritime  Provinces  by  taking  the  duty  off  molasses 
and  corn  meal  as  human  food,  thus  showing  clearly 
that  he  believed  the  taking  these  duties  off 
would  immediately  lower  prices  and  benefit  the 
consumers.  I  think  that,  considering  the  ques¬ 
tion  in  all  its  bearings,  considering  the  enor- 
Mr.  Campbell. 


mous  quantity  of  binding  twine  consumed  every 
year  in  the  Dominion,  and  which  must  be 
used  if  we  properly  secure  the  crops,  and 
also  recollecting  that,  owing  to  the  combine  and  the 
duty  upon  this  article,  the  price  has  been  advanced 
to  the  extent  I  have  already  stated,  and  the  burdens 
of  the  people  of  Ontario  and  the  Dominion  gen¬ 
erally  increased  to  such  a  large  amount,  I  do  think 
it  is  time  the  Government  stepped  in  and  relieved 
the  farmers  of  this  enormous  burden,  more  especially 
when  they  can  do  it  without  loss  to  the  revenue.  If 
the  whole  revenue  went  to  the  States  we  might  un¬ 
derstand  the  Government  hesitating  before  deciding 
that  they  could  do  without  a  revenue  raised  from 
that  source,  but  when  we  find  that  the  revenue 
amounted  only  last  year  to  the  small  sum  of  $6,000, 
and  that  by  throwing  off  the  $6,000  we  can  relieve 
the  farmers  of  a  burden  of  $400,000  every  year,  it 
is  the  bounden  duty  of  the  Government  to  relieve 
them  of  that  burden.  When  this  return,  which  I 
have  moved  for  comes  down,  it  will  give  us  an  idea 
of  the  exact  quantity  imported  since  the  30th  of 
June,  1891,  and  enable  us  to  decide  whether  it  is 
not  time  the  Government  should  step  in  and  relieve 
the  people  of  this  enormous  tax. 

Mr.  WATSON.  I  have  much  pleasure  in  second¬ 
ing  this  resolution.  I  think  that  now  is  the  most 
opportune  time  for  discussing  the  question,  as  we 
happen  to  have  two  resolutions  on  the  Notice 
Paper  asking  the  removal  of  the  duty  on  binding 
twine.  This  matter  was  discussed  at  length  during 
the  last  two  sessions,  and  a  great  deal  of  what  was 
said  then  must  be  fresh  in  the  memory  of  the 
House  to-day.  There  can  be  no  donbt  now,  if  there 
was  doubt  a  year  or  two  ago,  that  the  time  has  ar¬ 
rived  when  the  Government  should  relieve  the  far¬ 
mers  from  this  tax  from  which  they  derive  little  or 
no  revenue,  and  which  is  simply  imposed  for  the 
purpose  of  benefiting  a  large  combine  now  exacting 
an  enormous  sum  from  the  farmers  each  year  and 
giving  no  value  in  return.  To  show  that  I  consider 
the  time  has  arrived,  I  take  the  liberty  to  quote 
from  a  Speech  delivered  in  this  House  a  year  ago 
by  the  Minister  of  Militia,  then  Minister  of 
Customs.  The  hon.  gentleman  then  said  : 

“  The  Government  are  always  alive  to  that  which  they 
believe  to  be  in  the  interests  of  the  consumer  as  well  as 
the  manufacturer.  Whenever  they  found  that  the  salt 
industry  was  controlled  to  such  an  extent  as  to  become 
at  all  burdensome  to  the  people,  they  took  the  first  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  reduce  the  duty.  And  if  it  be  true  that  the 
American  combination  for  the  manufacture  of  twine  has, 
or  is  about  to  secure  all  the  cordage  factories  in  this  coun¬ 
try  and  keep  up  the  price,  then  it  will  be  the  duty  of  the 
Government  to  see  how  far  they  will  go  in  regulating  it, 
in  order  to  prevent  the  colossal  fortunes  to  which  hon. 
gentlemen  have  referred  being  made  by  the  manufac¬ 
turers.” 

Now  I  think  there  is  no  doubt  in  the  minds  of  the 
people  of  Canada  that  a  combination  has  been 
formed  of  the  American  and  Canadian  twine  com¬ 
panies,  and  there  is  no  doubt  in  my  mind  that  they 
are  exacting  an  enormous  sum  annually  from  our 
farmers,  through  the  protection  we  give  them.  Our 
tariff  of  25  per  cent  means,  according  to  the 
revenue  received  last  year,  about  3X;V  cents  per¬ 
petual  I  take  it  for  granted  that  TV  of  a  cent  per 
pound  will  keep  out  the  American  article.  If  such 
Ire  the  case,  our  manufacturers  in  Canada  will 
exact  every  cent  they  can  from  the  farmers  and 
charge  3  cents  more  per  pound  than  they  ought  to. 
As  evidence  that  a  combine  has  been  formed  by  the 
National  Cordage  Company  and  that  they  have 
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purchased  the  cordage  factories  in  Canada,  I  find 
that  the  Boston  Daily  Advertiser,  in  the  course  of 
a  favourable  notice  of  the  National  Cordage  Com¬ 
pany's  affairs,  says  : 

“  The  company  actually  has  purchased  all  the  cordage 
mills  in  Canada,  and  the  cordage  business  of  the  Dominion 
of  Canada  is  protected  by  a  tariff  wall  which  enables  the 
business  to  work  at  a  profit.” 

That  shows  clearly  that  the  American  newspapers 
feel  that  if  the  National  Cordage  Company  pur¬ 
chase  the  cordage  factories  of  Canada  they  will  be 
aide,  on  account  of'  our  duty,  to  charge  a  higher 
price  than  they  otherwise  could.  We  have  further 
evidence  that  the  duty  does  raise  the  price  on  bind¬ 
ing  twine.  I  will  quote  from  the  evidence  given  by 
Mr.  Massey  before  the  Combines  Committee  in  this 
House,  some  three  years  ago.  Mr.  Bain,  the 
member  for  Wentworth,  asked  him  what  was  the 
actual  cost,  including , the  duty,  of  the  American 
article,  and  Mr.  Massey  says  : 

“  We  had  to  import  a  large  quantity  for  the  North" 
West  last  year.  We  could  not  get  it  in  Canada.  We  laid 
it  down  in  Manitoba  at  about  the  price  which  we  had  to 
pay  in  New  York,  and  duty  added.  It  cost  us  about  the 
■duty  extra.” 

Now,  I  do  not  think  that  any  doubt  can  exist  in 
the  minds  of  the  members  of  this  House,  after 
reading,  the  evidence  of  Mr.  Massey,  and  other 
evidence  which  wasproduced  before  that  committee, 
that  twine  is  sold  in  Canada  at  just  the  duty  higher 
than  it  is  sold  in  the  United  States.  During  the 
last  session  I  took  the  trouble  to  lay  before  this 
House  a  number  of  samples  of  twine,  giving  the 
average  cost  in  the  United  States  and  the  average 
cost  in  Camada,  and  I  proved,  I  think,  successfully 
— at  least  I  was  not  successfully  contradicted — that 
my  contention  at  that  time  was  right.  We  find  that 
in  Manitoba  this  duty  is  a  very  heavy  tax  on  the 
people.  It  is  not  the  same  as  a  duty  paid  on  a 
binder  or  a  plough,  but  it  is  an  annual  tax,  it  has  to 
be  borne  by  the.  people  every  year  their  harvest 
•comes  round.  I  have  made  an  estimate  of  the  total 
quantity  of  twine  used  in  Canada  every  year,  and 
the  amount  that  was  used  to  bind  last  year’s  crop, 
and  allowing  that  one-fourth  of  the  grain  in  Canada 
was  cut  by  a  reaper,  and  bound  otherwise  than 
with  binding  twine,  I  find  that  last  year  it  required 
14,000,000  pounds  of  binding  twine  to  bind  the 
crops  of  Canada.  At  3  cents  a  pound,  that  means 
about  $450,000  that  is  exacted  from  the  farmers  of 
Canada  by  this  obnoxious  tariff.  I  may  say,  as  I 
come  from  Manitoba,  that  the  people  of  that  pro¬ 
vince  and  of  the  North- W est  suffer  more,  proportion¬ 
ately,  than  the  people  of  any  other  portion  of  the 
Dominion,  inasmuch  as  per  capita  they  are  taxed 
in  this  respect  much  heavier  than  the  eastern  farmer. 
In  the  west,  when  a  farmer  has  100  to  2,000  acres  of 
a  crop,  it  becomes  an  enormous  tax  upon  him  to  pay 
annually  for  his  binding  twine  manufactured  in 
Canada,  3  cents  a  pound  more  than  he  should 
pay.  Last  year  we  had  1,300,000  acres  of  grain  cut 
and  bound  with  a  binder,  and  if  we  estimate  three 
pounds  of  twine  per  acre  it  means  3,900,000  pounds 
of  binding  twine,  and  the  3  cents  a  pound  extra 
upon  the  cost  of  that  twine,  means  an  additional 
tdx  upon  the  farmers  of  Manitoba  of  $117,000.  In 
the  North-West  Territories  they  are  affected  the 
same  as  we  are  in  Manitoba  and  throughout  the 
rest  of  the  Dominion,  but  as  I  said,  they  pay,  per 
capita ,  a  heavier  tax  than  the  people  in  the  eastern 
part  of  Canada,  because  their  crops  are  larger  per 
y,apita.  In  the  North- A’ est  Territories  last  year 


over  300,000  acres  of  crop  were  cut  by  the 
binder,  and  estimating  that  three  pounds  of 
twine  are  required  per  acre,  they  use  900,000 
pounds,  which  means,  at  3  cents  a  pound  extra, 
$27,000  that  the  farmers  of  the  North-West  Terri¬ 
tories  had  to  pay  for  their  binding  twine  in  excess 
of  what  they  ought  to  pay  by  reason  of  this  tariff. 
In  Manitoba  and  the  North-West  Territories  the 
people  paid  $144,000  more  than  they  should  have 
paid  for  their  twine  to  bind  the  last  year’s  crop 
with.  Now,  as  has  been  pointed  out  by  the  lion, 
member  for  Kent  (Mr.  Campbell),  it  has  been  con¬ 
tended  by  lion,  gentlemen  opposite,  who  are  advo¬ 
cates  of  protection,  that  the  sugar  duties  would 
not  affect  the  price  of  sugar  ;  but  we  know  that 
last  year  when  they  made  a  reduction  of  the  duty 
of  sugar,  the  price  of  that  article  fell  immediately 
as  every  consumer  in  Canada  knows  well.  The 
same  with  salt.  When  the  duties  were  reduced, 
the  price  of  salt  immediately  fell.  Now  when  we 
consider  that  this  enormous  tax  of  some  $450,000 
is  levied  on  the  farmers  of  Canada  for  the  sake  of 
this  $6,000  odd  of  revenue,  I  say  it  is  time  that 
the  Government  should  remove  tliis  duty  on  bind¬ 
ing  twine.  Last  year  we  had  an  explanation  from 
the  member  for  Halifax  (Mr.  Stairs)  who,  I  believe, 
is  largely  interested  in  binding  twine,  and  that 
lion,  gentleman  could  not  successfully  contradict  the 
statements  made  in  this  House.  He  claimed 
that  his  cordage  factory  in  Halifax  was  free 
and  independent  of  the  American  cordage 
factories  ;  but  it  is  now  a  matter  of  public 
notoriety  that  the  National  Cordage  Company  has 
control  of  the  Canadian  Cordage  Factory,  and  by 
this  tax  being  set  off  as  a  little  preserve  for  the 
amount  of  twine  manufactured  in  Canada,  they  are 
able  to  charge  that  excessive  price.  This  year,  as 
last  year,  I  have  received  figures  from  the  Western 
States,  and  comparing  them  with  the  prices  in 
Canada,  I  find  that  this  year,  as  last  year,  the 
difference  in  price  is  about  the  same.  I  think  there 
can  be  no  doubt  in  the  minds  of  any  lion,  member 
in  this  House,  who  carefully  looks  into  this  matter, 
that  we  are  compelled  to  pay  that  extra  price  for 
binding  twine.  I  do  not  object,  Mr.  Speaker,  to 
the  fishermen  receiving  free  the  twine  they  use  in 
their  industry,  I  do  not  object  to  that  at  all ;  but 
I  say  this,  that  the  farmers  of  Canada  have  as  much 
right  to  receive  free  the  binding  twine  that  they 
require  to  bind  their  crops,  as  the  fishermen  have 
to  receive  their  twine  free.  Now,  as  to  how  the 
combines  work,  I  find  in  looking  over  the  report  of 
the  Journals  of  the  House  of  1888,  on  page  403,  that 
Mr.  Alexander  W.  Morris,  of  Montreal,  manufac¬ 
turer,  gives  evidence  as  to  how  a  combination  was 
formed  in  Canada,  and  as  to  wliat  their  operations 
were.  He  was  being  examined  by  Mr.  Gillmor  : 

“  Q.  Mr.  Connors  is  in  your  combination  ?  A.  He  was 
in,  but  there  is  no  combination  now. 

“  Q.  How  many  were  there  in  the  combination  ?  A. 
Five. 

“  Q.  You  would  proportion  out  what  each  one  should 
make?  A.  Yes;  we  each  had  a  stated  percentage. 

“  Q.  What  proportion  of  all  the  quantity  that  was  to  be 
made  for  Canada  did  he  make  ?  A.  On  binder  twine  last 
year  he  had  a  percentage,  I  think,  10  per  cent  of  the 
whole.  And  I  think  he  manufactured  about  two  tons  of 
twine. 

“  Q.  How  much  did  you  get  last  year  out  of  the  pool,  as 
you  call  it,  as  near  as  you  can  tell?  A.  I  think  about 
$6,000  or  $7,000.  Perhaps  as  much  as  that  ;  it  might  be 
$5,000. 

“  Q.  For  not  making  rope  ?  A.  No ;  not  making  binder 
twine.” 
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According  to  this  evidence  there  was  one  factory 
receiving  ,$7,000  simply  because  they  ceased  making 
binding  twine.  Now,  this  evidence  must  be  con¬ 
clusive,  as  it  was  given  on  oath  by  a  man  who  knew 
what  he  was  talking  about.  Last  year  I  gave  the 
values  of  twine  in  Canada  and  the  United  States, 
of  various  grades,  and  I  find  there  has  been  little 
or  no  change  since.  I  here  is  plenty  of  e\  idence 
to  show  that  on  other  articles  as  well  as  on  binding 
twine,  the  people  of  Canada  are  unjustly  taxed  on 
account  of  these  combinations  being  formed.  We 
know,  however,  that  the  farmers  of  Canada  are 
waking  up  to  see  the  manner  in  which  they  are  being 
bled  for  the  benefit  of  a  few  manufacturers  of  binding 
twine.  We  find  that  Farmers’  Institutes  and  the 
Patrons  of  Industry  all  over  Canada  are  sending 
in  petitions  to  the  House  of  Commons,  asking  that 
the  duty  on  binding  twine  should  be  removed. 
When  a  person  figures  up  the  amount  that  is 
annually  paid  on  binding  twine  by  this  extra  cost 
of  9  cents  an  acre,  it  is  easy  to  see  how  it  reduces 
the  value  and  the  profits  of  a  man’s  farm  consider¬ 
ably.  I  think  this  is  an  opportune  time  to  discuss 
this  question  before  the  House  resolves  itself  into 
Committee  of  Ways  and  Means,  and  I  hope  the 
Government  will  see  fit  to  relieve  the  farmers 
of  this  unnecessary  tax,  a  tax  that  simply  goes  into 
the  pockets  of  the  manufacturers.  Last  year  the 
Government  received  a  revenue  on  this  article  of 
only  $6,192.  The  total  imports  last  year  were  196,- 
358  pounds,  of  the  value  of  $24,696.  The  revenue 
of  $6,192  went  into  the  pockets  of  the  Government 
treasury,  while  the  value  of  the  twine  imported 
altogether  was  $424,000.  If  the  Government  can 
relieve  the  farmers  of  that  tax  they  will  be  moving 
in  the  right  direction.  If  the  money  were  going 
into  our  own  treasury  it  would  be  a  different  thing, 
but  at  present  it  is  a  system  of  legalized  robbery. 
The  amount  of  $424,000  is  exacted  from  the  farm¬ 
ers  of  Canada,  while  only  $6,192  is  collected  for 
our  revenue ;  consequently,  I  say  it  is  only  legalized 
robbery,  and  I  hope  the  Government  will  give  its 
attention  to  this  matter  at  the  earliest  possible  op¬ 
portunity,  and  will  not  allow  these  men  to  steal 
this  large  amount  of  $400,000  a  year  from  our 
farmers.  I  hope  they  will  see  that  the  duty  is  re¬ 
moved  from  binding  twine. 

Mr.  McMILLAN  (Huron).  I  find  that  there  is 
a  talk  of  the  cordage  companies  raising  the  price  of 
binding  twine  from  3  to  4  cents  a  pound.  The 
Chicago  Canadian- American  has  the  following: — 

“  The  greedy  binding  twine  trust  is  not  satisfied  with 
the  enormous  profit  accruing  from  last  year’s  operations. 
One  million  four  hundred  thousand  dollars  was  cleared  in 
1891  by  the  trust.  That  sum,  considering  its  opportunities 
in  the'field  of  legalized  robbery,  is  now  regarded  as  being 
short  of  actual  requirements.  It  is  to  be  greatly  exceeded 
this  year,  and  to  that  end  the  price  of  twine  lor  the 
coming  season  has  been  advanced  from  3  to  4  cents. 
Competition  has  been  shut  out  by  the  duty,  and  this  is 
the  secret  of  the  trust’s  unholy  raid  on  the  pockets  ol  the 
wheat  growers  of  the  west.  But  what  are  the  farmers 
going  to  do  about  it?  Knowing  that  the  protection  afforded 
the  trust  by  the  Government  makes  the  robbery  com¬ 
plained  of  possible,  do  they  intend  to  vote  for  a  continu¬ 
ance  of  the  fiscal  policy  that  bears  so  heavily  upon  them  ! 
That  is  the  question.  They  can  easily  break  the  trust 
and  similar  appendages  ol  a  paternal  Government  by 
using  their  franchise  in  their  own  interest.” 

This  is  the  case  in  the  United  States,  and,  if  the 
statement  is  correct,  that  the  cordage  companies  in 
Canada  have  been  bought  out  by  the  large  cordage 
companies  in  the  United  States,  it  will  be  the  duty 
of  the  Government  to  see  to  this  matter.  When  a 
Mr.  Watson. 


foreign  combine  is  got  up  for  a  purpose  of  skinning 
the  farmers  of  Canada,  it  is  time  that  the  Govern¬ 
ment  took  up  the  question.  The  only  means  we 
have  of  getting  quit  of  this  matter  of  having  a  large 
amount  of  money  taken  out  of  our  pockets  for  the 
benefit  of  foreign  companies  is  to  take  the  duty  oft 
binding  twine.  Allow  that  to  come  into  Canada 
free  of  duty,  and  that  will  bteak  up  the  whole  com¬ 
bination.  We  have  heard  a  great  deal  about 
loyalty,  about  attending  to  British  interests  and 
Canadian  interests,  but  will  the  Government  show 
their  loyalty  here  where  only  $6,000  are  taken  for 
the  benefit  of  the  treasury,  while  the  manufacturers 
make  a  profit  of  some  $400,000  ?  Will  they 
allow  the  manufacturers  to  send  in  their 
binding  twine  free  ?  It  is  their  duty  to  give 
us  some  redress,  because,  if  the  American 
cordage  companies  have  decided  to  increase 
the  price  of  twine  three  or  four  cents,  we  will  have 
to  pay  the  duty  and  the  increase  in  the  price  also, 
and  that  will  be  between  $700,000  and  $800,000 
which  will  be  extracted  each  year  from  the  pockets 
of  the  farmers  of  Canada  in  that  article  alone.  YY  e 
know  that  in  many  cases  the  raw  material  comes 
in  free  of  duty.  The  furniture  manufacturers  are 
allowed  to  import  their  lumber  free  to  the  extent 
of  $1,700,000.  We  find  that  the  tanners  import 
hides  free  to  the  extent  of  $2,000,000,  and  that 
reduces  the  value  of  hides  to  the  farmers  in  this 
country.  Then,  wool  is  imported  free  to  the  extent 
of  $1,398,746  for  the  benefit  of  the  manufacturers 
of  woollen  goods,  and  there,  again,  the  farmers  of 
this  country  suffer.,  as  our  wool  is  displaced  to  that 
extent,  and  we  lose  12  cents  a  pound  on  the 
5,000,000  pounds  that  we  produce,  or  about  $600,000 
a  year.  It  is  certainly  the  duty  of  the  Government 
to  give  us  this  small  means  of  redress,  especially 
when  it  is  a  foreign  company  into  whose  pockets 
this  money  is  going,  and  if  the  Government  and 
those  behind  them  are  true  to  their  idea  of  loyalty, 
surely  they  will  give  us  this  concession  as  a  means 
of  redress. 

Mr.  DA  YIN.  I  need  hardly  say  that  I  do  not 
subscribe  to  all  the  propositions  laid  down  by  the 
hon.  gentlemen  who  have  preceded  me.  I  venture 
to  say  that  I  have  been  a  protectionist  as  long  as 
any  other  man  in  this  House.  I  know  that  I 
advocated  protection  before  it  was  taken  up  by  any 
party  in  Canada. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  The  Minister  of  Customs 
will  dispute  that  proposition. 

M  r.  DA  YIN.  I  did  not  hear  what  my  hon.  friend 
the  philosopher  from  Bothwell  said.  If  he  would 
speak  up,  we  might  hear  him.  In  regard  to  binding 
twine,  where  you  have  a  combine  and  where  competi¬ 
tion  has  ceased  to  exist,  it  is  contrary  to  the  theory 
of  scientific  protection  to  give  any  protection  to 
that  industry,  and  on  general  principles,  therefore, 
I  hope  the  Government  will  consider  the  sugges¬ 
tions  which  have  been  thrown  out  and  will  either 
reduce  or  take  away  entirely  the  duty  on  binding 
twine.  In  the  North- YYrest,  in  the  constituency 
whence  I  come,  and  in  other  constituencies,  agricul¬ 
tural  constituencies,  a  great  interest  is  taken  in  this 
question,  and  at  one  of  the  last  meetings  held  in  my 
constituency  before  I  came  away, at  a  very  large  and 
crowded  meeting,  I  was  asked  what  I  thought  of  the 
duty  on  binding  twine,  and  I  had  no  difficulty  what¬ 
ever  in  complying  with  their  unanimous  request  that 
in  Parliament  I  would  express  the  opinion  that  I 
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expressed  to  them  there.  Whether  or  not  the 
taking  off  the  duty  on  binding  twine  would  reduce 
the  price  to  the  farmer,  the  very  fact  that  the 
manufacturers  have  gone  into  a  combine  or  those 
who  have  not  have  given  over  or  have  sold  their 
interest  to  a  combine,  is  quite  sufficient  reason  for 
a  Government  pledged  to  protection  to  at  once  take 
the  alarm  and  deprive  that  combine  of  all  aid.  The 
argument  is  used  that  there  would  be  no  use  in  tak¬ 
ing  off  the  duty  on  binding  twine,  because  the  com¬ 
bine  is  not  merely  a'Uanadian  combine  but  an  inter¬ 
national  combine,  a  combine  that  has  its  grasp  not 
merely  on  Canada,  but  also  on  the  United  States. 
It  is  further  said  that  no  hope  can  come  from  Eng¬ 
land,  because  binding  twine  is  not  manufactured 
there  cheap  enough.  Grant  all  this,  we  have  the 
history  of  tariff  legislation  in  the  United  States 
before  us,  and  from  the  history  of  protection 
in  the  United  States  and  from  the  nature  of 
the  case  we  know  this,  that  a  country  which 
adopts  the  true  policy,  as  I  believe  protection 
is  for  a  young  country  like  Canada  or  for  a  country 
like  the  United  States  especially  in  its  past  history, 
the  Government  have  to  be  perpetually  on  the 
watch  or  else  the  beneficent  principles  of  protection 
will  be  used  against  the  interests  of  the  people. 
The  very  nature  of  the  case  will  suggest  what  has 
actually  often  taken  place.  What  takes  place  is 
this :  that  where  a  Government  places  on  any 
article  a  sufficient  protection,  further  pressure  is 
put  on  it  to  increase  that  protection,  and  unless  it 
is  always  on  the  qui  vive  it  may  actually  in  its 
desire  for  the  development  of  the  industries  of  the 
country  enter  upon  a  course  directly  contrary  to 
the  principle  that  is  at  the  base  of  its  protective 
policy.  I  think  it  is  on  the  face  of  it,  at  all  events, 
probable,  that  the  price  of  binding  twine  will  be 
reduced  if  the  duty  is  taken  off.  I  say  that  is 
probable.  I  doubt  very  much  if  it  would  be  as 
much  reduced  as  the  lion,  gentleman  for  Marquette 
says  ;  but  I  again  say  that,  in  order  to  arrive 
at  a  decision,  I  do  not  care  one  fig  whether  it 
would  be  reduced  or  not,  for  in  principle  the 
very  minute  you  are  face  to  face  with  a  combine, 
a  Government  pledged  to  a  protective  policy  is 
bound  to  act  against  that  combine.  It  was  success¬ 
ful  in  regard  to  salt  and  although  it  is  said  it  will 
not  be  successful  in  this  case,  because  we  have  an 
international  combine,  it  is  worth  trying  whether 
it  will  be  successful  or  not.  Let  me  point  out  that 
what  we  have  at  present  is  this  :  You  have  got  a 
combine  in  Canada  controlling  a  small  area  com¬ 
paratively,  hedged  in  by  a  protective  wall.  Then 
you  have  got  a  large  area  in  which  you  have  also 
a  combine.  The  combine  in  the  large  area  is  as¬ 
sociated  with  the  combine  in  the  small  area.  What 
I  say  is  this,  that  if  you  throw  down  that  wall,  so 
far  as  the  small  area  is  concerned  you  increase  the 
chance  of  competition  arising  against  the  combine 
to  the  extent  of  the  added  area.  I  deal  with 
general  principles  because  my  hon.  friends  have 
sufficiently  gone  into  figures  in  regard  to  the 
matter.  It  may  be  said,  too,  in  fact  in  conversa¬ 
tion  it  has  been  said  to  me  :  Why,  in  Ontario,  when 
we  were  discussing  this  matter,  the  farmers  did 
not  care  one  pin  about  the  binding  twine.  I  grant 
you  that  may  be  so.  What  that  shows  is  this, 
that  the  farmers  of  Ontario  have  such  a  clear  per¬ 
ception  and  such  a  strong  grasp  of  the  fact  that 
this  National  Policy  as  a  whole  is  beneficent  in  its 
operations  in  this  country,  they  were  actually  ready 
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to  accept  that  one  item  against  themselves  because 
of  the  great  advantage  they  have  gained  from  that 
policy.  The  farmers  in  the  North-West  will  make  a 
similar  statement.  They  say,  which  is  a  fact :  We 
do  not  get  any  advantage  from  the  National  Policy, 
but  we  are  not  merely  North-West  men,  we  are 
Canadians  before  we  are  North-West  men  ;  there¬ 
fore  we  will  support  this  National  Policy  which  is 
for  the  general  development  of  the  country  and  for 
Canada’s  welfare.  And  so  these  Ontario  farmers 
may  have  felt.  But  that  is  no  argument  to  a  Gov¬ 
ernment  that  wishes  to  deal  scientifically  with  the 
application  of  protection  to  the  nation  it  governs, 
because  they  lay  down  the  general  principle  that 
the  very  minute  in  any  industry  a  combine  deve¬ 
lops,  that  minute  the  Government  is  bound  to  act. 
I  will  go  further.  I  will  say  this,  that  if  the  com¬ 
bine  takes  such  an  obnoxious  form  as  this  combine 
has  taken,  international  in  its  character,  harassing 
not  merely  a  great  colony  of  5,000,000,  but  darken¬ 
ing  65,000,000  of  people  with  its  malign  scheme,  I 
say— I  do  not  advocate  that  now — that  circum¬ 
stances  might  arise  when  a  Government  might  not 
merely  consider  the  wisdom  of  removing  the  duty, 
but  of  giving  a  bonus  for  a  certain  period  to  any 
two  men  who  would  go  into  the  same  industry  to 
break  up  the  combine,  because,  as  a  protectionist, 
I  say  this,  there  is  nothing  so  truly  protective  in 
its  character  as  this  principle,  that  a  Government 
pledged  to  protection  is  bound  to  act  against  com¬ 
binations. 

Mr.  MACDONALD  (Huron).  I  was  somewhat 
surprised  at  the  statement  made  by  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  Assiniboia  (Mr.  Davin)  that  the  National 
Policy  has  benefited  the  fanners  of  this  country. 
When  I  have  discussed  this  question  on  the  public 
platform,  I  have  usually  put  this  question  :  I  ask 
any  farmer  present,  Conservative  or  Reformer,  to 
mention  where  the  National  Policy  has  ever  put 
one  dollar  into  his  pocket  directly  or  indirectly. 
During  the  discussions  at  many  meetings,  only  at 
one  meeting  did  a  man  at  the  door,  declare  his 
ability  to  do  so,  and  he  happened  to  be  drunk.  I 
would  ask  the  hon.  gentleman  if  lie  can  point  out 
any  particular  way  in  which  the  farmers  are 
benefited  as  regards  prices,  crops  or  in  other 
direction  by  the  National  Policy,  and  which  they 
would  not  have  obtained  otherwise  ?  Can  the  hon. 
gentleman  point  to  any  article  that  is  cheaper  by 
the  National  Policy  ? 

Mr.  DAVIN.  Yes.  Lots. 

Mr.  MACDONALD  (Huron).  Does  the  hon. 
gentleman  know  that  by  his  own  admission  a  tariff 
of  protection  increases  the  value  of  the  articles 
manufactured. in  the  country,  and  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  knows  that  during  his  speech  he  made  that 
statement. 

Mr.  DAVIN.  No,  no. 

Mr.. MACDONALD  (Huron).  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  stated  in  regard  to  salt,  which  we  manufac¬ 
ture  in  this  country,  and  for  which  we  have  the 
raw  material,  that  when  the  tariff  was  lowered  on 
salt  last  year  the  price  fell  25  cents  per  barrel.  I 
might  mention  also  that  when  the  duties  on  sugar 
were  removed  last  year,  the  Minister  of  Finance 
said  that  taxes  to  the  amount  of  $3, 500, 000  were 
removed.  This  amount  was  t  placed  on  the 
shoulders  of  the  people,  and  if  the  farmers  com¬ 
pose  60  per  cent  of  the  population,  I  ask  any  man 
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whether  ill  connection  with  the  sugar  interests  the 
farmers  of  this  country  got  an  advantage.  I  might 
carry  the  hon.  gentleman  through  many  articles  to 
show  that  the  farmers  have  been  burdened  by  the 
action  of  the  National  Policy  rather  than  bene¬ 
fited  by  it.  On  the  other  hand,  they  have  not  the 
same  access  to  the  American  markets  as  they  had 
before  the  National  Policy  was  established.  Can 
they  send  their  horses  there  and  realize  the  same 
profits  which  they  would  realize  if  the  tariff  were 
removed?  Can  they  send  their  barley,  their 
poultry,  their  eggs,  and  many  other  articles  of  the 
produce  of  the  farm  into  the  American  markets 
and  realize  the  benefit  under  the  National  Policy 
which  they  did  before  it  was  established?  T)o 
not  the  farmers  receive  much  less  now  than 
they  did  before  the  National  Policy  was  estab¬ 
lished  for  their  wheat,  barley,  pork,  cheese  and 
showing  that  the  National  Policy  either  in  buying 
or  selling  is  against  the  interests  of  this  country. 
More  than  that,  I  will  go  this  far,  and  say  that  not 
a  single  member  of  this  House  who  represents  a 
rural  constituency  can  state  that  he  belie^  es  that 
in  the  interests  of  the  farmers  the  duty  on  binding- 
twine  should  continue.  In  the  late  contest  in  the 
bye-elections,  was  there  a  single  person  who  pre¬ 
sented  himself  as  a  supporter  of  the  Government, 
who  would  state  on  the  public  platform  that  he  \v  as 
opposed  to  removing  that  duty  t  I  know  a  mem¬ 
ber  of  the  Government  who  went  into  an  adjoining 
riding  to  mine  and  stated  upon  the  public  platform 
that  Tie  believed  the  removal  of  the  duty  on  binding 
twine  would  be  in  the  interests  of  the  farmers,  and 
that  it  was  intended  to  remove  it  when  they  nego¬ 
tiated  a  treaty  at  Washington.  If,  as  some  say, 
the  farmers  do  not  pay  an  increased  price  for  their 
binding  twine  on  account  of  the  duty,  what  would 
be  the  object  of  a  Minister  attending  a  meeting  of 
farmers  and  stating  that  the  duty  would  be  removed. 
It  was  quite  plain  that  the  farmers  knew,  and  that 
the  Minister  knew  that  because  of  the  duty,  the 
farmers  were  paying  3  cents  per  pound  more  for 
their  twine.  How  is  it  that  the  hon.  member 
for  Assiniboia  (Mr.  Davin)  is  arrayed  against  the 
policy  of  the  Government  in  this  matter.  Is 
.it  from  conviction?  Is  it  from  a  thorough  under¬ 
standing  of  the  whole  question,  or  is  it 
because  of  the  force  of  local  pressure  from  his 
county  ?  He  knew  that  the  farmers  lb  ing  around 
Regina  are  strongly  convinced  that  they  are  pay¬ 
ing  more  for  their  twine  than  they  should  pay. 
He  has  been  elected  as  a  supporter  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  here,  and  yet  his  constituents  have  brought 
to  bear  on  him  the  influence  which  has  obliged 
him  to  express  the  opinion  which  he  has  given  to 
the  House  to-night.  His  action  to-night  shows 
that  the  farmers,  looking  at  their  own  interest 
with  an  intelligence  which  they  deserve  to  get 
credit  for,  knew  that  they  were  paying  too  much, 
and  although  their  representative  is  both  a  Tory 
and  an  upholder  of  the  protective  system,  they 
brought  such  influence  to  bear  upon  him,  that  he 
is  obliged  to  support  the  Liberal  principles  here, 
and  speak  in  favour  of  free  binding  twine.  His 
action  is  not  from  conviction,  but  from  a  knowledge 
of  the  local  wants  of  the  constituency  from  which 
he  comes.  In  my  own  county — and  I  consider  it 
one  of  the  best  counties  in  the  Dominion  of  Canada 
— it  costs  us  over  $10,000  a  year  as  an  extra  price 
for  our  binding  twine  for  the  purpose  of  binding 
the  harvest  of  that  county,  and  I  will  quote 
Mr.  Macdonald  (Huron). 


figures  to  the  House  to  prove  this.  In  1890  we 
h$,d  45,000  acres  under  fall  wheat;  9,400  under 
spring  wheat  ;  32,400  under  barley  ;  94,650  under 
oats  ;  and  300  acres  under  rye  ;  total  181,750 
acres.  Our  county  is  an  old  one,  and  I  can  say 
without  exaggeration  that  four-fifths  of  this  crop 
is  bound  by  the  binder,  which  would  make  145,400 
acres.  At  seven  and  a  half  cents  which  is  the 
average  cost  given  per  acre  for  binding  twine,  on 
account  of  the  operation  of  the  duty,  it  will  be 
seen  that  my  county  is  taxed  $10,905  as  an  extra 
price  for  binding  twine,  over  and  above  the  price 
that  would  be  paid  if  the  duty  were  removed. 

Mr.  FERGUSON  (Leeds).  They  must  have 
paid  all  the  duty  ;  the  duty  is  only  $6,000  for  the 
whole  Dominion. 

Mr.  MACDONALD  (Huron).  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  is  begging  the  question.  When  he  hears  the 
word  duty  mentioned,  he  attaches  the  meaning  to 
it  that  it  must  be  customs  dtity,  but  a  duty  may 
be  placed  in  the  form  of  taxation  upon  the  shoul¬ 
ders  of  those  who  pay  nothing  into  the  Customs 
Department.  It  is  nevertheless  taken  our  of  the 
pockets  of  those  who  use  that  article  just  as  much 
as  if  it  was  paid  into  the  custom  house.  It  mat¬ 
ters  not  a  fig  whether  he  pays  it  to  the  custom 
house  or  to  the  combine  who  charge  so  much 
more  on  account  of  the  duty,  the  farmer  lias  to 
pay  it  all  the  same.  There  is  this  difference,  how¬ 
ever.  If  he  paid  into  the  Customs  it  could  be 
used  in  defraying  the  expenses  of  the  country,  but 
as  it  is  paid  now,  it  goes  to  the  pockets  of  the 
manufacturers  who  use  it  for  their  own  private 
gains.  There  is  the  difference,  and  I  challenge 
any  person  to  say  that  the  duty  does  not  impose  a 
higher  price.  Such  a  contention  is  altogether 
against  the  principles  of  political  economy,  as 
taught  by  the  very  wisest  men.  Hon.  gentlemen 
will  remember  that  Sir  A.  T.  Galt^  said  a  few 
years  ago  :  That  the  effect  of  the  protective  tariff 
was  not  only  to  increase  the  price  of  the  article  im¬ 
ported  into  this  country,  but  that  it  would  equally 
increase  the  price  of  an  article  of  a  similar  nature 
manufactured  in  this  country.  That  was  the 
opinion  of  one  of  the  most  learned  politicians  the 
Conservative  party  ever  produced.  If  that  be 
true,  and  true  it  is,  it  can  be  applied  to  binding- 
twine  as  well  as  to  any  other  article.  Let  me  ask 
the  Government  why  do  they  allow  twine  to  come 
in  free  to  the  Eastern  Provinces  for  the  use  of  the 
fishermen.  The  fishermen  are  poor,  they  have  a 
hard  life  and  make  very  little  in  the  end,  and  the 
Government  have  acknowledged  the  fact,  that  if 
they  would  allow  twine  to  come  in  free  the  fishermen 
would  obtain  it  cheaper  than  if  there  were  a  duty 
imposed  upon  it.  Consequently  the  Government 
have  allowed  the  fishermen  to  get  in  $400,000  of 
twine  free  of  duty.  I  ask  in  the  name  of  the 
farmers  of  this  country,  why  they  are  denied  the 
same  privilege  ?  The  fishermen  of  the  Eastern  Pro¬ 
vinces  receive  a  bonus  of  $150,000  in  order  to  assist 
them  to  live,  and  they  also  are  allowed  to  bring  in 
free  from  England  their  coarse  salt  for  the  purpose 
of  using  in  their  business.  That  is  also  an  acknow¬ 
ledgment  on  the  part  of  the  Government  that  every 
article  they  admit  free  of  duty,  is  cheaper  than  if  a 
duty  were  imposed.  That  being  the  principle  in  the 
Eastern  Provinces,  does  it  not  equally  apply  to  the 
farmers  of  Ontario  in  regard  to  twine  and  ferti¬ 
lizers  and  every  other  article  they  use  ?  W  hen  we 
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are  met  with  the  argument  that  only  $6,000  are 
paid  in  duty  on  binding  twine,  let  me  ask,  does  any 
individual  who  for  a  moment  understands  the 
action  of  the  protective  duty  upon  importations 
and  exportations  say,  that  that  is  all  the  tax  that 
is  paid  by  those  who  use  that  article  ?  I  thought 
that  theory  was  exploded  years  ago,  and  so  it  has 
for  those  who  have  given  any  study  to  political 
questions.  If  this  were  an  article  upon  which  we 
derived  a  revenue,  there  would  be  some  excuse  for 
the  Government  saying  that  it  was  important  that 
revenue  should  be  raised,  and  that  the  farmers 
should  contribute  a  portion  towards  the  expenses 
of  the  country.  That  would  be  a  fair  argument, 
but  when  we  only  raise  $6,000  revenue  from  this 
article,  the  question  arises,  not  between  the 
revenue  and  the  farmers,  but  between  the  combine 
on  the  one  side  and  the  farmer  on  the  other.  The 
Government  are  determined — I  hope  thej^  are,  but 
I  am  afraid  they  are  not — to  support  the  combine 
in  opposition  to  the  farming  interests.  If  the 
Government  refuse  to  remove  this  duty  and  to 
relieve  the  farmers  of  this  country  of  this  tax  of 
$420,000  they  are  simply  adopting  a  policy  which 
puts  that  large  amount  into  the  pockets  of  the 
manufacturers  of  twine  at  the  expense  of  the 
farmers  of  this  country.  I  will  give  a  few  figures 
in  order  to  corroborate  what  has  been  said  by  those 
who  have  already  spoken  on  this  matter.  My 
figures  have  been  gotten  up  independent  of  theirs, 
showing  that  the  facts  have  been  arrived  at  from  a 
different  standpoint,  and  they  therefore  go  far  to 
substantiate  the  correctness  of  the  figures  already 
given  by  members  on  this  side  of  the  House.  In 
Manitoba  it  is  estimated  that  1 ,300,000  acres  are 
under  crops.  That  would  make  a  total  expend  iture, 
over  and  above  the  necessary  expenditure  for 
binding  twine,  of  about’$97,500.  For  the  Province 
of  Ontario  we  have  more  definite  information  fur¬ 
nished  by  the  statistics  of  the  Bureau  of  Industries. 
The  Ontario  acreage  under  crop  in  1S90  was  as 
follows:  Fall  wheat,  720,000  acres  ;  spring  wheat, 
602,000  acres  ;  barley,  702,000  acres  ;  oats,  1,883,- 
000  acres  ;  and  rye,  103,000  acres  ;  making  a  total 
of  4,010,000  acres.  Say  that  only  three-fourths  of 
this  crop  was  cut  by  binders,  or  in  other  words 
3,010,000  acres.  At  7^  cents  per  acre,  the 
increased  price  which  the  operation  of  the 
tariff  imposed  on  the  people  of  Ontario  amounted 
to  $225,750.  The  total  increased  price  which  the 
farmers  of  Manitoba  and  Ontario  together  had  to 
pay  was  $323,000.  Now,  if  we  estimate  that  all 
the  other  Eastern  Provinces  together  would  use  as 
much  as  the  Province  of  Ontario,  there  would  be  a 
total  of  13,785,000  pounds  of  twine  used  for  bind¬ 
ing  the  crops  of  the  Dominion  in  1890,  which,  at  3 
cents  a  pound  additional,  meant  that  $413,550  was 
taken  out  of  the  pockets  of  the  farmer,  not  in 
Customs  taxes,  but  by  the  increased  price  they 
had  to  pay  to  the  combined  manufacturers  of 
twine  on  account  of  the  protective  duty  imposed 
by  the  Government.  In  view  of  these  facts,  I 
hope  that  the  Government  will  look  at  this  matter 
from  a  farmer’s  standpoint.  .The  Conservative 
party  in  this  House  know  that  they  have  not  the 
confidence  of  the  farmers  of  this  country. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Hear,  hear.  Say  that 
again. 

Mr.  MACDONALD  (Huron).  The  Conserva¬ 
tives  of  this  House,  Mr.  Speaker,  know  very  well 
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that  they  have  not  the  confidence  of  the  farmers 
of  this  country.  If  the  votes  of  the  farmers  of 
this  country  were  counted  to-morrow,  T  am  satis¬ 
fied  that  the  members  of  the  Liberal  party  who 
are  sitting  here  would  be  found  to  have  received 
three-fifths  of  them.  Sir,  look  at  the  members  on 
your  right,  and  you  will  find  that  the  largest  ma¬ 
jorities  given  to  them  have  been  from  towns  and 
cities,  and  in  the  last  general  election  we  had  a 
popular  majority  in  Ontario  of  10,000. 

Mr.  FAIRBAIRN.  How  many  farmers  on  your 
side  of  the  House  have  spoken  of  binding  twine  ? 

Mr.  MACDONALD  (Huron).  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  knows  very  well  that  he  could  not  go  into 
South  Victoria  and  tell  the  farmers  there  that  he 
is  opposed  to  the  removal  of  the  duty  on  binding 
twine.  He  knows  very  well  that  the  Patrons  of 
Industry  throughout  the  country,  irrespective  of 
their  political  leanings,  have  in  large  numbers 
petitioned  this  House  for  the  removal  of  this  duty. 
The  hon.  gentleman  who  is  continually  molesting 
me,  knows  well  also  that  the  Farmers’ Institutes  of 
Ontario,  the  most  respectable  and  intelligent  body 
in  the  whole  country,  irrespective  of  party  politics, 
have  expressed  themselves  in  favour  of  the  removal 
of  this  duty.  , 

Mr.  FAIRBAIRN.  Although  I  had  to  contend 
with  this  question,  I  increased  my  majority  201. 

Mr.  MACDONALD  (Huron).  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  knows  that  if  he  consulted  the  interests  of  the 
farmers,  he  would  favour  removing  this  burden  of 
$420,000  from  their  shoulders,  iustead  of  keeping 
it  for  the  sake  of  the  $6,000  revenue  obtained  from 
it. 

Mr.  FERGUSON  (Leeds).  Bosh. 

Mr.  MACDONALD  (Huron).-  Why,  we  have 
the  figures  here  to  prove  that  this  is  the  case.  Let 
these  hon.  gentlemen  dare  to  go  among  the  farmers 
of  the  country  and  speak  against  the  removal  of 
this  duty,  and  they  will  find  that  the  intelligent 
farmers  will  not  justify  their  action  here,  but 
will  hold  them  responsible,  and  send  them  about 
their  business  at  the  next  general  election.  Now, 
I  am  going  to  conclude  by  expressing  the  hope  that 
the  hon.  member  for  Leeds  and  Grenville  (Mr. 
Ferguson)  will  rise  now  and  give  us  some  of  his 
eloquence  on  this  subject.  He  is  a  good  interrupter. 
I  do  not  know  whether  he  is  a  good  orator  or  not, 
but  I  hope  we  shall  hear  now  the  reasons  for  his 
opposition  to  us  on  this  subject.  I  hope  the  Govern¬ 
ment  will  take  this  matter  into  their  consideration 
and  give  the  farmers  relief  from  this  taxation.  Do 
not  make  them  the  beasts  of  burden,  hewers  of 
wood  and  drawers  of  water,  as  they  have  been 
for  many  years  ;  but  give  them  an  opportunity 
to  make  a  living  in  this  country,  lest  more  of  them 
leave  and  go  to  the  United  States.  I  hope  also 
that  the  junior  member  for  Halifax,  who  represents 
the  cordage  combination  in  this  country,  will  now 
give  his  views  of  the  matter,  and  show  if  he  can 
that  it  is  the  interest  of  the  farmers  to  continue 
the  duty  on  binding  twine. 

Mr.  MULOCIv.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  think  it  is  to  be 
regretted  that  we  have  not  had  any  expression  of 
opinion  from  the  Treasury  benches  on  this  impor¬ 
tant  question.  It  received  some  consideration  a 
year  ago,  and  the  House  then  by  a  limited  majority 
voted  down  the  proposition  to  put  binding  twine 
on  the  free  list.  I  am  not  aware  that  the  position 
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of  the  trade  of  manufacturing  the  article  in  question 
has  materially  changed  since  then.  At  that  tune, 
as  to-day,  the  National  Cordage  Company  of  the 
United  States  had  captured  the  trade  both  in 
Canada  and  the  United  States.  At  that  time,  as 
to-day,  the  farmers  of  this  country,  in  respect  of 
this  article,  were  entirely  at  the  mercy  of  a  corpora¬ 
tion,  and  it  happens  a  corporation  of  foreign  origin, 
which  had  succeeded  in  gathering  into  its  fold  all 
the  factories  of  Canada.  It  was  so  stated  on  the 
floor  of  Parliament  last  session,  and  if  any  doubt 
exists  upon  the  subject,  all  one  has  to  do  is  to  read 
as  I  have  read  the  last  annual  report  of  the  National 
Cordage  Company  of  the  United  States,  and  there 
he  will  find  the  statement  that  the  company  has 
succeeded  in  capturing,  I  forget  the  exact  num¬ 
ber,  but  all  the  manufactories  of  Canada,  enume¬ 
rating  them.  Therefore,  the  position  of  the  far¬ 
mers' of  Canada  to-day  in  respect  of  this  article 
is  simply  this  :  that  they  have  to  pay  what¬ 
ever  price  is  exacted  from  them  ;  they  are  not  fiee 
men  ;  and  we  are  told  that  while  we  must  protect 
other  people,  while  we  must  consider  the  interests 
of  those  outside  of  the  country  ,  while  we  must 
carry  on  business  in  Canada,  so  as  not  to  interfere 
with  the  trade  of  England,  yet  we  are  dis¬ 
regarding  the  interests  of  four-fifths  of  the  people  of 
Canada.  I  congratulate  my  hon.  friend  from  A  est 
Assiniboia  (Mr.  Bavin)  on  his  partial  conversion  to 
sound  principles.  It  has  happened  that  since  he 
left  this  House  last  summer,  he  has  received  a 
mandate  from  his  constituents.  The  last  message 
he  got  from  them  before  leaving  for  Ottawa  was  that 
he  must  improve  his  methods  in  the  House— that 
it  would  not  do  to  go  it  blind  as  he  had  done  in  the 
past  with  regard  to  the  National  Policy  all  through. 
Then  he  proceeded  to  congratulate  the  farmers  of 
Ontario  on  their  intelligence  in  seeing  the  matter 
differently  from  his  constituents.  1  he  farmers  of 
Ontario  were  so  intelligent  and  had  such  a  eleai 
irrasp  of  the  National  Policy  in  all  its  bearings,  that 
they  would  not  allow  one  single  item  in  it  to  be 
interfered  with — not  they.  But  at  the  same  time 
his  intelligent  constituents  in  the  North-West  had 
told  him  that  the  duty  on  binding  twine  had  to  be 
removed,  and  so  he  has  come  down  here  able  to 
please  both.  In  other  words,  he  tells  the  Govern¬ 
ment  that  they  should  not  remove  the  duty,  at 
the  same  time  he  squares  himself  with  the 
farmers  of  West  Assiniboia  by  saying  that  he  has 
a  mandate  from  them  which  he  must  obey.  He 
lays  down  the  proposition  that  wherever  a  com¬ 
bination  exists  the  Government  should  step  in  and 
destroy  the  combination  by  removing  the  protec¬ 
tion.  Well,  Sir,  I  will  accept  his  doctrine,  and  if 
the  Government  accepts  it,  what  becomes  of  the 
National  Policy  ?  It  was  only  a  few  days  ago  that 
I  read  in  the  papers  of  Canada — and  undoubtedly 
it  is  a  fact,  because  it  appeared  not  in  Conservative 
papers  alone,  but  pretty  generally  that  the  cotton 
lords  had  captured  the  trade  of  Canada,  and  that 
all  the  cotton  mills  of  Canada  had  now  been  scooped 
in  one  combine  just  as  my  hon.  friend,  the  junior 
member  for  Halifax,  controls  the  cordage  industry 
for  Canada.  What  is  to  become,  if  this  doctrine  of 
combines  is  to  obtain,  of  the  cotton  manufacture  ? 
Now,  if  the  consumer  buys  cotton  he  has  either 
to  pay  the  price  of  the  seller  or  go  without  his 
cotton,  or  with  a  little  shorter  quantity .  W  hat 
is  to  become  of  your  oil  industry  ?  The  oil 
men  have  combined,  and  you  cannot  buy  oil 
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at  competition  prices.  W  hat  lias  the  hon. 
member  for  East  Lambton  to  say  to  this  doc¬ 
trine  of  the  member  for  West  Assiniboia.^  1  he  oil 
trade  must  go  according  to  this  doctrine  i  W  hat  about 
the  smmr  trade?  The  sugar  men  have  combined, 
and  the  vendors  of  sugar  have  got  their  prices. 
What  is  to  become  of  the  glass  industry  ?  It  is 
only  a  short  time  ago  since  the  manufacturers  of 
glass  combined,  and  it  was  only  the  15tli  of  Jan¬ 
uary  last  that  the  manufacturers  of  nails  combined 
again,  and  issued  an  order  to  buyers  of  nails,  that, 
on  and  after  the  15th  of  January  last  they  wouk 
have  to  pay  half  a  cent  a  pound  more  for  three 
inch  nails  and  a  small  increase  in  proportion  on  other 
kinds.  What  will  become  of  ail  the  great  in¬ 
dustries,  the  iron,  sugar,  the  cotton  ?  If  this  doc¬ 
trine  is  to  obtain  they  must  all  go  by  the  board. 

If  the  Government  adopt  the  recommendation  of 
the  hon.  member  for  West  Assiniboia,  if  they 
desire  consistency,  which  of  course  they  do,  they 
will  apply  this  doctrine  in  a  general  way.  As  to 
this  particular  subject  under  discussion,  I  last 
year  presented  a  case,  I  will  admit  imperfectly, 
but  still  as  well  as  I  knew  how.  I  was  able  to  tell 
the  Government  that,  on  the  most  modern  calcula¬ 
tion,  taking  the  official  returns*  as  my  basis,  the 
farmers  of  York  County  paid  at  least  >$10,000  extra 
for  binding  twine  used  last  year.  I  wonder  that 
some  member  of  the  Government  has  not  got  up 
before  this  and  read  the  Trade  and  Navigation  Re- 
turns,  and  told  us  that  as  the  only  amount  collected 
last  year  for  twine  was  >$6,000,  the  whole  amount 
paid  by  the  farmers,  by  reason  of  the  mainten¬ 
ance  of  the  tax,  was  $6,000,  just  as  the  hon.  Minis¬ 
ter  of  Railways  told  us  before  dinner  that  $166 
represented  all  the  tax  on  the  farmers  of  C  anada 
for  fertilizers.  He  was  not  giving  the  House  credit 
for  common  intelligence  in  making  that  observa¬ 
tion,  otherwise  we  would  have  members  of  the 
Government  oil  this  question  also  setting  foith 
as  excuse  for  the  maintenance  of  this  tax  that 
it  was  an  infinitesimal  one.  But  this  tax 
does  not  go  to  the  Government.  You  have 
legalized  the  junior  member  for  Halifax  as  a  trustee 
for  the  cordage  combines  of  Canada.  \  ou 
have  authorized  him  to  collect,  in  the  name  of  the 
cordage  companies,  25  per  cent  from  every  faimei 
in  Canada  for  every  pound  of  twine  he  uses,  and 
to  put  that  extra  25  per  cent  into  his  treasury  to 
be  distributed  amongst  the  interested  parties  in 
that  combine.  That  is  the  system  you  have  estab¬ 
lished.  There  is  a  tax  collector  sitting  m  this 
House  by  the  authority  of  the  Government.  There 
is  an  Act  of  Parliament  enabling  him  to  collect 
taxes  and  not  apply  them  to  the  public  good.  That 
is  the  position  of  the  trade,  and  I  record  my  pro¬ 
test  here,  as  I  have  done  elsewhere,  against  this 
system,  and  as  long  as  we  have  free  institutions, 
as  long  as  the  people  have  a  right  to  be  heard, 
they  have  the  right  to  have  their  voice  listened  to, 
and,  if  their  cause  is  just,  to  have  their  grievances 
redressed.  Last  session  the  people  presented 
their  humble  petitions  to  Parliament  asking 
to  have  this  evil  redressed.  It  was  not  ;  and  the 
consequence  was  a  quarter  of  a  million  dollars,  at 
the  lowest  calculation,  was  taken  out  of  the  pockets 
of  the  farmers  and  placed  in  the  pockets  of  the 
combine  I  have  referred  to  for  one  year’s  opera¬ 
tions,  and  we  are  now  to  enter  on  another  year  s. 
Is  this  to  continue  another  year?  I  think  it  is 
due  to  the  House  and  the  country  that  some  utter- 
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ance  should  be  given  by  the  Government  on  this 
question.  They  may  not  give  it  because  the  appeal 
is  from  this  side  of  the  House  ;  but  if  they  listen 
to  the  appeal  from  their  own  supporters,  who  have 
given  an  unwilling  support  to  the  measure,  they 
will,  at  this  late  hour,  recede  from  the  false  posi¬ 
tion  in  which  they  have  placed  themselves — it  is 
never  too  late  to  reform — and  place  on  the  free 
list  this  article  most  necessary  for  the  proper  carry¬ 
ing  on  of  a  great  industry,  and  specially  entitled  to 
be  placed  at  the  least  cost  in  the  reach  of  consumers. 
Before  sitting  down,  I  will  make  another  statement, 
and  I  will  ask  the  junior  member  for  Halifax  to 
correct  me  if  in  error.  I  am  told  that  cordage  is 
now  being  manufactured  and  exported  at  a  cent 
and  a  half  per  pound  less  than  it  is  sold  to  consumers 
in  Canada.  Is  that  correct  ?  I  have  received  that 
information  from  Halifax,  from  the  constituency 
the  bon.  gentleman  represents.  If  it  is  true  that 
cordage  can  be  manufactured  in  Canada,  and 
exported  and  sold  at  a  cent  and  a  half  a  pound  or 
thereabouts  less  than  it  is  sold  to  the  people  of 
Canada,  what  tale  does  that  tell  ? 

Mr.  STAIRS.  I  have  no  objection  to  answering 
the  lion,  gentleman.  The  case,  as  he  has  put  it,  is 
not  correct.  I  do  not  deny  that  cordage  has  been 
sold  at  a  lower  price  for  export,  but  that  the  same 
quality  of  cordage  is  sold  is  not  correct. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P. E.I. )  Iliad  a  letter  from  a 
Halifax  merchant  myself  in  the  present  month,  in 
which  he  said  he  had  given  orders  for  manilla  rope, 
and  they  were  quoted  for  home  consumption,  1 1 
cents,  and  for  export,  9rr  cents. 

Mr.  STAIRS.  The  lion,  gentleman  would  not 
value  his  own  advice  as  a  lawyer  at  the  same  rate 
as  he  would  the  advice  of  others,  nor,  Mr.  Speaker, 
would  I.  I  would  ask  him  to  apply  the  same 
principle  to  different  articles  of  manufacture. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P. E.I. )  Do  you  deny  that  they 
are  the  same  quality  ? 

Mr.  STAIRS.  Certainly. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P. E.I.)  My  information  is  that 
they  are. 

Mr.  SEMPLE.  If  it  appears  to  be  proved  from 
the  manufacturers’  standpoint  that  the  farmers, 
have  no  more  to  pay  on  account  of  the  duty,  and  if 
it  can  also  be  made  to  appear  that  the  duty  is  of 
no  consequence  to  the  manufacturers,  then  why  not 
adopt  so  reasonable  a  proposition  as  to*  take  off 
this  duty  on  binding  twine  ?  The  farmers  as  a 
body  have  petitioned  for  it,  and  it  is  not  a  party 
question.  The  Farmers’  Institute,  the  Patrons  of 
Industry  and  the  Grangers,  all  of  whom  are  non- 
politigal  bodies,  have  discussed  this  matter  on 
every  available  occasion,  and  have  petitioned  that 
this  duty  should  be  taken  off.  The  organizations 
of  the  farmers  are  unanimous  in  making  this  small 
request  that  the  duty  shall  be  taken  off  binder 
twine.  It  appears,  also,  from  the  small  amount  of 
duty  received  by  the  Government  that  this  is  not 
of  much  importance  to  them,  the  amount  being- 
only  $6,192.  The  only  reasonable  conclusion  is 
that  it  is  the  manufacturers  who  receive  the  bene¬ 
fit,  and  that  the  farmers  must  pay  tens  of  thous¬ 
ands  of  dollars  in  order  that  the  manufacturers 
may  receive  that  advantage.  It  is  the  old 
story  of  the  few  enriched  at  the  expense  of  the 
many.  In  fact,  in  many  parts  of  the  country  on 


small  farms,  the  farmers  consider  the  cost  of 
binding  twine  so  excessive  that  they  consider  it  to 
be  as  profitable  to  bind  their  grain  by  hand  as  to 
bind  with  binding  twine.  It  has  been  very  well 
put  by  the  hon.  gentleman  who  preceded  me  and 
who  showed  clearly  that  one-fourth  of  the  amount 
paid  by  a  farmer  for  binding  twine  goes  into 
the  pockets  of  the  manufacturers.  If  any  part 
of  the  community  requires  some  consideration,  I 
think  it  is  the  farmers.  The  capital  invested  in  that 
industry  is  from  $950,000,000  to  $1,000,000,000, 
so  that,  with  so  large  an  amount  of  capital  invested, 
there  should  be  some  consideration  given  to  the 
farmers  on  a  question  in  regard  to  which  they  are 
unanimous.  They  are  different  from  the  manu¬ 
facturers.  If  the  manufacturers  are  not  prosperous 
or  realizing  as  much  as  they  would  like,  they  come 
before  the  House  and  generally  get  what  they 
want  in  order  to  please  them  up  to  their  heart’s 
desire.  I  think,  when  all  the  farmers  are  unani¬ 
mous  in  asking  for  the  small  matter  of  justice 
involved  in  this  matter,  they  should  receive  it.  I 
saw  a  statement  in  a  newspaper  that  it  was  the 
intention  of  the  Government  to  take  this  duty  off". 
They  have  had  the  friendly  advice  to-night 
of  a  supporter  of  their  own,  and  they  have 
had  the  friendly  advice  of  a  number  of 
members  of  the  Opposition  who  have  stated 
what  is  right  and  just  ;  and,  when  the  tariff 
duties  come  down,  I  hope  a  vote  will  be  taken  and 
that  we  will  know  how  many  of  the  gentlemen  in 
this  House  who  owe  their  seats  to  the  farmers  will 
vote  against  doing  the  farmers  this  simple  act  of 
justice.  It  is  true  that  the  farmers  have  a  great 
amount  of  forbearance  and  forgive  many  their 
transgressions,  but  I  do  not  think  they  will  always 
do  this.  Some  people  appeal  to  the  prejudices  of 
the  farmers,  and  interested  persons  have  tried  to 
throw  dust  into  their  eyes  so  as  to  make  an  issue  dif¬ 
ferent  from  the  correct  one,  but  this  is  doing  an 
injustice  to  a  large  number  of  the  people.  I  did  not 
intend  to  speak  on  this  subject,  but,  as  I  represent 
an  agricultural  community  which  have  held  a  large 
number  of  meetings,  all  of  which  have  been 
unanimous — no  matter  what  shade  of  politics  they 
belong  to — in  the  opinion  that  this  should  be  done. 
While  believing  an  act  of  justice  will  benefit  and 
please  the  farmers  and  will  be  a  decided  move  in 
the  proper  direction,  I  desire  to  express  my  opinion 

that  this  duty  should  be  removed. 

% 

Mr.  GILLMOR.  This  has  been  quite  an  interest¬ 
ing  discussion.  My  hon.  friend  from  Assini- 
boia  (Mr.  Davin)  is  and  always  has  been  a  pro¬ 
tectionist,  but  he  is  opposed  to  combines.  We  may 
have  combines  without  protection,  but  we  are 
likely  to  have  a  great  many  more  with  protection. 
As  to  the  anxiety  of  my  hon.  friends  on  this  side 
of  the  House  about  the  farmers,  who  compose  60 
per  cent  of  the  people  of  Canada,  I  think  we  need 
not  trouble  ourselves  very  much  about  it.  If  the 
farmers  want  the  duty., taken  off  binding  twine, 
they  can  have  that  done  at  the  polls.  They  can  get 
it  if  they  want  it,  but  they  do  not  want  it.  They  like 
being  skinned.  They  are  like  eels ;  they  have  been 
used  to  being  skinned  and  they  rather  like  it.  There 
is  one  man  only  from  Manitoba  and  the  North-West 
opposed  to  this  Government — I  think  he  is  a  free 
trader — there  are  not  very  many  free  traders  in  the 
House  any  way,  but  I  think  this  is  one  of  them — this 
one  has  made  a  great  hullabaloo  about  binding  twine. 
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If  the  farmers  want  the  duty  on  binding  twine 
taken  oft',  they  can  get  it  taken  off.  The  bye-elec¬ 
tions  do  not  indicate  that  the  farmers  do  not  want 
protection.  1  would  give  them  protection  until 
thev  got  sick  of  it.  There  is  no  doubt  that  this  is 
a  most  infamous  combination,  and  I  should  think 
the  Government  would  look  to  it.  The  object  of 
protection  is  to  start  new  industries  and  to  give 
work  to  our  own  people.  What  is  the  effect  of  the 
combination  in  St.  John  ?  There  was  a  cordage 
factory  there  which  employed  30  or  40  or  50  men,  but 
now  it  is  closed  ;  it  is  sold  out  ;  not  a  man  gets  any 
employment  there.  This  American  combine  has 
bought  it  up,  and  so  it  has  the  Halifax  factory,  but  I 
believe  they  are  still  running  there.  There  is  one 
little  cordage  factory  in  St.  John  which  is  not  bought 
out.  Mr.  Anderson  has  been  making  cordage  there 
nearly  fifty  years,  with  five  of  his  own  family  and 
one  or  two  hired  men.  He  still  holds  on  making 
rope,  and  this  cordage  combine  undertook  to  break 
him  up  and  shut  him  down.  In  order  to  do  that 
they  put  down  the  price  of  lath  ties  to  four  cents 
a  pound,  less  than  the  material  coets  to  make 
it.  Because  he  would  not  sell  out  to  them  they  un¬ 
dertook  to  shut  him  up  by  putting  down  the  price 
on  that  article,  and  they  lost  thousands  of  dollars 
without  getting  a  cent  of  benefit,  and  at  last  they 
had  to  raise  their  price  again.  They  lost  thousands 
and  thousands  of  dollars  and  failed  in  their  attempt 
to  buy  out  this  small  industry  ;  they  could  not 
bribe  him  to  sell  out,  though  they  offered  him  all 
sorts  of  inducements.  When  they  could  not  get 
him  to  do  it  they  said  :  Y  ou  will  hear  from  us  ;  and 
how  did  that  industry  hear  from  them  ?  They 
heard  from  the  combine  by  the  combine  putting 
the  price  of  one  article  of  lath  ties  which 
they  manufactured  down  to  four  cents  a 
pound,  really  lower  than  the  cost  of  the  raw 
material  before  it  was  worked.  The  Government 
ought  to  look  after  a  matter  of  this  kind*  They 
say  they  are  getting  the  cordage  manufacturers,  by 
this  protective  policy,  to  make  work  for  the 
people,  to  keep  the  people  at  home.  Why  do  they 
allow  a  great  American  combine  to  come  over  here 
and  buy  up  all  the  manufacturers  of  Canada  ? 
They  have  a  capital  now,  I  believe,  of  $ 17,000,000, 
and  they  are  getting  control  of  all  the  rope,  and 
all  the  binding  twine,  and  all  the  hemp  that  is 
used  in  the  Dominion  of  Canada  and  the  United 
States,  and  closing  up  our  small  industries.  Mr. 
Connors,  the  other  proprietor  of  that  rope 
manufactory  in  St.  John,  is  investing  no  capital, 
he  has  sold  out,  and  the  men  whom  he  employed 
have  gone  somewhere  else  to  find  work.  I  do  not 
know  how  it  is  in  Halifax  ;  I  believe  that  is  running, 
but  the  others  have  closed  up.  And  so  this  system 
has  worked.  You  talk  about  protection  !  Why, 
the  whole  thing  is  a  fraud,  the  whole  thing  is 
based  upon  selfishness,  upon  greed,  upon  theft, 
upon  stealing  by  law.  The  whole  thing  is  an 
appeal  to  the  selfishness  of  human  nature,  from 
beginning  to  end.  Every  industry  that  is  pro¬ 
tected  successfully,  can  combine,  and  they  will 
combine,  and  they  do  combine,  and  they  have 
combined.  And  this  is  a  huge  combination. 
I  would  like  to  read  an  article  I  saw 
in  the  papers  to  show  how  they  combine,  and  how 
the  lion,  member  for  Halifax  was  a  member  of  that 
combine  that  visited  St.  John  and  tried  to  get  that 
industry  to  come  into  the  combination — I  have 
been  so  informed,  I  do  not  wish  to  misrepresent 
Mr.  Gillmor. 


him,  but  I  have  been  informed  that  he  visited  that 
small  manufactory  carried  on  by  Mr.  Anderson,, 
and  they  promised  to  assist  him  by  machinery,  Be¬ 
cause  he  was  making  his  ropes  in  a  humble  way 
without  much  machinery.  He  has  continued  over 
a  period  of  more  than  40  years  to  carry  on 
his  industry,  and  they  tried  to  close  him  up.  Mr. 
Speaker,  my  lion,  friend  from  Assiniboia  is  a  pro¬ 
tectionist,  but  he  comes  down  on  this  tax  because 
a  combination  has  grown  out  of  it.  What  other 
industry  of  any  considerable  importance  has  not 
entered  into  a  combination  ?  Has  not  the  cotton 
industry  gone  into  a  combination  ?  Have  not 
nearly  all  the  manufacturers  gone  into  a  combina¬ 
tion,  and  now  they  are  getting  protectionists  on  the 
other  side  of  the  line— they  have  got  tired,  or  run 
out  there,  to  some  extent — to  come  here  and  start 
their  industries.  I  do  not  want  any  American 
capitalists  to  come  in  here,  if  they  are  going  to  be 
protected,  to  plunder  Canadians.  Go  down  to  the 
city  of  Montreal  and  you  will  find  how  they  come 
over.  After  skinning  the  people  in  the  United 
States,  they  come  here  and  begin  to  make  Mother 
W  inslow’s  Soothing  Syrup,  and  that  is  protected  ; 
and  Diamond  Dyes,  .and  that  is  protected  ;  and 
some  sort  of  lacteal  food,  and  that  is  protected  ; 
and  all  the  humbugs  and  nostrums  you  can  think 
of.  They  come  in  here  and  skin  the  Canadians, 
and  after  making  their  money  they  return  to  the 
States.  Why  is  not  Canada  more  of  a  country  than 
she  is  ?  I  am  a  Canadian,  and  I  want  Canada  to 
prosper,  but  Canada  can  never  prosper  under  pro¬ 
tection,  Canada  can  never  prosper  unless  the  res¬ 
trictions  upon  her  trade  are  removed.  Why  has  not 
Canada  more  than  five  millions  of  people  ?  One 
hundred  years  ago  Canada,  the  colonies  that  did 
not  revolt,  started  out  with  as  good  material  as  the 
United  States.  Those  in  the  colonies  that  did  not 
revolt,  came  into  Canada  a  hundred  years  ago,  and 
where  are  their  descendants  now  ?  How  do  we 
stand  as  compared  with  our  brethren  on  the  other- 
side  of  the  line  ?  Have  we  not  got  a  country  here 
that  will  yet  contain  teeming  millions  of  people — 
and  there  is  no  increase.  It  is  no  use  to  talk  about 
progress,  and  about  prosperity  in  Canada.  It  does 
not  exist.  True,  there  is  not  much  poverty,  and 
there  are  not  many  people.  If  there  was  as  many 
people  as  there  are  in  the  States,  there  would  be 
poverty  and  starvation.  But  there  are  not  many 
people,  and  in  order  to  make  your  protection  a 
success,  yen  have  to  keep  very  few  people,  mighty 
few  people,  you  cannot  keep  many  under  your 
system.  However,  protection  seems  to  suit  Canada, 
the  people  seem  to  like  it,  and  our  friends  opposite* 
seem  to  like  it.  But  they  do  not  say  much  about 
binding  twine,  I  think  they  must  have  committed 
themselves  on  that  during  the  campaign.  If  they 
have,  of  course  the  Government  can  afford  to  take 
that  off,  they  have  got  revenue  enough  without  it. 
If  the  farmers  of  Canada  wanted  binding  twine  free 
as  much  as  the  fishermen  of  the  Maritime  Provinces 
want  it  free,  they  would  get  it.  The  fishermen, 
wanted  free  twine,  and  they  got  it,  and  when  the 
farmers  want  it  they  can  get  it. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

RUNNING  PRIVILEGES  OVER  THE  INTER¬ 
COLONIAL  RAILWAY. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  moved  for  : 

Copies  of  all  letters,  telegrams  and  correspondence  re¬ 
lating  to  the  use  by  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  of  run- 
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ning  privileges  over  the  Intercolonial  Railway  between 
Halifax  and  St.  John  ;  and  copies  of  all  agreements  be¬ 
tween  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  and  the  Interco¬ 
lonial  Railway,  or  any  department  or  officer  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  of  Canada  relating  to  the  running  privileges 
given  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  over  the  Inter¬ 
colonial  Railway  and  to  the  payments  to  be  made  there¬ 
for  ;  and  also,  of  all  agreements  for  the  payments  by  the 
Intercolonial  Railway  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
for  the  cars  and  engines  of  the  latter  run  over  the  Inter¬ 
colonial  Railway. 

He  said  :  My  object  is  simply  to  obtain  information 
as  to  the  amount  that  I  suppose  was  paid  by  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  for  the  privileges  that 
were  given  of  running  over  the  Intercolonial  Rail¬ 
way,  and  the  agreement  that  was  entered  into 
between  the  two  companies.  I  gathered  to-day  from 
the  answer  given  by  the  Minister  of  PublicWorks 
to  the  question  I  had  on  the  Order  Paper  that 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  do  not  pay  anything 
for  these  running  privileges,  but  they  pay  a  small 
amount  to  them  per  diem  per  car,  for  the  cars  they 
run.  The  question  I  had  on  the  Order  Paper  was  : 
What  is  the  total  amount  already  paid  them  ?  But 
the  hon.  gentleman  did  not  answer  the  question  in 
that  way.  He  merely  aswered  that  they  paid  so 
much  per  car.  Now,  I  am  very  anxious  to  get  the 
facts  in  connection  with  their  agreement.  The 
condition  of  the  Intercolonial  Railway  is  in  a  more 
lamentable  state  than  that  of  any  other  public 
work  of  Canada,  in  fact  it  is  simply  appalling. 
Already,  for  the  seven  months  of  the  year,  the 
deficit  has  been  $600, 000  odd,  or  at  the  rate  of 
$1,000,000  a  year.  Either  it  is  being  run  in 
the  interest  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway, 
and  for  the  purpose  of  handing  it  over  liolus 
bolus  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  at  an  early 
date,  or  it  is  being  run  at  a  frightful  rate  of  ex¬ 
travagance.  Now,  the  late  acting  Minister  of 
Railways  made  a  pilgrimage  into  the  Maritime 
Provinces  this  last  summer  for  the  purpose  of  ex¬ 
amining  into  the  condition  of  the  Intercolonial 
Railway.  We  have  never  had  his  report  yet.  My 
motion  is  for  the  purpose  of  getting  that  report,  if 
report  he  made,  as  I  assume  he  did.  But  it  is 
within  the  recollection  of  every  hon.  gentleman 
from  the  Maritime  Provinces  that  after  he  returned 
to  Ottawa  an  order  was  made — at  any  rate  the 
newspapers  said  so—  having  for  its  object  the 
placing  of  that  road  on  somewhat  of  a  commercial 
basis.  Some  five  or  six  hundred  voters  who  were 
kept  in  the  pay  of  the  Government  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  voting  in  the  elections,  were  to  be  dis¬ 
missed — so  the  newspapers  reported.  I  thought 
myself  that  the  hon.  gentleman,  whom  I  see 
opposite,  the  hon.  member  for  Albert  (Mr.  Weldon), 
who  last  year  contended  very  strenuously  in  this 
House  that  the  Intercolonial  Railway  should  be 
placed  in  the  hands  of  a  Commission,  apart 
altogether  from  politicians,  and  political  acts 
eliminated  from  it,  and  that  the  road  should 
be  run  on  a  commercial  basis,— I  thought,  judging 
from  the  remarks  he  made  that  he  would  have 
been  one  of  the  first  to  support  any  hon. 
Minister  in  reducing  extravagance  on  that 
road.  He  may  have  done  so ;  I  do  not  know. 
We  shall  see  ;  but  the  newspapers  credited  him 
with  being  one  of  a  deputation  that  waited  on 
the  Government  to  request  the  withdrawal  of  the 
obnoxious  order  removing  unnecessary  men.  He 
will  be  able  to  say  whether  the  newspaper  reports 
are  correct  or  not.  The  newspaper  criticisms  lead 
us  to  believe  that  from  top  to  bottom  this  railway 


is  managed  and  operated  on  principles  antagonistic 
to  commercial  ones,  that  it  is  to-day  run  as  a  political 
machine  from  Moncton  to  Halifax,  that  the  men 
are  kept  there,  not  because  they  are  required  to  do 
the  work,  but  a  very  large  number  of  unnecessary 
men  are  kept  there,  and  if  it  should  turn  out  to  be 
true  that  the  Minister  did  recommend  the  removal 
of  400  or  500  or  even  250  men,  that  impression  on 
the  mind  of  the  public  will  be  to  some  extent  justi¬ 
fied.  I  am  speaking  now  from  newspaper  reports 
entirely.  They  have  not  been  contradicted.  The 
telegrams  came  down  that  orders  had  been  issued 
for  the  dismissal  of  a  large  number  of  men,  and  sub¬ 
sequently  that  the  hon.  member  for  Albert  and  others 
waited  on  the  Government  and  sought  to  induce  them 
to  withdraw  the  order ;  and  beyond  that  Parliament 
has  no  information,  and  I  have  no  information.  If 
these  reports  are  untrue,  I  shall  be  glad  to  have 
them  contradicted,  and  if  true,  I  shall  be  glad  to 
have  the  official  papers  so  that  the  House  may 
take  cognizance  of  the  matter  and  discuss  it  fully. 
Everybody  knows  this  matter  cannot  go  on  as  at 
present.  Everybody  knows  we  cannot  have  the 
Intercolonial  Railway  sinking  $1,000,000  a  year, 
and  it  is  rumoured  that  arrangements  made  between 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  and  the  Intercolonial 
Railway  are  entirely  in  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail¬ 
way’s  interests.  It  is  known  that  the  Government 
permit  agents  of  the  Intercolonial  Railway  at  the 
different  stations  to  be  agents  of  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway.  It  is  believed  these  agents  work  in 
the  interests  of  their  special  employers,  and  not  in 
the  interests  of  those  who  permanently  employ 
them.  Whether  it  is  so  or  not,  I  do  not  know  ;  but 
we  do  know  there  must  be  a  leakage  of  an  extra¬ 
ordinary,  abnormal,  and  dreadful  character  which 
this  road  never  coidd  create  if  fairly  operated. 
Last  year  the  hon.  member  for  Albert  (Mr.  Weldon) 
made  a  speech  in  which  he  claimed  that  this  road 
should  be  placed  altogether  outside  the  reach  of 
politicians. 

Mr.  WELDON  (Albert.)  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.  E.  I. )  The  hon.  gentleman 
cheers  that  statement.  He  desires  the  road  to  be 
placed  in  the  hands  of  Commissioners  appointed 
during  life  or  good  behaviour,  in  the  hands  of  a  Com¬ 
mission  from  which  political  influences  are  to  be 
entirely  eliminated.  The  road  was  to  be  run  the  same 
as  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  on  commercial 
principles,  and  the  hope  was  indulged  in  that  if  that 
plan  were  adopted  and  carried  out,  instead  of  having 
a  deficit  running  from  $300,000  to  $500,000,  the  road 
would  be  able  to  meet  its  expenses.  What  is  the 
consequence  ?  There  was  a  deficit  of  $360,000  for  the 
corresponding  seven  months  last  year  and  $600,000 
or$700,000  for  the  seven  months  ending  29th  Febru¬ 
ary  last.  Everyone  must  regret  that  owing  to  the 
absence  of  proper  control,  owing  to  the  road  being 
run  in  the  interests  either  of  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  designedly  and  wilfully  or  recklessly  and 
without  proper  control,  thisfgreat  deficit  has  arisen, 
because  it  is  not  possible  to  have  a  deficit  running 
up  to  $1,000,000  if  the  officials  of  the  road  are  de¬ 
voting  themselves  to  running  it  in  the  public 
instead  of  in  political  interests.  In  Halifax  there 
are  an  enormous  number  of  employes  who  are 
ready  to  vote  on  a  proper  occasion.  In  Moncton 
it  is  the  same.  I  hope  that  when  the  papers  come 
down  we  shall  be  able  to  form  a  correct  opinion 
both  with  regard  to  the  arrangement  with  the 
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Canadian  Pacific  Railway  and  the  Intercolonial 
Railway,  and  the  motion  will  have  the  effect  of 
inducing  responsible  parties  to  make  a  statement 
with  respect  to  the  newspaper  comments  in  order 
that  we  may  know  whether  the  Minister  did  report 
in  favour  of  dismissing  a  large  number  of  employes 
and  was  checked  in  doing  so  owing  to  the  actions  of 
influential  supporters  in  this  House. 

Mr.  WELDON  (Albert).  I  feel  it  proper  to  say 
a  word  or  t  wo  seeing  that  my  name  was  referred  to 
by  the  member  for  Queen’s,  Prince  Edward  Island 
(Mr.  Davies)  who  has  moved  this  motion.  That 
lion,  gentleman  has  done  me  the  honour  to  refer  to 
a  speech  I  made  during  the  last  session  of  Parliament, 
urging  the  placing  of  the  Intercolonial  Railway  in 
the  hands  of  a  non- political  commission  secured  by 
statute,  with  appointments  running  for  a  term  of 
years,  which  commission  should  have  control  of 
this  railway  with  the  effect  that  the  influence  of 
members  of  Parliament  would  be  taken  away,  and 
the  road  should  be  managed,  not  politically,  but  on 
commercial  principles.  I  take  occasion  to-night  to 
say  that  while  I  will  not  open  an  argument  on  this 
question,  I  stand  by  every  word  I  spoke  in  that 
debate.  I  spoke  my  full  and  free  mind.  I  believed 
in  what  I  then  said,  and  a  year’s  reflection  and 
some  additional  study  of  the  reports  of  railway 
commissions  in  the  colonies,  and  especially  the 
report  of  one  of  those  colonies  which  has  made  the 
experiment  during  the  longest  period,  confirmed 
me  in  the  soundness  of  my  argument  last  year, 
and  before  this  session  closes  I  shall  endeavour 
to  address  an  argument  to  the  same  effect 
in  this  House,  whether  with  a  better  result 
than  last  year,  I  do  not  know.  I  am  perfectly 
convinced  from  our  experience  of  this  railway  last 
year,  that  we  will  soon  be  driven  to  make  this 
experiment.  I  have  given  careful  study  to  the 
financial  condition  of  the  Intercolonial  Railway 
during  the  year,  some  study  to  the  accounts,  and 
from  what  I  have  learned,  I  have  not  come  to  the 
conclusion  that  the  deficit  will  be  as  large  as  one 
million,  but  I  am  told  that  it  will  be  very  large, 
somewhat  larger,  I  fear,  than  last  year.  I  deplore 
it,  as  I  stated  some  months  ago,  and  I  think  it,  in 
considerable  measure,  arises  from  political  manage¬ 
ment.  I  endeavoured,  in  the  argument  I  presented 
a  year  ago,  to  point  out  that  this  railway  appeared 
in  the  discussion  when  Mr.  Mackenzie  was  Minister 
and  when  Sir  Charles  Tapper  was  Minister,  and 
the  latter  hon.  gentleman’s  record  was  phenomenally 
successful  in  regard  to  the  reduction  of  deficit.  He 
wiped  out  the  deficit  in  two  or  three  years. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.  I.)  By  charging  capital  ac¬ 
count  to  expenditure. 

Mr.  WELDON.  I  will  not  argue  the  question 
now,  but  if  it  explains  any  part  of  it  it  explains 
only  a  small  part.  I  will  not  as  I  said,  argue  the 
question  now,  although  I  am  prepared  to  do  so  at 
another  time  when  that  question  is  more  fairly  be¬ 
fore  us  on  the  merits.  V  hen  Sir  John  Macdonald 
was  Minister  and  when  Mr.  Pope  was  Minister  it 
had  but  one  record.  I  know  that  hon.  members  and 
Ministers  differ  from  me,  but  I  give  as  the  result 
of  my  study  of  the  question,  that  the  cause  is 
largely  due  to  this  :  that  the  road  has  been  under 
both  parties  and  in  all  times  in  some  degree  encum¬ 
bered  and  retarded  with  political  management, 
which  I  think  is  relatively  a  wasteful  and  inefficient 
management  as  compared  with  the  best  obtainable 
Mr.  Davies  (P.E. I.) 


management.  I  shall  say  little  about  the  question 
now,  because  I  shall  have  more  to  say  on  it  at  a 
later  stage  of  this  session.  A  word  with  reference 
to  another  matter  personal  to  myself.  As  to  the 
representations  that  the  hon.  member  from  Queen’s 
(Mr.  Davies)  says  he  has  sent  me  with  respect  to 
my  conduct  and  action  with  reference  to  the  dis¬ 
missals  at  Moncton - 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.  E. I. )  And  Halifax. 

Mr.  WELDON.  Y  es ;  I  did  not  know  about 
this.  In  reference  to  that  matter,  I  feel,  however, 
that  I  should  state  openly  in  the  House — whether 
it  be  prudent  or  imprudent  I  do  not  know — what  I 
said  to  the  Minister  privately,  and  that  is  :  that 
I  thought  that  the  dismissing  of  hundreds  of  men 
at  two  weeks’  notice  was  a  hasty  measure.  I  asked 
for  consideration,  and  I  asked  for  delay,  and  I  say 
here  now  what  I  said  to  the  Minister  then,  that  in 
my  judgment,  based  upon  the  local  circumstances 
of  the  case,  and  on  some  knowledge  of  the  condi¬ 
tion  of  the  shops— I  speak  of  M  oncton  where  most 
of  the  men  were— I  say  here  to-night,  publicly, 
that  in  my  judgment  it  would  be  wiser,  and  in  the 
long  run  better  and  much  more  advisable,  if,  in¬ 
stead  of  dismissing  five  hundred  men,  the  dis¬ 
missals  were  limited  to  two  hundred,  and  these 
the  less  efficient  of  the  men,  and  if  the  remaining 
three  hundred  were  kept  employed  at  repairing  cars, 
which  are  not  now  fully  employed,  and  in  repairing 
engines,  which  are  not  now  fully  employed,  the 
system  would  be  better  all  round,  and  would  be 
carried  out  with  the  result  that  a  large  number  of 
men  would  not  be  suddenly  and  somewhat  harshly 
dismissed,  and  further,  that  it  would  allow  a 
shrinkage  in  the  number  of  employes  by  death,  the 
removal  of  restless  men  who  move  about  from  one 
place  to  another,  and  dismissals  for  cause.  This  would 
accomplish  in  a  few  months,  or  in  a  year  at  the 
outside,  about  what  the  Minister  is  seeking  to  be 
accomplished  by  his  rigorous  measure.  In  the 
main  I  am  bound  to  say — and  I  believe  the  Min¬ 
ister  will  corroborate  what  I  do  say — that  I  felt 
bound  to  support  him  for  the  reasons  given  last 
year.  This  is  my  answer  to  the  personal  charge. 
I  believe  the  number  of  men  on  the  road  was  large, 
I  believe  it  will  always  be  large  under  political 
management,  and  I  believe  the  abuse  will  be  twice 
as  great  if  to-morrow  we  were  to  put  the  gentlemen 
across  the  House  into  power,  and  place  the  gentle¬ 
man  who  has  spoken  in  the  position  of  Minister  of 
Railways. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  The  hon.  member  for  Albert 
(Mr.  Weldon)  has  told  us  in  fact  that  according  to 
some  information  which  the  Minister  of  Railways 
had,  there  is  a  small  army  of  unnecessary  em¬ 
ployes  on  the  Intercolonial  Railway. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E. I.)  Five  hundred. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Yes,  a  little  more  than  the 
full  strength  of  an  ordinary  regiment.  Notwith¬ 
standing,  the  member  for  Albert  (Mr.  \V  eldon) 
thought  it  advisable  not  to  have  them  dismissed 
summarily,  and  I  commend  his  goodness  of  heart 
for  this. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E. I.)  Particularly  in  view  of 
the  fact  that  there  was  a  bye-election  in  Halifax. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  The  circumstance  which  my 
lion,  friend  reminds  me  of,  that  there  was  a  bye- 
election  in  Halifax,  in  no  way,  lam  sure,  affected 
the  opinion  of  the  lion,  gentleman  as  expressed  to 
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the  Minister.  But,  unfortunately  there  are  some 
tax  payers  in  this  country  who  have  got  to  pay  the 
bill  for  bye-elections  in  Halifax  and  so  on.  I  find 
that  according  to  the  Public  Accounts  there  was  a 
deficit  on  the  Intercolonial  Railway  for  the  fiscal  year- 
ending  15th  June,  1890,  of  $553,392.05  ;  or  over  half 
a  million  of  deficit  in  one  year  on  a  road  about  800 
miles  in  length.  And  as  if  that  were  not  enough, 
I  find  that  for  the  year  closing  the  30th  June,  1891 , 
that  deficit  had  gone  up  to  $084,946.  In  other 
words  I  find  that  the  working  expenses  of  this  road 
under  Government  management  amounts  to  about 
120  per  cent  of  the  gross  receipts.  Ordinarily  it  is 
thought  that  65  or  70  per  cent  of  the  receipts  of  an 
established  railway,  represents  a  liberal  allowance 
for  working  expenses,  but  here  we  have  a  Govern¬ 
ment  railway  absorbing  all  the  gross  receipts  and 
nearly  20  per  cent  more.  Why,  it  is  worse  than 
the  Caraquet  Railway.  It  is  the  worst  showing, 
I  fancy,  that  ever  disgraced  a  country,  and  if  this 
were  not  bad  enough,  the  figures  furnished  for  six 
months  ending  the  1st  February  last  are  infinitely 
worse.  I  find  in  the  reply  to  the  question  put  by  the 
lion,  member  for  South  Oxford  (Sir  Richard  Cart¬ 
wright)  that  the  deficit  for  the  six  months  ending  the 
1st  February,  1892,  was  $37 1,1 42  greater  than  it  was 
for  the  corresponding  period  of  last  year.  While 
last  year  the  deficit  exceeded  that  of  the  previous 
year  by  over  $100,000,  for  the  six  months  of  the 
year  not  yet  completed,  the  gross  deficit  is  $645,- 
843.02  or  $371 ,142.67  greater  than  it  was  last  year. 
Notwithstanding  all  this,  we  are  told  there  are  on 
the  Intercolonial  Railway  five  hundred  men  or 
thereabouts  too  many.  How  comes  it  that  this 
enormous  increase  happened  last  year  ;  how  comes 
this  enormous  increase  during  the  year  of  a  gen¬ 
eral  election  ?  How  comes  it  that  the  increase 
incurred  during  the  last  six  months  during  bye- 
elections  in  the  Maritime  Provinces  ?  There  is  not 
a  man  on  the  other  side  of  the  House  who  offers 
an  explanation.  We  are  told  that  it  is  necessary 
to  tax  enormously  the  people  of  Canada  to  main¬ 
tain  the  administration  of  the  Government  on  that 
basis  ;  that  it  is  necessary  for  the  glory  of  Canada 
to  maintain  a  tariff  policy  that  enables  these  things 
to  be  done.  It  is  wicked,  it  is  unjustifiable,  it  is 
a  disgrace  to  the  Administration,  and  if  it  is  not 
^remedied  soon  I  trust  that  steps  will  be  taken  to 
remove  a  Government  that  is  so  untrue  to  the  best 
interests  of  the  country. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  There  cannot  be  the  slightest 
objection  to  bring  down  all  the  papers  asked  for  by 
the  hon.  gentleman  in  reference  to  the  agreement 
made  between  the  Intercolonial  Railway  and  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  for  running  power  over 
that  road.  As  you  know,  we  subsidized  or  assisted 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  for  the  purpose  of 
having  communication  between  older  Canada  and 
the  ports  of  St.  John,  St.  Andrews  and  Halifax,  and 
in  order  to  allow  them  to  make  use  of  it,  we  enter¬ 
ed  into  a  traffic  arrangement  by  which  they  were 
permitted  to  carry  traffic  over  our  Intercolonial 
Railway.  The  agreement  is  simply  with  reference 
to  rolling  stock.  We  give  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  the  power  of  running  over  the  Intercolonial 
Railway.  They  do  not  use  their  own  engines,  and 
we  pay  them  the  usual  rates  when  we  use  their 
freight  and  passenger  cars.  The  deficit  in  the  pre¬ 
ceding  part  of  the  year  was  caused  mainly  by  large 
abnormal  expenditures  which  were  made  upen  the 


road  at  that  time.  They  did  amount,  as  the  hon. 
gentleman  says,  to  an  enormous  sum  ;  but  when  he 
sees  the  expenditure  for  the  remaining  months  of  the 
year,  he  will  find  that  the  deficit  will  not  amount  to 
nearly  what  he  expects  it  will.  I  hope  that  from  this 
out  the  road,  under  proper  management,  will  show 
no  such  enormous  deficit  as  it  has  done  in  the  past. 
I  hope  that  the  expenditure  and  the  receipts  will 
nearly  balance.  In  order  that  this  result  may  lie 
reached,  there  must  be  extensive  changes  in  the 
management  of  the  road  ;  there  must  be  a  large 
reduction  in  the  staff,  and  a  reduction  in  the 
number  of  trains  run.  The  hon.  gentleman  accuses 
us  with  being  influenced  by  members  supporting 
the  Government,  not  to  carry  out  certain  dismissals 
on  the  road,  but  the  facts  of  the  matter  have  been 
fully  explained  by  the  hon.  member  for  Albert 
(Mr.  Weldon).  I  do  not  remember  that  I  had  even 
a  conversation  with  that  hon.  gentleman  upon  the 
subject.  A  notice  was  simply  sent  to  the  different 
employes  whose  services  would  not  be  required, 
under  the  management  which  was  to  ensue  for  the 
purpose  of  greater  economy,  and  with  the  view  of 
making  the  receipts  and  expenditure  nearly 
balance.  Some  of  my  friends  urged  that  perhaps 
the  notice  was  too  short. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.  E.  I.)  To  take  place  before  the 
bve-elections. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  No,  the  bye-elections  were 
over.  As  to  the  statement  of  the  hon.  gentleman 
as  to  the  Intercolonial  Railway  agents  being  used 
as  agents  for  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  the  in¬ 
structions  given  to  them  are  entirely  to  the  con¬ 
trary.  They  are  instructed  not  to  ask  for  freight 
either  for  the  Grand  Trunk  or  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  ;  but  when  a  person,  wishing  to  send 
goods  on  the  railway,  asks  for  the  rates  over  the 
different  routes,  the  instructions  to  the  agents  are 
to  give  them,  and  on  no  account  to  tout  for  freight 
or  passengers  over  one  line  or  the  other.  There 
can  be  no  objection  to  bringing  down  the  agree¬ 
ment,  and  when  it  comes  it  will  be  found  to  be  a 
simple  traffic  agreement  as  to  the  conveyance  of 
freight  and  passengers  along  the  line  of  the  road. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  We  shall  all 
be  exceedingly  glad  if  the  hon.  gentleman  carries 
out  these  promises  of  retrenchment  which  he 
makes  to  the  House.  We  have  heard  them  before, 
and  we  know  how  they  have  been  carried  out  be¬ 
fore.  As  to  the  present  condition  of  the  Inter¬ 
colonial  Railway,  I  will  only  say  this,  that,  if  it 
can  be  found  possible,  as  the  hon.  gentleman  seems 
to  intimate,  to  decrease  the  number  of  employes 
by  several  hundreds,  that  is,  in  itself,  about  as 
clear  evidence  as  could  be  given  of  the  extrava¬ 
gance,  and  the  reasons  for  the  extravagance,  in 
the  past  management  of  the  road.  As  1113^  hon. 
friend  has  pointed  out,  the  expenditure  on  this 
road  is  out  of  all  proportion.  I  do  not  think 
another  case  of  a  railway  in  which  the  expen¬ 
diture  was  twenty  or  thirty  per  cent  above  the 
total  receipts  has  ever  been  known,  and  I  may 
remind  the  House  that  all  the  time  this  huge  ex- 
penditure  011  ordinary  account  has  been  going,  we 
have  seen  very  great  additions  continually  made  to 
the  capital  account  of  the  Intercolonial,  which  now 
stands  at  a  great  many  millions  more  than  it  did 
at  the  time  Mr.  Mackenzie  proposed  to  close  that 
account.  Then,  Sir,  1  think  that  the  arrangement 
hinted  at  by  the  hon.  Minister  of  Railways  between 
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the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  and  the  Intercolonial 
Railway  is,  to  say  the  least,  one  of  a  very  extraor¬ 
dinary  character.  As  a  rule,  it  would  be  very 
much  more  to  the  interest  of  the  Intercolonial 
Railway  that  the  traffic  which  passes  over  it  should 
be  carried  for  as  long  a  distance  as  possible  over 
the  Intercolonial  line,  which  connects  with  the 
Grand  Trunk  instead  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail¬ 
way.  What  I  understand  to  have  been  done  by 
the  Government  of  Canada  has  been  this— first  of 
all,  largely  to  subsidize  a  road  passing  through 
foreign  territory,  through  the  State  of  Maine,  for  the 
purpose  of  cutting  the  throat  of  the  Intercolonial 
in  which  we  have  invested  over  $50,000,000,  in 
which  they  appear  to  have  been  most  notably 
successful,  whatever  their  policy  may  have  been,  for 
they  have  succeeded  in  rendering  it  about  as  useless 
an  asset  as  they  possibly  have  ;  and  they  are  now 
aiding  and  assisting  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
— because  it  amounts  to  that — in  diverting  the 
traffic  from  the  Intercolonial  for  the  benefit  of 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  As  I  understand 
these  agents  along  the  line  of  the  Intercolonial  are 
the  paid  agents  of  the  Government,  paid  to  obtain 
and  conduct  traffic  on  the  Intercolonial  road. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  Yes. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Well,  I  think 
it  would  be  for  the  interest  of  the  people  of  Canada 
who  own  the  Intercolonial  Railway  that  the  traffic 
should  be  as  far  as  possible  drawn  along  that  line, 
and  if  you  throw  it  instead  upon  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway,  you  most  assuredly  deprive  the 
Intercolonial  Railway  of  a  considerable  proportion 
of  the  traffic  it  would  otherwise  enjoy. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  There  is  a  similar  arrange¬ 
ment  with  the  Grand  Trunk. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  understand 
that.  It  is  in  the  interest  of  the  people  of  Canada 
that  the  agents  of  the  Intercolonial  Railway  should 
l>e  employed  to  send  the  traffic  as  much  as  possible 
over  the  Intercolonial  Railway,  and  for  that  reason 
— not  for  any  preference  to  one  road  over  another — 
it  is  more  profitable  to  send  it  by  the  Grand  Trunk. 
Every  lion,  gentleman  who  knows  anything  of  the 
subject  knows  that.  Sir,  the  whole  business  shows 
in  the  clearest  possible  way  what  we  have  gained 
for  ourselves  by  deliberately  subsidizing  a  road,  as 
we  did  in  the  case  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway, 
to  cut  the  throat  of  a  road  which  we  own  our¬ 
selves,  and  in  which  we  have  invested  over  $50,- 
000,000. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

STANDING  COMMITTEES. 

Mr.  ROWELL.  With  the  consent  of  the  House, 
I  desire  to  make  a  motion  to  add  the  members 
introduced  to-day  and  yesterday  to  the  different 
committees.  I  have  shown  the  proposition  I  riro- 
pose  to  make  to  the  leader  of  the  Opposition,  who 
has  consented  to  the  same.  I  move  : 

That  the  following  members  be  added  to  the  Select 
Standing  Committees  : — Mr.  Boyle,  Railways  and  Canals, 
Banking  and  Commerce,  Public  Accounts;  Mr.  Gillies, 
Railways  and  Canals,  Banking  and  Commerce,  Private 
Bills;  Mr.  Pridham,  Agriculture  and  Colonization, 
Expiring  Laws,  Standing  Orders. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Sir  Richard  Cartwright. 


SUPPLY7 — THE  BUDGET. 

House  resumed  adjourned  debate  on  the  proposed 
motion  of  Mr.  Foster,  that  Mr.  Speaker  do  now 
leave  the  Chair  for  the  House  to  go  again  into  Com¬ 
mittee  of  Supply. 

Mr.  AMYOT.  I  think  it  my  duty,  at  this  stage 
of  the  session, to  say  a  few  words  about  my  own  posi¬ 
tion  and  the  conclusions  to  be  drawn  by  me  from  re¬ 
cent  events.  You  remember,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  the 
question  of  a  revenue  tariff  and  a  protective  tariff 
came  up  in  1877.  In  1878  the  late  Sir  John  Mac¬ 
donald  proposed  that  a  protective  tariff  should  be 
substituted  for  a  revenue  tariff,  so  as  to  lead  us  to 
reciprocity  with  the  States.  Then  the  people  were 
consulted  and  declared  in  favour  of  protection,  and 
protection  became  law.  For  the  first  years  things 
went  on  very  well.  We  saw  new  industries,  manu¬ 
factures  and  so  on,  but  very  soon  the  market  was 
overcrowded,  and  the  manufacturers  asked  for  fur¬ 
ther  protection.  Further  protection  was  granted 
to  some  of  them,  but  still  that  did  not  suffice. 
Later  on  the  lion,  leader  of  the  Opposition,  follow¬ 
ing  the  intimation  contained  in  Sir  John  Macdon¬ 
ald's  motion,  proposed  to  the  country  that  we 
should  have  reciprocity,  and  made  of  that  pro¬ 
posal  the  principal  plank  of  his  platform.  The 
people  were  consulted  and  answered,  not  by  a  ma¬ 
jority  but  by  a  large  number,  that  they  would  like 
reciprocity,  and  the  Government  themselves  seemed 
anxious  to  have  it.  The  Government  went  twice 
to  Washington  to  obtain  it,  and  to-day  we  have  got 
the  answer  from  a  member  of  the  Government  that 
thev  cannot  obtain  reciprocity  from  the  States.  I 
have  listened  attentively  to  the  discussion,  and  I  have 
heard  it  said  on  the  left  that  the  Government  were 
not  serious,  that  they  had  only  gone  to  the  States 
to  set  forth  what  were  the  objections  to  recipro¬ 
city.  I  have  considered  the  matter  very  seriously 
and  I  cannot  take  that  view.  It  strikes  me  that 
if  the  United  States  wanted  to  come  into  a  treaty 
at  all  with  us,  they  would  say  so.  They  are  not 
children,  they  know  what  they  want.  They  are 
interested  in  reciprocity,  as  well  as  us.  They  are 
interested  in  buying  from  us  as  well  as  in  selling  to 
us,  and  if  they  are  not  going  to  give  us  reciprocity 
they  must  have  some  reason  for  it.  By  looking  into 
the  McKinley  tariff,  and  their  press,  I  have  convinced 
myself  that  the  United  States  will  not  enter  into  a 
treaty  with  Canada  while  we  are  a  colony.  They 
want  America  for  the  Americans.  They  want  the- 
M unroe  doctrine  to  prevail,  and  so  long  as  we  are 
a  colony  of  England  we  will  not  have  reciprocity 
with  the  States.  That  is  a  very  decided  matter 
with  them.  At  all  events,  such  is  my  conviction, 
and  I  cannot  understand  otherwise1  how  a  nation 
of  60,000,000  would  not  be  able  to  say :  “  Well,  we 
will  reciprocate  with  you.  ”  If  the  United  States 
will  not  give  us  reciprocity,  what  is  our  position? 
We  have  got  a  protective' tariff  with  which  some 
people  are  not  satisfied.  But  what  have  they  tolook 
out  for  ?  Will  they  ask  for  free  trade,  and  entire  free 
trade,  because  restrictive  free  trade  is  nothing  but 
protection  or  revenue  tariff?  I  am  one  of  those 
who  believe  that  free  trade,  generally  speaking, 
is  for  the  good  of  a  country,  and  I  even  believe 
this  country  is  sufficiently  developed  to  establish 
free  trade  ;  but  both  political  parties,  since  thirty 
or  forty  years,  have  educated  the  people  to  hold 
direct  taxation  in  horror,  and  you  cannot  have 
free  trade  without  direct  taxation  to  provide  for  the 
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administration  of  affairs.  Then  shall  we  ask  for  Im¬ 
perial  Federation  ?  It  is  a  very  tine  dream,  but  I 
cannot  see  anything  in  it.  Some  will  speak  of  com¬ 
mercial  union.  I  am  sure,  and  all  those  who  have 
gone  to  London,  Liverpool,  Birmingham,  and  all 
those  places,  will  agree  with  me,  that  England  will 
never  abandon  her  commerce  with  the  whole  world 
for  the  sake  of  a  few  colonies.  She  would  rather 
lose  the  best  of  her  colonies  than  give  up  that 
immense  commerce  she  has  with  the  whole  world, 
and  which  makes  her  richness  and  greatness.  We 
are  therefore  in  this  position,  that  we  have  to  stick 
to  the  actual  system  or  look  for  a  rupture  of  the 
colonial  tie  in  order  to  obtain  reciprocity  by  means 
of  annexation,  that  is  commercial  union  or  political 
union  with  the  United  States.  For  my  part,  I 
think  the  time  has  not  arrived  when  we  can  speak 
of  annexation  in  this  House.  We  are  a  colony, 
and  a  colony  we  must  remain  until  the  education 
of  the  people  in  Canada  and  England  will  have 
prepared  us  for  either  independency  or  annexation. 
As  the  Americans  will  not  deal  with  us,  we  must 
try  to  become  more  and  more  independent  of  them. 
We  must  try  to  use  all  the  resources  which  nature 
has  given  us.  Rapid  navigation  approaches  to  us 
France  and  England.  W7e  forget  too  much  that 
there  is  a  great  commerce  to  be  done  with  France. 
There  are  Spain  and  even  Asia  with  which  we  can 
do  commerce.  We  must  encourage  navigation,  we 
must  make  our  harbours  safe,  w*e  must  protect  them 
from  the  operations  of  the  ship  labourers’  societies. 
They  constitute  a  great  evil  which  will,  at  a  given 
moment,  if  we  do  not  take  care,  prove  very  dangerous, 
even  ruinous.  It  has  ruined  one  port,  that  of  Quebec, 
so  that  no  vessel  will  stop  there  now.  We  must 
look  for  new  markets  for  our  products,  and  if  we 
continue  administering  public  affairs  with  economy 
and  wisdom,  by  the  help  of  enterprises  within  the 
measure  of  means,  we  will  go  on  in  Canada  being 
happy.  A  great  many  have  gone,  it  is  true,  but  if 
those  who  remain  are  happy  what  can  we  ask  more  ? 
We  have  no  war  to  endure  and  we  are  in  sufficient 
numbers  to  suffice  to  ourselves.  We  contend  that 
we  are  satisfied.  We  live  happy  here.  Let  us  go  on 
to  try  and  do  the  best  we  can  with  what  we  have.  At 
all  events,  I  do  not  see  that  from  the  left  conies  any 
proposal  better  than  to  go  on  with  the  state  in 
which  we  are  at  present.  Being  of  that  opinion,  I 
believe  it  to  be  my  duty  not  only  not  to  throw  any 
obstacle  in  the  way  of  the  Government,  but  to  give 
them  my  humble  support.  I  shall  be  asked :  Why 
do  you  not  remain  in  the  ranks  of  the  Opposition, 
where  there  is  a  great  role  to  play  ?  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  will  be  frank.  As  you  know,  perhaps,  I  was 
born  a  Conservative.  I  entered  this  House  a  Con¬ 
servative.  In  1885,  due  to  the  press  of  both 
parties,  due  to  some  Ministers  whom  I  do  not  see 
here  now,  there  was  a  great  movement  formed  in 
the  Province  of  Quebee  which  was  called  the 
National  movement,  about  the  hanging  of  Riel.  I 
will  not  go  into  any  detail.  I  joined  that 
movement.  I  see  in  this  House  some  members 
who  joined  it  also,  and  I  did  my  best  for  that 
movement.  It  was  extended  to  provincial  affairs 
in  spite  of  me,  but  the  almost  unanimous  view  of 
the  party  was  that  they  wanted  to  fight  in  the 
Local  as  well  as  in  the  Federal  Legislature  on  the 
basis  of  that  movement.  And  what  has  become  of 
that  movement  ?  The  chief  was  chosen  in  our  pro¬ 
vince.  I  will  not  attack  him.  His  party  is  scattered 
all  over,  and  he,. I  may  say,  is  politically  dead  in 


the  mud.  Can  I  remain  with  that  party  in  the 
province?  I  do  not  think  so.  I  did  my  best  for 
them  ;  I  was  with  them  to  the  last  upon  the  con¬ 
stitutional  issue.  Last  year,  when  there  was  an 
enquete  in  the  Senate,  and  I  defended  them  here, 
affirming  that  the  affair  constituted  no  offence,  the 
three  eminent  judges  who  were  appointed  by  the 
Lieutenant  Governor,  or  by  his  order,  decided 
that  the  Hon.  Mr.  Mercier  knew  nothing  about 
the  transaction.  And  what  was  the  affair  after 
all  ?  Nothing  but  the  execution  of  the  law,  and 
so  my  opinion  was  vindicated.  But  after  that,  new 
commissions  were  appointed  and,  unfortunately,  so 
many  crimes  were  found  out  that  the  Governor 
was  justified  by  the  people  in  taking  tire  constitu¬ 
tion  into  his  hands  and  forcing  out  the  Ministers. 
So  far  as  I  am  concerned  I  can  no  longer  belong 
to  the  National  movement,  and  in  our  province 
the  National  movement  is  dead.  In  this  House 
of  Commons  there  was  the  question  of  the  hanging 
of  Riel,  but  the  people  approved  of  the  action 
of  the  Government,  and  that  is  a  dead  issue. 
Then,  when  the  question  of  reciprocity  came  on,  I 
did  my  best  for  that  also ;  but  to-day  I  say  in 
conscience  that  I  believe  that  question  is  a  dead 
issue.  It  can  no  longer  be  a  question  before  the 
people  because  the  States  will  not  have  it.  Are 
we  going  many  more  times  to  the  doors  of  the 
States  with  a  basket  in  our  hands  asking  for 
charity?  I  think,  in  view  of  all  these  matters,  I 
am  authorized  to  erase  from  before  my  title  of 
“National  Conservative”  the  word  “National-’ 
and  leave  only  the  word  “Conservative.”  I  must 
say  that  the  leader  under  whom  I  served  in  the 
ranks  of  the  left  I  found  to  be  a  real  statesman.. 
I  know,  and  the  country  at  large  knows,  his 
brilliant  and  abundant  talents,  his  energjq  his 
generous  character,  his  perfect  honesty  and  his 
sincerity,  and  I  will  tell  you  frankly,  Sir,  that, 
if  I  thought  by  leaving  his  ranks  now  I 
would  injure  his  cause  in  any  way  or  retard  for 
one  moment  his  accession  to  power,  I  would  rather 
withdraw  from  politics  than  do  it  ;  but  under  the 
circumstances,  when  there  is  such  a  majority,  how 
can  I  injure  his  case  ?  At  all  events,  if  it  was  his 
desire,  I  would  be  willing  to  open  the  constituency 
and  give  him  the  opportunity  to  redeem  the  county 
I  represent.  A  party  is  not  composed  of  one  man  only, 
however  eminent  he  may  be.  A  party  is  composed 
of  a  chief  and  an  army,  and  that  army  must  support 
the  chief.  What  kind  of  support  has  the  hon.  the 
leader  of  the  Opposition  received  from  his  party  ? 
At  the  last  general  elections,  I  remember  I  was 
fighting  in  a  few  counties  under  his  banner,  when 
the  words  of  the  Hon.  Edward  Blake  came,  criti¬ 
cising,  condemning  the  policy  of  the  chief  of  the 
Opposition.  The  principal  man  in  the  party  after 
the  hon.  leader  in  this  House  condemning  the 
policy  of  the  party,  throwing  despair  into  the 
ranks,  is  that  giving  support  to  the  chief  of  the 
party?  That  was,  perhaps,  one  of  the  causes  why 
the  Opposition  did  not  come  out  victorious  from 
the  last  general  election.  A  party  so  divided  is  no 
party  at  all.  And  then  we  see  the  chief  organ  of 
the  party,  the  Globe ,  constantly  throwing  obstacles 
and  preventing  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  in 
this  House  from  succeeding  in  his  plans.  And 
I  am  told  that  some  of  those  who  are 
expected  to  become  Ministers,  when  the  hon. 
the  leader  of  the  Opposition  will  be  Prime  Minister,, 
are  the  leaders  and  controllers  of  the  Globe ,  and 
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we  do  not  hear  any  of  them  protesting  or  saying 
that  the  Globe  is  not  the  organ  of  the  party.  And 
every  day  in  the  province  from  which  I  come,  and 
from  which  the  leader  of  the  opposition  comes,  we 
are  exposed  to  the  humiliation  of  believing  that  all 
these  articles  are  directed  against  that  leader 
because  he  comes  from  that  province.  I  say  that 
any  party  that  has  such  an  organ,  and  has  not  the 
energy  to  dissociate  itself  from  it,  to  repudiate  it, 
is  not  a  party  that  should  have  the  confidence  of 
those  soldiers  who  like  to  fight  under  a  chief  in 
whom  all  the  members  of  the  army  have  confidence. 
One  of  the  reasons  why  I  leave  that  party  and  go 
back  to  the  party  of  my  youth  is  that  I  find  that 
that  noble  leader  does  not  receive  from  his  party 
the  support  he  deserves.  Besides,  do  we  not  find 
in  the  great  Province  of  Ontario  constituencies 
changing  the  majorities  they  gave  for  that  party  into 
large  minorities,  thus  telling  him,  You  are  not  the 
man  we  want  because  you  are  from  the  Province  of 
Quebec.  That,  at  least,  is  the  impression  in  the 
province  from  which  I  come.  And  we  have  seen  the 
Globe  daily  telling  the  people  of  Ontario — though  it 
was  none  of  their  business— how  bad  was  Mr. 
Mercier,  and  arranging  things  so  that  the  other 
papers  which  were  enemies  to  the  leader  of  the 
Opposition  in  this  House  might  couple  his  name 
with  that  of  Mr.  Mercier.  That  is  another  piece  of 
treachery  on  the  part  of  the  Globe  which  I  cannot 
approve.  I  would  have  liked  those  who  sit  near  the 
hon.  leader  of  the  left  to  protest  in  time  and  to 
say  :  It  is  not  our  organ,  it>  does  not  represent  our 
party.  For  my  part  I  resent  it,  and  ardent  fighter 
as  I  am  generally,  I  have  no  heart  to  remain  any 
longer  in  the  ranks  of  a  party  which  gave  up  its 
chief  in  that  way.  I  will  say  nothing  against  the 
Opposition  in  other  respects,  but  I  believe  they 
lack  cohesion.  They  do  not'  seem  to  have  any 
definite  principles  or  policy. .  They  seem  to  live  on 
expediency  ;  they  have  nothing  to  do  except  to 
invent  and  multiply  crimes,  to  propose  Bills  to 
protect  animals,  and  to  impose  upon  the  people  the 
observance  of  the  Lord’s  Day.  I  do  not  see  much  else 
in  their  programme.  I  will  admit  witli  the  greatest 
pleasure  that  I  have  found  in  the  ranks  of  the  left 
a  great  many  eminent  citizens  and  patriots,  well 
learned  in  all  the  branches,  but  taken  as  a  whole, 

I  do  not  think  that  the  left,  as  at  present  con¬ 
stituted,  if  they  came  into  power,  could  do  as  much 
good  for  the  country  as  the  right  can  do  now. 
Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  know  that  I  will  be  accused 
of  joining  the  largest  battalion.  Here  is  my 
.answer  :  In  1885,  on  a  question  of  principle,  I  left 
my  friends  on  the  right.  They  were  then  in  power 
both  at  Ottawa  and  at  Quebec,  and  I  went  into  the 
cold  shades  of  Opposition.  I  think  I  may  boast 
that  my  convictions  have  always  been  my  sole 
master,  guided,  as  I  hope  jl  always  have  been,  by 
my  anxiety  to  serve  my  country  in  the  best  way  I 
could.  Before  drawing  my  remarks  to  a  close  I 
wish  to  thank  the  honoured  leader  of  the  left  for 
liis  constant  kindness  to  me,  for  the  great  service 
he  has  always  rendered  me.  I  leave  the  left  with¬ 
out  having,  I  hope,  a  single  enemy.  All  I  do  is 
for  the  sake  of  nay  country,  which  I  love,  and  which 
I  intend  to  serve  the  best  way  I  can. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  At  this  late  hour  in  the 
evening  it  is  not  my  intention  to  detain  the  House 
at  any  very  great  length  :  but  I  deem  it  my  duty 
to  make  a  few  observations  in  reference  to  a  state- 
Mr.  Amyot.. 


ment  made  by  my  hon.  friend  the  senior  member 
for  Prince  County,  Prince  Edward  Island.  On 
Friday  last,  when  I  had  the  honour  of  moving  the 
adjournment  of  the  debate,  it  was  simply  because 
my  hon.  friend  from  Prince  Edward  Island  made 
a  statement  which  I  then  believed,  and  still  believe, 
was  not  accurate,  and  I  deem  it  my  duty  in  my 
place  to  correct  it.  He  said  : 

“  I  do  not  wonder  at  gentlemen  in  the  Government 
benches  not  having  the  strength  to  come  forward  to  give 
expression  to  their  sentiments  on  this  occasion,  because 
a  great  many  of  them,  especially  gentlemen  from  the 
Maritime  Provinces,  had  pledged  themselves  on  the  eve 
of  the  last  general  elections,  that  they  were  in  favour  of 
free  trade  with  the  United  States.  I  am  aware  that  in 
my  province  the  candidates  on  both  sides  of  politics  ex¬ 
pressed  themselves  for  unrestricted  reciprocity,  and  I  am 
also  aware  that  they  did  the  same  thing  in  Nova  Scotia. 
In  fact,  I  believe  the  Minister  of  Finance  pledged  himself 
at  one  meeting  that  he  would  give  the  people  unrestricted 
reciprocity  with  the  United  States.  We,  however,  find 
now  that  The  actions  of  these  gentlemen  speak  louder 
than  their  words,  and  when  free  trade  is  proposed  from 
this  side  of  the  House  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  vote 
straight  against  it.” 

Now,  I  have  no  hesitation  in  saying  that  so  far  as 
I  am  aware,  no  candidate  of  the  Liberal- Conserva¬ 
tive  party  in  any  constituency  in  the  Maritime 
Provinces,  declared  himself  in  favour  of  unres¬ 
tricted  reciprocity.  On  the  contrary,  at  every 
hustings,  so  far  as  I  know,  the  Liberal-Conservative 
candidates  pledged  themselves  directly  against  any 
such  policy.  The  basis  of  the  policy  on  which  the 
Liberal-Conservative  party  contested  the  late 
general  election  was  fully  explained  in  a  dispatch 
from  the  Governor  General  of  this  Dominion  to  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies,  in  December, 
1890.  The  dispatch  proves  the  earnest  desire  of 
the  Administration  to  develop  a  fair  trade  between 
the  United  States  and  Canada,  but  it  did  not 
contemplate  unrestricted  reciprocity,  commercial 
union,  or  annexation.  The  dispatch  reads  as 
follows  : — 

“  Government  House,  Ottawa,  13th  Dec.,  1890. 

“My  Lord, — I  have  the  honour  to  send  to  Your  Lord- 
ship  to-day  a  telegraph  despatch  in  cipher,  of  which  the 
following  is  the  substance: 

“  With  reference  to  my  telegram  of  the  10th  inst.,  the 
Government  is  desirous  to  propose  a  joint  commission  to 
deal  without  limitation,  and  to  prepare  a  treaty  of  reci¬ 
procity  on  the  following  subjects,  viz. 

“(1)  Renewal  of  the  treaty  of  1854,  with  modifications 
required  by  the  altered  circumstances  of  both  countries 
and  with  the  extensions  deemed  by  the  commission  to  be 
in  the  interest  of  Canada  and  the  United  States. 

“(2)  Reconsideration  of  the  treaty  of  1888  with  respect 
to  the  Atlantic  fisheries,  with  the  aim  of  securing  tree 
admission  into  United  States  markets  of  Canadian  fishery 
products  in  return  for  facilities  to  be  granted  to  United 
States  fishermen  to  buy  bait  and  supplies,  and  to  tran¬ 
ship  cargoes  in  Canada.  All  such  privileges  to  be  mutual. 

“(3)  Protection  of  mackerel  and  other  fisheries  on  the 
Atlantic  ocean  and  in  inland  waters  also. 

“(4)  Relation  of  sea-board  coasting  laws  of  the  two 
countries. 

“  (5)  Relation  of  the  coasting  laws  ol  the  two  countries 
on  the  inland  waters  dividing  Canada  from  the  Lnited 
States.  „  ,  ,  . 

“  (6)  Mutual  salvage  and  saving  of  wrecked  vessels. 

“(7)  Arrangements  for  settling  the  boundary  between 
Canada  and  Alaska, 

“  The  treaty  would,  of  course,  be  ad  referendum. 

This  was  the  basis  of  the  policy  which  the  Liberal- 
Conservative  party  adopted,  and  on  which  they  went 
to  the  country  in  1 89 1  ;  1  nit  any  assertion  to  the  effect 
that  the  Liberal-Conservative  party  advocated 
either  unrestricted  reciprocity,  or  free  trade,  or 
commercial  union  with  the  United  States,  is  a 
statement  that  is  not  borne  out  by  the  facts.  The 
Halifax  Momiirxj  Chronicle,  of  the  18th  November, 


569 


[MARCH  28,  1892.] 


570 


1890,  very  fairly  defines  what  unrestricted  reci¬ 
procity  means  in  the  opinion  of  the  Liberal  party 
of  this  Dominion.  In  fact  there  are  so  many 
definitions  of  that  policy,  that  it  is  very  difficult 
for  a  person  who  opposes  it  to  realize  the  opinion  of 
those  who  advocate  it.  The  Chronicle  is  a  very 
high  authority  on  the  definition  of  policies  gener¬ 
ally,  and  particularly  on  the  definition  of  the  Liberal 
policy.  It  says  : 

“  The  Liberal  party  wants  unrestricted  reciprocity  or 
free  trade  with  the  United  States,  leaving  each  country 
to  have  any  protection  it  pleases  against  the  rest  of  the 
world.  It  does  not  propose  an  assimilation  of  tariffs  ;  on 
the  contrary  it  distinctly  repudiates  that  idea.” 

I  presume  that  when  the  Morning  Chronicle,  the 
organ  of  the  Liberal  party  in  the  Maritime  Pro¬ 
vinces,  realizes  the  proposition  which  Mr.  Blaine 
made  to  the  Canadian  delegates  at.  the  recent  con¬ 
vention  at  Washington,  it  will  either  have  to 
change  its  definition  of  what  unrestricted  reci¬ 
procity  means,  or  abandon  the  platform  which  the 
Liberal  party  seems  determined  to  adopt  and 
pursue.  Those  of  us  who  oppose  unrestricted 
reciprocity  and  commercial  union,  feel  that  the 
effect  of  it  would  be  :  (1)  the  adoption  of  the 
McKinley  tariff  for  Canada  ;  (2)  direct  taxation  for 
federal  purposes  to  the  extent  of  at  least  $15,000,- 
000  per  annum  ;  (3)  the  closing  of  every  blast 
furnace,  foundry,  boot  and  shoe  factory,  cotton 
mill,  sugar  refinery,  and  indeed,  almost  every 
manufacturing  establishment  ;  (4)  the  transference 
of  the  wholesale  business  from  Halifax,  St.  John, 
Montreal  and  Toronto  to  Boston  and  New  York  ; 
(5)  the  closing  within  twelve  months  of  every  coal 
mine  in  Nova  Scotia  ;  (6)  the  end  forever  of  all  hope 
of  Louisburg  becoming  the  winter  port  of  Canada. 
I  hope  my  hon.  friends  from  St.  John  and  Halifax 
will  pardon  me  if  I  express  the  opinion  that  neither 
of  those  great  cities  is  suitable  for  a  winter 
port  for  this  Dominion,  and  I  claim  that  in  course 
of  time,  when  the  question  is  thoroughly  under¬ 
stood  in  this  Dominion,  Louisburg  will  be  made  the 
winter  port  of  Canada.  (7)  The  speedy  reduction 
of  the  agricultural  population  of  all  eastern  Canada 
to  the  same  deplorable  condition  as  that  in  which 
the  agricultural  population  of  New  England  and 
northern  New  York  now  find  themselves, — utterly 
unable  to  contend  with  western  competition  and 
overwhelmed  with  an  ever-increasing  load  of  direct 
taxation.  In  return  for  this  the  only  inducement 
offered  by  the  Liberal  party  is  Grit  rule.  People 
who  remember  what  Grit  rule  was  when  we  had  it, 
and  with  what  unanimity  and  alacrity  the  electorate 
of  the  country  dispensed  with  it,  can  judge  for 
themselves  whether  that  boon  is  worth  the  price 
Messrs.  Gould,  Wiman,  Longley,  Farrer,  and 
others  ask  for  it.  There  is  one  other  proof  which 
has  been  lately  advanced  as  to  the  injurious  effect 
of  the  National  Policy.  That  proof  is  based  upon 
the  exodus  of  population.  I  have  examined  the 
increase,  slow  as  it  may  be,  of  the  population  in  the 
Province  of  Nova  Scotia.  I  find  that  in  1861  the 
population  was  330,857,  in  1871  387,800, .in  1881 
440,572,  in  1891  450,492.  The  increase  between 
1861  and  1871  was  46,957,  between  1871  and  1881 
52,772,  between  1881  and  1891  only  9,920.  This  is 
only  the  apparent  increase  and  not  the  real  one,  as 
I  can  show  from  evidence  which  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  will  not  attempt  to  controvert.  But  coming 
down  to  the  population  of  the  county  which  I  have 
the  honour  to  represent,  I  find  the  decennial  falling 


off  in  the  increase  has  also  been  very  material 
and  compares  to  a  large  extent  with  the  in¬ 
crease  in  the  whole  population.  In  1861  the 
population  was  19,967,  in  1871  23,415,  an  in¬ 
crease  of  3,448  ;  in  1881  the  population  was 
25,651,  an  increase  of  2,236  ;  and  in  1891  the  popu¬ 
lation  was  25,779  or  an  increase  of  128.  The  falling 
off  was  greater  between  1871  and  1881  than  between 
1861  and  1871  in  the  county,  and  the  greatest  fall¬ 
ing  off  was  during  the  regime  of  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite.  The  apparent  exodus  from  the  Dominion 
is  not  real.  The  real  cause  of  the  loss  of  increase 
in  population  as  shown  by  the  census  is  simply 
because  the  instructions  to  the  enumerators  dur¬ 
ing  the  last  census  were  very  different  from 
the  instructions  given  for  taking  the  previous 
decennial  census.  Previous  to  that  time  there 
was  no  time  limit  for  absentees.  At  the  last 
census  enumerators  were  instructed  to  take  no 
account  of  any  person  who  was  absent  for  over  12 
months.  The  folly  of  taking  the  census  on  the 
basis  of  enumerating  all  those  who  had  been  absent 
for  a  long  period  may  be  inferred  from  expressions 
of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  on  this  question  on 
previous  occasions.  On  page  2387  of  Hansard  for 
1890  the  member  for  Quebec  (Mr.  Langelier)  said  : 

“  I  know  that  in  some  cases  young  men  who  had  been 
absent  for  years  from  Canada,  and  who  did  not  belong  to 
Canada  in  any  sense,  were  still  returned  in  the  census  of 
1881  as  belonging  to  Canada.” 

The  senior  member  for  Queen's  (P.E.I.)  said  : 

“  Speaking  of  matters  which  came  to  my  own  knowledge 
with  regard  to  1881  census,  I  noticed  that  many  enumera-  • 
tors,  taking  as  they  said  their  returns  under  instruction, 
took  from  the  head  of  the  house  not  only  the  number  of 
his  family  and  of  the  servants  who  were  at  home  with 
him,  but,' the  names  and  members  of  those  who  had  left 
many  years  before  ;  the  only  question  asked  being  ‘  Do 
you  think  he  will  ever  return  V  Well,  ‘  ever’  is  a  big  word 
and  the  father  of  the  house  did  not  want  to  banish  all 
hopes  that  some  time  or  other,  his  son  who  had  left  home 
to  make  a  living  abroad,  and  was  continuing  to  make  his 
home  abroad  and  to  be  a  resident  of  another  country, 
might  return.  In  this  way  the  names  of  hundreds  and 
thousands  were  put  down,  who  had,  for  all  practical  pur¬ 
poses,  left  Canada,  made  a  new  home  for  themselves  and 
became  naturalized  in  the  United  States.  So  far  as  my 
knowledge  goes,  and  I  took  pains  to  enquire  at  the  time, 
all  these  names  were  entered  in  the  enumerators’  lists 
and  returned  as  composing  a  part  of  the  population  of 
Canada.  Well,  if  the  same  system  was  followed  in  the 
larger  provinces,  the  total  results  would  be  so  misleading 
that  no  one  could  form  even  an  approximate  idea  of 
what  the  population  of  this  country  was.” 

This  was  the  verdict  of  the  senior  member  for 
Queen’s,  of  the  manner  in  which  the  census  was 
taken  in  1881.  In  order  to  corroborate  his  state¬ 
ment  I  may  say  that  Mr.  Blake  the  late  Liberal 
Reader  said  : 

“  The  information  which  I  received  from  many  parts 
of  the  country  was  that  people  who  had  been  away  20 
years  and  were  permanently  away  were  put  on  the  enum¬ 
erators’  lists.  As  the  hon.  member  from  Queen’s  has 
said,  if  a  father  were  asked  whether  he  expected  his  boy 
who  had  been  away  some  15  or  20  years  never  to  come 
back,  of  course,  the  father,  in  the  hope  of  having  his 
son  pay  him  a  visit,  would  say  certainly  he  expected  him 
back.  The  son’s  name  was  put  down.  That  is  the  report 
I  received  from  many  quarters.” 

It  is  evident  upon  the  reasoning  of  hon.  members 
opposite  that  the  census  of  1861,  of  1871  and  of 
1881  were  misleading  to  an  enormous  extent,  and 
that  the  census  taken  in  1891  was  as  nearly  correct 
as  it  could  be  made  under  the  circumstances.  Now 
when  I  tell  my  hon.  friends  opposite  that  the 
exodus  from  Nova  Scotia  particularly — and  I 
believe  the  same  was  the  case  all  over  the  Dominion 
— was  greater  during  the  period  of  the  Reciprocity 
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Treaty  between  1854  and  1866  than  it  was  during 
any  time  in  the  history  of  Canada,  they  will  proba¬ 
bly  think  that  the  idea  had  never  struck  them 
before.  I  have  no  hesitation  in  saying  that  the 
exodus  from  Nova  Scotia  was  much  larger  between 
1854  and  1866  than  it  was  during  any  period  since 
that  time.  There  were  many  reasons  for  this. 
One  special  reason  in  Nova  Scotia  was  that  during 
the  reciprocity  between  1854  and  1866  the  Ameri¬ 
cans  had  the  right  to  fish  on  the  sea  coast  of  Nova 
Scotia  within  the  three-mile  limit.  At  that  time 
they  had  not  among  themselves  experienced  fisher¬ 
men  who  understood  the  nature  of  the  fishing 
grounds  on  that  coast.  Hundreds  of  vessels  from 
the  ports  of  the  New  England  States 
came  to  Nova  Scotia  and  secured  their  fisher¬ 
men  there.  They  fished  on  the  Ameri¬ 
can  vessels  during  the  whole  season,  and  in  the  fall 
of  the  year,  these  “  half  liners,”  as  they  were  call¬ 
ed,  went  to  the  United  States  and  obtained  their 
money  for  their  summer’s  labour.  The  result  of 
this  was  that  a  very  large  number  of  those  who 
were  engaged  in  fishing  in  the  United  States  ves¬ 
sels  between  1854  and  1866,  became  permanent  re¬ 
sidents  of  the  States.  Besides  giving  the  summer 
employment  to  our  fishermen,  as  soon  as  ever  they 
reached  the  American  ports  in  the  fall  of  the  year 
for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  their  earnings,  they 
were  immediately  engaged  for  the  prosecution  of 
the  fisheries  on  the  banks  and  in  the  deep  seas,  and 
many  a  precious  life  of  the  manhood  and  youth  of 
Nova  Scotia  has  been  lost  on  the  Georges  from  Ameri¬ 
can  vessels.  Now,  not  only  was  this  a  great  cause  of 
the  exodus  during  the  reciprocity  treaty,  but  there 
was  another  reason  also  which  existed,  not  only  in 
N ova  Scotia,  but  in  the  other  parts  of  the  Dominion  as 
well.  The  trade  relations  which  existed  between 
these  two  countries  during  the  reciprocity  treaty  were 
of  such  a  character  that  they  not  only  had  an  inter¬ 
change  of  commodities  between  these  two  countries, 
but  it  also  encouraged  the  mixing  of  the  peoples 
from  the  two  sides  of  the  line  with  each  other,  and 
the  consequence  was  that  a  large  number  of  our 
people  went  to  the  United  States  then  and  became 
permanent  residents.  In  1871  the  census  enu¬ 
merated  all  these  people  who  left  the  country  be¬ 
tween  1854  and  1866.  We  have  the  evidence  of 
this  fact  from  the  assurance  given  us  by  the  senior 
member  for  Queen’s,  P.E.I.  (Mr.  Davies),  of  the 
manner  in  which  the  census  was  taken  in  his  pro¬ 
vince,  and  from  the  member  from  Quebec  Centre 
(Mr.  Langelier),  of  the  manner  in  which  it  was 
taken  in  Quebec,  and  from  the  late  leader  of  the 
Opposition  (Mr.  Blake)  as  to  the  manner  in  which  it 
was  taken  in  Ontario.  It  is  well  known  that  between 
1854  and  1S66  there  existed  an  appalling  Civil  War 
in  the  United  States.  Millions  of  people  were 
called  from  various  industries  in  the  States,  and 
therefore  a  large  demand  for  labour  was  caused  by 
the  taking  away  of  people  from  their  various  voca¬ 
tions  to  enlist  them  in  the  army.  This  caused  a 
great  demand  for  labourers  from  the  different  pro¬ 
vinces  of  Canada,  and  the  result  was,  that  the 
exodus  from  Canada  during  the  reciprocity  treaty 
was  so  large  that  it  formed  a  nucleus  by  which 
emigration  was  encouraged  from  Canada,  from  that 
period  up  to  the  present  time.  The  census  were 
misleading  from  1861  up,  because  the  exodus  be¬ 
tween  1854  and  1866  was  included  in  the  census 
of  every  year  until  1891.  I  have  therefore  no 
hesitation  in  saying  that  if  the  census  of  1891  was 
Mr.  Cameron. 


taken  Without  a  limit  of  time  for  the  absentees 
from  this  Dominion  in  the  same  way  as  the  previous 
census  were  taken,  the  proportion  of  increase  in 
the  population  in  this  Dominion  would  be  just  as 
large  as  it  had  been  under  previous  census.  It  is 
therefore  not  reasonable  to  charge  the  National 
Policy  witli  the  falling  off  in  the  increase  of 
population,  because  the  causes  which  led  to  such  a 
large  exodus  were  causes  which  I  am  sorry  to  say 
existed  before  the  adoption  of  the  National  Policy, 
and  are  unfortunately  likely  to  continue  to  exist. 
So  far  as  I  am  concerned  myself,  I  am  perfectly 
satisfied,  and  I  believe  that  every  reasonable  person 
in  this  Dominion  will  be  satisfied  as  well,  that  the 
National  Policy  has  had  nothing  to  do  with  the 
exodus  from  Canada,  but  that  it  has  arisen  to  a 
very  large  extent  from  the  fact  that  many  of  our 
people  were  induced  to  leave  the  country  by  the 
conditions  which  existed  between  the  two  coun¬ 
tries  from  1854  to  1866,  who  now  encourage  their 
relatives  and  friends  to  follow  them  to  the  United 
States.  Various  attempts  have  been  made  to 
secure  reciprocity  with  the  United  States  since 
that  time.  Both  political  parties  have  attempt¬ 
ed  to  secure  reciprocity  on  fair  terms.  The 
Liberal- Conservative  party  showed  their  desire 
for  this  when  they  placed  an  offer  on  the  Statutes 
of  this  Dominion  which  enabled  them,  even  dur¬ 
ing  the  recesses  of  this  Parliament,  to  adopt 
reciprocity  with  the  United  States  on  many  articles 
from  which  the  United  States  would  remove 
the  duty.  This  offer  applied  to  all  the  products 
of  the  farm,  the  mine,  the  sea  and  the  fisheries — 
in  other  words,  to  all  the  natural  products  of  this 
Dominion.  When  our  delegation  asked  in  the  late 
convention  at  Washington,  whether  the  American 
people  were  prepared  to  adopt  reciprocity  on  the 
terms  on  which  we  went  to  the  country  in  1891,  on 
the  basis  of  the  reciprocity  which  existed  between 
the  two  countries  from  1854  to  1866,  with  such 
modifications  as  the  interests  of  both  countries 
demanded  since  that  time,  they  were  informed 
unhesitatingly  that  the  American  people  would  not 
agree  to  any  such  reciprocity.  In  a  word,  the 
American  Government  refused  to  adopt  any  reci¬ 
procity  which  would  not  assimilate  the  tariff  of 
Canada  with  the  tariff  of  the  United  States.  They 
even  went  further  and  refused  to  agree  to  any  reci¬ 
procity  Which  would  not  assimilate  the  excise  duties 
of  Canada  to  those  of  the  United  States.  This 
would  cause  an  immense  loss  of  revenue.  As  I 
have  already  intimated,  the  loss  of  revenue  on 
account  of  the  assimilation  of  the  Customs  duties 
would  amount  to  not  less  than  $15,000,000,  and  the 
assimilation  of  the  Excise  duties  would  involve 
a  reduction  I  presume  of  not  less  than  $5,000,000 
more.  So  that  under  unrestricted  reciprocity 
with  the  United  States,  I  have  no  hesitation  in 
saying  that  the  people  of  this  Dominion  would  be 
compelled  to  provide  by  direct  taxation  for  not  less 
than  $20,000,000  annually.  It  may  be  said  that 
a  large  reduction  ought  to  be  made  in  the  public 
expenditure  of  this  Dominion  in  order  to  lessen  that 
enormous  taxation.  But  I  am  one  of  those  who 
would  deplore  the  day  when  any  Government  of 
this  Dominion  would  curtail  to  any  extent  the  ex¬ 
penses  of  the  country,  whether  on  railways,  canals 
or  public  works,  which  are  essential  for  the  distri¬ 
bution  of  the  products  of  the  Dominion,  or  on  liar' 
hours  or  any  other  public  works  which  tend  to  im¬ 
prove  the  condition  of  our  people.  Any  Govern- 
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ment  which  would  adopt  such  a  policy  as  that 
would  fall.  The  Liberal  Government  endeavoured 
to  curtail  the  expenses  of  this  Dominion  and  reduce 
taxation,  as  they  thought,  and  the  result  was  that 
there  was  a  depression  all  over  the  land,  that  the 
people  could  not  get  employment,  and  that  owing 
to  irritation  which  the  failure  of  their  policy  ex¬ 
cited  in  this  Dominion  they  were  hurled  from 
power  ;  and  as  long  as  they  advocate  unrestricted 
reciprocity,  in  my  judgment  they  will  never  gain 
power  in  this  Dominion.  There  is  such  a  thing 
as  history  repeating  itself.  The  declaration 
made  at  the  late  convention  at  Washington 
proves  conclusively  the  terms  on  which  the  Ameri¬ 
can  people  will  adopt  reciprocity  with  the  Dominion 
of  Canada.  Notwithstanding  various  offers  which 
have  been  made  by  Canada  to  the  United  States  from 
1 866  up  to  the  present  time,  it  is  a  singular  fact  that 
the  United  States  never  advance  one  step  or  make 
any  reasonable  proposition  whatever  to  the  Domin¬ 
ion.  Now,  I  agree  with  my  lion,  friend  from  South 
Oxford  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  in  the  opinion  he 
expressed  in  Prince  Edward  Island  while  his  party 
were  in  power.  I  think  it  is  most  humiliating  to 
the  independent  people  of  this  Dominion  to  be  con¬ 
tinually  knocking  at  the  doors  of  the  United  States 
for  reciprocity,  while  every  sensible  man,  woman 
and  child  in  this 'Dominion  must  know  that  there 
is  not  the  slightest  intention  on  the  part  of  the 
American  people  to  grant  Canada  trade  relations 
on  favourable  terms  under  any  circumstances  what¬ 
ever.  They  are  led  to  believe  that  if  they  turn 
the  screw  a  little  further,  and  bring  a  little 
more  pressure  on  the  people  of  this  Dominion, 
they  can  force  them  into  annexation.  In  this 
they  are  unquestionably  mistaken.  But,  as  I  inti¬ 
mated,  history  repeats  itself.  This  is  not  the  only 
occasion  on  which  our  delegates  failed  at  Washing¬ 
ton.  This  is  not  the  first  occasion  on  which  our 
ablest  statesmen  failed  to  make  an  impression  on 
the  American  Government.  I  hope  my  hon.  friends 
will  pardon  me  if  I  refer  to  an  agitation  which 
existed,  I  believe  in  I860,  to  influence  the  American 
people  to  continue  reciprocity.  At  that  time  the 
agitation  was  conducted  not  by  politicians.  It  is 
a  deplorable  state  of  things  that  this  agitation  has 
been  hurled  into  the  political  arena.  My  own 
opinion  is  frankly  that  this  should  never  have  been 
done.  The  agitation  for  improved  trade  relations 
between  Canada  and  the  United  States  should  be 
carried  on  between  the  boards  of  trade  in  various 
parts  of  the  .Dominion  and  boards  of  trade  in  the 
United  States.  I  feel  that  using  it  as  a  party 
machine  for  such  a  length  of  time  has  been  to  a 
large  extent  a  cause  of  retarding  the  consumma¬ 
tion  of  reciprocity  with  the  United  States. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Both well).  I  thought  you  said  it 

could  not  be  got. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  I  say  now  without  any  doubt 
whatever,  that  it  cannot  be  obtained  as  long  as  we 
are  persistently  and  continuously  begging  at  the 
doors  of  the  Washington  authorities  for  a  renewal 
of  reciprocity.  If  my  hon.  friend  the  philosopher 
of  Bothwell  had  a  horse  to  sell,  and  an  American 
approached  him  for  the  purpose  of  purchasing  it, 
I  do  not  believe  he  would  say,  “My  Yankee  friend, 
I  have  a  valuable  horse  for  sale,  and  I  must  sell  it ; 
unless  I  sell  this  horse  in  three  months,  I  have  a 
note  due  at  the  bank,  I  expect  that  an  execution 
will  be  issued  against  me,  and  unless  you  buy  this 


horse  from  me,  I  have  no  doubt  I  shall  be  a  ruined 
man — blue  ruin  will  overtake  me  and  my  family.” 
This  is  the  kind  of  argument  hon.  gentlemen  oppo¬ 
site  have  been  using  with  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  ;  and  just  as  the  Yankee  trader 
would  pay  the  hon.  gentleman  only  a  small  price 
for  his  horse,  or  possibly  not  buy  it  at  all,  so  we 
shall  be  treated  by  the  American  Government  if  we 
tell  them  that  we  cannot  live  without  them, 
and  that  the  only  way  in  which  we  can  live  is  by 
obtaining  unrestricted  reciprocity  or  by  annexation. 
This  is  just  what  they  want  on  the  other  side,  and 
while  they  have  an  idea  of  securing  the  annexation 
of  Canada  to  the  United  States,  so  long  will  they 
refuse  to  give  us  reciprocity  on  any  terms  what¬ 
ever.  Before  I  digressed,  owing  to  the  interrup¬ 
tion,  I  was  asking  the  House  to  patiently  listen  to 
me  while  I  read  a  paragraph  or  two  from  the  speech 
of  a  gentleman  who  was  attempting*  on  a  previous 
occasion  to  secure  reciprocity  with  the  United 
States.  When  I  mention  the  name  of  the  speaker, 
I  am  sure  every  liberal  in  this  House  will  agree 
with  me  that  he  was  a  gentleman  in  whom  they  at 
least,  then  and  now,  should  rely  implicitly.  I  refer 
now  to  the  convention  which  was  held  at  Detroit  in 
1865.  It  was  composed  of  delegates  from  the 
various  boards  of  trade  in  several  parts  of  this 
Dominion  and  the  United  States,  and  if  it  was  left 
to  them  from  that  time  up  to  the  present,  the 
prospects  of  fair  reciprocity  would  have  been  very 
much  better  than  they  have  been  for  the  reasons  I 
have  stated.  Mr.  Howe,  at  that  convention,  spoke 
on  this  question  as  follows  : — 

“  What  is  that  question  ?  Sir,  we  are  here  to  determine 
how  best  we  can  draw  together,  in  the  bonds  of  peace, 
friendship  and  commercial  prosperity,  the  three  great 
branches  of  the  British  family.  (Cheers.)  In  the  presence 
of  this  great  theme  all  petty  interests  should  stand 
rebuked — we  are  not  dealing  with  the  concerns  of  a  city, 
a  province  or  a  State,  but  with  the  future  of  our  race  in 
all  time  to  come,  Some  reference  has  been  made  to 
‘  Elevators  ’  in  your  discussions.  What  we  want  is  an 
elevator  to  lift  our  souls  to  the  height  of  this  argument. 
Why  should  not  these  three  great  branches  of  the  family 
flourish,  under  different  systems  of  government,  it  may 
be,  but  forming  one  grand  whole,  proud  of  a  common 
origin  and  of  their  advanced  civilization?  We  are  taught 
to  reverence  the'mystery  of  the  Trinity,  and  our  salvation 
depends  on  our  belief.  The  clover  lifts  its  try-foil  leaves 
to  the  evening  dew,  yet  they  draw  their  nourishment 
from  a  single  stem.  Thus  distinct,  and  yet  united,  let  us 
live  and  flourish.  Why  should  we  not?  For  nearly  two 
thousand  years  we  were  one  family.  Our  fathers  fought 
side  by  side  at  Hastings,  and  heard  the  curfew  toll.  They 
fought  in  the  same  ranks  for  the  sepulchre  of  our  Saviour 
— in  the  earlier  and  later  civil  wars.  We  can  wear  our 
white  and  red  roses  without  a  blush,  and  glory  in  the 
principles  those  conflicts  established.  Our  common  an¬ 
cestors  won  the  great  Charter  and  the  Bill  of  Rights — 
established  free  Parliaments,  the  Habeas  Corpus,  and 
Trial  by  Jury.  Our  jurisprudence  comes  down  from 
Coke  and  Mansfield  to  Marshall  and  Story,  rich.  in 
knowledge  and  experience,  which  no  man  can  divide. 
From  Chaucer  to  Shakespeare  our  literature  is  common 
inheritance.  Tennyson  and  Longfellow  write  in  one  lan¬ 
guage,  which  is  enriched  by  the  genius  developed  on 
either  side  of  the  Atlantic,  In  the  great  navigators  from 
Cotterel  to  Hudson,  and  in  all  their  ‘  moving  accidents 
by  flood  and  field,’  we  have  a  common  interest.  On  this 
side  of  the  sea  we  haAre  been  largely  reinforced  by  the 
Germans  and  French,  but  there  is  strength  in  both 
elements.  The  Germans  gave  to  us  the  sovereigns  who 
establish  our  freedom,  and  they  gave  to  you  industry, 
intelligence  and  thrift:  and  the  French,  who  have  dis¬ 
tinguished  themselves  in  arts  and  arms  for  centuries,  now 
strengthen  the  provinces  which  the  fortune  of  war 
decided  they  could  not  control.  But  it  may  be  said  we 
have  been  divided  by  two  wars.  What  then  ?  The  noble 
St.  Lawrence  is  split  in  two  places — by  Goat  Island  and 
by  Anticosti — but  it  comes  down  to  us  from  the  same 
springs  in  the  same  mountain  sides  :  its  waters  sweep 
together  past  the  Pictured  Rocks  of  Lake  Superior,  and 
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encircle  in  their  loving  embrace  the  shores  ot  Huron  and 
Michigan.  They  are  divided  at  Niagara  Falls  as  we  were 
at  the  Revolutionary  War  :  but  they  come  together  again 
on  the  peaceful  bosom  of  Ontario.  Again  they  are  di  vided 
on  their  passage  to  the  sea:  but  who  thinks  ot  divisions 
when  they  lift  the  keels  of  Commerce,  or  when  drawn  up 
to  heaven  they  form  the  rainbow  or  the  cloud  ?  It  is  true 
that  in  eighty-five  years  we  have  had  two  wars  :  but  what 
then?  Since  the  last  we  have  had  fifty  years  ot  peace, 
and  there  have  been  more  people  killed  m  a  single 
campaign  in  the  late  civil  war  than  there  were  m  the  two 
national  wars  between  this  country  and  Great  Britain- 
The  people  of  the  United  States  hope  to  draw  together 
the  two  conflicting  elements  and  make  them  one  people. 
And  in  that  task  I  wish  them  God  speed !  And  m  the 
same  way  I  feel  that  we  ought  to  rule  out  everything 
disagreeable  in  the  recollection  of  our  old  wars,  and  unite 
together  as  one  people  for  all  time  to  come.  I  see  around 
the  door  the  flags  of  the  two  countries.  United  as  they 
are  there,  I  would  ever  have  them  draped  together,  told 
within  fold,  and  let ‘their  varying  tints  unite  and  form 
in  heaven’s  light,  one  arch  of  peace,’  ” 

These  were  the  introductory  remarks  to  an  argu¬ 
ment  in  favour  of  a  renewal  of  reciprocity,  and  the 
reasons  given  are  that  the  people  of  Canada  and 
the  United  States  should  live  in  harmony  and 
peace  and  renew  fair  trade  relations  not  unres¬ 
tricted  reciprocity,  not  free  trade— with  the  United 
States.  Fair  trade  is  what  the  Liberal  Conserva¬ 
tive  party  of  to-day  are  willing  and  anxious  to 
obtain  if  we  can  only  secure  it.  He  completed  his 
appeal  in  those  words  : 

“  Mr.  Chairman,  I  must  now  touch  upon  a  subject  of 
some  delicacy  and  importance.  It  has  been  urged  by  Mr. 
Morrill,  in  Congress,  and  by  the  people  of  the  United 
States,  that  the  treaty  ought,  not  to  be  renewed  because  it 
had  bred  no  friendship  towards  them  across  the  lakes— 
that  in  their  struggle  the  sympathies  of  the  provinces 
were  with  the  south.  Well,  if  that  were  true  in  its  fullest 
extent, which  it  was  not, if  you  had  not  bad  one  sympathiser 
among  the  native  people  and  British  residents  of  the 
provinces,  it  could  be  fairly  pleaded  in  response  that  when 
Great  Britain  was  at  war  with  Russia  the  sympathies  of 
the  American  people  were  very  generally  with  the  latter 
country.  I  was  in  the  United  States  at  the  time,  and  was 
perfectly  astonished  at  the  feeling.  Russia  was  at  that 
time  a  country  full  of  slaves,  for  the  serfs  had  not  been 
emancipated,  and  England  was  at  war  with  her  to  prevent 
her  aggressions  upon  weak  neighbouring  countries.  How 
the  American  people  could  sympathise  with  Russia 
was  a  perfect  puzzle  at  first  sight,  and  could  only  be 
explained  in  the  same  manner  that  much  of  the  sympathy 
for  the  South  on  the  part  of  the  British  subjects 
can  be  explained,  and  when  the  Canadians  once  had  a 
rebellion  within  her  borders,  where  were  the  sympathies 
of  the  American  people  then?  Were  they  with  the  Cana¬ 
dian  Government  or  with  the  rebels  ?  Why,  you  not  only 
sympathized  with  them,  but  I  am  sorry  to  have  to  say  it, 
gave  them  aid  along  the  frontier  in  many  ways,  and  to  a 
very  large  extent.  I  am  happy  to  be  able  to  say,  that 
during  the  whole  four  years  of  the  late  rebellion  in  the 
United  States  there  has  not  been  developed  a  particle  of 
evidence  to  show  that  a  single  citizen  of  any  British 
North  American  province  put  a  hostile  foot  on  your  soil. 
Everything  of  which  complaint  can  be  made  has  been  the 
acts  of  your  own  people,  in  violation  of  hospitality  and 
right  of  asylum  everywhere  extended  to  them  on  the  soil 
of  Great  Britain  and  her  dependencies.  I  make  these 
remarks  in  no  spirit  of  anger,  or  of  excitement,  but  to 
show  how  unfair  it  is  to  hold  any  government  or  people 
responsible  for  the  actions  in  it  of  a  few  evil-disposed 
individuals,  as  well  as  how  natural  it  was  for  sympathy 
to  be  aroused  in  the  minds  of  the  people  on  one  side  or 
the  other.  In  our  rebellion,  when  its  attention  was 
called  to  their  acts,  the  United  States  Government 
exerted  itself  to  keep  its  own  citizens  within  its 
bounds,  and  all  that  could  have  been  asked  of  the 
provincial  authorities  has  been  freely  done  to  prevent 
any  cause  of  complaint  against  them.  It  is  something  to 
be  able  to  say  that  during  the  four  long  disastrous  years 
of  war  just  ended  not  a  single  act  of  which  complaint 
could  be  made  has  been  committed  by  a  Canadian.  *  *  * 
Notwithstanding  the  false  reports  that  were  circulated,  I 
do  not  believe  there  was  a  single  intelligent  citizen,  of  my 
province  at  least,  who  did  not  believe  the  capture  of  the 
Chesapeake,  off  the  coast  of  Maine,  by  rebellious  citizens 
of  the  United  States,  was  nothing  less  or  more  than  an  act 
of  piracy.  And  so  of  the  St.  Alban’s  raid.  The  govern¬ 
ment  of  Canada  acted  most  promptly  and  nobly  in  connec- 
Mr.  Cameron. 


tion  with  that  affair,  and  has  repaid  the  money  which 
rebellious  citizens  of  the  United  States. had  carried  into 
their  territory  from  the  State  bank.  As  to  their  har¬ 
bouring  the  rebels  and  extending  to  them  the  right  of 
asylum,  is  there  a  single  American  here  who  would  have 
his  government  surrender  that  right?  ” 

And  continuing,  he  said  : 

“  Only  a  short  time  ago,  I  met  three  British  Americans 
going  home  on  a  single  vessel,  after  having  served  three 
years  in  the  war,  and  having  left  scores  of  their  compan¬ 
ions  behind  to  enrich  the  soil.  At  Washington  I  met  with 
a  brave  nephew  of  one  of  my  late  colleagues  in  the  Legis¬ 
lature  of  Nova.  Scotia,  who  had  held  the  rank  of  lieuten¬ 
ant  in  a  Massachusetts  regiment,  with  only  one  leg  to  take 
back  to  his  home  instead  of  two.  I  met  another  veteran 
from  my  province  who  had  fought  in  twenty  battles,  and 
was  on  his  way  home.  In  my  own  family  and  person  I 
have  suffered  not  a  little  by  this  unhappy  rebellion.  I 
have  five  boys,  and  one  of  them  took  it  into  his  head  to 
enter  your  army.  He  has  now  been  for  nearly  two  years 
in  the  23rd  Ohio  Regiment,  and  had  fought  in  all  the 
battles  in  which  that  regiment  has  been  engaged  during 
that  period.  He  was  in  both  the  great  battles  under 
General  Sheridan,  in  which  General  Early’s  forces  were 
scattered,  and  the  Shenandoah  Valley  cleared.” 

This  was  to  show  that  a  large  proportion  of  our 
people  were  enlisted  in  the  American  army  during 
that  time.  Those  who  seemed  to  know'  the  best 
say  that  no  less  than  40,000  Canadians  were 
enlisted  in  the  American  army  between  1861  and 
1864,  which  proves  conclusively  that  the  exodus  to 
the  United  States  from  Canada, was  greater  before 
that  time  than  it  has  been  at  any  period  since  that 
time.  He  concludes  in  this  way  : 

“  The  man  who  avows  such  a  sentiment” - 

That  is  the  sentiment  of  annexation  between 
Canada  and  the  United  States,  which  they  were 
aiming  at  then  as  they  are  now — 

“  The  man  who  avows  such  a  sentiment  will  be  scouted 
from  society  by  his  best  friends.  AVhat  other  treatment 
would  a  man  deserve  who  should  turn  traitor  to  his 
Sovereign  and  his  government,  and  violate  for  pecuniary 
advantage  all  obligations  to  the  country  which  gave  him 
birth  ?  You  know  what  you  call  Copperheads,  and  a  nice 
life  they  have  of  it.  Just  such  a  life  will  the  man  have 
who  talks  treason  on  the  other  side  of  the  lines.  The 
very  boy  to  whom  I  have  alluded” - 

His  own  son— 

— “  as  having  fought  manfully  for  the  Stars  and  Stripes 
would  rather  blow  his  own  father’s  brains  out  than  haul 
down  the  honoured  flag  under  which  he  has  been  born 
—the  flag  of  his  nation  and  of  his  fatherland.  I  do  not 
believe  there  is  a  young  Canadian  in  the  army  who  does 
riot  honour  his  own  flag  as  you  honour  yours,  and  they 
would  be  despised  if  they  did  not.  If  any  member  of  the 
convention  harbours  the  idea  that  in  refusing  reciprocity 
to  British  America  they  will  undermine  the  loyal  feelings 
of  the  people  of  those  colonies,  he  is  labouring  under  a 
delusion,  and  doing  injustice  to  a  people  whose  senti¬ 
ment  of  loyalty  is  as  indelible  as  your  own.” 

Those  were  the  sentiments  expressed  by  the  veteran 
Liberal  statesman  of  Nova  Scotia.  These  are  the 
sentiments  which  now  guide  the  Liberal-Conser¬ 
vative  party  of  the  Dominion.  He  was  in  favour 
of  fair  trade  between  Canada  and  the  United  States. 
So  are  we  in  favour  of  fair  trade  between  Canada 
and  the  United  States,  but  we  are  not  in  favour  of 
any  trade  which  would  place  the  fiscal  policy  of 
this  Dominion  in  the  hands  of  the  American  people 
or  any  policy  which  would  destroy  the  factories  of 
this  Dominion,  any  policy  which  would  destroy  the 
best  interests  of  the  agriculturists  of  this  Dominion, 
and  the  interests  of  the  coal  miners  and  the  fisher¬ 
men.  I  know  whereof  I  speak  when  I  sdy  that  the 
poor  farmers  of  this  Dominion — -not  the  bloated 
monopolists  among  the  farmers  but  the  poor 
farmers — as  well  as  the  poor  fishermen  and  the 
poor  miners  and  the  labourers  and  artizans  would 
suffer  under  unrestricted  reciprocity  with  the  United 
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States.  We  have  a  different  country  here  from  what 
they  have  on  the  other  side  of  the  line,  and  it  requires 
great  attention  to  induce  our  people  to  remain  at 
home.  Our  people,  under  the  cold  climate  and  the 
disadvantages  under  which  they  labour,  require 
words  of  encouragement  and  require  some  hope 
to  be  held  out  to  them  to  remain  at  home.  They 
do  not  want  to  be  told,  as  the  hon.  member 
for  South  Oxford  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  said 
the  other  night  practically  :  Thank  God  that  the 
National  Policy  has  been  of  advantage  to  the  peo¬ 
ple  who  have  been  driven  across  the  line,  because 
there  they  have  enjoyed  prosperity  and  made  homes 
for  themselves  and  their  families.  Is  that  the  way 
for  a  leading  statesman  to  encourage  our  people 
to  live  at  home?  I  say  this  question  should  be 
dropped  out  of  Canadian  politics.  I  think  every 
sensible  man,  woman  and  child  on  either  side  of 
politics  will  agree  that  the  system  of  continuously 
begging  for  unrestricted  reciprocity  or  any  other 
system  of  reciprocity  should  cease,  as  for  twenty  - 
six  years  past  we  have  been  knocking  at  the  door 
of  the  United  States  and  making  advances  from  time 
to  time,  though  not  one  single  proposition  for  fair¬ 
trade  have  we  received  from  them  up  to  the  present 
time.  I  would  say  to  my  hon.  friend  the  philosopher 
from  Both  well  that  he  should  call  his  dogs  of  political 
war  off  this  question.  It  is  useless  for  them  to 
fight  over  the  shadow  of  a  policy  which  is  hgld 
by  the  American  eagle  soaring  in  the  heavens.  It 
is  just  as  useless  for  him  to  try  to  take  the  bone 
from  the  great  American  eagle,  or  to  grasp  its 
shadow  which  overshadows  this  Dominion,  as  to 
get  fair  reciprocity  with  the  United  States  as  long 
as  they  refuse  to  grant  it  to  us ;  and,  further, 
if  the  young  roosters  which  crow  on  the  other  side 
would  discontinue  their  discussion  of  a  question 
over  which  they  have  no  control,  it  would  be  better 
for  all  concerned.  This  question  is  absolutely  under 
the  control  of  the  Americans  and  if  that  is  so,  on 
this  side  we  are  continuously  telling  our  people 
that  we  cannot  live  without  some  kind  of  a  reciprocity , 
that  this  country  is  going  to  the  dogs  without  it, 
that  it  is  impossible  for  us  to  live  without  it  so  long 
as  this  blue  ruin  howl  is  used  by  any  political  party, 
so  long  will  our  people  be  discouraged  to  remain 
amongst  us,  so  long  will  the  immigration  agencies 
in  Europe  be  encouraged  to  act  against  Canada  by 
inducing  people  not  to  come  to  this  country  with 
all  its  ruin  and  devastation,  but  to  go  to  a  country, 
like  the  United  States,  where  they  will  be  able  to 
make  a  living.  I  hold,  with  all  patriotic  Canadians 
in  this  Dominion,  that  any  people  who  are  frugal, 
industrious  and  honest,  can  make  as  good  a  living 
here  as  on  the  other  side  ;  and  I  say  again  that  I 
hope  the  discussion  of  this  fad  will  cease  to  occupy 
the  attention  of  this  House  after  this  session  of 
Parliament. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  With  the  consent  of  the  House 
I  will  ask  permission  to  make  a  personal  explana¬ 
tion  in  reference  to  the  remarks  that  I  made  in 
this  debate.  The  Hansard  was  perfectly  correct 
in  reporting  me  as  quoting,  in  the  speech  I  delivered 
the  other  day,  from  Lord  Durham’s  Report.  In 
the  excitement  of  the  moment  I  alluded  -to  Lord 
Durham’s  Report  as  if  I  were  quoting  in  the  lan¬ 
guage  of  that  report.  I  wish  to  say  that  I  made 
a  mistake,  I  was  quoting  from  a  book  I  held  in  my 
hand  which  refers  to  different  passages  of  the  report, 
but  the  language  is  not  by  Lord  Durham,  it  is  the 

19 


language  of  C.  J.  Roe,  who  wrote  a  book  entitled 
“  Bonds  of  Disunion.  ”  In  citing  from  the  report 
I  gave,  of  course,  his  own  language,  but  it  was  the 
language  of  Mr.  Roe  based  on  Lord  Durham’s 
Report,  and  not  the  language  of  the  report. 

Mr.  MILL8  (Bothwell)  moved  the  adjournment 
of  the  debate. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  debate  adjourned. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON  moved  the  adjournment 
of  the  House. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  and  House  adjourned  at 
11.45  p.  m. 

HOUSE  OF  COMMON’S, 

Tuesday,  29th  March,  1892. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  Three  o’clock. 

Prayers. 

FIRST  READINGS. 

Bill  (No  45)  to  revive  and  amend  the  Act  to 
incorporate  the  Lindsay,  Bobcaygeon  and  Pontypool 
Railway  Company.  —  (Mr.  Fairbairn. ) 

Bill  (No  43)  to  amend  the  Act  respecting  the 
Department  of  the  Geological  Survey.  (From  the 
Senate. ) — (Mr.  Dewdney. ) 

Bill  (No.  46)  to  make  voting  compulsory. — (Mr. 
Amyot. ) 

CONTROVERTED  ELECTION— WELLAND. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
matter  connected  with  the  County  of  Welland  has 
to  be  mentioned  to-day. 

Order  for  resuming  adjourned  debate  on  motion 
of  Mr.  Tisdale,  (March  23rd)  read. 

Mr.  GERMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  before  this  mo¬ 
tion  is  put  to  the  House,  I  would  like,  with  the 
consent  of  the  House,  to  shortly  express  my  own 
reason  for  sitting  here  at  present,  as  I  am  now  do¬ 
ing.  There  is  no  doubt  that  portions  of  that  reso¬ 
lution  which  has  been  read  are,  in  the  main,  correct. 
There  was  an  election  trial  held  in  Welland,  and  at 
that  election  trial  the  judges  declared  the  seat 
vacant  by  reason  of  the  corrupt  act  of  an  agent. 
On  that  judgment  being  delivered,  the  counsel  for 
the  respondent  at  that  trial  stated  that  he  was 
satisfied  with  that  decision,  it  being  done  with  the 
belief,  at  any  rate,  that  no  further  costs  would  be 
incurred  in  the  action  and  that  no  further  proceed¬ 
ings  would  be  taken.  I  do  not  remember — and  I 
do  not  think  it  is  a  fact — that  there  was  any  con¬ 
sent  or  undertaking  that  no  appeal  should  be  had 
from  that  decision.  The  petitioner  then  went  on 
with  the  charges  for  disqualification  for  personal 
corruption.  It  was  then  found  by  the  judges  that 
a  corrupt  act  had  been  committed  by  myself,  and  I 
was  personally  disqualified.  An  appeal  was  taken 
to  the  Supreme  Court,  and  notice  of  appeal  was 
given.  That  notice  of  appeal,  Sir,  was  not,  in  any 
way,  limited.  It  is  not  necessary,  as  I  un¬ 
derstand  it,  .  under  the  Controverted  Elections 
Act  to  give  notice  of  appeal  at  all,  as 
the  depositing  of  the  money  with  the  re¬ 
gistrar  of  the  court  where  the  petition  is  filed 
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is  a  stay  to  all  proceedings,  and  the  seat  is  not 
vacant  until  that  appeal  is  finally  disposed  of  in 
the  Supreme  Court.  However,  in  this  case  the 
notice  of  appeal  was  given,  and  not  limited  to  any 
particular  part  or  any  particular  portion  of  the  judg¬ 
ments.  Subsequently  after  the  case  was  inscribed 
for  hearing,  a  notice  limiting  the  appeal  certainly 
was  given  by  solicitors  for  the  appellant  in  the  Sup¬ 
reme  Court.  That  was  done  simply  for  this  reason  : 
That  had  the  appeal  not  been  limited  it  would  have 
been  necessary  to  have  printed  all  the  evidence 
taken  at  the  trial, and  in  order  to  avoid  the  enormous 
cost  of  printing  all  the  evidence  that  was  taken  at 
the  trial,  counsel  thought  it  advisable  to  print  just 
such  evidence  as  bore  on  the  matter  of  disqualifica¬ 
tion,  as  that  was  practically  the  only  matter  which 
we  wished  the  Supreme  Court  to  pass  upon.  That 
notice  was  given  on  the  9th  of  F ebruary.  It  speaks 
for  itself,  and  it  could  not  have  been  the  notice 
primarily  given,  because  the  notice  primarily  given 
under  the  statute,  if  any  notice  is  required,  must 
be  made  within  eight  clays  after  the  judgment  is 
rendered,  and  which  eight  days  would  have  expired 
sometime  early  in  January.  The  matter  came  up, 
Sir,  in  the  Supreme  Court  on  an  application 
made  by  counsel  for  appellant,  which  application 
the  judges  of  the  court  did  not  seem  desirous 
of  entertaining.  It  was  stated  by  counsel  for 
myself  that  we  were  not  claiming  the  seat,  that  the 
argument  would  only  be  as  to  the  question  of  dis¬ 
qualification,  and  that  in  his  mind  no  harm  could 
occur  because  he  possibly  might  have  been  labouring 
under  the  mistaken  idea,  as  I  think,  that  a  writ 
could  be  issued.  It  was  then  stated  by  the  judges 
of  the  Supreme  Court,  as  I  am  instructed  and 
believe,  that  the  fact  of  our  only  appealing  as  to 
the  disqualification  made  no  difference  ;  that  I  was 
the  legal  member  for  the  County  of  W  elland  until 
that  appeal  was  disposed  of,  and  that  the  fact  of 
limiting  it  to  the  question  of  disqualification  made 
no  difference.  I  have  had,  Sir,  not  a  judgment  it 
is  true,  but  an  expression  of  an  opinion  of  the 
judges  of  the  Supreme  Court  that  I  vas  the 
member  for  the  County  of  "W  elland.  I  cannot 
understand  on  what  reading  of  the  statute  the 
trial  judges  sent  out  a  report  to  you,  Mr.  Speaker. 
They  appear  to  have  been  under  the  impression 
that  there  was  some  ambiguity  about  the  clause  in 
the  amendment  of  last  session,  but  I  myself  can  see 
none,  and  I  cannot  understand  why  that  report 
was  sent  to  the  Speaker.  However,  Sir,  I  think 
that  the  fact  of  the  report  having  been  sent 
to  the  Speaker,  strengthens  the  position  which  I 
take  in  this  matter.  A  constituency,  as  I  under 
stand  it,  is  either  represented  or  it  is  unrepre¬ 
sented.  If  it  is  unrepresented,  it  is  the  right  and 
the  duty  of  the  Speaker  to  at  once  issue  a 
writ  as  soon  as  that  is  officially  brought  to  his 
notice.  If  it  is  represented,  then  the  representa¬ 
tive  has  the  right,  and  it  is  his  duty,  to  take  his 
seat  on  the  floor  of  this  House  as  the  representative 
of  the  people.  Now,  Sir,  it  remains  only  to  be 
settled  and  to  be  discovered  if  possible,  whether 
that  county  is  represented  or  not  represented. 
Knowing  that  that  report  went  to  the  Speaker, 
knowing  the  expression  of  opinion  by  the  judges  of 
the  Supreme  Court,  seeing  in  th e  Empire  newspaper 
a  statement  that  I,  with  others  whose  cases  were 
in  the  Court  of  Appeal,  was  entitled  to  take  my 
seat,  knowing  that  my  name  was  on  the  division 
list  in  this  House,  knowing  that  I  was  recognized 
Mr.  German. 


as  the  member  for  Welland  by  the  members  of  the 
Government,  because  I  was  continuously  getting 
any  number  of  reports,  particularly  from  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture,  to  circulate  through  my  county, 
knowing  that  I  was  recognized  by  the  members  of 
the  Government  and  by  the  Speaker  of  this  House, 
as  the  member  for  the  County  of  A  elland ;  I  certainly 
believed,  and  I  believe,  now  that  I  have  a  legal 
right  to  a  seat  in  this  House.  I  can  say  more, 
Sir,  that  if  I  have  not  a  legal  right  to  sit  here, 

I  certainly  am  not  interfering  with  the  legal 
rights  of  any  other  gentleman  to  sit  here. 
That  is  the  simple  statement.  I  came  down 
here  with  the  intention  of  taking  my  seat  early 
in  the  session,  but  learning  that  the  Supreme  Court 
had  adjourned  from  the  Tuesday  before  Ash  Wed¬ 
nesday  until  the  following  Monday,  and  believing 
that  on  the  following  Monday, — without  having 
any  suggestion  that  such  would  be  the  case — but 
believing  that  judgment  would  be  given  in  this  case 
on  the  following  Monday,  and  desiring  to  avoid  if 
possible  any  newspaper  criticism  or  any  adverse 
criticism  of  any  kind,  I  thought  it  better  not  to 
take  my  seat  pending  the  decision  of  the  court,  which 
would,  in  my  opinion,  be  only  for  a  few  days.  But 
when  I  found  that  the  court  had  adjourned  until 
the  4th  April,  then  to  give  judgment,  and  at  the 
urgent  request  of  the  electors  of  the  County  of 
Welland,  and  believing  that  I  had  a  right  to  sit  in 
this  House,  I  came  here  and  took  my  seat.  That 
is  the  simple  statement  of  the  facts.  I  may  be 
wrong  in  the  law,  but  it  is  a  legal  question,  and  it 
seems  to  me  to  be  one  which  ought  not  to  be  decided 
by  a  vote  in  this  House  at  present.  However,  that 
is  for  the  House  to  say.  I  may  be  wrong,  and  if  I 
am,  I  am  willing  to  abide  by  the  decision  of  the 
majority,  knowing  full  well  as  I  do,  that  what  I 
have  done  meets  with  the  approval  of  the  majority 
of  the  people  of  Welland,  and  knowing  further, 
Sir,  that  the  people  of  Welland  who  a  year  ag 
returned  me  by  a  majority  of  477,  are  willing  ° 
increase  that  majority  on  the  first  opportunity. 

Mr.  MASSON.  After  hearing  the  statement 
which  has  just  been  made  to  the  House  by  the 
party  interested,  it  seems  to  me  that  there  is  very 
little  for  this  House  to  decide.  The  facts  admitted  • 
by  him  alone  show  that  so  far  as  the  seat  for  the 
riding  of  Welland  is  concerned,  it  has  been  declared 
vacant,  and  he  has  consented  to  that  declaration. 
In  face  of  that  consent,  it  seems  to  me  the  height 
of  folly  to  argue  that  he  is  entitled  to  be  present 
in  this  House.  Now,  the  gentleman  in  making 
this  statement  cavilled  with  the  record  on  an  im¬ 
material  point.  He  said  that  his  counsel  at  that 
trial  had  consented  to  and  accepted  the  decision  of 
the  judge.  He  did  not  remember  personally  con¬ 
senting.  The  papers  on  the  Table  show  that  Mr. 
Cassel  was  his  counsel  ;  that  Mr.  Cassel,  after  the 
delivery  of  the  judgment  which  declared  the  seat 
vacant,  said  :  “I  may  say  that  I  had  discussed  the 
matter  with  Mr.  German  while  Your  Lordships 
had  retired,  and  we  are  perfectly  satisfied  with  the 
correctness  of  your  judgment.  ’  That  is,  not  only 
were  the  counsel  satisfied,  but  the  client  was 
satisfied  ;  and  he  said  “  There  is  no  intention  to 
appeal. ” Now,  theseare  the  plainwordsof  the  record, 
and  I  think  it  is  trifling  with  that  record  to  say  that 
there  was  no  consent  or  no  expression  of  opinion 
that  there  would  be  no  appeal.  W  hat  follows  ! 
The  counsel  for  the  prosecution,  Mr.  Blackstock, 
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then  said  :  “There  is  no  reason  to  deal  with  any 
further  charges,  and  I  will  coniine  myself  to 
personal  charges.  ”  Following  that  straight  accept¬ 
ance  of  the  judgment  is  the  straight  declaration 
that  the  personal  charges  will  be  proceeded  with— 
no  shirking  of  the  record,  no  quibbling,  but  a 
straightforward  statement.  Further,  I  would 
call  your  attention  particularly  to  what  follows. 
Mr.  -Justice  Rose  said  :  “  With  reference  to  two 
charges  which  are  before  us,  judgment  is  not  asked 
in  respect  to  them.  ”  There  were  two  cases  in 
which  the  evidence  had  been  taken  pro  and  con, 
and  they  were  held  in  reserve  for  judgment  if 
necessary ;  and  the  judge  calls  attention  to  the 
fact  that  it  will  be  unnecessary  in  that  state  of 
affairs  to  consider  these  questions  and  deliver  judg¬ 
ment  on  them.  Mr.  Blackstock,  on  behalf  of  the 
petitioner,  says:  “In  view  of  the  announcement 
of  my  learned  friend,  I  do  not  ask  for  judg¬ 
ment  on  that.  ”  There  is  as  clear  an  acceptance, 
as  formal  contract  as  can  be  made  between  man 
and  man.  in  which  the  gentleman  who  is  charged, 
declares  by  himself  and  his  counsel,  both  being 
present  in  the  court,  that  they  accepted  the  judg¬ 
ment  that  the  seat  was  vacated.  Now,  I  will  call  at¬ 
tention  to  another  little  piece  of  quibbling,  because  I 
can  call  it  by  no  other  name,  in  which  the  gentleman 
has  stated  that  there  was  no  necessity  of  a  notice  of 
appeal,  and  no  necessity  of  limiting.  The  gentle¬ 
man  was  evidently  speaking  without  the  record. 
Had  he  read  the  51st  section  of  the  Act  in  respect 
of  Controverted  Elections,  he  would  have  seen 
there  that  not  only  was  the  deposit  necessary,  but 
also  the  notice.  The  third  sub-section  of  that  sec¬ 
tion  provides  that  the  party  appealing  shall  give 
the  notice,  and  that  he  may  if  he  desires  limit  the 
subject  of  such  appeal  to  any  special  and  defined 
question  or  questions.  Now,  the  counsel  said  there 
should  be  no  appeal.  The  case  proceeded,  and  the 
disqualification  followed.  An  appeal  was  lodged 
against  the  disqualification,  and  what  was  the 
form  of  the  notice  ?  We  have  it  in  the 
papers  brought  down,  in  the  case  presented 
at  the  Supreme  Court,  in  the  most  emphatic 
language,  and  I  will  read  this  notice  from  be¬ 
ginning  to  end  : 

“  In  the  Supreme  Court  of  Canada. 

“The  Dominion  Controverted  Elections  Act. 

“  Election  of  a  Member  for  the  House  of  Commons  o[. 
Canada  for  the  Electoral  District  of  the  County  o1 
Welland,  holden  on  the  26th  day  of  February,  189D 
and  the  5th  day  of  March,  1891. 

“  Dominion  of  Canada, 

“Province  of  Ontario, 

“  To  Wit : 


“  Between 


“  William  Manly  German,. 
and 


Appellant , 


“  Jesse  Calhoun  Rothery, 

Respondent. 


“  Notice  of  Setting  Down  Appeal  and  Limiting  the  same. 

“Take  notice  that  the  above-named  William  Manly 
German  has  appealed  to  the  Supreme  Court  of  Canada 
from  the  judgment  and  decision  of  the  Honourable  Mr. 
Justice  Rose  and  the  Honourable  Mr.  Justice  MacMahon, 
the  judges  by  whom  the  matter  of  the  election  petition 
above  described  was  tried,  and  which  judgment  and  deci¬ 
sion  was  pronounced  by  the  said  learned  judges  on  Satur¬ 
day,  the  19th  day  of  December  last. 

“  And  further  take  notice  that  the  record  of  the  case 
upon  such  appeal  has  been  transmitted  to  the  Registrar 
of  the  said  Supreme  Court  and  set  down  for  hearing  by 
the  said  court,  pursuant  to  the  statute,  at  the  sitting  of  the 
said  court  to  be  holden  at  Ottawa  on  Tuesday,  the  16th 


day  of  February,  1892. 

m 


“And  further  take  notice  that  the  above  named  William 
Manly  German,  the  party  so  appealing,  hereby,  pursuant 
to  the  statute  in  that  behalf,  limits  the  subject  of  the  said 
appeal  to  so  much  of  the  judgment  aforesaid  as  grants 
that  portion  of  the  prayer  of  the  petition  which  relates  to 
the  personal  charges  against  the  present  appellant,  and 
finds  and  declares  the  present  appellant  (the  respondent  in 
the  court  below)  guilty  of  personal  corrupt  practice  at  the 
said  election,  and  the  present  appellant  will,  upon  the 
hearing  of  the  said  appeal,  contend  that  the  said  judgment, 
so  far  as  it  declares  the  present  appellant  guilty  of  any 
corrupt  practice  personally,  should  be  reversed  and  set 

aside. 

“  Dated  this  9th  day  of  February,  A.D.  1892. 

“  Yours,  &c. , 

(Sgd.)  (  “A.  B. AYLESW ORTH, 

“  Solicitor  and  agent  for  the  said 

“  Appellant,  William  Manly  German. 

“  To  Messrs.  Meredith,  Clarke,  Bowes  &  Hilton, 

“  Solicitors  for  the  Petitioner.” 

In  the  face  of  such  a  notice  as  that,  limiting  the 
appeal  pursuant  to  the  statute  in  that  behalf,  how 
can  it  be  said  that  there isany  question  now  whether 
that  seat  is  vacant  or  not  ?  It  had  been  declared 
vacant  ;  the  respondent  in  the  court  below  had  con¬ 
sented  to  that  decision,  and  in  pursuance  of  it  and 
in  accordance  with  the  agreement  of  his  counsel, 
he  limited  the  appeal.  But  we  find  that,  in  spite 
of  that  appeal,  it  is  now  claimed  that  he  has  a  right 
to  take  his  seat.  But  we  go  a  step  further  in  the  case 
presented  to  the  Supreme  Court,  as  appears  from 
the  papers  lying  on  the  Table.  It  will  be  noticed  that 
all  the  evidence  in  relation  to  the  personal  charges 
was  omitted  on  appeal  to  the  Supreme  Court,  and 
only  those  portions  of  the  evidence  that  relate 
exclusively  to  the  personal  charges.  I  do  not 
understand  by  what  system  of  argument  or  reason¬ 
ing  or  quibbling  it  can  be  urged  that,  because  a 
man’s  name  appears  on  the  division  roll,  because  he 
appears  to  have,  by  courtesy  or  otherwise,  received 
papers  from  various  departments  of  this  House  or 
Government,  he  is  entitled  to  a  seat  in  this  House. 
There  are  many  things  which  declare  a  seat  vacant. 
Thereareafew  in  which,  in  very  emphatic  language, 
an  election  is  declared  void,  and  provision  is  made 
that  a  report  shall  be  made  to  the  Speaker,  which  is 
final,  and  which  is  immediately  acted  upon  by  the 
Speaker.  There  are,  however,  numerous  other  cases 
in  which  it  is  not  so  clearly  defined.  I  would  refer 
you  to  the  authority  on  parliamentary  procedure  re¬ 
cognized  in  this  House,  page  180  : 

‘  ‘  A  question  arose  in  the  session  of  1887  as  to  the  power 
of  the  House  to  order  'the  issue  -of  a  writ  when  seats  are 
vacated  by  a  decision  of  a  court.  It  was  doubted  whether 
such  an  order  was  necessary  under  the  Canadian  Election 
Act.  Subsequently  Mr.  Speaker  Anglin  took  occasion  then 
to  inform  the  House  that,  on  looking  into  the  question, he 
found  that  the  English  Controverted  Election  Act  left  the 
power  in  the  House  to  order  the  immediate  issue  of  the 
writ,  on  being  informed  of  the  vacancy  through  the  deci¬ 
sion  of  the  court.  The  Canadian  statute,  on  the  other 
hand,  made  it  the  express  duty  of  the  Speaker  to  order  the 
issue  of  the  writ.  It  is  now  the  practice  for  the  Speaker 
to  inform  the  House  immediately  that  he  has  given  the 
order  for  the  issue  of  the  writ  for  the  new  election,  and 
in  all  cases  not  specified  by  the  statute,  the  House  has 
control  over  the  issue  of  the  writ,  and  may  order  the 
Speaker  to  issue  his  warrant.” 

This  is  really  the  crucial  point  in  any  technicalities 
that  may  arise  here.  The  statute  lays  down  that, 
on  certain  reports  being  presented  to  the  Speaker, 
there  being  no  appeal  and  so  on,  the  Speaker  forth¬ 
with  issues  his  warrant.  It  does  not  provide  for 
all  cases,  and  it  does  not  provide,  unfortunately,  for 
the  Speaker  acting  in  such  a  case  as  this,  and  the 
Speaker,  I  would  say  wisely,  upon  receiving  the 
report  it  is  now  contended  he  should  not  have 
received,  did  not  act  upon  it.  .  But  there  is  no 
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direct  authority  in  the  statute,  if  I  read  it  aright, 
for  the  sending  of  this  notice  to  the  Speaker  in 
this  particular  case.  There  was  an  appeal,  a 
limited  appeal.  The  trial  judges  knew  not  what 
that  appeal  was.  There  was  no  notice  given  to 
them.  The  notice  was  given  to  the  other  side  of 
the  case.  The  judges  have  before  them  as  a  fact 
that  it  has  been  appealed.  Y\  hat  that  appeal  is 
they  know  not,  but  what  that  fact  is  we  know  by 
the  papers  on  the  Table  of  this  House.  It  cannot 
be  contended  that  the  lion,  gentleman  who  has 
just  spoken  and  given  his  explanation  to  the  House 
did  not  know  it.  When  the  facts,  plain  10  the 
view  of  the  House,  are  before  them,  such  as  by  lay¬ 
ing  the  papers  on  the  Table,  it  then  is  within  the 
province  of  the  House  to  deal  with  the  matter, 
and  I  would  refer  to  the  Riel  case  in  1875,  quoting 
from  the  same  authority,  page  196.  We  find  that 
Riel  was  returned  to  Parliament  during  recess. 
We  find  that  soon  after  the  House  met  in  1875, 
Mr.  Mackenzie  laid  on  the  Table  the  exemplifica¬ 
tion  of  the  Judgment  Roll  of  outlawry,  and  then 
moved  : 

“  That  it  appears  by  the  said  record  that  Louis  Riel,  a 
member  of  this  House,  has  been  adjudged  an  outlaw  for 
felony.” 

This  motion  having  been  agreed  to,  the  writ  was 
ordered  to  be  issued.  There  is  in  principle  an  exact 
parallel  between  the  two  cases.  There  are  certain 
facts  which  by  law  made  that  seat  vacant,  the  same 
as  in  this  case.  The  judges  declared  it  vacant,  and 
the  respondent  accepts  that  declaration,  and 
declares  that  he  has  no  intention  to  appeal. 
These  facts  being  proved  to  this  House,  it  is  in 
their  province  clearly  to  pronounce  upon  them. 
There  are  no  disputed  facts.  The  gentleman  him¬ 
self  did  not  deny  them.  He  cavils  over  the  form  of 
notice,  over  the  form  of  agreement,  but  here  is  the 
statement  his  counsel  made  in  his  own  presence.  I 
really  do  think  that,  after  this  statement  of  facts, 
there  is  really  no  room  for  assuming  otherwise 
than  that  the  seat  is  vacant.  It  has  been 
declared  so  by  report.  That  declaration  has 
not  been  appealed  against,  and  were  the  appellants 
in  the  Supreme  Court  to-morrow  to  be  judged 
successful  and  the  appeal  allowed  to  its  fullest  ex¬ 
tent,  that  would  not.  till  the  seat.  It  could  not  fill 
the  seat.  The  seat  has  been  declared  vacant.  The 
declaration  has  not  been  appealed  against,  and  the 
seat  is  vacant  to  the  knowledge  of  the  person 
attempting  to  fill  it.  I  do  not  intend  to  occupy  the 
time  of  the  House  any  longer  on  this  question. 
The  facts  present  a  brutal  argument,  and  beyond 
that  I  do  not  think  it  necessary  to  go.  I  do 
not  think  that  any  amount  of  sophistry  or  argu¬ 
ment  can  alter  the  facts.  They  stand  there  un¬ 
challenged.  They  stand  there  in  their  nakedness, 
and  it  cannot  in  the  face  of  the  world  for  a  moment 
be  pretended  that  seat  is  not  vacant.  That  being 
the  case,  the  attention  of  the  Speaker  being  called 
to  it,  the  facts  being  brought  before  the  House,  the 
papers  being  laid  on  the  Table,  it  rests  with  the 
House  to  order  the  writ  to  issue. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  I  have  waited  for  some  time 
expecting  that  perhaps  the  Minister  of  Justice 
would  give  his  own  opinion  to  the  House  upon  this 
matter.  However,  as  far  as  I  have  a  personal 
opinion  to  express  to  the  House  upon  this  case,  it 
seems  to  me  to  be  one  which  involves  matters  of 
fact  as  well  as  of  law.  I  do  not  pretend  at  all  to  re¬ 
view  the  argument  which  the  hon.  gentleman  has 
Mr.  Masson. 


delivered  to-day,  or  the  argument  which  was  de¬ 
livered  some  time  ago  by  the  lion,  member  for  South 
Norfolk  (Mr.  Tisdale),  'but,  taking  the  facts  which 
have  been  placed  before  the  House  to  be  accurate, 
the  question  would  follow  whether  the  conclusions 
which  those  gentlemen  have  arrived  at  are  also 
accurate.  There  may  be  occasion  to  accept  or  to  dis¬ 
pute  theseconclusions,  but  hon.  gentlemen  are  aware 
that  there  are  discrepancies  in  regard  to  matters 
of  fact  between  the  hon.  member  for  Norfolk 
(Mr.  Tisdale)  and  the  gentleman  who  claims  the 
seat  for  Welland  (Mr.  German).  Under  the  cir¬ 
cumstances,  I  would  suggest  to  the  leader  of  the 
House,  the  Minister  of  Justice,  that  we  should 
follow  the  precedents  which  have  been  established 
when  a  seat  of  an  hon.  member  has  been  impugned 
on  previous  occasions,  and  to  refer  the  matter  to 
the  Committee  on  Privileges  and  Elections.  It 
seems  to  me  to  be  impossible  for  any  hon.  member 
of  this  House  to  go  over  all  the  documents  which 
have  been  brought  down  from  the  Supreme  Court 
and  other  sources,  bat  the  Committee  on  Privileges 
and  Elections,  which  has  always  been  the  instruc¬ 
tor  of  the  House  in  matters  of  this  kind,  should,  I 
think,  be  requested  to  look  into  the  facts  and  the 
law  and  report  to  the  House  upon  -them.  I,  there¬ 
fore,  move  in  amendment : 

That  all  the  words  in  the  last  paragraph  after  the,word 
“facts”  be  struck  out,  and  that  it  be  resolved  that  the 
papers  laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House  be  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Privileges  and  Elections. 

Sir  J OHN  THOMPSON.  I  refrained  from  rising 
at  the  time  my  hon.  friend  says  he  was  waiting  for 
me  to  rise,  because,  although  I  had  followed  very 
closely  the  observations  of  the  hon.  gentleman  who 
claims  the  seat,  I  did  not  understand  that  he 
varied  any  statement  of  fact  which  had  been  pre¬ 
viously  made  and  upon  which  this  matter  must 
be  decided,  and  I  was  waiting  until  any  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  of  the  House  would  challenge  the  legal  principles 
laid  down  by  my  hon.  friend  who  moved  the  reso¬ 
lution  last  Wednesday  (Mr.  Tisdale)  and  my  hon. 
friend  from  Grey  (Mr.  Masson)  who  supported  that 
resolution  this  afternoon.  It  appears  to  me  that  there 
is  an  uncontested  decision  of  a  competent  tribunal 
that  the  seat  for  Welland  is  vacant — uncontested,  not 
only  because  it  was  acquiesced  in  by  counsel  in  the 
presence  of  the  respondent  saying  that  no  other 
result  could  have  been  arrived  at,  and  also  by  the 
respondent  stating  that  he  was  satisfied  with  the 
judgment  and  did  not  intend  to  appeal,  but  because 
he  deliberately  limited  his  appeal  to  the  one 
question  of  his  personal  disqualification,  as  appears 
by  the  records  before  the  House.  That  appears  to 
me  to  establish  that  the  court  decided  finally, 
without  appeal,  without  contest,  without  the 
slightest  protest  from  the  gentleman  who  addressed 
us  this  afternoon,  that  he  was  not  elected  for  the 
County  of  Welland.  Now  the  case  comes  before 
the  Supreme  Court  on  the  question  of  his  personal 
disqualification.  That  gentleman  has  stated  to  us 
that  the  judges  declared  that  he  had  a  right  to 
hold  his  seat  in  the  meantime.  Unless  I  am  grossly 
misinformed,  the  judges  gave  no  such  decision. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  He  did  not  say  a 
decision,  but  an  intimation. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  am  informed  that 
the  judges  expressed  no  opinion  on  the  argument, 
but  that,  when  the  matter  was  brought  to  the 
notice  of  the  court  and  a  hearing  was  sought  to  be. 
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obtained  on  the  appeal  in  advance  of  its  usual 
course,  or  in  advance  of  the  printing  being  com¬ 
pleted,  this  was  urged  by  the  counsel  for  the 
gentleman  who  addressed  us  this  afternoon,  in  the 
course  of  the  discussion  which  then  took  place  be¬ 
fore  the  Supreme  Court.  This  is  what,  I  am  in¬ 
formed,  occurred.  The  counsel  for  Mr.  German 
was  urging  before  the  Supreme  Court  that  further 
time  should  be  given  him  for  his  printing.  The 
court  were  of  opinion  at  first  that  he  should 
be  allowed  further  time,  because  the  question 
did  not  affect  the  seat,  and  a  new  writ  might 
issue  pending  the  appeal,  but  counsel  for  the  peti¬ 
tioner  pointed  out  that  this  was  not  so,  and  it  was 
only  on  the  solemn  assurance  given  in  open  court, 
that  Mr.  German  would  not  take  his  seat,  that 
the  Supreme  Court  allowed  the  indulgence  which 
they  did  in  regard  to  putting  in  the  appeal  book  and 
the  factum  at  a  later  time.  I  admit  that  any  assur¬ 
ance  given  by  Mr.  German,  whether  before  the 
court  of  first  instance  or  before  the  Supreme  Court 
here,  as  to  what  he  would  do,,  does  not  bind  him  if 
he  has  a  right  to  his  seat.  I  merely  make  these  ex¬ 
planations  to  the  House  on  my  information  in  oppo¬ 
sition  to  the  statement  which  that  gentlemen  made, 
that  anything  which  transpired  before  the  Supreme 
Court  here  gave  him  any  right  to  occupy  his  seat 
pending  the  appeal.  I  believe  the  hon.  gentleman 
was  not  present  when  the  argument  took  place  be¬ 
fore  the  court,  and  I  understand  from  his  statement 
this  afternoon  that  he  depended  entirely  upon  the 
report  in  the  newspapers  for  his  information  as  to 
what  took  place  before  the  Supreme  Court.  I  am, 
therefore,  not  at  all  in  a  position  to  charge  him, 
even  if  I  wished  to  do  so,  with  having  Wilfully 
misstated  the  facts  to  the  House.  I  contend 
that  that  which  he  supposes  took  place  before 
the  Supreme  Court  of  Canada  should  not  influence 
the  judgment  of  the  House  at  this  time,  or  at  any 
other  stage,  because  the  information  which  I  have, 
and  which,  I  believe,  is  accurate  and  can  be 
confirmed  by  the  records  of  the  court,  if  necessary, 
leads  to  a  totally  opposite  view.  Now,  coming  to  the 
point  that  there  is  any  question  as  to  the  decision 
of  a  competent  tribunal  that  the  seat  is  vacant  and 
that  Mr.  German  is  not  duly  elected,  we  have  to 
enquire,  I  think,  why  it  is  that  a  writ  has  not  been 
issued.  It  has  not  been  issued  merelj7  because  the 
machinery  of  the  law  does  not  provide  for  this 
House  getting  the  information  before  it  as  to  what 
the  decision  was.  In  consequence  of  one  phase  of 
the  case  having  been  appealed  from — not  touching 
the  validity  of  the  election  of  Mr.  German  at  all — 
in  consequence  of  there  being  an  appeal  upon 
that  phase  of  the  case,  the  information  had  not 
reached  this  House  until  the. records  were  brought 
down  in  response  to  a  return  asked  for  by  my  hon. 
friend  from  South  Norfolk  (Mr.  Tisdale)  the  other 
day.  The  House  had  not  the  information  upon 
which  to  order  a  writ  to  issue.  It  seems  to  me 
that  we  possess  that  information  now,  and  that, 
provided  the  facts  are  not  disputed,  provided  there 
is  no  doubt  in  the  minds  of  the  House  as  to  the 
questions  of  law  involved,  the  duty  of  the  House 
is  to  order  the  writ  to  issue.  I  do  not  think  there 
can  be  any  weight  attached  to  the  argument  pre¬ 
sented  by  Mr.  German  in  the  House  this  afternoon, 
that  if  he  was  occupying  a  seat  here  he  was  not 
interfering  with  the  rights  of  any  person  else. 
Sir,  it  is  interfering  with  the  right  of  the  electors 
of  the  County  of  Welland  to  have  the  seat  unre¬ 


presented,  if  that  case  has  reached  a  stage 
when  a  writ  ought  to  issue.  Precisely  the  same 
argument  might  be  made  by  any  person,  who  had 
never  run  an  election  at  all,  or  been  put  in  nomina¬ 
tion,  coming  in  and  occupying  the  seat  for  the 
County  of  Welland,  because  it  happened  to  be 
vacant  and  because  a  decision  on  one  phase  of  the 
case  had  not  been  arrived  at.  Now,  I  may  suggest 
to  the  House  two  or  three  considerations  which 
seem  to  me  to  throw  some  light  upon  the  question 
raised  by  my  hon.  friends  from  Norfolk  (Mr. 
Tisdale)  and  from  Grey  (Mr.  Masson),  and  which 
seem  to  me  to  show  that  their  conclusions  are  sound. 
In  order  to  see  how  reasonable  their  argument  is, 
and  how  reasonable  their  conclusion  is,  the  House 
has  only  to  consider  this  question  :  The  Supreme 
Court  has  reserved  judgment  on  the  appeal  by 
Mr.  German,  until  about  the  4tli  April,  and  let 
us  ask  ourselves  what  result  may  follow  from 
that  judgment.  If  the  judgment  goes  against  Mr. 
German,  the  sentence  of  disqualification  remains, 
and  the  seat  of  course  is  vacant.  But  let  us  suppose 
that  he  succeeds  in  his  appeal,  all  grounds  then 
for  his  pretending  to  keep  that  seat,  are  gone. 
How,  then,  can  he  reasonably  expect  to  occupy 
a  seat  in  this  House  pending  an  appeal  which, 
if  decided  in  his  favour,  must  remove  him  from 
this  House  altogether  ?  Let  us  test  the  case 
from  another  point  of  view.  Let  us  suppose,  as 
might  have  been  the  case,  that  the  returning  officer 
had  been  made  a  party  to  this  petition,  that  the 
petition  had  been  presented  against  the  sitting 
member  and  the  returning  officer,  that  the  judgment 
of  the  court  declared  that  the  member  had  not 
been  duly  elected,  and  that  Mr.  German’s  counsel 
said  that  that  was  a  reasonable  conclusion  to  reach 
on  the  evidence,  that  he  could  expect  no  other  result, 
and  that  he  did  not  intend  to  assert '  an  appeal, 
and  that  he  asserted  no  appeal.  But  suppose  that 
the  returning  officer  had  been  condemned  by  the 
court  for  some  misconduct  and  had  asserted  an 
appeal  to  the  Supreme  Court,  precisely  the  same 
state  of  facts  would  have  arisen.  You,  Mr.  Speaker, 
would  have  had  no  report  from  the  judges — for  I 
am  presenting  the  case  on  the  supposition  that  the 
report  which  was  sent  to  you,  was  sent  by  inad¬ 
vertence,  as  it  probably  was — you  and  the  House 
would  have  had  no  record  showing  there  had  been 
a  decision,  you  would  not  have  issued  your  warrant, 
and  it  would  have  remained  for  this  House  to  send 
for  the  records  and,  finding  that  there  was,  as 
there  is  in  this  case,  an  undisputed  judgment, 
that  the  sitting  member  was  not  duly  elected, 
to  have  issued  the  writ  for  a  new  election,  notwith¬ 
standing  the  fact  that  the  returning  officer  had 
appealed  from  the  judgment  on  some  other  branch 
of  the  case.  I  find  now,  however,  that  the  result 
of  my  pausing  to  hear  from  my  hon.  friend,  the 
leader  of  the  Opposition,  has  been  to  show  me 
that  he  does  controvert  —  and  I  presume  from 
what  he  said,  that  his  friends  do  controvert 
the  correctness  of  these  views,  at  any  rate  they  dis¬ 
pute  the  conclusion  which  I  have  arrived  at,  in 
common  with  my  friends  from  Norfolk  and  from 
Grey.  I  think  that  the  action  which  this  House 
ought  to  take  under  the  circumstances,  is  that 
which  we  have  been  accustomed  to  follow  in  times 
past  in  analogous  cases — that  it  would  be  safer, 
better,  and  more  dignified — and  I  am  sure  in  this  I 
will  have  the  acquiescence  of  my  hon.  friends  from 
Grey  and  Norfolk — to  pass  this  motion  to  refer  the 
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matter  to  theCommittee  of  Privileges  and  Elections. 
The  delay  will  not  prejudice  any  important  interests 
which  may  be  involved,  to  any  serious  extent,  it 
will  be  following  a  precedent  I  have  always  thought 
was  the  wisest  to  follow  in  dealing  with  questions 
as  to  the  right  of  members  to  sit  in  this  House,  and 
it  will  certainly  be  the  best  way  to  arrive  at  a  deli¬ 
berate  judgment  upon  a  question  in  respect  of 
which  we  are  all  more  or  less  liable  to  be  swayed 
by  political  feelings,  provided  we  do  not  give  to 
it  the  care  and  deliberation  which  is  necessary  to 
secure  the  best  advice. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothweil).  I  am  pleased  to  see 
that  the  Minister  of  Justice  has  concurred  in  the 
recommendation  of  my  hon.  friend  that  this  matter 
should  go  to  the  Committee  on  Privileges  and 
Elections.  While  I  would  not  like  to  say  one 
word  that  would  seem  to  countenance  the  right  of 
any  party  to  take  a  seat  which  he  ought  not  to 
retain,  I  am  very  anxious  that  this  House,  in  dealing 
with  the  question  of  the  right  of  a  member  to  sit 
here,  should  not  act  hastily,  and  should  not  under¬ 
take  to  deprive  by  resolution,  such  as  is  proposed 
to  the  House,  the  right  of  any  party  to  remain 
here,  however  technical  that  right  may  be.  It 
seems  to  me  of  the  utmost  consequence  that  a 
majority  in  Parliament  ought  not  to  undertake  to 
exercise  arbitrarily  the  right  of  declaring  a  seat 
vacant.  Now,  I  understand  in  this  case,  that  at 
least,  one  of  the  judges  of  the  Supreme  Court  did 
state  that  he  thought  this  seat  was  not  vacant,  that 
so  long  as  an  appeal  was  pending  it  was  not 
possible  for  a  report  to  be  made  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  the  statute,  by  the  judges 
in  the  first  instance,  and  that  until  such  report  was 
made,  the  House  could  not  be  seized  with  the  facts 
until  the  Court  of  Appeals  reported  their  conclusion 
to  the  House.  It  seems  to  me  that  where  the  law 
has  provided  a  method  of  procedure  and  that  pro¬ 
cedure  is  adequate  to  meet  the  case,  even  though 
there  should  be  some  delay,  the  House  should  not, 
from  a  mere  disposition  to  act  precipitately,  under¬ 
take  to  declare  a  seat  vacant  that  has  not  already  been 
made  so  in  law.  If  any  party  undertakes  to  sit  in 
Parliament  without  having  a  right  to  sit  here,  there 
is  a  provision  that  the  seat  may  be  attacked,  and 
his  rights  to  the  seat  may  be  ascertained  provision¬ 
ally,  by  a  proceeding  before  a  properly  constituted 
legal  tribunal  ;  and  so  the  House  itself  is  never 
without  a  remedy  to  protect  itself  against  any  • 
thing  like  usurpation.  There  is  one  consideration 
for  which  it  seems  to  me  the  law  has  some  regard, 
and  which  the  Minister  of  Justice,  in  the  observa¬ 
tions  he  has  addressed  to  the  House,  has  passed  over. 
Mr.  German’s  seat  was  attacked.  The  judges  who 
tried  the  case  in  the  first  instance  declared  the  seat 
vacant,  and  declared  Mr.  German  disqualified  from 
again  being  a  candidate.  It  seems  to  me  that  where 
the  law  gives  an  appeal,  and  where  the  law  has  pro¬ 
vided  that  there  shall  be  no  report  during  the  pen¬ 
dancy  of  that  appeal,  even  though  it  is  special  and 
limited,  the  law  to  some  extent  protects  the  rights 
which  belong  to  a  citizen  to  be  a  candidate,  where 
he  is  not  legally  disqualified,  and  ■where  it  is  the 
desire  of  the  community  he  should  be  such.  It  may 
be  that  Mr.  German  will  be  rhe  choice  of  the  elec¬ 
tors  in  case  he  is  not  disqualified,  and  the  delay  of 
a  few  days  occupied  in  enquiring  into  the  matter 
and  arriving  at  a  decision,  after  full  investigation 
of  the  facts  and  of  the  law7  applicable  to  the  case,  is 
Sir  John  Thompson. 


certainly  a  safer  course  than  for  the  House  to 
undertake  to  deal  in  a  very  hasty  manner  with  so 
important  a  matter. 

Mr.  TISDALE.  I  shall  occupy  the  time  of  the 
House  only  a  few  minutes,  but  I  feel  that  under 
the  circumstances  I  should  say  something.  My 
sole  object  in  bringing  the  matter  before  the  House 
was  the  fulfilment  of  a  duty  which  I  felt  I  had  to 
discharge  when  I  became  cognizant  of  the  facts.  I 
have  no  desire  in  this  or  in  any  other  case  to  allow 
any  matter  I  have  brought  forward  to  have  the 
slightest  semblance  whatever  of  undue  haste,  or  of 
not  giving  the  party  who  is  charged  the  utmost 
opportunity  for  full  deliberation.  I  have,  there¬ 
fore,  great  pleasure  in  assenting  to  the  proposition 
made  by  the  leader  of  the  House.  I  may  say  that 
I  am  glad  to  be  able  sometimes,  as  in  this  case,  to 
concur  with  the  hon.  member  for  Bothweil  (Mr. 
Mills)  in  the  opinion  that  when  a  political  party 
has  a  large  majority,  whichever  party  it  may  be, 
they  should  proceed  more  cautiously  and  give 
greater  consideration  than  if  they  were  the  weak 
party.  I  hold  very  strong  opinions  in  regard  to  an 
attack  made  on  the  privileges  of  Parliament  or  the 
rights  of  members,  and,  therefore,  any  suggestions 
that  could  be  made  by  .my  hon.  friend  opposite  I 
should  be  glad  to  accede  to  at  all  times,  if  thereby 
there  is  any  chance  of  throwing  further  light  on  the 
matter.  I  take  but  one  exception  to  what  the  hon. 
member  for  Bothweil  has  said,  and  I  cannot  allow 
it  to  pass  without  calling  attention  to  it.  I  do  not 
think  there  is  anything  in  the  argument  that  where 
a  seat  is  cle  facto  vacant  by  decision  of  a  court  of 
law,  and  assented  to  by  the  gentleman  who  after¬ 
wards  took  his  seat,  any  inference  can  be  drawn 
that  it  was  the  intention  of  the  law7  that  under  such 
circumstance  he  should  do  so. 

,  Mr.  MILLS  (Bothweil).  I  did  not  say  that. 

Mr.  TIS  DALE.  I  gathered  that  as  an  inference 
from  what  the  hon.  gentleman  said.  If  the  hon. 
gentleman  did  not  say  that,  I  accept  his  denial, 
because  I  would  be  sorry  to  have  any  such  proposi¬ 
tion  passed  by  this  House  without  challenging  it. 

I  wash  to  say  here  that  the  cause  that  led  me  to 
bring  it  up  was  the  action  of  the  hon.  gentleman 
himself.  Had  he  seen  fit  to  exercise  patience — and 
I  say  this  simply  because  I  feel  a  strong  duty  in 
this  matter — had  he,  knowing  all  the  facts,  seen  fit 
to  have  remained  out  of  the  House  until  this  matter 
was  settled,  far  from  me  would  it  have  been  to  have 
made  any  motion  in  regard  to  it,  because  there 
would  have  been  no  breach  of  the  privileges  of 
Parliament.  I  shall  be  very  glad  to  have  this 
resolution  referred  to  the  Privileges  and  Elections 
Committee,  because  we  shall  then  have  a  precedent 
established.  If  by  any  possibility  it  is  proved  that 
a  gentleman  can,  under  such  circumstances,  enter 
this  House,  then  the  election  law  should  be  amended 
in  such  a  Avay  as  to  render  impossible  a  repetition 
of  the  act  by  any  hon.  gentleman  on  either  side  of 
the  House. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  I  quite  concur  in  what  the 
hon.  gentleman,  w7ho  has  just  taken  his  seat,  said 
as  to  the  impropriety,  and  it  appears  to  me  to  be  a 
very  grave  impropriety  indeed,  of  a  gentleman  oc¬ 
cupying  a  seat  in  this  House  under  the  circum¬ 
stances  detailed  here,  and  when,  even  upon  his 
own  admission,  he  came  here  on  the  technicality  he 
presented  to  us,  and  took  his  seat.  At  the  same 
time,  I  cannot  help  thinking  that  wTe  cannot,  and 
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should  not  deal  with  this  question,  here,  but  should 
refer  it  it  to  the  committee  specially  charged  with 
the  guardianship  of  our  privileges  and  the  protec¬ 
tion  of  the  rights  of  members.  I  confess  that  I 
have  very  strong  doubts,  indeed,  as  to  the  correct¬ 
ness  of  the  view  put  forward  by  the  lion,  member 
for  Grey  (Mr.  Masson) — I  had  not  the  honour  to 
hear  the  hon.  member  for  Norfolk  (Mr.  Tisdale) — - 
as  to  whether  or  not  the  seat  is  now,  as  a  matter  of 
law,  vacant.  It  is  pure  technical  reasoning,  no 
doubt,  but  after  all  these  matters  generally  are 
technical,  and  I  doubt  very  much— and  I  desire  to 
speak  on  a  matter  in  which  all  our  privileges  are 
concerned  with  all  frankness — whether,  until  the 
Supreme  Court  deals  with  this  question,  there 
can  be  a  judgment,  or  any  report  can  be  received 
by  the  Speaker  of  the  House.  The  statute  pro¬ 
vides  that  the  judges  before  whom  the  election 
case  is  tried  shall,  in  case  there  is  no  appeal,  and 
it  is  only  in  cases  where  there  is  no  appeal,  report 
to  you,  Sir,  the  resxdt  of  the  trial.  If  there 
is  an  appeal,  inferentially  there  can  be  no  such 
report  made.  Now,  if  no  such  report  can  be  made 
on  account  of  the  appeal,  how  can  this  House 
become  seized  of  the  facts,  and  of  the  opinions 
arrived  at  by  the  judges  until  they  are  ripened 
into  a  judgment.  There  is  this  to  be  said,  and  I 
agree  on  this  point  with  the  hon.  member  for 
Both  well,  that  the  rights  of  members  must  also  be 
always  taken  into  account.  The  election  was 
declared  void  on  grounds  stated  by  the  judges, 
about  which  there  is  no  dispute,  but  there  is  the 
possibility  that  the  disqualification  of  a  member 
may  not  have  been  properly  arrived  at,  and  he  may 
be  relieved  of  that  disqualification,  and  it  would 
certainly  be  a  very  hard  case  if  that  gentleman 
had  not  an  opportunity  of  presenting  himself  when 
the  writ  is  finally  issued.  So  it  is  desirable  that 
this  House  should  not  act  too  hastily,  and  that  the 
case  should  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Pri¬ 
vileges  and  Elections,  by  which,  after  it  has  been 
considered  and  enquired  into  with  care  and  con¬ 
sideration,  a  report  will  be  made  that  in  future 
will  enable  us  to  act  with  precision  on  this  subject. 
1  agree  also  that  the  law  should  be  amended,  not 
in  cases  in  which  the  question  of  disqualification 
is  still  in  doubt,  but,  when  it  is  admitted  by  a 
gentleman  that  he  had  not  been  properly  elected, 
he  should  not  be  permitted  to  come  and  assist  in 
the  deliberations  of  this  assembly. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

SUPPLY— THE  BUDGET. 

House  resumed  adjourned  debate  on  the  proposed 
motion  of  Mr.  Foster  : 

That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair  for  the  House 
to  go  again  into  Committee  of  Supply. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  Mr.  Speaker,  it  is  not 
my  intention  to  enter  into  any  elaborate  discussion 
or  review  of  the  financial  statement  made  by  the 
Minister  of  Finance.  It  is  clear,  I  think,  to  the 
House,  that  the  hon.  gentleman,  with  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  and  those  who  support  him  and  them,  have 
got  back  upon  their  old  grounds.  We  have  had 
in  the  speech  of  the  Minister  of  Finance,  the 
old  music  and  the  old  instruments  with  scarcely 
any  variations.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  told 
the  House,  that  the  diminution  of  the  deposits 
in  the  savings  banks  are  no  indication  of  the 
diminished  prosperity  of  the  country.  When 


the  amount  in  the  Government  savings  banks 
increased  it  was  an  evidence  of  the  increased 
wealth  of  the  people,  and  when  that  amount  has 
diminished  it  is  no  evidence  of  increased  poverty 
or  diminished  wealth.  When  the  crops  of  the 
agricultural  population  are  good  it  is  an  indication 
of  the  wisdom  and  care  of  the  Administration, 
and  when  the  crops  of  the  agriculturists  are  bad,  it 
is  the  fault  of  Providence,  and  the  Administra¬ 
tion  ought  not  in  any  degree  to  be  held  responsible. 
We  are  told  from  the  Treasury  benches,  and  by  the 
gentlemen  who  support  the  ministry,  that  indus¬ 
tries  ought  to  be  fostered.  They  are  well  fostered 
in  the  Province  of  New  Brunswick  ;  they  ought 
to  be  fostered  over  the  entire  Dominion  ;  and 
we  are  also  told  that  onr  commercial  relations  with 
the  United  States  have  recently  enjoyed  the  foster¬ 
ing  care  of  the  Administration.  Now,  Sir,  we  are 
having  some  new  phases  in  the  tactics  of  the  Con¬ 
servative  leaders  ;  we  are  having  a  new  departure 
in  parliamentary  government ;  we  are  having  new 
constitutional  usages  introduced  and  established, 
and  I  suppose  before  many  years  elapse,  should  the 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite  continue  to  administer  the 
Government,  we  will  have  a  complete  change  in  our 
parliamentary  system.  It  used  to  be,  and  it  is  still 
in  the  United  Kingdom,  the  practice  under  our 
system  of  parliamentary  government,  that  the 
House  of  Commons,  the  body  which  represents  the 
nation,  is  the  most  potent  council  to  advise  the 
Sovereign.  It  is  that  body  which  is  supposed  to 
exercise  a  paramount  influence  over  every  other 
institution  in  the  State.  But,  Sir,  this  is  no  longer 
the  case,  so  far  as  the  Parliament  of  Canada'  is 
concerned.  This  Parliament  is  now  supposed  to  be 
a  mere  registering  body,  to  register  the  wishes  of 
the  Administration  that  may  be  expressed  and 
acquiesced  in,  some  time  before  final  action  is 
taken,  if.  the  Administration  finds  it  convenient, 
or  Parliament  may  be  called  upon  to  sanction,  as  a 
matter  of  form,  what  has  already  been  finally 
determined.  So  far  as  the  prerogatives  of  the 
Crown  are  concerned,  we  are  having,  in  a  large 
degree,  a  revival  of  the  doctrine  of  high  preroga¬ 
tive.  We  are  having  introduced  into  this  country, 
in  the  practice  of  the  Government  those  notions  of 
prerogative  that  led  to  the  great  civil  war  in  the 
time  of  Charles  the  First,  and  that  were  supposed 
to  be  altogether  overthrown  by  the  revolution  of 
1688.  It  is  true,  Sir,  that  the  hon.  gentlemen  on 
the  Treasury  benches,  are  not  claiming  these  extra¬ 
ordinary  powers  on  behalf  of  the  Sovereign  or  the 
Sovereign's  representative,  but  they  are  claiming 
them  on  behalf  of  that  viceroy  who  exercises  auth¬ 
ority  over  the  sovereign,  and  so  we  are  having  a 
parliamentary  committee  known  as  the  Cabinet  or 
Administration,  usurping  all  these  powers  that 
were  at  one  time  denied  to  the  Sovereign ;  usurping 
them  in  the  name  of  the  Sovereign  to  be  exercised 
by  the  Sovereign,  always  upon  the  advice  of  the 
Government  whose  advice  the  Sovereign  is  not  at 
liberty  to  disregard.  Here,  this  extraordinary 
power  is  actually  in  the  hands  of  the  Adminis¬ 
tration.  It  has  been  exercised  by  the  Administra¬ 
tion,  and  in  a  way  that  diminishes  the  usefulness 
of  Parliament,  and  seriously  affects  the  interest 
which  the  people  take  in  the  conduct  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  of  the  country.  There  is  nothing,  in  my 
opinion,  of  more  importance  in  the  maintenance  of 
our  parliamentary  system,  and  in  the  protection  of 
the  community  against  serious  abuses  on  the  part 
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of  those  in  authority,  than  the  maintenance  of  a 
healthy  public  spirit  in  the  community,  and  that 
cannot  continue  to  exist  when  the  Government 
acts  without  the  sanction  of  the  people’s  repre¬ 
sentatives  ;  when  they  intimate  to  the  represent¬ 
atives  of  the  people  in  Parliament  and  to  the  electors 
at  large,  that  they  may  give  their  mind  a  holiday, 
that  the  Government  of  the  country  is  in  safe 
hands,  that  their  interests  will  be  properly  cared 
for,  and  so  they  need  give  themselves  little  or  no 
trouble  about  the  conduct  of  public  affairs  I 
notice,  Sir,  that  the  ‘‘new  colony,”  as  it  has  been 
designated  by  the  Conservative  organs,  who  occupy 
seats  on  this  side  of  the  House  supporting  the 
Administration — I  notice  that  the  “  new  colony  ” 
praise  the  present  state  of  things.  They  praise  the 
delegation  to  Washington,  not  for  what  they 
accomplished, but  for  what  they  failed  toaccomplish. 
There  has  been  a  general  expression  of  rejoicing, 
not  because  the  Government  succeeded  in  doing 
anything,  but  because  the  Government  did  nothing, 
and  because  those  who  went  to  Washington  came 
back  able  to  declare  that  they  had  not  succeeded, 
and  that  they  did  not  see  before  them  any  prospect 
of  success.  They  had  the  wisdom  to  fail,  and  by 
failing  to  protect  the  farming  population  against 
these  calamities,  which  if  they  had  succeeded,  would 
have  inevitably  followed  from  that  success.  This 
has  been  the  declaration  of  nearly  every  lion,  gentle¬ 
man  who  has  spoken  in  support  of  the  Administration. 
One  hon.  gentleman  after  another  has  arisen  in  the 
Houseand  declared  that  reciprocity  with  the  United 
States  in  the  agricultural  products  of  the  two 
countries,  would  have  resulted  in  a  very  serious 
calamity  to  the  Canadian  farmers,  and  so  I  have 
been  at  a  loss  to  understand  why  these  gentlemen 
should,  under  these  circumstances,  have  gone  to 
Washington  at  all.  I  am  unable  to  understand 
why  they  should  have  gone  there  for  the  purpose 
of  obtaining  from  the  Government  o^  the  United 
States  a  declaration  that  they  entirely  agreed 
with  the  Minister  of  Finance — -that  they  did  not 
see  how  he  was  to  raise  revenue  if  he  succeeded, 
and  that  he  had  better  maintain  the  present 
condition  of  things.  Why  should  not  these  hon. 
gentlemen  who  have  recently  come  into  Parlia¬ 
ment,  praise  the  Administration  ?  They  may  say  to 
the  Government,  and  to  some  of  the  supporters  of 
the  Administration  in  Parliament, and  some  perhaps 
out  of  Parliament,  that  it  is  “Thou  that  hast  made 
us,  and  not  we  ourselves,  and  we  are  the  sheep  of 
thy  pasture.  ”  These  hon.  gentlemen  sit  here  by 
the  grace  of  the  Administration,  and  by  the  favour 
of  some  hon.  gentlemen  who  support  the  Adminis¬ 
tration  ;  and  there  is  no  doubt  that  those 
potent  influences  which  have  brought  so  large 
a  number  of  recruits  to  the  other  side,  have 
proved  of  inestimable  advantage  to  the  hon. 
gentlemen  who  have  recently  obtained  seats 
in  this  House.  The  hon.  gentlemen  who  have 
spoken  in  support  of  the  Minister  of  Finance 
on  this  subject  find  it  very  difficult  to  spell 
free  trade  and  non-intercourse  in  one  word. 
Punch ,  many  years  ago,  represented  Mr.  Disraeli 
as  a  chameleon,  on  which  the  words  free  trade  and 
protection  were  mixed  up  together.  Now,  the 
Canadian  chameleon  has  not  been  a  very  active 
animal,  and  there  is  not  much  chance  of  convincing 
the  community  that  the  Government  are  in  favour 
of  reciprocity  with  our  neighbours,  and,  at  the 
same  time  opposed  to  putting  the  larger  number  of 
Mr.  Mills  (Bothwell). 


products,  which  may  be  interchanged  between  the 
two  countries,  upon  a  free  list.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  who  have  spoken  are,  no  doubt,  pleased,  for 
another  reason  besides  that  of  protecting  the  farm¬ 
ers  against  the  calamity  of  having  a  free  njarket  in 
the  United  States.  They  can  use  their  old  speeches. 
Those  speeches,  Sir,  are  not  in  danger.  The  visit 
to  Washington  has  not  rendered  them  absolutely 
useless,  and  so  far  as  we  can  judge  from  what  has 
been  said  by  the  Finance  Minister,  they  may  serve 
a  nseful  purpose  to  those  hon.  gentlemen  for  many 
sessions  to  come.  At  all  events,  they  will,  no  doubt, 
serve  them  as  long  as  the  hon.  gentlemen  who  now 
occupy  the  Treasury  benches,  continue  to  sit  there. 
There  is  to  be  no  further  effort  at  negotiating  a  re¬ 
ciprocity  treaty  with  our  neighbours  across  the 
border.  The  march  has  taken  place  ;  the  capital 
of  the  United  States  has  been  visited  ;  the  attempt¬ 
ed  negotiations  have  failed.  The  Government  have 
convinced  themselves, and  their  supporters, and  they 
have  convinced  Mr.  Blaine  and  General  Foster,  that 
there  is  no  chance  whatever  of  success  ;  and  so  this 
whole  business  is  ended,  and  the  Government  must 
remain  where  they  are.  They"  must  retain  the  old 
policy,  they  must  sing  the  old  tunes,  their  friends 
must  support  the  old  leaders,  and  wave  the  old  flag, 
and  that  is  their  business.  They  are  confined 
within  very  narrow  limits  ;  their  work  of  investi¬ 
gation  and  reflection  is  at  an  end  ;  and  all  they  have 
to  do  is  to  defend  the  fortress,  retain  the  hon. 
gentlemen  who  support  them,  and  nse  the  old  arms 
for  the  maintenance  of  the  citadel.  Well,  Sir,  I  do 
not  exactly  see  the  matter  in  that  light.  Whatever 
may  have  been  the  intentions  of  the  Government — 
and  we  can  hardly  -suppose  now  that  they  were 
serious  or  that  they  ever  expected  to  accomplish 
more  than  they  did  accomplish — it  is  pretty  clear 
that  their  friends  who  folio  wed  and  supported  them, 
did  not  take  the  same  comfortable  view  of  the 
situation,  as  long  as  the  negotiations  were  threat¬ 
ened  ,  or  were  in  progress.  They  felt  some  uneasiness. 
They  were  inclined  to  think  that  in  some  wTay  or 
other,  the  hon.  gentlemen  on  the  Treasury  benches 
had  got  off  the  old  path,  that  they  were  deviating 
from  that  course  to  which  the  economic  orthodoxy 
of  that  side  of  the  House  required  that  they  should 
adhere,  and  that  they  were  in  danger  of  being  lost  ; 
and  they  could  never  understand  how  it  was  that 
those  gentlemen  should  stray  so  far  away  from 
home  as  to  go  to  Washington  to  negotiate  about 
a  business,  which,  if  it  succeeded,  would  prove  so 
detrimental  to  the  interests  of  Canada.  That  was 
their  position.  They  supposed  that  some  sorceress 
had  got  possession  of  the  Finance  Minister — that 
some  false  Duessa,  who  had  robed  herself  in  gar¬ 
ments  that  did  not  belong  to  her  and  appeared 
young  and  beautiful,  proved,  when  stripped  of  these, 
to  be  a  very  offensive,  old,  deformed  individual, 
like  the  false  Duessa  in  the  “  Fairy  Queen.”  Now, 
Sir,  the  hon.  gentleman,  no  doubt,  when  he 
started  for  Washington,  played  the  part  of  the  Red 
Cross  Knight.  He  got  to  the  White  House,  which 
was,  his  friends  feared,  a  palace  of  enchantment ;  but 
somehow,  by  the  interposition  of  some  friendly  fairy, 
the  hon.  gentleman  was  released  from  his  delusions, 
and  became  clothed  and  in  his  right  mind  ;  and  he 
returned  without  inflicting  any  serious  injury  on 
the  people  of  Canada.  That  is,  in  their  estimation, 
the  hon.  gentleman’s  position.  I  remember  some 
years  ago  reading  a  plaj'  in  which  the  hero,  called,  I 
think,  .Sir  Pertinax  McSycophant,  was  anxious  to 
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grow  suddenly  rich,  but  was  puzzled  how  to 
succeed  unless  he  found  some  rich  person  who 
would  be  ready  to  marry  him.  So  it  appeared  that 
he  met  an  old,  toothless,  phthisieky,  ricketty,  rheu¬ 
matic  specimen  of  humanity  whose  affections  he 
won  in  a  fortnight,  whom  he  married  in  a  month 
and  buried  in  a  year  ;  and  then,  with  a  large  supply 
of  money,  a  sorrowful  countenance,  and  a  light 
heart,  he  was  enabled  to  begin  life  anew.  Now,  the 
hon.  gentleman  came  back  here,  and  I  am  sure  it  was 
a  melancholy  pleasure  to  him  to  tell  how  he  failed. 
He  was  very  much  like  Sir  Pertinax  ;  and  not 
only  did  we  see  the  melancholy  pleasure  with 
which — no  doubt  with  a  melancholy  countenance, 
but  with  real  pleasure  at  heart — he  announced  to 
the  House  the  failure  of  the  negotiations,  but,  Sir, 
the  pleasure  was  not  a  melancholy  one  to  the  “new 
colony,”  nor  to  his  older  followrers.  It  was  perfectly 
clear  from  the  loud  cheers  with  which  the 
announcement  was  received,  that  it  was  a  matter 
of  genuine  rejoicing  to  them.  It  was  a  day  of  emanci¬ 
pation.  They  were  once  more  free.  They  could 
once  more,  without  any  limitations  or  reservations, 
declare  themselves  supporters  of  the  old  policy  to 
which  they  had  adhered  for  so  very  long  a  time. 
Now,  Sir,  there  is  not  only  this  feature  of  the  dis¬ 
cussion,  but  there  is  a  larger  one,  if  we  look  at  the 
circumstances  which  gave  rise  to  this  visit  to 
Washington.  It  is  important,  in  order  to  under¬ 
stand  the  whole  question,  to  notice  how  it  began, 
as  well  as  how  it  ended.  There  was  a  dissolution 
of  Parliament,  and  this  dissolution,  we  were  in¬ 
formed,  was  fot  the  purpose  of  obtaining  popular 
sanction  to  the  very  serious  business  in  which 
these  gentlemen  were  about  to  engage.  There 
was  no  popular  sanction  sought  by  the 
Government  for  the  Franchise  Act.  There 
was  no  popular  sanction  sought  when  it  was 
proposed  to  put  the  wards  of  the  Government,  the 
unenfranchised  Indians  of  the  country,  upon  the  list 
of  voters.  There  was  no  popular  sanction  required 
when  it  was  proposed  to  undertake  other  constitu¬ 
tional  changes  of  not  less  importance.  Sir,  Parlia¬ 
ment  is  elected  for  a  period  of  five  years.  The  law 
provides  for  the  continuance  of  Parliament  during 
that  period.  The  law  has  entrusted  the  Crown 
with  the  power  of  dissolution,  under  certain  circum¬ 
stances.  What  those  circumstances  are,  is  pretty 
well  defined  by  the  usages  and  practices  of  Parlia¬ 
ment  and  the  Crown,  in  the  mother  country.  It  is 
not  a  power  that  can  be  lightly  used.  It  is  a 
power,  says  Sir  Robert  Peel,  “  which  never  can  be 
employed  carelessly  without  blunting  the  instru¬ 
ment."  It  is  of  the  first  consequence  that  those 
usages  and  practices  should  be  regarded  by  the 
Government,  when  advising  the  Crown,  to  dissolve 
Parliament.  I  am  not  going  into  a  discussion  of  the 
question  whether  this  was;  and  in  what  respect  it 
was,  an  improper  dissolution.  *1  referred  to  the 
subject  last  year.  I  have  no  doubt  whatever,  that 
the  Crown  was  badly  advised,  and  that  the  preroga¬ 
tive  of  dissolution  was  abused,  when  that  power  was 
exercised  in  putting  an  end  to  the  Parliament 
which  preceded  this.  Honourable  gentlemen 
want  popular  sanction  for  negotiations,  the 
character  of  which  was  not  disclosed.  They  asked 
the  judgment  of  the  country  on  a  question  which 
the  country  was  not  permitted  to  know  and  to 
understand,  and  they  hoped  that  the  people  of  this 
country  would  regard  that  as  a  serious  declaration 
of  principle.  Now,  let  us  look  for  a  moment  at 


what  Parliament  did  in  former  years,  and  what  it 
did  without  question,  in  putting  upon  the  Statute- 
book  what  is  called  “  the  standing  offer.  ”  There 
is  a  law  which  declared  that  the  Government  should 
at  any  time,  under  certain  circumstances  which  are 
set  out  in  the  statute,  enter  into  negotiations  with 
the  United  States,  and  immediately  put  a  large  num¬ 
ber  of  articles,  indicated  in  the  statute,  upon  the  free 
list.  This  Government  required  popular  sanction  for 
what  Parliament  had  aiithorized  it  to  do.  Does 
the  Government  require  popular  sanction  for  what 
has  already,  over  and  over  again,  received  popular- 
sanction  ?  Most  assuredly  not ;  and  it  can  be 
hardly  said  that  the  Administration  were  serious 
when  they  undertook  to  appeal  to  the  country,  and 
assigned  as  a  reason  for  that  appeal,  that  they 
required  popular  sanction  for  the  step  they  were 
about  to  take.  The  hon.  gentleman,  the  Minister 
of  Finance,  says  that  the  Government  are  not  re¬ 
sponsible  for  the  McKinley  Bill.  Well,  I  dissent 
from  that  view.  We  all  remember  here  the  discus¬ 
sion  we  had  in  1886  when  a  large  number  of  articles 
had  been  put  upon  the  free  list  by  the  Congress 
of  the  United  States,  and  we  asked  that  they  should 
be  put  upon  the  free  list  by  the  Parliament  of 
Canada.  They  were  natural  products.  They  were 
such  as  a  large  number  of  our  people  had  a  special 
interest  in,  especially  those  who  reside  in  the 
Maritime  Provinces.  A  large  trade  was  growing 
up  in  them.  We  were  exporters  of  many  of  them, 
yet  the  Government,  at  the  instance  of  some  of 
their  supporters,  voted  down  the  proposition  to  put 
these  articles  on  the  free  list.  The  financial  depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Government  was  then  in  charge  of  Sir 
Leonard  Tilley.  Two  years  later  the  Government 
entered  into  negotiations  w  ith  the  Government  of 
Washington  about  another  matter,  the  treaty  of 
1888,  relating  to  the  fisheries.  Sir  Charles  Tupper, 
who  acted  as  Commissioner  for  Canada,  came  here. 
He  was,  I  think,  Minister  of  Finance  at  the  time. 
He  was,  at  all  events,  a  member  of  the  Government, 
and  he  pressed  upon  the  Government  the  necessity  of 
putting  upon  the  freelist  these  articles,  that  we  had 
proposed  should  go  on  the  free  list  two  years  before. 
He  did  so,  on  representations  from  Washington. 
The  Government  had  declared  against  doing  that 
particular  act.  The  hon.  gentleman  who  now  leads 
the  House  had  himself  spoken  against  the  proposi¬ 
tion  not  two  days  before  ;  but,  at  the  instance  of 
theMinisterof  Finance,  the  matter  was  pressed  on  the 
attention  of  the  Government.  They  receded  from 
the  position  they  had  taken,  and  put  those  articles  on 
the  free  list.  These  articles  remained  there  but  for 
a  single  season,  and  were  again  put  back  on  the 
list  of  dutiable  articles,  and  then  the  McKinley 
Bill  came  into  operation.  Now,  the  Government 
for  a  series  of  years,  acted  upon  these  representa¬ 
tions  that  had  been  made.  What  were  they  ? 
Why,  they  had  said  again  and  again  :  If  you  per¬ 
mit  us  to  pursue  a  courageous  policy,  we  will  bring 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States  to  their 
knees,  we  will  bring  them  to  their  senses  ;  and 
Sir  Charles  Tupper,  as  a  member  of  the  Ad¬ 
ministration,  pointed  out  again  and  again  to 
this  House,  making  a  statement  which  was 
not  accurate,  but  which  was  nevertheless 
made,  that  the  mere  threat  of  putting  a  duty 
upon  American  coal  had  the  effect  of  inducing  Con¬ 
gress  to  take  the  duty  off  Canadian  coal.  He  gave 
that  as  an  instance  of  the  power  Canada  had,  if 
she  chose  to  exercise  it,  of  completely  altering  the 
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fiscal  policy  of  the  United  States.  The  Govern¬ 
ment  pursued  this  system,  talking  loudly,  talking 
very  grandly,  intimating  what  we  had  power  to  do, 
intimating  the  cowardly,  the  humiliating  position 
we  would  be  in  if  we  failed  to  exercise  our  power, 
and  to  show  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  our 
independence  of  them.  All  this  tall  talk,  and  these 
actions  ultimately  called  attention,  which  was  not 
before  attracted,  to  the  relations  between 
Canada  and  the  United  States.  They  speci¬ 
ally  called  the  attention  of  the  American  Gov¬ 
ernment  to  the  matter,  and  the  result  was 
the  McKinley  Bill.  The  McKinley  Bill,  Sir, 
had  its  origin  in  the  policy  and  in  the  language 
employed  by  the  hon.  gentlemen  who  sat  on  the 
Treasury  benches,  and  in  the'.newspapers  supporting 
them,  and  the  hon.  gentlemen  who  voted  with  them 
and  occupied  seats  behind  them  in  this  House. 
Well,  on  the  eve  of  the  last  general  election,  these 
hon.  gentlemen  announced  that  they  were  about 
to  negotiate  a  treaty  with  the  United  States.  They 
were  divided  between  their  support  of  a  treaty 
and  their  support  of  the  National  Policy.  They 
were  to  leave  here  on  the  4th  of  March,  they  were 
to  reach  Washington  on  the  6th,  at  a  period  when 
it  would  be  known  how  great  a  victory  they  had 
achieved,  and  their  hands  would  be  strengthened, 
so  that  they  could  successfully  carry  on  their 
negotiations  with  the  neighbouring  Republic.  I 
think  that  the  correspondence,  to  which  I  shall 
refer,  shows  that  the  representations  then  made 
were  not  such  representations  as  ought  to  have  been 
made  to  the  people  of  this  country;  that  they  were 
representations  made  for  the  purposb  of  convincing 
those  who  were  dissatisfied  with  the  policy  of  pro¬ 
tection,  that  they  were  about  to  receive  relief  at  the 
hands  of  the  Administration  ;  that  the  relations  be¬ 
tween  the  United  States  and  Canada  had  undergone 
change  ;  that  the  Government  had  abandoned  their 
fiscal  policy  of  restriction,  and  that  they  were  pre¬ 
pared  to  treat  that  policy  as  a  mere  means  to  an 
end.  In  fact,  we  were  told  again  and  again,  at  the 
last  general  election,  that  the  policy  of  protection 
was  not  adopted  as  a  policy  good  in  itself  but  as  a 
means  to  an  end  ;  that  their  policy,  as  the  resolution 
of  1878  in  fact  declared,  was  simply  a  means  of 
forcing  the  people  of  the  United  States  to  agree  to 
freer  trade  relations,  and  to  freer  commercial  inter¬ 
course,  with  the  people  of  this  country.  Now  let  me 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  correspondence 
which  took  place  between  His  Excellency  and  the 
Colonial  Office,  and  the  Government  of  this  coun¬ 
try  and  the  British  Embassy  at  Washington,  for  the 
purpose  of  promoting  a  better  understanding  in 
commercial  matters  between  Canada  and  the  neigh¬ 
bouring  Republic.  Before  commencing  to  read  quo¬ 
tations  from  this  correspondence,  let  me  say  that, 
although  the  Government  sent  an  embassy  to 
Washington  a  little  later  than  they  had  promised 
the  people  of  this  country  that  such  a  delega¬ 
tion  or  embassy  would  be  sent,  that  delegation 
or  embassy  remained  there  for  a  remarkably  short 
period  of  time  ;  it  did  so  because  the  Secretary 
of  State  complained  that  faith  had  not  been  kept 
with  him,  and  these  gentlemen  were  put  on 
probation  for  misconduct  before  those  negotiations 
could  be  renewed.  On  the  3rd  November,  1890, 
the  Colonial  Office  informed  the  Foreign  Office  that 
suggestions  had  been  received  from  the  Governor 
General  by  telegram,  and  that  a  reply  to  these 
suggestions  should  be  telegraphed  to  the  British 
Mr.  Mills  (Both well). 


Minister  at  Washington,  if  the  Foreign  Office 
approved  of  what  the  telegram  contained.  The 
words  are  : 

“  With  instructions  to  consider  in  what  way  the  wish  of 
Canada  to  be  included  in  any  arrangement  may  best  be 
made,  and  to  telegraph  home  for  consideration  the  terms 
of  any  convention  or  arrangement  which  he  thinks  could 
be  obtained  or  is  desirable.” 

This  was  done  by  the  Foreign  Office  on  the 
following  day,  and  on  the  6th  November  the 
Foreign  Office  informed  the  Colonial  Office  that 
they  had  received  “the  substance  of  a  draft  conven¬ 
tion  from  Sir  Julian  Pauncefote  that  he  had  pri¬ 
vately  communicated  to  Mr.  Blaine  for  an  arrange¬ 
ment  as  to  fishing  questions  and  as  to  trade  regulations 
between  the  United  States  and  Newfoundland.  I 
am  to  point  out  that  Sir  Julian  Pauncefote  defers 
replying  to  the  enquiry  addressed  to  him  as  to  the 
best  mode  of  including  Canada  in  such  an  arrange¬ 
ment  until  he  has  discussed  the  draft  with  Mr. 
Blaine.”  On  the  19th  November,  a  protest  is  made 
by  the  Canadian  Government  against  the  New¬ 
foundland  treaty.  On  the  26th  November,  the 
Canadian  Government  was  informed  by  Lord 
Knutsford  that  “  Her  Majesty’s  Government  will 
delay  the  Newfoundland  convention  if  Canadian 
negotiations  can  be  entered  upon  at  once  on  lines 
proposed  by  your  Ministers  so  that  both  may 
proceed  pari  passu.  Any  reciprocity  treaty  between 
Canada  and  the  United  States  would,  as  previously, 
be  framed  so  as  not  to  place  imports  from  this 
country  at  a  disadvantage,  and  it  is  presumed 
that  Canada  would  wish  to  retain  control  over  her 
tariff  with  a  view  to  possible  extension  of  her 
trade  with  the  colonies  and  England.  ”  There  is 
a  suggestion  from  the  Colonial  Office  in  con¬ 
sequence  of  a  communication  received  from  the 
Government  of  Canada  with  reference  to  the  pro¬ 
posals  of  the  Government  which  have  not  been  laid 
before  this  House.  What  correspondence  was 
there,  that  gave  rise  to  this  suggestion  ?  How  is  it 
that  that  communication  of  the  19th  November 
from  the  Government  of  Canada  has  not  been  laid 
before  Parliament  ?  The  Governor  General  informs 
Lord  Knutsford  on  the  same  day  that  “the  Cana¬ 
dian  Ministers  are  prepared  to  open  negotiations 
immediately  on  the  lines  indicated  in  my  telegram 
of  the  19th.”  What  were  those  lines  indicated  in 
the  telegram  of  the  19th  ?  Why  is  it  that  the  con¬ 
tents  of  that  telegram  have  not  been  laid  before  this 
House,  and  that  the  Government  have  not  seen 
proper  to  communicate  to  Parliament  the  proposal 
which  is  necessary,  to  enable  Parliament  to  form  a 
judgment  upon  the  conduct  of  the  Administration  ? 
They  go  on  to  say :  ‘  ‘  Provided  their  representatives 
at  Washington  could  be  commissioners  associated 
with  the  British  Minister  and  empowered  to  nego¬ 
tiate  directly  instead  of  being  merely  delegates.” 
That  is  the  condition  on  which  they  proposed  to  under¬ 
take  immediate  negotiations.  \\  hat  were  the  lines 
indicated  in  that  telegram,  not  a  word  of  which 
has  up  to  this  hour  been  communicated  to  Parlia¬ 
ment?  W7e  are  required,  on  account  of  the  statement 
of  the  hon.  Minister,  to  exercise  our  judgment 
upon  the.  conduct  of  the  Administration,  and 
the  papers  which  are  necessary  to  enable  us  to 
form  a  judgment  upon  the  conduct  of  the  Adminis¬ 
tration  are  not  yet  laid  before  Parliament.  On  the 
28th  November,  1890,  Lord  Stanley  informs  the 
British  Minister  at  Washington  that 

“  We  are  pi’epared  to  arrange  for  commercial  relations 
with  the  United  States  being  liberally  extended  and  wish 
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that  the  United  States  may  be  so  informed.  This  Govern¬ 
ment  objects  to  sending  delegates  to  Washington  unoffi¬ 
cially,  as  liable  to  give  rise  to  misunderstanding,  but  is 
ready  at  once  to  open  formal  negotiations  with  the  sanction 
of  Her  Majesty’s  Government.” 

They  also  say  : 

“  They  would  negotiate  immediately  on  the  lines 
indicated  in  my  telegram  of  the  19th  if  their  representa¬ 
tives  could  be  commissioners  empowered  to  negotiate 
directly  instead  of  merely  delegates.” 

These  are  the  words  contained  in  the  despatch  of 
His  Excellency  upon  this  very  important  subject. 
On  the  4th  December,  Lord  Knutsford,  in  a  commu¬ 
nication  to  Lord  Stanley,  says  : 

“  With  reference  to  your  despatch  of  the  19th  of  last 
month,  Her  Majesty’s  Government  agree  to  the  Minister 
at  Washington  being  assisted  by  one  or  more  Canadian 
plenipotentiaries,  if  the  United  States  consent  to  negotia¬ 
tions.” 

On  the  5th  December,  Lord  Stanley  telegraphs 
Lord  Knutsford  : 

“  May  we  now  make  definite  official  proposals  through 
the  British  Minister  to  the  United  States  Government.” 

That  communication  shows  that  up  to  that  time 
no  formal  communication,  or  no  proposal,  had  been 
made  by  the  Government  of  Canada  to  the  British 
Embassy  at  Washington  with  the  view  to  its  being 
communicated  to  the  Government  of  the  United 
States.  Their  communication  which  they  proposed 
as  a  basis  of  negotiations  on  the  subject  of  recipro¬ 
city,  was  with  the  Colonial  Office.  That  is  con¬ 
tained  in  the  telegram  of  the  19th  November, 
which  has  never  been  laid  before  Parliament,  but 
the  Colonial  Office  calls  for  caution— that  they  would 
not  undertake  to  discriminate  against  British  goods, 
and  that  they  would  not  enter  into  such  trade  re¬ 
lations  with  the  United  States  as  would  make  it 
impossible  for  them  to  extend  their  relations  with 
the  mother  country,  or  with  other  British  pos¬ 
sessions.  On  the  17th  December,  Sir  Julian  Paunce- 
fote  writes  to  Lord  Stanley  : 

“  I  am  informed  by  the  Secretary  of  State  (Mr.  Blaine) 
that  his  Government  could  not  respond  to  the  suggestion 
of  a  formal  commission  until  a  basis  of  arrangement  had 
been  first  reached.  He  expresses  a  strong  desire  to  con¬ 
clude  a  wide  reciprocity  treats7.” 

These  were  the  words  used  in  the  des¬ 
patch  of  the  British  Minister  at  Washington,  that 
Mr.  Blaine  desired  to  conclude  a  wide  treaty  of 
reciprocity.  He  does  not  limit  the  Government 
to  any  specific  kind  of  treaty  except  that  it  ought 
to  be  a  treaty  mutually  beneficial  and  comprehen¬ 
sive  in  its  provisions.  Lord  Stanley  informs  Lord 
Knutsford,  on  the  13th  December,  upon  what  terms 
the  Government  are  prepared  to  negotiate.  Now, 
the  fact  that  that  telegram  of  the  19th  is  suppressed, 
and  this  formal  despatch  of  the  13th  December  is 
given,  goes  to  show  that  the  contents  of  the  tele¬ 
gram  did  not  correspond  with  the  contents  of  the 
despatch.  Let  us  know  what  were  the  Government’s 
first  impressions.  What  were  the  views,  what 
were  the  proposals  in  contemplation  as  a  basis  for 
commercial  arrangements  with  the  United  States, 
as  suggested  in  this  telegram  of  the  19th  November? 
The  House  has  a  right  to  know  what  views  the 
Government  entertained  on  the  subject  at  that 
time.  Now,  this  despatch  of  the  13th  December 
reads  as  follows  : — 

“  I  have  the  honour  to  send  to  your  Lordship  to-day  a 
telegraphic  message  of  which  the  following  is  the  sub¬ 
stance 

That  telegraphic  message  of  the  13th  is  not  here. 


“  With  reference  to  my  telegram  of  the  10th  inst.,  this 
Government  is  desirous  ...  to  propose  a  joint  com¬ 

mission,  such  as  that  of  1871,  with  authority  to  deal 
without  limitation  and  to  prepare  a  treaty  respecting  the 
following  subjects  :  — 

“  1.  Renewal  of  the  Recipi'ocity  Treaty  of  1854,  with  the 
modifications  required  by  the  altered  circumstances  of 
both  countries,  and  with  the  extensions  deemed  by  the 
commission  to  be  in  the  interest  of  Canada  and  the  United 
States. 

“  2.  Reconsideration  of  the  treaty  of  1888  with  respect  to 
the  Atlantic  fisheries,  with  the  aim  of  securing  the  free 
admission  into  the  United  States  markets  of  Canadian 
fishery  products  in  return  for  facilities  to  be  granted  to 
the  United  States  fishermen  to  buy  bait  and  supplies  and 
to  tranship  cargoes  in  Canada,  all  such  privileges  to  oe 
mutual. 

“3.  Protection  of  mackerel  and  other  fisheries  on  the 
Atlantic  Ocean  and  the  inland  waters  also. 

“  4.  Relaxation  of  the  seaboard  coasting  laws  of  the  two 
countries. 

“  5.  Relaxation  of  the  coasting  laws  of  the  two  countries 
on  the  inland  waters  dividing  Canada  from  the  United 
States. 

“  6.  Mutual  salvage  and  saving  of  wrecked  vessels. 

“7.  Arrangements  for  settling  boundary  between 
Canada  and  Alaska.” 

Now,  these  were  the  topics  that  were  suggested  in 
this  communication  of  the  13th  December  as  sub¬ 
jects  for  discussion  in  the  Parliament  of  Canada 
and  the  Government  of  the  United  States.  It  will 
be  observed  that  the  Government  proposed  in  this, 
the  treaty  of  1854  as  the  basis  for  negotiation  be¬ 
tween  the  two  Governments  on  the  subject  of  reci¬ 
procity.  The  Governments  had  again  and  again 
informed  Parliament  through  a  long  series  of  years 
beginning  in  1871,  that  it  was  not  possible  to  secure 
a  treaty  of  reciprocity  with  the  United  States 
upon  the  basis  contained  in  this  first  proposition  ; 
and  why  they  should  undertake  to  suggest  as  a 
basis  for  the  negotiation  that  which  they  them¬ 
selves  stated  never  could  be  a  basis  for  a  successful 
treaty,  I  confess  I  am  unable  to  understand,  except 
upon  the  one  hypothesis,  that,  however  anxious 
the  Government  might  be  to  succeed  with  regard 
to  some  of  the  other  matters,  they  were  merely 
anxious  to  allay  public  feeling,  to  postpone  the 
public  decision,  until  the  elections  were  over  ;  and 
then  if  they  failed,  or  if  it  became  manifest  that 
they  did  not  desire  to  succeed  in  the  establishment 
of  reciprocal  trade  relations  with  our  neighbours, 
no  harm  could  come  to  them  politically.  That  is 
the  one  inference  which  may  be  drawn,  and  it  seems 
to  me  the  only  one  that  can  be  drawn,  from  the 
proposition,  and  from  what  subsequently  happened 
with  regard  to  it.  I  need  not  refer  to  the  second 
proposition.  Isupposethe  Government  are  anxious  to 
accomplish  that.  I  should  have  been  sorry  to  have 
seen  them  successful  with  regard  to  some  of 
the  provisions  of  that  treaty  of  1888.  I  am 
willing  that  the  Administration  should  go  a  long 
way  in  establishing  freer  trade  relations,  and 
making  liberal  commercial  arrangements  in  all 
those  matters  referred  to  in  the  treaty  of  1888  ; 
but  I  am  not  anxious,  I  am  not  willing,  to  see 
any  government,  or  any  party,  sacrificing  the 
sovereign  rights  of  this  country  to  the  demands 
of  our  neighbours,  and  those  sovereign  rights 
were,  in  my  opinion,  to  no  inconsiderable  degree 
sacrificed  by  the  terms  of  the  treaty  of  1888,  I 
need  not  refer  to  the  protection  of  the  mackerel, 
or  to  the  relaxation  of  the  laws  relating  to  the 
coasting  trade.  I  may  say  that  the  proposition 
relating  to  mutual  salvage  and  the  saving  of 
wrecked  vessels,  which  the  Minister  of  War 
when  Minister  of  Customs,  fought  with  so  much 
vigour  and  success  for  a  long  series  of  years. 
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he  supported  at  Washington.  I  think  I  may  con¬ 
gratulate  the  Minister  of  Militia  on  the  progress 
which  he  has  made  in  that  particular,  and  that  he 
is  now  prepared  to  support,  as  in  the  interests  of 
humanity  as  well  as  in  the  interests  of  commerce,  a 
policy  which  he  has  hitherto  opposed  with  a  great 
deal  of  vigour  and  with  a  great  deal  of  success. 
Now,  the  next  subject  to  which  I  shall  refer  is  a 
statement  made  by  a  member  of  the  Government. 
It  is  this  : 

“  Mr.  Blaine  replied  that  to  endeavour  to  obtain  the 
appointment  of  the  formal  commission  to  arrive  at  the  reci¬ 
procity  would  be  useless,  but  that  the  United  States  (rov- 
ernment  was  willing  to  discuss  the  question  in  private 
with  Sir  Julian  Pauneefote  and  one  or  more  delegates  from 
Canada,  and  to  consider  every  subject  as  to  which  there 
was  a  hope  of  agreement  on  the  grounds  of  mutual  in¬ 
terests  ;  if  not  to  risk  so  gi-ave  a  step  until  by  private  dis¬ 
cussion  he  has  satisfied  himself  that  good  ground  existed 
for  expecting  an  agreement  by  means  of  a  commission. 
He  added  that  he  would  be  prepared  to  enter  into  private 
negotiations  at  any  time  after  4th  March.” 

He  added  that  he  would  be  prepared  to  enter 
into  these  negotiations  at  any  time  after  4th  March. 
This  was  the  communication  the  Government 
received  from  Washington  as  to  Mr.  Blaine’s  inten¬ 
tions.  Mr.  Blaine  informs  Sir  Julian  Pauneefote  : 

“  I  had  not  a  moment  to  give  to  the  subject  until  aftei* 
the  adjournment  of  Congress  in  March,  but  after  that 
date  I  would  he  willing  to  respond  to  your  request,  to 
have  a  full  but  private  conference  with  the  British  Minis¬ 
ter  and  one  or  more  agents  from  Canada  to  go  over  every 
point  of  difference  and  consider  every  subject  upon  which 
a  mutual  interest  can  be  founded.  If  an  agreement  is 
reached,  all  well  ;  if  not,  no  official  mention  is  to  be  made 
of  the  effort.  Above  all  things  it  is  important  to  avoid 
public  reference  to  the  matter.  This  the  President  will 
insist  upon.” 

Now,  this  was  the  understanding  in  regard  to 
these  initial  negotiations.  Mr,  Blaine  said,  when  he 
received  the  proposition  which  the  Government 
submitted  :  I  am  not  prepared  to  enter  into  negotia¬ 
tions  by  the  appointment  of  a  formal  Commission. 
Your  proposition  for  reciprocity  is  vague  and  maybe 
one  exceedingly  limited.  I  do  not  know  bow  you 
propose  to  deal  with  the  matter.  I  do  not  know  what 
your  proposals  are.  It  may  be  a  useless  waste  of 
time  to  undertake  negotiations  on  such  a  basis  ; 
let  us  by  private  and  informal  intercourse, 
which  is  to  be  kept  strictly  secret,  ascertain 
whether  there  is  any  reasonable  prospect  of  arriv¬ 
ing  at  an  agreement  before  we  appoint  a 
Commission  for  the  purpose  of  negotiation. 
That  was  his  proposition.  And  why  he  wished 
to  keep  it  secret  is  perfectly  obvious.  Such 
a  proposition  as  the  one  contained  in  the  topics 
for  negotiations  supplied  by  the  Government  is  one 
which  might  arouse  against  it  a  very  large  section 
of  the  population  of  the  United  States,  without 
bringing  a  single  section  to  support  the  Administra¬ 
tion  that  would  entertain  it.  It  was  important 
to  know  more  specifically  what  it  was  that 
Canada  was  willing  to  agree  to  have  reciprocal  trade 
in,  and  until  that  should  be  ascertained,  it  was 
most  undesirable  that  the  matter  should  be  put 
before  the  people  ;  because  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  would  be  in  this  position  :  there 
would  be  a  large  number  of  interests  prepared  to 
attack  the  proposition,  and  no  interests  prepared 
to  give  it  their  support.  That  would  be  the  neces¬ 
sary  consequence  of  making  public  a  proposition 
such  as  the  Government  of  Canada  submitted  to 
the  United  States.  That  was  not  done.  The 
Government  did  not  keep  secret  these  informal 
negotiations,  on  the  contrary  they  published  abroad 
Mr.  Mills  (Both well!. 


that  such  negotiations  were  to  be  had,  and  of  this 
Mr.  Blaine  complained,  and  he  certainly  com¬ 
plained  with  good  reason.  After  that  a  member  of 
the  Government  said  : 

“  Sir  John  Macdonald’s  Government  not  long  ago  made 
a  definite  proposal  to  the  Washington  authorities  for  the 
settlement  of  all  existing  differences  between  the  two 
countries,  on  the  basis  of  the  extension  of  trade  between 
the  two  countries.  It  involves  partial  reciprocity,  the 
enumerated  articles  to  include  generally  a  number  of 
natural  products.  But  the  proposition  discards  any  idea 
of  commercial  union  or  unrestricted  reciprocity.  More¬ 
over,  these  proposals  were  invited  and  suggested  by  the 
Washington  authorities.” 

Did  Mr.  Blaine’s  suggestion — that  if  the  subject  of 
reciprocity  was  entertained  it  should  be  a  wide  pro¬ 
posal  for  reciprocity — warrant  a  statement  of 
this  sort  ?  In  my  opinion,  it  did  not.  I  hold  it 
to  be  a  misrepresentation  of  Mr.  Blaine’s  state¬ 
ment  to  say  that  it  warrants  the  assertion  made  in 
the  paragraph  I  have  read.  It  is  further  said  : 

‘‘The  Commissioners  from  Canada  and  Great  Britain 
start  for  Washington  on  the  4th  March,  the  date  of  the 
opening  of  the  new  Congress.” 

The  reason  was  not  that  a  new  Congress  was  to  be 
opened  at  that  date,  but  that  the  Secretary  of 
State  would  have  leisure  in  consequence  of  the 
termination  of  the  old  one.  There  is  no  statement 
made  by  Mr.  Blaine  that  warrants  the  intimation 
that  negotiations  were  to  begin  on  the  4th  of 
March,  and  that  a  delegation  was  to  start  on  the 
4th  March.  There  is  not  a  particle  of  the  corres¬ 
pondence  brought  down  that  warrants  a  state¬ 
ment  of  this  sort.  Mr.  Blaine  says  that  before 
that  time  he  will  not  have  leisure.  It  is  clear  that 
the  intention  was  that  the  fixing  of  the  date  for 
these  negotiations  was  to  be  a  matter  for  future 
arrangement.  But  that  was  not  one  acted  upon, 
nor  what  was  represented  to  the  Canadian  public. 
A  Minister  said  : 

“  The  result  of  the  Canadian  elections  will  be  known  on 
the  6th  March,  the  day  the  Commissioners  reach 
Washington.  In  oi*der  that  the  Commission  may  have 
no  uncertain  sound,  Sir  John  A.  Macdonald  has  decided 
to  appeal  to  the  country  and  ask  for  judgment  on  these 
proposals  of  his  to  the  Washington  authorities.” 

What  were  these  proposals  ?  Was  there  anything 
definite,  on  which  judgment  could  be  passed?  No. 
It  wras  necessary  that  negotiations  should  take 
place,  that  conclusions  should  be  reached,  that  the 
public  should  know  what  those  conclusions  w'ere 
before  it  would  be  possible  for  the  public  to  form 
a  judgment.  It  should  not  have  been  done 
before  negotiations  were  begun.  If  the  opinion  of 
the  country  was  required,  it  was  required  after 
negotiations  were  completed,  and  the  terms  agreed 
upon  were  known,  and  it  was  a  mere  pretense  to 
dissolve  Parliament,  under  the  circumstances,  for 
any  such  purpose  as  that  set  out  in  this  statement. 
It  is  impossible  it  could  be  so.  Sir  John  Macdonald 
shortly  after  this  time  issued  an  address  himself. 
It  was  elaborate.  It  discussed  the  various  issues 
that  had  been  put  before  the  people.  It  discussed 
the  policy  laid  before  the  country  by  the 
party  of  which  he  was  the  head  ;  but  there 
is  not  in  the  address  from  the  beginning  to  the  end 
a  syllable  with  respect  to  those  negotiations  that 
were  to  take  place  at  Washington.  He  said  noth¬ 
ing  in  regard  to  them,  and  I  suppose  the  reason  he 
said  nothing  was  the  understanding  with  Mr. 
Blaine  that  these  matters  were  not  to  be  made  sub¬ 
jects  of  public  discussion.  Nor  was  the  fact  of  the 
discussion  of  this  question  in  an  informal  way  to 
be  made  public,  unless  they  reached  a  conclusion 
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justifying  the  appointment  of  a  Commission  for  the 
purpose  of  negotiating  a  formal  treaty.  When  the 
statement  became  public,  Mr.  Baker,  a  member  of 
Congress,  addressed  a  letter  to  Mr.  Blaine,  calling 
Mr.  Blaine’s  attention  to  what  had  been  stated  by 
the  Government  or  the  press  of  the  Government, 
and  asking  him  what  foundation  there  was  for 
these  representations.  Mr.  Baker’s  letter  is  this  : 

“  My  Dear  Mr.  Blaine, — It  is  reported  in  the  news¬ 
papers  of  Canada  and  along  the  northern  border  of  my 
state,  where  my  constituents  are  deeply  interested  in  the 
subject,  that  negotiations  are  going  on  between  this  coiin- 
try  and  Great  Britain,  with  a  view  to  partial  reciprocity 
with  Canada,  including  natural  products  only  and  not 
manufactures  ;  and  it  is  stated  that  Sir  Charles  Tupper  is 
on  his  way  here  as  a  commissioner  to  negotiate  for  such 
modifications  of  our  tariff-.  I  shall  be  very  glad  if  you 
will  enable  me  to  answer  my  constituents. 

“  Very  truly  yours, 

“  CHAS.  S.  BAKER.” 

To  this  Mr.  Blaine  on  the  same  date,  the  29th 
January,  1891,  addressed  the  following  reply  : — 

“  Dear  Mr.  Baker,— I  authorize  you  to  contradict  the 
rumours  you  refer  to.  There  are  no  negotiations  whatever 
on  foot  lor  a  reciprocity  treaty  with  Canada,  and  you 
may  be  assured  that  no  such  scheme  for  a  reciprocity 
treaty  with  the  Dominion,  confined  to  natural  products, 
will  be  entertained  by  this  Government.  We  know  nothing 
of  Sir  Charles  1'upper’s  coming  to  Washington. 

“  Very  truly,  &c., 

“  JAMES  G.  BLAINE.” 

Now,  Sir,  any  one  who  has  read  the  correspondence 
between  the  Colonial  Office  and  the  Foreign  Office, 
between  Lord  Stanley  and  the  Colonial  Office,  be¬ 
tween  Lord  Stanley  and  the  British  ambassador  at 
Washington,  the  minutes  of  Council,  and  the  com¬ 
munication  by  the  Government  of  Canada,  will  see 
that  in  every  particular  this  letter  of  Mr.  Blaine 
is  true.  There  were  no  negotiations  pending.  He 
refused  to  agree  to  the  appointment  of  a  Commis¬ 
sion,  he  refused  to  agree  that  there  should  be  nego¬ 
tiations,  until  by  informal  and  private  conversation 
with  the  hon.  gentlemen  on  the  Treasury  benches 
he  had  ascertained  what  their  meaning  was  when 
they  proposed  a  reciprocity  treaty  on  the  basis  of 
that  of  1854,  modified  as  required  by  the  changes 
that  had  taken  place  in  both  countries  in  that 
period  of  time.  Mr.  Blaine’s  view  was  clearly 
stated  in  this  letter  ;  and  the  Government,  from  the 
time  that  letter  was  written  down  to  the  time  that 
they  say  they  failed  at  W ashington  in  these  informal 
negotiations,  knew  precisely  what  kind  of  proposi¬ 
tion  the  American  Government  were  prepared  to 
entertain.  That  that  proposition  must  be  as  broad 
and  as  comprehensive  as  the  Finance  Minister  has 
stated  to  this  House,  I  do  not  believe.  I  think  that 
a  treaty  of  a  very  different  character,  without  these 
restrictions  which  he  suggested,'  can  be  negotiated. 
I  think  that  he  did  his  best  to  prevent  any  agreement 
that  his  party  woidd  be  willing  to  accept.  I  have 
no  doubt  of  that  whatever,  and  I  say,  Sir,  that 
under  these  circumstances  it  was  of  the  first  conse¬ 
quence  that  every  memorandum,  every  letter,  every 
communication,  every  report  of  matters  that  took 
place  between  the  Canadian  Government  and  the 
Government  at  Washington,  and  every  report  that 
was  made  to  His  Excellency  here  in  reference  to 
this  visit  to  Washington,  should  have  been  laid 
before  Parliament  before  the  Minister  of  Fin¬ 
ance  undertook  to  discuss  the  subject  at  all.  Now, 
there  is  in  this  letter  of  Mr.  Blaine  a  specific  decla¬ 
ration.  He  declares  that  no  proposition  looking 
to  a  treaty  confined  to  natural  products  will  be 
entertained,  and  the  Government  knew  that  before 


they  left  Ottawa  for  Washington.  They  promise J 
to  go  to  Washington  while  the  general  elections  were 
pending,  they  left  on  this  final  visit  of  theirs  when 
the  bye- elections  were  pending,  and  so  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  have,  by  their  action  in  the  first  instance 
and  in  the  last,  shown  what  in  their  opinion  was 
the  public  feeling  on  the  subject  of  reciprocity. 
Strongly,  as  they  believed,  the  system  of  protection 
had  taken  hold  upon  the  minds  of  the  manufactur¬ 
ing  classes  ;  strongly  as  they  felt  themselves 
entrenched  by  their  subserviency,  shall  I  say,  to 
that ‘class;  at  all  events  let  me  say,  by  their 
devotion  to  it ;  they  still  felt  that  the  agricultural 
population  and  the  commercial  classes  of  this  country 
were  interested  in  freer  trade  with  the  neighbour¬ 
ing  Republic.  It  would  not  do  when  any  number 
of  bye-elections  were  pending,  much  less  would  it 
do  when  a  general  election  was  pending,  to  leave 
the  public  of  this  country  to  suppose  that  they 
were  not  prepared  to  entertain  propositions  looking 
to  more  liberal  trade  relations  with  the  United 
States.  On  the  6th  February  last  year  the  Minis¬ 
ter  of  Justice  spoke  to  the  people  of  the  city  of 
Toronto,  and  he  said  in  his  speech  amongst  other 
things,  those  which  I  will  now  read  : 

“  It  will  be  proved  to  you  when  the  time  comes  that  in 
response  to  that  Mr.  Blaine,  whatever  his  sentiments  may 
be— and  I  am  bound  for  the  present  to  give  him  credit  for 
candor — as  the  negotiations  of  Newfoundland  would  not 
suit  the  Dominion  of  Canada  for  a  trade  treaty  between 
these  two  countries,  he  was  willing  to  make  a  wide  treaty 
for  reciprocity  and  enter  upon  separate  negotiations  with 
her.  That  statement  being  made,  we  are  [bound  to  avail 
ourselves  of  that  to  extend  our  trade.” 

That  the  United  States  were  willing  to  make  a  wide 
treaty  of  reciprocity,  he  knew.  That  statement 
was  made  by  Mr.  Blaine,  and  he  says  we  are  bound 
to  avail  ourselves  of  that  to  extend  our  trade. 
Yes,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  think  the  Government  were 
bound  to  avail  themselves  of  it,  but  the  Govern¬ 
ment  in  the  course  which  they  adopted  and  in  the 
proposition  which  they  made,  showed  that  they 
were  not  disposed  to  make  a  wide  treaty  of  reci¬ 
procity.  It  was  a  treaty  of  a  very  different  char¬ 
acter  ;  it  was  a  treaty  that  would  require  to  be 
characterized  by  other  terms  than  as  a  wide  treaty 
of  reciprocity,  which  they  expressed  their  readiness 
to  negotiate  ;  a  treaty  the  character  of  which  was 
such  that  they  knew  from  the  time  that  this  pro¬ 
position  was  submitted  to  the  British  Government 
to  be  communicated  to  Washington,  that  it  would 
not  be  accepted.  Again  the  Minister  of  Justice 
said  : 

“  The  next  request  from  Mr.  Blaine  was  that  preparatory 
to  negotiations  being  entered  upon,  the  Canadian  Govern¬ 
ment  would  propound  a  basis  upon  which  the  convention 
would  eventually  proceed.  We  did  so  in  a  document 
which  has  been  published  in  the  press  offering  to  consider 
a  renewal  of  the  reciprocity  of  1854,  with  such  modifica¬ 
tions  as  the  circumstances  of  the  two  count  ries  might  call 
for.” 

Now, Sir, that  is  a  statement  which  I  have  no  doubt 
is  fairly  accurate.  Mr.  Blaine  no  doubt  insisted  upon 
preparatory  negotiations  before  such  a  proposition 
was  made,  but  that  proposition  when  made  was  of  so 
indefinite  and  of  so  vague  a  character  that  it  pre¬ 
vented  the  appointment  of  the  Commission  until 
the  Government  of  Canada  made  clear  their  meaning, 
until  they  explained  to  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  how  far  they  were  prepared  to  go  and  what 
modifications  they  were  prepared  to  propose.  The 
Minister  of  J  ustice  goes  on  to  say  : 

“  It  is  stated  that  having  made  that  proposition  to  Mr. 
Blaine  without  any  prospect  of  its  being  accepted,  and 
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without  any  prospect  of  its  being  eventually  entertained, 
Sir  John  Macdonald  has  sprung  the  elections  on  the  pep- 
ple  of  Canada  under  the  pretense  of  his  going  to  entertain 
the  negotiations  while  in  reality  the  Cabinet  at  Washing- 
ton  will  have  none  of  it.  Let  me  tell  you  that,  so  far  from 
that  being  true,  we  had  the  proposition  that  was  submit¬ 
ted  to  Mr.  Blaine  ;  that  the  answer  that  Mr.  Blaine  made 
to  us  was  that  he  was  willing  to  enter  on  a  preliminary 
discussion  to  precede  the  more  formal  commission  ;  he 
was  willing  to  enter  upon  that  discussion  and  to  consider 
all  points  embraced  in  it,  but  would  not  be  prepared  to 
do  so  until  after  the  4th  of  March.” 

Now,  Sir,  the  complaint  which  I  make  against  that 
statement  of  the  Minister  of  Justice  is,  that  at  the 
time  it  was  made  there  was  every  reasonable  ground 
for  supposing  that  the  criticism  which  he  was 
answering,  was  a  well-founded  criticism.  M  hat 
does  his  critic  say?  That  the  Government  had 
made  the  proposition  to  Mr.  Blaine  without  any 
prospect  of  its  being  accepted.  Now,  did  they  not 
so  make  it  ?  Had  they  any  prospect  that  it  would 
be  accepted  ?  Had  not  Mr.  Blaine’s  refusal  to  ap¬ 
point  commissioners,  his  insistance  on  a  preliminary 
discussion  of  this  proposition,  and  his  letter  to  Mr. 
Baker  which  hail  already  appeared  before  this 
speech  was  delivered— had  not  all  these  things 
made  it  perfectly  clear  that  the  Government  were 
not  going  to  succeed,  and  that  w  hen  they  sought  to 
persuade  the  electors  of  Canada  to  hold  their  judgment 
in  suspense  until  the  elections  were  over,  and  these 
negotiations  had  taken  place,  they  were  giving  the 
people  of  Canada  an  assurance  which  they  were 
not  warranted  in  giving  them  ;  because  there  was 
not  any  ground  whatever  for  hoping  that  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  would  succeed  in  the  proposition  which  it 
had  submitted  at  the  time.  The  House  will  bear 
in  mind  that  these  negotiations,  which  the  hon. 
Minister  of  Justice  discussed  so  fully  and  freely  in 
that  speech,  were  negotiations  that  were  to  have 
been  kept  secret.  Whether  he  felt  that  they  had 
been  already  divulged  by  the  Prime  Minister  and 
Sir  Charles  Tupper,  and  that  he  was  not  making 
matters  any  worse  by  further  discussion,  or  not,  I 
do  not  know  ;  he  has  never  given  us  any  explana¬ 
tion  on  that  point.  How  was  it  that  the  pledge 
of  secrecy  was  broken,  and  that  these  statements, 
which  were  to  be  kept  secret,  and  about  which 
nothing  was  to  be  said  if  there  was  no  success,  were 
fully  revealed  from  the  very  beginning?  Well, 
Sir,  after  the  elections  were  over  and  Parliament 
met  here,  the  negotiations  were  made  the  subject 
of  discussion  in  the  debate  on  the  Address,  in 
which  my  hon.  friend  from  South  Oxford  criticised 
the  conduct  of  the  Government  in  reference  to 
these  matters,  and  his  criticism  was  answered  by 
the  Minister  of  Finance.  In  the  course  of  his  speech 
the  hon.  Minister  of  Finance  said  : 

“  Consequently,  when  there  is  an  alternative,  when  the 
Minister  of  Justice  makes  a  solemn  statement  in  Toronto, 
when  he  gives  official  utterance,  speaking  as  a  Minister 
of  the  Crown,  as  to  how  these  negotiations  were  com¬ 
menced,  and  how  they  were  carried  on  ;  and  on  the  other 
hand,  there  is  a  letter  sent  by  Mr.  Blaine  to  a  Mr.  Baker 
saying  somethings,  and  not  stating  others,  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  says:  ‘I  believe  Mr.  Blaine  and  not  the  Minister.’ 
I  think,  if  my  hon.  friend  will  allow  me  to  tell  him  so,  it 
would  be  well  for  him  to  trust  the  Canadian  people  a  little 
more,  and  even  to  trust  the  Canadian  Ministers  when  they 
make  grave  statements  on  their  responsibilities  as 
Ministers  of  the  Crown.” 

He  further  said  : 

“Is  the  hon.  gentleman  afraid  of  his  case?  Was  he 
afraid  that  if  he  waited  three  or  four  days,  until  these 
papers  came  down,  that  he  would  not  be  able  to  make  the 
speech  he  has  just  made,  and  so  decided  to  forestall  the 
Address  and  get  his  surmises  .spread  throughout  the 
country  before  they  could  have  a  chance  of  being  con¬ 
fronted  by  documentary  truth.” 

Mr.  Mills  (Bothwell). 


The  hon.  member  for  South  Oxford  would  not  wait 
three  or  four  days  until  those  papers  were  brought 
down.  Well,  the  House  waited  three  or  four 
months  before  some  of  the  papers  made  their  ap¬ 
pearance,  and  when  they  were  brought  down  many 
papers  of  the  utmost  importance  to  the  proper  elu¬ 
cidation  of  the  subject  were  omitted,  and  to  this 
hour  the  House  is  not  in  possession  of  them. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  Will  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  allow  me  to  ask  him  whether  he  did  not  com¬ 
plain  that  the  telegram  of  the  19th  of  November 
had  not  been  brought  down  ?  If  so,  that  is  a  mis¬ 
take,  because  I  find  it  is  in  the  book. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  The  hon.  gentleman 
will  see,  I  think,  there  is  just  an  extract  from  that 
telegram,  but  there  is  not  a  syllable  referring  to  the 
propositions  of  the  Government  on  this  subject. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  There  is  a  reference 
to  the  telegram,  according  to  the  custom  in  all 
diplomatic  communications,  but  there  is  not  an 
extract,  with  the  exception  of  half  a  dozen  words. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  On  page  75  I  find  an 
extract  from  the  telegram  of  Lord  Stanley  of  Pres¬ 
ton  to  Lord  Knutsford,  dated  19th  November,  1890, 
as  follows  : — 

“  Have  received  your  telegram  of  15th  inst.  My  Govern¬ 
ment  view  with  the  utmost  alarm  proposed  convention 
between  Newfoundland  and  the  United  States. 

“  It  affects  fisheries  interests  of  Canada  as  well  as  those 
of  Newfoundland,  and  places  fisheries  and  other  products 
of  Canada  on  different  footing  from  those  of  Newfound¬ 
land  in  United  States  markets. 

“  Sanction  of  Newfoundland  Treaty  by  Her  Majesty’s 
Government  would  materially  aid  United  States  policy 
by  placing  Canada  at  disadvantage  with  neighbouring 
colony  of  Newfoundland  and  producing  discontent  here. 

“Dominion  Government  respectfully  remonstrate  in 
strongest  terms  against  signature  of  proposed  convention 
at  Washington.  I  will  telegraph  text  of  Council  Minute 
when  received.” 

On  the  next  page,  I  find  this  telegram  : 

“  Canadian  Ministers  are  prepared  to  open  negotiations 
immediately,  on  lines  indicated  in  my  telegram  of  the 
19th,  provided  their  representatives  at  Washington  can 
be  commissioners  associated  with  British  Minister,  and 
empowered  to  negotiate  directly  instead  of  being  merely 
delegates.” 

Now,  the  extract  from  the  telegram  of  the  19th 
does  not  allude  at  all  to  the  negotiations.  What  I 
complain  of  is  that  that  telegram  contains  proposals 
as  the  basis  of  negotiations,  and  the  British  Gov¬ 
ernment  in  their  answer  say  that  they  hope  the 
negotiations  will  not  “place  imports  from  this 
country  at  a  disadvantage,  and  it  is  presumed 
that  Canada  would  wish  to  retain  control  over  her 
tariff  with  a  view  to  possible  extension  of  her  trade 
with  the  colonies  and  England.”  Now,  when  I 
take  that  statement  as  springing  out  of  the  receipt 
of  this  telegram,  and  the  other  allusion,  it  is  clear 
that  the  telegram  of  the  19th  November  must  have 
contained  proposals  relating  to  the  basis  of  negoti¬ 
ations  which  are  not  in  the  extract  published.  Now, 
I  have  said  this  much  with  regard  to  the  papers  that 
are  brought  down,  and  the  suggestions  these  papers 
contain  are  not  fully  disclosed.  I  wish  now  to 
discuss  the  subject  of  the  recent  negotiations  and 
what  I  regard  as  constitutional  usages  with  refer¬ 
ence  to  the  rights  of  Parliament  in  respect  of  papers 
and  documents  which  have  been  the  outcome  of  the 
intercourse  between  the  United  States  and  Canada. 
There  are  two  things  to  consider,  the  rights  of  the 
Crown  and  the  rights  of  Parliament.  Now,  with 
regard  to  the  rights  of  the  Crown,  every  one  knows 
that  under  our  constitutional  system  the  Crown  is 
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the  organ  of  the  Government  for  negotiation 
with  foreign  states.  Every  one  knows  that  the 
intercourse  between  Canada  and  Great  Britain  and 
any  foreign  state  is  an  intercourse  had  through  the 
instrumentality  of  the  Sovereign,  and  that  every 
Minister  or  ambassador  speaks  in  the  name  of  the 
Sovereign  in  carrying  on  these  negotiations.  Now, 
the  practice  is  that  a  record  shall  be  kept  and  a 
report  made  to  the  Minister  of  Foreign  Affairs  as 
the  organ  of  the  Sovereign  in  this  particular,  of 
every  transaction  and  of  every  discussion  which  has 
taken  place  between  any  representative  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  of  Great  Britain  or  of  Canada  and  any 
representative  of  a  foreign  state.  Then,  after  such 
a  discussion  has  taken  place,  if  any  parliamentary 
action  is  required  or  any  discussion  takes  place 
in  Parliament,  it  is  the  right  of  Parliament  to 
have  before  it  all  these  papers  which  the  public 
interest  will  permit  to  be  laid  before  it ;  and  the 
practice  is  that  if  the  important  documents  cannot 
be  laid  before  Parliament,  discussion  on  that  subject 
shall  be  postponed.  I  venture  to  say  that  the  hon. 
gentlemen  on  the  Treasury  benches  will  not  find 
one  instance  in  a  century  where  such  a  discussion 
has  taken  place  in  Parliament  at  the  instance  of  the 
Minister,  without  all  the  papers  being  put  before 
Parliament.  Let  me  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  an  important  rule  in  this  particular,  and  I  will 
first  read  an  extract  or  two  from  Mr.  Todd’s  book 
on  Parliamentary  Government.  Todd  says  at  page 
356  of  Volume  I  : 

“  It  is  unquestionably  of  immense  advantage  to  the 
country,  that  the  diplomatic?  transactions  and  proceedings 
of  the  Government  abroad  should  be  freely  communicated 
to  Parliament,  for  thereby  the  foreign  policy  of  the  Crown 
ordinarily  receives  the  approbation  of  Parliament  ,  and  is 
sustained  by  the  strength  of  an  enlightened  public  opi¬ 
nion.  This  in  itself  confers  an  additional  weight  to  our 
policy  and  opinions  abroad.” 

Then,  at  page  439,  he  further  says  : 

“  The  rule  which  forbids  any  encroachment  by  Parlia¬ 
ment  upon  the  executive  authority  of  the  Crown  has  a 
further  application,  to  which  our  attention  must  now  be 
directed.  It  is  imperative  that  Parliament  shall  be  duly 
informed  of  everything  that  may  be  necessary  to  explain 
the  policy  and  proceedings  of  Government  in  any  part  of 
the  Empire,  and  the  fullest  information  is  communicated 
by  Government  to  both  Houses,  from  time  to  time,  upon 
all  matters  of  public  concern.  For  it  is  in  Parliament 
that  authoritative  statements  are  made  or  information 
given,  by  Ministers,  upon  public  questions;  and  no  action 
in  Parliament  should  be  based  on  declarations  of  policy 
made  elsewhere.” 

Now  it  is  as  much  the  right  of  Parliament  to  know 
what  has  passed  between  any  Minister  of  the 
Crown  and  any  foreign  Government  or  official,  as  it 
is  the  right  of  the  Crown  to  know  what  has  passed. 
This  Parliament  has  a  superintending  power  over 
the  Cabinet.  It  exercises  a  supreme  authority  over 
the  policy  and  conduct  of  the  Administration.  It 
is  entitled  to  form  a  judgment  upon  all  proceedings 
of  every  department  of  the  Government  ;  and  to 
enable  it  to  discharge  that  duty  intelligently  and  in 
thepublic  interest  ,  and  not  to  take  a  leap  in  the  dark, 
not  to  depend  wholly  upon  a  statement  made  by  a 
Minister  of  the  Crown  in  the  House,  it  is  the  un¬ 
questioned  right  of  Parliament,  before  it  is  called 
upon  to  discuss  any  matter  of  public  importance, 
to  have  all  the  papers  relating  to  that  subject  laid 
before  it  for  the  purpose  of  enabling  it  to  form  an 
accurate  and  unbiassed  judgment.  Let  me  give  to 
the  House  a  few  instances  from  the  practice  of  the 
Imperial  Parliament,  which  go  to  sustain  the  gene¬ 
ral  proposition  1  have  just  stated.  I  am  not  stating 
merely  a  proposition  relating  to  a  rule  of  procedure 


in  the  House.  I  am  stating  a  constitutional  prin¬ 
ciple  which  enables  the  House  to  exercise  an  effec¬ 
tive  and  an  intelligent  control  over  the  conduct  of 
every  officer  of  the  State,  and  over  the  conduct  of 
the  members  of  the  Administration  combined.  I  am 
asserting  here,  in  the  interests  of  parliamentary 
government,  the  maintenance  of  a  principle,  which 
it  is  necessary  to  maintain,  to  enable  the  House  to 
discharge  its  duty  in  this  particular.  I  am  not  ask¬ 
ing  that  the  House  shall  undertake  the  work  of  the 
Administration.  I  am  not  asking  that  it  shall  exer¬ 
cise  a  meddlesome  interference  over  any  Minister 
in  the  discharge  of  his  duties  in  his  department, 
but  I  am  maintaining  that  the  House,  as  the  supreme 
council  of  the  nation,  has  supreme  authority 
in  advising  the  Crown  on  all  matters  of 
great  public  importance,  and  has  a  right  to  over¬ 
rule  every  other  council  of  the  State  in  its  views  ; 
and  I  am  stating  what  is  absolutely  necessary  to 
enable  it  to  discharge  a  duty,  which,  under  the 
constitution,  it  is  called  upon  to  discharge  and 
which  it  has  a  right  to  discharge.  Now  let  me 
give  you  a  few  instances.  I  say  this,  that  there 
is  not  an  instance  in  which  the  Government  ever 
initiated  a  discussion  and  withheld  the  papers,  in  the 
history  of  the  English  Parliament,  as  far  as  I  know. 
There  are  instances  where  private  members  have 
insisted  upon  discussing  a  question  before  all  the 
papers  could  be  brought  down,  or  when  it  was  in 
the  interests  of  the  State  that  some  of  the  papers 
should  be  held  back  ;  but  when  the  Government 
have  not  laid  all  the  papers  on  the  Table  of  the 
House,  the  House  has  insisted  upon  the  postpone¬ 
ment  of  the  discussion.  But  for  a  Minister  of  the 
Crown  to  initiate  a  discussion  upon  an  important 
question  of  public  policy,  and  to  inform  the  House 
that  he  will  give  it  no  information  except  what  he 
chooses  to  give  in  his  speech,  is  an  unprecedented,  a 
mostnmconstitutional  and  improper  course  to  pur¬ 
sue,  one  that  would  make  it,  if  acted  on  generally, 
quite  impossible  for  the  House  to  discharge  those 
high  functions  it  is  called  upon  to  discharge  as  a 
council  of  the  State. 

It  being  Six  o’clock,  the  Speaker  left  the  Chair. 

After  Recess. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  I  shall  now  refer  to  a  few 
cases  which  I  think  will  go  to  establish  the  general 
proposition  which  I  laid  down,  and  which  I  think 
is  supported  by  the  two  citations  I  made  from  M  r. 
Todd’s  very  excellent  work  on  Parliamentary 
Government  in  England.  The  first  is  a  short 
conversation  which  took  place  in  the  House  of 
Lords  between  certain  noble  lords  on  the  subject 
of  the  aid  that  had  been  given  by  the  Government 
towards  the  maintenance  of  the  Colonial  Govern¬ 
ment  in  the  Fiji  Islands.  Viscount  Canterbury 
moved  for  copies  or  extracts  of  any  other  corres¬ 
pondence  or  documents  explaining  the  present 
position  of  the  colony  of  Fiji.  It  was  stated  by 
him  that  up  to  that  time  there  had  been  only  three 
papers  laid  before  Parliament,  and  that  the  neces¬ 
sary  information  for  the  consideration  of  the  con¬ 
dition  of  the  colony  was  not  before  the  House. 
Lord  Kimberley,  who  had  been  Colonial  Secretary, 
but  whose  party  was  not  in  office  at  that  time, 
said  the  reason  assigned  for  the  delay  in  the 
preparation  of  the  documents  was  the  pressure 
of  work  in  the  Colonial  Office.  It  would 


607 


[COMMONS] 


608 


seem  from  his  statement  that  application 
for  these  documents  had  been  made  under 
a  former  Administration.  Lord  Carnarvon  said 
“  this  only  showed  the  inconvenience  of  being 
obliged  to  speak  on  a  subject  without  having  all 
the  information  necessary  to  render  their  statements 
quite  accurate.”  The  discussion  was  a  mere  incid¬ 
ental  discussion  as  to  the  importance  and  necessity 
of  having  the  documents  before  the  House  for  the 
further  discussion  at  a  later  period,  but  Lord  Car¬ 
narvon  pointed  out  that  some  of  the  opinions 
expressed  were  inaccurate,  and  that  their  inaccuracy 
was  due  to  a  lack  of  the  proper  information,  which 
went  to  show  the  importance  of  having  the  informa¬ 
tion  in  the  hands  of  members  before  the  subject 
was  made  a  matter  of  serious  discussion.  The  next 
case  to  which  I  will  refer  is  a  motion  which  was 
made  for  the  Berlin  memorandum  in  1876.  That 
motion  was  made  in  the  House  of  Lords  by  Lord 
Campbell,  in  reply  to  whom  Lord  Derby,  who  was 
then  the  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs,  said  : 

“  I  hope  I  shall  not  be  charged  with  disrespect  to  this 
House  or  discourtesy  to  any  member  of  it,  if  I  do  not  in 
my  turn  take  the  opportunity  of  explaining  and  justifying 
in  detail  the  policy  which  we  have  pursued.” 

Further  on  in  the  same  speech,  Lord  Derby  said  : 

“  There  is  another  reason  why  a  full  discussion  is  not 
at  present  possible— it  would  require  as  a  preliminary, 
that  the  papers  relating  to  what  is  past  should  be  before 
your  Lordships,  and  that  your  Lordships  should  have  had 
time  to  consider  them.  The  production  of  these  papers, 
which  has  often  been  promised,  has  been  unavoidably 
delayed  ;  but  they  shall  be  laid  before  Parliament  during 
the  present  session  and  in  time  for  a  full  discussion  of 
them,  if  such  discussion  be  thought  desirable.  But  to  lay 
them  at  the  present  moment  on  the  Table  would  be  pre¬ 
mature  and  inconvenient ;  and  moreover,  they  could  only 
be  produced  in  a  very  fragmentary  form.” 

There  were  two  reasons  assigned  for  not  proceed¬ 
ing  with  the  discussion  to  which  the  papers  related. 
The  one  was  that  the  House  had  not  all  the  papers 
and  correspondence  in  its  possession  which  would 
enable  it  to  discuss  the  matter  intelligently,  and 
the  second  was  that,  these  papers  being  largely 
correspondence  with  foreign  Governments,  the 
Administration  were  not  in  a  position  to  lay  them 
before  Parliament.  You  will  observe,  Mr.  Speaker, 
that  this  discussion,  incidental  and  brief  as  it  was, 
was  not  initiated  by  the  Administration  but 
by  private  members  of  the  House,  who  asked 
for  the  papers  in  order  that  a  full  discussion 
should  be  had  ;  and  that  it  was  stated  that 
these  papers  were  essential  to  a  discussion  of  the 
matter  ;  that  the  Minister  admitted  that,  and 
also  that  the  duty  devolved  upon  him  to  bring 
down  these  papers.  Then,  in  another  case  that 
took  place  in  the  same  year,  1876,  Mr.  Bruce, 
who  was  subsequently  a  member  of  the  Adminis¬ 
tration,  and  who  was  at  that  time  a  prominent 
member  of  the  House,  asked  Mr.  Disraeli,  who  was 
the  leader  of  the  House  of  Commons  at  the  time, 
‘  ‘  Whether  he  can  fix  a  day  for  the  discussion  of  the 
motion  upon  the  affairs  of  Bosnia  and  Herzigovina.  ” 
This  motion  had  reference  to  the  contemplated 
acquisition  of  these  two  provinces,  which  had  pre¬ 
viously  been  part  of  the  Turkish  Empire,  by  the 
Empire  of  Austria,  and  these  papers  were  asked 
for  in  order  to  have  an  intelligent  discussion  on 
that  subject.  In  reply  to  Mr.  Bruce,  Mr.  Disraeli 
said  : 

“  I  quite  recognize  that  my.hon.  friend  lias  a  locus  standi 
in  this  question  in  the  notice  he  has  previously  given  ;  and 
assuming  as  a  matter  of  course  that  there  will  be  a  discus¬ 
sion  on  the  subject  even  if  there  may  not  be  one  which  in- 
Mr.  Mills  (Both well). 


volves  the  opinion  of  the  House  by  a  formal  motion,  I 
should,  under  those  circumstances,  recognize  the  claim  of 
my  hon.  friend  and  endeavour  to  meet  his  convenience. 
But  until  the  papers  are  on  the  Table,  I  think  I  should 
hardly  do  justice  to  the  feelings  of  the  House  if  I  made 
any  arrangements  for  the  discussion  of  a  question  of  such 
an  important  character  by  a  private  member. 

The  reason  given  for  not  fixing  a  day  for  the  dis¬ 
cussion  of  the  question  was  that  the  papers  had  not 
yet  been  brought  down.  Upon  the  motion  that  the 
papers  on  the  Eastern  question  should  be  laid  on 
the  Table  of  the  House,  Mr.  Disraeli  said  : 

“  All  those  papers  are  public  records  of  the  feelings, 
policy  and  views  of  the  different  countries,  andean  always 
be  produced  ;  but  in  course  of  negotiations  of  this  kind, 
there  are  confidential  communications  made  by  foreign 
powers,  and  it  is  very  often  highly  necessary  for  the  vindi¬ 
cation  of  our  course,  and  as  illustrative  of  our  policy  that 
those  documents  should  be  published  ;  but  the  House  will 
see  at  once  that  the  ancient  custom  which  has  always  been 
observed,  of  consulting  foreign  powers  before  confidential 
communications  on  their  part  are  laid  before  Parliament, 
is  a  very  proper  and  very  wise  one.  The  House  will  feel 
that  otherwise  there  would  be  an  end  to  all  confidential 
intercourse  with  any  foreign  power.  When  we  are  told 
that  all  the  Government  has  to  do  is  to  consult  the  House 
of  Commons,  and  not  under  any  circumstances  to  consult 
those  who  are  our  allies,  the  only  consequence  of  such  a 
policy  would  be  that  all  the  papers  we  could  lay  on  the 
Table  would  be  documents  which  the  House  would  soon 
find  were  wanting  in  light  and  information  on  many  points 
of  the  most  interesting  character.” 

Here  Mr.  Disraeli  points  out  in  the  first  place  that 
a  full  presentation  of  the  papers  may  be  necessary 
to  a  full  consideration  of  the  conduct  of  theGovern- 
mentandtoa  justification  of  the  viewsof  theGovern- 
ment  on  an  important  matter  of  international  con¬ 
cern.  But  he  also  points  out  that  before  these 
papers  can  be  laid  upon  the  Table,  some  of  which 
were  of  a  confidential  character,  the  consent  of  the 
foreign  Government,  with  whom  that  communica¬ 
tion  was  had,  should  be  obtained  ;  because  if  a 
Government  were  to  assume,  without  such  consent, 
the  right  to  lay  papers,  under  all  circumstances, 
before  the  House  of  Commons,  a  Government  would 
lie  extremely  cautious  as  to  what  its  public  docu¬ 
ments  would  contain.  It  might  be  driven  to  carry 
on,  by  private  and  unofficial  communication,  through 
private  or  unofficial  channels,  that  highly  confi¬ 
dential  correspondence  that  is,  under  present  prac¬ 
tice,  found  in  the  papers  of  a  public  character. 
Now,  in  so  far  as  any  correspondence  of  this  kind 
may  be  immature,  as  the  question  has  not  yet  been 
finally  disposed  of,  the  Government  may  find  it  in 
the  public  interest  to  withhold  these  papers.  But 
the  Government  that  does  so  must  also  find  it  in 
the  public  interest,  so  far  as  it  is  concerned,  to  take 
care  not  to  initiate  a  discusssion  upon  the  subject. 
When  they  ask  the  House  to  consider  their  conduct, 
and  to  pass  it  in  review,  commenting  upon  or  ap- 
provingof  thecourse  they  havetaken,  they  are  bound 
to  putthe  House  in  possessionof  all  these  documents, 
and  all  that  information  which  is  necessary  to  enable 
the  House  to  form  a  proper  judgment.  Now,  what 
I  complain  of  in  this  case  is  that  the  Minister  of 
Finance  introduced  into  his  speech  a  discussion  of 
communications  of  an  informal  character  that  had 
taken  place  with  the  Government  at  Washington, 
a  correspondence  which  was  of  the  highest  import¬ 
ance  to  the  people  of  this. country.  The  hon.  Min¬ 
ister  has  made  a  statement  to  the  House  ;  he  has 
told  us  what  passed  in  a  very  imperfect  manner, 
but  he  has  withheld  from  the  House  all  those 
papers,  all  the  memoranda,  all  the  notes,  or  pro¬ 
tocols,  if  any  were  kept,  of  the  communications 
that  were  had,  and  he  givesusno  opportunity,  except 
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in  so  far  as  his  speech  gives  it,  of  forming  an  opinion 
for  ourselves.  I  say  that  it  is  treating  the  House 
in  a  highly  improper  manner,  it  is  treating  it  with 
the  greatest  possible  indignity.  The  Administration 
sit  on  these  benches  and  hold  their  official  position 
with  the  sanction  of  this  House.  Their  continuance 
in  office  is  due  to  the  goodwill  and  confidence  of 
the  House,  but  that  confidence  should  be  a  rational 
confidence,  and  not  a  superstition.  They  deny  to 
the  House  an  opportunity  of  coming  to  a  ra¬ 
tional  conclusion  when  they  withhold  from  us 
that  information  which  is  necessary  to  enable 
the  House  to  judge  properly  for  itself.  Let 
me  mention  another  case.  When  Sir  Austin 
Layard,  in  1853,  proposed  to  discuss  the  invasion 
of  Turkey  by  Russia,  and  moved  for  the  papers, 
Lord  Palmerston  stated  on  that  occasiou  that 
it  would  be  highly  inconvenient  to  lay  those  papers 
before  Parliament,  and  as  the  papers  could  not  be 
laid  before  Parliament,  it  would  be  very  improper 
to  call  upon  the  House  to  discuss  the  subject ;  that 
the  House,  before  that  discussion  took  place,  ought 
to  be  in  possession  of  all  the  facts,  and  that  it  would 
not  be  in  the  public  interest  to  carry  on  such  a  dis¬ 
cussion  in  the  absence  of  the  necessary  material  by 
which  a  proper  conclusion  upon  the  subject  could 
be  reached.  This  was  the  statement  made  oh  that 
occasion  by  one  of  the  first  parliamentarians  of  the 
country,  by  one  who  was  as  conversant  with  the 
constitutional  l  ights  of  Parliament  and  with  the 
constitutional  rights  of  the  Administration,  as  any 
man  who  has,  in  our  day,  sat  in  the  English  House 
of  Commons.  Sir,  I  do  not  know  that  I  could  quote 
to  the  House  a  higher  authority  than  the. one  to 
which  I  have  just  referred.  Lord  Palmerston  held 
the  office  of  Foreign  Secretary  in  the  United  King¬ 
dom  for  nearly  half  a  century.  At  a  later  period, 
in  1878,  during  the  Russo-Turkish  War,  the  East¬ 
ern  Question  was  again  discussed,  and  the  Earl  of 
Granville  on  that  occasion  moved  for  certain  papers 
and  public  documents,  and  I  will  read  a  sentence 
or  two  from  a  very  brief  speech  he  made  on  that 
occasion,  and  the  answer  that  was  given  by  Lord 
Beaconsfield  : 

“  Earl  Granville—  I  am  quite  sure  Her  Majesty  would 
not  desire  that  a  matter  of  such  great  importance  should 
be  considered  without  the  fullest  information  having 
been  afforded  to  the  House.” 

And  again  : 

“I  should  be  glad  to  know  when  those  papers  will  be  in 
the  hands  of  members  of  this  House  ?  I  also  wish  to  know 
whether  the  correspondence  will  include,  besides  the  cor¬ 
respondence  between  this  country  and  Russia,  the  corres¬ 
pondence  with  the  other  powers  ? 

“Lord  Beaconsfield— They  will  not  be  limited  to  the 
correspondence  between  this  country  and  Russia,  but 
will  contain  papers  relating  to  the  proposition  of  the 
Congress  by  Austria.” 

Lord  Beaconsfield  proposed  that  Monday  week 
should  be  a  day  for  the  consideration  of  this 
message. 

“  Earl  Granville— I  think  that  will  depend  entirely  on 
the  papers  which,  I  understand  from  the  noble  Earl,  will 
not  be  confined  to  the  papers  between  this  country  and 
Russia  ;  but  will  include. also  those  between  this  country 
and  Austria.  I  think  we  have  a  right  to  know  the  views 
of  all  the  great  Powers  with  regard  to  whether  there 
should  be  a  conference  or  not. 

“  Lord  Beaconsfield— I  shall  not  fix  the  day  for  the 
discussion  till  Monday.” 

Now,  these  papers  were  to  come  down  immediately, 
and  it  was  not  until  after  the  papers  were  in  the 
hands  of  the  House  that  the  Government  proposed 
to  fix  a  day  for  the  consideration  of  the  subject  to 
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which  the  papers  alluded.  Is  that  the  way  in 
which  the  House  was  treated  on  this  occasion  ? 
Not  at  all.  Here  the  Administration  informed  the 
House  last  year,  it  informed  the  country  again 
and  again  that  there  was  to  be  an  unofficial  dis¬ 
cussion  on  the  subject  of  reciprocity  with  the 
Government  of  the  United  States.  That  unofficial 
discussion  has  taken  place.  The  correspondence, 
the  papers  that  the  Government  submitted — which 
I  will  undertake  to  show  must,  in  the  nature  of 
things,  be  very  important — Iiave  not  yet  been 
brought  down.  Sir,  the  Minister  in  his  speech,  if 
he  wished  the  House  to  consider  this  subject,  ought 
to  have  stated  when  these  papers  would  have  been 
brought  down,  when  the  House  would  be  put  in 
full  possession  of  everything  that  was  in  the  pos¬ 
session  of  the  Administration  ;  and  after  he  had 
put  the  House  in  full  possession  of  these  papers 
and  this  correspondence,  he  might  then  have  asked 
the  House  to  fix  a  day,  or  have  proposed  him¬ 
self  a  time  when  the  subject  should  be 
taken  into  consideration.  But  to  propose  a 
discussion  on  the  subject,  to  undertake  to  tell 
the  House  what  the  Government  thought,  what 
certain  members  of  the  Government  said  to  the 
Government  at  Washington,  and  to  declare  that 
the  subject  now  is  put  at  rest  forever,  is  to  treat 
the  House,  I  say,  with  the  greatest  possible  in¬ 
dignity.  The  lion.  Minister  has  not  dealt  fairly 
and  frankly  with  the  House  ;  he  has  not  given  to 
the  House  that  consideration  to  which  it  is  entitled, 
when  he  withheld  the  papers  and  proposed  himself 
to  remain  the  master  of  the  situation.  Sir,  I  need 
not  cite  any  further  authorities  than  those  which  I 
have  already  cited.  They  are  sufficient  to  illus¬ 
trate  the  principle  which  I  laid  down  before  we  rose 
at  six  o’clock,  which  was  confirmed  by  Mr.  Todd, 
and  which  is  abundantly  supported  by  these  autho¬ 
rities.  I  say  that  the  rule  is  clear,  that  it  is  a 
highly  improper  proceeding  for  Ministers  to  initiate 
a  discussion  in  Parliament  upon  a  subject,  and  at 
the  same  time  to  withhold  papers  relating  to  that 
subject,  from  Parliament.  Let  me  say  again,  there 
is  a  difference  in  this  respect  between  a  Minister 
and  a  private  member.  If  a  private  member,  in 
face  of  the  fact  that  the  House  has  not  been  put  in 
possession  of  the  papers,  and  against  the  remon¬ 
strance  of  the  Administration,  insists  upon  a  discus¬ 
sion,  he  may  express  his  opinion  upon  the  subject. 
But  the  House  is  not  bound  to  go  on  with  the  dis¬ 
cussion.  It  is,  however,  altogether  different  with  a 
Minister  of  the  Crown.  The  information  is  in  his 
possession,  and  lie  must  act  upon  the  well-settled 
principle  that  the  House  is  never  ready  for  discus¬ 
sion  until  the  Government  are  ready  to  lay  before 
the  House  the  papers  which  are  necessary  to 
enable  it  to  come  to  an  intelligent  conclusion. 
The  House  ought  to  be  in  possession  of  all  the 
information  of  which  the  Government  are  possessed ; 
it  ought  to  have  the  same  opportunity  to  form  its 
judgment  which  the  Government  has,  because  the 
members  of  the  Government  for  all  these  purposes 
do  not  in  any  respect  differ  so  far  as  their  rights 
are  concerned  from  any  other  members  of  Parlia¬ 
ment.  It  is  the  right  of  every  hon.  member,  before 
he  is  called  upon  to  vote  or  to  discuss  a  question  of 
this  sort,  to  have  in  his  possession  the  material 
which  will  enable  him  to  form  a  proper  judgment 
upon  the  subject.  Sir,  I  have  already  alluded  to  the 
fact  that  the  Minister  of  Finance,  and  I  may  now  say 
also  the  Minister  of  Marine  and  Fisheries,  exhibited 
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no  little  pleasure  in  referring  to  the  circum¬ 
stance  that  they  had  failed.  The  Minister  of 
Marine  and  Fisheries  said  that  the  failure 
would  be  satisfactory  to  the  business  men  of 
the  country  ;  the  question  was  disposed  of, 
in  fact  it  was  now  put  out  of  the  purview  of  practi¬ 
cal  politics,  and  the  country  might  have  some  rest. 
Let  me,  having  said  this  much  with  respect  to  the 
constitutional  question  that  has  been  raised  by  the 
course  which  the  Minister  of  Finance  has  pursued, 
say  a  word  or  two  with  respect  to  the  negotiations 
as  they  aie  disclosed  to  the  House  in  the  speech 
which  the  lion.  Minister  addressed  to  it.  He  said 
that  reciprocity  on  the  lines  offered  by  Mr.  Blaine 
would  necessitate  discrimination  against  the  impor¬ 
tations  and  products  of  the  mother  country.  I  am 
not  here  going  to  contest  that  proposition.  I  shall  be 
better  prepared  to  discuss  it  when  I  have  at  my 
disposaL  the  same  material  the  Minister  himself  has. 
But  I  wish  to  call  attention  to  this  fact,  that  the 
Government  have  long  proposed,  and  this  Parlia¬ 
ment  has  long  sanctioned,  a  policy  of  discrimination 
against  the  United  Kingdom.  The  taxes  on  the 
products  of  the  United  Kingdom  are  discrimina¬ 
tory.  The  Government  do  not  place  the  industries  of 
the  mother  country  upon  the  same  footing  as  those  of 
some  other  countries.  Lpt  me  remind  the  Government 
of  this  fact  that,  when  the  products  of  one  country 
are  free  and  we  tax  the  products  of  another  country, 
it  is  not  necessary  that  those  products  should  be 
of  the  same  kind  in  order  that  the  taxes  should  be 
discriminatory,  in  favour  of  one  country  as  against 
the  other.  Does  not  the  hon.  gentleman  know  that 
when  he  imports  tea  and  coffee  free,  that  when  he 
exempts  them  from  taxation  altogether,  he  obliges 
other  imports  to  bear  larger  taxes  or  on  such 
of  them  as  are  the  subject  of  taxation  ?  Does  he 
not  know  that  he  is  discriminating  against  the 
United  Kingdom  and  in  favour  of  the  countries 
where  tea  and  coffee  are  produced  ?  Can  there  be 
any  doubt  on  that  subject  ?  Does  he  not  know  that 
he  seriously  affects,  by  the  amount  of  free  importa¬ 
tions  the  imports  of  the  country  which  are  subject  to 
taxation?  Has  not  Spain  over  and  over  again  com¬ 
plained  that  Spanish  wines  are  subjected  to  a  higher 
tax  than  the  wines  of  France,  and  is  it  any  re¬ 
ply  that  the  wines  produced  in  Spain  are  of  a  differ¬ 
ent  character  from  those  produced  in  France  ?  There 
is  discrimination.  The  whole  policy  of  taxation  is 
policy  based  on  the  self  interest  of  the  Government 
that  imposes  it,  and  it  can  only  be  justified  ou  the 
ground  that  it  is  in  the  interest  of  the  people  in  whose 
behalf  it  is  imposed.  There  is  not  a  country  in  the 
world,  so  far  as  I  know,  that  places  all  countries 
on  an  exact  footing  of  equality.  The  products  of 
some  are  admitted  without  taxation,  and  the  pro¬ 
ducts  of  some  are  highly  taxed.  And  the  fact  that 
they  are  different  does  not  alter  or  change  the 
principle  ;  the  fact  that  one  commodity  is  taxed  and 
the  other  is  free  makes  the  tax  discriminatory  as 
much  as  if  we  received  the  articles  from  exactly 
the  same  countries.  In  another  respect  it  is  dis¬ 
criminatory.  Take,  for  instance,  woollen  products. 
Sir  Francis  Hincks  years  ago  showed  that  the  tax 
•on  woollen  products  of  England  were  higher  than 
the  tax  on  similar  products  of  the  United  States. 
We  tax  certain  articles  according  to  weight,  and 
specifically,  and  also  ad  valorem ,  and  when  taken 
together  the  tax  on  horse  blankets  is  very  much 
higher  than  the  tax  on  broadcloth,  in  proportion 
to  their  value.  So  it  is  in  regard  to  some  other 
Mr.  Mills  (Both well). 


articles.  The  whole  system  of  taxation  is  unequal, 
and  as  Sir  Francis  Hincks  showed  the  few 
blankets  imported  from  the  United  States 
paid  in  proportion  to  their  value  a  far  lower  rate  of 
taxation  than  corresponding  articles  from  the 
United  Kingdom,  because  they  belonged  to  a 
different  class.  But  the  whole  system  of  specific 
taxes  will  make  it  discriminatory  and  such  as 
exists  at  this  moment,  and  it  is  against  the  pro¬ 
ducts  of  the  United  Kingdom.  The  Minister  of 
Finance  said  there  could  not  be  a  treaty  of  recipro¬ 
city  with  the  United  States  on  the  part  of  Canada 
unless  it  was  a  discriminatory  tariff  against  Great 
Britain.  What  evidence  does  the  hon.  gentleman 
submit  to  us?  Recently  the  Americans  made,  a 
treaty  with  the  West  Indies.  It  is  not  discrimina¬ 
tory.  They  had  concluded  a  treaty  which  the 
hon.  gentleman  succeeded  in  defeating,  with  New¬ 
foundland.  That  was  not  discriminatory.  I  am 
not  prepared  to  admit  that  any  treaty  which  does 
not  discriminate  against  Great  Britain  cannot  be 
made  with  the  United  States.  I  am  satisfied  that 
the  negotiations,  if  carried  on  by  hon.  gentlemen 
who  were  anxious  for  a  treaty,  instead  of  hon. 
gentlemen  who  in  all  their  speeches  have  pronounced 
themselves  against  a  treaty,  whose  supporters  in 
this  House  since  the  financial  speech  was  made  by 
the  Minister  of  Finance,  have,  without  an  excep¬ 
tion,  spoken  against  a  treaty  of  reciprocity,  show 
the  spirit  by  which  the  party  of  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  are  actuated,  and  the  spirit  in  which  those 
hon.  gentlemen  journeyed  to  Washington  for  the 
purpose  of  carrying  on  those  negotiations  with 
the  United  States  would  have  resulted  differently. 
I  think  a.  fair  treaty  is  a  possibility.  I 
think  that  we  have  before  us  up  to  this  time  no 
evidence  that  this  subject  was  fully,  exhaustively 
and  adequately  considered  by  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  in  their  intercourse  with  Mr.  Blaine.  Let 
me  say  this,  that  some  preparation  for  the  proper 
discussion  of  this  subject  is  necessary,  some  consi¬ 
deration  of  the  facts,  some  careful  analysis  of  the 
trade  between  the  two  countries,  some  estimate  of 
the  possibility  of  an  increase  in  consequence  of 
the  change  which  the  Government  proposes.  One 
of  the  statements  made  by  the  hon.  gentlemen  was 
that  Mr.  Blaine  said  that  a  treaty  of  reciprocity 
confined  to  natural  products  could  not  have  in  it 
any  of  the  elements  of  mutuality  in  reciprocity. 
What  evidence  is  there  of  that  ?  What  answer  did 
the  hon.  gentlemen  make  to  that  statement  ?  What 
document  or  memorandum  did  they  prepare  when 
they  went  to  propose  a  treaty  of  reciprocity  in 
natural  products  ;  what  argument  did  they  advance 
for  the  purpose  of  upholding  that  proposition  ? 
How  is  it,  that  this  is  not  before  Parliament  before 
this  question  was  made  a  subject  of  discussion  ? 
When  I  look  at  our  Trade  and  Navigation  Returns 
I  find  that  there  have  been  imported  from 
the  United  States  into  Canada  last  year  $24,000,000 
worth  of  products  that  were  not  subject  to  taxation 
at  all.  How  much  do  we  send  to  the  United  States 
free  from  taxation  at  this  moment  ?  How  much 
of  that  $24,000,000  worth  are  natural  products, 
and  what  would  be  the  volume  of  trade  between 
the  two  countries  under  a  system  of  free  trade  in 
natural  products  ?  If  the  hon.  gentlenien  v  ent  to 
Washington  to  make  a  proposition  to  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  the  United  States,  and  they  proposed  to 
confine  reciprocity  to  natural  products,  I  suppose 
they  went  there  prepared  to  show  that  that  propo- 
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sition  was  a  fair  one  to  the  United  States.  The 
hon.  gentleman  told  us  that  Mr.  Blaine  said  it  was 
unfair,  but  the  hon.  gentleman  did  not  give  to  the 
House  a  single  statement  to  show  that  he  contended 
the  contrary.  He  does  not  lay  before  the  House 
any  memorandum  of  facts  by  which  the  offer  is 
justified  and  by  which  an  attempt  is  made  to  show 
that  it  is  a  fair  and  proper  offer.  Now,  Sir,  it 
seems  to  me  that  the  Government  ought  to  have  come 
to  the  House  prepared  to  submit  to  the  House  all  the 
data  by  which  they  had  fortified  themselves,  before 
they  set  out  on  their  journey  to  the  southern  cap¬ 
ital.  Why  is  it  not  in  our  possession  ?  Why  do 
not  the  Government  give  us  an  opportunity  of  seeing 
how  far  they  acted  earnestly  and  in  good  faith,  or 
how  far  they  sacrificed  the  interests  of  the  agricul¬ 
tural  and  labouring  population  of  this  country  to  a 
few  persons  engaged  in  manufacturing,  whose  confi¬ 
dence  the  Government  have  so  unremittingly  en¬ 
joyed  ?  It  seems  to  me  that  it  is  clear  that  the  House 
lias  not  been  properly  dealt  with  in  this  matter,  and 
that  the  course  taken  by  the  Government  is  not 
usual  and  is  not  constitutional.  I  believe  that  the 
House  is  entitled  to  full  information,  and  that 
everything  that  the  Government  had  in  their 
possession  by  which  they  undertook  to  sustain  the 
propositions  which  they  made  to  the  Government 
of  the  United  States,  and  the  answers  which  they 
received  from  the  Government  of  the  United  States 
should  have  been  at  this  moment  in  our  hands,  and 
until  they  were  prepared  to  put  these  papers  in  our 
hands  they  ought  to  have  abstained  from  initiating 
any  discussion  upon  this  subject.  Sir,  I  have  stated 
already  that  I  know  a  number  of  gentlemen  in  this 
House,  some  of  whom  are  here  for  the  first  time, 
some,  after  an  interval  of  absence  from  the  House, 
who  refer  to  the  result  of  these  bye-elections  as  an 
evidence  that  the  country  supports  the'  policy  which 
the  Government  have  pursued.  But,  Sir,  what  is  that 
policy  ?  Is  it  the  policy  that  the  Government  in¬ 
tended  to  pursue,  or  that  they  sought  to  persuade 
the  country  that  they  intended  to  pursue,  when 
they  set  out  on  this  journey  to  Washington,  or  is 
it  the  old  biational  Policy,  and  when  a  member 
of  the  Government  told  this  House,  that  no  greater 
disaster  could  befall  this  eouutry  than  to  permit 
the  free  importation  of  foreign  products  of  the 
United  States,  and  that  reciprocity  in  natural  pro¬ 
ducts  would  be  a  calamity  ;  and  when  that  calam¬ 
ity  was  one  of  the  things  which  the  Government  by 
these  negotiations,  if  they  were  in  earnest,  in¬ 
tended  to  inflict  on  the  country  ?  Was  it  protec¬ 
tion  or  reciprocity  upon  which  the  recent  elections 
turned  ;  which  was  it  that  these  gentlemen  sup¬ 
ported  ?  Did  they  support  the  Government  in 
undertaking  to  negotiate  a  reciprocity  treaty,  or 
did  they  support  the  Government  in  opposing 
negotiations  and  undertaking  to  secure  the  defeat 
of  that  treaty?  What  were  the  views  that  these 
hon.  gentlemen  were  elected  to  uphold  in  this 
House  ?  Now,  Sir,  I  have  said  that  there  were 
potent  influences  other  than  those  of  the  popu¬ 
larity  of  the  measures  of  the  Administration  which 
were  not  without  their  effect  in  the  elections  which 
have  taken  place.  Let  me  read  a  letter  which  has 
recently  appeared  in  some  of  the  newspapers.  This 
letter  is  addressed  from  St.  Mary's  by  a  Mr. 
Ingram,  of  St.  Thomas,  to  a  gentleman  in  that 
city.  It  says  : 

“  Dear  Sjr,— Your  telegram  to  hand  this  afternoon  and 
am  glad  to  hear  from  you.  Things  were  quite  dull  until 
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to-night,  and  mayhap  to-morrow  it  may  be  all  O.K.  Hold 
yourself  in  readiness  at  any  time.  I  will  write  you  when 
to  come  if  O.Iv. ;  if  not,  I  will  write  you  ‘  no  good.’  Mr.  R. 
Ber.  is  not  here  yet ;  keep  patient. 

“  Yours  in  haste, 

“  W.  II.  INGRAM.” 

I  suppose  most  hon.  gentlemen  wall  understand  the 
significance  of  a  communication  of  that  sort,  and 
that  it  means  a  good  deal,  I  have  no  doubt.  I  draw 
my  inferences,  and  every  hon.  gentleman  in  the 
House  can  do  the  same  thing.  But,  Sir,  I  am  of  the 
opinion  that  the  protective  policy  of  the  Admin¬ 
istration  enjoys,  to-day,  in  no  degree,  a  greater 
measure  of  public  confidence  or  a  greater  degree  of 
popularity  than  it  did  when  the  general  elections 
took  place  in  March  last. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  my  hon. 
friend  from  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills),  at  the  conclusion 
of  his  very  interesting  address,  endeavoured  to 
console  himself  and  the  gentlemen  who  sit  beside 
him,  by  indicating  that  he  had  made  a  discovery 
which  would  explain  to  this  House  and  to  the 
country  the  reason  why  every  candidate,  with 
hardly  an  exception,  who  has  faced  the  electorate 
under  his  banner,  has  met  with  defeat  during  the 
last  six  months.  He  has  endeavoured  to  describe 
that  in  a  letter  from  which  he  draws  an  inference, 
which  he  did  not  pause  to  explain  to  the  House — 
I  will  not  say  which  he  could  not  explain  to  the 
House,  because  the  hon.  gentleman  is  ingenious 
enough  to  explain  anything — but  from  which  he 
must  have  drawn,  if  he  gathered  comfort  from  it 
at  all,  an  inference  which  certainly  does  not  appear 
on  the  face  of  the  document  as  he  read  it  to  the 
House.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  desires  to  discuss 
election  literature,  if  he  has  any  anxiety  at  all  to 
discuss  before  this  House  the  letters  which  were 
sent  into  the  different  electorates  of  the  country, 
and  to  different  electors  of  the  country,  encourag¬ 
ing  them,  in  spite  of  all  demonstration  to  the 
contrary,  to  keep  up  their  heart  for  the  good 
cause  which  he  helped  to  lead  ;  he  does  not  need 
to  cite  a  letter  addressed  to  my  hon.  friend  from 
East  Elgin  (Mr.  Ingram)  or  to  anybody  else - 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  It  was  his  brother. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  A  brother,  perhaps. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  One  near  and  dear. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  He  does  not  need  to 
quote  any  letters  to  gentlemen  who  are  near  and 
dear  to  any  member  on  this  side  of  the  House,  and 
he  may  save  himself  the  trouble  of  producing  cor¬ 
respondence  which  requires  any  inference  to  be 
drawn.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  will  just  turn  to 
the  file  of  letters  which  are  now  published,  and 
which  bear  the  names  of  his  own  co-conspirators, 
I  might  almost  call  them,  and  especially  that 
portion  of  the  literature  which  bears  the  name  of 
one  Preston,  he  and  the  members  of  this  House 
will  be  saved  the  necessity  of  drawing  any  infer¬ 
ence  whatever  as  to  the  methods  by  which  cam¬ 
paigns  are  fought  and  won  in  this  country. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  Read  the  letter,  please. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  Will  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  inform  me  that  he  has  not  read  the  letter  to 
which  I  have  referred,  signed  by  Preston  ? 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  I  have  not. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  Then  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  has  not  read  the  papers  during  the  last  month 
or  two,  as  the  hon.  gentleman’s  conduct  in  this 
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House  very  often  indicates  lie  ought  to  do.  Now, 
Mr.  Speaker,  one  thing  which  struck  me  more  than 
any  other  in  the  very  admirable  and  interesting 
address  which  we  have  just  heard  was  the  pains 
which  the  hon.  gentleman  took  to  impress  upon 
the  House  and  the  country  the  uncertainty,  the 
vagueness  and  the  inconsistency  of  the 'Government 
policy  as  it  had  been  expounded  from  time  to  time. 
The  hon.  gentleman  began  in  that  line,  he  went  on 
in  that  line,  he  concluded  in  that  line.  He  asked 
us  not  one  question,  but  a  shower  of  questions  as  to 
what  our  policy  was  and  what  we  had  done  since  a 
member  of  the  Government  declared  that  even 
reciprocity  in  natural  products  would  not  be  of 
advantage  to  Canada — what  we  had  done  at  this 
time,  what  we  had  done  at  that  time,  what  was 
the  policy  the  country  was  supposed  to  have 
sustained  even  in  the  recent  bye-elections.  I 
could  not  help,  Mr.  Speaker,  asking  myself, 
amidst  all  this  shower  of  questions  and  parade  of 
words,  what  the  hon.  gentleman’s  own  policy  is. 
The  hon.  gentleman  seeks  to  act  in  concert  with  a 
party  which  favours  unrestricted  reciprocity,  and 
has  put  that  forward  in  every  campaign  in  which 
it  has  engaged  ;  yet,  what  is  there  in  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman’s  speech  from  beginning  to  end,  during  the 
hours  he  has  entertained  us  this  evening,  which 
indicates  what  his  own  opinion  is  on  that  question  ? 
The  hon.  gentleman’s  friends  in  time  past  have 
taken  great  credit  to  him  from  the  fact  that  he  has 
never  committed  himself  on  that  question.  They 
have  asserted  as  a  reason  why  he  should  have  the 
greatest  portion  of  the  confidence  of  the  country — - 
that  limited  portion  of  the  confidence  of  the  coun¬ 
try  which  can  be  divided  up  amongst  the  members 
of  the  Opposition — that,  however  grossly  many  of 
them  have  gone  astray,  he  has  always  been  too  wise 
to  commit  himself  on  this  question.  The  hon. 
gentleman  has  given  us  new  evidence  this  evening 
of  his  ability  to  entertain  the  House  for  hours  at 
a  time  in  discussing  the  question  of  unrestricted 
reciprocity,  without  ever  committimg  himself  to  an 
opinion  upon  it  at  all.  Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  my 
hon.  friend  has  dealt  with  a  great  many  subjects 
this  evening,  as  to  only  a  few  of  which  I  shall 
detain  the  House  by  making  any  reference.  The 
hon.  gentleman  has  delighted  us  with  a  review  not 
only  of  ancient  history,  but,  to  some  extent, 
of  fable.  Even  when  he  came  to  touch  the 
question  of  reciprocity,  which  we  supposed  was 
the  one  before  the  House,  the  hon.  gentleman  was 
not  satisfied  merely  to  begin  at  the  beginning,  but 
he  went  back  to  early  traditions,  and  not  till  after 
the  clock  struck  six  did  he  venture  to  begin  a  discus¬ 
sion  of  the  practical  questions  before  the  House. 
He  had  learned  allusions  to  the  reign  of  Charles  I, 
and  from  Charles  I  he  eaine  gradually  and  slowly 
down  until  the  clock  stood  at  a  quarter  to  six,  and 
then  he  began  to  discuss  the  last  dissolution  of  this 
Parliament.  Now,  I  do  not  intend  to  begin  with 
Charles  I.  I  do  not  intend  to  do  more  than  make 
a  passing  reference  to  the  question  of  the  dissolution 
— in  the  first  place,  because  it  is  a  bygone  question, 
and  in  the  second  place,  because  we  heard  the  hon. 
gentleman  last  session  deal  as  profoundly  and  as 
carefully  with  the  arguments  which  can  be  addressed 
to  the  House  on  that  question,  as  I  suppose  any 
member  is  able  to  do.  He  endeavoured  by  the  hour 
to  persuade  the  House  last  session  that  the  dissolu¬ 
tion  ought  not  to  have  taken  place  ;  but  we  did  not 
reply  to  him,  for  the  very  obvious  reason  that  the 
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dissolution  had  taken  place.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man,  or  at  least  his  party,  stood  very  much  in  the 
position  of  the  prisoner  who  had  been  imprisoned, 
as  he  thought,  contrary  to  law,  and  who,  having 
committed  some  infraction  of  prison  discipline, 
had  been  flogged.  Seeking  next  day  legal  advice 
as  to  his  rights  as  an  Englishman,  he  was  com¬ 
forted  for  a  moment  on  being  told,  by  his  legal 
adviser,  that  “  they  could  not  do  it ;  ”  but  the  next 
instant  the  failure  of  the  comfort  flashed  upon  him 
when  he  reflected  that  they  really  had  done  it. 
The  hon.  gentleman  argued  that  the  House  could 
not  be  dissolved  and  his  party  ought  not  to  have 
been  beaten,  but  in  reality  the  House  had  been  dis¬ 
solved  and  his  party  had  been  beaten,  and  there 
was  not  much  use  in  making  any  more  fuss  about 
it.  But,  let  me  say  this  as  to  the  right  to  dis¬ 
solve,  and  as  to  the  propriety  of  the  circumstances 
under  which  that  dissolution  took  place.  If  we  are 
to  credit  the  statements  made  by  the  Opposition 
at  that  time  and  for  years  previously,  there  never 
was  an  occasion  on  which  a  dissolution  could 
be  so  easily  justified.  It  is  not,  as  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  intimated  this  evening,  that  we  justify  our¬ 
selves  on  the  ground  that  we  wished  to  get 
the  ratification  of  the  country  for  reciprocity 
arrangements  ;  but  it  was,  in  the  first  place, 
for  this  that  we  advised  a  dissolution  :  We 
were  about  to  enter  on  negotiations  for  what  ? 
The  chief  executive  officer  of  the  country  with 
which  we  were  going  to  negotiate,  had  declared 
in  advance  that  there  might  be  a  wide  reciprocity 
treaty.  It  was  obvious,  therefore,  that  the  commis¬ 
sioners  who  would  go  from  this  country  to  negotiate 
for  a  wide  reciprocity  with  the  United  States  would 
go  with  the  dearest  interests  of  this  country  in  their 
hands  ;  and,  Sir,  it  was  all  important,  when  they 
went  to  meet  the  negotiators  of  that  other  country, 
that  the  latter  should  not  be  in  a  position  to  say  to 
us  :  “  We  will  not  make  a  treaty  with  you,  because 
you  are  a  Government  whose  term  is  about  to 
expire  ;  the  treaty  we  might  make  with  you 
would  be  one  with  regard  to  which  we  should 
have  to  take  the  risks  of  assent  and  ratification 
by  an  expiring  Parliament.”  The  commissioners 
going  with  such  important  interests  in  their 
hands,  would  be  weak  as  clay  in  the  hands  of  the 
other  negotiators  if  they  had  to  come  back  to 
meet  a  Parliament  which  had  only  a  few  weeks  of 
existence  left  to  it.  But  if  the  position  taken  by 
the  Opposition  is  correct,  our  justification  is  tenfold 
stronger.  We  had  been  informed,  in  an  indirect 
way  it  may  be,  that  negotiations  would  not  be  unac¬ 
ceptable  to  the  United  States,  that  a  wide  reci¬ 
procity  treaty  was  in  contemplation  ;  and,  Sir, 
the  late  leader  of  the  Liberal- Conservative  party 
did  a  patriotic  act  and  an  act  of  justice  to  the 
country  when,  after  all  the  years  of  discussion 
that  had  taken  place  as  to  whether  reciorocity 
should  be  restricted  or  unrestricted  seeing  that 
the  time  was  about  to  come  for  negotiators  to 
go  to  Washington,  he  said  to  the  country  : 
Choose  the  men  who  are  to  negotiate  for  you  ; 
settle  once  for  all  the  policy  upon  which  this  wide 
reciprocity  is  to  be  negotiated.  If  you  want  re¬ 
stricted  reciprocity,  such  as  we  think  the  country 
can  afford  to  give,  such  as  we  think  will  be  con¬ 
sistent  with  our  position  and  trade  relations, 
return  us  to  power  and  we  will  go  to  Washington 
and  pursue  these  negotiations.  But  if,  on  the 
other  hand,  you  wTant  a  treaty  of  unrestricted  reci- 
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procity  accompanied  by  discrimination  against 
Great  Britain  and  followed  by,  as  we  think,  evils 
which  would  be  a  menace  to  precious  interests  in 
Canada,  now  is  the  time  to  select  your  negotiators. 
Before  that  time,  every  member  of  this  House  and 
.  every  candidate  who  stood  upon  the  hustings  had 
been  challenged  by  the  declaration  that  the  people 
of  the  country,  from  one  end  to  the  other,  were 
anxious  to  throw  off  the  yoke  of  the  National 
Policy,  and  declare  for  the  freest  possible  trade 
relations  with  the  United  States.  The  members  of 
this  House,  and  especially  the  Government,  were 
told  that  their  tenure  of  office  solely  depended 
upon  the  term  of  Parliament,  and  that  the  moment 
the  country  got  an  opportunity  to  speak  they  would 
demand  a  different  set  of  negotiators.  We  gave  the 
country  the  choice.  Yet  when  the  choice  did  not 
fall  upon  these  gentlemen  but  upon  the  chieftain 
wdio  had  led  the  Liberal-Conservative  party  with 
success  for  so  many  years,  they  declared  the  great¬ 
est  outrage  we  committed  wTas  that  dissolution 
which  thus  gave  the  people  the  choice  of  their 
policy.  When  I  said  that  the  lion,  gentleman  not 
only  went  into  ancient  history  but  into  the  region  of 
faille,  I  was  referring  to  the  history  of  the  negotia¬ 
tions  which  have  taken  place  within  the  last  five  or 
six  years,  and  to  which  the  lion,  gentleman’s  imagin¬ 
ation,  it  may  be,  or  at  any  rate  his  bias,  have  given 
a  peculiar  turn.  He  endeavoured  to  interweave 
romance  writh  that  history  in  such  a  way  as  to  pre¬ 
sent,  wdien  his  task  was  ingeniously  done,  as  he  alone 
could  do  it,  an  absolutely  different  narrative  from 
that  which  the  true  history  presents  to  this  House. 
These  fables  are  not  presented  once  or  twice  to  this 
House,  but  on  every  occasion  when  these  matters 
come  up.  They  are  published  in  every  issue  of 
the  press  supporting  lion,  gentlemen  opposite,  thej 
are  put  before  the  public  on  every  platform,  until 
it  becomes  an  absolute  article  of  belief  of  lion,  gen¬ 
tlemen  opposite  that  their  romances  are  true. 
Why,  one  of  the  statements  most  current  in  this 
country  is  the  statement  the  lion,  gentleman  re¬ 
peated  to-night — of  the  total  inaccuracy  of  which, 
I  am  sure,  after  the  number  of  times  which  lie  has 
heard  it  repeated  by  his  own  friends  on  the  other 
side,  and  seen  it  in  the  press  and  heard  it  on  the 
platform,  he  was  unconscious — that  is  that  sometime 
ago  I  declared  in  this  House  that  shrubs,  plants  and 
small  fruits,  though  put  upon  the  free  list  by  the 
United  States,  must  not  be  put  on  the  free  list  of 
this  country,  and  the  statement  has  been  made 
everywhere,  and  repeated  with  as  much  unction  as 
if  it  were  true,  that  I  declared  to  the  House  it 
would  be  treason  to  put  shrubs  and  fruits  and 
plants  on  the  free  list. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  Hear,  hear. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  The  lion,  gentleman 
from  Prince  Edward  Island  who  says  “hear,  hear,” 
is  the  one  who  has  been  most  ready  to  make  that 
statement.  I  have  seen  it  reported  from  his  lips  a 
dozen  times,  and  I  am  sure  he  believes  it,  although 
the  hon.  gentleman  has  heard  me  refresh  his  memory 
by  an  appeal  to  the  record  more  than  once  in  the 
House,  and  I  now  do  so  again  for  the  last  time.  What 
we  were  discussing  was  whether  we  were  bound  to 
put  them  on  the  free  list  by  the  mere  fact  of  the  Uni¬ 
ted  States  having  put  them  on  the  free  list.  Hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  were  pressing,  with  great 
earnestness  and  force,  that  we  were  bound,  in  con¬ 
sequence  of  the  wording  of  the  statutory  offer,  to 


do  so,  and  what  we  contended  was,  not  that  it  was 
treason,  in  the  ordinary  sense  of  the  term,  to 
make  these  articles  free,  but  that  it  was  treason 
to  the  House  to  act  upon  the  interpretation  that 
we  were  bound  to  put  them  on  the  free  list, 
because  that  was  not  the  interpretation  we  had 
given  the  House  when  the  Statute  had  been  passed. 
But,  a  few  days  after  came  communications  from 
Washington,  in  which  it  was  intimated  not  that  we 
were  bound  to  put  these  articles  on  the  free 
list,  because  the  proposition  so  earnestly  pressed 
on  the  other  side  was  never  adopted  at  Washing¬ 
ton  at  all  or  thought  worthy  of  argument,  but  the 
representations  were  :  “  we  supposed  if  we  put 

them  on  the  free  list,  you  would  do  so  also,” 
and  we  acted  on  that  assumption.  Then 
what  we  would  not  yield,  as  a  Government,  in 
answer  to  the  dictation  of  any  country,  we  at  once 
yielded  on  their  statement  that  they  assumed  our 
offer  to  them  was  an  invitation,  and  that  they  had 
acted  in  pursuance  of  it,  expecting  their  action 
to  be  reciprocated.  The  hon.  gentleman  went  on 
with  his  little  fable  a  step  further,  and  he  declared 
to  us  that  then  followed  the  McKinley  Bill.  Well, 
the  hon.  gentleman  must  have  realized  that  it  was 
a  tax  upon  the  credulity  of  the  House  Jo  assume 
that  because  we  put  these  fruits  and  shrubs  on  the 
free  list,  and  then  taxed  them  a  year  afterwards,  the 
McKinley  Bill  was  the  result.  .So  he  went  on  to 
elaborate  the  fable  a  little  further,  and  declared  it 
was  by  thus  bringing  the  attention  of  Congress  to 
the  subject,  and  by  our  threats  that  we  would  bring 
Congress  to  its  knees,  the  McKinley  Bill  was 
adopted.  And  the  hon.  gentleman,  having  made 
his  fable  thus  a  little  more  plausible,  in  appearance 
at  any  rate,  went  on  boldly  to  charge  the  Govern¬ 
ment  with  being  thus  indirectly  responsible  for  that 
enactment  in  the  United  States.  The  hon.  gentleman 
knows  probably  that  the  McKinley  Bill  was  intro¬ 
duced  in  Congress,  advocated  and  sustained  there 
as  not  being  a  measure  of  hostility  adopted  against 
Canada,  but  purely  a  domestic  arrangement  in  the 
interests  of  the  people  of  the  United  States  ;  but 
he  knows  that  it  received  its  most  efficacious  support 
and  strongest  argument  in  the  House  of  Representa¬ 
tives  by  quotations  from  the  speeches,  letters  and 
resolutions  of  hon.  gentlemen  who  sit  in  this  House 
on  your  left,  Mr.  Speaker,  who  proved  that  such  an 
act  would  be  a  most  effective  measure  of  protection  to 
the  farmers  of  the  United  States,  because  it  would 
greatly  injure  the  farmers  of  Canada.  Under  that 
state  of  facts,  of  which  I  am  sure  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  must  be  well  informed,  I  can  only  suppose 
that  the  attack  was  made  upon  us  of  being  thus 
indirectly  the  authors  of  the  McKinley  Bill  in  order 
to  screen  the  Opposition  from  the  indignation  which 
this  country  has  felt  for  some  time  past  at  the  gentle¬ 
men  who  consciously  or  unconsciously  were  really 
the  authors  and  promoters  of  that  measure,  and 
indicated  the  way  in  which  it  could  be  framed  to 
injure  the  interests  of  the  country.  Another  little 
fable  that  has  again  appeared,  and  which  we  used 
to  hear  last  session,  was  about  that  famous  inter¬ 
view  in  April  by  Sir  Charles  Tupper,  the  Minister 
of  Finance  and  myself,  when  we  went  to  Wash¬ 
ington  in  the  month  of  April.  We  have  heard 
that  described  as  a  three  minute  interview. 
We  were  told  we  had  just  an  opportunity  to  alight 
at  the  residence  of  the  Secretary  of  State  and  be 
dismissed.  And  the  hon.  gentleman  went  on  to  em¬ 
bellish  the  story  a  little  further  this  afternoon  by  the 
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extraordinary  statement  which  surpasses  in  ingen¬ 
uity  anything  yet  devised  on  that  side  of  the 
House,  that  we  had  been  repulsed  because  faith  had 
not  been  kept  by  this  Government  with  the  United 
States  and  that  we  had  been  put  on  a,  period  of  pro¬ 
bation  for  misconduct — I  am  quoting  the  hon. 
gentleman’s  own  words.  Now,  the  statement  that 
we  were  repulsed  because  of  any  breach  of  faith  on 
our  part  or  that  we  were  placed  on  a  period  of  pro¬ 
bation  for  misconduct  is  just  as  absolutely  false  as 
the  assertion  to  which  I  have  already  alluded  in 
reference  to  the  interview.  It  is  hardly  worth  while 
to  state  to  the  House  now  what  that  interview  was. 
It  was  an  interview  in  which  the  greatest  courtesy 
was  shown  to  us  and  the  greatest  regret  was 
expressed,  not  that  we  had  to  be  repulsed  for  want 
of  good  faith  or  that  we  were  put  on  a  period  of  pro¬ 
bation  for  misconduct,  but  that  the  time  fixed  for 
that  interview  proved  to  be  inconvenient  to  the 
President  of  the  United  States.  That  forms  part  of 
the  records  which  are  before  the  House  and  before 
the  public,  and  yet  the  statement  is  to  go  to 
the  country,  interwoven  with  the  other  remarks 
of  the  hon.  gentleman,  that  we  were  repulsed 
on  account  of  want  of  good  faith  on  our  part 
and  because  we  had  to  be  put  on  a  period  of  proba¬ 
tion  for  misconduct.  Let  me  come  at  once  to  the 
assertion  of  the  hon.  gentleman,  that  we  committed 
any  breach  of  faith  in  this  matter.  I  emphatically 
deny  that  any  member  of  the  Government,  and 
particularly  the  honoured  leader  who  is  no  longer 
with  us,  was  guilty  of  any  breach  of  faith.  I 
shall  ask  the  House  to  dwell  with  me,  for  a 
short  time,  on  what  the  hon.  gentleman  alleges 
is  a  breach  of  faith.  The  hon.  gentleman 
did  me  the  honour  to  quote  from  some  state¬ 
ments  which  I  had  made  to  a  large  audience  in  the 
city  of  Toronto  shortly  before  the  last  election.  He 
was  good  enough  to  say  that  the  statements  I  made 
were  correct  in  fact  except  as  to  my  statement  that 
we  had  received  an  intimation  from  Washington 
that  negotiations  would  be  had  with  us.  The 
hon.  gentleman  is  mistaken.  My  statements  were 
perfectly  correct.  It  may  be  asserted  that  Sir 
Charles  Tupper  admitted  that  the  initiative  came 
from  Canada  and  not  from  the  United  States.  That 
may  be  correct  or  may  be  a  matter  of  opinion,  but 
we  have  before  us  the  fact  that  the  first  step  taken 
was  that,  in  pursuance  of  our  right  as  representing 
the  Dominion  of  Canada,  we  requested  Her 
Majesty’s  Government  to  ask  that  we  should 
be  included  in  any  arrangement  that  might  be  made 
between  the  United  States  and  Her  Majesty’s 
Government  in  regard  to  Newfoundland  and  the 
answer  of  Mr.  Blaine  wras  that,  while  he  was  not 
willing  that  Canada  should  be  included  in  the 
treaty  with  Newfoundland,  he  was  willing  to  con¬ 
clude  a  wide  reciprocity  treaty  with  Canada.  We 
had  a  perfect  right,  based  upon  that  information, 
to  intimate  to  Her  Majesty’s  Government  that, 
anxious  as  we  were  to  increase  our  trade  in  any  direc¬ 
tion,  we  were  willing  to  negotiate  with  Mr.  Blaine, 
I  was  therefore  perfectly  correct  in  stating  that  the 
initiative  for  the  renewal  of  negotiations  in  refer¬ 
ence  to  reciprocity  actually  came  from  the  United 
States.  The  hon.  gentleman  went  further,  and 
said  that  I  disclosed  at  Toronto  what  the 
negotiations  were,  but  he  was  good  enough  to 
endeavour  to  temper  the  criticism  by  saying 
that  I  might  be  able  to  plead  that  Sir  John 
Macdonald  and  other  members  of  the  Govern- 
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merit  had  already  broken  confidence.  I  do  not 
intend  to  avail  myself  of  any  such  excuse,  but 
it  is  a  fact,  I  think,  that  before  I  explained  this 
to  the  people  of  Toronto,  the  proposals  had  been 
published  in  the  Canada  Gazette ,  and,  whatever 
anyone  may  say  in  the  way  of  humour,  I  think  it 
can  hardly  be  said  to  be  secret  matter  after  it  has 
been  published  there.  However  that  may  be,  the 
fact  had  been  already  published  in  the  leading 
newspapers  of  the  country  and  it  was  well  under¬ 
stood  by  every  one  who  heard  me  there  before  I 
went  into  the  discussion.  But  neither  I  nor  any 
member  of  the  Government  nor  the  High  Commis¬ 
sioner  can  be  charged  with  any  wilful  breach  of 
faith  in  regard  to  these  negotiations,  and  the  House 
will  understand  that,  when  I  state  briefly  what  the 
history  of  those  negotiations  was.  When  the 
dissolution  took  place,  this  is  what  we  had 
before  us,  without  any  indication  whatever, 
either  on  the  face  of  this  paper  or  any  other  paper, 
that  there  was  anything  private,  secret  or  confi¬ 
dential  about  it.  In  answer  to  the  request  that  we 
should  submit  to  Mr.  Blaine  a  basis  of  proposals  on 
which  negotiations  might  afterwards  be  conducted, 
we  had  presented  that  basis  which  is  set  forth  in  a 
despatch  from  His  Excellency  to  Lord  Knutsford 
dated  the  13th  December,  1890,  which  the  lion, 
gentleman  has  read,  and  the  reply  to  that,  which 
we  had  no  reason  to  believe  was  confidential, 
dated  the  2nd  January,  1891,  from  Lord  Knutsford 
to  Lord  Stanley  of  Preston,  was  as  follows  :  — 

“  Minister  at  Washington  has  communicated  to  the 
United  States  Secretary  of  State  the  substance  of  your 
telegram  of  13th  December.  Mr.  Blaine  replied  that  to 
endeavour  to  obtain  the  appointment  of  the  formal  com¬ 
mission  to  arrive  at  the  reciprocity  treaty  would  be  use¬ 
less,  but  that  the  United  States  Government  was  willing 
to  discuss  the  question  in  private  with  Sir  Julian  Paunce- 
fote.  and  one  or  more  delegates  from  Canada,  and  to 
consider  every  subject  as  to  which  there  was  hope  of 
agreement,  on  the  ground  of  mutual  interests;  it  not, 
and  to  risk  so  grave  a  step  until  by  private  discussion  he 
has  satisfied  himself  that  good  ground  existed  for  expect¬ 
ing  an  agreement  by  means  of  a  commission.  He  added 
that  he  would  be  prepared  to  enter  into  private  negotia¬ 
tions  at  any  time  after  4th  March.” 

That  is  to  be  found  at  page  78  Sessional  Paper  No. 
38  of  last  session.  That  was  the  telegram  in  the 
hands  of  the  executive  of  this  country,  and  that 
gave  no  indication  that  while  the  proceedings  of  the 
conference  were  to  be  private  the  fact  that  the  con¬ 
ference  would  take  place  was  to  be  private.  We 
had  been  told  that  Mr.  Blaine  was  ready  to- 
meet  us  at  any  time  after  the  4th  March,  and 
we  announced  that  to  the  country  in  perfect  good 
faith.  The  elections  took  place  shortly  before 
that  date,  and  it  was  not  until  the  receipt  of 
a  letter  from  Mr.  Blaine 'to  Sir  Julian  Paunce- 
fote, dated  the  1st  April, long  after  the  elections  were 
over,  that  we  were  astonished  to  find  that  Mr. 
Blaine  complained  to  Sir  Julian  Pauncefote  that  a 
breach  of  faith  had  been  committed.  It  is  true 
that  Mr.  Blaine  had  stipulated  for  a  discussion  of 
the  question  in  private,  and  we  fully  understood 
that  what  would  take  place  at  that  conference 
would  be  private.  I  believe  that  this  is  the  case  in 
regard  to  every  occasion  of  that  kind.  The  nego¬ 
tiations  are  private,  and  the  delegates  or  plenipo¬ 
tentiaries  agree  before  concluding  their  negotia¬ 
tions  what  part  of  them  shall  be  given  to  the  public, 
but  we  had  no  reason  to  suppose  that  the  fact  that 
the  conference  was  to  take  place,  was  to  be 
private  any  more  than  the  fact  that  the  nego¬ 
tiations  of  1878  would  take  place  was  kept  pri- 
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vate  when  it  was  published  in  London  and 
in  this  country  before  the  conference  sat  at  all. 
The  letter  of  Mr.  Blaine  to  Sir  Julian  Pauncefote 
dated  1st  April,  contained  the  first  intimation  of 
complaint  on  the  part  of  the  Washington  Govern¬ 
ment  that  faith  had  not  been  kept,  and  that 
secrecy  had  not  been  observed,  I  include  in  my 
explanation  the  High  Commissioner  likewise,  who 
had  no  other  source  of  information  than  the 
despatches  in  our  hands.  Sir,  when,  with  surprise 
and  some  feeling  of  annoyance,  during  the  first 
week  in  April,  we  read  Mr.  Blaine’s  com¬ 
plaint  dated  the  1st  April,  we  immediately  set 
ourselves  to  work  to  see  what  ground  there  was  for 
an  assertion  on  his  part  that  faith  had  not  been 
kept  with  him,  and  that  privacy  had  not  been 
observed.  It  became  my  duty  to  make  some  enquiries 
into  the  matter,  and  I  have  among  my  papers  a 
note  written  to  me  by  the  late  Premier  with  which 
he  enclosed  to  me  all  the  papers  in  order  that  I  might 
make  a  review  of  them  for.  the  purpose  of  seeing 
upon  what  ground  such  complaint  could  possibly 
be  made,  and  he  added  an  observation  in  the 
language  which  I  just  made  to  the  House  : 

“  You  will  observe  that  while  we  understood  that  the 
proceedings  of  the  conference  were  to  be  kept  private, 
there  was  not  one  word  of  intimation  to  us  that  the  fact 
of  a  conference  going  to  be  held,  was  to  be  kept  private.’’ 

Well,  Sir,  it  has  transpired  that  through  an  unfor¬ 
tunate  mistake  in  the  transmission  of  the  telegram 
which  I  read  to  the  House,  from  Lord  Knutsford,  a 
few  moments  ago,  there  was  a  stipulation  which  was 
not  communicated  to  us,  and  it  was  not  until  a  few 
days  before  the  close  of  the  last  session  of  Parliament 
that  we  obtained  the  real  text  of  that  telegram 
and  saw  that  a  mistake  had  occurred,  which  mis¬ 
take  led  most  improperly  to  the  imputation  of  bad 
faith  being  made  against  this  Government — most 
improperly  and  at  the  same  time  not  unreasonably, 
in  view  of  the  stipulations  that  were  made.  It 
transpired  afterwards,  on  reading  that  letter  of 
Mr.  Blaine  of  the  1st  of  April,  that  there  had 
been  a  stipulation  that  even  the  fact  of  negotiations 
being  on  foot  or  a  meeting  being  appointed,  was  to 
be  kept  private.  Now,  if  the  House  will  take  the 
trouble  to  look  at  that  telegram  on  page  78  they 
will  observe  one  place  at  which  the  composition 
of  the  message  seems  to  halt.  I  will  just  read  a 
few  words  before  it  : 

“The  United  States  Government  was  willing  to  discuss 
the  question  in  private  with  Sir  Julian  Pauncefote  and 
one  or  more  delegates  from  Canada,  and  to  consider  every 
subject  as  to  which  there  was  hope  of  agreeing  on  the 
ground  of  mutual  interests ;  if  not,  and  to  risk  so  grave  a 
step - ” 

And  so  on.  There  is  a  halt  in  the  composition 
which  we  naturally  supposed  was  merely  due  to 
the  error,  perhaps,  of  a  single  word  in  the  trans¬ 
mission  of  the  telegram  ;  but  it  transpired  after¬ 
wards  that  these  important  words  were  omitted  : 

“  If  no  agreements  are  found  possible, the  attempt  should 
not  be  mentioned  officially,  and  all  public  reference  to  the 
subject  should  be  avoided.  At  a  further  interview  Mr. 
Blaine  stated  that  President  Harrison  strongly  objected  to 
the  commission  on  the  ground  that  it  would  provoke  agita¬ 
tion  throughout  the  United  States,  and  declined  to  run  so 
grave  a  risk,  &c.” 

The  words  which  I  have  just  cited,  and  which 
were  embodied  in  that  telegram,  were  never  com¬ 
municated  to  this  Government  in  the  life-time  of 
Sir  John  A.  Macdonald,  and  it  was  only  in  the 
month  of  September  last,  that  we  discovered  upon 
what  ground  it  was  that  bad  faith  had  been 


imputed  to  us  on  the  part  of  Mr.  Blaine.  I  may 
say  that  the  enquiries  which  were  set  on  foot 
with  regard  to  that  telegram  disclosed  the  fact 
that  the  blunder  occurred  somewhere  between 
the  despatch  of  the  message  from  Downing  street 
and  its  receipt  by  His  Excellency  here,  and  that 
His  Ex  cellency  did  not  hear  until  about  the  time 
that  I  mentioned,  what  the  text  of  the  telegram 
was,  but  supposed,  as  every  one  of  us  supposed* 
that  the  telegram,  as  given  in  the  sessional  papers, 
was  the  telegram  actually  sent  from  Downing 
street,  as  it  was  the  telegram  upon  which  we  acted. 
The  matter  has  been  explained  to  the  Government 
of  the  United  States,  and  that  Government  is  not 
small  enough  or  despicable  enough  to  undertake 
to  repulse  the  representatives  of  this  country* 
invited  as  they  practically  were  by  Mr.  Blaine’s 
intimation  about  negotiating  a  wide  reciprocity 
treaty,  on  the  ground  that  we  had  broken  faith 
with  him,  when  what  did  occur  was  entirely  the 
result  of  a  mistake.  But  the  bad  faith  of  that  im¬ 
putation  is  specially  shown  by  the  fact  that  it  was 
after  the  publication  had  been  made  in  the  news¬ 
papers  and  on  the  platform  by  Sir  John  A.  Mac¬ 
donald,  by  Sir  Charles  Tupper,  by  myself  at 
Toronto,  by  my  colleagues  everywhere  else— it  was 
after  all  that,  that  Mr.  Blaine  invited  us  to  meet 
him  on  the  6th  April,  the  date  which  he  subse¬ 
quently  had  to  change  on  account  of  the  engage¬ 
ments  of  the  President.  We  might  have  expected 
.that,  after  that  fact  had  been  expanded  on  the 
records  which  are  published  as  part  of  the  sessional 
papers  of  this  House,  the  House  would  have  heard 
nothing  of  the  fable  that  we  were  repulsed  and  given 
but  a  three  minutes  interview,  *because  we  had 
broken  faith  with  the  Government  of  the  United 
States,  and  required  to  be  sent  down  on  a  period  of 
probation  for  misconduct.  Sir,  if  Mr.  Blaine  had 
been  under  the  impression  that  we  had  wilfully 
broken  faith  with  him  and  required  to  be  put  on  a 
period  of  probation  for  misconduct,  it  is  not  very 
likely  he  would  have  fixed  a  date  for  our  interview, 
or  that  subsequently  he  would  have,  with  many 
apologies,  explained  to  us  his  regret  that  the  inter¬ 
view  could  not  take  place  at  the  time  appointed — 
at  the  time,  to  use  liis  own  words  in  one  of  these 
despatches,  that  “  we  had  fixed  for  the  interview.” 
Now,  the  hon.  gentleman  further  endeavoured  to 
put  a  gloss,  it  seemed  to  me,  upon  the  record,  by 
quoting  to  the  House  with  great  emphasis  a  letter 
which  Mr.  Blaine  wrote  to  Mr.  Baker  at 
that  period.  That  letter  did  duty  last  session 
in  an  endeavour  to  persuade  this  House  and  the 
country  that  all  we  had  said  upon  the  subject  of 
negotiations  at  Washington,  was  untrue,  that  there 
was  aMetterfrom  Mr.  Blaine  to  Congressman  Baker 
declaring  that  there  were  no  negotiations  on  foot 
for  a  renewal  of  the  reciprocity  treaty  in  1854.  In 
strictness,  Mr.  Blaine’s  letter  to  Mr.  Baker  was 
correct.  The  negotiations  were  not  proceeding, 
but  a  day  had  been  fixed  when  they  would  begin.  In 
strictness  again,  the  letter  was  literally  correct,  be¬ 
cause  the  negotiations  were  not  for  a  renewal  of  the 
reciprocity  treaty  of  1854,  but  for  a  renewal  of  the 
reciprocity  treaty  of  1854  with  extensions  and  modi¬ 
fications  such  as  might  suit  the  altered  circum¬ 
stances  of  the  two  countries,  and  including  a  large 
number  of  other  questions  as  well.  Mr.  Blaine  was 
perfectly  right  and  perfectly  within  his  duty  in 
giving  to  Mr.  Baker  a  short  and  decisive  answer  to 
his  enquiry,  and  his  answer  was  literally  correct, 


623 


[COMMONS] 


624 


and  still  was  not  in  the  least  degree  inconsistent 
with  the  fact  that  we  had  made  proposals  to  him 
about  which  he  intended  to  have  negotiations  in  the 
future,  as  he  eventually  had.  Now,  then,  the  hon. 
gentleman  told  the  House,  during  one  of  those 
periods  when  he  was  endeavouring  to  show  that 
our  policy  was  altogether  too  vague  to  satisfy 
the  country,  or  too  vague  to  become  a  basis  for  the 
confidence  of  the  country — that  the  proposals  made 
in  December,  1890,  were  altogether  too  vague,  and 
that  the  Ministers  who  went  to  Washington  must 
have  been  exceedingly  silly  if  they  supposed  that 
on  such  a  basis  there  was  any  chance  of  mak¬ 
ing  a  reciprocity  arrangement.  Why,  Sir,  how 
could  we  suppose  it  to  be  too  vague  when  three 
different  dates  were  afterwards  fixed  by  the 
Administration  of  the  United  States  for  a  confer¬ 
ence  to  take  place  with  regard  to  those  very  propo¬ 
sals  ?  They  were  too  vague,  says  my  hon.  friend 
from  Bothwell,  to  be  the  basis  of  any  rational 
negotiations  ;  but  they  were  not  too  vague  for  Mr. 
Blaine  to  tell  us  that  he  would  meet  us  to  discuss 
them  on  6th  April,  that  he  would  meet  us  any  time 
after  the  4th  March,  that  he  would  meet  us  on 
12tli  October,  and  finally  that  he  would  meet  us  on 
10th  February,  when  he  actually  did  meet  us,  and 
had  negotiations,  notwithstanding  the  vagueness  of 
the  proposals,  which  negotiations  extended  over 
six  or  seven  days.  The  hon.  gentleman  declared 
that  we  went  there  for  the  purpose,  of  securing  a 
renewal  of  the  reciprocity  treaty  of  1854,  with 
such  modifications  and  extensions  as  the  altered 
circumstances  of  the  country  might  require,  and 
then  he  read  Mr.  Blaine’s  letter  to  Mr.  Baker,  in 
which  he  said  :  “  You  are  quite  authorized  in  deny¬ 
ing  that  a  treaty  for  natural  products  only  will  be 
renewed,  and  he  asked  how  we  could  expect  to 
succeed  in  our  mission.  Again  I  call  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  the  fact  that  this  is  the  wray  the 
record  is  closed  from  time  to  time,  and  this  is  the 
way  in  which  information  is  given  to  the  public. 
The  letter  from  Mr.  Blaine  to  Mr.  Baker  intimated 
that  the  reciprocity  treaty  of  1854  would  not  be 
renewed.  Nor  did  we  expect  it  would  be  ;  but 
we  thought  it  might  be  renewed  with  modifications 
and  extensions  which  have  been  pointed  out  from 
time  to  time  in  both  countries  as  having  arisen  in 
consequence  of  the  changed  circumstances  of  trade, 
changed  treaty  obligations  and  changed  means  of 
communication.  The  hon.  gentleman  declared  to  us, 
and  he  was  cheered  by  his  followers  when  he  made 
the  statement  that  it  was  a  significant  fact  that  we 
promised  to  go  to  Washington  when  the  general 
elections  were  on  and  that  we  went  there  when  the 
bye-elections  were  on.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  put 
the  car  a  little  before  the  horse.  The  general  elec  • 
tions  came  on  because  we  were  under  engagement 
to  go  to  Washington  and  wished  to  give  and  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  the  country  to  pronounce  on  the  policy 
on  which  the  negotiations  should  take  place  ;  and 
so  far  is  it  from  it  being  a  fact  that  we  went  there 
because  the  bye-elections  w*ere  on,  this  is  the  fact, 
that  Mr.  Blaine  was  willing  to  appoint  an  earlier- 
day,  and  we  might  have  gone  before  the  bye-elec¬ 
tions  had  begun,  but  we  intimated  to  him  that  in 
consequence  of  the  engagements  then  pressing  on 
Ministers,  it  would  be  most  inconvenient  for  us  to 
go  before  10th  February.  My  colleagues  therefore 
were  able  to  participate  with  some  effect  in  the 
bye-elections  which  had  come  off  ;  and  we  were 
able  not  to  telegraph  from  Washington  the  news  to 
Sir  John  Thompson. 


the  bye-elections,  that  negotiations  were  going  on 
very  satisfactorily,  and  that  the  electors  had  better- 
vote  for  us  because  we  were  able  to  give  them  reci¬ 
procity,  but  to  receive  there  the  glad  news  that  the 
hands  of  every  man  who  was  striving  for  the  welfare 
of  Canada  and  British  connection  were  being 
strengthened  by  the  electors.  The  hon.  gentleman 
made  an  extraordinary  paraphrase  of  the  mission 
of  the  Ministers,  to-night.  The  hon.  gentleman 
speaks  of  the  new  colony,  which  is  the  facetious 
phrase  he  adopts  as  applicable  to  the  new  members 
of  the  House.  That  is  a  colony  which  I  hope  will 
increase.  It  was  not  so  much  our  colonization 
efforts  which  disheartened  him  as  tire  exodus  which 
has  takerr  place  from  his  own  side  of  the  House. 
The  hon.  gentleman  declared  that  the  new  colony 
in  this  House  looked  on  with  the  greatest  dismay 
at  my  friend  the  Minister  of  Finance  going  to 
Washington.  They  looked  upon  him,  he  said,  as 
being  seduced  by  some  sorceress,  and  he  described 
the  way  in  which  my  hon.  friend  went  to  that 
palace  of  enchantment,  the  White  House  at 
Washington.  If  the  House  will  take  the  trouble  to 
compare  the  lion,  gentleman's  interesting  periods 
in  that  part  of  his  speech  with  the  expressions 
which  came  from  his  press  at  the  time  we  went  to 
Washington,  hon.  members  will  see  that  there  has 
been  a  change.  We  were  not  accused  then  of  being 
influenced  by  a  sorceress,  but  every  effort  to  make 
the  mission  a  failure  was  put  forward  with  dili¬ 
gence  and  vigour  by  the  hon.  gentleman’s  press, 
and  by  the  speeches  which  his  friends  delivered. 
He  will  see  in  that  stage  of  our  history  a  unique 
phase,  for  it  was  the  first  time,  at  all  events,  in  a 
British  country,  when  a  political  party  endeavoured 
to  traduce  the  Ministers  who  went  to  represent  their 
people  and  to  secure  interests  for  them  from  a 
foreign  country.  But  there  is  no  difficulty  in 
accounting  for  this  change  of  tone.  We  have  every 
reason  to  suppose  that  those  who  endeavoured  to 
make  our  mission  a  failure,  and  who  asserted,  even 
in  the  press  at  Washington  under  our  eyes,  that 
we  had  come  there,  not  for  the  purpose  of  Altering 
into  honest  negotiations  with  the  United  States, 
but  for  the  mere  purpose  of  humbugging  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  State  and  making  political  capital  out  of  our 
mission,  imagined  their  influence  was  so  great 
that  they  could  for  a  moment  disturb  the  harmony 
of  the  negotiations  entered  upon.  But  their  minds 
have  changed  now  that  they  find  that  some  prac¬ 
tical  results  have  been  arrived  at  on  this  mission, 
when  they  heard  how  we  were  received  and  how 
the  mission  resulted,  they  sneer  at  the  palace  of 
enchantment  at  Washington.  The  hon.  gentleman 
in  another  passage  of  his  speech,  which  I  shall  have 
to  refer  to  in  a  few  moments,  spoke  at  very  great 
length  about  the  want  of  papers.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  cited  a  great  many  precedents  from  the  Im¬ 
perial  Parliament  for  the  purpose  of  showing  us 
that  time  and  again  the  absence  of  papers  was 
made  a  reason  for  not  going  on  with  a  discussion. 
The  hon.  gentleman  might  have  saved  himself  the 
labour,  because  we  would  have  admitted  at  the 
outset  that  in  every  Parliament  the  absence  of 
papers  is  made  a  reason,  time  and  again,  for  refusing 
to  go  on  with  a  discussion.  How  often  does  it  occur 
here,  as  in  a  great  many  cases  he  read  from  the 
Imperial  records,  that  on  a  motion  for  papers  the 
House  is  urged  into  a  discussion  of  a  question  of 
policy,  and  Ministers  rise  and  decline,  in  the 
absence  of  papers,  to  discuss  the  question  of  policy 
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which  they  may  involve,  and  inform  the  House  i 
that  hon.  members  will  be  able  to  arrive  at  a  better 
judgment  on  the  question  when  the  papers  are  laid 
on  the  Table.  That  is  every  day  practice.  The  hon. 
gentleman  read  a  number  of  instances  in  which 
Ministers  protested  against  discussion  going  on 
under  these  circumstances.  He  has  not  read  to  us 
one  instance  of  a  Minister  being  interrupted  in  his 
statement  to  the  House  of  what  had  transpired  on 
an  objection,  either  by  way  of  order  or  by  way  of 
complaint,  of  any  violation  of  constitutional  usage, 
on  the  ground  that  we  heard  put  forward  the 
other  night,  and  again  this  afternoon,  that  the 
House,  forsooth,  ought  not  to  be  informed  as  to 
what  went  forward  elsewhere  unless  we  brought 
the  information  down  in  writing  and  had  in  the 
meantime  communicated  it  to  His  Excellency 
the  Governor  General.  I  challenge  him  now,  and 
I  challenge  all  his  friends  before  this  debate 
closes,  to  quote  me  an  instance  from  the  records 
of  the  Imperial  Parliament  where  a  member 
ever  charged  a  Minister  with  impropriety  for 
giving  information  to  the  House,  and  desir¬ 
ed  that  he  should  keep  it  back  until  it  had 
been  communicated  to  Her  Majesty  and  sent  by 
Her  to  the  House.  Our  position  on  that  question 
is  just  what  I  stated  it  to  be  the  other  night. 
It  is  our  duty  to  give  the  House  any  information 
in  our  possession,  and  we  shall  do  that  whether 
that  information  may  in  the  meantime  have  been 
communicated  to  any  one  else  or  not.  Why,  the 
results  of  negotiations  that  take  place  in  the  mother 
country  — and  they  occasionally  are  conducted 
by  Ministers  —  are  reported  to  the  House  by  a 
Minister  standing  in  his  place  and  making  a 
statement  of  facts,  and  sometimes,  and  I  have 
heard  of  notable  cases  in  modern  history,  the 
results  of  a  mission  have  not  been  given  to  the 
House  before  they  have  been  proclaimed  from  the 
house  tops  even,  by  the  Minister  on  his  return 
from  his  mission.  Let  me  say  to  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man,  further,  that  with  respect  to  the  whole  body 
of  precedents  which  he  quoted,  whether  appli¬ 
cable  or  not,  or  whether  in  the  least  degree  in  line 
with  his  objections  or  not,  we  have  satisfied  the 
requirements  of  every  one  of  them,  because  we 
have  brought  down  every  shred  of  the  corres¬ 
pondence,  so  far  as  I  know.  But,  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  was  not  putting  the  real  proposition  to  the 
House,  for  the  proposition  which  he  stated  the 
other  evening,  and  which,  I  suppose,  his  argument 
was  intended  to.  enforce,  was  not  that  we  had 
kept  back  correspondence,  because,  he  could  not 
assert  that,  but  his  proposition  was  :  That  a 
Minister  should  never  make  a  statement  to  the 
House  as  to  what  has  transpired,  until  he  puts  it 
in  writing,  sends  it  somewhere  else  and  gets  it  sent 
back  here  to  be  laid  on  the  Table.  All  that  I  say  on  that 
subject  is,  that  in  the  first  place,  every  particle  of 
the  correspondence  has  been  brought  down,  and 
that  as  regards  any  record  or  memorandum  that 
may  have  been  made  as  to  our  interviews,  we  are  just 
as  free  to  make  a  statement  to  the  House  as  to  what 
transpired  during  our  mission  to  Washington,  as 
if  we  had  never  put  the  matter  in  writing  at  all. 
The  hon.  gentleman  is  seeking  to  avail  himself  of  a 
most  ingenious  excuse  for  claiming  to  be  at  a  dis¬ 
advantage  in  this  debate,  but  it  is  an  excuse  which 
he  will  find  will  in  no  way  avail  him  if  other  papers 
should  eventually  be  brought  down  on  this  ques¬ 
tion.  Let  me  call  the  attention  of  the  House, 


before  I  leave  this  subject,  to  the  way  in  which 
this  matter  about  the  papers  came  up  originally. 
Although  the  House  has  been  for  30  days  in  session, 
we  have  never  yet  been  asked  for  the  papers, 
except  on  one  occasion.  On  that  occasion,  when 
we  were  expecting  to  be  interrogated  and  requested 
to  make  a  statement  to  the  House  as  to  what  tran¬ 
spired  at  Washington,  I  was  asked  by  the  hon.  the 
leader  of  the  Opposition  something  about  the  cor¬ 
respondence  and  something  with  regard  to  its 
secrecy,  and  I  stated  that  we  had  received  the  full 
assent  of  the  Washington  Government  to  every¬ 
thing  being  stated  that  had  transpired.  The  hon. 
the  leader  of  the  Opposition  asked  if  that  were  in 
writing,  and  I  said  it  was.  He  asked  if  it  would 
be  brought  down  and  I  said  it  would  be.  I  brought 
down  not  only  that  paper,  but  as  I  have  said  before, 
all  the  correspondence  bearing  on  the  subject, 
and  everything  that  could  in  the  remotest  way 
come  within  the  region  of  the  instances  and  cases 
and  precedents  which  the  hon.  member  for  Both- 
well  (Mr.  Mills)  cited  to  the  House  this  afternoon. 
I  suppose  it  will  not  be  necessary  that  I  should 
detain  the  House,  even  for  a  few  moments  to  dis¬ 
cuss  wdiat  the  hon.  gentleman  dwelt  upon  in  the 
last  few"  moments  of  his  speech,  wdtli  regard  to 
discrimination.  The  hon.  gentleman  w7as  as  inge¬ 
nious  as  usual  and  as  dexterous  as  usual,  but  it 
seemed  to  me,  that  he  was  only  playing  with 
words,  when  he  declared  that  because  wrn  decided 
to  import  tea  and  coffee  free  in  this  country,  w'e 
were  discriminating  against  the  country  that  pro¬ 
duced  brandy,  because  we  did  not  import  that  free 
also.  That  wras  the  hon.  gentleman’s  argument. 
Now,  there  may  be  something  ingenious  and 
something  sound  in  it,  but  if  there  is  anything 
in  it,  it  is  simply  a  play  upon  wrnrds.  There 
may  be  discrimination  between  the  products  of 
different  countries,  but  he  knew  perfectly  well 
from  the  statement  which  my  hon.  friend  the  Mini¬ 
ster  of  Finance  made,  that  the  discrimination  which 
is  demanded  by  the  United  States  is  something 
more  serious  and  actual  than  that,  and  that  it  means 
that  the  same  tariff  shall  not  apply  to  the  same 
articles  if  coming  from  two  countries  ;  but  that 
the  articles  which  shall  be  free  to  the  one  shall  be 
taxed,  and  taxed  to  an  enormous  rate  if  coming 
from  another.  That  is  the  kind  of  practical  dis¬ 
crimination  which  we  are  talking  about,  and  refine¬ 
ments  about  Spanish  wine  as  compared  with  tea 
and  coffee  are  altogether  outside  of  the  question. 
The  hon.  gentleman  declared  that  after  all  he  could 
not  believe  that  discrimination  against  Great  Bri¬ 
tain  would  be  enforced  by  the  United  States,  be¬ 
cause  they  did  not  enforce  it  with  regard  to  the 
West  Indies.  Any  one  wdio  looks  at  that  matter 
will  see  the  total  difference  of  situation  and  of 
products  as  between  the  West  Indies  and  this 
country.  The  West  Indies  produce  what  the 
United  States  requires  and  require  the  products  of 
the  United  States.  It  would  be  utterly  unneces¬ 
sary  for  the  West  Indies  to  discriminate  against 
Great  Britain,  because  on  a  level  tariff  even  the 
articles  of  manufacture  which  the  United  States  can 
send  them  would  take  possession  of  their  markets. 
As  regards  Newfoundland  the  hon.  gentleman’s 
argument  was  at  fault,  because  the  great  complaint 
we  had  to  make  against  the  Newfoundland  con¬ 
vention  was  that  ic  did  discriminate  against  a 
portion  of  the  British  Empire — the  Dominion  of 
Canada.  It  was  because  w7e  made  that  appear 
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to  Her  Majesty’s  Government  that  Her  Majesty’s 
Government  declined  to  ratify  that  convention. 
If  the  hon.  gentleman  wishes  to  persuade*  this 
House  or  any  intelligent  portion  of  our  people, 
that  we  may  be  able  to  get  reciprocity  without 
discrimination,  because  the  West  Indies  got  it, 
and  because  Newfoundland  did  not  get  it  without 
discrimination,  he  has  to  answer  the  deliberate 
statement  of  his  financial  leader  who  declared 
to  the  country  that  his  party  were  prepared 
to  discriminate  ;  not  in  the  fanciful  sense  of  com¬ 
paring  tea  and  coffee  with  Spanish  wine,  but  in 
the  actual  sense  of  raising  the  tariff  high  on 
English  goods  and  allowing  American  goods  in 
free.  If  I  am  not  very  much  mistaken  the  hon. 
member  for  South  Oxford  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright) 
Avent  a  step  further,  and  said  that  it  would  be 
absurd  to  expect  that  we  could  get  reciprocity  on 
any  other  terms ;  and  if  my  memory  does  not 
again  deceive  me,  the  same  hon.  gentleman  made 
a  statement  A^ery  much  to  the  same  effect  when  he 
spoke  the  other  night  in  this  House  in  reply  to  the 
Minister  of  Finance.  Now,  Sir,  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills)  has  endeavoured 
to  meet,  as  other  gentlemen  on  that  side  of 
the  House  have  done,  the  statement  of  the 
Minister  of  Finance,  that  the  adoption  of 
the  American  tariff  and  discrimination  against  all 
other  countries  than  the  United  States,  were  the 
only  terms  on  which  we  could  get  reciprocity  Avith 
the  United  States.  He  has  met  that  statement 
with  the  remark  that  he  does  not  believe  it.  It 
is  the  shortest  and  simplest  way  to  satisfy  his  own 
conscience  and  that  of  his  friends.  They  cannot 
meet  it  by  a  word  of  reason.  They  could  not 
during  the  election  contests  deny  that  these  measures 
Avere  inevitable,  at  any  rate  as  regards  discrimina¬ 
tion,  and  they  cannot  now  argue  away  the  necessity 
for  the  equalization  of  our  tariff  to  the  American 
tariff,  any  better  than  they  could  argue  away  discrim¬ 
ination  then.  Here  is  what  the  hon.  member  for 
South  Oxford  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  told  us  the 
other  evening,  and  when  we  read  it  let  us  contrast 
it  with  the  argument  of  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Both¬ 
well  (Mr.  Mills)  that  he  does  not  believe  that  these 
terms  would  lie  imposed  and  that  if  commissioners 
Avent  from  the  other  side  of  the  House  to  Washing¬ 
ton  they  could  do  a  great  deal  better.  Here  is  what 
the  hon.  member  for  South  Oxford  (Sir  Richard 
CartAvright)  said  in  the  House  : 

“  AHoav  me  to  tell  the  hon.  gentleman  ” - 

Was  he  speaking  to  the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell 
or  to  whom  ? 

“  AHoav  me  to  tell  the  hon.  gentleman  that  reciprocity, 
in  the  very  nature  of  the  case,  must  involve — not  dis¬ 
crimination,  as  he  puts  it  artfully,  for  the  purpose  of  ex¬ 
citing  prejudice  against  it ;  but  every  genuine  reciprocity 
treaty  involves  this  :  If  a  country  is  going  to  give  you 
special  privileges,  you  must  give  that  country  special 
privileges  in  return.  It  is  of  the  very  essence  of  reci¬ 
procity.  It  would  be  monstrous  for  the  hon.  gentleman 
or  his  colleagues  to  expect  that  the  United  States  or  any 
other  country  would  enter  into  a  reciprocity  treaty  on  any 
other  terms.” 

The  hon.  member  for  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills)  who 
now  says  “  hear,  hear,”  seeks  to  put  that  on  re¬ 
cord  alongside  of  his  statement,  that  perhaps  dis¬ 
crimination  would  not  be  required  in  the  case  of 
Canada,  because  it  was  not  required  in  the 
case  of  the  West  Indies,  where  there  was  no  dis¬ 
crimination  at  all,  and  where  the  terms  which  the 
hon.  member  for  South  Oxford  (Sir  Richard 
Sir  John  Thompson. 


Cartwright)  sought  to  reconcile  this  country  to, 
were  never  imposed.  The  hon.  member  for  Both¬ 
well  (Mr.  Mills)  is  willing  to  swalloAV  that  pill  now, 
forgetting  that  a  few  moments  ago  he  wanted  us  to 
accept  a  story  about  getting  reciprocity  on  the 
same  terms  as  the  West  Indies  and  Newfoundand. 
Mr.  Speaker,  a  good  deal  has  been  said  in  this 
debate  about  the  way  in  which  the  announcement 
of  my  hon.  friend  the  Minister  of  Finance  was- 
received,  as  to  the  conclusion  which  had  been  come 
to  Avith  regard  to  these  reciprocity  negotiations.  W e 
are  told,  Sir,  that  that  announcement  was  received 
with  cheers,  especially  from  what  the  hon.  member 
calls  the  new  colony  in  the  House.  Why,  Sir, 
eAery  person  who  listened  to  that  speech  knows 
that  the  statement  which  was  cheered  was. 
the  announcement  that  Avre  Avould  not  accept 
reciprocity  on  such  terms  as  were  offered.  The 
hon.  Minister  of  Finance  had  made  a  statement  to 
the  House,  that  we  had  not  succeeded  in  arranging 
for  enlarged  trade  relations  with  the  United  States, 
and  the  House  was  silent ;  but  when  he  went  on 
to  tell  the  House  the  price  at  which  we  might  ob¬ 
tain  them,  and  that  we  had  rejected  them  at  that 
price,  there  was  a  cheer  in  this  House  as  there  was 
a  cheerful  feeling  throughout  the  country.  But, 
Sir,  I  can  remember  very  well,  for  it  was  not  more 
than  tweRe  months  ago,  when  this  House  rang 
with  cheers  from  the  other  side,  including  the 
little  colony  that  has  gone  into  exile,  when  the 
hon.  member  for  South  Oxford  (Sir  Richard  Cart- 
wrighc)  declared  that  the  fact  that  we  had  re¬ 
duced  our  sugar  duties  showed  that  we  were  not 
independent  of  the  United  States,  but  had  to  submit 
to  the  dictation  of  that  country.  I  can  remember 
very  well,  also,  when  the  Blaine-Baker  letter  was 
read  to  this  House,  and  when  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man,  who  professes  even  to-night  to  be  so. 
much  in  favour  of  a  reciprocity  treaty  in 
natural  products  if  it  only  could  be  got,  went  into 
raptures  when  at  the  close  of  that  letter  Mr.  Blaine 
declared  that  the  reciprocity  treaty  of  1854  could 
not  be  reneAved,  and  that  no  negotiations  could  be 
had  with  regard  to  natural  products  alone.  I  remem¬ 
ber  many  occasions  when  this  House  was  toldingraA’e 
accents  night  after  night  by  these  hon.  gentlemen, 
that  this  Government  could  not  get  reciprocity  from 
the  United  States,  and  when  the  roof  shook  with  ap¬ 
plause  from  the  Opposition.  And  yet  Ave  are  told 
that  the  members  on  this  side  of  the  House  are  not 
to  cheer  when  they  find  that  their  representatives 
refuse  to  accept  reciprocity  on  terms  which  would  be 
not  only  degrading,  but  ruinous  to  eveiy  interest 
in  this  country.  There  is  another  fable  which 
we  owe  to  the  ingenuity  of  my  hon.  friend 
from  South  Brant  (Mr.  Paterson),  who  spoke 
during  the  first  night’s  debate,  when  his  party  was 
under  great  stress  of  weather.  I  never  admired  his 
ingenuity  more  than  I  did  then,  when  he  arose  and 
endeavoured  to  extricate  his  party  from  their  con¬ 
fusion  by  an  ingenious — I  was  going  to  say  misrepre¬ 
sentation,  but  an  ingenious  gloss  which  he  cast  oArer 
the  whole  debate  when  he  presented  to  the  House  as 
a  brand  new  idea,  that  what  the  Ministerof  Finance 
had  done  Avas  to  go  to  Washington  and  ask  Mr. 
Blaine  for  some  suggestions  as  to  how  he  might 
goA^ern  this  country.  We  Avere  delighted  with  the 
ingenuity  which  the  hon.  gentleman  evinced  ;  but 
we  have  not  admired  so  much  the  persistencj7  Avith 
which  his  statement  has  been  gravely  repeated  to 
the  House  since.  The  hon.  gentleman’s  sense  of 
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humour  was  excited  at  the  curious  position  of  his 
own  party  on  that  occasion  ;  but  the  statement  has 
been  repeated  since  by  lion,  gentlemen  who  really 
thought  he  was  in  earnest.  By  this  time  they  have 
even  got  the  Finance  Minister  down  on  his  knees, 
representing  him  as  having  gone  to  Washington  j 
and  gone  down  on  his  knees  to  Mr.  Blaine  to  ask 
for  a  hint  as  how  to  devise  a  fiscal  policy  for  Canada. 
And  this  is  the  way  they  represent  what  has  trans¬ 
pired  at  every  negotiation  which  has  taken  place,  I 
suppose,  since  the  world  began  :  one  side  making  a 
proposition,  and  when  the  other  side  declines  it,  that 
side  being  asked  to  make  a  counter  proposition. 
The  Minister  of  Finance,  in  what  Mr.  Blaine  calls  a 
free  and  frank  discussion,  after  that  gentleman  had 
declined  our  original  proposition,  was  asked  to 
make  a  proposition  which,  from  his  knowledge  of 
the  conditions  of  the  country,  he  thought  would  be 
acceptable  to  Canada  ;  and  because  my  colleague 
did  that,  which  has  been  done  in  every  negotia¬ 
tion  that  has  taken  place  since  the  world 
began,  my  hon.  friend  is  accused  of  trying  to  get  a 
hint  from  Mr.  Blaine  for  a  fiscal  policy  for  Can¬ 
ada.  I  am  sure  that  my  hon.  friend  from  South 
Brant  will  acquit  me  of  supposing  that  he  intended 
that  story  to  go  down  with  the  intelligent  people 
of  this  country.  One  word  more  as  to  the  allusion 
of  the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell  to  the  new  colony. 
The  hon.  gentlemen  declared  that  they  were  in 
great  glee,  because  the  old  speeches  would  do 
again,  and  the  old  songs  could  still  be  sung.  Sir,  the 
reason  for  the  speeches  we  have  heard  from  the 
other  side  of  the  House,  delivered  with  more  than 
usual  vehemence  and  ill-feeling  — an  ill-feeling 
which  is  exhibited  by  the  hon.  member’s  flat 
declaration  that  he  answers  everything  that  the 
Minister  of  Finance  said  by  not  believing  him — the 
reason  is  that  the  little  colony  at  the  left  of  the 
Speaker  is  not  able  to  sing  the  old  songs  again. 
The  old  speeches  will  not  go  down  any  longer ; 
and  when  the  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  make  their 
appearance  before  the  country  again,  they  are  very 
likely  to  be  asked,  not  what  is  the  policy  of  the 
Government  in  the  string  of  questions  which  my 
hon.  friend  from  Bothwell  put  to  us  to-night,  but 
what  policy  have  you  got  to  take  the  place  of  that 
which  has  gone  to  wreck  and  ruin  under  your 
eyes  within  the  last  few  months  ? 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  Mr.  Speaker,  the  hon. 
leader  of  the  House,  who  has  just  resumed  his  seat 
after  speaking  for  over  a^i  hour,  closed  witli  almost 
the  same  question  with  which  he  opened  his  speech. 
He  was  asked  by  my  hon.  friend  from  Bothwell  (Mr. 
Mills)  what  the  policy  of  the  Government  was  with 
reference  to  the  trade  relations  between  this  coun¬ 
try  and  the  United  States.  The  hon.  gentleman 
did  not  deign  to  tell  us  what  that  policy  was,  but 
he  replied  in  the  Irishman’s  way  by  asking,  what 
is  the  policy  of  the  Opposition  ?  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  started  with  that  proposition  and  he  closed 
with  it  ;  and  from  the  satisfaction  with  which  his 
own  countenance  beamed,  and  the  manner  in  which 
his  remarks  were  received  by  his  followers,  he  evi¬ 
dently  considered  that  when  he  asked  the  question, 
the  question  was  closed.  Sir,  I  think  the  people  of 
this  country  will  not  be  satisfied,  now  that  there 
has  been  a  most  lamentable  failure  in  the  apparent 
attempt  of  the  Government  to  negotiate  a  treaty— 
whether  their  attempt  was  an  honest  or  dishonest 
one,  and  on  that  I  have  my  own  opinion  and  a  very 


strong  one — the  people  of  this  country  will  not  be 
satisfied  with  asking  the  Opposition,  what  is  your 
policy,  but  they  will  ask  the  Government  what  is 
theirs.  The  financial  condition  of  the  country  is 
sufficiently  serious  to  justify  us  in  asking  the 
leader  of  the  House  not  to  trifle  with  it  by  ask¬ 
ing  his  opponents  for  a  policy  to  guide  him,  but  by 
telling  the  country  what  his  policy  is.  I  was  some¬ 
what  surprised  at  one  statement  which  the  hon. 
gentleman  made  to-night,  because  its  historical 
accuracy  I  totally  deny.  He  took  the  position 
that  the  convention  negotiated  between  Newfound¬ 
land  and  the  United  States,  which  this  Govern¬ 
ment  succeeded  in  preventing  the  'ratification  of, 
provided  for  discrimination  against  Canada  and  in 
favour  of  the  United  States.  Sir,  I  hold  that  con¬ 
vention  in  my  hand  ;  it  is  in  the  official  papers 
before  the  hon.  gentleman  ;  I  have  read  it  time  and 
again,  and  I  challenge  him  or  any  hon.  gentleman 
sitting  beside  him  or  behind  him  to  place  his 
finger  on  one  paragraph  which  the  ingenuity  of 
man  could  construe  into  discrimination  against 
Canada.  There  is  not  a  word  in  the  convention, 
from  beginning  to  end,  which  justifies  the  hon. 
gentleman’s  statement,  and  I  hold  in  my  hand 
here,  if  it  was  necessary  to  give  further  proof,  a 
speech  delivered  the  other  day  by  an  hon.  gentle¬ 
man,  a  member  of  the  Newfoundland  Government, 
in  which,  reading  the  treaty  from  end  to  end  he 
asked  :  Where  is  the  charge  which  has  been  in¬ 
sidiously  circulated  throughout  Canada  that  the 
convention  negotiated  with  the  United  States 
originally  discriminated  against  Canada  ?  It  does 
not  exist.  The  Hon.  Mr.  Harvey  has  stated  so.  I 
have  read  the  convention  time  and  again  to  see 
how  this  rumour  could  be  justified,  and  I  have  no 
hesitation  in  giving  my  opinion  that  there  is 
nothing  in  the  treaty,  from  beginning  to  end, 
which  could  justify  such  an  assertion.  The  hon. 
gentleman  dwelt  for  a  long  time  to-night  with  the 
historical  part  of  the  speech  of  my  hon.  friend  from 
Bothwell. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  hon. 
gentleman,  with  reference  to  the  convention,  what 
was  the  proposed  duty  upon  flour  going  into  New¬ 
foundland  and  the  revenue  tariff  on  flour  from  other  ' 
countries  ? 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  The  Newfoundland  sta¬ 
tute,  which  prescribed  the  duty  to  come  into  force, 
after  the  convention  became  a  treaty,  prescribed  a 
duty  of  25  cents  per  barrel  on  flour  and  $1.50  upon 
pork. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  What  was  the  duty  on  flour 
coming  from  other  countries  into  Newfoundland  ? 
What  was  the  proposed  duty,  according  to  the  draft 
convention,  on  flour  coming  from  the  United  States 
at  the  time  the  draft  treaty  was  submitted  ? 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  I  am  reading  from  the 
draft  treaty  : 

“When  this  convention  shall  come  into  operation  and 
during  the  continuance  thereof,  the  duties  to  be  levied  and 
collected  upon  the  following  enumerated  merchandise  im¬ 
ported  into  the  colony  of  Newfoundland  from  the  United. 
States  shall  notexceedthe  following  amounts,  viz.,  flour, 
25  cents  per  barrel.” 

Mr.  TUPPER.  And  the  general  duty  was  30 
cents. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  I  take  the  speech  of 
Mr.  Harvey. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Oh. 
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Mr.  DAVIES  (P. E.I. )  If  lion,  gentlemen  are 
prepared  to  accept  the  ipse  dixit  of  the  Minister  of 
Marine  against  the  law - 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Take  their  tariff  and  read  it. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  If  lion,  gentlemen  oppo¬ 
site  are  prepared  to  accept  the  Minister  of 
Marine’s  ipse  dixit  against  the  Newfoundland  tariff, 
as  I  read  it,  and  as  it  was  purported,  at  any  rate, 
to  lie  read  by  Mr.  Harvey,  I  have  nothing  to  say. 
He  stated  in  his  speech  that  he  had  telegraphed  to 
Newfoundland  for  a  verbatim  copy  of  the  tariff, 
and  that  copy  he  read  to  the  Board  of  Trade  in 
Halifax,  and  he  gave,  according  to  the  report  of 
his  speech  which  I  have  in  my  hand  and  which 
appeared  in  the  Mornimj  Chronicle  the  day  follow¬ 
ing,  25  cents  as  the  tariff  enacted  by  the  New¬ 
foundland  legislature,  and  the  same  is  put  in  the 
convention  between  them  and  the  United  States. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  The  lion,  gentleman  will  not 
object  to  my  correcting  him  on  a  very  important 
subject,  and  the  correction  is  quite  consistent  with 
the  statement  Mr.  Harvey  has  lately  made.  I 
simply  wish  to  state  this,  as-  a  matter  with  which 
I  am  pretty  familiar,  that,  speaking  of  the  draft 
convention  and  of  the  tariff  of  Newfoundland  and 
the  subject  of  discrimination,  one  must  look,  not 
at  the  speech  made  in  the  last  few  months,  but  in 
the  year  the  draft  treaty  was  negotiated  and  a 
revenue  tariff  existed,  and  when  the  Canadian 
Government  interfered  on  behalf  of  Canada.  And 
I  state  positively,  after  looking  into  both  the 
revenue  tariff  and  the  draft  treaty  of  that  time, 
and  having  studied  the  question  carefully,  that 
when  the  revenue  tariff  of  Newfoundland  imposed 
a  treaty  on  flour  coming  from  various  countries  of 
the  world  of  30  cents  a  barrel,  the  proposal  of  Mr. 
Bond  in  the  draft  treaty  with  Mr.  Blaine  was  that 
the  duty  upon  the  flour  from  the  United  States  to 
Newfoundland  should  be  25  cents  instead  of  30 
cents.  That  statement  has  not  been  contradicted 
by  Mr.  Harvey  in  his  recent  speech  nor  has  one 
ever  contradicted  it. 

Mr.  DA  A  IES  (P.E.I.)  The  lion,  gentleman  has 
darkened  counsel  with  words,  and  I  will  show  him 
the  convention,  the  terms  of  which  provide  expli¬ 
citly  that  25  cents  per  barrel  shall  be  charged  on 
flour. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  From  the  States. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I. )  The  convention  is  applic¬ 
able  to  the  States  alone,  but  the  point  is,  does  that 
convention  prescribe  in  any  of  its  parts  that  there 
shall  be  discrimination  against  any  other  country  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Certainly  it  does. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  I  say  not.  I  say  that 
the  legislation  enacted  in  Newfoundland  for  the 
purpose  of  carrying  out  that  convention  declared 
that  :  “A  hen  the  proposed  convention  between 
this  colony  and  the  United  States  shall  come  into 
operation  and  during  the  continuance  thereof,  the 
duties  to  be  levied  and  collected  upon  the  fol¬ 
lowing  enumerated  merchandise  imported  into 
the  colony  of  Newfoundland  shall  not  exceed 
the  following  amounts,  viz.  : — Flour,  25  cents 
per  barrel.  So  that  the  legislation  which  New¬ 
foundland  enacted  to  carry  out  the  convention 
prescribed  that  when  that  convention  became  a 
treaty,  25  cents  duty  should  be  the  only  duty  im¬ 
posed,  and  therefore  there  was  no  discrimination 
at  all.  1  hat  matter,  I  submit,  is  beyond  any  reason - 

Mr.  Davies  (P.E.I.) 


I  able  doubt.  I  say  that  when  the  leader  of  the 
House  challenged  the  speech  delivered  by  the  lion, 
member  for  Bothwell,  he  devoted  three-fourths  of 
his  remarks  to  the  introductory  or  historical  part 
of  my  hon.  friend’s  address.  That  historical  part 
was  leading  up  to  the  proposition  he  wished  to  sub¬ 
mit  to  the  House  as  a  constitutional  proposition. 
And  what  was  it  ?  It  was  that  when  a  Minister  of  the 
Crown  initiateda  discussion  upon  negotiations  which 
had  taken  place  between  Ministers  of  the  Crown  and  a 
foreign  country,  he  was  bound  to  submit  to  the 
House  all  the  papers,  protocols  and  facts  connected 
with  them.  How  does  the  hon.  gentleman  meet 
that  proposition  ?  Does  he  wish  the  House  to  un¬ 
derstand,  and  this  is  a  matter  of  importance,  that 
while  there  were  protocols  and  offers  made  and 
reduced  to  writing  with  reference  to  the  questions 
of  wrecking,  and  fisheries,  and  Alaska  boundaries, 
j  and  every  other  matter  then  and  there  discussed, 
there  was  none  reduced  to  writing  and  no  offer 
made  to  or  by  the  United  States  with  reference  to 
reciprocity  ?  Does  the  hon.  gentleman  mean  to  tell 
this  House  and  this  country  that,  going  as  a  repre¬ 
sentative  of  the  Crown  to  Washington,  a  quasi- 
accredited  ambassador  or  diplomatist,  authorized  by 
His  Excellency  to  speak  in  the  name  of  the  Queen, 
he  discussed  the  matter  during  four  or  five  days  and 
made  no  report  in  writing  to  His  Excellency?  Will 
the  hon.  gentleman  tell  the  people  and  the  House 
that  there  is  no  official  document  in  writing  giving 
an  account  of  what  transpired  between  himself  and 
colleagues  on  the  one  side  and  Mr.  Blaine  and 
General  Foster  on  the  other?  I  challenge  the  hon. 
gentleman  to  make  the  assertion.  They  have 
brought  down  the  other  papers.  We  find  that  the 
offers  made  by  this  Government  to  the  United 
States  with  respect  to  each  of  the  subjects  I  have 
mentioned  were  reduced  to  writing,  as  they  ought  to 
be,  so  that  there  would  be  no  misunderstanding  on 
the  one  part  or  the  other.  The  hon.  gentleman  wishes 
his  followers  and  this  House  *to  believe  that  there 
does  not  exist  any  official  record  of  his  mission  to 
Washington  or  the  offers  made  pro  or  con  on  the 
subject  or  any  memo,  of  their  own.  The  unassail¬ 
able  proposition  of  the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell 
is  this,  that  the  Ministry  having  challenged  a  dis¬ 
cussion  upon  that  question,  were  bound  by  consti¬ 
tutional  usage  to  lay  before  the  House  the  facts,  so 
that  a  discussion  might  take  place.  The  hon. 
gentleman  says  he  gave  no  reasons  why  he  did  not 
believe  the  statements  of  the  Minister  of  Finance. 
When  we  get  the  facts  as  they  are,  as  we  believe 
them  to  be,  in  writing,  when  the  constitutional 
usage  is  complied  with,  when  Parliament  is  sup¬ 
plied  with  the  information  it  ought  to  have  and 
that  some  day  or  other  it  must  have,  then  we  will 
be  able  to  tell  whether  the  frail  memory  of  the 
Minister  of  Finance  is  correct  or  not.  We  are 
not  imputing  turpitude  to  the  hon.  Minister,  and 
when  we  say  he  misrepresented  what  took  place, 
\\  e  simply  say  that  he  is  like  other  men,  a  frail 
man;  and,  when  we  remember  what  occurred  on  a 
previous  occasion,  we  find  that  serious  differ¬ 
ences  of  opinion  occurred  between  Canada  and  the 
United  States  Government  as  to  what  actually 
did  take  place.  Therefore  we  say  that  what  the  hon. 
gentleman  started  out  to  prove  he  did  prove,  and 
that  it  remains  unassailed,  and  that  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  opposite,  notwithstanding  the  applause 
with  which  his  followers  greeted  him,  has  failed  to 
show  oue  instance  in  British  history  where  ambits- 
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sadors  went  to  a  foreign  country  to  negotiate  a 
treaty  and  asked  Parliament  to  discuss  their  action 
without  laying  before  Parliament  an  official  record 
of  what  they  did.  The  hon.  gentleman  waxed 
somewhat  warm  in  regard  to  an  implied  imputation 
that  he  had  not,  on  a  former  occasion,  accurately 
represented  the  attitude  of  the  governments  of  the 
two  countries  to  one  another.  The  hon.  gentleman 
told  the  electors  at  a  public  meeting  in  Perth,  held 
on  the  18th  November,  1891,  that  Canada  had  not 
approached  the  United  States,  but  that  the  initia¬ 
tion  of  this  matter  came  from  the  United  States 
Government.  He  said  : 

“  The  statement  the  Canadian  Government  began  the 
negotiations  was  not  altogether  true,  because  the  first 
intimation  came  early  in  the  year  from  Mr.  Blaine  to  Sir 
Julian  Pauncefote,  the  British  Minister  at  Washington, 
that  he  was  willing  to  make  a  reciprocity  arrangement 
with  Canada.  (Mr.  Foster — ‘  Hear,  hear,  hear.’)  That 
was  the  first  thing  which  intimated  to  the  Govex-nment  of 
Canada  that  such  proposals  would  be  acceptable  to  the 
United  States.  They  wanted  no  further  invitation,  but 
immediately  forwarded  their  proposals  to  Washington.” 

Sir,  is  that  correct;  is  that  historical  truth  ;  is  that 
a  fair  representation  of  what  took  place  between 
these  two  countries?  The  matter  is  not  perhaps  of 
the  grave  importance  that  it  promised  at  one  time 
to  be,  because  Mr.  Blaine,  after  an  apology  had 
been  made  by  Canada’s  representative,  expressed 
himself  as  willing  to  pass  it  over,  but  we  have  first 
Mr.  Blaine’s  statement  to  Sir  Julian  Pauncefote  of 
1st  April,  in  which  reference  is  made  to  the  state¬ 
ments  of  Sir  Charles  Tupper  and  the  late  Sir  John 
Macdonald,  and  Mr.  Blaine  says  to  Sir  Julian 
Pauncefote  : 

“  In  view  of  the  fact  that  you  had  come  to  the  State 
Department  with  the  proposals,  and  that  the  subject  was 
then  for  the  fii'st  time  mentioned  between  us,  and  in  view 
of  the  further  fact  that  I  agreed  to  a  private  conference  as 
explained  in  my  Minute,  I  confess  that  it  was  a  surprise 
to  me  when  sevei’al  weeks  later  during  the  Canadian  can¬ 
vass,  Sir  John  Macdonald  and  Sir  Charles  Tupper,  both 
stated  before  public  assemblies  that  an  informal  discussion 
of  a  reciprocity  treaty  would  take  place  at  Washington 
after  the  4th  of  March,  by  the  initiation  of  the  Secretai-y 
©f  State. 

“  I  detail  these  facts,  because  I  deem  it  important,  since 
the  matter  has  been  for  some  weeks  open  to  public  re¬ 
marks,  to  have  it  settled  that  the  conference  was  not 
“initiated”  by  me,  but  on  the  contrary,  thatthe  private 
arrangement  of  which  I  spoke  was  but  a  modification  of 
your  proposal  and  in  no  sense  an  original  suggestion  from 
the  Government  of  the  United  States.” 

And,  if  there  is  any  possibility  of  doubt  remaining, 
we  have  Sir  Charles  Tupper  going  as  the  represen¬ 
tative  of  Canada  to  Washington,  and  addressing 
an  official  communication  to  Mr.  Blaine,  in  which 
he  uses  the  following  language  with  respect  to  that 
statement : 

“  I  told  Mr.  Blaine  that  I  wished,  in  the  outset,  to  re¬ 
cognize  the  accui*acy  of  the  statement  contained  in  his 
letter  to  Sir  Julian  Pauncefote,  which  I  had  seen  in  refer- 
ence  to  the  initiation  of  the  negotiations  regarding  recip¬ 
rocal  trade  arrangements  between  the  two  countries.” 

Mr.  Blaine  says  that  in  no  sense  did  any  initiation 
of  the  negotiations  come  from  the  United  States 
Government,  and  Sir  Charles  Tupper  says  that  he 
acknowledges  the  accuracy  of  that  statement.  The 
hon.  gentleman  had  made  statements  on  more  than 
one  platform  directly  at  variance  with  that  fact, 
and  to-night  he  tries  to  escape  from  the  unfortu¬ 
nate  position  in  which  he  has  placed  himself  and 
the  country  by  saying  there  was  some  mistake  in 
the  wording  of  a  despatch  and  that  they  had  not 
the  actual  words  of  the  despatch  before  them  at 
the  time. 


Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  said  nothing  of  the 
kind  in  the  speech  I  made  at  Perth. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I. )  The  hon.  gentleman  said 
some  words  had  been  omitted  from  the  despatch, 
and  he  had  not  seen  those  words.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  knows  that,  in  the  despatch  on  which  he  says 
he  acted,  it  was  stated  three  times  that  the 
discussion  to  which  he  went  was  to  be  a  private 
discussion  and  not  an  official  one.  Therefore  the 
hon.  gentleman  could  not  have  understood,  if  he 
read  the  despatch  with  the  excised  words  out,  that 
he  was  to  make  this  matter  public  which  it  was 
understood  was  to  be  kept  private  between  the 
governments  of  the  two  countries.  Faith  had  been 
broken  between  the  representatives  of  this  Govern¬ 
ment  and  the  Government  of  the  United  States, 
and  the  hon.  gentleman  occupied  a  most  humiliat¬ 
ing  position  when  he  had  to  go  to  Washington  and, 
through  the  mouth  of  Sir  Charles  Tupper,  make  an 
apology  for  the  statement  which  had  been  published. 
But  the  Government  had  gained  a  temporary 
triumph,  and  they  had  to  do  anything  they  could  to 
get  out  of  the  scrape.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  it  is 
a  small  matter,  but,  as  he  has  introduced  it,  I  will 
refer  to  it  again,  and  that  is  in  reference  to  the 
proposal  to  admit  certain  articles  free  of  duty  * 
under  what  is  called  the  statutory  offer.  The  hon. 
gentleman  says  that  the  action  of  the  Government 
was  perfectly  consistent  in  the  matter.  It  is  with¬ 
in  the  recollection  of  every  hon.  member  who  was 
then  in  the  House,  that  a  proposition  was  made  on 
this  side  to  meet  the  offer  of  the  United  States 
Government,  and  that,  as  the  United  States  had 
selected  certain  articles  which  were  to  be  admitted 
free  of  duty,  we  were  bound  to  reciprocate.  The 
hon.  gentleman  not  only  repudiated  that  with  in¬ 
dignation,  but  he  used  language,  which  I  think,  he 
afterwards  was  ashamed  of.  When  he  was  twitted 
with  that  language  afterwards,  he  attempted  to 
explain  it  away,  but  there  it  is  in  the  Hansard, 
and  what  is  that  language  ?  He  says  : 

“  I  can  only  say,  if  the  Crown,  having  discretion,  uses  it 
in  that  wav,  it  would  use  it  to  betray  the  interests  of  the 
people  of  Canada.” 

That  is,  that  to  permit  one  or  more  of  the  articles 
referred  to  in  the  statutory  offer  free  into  Canada 
when  the  United  States  admit  them  free  into  that 
country,  if  the  Crown  used  it  in  that  way,  it  would 
use  it  to  betray  the  interests  of  Canada.  Not  a 
week  after  that — an  hon.  gentleman  says  only  two 
days  after — the  Government,  at  the  dictation  of  Sir 
Charles  Tupper,  receded  from  their  lofty  position 
and  exercised  the  discretion  he,  a  few  days  before, 
had  said  it  would  be  a  betrayal  of  the  interests  of 
Canada  to  exercise.  The  hon.  gentleman  tried 
to  evade  that  by  stating  that  a  forced  con¬ 
struction  had  been  put  upon  his  language,  but  the 
words  are  there  and  anyone  can  read  them  for  him¬ 
self.  I  suppose  he  thought  our  memories  were  defec¬ 
tive,  or  that  we  could  not  look  up  the  book  again. 
Now,  Sir,  I  do  not  propose  to  follow  the  discussion 
on  the  lines  which  it  has  followed  for  the  last  hoxir 
or  two,  any  further.  Speaking  for  my seff,  I  would 
have  been  well  satisfied  to  have  left  the  discussion 
of  the  question  where  it  was  after  the  hon.  Minister 
of  Finance  had  spoken,  and  my  hon.  friend  from 
South  Oxford  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  had  replied, 
but  when  I  reflected  upon  the  importance  of  the 
statements  which  he  made  respecting  reciprocity 
and  the  chances  of  our  ever  obtaining  a  reciprocity 
treaty  with  the  United  States,  the  importance  to. 
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my  own  province  in  particular,  and  to  the  provinces 
known  as  the  three  Maritime  Provinces,  I  felt  I  was  in 
duty  bound  to  present  to  the  House  the  condition 
in  which  those  provinces  stand,  and  I  promise  the 
House  that  I  will  not  occupy  a  moment’s  time 
longer  than  is  absolutely  necessary  to  submit  a  few 
facts  which  I  think  it  is  desirable  the  country 
should  know  with  respect  to  the  condition  of  these 
provinces.  The  Minister  of  Finance  took  credit  to 
himself  that  the  condition  of  the  country  was 
reasonably  prosperous.  He  intimated  to  us  that  the 
exports  were  $92,500,000,  that  this  was  an  increase 
of  $8,000,000  beyond  the  average  exports  of  Canada, 

I  think  hesaid,  since  Confederation,  and  $10,000,000 
over  the  year  1 889.  Although  the  hon.  gentleman 
did  not  say  so  in  so  many  words,  he  challenged  the 
admiration  of  his  followers,  and  challenged  their 
applause  by  intimating  that  in  some  way  or  another 
the  Government  should  receive  credit  for  this  large 
export.  For  my  part  I  fail  to  understand  why  the 
Government  should  be  entitled  to  any  credit 
whatever  for  Canada’s  exports.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man,  I  know,  poses  as  a  medicine  man,  pretending 
that  he  can  bring  about  good  crops  or  bad  crops, 
just  as  he  pleases.  The  time  was  when  he  repudiat¬ 
ed  the  suggestion  that  a  Minister  could  be  a  fly  on 
the  wheel  ;  he  thought  that  legislation  could  be 
enacted  to  make  a  country  prosperous,  and  he  asks 
that  credit  be  given  to  the  Government  for  that 
condition  of  affairs.  Sir,  I  rejoice  as  well  as 
he  does  over-  the  magnificent  harvest  of  last 
year.  It  was  a  godsend  to  Canada  from  one  end 
to  the  other.  I  rejoice  that  in  the  province 
from  which  I  come,  we  had  a  magnificent  harvest, 
it  saved  us  from  a  great  deal  of  misery.  I  believe 
the  harvest  in  the  North-West  was  one  of  the 
greatest  they  ever  had  before,  and  it  put  a  large 
amount  of  money  in  the  pockets  of  the  farmers. 
But,  Sir,  I  deny — it  is  not  necessary  to  deny  it, 
everybody  knows  it — that  the  Government  can  in 
any  sense  be  entitled  to  the  least  degree  of  credit  for 
that.  The  hon.  gentleman  might  beat  his  political 
tom-tom  over  every  wheat-field  in  Canada,  and  lie 
might  get  his  lieutenant  the  Minister  of  Marine  and 
Fisheries  to  curse  my  hon.  friend  (Sir  Richard  Cart¬ 
wright)  by  all  his  gods,  and  the  grain  would  grow 
just  the  same  as  ever,  and  the  fisheries  would  yield 
up  their  fruits,  and  so  would  the  mines.  The  hon. 
gentleman  is  absolutely  powerless  in  the  matter. 
He  told  us  in  years  gone  by  that  the  increase  of 
deposits  in  the  savings  banks  indicated  the  pros¬ 
perity  of  the  country  ;  but  now  that  the  savings 
banks  deposits  have  decreased,  I  think  some 
$3,000,000  last  year,  and  $3,000,000  the  year  before, 
the  hon.  gentleman  intimates  that  the  fact  must  not 
be  taken  in  any  way  as  an  evidence  that  prosperity 
is  decreasing.  Well,  Sir,  I  never  thought  that  the 
deposits  in  the  savings  banks  afforded  anj^  indica¬ 
tion  of  the  prosperity  of  the  country,  but  I  do 
think  the  withdrawal  of  those  deposits  can¬ 
not  be  accounted  for  entirely  in  the  manner 
the  hon.  gentleman  suggests.  I  think  in  some 
places  that  the  people  have  withdrawn  from  the 
savings  banks  the  moneys  they  had  deposited 
there  in  order  to  use  them  for  their  daily  wants. 
But  I  would  not  press  the  argument  arising  from 
the  deposits  in  the  savings  bank  as  any  evidence  of 
the  prosperity  of  the  country,  nor  vice  verm.  Sir, 
the  hon.  gentleman  stated  that  there  was  an¬ 
other  evidence  of  prosperity,  he  quoted  statistics 
with  reference  to  railways,  he  quoted  the  increase 
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in  the  mileage  of  railways  and  the  quantity  of  pro¬ 
duce  they  had  carried,  the  increase  tonnage  they 
had  carried  and  the  passengers  they  had  carried, 
and  he  intimated  that  that  was  a  capital  test  of 
the  prosperity  of  the  country.  My  hon.  friend 
behind  me  (Mr.  Landerkin)  interjected  a  remark 
and  asked  him  if  those  railways  were  under  the 
management  of  the  Government,  and  he  was 
treated,  I  thought  rather  rudely  by  the  Minister 
of  Finance,  who  retorted  that  that  question  was 
an  evidence  of  sapience  of  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
Grey.  I  thought  the  question  was  very  aptly  put, 

I  thought  the  question  evidenced  astrong  apprecia¬ 
tion  of  the  facts  by  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Grey, 
because  lie  wanted  to  show  that  these  railways 
for  the  administration  of  which  the  Government 
were  responsible,  did  not  share  in  the  increased 
tonnage  carried,  or  the  increased  number  of  pas¬ 
sengers  carried,  or  the  increased  profits,  and  there¬ 
fore  that  the  Government  were  responsible,  for  all 
the  other  railways  were  making  money  and  those 
that  were  specially  under  the  control  of  the 
Government  were  losing  it,  and  therefore  the 
Government  were  responsible  for  the  loss.  Sir, 
what  is  the  fact  ?  We  discussed  it  last  night.  In 
the  history  of  Canada  there  never  has  been  a 
showing  one-half  so  bad  as  the  hon.  gentlemen 
make  out  with  reference  to  the  Intercolonial  Rail¬ 
way.  Why,  Sir,  there  is  this  fact  with  reference 
to  the  Intercolonial  Railway — because  when  you 
corner  these  hon.  gentlemen  with  regard  to  the 
commercial  condition  of  Canada  and  the  exports 
and  imports  of  Canada,  they  say  :  Oh,  there  is  that 
vast  interprovincial  trade  of  which  we  have  no 
record.  There  is  this  fact  with  respect  to  the  In¬ 
tercolonial  Railway,  that  it  is  the  only  large  rail¬ 
way  in  Canada  which  is  strictly  interprovincial.  If 
the  traffic  on  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  and  the 
traffic  on  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  have  increased, 
it  is  very  largely  due  to  the  fact  that  those  two 
great  railways  have  connections  with  the  country 
to  the  south  of  us,  whereas  this  Intercolonial 
Railway  is  entirely  an  interprovincial  road, 
and  depends  for  its  business  on  interprovincial 
traffic.  If  that  traffic  increases,  then  the  profits 
of  the  Intercolonial  increase,  and  if  that  traffic  is 
at  a  standstill  or  decreases,  the  returns  suffer  ac¬ 
cordingly.  Now,  Sir,  when  we  see  that  for  seven 
months  ending  on  the  29th February  last,  the  deficit 
on  the  road  reached  $645,(500, 1  say* that  the  showing 
is  not  only  appalling  in  itself  and  not  only  an  indica¬ 
tion  of  crass  and  gross  mismanagement  and  extra¬ 
vagance,  but  it  indicates  more  than  that,  it  indicates 
what  the  hon.  member  for  East  Grey  intended  to  indi¬ 
cate  by  his  question,  not  only  that  the  Govern¬ 
ment  were  responsible  for  this  huge,  this  appalling 
deficit,  but  that  the  interprovincial  traffic  on  this 
road  decreased  instead  of  increasing,  and  the  profits 
have  decreased  accordingly.  That  is  a  serious 
aspect  of  the  case.  One  hon.  gentleman,  a  member 
of  the  Government,  had  the  pluck,  after  an  exami¬ 
nation  of  that  road,  to  recommend  an  enormous 
cutting  down  in  the  expenditure  and  the  discharge 
of  a  large  portion  of  the  staff.  When  he  tried  to 
carry  out  his  recommendation  he  was  taken  by  the 
throat,  and  the  matter  has  gone  from  that  date  to 
this  without  change.  Through  the  extravagant 
management  of  the  Government,  the  deficit  is  roll- 
ing  up  month  after  month,  and  year  after  year. 
We  had  the  statement  made  by  the  Minister  of 
Railways,  only  the  other  day,  that  up  to  this 
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moment,  he  has  made  no  recommendation  to 
Council  whatever  with  respect  to  the  discharge  of 
the  surplus  number  of  men,  some  five  or  six 
hundred,  it  was  said,  upon  that  road.  Now,  the 
hon.  gentleman  went  further  to  indicate  the 
prosperity  of  this  country.  He  said  that  the 
tonnage  of  sea-going  and  inland  vessels  had  risen 
from  11,646,812  tons  in  1879  to  18,803,648  tons  in 
1891.  Sir,  that  is  a  very  satisfactory  statement, 
so  far  as  it  goes,  on  its  face,  but  let  us 
analyze  these  figures  a  little  and  see  if 
they  are  so  satisfactory  as  they  appear  primci 
Jacie.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  in  1879  the  grand  total 
of  sea-going  vessels  inward  and  outward,  arriving 
and  departing  from  Canada,  wras  6,684,384  tons, 
and  of  that  number  1,928,531  were  Canadian.  In 
1891,  twelve  years  afterwards,  although  the  grand 
total  of  shipping  had  increased  from  6,684,000  to 
10,695,000  tons,  the  Canadian  tonnage,  so  far  from 
increasing  in  the  same  ratio,  has  actually  decreased 
from  1,928,000  to  1 ,791,000  tons.  If  our  exports 
had  been  larger  than  before,  the  fact  remains,  ac¬ 
cording  to  our  Trade  and  Navigation  Returns,  that 
the  Canadian  trade  is  largely  passing  from  Cana¬ 
dian  bottoms  to  foreign  bottoms,  and  that  a  per¬ 
centage  larger  than  in  1879  is  carried  in  foreign 
bottoms  and  a  smaller  percentage  in  Canadian  ves¬ 
sels.  These  facts  cannot  be  ignored,  and  I  certain¬ 
ly  will  not  ignore  them,  coming  as  I  do  from  the 
Maritime  Provinces,  because,  knowing  the  terrible, 
sad  and  lamentable  condition  of  trade  there,  I  have 
to  look  around  for  the  cause,  and  I  find  one  of  the 
effects  here.  Following  out  a  little  more  these 
shipping  figures,  what  will  you  find  ?  That  the 
tonnage  of  Canada  has  decreased  at  an  alarm¬ 
ing  rate.  In  1873  we  had  1,073,718  tons  of 
shipping  ;  in  1877,  1,310,015,  or  an  increase  of 
236,297  tons.  The  Marine  Department  has  always 
valued  that  tonnage  at  $30  per  ton,  and  that  will 
give  an  increase  between  1873  and  1877  of  $7,088,- 
910.  From  1877  to  1887  which  was  the  last  return 
brought  down,  for  the  Marine  Department  has 
ceased  to  publish  the  figures  for  more  recent  years, 
the  tonnage  declined  to  1,130,247  tons,  or  a  decrease 
•of  179,768  tons,  of  the  value  of  $5,393,040.  If  that 
loss  had  been  distributed  over  Canada,  it  would 
not  have  been  felt  so  greatly,  but  on  the  lakes  and 
in  Ontario  Canadian  shipping  has  not  decreased 
but  increased,  and  the  loss  entirely  fell  on  the 
three  Maritime^  Provinces  and  the  Province  of 
Quebec.  The  Maritime  Provinces,  which  gained 
from  1873  to  1877,  have  lost,  during  the  last  named 
period,  shipping  to  the  value  of  $4,500,000.  If  we 
come  now  to  the  ships  built  in  Canada,  we  find 
that  in  1877  the  tonnage  was  118,985,  which  at  $45 
per  ton,  the  estimated  value  of  new  vessels,  would 
give  a  total  of  $5,354,325.  In  1887  that  had  fallen 
to  22,516,  of  the  value  of  $1,113,220,  showing  a 
lossof  $4,241,000  ;  and  I  may  add  that  three-fourths 
of  that  loss  fell  on  the  Maritime  Provinces. 
While  I  am  willing  to  join  in  the  con¬ 
gratulations  which  the  Minister  of  Finance  offers 
to  the  House  and  the  country  on  the  increase  of 
the  carrying  trade  of  Canada,  I  am  bound  to  point 
out  that  that  trade  is  being  more  largely  carried 
each  year  in  Norwegian  and  British  ships,  and 
that  our  shipping  industry  has  been  depleted  and 
destroyed  so  that  it  is  hardly  worth  talking  about. 
I  have  been  one  of  those  w  ho  have  dwelt  on  the 
continuous  exodus  that  has  taken  place  from  all 
the  Maritime  Provinces ;  I  have  stated  that  the 


people  have  fled  from  the  provinces  as  if  from  a 
plague,  and  it  has  been  charged  against  me  by  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  that  my  statements  were  exag¬ 
gerated  and  were  not  true.  We  have  now  the 
record  before  us,  which  shows  that  we  never  stated 
one-half  of  the  true  extent  of  the  exodus.  There 
is  no  part  of  Canada  which  has  suffered  so 
much  as  the  Maritime  Provinces  during  the  last 
10  years  from  the  exodus.  I  wish  to  place  a 
few  figures  before  the  House  in  order  that  hon. 
members  may  understand  why  some  of  us  from 
the  Maritime  Provinces  are  downhearted,  why 
we  so  strongly  advocate  some  change  in  our  fiscal 
policy,  which  will  lift  us  from  the  lamentable  con¬ 
dition  we  are  in  to-day.  Take  New  Brunswick  for 
instance  ;  the  natural  increase  should  have  been 
65,000  for  the  last  ten  years.  How  many  did  she 
increase  ?  Thirty-seven  souls.  So  New  Bruns¬ 
wick  lost  65,000,  who  were  driven  from  her  shores, 
including  the  flower  of  her  population.  They  have 
goue  abroad,  not  to  the  North-West,  because  if 
they  had  done  so  Canada  would  yet  have  the  bene¬ 
fit  of  them.  They  have  mostly  gone  across  the  line  to 
enrich  our  rivals  to  the  south.  Take  Nova  Scotia  ; 
the  natural  increase  should  have  been  88,111.  The 
actual  increase  was  9,920,  or  a  loss  to  that  province 
of  78,000.  Take  Prince  Edward  Island.  The  na¬ 
tural  increase  should  have  been  21,777.  The  actual 
increase  was  191,  or  a  loss,  in  ten  years,  of  21,580. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  What  is  your  percentage  of  na¬ 
tural  increase  ? 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.  E.I. )  Two  per  cent  per  year, 
which  will  be  accepted  as  a  very  fair  percent¬ 
age,  and  as  being  one  rather  under  than  over 
the  mark.  I  have  not  referred  to  the  immi¬ 
grants,  because  there  is  no  appreciable  immigration 
to  the  Maritime  Provinces.  There  may  have  arrived 
some  hundreds  or  perhaps  some  thousands,  but  I 
place  them  aside  and  I  take  a  natural  increase  of 
only  2  per  cent  per  annum,  and  even  then  the  cal¬ 
culation  shows  a  loss  to  the  Maritime  Provinces  in 
the  last  10  years  of  164,882.  Parallel  that  if  you 
can  in  any  country  possessing  half  the  advantages 
of  Canada  as  regards  climate  and  resources.  What 
is  the  fault  ?  It  does  not  lie  in  the  people.  A  more 
thrifty,  saving,  and  hardworking  people  I  have 
never  met  in  the  world.  They  have  inexhaustible 
resources  in  the  sea,  the  mines,  the  forests  and 
agricultural  lands ;  and  why  then  have  these  people, 
enjoying  advantages  unsurpassed  by  any  people  in 
the  world,  fled  from  our  shores  as  from  a  plague  ?  A 
remedy  must  be  found.  It  is  very  well  for  hon. 
members  from  the  North-West,  and  I  envy  their 
position  in  this  particular,  to  speak  of  the  increase 
of  population  there,  which,  although  it  is  far  below 
what  was  anticipated,  is  an  increase  to  talk  about  ; 
but  in  the  Maritime  Provinces  we  have  a  deprecia¬ 
tion  in  land  values,  shipping  values  and  loss  of  po¬ 
pulation.  This  has  not  been  our  normal  condition. 
Between  1871  and  1881  we  had,  not  as  large  an 
increase  as  we  desired,  but  there  was  increase  of 
which  we  were  not  ashamed,  while  from 
1881  up  to  1891,  the  period  that  the  gentle¬ 
men  opposite  have  been  in  power,  the  period 
during  which  their  National  Policy  has  had  full 
fling,  the  period  during  which  tliej''  have  fleeced 
the  people  to  the  full  extent,  we  have  lost  164,882 
of  our  people.  It  will  not  do  for  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  to  say  that  the  condition  of  affairs  which  is 
prevalent  all  over  the  world,  of  the  rural  population 
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fleeing  to  the  cities,  is  the  cause  of  it  ;  because  I 
am  willing  to  take  the  cities  in  the  Maritime  Pro¬ 
vinces  alone,  and  I  am  sorry  to  say  that  the 
results  are  nearly  as  bad  there.  Take  St.  John, 
Halifax  and  Charlottetown,  the  chief  cities  in  the 
Maritime  Provinces,  and  what  do  we  find  there  ? 
The  great  city  of  St.  John,  lying  at  the  mouth  of 
a  great  river,  a  city  that  it  was  prophesied  when 
Confederation  was  being  brought  about,  was  going 
to  be  the  Liverpool  of  America,  started  in  1881 
with  a  population  of  52,996,  and  its  population 
has  declined  since  then  by  3,392.  Could  anything 
be  more  lamentable  than  that  ?  The  great  city  of 
Halifax  which  in  1881  had  a  population  of  67,917 
only  increased  3,504  in  the  ten  years,  and  the 
population  of  the  city  of  Charlottetown,  11,451  in 
1881,  is  reduced  to-day  to  11,373.  The  three  cities 
taken  together  have  exactly  the  same  population  in 
1891  that  they  had  inl881.  In  other  words  the  entire 
natural  increase  of  the  three  cities  of  the  Maritime 
Provinces  for  ten  years  have  left  these  cities  and 
gone  abroad  to  a  foreign  land.  While  these  cities  of 
the  three  Maritime  Provinces  have  lost  26,000  souls, 
the  entire  Maritime  Provinces  have  lost  164,882. 
Hon.  gentlemen  may  be  surprised  at  the  persist¬ 
ency  with  which  those  who  come  from  these 
provinces  press  very  anxiously  for  more  extended 
trade  relations  with  the  United  States,  but,  Sir, 
that  surprise  would  cease  to  exist  if  hon.  gentlemen 
looked  at  the  Trade  and  Navigation  Returns,  and 
examined  where  the  exports  and  products  of  these 
Maritime  Provinces  found  their  chief  markets.  It  is  a 
gratifying  fact  that  our  exports  to  Great  Britain  as  a 
whole  have  increased,  but  does  that  apply  to  the 
Maritime  Provinces  ?  No.  The  great  province  of 
Ontario  which  exports  so  much  cheese  and  such  a 
great  quantity  of  live  cattle,  finds  its  best  market 
in  Great  Britain  for  these  articles,  and  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  opposite  point  the  farmers  of  the  whole 
Dominion  to  Great  Britain  as  their  only  market. 
Let  us  examine  for  a  moment  what  the  trade  returns 
show  with  respect  to  the  market  of  the  Maritime 
Provinces.  Take  the  Province  of  Nova  Scotia, 
the  products  of  which  are  more  varied  than 
perhaps  those  of  any  other  province.  She  has 
the  largest  fisheries  of  any  province  of  the  Dom¬ 
inion,  she  has  inexhaustible  coal  mines,  she  has 
gold  mines,  she  has  great  quantities  of  agricultural 
lands,  she  grows  immense  quantities  of  apples, 
and  she  has  some  manufacturers ;  and  where 
do  her  exports  go  ?  Out  of  the  total  exports 
of  Nova  Scotia,  amounting  to  $9,765,000,  Great 
Britain  takes  $2,269,000  ;  the  United  States  take 
$3,463,000;  the  Spanish  West  Indies,  $1,249- 
000  ;  the  British  West  Indies,  $1,593,000,  New¬ 
foundland,  $604,644,  and  other  countries  $583,000. 
If  hon.  gentlemen  would  do  me  the  favour  of 
following  those  dry  but  interesting  figures  for 
a  moment  they  will  see  to  what  they  will  lead. 
Take  the  Province  of  New  Brunswick.  That  pro¬ 
vince  exports  $7,182,000  worth  per  year.  Where 
does  it  go  ?  $3,000,000  of  it  goes  to  Great  Britain, 
the  exports  to  which  consists  entirely  of  deals 
and  deal  ends  ;  $3,648,000  go  to  the  United 
States  and  $508,000  to  other  countries.  With 
the  exception  therefore  of  $508,000,  every  article 
that  goes  from  the  province  of  New  Brunswick 
finds  its  natural  and  only  market  in  the  United 
States  with  the  exception  of  deals  and  deal  ends.  If 
there  was  a  part  of  this  Dominion  of  Canada  that 
would  benefit  and  whose  condition  absolutely 
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demands  broader  and  freer  trade  relations  with  the 
United  States,  that  province  is  New  Brunswick. 
What  is  the  use  of  pointing  the  people  of  New 
Brunswick  to  the  market  of  England  for  their  pro¬ 
duce,  when  they  send  nothing  there  except  as  I 
said  deals  and  deal  ends.  Everything  else  they 
have  to  export  goes  to  the  United  States  ; 
and  if  you  do  not  enlarge  the  market  there 
and  knock  down  the  barriers  which  prohibit 
the  people  from  trading  there,  commercial  atro¬ 
phy  will  continue  to  exist  as  I  regret  to  say 
it  does  exist  in  that  province.  Take  the  Prov¬ 
ince  of  Prince  Edward  Island  from  which  I  come. 
We  find  that  out  of  $1,349,000  worth  of  exports, 
the  United  States  take  $933,035,  while  Great 
Britain  takes  $160,000,  the  British  West  Indies  and 
Guiana  take  $77,000,  Newfoundland  $136,330  and 
other  countries  $41,000.  Of  the  total  exports  from 
the  Maritime  Provinces  which  amount  to  $18,296,- 
000,  Great  Britain  takes  $5,458,000,  the  United 
States  $8,843,000  and  other  countries  all  told  take 
less  than  $4,000,000.  Very  nearly  50  per  cent  of 
the  exports  of  the  Maritime  Provinces  are  sent  to 
the  United  States  market,  and  the  next  best  market 
after  Great  Britain  which  they  have  are  the 
markets  of  Newfoundland  and  the  West  Indies.  My 
remarks  are  made  almost  entirely  from  a  Maritime 
Province  standpoint,  and  I  trust  I  will  be  excused 
for  that.  I  want  to  ask,  how  do  the  Maritime  Pro¬ 
vinces  stand  continentally  ?  We  have  the  McKinley 
tariff,  almost  a  prohibitory  tariff,  between  us  and  the 
United  States  ;  we  have  the  British  West  Indies, 
and  what  have  we  done  to  open  up  a  market  there 
for  our  people  ?  There  is  a  limited  market  it  is 
true,  but  a  pretty  good  market  for  Nova  Scotia 
products  in  the  West  Indies,  and  the  only  return 
cargoes  that  we  possibly  could  have  brought  from 
that  country  in  exchange  for  the  surplus  pro¬ 
ducts  sent  there,  was  West  India  sugar.  The 
hon.  Minister  of  Finance  took  care  by  his 
policy  to  prevent  us  importing  West  India  sugar. 
The  West  India  sugar  which  we  could  import  was 
sugar  over  14  Dutch  standard,  and  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  placed  his  duty  upon  that  and  prevented  us 
from  importing  it,  and  to  that  extent  restricted 
our  trade  with  the  West  Indies.  We  know  that  the 
West  India  Islands  have  negotiated  a  treaty  with 
the  United  States,  and  I  fear  very  much  that  the 
trend  of  the  trade  hereafter  will  be  from  the  West 
Indies  to  the  United  States,  and  that  we  will  here¬ 
after  find  the  West  India  markets  closed  against 
the  articles  which  we  formerly  sold  there.  How  is 
it  with  regard  to  the  Spanish  West  Indies,  to 
which  Nova  Scotia  sent  one  and  a  quarter 
millions  of  its  products  last  year  ?  Why,  Sir,  the 
House  knows  that  a  treaty  has  been  negotiated 
between  the  Spanish  West  Indies  and  the  United 
States  which  discriminates  against  Canada,  and 
that  on  and  after  the  1st  dajr  of.  July  next  the  ports 
of  these  countries  willbe  practically  closed  to  Nova 
Scotia  and  to  the  rest  of  the  Maritime  Provinces. 
And  now,  Sir,  to  make  matters  still  worse,  our  own 
sister  colony  of  Newfoundland,  which  offered  a  very 
large  market  for  the  surplus  products  of  Prince 
Edward  Island  and  Nova  Scotia,  is  discriminating 
against  our  products  too.  What  do  we  find  ?  We 
find  in  answer  to  a  question  which  I  put  the  other 
day,  that  owing  to  our  conduct — because  I  cannot 
excuse  our  own  Government  in  this  regard-  -our 
sister  colony  of  Newfoundland  is  discriminating 
against  us  to  a  very  serious  extent.  In  the  year 
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1885,  this  House,  improperly  as  1  conceive, 
passed  a  law  taxing  Newfoundland  cod-fish  and 
other  products.  That  law,  in  some  illegal  way 
which  I  have  not  yet  been  able  to  master,  was  not 
put  into  force.  I  want  to  ask  the  Government, 
before  this  debate  closes,  how  it  was  that  the  tariff 
we  then  enacted  against  Newfoundland  was  never 
exacted.  I  do  not  say  that  the  tariff  was  just ;  but 
the  Government  did  not  impose  those  duties  until 
December  last.  The  law  provided  that  a  procla¬ 
mation  could  be  issued  under  certain  circumstances ; 
exempting  Newfoundland  products  from  those 
duties.  No  such  proclamation  was  ever  issued,  but 
the  Government  seemed  to  take  the  matter  into 
their  own  hands  and  admitted  the  products  of  New¬ 
foundland  free  for  a  number  of  years,  while  at  the 
same  time  they  were  leading  the  people  of  Canada 
to  believe  that  the  duties  were  being  exacted. 
What  was  the  consequence  ?  The  lion.  Minister  of 
Militia  was  kind  enough  to  hand  to  me  to-day  a 
copy  of  a  circular  which  was  issued  from  the  Cus¬ 
toms  Department  at  Ottawa  in  the  month  of 
December  last,  instructing  the  customs  officials 
throughout  the  Dominion  to  exact  against  New¬ 
foundland  the  import  duties  prescribed  by  the 
statute.  When  wre  passed  our  statute,  taxing  her 
products,  Newfoundland  passed  a  law  of  retaliation, 
declaring  that  quoad  those  countries  which  taxed 
her  products  a  discriminating  duty  should  be 
levied  in  Newfoundland.  The  result  is  that  as  we, 
on  and  after  December  last  have  exacted  the  duties 
against  Newfoundland  products,  the  discriminating 
tariff  of  Newfoundland  comes  automatically 
into  force,  and  this  country  is  now  being  discrimi¬ 
nated  against  in  regard  to  flour,  pork,  butter  and 
other  articles  for  which  we  have  hitherto  found  a 
ready  market  in  that  colony.  Sir,  I  took  the  trou¬ 
ble  to  make  up  from  the  Trade  and  Navigation  Re¬ 
turns,  a  short  statement  showing  how  large  that 
market  was,  not  alone  for  the  Maritime  Provinces, 
but  for  the  Dominion  generally.  I  find  that  in 
1891  we  exported  to  that  country  articles  to  the 
value  of  one  and  a-half  million  dollars,  of  which 
there  were  99,438  barrels  of  flour  of  the  value 
of  $468,000.  Owing  to  our  conduct  in  taxing 
Newfoundland  products,  in  addition  to  the 
ordinary  duty  of  30  cents  on  flour,  there  will 
be  75  cents  a  barrel  of  discrimination  added.  What 
chance  have  we  therefore,  as  against  the  United 
States,  in  retaining  the  trade  of  that  country  in  the 
face  of  thisjdiscriminating  duty  against  us  ?  Unless 
some  method  can  be  discovered  by  which  the  un¬ 
fortunate  and  unhappy  conditions  existing  between 
this  country  and  Newfoundland  can  be  changed, 
and  amicable  relations  established,  the  trade  be¬ 
tween  the  two  countries  will  be  destroyed.  And, 
Sir,  I  do  not  hold  the  Government  harmless  in  this 
regard.  I  know,  from  having  read  the  New¬ 
foundland  newspapers  and  the  debates  in  the  New¬ 
foundland  legislature,  that  we  are  not  blameless  in 
this  matter.  There  are  two  sides  to  the  question. 
When  the  Newfoundland  people  found  themselves 
impelled  and  compelled  to  pass  what  is  known  as 
the  Bait  Act,  it  was  stated  in  this  House  that  the 
British  Government  assented  to  that  Act  only  on 
the  condition  that  it  should  not  be  applied  against 
Canada,  and  it  was  not  applied  against  Canada. 
But  it  was  found,  as  they  said  at  any  rate  in  New¬ 
foundland — 

Mr.  T UPPER.  Hear,  hear. 
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Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E. I.)  The  hon.  gentleman  will 
not  ask  us  to  disbelieve  their  official  statements. 
They  found  that  all  their  efforts  to  prevent  the 
sale  of  bait  to  the  French  fishermen  of  St.  Pierre 
were  thwarted,  because  as  they  alleged  Canadian 
fishermen  carried  bait  and  sold  it  to  the  French. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  Do  you  believe  that  ? 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E. I.)  I  have  the  statements  of 
men  whom  I  have  known  the  larger  part  of  my 
life,  and  whom  I  believe  to  be  incapable  of  telling 
an  untruth.  I  have  known  Sir  William  Whiteway 
a  number  of  years,  and  I  believe  him  to  be  an  honest 
and  straightforward  man.  I  have  known  Mr. 
Harvey  for  twelve  or  fifteen  years,  and  I  believe 
him  to  be  incapable  of  making  a  false  statement. 

I  have  the  statements  of  these  men  in  the  public 
papers  that  when  France  granted  an  additional 
bounty  in  1885  or  1886  of  12  or  13  shillings  to  the 
local  fishermen  for  every  quintal  of  cod-fish  they 
caught,  the  Newfoundland  fisheries  were  in  danger 
of  being  entirely  destroyed,  as  those  of  Nova 
Scotia  would  have  been  also,  unless  some  means 
were  found  of  putting  our  fishermen  and  the 
Newfoundland  fishermen  upon  an  even  footing 
with  the  bounty-fed  St.  Pierre  fishermen.  The 
Newfoundland  Government  sought  to  do  that 
by  the  provision  they  adopted  preventing  the  St. 
Pierre  fishermen  getting  bait.  That  was  evaded  by 
the  Canadian  and  Newfoundland  fishermen  selling 
the  bait  to  the  French  fishermen  contrary  to  law. 
The  Newfoundland  Government  punished  their 
own  people,  confiscating  their  vessels,  and  im¬ 
prisoning  those  who  had  broken  the  law ;  and 
if  I  am  to  believe  Mr.  Harvey’s  statement,  they 
applied  to  the  Canadian  Government,  asking  it 
to  take  measures  to  suppress  this  illegal  trade, 
and  to  prevent  their  fishermen  from  supplying  bait  , 
to  the  St.  Pierre  fishermen. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  Does  the  hon.  gentleman  deny 
that  our  fishermen  had  a  perfect  right  to  sell  bait 
from  the  Magdalen  Islands  to  the  St.  Pierre  fisher¬ 
men,  irrespective  of  the  Newfoundland  laws  ? 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E. I.)  I  do  not  deny  that.  I 
am  trying  to  point  out  that  when  the  French  Re¬ 
public  increased  the  bounty  on  cod-fish,  changing 
from  a  tonnage  bounty  on  ships  to  a  quintal  bounty 
on  thefish,itwasfound  thattheNewfoundlandfisher- 
men  could  not  compete  against  the  bounty-fed  fish¬ 
ermen  of  St.  Pierre,  and  that  in  self-defence  they 
had  to  pass  the  Bait  Act  to  prevent  the  French 
fishermen  getting  fresh  bait ;  and  it  was  found  that 
that  Act  was  useless  because  Canadian  fishermen 
sold  the  French  fishermen  the  bait,  and  the  New¬ 
foundland  Government,  in  obedience  to  the  promise 
they  had  made  to  the  Imperial  Government,  had 
not  up  to  that  time  enforced  the  Bait  Act  against 
Canadian  fishermen.  But  when  they  found  that 
Canadian  fishermen  were  selling  bait  to  the  St. 
Pierre  fishermen  and  thus  destroying  the  effect  of 
the  Act,  they  passed  a  new  Bait  Act  against  Canada 
to  prevent  Canadians  buying  bait. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  That  has  always  been  the  cus¬ 
tom.  It  is  legitimate  trade. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.  E.  I.)  And  it  is  because  Cana¬ 
dians  sold  the  bait  they  passed  the  second  Act  to  pre¬ 
vent  our  getting  it  at  all.  1  only  mention  these  facts 
to  show  that  this  matter  has  two  sides,  and  that 
although  Newfoundland  has  been  accused  of  breach 
of  faith  towards  this  Dominion,  and  although  primd 
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facie  it  is  a  breach  of  faith,  still  they  have  a  ^eij 
or  eat  deal  to  say  in  palliation,  if  not  in  justification, 
of  their  conduct.  I  go  further  and  say,  from  what 
has  appeared  in  the  Newfoundland  press  and 
legislature,  statements  have,  been  made  which 
tins  Government  have  to  answer.  They  are 
to  this  effect :  that  the  Government  sent  down, 
two  or  three  years  ago,  Senator  Howland,  an 
accredited  agent  from  this  colony,  to  treat  with 
Newfoundland,  and  he  gave  assurances  in  filename 
of  Canada  that  steps  would  be  taken  by  Canada  to 
prevent  our  fishermen  from  selling  bait  to  St. 
Pierre.  Those  statements  have  been  made  openly 
and  so  far  without  contradiction.  Further  it  has 
been  stated  by  Newfoundland  Ministers  that  Sir 
Charles  Tupper  himself,  when  approached  on  the 
subject,  promised  that  steps  would  be  taken  by  the 
Canadian  Government  to  prevent  Newfoundland 
fishermen  being  ruined  in  the  manner  I  have  de¬ 
scribed,  although  he  withdrew  afterwards  the 
promise  he  made.  It  is  on  those  statements  the  N  ew 
foundland  Bait  Act  was  passed,  and  now  we  find 
these  two  kindred  colonies  engaged  in  a  war  of 
retaliation,  and  unless  some  modus  is  discovered  by 
which  the  ill-feeling  now  existing  can  be  done 
away  with,  and  these  retaliatory  tariffs  on  the  part 
of  Canada  on  the  one  side  and  Newfoundland  on 
the  other  entirely  abolished,  the  trade  between 
Newfoundland  and  the  Maritime  Pro\  inces  w  liich  is 
assuming  such  large  dimensions  will  be  .  entirely 
destroyed.  What  condition  do  the  Maritime  Iio- 
vinces  stand  in  to-day  ?  1  hey  stand  in  this  posi¬ 

tion  :  They  have  to  face  the  prospect  of  losing  the 
West  India  trade,  the  almost  certain  prospect  of 
losing  the  trade  of  Havana  and  the  Spanish 
West  Indies,  the  loss  of  the  Newfoundland  trade, 
and  the  McKinley  tariff  between  us  and  the  United 
*  States.  In  the  face  of  the  fact  that  heretofore  over 
50  per  cent  of  the  total  exports  of  all  the  Maritime 
Provinces  have  been  sent  to  the  United  States,  the 
lion,  gentleman  told  us  that  we  must  change  our 
mode  of  farming  and  make  cheese  and  send  home 
fat  cattle  to  England.  The  lion,  gentleman  knows 
we  have  tried  that  time  and  again.  I  remember  a 
few  years  ago  when  the  people  of  Prince  Edward 
Island  invested  their  capital  to  the  extent  of  £34,000 
or  £35,000  sterling  in  the  purchase  of  a  large  iron 
ship  which  we  put  on  the  route  between  the  Island 
and  England  in  the  hope  of  opening  a  trade.  We 
shipped  our  cattle  for  one  or  two  years.  W  e  tried  to 
ship  our  sheep  and  other  products,  and  I  am  soi  13  to 
say,  after  it  had  been  tried  a  year  or  two,  it  was 
not  found  profitable,  and  the  enterprise  was  en¬ 
tirely  given  up.  It  is  no  use  denying  the  fact  that 
our  natural  trade  and  market  lies  in  the  United 
States.  It  may  not  be  so  to  the  same  extent  with 
the  great  Province  of  Ontario.  England  is  her 
oreat  market  for  many  products,  but  the  country  to 
the  south  is  her  market  for  many  other  products. 
With  regard  to  the  Maritime  Provinces,  however, 
the  future  is  a  dark  one  indeed  if  we  are  to  be 
excluded  from  the  British  and  Spanish  \\  est  Indies 
and  cut  off  from  Newff  oundland  and  the  U  nited  States. 
We  have  England  for  our  market,  but  what  are  we 
to  send  to  her  from  Prince  Edward  Island,  Nova 
Scotia  and  New  Brunswick  ?  New  Brunswick  sends 
her  nothing  but  deals  and  deal  ends.  Every  article 
taken  from  the  mines  of  Nova  Scotia  and  N  ew  Bruns¬ 
wick  and  from  the  sea,  except  lobsters,  goes  to  the 
United  States,  where  it  finds  a  good  market,  and 
our  object  should  be  not  to  glory  and  cheer  as  lion. 
Mr.  Davies  (P.E.D) 


gentlemen  did  when  the  Finance  Minister  announc¬ 
ed  that  the  door  was  closed  and  there  was  no  hope 
of  negotiating  a  treaty  with  the  United  States,  but 
to  bend  our  energies  to  see  if  we  cannot  discover  a 
modus  by  which  the  difficulties  existing  between 
the  two  countries  can  be  amicably  and  satisfactorily 
arranged.  The  Finance  Minister  showed  he 
was  well  satisfied  indeed  to  be  able  to  an¬ 
nounce  that  the  door  was  closed.  He  was 
pleased  and  joyful  when  he  announced  that 
the  exports  of  Canada  had  increased,  but  the  great 
paian  of  congratulation  which  he  offered  to  his 
followers  was  this,  that  the  door  was  closed  here¬ 
after  against  any  trade  with  the  United  states, 
that  there  was  110  hope  of  reciprocity,  unrestricted 
or  otherwise,  and  that  hereafter  we  were  to 
reat  with  England  and  England  alone.  It 
was  seen  well  where  the  hearts  of  his  follow  ers 
were>  The  cheering  which  greeted  his  statement 
-with  respect  to  the  exports  wras  moderate,  but 
when  he  announced  that  hereafter  we  had  better 
not  discuss  the  question  of  reciprocity,  the 
enthusiasm  of  his  followers  knewT  no  bounds.  I  he 
Minister  of  Railways  sat  behind  him  smiling  and 
laughing,  not  ashamed  to  be  proud  that  the 
negotiations,  whether  honest  or  dishonest  I  will 
not  for  the  moment  say,  with  the  United  States 
proved  to  be  absolutely  a  failure.  Hereafter,  said 
the  hon.  gentleman,  our  farmers  must  change  their 
mode  of  farming,  as  they  must  look,  not  to  the 
markets  to  the  south  of  us,  but  across  the  seas, and 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite  cheered  him  to  the  echo. 
They  pretended  during  the  elections  in  my  part  of 
the  country  that  they  were  as  strongly  in  favour 
of  reciprocity  as  wre  wrere,  not  in  natural  products 
alone,  but  in  manufactured  goods,  almost  to  the 
extent  of  unrestricted  reciprocity  ;  but  in  this  . 
House  I  have  heard,  not  one  but  a  dozen,  rise,  one 
after  another,  and  find  fault  with  reciprocity, 
not  only  in  manufactures  or  manufactured  pro¬ 
ducts,  ‘  but  in  natural  products  as  w^ell. 
Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  said  :  What  are  you  going 
to  do  if  you  have  reciprocity  in  beef,  or  pork,  or 
other  natural  products?  You  will  be  rained; 
thus  showing  that  these  gentlemen  were  opposed 
even  to  reciprocity  in  natural  products,  following 
out  the  statement,  evidently  an  official  one,  made 
by  the  late  President  of  the  Council,  when  he 
declared  that  the  greatest  calamity  to  Canada 
would  be  the  renewal  of  that  reciprocity  treaty  of 
1854.  When  the  hon.  gentleman  went  to  the  United 
States  the  other  day  to  negotiate  a  treaty,  what 
kind  of  a  treaty  did  he  attempt  to  negotiate  ?  He 
had  it  stated  to  him  time  and  again,  his  late  leader 
had  told  him,  that  there  was  no  possible  hope  of  a 
renewal  of  the  reciprocity  treaty  of  1854.  He  says 
he  wrent  there  to  discuss  the  question  of  unres¬ 
tricted  reciprocity.  Well,  he  was  a  beautiful  com¬ 
missioner  to  go  on  that  errand.  He  had  denounced 
the  scheme  of  unrestricted  reciprocity  with  a  viru¬ 
lence  that  could  not  be  excelled  or  even  equalled 
by  any  of  his  supporters.  He  had  denounced 
it  as  a  fad,  as  an  impossible  policy,  as  a  nebulous 
theory,  as  a  ruinous  policy  to  Canada,  as  a  grave 
peril  to  British  connection.  The  hon.  gentleman 
had  hurled  all  these  epithets  against  this  policy, 
and  yet  he  says  he  went  to  Washington  to 
propose  to  Mr.  Blaine  to  adopt  a  policy  w  hich 
would  be  ruinous  to  British  interests,  a  policy 
which  wras  a  fad  and  an  unclean  thing.  \\  hat 
did  Mr.  Blaine  say?  He  said:  You  were  either 
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dishonest  before  you  came  here  or  you  are 
dishonest  now.  The  hon.  gentleman  was  not  a 
persona  grata  at  Washington.  He  could  not  be. 
He  had  done  his  little  best  to  magnify  the  diffi¬ 
culties  between  Great  Britain  and  the  United 
States  when  he  was  Minister  of  Marine.  He  had 
denounced  in  the  strongest  language  he  could 
muster  the  only  basis  upon  which  he  could  hope  to 
negotiate  a  reciprocity  treaty  with  the  United 
States,  and  then  he  went  to  Washington,  and  he 
comes  back  and  says  he  could  not  get  a  treaty 
from  dear  Mr.  Blaine,  that  dear  Mr.  Blaine  could 
not  see  how  he  was  going  to  raise  a  revenue  if  the 
treaty  were  agreed  to,  and  dear  Mr.  Foster  could 
not  see  it  himself.  Why,  he  knew  he  was  deliber¬ 
ately  misrepresenting  the  proposal  of  unrestricted 
reciprocity  when  he  went  there,  and  he  did  it  with 
malice  prepense.  He  knew,  when  he  stated  to  Mr. 
Blaine  that  the  question  of  raising  the  revenue  was 
an  insuperable  difficulty,  that,  as  has  been  explained 
time  and  again  on  this  side  of  the  House,  the  adop¬ 
tion  of  that  policy  did  not  mean  a  sudden  and 
immediate  abolition  of  duties  on  manufactured 
goods,  that  it  did  not  mean  the  abolition  of 
duties  in  a  day  or  a  month  or  a  year,  but 
that  it  must  perforce  be  a  gradual  abolition, 
and  that,  being  a  gradual  abolition,  it  would 
right  itself  after  the  first  or  the  second  or 
the  third  year,  that  though  there  might  be  a  loss, 
not  of  one  half  nor  of  one  third  of  the  revenue,  but 
of  some  portion  of  the  revenue  during  that  time, 
still  it  would  right  itself.  From  a  political  stand¬ 
point,  the  hon.  gentleman  was  dishonest  in  going 
there  and  was  dishonest  in  stating  to  Mr.  Blaine 
that  the  question  of  revenue  was  an  insuperable 
difficulty,  and  that  he  saw  no  way  out  of  it.  I  can 
only  say  that  he  occupied  the  most  humiliating  posi¬ 
tion  that  any  accredited  ambassador  ever  occupied 
in  the  British  Empire.  He  went  there  after  denounc- 
inga  policy  as  disloyal  and  pretended  that  he  wanted 
to  carry  out  that  policy.  He  was  either  dishonest  in 
opposing  that  policy  before  he  went,  or  he  was  dis¬ 
honest  in  advocating  it  in  Washington.  He  can  take 
either  horn  of  the  dilemma  which  he  likes.  I  cannot 
see  where  the  difficulty  arises  in  negotiating  a  fair 
and  honest  reciprocity,  if  men  who  are  honestly 
and  sincerely  desirous  of  negotiating  it  go  there. 
Does  any  one  suppose  that  Mr.  Blaine  is  not  willing 
to  treat  with  us  on  a  fair  basis  ?  We  know  that 
the  reciprocity  treaty  of  1854  cannot  be  renew  ed. 
We  know  that  the  only  duties  imposed  by  Canada, 
during  the  existence  of  that  treaty  between  1854  and 
1866,  on  manufactured  goods,  amounted  to  from 
12  to  14  per  cent,  while  now  they  have  risen 
to  between  30  and  40  per  cent.  Does  any  one  sup¬ 
pose  that  our  natural  products  alone  could  be  the 
basis  of  an  interchange  between  us  and  the  United 
States  ?  The  thing  is  ridiculous.  If  we  are  honest 
and  sincere  in  the  desire  to  renew  our  trade  rela¬ 
tions  with  the  United  States  we  must  give  and 
take.  We  must  certainly  include  manufactures  in 
any  such  treaty,  as  everybody  is  aware  except  the 
hon.  gentleman,  though  I  believe  he  wilfully  mis¬ 
represents  the  policy  of  unrestricted  reciprocity 
when  he  stated  that  the  revenue  we  would  lose 
offered  an  insuperable  obstacle  to  its  adoption. 
This  result  can  be  attained  by  those  whose  hearts 
are  in  the  business.  We  do  not  talk  in  regard  to  this 
matter  without  some  knowledge  of  the  views  of  the 
gentlemen  across  the  line.  Their  conversations  have 
not  been  limited  to  those  which  they  have  had 
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with  hon.  gentlemen  who  have  gone  to  Washing¬ 
ton.  We  have  the  opinions  expressed  by  their 
statesmen  in  Congress,  we  have  their  opinions  ex¬ 
pressed  in  the  press,  and  many  of  us  have  had  the 
privilege  of  conversing  with  many  of  their  leading 
men. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I. )  I  suppose,  by  the  cheers 
of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  that  is  considered  a 
crime,  and  that  those  hon.  gentlemen  would  not 
discuss  any  of  these  questions  with  leading  men  in 
the  United  States  if  they  met  them.  •  I  have  dis¬ 
cussed  these  questions  with  them,  and  I  have  not 
found  one  of  them  who  is  not  amenable  to  reason. 
I  have  found  a  disposition  on  their  part  to  negotiate 
with  us  on  fair  and  honest  lines.  I  have  not  found 
that  any  of  those  objections  that  the  Finance 
Minister  considers  insuperable  have  come  from 
them.  ,  They  certainly  did  not  come  from  Mr. 
Blaine,  but  they  were  suggested  by  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  and  his  colleagues  with  the  desire  to  damn 
this  policy  in  this  country  and  to  make  it  impossi¬ 
ble  to  be  carried  out.  In  fact,  the  hon.  gentleman 
was  not  there  in  the  interests  of  the  people  of 
Canada,  but  he  was  there  in  the  interests  of  his 
masters,  the  manufacturers.  He  durst  not  attempt 
to  negotiate  a  treaty  which  was  contrary  to  their 
interests,  but  he  might  have  stated  to  Mr.  Blaine  : 
W e  are  representing,  primarily,  the  manufacturing 
industries,  we  will  subordinate  to  them,  as  we 
have  in  Canada,  the  farming,  the  mining  and  the 
fishing  industries,  and  if  we  cannot  negotiate  a 
treaty  in  favour  of  the  manufacturing  interests, 
we  cannot  negotiate  one  at  all.  If  he  had  done  that, 
no  doubt  he  would  have  failed,  as  he  has  done, 
in  negotiating  a  treaty,  but  he  would  have 
saved  his  consistency,  and  he  would  have 
saved  us  the  humiliating  spectacle  that  Canada 
has  presented  of  Ministers  going  to  Washington  in 
March  and  coming  back  after  a  few  minutes’ 
interview,  and  going  again  in  October,  and  coming 
back  with  their  thumbs  in  their  mouths  and  saying 
that  no  treaty  could  be  negotiated  with  the  United 
States.  I  say  that  the  spectacle  presented  is  the 
most  humiliating  that  could  be  exhibited  in  this 
or  any  other  colony.  I  warn  this  House  that  there 
never  has  been  an  act  of  the  Government  of  Canada 
so  calculated  to  promote  disloyal  sentiments  in  this 
country  as  the  step  which  the  hon.  gentleman  has 
taken.  If  he  satisfies  the  people  of  thiscoimtry  that 
his  statement  is  true,  if  he  convinces  the  people  of 
the  Maritime  Provinces  that  the  door  is  closed,  and 
that  while  they  retain  their  political  autonomy 
they  need  never  hope  again  to  negotiate  a 
reciprocity  treaty  with  the  United  States  by 
which  their  products  can  go  into  that  country, 
he  will  have  done  more  to  generate  and  promote 
an  annexation  sentiment  in  this  country  than 
anything  which  has  ever  before  taken  place. 
But,  Sir,  I  thank  God  that,  in  my  belief,  at  least, 
his  statement  is  not  true.  I  believe  that  this 
dishonest  negotiation  which  was  gone  through 
with,  was  understood  by  Mr.  Blaine  as  well  as  it 
is  understood  by  people  in  this  House.  Sir,  the 
record  of  the  hon.  gentleman  and  his  party  was 
known  in  Washington  before  he  ever  left  Ottawa. 
It  was  known  that  he  did  not  intend  to  negotiate 
a  treaty  upon  a  basis  that  would  be  accepted  by 
the  Washington  Government,  and  that  he  had  pro¬ 
claimed  the  fact  from  his  place  in  this  House  time 
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and  time  again.  It  was  known  that  he  held  power  by 
virtue  of  a  compact  with  the  manufacturers,  that  he 
was  to  protect  their  interests,  that  those  interests 
must  be  paramount,  and  that  no  treaty  could  be 
negotiated  with  a  man  holding  that  position.  Sir, 
we  do  not  hold  that  the  door  is  closed.  We  have 
good  reason  to  know  better,  not  only  from  the 
official  statements  made  in  Congress,  not  only 
from  the  articles  in  the  newspapers,  not  only  from 
the  constant  flow  of  our  people  back  and  forth 
from  the  United  States,  but  by  conversations 
which  we,  individually,  have  had — and  I  speak  for 
myself,  which  I,  individually,  have  had — with  a 
large  number  of  leading  statesmen  of  the  United 
States,  all  which  facts  cause  me  to  believe  that 
it  is  quite  possible  for  an  honest  man,  who 
goes  there  with  a  sincere  desire  to  promote 
a  fair  treaty,  to  negotiate  one  in  a  very 
short  time.  Sir,  we  will  have  to  give  as 
well  as  to  take;  there  must  be  justice  done  to  both 
sides.  It  has  been  said  that  the  discrimination 
which  now  exists,  which  you  have  kept  on  your 
Statute-book  as  against  Great  Britain,  may  be  in¬ 
creased.  It  may  be  so,  perhaps  it  must  be  so  ;  in 
my  humble  judgment  it  will  be  so.  But  is  that 
going  to  prevent  a  treaty  when  you  are  convinced — 
and  convinced  you  must  be,  if  you  study  the  Trade 
and  Navigation  Returns — that  it  would  be  a  great 
and  over-weening  advantage  to  Canada  to  have 
an  open  market  for  all  her  surplus  products  there  ? 
Is  the  fact  that  you  are  going  to  discriminate  more 
against  Great  Britan  than  you  do  now,  going  to 
stop  you  from  negotiating  altogether  ?  Are  we  to 
legislate  in  the  interest  of  Canada  or  in  the  interest 
of  the  British  exporter  ?  Whose  interests  are  going 
to  be  paramount  if  they  clash  ?  For  my  part  I  have 
long  since  made  up  my  mind  that  when  they  clash 
my  vote  will  go  for  Canada.  Sir,  when  I  look  at 
the  position  which  we  continentally  hold  to-day — - 
and  I  speak  more  from  a  maritime  standpoint  than 
from  any  other  at  the  moment — when  I  see  that  we 
are  excluded  from  Newfoundland,  excluded  from 
the  Spanish  West  Indies,  and  practically  excluded 
from  the  British  West  Indies - 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Excluded  from  neither  of  the 
two  latter. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.  E.I. )  Practically  we  are  going 
to  be  excluded  from  the  West  Indies,  because  trade 
will  follow  with  the  treaty  between  the  British 
West  Indies  and  the  United  States,  and  if  the 
trade  is  of  any  value  they  will  get  it  and  not  us. 
I  cannot  predict  a  very  brilliant  future  for  my 
native  land  when  I  reflect  upon  these  things. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Because  you  do  not  see  it. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P. E. I.)  I  can  see,  and  1  wish  my 
constituents  could  see,  how  the  Minister  of  Railways 
laughs  and  sneers  at  these  statements,  which  cannot 
be  serious  to  him  but  which  I  tell  him  are  pretty 
serious  facts  to  three  or  four  hundred  thousand 
people  who  live  down  by  the  sea.  They  toil  from 
morning  till  night,  they  spend  sparingly,  they  are 
people  of  great  thrift,  and  they  deserve  a  better  fate 
than  the  hon.  gentleman  has  awarded  them.  I  do 
not  think  if  they  saw  the  ridicule  that  the  hon. 
gentleman  is  prepared  at  all  times  to  throw  upon 
any  proposition  which  has  for  its  object  the  opening 
of  better  markets  for  them,  he  would  feel  as  much 
flattered  as  he  does  at  the  present  moment.  Sir,  it 
is  a  serious  matter  for  those  people  ;  I  will  not  say  it 
means  life  or  death,  but  I  do  say  it  means  the  differ- 
Mr.  Davies  (P.E.I.) 


ence  between  prosperity  and  adversity.  The  figures 
for  the  last  ten  years  show  that  there  has  been  no 
increase  at  all  in  the  material  wealth  of  those  Mari¬ 
time  Provinces,  and  so  far  from  the  population 
increasing  we  have  been  unable  to  hold  even  the 
annual  increase  by  160,000  in  the  ten  years,  and  if 
that  goes  on  for  the  next  ten  years  I  ask  where  will 
we  be  ?  Sir,  I  know  that  hon.  gentlemen  have  only 
one  answer  to  give  to  our  arguments,  and  it  is  the 
effective  answer  that  the  bye-elections  show  that  the 
people  are  in  favour  of  the  present  policy.  That 
may  be  true  so  far  as  Ontario  is  concerned,  it  is  not 
true  so  far  as  the  Maritime  Provinces  are  con¬ 
cerned.  The  elections  in  the  Maritime  Provinces 
tell  a  different  tale,  whether  you  take  the  Halifax 
election,  or  the  King’s  election,  or  the  Digby  elec¬ 
tion,  or  the  Queen’s  election,  or  any  other  ;  they 
show  that  the  people  are  becoming  alive  to  their 
interests,  and  that  in  the  near  future  they  will 
strike  a  blow  as  strong  as  they  can,  by  their  votes, 
in  favour  of  as  broad  and  free  trade  relations  with 
the  United  States  as  is  consistent  with  the  honour 
and  dignity  of  this  country. 

Mr.  DAVIN.  I  had  hoped  that  we  had  arrived 
at  a  period  when  my  hon.  friends  on  the  Opposi¬ 
tion  side  would  be  convinced  that  there  was  no  use 
in  pursuing  the  policy  they  have  so  long  pursued 
but  after  hearing  the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell 
(Mr.  Mills)  and  the  hon.  member  for  Queen's 
P.E.I.  (Mr.  Davies)  it  would  seem  that  they  are 
still  determined  to  fight  under  the  old  flag  of  un¬ 
restricted  reciprocity,  although  that  old  flag  has- 
been  scouted  from  one  end  of  the  country  to  the 
other. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  No. 

Mr.  DAVIN.  My  hon.  friend  says  “  no.  ”  My 
hon.  friend  may  sit  there  in  coming  sessions,  and 
that  colony  about  which  my  hon.  friend  from  Both¬ 
well  was  so  humorous,  may  have  grown  still  larger  ; 
the  sheep  of  which  he  spoke  may  have  swelled 
by  fifty  or  one  hundred  per  cent,  and  those  goats 
that  have  gone  to  the  barrenness  prepared  for  them 
by  the  policy  of  the  hon.  gentlemen,  may  be  still 
larger.  And  yet  we  hear  this  cry  of  unrestricted  re¬ 
ciprocity,  and  that  cry,  even  when  there  was  behind 
it  a  certain  amount  of  belief,  a  certain  evidence  of 
faith,  was  not  either  a  very  successful,  nor,  in  my 
opinion,  a  very  respectable  one.  And  now  when 
it  is  absolutely  a  falsetto  cry,  when  we  hear  it 
from  those  benches — because  hon.  gentlemen  must 
say  something  and  have  been  able  to  invent 
nothing  else — that  cry  has  passed  into  the  cate¬ 
gory  of  ridiculous  clap- trap,  and  I  was  sorry 
to  see  so  much  time  occupied  here  to-night 
in  re-echoing  the  doleful  sounds  we  have  so 
often  heard  from  my  hon.  friend.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  who  has  just  taken  his  seat  (Mr.  Davies,  P.E.I. ) 
was  preceded  by  the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell 
(Mr.  Mills),  and  I  sympathize  with  some  of  the 
remarks  made  by  the  hon.  I  member  for  Bothwell. 
Neither  this  assembly  nor  any  other  human  insti¬ 
tution  can  be  expected  to  reach  or  even  approach 
the  ideal.  When  speaking  of  public  opinion  in 
Canada  he  might  say  the  same  of  England,  lie 
might  say  the  same  of  any  country  where  constitu¬ 
tional  government  prevails  ;  you  might  say  public 
opinion  is  not  all  it  ought  to  be  ;  but  if  you  compare 
public  opinion  in  England  to-day  with  what  it  was 
fifty  years  ago,  not  to  go  back  to  the  time  of 
Charles  II,  not  to  go  back  to  the  revolutions,  you 
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will  find  that  the  state  of  public  opinion  in  England 
is  intelligent,  it  is  ever  ready  to  grasp  all  great 
questions,  and  it  is  in  advance  of  what  it  was  at 
any  other  time.  I  say  a  man  familiar  with  the 
history  of  Canada  must  know  that  although  public 
opinion,  and  the  organs  of  public  opinion,  and  this 
great  instrument  of  public  opinion  that  we  have 
here,  may  not  be  all  that  they  should  be,  yet  the 
organs  of  public  opinion  are  abler,  public  opinion 
itself  is  more  enlightened,  and  this  great  represen¬ 
tative  of  public  opinion  is,  by  the  confession  and 
evidence  of  all  persons  competent  to  give  an 
opinion,  in  advance  of  what  it  was  20  or  30  years 
ago,  and  I  might  stop  at  a  still  later  period. 
But  the  hon.  member  for  Both  well  (Mr.  Mills)  has 
complained  about  public  opinion,  and  of  this  Par¬ 
liament  taking  a  course  that  he  believed  was  inim¬ 
ical  to  a  healthy  public  opinion,  and  why  ?  Because 
of  the  very  political  sins  that  hon.  gentlemen  have 
been  accustomed  to  fall  into.  I  grant  that,  accord¬ 
ing  to  publicists  and  thinkers,  the  English  Parlia¬ 
ment  and  this  Parliament  do  not  approach  the 
ideal  of  what  the  great  council  of  the  nation  should 
be.  Is  all  the  responsibility  with  one  side  or  the 
other  ?  Suppose  a  member  of  the  Conservative 
party— the  hon.  member  points  with  a  ghostly 
finger  towards  some  one  on  this  side — may  happen 
to  take  that  course  which  ought  to  be  taken  by 
every  member  of  this  House  at  times.  Renlember 
he  is  one  of  the  council  of  the  nation  ;  remember 
that  we  are  here  to  take  counsel,  that  it  is  not  our 
business  to  come  here  and  range  ourselves  merely 
in  hostile  camps  and  have  political  jousts.  That  is 
not  the  ideal  of  a  Parliament.  The  ideal  of  Parlia¬ 
ment  is  that  men  should  come  together  and  give 
-counsel.  What  will  happen  ?  We  have  seen  it 
happen  here  at  different  times.  If  a  member  of 
the  Conservative  party  happens  to  rise  and  differ 
in  the  least  from  his  own  party,  differ  in  some 
small  detail,  as  men  of  both  parties  ought  to  do 
from  their  parties,  what  will  be  done  by  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  ?  Will  they  approach  the 
question  subsequently  in  the  same  large  spirit  ? 
No.  They '  will  try  and  twist  that  act  to  a 
party  advantage,  and  seek  from  a  particular  and 
small  occurrence  to  draw  a  general  conclusion 
and  make  a  sweeping  effect.  I  wish  to  deal  very 
briefly  with  the  hon.  gentleman  who  has  just 
taken  his  seat.  He  commenced  his  speech  by 
resorting  with  great  cleverness  to  a  style  of 
advocacy  that  those  who  have  practised  in  criminal 
courts  are  familiar  with..  I  do  not  think  he  was 
very  ingenuous.  He  tried  to  prove  that  the  reverse 
of  a  statement  that  was  made  from  this  side  was 
the  true  state  of  the  case.  But  what  are  the  facts 
in  regard  to  discrimination  by  Newfoundland? 
When  we  got  that  treaty  the  Newfounland  tariff 
was  30  cents  per  barrel  on  flour,  and  the  treaty 
allows  25  cents  for  United  States  flour.  The 
protest  of  the  Government  was  based  on  that 
fact,  and  the  Act  which  the  hon.  gentleman  con¬ 
founded  with  this  one  only  came  into  existence 
twelve  months  afterwards.  I  say  for  an  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  sitting  within  two  chairs  of  a  philosophic 
statesman  who  takes  so  large  views  of  things  in 
general  as  does  the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell  (Mr. 
Mills),  it  was  hardly  a  creditable  proceeding 
onthepartof  the  hon.  member  for  Queen’s  (Mr. 
Davies).  But  hon.  gentlemen  around  him  cheered, 
and  however  grossly  at  variance  with  the  facts  the 
statement  might  be,  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  would 


cheer.  I  will  be  very  brief  in  dealing  with  the  hon. 
gentleman’s  argument  as  to  what  the  Minister  of 
Finance  did  in  giving  us  the  information  that  was 
in  his  bosom  as  one  of  the  Ministers  who  went  to 
Washington.  There  can  be  no  doubt  whatever 
that  it  is  a  well  established  rule  that  when  diplo¬ 
matic  negotiations  take  place  and  protocols  come 
into  existence,  if  a  Minister  intends  to  refer  to 
those,  and  the  transactions  are  completed,  they 
should  be  laid  on  the  Table  of  Parliament.  But  if 
you  take  the  most  extreme  cases,  and  if  you  exa¬ 
mine  the  authorities  you  will  find  this  :  That  this 
position  is  never  surrendered  by  any  Government 
under  constitutional  procedure,  that  it  rests  with 
their  sense  of  responsibility  to  the  country  as  to 
whether  or  not  they  will  at  any  given  time  lay  the 
papers  on  the  Table.  Of  course,  they  are  respon¬ 
sible.  But  in  the  present  case  you  had  really  no 
diplomatists  in  Washington  to  arrange  a  treaty. 
What  you  had  were  three  Ministers  going  down  to 
Washington  at  the  invitation — and  I  will  come  to 
the  dispute  on  that  in  a  minute,  and  pass  rapidly 
from  it  too — of  a  member  of  a  foreign  government 
to  have  an  informal,  a  quaxi  private  discussion  as 
to  what  might  be  done  in  the  way  of  reciprocal 
trade.  As  I  understand  it,  because  I  am  not  in 
the  confidence  of  the  Government  in  this  matter,  in 
regard  to  the  subjects  that  were  definitely  ar¬ 
ranged,  and  in  regard  to  which  we  have  definite 
information,  we  have  the  papers  laid  on  the  Table  ; 
and  in  regard  to  these  communications  which 
passed  between  the  Ministers  and  Mr.  Blaine  and 
General  Foster,  what  have  we  ?  We  have  what 
has  again  and  again  been  done  in  the  British  Par¬ 
liament,  we  have  one  of  those  Ministers,  the  very 
best  means  of  affording  information  to  Parliament 
that  could  be  obtained,  rising  in  his  place  and 
stating  what  took  place  between  them  and  Mr. 
Blaine.  The  matter  is  somewhat  different  from  a 
Minister  giving  information  to  Parliament  about 
what  took  place  between  a  diplomatist  and  the  re¬ 
presentative  of  a  foreign  state,  that  diplomatist 
not  being  in  Parliament.  What  we  had  was  one 
of  the  Ministers  who  engaged  in  these  conversations 
with  Mr.  Blaine  giving  the  House  a  statement  of 
what  took  place,  and  I  ask  hon.  members  what 
better  means  could  Parliament  have  of  being  made 
acquainted  with  what  took  place  ?  The  ques¬ 
tion  of  what  a  Minister  is  bound  to  do  in  regard  to 
information  in  his  possession  came  up  in  1863  in 
the  British  Parliament.  It  was  about  very 
important  transactions,  it  was  a  case  where,  if  ever, 
the  papers  ought  to  have  been  laid  on  the  Table, 
once  you  grant  the  argument  of  the  hon.  member 
for  Bothwell.  But,  Sir,  when  Lord  John  Manners, 
and  Mr.  Pope  Hennessey  protested  against  the 
Government  referring  to  the  communications  that 
they  had  had  without  laying  these  communications 
on  the  Table,  what  does  Lord  Palmerston  say  : 

“  It  is  altogether  a  new  doctrine  to  me  that  a  Minister 
making  a  statement  from  information  which  has  come  to 
his  knowledge,  is  bound  to  lay. on  the  Table  of  the  House  the 
document  from  which  that  information  is  derived.  I  ad¬ 
mit  no  such  principle.  It  is  perfectly  true  that  when  a 
Minister  reads  a  paper  he  is  bound  to  lay  it  on  the  Table." 

If  the  hon.  Minister  of  Finance  had  come  here  and 
read  extracts  from  so-called  protocols,  there  would 
be  ground  for  complaining  that  they  were  not  laid 
on  the  Table.  But  there  could  have  been  no  proto¬ 
cols,  and  the  hon.  member  for  Queen’s  (Mr.  Davies) 
used  the  word,  as  he  used  many  other  words,  hi  a 
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way  that  would  make  the  genius  of  English  litera¬ 
ture  stare  and  gasp.  If  the  lion.  Minister  of  Finance 
read  from  some  documents,  there  would  be  good 
ground  for  complaining  that  they  were  not  laid  on 
the  Table  ;  but  the  reason  why  it  is  necessary  to 
lay  documents  on  the  Table  when  extracts  are  read 
from  them,  is  because  Parliament  should  be  face  to 
face  with  the  source  of  the  information  that  is  given 
to  it.  In  this  case,  we  have  the  very  men  here, 
between  whom  and  Mr.  Blaine  the  conversation 
had  taken  place,  and  you  cannot  doubt  the  accur- 
racy  of  the  statement  made  by  the  hon.  Minister  of 
Finance  unless  you  resort  to  the  extraordinary 
parliamentary  politeness  that  belongs  at  times  to 
the  hon.  member  for  Both  well  (Mr.  Mills)  and  which 
I  am  afraid  the  hon.  and  learned  member  for 
Queen’s  (Mr.  Davies)  fell  into  to-night,  and  unless 
you  are  going  to  say  to  a  Minister  of  the  Crown 
who  stands  in  his  place  with  the  eyes  of  the  country 
and  the  eyes  of  Parliament  upon  him,  and  whose 
position  could  not  be  maintained  if  he  would  palter 
with  the  truth,  that  you  do  not  believe  him  ;  unless 
you  are  going  to  doubt  the  word  of  the  Minister  of 
Finance,  and  put  his  position  and  responsibilty 
aside,  in  the  face  of  the  fact  that  if  he  mis¬ 
represented  what  took  place,  detection  and 
exposure  must  inevitably  and  speedily  follow.  I 
say  that  that  sort  of  thing  is  not  treated  properly  by 
speaking  satirically  of  it  as  politeness,  but  that  it 
should  be  denounced  with  every  invective  a  man  is 
capable  of,  because  it  is  a  degrading  thing  to  this 
House  to  hear  such  remarks  as  we  heard  to-night 
from  the  member  for  Queen’s  (Mr.  Davies).  I  shall 
not  refer  to  the  point  made  by  the  member  for 
Queen’s  in  reference  to  what  the  Minister  of  Justice 
said  at  Perth,  and  for  this  reason  :  There  is  no  use 
whatever  in  trying  to  put  down  the  slanders  or  the 
misrepresentations  of  certain  people.  You  know, 
Sir,  that  Mr.  Pope,  in  one  of  his  admirable  poems, 
speaks  of  a  certain  insect  that  has  an  uncontrollable 
instinct,  but  an  instinct  necessary  for  its  own  exist¬ 
ence,  to  spin  cobwebs.  These  cobwebs  are  very 
unsightly,  and  so  the  poet  says,  speaking  of  the 
slanderer  : 

“  Destroy  his  fib  or  sophistry,  in  vain, 

The  creature’s  at  its  dirty  work  again.” 

I  confess  to  you,  Sir,  that  I  was  not  surprised  that 
my  hon.  friend  spoke  once  more  about  the  monstro¬ 
sity  of  the  Minister  of  Finance  talking  about  the 
prosperity  of  the  country.  It  is  a  dreadful  thing 
that  the  Minister  of  Finance,  in  the  face  of  what 
we  see  to-day  in  Canada,  should  stand  up  here  and 
speak  of  the  prosperity  of  the  country.  It  is  a 
monstrous  thing  that  he  should  dwell  on  the  increase 
in  the  mileage  of  our  railways  ;  perfectly  monstrous 
that  he  should  dwell  on  the  increase  in  the  tonnage  of 
our  ships  ;  perfectly  monstrous  that  he  should  say 
one  word  about  the  vast  increase  of  our  exports  or 
that  he  should  refer  to  the  evidences  of  our  pros¬ 
perity.  It  was  superfluous,  and  if  the  hon. 
gentleman  will  excuse  me  for  saying  so,  it  was  a 
superfluity  of  naughtiness,  if  I  may  borrow  a 
word  from  Paul,  because  the  country  had  proclaim¬ 
ed  the  conviction  of  its  prosperity  so  strong  by 
reducing  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  to  the  miserable 
account  of  empty  benches  that  they  now  make  up, 
that  it  was  perfectly  unnecessary  for  the  Minister 
of  Finance  to  dwell  upon  the  prosperity  of  the 
country.  We  know  that  when  my  hon.  friends  oppo¬ 
site  went  from  place  to  place,  and  sent  forth  their 
wailings  and  draped  themselves,  so  to  speak,  as 
Mr.  Davin. 


political  mutes,  and  went  to  the  funeral  of  some¬ 
thing,  you  may  guess  what  it  was,  but  it  was  not 
our  funeral  anyway — the  country  rejected  them. 
We  know  that  the  people  whose  votes  they  needed, 
and  whose  votes  they  wanted,  and  whose  votes 
they  courted  with  tears  and  wailings,  declared  in 
answer  to  their  entreaties:  “Gentlemen,  really 
in  these  constituencies  the  accommodation  in  the 
lunatic  asylums  is  greatly  limited,  and  begone  as 
quickly  as  you  can.  ”  I  am  much  concerned  for  my 
hon.  friend  from  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills).  I  have 
been  a  dabbler  in  constitutional  law  and  things  of 
that  sort  myself,  but  I  have  never  went,  of  course, 
as  deep  as  that  hon.  gentleman.  In  fact,  I 
should  be  sorry  to  go  so  deep  as  he.  One  of  the 
Lake  poets  tells  a  brother  poet  that  if  he  does  not 
get  up  from  his  books  he  will  grow  double  ;  and  to 
be  too  studious  is  no  doubt  attended  with  some 
inconvenience,  and  to  be  too  learned  is  not  always 
a  happy  thing.  I  confess  that  I  feel  for  my  friend 
from  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills),  when  I  see  him  with 
something  sitting  heavily  on  his  mind,  rising  dis¬ 
contentedly  from  that  seat  to  which  in  its  infinite- 
mercy  an  all- wise  Providence  has  allotted  him,  and 
looking  fundamentally  uneasy.  I  always  sym¬ 
pathize  with  him  in  such  a  position.  He  has  had 
too  much  learning,  he  is  uneasy  in  his  mind  until 
he  gets  off  his  constitutional  expression  of  profound 
principles,  and  I  come  and  I  sit  here  like  a  Paul  at 
the  feet  of  Gamaliel,  to  learn  from  him  his  superior 
wisdom,  and  I  watch  and  watch,  but  he  takes  such 
a  long  time  to  get  around  the  corners  before  he 
gets  to  the  subject - 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  That  you  are  funda¬ 
mentally  affected, 

Mr.  DAVIN.  No,  not  so  profoundly  as  that.  I 
cannot  pay  my  hon.  friend  that  compliment  ;  but  I 
find  it  hard  to  get  at  his  point.  At  last,  as  I  sat 
here  to-day  and  tried  to  make  out  what  my  hon. 
friend  was  at,  though  I  had  a  pen  in  hand  and  was 
taking  notes,  I  could  not  discover  what  it  was. 
Then  I  asked  myself  what  he  was  like,  and  I 
thought  he  was  like  an  aged  hen  in  a  state  of' 
metaphysical  dubitation  as  to  whether  she  would 
lay  an  egg  or  not. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  And  you  sympathized 
with  the  hen. 

Mr.  DAVIN.  Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  there  can  be 
no  question,  in  my  opinion,  as  to  the  prosperity  of 
the  country.  I  will  not  take  time  at  this  late  hour 
to  go  into  comparisons  ;  but  I  have  been  visiting, 
some  of  the  constituencies.  I  was  up  in  South 
Perth,  which  used  to  be  represented  by  Mr.  Trow, 
whom  personally — and  I  told  him  so— I  am  sorry 
not  to  see  here,  though  on  other  grounds  I  did  not 
wish  him  to  be  elected - 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  Explain  that  metaphy¬ 
sical  distinction. 

Mr.  DAVIN.  I  went  into  the  Township  of 
Blanchard,  and  afterwards  when  I  met  Mr.  Trow,, 
I  think  at  St.  Mary’s,  1  asked  the  people  :  How  on 
earth  can  these  men  say  that  this  country  is  not 
prosperous,  when  in  this  very  township  there  is 
not  a  farm  house  which  has  not  the  rank  of  a  villa 
or  a  mansion,  on  which  $500  or  $600  or  possibly 
$1,000  has  been  spent  in  ornamentation  ?  Yet 
these  poor  farmers,  who  are  ground  to  earth,  bled 
livid  or  pallid — I  believe  bled  white  is  the  language 
of  the  member  for  South  Oxford — in  that  very 
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township  gave  I  think  52  more  votes  for  the  Con¬ 
servative  candidate  than  they  had  done  in  the  pre¬ 
vious  election. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  How  many  times  did  you 
speak  there  ? 

Mr.  I)  A  YIN.  Twice.  Now,  it  is  the  same 
everywhere  ;  and  I  say  to  lion,  gentlemen  opposite 
that  if  they  want  to  see  their  party  grow  smaller 
and  smaller  they  will  continue  the  course  which 
they  have  pursued  for  some  years  past ;  but  if  they 
want  to  make  an  Opposition  which  will  be  powerful 
and  effective,  they  will  change  their  tactics.  Now, 
the  prosperity  of  this  country  is  a  fact,  notwith¬ 
standing  the  hon.  member  for  South  Oxford.  I  am 
sorry  for  that  hon.  member,  although  mercy  is 
for  the  merciful.  I  doubt  very  much  if  there  is 
much  mercy  in  the  hon.  gentleman’s  composition. 
I  doubt  very  much  if  he  would  have  any 
pity  for  political  opponents  if  their  ranks  were 
reduced  as  the  ranks  of  his  friends  are  ;  and  he  is 
one  of  the  causes  of  that  reduction.  He  is  the 
embodiment  of  this  cry  against  the  prosperity  of 
the  country,  and  the  embodiment  of  the  disloyalty 
in  the  cry  of  unrestricted  reciprocity  which  was  so 
apparent  in  the  last  part  of  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
member  for  Queen’s  (Mr.  Davies).  Why,  the  hon. 
gentleman  is  so  discounted  by  that  policy  to-day 
that  if  his  party  could  they  would  get  rid  of  him  ; 
but  they  cannot  do  it.  The  country  does  not  want 
him.  The  most  they  could  do  in  the  recent 
bye-elections  was  to  keep  him  off  the  platform. 
What  is  the  career  of  that  hon.  gentleman  ?  He  has 
gone  about  the  country  barking  at  its  prosperity, 
barking  at  the  Conservative  party  and  the  National 
Policy.  He  had  a  kind  of  political  rabies  which 
made  him,  so  to  speak,  bite  the  Conservative  party. 
Indeed,  the  event  reminds  me  of  Goldsmith’s  ballad 
on  the  mad  dog.  You  know  that  the  mad  dog  bit 
a  man,  and  the  neighbours  were  all  very  anxious 
about  the  man,  fearing  that  he  would  take  hydro¬ 
phobia  and  die.  All  the  anxiety  was  directed  to 
the  man  and  none  to  the  dog,  but  the  event  showed 
how  much  it  was  misdirected,  because  Goldsmith 
tells  us  that  the  man  recovered  from  the  bite — it 
was  the  dog  that  died.  Now,  I  am  obliged  to  the 
hon.  member  for  Queen’s,  for  admitting  that  we 
had  a  good  harvest  in  the  North-West.  That 
shows  that  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  are  making 
progress.  But  he  asks  what  credit  have  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  for  it  ? 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  They  ploughed  it  all. 

Mr.  DAVIN.  I  grant  you  that  the  Government 
did  not  plough  and  the  Government  did  rrot  sow  ; 
but  if  the  Conservative  Government,  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  Sir  John  Macdonald,  of  which  this  Govern¬ 
ment  is  the  continuation,  had  not  built  the  Cana¬ 
dian  Pacific  Railway,  as  the  hon.  member  for  South 
Oxford  would  irot  have  them,  as  the  hon.  member 
for  Both  well  arrd  their  late  leader,  Mr.  Blake, 
would  not  have  them,  where  would  be  that  magni¬ 
ficent  harvest  of  which  the  hon.  gentleman  now 
admits  the  existence  ?  If  he  admits  the  existence 
of  that  harvest,  what  does  it  mean  ?  Do  the 
millions  which  come  in  for  that  harvest  confine 
themselves  to  the  North-West?  Is  it  not  the 
nature  of  money  to  spread  itself  as  a  river  or  a  lake, 
and  touch  all  shores  of  the  community  ?  And  yet 
the  hon.  gentleman  asks  what  credit  have  the 
Government  for  it  ?  I  will  tell  him  who  lias  the 
credit. 


Mr.  LANDERKIN.  It  is  Mr.  Dewdney  who 
has  the  credit  ;  he  is  the  Government  of  the  North- 
West. 

Mr.  DAVIN.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  mistaken 
about  that.  I  like  my  hon.  friend  so  much  that  I 
am  always  sorry  when  I  cannot  agree  with  him, 
and  the  consequence  is  that  his  remarks  doom 
me  to  perpetual  regret.  Now,  Sir,  I  will  not 
waste  time  in  dealing  with  the  decrease  in  the 
savings  banks  deposits.  That  has  been  dealt  with 
fully  in  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Minister  of  Finance, 
so  that  the  answer  to  the  hon.  member  for  Queen’s 
on  that  subject  is  in  the  Hansard.  With  regard 
to  shipping,  I  want  to  point  out  that  the  hon. 
gentleman  must  have  been  consciously  disingenuous 
in  what  he  said  in  regard  to  the  decrease  of 
tonnage  of  vessels  built  in  Canada.  He  tried  to  make 
out  that  that,  too,  was  an  evidence  of  diminished 
prosperity  ;  yet  the  hon.  gentleman  must  have 
known  that  within  recent  years  the  fashion  has 
gone  from  timber  ships  to  iron  ships  built  on  the 
Clyde  ;  he  must  have  known  that  large  ships 
are  registered  in  England— why  ?  In  order  that 
they  may  escape  municipal  taxation.  And 
yet  the  hon.  gentleman,  knowing  that,  spoke  as  if 
he  were  speaking  not  in  a  Parliament  like  this,  but 
before  a  jury,  in  which  case  when  the  trial  was 
over  and  had  or  had  not  got  his  verdict  there  would 
be  no  more  about  it.  If  in  parliament  when  he 
can  be  answered  he  talks  in  that  way,  what 
would  he  say  on  the  hustings  ?  Again  he 
spoke  about  the  census.  Well,  I  am  not  going 
to  take  up  the  time  of  the  House  about  that, 
but  I  see  the  eyes  of  my  hon.  friend  from  Welling¬ 
ton  (Mr.  McMullen)  fixed  on  me,  and  a  smile  that 
is  childlike  and  bland  lighting  up  his  countenance. 
I  w  ill  ask  his  attention  therefore  for  a  moment  to  a 
few'  remarks  I  will  make  about  the  census  and  the 
exodus,  and  as  he  is  great  on  comparisons  of  figures 
I  will  call  his  attention  to  this  comparison.  May 
I  point  out  to  the  hon.  gentleman  that  he  is 
actually  not  reasoning  when  he  takes  a  set  of 
figures  for  one  year,  say  1877,  and  compares  it  with 
a  set  for  1887.  The  true  comparison  would  be  the 
figures  which  we  might  have  shown,  had  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  opposite  continued  in  office  since  1878,  as  com¬ 
pared  with  those  we  can  show  to-day.  That  would  be 
the  real  comparison,  showing  the  state  of  the 
country,-  had  the  Mackenzie  Administration  con¬ 
tinued  in  office  to-day  as  compared  with  what  it 
really  is  under  the  Conservative  regime.  Had  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  remained  in  power  what  would 
have  happened  ?  We  should  have  had  a  Pacific 
Railway  extending  probably  200  miles  west  of 
Winnipeg.  East  of  Winnipeg  we  should  have  had 
the  w'ater  stretches  ;  we  should  have  no  North- 
West  whatever,  and  the  credit  of  Canada  would 
not,  be  what  it  is  to-day.  Now,  take  the  census. 
Does  anybody  suppose  we  have  anything  to  do 
with  limiting  or  increasing  the  population  ?  Does 
anybody  suppose  that  the  exodus  would  not  take 
place  whatever  government  wTas  in  power  ? 

Mr.  MILLS  (Both well).  Yes. 

Mr.  DAVIN.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  better 
informed  because  he  know's  very  well  that  the 
natural  cause  of  that  exodus  is  the  restless  enterpris¬ 
ing  spirit  of  a  progressive  community  such  as  ours. 
As  to  saying  that  the  cause  is  to  be  attributed  in 
any  way  to  the  quality  of  the  Government,  that 
shows  a  very  bad  state  of  perceptive  powers,  unless 
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we  had  a  state  of  things  such  as  existed  prior  to 
1878  when  everybody  was  shrou  ded  in  gloom  and 
no  attempt  made  to  develop  our  manufactures. 
But  I  say  this,  that  with  the  country  in  a  normal 
condition  we  have  to  account  for  the  exodus  by  the 
enterprising  spirit  of  restless  educated  young  men 
who  will  go  across  the  line  and  elswhere  too. 
Neither  will  I  deal  with  what  the  hon.  gentleman 
said  about  sugar,  because  after  all  that  has  been 
sufficiently  dealt  with.  I  want  to  refer  once  again 
to  the  negotiations  at  Washington  and  to  what 
the  hon.  member  for  Queen’s  (P.  E.I.)  said  con¬ 
cerning  them.  He  described  the  Ministers,  espe¬ 
cially  the  Minister  of  Finance,  as  going  down  to 
Washington  dishonestly,  with  the  view  of  putting- 
obstacles  in  the  way  of  reciprocity,  and  he 
went  on  to  say  that  the  Minister  was  greatly 
to  be  blamed  because  he  showed  difficulties  on 
the  Canadian  side  in  the  way  of  a  proposed 
treaty  under  discussion.  But  the  hon.  gentleman 
evidently  fails  to  see  that  showing  there  was  a  dif¬ 
ficulty7'  on  the  Canadian  side  would  be  no  evidence  of  a 
disinclination  on  the  part  of  the  Finance  Minister  to 
have  a  treaty,  If  he  had  shown  difficulties  on  the 
American  side,  that  would  show  he  was  disinclined 
to  make  a  treaty.  Can  any  one  who  knows  any¬ 
thing  of  our  Conservative  and  Reform  politicians 
doubt  that  every  enlightened  man  in  this  country 
would  be  ready  to  make  a  treaty  with  the  United 
States  which  would  be  useful  to  Canada  ?  Nobody 
doubts  for  one  moment  that  we  would  be  ready  to 
enter  into  a  treaty  on  the  line  of  the  Act  of  1854 
modified  by  present  conditions,  and  nobody  doubts 
that  such  a  treaty  could  be  made  if  the  Americans 
were  willing  to  meet  us  half  way  or  even  a  quarter. 
But,  as  the  Minister  of  Finance  says,  the  history  of 
our  negotiations  shows  that  to  our  proposals  there 
are  no  counter  proposals,  and  that  when  the  hand 
was  stretched  out  by  Canada,  no  hand  was  stretched 
out  to  meet  us.  In  fact,  the  conversations  between 
the  Finance  Minister  and  Mr.  Blaine  reveal  what 
might  have  been  known  from  inference  and  from 
the  political  situation  in  the  States,  the  character 
of  the  party  to  which  Mr.  Blaine  belongs,  and  Mr. 
'“Blaine's  own  character,  and  that  is  that  it  would 
be  impossible  to  get  a  commercial  treaty  with  the 
United  States  unless  on  terms  this  country  would 
never  submit  to.  I  was  sorry  to  hear  the 
closing  remarks  of  the  hon.  member  from  Queen’s. 
He  talked  in  a  vein  of  humiliation  we  have 
too  often  heard  from  that  side  of  the  House, 
but  which  the  country  has  declared  they  will 
have  none  of.  He  said  nothing  could  more  tend  to 
disloyalty  than  to  have  it  go  forth  that  it  is  difficult 
or  impossible  to  make  a  treaty  with  the  United 
States.  What  would  that  mean  ?  It  would  mean 
that  5,000,000  of  Canadians  doubt  their  power  to 
lay  the  foundation  here  of  a  great  nation  and  are 
looking  humbly,  pitiably,  to  the  United  States  ? 
Can  you  imagine  anything  more  contemptible  ?  If 
that  is  the  position  of  Canada  the  sooner  we  go 
cap  in  hand  to  Washington  the  better  and  say,  as 
it  is  impossible  for  us  to  do  anything  without  your 
permission,  as  you  are  masters  of  the  situation,  let 
us  make  the  best  arrangement  we  can  for  annex¬ 
ation.  That  is  what  the  language  of  the  hon. 
member  means,  if  it  means  anything.  But,  Mr. 
Speaker,  the  people  of  this  country  by  their  votes 
in  the  past  elections  have  expressed  their  opinion. 
When  I  heard  him  talk  about  St.  John  and  about 
the  effect  of  our  commercial  legislation  on  New 
Mr.  Bavin. 


Brunswick,  I  could  not  help  thinking  that  there  is 
but  one  man  from  New  Brunswick  in  this  House. 
Are  the  people  of  New  Brunswick  all  crazy 
that  they  will  support  a  Government  which  is 
destroying  their  vitality  and  bleeding  them  white  ? 
Are  the  people  of  Canada,  belonging  to  the 
most  enlightened  races,  with  education  diffused  so 
thoroughly  amongst  them,  so  utterly  lost  to  their 
own  interests  that  they  will  vote  for  the  men  who 
will  destroy  their  prosperity  ?  The  thing  carries 
absurdity  on  its  face.  It  should  be  denounced.  I 
denounce  it  this  night.  It  is  a  pity  to  have  the  time 
of  thisHouse  taken  up, as  itisandhasbeen,by  pound¬ 
ing  at  a  cry  that  is  entirely  played  out,  and  waving  a 
banner  that  the  people  will  have  nothing  to  do  with. 
There  is  a  member  on  that  side  of  the  House  whom  I 
greatly  honour.  He  is  a  man  of  chivalrous  soul — 
I  mean  the  leader — and,  if  he  is  going  to  stick  to 
this  cry,  he  will  be  in  the  position  of  Cadot, 
the  hero  of  a  poem  written  by  Mr.  Louis  Frechette, 
“  Le  drapeau  fantdme .”  Cadot  was  with  France 
when  Canada  was  ceded  to  England.  He  still 
waved  his  white  flag  over  his  little  fort.  A 
number  of  English  soldiers  summoned  him  to 
surrender,  and  he  refused.  They  were  called 
away.  Twenty  years  passed  by  and  still  the 
flag  floats  idly  on  its  swaying  mast,  although 
it  has  no  longer  a  meaning,  and  the  un¬ 
happy  man's  chivalry  is  all  wasted  and 
astray.  I  say  there  is  not  a  man  on  that  side 
fighting  for  unrestricted  reciprocity  who  is  not 
fighting  under  a  phantom  banner  which  every 
sensible  man  can  see  has  no  longer  any  meaning. 
The  Opposition  commenced  by  taking  a  depraved 
line.  First  they  took  unrestricted  reciprocity. 
Now  they  are  driven  down  to  commercial  union,  and 
afterwards  we  will  find  themselves  driven  to  annexa¬ 
tion,  and  then  that  colony  will  no  doubt  have 
swelled  very  large,  and  where  will  the  party  find 
itself  ?  It  may  have  disappeared  altogether.  But 
anyway  unrestricted  reciprocity  is  no  longer  a 
serious  cry,  and  I  would  fain  hope  that  even  this 
session  hon.  gentlemen  would  review  the  situation 
and  give  us  clear,  reasonable,  logical  criticism 
— criticism  that,  though  it  might  come  from 
hostile  ranks,  would  yet  add  to  the  efficiency 
of  that  great  council  of  the  nation  for  the  excellence 
and  effectiveness  of  which  my  hon.  friend  the  mem¬ 
ber  for  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills)  is  so  anxious. 

Mr.  WATSON.  If  the  House  has  not  been 
entertained  by  facts  and  figures  from  my  hon. 
friend  who  has  just  sat  down,  it  has  no  doubt  been 
treated  to  an  amusing  address.  I  might  have  ex¬ 
pected  from  the  remarks  he  addressed  to  us  24 
hours  ago,  that  he  would  have  given  us  some  in¬ 
formation  on  questions  affecting  the  people  of  the 
North-West,  but  we  have  been  told  of  an  animal 
that  changes  its  colour,  and  I  know  of  no  man  who 
changes  himself  so  rapidly  as  the  hon.  member  for 
West  Assiniboia  (Mr.  Bavin).  We  have  heard  him 
denouncing  a  Government  of  incompetents,  a  cab¬ 
inet  of  antiques,  and  last  night  we  heard  him 
denouncing  the  Government  for  keeping  up  the 
duty  on  binding  twine,  and  claiming  that,  accord¬ 
ing  to  the  National  Policy,  when  combinations 
were  formed,  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Government  to 
reduce  the  duty.  I  expected  to-nighr  that,  when 
he  had  an  opportunity  of  dealing  with  a  larger 
field,  he  would  have  dealt  with  different  questions, 
and  would  have  pointed  out  the  advantages  which  a 
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change  of  policy  would  be  to  the  country,  and  in 
particular  to  his  constituents.  We  have  heard  a 
good  deal  from  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  about 
loyalty  and  discriminating  against  Great  Britain, 
but  on  examining  the  Trade  and  Navigation  Re¬ 
turns,  we  find  that  the  present  Administration  is 
discriminating  against  Great  Britain.  We  find  that 
the  amount  of  duty  they  levy  on  dutiable  goods  from 
Great  Britain  is  29  per  cent  and  on  dutiable  and 
free  goods  224  per  cent,  while  on  goods  from  the 
United  States  which  are  dutiable  they  levy  254  per 
cent  and  on  dutiable  and  free  144  per  cent,  so 
that  they  are  discriminating  against  Great  Britain 
in  the  proportion  of  144  per  cent  to  224  per 
cent.  The  Minister  of  Finance  says  he  went  to 
Washington  and  applied  for  a  renewal  of  the 
treaty  of  1854  in  natural  products.  Other  hon. 
gentlemen  on  the  other  side  say  that  the  farmer 
would  be  injured  by  the  renewal  of  that  treaty. 
The  Minister  of  Finance  was  told,  as  we  have 
told  him  time  and  again,  that  a  treaty  on  that 
ground  alone  could  not  be  obtained.  We  go  fur¬ 
ther  than  that,  and  say  we  should  ask  for  free 
trade  in  manufactured  goods  as  well  as  in  natural 
products,  and  I  say  that,  as  far  as  the  North-West 
ds  concerned,  we  would  be  much  more  bene¬ 
fited  by  free  trade  in  manufactured  products 
than  in  natural  products.  We  have  no  fear  of 
free  trade  in  natural  products  and  we  wish 
to  have  free  trade  in  manufactured  goods.  The 
experience  of  the  North-West  is  that  the  farmers 
there  have  to  pay,  if  not  the  whole  35  per  cent,  at 
least  30  per  eent,  on  the  agricultural  implements 
they  use  on  the  farm.  The  member  for  Western 
Assiniboia  (Mr.  Davin)  spoke  of  the  language  used 
by  the  member  for  Queen’s,  P.  E.I.  (Mr.  Davies)  in 
reference  to  annexation,  when  he  said  that  no  lan¬ 
guage  could  be  used  by  any  member  more  calcu¬ 
lated  to  encourage  annexation  than  the  language  of 
the  Minister  of  Finance.  I  agree  with  the  member 
from  Prince  Edward  Island,  and  I  will  give 
the  member  for  Assiniboia  some  evidence  given 
by  a  gentleman  for  whom  he  had  great  respect, 
in  years  gone  by.  Before  the  reciprocity  treaty 
of  1854,  there  was  just  such  a  sentiment  as 
«there  is  to-day  in  favour  of  annexation,  and 
we  know  that  at  present  the  first  lieutenant 
of  the  Conservative  party  in  Ontario,  Mr.  Sol. 
White,  is  an  advocate  of  annexation.  Previous  to 
1854,  some  of  the  best  men  of  Canada,  some  who 
hold  the  highest  positions  to-day  were  in  favour  of 
annexation.  No  less  a  person  than  the  Premier  of. 
this  Dominion  was  in  favour  of  annexation  in  1849, 
and  other  gentlemen  who  have  occupied  prominent 
positions  in  the  Conservative  ranks  since  that  date, 
signed  that  annexation  manifesto.  Now,  let  us  ask 
what  occurred  to  allay  that  feeling  of  annexation. 
We  find  that  just  such  a  reciprocity  treaty  as  we 
wish  to  make  with  the  United  States  reconciled 
the  people  of  this  country  to  their  condition.  They 
were  not  satisfied  in  1849  when  the  Hon.  Mr. 
Abbott,  the  Hon.  I).  L.  Macpherson,  and  other 
prominent  men  signed  the  annexation  manifesto. 
Sir  John  A.  Macdonald,  in  referring  to  the  Treaty 
of  1854,  used  the  following  words 

“  It  would  be  impossible  to  express  in  figures,  with  any 
approach  to  aeeuracy,  the  extent  to  which  the  facilities 
of  commercial  intercourse,  created  by  the  reciprocity 
treaty,  have  contributed  to  the  wealth  and  prosperity  of 
this  province  ;  and  it  would  be  difficult  to  exaggerate  the 
importance  which  the  people  of  Canada  attach  to  the 
^continued  enjoyment  of  these  facilities. 


“Nor  is  the  subject  entirely  devoid  of  political  sig¬ 
nificance. 

“  Under  the  beneficent  operations  of  the  system  of  self- 
government  which  the  later  policy  of  the  mother  country 
has  accorded  to  Canada,  in  common  with  the  other  col¬ 
onies  possessing  representative  institution's,  combined 
with  the  advantages  secured  by  the  reciprocity  treaty  of 
an  unrestricted  commerce  with  our  nearest  neighbours  in 
the  natural  productions  of  the  two  countries,  all  agitation 
for  organic  changes  has  ceased — all  dissatisfaction  with 
the  existing  political  relations  of  the  province  has  wholly 
disappeared.” 

you  see  that  Sir  John  A.  Macdonald  felt  that 
reciprocal  trade  with  the  United  States,  under  the 
treaty  of  1854,  was  the  main  cause  in  allaying  the 
feeling  infavour  of  annexation  that  existed  previous 
to  that  date.  I  am  satisfied  that  nothing  that  can  be 
done  by  this  Government  to  allay  any  feeling  that 
exists  in  Canada  to-day  in  favour  of  political  union, 
will  haveabettereffectthanthe  renewal  of  that  treaty 
on  a  broader  basis,  which  we  know  the  Americans 
are  willing  to  extend  to  us.  The  hon.  member  for 
West  Assiniboia  (Mr.  Davin)  spoke  of  the  election 
in  South  Perth,  probably  because  the  Conservative 
candidate  was  successful  in  that  county.  I  happened 
to  be  in  that  county,  and  I  took  pains  to  look  up 
the  census  to  ascertain  how  the  county  stood  with 
regard  to  population.  I  will  take  the  township  of 
Blanchard,  which  is  pictured  to  this  House  as  a 
township  where  the  farmers  are  apparently  pros¬ 
perous.  I  find  that  in  that  township  in  1881,  there 
was  a  population  of  3,244  ;  in  1891  it  was  2,900  or 
an  actual  loss  of  344.  If  you  take  2  per  cent  as  the 
natural  rate  of  increase — and  I  think  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  will  agree  with  me  after  seeing  those  healthy, 
robustpeople  that  the  increase  ought  to  be2  per  cent, 
as  the  men  in  that  township  are  not  like  the  hon. 
gentleman  himself,  most  of  them  are  married  men — 
if  you  add  2  percent  annually  to  3,244,  it  would  make 
648.  So  you  see  the  loss  in  population  suffered  by 
Blanchard  township  in  ten  years  is  992,  to  say 
nothing  about  the  immigrants  that  came  from  other 
countries.  Now,  sometimes  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
have  made  a  comparison  between  the  eastern  prov¬ 
inces  and  the  eastern  counties  lying  along  the  bor¬ 
der  line  in  the  United  States.  But  while  the 
Americans  may  have  lost  in  their  counties  along 
the  boundary  line,  we  have  also  lost  in  the  eastern 
portions  of  the  province  of  Ontario.  But  I  say 
that  so  far  as  we  are  concerned,  we  are  satisfied 
that  we  have  a  better  country  on  our  side  of  the 
line,  and  the  people  ought  to  be  more  prosperous 
and  ought  to  remain  at  home.  But  if  people  leave 
.the  Eastern  States,  where  do  they  go  ?  They  go 
to  the  Western  States.  Unfortunately  for  us  in 
Canada,  although  our  population  is  increasing  in 
the  North-West,  it  is  not  increasing  as  rapidly  as 
it  should  ;  there  are  thousands  of  young  Canadians 
who  leave  Eastern  Canada  to  go  to  the  United 
States,  but  it  is  not  for  want  of  room  or  accommo¬ 
dation  in  our  Canadian  North-West.  I  think  the 
member  for  West  Assiniboia  (Mr.  Davin)  will 
agree  with  me  that  we  have  better  natural  facilities 
in  Manitoba  and  the  North-West  than  they  have 
in  Minnesota  or  Dakota,  and  still  hundreds  of 
thousands  of  our  young  Canadians  prefer  to  go  to 
the  Western  States.  I  think  that  the  National 
Policy  has  a  great  deal  to  do  with  it,  if  it 
is  not  the  sole  cause.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
have  also  disallowed  our  railway  legislation. 
For  years  those  hon.  gentlemen  would  not 
allow  us  to  build  a  railway  with  our  own  money. 
Under  this  National  Policy  a  young  man  going  to 
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the  North-West  has  to  pay  $240  a  year  more  to 
buy  the  necessaries  which  he  requires  to  purchase 
on  a  prairie  farm,  than  he  would  have  to  pay  south 
of  the  line.  Now,  that  is  quite  an  inducement  to 
a  young  man,  and  it  is  one  of  the  great  reasons  why 
immigrants  go  to  the  United  States  instead  of 
coming  to  Canada.  We  have  been  told  in  this 
debate  that  Great  Britain  is  our  market.  Now,  I 
contend  that  when  we  are  discussing  the  tariff  there 
are  some  articles  we  may  leave  out  altogether  when 
you  are  making  a  comparison  as  to  where  our 
natural  market  is.  So  far  as  beef  and  breadstufis 
are  concerned,  both  Canada  and  the  United  States 
export  those  articles  to  Great  Britain,  and  the 
British  market  regulates  the  price  of  those  articles. 
But  outside  of  those  two  articles,  where  do  we  find 
the  bulk  of  our  products  go  ?  Why  they  go  to 
the  United  States,  that  is  our  natural  market. 
Take  horses,  for  example.  Since  Confederation 
we  have  shipped  316,000  horses,  of  which  305,000 
went  to  the  United  States  and  only  5,478  to  Great 
Britain.  Why  is  this  ?  Because  we  do  not  raise 
the  kind  of  horses  they  want  in  Great  Britain,  arid 
if  we  did  raise  them,  and  if  we  had  Imperial  Fede¬ 
ration,  and  Great  Britain  discriminated  in  favour 
of  her  colonies,  the  whole  British  market  would 
not  consume  the  horses  we  have  to  export  an¬ 
nually.  A  couple  of  years  ago  we  exported 
to  the  United  States  some  16,000  horses,  and  we 
find  from  the  trade  returns  of  Great  Britain  that 
last  year  the  total  imports  of  horses  into  that 
country  only  amounted  to  13,000.  Therefore,  if  we 
had  the  British  market  to  ourselves  they  would  not 
require  all  our  surplus  horses  for  years.  We  have 
been  forcing  these  horses  into  the  United  States 
under  a  20  per  cent  tariff,  while  we  had  free  trade 
with  Great  Britain.  Now  the  United  States  impose  a 
specific  duty  of  $30,  and  our  best  horses  are  still 
climbing  that  high  tariff  wall,  although  we 
have  free  trade  with  Great  Britain,  showing  that 
the  United  States  is  our  natural  market  for  horses. 
Now,  I  will  come  to  the  egg  question,  which, 
although  some  people  look  upon  it  as  a  small 
industry,  still  is  a  very  important  one  to  many  of 
our  farmers.  The  farmers  of  Canada  know  well 
that  their  eggs,  as  a  rule,  will  pay  their'  grocery 
bills,  and  that  is  a  very  important  item  for  them. 
Until  1889  we  shipped  12,000,000  dozens  of  eggs 
yearly  to  the  United  States,  and  we  did  not  ship 
any  to  Great  Britain.  Since  the  McKinley  Bill 
imposed  a  duty  of  five  cents  a  dozen  on  our  eggs,  it 
is  true  that  some  of  our  eggs  have  gone  to  Great 
Britain,  but  the  egg  dealers  without  exception  give 
evidence  against  the  British  market  for  our  eggs, 
the  American  market  still  remains  our  natural 
market  for  this  article,  and  we  still  ship  more  eggs 
to  the  United  States,  even  paying  5  cents  a  duty 
per  dozen,  than  we  do  to  Great  Britain.  I 
have  heard  it  stated  that  the  price  of  eggs  was 
no  lower  on  account  of  the  McKinley  tariff,  that 
the  lowest  average  price  last  season  was  10  cents 
per  dozen.  I  think  the  lowest  price  under  the 
McKinley  tariff  has  been  10  cents.  That  does  not, 
however,  prove  anything.  The  lowest  average 
price  paid  for  eggs  in  Michigan  was  14  cents  per 
dozen,  while  10  cents  was  the  lowest  average  price 
in  Canada.  One  cent  per  dozen  would  place  them 
on  the  market,  and  this  shows  a  loss  of  three  cents 
per  dozen  because  we  have  not  the  American 
market.  Of  sheep,  we  shipped  in  1889  244,000  to 
the  United  States,  and  47,000  to  Great  Britain, 
Mr.  Watson. 


the  duty  being  75  cents  for  lambs  and  $1.50  for 
sheep.  Of  wool,  we  shipped  to  the  United  States 
1,000,000  lbs.,  and  none  to  Great  Britain,  the  duty 
being  12  cents  per  lb.  It  may  be  said  that  we 
cannot  control  the  McKinley  Act,  but  I  am  satis¬ 
fied  that  if  proper  representations  are  made  to  the 
Americans  we  can  secure  a  large  measure  of 
reciprocity  with  the  United  States,  not  only 
to  the  benefit  of  the  people  of  Canada  but 
those  of  the  United  States  as  well.  But 
there  are  certain  matters  over  which  we  possess 
control,  and  there  are  certain  articles  from,  which 
we  can  remove  the  duty.  By  taking  off  the  duty 
on  binding  twine  we  can  save  our  farmers  $450,000 
annually  and  only  lose  $6,000  of  revenue.  Take 
coal  oil ;  we  use  15,000,000  gallons,  5,000,000  gal¬ 
lons  being  imported.  The  duty  paid  on  the 
imported  oil,  which  is  of  the  value  of  $498,279,  is 
$365,131.  On  the  total  of  15,000,000  gallons  there 
is  three  times  that  amount  of  duty,  or  on  the 
10,000,000  gallons  of  oil  we  refine  in  Canada  under 
a  strong  combination  that  contx-ols  the  output,, 
these  men  put  in  their  pockets  on  account  of  that 
tax  on  oil  $730,000  a  year.  It  can  be  shown  that 
only  one-third  of  the  taxes  collected  on  any  article 
goes  into  the  public  treasury,  and  that  two-thirds 
find  their  way  into  the  pockets  of  the  manufac¬ 
turers,  refiners  or  combinations.  Accordingly,  as 
the  member  for  Assiniboia  (Mr.  Davin)  said  last 
night,  not  to-night,  the  Government  should  inter¬ 
fere  and  reduce  1  he  duties.  Coal  oil  is  consumed 
almost  entirely  by  the  farmers  and  labouring 
classes,  because  in  towns  and  cities  the  electric 
light  is  largely  used  ;  and,  therefore,  these  15,000,- 
000  gallons  of  oil  are  used  almost  entirely 
by  farmers  and  labourers.  We  were  told  a 
year  ago  that  the  duty  did  not  increase  the 
price,  and  during  the  elections  of  that  time,, 
at  the  last  general  election,  we  weTe  told 
that  everything  was  cheaper  in  1891  than  in 
1878.  That  proves  nothing.  What  we  desire  to 
know  is  what  the  piices  would  be  if  the  duties  were 
remo\  ed.  When  the  duties  were  lowered  on  sugar, 
the  people  found  that  the  Conservative  party  had 
deceived  them  before  the  elections,  because  when 
the  duty  was  reduced  on  sugar  the  people  got  it^ 
cheaper.  I  claim  that  we  can  wipe  the  duty  entirely 
off  sugar  and  be  better  off  for  doing  so.  I  shall  be 
asked  what  about  the  refiners.  I  would  provide 
not  only  for  them  but  for  the  people  employed  in 
their  establishments,  and  even  then  we  should  be 
better  off  than  we  are  to-day.  It  is  estimated  that 
we  consume  annually  200,000,000  lbs.  of  sugar.  All 
our  sugar  is  over  14  Dutch  standard  and  it  is  sub¬ 
jected  to  T%  of  a  cent  per  lb.  duty.  We  have  practi¬ 
cally  shut  off  all  trade  with  Jamaica  on  account  of 
this  duty.  The  Americans  admit  all  sugar  under 
16  Dutch  standard  free  and  sugars  over  16  Dutch 
at  h  a  cent  per  lb. ,  and  we  therefore  impose  yV  of  a 
cent  more  and  do  not  admit  as  high  grades  free. 
So  all  our  sugar  has  to  be  refined  before  it  can 
be  sold  to  the  consumer,  for  all  under  No.  14  is 
unfit  for  human  food.  I  say  we  pay  yV  of  a  cent 
more  per  lb.  for  sugar  than  do  the  Americans.  Take 
200,000,000  lbs.  at  yV  of  a  cent  per  lb.  and  you  have 
$600,000.  1  believe  that  between  500  and  600 

people  are  employed  by  the  sugar  refineries,  and  I 
|  would  pursue  the  policy  of  superannuating  them,, 
giving  each  $500  per  year  during  natural  life.  600 
men  at  $500  would  take  $300,000.  Then  about  12 
I  men  own  these  refineries.  You  could  not  expect 
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to  satisfy  them  with  a  small  amount,  but  suppose 
they  each  received  $25,000  a  year,  that  would 
make  $300,000,  or  a  total  expense  of  $600,000 
to  provide  liberally  to  all  employed  in  the 
sugar  industry.  200,000,000  lbs.  of  sugar  at  A  °f 
a  cent  represents  $1,600, 000.  So  by  wiping  out  the 
sugar  refineries  and  by  pensioning  the  owners  and 
the  employes  at  a  total  cost  of  $600,000  yearly, 
we  would  have  sugar  as  cheap  as  it  is  to-day  and 
$1,000, 000  annually  placed  in  the  treasury.  Or,  if 
sugar  were  made  free,  the  people  would  obtain  it 
at  a  much  cheaper  rate  than  they  do  to-day.  The 
hon.  gentleman  referred  to  the  prosperity  of  railways 
and  it  is  desirable  that  these  matters  should  be 
d  iscussed.  Rail ways  have  been  prosperous  in  Canada 
and  are  prosperous  to-day,  because  they  enjoy  free 
trade  and  they  are  about  the  only  enterprises  that 
do  enjoy  free  trade.  On  the  other  hand,  take  Canadian 
shipping.  On  the  great  lakes  our  shipping  has  not  free 
trade  and  what  is  the  result  ?  Only  5  per  cent  of  the 
lake  trade  is  carried  in  Canadian  bottoms.  No 
better  proof  of  the  advantage  that  could  be  afforded 
by  reciprocity  can  be  adduced  than  that  which 
would  follo\v  free  trade  in  shipping.  The  member 
for  West  Assiniboia  (Mr.  Davin)  mentioned  that 
there  were  good  crops  and  he  wondered  what 
the  people  would  do  without  the  Conservative  party. 
One  would  imagine  that  they  controlled  everything, 
and  that  they  alone  would  give  subsidies  to  rail¬ 
ways,  to  harbours  and  other  public  works.  It 
must,  however,  be  remembered  that  it  is  the  public 
money  that  is  expended,  and  if  a  Liberal  Govern¬ 
ment  were  in  power  the  country  would  undoubtedly 
possess  as  many  miles  of  railway  as  there  are  to-day. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Both well).  We  might  not  have  six 
miles  built  to  a  saw-mill. 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  Because  you  would  not  have  a 
saw-mill  to  which  to  build  a  railway. 

Mr.  WATSON.  The  hon.  gentleman  suggested 
that  more  miles  of  railway  have  been  built  in  Man¬ 
itoba  than  would  have  been  the  case  if  a  Liberal 
Government  were  in  power.  But  the  Liberal 
Government  never  restricted  railway  building,  and 
I  am  well  aware  how  the  people  of  the  North- 
West  suffered  for  years  on  account  of  the  railway 
policy  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  The  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  spoke  of  public  opinion,  and  public  opinion 
had  left  the  Opposition  in  reduced  circumstances 
so  far  as  numbers  were  concerned.  I  have  no 
doubt  that  before  this  Parliament  is  ended  that 
hon.  gentlemen  will  find  that  the  Opposition  is  a 
pretty  lively  corpse.  A  year  ago  the  hon.  member 
from  Assiniboia  (Mr.  Davin)  was  not  quite  as  solid 
a  supporter  of  the  Government  as  he  is  to-day. 

Mr.  DAVIN.  Just  as  solid. 

Mr.  WATSON.  I  do  not  think  so.  I  think 
that  the  hon.  gentleman  delivered  a  speech  in  this 
House  that  rather  reflected  on  the  Government 
which  is  now  in  power. 

Mr.  DAVIN.  On  immigration. 

Mr.  WATSON.  The  speech  that  he  delivered 
was  a  general  condemnation  of  the  Premier  down 
to  the  humblest  member  of  the  party.  There  may 
be  reasons  for  his  change.  The  hon.  gentleman  as 
he  stated  did  stump  in  the  county  of  South  Perth, 
and  he  claimed  to  be  an  Independent  there  and  to  be 
one  of  the  men  who  was  sufficiently  independent 
when  owning  and  controlling  a  paper  in  Regina  to 
criticise  the  action  of  the  Government.  We  have 


heard  him  state  repeatedly  in  this  House  that  he 
did  not  control  that  paper,  but  we  find  by  the  Public 
Accounts  that  there  are  probably  certain  reasons 
I  why  he  should  be  a  supporter  of  the  Government 
'  of  the  day.  In  South  Perth  he  boasted  of  control¬ 
ling  that  paper,  but  in  the  House  of  Commons  I 
think  I  heard  him  deny  it.  However  I  felt  satis¬ 
fied  that  if  the  hon.  member  for  Assiniboia  (Mr. 
Davin)  did  not  criticise  the  Government,  his  con¬ 
stituents  knowing  that  he  did  control  it  would  not 
have  sent  him  to  represent  them  in  Parliament. 
We  know  that  he  had  to  pledge  himself  to  the- 
people.  He  told  us  last  night  that  he  had  to  pledge 
himself  that  he  would  declare  in  the  House  that 
the  tax  on  binding  twine  should  be  removed,  and  I 
have  no  doubt  that  he  had  to  pledge  himself  also 
to  vote  for  taking  the  duty  off  agricultural  imple¬ 
ments. 

Mr.  DAVIN.  No. 

Mr.  WATSON.  If  not  his  next  neighbour  did. 

I  know  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Assiniboia  (Mr. 
Davin)  had  to  pledge  himself  on  the  temperance 
question  ;  he  had  to  make  several  pledges  to  the 
electors,  and  that  being  the  ease  I  do  not  think  that 
he  has  treated  his  people  well  when  he  comes  here 
to-night  and  eulogizes  the  Government  and  their 
policy.  I  do  hope  that  the  Government  have  not 
done  as  the  Minister  of  Finance  has  stated,  and 
have  given  up  all  hopes  of  having  a  reciprocity 
treaty  with  the  United  States.  So  far  as  I  am 
concerned  I  would  like  to  see  free  trade  with  the 
world  and  direct  taxation.  Some  hon.  gentlemen 
whistled  across  the  House,  and  I  feel  satisfied  that 
if  we  had  direct  taxation  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
would  not  have  so  much  money  io  squander  as  they 
have  to-day.  Their  policy  is  a  system  of  legalized 
robbery  in  taking  a  man’s  money  out  of  his  pocket 
when  he  does  not  know  it.  If  I  have  $100  in  my 
pocket,  and  a  highway  robber  puts  a  pistol  to  my 
head  and  says  :  I  want  $50,  I  will  probably  give  it 
to  him  if  I  think  the  gun  is  loaded,  but  if  I  can  get 
that  man  arrested  he  will  be  placed  in  gaol ;  where¬ 
as  the  highway  robbery  practised  by  the  manufac¬ 
turers  or  combines  is  protected  by  legislation.  They 
take  our  money  and  they  give  us  no  more  in  return 
for  it  than  does  the  highway  robber.  I  can  easily 
understand  that  the  Minister  of  Finance  did 
not  want  a  reciprocity  treaty  with  the  United 
States,  for  if  he  got  it  he  would  not  know  what  to 
do  with  it,  and  I  also  believe  that  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  would  not  know  how  to  run*  elections  if 
they  had  free  trade,  because  they  require  to  have 
the  manufacturers’  subscriptions  at  their  back.  I 
do  not  believe  that  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  have 
been  honest  in  attempting  to  get  reciprocity  with 
the  United  States,  for  I  am  of  opinion  that  unre¬ 
stricted  reciprocity  could  be  secured  if  proper  repre¬ 
sentations  were  made  to  the  neighbouring  Republic. 

I  am  satisfied  that  the  people  of  the  States  want  a 
great  many  articles  that  we  produce,  that  we  want 
a  great  deal  that  they  produce,  and  that  mutual 
reciprocity  would  be  advantageous  to  both.  While 
we  have  a  high  tariff  Minister  of  Finance  on  the 
Canadian  side  and  a  high  tariff  McKinley  on  the 
American  side,  we  cannot  expect  to  reduce  the 
tariff  wall.  I  do  hope  that  the  Government  will  not 
stand  by  the  statement  made  by  the  Minister  of 
Finance,  that  he  had  no  hope  for  reciprocity. 

Mr.  FAIRBAIRN.  Yes,  we  will. 
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Mr.  WATSON.  I  believe  that  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  from  South  Victoria  (Mr.  Fairbairn)  will,  but 
I  noticed  last  night  that  he  did  not  repeat  his 
speech  of  a  year  ago  on  the  binding  twine  question. 
Not  a  man  on  the  other  side  of  the  House  defended 
the  exactions  of  the  Government  in  exacting  taxes 
from  the  people  for  binding  twine. 

Mr.  FAIRBAIRN.  It  w  as  not  worth  while. 

Mr.  WATSON.  Probably  they  have  had  an 
intimation  that  the  Government  wrill  take  the  duty 
off  twine,  arid  I  have  no  doubt  that  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  from  South  Victoria  (Mr.  Fairbairn)  along 
w  ith  others  was  tied  up  last  night  by  a  piece  of 
binding  twine  and  was  not  allowed  to  speak.  The 
hon.  member  for  Assiniboia  (Mr.  Davin,)  spoke 
about  the  lunatic  asylums  in  some  constituencies 
being  filled  up,  but  I  felt  satisfied  after  hearing  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  member  to-night  that  the  lunatic 
asylums  in  his  part  of  the  country  must  have  been 
filled  up,  and  that  there  was  no  more  room  there. 
Without  further  occupying  the  time  of  the  House, 
Mr.  Speaker,  I  will  now  take  my  seat. 

Mr.  McMILLAN  (Huron).  I  beg  to  move  the 
adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  wish  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House,  that  both  last  week  and  again  to-night,  an 
arrangement  was  made  with  the  leader  of  the  Op¬ 
position  that  we  should  finish  the  debate  at  a  rea¬ 
sonable  hour  to-night.  Ido  not  see  the  leader  of  the 
Opposition  here,  but  1  have  no  doubt  that  such 
information  was  given  to  me  after  consultation 
with  his  •  colleagues.  Therefore  1  think  that  the 
hon.  gentleman  had  better  go  on  and  make  his 
speech. 

Mr.  McMILLAN  (Huron).  There  are  two  or 
three  of  us  to  speak  on  this  side  yet  and  we  ought 
to  be  allowed  a  fair  opportunity.  If  the  House 
does  not  wish  to  adjourn  we  will  have  to  go  on. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  Was  the  under¬ 
standing  that  there  should  not  be,  any  more  dis¬ 
cussion,  or  that  Ave  should  go  into  Supply  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  That  we  should  close  at  an  early 
hour  to-night. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  We  can  discuss  the 
items  on  Supply.  When  any  motion  is  made  to  go 
into  Supply  the  whole  matter  can  be  brought  up 
again. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Certainly,  if  you  wish  to  bring 
it  up. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  That  will  be  in 
accordance  with  the  arrangement. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  The  arrangement  was  simply 
that  this  debate  on  what  is  called  the  Budget  would 
close  to-night  at  a  reasonable  hour. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  I  think  that  the  Minis¬ 
ter  of  Finance  informed  the  leader  of  the  Opposition, 
at  the  same  time,  that  nobody  on  that  side  would 
speak. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  think  not.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  is  quite  wrong  in  his  information. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman 
remembers  that  he  told  me  that  the  debate  would 
close  to-night  when  we  consented  to  an  early 
adjournment  the  other  night. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  I  know  that  the  Minis¬ 
ter  did  arrange  with  the  leader  of  the  Opposition 
Mr.  Watson. 


that  the  debate  should  close  at  this  sitting,  but  I 
understood  that  the  Minister  stated  that  no  one 
else  on  the  opposite  side  would  speak  on  this  sub¬ 
ject. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman  had 
better  finish  his  speech. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  The  hon.  gentleman 
can  make  his  speech  at  any  time  on  going  into 
Supply. 

Mr.  McMILLAN.  If  I  shall  be  allowed  to  speak 
on  going  into  Supply  I  would  rather  speak  at  an¬ 
other  time. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  House  again  resolved  itself 
into  Committee  of  Supply . 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Kingston  Penitentiary .  $162,753  49 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  I  notice  that  there  is 
an  increase  of  $13,339.  Will  the  hon.  gentleman 
say  how  this  increase  has  taken  place  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  There  are  several 
statutory  increases,  $1,060  for  keepers  and  $2,300 
for  guards.  But  the  principal  item  is  $15,000  for 
an  isolated  female  prison  and  a  new  criminal  lunatic 
asylum.  But  for  that  there  would  be  a  decrease 
in  the  estimate.  The  report  which  has  been  laid 
on  the  Table  of  the  House  shows  a  very  regrettable 
state  of  affairs  as  regards  the  lnnatic  asylum.  It 
is  the  only  asylum  for  criminal  lunatics  in  the 
Dominion,  and  it  is  supply  a  large  ward  in  the 
building  occupied  for  divers  other  purposes,  among 
others  for  a  flour  mill.  There  is  a  great  want  of 
exercise  and  employment  ;  of  outdoor  exercise 
there  is  none.  I  think  it  is  desirable  above  all  that 
a  lunatic  asylum  should  be  provided.  It  can  be 
constructed  on  the  penitentiary  property.  If  funds 
were  available,  I  should  like  very  much  to  erect  a 
prison  for  female  convicts,  who  are  likewise  congre¬ 
gated  in  that  penitentiary  from  all  parts  of  the 
country.  The  accommodation  for  them  is  only  in 
the  basement  of  the  building,  which  is  somewhat 
damp  and  gloomy,  and  not  at  all  the  kind  of  place 
for  convicts  of  that  description. 

Mr.  FLINT.  I  would  ,  ask  the  Government  if 
they  contemplate  carrying  out  any  of  the  sugges¬ 
tions  made  by  the  Inspector  of  Penitentiaries  in 
regal'd  to  the  establishment  of  a  prison  for  young 
criminals.  I  was  very  much  impressed  by  the 
arguments  of  the  inspector,  and  I  was  heartily  in 
sympathy  with  his  views. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  do  not  propose  to 
take  a  vote  for  that  service,  but  I  am  entirely  of  the 
opinion  the  inspector  has  expressed,  and  it  is  incum¬ 
bent  upon  Parliament  to  make  some  provision  for 
that.  I  propose  to  frame  a  scheme  for  an  institu¬ 
tion  of  that  kind,  and  have  it  ready  for  next  session, 
and  ask  for  a  vote  for  it. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  Is  the  decrease  in  the 
maintenance  due  to  a  decrease  in  the  number  of 
convicts  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  No  ;  it  is  a  reduction 
in  the  ordinary  expenses.  I  do  not  think  the  num¬ 
ber  of  convicts  is  less  or  likely  to  be  less. 

Committee  rose  and  reported  the  resolution. 
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REPORT  PRESENTED. 

Report  of  the  High  Commissioner  for  Canada. — 
Mr.  Foster.) 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON  moved  the  adjournment 
of  the  House. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  and  House  adjourned  at  1.05 
a.m.  (Wednesday). 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

* 

Wednesday,  30th  March,  1892. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  Three  o’clock. 

Prayers. 

CHARGES  AGAINST  JUDGE  ELLIOTT. 

Mr.  LISTER.  Understanding  that  objection 
would  be  taken  to  the  petition  which  was  presented 
the  other  day  from  Thomas  S.  Hobbs  and  others, 
praying  that  justice  may  be  done  with  reference  to 
certain  judgments  rendered  by  County  Court  Judge 
Elliott  under  the  Electoral  Franchise  Act,  and  in 
relation  to  certain  acts  of  partizanship  alleged  by 
them  to  have  been  committed  by  the  said  Judge 
Elliott,  I  beg  to  present  another  petition  praying 
that  the  matter  may  be  dealt  with  in  conformity 
with  law  and  justice.  I  beg  to  move,  seconded  by 
Mr.  Edgar,  that  the  petition  of  Thomas  S.  Hobbs 
and  others  be  now  received  and  read. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  I  am  inclined  to  think  that 
this  is  not  a  question  of  urgency  that  would  justify 
the  House  in  passing  this  motion  ;  however,  it  is 
for  the  House  to  say. 

Mr.  LISTER.  I  contend,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  it 
is  a  question  of  urgency.  It  is  unfair  Jo  Judge 
Elliott  that  these  charges  should  stand  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House  uninvestigated,  if  they  are  to 
be  investigated  at  all.  On  Tuesday  last,  I  think  it 
was,  a  petition  was  presented  making  certain 
charges  against  this  judge,  and  to-day  in  the 
regular  course  that  petition  would  be  received  and 
read.  But  an  intimation  was  received  by  me  that 
the  petition  was  informal,  for  the  reason  that  it 
contained  no  names  upon  the  page  containing  the 
prayer.  I,  therefore,  present  to-day  another  peti¬ 
tion,  in  order  that  as  little  time  as  possible  may 
be  lost,  and  I  think,  in  the  interest  of  Judge  Elliott 
and  in  the  interest  of  the  whole  community,  that 
these  proceedings  should  be  carrried  on  as  rapidly 
as  possible.  I  think  the  new^  petition  which  I  pre¬ 
sent  to-day  should  stand,  as  far  as  this  House  is 
concerned,  in  the  position  of  the  old  one,  and  that 
it  should  now  be  read,  and  a  copy  of  it  forwarded 
to  the  judge  for  his  answer.  A  charge  against  a 
judge  is,  of  course,  a  matter  of  very  grave  import¬ 
ance,  and  the  authorities  lay  it  down  that  it  should 
be  proceeded  with  without  any  delay,  because  it 
is  a  matter  affecting  the  dignity  and  honour  of  the 
judiciary  of  the  country. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  do  not  understand 
that  the  hon.  gentleman  claims  this  to  be  at  all  a 
matter  of  privilege. 

Mr.  LISTER.  No. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  Then  that  disposes 
of  the  question  of  urgency,  which  is  about  the  only 


question.  All  the  business  on  the  Paper  is  urgent  ; 
but  besides  that,  the  only  ground  put  forward  for 
the  claim  of  urgency  is  that  the  matter  is 
urgent  to  Judge  Elliott.  The  House  has  other  im¬ 
portant  business  to  attend  to  which  is  equally 
urgent  toother  public  functionaries,  and  I  am  afraid 
that  Judge  Elliott  w  ill  have  to  wait  his  turn.  I  agree 
with  the  hon.  gentleman  that  this  is  a  matter  of 
very  grave  importance,  inasmuch  as  it  affects  the 
position  of  a  judge,  but  that  is  no  reason  why  the 
rules  of  Parliament  should  be  dispensed  with.  On 
the  contrary,  I  think  it  is  most  desirable  that  the 
rules  of  the  House  should  be  observed. 

Mr.  LISTER.  I  move,  seconded  by  Mr.  Edgar  : 

That  the  petition  of  Thomas  S.  Hobbs  and  others  be 
printed,  and  a  copy  thereof  be  at  once  sent  to  Mr.  Elliott,. 
Judge  of  the  County  of  Middlesex. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  This  motion  seems  to  me  to  be 
in  the  same  position  as  the  other.  The  petition  has 
not  yet  been  received. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  The  object  of  this  mo¬ 
tion — I  cannot  conceive  of  any  other — is  to  prevent 
an  examination  of  the  petition  for  the  purpose  of 
seeing  wdiether  it  conforms  to  the  rules  of  the  House. 
A  petition  was  presented  which  it  wras  found  did 
not  conform  to  the  rules  of  the  House,  and  on  that 
ground  it  was  asked  that  the  rules  be  dispensed 
with.  I  think  it  is  equally  desirable  that  this  peti¬ 
tion  should  be  found  to  be  formal. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  I  do  not  see  why  the  printing  of 
the  petition  should  not  go  on. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  It  has  not  been  re¬ 
ceived  by  the  House. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  It  has  not  been  received,  and, 
therefore,  it  is  not  in  that  sense  before  the  House, 
but  it  has  been  presented  by  an  hon.  member,  and 
certainly  the  House,  if  it  desires  to  expedite  the 
business,  could  order  the  petition  to  be  printed. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  There  is  another  objection  to 
this  motion  which  I  did  not  mention  at  the  mo¬ 
ment,  because  I  thought  the  one  I  mentioned  w^as 
sufficient.  This  is  a  motion  for  the  printing  of  a 
paper,  and  the  ordinary  course  is  to  move  that  it 
be  referred  to  the  Printing  Committee  and  be 
dealt  with  by  that  committee.  This  is  an  addi 
tional  objection  to  the  one  I  have  already  stated. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  It  seems  to  me,  Mr.  Speaker, 
that  you  should  reserve  your  judgment  on  this 
point,  because  I  think  there  are  precedents  to  the 
contrary.  At  all  events,  this  is  a  petition  against 
a  judge,  and  the  law  is  for  this  Parliament  as  well 
as  for  others;  and  if  the  objection  is  taken,  there 
is  nothing  to  be  done  but  to  follow  the  rules  of  the 
House. 

Mr.  LISTER.  In  the  two  or  three  cases  which 
have  conie  before  this  House  since  1867,  the  usual 
practice  has  been  to  move  that  the  papers  be 
printed  and  copies  forwarded  to  the  gentleman 
against  whom  the  accusation  is  made. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  It  seems  to  me  that 
we  should  not  print  and  send  to  a  person  accused  a 
petition  which  has  not  been  received.  For  that 
reason  I  think  it  important  that  the  rules  should  be 
observed. 

PRIVATE  BILLS. 

Mr.  CAMERON  moved  for  leave  to  introduce 
a  Bill  respecting  the  Ontario  Pacific  Railway  Co. 
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Mr.  SPEAKER.  I  have  not  been  furnished  by 
the  examiner  with  a  statement  that  this  Bill  can  be 
presented,  and  I  would  require  that  from  the  Bill 
examiner  before  it  can  be  introduced,  it  being  a 
private  Bill. 

Mr.  GUILE ET  moved  : 

That  the  petition  presented  to-day  on  behalf  of  the 
Cobourg  and  Northumberland  Pacific  Railway  Co.be  read 
and  received. 

He  said  :  It  is  urgent  that  the  petition  should  be 
received  to-day,  as  the  time  expires  on  Friday. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  I  would  like  to  know  whether 
this  is  in  order. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  It  is  not,  strictly  speaking, 
in  order  if  objection  is  taken.  The  only  ground  I 
think  on  which  the  House  would  receive  the  mo¬ 
tion  is  that  the  time  is  about  to  expire. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  As  a  motion  which  I  had  the 
honour  of  seconding  has  been  ruled  out  of  order,  I 
must  take  the  point  of  order  in  this  ease. 

MESSAGE  FROM  HIS  EXCELLENCY. 

Mr.  TUPPER  presented  a  Message  from  His 
Excellency  the  Governor  General. 

Mr.  SPEAKER  read  the  Message,  as  follows  : — 
Stanley  of  Preston. 

The  Governor  General  transmits  to  the  House  of  Com" 
mons,  further  papers  respecting  the  Fisheries  on  th® 
Pacific  Coast,  including  the  separate  arrangement  pro 
posed  to  be  entered  into  by  Newfoundland  with  thw 
United  States,  and  also  the  enforcement  by  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  Newfoundland  against  Canadian  vessels  of  the 
Newfoundland  Bait  Act. 

Government  House, 

Ottawa,  30th  March,  1892. 

I.C.R.—  ARRANGEMENT  WITH  C..P.R. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  asked,  What  was  the 
.amount  paid  by  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  to 
the  Intercolonial  Railway,  for  the  year  ending, 
29th  February,  1892,  on  tickets  collected  on  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  betwen  Halifax  and  St. 
John  ?  What  was  paid  for  the  same  year,  for  car 
mileage  between  Halifax  and  St.  John,  by  the 
Intercolonial  Railway  to  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  The  Canadian  Pacific  Rail¬ 
way  extends  no  farther  east  than  St.  J ohn,  and 
therefore  nothing  could  be  paid  on  tickets  collected 
on  that  railway  between  Halifax  and  St.  John. 
With  regard  to  the  second  part  of  the  enquiry,  the 
amount  for  car  mileage  between  Halifax  and  St. 
John  paid  by  the  Intercolonial  Railway  to  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  for  the  year  ending  29th 
February,  1892,  was  $22,371.28,  and  the  amount 
received  for  the  same  time  from  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  for  the  use  of  cars  running  on  that  rail¬ 
way  was  $13,037. 

ACTIVE  MILITIA. 

Mr.  HUGHES  moved  for  : 

Return  showing: — 1.  The  corps  of  the  Active  Militia 
of  Canada  that  have  been  drilled  (a)  annually  :  (6)  bien¬ 
nially ,  and  (c)  triennially,  in  the  period  1889-1891  inclusive. 
2.  The  number  of  qualified  combatant  officers  in  each 
corps.  3.  The  number  of  provisionally  appointed  officers 
in  each  corps,  specifying  those  whose  period  for  qualifica¬ 
tion  has  expired.  4.  The  name,  length  of  service  and  age 
of  each  commanding  officer  upwards  of  sixty  years  of  age. 
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5.  The  actual  strength  of,  and  number  of  enlistments  in, 
during  the  year  1891,  each  of  the  permanent  corps,  locat¬ 
ed  in  Ontario,  Quebec  and  New  Brunswick. 

He  said  :  In  bringing  this  motion  before  the  House, 

I  do  so  at  the  request  of  a  large  number  of  militia 
officers  of  Canada.  I  have  received  letters  from 
almost  every  province  of  the  Dominion  containing 
suggestions  with  regard  to  the  force,  and  these 
suggestions  I  shall  briefly  endeavour  to  put  before 
the  House.  I  may  say  i  have  no  intention  what¬ 
ever  of  finding  fault  with  the  past  management  of 
the  Militia  Department.  The  former  Minister  of 
Militia  and  his  predecessors  found  themselves,  on 
taking  office,  fettered,  in  a  certain  sense,  by  the 
condition  in  which  they  found  the  department 
when  they  returned  to  office  in  1879.  The  policy 
of  the  late  Minister  in  encouraging  the  force,  in 
developing  rifle  shooting,  and  in  encouraging  the 
militia  in  every  way  consistent  with  the  amount  of 
money  at  his  disposal,  would  preclude  my  casting 
any  reflections  on  the  department  on  his  account. 
More  than  that,  the  conduct  of  the  late  Minister 
during  the  campaign  of  1885,  will  for  all  time 
merit  for  him  the  approval  of  the  people.  The 
present  Minister  of  Militia  is  an  old  personal 
friend  of  mine,  he  is  new  in  the  office,  and 
therefore  I  can  have  no  object  in  making  any 
reflections  on  him.  I  had  the  pleasure  of  drilling 
under  the  present  Minister  of  Militia  nearly 
a  quarter  of  a  century  ago',  and  I  know  from 
past  experience  he  is  in  every  sense  a  thorough 
militiaman.  Nor  have  I  any  desire  to  reflect  on 
the  departmental  and  staff  officers  throughout  the 
Dominion.  I  simply  wish  to  take  the  case  as  it  is 
and  present  the  ideas  of  militia  officers,  with  the 
sole  object  of  improving  the  force  in  any  way  we 
can,  with  the  same  expenditure,  or  a  greater 
expenditure  if  necessary.  A  slight  review  of  the 
force  may  not  be  out  of  place.  In  1866,  the  old 
rifle  companies  were  reorganized  and  battalions 
formed  throughout  the  Dominion.  These  corps 
were  drilled  during  1867,  1868,  and  1869,  and  up 
to  1875  in  brigade  camps.  Then  we  had  the  whole 
force  annually  drilled,  and  it  was  one  of  which  any 
young  country  might  be  proud.  Unfortunately  for 
the  militia  force,  the  Reform  party  came  into 
power  in  1874,  and  their  policy  at  once  began  to 
show  itself.  The  aim  then,  and  it  was  successfully 
carried  out,  seemed  to  be  to  do  away  with  the  rural 
battalions,  limit  the  city  and  town  companies,  and 
establish  a  small  standing  army.  W  hen  the  Conser¬ 
vative  party  returned  to  power  in  1879,  they 
found  the  force  almost  entirely  demoralized,  the  old 
military  schools  closed  up,  and  the  force  in  a  very 
weak  condition.  The  second  part  of  the  motion 
asks  for  a  return  of  the  qualified  officers 
in  the  force.  In  the  old  days  of  the  military 
schools,  we  found  the  militia  force  well  officered 
by  well  qualified  men.  There  was  scarcely  a 
company  which  had  not  all  the  commissioned 
officers  qualified,  and  many  of  the  non-com.  and 
even  privates.  The  cause  of  this  is  to  be  found  in 
the  schools.  Now,  in  presenting  a  view  adverse  to 
the  present  system,  I  do  not  wish  to  be  understood 
as  saying  that  our  present  military  schools  have 
not  done  some  good,  but  I  do  say  that  the  same 
expenditure  of  money  might  have  resulted  much 
more  advantageously  to  the  force.  We  find  in 
them  that  the  basis  is  rank  and  not  knowledge.  I 
shall  just  illustrate  this  by  taking  two  brothers, 
possessed  of  equal  knowledge  and  proficiency  and 
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equal  in  every  respect.  One  happens  to  be 
provisional  captain,  knowing  just  as  little 
about  drill  as  does  the  other,  who  happens  to 
be  a  sergeant.  These  two  go  to  school.  What  do 
we  find  ?  We  find  the  one  who  wears  the  sergeant’s 
uniform  is  relegated  to  the  sergeant’s  mess  and  drills 
with  the  sergeants,  while  his  brother,  who  wears 
an  officer’s  uniform,  messes  with  the  officers  and  is 
given  double  pay  and  allowances  compared 
with  the  non-com.  We  find  in  the  school 
they  wear  their  different  uniforms,  their  mess  is 
different,  and  their  lodging  is  different.  One  has 
all  the  luxuries  of  an  officer,  and  the  other  has  to 
put  up  with  the  skilly  and  other  discomforts 
of  the  private  soldier.  But  the  greatest  possible 
objection  to  the  whole  is  that,  on  leaving  the  school, 
the  non-com.  has  to  leave,  no  matter  what  his  pro¬ 
ficiency  may  be,  with  his  non-com.  certificate,  while 
his  brother  may  acquire  a  commissioned  officer’s  cer¬ 
tificate.  Under  the  old  system,  one  which  a  great 
many  militia  officers  maintain  should  be  again  re¬ 
vived  ,  the  basis  was  not  rank  but  military  proficiency. 
Whether  a  man  was  a  provisional  captain  or  a  ser¬ 
geant,  all  entered  the  school  on  an  equal  footing. 
A  non-com.  officer  wore  the  same  uniform  as  a 
militia  lieutenant-colonel.  In  other  words,  they 
were  treated  as  cadets,  all  aiming  to  acquire  certi¬ 
ficates.  We  found  in  those  days  that  all  men  were 
taught  alike,  they  all  had  to  pass  the  same  exam¬ 
ination,  and  certificates  were  issued  on  the  basis  of 
military  knowledge  and  not  of  rank.  Their  uni¬ 
forms  were  the  same.  There  was  no  full  dress 
regulation  in  force  then.  I  have  a  number  of  let¬ 
ters  from  military  men  in  the  different  districts 
stating  that  they  have  been  unable  to  afford  the 
money  for  the  purchase  of  full  dress  uniforms  which 
are  now  required  for  young  men  coming  from  these 
schools.  We  all  remember  that,  in  the  old  days, 
we  would  see  thousands  of  volunteers  in  brigade 
camps,  and  scarcely  a  full  dress  uniform  amongst 
the  officers,  and  yet  those  men  were  as  com¬ 
petent  to  face  the  music  and  go  to  the 
front  as  those  who  can  afford  to  buy  full  dress 
uniforms.  I  am  not  saying  anything  against 
those  who  can  afford  to  buy  them,  but  I 
think  those  who  cannot  slioiild  not  be  placed  in  the 
position  they  are.  We  had  some  excellent  men  who 
marched  through  the  trenches  at  Batoche  wearing 
white  kid  gloves,  and  we  had  others  who  marched 
through  those  same  trenches  in  their  shirt 
sleeves,  and  those  who  were  in  their  shirt  sleeves 
were  no  less  able  to  perform  their  duty  than  those 
who  wore  kid  gloves.  Under  the  old  system  a  man 
might  apply  to  enter  the  military  school  at  any  time, 
and,  by  applying  to  his  commanding  officer  and  the 
commander  of  his  district,  might  obtain  an  entrance. 
Under  the'present  system,  there  is  great  difficulty 
for  the  young  men  to  enter  at  the  time  when  these 
military  schools  are  being  held,  which  are  the  very 
times  when  they  are  required  to  be  busy  on  their 
farms.  In  short  under  thepresent  system, it  is  almost 
impossible  for  these  men  to  get  there  at  the  times 
which  are  suitable  for  them.  Under  the  old  system, 
a  student  at  a  military  school  might  board  in  any 
part  of  the  city  or  town  where  it  was  held,  but 
under  the  present  regime  the  officers  and  the 
non-commissioned  officers  attending  these  schools 
are  obliged  to  board  in  the  barracks  and 
to  undergo  all  the  discipline  of  the  institution. 
The  system  of  boarding  out  allows  a  much  larger 
number  to  attend  the  schools  than  can  now 


attend  them.  One  of  the  chief  excuses  offered 
by  those  in  charge  of  the  schools  at  pr  esent  is  that 
they  can  only  take  a  certain  number  at  a  certain 
time,  and  when  the  number  of  applicants  exceeds 
the  amount  of  accommodation,  they  have  to  wait 
until  others  pass  out  of  the  school,  thus  preventing 
entirely  their  attendance.  Under  the  old  system, 
a  man  at  the  completion  of  his  term  was  allowed 
$50,  and  in  the  old  days  he  wa  allowed  $100,  being 
$50  extra  for  a  first  class  certificate,  but  now  there 
is  no  such  allowance.  I  had  the  privilege  of  attend¬ 
ing  the  school  under  the  old  29th  Regiment,  but  I 
have  seen  men  who  have  never  attended  a  school 
who  were  quite  as  successful  in  carrying  out  then- 
duties  as  men  who  passed  through  the  schools, 
having  passed  before  what  we  called  in  the  old 
days  the  Volunteer  Boards.  Many  of  those  are  in 
the  force  to-day  and  are  ornaments  to  it.  At  that 
time  they  were  examined  according  to  their  pro¬ 
ficiency  in  the  field,  but  that  is  not  carried  on  now 
to  the  same  extent.  Then  an  impetus  was  given 
to  young  men  to  study  military  business  at  home, 
but  now  no  such  impetus  is  given  to  a  man  to 
develop  his  military  drill.  We  find  that  the 
number  of  officers  who  pass  these  schools  is 
year  by  year  becoming  limited,  and  at  the 
present  time,  looking  over  the  militia  list,  I 
think  it  will  be  found  that  not  one-third 
of  our  officers  are  qualified  to  command  an 
ordinary  company.  In  the  old  days,  there  was 
scarcely  a  company  that  had  not  every  officer  quali¬ 
fied,  besides  a  large  number  of  non-commissioned 
officers.  I  was  drilled  in  the  ranks  under  Colonel 
Bo  well,  the  present  Minister  of  Militia,  but  I  held 
a  military  school  certificate,  and  I  remember 
others  did  also.  There  is  another  matter  to 
which  I  desire  to  call  attention,  and  that  is  as  to 
the  manner  in  which  the  camps  are  conducted  at 
the  present  time.  Formerly,  the  corps  w  ere  drilled 
annually,  but,  since  the  annual  drills  have  been 
done  away  with,  and  a  small  standing  army  has 
been  built  up,  the  result  has  not  been  so  good.  It 
is  true  that  there  has  been  an  attempt  to  return,  to 
a  certain  extent,  to  the  old  system  of  annual 
drilling,  but  they  leave  out  the  rural  corps,  and  some 
of  them  are  not  drilled  more  than  once  in  two  years, 
and  sometimes  once  in  three  years.  What  kind  of 
force  can  be  kept  up  when  the  men  are  not  taken 
away  for  drill  more  than  once  in  three  years  ?  They 
go  home  after  their  brigade  drill,  and  their  muskets 
are  put  away,  and  according  to  the  ordinary  death 
rate,  many  of  the  volunteers  must  pass  awray  into 
another  land  before  they  are  called  upon  for  the 
next  drill.  The  burdens  that  are  thrown  on  the 
officers,  of  taking  out  the  rural  corps  once 
in  two  or  three  years,  are  enormous.  Only 
those  who  have  to  keep  up  a  rural  corps 
know  the  expense  and  trouble  which  it  involves  to 
keep  that  corps  up  under  this  system.  I  have  seen 
brigade  camps,  and  others  have  seen  them  also, 
in  which  the  commanding  officers  were  stand¬ 
ing  around  unable  to  drill  their  own  battalions, 
and  drill  sergeants  were  sent  to  instruct  them  in 
their  duties.  Another  thing  is  that  we  find  too 
much  interference  in  the  interior  affairs  of  the  bat¬ 
talion  by  the  officers  in  command  of  the  camps.  It 
is  not  uncommon  to  see  in  brigade  orders  that  cer¬ 
tain  battalions  are  to  parade  at  such  and  such  an 
hour  in  the  morning  for  squad  drill,  and  I  have 
seen  strong  young  farmers  called  out  there  and 
given  balance  steps  and  extension  drill  for  the 
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good  of  their  health.  That  is  the  way  in  which 
the  money  voted  by  Parliament  is  thrown  away. 
They  take  up  a  large  portion  of  their  time 
in  teaching  them  squad  drill,  which  may  be  all 
right  in  regard  to  the  regular  army,  but  for 
the  volunteer  force  you  require  very  little  of 
that.  The  man  who  can  change  his  feet,  form  fours, 
and  shoot  is  quite  competent  enough  in  that  respect. 
We  find  very  little  battalion  drill  under  the  present 
regime  in  camp,  and  it  is  not  uncommon  to  find  a 
battalion  returning  from  camp  without  having  had 
one  brigade  drill.  If  such  is  to  continue  it  would 
be  as  well  to  adopt  the  old  system  and  have  drill 
at  headquarters,  or  better  still,  disband  the  whole 
force  and  save  the  money.  In  these  brigade  camps 
there  should  certainly  be  some  battalion  drill  every 
day,  and  there  should  be  a  large  amount  of  brigade 
drill  as  well,  and  there  should  be  no  interference 
by  the  officers  commanding  the  camps  with 
the  interior  affairs  of  the  different  corps. 
I  would  like  to  know  where  the  dignity  of  an 
officer  is  who  takes  a  battalion  out  to  attend  the 
brigade  camp,  and  has  one  of  these  instructors  drill  not 
only  the  colonel  but  every  commissioned  officer  in 
the  whole  corps.  I  have  often  wondered  where  the 
dignity  of  the  officers  of  the  force  was  who  would 
tolerate  any  such  interference,  or  who  had  not  pride 
enough  to  adopt  some  system  that  would  allow 
their  officers  to  become  qualified.  There  is  another 
point  to  which  I  will  refer.  If  we  are  to  have  a 
force  at  all,  then  1  maintain  that  force  should  be 
ready  to  march  to  the  front  at  any  time  on  24  hours’ 
notice  ;  if  we  are  ever  to  have  any  want  for  a 
volunteer  force  in  this  country,  that  want  will 
come  up  suddenly.  In  the  rebellion  of  1885,  the 
need  sprang  up  very  suddenly,  and  we  were 
fortunately  able  to  send  a  sufficient  force  to  the 
front.  But  in  case  of  trouble  with  the  United  States 
or  with  any  other  foreign  (fovernment,  we  have 
instances  on  record  to  show  us  that  it  will  be 
absolutely  necessary  that  we  should  be  able  to 
place  a  very  large  body  of  drilled  men  in  the  field 
on  a  moment's  notice.  I  believe  that  if  the  present 
system  were  continued  many  years  more  the  force 
would  become  so  degenerated  that  we  would  not 
be  able  to  put  more  than  fifty  or  sixty  thousand 
men  in  the  field  in  case  of  necessity  ;  but  under  a 
proper  system  with  the  same  amount  of  money 
we  could  easily  turn  out  three  or  four  hundred 
thousand  men,  on  a  day’s  notice,  ready  to 
march  to  the  front.  Many  of  the  corps  at  the 
present  time  have  officers  in  command  who  have 
been  in  command  ever  since  1867.  Now,  there  is 
no  objection  whatever  to  an  officer  retaining  com¬ 
mand,  provided  he  is  young  and  active,  and  fit  for 
all  the  duties  he  has  to  perform.  Many  of  the 
older  officers  finding  themselves  unfit  to  assume 
the  fatigues  of  an  active  campaign,  have  retired, 
and  we  find  that  nearly  all  the  city  corps  cljange 
their  commanding  officers  every  few  years.  We 
further  find,  unfortunately,  that  many  of  the  rural 
corps,  although  the  officers  in  command  may  have 
been  good  men  in  their  day,  are  yet  but  fairly 
good  men.  Still  a  great  many  of  them  have  officers 
who  take  command,  not  for  the  good  of  the  force, 
but  for  the  honour  of  the  position  and  the  benefits 
that  accrue  to  them.  There  is  a  section  in  the 
Regulations  and  Orders  of  Canada  requiring  officers, 
when  they  reach  a  certain  age,  to  be  placed  on  the 
retired  list.  I  regret  that  that  regulation  has  been  a 
dead  letter,  and  lias  not  been  enforced  in  Canada 
Mr.  Hughes. 


at  all.  Now,  there  is  another  point  to  which  I 
wish  to  draw  the  attention  of  the  House,  and  that 
is  in  relation  to  the  permanent  corps.  Either  these 
permanent  corps  are  intended  to  be  a  standing  army, 
or  they  are  intended  to  give  instruction  as  military 
schools.  Now,  if  they  are  to  be  the  nucleus  of  a 
standing  army,  I  think  the  voice  of  the  coun¬ 
try  will  be  against  the  policy  of  building  up  a 
standing  army  in  the  Dominion  of  Canada.  If 
we  review  the  history  of  nations  we  will  find  that 
when  standing  armies  have  been  brought  face  to 
face  with  militia  corps,  the  militia  corps  have  in¬ 
variably  been  the  winners  ;  in  other  words,  the 
militia  force  has  invariably  proven  itself  to  be 
superior  to  standing  armies  in  the  field.  Now,  if 
permanent  corps  are  to  be  the  nucleus  or  the  rally¬ 
ing  point  of  military  schools,  then  it  is  proper  for 
us  to  enquire  into  the  cost  of  these  schools.  I  find 
in  last  year’s  official  report  that  the  sum  of  nearly 
half  a  million  dollars  was  expended  on  these  per¬ 
manent  schools,  and  only  402  certificates  were 
granted  ;  in  other  words,  each  certificate  cost  the 
country  about  $ 1,200  during  the  past  year.  On 
turning  to  the  amount  paid  for  drill  pay  and  camp 
allowances  for  the  militia  corps,  we  find  that  the 
sum  of  a  little  over  a  quarter  of  a  million  was  ex¬ 
pended  for  a  force  of  40,000,  whereas  the  sum  of 
neaidy  half  a  million  was  expended  for  these  per¬ 
manent  schools.  I  wish  again  to  point  out  that  it 
is  not  my  intention  nor  my  wish  to  make  any 
attack  on  these  permanent  schools.  The  officers 
commanding  them,  I  believe,  are  efficient  and  good 
men ;  but  what  I  do  say  is  this,  that  the  same  money 
might  be  so  employed  as  to  give  the  country  a  vastly 
improved  system  and  much  better  results.  For  in¬ 
stance,  if  we  were  to  return  to  the  old  system  of  issu¬ 
ing  certificates  on  the  basis  of  military  knowledge, 
instead  of  military  rank,  we  would  have  a  much 
larger  number  of  young  men  attending  these 
schools.  At  the  present  time,  the  attendance  is 
limited  to  a  very  few  men,  because  they  have  to 
sleep  in  the  barracks,  but  if  we  returned  to  the 
old  system  we  could  easily  have  150  to  200  men  in 
the  school.  The  number  in  the  school  of  the  29th 
Regiment  when  I  passed  was  215  men,  and  not  one 
of  them — I  make  the  statement  guardedly— who 
had  attended  school  for  two  months  but  was  fully 
capable  of  taking  his  place  in  any  force— the  equal 
of  any  officer  or  man  now  in  the  permanent  corps. 
Under  the  old  system  which  was  in  vogue  in  Canada 
in  former  years,  we  would  alwTays  have  the  schools 
filled  with  able  young  men  wrho  would  train  not  to 
put  in  an  easy  time  or  an  idle  hour,  as  many  of  the 
men  do  at  present,  but  for  the  purpose  of  acquir¬ 
ing  knowledge  and  fitting  themselves  for  real 
service.  I  have  spoken  with  a  great  many  mili¬ 
tary  men  in  this  country  about  returning  to  the 
old  system,  and  I  find  only  four  objections  urged 
against  it.  One  is  that  it  would  be  a  loss  of 
dignity  on  the  part  of  these  provisionally  ap¬ 
pointed  officers  to  stand  in  the  ranks  and  drill 
with  non-commissioned  officers.  Well,  I  maintain 
that  in  a  country  like  this  we  have  no  business  to 
recognize  rank  without  merit,  where  all  are 
students.  As  Bobby  Burns  has  said  : 

“  The  rank  is  but  the  guinea’s  stamp. 

The  man’s  the  gold  for  a’  that.” 

As  I  have  pointed  out,  if  the  officer  commanding- 
is  a  provisional  officer  and  the  other  is  a  ser¬ 
geant,  where  can  there  be  any  loss  of  dignity  in 
standing  side  by  side  and  drilling  with  each  other  ? 
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The  basis  of  these  schools  should  he  knowledge. 
These  very  same  officers  who  would  scorn  to  drill 
in  a  military  school  beside  non-commissioned 
officers  seem  to  suffer  no  indignity  in  going  into 
camp  where  a  drill  sergeant  goes  around  among 
them  and  teaches  them  their  duties.  Another  ob¬ 
jection  is  that  sergeants  might  hold  the  same  com¬ 
missions  as  their  officers.  Thus  they  say  you 
might  have  a  sergeant  holding  a  first-class  cer¬ 
tificate,  whereas  the  captain  or  lieutenant  might 
have  only  a  second-class  or  provisional  certifi¬ 
cate.  But  if  the  private  knows  more  than  the 
captain  it  is  the  business  of  the  captain  to  go 
and  get  a  better  certificate.  In  the  old  days, 
we  are  told  that  these  men  passed  for  the  money 
and  not  for  the  love  of  the  force.  These  men 
might  have  had  no  intention  whatever  of  remain¬ 
ing  in  the  volunteer  force  ;  but  they  have  in 
many  instances  allied  themselves  after  a  time  with 
the  force,  and  are  to-day  the  best  officers  in  it. 
Another  objection  is  that  the  men  under  the  old 
system  were  not  trained  in  mess  room  etiquette. 
Now,  it  may  be  very  necessary  to  a  military  edu¬ 
cation  to  know  how  to  hold  one’s  knife  and  fork,  to 
know  how  to  handle  a  napkin,  but  I  do  not  know 
that  it  is  an  essential  part  of  such  an  education,  or 
that  it  is  so  important  that  an  ordinary  Canadian 
with  ordinary  brains  could  not  learn  that  branch  in 
ten  or  fifteen  minutes.  These  are  rhe  only  objections 
I  have  ever  heard  against  returning  to  the  old  system. 
Sir,  I  do  not  wish  to  take  up  the  time  of  the  House 
any  further  on  this  subject.  I  have  endeavoured 
briefly  to  point  out  what  I  consider  the  drawbacks 
of  the  present  system,  and  the  superiorities  of  the 
old  system,  which  many  militia  officers  believe 
should  be  again  adopted  in  this  country.  I  believe 
that  it  would  be  best  for  the  country  to  resort 
once  more  to  the  old  plan.  But  of  one  thing  I  am 
satisfied,  and  that  is,  that  the  militia  force  of  this 
country,  particularly  the  rural  battalions,  are  de¬ 
termined  to  have  annual  drill.  The  militia  officers 
who  have  for  years  kept  up  these  corps,  to  a  great 
extent,  at  their  own  expense,  are  determined  to 
make  their  voice  heard  in  favour  of  having  annual 
drill  for  the  militia  corps.  I  believe  that  all  think¬ 
ing  men  are  in  favour  of  it,  and  I  trust  that  the 
Government  will  take  such  steps  as  will  enable 
these  corps  to  have  annual  drills,  so  that  we  may 
again  have  a  large  volunteer  force  of  which  the 
country  may  be  justly  proud. 

Mr.  O’BRIEN.  I  am  very  happy  to  be  able  to  say 
that  my  experience,  which  is  probably  as  long  as 
that  of  most  hon.  members,  differs  very  materially 
from  that  of  the  hon.  gentleman  who  has  just  spoken, 
and  I  cannot  agree  with  him  in  one  or  two  state¬ 
ments  he  has  made,  especially  when  he  lays  down 
a  proposition  that  the  force  as  at  present  constituted 
has  degenerated,  or  is  in  any  other  way  inferior  to 
what  it  was  under  the  old  system.  Speaking  for 
the  portion  of  the  force  with  which  I  am  acquainted, 
I  have  no  hesitation  in  saying  that  the  active  mili¬ 
tia  in  the  country  never  was  in  so  good  a  condition 
as  it  is  to-day,  either  as  regards  the  quality  of  the 
men  or  the  efficiency  and  standing  of  the  officers. 

I  quite  admit  that  the  present  system  of  instruction 
is  an  expensive  one  ;  I  quite  admit  it  might  be  made 
of  very  much  more  general  use  for  the  same  outlay  ; 
but  at  the  same  time  it  must  be  remembered, 
when  we  compare  it  with  the  system  that  existed 
to  which  the  hon.  gentleman  has  referred,  that 
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these  schools  of  instruction  were  carried  on  by  a 
line  regiment,  which  set  an  example  and  afforded 
the  most  complete  instruction.  When  the  line 
regiments  left  this  country  we  had  for  a  short  time 
the  system  of  schools  which  then  existed,  before 
I  the  establishment  of  the  present  system  was  secured, 
and  when  this  system  was  inaugurated  there  was  a 
very  great  falling  off  in  the  quality  of  the  officers 
and  in  the  value  of  the  instruction  given.  I  have 
;  no  hesitation  in  saying,  so  far  as  my  knowledge  of 
'  the  force  goes,  that  the  statement  made  with 
respect  to  the  small  proportion  of  qualified  officers 
is  very  far  from  being  correct.  I  know  in  our  dis¬ 
trict  there  is  not  a  regiment  in  which  there  is  not 
a  very  much  larger  proportion  of  qualified  officers 
than  is  required,  and  which  does  not  contain 
within  itself  all  the  necessary  elements  of  instruc¬ 
tion,  both  as  regards  discipline  and  drill.  In  the 
camps  1  have  attended  there  have  not  been  those 
abuses  to  which  the  hon.  gentleman  has  called  atten¬ 
tion,  and  there  has  not  been  that  waste  of  time  which 
he  has  mentioned.  Such  is  not  my  experience,  and  if 
these  abuses  prevailed  in  other  districts,  attention 
should  be  called  to  it,  and  it  should  be  corrected  by 
the  proper  authorities.  I  admit  there  is  a  drawback 
with  respect  to  the  expense  necessarily  incurred  by 
the  officers  who  attend  the  present  school  of  instruc¬ 
tion,  but  at  the  same  time  the  practical  restdts  are 
exceedingly  satisfactory,  because,  as  I  stated,  we 
have  a  better  class  of  officers  for  the  force  to-day 
than,  so  far  as  my  knowledge  goes,  we  ever  possessed 
before.  Under  the  old  system,  in  which  the  hon. 
gentleman  seems  to  see  so  much  to  commend,  it  is 
well  known  that  a  large  number  of  young  men  went 
to  those  schools  for  the  purpose  of  passing  a  portion 
of  an  idle  winter,  and  obtaining  the  grant  given, 
and  they  never  had  the  slightest  intention  of  enter¬ 
ing  the  force  or  took  the  least  interest  in  it 
and  a  more  useless  lot  of  men  than  were  those  who 
passed  through  those  schools  does  not  exist  any¬ 
where,  so  far  as  I  know.  No  one  now  goes  to  the 
school  of  instruction  unless  he  has,  a  commission. 
We  know  we  are  going  to  obtain  the  full  benefit 
for  the  service  of  the  instruction  given,  for, 
as  I  have  said,  a  man  cannot  go  there 
until  he  has  obtained  a  commission,  and  these  men 
possess  the  necessary  equipment  to  qualify  them  for 
the  discharge  of  their  duties.  It  was  a  standing 
complaint,  as  every  one  is  aware,  under  our  old 
system,  that  the  equipment  of  the  officers  was  ex¬ 
ceedingly  unsatisfactory.  Of  course  a  man  may 
fight  as  well  in  his  shirt  sleeves  as  in  a  uniform — I 
am  prepared  to  admit  that ;  but  at  the  same  time 
it  is  desirable  that  officers  who  have  to  retain  the 
respect  and  confidence  of  their  men,  should  attend 
to  these  things  which  one  might  almost  call  the  de¬ 
cencies  and  amenities  required  in  every  other  branch 
of  life,  and  especially  where  the  discipline  of  an  army 
has  to  be  maintained.  Our  officers  now  come  to 
their  camps  in  a  con dition  very  superior  to  that  which 
was  formerly  the  case,  and  in  the  best  rural  corps, 
at  all  events  those  with  wliicfi  1  am  acquainted,  the 
officers  have  these  qualifications,  which,  although 
not  essential,  are  exceedingly  desirable  and  with¬ 
out  which  the  discipline  and  efficiency  of  the 
force  cannot  be  maintained.  There  is  one 
point  on  which  I  heartily  agree  with  the 
hon.  gentleman,  and  that  is  the  absolute  neces¬ 
sity,  for  the  due  efficiency  of  the  force,  of  the 
annual  drill,  and  that  is  an  expenditure  which  will 
be  popular  in  the  country  and  be  well  supported  in 
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this  House.  If  the  ( government  will  ask  Parlia¬ 
ment  to  make  the  necessary  grant  for  the  purpose, 
there  will  be  hardly  a  dissentient  voice  raised.  A 
proof  of  the  popularity  of  the  force  is  this  :  take 
the  worst  conducted  regiment  in  Canada,  and  let 
the  Minister  attempt  to  cut  it  down  or  do  away 
with  it,  and  there  will  be  such  an  outcry  that  he 
will  be  compelled,  as  he  has  often  been  compelled, 
to  allow  arrangements  to  prevail  which,  under 
other  circumstances,  would  not  be  allowed.  1  hat 
is  the  best  evidence  of  the  popularity  of  the  force. 
Moreover,  the  expenditure  necessary  for  the  force 
passes  directly  from  the  pockets  of  the  people  into 
the  pockets  of  the  men.  That  is,  in  my  opinion, 
the  great  essential.  It  must  be  remembered  that  the 
corps  of  instruction  should  be  regarded  and  treated 
by  the  department,  not  as  forming  the  nucleus  of  a 
standing  army,  but  simply  as  schools  of  instruction. 

It  must  be  remembered  that  we  have  in  this  country 
no  regular  troops,  and  any  one  who  knows  what 
the  condition  of  the  force  was  at  its  first  formation, 
especially  in  many  of  the  rural  corps,  must  be 
perfectly  well  aware  that  one  of  the  things  to  be  con¬ 
sidered  was  that  many  of  the  people  had  never  seen 
a  soldier  or  had  any  idea  as  to  how  he  should  look. 
When  the  regular  regiments  were  in  this  country  we 
had  always  a  type  and  pattern  set  for  our  men  to 
work  up  to,  and  our  men  took  the  full  benefit  of  it. 
When  the  regular  troops  left,  the  position  was  very 
altered,  and  in  the  schools  then  established  we  had 
no  example  and  pattern  and  rule  of  discipline,  which 
was  most  essential  to  be  learned  by  all  who  go 
through  a  course  of  instruction.  \\  hen  a  man  goes 
to  a  school  simply  to  learn  drill  his  time  his  wasted, 
for  he  needs  that  general  knowledge  of  military 
matters  which  is  essential,  and  in  these  schools  of 
instruction  these  advantages  can  be  procured, 
without  which  it  would  not  be  possible  for  the  force 
to  maintain  its  discipline.  My  own  experience 
entirely  differs  from  that  of  the  lion,  gentleman. 

I  say  that  our  officers  so  far  as  I  have  knowledge  of 
them,  are  thoroughly  efficient  as  regards  drill  and 
discipline,  and  if  the  lion,  gentleman  from  North 
Victoria  (Mr.  Hughes)  comes  to  the  camp  at  Nia¬ 
gara  in  the  second  military  district,  next  June,  I 
think  he  will  very  materially  change  his  opinion 
as  to  what  the  quality  of  the  rural  battalions  is  ;  at 
any  rate,  in  the  western  part  of  Ontario.  I  join 
with  him  most  heartily  in  impressing  upon  the 
Government  the  great  necessity  of  increasing  the 
grant  for  the  active  force  so  as  to  enable 
the  whole  force  to  be  drilled  every  year.  That  is 
the  main  thing  that  we  have  to  consider  now,  and 
when  that  is  accomplished  we  will  find  many  other 
things  to  which  attention  should  be  paid.  Let  us 
take  one  thing  at  a  time,  and  I  would  recommend 
my  friends  to  press  that  one  thing  upon  the  attention 
of  the  Government.  The  main  thing  nowisthat  we 
should  have  annual  drill,  which,  really  considering 
the  amount  we  spend  at  present,  would  be  very 
little  additional  cosf^  to  the  country.  I  contend 
that  there  is  not  a  force  in  the  whole  world  main¬ 
tained  at  as  cheap  a  rate  as  the  active  militia  force 
of  Canada.  I  say  that  it  is  a  force  suited  to  the 
requirements  and  conditions  of  the  country,  and  I 
say  that  in  point  of  economy  it  leaves  nothing  to 
be  desired.  Twenty -five  cents  per  head  per  annum 
of  the  whole  population  is  the  actual  cost  of  our 
active  force,  including  all  the  excrescences  that  are 
planted  upon  it,  and  counting  the  military  college, 
which  I  look  upon  as  of  less  value  to  the  force  in 
Mr.  O’Brien. 


proportion  to  the  expenditure  than  anything  else. 
We  really  get  no  good  from  the  college,  never  have 
got  any  good  from  it,  and  from  present  appearances 
we  are  not  likely  to  derive  any  benefit  from  it. 
That  college  should  be  brought  more,  in  harmony 
with  the  needs  of  the  force.  It  is  an  admirable 
school,  no  doubt,  and  if  I  had  a  son  I  would  send 
him  to  it,  but  it  is  not  an  institution  which  is  of 
any  particular  benefit  to  the  force. 

Mr.  KIRKPATRICK.  It  trains  officers  for  the 
active  militia. 

Mr.  O’BRIEN.  I  do  not  know  a  dozen  men  in 
the  active  force  at  present  who  were  educated  at 
the  military  college.  I  wish  we  could  get  them, 
but  unfortunately  we  cannot.  I  have  suggested  a 
means  by  which  the  military  college  might  be 
brought  into  harmony  with  the  active  force,  but  I 
was  told  that  nothing  could  be  done  because  it 
would  interfere  with  the  examinations.  If  that  is 
the  case,  then  it  is  merely  an  educational  institution 
for  the  benefit  of  the  public,  and  if  so,  it  ought  not 
to  be  charged  to  the  active  militia.  The  great 
thing  for  the  Government  to  do  now,  is  to  give  us 
an  annual  drill,  and  that  accomplished,  it  will  lead 
the  way  in  the  first  place  to  a  great  many  reduc¬ 
tions  in  the  expenditure  which  might  then  be  per¬ 
mitted.  It  would  relieve  officers  from  a  great  deal 
of  trouble  and  expense,  and  it  would  give 
to  us  what  we  really  require  :  a  force  which, 
in  twenty-four  hours  at  any  time,  according 
to  the  idea  of  the  hon.  gentleman,  could  be 
available.  Some  hon.  gentlemen  talk  about  the 
difficulty  of  getting  out  our  force.  How  long  did  it 
take  in  1885,  to  put  a  rural  battalion  in  the  field  ? 
The  battalion  1  had  the  honour  to  command  was 
brought  from  the  extremities  of  two  large  counties 
in  48  hours,  without  any  previous  notice  except  the 
rumour  in  the  newspapers.  I  am  very  well  satisfied 
and  pleased  with  the  condition  of  the  force.  I  have 
the  greatest  possible  confidence  in  its  efficiency,  and 
in  the  means  by  which  it  could  be  increased  at 
very  little  cost.  I  look  upon  the  economical  side  of 
it  as  a  most  important  matter,  because,  of  course  in 
this  growing  country  with  the  enormous  expendi¬ 
ture  which  is  required  to  be  met  in  the  shape  of 
interest  on  debt  and  public  improvements,  we 
cannot  afford  to  spend  a  verjr  large  sum  on  a 
military  force,  but  the  country  can  afford  to  spend 
what  it  does  now,  and  what  is  necessary  to  make 
our  militia  really  and  thoroughly  efficient.  To  that 
point  we  should  direct  our  attention  at  present, 
and  that  point  is  one  which  I  would  most  earnestly 
press  upon  the  Minister  of  Militia  and  upon  the 
Government  of  this  country. 

Mr.  AMYOT.  Mr.  Speaker,  another  objection 
which  I  have  to  the  military  college  at  Kingston, 
is  that  it  is  really  a  school  of  emigration  and 
nothing  else.  Our  best  young  men  go  there,  get  a 
thorough  education,  become  perfect  civil  or  mili¬ 
tary  engineers,  and  then  immediately  leave  the 
country.  It  is  not  only  a  great  expense,  but  it  is 
also  a  cause  of  loss  of  population,  and  I  think  we 
should  find  some  way  else  of  utilizing  the  money 
expended  on  it.  I  will  not  follow  the  remarks  of 
my  colleagues  who  have  spoken  upon  the  question 
of  camps,  nor  of  the  necessity  of  the  schools,  but  I 
want  to  draw  the  attention  of  the  Minister  to  the 
fact  that  the  schools  have  actually  become  an  em¬ 
barrassment  to  the  militia.  \\  e  cannot  get  certi¬ 
ficates  for  our  young  officers  without  their  attend- 
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mg  the  schools,  and  our  best  officers  are  those  who 
have  employment  in  commercial  houses,  banks 
and  so  on,  and  they  cannot  leave  that  employment 
the  number  of  days  necessary  to  go  to  the 
schools  to  get  qualified.  The  consequence  is  that 
those  who  deserve  certificates,  and  who  would 
obtain  certificates  from  boards  of  examiners,  can¬ 
not  obtain  them,  and  we  are  deprived  of  their  services. 
Let  the  Government  keep  their  schools  if  they  wish, 
for  my  parti  will  not  object,  but  I  would  like  the 
regulations  which  prevent  our  officers  obtaining  cer¬ 
tificates  otherwise  than  by  the  schools,  to  be  repealed. 
I  have  listened  very  attentively  to  what  the  hon. 
member  from  North  Victoria  (Mr.  Hughes)  has 
said,  in  his  comparison  of  the  old  and  new  systems, 
and  I  entirely  agree  with  him  that  the  old  system 
was  by  far  the  more  preferable.  We  obtained  as 
many  officers  as  we  wanted  under  the  old  system, 
and  they  were  perfectly  qualified  for  the  service.  I 
beg  the  hon.  Minister  to  amend  the  regulations  in 
such  a  way  that  boards  of  examiners  be  given  us 
so  as  to  qualify  those  of  our  new  officers  who  wish 
to  join  the  force  and  are  able  to  do  it  conveniently. 
I  will  give  the  Minister  an  example.  When  we 
went  to  the  North-West  we  had  a  very  regular 
service  there  for  three  months,  and  the  greater  part 
of  my  officers  and  men  who  went  there  were  per¬ 
fectly  qualified.  After  all,  what  is  the  main  tiling- 
required  for  the  service  ?  It  is  that  a  man  knows 
how  to  drill  and  knows  something  of  the  internal 
economy  of  the  force,  and  nothing  else.  It  is  not 
necessary  that  he  should  know  the  names  of  every 
part  of  a  gun,  and  every  part  of  a  rifle  and  a  cart¬ 
ridge,  and  so  on.  It  is  not  necessary  that  he  should 
know  the  scientific  names  of  everything  he  touches 
in  the  armoury,  but  the  great  thing  for  a  soldier  is  to 
be  able  to  take  a  gun  and  shoot  well,  to  know  how  to 
drill  in  company,  battalion,  or  brigade,  and  to  know 
exactly  what  to  do  in  camp  when  he  receives  his 
orders.  I  think  that  is  all  we  require.  The  objebt 
of  the  militia  force  is  to  have  a  force  ready  to  help 
the  civil  authorities  when  required.  We  want 
every  facility  given  to  our  officers  to  receive  certi¬ 
ficates  when  they  have  got  sufficient  know¬ 
ledge  for  that,  and  I  hope  the  hon.  Minister 
will  see  the  wisdom  of  this  suggestion.  In  my  own 
corps  I  have  about  10  or  12  officers  waiting  until 
they  are  enabled  to  be  examined  and  get  their  cer¬ 
tificates  to  permanently  join  the  9th  Battalion.  As 
I  have  already  said,  I  do  not  object  to  the  schools, 
especially  to  the  infantry  schools,  but  I  want  mili¬ 
tary  boards  of  examiners  to  grant  certificates  to 
those  who  are  ready  to  join  the  force  and  who 
cannot  afford  to  lose  time  to  go  to  the  schools.  These 
schools  are  not  open  during  the  months  of  July  and 
August.  Those  two  months  are  generally  the 
months  during  which  the  students  at  the  uni¬ 
versities  might  go  and  qualify  themselves ;  but 
then  the  schools  are  closed, 
if  the  militia  is  created  and 
these  schools,  and  not  the 
militia.  Another  most  extraordinary  thing  is 
that  a  man  may  have  obtained  a  certificate  in  1863 
or  1864  or  1865,  and,  if  he  has  not  joined  the  ranks 
for  a  certain  number  of  years,  his  certificate  is 
annulled.  That  does  not  help  the  militia.  When 
a  man  has  learned  once  how  to  handle  his  rifle,  how 
to  form  fours,  and  how  to  turn  on  his  feet,  he  remem¬ 
bers  these  things  all  his  life  ;  and  if  there  should 
be  two  or  three  changes  of  words  in  the  command, 
they  are  easily  learned  in  half  an  hour’s  study. 
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Therefore  I  do  not  see  why  the  old  certificates  should 
not  remain  good.  I  may  mention  one  case  :  that 
of  a  man  who  holds  two  first-class  certificates,  and 
who  had  the  best  notes  ever  given  in  the  school ; 
yet  he  cannot  join  the  force  to-day  without  renew¬ 
ing  his  certificate.  I  hope  the  Minister,  who  has  a 
practical  knowledge  of  the  wants  of  the  militia,  will 
give  his  attention  to  this  matter  and  help  us. 

Mr.  DENISON.  I  wish  to  endorse  a  great  deal 
that  has  been  said  by  the  hon.  member  for  North 
Victoria  (Mr.  Hughes),  particularly  in  reference  to 
the  old  system.  1  advocated  the  old  system  once 
or  twice  in  this  House,  and  I  did  so  because  I  saw 
that  the  officers  of  the  Canadian  militia  were  not 
qualifying  themselves  as  they  ought  to  do.  It  is 
only  necessary  for  us,  as  pointed  out  by  him,  to  look 
over  the  list  of  officers  to  find  that  a  large  proportion 
of  them  have  never  taken  the  trouble  to  qualify,  or 
for  private  reasons  have  not  been  able  to  qualify. 
There  is  no  doubt  that  some  of  the  best  officers  in 
the  force  are  the  busiest  men  in  civil  life  ;  and 
their  time  is  so  fully  occupied  that  they  cannot  put 
in  a  course  in  the  schools  just  at  the  time  prescribed 
for  them.  I  understand  that  some  of  the  schools 
arrange  to  take  classes  during  t lie  summer  months, 
while  others  do  not.  There  is  no  doubt  that  a 
great  many  more  officers  would  qualify  if  the  classes 
were  arranged  to  suit  the  officers  rather  than  the 
schools.  The  point  raised  by  the  last  speaker,  as  to  the 
chances  which  these  schools  should  give  to  young  men 
to  qualify,  is  a  strong  one.  If  the  opportunity 
were  afforded  to  any  Canadian  who  wishes,  to  go 
to  these  schools,  putting  on  his  cadet  uniform  and 
taking  his  course,  he  would  acquire,  so  far  as  I  can 
see,  the  same  knowledge  as  those  officers  who  now 
go  through  the  schools,  and  at  very  much  less  cost 
to  himself,  and  I  fancy  at  a  great  deal  less  cost  to  the 
country.  The  old  system,  under  which  men  went  in 
for  two  or  three  months,  passed  the  examination  and 
received  their  $50,  was  probably  the  cheapest  system 
that  could  possibly  be  adopted.  Under  the  present 
system,  the  officers  receive  $1  a  day  and  take 
a  three  months’  course  ;  that  makes  $90  which 
the  country  pays  them.  Under  the  proposed 
change,  officers  going  there  could  be  supplied 
with  the  cadet  uniform,  which  I  believe  costs 
five  or  six  dollars  ;  they  would  board  where 
they  choose,  either  with  their  own  people  or  with 
some  of  their  friends  ;  they  would  put  in  six  or 
seven  hours’  drill  a  day,  and  at  the  end  of  three 
months  they  woidd  receive  their  certificates,  if 
up  to  standard  ;  and  all  it  would  cost  the  country 
would  be  $50  instead  of  $90.  There  is  no  reason 
why  the  system  advocated  by  the  hon.  member 
for  North  Victoria  (Mr.  Hughes),  which  I  have 
myself  advocated  in  this  House,  should  not  be 
adopted  again  and  grafted  upon  the  present  system. 

I  do  not  say  that  the  present  schools  should  be 
done  away  with  ;  I  would  be  very  sorry  to 
see  that  ;  but  there  is  no  reason  why  the  one 
system  should  not  be  grafted  on  to  the  other. 
There  is  no  reason  why  officers  should  not  be  allowed 
to  put  on  their  full  dress  and  mess  jackets  and 
attend  these  schools  for  three  months,  and  get 
their  certificates ;  while  others,  who  are  not  able 
to  spend  so  much  time  and  money,  should  be 
allowed  to  put  on  a  cadet  uniform  and  attend  the 
schools  and  put  in  their  course.  There  is  no 
reason  why  a  certificate  granted  in  that  way  should 
not  be  equally  good  with  the  certificate  given  now. 
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If  the  two  systems  were  adopted,  the  men  would 
he  drilling  under  the  same  officers  and  receiving 
the  same  instructions  ;  the  only  difference  would 
be  that  some  would  board  at  home,  and  others 
would  sleep  in  the  barracks.  As  I  have  pointed 
out  before,  a  good  many  men  in  the  country  would 
be  very  glad  to  give  their  sons  a  three  months 
course  in  these  schools  ;  and  even  though  they  did 
not  immediately  join  the  force,  yet,  if  occasion  should 
require,  their  services  would  be  available  to  the  coun¬ 
try.  That,  I  consider,  would  be  a  great  gain.  The 
bon.  member  for  Muskoka  (Mr.  0  Brien)  has  said 
that  none  of  these  men  would  go  into  the  force. 

I  am  quite  sure  he  is  mistaken  in  that,  because  our 
experience  of  the  old  system  was  different.  Many 
young  men  who  went  to  those  schools  acquired  a 
knowledge  of  and  a  taste  for  military  service,  and 
went  into  the  force.  I  know  districts  where 
military  cadets  who  graduated  in  those  schools 
organized  companies  that  would  not  otherwise  have 
been  organized.  I  am  sure  that  other  members  of 
this  House  will  testify  to  the  same  effect.  As  to  the 
remarks  made  by  the  hon.  member  for  Belleehasse 
(Mr.  Amyot)  about  the  difficulty  of  his  officers  quali¬ 
fying,  it  does  appear  to  me  that  those  officers  who 
accompanied  him  to  the  N orth  -  W  est  and  put  in  three 
months  of  active  service  there,  with  lots  of  drilling, 
ought  to  be  as  well  qualified  for  active  duty  in  the 
field  as  men  who  attended  one  of  the  schools  for 
three  months.  The  knowledge  acquired  in  the 
schools  is  supposed  to  fit  them  for  service  ;  and  if 
those  men  drilled  three  months  in  the  field,  doing 
the  active  duties  required  of  them  in  our  service, 
surely  they  ought  to  be  as  well  qualified  at  the  end 
of  that  time  as  men  who  went  through  the 
schools  and  had  a  theoretical  knowledge  rather  than 
a  practical  one.  Now,  the  hon.  member  for  North 
Victoria  (Mr.  Hughes)  asks  whether  we  are  to  have 
a  standing  army  or  not?  For  my  part,  I  am 
oyjposed  to  a  standing  army,  for  this  reason,  that 
all  history  tells  us  that  where  the  people  of  a 
country  do  the  fighting  they  are  successful,  but 
where  a  standing  army  is  established,  and  perhaps, 
after  that  mercenary  troops  are  engaged,  there  will 
not  be  the  same  advantage  or  success  as  where  people 
fight  for  their  own  homes  and  firesides.  Therefore,  I 
think  it  should  be  the  policy  of  Canada  to  encourage 
our  people  to  drill,  and  in  every  way  possible  to 
inspire  them  with  a  military  spirit ;  and  then  if 
danger  arises  they  will  be  able  to  defend  their 
homes  and  firesides.  Before  I  sit  down  I  wish  to 
say  a  word  with  reference  to  the  drilling  of  the 
militia.  Ever  since  I  have  been  in  this  House, 
session  after  session,  I  have  pressed  on  the  attention 
of  the  Government  until  I  am  tired  of  doing  it,  the 
desirability  of  drilling  all  the  militia  of  Canada, 
and  doing  it  every  year.  At  present  but  a  portion 
of  them  are  drilled.  It  is  really  not  fair-play 
to  the  majority  of  the  rural  battalions  to  put  them 
on  a  par  with  the  city  battalions  in  one 
respect,  and  then  to  throw  them  in  the  shade 
by  providing  for  them  only  biennial  drills. 
The  city  battalions  have  advantages  the  rural  bat¬ 
talions  have  not.  They  have  their  drill  sheds, 
they  are  compact,  they  can  drill  at  night  without 
any  great  cost,  while  the  rural  battalions  have  not 
that  opportunity,  the  men  being  scattered,  and 
therefore  require,  if  anything,  their  annual  drill 
much  more  than  do  the  city  battalions.  I  would 
like  to  press  upon  the  Government  again  the  neces¬ 
sity  and  desirability  of  having  all  the  militia  of 
Mr  Denison. 


Canada  drilled  this  year.  It  will  not  cost  a  large 
sum.  I  am  sure  that  the  economical  Minister  we 
have  at  our  head  now  will  do  it  without  making 
it  a  burden  on  the  country,  and  I  would  again  press 
upon  the  Government  tiie  desirability  of  drilling 
all  the  men. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  There  can  be  no  possible  objec¬ 
tion  to  laying  before  the  House  the  information 
sought  for  in  this  resolution.  I  frankly  confess 
that  I  am  fully  in  accord  with  a  good  many  of 
the  suggestions  made  by  the  mover  of  this  motion, 
and  by  the  hon.  member  for  Toronto  (Mr.  Denison). 
There  may  be  reasons,  and  those  of  a  monetary  char¬ 
acter,  which  may  prevent  carrying  out  to  the 
fullest  extent  the  suggestions  they  have  made  with 
reference  to  drilling  the  whole  militia,  but  that 
there  should  be  some  system  adopted  by  which 
officers  occupying  the  position  such  as  the 
officers  of  the  9th  Battalion,  referred  to  by  the 
hon.  member  for  Belleehasse  (Mr.  Amyot),  should 
be  enabled  to  obtain  their  certificates  without 
leaving  their  homes  and  attending  the  schools  for 
two  or  three  months,  I  have  no  doubt  ;  and  it  shall 
be  my  aim  if  I  am  spared  to  preside  over  this 
department  for  any  length  of  time,  to  devise  some 
economical  system  by  which  officers  in  the  different 
corps  of  the  Dominion  may  obtain  certificates  quali¬ 
fying  them  for  permanent  appointments  on  the  staff. 

I  am  also  in  accord,  to  a  certain  extent,  with  the 
remarks  of  the  hon.  member  for  Is  orth  V  ictoria  (Mr. 
Hughes)  on  what  he  terms  the  old  system.  Probably 
I  am  prejudiced  somewhat,  because  in  my  more 
active  days  in  connection  with  the  force  that  system 
prevailed,  and  I  should  scarcely  like  to  say  that  the 
officers  of  that  day  are  not  qualified  to  serve  under 
the  gallant  colonel,  who  spoke  a  few  moments  ago, 
from  Muskoka  (Mr.  O’Brien).  I  recognize  this  fact, 
however,  while  not  agreeing  with  the  hon.  member 
for  North  Victoria  in  the  democratic  sentiments  he 
has  uttered,  at  least  not  to  the  full  extent,  that  in 
all  military  organizations  there  must  be  something 
like  discipline  ;  and  that  unless  there  is  discipline 
and  that  most  rigidly  enforced,  I  do  not  believe  any 
force  can  be  effective,  particularly  when  called  upon 
to  perform  the  duties  for  which  they  have  banded 
themselves  together.  In  the  hon.  gentleman  s  self 
is  an  illustration  of  the  remarks  he  made,  that  if 
the  private  knows  more  than  the  officer  the 
officer  should  “  get  out  ”  and  the  private  take  his 
place.  I  fully  recognize  the  fact  that  the  hon. 
gentleman,  when  I  had  the  pleasure  of  drilling  him 
some  quarter  of  a  century  ago,  gave  evidence  of  the 
qualities  of  a  good  soldier  who  would  ultimately 
rise  to  the  top  of  the  ladder,  and  who  will  not, 
whenever  his  services  may  be  required,  be  found 
wanting  either  in  courage,  skill  or  intellect,  or  in 
the  performance  of  his  duties.  At  that  time  I 
was  considered  the  master,  but  just  now  the 
private  is  the  master  of  the  Minister  of  Militia, 
and  it  is  for  him  and  those  who  support  him  in  this 
House,  if  they  can  control  the  majority,  to  dictate 
what  shall  be  done,  not  only  by  the  head  of  the 
Government,  but  by  the  head  of  the  department. 
However,  I  think  a  moment’s  reflection  will  show 
my  hon.  friend  that,  as  long  as  the  present  system 
prevails,  the  discipline  under  present  regulations 
must  be  continued.  I  do  not  know,  however,  that 
it  should  be  incumbent  upon  every  officer  to  furnish 
a  uniform  in  accordance  with  the  rank  he  holds,  I 
mean  while  he  is  at  the  school.  That  entails  upon 
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him  an  expense  which,  I  think,  by  some  regulation, 
might  be  dispensed  with.  The  suggestion  made 
by  the  hon.  member  for  Toronto  (Mr.  Denison), 
that  at  these  schools  of  instruction  we  should  revert 
to  a  certain  extent  to  the  old  system,  by  having 
one  common  uniform  during  drill,  might  be  adopted, 
and  thus  avoid  the  difficulties  which  have  presented 
themselves  to  many  of  the  officers.  I  was  rather 
surprised  to  hear  the  remarks  made  by  the  hon. 
member  for  North  Victoria  with  reference  to  the 
drill  performed  at  the  camp.  I  may,  however,  say 
that  I  am  in  accord  with  him  in  the  view  he  has 
expressed  that  there  is  no  particular  object  or 
necessity  for  asking  the  young  men,  particularly 
those  from  the  rural  sections,  to  appear  early 
in  the  morning  in  order  to  obtain  what  might 
be  termed  healthful  exercises  in  extension  drill  ; 
but  how  he  ever  is  to  get  his  men  under 
control  or  teach  them  their  drill  properly  without 
beginning  with  what  is  termed  squad  drill,  is 
something  I  have  not  yet  learned.  Perhaps  my 
hon.  friend  may  be  able  to  give  me  a  practical 
hint  which  may  be  of  benefit  in  the  future.  I 
shall  be  glad  to  avail  myself  of  any  suggestions 
from  those  who  have  had  practical  experience  in 
comparing  volunteer  corps.  I  have  long  been  of 
opinion,  whatever  may  be  said  of  city  battalions, 
that  the  battalions  composed  of  farmers’  sons, 
after  a  very  few  weeks’  drill  in  camp  or  in  the 
drill  shed  at  home,  constitute  the  best  possible 
force  we  can  have.  The  suggestions  which  have 
been  thrown  out,  and  which  I  will  not 
elaborate  just  now,  shall  have  my  best  attention, 
and  anything  I  can  do  to  make  the  force 
more  effective,  consistent  with  the  means  at  the 
disposal  of  the  department  and  with  the  revenue 
of  the  country,  hon.  gentlemen  may  rest  assured 
will  be  done.  All  it  requires  is  money  to  drill*  the 
whole  force,  and  if  Parliament  and  the  Finance 
Minister  can  see  their  way  clear  to  ask  Parliament 
to  grant  $100,000  or  $200,000  in  addition  to  that 
which  is  already  asked  for,  $275,000,  we  should 
be  enabled  to  place  the  whole  force  under  camp 
during  the  present  year.  Whether  the  revenue  of 
the  country  would  justify  that  expenditure  I  am 
not  at  this  moment  prepared  to  say.  I  will  say, 
however,  before  sitting  down,  that  I  shall  devote 
some  attention  to  the  management,  and  not  only 
the  management,  but  the  system  which  prevails  at 
present  in  the  military  schools,  and  also  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  staff  connected  with  the  whole 
force,  and  if  1  can  see  my  way  to  suggest  to  my 
colleagues  any  means  by  which  efficiency  can  be 
maintained  and  expenditure  reduced,  it  shall  be 
my  duty  to  do  so. 

Mr.  HUGHES.  In  reply  to  some  remarks  which 
have  been  made,  it  affords  me  a  great  deal  of 
pleasure  to  learn  that  gentlemen  of  the  experience 
and  standing  of  the  member  for  Toronto  (Mr. 
Denison),  and  the  Minister  of  Militia,  and  the  mem¬ 
ber  for  Bellechasse  (Mr.  Amyot)  expressed  views 
which  are  nearly  in  accord  with  my  own.  I  said 
I  did  not  desire  the  abolition  of  the  permanent 
corps,  but  a  reduction  of  its  numbers  to  a  minimum 
and  the  employment  of  young  men  of  our  force 
instead  of  those  who  are  simply  on  the  permanent 
list,  with  a  view  to  getting  a  living  out  of  the 
country.  The  hon.  member  for  Muskoka  (Mr. 
O’Brien)  said  we  formerly  had  the  line  regiments 
to  model  ourselves  upon.  I  think  our  experience 


of  the  line  regiments  is  that,  while  they  are 
well  drilled,  I  do  not  know  that  they  are 
in  all  respects  to  lie  taken  as  models,  and  I 
would  rather  take  our  own  volunteers  into  the 
field  than  any  line  regiment  that  I  have  ever  seen, 
and  I  have  had  the  honour  and  pleasure  of  seeing 
and  drilling  with  several  of  them.  I  thank  the 
member  for  Muskoka  (Mr.  O’Brien)  for  his  kind 
invitation  to  me  to  attend  the  Niagara  camp,  but, 
While  I  have  no  doubt  the  volunteers  there  are  in 
every  respect  quite  capable,  still  I  believe  that  the 
corps  to  which  I  have  the  honour  to  belong  is  not 
second  to  any  corps  that  is  drilled  at  Niagara.  We 
have  sent  more  men  to  the  Wimbledon  teams  than 
any  rural  corps  in  the  Dominion  of  Canada,  and  I 
look  in  vain  for  one  man  who  has  been  sent  from 
the  corps  which  the  hon.  member  for  Muskoka 
commands.  In  reference  to  the  question  of  disci¬ 
pline  to  which  the  hon.  the  Minister  of  Militia  has 
referred,  he  knows  as  well  as  I  do  that  there  are 
two  kinds  of  discipline,  the  silken  glove  discipline 
and  the  rusty  iron  discipline.  An  officer  in  a  city 
corps  told  me  that  some  of  those  officers  who  have 
recently  passed  the  schools,  came  to  him  and  asked 
him  :  “  What  is  the  punishment  for  men  who  are 
inattentive  in  the  ranks  ?  ”  The  whole  of  that  system 
seems  to  be  of  that  kind.  My  system  would  be 
just  as  strict  in  regard  to  discipline,  but  more  intel¬ 
lectual,  and  not  have  so  much  of  the  drill  ser¬ 
geant  or  the  martinet.  The  hon.  member  for  Bel¬ 
lechasse  (Mr.  Amyot)  says  that  his  corps  was  in 
the  North -West  for  three  months.  Well,  at  the 
rate  of  12  days’  drill  every  year,  it  would  take  an 
ordinary  battalion  eight  years  to  equal  the  three 
months  actual  drill  which  that  corps  had  in  the 
North-West.  I  think  we  should  drop  those  non- 
essentials  such  as  extension  motions,  and  deal  with 
what  is  essential,  and  that  is  to  obtain  a  rough  and 
ready  efficient  volunteer  corps  at  a  moment’s 
notice. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

EXPERIMENTAL  FARMS. 

Mr.  FREMONT  (Translation)  moved  for: 

Statement  showing:  1.  The  number  and  location  of 
the  several  experimental  farms  ;  2.  The  amounts  ex¬ 
pended  on  each  of  them  since  the  date  of  its  establish¬ 
ment  ;  3.  The  name  of  each  and  every  employ*?  of  each 
farm,  and  a  statement  of  the  salary  and  of  any  other 
emoluments  received  from  the  Government  by  each  of 
them. 

He  said  :  Mr.  Speaker,  the  object  I  have  in 
offering  the  motion  which  is  now  in  your  hands  is 
to  call  the  attention  of  this  honourable  House  to 
what  I  believe  to  be  an  injustice  towards  that  por¬ 
tion  of  the  population  of  Canada  which  speaks 
the  French  language.  The  end  proposed  by  the 
Parliament  of  Canada  when  the  creation  of  experi¬ 
mental  farms  was  decided  upon,  was  to  further  the 
interests  of  agriculture  in  the  whole  Dominion  of 
Canada,  without  any  discrimination  of  race.  I 
regret  to  have  to  say,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  if  I  am 
not  mistaken  in  the  information  which  I  have,  this 
end  has  not  been  attained.  No  experimental  farm 
has  been  established  in  that  part  of  the  country 
where  French  is  spoken.  I  know  that  the  farm 
which  was  established  for  the  Province  of  Ontario, 
a  few  miles  from  here,  was  also  intended  for  the 
Province  of  Quebec,  but  1  must  say  that  as  far  as  the 
latter  province,  or  the  French-speaking  portion  of 
the  population,  is  concerned,  the  institution  does 
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not  fulfil  the  object  of  its  creation.  The  superior 
officers  of  this  farm  are  all  of  English  origin  ;  but 
there  would  not  be  very  much  harm  in  this  if  these 
officers  spoke  French.  However,  they  know  Eng¬ 
lish  only,  and  cannot  give  the  French  farmers  the 
information  required  by  them  when  applied  to. 
Then  I  must  say  that  from  two  standpoints  the 
population  has  been  unjustly  treated  by  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture  in  regard  to  this.  First, 
as  to  patronage,  all  the  superior  officers,  1  believe, 
or  at  least  the  great  majority  of  them,  are  persons 
of  English  origin,  who  do  not  know  the  French 
language.  They  consequently  cannot  render  the 
French  population  the  services  that  it  has  a  right* 
to  expect  from  them.  Now,  these  employes  are 
all  installed,  at  large  cost  to  the  country,  like  little 
princes,  like  lieutenant  governors - 

Mr.  BECHARI).  Like  pashas. 

Mr.  FREMONT, — and  do  not  at  all  render  the 
services  expected  from  them.  The  result  is  that 
when  French-speaking  farmers  apply  to  them,  the 
answer  has  often  long  to  be  waited  for.  If  my 
information  is  correct,  there  is  not  even  a  French- 
speaking  secretary  on  the  Ottawa  Experimental 
Farm;  so  that  the  French  correspondence  is  put 
aside,  and  only  receives  any  attention  when  the 
English  correspondence  is  disposed  of.  In  the 
second  place,  when  comes  the  question  of  distri¬ 
buting  the  documents  which  are  printed,  the 
English  reports  are  published  first  and  only  several 
months  later  are  the  French  reports  prepared  and 
distributed  to  the  public.  Consequently,  from  all 
points  of  view,  is  the  French-speaking  population 
found  in  this  respect  on  a  footing  of  inferiority  by 
comparison  with  that  portion  of  the  population 
which  speaks  the  English  language.  When  samples 
are  distributed  by  the  experimental  farm,  the 
circulars  which  accompany  them  are  invariably  in 
the  English  language,  so  that  in  that  also  is  the 
French  population  discriminated  against.  It  is' 
with  a  view  of  drawing  the  attention  of  the 
Government  to  these  facts,  that  I  offer  the  present 
motion.  1  hope,  therefore,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  the 
return  which  will  he  put  before  the  House,  will 
give  us  the  fullest  information,  so  that  we  may 
know  exactly  the  state  of  things  in  this  matter. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  There  is  no  objection 
to  bringing  down  all  the  papers  asked  for  by  the 
hon.  gentleman.  I  regret  that  the  Minister  of 
Agriculture  is  not  present  to  reply  more  fully  to 
the  remarks  made  by  the  hon.  member  with 
respect  to  the  deficiency  to  which  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  has  referred  as  to  the  use  of  the  French 
language  and  the  representation  of  the  nationality 
for  which  he  speaks  on  the  staff  of  these  farms.  I 
am  sure  that  this  is  a  defect  which  will  before  long 
find  a  remedy.  It  is  perfectly  evident  that  the 
reports  in  regard  to  samples  sent  out  from  these 
farms  should  be  sent  out  in  the  language  under¬ 
stood  by  the  people  to  whom  they  are  addressed. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

VOTERS’  LIST  REVISION. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN  moved  for  : 

Return  showing  the  cost  of  the  revision  of  the  voters’  list 
i  nthe  years  1886, 1889  and  1891,  in  each  electoral  division? 
and  the  total  cost  of  the  three  revisions  throughout  the 
Dominion. 

He  said  :  I  have  thought  it  was  desirable  to  ask 
for  this  information,  that  it  would  be  of  some  value 
Mr.  Fremont. 


to  the  members  to  know  the  total  cost  of  the  Elec¬ 
toral  Franchise  Act  since  its  introduction. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

TRADE  WITH  NEWFOUNDLAND. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  moved  for  : 

Copies  of  all  proclamations,  reports  to  or  Order's  in  Coun 
cil,  correspondence  or  other  documents  under  which  the 
products  of  Canada  and  Newfoundland  have  been  ex¬ 
changed  free  of  duty  since  the  year  1885. 

He  said  :  My  object  in  moving  this  is  that,  in  look¬ 
ing  over  the  matter,  I  was  unable  to  discover  the 
manner  in  which  Newfoundland  products  have  been 
admitted  into  the  Dominion.  I  find  in  the  Cus¬ 
toms  Act  of  1886  this  provision  : 

“  Fish  and  other  products  of  the  fisheries  shall  be 
chargeable  with,  and  there  shall  be  collected  thereon, 
the  rates  of  duty  set  forth  and  described  in  schedule  B  to 
this  Act,  and  set  opposite  to  each  of  them  respectively  ; 
provided,  that  the  whole  or  part  of  the  duties  imposed  by 
this  section  may  be  remitted  as  respects  either  the  United 
States  or  the  Island  of  Newfoundland,  or  both,  upon  pro¬ 
clamation  of  the  Governor  in  Council,  which  maybe  issued 
whenever  it  appears  to  his  satisfaction  that  the  Govern¬ 
ments  of  the  United  States  and  the  Island  of  Newfound¬ 
land,  or  either  of  them,  have  made  changes  in  their  tariffs 
of  duties  imposed  upon  articles  imported  from  Canada,  in 
reduction  or  repeal  of  the  duties  in  force  in  the  said  coun¬ 
tries  respectively.” 

I  was  unable,  after  searching  in  the  Gazette — and 
I  thought  I  made  a  pretty  exhaustive  search— or  in 
the  Orders  in  Council  which  have  been  published 
and  collected  in  book  form,  to  find  any  proclama¬ 
tion,  or  any  Order  in  Council  made  subsequently  to 
the  passage  of  this  law,  which  authorized  the  im¬ 
portation  of  these  products  into  Canada  without 
duty.  The  law  is  clear  and  distinct,  so  far  as  it 
goes.  The  duty  is  to  be  exacted,  the  duty  is  speci¬ 
fied,  and  the  proviso  sets  out  clearly  the  circum¬ 
stances  under  which  the  duties  can  be  remitted. 
My  object,  therefore,  is  to  obtain  copies  of  these 
proclamations,  or  reports,  or  Order  in  Councils,  or 
other  authorities  under  this  statute,  or  under  any 
other  statute,  if  there  is  any  other  one,  or  any  other 
order  upon  which  the  Customs  officers  permit  these 
goods  to  be  introduced. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Botlnvell).  I  think  the  motion  is 
of  sufficient  consequence  to  have  been  answered  by 
some  hon.  member  on  the  Treasury  benches.  My 
hon.  friend  has  called  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  the  fact  that  there  is  a  certain  provision  of  the 
Customs  Act  which  requires  a  duty  to  be  imposed 
on  fish  imported  from  Newfoundland.  He  has 
pointed  out  the  provisions  of  that  Act,  and  upon 
what  conditions  those  duties  were  to  be  removed, 
and  he  has  called  the  attention  of  the  Government 
to  the  fact  that  those  conditions  so  far  have  not 
been  complied  with,  and  yet  the  duty  has  not.  been 
collected.  If  the  Government  feel  that  Parliament 
has  made  a  mistake  in  imposing  those  duties,  the 
Government  should  have  come  down  and  opposed 
their  repeal.  The  duty  of  the  Administration  is 
not  to  commit  breaches  of  the  law  and  disregard 
the  law,  but  to  administer  it ;  and  that  has  not 
been  done.  I  suppose  that  if  a  Minister  has  taken 
it  upon  himself  to  give  instructions  that  the  duty 
shall  not  be  collected,  and  in  consequence  of  his 
order  officers  of  the  department  have  so  acted,  the 
hon.  gentleman  has  made  himself  liable  for  the  loss 
the  country  has  sustained  in  consequence  of  the 
failure  to  collect  the  duties.  It  appears  to  me  that 
it  is  important  that  the  Minister  of  Customs,  or  the 
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Minister  who  has  taken  action  in  this  matter  and 
given  instruction  that  those  duties  should  not  be 
collected,  but  that  the  law  should  be  disregarded, 
should  offer  some  explanation  to  the  House,  and 
some  indication  or  justification  of  the  course  which 
has  been  taken. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  do  not  know  what 
question  the  hon.  member  for  Botlnvell  (Mr.  Mills) 
thought  should  be  answered  ;  but  if  it  was  the 
point  on  which  the  hon.  member,  for  Queen’s  (Mr. 
Davies)  had  some  doubt,  as  to  where  the  procla¬ 
mation  or  Order  in  Council  could  be  found,  I  can 
only  say  that  I  am  under  the  impression  that  there 
is  none.  If  there  is  such,  of  course  it  will  be 
brought  down  in  answer  to  the  motion.  I  am  very 
glad  indeed  to  find  that  an  hon.  gentleman,  occu¬ 
pying  so  prominent  a  position  as  does  the  hon. 
gentleman,  concurs  with  us  in  the  view  we  took  of 
our  obligation  to  collect  the  duty  on  Newfoundland 
fish,  an  obligation  which  our  friends  in  Newfound¬ 
land  have  never  been  able  to  appreciate,  and  they 
even  say  it  was  wantonly  imposed  for  the  purpose 
of  injuring  their  trade. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Botlnvell).  The  duties  have  not 
been  collected. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  am  under  the  im¬ 
pression  they  have  been. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Botlnvell).  Although  the  law  im¬ 
poses  the  duties,  the  Department  of  Customs  has 
apparently  given  instructions  in  consequence  of 
which  they  have  not  been  collected. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  Is  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  under  the  impression  that  they  have  never 
been  collected  ? 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  Yes. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  think  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  is  mistaken. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.  E.  I. )  If  the  Minister  of  J  ustice 
will  turn  to  the  Trade  and  Navigation  Returns, 
page  383,  he  will  find  :  “  Free  goods — the  fisheries. 
Special  from  Newfoundland,  fish,  cod,  halibut, 
herring,  and  all  the  articles  enumerated.'’  These 
are  entered  as  free  goods  and  no  duty  charged. 
The  duties  may  not  Kave  been  imposed  on  the 
ground  of  the  dissatisfaction  of  the  people  of  New¬ 
foundland,  but  that  is  not  the  point  taken  by  us. 
The  point  taken  by  us  is  that  in  1885  the  Govern¬ 
ment  asked  Parliament  to  assent  to  the  imposition 
!  of  certain  duties  on  Newfoundland  products.  Many 
hon.  members  thought  the  Government’s  policy 
was  wrong,  that  they  were  adopting  an  erroneous 
course,  that  they  were  going  backward.  The 
Government  persisted,  and  they  carried  their  in¬ 
tentions  into  law.  Their  proposition  became  the 
law  of  the  land.  There  was  no  official,  nor  any 
person,  no  matter  how  high  in  the  Government 
employ,  who  has  authority  to  put  the  law  in 
defiance.  It  was  a  law  enacted  by  Parliament  at 
the  request  of  the  Government  themselves,  and 
special  powers  were  taken  in  the  Act  that  these 
duties  might  be  remitted  under  certain  circum¬ 
stances.  These  circumstances  have  never  occurred. 
But  it  is  evident  that  some  person  has  given  in¬ 
structions  for  the  admission  of  these  goods  duty  free. 
I  can  understand  that  for  the  future  Parliament 
need  not  go  through  the  farce  of  passing  a  law. 
After  this  Act  was  passed  in  1885,  it  was  re-enacted 
in  1890.  Parliament  was  not  then  informed  that 
these  goods  were  being  surreptitiously  imported 


contrary  to  law  and  without  a  proclamation  having 
been  issued.  Parliament  was  not  then  informed 
that-  the  Government  had  chosen  to  override  the 
law  and  usurp  the  power  which  Parliament  alone 
possesses,  and  although  the  leader  of  theGovernment 
attempts  to  pass  this  over  as  an  unimportant  matter 
because  the  Newfoundland  people  complained  of 
the  imposition  of  the  duty,  I  think  it  is  a  very 
serious  matter.  If  the  Government  can  set  this  law 
at  defiance,  they  can  set  aside  any  other  law.  I  can 
understand  their  coming  to  Parliament  and  saying  : 
We  made  a  mistake,  we  never  should  have  passed 
this  Act,  and  we  now  desire  to  have  it  repealed  ; 
and  no  doubt  Parliament  would  have  repealed 
it.  While  the  law  stands  on  the  Statute- 
book,  to  tell  me  it  can  be  violated  by  an  indi¬ 
vidual  member  of  the  Government,  or  by  an 
officer  of  any  department,  anil  that  he  has 
the  right  to  admit  goods  contrary  to  the  law,  is  to 
make  a  most  extraordinary  proposition.  I  asked 
a  question  the  other  day  as  to  the  reimposition  of 
these  duties,  or  rather  as  to  whether  the  law  was 
now  being  carried  out,  and  further,  as  to  whether 
a  proclamation  had  been  issued,  and  I  was  imformed 
that  no  such  proclamation  had  been  issued,  and  the 
present  Minister  kindly  sent  to  me  a  circular 
issued  by  the  Customs  Department  giving,  by 
order  of  the  Assistant  Commissioner,  directions  to 
the  Customs  officers  on  and  after  2nd  December 
last  to  exact  these  duties.  So  it  is  a  matter  of 
departmental  regulation.  The  Customs  Depart¬ 
ment  has  taken  power  to  thus  act  contrary  to  the 
law.  No  report  was  ever  made  to  Council  advis¬ 
ing  the  issue  of  a  proclamation  according  to  the 
statute,  nor  was  any  such  proclamation  issued. 
If  this  can  be  done  with  regard  to  Newfoundland, 
it  can  also  be  done  as  regards  the  United  States 
and  England,  and  the  authority  of  Parliament  can 
be  set  at  defiance.  I  have  •  discharged  my  duty  in 
bringing  this  matter  to  the  attention  of  the 
House,  and  I  shall  be  somewhat  surprised  if  Par¬ 
liament  does  not  express  itself  pretty  forcibly  in 
regard  to  this  subject. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  It  is  evident  that  the  law  has 
been  disregarded.  The  Government  really  stand 
in  the  position  of  confessed  sinners,  I  do  not  know 
whether  they  are  penitent  sinners  ;  but  evidently 
they  acknowledge  by  their  silence  that  the  charge 
madebymy  hon.  friend  is  true,  that  the  law  has  been 
violated.  My  hon.  friend  who  is  now  Minister  of 
Militia,  and  who  was  at  one  time  Minister  of  Cus¬ 
toms,  has  the  reputation  of  being  a  very  good  ad¬ 
ministrator,  and  even  something  better  than  a  good 
administrator,  of  being  a  severe  one,  and  a  Minister 
who  stood  firmly  by  the  letter  of  the  law.  But  in 
regard  to  this  matter  it  appears  that  the  depart¬ 
ment  was  run  by  some  one  else  than  himself.  The 
law  was  disregarded.  Where  is  the  authority  that 
has  been  exercised  ?  It  is  evident  that  the  duty 
has  not  been  collected  on  fish  coming  from  New¬ 
foundland.  Where  is  the  authority  ?  It  is  said 
there  is  no  authority  for  the  action  of 
the  department.  Then  the  Minister  of  Customs, 
through  his  officers,  has  ignored  the  law  in  not 
enforcing  the  duties  and  provisions  of  the  Act.  If 
that  is  so,  there  has  certainly  been  a  gross  derelic¬ 
tion  of  duty  on  the  part  of  the  Minister  who  pre¬ 
sides  over  the  department,  and  in  former  times— 
I  do  not  know  how  it  has  been  in  regard  to  the 
administration  of  his  present  department — the 
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lion,  gentleman  lias  been  very  jealous  of  the  good 
name  of  his  administration  and  has  never  allowed 
charges  to  he  made  against  him  without  at  ouce 
rising,  if  he  had  any  defence  to  offer.  On  the  pre¬ 
sent  occasion  he  has  not  one  word  to  say,  and  he 
hereby  acknowledges  that  the  charge  made  by  my 
lion,  friend  is  a  true  one,  and  therefore  we  have 
nothing  to  do,  if  the  lion,  gentleman  declines  to 
speak  on  the  subject,  but  to  enforce  the  penalty  to 
which  he  has  made  himself  liable,  and  sue  him  in 
a  court  of  law  in  order  to  collect  from  him  the 
duties  which  he  has  neglected  to  collect  from  the 
fishermen. 

Mr.  ROWELL.  I  will  bfeat  you  on  the  execution. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  I  think  not.  If  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  has  failed  to  collect  these  duties,  he  will  be 
amenable  to  the  courts  of  law,  and  since  he  has 
failed  to  find  his  tongue  on  the  present  occasion,  he 
must  find  it  somewhere  else. 

Mr.  ROWELL.  Surely  the  lion,  gentleman  will 
not  ask  me  to  discuss  a  question  of  so  great  import¬ 
ance  without  having  the  pipers  before  me. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  When  the  motion  was  made,  I 
understood  the  leader  of  the  Government  to  ques¬ 
tion  the  action  of  the  hon.  member  for  Queen’s  (Mr. 
Davies),  that  there  had  been  no  remission  of  duties. 
Is  he  satisfied  now  there  has  been  a  remission  of 
duties  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  never  questioned 
that  at  all.  1  understood  the  hon.  gentleman  denied 
that  any  duties  had  ever  been  collected. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  understood  the  gravamen  of 
the  charge  was  that  there  had  been  remissions  of 
duties  for  a  number  of  years  without  authority  of 
law.  That  I  understood  to  be  the  point  made  by 
the  hon.  member  for  Queen’s. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  The  blue-books  show  it. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  What  answer  has  the  Govern¬ 
ment  to  make  to  this  charge?  It  is  certainly  a 
matter  of  very  great  concern,  and  it  is  due  to  the 
House  and  the  country  that  the  Government  should 
offer  an  explanation.  If  they  are  not  able  to 
do  so  to-day,  the  debate  may  be  adjourned  for  an 
explanation  to  be  given  at  a  subsequent  sitting.  I 
am  not  prepared  to  discuss  this  question  one  way 
or  the  other  until  the  Government  offer  an  explan¬ 
ation.  It  is  stated  that  for  some  reason,  unknown 
to  the  country,  and  illegal  in  itself,  the  Govern¬ 
ment  removed  duties  which  were  by  law  collect¬ 
able.  Has  the  Government  the  power  to  enforce 
or  not  enforce  the  Customs  Act  at  its  will  ?  We 
are  now  face  to  face  with  the  whole  question  of 
responsible  government.  Parliament  passes  an 
Act  which  says  that  certain  taxes  shall  be  levied, 
and  that  certain  funds  shall  belong  to  the  people 
of  Canada,  and  the  Government,  we  are  told,  has 
chosen  to  ignore  this  Act  of  Parliament  and  to 
over-ride  the  rights  of  the  people.  I  do  not  say 
whether  such  has  occurred  or  not,  but  the  charge 
is  made  and  the  Government  acquiesces  in  that 
charge  by  their  silence,  and  offer  no  explanation. 
W  e  are  face  to  face,  therefore,  with  a  grave  ques¬ 
tion.  Has  Parliament  ceased  to  enjoy  its  rights  ? 
The  ex-Minister  of  Customs  does  not  consider  it 
worthy  of  an  explanation.  He  smiles  at  the  sugges¬ 
tion  that  it  is  a  grave  question.  Well,  if  so,  cer¬ 
tainly  the  parliamentary  institutions  of  Canada 
are  broken  down.  There  is  an  entire  failure  of  re- 
Mr.  Laurier. 


sponsible  government  if  the  Government  can  cause 
its  officers  to  disregard  the  law  which  has  been 
passed  by  Parliament,  and  which  has  received  the 
sanction  of  the  two  Houses  and  of  His  Excellency, 
the  representative  of  Her  Majesty.  If  the  facts 
are  as  alleged  here,  I  think  that  the  discussion 
should  be  adjourned  until  the  Government  is  pre¬ 
pared  to  offer  an  explanation  to  the  House.  Nothing 
less  than  that  will  satisfy  the  requirements  of  the 
case,  and  nothing  else  than  that  ought  to  be  ex¬ 
pected.  The  Government  ought  not,  for  one  mo¬ 
ment,  to  allow  a  grave  question  like  this  to  pass  in 
silence  without  offering  such  explanations  as  they 
can  in  regard  to  it.  I  hope  they  will  not  continue 
to  treat  the  matter  in  this  cavalier-like  style,  but 
that  they  will  treat  the  House  with  proper  respect, 
and  offer  such  explanations  as  the  circumstances  of 
the  case  admit  of. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Mr.  Speaker, 

I  must  say  that  I  agree  with  my  hon.  friend  be¬ 
side  me,  that  if  the  Government  have  no  explana¬ 
tion  to  offer  to  the  serious  statement  made  by  the 
member  for  Queen’s,  P.E.I.  (Mr.  Davies)  it  is  a  matter 
which  deserves  a  little  consideration  at  our  hands. 
As  far  as  I  understand  the  case  it  is  this  :  Parlia¬ 
ment  passes  an  Act  by  which  certain  duties  are 
regulated  ;  I  believe,  also,  that  power  is  given  to 
the  Government  by  issuing  a  proclamation  to  sus¬ 
pend  the  operation  of  this  Act,  but  I  understand 
that  that  proclamation  was  never  issued.  I  under¬ 
stand  that  no  steps  were  taken  to  suspend  the 
operation  of  the  Act,  but  that  nevertheless  for  a 
period  of  four  or  five  years  no  attention  was  paid 
to  the  Act  of  Parliament  which  this  House  passed. 
Well,  Sir,  all  I  can  say,  if  they  did  do  that,  is,  that 
they  have  in  the  first  place  wholly  and  entirely 
neglected  their  duty,  and  they  have,  in  the  second 
place,  committed  a  very  grave  breach  of  the  law, 
as  no  doubt  the  Minister  of  Justice  perfectly 
knows.  Even  if  it  be  an  accidental  or  careless 
omission,  it  was  a  very  grave  omission  to  be  com¬ 
mitted  by  the  officers  of  the  Government,  for 
which  they  ought  to  be  held  responsible. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

ANNAPOLIS  AND  ATLANTIC  RAILWAY 
COMPANY. 

Mr.  FORRES  moved  for  : 

Copies  of  all  petitions,  correspondence,  letters,  tele¬ 
grams  and  memoranda  received  since  1887,  asking  for 
or  referring  to  the  subsidizing  of  the  Annapolis  and 
Atlantic  Railway  Company  or  a  line  of  railway  from 
Liverpool  and  Shelburne  to  Annapolis,  passing  through 
Caledonia. 

He  said  :  In  making  this  motion,  I  wish  to  take 
advantage  of  the  opportunity  to  press  upon  the 
Government  the  necessity  of  considering  this  rail¬ 
road  and  of  completing  the  further  subsidizing  of 
the  line,  by  granting  a  subsidy  to  cover  the  balance 
of  the  line.  The  road  is  about  105  miles  in  length 
and  has  been  subsidized  for  75  miles,  so  that  there 
is  a  subsidy  for  about  30  miles  remaining  due.  The 
construction  of  this  road  has  been  agitated  for 
some  years.  In  1887,  large  numbers  of  petitions 
were  presented  to  this  House  asking  for  a  subsidy 
in  aid  of  this  line,  and  a  charter  was  granted  by  this 
Parliament  and  by  the  Provincial  Legislature  of 
Nova  Scotia,  and  under  the  latter  charter  on  the 
application  of  the  company  a  subsidy  has  there  been 
granted.  The  company  are  now  desirous  of  having 
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a  subsidy  granted  by  this  Government  necessary  for 
the  completion  of  this  line,  in  order  that  they 
may  approach  the  Nova  Scotia  Government  and 
ask  that  the  local  subsidy  shall  be  utilized.  They 
are  entitled  to  the  local  subsidy  as  soon  as  they  are 
able  to  show  their  ability  to  construct  the  line, 
either  with  or  without  the  assistance  of  the  Domin¬ 
ion  Government.  This  railway  will  pass  from  the 
towns  of  Shelburne  and  Liverpool  down  to  Cale¬ 
donia  and  thence  to  Annapolis.  It  passes  through 
the  finest  territory  in  these  counties,  right  through 
timber  limits  of  hard  and  soft  woods  and  along  the 
very  best  water  systems  in  these  counties.  It  is 
proposed  that  capitalists  will  build  upon  the  water¬ 
sheds  and  upon  the  streams  flowing  from  the  lake, 
industries  of  a  considerable  extent  if  they  had  the 
means  of  getting  their  products  to  the  nearest  mar¬ 
ket  or  to  the  seaboard.  The  timber  limits  along 
the  line  are  of  considerable  extent,  and  the  mines 
in  the  vicinity  are  being  opened  up.  The  County 
of  Queen’s  stands  to-day  second  to  one  only  in  the 
Province  of  Nova  Scotia  for  the  output  of  gold,  and 
the  supplies  necessary  for  the  mines  will  form  a 
considerable  traffic  over  that  line.  I  know  that 
these  matters  have  been  pressed  before  this  upon 
the  attention  of  the  Government,  and  in  1890  the 
late  Minister  of  Railways  (Sir  John  Macdonald) 
brought  down  a  series  of  resolutions  to  subsidize 
railways,  amongst  which  was  the  following  :  — 

“For  75  miles  of  the  railway  from  Shelburne,  in  the 
County  of  Shelburne,  and  from  Liverpool,  in  the  County 
of  Queen’s,  to  Annapolis,  in  the  Province  of  Nova  Scotia, 
to  be  so  contracted  for  as  to  secure  the  construction  to 
both  Shelburne  and  Liverpool,  a  subsidy  not  exceeding 
$3,200  per  mile,  nor  exceeding  in  the  whole  $240,000.” 

When  the  motion  came  up  later  on.  the  then  hon. 
member  for  Yarmouth  (Mr.  Lovitt)  referred  to  the 
fact  that  this  was  only  for  a  subsidy  of  75  miles,  and 
the  present  Minister  of  Justice  replied  to  him  as 
follows  : — 

“  This  is  designed  to  give  them  railway  communication 
with  Annapolis,  and  in  that  way  they  can  reach  Liverpool, 
in  the  County  of  Queen’s,  which  has  a  very  fair  harbour, 
Shelburne,  which  has  a  magnificent  harbour,  and  Anna¬ 
polis,  from  which  steamers  ply  to  the  United  States  and  to 
the  adjacent  Province  of  New  Brunswick.  I  know  that 
the  western  part  of  Shelburne  naturally  desires  railway 
connection,  not  in  this  direction,  but  in  the  direction  of 
Yarmouth,  but  that  will  be  a  matter  for  consideration 
hereafter.  I  know  it  is  important  to  that  part  of  the 
county  which  trades  with  Yarmouth,  and  sends  its 
exports  there,  but,  while  that  is  so,  it  cannot  be  expected 
that  one  line  can  accommodate  the  whole  of  Shelburne 
County,  nor  is  that  aimed  at.  The  county  will  i-eceive 
connection  with  the  general  railway  system  of  the  province 
by  the  branch  which  it  is  intended  to  extend  from  Cale¬ 
donia  to  the  harbour  of  Shelburne.” 

Mr.  Blake,  who  was  then  in  the  House,  said  : 

“  I  have  no  doubt  that  that  portion  of  Nova  Scotia  to 
which  this  resolution  refers,  in  common  with  certain 
other  portions  which  have  received  assistance  at  various 
late  sessions,  has  been  very  much  neglected,  and  its  pro¬ 
gress  retarded  for  the  want  of  railway  communication.  I 
think  it  is  deeply  to  be  regretted  in  the  interest  of  the 
whole  Province  of  Nova  Scotia  that  what  I  must  call  the 
profligate  railway  expenditure  which  has  taken  place  in 
other  parts  of  that  province  should  have  resulted  in  a 
failure  to  meet  the  real  wants  of  the  province.” 

Now,  there  is  no  doubt  that  all  parties,  irrespective 
of  politics,  are  pledged  to  the  granting  of  this  sub¬ 
sidy  to  the  whole  line  to  Annapolis,  and  I  desire 
to  impress  upon  the  Government  the  absolute  neces¬ 
sity  there  is  for  their  at  once  taking  the  matter  in 
hand.  As  the  old  subsidy  is  about  to  expire  some 
time  during  the  coming  summer,  probably  when 
this  House  has  risen,  I  trust  that  the  Government 
will  not  only  revive  it,  but  that  they  will  grant  a 


new  subsidy  for  the  balance  of  the  road.  Further, 
I  may  remark  that  the  present  Government  has 
been  pledged  to  this  subsidy.  The  hon.  Minister 
of  Justice,  speaking  at  Liverpool,  in  the  County  of 
Queen’s,  on  18th  February,  1891,  just  previous  to  the 
last  election,  made  what  the  people  of  the  county 
consider  to  be  a  definite  promise,  as  quoted  by  the 
organ  of  the  party  in  that  county,  as  follows  : — - 

“  Sir  John  Thompson  then  spoke  for  over  an  hour,  and 
claimed  the  attention  of  his  audience  by  the  earnest 
manner  in  which  he  set  forth  the  views  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  on  the  reciprocity  question,  the  fisheries  and  rail¬ 
way  matters  in  Queen’s — as  to  which  latter  subject  he 
clearly  explained  why  the  subsidy  for  the  whole  length 
of  the  line  was  not  included  in  last  year’s  Estimates. 
Two  things  he  certainly  made  plain  to  every  man  pre¬ 
sent :  1st,  That  the  Dominion  Government  had  selected 
the  line  for  construction,  viz.,  that  from  Liverpool  to 
Annapolis,  and  from  Shelburne  to  Annapolis — notwith¬ 
standing  the  influence  brought  to  bear  upon  the  Govern¬ 
ment  in  favour  of  the  Midland  scheme  ;  and  2nd,  That 
the  Government  granted  $240,000  towards  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  this  line,  and  that  the  balance  of  subsidy  required 
would  have  been  voted  at  this  winter  session  had  not 
Parliament  been  dissolved.” 

The  other  organ  of  the  party  in  the  county  took  this 
portion  of  the  speech  as  a  positive  and  distinct 
promise,  by  remarking  : 

“  Now,  if  the  Dominion  Government  will  fulfil  its  pledges 
and  grant  the  balance  of  subsidy  this  session  we  are  certain 
to  get  the  road,  as  it  is  understood  that  Mr.  Hervey  will 
at  once  commence  operations.” 

Now,  I  am  not  going  to  say  that  this  promise,  made 
previous  to  the  elections,  was  for  the  purpose  of  in¬ 
fluencing  the  electors,  because  I  have  always  advised 
the  people  to  accept  it  as  a  definite  promise  from 
the  Government  ;  and  inasmuch  as  the  people  ac¬ 
cepted  it  as  the  policy  of  the  Government  on  that 
question  and  felt  that  they  were  entitled  to  the 
subsidy  as  a  matter  of  right,  they  were  not  led  away 
by  any  insidious  influences  such  as  might  have  been 
expected  from  these  remarks.  Had  the  whole  sub¬ 
sidy  been  granted  at  that  time  I  believe  the  line 
would,  to-day,  be  in  operation,  as  the  condition  of 
the  financial  markets  at  the  time  was  such  that  if 
the  company  were  able  to  show  their  strength, 
the  necessary  capital  could  have  been  raised. 
However,  I  desire  to  impress  on  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  the  absolute  necessity  of  granting 
this  subsidy  during  the  present  session.  I 
am  informed  by  one  of  the  corporators  who  is 
now  present  in  the  city,  that  he  is  negotiating  with 
capitalists  who  are  ready  to  put  money  into  the 
enterprise  for  the  surveys  and  all  the  expenses 
preliminary  to  the  more  costly  work  of  construction. 
The  Counties  of  Shelburne,  Annapolis  and  Queen’s 
are,  I  am  proud  to  say,  deserving  of  the  best  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  Government  of  Canada  ;  and  on 
this  occasion  it  would  ill-become  me  not  to  press, 
with  every  lever  which  I  possibly  can  use,  for  the 
granting  of  this  subsidy.  If  this  railway  is  built, 
Shelburne  and  Queen’s  on  one  side  will  be  placed 
in  communication  with  Annapolis,  from  which  their 
products  can  find  their  way  to  the  markets  of  the 
United  States,  and  from  the  other  side  we  shall  have 
communication  with  the  other  markets  of  the  world ; 
and  we  will  look  to  the  Government  to  see  that 
steamers  will  call  at  the  different  ports  in  order  that 
the  products  of  those  counties  shall  find  their  way 
to  the  most  desirable  markets. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  As  the  hon.  member 
has  referred  to  what  he  supposed  to  be  a  promise 
of  mine  prior  to  the  general  elections  of  1891, 1  may 
just  say  a  word  or  two  in  explanation.  I  did  not 
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hear  or  read,  until  the  lion,  gentleman  read  it  in  his 
place,  the  statement  which  I  was  supposed  to  have 
made  at  Liverpool,  and  which  he  says  is  published 
in  our  organs  in  the  county.  1  am  not  aware  at 
this  moment  what  papers  he  refers  to. 

Mr.  FORBES.  The  Liverpool  Time s*. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  have  seen  statements 
which  were  supposed  to  represent  what  I  said  on 
that  occasion  published  elsewhere,  which  I  certainly 
did  not  recognize  as  an  attempt  at  a  truthful 
record  of  what  I  said.  I  had  the  pleasure  of  ad¬ 
dressing  a  number  of  the  lion,  gentleman's  consti¬ 
tuents,  with  my  colleague  the  Minister  of  Marine 
and  Fisheries  ;  and  in  the  A'ery  courteous  reception 
which  persons  who  address  assemblages  in  that 
county  always  receive,  I  had  the  honour  of  being 
presented,  alongside  of  my  colleague,  with  an  ad¬ 
dress  from  some  of  the  inhabitants  of  Liverpool,  in 
which  the  necessity  of  the  railway  was  very  pro¬ 
minently  referred  to.  In  my  reply  I  touched  on 
the  railway  question,  only  for  the  purpose  of  assur¬ 
ing  the  people  of  that  county  that,  situated 
as  I  was  then,  1  was  not  in  a  position  to 
make  them  any  promise  with  regard  to  the 
railway  at  all.  I  preceded  my  observations 
with  that  very  distinct  statement,  and  I  called 
attention  to  the  fact  that  we  were  there  on  the  eve 
of  a  general  election,  and  that  nothing  would  be 
hailed  with  greater  pleasure  by  the  lion,  gentle¬ 
man’s  supporters  than  the  opportunity  to  make  a 
statement  to  the  effect  that  I  was  endeavouring, 
for  the  purposes  of  the  electoral  campaign,  to  hold 
out  a  promise  of  that  kind  to  the  electors  of  the 
county,  which  1  was  visiting  solely  in  connection 
with  the  business  of  the  election.  But  I  proceeded 
to  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  it  was  unneces¬ 
sary  for  me  to  make  any  statement  of  my 
position  or  views  on  the  question,  as  they  would 
find  them  expressed  in  the  Hansard  of  the  previous 
session.  1  then  repeated  from  memory  as  closely 
as  I  co tiki  what  had  taken  place  in  this  House,  and 
what  the  hon.  gentleman  has  read  this  afternoon, 
namely,  the  observations  which  I  had  made  during 
the  preceding  session.  I  then  went  on  to  state 
that  in  all  probability  a  grant  would  have  been 
made  for  the  remainder  of  the  line  if  a  session  had 
taken  place  instead  of  a  dissolution,  and  there  1  let 
the  matter  rest,  going  on  to  make  some  general 
remarks  on  the  policy  of  the  Government  and  that 
of  the  Opposition  on  railway  questions.  There 
is  no  ground  for  saying  that  I  went  to  Liverpool 
to  make  a  promise,  for  in  point  of  fact  I 
made  none.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  right  in  stating, 
to  the  extent  that  Hansard  supports  him,  that  the 
Government  were  pledged  to  give  a  subsidy  for  the 
remainder  of  the  line  to  Annapolis.  That  is  to  say, 
we  indicated  to  this  House  clearly,  in  bringing 
down  the  subsidy  for  the  line  from  Shelburne  and 
Liverpool  in  the  direction  of  Annapolis,  that  our 
intention  was  not  to  stop  there,  but  to  reach  its 
terminal  point  on  the  Bay  of  Fundy,  which  is 
Annapolis.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  informed  the 
House  that  the  subsidy  is  about  expiring,  and  it 
will  be  a  matter  for  consideration  whether  a  renewal 
of  that  subsidy  can  be  granted.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  is  of  opinion  that  if  the  whole  subsidy  had 
been  granted,  in  the  session  of  1890.  the  road  by 
this  time  would  have  been  under  construction.  In 
that  respect,  he  has  been  misinformed,  or  I  have 
been.  I  have  been  very  much  disappointed  at  the  al >- 
Sir  John  Thompson. 


solute  want  of  any  attempt  at  progress  on  the  part  of 
the  company  which  we  expected  would  take  up  and 
proceed  with  the  construction  of  this  road  ;  and 
the  information  has  reached  me  that  the  excuse 
put  forward  for  the  delay  is  not  that  we  did  not 
give  the  subsidy  to  carry  the  road  all  the  way  to 
Annapolis,  but  the  excuse  is  that  we  had  included 
the  Queen’s  portion  of  the  road  and  thereby  hamp¬ 
ered  the  operations  of  the  company  by  insisting 
upon  the  construction  to  Liverpool  when,  accord¬ 
ing  to  the  opinion  of  those  connected  with  the 
enterprise,  the  success  of  the  enterprise  would  not 
be  at  all  promoted  by  going  there.  That  is  not 
the  view'  I  entertained,  bnt  it  is  the  view  put  for¬ 
ward  by  the  company  as  a  reason  why  they  were 
not  able  to  go  on  with  the, enterprise. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

THIRD  READING. 

Bill  (No.  6)  to  amend  the  Canada  Temperance 
Amendment  Act  of  1888. — (Mr.  Flint.) 

GOVERNMENT  RAILWAYS— EMPLOYES. 

House  resumed  adjourned  debate  on  motion  of 
Mr.  McMullen  for  : 

Return  giving  the  names  and  addresses  of  all  parties 
employed  by  the  Government,  on  or  in  connection  with 
Government  railways  in  the  Dominion,  stating  the  nature 
of  work  engaged  in,  the  salary  paid  per  month  or  year, 
and  the  gross  amount  paid  each  employe  during  the  year 
ending  the  31st  December,  A.  D.  1891. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  The  hon.  member  for  South 
Grey,  some  days  ago,  moved  a  resolution,  of  which 
I  had  given  notice,  for  a  return  of  names  and 
addresses  of  parties  employed  by  the  Government 
in  connection  with  Government  railways.  My 
reason  for  moving  that  resolution  when  P  did 
was  possibly  to  reach  the  important  expenditure 
connected  with  the  Intercolonial  Railway.  V  e 
know  well  that  road  has  been  running  very 
seriously  in  arrears,  so  far  as  the  difference  between 
its  earnings  and  its  expenditure  is  concerned.  We 
know  that  the  year  before  last  the  loss  over 
working  expenses  was  something  like  $350,000. 
Last  year  it  wras  something  over  $650,000,  and 
during  the  present  year  we  have  had  intimations 
given  to  the  House  that  the  loss  is  about  $100,000  a 
month,  orover,  which  will  amount  toat  least  a  million 
at  the  end  of  the  year.  N  ow  that  we  have  th  is  condition 
of  things,  it  is  undoubtedly  the  duty  of  members 
of  this  House  to  enquire  into  the  entire  working 
and  organization  of  the  Intercolonial  Railway.  On 
looking  over  the  Auditor  General’s  report  of  the 
amounts  paid,  I  was  rather  struck  with  the  enorm¬ 
ous  staff  of  officials  we  keep  in  connection  with 
this  line.  My  impression  is  it  is  high  time  that 
some  change  should  be  made.  It  would  be  better 
to  make  a  present  of  this  road  to  the  Grand  Trunk 
Railway  or  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  with  the 
understanding  that  it  shall  be  operated  on  schedul¬ 
ed  rates  not  in  excess  of  what  is  charged  by  either 
of  those  two  lines  at  present,  for  the  country  is  not 
only  paying  interest,  over  $2, OCX), 000  a  year,  on  the 
amount  of  money  expended  on  the  road,  but  $1,000,- 
000  besides  as  net  loss  on  its  working,  making 
in  all  $3,000,000  a  year  actual  loss.  It  will, 
therefore,  be  admitted  that  we  cannot  too  soon 
seriously  consider  what  we  should  do  in  the- 
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face  of  this  enormous  loss.  Now,  I  see  that 
the  staff  of  officials  employed  in  the  head  office 
in  Moncton  in  connection  with  the  operation  of  the 
line  were  paid  $121,979.28  last  year.  This  in¬ 
cludes,  of  course,  those  engaged  at  the  station 
there,  as  well  as  those  engaged  on  other  portions  of 
the  line.  I  notice  we  have  a  general  freight  agent 
at  $2,400  a  year,  a  general  passenger-  agent  at 
$2,400  a  year,  an  eastern  passenger  agent  at  $1,800 
a  year.  These  are  four  passenger  agents  in 
connection  with  a  road  that  is  losing  $1,000,000 
a  year.  Then  take  the  storage  department.  We 
are  paying  a  man  to  take  care  of  the  stores  bought 
for  the  use  of  the  line  $1,900  a  year — simply 
for  receiving  the  stores  and  delivering  them  as 
required.  Then  we  have  no  less  than  four  travel¬ 
ling  auditors  who  are  receiving  very  large  salaries 
annually.  Then  we  have  on  the  whole  line  175 
stations.  Taking  the  number  of  men  who  have 
been  paid  during  the  year  as  employes,  including 
station  masters,  baggage  agents  and  road  men,  we 
have  an  average  of  eleven  and  one-fiftli  men,  or  1 ,995 
men  altogether.  We  have  paid  for  advertising 
$17,596,  and  for  printing  during  the  summer  of 
last  year  $45,429.38.  Looking  into  some  of  the 
items  for  advertising,  I  notice  we  have  paid  the 
Moncton  Times  $1,045.  We  have  paid,  in  Montreal 
for  advertising  the  schedule  time  of  the  running 
trains  and  other  matter,  although  Montreal  is  a 
point  at  which  the  road  does  not  touch,  and  which  it 
does  not  reach  within  100  or  150  miles,  $2,017.60. 
In  Quebec  we  have  paid  $1,506.91,  and  in  St. 
John  $2,251.55.  The  Hamilton  Spectator,  a  sheet 
published  at  the  top  of  Lake  Ontario,  got  $335.  The 
entire  expenditure  in  connection  with  the  road  has 
been  $3,662,341.94  and  the  receipts  $2,977,395.38, 
leaving  a  net  loss  during  the  past  year  of  $684,946.56. 
I  notice  that  we  have  paid  in  Toronto  for  advertis¬ 
ing  alone  $2,599,  and  of  that  the  Toronto  Empire 
has  received  $1,885.  Then  a  large  amount  has  been 
paid  for  printing.  All  this  shows  very  clearly  that 
the  manner  in  which  this  road  is  being  run  is  in 
the  interests  of  the  party  on  the  Treasury  benches, 
and  that  patronage  of  all  kinds  is  given  out  in  such 
a  way  as  they  think  will  do  most  good.  In  order  to 
enable  us  to  get  at  the  bottom  of  the  expenditure 
in  connection  with  this  line,  and  to  see  if  some 
system  cannot  be  adopted  whereby  the  expenditure 
can  be  very  largely  reduced,  I  put  the  notice  on 
the  Paper  of  the  inotion  which  was  made  some  few 
days  ago.  If  we  do  not  make  an  attempt  to 
get  rid  of  unnecessary  expenditure  in  connection 
with  the  operation  of  this  road,  it  will  go 
on  and  will  grow  worse.  I  believe  there  is 
nothing  to  prevent  this  road  being  run  on  a  true 
commercial  basis,  and  to  make  it  a  paying  line,  but 
so  long  as  it  is  operated  in  the  interests  of  certain 
miners  in  Nova  Scotia,  who  get  their  coal  carried 
at  a  very  low  rate — I  believe  the  tonnage  rate  is 
less  than  the  actual  cost  of  drawing  the  coal — as 
long  as  that  is  done,  the  people  of  this  country  are 
simply  paying  to  keep  in  operation  a  road  which  is 
a  drain  on  them,  and  is  simply  keeping  up  a  coal 
trade  betw  een  Montreal  and  Quebec  and  New  Glas¬ 
gow.  I  do  not  think  this  should  be  continued.  If 
it  is,  the  people  should  understand  how  and  why 
the  Intercolonial  Railway  is  operated.  In  order 
to  reach  the  proper  condition  of  things,  I  make  this 
motion,  and  I  hope  we  will  have  the  entire  list  of 
the  officials,  the  work  they  are  doing,  and  the  money 
they  draw  laid  before  us,  so  that  the  country  may 


know  why  it  is  asked  to  continue  this  enormous  ex¬ 
penditure. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  I  do  not  intend  to  discuss 
the  management  of  the  Intercolonial  Railway  at 
i  the  present  time,  or  to  enter  into  any  of  the  ques- 
|  tions  which  the  lion,  gentleman  has  brought  before 
the  House  on  a  simple  motion  to  bring  down  the 
papers.  1  made  enquiries  in  reference  to  this 
matter,  and  the  chief  of  the  department  told  me  it 
would  be  almost  impossible  to  furnish  all  the 
information  asked  for  in  regard  to  railways  alone 
during  this  session,  and  that  tlie  estimated  cost 
would  be  over  $2,000.  I  think  the  motion  which 
was  made  by  the  hon.  member  for  Queen’s,  P.  E.I., 
(Mr.  Davies)  and  the  return  in  answer  to  it,  will 
furnish  all  the  information  necessary  for  the  full 
discussion  of  the  subject  the  hon.  gentleman  has 
referred  to. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  takes 
;  the  responsibility  of  refusing  this  motion,  I  do  not 
suppose  my  hon.  friend  will  press  it  any  further, 
but  it  is  a  sad  comment  upon  the  administration  of 
the  Intercolonial  Railway  if  it  is  impossible  for  the 
Government  to  bring  down  a  list  of  the  employes 
on  the  railway  without  the  expenditure  referred  to 
by  the  hon.  gentleman  and  within  the  compass  of 
one  session. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  The  motion  asks  for  a  great 
deal  more  than  that. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  The  motion  asks  for  the  num¬ 
ber  of  the  employes,  the  labour  they  perform,  and 
the  salary  they  receive.  Of  course  the  motion  may 
be  longer  in  words,  but  I  understand  the  three 
things  demanded  are  those,  and  it  seems  to  me 
that,  if  it  takes  two  or  three  months  to  obtain  that 
information,  there  must  be  an  army  in  the  employ 
of  the  hon.  gentleman. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  All  I  can  say  is  that  I  sent 
the  question  to  Mr.  Schreiber,  the  head  of  that 
department,  and  I  received  as  an  answer  the  state¬ 
ment  that  it  would  take  nearly  the  whole  session 
to  make  the  return  and  that  it  would  cost  $2,000. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  All  the  more  reason  to  have 
it. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.  E.I. )  I  do  not  understand 
what  motion  of  mine  is  referred  to  by  the  hon. 
gentleman  which  he  said  would  cover  this.  I 
moved  for  Reports  to  Council  and  Orders  in  Coun¬ 
cil  in  reference  to  the  removal  of  employes  and  ap¬ 
pointments  and  a  reduction  in  the  number  of  the 
employes.  Is  that  the  motion  to  which  the  hon. 
gentleman  alludes  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  No ;  I  was  referring  to  a 
scheduled  motion  which  you  made  the  other  day. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  That  motion  had  no 
reference  to  this  (question. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  Then  an  order  has  been  made 
on  the  motion  of  the  hon.  gentleman  in  the  Public 
Accounts  Committee  for  the  pay  rolls,  and  that 
will  be  submitted. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  I  never  asked  for  the 
pay  rolls.  There  is  no  order  that  I  have  obtained 
from  the  House  which  embraces  the  subject- 
matter  of  my  hon.  friend’s  motion  at  all.  The 
motion  I  made,  and  which  the  House  was  kind 
enough  to  grant,  was  in  regard  to  the  proposed  re¬ 
duction  in  the  number  of  employes  on  the  road. 
It  is  a  matter  of  public  notoriety  that  the  late  act- 
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iiig  Minister  of  Railways,  when  he  returned  from 
his  inspection  of  that  road,  determined  that  there 
should  be  a  large  reduction  in  the  number  of  the 
employes.  I  moved  for  the  correspondence  in  regard 
to  that.  The  lion,  gentleman  told  me  there  was 
no  report  and  no  Order  in  Council  on  the 
subject,  and  on  that  statement  the  motion 
was  withdrawn,  but  there  was  no  motion  made 
by  me  in  this  House  asking  for  the  infor¬ 
mation  which  my  hon.  friend  seeks.  It  is  all 
very  well  to  say  that  the  pay  rolls  will  be  brought 
down,  but  that  will  not  supply  the  information  the 
hon.  gentleman  seeks.  We  are  aware  that  the 
officials  at  Moncton  who  have  to  employ  these  men 
know  that  so  many  men  are  employed  in  the  car- 
shops,  so  many  in  the  workshops,  so  many  as  con¬ 
ductors,  so  many  as  baggagemen,  and  so  on.  They 
van  be  grouped  together  very  easily  and  there  can 
lie  no  practical  difficulty  in  giving  the  information 
asked  for  if  the  chief  engineer  or  the  chief  manager 
desire  to  give  it,  but  it  is  known  that  the  chief  man¬ 
ager,  Pottinger,  does  not,  because  he  has  had  in  his 
employment  hundreds  of  men  whom  the  Minister 
has  decided  to  be  unnecessary,  and  he  thinks  it  is 
not  desirable  that  the  information  should  be  given, 
but  it  is  information  which  the  Minister  can  get 
in  a  very  short  space  of  time.  There  is  no  use  say¬ 
ing  that  this  involves  an  immense  deal  of  labour. 
To  put  down  each  man’s  name  and  to  say  that  he 
was  employed  by  day  labour  or  anything  of  that 
kind,  would  involve  labour,  but  that  is  not  asked 
for.  The  idea  is  to  have  the  different  classes  of 
men,  the  pay  they  get,  and  the  work  they  do,  so 
that  we  may  know  whether  a  man  is  being  fairly 
paid  for  the  character  of  work  he  does. 

RETURNS  ORDERED. 

Copies  of  all  accounts,  claims  and  certiliciites  presented 
and  transmitted  (from  1st  July,  1885,  to  this  day)  to  the 
Dominion  Government,  by  each  of  the  judges  of  the 
Superior  Court  for  the  Province  of  Quebec,  in  his  capacity 
as  such  for  all  travelling  expenses  and  hotel  expenses,  in 
any  place  other  than  that  in  which  such  judge  had  orders 
to  reside,  or  did  in  fact  reside,  either  for  sitting  or  for 
acting  therein,  or  for  holding  therein  (in  such  capacity) 
any  court  in  civil,  criminal  or  other  matters;  together 
with  a  detailed  statement  of  the  several  sums  paid  in 
conformity  with  such  accounts,  claims  and  certificates. 
— (Mr.  Flint.) 

Return  of  all  correspondence,  telegrams  or  other  docu¬ 
ments  between  the  Government  of  Canada  and  the  Im¬ 
perial  Government  or  the  Government  of  Newfoundland, 
or  between  any  member  or  representative  of  either  of 
such  Governments,  respecting  the  admission  of  Newfound¬ 
land  into  the  Dominion  of  Canada  ;  including  all  cor¬ 
respondence  or  telegrams  to  and  from  the  High  Com¬ 
missioner  on  the  subject ;  and  all  Reports  to  and  Minutes 
of  Council  thereon . 

And  also  copy  of  any  terms  or  offers  which  may  have 
been  submitted  to  the  Government  of  Newfoundland  or 
any  member  thereof,  with  respect  to  the  admission  of 
that  Island  into  the  Dominion. — (Mr.  Davies,  P.E.I.) 

It  being  Six  o’clock,  the  Speaker  left  the  Chair. 

After  Recess. 

IN  COMMITTEE— THIRD  READINGS. 

Rill  (No.  14)  respecting  the  Grand  Trunk  Rail¬ 
way  Company  of  Canada. — (Mr.  Tisdale). 

Bill  (No.  24)  respecting  the  Nicola  Valley  Rail¬ 
way  Company. — (Mr.  Mara.) 

Bill  (No.  29)  respecting  the  Ni pissing  and  James 
Bay  Railway  Company. — (Mr.  Coatsworth.) 

'  Mr.  Davies  (P.E.I.) 


Bill  (No.  35)  respecting  the  Manitoba  and  South- 
Eastern  Railway  Company. — (Mr.  LaRiviere.) 

Bill  (No.  28)  respecting  the  Belleville  and  Lake 
Nipissing  Railway  Company.— (Mr.  Corby.) 

SECOND  READING. 

Bill  (No.  45)  to  revive  and  amend  the  Act  to 
incorporate  the  Lindsay,  Bobcaygeon  and  Ponty- 
pool  Railway  Company. — (Mr.  Fairbairn.) 

GOVERNMENT  RAILWAYS— EMPLOYES. 

House  resumed  debate  on  motion  of  Mr.  McMul¬ 
len  (p.  692). 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  I  think  the  motion  sub¬ 
mitted  by  my  hon.  friend  from  Wellington  (Mr. 
McMullen)  is  one  of  very  great  consequence,  and 
I  do  not  think  the  objection  raised  by  the  Minister 
of  Railways  is  an  objection  that  ought  to 
prevail  with  this  House.  There  are,  no  doubt, 
many  persons  employed  on  the  Intercolonial  Rail¬ 
way,  and  so  far  as  it  is  possible  to  judge  from  the 
information  before  us,  there  is  a  very  much  larger 
number  than  is  required  in  the  public  interest,  and 
this  fact  lias  been  to  some  extent  confirmed  by  the 
statement  of  the  Minister,  which  shows  that  the 
apprehension  prevailing  in  the  public  mind  in 
regard  to  the  management  of  this  road  is  not  with¬ 
out  foundation.  It  is  of  importance  that  this  House 
should  obtain  this  information  and  enquire  into  the 
administration  of  that  particular  branch  of  the 
public  service.  We  exercise,  to  a  considerable  ex¬ 
tent,  if  we  are  active  in  the  discharge  of  our  duties, 
supervision  over  the  efficiency  of  the  administration 
of  the  various  public  departments.  The  Public 
Accounts  show  that  the  cost  of  management  over 
earnings  on  this  road  is  about  $1,000,000  a  year,  per¬ 
haps  in  excess  of  that  amount.  That  is  a  very  serious 
condition  of  things,  and  it  is  of  some  importance  to 
the  country  that  that  condition  should  be  remedied. 
If  the  cost  of  managing  the  Intercolonial  is  to  be 
so  largely  in  excess  of  the  earnings,  then  it  may  be 
of  some  importance  in  the  public  mind  to  deter¬ 
mine  whether  that  road  is  to  be  kept  in  operation 
by  the  Government  at  this  very  large  charge  on 
the  public  treasury.  Even  if  the  cost  of  securing 
the  return  were  as  great  as  the  Minister  repre¬ 
sents,  and  I  think  he  must  be  mistaken  in  regard 
to  the  amount,  the  House  might  even  economise 
by  incurring  the  expenditure,  if,  as  a  result,  there 
could  be  a  reduction  in  the  actual  deficit  in  the 
management  of  the  road  as  exhibited  in  the  Public 
Accounts.  What  is  the  return  asked  for?  The 
number  of  persons  engaged  on  the  road,  the  amount 
of  salaries  they  receive,  the  work  in  which  they 
are  engaged  ;  and  surely,  supposing  the  number 
was  several  thousands,  it  ought  not  to  employ 
a  man  more  than  a  few  days  to  prepare  such  a 
return.  If  these  parties  were  classified,  and  it 
was  stated  that  there  were  so  many  of  this 
class  receiving  so  much  salary,  and  so  many  of 
another  class,  the  work  would  be  still  further 
shortened,  and  the  return  might  be  of  such  a 
character  as  to  suggest,  not  only  to  the  department, 
but  to  the  House,  some  means  of  effecting  an  im¬ 
provement  in  the  condition  of  affairs  that  has  pre¬ 
vailed.  It  may  be  that  the  construction  of  the 
short  line  across  the  State  of  Maine,  the  expendi¬ 
ture  of  a  large  sum  of  money  by  the  people  of  Can¬ 
ada  in  a  foreign  country,  and  the  construction  of  a 
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road  as  a  rival  to  the  road  owned  by  the  Canadian 
public  may  have  seriously  crippled  the  usefulness 
and  advantage  of  maintaining  this  road  for  all  time 
to  come.  But,  surely,  if  the  amount  of  work  has 
largely  diminished  on  the  road,  and  if  the  earnings 
on  the  road  are  not  increasing,  the  cost  of  manage¬ 
ment  ought  not  to  increase  in  so  large  a  degree  as 
it  has  done  during  the  past  few'  years.  There  was, 
as  some  lion,  gentleman  said,  a  deficit  under  the 
administration  some  years  ago,  when  the  road  was 
first  put  into  operation.  It  was  not  expected  that 
from  the  beginning  the  road  would  earn  as  large 
an  amount  as  it  has  since  earned  ;  but  I  doubt 
if  there  was  a  deficit  if  the  Public  Accounts 
had  been  made  up  during  Mr.  Mackenzie’s  Ad¬ 
ministration  in  the  way  they  are  prepared 
at  the  present  time.  The  construction  account 
had  been  closed,  and  all  the  charges  incurred  on 
behalf  of  the  road  were  placed  against  the  current 
expenses.  That  is  not  so  now.  I  suppose  this 
deficit  of  $600,000  or  $700,000  in  six  months  will 
not  be  charged  against  running  expenses  but 
against  capital  account,  so  that  the  capital  ac¬ 
count  which  formerly  amounted  to  $35,000,000 
had  now  reached  $50,000,000.  It  is  clear  the 
management  of  the  Intercolonial  is  in  the  highest 
degree  unsatisfactory.  Whether  the  lion,  gentle¬ 
man  who  is  now  in  charge  will  have  courage  and 
vigour  to  correct  the  abuses  that  have  arisen  in 
connection  with  the  road  and  repair  the  mischief 
done,  remains  to  be  seen  ;  but  whether  he  succeeds 
or  fails,  it  does  not  relieve  the  House  from  the 
duty  that  devolves  upon  it,  and  the  first  step 
necessary  to  enable  the  House  to  consider  the  sub¬ 
ject  is  the  preliminary  one  suggested  by  the  motion 
of  my  lion,  friend.  It  is  of  the  utmost  importance 
that  the  House  obtain  this  information,  and  lion, 
members  will  then  be  in  a  better  position  to  decide 
as  to  what  shall  be  the  next  step  taken. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  The  House  will  have 
-many  opportunities  this  session  to  consider  the 
management  of  the  Intercolonial  Railway,  but  I 
think  most  members  will  agree  with  me  that  this 
is  the  most  inconvenient  time  that  could  be  adopted 
for  that  discussion.  Something  has  been  said  about 
the  ease  with  which  this  return  could  be  prepared. 
I  think  what  has  been  said  on  this  subject  justifies 
the  opposition  of  the  Minister  of  Railways  to 
granting  this  return.  The  leader  of  the  Opposi¬ 
tion,  for  example,  has  said  that  if  the  return  is  to 
occupy  the  time  and  incur  the  expense  which  the 
Minister  of  Railways  has  indicated,  there  must  be 
a  little  army  of  men  employed  on  the  railway. 
That  is  undoubtedly  correct.  In  a  railway  from 
1,000  to  1,200  miles  long  there  are  necessarily  em¬ 
ployed,  even  under  the  most  economical  manage¬ 
ment,  upwards  of  4,000  men.  What  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  Queen’s  (Mr.  Davies)  has  said,  and  what 
the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills)  has  said 
too,  as  to  the  utility  of  this  return,  convinces  me 
that  what  is  really  desired  by  the  mover  of 
the  resolution,  at  any  rate  what  is  desired 
by  these  gentlemen  who  have  spoken  in  sup¬ 
port  of  it,  is  not  so  extensive  and  expen¬ 
sive  a  return  as  that  which  this  resolution 
contemplates.  What  these  gentlemen  have  said 
is,  that  with  a  view  to  a  proper  discussion  of  the 
management  of  the  Intercolonial  Railway,  and 
with  a  view  to  ascertain  whether  the  number  of 
men  employed  in  the  various  places  is  not  greater 


than  it  might  be,  it  is  desired  that  the  House  should 
know  how  many  men  are  employed  at  the  different 
occupations  on  the  road.  The  hon.  gentleman  who 
moved  the  resolution  w'ill  remember  that  his  return 
will  comprise  a  great  deal  more  detail  than  that, 
and  it  is  that  detail,  as  I  understand  it,  which  in¬ 
curs  the  expense  and  delay.  I  make  this  obser¬ 
vation  with  a  view  to  ask  the  hon.  gentleman 
whether  he  w  ill  not  consider  what  has  been  ad¬ 
vanced  from  his  own  side  of  the  House,  withdraw 
the  present  motion,  and  substitute  one  for  it  which 
will  give  the  information  which  his  friends  have 
stated  would  be  desirable.  There  would  be  no  ob¬ 
jection,  and  there  would  not  be  any  very  great  ex¬ 
pense  to  get  a  return  indicating  the  number  of  men 
employed  at  the  different  occupations  on  the  road. 
But,  when  the  hon.  gentleman  asks  us  to  give  the 
names  and  addresses,  and  the  different  kinds  of 
work  at  which  each  man  was  employed,  he  will 
see  that  it  comprises  not  only  a  little  army 
of  men  permanently  employed  on  the  railway, 
but  likewise  every  man  who  may  have  been 
engaged  at  temporary  work  on  that  railway. 
For  instance,  in  the  winter  season,  during  heavy 
snow  storms,  men  are  put  on  temporarily,  and  even 
as  regards  them  it  would  be  necessary  to  ascertain 
their  names  and  addresses  and  the  different  kind 
of  employment  at  which  they  may  have  been 
engaged.  The  hon.  gentleman  will  perceive  that 
when  you  come  to  detail  the  work  of  each  indivi¬ 
dual  you  will  require  to  search  the  records  of  the 
department  and  to  ascertain  when  “A.  B.”  has 
been  engaged  in  snow-shovelling,  or  track-laying, 
or  tearing  up  decayed  sleepers,  or  cleaning  out  the 
ditches,  and  in  that  way  it  involves  a  separate 
enquiry  as  to  the  particular  work  at  which  each  of 
these  men  has  been  engaged.  The  hon.  gentleman 
I  think  will  be  convinced  that  to  do  that  requires 
more  time  than  will  enable  the  return  to  be  brought 
down  in  time  for  any  practical  discussion  on  the 
Intercolonial  Railway  this  session.  W e  have  no 
desire  at  all  to  keep  from  the  House  any  part  of  the 
information  which  will  help  it  to  an  intelligent  judg¬ 
ment  as  to  the  management  of  the  Intercolonial 
Railway.  We  are  as  anxious  as  any  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  on  the  other  side  of  the  House  that  the 
railway  should  be  economically  conducted,  and 
I  should  say  that  we  from  the  Maritime  Provinces, 
who  are  so  much  interested  in  its  management, 
desire  above  all  things  that  that  management 
should  he  satisfactory  to  the  House  and  to  the 
country.  We  think  that  the  deficit,  as  the  hon. 
member  for  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills)  has  stated,  is  not 
due  to  the  mismanagement  of  the  road  and  the 
employment  of  large  numbers  of  men  who  are  un¬ 
necessary.  It  may  be,  however,  that  owing  to  a 
partial  decrease  of  business,  arising  from  the  com¬ 
petition  of  rival  lines,  there  are  men  employed 
whose  services  can  profitably  be  dispensed  with. 
If  so,  I  am  sure  that  my  colleague  the  Minister  of 
Railways  will  act  properly  and  decisively  with  re¬ 
gard  to  that  question,  and  he  will  find  no  obstruc¬ 
tion  from  his  colleagues  in  that  regard.  I  think  it 
will  likewise  be  found  that  instead  of  the  compari¬ 
son  being  unfavourable  to  recent  management,  in¬ 
stead  of  its  being  shown  as  the  hon.  gentleman 
thinks,  that  if  the  accounts  were  kept  as  they  were 
during  a  former  Government  it  would  be  found 
there  would  be  no  deficit  under  a  former  Govern¬ 
ment  but  a  large  deficit  under  the  present  Govern¬ 
ment  ;  I  think  it  will  rather  be  found  that  if  the 


699 


[COMMONS] 


700 


accounts  were  kept  as  they  were  formerly  kept  and 
sums  charged  to  capital  account  which  are  now 
charged  to  income,  the  deficit  would  he  far  less 
than  it  appears  to  he  on  the  accounts  of  the  depart¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  The  capital  account  is 
closed. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  think  not. 

Mr.  MILLS.  It  was  closed  in  Mr.  Mackenzie’s 
day. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  am  informed  he 
proposed  to  do  that  but  abandoned  it.  However 
that  may  be,  we  can  discuss  it  at  another  time. 
My  recommendation  is  that  the  hon.  gentleman 
withdraw  the  present  motion  and  substitute  on 
another  occasion  a  motion  for  the  different  classes 
of  workmen  employed  on  the  road,  and  I  fancy  that 
return  will  not  cause  much  expense. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  desire  to  curtail  the  ex¬ 
penses  connected  with  the  preparation  of  this 
return,  and  I  have  no  desire  to  throw  an  enormous 
amount  of  work  on  the  Minister  or  on  the  depart¬ 
ment,  but  I  have  grave  doubts  in  my  mind  that 
the  House  can  possess  itself  with  the  necessary  in¬ 
formation  to  intelligently  criticize  the  Intercolonial 
Railway  without  the  return  I  have  asked  for.  I 
am  willing  to  accept  the  hon.  gentleman’s  sugges¬ 
tion,  if  he  will  allow  this  motion  to  go  with  the  un¬ 
derstanding  that  the  information  he  indicates  is  to 
lie  furnished  in  it.  If  afterwards  we  find  that  the 
information  is  not  sufficient  to  thoroughly  investi¬ 
gate  the  operations  of  the  whole  line,  we  will  of  ne¬ 
cessity  have  to  ask  the  House  for  an  order  for 
further  information. 

Motion  negatived. 

FEE  ON  CANNED  LOBSTERS. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  In  the  absence  of  Mr. 
Tupper,  I  beg  to  move  that  the  House  do  resolve 
itself  into  Committee  of  the  Whole,  to-morrow,  to 
consider  the  following  resolution  : — 

1 ,  That  it  is  expedient  to  impose  a  fee  of  —  dollars  for 
each  license  granted  by  the  Minister  of  Marine  and 
Fisheries  to  can,  preserve  or  cure  lobsters,  or  keep  them 
alive  out  of  close  season  in  ponds  or  other  places. 

2.  That  it  is  expedient  to  impose  a  fee,  at  the  rate  of 
two  cents  for  each  case  containing  four  dozen  one-pound 
cans  of  lobsters,  and  one  cent  for  each  case  containing  two 
dozen  one-pound  cans  of  lobsters,  to  be  paid  by  the  packer 
to  the  person  directed  by  the  Minister  of  Marine  and 
Fisheries  to  mark,  label  or  stamp  such  case. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON  moved  : 

That  on  Thursdays,  for  the  remainder  of  the  session’ 
Government  Orders  have  precedence  after  Questions  put 
by  Members.” 

Mr.  LAURIER.  I  have  no  objection  to  offer  to 
this  motion.  It  is  an  early  stage  of  the  session  at 
which  to  make  such  a  motion,  but  still  I  think  the 
light  state  of  the  business  paper  justifies  it.  As  the 
hon.  'gentleman,  I  suppose,  takes  this  step  with  the 
view  of  expediting  the  business  of  the  session,  the 
House  will  be  glad  to  be  informed  as  to  when  they 
may  expect  the  introduction  of  a  Bill  which  may 
prove  to  be  a  very  serious  one,  that  is,  the  Redis¬ 
tribution  Bill. 

Sir  John  Thompson. 


Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  The  resolution  is 
moved,  as  the  hon.  gentleman  has  stated,  with  the 
view  of  expediting  business,  and  also  in  view  of 
the  fact  that  at  the  present  session  the  volume  of 
business  in  the  hands  of  private  members  appears 
to  be  less  than  usual.  Every  day  that  has  been 
open  to  private  business  we  have  had  the  whole 
Order  Paper  passed  and  Government  business 
reached  ;  and  we  thought  therefore,  although  it  is 
somewhat  earlier  than  usual,  that  we  might  with 
advantage  to  the  whole  House  ask  for  an  additional 
day  for  Government  business.  I  am  not  in  a  position 
to  state  this  evening  when  the  Bill  to  which  the 
hon.  gentleman  refers  will  be  brought  down,  but  I 
will  give  him  that  information  as  soon  as  I  possibly 
can. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  Well,  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
think  that  is  a  very  unsatisfactory  statement.  We 
know  right  well  that  it  is  of  the  first  importance, 
in  the  progress  of  the  Estimates,  that  the  legisla¬ 
tion  promised  by  the  Government  should  be  in  the 
hands  of  the  members  of  the  House.  I  have  on 
more  than  one  occasion  pointed  out  that  in  England 
nearly  all  the  legislation  that  the  Government  pro¬ 
pose  in  a  session  of  seven  months  is  put  into  the 
hands  of  the  House  during  the  first  three  weeks  of 
the  session.  It  is  the  right  of  members  to  have  an 
opportunity  to  consider  with  care  the  legislation 
which  the  Government  propose.  It  is  their  right 
also  to  have  an  opportunity  of  communicating  with 
their  constituents  upon  the  various  measures  which 
the  Government  present  to  Parliament.  Now,  we 
are  at  that  period  of  the  session  when  at  least  one- 
third  of  it  has  gone  by,  and  yet  the  most  important 
measure  which  the  Government  have  proposed  to 
the  House  this  session  is  not  before  us.  We  know 
that  under  our  constitutional  system  the  ancient  prac¬ 
tice  was  that  Parliament  did  not  grant  supplies  or 
subsidies  until  they  knew  whether  the  Crown  intend¬ 
ed  to  redress  the  grievances  of  thepeople.  What  were 
formerly  called  the  grievances  of  the  people  are 
now  embraced  in  the  Speech  from  the  Throne 
brought  down  at  the  beginning  of  every  session. 
Here  are  the  men  who  are  the  committee  of  Parlia¬ 
ment,  the  men  who  are  not  merely  the  counsel  of 
the  Crown  but  who  enjoy  the  confidence  of  the 
House,  who  have  promised  important  legislation, 
and  who  are  taking  a  day  that  belongs  to  private 
members  for  the  purpose  of  hastening  the  granting  of 
supplies  when  the  legislation  which  they  have  pro¬ 
mised  is  not  yet  before  us.  I  think  it  is  the  duty  of 
Parliament  to  exercise  that  precaution  which  the 
House  of  Commons  in  England  has  always  exercised, 
and  to  see  that  the  measures  of  redress  which  the 
Crown  proposes  are  before  Parliament  before  they 
undertake  to  any  great  extent  to  carry  forward 
the  supplies.  That  is  the  rule,  and  it  ought  not  to 
be  disregarded.  I  can  assure  hon.  gentlemen  on 
the  Treasury  benches  that  if  they  have  time  to 
spare,  they  had  better  devote  it  to  getting  ready 
the  meastires  which  they  intend  to  submit  to  us, 
because  it  is  necessary  that  they  should  be  in  our 
hands  if  the  business  of  the  House  is  to  be  facili¬ 
tated. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

SUPPLY — THE  BUDGET. 

Mr.  FOSTER  moved  that  the  House  again  re¬ 
solve  itself  into  Committee  of  Supply. 
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Mr.  McMILLAN  (Huron).  Before  you  leave  the 
Chair,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  desire  to  say  a  few  words  on 
the  Budget.  My  reason  for  speaking  on  the  sub¬ 
ject  is  that  it  has  been  stated  frequently  during  the 
present  session  that  the  farmers  of  this  country, 
especially  those  of  the  Province  of  Ontario,  by 
their  votes  at  the  bye-elections,  expressed  themselves 
as  favourable  to  the  retention  of  the  National 
Policy.  I  cannot  agree  with  this  statement.  I 
have  been  through  a  considerable  portion  of  the 
western  part  of  the  Province  of  Ontario,  and  I  am 
thoroughly  convinced,  notwithstanding  all  that  has 
been  said,  that  the  farmers  of  that  part  of  the 
province  are  as  anxious  as  it  is  possible  for  them  to 
be  that  we  should  have  unrestricted  reciprocity 
with  the  United  States.  The  hon.  Finance  Minis¬ 
ter  has  stated  : 

“  This  matter  is  now  settled  in  point  of  clearness  and 
definiteness.  I  for  iny  own  part  regret  that  it  is  settled  as 
it  is,  and  I  am  glad  it  is  settled.” 

I  do  not  believe  that  this  question  is  settled  in  the 
manner  in  which  the  Minister  of  Finance  has  led 
the  House  to  believe.  I  would  just  like  to  ask  if 
the  Ministers  in  going  to  Washington  went  with  a 
well-defined  scheme — if  they  went  prepared  to 
state  exactly  how  far  they  were  prepared  to  go  ? 
According  to  the  statement  that  we  have  received, 
they  declared  that  they  were  willing  to  treat  on 
the  lines  of  the  Reciprocity  Treat  y  of  1854,  modified 
to  suit  the  changed  and  altered  conditions  of  the 
country.  I  would  like  to  ask  how  far  the  changed 
and  altered  conditions  of  the  country  would  warrant 
the  Government  in  going  in  the  direction  of  unre¬ 
stricted  reciprocity  ?  I  believe,  Sir,  that  the  con¬ 
ditions  of  the  country  to-day  would  warrant  the 
adoption  of  unrestricted  reciprocity  ;  I  further 
believe  that  the  people  of  this  country  are  just  as 
anxious  for  unrestricted  reciprocity  as  they  ever 
were  ;  and  I  was  not  the  least  astonished  to  hear 
the  statement  of  the  hon.  Minister  of  Finance  that 
the  delegation  to  Washington  had  entirely  failed. 
We  had  been  told  that  everything  had  been  done 
that  tongue  or  pen  could  do  in  order  to  make  the 
trip  of  the  commissioners  to  Washington  of  no 
effect,  in  order  to  place  the  United  States  Govern¬ 
ment  in  such  a  position  that  they  would  not  give 
us  unrestricted  reciprocity.  Let  me  ask  if  it  was 
either  the  tongue  or  the  pen  of  any  member  of 
the  Opposition  that  put  the  language  into  the 
mouth  of  the  Minister  of  Finance  which  he 
told  us  he  used  when  he  went  to  Washington  ? 
W  as  it  either  the  tongue  or  pen  of  any  man  that 
urged  him  to  ask  Secretary  Blaine  if  he  could  pro¬ 
pound  a  system  by  which  the  Government  of 
Canada  would  be  able  to  raise  revenue  under  unre¬ 
stricted  reciprocity  ?  Certainly  the  Government 
knew  before  they  went  to  Washington  what  posi¬ 
tion  the  Government  of  the  United  States  had 
taken.  But  we  have  been  told  also  that  if  we  had 
unrestricted  reciprocity,  our  manufacturing  indus¬ 
tries  would  be  shut  up.  We  have  been  told  that 
our  iron  furnaces,  our  coal  pits,  our  cotton  factor¬ 
ies,  would  be  shut  down,  and  in  fact  there  would 
be  a  stoppage  to  almost  everything  in  the  Dom¬ 
inion.  I  would  ask  the  hon.  gentleman  if  he  con¬ 
sidered  the  statement  he  was  making.  Take  the 
iron  industries.  Up  to  1878  they  had  no  protec¬ 
tion.  True,  that  industry  then  was  not  making 
satisfactory  progress,  but  has  the  progress  been 
much  more  rapid  since  the  imposition  of  the  duty, 
although  that  industry  is  now  fostered  to  an  ex¬ 


tent  to  which  few  have  been  in  any  country.  Why, 
there  is  a  duty  at  present  of  .$4  a  ton  on  pig  iron 
and  a  bounty  of  $2  a  ton  ;  and  when  we  take  into 
consideration  the  fact  that  the  increased  product 
from  1878  to  last  year  is  only  10,000  tons  and  the 
amount  of  money  spent  to  secure  that  something  like 
$155,000  annually,  going  into  the  hands  of  the  iron 
manufacturers  of  this  country,  we  may  well  ask 
whether  we  are  not  paying  too  dear  for 
our  whistle.  I  would  ask  whether  the  Govern¬ 
ment  has  taken  into  consideration  what  the  manu¬ 
factured  product  of  pig  iron  is  really  worth  ?  I  see 
by  a  statement  to-day  in  a  British  return  that  the 
value  of  pig  iron  in  the  British  market  from  1885 
to  1889  was  £2  5s. 7d.  or  a  little  under  $11,  yet  we 
are  paying  .$6  duty  in  Canada  on  every  ton  of  pig 
iron  manufactured,  and  the  output  has  only  in¬ 
creased  10,000  tons  since  that  duty  was  imposed. 
This  surely  must  indicate  that  the  iron  industry 
will  not  thrive  here  unless  we  have  a  more  ex¬ 
tended  market.  Then  take  the  cotton  factories. 
Down  to  the  time  the  National  Policy  was  in¬ 
augurated,  we  had  one  factory,  the  Hudon  Manu¬ 
facturing  Company,  which  was  fairly  successful, 
but  since  the  National  Policy  that  company  has 
gone  to  the  wall.  Nay,  further,  if  I  am  not  mis¬ 
taken,  all  our  cotton  manufacturing  industries  have 
been  acquired  by  English  capitalists,  and  I  would 
ask  who  those  English  manufacturers,  who  have 
bought  our  factories  in  Canada,  should  be  protected 
against  ?  Are  they  to  be  protected  against  them¬ 
selves  ?  Are  they  to  be  protected  against  the 
goods  they  manufacture  in  the  old  country  and 
send  to  Canada  ?  And  if  those  gentlemen  can 
manufacture  upon  a  paying  scale  in  the  old 
country,  why  can  they  not  compete  here 
just  as  well?  The  raw  material  has  to  be 
purchased  and  brought  into  Canada,  and  it  has  to 
be  purchased  and  brought  into  the  old  country.  I 
hold  that  if  mill  owners  can  manufacture  successfully 
in  Great  Britain,  they  ought  to  be  able  to  manufac¬ 
ture  just  as  successfully  in  Canada,  unless  there  is  a 
condition  of  things  here  such  as  at  one  time  existed 
in  the  British  Islands  when  the  English  manufac¬ 
turers  were  not  employing  the  most  improved 
machinery  and  the  very  latest  methods.  At  one 
period  the  silk  manufacturers  of  England  were 
almost  driven  out  of  the  market  by  the  silk  manu¬ 
facturers  of  France  ;  and  when  an  investigation 
took  place  it  was  found  that  their  machinery 
was  not  of  the  most  improved  sort,  so  that  they 
had  to  throw  aside  the  old  machinery  and  get  in 
the  best  that  could  be  found  before  they  could 
compete  successfully  with  their  neighbours.  I 
believe  that  such  is  the  condition  of  things  in 
Canada  in  some  of  our  manufacturing  industries  at 
least,  and  that  the  same  remedy  would  bring  about  a 
similar  result.  Then  we  are  told  that  the  farmers 
of  Ontario  would  be  reduced  to  the  condition  of 
those  of  the  Eastern  States,  had  we  unrestricted 
reciprocity  and  a  large  amount  of  grain  and  animals 
allowed  to  come  into  Canada.  We  have  no  fear  of 
that.  In  Ontario,  with  the  most  fertile  land  on 
the  continent  of  America,  with  a  more  fertile 
soil  than  can  be  found  in  any  state  of  the  Union, 
we  have  no  fear  of  competition.  Nay,  further, 
what  we  want  is  to  get  the  markets  of  the  United 
States.  We  were  told  also  by  the  hon.  member 
for  Inverness,  and  I  was  very  much  amuse :1  at  his 
statement,  that  the  exodus  from  this  country  had 
its  foundation  from  1854  to  18G6,  when  the  old 
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Reciprocity  Treaty  was  in  force.  At  that  time,  lie 
said,  there  was  great  intercourse  between  the  two 
countries,  and  our  people  went  over  to  the  United 
States  and  remained  there,  and  he  told  us  that 
from  1861  to  1864  40,000  Canadians  enlisted  into 
the  American  army.  But  the  hon.  gentleman  forgot 
that  from  1881  until  1889,  80,000  annually  went 
out  of  Canada  into  the  United  States,  so  that  the 
exodus  which  he  admitted  in  several  years  together 
only  amounted  to  40,000,  was  only  one-half  the 
exodus  of  a  single  year  under  the  National  Policy. 

I  want  to  call  attention  to  some  of  the  statements 
of  the  Finance  Minister.  He  tells  us  now  that  we 
are  debarred  from  the  great  markets  of  the  United 
States,  and  that  the  only  thing  left  for  the  Govern¬ 
ment  to  do  is  to  give  us  adequate  protection 
against  competition  in  products  of  the  Western 
States.  Let  me  give  a  few  quotations  to  show 
whether  or  not  the  National  Policy  is  really 
protecting  the  Canadian  farmer.  In  the  Empire 
on  the  23rd  of  this  month,  I  find  the  following 
prices  quoted  for  fall  wheat,  spring  wheat,  barley 
and  oats  in  Buffalo  and  Toronto  respectively  :  Fall 
wheat,  in  Buffalo,  94c. ;  in  Toronto,  84c.  to  85c. ,  or  a 
difference  of  9c.  in  favour  of  Buffalo.  Spring  wheat, 
in  Buffalo,  92c.  in  Toronto,  82c.  to  86c. ,  or  7c.  infavour 
of  Toronto.  Barley,  in  Buffalo,  86c.  This  A^as  a 
special  despatch  to  the  Empire  in  which  it  was 
stated  that  some  6,000  bushels  of  barley  had  been 
sold  in  Buffalo  at  86c.  which  would  make,  according 
to  the  despatch,  some  50c.  in  Canada,  or  a  difference 
of  36c.  in  favour  of  Buffalo.  Oats,  34c.  per  bushel  in 
Buffalo  and  31c.  per  bushel  in  Toronto.  Now,  that 
is  certainly  something  to  be  protected  against.  I 
would  ask  how  far  this  protection  affects  the  Cana¬ 
dian  farmer  ?  I  made  a  little  calculation  on  the 
subject.  Suppose  a  farmer  had  10  acres  devoted  to 
fall  wheat,  spring  wheat,  barley  and  oats  each. 
According  to  the  average  rate  of  those  grains  in 
Ontario  in  1891,  the  yield  was  of  fall  wheat  29 
bushels,  spring  wheat  21  bushels,  barley  29  bushels, 
and  oats  40  bushels  per  acre.  Take  10  acres  of 
each  of  these,  and  how  much  more  money  would 
the  American  farmer  get  for  his  40  acres 
than  the  Canadian  farmer?  We  find  that  the 
American  farmer  in  Buffalo  would  take  home  $164 
more  than  the  Canadian  farmer  selling  his  produce 
in  Toronto,  and  yet  this  is  a  fair  comparison,  both 
of  these  cities  being  equally  near  the  seaboard  and 
equally  near  the  frontier.  One  reason  why  we  do 
not  get  the  same  price  in  Canada  as  they  do  in  the 
United  States  is  that  we  have  a  Millers’  Association 
in  the  Province  of  Ontario  that  meets  from  time  to 
time  and  discusses  the  question  as  to  the  supply  of 
wheat  to  the  different  mills.  There  are  over  160 
millers  who  have  joined  that  association.  They  have 
a  central  buyer  who  buys  almost  the  whole,  and  con¬ 
sequently  we  have  no  competition  in  our  own 
markets.  I  will  repeat  a  statement  which  I  have 
made  in  the  House  before,  because,  as  we  are  in¬ 
formed,  there  is  a  colony  of  young  members  in  this 
House,  and  I  want  to  show  them  that  we  have  not 
been  able  to  hold  the  markets  of  Canada  as  well  as 
we  did  before  the  National  Policy  was  imposed. 
In  1881,  two  years  after  the  introduction  of  the 
National  Policy,  wheat  in  Montreal  was  at  $1.33, 
while  in  New  York  it  was  $1.11,  or  22  cents  lower 
in  the  United  States  than  in  Canada.  The  National 
Policy  was  then  fairly  commencing.  When  it  had 
been  in  operation  up  to  1886,  wheat  had  fallen  24 
cents  in  New  York  while  it  had  fallen  48  cents 
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in  Canada,  showing  conclusively  that  the  National 
Policy  has  not  enabled  the  farmers  of  Canada 
to  hold  their  markets  in  the  same  position 
as  before  the  National  Policy  was  imposed. 
Then  we  have  been  told  that,  if  we  had  reciprocity, 
American  corn  would  come  into  this  country  ;  and 
that  in  1878,  before  the  introduction  of  the  National 
Policy,  while  our  horses  in  Ontario  were  feeding 
on  American  corn,  our  oats  were  left  in  the  barns 
and  were  only  worth  10  or  15  cents  a  bushel,  and 
that  the  same  thing  would  take  place  again  if  we 
had  reciprocity.  I  was  sorry  to  hear  this  state¬ 
ment  from  a  gentleman  who  has  experience  in  Cana¬ 
dian  affairs,  I  mean  the  member  for  North  Victoria 
(Mr.  Hughes).  If  he  had  examined  the  records, 
he  would  have  found  that  the  price  of  oats  in 
Canada  was  higher  in  1878  by  7  or  8  cents  a  bushel. 
If  he  will  examine  the  Mail,  which  at  that  time 
was  the  organ  of  the  Conservative  party,  he  will 
find  that,  in  December,  1878  the  price  of  oats  was 
7  cents  higher  in  Toronto  than  it  was  in  Chicago, 
and  if  he  will  come  to  1881,  two  years  after  the 
National  Policy  was  imposed,  he  will  find  that  oats 
in  the  United  States  were  1  cent  higher  than  they 
were  in  Canada.  There  was  also  a  report  handed 
in  1882  from  a  Commission  which  was  appointed  to 
report  upon  the  influence  of  the  National  Policy 
on  the  agricultural  interests  of  Canada.  I  have 
that  report  at  home  in  a  blue  book,  and  I  consulted 
it  before  I  came  down  here.  I  find  that  in  187/ 
oatswere  1 If  cts.  higher  in  Chicago  than  in  Toronto, 
and  that  was  two  years  before  the  National  Policy 
was  imposed,  and  in  1881,  two  years  after  it  was 
imposed,  the  price  was  within  If  cents  m  Chicago 
of  what  it  was  in  Toronto — another  promt  that  the 
National  Policy  has  not  helped  us.  Let  me  say 
that  in  1877-8  corn  to  the  extent  of  4,000,000  or 
5,000,000  bushels  entered  into  Canada  and  were 
consumed,  while  in  1881-2  only  about  2,000,000 
bushels  were  brought  into  the  country  and  con¬ 
sumed — a  clear  proof  that  the  statements  which 
have  been  made  are  not  borne  out.  We  have  been 
also  told  some  things  in  regard  to  cattle.  There 
was  a  report  made  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
of  the  United  States,  and  the  statement  was  made 
that  there  had  been  $10  or  $15  advantage  for  Cana¬ 
dians  over  the  Americans  in  taking  their  cattle 
into  the  British  market.  I  have  some  experience 
in  that  matter.  I  have  shipped  large  quantities  of 
horned  cattle  to  the  English  market,  and  I  had  a 
son  28  years  of  age  who  went  to  the  old  country 
and  was  going  to  stay  there  for  a  considerable 
time  to  look  after  this  matter.  I  told  him  to 
make  a  careful  comparison  of  the  sales  of  the 
American  and  Canadian  stock,  and  to  let  me  know 
the  condition  of  affairs.  He  attended  the  sales 
at  the  different  markets  on  the  banks  of  the 
Clyde  and  he  informed  me  that  he  believed  from 
$1.50  to  $2  was  all  the  advantage  the  Ameri¬ 
cans  gained  at  the  season  he  was  there,  but  that 
a  little  earlier  there  would  be  more  advantage. 
There  is  another  circumstance  that  bears  this  out. 
A  gentleman  named  Bickerdyke,  who  is  largely 
engaged  in  the  cattle  trade  in  Montreal,  came  to 
Ontario  and  bought  about  7,000  head  of  cattle. 
Did  he  ship  them  from  Montreal?  No.  The  larger 
number  were  shipped  to  Boston  and  sent  from 
Boston  to  the  British  market.  It  was  found  better  to 
send  the  cattle  to  Boston  and  take  the  cheap  ocean 
freights  from  Boston  to  the  old  country  and  forego 
the  advantage  of  the  transhipment,  because,  while 
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they  were  paying  from  Boston  only  25  or  30  shil¬ 
lings  freight,  we  in  Canada  had  to  pay  from  65  to 
70  shillings.  Then  we  have  been  told  that  the 
condition  of  the  railways  of  Canada  is  another  sign 
of  prosperity.  Our  railways  are  prosperous,  and  I 
am  happy  to  know  they  are.  I  want  to  see  every 
industry  in  the  country  thoroughly  prosperous. 
But  I  would  enquire  what  is  the  great  cause  of 
the  prosperity  of  the  Canadian  railways,  especially 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  and  the  Grand  Trunk 
Railway  ?  Why,  Sir,  it  is  the  measure  of  reciprocity 
in  railway  -traffic  that  they  enjoy  with  the  United 
States  that  makes  them  so  prosperous.  Let  me  state 
also  that  the  farmers  of  this  country  are  feeling  a 
little  of  the  prosperity  of  those  railways.  Last  winter 
a  good  many  hon.  gentlemen  in  this  House  told 
us  how  cheap  the  western  farmer  could  get  his  pro¬ 
ducts  to  the  seaboard,  as  compared  with  the  fanner 
in  the  Province  of  Ontario.  A  gentleman  from 
Toronto  who  is  largely  engaged  in  the  cattle  trade, 
published  a  letter  over  his  own  signature,  showimg 
that  a  carload  of  cattle  was  taken  from  Chicago  to 
the  seaboard,  a  distance  of  1,000  miles,  for  the  sum  of 
$50.  Last  summer  I  took  six  or  seven  carloads  from 
Seaforth,  a  distance  of  only  350  miles,  and  it  cost 
me  $54  per  car.  I  think  the  Government  had  better 
turn  their  attention  towards  getting  the  farmers  of 
this  country  cheap  railway  rates,  and  to  give  us 
that  meed  of  justice  that  we  believe  we  are  entitled 
to  on  account  of  the  large  sums  of  money  we  have 
spent  in  assisting  to  build  these  railways.  Now, 
we  have  been  told  that  it  is  impossible  for  the 
United  States  to  become  the  market  for  our  pro¬ 
duce,  and  that  Great  Britain  is  our  natural  market. 
We  find  that  in  1891  the  imports  from  Britain  to 
this  country  amounted  to  $42,047,526.  We  are 
also  told  that  if  we  were  to  have  reciprocity  with 
the  United  States,  we  should  have  to  discriminate 
against  Great  Britain.  I  hold  that  the  present  tariff 
does  discriminate  against  Great  Britain.  There  is 
more  than  one  way  of  discriminating  against 
Great  Britain.  On  this  $42,047,526  of  imports 
from  Great  Britain  into  Canada,  a  duty  was  col¬ 
lected  of  $9,114,271.  The  imports  from  the 
United  States  last  year  were  $53,685,650,  or 
$11,500,000  more  than  the  imports  from  Great 
Britain  ;  yet  we  find  that  the  duty  collected  on 
the  imports  from  the  United  States  was  only 
$7,734,513  ;  or  the  duty  upon  all  goods  coming 
from  Great  Britain  is  21^  per  cent,  while  upon 
those  coming  from  the  United  States  it  is  only 
144  per  cent.  Then,  in  respect  to  free  goods,  we 
find  that  the  imports  from  the  United  States 
amounted  te  $23,895,225,  while  from  Britain  they 
amounted  only  to  $10,599,866.  Now,  I  hold  this 
is  a  plain  discrimination  against  Great  Britain  ;  in 
fact  it  is  possible  for  this  country,  by  means  of  its 
tariff,  to  impose  a  protection  tariff  against 
one  country,  and  allow  goods  to  come  in  free 
of  duty  from  another  country,  just  as  the 
Government  wish  to  favour  one  country  more 
than  another,  or  to  lay  a  heavier  burden  upon 
one  country  than  upon  another.  Then  we  were 
told  that  if  the  flour  and  wheat  of  the  United 
States  were  to  be  brought  into  Canada  and  turned  in¬ 
to  flour,  it  would  completely  swamp  our  farmers. 
But  I  find  that  the  United  States  took  last  year 
1,090,000  bushels  of  wheat  from  Canada,  while 
Great  Britain  took  1,006,000.  I  am  not  aware 
whether  our  wheat  that  went  to  the  United  States 
paid  a  duty  ;  I  have  not  got  the  Trade  and  Naviga- 
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tion  Return  of  the  United  States,  but  surely  there  is 
not  the  leastdanger  of  the  Uirited  Statesswampingus 
in  our  own  markets  with  their  wheat  and  flour,  or 
putting  us  in  a  position  that  we  cannot  keep  our  own 
market.  I  do  not  believe  that  what  has  been  said  is 
correct,  orr  that  point.  I  find  that  a  statement  has 
been  made  upon  the  floor  of  this  House  which  will  do 
more  to  keep  settlers  from  coming  into  Canada  than 
anything  else  that  has  ever  been  said  in  this  House. 
Let  me  read  from  his  speech  delivered  here  a  few 
days  ago  : 

“  But  the  day  is  fast  approaching  when  it  will  become 
the  duty  of  the  Canadian  Government  to  protect  our 
farmers  against  horses  from  the  western  prairies.  On 
almost  any  article  of  farm  produce  our  Canadian  farmers 
cannot  compete  with  the  cheap  products  of  the  western 
prairie  farms  of  the  United  States.  There  the  farmer, 
when  he  goes  on  to  his  land,  finds  it  already  cleared  ;  there 
is  no  necessity  of  fencing  it ;  as  a  rule,  his  house  is  very 
cheap ;  and  he  is  not  obliged  to  indulge  in  the  luxury  of 
expensive  buildings.  In  the  older  provinces  of  the 
Dominion,  the  farmer  has  in  the  first  instance  to  clear 
the  land,  which,  with  stumpage  and  stoning,  occupies 
several  years  of  severe  labour.  I  am  free  to  say  that  the 
fences  and  buildings  on  almost  any  Ontario  or  Quebec 
farms  represent  fully  the  value  of  any  western  prairie 
farm.  Further.  Sir,  in  the  western  states  the  farmers  are 
not  subject  to  the  long  winters  that  we  are  here.  On  the 
average,  our  farmers  have  to  provide  for  feeding  their 
stock,  six  or  seven  months  every  year,  and  it  is  utterly 
impossible  for  them  to  raise  pork  or  cattle,  or  animals  of 
any  kind,  in  Canada,  to  compete  with  the  cheap  products 
of  the  western  states.” 

Sir,  the  author  of  that  language  is  the  lion,  mem¬ 
ber  for  North  Victoria  (Mr.  Hughes),  that  was  the 
gentleman  who  made  this  statement.  Now,  I  hold 
that  no  statement  so  injurious  ever  passed  the  lips 
of  any  Reformer  in  this  House,  to  go  abroad  to  a 
foreign  country.  I  am  a  Canadian  farmer,  and  I 
do  not  believe  this  statement  to  be  correct.  I,  for 
one,  have  a  little  experience  of  what  can  be  done  in 
the  United  States.  I  have  relations  living  there, 
we  interchange  communications  regularly,  and  I 
believe  we  are  as  successful  as  they  are  on  the 
western  prairies.  I  believe  that  in  the  Province  of 
Ontario  we  have  more  comfortable  homes,  and  we 
are  in  a  better  position  than  are  the  farmers  of 
the  United  States,  and  give  us  free  trade  with  the 
rest  of  the  world,  and  we  can  compete  with  the 
farmers  of  the  United  States  or  any  other  country. 
I  have  no  fear  of  competition  from  any  other- 
country.  Now,  just  toshowwhat  benefit  our  farmers 
would  derive  from  having  free  markets  in  the 
United  States,  I  have  picked  out  a  few  articles  from 
the  Trade  and  Navigation  Returns,  with  the  amount 
we  export  of  those  articles  and  the  duty  that 
is  paid  under  the  McKinley  Bill.  Remember  that 
I  am  dealing  entirely  with  the  Province  of  Ontario, 
1  speak  for  that  province  alone,  as  I  have  no  ex¬ 
perience  with  the  Maritime  Provinces  nor  with  our 
great  North-West.  Let  me  take  the  article  of 
horses.  We  sent  to  the  United  States  9,957  horses, 
and  we  paid  a  duty  of  $298,710  to  get  those  horses 
into  the  United  States  before  the  McKinley  Bill, 
because  most  of  them  went  in  during  the  three 
months  from  July  to  October  before  the  Bill  took 
effect.  Of  lambs  we  sent  to  the  United  States 
244,996.  We  were  told  by  the  hon.  member  for 
North  Victoria  that  just  as  soon  as  the  McKinley 
Bill  took  effect  lambs  went  up  in  the  United  States. 
Let  me  state  that  the  McKinley  Bill  affected  lambs 
very  little.  The  old  tariff  imposed  a  duty  of  20  per 
cent  upon  sheep  and  lambs,  under  which  a  lamb 
worth  $4  going  into  the  United  States  paid  80  cents, 
while,  under  the  McKinley  Bill,  a  lamb  worth  $4 
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•only  pays  75  cents,  so  that  the  McKinley  Bill  does 
not  injure  our  export  trade  in  lamhs.  lo  get  those 
lambs  into  the  United  States  we  paid  a  duty  of 
•|183,747.  I  will  read  a  table  of  a  number  of  other 
articles  that  we  exported  in  1889  and  1890  : 


Articles. 

1889. 

1890. 

Duty, 

1891. 

Poultry  •  •  •  •  •  •  •  •  lbs. 

“  and  game.  .. 

Eggs  . .  doz. 

Beans . . bush. 

Barley .  t‘| 

Potatoes . 

Hay  . tons 

Wool .  lbs. 

110,793 

51,732 

14,011,017 

302,826 

9,934,510 

716,668 

82,308 

1,011,457 

53,510 
24,070 
7,354,235 
321,829 
4,751,953 
3,326,546 
'  50,070 
1,107,560 

1 

$ 

9,000 
7,700 
367,711 
128,731 
1,425,585 
831 ,636 
200,280 
132,907 

When  we  take  these  ten  articles  we  find  that  the 
duties  charged  on  them  in  the  United  States 
amounted  in  1891  to  $3,586,000,  and  although  we 
would  not  benefit  to  the  full  amount,  yet  when  we 
consider  that  it  would  raise  the  prices  of  what  we 
sell  at  home  as  well  as  what  we  send  to  that 
country,  we  would  be  benefited  to  even  a  greater 
extent!  While  we  sent  only  1,000,000  lbs.  of  wool 
to  the  United  States  there  were  over  5,000,000 
lbs.  raised  in  Canada,  according  to  the  report 
of  the  Bureau  of  Ontario  Statistics.  Those  5,000,000 
lbs.  would  be  increased  in  price  also,  and  $600,000 
duty  on  those  entering  the  United  States  would 
be  removed.  These  items  would  foot  up  to 
the  sum  of’  $3,586,000.  The  duties  on  farm  pro¬ 
ducts  amount  to  $1,793,000,  which  comes  out  of 
the  pockets  of  the  farmers  of  Canada.  Let  me 
refer  to  two  or  three  items  in  order  to  show  the 
large  sums  taken  out  of  the  pockets  of  the  rate¬ 
payers,  and  which  go  into  the  pockets  of  the 
combines  and  manufacturers.  This  is  one  of  the 
greatest  injuries  we  sustain  from  a  protec¬ 
tive  system,  namely,  that  very  large  sums 
are  taken  out  of  the  pockets  of  the  people 
and  pass  into  the  hands  of  the  combines. 
Take  sugar,  for  example.  Over  200,000,000  lbs. 
of  sugar  are  consumed  annually  by  the  Canadian 
people,  or  equal  to  44  lbs.  per  head.  The  duty  paid 
amounts  to  $1,600,000.  The  duty  in  the  United 
States  is  4  a  cent  per  pound  while  we  charge  ^  of  a 
cent,  and  accordingly  we  are  called  upon  to  pay 
$600,000  more  for  that  quantity  than  are  the 
people  of  the  United  States.  Take  binding  twine. 
Only  198,007  11  >s.  were  imported  into  Canada  last 
year,  but  it  required  over  14,000,000  lbs.  to  tie  the 
Canadian  crop  last  year,  because  it  was  a  very 
large  one  and  required  an  immense  quantity  of 
twine.  While  $6,192  went  into  the  treasury,  no 
less  than  $424,000  passed  into  the  pockets  of  the 
cordage  companies.  .  If  those  companies  increase 
the  cost  of  binding  twine  3  or  4  cents  per  pound  a 
still  further  burden  will  be  placed  on  the  farmer. 
Of  coal  oil  we  imported,  in  1889,  5,071,386  gallons, 
and  we  manufactured  over  9,000,000  gallons.  That 
was  the  means  of  placing  $710,993  in  the  pockets  of 
the  oil  refiners,  while  only  $365,145  went  into  the 
treasury.  If  we  take  the  duty  amounting  to 
$1,600,000  on  sugar,  scarcely  any  of  which  goes 
into  the  treasury  at  present,  and  if  we  take  the 
items  of  coal  oil  and  binding  twine,  we  shall 
find  that  no  less  than  $2,744,993  are  taken 
out  of  the  pockets  of  the  people  and  placed  in  the 
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pockets  of  combines  and  manufacturers  on  those 
three  articles  alone.  Y  et  we  are  told  that  it  would 
be  injurious  to  the  farmer  to  have  those  burdens 
removed.  Let  us  take  the  crops  of  last  year  and 
makea  little  calculation  inregard  to  them.  YV  e  raised 
of  barley  over  16,000,000  bushels,  of  oats  75,000,000 
bushels,  of  wheat  over  32,000,000  bushels.  Take 
half  of  this  as  needed  for  home  consumption  and 
half  as  exported.  Comparing  the  prices  obtained 
with  the  prices  prevailing  in  the  United  States  we 
find  on  oats  a  difference  of  3  eents  during  last 
year,  on  wheat  5  cents,  and  on  barley  15 
cents  per  bushel.  Taking  3  cents  per  bushel  on 
37, 500, 00(X  bushels  of  oats,  there  was  a  difference  of 
$1,025,000,  5  cents  per  bushel  on  16,000,000  bushels 
of  wheat  will  give  $800,000  and  15  cents  per  busliel 
on  8,000,000  bushels  of  barley  will  give  $1,200,- 
000.  On  those  three  articles  alone,  comparing  the 
prices  in  the  Ontario  market  and  in  the  markets  of 
the  United  States,  our  farmers  sustained  a  loss  of 
$3,000,000  which  they  would  have  secured  if  we 
had  unrestricted  reciprocity  with  the  United 
States.  Yet  we  are  told  that  we  have  a  better 
market  in  England  than  we  can  obtain  in  the 
United  States  for  our  barley,  that  may  be  in  the 
future,  it  is  not  in  the  present.  I  have  a  statement 
for  1891  which  shows  that  the  price  of  barley  in 
the  United  States  was  164  cents  higher  than  in 
Ontario,  and  I  have  another  statement  which  shows 
that  large  quantities  of  barley  which  were  sent  to 
the  English  market  last  year  were  sold  only  after 
considerable  trouble,  and  I  was  told  only  the  other 
day  by  a  grain  dealer  that  losses  had  occurred  on 
barley  sent  to  the  old  country.  Canadian  barley 
suitable  for  shipment  to  England  was  sold  at  46 
cents  per  bushel,  provided  it  was  average  in  quanti¬ 
ty,  and  from  my  experience  we  cannot  fill  the  bill. 
YVe  have  been  told  that  we  cannot  succeed  with  the 
Americans  even  as  regards  farming  or  manufactur¬ 
ing  products.  The  Government  take  the  most  in¬ 
consistent  position  on  this  question  I  ever  knew. 
We  were  told  during  the  recent  elections,  and  it 
was  stated  in  West  Huron  by  an  hon.  gentleman 
who  is  now  on  the  Treasury  benches,  that  members 
of  the  Government  had  gone  to-  Washington  to 
frame  a  reciprocity  treaty,  and,  further,  that  the 
duty  on  binding  twine  and  agricultural  implements 
would  lie  taken  off.  As  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
have  not  entered  into  a  reciprocity  treaty,  they 
might  give  the  people  a  measure  of  redress  by  re- 
moving  1 the  duty  on  bindingtwine,  from  which  a  very 
small  sum  goes  into  the  public  treasury.  We  have 
been  told  that  the  Toronto  market  is  worth  more 
than  the  whole  market  of  the  United  btates. 
We  grant,  Sir,  that  the  Toronto  market,  or  the 
market  of  any  city  as  large  as  Toronto,  is  a  great 
boon  to  the  farmers  of  the  Province  of  Ontario  ; 
but  give  us  unrestricted  reciprocity  with  the  United 
States,  and  we  will  have  the  Detroit  market 
which  is  situated  right  upon  our  borders.  While 
Toronto  has  a  population  of  180,000,  with  the 
same  limits  as  in  1881,  we  find  that  Detroit  has  a 
population  of  205,699.  Give  us  unrestricted  reci¬ 
procity  and  at  least  three- fourths  of  the  market  in 
Detroit  would  be  served  from  Canada.  Buffalo, 
another  city  lying  on  our  very  borders,  and  in  the 
line  of  our  commerce  to  the  east,  with  a  population 
of  254,450,  would  be  supplied  with  a  large  amount 
of  our  products.  Here  are  two  cities  that  would 
bring  to  us  a  market  of  something  like  three- 
quarters  of  a  million  of  people.  L^t  us  take  the 
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city  of  New  York,  with  a  population  of  1,513,000, 
and  we  would  send  a  very  large  amount  of  our 
products  to  that  city.  If  it  is  a  great  benefit  to 
have  a  market  in  Toronto,  the  next  greatest  benefit 
that  can  be  conferred  upon  the  farmers  of  the  Pro¬ 
vince  of  Ontario  is  to  give  them  access  to  the 
markets  of  the  United  States  for  their  surplus 
products.  Rochester  is  another  city  within  a 
short  distance  of  the  frontier,  and  it  has  a  popula¬ 
tion  of  138,328  ;  Boston  has  a  population  of 
'446,000,  those  cities  being  nearly  equal  to  the 
population  of  the  Province  of  Ontario,  and  with 
free  access  to  their  markets  we  could  supply 
them.  Let  me  give  some  figures  from  the  Trade 
and  Navigation  Returns  with  respect  to  our  agri¬ 
cultural  products.  The  total  of  our  exports  from 
Canada  amount  to  $85,757,744  worth,  and  our 
agricultural  jfroduct  exports  amount  to  $13,666,858 
worth.  Of  this  Britain  takes  $5,254,028  worth, 
and  the  United  States  $7,291,246  worth.  Although 
we  have  a  tariff  against  all  our  articles  going  to 
the  United  States  and  a  free  market  in  Britain, 
only  $2,000,000  worth  more  of  agricultural  pro¬ 
ducts  go  to  the  British  markets  than  go  to  the  mar¬ 
kets  of  the  United  States.  In  manufactured  goods 
we  export  $6,296,249,  and  where  do  these  exports 
find  a  market?  To  Great  Britain  we  ship  $2,823,- 
491  worth  of  manufactured  goods,  and  to  the 
United  States  $3,006,423  worth,  so  that  the  United 
States  takes  some  $200,000  worth  more  of  our 
manufactured  goods  than  Great  Britain  ;  but  when 
we  come  to  the  Province  of  Ontario,  let  us  see 
where  do  our  agricultural  products  go.  The  total 
of  our  exports  from  Ontario  amount  to  $25,721,- 
000  ;  Britain  takes  $5,073,305,  while  the  United 
States  takes  $20,028,706,  or  the  United  States  takes 
$4  worth  from  Ontario  for  every  $1  that  goes  to 
Britain.  If  we  go  back  to  the  year  before  the  Me 
Kinley  Bill  took  effect,  we  find  that  the'  United 
States  took  $6.50  for  every  $1  that  Britain  took. 
In  agricultural  products  we  send  from  Ontario  $6,- 
801,181.  Britain  takes $1,26 1,492,  while  the  United 
States  takes$5, 389, 492.  Now,  we  have  been  told  that 
when  we  lost  the  United  States  markets  we  would 
find  markets  elsewhere.  Both  the  Minister  of 
Justice  and  the  Minister  of  Marine  and  Fisheries 
told  the  people  of  Halifax  during  the  general 
election,  that  it  was  now  their  duty  to  find  us 
foreign  markets  to  compensate  us  for  those  we  lost 
in  the  States,  and  they  pointed  to  the  markets  of 
China,  Japan,  Australia,  the  West  Indies  and 
England.  Why,  Sir,  we  have  had  the  English 
market  all  along  and  we  prize  it  highly,  and  while 
we  wish  for  unrestricted  reciprocity,  we  still  wish 
to  retain  that  market,  but  the  only  other  country 
mentioned  by  the  hon.  gentleman  opposite  which 
takes  agricultural  products  from  Ontario  was  the 
British  West  Indies,  and  they  take  only  $32,813 
worth,  while  not  one  cent  of  agricultural  products 
went  to  any  of  these  other  countries  which  they 
told  us  would  supply  us  with  a  market.  When  we 
send  such  large  amount  of  our  products  to  the 
United  States  and  such  comparatively  small  quan¬ 
tities  to  the  British  markets,  is  it  to  be  wondered 
that  the  people  of  Ontario  wish  to  retain  the 
markets  of  the  United  States  ?  I  say  that  the 
United  States  market  is  the  best  market  we  can 
possibly  have.  I  might  also  mention  that  we  sent 
14,000,000  dozen  eggs  out  of  Canada  in  1889,  and 
mostly  all  of  them  went  to  the  United  States, 
whereas  we  only  sent  in  1890  6,656,000,  showing 
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that  the  market  for  eggs  has  fallen  off  to  a 
great  extent.  There  we  e  6,000,000  or  7,000,000 
dozen  eggs  less  expo,  ted  last  summer  than 
the  summer  before,  and  this  means  an  immense 
loss  to  the  Canadian  farmer.  We  have  been 
told  time  and  time  again  that  the  Government  is 
not  to  blame  with  respect  to  the  McKinley  Bill.  I 
would  like  to  review  this  matter  for  a  little  and 
ask  how  it  was  when  this  discussion  took  place  in 
1888,  with  respect  to  removing  the  duty  from  trees, 
shrubs,  fruits  and  small  seeds  in  accordance  with 
the  tariff  legislation  with  the  United  States,  there 
was  such  pressure  brought  to  bear  at  the  time  upon 
the  Canadian  Government?  It  was  because  the 
Mills’s  Bill  was  brought  before  Congress,  and  that 
a  Bill  of  almost  complete  non -intercourse  between 
the  States  and  Canada  if  it  had  become  the  law  of 
the  land.  When  the  British  Minister  at  Washing¬ 
ton  found  that  this  Bill  was  before  Congress  he  sent 
a  communication  to  the  Colonial  Office  in  England, 
and  that  communication  was  forwarded  to  the 
Canadian  Government.  The  Government  at  Ottawa 
changed  their  policy  and  reciprocated  at  once  when 
this  matter  was  brought  under  their  notice.  The 
first  intimation  we  had  of  it  here  was  when  the 
Hon.  Peter  Mitchell  from  his  place  in  the  House 
asked  the  then  Premier  if  any  communication  had 
been  received  with  respect  to  the  duties  not 
being  removed  from  these  articles  on  our  tariff 
Statutes.  A  considerable  discussion  followed,  but 
the  Premier  stated  emphatically  that  the  Cana¬ 
dian  Government  would  not  reciprocate  ;  but  in  a 
few  days  Sir  Charles  Tupper  came  down  and  he 
told  us  that  after  he  hail  discussed  the  question 
with  the  Canadian  Government  they  passed  an 
Order  in  Council  the  night  before  to  reciprocate, 
and  that  the  Order  in  Council  closed  with  this 
language  : 

“And  the  Canadian  Government  await  further  legis¬ 
lation  from  the  American  Government  in  the  same  direc¬ 
tion.” 

Now,  Sir,  this  was  done  under  pressure  from  the 
American  Government  and  also  under  pressure  from 
the  Colonial  Secretary—  pressure  both  from  Wash¬ 
ington  and  from  England.  The  journals  of  the 
United  States  at  that  time  took  this  question  up 
and  discussed  it  very  warmly,  saying  that  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  of  Canada  was  not  acting  in  good  faith 
with  the  Government  of  the  United  States.  We 
had  been  told  that  it  was  not  obligatory  on  the 
Canadian  Government  to  reciprocate  in  this  tariff 
legislation  ;  but  we  have  the  following  utterances 
of  Sir  Charles  Tupper  on  that  question  : — 

“  But  I  may  say  that  the  moment  the  Mills’s  Bill  was 
introduced  into  the  Congress  of  the  United  States,  long 
before  the  discussion  arose  in  this  House,  I  had  the 
Deputy  Minister  engaged  in  making  a  comprehensive 
statement  in  reference  to  this  question,  in  order  that  I 
might  bring  it  to  the  notice  of  my  colleagues  as  I  was 
bound  to  do,  because  I  found  that  by  an  oversight  on  my 
part,  caused  no  doubt  by  the  various  duties  imposed  upon 
me,  the  action  of  the  United  States  Congress  had  been  lost 
sight  of.” 

Here  is  Sir  Charles  Tupper’s  acknowledgment  that 
it  was  the  duty  of  Canada  to  reciprocate  with 
the  Government  of  the  United  States.  Now,  Sir, 
we  find  that  the  Canadian  Government,  most  cer¬ 
tainly  under  pressure,  did  remit  those  duties.  It 
was  only  when  the  attention  of  the  British  Govern¬ 
ment  had  been  called  to  those  taxes,  and  when  a 
despatch  had  come  from  the  Colonial  Secretary, 
that  the  Canadian  Government  consented  to  remove 
the  duties  from  the  articles  from  which  the  duties 
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had  been  removed  in  the  United  States  live  years 
before.  Now,  we  have  been  told  that  Canada  is 
prosperous,  that  the  farmers  of  Ontario  are  pros¬ 
perous,  and  we  have  had  many  signs  of  that  pros¬ 
perity  laid  before  us.  But,  Sir,  there  is  one  test  of 
the  prosperity  or  adversity  of  the  inhabitants  of 
any  country,  that  is,  whether  or  not  they  are  re¬ 
lieving  themselves  of  the  burdens  imposed  on  their 
property,  or  whether  those  burdens  are  becoming 
heavier  and  more  grievous  to  bear.  Now,  Sir,  I 
have  a  statement  here  showing  that  the  chattel 
mortgages  upon  the  farmers  of  the  Province  of 
Ontario,  on  the  1st  of  January,  1890,  numbered 
8,877,  and  amounted  to  $2,647,558  ;  but  on  the  31st 
of  December,  1890,  they  had  increased  to  10,529  in 
number  and  $3,218,291  in  amount,  an  increase  in  one 
year  of  1,652  chattel  mortgages  covering  $570,733 
of  an  increase.  Now,  we  may  be  asked  whether 
the  farmers  are  the  only  class  in  the  Province  of 
Ontario  who  have  suffered  from  thelate  depression. 
Let  the  mortgages  which  rest  upon  the  whole  com¬ 
munity  tell  whether  the  other  classes  are  prosperous. 

I  find  that  the  chattel  mortgages  in  the  whole 
Province  of  Ontario  on  the  1st  of  January,  1890, 
numbered  16,214  and  amounted  to  $7,491,908,  and 
that  on  the  31st  of  December  in  the  same  year  they 
had  gone  up  to  17,859  in  number  and  $8,949,443  in 
amount,  or  an  increase  of  1,645  mortgages  in 
number  and  no  less  than  $1,458,535  in  amount 
during  that  one  year.  If  that  shows  that  the 
people  of  the  Province  of  Ontario  are  in  a  pros¬ 
perous  condition,  I  do  not  know  what  the  record 
of  people  in  adversity  could  possibly  be.  Now,  we 
have  been  told  that  population  is  not  a  true  measure 
of  the  prosperity  of  the  country  ;  but  1  hold  that 
it  is,  especially  in  a  young  country.  And  let  me 
say  here  that  I  have  been  astonished  to  hear 
hon.  gentlemen  on  the  Treasury  benches  and 
their  supporters  comparing  the  population  of  Great 
Britain  with  the  population  of  Canada.  Why, 
Sir,  Great  Britain  is  a  country  with  a  large 
surplus  population,  which  emigrated  to  all  coun¬ 
tries  in  the  civilized  world  to  the  number  of  250,- 
000  annually  from  1885  to  1889.  Yet  they  com¬ 
pare  that  country  with  a  young  country  like  Can¬ 
ada,  whose  only  real  want  in  order  to  become  pros¬ 
perous  is  a  large  increase  in  her  population.  The 
cost  of  the  machinery  of  Government  in  this  coun¬ 
try  at  the  present  time,  with  its  population  of  only 
5,000,000,  is  sufficient  to  govern  a  country  with  a 
population  of  20,000,000  or  30,000,000,  and  it  is 
more  than  was  the  cost  of  governing  the  United 
States  when  that  country  had  a  population  of  that 
size.  In  the  State  of  Minnesota,  which  cannot 
compare  with  Manitoba,  there  was  a  gain  from  1888 
to  1890  of  520,000,  while  in  Manitoba  there  was  a 
gain  of  only  92,182.  In  Dakota,  which  we  have 
heard  described  in  this  House  and  before  the  Agri¬ 
cultural  Committee  as  a  land  of  storms  and  bliz¬ 
zards,  a  perfect  desert  and  wilderness,  what  is  the 
condition  of  the  population  ?  During  the  last  10 
years  South  Dakota,  which  is  considered  to  be  far 
inferior  to  Manitoba,  gained  in  population  230,540, 
and  Nortli  Dakota  145,810,  while  the  fertile  Pro¬ 
vince  of  Manitoba,  with  which  none  of  these  Ameri¬ 
can  states  can  compare,  only  gained  92,182,  and  our 
North-West  only  42,039.  Then,  let  us  see  what 
was  the  increase  in  population  in  the  great  Terri¬ 
tory  of  Washington,  which  lies  adjacent  to  British 
Columbia,  and  this  recalls  to  my  mind  a  statement 
made  in  the  report  of  the  Minister  of  Agriculture 
Mr.  McMillan  (Huron). 


a  few  years  ago  that  10,000  people  who  had  come 
from  the  old  country  and  gone  to  Manitoba  and  the 
North-West,  where  they  did  not  find  things  as 
they  had  been  represented  to  them,  went  on  to 
British  Columbia,  and  when  the  Government  agent 
followed  them  there,  he  found  that  they  had  gone 
to  Washington  Territory— 10,000  in  one  single 
year.  That  territory  gained  in  population  from 
1880  to  1890,  274,274,  while  British  Columbia  only 
gained  43,303.  Now,  Sir,  let  me  attempt  to  give 
a  statement  of  some  of  the  causes  which  have  led 
to  this  condition  of  things.  We  have  had  a  great 
many  causes  assigned  for  the  failure  of  the  coun¬ 
try  to  increase  in  population.  I  will  give  you  one 
cause,  stated  by  Senator  Hansbrough  of  Dakota, 
who  has  just  arrived  in  Washington,  When  he 
arrived  there,  he  made  some  interesting  statements 
about  the  effect  of  the  McKinley  tariff,  among 
which  was  the  following  : — 

“  Why  do  the  Dakotans  like  the  McKinley  Bill  ?  Be¬ 
cause  it  gives  them  such  decided  advantage  by  affording  a 
higher  price  for  home  products.  Take  the  single  item  of 
barley.  Just  across  the  imaginary  line  that  separates 
Dakota  and  Canada  the  farmers  of  that  country  get  only 
25  or  30  cents  a  bushel  net  for  their  barley,  because  they 
have  to  pay  a  duty  of  30  cents  a  bushel  when  they  bring  it 
on  our  side  to  market.  Our  farmers  sell  at  50  and  60  cents 
a  bushel,  having  no  duty  to  pay.  It’s  the  same  with 
potatoes.  Our  wools,  too,  have  been  in  brisk  demand  at 
good  prices.  Three  years  ago  there  were  30,000  sheep  in 
North  Dakota.  Now  there  are  230,000.  Our  farmers  are 
increasing  the  output  of  wool  in  Dakota,  because  they  get 
12  cents  per  pound  more  than  the  farmers  of  the  North- 
West  and  Manitoba.” 

There  is  one  of  the  reasons  given  by  a  United 
States  Senator  why  people  leave  Canada.  I  came 
across  a  report  of  a  speech  delivered  by  Sir  Francis 
Hincks  after  he  returned  to  Canada  and  became 
Finance  Minister.  In  1870,  when  making  his  Bud¬ 
get  speech,  he  said  that  the  debt  per  head  of  the 
people  of  the  United  States  amounted  to  $60  while 
that  of  the  people  of  Canada  per  head  only  amount¬ 
ed  to  $22.50.  The  taxation  in  the  United  States 
amounted  to  $9.25  per  head,  and  in  Canada  to 
$3.25  per  head  ;  and  he  seemed  to  point  to  this, 
that  should  the  taxation  of  this  country  ever  be¬ 
come  heavier  than  that  of  our  neighbours,  we  might 
expect  an  exodus.  Another  eminent  statesman, 
who  held  a  high  position  in  the  ranks  of  the  Con¬ 
servative  party,  Sir  Alexander  Galt,  made  a  sim¬ 
ilar  statement,  namely,  that  should  the  day  arrive 
when  Canada  would  be  heavier  taxed  than  the 
United  States,  we  would  commence  to  loose  popu¬ 
lation.  This  prediction  by  these  two  gentlemen 
has  been  fulfilled  to  the  letter.  We  have  been 
told  that  the  trade  of  Canada  has  been  increased  to 
a  considerable  extent.  Well,  I  chanced  to  take  up 
the  Trade  and  Navigation  Returns  of  1873  and 
1874,  and  I  find  that  the  gross  trade  of  Canada  in 
those  years  compared  with  that  of  the  succeeding 
years,  as  follows  : — 


1873  .  $217,801,203 

1874  .  217,565.510 

1882  .  221,556,703 

1883  .  230,339,826 

1890  .  218,607,390 

1891  . 218,384,934 


In  all  a  gain  of  nearly  $1,000,000,  only  $800,- 
000  over  the  trade  of  Canada  in  1874.  This 
shows  that  Canada  is  not  in  that  prosperous  condi¬ 
tion  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  would  lead  us  to  be¬ 
lieve  it  is.  When. we  go  back  to  1878  and  look  at 
the  gross  trade  of  Canada  with  Great  Britain  and 
the  United  States,  what  tale  does  it  tell’  Does 
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it  show  that  Great  Britain  is  a  country 
Canada  has  to  look  to  more  than  any  other  for  a 
market  for  her  goods?  We  find  that  in  1878  we 
traded  with  Great  Britain,  exports  and  imports,  to 
the  amount  of  $83,327,719  and  with  the  United 
States  to  the  amount  only  of  $73,876,437.  But 
when  we  come  to  1891,  we  find  that  while  our  trade 
with  Great  Britain  had  increased  to  $91,328,384 
our  trade  with  the  United  States  had  increased 
to  $94,824,352 ;  or  while  it  increased  with 
Great  Britain  $7,955,655,  it  increased  with  the 
United  States  $20,947,915,  and  remember  this 
Mas  during  the  period  of  the  National 
Policy.  What,  then,  would  have  been  the  exten¬ 
sion  of  our  trade  if  the  National  Policy  had 
not  been  established  ?  I  have  had  letter  after 
letter  within  the  last  few  days,  every  one  of  them 
stating  that  Canada’s  only  salvation  is  to  have 
reciprocity  with  the  United  States.  There  is  a 
belief  all  through  western  Ontario  that  the 
Government  did  not  deal  fairly  with  them.  The 
people  feel  that  the  Government  went  to  Washing¬ 
ton  only  that  they  might  be  able  to  come  back  and 
saj-  to  the  farmers  :  We  went  to  Washington,  we 
attempted  to  get  reciprocity,  but  the  Government 
of  the  United  States  would  have  none  of  it.  Last 
year  the  Minister  of  Justice  told  us  that  he  had 
hopes  there  was  a  good  ground  that  a  fair  reci¬ 
procity  treaty  shoidd  be  entered  into  between 
Canada  and  the  United  States.  This  year  we  are 
told  that  the  United  States  will  not  give  reciprocity 
unless  Canada  becomes  annexed  to  them.  Against 
this,  however,  we  have  the  statement  of  the  Presi¬ 
dent,  in  his  last  message  to  Congress,  that  they* 
did  not  want  any  more  territory,  as  they  had  all 
they  required,  but  that  what  they  wanted  was  ex¬ 
tended  trade  relations  with  every  government  on 
the  continent  of  America.  I  believe,  from  the 
nature  of  the  McKinley  Bill,  that  that  is  what  the 
United  States  wants.  If  our  Government  knew 
anything,  they  knew  before  they  went  to 
Washington  that  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  would  not  give  reciprocity  in 
natural  products  alone.  They  twitted  us  with  not 
having  a  policy,  but  have  the  Government  a  policy  ? 
Have  they  lain  down  a  well-defined  policy  as  to 
what  their  views  on  reciprocity  are  ?  If  there  was 
a  policy  ever  laid  down  by  them,  it  was  when  Sir 
John  Macdonald,  in  1880,  stated  that  if  we  could 
not  get  a  reciprocity  of  trade  with  the  United 
States,  we  would  get  a  reciprocity  of  tariffs,  and 
he  added  that  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  would  not  give  another  reciprocity  treaty 
under  the  old  lines  of  1854.  I  have  a  statement 
here  of  a  number  of  articles  included  in  the 
treaty  proposed  by  the  late  Hon.  George  Brown, 
when  lie  went  to  Washington  in  1874,  but  which 
afterwards  fell  through.  Great  Britain  we  have 
been  told  would  not  be  willing  that  Canada  should 
discriminate  against  her ;  but  I  find  there  is  in  this 
treaty  a  large  number  of  articles  in  which  she 
would  be  discriminated  against,  and  yet  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  of  Great  Britain  then  expressed  willing¬ 
ness  that  such  a  treaty  should  be  entered  into.  It 
was  then  proposed  that  the  United  States  and  Can¬ 
ada  should  interchange  the  following  articles  free 
of  duty  : — 

Agricultural  implements,  of  all  kinds  ,  axles,  of  all 
kinds;  boots  and  shoes,  of  leather;  boot  and  shoemaking 
machines;  buffalo  robes,  dressed  and  trimmed;  cotton 
grain  bags  ;  cotton  denims  ;  cotton  jeans,  unbleached ; 
cotton  drillings,  unbleached  ;  cotton  plaids  ;  cotton  tick¬ 


ing  :  cottonades,  unbleached  ;  cabinet  ware  or  furniture, 
or  parts  thereof ;  carriages,  carts,  waggons  and  other 
wheeled  vehicles  or  sleighs,  or  parts  thereof ;  fire  engines, 
or  parts  thereof ;  felt  coverings  for  boilers  ;  gutta  percha 
belting  and  tubing;  iron— bar,  hoop,  pig,  puddled,  rod, 
sheet  or  scrap  ;  iron  nails,  spikes,  bolts,  tacks,  brads  or 
springs  ;  iron  castings  ;  India  rubber  belting  and  tubing  ; 
locomotives  for  railways,  or  parts  thereof;  lead,  sheet  or 
pig  ;  leather,  sole  or  upper  ;  leather,  harness  or  saddlery  ; 
mill  or  factory  or  steamboat  fixed  engines,  and  machines 
or  parts  thereof;  manufactures  of  marble,  stone,  slate  or 
granite  ;  manufactures  of  wood  solely,  or  of  wood  nailed, 
bound,  hinged  or  locked  with  metal  materials;  mangles, 
washing  machines,  wringing  machines,  drying  machines, 
or  parts  thereof ;  printing  paper  for  newspapers;  paper 
making  machines,  or  parts  thereof ;  printing  type,  presses 
and  folders,  paper  cutters,  ruling  machines,  page  number¬ 
ing  machines  and  stereotyping  and  electrotyping  appa¬ 
ratus,  or  pai’ts  thereof;  refrigerators,  or  parts  thereof: 
railroad  cars,  carriages  and  trucks,  or  parts  thereof ; 
satinets  of  wool  and  cotton  ;  steam  engines,  or  parts 
thereof  ;  steel  wrought  or  cast,  and  steel  plates  and  rails  ; 
tin  tubes  andpiping;  tweeds,  of  wool  solely  ;  waterwheel 
machines  and  apparatus,  or  parts  thereof. 

The  Government  at  that  time  was  willing  that  the 
treaty  should  be  entered  into,  the  Government 
of  Great  Britain  had  given  their  consent  to  it,  and 
the  Hon.  George  Brown  had  nearly  succeeded  in 
negotiating  the  treaty.  They  were  willing  that 
that  treaty  should  be  entered  into,  and  if  the  Bri¬ 
tish  Government  were  willing  and  the  Government 
of  Canada  were  willing,  certainly  they  must  have 
seen  a  way  to  raise  the  revenue.  Our  Government 
did  not  go  down  to  Washington  with  a  well-ma¬ 
tured  scheme  to  submit  to  the  Government  of  the 
United  States,  telling  them  how  far  they  were  pre¬ 
pared  to  go,  but  on  the  contrary  they  raised  all  the 
objections  they  could  ;  nay,  further,  they  asked 
Mr.  Blaine  if  he  would  show  them  how  to  raise  a 
revenue.  Can  any  one  imagine  anything  more  humi¬ 
liating  for  Canada  ?  I  have  heard  that  at  the  time  of 
the  National  Policy  those  gentlemen  had  to  send 
to  Washington  for  a  man  to  come  here  and  help 
them  to  get  up  that  National  Policy,  and  now  it 
appears  to  the  world  that  our  Government  is  so 
imbecile  that  they  cannot  get  up  a  policy  of  their 
own.  I  say  they  have  done  more  to  discredit 
Canada  in  the  eyes  of  the  world  than  was 
ever  done  by  either  the  tongue  or  the  pen  of 
the  Opposition,  though  those  gentlemen  used 
to  say  that  the  Opposition,  by  tongue  and 
pen,  had  done  as  much  as  possible  to  frustrate  the 
attempts  to  obtain  reciprocity.  From  their  action 
the  world  would  imagine  that  Canada  is  in  a  lost  con¬ 
dition  when  she  cannot  raise  a  revenue.  Speaking 
as  a  farmer,  I,  for  one,  have  no  fear  of  that,  and  I 
am  prepared  to  accept  unrestricted  reciprocity  and 
let  the  amount  which  the  late  Premier  of  Canada 
said  would  have  to  be  imposed  on  every  family, 
that  is  $15,  be  imposed.  It  would  be  a  blessed  day 
when  that  took  the  place  of  the  present  system.  If 
every  man  in  this  country  knew’  the  extent  to  which 
he  is  robbed  the  country  would  rise  at  once  and  go 
in  for  direct  taxation.  But,  through  the  mis-state¬ 
ments  made  by  the  Government  and  their  sup¬ 
porters,  a  great  many  of  the  people  have  been  led 
to  believe  what  they  said.  We  will  be  told  that 
the  people  of  Ontario  still  believe  in  them,  and 
that,  by  their  votes  at  the  bye-elections,  they  have 
said  that  the  Government  are  right  and  the  Oppo¬ 
sition  are  wrong.  No  such  sentiment  goes  through 
western  Ontario.  I  know  western  Ontario 
thoroughly,  and,  during  those  bye-elections,  we 
found  a  horde  of  men  in  each  constituency  whom 
no  one  knew.  They  went  to  the  hotels  and 
they  did  not  register  their  names.  They 
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were  afraid  to  be  known.  ^  They  never  went 
to  a  public  meeting  or  addressed  a  public  audience, 
but  they  went  out  after  sunset  and  went  away  the 
next  morning.  If  the  agent  of  the  Government 
there  was  organizing  them,  it  was  evident  that  he 
had  no  confidence  in  them,  for  he  did  not  put  the 
boodle  into  their  hands,  but,  after  one  of  them  had 
visited  a  house,  another  was  required  to  be  sent 
there  the  night  before  the  election.  I  know  that 
in  West  Huron  a  man  went  to  the  house  of  a  respect¬ 
able  farmer  and  offered  him  $100  in  money  if  he 
and  his  two  sons  would  vote  for  Mr.  Patterson. 
Another  man  went  into  the  house  of  another  farmer 
the  night  before  the  election  and  asked,  had  he 
any  cattle  for  sale  ?  No,  he  had  no  cattle  for  sale. 
Had  he  any  sheep  for  sale  ?  No,  he  had  no  sheep. 
Then  he  said  that  w'as  not  his  business,  but  he  was 
out  canvassing  and  he  could  not  say  any  more  in 
the  presence  of  a  third  individual.  The  farmer  felt 
so  indignant  that  he  threatened  to  kick  the  man  off 
the  premises  if  he  did  not  go.  That  is  what 
carried  those  ridings.  It  was  not  the  vote  of  the 
respectable  electors  that  returned  these  gentlemen. 
I  believe  that  some  of  the  individuals  who  were  there 
must  be  under  the  pay  of  this  Government  because 
they  have  no  visible  means  of  support,  and  yet 
we  have  found  them  there,  going  out  in 
the  cool  of  the  evening  and  not  showing  them¬ 
selves  during  the  day.  Yet  hon.  gentlemen 
tell  us  that  this  is  the  free  and  unbiassed  voice  of 
the  farmers  of  Ontario  who  have  recorded  their 
votes  against  reciprocity.  I  say  there  is  no  such 
sentiment  in  Ontario,  and  I  claim  to  know  that 
province  as  well  as  any  hon.  member,  because,  for 
five  years  past,  I  have  been  going  amongst  the 
farmers  at  the  Farmers’  Institutes,  and,  though 
that  question  is  never  brought  up  at  those  meet¬ 
ings,  I  have  found  their  views  in  private  inter¬ 
views,  and  I  say  that  the  feeling  is  growing 
stronger  and  stronger  in  favour  of  reciprocity  with 
the  United  States,  and  the  hon.  gentleman  will 
find  that  out  when  the  people  of  western  Ontario 
get  an  opportunity  to  show*  them.  Many  voters 
were  led  astray  when  they  had  the  statement  that 
the  Government  were  going  to  Washingten  to  get 
reciprocity,  and  in  West  Huron  they  understood 
that  it  was  to  be  unrestricted  reciprocity.  They 
were  deceived,  but  they  will  not  be  deceived  again. 
I  hope  the  Government  will  see  their  way  to  make 
some  change,  and  will  find  some  means  of  giving 
us  the  relief  we  have  asked. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  At  this  late  stage  in  thedebate 
and  after  the  developments  which  have  taken  place, 
not  only  last  winter  but  also  since  in  elections,  it 
would  seem  to  be  a  pity  to  waste  time  over  a  discus¬ 
sion  of  a  subject  which  has  accomplished  so  much  for 
our  friends  opposite.  One  is  surprised  to  hear  so  much 
said  in  defence  of  a  policy  which  may  be  called  one 
of  the  dead  issues  of  the  country,  though  it  has 
been  presented  to  us  by  the  eloquence  of  the  hon. 
member  for  Huron  (Mr.  McMillan)  and  his  fol¬ 
lowers,  a  policy  which  has  accomplished  nothing 
for  them  except  the  decimation  of  their  ranks  until 
now  they  have  a  very  much  smaller  number  in  the 
House  than  they  had  when  they  first  propounded 
this  policy.  The  hon.  member,  who  is  leaving  the 
chamber  I  see,  says  there  is  no  such  sentiment  in 
favour  of  the  National  Policy  in  western  On¬ 
tario  as  is  represented  by  the  supporters  of 
the  Government.  In  saying  that,  the  hon 
Mr.  McMillan  (Huron). 


gentleman  must  discredit  his  own  educating  powers 
because  he  has  been  one  of  the  strongest  advocates 
of  unrestricted  reciprocity,  one  of  the  most  uncom¬ 
promising  opponents  of  the  National  Policy,  and 
has  spent  a  considerable  portion  of  last  summer  and 
fall  in  educating  the  people  of  western  Ontario  on 
this  subject ;  but  the  result  was  that  in  every  con¬ 
stituency  in  which  he  had  the  honour  to  speak,  the 
election  went  against  him  and  his  party.  Either 
the  people  must  discredit  the  leader  and  the 
party,  or  else  the  educating  ability  of  those  who 
addressed  them  must  be  very  poor.  It  reminds 
me  of  the  story  which  was  told  of  an  incident 
which  happened  when  the  first  engine  was  driven 
through  the  Rocky  Mountains  over  the  Union 
Pacific  ’Railway.  Buffalo  bull  standing  on  the 
heights  watching  the  inroads  being  made  by  the 
white  man  in  his  territory,  came  down  from  the 
mountain  and  placed  himself  on  the  track  in  front 
of  the  engine,  to  fight  and  to  once  and  for  all  time 
stop  the  inroads  on  his  territory  ;  with  head  down, 
tail  erect,  and  back  bowed,  he  made  the  charge.  The 
engineer  who  was  driving  the  train  had  hold  of  the 
lever  of  the  engine,  and  looking  at  the  indignant 
animal  in  an  amused  way,  said  :  “  Well,  old  boy,  I 
admire  your  pluck,  but  I  think  very  little  of  your 
judgment.”  We  cannot  help  but  admire  their 
pluck,  but  I  think  very  little  of  your  judgment, 
certainly  the  country  must  think  very  little  of 
their  judgment  after  the  reception  their  policy  has 
met  with  by  the  verdict  of  the  country.  Now,  for 
several  years  past  we  have  had  from  the  same 
gentlemen  the  cry  throughout  the  country  that  the 
policy  of  the  Conservative  party  was  not  the  one 
the  country  required,  but  that  unrestricted  reci¬ 
procity  was  what  Canada  needed  to  cure  her  com¬ 
mercial  and  political  ills.  These  men  have  en¬ 
deavoured  to  influence  the  people  upon  every  plat¬ 
form  and  every  hustings  in  the  country,  they  have 
held  numerous  meetings  during  the  campaign  of 
1891,  and  during  the  bye-elections  of  this  summer, 
which  almost  amounted  to  a  general  election;  they 
have  scattered  thousands  of  pamphlets  and  fly 
sheets  throughout  the  country,  and  have  asked  the 
electorate  to  pronounce  upon  their  policy,  and 
what  is  the  residt?  The  result  is  that  every  bye- 
election  has  gone  against  them. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  What  about  Prescott? 

Mr.  SPROULE.  It  must  be  a  great  source  of  con¬ 
solation  to  those  hon.  gentlemen  to  hold  a  consti¬ 
tuency  by  some  40  or  50  votes  which  they  carried 
a  year  ago  by  some  400.  If  they  can  find  con¬ 
solation  in  that  election,  I  am  sure  we  are  willing 
to  let  them  enjoy  it.  They  have  taken  every 
possible  means  to  educate  the  people,  not  only  by 
their  speeches,  but  by  the  facts  and  figures,  so 
called,  which  they  have  scattered  among  the 
electorate  of  the  country.  I  have  one  pamphlet 
here  before  me  that  I  got  from  a  friend  belonging 
to  a  constituency  in  the  west.  The  cover  was 
labelled  “  With  the  Compliments  of  Mr.  Campbell, 
M.P. ,”  and  the  pamplet  was  entitled  “  Facts  and 
Figures  for  the  Electors,”  and  was  intended  to  con¬ 
vince  them  that  the  National  Policy  was  a  great 
curse  to  the  nation,  and  that  unrestricted  recipro¬ 
city  was  the  blessing  the  people  needed.  After 
looking  over  this  pamphlet  I  thought  to  myself  it 
was  well  they  labelled  it  “Facts and  Figures.”  It 
reminded  me  of  the  condition  of  things  in  ancient 
times  when  Art  was  so  crude  that  when  a  picture 
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was  made  the  artist  put  the  name  under  for  fear  it 
might  be  mistaken  for  something  else,  for  instance 
when  a  boy  drew  a  picture  of  a  horse,  under¬ 
neath  he  wrote  “This  is  a  horse,”  for  fearsome 
one  would  take  it  for  a  cow  or  some  other  animal. 
If  this  pamphlet  had  not  been  labelled  “  Facts 
and  Figures,”  I  am  sure  the  reader  would  have 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  it  contained  nothing 
but  fiction.  Now  everything  between  the  two 
covers  of  this  book  is  written  to  convince  the 
people  that  the  National  Policy  is  a  national 
curse,  and  that  unrestricted  reciprocity  is  the  need 
of  Canada  to-day.  It  tells  the  people  that  ever 
since  the  Conservative  party  came  into  power 
in  1878  the  National  Policy  has  been  ruining  the 
country,  until  the  burthens  of  the  people  have 
become  so  great  that  they  can  no  longer  be  borne, 
and  the  country  is  growing  constantly  weaker  and 
more  powerless.  At  the  end  of  the  pamphlet  they 
turn  round  and  indicate  a  remedy,  and  what  is  the 
remedy  ?  The  remedy  is  the  Butterworth  Bill.  We 
have  often  stated  that  they  went  to  the  United 
States  for  a  policy,  and  you  can  find  no  better 
evidence  of  the  truth  of  that  statement  than  is 
afforded  by  this  pamphlet.  They  tell  the  people 
of  Canada  that  the  Butterworth  Bill  runs  upon  the 
same  lines  as  unrestricted  reciprocity,  and  that 
is  the  remedy  for  Canada’s  commercial  and  political 
ills.  It  is  most  amusing  and  interesting  to  look  at 
our  present  situation,  as  it  is  described  in  that 
pamphlet,  because  they  tell  the  people  what  they 
are  suffering  from,  they  tell  them  what  they  want 
and  they  tell  them  that  they  have  found  a  remedy. 
They  finish  up  this  pamphlet  in  a  very  amusing 
way.  It  is  said  that  among  them  is  a  poet,  and  he 
conies  from  the  Province  of  Ontario,  I  take  it  must 
be  so,  because  we  find  some  of  his  handiwork  in 
this  pamphlet.  I  will  read  you  a  few  lines  : 

“  Once  to  every  man  and  nation  comes  a  moment  to 
decide  ; 

In  the  strife  of  truth  with  falsehood,  for  the  good  or  evil 
side  ; 

Some  great  cause  God’s  new  Messiah,  offering  each  the 
bloom  or  blight, 

Parts  the  goats  upon  the  left  hand  and  the  sheep  upon  the 
right ; 

And  the  choice  goes  by  favour,  twixtthe  darkness  and  the 
light, 

Hast  thou  chosen  ?  0  !  my  people,  of  this  great  and  happy 
1  and , 

Looking  to  the  future,  in  whose  party  thou  shall  stand  ?” 

Now,  they  ask  the  country  to  make  the  division 
upon  the  lines  they  indicated,  the  country  has 
made  the  division,  and  where  do  they  turn  up  ?  On 
the  left  hand  of  the  Speaker  ;  hence  it  is  unneces¬ 
sary  for  me  to  ask  them  to  which  class  of  animals 
they  belong.  But  what  more  do  I  find  ?  In  examin¬ 
ing  this  pamphlet  that  is  said  to  contain  nothing 
but  facts  and  figures  and  the  great  remedy,  the 
great  panacea,  for  Canada’s  commercial  and  poli¬ 
tical  ills,  on  the  very  next  page  I  find  an  adver¬ 
tisement  of  Hamlin’s  Wizard  Oil,  which  is  said 
to  cure  rheumatism,  neuralgia,  headache,  catarrh, 
deafness,  toothache  and  a  hundred  other  diseases. 
These  are  the  facts  and  figures  given  to  the  far¬ 
mers  of  Ontario  to  cure  their  physical  ills,  I 
suppose.  Now,  we  know  what  Hamlin’s  Wizard 
Oil  is,  we  know  that  it  is  only  a  quack  remedy, 
and  by  the  same  parity  of  reasoning  I  think  the 
people  of  Canada  will  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
the  remedy  given  in  this  pamphlet  to  cure  Canada’s 
political  and  commercial  ills,  is  just  about  as 
reliable  as  Hamlin’s  Wizard  Oil,  and  is  just  as 


likely  to  cure  their  commercial  and  political 
ills  as  the  oil  is  likely  to  cure  their  physical  ills. 
Well,  the  Canadian  farmers  have  taken  them 
at  their  word,  they  have  judged  them  and  sent 
them  to  the  left  hand  of  the  Speaker,  and '  they 
have  sent  the  Conservative  party  back  to  the  right 
hand  of  the  Speaker.  Now,  the  lion,  gentleman 
who  has  just  taken  his  seat  told  us  that  in  western 
Ontario  there  is  no  such  prosperity  as  is  said  in  this 
House  to  exist,  and  he  has  told  us  that  the  trade 
of  Canada  has  fallen  oft'  between  1878  and  1891,  and 
therefore  that  is  evidence  that  the  country  wants 
some  change.  Now,  if  the  lion,  gentleman  had 
only  looked  a  little  further  into  his  figui'es  he  would 
have  seen  that  from  the  time  the  Reform  partj 
came  into  power  in  1874  up  to  the  time  they  left 
power,  the  trade  of  Canada  greatly  decreased.  In 
1873  when  the  Right  Hon.  Sir  John  A.  Macdonald 
left  power  the  export  trade  of  Canada  was  $89,351,- 
928.  Then  the  Mackenzie  Government  came 
into  power  and  when  they  left  our  export 
trade  had  fallen  to  $71,491,255.  The  total 
import  trade  of  Canada  in  1873  was  $128,011,- 
281,  and  in  1879  it  had  fallen  to  $81,964,427.  In 
1878  our  import  trade  was  $93,081,787,  whereas  in 
1873  it  was  $128,011,281,  showing  that  the  export 
and  the  import  trade  of  Canada  went  downwards 
constantly  during  the  time  that  the  Mackenzie 
Government  was  in  power,  and  since  1878  it  has 
been  gradually  coming  up  until  it  has  reached  its 
present  great  proportions.  At  the  present  time 
our  total  import  and  export  trade  amounts  to 
$218,000,000,  about  the  same  as  it  was  in  1873, 
when  Sir  John  A.  Macdonald  and  party  left 
office.  The  hon.  gentleman  who  has  just  taken 
his  seat  drew  a  comparison  between  the  con¬ 
dition  of  things  in  Manitoba  and  the  condition 
of  things  in  Southern  Dakota,  and  he  told  the 
people  why  it  was  that  Southern  Dakota  had 
settled  so  much  more  rapidly  than  Manitoba.  He 
drew  a  comparison  to  the  effect  that  the  farmers 
of  Dakota  would  get  25  cents  a  bushel  more  for  then- 
potatoes,  and  30  cents  a  bushel  more  for  their  barley 
than  they  could  get  in  Manitoba,  and  therefore 
that  they  are  more  favourably  situated  than  our 
farmers.  I  have  here  a  paper  printed  in  Southern 
Dakota,  the  very  section  of  country  about  which  he 
was  speaking.  It  is  headed  The  Star ,  Aberdeen, 
South  Dakota,  Wednesday,  March  23rd,  1892.  This 
is  what  it  says  about  the  condition  of  the  people  in 
that  country  : 

“  The  signs  of  prosperity  a  mong  our  farmers  are  showing 
up  grandly — in  the  columns  of  our  Republican  exchanges. 
Nearly  all  of  them  are  publishing  ‘  boom  editions  ’  to  ad¬ 
vertise  the  country,  while  their  columns  are  overloaded 
with  foreclosure  notices.  The  St.  Lawrence  (Hand  County) 
Journal  publishes  a  big  supplement  to  accommodate  the 
foreclosure  notices.  The  Faulk  County  Record  has  been  en¬ 
larged  until  it  is  the  largest  weekly  newspaper  in  the  state, 
and  it  prints  almost  absolutely  nothing  on  the  home  side 
except  mortgage  foreclosure  notices.  In  one  township  in 
that  county  five  school  houses  are  closed.  The  mortgage 
companies  have  no  children  to  educate.  The  Leola  (Mc¬ 
Pherson  County)  Blade  last  week  published  a  full  page 
supplement,  the  entire  home  side  of  the  Blade  being  filled 
with  mortgage  sales.  This  is  what  a  big  crow  has  done  for 
South  Dakota.” 

Then  they  go  on  and  talk  about  another  part  of 
the  country  : 

“  The  News  calls  the  efforts  of  the  Star  to  show  the  people 
the  real  condition  of  affairs  in  the  state  by  publishing 
the  number  of  mortgage  foreclosured  ‘  calamity  politics,’ 
and  says  ‘  it  sets  up  a  howl — a  wail,  that  would  perhaps  be 
pitiable  if  there  were  any  one  to  weep  besides  the  holders 
of  the  mortgages  on  these  vacant  farms,  for  in  nearly 
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every  instance  when  a  mortgage  is  foreclosed  it  is  because 
the  mortgagor  has  abandoned  the  land  and  in  most  in¬ 
stances  left  the  country.’  Our  esteemed  contemporary 
proves,  too  much.  Why  have  these  men  left  ?  This  is  the 
garden  spot  of  the  world  ;  and  the  News  claims  settlers 
are  leaving  at  the  rate  of  5,000  a  year.” 

Where  are  they  going  ?  Over  to  Canada,  over  to 
that  god-forsaken  country  where  they  get  25  cents 
a  bushel  less  for  their  potatoes  than  they  sell  for  in 
the  United  States,  and  where  they  get  30  cents  a 
bushel  less  for  their  barley.  They  are  leaving 
Dakota  at  the  rate  of  5,000  a  year  and  coining  over 
to  Manitoba  and  the  North-West  Territories. 
Now,  I  think  when  the  lion,  member  for  Huron 
(Mr.  McMillan),  attempts  to  prove  that  the 
farmers  from  Southern  Dakota  are  in  a  better  con¬ 
dition  than  the  farmers  of  Manitoba  and  the  North- 
West  Territories,  he  had  better  take  his  proof 
from  some  other  source  than  the  one  from  which  he 
took  it  to-night.  The  hon.  member  says  that  the 
chattel  mortgages  in  Canada  indicated  the  condi¬ 
tion  of  the  farmers,  and  lie  gave  a  comparison  be¬ 
tween  the  number  that  existed  in  the  summer  and 
the  number  that  existed  late  in  the  fall  of  the  same 
season.  No  man  has  a  better  opportunity  of  ascer¬ 
taining  the  condition  of  the  farmer  than  has  the 
hon.  member  for  Huron  (Mr.  McMillan),  because, 
I  understand,  he  is  an  inspector  for  a  loan  company. 
I  ask  him  to  look  at  the  reports  of  his  own  com¬ 
pany  for  last  fall,  the  previous  fall,  and  two  or 
three  years  before  that.  What  does  the  report  say  ? 
That  the  payments  on  mortgages  are  satisfactory, 
that  the  company  has  had  very  little  trouble  in 
collecting  money,  that  the  payments  were  better 
than  at  any  time  in  the  history  of  the  company  for 
a  great  many  years.  This,  indeed,  has  been  the 
report  year  after  year,  not  only  of  the  company 
which  the  hon.  gentleman  represents,  but  of  the 
different  loan  companies  in  Toronto,  the  Canada 
Permanent,  the  Western,  and  any  of  the  companies 
loaning  money  to  the  Canadian  farmers,  particu¬ 
larly  in  Ontario,  every  one  without  exception  last 
fall  stated  that  the  payments  were  better  than  be¬ 
fore,  that  there  were  very  few  payments  behind, 
that  there  were  very  few  foreclosures,  and  that  the 
companies  had  very  little  trouble  in  obtaining  their 
money.  The  hon.  gentleman  went  on  to  ask,  where 
did  the  agricultural  products  of  Canada  go  ?•  He 
said  our  natural  market  is  in  the  United  States  and 
not  England,  and  he  gave  a  few  lines  from  the  farm 
to  show  that  the  farmer’s  market  is  in  the  United 
States,  and  not  in  England.  Take  his  friend,  Mr. 
Awrey.  The  hon.  gentleman  was  very  unfair  during 
the  late  elections  because,  in  making  a  comparison 
between  the  value  of  the  English  market  and  the 
value  of  the  United  States  market  for  the  Canadian 
farmer,  he  took  a  few  lines  in  which  the  Canadian 
farmers  would  be  benefited  by  the  Canadian  market, 
but  he  very  conveniently  omitted  several  important 
lines  on  which  much  larger  prices  are  paid  in  Eng¬ 
land,  and  which  shows  it  to  be  the  only  good  market 
the  farmer  possesses.  I  have  before  me  a  com¬ 
parative  statement  of  the  products  of  the  farm  sent 
to  the  two  markets,  and  that  was  what  the  hon. 
member  for  Huron  professed  to  give  when  he 
stated  that  we  sent  to  (treat  Britain  of  agricultural 
products  to  the  value  of  $5,000,000  and  to  the 
United  States  to  the  value  of  $70,000,000.  I  do 
not  know  where  the  hon.  gentleman  got  his  figures, 
they  are  not  to  be  found  in  the  Trade  and  Naviga¬ 
tion  Returns,  and  unless  he  culled  them  from  a 
very  obscure  source,  or  invented  them,  I  cannot 
Mr.  Sproule. 


understand  where  he  obtained  them.  The  Trade 
and  Navigation  Returns  show  that  agricultural 
products  of  Canada  in  the  following  lines — and 
these  lines  may  be  fairly  said  to  include  all  the 
lines  which  the  Canadian  farmer  has  to  sell : — Cat¬ 
tle,  sheep,  mutton,  swine,  pork,  bacon  and  hams, 
beef,  lard,  tallow,  butter,  cheese,  poultry,  beans, 
eggs,  wheat,  barley,  oats,  pease,  potatoes,  oat¬ 
meal,  apples,  rye,  vegetables,  vegetables  canned, 
horses,  hay,  hides,  wool,  bran,  seeds,  straw, 
ffourmeal,  flax,  meats  canned,  hemp,  tobacco  leaf, 
fruit  canned,  were  sent  last  year  to  Great 
Britain  to  the  value  of  $21,067,424.  The  hon. 
member  for  Huron  (Mr.  McMillan)  gave  the 
value  as  $5,000,000.  What  was  the  value  of  simi¬ 
lar  products  sent  from  this  country  to  the 
United  States  last  year?  Only  $12,823,000. 
Surely  the  market  which  returned  us  $21,000,000 
is  a  more  profitable  one  than  the  market  which 
brought  us  back  $12,000,000.  These  figures  show 
unmistakably  that  our  most  important  market  is 
England.  When  Mr.  Awrey  made  up  the  state¬ 
ment,  which  was  quoted  by  the  hon.  member  for 
Huron,  he  took  only  these  items  :  horses,  sheep, 
poultry,  barley,  beans,  hay,  malt,  potatoes,  eggs, 
hides,  wool,  flax,  rye,  hemp,  tobacco  leaf,  canned 
fruit ;  and  these,  he  said,  were  the  products  of 
the  Canadian  farmer  which  lie  had  to  export. 
These  are,  however,  only  a  few  of  the  lines  which 
we  export  with  benefit.  In  these  lines  to  which 
I  have  just  referred,  as  compiled  by  Awrey, 
we  exported  to  the  United  States  the  value  of 
$11,897,562  and  to  England  only  $716,094,  and 
by  that  course  of  reasoning  Mr.  Awrey  endeavoured 
to  convince  the  Canadian  farmers  that  the  American 
market  is  the  natural  market  for  the  Canadian 
farmers  and  that  it  can  be  secured  by  adopting  a 
system  of  unrestricted  reciprocity.  It  is  a  most 
unfair  line  of  reasoning,  and  cannot  be  maintained. 
The  hon.  member  for  Huron  talked  about  some  of 
the  lines  in  which  the  Canadian  farmer  would  be 
benefited  if  we  had  unrestricted  reciprocity.  He 
referred  to  binding  twine,  and  said  a  great  injustice 
was  done  because  binding  twine  was  not  admitted 
here  free.  But  I  was  told,  and  I  believe  it  to  be 
correct,  that  the  price  of  binding  twine  is  fixed  in 
New  York  both  for  the  United  States  and  Canada. 
Unrestricted  reciprocity,  therefore,  would  not  leave 
us  better  off  than  we  are  to-day,  because  our  farmers 
could  not  obtain  it  for  less  than  the  American 
farmers.  But  a  comparison  of  the  prices  last  sea¬ 
son  in  the  United  States  and  Canada  shows  that  it 
is  sold  quite  as  cheap  in  Canada  as  in  the  United 
States.  In  my  section  it  was  retailed  at  104  cents 
per  pound,  and  it  could  be  bought  in  packages  of 
25  lbs.  or  100  lbs.,  or  any  quantity.  A  farmer  in 
Dakota  writes  me  that  the  twine  they  constantly 
use  there  cost  134  and  14  cents  for  the  past  season. 
Surely,  then,  it  would  not  be  beneficial  to  the  Cana¬ 
dian  farmer  if  we  obtained  American  binding  twine 
free  of  duty  when  it  can  be  bought  here  for  104 
cents  as  against  12,  13  and  14  cents  in  the  United 
States.  The  member  for  Huron  has  informed  the 
House  that  a  great  boon  would  be  conferred  on  our 
farmers  if  we  got  the  American  market  for  our 
horses.  For  the  last  10  years  the  American  horse 
market  hasbeengrowingworseand worse.  Ten  years 
ago  we  sent  43,000  horses  to  the  United  States,  as 
compared  with  17,000  the  year  before  the  McKinley 
tariff  came  into  operation.  The  fact  is  the  Ame¬ 
ricans  are  raising  more  horses  than  they  want,  and 
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electricity  and  traction  power  are  taking  the  place 
of  horses  to  the  detriment  of  the  horse  trade.  We 
have  been  told  that  there  is  no  demand  for  Cana¬ 
dian  horses  here,  and  it  is  not  worth  while  raising 
them.  Let  me  read  the  following  extract  from  a 
newspaper  which  will  be  a  sufficient  argument  to 
this  : 

“  Brussels  Horse  Fair. 

“  Brussels,  Ont.,  March  3rd.— The  Brussels  monthly 
horse  fair,  held  to-day,  was  the  most  successful  one  ever 
held.  The  town  was  packed  with  farmers  and  the  mar¬ 
ketable  horses  of  all  grades  were  very  plentiful.  Some 
line  specimens  in  heavy  draught  were  offered.  One  team 
was  sold  for  $300.  The  medium  class,  general  purpose, 
brought  from  $100  to  $150  each,  and  roadsters  about  $120 
up.  Nearly  all  that  were  for  sale  changed  hands.  There 
were  twenty  buyers  present.  The  next  fair  will  be  on  the 
31st  of  March.” 

W  e  are  told  by  lion,  gentlemen  opposite  that  the  I 
horse  trade  is  entirely  done  in  the  Province  of 
Ontario,  because  we  have  not  unrestricted  recipro¬ 
city,  but  that  extract  which  I  have  read  does  not 
show  that  after  all  we  have  such  a  bad  market  for 
our  horses.  I  do  not  intend  to  say  much  about 
lambs,  because  the  price  of  lambs  is  about  the  same 
as  it  was  before,  and  the  McKinley  Bill  did  not 
affect  it  at  all.  The  lion,  member  from  Huron 
(Mr.  McMillan)  said  that  we  now  discriminate 
against  the  mother  country,  and  that  discrimination 
could  not  be  an  objection  to  unrestricted  recipro¬ 
city.  He  attempted  to  prove  his  statement  by 
saying  that  we  brought  in  more  free  goods  from  the 
United  States  than  we  did  from  England.  It  is 
plain  to  any  sensible  man  in  the  House  that  it  is 
not  discriminating  against  the  mother  country 
when  we  bring  in  the  same  line  of  goods  from 
both  countries  under  the  same  rate  of  tariff. 
The  hon.  gentleman  also  told  us  that  cattle  were 
shipped  from  Boston  last  year,  which  were  bought 
in  Canada,  and,  therefore,  that  we  do  not  enjoy 
such  an  exceptional  advantage  in  the  British  market 
over  the  Americans,  by  reason  of  the  privilege  of 
sending  our  cattle  into  England  without  being 
scheduled.  It  is  a  fact  well  known  to  every  one  who 
has  taken  any  interest  in  the  matter,  that  the  Cana¬ 
dian  farmers  must  suffer  very  materially  if  our  cattle 
were  placed  on  the  same  footing  in  the  English 
markets  as  are  the  American  cattle.  The  hon. 
member  for  Huron  (Mr.  McMillan)  stated  that  he 
himself  is  engaged  in  the  cattle  trade,  and  that 
when  his  son  went  over  to  England  with  shipments 
last  year,  he  told  him  to  enquire  the  difference 
between  the  price  of  the  United  States  cattle  and 
the  Canadian  cattle  in  the  old  country  market,  and 
that  his  son  reported  that  there  was  a  difference  of 
$1 .50  to  $2  a  head.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  speaking 
of  the  prime  fat  cattle  sent  from  the  United  States 
and  the  same  class  from  Canada,  but  that  is  not 
the  class  of  cattle  which  we  would  suffer  most 
on  account  of,  if  Canada  was  scheduled  in  England. 
We  would  suffer  most  in  the  exportation  of  our 
stockers.  We  sent  to  England  the  year  before 
last  123,000  head  of  cattle  and  out  of  this  number 
90,000  were  stockers,  animals  which  were  not  lit 
to  be  killed  or  put  into  the  market  as  beef,  but 
which  were  sold  to  the  English  and  Scotch  farmers 
to  be  fattened  by  them.  The  United  States  export¬ 
ers  are  obliged  to  kill  their  cattle  when  they  land 
in  England,  and  when  we  put  prime  fat  cattle  on 
the  English  market  it  does  not  make  very  much 
difference,  because  they  could  be  killed  on  the  day 
they  land  as  well  as  any  other  time.  The  advantage 


which  we  possess  over  the  Americans  is  that  we 
can  keep  our  cattle  longer  in  England  before 
disposing  of  them.  For  instance,  if  a  shipper  of 
Canadian  cattle  struck  a  bad  market  in  England 
he  could  keep  them  until  there  was  a  good  market 
and  higher  prices,  and  he  would  receive  the  benefit, 
while  the  American  cattle  would  have  to  be  killed 
and  disposed  of  within  the  time  limit  fixed  by  the 
British  Government.  It  is  in  the  line  of  stockers, 
which  are  sent  to  England  in  large  numbers,  that 
we  derive  the  greatest  benefit,  from  the  fact  of  our 
not  being  scheduled.  The  United  States  cannot 
ship  their  stockers  to  the  English  market,  because 
the  Scotch  and  English  farmers  cannot  buy  them 
as  they  do  our  stockers,  and  put  them  out  on 
grass  and  fatten  them.  That  is  where  the  Cana¬ 
dians  reap  the  advantage,  and  this  means  about 
$10  to  $12  a  head.  The  member  for  North 
Wellington  (Mr.  McMullen)  told  us  the  other  night 
that  unrestricted  reciprocity  would  not  necessarily 
compel  us  to  be  scheduled  in  England  ;  he  said 
that  we  could  have  quarantine  regulations  around 
Canada  the  same  as  we  have  to-day.  Let  me  point 
out  to  him  how  his  argument  is  entirely  wrong  in 
this  respect.  There  are  36  states  in  the  American 
union  and  in  only  three  of  them  has  pleuro-pneu- 
monia  ever  been  known  to  exist,  but  notwithstand  ¬ 
ing  that  the  entire  United  States  is  scheduled  in  the 
English  market.  They  have  quarantine  laws  around 
every  state  in  the  Union,  and  although  pleuro-pneu- 
monia  has  only  been  known  to  exist  in  three  states, 
yet  each  of  the  36  states  is  scheduled,  and  so  would 
Canada  be  scheduled  also  if  we  had  free  trade  with 
the  United  States  and  the  Americans  were  allowed 
to  send  their  cattle  in  here  free.  I  believe  that 
the  cattle  trade  would  be  effectually  destroyed  if 
we  had  unrestricted  reciprocity.  I  do  not  think 
that  it  is  necessary  for  me  to  repty  to  the  arguments 
of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  because  the  pronounced 
verdict  of  the  people  of  Canada  has  been  such  as 
not  oidy  to  convince  this  House,  but  to  convince 
every  reasonable  man  in  this  country,  that  the 
policy  of  the  Opposition  is  not  the  policy  the 
country  wants.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  advocated 
at  one  time  commercial  union,  and  the  people  pro¬ 
nounced  against  that  ;  and  then  they  advocated 
unrestricted  reciprocity,  against  which  the  people 
of  the  country  also  pronounced  themselves.  They 
tell  us  that  the  National  Policy  is  a  failure,  but 
the  fact  that  the  people  of  the  country  want  it  and 
vote  for  it  is  the  best  argument  to  refute  that  state¬ 
ment.  Why  was  the  National  Policy  first  brought 
into  existence  ?  It  was  to  protect  the  markets  of 
Canada  for  the  Canadian  people,  and  to  raise  a 
revenue.  Has  it  been  a  failure  in  raising  a  revenue  ? 
No.  Has  it  been  a  failure  in  keeping  the  Canadian 
market  for  the  Canadian  people  ?  No  ;  because 
we  find  that  the  year  before  the  National  Policy  was 
introduced  we  imported  7,387,000  bushels  of 
corn  for  home  consumption,  and  the  next  year  we 
imported  only  2,700,000  bushels,  showing  that  the 
National  Policy  made  a  market  for  over  5,000- 
000  bushels  of  corn  for  the  Canadian  farmers. 
The  year  before  the  National  Policy,  we  imported 
oats  to  the  extent  of  2,162,000  bushels  and  the  year 
after  the  National  Policy  we  imported  only  77,000 
bushels,  showing  that  over  2,000,000  bushels  of  oats 
were  required  from  the  Canadian  farmers  to  supply 
our  own  people,  more  than  was  required  before  the 
National  Policy  was  in  force.  Whatever  benefit 
the  farmers  received  from  that  was  because  of  the 
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operation  of  the  National  Policy.  The  year  before 
the  National  Policy  was  introduced  we  imported 
5,636,000  bushels  of  wheat,  and  the  year  after  it 
was  introduced  we  imported  only  147,500  bushels, 
showing  that  the  National  Policy  gave  the  Canadian 
farmers  a  home  market  of  over  5,000,000  bushels 
for  their  wheat.  I  think  that  is  the  best  argument 
to  refute  the  statement  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
that  the  National  Policy  does  not  give  a  home 
market  to  the  Canadian  farmer.  Now  let  us  take 
another  important  line  in  which  the  Canadian 
farmer  is  interested,  and  I  will  give  the  House  the 
following  figures  in  connection  with  it 

1890. 

Me\ts  Imported  for  Home  Consumption. 

Lbs. 

Bacon,  hams,  shoulders  and  sides  . . .  4,353,653 

Beef,  salted ,  in  brls .  6,445,105 

Mutton .  246,363 

Pork,  barrelled,  &c  . L  d 85,^94 

dried  or  smoked,  <fec .  1 ,062,8o4 

Other  meats,  fresh  or  salted .  485.652 

Total .  29,779,421 

1891 .  15,372,212 

Kept  out  by  tariff .  14,407,209 

We  raised  the  duty  on  meats  to  3  cents  a  pound, 
except  upon  mess  pork,  and  the  first  year  of  the 
operation  of  that  duty  we  find  that  we  imported 
only  15,372,212  lbs.,  showing  that  there  were  kept 
out  by  the  tariff  14,407,000  lbs.,  which  had  to  be 
supplied  by  the  Canadian  farmers  instead  of  by  the 
United  States.  We  did  not  raise  the  duty  to  3 
cents  upon  mess  pork  and  I  would  like  to  draw  the 
attention  of  the  Government  to  that  particular  item, 
because  it  is  a  most  important  one  and  one  on  which 
1  think  we  should  raise  the  duty  to-day  to  3  cents 
per  pound,  the  same  as  other  meats.  The  line  of  pork 
upon  which  the  duty  was  not  raised  sufficiently 
high  is  the  kind  we  find  coming  into  this  country 
yet.  Before  the  duty  was  raised  we  brought  in 
17,000,000  lbs.  of  mess  pork  in  barrels,  and  the  year 
after  the  duty  was  raised  we  brought  in  11,000,000 
lbs.,  showing  that  the  duty  was  not  sufficiently  high 
to  keep  it  out,  and  to  enable  the  Canadian  farmers 
to  supply  it  to  the  Canadian  people,  instead  of 
the  Americans  sending  it  in  here.  But  the  other 
lines,  bacon,  hams,  shoulders  and  sides,  were  kept 
out  nearly  entirely.  Beef,  salt  and  fresh,  was  kept 
out  nearly  entirely.  They  had  the  Canadian  market 
to  the  extent  of  14,000,000  lbs.  in  one  year,  and 
if  we  had  raised  the  duty  to  3  cents  a  pound  all 
around,  it  would  have  given  us  that  market  and 
7,000,000  lbs.  more.  I  have  a  letter ‘here  written 
by  Hately  Bros.,  of  Chicago,  to  one  of  their  opera¬ 
tors  in  this  country  in  this  line,  and  it  proves  what 
we  have  heard  throughout  the  country.  This  letter 
says  : 

“  Market  very  dull,  but  feeling  somewhat  firmer.  Un¬ 
less  you  intend  shipping  this  pork  we  advise  taking  a  fair 
profit,  as  we  believe  it  will  ultimately  sell  at  a  very  low 
price.  The  consumptive  demand  for  mess  potk  has  fallen 
off  to  almost  nothing.  Contract  pork  is  not  moving  at  all. 
Old  pork  is  moving  slowly  at  a  discount  of  about  $2  per 
barrel.  We  believe  in  higher  prices  generally  for  provi¬ 
sions,  and  should  not  be  surprised  to  see  May  pork  sell 
again  at  $10.50  or  possibly  $11,  but  ultimately  we  believe 
it  will  take  extremely  low  prices,  say  $7  to  $8  per  barrel, 
to  force  our  large  stocks  into  consumption.” 

Now,  if  the  duty  had  been  raised  to  3  cents  per 
pound  or  $6  a  barrel,  to  that  extent  this  cheap 
pork  from  the  western  states  would  be  kept  out, 
and  the  Canadian  farmer  would  have  his  own  market 
for  pork.  We  are  told  that  the  National  Policy 
Mr.  Spkoule. 


lias  done  no  good 


_  The  hon.  member  for  South 

Huron  (Mr.  McMillan)  tells  us  that  whatever  it 
has  done  for  the  country,  it  has  done  nothing  for 
the  Canadian  farmer.  I  would  like  to  ask  when 
his  friends  ever  attempted  to  do  anything  for  the 
Canadian  farmer.  When  the  Mackenzie^  Govern¬ 
ment  was  in  power  there  was  a  duty  of  15  per  cent 
on  manufactured  goods,  but  there  was  no  duty  on 
the  products  of  the  Canadian  f  armer.  The  Mackenzie 
Government  increased  this  duty  on  manufactured 
goods  to  174  per  cent,  but  left  the  Canadian  farmer 
out  of  consideration  altogether.  The  only  party 
that  ever  endeavoured  to  do  anything  for  the  Cana¬ 
dian  farmer  was  the  Conservative  party  when  it 
came  into  power  in  1878.  When  the  Conservative 
Government  found  that  the  Americans  were  com¬ 
peting  against  the  Canadian  farmer  in  his  own  mar¬ 
ket  and  keeping  him  out  of  their  market,  they 
put  a  duty  on  wheat,  pork,  cattle,  horses  and 
almost  every  other  product  of  the  farm  which  came 
from  the  western  states  into  Canada.  A  few  lines 
were  left  out,  and  I  think  we  ought  to  have  a  duty 
put  on  those  lines  to  about  the  same  extent  as  the 
Americans  have  imposed  duties  upon  them.  On 
horses  we  ought  to  put  about  $30  a  head,  because  at 
the  present  time  there  are  thousands  of  horses  coming 
into  Canada  from  the  western  states  and  taking  the 
Manitoba  market  which  ought  to  be  kept  for  our 
own  farmers.  The  Americans  are  bringing  in  their 
horses  at  a  low  price,  because  they  are  very  cheap 
in  Dakota  and  the  other  western  states,  valuing 
them  at  $30  or  $40  a  head  and  paying  20  per  cent 
on  them,  which  amounts  to  almost  no  duty  at  all  ; 
and  in  addition  to  those  which  they  bring  in  through 
the  customs,  I  am  told  that  they  smuggle  in  many 
others.  Again,  we  ought  to  have  a  duty  of  5  cents 
a  dozen  on  eggs,  as  I  believe  the  reason  eggs  are  so 
low  in  price  in  the  Canadian  market  at  present  is  that 
during  the  last  few  months  large  consignments  of 
American  eggs  have  been  brought  into  Montreal 
and  Toronto  and  lowered  the  prices.  YY  e  should 
shut  out  from  our  market  these  American  eggs  by 
imposing  a  duty  of  5  cents  a  dozen  upon  them,  and 
then  we  would  be  treating  our  neighbours  just  in  the 
way  in  which  they  are  treating  us.  rl  he  first  party 
that  ever  attempted  to  do  anything  for  the  Cana¬ 
dian  farmers  was  the  Conservative  party.  It  was 
that  party  that  gained  for  them  the  reciprocity 
treaty  of  1854,  whatever  benefit  it  may  have  been 
to  them.  It  was  that  Government  that  gave  them 
the  National  Policy,  the  only  protection  they  ever 
had.  The  Conservative  Government  legislates  for 
every  nationality,  class  and  creed  ;  it  does  not  set 
class  against  class  ;  and  the  voice  of  the  country  is 
with  us,  as  is.  evidenced  by  the  fact  that  in  almost 
every  election  which  has  taken  place  since  the 
general  election  a  supporter  of  the  Government  has 
been  sent  to  this  House.  If  we  had  a  general  elec¬ 
tion  to-day,  and  the  Opposition  maintained  their 
present  policy  which  they  have  advocated  for  the 
last  few  years,  it  is  almost  safe  to  say  that  they 
would  be  wiped  out  of  existence.  After  every 
general  election  they  have  either  changed  their 
leader  or  their  policy.  In  1878  they  were  defeated, 
and  they  changed  their  leader  ;  in  1882  they  were 
defeated,  and  they  changed  their  policy  ;  in  1887 
they  began  to  introduce  commercial  union,  but  they 
failed  to  carry  the  country,  and  their  leader  left 
them  in  disgust ;  in  the  late  general  election 
they  were  defeated  again  on  their  scheme  of  un¬ 
restricted  reciprocity,  and  I  believe  that  they  will 
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shortly  change  both  their  leader  and  their  policy. 
I  believe  that  in  a  few  months,  unrestricted  reci¬ 
procity  will  be  forgotten  as  completely  as  those 
who  have  been  laid  in  the  graveyards  of  the  country, 
and  then  perhaps  they  will  apply  for  another  policy 
to  their  old  friend  at  114  Broadway,  where  they  got 
their  present  policy.  But  to-day  their  old  leader 
and  their  old  policy  have  both  failed  ;  and  if  they 
appealed  to  the  country  to-day  I  think  they  would 
be  without  a  representation  in  this  House.  They 
are  always  telling  the  Canadian  people  what  they 
are  going  to  do  in  the  future.  They  are  always 
living  in  the  future  instead  of  the  active  present ; 
and  when  that  future  comes  it  brings  no more  con¬ 
solation  for  them  than  they  have  had  in  previous 
elections.  If  they  do  not  change  their  whole  policy, 
if  they  do  not  seek  for  a  more  patriotic  and  loyal 
one,  if  they  do  not  try  to  get  better  men  into  their 
ranks,  instead  of  increasing  influence  and  force, 
they  will  find  their  party  growing  smaller  and 
more  insignificant,  until  at  last  they  will  scarcely 
be  known  by  the  name  of  a  part}  in  the  Dominion 
of  Canada. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  hon. 
gentleman  (Mr.  Sproule)  who  has  just  sat  down 
spoke  about  the  possibility  of  our  cattle  being 
scheduled  in  England  if  our  policy  was  in  vogue. 
There  is  a  feeling  that  if  some  hon.  gentleman 
had  raised  the  question  in  the  House  while  the 
hon.  gentleman  was  speaking,  he  would  have 
been  scheduled,  because,  at  one  time,  we  had 
not  a  quorum.  I  like  that  speech  of  his  ;  I  think 
Hike  it  better  every  time  I  hear  it.  I  have  heard 
it  several  times.  I  was  able  to  stand  it,  although 
there  were  only  three  of  his  friends  who  were 
welling  to  stand  it  to-night.  He  has  collected  a 
good  many  facts,  and  I  wonder  that  his  friends 
would  not  stay  with  myself  and  my  leader,  and 
the  other  hon.  gentlemen  who  are  here,  to  have 
listened  to  that  speech,  once  more  at  least.  That 
speech  may  be  calculated  to  do  a  great  deal  of  good 
in  the  country  ;  but  it  does  not  seem  to  take  a 
great  hold  of  his  friends  in  the  House.  That  is 
about  all  the  criticism  that  I  will  do  myself  the 
honour  to  make  upon  that  able  speech.  I  think  I 
will  allow  that  to  go  down  to  history  without 
further  observation.  Speaking  of  the  policy  of 
the  Liberal  party  and  of  the  leader  of  the  Liberal 
party,  if  there  was  ever  a  time  in  the  history  of 
the  Reform  party  when  I  was  proud  of  my  leader 
I  am  proud  of  my  leader  to-night.  I  am  not  only 
sanguine  about  my  leader,  but  am  sanguine  about 
his  policy.  I  believe  it  is  a  policy  which  will  pre¬ 
vail  in  the  country  and  I  believe  when  it  does  the 
exodus  will  cease  and  those  who  love  and  desire 
the  welfare  of  Canada  will  see  a  rebound  given  to 
her  institutions  which  every  lover  of  Canada  would 
like  to  see  put  in  motion  to-day.  There  is  vitality 
in  the  policy  we  advocate  in  opposition  to  the 
stagnant  on^  we  have  had  for  the  last  eleven  years. 
W  e  were  promised  that  a  high  protective  policy 
would  stop  the  exodus.  Why,  Sir,  we  have  lost 
more  people  in  ten  years  under  the  National 
Policy  almost  than  we  have  kept  in  the  country. 
We  have  spent  $3,000,000  to  bring  immigrants  to 
the  country,  and  we  have  lost  the  $3,000,000 
besides  the  immigrants,  as  well  and  half  our  natural 
increase.  I  have  occasionally  heard  our  friends 
opposite  talk  of  us  as  the  apostles  of  blue  ruin, 
because  we  drew  attention  to  the  numbers  of  our 


people  who  were  leaving  our  country,  and  to  the 
decay  of  our  industries.  Well,  let  me  read  the 
National  Policy  resolution  upon  which  our  high 
protective  tariff  was  based  : 

“  Be  it  resolved  that  this  House  is  of  opinion  that  the 
welfare  of  Canada  requires  the  adoption  of  a  national 
policy,  which,  by  a  judicious  readjustment  of  the  tariff, 
will  benefit  and  foster  the  agricultural,  the  mining,  the 
manufacturing  and  other  interests  of  the  Dominion  ;  that 
such  a  policy  will  retain  in  Canada  thousands  of  our 
fellow  countrymen  now  obliged  to  expatriate  themselves 
in  search  of  the  employment  denied  them  at  home.” 

Was  there  any  blue  ruin  in  this?  Has  the  party 
which  got  into  power  on  this  blue  ruin  cry,  the 
right  to  turn  around  and  talk  to  those  gentlemen 
who  laboured  in  the  interests  of  the  country,  and 
conducted  it  honestly,  and  gave  it  what  we  want 
now,  honest  government  ?  Does  it  come  well  out 
of  their  mouths  to  talk  about  blue  ruin  ? 

“  Such  a  policy  will  restore  prosperity  to  our  struggling 
industries,  now  so  sadly  depressed,  will  prevent  Canada 
from  being  made  a  sacrifice  market,  will  encourage  and 
develop  an  active  interprovincial  trade,  and  moving  as  it 
ought  to  do  in  the  direction  of  a  reciprocity  of  tariffs 
with  our  neighbours,  so  far  as  the  varied  interests  of 
Canada  may  demand,  will  greatly  tend  to  procure  for  this 
country  eventually  a  reciprocity  of  trade.” 

Reciprocity  of  tariffs.  What  did  our  Ministers 
meet  at  Washington  the  other  day  ?  What  was  the 
bogie  that  startled  them  ?  They  met  the^e  their 
offspring,  reciprocity  of  tariffs  and  then  the  Minis¬ 
ter  of  War  sounded  the  bugle,  and  the  three  giants 
retreated  cpiickly  as  they  could.  The  idea  of  reci¬ 
procity  of  tariffs  is  the  acme  of  the  National  Policy 
resolution.  It  is  that  on  which  it  was  built,  and 
when  they  went  to  Washington  and  saw  their 
offspring,  that  political  monstrosity,  they  hurried 
away  with  all  the  speed  possible.  During  last 
session  it  was  with  pain  and  regret  to  the  people 
of  this  country  that  the  First  Minister  died 
After  his  death  it  became  incumbent  on  His  Excel¬ 
lency  the  Governor  General  to  call  upon  some  one  tc 
lead  the  House.  It  is  said  he  called  upon  the  present 
Minister  of  Justice,  and  that  hon.  gentleman  refu¬ 
sed,  as  he  states  himself,  to  act  as  Premier.  I  will 
not  make  this  statement  on  my  own  authority,  but 
will  quote  you  a  letter  which  I  read  in  the  Ottawa 
Citizen  the  other  morning.  It  appears  some  gentle¬ 
man  in  Calgary  wrote  to  him  asking  him  the  ques¬ 
tion,  and  the  hon.  gentleman  replied,  with  that  juris¬ 
prudence  which  should  characterizea  Minister  of  Jus¬ 
tice,  and  ono-wlio  once  occupied  a  seat  on  the  bench, 
from  which,  according  to  our  Conservative  friends, 
he  made  a  descent  when  he  came  down  into  the  ranks 
of  the  party  with  which  he  is  now  associated,  because 
in  his  early  life  he  was  trained  under  that  great 
Liberal  statesman  Joseph  Howe,  and  it  is  a  singular 
thing  the  Conservatives  cannot  get  a  leader  of  their 
own  growing.  They  appear  to  have  no  faith  in 
those  belonging  to  their  own  ranks,  but  recruit  their 
leaders  from  the  Liberal  ranks.  Here  is  what  the 
hon.  gentleman  said  in  that  letter  : 

“  Sir, — Thanks  for  your  kindness  in  sending  me  this  cut¬ 
ting.  The  man  who  would  assert  that  I  have  been  intri¬ 
guing  to  procure  ah  office  which  I  have  just  refused  must 
be  a  fertile  liar  or  a  hopeless  fool,  and  in  either  case  is  un¬ 
worthy  of  notice.  Any  one  who  supposes  that  Mr.  Abbott 
is  not  actually,  as  well  as  nominally,  Premier,  knows 
nothing  of  him  or  his  colleagues.  My  opinion  about  the 
premiership  has  not  changed,  except  that  I  hold  more 
strongly  than  ever  that  Mr.  Abbott  is  a  man  for  the  place. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  ‘  ‘  The  man.  ” 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  “A  man”  I  got  from  a 
letter  in  the  Citizen. 
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Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  do  not  care  where 
you  got  it.  The  letter  I  wrote  was  “  the  man  for 
the  position,”  and  that  is  the  way  it  was  published 
everywhere  except  in  the  Citizen. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  Of  course,  I  accept  the  lion- 
gentleman’s  statement  as  to  that,  and  read  it  as 
amended. 

Sir  -JOHN  THOMPSON.  You  had  better. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  “  Mr.  Abbott  is  the  man  for 
the  place.”  Now,  we  heard  the  Minister  of  Justice 
speak  last  night,  and  we  heard  his  followers  speak 
of  having  great  faith  in  the  country.  Well,  if  the 
Minister  of  Justice  were  offered  the  premiership  of 
the  country  why  did  he  refuse  it  ?  Had  lie  lost 
faith  in  the  country  or  the  party  behind  him  ? 
What  is  the  reason  of  his  refusal  ?  Was  he  not 
willing  to  serve  when  called  upon  by  His  Excel¬ 
lency  ?  Was  it  because  he  lost  faith  in  the  country  ; 
or  did  he  fear  the  integrity  and  loyalty  of  the  boys 
behind  him  if  he  were  chosen  as  Premier  ?  That 
is  a  question  for  them  to  decide.  After  that  the 
Governor  went  with  his  lantern  into  the  vaults 
of  the  Senate  where  he  found  another  leader  in  Mr. 
Abbott,  who  also  was  brought  up  in  the  Liberal 
ranks.  The  Governor  did  not  look  further  in  the 
House  of  Commons  it  may  be  noticed.  He  might 
perhaps  have  thought  that  the  others  would  not 
refuse  if  he  asked  them,  so  he  went  to  the  Senate, 
and  there  he  found  Mr.  Abbott.  Mr.  Abbott 
was  a  Liberal  born,  and  consequently  they 
entreated  him  to  lead  the  Liberal-Conservative 
party,  because  they  thought  he  had  been  well  brought 
up.  Then  another  thing  which  recommended  him 
to  them  and  would  make  him  very  strong  with  the 
American  people  was  that  his  views  had  been  some 
time  ago  in  favour  of  annexation.  That  is  one 
thing  which  commended  him  to  His  Excellency 
and  the  party.  It  was  announced  to  the  country 
and  to  the  House  that,  immediately  after  the 
session,  a  reorganization  would  take  place  and  a 
very  strong  and  powerful  government  would  be 
formed.  They  had  a  great  many  supporters  in  the 
House,  and  after  the  session  they  went  up  to 
Perth  to  jubilate  with  one  of  their  supporters  on 
the  completion,  I  believe,  of  the  Tay  Canal.  A 
number  of  the  Ministers  were  there.  It  was  all 
right  that  they  should  go  there  and  should  make 
spe'eclies,  and  I  find  from  their  own  newspapers 
that  they  did  make  speeches  there.  The  Minister 
of  Justice  spoke,  and  I  suppose  he  spoke  for  Mr. 
Abbott,  the  Premier,  and  he  said  there  would  be  a 
reorganization  of  the  Cabinet.  I  read  this  in 
the  Empire.  I  may  tell  the  lion,  gentleman  that 
I  do  not  read  the  Empire  every  day.  It  must 
have  been  due  to  my  misfortunes  in  not  read¬ 
ing  it  every  day  that  I  did  not  see  the  letter 
to  which  he  has  referred  last  night.  At  all  events  I 
read  the  Empire  on  that  occasion,  and  I  read 
the  hon.  -  gentleman’s  speech.  I  suppose  it 
was  a  just  speech.  At  any  rate  it  was  a 
modest  speech,  but  was  scarcely  what  you  would 
expect  from  a  Minister  of  Justice.  He  said  that 
the  Government  would  meet  Parliament  with  the 
strongest  Cabinet  that  ever  met  Parliament  since 
Confederation.  The  reorganization  was  to  be 
so  thorough  and  complete,  and  in  conjunction  with 
the  giants  they  already  had  in  the  Cabinet,  other 
giants  were  to  be  introduced  to  make  it  the 
strongest  Cabinet  since  Confederation.  I  thought 
over  that  scatement,  and  I  did  think  that  the 
Mr.  Landerkin. 


Minister  of  Justice  had  a  powerful  conception  of 
the  greatness  of  those  by  whom  lie  was  surrounded. 
They  had  a  good  start.  They  had  Mr.  Abbott, 
who  was  a  Liberal  born  and  bred.  They  had  the 
Minister  of  Justice,  who  was  a  Liberal  until  a 
little  while  ago  ;  and  then  the  others,  I  think, 
were  nothing  but  the  old  Conservative  material.  I 
think  they  had  a  majority  of  that  element.  I  ran 
my  mind  over  the  men  who  had  held  power  in  that 
Government  since  Confederation.  Not  the  Liberal 
Government  but  the  others.  Well,  Sir  John  Mac¬ 
donald  is  not  here  ;  Sir  George  Cartier  is  not  here  ; 
Sir  Alexander  Campbell  is  not  here ;  the  Hon. 
Thomas  White  is  not  here  ;  Sir  David  Macpherson 
is  not  here;  the  Hon.  Janies  McDonald  is  not 
here ;  Sir  A.  T.  Galt  is  not  here ;  Sir  Francis 
Hincks  is  not  here  ;  Sir  Leonard  Tilley  is  not  here, 
neither  is  Sir  John  Rose  here. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  Nor  Sir  Charles  Tupper. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  Did  I  forget  Sir  Charles 
Tupper  ?  It  is  wonderful  that  I  should  forget  Sir 
Charles  Tupper,  Sir  Charles  never  forgets  himself 
or  his  family  when  the  estimates  are  being  pre¬ 
pared,  but  he  is  not  here.  Y^et  the  Minister 
of  Justice  told  the  people  of  Canada,  when 
they  all  went  up  to  jubilate  at  the  completion 
of  the  Tay  Canal,  that  the  Cabinet  they  would 
form  would  overtopple  all  these  men  whose  names 
I  have  mentioned,  that  these  men  who  have  gone 
before  were  but  pigmies  to  those  who  were  to  come 
in  this  session.  After  that  the  press  in  Ontario 
began  to  get  somewhat  elated.  They  thought  new 
blood  was  going  to  be  introduced,  and  then  the  cry 
went  iip  that  Mr.  Meredith  was  to  be  brought  into 
the  Cabinet  in  order  to  give  an  air  of  respectability 
to  it.  Mr.  Meredith  was  boomed  for  some  time. 
I  do  not  know  whether  overtures  were  made  to  him 
or  not,  because  the  Minister  of  Justice  has  not  told 
us  that,  but  Mr.  Meredith  did  not  come  in,  and 
the  Premier  could  only  find  one  member  in  this 
House  to  take  rank  with  those  intellectual 
giants  who  are  now  in  and  that  gentleman  is 
the  Minister  of  Public  Works.  He  does,  it 
is  true,  look  something  like  a  giant  and  to 
some  extent  he  topples  over  some  of  those  who 
were  in  before.  Then  they  had  to  go  outside  the 
House  and  take  in  a  gentleman  who  had  been 
defeated  in  his  constituency  by  an  overwhelming 
majority,  and  he  was  to  supply  all  the  brains  of 
those  gentlemen  who  had  gone  before  and  were  no 
longer  here,  so  as  to  make  the  strongest  Cabinet 
since  Confederation.  That  is  Mr.  Patterson.  I 
have  nothing  to  say  against  Mr.  Patterson,  but  I 
do  not  know  that  I  could  say  as  much  of  him  as  is 
implied  by  the  statement  of  the  Minister  of  Jus¬ 
tice,  but  I  may  not  be  as  good  a  judge  in  this  mat¬ 
ter  as  the  Minister  of  Justice.  Then  they  refer  to 
the  bye-elections.  If  I  were  in  the  Government, 
I  would  never  mention  the  name  of  Louis  Riel  or 
the  bye-elections  of  1892.  I  believe  that,  when  the 
history  of  those  bye-elections  is  known,  it  will 
form  the  darkest  page  of  Canadian  history.  I 
notice  that  our  friends  opposite  do  not  jubilate 
very  much  over  these  bye-elections.  I  think  they 
are  afraid  of  an  explosion  in  regard  to  them,  and 
they  are  like  people  who  stand  on  the  brink  of  a 
volcano,  and  they  do  not  know  whether  to  laugh 
or  cry  over  the  results  of  those  bye-elections.  I 
was  in  a  county  where  one  of  those  bye-elections 
took  place,  and  I  heard  the  statement  that  the 
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Government  had  been  reorganized,  that  they 
had  kept  that  dreadful  man  Mr.  Meredith,  that 
fearful  man,  that  terribly  bad  man  Mr.  Meredith, 
out  of  the  Cabinet  and  had  put  Mr.  Patterson  in, 
and  that,  if  Mr.  Patterson  and  his  friends  were 
defeated,  the  Government  would  have  nothing  to 
do  but  to  take  Mr.  Meredith  into  the  Cabinet  yet. 
Some  of  the  people  did  not  believe  that  Mr.  Mere¬ 
dith  was  such  a  great  man  as  was  represented.  At 
any  rate,  he  was  selected  to  work  for  the  election 
of  the  member  for  London,  and  he  was  in  London 
for  a  week,  and  during  that  week  he  did  not  appear 
on  one  platform  to  speak  in  support  of  Mr.  Carling. 
The  people  there  paid  him  so  much  attention  that 
he  actually  complained  of  their  attentions  through 
the  press.  And  this  is  the  strength  which  has  been 
added  to  the  party.  This  is  the  powerful  Govern¬ 
ment  that  meets  Parliament  at  this  session.  Then 
the  last  Parliament  was  dissolved,  for  what  ?  It 
was  for  the  purpose  of  making  a  reciprocity  treaty, 
and  it  was  said  that,  immediately  after  the  election, 
commissioners  would  go  down  to  Washington  and 
make  a  treaty  which  would  give  the  farmers  the 
advantage  of  reciprocity.  For  two  days  they  kept 
up  thecry  that  they  were  going  for  reciprocity.  And 
did  it  appear  on  the  part  of  the  Government  or 
their  supporters  that  they  were  in  earnest  in  doing 
this?  Was  not  this  an  evidence  to  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  that  the  current  of  public  opinion 
was  running  in  this  direction,  and  was  not  this 
the  reason  why  the  Government  dissolved  Parlia¬ 
ment  in  order  to  keep  in  the  current  ?  What 
did  they  do  to  set  the  current  astray  ?  What  did 
they  do  to  prevent  the  possibility  of  entering  into 
a  treaty  ?  The  Minister  of  Finance  says  that  Mr. 
Blaine  treated  them  courteously.  The  Minister  of 
Finance  seemed  to  be  surprised  that  Mr.  Blaine 
should  treat  them  courteously,  and  why?  Imme¬ 
diately  after  the  dissolution  of  the  House,  Mr. 
Blaine  and  the  President  of  the  United  States  were 
cartooned  from  one  end  of  this  Dominion  to  the 
other — they  were  ridiculed  and  satirised  in  every 
possible  way,  although  the  Government  had  gone 
clown  on  their  knees,  as  it  were,  to  the  United 
States,  and  had  dissolved  a  British  Parliament  in 
order  to  have  the  elections  before  the  time  Par¬ 
liament  had  expired.  As  soon  as  they  did  that 
they  began  to  cartoon  the  President  of  the  United 
States  and  Mr.  Blaine,  the  Premier  of  the  United 
States.  Is  that  the  way  to  enter  into  a  treaty  with 
the  United  States  ?  Is  that  the  way  this  Cabinet, 
composed  of  giants,  wants  to  make  a  treaty  ?  Is 
that  the  way  a  Cabinet  of  the  strongest  character 
that  has  ever  held  power  in  this  country  since  Con¬ 
federation  attempts  to  make  a  treaty  ?  Dissolve 
the  House  to  make  a  treaty  ;  cartoon  the  Presi¬ 
dent  and  Premier  of  the  nation  with  which  they 
are  going  to  negotiate  to  make  a  treaty  ;  satir¬ 
ise  them  in  every  possible  way  with  great,  big 
flaming  posters  and  cartoons  of  an  abominable  char¬ 
acter;  ridiculing  the  leading  men  of  the  country 
with  which  they  are  going  to  make  a  treaty  !  I  am 
not.  surprised  that  the  Minister  of  Finance  said  he 
was  surprised  that  they  were  treated  courteously. 
I  suppose  that  is  what  the  Finance  Minister  had  in 
his  mind  when  he  spoke  the  other  day,  he  supposed 
these  cartoons  had  not  been  forgotten  on  the  part 
of  Mr.  Blaine,  and  therefore  he  was  afraid  they 
would  be  treated  discourteously.  However,  we  are 
glad  to  know  that  Mr.  Blaine  did  not  do  that.  But 
there  was  a  time  when  they  went  there  before. 


They  went  there  last  spring,  they  did  not  make  a 
treaty  then,  and  they  did  not  stay  there  long. 
They  did  not  go  far  in  their  treaty,  and  they  did 
not  go  far  before  they  found  out  the  difficulties  of 
making  a  treaty.  They  did  not  get  the  ear  of  Mr. 
Blaine  that  time.  They  did  not  go  far  before  they 
found  out  they  had  grave  difficulties  to  overcome 
in  the  way  of  making  the  treaty.  There  were  bye- 
elections  coming  on,  and  they  delayed  the  meeting 
until  after  the  elections.  There  was  another  thing  the 
Minister  of  Justice  said  last  night.  It  appears  that  it 
takes  a  telegram  six  months  to  come  from  Washing¬ 
ton  here,  or  at  least,  it  is  six  months  before  the  Min¬ 
ister  of  Justice  gets  them.  You  would  almost  think 
the  policy  of  this  Government  was  a  canal  policy  and 
not  an  electric  policy,  keeping  up  with  the  progress 
of  this  age.  They  went  clown  on  the  10th  February, 
the  bye-elections  were  coming  on.  The  previous 
time  everything  was  to  be  kept  quiet  according  to 
the  wish  of  Mr.  Blaine,  but  this  time  everything, 
so  far  as  our  Ministers  are  concerned,  was  to  be  kept 
quiet,  mum  was  the  word.  They  said  to  the  people  : 
We  are  going  to  get  a  treaty,  we  are  going  to  get 
better  markets  for  the  people  of  this  country,  but 
our  deliberations  cannot  be  made  known  until  we 
meet  Parliament,  and  we  do  not  intend  to  meet 
Parliament  until  after  the  bye-elections  are  over.  I 
understand  that  the  Finance  Minister  went  on  a 
platform  and  told  the  people  that  the  Ministers 
were  going  to  Washington  to  make  a  treaty.  Well, 
when  they  got  down  to  Washington,  we  have  from 
the  Minister  of  Finance  a  statement  of  what  they 
did  at  Washington.  It  is  in  his  own  words  here, 
and  I  will  read  a  little  of  it  just  to  show  you  how 
devotedly  they  were  attached  to  the  desire  of 
getting  reciprocity  with  the  United  States.  In  the 
first  place  the  Minister  says  : 

“  We  met  the  Secretary  of  State  in  conference.  I  may 
say  this,  and  I  think  it  is  nothing  more  than  right  to  say 
it,  that  Mr.  Blaine  met  us  with  the  greatest  kindness  and 
courtesy.  Although  not  in  the  enjoyment  of  robust 
health,  and  although  he  was  in  the  midst  of  the  arduous 
duties  of  a  session  of  Congress,  in  the  midst  of  diplomatic 
correspondence  of  a  weighty  and  grave  character,  he  gave 
up  his  time  to  the  delegation  of  Canada,  and  for  five 
successive  days  met  them  in  full  and  frank  and  prolonged 
conference  upon  the  various  points  treated  of  between 

the  two.” 

Now,  then  they  went  on  to  propound  their  ideas  ; 
it  was  on  the  basis  of  the  old  reciprocity.  Mr. 
Blaine  said  to  them  : 

“  He  raised  the  question,  as  did  also  General  Foster, 
who  was  his  coadjutor  in  the  conference,  as  to  whether 
we  were  prepared  to  meet  a  proposal  which  would  go 
wider  than  natural  products,  and  take  in  and  include  a 
general  reciprocity  in  manufactured  articles  as  well.” 

Mr.  Blaine  raised  that  point,  and  how  did  they 
meet  it  ?  The  deputation  stood  there,  I  fancy,  in 
fear  and  trembling.  Their  masters  who  had  sent 
them  there,  the  Red  Parlour,  had  told  them : 
“Thus  far  shalt  thou  go  and  no  farther”;  and 
when  Mr.  Blaine  propounded  this  policy,  what  we 
desire,  and  what  we  believe  the  people  of  this 
country  desire,  and  they  would  say  so  if  they  had 
a  free  opportunity  of  expressing  their  will — when 
Mr.  Blaine  raised  the  question  that  he  was  pre¬ 
pared  to  talk  to  them  about,  that  is  to  say,  reci¬ 
procity  on  unrestricted  lines,  then  they  began  to 
shiver,  then  they  began  to  quake,  they  began  to 
wonder  what  excuse  they  were  going  to  make.  We 
find  this  proposal  of  Mr.  Blaine  was  met  in  this 
way  : 

“  When  that  point  came  up  ” - 
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Mr.  SPEAKER.  My  lion,  friend,  I  hope  is  not 
going  to  read  the  whole  of  that  speech.  It  refers 
to  a  former  debate.  Though  I  am  quite  willing  to 
give  him  the  utmost  latitude,  still  the  lion,  gentle¬ 
man  can  hardly  read  the  whole  of  that  speech. 

Mr.  LANRERKIN.  I  quite  agree  with  you  ;  I 
am  only  going  to  read  a  few  lines.— 

“  When  that  point  came  up,  the  Canadian  delegation 
immediately  raised  the  question  and  discussed  it  fully  and 
freely  with  Mr.  Blaine  as  to  what  would  be  the  necessary 
conditions  of  such  a  reciprocity.  Did  it  mean  that  we 
were  to  give  United  States  products  and  manufactures 
preferential  treatment  in  our  country  and  discriminate 
against  like  articles  from  Great  Britain  and  from  other 
parts  of  the  world.” 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  Order.  The  lion,  gentleman 
must  not  continue  to  quote  from  a  former  debate. 

Mr.  LANRERKIN.  Will  you  let  me  read 
about  the  difficulties  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  The  lion,  gentleman  may  state 
what  he  pleases,  but  he  must  not  read  from  a 
former  debate. 

Mr.  LANRERKIN.  I  just  want  to  state  the 
difficulty  ;  I  will  just  give  you  a  synopsis  of  the 
difficulty. 

Mr.  SPEAKER,  Order. 

Mr.  LANRERKIN.  Very  well,  then  I  will  let 
them  deal  with  the  difficulties  themselves.  As 
soon  as  Mr.  Blaine  proposed  this,  then  our  Minis¬ 
ters  showed  their  difficulties,  the  lions  in  the  way. 
How  was  our  tariff  to  be  made  to  assimilate  with 
theirs  ?  How  were  we  to  raise  the  revenue  ?  And 
then  they  came  down  on  their  marrow  bones  be¬ 
fore  Mr.  Blaine  and  said  :  Mr.  Blaine,  we  never 
had  much  experience  in  these  things.  Of  course 
we  are  the  strongest  Cabinet  that  ever  met  Parlia¬ 
ment  in  Canada  since  Confederation,  but  we  have 
not  had  much  experience  in  reciprocity  matters, 
neither  do  we  know  very  well  how  to  get  out  of 
the  difficulties  of  the  revenue.  Now,  Mr.  Blaine, 
we  are  British  subjects,  but  we  do  not  think  it 
beneath  us  to  come  to  you  for  information.  You 
know,  Mr.  Blaine,  we  are  protectionists,  just  like 
you  are,  and  we  are  only  here  to  hoodwink  the 
people,  and  we  want  your  assistance,  because  you 
have  had  great  experience.  Now,  this  is  about 
the  way  they  approached  Mr.  Blaine.  These  are 
the  utterances  of  the  statesman  himself,  although 
I  am  not  able  to  read  them  here  to-night  by  reason 
of  your  ruling,  in  order  to  convince  you  of  the 
soundness  of  the  inferences  which  I  draw  from 
them.  But  I  think  the  people  of  this  country  can 
draw  their  own  inferences,  and  can  see  clearly 
that  the  Ministers  went  to  Washington  only  to  see 
how  they  could  prevent  any  treaty  being  made  in 
order  to  show  the  people  that  it  was  impossible  to 
get  a  treaty  made.  And  so  we  are  to  be  excluded 
from  the  American  markets  by  reason  of  their  car¬ 
toons  of  the  public  men  and  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  by  reason  of  all  the  friction  that 
they  can  create  in  order  to  disturb  trade  so  that  the 
United  States  may  possibly  be  led  to  retaliate 
against  the  trade  of  our  people.  I  do  not  believe 
there  is  a  member  of  this  Government  who  desires 
reciprocity  with  the  United  States.  I  believe  they 
know  full  well  that  it  would  be  fatal  to  their  rule, 
and  that  it  would  be  the  end  of  their  rule.  Reci¬ 
procity  with  the  United  States  would  abolish  the 
Red  Parlour  and  the  combines,  and  they  live  by  th<e 
means  of  the  combines  and  the  Red  Parlour.  This 
Mr.  Landerkin. 


Government  could  not  stand  for  one  day  under  a 
treaty  of  reciprocity,  which  would  give  our  people 
freer  air  and  better  markets,  and  contribute  in 
every  way  to  building  this  country  up  as  a  great 
nation.  We  now  have  the  English  market,  and 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite  are  never  tired  of  telling 
us  what  we  can  sell  in  that  market.  Why,  we  sold 
in  that  market  before  many  of  the  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  were  born.  We  have  absolute  freedom  in 
that  market,  and  we  now  want  to  secure  a 
wider  market  for  the  products  of  the  farm, 
one  more  convenient,  and  the  value  of  our  pro¬ 
ducts  would  be  enhanced  by  having  two  markets 
instead  of  one.  There  is  the  position,  there  is  no 
use  denying  it.  They  cannot  masquerade  recipro¬ 
city  any  longer.  They  cannot  deceive  Parliamant 
in  regard  to  making  a  reciprocity  treaty  any  longer, 
because  now  they  have  bolted  and  barred  the  door 
against  it.  They  cannot  take  advantage  of  that 
pretense,  and  since  the  speech  delivered  by  the 
Minister  of  Finance  many  of  our  people  are  leaving 
the  country,  their  hopes  are  blighted  by  that  speech 
and  any  one  looking  at  the  Minister  would  hardly 
imagine  he  could  do  so  much  ruin  and  drive  somany 
people  out  of  the  country,  as  he  has  done  since  his 
Budget  speech  was  delivered.  I  am  a  British  subject, 
Canadian  born.  I  should  like  to  see  a  British 
Government  here,  one  that  would  not  take  its  first 
lessons  in  political  economy  from  Yankee  Blaine  or 
any  other  Yankee.  I  want  them  to  live  at  the 
foot  of  the  Throne ;  I  desire  them  to  be  British  ;  I 
wish  them  to  copy  the  tariff  of  England,  and  I  wish 
them  to  be  British  in  fact  as  well  as  in  name.  I  do  not 
wish  to  see  our  Commissioners  going  to  Washington 
and  saying :  Rear  Mr.  Blaine,  help  us  out  of  our 
difficulties  ;  do  you  know  any  way  in  which  we 
can  raise  the  revenue  ?  It  is  true  that  the  present 
tariff  has  been  our  policy  for  years,  and  it  was 
adopted  because  we  were  in  desperate  straits  to  get 
into  power.  Among  the  Commissioners  who  went 
to  Washington  was  the  new  Minister  of  War,  who 
was  pitched  out  of  the  Customs  by  the  Secretary 
of  State.  He  was  taken  down  there  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  protecting  the  other  two  Ministers.  They 
did  not  like  again  to  go  with  the  High  Commissioner, 
they  had  to  take  the  head  of  the  Militia Repartment. 
He  (Mr.  Bowell)  rode  the  Protestant  horse,  when 
in  Opposition,  but  as  soon  as  he  got  into  power  he 
put  the  horse  in  the  stable,  and  it  died  of  inanition, 
for  he  never  had  it  out  a  day  afterwards.  He  got  into 
power  through  the  influence  of  those  friends,  and 
he  has  never  done  anything  for  those  friends  since, 
except  to  pocket  his  salary  and  bank  it  every  year. 
When  their  interests  were  at  stake  in  this  House 
he  was  found  wanting  ;  and  the  only  thing  that  he 
ever  did  for  the  order  that  elected  him  was  to  vote 
for  the  passing  of  the  Jesuit  Estates  Act.  1 
can  scarcely  imagine  one  who  had  been  a  cham¬ 
pion  of  British  connection,  when  he  went  to 
Washington,  and  the  three  Ministers  stood  or 
sat  down  before,  or  at  all  events  they  were 
courteously  received  by  the  Premier  of  the 
United  States,  saying  :  Now,  Mr.  Blaine,  do,  for 
heaven's  sake,  tell  us  what  we  are  going  to  do  ;  tell 
us  how  we  are  going  to  get  out  of  these  difficulties. 
Ro  you  not  see  the  difficulties,  Mr.  Blaine?  We 
woidd  like  to  read  what  they  are.  Cannot  you 
help  us  out  of  them,  Mr.  Blaine  ?  What  are  we 
going  to  do?  Just  imagine  Mr.  Gladstone  or  Lord 
Salisbury  acting  thus.  Look  at  the  dignified 
bearing  of  Lord  Salisbury  at  this  time  and  o 
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British  statesmen  when  negotiating  with  other 
nations.  And  look  at  our  ministerial  giants,  who 
were  to  meet  Parliament  this  session,  going  down 
to  Mr.  Blaine,  the  Yankee  leader,  and  saying  : 
Dear  Mr.  Blaine,  we  implore  you  to  help  us,  to 
show  us  how  we  are  going  to  raise  this  revenue 
when  this  arrangement  has  been  made  ;  you  have 
had  great  experience,  we  have  not  been  in  Parlia¬ 
ment  very  long  ;  we  have  been  very  friendly  to 
you ;  our  Premier  was  at  one  time  in  favour  of 
annexing  our  whole  country  to  the  United  States  ; 
our  Minister  of  Justice  was  formerly  your  standing 
counsel  in  law  ;  as  for  ourselves,  we  have  other 
cords  that  bind  us  to  your  great  Republic  ;  cannot 
you  assist  us,  British  subjects,  to  frame  a  treaty  ? 
No  plan  was  found.  The  difficulties  were  insur¬ 
mountable  and  the  Minister  of  War  sounded  the 
bugle,  and  the  giant  brigade  fell  into  line  and 
beat  a  hasty  retreat  from  W ashington  and  came 
home.  The  treaty  is  nil.  The  work  they  did 
was  a  comedy  ;  the  termination  of  it  was  a  farce. 
Everybody  knows  it,  there  is  no  use  attempting 
to  disguise  it.  The  dav  has  come  when  we  must 
speak  our  minds  plainly  and  boldly,  and  tell 
bon.  gentlemen  opposite  face  to  face  what  we 
think  about  these  actions.  The  Minister  of  Justice 
last  night  attributed  to  me  something  of  which 
I  did  not  altogether  understand  the  meaning. 
I  am  not  a  lawyer,  and  perhaps  I  do  not  under- 
. stand  legal  praseology,  but  he  used  language 
in  regard  to  a  word  that  I  used  about  a  letter 
which  I  do  not  think  was  courteous  from  a  gentle¬ 
man  occupying  his  position.  The  Minister  of 
Finance  had  adopted  the  same  tone,  and  the 
Minister  of  Marine  and  Fisheries  has  treated  me  with 
some  discourtesy.  But  these  matters  make  no  dif¬ 
ference  with  my  relations  to  them — our  relations  are 
not  strained.  I  do  not  care  what  they  say,  but  I  call 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  these  circumstances 
in  order  that  lion,  gentlemen  opposite  may  deal 
in  a  more  courteous  manner  with  hon.  gentlemen 
on  this  side  of  the  House.  On  looking  into  public 
affairs  I  find  that  in  the  reorganizing  of  this  Govern¬ 
ment  which  was  to  be  so  strong  and  in  which  every 
important  interest  was  to  be  represented,  the  promi¬ 
ses  made  have  not  been  fulfilled.  We  have  a  very  large 
export  trade  in  fish,  in  the  products  of  the  forest,  in 
the  products  of  the  mine,  and  in  agricultural  and 
manufacturing  products,  and  during  the  last  four 
years  we  exported  from  these  sources  $360,000,000 
of  products.  In  the  formation  of  this  Cabinet  not 
a  single  one  of  these  interests  has  been  considered. 
There  is  not  a  gentleman  in  the  Cabinet  who  repre¬ 
sents  the  mining,  the  fishing,  the  forest,  the  agri¬ 
cultural  or  the  manufacturing  interest.  The  only 
accession  to  the  power  and  strength  of  the  Cabinet 
has  been  made  in  the  legal  profession,  the  Cabinet 
has  two  more  lawyers  this  year  than  last  year,  and 
this  makes  it  strong.  Now  it  is  composed  of  seven 
lawyers,  one  ex-journalist,  an  ex-miller,  the  Minis¬ 
ter  of  the  Interior  is  a  surveyor— I  believe  in  the 
Parliamentary  Companion.  The  Minister  of  Inland 
Revenue  is  entered  as  a  judge  ;  Mr.  Carling 
is  a  brewer — they  were  bound  to  keep  him  in. 
So  there  are  two  retired  judges  in  the  Cabinet 
now,  but  there  is  not  a  single  representative  of 
these  large  interests  to  which  I  have  referred. 
On  the  reorganization  of  the  Cabinet,  repre¬ 
sentatives  of  these  industries  could  not  be  found 
on  the  back  benches,  and  only  lawyers  could 
be  taken  into  the  Cabinet.  It  is  a  singular 


thing  that  after  the  bye-elections  they  made 
known  very  soon  their  failure  in  Washington, 
but  they  took  care  not  to  make  it  known  until 
after  the  elections.  It  does  look  to  be  a  confirmation 
of  the  idea  that  this  was  never  intended  as  a 
serious  thing  and  that  this  was  all  done  as  a  blind 
to  mislead  the  people,  to  get  them  out  of  then- 
regular  way  of  thinking  and  lead  them  to  forget 
the  Government  and  what  the  Government  had 
done  in  the  reckless  expenditure  of  the  people’s 
money.  We  were  told  that  when  they  introduced 
the  great  National  Policy  it  was  to  stop  the  exodus 
from  this  country.  I  have  already  told  you,  and 
you  already  know  that  the  census  confirms  the 
statement,  that  the  exodus  has  been  greater  under 
the  high  protective  tariff  than  ever  it  was  at  any 
period  within  the  history  of  Canada.  Now  when 
the  Government  have  failed  to  get  a  reciprocity 
treaty  I  would  like  to  ask  them  this  :  They  raised 
the  tariff  for  the  purpose  of  getting  a  reciprocity 
treaty  ;  they  failed  to  get  a  reciprocity  treaty, 
and  I  ask  the  Government  now  will  they 
lower  the  duties,  will  they  give  the  country  a 
chance  to  progress  when  the  object  for  which 
they  avowedly  raised  the  duty  lias  been  a  failure  ? 
Will  they  tax  the  people  less  than  they  have 
been  taxing  them  for  the  last  14  years ;  will 
they  now  give  the  country  a  respite  from  this 
high  taxation,  when  they  announce  that  their 
mission  has  failed  and  signally  failed?  They  talk 
about  our  policy  leading  to  annexation,  but  if  I 
were  a  Tory  that  is  the  last  question  I  would  ever 
think  of  talking  about,  because  all  along  the  history 
of  that  party  you  will  find  that  their  policy  has 
tended,  and  that  their  party  in  many  instances  has 
openly  advocated  annexation.  Even  now  a  large 
colony  of  their  party  in  the  Province  of  Ontario  are 
going  cjround  and  giving  lectures  in  favour  of 
annexation.  They  say  that  our  policy  leads  to 
annexation,  and  they  have  quoted  Mr.  Blake  in 
reference  to  that.  I,  too,  will  quote  what  Mr.  Blake 
says  and  before  doing  so  I  would  like  to  sdy  of  Mr. 
Blake,  that  with  the  evidence  before  him,  with 
the  evidence  of  the  operation  of  the  tariff  for  12 
years,  with  all  these  facts  before  him,  I  think  that 
Mr.  Blake,  on  a  question  of  that  character,  is  as 
eminently  fit  to  judge  as  any  man  that  can  be  found 
in  Canada.  Mr.  Blake  is  a  gentleman  of  such  great 
caution  that  he  was  almost  timid  in  looking  into  the 
future,  but  take  him  on  evidence,  and  I  think  that 
he  is  an  authority  that  cannot  be  gainsaid  on  a 
matter  of  that  kind.  Here  is  what  Mr.  Blake  says 
about  the  National  Policy  : 

“  The  Canadian  Conservative  policy  has  failed  to  accom¬ 
plish  the  predictions  of  its  promoters. 

“  Its  real  tendency  has  been,  as  foretold  twelve  years  ago, 
towards  disintegration  and  annexation,  instead  of  conso¬ 
lidation  and  the  maintenance  of  that  British  connection 
of  which  they  claim  to  be  the  special  guardians. 

“  It  has  left  us  with  a  small  population,  a  scanty  immigra¬ 
tion  and  aNorth-Westempty  still;  with  enormous  additions 
to  our  public  debt  and  yearly  charge,  an  extravagant  sys¬ 
tem  of  expenditure,  and  an  unjust  and  oppressive  tariff  ; 
with  restricted  markets  for  our  needs,  whether  to  buy  or 
to  sell,  and  all  the  host  of  evils  (greatly  intensified  by  our 
special  condition)  thence  arising ;  with  trade  diverted 
from  its  natural  into  forced  and  therefore  less  profitable 
channels,  and  with  unfriendly  relations  and  frowning  tariff 
walls,  ever  more  and  more  estranging  us  from  the  mighty 
English  speaking  nation  to  the  south,  our  neighbours  and 
relations,  with  whom  we  ought  to  be,  as  it  was  promised 
that  we  should  be,  living  in  generous  amity  and  liberal 
intercourse. 

“Worse;  far  worse!  It  lias  left  us  with  lowered  stan¬ 
dards  of  public  virtue  and  a  deathlike  apathy  in  public 
opinion  ;  with  racial,  religious  and  provincial  animosities 
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rather  inflamed  than  soothed  :  with  a  subservient  Parlia¬ 
ment,  an  autocratic  Executive,  debauched  constituencies 
and  corrupted  and  corrupting  classes  ;  with  lessened  self- 
reliance  and  increased  dependence  on  the  public  chest 
and  on  legislative  aids,  and  possessed  withal  by  a  boastful 
jingo  spirit  far  enough  removed  from  true  manliness, 
loudly  proclaiming  unreal  conditions  and  exaggerated 
sentiments,  while  actual  facts  and  genuine  opinions  are 
supp  ressed . 

“  It  has  left  us  with  our  hands  tied,  our  future  com¬ 
promised,  and  in  such  a  plight  that,  whether  we  stand  or 
move,  we  must  run'  some  risks  which  else  we  might  have 
either  declined  or  encountered  with  greater  promise  of 
success. 

“  Yet  let  us  never  despair  of  our  country  !  It  is  a  goodly 
land  ;  endowed  with  great  recuperative  powers  and  vast 
resources  as  yet  almost  undeveloped  ;  inhabited  by  popu¬ 
lations  moral  and  religious, sober  and  industrious,  virtuous 
and  thrifty,  capable  and  instructed— the  descendants  of  a 
choice  immigration r of  men  of  mark  and  courage,  energy 
and  enterprise,  in  the  breasts  of  whose  children  still  should 
glow  the  sparks  of  those  ancestral  fires.” 

These  are  words  of  wisdom  coming  from  Mr.  Blake, 
who  as  a  lawyer  stands  very  high,  and  who  as  one 
able  to  express  his  opinion  on  evidence  has  perhaps 
no  equal  in  this  country.  Protection  is  fatal  to 
progress,  and  it  has  shown  itself  to  be  so  in  this 
country.  The  census  returns  are  the  proof  of  that 
fact,  and  there  is  no  gainsaying  it.  It  requires  no 
argument  to  prove  that  protection  has  been  deadly 
to  our  progress,  that  it  has  turned  out  of  trade 
millions  of  dollars  which  should  have  been  left 
invested  in  profitable  pursuits.  It  is  calculated  to 
undermine  the  wealth  and  to  destroy  the  character 
of  the  people  of  this  country.  It  is  calculated  to 
build  up  a  few  industries,  but  its  operations  are 
hurtful  to  the  great  mass  of  the  people  of  this  coun¬ 
try.  One  thing  is  certain,  that  if  the  Liberals  were 
in  power  and  could  not  get  reciprocity,  they  could 
lower  the  taxes,  and  that  would  be  a  great  boon  to 
the  people  of  this  country.  And  if  the  Liberals 
should  attain  to  power,  and  should  be  able  to 
negotiate  a  treaty,  as  I  believe  they  would  in  the 
negotiation  of  that  treaty  the  Liberals  would  not 
sacrifice  Canadian  dignity  nor  Canadian  integrity 
to  the  United  States,  nor  Canadian  interests  to 
Great  Britain.  There  is  one  thing  the  people 
of  this  country  can  rely  upon,  and  that  is, 
that  the  best  interests  of  Canada  will  be  preserved 
and  protected  in  any  treaty  which  we  will  make, 
and  if  we  had  fair-play  in  this  country,  we  believe 
we  would  have  an  opportunity  of  making  a  treaty. 
Just  imagine,  Mr.  Speaker,  the  way  in  which  the 
Liberal  party  is  handicapped  in  this  country.  See 
the  improper  use  that  is  made  of  the  means  that 
are  at  the  disposal  of  the  Government.  Look  at 
the  gerrymander,  look  at  their  Franchise  Act,  look 
at  their  patronage,  look  at  the  Senate,  look  at  the 
public  buildings  which  they  use  as  instruments  of 
corruption  throughout  the  different  ridings,  look 
at  their  railway  subsidies,  which  are  calculated,  I 
believe,  not  to  develop  the  railway  interests  but  to 
develop  the  political  interests  of  the  party  which 
is  now  in  power.  I  believe  the  day  is  coming  when 
honesty  must  prevail  in  the  government  of  this 
country.  I  believe  that  the  people  of  this  country 
will  soon  get  tired  of  the  means  adopted  by  the 
present  Government,  and  although  gentlemen  op¬ 
posite  have  succeeded  in  the  bye-elections  by  the 
use  of  means  dishonoxirable  and  dishonest,  which 
when  they  are  well  understood  and  known  by  the 
people  it  will  be  found  that  the  small  majorities 
have  been  won  by  stuffing  the  ballot  boxes 
of  the  free  people  of  this  country.  I  believe  that 
it  will  be  disclosed,  and  that  before  very  long,  that 
bogus  votes  have  been  shoved  into  the  boxes,  and 
Mr.  Landerkin. 


that  the  narrow  majorities  which  are  held  by  the 
Conservative  candidates  are  held  because  of  the 
bogus  votes  which  were  shoved  into  the  ballot  boxes 
by  scoundrels  who  formed  the  brigade  attached  to 
that  party.  The  idea  of  holding  the  bye-eleotions 
first  in  one  riding  and  then  a  few  days  afterwards 
in  another,  was,  I  believe,  to  hold  them  just  in  time 
to  let  this  brigade  of  60  get  from  one  riding  to 
another,  and  to  allow  them  to  play  their  nefarious 
practices  in  the  dark,  up  and  down  the  line.  Pro¬ 
bably  the  people  will  find  out  that  the  money  they 
used  has  been  taken  out  of  the  pockets  of  the  people 
of  this  country.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  will 
understand  the  means  that  have  been  used  ;  there  is 
not  a  doubt  of  that.  It  is  becoming  known  daily  ; 
and  these  things  will  go  on  until  I  hope  the  people 
will  rise  in  their  might  and  demand  that  the  Govern¬ 
ment  that  rules  in  this  British  Canada  of  ours  will 
be  an  honest  government,  and  when  boodle  and 
ballot- stuffing,  and  bribing  of  the  electors,  will 
forever  pass  away  from  this  country. 

Motion  agreed  to ;  and  House  again  resolved  itself 
into  Committee  of  Supply. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

St.  Vincent  de  Paul  Penitentiary. .  $99,301  13 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  want  to  know  whether 
the  ordinary  supplies  for  this  penitentiary  are  pur¬ 
chased  by  tender  and  whether  the  lowest  tender  is 
always  accepted.  There  are  several  items  in  con¬ 
nection  with  convict  clothing  on  which  I  would 
like  some  information. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  Tenders  for  convict 
clothing  are  called  for  every  year  in  time  for  the 
contracts  to  be  made  from  the  1st  of  July.  The 
lowest  tender  has  been  accepted  in  every  case  since 
I  have  been  in  the  department,  with  the  exception 
of  one  case  in  which  there  was  a  difference  of  a  few 
dollars  which  were  accounted  for  in  some  other 
way.  Practically,  the  lowest  tender  was  accepted. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  would  like  to  know 
whether  circulars  were  sent  to  different  parties 
asking  them  to  tender,  or  whether  they  were 
advertised  for  in  the  ordinary  way  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  We  do  not  send  around 
circulars  for  tenders.  We  advertise  in  all  the 
principal  papers  of  Montreal  in  both  languages. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  1  notice  with  great  pleasure 
that  of  late  years  the  administration  of  this  peni¬ 
tentiary  seems  to  have  been  placed  on  a  better 
footing  than  it  was  a  few  years  ago,  when  it  had 
reached  a  stage  very  close  to  absolute  disorganiza¬ 
tion.  Yet  a  statement  was  made  to  me  privately 
during  the  recess  that  the  discipline  of  the  peniten¬ 
tiary  Avas  not  as  good  as  it  might  be.  I  say  this 
with  great  diffidence,  and  I  would  not  mention  it  if 
I  did  not  find  in  the  report  of  the  inspector  a  con¬ 
firmation  of  the  statement.  The  complaint  I  have 
heard  is  that  the  guardians  of  the  convicts  and  the 
officers  generally  do  not  present  as  good  an  appear¬ 
ance  in  point  of  decorum,  manners  and  discipline 
as  might  have  been  expected.  It  was  suggested 
that  probably  these  men  were  selected  far  more  for 
political  reasons,  to  reward  political  services,  than 
for  efficiency.  Mr.  Moylan  seems  to  confirm  this 
statement  when  he  says  in  his  report  at  pages  1 2 
and  1 3  : 
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“  A  great  drawback  to  the  work  of  reformation  is  the 
lack  of  training  and  of  the  essential  qualifications  in  the 
officers,  who  are  placed  in  charge  of  convicts,  especially 
the  guards.  As  a  rule,  these  men  have  no  previous 
knowledge  of  the  duties  which  they  undertake.  They 
are  unacquainted  with  the  various  phases  and  peculiari¬ 
ties  of  human  character,  and  least  of  all,  perhaps,  with 
the  nature  and  disposition  of  those  with  whom  they  are 
to  be  brought  into  daily  and  hourly  contact.  Their  duties 
are  too  continuous  and  varied,  as  guards,  to  allow  them 
time  to  supply  the  deficiency  under  which  they  labour,  as 
regards  the  acquiring  of  the  experience,  tact  and  self- 
control  requisite  for  the  due  fulfilment  of  the  trust  con¬ 
fided  to  them.  Hence,  those  duties  are  generally  dis¬ 
charged  in  a  pei’functory  and  unsatisfactory  manner. 
They  cannot  help  this:  they  do  their  best  for  the  most 
part,  according  to  their  lights.  It  happens,  too,  not 
unfrequently,  that  officers  give  bad  example  to  the 
prisoners  in  their  charge  by  the  display  of  ill-temper,  by 
the  use  of  unbecoming  and  even  of  immoral  language, 
and  by  otherwise  violating  the  rules  which  they  should 
rigidly  observe.  All  this  has  a  very  injurious  effect  upon 
good  discipline,  and  upon  the  minds  of  the  convicts,  who 
are  not  slow  in  taking  advantage  of  any  wrong-doing  by 
those  to  whose  care  they  are  confided.  What  is  the 
remedy  for  this?  Clearly,  the  appointment  of  men,  bet¬ 
ter  qualified  by  discipline,  education  and  training  fora 
position  of  such  serious  responsibility  as  a  guard  or 
keeper.  The  present  standard,  in  these  essentials,  is  far 
too  low.” 

The  inspector  goes  on  to  say  that  even  though  it  is 
not  necessary  to  increase  the  expenditure  to  remu¬ 
nerate  these  men,  their  inferiority  should  not  be 
taken  as  a  reason  why  that  should  not  be  done. 
Now,  it  seems  to  me  that  this  is  a  valuable  sugges¬ 
tion.  I  rather  fhar,  from  the  statement  made  to 
me,  and  from  what  I  see  in  the  report  of  the  in¬ 
spector,  that  men  are  selected  to  be  guards  from 
among  uneducated  people.  Though,  of  course,  their 
education  need  not  be  of  a  very  high  character, 
some  of  the  men  appear  to  be  wholly  uneducated, 
absolutely  unlettered.  It  seems  to  me  that  this  is 
not  the  proper  class  of  men  from  whom  those 
officers  ought  to  be  taken.  I  do  not  affirm  this  as 
a  fact,  but  I  repeat  it  as  it  has  been  stated  to  me. 
If  Mr.  Moylan  says  that  the  character  of  the  men 
selected  for  guards  is  not  such  as  would  warrant  us 
in  expecting  that  they  would  properly  discharge 
their  duties,  it  is  a  matter  which  the  Minister 
should  take  into  consideration  with  the  view  of 
making  an  improvement  in  that  respect. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  do  not  suppose  the 
lion,  gentleman  intended  to  apply  the  remarks  of 
the  inspector  to  St.  Vincent  de  Paul  exclusively.  In 
making  his  observations,  that  officer  did  not  coniine 
himself  to  any  particular  place,  and  with  regard  to 
the  particular  persons  referred  to,  I  have  never  heard 
that  there  was  any  distinction  to  the  disadvantage 
of  the  officers  there  as  compared  with  those  of  any 
other  institution.  On  the  contrary,  when  I  visited 
that  place,  from  all  I  heard  and  saw,  the  conduct 
of  the  officers  appeared  quite  as  good  as  that  of  the 
staff  at  Kingston  or  Dorchester  or  British  Columbia. 
I  would  hardly  include  Stony  Mountain,  because 
there  the  officers  have  the  advantage  of  superior 
training,  as  far  as  discipline  is  concerned.  But 
with  that  exception,  the  officers  at  St.  Vincent  de 
Paul  are  quite  as  intelligent  and  as  well  informed 
and  fit  for  their  duties  as  any  to  be  found  any¬ 
where  else.  At  the  same  time  I  fully  agree  with 
the  inspector  that  we  cannot  get  our  officers  from 
as  well  trained  a  class  as  we  should,  but  it  is  not 
political  interference  which  is  the-’  cause.  As  far 
as  the  management  is  concerned,  we  abstain 
altogether  from  influencing  the  warden  in  the  selec¬ 
tion  of  his  officers.  The  Governor  in  Council  of 
course  has  the  appointment  of  the  warden  and 
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the  deputy  warden,  but  the  warden  alone  ap¬ 
points  his  guards  and  keepers,  and  until  the 
report  is  published  I  do  not  know  the  names  of 
these  officers.  I  have  in  fact  the  greatest  hesita¬ 
tion  in  even  recommending  a  person  from  my  con¬ 
stituency  I  think  fit  for  the  place,  as  the  warden 
might  suppose  I  was  endeavouring  to  influence  his 
judgment.  It  is  a  mistake  to  say  these  men  are 
wholly  illiterate.  The  regulations  require  that 
they  shall  have  ordinary  rudimentary  education, 
and  they  are  generally  selected  on  account  of  being 
physically  qualified,  active,  intelligent  men,  and  it 
is  a  great  consideration  they  should  have  some 
knowledge  of  discipline.  I  agree  with  the  views 
of  the  inspector  as  to  the  necessity  of  men  more 
highly  trained  being  engaged,  men  if  possible  who 
have  been  in  the  mounted  police  or  perhaps  in  the 
British  army,  who  at  any  rate  have  some  training 
and  notion  of  discipline,  and  can  give  a  better 
example  in  bearing  and  conduct  and  language  than 
the  ordinary  labourer  can,  and  it  is  principally 
from  the  labouring  class  we  have  to  recruit 
our  guards  and  keepers.  But  that  cannot  be  done 
without  increasing  everywhere  the  allowance,  and 
I  am  determined,  if  possible,  to  ask  Parliament  to 
increase  the  allowance  with  the  view  of  the  im¬ 
provement  of  the  force.  I  explained  to  the  hon. 
member  for  Yarmouth  that  I  hoped  to  present  next 
session  a  scheme  for  carrying  out  some  of  the  views 
in  the  report  with  regard  to  a  new  reformatory  for 
some  of  the  younger  convicts  who  are  undergoing 
a  first  sentence  and  whose  numbers  I  regret  to 
say  are  somewhat  startling,  and  with  respect  to 
whom  we  may  fairly  expect,  as  the  inspector  indi¬ 
cates,  there  will  be  better  hope  for  improvement, 
if  they  be  separated  from  the  habitual  convicts 
with  whom  they  now  have  to  resort.  On  both 
these  matters  I  hope  to  be  able  to  present  to 
the  House  next  session  a  scheme  which  will  carry 
out,  as  far  as  possible,  the  views  presented  in  the 
report,  after  hon.  members  have  had  time  to  con¬ 
sider  them,  but  I  will  only  be  able  to  do  so  if  the 
House  will  generously  give  me  an  amount  large 
enough  for  that  purpose. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  In  the  remarks  I  made  a  few 
moments  ago,  I  certainly  did  not  intend  to  convey 
the  impression  that  the  administration  of  the 
penitentiary  does  not  compare  favourably  with 
that  of  the  other  institutions.  1  never  heard  any¬ 
thing  to  that  effect,  but  simply  the  remark  was 
made  to  me,  and  no  doubt  that  remark  will  apply 
also  to  the  other  penitentiaries.  There  was  noth¬ 
ing  in  particular  in  the  remark  except  that  the 
appearance  of  the  guard  was  slovenly ;  and  no 
doubt  if  there  was  some  military  discipline  in  the 
penitentiary,  the  administration  would  be  better. 
Nothing  more  was  conveyed  to  me,  but  I  was 
struck  with  the  same  remark  mr  de  in  the  report. 
There  is  a  good  deal  in  what  the  Minister  says  as 
to  the  money  grant  not  enabling  a  better  selection 
of  officers  to  be  made,  and  I  am  sure  the  House  will 
not  begrudge  the  necessary  money  in  order  to  put 
the  administration  of  our  penitentiaries  on  a  better 
footing. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  In  the  Auditor  General’s 
Report,  page  B-128, 1  find  that  under  the  heading  of 
rations,  apples  were  bought  at  $5  a  barrel,  butter, 
1,550  lbs.  at  20  cents  a  pound.  I  cannot  understand 
why  the  penitentiary  should  pay  such  an  enormous 
price,  especially  if  these  rations  were  supplied  by  ten- 
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der.  Take  flour,  370  barrels  at  $5.80  ;  lard,  1,080 
lbs.  at  12  cents  per  pound.  If  the  hon.  Minister 
will  turn  to  the  Kingston  rations,  he  will  find  that 
lard  was  bought  at  9§  cents.  Cornmeal,  600  lbs. 
at  3  cents.  We  know  that  is  the  retail  price,  and 
it  is  most  singular  if  tenders  were  called  for  that 
the  retail  price  should  be  paid.  Molasses,  640 
gallons  at  45  cents  ;  pork,  1,440  lbs.  at  10^  cents  ; 
pease,  21  bushels  at  $1.05,  and  I  venture  to  say 
there  has  not  been  that  price  paid  in  Canada  dur¬ 
ing  the  last  twelve  months.  Potatoes,  121  bushels 
at  $1.50,  126  bushels  at  $1.05,  8  bushels  at  75  cents 
and  8  at  $1.10.  Tobacco,  2,422  lbs.  at  48  cents. 

I  suppose  the  convicts  require  something  in  the 
way  of  tobacco,  but  I  think  there  was  no  necessity 
for  its  costing  anything  like  that.  Another  item  I 
call  attention  to  is,  Richard  Gadbois,  retired, $769.86. 

I  would  like  to  know  under  what  circumstances 
that  sum  was  granted. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  He  was  one  of  the 
officers  of  the  penitentiary,  and  that  is  his  retiring 
gratuity  when  he  left  on  the  ground  of  ill-health. 
He  must  have  had  long  service  to  receive  that 
amount,  probably  twenty  years. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  presume  that  the  officers 
in  the  penitentiaries  can  be  superannuated  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  No ;  not  under  the 
rank  of  deputy  warden. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  Can  the  Minister  say  that 
these  supplies  were  furnished  after  tenders  were 
asked  and  under  contracts  let  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  Yes,  I  do  say  so 
unequivocally.  Of  course,  some  of  those  articles 
would  differ  in  price  according  to  the  season  at 
which  they  were  purchased.  For  instance,  I  think 
the  potatoes  to  which  the  hon.  gentleman  has 
referred  were  probably  seed  potatoes.  A  consider- 
able  quantity  of  potatoes  is  grown  on  the  farm  of 
the  penitentiary.  Then  as  to  eggs,  eggs  are  not 
used  in  the  penitentiaries  except  for  the  patients  m 
the  hospital  or  on  Christmas  day,  when  a  little 
better  fare  than  usual  is  given  to  the  convicts.  I 
do  not  think  the  price  for  butter  is  extravagant, 
and  there  is  not  much  butter  used.  All  these 
articles  have  been  supplied  by  contract  and  after 
tenders  had  been  asked  for.  It  is  true  that  there 
has  been  a  considerable  discrepancy  in  the  past  in 
the  prices  paid  at  the  different  penitentiaries.  I 
have  endeavoured  to  remedy  that  since  the  1st 
July,  my  attention  having  been  called  to  it,  and 
now  the  contractor  contracts  to  supply  the  articles, 
at  the  option  of  the  Government,  to  one  or  all  of 
the  penitentiaries  in  the  Dominion  at  the  stipulated 
price. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  am  glad  to  hear  the  state¬ 
ment  of  the  Minister,  and  I  hope  the  result  will  be 
that  some  of  these  articles  will  be  obtained  at  a 
less  cost  than  in  the  past.  I  can  understand  that 
at  some  periods  of  the  year  supplies  would  cost 
more  than  at  others,  but  I  do  not  remember  when 
butter  was  worth  20  cents  a  pound  last  year, 
unless  it  was  creamery  butter,  and  surely  the 
Government  are  not  supplying  creamery  butter  to 
the  convicts  in  the  penitentiaries.  In  the  west  of 
Ontario  you  can  get  good  dairy  butter  for  14  cents 
a  pound,  and  in  Montreal  it  is  even  less. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  The  hon.  gentleman 
is  evidently  not  speaking  from  experience  in  house¬ 
keeping  in  Ottawa. 

Mr.  McMullen. 


Mr.  McMULLEN.  Surely  the  hon.  gentleman 
does  not  get  the  supplies  for  the  penitentiaries  in 
Ottawa  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  No,  but  the  prices 
are  higher  in  Montreal. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  There  is  no  place  in  Canada 
where  you  can  buy  the  ordinary  commodities,  such 
as  butter,  cheese  and  peas,  as  cheaply  as  in 
Montreal. 

Sir  JOHN  TH  OMPSON.  I  can  only  say  that 
if  the  hon.  gentleman  will  get  some  one  to  tender 
at  that  price,  I  will  give  him  the  contract  for  all 
the  penitentiaries  in  Canada. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  have  seen  the  prices  quoted 
in  the  Empire.  If  I  know  the  period  when  the 
hon.  gentleman  sends  out  his  tenders  I  will  get 
some  one  to  tender.  I  will  not  tender  mj  self, 
because  that  might  put  me  out  of  my  seat,  and  I 
am  sure  that  would  be  a  great  loss  to  the  House. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL.  I  do  not  think  it  is  a  wise 
provision  that  any  person  contracting  should,  at 
the  option  of  the  Government,  be  obliged  to  supply 
all  the  penitentiaries.  That  might  safely  be  pro¬ 
vided  in  regard  to  the  penitentiaries  in  Ontario  or 
Quebec  or  the  Lower  Provinces,  but  it  would  be 
hardly  fair  to  oblige  a  man  to  supply  a  penitentiary 
in  British  Columbia  or  Manitoba.  I  think  the 
prices  at  which  the  Government  have  been  buying 
flour  are  very  high  indeed,  and  I  would  like  to 
know  when  those  contracts  expire  and  for  what 
length  of  time  the  tenders  are  called  for.  I  am 
sure  that  I  could  furnish  flour  or  get  it  furnished 
at  far  less  prices.  Do  the  tenders  expire  on  the 
1st  July  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  On  the  1st  July. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL.  And  they  are  called  for  a 
year. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  For  a  year. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL.  And  then  new  tenders  will  be 
required  to  be  put  in  to  the  Government  about  what 
time  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  By  the  30th  June,  I 
think,  but  we  advertise  extensively. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL.  Could  the  Minister  of  J ustice 
tell  me  about  what  particular  grade  of  flour  is  used  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  Strong  bakers.  I  do 
not  know  what  penitentiary  the  hon.  gentleman 
has  in  his  mind  when  he  says  we  pay  a  very  high 
price  for  flour.  I  was  under  the  impression  that 
we  got  our  flour  at  a  very  reasonable  rate. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL.  I  think  the  price  now  paid 
in  this  penitentiary  is  very  much  above  the  market 
price. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  I  observe  that  in  the 
Kingston  penitentiary  and  also  under  the  one  under 
discussion  we  have  a  vote  for  a  schoolmaster,  while 
in  Manitoba  we  have  that  combined  with  a  hospital 
overseer,  and  in  British  Columbia  the  vote  is  foi  ac¬ 
countant,  storekeeper  and  schoolmaster.  What  is 
the  duty  of  the  schoolmaster  ?  Is  it  to  give  instruc¬ 
tion  to  "some  of  the  younger  convicts,  and  at  what 
time  is  the  instruction  conveyed  ?  Is  there  a  day 
school,  or  are  there  classes  or  what  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  The  convicts  are 
formed  into  classes. 
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Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  At  night  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  No,  in  the  day-time, 
at  various  hours  of  the  day,  and  during  the  time 
when  it  would  not  he  reasonable  that  they  should 
have  that  amount  of  recreation,  from  half  an  hour 
to  an  hour. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  Is  that  the  younger 
convicts  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  All  those  convicts 
who  are  illiterate.  In  Kingston,  the  duties  have 
been  distributed  among  several  officers,  it  being 
found  more  convenient  there  to  have  the  prisoners 
continuously  under  the  charge  of  the  guards.  At 
Stony  Mountain  the  schoolmaster  is  also  the  hospi¬ 
tal  keeper,  and  it  is  found  there  to  be  more  con¬ 
venient  to  group  them  all.  The  ditties  of  hospital 
overseer  there  are  not  very  great,  whereas  in  King¬ 
ston  the  hospital  overseer  has  more  than  he  can 
attend  to. 

Mr.  FLINT.  I  see  under  the  heading  of  St. 
Vincent  de  Paul  Penitentiary,  there  are  certain 
charges  for  travelling,  but  there  are  no  charges  of 
a  like  kind  with  regard  to  the  Dorchester  Peniten¬ 
tiary. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  The  penitentiary  of 
St.  Vincent  de  Paul  is  about  13  miles  from  Montreal, 
and  the  warden  has  frequently  to  visit  Montreal  on 
business.  Dorchester  Penitentiary  is  in  the  village, 
and  the  nearest  city  is  half  a  day’s  journey  away. 

Mr.  BOWERS.  I  see  in  the  accounts  that  lamp 
wicks  are  charged  at  90  cents  a  dozen,  and  lamp 
chimneys  20  cents  a  piece.  I  sell  these  things 
myself,  and  I  cannot  understand  such  high  prices. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  There  are  different 
sums  there.  I  do  not  know  the  reason  of  the 
variety,  unless  some  .of  them  are  for  lanterns  which 
are  placed  in  conspicuous  positions  about  the  yard 
for  lighting  at  night.  A  large  variety  of  wicks  are 
required,  it  is  a  wicked  place. 

Mr.  BOWERS.  The  very  largest  wick  that 
would  burn  out  half  a  gallon  of  oil  a  night,  retails 
for  five  cents. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  We  do  not  want  a 
wick  like  that. 

Mr.  BOWERS.  For  that  reason  these  must 
have  been  the  smaller  wicks.  1  think  there  is 
something  wrong  in  the  charge. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  It  is  well  that  we  should 
criticise  these  items.  It  is  clear  from  the  quota¬ 
tions  given  from  the  Auditor  General’s  Report  that 
a  great  saving  could  be  made  in  the  expense  on 
our  penitentiaries.  I  am  not  charging  the  Minister 
of  Justice  with  neglect,  but  I  believe  that  the 
retail  price  in  many  cases  here,  is  charged  in  place 
of  the  wholesale  price.  The  tenderers  must  surely 
have  a  loop-hole  by  which  they  can  get  in  such 
enormous  prices  as  are  here  quoted,  instead  of  giving 
the  wholesale  prices  upon  which  these  commodities 
should  be  supplied.  We  have  a  number  of  these 
institutions  in  this  country,  and  it  is  only  by 
criticisms  of  this  kind  that  we  can  hope  to  reduce 
their  cost.  Last  year  the  Auditor  General  gave  us 
a  per  capita  cost  of  the  maintenance  of  those  con¬ 
victs,  but  I  notice  his  report  does  not  give  that  this 
year.  I  think  we  should  have  information  by 
which  we  can  compare  the  cost  of  keeping  the 
inmates  of  these  institutions  with  the  cost  in  other 
countries.  I  think  the  Auditor  General’s  Report 


should  contain  each  year  the  per  capita  cost  of 
keeping  these  convicts,  and  that  would  enable  us 
to  judge  whether  the  annual  charge  upon  the 
resources  of  this  country  for  the  maintenance  of 
these  institutions,  is  increasing  or  decreasing.  Last 
year  it  cost  us  something  like  $2.86  per  head  for 
the  inmates  of  the  Manitoba  Penitentiary,  which 
was  the  highest  rate,  and  the  next  was  the  peni¬ 
tentiary  which  we  are  now  discussing,  and  to 
the  best  of  my  recollection  the  Kingston  Peni¬ 
tentiary  was  the  loAvest.  I  think  the  prices  here 
reported  in  connection  with  the  items  supplied  to 
this  penitentiary,  are  far  in  excess  of  what  they 
should  be.  These  tenders  and  the  bills  of  these 
supplies,  should  be  carefully  investigated  in  order 
that  we  may  see  if  some  reduction  cannot  be  made. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  Perhaps  every  article 
is  not  contracted  for  separately.  There  is  a  great 
variety  of  articles  that  have  to  be  contracted  for.  1 
see  some  small  amounts  like  $3  and  $4.  Does  the 
contract  cover  all  the  items  that  we  find  under  this 
expenditure,  or  are  they  contracted  for  separately  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  There  must  always 
be  some  left  that  cannot  be  thought  of,  but  the 
call  for  tenders  does  go  greatly  into  details,  and  it 
includes  all  that  the  warden  foresees  would  be 
required. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  Perhaps  it  arises  in 
this  way  with  some  of  those  items.  Does  the  one 
person  tender  for  all  this  variety  of  articles  ?  If 
so,  it  may  be  by  averaging  them,  one  article  may 
be  lower,  while  another  article  might  be  very  much 
higher. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  That  is  the  case. 
For  instance,  groceries.  They  tender  for  sugar, 
for  flour,  butter,  salt  and  everything  in  the  grocery 
line.  When  a  person  tenders  the  prices  for  which 
he  will  supply  per  pound,  the  warden  supplies  the 
estimates  of  the  quantities  required,  he  applies  his 
quantities  to  those  tenders,  and  the  contract  is 
awarded  to  the  person  who  appears  to  have  made 
the  lowest  tender. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  Did  one  person  supply  all 
these  items,  or  were  contracts  let  to  several  par¬ 
ties  ?  Does  one  tenderer  agree  to  supply  all  the 
different  articles  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  No,  we  keep  flour 
separate  ;  we  find  it  better  to  do  that.  In  some 
cases,  thinking  that  the  prices  that  were  demanded 
for  flour  were  too  high,  we  supplied  the  prison  from 
Ontario.  On  another  occasion  I  made  an  arrange¬ 
ment  with  the  merchant  who  had  been  supplying 
us  with  flour,  whose  tender  I  thought  was  alto¬ 
gether  too  high,  he  thought  it  was  not  too  high, 
and  one  made  an  agreement  with  me  to  furnish  me 
flour  at  the  market  prices  ruling  at  the  time.  We 
paid  him  at  the  regular  quoted  prices  in  the  city 
of  Montreal,  making  a  slight  allowance  for  trans¬ 
portation. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL.  Who  tendered  for  the  flour  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  do  not  remember 
who  has  the  contract  this  year. 

Mr.  FAUVEL.  What  was  the  nature  of  the 
commission  of  enquiry  for  which  this  sum  is 
required  to  pay  Mr.  Moylan  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  That  was  an  enquiry 
which  took  place  about  ten  years  ago,  before  I 
came  to  the  department.  One  of  the  commissioners 
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Mr.  Baillairge,  the  late  Deputy  Minister  of  Public 
Works,  had  been  paid,  I  think,  $500.  He  had 
assisted  the  inspector  of  penitentiaries,  but  no 
allowance  had  been  made  for  the  inspector  on  the 
ground  that  he  was  already  in  receipt  of  a  salary. 
Last  year  a  special  vote  was  made  by  Parliament 
equal  to  half  the  amount  that  was  paid  to  Mr. 
Baillairge. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  In  the  receipts  there 
is  rent,  $359.  Is  part  of  the  premises  rented  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  There  are  two  or  three 
cottages  in  which  the  officers  are  allowed  to  live  on 
paying  a  rental  of  $50  a  year  each. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  What  was  supplied  by  the 
Oxford  Manufacturing  Co.,  for  which  an  item  of 
$5,455  appears  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  Convict  clothing, 
uniforms  for  guards  and  keepers. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  I  thought  they  were  all 
made  in  the  penitentiary  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  This  is  for  furnishing 
the  cloth. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  With  respect  to  the  revenue 
from  the  penitentiary,  do  I  understand  that  the 
revenue  is  collected  from  the  parties  to  whom 
articles  are  sold  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  Yes. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  The  officers  are  allowed  to  buy 
from  the  penitentiary  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  Yes. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  How  do  the  earnings  of 
the  convicts  now  compare  with  former  years  ?  This 
seems  to  be  a  very  small  amount.  Formerly  I 
think  the  labour  of  the  convicts  was  farmed  out, 
and  there  were  contracts  made  with  parties  outside 
for  the  sale  of  the  products.  The  notion  came  to 
be  general  here,  I  think,  on  the  Ministerial  side, 
that  it  was  unfair  that  a  prisoner  should  be  com¬ 
petitor  with  others  outside.  It  was  thought  that 
everything  except  articles  required  for  the  convicts 
themselves  should  be  excluded  from  their  occupa¬ 
tion,  and  that  they  should  be  placed  at  some 
employment  in  which  they  should  not  come 
into  competition  with  any  industry  actually  in 
existence  in  the  country.  How  far  is  that  policy 
now  adhered  to,  and  what  course  is  adopted  in 
respect  to  the  labour  of  the  penitentiary  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  When  I  came  into  the 
department  the  labour  of  the  convicts  in  the  King¬ 
ston  Penitentiary  was  farmed  out  to  a  locksmith. 
It  was  rather  remunerative,  so  far  as  the  prison 
was  concerned.  We  had  some  80  convicts  employed 
by  him  at  a  price  which  probably  paid  for  their 
ordinary  maintenance,  not  including  ordinary  man¬ 
agement  and  prison  salaries.  There  was  a  statute 
which  declared  that  this  system  should  cease  when 
all  the  existing  contracts  ran  out.  This  contract  ex¬ 
pired  about  three  years  ago,  and  we  gave  the  con¬ 
tractor  notice  that  under  the  statute  it  could  not  be 
renewed.  We  have  had  some  difficulty  since  in 
securing  employment  for  the  men,  and  we  would 
have  experienced  greater  difficulty  if  it  had  not 
been  for  the  work  canied  on  there  in  connection 
with  the  construction  of  a  new  inner  prison  in 
which  there  will  be  more  seclusion  afforded  for 
convicts  both  of  the  worse  and  better  class,  with  a 
view  to  providing  them  with  work  in  their  own 
cells  and  keeping  them  separate.  The  employment 
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of  these  convicts,  who  were  formerly  engaged  at 
lockmaking,  on  prison  construction  has  resulted  in 
the  building  at  very  little  cost  to  the  country  of  a 
very  fine  structure  for  that  purpose.  So  soon  as 
this  building  is  completed,  I  shall  have  to  give 
attention  to  the  furnishing  of  prison  employment 
to  a  large  number  of  convicts,  and  I  propose  to 
establish  industries  which  will  be  carried  on  with  as 
little  machinery  as  possible,  in  order  to  give  as 
much  work  as  possible  to  the  convicts  and  interfere 
as  little  as  possible  with  outside  employment. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  I  hope  the  Government 
will  change  the  policy  on  wdiich  they  entered  when 
they  passed  the  statute  to  which  the  Minister  has 
referred.  It  seems  a  very  extraordinary  condition 
that  instead  of  undertaking  to  make  a  penitentiary 
self-sustaining  and  compelling  prisoners  by  their 
industry  to  support  themselves,  we  should  adopt  a 
policy  which  will  make  their  labour  as  little  remu¬ 
nerative  as  possible,  so  that  the  burden  of  the 
maintenance  of  the  convicts,  the  dishonest  and 
criminal  section  should  fall  on  the  honest  and 
industrious  portion.  The  law-abiding  and  indus¬ 
trious  portion  of  the  community  are  compelled 
from  their  industry  to  support  those  who  were 
lawless  and  whose  liberty  was  dangerous  to  the  rest 
of  the  community.  I  have  not  been  able  myself  to 
understand  upon  what  theory  of  political  economy 
a  Government  or  Parliament  should  come  to  the 
conclusion  that  it  was  really  injurious  to  the  indus¬ 
trial  class  outside  of  the  penitentiary  that  those 
men  who,  if  they  were  honest  and  true,  would  be 
so  many  competitors  outside,  when  in  prison 
should  be  prohibited  from  engaging  in  those  duties 
that  were  most  advantageous  to  the  public  and  the 
least  burdensome  as  regards  the  maintenance  of  the 
institutions.  We  should  undertake  to  make  the 
penitentiaries  as  little  burdensome  to  the  people  as 
possible,  and  if  they  could  be  made  self-sustaining 
that  should  be  done  ;  and  the  labours  in  which  the 
prisoners  are  engaged  should  be  of  that  kind  in 
which  they  could  find  employment  in  future. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  notice  that  a  pair  of 
buffalo  robes  was  charged  $90,  three  horse  blankets 
$18,  saddle  bag,  $10.  The  Minister  can  hardly 
consider  these  to  be  fair  prices.  I  never  heard 
of  such  prices  being  paid  before.  Are  these 
articles  included  in  the  contract  for  which  tenders 
were  asked. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  No,  they  are  not.  They 
are  articles  furnished  for  the  carriage  and  horses 
which  belong  to  the  prison  and  are  for  the  prison 
service.  The  buffalo  robes  are  for  the  carriage 
which  goes  in  and  out  of  the  city  when  required 
for  prison  duty.  I  do  not  know  anything  about 
the  prices  of  the  articles,  I  am  sorry  to  say. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  hope  the  hon.  gentleman 
will  instruct  the  officers  not  to  ask  him  to  defend 
such  items  another  year.  These  charges  are  alto¬ 
gether  beyond  reason,  and  the  Opposition  would  be 
acting  improperly  in  allowing  such  items  to  pass 
without  protest. 

Manitoba  Penitentiary  .  $45,388  30 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  am  glad  to  notice  a  very 
large  decrease  here,  and  I  would  like  to  know  howT 
it  has  been  secured. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  With  reference  to  the 
salaries,  a  new  office,  that  of  assistant  accountant 
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and  store-keeper  has  been  created  at  $700  a  year, 
but  this  increase  has  been  set  off  by  a  decrease  of 
$400  on  the  total  salaries  ;  the  salary  of  the  present 
warden  is  $350  less  than  that  of  the  late  warden. 
On  maintenance  there  is  a  decrease  of  $1,420.  It  is 
the  intention  to  grow  more  vegetables  on  the  farm 
than  formerly,  which  will  reduce  the  cost  for 
rations  about  $500.  There  is  a  decrease  of  $200  in 
the  travelling  expenses  of  convicts,  and  some  other 
decreases  on  other  items.  On  the  repair  expenses 
there  is  a  decrease  of  $6,000,  there  is  not  so  much 
coal  or  wood  estimated  for,  and  repairs  to  ma¬ 
chinery  and  buildings  formerly  included  are  not 
included  this  year.  There  is  a  reduction  on  the 
amount  for  farm  implements,  as  it  is  the  intention 
of  the  warden  to  grow  oats  and  other  such  crops. 

Mr.  WATSON.  I  am  sure  the  House  must  be 
pleased  at  this  report,  and  I  was  going  to  call  at¬ 
tention  to  a  few  items  in  connection  with  the  farm, 
but  I  suppose  as  the  system  is  going  to  be  changed 
it  is  not  necessary.  We  find  that  each  year  there 
was  a  large  expenditure  on  the  farm  for  implements 
while  at  the  same  time  they  were  buying  large 
supplies  of  feeding  for  their  stock  in  connection 
with  that  farm.  It  always  appeared  to  me  there 
was  a  great  waste  in  that  connection  in  the  peni¬ 
tentiary.  I  find  that  the  penitentiary  bought  3,162 
pounds  of  butter  at  25  cents  per  pound.  I  have  some 
knowledge  of  the  price  of  butter  in  Manitoba  and 
I  am  able  to  buy  first-class  butter  at  much  less  than 
the  average  price  of  20  cents  per  pound  all  the 
year  round.  In  the  fall  we  can  get  first-class 
dairy  butter  for  20  cents  per  pound.  I  would  like 
to  ask  the  Minister  also  if  supplies  such  as  beef 
and  mutton  are  secured  by  tender,  and  if  the 
lowest  tender  is  always  accepted? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  We  always  ask  for 
tenders  for  these  supplies,  and  we  always  give  the 
contract  to  the  lowest  tenderer,  unless  he  is  a  per¬ 
son  who  has  a  very  bad  record  as  contractor,  which 
is  sometimes  the  case.  I  am  under  the  impression 
that  there  is  a  contract  for  it,  and  that  it  was 
given  to  the  lowest  tenderer  this  year. 

Mr.  WATSON.  I  do  not  know  if  I  am  correctly 
informed  or  not,  but  I  think  I  am.  I  believe  that 
tenders  were  asked  for  the  supply  of  beef  this  year, 
and  that  the  contractor  who  had  the  supply  for 
five  or  six  years  previously  tendered  at  5  cents  per 
pound  for  beef  and  9  cents  for  mutton  ;  but  the 
contract  was  let  to  another  man  at  5^  cents  for  beef 
and  9  cents  for  mutton.  As  there  are  50,000  lbs.  of 
beef  used  there,  it  makes  quite  a  difference  in  the 
cost.  I  have  not  seen  any  report  that  the  beef 
supplied  by  the  contractor  for  the  last  six  years 
has  not  been  satisfactory.  In  fact  he  informs  me 
that  he  never  had  any  complaint  of  his  beef  from 
the  officers  who  received  it  ;  but  notwithstanding 
his  tender  at  5  cents  per  pound  is  thrown  out,  and 
the  contract  let  at  5^  cents. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  had  some  vague 
recollections  of  a  difficulty  when  the  tenders  came 
in,  and  the  remark  of  the  hon.  gentleman  refreshes 
my  memory.  The  person  who  had  the  contract  up 
to  the  1st  of  July  supplied  us  with  beef  at  a  lower 
rate  and  offered  to  do  it  for  the  future.  We  would 
not  give  him  the  contract  for  nothing.  The  meat 
he  furnished  was  badly  furnished  in  violation  of 
the  contract.  It  was  giving  us  constant  trouble, 
and  he  made  on  the  supplies  furnished  us  a  great 
deal  more  money,  although  his  tender  was  lower, 


than  the  present  contractor.  Before  concurrence 
I  will  have  the  papers  brought  down  and  the  hon. 
gentleman  can  have  an  opportunity  of  further  look¬ 
ing  into  the  matter. 

Mr.  WATSON.  I  would  like  to  ask  if  the  beef 
received  under  this  contract  is  dealt  out  to  the 
officers  in  connection  with  the  penitentiary  at 
contract  prices. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  Yes. 

Mr.  WATSON.  It  appears  to  me  that  the 
Government  is  going  into  the  retail  butcher  business 
in  dealing  out  meat  to  the  officers.  I  have  learned 
that  some  complaints  were  made  about  this  beef, 
but  the  contractor  previous  to  last  July  informed 
me  that  the  best  cuts  were  selected  and  given  to  the 
employes  about  the  penitentiary,  and  the  balance 
was  given  to  the  convicts.  If  that  is  the  case,  it 
cannot  be  surprising  if  some  complaints  have  been 
made  of  the  beef  furnished  to  the  convicts.  I  do 
not  know  that  the  Government  have  a  right  to  give 
a  contract  for  beef  at  half  a  cent  a  pound  more  than 
the  lowest  tenderer  offered  to  furnish  it  at ;  because 
the  beef  has  to  undergo  inspection  by  the  steward, hnd 
if  it  does  not  comply  with  the  conditions  of  the  tender, 
he  has  a  right  to  refuse  it.  Besides,  the  contractor 
has  to  give  some  guarantee  that  he  will  furnish  the 
beef  according  to  tender,  and  I  do  not  think  the 
Government  have  a  right  in  advance  to  judge  what 
kind  of  beef  it  will  be.  If  they  did  this,  there 
■would  be  nothing  to  prevent  them  giving  the  con¬ 
tract  to  a  friend  of  theirs  at  one  or  two  cents  a 
pound  above  what  they  could  obtain  beef  for  from 
others.  If  the  papers  are  brought  down,  we  shall 
no  doubt  see  whether  any  complaint  was  made  to 
the  contractor  as  to  the  quality  of  the  beef  furnished 
by  him.  I  am  informed  that  there  was  no  com¬ 
plaint. 

Mr.  ROSS  (Lisgar).  I  wish  to  say  that  com¬ 
plaints  were  continually  made  to  me  during  the 
last  three  years  by  the  various  officers  of  the  peni¬ 
tentiary,  that  the  meat  furnished  was  of  inferior 
quality. 

Mr.  WATSON.  Complaints  may  have  been 
made  to  the  hon.  member  for  Lisgar,  but  I  do  not 
know  that  he  is  the  proper  officer  to  receive  com¬ 
plaints.  If  the  steward,  whose  duty  it  is  to 
receive  the  meat,  passes  it,  that  is  all  that  should 
be  required. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  do  not  agree  with  the 
hon.  gentleman  as  to  the  right  of  a  member  of  Par¬ 
liament  to  hear  complaints  about  the  management  of 
the  penitentiaries.  I  am  much  obliged  to  the  hon. 
member  for  Lisgar  (Mr.  Ross)  in  undertaking  to 
find  out  how  matters  are  looked  after,  and  it  will 
assist  the  management  of  these  institutions  if  mem¬ 
bers  will  visit  them  as  often  as  possible,  and  make 
themselves  acquainted  with  the  way  in  which  they 
are  managed  ;  and  it  will  also  have  a  good  effect  on 
the  management  itself.  As  regards  our  method 
of  obtaining  a  supply  of  beef,  I  am  a#are  that  the 
butchers  of  Winnipeg  object  to  that  very  strongly  ; 
but  I  do  not  care  how  strongly  they  think  about  it. 
If  it  is  proper,  consistent  with  my  duty  to  this 
Parliament  and,  the  effective  management  of  the 
prison  or  penitentiary,  I  am  not  going  to  consult  the 
butchers  of  Winnipeg  as  to  whether  it  is  in  their 
interest  or  not.  The  Stony  Mountain  staff  is  a 
little  colony  about  thirteen  miles  from  Winnipeg. 
The  officers  have  no  time  or  opportunity  to  leave 
their  duties  and  go  to  Winnipeg  and  buy  supplies. 
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There  is  absolutely  no  market  surrounding  the  place, 
the  nearest  market  being  Winnipeg,  and  if  they 
had  to  go  there  for  their  supplies,  we  should  have 
very  little  of  their  time  for  prison  duties.  We 
therefore  made  our  arrangements  with  all  our  con 
tractors,  not  only  that  they  should  supply  what 
was  needed  for  the  prisoners,  but  also  what  would 
be  required  for  the  officers.  The  officers  receive 
their  supplies  at  contract  prices,  and  the  amount  is 
deducted  from  their  wages  at  the  end  of  each  month. 
I  do  not  understand  that  there  was  a  complaint 
from  the  convicts  in  regard  to  their  food.  On  the 
contrary,  I  think  they  are  well  contented  with  it. 
The  complaint  is  on  the  part  of  the  prison  authori¬ 
ties  who  receive  the  meat.  It  is  not  a  good  answer 
to  say  that  this  beef  is  subject  to  inspection,  and 
need  not  be  taken  if  it  is  not  according  to  the  con¬ 
tract.  We  do  not  want  to  deal  with  a  contractor 
who  comes  fifteen  miles  from  the  nearest  market. 
If  any  of  the  meats  were  refused,  the  prisoners 
might  be  left  without  supplies. 

Mr.  WATSON.  If  any  complaint  was  ever  made 
of  the  meat  supplied,  the  Mines  Co.  is  perfectly 
right  ;  but  if  no  complaint  was  made,  and  this  man 
was  refused  the  contract  at  half  a  cent  a  pound 
less  than  the  person  who  got  it,  then  a  wrong  was 
done  to  the  lowest  tenderer. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  see  that  21  cents  a  gallon 
was  paid  for  3,000  gallons  of  coal  oil.  I  would 
like  to  know  whether  it  is  American  or  Canadian 
oil. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  It  is  American  oil. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  It  seems  to  me  it  is  hardly 
fair  to  the  Canadian  industries  that  American  oil 
should  be  used  in  our  penitentiaries.  Even  for 
American  oil,  21  cents  a  gallon  seems  to  be  an 
enormous  price.  I  would  like  to  ask  if  tenders 
were  called,  how  many  were  given,  and  whether 
the  lowest  tender  was  accepted  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  Tenders  were  asked 
and  the  lowest  was  accepted.  In  consequence  of 
our  being  told  last  session  that  the  price  was  very 
high  which  we  were  paying  for  oil,  I  took  the 
greatest  pains  to  endeavour  to  get  it  at  the  lowest 
price  this  year,  but  the  result  was  not  very  satis¬ 
factory.  We  rejected  all  the  tenders  which  we 
received  for  oil  under  the  supposition  that  by 
advertising  in  the  oil  districts  of  Ontario  especially 
we  could  get  the  contract  for  oil  at  a  very  much 
lower  price.  But  we  have  not  been  very  successful. 
After  using  every  effort  of  the  warden  and  inspector, 
and  advertising  specially,  we  have  not  been  able  to 
do  better.  The  quality  of  the  oil  furnished  for  a 
time  under  contract  made  with  the  oil  producers  of 
Ontario  was  not  such  as  could  be  used  with  safety 
and  advantage  to  the  prison  at  all.  It  was  destruc¬ 
tive  of  lamps,  blackened  them  and  gave  a  poor  light, 
and  the  warden  made  a  complaint  against  it. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  Does  the  party  who  tendered 
to  supply  the  oil  live  in  Winnipeg  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  Yes. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  Is  he  a  wholesale  merchant  • 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  will  bring  the  con¬ 
tract  down  and  also  the  contract  we  endeavoured  to 
make  this  year. 

Mr.  WATSON.  I  think  that  coal  oil  is  received 
at  fair  price  in  Manitoba.  Retail  we  have  to  pay 
Sir  John  Thompson. 


35  cents  per  gallon.  This  is  one  of  the  items  the 
Government  have  to  pay  one-third  more  for  than 
they  would  have  if  the  duty  were  off. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  notice  some  other  items, 
require  explanation.  There  are  fowls  and  turkeys, 
333  lbs.  at  14  cents. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  These  are  for  the 
officers  at  Christmas  time. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  Molasses,  335  gallons  at  70 
cents  here  and  only  45  cents  in  other  penitentiaries. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  This  is  accounted  for 
by  Dorchester  being  a  great  many  hundred  miles 
nearer  the  sea  board. 

• 

British  Columbia  Penitentiary..  $53,384  47 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  In  the  Avorking  ex¬ 
penses  there  is  an  increase  of  $2,900  accounted  for 
by  increase  in  heating  and  lighting,  in  cementing 
the  floor  of  the  wing,  the  present  oak  floors  rotting 
away,  lumber,  &c.,  to  rebuild  a  new  fence.  Under 
the  head  of  Miscellaneous,  there  is  an  increase  of 
$4,041,  owing  to  the  introduction  of  the  hot  water 
system  of  heating. 

Regina  Gaol .  $16,324  95 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  The  estimate  last  year 
was  purely  experimental  because  we  were  just 
beginning  to  use  the  gaol  and  did  not  know  exactly 
what  staff  we  would  require.  We  have  been  obliged 
to  increase  salaries  by  $1,690  owing  to  increase  of 
$100  in  the  gaoler’s  salary,  the  appointment  of  a 
deputy  gaoler  at  $750  and  an  engineer  at  $840,  who 
is  paid  for  at  present  by  the  Department  of  Public 
Works.  The  small  increase  to  the  gaoler’s  salary 
is  in  consequence  of  finding  immediately,  contrary 
to  expectations,  the  prison  full,  and  the  appoint¬ 
ment  of  a  deputy  gaolor  was  due  to  the  same  cause. 
The  staff  was  too  small,  and  there  was  nobody  on 
it  who  had  any  acquaintance  with  prison  work,  so 
we  sent  from  St.  Vincent  de  Paul  one  of  our  best 
guards  as  deputy  gaoler.  There  is  an  increase  of 
$400  o\'er  last  year's  allowancefor  officers’  uniforms. 
For  maintenance  the  House  granted  last  year  the 
sum  of  $10,000  which  was  unnecessarily  large.  The 
working  expenses,  $5,830,  are  made  up  of  wood  and 
coal  $2,250,  light  $256,  stable  and  out-buildings 
$800,  building  ice-house*$l,000,  fencing,  &c.,  $3,300, 
maintenance  of  machinery,  including  oil,  tallow, 
sheet  rubber  packing,  sole  leather,  &c.,  $847, 
chamois  skins,  pipes,  &c.,  for  the  kitchen,  $100, 
stationery  $50. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  The  one  schedule  of  tenders 
I  suppose,  is  issued  to  all  parties  when  calling  for 
tenders  for  commodities  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  Yes  ;  and  when  peo¬ 
ple  in  the  same  line  combine  to  keep  prices  un¬ 
reasonably  high,  we  get  the  supplies  from  another 
place. 

Committee  rose  and  reported  the  resolutions. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON  moved  the  adjournment 
of  the  House. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  and  House  adjourned  at  1.05 
a.m.  (Thursday). 
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HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Thursday,  31st  March,  1892. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  Three  o’clock. 

Prayers. 

DEPUTY  OF  THE  SERJEANT-AT-ARMS. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  I  beg  to  inform  the  House 
that  the  Serjeant-at-Arms  has,  with  my  approval, 
appointed  William  Henry  Bowie  to  act  as  his 
deputy  during  his  temporary  absence  or  indis¬ 
position. 

FIRST  READING. 

Bill  (No.  47)  to  incorporate  the  Victoria  Life 
Insurance  Company. — (Mr.  Coekburn.) 

TRANSFER  OF  SHARES  IN  CORPORATIONS. 

\ 

Mr.  IVES  moved  for  leave  to  introduce  Bill 
(No.  48)  respecting  the  transfer  of  shares  in 
corporations.  He  said  :  The  principle  upon  which 
Parliament  has  proceeded  has  been  to  protect  cor¬ 
porations,  and  to  protect  the  creditors  of  corpora¬ 
tions,  but  has  not  to  any  very  great  extent  suited 
the  convenience  of  business  men  who  desire  to  make 
transfers.  My  amendment  will  not  at  all  interfere 
with  the  rights  of  corporations  to  recognize  trans¬ 
fers  of  stock,  nor  will  it  prevent  creditors  from 
exercising  their  rights  over  corporations,  of  prevent¬ 
ing  the  transfer  of  shares  where  there  is  double 
liability,  or  in  cases  where  there  is  an  unpaid  portion 
of  the  stock.  It  refers  simply  to  fully  paid-up 
stock,  and  provides  that  a  transfer  in  writing  made 
by  the  owner  of  the  stock  on  a  power  of 
attorney  executed  by  the  owner  of  the  stock  shall 
bind  all  parties  except  the  corporation,  shall  in 
fact  make  the  title  perfect  in  the  transferee,  subject 
to  the  right  of  the  corporation  afterwards  to  dis¬ 
avow  the  transfer  if  they  have  just  cause  for  doing 
so.  If  this  Bill  becomes  law,  it  will  enable  business 
men  residing  at  a  distance  from  the  headquarters 
of  the  company  to  obtain  loans,  temporary  or  other¬ 
wise,  or  to  make  sales  and  receive  the  money  with¬ 
out  waiting  for  some  days  or  perhaps  a  week  until 
the  transfer  can  be  entered  in  the  books  of  the 
company  at  headquarters  and  returned  to  them. 
The  time  has  come  when  the  convenience  of  busi¬ 
ness  men  should  be  considered,  and  happily,  I  think, 
it  can  be  considered  without  doing  away  with  the 
safeguards  which  the  law  has  thrown  around  the 
corporation  and  the  creditor. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Bill  read  the  first  time. 

ALFRED  PINSONNEAULT. 

Mr.  LAVERGNE  asked,  Whether  Alfred  Pinson  - 
neault,  harbour  master  and  inspector  of  the  Cham- 
bly  Canal,  at  St.  John’s,  has  resigned  his  position  ? 
If  so,  has  he  resigned  in  favour  of  his  son,  a  farmer 
of  St.  Jacques  le  Mineur,  and  has  the  latter  been 
appointed  ? 

Mr.  TUPPER.  Alfred  Pinsonneault  has  not 
resigned  his  position  as  harbour  master,  and  does 
not  hold  the  position  of  inspector  of  the  Chambly 
Canal. 


CANADIAN  TOBACCO. 

Mr.  GAUTHIER  asked,  Whether  is  it  the  in¬ 
tention  of  the  Government  to  continue  in  force  the 
law  preventing  the  cultivator  from  manufacturing 
into  cut  tobacco  or  cigars,  tobacco  required  for  his 
personal  use  ? 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  It  is  not  the  intention  to 
make  any  change  in  the  law  in  respect  to  the  manu¬ 
facture  or  cutting  of  Canadian  tobacco. 

APPOINTMENT  OF  A  POSTMASTER  FOR 
THE  PARISH  OF  L’LSLET. 

Mr.CHOQUETTE  (Translation)  asked,  What  are 
the  names  of  the  persons  who  applied  for  the 
position  of  postmaster  of  the  parish  of  L’lslet,  after 
the  death  of  the  lady  who  held  it,  a  few  months 
ago?  Who  has  been  appointed,  and  by  whom  was 
the  person  so  appointed  recommended  ? 

Sir  ADOLPHE  CARON.  (Translation.)  In 
answertothe  hon.  member,  I  have  to  say  that  appli¬ 
cations  were  addressed  to  the  department  by  P.  R. 
A.  Belanger,  Phedime Fortin,  C.  Leclercand  Amedee 
Plourde.  The  person  appointed  is  Mr.  P.  R.  A. 
Belanger,  The  recommendations  came  from  the 
member  of  the  county. 

ENQUIRY  INTO  THE  DES  AULNETS  POST 

OFFICE. 

Mr.CHOQUETTE.  (Translation)  asked,  Was  an 
enquiry  asked  for  with  reference  to  the  management 
of  the  post  office  of  the  village  of  Des  Aulnets, 
in  the  County  of  L’lslet,  and  against  the  post¬ 
master,  Mr.  Auguste  Dupuis  ?  If  so,  by  whom,  and 
on  what  grounds  ;  and  has  the  enquiry  been 
granted,  or  is  it  the  intention  to  grant  it  ? 

Sir  ADOLPHE  CARON.  (Translation.)  There 
was  no  enquiry  asked  for  in  reference  to  the  mana¬ 
gement  of  the  post  office  of  the  village  of  Des 
Aulnets,  in  the  County  of  L’lslet. 

THE  STEAMER  ALERT. 

Mr.  CHOQUETTE  asked,  Has  an  enquiry  been 
held  as  to  the  cause  of  the  loss  of  the  steamer  A  lert, 
belonging  to  the  Government  and  commanded  by 
Captain  Koeing  ?  If  so,  who  was  charged  with  the 
enquiry,  and  what  has  been  the  result  ? 

Mr.  TUPPER.  No  enquiry  has  been  held  into 
the  loss  of  the  Alert ,  as  that  vessel  was  not  lost. 
She  is  safe  in  the  harbour  at  Quebec, 

Mr.  CHOQUETTE.  But  an  accident  happened 
last  summer. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  Yes,  a  slight  accident  happened, 
but  the  steamer  was  not  lost. 

FRENCH  REPORTS  ON  SUGAR-BEET 
CULTIVATION. 

Mr.  LANGELIER  (for  Mr.  Beausoleil)  asked, 
Why  the  report  of  Professor  Saunders  on  the  cul¬ 
tivation  of  the  sugar-beet  has  not  been  translated, 
printed  and  distributed  in  the  French  language  ? 
When  members  speaking  the  French  language  may 
hope  to  be  furnished  with  copies  in  French  of  the 
said  report  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  The  report  of  Professor  Saunders 
on  the  cultivation  of  the  beet-root  was  printed  in 
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English  and  laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House.  It  is 
now  being  translated,  and  will  be  printed  in  French. 
I  may  also  say  that  it  has  been  distributed  in  Eng¬ 
lish  to  the  members  and  senators. 

SUGAR-BEET  BOUNTY.  . 

Mr.  LANGELIER  (for  Mr.  Beausoleil)  asked, 
Whether  the  Government  intend  to  continue  for 
some  years  the  bounty  granted  for  two  years  for 
sugar  made  from  sugar-beet  grown  in  Canada  ?  If 
so,  for  how  many  years  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  am  sorry  to  say  that  I  cannot 
give  a  definite  answer  to  my  hon.  friend’s  question. 

LOBSTERS  AND  WHITEFISH  IN  BRITISH 

COLUMBIA. 

Mr.  CORBOULD  asked,  Whether  it  is  the  inten¬ 
tion  of  the  Government  during  this  season  to  place 
lobsters  or  lobster  spawn  in  the  waters  of  the 
Pacific  in  British  Columbia  ?  Also,  whether  it  is 
the  intention  of  the  Government  to  place  white- 
fish  in  the  lakes  of  British  Columbia  ? 

Mr.  TUPPER.  It  is  not  the  intention  to  place 
lobsters  or  lobster  spawn  in  the  waters  of  the 
Pacific  this  season,  nor  is  it  the  intention  to  place 
whitefish  in  the  lakes  of  British  Columbia  this 
season. 

POST  OFFICE  AT  CAP  ST.  IGNACE. 

M.  CHOQUETTE  (Translation)  asked,  Whether 
Mr.  R.  P.  Vallee,  Conservative  candidate  at  the 
last  provincial  election  in  the  County  of  Mont- 
magny,  made  application,  verbally  or  in  writing, 
for  the  opening  of  a  post  office  at  Cap  St.  Ignace 
Station  in  the  said  county,  which  had  been  promised 
by  the  ex-Postmaster  General  ?  If  so,  when  ?  And 
what  was  the  reply  made  to  his  request  ? 

Sir  ADOLPHECARON.  (Translation.)  Inanswer 
to  the  hon.  member  I  have  to  say  that  Mr.  R.  P. 
Vallee  did  make  application — I  cannot  say  whether 
verbally  or  in  writing — for  the  opening  of  a  post 
office  at  Cap  St.  Ignace  Station.  The  reply  made 
by  the  Post  Office  Department  was  that  when  the 
opposition  to  such,  as  evinced  by  the  petitions 
received  by  the  department,  was  withdrawn,  then 
the  question  of  the  opening  of  a  post  office  at  Cap 
St.  Ignace  would  be  taken  in  consideration. 

REPORTS. 

Report,  Returns  and  Statistics  of  the  Inland 
Revenues  of  the  Dominion  of  Canada,  for  the  fiscal 
year  ended  30th  June,  1891  ;  Part  I,  Excise,  &c. — 
(Mr.  Costigan.) 

Report  of  the  Committee  of  the  Privy  Council  in 
reference  to  cases  of  irregularity  in  the  Civil 
Service. — (Mr.  Foster.) 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  When  do  the 
Government  expect  to  lay  on  the  Table  of  the  House 
the  report  of  the  Civil  Service  Commission  which 
was  appointed  some  months  ago, and  which  I  under¬ 
stood  would  be  in  our  hands  by  this  time  ? 

Sir  J OHN  THOMPSON.  That  Commission  has 
not  yet  reported. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Can  you  give 
us  any  idea  as  to  when  we  may  expect  it  ? 

Mr.  Foster. 


Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  We  expect  to  have  it 
before  the  close  of  the  session,  but  probably  not 
for  a  month  yet. 

THE  STEAMBOAT  INSPECTION  ACT. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON  moved  second  reading 
of  Bill  (No.  13)  further  to  amend  the  Steamboat 
Inspection  Act. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Bill  read  the  second  time. 

Mr.  TUPPER  moved  that  the  House  resolve  it¬ 
self  into  Committee  to  consider  the  following 
resolution  : — 

That  it  is  expedient  to  impose  a  fee  of  $10  for  each 
inspection  of  a  barge,  boat,  bateau,  scow  or  undecked 
vessel  required  by  “  The  Steamboat  Inspection  Act.” 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.  E.I.)  I  would  be  glad  to  have 
some  explanation  on  the  previous  item,  Bill  No.  13, 
as  that  Bill  and  this  resolution  run  together.  The 
hon.  gentleman  did  not  happen  to  be  in  w  hen  the 
Bill  was  called. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  I  will  make  the  explanation 
now.  The  Bill  applies  only  to  these  scowrs.  There 
are  very  few  of  them  in  Canada,  and  nearly  all  on 
the  western  coast,  where  they  are  used  for  carrying 
passengers  and  therefore  come  under  the  present 
law,  and  are  subject  to  steamboat  inspection,  so 
far  as  concerns  their  safety  for  carrying  passengers. 
We  now  pay  to  the  hull  inspector  a  fee  of  $10  for 
their  inspection,  and  the  fee  is  practically  paid 
out  of  the  Steamboat  Inspection  Fund  ;  at  any 
rate,  we  charge  payments  made  for  the  inspection 
which  the  law  now  requires,  to  the  Steamboat  In¬ 
spection  Fund.  That  is  unfair  to  the  owners  of 
steamships  generally  who  contribute  to  this  fund, 
as,  according  as  that  fund  is  large  or  small  in 
comparison  with  the  expenditure,  there  is  authority 
to  fix  the  rate  of  inspection  ;  so  that  as  a  matter 
of  justice  to  those  interested  in  the  Steamboat  In¬ 
spection  Fund,  and  as  a  matter  of  administration, 
it  is  proposed  to  take  authority  to  charge  the 
owner-  of  the  passenger  barge,  this  fee  for  inspec¬ 
tion. 

Resolution  considered  in  committee,  reported, 
and  referred  to  Committee  on  Bill  No.  13. 

SUPPLY. 

House  again  resolved  itself  into  Committee  of 
Supply. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Salaries  and  contingent  expenses  of  the 
Senate . $61,238 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  am  glad  to  notice  that 
there  is  some  little  reduction  in  the  contingencies 
connected  with  the  Senate,  although  any  person 
who  may  go  over  the  several  items  will  come  to  the 
conclusion  that  there  is  great  room  for  reduction. 
I  would  like  to  ask  under  wdrose  charge  or  super¬ 
vision  are  all  the  different  items  that  are  purchased 
and  here  entered  in  the  list  as  contingencies  for  the 
Senate  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  think  they  are  in  charge  of  a 
committee  of  the  Senate,  called  the  Contingent 
Committee. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  think  some  years  a 
there  wras  an  attempt  made  to  have  an  investigatig 
before  the  Public  Accounts  Committee  with  regao 
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to  the  expenditures  of  the  Senate,  but  the 
committee  were  not  able  to  get  these  people  before 
it,  in  order  to  examine  them.  If  we  are  asked  to 
vote  these  amounts,  the  expenditure  should  be 
made  under  the  supervision  of  the  Public  Accounts 
Committee,  and  the  officers  of  the  Senate  should 
appear  before  that  committee  and  answer  all 
questions  in  connection  with  the  expenditure.  The 
committee  of  the  Senate  did  not  feel  that  their 
officers  should  be  expected  to  appear  before  the 
Public  Accounts  Committee.  If  we  are  supposed 
to  investigate  all  matters  of  expenditure  in  the 
country’s  interest,  all  officers  of  Parliament  should 
be  subject  to  the  orders  of  the  Public  Accounts 
Committee,  and  be  prepared  to  give  information 
when  called  upon. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  That  might  be  very  satisfactory 
so  far  as  the  hon.  gentleman  is  concerned,  but  we 
must  recollect  that  the  Senate  is  a  body  sitting  as 
a  part  of  this  Parliament,  and  that  they  have  the 
management  of  their  own  affairs.  They  have  their 
Public  Accounts  Committee  and  their  own  methods 
of  auditing  and  arranging  and  supervising  these 
matters.  We  must  give  them  credit  for  being  able 
to  arrange  these  details,  and  also  credit  for  doing 
so  with  due  sense  of  economy  and  what  is  necessary 
for  the  service.  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman  will  not 
find,  on  examining  the  expenses  of  the  Senate  and 
the  House  of  Commons,  any  more  extravagance  in 
that  body  than  in  this. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  If  we  are  to  be  annually 
asked  to  vote  this  sum  of  mone}'  we  should  have 
power  to  investigate  as  to  its  expenditure.  It  is 
merely  making  a  tool  of  this  House  to  ask  us  to 
vote  money  and  have  no  supervision  as  to  its  expen¬ 
diture.  I  can  understand  that  the  Senate  have 
their  own  Public  Accounts  Committee  and  investi¬ 
gate  these  matters  ;  but  they  are  not  directly  re¬ 
sponsible  to  the  people,  as  we  are  ;  they  are  the 
creatures  of  the  Government  of  the  day  and  are 
responsible  to  no  one.  We  are  responsible  to  our 
constituents  to  see  that  the  public  expenditure  is 
kept  within  its  proper  limits.  How  are  we  to 
investigate  the  public  expenditure,  if  it  is  not  made 
under  the  supervision  of  men  under  the  control  of 
our  Public  Accounts  Committee  or  the  orders  of 
this  House  ? 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I. )  Will  the  Minister  explain 
the  item  for  carriage  of  mails,  $471  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  It  is  for  carrying  the  mails  from 
the  Senate  to  the  post  office  and  return.  There  is 
a  similar  item  in  regard  to  the  House  of  Commons. 

Mr.  MACDONALD  (Huron).  Will  the  Minister 
give  an  explanation  of  $200  for  postage  ? 

Mr<  FOSTER.  This  item  is  for  postage  upon 
all  foreign  matter  sent  from  the  Senate. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  Why  were  detectives  sup¬ 
plied  to  the  Senate  last  year  ?  I  observe  they  were 
paid  $229  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  That  must  have  been  for  serv¬ 
ing  processes  in  connection  with  the  investigations 
held. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  What  investigations  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  The  Baie  de  Chaleur  investiga¬ 
tion  was  held  there,  if  the  hon.  gentleman’s  mem 
ory  will  serve  him  for  a  minute. 


Mr.  LANDERKIN.  Who  were  the  detectives 
employed  ?  Was  it  the  member  for  Centre  Tor¬ 
onto  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  It  may  have  been  the  member 
for  Grey. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  You  had  bet¬ 
ter  send  for  the  member  for  Centre  Toronto.  He 
seems  to  know  all  about  it. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  I  want  some  more  ex¬ 
planation  about  the  detective  service. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  have  given  a  sufficient  ex¬ 
planation  ;  I  have  given  the  facts. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  I  want  an  explanation  in 
regard  to  the  detectives. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  wants  the 
names  of  the  detectives,  he  will  have  to  repress  his 
anxiety  until  I  can  obtain  the  names. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  Yes,  and  the  nature  of  the 
service  performed. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  In  the  investigations 
which  took  place  last  year  before  the  committee, 
it  was  occasionally  necessary  to  serve  subpoenas  in 
the  case  of  persons  who  were  not  accessible,  and  for 
that  purpose  processes  were  sent  to  the  province 
where  the  persons  were  supposed  to  reside.  The 
item  is  for  services  of  that  kind.  We  do  not  know 
the  names.  The  same  course  was  followed  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  Committee  on  Privileges  and 
Elections. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  do  not  see 
a  similar  item  in  our  contingencies. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  The  expense  was  paid 
out  of  the  funds  at  the  disposal  of  the  committee. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Will  the  Minister  of  Finance 
explain  the  item  $160  gratuity,  two  months’ salary, 
to  late  J.  C.  Wheeler. 

’  Mr.  FOSTER.  He  must  have  been  one  of  the 
officers  of  the  Senate  who  died,  and  the  customary 
gratuity  was  paid. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  notice  here  an  item  of  $1,688 
for  newspaper  subscriptions.  I  do  not  think  it 
necessary  to  have  so  many  sets  of  newspapers. 
There  is  a  very  excellent  reading  room  attached  to 
the  library  where  all  the  newspapers  of  any  im¬ 
portance  are  available,  but  it  seems  to  be  necessary 
to  have  hundreds  of  dollars  expended  for  news¬ 
papers  for  each  and  every  department  of  this  Gov¬ 
ernment.  Why  cannot  the  Senators  as  well  as  the 
members  of  the  House  of  Commons  make  common 
use  of  the  reading  room  which  is  common  to  both  ? 
The  library  is  common  to  members  of  both  Houses 
of  Parliament,  and  I  think  the  reading  room  might 
very  well  be  in  the  same  position  and  the  expense 
saved. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  That  is  an  old  question.  The 
Senators  have  had  their  reading  room  ever  since  they 
w  ere  a  constituent  part  of  Parliament,  as  the  House 
of  Commons  has  had  its  reading  room.  I  suppose 
they  might  just  as  well  ask  why  we  do  not  take 
advantage  of  their  reading  room,  and  thereby  save 
the  expense  of  a  large  number  of  papers.  This 
question  was  discussed  some  two  years  ago  betw'een 
a  committee  appointed  by  both  Houses,  but  it  wras 
not  found  practicable  to  make  any  arrangement 
about  it. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  do  not  know'  that  the  reading 
room  I  refer  to  outside  the  Library  is  specially  the 
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reading  room  of  the  House  of  Commons,  but  even 
if  it  is,  there  should  not  be  two  reading  rooms  if 
one  will  answer.  I  would  not  wish  to  interfere 
with  the  rights  and  privileges  of  the  members  of 
the  Senate  with  regard  to  reading  current  literature. 
In  fact,  I  believe  that  they  should  be  in  touch  with 
public  opinion,  and  if  it  were  necessary  to  expend 
this  money  for  that  purpose  it, would  be  well  spent. 
If  the  Senate  will  not  do  away  with  their  reading 
room,  let  us  do  away  with  ours,  and  let  the  one 
reading  room  be  common  to  members  of  both 
Houses.  It  is  a  pure  waste  of  money  to  purchase 
two  sets  of  newspapers. 

Mr.  DESJARDINS  (Hochelaga).  I  do  not  agree 
with  the  opinion  of  the  hon.  member,  because  at 
present  the  members  have  great  difficulty  in  getting 
papers  which  they  want  in  their  own  reading  room, 
and  sometimes  when  they  go  there,  they  have  to 
come  away  and  lose  time  without  seeing  the  papers. 
If  we  bring  more  people  into  an  already  over¬ 
crowded  newspaper  reading  room,  I  do  not  see  how 
the  matter  would  be  improved.  I  think  it  is  money 
well  spent  to  have  the  newspapers  for  our  own  use. 

Mr.  WOOD  ( Brock ville).  I  must  express  my 
own  opinion  upon  this  subject.  I  cpiite  agree  with 
the  hon.  member  for  North  York  (Mr.  Mulock).  It 
seems  to  me  to  be  nothing  more  or  less  than  a  com¬ 
plete  waste  of  money  to  have  two  reading  rooms, 
one  for  the  Senate  and  one  for  the  Commons.  Surely 
one  reading  room  is  all  that  is  necessary  for  that 
purpose,  especially  when  that  reading  room  is  situ¬ 
ated  in  the  central  part  of  the  building  between  the 
Senate  Chamber  and  thevHouse  of  Commons. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  I  would  say,  Mr.  Chairman, 
that  I  happened  to  be  a  member  of  the  com¬ 
mittee  that  was  appointed  some  three  years  ago, 
with  a  view  of  reducing  the  expenditure  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  Legislation,  and  we  found  that  when 
we  made  the  same  proposition  that  my  hon.  friend 
from  York  (Mr.  Mulock)  made,  all  the  senators  on 
the  committee  rejected  it.  We  could  not  get 
them  to  agree  to  any  diminution  of  the  privi¬ 
leges  they  have  been  enjoying  for  a  consider¬ 
able  length  of  time,  and,  unless  we  conclude  to 
abandon  our  reading  room,  I  think  we  will 
find  it  a  difficult  matter  to  get  the  senators 
to  agree  to  any  reduction  of  the  privileges  they  now 
enjoy  with  regard  to  their  reading  room.  I  doubt 
very  much  whether  they  would  be  disposed  to  allow 
us  access  to  their  reading  room  if  we  abolished  ours. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  move  that  the  item  under 
discussion  be  reduced  by  the  sum  of  $1,688.44. 
The  Senate  cannot  get  their  reading  room  without 
supplies  being  voted  by  Parliament.  I  do  not  wish 
to  deprive  them  of  the  opportunity  of  reading  the 
newspapers,  but  they  can  very  well  have  that  op¬ 
portunity  in  the  reading  room  common  to  both 
Houses. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  think  the  observa¬ 
tions  which  Mr.  Speaker  made  are  very  well 
worthy  of  the  consideration  of  the  House.  The 
Senate  has  been  in  the  enjoyment  of  this  convenience 
ever  since  the  organization  of  Parliament,  and  the 
reading  room  under  the  control  of  the  Senate  is 
managed  on  different  principles  altogether  from 
those  wrhich  regulate  our  reading  room.  Even  if 
the  Senate  consented  to  reduce  the  expenses  of 
their  room  they  would  not  agree  that  the  read¬ 
ing  room  which  would  then  be  common  to  both 
should  be  accessible  to  the  public  to  the  extent 
Mr.  Mulock. 


it  now  is.  As  the  hon.  member  for  Hochelaga 
(Mr.  Desjardins)  has  stated,  there  is  a  great  diffi¬ 
culty  now  during  the  session  of  Parliament  expe¬ 
rienced  by  members  using  that  reading  room, 
and  occasionally  when  one  goes  to  look 
for  a  particular  article  he  finds  that  some  one 
has  been  so  attached  to  it,  that  he  has 
taken  it  away  with  him.  I  think,  if  we  examine 
the  whole  subject  of  the  expenditure  of  the  two 
Houses,  we  will  find  that  the  expenditure  in  con¬ 
nection  with  this  House  has  been  much  more  lavish, 
and  is  much  more  amenable  to  curtailment  than 
the  expenses  of  the  Senate.  We  must  not  forget 
that  the  Senate  is  entitled  to  be  consulted  about 
any  of  its  conveniences  and  privileges  just  as  fully 
as  this  House  is.  The  more  decorous  way  is  to 
confer  with  them,  instead  of  undertaking,  without 
the  courtesy  of  a  consultation,  to  strike  out  the 
item.  I  think  the  Senate  showed,  when  the  last 
conference  took  place,  a  disposition  to  meet  this 
House  half  way,  and  that  this  House  was  not  wilD 
ing  to  go  half  way.  It  would  be  very  desirable  that 
we  should  109k  to  matters  in  this  House  before* 
undertaking,  with  a  want  of  courtesy  and  absence 
of  consultation,  to  say  that  something  desired  by 
the  Senate  ought  not  to  be  granted  by  this  House. 
Let  us  at  least  treat  the  Senate  with  the  respect 
with  which  we  expect  that  House  to  treat  us. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  understand  from  the  Speaker 
that  this  item  of  expenditure  has  now  existed  for  a 
quarter  of  a  century — in  fact,  since  Confederation. 
Then,  when  will  it  be  in  order,  as  a  matter  of 
courtesy,  to  reduce  it  ?  It  is  clear  that  the  item 
should  not  be  in  both  accounts.  In  the  House  of 
Commons’  account  there  is  an  item  of  $2,000  for 
newspapers,  which  are  within  the  reach  of  the 
Senate  as  well  as  the  House  of  Commons.  The 
Speaker  says  that  some  attempt  has  been  made  to 
bring  about  a  common  understanding  for  a  reduc¬ 
tion,  but  that  it  has  failed.  If  it  has  failed,  who 
is  to  solve  the  problem  ?  Are  we  to  stand  here,  out 
of  pure  regard  for  what  may  be  incorrectly  regard¬ 
ed  as  the  rights  of  the  Senate,  and  see  the  people  s 
money  wasted,  or  are  we  to  proceed  as  a  committee 
auditing  the  public  accounts,  and  endeavour  to 
ascertain  where  a  prudent  and  wise  economy  may 
be  introduced  ?  I  do  not  propose  to  deprive  the 
members  of  the  Senate  of  newspaper  literature  ; 
far  from  it.  I  propose  to  reduce  the  amount 
expended  for  newspapers,  $4,000  or  thereabouts, 
to  $2,000,  not  saying  whether  those  papers  shall  be 
placed  in  the  House  of  Commons  or  in  the  Senate 
reading  room.  When  the  money  is  voted,  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Internal  Economy  will  see  that  it  is  spent 
to  the  best  advantage,  and  with  due  regard  to  the 
convenience  of  both  Houses.  When,  I  again  ask, 
will  it  be  in  order,  without  offending  the  dignity 
of  any  person,  to  move  to  economize  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  Any  day  of  the  ses¬ 
sion. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Well,  this  is  one  of  the  days  of 
the  session. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  This  is  not  the  place 
or  the  time. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  fail  to  see  that.  We  are  now 
voting  the  money,  and  I  do  not  see  that  there 
could  be  any  more  opportune  time  to  say  whether 
we  will  vote  the  money  or  not.  I  do  not  mean  this 
motion  as  a  slight  to  anybody.  I  do  not  mean  to 
say  at  this  moment  that  the  newspapers  shall  not  be 
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in  one  part  of  the  building  or  in  another  part,  but 
simply  that  the  amount  of  the  expenditure  shall  be 
reduced. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  I  understand  that 
this  motion  is  not  to  be  regarded  as  a  reflection  on 
the  Senate,  because,  from  what  the  lion.  Minister 
of  Justice  has  said  in  comparing  the  contingencies 
of  the  two  Houses,  perhaps  the  comparison  does 
not  show  favourably  to  the  Commons.  But  I  judge 
from  what  the  Speaker  has  said,  that  it  has  oc¬ 
curred  to  the  committee  in  charge  of  this  matter  as 
a  very  desirable  improvement  to  make,  but  that 
some  difficulties  were  found  in  the  way..  The 
amendment,  as  I  understand,  proposes  a  reduction 
of  the  amount,  the  committee  being  left  afterwards 
to  determine  where  the  reduced  number  of 
papers  shall  be  placed  for  the  joint  use  of  the 
Senate  and  the  House  of  Commons.  I  cannot  see 
that  it  is  a  reflection  on  the  Senate.  Of  course  one 
would  naturally  suppose  that  the  room  which  is 
situated  in  the  middle  of  the  building,  and  which 
is  common  to  both,  would  be  the  proper  place ;  but 
I  understand,  from  a  remark  which  has  been  made, 
that  a  member  of  the  Commons  does  not  feel  the 
same  liberty  to  go  into  the  Senate  reading  room 
that  a  Senator  feels  to  come  into  the  reading  room 
which  is  apparently  for  the  use  of  both.  I  cannot 
see  that  it  is  a  reflection  on  either  House  that  that 
should  be  known  as  the  reading  room  of  the  Senate 
and  House  of  Commons.  This  is  just  a  move  made 
in  the  direction  of  economy.  I  should  be  very 
sorry,  so  far  as  my  vote  is  concerned,  to  have  it 
interpreted  as  affecting  the  dignity  or  rights  or 
privileges  of  the  Senate;  and  I  believe -that  the 
senators  themselves,  when  they  understood  the 
motive,  would  not  object  to  our  saving  that  much 
money  if  it  can  be  done  in  the  public  interest. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  No  one  objects  to  the  saving  of 
the  money  if  it  can  well  be  done  ;  but  I  think,  with 
my  colleague,  that  the  method  adopted  is  not  quite 
the  right  one.  My  hon.  friend  who  has  just  sat 
down  says  that  the  motion  does  not  provide  that 
the  Senate  shall  not  have  a  reading  room.  But  he 
will  understand  that  by  simply  striking  out  this 
item  you  would  cut  off  the  Senate  reading  room 
without  making  any  provision  for  another.  The 
action  is  not  a  complete  action.  As  it  stands,  the 
motion  proposes  simply  to  strike  off  the  reading 
room  of  the  Senate,  an  independent  and  co-ordinate 
branch  of  this  Parliament.  It  cannot  be  said  that 
that  is  justified,  because  an  attempt  was  made  two 
or  three  years  ago  by  means  of  a  committee, to  have 
certain  things  done  looking  to  greater  economy  in 
both  branches  of  Parliament.  Not  only  was  this 
item  under  discussion,  but  a  great  many  others,  and 
for  a  good  many  days  :  and  I  must  say  here,  as  a 
member  of  that  committee,  that  the  committee  of 
the  Senate  met  the  committee  of  the  House  of  Com¬ 
mons  very  fairly.  The  two  committees  after  a  full 
conference  agreed  to  recommend  a  number  of  reduc¬ 
tions  ;  but  their  report  was  never  acted  upon  by  this 
House.  Therefore  I  do  not  think  that  this  House 
is  in  a  position  to  impute  to  the  Senate  a  want  of 
desire  to  economize.  This  House  never  had  the 
courtesy  to  take  up  that  report  and  pass  it.  It  was 
so  thoroughly  imbued  with  economy  that  it  allowed 
the  report  to  lie  without  taking  any  action  upon  it. 
So,  if  we  have  an  honest  desire  to  economize  in  both 
branches,  we  who  hold  the  purse-strings  in  a  certain 
respect,  should  not  strike  off  what  belongs  to  the 


other  branch,  without  striking  off  what  belongs  to 
ourselves.  It  would  be  better  to  move  by  way  of  a 
conference,  and  in  that  the  Senate,  I  have  no  doubt, 
will  be  quite  ready  to  meet  us  ;  and,  although  it  is 
much  in  the  fashion  to  carp  at  the  expenditures  of 
the  Senate,  I  am  willing  to  stand  by  what  I  said,  that 
this  House  is  not  in  a  position  to  throw  stones  at 
the  other  House,  because,  if  there  is  an  extravagant 
House  within  a  radius  of  500  or  600  miles,  it  may 
be  within  a  radius  of  5,000  or  6,000  miles,  it  is  this 
very  House  of  which  we  are  members. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  The  hon.  Minister  of  Finance  is 
lecturing  the  House  for  taking  advantage  of  the 
report  made  by  the  committee  in  favour  of  economy. 
Now,  I  ask  who  is  the  member  of  this  House  who 
should  take  charge  of  such  matters?  Who  has 
charge  of  the  finances  of  fhe  House,  as  well  as  those 
of  the  country  ?  If  any  member  of  this  House  is 
responsible  for  neglecting  his  duty  in  that  matter, 
surely  it  is  the  financial  leader  of  the  Government. 
I  think,  however,  that  the  senators,  and  the 
members  of  the  House  of  Commons  have  got  along 
remarkably  well  in  the  library  for  a  great  many 
years,  and  I  see  no  reason  why  one  reading  room 
should  not  be  enough  for  both.  I  am  sure  that  if 
we  could,  in  some  way  or  another,  enforce  our 
rules  for  keeping  strangers  out  of  the  reading  room, 
and  having  it  only  for  the  use  of  members  and  the 
press  and  senators,  we  would  have  a  great  deal 
more  room  there,  even  with  the  senators,  than  we 
have  to-day.  Asa  member  of  the  Library  Committee, 
I  have  occasion  to  know  that  the  library  is  not 
nearly  large  enough  for  the  necessary  supply  of 
books  in  its  ordinary  growth,  and  if  we  could 
arrange  that  the  room  just  between  the  House  and 
the  library  should  be  used  as  an  addition  to  the 
library  instead  of  a  reading  room,  where  books  of 
reference  could  be  placed,  it  would  be  a  great  relief 
to  the  library. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  I  think  the  hon.  member  for 
York  should  reconsider  the  motion  he  has  placed 
in  your  hands,  Sir,  for  two  reasons.  First,  the 
Senate  committee  on  contingencies  frame  their 
estimates  and  submit  them  to  the  Government  for 
approval ;  and  it  will,  I  presume,  be  admitted  that 
the  Senate  committee  have  carefully  considered 
what  the  requirements  are  before  submitting  their 
estimates  for  approval.  Then,  when  we  take  into 
consideration  the  fact  that  there  are  215  members 
in  this  House  who  have  the  right  of  access  to  our 
own  reading  room,  besides  thirty  members  of  the 
press  gallery  and  other  officers  of  the  House,  for 
instance,  the  Hansard ,  to  whom  we  must  give 
access,  it  will  be  seen  that  the  accommodation 
afforded  is  not  so  great  that  we  can,  with  conveni¬ 
ence  to  ourselves  and  the  senators,  provide  for 
the  admission  of  members  of  the  senate  into  that 
room  also.  My  own  impression  is  that  the  accom¬ 
modation  there  is  too  limited  as  it  is  ;  and  I  for  one 
would  be  sorry  to  see  any  action  taken  by  this 
House  which  would  interfere  with  what  the  senators 
consider  a  very  great  privilege,  the  privacy  of  their 
own  reading  room. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Did  I  not  understand  the  hon. 
gentleman  to  say  that  this  item  had  been  the  sub¬ 
ject  of  conference,  and  that  a  common  understand¬ 
ing  had  been  arrived  at  to  do  away  with  one  of  the 
rooms  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  The  hon.  gentleman  certainly 
misunderstood  me.  The  advisability  of  having  a 
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common  reading  room  was  discussed,  but  the  ob¬ 
jections  urged  by  the  senators  prevailed,  and  the 
committee  did  not  recommend  any  change  to  Parlia¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  What  was  the  opinion  of  the 
representatives  of  the  Commons  from  that  joint 
committee  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  I  can  hardly  say  that  their 
opinion  was  unanimous.  At  all  events,  the  propo¬ 
sition  did  not  meet  with  the  favour  of  the  com¬ 
mittee,  and  the  report  did  not  contain  a  recom¬ 
mendation  that  a  joint  reading  room  should  be 
adopted. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  If  I  understood  the  leader 
of  the  House  correctly,  he  said  that  the  senators  were 
more  disposed  to  economy  than  the  Commons,  and 
made  a  proposal  to  meet  the  case  half  way,  which 
the  Commons  did  not  accept.  It  would  be  in  order 
to  explain  to  the  Committee  what  recommendations 
in  the  direction  of  economy  the  Senate  suggested 
which  the  Commons  did  not  accept.  The  lion. 
Minister  of  Finance  said  that,  as  far  as  this  House 
is  concerned,  those  who  have  to  do  with  the  ex¬ 
penditure  of  the  money  are  the  most  extravagant 
body  in  the  world.  Still  I  think  the  committee  as 
a  whole  are  disposed,  where  they  see  any  extrava¬ 
gance,  to  lop  it  off,  and  they  ought  to  be  informed 
of  any  proposition  which  emanated  from  the  Senate, 
so  that  we  may  have  an  opportunity  of  considering 
it. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  The  report  of  the  committee 
was  laid  before  the  House  three  years  ago. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  The  lion,  gentleman  who 
leads  the  House  stated  just  now  that  the  Senate  were 
disposed  to  meet  the  Commons  more  than  half  way 
and  had  made  propositions  in  the  direction  of 
economy  which  the  Commons  would  not  accept. 
What  are  they  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  You  can  see  them  in  the  report. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Besides  that, 
the  Minister  of  Finance  was  good  enough  to  tell  us, 
speaking  officially  and  with  authority,  that  this 
House  of  Commons  was  the  most  extravagant  body 
within  a  radius  of  6,000  miles.  I  am  quite  sure  he 
would  not  make  that  statement  without  good  au¬ 
thority,  and  I  am  anxious  to  know  what  are  the 
particular  extravagances  he  desires  to  suppress.  I 
would  like  to  know,  Mr.  Chairman,  whether  he 
aims  at  you  as  an  unnecessary  functionary,  for  in¬ 
stance,  as  we  are  almost  the  only  body  of  our  size 
which  has  a  Deputy  Speaker.  When  a  statement 
is  made  that  we  are  most  extravagant,  and  made 
by  the  official  guardian  of  the  purse,  he  ought  to 
tell  us  in  what  particular,  in  order  that  we  may 
join  with  him  in  remedying  this  evil. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  The  Auditor  General’s  Report 
will  tell  you. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  Is  it  last  year’s  report  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Three  years  ago. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  The  lion,  gentleman 
seems  to  have  the  report  clearly  in  his  mind  when 
he  makes  this  declaration,  and  it  will  be  important 
to  know  what  are  the  specific  matters  to  which  he 
refers.  This  is  a  new  Parliament,  and  many  of  the 
men  here  do  not  know  what  the  report  contains. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  I  understood  the  lion, 
gentleman  who  leads  .the  House  to  say  that  proposi- 
Mr.  Speaker. 


tions  came  from  the  Senate  in  the  direction  of 
economy  which  wrere  declined  by  the  Commons. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  What  I  said  was  that 
when  a  conference  had  taken  place,  the  Senate  had 
shown  a  disposition  to  meet  us  half  way,  and  I 
thought  at  that  time  the  House  was  unwilling  to 
agree  with  the  Senate,  and  the  result  was  nothing 
was  done.  I  am  still  of  that  impression,  and  I 
refer  hon.  gentlemen  to  the  Senate  conference. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  What  were  the  particu¬ 
lar  recommendations  made  by  the  Senate  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  cannot  state  from 
memory. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Can  any  member  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  say  whether  this  particular  item  under  dis¬ 
cussion,  economy  in  the  matter  of  newspapers,  was 
dealt  with  ?  Did  they  propose  any  joint  service 
between  the  two  Houses  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  imagine  that  came  before  the 
committee. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  It  is  reality  we  are  after  now. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  You  will  find  the  reality  in  the 
report.  That  came  before  the  committee.  The 
report  is  there,  but  it  is  impossible  to  recall 
all  the  conversations  that  took  place  in  the  com¬ 
mittee  three  or  four  years  ago. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  The  report  evidently 
does  not  embody  the  suggestions  of  the  Senate  in 
regard  to  economizing.  I  want  to  extend  my  right 
hand  to  any  member  of  the  Senate  who  is  in  favour 
of  economy.  I  would  like  to  know  if  this  report 
was  printed  and  circulated  amongst  members  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  Yes,  it  was  printed  in  the 
Votes  and  Proceedings  of  1889. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  I  confess  frankly  that  I 
was  ignorant  of  the  existence  of  this  report,  but  I 
should  like  to  know  who  were  the  members  of  the 
committee  from  this  House,  and  whether  any  wit¬ 
nesses  wTere  examined. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  No  witnesses  were  examined.  The 
House  and  the  Senate  each  appointed  a  committee 
to  sit  jointly,  and  you  will  find  the  report  on  page 
503  of  the  Votes  and  Proceedings  of  that  year. 
Possibly,  if  we  hunted  through  the  proceedings  of 
the  House,  we  might  find  the  names  of  the  com¬ 
mittee.  That  report  makes  63  different  recommen¬ 
dations.  It  embraces  the  statement  that  the  com¬ 
mittee  had  this  question  under  consideration  and 
did  “not  advise  any  alteration  of  the  present 
system,  inasmuch  as  the  amalgamation  would 
require  an  enlarged  room,  which,  under  the  cir¬ 
cumstances.  would  require  a  large  expense,  and 
there  would  be  no  saving  in  the  staff,  one  officer 
only  being  now  employed  for  each  reading  room. 
Moreover,  many  of  the  files  of  newspaper  required 
for  binding  in  the  library  are,  on  account  of  their 
careful  handling  and  good  condition,  taken  from 
the  Senate  reading  room.  ”  It  would  do  my  hon. 
friends  good  if  they  would  read  over  that  report 
and  see  the  result  of  the  conference. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  think  some  action  should 
l^e  taken  on  the  subject-matter  of  the  report  read 
by  the  Minister  of  Finance.  I  hope  this  discussion 
will  lead  to  interviews  between  the  Senate  and 
this  House  with  a  view  of  curtailing  the  expendi- 
j  ture  in  both.  I  was  glad  to  hear  the  Minister  of 
I  Finance  admit  that  the  expenditure  on  this  chamber, 
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which  is  under  the  management  of  the  Committee 
on  Internal  Economy,  is  the  most  extravagant  of 
any  expenditure  within  6,000  miles.  At  the  same 
time  he  must  remember  that  hon.  gentlemen  op¬ 
posite  are  responsible  for  Ihe  expenditure  as  they 
control  a  majority  in  this  House,  and  no  doubt  the 
Speaker  is  a  member  of  that  committee.  I  am 
quite  willing,  if  the  senators  consider  it  too  far  for 
them  to  come  to  the  reading  room  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  to  go  to  the  reading  room  of  the  Senate 
if  the  room  is  large  enough,  and  if  not  I  think  we 
should  provide  accommodation  so  that  the  reading 
rooms  of  both  Houses  should  be  together.  We 
agree  very  well  in  the  library  where  both  Houses 
are  together,  and  I  do  not  see  why  we  should  not 
get  along  in  the  reading  room  as  well.  I  notice 
that  the  expenditure  of  contingencies  in  the  Senate 
amounts  to  about  $700  a  member.  I  do  not  know 
what  it  is  in  the  House  of  Commons,  but  I  believe 
there  is  room  for  a  considerable  saving  in  both 
chambers,  and  I  think  it  is  high  time,  notwith¬ 
standing  the  fact  that  this  expenditure  has  been 
in  existence  since  Confederation,  that  some  econo¬ 
my  should  be  exercised.  It  is  evident  to  members 
of  the  House,  and  to  many  people  in  the  country, 
that  we  could  do  without  a  great  deal  of  the  ex¬ 
penditure  in  that  House  as  well  as  in  this.  I  do 
not  find  fault  with  the  senators  for  availing  them¬ 
selves  of  the  privileges  they  enjoy,  but  I  would  be 
willing  to  meet  them  in  their  desire  to  -obtain 
economy  in  their  chamber  as  well  as  in  this.  We 
ought  to  endeavour  to  reduce  the  expenditure  on 
contingencies  in  both  Houses,  and  we  should  com¬ 
mence  with  ourselves  as  well  as  dealing  with  them, 
and  should  see  if  we  could  not  get  a  general  re¬ 
duction  all  round. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  It  is  clear  that  the  House  of 
1889  did  not  approve  of  the  joint  recommendation 
of  the  committee,  because  it  did  not  adopt  it.  The 
committee  of  that  day  did  not  proceed  as  econo¬ 
mically  as  the  House  desired.  Otherwise  it  is  fair 
to  assume  that  the  House  would  have  adopted  the 
report.  The  action  of  the  House  if  it  is  to  be  con¬ 
strued  as  meaning  anything,  is  to  be  construed  as 
condemnatory  of  the  action  of  the  committee,  and 
I  think  the  joint  committee  might  have  got  over 
the  very  difficulty  which  they  deemed  insuperable. 
For  instance,  where  they  say  that  the  throwing 
together  of  the  two  reading  rooms  would  induce  a 
mob  to  occupy  the  one,  or  at  all  events  more  than 
one  room  could  accommodate,  they  might,  instead 
of  duplicating  the  papers,  if  they  deemed  it  neces¬ 
sary  to  have  two  rooms  in  use,  assign  one 
set  of  newspapers  to  one  room  and  another  set  to 
the  other.  I  presume  that  the  newspapers  of 
Ontario  are  equal  to  all  the  rest  of  the  newspapers 
from  all  the  rest  of  the  world  taken  into  the  two 
reading  rooms. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  No,  no. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  At  all  events,  a  fair  distribu¬ 
tion  could  be  made  between  the  two  reading  rooms, 
and  you  would  thus  save  the  duplication  of  the 
papers.  The  report  shows  that  many  of  those  in 
the  Senate  are  not  very  much  used,  because  it  says 
that  they  are  valuable  for  binding  purposes  on 
account  of  their  not  being  very  much  used  there. 
In  fact,  the  whole  report  convinces  me  of  the  wis¬ 
dom  of  the  proposition  I  have  made,  and  I  hope 
the  House  will  adopt  it  either  in  regard  to  the 


Senate  or  in  regard  to  the  same  question  when  we 
comfe  to  the  House  of  Commons. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.  E.I. )  The  report  to  which  the 
Minister  of  Finance  lias  referred,  almost  entirely 
deals  with  the  salaries  of  the  officers  of  the  two 
Houses,  and  as  I  have  no  opportunity  to  form  a 
judgment  on  that  question,  I  can  make  no  com¬ 
ment  upon  that,  but  it  appears  that  the  committee 
also  considered  the  advisability  of  amalgamating 
several  departments  which  are  now  separated,  such 
as  the  law  department,  the  post  offices,  the  account¬ 
ant’s  department  and  the  reading  room,  and  after 
considering  the  whole  thing  they  recommended  that 
no  change  should  be  made  in  any  of  them.  The 
separate  post  office,  and  the  separate  reading  room 
were  to  be  continued,  and  that  has  been  done  ever 
since.  I  suppose  they  must  have  considered  the 
matter.  The  only  recommendation  was  with  re¬ 
gard  to  the  stationeiy,  that  the  amount  to  be 
expended  for  stationery  should  be  limited,  and 
that  hereafter  it  should  not  be  exceeded.  But  I 
find  that  it  has  been  exceeded,  by  this  House,  by 
thousands  of  dollars,  and  by  the  other  House  by 
hundreds.  Now,  if  that  report  was  adopted  and, 
the  officials  who  have  control  of  this  expenditure 
were  notified  of  it,  it  seems  to  me  that  they  are 
open  to  censure  for  having  exceeded  the  limit. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  You  have  just  stated  yourself 
that  the  report  was  not  adopted. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P. E.I. )  I  said,  if  the  report  was 
adopted  ;  I  did  not  know  whether  it  had  been  or 
not. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  It  was  not. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I. )  Then  it  was  a  report 
merely,  but  it  was  never  passed  upon. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  The  House  took  no  action. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  Certainly,  these  recom¬ 
mendation  have  not  been  enforced  by  those  who 
have  control  of  the  expenditure. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  The  Senate  has  gone  very  care¬ 
fully  into  the  recommendations  regarding  sta¬ 
tionery. 

Amendment  (Mr.  Mulock)  negatived. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  1  notice  an  item  here  on 
page  189,  one  deed  box,  $18.75.  What  does  that 
mean  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  That  is  used  for  holding  some 
documents  of  importance  that  had  to  be  kept. 

Mr,  DEVLIN.  I  notice  an  item  for  ice,  $348.30 ; 
who  had  the  contract  for  supplying  the  ice  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  cannot  say  whether  that  was 
supplied  by  contract  or  not. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  was  going  to  take  exception 
to  the  item  for  postage  for  the  Senate,  $201 .  Do 
you  have  to  stamp  letters  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  We  pay  postage  on  all  foreign 
letters,  and  every  department  does  the  same. 

Salaries,  House  of  Commons . $72,400 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  There  is  a  large  number  of 
officials  in  connection  with  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  I  agree  with  the  Minister  of  Finance  that  there 
is  large  room  here  for  deductions.  There  are  a 
number  of  names  on  the  list  that  require  some 
little  attention.  I  notice  a  number  of  people  hang¬ 
ing  around  the  House  of  Commons,  and  to  be  seen 
in  the  library  and  other  places.  These  draw  a  large 
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amount  of  money  in  salaries,  and  I  think  we  ought 
to  find  out  what  they  do  in  the  House  of  Cbm- 
mons  before  we  pass  these  items.  I  would  like  to 
know  whether  the  staff  of  officials  in  the  House  of 
Commons  has  been  reduced  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  The  only  reduction  that  has 
been  made  in  the  permanent  staff  is  that  of  Mr. 
Duvernay,  who  has  ceased  to  be  on  the  permanent 
staff.  If  my  hon.  friend  will  look  at  the  Estimates 
he  will  see  a  large  reduction  in  the  items  this  year. 
The  late  Deputy  Serjeant-at-Arms,  who  is  now 
Serjeant-at- Arms,  had  a  salary  of  $1,900,  and  the 
Committee  on  Internal  Economy  came  to  the  con¬ 
clusion  that  it  was  not  necessary  to  reappoint  an 
officer  at  that  large  salary,  and  as  we  now  provide 
for  that  service  by  the  payment  of  only  $300, there 
is  a  reduction  of  $1,600  under  that  head.  Then  Mr. 
Duvernay,  who,  as  I  said,  has  been  dropped  from 
the  staff,  had  a  salary  of  $1,000,  which  will  now  be 
saved.  Then,  in  the  matter  of  the  accountant,  the 
committee  will  remember  that  Mr.  Hartney  died 
recently,  and  the  assistant  accountant  was  promoted 
to  theposition  ata  salary  of  $2,000  instead  of  $2,800, 
so  there  is  a  saving  of  $800  there.  Then  the  assist¬ 
ant  accountant  has  been  put  upon  the  staff  at  the 
minimum  pay  of  a  second-class  clerk  or  $1,100  a 
year,  instead  of  $1,700  that  the  assistant  account¬ 
ant  had  previously.  So  that  we  have  made 
a  very  large  reduction  in  the  expenditure  by 
these  changes.  But  there  are  additions  and 
increments  to  the  staff,  statutory  increases,  that 
are  allowed  to  the  members  of  the  staff, 
amounting  to  $1,000.  Then  the  curator  of  the 
reading  room,  w  ho  was  formerly  provided  for  under 
the  Serjeant-at-Arms’  estimate,  is  now  provided  for 
under  the  Clerk’s  estimate,  and  a  reduction  has 
also  been  made  in  his  salary  ;  that  is  to  say,  the 
former  curator  had  a  salary  of  $800  and  the  pre¬ 
sent  one  commences  at  a  salary  of  $600.  Provision  is 
made  in  the  Estimates  for  the  ensuing  year  to  give 
him  an  increment  of  $50.  So  I  think  my  hon. 
friend  will  agree  that  the  large  reduction  that  has 
been  made,  as  is  shown  in  the  Estimates,  a  reduc¬ 
tion  of  nearly  $1,000  in  the  staff,  shows 
that  we  have  been  paying  due  regard  to  the  econo¬ 
mies,  which  I  am  sure  we  all  desire  to  practise  in 
connection  with  this  branch  of  the  service,  as  well 
as  in  connection  with  every  other  branch. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Who  has  been 
appointed  Deputy  Serjeant-at-Arms  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  Mr.  Bowde. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  What  are  his 
other  duties  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  He  is  my  private  secretary. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  suppose  the 
two  duties  will  not  clash.  What  salary  does  he 
receive  as  private  secretary  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  He  receives  $300. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  He  will  be 
available  in  case  of  the  illness  or  absence  of  the 
Serjeant-at-Arms  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER  ?  Yes. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  If  I  recollect 
right,  there  was  some  difference  of  opinion  between 
Mr-.  Speaker  and  Mr.  Serjeant  in  regard  to  the 
appointment  of  the  deputy.  Is  the  question  settled  ? 
Because  it  is  as  well  that  we  should  understand  it. 

Mr.  McMullen. 


Mr.  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  settled.  I 
announced  to  the  House  that  the  appointment  met 
with  my  approval. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  If  I  remember 
right,  the  point  at  issue  was  whether  Mr.  Speaker 
or  Mr.  Serjeant  had  the  right  to  appoint. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  No,  that  was  not  the  point  at 
issue.  I  fully  recognize  the  right  of  the  Serjeant  to 
appoint  his  deputy,  but  I  hold  that  appointment 
must  be  made  with  the  approval  of  the  Speaker, 
and  that  no  officer  of  this  House  can  come  on  the 
floor  of  Parliament  without  the  sanction  and 
approval  of  the  Speaker. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  It  appears  to 
me  that  that  is  practically  taking  away  the  right 
of  the  appointment  by  the  Serjeant  of  his  deputy, 
because  if  he  can  appoint  no  one  without  the 
approval  of  the  Speaker,  it  is  perfectly  clear  that 
he  cannot  appoint.  An  appointment  subject  to 
actual  veto  is  not  the  right  to  appoint  in  practice, 
however  it  may  be  in  theory. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  I  suppose  the  hon.  gentleman 
knows  that  the  Senate  of  the  United  States  has  the 
right  to  pass  legislation  and  the  President  has  the 
right  to  veto  it. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  am  aware 
of  that ;  but  I  do  not  think  that  is  on  all  fours 
with  the  right  of  appointment.  I  rather  thought 
that  the  Serjeant-at-Arms  had  the  right,  either  by 
lawr,  statute  or  by  custom — I  am  not  quite  sure 
which — to  make  his  own  appointment,  and  I  should 
like  to  have  the  opinion  of  the  Minister  of  Justice 
on  that  point.  My  impression,  I  must  say,  is  that 
the  appointment  rests  with  the  Serjeant,  but  I  am 
speaking  of  the  recollection  of  the  custom  which 
prevailed,  not  with  a  distinct  recollection  of  any 
statute  on  the  siibject. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  I  refer  the  hon.  gentleman  to 
the  parliamentary  authority  usually  recognized  in 
this  Parliament :  Bourinot’s  Practice,  new'  edition, 
page  223,  which  says  : 

“  He  (the  serjeant)  has  the  right  to  appoint  a  deputy 
with  the  sanction  of  the  Speaker.who  will  always  appoint 
such  an  appointment  to  tne  House.” 

Mr.  BORDEN.  Perhaps  there  are  more  subor¬ 
dinate  officers  connected  w  ith  this  House  than  we 
have  need  of.  During  a  bye-election  in  my  county 
I  held  a  public  meeting  in  a  certain  town,  and  after 
I  had  done  speaking  I  asked  any  one  representing 
the  other  side  to  speak.  I  had  made  a  statement 
with  respect  to  something  that  happened  in  this 
House  last  session.  Up  jumped  an  individual  whom 
I  did  not  know*,  and  contradicted  me  flatly.  He 
said  he  had  been  present  at  every  single  debate  last 
session,  and  he  knew^  that  the  statement  I  had 
made  was  absolutely  untrue.  I  asked  him  wdio  he 
w'as  and  what  he  w-as  doing  at  the  House.  He  said 
he  had  been  a  door-keeper  in  the  House  of  Com¬ 
mons.  I  said  :  Certainly  you  could  not  have  been 
attending  to  your  duties  as  door-keeper  and  heard 
all  the  debates.  He  said  he  had  heard  them.  What 
I  am  stating  here  is  absolutely  true.  If  the  door¬ 
keepers  of  the  House  are  engaged  in  listening  to  the 
debates  for  the  purpose  of  going  on  public  platforms 
to  contradict  members  of  the  House,  I  think  we 
should  investigate  the  matter  and  dispense  with  the 
services  of  these  gentlemen  who  are  not  absolutely 
required  to  open  the  door  when  members  come  in 
and  out  of  the  House.  I  mention  this  because 
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a  matter  which  Mr.  Speaker  or  the  Government 
will  not  approve. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  I  suppose  the  hon.  gentleman 
knows  there  are  door-keepers  in  the  galleries  who 
■can  hardly  avoid  hearing  the  debates. 

Mr.  BORDEN.  This  man  was  not  in  the  gall¬ 
eries,  but  in  the  corridors.  His  name  is  Moore. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  I  do  not  remember  any  man 
■of  that  name  on  the  staff. 

Mr  BORDEN.  He  comes  from  Wolfville,  N.S. 

Mr.  DEVLIN.  I  believe  this  applies  to  the 
permanent  employes  of  the  department  who  go 
out  and  take  part  in  the  elections  and  sometimes 
remain  away  weeks  at  a  time.  Last  session  we 
brought  the  subject  up,  and  the  late  Premier  said 
it  was  highly  improper  for  employes  to  do  so,  and 
he  would  put  a  stop  to  it.  During  the  recent 
provincial  elections,  we  know  that  employes  of 
the  several  departments  were  turned  out  loose  and 
allowed  to  go  about  for  weeks.  So  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  has  not  much  reason  to  complain  of  a  door¬ 
keeper  when  we  have  to  fight  an  army  of  officials, 

Mr.  KIRKPATRICK.  I  notice  that  a  change 
has  taken  place  in  one  item  of  salaries.  It  brings 
up  the  question  again  of  the  relative  expenses  of 
the  Senate  and  this  House.  We  have  a  large  num¬ 
ber  of  faithful,  and  I  believe  hard-working  messen¬ 
gers,  who  do  their  duties  very  well,  and  during  the 
long  sessions  they  attend  to  their  duties  very 
earnestly  and  attentively.  A  change  has  been  made 
in  regard  to  their  salaries,  by  which  they  are  paid 
so  much  per  day,  whereas  in  the  Senate  they  are 
paid  by  the  session.  This  is  a  change  with  respect 
to  this  House.  They  have  hitherto  been  paid  the 
same  as  the  Senate  messengers.  I  should  like  to 
know  the  reason  for  making  this  change,  and  why 
our  messengers,  who  have  twice  the  amount  of 
work  that  the  Senate  messengers  perform,  should 
only  get  a  per  diem  allowance,  while  the  Senate 
messengers  get  a  salary  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  The  hon.  gentleman  no  doub^ 
alludes  to  the  sessional  messengers.  The  practice* 
prior  to  last  session,  was  that  the  sessional  mes' 
sengers  received  $250  for  each  session.  Last  ses' 
sion  it  was  represented  to  me  by  the  messengers 
that,  on  account  of  the  length  of  the  session,  they 
were  entitled  to  an  increase  of  pay.  I  frankly 
confess  there  was  a  good  deal  of  reason  in  the  pro¬ 
position  they  made.  But  I  came  to  the  conclusion 
that  if  they  were  entitled  to  additional  pay  for  a 
long  session,  as  they  alleged,  at  the  rate  of  $2.50 
per  day,  fixing  the  length  of  the  session  at  100 
days,  there  was  no  reason  why  the  rule  should  not 
work  both  ways.  So  I  gave  the  messengers  the 
option  of  taking  $250  for  each  session,  long  or 
short,  or  taking  $2.50  per  day  no  matter  what  the 
length  of  the  session  may  be.  I  think,  on  the 
whole,  that  was  the  most  equitable  view  both  as 
regards  the  messengers  themselves  and  the  public 
service,  and  the  Committee  of  Internal  Economy 
agreed  with  me  in  that  view.  The  messengers 
elected  to  take  $2.50  per  day,  which  amounted  to  a 
very  considerable  sum  last  session,  but  it  may  not 
amount  to  a  very  large  sum  for  this  session. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  do  not 
know  how  much  we  shall  save,  but  we  shall  see. 
I  want  to  call  attention  to  the  statement  made 
by  the  hon.  member  for  Ottawa  (Mr.  Devlin)  with 
regard  to  the  interference  by  paid  employes  of 


this  House.  It  appears  to  me  that  this  is  indeed 
indecent  and  improper,  very  indecent,  and  very 
particularly  indecent  and  improper  on  the  part  of 
employes  of  this  House,  with  whom  members  are 
continually  brought  into  contact.  I  can  conceive 
no  more  improper  thing  than  that  the  men  who 
are  here  employed  and  paid  by  the  public  at  large, 
not  paid  by  a  particular  party,  should  be  allowed 
to  turn  themselves  into  hacks  for  the  benefit  of 
either  side.  Such  a  proceeding  brings  about  a 
state  of  relations  between  members  of  the  House 
who  meet  these  employes  on  the  public  platform 
which  is  exceedingly  unpleasant,  and  which  I  think 
members  of  the  Government  ought  to  frown  upon 
and  discourage,  and  which  I  venture  to  say  if 
brought  to  the  attention  of  Mr.  Speaker  he  would 
severely  discourage.  My  impression  has  been  for 
a  long  time  that  Government  employes  ought  not 
to  be  allowed  to  take  part  in  elections.  If  it 
is  done,  most  assuredly  it  will  lay  the  founda¬ 
tion  for  the  introduction  of  the  American 
system,  which  I  would  regret  to  see  introduced 
into  Canada.  I  have  always  stated  most  explicitly 
that  if  it  came  to  my  knowledge  that  a  Government 
employ^  had  been  acting  in  behalf  of  either  one 
political  party,  whether  it  was  for  me  or  against 
me,  he  must  take  his  political  life  in  his  hands  and 
go  when  his  friends  go.  With  respect  to  employes 
in  this  House,  such  conduct  is  a  very  gross  violation 
of  propriety.  It  is  quite  unfair  and  quite  impert¬ 
inent  for  these  men,  who  are  the  servants  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  to  be  brought  into  such  posi¬ 
tions  as  my  hon.  friend  mentioned  that  a  door¬ 
keeper  of  this  House  was.  I  think  that  a  due 
regard  to  the  honour  and  dignity  of  this  House 
would  cause  such  a  person  to  be  dismissed,  if  he  is 
still  in  our  service.  The  idea  that  a  man  who  is  a 
door-keeper  here  should  take  upon  himself  to  con¬ 
tradict  a  member  of  the  House  of  Commons  is — I 
think  the  hon.  Speaker  will  admit — contrary  to  all 
ideas  of  discipline  and  pride. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  He  was  not  a  member  at  the 
time. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Whether  he 
was  or  not. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  Generally  speaking  I  concur 
in  much  of  what  has  been  said  by  the  hon.  member 
for  South  Oxford  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright), but  I  do 
not  go  to  the  extent  of  admitting  that  an  employe 
of  this  House  shall  be  deprived  of  the  right  to  vote 
because  he  happened  to  be  employed  in  this  House 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  have  not 
said  that. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  I  venture  to  express  the  opinion 
that  none  of  the  permanent  employes  of  this  House 
have,  since  my  occupancy  of  the  office  of  Speaker, 
taken  part  in  an  election,  as  my  hon.  friend  from 
Ottawa  has  indicated.  I  would  not  deprive  these 
people  of  the  right  of  leave  of  absence  if  they  wish 
to  go  and  vote  in  their  respective  constituencies. 
What  I  understand  from  my  hon.  friend  from 
King’s  (Mr.  Borden)  is,  that  the  gentleman  whom 
he  says  contradicted  him  in  the  recent  bye-election 
contest,  was  not  a  permanent  employe  of  this 
House,  but  one  of  the  sessional  messengers.  I  am 
sure  my  hon.  friend  from  South  Oxford  (Sir 
Richard  Cartwright)  would  not  impose  upon  me 
the  duty  of  following  those  sessional  messengers 
(to  their  respective  homes,  and  dictating  to  them 
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what  course  they  should  take  in  an  election  contest 
which  takes  place  when  the  House  is  not  in 
session. 

Mr.  DEVLIN.  I  am  sorry  Mr.  Speaker  mis¬ 
understood  what  I  said.  I  did  not  refer  to  any 
employes  of  this  House.  What  I  said  was  that 
the  hon.  gentleman  who  preceded  me,  and  who 
spoke  on  the  subject,  had  little  reason  to  complain 
if  a  door-keeper  had  taken  part  in  the  fight,  at  the 
distance  which  he  mentions.  I  said  we  had  greater 
reason  to  complain  against  the  various  departments 
over  which  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  have  control, 
and  from  which  an  army  of  officials  go  out  in  the 
county  from  which  I  come,  and  in  other  counties, 
not  for  one,  two,  or  three  days,  but  for  weeks  ; 
absenting  themselves  from  their  office,  and  from 
their  duties  to  take  part  in  an  election.  The 
hon.  Speaker,  who  reads  the  Ottawa  daily  papers, 
knows  as  well  as  I  do  who  they  are,  because  their 
names  during  election  time  appear  in  the  reports 
of  such  meetings,  as  having  taken  part  in  the  fight. 

Mr.  MACDONALD  (Huron).  While  this  mat¬ 
ter  is  up  I  might  say  that  in  our  section  of  the 
country  it  is  a  habit  on  the  part  of  the  postmasters 
to  go  out  during  elections  and  do  all  they  can 
in  opposition  to  those  who  are  opposed  to  them.  I 
am  here  to  give  the  name  of  a  prominent  gentleman, 
Mr.  Thomas  Cowan,  of  Galt,  who  is  the  postmaster 
of  that  town.  As  soon  as  there  is  an  election 
within  300  miles  of  him,  he  leaves  his  business  in 
the  town  of  Galt  and  goes  out  in  opposition  to  the 
Liberal  candidate.  Last  March  he  went  to  East 
Huron,  and  did  all  he  could  on  the  election  stump 
against  the  candidate  there.  He  went  to  East 
Bruce,  and  then  to  West  Huron.  I  would  like  to 
know  if  it  is  the  intention  of  the  Government  to 
permit  these  officials  toleave  their  dutiesand  become 
partizans  in  such  a  sense  as  that  ?  I  think  they 
should  tell  Mr.  Cowan  that  if  he  has  business  to 
perform  in  the  town  of  Galt  he  should  stay  there, 
because  it  is  unfair  and  unjust  to  allow  officials  of 
that  kind  to  become  platform  stumpers  in  elec¬ 
tions. 

Mr.  O’BRIEN.  I  am  the  last  man  in  this  House 
ever  to  apply  the  tu  qaoque  argument  for  any  poli¬ 
tical  consideration,  but  when  hon.  gentlemen  on  the 
opposite  side  of  the  House  become  so  extremely 
virtuous  on  the  subject  of  the  interference  of  officials 
in  elections,  I  would  just  like  these  hon.  gentlemen 
from  Ontario  to  look  at  home,  and  if  they  have  an 
opportunity  of  giving  advice  to  their  leader  in  the 
Provincial  Parliament  I  should  be  very  glad  if  they 
would  give  him  the  advice  which  they  are  now 
giving  to  gentlemen  on  this  side  of  the  House.  I 
say  1  do  not  care  to  apply  the  tu  quoque  argument, 
but  as  this  subject  has  been  mentioned,  and  as  we 
have  so  much  virtuous  indignation  from  gentlemen 
on  that  side  of  the  House,  I  say  it  would  be  just  as 
well  for  them  to  impress  upon  the  leader  of  their 
party  in  the  Ontario  Legislature,  the  exceeding 
impropriety — I  think  the  rule  will  apply  in  one  case 
as  well  as  the  other — of  officials  of  the  Ontario 
Government  leaving  their  offices,  deserting  their 
proper  employment,  and  travelling  at  the  public 
expense  to  take  part  in  Dominion  elections.  It  is 
my  misfortune  to  have  a  constituency  in  which  the 
Ontario  Government  is  specially  powerful,  and  the 
persons  I  have  to  meet  and  whose  exertions  I  have 
to  counteract  are  chiefly  officials  of  the  Ontario 
Government.  Gentlemen  opposite  talk  about  the 
Mr.  Speaker. 


Franchise  Act  and  all  the  iniquities  connected 
therewith  ;  but  I  may  mention  an  instance 
which  happened  recently,  when  a  division  court 
clerk  in  the  Parry  Sound  district — he  held  some 
other  office,  too,  under  the  Ontario  Government 
which  is  the  reward  of  political  virtue  there — left 
his  work,  spent  from  one  to  two  months  making 
up  voters’  lists,  and  spent  another  month  or  so  in 
accompanying  the  revising  officer  to  every  court 
that  he  held.  That  was  hardly  a  propsr  occupa¬ 
tion  for  a  division  court  clerk.  If  there  is  any 
official  in  the  country  who  should  carefully  abstain 
from  interference  in  politics,  it  is  the  division 
court  clerks,  who  must  have  a  very  considerable 
amount  of  personal  influence  in  all  political  matters, 
since  they  know  the  circumstances  of  every  man  in 
the  division  in  which  they  live,  and  they  have 
many  opportunities  in  their  official  position  of  con¬ 
ferring  favours  and  benefits  upon  these  people.  I 
say  that  a  grosser  case  can  hardly  be  conceived 
than  that  a  division  court  clerk  should  make  him¬ 
self  the  political  agent  of  a  political  party  for  a 
Dominion  or  Provincial  contest.  This  is  one  of 
the  subjects  which  gentlemen  on  the  Reform  side 
of  the  House  might  very  properly  consider,  and 
when  they  are  discussing  the  impropriety  of  officials 
taking  part  in  elections,  I  wish  they  would  apply 
the  same  rule  to  their  friends  in  Ontario  and 
speak  to  them  on  the  matter  of  propriety 
upon  precisely  the  same  rules  as  they  apply  to 
officials  of  this  House  or  this  Government,  and  ask 
them  to  cease  that  sort  of  political  occupation 
which  those  officials  of  Clie  Ontario  Government 
are  so  fond  of  indulging  in.  Officials  of  the  Ontario 
Government  who  have  in  their  hands  the  expendi¬ 
ture  of  a  large  amount  of  money  can  go  and  say  to 
one  settlement :  You  vote  for  O’Brien  and  you  do 
not  get  the  expenditure  which  you  are  entitled  to, 
but  vote  for  his  opponent  and  you  will  get  it. 
Talk  about  corruption,  talk  about  bribery  ;  why, 
sir,  on  a  comparatively  small  scale  I  would  like  to 
know  where  bribery  wTas  ever  practised  by  the 
Dominioii  Government  to  such  an  extent  as  the 
bribery  practised  by  the  Ontario  Government,  not 
only  in  Provincial  elections  but  in  Dominion  elec¬ 
tions  on  every  occasion  wThere  it  is  possible  to  exer¬ 
cise  it.  I  am  speaking  from  experience,  and  a 
pretty  bitter  experience  too,  as  regards  the  Ontario 
officials.  Let  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  apply  the 
same  rule  to  them,  and  when  we  talk  about  the 
interference  of  officials  in  Dominion  elections,  let 
us  understand,  if  we  are  to  debar  officials  of  this 
Government  from  interfering,  that  the  officials  of 
the  Provincial  Governments  are  to  be  equally 
debarred  from  indulging  in  these  political  practices. 

Mr.  PERRY.  Although  I  have  known  public 
officials  on  several  occasions  to  stump  my  county 
for  Government  candidates,  I  am  not  awrare  that 
one  has  been  dismissed  for  it,  although  some  of 
them  have  been  absent  from  their  duties  for  fifteen 
or  twenty  days.  But  that  is  not  the  case  with  Liberal 
officials.  In  my  county  there  were  two  officials, 
who  had  been  employed  on  the  Prince  Edward  Is¬ 
land  Railway  for  eighteen  years,  and  because  they 
were  supposed  to  be  Liberals  and  to  have  voted  for 
the  Liberal  candidates,  they  were  dismissed  with¬ 
out  an  hour’s  notice,  although  they  had  in  no  way 
neglected  their  duties  or  committed  any  offences, 
and  nothing  could  be  found  against  them.  The 
superintendent  in  Charlottetown  was  merely  in- 
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structed  by  the  department  here  to  dismiss  these 
men  promptly,  and  they  were  dismissed.  Last 
session  I  asked  the  reason  of  their  dismissal  several 
times,  but  not  one  word  could  I  get  from  the  dum¬ 
mies.  They  had  no  reason  ;  these  men  were  dis¬ 
missed  for  no  reason.  There  was  no  proof  even 
that  they  voted  for  the  Liberal  condidates,  and  I 
defy  the  Department  of  Railways  to  give  any  proof ; 
they  merely  suspected,  and  on  that  suspicion  the 
men  were  dismissed  without  a  moment’s  notice. 
I  say  it  is  a  shame.  Can  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  say  that  they  have  dismissed  one  of 
the  men,  and  there  have  been  many  of  them, 
who  stumped  my  county  and  made  speeches  in 
favour  of  the  Government  ?  I  believe,  if  the  whole 
truth  were  known,  that  it  would  be  found  that 
they  were  prompted  by  their  masters.  But  the 
poor  unfortunate  Grits,  because  they  vote  as  they 
think  best,  are  dismissed.  I  remember  a  wharfinger 
who  stole  all  the  money  he  had  collected  during 
two  years  ;  but  because  he  was  a  friend  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment,  his  trial  occupied  a  whole  year  before 
he  was  dismissed  by  the  department.  If  he  had 
been  a  poor  unfortunate  Grit,  they  would  not  have 
allowed  the  bottom  of  his  chair  to  get  warm  before, 
they  would  have  dismissed  him.  I  am  in  favour 
of  allowing  officials  to  enjoy  the  benefit  of  their 
convictions  in  politics,  with  regard  to  voting  for 
one  side  or  the  other  as  they  choose  ;  but  they  have 
no  right  to  make  use  of  their  positions  as  public 
servants  in  order  to  stump  the  country  and  canvass 
in  favour  of  the  Government  and  against  the  Oppo¬ 
sition.  If  they  want  to  canvass  for  the  Govern¬ 
ment  or  any  other  party,  let  them  give  up  their 
office  and  go  before  the  country  as  free  men,  just 
as  I  and  my  constituents  do.  It  is  unfair  and 
unjust,  and  as  long  as  this  practice  goes  on,  there 
will  be  every  chance  for  a  corrupt  Government  to 
exist  in  this  country. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Annapolis).  My  attention  has  been 
called  to  some  remarks  made  by  the  hon.  member 
for  King’s  (Mr.  Borden)  while  I  was  out,  with  re¬ 
ference  to  an  official  taking  part  in  his  election.  It 
would  have  been  well  if  the  hon.  member  had  ex¬ 
tended  his  remarks,  and  had  called  attention  to 
several  officials  among  his  own  friends  in  King’s 
County,  who  had  taken  undue  interest,  and  used, 
as  I  am  informed,  undue  influence  in  the  election,  on 
his  behalf.  I  have  reference  to  certain  postmasters 
in  King’s  County,  one  in  particular,  who  was  very 
ardent  for  the  return  of  my  hon.  friend,  and  who 
canvassed  and  spoke  against  the  Government,  and 
exerted  himself  generally  in  the  most  obnoxious 
manner.  My  hon.  friend  knows  nothing  about  that 
when  he  speaks  in  this  House  about  Government 
officials  interfering,  but  he  selects  an  individual 
who  happened  to  say  something  to  him  at  a  public 
meeting.  If  this  idea  were  carried  out,  I  am  sure 
it  would  be  found  that  a  larger  number  of  Dom¬ 
inion  officials  in  King’s  Count}7  and  Annapolis 
County,  particularly  in  Annapolis  County,  who  are 
Liberals,  and  who  held  their  offices  ever  since  1878, 
some  of  them  longer,  took  active  part  in  the  elec¬ 
tions  ;  but  they  have  not  been  disturbed.  I  know 
of  my  own  knowledge  one  postmaster,  two  post¬ 
masters,  yes,  three,  who  took  the  most  obnoxious 
part  against  me  in  the  election.  One  of  them  in 
particular  went  into  the  revising  courts,  and  nearly 
every  one  who  listened  to  him  knew  that  he  was 
stating  a  great  many  things  that  were  not  true,  in 

25 


order  to  put  Liberal  votes  on  the  list.  Another 
one,  a  colonel  of  the  militia,  exerted  himself  greatly 
in  the  general  elections  of  1891.  He  went  so  far  as 
to  say  :  “  We  are  going  to  have  Mills  out,  we  are 
going  to  defeat  this  Government,  and  we  have  got 
American  money  to  do  it  with.  ”  That  is  what  a 
colonel  of  militia  in  a  principal  portion  of  Annapolis 
County  stated,  and  I  can  get  a  solemn  declaration 
to  that  effect,  if  we  are  going  to  make  these  charges 
against  officials,  let  us  carry  them  out.  I  am  will¬ 
ing  to  go  into  the  matter  ;  and  if  we  do,  there  will 
be  a  great  many  vacancies  in  Annapolis  County  for¬ 
me  to  recommend  my  friends  to  fill. 

Mr.  BORDEN.  My  hon.  friend  from  Annapolis 
(Mr.  Mills)  has  thought  well  to  interfere  in  matters 
pertaining  to  King’s  County,  not  only  here,  but 
during  the  recent  contest  in  which  I  -was  engaged. 
He  familiarized  himself,  I  believe,  pretty  exten¬ 
sively  with  the  western  portion  of  my  county. 
However,  we  will  let  that  pass  for  the  present.  I 
do  not  see  that  the  remarks  which  he  has  offered 
here  are  very  pertinent  to  the  cpiestion  under  dis¬ 
cussion.  We  are  discussing  a  vote  to  pay  the 
officials  of  this  House.  It  has  no  reference  what¬ 
ever  to  the  salaries  of  postmasters  or  any  other 
outside  officials.  If  it  were  in  order,  1  could  go 
beyond  the  officers  of  this  House,  and  I  could  tell 
the  hon.  gentleman  that  my  constituency  swarmed 
with  Dominion  officials.  But  I  do  not  consider 
this  the  proper  moment  to  bring  that  matter  up. 
Probably  at  some  time  during  the  session  1  may 
have  a  proper  opportunity  to  discuss  that  question. 
But  with  reference  to  a  postmaster  or  postmasters 
interfering  in  my  behalf  in  King's  County,  I  defy 
the  hon.  gentleman  to  name  a  single  postmaster 
who  ever  spoke  in  public  or  took  part  in  any 
public  meeting  in  my  behalf  in  the  County 
of  King’s  in  the  recent  bye-elections.  No  such 
thing  took  place.  The  postmasters  in  that  county 
voted,  some  for,  some  against  me,  as  they  had  a  per¬ 
fect  right  to  do,  but  in  no  case  did  they  actively  inter¬ 
fere  ;  and  I  will  say  this,  for  the  officers  generally 
within  the  county  on  both  sides  of  politics,  that  I  do 
not  know  of  one,  except  the  individual  to  whom  I 
refer,  who  took  any  active  part  in  the  elections. 
Mr.  Speaker  referred  to  the  fact  that  that  individ¬ 
ual  was  not  a  permanent  official.  If  I  made  a  mis¬ 
take  with  reference  to  that,  it  was  because  I  took 
the  individual’s  word.  I  asked  him  who  he  was, 
and  he  said  he  was  a  door-keeper.  It  turns  out 
now  that  the  statement  was  no  more  true  than  the 
statement  he  made  on  the  platform,  which  was  a 
downright  absolute  impudent  falsehood.  Mr. 
Speaker  seems  to  say  he  can  exercise  no  control  over 
those  individuals  who  are  only  temporarily  em¬ 
ployed.  I  am  sorry  he  has  found  it  neces¬ 
sary  to  come  to  that  conclusion,  because  he 
is  offering  a  premium  to  such  persons  to 
go  on  in  their  insolent  attacks,  and  exposes 
himself  to  a  similar  indignity.  I  do  not  think  it 
will  tend  to  the  elevation  of  politics  that  a  gentle¬ 
man,  occupying  the  position  of  member  of  Parlia¬ 
ment,  may  be  subjected  within  a  few  months  by 
a  man  whom  he  has  sent  here  and  there  with  mes¬ 
sages,  carrying  letters  and  parcels,  to  the  indig¬ 
nity  of  being  contradicted  and  blackguarded  on  the 
public  platform.  I  do  not  think  that  will  have  a 
tendency  to  raise  the  tone  of  Canadian  politics  or 
keep  honourable,  respectable  men  in  politics,  and 
I  hope  that  Mr.  Speaker  will  reconsider  his  decision. 
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I  can  prove  every  word  I  have  said  by  the  declara¬ 
tions,  if  necessary,  of  a  hundred  people  who  at¬ 
tended  the  meeting,  and  I  repeat  that  when  a  man 
has  conducted  himself  as  this  man  has,  he  should 
not  be  allowed  to  continue  in  the  service  of  the 
House.  This  man’s  name  is  S.  E.  Moore,  and  he 
appears  in  the  Auditor  General’s  Report  as  sessional 
employe  at  $2-50  per  day.  I  have  made  some 
enquiry,  and  find  this  office  is  a  sort  of  heirloom  or 
family  affair.  There  is  the  father  and  the  son.  The 
old  man  comes  one  year  and  the  youngster  next. 
Last  year  happened  to  be  the  son’s  year,  this  year 
to  be  the  old  man’s  for  when  I  came  back  1  found 
the  old  man  on  duty  as  door-keeper. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  The hon.  gentleman  has  accused 
Mr.  Moore  of  making  a  false  statement  when  he  said 
he  was  door-keeper  here  last  year.  My  hon  friend 
is  not  accurate,  because  he  will  understand  that 
sessional  messengers  are  employed  as  door-keepers 
during  the  session  of  Parliament.  That  is  pait  of 
their  duty.  I  may  go  further  and  say  that  I  do 
not  see  on  what  pretense  I  could  undertake  to 
control  Mr.  Moore’s  actions  during  the  recess.  If 
anv  grave  complaint  of  dereliction  of  duty,  foi 
instance,  were  made  against  him,  if  he  had  been 
accused  of  leaving  the  service  of  the  House  for  the 
purpose  of  taking  part  against  the  lion,  member 
for  King’s  in  the  election  contest,  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  would  have  some  basis  for  his  argument.  But 
let  me  point  out  that  my  hon.  friend  was  not  a 
member  of  Parliament  when  this  gentleman  spoke 
against  him  in  King’s  County,  but  a  candidate;  and 
Mr.  Moore  had  as  good  a  right  to  speak  against 
my  hon.  friend  as  against  his  opponent.  If  my 
hon.  friend  had  been  defeated,  as  many  of  his  col¬ 
leagues  were,  he  would  not  have  been  heie  to  ac 
euse  this  messenger  of  having  taken  part  in  that 
election.  If  this  man  had  been  guilty  during  the 
session  of  the  conduct  charged  against .  him,  the 
case  would  be  different,  but  during  the  time  when 
the  sessional  messengers  are  occupied  about  their 
own  business  and  not  under  our  control,  we  have 
no  right  te  interfere  with  them. 

Mr.  BORDEN.  Mr.  Speaker  says  the  only 
objection  I  made  against  Moore  seems  to  be  that  he 
stated  what  was  not  true  with  reference  to  his 
position  here.  That  is  not  all  my  statement.  I  say 
it  turns  out  now  that  the  man  was  not  only  stating 
what  was  untrue  with  reference  to  what  I  had 
quoted  as  having  occurred  in  the  House,  but  stated 
a  falsehood  with  reference  to  the  position  he 
occupied. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  No,  he  did  not. 

Mr.  BORDEN.  That  is  what  I  said,  and  I  repeat 
it.  What  I  complain  of  is  this  :  I  made  a  state¬ 
ment  with  reference  to  the  trade  between  this 
country  and  the  Spanish  West  Indies,  and  I  said 
that  the  Minister  of  Finance  had  last  session  coin¬ 
cided  in  my  views.  This  is  borne  out  by  Hansard. 
But  this  individual  stepped  on  the  platform,  and 
said  I  had  stated  what  was  utterly  and  absolutely 
untrue,  that  he  had  heard  every  debate  in  the 
House  and  no  such  thing  happened.  Now,  if  Mr. 
Speaker  approves  of  that  sort  of  thing,  I  venture 
to  say  he  would  not  have  approved  it  if  I  were 
supporting  the  side  on  which  he  sits. 

M  r.  W  OOD  ( Brock  ville).  I  regret  very  much  to  hear 
the  hon.  gentleman  make  that  last  remark.  It  seems 
to  me  that  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Speaker  are  quite 
Mr.  Borden. 


in  point,  and  I  do  not  see  from  his  standpoint,  how 
he  could  take  any  action  at  all  in  the  case  put  by 
the  hon.  member  for  King’s.  This  man  is  not 
employed  during  the  recess,  and  not  being  in  the 
employment  of  the  Government  then,  he  had  a  per¬ 
fect  right  to  make  what  use  he  pleased  of  his  time, 
whether  to  take  part  in  an  election  or  not,  and  I 
fail  to  see  how  any  argument  whatever  can  be  based 
against  the  action  of  the  Government  or  the  Speaker 
for  employing  this  man  and  their  inaction  in  not 
dismissing  him.  r 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTW7RIGHT.  I  think  it  is 
not  desirable  that  persons,  whether  employed 
temporarily  or  permanently  in  this  House,  should 
be  encouraged  to  take  part  in  political  demonstra¬ 
tions  in  the  way  this  person  is  represented  to  have 
done  by  my  hon.  friend  behind  me.  #  It  is,  I  think, 
reasonable  and  proper  that  members  of  this  House 
should  not  be  exposed  to  come  in  contact  with 
persons  who  have  demeaned  themselves  in  the 
fashion  my  hon.  friend  from  King’s  describes  this 
person  to  have  demeaned  himself.  I  do  not  mean 
to  say  there  is  not  a  difference  between  permanent 
and  temporary  employes,  but  I  do  submit  that, 
as  a  mere  matter  of  common  courtesy  among  the 
various  members  of  this  House,  it  is  desirable  that/ 
our  messengers  should  not  be  persons  who  will 
come  into  violent  collision  with  members  on  either 
side.  I  am  rather  surprised  at  the  statement  of 
the  hon.  member  for  Brockville  and  of  Mr,  Speaker. 

I  think  it  is  a  reasonable  proposition  that  those 
employed  as  sessional  messengers  should  be  thought 
to  observe  a  certain  amount  of  reticence  and 
decorum  when  brought  into  contact  with  gentlemen 
who  have  been  or  are  candidates  for  seats  in  this 
House.  That  was  all  the  extent  to  which  my  hon. 
friend’s  remarks  went,  and  I  do  not  think  that  it  is 
desirable  and  proper  that  any  man  who  has  acted 
as  this  man  is  represented  to  have  done  should  be 
reappointed. 

i  Mr.  FORBES.  It  seems  to  be  very  difficult  for 
the  Government  to  control  these  men  of  the  name 
of  Moore.  Reference  has  been  made  to  a  man  of 
that  name  here  now,  and  I  might  refer  to  another 
man  of  the  same  name  who  is  the  revising  barrister 
in  my  county. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  think  we  must  con¬ 
fine  ourselves  to  the  officials  of  the  House  under 
this  item.  There  will  be  a  subsequent  opportunity 
to  refer  to  any  Matter  of  that  kind. 

Mr.  FORBES.  The  hon.  member  for  Annapolis 
(Mr.  Mills)  referred  to  certain  officials  having  taken 
part  against  him.  In  the  county  I  represent,  the 
officials  of  this  Government  did  that  to  a  much 
greater  extent.  As  to  the  statement  of  the  hon. 
member  for  King’s  that  the  man  may  not  have  been 
under  the  control  of  the  Speaker  at  the  time  when 
he  made  the  remark  referred  to,  I  think,  when  such 
a  matter  is  brought  to  the  notice  of  the  Speaker  or 
the  Government,  some  notice  should  be  taken  of  it. 
We  find  in  regard  to  this  that  there  is  an  alterna¬ 
tion  every  year.  This  year  it  is  the  son,  and  next 
year  it  is  the  father.  We  are  told  that  the  son  can¬ 
not  receive  the  castigation  because  it  was  the  father 
who  committed  the  offence,  but  it  should  be  stated 
whether  the  father  is  to  occupy  aiiy  position  again. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  I  have  heard  of'  the  father’s 
sins  being  visited  on  the  son,  but  I  never  heard  of 
the  sins  of  the  son  being  visited  on  the  father. 
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Mr.  FORBES.  In  the  town  of  Liverpool  in  my 
county,  the  lighthouse  keeper  took  part. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Order. 

Mr.  FORBES.  I  admit  I  am  a  little  out  of  order. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  wish  to  reply  to  the  remarks 
of  the  Speaker  and  the  hon.  member  for  Brockville 
(Mr.  Wood).  The  Speaker  referred  to  the  fact 
that  a  sessional  messenger  or  clerk  is  not  under  the 
control  of  the  House  except  during  the  session,  and 
that  after  the  session  it  is  not  to  be  expected  that 
his  taking  part  in  political  discussions,  either  for  or 
against  the  Government,  is  any  breach  of  decorum. 
Where  are  we  going  to  draw  the,  line  ?  Suppose  the 
deputy  clei'k  of  the  House,  whose  duties  are  largely 
confined  to  the  session - 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  He  is  a  permanent  officer. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  Moore  is  also  a  permanent 
officer.  He  comes  here  every  year  and  he  is  as 
much  a  permanent  officer  as  the  deputy  clerk,  and 
if  you  are  to  allow  sessional  messengers  to  come 
here  gathering  political  information  and  getting 
$2.50  a  day,  and  then  to  allow  them  to  go  on  the 
stump  and  abuse  members  of  the  House  or  candi¬ 
dates  for  election,  where  are  you  going  to  draw 
the  line  ?  Why  should  you  not  allow  the  deputy 
clerk  or  the  clerk  of  this  House  to  do  the  same 
thing.  I  understood  the  hon.  member  for  Muskoka 
to  say  that  employes  of  the  Ontario  Government 
stated  on  the  public  platform  that  if  the  people 
voted  against  their  candidate  they  would  not  get 
any  money  for  their  colonization  roads.  I  should 
like  to  know  if  he  heard  that  statement  himself.  I 
challenge  him  to  prove  that  he  ever  heard  with  his 
own  ears  any  such  statement  in  his  riding.  There 
is  no  man  in  this  Dominion  more  to  keep  the 
officers  of  his  department  within  proper  limits  than 
Mr.  Mowat.  I  do  not  know  of  any  officer  of  the 
Ontario  Government  being  allowed  to  take  part 
in  any  election  with  Mr.  Mowat’s  knowledge  or 
consent.  The  hon.  gentleman  suggests  to  us  that 
we  should  attend  to  our  own  house  at  home 
before  speaking  of  these  matters  here.  I  am  not 
prepared  to  justify  the  improper  action  of  any 
officer  under  the  Mowat  Government,  but  I  think, 
before  charges  are  made,  there  should  be  some  at¬ 
tempt  to  bring  these  facts  before  the  Mowat  Gov¬ 
ernment,  and  then,  if  that  Government  should  fail 
to  discharge  its  duty  in  disciplining  its  own  offi¬ 
cials,  complaint  may  be  made.  I  have  heard  of  no 
case  in  which  officials  of  that  Government  have 
interfered  in  elections. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Oh. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  challenge  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  opposite  to  name  one. 

Mr.  HUGHES.  Adam  W alters  ran  against 
Fairbairn. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  ask  whether  the  action  of 
that  man  has  been  submitted  to  the  Ontario  Gov¬ 
ernment. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Annapolis).  Yes,  it  has. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  challenge  any  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  to  cite  one  case  that  will  bear  in  any  respect 
a  comparison  with  the  exhibition  we  had  during 
the  last  election,  of  Sir  Charles  Tupper  coming 
out  here,  he  being  the  High  Commissioner  for 
Canada  in  England,  and  travelling  from  one  end  of 
this  country  to  the  other  while  he  was  paid  by  the 
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people  of  this  country  to  discharge  the  duty  of 
High  Commissioner  in  England.  Yet  he  comes 
here  and  lectures  the  people  of  the  Dominion  as  to 
what  they  have  to  do,  and  abuses,  in  the  most 
violent  language  he  could  lay  his  tongue  to,  the 
Opposition  in  this  House,  calling  us  annexationists. 
I  challenge  hon.  gentlemen  to  find  anything  to 
compare  with  that  exhibition  made  by  Sir  Charles 
Tupper,  and  yet  they  have  made  a  charge  that  the 
Ontario  Government  were  derelict  in  their  dut}7  in 
allowing  their  employes  to  go  upon  the  stump.  I 
have  taken  part  in  elections  for  35  years,  and  I  can 
say  that  I  have  never  known  any  Ontario  official 
to  take  part  in  an  election  with  the  knowlege  of 
his  Government. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Oh. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  Take  the  case  of  Mr.  Cowan, 
of  Galt.  He  was  appointed  postmaster,  he  travels 
to  various  parts - 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  would  ask  the  hon. 
gentleman  not  to  discuss  these  questions  now. 
They  can  be  brought  up  on  a  more  suitable  occasion. 

Mr.  DEPUTY  SPEAKER.  We  are  on  the 
question  of  House  of  Commons  salaries.  I  have 
allowed  this  discussion  to  go  on  too  long,  but  now 
I  must  ask  the  hon.  gentleman  to  keep  to  the  item. 
The  member  for  Muskoka  was  out  of  order,  but  we 
have  been  out  of  order  for  a  considerable  time,  and 
now  I  think  we  should  stick  as  much  as  possible  to 
the  item  under  discussion. 

Mr.  FLINT.  I  have  listened  very  carefully  to 
what  has  been  said  in  the  hope  that  the  committee 
and  the  Government  would  take  a  stand  with  re¬ 
gard  to  this  question,  and  would  intimate  their 
disapproval  of  officers  of  the  House  of  Commons 
taking  a  prominent  part  on  the  platform  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  party  politics.  Now,  I  must  say  that 
personally  I  have  had  a  great  deal  of  pleasure  in' 
the  relations  I  have  had  with  the  messengers  and 
officers  of  this  House,  and  I  have  found  them  very 
attentive  and  agreeable.  But  I  must  say  it  would 
be  very  unpleasant  for  a  gentleman  who  had  occu¬ 
pied  the  high  position  of  representative  of  an  elec¬ 
toral  district,  to  meet  these  gentlemen  upon  a 
public  political  platform,  feeling,  in  the  first  place, 
that  they  were  salaried  officials  of  the  country,  and 
in  the  second  place,  that  he  would  be  liable  to 
meet  them  again  where  their  social  position,  tem¬ 
porarily,  at  any  rate,  would  be  very  different.  I 
think  that  in  the  interest  of  these  officials  them¬ 
selves,  an  intimation  should  be  made  that  it  would 
be  displeasing  to  the  Commons  and  to  the  Govern¬ 
ment  if  they  took  this  prominent  part  in  politics. 
In  regard  to  their  right  to  vote,  I  think  it  would 
be  in  the  highest  degree  improper  to  intimate  in 
any  way  that  they  were  not  at  perfect  liberty  to 
exercise  their  franchise.  I  think  every  gentleman 
in  this  House  will  admit  that  it  would  be  an  en¬ 
tirely  unequal  contest  between  a  door-keeper,  or  a 
messenger  of  this  House,  and  a  man  representing,  or 
who  might  represent  a  constituency  in  Parliament, 
to  bandy  words  upon  a  public  platform  as  to  a 
question  of  veracity  between  one  and  the  other, 
and  this  House  would  not  be  protecting  its  own 
dignity  if  it  did  not  intimate  to  its  messengers  and 
officials  that  if  they  took  a  prominent  part  in  poli¬ 
tics  they  should  do  so  at  the  risk  of  losing  their 
positions.  I  listened  with  a  great  deal  of  attention 
to  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  member  for  Muskoka 
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(Mr.  O’Brien),  whose  position  in  this  House  always 
entitles  him  to  be  heard  with  respect,  but  notwith¬ 
standing  the  strong  tone  in  which  he  spoke,  I  fail 
to  gather  from  him  whether  he  approved  or  disap¬ 
proved  of  this  sort  of  conduct  on  the  part  of  officers 
of  this  House.  Although  he  expressed  his  regret  at 
being  obliged  to  use  the  tuquoque  argument,  yet  he 
dwelt  upon  that  line  altogether.  Now,  if  this 
House  were  to  decide  for  itself  to  disapprove  of 
this  conduct  on  the  part  of  its  officials,  I  believe  we 
can  safely  leave  it  to  public  opinion  in  Ontario  or 
anywhere  else,  to  deal  with  the  local  officials  of 
each  province.  It  is  unfair  to  these  officials  them¬ 
selves,  and  it  is  unbecoming  to  the  dignity  of  the 
representatives  of  the  people,  that  this  sort  of  thing 
should  be  allowed  to  go  on,  and  I  regret  we  have 
not  had  a  stronger  declaration  from  his  honour  the 
Speaker  in  connection  with  this  matter. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Annapolis).  If  I  may  be  allowed, 
as  there  has  been  a  challenge  thrown  across  the 
House,  I  would  state  a  case  that  is  larger  in  enor¬ 
mity  than  the  case  which  is  referred  to  by  the  hon. 
member  for  North  Wellington  (Mr.  McMullen).  I 
will  state  a  case  that  occurred  in  Annapolis  County. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  I  must  ask  the  hon.  member 
not  to  wander  off  into  discussion  of  local  politics. 

I  asked  the  hon.  member  for  Wellington  to  drop 
the  discussion  on  that  subject,  and  he  did. 

Mr.  BRUNEAU.  (Translation.)  Mr.  Chairman, 
before  this  matter  has  been  entirely  dealt  with,  I 
hope  I  may  be  allowed  to  make  a  few  remarks  in 
order  to  explain  to  the  hon.  the  Minister  of  Public 
Works,  whom  I  see  now  in  his  seat,  how  matters 
go  in  my  county.  As  the  hon.  Minister  knows 
very  well,  there  are  in  my  county  hundreds  of  public 
officers,  and  I  have  to  complain  here  that  all  these 
public  officers  are  more  or  less  influenced  in  election 
time  ;  not  only  during  federal  elections,  but  also 
during  local  elections.  In  1888,  when  the  Govern¬ 
ment  assumed  the  direction  of  the  works  which 
were  under  the  control  of  the  harbour  commis¬ 
sioners — 

Mr.  DEPUTY  SPEAKER.  (Translation.)  I 
will  observe  to  the  hon.  member  that  we  are  dealing 
with  the  matter  of  contingencies,  that  is  the 
salaries  of  the  officers  of  this  House.  I  know  where 
the  hon.  member  wants  to  come  to  ;  he  wants  to 
speak  about  the  officers  of  the  Government  at  Sorel. 
He  shall  have  a  later  opportunity  to  speak  about 
them.  As  other  hon.  members  of  this  House 
were  called  to  order,  I  will  ask  him  to  postpone 
his  remarks  to  a  later  day. 

Mr.  BRUNEAU.  (Translation).  The  debate 
has  taken  such  a  wild  range  that  I  thought  I  had 
the  right  to  bring  that  question  now. 

Mr.  LANGELIER.  Mr.  Speaker  has  laid  down 
as  a  rule  that  the  sessional  employes,  messengers 
and  others,  must  stick  to  their  work  during  the 
session,  but  they  may  do  what  they  please  outside 
the  session.  That  is  a  departure  from  the  rule 
laid  down  by  the  previous  Speaker,  the  present 
Minister  of  Public  Works.  Every  member  who 
was  in  the  House  last  Parliament  must  remember 
the  debates  that  took  place  with  regard  to  two 
French  translators,  being  sessional  employes,  Mr. 
Tremblay  and  Mr:  Poirier.  These  gentlemen  were 
very  good  translators,  never  a  word  of  complaint 
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was  made  as  to  the  manner  in  which  they  dis¬ 
charged  their  duties  ;  as  a  matter  of  fact  I  think 
they  were  the  very  best  French  translators  we 
have  ever  had  as  sessional  translators.  Still  they 
were  dismissed  by  the  then  Speaker— although  I 
admit  a  great  deal  of  pressure  was  brought  to  bear 
on  him — not  because  they  did  not  discharge  their 
duties  in  this  House  faithfully,  but  because  they 
had  interfered  in  the  election  of  the  then  member 
for  Richmond  and  \\  olfe  (Mr.  Ives),  and  because 
one  of  them  had  written  in  the  newspapers  against 
the  then  Secretary  of  State,  Mr.  Chapleau.  A 
complaint  was  made  by  the  Secretary  of  State  that 
one  of  these  translators  had  interfered  in  his  elec¬ 
tion,  and  he  was  dismissed.  A  few  moments  ago 
His  Honour,  the  Speaker, in  answer  to  my  hon.  friend 
from  King’s,  N.S.  (Mr.  Forbes),  said  that  the 
hon.  member  in  whose  election  this  interfer¬ 
ence  took  place  was  not  a  member  of  the  House 
when  the  interference  took  place.  The  very 
same  answer  might  have  been  made — the  Secretary 
of  State  was  not  then  a  member  of  the  House,  when 
the  interference  complained  of  took  place  during  the 
general  elections  of  1887.  None  of  the  members 
who  complained  afterwards  were  then  members 
of  the  House.  With  regard  to  these  two  trans¬ 
lators,  their  interference  was  nothing  compared 
with  what  has  taken  place  during  the  last  election. 
There  was  this  further  in  their  favour.  When 
they  were  appointed,  it  was  distinctly  understood 
that  outside  the  session  they  would  be  at  liberty  to 
exercise  their  political  rights,  and  to  take  any  part 
in  politics  that  they  chose,  and  yet  for  having 
exercised  that  right  they  were  summarily  dis¬ 
missed  from  the  service  of  this  House.  I  think 
that  the  same  rule  should  be  applied  to  employes 
of  the  one  side  of  politics  as  is  applied  to  those  of 
the  other  side.  As  the  rule  has  been  adopted  by 
the  previous  Speaker  that  the  employes  of  this 
House  should  not  interfere  in  politics,  either  in  the 
general  elections  or  in  the  bye-elections,  I  think  the 
same  rule  should  be  applied  now  ;  and  whenever 
an  employe  of  this  House,  either  high  or  low,  inter¬ 
feres  in  any  election,  he  should  understand  that  he 
takes  his  official  life  in  his  hands. 

It  being  six  o’clock  the  Committee  rose,  and  the 
Speaker  left  the  Chair. 

After  Recess. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  How  many  messengers  are 
retained  in  connection  with  the  House  of  Com¬ 
mons  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  There  are  forty-five  sessional 
messengers  in  addition  to  the  permanent  messengers, 
of  whom  there  are  twelve,  including  the  two  night 
watchmen. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  Does  Mr.  Speaker  think  it 
necessary  to  keep  so  many  messengers  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  The  hon.  gentleman  will 
observe  that  the  item  under  which  the  question  of 
messengers  will  arise  is  the  Serjeant- at- Arms’  esti¬ 
mate,  which  will  be  the  next  item. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Before  the 
House  rose  at  six  o’clock  a  matter  of  some  moment 
was  under  discussion  as  to  which  I  should  be  glad 
to  have  the  mature  opinions  of  Mr.  Speaker  and  of 
the  Ministers,  too.  The  point  has  been  raised  by 
my  hon.  friend  near  me  (Mr.  Borden)  with  respect  to 
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the  manner  in  which  we  should  deal  with  sessional 
messengers  not  employed  during  the  entire  session, 
but  who  saw  tit  to  interfere  in  elections  in  a  man¬ 
ner  referred  to  by  the  hon.  member  for  King’s.  I 
submit  that  it  is  not  expedient,  and  it  is  an  inde¬ 
corous  thing  that  men  who  have  been  employed  in 
this  House,  whether  temporarily  or  permanently, 
should  conduct  themselves  in  the  manner  referred 
to  by  that  hon.  gentleman,  and  I  was  sorry  before 
the  House  rose  to  hear  Mr.  Speaker  make  a  state¬ 
ment  which  could  only  be  construed,  in  my 
opinion,  coming  from  a  person  in  his  position,  as 
an  encouragement  to  sessional  messengers  to  conduct 
themselves  in  the  fashion  that  has  been  referred  to. 
I  think  that  is  to  be  regretted,  for,  as  was  pointed 
out  by  the  hon.  member  for  Quebec  (Mr.  Lang- 
elier),  it  was  in  distinct  contradiction  to  the  action 
taken  by  the  late  Speaker,  the  present  Minister  of 
Public  Works.  I  will  take  upon  myself  to  say 
this  :  Had  the  case  been  reversed,  had  a  sessional 
messenger,  though  employed  only  for  a  short  space 
of  time,  conducted  himself  towards  a  supporter  of 
the  Government  in  the  way  which  the  hon.  member 
for  King’s  described  this  particular  sessional  mes¬ 
senger  to  have  conducted  himself,  I  entertain  no 
doubt,  and  I  do  not  think  a  member  of  the  House 
does,  that  that  party  would  never  have  been  em¬ 
ployed  again  by  Mr.  Speaker.  I  think  that  the  least 
that  should  be  said  should  be  that  an  officer  of  the 
House  had  so  conducted  himself.  No  regret  was  ex¬ 
pressed.  We  were  simply  told  that  Mr.  Speaker  had 
no  authority,  which  was  technically  true.  I  do  not 
desire  to  censure  Mr.  Speaker  for  refusing  to  punish 
him,  because  he  had  no  power  to  do  so,  but  there 
should  be  an  expression  of  opinion  that  no  such  ac¬ 
tion  should  be  permitted,  and  any  person  who  so 
acted  would  not  again  be  employed  by  the  House. 
That  much  is  due  to  the  dignity  of  the  House  at 
large,  and  that  both  Mr.  Speaker  and  the  Govern¬ 
ment  should  do. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  desire  to  ask  a  question.  Is 
the  conduct  complained  of  that  of  a  person  em¬ 
ployed  by  the  House  ? 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  A  person  who, 
for  a  considerable  number  of  sessions,  has  been  em¬ 
ployed  as  a  sessional  messenger. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  The  young  man,  although  last  year 
was  employed  here  as  a  sessional  messenger,  was, 
after  the  prorogation  of  Parliament,  no  longer  con¬ 
nected  with  this  House.  He  is  a  young  man,  who,  at 
that  time,  was  attending  Wolfville  College,  and 
with  respect  to  his  return  I  think  there  is  no  cer¬ 
tainty  whatever.  He  is  not  here  now,  and  is  not 
an  officer  of  the  House.  I  do  not  suppose  that  the 
hon.  gentleman  will  lay  down  the  doctrine  that  a 
young  man,  who  was  once  a  sessional  messenger 
and  listened  to  the  debates,  after  he  left  the  ser¬ 
vice  of  the  House  and  became  a  student  at  a  college, 
has  not  an  equal  right  in  point  of  respectability, 
dignity  and  position  as  a  citizen  to  express  his 
opinion  at  a  public  meettiug,  just  as  much  as  a  gen¬ 
tleman  who  was  not  a  member  of  Parliament  but  a 
■candidate  for  the  honour,  who  might  have  been 
elected  or  not.  Further,  the  young  man  had  a 
perfect  right,  if  he  found  sufficient  number  of  sup¬ 
porters,  to  have  been  a  candidate  in  opposition  to 
the  gentleman  who  was  running  in  that  county  at 
that  time.  My  memory  was  refreshed  when  the 
hon.  gentleman  told  his  tale  of  woe,  and  I  remem¬ 
ber  that  two  or  three  weeks  ago  I  received  a 


letter  from  a  gentleman  of  great  respectability  and 
worth  in  that  county,  and  not  a  political  partizan 
by  any  means.  Writing  (;o  me  on  other  matters, 
towards  the  end  of  the  letter  he  referred  to  an 
amusing  incident  at  a  public  meeting,  which  the 
hon.  gentleman  who  is  now  the  member  for 
King’s  was  addressing.  At  the  end,  a  call  was 
made  for  any  individual  wrho  wished  to  speak  in 
opposition  to  the  candidate’s  statements.  A  lot  of 
Wolfville  boys,  who  were  there  in  company  with 
this  young  man,  called  out  his  name,  and  called  it 
out  incessantly.  The  young  man  did  not  wish  to 
rise  and  speak,  but  on  being  called  again  and  again, 
he  simply  said  that  the  hoii.  gentleman,  who  was  so 
valiant  on  the  platform  in  telling  the  people  what 
he  had  done  in  facing  the  Ministers,  was,  in  his 
opinion,  never  very  brave  in  Parliament  in  making 
statements  when  Ministers  were  present.  It  just 
struck  me,  whether  or  not  these  two  relations,  the 
relations  of  this  afternoon  and  the  relation  of  the 
letter,  were  not  with  reference  to  exactly  the  same 
incident  and  the  same  person.  Now,  if  it  was  so, 
and  if  these  statements  are  true,  the  young  man  has 
just  as  good  a  right  in  this  democratic  country  of 
ours  to  stand  on  an  equal  plane  with  the  candi¬ 
date,  before  the  people  on  the  hustings.  It  would 
be  different  if  he  were  a  permanent  officer  of  this 
House. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  That  is  an 
evasion  of  the  question,  I  think.  The  point  was 
raised  by  my  hon.  friend  from  King’s  (Mr.  Borden) 
as  to  the  expediency  of  such  a  party  being  em¬ 
ployed  again.  I  repeat  distinctly  that  it  is  very  in¬ 
expedient  that  men  who  are  here — without  any 
disrespect  to  them — in  a  menial  capacity,  more  or 
less,  should,  in  the  intervals  between  their  parlia¬ 
mentary  employment,  conduct  themselves  as  this 
person  has  done.  This  man  has  been  here,  on  and 
off  for  the  last  eight  years,  the  father  and  son  hav¬ 
ing  taken  turns,  I  understand,  but  no  doubt  he  is 
a  useful  debater  on  the  stump,  as  I  gather  from  the 
Minister  of  Finance. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  do  not  think  he  is  a  debater 
on  the  stump.  He  was  just  called  up  at  the  time. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  He  may  or 
may  not  have  been.  The  statement  made  by  my 
hon.  friend  from  King’s  (Mr.  Borden)  is  that  this 
person  contradicted  him  in  a  very  offensive  fashion, 
intimating  that  he  had  been  making  false  and  im¬ 
proper  statements.  I  do  not  think  it  is  desirable 
that  parties  who  do  that  kind  of  thing  should  be 
regarded  as  eligible  for  employment  for  sessional 
messengers,  in  a  relationship  which  brings  them 
more  or  less  in  contact  with  gentlemen  in  the  posi¬ 
tion  of  my  hon.  friend  behind  me.  I  think  it  is  an 
objectionable  thing,  and  I  think  it  is  due  to  the 
dignity  of  the  House  that  an  expression  should 
have  been  made  by  Mr.  Speaker  that  he  did  not 
approve  of  a  man  employed  in  that  capacity  acting 
in  such  a  way,  and  who  might  return  again  as  a 
sessional  messenger.  If  he  has  cut  connection  with 
this  House  for  ever  and  a  day,  I  have  nothing  more 
to  say.  I  understood  Mr.  Speaker,  if  I  interpreted 
his  remarks  aright,  to  lay  down  the  proposition 
that  such  demeanour  was  in  no  respect  a 
reason  why  this  man  should  not  be  employed 
again  as  sessional  messenger.  I  consider  it 
is  a  good  reason  why  he  should  not  be  em¬ 
ployed  in  that  capacity,  and  I  think  that  the  con¬ 
duct  of  the  Government  and  Parliament  during  the 
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time  of  the  late  Speaker  with  respect  to  the  two 
gentlemen  referred  to  by  my  hon.  friend  from  Que¬ 
bec  ( Mr.  Langelier),  showed  in  a  very  clear  manner 
how  very  differently  these  things  are  regarded 
when  they  happen  to  interfere  with  the  comfort  or 
dignity  of  gentlemen  on  the  other  side.  I  recollect 
perfectly  well  the  case  of  the  two  translators,  and 
their  conduct  was  in  no  respect  more  objectionable, 
nor  were  the  reasons  for  interfering  with  them 
other  than  those  which  did  not  in  the  fullest  degree 
apply  to  the  disability  of  the  re-employment  of 
this  party.  That  is  my  position  on  the  point,  and 
it  is  not  affected  by  what  the  Minister  of  Finance 
has  said. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  I  do  not  think  my  hon.  friend 
has  got  a  grievance,  because  this  gentleman  who 
was  alleged  to  have  made  offensive  remarks  is  not 
in  the  employment  of  the  House  now. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  He  has  been. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  He  has  certainly  not  been 
employed  since  this  occurrence  took  place. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  And  will  not  any  more  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  I  do  not  say  that. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  Before  we  say  whether 
he  shall  be  employed  again  or  not,  I  should  like  to 
hear  his  account  of  what  occurred.  This  appears 
to  have  been  a  very  excited  political  meeting,  and, 
without  in  the  least  degree  impugning  the  accuracy 
of  the  hon.  gentleman  from  King’s  (Mr.  Bordon),  I 
think  it  would  be  most  unjust  to  express  an  opinion 
that  this  young  man  is  ineligible  for  employment 
until  Mr.  Speaker  hears  what  his  side  of  the  case 
is. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  That  is  fair-play. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  Yes,  fair-play  ;  that  is  what  we 
want.  It  seems  to  me  we  need  not  enquire  at  this 
moment  whether  the  young  man  behaved  or  mis¬ 
behaved  on  that  occasion.  Are  we  to  understand 
that  the  Government  allow  their  employes,  or  the 
employes  of  this  House  in  receipt  of  public  money 
for  work  done  around  these  buildings,  to  interfere 
in  elections  ?  If  they  do  so,  let  us  know  it.  I  do 
not  care  whether  the  conduct  in  this  particular 
case  is  offensive  or  not  offensive.  Is  it  to  be  under¬ 
stood  that  employes  of  the  Government  or  employes 
of  Parliament  are  within  their  rights  when  they  go 
on  the  stump  in  the  country  ?  It  seems  to  me  that 
they  have  no  such  right  and  that  such  conduct 
should  not  be  tolerated  or  encouraged. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Was  he  an  employe  ? 

Mr.  LAURIER.  Yes,  I  think  he  was  an  employe. 
He  has  been  a  sessional  -  messenger  for  years.  He 
is  not  this  year  employed ;  but  suppose  he  had  come 
back  at  the  opening  of  Parliament,  are  we  to  under¬ 
stand  that  under  such  circumstances  when  com¬ 
plaint  was  made  against  him,  he  should  have  been 
retained  ?  It  seems  to  me  he  should  not  have  been 
retained  in  the  service. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  It  appears  to  me  that  the 
Minister  of  Finance  did  not  catch  the  point  raised 
by  the  hon.  member  for  South  Oxford  (Sir  Richard 
Cartwright).  The  question  was,  that  this  after¬ 
noon,  the  Speaker  distinctly  led  the  House  to  un¬ 
derstand  that  neither  he  nor  the  Government  could 
be  held  responsible  for  the  conduct  of  sessional 
clerks  during  the  recess  of  Parliament.  He  led 
the  House  to  understand  that  while  sessional  clerks 
were  here  and  under  the  employ  of  the  House  they 
Sir  Richard  Cartwright. 


certainly  should  not  be  permitted  to  take  such  an 
active  part,  but  that  in  the  interval  between  the 
sessions  they  could  do  what  they  liked.  I  want  to 
know  if  the  Speaker  is  still  prepared  to  adhere  to 
the  principle  he  has  laid  down  ?  I  fancy  that  if 
this  person  had  acted  in  such  a  way  towards  a  sup¬ 
porter  of  the  Government  he  would  reap  the  same 
result  as  was  administered  to  the  two  Hansard 
translators  and  get  bounced  with  very  little  cere¬ 
mony.  I  should  like  to  know  from  the  Govern¬ 
ment  whether  they  consider  it  is  prudent  and  pro¬ 
per  to  accept  the  doctrine  laid  down  by  Mr. 
Speaker,  that  sessional  clerks  may  become  political 
stumpers  when  the  House  is  not  in  session.  That 
is  the  principle  the  Speaker  has  laid  down,  and 
that  is  the  principle  we  want  decided.  If  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  are  going  to  be  responsible  for  that,  I 
think  it  is  very  strange  conduct  on  their  part. 

Mr.  OUIMET.  I  think  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
have  mistaken  the  ruling  they  have  cited  as  coming 
from  me  when  I  had  the  honour  of  being  Speaker  of 
the  House  of  Commons.  The  rule  was  never  laid 
down  by  me  that  a  sessional  messenger, or  a  sessional 
clerk,  or  a  sessional  translator,  could  never  during 
recess  work  in  the  elections.  The  principle  that 
was  laid  down  and  the  rule  that  was  enforced  was 
this  :  that  these  sessional  translators,  being  more 
or  less  in  the  service  of  the  hon.  members  of  this 
House,  had  certain  duties  towards  the  members  of 
the  House,  and  if  they  choose  to  take  any  part  in 
elections  they  could  do  it,  but  they  have  to 
preserve  that  measure  of  decorum  and  respect 
towards  the  members  of  the  House  to  which  hon. 
members  are  entitled.  The  two  gentlemen  who 
were  referred  to  were  not  dismissed  because  they 
had  taken  part  in  the  general  election  of  1886,  but 
because  it  was  complained,  and  it  was  established 
to  my  satisfaction  and  admitted  by  them,  that 
they  had  been  behaving  towards  a  member  of 
the  Government  and  a  member  of  the  House,  in 
such  a  disrespectful  way,  using  silly  language, 
and  making  themselves  generally  so  obnoxious, 
that  really  they  could  not  remain  in  the  service 
of  the  House.  I  thought  it  was  too  bad  that 
members  of  the  House  should  have  to  be  in  constant 
relations  with  those  men  ;  and  the  same  rule  that 
I  enforced  then  I  would  enforce  yet  if  I  were 
Speaker  of  the  House,  and  I  would  enforce  it  not 
only  on  behalf  of  the  friends  of  the  Administration 
but  on  behalf  of  the  friends  of  the  Opposition  as 
well. 

Mr.  LANGELIER.  What  we  complain  of  is 
that  the  rule  laid  down  by  the  Speaker  to-day  is  not 
the  same  rule  as  that  laid  down  before.  The  lan¬ 
guage  used  by  the  employe  in  question  was  very 
rough  language,  giving  the  lie  to  a  member  of  this 
House.  What  the  Speaker  jsaid  this  afternoon  was 
that  the  man  was  a  sessional  employe,  and  that, 
after  he  left  the  House,  he  was  no  longer  under  the 
control  of  the  Speaker  and  was  free  to  use  what 
language  he  chose  towards  a  member  of  this  House. 
Thao  was  the  reason  I  said  that  the  rule  laid  down 
this  afternoon  was  different  from  the  rule  laid  down 
by  the  former  Speaker. 

Mr.  OUIMET.  I  did  not  understand  the 
Speaker  this  afternoon  to  say  that.  He  said  that 
a  sessional  employe  should  not  take  part  in  an 
election,  during  a  session  ;  but  that  after  the  session 
he  ceased  to  be  under  his  control.  The  hon. 
member  for  Quebec  Centre  has  said  that  giving  the 
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lie  to  a  candidate  is  a  very  rough  thing  to  do. 
Certainly  ;  but  there  are  a  great  many  ways  of 
doing  that.  For  instance,  a  man  may  say  that  an 
hon.  gentleman  is  mistaken  or  in  error,  which 
comes  to  pretty  much  the  same  thing.  Nobody  will 
object  to  a  man  stating  on  the  hustings  that 
another  man  is  stating  what  is  not  correct,  or  not 
true,  but  the  latter  may  object  very  seriously  to 
be  told  that  he  is  a  liar.  While  I  would  dismiss 
an  officer  of  the  House  for  telling  a  member  that 
lie  is  a  liar,  I  certainly  would  not  dismiss  him 
for  saying  that  the  statements  he  was  making  were 
not  entirely  true,  and  I  understood  that  such  was 
the  case  with  the  hon.  member  for  King’s. 

Mr.  FLINT.  I  was  in  hopes  that  we  would  get 
a  stronger  expression  from  the  Finance  Minister 
at  the  conclusion  of  his  remarks.  He  made  a  series 
of  statements  which  were  perfectly  correct,  and  to 
which  no  one  could  take  exception  ;  but  he  either 
purposely  or  intentionally  avoided  the  very  point 
which  the  hon.  member  for  King’s  and  the  members 
on  this  side  of  the  House  are  endeavouring  to  in¬ 
duce  the  authorities  on  the  other  side  to  reach, 
that  is,  that  they  would  be  willing  to  intimate  to 
the  servants  of  this  House  that  such  conduct  as  has 
been  described  by  the  hon.  member  for  King’s 
would  not  meet  with  their  approval.  I  think  that 
is  about  as  far  as  we  could  reasonably  ask  those 
who  have  control  of  these  matters  to  go.  While 
the  Speaker  was  perfectly  correct  in  saying  that 
he  had  no  power  over  those  persons  while  they 
were  away,  yet  the  authorities  of  the  House 
have  a  certain  authority  as  to  the  character  and 
deportment  of  those  whom  they  employ.  Now, 
I  do  not  wish  to  dignify  too  much  the  individual 
who  has  been  mentioned  here  to-day,  because,  as  the 
hon.  Minister  of  Justice  has  said,  there  may  be 
another  side  to  the  story.  The  man  in  question 
may  have  a  version  which  would  put  his  conduct  in  a 
very  favourable  light.  He  is  not  under  our  jurisdic¬ 
tion  at  the  present  time,  but  I  trust  that  members  of 
this  House,  or  candidates,  who  are  recognized  by 
custom  as  occupying  the  same  social  or  political 
position  as  members,  will  be  protected  from  being 
placed  in  a  false  position  by  those  who  at  some 
time  may  occupy  a  different  social  position  from 
them.  Their  liability  to  attacks  of  this  kind  may 
be  very  unpleasant  to  members  on  this  side  of  the 
House.  Hon.  gentlemen  on  the  other  side  have  a 
prompt  and  efficient  remedy,  because  the  power  is 
in  their  hands  to  dismiss  offenders  of  that  kind 
with  a  snap  of  their  finger  ;  but  members  on  this 
side  have  no  such  remedy.  With  regard  to  the 
employes  of  other  Governments,  we  ought  to  take 
as  strong  grounds  as  we  do  with  regard  to  employes 
of  this  Government.  Nobody  has  any  desire  to 
interfere  with  the  proper  .  and  legitimate  freedom 
of  public  officials  as  electors,  but  I  think  that  the 
members  of  this  House  have  reason  to  ask  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  to  protect  them  from  insolent  conduct  on 
the  part  of  employes  of  this  House,  who  occupy 
different  positions  from  themselves. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  I  hope  I  did  not  make  myself 
misunderstood  this  afternoon,  I  drew  a  marked 
distinction,  or  desired  to  do  so,  between  those  who 
are  permanent  employes  of  the  House  and  those  who 
are  not.  As  the  hon.  Minister  of  Public  Works 
has  stated,  I  do  not  pretend  to  say  that  there  are 
no  circumstances  under  which  sessional  employes 
ought  not  to  be  rejected  because  of  their  actions  in 


regard  to  elections  during  the  recess.  But  let  us 
take  this  very  case  which  my  hon.  friend  from 
King’s  has  been  discussing  this  afternoon.  He  never 
brought  the  matter  to  my  notice,  though  we  have 
been  in  session  upwards  of  a  month.  This  man 
might  have  been  employed  here  without  my  know¬ 
ing  anything  at  all  of  the  circumstances  which  the 
hon.  member  has  alleged  ;  and  it  cannot  be  expected 
that  we  should  refuse  to  employ  a  man  because  of 
some  rumour  that  he  had  been  guilty  of  impertin¬ 
ent  conduct  to  a  candidate  in  the  Province  of  Nova 
Scotia,  although  the  rumour  may  not  have  reached 
our  ears.  I  do  lay  down  the  principle  that  there 
is  a  marked  distinction  to  be  drawn  between  the 
permanent  employes  of  this  House,  who  I  think 
ought  not  to  go  on  the  stump  at  all  or  take  any 
other  part  in  elections  than  the  mere  recording  of 
their  votes,  and  merely  sessional  employes,  who 
between  one  session  and  another  have,  I  think,  a  per¬ 
fect  right  to  exercise  their  privileges  as  citizens  in 
any  election  that  may  take  place.  As  my  hon.  friend 
the  Minister  of  Public  Works  has  stated,  they  may 
be  guilty  of  conduct  which  would  not  justify  us  in 
employing  them  at  the  beginning  of  another  session. 
Certainly  such  conduct,  if  it  occurs  during  the 
recess,  should  be  brought  to  the  attention  of  the 
Speaker  before  the  commencement  of  the  session, 
so  that  he  may  be  able  to  act  with  intelligence  with 
regard  to  it. 

Mr.  BORDEN.  With  reference  to  that  point,  I 
quite  agree  with  Mr.  Speaker.  At  the  beginning 
of  the  session,  some  time  ago  at  any  rate,  I  spoke 
to  Mr.  Dube,  the  chief  messenger,  about  this  man, 
and  he  told  me  that  the  man  was  not  here 
but  that  his  father  was.  I,  therefore,  allowed 
the  matter  to  drop,  as  1  was  not  prepared  to 
visit  the  sins  of  the  son  on  the  father,  and 
if  this  discussion  had  not  arisen  to-day  as  it 
has,  very  likely  I  would  not  have  referred  to  it 
specially.  While  on  my  feet,  I  would  like  to  refer 
for  the  moment  to  the  distinction  which  the  hon. 
Minister  of  Public  Works,  our  late  Speaker,  drew. 
It  seems  to  me  a  pretty  nice  distinction.  He  said 
that  he  would  punish  an  official  for  calling  a  mem¬ 
ber  of  Parliament  a  liar  on  the  spot,  but  would  not 
punish  him  if  he  said  that  he  was  a  liar  inferenti- 
ally,  in  polite  form  of  speech.  He  said  there  weie 
many  ways  of  saying  politely  that  a  man  lied.  I 
would  put  this  question  to  my  hon.  friend.  Sup¬ 
pose  it  could  be  shown  to  him  that  one  of  his 
officers,  while  not  calling  an  ex-member  of  Parlia¬ 
ment,  made  a  statement  which  proved  that  that 
official  was  a  liar,  would  he  consider  it  was  proper 
some  action  should  be  taken  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Who  would  be  the  judge  ? 

Mr.  BORDEN.  The  public  records  would  be 
the  judge.  I  repeat,  as  some  members  of  the 
Government  have  referrred  to  this  matter  while  I 
was  not  here,  that  I  will  go  before  a  committee 
or  any  one  of  the  Ministers,  and  will  undertake  to 
satisfy  any  one  of  them  that  this  individual  told  a 
deliberate  falsehood,  and  told  it  in  an  insulting 
manner  ;  and  I  will  prove  my  statement  by  Con¬ 
servatives  who  were  present,  and  by  the  records  of 
Parliament  which  I  quoted  at  the  time  I  was  con¬ 
tradicted  by  this  individual,  who  said  he  had 
heard  every  word  spoken  during  the  last  session, 
and  that  what  I  asserted  was  absolutely  false. 
This  question  may  be  looked  at  from  another 
point  of  view.  It  seems  there  are  unnecessary 
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officials  employed  here,  because  this  man  claimed 
that  he  had  heard  all  the  debates  last  session,  and 
I  was  not  aware  that  we  had  a  class  of  young  men 
here  in  training  to  take  stump  and  were  paying 
them  for  it,  and  I  think  it  would  be  wise  on  the 
part  of  lion,  gentlemen  in  charge  of  this  depart¬ 
ment  to  dispense  with  such  unnecessary  officials. 

Mr.  FRASER.  T  agree  with  Mr.  Speaker  that 
the  matter  should  be  brought  to  his  attention  at 
the  opening  of  the  session.  Suppose  there  is  an 
official  employed  now  by  Mr.  Speaker  who  took  an 
active  part  in  an  election  not  two  months  ago, 
addressed  public  meetings,  opposed  a  gentleman 
running  in  the  interests  of  the  Opposition,  and 
supported  as  best  he  could  a  gentleman  running  in 
the  interests  of  the  Government,  what  then  ? 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  Give  him  a  position. 

Mr.  FRASER.  Promote  him.  I  think  I  will 
be  able  to  satisfy  Mr.  Speaker  of  that.  Of  course 
this  may  lie  one  of  the  regular  conditions  of  life  for 
these  people  employed  by  the  Government.  It  may 
be  that  the  Government  employed  them  for  that 
purpose,  and  I  am  rather  surprised  to  hear  for  the 
first  time  that  there  is  really  a  little  backing  down 
on  behalf  of  the  Government  in  this  matter. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  No,  no. 

Mr.  FRASER.  I  am  glad  some  person  says 
“  no,  no,  but  I  would  like  to  have  a  clear  under¬ 
standing  of  the  rule  of  the  Government.  Of  course 
this  occurred  in  the  March  election.  The  hon. 
gentleman  came  here,  got  his  position,  occupied  it, 
went  back  during  the  bye-election  and  did  the  same 
thing,  and  again  returned'  here  to  reap  the  grati¬ 
tude  of  the  Government  which  he  had  earned.  If 
Mr.  Speaker  says  the  condition  necessary  for  his 
dismissal  is  the  knowledge  brought  to  him  of  the 
fact,  I  can  assure  him  that  can  be  given  him  in  a 
day  or  two. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  We  have  re¬ 
cently,  as  everybody  knows,  lost  our  old  and  faith¬ 
ful  servant  the  Serjeant-at-Arms,  and  have  ap¬ 
pointed  the  former  deputy  in  his  place.  I  would  like 
to  know  whether  the  arrangements  made  with  res¬ 
pect  to  the  new  Serjeant-at-Arms  are  the  same  as 
those  made  with  his  predecessor.  Of  course,  I  am 
aware  the  salary  is  the  same,  but  there  were  valuable 
privileges  and  allowances  enjoyed  by  the  late 
officer.  He  had,  I  think,  a  great  number  of  rooms  in 
this  building,  and  fuel  and  light,  and  so  forth. 
W  hat  are  the  arrangements  with  the  present  Ser¬ 
jeant  in  that  respect  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  They  differ  from  the  arrange¬ 
ments  made  with  the  late  Serjeant.  No  perquisites 
are  allowed.  The  salary  is  the  same  as  that  of 
the  late  Serjeant,  and  he  is  given  a  room  in  the 
building  for  the  purposes  of  his  office,  and  that 
alone. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Do  I  under¬ 
stand  that  the  Government  do  not  allow  the  Ser- 
jeant-at-Arms  any  residential  quarters  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Nothing  of  that  kind.  I  said 
he  had  but  one  room,  but  he  has  two,  a  room  for 
his  office  and  a  dressing  room. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Of  course  if 
he  is  a  married  man,  as  in  this  case  he  is,  he  cannot 
very  well  reside  in  the  building  without  inconveni¬ 
ence.  I  should  think,  all  things  considered,  an 
Mr.  Borden. 


officer  like  the  Serjeant-at-Arms  ought  to  have  a 
reasonable  number  of  rooms  assigned  to  him  in  the 
building.  I  think  myself  it  is  quite  probable  that 
the  late  Serjeant  had  a  good  many  more  rooms 
than  the  public  convenience  quite  warranted.  If 
I  remember  aright,  I  think  he  had  thirteen  or 
fourteen. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  He  had  nine  I  know. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  think  he 
had  more,  but  really  I  should  think  we  might 
afford  our  Serjeant-at-Arms  more  than  an  office  in 
the  building.  He  is  a  gentleman  who  ought  to  be 
here,  and  I  suppose  is  here  for  a  very  considerable 
portion  of  the  year,  probably,  at  the  very  least 
one-half  or  two-thirds  of  the  year,  and  it  would 
appear  reasonable  he  should  have  a  fair  number  of 
rooms.  Four  or  five  ought  to  be  given  him.  How¬ 
ever,  that  is  a  matter  for  the  Ministers,  the  Speaker, 
and  the  Committee  of  the  House  to  consider.  Still, 
I  think  that,  having  regard  to  the  character  and 
position  of  the  official,  he  ought  to  have  a  little 
more  than  an  office  assigned  to  him. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  I  do  not  often  agree  with  the 
hon.  gentleman  who  has  just  taken  his  seat,  but  I 
must  confess  that  on  this  question  I  think  his  pre¬ 
tension  is  right.  It  does  appear  to  me  that  the 
Serjeant-at-Arms,  who,  as  I  understand,  is 
in  charge  of  the  building,  and  is  an  officer  of  this 
House,  ought  to  be  provided  with  suitable  resi¬ 
dential  accommodations,  and  that  to  give  him  but 
one  office  in  which  to  transact  his  business  is  by  no 
means  sufficient  or  reasonable  treatment.  I  hope 
it  will  be  found  even  yet,  on  reconsideration,  that 
accommodation — perhaps  not  to  the  same  extent  in 
character  as  that  which  the  late  Serjeant  enjoyed, 
if  he  had  thirteen  or  fourteen  rooms — ought  to  be 
given  him.  I  believe  the  present  Serjeant  would 
not  require  anything  like  that  number,  but  he 
ought  to  have  a  reasonable  accommodation  afforded 
to  him  in  his  position,  he  being  in  charge  of  the 
building. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  If  the  un¬ 
happy  contingency  should  arise  when  he  would 
have  to  take  one  or  two  members  into  custody,  he 
would  not  be  able  to  accommodate  them. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Such  a  contingency  could  not 
arise  now. 

Mr.  KIRKPATRICK.  I  really  think  the  Ser¬ 
jeant  should  reside  in  the  building.  He  has  charge 
of  these  buildings  and  of  the  messengers,  and,  being 
•in  that  responsible  position,  he  should  live  in  the 
building.  He  has  to  be  here  always  during  night 
sessions,  and  when  the  House  is  not  in  session,  he, 
or  some  other  responsible  official,  ought  to  reside 
here.  While  I  do  not  think  he  ought  to  get  as 
many  rooms  as  the  late  Serjeant  had,  I  think  he 
ought  to  have  a  sufficient  number  of  rooms  to 
accommodate  him,  and  I  suppose  that  means  four  or 
five  rooms.  The  chief  messenger  resides  here  and 
occupies,  very  properly,  a  number  of  rooms,  but 
he  is  an  officer  under  the  Serjeant,  and  I  think  the 
latter  ought  to  reside  here  and  ought  to  get  quar¬ 
ters. 

Mr.  LAURIER-  Up  to  the  present  time  the 
Serjeant-at-Arms  has  always  had  a  suite  of  rooms 
in  this  building,  but  there  has  been  a  departure 
this  year,  because  the  present  Sergeant  is  not 
accommodated  as  his  predecessor  was.  I  do  not 
know  who  is  responsible  for  the  departure,  but  I 
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suppose  the  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  must  be  held 
responsible  for  it. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  It  was  well  under¬ 
stood  before  the  vacancy  occurred  in  the  office, 
that  when  a  vacancy  should  occur,  the  salary 
would  not  be  continued  at  the  same  rate — a  rate 
which  I  think  the  late  Serjeant  received  partly 
in  consequence  of  a  very  extended  period  of  public 
service — and  that  the  residential  conveniences  and 
emoluments  should  also  be  discontinued,  partly 
because  they  were  supposed  to  be  unnecessary  to 
the  office,  and  partly  because  these  rooms  were 
needed  for  other  purposes  by  members  of  the 
House. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  It  is  not  by 
any  means  on  account  of  the  Serjeant  himself,  but  I 
think  it  is  in  the  public  interest  and  for  the  con¬ 
venience  of  members  of  this  House,  that  that  offi¬ 
cer  should  reside  in  the  building,  and  should  have 
an  opportunity  of  exercising  that  close  control 
which  can  hardly  be  exercised  by  any  one  not  re¬ 
siding  in  the  building.  I  quite  agree  with  one  or 
two  gentlemen  who  have  spoken,  that  it  is  very 
probable  the  late  Serjeant  had  a  much  larger  num¬ 
ber  of  rooms  assigned  to  him  than  was  necessary, 
but  there  is  a  difference  between  assigning  ten  or 
eleven  rooms,  and  a  matter  of  four  or  five  rooms.  I 
would  like  to  know  how  many  rooms  the  Usher 
of  the  Black  Rod  has  assigned  to  him  on  the  other 
end  of  the  building.  If  I  am  not  mistaken,  he  has 
enough  to  divide  up,  if  We  are  going  to  stand  on 
equal  rights,  with  members  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  McCARTHY.  It  might  be  convenient  to 
know  what  has  become  of  these  rooms. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  They  are  still  in  the  building. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  I  think  the  House  is 
entitled  to  know  all  about  this  matter.  It  has  been 
said  the  responsibilities  resting  upon  the  Serjeant 
with  regard  to  these  matters  are  very  considerable. 
He  has  the  general  oversight  and  care  of  the  build¬ 
ing,  and  I  think  in  a  building  so  costly  as  this, and 
the  care  of  which  is  a  matter  of  so  much  public 
importance,  that  the  House  should  consider  how 
far  the  Serjeant  can  exercise  proper  and  efficient 
oversight  over  these  buildings  if  he  does  not  reside 
in  them.  It  seems  to  me  that  the  necessity  must 
be  very  great  and  very  pressing  that  takes  this 
accommodation  away  from  him. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  As  the  House  has  been  in¬ 
formed,  the  rooms  formerly  occupied  by  the  Ser- 
jeant-at-Arms  are  no  longer  so  occupied.  One  of 
these  rooms  has  been  allotted  to  the  Government 
for  the  purpose  of  receiving  deputations,  and  I  sup¬ 
pose  the  hon.  members  of  the  Opposition  who  were 
formerly  in  the  Government,  know  the  necessity 
of  having  some  place  in  which  to  receive  deputa¬ 
tions.  Another  room  upstairs  has  been  allotted  to 
the  Printing  Committee,  and  I  think  one  of  them 
has  been  allotted  for  the  use  of  the  Whip  of  the 
Liberal  party  ;  at  all  events,  it  has  been  arranged 
that  a  room  should  be  given  to  the  Liberal  Whips. 
Then  there  is  another  room  still  vacant,  and  it  has 
been  reported  to  me  by  the  Clerk  that  the 
chief  of  the  translators  would  find  it  very  con¬ 
venient  if  he  could  have  his  staff  collected  in  one 
room,  under  his  immediate  supervision,  instead  of, 
as  I  understand  is  now  the  case,  doing  their  work 
outside  the  House,  and  I  am  considering  the  ques¬ 
tion  of  allotting  that  room  for  that  purpose. 


Mr.  KIRKPATRICK.  Does  that  leave  all  the 
rooms  in  the  basement  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  There  are  two  other  rooms  in 
the  basement  unallotted. 

Mr.  KIRKPATRICK.  I  agree  with  the  hon. 
member  for  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills)  that  there  should  be 
an  officer  of  rank  residing  in  the  buildings  who  has 
a  close  supervision  of  all  the  officials  of  the  House 
in  attendance  during  the  whole  year.  We  ought 
to  compel  him  to  live  here,  and  he  should  get 
leave  of  absence  very  seldom  on  account  of  the  im¬ 
portant  interests  entrusted  to  him.  He  should  be 
bound  to  live  here  and  to  exercise  close  supervision 
over  the  buildings,  and  give  us  some  value  for  his 
salary. 

Mr.  SUTHERLAND.  I  think  every  member  of 
the  House  feels  that  there  should  be  a  rearrange¬ 
ment  and  a  redistribution  of  the  rooms  under  the 
control  of  the  committee.  I  must  express  my 
thanks  to  Mr.  Speaker  for  endeavouring  to  give  us 
a  small  room  for  the  use  of  the  Whips  of  the  party. 
If  the  rule  is  to  be  acknowledged  which  has  been 
laid  down  by  the  Government  and  their  supporters 
in  the  discussion  that  has  just  taken  place,  I  sup¬ 
pose  we  must  acknowledge  that  they  have  a  right 
to  act  as  they  see  lit  in  their  appointments  and  the 
apportionment  of  the  rooms.  At  the  same  time,  I 
think  that  there  ought  to  be  some  courtesy  ex¬ 
tended  to  the  members  of  the  Opposition  in  this 
House.  The  present  arrangement  is  very  unfair.  I 
understand  there  are  between  75  and  100  rooms  in 
this  House  under  the  control  of  this  committee, 
and  the  great  majority  of  these  rooms  are  monopo¬ 
lized  by  the  members  of  the  Government  and 
their  supporters,  and  the  members  of  the  Opposi¬ 
tion  are  unable  to  get  ordinary  accommodation. 
When  this  large  number  of  rooms  was  taken 
away  from  the  Serjeant-at-Arms  and  given 
over  to  the  use  of  members  of  the  House, 
it  did  appear  that  one  of  them  might  have 
been  allotted  for  the  use  of  members  of  the  Oppo¬ 
sition  when,  as  is  well  known,  the  members  of 
the  Government  and  their  friends  have  such  a  large 
number  of  rooms  at  their  service.  When  1  applied 
to  Mr.  Speaker,  he  recognized  our  right  and  en¬ 
deavoured  to  givp  us  some  accommodation.  I 
would  appeal  to  the  members  of  the  Government 
and  to  that  side  of  the  House  to  see  whether  or  not 
some  rearrangement  could  not  be  made  in  order  to 
give  us  on  this  side — I  do  not  say  a  fair  proportion 
- — -but  some  small  proportion  of  accommodation. 
This  is  a  matter  of  considerable  consequence  to 
members  of  the  House  in  the  transaction  of  their 
public  business,  but  no  doubt  the  members  of  the 
Government  are  not  aware  of  the  dispositions  which 
are  made  of  the  rooms  in  the  House.  I  think  one 
of  the  vacant  rooms  should  be  allotted  to  the  Oppo¬ 
sition. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  It  is  proposed  to  utilize  some 
of  the  rooms  in  the  basement  for  keeping  the 
records.  I  am  informed  that  the  bound  volumes 
of  newspapers  and  other  records  which  are  neces¬ 
sary  for  the  information  of  members  have  grown  to 
such  an  extent  as  to  require  additional  accommoda¬ 
tion,  and  I  propose  to  use  some  of  the  rooms  in  the 
basement  for  that  purpose.  1  may  say  that  I  have 
been  a  member  of  the  House  since  1874,  and  I 
never,  until  I  was  elected  Speaker,  had  any  accom¬ 
modation  in  any  room  except  what  I  got  in  No.  lb 
when  it  was  allotted  to  the  Conservative  party, 
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and  I  could  not  occupy  that  very  much  because 
members  used  to  smoke  in  it.  I  may  as  well  say 
at  once  that  my  theory  is  that  every  committee 
room  in  the  House  ought  to  be  open  to  every  mem¬ 
ber  of  the  House,  and  that  there  should  be  no  room 
allotted  to  any  particular  person  or  set  of  persons. 
The  room  No.  16  has  by  courtesy  and  consent  of 
the  House  been  allotted  to  the  Conservative  party, 
and  in  the  same  way  room  No.  6  has  been  allotted 
to  the  Liberal  party,  but  according  to  my  theory 
there  is  no  reason  why  the  leader  of  the  Opposition 
should  not  go  into  room  16  or  any  member  of  the 
Government  into  room  6. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  I  will  go  to  room  16  with 
pleasure,  but,  as  there  is  smoking  going  on  there  at 
present,  I  may  have  to  stay  away  for  the  same 
reason  as  the  Speaker. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  You  are  all 
welcome  to  come  to  No.  6. 

Mr.  SUTHERLAND.  I  agree  with  the  prin¬ 
ciple  laid  down  by  the  Speaker,  but  the  Speaker 
will  remember  that  the  party  in  power  has  not  fol¬ 
lowed  out  his  theory.  The  difference  between 
room  16  and  room  6  lies  chiefly  in  the  fact  that  No. 

6  is  used  on  frequent  occasions  as  an  ordinary  com¬ 
mittee  room. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  No,  not  now.  Other  accom¬ 
modation  has  been  provided  for  the  committees  that 
used  that  room. 

Mr.  SUTHERLAND.  Room  16  was  set  apart 
for  the  supporters  of  the  Government,  and  it  is 
provided  with  all  the  necessary  material  in  the 
same  way  as  a  private  office,  and  there  are  one  or 
two  servants  of  the  House  placed  at  the  disposal 
of  the  members  who  occupy  that  room.  No  such 
arrangement  is  made  in  the  interest  of  the  Opposi¬ 
tion.  I  think  we  might  be  allowed  something  in 
the  same  direction,  and  all  I  would  ask  is  that,  be¬ 
fore  another  session,  at  least  one  room  of  reason¬ 
able  size  may  be  set  apart  for  the  members  of  the 
Opposition — call  it  the  Whips’  room  if  you  like— 
but  a  room  where  the  members  may  be  able  to  sit 
down  quietly  and  do  some  work.  Then  I  think 
they  would  be  perfectly  satisfied  if  they  had  a 
room  of  decent  size  of  the  kind  I  have  mentioned. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  am  very  glad  to  hear  the 
Speaker  make  the  statement  he  did  as  to  every 
room  in  the  House  being  at  the  disposal  of  all  the 
members,  and  that  every  member  has  a  right  to  go 
into  any  room  in  the  House.  I  remember  that  last 
session  the  member  for  Pontiac  (Mr.  Murray)  went 
into  room  16  and  found  himself  very  uncomfortable 
there,  and,  though  he  was  not  ordered  out,  the 
organ  of  the  party  gave  him  a  lecture  on  the  subject 
of  his  having  ventured  to  enter  that  room.  I  hope 
that  in  future  none  of  the  organs  of  lion,  gentlemen 
opposite  will  make  the  same  mistake.  Then,  of 
course,  if  all  the  rooms  in  the  House  are  open  to 
every  member,  the  rooms  occupied  by  the  Speaker 
are  open  to  them.  We  will  be  under  a  general  in¬ 
vitation  to  go  in  and  recline  in  the  comfortable  rooms 
which  he  occupies.  He  says  they  are  to  be  at  the 
disposal  of  all  the  members,  and  of  course  that  is  a 
general  invitation  to  take  advantage  of  the  comforts 
to  be  found  there  as  compared  with  the  other  rooms 
in  the  House.  I  hope  the  Speaker  will  not  be  sur¬ 
prised  if,  when  the  House  is  going  on  at  great  length, 
he  finds  his  drawing  room  crowded  with  members. 

Mr.  Speaker. 


Committees,  sessional  and  extra  clerks, 

&c . . . $13,600 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  When  we  referred  to  the 
sessional  clerks  before,  the  Minister  of  Finance 
called  attention  to  the  fact  that,  at  that  time,  we 
were  discussing  salaries  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
We  have  now  reached  the  sessional  clerks,  and  I 
would  ask  the  Speaker  what  the  number  of  these 
clerks  is  now  and  whether  he  thinks  the  number  is 
in  excess  of  the  requirements  of  the  work  ? 

Mr.  SPE  AKER.  I  think  at  present  there  are  20 
sessional  clerks,  and  it  is  proposed  that,  as  these 
sessional  clerks  drop  out,  the  number  shall  be 
reduced  to  25.  We  believe  that  is  the  smallest 
number  we  can  get  along  with,  having  regard  to 
efficiency. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  am  glad  to  hear  that  state¬ 
ment,  because  I  was  of  the  opinion,  from  the  num¬ 
ber  I  see  around  this  building,  that  there  was  not 
enough  work  to  keep  them  engaged.  No  doubt  the 
Government  has  sympathy  for  men  who  have  got 
old  in  the  service,  but  we  should  get  down  to  the 
number  who  are  sufficient  to  discharge  the  duties  of 
the  House,  and  that  number  should  not  be  exceeded. 

I  am  glad  that  we  have  now  got  down  to  25  sessional 
clerks.  How  many  extra  clerks  have  we  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  None.  This  is  the  total  num¬ 
ber,  and  they'are  called  extra  sessional  clerks. 

Contingencies,  House  of  Commons . $23,100 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  This  is  an  item  which  de 
serves  considerable  discussion.  Last  year  there 
were  no  less  than  three  silk  gowns  purchased  ;  one 
for  the  Hon.  Mr.  Ouimet,  who  is  not  now  Speaker, 
one  for  the  present  Speaker  and  one  for  the  assis¬ 
tant  Clerk,  at  $75  each.  In  looking  over  the  record 
I  find  that  two  silk  gowns  have  been  purchased 
each  year.  During  the  last  three  years  no  less  than 
seven  have  been  purchased,  at  from  $65  to  $75  each. 
Is  it  customary  for  the  Speaker  to  get  a  new  silk 
gown  every  year  ?  The  present  Minister  of  Public 
Works  when  Speaker  had  a  new  one  each  year.  I 
should  like  to  know  the  rule.  I  do  not  draw  atten¬ 
tion  to  this  item  simply  for  the  purpose  of  worrying 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  but  I  desire  to  show  that 
there  is  extravagance  in  connection  with  the  con¬ 
tingencies  of  this  House. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  So  far  as  I  am  concerned,  a 
gown  was  purchased  for  me  at  the  public  expense 
when  1  becameSpeaker  of  the  House.  1  may  say  it  is 
now  badly  worn,  but  I  have  had  it  patched,  and 
the  hon.  gentleman  will  not  have  to  complain  that 
I  have  purchased  a  new  one  this  year. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  should  like  to  hear  from 
the  Minister  of  Public  Works. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Annapolis).  Perhaps  the  hon. 
gentleman  would  like  to  know  what  he  has  done 
with  the  old  one. 

Mr.  OUIMET.  The  gown  in  question,  which 
was  not  unpacked,  was  placed  by  me  at  the  dispo¬ 
sition  of  the  Clerk  of  the  House,  who  said  he 
would  wear  it  himself.  ,  I  wish  him  good  fortune 
with  it. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  hope  the 
Minister  of  Finance  will  now  retract  the  statement 
that  we  are  the  most  extravagent  House  of  Com¬ 
mons  in  Christendom. 


789 


[MARCH  31,  1892.] 


790 


Mr.  FOSTER.  I  will  say  that  the  Clerk  is 
provident  in  the  matter  of  gowns. 

Mr.  OUIMET.  I  was  left  with  an  old  one — 
with  the  shreds  and  patches. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  We  are  very  glad  to  learn 
that  we  have  a  gown  to  spare,  and  it  will  not  be 
necessary  for  the  Speaker  to  use  a  patched  gown. 
It  is  well  this  explanation  should  come  out,  because 
a  gown  is  charged  in  the  Auditor  General’s  Report 
against  the  present  Minister  of  Public  Works  as 
having  been  received  by  the  retired  Speaker. 

Mr.  OUIMET.  I  was  not  aware  that  it  had 
been  charged  to  me.  As  a  Queen’s  Counsel  I  have 
had  a  gown  for  years  similar  to  that  worn  by  the 
Speaker  of  the  House. 

Estimate  of  Sex-jeaut-at-Arms . $33,882.50 

Mr.  FLINT.  I  would  like  an  explanation  of 
this  vote. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  It  is  to  provide  for  the  extra 
sessional  messengers,  the  sessional  pages  and  the 
disbursements  in  connection  with  the  House.  For 
instance  tradesmen’s  accounts  and  the  laying  of 
carpets  and  items  in  connection  with  the  restaurant 
and  the  Speaker’s  rooms  are  included  in  this  account. 
The  expenses  of  charwomen  is  also  included  in 
this  vote,  and  is  a  very  considerable  item.  It  will 
be  observed  that  there  is  a  reduction  this  year  of 
$550  in  this  vote. 

Mr.  BAIN  (Wentworth).  What  is  the  arrange¬ 
ment  with  respect  to  the  reading  room.  I  observe 
that  you  have  dropped  an  officer  there. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  We  have  attached  him  to  the 
Clerk's  branch  instead  of  the  Serjeant-at-Arms.  We 
have  given  the  curator  of  the  reading  room  the  rank 
of  a  third-class  clerk  instead  of  that  of  a  messenger. 

Mr.  SCRIVER.  What  is  the  number  of  ses¬ 
sional  messengers. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  Forty-five. 

Salaries  of  officers  of  the  Library . $16,862.50 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  see  a  rather 
curious  item  here.  We  vote  for  the  purchase  of 
books  for  the  Library  of  American  History  $1,000, 
and  apparently  you  are  going  to  pay  $3,500,  for 
preparing  and  printing  a  catalogue  of  the  same. 
That  looks  rather  an  immense  amount  of  sack  to 
very  little  bread. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  The  members  of  the 
Library  Committee  who  are  in  the  House  can 
explain  it  better  than  I.  My  information  is  that 
this  vote  is  for  an  addition  to  the  books  connected 
with  American  history,  of  which  there  is  a  large 
collection,  and  the  vote  is  for  cataloguing  the  whole 
collection. 

Mr.  SCRIVER.  I  remember  that  at  a  meeting 
of  the  Library  Committee  last  session  it  was  repre¬ 
sented  that  it  was  necessary  to  prepare  a  careful 
and  elaborate  catalogue  on  the  works  of  American 
history.  It  is  a  very  voluminous  and  somewhat 
extensive  work,  and  the  members  of  the  committee 
were  so  satisfied  with  the  representation  of  the 
librarian  on  the  subject  that  they  gave  him  the 
necessary  authority  to  have  it  done. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.  E.I.)  It  has  always  struck  me 
in  connection  with  the  library,  and  I  cannot 
understand  it  yet,  why  it  is  that  the  extra  work 
cannot  be  done  by  some  of  the  present  staff  without 


extra  pay.  I  have  no  objection  to  the  number  of 
men  employed  there  during  the  session,  but  one 
cannot  shut  one’s  eyes  to  the  fact  that  during  the 
recess  of  Parliament  these  gentlemen  must  have  of 
necessity  very  little  to  do.  It  seems  to  me  that 
they  could  do  a  great  deal  of  this  extra  work  then. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  A  large  part  of  the  vote  may  be 
for  reprinting. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I. )  Even  so,  some  of  it  must 
be  for  extra  work  in  cataloguing.  We  have  two 
librarians,  one  French  and  one  English,  and  we 
have  a  very  large  staff  in  the  library,  so  that  dur¬ 
ing  the  recess  they  must  find  it  very  difficult  to  get 
anything  to  do.  It  has  occurred  to  me  time  and 
again,  and  I  have  expressed  my  opinion  as  a  member 
of  the  Library  Committee  in  this  House  and  out  of 
it,  that  the  staff  could  do  this  extra  work  during 
recess.  I  am  not  opposed  to  paying  men  a  reason¬ 
able  amount  for  any  work  they  do,  and  if  the  work 
is  of  special  character  requiring  men  of  experience 
I  would  like  to  see  them  paid  well  for  it.  A  large 
part  of  this  work  is  mechanical,  and  does  not  re¬ 
quire  very  clever  men  to  do  it,  and  even  if  it  does 
require  clever  men  you  have  them  in  the  library. 
As  far  as  I  am  concerned  I  think  we  are  going  on  a 
wrong  principle  in  continuously  and  constantly 
voting  money  for  extra  work  which  ought  to  be 
done  by  the  permanent  staff. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  So  far  as  the  librar¬ 
ians  are  concerned  there  is  one  thing  which  it  is 
important  to  bear  in  mind,  and  that  is  that  a 
librarian  to  be  really  useful  must  be  a  well  inform¬ 
ed  man  and  he  must  give  some  attention  to  tlie 
literature  that  is  being  from  time  to  time  published. 
On  this  he  may  not  be  able  to  give  the  members 
the  information  which  they  require.  If  you  go  into 
the  library  for  a  work  on  a  particular  topic,  it  is 
very  convenient  if  the  librarian  is  acquainted  with 
all  the  new  works  on  that  topic  and  is  able  to  call 
your  attention  to  them.  If  he  does  not  give  a  good 
deal  of  his  time  to  making  himself  acquainted  with 
the  contents  of  the  books,  and  the  subject  with 
which  they  deal,  he  will  not  be  able  to  make  him¬ 
self  a  useful  librarian.  I  do  not  say  that  there  are 
not  other  parties  in  the  library  who  might  do  the 
work  to  which  the  hon.  gentleman  refers  ;  but  the 
librarians  themselves,  if  they  fit  themselves  for  the 
efficient  discharge  of  their  duties,  and  keep  abreast 
of  the  times,  must  give  a  good  deal  of  attention  to 
the  contents  of  the  books  as  well  as  to  the  manage¬ 
ment  of  the  library. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  I  am  in  full  accord  with 
what  my  hon.  friend  has  said  respecting  the  libra¬ 
rians.  I  do  not  expect  them  to  devote  themselves 
to  mechanical  work.  I  would  be  the  last  man  to 
make  any  complaint  of  the  librarians,  who  have 
always  treated  me  with  the  greatest  possible  cour¬ 
tesy.  That  is  not  the  point  I  make  at  all.  The 
point  I  make  is  this  :  The  House  pays  for  a  large 
number  of  assistants  in  the  library,  and  though  I 
do  not  ask  that  extra  work  should  be  placed  upon 
them  during  the  session,  when  most  of  them  give  a 
fain  amount  of  work,  yet  there  are  six  or  seven 
months  of  the  year  during  which  the  House  is  not 
in  session,  and  it  seems  to  me  ridiculous  that  work 
which  might  properly  be  done  by  the  assistants 
during  that  time,  should  be  paid  for  every  year  as 
extra. 
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Mr.  FOSTER.  Is  my  hon.  friend  a  member  of 
the  Library  Committee  ? 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  Yes. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Then  I  think  my  hon.  friend 
occupies  a  very  responsible  position,  and  he  has 
been  administering  a  strong  censure  to  himself. 
That  committee  ought  to  know  what  every  item  is 
for,  before  it  comes  to  the  House,  and  if  they 
think  this  work  can  be  done  by  the  regular  staff, 
they  ought  not  to  have  this  item  appear  in  the 
Estimates.  The  House,  knowing  that  they  appoint 
a  committee  to  look  after  the  library,  pay  very 
little  attention  to  these  details.  I  think  my  hon. 
friend  has  been  very  lax  in  this,  and  I  hope  he  will 
in  future  carry  out  his  good  sentiments.  I  agree 
with  him  very  largely.  I  think  that  if  this  work 
is  not  of  a  technical  character,  and  if  it  is  within 
the  range  of  the  assistants,  they  ought  to  attend  to 

during  the  recess. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  On  the  face  of  the  hon. 
gentleman’s  remarks  there  is  something  to  be  said 
for  the  view  he  advocates  ;  but  I  have  not  been 
derelict  in  my  duty  in  this  regard  either  in  the 
Library  Committee  or  elsewhere.  I  have  not  failed 
to  express  an  opinion  on  this  subject  on  more  than 
one  occasion,  but  I  do  not  happen  to  embody  the 
Library  Committee  in  myself  or  to  control  it.  I 
will  remind  him  that  the  officers  I  speak  of  are  ap¬ 
pointed  and  paid  by  the  Government ;  and  this 
vote  is  proposed  by  the  hon.  gentleman  himself.  I 
am  not  aware  that  it  came  before  the  Library  Com¬ 
mittee,  or  that  the  committee  ever  asked  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  to  pass  it.  I  have  attended  most  of  the 
meetings  of  the  Library  Committee,  and  it  may  be 
that  I  am  wrong,  but  I  do  not  remember  that  the 
Library  Committee  at  any  time  requested  this  to  be 
done.  Even  if  they  did,  I  do  not  think  I  would  be 
out  of  place  in  expressing  my  views,  which  I  have 
done  quietly  and  respectfully,  as  to  what  should 
be  done. 

Mr.  SCRIVER.  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman  is 
mistaken  in  saying  that  this  matter  was  not  speci¬ 
ally  brought  to  the  attention  of  the  Library  Com¬ 
mittee  by  the  librarian  The  committee  have 
always  felt  that  a  certain  amount  of  discretion 
should  be  allowed  to  the  head  of  that  department, 
and  they  take  it  for  granted  that  if  a  special  vote 
were  not  necessary  for  this  purpose,  the  librarian 
would  not  so  report.  My  hon.  friend  may  be  right 
in  saying  that  some  of  the  clerks  in  that  depart¬ 
ment  have  leisure  during  the  recess  for  doing  this 
kind  of  work  ;  but  those  who  are  competent  to  do 
the  work  very  likely  have  duties  enough  to  occupy 
them,  even  during  the  recess. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  I  may  be  right  or  wrong, 
but  I  hold  the  opinion,  and  I  have  expressed  it  on 
several  occasions,  that  there  is  a  very  vicious  prac¬ 
tice  running  through  all  our  service.  Officials  in 
the  different  departments  assume  that  they  have 
a  certain  amount  of  work  to  do,  and  they  do  not 
expect  to  do  any  more.  I  do  not  speak  of  those 
exceptional  men  in  the  service,  whose  work  is 
beyond  all  praise,  who  are  ready  to  further  the 
interests  of  their  department  by  working  extra 
hours  and  doing  whatever  is  necessary  to  be  done. 
But  I  believe  it  is  generally  understood  that  if  a 
man  writes  an  extra  sheet  of  paper,  he  should 
receive  extra  pay  for  it.  This  has  been  a  crying 
evil  in  the  past.  What  I  contend  is  that  this  work 
Mr.  Davies  (P.E.I.) 


should  not  be  looked  on  as  extra  work,  and  the 
country  should  not  be  asked  to  pay  for  it  as  extra 
work. 

Mr.  SCRIVER.  I  would  advise  my  hon.  friend 
to  go  and  discuss  this  matter  quietly  with  the 
librarian,  and  I  think  he  will  get  some  information 
on  it. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  That  is  all 
very  well.  It  is  for  us,  not  the  Library  Committee, 
to  be  satisfied  with  these  votes.  There  are  nine 
people  employed  in  the  library  including  a  general 
librarian  and  a  parliamentary  librarian.  What 
the  precise  distinction  is  I  am  not  advised  ;  it  may 
be  that  the  hon.  Minister  of  Justice,  who  has  a 
subtle  mind,  may  be  able  to  tell  me.  As  the  session 
does  not  on  the  average  occupy  more  than  four 
months,  during  which  the  officers  of  the  library  are 
fully  employed,  it  appears  to  me  that  there  is  no 
real  reason  why  this  work  should  not  be  done  by 
the  seven  regular  officers  under  the  superintendence 
of  the  two  chiefs.  I  do  not  know  very  much  as  to 
what  goes  on  when  the  House  is  not  in  session  ; 
but  I  do  not  think  that  these  gentlemen  are  very 
greatly  overworked  in  the  period  between  our 
rising  and  our  returning.  It  is  not  quite  enough 
to  say  that  the  chief  librarian  thinks  it  well  that 
they  should  get  extra  pay.  All  the  heads  of 
departments  are  human  beings,  and  do  not  like  to 
put  extra  work  on  their  employes,  I  suppose ;  and 
if  they  do,  they  are  amenable  to  persuasion,  and 
may  be  led  to  think  that  they  should  get  extra 
pay.  I  do  not  think  myself  that  there  is  work 
enough  given  those  people  to  entitle  them  to  draw 
a  matter  of  about  $>4,000,  first  and  last  for  this 
purpose. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  It  is  quite  a  mistake 
to  suppose  that  this  sum  is  to  be  distributed  among 
the  regular  staff.  On  the  contrary,  I  understand 
that,  in  the  opinion  of  the  librarian,  extra  help 
will  be  required.  The  work  cannot  be  distributed 
among  the  regular  staff  and  paid  for  extra  except 
in  violation  of  the  law.  The  Government,  in  bring¬ 
ing  down  the  Estimate,  relied  very  largely  on  the 
fact  that  the  library  is  administered  by  a  very 
careful  committee  consisting  of  members  of  both 
Houses,  and  I  presume  the  work  of  cataloguing 
will  be  carried  on  in  a  general  way,  on  such  principle 
as  they  approve.  The  Government  will  be  exceed¬ 
ingly  gratified  if  the  committee  can  find  a  way  to 
have  the  work  done  by  the  regular  staff  and  the 
money  saved,  which  we  propose  to  give  to  extra 
clerks,  only  in  case  they  are  found  necessary. 


For  the  General  Library. . .  .  $10,000 

For  the  Library  of  American  History.  1,000 

Contingencies  .  2,500 

Binding  newspapers,  Ac .  ....  2,000 

Preparing  and  reprinting  the  Catalo¬ 
gue  of  the  Library  of  American  His¬ 
tory . 1,508 


Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  Do  the  Government  pur¬ 
chase  any  books  now  outside  of  the  grant  for  the 
library  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  They  do  not. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  Is  it  in  the  power  of  the 
Library  Committee  to  purchase  any  special  book 
or  give  a  subsidy  or  grant  for  the  publication  of 
any  special  book  ?  The  reason  I  mention  this  is 
because  a  petition  was  submitted  to  the  Library 
Committee  by  Dr.  Kingsford,  last  year,  who  was 
publishing  a  history  of  Canada,  asking  that  his 
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literary  labours  be  recognized  by  the  purchase  of  a 
certain  number  of  his  books,  and  the  librarian  in¬ 
timated  that  the  amount  granted  by  Parliament, 
$10,000,  was  not  more  than  sufficient  for  the  pur¬ 
chase  of  books  actually  required. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  What  we  used  to  do 
was  to  purchase  books  occasionally  for  library  ex¬ 
changes  and  bring  down  a  special  vote  for  that. 
We  preferred  to  discontinue  that  course  three 
years  ago,  and  since  that  time  no  such  purchases 
have  been  made.  But  it  has  been  understood  that 
the  appropriation  of  $10,000  is  given  the  committee 
to  buy  the  books  required  for  the  library,  including 
books  for  exchange,  but  that  nothing  is  to  be  spent 
in  the  way  of  giving  subsidies  to  assist  in  the  pub¬ 
lication  of  any  work. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  suppose  it  is  understood  that 
this  grant  of  $10,000  is  to  be  expended  wholly  in 
the  purchase  of  books  and  is  not  to  be  encroached 
upon  for  any  other  purpose  connected  with  the 
library. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  It  cannot  be. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  It  might  be.  I  do  not  know 
whether  it  has  been  or  not.  I  can  see  in  the  Aud¬ 
itor  General's  Report  some  items  that  are  certainly 
not  for  the  purchase  of  books. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  There  is  the  item  for  contingen¬ 
cies. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  was  going  to  suggest  that, 
in  order  to  avoid  a  misapplication  of  any  portion  of 
the  money,  the  Auditor  General  should  separate 
the  expenditure  for  books  from  the  expenditure  for 
other  purposes.  At  present,  if  you  will  look  at 
the  report,  page  B-196,  you  will  see,  under  the 
title  of  “  Library  Grant  for  Books,”  the  names 
of  dealers,  and  then  there  are  some  items 
towards  the  bottom  that  may,  perhaps,  not  be  for 
the  purchase  of  books.  For  instance,  at  the  bot¬ 
tom  of  page  135  you  will  find  an  item  of  $1,400  for 
the  Queen’s  Printer,  and  other  items  amounting  to 
about  the  sum  of  $500.  It  might  be,  that,  deduct¬ 
ing  those,  there  would  still  remain  $10,000  actually 
expended  in  the  purchase  of  books  ;  but  to  prevent 
any  doubt,  a  separate  account  should  be  kept  of 
this  appropriation.  There  is  another  point  to 
which  I  would  call  attention.  The  librarian  does 
not  seem  to  think  it  necessary  to  purchase  any 
books  from  dealers  west  of  Ottawa  except  on  an 
odd  occasion,  and  I  doubt  if  he  can  always  buy  to 
the  best  advantage  in  Ottawa  and  Montreal. 

Mr.  KIRKPATRICK.  All  the  imported  books 
he  purchases  from  the  agent  in  London. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  If  he  does  so,  that  is  all  right, 
but  I  see  the  names  of  Canadian  merchants  in  the 
account,  and  among  these  there  are  none  of  Toronto 
merchants  to  speak  of. 

Mr.  SCRIVER.  This  $10,000  was  strictly 
appropriated  for  the  purchase  of  books  and  is 
strictly  so  used.  The  accounts  of  these  purchases 
are  submitted  to  the  auditor  of  the  committee.  I 
have  been  a  member  of  the  committee  for  years 
past,  and  have  carefully  examined  the  accounts, 
and  I  can  say  that  this  sum  is  devoted  strictly  to 
the  purchase  of  books.  With  regard  to  what  my 
hon.  friend  has  said,  the  largest  bills  are  from  pub¬ 
lishers  and  dealers  in  England  and  the  United 
States. 


Mr.  MULOCK.  Take  the  next  item,  $1,000  to 
the  Library  of  General  History,  and  turn  to  the 
Auditor  General’s  report,  B-197,  the  first  item  is 
for  salary,  $500. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  That  is  for  a  vote  below. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  My  previous  remarks  will 
apply  to  this  expenditure  as  well.  If  we  set  apart 
$1,000  for  the  purchase  of  books  of  American  his¬ 
tory,  the  Auditor  General  should  furnish  a  separate 
account  of  this  item  and  not  mix  it  up  with  other 
items,  such  as  salary  or  anything  else. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  will  look 
at  the  Auditor’s  Report  he  will  see  that  is  exactly 
what  has  been  done.  The  Auditor  General  has  in¬ 
dicated  every  one  separately.  First,  he  has  grouped 
the  library  salaries  together,  then  the  contingen¬ 
cies,  then  stationery,  and  then  the  library  grant 
for  books  under  which  appear  all  those  items  my 
hon.  friend  speaks  of. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Where  does  this  expenditure  of 
$1,000  appear. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  In  the  item  for  books,  included 
in  the  general  table  indicated  under  “  Grant  for 
Books.” 

Mr.  MULOCK.  There  is  another  item  of  a 
special  kind. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  It  is  only  a  part  of  an  item. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  If  it  is  intended  to  vote  $11,- 
000  to  the  Library  Committee  to  be  expended  mis¬ 
cellaneously  on  books,  it  should  be  so  stated,  but 
the  vote  is  $10,000  for  books  for  the  general  library 
and  $1 ,000  for  books  referring  to  American  history. 
If  there  is  anything  in  that,  the  account  should  be 
made  up  separately,  so  that  we  can  see  that  the 
vote  has  been  expended  in  that  way,  and  I  do  not 
find  that  in  the  Auditor  General’s  Report.  The 
only  thing  we  have  on  the  subject  is  at  page  B-197, 
and  the  first  item  is  “Salaries.” 

Printing,  printing  paper  and  binding. .  $70,000 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  How  is  this 
printing  paper  obtained  ?  Is  it  by  tender  or  by 
special  arrangement  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  It  is  by  contract,  as  was  ex, 
plained  last  year  in  the  Public  Accounts  Committee. 
The  large  item  is  the  Queen’s  Printer’s  account  for 
paper  and  printing. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  Under  this  heading  I 
would  ask  whether  the  Department  of  Printing  is 
now  in  a  satisfactory  condition  or  not.  Is  it  be, 
cause  they  are  unable  to  overtake  the  work  that 
the  departmental  reports  are  not  presented  to  the 
House  ?  I  have  heard  that  they  are  very  much 
behind  in  their  work,  and  that  the  work  costs  a 
great  deal  more  than  it  used  to  cost  when  we  let  it 
by  tender,  irrespective  of  the  interest  on  the  enor¬ 
mous  amount  we  have  expended  there  on  capital 
account,  which  we  may  count  as  dead  loss.  Is  there 
any  report  from  the  new  Superintendent  of  Print¬ 
ing  as  to  the  state  of  the  work  ?  I  think  we  should 
have  it  before  we  pass  this  large  amount. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  That  information  will  come  more 
properly  when  we  reach  the  vote  for  the  Bureau 
itself.  I  was  informed  to-night  by  the  Superinten¬ 
dent  that  the  departmental  reports  are  being 
hurried  as  much  as  they  can  be,  that  he  has  a  very 
large  staff  on,  and  that  the  difficulty  has  arisen 
because,  owing  to  the  late  sitting  of  Parliament, 
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the  departmental  reports  this  year  came  late  and  j 
all  at  the  same  time,  and  that  the  voters’  lists  also 
occupied  the  attention  of  the  staff.  So  far  as  I 
know,  the  Printing  Bureau  is  in  a  state  of  efficiency. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.  E.  I. )  I  would  ask  the  Minister 
of  Justice  whether  the  delay  in  the  printing  of  the 
Supreme  Court  Reports  is  owing  to  the  inability 
of  the  Bureau  to  get  them  out  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  think  it  is  owing  to 
the  pressure  of  other  work. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  How  long  does  the 
Minister  expect  we  will  be  without  those  reports? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  The  same  thing  used 
to  occur  with  the  contractors  at  this  season,  but  I 
think  the  pressure  of  the  parliamentary  work  will 
be  over  in  a  few  weeks.  At  all  events  I  shall  know 
in  a  day  or  so. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Has  any  account  been  prepared 
as  to  the  total  expenditure  on  the  Printing  Bureau, 
showing  whether  it  costs  more  or  less  than  the 
contract  system  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  think  this  is  hardly  the  proper 
item  under  which  to  enquire  into  the  cost  of  the 
Printing  Bureau. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  We  are  now  asked  to  vote 
170,000  for  printing,  and  I  think  wre  should  know 
what  is  the  least  expensive  way  of  having  this  ser¬ 
vice  performed  and  the  cost,  the  wear  and  tear,  the 
..depreciation  of  plant,  all  that  ought  to  be  taken 
int.q  consideration  in  order  to  find  out  whether  it 
.costs  less  or  more  to  get  our  printing  done  under 
the  present  system  than  it  did  under  the  old  system. 

Mr.  PATTERSON  (Huron).  I  will  look  into  the 
matter  and  bring  the  information  down  when  my 
own  estimates  are  before  the  committee. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Is  there  no 
more  detailed  account  of  the  expenditure  on  that 
item  than  is  to  be  found  on  page  B-197  of  the 
Aucliror  General’s  Report,  or  can  the  Minister  of 
Finance  give  us  any  further  statement  ?  What 
does  that  cover  exactly  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  It  covers  all  parliamentary 
printing  exeept  the  reports  of  departments.  It 
covers  Sessional  Papers,  Votes  and  Proceedings, 
and  all  documents  ordered  to  be  printed  by  the 
committee. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  I  understand  that  when 
the  votes  of  the  Department  of  the  Secretary  of 
State  are  being  passed,  he  will  be  able  to  make  a 
statement  to  the  House  by  wray  of  comparing  the 
cost  of  printing  under  the  present  arrangement, 
and  the  cost  when  we  let  it  out  by  contract. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  suppose  the  Secretary  of 
State  could  not  tell  us  whether  the  old  trouble 
between  union  and  non-union  labour  in  the  Bureau 
still  exists,  or  what  policy  has  been  adopted  in  that 
matter  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  There  has  been  no  trouble  since 
last  session  of  Parliament. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  suppose  the  Secretary  of 
State  could  not  answer  to-night  whether  union  or 
non-union  labour  is  employed  in  the  Bureau,  but 
when  we  come  to  discuss  his  department  perhaps 
he  will  be  able  to  give  that  information. 

Mr.  PATTERSON  (Huron.)  Yes. 

Mr.  Foster. 


Allowance  to  W.  Wallace,  ex-postmaster 
Victoria,  B.C .  $240 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  observe  that 
if  nothing  else  is  increasing  rapidly  in  this  country, 
the  general  superannuation  allowances  appear  to  be 
going  on  by  ieaps  and  bounds.  I  see  in  the  line 
below  in  our  estimates,  that  you  expect  to  pay 
$260,000  as  superannuation  in  the  year  shortly 
ensuing.  Now,  it  does  appear  to  me  that  lion, 
gentlemen  are  running  the  superannuation  business 
into  the  ground.  $260,000  a  year  for  superannua¬ 
tion  in  such  a  service  as  we  have,  in  a  country  like 
this,  is  a  sum  which  justly  excites  a  good  deal  of 
annoyance  and  a  good  deal  of  criticism  among  the 
taxpayers.  It  does  seem  to  me  that  if  we  go  on  at 
the  present  rate,  we  will  find  ourselves  shortly 
with  a  superannuation  list  of  three  or  four  hundred 
thousand  dollars.  .$20,000  in  a  single  year  is  a  very 
large  expected  increase. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  If  my  lion,  friend  will  take  the 
table  of  allowances  from  year  to  year,  he  will  find 
that  in  the  last  two  or  three  years  superannuations 
have  not  been  very  numerous,  and  in  every  case 
they  have  taken  place  for  good  cause,  on  account  of 
age,  or  to  secure  greater  efficiency  and  economy. 
He  will  find  also  that  the  practice  of  adding  time 
has  been  almost  entirety  done  away  with.  For  the 
last  three  years  the  practice  has  been  not  to  add 
time  except  in  certain  cases  where  services  have 
been  of  unusual  character,  and  have  been  rendered 
by  persons  of  large  technical  or  other  qualifications, 
and  of  long  service.  The  vote  which  is  asked  for  is 
only  a  forecast,  more  a  guess  than  anything  else. 
I  imagine  that  the  Civil  Service  Commission  which 
is  about  ending  its  labours,-  will  have  something  to 
say  about  superannuation,  and  it  may  be  that  they 
may  make  some  recommendations  which  will  benefit 
this  branch  of  the  service. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.  E.  I. )  I  observe  that  payments 
are  increasing,  as  was  to  be  expected  under  the 
Act,  having  been  in  1874-5  $101,000,  they  have 
gone  on  until  they  have  now  reached  $240,000.  I 
want  to  remark  that  the  receipts  do  not  at  all  in¬ 
crease  in  the  proportion  we  would  expect.  In 
1870-71  we  received  for  the  superannuation  fund, 
$53,000,  and  the  next  year  $54,000,  and  in  those 
years  we  paid  out  a  very  small  sum,  less  than  we 
received,  if  I  mistake  not.  In  1890-91  we  received 
$62,000,  that  is  an  increase  of  some  $9,000  during 
all  these  years,  whereas,  the  payments  have  in¬ 
creased  out  of  all  proportion.  Probably  the  great 
evil  underlying  the  superannuation  policy  is  that 
we  do  not  exact  sufficient  percentage  year  by  year 
from  those  who  are  entitled  to  come  on  the  fund. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  It  is  the  same  percentage. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  It  is  worthy  of  consider¬ 
ation  whether  the  percentage  is  now  sufficient.  In 
view  of  the  large  amount  required,  $260,000,  we 
should  consider  whether  the  percentage  should  not 
be  increased.  Do  I  understand  that  the  Civil  Ser¬ 
vice  Commission  has  been  considering  this  matter 
and  will  make  a  report  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  cannot  say  definitely  what 
they  will  report  upon.  '  I  think  we  may  assume 
they  may. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  Have  they  been  asked 
to  report  ixpon  it. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Their  instructions  cover  it. 
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Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E. I. )  The  hon.  gentleman  does 
not  knowr  whether  the}T  have  considered  it. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  do  not  know  what  they  have 
(considered. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.  E.  I.)  It  seems  in  face  of  the 
facts,  that  the  receipts  are  $62,000  as  against  $260,- 
000  expended,  that  our  receipts  are  not  as  large  as 
they  should  be. 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  Originally  the  percentage  was 
larger.  When  the  law  was  first  passed  it  was, 
if  my  memory  serves  me,  4  per  cent,  and  then  it 
was  reduced  to  2  per  cent. 

Mr.  DA VI ES  ( P.  E.  I. )  W hy  ? 

Mr,  BOWELL.  It  was  thought  to  be  too  great 
a  tax  on  the  employes,  and  it  was  thought  that  2 
per  cent  would  be  sufficient.  It  is  difficult  to  arrive 
at  a  definite  conclusion  and  to  form  a  correct 
idea  by  looking  at  the  figures.  It  would  be  im¬ 
possible  to  come  to  a  correct  conclusion,  unless  you 
had  the  names  of  all  the  parties  who  have  been 
superannuated,  also  information  as  to  whether  the 
offices  were  filled  and  the  amount  of  salaries  of 
the  new  appointees.  Suppose  you  superannuate  a 
man  receiving  $2,000.  A  promotion  may  take 
place,  or  a  new  appointment  made  at  a  salary  of 
$600  per  annum.  In  such  a  case  the  new  officer 
would  only  pay  a  percentage  on  $600  instead 
of  $2,000,  which  would  have  been  continued 
to  have  been  paid  if  the  superannuated  officer  had 
continued  in  the  service.  It  is  difficult,  I  repeat, 
to  arrive  at  correct  conclusions  as  to  whether  the 
-country  really  loses  or  profits  by  this  system  of 
superannuation.  Unless  you  had  full  particulars 
you  could  not  by  any  possibility  come  to  a  correct 
.conclusion  on  the  matter. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E. I.)  I  would  not  assume  that 
my  opinion  was  worth  a  great  deal,  for  I  have  not 
sufficiently  studied  the  question.  In  reading  the 
Public  Accounts  I  find  that  we  received  $53,000  or 
$54,000  and  it  dropped  to  $34,000.  Evidently  some 
change  was  made.  When  I  desire  to  ascertain  the 
cause  it  appears  very  clear,  because  when  $53,000 
were  received  for  1871-72  the  expenditure  was 
:$38,000.  Those  who  were  paying  the  fees  com¬ 
plained  that  they  were  paying  more  than  they 
should  do.  When  we  reduced  the  fees  we  exacted 
$34,000  in  1872-73  and  $36,000  in  1873-74.  In 
those  years  we  paid  out  $64,000  and  $77,000  res¬ 
pectively.  The  expenditure  has  since  increased 
and  the  receipts  have  remained  stationary. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  We  must  be  superannuating  a 
high  class  of  officers. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E. I.)  It  is  worth  considering 
whether,  if  we  have  made  a  reduction  in  the  per¬ 
centage  charged  years  ago,  whether  it  is  not  now 
desirable  under  different  circumstances  to  increase 
the  percentage. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  The  remark  of  the  Minister  of 
Finance  is  literally  true.  Some  superannuations 
have  taken  place  in  the  Customs  Department  in 
Montreal  with  salaries  running  from  $1,600  to 
$2,000.  The  total  amount  of  such  salaries  received 
was  between  $10,000  and  $15,000.  They  were 
superannuated  on  the  basis  of  the  salaries  received 
three  years  previous.  In  no  case  has  any  officer 
been  appointed  to  succeed  at  the  same  salary.  The 
sum  paid  is  debited  to  the  superannuation  fund, 


but  really  a  large  sum  has  l>een  saved  to  the  country 
by  the  reductions  which  have  been  made. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  It  is  quite  evident  that 
under  the  operation  of  the  Act  a  very  large  amount 
lias  been  added  to  the  drain  on  the  resources  of  the 
country.  I  was  glad  to  hear  the  Minister  of  Inland 
Revenue  say  a  few  weeks  ago  when  he  attempted 
to  defend  the  use  made  of  this  particular  Act,  that 
he  believed  that  the  Government  would  take  up 
this  whole  question.  It  is  about  time  they  did, 
I  have  here  the  return  the  Minister  of  Finance  laid 
on  the  Table  of  the  House.  It  appears  there  were 
retired  during  last  year  66  officers.  Last  year  the 
number  was  54.  The  number  of  superannuations 
appears  to  vary  from  60  to  65,  but  this  year  it  was 
66.  We  have  at  present  on  the  list  513,  on  June  30, 
1891.  The  average  allowance  is  $480  ;  the  gross 
sum  paid  last  year  was  $241,410.  It  is  clear  that 
many  men  have  been  retired  at  an  earlier  period  of 
life  than  is  considered  necessary.  They  have  been 
retired  at  59  and  at  49.  There  has  been  a  large 
increase  in  the  Post  Office  Department  and  the  Cus¬ 
toms  Department,  no  less  than  20  superannuations 
having  taken  place  in  the  latter.  If  a  Minister  can 
remove  men  under  the  Superannuation  Act  who 
have  been  drawing  salaries  of  $3,000,  and  those 
positions  remain  unfilled  for  considerable  period, 
why  need  they  be  filled  at  all  ?  In  the  Customs 
Department  there  are  no  less  than  10  vacancies, 
owing  to  the  operation  of  this  Act.  Many  officers 
have  been  removed  and  superannuated,  and  their 
places  have  not  been  filled  by  any  appointees.  It 
is  a  clear  proof  that  there  are  any  number  of  men 
in  the  several  departments  who  should  not  be  there. 
If  we  can  in  one  year  superannuate  ten  men  and 
leave  their  places  vacant,  and  still  I  presume  the 
business  of  the  country  is  being  attended  to. 

Mr.  BOWERS.  I  find  that  one  man  in  Victoria, 
B.C.,  was  superannuated  at  $240  a  year  when  he 
was  34  years  of  age,  and  another  man  born  in  1853, 
D.  B.  Gordon,  of  Ottawa,  was  superannuated  in 
1888,  getting  $255  a  year. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  The  Minister  of  Customs 
stated,  I  understand,  that  when  persons  were 
appointed  to  fill  vacancies  caused  by  superannua¬ 
tion  of  officers,  they  received  less  salaries  than  the 
persons  superannuated.  I  notice  that  a  Mr. 
Labonte  was  retired  last  year,  and  that  the  person 
appointed  to  his  place  received  the  same  salary, 
namely,  $600. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  The  hon.  gentleman  was  not 
paying  attention  to  what  I  said.  I  said  nothing 
of  the  kind.  I  said  that  there  were  many  cases  in 
which  superannuation  had  taken  place,  and  where 
the  positions  were  not  filled,  and  I  also  stated  that 
in  many  cases  promotions  had  been  made  in  which 
a  smaller  salary  had  been  given  to  the  person  pro¬ 
moted.  Where  a  man  receiving  five  or  six  hun¬ 
dred  dollars  a  year  is  superannuated,  the  person 
filling  his  place  is  likely  to  receive  the  same  salary, 
because  in  cities  like  Montreal  and  Toronto,  it  is 
impossible  to  get  men  to  work  for  a  less  salary,  and 
if  they  did  they  could  not  live  on  it. 

Mr.  WILSON  (Lennox).  I  think  it  is  time  that 
the  Government  should  take  this  matter  seriously 
into  consideration.  There  is  a  very  large  amount 
of  money  paid  out  every  year  for  superannua¬ 
tion,  and  if  it  cannot  be  curtailed  in  reference  to 
the  parties  now  in  office,  I  think  it  should  be  so 
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arranged  that  persons  coming  into  the  service 
should  not  be  a  burden  on  the  public  funds  when 
they  retire.  I  find  that  during  the  last  10  years 
$1,492,984  were  taken  out  of  the  public  treasury 
for  this  superannuation  fund.  1  believe  that  the 
feeling  in  the  country  is  very  strongly  against  this, 
and  my  own  feeling  is  that  it  ought  not  to  be  con¬ 
tinued.  It  may  be  true  that  persons  now  in  the 
service  have  vested  interests  which  we  cannot 
ignore,  but  I  think  that  the  Government  should 
make  an  arrangement  with  persons  entering  the 
service  in  the  future  so  that  they  would  not  be¬ 
come  a  burden  on  the  public  treasury  when  they 
leave  office.  I  hope  that  this  will  receive  the 
serious  consideration  of  the  Government,  and  that 
they  will  be  able  to  propound  some  scheme  which 
will  overcome  this  difficulty  with  reference  to 
parties  appointed  hereafter,  if  not  to  those  at  pre¬ 
sent  engaged. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  think  the  present  scheme  is 
not  a  sound  one  and  I  would  venture  to  suggest 
one  that  I  think  would  meet  the  case.  I  have  done 
so  before  without  producing  any  results,  I  am 
sorry  to  say.  If  there  is  a  certain  salary  attached 
to  an  office  I  believe  that  the  man  appointed  to 
that  office  should  have  a  certain  amount  retained 
out  of  his  salary,  whatever  proportion  of  his  salary 
is  deemed  right,  and  that  this  should  be  funded  for 
him,  allowing  him  a  certain  rate  of  interest  upon 
it  and  when  he  leaves  office  he  could  draw  the 
money  with  interest. 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  And  if  he  dies? 

Mr.  MULOCK.  It  would  belong  to  his  estate. 
That  is  a  system  we  have  recently  adopted  in 
Toronto  in  connection  witli  an  institution  in  which 
I  take  some  interest,  and  I  think  it  is  going  to 
give  satisfaction.  If  you  look  at  this  list  of  super¬ 
annuations  you  will  find  that  men  appointed  at 
various  ages,  some  well  up  in  years,  have  only 
served  a  few  years  and  are  then  pensioned  off  for 
life.  I  would  like  to  know  is  there  any  system 
by  which  a  person  entering  office  is  required  to 
have  a  medical  certificate  to  show  that  he  is  in 
good  health  ? 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  We  have  to  have  a  doctor’s 
certificate  now  before  the  recommendation  passes 
the  Treasury  Board. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  When  one  looks  over  this  list 
it  is  surprising  to  find  how  soon  some  of  these  offi¬ 
cers  are  incapacitated  through  ill-health.  I  do  not 
think  you  will  ever  get  the  present  system  to  work 
properly,  because  a  man  may  succeed  in  getting  a 
certificate  which  would  warrant  you  in  appointing 
him,  but  when  he  wants  to  retire  he  can  easily 
make  out  that  it  is  in  the  interest  of  the  public  ser¬ 
vice  that  he  should  retire,  and  that  he  is  not  in 
good  health.  There  always  will  be  what  I  may 
call  fraud  in  this  connection.  We  have,  year  after- 
year,  an  increasing  army  of  annuitants,  and  there 
is  one  sound  way  of  preventing  these  frauds,  and 
that  is  to  deduct  from  the  salary  each  year  the 
amount  we  propose  to  surrender  him  when  he  with¬ 
draws  from  the  service. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  It  is  stated  here  that  Mr. 
James  Cowan,  official  referee,  was  superannuated 
last  year,  and  that  he  was  twenty-two  years  in 
the  service.  I  think  that  can  hardly  be  correct.  I 
would  like  to  know  if  there  was  any  time  added  to 
Mr.  Cowan’s  service  ? 

Mr.  Wilson  (Lennox). 


Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  There  was  no  time 
added  ;  that  is  his  actual  service. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I. )  I  would  like  to  ask  whe¬ 
ther  in  view  of  the  large  discrepancy  between 
receipts  and  expenditures,  of  $200,000,  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  does  not  think  it  would  be  fair  and  just 
to  make  such  an  amendment  to  the  law  as  would 
provide  fora  large  increase  in  the  receipts  ?  Ido 
not  mean  to  say,  of  course,  it  would  be  possible  to 
make  receipts  and  expenditures  equal,  but  the 
discrepancy  is  too  large  and  the  public  will  not  be 
satisfied  if  it  continues  so  in  the  future.  The  expres¬ 
sion  of  the  hon.  member  from  Lennox  (Mr.  Wilson) 
shows  that  this  dissatisfaction  is  not  confined  to 
one  side  of  the  House  alone,  but  is  spreading  every¬ 
where. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  do  not  think  I  can  say  that  the 
Government  can  undertake  to  proceed  in  any 
certain  way  as  to  adopting  another  scheme  or  as  to 
heightening  the  percentage  that  may  be  paid.  But 
this  much  I  will  say,  that  the  Government  expect 
that  the  Civil  Service  Commission  will  have  taken 
this  matter  up,  and  will  make  a  report  upon  it ; 
and  they  intend  very  carefully  to  consider  the 
whole  question  in  the  light  of  that  report.  There 
is  plenty  of  good  ground  for  difference  of  opinion 
with  reference  to  the  superannuation  system.  I 
think  a  great  many  arguments  can  be  adduced  in 
favour  of  it,  in  the  line  of  real  economy  ;  but  there 
is  no  use  of  our  going  into  that  to-night.  It  is  a 
question  which,  from  the  magnitude  it  has  assumed 
and  seems  likely  to  assume  in  the  future,  requires 
the  attention  of  Parliament,  and  it  will  receive  the 
attention  of  the  Government  and  afterwards  the 
attention  of  Parliament,  when  the  Civil  Service 
Commission  shall  have  finished  their  labours  and 
made  their  report. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  The  hon. 
gentleman  will  observe  one  thing,  that  this  super¬ 
annuation  allowance  has  assumed  a  very  serious 
aspect,  in  view  of  the  practice  which  we  have 
adopted,  differing  from  that  of  the  English  ser¬ 
vice,  in  allowing  the  average  of  the  salaries  to  be¬ 
come  very  large.  In  some  of  the  departments  at 
headquarters,  every  employe  will  average  $1,200  or 
$1,300  a  year.  In  other  countries  that  is  not  per¬ 
mitted.  They  have  a  superannuation  like  ours, 
but  they  do  not  allow  men  to  be  promoted  by 
seniority  as  we  do,  and  do  not  allow  the  average 
salaries  to  run  up  as  we  do.  I  have  no  doubt,  con¬ 
sidering  the  men  who  have  become  qualified  for 
superannuation  during  the  last  few  years,  that  in 
the  course  of  four  or  five  years,  we  shall  have  a 
superannuation  allowance  of  $400,000  or  $500,000, 
and  I  am  perfectly  certain  that  the  whole  super¬ 
annuation  system  will  be  in  a  very  great  peril  when 
that  time  arrives.  There  is  a  great  deal  of  feeling, 
and  not  unjustifiable  feeling,  on  this  account 
throughout  the  country  ;  and  if  no  alteration  is 
made  in  the  system,  I  doubt  very  much  if  you  will 
be  able  to  retain  it,  although  its  abolition  would 
entail  a  great  deal  of  hardship  upon  many  civil 
servants.  It  woidd  be  better  for  the  Government 
to  take  the  matter  up  now  than  to  be  compelled  to 
deal  with  it  in  obedience  to  a  great  popular  out¬ 
burst  which  might  sweep  away  the  whole  system. 

Mr.  WATSON.  In  my  opinion,  as  well  as  in 
the  opinion  of  many  people  in  the  country,  the 
superannuation  system  is  a  fraud  on  the  public, 
and  ought  to  be  abolished  altogether.  Why 
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should  not  the  civil  servants  lay  up  for  themselves 
like  ordinary  people.  A  great  many  men  are  super¬ 
annuated  who  are  afterwards  able  to  occupy  posi¬ 
tions  in  active  business.  I  have  in  my  mind  some 
superannuated  men  who  are  occupying  some  of  the 
best  positions  in  commercial  life  in  Canada.  The 
system  is  simply  used  by  the  Government  as  a  means 
by  which  they  can  get  rid  of  officers  for  the  sake  of 
appointing  their  friends  to  the  positions  they  occupy. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  You  cannot  prove  that  from  the 
records  brought  down. 

Mr.  WATSON.  I  think  it  can  be  proved.  We 
had  such  a  case  in  the  Province  of  Manitoba,  that 
of  Mr.  McMicken,  who  was  superannuated  on  a 
large  allowance,  I  think  .$1,500  a  year,  and  who 
was  afterwards  Speaker  of  the  Local  Legislature. 
He  lived  for  15  years  after  he  was  superannuated  ; 
he  only  died  a  year  ago.  When  he  was  superannu¬ 
ated  he  was  a  healthy,  robust  man. 

Mr.  BOW  ELL.  Was  his  office  filled  by  another  ? 

Mr.  WATSON.  I  do  not  care  whether  it  was 
or  not.  If  he  was  not  required  in  the  service  he 
should  have  been  discharged  and  paid  his  salary  up 
to  date.  The  Government  are  treating  the  civil 
servants  as  a  lot  of  wards,  like  the  Indians  who 
cannot  take  care  of  themselves.  It  is  suggested  by 
my  hon.  friend  that  the  Government  should  retain 
a  portion  of  their  salary  because  they  cannot  take 
care  of  it  themselves.  I  believe  they  are  all  intel¬ 
ligent  men,  and  why  should  they  not  be  given  their 
pay  and  be  expected  to  save  for  themselves  like  the 
rest  of  us  in  this  Canada  of  ours  ?  The  whole  sys¬ 
tem  is  a  fraud,  and  I  think  that  the  Government 
ought,  in  the  future,  at  any  rate,  to  use  every 
means  possible  to  curtail  this  expenditure  which  is 
growing  every  year. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  The  Minister  of  Finance 
challenged  the  statement  of  the  hon.  member  for 
Marquette,  that  the  superannuation  system  was 
used  for  the  purpose  of  removing  one  man  in  order 
to  give  another  man  his  place.  I  would  call  the 
Finance  Minister’s  attention  to  the  very  vote  before 
us,  $250  for  Mr.  Wallace.  Mr.  Wallace  was  the 
postmaster  of  Victoria.  But  it  was  necessary  to 
find  a  resting  place  for  Mr.  Shakespeare,  an  ex- 
member  of  this  House,  and  in  order  to  do  that  the 
Government  superannuated  Mr.  Wallace,  giving 
him  the  full  allowance  he  was  entitled  to.  He 
kicked  vigorously,  however,  not  being  disposed  to 
give  up  the  position,  and  it  appears  that  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  pledged  themselves  that  each  year  they 
would  bring  in  a  vote  of  this  kind  to  supplement 
his  allowance,  while  Mr.  Shakespeare  is  postmaster, 
receiving  the  salary  of  $2,000  which  was  formerly 
given  to  Mr.  Wallace.  And  yet  the  Finance  Min¬ 
ister  has  the  face  to  say  that  the  records  do  not 
prove  the  statement  of  the  hon.  member  for  Mar¬ 
quette. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Neither  they  do. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  This  case  of  Mr.  Wallace  is 
an  instance,  and  I  will  give  anothe/*.  Here  is  the 
case  of  the  postmaster  of  Montreal,  who  was  draw¬ 
ing  $4,000  a  year.  He  had  served  sixteen  years  and 
a  half,  and  the  Government  added  eight  years  and 
a  half  to  his  time  of  service,  placed  him  on  the 
superannuation  list  last  year,  giving  him  an  allow¬ 
ance  of  $2,000  a  year,  and  appointed  a  new  man  in 
his  place  at  $4,000  a  year.  I  would  like  to  know 
if  that  is  not  using  the  superannuation  system  for 
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the  purpose  of  retiring  one  man  to  make  room  for 
another.  The  system  has  been  abused  all  around, 
and  the  record  does  prove  the  statement  my  hon. 
friend  lias  made.  There  is  another  case.  The 
postmaster  at  Toronto  was  removed  in  the  same 
way.  It  is  high  time  this  system  was  abolished. 
I  do  not  believe  that  the  civil  servants  themselves 
are  in  favour  of  it.  I  believe  they  would  prefer, 
with  the  opportunities  they  now  have  of  insuring 
their  lives  at  a  very  moderate  sum  yearly,  to  have 
the  system  abolished.  The  system  has  been  abused 
to  this  extent  that  the  civil  servants  find  themselves 
liable  to  be  called  on  at  any  time  to  step  down 
and  out  ;  and  if  they  do  not  do  it  quietly,  they 
will  have  to  be  forced  to  do  it.  They  will  be 
forced  to  apply  for  superannuation,  under  a 
medical  certificate  that  they  suffer  from  some 
peculiar  disease  in  their  toe  or  finger  or  head,  so 
as  to  comply  with  the  formal  statute  and  enable 
the  Government  to  retire  them  and  appoint  some 
one  in  their  place.  The  fact  that  we  have  on  the 
list  513  men  costing  us  an  annual  outlay  of  $241 ,000 
clearly  proves  my  assertion.  The  Hon.  Mr.  Blake, 
When  he  had  a  seat  in  this  House,  brought  in 
a  resolution  to  abolish  the  whole  system,  and 
proposed  that  5  per  cent,  or  2^  per  cent  should 
be  deducted  from  the  salaries  and  placed  to 
the  credit  of  the  civil  servants,  bearing  interest 
half  yearly.  Then,  when  they  had  to  withdraw 
from  the  service,  that  money  would  be  paid  to  them 
or  their  legal  heirs,  with  accumulated  interest. 
Until  then,  the  money  would  be  kept  by  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  as  a  guarantee  of  good  faith  and  of  good 
service.  I  hope  the  Civil  Service  Commission  will 
bring  in  a  recommendation  to  abolish  this  system, 
and  in  so  doing  they  will  have  the  support  of  the 
country.  I  fancy  we  are  now  losing  under  it  in 
the  neighbourhood  of  $170,000,  which  is  a  net  loss, 
after  deducting  the  amount  the  officials  have  to 
contribute.  In  connection  with  the  Customs  De¬ 
partment,  I  notice  that  Mr.  Purcell  was  superan¬ 
nuated  last  year,  and  now  gets  $1,220  a  year  as  sup¬ 
erannuation  allowance  on  a  salary  of  $1,600  a  year, 
and  his  position  has  not  been  filled.  I  would  like 
to  know  if  it  is  intended  to  leave  the  position  still 
unfilled,  or  whether  it  is  the  intention  of  the  Gov 
eminent  to  replace  him. 

Mr.  WATSON.  The  Minister  of  Militia  said 
that  some  of  these  men  were  superannuated  on 
account  of  their  positions  being  abolished.  There 
is  one  case  which  stands  out  more  prominent  than 
any  other,  and  that  is  the  case  of  Mr.  Travis,  form¬ 
erly  stipendiary  magistrate  of  the  North-West  Ter¬ 
ritories,  who,  after  having  served  one  year  and  a 
half  and  proved  himself  eminently  unfitted  for  the 
position,  had  ten  years  added  to  his  time  and  was 
given  a  pension  of  $750  a  year.  Mr.  Travis  was 
well  known  to  gentlemen  on  the  Treasury  benches 
from  the  eastern  provinces,  it  was  a  mistake  to 
appoint  him,  as  he  was  not  fitted  for  the  office,  and 
because  the  Government  made  a  mistake  they  com¬ 
pensated  Mr.  Travis  for  it  by  allowing  him  $750  a 
year  for  the  rest  of  his  life.  I  could  mention  sev¬ 
eral  othei*  cases  where  men  have  been  retired  who 
are  quite  capable  of  performing  their  work  for  an¬ 
other  10  or  20  years. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL.  My  opinion  agrees  with  that 
expressed  by  the  hon.  member  for  Lennox.  I 
think  the  time  has  come  when  the  Government 
should  consider  the  question  of  doing  away  with 
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superannuation  altogether,  so  far  as  new  men  en¬ 
tering  the  service  are  concerned,  for  of  course  the 
old  men,  who  have  been  in  it  for  years,  have  vest¬ 
ed  rights  we  ought  not  to  disturb.  YY  ith  the  new 
men,  however,  arrangements  should  be  made  that 
in  their  case  no  superannuation  will  be  allowed, 
and  then  in  a  few  years  we  would  get  rid  of  the 
wretched  burden  altogether.  I .  do  not  see  an 
object  at  all  in  carrying  out  this  system.  It  is 
not  done  by  any  business  corporation,  and 
it  is  not  a  business  transaction.  If  you  pay  a 
man  $3,000  or  $4,000,  surely  you  can  let  him 
take  care  of  himself  and  invest  his  own  money, 
which  he  can  do  better  than  the  Government  can. 
The  idea  of  the  Government  retaining  5,  10  or  2^ 
per  cent  is  childish.  Every  civil  servant  can  take 
care  of  his  wages  better  than  any  one  else  can,  and 
besides  that  we  have  insurance  companies,  who  will 
insure  the  lives  of  any  one  at  a  small  rate,  being 
organized  specially  for  that  purpose.  I  do  not  think 
that  the  Government  should  go  into  the  life  insur¬ 
ance  business  at  all.  There  has  been  great  abuses 
in  this  system.  In  fact  since  the  Auditor  General’s 
Report  came  down  $20,000  have  been  added  to  the 
burdens  of  the  people.  In  some  particular  cases 
the  system  has  been  more  abused  than  in  others. 

I  saw  a  certain  gentleman  I  could  name,  in  my 
county,  when  the  bye-election  was  held,  actively 
promoting  the  interests  of  the  Government  candi¬ 
date.  That  gentleman,  I  believe,  is  an  ex-judge. 
He  never  paid  a  single  farthing  into  the  superannu¬ 
ation  fund  though  he  enjoyed  a  good  salary,  yet 
now  he  draws  $1,600  a  year  from  the  Government 
and  is  also  solicitor  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail¬ 
way,  for  which  he  gets  a  salary  of  $15,000  a  year. 
Hoes  it  not  appear  to  be  absurd  that  a  man  who  can 
earn  $15,000  a  year  should  have  an  allowance  thus 
saddled  on  the  people  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  How  many  years  did 
the  hon.  gentleman  say  he  served  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL.  He  is  comparatively  young, 
and  I  do  not  remember  how  many  years  he  was 
judge. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  He  only  served  25 
years  as  a  judge.  . 

Mr.  CAMPBELL.  Was  he  not  paid  sufficiently 
for  the  services  he  performed  as  judge  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  Half  the  payment 
was  statutory  provision,  the  statute  stating  that 
when  he  served  25  years  he  should  get  a  retiring  al¬ 
lowance,  and  he  was  paid  a  small  salary  on  that 
account. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL.  I  do  not  think  that  should 
be  allowed  to  exist  any  longer.  Of  course  those 
who  have  entered  the  service  under  the  old  law 
there  may  be  a  difficulty  to  get  rid  of,  but  I 
think  the  law  should  be  changed  so  that  those  who 
are  now  in  the  service  should  not  expect  any  sup¬ 
erannuation  allowance  at  all.  I  think  the  case  of 
our  judges  is  worse  than  any  other.  All  our  civil 
servants  have  paid  into  the  superannuation  fund, 
but  the  judges  do  not  pay  in  a  farthing,  and  yet 
they  are  all  paid  a  retiring  allowance  of  t^o-thirds 
of  their  salary.  Some  system  should  be  adopted 
by  which  gradually,  in  a  few  years,  we  might  get 
rid  of  the  heavy  burdens  now  placed  on  the  people 
of  the  country. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  The  Minister  of  Justice  very 
abruptly  challenged  the  statement  of  my  hon. 
Mr.  Campbell. 


friend  as  to  the  length  of  service  of  Judge  Clarke. 

I  see  here  a  retiring  allowance  of  $720  to  J.  Travis. 

I  would  ask  the  Minister  how  many  years  he  was 
in  the  service  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  do  not  know  how 
many  years  he  was  in  the  service.  I  do  not  re¬ 
member,  but  I  can  tell  the  hon.  gentleman  that  he 
left  the  service  because  his  office  was  abolished, 
and  the  statute  under  wdiich  he  was  appointed 
provided  that,  if  the  office  was  abolished,  he  should 
have  a  superannuation  allowance  based  not  only  on 
the  length  of  his  actual  service  but  with  ten  years 
added. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  He  was  from  one  and  a  half  to 
two  years  in  the  service,  and  yet  he  gets  a  super¬ 
annuation  allowance.  According  to  the  statute,  as 
I  understand  it,  it  is  necessary  for  men  to  serve  10 
years  to  entitle  them  to  a  superannuation  allow¬ 
ance,  or  they  have  to  get  a  number  of  years  added. 
In  this  case  there  must  have  been  eight  years 
added,  because  I  suppose  there  was  no  special  Act 
passed  to  put  Mr.  Travis  on  the  superannuation  list. 
That  is  one  case  in  which  I  think  the  Act  has  been 
abused  in  order  to  give  a  friend  of  the  Government 
an  easy  competence  for  the  rest  of  his  life. 

Mr.  McGREGOR.  There  was  another  reason 
why  Mr.  Travis  was  superannuated.  He  was  sent 
to  the  North-West  as  a  judge,  but  he  was  more 
fitted  for  a  lunatic  as3dum.  I  was  in  the  district  at 
that  time,  and  the  actions  of  that  man  should 
have  sent  him  to  an  asylum  instead  of  putting  him 
on  the  superannuation  list.  He  walked  up  and 
down  the  streets  of  Calgary  as  if  he  owned  the 
town.  He  said  :  “  Take  that  man  and  put  him  in 
prison,”  and  to  prison  he  went  ;  and  to  superan¬ 
nuate  such  a  man  was  not  only  doing  a  wrong  to 
the  country,  but  the  parties  who  appointed  him 
should  be  charged  with  wrong-doing  in  making  the 
appointment.  The  only  three  cases  of  super¬ 
annuation  that  I  remember  in  our  county  were  the 
cases  of  able-bodied  men.  There  was  William 
Bartlett,  who  was  appointed  in  1874,  and,  after  14 
years’  service,  being  as  healthy  and  strong  a  man  as 
any  one  in  this  House  to-day,  he  was  superannuated. 
He  was  a  Reformer  and  had  to  make  way  for  some¬ 
one  else.  Then  there  was  Mr.  Robert  Elliott,  who 
was  superannuated  after  a  short  time  and  is  getting 
$600  a  year  now.  And  there  was  Mr.  Charles  G. 
Fortier,  who  had  charge  of  the  customs  office  at 
Hamilton,  and  he  was  superannuated  in  the  prime 
of  life.  He  has  since  died  of  la  grippe,  but  up  to 
that  time,  up  to  within  a  few  days  of  his  death,  he 
was  as  strong  as  any  man  in  this  House  or  in  the 
service.  I  have  no  reason  to  find  fault  if  some 
good  system  is  adopted,  but,  with  the  present 
methods  of  insurance  and  with  the  present  means 
of  saving  money,  there  is  no  reason  why  these  men 
should  not  prepare  for  old  age  as  the  rest  of  us 
have  to  do. 

Mr.  GILLMOR.  It  is  the  first  time  I  have 
heard  that  Judge  Travis  was  insane.  I  have  known 
that  old  gentleman  for  30  or  40  years,  and  I  have 
never  thought  him  a  crazy  man.  He  is  now 
engaged  in  literary  work,  writing  on  questions  of 
law,  and  he  is  an  able  man,  an  able  lawyer.  He 
had  no  desire  to  be  superannuated.  He  made 
great  complaints  at  being  superannuated.  He 
thought  great  injustice  was  done  to  him  in  that. 
I  have  seen  him  here  two  or  three  times  since  he 
was  superannuated.  I  see  some  gentlemen  here 
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who  knew  him  when  he  was  practising  his  profes¬ 
sion  in  the  city  of  St  John.  He  is  a  man  of  sound 
mind.  I  cannot  judge  of  his  ability,  but  he  must 
have  been  a  man  of  ability  to  be  appointed  to  that 
position.  I  have  heard  him  called  an  able  lawyer, 
and  I  think  he  ought  not  to  have  been  superan¬ 
nuated.  I  read  the  report  of  the  investigation 
into  his  conduct  in  the  North-West,  and  1  do  not 
think  he  should  have  been  discharged.  I  think  he 
was  sat  upon  by  a  set  of  men  who  were  determined 
to  disregard  the  law,  and  that  he  was  in  the  right 
and  they  were  in  the  wrong. 

Mr.  McGREGOR.  I  do  not  desire  to  do  the 
gentleman  any  injustice.  The  change  of  air  may  have 
had  some  effect  upon  him,  but  I  was  present  in  the 
court  when  he  was  impeached  for  his  actions  in 
that  country,  and  the  question  was  brought  before 
one  of  the  best  judges  of  the  North-West.  Sir 
Donald  A.  Smith  will  tell  you  that  Judge  Taylor, 
the  judge  he  was  tried  before,  was  an  impartial 
judge,  a  gentleman  of  great  ability,  and  he  found 
Mr.  Travis  wanting,  in  so  much  that  it  was  recom¬ 
mended  that  he  should  be  superannuated  or  taken 
off  the  bench.  I  have  no  grudge  against  the  gentle¬ 
man.  He  never  did  me  any  harm  whatever.  I 
should  be  sorry  to  do  him  any  injustice,  but,  when 
he  was  in  the  North-West,  if  I  were  upon  oath,  I 
would  say  he  was  out  of  his  mind.  I  am  glad  to 
hear  he  is  better. 

Mr.  SEMPLE.  If  there  is  one  thing  which 
should  be  remedied,  it  is  the  superannuation  or 
pensioning  of  civil  servants.  We  know  that 
many  are  pensioners  on  the  public  bounty.  Nearly 
a  quarter  of  a  million  is  set  apart  in  the  Estimates 
for  that  purpose  every  year.  The  number  of  such 
pensioners  is  increasing.  It  is  not  pretended  by 
any  means  that  they  do  not  receive  sufficient 
salary,  because  they  all  have  large  salaries,  and 
the  day’s  work  they  have  to  perform  is  very  short. 
If  they  spend  a  certain  number  of  years  in  the  ser¬ 
vice  they  are  sure  to  become  pensioners,  and  con¬ 
sequently  do  not  make  provision  for  the  future. 
Their  sole  desire  is  to  live  as  well  as  they  can,  and 
to  get  a  pension  as  soon  as  they  can.  If  it  was 
known  that  public  servants  after  they  cease  to 
serve  the  Government,  would  have  to  depend  on 
their  own  earnings,  it  would  do  a  great  deal  to  give 
this  class  the  independence  which  they  need. 
Mechanics,  for  instance,  if  they  do  not  lay  by  a 
few  dollars  a  year  during  the  period  when  they  can 
work,  to  make  provision  for  a  rainy  day,  come  to 
be  very  poor  at  last,  and  a  burden  upon  the  tax¬ 
payers.  True,  there  is  provision  for  such  persons 
in  houses  of  industry,  but  these  houses  have  to  be 
supported  by  the  taxpayers.  I  think  the  sooner 
this  system  is  abolished  the  better.  I  notice  on 
page  240-B,  that  W.  Brown,  Summerside,  P.  E.I. , 
received  $100.  He  was  appointed  18th  July,  1886, 
and  he  was  pensioned  in  July,  1883.  I  think  that 
case  requires  some  explanation. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  think  we 
ought  to  have  some  explanation  about  Mr.  Travis. 
I  do  not  know  anything  about  his  merits  or  de¬ 
merits,  but  it  does  appear  to  me  that  if  a  man  is 
appointed  a  judge  and  superannuated  in  a  year 
and  a-half  afterwards,  there  is  a  strong  presump¬ 
tion  of  one  of  two  things  :  either  that  the  gentle¬ 
man  has  been  proved  another  failure  as  a  judge, 
and  deserved  to  be  dismissed,  or  that  he  is  treated 
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with  gross  injustice.  I  hink  this  case  requires  ex¬ 
planation. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  The  House  has  had 
the  explanation  ten  times,  but  I  have  no  objection 
to  repeat  it.  He  was  appointed  stipendiary  magi¬ 
strate  in  the  North-West  Territories,  under  the 
Act  in  regard  to  that  subject,  and  making  provi¬ 
sions  for  superannuation.  An  investigation  was 
had  into  a  number  of  charges  which  were  made 
against  him.  While  that  was  proceeding,  or 
shortly  afterwards,  the  office  of  stipendiary  magi¬ 
strate  was  abolished,  and  the  court  erected  with 
the  same  tenure  that  the  ordinary  judges  have 
throughout  the  Dominion,  but  having  very  much 
larger  functions  than  the  magistrates  had.  When 
the  judicial  system  in  that  country  was  organized, 
it  was  quite  apparent  to  everybody  that  this  gentle¬ 
man  was  totally  unfit  to  be  appointed  to  that  court, 
but  that  did  not  deprive  him  of  the  right  to  com¬ 
pensation  after  the  abolition  of  his  office.  The 
other  stipendiary  magistrates  were  appointed 
judges. 

Mr.  PERRY.  I  think  it  is  about  time  that  the 
Parliament  of  this  country  should  call  a  halt  in  the 
matter  of  superannuation.  I  think  the  people  of 
this  country  have  every  desire  to  pay  their  servants 
for  evecy  hour,  every  minute,  every  second  that 
they  work  for  the  country,  but  when  you  come  to 
tax  the  poor  ratepayers  of  this  country  to  pay 
people  for  doing  nothing,  and  when  they  take  the 
people’s  money  and  go  to  England  or  to  Boston  to 
spend  it,  men  only  45  years  of  age,  you  are  doing 
an  injustice  to  the  taxpayers.  Why,  Sir,  when  the 
Government  does  such  things  it  would  not  be  asto¬ 
nishing  if  the  people  came  here  and  discharged  all 
the  members  of  this  House  and  sent  them  about 
their  business,  and  elect  a  new  set  of  representa¬ 
tives,  or  at  least  a  new  Government,  who  would  do 
justice  to  the  people.  I  find  that  the  superannua¬ 
tion  last  year  cost  us  $241,110.49.  Now,  what  is 
the  amount  paid  by  these  officers  in  order  to  meet 
that  sum  ?  If  the  Government  made  up  their  minds 
to  tax  each  of  these  men  a  certain  amount  yearly 
in  order  to  make  up  this  sum,  I  would  have  no 
objection,  and  I  say  upon  such  a  basis  alone 
can  we  agree  to  continue  the  system 
of  superannuation  any  longer.  I  repeat, 
why  should  the  people  of  this  country  be  called 
upon  to  pay  a  quarter  of  million  of  money  to  a  few 
men  for  doing  nothing  at  all  ?  Why,  Sir,  it  is  an 
unheard  of  thing.  Is  there  apy  man  who,  in  his 
own  private  business,  would  pay  a  servant  for 
doing  nothing?  Would  the  Minister  of  Justice 
himself  pay  his  servant  for  doing  nothing  ;  would 
he  superannuate  a  man  after  serving  him  25  or  30 
years,  or  would  any  Minister  of  the  Crown  do  it  ? 
No,  Sir  ;  and  I  say  that  these  hon.  gentlemen  ought 
to  adopt  the  same  rule  in  conducting  the  business 
of  the  country  that  they  would  adopt  in  their  own 
private  business.  They  are  sent  here  to  protect 
the  rights  of  the  people  and  to  take  care  of  the 
purse  strings.  They  are  not  sent  here  to  take 
money  out  of  the  public  chest  and  scatter  it  among 
a  few  men  for  doing  nothing.  It  is  a  shame,  it  is  a 
disgrace,  to  have  an  item  like  this  in  the  Auditor 
General’s  Report  and  in  the  Estimates  of  this 
country,  and  it  is  time  for  the  Government  to 
prepare  a  scheme  which  will  compel  these  officials 
to  pay  each  into  the  superannuation  fund  a  sum 
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equivalent  to  that  which  they  would  he  entitled  to 
take  out. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  In  regard  to  the  case  of  W. 
Brown,  of  Summerside,  P.  E.I. ,  the  hon.  member 
for  Centre  Wellington  (Mr.  Semple)  would  have 
seen,  if  he  had  read  the  entry  more  carefully,  that 
it  was  evidently  a  blunder.  Of  course  the  hon. 
gentleman  could  not  know  that  the  statement  that 
Brown  was  in  Summerside  was  an  error,  but  he 
will  see  it  stated  in  the  Auditor  General’s 
Report  that  this  man  Brown  was  appointed  in  1886 
and  was  superannuated  in  1883,  so  that  this  report 
actually  gives  a  man  a  superannuation  of  .$102  per 
annum,  three  years  before  he  was  appointed. 

Mr.  McGREGOR.  It  is  evidently  an  error  in 
the  printing.  I  draw  attention  to  page  18  of  the 
Public  Accounts.  Mr.  Brown  had  served  17  years  ; 
he  had  received  $300  per  annum  and  he  was  super¬ 
annuated  to  promote  efficiency  and  economy  in  the 
service,  receiving  $102  annually.  True,  he  was 
only  58  years  old,  and  had  not  arrived  at  the 
age  at  which  he  could  be  superannuated  except  for 
the  reason  given  in  the  Public  Accounts.  I 
have  a  recollection  of  that  transaction,  because  he 
wras  a  locker  in  the  Customs  Department.  The 
office  was  not  filled  because,  from  the  number  of 
employes,  it  was  not  deemed  to  be  in  the  interest 
of  the  service  to  maintain  so  large  a  staff. 

Mr.  FLINT.  I  do  not  like  to  appear  to  agree 
by  my  silence  with  the  sweeping  condemnation  of 
the  whole  system  of  superannuation  which  has 
been  expressed  by  some  hon.  gentlemen  on  this  side 
of  the  House.  Within  certain  limits  the  principle 
is  a  sound  one.  I  can  conceive  of  a  great  many 
positions  where  persons  in  the  public  service  at 
vei*y  moderate  salaries,  and  who  during  a  long 
period  of  service  become  broken  down  in  health, 
might  be  treated  by  the  country  to  a  reasonable 
and  limited  superannuation  allowance.  The  prin¬ 
ciple  has  long  been  recognized  as  a  fair  one  if 
properly  administered.  But  the  great  complaint  I 
have,  and  I  sympathize  with  some  lion,  gentlemen 
on  this  side  of  the  House  in  this  view,  is  that 
flagrant  cases  occur  in  which  the  principle  has  been 
abused,  where  men  who  have  received  large 
salaries  and  have  not  become  broken  down  in  the 
public  service  or  lived  to  an  old  age,  have  been 
superannuated  for  one  reason  or  another.  I  respect¬ 
fully  call  the  attention  of  -  the  Government 
to  this,  and  I  ask  them  to  devise  some  scheme 
by  which  these  flagrant  instances  would  not 
appear  in  the  future.  It  is  a  great  scandal 
to  good  government  and  a  great  injury  to 
the  public  service  generally,  and  it  creates  a 
feeling  among  hardworking  people  when  they  see 
the  length  to  which  this  superannuation  principle 
is  carried  out.  As  a  personal  allusion  has  been 
made  to  a  friend  of  my  own,  Judge  Travis,  I  may 
say  I  very  much  regret  that  the  hon.  member  for 
North  Essex  (Mr.  McGregor)  has  conveyed  the 
impression  to  which  he  gave  utterance  this  evening. 
I  remember  the  disturbances  that  occurred  at  one 
time  in  regard  to  the  judge,  and  while  I  would  not 
go  so  far  as  to  defend  all  of  the  actions  and  sayings 
of  that  gentleman  at  the  time  of  the  troubles,  yet 
at  the  same  time  I  must  state  that  I  have  had  his 
acquaintance  for  a  great  many  years  and  that  he  is 
a  person  of  extraordinary  ability.  He  may  have 
some  faults  of  temper,  but  is  a  man  of  profound 
learning  and  extraordinary  industry  which  is  to-day 
Mr.  Perry. 


recognized  very  widely  in  the  legal  profession. 
Whether  he  was  qualified  for  the  high  and  delicate 
position  of  a  judge  may  be  open  to  question,  but  as 
to  his  mental  capacity,  and  extraordinary  industry, 
and  his  legal  attainments  I  think  there  can  hardly 
be  any  question. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  1  wish  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  committee  to  an  item  of  superannuation. 
It  is  the  case  of  John  Poupore,  collector  of  slide 
dues  at  Ottawa.  It  appears  from  the  report  that 
this  gentleman  was  appointed  to  the  office  at  the 
age  of  65  years.  He  was  in  office  only  seven  years 
and  was  then  superannuated  at  an  annual  salary 
of  $884,  and  according  to  the  report  he  was  not 
then  in  ill-health,  but  he  wTas  72  years  of  age.  A 
note  explains  that  he  was  retired  in  order  to  pro¬ 
mote  efficiency  in  the  service.  Is  there  any  age  in 
regard  to  these  appointments  ?  The  Government 
appoints  a  man  who  is  65  years  of  age  to  a  public 
office,  and  after  he  has  been  there  seven  years,  they 
add  ten  years  to  his  length  of  service,  in  order  to 
entitle  him  to  the  Superannuation  Act.  In  this 
case  there  wTas  a  gross  abuse  of  the  Act  and  disre¬ 
gard  of  the  public  interest.  No  hon.  member 
would  dream  of  carrying  out  such  a  transaction  at 
his  own  expense.  Why,  therefore,  should  it  be 
done  by  the  trustees  of  the  people  and  at  the 
public  expense  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  Mr.  Poupore  was  appointed 
collector  of  slide  and  boom  dues,  but,  at  the  time 
he  was  appointed,  he  discharged  the  duty  of  Crown 
lands  agent  for  the  Governments  of  Ontario  and 
Quebec,  the  issue  of  licenses,  &c. ,  for  the  two  prov¬ 
inces.  About  the  time  his  superannuation  took 
place  the  Governments  of  the  Provinces  of  Ontario 
and  Quebec  determined  to  take  those  territories 
into  their  own  hands.  Formerly  the  three  offices 
were  conjoined,  the  provinces  paying  their  pro¬ 
portion  of  the  cost  of  the  administration  of  this 
particular  office  at  Ottawa.  W  hen  the  Provinces 
of  Ontario  and  Quebec  determined  to  take  control 
of  these  branches  of  revenue  which  were  formerly 
performed  by  this  officer,  it  was  necessary  to 
reduce  the  staff.  Mr.  Poupore  was  superannuated 
and  a  young  man  who  was  in  the  office  was  ap¬ 
pointed  at  a  much  lower  salary  than  Mr.  Poupore 
was  receiving  as  collector  of  slide  and  boom  dues. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  That  may  be  some  little  reason 
for  making  some  exception  in  this  case.  But  if 
the  Provinces  of  Ontario  and  Quebec  had  an  officer 
on  their  hands  whom  they  no  longer  required, 
it  was  for  those  two  provinces  to  deal  with  this 
officer  according  to  the  merits  and  claims  put  for¬ 
ward.  This  duty  did  not  lie  with  the  Dominion 
Government. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  He  was  a  Dominion  officer. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  He  was  engaged  in  performing 
provincial  duties.  Who  appointed  him  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  He  wras  appointed  by  the 
Dominion  Government,  but  by  arrangement  he  dis¬ 
charged  duties  connected  with  those  two  provinces 
and  the  Dominion,  and  issued  licenses  for  the  Pro¬ 
vinces  of  Ontario  and  Quebec.  He  was  a  Dominion 
officer,  however,  appointed  by  the  Dominion  Gov¬ 
ernment. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  The  duties  discharged  by  him 
were  provincial  duties.  He  performed  them  partly 
for  the  Provinces  of  Ontario  and  Quebec.  I  do  not 
see  how  the  Dominion  can  be  called  upon  to  take 
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over  an  officer  of  65  years,  simply  because  for  some 
reason  he  could  not  any  longer  be  continued  in  the 
service  of  either  province. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  That  was  not  the  fact. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  do  not  see  on  what  theory  10 
years  were  added  to  his  service,  and  he  was  made 
a  pensioner  on  the  Dominion  for  life. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  The  law  provides  that  when  an 
office  is  abolished  as  in  a  case  of  this  kind,  this 
action  should  be  taken,  and  I  think  the  party  is 
entitled  to  claim  it. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Was  the  office  abolished  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Yes  ;  so  far  as  the  Dominion 
Government  was  concerned  they  had  no  longer  any¬ 
thing  to  do  with  the  office. 

Sin  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Are  we  to 
understand  that  Mr.  Poupore  was  appointed  at 
the  age  of  65  years  without  having  previously 
served,  because  the  appointment  of  an  officer  at  that 
age  who  was  afterwards  to  receive  a  superannua¬ 
tion  is  an  abuse  in  itself.  According  to  the  law 
every  man  is  entitled  to  superannuation  when  he 
attains  the  age  of  60  years,  and  if  I  remember 
aright,  after  he  reaches  65  he  must  be  superannuated, 
unless  the  officer  in  charge  reports  specially  that 
there  are  grounds  for  exempting  him  from  the 
operation  of  the  Act.  The  mere  fact  of  appointing 
him  at  the  age  of  65  was  an  abuse  of  the  Act. 

Mr.  PERRY.  I  would  like  to  know  if  the  late 
Deputy  Minister  of  Fisheries  is  on  the  list  for 
superannuation,  and  if  not  is  he  going  to  be  ?  I 
am  not  prepared  to-night  to  say  that  it  is  a  wise 
thing  for  the  Minister  to  do  away  with  that 
department,  but  if  the  late  Deputy  Minister  of 
Fisheries  is  to  be  superannuated,  I  say  it  is  a 
shame.  That  gentleman  is  a  strong,  hearty, 
healthy  man,  and  I  do  not  know  that  he  is  50 
years  of  age.  I  am  sure  that  if  he  is  not  required 
in  that  department  there  arh  other  departments 
where  his  services  would  be  of  use  to  the  country, 
without  his  coming  here  as  a  beggar  asking  the 
country  to  pay  him  about  $1,500  a  year  for  nothing. 
I  want  to  know  if  he  is  on  the  superannuation  list  ? 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  He  is  on  it. 

Mr.  PERRY.  I  am  surprised  to  hear  that.  It 
would  be  enough  for  an  old  man  like  myself  who 
has  been  fighting  politics  for  40  years  to  be  super¬ 
annuated,  but  I  think  I  am  able  to  fight  a  good 
many  battles  yet  ;  and  the  late  Deputy  Minister  of 
Fisheries  is  well  able  to  earn  his  living  for  many 
years  to  come.  Even  though  there  may  have  been 
differences  between  the  Minister  and  himself,  yet 
there  was  no  investigation,  except  perhaps  some 
kind  of  a  one  behind  the  screens,  and  we  have 
nothing  to  do  with  that.  He  is  boarding  some¬ 
where  here  in  Ottawa,  walking  the  streets  with 
his  cane  in  his  hands,  and  he  is  a  young  man, 
hardly  50  years  of  age.  He  looks  as  healthy  as 
the  Minister  himself,  he  is  full  fat,  and  is  well  able 
to  earn  his  living  for  many  years  to  come.  He 
must  be  a  smart  man,  he  is  a  good  scholar,  he  is  an 
efficient  man,  and  the  people  of  the  country  gener¬ 
ally  do  not  find  fault  with  the  administration  of 
the  late  Deputy  Minister  of  Fisheries.  I  say  again 
a  it  is  a  crying  shame  to  superannuate  such  a  man, 
and  put  such  an  expense  on  the  country. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  Was  the  Customs  appraiser 
of  Toronto  superannuated  last  year  ? 


Mr.  BOWELL.  No,  sir,  he  was  not. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  Has  a  new  appointment 
been  made  in  Toronto  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  The  dry  goods  appraiser  re¬ 
signed  his  position,  and  Mr.  Davidson  was  sent 
from  Montreal  to  Toronto  to  take  his  place,  and 
the  assistant  in  Toronto  was  sent  to  Montreal. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  understand  that  he  was  a 
man  named  Cuthbert,  and  that  he  was  a  jeweller 
before  being  a  dry  goods  appraiser. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  He  was  appointed  assistant 
appraiser  to  be  used  in  any  capacity  that  his 
services  might  be  required.  At  the  time  Mr. 
Sergeant  left  the  department,  it  was  necessary  some 
one  should  be  appointed  to  assist.  Mr.  Cuthbert 
was  found  to  be  a  general  business  man  with  more 
than  ordinary  ability  and  tact,  having  been  travel¬ 
ler  for  a  commercial  house.  He  had  a  knowledge 
as  well  of  the  dry  goods  trade  as  the  jewellery 
business,  and  he  had  also  knowledge  of  hardware, 
so  that  he  was  what  I  might  call  a  general  all-round 
man.  When  I  removed  Mr.  Davidson  from  Mont¬ 
real,  he  was  receiving  $1,400  a  year,  in  place  of 
Mr.  Sergeant,  who  received  $1,600.  I  substituted 
Mr.  Cuthbert  for  Mr.  Davidson  in  Montreal. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  The  question  was  brought 
to  my  knowledge  by  a  vdiolesale  dry  goods  merch¬ 
ant  at  Montreal  who  I  think  is  also  a  supporter  of 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  He  was  complaining  that 
the  gentleman  appointed  wras  a  person  who  had  not 
that  extended  know  ledge  and  experience  in  the  dry 
goods  business  which  he  should  have  as  an  apprai- 
ser,  and  that  the  appointment  w7as  not  in  the  public 
interest.  He  looked  upon  it  as  singular  that  a  man 
wdio  had  been  a  jeweller  should  be  appointed  as 
appraiser  in  an  important  centre  like  Toronto. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Mr.  Cuthbert  is  a  worthy  citi¬ 
zen  of  Toronto,  but  I  never  heard  of  his  having  any 
special  knowledge  of  the  dry  goods  trade.  I  think 
he  has  been  carrying  on  the  business  of  a  jeweller 
in  the  city  for  the  last  15  or  20  years,  I  can  speak 
without  any  doubt  as  to  over  10  years,  and  I  think 
he  was  manager  also  for  Russell  &  Co.  in  the 
jewellery  business.  If  he  did  have  any  knowledge 
of  dry  goods  at  one  time,  it  is  probable  that 
having  been  out  of  the  trade  for  so  many 
years,  he  would  not  be  the  best  one  in 
the  world  to  appraise  dry  goods.  While  he 
is  a  very  worthy  citizen  in  many  wTays, 
you  may  find  that  he  will  not  give  satisfaction  if  he 
has  to  attend  to  dry  goods.  There  may  be  enough 
for  him  to  do  in  the  jewellery  line,  although  1  fancy 
that  most  of  the  jew-ellery  comes  into  Canada  at 
night.  So  that,  wdiile  I  wdsli  Mr.  Cuthbert  well 
and  know7  him  to  be  an  honest  man  and  a  worthy 
citizen — the  only  drawback  is  that  he  has  not  had 
political  light  yet — I  think  he  has  been  appointed 
on  political  grounds  rather  than  on  his  merits. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  The  gentleman  is  not  yet  ap¬ 
pointed  ;  he  is  only  on  probation  ;  and  if  his 
knowdedge  of  business  proves  to  be  of  the  character 
mentioned,  his  appointment  will  not  be  confirmed. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  would  not  like  to  do  him  any 
injury. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  understand  that. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  How  many  years  is  it  under¬ 
stood  that  Mr.  Wallace  is  to  get  this  additional 
allowance  ? 
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Mr.  FOSTER.  Till  he  dies.  It  is  just  in  the 
same  position  as  the  superannuation  allowance. 

Customs  . $893,465 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  With  respect 
to  this  item,  there  is  one  matter  of  considerable 
importance  which  I  know  some  hon.  members  who 
are  not  present  wanted  to  discuss,  that  is,  the 
mode  in  which  the  Government  propose 'to  deal, 
with  fines  and  forfeitures.  There  has  been  a  good 
deal  of  complaint,  as  many  members  know,  on  the 
part  of  the  mercantile  community  as  to  the  way  in 
which  the  customs  law  has  been  administered  and 
as  to  the  encouragement  which  they  allege,  rightly 
or  wrongly,  is  given  to  informers,  who  they  say 
have  in  a  good  many  cases  practically  blackmailed 
some  of  the  importers.  It  will  be  recollected  that 
there  have  been  suits,  and  a  good  many  complaints 
made  as  a  result  of  this  system. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  This  vote  consists  of  a  good  many 
items,  and  I  would  suggest  that  when  we  reach  the 
one  relating  to  the  outside  service,  we  allow  that 
to  stand  with  the  understanding  that  the  question 
which  my  hon.  friend  speaks  of  can  be  discussed  on 
that. 

Salaries  and  contingent  expenses  of  the 
several  ports  in  Nova  Scotia . $114,560 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Is  the  de¬ 
crease  caused  by  superannuation  or  permanent  re¬ 
duction  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Permanent  reduction.  I  can 
give  the  hon.  gentleman  full  particulars  if  he 
desires.  I  informed  the  House  hist  session  that  I 
would  make  fuller  investigations  to  see  where  re¬ 
ductions  could  be  made.  In  many  cases,  superan¬ 
nuations  took  place  and  the  positions  were  not 
filled.  In  others,  services  were  dispensed  with, 
some  with  a  small  gratuity.  We  also  cut  down  the 
item  of  contingent  expenses,  and  what  is  called 
“  day  pay.  ”  At  Halifax  the  reduction  by  rearrange¬ 
ment  of  the  staff  amounted  to  $3,300. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  In  doing  that, 
were  you  compelled  to  increase  the  superannuation 
allowance  of  any  considerable  number  of  officers  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Not  to  any  extent. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  Have  any  of  the  ports  been 
closed  during  the  past  year  ?  Looking  over  the 
receipts  I  find  several  ports  of  entry  where  there  is 
not  sufficient  collected  to  pay  the  salary  of  the  col¬ 
lector.  Such  points  should  be  closed.  Are  there 
any  cases  where  the  customs  receipts  are  so  very 
low  as  not  to  come  up  to  the  amount  necessary  to 
pay  officials  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  There  are  cases  of  that  kind. 
There  are  some  ports  in  the  Maritime  Provinces  , 
and  on  the  line  dividing  the  United  States  from  ■ 
Canada,  in  the  Eastern  Townships  as  well  as  in 
Manitoba,  where  the  amount  collected  is  not  equal 
to  the  expenditure,  but  these  places  must  be  kept 
open  in  order  to  prevent  smuggling.  This  question 
has  been  discussed  nearly  every  session  during  the 
past  thirteen  years  since  I  have  been  at  the  head  of 
the  department  and  a  moment’s  reflection  will  show 
the  madness  of  closing  such  ports.  There  have 
been  some  ports  which  have  been  reduced  to  out- 
ports  on  account  of  the  falling  off  in  receipts.  For 
instance  Guysborough  has  been  made  an  outport  on 
account  of  the  falling  off  of  the  revenue,  and  Canso 

Mr.  McMullen. 


where  the  revenue  has  increased  has  been  made  a 
port.  The  same  with  Medway  in  Queen’s  County. 
Other  ports  of  that  character  have  been  closed. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  am  quite  sure  I  notice 
somewhere  the  amount  collected  was  not  up  to  the 
expenditure  and  shall  take  an  opportunity  of  bring¬ 
ing  them  under  the  notice  of  the  Minister. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  You  are  quite  correct. 

Customs,  Ontario . $201,255 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Please  explain  the  cause  of  this 
increase. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  It  may  seem  strange  that  in 
almost  every  province  except  Ontario  and  in  the 
North-West  there  has  been  a  large  reduction.  The 
explanation  of  the  increase  in  Ontario  of  $7,250  lies 
in  the  fact  that  ports  have  increased  and  the 
work  has  increased  to  a  considerable  extent.  A 
number  of  new  preventive  stations  have  been  opened, 
and  officers  had  to  be  appointed  along  the  north 
shore  of  Lakes  Huron  and  Superior  and  at  Port 
Arthur.  The  general  increases  are  as  follows 
Amherstburg,  $100  increase,  accounted  for  by  the 
increase  in  contingencies  ;  Berlin,  an  increase  of 
$100  to  the  collector,  who  does  the  whole  work  him¬ 
self,  and  the  revenue  is  increasing  wonderfully. 
Brantford,  an  increase  of  $225,  $100  given  to  Mr. 
Foster,  $100  to  the  landing- waiter  and  $25  for  con¬ 
tingencies.  Brockville,  an  increase  to  two  clerks 
of  $100  each.  In  Chatham  there  is  Mr.  Fellows  who 
has  been  removed  from  one  port  and  added  to  an¬ 
other.  Cobourg,  there  was  an  officer  who  was  paid 
out  of  contingencies  and  is  iiow  on  the  permanent 
staff,  causing  an  increase  of  $300.  In  Col- 
lingwood  there  is  a  transfer  of  one  officer  to  that 
port  and  an  increase  of  $50  for  contingencies. 
In  Cornwall  there  is  an  additional  $50  in  the  salary 
of  one  of  the  officers.  Guelph,  an  increase  of 
another  $100.  Hamilton,  an  increase  among  different 
officers  of  $250.  Kingston,  an  increase  of  $50  each 
to  three  officers.  Morrisburgh,  the  old  collector 
has  been  superannuated,  and  another  appointed  and 
an  increase  in  contingency,  making  a  total  of  $250. 
Niagara,  extra  pay  through  the  necessity  of  placing 
on  an  additional  man  during  the  summer,  $150. 
At  Ottawa  the  increases  amount  to  $700.  In 
Owen  Sound,  extra  pay  arising  from  extra  work 
through  steamers  making  that  a  port  of  call, 
altogether  $250.  Peterborough,  an  increase  to  the 
collector  of  $200,  making  his  salary  $1,200.  That  is 
because  the  revenue  ran  up  to  $50,000  to  $75,000 
a  year.  In  Picton,  the  increased  pay  of  those  not 
on  the  permanent  staff  is  $300,  which  may  be 
decreased  or  increased  according  to  the  work  done. 
In  Prescott  an  additional  officer  had  to  be  appointed 
on  account  of  the  extra  work  caused  by  the  crossing 
of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  and  the  ferries, 
but,  though  it  is  an  apparent  increase,  there  will 
be  a  decrease  at  that  port,  from  the  fact  thalt  the 
surveyor,  who  received  $800,  has  resigned,  and  the 
office  is  not  filled  and  will  not  be  filled.  If  it 
should  be  found  necessary  on  account  of  extra  work 
in  the  summer,  an  additional  man  may  be  put  on  at 
$400  or  $500.  At  Port  Arthur  there  is  an  increase  of 
$350,  arising  from  the  fact  that  an  officer  has  been 
appointed  in  conjunction  with  the  Inland  Revenue 
Department.  He  is  stationed  at  Rat  Portage,  but 
he  comes  under  the  port  of  Port  Arthur.  At  St. 
Thomas  there  is  an  increase  of  $100  to  one  of  the 
officers.  At  Sarnia  there  is  an  apparent  increase  of 
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$1,300,  but  that  is  in  consequence  of  a  transfer  of 
different  officers  along  the  lakes.  At  the  Sault, 
extra  pay  during  last  year  amounted  to  $500.  In 
Simcoe,  the  apparent  increase  is  $2,675,  but  Dover 
has  been  reduced  to  an  outport  and  the  officer  there 
who  received  over  $900  has  been  superannuated  and 
another  man  appointed  at  $400.  In  Toronto,  the 
appointment  of  an  additional  assistant  appraiser 
and  the  increases  to  some  of  the  officers  show  an 
increase  of  $1,200.  I  can  give  the  hon.  gentleman 
if  he  desires  the  names  of  those  who  have  been  ap¬ 
pointed.  At  Wallaceburgh  there  has  been  an 
increase  in  consequence  of  the  transfer  of  one  man 
amounting  to  $100.  That  is  the  result  of  attach¬ 
ing  it  to  Sarnia.  The  man  w  ho  was  transferred 
had  $500  and  another  man  was  put  in  his  place 
who  had  been  receiving  $600.  At  Windsor 
there  was  an  additional  man  placed  on  the  staff  at 
$600  per  annum  ;  making  a  total  of  the  increases 
in  the  province  of  $11,700.  The  decreases  are  as 
follows  : — At  Belleville  one  clerk  who  was  receiv¬ 
ing  $1,000  was  dismissed.  His  successor  was 
appointed  at  $800  and  $100  was  added  to  the  salary 
of  the  collector,  making  a  net  decrease  of  $100.  At 
Clifton,  one  of  the  officers  who  was  receiving  $550 
was  retired  and  his  place  is  not  filled.  Dover,  as  I 
have  already  stated,  was  reduced  to  an  outport. 
It  formerly  cost  $2,950,  the  officers  had  been  trans¬ 
ferred  to  Simcoe,  and  the  officer  there  is  receiving 
$400  per  annum.  At  Fort  Erie  there  is  a  saving 
of  $100,  less  contingencies.  At  Gananoque,  less 
extra  pay,  $100.  In  London  there  was  a  reduction 
by  the  readjustment  of  the  staff  amounting  to 
$300,  and  at  Woodstock  there  was  an  appro¬ 
priation  asked  for  last  year  of  $500  which  was  not 
expended  and  which  is  liot  asked  for  this  year, 
making  the  reductions  amount  to  $4,450,  and  mak¬ 
ing  the  net  increase  in  the  province  $7,250. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Who  got  the  increase  inPieton 
and  when  was  the  increase  made  ? 

Mr.  BOW  ELL.  That  is  extra  pay  and  not 
an  increase  in  salary.  In  that  port  one  officer 
retired  who  was  getting  $200  per  annum,  and  an¬ 
other,  Mr.  Niles,  was  appointed  in  his  place,  and 
the  extra  pay  was  given  to  assist  the  collector  and 
for  extra  work.  There  is  only  one  officer  at  Picton, 
and  the  Central  Railway  terminus  is  there,  and  he 
had  to  appoint  some  one  to  assist  him  at  a  cost  of 
$300. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Then  the  officer  was  allowed 
$300  for  this  extra  work  ? 

Mr.  BOW  ELL.  That  may  apply  also  to  the 
outports.  There  are  outports  at  Wellington,  Wel¬ 
ler’s  Bay,  at  the  shipping  point  of  the  Central 
Railway,  and  also  two  or  three  others. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Will  the  hon.  gentleman  ex¬ 
plain  the  increase  of  $300  at  Cobourg  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Mr.  Hagerman  was  formerly 
paid  out  of  contingencies  and  he  received  $600,  and 
there  are  $100  for  contingencies,  making  $700. 
Deducting  the  extra  pay  which  had  been  given  of 
$400,  a  portion  of  which  I  suppose  went  to  Mr. 
Hagerman,  the  net  increase  is  left  at  $300. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Are  the  receipts  at  the  port  of 
Cobourg  greater  than  they  were  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  could  not  say  unless  I  re¬ 
ferred  to  former  receipts,  but  the  collections  last 
year  amounted  to  $15,847.  There  are  only  three 


officers  :  there,  the  collector,  a  clerk  and  a  landing 
waiter.  The  station  is  about  a  mile  from  the  office, 
and  they  have  also  to  attend  to  the  work  at  the 
port.  There  has  been  no  additional  officer  added  to 
the  staff  at  that  port. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  There  has  been  an  extra  clerk 
converted  into  a  permanent  officer.  That  is  an 
additional  expense.  Formerly  you  had  a  sort  of 
elastic  system,  an  extra  clerk  whose  services  could 
be  dispensed  with,  but  now  you  have  a  permanent 
officer  whose  services,  I  suppose,  can  only  be  dis¬ 
pensed  with  on  the  condition  of  making  him  a  pen¬ 
sioner  for  life.  Did  the  requirements  of  the  office 
necessitate  this  change  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  The  requirements  of  the  office 
necessitated  the  employment  of  Mr.  Hagerman, 
whether  he  remained  there  temporarily  at  $50  a 
month  or  put  on  the  permanent  staff  at  the  same 
salary.  I  may  say  frankly  that  I  am  somewhat 
in  accord  with  the  hon.  gentleman’s  opinion  on  this 
subject.  The  placing  of  men  on  the  permanent 
staff — and  that  is  what  every  one  of  them  demands 
— certainly  has  the  effect  which  the  hon.  gentleman 
indicates.  Whether  under  any  new  system,  either  at 
headquarters  or  in  the  outside  service,  it  would  not 
be  better  to  have  a  number  of  them  paid  by  the 
month  or  by  the  year  is  a  question  for  future  consi¬ 
deration.  The  answer  to  that  is  whether  you  would 
get  as  good  men  to  remain  in  the  service,  because 
if  they  had  nothing  to  look  forward  to  in  the  future 
they  would  go  and  come  as  they  pleased. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Will  the  hon.  gentleman  say 
when  this  change  took  place,  that  is,  Mr.  Hager¬ 
man  from  being  an  extra  clerk  to  be  a  permanent 
clerk  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  think  some  time  during  last 
year.  It  was  done  certainly  a  long  time  before  the 
election. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  repeat  m37  question  with 
regard  to  St.  Thomas,  Toronto  and  London. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  In  St.  Thomas,  there  is  only 
$100  increase  ;  it  was  given  to  a  preventive  officer 
at  Port  Burwell,  who  received  $200,  and  I  gave  him 
an  additional  $100.  He  bears  the  sonorous  and 
very  oderous  name  of  Backhouse.  In  Toronto,  de¬ 
duct  salary  of  $800  which  was  paid  to  Mr.  Moffatt, 
deceased  ;  deduct  $1,600  paid  to  Mr.  Sergeant,  who 
is  retired,  but  not  superannuated.  Then  you  may 
add  for  a  successor  to  Mr.  Sergeant,  $1,600,  al¬ 
though  the  gentleman  who  is  now  performing  the 
work  is  paid"  $1,400.  Still,  I  take  the  same  amount, 
because  I  think  it  is  a  little  enough  salary  for  a 
man  in  that  position.  There  was  an  appointment 
of  Mr.  James  A.  Beall,  at  $600,  and  of  Mr.  Me 
Murtney,  at  $600,  and  an  increase  given  to  the  sub¬ 
collector  at  the  outport  of  Midland.  The  hon. 
gentleman  is  aware  the  expenses  of  these  outports 
are  all  charged  to  Toronto.  There  is  an  increase 
of  $200  given  to  Mr.  Fowley,  one  of  the  officers  on 
the  frontier  ;  $100  to  a  man  named  Wilson,  and  an 
increase  of  $200  to  the  salary  of  Mr.  Fleming, 
cashier,  who  has  to  handle  about  $4,000,000.  Mr. 
Paterson,  who  has  been  made  an  assistant  appraiser, 
is  given  $200  in  addition.  There  is  a  total  increase 
in  Toronto  of  $1,200.  The  total  expenditure  for 
that  port  was  $66,587,  and  the  collections  were 
$4,076,927.  At  London  deduct  the  salary  of  James 
Grant,  resigned,  $600,  and  $1,000  which  was  taken 
for  a  new  officer  but  no  appointment  has  been  made 
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yet.  One  of  the  chief  clerks  having  died  a  short 
time  since,  then  Mr.  Dreany  was  appointed  at 
$600,  and  Mr.  McLean  at  $500.  An  increase  •of 
$200  is  given  to  Mr.  Talbot,  who  is  performing  the 
work  of  chief  clerk.  The  total  expenditure  at 
the  port  was  $13;230.27  ;  collections,  $516,881.24. 
I  think  Mr.  Dreany  was  appointed  during  the  last 
year.  Mr.  Talbot  got  his  increase  when  he  was 
promoted  after  the  death  of  Mr.  Ewing.  He  was 
promoted  on  the  recommendation  of  the  late  Mr. 
Newburn,  Inspector  of  Ports. 

Mr.  SUTHERLAND.  I  notice  there  is  a  gen¬ 
eral  increase  all  along  the  line,  and  I  want  to  take 
this  occasion  again  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
Minister  to  the  port  of  Woodstock.  I  notice  in 
many  cases  where  the  revenue  is  not  nearly  as 
large  as  it  is  in  Woodstock,  that  it  cost  a  great 
deal  more  to  collect  it,  and  I  hardly  think  that 
justice  has  been  done  to  the  officers  there.  Owing 
to  the  peculiar  circumstances  of  the  port,  as  the 
Minister  knows,  the  work  is  much  harder  than  it 
is  at  many  other  ports.  The  officials  are  very  dil¬ 
igent  and  attentive  to  their  duties  and  there  should 
be  some  recognition  of  their  service  in  this  general 
increase  all  along  the  line.  The  Minister  is  aware  of 
the  fact  that  there  are  many  other  places  where  the 
revenue  is  not  as  large  as  it  is  at  Woodstock,  but 
where  it  costs  a  great  deal  more  to  collect  it.  I  give 
St.  Thomas  as  an  instance,  where  smaller  revenue  is 
collected,  but  something  over  $1,000  more  is  paid 
for  collecting  it.  At  St.  Thomas  the  public  build¬ 
ings  are  better, (  and  there  are  greater  conveniences 
for  doing  the  work  than  at  the  port  of  Woodstock. 
While  I  have  no  desire  to  advocate  an  increase  in 
the  expenditure  of  the  department  in  any  way,  I 
think  the  men  at  all  the  ports  should  be  paid  on 
somewhat  the  same  scale,  so  that  justice  may  be 
done  at  all  the  ports.  In  my  opinion  the  officers 
at  Woodstock  have  not  been  treated  as  well  as  the 
officers  in  some  other  ports,  taking  into  account 
the  duties  they  perform  and  the  amount  of  revenue 
collected.  The  Minister  knows  that  the  matter  of 
accommodation  at  Woodstock  has  been  brought  to 
his- attention  very  often,  he  knows  it  is  not  what  it 
ought  to  be,  considering  the  large  amount  of  busi¬ 
ness  done  there. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Will  the  hon.  gentleman  tell 
me  what  he  means  when  he  says  that  they  are 
worse  paid  then  they  are  at  St.  Thomas  ? 

Mr.  SUTHERLAND.  I  notice  on  the  list  that 
in  some  places  where  less  revenue  is  collected,  the 
officers  are  better  paid. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  You  said  St.  Thomas. 

Mr.  SUTHERLAND.  I  instanced  St.  Thomas' 
It  costs  $4,200  there  to  collect  $75,000.  At  Wood' 
stock  it  only  costs  $3,105  to  collect  $77,000.  That 
is  a  very  material  difference.  These  officers  should 
receive  the  same  pay,  at  all  events,  as  officers  who 
have  less  work  to  perform,  considering  also  that 
the  port  yields  a  larger  revenue  than  does  the 
other.  That  is  reasonable  and  just.  It  must  be 
known  to  the  Minister  that  owing  to  special  cir¬ 
cumstances,  the  work  is  heavy.  The  distance  of 
the  stations  is  great,  and  these  officers  work  very 
hard  at  night  in  order  to  keep  up  with  their  duties. 

I  have  often  seen  them  working  late  in  order  to 
get  out  their  report.  If  they  are  not  out  early  in 
the  morning,  they  cannot  get  to  the  station  ancL 
attend  to  their  duties,  and  often  for  want  of  suffi- 
Mr.  Bo  well. 


cient  assistance  merchants  have  been  put  to  con¬ 
siderable  inconvenience.  1  submit  that  the  facts 
are  such  as  deserve  the  consideration  of  the  Min¬ 
ister.  I  simply  made  this  proposition,  that  when 
a  man  does  more  work  than  another  occupying  a 
similar  position,  he  is  entitled  to  more  pay. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  The  general  proposition  of  the 
hon.  gentleman  is  correct,  and  every  one  will  agree 
with  him.  The  highest  salary  paid  at  St.  Thomas 
is  $1,200.  The  collector  at  Woodstock,  who  is  a 
very  good  one,  receives  $1,300. 

Mr.  SUTHERLAND.  He  has  been  30  or  40 
years  in  the  service. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Not  quite  so  long  as  that.  If 
the  hon.  gentleman  had  applied  that  remark  to  the 
late  collector  at  St.  Thomas,  he  would  have  been 
quite  correct,  for  he  was  a  very  old  gentleman  when 
he  died.  I  removed  him  from  a  small  place  to  St. 
Thomas,  and  he  proved  a  capital  collector.  The 
work  at  St.  Thomas  is  altogether  of  a  different 
character,  and  much  greater  in  volume  than  the 
work  at  Woodstock.  The  fact  is  that  some  thou¬ 
sand  dollars  more  may  be  collected  at  one  port 
than  another,  but  that  is  no  indication  of  the  work 
done.  That  depends  on  the  number  of  trains 
at  which  the  officers  are  compelled  to  attend  in 
order  to  receive  goods  on  their  arrival.  That  is 
the  case  at  St.  Thomas,  which  is  perhaps  the  most 
thriving  town  in  Ontario  next  to  Woodstock.  I 
have  removed  officers  from  points  along  the  fron¬ 
tier  where  very  little  work  is  now  done  owing  to 
the  construction  of  railways,  and  I  have  sent 
some  of  these  officers  to  St.  Thomas  at  increased 
salaries.  I  consider  that  the  officers  are  paid  in 
proportion  to  the  work  at  both  towns.  In  regard 
to  accommodation,  I  thought  a  new  office  had  been 
rented  for  the  accommodation  of  the  people  of 
Woodstock.  I  will  not  argue  the  question  of  pub¬ 
lic  buildings,  because  that  may  come  up  under  the 
public  works.  When  the  hon.  gentleman  becomes 
Minister  of  Customs  he  will  find  that  it  does  not 
follow  that  where  there  are  the  largest  collec¬ 
tions  there  is  the  greatest  amount  of  work. 
That  depends  to  a  great  extent  on  whether 
the  place  is  a  preventive  station  or  a  railway 
centre.  It  must  also  be  borne  in  mind  that  two  or 
three  outports  are  attached  to  St.  Thomas,  which 
swell  the  expenditure,  and  this  circumstance  does 
not  enter  into  the  calculations  as  regards  Wood- 
stock. 

Mr.  SUTHERLAND.  The  hon.  gentleman  has 
not  shown  that  I  was  incorrect,  although  his  expla¬ 
nation  as  to  why  increases  were  not  made  may  be 
satisfactory.  The  Minister  knows  that  I  simply 
took  St.  Thomas  as  a  place  close  by,  and  I  desired 
to  be  strictly  fair  in  the  comparison  I  made.  I  ask 
the  hon.  Minister  to  bear  in  mind  that  Woodstock 
is  a  more  important  railway  centre  than  is  St. 
Thomas,  and  the  stations  being  situated  at  so 
great  a  distance  the  work  is  more  severe  on  the 
officers.  I  do  not  complain  in  regard  to  the  salary 
paid  to  the  collector,  but  his  'assistants  do  not 
receive  the  same  salaries  as  are  paid  in  other  places 
for  the  work  they  do,  and  the  positions  they  hold. 
If  I  had  desired  to  occupy  the  time  I  could  have 
shown  the  Minister  that  I  was  thoroughly  accurate 
in  my  statement,  as  may  be  shown  by  a  compari¬ 
son  of  the  different  places,  and  the  number  of 
officers  and  the  amounts  paid  to  each.  I  consider 
I  made  a  very  fair  comparison.  I  should  like  the 
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statements  I  have  made,  which  are  all  borne  out 
by  the  facts,  to  be  taken  into  consideration  with  a 
view  to  doing  justice. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  I  have  a  somewhat  similar 
complaint  to  make  to  that  brought  forward  by 
the  hon.  member  for  Oxford  (Mr.  Sutherland),  with 
respect  to  the  outport  of  Pembroke.  I  admit  the 
truth  of  the  statement  made  by  the  Minister,  that 
the  amount  of  revenue  collected  is  not  a  fair  test  of 
the  amount  of  work  performed,  but  at  this  parti¬ 
cular  place  a  revenue  of  $25,000  is  collected,  and 
there  is  only  one  officer  at  a  salary  of  $600.  I  am 
not  asking  that  the  salary  of  the  officer  be  increased, 
but  I  want  to  point  out  that  the  efficiency  of  the 
service  is  not  what  it  ought  to  be.  The  officer  has 
to  attend  to  the  railway  station,  to  look  after 
parcels  coming  by  post  and  various  other  matters. 
He  has  to  attend  every  train  that  comes  in,  because 
he  has  not  only  to  collect  duty  on  those  goods  that 
arrive  by  rail,  but  he  has  to  see  that  dutiable  goods 
passing  northward  on  the  line  are  looked  after 
when  passing  that  particular  point.  The  effect  of  it 
is  that  the  officer  is  obliged  to  be  out  of  his  office 
during  a  very  great  portion  of  the  time.  I  hope  the 
Minister  will  consider  the  necessity  of  giving  some 
assistance  to  the  officer  at  that  particular  place. 

Mr.  McMULLEN-  What  are  the  receipts  at 
Barrington,  Nova  Scotia? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Collections,  $1,053,  and  ex¬ 
penses  $1,357. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  thought  the  Minister  said 
there  was  no  port  at  which  the  cost  of  expenses 
exceeded  the  amount  received. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  On  the  contrary  I  said  there 
were  quite  a  number,  and  I  gave  the  reasons  why 
they  were  not  abolished,  and  I  stated  it  was  gen¬ 
erally  in  the  Maritime  Provinces  on  the  coast,  and 
also  in  the  west,  and  in  the  Eastern  Townships 
on  the  United  States  border,  where  it  was  necessary 
to  keep  up  a  kind  of  protective  service. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  Does  the  Minister  know’ 
that  C.  A.  Hagerman,  landing-waiter  at  the  out¬ 
port  of  Newcastle,  lives  in  Newcastle  or  does  he 
live  in  Port  Hope  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  He  must  live  in  Newcastle  if 
there  is  such  a  man  there.  If  Newcastle  is  an  out¬ 
port  the  expenses  are  probably  charged  to  Port 
Hope. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  am  informed  he  lives  at 
Port  Hope  ;  perhaps  there  is  not  enough  room  at 
Port  Hope  for  two  or  three  officers,  and  that  he  is 
charged  to  the  outport. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  can  tell  the  hon.  gentleman 
that  there  is  nothing  of  the  kind.  There  is  no 
such  case  in  the  whole  1,000  officers  that  are 
attached  to  the  Customs  Department,  and  in  no  case 
can  he  or  any  other  member  show  that  any  man 
has  been  charged  to  any  other  port  or  outport  than 
that  in  which  he  does  his  duty.  I  am  not  in  the 
habit  of  doing  business  in  that  way. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  Are  we  to  understand  that 
he  is  a  resident  of  New  castle  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  If  he  is  not,  I  know  nothing  to 
the  contrary,  nor  am  I  prepared  to  say  the  hon. 
gentleman’s  statement  is  not  true.  If  it  is  true  the 
man  is  not  doing  his  duty  and  it  shall  be  looked 
into. 


Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  Who  is  the  officer  at 
Pelee  Island  now  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  McCormick.  The  same  man 
who  was  formerly  collector  has  been  reinstated. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  What  was  done  with 
the  man  who  was  appointed  and  dismissed  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  It  is  just  one  of  the  cases  that 
my  hon.  friend  from  North  York  (Mr.  Mulock)  re¬ 
ferred  to.  He  never  was  appointed.  He  wras  put 
on  temporarily  to  do  work  when  McCormick  was 
removed  to  the  mainland  to  perform  other  work, 
and  for  reasons  which  I  gave  fully  to  the  House 
last  year.  After  investigation  I  found  that  Mr. 
McCormick  was  a  good  officer,  and  I  reinstated 
him  and  dispensed  with  the  services  of  the  other. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  My  recollection  o* 
it  is  hardly  in  that  wTay.  I  thought  that  gentle¬ 
man  was  regularly  appointed,  and  fault  was  found 
because  he  had  been  dismissed,  and  the  claim  was 
disputed  as  I  remember,  and  a  certain  amount  was 
offered.  Did  he  accept  the  amount  that  was  offered 
by  the  department,  or  what  was  the  amount  given 
him  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  He  was  paid  at  the  rate  of 
$400  or  $500  a  year  for  the  actual  time  he  w'as  em¬ 
ployed. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  Everything  is  lovely 
there  now. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  do  not  think  everything  is 
lovely.  When  I  make  the  statement  that  he  never 
was  appointed  I  trust  the  hon.  gentleman  has  suffi¬ 
cient  confidence  in  me  to  believe  it.  Atchison  had 
never  been  appointed,  but  was  placed  in  the  service 
temporarily.  I  understand  the  hon.  gentleman  to 
doubt  that. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  Itis  merely  my  recol¬ 
lection  of  what  occurred  last  year.  I  think  there 
was  a  telegram  from  the  Minister  saying  that  he 
had  been  appointed. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  inter¬ 
prets  “  appointment  ”  to  mean,  that  when  I  say  to 
a  collector  :  put  a  man  on  for  a  certain  time, 
that  was  an  appointment.  But  we  do  not  consider 
that  a  man  is  appointed  until  the  Order  in  Council 
is  passed  appointing  him. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  I  know  the  Minister 
of  Customs  sufficiently  well  to  know  that  when  he 
as  Minister  says  he  will  appoint  some  one,  he  sees 
the  appointment  is  confirmed  by  an  Order  in 
Council. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Not  always. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  With  very  rare  ex¬ 
ceptions. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  often  say  I  will  recommend  an 
appointment  under  certain  circumstances,  and  if 
the  circumstances  do  not  justify  it  I  do  not  do  so. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  I  venture  to  think 
that  when  the  hon.  member  undertakes  to  admin¬ 
ister  his  department  and  to  make  recommendations 
to  Council  that  he  is  about  as  powerful  as  all  the 
other  members  of  the  Privy  Council  put  together 
on  that  point. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  notice  that 
the  Minister  of  Customs,  or  his  successor,  recently 
superannuated  an  officer  in  Kingston  of  the  name 
of  Pigeon. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Yes. 
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Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  know  Mr. 
Pigeon,  I  fancy  he  must  be  a  man  of  about  70  years 
of  age,  it  is  true  ;  but  he  is  a  hale  and  hearty  man 
and  well  enough  able  to  discharge  his  duty  for 
some  years  to  come.  What  was  the  reason  of  super¬ 
annuation  ? 

Mr.  ROWELL.  From  age,  and  because  I  was 
informed  that  he  was  not  attending  to  his  duties 
as  a  housekeeper  and  messenger  should  do,  and  I 
supposed  that  he  was  unable  to  do  it  from  his  age. 
That  was  the  representation  made  to  me,  and  I 
superannuated  him. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  1  am  rather 
surprised  if  those  representations  were  made  to  the 
lmn.  Minister.  Who  is  appointed  in  his  place  ? 

Mr.  ROWELL.  I  am  only  speaking  from  recol¬ 
lection,  but  I  think  a  man  named  Carson. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  If  I  am  cor¬ 
rectly  advised,  Mr.  Pigeon,  who  1  should  say  is 
quite  capable  to  discharge  the  duties  of  the  office 
for  some  years,  has  been  superannuated  at  the  age 
of  70,  and  the  man  appointed  in  hiS  place  is  64  or 
65. 

Mr.  ROWELL.  If  that  is  the  case,  I  was  de¬ 
ceived,  that  is  all  I  can  say. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  If  that  is  the 
case,  the  economy  in  the  public  service  has  in  that 
respect  been  pretty  seriously  interfered  with.  I 
suppose  you  know  the  age  of  the  officer  appointed. 

Mr.  ROWELL.  I  can  find  it  out. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Yesterday  we  learned  that  the 
Government  had  allowed  fish  from  Newfoundland 
that  were  dutiable  to  come  into  Canada  duty  free. 
I  wish  to  know  whether  any  such  privilege  or 
arbitrary  exercise  of  power  has  taken  place  with 
regard  to  anything  besides  fish. 

The  CHAIRMAN  (Mr.  Denison).  I  think  it  is 
out  of  order.  We  are  discussing  the  salaries  and 
contingent  expenses  in  the  several  ports  of  the 
Province  of  Ontario.  I  do  not  see  what  connection 
that  has  with  the  duties  of  fish  from  Newfound¬ 
land  . 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  am  not  discussing  the  fish 
question  ;  that  was  disposed  of  yesterday.  I  am 
asking  whether  any  of  these  officers  in  Ontario - 

The  CHAIRMAN.  I  have  ruled  you  out  of 
order. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Perhaps  you  will  wait  till  I  put 
the  question.  I  referred  to  Newfoundland  as  an 
illustration  that  the  Minister  might  better  under¬ 
stand  what  I  desire  to  refer  to.  It  is  well  known 
that  different  rulings  obtain  at  different  ports. 
Not  long  ago  a  Toronto  merchant  informed  me  that 
a  higher  duty  had  been  charged,  depending,  of 
course,  on  appraisement,  on  certain  classes  of  goods, 
glass,  for  example,  imported  through  Toronto, 
than  was  charged  on  similar  goods  imported  through 
a  certain  other  port.  While  that  may  depend  on 
the  judgment  of  the  appraiser,  a  still  greater 
injustice  would  occur  if,  in  other  circumstances, 
the  law  itself  was  disregarded.  I  wish  to  know 
whether  any  record  of  such  cases  is  kept  ? 

Mr.  ROWELL.  If  the  lion,  gentleman  wants 
to  enter  into  the  general  question  of  the  manage¬ 
ment  of  the  Customs  in  reference  to  the  orders 
given  to  the  appraisers  under  the  law,  I  shall  be 
quite  prepared  to  enter  into  that  question  at  any 
Mr.  Rowell. 


time.  Rut  what  that  has  to  do  with  the  particular 
item  under  discussion  I  am  at  a  loss  to  know. 
These  difficulties  with  the  different  appraisers 
have  occurred  ever  since  there  has  been  a  tariff  ; 
but  I  cannot  say  that  I  am  ready  to  enter  into 
that  question  under  the  Estimates. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  We  are  now  discussing  an  item 
involving  an  expenditure  of  nearly  §1,000,000  for 
the  enforcement  of  the  Customs  Act,  and  I  think 
it  is  perfectly  germane  to  this  item  to  ask  the 
question  that  I  have  asked.  I  desire  to  know 
whether  there  has  been  any  authority  given  to  any 
officer  of  the  department  to  admit  any  dutiable 
goods  free  ? 

Mr.  ROWELL.  No  such  order  has  been  issued. 
If  the  lion,  gentleman  refers  to  the  question  of 
Newfoundland  fish  which  was  discussed  last  night, 
explanation  will  be  given  as  promised  in  proper 
time. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Is  there  a  record  kept  of  duties 
remitted  ? 

Mr.  ROWELL.  Yes.  All  duties  that  have  remit¬ 
ted  have  been  remitted  by  order  of  the  Treasury  and 
the  Executive. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Under  what 
item  does  the  lion,  gentleman  propose  to  discuss 
the  question  of  the  remission  of  duties  or  the  non- 
collection  of  duties  in  the  matter  of  Newfoundland 
fish  ? 

Mr.  ROWELL.  It  will  come  up  when  the  papers 
moved  for  are  brought  down.  I  never  supposed 
that  in  discussing  the  Estimates,  we  would  have  an 
attack  made  on  the  whole  policy  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  and  I  submit  to  the  lion,  gentleman  whether 
any  question  of  that  kind  has  ever  been  propound¬ 
ed  or  a  Minister  expected  to  enter  into  a  general 
defence  of  the  Government  on  any  question  of 
policy,  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  when  passing  the 
Estimates. 

Mr.  FOSTER  I  would  like  to  point  out  that 
there  are  very  few  members  present,  and  the  pro¬ 
mise  was  made  that  this  whole  question  would  be 
discussed  when  the  papers  are  brought  down. 
They  have  not  yet  been  brought  down,  and  it 
would  conduce  to  the  general  information  of  the 
House,  who  take  a  strong  interest  in  this  question 
that  the  debate  should  be  held  over  until  then. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  There  is  great 
convenience  in  discussing  a  subject  of  that  parti¬ 
cular  character,  when  you  can  have  question  and 
answer.  I  think  it  is  only  fair,  when  discussing 
estimates  of  a  million  dollars  for  Customs  to  en¬ 
quire  into  such  a  matter  as  the  fact  that  for  a 
period  of  years  a  particular  duty  has  not  been  col¬ 
lected.  I  do  not  want  however  to  press  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  opposite  on  this  occasion,  and  there  is  no  ob¬ 
jection,  if  an  item  be  left  over,  discussing  the 
matter  later.  I  do  not  want  a  series  of  set  speeches 
nor  do  I  suppose  hon.  gentlemen  want  it,  if  in¬ 
formation  can  be  better  obtained  by  short  discus¬ 
sion  and  question  and  answer.  We  will  not  go  on 
with  the  discussion  now,  it  being  understood  that 
we  will  take  it  up  when  asked  to  pass  the  item  of 
outside  Customs  service. 

Customs,  British  Columbia, .  $51,045 

Mr.  ROWELL.  There  is  an  increase  here  on 
account  of  establishing  an  office  at  Rlaine,  a  new 
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town  on  the  Sound,  where  the  railway  crosses  the 
border,  about  twenty  miles  from  New  Westminster. 
There  is  also  an  officer  appointed  at  Huntingdon, 
the  crossing  place  of  the  line  which  connects  with 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  There  are  three  officers  in 
Chicago  at  a  cost  of  $3,000.  Why  are  they 
employed  ? 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  They  do  not  cost  us  anything. 
They  are  placed  there  for  the  convenience  of 
railway  companies  and  to  facilitate  passenger  traffic 
throughout  Canada.  The  Grand  Trunk  Railway 
asked  us  to  appoint  an  officer,  Mr.  Thompson,  who 
has  been  in  the  service  some  years.  They  pay  the 
money  to  us,  and  we  pay  it  to  the  men.  We 
objected  to  their  paying  the  men  because  they 
would  then  become  servants  of -the  railway  instead 
of  being  under  the  control  of  the  department. 
Mr.  Handwell  had  charge  of  the  station  of  the 
Michigan  Central,  but  is  no  longer  there.  As  soon 
as  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  made  connection 
by  means  of  the  W abash  Railway,  the  traffic  fell  off 
to  so  great  an  extent  that  the  company  no  longer 
required  him  there,  and  he  has  been  relieved  of  duty. 
Mr.  Reid,  the  third  man,  is  paid  by  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway.  There  is  also  an  officer  at  Minne¬ 
sota  Junction,  St.  Paul,  paid  by  the  Northern 
Pacific  Railway,  and  another  at  Tacoma,  paid  by  the 
Northern  Pacific  Railway,  in  order  to  superintend 
the  transfer  of  Canadian  goods  from  Canada  pass¬ 
ing  in  bond  through  the  United  States  to  British 
Columbia. 

Salary  and  travelling  expenses  of  In¬ 
spectors  of  Ports  and  travelling  ex¬ 
penses  of  other  officers  on  inspection  $19,000 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  How  many  inspectors 
have  we  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Five  or  six.  Nova  Scotia  one  ; 
New  Brunswick  and  Prince  Edward  Island  one  ; 
Quebec  one,  extending  as  far  as  Kingston,  and  one 
from  Kingston  westward  to  Porth  Arthur.  Also 
one  in  Winnipeg  who  has  charge  of  the  whole 
North-West,  and  Mr.  Clute  in  British  Columbia, 
who  is  also  collector  at  NewT  Westminster  and  dis¬ 
charges  the  additional  duties  of  inspector.  Mr. 
McMichael,  who  is  financial  inspector  for  the  whole 
Dominion,  is  now  performing  that  work  until  a  suc¬ 
cessor  is  appointed  to  Mr.  Mewburn,  deceased. 

Mr.  O’BR  IEN.  Is  the  present  staff  of  inspectors 
at  all  adequate  for  the  work  to  be  done,  and  is  there 
any  real  economy  in  having  a  small  staff  as  com¬ 
pared  with  the  amount  of  revenue  which  may  be 
lost  to  the  country  by  the  want  of  sufficient  force  ? 
I  consider  that  the  country  would  be  better  served 
by  having  a  better  staff  and  the  revenue  would  be 
increased. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  am  not  sure  but  that  the  hint 
thrown  out  by  the  lion,  gentleman  is  correct. 
There  is  a  very  large  charge  for  travelling  expenses 
for  the  inspectors,  and,  if  they  are  to  be  of  any 
value,  it  is  evident  that  their  value  must  be  condi¬ 
tional  on  their  efficiency,  and  it  is  for  us  a  very 
serious  matter  to  consider  whether  the  area  travel¬ 
led  by  these  inspectors  should  not  be  reduced,  so 
that  a  more  constant  and  better  inspection  might 
take  place. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  I  suppose  the  Min¬ 
ister  is  not  anxious  to  state  who  is  to  get  Mr. 
Mewburn’s  position  ? 


Mr.  BOWELL.  Not  very  anxious. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  In  regard  to  the 
position  of  Mr.  Clute,  while  it  may  be  very  well  to 
economize  and  not  have  too  many  officers,  it  may 
be  possible  to  give  one  man  too  many  offices.  I 
see  that  Mr.  Clute  is  collector  of  customs  and 
inspector  of  customs,  and  he  receives  extra  pay  as 
an  exciseman — in  fact  he  receives  pay  from  five 
different  sources.  The  question  arises  whether  he 
can  be  an  efficient  collector  of  customs  and  inspector 
of  customs  for  all  the  ports  of  British  Columbia, 
and  fill  these  different  offices  besides  ? 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Is  there  any  difficulty  in  getting 
enough  persons  to  fill  the  vacancy  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  have  not  found  any. 

Committee  rose  and  reported  the  resolutions. 

MESSAGE  FROM  HIS  EXCELLENCY. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON  presented  a  Message 
from  His  Excellency  the  Governor  General. 

Mr.  SPEAKER  read  the  Message,  as  follows  : — 
Stanley  op  Preston. 

The  Governor  General  transmits  to  the  House  of  Com¬ 
mons  Supplementary  Estimates  of  sums  required  for  the 
service  of  the  Dominion  for  the  yearendingthe  30th  June, 
1892,  and  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the  British 
North  America  Act,  1867,  he  recommends  these  Estimates 
to  the  House  of  Commons. 

Government  House, 

Ottawa,  31st  March,  1892. 

Mr.  FOSTER  moved  : 

That  the  Message  of  His  Excellency,  with  the  Estimates, 
be  referred  to  Committee  of  Supply. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  ESTIMATES. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  may  say  that  I  would  like  to 
take  these  Estimates  up  and  pass  them  and  let  them 
go  to  the  Senate  and  become  an  Act  as  soon  as 
possible,  because  there  are  some  items  there  which 
are  sadly  needed  for  the  work  of  this  House.  Our 
own  funds  are  almost  exhausted  in  consequence  of 
the  long  session  of  last  year,  and,  therefore,  I  sug¬ 
gest  that  we  might  take  this  up  to-morrow,  if  the 
hon.  gentleman  has  no  objection. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  As  far  as 
may  be,  we  will  be  desirous  to  meet  the  wishes  of 
the  hon.  gentleman,  but  we  would  like  to  see  these 
Estimates  for  a  moment  or  two  before  making  any 
promises. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON  moved  the  adjournment 
of  the  House. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  understand 
that  the  Minister  of  Finance  wishes  to  proceed 
with  the  Supplementary  Estimates  to-morrow. 
What  other  Government  business  will  he  take  up  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER,  The  other  Estimates. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Could  the 
Minister  of  Justice  give  us  any  idea  as  to  the  time 
when  the  Redistribution  Bill  will  be  ready  for  its 
submission  to  the  House  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  No,  I  cannot.  I  think 
I  will  be  able  to  say  something  more  definite  about 
it  next  week. 
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Mr.  MULOCK.  When  may  we  expect  to  have 
copies  of  the  reports  on  which  Governor  General’s 
warrants  were  issued  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  They  are  being  prepared. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  and  House  adjourned  at  1 
a.m.  (Friday). 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

*  Friday,  1st  April,  1892. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  Three  o'clock. 

Prayers. 

PRIVATE  BILLS. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Annapolis)  moved  : 

That  the  time  for  presenting  private  Bills  be  extended 
to  Friday  next,  8th  of  April,  in  accordance  with  the  re¬ 
commendation  of  the  Seleet  Standing  Committee  on  Stand¬ 
ing  Orders. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

FIRST  READINGS. 

Bill  (No.  49) respecting  theCobourg,  Northumber¬ 
land  and  Pacific  Railway  Company. — (Mr.  Guillet. ) 

Bill  (No.  50)  respecting  the  Ontario  and  Pacific 
Railway  Company. — (Mr.  Bergin. ) 

Bill  (No.  51)  to  incorporate  the  Canadian  Rail¬ 
way  Company. — (Mr.  Gillies.) 

Bill  (No.  52)  to  incorporate  the  Kingston  Belt 
Line  Railway  Company. — (Mr.  Tisdale). 

Bill  (No.  53)  respecting  the  Qu’Appelle,  Long 
Lake  and  Saskatchewan  Railroad  and  Steamboat 
Company. — (Mr.  Kirkpatrick. ) 

Bill  (No.  54)  to  incorporate  the  Niagara  Falls  and 
Queenston  Railway  and  Bridge  Company. — (Mr. 
Macdonell,  Algoma. ) 

Bill  (No.  55)  to  amalgamate  the  National  Mutual 
Loan  and  Building  Society  of  Montreal  and  the 
National  Mutual  Loan  and  Building  Society  of 
Hamilton  under  the  name  of  “  The  National  Loan 
and  Building  Society.” — (Mr.  Langelier.) 

Bill  (No.  56)  to  confirm  an  agreement  between  the 
Tobique  Railway  Company  and  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  Company. — (Mr.  Skinner.) 

Bill  (No.  57)  respecting  the  St.  John  and  Maine 
Railway  Company  and  the  New  Brunswick  Railway 
Company. — (Mr.  Skinner.) 

THE  LONDON  ELECTION. 

Mr.  SUTHERLAND  moved  : 

That  the  petition  of  Thomas  S.  Hobbs  and  others,  elec- 
tors  of  the  city  of  London,  presented  to  this  House  on 
TV  ednesday  last,  concerning  the;conduct  of  William  Elliott, 
Esq.,  Judge  of  the  County  Court  of  the  County  of  Middle¬ 
sex,  be  printed  in  the  Votes  and  Proceedings. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Mr.  SUTHERLAND  moved  : 

That  the  petition  of  Thomas  S.  Hobbs  and  others,  of  the 
city  of  London,  be  forwarded  to  William  Elliott,  Esq., 
•County  J udge  of  the  County  of  Middlesex,  for  his  informa¬ 
tion. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  ask  that  this  resolu¬ 
tion  shall  not  be  put,  as  it  is  out  of  order. 

Sir  John  Thompson. 


Mr.  SPEAKER.  The  motion  is  out  of  order. 

Mr.  SUTHERLAND.  Before  the  Orders  of  the 
Day  are  called,  I  would  ask  whether  the  papers 
concerning  the  London  election  have  been  laid  on 
the  Table  in  accordance  with  the  Address  to  His 
Excellency,  and,  if  not,  when  they  will  be  laid  on 
the  Table  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  thought  they  had  all 
been  brought  down.  I  will  see  to  that. 

CENSUS  AND  STATISTICS. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  I  would  ask  the  leader 
of  the  Government  when  we  may  expect  the  map 
which  the  House  agreed  should  be  furnished  repre¬ 
senting  the  districts  and  the  cities  and  municipal 
and  county  boundaries  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  It  was  ordered 
immediately  after  the  passage  of  the  resolution, 
and  I  will  ascertain  between  this  and  Monday. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  I  would  also  ask  the 
Government  as  to  the  proposed  report  in  reference 
to  incomes  over  a  certain  amount,  whether  the 
M  mister  will  be  able  to  furnish  us  from  the  census 
with  a  statement  of  the  parties  who  are  receiving 
an  income  of  more  than  $500  or  $1,000,  and  the 
amount  of  those  incomes. 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  will  make  the  necessary 
enquiry,  and  let  the  hon.  gentleman  know  on  Mon¬ 
day. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Does  the  hon. 
gentleman  know  whether  any  enquiries  were  made 
which  would  enable  my  hon.  friend’s  question  to 
be  answered,  because,  judging  from  my  recollec¬ 
tion  of  the  census  papers  I  saw,  I  doubt  very  much 
if  any  such  questions  were  put  ? 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  If  there  has  been  no 
such  information  collected,  this  census  Mill  be 
extremely  defective. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  The  question  the 
hon.  gentleman  asked  the  other  day  was  within 
Mrhat  time  such  information  could  probably  be 
brought  down. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  Yes. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  suppose  he  had  not 
particular  reference  to  the  census  any  more  than 
to  any  other  source  of  information.  I  will  en¬ 
deavour  to  ascertain. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Botlrwell).  My  impression  was, 
when  I  put  the  question,  that  the  information  was 
embraced  in  the  census,  but  there  would  be  a 
little  difficulty  in  furnishing  the  information 
expeditiously. 

NATIONALITY  OF  THE  POPULATION. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  would 
like  to  enquire  of  the  Minister  of  Agriculture 
when  we  may  expect  information  as  to  the  details 
of  the  nationality  and  birth-places  of  the  population? 
It  is  now  a  year  since  the  census  was  taken,  and  I 
should  think  that  that  information  ought  to  be 
ready  for  production  in  a  very  short  time. 

Mr.  CARLING.  The  question  was  asked  in  the 
House  some  tMro  or  three  weeks  ago.  I  made  en¬ 
quiry  and  was  informed  that  we  would  likely 
have  that  laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House  by  the 
middle  of  April.  I  expect  to  be  able  to  do  so. 
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negotiations  WITH  NEWFOUNDLAND. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I. )  I  would  like  to  ask  the 
lion,  gentleman  whether  any  negotiations  are  at 
present  pending  between  this  Government  and  that 
of  Newfoundland  with  reference  to  the  settlement 
of  the  difficulties  between  the  two  Governments  ? 

V  ' 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  lean  hardly  say  there 
are  any  negotiations  with  the  Government  of 
Newfoundland.  There  have  been  communications 
with  the  Colonial  Office  on  the  subject  of  our  rela¬ 
tions  with  Newfoundland. 

ORDNANCE  LANDS— TORONTO. 

Mr.  DEWDNEY  moved  second  reading  of  reso¬ 
lution  (11th  March)  declaring  it  expedient  to  con¬ 
vey  to  the  Corporation  of  the  city  of  Toronto, 
certain  ordnance  lands  of  that  city. 

Resolution  read  the  second  time,  reported  and 
concurred  in. 

Mr.  DEWDNEY  moved  for  leave  to  introduce 
Bill  (No.  58)  to  authorize  the  conveyance  to  the 
Corporation  of  the  City  of  Toronto,  certain  Ord¬ 
nance  Lands  in  that  city. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Bill  read  the  first  time. 

‘  SUPPLY. 


House  again  resolved  itself  into  Committee,  of 
Supply. 

(In  the  Committee. ) 

Civil  Government— Department  of 
Interior  — To  pay  salary  of  Chief 
Clerk  from  1st  November,  1891,  to 
30th  June,  1892,  at  $2,800 .  $1,866  67 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  suppose 
that  this  is  the  salary  intended  to  be  paid  to  Mr. 
Burgess  for  his  services,  from  the  1st  November, 
1891,  to  30th  June,  1892? 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  Yes. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  think  it  is 
time  now  we  should  understand  what  the  Govern¬ 
ment  propose  to  do  with  that  gentleman.  There 
was  apparently  a  slight  difference  of  opinion 
between  two  important  members  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  as  to  Mr.  Burgess,  when  we  last  had  that 
gentleman  under  discussion.  Now,  I  think  we 
ought  to  know  whether  the  views  of  the  Minister 
of  Interior,  or.  of  the  Minister  of  Justice  are  going 
to  prevail,  and  whether  Mr.  Burgess  is  to  continue 
in  the  position  of  chief  clerk  for  his  many  merits, 
or  whether  he  is,  as  the  Minister  of  Interior  rather 
intimated,  to  be  restored  in  all  honour  and  glory 
to  the  position  which  he  has  so  well  filled  as  Deputy 
Minister  of  that  department.  I  think  now  the 
hon.  gentlemen  have  probably  come  to  an  under¬ 
standing,  and  we  desire  to  know  what  they  pro¬ 
pose  to  do  with  Mr.  Burgess. 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  I  do  not  recollect  that  there 
was  any  difference  or  conflict  of  opinion  with  re¬ 
gard  to  Mr.  Burgess  between  the  leader  of  the 
House  and  myself,  when  this  matter  came  up 
before.  When  the  question  was  asked  me  what 
position  Mr.  Burgess  occupied,  I  think  I  stated 
that  a  report  of  Council  had  determined  that  he 
should  occupy  the  position  of  chief  clerk,  but  I 


proposed  to  recommend  that  he  should  be  rein¬ 
stated.  Of  course,  the  report  has  now  been  brought 
down,  and  it  indicates  what  conclusion  was  come 
to.  This  item  is  to  pay  the  salary  of  a  chief  clerk, 
which  has  been  unprovided  for,  and  upon  its  being 
voted  it  will  be  paid  to  Mr.  Burgess,  who  is  now 
in  the  department,  and  has  been  acting,  as  I  said 
before,  as  Deputy  Minister  up  to  the  present  time, 
without  being  able  to  draw  any  salary.  After  the 
Order  in  Council  was  passed  an  application  was 
made  to  the  Auditor  General  for  his  salary,  and 
the  Auditor  General  said  that  as  there  was  no  such 
salary  voted  by  the  House,  he  was  unable  to  sanc¬ 
tion  it. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  do  not  yet 
quite  understand  from  the  hon.  gentleman  what 
the  Government  propose  to  do.  I  did  not  see  the 
report  the  hon.  Minister  alludes  to.  Is  Mr.  Bur¬ 
gess  to  become  deputy  head  again  or  not  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  The  report  which  my 
colleague  refers  to  is  the  report  on  which  his  case 
was  originally  dealt  with,  along  with  other  persons 
in  the  department.  The  other  day  when  the  mat¬ 
ter  was  mentioned,  I  merely  wanted  to  guard 
against  its  being  supposed  that  it  had  been  decided 
upon  to  reinstate  Mr.  Burgess,  whereas  my  col¬ 
league  had  merely  stated  what  his  own  view  was. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  think  surely 
we  have  a  right  to  know.  This  is  a  matter  of 
great  public  moment.  The  hon.  gentleman  has 
not  forgotten  that  Mr.  Burgess  and  a  number  of 
other  parties  in  the  Department  of  the  Interior 
occupied  the  attention  of  this  House  for  a  consider¬ 
able  length  of  time,  and  were  the  cause  of  the 
production  of  divers  blue-books,  covering  several 
hundred  pages,  one  of  which  I  have  in  my  hand. 
Now,  I  think  that  the  Government  at  this  present 
time  ought  to  be  able  to  tell  us  definitely  what 
they  have  decided  to  do  with  respect  to  Mr. 
Burgess,  whether  they  think  Mr.  Burgess  deserves 
to  be  reinstated,  as  was  undoubtedly  intimated  by 
the  Minister  of  Interior,  or  whether  they  think 
that  they  will  continue  him  as  chief  clerk,  deem¬ 
ing  the  reduction  a  sufficient  punishment.  I  think 
that  is  a  matter  that  the  House  have  a  right  to  be 
informed  of  at  this  stage,  and  that  is  the  point  to 
which  I  desire  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Minister 
of  Justice  and  the  Minister  of  Interior.  We  want 
merely  to  know  what  the  Government  have  decided 
on  doing.  The  question  is  of  very  considerable 
importance,  having  reference  to  the  discipline  of 
the  department,  and  having  reference  to  the 
matters  which  were  brought  to  our  attention  in 
the  Public  Accounts  Committee  last  year.  Surely 
the  Government  are  able  to  tell  us  what  they 
intend  to  do  with  respect  to  Mr.  Burgess. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  am  afraid  my  hon.  friend  has 
not  read  the  information  which  was  brought  down 
and  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  House.  That  in¬ 
formation  is  contained  in  the  report  of  the  Sub- 
Committee  of  Council,  which  took  up  the  cases  of 
Mr.  Burgess  and  the  other  employes  of  the  Interior 
Department.  If  he  had  read  that  report  he  would 
have  found  the  decision  to  which  the  Government 
came,  and  no  other  decision  has  been  reached. 
That  decision  as  regards  this  officer  is  simply  this : 
That  whereas  he  was  at  that  time  Deputy  Minis¬ 
ter,  he  should  be  reduced  to  the  rank  of  a  chief 
clerk,  and  that  the  House  be  asked  to  vote  him, 
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not  the  minimum  salary,  but  the  salary  of  $2,800  as 
chief  clerk.  The  item  at  present  before  the  House 
is  to  carry  out  that  recommendation.  The  recom¬ 
mendation  was  adopted,  and  by  a  minute  of  Coun¬ 
cil  passed  ;  it  is  the  Government’s  decision,  and  no 
further  decision  has  been  arrived  at.  Mr.  Burgess, 
as  my  colleague  says,  has  been  acting  as  deputy 
since.  What  arrangement  will  be  made  for  a 
Deputy  Minister  in  the  future,  is  a  matter  that  the 
Government  has  not  considered,  and  consequently 
I  can  make  no  statement  about  it. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  can  under¬ 
stand  that  this  is  a  vote  for  the  salary  of  a  chief 
clerk  ;  it  does  not  require  any  explanation  to  see 
that.  What  I  say  is,  that  the  Government  ought 
to  be  in  a  position  to  tell  us  what  they  propose  to 
do  with  Mr.  Burgess.  Here  is  a  gentleman  who 
was  the  head  of  a  very  important  department,  and 
whose  conduct  was  censured  by  the  Public  Accounts 
Committee — whose  conduct,  as  I  understand,  ap¬ 
pears  reprehensible  in  the  eyes  of  the  Government 
themselves.  We  ask  to  know  what  they  propose 
to  do  with  this  gentleman.  It  was  intimated  to 
us  very  plainly  and  distinctly  by  the  Minister  at 
the  head  of  the  department  that,  in  his  judgment, 
Mr.  Burgess  ought  to  be  reinstated.  The  question 
I  put  is  a  very  simple  and  plain  one,  whether,  in 
making  that  statement,  the  Minister  of  the  Interior 
represents  the  decision  his  colleagues  have  arrived 
at  ;  and,  having  been  brought  formally  to  their  no¬ 
tice  in  that  fashion  by  the  Minister  of  the  Interior, 
I  think  the  House  are  fully  entitled  to  know  what 
the  Government  have  decided  on  doing,  and  if  the 
Government  have  not  made  a  decision  they  ought 
to  make  a  decision  and  let  us  know.  That  appears 
to  me  a  very  reasonable  proposition  under  the  cir¬ 
cumstances. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  The  Government  have  reached 
a  decision,  and  the  decision  is  that  Mr.  Burgess 
shall  be  a  chief  clerk,  and  if  the  House  will  vote 
this  salery  as  of  a  chief  clerk,  he  shall  get  $2,800 
a  year. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  That  is  no 
answer  at  all. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  The  Government  ought 
to  agree  on  this  subject  before  they  invite  a  dis¬ 
cussion  in  the  House.  Now,  the  leader  of  the  House 
has  told  us  one  story,  the  Minister  of  Finance  tells 
us  a  second,  and  the  Minister  of  the  Interior  tells 
us  a  third. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  There  is  no  divergence. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  Let  us  see  for  a 
moment.  The  Minister  of  the  Interior  says  that  it  is 
His  intention  to  press  upon  his  colleagues  the  rein¬ 
statement  of  Mr.  Burgess  in  the  office  which  he 
formerly  held.  This  is  a  frank  declaration  of  his 
wish,  so  far  as  he  is  concerned.  What  is  to  be  done 
with  Mr.  Burgess  in  the  immediate  future  ?  The 
Minister  who  leads  the  Government  in  this  House 
says :  “Ido  not  know ;  upon  this  subject  theGovern- 
ment  have  not  come  to  a  conclusion.  ”  ‘  ‘Oh,  ”  says  the 
Minister  of  Finance,  “the  Minister  of  Justice  is  mis¬ 
taken  ;  the  Government  have  come  to  a  conclusion.” 
The  hon.  gentleman  must  not  have  read  the  return 
brought  down  to  the  House.  If  he  will  read  it  he 
will  see  that  the  Government  came  to  no  conclu¬ 
sion.  Does  the  Minister  suppose  that  by  an  incon¬ 
sequential  statement  of  that  kind  he  can  deceive 
the  House  or  any  member  of  it  ?  The  question  is 
Mr.  Foster. 


not  what  is  Mr.  Burgess’s  present  status.  Every¬ 
body  knows  that.  The  question  is,  what  is  the 
status  the  Government  intend  giving  Mr.  Burgess 
in  the  immediate  future,  and  the  information 
brought  down  gives  no  information  on  that  subject, 
and  the  leader  of  the  Government  has  frankly  told 
the  House  that  they  have  come  to  no  conclusion. 
If  that  be  so,  what  is  the  use  of  the  Minister  of 
Finance  rising  and  making  such  a  statement  as  he 
has  just  addressed  to  the  House.  We  all  know  that 
Mr.  Burgess  was  reduced  to  the  rank  of  first-class 
clerk,  that  no  provision  was  madeforthe  payment  of 
such  an  officer,  and  that  it  is  about  to  be  made  at  this 
moment.  But  there  is  this  important  consideration 
which  grows  out  of  the  question  :  if  Mr.  Burgess  is 
to  be  restored,  then  this  is  a  temporary  provision 
for  a  first-class  clerk,  and  it  should  be  so  shown  in 
the  Estimates.  If  some  one  else  is  appointed, 
then  there  is  to  be  a  permanent  first-class 
clerk  added  to  the  staff  of  the  department.  That 
is  perfectly  clear.  If  Mr.  Burgess  is  raised  to  the 
position,  unless  the  Government  say  that  the 
appointment  of  a  first-class  clerk  as  a  permanent 
officer  is  a  necessity,  there  is  no  need  of  voting  this 
appropriation  beyond  the  time  that  Mr.  Burgess 
is  to  hold  that  office.  What  does  the  Government 
say  ?  Are  they  going  to  make  a  permanent  addition 
to  the  clerks  of  the  department,  and  make  a  per¬ 
manent  positition  for  a  clerk  of  that  grade,  or  are 
they  going  to  restore  Mr.  Burgess  to  his  former 
position  and  make  temporary  provision  for  His 
salary  while  he  occupies  this  inferior  rank  ?  I  say 
this  is  a  matter  about  which  the  House  should  be 
informed.  I  am  expressing  no  opinion  on  the  sub¬ 
ject,  I  do  not  propose  doing  so  ;  but  I  ask  the 
Government  to  inform  the  House  what  their  inten¬ 
tions  are  in  this  matter,  and  they  ought  not  to  press 
the  House  to  vote  an  appropriation  until  they  are 
prepared  to  state  to  the  House  their  intentions. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman  has 
not  read  the  item.  If  he  had  read  the  item,  a  large 
part  of  his  criticism  would  fall  to  the  ground.  The 
item  is:  for  the  salary  of  a  chief  clerk  from  1st 
November,  1891,  to  30th  June,  1892. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  Certainly. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  It  is  only  a  portion  of  the  pre¬ 
sent  year,  and  this  item  carries  no  further  than  1st 
J  uly. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  The  Minister  is  well 
aware  that  he  can  take  an  appropriation  only  for 
1 2  months  at  most. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  do  not  take  it  for  12  months. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  For  the  balance  of  the 
year.  An  appropriation  cannot  be  taken  for  more 
than  12  months,  and  it  must  expire  with  the  cur¬ 
rent  year.  Does  the  hon.  gentleman  propose  to 
address  such  an  argument  seriously  to  the  House  ? 
Does  that  furnish  the  House  with  any  information 
as  to  whether  an  additional  permanent  first  class 
clerk  will  be  appointed  or  not  ?  If  we  are  to  have 
an  additional  first-class  clerk,  let  us  know  it ;  if 
not,  let  the  hon.  gentleman  inform  the  House,  so 
that  the  House  will  know  precisely  what  is  being 
done  in  the  matter. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  We  have  a 
right  to  know  what  the  Government  propose  to  do 
in  the  matter. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  It  is  evident  that  the  Min¬ 
ister  of  the  Interior  is  more  honest  in  his  declara- 
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tion  respecting  this  matter  than  are  the  other  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  Government.  He  has  declared  that  it 
is  his  wish  to  reinstate  Mr.  Burgess  to  the  position 
of  Deputy  Minister.  This  is  shown  by  the 
fact  that  in  the  ordinary  Estimates  provision  is 
made  for  the  payment  of  a  Deputy  Minister  at 
a  salary  of  $3,200  annually.  So  it  is  evident  that 
it  is  the  intention  of  the  Minister  over  that  depart¬ 
ment,  at  all  events,  to  appoint  Mr.  Burgess  to 
the  position  of  Deputy  Minister  immediately 
after  30th  June.  I  think  the  Government  should 
inform  us  what  they  intend  to  do  in  this  matter. 
The  investigation  which  took  place  with  respect,  to 
the  management  of  the  Interior  Department  during 
last  session  before  the  Public  Accounts  Committee 
revealed  a  state  of  affairs  which  did  not  reflect 
credit  on  the  head  of  the  department  and  on  the 
Government,  because  it  showed  clearly  that  the  head 
of  the  department  and  the  deputy  head,  if  the 
evidence  given  before  the  Public  Accounts  Com¬ 
mittee  is  to  be  believed,  had  no  proper  supervision 
over  the  payment  of  money  for  that  de¬ 
partment  of  the  public  service.  There  can  be 
no  justification  set  up  either  by  the  Minis¬ 
ter,  or  any  one  on  behalf  of  the  department, 
of  the  conduct  of  the  officers  of  the  department 
from  1885  up  to  last  session.  There  were  irregula¬ 
rities  during  the  whole  time,  and  irregularities  which 
were  contrary  to  the  oath  taken  by  the  officials  of 
the  department,  an  oath  which  required  that  they 
should  not  be  paid  for  extra  services.  During  the 
investigation  I  paid  particular  attention  to  all  that 
transpired,  and  I  have  yet  to  be  satisfied  that  the 
work  which  was  claimed  to  have  been  done,  was 
done  for  the  money  paid.  I  am  not  satisfied  in  my 
own  mind  that  the  work  was  done  at  all,  in  many 
instances.  But  the  system  prevailed  in  the  depart¬ 
ment  of  clerks  making  out  accounts  and  getting 
other  clerks  to  certify  to  them  in  order  to  draw 
money.  That  is  the  impression  left  on  my  mind 
by  the  evidence  given,  and  in  some  cases  this  was 
borne  out  by  the  evidence.  We  have  the  evidence 
of  Mr.  McCabe  to  the  effect  that  he  had  allowed  his 
name  to  be  used  on  an  account  for  services  which 
he  never  performed,  and  which  he  did  not  know  had 
been  performed.  There  can  be  no  doubt  that  these 
irregularities  were  of  a  very  grave  character,  and 
the  punishment  meted  out  to  some  of  those  engaged 
in  the  transactions  was  altogether  unequal  to 
the  offence  committed.  Some  officers  had  suffered 
by  that  investigation  because  they  told  the  truth, 
although  they  were  not  so  guilty  as  others 
mentioned  in  the  report  brought  down  by  the 
Commission  appointed  to  investigate  the  matter. 
That  Commission  has  punished  some  men  who 
should  not  have  been  punished,  because  they  came 
before  the  Public  Accounts  Committee  and  told 
the  truth,  and  it  was  in  consequence  of  their  hav¬ 
ing  told  the  truth  that  we  were  able  to  make  a 
successful  investigation  of  the  affair.  They  were 
punished  by  command  of,  or  at  the  instigation  of 
their  superior  officers.  After  reading  the  report 
of  the  Commission,  I  think  the  whole  object 
of  the  hon.  gentlemen  who  prepared  that  report 
was  to  endeavour  to  make  it  apparent  to  the  House 
and  the  country  that  this  system  of  irregularities 
prevailed  before  the  present  Government  came  into 
office.  There  was  nothing  to  show  that  that  was 
the  case.  It  is  true  one  of  the  witnesses  who 
name  before  the  Commission  stated  that  he  believed 
that  he  had  some  indistinct  recollection  of  some¬ 


thing  of  that  kind  having  occurred  under  the 
Liberal  Administration  of  Mr.  Mackenzie,  but  there 
was  no  evidence  to  show  that  any  such  irregulari¬ 
ties  had  taken  place  under  the  Administration 
which  preceded  the  present  Government,  and  the 
object  of  the  report  seemed  to  be  to  convey  the 
impression  that  that  system  had  been  prevalent 
under  a  former  Government,  and  it  only  came  out 
under  the  present  Government.  The  fact  is  there 
was  no  reason  why  these  men  should  not  draw 
extra  money  until  after  the  passage  of  the  Civil 
Service  Act,  which  was  in  1882. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  1867. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  It  is  the  amended  Act  to 
which  I  am  referring.  Previously  there  was  a  Civil 
Service  Act,  but  it  did  not  prevent  the  drawing  of 
such  money. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  It  did.  The  provision 
was  exactly  the  same. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  The  idea  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion  was  to  whitewash  the  officers  and  the  depart¬ 
ment,  and  to  endeavour  to  make  it  appear  that 
they  were  no  worse  than  the  officers  under  a  former 
Administration,  and  that  those  evilsprevailed  under 
a  former  Administration.  That  is  no  excuse  what¬ 
ever.  If  a  former  Administration  were  guilty  of 
irregularities,  that  is  no  excuse  for  the  present 
Administration  allowing  similar  and  worse  irre¬ 
gularities  to  prevail.  I  think  the  Commission 
appointed  by  the  Government  to  investigate  this 
matter  have  let  a  great  many  of  these  men  down 
very  softly.  I  might  just  as  well  say  what  I  think. 
I  think  that  these  officers  know  more  than  they 
have  already  told.  I  believe  that  there  are  men  in 
that  department  who,  if  they  were  to  tell  all  the 
truth,  would  shame  the  head  of  that  department  and 
theGovernment  of  this  country, because  I  am  satisfied 
they  are  in  possession  offacts  which  have  not  yetbeen 
brought  before  the  public  in  reference  to  the  trans¬ 
actions  that  have  taken  place  in  that  department, 
and  which  would  enable  the  public  to  see  that  the 
whole  department  had  been  rotten  and  corrupt  for 
years  past.  This  is  the  reason,  Mr.  Chairman,  why 
these  men  have  been  let  down  so  easily.  They 
have  been  fined  a  month’s  pay  because  their  mouths 
are  to  be  shut,  and  because  the  Government  knew 
that  it  would  pay  them  to  shut  their  mouths. 
But  I  fancy  the  time  will  come  when  we  will  be 
able  to  get  at  the  bottom  of  the  management  of  the 
Interior  Department,  and  if  the  statements  I  have 
heard  recently  can  be  proven,  and  I  have  reason 
to  believe  they  can,  there  will  be  revelations  yet 
brought  to  light  with  regard  to  the  management  of 
that  department  which  will  startle  some  of  the 
members  of  the  Government  themselves  ;  because 
I  suppose  that  they  do  not  all  know  the  transac¬ 
tions  which  have  taken  place  there.  I  believe  that 
the  Government  are  entitled  to  give  us  this  infor¬ 
mation,  whether  Mr.  Burgess  is  to  be  reinstated  in 
his  office  or  not.  A  vote  has  been  taken  by  the 
Government  to  pay  the  salary  of  the  Deputy  Min¬ 
ister,  and  this  present  vote  is  only  in  the  name  of 
a  first-class  clerk  up  to  30th  June.  I  think  we 
should  know  whether  this  vote  of  $3,200  for  a  De¬ 
puty  Minister  is  to  be  paid  to  Mr.  Burgess  or  not. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  There  is  evidently  not 
much  use  in  replying  to  a  gentleman  who  appar¬ 
ently  only  debates  the  subject  for  the  purpose  of 
giving  an  insult,  and  that  is  the  position  of  the 
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gentleman  who  speaks  about  whitewashing,  and  our 
attempting  to  justify  ourselves  by  showing  that  the 
record  of  some  other  Government  is  just  as  bad.  No 
such  attempt  has  been  made,  and  that  is  almost 
the  only  observation  I  shall  offer  with  regard  to  his 
remarks.  The  Civil  Service  Act  which  is  said  to  have 
been  passed  in  1882,  was  passed  in  186/  and  contains 
the  same  prohibition  against  the  regular  clerks 
receiving  extra  pay  that  Civil  Service  Acts  have 
always  contained  ever  since.  In  pursuing  the  in¬ 
vestigation  which  was  begun  by  the  Committee  on 
Public  Accounts,  the  committee  of  the  Government 
found  that  the  same  practices  had  been  committed 
by  other  clerks  in  the  service,  and  the  same  penalty 
was  applied  to  them,  as  would  be  applied  by  any 
persons  attempting  to  hold  anything  like  a  fair 
investigation.  With  regard  to  the  objects  which 
the  hon.  gentleman  not  only  surmises,  but 
endeavours  in  the  most  offensive  way  to  attribute  to 
us,  I  shall  leave  them  altogether  unanswered. 
The  persistence,  however,  which  is  displayed  by 
the  hon.  member  for  South  Oxford  (Sir  Richard 
Cartwright)  and  the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell 
(Mr.  Mills),  seems  tome  extraordinary,  unless  it 
is  based  upon  some  impression  in  their  minds  that 
something  is  being  kept  back  from  the  Committee. 

I  can  quite  understand  why  they  should  press  for 
information  if  they  suppose  that  there  was  some 
decision  of  the  Government  arrived  at  with  regard 
to  Mr.  Burgess  which  has  not  been  communicated 
to  the  House,  or  if  they  supposed  his  case  was 
pending  before  the  Government.  The  hon.  member 
for  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills)  was  quite  mistaken  in 
saying  that  I  had  stated  that  no  decision  had  been 
arrived  at  with  regard  to  Mr.  Burgess.  W  hat  I 
said  was  that  no  decision  had  been  arrived  at  with 
regard  to  what  the  Minister  of  the  Interior  had 
intimated  to  be  his  view  and  wish  in  the  matter. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  Will  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  excuse  me.  I  did  not  pretend  to  say  that  there 
was  anything  in  the  Minister’s  statement  which 
showed  that  Mr.  Burgess  had  not  been  put  in  the 
position  of  a  chief  clerk.  I  understood  that  per¬ 
fectly  clear  ;  but  I  wanted  to  know,  was  there  any 
decision  as  to  the  question  whether  Mr.  Burgess 
should  be  restored  to  the  position  of  Deputy 
Minister  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  If  that  is  what  the 
hon.  gentleman  meant  to  say,  the  inference  was  a 
little  unfair,  when  he  asked  the  committee  to  sup¬ 
pose  that  there  was  a  difference  between  what  I 
and  my  colleague  beside  me  said  with  regard  to  the 
action  of  the  Government.  What  has  been  done 
with  regard  to  Mr.  Burgess  is  stated  in  the  words 
of  the  Finance  Minister,  and  the  committee  will 
see  it  agrees  with  what  I  have  said.  The  only 
decision  arrived  at  is  :  that  he  should  be  deprived 
of  the  position  of  Deputy  Minister  and  relegated  to 
the  position  of  chief  clerk  with  the  maximum  sal¬ 
ary.  It  is  with  a  view  to  carry  out  that  decision 
that  the  present  vote  is  asked,  and  that  of  course 
will  last  only  till  the  1st  of  July.  As  to  Mr.  Bur¬ 
gess’s  reinstatement  in  the  office  of  deputy,  no 
recommendation  has  been  made  to  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  and  no  application  whatever  has  been 
made,  and  it  would  be  impossible,  therefore,  for  us 
to  state  what  we  would  decide  on  any  future  appli¬ 
cation  which  may  be  made  in  this  matter.  At  the 
present  moment  I  have  not  the  slightest  knowledge 
that  any  such  is  to  be  made. 

Sir  John  Thompson. 


Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  Well,  Mr.  Chairman, the 
information  which  my  hon.  friend  from  South  Ox¬ 
ford  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  asked,  has  not  been 
vouchsafed  to  the  committee  yet.  The  committee 
desired  to  know  whether  Mr.  Burgess,  occupying 
the  position  of  a  chief  clerk  and  receiving  the  pay 
which  the  committee  are  now  asked  to  vote  to  him, 
and  discharging  the  duties  of  deputy  head  of  the 
department,  may  not  be  paid  the  salary  of  Deputy 
Minister.  The  law  allows  that  to  be  done,  I 
understand. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  No. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  The  practice  has  been  to 
allow  a  chief  clerk  who  discharges  the  duty  of  a 
Deputy  Minister,  to  receive  the  pay  of  a  Deputy 
Minister,  and  as  this  House  has  already  voted  the 
pay  for  a  Deputy  Minister,  can  he  not  receive 
that  pay  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  It  cannot  be  done  unless  it  is 
voted. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  It  has  been  voted. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  You  have  got  to  have  a  special 
vote  for  it.  We  cannot  pay  the  difference  between 
the  salaries  without  a  special  vote  of  the  House. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  Although  he  discharges 
the  duty  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  It  makes  no  matter  what  he 
discharges.  If  we  decide  that  the  difference  is  to 
be  paid  it  can  only  be  paid  when  voted  by  the 
House. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  And  the  hon.  gentleman 
does  not  intend  to  propose  such  a  vote. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  You  do  not  find  it  there,  do  you? 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  I  have  eyes  to  see,  and  I 
have  intellect  to  understand  what  is  there.  I 
asked  the  hon.  gentleman  a  plain  question  and  a 
reasonable  question,  and  that  is  whether  he  intends- 
to  propose  to  the  House  that  it  shall  be  paid  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  will  tell  the  hon.  gentleman 
what  I  intend  to  propose  when  I  decide  ? 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  Then  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  distinctly  says  that  he  declines  to  give  the 
information.  The  House  is  asked  in  the  face  of 
this  report  to  vote  at  the  rate  of  $2,800  per  annum 
to  Mr.  Burgess  for  discharging  the  duties  of  chief 
clerk,  and  whether  the  Government  wifi  ask  the 
House  at  a  further  time  to  supplement  that  by  the 
difference  between  this  $2,800  and  the  salary  of  a 
Deputy  Minister  the  hon.  gentleman  declines  to* 
say. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Certainly. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  Then  the  House  is  en¬ 
tirely  in  ignorance  as  to  whether  Mr.  Burgess-  i& 
to  be  punished  or  not.  The  House  is  asked  to  vote 
this  money  without  any  information  whether  an 
additional  vote  will  be  asked  for  making  Mr.  Bur¬ 
gess’s  salary  that  of  a  Deputy  Minister.  The  report 
which  the  hon.  gentleman  brought  down,  and  which 
is  in  my  hand,  states,  with  reference  to  the  case 
before  the  House  : 

“  One  case,  that  of  the  Deputy  Minister,  differs  from 
any  of  the  foregoing,  in  that,  in  addition  to  his  knowledge 
and  sanction  of  irregular  payments,  he  himself  ordered  a 
cheque  to  be  made  out  to  an  extra  clerk  with  the  under¬ 
standing  and  direction  that  $100  of  the  same  be  paid  to 
himself  to  recoup  him  for  payment  to  an  outside  party 
Mr.  Anderson — for  work  performed  by  him.” 
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I  understand  that  the  hon.  gentleman  is  not  only 
asking  that  the  salary  be  increased  to  $2,800  from 
this  date,  but  that  the  increase  took  effect  from 
the  day  Mr.  Burgess  was  appointed  under  this  re¬ 
commendation,  so  that  the  recommendation  reduc¬ 
ing  him  to  the  salary  of  $2,400  was  never  acted 
upon,  is  not  intended  to  be  acted  upon,  and  his 
salary  is  to  be  $2,800  and  not  $2,400.  1  think  that 

in  that  view  of  the  case,  the  House  ought  to  be 
taken  into  the  confidence  of  the  Government  who 
should  state  why  they  do  this.  There  may  be  rea¬ 
sons,  and  I  do  not  say  there  are  not.  There  may 
be  valid  reasons,  but  the  Government  have  a  right 
to  state  these  reasons  to  the  House,  as  to  why  Mr. 
Burgess  was  not  left  at  the  salary  of  $2,400,  to 
which  they  reduced  him,  and  why  they  paid  him 
$2,800  a  year  from  the  day  he  began  to  discharge 
the  duties  of  chief  clerk.  I  think  the  paragraph 
in  the  report  which  my  hon.  friend  from  Brant 
(Mr.  Somerville)  referred  to,  has  justified  the  state¬ 
ment  he  made  that  the  Sub-Committee  of  Council 
intended,  partially  to  justify  these  irregularities, 
by  intimating  that  they  had  occurred  under  a  pre¬ 
vious  Government.  The  paragraph  in  the  report 
reads  as  follows  : — 

“  That  from  a  period  dating  at  least  as  far  back  as  1875  a 
practice  began  to  gi’ow  up  in  the  department  under  which 
occasional  payments  for  extra  work  were  made  to  perma¬ 
nent  clerks  in  violation  of  the  clause.” 

That  is  the  clause.  They  do  not  state  what  the 
evidence  was,  or  that  any  actual  case  occurred  ; 
but  they  say  that  a.  practice  began  to  grow  up. 
My  hon.  friend  reminds  them  that  no  evidence  was 
offered  in  the  Public  Accounts  Committee  justifying 
that  statement,  and  if  the  Committee  of  Council, 
were  in  possession  of  evidence,  in  addition  to  that 
taken  before  the  Public  Accounts  Committee,  to 
justify  it,  I  think  they  had  a  right  to  give  it  to 
the  House,  and  to  give  the  names  of  all  the  parties, 
as  well  as  those  attached  to  the  report,  who  were 
guilty  of  irregularities  between  1882  and  1889.  It 
is  stated  in  this  report  that  during  the  years  from 
1882  to  1889  inclusive,  this  occasional  practice  be¬ 
came  frequent,  and  under  it  several  permanent 
clerks  received  extra  payment.  Now,  I  do  not 
think  the  House  is  being  treated  with  that  perfect 
fair-play  which  it  has  a  right  to  expect.  The 
Minister  of  Finance  himself  was  one  of  the  com¬ 
mittee  who  recommended  that  Mr.  Burgess’s  salary 
be.  reduced  to  $2,400.  I  assume  that  he  had  good 
grounds  for  that  recommendation.  He  now  recom¬ 
mends  that  that  $2,400  be  increased  to  $2,800 — not 
from  to-day,  or  because  of  anything  that  has  trans¬ 
pired  since — at  least  he  does  not  tell  us  so — but 
dating  back  from  the  time  when  the  Deputy  Min¬ 
ister  was  degraded.  If  he  asks  the  House  to  vote 
this  sum  for  the  anterior  period,  I  think  he  has  a 
right  to  tell  the  House  why  he  asks  it. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  think  a 
good  deal  more.  I  think  we  have  a  perfect  right 
to  know  what  the  policy  of  the  Government  is 
with  respect  to  Mr.  Burgess.  This  is  not  an  affair 
of  yesterday  ;  it  has  been  within  the  knowledge  of 
the  Government  for  at  least  nine  months.  The 
facts  known  to  us  now  were  known  to  them  as  far 
back,  I  think,  as  the  1st  of  July  last-;  nine  months 
is  ample  time  for  them  to  make  up  their  minds 
what  they  will  do  with  a  deputy  head  guilty  of  the 
irregularities  that  Mr.  Burgess  was  guilty  of. 
What  we  have  a  right  to  know  is  how  the  Govern¬ 
ment  regard  the  conduct  of  a  deputy  head  who  not 
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only  permits  irregularities  to  exist,  but  who  is  him¬ 
self  guilty  of  them.  This  is  not  a  mere  question  of 
extra  payment.  That  might  be  allowed  to  pass  as 
a  venial  irregularity.  This  is  a  deliberate  use  of 
false  names,  over  and  over  again,  by  these  parties. 
Persons  who  do  not  exist  or  who  were  not  in  the 
employ  of  the  department,  were  constantly  named 
for  a  period  of  years  as  having  done  work  and  re¬ 
ceived  payments.  What  we  want  to  know 
is  how  the  Government  regard  the  conduct  of 
a  deputy  head  who  permits  such  things  to  exist 
in  his  department.  We  have  a  right  to  know 
whether  they  propose  to  reinstate  him  or  to  keep 
him  as  chief  clerk.  To  all  intents  and  purposes 
Mr.  Burgess  is  to-day  Deputy  Minister  of  the 
Interior  ;  he  is  performing  the  duties  of  that  office  ; 
he  is  acting,  as  we  have  been  told  by  the  head  of 
the  department,  as  Deputy  Minister,  and  is  receiv¬ 
ing  a  salary  very  nearly  commensurate  with  that 
which  he  enjoyed  as  deputy  head — $2,800  instead 
of  $3,200.  Under  these  circumstances,  the  country 
at  large  and  this  House  have  a  right  to  know  what 
the  Government  propose  to  do,  more  especially 
after  the  statement  made  by  the  Minister  of  Interior, 
when  he  intimated  that  his  view  of  Mr.  Burgess’s 
conduct  was  that  he  was  a  lit  and  proper  person  to 
be  reinstated.  Now,  Sir,  I  do  not  know  what  the 
reasons  of  the  Minister  may  be,  but  I  must  say 
that  my  hon.  friend  had  reasons  for  saying  that 
the  public  would  be  justified  in  forming  the  opinion 
that  Mr.  Burgess  knew  a  great  deal  which  it  would 
be  inconvenient  to  reveal  if  under  the  circumstances 
he  should  not  be  reinstated. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  do  not  think  there  is  any  need 
for  any  extra  heat  about  this  matter.  I  think  the 
report  of  the  committee,  and  the  explanations  that 
!  have  been  given  in  furtherance  of  it  by  the  Minister 
have  been  fair  and  frank.  The  Government  do 
not  wish  to  conceal  anything,  and  are  not  conceal¬ 
ing  anything.  The  Government  have  explicitly 
stated  in  the  report  their  opinion  of  all  these  irre¬ 
gularities.  The  Government  after  full  considera¬ 
tion  of  them,  have  awarded  a  certain  penalty,  and 
the  report  of  the  committee,  indicating  what  they 
thought  was  a  proper  measure  of  punishment,  has 
been  brought  down  and  laid  before  the  House. 
The  Government,  in  carrying  out  their  judgment 
as  to  the  penalties  that  ought  to  be  inflicted  on 
these  gentlemen,  ask  that  a  certain  sum  be  voted. 
That  carries  out  their  intention  and  the  intention 
i  of  the  committee  ;  and  it  was  recommended  to 
Council,  and  adopted  by  Council.  Mr.  Burgess  had 
been  guilt}’  of  lapses,  or  of  conduct  such  as  neces¬ 
sitated  punishment,  and  the  Government  thought  it 
j  would  be  a  sufficient  punishment  that  he  should 
|  be  deprived  of  his  high  and  responsible  office 
|  of  Deputy  Minister,  and  should  be  reduced  to 
I  the  rank  of  a  chief  clerk.  At  the  same  time, 
the  committee  felt  and  the  Government  felt 
that  the  degradation  in  rank,  together  with  the 
loss  of  $400  yearly  of  salary,  was  severe  enough 
punishment.  Although  there  may  be  a  point 
for  my  hon.  friend  to  hang  his  contention 
upon  in  the  wording  of  the  report,  the  idea  was 
simply  this,  that  we  had  no  power  to  tix  a  salary 
other  than  the  minimum  salary  of  a  chief  clerk. 
At  the  time,  it  did  not  occur  to  me,  and  I  suppose  it 
did  not  occur  tothe  other  members  of  the  committee, 
that  there  was  no  vacancy  of  a  chief  clerkship  in 
i  that  department,  and  consequently  the  wording  of 
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the  report  was  as  it  was.  But  it  was  the  intention 
of  the  Government  when  Parliament  met  to  ask 
that  Mr.  Burgess’s  salary  should  be  placed  at  $2,800 

instead  of  the  minimum  of  $2,400.  As  my  colleague 
has  stated,  the  Government  have  decided  that  after 
discussing  and  considering  it.  They  have  discussed 
and  decided  nothing  else.  We  come  down  and  ask 
the  House  to  give  effect  to  their  decision  m  this 
supplementary  estimate  for  the  remaining  months  of 
the  year.  We  could  not  do  anything  else  without 
first  coming  to  Parliament.  It  is  impossible  for  us 
to  give  Mr.  Burgess  the  difference  in  salary,  as  my 
lion,  friend  intimates  we  should,  unless  we  come  to 
Parliament  and  ask  Parliament  for  the  appropria¬ 
tion  ;  and  when  the  full  Estimates  are  brought 
down  next  year,  the  intention  of  the  Government 
wall  be  plainly  seen  and  can  be  read  from  those 
estimates.  The  intention  of  the  Government 
at  the  present  time,  frankly  and  honestly 
stated  as  I  have  done  it,  is  shown  in  this  sup¬ 
plementary  report.  With  reference  to  other 
remarks  which  have  been  made  as  to  the  heinous- 
ness  of  these  offences,  as  to  our  going  back  to  1S75 
and  so  forth,  the  Committee  of  Council  extended 
its  investigations  both  beyond  the  particular  per¬ 
sons  mentioned  and  beyond  the  period  treated  bj 
the  Public  Accounts  Committee.  There  was  no 
intention  to  conceal  anything.  We  simply  went 
back  as  far  as  possible  in  time,  and  we  found  cer¬ 
tain  facts,  and  set  forth  those  facts  without  palliat¬ 
ing  any  of  them,  whether  under  one  Government 
or  the  other.  With  regard  to  the  assumption  that 
this  was  done  in  order  to  whitewash  Mr.  Burgess, 
and  that  punishment  was  not  given  because  there 
might  be  something  to  reveal,  I  do  not  think  it  is 
worth  while  to  notice  these  statements.  It  is  a 
cheap  way  to  make  one  appear  virtuous  by  saying 
that  if  there  were  a  chance  to  give  evidence 
in  regard  to  certain  things,  certain  things  might  be 
shown.  The  better  way  is  to  show  them.  But 
the  Government  took  the  view  that  they  had  to 
apportion  what  they  thought  would  be  the  proper 
punishment  for  these  offences  exposed  by  the  com¬ 
mittee.  They  did  not  intend,  in  the  first  place,  to  err 
on  the  side  of  excessive  punishment, and  they  did  not 
propose  to  let  any  who  had  been  guilty  of  wrong¬ 
doing  escape  without  punishment.  So  far  as  the 
Government  are  concerned,  there  was  not  one  sin¬ 
gle  thought  as  to  what  any  one  in  the  department 
might  know  or  might  not  know,  when  the  recom¬ 
mendations  were  made  or  the  punishments  were 
given  to  them.  Now,  there  were  lapses,  and  some¬ 
body  says  the  Government  ought  to  express  its 
sentiments  with  regard  to  those.  1  he  Government 
expressed  its  sentiments  in  that  lepoit.  Its 
opinion  is  that  such  methods  were  irregular,  that 
they  ought  to  be  punished,  that  they  were  contrary 
to  the  law,  but  at  the  same  time  none  who  fairly 
went  through  the  investigation  of  the  Public  Ac¬ 
counts  Committee,  and  no  one  of  the  committee 
who  went  through  that  wider  and  further  in\  esti- 
gation  afterwards,  on  which  our  report  is  based, 
can  come  to  any  other  conclusion  than  that,  although 

the  letter  of  thelaw  was  violated,  andalthough  punish¬ 
ment  should  be  meted  out  to  those  who  violated  it, 
yet  at  the  same  time  the  public  treasury  did 
not  suffer  ;  and  I  take  issue  entirely  with  the  lion, 
gentleman  on  thatside  whostates  it  is  his  conviction 
that  the  work  was  not  done  for  which  charges 
were  made.  My  opinion  is  that,  back  as^  fai  as 
1875  and  even  further  back,  you  will  find  the 
Mr.  Foster. 


beginning  of  the  practice  which  grew  more  prevalent 
from  1882  and  culminated  in  1890  when  it  was 
stopped  by  the  department  itself.  The  committee 
do  not  intend  to  palliate  the  offence,  but  the  prac¬ 
tice  did  grow  up,  and  the  reasons  are  set  forth  in 
the  report  why  it  did  grow  up,  but  neither  the 
Government  nor  the  treasury  were  in  any  way 
robbed  of  their  due,  service  was  given  for  the 
money  paid,  and  having  gone  through  with  the 
committee  from  beginning  to  end,  I  have  no 
other  than  a  settled  conviction  that  these  clerks 
did  the  work  and  did  good  service  for  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  and  that  in  the  end  money  was  saved 
for  the  treasury  rather  than  lost.  That  view  does 
not  prevent  the  conclusion  that  there  was  a  wiong 
system  which  ought  to  have  been  stopped,  but  we 
must  take  into  question  as  well  that  it  was  stopped 
before  the  investigation  of  the  committee  wras 
undertaken,  as  appears  from  the  report  of  the  com¬ 
mittee,  based  of  course  on  the  facts.  Now,  with 
reference  to  Mr.  Burgess,  I  think  that,  taking  into 
account  his  services"  and  character,  we  must  not 
stand  up  here  and  because  a  technical  wrong,  or  a 
wrong,  leaving  out  the  word  technical,  has  been 
committed,  sit  as  merciless  judges  in  the  matter. 
Every  one  may  have  a  moment  of  weakness,  to 
quote  the  phraseused  by  theleaderof  the  Opposition 
and  which  I  believe  he  plagiarises.  We  must 
temper  justice  with  mercy,  and  take  into  account 
circumstances  as  they  are  developed  along  the  whole 
course  of  these  transactions.  We  will  gain  nothing 
for  the  public,  and  we  may  do  violence  to  our  own 
conscience  and  sense  of  right  by  being  over-severe 
in  matters  of  judgment  ;  and  as  regards  Mr. 
Burgess,  I  have  no  hesitation  in  saying  that,  taking 
his  character  and  conduct  into  account  from  the 
beginning  to  the  end,  although  he  was  guilty  of  a 
technical  wrong  which  he  ought  not  to  have  done, 

I  think  his  punishment  is  amply  sufficient. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Then  the 
only  thing  we  can  gather  from  all  this,  putting  the 
three  statements  of  the  Minister  of  Interior,  the 
Minister  of  Justice,  and  the  latter  statement  of  the 
Minister  of  Finance  together,  is  this  :  that,  practi¬ 
cally  speaking,  all  the  punishment  they  choose 
to  inflict  on  Mr.  Burgess  is  to  make  him  chief 
clerk  for  one  year  and  then  restore  him  to  his 
office.  Now',  if  the  Minister  of  Finance  will  state 
wdiat  the  Government  are  going  to  do,  this  discus¬ 
sion  will  come  to  an  end.  Of  course  we  can  express 
our  opinions  to  the  House,  and  the  counti^  can 
form  theirs  as  to  the  course  the  Government  pro¬ 
pose  to  take,  but  that  I  think  the  Minister  ought 
to  do.  He  ought  to  tell  us  if  he  considers  that 
this  penalty  for  a  single  year  of  reducing  Mr.  Bui- 
gcss  to  the  position  of  a  first  clciss  clerk  is  sufficient. 
To  all  intents  and  purposes,  he  has  told  us  they 
are  going  to  reinstate  Mr.  Burgess,  as  soon  as  our 
backs  are  turned,  in  the  position  of  deputy  head, 
with  the  old  salary  of  $3,200  a  year.  By  putting 
the  statements  of  the  Ministerstogether,  lean  draw 
no  other  conclusion. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  am  not  responsible  for  the 
conclusions  the  hon.  gentleman  draws.  He  has 
drawn  before  now  some  very  extraordinary  ones 
and  has  not  always  found  that  the  people  approved 
them. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  That  does  not 
affect  the  facts. 
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Mr.  FOSTER.  The  conclusion  he  draws  is  not 
correct.  He  cannot  either  logically  or  honestly 
draw  any  such  conclusion  from  the  statement  I 
have  made. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I. )  The  conclusion  can  fairly 
be  drawn  from  what  has  been  stated  by  the  hon. 
gentleman’s  colleague  who  is  in  charge  of  the  de¬ 
partment  whose  conduct  we  are  now  discussing. 
The  hon.  gentleman  was  asked  a  question  point- 
blank  by  the  hon.  member  for  South  Oxford,  and  he 
informed  the  House  that  it  was  his  intention  to 
recommend  that  his  late  deputy,  acting  deputy  in 
the  interim,  be  reinstated.  Nothing  can  be  clearer 
than  that  the  hon.  Minister  at  the  head  of  the  de¬ 
partment  stated  his  intention  to  reinstate  Mr. 
Burgess  as  deputy  head,  and  I  do  not  think  my 
hon.  friend  is  drawing  any  illogical  or  dishonest 
conclusion  when  he  assumes  that  the  Government 
are  going  to  do  what  the  Minister  of  Interior  said 
they  would. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  said  that 
justice  ought  to  be  tempered  with  mercy.  That  is 
right  and  proper,  but  if  the  hon.  gentleman  will 
set  a  custom  such  as  this,  he  has  evidently  in  his 
mind  the  intention  of  applying  itbj'-and-bye.  What 
is  the  case  in  hand  ?  It  is  that  of  Mr.  Burgess,  and 
the  hon.  gentleman  has  intimated  that  in  his  case 
justice  ought  to  be  tempered  with  mercy.  To  what 
extent?  We  had  it  from  the  Minister  a  moment 
ago  that  for  the  present  the  salary  of  Mr.  Burgess 
is  to  be  reduced  to  the  sum  of  $2,800,  and  he  is  to 
be  deprived  of  his  rank.  At  one  time  it  was  in¬ 
tended  to  reduce  his  salary  to  $2,400,  but  the  hon. 
gentleman  has  made  an  explanation  on  that  point 
which  is  not  very  clear.  It  is  only  after  being 
pressed  again  and  again  that  the  hon.  gentleman 
brought  down  the  report  of  the  Committee  of  the 
Privy  Council,  and  in  that  the  intention  is  expressed 
of  reducing  the  salary  to  $2,400.  This  the  hon. 
gentleman  explained  was  simply  an  oversight,  so 
that  the  intention  from  the  first  must  have  been 
to  vote  the  salary  of  $2,800.  How  long  is 
Mr.  Burgess  to  be  reduced?  At  present  he  is 
discharging  the  duties  of  deputy  head. 
As  far  as  that  is  concerned,  there  has  been  nothing 
altered  in  his  position.  Deputy  head  he  was  by  law 
and  by  factup  to  a  certain  period  lastfall,  and  deputy 
head  he  has  continued  to  be  since  by  fact  though 
not  by  law.  It  must  be  manifest  to  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  that  there  is  no  other  conclusion  to  be  drawn 
from  his  words  and  from  the  words  of  the  head  of 
the  department,  and  from  the  action  of  the  depart¬ 
ment,  than  that  Mr.  Burgess  is  to  be  restored  to  his 
position  on  the  1st  July  next.  I  understood  the 
lion,  gentleman  to  say  that  Mr.  Burgess  could  not 
be  restored  because  his  salary  was  not  voted  and 
the  Government  would  have  to  come  again  before 
Parliament,  but  the  salary  for  a  deputy  head  has 
been  voted,  and  therefore  the  Government  can  at 
any  moment  restore  Mr.  Burgess  to  the  position  of 
deputy  head  from  the  1st  July  next. 

Mr.  FOSTER,  That  is  right. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  Then  why  were  we  not  told 
that  before  ?  Now  we  are  told  that  the  Govern¬ 
ment  have  made  provision  for  the  appointment  of 
the  deputy  head.  Is  it  their  intention  or  is  it  not 
to  appoint  Mr.  Burgess  to  the  position  he  occupied 
a  short  time  ago,  is  it  the  intention  to  pay  him  the 
salary  for  the  work  he  is  now  discharging  ?  There 
is  no  other  conclusion  to  be  drawn  from  the  action 


of  the  Government.  If  the  intention  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  was  to  degrade  Mr.  Burgess  to  the  salary 
of  a  chief  clerk,  they  would  have  given  him  the 
work  of  a  chief  clerk,  but  instead  of  that  they  give 
him  the  work  of  a  deputy  head,  and,  in  all  fairness 
and  seriousness,  I  say  there  is  no  other  conclusion 
to  be  drawn  than  that  the  Government  have  decided  — - 
not  perhaps  formally  in  Council,  but  amongst  them¬ 
selves— that  Mr.  Burgess  is  to  be  restored  to  his 
former  position  on  the  1st  July  next. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  am  sure  the  hon.  gentleman 
will  take  my  word  that  there  has  been  no  such 
decision  at  all.  There  has  been  no  recommenda¬ 
tion  to  Council,  there  has  been  no  discussion  of  the 
matter,  nor  has  there  been  any  decision  in  Council. 
My  hon.  friends  press  me  to  say  what  I  cannot  say, 
that  is,  what  the  intention  of  the  Government  is. 
The  Government  has  formed  no  intention. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  Then  they  ought  to  have  done 
so. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  I  desire  to  call  attention 
to  some  inconsistencies  in  the  report  presented  by 
the  Committee  of  the  Privy  Council  in  regard  to 
these  irregularities.  Clause  2  states  : 

“  That  from  a  period  dating  at  least  as  far  back  as  1875 
a  practice  began  to  grow  up  in  the  department  under 
which  occasional  payments  for  extra  work  were  made  to 
permanent  clerks  in  violation  of  this  clause  of  the  Civil 
Service  Act.” 

The  third  clause  says  : 

‘‘  That  during  the  year  1882  to  1889  inclusive,  this  occa¬ 
sional  practice  became  frequent,  and  under  it  sevei’al 
permanent  clerks  received  extra  payments,  either  in  the 
name  of  outsiders  or  fictitious  persons,  or  through  tempo¬ 
rary  clerks  for  work  performed  wholly  or  in  part  by 
themselves.” 

When  we  turn  to  clause  5,  it  is  stated  by  this 
Committee  of  the  Privy  Council  that  the  sums 
paid  irregularly  to  permanent  clerks,  as  nearly 
as  could  be  ascertained,  amount  to  $9,017.43, 
from  1875  to  date.  I  stated  before  that  it  was 
evidently  the  intention  of  the  committee  to  leave 
the  impression  upon  the  House  and  the  public  that 
this  practice  had  started  in  1875,  and  to  shield  the 
present  Government  and  the  present  head  of  the 
department  on  the  ground  that  this  practice  origi¬ 
nated  under  the  Reform  Government.  I  have 
proof  here  to  the  contrary,  because  it  is  stated  that 
all  the  amount  paid,  that  is,  $9,017.34,  was  paid  be¬ 
tween  1881  and  1891,  and  they  do  not  find  a  dollar 
paid  out  for  these  services  before  1881,  though  the 
report  says  that  the  practice  prevailed  from  1875. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  It  says  it  began  to  grow 
up  in  1875. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  They  do  not  point  to  a 
single  instance  of  one  dollar  being  spent  in  this 
irregular  manner  from  1875  to  1881.  This  report 
contradicts  itself  in  that  way,  and  shows  that  it 
was  the  intention  of  the  committee  to  cover  up 
these  irregularities  and  to  whitewash  those  who  had 
committed  them  by  leaving  the  impression  that 
they  had  prevailed  previous  to  the  present  Govern¬ 
ment  coming  into  office.  Now,  I  will  call  the  atten¬ 
tion  of  the  Government  to  a  little  bit  of  the  evi¬ 
dence  given  before  the  Public  Accounts  Committee. 

I  might  entertain  the  House  for  hours  in  regard  to 
this  evidence,  but  I  do  not  intend  to  do  so.  It  is 
very  evident  that  the  Government  intend  to  re¬ 
instate  Mr.  Bui'gess.  Now,  I  will  call  their  atten¬ 
tion  to  one  statement  made  by  Mr.  Burgess  before 
the  committee.  I  have  no  prejudice  against  Mr. 
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Burgess.  I  believe  in  a  certain  degree  he  has  been 
a  capable  official,  but  he  has  done  some  things  which 
cannot  possibly  be  sustained  by  this  House.  This 
was  sworn  to  by  Mr.  Burgess.  Mr.  Bowell  asked 
him  : 

“I  understand  you  to  say  that  to  your  knowledge  no 
permanent  clerk  in  your  department  has  received  extra 
pay?” 

And  the  answer  given  by  Mr.  Burgess  was  : 

“  I  say,  with  the  exception  of  Mr.  Turner  who  was  here 
this  morning,  there  has  not.” 

Then  the  chairman,  that  is,  the  lion,  member  for 
West  York  (Mr.  Wallace),  asked  : 

“You  speak  of  the  whole  department  ?”— I  do. 

“You  do  not  know  of  any  other? — No.” 

This  irregularity  in  regard  to  Mr.  Turner  was  one 
of  the  most  startling  brought  out  in  the  whole 
investigation.  It  was  shown  that  Mr.  Turner  had 
drawn  .$2,444.56,  that  this  system  of  paying  Mr. 
Turner  extra  money  had  been  going  on  for  years, 
that  he  was  having  his  accounts  certified  to  in  the 
name  of  a  man  who  was  supposed  to  be  called 
Joseph  Wright,  and  it  was  proved  before  the  com¬ 
mittee  that  Joseph  Wright  was  never  a  resident 
of  Canada,  that  he  was  a  distant  relative  of  Mr. 
Turner,  that  he  was  a  schoolmaster  in  the  States, 
and  visited  Mr.  Turner  occasionally,  but  the  ac¬ 
counts  were  made  in  Mr.  Wright’s  name,  and  Mr. 
Turner  endorsed  the  cheques  in  Mr.  Wright’s 
name.  The  evidence  also  showed  that  Mr.  Wright 
had  died,  and  that  Mr.  Turner  had  gone  on 
signing  the  dead  man’s  name  to  the  cheques  in 
order  to  get  the  money.  Mr.  Burgess  declared  on 
oath  that  he  knew  of  no  other  case  where  the 
public  money  had  been  paid  for  these  services 
except  that  of  Mr.  Turner,  and  here  we  have  the 
report  of  the  Committee  of  the  Privy  Council  giv¬ 
ing  us  a  list  of  thirty  or  forty  officials  in  the  De¬ 
partment  of  the  Interior  who  had  been  drawing 
sums  for  extra  services  ranging  from  $30  and  $40 
and  $70  up  to  $2,444.56.  And  yet  we  are  told  that 
this  man  is  an  efficient  servant,  and  that  he  ought 
to  be  reinstated.  We  are  told  by  the  Minister  of  the 
Interior  that  he  intends  to  reinstate  him.  Yet  we 
have  evidence  to  show  that  this  man,  as  the  deputy 
head  of  that  department,  swore  that  he  knew  of  no 
irregularities  except  in  this  one  case  of  Mr.  Tur¬ 
ner,  and  we  have  the  Privy  Council  Committee  ex¬ 
hibiting  the  fact  that  thirty  or  forty  officials  in 
that  department  had  been  carrying  on  this  system 
from  1881  to  1891,  and  that  $9,017.74  had  been 
paid  for  these  services.  Now,  they  can  form  their 
own  estimate  of  Mr.  Burgess’s  abilities  and  capacity 
to  discharge  the  duties  of  that  office,  and  if  they 
want  to  reinstate  him,  they  can  do  it.  I  have 
nothing  against  Mr.  Burgess  personally  ;  I  am  mere¬ 
ly  trying  to  discharge  my  duty  in  looking  after  the 
interests  of  the  public. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  My  lion,  friend  has  struck  a 
mare’s  nest,  as  usual.  Because  there  is  one  state¬ 
ment  there  which  says  that  this  practice  began  to 
grow  up  in  1875,  and  thereafter  assumed  larger 
proportions,  comparatively,  from  1882  to  1889  ;  and 
because  in  another  part  there  is  a  list  of  those  who 
have  received  and  certified  to  these  irregular  pay¬ 
ments  extending  from  1880  up  to  the  date  of 
that  investigation,  that  therefore  there  is  no 
proof  that  previous  to  1880  money  had  been 
paid  contrary  to  the  Civil  Service  Act.  Now, 
the  bottom  falls  out  of  that  entirely  when  I  make 
Mr.  Somerville. 


this  statement :  The  committee  could  not  go  back 
too  far,  and  the  committee'  set  the  limit  backward 
to  which  they  should  go  for  the  apportionment  of 
the  punishment,  at  1880,  and  that  list  is  simply  a 
detail  of  the  accounts  paid  irregularly,  those  who 
certified  to  them  irregularly,  or  the  manner  in  which 
they  were  certified  to,  whether  it  was  a  temporary 
clerk  or  an  outsider  from  1880  to  1891.  That  list 
is  simply  to  apportion  the  punishment  over  that 
period,  and  for  those  persons  only.  If  my  hon. 
friend  will  look  over  that  list  he  will  find  that 
every  person  who  wrongfully  received,  or  wrong¬ 
fully  certified  to,  or  assisted  in,  the  payment  of 
money  between  those  two  periods,  received  his 
punishment.  That  is  all  there  is  to  that.  He  then 
makes  a  point  in  reference  to  the  evidence  given  by 
Mr.  Burgess.  He  attended  that  committee  ;  he 
might  have  had  the  fairness  to  state  to  this  com¬ 
mittee  that  Mr.  Burgess  asked  leave  to  go  before 
the  committee  again  to  testify  that  when  he  made 
that  statement  he  had  reference  to  one  particular 
case  and  had  not  given  the  whole  facts,  but 
that  there  were  other  cases,  and  he  came  before 
the  committee  and  stated  them  and  asked  leave  to 
amend  his  evidence.  I  think  the  sense  of  fairness 
of  most  hon.  gentlemen  would  lead  them  to  take 
the  amended  evidence  rather  than  the  first. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  The  Minister  of  Finance 
is  altogether  wrong  with  regard  to  the  reading  of 
this  clause  in  the  report.  The  report  says  :  “That 
the  whole  sum  thus  irregularly  paid  to  permanent 
officials  for  extra  work  amounted,  so  far  as  can  be 
ascertained,  to  $9,017,  from  the  year  1875  to  date.” 

Mr.  FOSTER,  No. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  Yes  ;  I  am  now  reading 
from  the  report.  If  you  do  not  believe  me  I  will 
hand  it  over  to  you. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Then  I  would  ask  leave  to 
amend  that. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  That  is  just  as  I  read  it 
before.  Then  the  committee  go  on  to  show  that 
while  the  whole  amount  from  1875  to  date  was 
$9,017,  they  give  a  table  to  show  the  sum  that  was 
paid  from  1881  to  1891.  Now,  I  would  like  the 
Minister  to  straighten  that  out.  He  accused  me 
of  making  a  statement  not  borne  out  by  the 
evidence,  and  I  have  the  evidence  in  my  hand  to 
show  I  was  right.  I  would  like  him  to  admit 
either  that  my  statement  is  correct,  or  that  his 
report  is  not  correct. 

Mr.  DICKEY.  I  cannot  follow  the  reasoning  of 
the  leader  of  the  Opposition  when  he  says  that  the 
Oovernment  has  arrived  at  the  conclusion  to  rein¬ 
state  Mr.  Burgess  after  the  1st  of  July.  I  have 
heard  nothing  to-day  or  on  the  previous  occasion 
to  lead  me  to  that  conclusion.  I  do  not  think, 
either,  that  any  fault  can  be  found  with  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  in  respect  of  the  punishment  which  they 
inflicted  upon  Mr.  Burgess.  I  think  no  one  who 
knows  Mr.  Burgess,  and  the  position  he  formerly 
filled,  and  his  degradation  to  a  lower  rank,  involv¬ 
ing  the  loss  of  a  large  amount  of  salary,  can  come 
to  the  conclusion  that  the  punishment  is  not  suffici¬ 
ent  for  the  offence  which  he  committed.  At  the 
same  time,  I  desire  to  say  that,  speaking  entirely 
for  myself,  I  should  be  sorry  if  the  Government  did 
reinstate  Mr.  Burgess  as  Deputy  Minister.  It  is 
very  awkward  to  discuss  a  matter  of  this  sort  in¬ 
volving  personal  matters,  to  discuss  the  conduct  of 
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a  gentleman  whom  we  know  personally,  and  against 
whom  we  are  very  desirous  not  to  say  a  single  word. 
But  in  a  matter  of  this  sort  we  have  a  public  duty 
to  perform,  and  the  impression  that  the  perusal  of 
the  evidence  taken  by  the  Public  Accounts 
Committee  last  fyear,  conveyed  to  my  mind, 
is  that  Mr.  Burgess  has  proved  himself  dis¬ 
qualified  for  the  management  of  a  large  depart¬ 
ment.  He  undoubtedly  connived  at  the  illegal 
payment  of  moneys,  some  of  them  under  cir¬ 
cumstances  which  seem  very  little  creditable — I 
do  not  say  that  it  involves  any  moral  guilt,  but  the 
very  fact  that  he  held  the  high  position  that  he 
did,  involving  large  responsibilities,  calls  for  a 
stricter  account  from  him  than  the  same  irregular¬ 
ities  would  call  for  if  they  were  committed  by  a 
man  holding  a  lower  position.  We  have  to  consi¬ 
der  also  that  the  very  fact  that  Mr.  Burgess  con¬ 
nived  at  these  irregularities,  demoralized  the  disci¬ 
pline  of  his  department,  and  brought  it  into  such  a 
state  that  we  have  it  in  evidence  that  one  of  the 
clerks  sent  a  message  to  him  that  unless  he  got  a 
certain  favour  he  would  tell  something  that  would 
make  Mr.  Burgess  ashamed.  That,  Sir,  is  a  posi¬ 
tion  that  no  deputy  head  of  a  department  should 
put  himself  in.  I  think  for  these  reasons,  much  as 
I  regret  saying  anything  whatever  that  would  in¬ 
jure  Mr.  Burgess’s  prospects,  so  far  as  my  judg¬ 
ment  goes,  these  facts  disentitle  Mr.  Burgess  to  be 
replaced  in  the  position  of  deputy  head  of  the 
department. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  I  wish  to  inform  the  com¬ 
mittee  that  the  amended  item  reads  as  follows  : — 
“  To  pay  the  salary  of  A.  M.  Burgess,  chief  clerk, 
from  the  IstNovember,  1891,  to  the  30th  June,  1892, 
at  the  rate  of  $2,800  per  annum,  notwithstanding 
anything  to  the  contrary  in  the  Civil  Service  Act.” 

Mr.  ARMSTRONG.  I  wish  to  ask  a  question* 
I  find  that  this  provides  for  the  pay  from  the  1st 
November  last.  The  revelations  before  the  Public 
Accounts  Committee  took  place,  I  think,  in  June. 
How  was  Mr.  Burgess  paid  between  the  end  of  June 
last  and  the  1st  November  ?  Was  he  paid,  or  is  it  the 
intention  to  pay  him,  as  chief  clerk,  or  as  Deputy 
Minister  of  the  Interior  ? 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  He  was  paid  at  the  end  o^ 
October,  and  he  was  acting  Deputy  Minister  up  to 
the  end  of  October. 

Mr.  ARMSTRONG.  The  revelations  were  made 
in  the  month  of  June,  and  they  were  of  such  a 
character  as,  I  think,  fully  justifies  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  Cumberland  (Mr.  Dickey)  in  saying  that  Mr. 
Burgess’s  reinstatement  would  be  a  very  grave 
matter.  I  do  not  intend  to  say  anything  to  hurt 
Mr.  Burgess.  He  is  a  gentleman  for  whom  I  have 
personally  a  great  respect,  but  I  must  say  that  I 
think  the  Government  are  very  severe  upon  him. 
They  talk  about  tempering  judgment  with  mercy, 
but  I  think  they  have  practised  it  to  a  very  small 
extent.  During  these  five  months  from  the  time 
the  crime  was  revealed  up  to  the  1st  November — 
I  suppose  it  was  for  fear  of  shocking  him — they 
have  let  the  thing  go  on,  but  paying  him  his  salary, 
and  now  they  intend  to  pay  him  to  the  end  of  the 
year  at  the  rate  of  $2,800  per  year.  Now,  I  say  that 
is  hardly  the  mercy  we  ought  to  expect ;  it  is  not 
sufficient  leniency.  Many  poor  men  have  had  to 
expiate  such  conduct  behind  prison  bars  and  be 
maintained  at  the  expense  of  the  country.  Mr. 
Burgess,  however,  had  to  pay  liis  own  keep  and 
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expenses.  Indeed,  the  Government  have  not  shown 
him  sufficient  leniency,  for  they  are  going  to  make 
a  deduction  at  the  rate  of  $400  per  year  from  his 
salary.  It  is  a  little  too  hard — harsh  treatment,  as 
compared  with  the  crime. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  I  should  like  the  Minister 
of  Finance  to  state  how  he  can  straighten  out  his 
report. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  It  could  be  easily  done  if  I  had 
the  original  document  here.  I  shall  have  to  find  the 
original  and  compare  the  copy  with  it.  What  I 
suspect  is  that  there  is  an  error  in  the  words  “from 
1875  to  date.”  I  think  those  words  should  be 
“from  1881  to  date. ”  That  does  not  controvert  the 
statement  that  the  practice  has  grown  up  in  1875. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  It  certainly  controverts 
your  statement,  if  it  appears  that  the  whole  amount 
was  paid  for  from  1881  to  1891,  because  it  has  not 
been  shown  that  any  money  was  paid  previous  to 
that  date. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  It  was  not  the  object  of  the  com¬ 
mittee  in  the  table  to  show  what  money  had  been 
paid  previous  to  1880.  The  investigation  went  back 
to  1880.  The  amounts  that  were  paid  in  that  way, 
and  the  names  of  the  parties  to  whom  they  were 
paid,  were  limited  to  the  years  1880  to  1891. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  Is  this  report  based  on 
evidence  taken  in  the  House,  or  did  the  Commission 
take  evidence  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  The  Commission  had  the  evi¬ 
dence  taken  before  the  Pufilic  Accounts  Committee 
under  their  consideration,  but  there  were  a  good 
many  clerks  whose  names  were  not  brought  before 
the  Public  Accounts  Committee.  These  had  to  be 
investigated  individually,  as  they  were  not  investi¬ 
gated  by  the  Public  Accounts  Committee,  and  the 
Committee  of  Council  investigated  not  only  these 
cases,  but  the  cases  of  those  who  were  brought 
before  the  Public  Accounts  Committee.  The  com¬ 
mittee  investigated  every  individual  case,  both 
those  that  were  brought  before  the  Public  Accounts 
Committee  and  fhose  that  were  not. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  I  should  like  to  see  the 
evidence  of  regular  payments  being  made  previous 
to  1881.  I  do  not  remember  any  statement  made 
before  the  Public  Accounts  Committee  which  war¬ 
rants  the  statement  that  irregularities  began  in 
1875.  One  witness,  I  think,  made  a  statement  before 
the  Public  Accounts  Committee  which  was  liable 
to  that  interpretation,  but  he  stoutly  denied  after¬ 
wards  that  his  words  were  rightly  understood.  So 
I  should  like  to  see  the  evidence  which  the  Minis¬ 
ter  of  Finance  says  the  Commission  took. 

Mr.  McCARTHY.  1  have  been  very  much  sur¬ 
prised  at  the  answer  given  by  the  Minister  of  the 
Interior  to  the  question  as  to  Mr.  Burgess’s  salary 
up  to  1st  November.  I  have  a  very  distinct  recol¬ 
lection  that  Mr.  Burgess  was  not  treated  at  the 
time  as  the  other  offenders  were.  They  were  sus¬ 
pended,  and  of  course  their  suspension  at  once 
debarred  them  from  their  salaries.  But  Mr.  Bur¬ 
gess’s  resignation  was  offered  and.  was  not  accepted. 
I  took  some  interest  in  one  of  the  offenders,  Mr. 
Henry,  whose  friends  complained  very  bitterly  that 
his  salary  was  suspended,  although  his  offence  did 
not  compare  in  enormity  with  that  of  Mr.  Burgess, 
while  Mr.  Burgess  was  drawing  his  salary  by  reason 
of  the  fact  that  he  had  tendered  his  resignation, 
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which  had  not  been  accepted.  I  enquired  into  the 
matter  and  was  assured  there  was  no  such  disci  im- 
ination  being  made,  that  Mr.  Burgess’s  salary  had 
not  been  paid  and  was  not  to  be  paid  ;  and  I  was 
very  much  astonished  to  hear  it  stated  to-day  that 
during  all  that  time  Mr.  Burgess  was  drawing  his 
salary  under  the  circumstances  I  have  detailed.  I 
do  not  desire— because,  perhaps  I  am  not  altogether 
a  fair  judge  of  Mr.  Burgess — to  speak  in  very  strong 
terms  about  him  ;  but  I  desire  to  say  this,  that  I 
do  hope,  from  all  I  have  known  about  Mr.  Burgess 
— and  I  speak  now  of  matters  that  are  on  record 
that  the  Minister  of  the  Interior  will  not  carry  out 
his  intention,  and,  if  he  does,  that  the  Government 
will  not  ratify  it,  to  restore  Mr.  Burgess  as  deputy 
head  of  the  department. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  desire  to 
enquire  from  the  Minister  of  finance  wlrethei 
there  is  any  record  with  respect  to  the  evidence 
given  before  this  Commission,  particularly  as  to 
transactions  between  1875  and  1881  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  We  took  no  minutes  of  evidence. 
We  had  all  the  witnesses  brought  before  us,  and 
we  examined  them  ourselves.  I  think,  however, 
there  were  some  tabulations  made.  If  there  were, 

I  will  look  into  them  and  see  what  they  showed. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  presume  in 
that  case  the  evidence  was  not  taken  under  oath. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  It  was  not  taken  under  oath. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Both well).  I  draw  the  attention 
of  the  Minister  of  Interior  to  this  fact :  On  18th 
March  the  hon.  gentleman  said,  as  will  be  found 
on  page  287  of  Hansard,  as  follows  :  — 

“  I  said  he  has  been  acting  as  deputy,  but  he  has  re¬ 
ceived  no  salary  from  the  time  he  placed  his  letter  in  my 
hands  until  the  present  moment.” 

It  would  seem  from  the  statement  of  the  Minister 
of  Finance  made  to-day,  that  the  hon.  gentleman 
was  mistaken. 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  That  was  my  impression  at 
the  time  I  made  the  statement.  When  the  matter 
came  up  subsequently,  the  Minister  of  Finance 
asked  me  for  a  memorandum  with  respect  to  the 
date  up  to  which  the  salary  was  paid.  I  sent  to 
the  accountant,  and  he  forwarded  a  memorandum 
stating  that  Mr.  Burgess  had  received  his  salary 
up  to  the  end  of  October  ? 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  Then  Mr.  Burgess  re¬ 
ceived  his  salary  as  Deputy  Minister  up  to  the  end 
of  October  ? 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  Yes. 

Mr.  BORDEN.  Perhaps  the  Minister  of  Finance 
will  state  his  policy  with  respect  to  this  matter, 
in’  view  of  the  statements  made  by  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  Cumberland  (Mr.  Dickey),  and  the  hon. 
member  for  Simcoe  (Mr.  McCarthy),  who  have 
very  distinctly  stated  their  views  as  regards  Mr. 
Burgess.  I  should  like  to  ask  those  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  also  what  they  think  of  the  present  position 
of  affairs  ?  They  say  that  Mr.  Burgess  should  not 
lie  continued  as  deputy  head  of  the  Department 
of  the  Interior,  put  as  a  matter  of  fact  he  is 
Deputy  Minister  now,  he  has  been  discharging  the 
duties  of  Deputy  Minister  ever  since  this  investi¬ 
gation  took  place,  and  as  a  matter  of  fact  he  was 
paid  the  salary  of  the  Deputy  Minister  up  to  1st 
November  last.  I  should  like  to  know  whether 
it  commends  itself  to  those  hon.  gentlemen  that 
Mr.  McCarthy. 


the  matter  can  be  got  round  in  this  way,  that  Mr. 
Burgess  can  retain  his  position  of  Deputy  Minister 
of  the  department,  while  nominally  a  first-class 
clerk  at  a  slightly  reduced  salary.  It  does  not 
seem  to  me  that  that  can  possibly  meet  the  views 
of  those  two  hon.  gentlemen. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  When  are  we  to  see  the 
original  report,  because  I  am  interested  in  knowing 
whether  the  statement  made  by  the  Minister  of 
Finance  is  correct,  or  the  report  is  correct  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  have  not  been  able  to  go  to 
Council  and  get  it  yet.  1  will  take  the  trouble  to 
look  into  it  and  compare  them  and  see  where  the 
error  exists. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  Is  the  committee  to  be 
put  into  possession  of  the  document,  or  is  the 
Minister  to  do  the  comparing  and  report  to  the 
House  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  will  do  it. 


To  pay  the  following  clerks  for  part 
salary  which  they  did  not  receive 
whilst  under  suspension 

K.  J.  Henry . 

L.  C.  Pereira . 

H.  H.  Turner . 


$285  48 
183  87 
150  66 


Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Now,  we 
would  like  to  know  with  respect  to  this  item,  pre¬ 
cisely  what  has  been  done  with  each  of  these  three 
gentlemen.  What  practical  punishment  was  in¬ 
flicted  upon  them  at  all,  and  what  does  this  vote 
mean  ? 


Mr.  FOSTER.  I  will  tell  my  hon.  friend  just 
exactly  what  it  is.  These  three  men  were 
men  who  were  brought  up  before  the  Public 
Accounts  Committee,  and  immediately  upon  the 
evidence  being  given  they  were  suspended,  and  the 
moment  they  were  suspended  their  salaries  ceased. 
The  amounts  of  their  salaries  which  accrued  while 
they  were  under  suspension  are  the  amounts  which 
are  set  here  opposite  their  names.  Parliament 
was  in  session  ;  it  was  impossible  to  make  the  in¬ 
vestigation  that  the  sub-committee  of  the  Council 
made  afterwards,  and  it  ran  along  for  a  consider¬ 
able  space  of  time.  After  Parliament  was  through 
the  sub-committee  went  to  work  and  made  a  full 
investigation,  and  they  found  that  there  were 
other  clerks  outside  of  those  three — although  they 
had  not  been  brought  before  the  committee  and 
the  proof  adduced  which  would  have  brought  out 
the  facts — who  had  been  receiving  money  in  viola¬ 
tion  of  the  Civil  Service  Act.  The  punishment 
which  was  inflicted  according  to  the  report  of  the 
committee  was  an  equal  punishment  upon  all  ; 
that  is,  the  loss  of  a  month  and  a  half  s 
salary.  But  these  three  gentlemen  from 
the  circumstance  of  their  having  been  called  before 
the  committee  and  put  under  suspension  would,  if 
that  had  been  allowed,  have  had  a  punishment 
unequal  to  the  others.  They  would  not  only  have 
been  fined  a  month  and  half’s  salary,  but  they 
would  also  have  lost  the  salaries  which  would  have 
accrued  during  the  period  they  were  under  suspen¬ 
sion.  This  is  done  to  equalize  the  punishment  upon 
all — because  after  all,  whether  a  fictitious  name  was 
used,  or  whether  it  was  the  name  of  a  temporary 
clerk  that  was  used,  there  is  little  practical  difference 
in  the  transaction.  The  money  was  got  in  defiance 
of  the  letter  of  the  law,  and  the  opinion  of  the 
committee  was  that  the  punishment  should  be 
equalized, 
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Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  There  is  one 
statement  made  by  the  Minister  of  Finance  which 
I  hope  was  made  in  a  moment  of  weakness,  and 
which  I  trust  he  will  reconsider.  That  is,  the  state¬ 
ment  that  it  makes  no  difference  whether  there 
was  fraud  and  deceit  or  a  mere  evasion  of  the  law. 
Now,  I  think  that  in  our  service,  and  in  every 
service,  it  makes  a  vast  deal  of  difference  whether 
there  is  a  mere  evasion  of  the  law  in  getting  a 
little  more  money,  or  whether  that  evasion  of  the 
law  is  accompanied  by  fraud  and  deceit,  such  as 
took  place  in  some  of  these  cases,  by  using  false 
names.  I  am  very  much  surprised  indeed  to  hear 
the  Minister  of  Finance  say  that  the  cases  are  on 
all  fours. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  did  not  say  that. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  You  said  there 
is  no  practical  difference. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  said  there  was  little  difference. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  All  I  can  say 
is,  that  there  is  a  very  wide  difference,  a  difference 
which  ought  to  be  marked  and  visited  with  a  much 
severer  punishment.  I  hold  it  no  trifling  matter 
at  all  that  false  entries  and  names  should  appear 
in  the  books  of  the  department.  I  hold  it  as  a 
very  serious  offence,  andT  am  very  doubtful  indeed 
whether  men  who  have  records  in  the  use  of  false 
names,  and  who  put  names  improperly  on  the 
backs  of  cheques,  are  at  all  the  sort  of  persons  who 
ought  to  be  entrusted  with  the  care  of  public 
affairs ;  particularly  in  a  department  like  the 
Department  of  the  Interior  where  it  is  possible  for 
clerks  who  desire  to  misconduct  themselves  to  do 
a  very  great  deal  of  harm  to  the  public  at  large, 
and  to  innocent  parties.  That  portion  of  the  hon. 
gentleman’s  remarks  I  trust,  in  the  interest  of  the 
public  service,  and  for  his  own  credit  and  reputa¬ 
tion’s  sake,  he  will  reconsider  and  retract.  Now, 
as  far  as  Mr.  Henry,  Mr.  Turner  and  Mr.  Pereira 
are  concerned,  I  desire  to  know  from  the  hon. 
Minister  what  work  they  did,  if  any,  during  the 
period  of  their  suspension  ? 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  They  did  no  work.  They 
reported  at  the  office  occasionally.  It  was  not  their 
fault  that  they  did  not  do  the  work. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Well,  upon 
my  word,  Mr.  Chairman,  the  ideas  of  discipline  of 
my  hon.  friend,  the  Minister  of  the  Interior,  have 
been  formed  and  framed  on  a  model  which  I  think 
is  better  adapted  for  the  latitude  of  the  Rocky 
Mountains  thaii  the  latitude  of  Ottawa.  We  know 
that  there  used  to  be  said  that  there  was  a  certain 
place  beyond  which  the  King’s  writ  did  not  run, 
and  possibly  the  exigencies  of  the  situation  in  Mani¬ 
toba  required  a  very  much  more  liberal  dealing  with 
public  servants  than  we  have  been  accustomed  to 
here. 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  You  would  not  expect  clerks 
to  work  if  they  were  suspended. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  No,  but  if 
men  do  no  work  I  think  there  is  good  authority  for 
saying  they  should  get  no  pay.  Practically  speak¬ 
ing,  these  gentlemen  have  done  no  work,  and  they 
are  to  be  paid  for  the  time  they  were  cooling  their 
heels  about  the  streets. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  That  is  the  way  they  are  punished. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Yes.  But 
that  is  really  a  dangerous  precedent  to  be  set  in  the 


Civil  Service,  and  I  should  not  be  surprised  if  others 
would  wish  to  be  suspended  on  the  same  terms — 
one  month’s  deprivation  of  salary  and  four  months’ 
holiday.  I  think  we  could  find  outside  the  Interior 
Department,  a  good  many  Civil  Service  clerks,  and 
not  the  worst  of  them  either,  who  would  be  will¬ 
ing,  on  these  conditions,  to  agree  to  a  temporary 
suspension.  I  want  to  know,  are  these  gentlemen 
replaced  in  the  same  position  as  before,  or  what 
positions  are  they  to  hold  ? 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  They  are  all  in  the  same 
positions  as  they  occupied  before. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  As  to  Mr. 
Henry  I  do  not  recollect  what  was  proven  about 
him,  but  as  respects  Mr.  Pereira  I  formed  a  strong 
opinion.  I  had  no  acquaintance  with  that  gentle¬ 
man,  I  have  no  prejudice  of  any  kind  against  him  ; 
but  he  was  assistant  secretary  of  the  department, 
and  if  my  recollection  serves  me,  it  was  proved 
that  the  assistant  secretary  had  been  conspicuous 
for  irregularities  and  had  used  false  names.  Now, 
I  tell  the  Minister  of  the  Interior  this  :  that  if  you 
pass  over  cases  of  that  kind,  and  restore  men  to 
high  and  important  positions  in  the  department 
after  they  have  been  proved  to  have  done  what  Mr. 
Pereira  was  proved  to  have  done,  that  you  are 
deliberately  holding  out  a  premium  to  misconduct. 
The  importance  of  all  this  matter  lies  here.  We 
do  not  want  to  punish  these  poor  people,  they  cer¬ 
tainly  were  put  to  some  considerable,  and  rather 
serious  penalty  by  being  gibbeted  as  they  practically 
were  before  the  Public  Accounts  Committee  for  a 
long  time.  We  do  not  want  to  punish  them,  but 
in  the  interest  of  the  whole  Civil  Service,  it  is 
necessary  to  inflict  punishment  on  men  holding 
high  and  important  places  in  the  Civil  Service 
who  have  been  proved  publicly  to  have  committed 
the  acts  that  Mr.  Pereira  and  Mr.  Burgess  did.  It 
is  on  that  ground  and  no  other  that  we  have  deemed 
it  necessary  to  discuss  this  matter  at  considerable 
length.  Mr.  Pereira  Avas  one  of  the  chief  officers 
in  the  hon.  gentleman’s  department,  and  it  was 
proved  clearly  and  distinctly,  unless  my  memory 
is  altogether  at  fault,  that  he  had  used  false  names. 
I  do  say,  Sir,  that  it  is  highly  improper  and  that  it 
tends  to  demoralize,  not  merely  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man’s  department  but  the  whole  Civil  Service,  that 
men  who  have  so  little  regard  for  their  position  as 
to  commit  a  fraud  of  that  kind — for  fraud  it  is, 
notwith standing  the  easy  mode  in  which  the  Min¬ 
ister  of  Finance  seems  to  regard  it — should  hold 
high  positions  in  the  Civil  Service  of  Canada. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  I  think  no  one  who  was 
present  at  the  investigation  will  agree  that  these 
cases  were  all  alike.  I  think  there  was  a  Arast 
difference  in  the  criminality  of  the  transactions  of 
the  various  officers  of  the  department.  I  think 
that  Mr.  Henry  is  fully  entitled  to  be  paid.  He 
was  among  the  first  witnesses  to  be  called,  and  he 
showed  by  the  tvay  in  which  he  gave  his  evidence 
that  he  had  a  desire  to  tell  the  truth,  the  whole 
truth  and  nothing  but  the  truth,  and  I  believe  he 
did  ;  and  it  was  in  consequence  of  the  evidence 
which  Mr.  Henry  gave  before  that  committee  that 
we  were  enabled  largely  to  go  on  with  the  investi¬ 
gation.  Mr.  Henry  was  placing  himself  in  a  very 
hard  position  by  giving  the  evidence  he  did  ;  but 
he  told  truthfully  all  he  knew  in  regard  to  these 
irregularities,  and  I  think  if  there  is  one  man  in 
the  department  who  deserves  the  consideration  of 
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this  committee  and  the  Government,  it  is  Mr. 
Henry.  I  do  not  know  Mr.  Henry  personally  ;  he 
is  no  friend  of  mine  ;  I  do  not  know  anything 
about  him  ;  but  I  was  present  at  the  investi¬ 
gation.  I  believe  he  is  a  deserving  man  and  tried 
to  discharge  his  duty.  I  believe  it  was  shown 
in  evidence  that  Mr.  Henry  simply  carried 
out  the  command  of  his  superior  officer,  although 
he  had  on  several  occasions  resisted  the  seductive 
influence  of  that  officer,  and  declared  that  he 
would  no  longer  do  that  kind  of  work  ;  and  that 
is  the  reason  the  matter  came  to  light.  I  think 
there  should  be  no  hesitation  in  the  committee 
voting  this  $285.48  to  Mr.  Henry.  The  case  of 
Mr.  Pereira  is  a  very  different  one.  Mr.  Pereira 
admitted  on  oath  that  he  had  taken  the  work  him¬ 
self  out  of  the  department  to  his  own  home,  that 
he  had  made  up  the  accounts  in  the  name  of  Ellen 
Berry,  a  person  who  had  no  existence,  that  he  had 
certified  that  the  account  was  correct,  that  the 
cheque  had  been  issued  to  him,  that  he  had  drawn 
the  money  in  the  name  of  Ellen  Berry.  Now,  I 
am  not  a  lawyer,  but  that  looked  to  me  very  much 
like  a  criminal  transaction.  Anhon.  member  says, 
even  if  the  work  was  done.  I  have  doubts  about 
that  work  being  done  at  all,  and  I  have  doubtsabout 
lots  of  other  work  being  done  that  was  certified 
to  by  officers  like  Mr.  Pereira.  I  think  Mr. 
Pereira  gets  off  very  lightly,  indeed.  His  case 
will  bear  no  comparison  whatever  with  Mr.  Henry. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  desire  to  add  a  word  to 
what  my  hon.  friend  has  said.  I  was  in -the  com¬ 
mittee  during  the  investigation,  and  in  my  humble 
opinion  Mr.  Henry  did  not  deserve  suspension  for 
what  he  had  done.  I  think  it  was  very  clearly 
shown,  both  by  his  evidence  and  by  the  evidence 
given  afterwards,  that  it  was  done  not  only 
under  the  instruction  but  under  the  determined 
dictation  of  the  deputy  head.  I  do  not  know  Mr. 
Henry  or  anything  about  him,  apart  from  seeing 
him  come  before  the  committee  and  give  his  evidence. 
But  I  was  surprised  to  learn  that  he  had  been  sus¬ 
pended,  after  the  straightforward,  upright  manner 
rn  which  he  gave  his  evidence.  The  case  of  Mr. 
Pereira  is  altogether  different.  I  can  remember 
the  manner  in  which  he  gave  his  evidence.  He 
appeared  virtually  to  glory  in  the  course  he  had 
taken  in  drawing  money  for  services  which  had 
not  been  performed  by  himself,  and  drawing  that 
money  under  a  fictitious  name.  I  think  it  is  not 
fair  that  these  three  men  should  be  placed  on  the 
same  footing.  I  think  Mr.  Henrj  acted  in  a  digni¬ 
fied,  honourable,  upright  manner,  and  in  my  opi¬ 
nion,  did  not  deserve  suspension. 

Mr.  McDONALD  (Victoria).  We  all  know  that 
Various  irregularities  took  place  in  the  Department 
of  the  Interior  last  year,  and  that  the  Government 
suspended  a  large  number  of  those  found  guilty  of 
irregularities.  Some  of  us  had  to  appeal  to  our 
constituents  afterwards,  and  for  my  own  part  I 
claimed  a  considerable  amount  of  credit  for  the 
Government  for  the  prompt  manner  in  which  these 
men  had  been  suspended.  But  if  the  men  guilty 
of  these  irregularities  are  now  to  be  taken  back  and 
paid  their  wages  for  doing  nothing  during  the  time 
of  their  suspension,  while  they  were  walking  about 
the  streets  of  Ottawa,  I  am  afraid  that  we  are  go¬ 
ing  to  lose  a  great  deal  of  the  credit  which  we  have 
been  taking  for  the  Government.  Mr.  Burgess 
occupied  a  high  and  responsible  position,  and  Mr. 
Mr.  Somerville. 


Pereira  as  well  as  he  received  a  high  salary.  When 
we  find  County  Court  Judges  getting  smaller  salaries 
than  these  officials,  and  when  we  find  these  devices 
to  obtain  more  money,  1  think  the  Government  and 
the  head  of  the  Department  of  the  Interior  should 
have  very  good  reasons  to  advance  before  they  ask 
us  to  vote  money  to  pay  the  salaries  of  these  parties 
for  three  or  four  months  while  they  were  walk¬ 
ing  about  the  streets,  while,  perhaps,  other  parties 
were  paid  for  doing  their-- work.  I  think  before 
this  vote  is  passed  the  Minister  should  advance 
very  good  reasons  to  the  House  before  this  vote  is 
granted. 

Mr.  McCARTHY.  So  far  as  Mr.  Henry  is 
concerned,  1  desire  to  bear  my  testimony  in 
addition  to  what  has  been  said  by  other  members. 
I  took  pains  to  investigate  Mr.  Henry’s  case.  He 
was  formerly  a  constituent  of  mine  when  I  repre¬ 
sented  Cardwell,  and  from  the  investigation  I  made, 
it  seemed  plain  to  me  that  while  undoubtedly  he 
had  been  guilty  of  an  error  of  judgment,  it  was  in 
obedience  to  the  direction  of  his  superior  officer, 
Mr.  Burgess,  on  whom  the  whole  responsibility 
should  rest.  It  must  be  remembered  that  Mr. 
Henry,  whose  wdiole  offence  was  in  certifying 
accounts  in  contravention  of  the  Civil  Service  Act, 
in  obedience  to  the  order  of  Mr.  Burgess,  he  did 
not  get  a  single  cent  of  that  himself,  or  was  the 
better  of  it  in  any  way  or  shape.  During  the  long 
session  Mr.  Henry  did  not  receive  his  salary, 
although  it  appears  that  Mr.  Burgess,  by  whose 
direction  the  offence,  was  committed,  was  getting 
his,  and  now  is  to  be  taken  back  ;  and  now  it  seems 
that  Mr.  Henry  is  to  be  punished  by  the  loss  of 
one  month’s  salary.  I  certainly  think  that  Mr. 
Henry  ought  to  be  paid  in  full,  and  I  make  the 
statement  here  in  Parliament  in  order  that  no 
stain  may  rest  on  his  moral  character,  because, 
although  guilty  of  a  technical  offence,  he  certainly 
was  guilty  of  no  moral  wrong. 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  If  Mr.  Henry  is  to  receive 
th§  whole  of  his  salary,  because  the  only  indiscre¬ 
tion  he  committed  was  in  improperly  certifying 
accounts,  there  are  others  in  exactly  the  same 
position. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  Who  are  they  ? 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  I  do  not  know  at  the  present 
moment,  but  I  think  there  were  several. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  What  wrong  did  Mr. 
Henry  do  but  certify  the  accounts  under  the  direc¬ 
tion  of  the  deputy  ? 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  He  did  not  do  it  under  the 
direction  of  the  deputy. 

Mr.  McCARTHY.  Yes,  it  is  in  the  evidence. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  Last  year  I  examined 
Mr.  Henry’s  case  carefully,  and  I  came  to  the  con¬ 
clusion  that  his  offence,  if  offence  it  was,  was  very 
mild  indeed.  He  was  chief  clerk  at  the  time,  and 
the  irregularity  he  committed  was  to  sign  a  cheque 
at  the  instance  and  request,  if  not  direction,  of  his 
superior  officer.  The  evidence  sworn  to  was  this 
(page  20  of  the  report)  : 

“  When  you  certified  to  this  account,  did  you  know  that 
the  services  had  been  performed? — It  was  in  this  way.  I 
was  coining  in  from  luncheon  about  2  o’clock  that  after¬ 
noon,  and  I  knew  that  Mr.  Humphreys  had  been  wanting 
to  get  an  additional  cheque  as  a  sort  of  remuneration.  He 
was  getting  $1.50  per  day,  and  the  deputy  had  allowed 
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him  to  get  an  extra  50  cents  a  day  or  something  like  that. 
He  was  to  get  it  in  this  way  about  every  five  or  six  months 
to  prevent  others  in  the  department  being  dissatisfied.  I 
looked  upon  Humphreys  as  being  a  better  man  than  many 
in  the  department  who,  if  they  knew  he  was  getting  this 
additional  sum,  would  probably  bring  political  influence 
in  order  that  they  might  also  get  it.  I  had  no  hesitation 
in  doing  it,  although  I  said  at  the  time  I  did  not  think  it 
was  right.  But  I  was  anxious  that  he  should  get  some  ad¬ 
ditional  remuneration,  I  was  coming  into  the  office  about 
2  o’clock  in  the  afternoon,  when  I  met  Mr.  Burgess.  I 
think  it  was  in  1887.  He  was  leaving  for  the  North-West 
the  next  day,  and  he  said  to  me — he  met  me  on  the  top  of 
the  stairs — ‘  Henry,  if  you  make  out  that  cheque  in  favour 
of  Mr.  Humpherys  and  add  an  additional  $100, 1  will  ap¬ 
prove  of  it.’” 

Mr.  TUPPER.  There  was  no  compulsion. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I. )  No,  but  the  suggestion 
made  by  the  deputy  head  was  that  he  should  cer 
tify  the  account.  It  was  the  deputy  head  who 
allowed  Humphreys  50  cents  a  day  extra  in  this 
surreptitious  way  ;  and  as  Henry  thought  Hum¬ 
phreys  entitled  to  additional  remuneration,  he 
acceded  to  the  request  of  the  deputy  head. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  That  50  cents  a  day 
was  not  for  himself. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I. )  No,  it  was  for  Humphreys 
and  had  been  allowed  by  the  deputy  head,  and 
though  Henry  did  not  think  it  correct,  still  at  the 
request  of  the  deputy  he  certified  the  account.  He 
seems  to  have  suffered  for  refusing  to  certify  certain 
accounts  for  Mr.  Pereira.  At  page  103  of  the  report 
will  be  found  Mr.  Henry’s  statement  of  facts,  and 
I  do  not  think  his  name  ought  to  be  published  with 
that  of  Pereira  as  being  a  delinquent  in  the  same 
sense. 

L.  C.  Pereira .  .  $183  87 

Mr.  MULOCK.  It  must  be  regretted  that  the  Sub- 
Committee  of  the  Privy  Council  have  endeavoured 
to  gloss  over  this  very  serious  offence  in  the  way 
they  have.  In  that  report,  from  begining  to  end, 
there  is  not  a  word  of  condemnation  for  the  decep¬ 
tion  practiced  by  the  various  officials  in  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Interior.  I  cannot  conceive  of  anything 
more  calculated  to  demoralize  a  public  office  than 
for  the  Government  themselves  to  report,  as  they 
have  done,  with  regard  to  these  offences.  They  do 
not  venture  to  saj^  one  word  of  rebuke  in  their 
whole  report  touching  these  frauds.  They  say  they 
have  examined  into  the  matter,  and  find  that  no 
loss  was  occasioned  the  public  by  these  frauds.  Well, 
one  has  no  means  of  knowing  to  what  extent  they 
examined  the  work  done,  work  which  consisted 
largely  of  putting  in  time.  How  could  the  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  Government  say  what  amount  of  time 
was  put  in  by  the  various  clerks  at  extra  work, 
when  that  time  was  put  in  at  their  own  houses,  or 
at  all  events  not  during  office  hours.  The  report  is 
most  unsatisfactory,  and  the  conclusion,  as  the  hon. 
member  for  South  Oxford  says,  offers  a  premium 
for  frauds  upon  the  public  service.  The  clerks 
are  not  to  be  punished,  but  have  been  given  several 
months,  leisure  during  which  they  rendered  no 
service  to  the  country  whatever  and  are  re¬ 
warded,  in  fact,  for  this  long  period  of  idleness. 
Why,  had  they  asked  for  leave  of  absence  for  five 
months,  on  what  terms  would  it  have  been  granted  ? 
They  might  have  got  one  month,  or  the  regular 
fixed  holiday,  at  no  expense  to  themselves,  but 
beyond  that  their  pay  would  have  been  stopped 
during  the  whole  period  of  their  absence.  Yet  in 
this  case  men  who  have  put  the  country,  by  their 


actions,  to  a  heavy  expense,  and  brought  a  certain 
amount  of  disrepute  on  the  whole  service,  are  now 
practically  to  receive  full  pay,  only  one  month 
being  docked  during  the  whole  period  of  their 
absence.  The  Government  have,  in  fact,  condoned 
their  offences,  and  are  asking  Parliament  to  do  so 
as  well.  We  could  not  do  a  more  demoralizing 
thing,  and  I  for  one  decline  to  be  a  party  to  it.  I 
do  not  wonder  at  the  Minister  of  Interior  condon¬ 
ing  them.  I  fail  to  see  how  he  could  do  anything 
else,  considering  the  fact  that  the  transactions 
occurred  in  his  department,  and  that  he  is  to 
blame  wholly,  in  the  first  instance,  as  head  of  the 
department  where  these  transactions  occurred. 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  For  what  year  ? 

Mr.  MULOCK.  For  the  time  the  Minister  was 
in  office,  during  which  period  the  demoralization 
increased.  One  of  his  own  servants  would  have 
been  included  in  the  list,  had  the  committee  been 
inclined  to  do  their  duty  fully.  If  the  sub-com¬ 
mittee  had  done  their  duty,  a-reference  would  have 
been  made  to  this  by  them. 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  You  were  blackguard  enough 
to  do  it  last  year. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  call  upon  the  Chairman  to 
make  the  Minister  of  Interior  apologize  for  that 
observation. 

Mr.  DEPUTY  CHAIRMAN.  The  language  of 
the  hon.  gentleman  is  certainly  unparliamentary. 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  I  apologize  to  you,  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  and  I  will  say  that  gentleman  was  gentleman 
enough  to  make  the  observation. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  An  apology  to  you,  Mr.  Deputy 
Chairman,  is  not  sufficient.  I  must  insist  on  your 
requiring  the  hon.  gentleman  to  withdraw  the 
observation. 

Mr.  DEPUTY  CHAIRMAN.  I  understood  he 
did  so. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Then,  if  the  committee  had 
done  its  duty  they  would  have  dealt  with  the  Min¬ 
ister  of  Interior  as  well  by  taking  evidence  of  the 
irregularities  committed  by  this  servant  of  his. 
I  do  not  wonder  at  .the  hon.  gentleman  being 
indignant  and  losing  his  temper.  I  do  not  won¬ 
der  at  his  displaying  his  true  character,  when 
brought  face  to  face  with  a  transaction  of  this 
kind.  I  do  not  wonder  at  his  use  of  obser¬ 
vations  which  called  from  you,  Sir,  and  the  com¬ 
mittee,  a  moment  ago,  the  censure  of  the  commit¬ 
tee  for  the  violent  and  unparliamentary  language 
he  used,  but  I  do  wonder  that  his  colleagues  chose 
to  pass  by  this  transaction  in  silence  and  now  call 
upon  Parliament  to  endorse  the  finding  of  the  com¬ 
mittee.  I  protest  against  it.  I  say  you  are 
proposing  to  demoralize  the  public  service  in 
asking  us  to  reward  persons  who  have  violated 
the  letter  and  the  spirit  of  the  law.  There 
is  one  redeeming  circumstance  in  connection 
with  it.  The  wrong,  the  injury  to  the  public 
credit,  and  the  disgrace  to  the  public  service  occa¬ 
sioned  by  these  minor  officers  could  not  have  taken 
place  had  there  been  an  efficient  and  faithful  head 
of  the  department.  I  offer  that  excuse  for  these 
men.  That  is  the  only  apology  that  can  be 
offered,  and  the  proper  way  to  deal  with  the  whole 
case,  of  course,  would  have  been  first  of  all  to 
dispose  of  the  head  of  the  department.  Then  you 
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would  put  the  axe  to  the  root  of  the  tree  ;  but  I 
say,  in  order  to  be  consistent,  if  you  maintain  the 
head  of  the  department  in  office,  you  cannot  do 
less  than  reward  the  men  who  were  unfaithful  in 
consequence  of  his  neglect. 

Mr.  ARMSTRONG.  Thereseems  tobea  strange 
distinction  made  between  men  who  are  servants  of 
the  Government  and  men  who  occupy  positions  in 
other  walks  of  life.  I  was  not  a  member  of  the 
Public  Accounts  Committee  last  year,  but  from 
what  has  been  stated  here  to-day,  this  man  whose 
case  is  under  consideration  now  has  been  guilty  of 
an  offence  for  which,  if  it  had  been  committed  in  a 
private  office,  he  would  not  only  have  been  de¬ 
prived  of  his  position  but  would  have  had  to  atone 
for  his  conduct  in  a  public  institution  probably  at 
hard  labour.  What  is  the  punishment  here  ?  A 
month’s  salary  is  deducted,  and  the  interest  on  it 
for  the  time  the  poor  fellows  are  kept  out  of  it,  and 
we  may  be  called  upon  in  further  supplementary 
estimates  to  make  up  for  that  and  the  month  s 
salary  as  well.  Is  it  to  go  to  the  country  that  this 
is  the  standard  of  morality  which  the  Government 
sets  up  for  its  guidance,  that  the  man  who  in  a 
private  position  would  be  deprived  of  his  situation 
and  placed  in  solitary  confinement  at  hard  labour 
for  months,  or  it  might  be  for  years,  is  here  to  be 
rewarded  in  this  way,  or  whether  we  have  a  law 
which  places  all  on  the  same  footing 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  I  do  not  think  this  item 
should  be  passed  at  all.  We  will  review  some  of 
the  evidence  given  by  Mr.  Pereira  himself.  He  is 
asked : 


“  I  am  informed  that  you  have  been  in  the  habit  of 
drawing  money,  other  than  your  salary,  from  the  depart- 
ment.  Is  that  the  case  ? — I  have. 

“  In  your  name,  or  in  what  other  names  have  you 
drawn  money? — In  the  name  of  Lizzie  Evans. 

“  Any  others  ? — Ellen  Berry. 

“  Any  others  ? — No. 

‘  ‘  J ust  those  two  ? — Yes. 

“  You  know  Lucy  Evans? — No.  . 

“Did  you  ever  draw  any  money  in  the  name  ot  Lucy 

Evans?— No.  .e 

“  Where  does  Lizzie  Evans  live?— She  is  my  wife.  _ 

“  Who  is  Miss  Berry .  Not  your  wife,  too ?  lhat  is  an 
assumed  name. 

“  There  is  no  such  person  ? — No. 

“  How  did  you  come  to  make  out  an  account  in  Ellen 
Berry’s  name  ? — I  would  like  to  make  some  statement  to 
the  committee.” 

And  then  the  witness  goes  on  to  state  some  arrange¬ 
ment  made  by  him  with  the  Deputy  Minister. 

“  How  much  did  you  get  that  year  under  the  name  of 
Lizzie  Evans  ?— $280.  In  the  spring  of  last  year,  1890, 1 
was  very  much  pressed  with  work,  and  I  had  made  appli¬ 
cation  to  the  Deputy  Minister  for  some  sort  ot  assistance, 
and  I  reminded  him  that  my  wife  had  not  got  the  benefit 
of  the  whole  of  what  the  late  Minister  had  sanctioned  to 
be  given  to  her  on  my  behalf,  and  he  authorized  me  to 
allow  her  to  help  me  in  my  work  to  the  extent  of  a,  further 
amount  which  would  about  cover  what  the  late  Minister 
had  sanctioned.” 

So  you  see  the  Minister  of  the  Crown  was  aware 
that  this  work  was  being  done,  and  that  Mr.  Pereira 
was  taking  the  work  out  of  the  office  under  another 
name. 

“  How  much  did  he  sanction?— He  sanctioned  at  least 

$400, 1  know.  ,  ,  ,  T  , 

“  A  year?— No,  for  the  whole  thing  ;  and  I  am  not  sure 
that  he  did  not  say  that  it  might  be  extended  to  $600  ;  but 
I  have  nothing  to  show  for  that  and  I  am  not  certain. 

“  Have  you  anything  to  show  for  the  $400? — The  work 
that  was  done  in  the  spring  of  1890  was  done  during  April 
and  May,  and  the  account  for  it  would  have  been  made 
out  in  my  wife’s  maiden  name  in  the  same  manner. 

“  Ellen  Berry  ?— No  ;  Lizzie  Evans.  I  had  incidentally 
heard  some  talk  about  extra  work,  and  had  heard  it  men- 
Mr.  Mulock. 


tioned  in  a  peculiar  way  :  *  We  know  who  this  man  is  and 
that  man,  and  we  know  who  Lizzie  Evans  is. 

This  is  nice  kind  of  talk  to  be  going  around  the 
department,  the  clerks  in  the  department  saying  : 
“I  know  who  Lizzie  Evans  is,  I  know  who  Ellen 
Berry  is,  I  know  who  Joseph  Wright  is,  ’  but  no, 
they  could  not  know  who  Joseph  W7 right  was 
because  Joseph  W  right  had  no  existence,  neithei 
had  Ellen  Berry  ;  yet  this  was  under  the  manage¬ 
ment  of  a  superior  officer  like  the  present  Minister 
and  of  a  superior  deputy  in  regard  to  whom  this 
committee  reported. 

“  I  took  upon  myself  the  responsibility,  of  which  this 
committee  will  be  the  judge,  ot  not  allowing  my  wife  s 
name  to  appear  any  longer  in  the  matter,  and  the  account 
I  made  out  myself  in  Ellen  Berry’s  name. 

He  was  ashamed  to  have  his  wife’s  name  used  any 
longer,  and  he  substituted  the  name  of  Ellen 
Berry. 

“  When  the  cheque  was  made  out,  I  endorsed  that 
cheque.” 

This  is  the  man  whom  it  is  proposed  to  reinstate 
and  to  reward. 

“There  is  no  such  person  as  Ellen  Berry.  The  work 
was  done  by  my  wife,  and  I  took  the  responsibility  ot 
making  the  account  out  and  the  cheque  in  that  other 
name  for  the  reason  which  I  have  explained.  . , 

“When  you  had  this  work  given  to  your  wile,  why  did. 
you  call  her  ‘  Miss  Lizzie  Evans  ?  ’  What  was  that  done 
for?— I  did  not  think  it  was  desirable  to  make  it  public  in 
any  way  that  my  wife  was  getting  work. 

*  *  For  what  reason  did  you  not,  if  it  was  honestly  earned  ! 
Why  did  you  object?— For  one  reason  I  suppose  that  it  it 
were  known,  verv  likely  a  number  of  other  permanent 

clerks  might  ask  for  the  same  thing. 

“  You  state  that  the  Minister  authorized  you  to  get  up 
to  $400? — Yes;  up  to  $400;  but  I  am  not  certain  that  he 
did  not  say  it  might  go  up  to  $600.  I  may  state  that,  be 
cause  I  have  a  note  with  me  as  to  that. 

“  Whom  did  you  get  the  information  from  that  you  were 
to  be  allowed  to  go  up  to  $600?— The  Deputy  Minister  said 
that  he  thought  that  that  authority  had  been  given.  He 
was  not  quite  positive  on  the  point,  but  he  was  certainly 
positive  about  the  amount  of  $400.  ,  if 

“  How  did  you  come  to  draw  more  than  $400  l  1  did  it 
under  the  authority  of  the  Deputy  Minister,  because  he 
was  under  the  impression,  and  I  have  no  doubt  he  Pad 
good  grounds  for  having  that  impression,  that  the  Minister 

had  said  it  might  go  up  to  $600.  .  ■n„T,nt„ 

“  You  were  more  interested  in  this  than  the  Deputy 
Minister,  but  your  impression  was  that  it  was  $400  r—  N  o,. 
Sir ;  what  I  said  was  that  I  knew  that  I  had  something  to 
show  it  was  up  to  $400,  but  beyond  that  I  had  nothing  ex¬ 
cept  the  impression,  but  what  I  received  from  the  Deputy 

M“nWho  was  present  beside  the  Minister  and  yourself 
when  this  understanding  was  come  to?— Nobody  else  was 
nresent 

“Was  the  Deputy  Minister  not  present  ?— I  presume 
the  Deputy  Minister  had  an  interview  with  the  Minister, 
because  he  conveyed  Hie  information  to  me.  .  „ 

“  After  you  had  had  a  consulation  with  the  Minister  l 
—I  had  had  several  consultations  with  the  Minister  about 
it.” 


Then  questions  were  asked  as  to  the  manner  in 
which  the  work  was  done. 

“  What  I  understand  you  is,  that  this  work  done  in  the 
name  of  Ellen  Berry,  was  done  by  your  wife  ?— Yes. 

“  And  when  she  did  the  work  you  certified  the  account 
was  correct  ? — I  did  in  the  case  of  Ellen  Berry. 

“  Did  you  select  the  work,  or  did  your  superior  olhcer 
select  it  ?— I  selected  the  work.  ,  , 

“  You  selected  the  work,  took  it  home,  and  afterwards 
when  it  was  done,  you  certified  to  the  account  in  this 
fictitious  name?— Yes.” 

He  not  only  certified  to  the  account  in  this  ficti¬ 
tious  name,  but  he  actually  endorsed  the  cheque 
made  out  in  the  name  of  Ellen  Berry  and  drew 
the  money.  He  selected  the  work,  took  it  home, 
stated  it  was  performed,  brought  it  back,  certified 
that  it  was  performed  in  the  name  of  Ellen  Berry, 
had  the  cheque  made  out  in  the  name  of  Ellen 
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Berry,  and  endorsed  the  cheque  in  the  name  of 
Ellen  Berry,  and  for  this  he  is  to  be  rewarded  by 
being  paid  the  amount  of  $183.87.  That  is  to  be 
his  reward,  after  being  reinstated  in  the  depart¬ 
ment,  for  being  guilty  of  all  these  transactions. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  I  hope  the  House  will  give 
no  uncertain  sound  on  this  matter.  However  we 
may  differ  on  political  matters,  we  should  agree 
upon  this  principle,  that  those  who  are  in  the 
departments  should  give  an  honest  life  to  the  ser¬ 
vice,  and  if  they  are  discovered  doing  that  which 
is  dishonest,  or  savouring  of  dishonesty,  or  any 
violation  of  the  law,  their  offences,  however  much 
you  may  feel  disposed  to  be  merciful  to  them, 
should  not  be  condoned  by  this  House.  Give  offi¬ 
cials  to  understand,  and  give  the  Government  to 
understand,  that  this  country  must  have  honest 
Government,  and  that  the  officials  under  them 
must  be  honest.  I  know  it  is  pretty  hard  for  the 
officials  to  be  honest  under  this  Government.  I  do 
not  know  but  perhaps  the  measure  proposed  by  my 
friend  for  North  York  (Mr.  Mulock)  is  the  proper 
one,  that  the  axe  should  be  laid  at  the  root  of  the 
tree,  and  those  who  will  tolerate,  those  who  will 
condone  in  the  departments,  acts  that  are  prejudi¬ 
cial  to  the  public  service,  and  at  variance  with  the 
principles  of  common  honesty,  should  be  imme¬ 
diately  dismissed  from  the  service.  Now,  I  am  a 
little  surprised  at  the  Minister  of  the  Interior 
losing  his  temper  when  speaking  after  the  hon. 
member  for  North  York.  It  almost  leads  one  to 
believe  that  there  is  something  wrong  in  the 
head  of  the  department,  because  when  a  per¬ 
son  loses  his  temper  he  loses  his  case,  and  when 
he  begins  to  call  bad  names  and  apply  offen¬ 
sive  epithets  to  those  who  differ  from  him, 
there  is  sometime  a  possibility  of  a  nigger 
being  in  the  fence.  Now,  last,  session  we  saw  the 
Minister  of  Public  Works,  who  was  charged  with 
permitting  some  irregularities  in  his  department, 
crowded  out,  and  the  Government  took  a  great  deal 
of  credit  to  themselves  for  crowding  out  the  Minis¬ 
ter  of  Public  Works.  We  saw  in  the  Province  of 
Quebec,  when  the  leader  of  the  Government  there 
was  suspected  of  much  less  grave  irregularities, 
the  people  crowded  him  out.  Although  the  late 
Minister  of  Public  Works  had  given  long  service  to 
this  country,  he  was  crowded  out  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  and  the  Government  took  a  great  deal  of 
credit  to  themselves  for  supplanting  Sir  Hector 
and  filling  up  his  place  with  another.  Although 
they  took  great  credit  to  themselves  for  doing  this, 
I  have  an  idea  that,  even  supposing  those  charges 
against  Sir  Hector  were  correct,  he  is  a  more  hon¬ 
est  man  than  any  man  that  is  in  the  Government 
to-day.  But  while  they  were  willing  to  throw 
him  to  the  wolves,  and  while  he  is  loyal  enough  to 
them  to  allow  the  wolves  to  devour  him.  it  is  a 
singular  thing  indeed,  that  others  in  whose  depart¬ 
ments  conduct  almost  as  bad  was  discovered,  they 
should  continue  to  preside  over  those  departments. 
For  myself,  I  tell  the  Government  that  I  will  not 
support  in  the  department,  conduct  on  the  part  of 
any  of  the  officials  that  is  not  correct  and  honest. 
If  there  is  one  thing  that  I  want  in  public  life, 
there  is  one  thing  positive  that  in  the  public 
service  I  shall  contend,  I  shall  fight,  for  honest 
Government,  and  I  desire  the  officials  to  be  honest, 
although  I  know  it  is  almost  a  physical  and  a  poli¬ 
tical  impossibility  to  have  honest  officials  under  the 
present  Government. 


Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  regret  very  much  that  the 
Government  has  seen  it  their  duty  to  take  this 
course  with  these  officials.  With  regard  to  Mr. 
Pereira,  and  in  face  of  the  very  serious  evidence 
that  has  been  given  by  himself  and  corroborated 
by  others,  I  think  it  is  very  much  to  be  regretted 
that  the  House  should  undo  all  the  good  work  that 
was  done  during  the  last  session  of  Parliament  by 
the  Public  Accounts  Committee.  I  fear  that  the 
Government,  before  long,  will  have  cause  to  regret 
that  they  reinstated  men  who  were  found  guilty  of 
these  very  grave  and  improper  acts  ;  it  is  to  be 
regretted,  I  say,  because  there  was  something  like 
$20,000  of  money  spent  in  that  investigation  that 
took  place  before  the  Public  Accounts  Committee. 
If  we  are  going  to  condone  all  past  acts  of  this 
kind,  in  this  Chamber,  and  the  offences  that  have 
been  brought  to  light  are  to  be  taken  no  notice  of, 
I  think  it  is  proceeding  in  a  very  improper  manner. 
I  care  not  what  sympathy  there  may  be  in  the 
bosom  of  the  Minister  for  those  men  who  were 
shown  to  have  been  guilty  of  irregularities, 
or  how  he  may  feel  regarding  them,  or  those 
dependent  on  them,  I  say  that  in  view  of  future 
efficient  and  honest  service,  these  men  should 
have  borne  the  consequence  of  their  acts.  I  am 
sorry  that  the  Government  have  decided  to  ask  the 
House  virtually  to  condone  all  these  irregularities 
and  these  dishonesties,  and  to  vote  a  sum  of  money 
to  make  up  for  the  loss  of  time  they  have  sustained 
while  they  were  suspended  from  their  posts.  Now, 
I  was  rather  surprised  at  an  admission  made  by 
the  Minister  of  Interior  this  afternoon.  1  do  not 
wish  to  deal  harshly  with  any  Minister  ;  I  know 
the  enormous  amount  of  labourJ  they  have  to  per¬ 
form,  but  still,  after  hearing  him  admit  before  the 
Public  Accounts  Committee  last  year,  that  Mr. 
Burgess  was  not  receiving  any  salary,  I  am  sur¬ 
prised  to  hear  him  admit  now  that,  after  all,  he 
was.  It  is  well  that  Ministers  should  keep  them¬ 
selves  thoroughly  posted  upon  questions  relating 
to  their  departments,  so  that  members  of  Parlia¬ 
ment  may  have  reasonable  grounds  to  rely  upon 
the  accuracy  of  the  statements  of  Ministers,  instead 
of  being  called  upon  a  few  months  afterwards  to 
hear  a  Minister  get  up  and  ask  to  be  permitted  to 
retract  a  statement  that  was  not  correct.  Now,  a 
good  many  irregularities  were  brought  to  light  last 
session  in  the  Department  of  Interior  ;  evidence 
was  brought  before  the  Public  Accounts  Committee 
showing  that  there  had  been  systematic  stealing  going 
on— because  it  is  nothing  short  of  that — by  men  who 
were  apportioning  out  work  to  be  done  by  their 
wives  and  their  relatives  and  it  is  unfair  for  this 
House,  it  is  lowering  the  dignity  of  this  House,  to 
ask  it  to  vote  money  to  pay  these  men  salaries  dur¬ 
ing  the  time  they  were  suspended.  What  object 
is  there  in  holding  a  public  investigation  before  the 
Public  Accounts  Committee  if,  when  offences  are 
exposed,  the  Government  come  down  and  ask 
the  House  to  condone  those  offences,  and  undo 
everything  that  has  been  done  by  the  Committee 
of  Public  Accounts  ?  I  am  surprised  that  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  should  have  the  hardihood  to  ask  us  to 
vote  the  salaries,  and  I  think  a  good  many  people 
will  come  to  the  conclusion  that  the  Government 
must  have  been  in  a  very  tight  place  when  they  ask¬ 
ed  the  House  to  sanction  the  voting  of  this  money 
and  virtually  to  condone  the  offences  that  have 
been  perpetrated  by  these  people.  The  public  will 
think  that  these  men  were  able  to  hold  a  whip 
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over  the  Government,  and  to  threaten  the  Minister, 
in  order  to  compel  them  to  meet  their  demands. 
Perhaps  some  of  these  men  may  have  been  in  a 
position  to  say  :  Well,  if  the  Government  do 
not  settle  with  ipe  I  will  make  further  expo¬ 
sures.  I  have  tales  that  I  can  tell  that  will  make 
matters  very  unpleasant  for  the  Government,  and 
I  will  tell  them  unless  they  reinstate  me  where  I 
was  before,  and  pay  my  salary  during  the  time  I 
was  suspended.  I  will  expose  them. 

After  Recess. 

i 

IN  COMMITTEE— THIRD  READINGS. 

Bill  (No.  15)  to  incorporate  the  McKay  Milling 
Company.  — (Mr.  Robillard. ) 

Bill  (No.  17)  to  incorporate  W.  C.  Edwards  & 
Company — (Mr.  Wood,  Brockville. ) 

SECOND  READING. 

Bill  (No.  47)  to  incorporate  the  Victoria  Life 
Insurance  Company. — (Mr.  Cockburn. ) 

SUPFLY. 

Mr.  McMCLLEN.  When  the  House  took 
recess,  I  was  expressing  my  regret  that  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  asked  the  House  to  pass  a  vote  of  this 
kind,  to  reinstate  this  man  in  the  position  he  held 
before,  notwithstanding  the  fact  that  irregularities 
had  been  proved  against  him  in  the  Public  Accounts 
Committee.  During  last  session  very  valuable 
services  were  rendered  to  this  country  by  the  inves¬ 
tigations  which  took  place  before  that  committee, 
and  I  had  hoped  a  lesson  would  have  been  taught 
the  civil  servants  for  many  years  to  come,  that  if 
men  were  found  guilty  of  irregular  and  improper 
acts  they  might  count  upon  receiving  punishment 
at  the  hands  of  Government  and  Parliament.  1 
was  glad  to  notice  that  the  Minister  of  Justice  in 
some  of  his  addresses  during  recess  vindicated  the 
course  taken  by  the  Government  with  respect  to 
the  irregularities  brought  to  the  notice  of  the 
Hou  se  and  the  country,  and  stated  that  those  men 
found  guilty  of  irregularities  had  been  deprived 
of  their  positions  and  turned  out  into  the  street. 
That  kind  of  statement  answered  the  purpose  for 
a  time.  The  bye-elections  were  brought  on,  the 
people  were  led  to  believe  that  the  Government 
were  disposed  to  do  right,  that  they  had  dismissed 
those  servants  who  had  been  proved  guilty,  and 
now  we  might  expect  purer,  better  and  more  honest 
work  at  the  hands  of  the  civil  servants,  The 
bye-elections  are  over,  and  those  who  were  proved 
guilty  of  irregularities  are  being  taken  back,  one  by 
one.  This  is  the  first  instalment ;  we  have  the 
cases  of  Pereira  and  Turner.  The  other  man,  Mr. 
Henry,  did  not  merit  dismissal.  I  look  upon  this 
as  being  a  very  serious  matter.  If  in  future 
investigations  members  of  the  Civil  Service  are 
found  who  have  committed  improper  acts,  to  have 
converted  to  their  own  use  money  or  valuables 
belonging  to  the  Dominion,  they  can  point  to  the 
punishment  meted  out  to  these  men  who  have  been 
found  guilty  of  wrong-doing.  We  are  establishing 
a  precedent  which  will  be  in  after  years  referred  to 
as  evidence  of  the  lenient  and  charitable  conduct 
that  characterized  the  action  of  the  Government 
towards  civil  servants.  It  is  a  very  unfortunate 
Mr.  McMullen. 


state  of  things.  It  is  bad  enough  to  take 
these  men  back  into  the  service,  but  to  pay  their 
salaries  during  the  time  they  were  walking  the 
streets  and  doing  nothing  is  a  gross  injustice. 
They  have  not  served  the  country  while  walking 
around  the  city.  To  now  offer  to  pay  their  salaries 
for  time  so  spent  is  to  offer  a  premium  on  wrong¬ 
doing.  If  a  civil  servant  wants  a  holiday,  and 
his  request  refused,  all  he  has  to  do  is  to 
commit  an  irregularity,  whereupon  he  will  be 
suspended  for  six  months  and  receive  his  salary. 
It  is  a  very  convenient  way  of  getting  a  holiday. 
This,  I  say,  is  the  first  instalment  of  cases.  We 
are  begining  with  the  little  ones.  Perhaps  before 
this  House  rises  we  may  have  votes  with  regard  to 
some  other  persons  who  have  been  dismissed.  If 
we  are  going  to  have  a  general  political  jubilee  of 
sin-forgiving  we  had  better  extend  it,  not  only  to 
the  civil  servants,  but  to  those  outside  who  have 
been  found  guilty  of  wrong-doing.  Perhaps  there 
may  appear  in  the  Supplementary  Estimates  a  vote 
for  the  hon.  member  for  Three  Rivers  (Sir 
Hector  Langevin),  not  only  of  his  sessional 
allowance,  but  of  salary  as  a  Minister.  That 
hon.  gentleman  has  the  same  right  to  be 
reinstated  as  the  civil  servants  in  question.  W  hat 
is  sauce  for  one  should  be  sauce  for  the  other. 
The  Government  during  the  bye-elections  pointed 
to  the  fact  that  the  late  Minister  of  Public  Works 
had  suffered  for  his  wrong  doing,  and  that  he  had 
been  punished  for  the  irregularities  in  his  depart¬ 
ment.  I  suppose  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  tried  to 
make  him  a  scapegoat  for  the  entire  party.  As  of 
-old  ;  they  laid  their  hands  upon  his  head  and  he 
was  sent  away  to  the  wilderness.  However,  lie  did 
not  stop  there,  and  he  is  in  this  House  again.  I  con¬ 
tend  that  in  order  to  carry  out  the  policy  of  mercy 
which  the  Government  are  extending  to  these 
civil  servants,  they  ought  to  go  ahead  and  grant  a 
general  pardon  for  all  the  iniquities  committed.  If 
this  is  the  manner  in  which  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
are  going  to  punish  wrong-doing,  the  sooner  we 
have  an  end  to  the  whole  farce  the  better. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  Their  policy  is  discrimina¬ 
tion. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  If  they  do  not  know  any 
better  I  would  recommend  them  to  go  ahead  and 
bury  all  the  sins  that  their  friends  and  civil  ser¬ 
vants  have  been  guilty  of,  and  to  reinstate  them 
all  in  the  same  position  as  they  were  before.  In 
this  whole  business  the  country  has  been  deceived 
and  humbugged.  I  can  say  that  on  every  platform 
on  which  I  spoke  during  the  elections,  we  had 
friends  of  the  Government  there  who  pointed  to 
the  fact  that  civil  servants  were  turned  out  of 
office  and  punished  for  their  misconduct,  and  that 
the  hon.  member  for  Three  Rivers  (Sir  Hector 
Langevin)  was  also  made  to  suffer  for  the  wrong¬ 
doing  which  had  been  done.  Now,  as  soon  as  the 
political  show  outside  of  this  House  is  over,  we  are 
asked  by  the  Government  to  initiate  a  policy  of 
reinstalling  these  men  who  were  guilty,  and  to 
compensate  them  by  paying  them  their  salaries 
during  the  time  they  were  suspended.  I  trust  that 
the  country  will  see  that  the  whole  thing  is  a  farce. 
What  is  the  use  of  having  a  Public  Accounts  Com¬ 
mittee  at  all,  what  is  the  use  of  subpoenaing  wit¬ 
nesses  from  all  parts  of  the  Dominion,  at  a  cost  of 
$20,000,  to  testify  before  Parliamentary  Coinmittees, 
if  after  the  whole  thing  is  over  the  Ministers 
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are  going  to  bring  in  legislation  of  this  kind 
and  to  reinstate  these  men  who  have  been 
suspended  ?  It  is  turning  the  Public  Accounts 
Committee,  and  the  Privileges  and  Elections 
Committee,  and  the  Investigation  Committee  into 
a  farce.  I  think,  when  the  country  gets  an 
opportunity  of  pronouncing  on  the  conduct  of 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite  in  this  matter,  they 
will  have  their  eyes  open  and  treat  them  as  they 
deserve.  I  find  on  this  list  of  names,  Mr.  Senecal. 
He  was  found  guilty  of  a  considerable  amount  of 
wrong-doing,  and  was  dismissed.  Why  should  the 
Government  single  him  out  for  punishment  any 
more  than  the  others,  when  the  others  are  allowed 
to  go  free  and  when  Senecal’s  conduct  was  not 
much  worse  than  the  others  ?  What  is  the  use  of 
going  through  the  farce  of  prosecuting  these  men 
in  the  courts,  when  the  House  may  be  asked  later 
on  to  reinstall  them  and  perhaps  recoup  them  for 
the  time  they  were  in  jail.  If  the  policy  of  the 
Government  is  carried  to  its  fullest  extent  I  have 
no  doubt  that  the  House  will  be  asked  to  consent  to 
a  vote  of  that  kind.  The  country  has  pardoned  the 
sins  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  and  these  same  gen¬ 
tlemen  are  now  measuring  out  to  their  subordinates 
the  mercy  which  they  received  themselves.  Mercy 
begets  mercy.  I  am  inclined  to  think  the  country 
is  to  blame  for  all  this.  They  have  pardoned  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  their  iniquities,  and  if  the 
country  had  not  pardoned  them,  the  probabilities 
are  that  we  would  not  be  asked  to  consent  to  such 
a  vote  as  this  to-night.  The  electors  are  respon¬ 
sible  for  all  this,  because  if  they  had  pro¬ 
nounced  upon  the  Government  as  it  deserved 
we  would  not  be  asked  to  reinstate  Mr.  Pereira  to¬ 
night.  I  do  not  know  whether  the  country  did 
this  in  the  absence  of  boodle  and  everything  else, 
but  at  all  events  the  Government  secured  a  pardon 
and  now  they  are  extending  their  mercies.  I  com¬ 
mend  them  for  their  mercy,  because  it  is  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  way  things  should  be— when  mercy 
is  granted  mercy  should  be  meted  out  to  others.  It 
is  about  time,  howTever,  that  the  representatives  of 
the  people  should  put  a  stop  to  this  kind  of  thing, 
and  deal  with  the  Civil  Service  of  this  country  as 
it  should  be  dealt  with.  If  we  had  made  an  ex¬ 
ample  of  this  man  Pereira,  and  of  the  other  men 
who  committed  the  same  misconduct,  the  other- 
civil  servants  of  this  country  would  have  quivered 
in  their  shoes  before  they  ever  dared  to  do  anything 
wrong.  Now  they  will  point  to  these  men  as 
having  been  dismissed  and  suspended,  and  when  a 
convenient  season  came  around  as  having  been  re¬ 
installed  and  remunerated  for  their  wrong-doing. 
It  is  a  farce,  and  I  hope  the  country  will  make  note 
of  the  conduct  of  the  Government  in  this  matter. 
The  people  were  astounded  last  year  at  the  report 
of  the  disgraceful  condition  of  some  of  the  depart¬ 
ments  and  the  record  of  some  civil  servants,  but 
now  they  are  to  be  told  that  these  very 
men  are  to  be  esteemed  and  paid  for  their 
iniquities.  I  feel  sorry  that  the  Ministers  have 
felt  themselves  called  upon  to  ask  the  House  to 
consent  to  the  passage  of  an  item  of  this  kind,  and 
to  begin  the  pardon  system  so  early  in  the  history 
of  this  country,  even  before  the  trials  of  some  of 
the  persons  who  have  been  prosecuted  come  off. 
What  will  the  judge  and  jury  say  when  they  see  the 
Government  acting  in  this  way  ?  I  have  no  doubt 
that  they  will  say  :  What  is  the  use  of  convicting 
these  people  and  sending  them  to  gaol,  because,  for 


all  we  know,  the  Minister  of  Justice  will  grant 
an  order  to  release  them  and  reinstate  them  in  their 
positions.  Probably  the  jury  will  be  disposed  to 
follow  the  example  of  the  Minister  and  deal  out 
mercy  to  wrong-doers.  They  will  think  that  they 
should  not  convict  one  man  for  doing,  when  others 
are  compensated  for  doing  a  similar  thing.  They 
will  see  that  the  Government  dealt  mercifully  with 
Mr.  Pereira  and  reinstated  him,  and  they  will 
naturally  think  that  they  should  be  merciful  also. 
It  is  my  opinion  that  if  the  Government  are  dis¬ 
posed  to  pursue  this  policy,  that  we  should  have  a 
general  year  of  political  jubilee  and  pardon  the  sins 
of  every  man  who  has  been  guilty  of  breaking  the 
law.  Reinstate  my  respected  friend  from  Three 
Rivers,  condone  the  old  errors,  put  every  man  back 
where  he  was  and  begin  everything  over  again. 

Mr.  SPROGLE.  I  would  not  have  said  any¬ 
thing  but  for  a  part  of  the  discussion  that  took 
place  before  six  o’clock.  It  was  stated  that  in  the 
evidence  given  before  the  Public  Accounts  Com¬ 
mittee  there  was  nothing  to  justify  the  assertion 
that  these  irregularities  had  taken  place  before 
1885.  I  think  that  statement  was  made  both  by 
the  hon.  member  for  North  Wellington,  and  by 
the  hon.  member  for  North  Brant.  I  have  in  my 
hand  the  evidence  taken  before  that  committee,  and 
I  find  that  the  very  reverse  is  the  case.  In  the  ex¬ 
amination  of  Mr.  Henry  the  following  questions 
were  asked  : — 

“  By  Mr.  Taylor : 

“  By  looking  over  the  accounts  for  moneys  paid,  canyou 
ascertain  exactly  when  this  practice  was  first  in  opera 
tion,  whether  in  1871  when  you  commenced,  or  what  year 
after  that?  Have  you  any  way  of  reaching  that?— I  got 
work  in  that  way  in  the  Finance  Department  in  1872. 

“  By  Mr.  Foster : 

“  For  what  work? — Counting  notes. 

“  That  is  the  practice  to-day  ?  When  did  you  go  into 
the  Interior  Department  ? — In  1873. 

“Did  you  get  any  extra  work  in  that  department?— I 
did  ;  prior  to  the  Civil  Service  Act  going  into  effect.” 

It  was,  on  the  other  hand,  contended  that  even 
though  this  practice  was  in  existence  before  1885, 
it  was  not  illegal,  because  the  Civil  Service  Act  did 
not  prohibit  it.  I  have  here  a  copy  of  the  Civil  Ser¬ 
vice  Act  for  1868,  and  I  find  that  the  provision  m 
that  Act  is  very  much  the  same  as  that  in  the  pre¬ 
sent  Act.  It  is  in  the  following  words  : — 

“  No  moneys  or  compensation  shall  be  paid  for  any  extra 
service  whatever  which  any  officer  or  clerk  may  be  requir¬ 
ed  to  perform  in  the  department  to  which  he  belongs.” 

Again,  it  is  contended  that  the  oath  which  these 
officers  were  obliged  to  take  since  the  Civil  Service 
Act  of  1882  was  passed  was  so  stringent  that 
they  could  not  perform  extra  services  and  be  paid 
for  them  without  violating  it  ;  but  I  find  that  the 
oath  is  exactly  the  same  in  the  Act  of  1868  as  it  is 
in  the  Act  of  1873  ;  and  if  it  was  a  violation  of  the 
law  in  1888  or  in  1890,  it  was  equally  so  in  1873. 
I  do  not  cite  this  as  a  palliation  of  the  offence  ;  I 
do  not  think  it  is  ;  two  wrongs  do  not  make  a 
right ;  but  when  hon.  gentlemen  assert  that  there 
were  no  irregularities  between  1873  and  1878,  they 
are  not  justified,  because  the  evidence  brought  out 
the  fact  that  these  irregularities  had  taken  place 
years  ago  and  had  continued  from  time  to  time 
until  they  were  stopped  last  spring.  There  is 
another  thing  I  noticed  last  slimmer,  that  many 
newspapers  supporting  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  had 
a  great  deal  to  say  about  the  rigorous  punishment 
meted  out  to  the  small  fry  at  Ottawa  who  had  beeu 
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found  guilty  of  certain  irregularities  that  did  not 
amount  to  much,  while  the  perpetrators  of  great 
wrongs  were  allowed  to  go  clear.  I  hat  was  what  w  e 
met  with  generally  throughout  the  country,  and 
when  we  contended  that  whatever  was  done  would 
he  considered  and  a  suitable  punishment  foi  the 
offence  administered,  it  was  asserted  that  these  men 
were  punished  too  severely  for  ha\  iugdone  compai  a- 
tively  little  wrong,  while  others  who  had  committed 
great  wrongs  were  not  punished  at  all.  The  lion, 
member  for  North  \\  ellington  asks  :  VY  hy  not  let 
Senecal  and  Bronskill  go  instead  of  suing  them  ?  I 
think  their  cases  were  entirely  different.  In  the  one 
case  labour  was  performed  for  which  parties  were 
paid ;  and  although  the  lion,  member  for  North  Brant 
expressed  his  opinion  that  that  work  was  neiei 
done,  we  know  that  all  the  civil  servants  who 
came  before  the  committee  swore  that  the  work 
was  done  and  honestly  done,  and  I  think  we  are 
justified  in  receiving  a  man’s  oath  and  assuming 
that  he  is  telling  the  truth— if  not,  he  is  com¬ 
mitting  an  act  of  perjury,  for  which  there  is  a 
severe  punishment.  Therefore,  when  the  work  was 
done  according  to  the  usual  rates  paid  for  such 
work,  and  full  value  given,  the  offence  was  not  a 
very  great  one.  But  while  saying  that,  I  think 
that  in  some  instances  perhaps  the  punishment 
meted  out  is  too  light,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  they 
are  public  officers.  They  are  not  like  persons  in 
private  life.  They  ought  to  be  made  such  an  ex¬ 
ample  of,  that  others  coming  after  them  would  not 
be  likely  to  do  the  same  thing.  In  regard  to  Mr. 
Burgess,  who  is  the  head  of  the  department,  I 
think  I  have  a  right  to  assume  from  the  evidence 
that  if  lie  did  not  order  these  acts,  which  was  a 
technical  violation  of  the  law,  to  say  the  least  of 
them,  at  all  events  he  allowed  them  to  go  on  while 
knowing  the  wrong  was  being  done,  and  I  think 
the  punishment  should  be  more  severe  in  his 
case.  Certainly  I  for  one,  understood,  that  from 
the  day  he  handed  in  his  resignation,  until  lie  was 
reinstated,  he  did  not  receive  any  pay.  I  know 
that  I  have  said  so  on  many  platforms  throughout 
the  country  during  the  elections  ;  I  said  it  believing 
it  tobe  correct ;  and  until  thise veiling,  I  did  not  know 
anything  to  the  contrary.  I  must  say  that  in  my 
opinion  he  should  have  received  more  severe  punish¬ 
ment.  But  it  is  evident  that  these  irregular  practices 
prevailed  for  long  time.  During  the  Mackenzie 
regime  men  were  under  review  for  irregularities 
and  practices  not  exactly  of  the  same  nature  as 
these,  but  irregularities  quite  as  wrong,  and  were 
suspended  for  a  time  and  afterwards  taken  on  again. 
If  I  remember  rightly,  engineers  and  other  officials 
were  treated  in  that  way  in  the  time  of  the  Mack¬ 
enzie  Government.  Consequently  one  Government 
seems  to  have  been  as  much  in  fault  as  the  other. 
If  because  men  have  done  some  slight  injury  they 
are  to  be  turned  out  entirely,  and  deprived  for  the 
rest  of  their  lives  of  the  positions  they  have  occupied 
for  many  years,  I  think  it  would  be  an  extreme 
punishment.  While  they  should  be  punished,  I 
think  there  are  mitigating  circumstances  that 
would  not  justify  a  very  rigorous  punishment  being 
inflicted  on  these  young  men  who  gave  value  for 
the  money  they  received. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  If  the  last  speaker  had 
been  in  the  House  before  six  o’clock  he  would 
have  understood  from  the  report  brought  in  that 
the  committee  appointed  by  the  Privy  Council  had 
Mr.  Sfroule. 


investigated,  or  professed  to  investigate  this  matter 
more  fully  than  the  Committee  on  the  Public  Ac¬ 
counts  had  done.  Of  course,  the  investigation  be¬ 
fore  that  committee  was  curtailed,  owing  to  the 
many  other  investigations  which  had  to  be  brought 
before  it  ;  but  the  Privy  Council  appointed  a  com¬ 
mittee  to  investigate  this  matter  more  fully,  and 
we  have  the  report  of  that  committee  now  before 
the  House,  and  it  states  distinctly  that  while  it 


was  believed  that  these  irregularities  had  com 
meneed  as  far  back  as  18/5,  still  the  committee 
were  not  able  to  find  that  one  single  dollar  was  ex¬ 
pended  until  1881  or  1882. 

Mr.  8PROULE.  May  I  remind  the  lion,  gentle¬ 
man  that  his  word  was  that  there  was  no  evidence 
to  sustain  the  contention  that  irregularities  had 
taken  place  before  1885  ? 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  We  have  evidence  taken 
by  the  committee  appointed  by  the  Privy  Council 
to  the  effect  that  no  such  money  was  expended 
until  1881  or  1882,  and  that  after  that  time  the 
payments  for  extra  work  were  commenced.  Con¬ 
sequently  the  statement  made  by  the  hon.  member 
for  East  Grey  amounts  to  nothing,  for  the  simple 
reason  that  the  Government  have  confuted  the 
statement  which  he  has  made.  They  have  confuted 
the  statement  made  by  the  hon.  member  for  Grey 
by  the  evidence  they  have  produced  themselves 
through  the  committee  appointed  to  investigate 
the  matter.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  no  evidence 
was  given  before  the  Public  Accounts  Committee  to 
show  that  in  some  cases  no  work  was  done  for  the 
monev  paid.  If  he  will  look  at  page  40  of  the 
Public  Accounts  Report,  he  will  find  the  following 
evidence  produced  : — 

“  You  state  that  this  man  Nelson  did  not  work  for  this 
account  dated  Januarv  27th,  1890,  excepting  m  office 
hours  ?— Yes,  with  the  exception  of  the  two  Sabbaths,  in 
which  I  went  to  his  house.  We  worked  for  about  four  or 
five  hours.  I  took  the  galleys.  . ,  9 

‘  ‘  Oh,  you  were  reading  proof.  Who  held  the  copy  / 

I  held  the  copy.  ,  ,  _  .  „  T.  .  ,  . 

“  And  you  worked  four  hours  each  Sunday? — It  might 
be  four,  five  or  six.  We  started  at  ten  in  the  morning, 
and  I  did  not  come  away  until  half-past  three  or  lour  in 
the  afternoon. 

“  You  were  kept  continuously  at  work  /—Oh,  yes, 

“  But  there  was  no  work  done  for  this  at  all  ?— Except 
during  office  hours.” 

And  yet  we  have  an  lion,  gentleman  getting  up  and 
saying  it  was  proved  conclusively  that  work  was 
done  for  all  the  expenditure  in  this  direction.  Now, 
we  have  the  sworn  testimony  of  one  of  the  witnes¬ 
ses  that  no  work  was  given  for  the  amount  of  this 
account,  and  furthermore,  I  think  we  ought  to 
take  into  consideration  the  oath  which  every  one 
of  the  civil  servants  has  to  take  before  entering  on 
the  duties  of  his  office.  That  oath  was  read  dur¬ 
ing  the  investigation,  and  it  was  read  to  show  that 
some  of  the  gentlerhen  who  appeared  as  witnesses, 
and  who  were  officers  of  the  Interior  Department, 
actually  did  not  remember  that  they  had  taken 
this  oath,  although  it  is  compulsory  on  them  all  to 
take  it.  Now,  the  oath  could  not  be  more  string¬ 
ent  than  it  is  : 

“  I  solemnly  and  sincerely  swear  that  I  will  faithfully 
and  honestly  fulfil  the  duties  which  devolve  upon  me  as 
a  clerk  in  the  department,  and  that  I  will  not  ask  or  re¬ 
ceive  any  sum  of  money,  services,  recompense  or  matter 
or  thing  whatsoever,  directly  or  indirectly,  m  return  tor 
what  I  have  done  or  may  do  in  the  discharge  ot  any  of 
the  duties  of  my  said  office,  except  my  salary  or  what  may 
be  allowed  me  by  law  or  by  an  Order  of  the  Governor 
in  Council :  so  help  me  God.” 
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We  have  the  evidence  of  the  Government’s  own 
Commission  that  no  money  was  paid— — 

Mr.  BOW  ELL.  No. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  Certainly  we  have.  That 
evidence  was  read  this  afternoon,  and  if  some 
gentleman  on  the  other  side  will  produce  the  docu¬ 
ment,  I  will  prove  it  again.  It  was  proven  this 
afternoon.  There  can  be  no  doubt  about  it.  There 
was  no  money  paid  until  1881  or  1882  for  these 
services,  according  to  their  own  report,  and  we 
have  to  go  by  their  own  report,  so  that  no  matter 
what  the  oath  was  during  the  time  of  the  Mackenzie 
Government,  it  was  not  affected  by  this  matter, 
since  no  money  was  paid.  I  contend  that  any 
officer  of  the  Government  who  took  this  oath  and 
then  took  part  of  this  money,  which  amounted  to 
over  $9,000,  for  extra  services,  certainly  forgot 
himself  very  much  when  he  forgot  that  he  had 
sworn  not  to  do  so.  My  lion,  friend  from  North 
Wellington  spoke  about  protecting  the  sinners.  It 
would  be  only  dealing  out  even-handed  justice  to 
all  parties  if  this  year  were  declared  a  year  of 
jubilee.  The  Government  professed  before  the 
committee  that  they  were  sincerely  desirous  of 
having  all  these  men  punished.  They  were  going 
to  see  that  no  infractions  of  the  rule  would  be 
allowed  to  go  unpunished,  ami  they  boasted  all 
through  the  country  of  their  intentions.  I  heard 
the  lion,  member  for  East  Grey  (Mr.  Sproule)  de¬ 
clare  on  the  stump  that  this  Government  was  pure, 
that  it  was  going  to  mete  out  justice  to  these  men, 
and  that  they  were  all  to  be  punished.  I 
hope  the  lion,  gentleman  was  in  the  House  this 
afternoon  when  the  lion,  members  for  Victoria  (Mr. 
McDonald)  and  Cumberland  (Mr.  Dickey)  and 
other  lion,  gentlemen  got  up,  and  declared  that 
while  they  had  announced  on  the  hustings  they 
believed  the  Government  was  sincere  in  desiring 
to  punish  these  men,  they  found  that  the  Govern¬ 
ment  was  going  to  stand  by  these  men  and  forgive 
them  all  the  errors  and  sins  they  had  committed  in 
the  Department  of  the  Interior.  If  these  men 
are  to  be  forgiven,  we  ought  to  forgive  all  men 
guilty  of  infractions  of  the  law.  We  ought  to 
forgive  Arnoldi  and  Bronskill  and  Senecal  and 
Bradley.  We  have  nothing  in  this  report  with 
regard  to  Bradley,  who  was  secretary  of  the  Rail¬ 
way  Department;  and  who  for  one  whole  year  was 
drawing  $60  a  month  for  his  son,  who  was  study¬ 
ing  medicine  in  Toronto  and  Montreal.  Not  a  word 
is  stated  in  that  report  by  the  Commission  ap¬ 
pointed  by  the  Privy  Council  as  to  what  has  been 
done  with  Bradley,  and  I.  would  like  to  know  what 
they  have  done  with  him.  All  these  men  I  have 
mentioned  have  as  good  a  right  to  be  reinstated  as 
those  who  have  been.  They  have  all  been  proved 
guilty.  But  it  seems  there  is  to  be  one  method 
of  dealing  out  justice  in  one  case  and  another 
method  in  another.  The  Government  should  be 
consistent  and  treat  all  alike  who  are  equally 
guilty.  Notwithstanding  the  statement  made  by 
the  Minister  of  Justice,  I  repeat  that  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  know  full  well,  as  I  know,  that  they  are 
afraid  of  some  of  these  men  who  hold  offices  in  the 
Interior  Department.  I  know,  from  my  own  know¬ 
ledge,  that  these  men  are  capable  of  revealing  matters 
in  connection  with  the  management  of  the  depart¬ 
ment,  which  would  disclose  a  state  of  affairs  far 
worse  than  anything  yet  divulged  before  the  Public 
Accounts  Committee,  and  probably,  before  this  ses¬ 


sion  closes,  we  will  have  an  opportunity  of  enquir¬ 
ing  into  some  of  these  other  irregularities. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  was  going  to  say  a 
word  before  the  lion,  member  for  Brant  spoke, 
but  I  am  glad  he  has  given  me  the  opportunity  of 
meeting  the  statements  he  made  in  this  House  be¬ 
fore,  that  the  officers  referred  to  in  the  vote  have 
been  dealt  leniently  with,  because  the  Government 
are  afraid  of  something  these  officers  might  disclose. 
The  hon.  gentleman  has  made  that  remark  more 
emphatic  just  now  by  declaring  that  he  knows  that 
to  be  the  case.  For  one,  I  know  that  not  to  be  the 
case.  The  Government  are  afraid  of  nothing  which 
these  persons  or  any  person  in  the  public  service 
have  to  disclose.  As  the  hon.  gentleman  has  given 
the  information  that  further  enquiries  may  be  pur¬ 
sued  during  this  session,  and  that  this  vote,  which 
some  members  on  the  other  side  seem  to  think  is 
tempering  justice  with  a  little  too  much  mercy,  is 
designed  for  the  purpose  of  affecting  their  testi¬ 
mony,  their  disclosures  or  their  conduct  with  re¬ 
gard  to  such  investigations,  I  make  now,  on  behalf 
of  the  Government,  the  statement  that  we  are  not 
afraid  of  anything  these  persons  or  any  other  per¬ 
sons  in  the  public  service  may  have  to  say  ;  and  I 
make  the  statement  here,  that  it  may  reach  every 
person  in  the  public  service,  that  they  are  free  to 
disclose  anything  they  can  with  regard  to  this 
Government,  its  policy,  its  management  of  the  de¬ 
partments,  that  they  may  disclose  it  anywhere, 
and  at  any  time  they  please,  and  will  have  perfect 
immunity  in  doing  so,  except  in  so  far  as  the  con¬ 
sequences  of  any  offences  they  may  themselves 
have  committed  against  the  public  service  or  against 
the  public  interest,  may  be  concerned.  They  shall 
receive  perfect  immunity,  and  we  shall  be  in 
the  judgment  of  this  House  as  to  whether  we 
shall  have  exercised  with  regard  to  them  any 
severity  whatever  for  disclosing  anything  which  it 
may  be  in  their  power  to  disclose  and  with  regard 
to  the  disclosures  of  which  we  do  not  care 
one  straw  to-night  or  at  any  other  time. 
I  am  glad  to  say  our  friends  opposite,  although  ex¬ 
cessively  severe  on  those  officers  for  a  time,  are  be¬ 
coming  more  lenient  and  taking  a  more  contented 
view  of  the  situation.  The  hon.  members  for 
North  Brant  and  North  Wellington  are  in  such  a 
forgiving  mood  that  they  want  all  offences  condon¬ 
ed  and  forgiven,  with  the  single  reservation  made 
by  the  hon.  member  for  North  Wellington,  that 
while  he  is  willing  to  forgive  all  sinners  he  must 
except  the  country,  and  that  he  cannot  forgive. 
Now,  Mr.  Chairman,  I  felt  some  hesitation  about 
saying  much  upon  this  question  for  this  reason, 
that,  to  say  what  may  be  said  in  mitigation  of  these 
officers’  offences  seems,  for  the  moment  at  least,  to 
appear  like  apologizing  for  them  and  extenuating 
something  which  everybody  must  condemn.  There 
is  not  the  slightest  doubt  as  to  the  statement  made 
by  my  hon.  friend  from  Grey  (Mr.  Sproule)  that 
the  practice  which  resulted  in  this  exposure  and 
this  punishment  existed  for  a  long  time  in  that 
department  and  prevailed  very  widely  in  that 
department.  It  existed  principally  in  that  depart¬ 
ment  because  there  was  some  kind  of  excuse 
for  the  employment  of  the  regular  clerks  at 
extra  work.  While  it  could  only  be  done  during 
extra  hours,  it  could  be  better  done  and  more 
cheaply  done,  by  the  regular  clerks  than  by  out¬ 
siders.  Therefore,  it  seems  to  have  existed  more 
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or  less  for  about  20  years  in  that  department,  dur¬ 
ing  which  the  extra  work  was  permitted  to  be  done 
by  the  regular  clerks,  but  without  any  vote  of 
Parliament  for  the  services  which  they  rendered. 
That  practice  increased  of  late  years,  and  when  we 
came  to  consider  the  number  of  persons  who  would 
fall  under  punishment  for  receiving  money  in  this 
way,  we  found  it  absolutely  necessary  to  adopt 
some  reasonable  limit  of  time  as  to  the  commission 
of  the  offence.  The  investigations  of  the  com¬ 
mittee  did  not  go  very  far  back,  but  we  fixed  ten 
years  as  a  not  unreasonable  time  in  regard  to  those 
who  had  committed  what  was  then  considered  a 
very  venial  offence,  if  it  were  an  offence  at  all ; 
and  the  commission  of  the  act  would  have  been  en¬ 
tirely  forgotten  if  attention  had  not  been  called  to 
it  by  this  enquiry.  We  did  include  a  number  who 
were  brought  before  the  committee,  but  who  were 
shown  by  research  to  have  done  just  what  these 
persons  who  are  named  in  this  vote  have  done.  I 
mention  this  as  right  and  fair  to  the  persons 
who  are  named  in  this  vote.  I  do  not  apolo¬ 
gize  for  them,  for,  when  persons  are  forbidden  to 
take  public  money,  though  they  do  work  for  it, 
it  is  reprehensible  for  them  to  take  that  money, 
and  it  is  especially  reprehensible  to  take  it  in 
a  private  or  secret  way,  so  that  those  to  whose 
knowledge  it  would  otherwise  come  may  not  be 
aware  of  the  fact.  We  were  met  with  this  pecu¬ 
liar  state  of  circumstances.  If,  during  the  session, 
we  had  dealt  with  the  cases  and  had  announced  to 
the  House  that  a  month’s  salary  was  to  be  forfeited 
I  think  the  House  and  the  public  sentiment  of  that 
time  would  have  thought  that  the  punishment  was 
not  too  lenient  a  one,  but  the  members  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  were  pressed  with  the  very  onerous  work 
of  a  heavy  session,  and  we  were  unable  to  take  up 
and  pursue  the  investigation,  which  had  only  been 
begun  by  the  Committee  on  Public  Accounts,  until 
the  end  of  the  session.  Some  of  these  officers  had 
been  suspended  at  the  beginning  of  the  enquiry, 
some  were  suspended  later  on,  and  some  had  only 
recently  been  suspended.  To  say  that  we 
should  make  them  forfeit  their  salaries  for 
the  whole  period  of  suspension,  and,  perhaps 
the  month’s  salary  beside,  would  have  made  the 
punishment  very  unequal  and  unfair.  It  is  not 
our  fault  that  the  delay  took  place,  but  it  was  not 
fair  to  make  the  punishment  of  those  officers  so  un¬ 
equal  because  we  had  not  the  time  to  devote  to  the 
matter.  Having  decided  what  would  be  a  fit  pun¬ 
ishment  to  inflict,  we  imposed  that,  and  decided  to 
ask  Parliament  to  pass  a  vote  for  the  salary  which 
was  not  paid  during  these  unequal  periods  of  sus¬ 
pension.  •  It  has  been  suggested  that  during  the 
bye-elections  we  pretended  to  the  country  that 
we  were  dealing  more  severely  with  those  officials 
than  the  facts  show.  That  is  not  correct,  because 
the  report  of  this  committee  was  published  at 
once  and  commented  upon  long  before  the  bye- 
elections.  I  do  not  think  more  than  48  hours 
elapsed  after  its  adoption  before  the  newspapers 
contained  the  names  of  the  officers  and  the  penalty 
each  would  have  to  suffer.  That  was  long 
before  the  bye-elections,  and  I  think  the 
principal  point  taken  in  the  press,  and  especi¬ 
ally  in  the  Opposition  press  was  that  we 
were  dealing  with  great  severity  with  these 
offenders,  the  object  being  to  make  it  appear 
that  we  were  allowing  other  offenders  to  go  scot 
free.  I  think  the  House,  in  its  sound  judgment, 
Sir  John  Thompson. 


will  conclude  that,  as  regards  these  officers,  the 
penalty  imposed  upon  them  is  not  too  lenient  under 
all  the  circumstances.  It  is  said  that  it  is  not 
reasonable  to  give  these  officers  pay  for  a  time 
when  they  were  doing  no  work.  It  must  be  re¬ 
membered  that  they  are  employed  by  the  year  and 
have  no  other  means  of  supporting  their  families, 
and,  when  an  officer  is  suspended  for  three  or  four 
months,  during  which  there  is  a  compulsory 
idleness,  the  loss  of  his  salary  during  that 
time  might  be  too  great  a  punishment  for  the 
offence  he  is  supposed  to  be  guilty  of.  We  have 
to  consider  whether  the  officer,  willing  to  do  his 
work  and  suspended  in  that  way  by  our  compulsory 
edict,  should  not  have  his  case  reviewed  and  dealt 
with  on  fair  terms,  and  I  think,  if  the  House  will 
consider  the  matter  apart  from  political  feeling, 
most  of  the  members  will  conclude  that  we  have 
not  erred  on  the  side  of  undue  lenity,  and  that  we 
should  not  be  more  severe  than  we  have  been  in 
depriving  these  officers  of  a  month’s  salary. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  I  understand  the  Min¬ 
ister  of  Justice  to  say  that  this  system  has  pre¬ 
vailed  for  about  20  years,  and  I  understood  the 
member  for  East  Grey  (Mr.  Sproule)  to  say  it  pre¬ 
vailed  as  early  as  1871.  I  do  not  remember  at  pre¬ 
sent  in  what  year  this  department  was  organized, 
but  I  do  not  think  it  was  in  existence  quite  as 
early  as  the  year  the  hon.  gentleman  mentions.  I 
am  not  aware  of  any  evidence  of  any  irregularities 
except  the  evidence  taken  before  the  Public 
Accounts  Committee  last  year  and  the  report  the 
hon.  gentleman  has  submitted  to  us,  and  in  neither 
the  report  of  the  Public  Accounts  Committee  nor 
the  report  the  hon.  gentleman  has  submitted  to  the 
House,  is  there  any  evidence  of  any  of  these  irregu¬ 
larities  occurring  previous  to  1881.  I  know  nothing 
of  what  transpired  in  that  department  before  1876 
or  after  1878,  but  between  October  of  the  former  and 
October  of  the  latter  year,  I  do  know  something  of 
what  took  place  in  the  department.  I  know  there  were 
great  irregularities  in  the  outside  service,  and  the 
parties  who  were  concerned  were  dismissed  from 
the  public  service,  and  this  was  made  known  to 
the  public.  The  information  came  into  my  posses¬ 
sion  shortly  before  I  retired  from  office  and  was 
placed  in  the  hands  of  my  successor.  Those  irregu¬ 
larities  were  connected  with  the  Indian  service 
in  Manitoba  and  the  North-West.  There  could 
hardly  have  been  such  transactions  as  the  commit¬ 
tee  have  exposed  without  the  knowledge  of  the 
Deputy  Minister  for  the  time  being,  and  so  far  as 
I  know  the  Deputy  Minister  who  had  been  for 
many  years  in  office  had  been  very  careful. 
I  know  that  he  brought  under  my  notice  immedi¬ 
ately  upon  my  entering  office,  a  suspicion  of  mis¬ 
management  with  regard  to  Indian  matters,  and  as 
soon  as  the  facts  could  be  ascertained  I  had  them 
investigated.  I  am  inclined  to  think  if  there  had 
been  any  other  irregularities  that  came  to  his  notice 
he  would  have  mentioned  them.  It  woidd  be  satis¬ 
factory,  at  all  events,  before  we  are  called  upon  to 
discuss  any  irregularities  that  took  place  at  an 
earlier  period  than  those  investigated  by  the  com¬ 
mittee,  that  the  evidence  of  those  irregularities 
should  be  in  the  hands  of  the  House,  if  any  such 
exist.  Now,  let  me  say  with  regard  to  the  observa¬ 
tions  of  the  Minister  of  Justice,  that  I  agree  with 
him  that  this  is, to  some  extent, a  judicial  proceeding 
on  the  part  of  the  House,  and  we  ought  to  consider 
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and  I  think  hon.  gentlemen  on  this  side  of  the 
House  have  considered  the  character  of  the  offences 
with  which  the  parties  were  charged,  and  the 
extent  to  which  the  evidence  supports  the  various 
charges.  It  does  seem  to  me,  so  far  as  I  remember 
the  evidence  that  was  submitted,  that  these  three 
parties  whose  names  are  given  here,  and  whose 
salaries  are  being  supplemented  by  this  vote,  do 
not  stand  exactly  upon  a  footing  of  equality,  and 
this  vote  does  not  carry  out  the  view  expressed 
by  the  Minister  of  Justice  in  the  speech  which  he 
has  just  addressed  to  the  committee,  that  we 
should  deal  with  Mr.  Henry,  Mr.  Pereira  and  Mr. 
Turner  in  exactly  the  same  way.  Now,  so  far  as 
Mr.  Henry  is  concerned,  I  do  not  under¬ 
stand  that  he  ever  profited  to  the  extent  of  a 
dollar  by  any  irregularity.  The  charge  against 
him  was  that  he  had  approved  of  a  cheque,  that  lie 
was  recommended  to  approve  of  by  the  Deputy 
Minister,  that  he  had  not  exhibited  sufficient  firm¬ 
ness  in  that  matter,  and  that  he  had  so  far  failed 
in  his  duty  to  the  department.  But  I  do  not 
understand  that  Mr.  Pereira  stands  in  the  same 
position  as  Mr.  Henry.  I  understand  that  Mr. 
Pereira  did  give  out  work  to  parties  who  were  not 
entitled  to  receive  it,  that  he  himself  took  work 
from  his  department  as  extra  work  in  the  name  of 
fictitious  parties,  and  that  he  received  in  the  name 
of  those  parties  extra  compensation,  and  that  he 
certified  to  work  that  he  had  himself  done  under 
the  name  of  those  imaginary  persons.  Now,  that 
is  a  most  dishonest  transaction ;  that  is,  in  my 
view,  a  highly  reprehensible  proceeding.  I  do  not 
think  from  a  moral  point  of  view,  that  there  is  any 
comparison  between  a  proceeding  of  that  sort  and 
a  proceeding  such  as  the  irregularity  charged 
against  Mr.  Henry.  Now,  if  that  be  so,  these  two 
parties  are  not  being  dealt  with  in  the  same 
way,  they  are  not  being  put  upon  a  footing  of 
equality,  because  the  offence  committed  by  the  one 
is  wholly  different  in  its  character  from  the  offence 
committed  by  the  other.  If  that  be  so,  then  it  seems 
to  me  the  public  service  will  suffer.  I  do  not  see 
that  the  public  service  will  suffer  very  much  from 
the  restoration  of  Mr.  Henry.  I  think  his  evidence 
went  to  show,  and  his  conduct  went  to  show,  that 
there  was  no  intentional  disposition  to  do  wrong, 
there  was  no  desire  on  his  part  to  persist  in  wrong¬ 
doing,  that  his  conduct  on  the  whole  showed  that 
he  was  disposed,  as  a  public  officer,  to  discharge 
honestly  his  public  duty.  Now,  when  you  take 
the  case  of  Mr.  Pereira  a  wholly  different  state  of 
mind  is  exhibited,  a  wholly  different  character  is 
presented  in  the  transaction  from  what  is 
exhibited  in  the  transaction  of  Mr.  Henry. 
I  submit  to  the  Minister  of  Justice  that  in  under¬ 
taking  to  deal  with  Mr.  Pereira  in  the  way  he  is 
dealing  with  Mr.  Henry,  he  is  at  the  same  time  in¬ 
flicting  an  injury  upon  a  public  department.  I  quite 
admit  that  a  party  who  is  suspended,  and  who  has 
no  knowledge  whether  he  is  going  to  be  restored 
or  not,  who  is  without  employment  for  several 
months,  is,  in  the  fact  that  he  is  so  out  of  employ¬ 
ment  and  out  of  office  and  in  a  state  of  suspense, 
being  punished  for  what  he  has  done.  But  when, 
at  the  end  of  that  period  of  time,  you  take  one 
who  is  an  offender  in  a  very  slight  degree  and  put 
him  upon  a  footing  of  equality  with  a  man  who  is 
a  cheat,  whose  conduct  in  every  particular  shows 
that  he  is  cheat,  I  submit  with  all  candour  to 
the  House,  and  without  any  party  feeling  or 
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bias  in  the  matter — because  we  are  dealing  now 
with  the  rights  of  individuals — as  essentially  unfair. 
I  submit  that  Mr.  Henry  and  Mr.  Pereira  do  not 
morally  stand  upon  a  footing  of  equality  before 
this  House,  and  the  payment  of  the  one  will  not 
have  the  effect  upon  the  department  that  the  pay¬ 
ment  of  the  other  will  have.  I  think  that  they  are 
in  a  different  position,  that  they  stand  in  different 
moral  categories,  and  that  while  one  may  fairly, 
after  this  lapse  of  time,  receive  compensation  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  reduction  that  the  Minister  has  men¬ 
tioned,  I  do  not  think  that  that  rule  applies  to  the 
other  ;  for  everything  connected  with  the  wrong¬ 
doing  of  Mr.  Pereira  seems  to  me  to  show  a 
character  and  a  disposition  not  at  all  desirable  in 
one  who  occupies  a  position  in  the  public  service. 

Mr.  PERRY.  It  appears  to  me  that  the  policy 
of  the  Government  in  respect  to  this  matter  is  to 
countenance  and  encourage  irregularities  on  the 
part  of  the  Civil  Service  in  the  departments  under 
their  control.  We  find  that  something  like  $10,- 
000  have  been  drawn  from  the  year  1881  to  1891 
irregularly,  some  of  this  money  has  been  drawn 
under  fictitious  names  ;  I  believe  the  most  of  the 
money  was  paid  in  the  name  of  a  person  living  in 
the  United  States.  Some  was  paid  in  the  name 
of  a  dead  person  ;  some  was  paid  in  the  name  of  a 
young  man  who  was  at  school  for  12  or  15  months, 
his  father  drawing  $60  a  month  for  the  time  the  boy 
was  at  school.  Well,  Sir,  these  men  who  have 
been  guilty  of  these  irregularities  are  all  to  be 
forgiven,  nay,  more,  they  are  to  be  paid  a  premium. 
The  Government  are  actually  asking  this  House  to 
pay  a  premium  to  all  the  wrong-doing  they  have 
committed.  Have  the  Government  any  security 
that  these  officers  will  be  better  in  time  to  come  ? 
Have  these  men  gone  on  their  knees  and  said  meet 
culpa  1  Have  they  confessed  honestly,  squarely  and 
conscientiously,  that  they  will  never  do  it  again  ?  I 
say  the  Government  have  been  trying  to  saddle  this 
irregularity  upon  the  late  Administration,  framing 
a  report  that  this  was  going  on  since  the  year  1875. 
It  has  been  shown  by  an  hon.  member  on  this  side 
of  the  House  that  these  improper  practices  com¬ 
menced  in  1881,  and  that  was  acknowledged  by 
a  Committee  of  the  Privj'  Council.  A  greater  injus¬ 
tice  was  never  perpetrated  than  that  now  proposed. 
These  men  are  all  Tories,  but  if  any  impropriety  is 
committed  by  a  Grit,  the  Minister  of  Justice  will 
land  him  in  a  penitentiary.  These  men  are,  however, 
friends  of  the  Government,  and  they  can  steal  money 
by  the  thousands,  by  the  ten  thousand  or  fifteen 
thousand  dollars,  and  they  are  all  right.  I  wish  to 
go  back  for  a  few  moments  to  1887,  a  short  time 
after  the  election.  We  find  that  an  officer  in  the 
Government  service,  Mr.  Ronald  Campbell,  a  pre¬ 
ventive  officer  in  Prince  Edward  Island,  who  had 
discharged  his  duties  faithfully,  and  even  risked 
his  life  to  collect  money  due  to  the  Government, 
was  dismissed  from  the  service.  He  was  a  very 
hardworking  man,  and  after  the  people  had  shown 
their  good  sense  by  returning  two  Liberals,  this 
man  was  accused  of  improper  acts.  A  horse 
must  be  obtained  to  put  a  saddle  on.  It  was 
stated  that  Mr.  Campbell  had  voted  and  supported 
the  Liberal  candidate.  He  demanded  an  investiga¬ 
tion.  A  court  was  arranged  for,  but  he  was  not 
notified  to  attend  on  the  day  it  was  held,  and 
before  he  knew  that  his  case  was  being  tried,  it 
was  over,  and  in  a  day  or  two  he  was  dismissed. 
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That  was  the  way  in  which  the  Government  admin¬ 
istered  affairs  in  Prince  Edward  Island.  But  the 
same  measure  of  justice  is  not  meted  out  to  their 
Tory  friends.  Let  me  now  refer  to  a  case  that 
happened  not  long  ago  at  Summerside,  m  the 
county  I  represent.  The  postmaster  caused  an 
ordinary  letter,  not  a  money  letter,  to  be  dropped 
into  the  wrong  box,  and  a  few  days  after  he  was 
dismissed  without  an  investigation  being  held  or  a 
moment’s  notice  given.  For  what  was  he  dismis¬ 
sed  ?  I  suppose  to  satisfy  some  hungry  shark 
about  Summerside  who  was  hanging  about  to  get 
the  office — a  man  who  wanted  to  figure  round  this 
House  at  the  expense  of  the  voters  of  Prince  County. 
The  postmaster  must  be  thrown  on  one  side  as  a 
beggar.  No  superannuation,  and  even  no  consider¬ 
ation  must  be  shown  him.  He  did  not  happen  to  be 
in  the  same  political  boat  with  the  Government,  and 
there  was  no  reward  for  him  ;  he  had  to  be  victimized. 

I  hope  however,  this  man  will  be  abletolivenotwith- 
standing  all  the  acts  of  the  present  Administration 
I  will  now  go  a  little  further.  After  5th  March 
1891  two  men  in  my  county,  who  had  worked  on 
the  railroad  for  eighteen  years,  who  were  supposed 
to  have  voted  for  the  Liberal  candidates,  although 
it  was  never  proved  that  they  attended  meetings  or 
voted  for  the  Liberal  candidates,  were  dismissed. 
The  Government  did  not  institute  a  court  of  inves¬ 
tigation  and  did  not  give  these  men  an  opportunity 
to  defend  themselves.  No,  they  must  be  dismissed 
without  an  investigation.  The  superintendent  of 
the  Island  railway  said  these  men  must  be  dismissed 
promptly.  Who  gave  the  order  ?  I  am  told  the 
chief  superintendent  in  Ottawa.  But  who  prompted 
him  to  adopt  this  action  ?  Was  it  the  Minister  of 
Justice,  the  Minister  of  Finance,  the  Minister  of 
Railways  or  the  Minister  of  Marine  and  Fisheries  . 
None  of  them  will  admit  doing  so  and  assume  the 
responsibility  for  that  action.  If  men  are  proved 
guilty  of  dereliction  of  duty  let  them  lie  dismissed. 
When  men  are  guilty  of  a  gross  misdemeanour  1 
will  not  call  it  stealing,  although  it  seems  very  much 

bke  it _ it  is  time  they  should  be  dismissed  and  an 

example  made.  When  the  branches  of  the  tree  are  rot¬ 
ten  the  trunk  must  be  likewise  affected.  Vv  e  are  be¬ 
coming  ridiculous  in  the  eyes  of  the  world  as  a 
people  who  are  not  fit  to  control  our  affairs,  and  lb 
is  high  time  we  commenced  to  remedy  these  evils. 
Must  it  be  said  that  we  have  no  men  capable  and 
honest  to  carry  on  the  business  of  the  public  depart¬ 
ments,  that  all  our  good  men  have  gone  to  the 
United  States  ?  I  hope  we  have  still  a  sufficient 
number  left  to  provide  true  and  honest  men  to  con¬ 
duct  public  affairs  in  an  upright  and  honourable 
manner  The  Government  must  remember  that 
they  are  not  going  to  be  for  ever  in  power,  that  a 
change  will  occur  some  time,  and  if  these  irregular¬ 
ities  are  allowed  to  go  unpunished,  a  succeeding 
Government  can  say  in  defence,  that  they  were 
simply  adopting  the  plan  of  their  predecessors 
am  ashamed  of  the  action  of  the  Government  I 
am  ashamed  to  think  that  they  are  palliating  the 
wrong-doing  of  their  officers  who  are  Tones,  while 
down  in  Prince  Edward  Island,  where  our  people 
happen  to  be  Grits,  officers  are  dismissed  without 
reason,  and  even  without  having  the  benefit  of  an 


to  what  the  Minister  of  Justice  had  to  say.  He 
avoided  dealing  with  the  real  question  in  hand, 
which  is  whether  these  three  parties  stand  on 
the  same  footing,  and  whether  a  just  conclusion 
has  been  arrived  at.  I  have  no  hesitation  m  say¬ 
ing,  and  I  was  present  during  a  greater  part  of  the 
sittings  of  the  Public  Accounts  Committee,  that  I 
recollect  the  impression  made  on  me  at  the  time  by 
the  way  in  which  these  men  gave  their  evidence.  1 
concur  in  what  hasbeen  said  in  regard  to  Mr.  Henry. 
He  appeared  to  make  a  plain  and  truthful  state¬ 
ment.  He  did  not  appear  to  have  benefited  to  any 
material  degree  by  the  irregularities  that  had  taken 
place,  but  his  case  and  that  of  Mr.  Pereira  are 
totally  different.  Mr.  Pereira  was  distinctly 
guilty  of  fraud.  Mr.  Pereira  was  distinctly  guilty 
of  using  false  names  and  causing  false  entries  to  be 
made  in  our  public  accounts,  and  if  I  am  not  very 
greatly  mistaken,  using  false  names  on  cheques. 
As  I  intimated  two  or  three  times  before  the  re¬ 
cess,  I  consider  that  a  totally  different  question 
from  the  question  of  a  mere  irregularity  in  receiv¬ 
ing  a  little  more  money  than  they  were  ordinarily 
entitled  to.  I  attach  far  greater  importance  to  it 
by  reason  of  the  fact  that  Mr.  Pereira  was  assistant 
secretary  What  do  the  members  of  the  Govern- 
ment  do  with  the  head  of  the  department! 
Practically,  as  far  as  Mr.  Burgess  is  concern¬ 
ed,  we  have  heard  to-night  that  Ins  pun¬ 
ishment  is  to  amount  to  this  :  that  lie  is 
to  be  fined  $233,  that  being  the  difference 
between  $2,800  a  year  and  $3,200  for  eight  months, 
and  that  he  is  to  be  reinstated  on  the  1st  of  July. 

I  attach  no  other  meaning  .whatever  to  the  state¬ 
ments  made  by  the  Minister  of  the  Interior  and  by 
the  Minister  of  Finance  than  this,  and  if  that  be 
the  intention  of  the  Government,  I  say  that  they 
are  deliberately  doing  all  that  in  them  lie  to  degrade 
and  demoralize  our  Civil  Service.  As  they  propose 
to  deal  with  Mr.  Burgess,  the  Deputy  Minister  so 
they  propose  to  deal  with  Mr.  Pereira,  the  assistant 
Secretary,  who  has  been  proved  guilty  of  fraud  ;  a 
fraud  which  verges  close  on  to  a  criminal  offence, 
if  indeed  it  is  not  a  criminal  offence  to  use  a  false 
name  on  a  cheque.  He  is  not  to  be  punished  at  all, 
because  I  regard  the  forfeiture  of  one  month  s 
salary  as  entirely  indequate  to  the  punishment  of 
his  offence.  Therefore,  Mr.  Chairman  I  for  one 
protest  against  this.  I  refuse  to  vote  for  it  and  1 
will  divide  the  committee  on  the  question  as  to 
whether  Mr.  Pereira  is  to  be  indemnified  after  the 
conduct  proved  against  him  in  the  Public  Accounts 
Committee  for  his  proceedings  during  the  time  he 
was  assistant  secretary.  I  will  add,  bir,  that  it 
looks  very  like  turning  the  proceeding  of  the 
Public  Accounts  Committee  into  a  farce,  when  a 
month’s  forfeiture  of  salary  is  all  the  punishment 
that  is  to  be  inflicted  on  parties  proven  to  have 
done  what  Mr.  Pereira  has  done 


investigation  held. 


un- 


Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT  Most 
doubtedly  this  particular  item  connected  with  Mr. 
Pereira  should  be  struck  out.  I  listened  attentively 
Mr.  Perry. 


Mr.  SPROULE.  As  the  question  was  brought 
up  by  the  lion,  member  for  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills) 
and  the  assertion  made  that  no  such  payments  or 
irregularities  took  place  during  his  time  in  office,  I 
may  state  that  in  looking  up  the  Public  Accounts 
of  that  day,  I  find  that  the  same  system  had  obtained 
during  the  Government  of  which  he  was  a  member. 
I  have  before  me  tlie  Public  Accounts  of  that  day, 
and  I  will  refer  to  a  few  cases  in  the  Department  of 
Finance  where  these  payments  were  made  :  \\  . 

Lord,  for  extra  work,  $243  ;  F.  Toller,  extra  work, 
$52  ;  F.  White,  extra  work,  $35. 
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Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Were  they 
permanent  clerks  ? 

Mr.  SPROULE.  Yes,  they  were. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I).  How  does  that  appear? 

Mr.  SPROULE.  Some  of  them  are  in  the 
department  yet.  It  appears  as  paid  out  of  con¬ 
tingencies,  and  is  not  voted  in  the  Public 
Accounts,  while  the  Act  says  :  “  No  allowance  or 
compensation  shall  be  made  for  any  extra  services 
whatsoever  which  any  officer  or  clerk  may  be  re¬ 
quired  to  perform  in  the  department  to  which  he 
belongs.”  These  gentlemen  in  the  department  to 
which  they  belong  were  paid  out  of  contingencies 
for  extra  work,  and  without  any  vote  in  the  Estim¬ 
ates,  and  upon  the  same  principle  as  the  men  to 
whom  we  are  now  refering.  Therefore  I  think  the 
hon.  member  for  Both  well  (Mr.  Mills)  is  not  strictly 
speaking  correct.  I  find  in  the  Customs  Department 
the  following  entries  :  J.  Barry,  extra  work,  $318  ; 
F.  Bennett,  extra  work  $489  ;  G.  W.  Grant,  extra 
work,  $39  and  J.  R.  Piclie,  paid  in  the  same  way. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  You  do  not 
find  that  they  used  false  names.  I  draw  a  dis¬ 
tinction  between  deliberate  fraud  and  extra  pay¬ 
ment,  which  I  admit  is  an  irregularity  that  may 
have  occurred  at  various  times,  although  my  recol¬ 
lection  is  that  there  were  different  provisions  in 
the  Civil  Service  Act  at  the  time  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  refers  to  than  what  there  are  now.  I  draw  a 
wide  distinction,  and  every  man  in  this  House 
must  see  there  is  a  wide  difference,  between  receiv¬ 
ing  extra  sums  and  making  false  entries,  and 
drawing  false  cheques  and  causing  these  to  appear 
in  the  Public  Accounts. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  There  is  a  distinction,  I  admit ; 
but  what  I  understood  the  member  for  Brant  (Mr. 
Somerville)  to  say,  was  that  no  payment  of  any 
character  in  evasion  of  the  law,  had  been  made 
prior  to  the  year  1881.  That  is  what  I  understood 
him  to  say,  and  I  confess  I  was  somewhat  surprised 
when  I  heard  that  remark  made,  because  I  know 
that  of  all  men  in  the  House,  a  gentleman  who  had 
given  so  much  study  to  that  question  as  the  hon. 
member  forNorth  Brant  (Mr.  Somerville)  must  have 
been  labouring  under  misapprehension  when  he 
made  it.  I  know  my  own  experience  is  that  when  I 
entered  the  department  it  had  been  a  regular  pract  ice 
of  paying  for  extra  work,  and  I  put  a  stop  to  it.  The 
consequence  was  I  had  for  a  time  a  little  rebellion  on 
my  hands.  The  work  was  behind  and  the  commis¬ 
sioner  came  to  me  and  told  me  that  the  officers  refused 
to  bring  up  the  work  unless  they  were  paid  extra  for 
it.  I  told  the  commissioner  to  tell  these  gentlemen 
the  work  must  be  done  and  the  returns  ready  for 
Parliament.  I  refused  to  give  them  one  cent  for 
it,  as  being  contrary  to  law,  and  I  told  them  further 
that  if  they  refused  I  would  dismiss  them  and  get 
somebody  else  to  do  the  work.  The  work  was  done 
as  I  expected  it  would  be,  but  without  their  having 
received  extra  pay  for  it.  I  know  from  my  own 
personal  experience  that  large  amounts  had  been 
paid  in  this  way  prior  to  1881.  I  do  not  say  they 
were  not  paid  before  the  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
came  into  office,  but  I  say  that  the  practice  had 
prevailed  at  that  time,  and  I  should  not  have  re¬ 
ferred  to  it  now  were  I  not  under  the  impression 
that  the  remarks  made  by  the  hon.  member  for 
North  Brant  (Mr.  Somerville)  would  lead  the  House 
to  suppose  that  no  payments  of  this  kind,  contrary 
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to  the  Civil  Service  Act  of  1868,  were  made  prior 
to  1 88 1 .  I  remember  that  before  the  committee  last 
year  I  read  the  oath  which  has  been  now  read  by 
the  member  for  Grey  (Mr.  Sproule),  and  I  also 
remember  distinctly  what  was  said  to  me  at  the 
time  by  the  members  of  the  Opposition.  The 
retort  wa§  pointed — I  find  no  fault  with  it,  but  it 
is  unnecessary  to  repeat  it.  I  say  that  this  is  a 
practice  that  has  been  prevailing  for  years,  and  I 
have  no  doubt  prevailed  before  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  came  into  office,  except  perhaps  in  those 
departments  where  the  Minister  had  personal 
cognizance  of  what  was  going  on  and  put  a  stop  to  it. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  I  wish  to  call  the  at¬ 
tention  of  the  Minister  of  Militia  to  the  facts.  I 
do  not  suppose  he  was  in  the  House  when  the  facts 
were  brought  out  as  stated  in  the  report  of  the 
committee  that  was  appointed  by  the  Privy  Coun¬ 
cil  to  investigate  this  matter.  I  do  not  know 
whether  he  was  a  member  of  that  committee  or 
not.  The  report  was  passed  over  to  that  side  of 
the  House  and  it  has  disappeared.  I  think  it 
should  be  forthcoming  now,  and  that  no  member 
of  the  House  had  a  right  to  dispose  of  it  until  the 
discussion  closed.  The  Minister  of  Public  Works 
sent  over  here  for  it,  and  he  passed  it  around  to 
some  other  member  and  it  has  disappeared.  I 
think  we  ought  to  have  it  in  our  possession.  The 
report  distinctly  states  as  I  have  already  said  that 
these  irregularities  had  occurred  from  1875  up,  and 
then  went  on  to  say  that  a  certain  sum  of  money 
had  been  discovered  as  having  been  paid  for  extra 
services,  and  a  statement  was  made  showing  the 
years  during  which  these  payments  were  made, 
and  the  amount  of  the  payments  footed  up  to  the  total 
sum  in  the  other  clause  of  the  report,  setting  forth 
that  about  $10,000  had  been  paid  is  this  way 
between  1881  and  1891.  What  other  conclu¬ 
sion  could  any  one  derive  from  it  ?  I  am  basing 
my  statement  on  the  official  report  made  by 
the  Commission  appointed  by  the  Privy  Council, 
and  if  we  are  not  to  take  that  report  as  authentic 
and  if  we  are  not  to  be  at  liberty  to  quote  from 
that,  and  to  believe  the  statement  of  facts  in  it, 
then  I  would  like  to  know  what  we  can  base  any 
argument  upon.  The  report  distinctly  says  what 
I  have  stated,  and  I  think  the  Minister  of  Militia 
can  understand  that  I  have  good  ground  for  the 
statement  I  have  made  ;  that  there  were  no  pay¬ 
ments  made  prior  to  1881  or  1882  in  this  direction. 
I  think  the  hon.  gentleman  will  see  that  I  was  jus¬ 
tified  in  making  that  statement* 

Mr.  BOWELL.  No. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  Why  not  ?  If  the  re¬ 
port  is  correct  I  was  justified  in  making  that  state¬ 
ment.  Neither  the  Minister  of  Justice  nor  the 
Minister  of  Finance  have  stated  that  that  report 
is  not  correct,  and,  therefore,  we  must  take  it  as 
authentic.  That  being  taken  as  authentic,  I  have 
perfectly  good  grounds  for  stating  that  no  pay¬ 
ments  were  made  previous  to  1881  and  1882  in  this 
direction.  Now,  I  think  the  Minister  of  Customs 
ought  to  accept  that  and  agree  with  me  that  I  had 
grounds  for  making  the  statement  I  did. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  If  it  would  not  be  considered 
an  offensive  word,  I  would  say  that  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man’s  argument  is  disingenuous.  He  ignores  the 
fact  that,  according  to  his  own  statement,  the 
report  stated  distinctly  that  these  irregularities  ex¬ 
isted  from  1875  until  the  time  the  report  was  made. 
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He  treats  that  as  a  falsehood  and  declares  the  other 
portion  of  the  report  to  he  true.  That  is  really  the 
position  he  takes.  If  the  report  is  to  be  taken  m 
its  entirety,  then  the  hon.  gentleman  must  agree 
that  these  irregularities  commenced  at  least  as  far 
back  as  1875  and  that  they  continued  up  to  the 
time  of  the  investigation.  But  he  bases  Ins  whole 
argument  on  the  circumstance  that  the  committee 
only  gives  an  account  of  the  irregular  payments 
made  in  this  way  from  1881  up  to  the  time  they 
made  their  report.  W e  have  a  right  to  say  that  the 
committee  meant  exactly  what  they  said,  that  the 
irregularities  existed  from  1875,  but  that  when  they 
gave  an  account  of  the  payments  made  they  only 
gave  them  from  1881  up  to  the  time  they  made  the 
report  If  the  report  reads  as  the  hon.  gentleman 
says,  it  would  be  to  that  extent  self -contradictory, 
and  the  inference  I  would  draw  would  be  that  pro¬ 
bably  1885  is  an  error  for  1881.  Even  supposing 
the  report  bore  the  interpretation  put  upon  it  by 
the  hon.  gentleman,  that  does  not  aflect  the  fact 
that  these  irregularities  did  exist  to  my  knowledge, 
and  the  Public  Accounts  show  that  they  did. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  Then  it  amounts  to  this, 
that  the  Committee  of  the  Privy  Council  did  not 
perform  their  duties. 

Mr  MILLS  (Bothwell).  The  statements  read 
from  the  Public  Accounts  by  the  hon.  member  for 
East  Grey  (Mr.  Sproule)  do  not  establish  his 
proposition  at  all.  In  the  first  place,  they  i elate  to 
another  department.  I  understand  that  these 
enquiries,  which  have  been  reported  upon  by  a 
committtee  of  the  Council,  related  only  to  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Interior.  If  they  related  to  all  the 
departments,  then  I  misunderstood  the  report. 
What  has  been  read  from  the  Public  Accounts  by 
the  hon.  member  for  East  Grey  does  not  relate  to 
that  department  at  all,  but  to  the  Department  of 
Finance  and  the  Department  of  Customs.  It  does 
not  appear,  nor  has  he  undertaken  to  satisfy  the 
committee  that  the  parties  whose  names  are  men- 
t ioned  there  were  any  other  than  extra  clerks,  and 
the  Act  in  that  particular  does  not  apply  to  persons 
who  are  not  on  the  permanent  list.  Then,  he  does 
not  show  that  if  they  were  on  the  regular  permanent 
list,  their  employment  was  not  authorized  by 
Order  in  Council.  ‘  What  he  has  read  is  really  no 
evidence  at  all  of  the  proposition  which  he  under¬ 
took  to  establish. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  I  think  the  hon.  member  for 
Bothwell  has  made  one  mistake.  It  was  in  criti¬ 
cism  of  my  statement  that  the  same  irregularities  had 
existed  between  1872 and  1885,  that  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  assured  the  House  that  to  his  knowledge  din  ing 
the  time  he  was  a  Minister  of  the  Crown  they  had 
not  existed.  Now,  I  do  not  think  it  was  material 
to  the  argument  that  I  should  show  that  they 
existed  in  the  Department  of  the  interior  of  which 
he  had  control.  I  took  the  first  department  that 
came  to  my  notice  in  the  selection  of  the  names 
that  I  found,  and  they  belong  to  the  permanent  Civil 
Service.  I  did  that  because  I  believed  the  prac¬ 
tice  was  in  contravention  of  the  Civil  Service  Act 
of  1868,  in  which  the  oath  was  just  the  same  as  it 
is  to-day.  Then  the  hon.  gentleman  says  that 
there  is  no  evidence  that  they  were  not  employed 
by  Order  in  Council.  They  were  permanent  civil 
servants,  therefore  there  was  no  necessity  of  their 
being  employed  by  Order  in  Council,  and  the  pay¬ 
ment  was  made  out  of  the  contingent  fund. 

Mr.  Bowell. 


Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  I  think  that  the  commit¬ 
tee  have  adroitly  had  their  minds  taken  off  the  real 
question  before  them.  The  question  is  not  whether 
in  a  period  anterior  to  1881  or  1882  there  had  been 
irregularities  in  payments  to  civil  servants.  I  think 
the  hon.  gentleman  for  North  Brant  proved  this 
afternoon  by  reading  the  Order  in  Council,  that 
there  had  not  been  irregularities  before  that  time  ; 
and  the  only  answer  made  to  him  by  the  hon. 
Minister  of  Finance  was  that  possibly  the  im¬ 
port-  of  the  Committee  of  Council  brought  down 
was  not  a  correct  copy  of  the  original. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Are  you  in  earnest  ? 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  That  is  what  I  under¬ 
stood  him  to  say.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  hon. 
member  to  correct  me  now  if  I  am  not  correctly 
reporting  what  he  said. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  am  not  objecting  to  your  report 
of  what  I  said,  but  I  do  not  think  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  can  be  sincere  in  making  the  statement  as  to 
what  the  Order  in  Council,  and  gloss  of  the  hon. 
member  for  Brant,  proved. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.  E.  I. )  Not  the  Order  in  Council, 
but  the  report  of  the  committee  of  the  Council,  w  hich 
I  say  satisfactorily  established  this  fact,  that,  so  far 
as  the  moneys  which  they  reported  to  have  been 
irregularly  paid  were  concerned,  they  were  paid  m 
the  period  between  1881  and  1891. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  No,  but  exactly  the  opposite. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  My  hon.  friend  read  the 
report,  and  the  answer  the  hon.  gentleman  gave 
across  the  House  was  that,  so  far  as  the  language 
of  the  report  is  concerned,  it  proves  exactly 
what  you  say,  but  I  imagine  it  must  be  an  incor¬ 
rect  report. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  The  very  reverse  of 
the  statement  is  made  on  the  face  of  the  report, 
namely,  that  these  payments  were  made  and  this 
practice  continued  from  1875,  and  the  names  and 
amounts  which  are  stated  in  the  appendix  to  the 
report  are  the  payments  to  the  officers  who  are  to 
be  made  the  subject  of  punishment. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  That  is  not  what  the 
report  said  nor  what  the  hon.  gentleman  read.  Nor 
did  the  report  say  these  practices  continued  in  the 
anterior  period  to  which  we  refer  at  all  ;  but  it  said 
in  one  of  the  paragraphs,  that  they  began  to  arise 
— whatever  that  may  mean — and  that  is  the  only 
reference  made  in  the  report  to  a  period  anterior 
to  1881. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  will  allow  me 
to  read  the  clause  of  the  report,  probably  he  will 
change  his  opinion.  Section  5  says  :  “That  the 
whole  sum  thus  irregularly  paid  to  permanent  offi¬ 
cials  for  extra  work  amounted,  as  far  as  can  be 
ascertained,  to  89,017  from  the  year  1875  to  date. 
That  is  in  the  body  of  the  report. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  Exactly. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  That  is  not  the  report  I 
read  to  the  House. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Things  have  come  to  a  pretty 
pass  in  this  House  when  an  hon.  gentleman,  with¬ 
out  seeing  the  document  from  which  I  am  reading, 
will  state  that  is  not  the  report.  If  that  hon. 
gentleman  has  any  sense  of  propriety  at  all,  he  will 
apologize  to  the  House.  I  do  not  ask  him  to  apolo¬ 
gize  to  me,  but  I  think  lie  ought  to  apologize  to  the 
House.  I  have  been  a  long  while  in  the  House  and 
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never  heard  a  more  audacious  statement  since  I 
have  been  in  Parliament.  This  is  in  the  body  of 
the  report.  That  is  the  report  which  was  brought 
down.  Now,  then,  my  hon.  friend  states  that  that 
report  proves  conclusively  that  there  were  no 
moneys  paid  from  1875  to  1881.  I  have  read  the 
report.  Hon.  gentlemen  in  this  Heuse  can  draw 
their  own  conclusions  as  to  what  it  means.  The 
hon.  member  for  Brant,  who  made  the  quotation  a 
little  while  ago,  in  so  ungenerous  and  uncourteous 
a  way,  took  the  appendix  to  this  report,  a  tabular 
statement  purporting  to  be  the  amounts  that  were 
paid  to  permanent  clerks,  and  the  heading  of  it  is 
from  1881  to  1891.  That  is  a  tabular  statement 
appended  to  the  report.  The  report  of  this  com¬ 
mittee,  as  I  read  it,  covered  from  1875  to  1891. 
The  tabular  statement  “  A  ”  purports  to  be  a  state¬ 
ment  of  the  moneys  paid  from  1880  to  1891,  and 
they  footed  up  to  $9,017.34,  the  exact  sum  that  is 
stated  here  to  have  been  paid  from  1875  to  1891. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  am  stating  the  matter  fairly 
and  the  hon.  gentleman  ought  to  appreciate  my 
fairness.  My  hon.  friend  who  just  preceded  me, 
did  not,  I  think,  state  it  fairly.  I  am  giving  you 
what  the  statement  of  the  report  is,  and  I  am 
giving  you  what  is  in  the  appendix  in  the  form  of 
a  tabular  statement.  When  that  was  brought  to 
my  notice  by  the  hon.  gentleman,  I  explained  that 
there  seemed  to  be  a  discrepancy  and  that  there 
must  be  something  wrong  with  the  figures.  The 
statement  in  the  body  of  the  report  I  have  no  doubt 
is  correct  and  the  figures  of  dates  in  the  appendix 
wrong.  My  hon.  colleague,  the  Minister  of  Interior, 
kindly  went  over  to  his  department  and  got  the 
original  statement  from  which  this  report  to 
Council  is  made  up.  The  original  statement  is 
exactly  the  same,  the  figures  tot  up  exactly  the 
same,  but  there  is  written  here  “extra  payment  to 
permanent  clerks  from  1875  to  1891.”  Now, 
w  ithout  further  investigation,  I  come  to  the  con¬ 
clusion  that  in  this,  which  is  a  copy  of  this  tabular 
statement,  a  mistake  is  made  in  putting  the  figures 
1880  to  1891,  because  this  is  labelled  as  being  from 
1875  to  1891.  Anyway  there  is  an  error  somew  here, 
but  it  is  not  an  error  in  the  body  of  the  report,  and 
it  does  not  contradict*  the  statement  at  all  which 
was  made  in  the  body  of  the  report,  that  irregular¬ 
ities  of  this  kind  did  exist  as  far  back  as  1875,  and 
that  many  payments  were  made,  and  I  have  here  a 
statement,  which  was  before  the  committee  and 
from  which  these  figures  were  taken,  and  I  have 
the  names  of  persons  who  from  1875  to  1880  were 
paid  sums  in  the  Department  of  the  Interior. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  Let  us  have  the  amounts. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  And  to  which  the  body  of  the  re¬ 
port  refers. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  The  hon.  gentleman  has 
not  read  the  report  in  any  sense  differently  from 
the  way  it  was  read  by  my  hon.  friend  this  after¬ 
noon.  He  read  the  very  same  paragraphs  and  the 
very  same  appendix,  and  he  proved  that  while  the 
body  of  the  report  showed  these  irregularities  con¬ 
tinued  from  1875  to  1891,  and  while  a  certain  sum 
"was  alleged  to  have  been  paid  covering  the  w  hole 
of  that  period,  the  schedules  which  are  attached 
giving  the  dates  when  the  money  was  paid  show 
that  every  dollar  was  paid  betw  een  1881  and  1891. 
That  is  the  statement  made  by  the  hon.  gentleman 


and  repeated  by  the  Minister  of  Finance,  and  if 
there  is  a  mistake  in  the  report  brought  down,  he 
will  be  at  liberty  to  correct  it.  But  that  is  not  the 
point  immediately  before  the  committee.  The 
point  is  whether  Mr.  Pereira  has  been  shown  to  have 
been  guilty  of  conduct  which  would  not  justify  us 
in  voting  that  he  be  reinstated  and  paid  his  full 
salary.  Now,  the  plaintive  enquiry  made  by  the 
hon.  member  for  Victoria,  N.S.  (Mr.  McDonald) 
has  not  been  answered.  The  hon.  gentleman  plain¬ 
tively  enquired  this  afternoon,  and  I  thought  with 
a  great  deal  of  honesty  :  What  am  I  to  say  to  my 
constituents  ?  I  went  to  them  in  the  bye-election 
and  told  them  the  Government  were  honest  and  were 
going  to  punish  the  wrong-doers.  What  am  I  to 
say  when  I  go  back,  after  finding  that  they 
have  not  done  so  ?  In  the  speech  which  the  leader 
of  the  House  made  this  afteruooon,  he  never 
answrered  that  plaintive  enquiry,  and  I  am  very 
much  concerned  for  the  member  for  Victoria,  N.S. 
He  will  be  met  on  every  platform  with  the  state¬ 
ment  he  made  that  these  people  were  going  to  be 
punished,  and  by  the  fact  that,  instead,  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  reinstated  them  and  repaid  them  all  their 
salaries,  barring  one  month.  Now,  Pereira  is  not 
only  charged  with  the  irregularity  to  which  refer¬ 
ence  has  been  made,  but  with  a  more  serious 
offence.  He  is  charged  with  having  certified  an 
account  in  the  name  of  a  fictitious  person  and  with 
having  obtained  money  from  the  public  treasury 
; under  false  pretenses.  He  certified  to  the  Govern¬ 
ment  that  a  certain  person,  known  as  Ellen  Berry, 
had  done  a  certain  amount  of  work.  That  was  a 
false  representation,  and  he  obtained  on  that  rep¬ 
resentation  a  cheque  in  Ellen  Berry’s  name,  and 
endorsed  Ellen  Berry’s  name  on  the  cheque.  There 
was  no  such  person  in  existence.  These  acts  are 
certainly  indefensible  from  any  moral  standpoint, 
and  they  come  perilously  near,  if  they  do  not  reach, 
what  is  known  as  a  legal  offence.  How  is  this 
going  to  be  justified  ?  There  is  no  comparison 
at  all  between  the  offence  alleged  to  have 
been  committed  by  Mr.  Henry,  which  may 
have  been  inadvertently  committed,  and,  at  any 
rate  was  of  a  very  trivial  character,  and  the 
offence  committed  by  Pereira.  Do  not  let  us 
£et  away  into  general  discussions  as  to  whether  ir¬ 
regularities  were  committed  under  the  old  regime  as 
well  as  this.  Take  the  question  :  Are  we  justified 
in  replacing  this  gentleman  in  the  position  he 
formerly  occupied,  from  which  he  was  suspended  ? 
and  are  we  justified,  after  the  leader  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  had  pledged  his  word,  that  every  man  guilty 
of  wrong-doing  should  be  punished  and  after  that 
that  statement  had  been  repeated  by  the  leader  of 
the  House  time  and  again,  in  the  House  and  on  the 
public  platform,  in  doing  the  very  reverse  of  what 
was  stated  ?  And  here  we  are  tearing  and  throw¬ 
ing  to  the  winds  these  pledges  and  promises 
and  reinstating  these  gentlemen  whose  conduct  I 
have  not  heard  any  hon.  member  on  the  other  side 
condone.  Are  they  prepared  to  say  to-night  that 
this  conduct  of  Mr.  Pereira  meets  with  their  ap¬ 
proval  ?  If  they  are  not,  what  are  we  to  say  to  the 
800  or  900  men  in  the  Civil  Service  who  are  look¬ 
ing  to  see  what  view  Parliament  takes,  not  the 
view  of  a  committee  of  Council  may  take,  biassed 
as  they  may  be  by  considerations  of  one  kind  or 
the  other — but  what  view  Parliament  takes  of  con¬ 
duct  which  has  been  proved  upon  oath,  which  is 
admitted  to  be  indefensible,  and  which,  if  it  is  aL 
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lowed  to  go  unreproved,  will  spread  like  a  canker- 
worm  through  the  service  and  will  eat  out  of  it  all 
that  is  good.  If  this  vote  is  persisted  in,  I  will 
join  my  hon.  friend  in  voting  against  it  as  being 
indefensible. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  The  Minister  of  Finance 
tries  to  make  the  committee  believe  that  I  have 
endeavoured  to  mislead  it  in  this  matter.  He  says 
he  has  other  papers  in  his  possession,  and  I  think 
wre  should  have  those  papers  in  order  to  get  at  the 
facts.  I  based  my  statement  on  the  report  which 
was  made  by  the  committee  appointed  by  the 
Privy  Council,  and  I  contend  that  the  statement 
I  made  before  is  borne  out  by  this  report  in  every 
respect,  and  that  I  was  justified  in  making  the 
remarks  I  did,  and  that  the  Finance  Minister  had 
no  right  to  make  the  remarks  he  did  in  reference 
to  me. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  will  say  why  I  made  that 
statement.  YV  hen  I  read  that  report,  I  understood 
the  hon.  gentleman  to  state  that  was  not  the  report 
he  read  from,  intimating  that  I  was  not  quoting 
correctly  from  that  report,  or  that  I  was  trying 
to  palm  off  another  on  the  House.  That  is  what 
I  understood  him  to  say,  and  that  is  what  I  took 
exception  to.  I  am  not  objecting  to  his  using  that 
schedule  in  the  way  of  a  quibble,  of  which,  no 
doubt,  it  is  capable. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  If  the  Finance  Minister 
had  read  all  the  paragraphs  of  the  report,  he  would 
not  have  made  the  statement  he  (lid.  He  read 
only  one  paragraph  of  the  report,  and  it  is  neces¬ 
sary  to  read  the  three  paragraphs  in  order  that 
the  whole  sense  of  the  argument  may  be  got  at. 
The  paragraphs  I  read  were  as  follows*  The  second 
paragraph  is  : 

“That  from  a  period  dating  at  least  as  far  back  as  1875, 
a  practice  began  to  grow  up  in  the  department  under 
which  occasional  payments  for  extra  work  were  made  to 
permanent  clerks  in  violation  of  this  clause  of  the  Civil 
Service  Act.” 


Paragraph  3  is  as  follows  : — 

“That  during  the  years  1882-1889  inclusive  this  occa¬ 
sional  practice  became  frequent,  and  under  it  several  per¬ 
manent  clerks  received  extra  payments,  either  in  the 
name  of  outsiders  or  fictitious  persons,  or  through  tern- < 
porary  clerks,  for  work  performed  wholly  or  partly  by 
themselves.” 

Clause  5  is  as  follows  : — 

“  That  the  whole  sum  thus  irregularly  paid  to  permanent 
officials  for  extra  work  amounted  as  far  as  can  be  ascer¬ 
tained  to  $9,017  from  the  year  1875  to  date.” 

Then,  when  I  turn  to  the  schedule,  I  find  that  the 
statement  there  is  that  the  extra  payments  from 
1881  to  1891  to  permanent  clerks  amounted  to 
$9,017,  showing  conclusively  .that  the  whole  sum 
paid  for  these  services  was  paid  from  1881  to  1891. 
If  the  Government  choose  to  bring  down  reports 
to  this  House  which  are  not  correct,  they  are  to 
blame,  and  they  cannot  blame  the  Opposition  for 
taking  one  of  their  own  reports  as  being  correct.  I 
do  not  yet  know  in  what  respect  it  is  incorrect. 
The  Minister  of  Finance  says  he  has  some  other 
documents,  but  he  has  not  produced  them  to  the 
committee,  though  he  says  there  were  some  other 
payments  made  between  1875  and  1881.  In  that 
case  this  report  certainly  cannot  be  correct,  and 
the  Government  have  no  right  to  bring  before  the 
committee  statements  which  are  not  correct.  If 
they  are  brought  before  the  committee,  the  members 
of  the  committee  have  a  right  to  rely  upon  them, 
Mr.  Davies  (P.E.I.) 


and  therefore  there  can  be  no  justification  for  the 
assault  made  upon  me  by  the  Finance  Minister.  I 
am  striving  to  do  my  duty  in  this  matter  here,  as 
I  was  in  the  Public  Accounts  Committee,  and  if 
we  are  not  to  give  any  credit  to  the  documents 
produced  by  the  Government  themselves,  where 
are  we. to  get  the  evidence  ?  Are  we  to  ask  the 
gentleman  who  formed  this  committee,  Mr. 
Foster,  Mr.  Haggart  and  Mr.  Dewdney,  to  come  and 
give  their  evidence  ?  This  report  is  their  evidence, 
and  it  shows  that  my  statements  are  correct.  If 
there  is  any  other  information  in  the  hands  of  the 
Government,  we  ought  to  have  it  before  us  before 
this  item  is  passed.  This  is  not  a  full  report,  if  the 
Finance  Minister  has  still  something  in  his  hands, 
and  this  committee  should  have  possession  of  the 
other  facts  before  the  vote  passes. 

Mr.  McNEILL.  I  wish  to  give  a  very  short  rea¬ 
son  for  the  faith  within  me  in  regard  to  the  vote 
which  I  shall  give  if  this  goes  to  a  division.  I  do 
not  choose  to  sit  still  under  the  accusation  which 
has  been  hurled  across  the  floor  of  the  House  by 
my  hon.  friend  from  Prince  Edward  Island  to  the 
effect  that  those  who  support  this  motion  approve 
of  the  conduct  of  these  clerks.  I  think  that  was 
a  very  exaggerated  statement  to  make  and  one 
altogether  without  excuse.  These  gentlemen  have 
been  punished.  My  hon.  friend  said  in  his  remarks 
that  the  leader  of  the  House  had  not  stated  that 
they  had  been  punished.  Well,  if  he  did  not  say 
how  they  were  punished,  my  hon.  friend  from 
Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills)  told  us  how  they  had  been 
punished,  and  the  hon.  gentleman  might  have 
heard  him  say  distinctly  that  in  his  opinion  there 
had  been  a  punishment  and  a  severe  punishment. 
In  other  words,  these  gentlemen  had  been  sus¬ 
pended  and  for  months  had  been  kept  in  a  state 
of  mental  suspense  not  knowing  whether  they 
were  to  be  employed  again  or  not.  I  know 
that  is  true  in  regard  to  this  individual 
whose  case  we  are  now  discussing,  because 
I  have  met  him  several  times  when  he  was 
suffering  under  great  mental  .anxiety.  I  agree 
with  my  hon.  friend  from  Bothwell  (Mr. 
Mills)  rather  than  with  my  friend  from  Prince 
Edward  Island  (Mr.  Davies)  in  reference  to  that 
matter.  Now,  so  far  as  the  charges  that  have 
been  brought  against  this  gentleman  are  concerned, 
I  am  quite  sure  there  is  no  member  of  the  House 
on  either  side,  who  for  one  moment  will  defend  his 
conduct ;  but  on  the  other  hand  I  do  not  think 
there  is  any  advantage,  and  there  is  certainly  no 
generosity,  in  exaggerating  the  misconduct  of  that 
gentleman  or  any  other  gentleman  in  the  Civil  Ser¬ 
vice  ;  and  when  it  is  said  that  his  offence  ap¬ 
proaches  morally  to  a  legally  criminal  offence,  I 
think  it  is  going  a  very  long  way  indeed.  YY  e 
know  very  well  that  there  was  work  done,  and 
that  the  money  that  has  been  paid  was  paid  for 
work  done. 


Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  No. 

Mr.  McNEILL.  It  has  never  been  denied  that 
there  was  work  done. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  It  has  been  denied  ;  I 
have  read  the  documents  to  show  that  work  was 
not  done. 

Mr.  McNEILL.  There  has  been  no  attempt 
made  to  prove  that  work  was  not  done  ;  and  the 
course  that  this  gentleman  took,  however  irregu- 
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lar  it  was,  however  improper  it  was,  at  all  events, 
was  in  execution  of  the  work  which  he  was  permit¬ 
ted  to  do.  It  was  admitted  that  he  had  the  per¬ 
mission  of  the  late  Minister  of  the  department  to 
do  the  work  ;  and  while  he  was  guilty  of  these 
irregularities  we  must  remember,  however  repre¬ 
hensible  they  were — and  no  one  on  this  side  of  the 
House  for  one  moment  will  deny  that  they  were 
reprehensible — we  must  remember  that  he  was 
guilty  of  these  irregularities  largely  to  prevent 
inconvenience  accruing  to  his  chief  in  the  depart¬ 
ment.  One  of  the  difficulties  to  be  overcome  was 
that  if  any  individual  in  the  department  got  extra 
work,  others  would  expect  the  same,  and  there  was 
an  understanding  that  he  should  be  allowed  to  do 
this  extra  work  as  quietly  as  possible.  So  that 
while  it  was  altogether  irregular,  and  wffiile  it  was 
altogether  improper,  I  think  it  was  a  very  harsh 
thingto  speak  of  this  man  having  committed  fraud 
in  the  sense  in  which  you  speak  of  a  crime.  For 
my  part,  I  very  much  regret  that  expressions  of 
this  kind  have  been  made  use  of  in  reference  to  a 
number  of  civil  servants  unless  they  were  very 
much  better  founded  than  in  this  case  they  are. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  My  hon.  friend  from  North 
Bruce  (Mr.  McNeill)  certainly  feels  under  some 
embarrassment  when  he  intimates  that  he  is  obliged 
to  give  a  vote  in  favour  of  this  transaction.  He 
has  described  it  as  irregular  and  improper,  and  one 
that  had  to  be  carried  out  as  quietly  as  possible, 
to  use  his  own  words,  I  suppose  as  being  one  that 
would  not  stand  the  light  of  day.  Therefore  I  can 
well  understand  both  he  and  other  hon.  gentlemen 
feeling  embarrassed  at  being  obliged  to  condone  a 
transaction  of  this  character.  But  I  desire  to 
bring  back  the  discussion  to  the  main  issue  before 
the  committee.  It  is  not  whether  some  former 
Administration  from  which  the  people  withdrew 
confidence,  did  the  same  things.  I  do  not  under¬ 
stand  that  the  practice  of  previous  governments  in 
their  administration  of  the  departments,  is  to  be  a 
precedent  upon  which  subsequent  governments 
shall  establish  policies  or  carry  out  methods  of 
government.  The  very  fact  that  the  Government 
that  is  said  to  have  done  wrong  is  defeated, 
should  be  in  itself  a  reason  for  their  successors 
ceasing  to  depend  upon  precedents  set  by 
them.  I  know  not,  nor  do  I  care,  whether 
any  government  did  secret  things  or  not,  but  we 
are  face  to  face  with  the  question,  not  whether  a 
civil  servant,  as  the  hon.  member  for  North  Bruce 
very  correctly  says,  did  a  legal  thing  with  the 
sanction  of  his  chief  ;  it  is  not  a  question  about  an 
individual,  it  is  a  question  as  to  the  proper  admin¬ 
istration  of  public  affairs.  My  hon.  friend  for 
North  Bruce  has  put  the  question  properly  when 
he  said  that  these  men  having  done  these  things 
with  the  sanction  of  their  chief,  are  not  themselves 
the  blamable  persons,  but  those  who  authorized 
them,  aye,  who  practically,  by  their  acquiescence, 
ordered  the  transaction  in  question,  are  the  respon¬ 
sible  parties.  Therefore  we  come  back  to  the  ques¬ 
tion  that  the  individuals  are  not  the  responsible 
persons  before  Parliament.  The  persons  account¬ 
able  to  Parliament  are  the  Administration,  not  the 
individuals  who  do  the  work.  The  Government  of 
the  day  is  the  responsible  party,  and  it  is  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  of  the  day  who  in  this  case  is  responsible  ; 
it  is  their  trial,  not  the  trial  of  a  few  unfortunate 
civil  servants,  that  is  being  discussed  here.  There¬ 


fore  I  can  understand  my  hon.  friend  being  obliged, 
being  compelled,  by  the  party  whip,  to  stifle  his 
conscience  and  to  vote  in  support  of  his  chief.  He 
knows  full  well  that  he  has  been  coerced,  he  is  not 
a  free  man  in  this  transaction  any  more  than  my 
hon.  friend  from  East  Grej  (Mr.  Sproule. ) 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Order. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  You  have  no  right  to  say  that. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Well,  we  Mill  admit  that  he  is 
a  free  man.  Let  him  act  as  a  free  man  when  the 
time  comes.  The  turn.  member  for  East  Grey  be¬ 
came  extremely  virtuous  in  regard  to  a  previous 
vote  here.  He  never  uttered  a  word  while  Mr. 
Burgess’s  case  w*as  under  discussion,  but  after  the 
item  had  passed  before  this  committee,  then  he 
ventured  to  express  an  independent  opinion  when 
it  wTould  not  do  any  harm  to  the  Administration. 
And  so  we  have  our  friend  here  asking  for  absolu¬ 
tion  in  advance  for  the  vote  he  is  about  to  give. 
Now,  I  say  the  principle  involved  is  simply  this  : 
If  an  Act  of  Parliament  is  passed  laying  down  a 
certain  rule  of  conduct  for  the  service  of  the  coun¬ 
try,  that  rule  cannot  be  departed  from  except  on 
the  responsibility  of  the  Administration,  and  if  it  is 
departed  from  wfith  the  sanction  of  the  Administra¬ 
tion  then  the  Administration  is  responsible,  they  are 
the  blamable  parties,  and  it  is  not  the  unfortunate 
individuals  wffiose  case  we  should  discuss  so  much 
as  it  is  the  responsibility  of  the  Government. 
Therefore  I  return  to  the  statement  I  made  be¬ 
fore  recess,  that  in  this  case,  primarily,  the  pre¬ 
sent  Minister  of  the  Interior  is  the  responsible 
person,  and  with  him  his  colleagues  who  now 
have  made  his  cause  their  own.  It  was  an  im¬ 
proper  thing  for  the  Minister  of  the  Interior,  who 
was  on  trial,  as  it  w7ere,  in  this  issue,  to  have 
been  one  of  the  sub-committee  to  consider  these 
questions  and  to  pass  judgment  upon  them.  When 
it  became  necessary  to  investigate  transactions  of 
this  character,  touching  as  they  did  his  adminis¬ 
tration,  a  regard  for  propriety  alone  ought  to  have 
suggested  to  him  that  the  question  ought  not  to 
have  been  enquired  into  by  himself.  He  might 
have  allow7 ed  the  Administration,  if  regardful  for 
appearances,  to  have  insisted  that  the  enquiry 
should  be  conducted  by  persons  who  were  not 
themselves  on  trial.  Yet  we  find  here  that  a 
member  of  the  Government  sits  in  trial  on  his  own 
case.  If  this  issue  should  turn  adversely  to  the 
Administration,  the  one  primarily  to  suffer  is  the 
Minister  of  Interior,  and  we  are  asked  now  to  pro¬ 
nounce  judgment  on  a  report  founded  upon  his 
judgment,  he,  in  fact,  asking  the  House  and  the 
country  to  whitewash  him,  to  vindicate  his  admin¬ 
istration  on  a  report  made  ostensibly  by  him  in  a 
judicial  and  independent  character.  That  is  not 
the  kind  of  a  report  that  ought  to  have  been  made, 
and  he  saw  the  weakness  of  the  situation  wffien  it 
became  necessary  to  make  an  enquiry  under  such 
circumstances.  The  question,  therefore,  in  my 
judgment  is,  w  hether  the  Acts  of  Parliament  are  to 
be  lived  up  to  or  not,  whether  they  can  be  avoided, 
wdiether  the  Administration  of  the  day  is  superior 
to  Parliament.  If  so,  what  are  we  doing  here  ? 
What  is  my  hon.  friend,  who  boasts  so  much  of 
regard  for  British  institutions,  doing,  wffien  he  has 
demanded  that  Parliament  should  abnegate  its  func¬ 
tions  and  let  the  Administration  override  legislation? 
Are  we  but  a  registry  office  ;  are  we  but  echoes  of 
an  Administration,  that  we  should  stand  here  and 
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say  that  Parliaments  may  enact,  but  Administrations 
will  do  ?  What  would  become  of  the  laws  if  the 
judiciary  should  ignore  them  ?  The  judiciary  is 
the  only  institution  which  stands  between  us  and 
wrong,  the  only  protection  we  have  either  in 
regard  to  liberty  or  property.  What  is  legislation 
for,  and  what  is  the  use  of  a  Statute-book,  if  an 
Administration  can  ignore  it  as  the  present  Admi¬ 
nistration  are  now  doing  ?  That  is  the  issue 
involved.  I  say  it  is  a  grave  one,  and  let  this 
House  condone  this  transaction  and  it  compromises 
the  honour  of  the  country  ajid  the  system  of 
administration.  For  my  part,  I  repudiate  all 
responsibility,  for  I  care  not  what  precedent  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  may  establish.  The  guide  for 
my  political  conduct  in  the  administration  of  the 
affairs  of  the  country  is  that  the  Acts  of  Parliament 
must  be  lived  up  to,  so  long  as  Parliament  allows 
them  to  remain  on  the  Statute-book.  That  should 
be  the  guide  of  every  legislator  who  proposes  to  be 
true  and  loyal  to  his  country,  and  the  member  for 
Bruce  (Mr.  McNeill)  should  be  the  last  one  under 
those  circumstances  to  manifest  that  disloyal  spirit 
and  to  ignore  those  statutes  that  have  received  the 
solemn  sanction  of  Parliament,  in  favour  of  a  politi¬ 
cal  party  of  the  day. 

Mr.  McNEILL.  I  very  much  regret  that  I  have 
fallen  so  low  in  the  opinion  of  the  hon.  gentleman 
opposite.  He  has  changed  his  view  in  respect  to 
my  conduct  in  this  House  from  that  he  expressed 
last  session,  when  from  the  very  same  seat  on  the 
last  occasion  I  spoke,  he  said  he  knew  me  too  well 
to  suppose  that  for  a  moment  I  was  actuated  by 
anything  else  but  conscientious  convictions. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  think  so  to-day. 

Mr.  McNEILL.  To-day  the  hon.  gentleman  says 
1  am  not  a  freeman,  but  am  whipped  into  line  by 
the  party  whip.  His  opinion  is  that  that  statement 
is  consistent  with  the  view  that  I  was  acting  con¬ 
scientiously.  If  these  are  his  views,  1  do  not  know 
that  a  mind  so  constituted  is  one  that  I  need  deal 
with  very  long.  These  two  views  are  entirely 
contradictory. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Perhaps  the  hon.  gentleman  will 
pardon  me,  but  I  must  leave  the  chamber. 

Mr.  McNEILL.  As  the  hon.  gentleman  has 
found  it  convenient  to  leave,  I  will  not  occupy  the 
attention  of  the  House  longer. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  I  want  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  this  fact.  The  Minister  of  Finance 
made  a  statement  and  he  based  it  on  a  paper  he 
had  in  his  possession.  I  have  asked  the  Minister 
of  Finance  to  give  me  an  opportunity  to  look  at 
that  paper,  and  I  think  the  committee  should  be 
placed  in  possession  of  it.  I  am  not  a  very  old  parlia¬ 
mentarian  and  I  do  not  know  what  is  done  in  these 
matters  ;  but  when,  in  discussing  a  matter  of  this 
kind,  a  Minister  of  theCrown  producesin  this  House 
a  paper  which  forms  the  basis  of  his  argument,  any 
member  has  a  right  to  have  that  paper  put  in  his 
possession,  in  order  that  he  may  be  able,  equally 
with  the  Minister,  to  discuss  it  intelligently.  The 
Minister  of  Finance  had  no  right  to  refuse  this 
committee  the  paper  from  which  he  quoted,  and 
before  this  item  is  passed  we  should  be  put  in  pos¬ 
session  of  the  information  which  the  Minister  said 
he  obtained  from  that  paper.  I  therefore  ask  that 
the  item  stand  until  we  obtain  it. 

Mr.  Mulock. 


Mr.  McMULLEN.  ItisunfairfortheMinisterto 
refuse  to  allow  hon.  members  to  use  that  paper.  I 
think  the  member  for  Brant  should  be  permitted 
an  opportunity  to  answer  the  hon.  member’s  allega¬ 
tion  by  being  permitted  to  use  that  statement.  I 
desire  to  ask  the  Minister  of  the  Interior  a  question  : 
Was  Mr.  Pereira  paid  up  to  30th  June  last  for  act- 
ingas  Private  Secretary  to  the  Minister  of  the  Interior 
and  Superintendent  General  of  Indian  Affairs  ? 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  I  think  that  was  the  case. 

I  am  not  very  sure  as  to  the  date,  but  I  think  he 
was  paid  up  to  30th  June  last. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  should  like  to  know  if 
Mr.  Pereira  actually  did  the  work  as  private 
secretary,  or  did  another  person  do  it  ? 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  He  did  whatever  work  I  gave 
him  to  do  in  that  regard.  I  cannot  say  from 
memory  what  he  did,  because  he  was  acting  at  one 
time  as  private  secretary  for  the  Department  of 
the  Interior,  and  he  did  work  for  both  branches  of 
the  department.  He  did  a  certain  amount  of  work 
in  both  these  departments. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  Then  the  Minister  of 
the  Interior  has  two  private  secretaries ;  one  is 
secretary  connected  with  the  Department  of  Indian 
Affairs  and  the  other  is  secretary  to  the  Department 
of  the  Interior  ? 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  At  the  time  the  appropriation 
was  made  the  Department  of  Indian  Affairs  was 
not  connected  with  the  Department  of  the  Interior, 
but  when  they  were  united,  the  right  to  have  two 
secretaries  terminated. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  during 
a  portion  of  the  time  the  Minister  had  three  private 
secretaries  ?  I  am  so  informed. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant.)  I  do  not  think  it  is 
pertinent  to  this  question  whether  like  irregularities 
under  a  previous  Administration  would  change  the 
condition  of  affairs  ;  but  as  a  matter  of  information, 
I  would  like  to  know  what  the  law  was  in  that 
respect.  If  I  understood  the  Minister  of  Justice 
rightly,  he  said  there  had  been  no  change  in  the 
law  in  regard  to  these  payments  in  the  Act  of  1882, 
that  the  law  was  just  the  same  prior  as  it  was 
subsequently. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  What  I  said  was 
that  the  prohibition  was  just  as  strict  in  the  Act 
of  1868  as  in  the  Act  of  1882  against  regular  clerks 
receiving  extra  payments. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant.)  I  wanted  to  know 
what" his  interpretation  of  the  law  was,  because  the 
impression  seemed  to  have  prevailed  in  the  minds 
of  the  witnesses  before  the  Public  Accounts  Com¬ 
mittee  that  it  was  changed  by  the  Act  of  1882. 
When  Mr.  Henry  was  examined  he  stated  as 
follows  : — 

“  By  Mr.  Taylor  : 

“  In  looking  over  the  accounts  for  moneys  paid,  can 
you  ascertain  exactly  when  this  practice  was  first  in 
operation,  whether  in  1871  when  you  commenced, or  what 
year  after?  Have  you  any  way  of  recollecting  that  ?— - 
I  got  work  in  that  way  in  the  Finance  Department  in 
1872. 

“  By  Mr.  Foster  : 

“  For  what  work? — Counting  notes. 

“  That  is  the  practice  to-day  ?— When  did  you  go  into 
the  Interior  Department? — In  1873. 

“  Did  you  get  any  extra  work  in  that  department  ? — I 
did  ;  prior  to  the  Civil  Service  Act  going  into  effect. 
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“  By  Mr.  Somerville : 

“  If,  would  not  be  contrary  to  law  before  that  Act 
•passed?— No. 

‘  ‘  By  Mr.  Taylor  : 

“  Did  you  get  any  extra  work  in  1874?— I  do  not  know 
that  I  did. 

“  In  1875? — I  cannot  say. 

“  You  have  no  reason  to  belieye  you  did  not,  over  and 
above  your  salary? — I  have  no  reason  for  believing,  but  I 
do  not  know  that  I  did.  In  fact,  I  am  almost  certain  I 
did  not  get  anything. 

“  Did  any  of  the  other  clerks  ?— I  do  not  know ;  I  can¬ 
not  speak  for  them. 

“  You  do  not  know  whether  they  did  or  did  not? — They 
may  have  done  so. 

“  By  Mr.  Paterson  {Brant) : 

“  Would  it  be  contrary  to  law  previous  to  1882? — Ido 
not  think  so. 

“But  after  that  it  was  irregular?— Irregular  and 
illegal.” 

That  was  the  impression  that  was  on  the  mind 
of  that  witness,  Mr.  Henry,  viz. ,  that  it  was  not 
irregular  or  illegal  prior  to  the  Civil  Service  Act 
of  1882. 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  That  was  the  impression  of  the 
whole  committee  until  the  law  was  looked  up. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  That  is  a  point  I 
do  not  understand.  Bearing  upon  this  question  I 
think  that  Mr.  Burgess  took  something  of  the 
same  view,  and  on  page  28  of  his  evidence  he 
says  : 

“  By  Mr.  Taylor: 

“  But  in  1876  permanent  clerks  were  occasionally  em¬ 
ployed  overtime  and  paid  for  it?— I  know  that  some  of 
the  clerks  of  the  Interior  Department  were  employed 
overtime  in  the  Finance  Department. 

“  By  Mr.  Paterson  {Brant)  : 

“  But  anything  before  1882  would  not  be  irregular,  so  far 
as  those  payments  were  concerned?— I  suppose  not;  on 
the  mere  ground  of  the  law,  there  was  no  irregularity 
in. paying  those  extra  clerks.” 

That  impression  was  on  my  mind,  and  it  evidently 
was  on  the  mind  of  the  Deputy  Minister  adminis¬ 
tering  the  affairs  of  this  department,  namely,  that 
what  was  proper  before  1882  would  be  irregular 
and  improper  after  1882.  The  Minister  now  tells 
us  that  he  was  mistaken  as  I  understand.  How¬ 
ever,  that  does  not  affect  the  question  that  is  under 
consideration  at  the  present  time.  The  question 
is  that  this  amount  be  stricken  from  the  Estimates, 
and  in  reading  the  evidence  that  was  given  by  Mr. 
Pereira  himself,  it  does  seem  to  me  that  it  is  a  case 
that  would  be  hard  to  justify.  Not  only  is  it  diffi¬ 
cult  to  justify  the  reinstating  of  him  in  his  posi¬ 
tion,  but  still  worse  the  pajdng  of  his  salary  during 
the  time  of  his  suspension.  I  have  no  desire  to  be 
unduly  hard  upon  any  one  ;  but  the  testimony  of 
this  gentleman  was  that  he  selected  the  work  him¬ 
self,  that  he  took  it  home,  that  the  work  was  said 
to  be  done  by  him,  and  he  certified  to  it,  no  one 
else  having  any  supervision  of  it  at  all.  The  question 
was  asked  : 

“  Have  you  anything  to  show  for  the  $400? — The  work 
was  done  in  the  spring  of  1890,  was  done  during  April  and 
May,  and  the  account  for  it  would  have  been  made  out  in 
my  wife’s  maiden  name  in  the  same  manner. 

“  Ellen  Berry? — No;  Lizzie  Evans.  I  had  incidently 
heard  some  talk  about  extra  work,  and  had  heard  it  men¬ 
tioned  in  a  peculiar  way  ;  ‘  We  know  who  this  man  is  and 
that  man,  and  we  know  who  Lizzie  Evans  is.’  I  took 
upon  myself  the  responsibility,  of  which  this  committee 
■will  be  the  judge,  of  not  allowing  my  wife’s  name  to 
appear  any  longer  in  the  matter,  and  the  account  I  made 
out  myself  in  Ellen  Berry’s  name.  When  the  cheque  was 
made  out,  I  endorsed  that  cheque.  There  is  no  such 
person  as  Ellen  Berry.  The  work  was  done  by  my  wife 
and  I  took  the  responsibility  of  making.the  account  out 


and  the  cheque  in  that  other  name  for  the  reason  which 
I  have  explained.” 

It  does  seem  to  me  that  from  his  own  testimony 
it  was  a  very  serious  case  indeed.  When  this  work 
was  being  done,  if  he  thought  it  was  right  why  he¬ 
sitate  to  go  on  and  use  the  name  of  his  wife  for 
these  payments,  why  change  to  the  name  of  Ellen 
Berry  ?  It  was  claimed  that  work  and  value  was 
given  for  the  money  ;  but  he  says  himself  that  he 
gave  out  the  work,  that  he  alone  certified  to  the 
work,  and  that  he  did  it  to  the  amount  of  $280,  in 
his  wife’s  name.  He  states  that  subsequent  to  that, 
finding  it  became  known  in  the  department  and 
that  people  talked  about  it,  he  put  the  cheque  in 
the  name  of  this  fictitious  person,  certified  it  was 
done  by  her,  had  a  cheque  drawn  out  in  her  name, 
endorsed  that  fictitious  name  upon  the  cheque  and 
drew  the  money.  Taking  the  gentleman’s  own  evi¬ 
dence  and  giving  him  all  the  advantage  you  can  in 
reference  to  it,  it  does  seem  that  if  he  is  treated  in 
the  way  the  Government  proposes  it  will  tend  very 
much  to  demoralize  the  public  service.  I  am  at  a 
loss  to  see,  after  listening  to  all  the  explanations 
given  by  the  Ministers,  upon  what  ground  they 
proceed  in  this  matter. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  I  think  we  ought  to  have 
the  document  which  the  Minister  of  Finance  says 
he  based  his  report  upon,  before  we  have  a  vote  on 
this  matter. 

.Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  The  appeal  which  the 
lion,  gentleman  makes  to  the  Minister  of  Finance 
is  one  which  should  meet  with  response.  The  Min¬ 
ister  of  Finance  undertook  to  administer  a  rebuke 
of  a  severe  character,  and  I  humbly  submit  an  un¬ 
justifiable  rebuke,  to  the  lion,  member  for  North 
Brant  (Mr.  Somerville)  for  a  remark  he  made 
across  the  House.  He  proposed  to  answer  the  ar¬ 
gument  that  the  hon.  gentleman  had  made,  based 
upon  an  official  return  which  the  Government  had 
brought  down,  by  reading  from  another  official 
document  which  he  said  he  held  in  his  hand,  and 
which  was  not  laid  on  the  Table  and  has  not  yet 
been  laid  on  the  Table.  The  hon.  gentleman  whose 
construction  of  the  report  was  impugned,  asked  the 
Minister  of  Finance  to  send  that  document  across 
the  House  and  the  hon.  gentleman  has  refused  to  do 
so,  so  far.  Only  one  inference  can  be  drawn.  I  do 
not  think  it  is  a  courteous  thing  to  refuse,  nor  do  I 
t  hink  it  is  consistent  with  the  practice  of  Parliament 
to  refuse  to  exhibit  the  document.  I  do  not  re¬ 
member  a  case  in  my  experience  in  Parliament — 
and  it  is  just  as  long  as  the  experience  of  the 
Minister  of  Finance — in  which  a  Minister  of  the 
Crown  reading  an  official  document  to  contradict 
another  official  document  which  had  been  pre¬ 
viously  brought  down,  refused  to  give  that  docu¬ 
ment  into  the  hands  of  his  opponent.  As  to  its 
being  discourteous  I  submit  it  to  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man’s  own  sense,  and  as  to  its  being  against  parlia¬ 
mentary  rules  I  would  submit  it  to  hon.  gentlemen 
who  have  sat  here  longer  than  I  have,  whether  they 
have  ever  known  a  case  in  parliamentary  history 
similar  to  that  now  before  the  House. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  There  can  be  no  doubt 
whatever  of  the  rule.  It  is  clearly  laid  down,  that 
when  an  hon.  member  undertakes  to  read  from  any 
public  document  which  has  not  been  laid  upon  the 
Table,  it  is  the  right  of  the  House  to  have  that 
document  laid  upon  the  Table. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Where  is  the  authority  ? 
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Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  There  is  no  doubt  about 
the  authority. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  would  like  to  hear  it. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  I  will  turn  it  up  for 
you. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  If  there  be  no  legal 
authority  I  think  a  gense  of  what  is  just  and  right 
and  manly  would,  at  any  rate,  lead  the  Minister  to 
do  that. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  May  be  our  sense  of  what  is  right 
and  just  and  manly  differs.  The  hon.  gentleman 
from  Queen’s  (Mr.  Davies),  in  the  usual  style  of 
fable  adopted  lately — not  lately  either— on  the 
other  side  of  the  House,  says  that  I  read  from  an 
official  document - 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  I  said  you  read  from 
what  you  said  was  an  official  document. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  understood  the  hon.  gentleman 
to  say  that  I  read  from  an  official  document.  If 
the  hon.  gentleman  says  his  words  were  that  I  read 
from  what  I  said  was  an  official  document,  that  I 
must  deny. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  What  I  said  and  what  I 
intended  to  say  was  that  the  hon.  gentleman  had 
read  from  a  document  which  he  said  had  come 
from  the  department. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Well,  I  am  within  the  judgment 
of  the  House.  I  quite  well  remember  what  the. 
words  were.  The  hon.  gentleman,  as  I  understood 
him,  said  that  I  had  read  from  an  official  document. 
I  did  not  read  from  an  official  document  ;  I  read 
from  a  private  memorandum  which  I  had  in  my 
possession  at  the  time,  and  from  notes  from  which 
the  report  was  made  up.  The  hon.  member  for 
Brant  may  have  a  very  strong  liking  to  exploit  the 
private  papers  and  memoranda  of  other  hon.  gen¬ 
tlemen  ;  he  will  not  get  mine. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  Did  the  hon.  gentleman 
say,  or  did  he  not  say,  that  he  was  reading  from  a 
document  from  the  Department  of  the  Interior,  and 
did  he  not  say  that  it  was  the  original  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  did  not  say  it. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  I  understood  his  state¬ 
ment  to  be  that  he  was  reading  from  a  document 
which  had  been  prepared  in  the  Department  of  the 
Interior,  and  from  which  the  schedule  in  the  report 
laid  before  the  House  was  copied. 

Mr.  McGREGOR.  And  that  there  was  a  differ¬ 
ence  in  the  dates. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Whether  or 
no,  the  case  is  perfectly  clear.  The  Minister  of 
Finance  undertakes  to  contradict  the  hon.  member 
for  North  Brant  on  the  faith  of  a  particular  docu¬ 
ment  in  his  hands,  from  which  he  makes  extracts. 
According  to  all  parliamentary  usage,  there  is  no 
doubt  that  when  a  Minister  of  the  Crown  chooses 
to  produce  and  quote  from  a  document  for  the 
purpose  of  contradicting  another  hon.  member,  the 
least  he  can  do  as  a  matter  of  courtesy  and  fair- 
play  is  to  give  his  opponent  the  means  of  seeing 
on  what  grounds  he  makes  the  contradiction.  .The 
only  inference  to  be  drawn  from  the  action  of  the 
Finance  Minister  is  that  the  document,  if  put  into 
the  hands  of  the  hon.  member  for  North  Brant, 
would  contradict  the  Minister’s  own  statement. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  The  hon.  member  for 
South  Oxford  has  to  go  a  long  way  from  the  facts 
Mr.  Foster. 


to  draw  that  inference.  The  Minister  of  Finance 
did  not  undertake  to  contradict  the  hon.  member 
for  North  Brant  from  that  document  at  all.  He 
contradicted  him  from  the  report. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  He  failed  to 
contradict  him  from  the  report. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  He  failed  to  contradict 
him  from  the  report  ;  he  did  it  from  the  private 
document. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  Both  hon.  gentlemen 
may  assert  that,  but  every  one  who  was  in  the 
House  at  the  time  knows  that  the  Minister  of 
Finance  rose  in  consequence  of  the  assertion  of  the 
hon.  member  for  Queen’s,  P.E.I.,  that  the  hon. 
member  for  North  Brant  had  proved  from  the  re¬ 
port  that  these  irregularities  had  not  begun  at  a 
certain  date.  The  Minister  of  Finance  declared 
that  the  report  proved  nothing  of  the  kind,  and  for 
the  purpose  of  establishing  that,  read  from  the 
report  two  passages  that  went  back  to  1875.  He 
afterwards  referred  to  the  appendix  to  the  report, 
which  he  admitted  gave  some  colour  to  the  state¬ 
ment  of  the  hon.  gentleman  that  the  report  proved 
what  he  stated,  but  he  went  on  to  say  that  the  ap¬ 
pendix  was  erroneous,  and  in  doing  that  made  refer¬ 
ence  to  a  private  document.  But  he  did  not  use 
the  private  document  for  the  purpose  of  contradict¬ 
ing  the  hon.  member  for  North  Brant  at  all. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  Here  is  the  rule  laid  down — 
that  no  member  of  Parliament  is  to  quote  from  a 
document  unless  he  is  prepared  to  lay  it  on  the 
Table  of  the  House.  I  quote  from  May,  page  378, 
the  edition  of  1883  : 

“  Another  rule  or  principle  of  debate  may  be  here  added. 
A  Minister  of  the  Crown  is  not  at  liberty  to  read  or  quote 
from  a  despatch  or  other  state  paper  not  before  the 
House,  unless  he  be  prepared  to  lay  it  on  the  Table,  this 
restraint  is  similar  to  that  rule  of  evidence,  in  courts  ot 
law,  which  prevents  counsel  from  citing  documents  which 
have  not  been  pi’oduced  in  evidence.  The  principle  is  so 
reasonable  that  it  has  not  been  contested  ;  and  when  the 
objection  has  been  made  in  time,  it  has  been  generally 
acquiesced  in.” 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  Could  anybody  suppose,  when 
the  Minister  of  Finance  undertook  to  contradict  a 
document  which  he  himself  had  brought  down  as  an 
official  paper  by  reference  to  another  document, 
that  he  would  not  be  ready  to  place  that  document 
before  the  House  ?  If  any  one  had  supposed  that 
lie  would  quote  a  paper  with  the  intention  of 
putting  it  in  his  pocket  afterwards,  objection 
would  have  been  taken  at  the  time  ;  but  no  one 
supposed  that.  The  hon.  gentleman  now  says  that 
he  did  not  quote  from  a  public  document,  and  that 
he  is  not  bound  to  place  it  on  the  Table  of  the 
House.  Well,  if  it  is  a  private  paper,  what  evi¬ 
dence  can  it  have  against  an  official  document  ? 
Are  we  to  have  public  documents  brought  down  by 
the  Government  contradicted  by  private  papers 
This  is  a  procedure  which  cannot  be  tolerated  in 
the  House  of  Commons  or  in  any  public  assembly 
in  a  constitutionally  governed  country. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  This  document  in 
question  cannot  be  regarded  as  a  private  document. 
It  is  a  document  prepared  in  a  department  by  a 
Minister  of  the  Crown  in  his  official  capacity  or 
by  his  order,  for  the  purpose  of  enabling  the 
committee  to  prepare  the  report  which  they  have 
laid  before  the  House,  It  is  a  part  of  the  public 
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prodfeedings  connected  with  the  particular  trans¬ 
action  which  resulted  in  that  report.  » 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  What  makes  you  sup¬ 
pose  that  ? 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  The  Minister  of  Fin¬ 
ance  said  so. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  No,  no. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  I  beg  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man’s  pardon.  I  was  listening  attentively  to  him, 
and  he  said  that  it  was  from  that  document  that 
the  appendix  to  the  report  was  taken,  and  he  re¬ 
ferred  to  that  document  to  show  that  the  date  on 
the  appendix  was  a  mistake.  How  do  we  know 
that  the  dates  in  these  two  documents  are  not  the 
same  ?  Surely  there  is  nothing  prepared  in  the 
department  which  is  not  official. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.  E.I. )  Mr.  Chairman,  I  would 
like  to  have  your  ruling  on  the  point. 

Mr.  DEPUTY  SPEAKER.  I  understand  that 
hon.  members  have  been  discussing  a  document 
that  is  in  the  hands  of  the  Minister  of  Finance. 
There  is  only  one  way  of  deciding  the  point,  ac¬ 
cording  to  the  authorities  ;  it  is  to  ask  the  hon. 
Minister  if  that  document  is  a  private  or  a  public 
document.  I  cannot  give  any  decision  until  I  get 
an  answer  to  that  question,  and  I  now  ask  the  hon. 
Minister  whether  that  document  is  a  private  docu¬ 
ment  or  a  public  document  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  A  private  document. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  DEPUTY  SPEAKER.  I  am  bound  to 
take  the  word  of  the  hon.  Minister  that  it  is  a 
private  document.  Now,  the  authority  which  we 
follow  on  parliamentary  procedure  in  this  House 
(Bourinot)  states  : 

“  It  has  been  laid  down  by  the  highest  authorities  that 
when  a  Minister  of  the  Crown  quotes  a  public  document 
in  the  House,  and  founds  upon  it  an  argument  or  asser¬ 
tion,  that  document,  if  called  for,  ought  to  be  produced. 
But  it  is  allowable  to  repeat  to  the  House  information 
which  is  contained  in  a  private  communication.  When 
such  private  papers  are  quoted  in  the  House,  there  is  no 
ruling  requiring  them  to  be  laid  on  the  Table.” 

As  the  hon.  Minister  of  Finance  says  that  it  is  a 
private  document,  I  cannot  rule  that  it  should  be 
laid  on  the  Table. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  I  think  you  are  justified 
in  ruling  as  you  have  done  from  the  authority  you 
have  quoted,  but  I  think  we  should  now  establish 
another  practice. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  think  the  point  is 
disposed  of. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  I  am  discussing  this  vote. 
We  have  this  established,  that  a  Minister  of  the 
Crown  can  produce  before  this  House  a  document 
prepared  by  a  committee  appointed  by  the  Privy 
Council  and  attested  by  them  as  correct,  with 
their  signatures  attached,  and  yet  when  it  is 
proven  clearly  and  conclusively  that  that  docu¬ 
ment  sets  forth  a  certain  set  of  facts,  the  hon.  Min¬ 
ister  is  at  liberty  to  say  that  he  has  in  his  overcoat 
pocket,  down  at  his  house  or  hotel,  some  statement 
which  will  show  that  the  official  report  is  not 
worthy  of  credence.  If  this  system  of  parliamen¬ 
tary  government  is  to  be  toleiated,  we  will  have 
these  men  set  up  as  dictators.  A  Minister  may 
bring  down  a  blue-book  or  official  report  and  place 


it  on  the  Table  of  Parliament,  and  then,  when  it  is 
proven  in  discussion  that  statements  are  made  in  it 
of  a  certain  character,  the  Minister  can  say  he  has 
a  little  document  in  his  pocket  which  is  of  a  pri¬ 
vate  character,  and  which  he  refuses  to  produce,, 
contradicting  his  own  official  blue-book.  This 
is  exactly  the  position  taken  by  the  lion. 
Minister ;  and  if  it  be  correct,  we  ought  to 
understand  that  the  Government  are  not  responsi¬ 
ble  to  the  people.  We  ought  to  understand  that 
their  blue-books  and  official  documents  are  not  to  be 
relied  upon,  but  may  be  contradicted  by  any 
private  document  which  a  Minister  of  the  Crown 
has  concealed  somewhere  and  which  he  will  not 
produce.  I  think  that  is  a  very  small  position  for 
the  Minister  of  Finance  or  any  member  of  the 
Government  to  take.  If  there  were  any  manliness 
in  the  Minister  of  Finance  or  the  Minister  of 
Justice,  they  would  at  once  produce  this  document 
in  confirmation  of  their  statements.  If  they  do  not, 
we  are  at  liberty  to  think  what  we  like  about  its 
contents.  We  have  to  accept  the  public  documents, 
but  are  at  liberty  to  think  what  we  like  about  the 
other.  We  are  at  liberty  to  think  that  the  Minis¬ 
ter  of  Finance  has  not  quoted  the  other  document 
•correctly,  since  he  will  not  produce  it,  and 
we  have  the  right  to  assume,  in  view  of  his  state¬ 
ment,  that  no  dependence  can  be  placed  on  his 
official  document.  I  do  not  care  whether  I  am 
infringing  upon  parliamentary  rules  or  not,  but 
make  what  I  believe  to  be  a  correct  statement  in 
the  matter.  The  Minister  of  Finance  may  say 
that  I  have  insulted  him  and  the  House,  but  I  have 
said  what  I  believe  to  be  correct,  and  1  maintain 
that  his  position  cannot  be  justified. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  do  not  intend  to  be  insulted 
by  my  hon.  friend.  I  did  not  ask  him  to  apologize 
to  me  but  rather  to  the  House  or  committee,  and 
now,  after  this  agonizing  appeal  from  him,  I  think 
I  must  relent  and  ask  the  page  to  take  this  docu¬ 
ment  over  to  the  hon.  gentleman. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  I  would  like  to  know  by 
whom  this  statement,  which  has  just  been  handed 
to  me,  was  made  up  ? 

Mr.  DEPUTY  SPEAKER,  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  has  been  told  it  is  a  private  document,  and  I 
do  not  suppose  he  has  the  right  to  insist  on  the 
name  being  given  of  the  person  who  wrote  it. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  Now  that  it  is  produced, 
we  have  a  right  to  ask  questions  about  it.  It  is  in 
the  hands  of  the  House  now,  and  we  ought  to  be 
informed  as  to  the  writer. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  Very  likely  it  was  pre¬ 
pared  by  Ellen  Berry. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  This  purports  to  be  a 
document  showing  payments  made  to  permanent 
clerks  from  1875  to  1891. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Does  not  that  satisfy  you  ? 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  It  would  suit  me  better  if 
the  hon.  gentleman  would  give  a  little  more  infor¬ 
mation  about  it.  It  foots  up  the  same  amount  as 
in  the  report,  $9,017.34. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  Signed  by  whom  ? 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  Not  signed  at  all. 

Item  agreed  to — yeas,  60  ;  nays,  39. 


•887 


[COMMONS] 


888 


H.  H.  Turner . $150  66 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  What  are  the 
circumstances  connected  with  the  Turner  case  ? 
No  dates  being  given,  I  do  not  know  exactly  how 
much  of  this  $2,444.56,  which  seems  to  have  been 
paid  extra  to  Mr.  Turner,  was  received  for  purely 
extra  work.  I  should  like  the  hon.  gentleman  to 
explain  the  circumstances  under  which  Mr.  Turner 
was  suspended. 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  Mr.  Turner  was  suspended 
immediately  after  the  evidence  closed  before  the 
Public  Accounts  Committee  last  year,  and  the  rea¬ 
son  for  his  suspension  is  contained  in  the  evidence. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.  E. I. )  What  page  ? 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  Page  64. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Whatl  wanted 
more  particularly  to  know  was  how  Mr.  Turner 
came  to  receive  so  large  a  sum  as  $2,444.56  for  extra 
work.  It  is  by  far  the  largest  sum  in  the  whole 
statement  submitted  to  the  House,  and  I  presume 
there  is  some  explanation  to  be  given  why  Mr. 
Turner  should  have  been  enabled  to  obtain  so  large 
an  amount  as  that.  Apparently  it  would  appear 
to  be  as  much  as  the  man’s  whole  salary  should 
have  amounted  to  for  live  or  six  years. 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  It  extended  over  a  number 
of  years,  I  forget  how  many.  He  had  been  in  the 
service  for  a  number  of  years  before  I  took  charge 
of  the  department.  I  do  not  know  any  of  the 
particulars  connected  with  his  service  more  than 
in  regard  to  the  other  clerks,  but  he  did  more  work 
than  any  of  the  others. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  What  is  his 
position  ? 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  He  is  in  the  Accountant’s 
Branch. 


“  How  long  has  Joseph  Wright  been  dead  ?— I  said  I 
believe  he  is  dead.  * 

“  How  long  is  it  since  he  went  to  the  old  country  ? — 
About  a  year,  I  think. 

“What  was  he  employed  at  in  the  city  while  here  ? — 
He  was  not  employed  at  anything. 

“Did  he  live  with  you?— He  did  not  live  with  me. 

“  Was  he  a  man  of  means?— Well,  no;  not  a  man  of 
any  great  means. 

“  He  must  have  had  some  way  of  living? — Yes  :  I  sup¬ 
pose  he  had.  I  only  saw  him  occasionally. 

“  How  often  did  you  used  to  see  him  ?— Not  every  often. 

“Did  he  ever  do  any  of  this  work  ?— Certainly  not,  He 
is  a  connection  of  my  first  wife’s.  He  never  did  any  of 
the  work  ;  that  is  what  suggested  it  to  me. 

“  Who  suggested  it  to  you  to  put  it  in  the  name  of  some 
other  person?— I  do  not  know. 

“  It  must  have  been  somebody  ?— I  think  the  suggestion 
came  from  Mr.  Douglas. 

“  What  Mr.  Douglas?— He  was  at  that  time  the  assist¬ 
ant  secretary  of  the  department.  I  think  the  suggestion 
came  from  him. 

“  Did  you  submit  Mr.  Douglas’s  suggestion  to  anybody  ? 

— No,  sir. 

“  Then  you  adopted  that  name  from  that  out?— Yes. 

“  Here  are  Joseph  Wright’s  cheques.  Who  signed  the 
name  on  the  backs  of  the  cheques  ?— I  did. 

“  You  put  Joseph  Wright’s  name  there? — I  did. 

“  Have  you  a  power  of  attorney  from  Joseph  Wright?— 
No. 

“  Had  you  any  authority  from  Joseph  Wright  to  do 
that?— Oh,  yes.  . 

“  You  endorsed  Joseph  Wrights  name  after  his  death  i 
—No,  sir  ;  I  do  not  know  that  he  is  dead. 

“  You  said  he  was  ?— I  said  I  believed  he  was  ;  I  had 
heard  a  report  that  he  was  dead. 

“  Do  I  understand  you  to  say  that  this  Joseph  Wright 
had  no  existence  at  all  ?— Oh,  yes  ;  at  one  time.  I  believe 
he  may  have  now. 

'  “  What  relationship  did  he  bear  to  you  ?— He  was  a  dis¬ 
tant  connection  of  my  wife’s. 

“  Did  he  do  this  work  for  you  and  you  received  the 
money  ? — I  did  the  work,  and  I  received  the  money. 

“  And  used  his  name  ?— And  used  his  name. 

“  And  subsequently  after  he  left  this  country,  you 
signed  the  name  of  Joseph  Wright  ?— Oh,  yes,  but  I  think 
only  once. 

You  say  he  left  this  country  about  a  year  and  a  halt 

I  won’t  say  exactly. 

any  of  this  work  ? — Not 


ago  ? — About  15  months  ago.  I  wo 
“  But  Joseph  Wright  did  not  do  t 


Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Then,  in  addi¬ 
tion  to  his  salary  as  a  permanent  clerk,  which  I 
suppose  might  be  about  81,000,  he  received  this 
amount  in  six  or  seven  years  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  It  is  an  average  of  $349  per 
annum. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  It  brought  his  salary  up  to 
about  $1,100. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  That  would 
be  about  50  per  cent  additional.  Was  this  a  case 
in  which  there  was  any  substitution  of  names  ? 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  We  might  as  well  have 
the  information  as  to  these  payments.  I  quote 
from  the  report  of  the  investigation  before  the  Public 
Accounts  Committee  and  from  Mr.  Turner’s  own 
evidence  as  given  at  page  9.  When  he  was  called 
and  examined,  he  said  he  kept  the  ledgers.  The 
next  question  was  : 

“There  appears  in  the  Auditor  General’s  report  an 
amount  paid  to  Joseph  Wright  for  extra  work  $237.50, 
and  I  understand  from  Mr.  Burgess,  the  Deputy  Minister, 
that  you  are  the  party  that  has  got  this  money? — Yes,  I 
got  that  money. 

“flow  did  it  come  that  you  entered  it  in  Joseph  Wright’s 
name  ? — In  the  first  place,  before  my  wife  died - 

“  Just  a  moment.  When  did  your  wife  die? — Unfortun¬ 
ately,  I  have  lost  both.  It  was  my  first  wife  who  did  the 
work,  and  after  she  died  the  name  of  Joseph  Wright  was 
substituted  for  hers.  He  went  to  the  old  country,  and  I 
believe  is  since  dead. 

“  When  did  she  die  ? — About  five  years  ago.  I  married 
again  and  lost  my  second  wife. 

“  It  was  after  your  first  wife  died  that  you  substituted 
Joseph  Wright’s  name  for  that  of  your  first  wife?— Just 
that. 


“  And  the  work  was  done  by  yourself?— I  won’t  say 
that. 

“  Who  did  the  balance  ?— The  late  balance? 

“  During  the  last  five  years  ?— I  did  it  myself. 

“  But  practically  speaking  Mr.  Joseph  Wright,  as  a 
person  doing  this  work,  had  no  existence  at  all.  You 
used  his  name  ? — Yes. 

“  When  he  went  to  the  old  country,  did  he  give  you 
permission  to  use  his  name  ? — Not  particularly. 

“  But  you  used  his  name  ? — Certainly. 

“  Who  was  Joseph  Wright ;  what  was  his  business  or 
calling?— He  was  a  school  teacher,  over  in  the  States. 

“  Was  he  not  residing  here? — No.  He  came  to  see  us 
once  or  twice. 

“During  the  whole  of  this  five  years  you  say  Wright 
visited  you  only  two  or  three  times?— Yes. 

“  And  during  the  whole  of  this  time,  Wright’s  name  has 
figured  on  the  backs  of  these  cheques?— No;  because 
there  have  been  no  cheques  issued  for  the  last  fifteen 
months.  You  have  to  take  that  period  off. 

“  You  commenced  using  Joseph  Wright’s  name  about 
five  years  ago?— Yes.  I  was  told  it  was  used  for  five 
years,  but  it  is  not  over  four  ;  it  is  only  three  and  a-half. 

“What  bank  are  those  cheques  drawn  on  ?— The  Bank 
of  Montreal. 

“  To  bearer  or  order  ?— To  order. 

“  Did  you  draw  this  money  personally? — I  drew  it  per¬ 
sonally. 

“Did  the  bank  know  you?— Ido  not  know.  They  al¬ 
ways  paid  the  cheques  ;  they  always  paid  my  salary  cheque 
too. 

“  Will  the  bank  pay  cheques  here  that  anybody  presents  : 
— I  do  not  know.  The  cheques  may  not  have  been  given 
me  at  the  same  time. 

“  Could  you  give  us  Mr.  Joseph  Wright’s  present  ad¬ 
dress  ? — I  think  so. 

“  What  is  it? — 3  Victoria  Terrace,  Liglitclilf,  near  Hali¬ 
fax,  Yorkshire,  England. 

“  I  understand  you  to  say  he  was  dead  ? — I  said  he 
might  be.  If  he  is  not  you  will  hear  from  him  at  that  ad¬ 
dress. 


Mr.  Somerville. 
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That  is  some  of  the  evidence.  I  will  not  weary 
the  House  by  reading  any  more.  This  money  was 
drawn  in  the  name  of  a  man  who  taught  school  in 
the  States  and  came  over  here  three  or  four  times 
in  live  years  and  visited  the  man  who  drew  the 
money  in  his  name,  and  during  the  whole  time  this 
man  signed  the  cheques  with  Joseph  Wright’s 
name,  presented  the  cheques  at  the  bank,  and  drew 
the  money,  amounting  to  over  $2,000.  If  this 
practice  is  worthy  of  the  commendation  of  the 
Government,  and  if  the  gentleman  who  was  guilty 
of  this  is  to  be  reinstated  in  office,  of  course  the 
Opposition  cannot  say  much  about  it.  The  Govern¬ 
ment  must  take  the  responsibility  as  they  have 
the  ruling  of  this  matter.  As  to  the  document 
which  has  been  sent  over  by  the  Ministerof  Finance, 
it  is  impossible  to  gather  any  information  from  this, 
for  the  reason  that  there  are  no  dates  given  of  the 
payments  made  to  the$e  men.  I  fancy,  from  the 
nameson  the  list,  thattheseare  thenames  of  menwho 
have  nearly  all,  I  believe  all,  drawn  money  which 
goes  to  make  up  this  sum  of  $9,017  since  1881.  If 
the  Minister  has  any  other  information  which  would 
lead  this  committee  to  understand  that  any  por¬ 
tion  of  this  money  was  paid  prior  to  1881,  I  would 
like  him  to  present  it  to  this  House,  because  I 
think  we  ought  to  be  put  in  possession  of  that 
information.  The  Finance  Minister  now  claims,  in 
opposition  to  the  statement  made  in  his  own  offi¬ 
cial  document,  that  some  of  this  money  was  paid 
prior  to  1881.  Now,  if  some  of  this  money  was  paid 
prior  to  that  date,  he  must  have  some  information 
to  lead  him  to  make  that  statement,  and  I  would 
like  him,  for  the  information  of  this  committee,  to 
give  the  name  of  any  gentleman  here  who  drew 
any  of  this  money  prior  to  the  year  1881. 

Mr.  DE  WDNE  Y.  I  can  give  you  from  recollec¬ 
tion  the  names  of  Mr.  Clayton,  Mr.  Rogers  and  Mr. 
Henry. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  I  notice  that  the  names 
of  those  parties  who  are  on  that  list  are  nearly  all 
names  of  men  who  have  been  appointed  since  1880. 
Now,  there  is  Mr.  Steers,  one  of  the  names  on  that 
list,  who  was  for  a  short  time  in  1878  taken  into 
the  department  on  account  of  his  being  in  dis¬ 
tressed  circumstances,  and  he  was  able  to  do  some 
extra  work  for  which  he  was  paid  day  by  day.  He 
was  taken  into  the  Surveyor-General’s  Branch  of 
the  public  service.  That  rule  would  not  apply  to 
him,  at  all  events. 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  Why  ? 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  Because  he  was  not  one 
of  the  permanent  civil  servants  to  whom  the  Civil 
Service  Act  would  apply.  Now,  Mr.  Rogers  is  one 
of  the  parties  mentioned  who,  the  lion,  gentlemen 
says,  received  pay  prior  to  1881.  Mr.  Rogers  was 
a  witness  before  the  Public  Accounts  Committee 
last  year,  and  I  think  he  was  questioned  with  regard 
to  that  very  matter,  and  I  think  that  his  statement 
made  before  the  committee  does  not  bear  out  that 
statement.  If  he  has  made  such  a  statement  it 
would  be  interesting  to  have  the  evidence  before 
the  commissioners  on  that  subject,  and  it  would 
be  interesting  to  know  for  what  he  was  paid. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  I  may  say  that  one  of  the 
names  mentioned  by  the  Minister  of  the  Interior 
has  been  erased  from  this  list,  that  of  Mr.  Clayton. 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  Yes,  that  was  for  the  reason 
that  he  drew  his  money  before  1881,  at  the  time 


these  were  included  in  that  memorandum.  Mr. 
Clayton,  I  think,  drew  his  in  1875,  therefore  he  did 
not  come  within#that  memorandum. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  Then  I  am  to  understand 
from  that  statement  of  the  Minister  that  his  name 
w7as  erased  from  the  document  because  he  drew  his 
money  before  1881  ? 

Mr. DEWDNEY.  Yes,  he  was  not  fined  a  month’s 
salary. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  For  the  reason  that  he 
drew  his  money  before  1881.  Were  any  of  the 
others  on  this  list  in  the  same  position  ? 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  No,  none  of  them. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  Then,  if  that  be  the  case,, 
it  must  be  evident  to  this  committee  that  Mr. 
Clayton  being  the  only  man  who  drew  this  money 
before  1881,  and  his  name  being  struck  off,  there  can 
be  no  other  names  on  this  list  who  drew'  money 
previous  to  1881. 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  They  might  have  drawn  it 
after  1881. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  That  is  precisely  what  we 
are  contending,  what  I  contended  all  along.  I  have 
always  said  that  the  Minister  of  the  Interior  is  the 
most  honest-minded  man  in  the  Government.  I 
have  admired  him,  and  although  there  were 
many  things  to  investigate  in  his  department, 
I  have  admired  his  candour.  Why,  a  session 
or  two  ago  he  got  up  and  declared  that  he  got, 
his  Geological  Report  printed  in  Montreal,  be¬ 
cause  he  could  get  it  done  cheaper  than  in  the 
Printing  Bureau.  Now,  he  has  let  the  w  hole  cat 
out  of  the  bag.  He  tells  us  that  Mr.  Clayton  was. 
struck  off  this  list  because  he  drew  his  pay  before 
1881.  Now,  the  only  deduction  to  be  drawn  from 
that  is  that  every  other  name  on  that  list  is  the 
name  of  a  person  who  drew  the  money  after  1881. 
Consequently  the  contention  that  I  advanced  some 
time  ago  that  there  was  no  money  paid,  according 
to  the  official  report  made  by  this  investigating 
committee,  from  1875  until  1881,  was  correct. 
Nowr,  if  that  deduction  can  be  drawn — and  there 
can  be  no  other—  the  statements  which  were  made 
by  the  Ministerof  Finance  were  baseless  and  ground¬ 
less,  and  not  supported  by  the  facts. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  I  think  the  committee 
ought  not  to  pass  over  unnoticed  the  paper  that 
the  Minister  of  Finance  has  laid  on  the  Table. 
That  paper  shows  according  to  the  statement  just 
now  made  by  the  Minister  of  the  Interior  as  to 
those  irregularities  beginning  about  the  year  1875, 
that  when  the  statement  wras  made  up,  between 
1875  and  1881  there  had  been  the  one  payment  to 
Mr.  Clayton,  and  that  was  a  payment  of  $50,  that 
all  the  other  payments  wTere  made  since  the  begin¬ 
ning  of  1881,  and  that  paragraph  in  the  report  relat¬ 
ing  to  irregularities  earlier  than  1881,  is  based 
upon  the  one  single  payment  to  Mr.  Clayton. 
Then  there  is  another  thing  shown,  and  that  is 
that  the  appendix  to  the  report  of  1881  is  a  correct 
statement,  both  as  to  dates  and  as  to  amounts. 
The  Minister  of  Finance  said  that  the  appendix 
to  the  report  was  erroneous,  that  the  date  must  be 
inaccurate,  that  the  commissioners,  when  they 
made  their  report,  must  have  made  a  mistake,  that 
the  House  could  not  rely  upon  the  accuracy  of 
that  statement,  and  that  lie  would  give  correct 
statements  from  the  paper  which  was  in  his  pos¬ 
session  from  which  he  said  that  appendix  had  been 


891 


[COMMON'S] 


892 


taken.  N ow  this  statement  exactly  corresponds  with 
the  appendix,  except  as  to  the  one  statement  that $50 
was  paid  to  Mr.  Clayton,  which  the  Minister  of  the 
Interior  says  is  struck  out  in  pencil,  as  we  saw  it  on 
that  paper,  because  it  was  paid  at  an  earlier  date  than 
1881.  So  we  have  now  an  opportunity  of  estimat¬ 
ing  the  whole  force  and  effect  and  meaning  of  the 
statement  that  these  irregularities  began  at  an 
earlier  period  than  1881.  The  lion,  gentleman 
gives  three  names  of  parties  that  were  in  the  de¬ 
partment  at  that  time.  I  do  not  dispute  that. 
But  the  hon.  gentleman  will  see  that  Mr.  Rogers’s 
name  and  Air.  Henry’s  name  are  not  struck  out, 
that  the  amounts  paid  them  are  not  struck  out, 
and  the  statement  in  the  appendix  to  the  report 
he  brought  down,  shows  that  payments  to  them 
were  made  in  1881,  and  subsequently  to  that  time, 
not  before,  because  if  they  had  been  made  before 
they  would  have  shared  the  same  fate  as  the  pay¬ 
ment  made  to  Mr.  Clayton. 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  No,  you  are  wrong  there, 
because  some  of  them  had  to  suffer,  and  did  not 
receive  any  money  at  all,  for  having  certified  to 
those  who  did  receive  it  irregularly. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  That  is  another  branch  of 
the  subject,  and  I  think  the  candid  statement  of  the 
Minister  ought  to  be  accepted.  He  says  that  the 
reason  this  man’s  name  was  struck  out  was  because 
he  got  his  money  before  1881.  That  proves  con¬ 
clusively  that  the  type-written  document  was  a  cor¬ 
rect  record,  notwithstanding  the  statement  that 
was  made  by  the  Minister  of  Finance. 

Air.  TAYLOR.  I  want  to  correct  a  statement 
made  by  the  hon.  member  for  Both  well  (Mr.  Alills) 
in  reference  to  Air.  Rogers.  If  he  will  look  at  page 
108  he  will  find  that  Mr.  Rogers  was  examined,  and 
Air.  Somerville  asked  this  question  : 

“  Did  you  ever  get  any  money  for  extra  work  per¬ 
formed?  Where?— I  received  extra  money  in  the  de¬ 
partment  during  21  years.” 

I  go  to  page  110  : 

“  The  custom  which  you  spoke  of,  and  which,  in  your 
opinion,  was  second  nature,  as  you  put  it,  was  it  prevail¬ 
ing  in  the  department  since  1870?— Of  giving  extra  work 
to  permanent  men  ? 

‘  Yes.— They  used  to  do  it.  I  used  to  get  extra  work  in 
the  time  of  Sir  Richard  Cartwright,  when  he  was  Minister 
of  Finance.  There  were  men  who  were  first-class  clerks 
engaged  then  in  destroying  notes.  It  was  confidential 
work.  They  would  come  on  at  7  o’clock  in  the  evening 
and  work  until  11  or  12. 

“  By  Mr.  Taylor : 

“  Did  they  draw  the  money  in  their  own  name?— Their 
own. 

“  By  Mr.  Somerville  : 

“  There  was  no  necessity  for  their  trying  to  evade  the 
law?— No;  because  it  was  not  considered  wrong.  It  was 
considered  right  for  a  man  to  improve  his  time,  just  as 
men  in  the  Civil  Service  use  their  time  for  literary  work.” 

I  read  this  to  contradict  the  statement  made  by 
the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell  (Air.  Alills)  that  Mr. 
Rogers  had  not  drawn  extra  pay.  The  fact  is  he 
did  draw  it  from  both  departments,  and  he  swore 
it  was  the  prevailing  practice  for  twenty-one 
years. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Allow  me  to 
mention  that  there  was  no  objection  to  Mr.  Rogers, 
who  was  not,  if  my  memory  serves  me,  a  clerk  in 
the  Finance  Department,  but  a  clerk  in  another 
department,  receiving  extra  pay  for  extra  work 
done  in  another  department. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  Yes. 

Air.  AIills  (Bothwell). 


Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  The  statute 
allowed  that  to  be  done.  What  was  prohibited 
was,  that  extra  work  should  be  done  by  a  clerk  in 
the  department  to  which  he  belonged.  That  was 
the  law,  which  is  a  totally  different  thing.  It  was 
the  practice  and  the  legal  practice  that  a  clerk 
who  belonged  to  one  department  could  do  extra 
work  in  another  department.  The  prohibition  ex¬ 
tended  to  clerks  being  paid  for  extra  work  in  their 
own  department,  and  Air.  Rogers  did  n*t  violate 
the  Act. 

Air.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  That  it  was  the  law 
and  that  it  was  right  and  proper  is  perfectly 
obvious.  What  was  the  reason  of  the  law  ?  The 
reason  of  the  prohibition  which  prevailed  against 
a  man  undertaking  to  obtain  extra  work  in  his 
department  was  to  prevent  him  remaining  idle 
during  the  hours  when  he  should  be  employed  in 
order  that  he  might  find  extra  work  after  hours. 
That  can  be  established  b'eyond  all  controversy  and 
has  been  the  practice  in  some  of  the  departments. 
The  employment  of  a  man  after  hours  in  a  depart¬ 
ment  to  which  he  does  not  belong  was  no  inter¬ 
ference  with  the  policy  of  the  law,  because  it  did 
not  affect  the  work  in  the  department  of  which  he 
was  a  regular  clerk. 

Air.  TAYLOR.  Then  Air.  Rogers  was  in  the 
Department  of  the  Interior,  a  permanent  clerk 
there.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  will  look  at  page  111, 
he  will  find  what  Air.  Rogers  stated  in  his  evid¬ 
ence  : 

“  By  Mr.  Paterson  ( Brant )  : 

“  Was  the  account  made  out  in  your  own  name  or  any¬ 
body  else’sin  the  time  of  Sir  Richard  Cartwright?— There 
was  just  a  pay  sheet. 

“  Was  the  pay  sheet  signed  in  your  name,  or  was  it 
signed  in  the  name  of  some  person  else  ?— I  do  not  think 

so. 

“  Do  you  believe  that  prior  to  the  passing  of  the  Civil 
Service  Act  any  extra  work  you  did  was  paid  for  in  the 
name  of  any  other  person  ?— It  may  have  been.  I  did  not 
get  any  in  my  department  since.  It  was  only  subsequent 
to  the  death  of  my  brother  in  the  North-West. 

“  Why  did  you  say  this  custom  grew  out  of  a  custom 
which  had  prevailed  in  the  department  prior  to  the  pass¬ 
ing  of  the  Act?— I  think  I  stated  what  was  quite  right— 
that  in  the  time  of  Mr.  Mills  I  did  one  or  two  little  jobs 
and  got  paid  for  them,  but  not  in  my  own  name. 

“  You  did  work  in  the  time  of  Mr.  Mills  and  were  paid, 
not  in  your  own  name  ?— Yes  ;  I  was  paid  in  the  name  of 
my  sister-in-law.  She  was  helping  me.” 

Mr.  SOA1ERAHLLE.  Read  on. 

Hr.  TAYLOR.  If  any  hon.  gentleman  wishes 
anything  further  read  he  can  read  it. 

Mr.  SOAIERAHLLE.  If  the  hon.  member  for 
Leeds  (Mr.  Taylor)  will  not  read  it,  I  will  do  so. 
This  is  a  continuation  of  the  evidence,  right  after 
that  read  by  the  hon.  gentleman  : 

“By  Mr.  Barron: 

“  In  the  case  of  Mrs.  Mills  she  did  extra  work?— Yes ; 
we  both  did  the  work. 

“  And  it  was  in  her  name  the  account  was  put?— Yes; 
it  was  work  for  the  Ordnance  Lands  Office. 

“  At  that  time  there  was  no  law  against  that  sort  of 
thing?— I  never  followed  that  sort  of  thing. 

‘  ‘  When  you  say  the  custom  was  kept  up,  the  same  custom 
as  formerly,  that  is  not  exactly  the  case  ? — I  think  you 
misunderstood  me.  I  said  there  was  not  a  custom  at  all 
allowing  permanent  clerks  to  get  extra  work.  Of  course, 
there  might  be  a  number  of  cases,  but  I  could  not  answer 
for  them. 

“  When  permanent  clerks  got  extra  work  they  got  paid 
for  it  in  their  own  names  in  Mr.  Mills’s  time  ? — Yes. 

”  Not  in  anybody  else’s  name?— No. 

“  Did  you  never  see  the  statute  upon  this?— I  read  it; 
but  it  did  not  interest  me  very  much. 

That  puts  another  light  on  the  subject  altogether. 
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Mr.  TAYLOR.  The  lion,  member  for  Botli- 
well  (Mr.  Mills)  said  a  clerk  could  do  work  only 
for  another  department,  but  this  Mr.  Rogers  was  a 
permanent  clerk  in  his  department  and  he  did  the 
work,  according  to  his  evidence. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Both well).  If  the  hon.  gentleman 
will  look  at  Mr.  Rogers’s  testimony  again,  he  will 
see  that  this  man  did  not  pretend  to  say  that  he  got 
work  out  of  this  department,  or  that  work  was 
given  to  him  surreptitiously  or  fraudulently.  He 
said  that  his  sister-in-law  got  work  and  he  assisted 
her  in  getting  that  work.  The  Minister  of 
Justice  shakes  his  head,  but  that  was  Mr.  Rogers’s 
statement  made  immediately  after  the  committee 
rose  on  the  day  after  testimony  was  given.  I  asked 
Mr.  Somerville  to  have  Mr.  Rogers  called  and  re* 
examined  on  the  subject.  It  was  not  done  ;  but 
I  venture  to  say  that  if  Mr.  Rogers  were  called  to¬ 
day  and  told  the  truth,  he  could  not  testify  to  any¬ 
thing  else  than  the  work  taken  out  to  which  he 
referred  was  work  obtained  by  another  party,  and 
whether  he  assisted  or  not  in  doing  the  work  is  a 
matter  about  which  the  department  could  know 
nothing.  That  there  was  any  intention  on  the  part 
of  Mr.  Meredith,  who  was  deputy  of  the  depart¬ 
ment,  to  give  out  work  to  a  clerk  under  another 
name  than  his  own,  or  to  other  than  a  clerk  who 
was  not  entitled  to  receive  it,  I  do  not  believe  ;  and 
the  testimony  of  Mr.  Rogers  does  not  establish  any 
such  proposition.  t 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  The  testimony  of  Mr. 
Rogers  is  here  ;  the  questions  were  asked  by  the 
hon.  member  for  Leeds  (Mr.  Taylor)  himself,  I 
will  read  them  to  show  that  the  statement  made  by 
the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills)  is  per¬ 
fectly  correct.  At  page  111,1  find  the  following : — 

“  By  Mr.  Taylor  : 

“  I  understood  you,  whether  correctly  or  incorrectly,  to 
say  that  during  the  time  of  Mr.  Mills  you  had  done  some 
work  in  which  your  sister-in-law  assisted  you  ?— -And  got 
paid— yes. 

In  whose  name  was  it  paid? — I  got  the  pay  in  her 
own  name,  as  well  as  my  memory  serves  me. 

“  By  the  Chairman:  % 

“  I  understood  you  to  say  that  the  work  Avas  done  jointly 
by  you  two,  but  it  was  paid  in  the  name  of  your  sister-in- 
law? — We  both  did  the  work  and  it  was  pay  for  her  for 
work  we  did. 

“  By  Mr.  McGregor  : 

“  She  got  the  money,  did  she  not?— Yes.” 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Go  on,  read. 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  I  will  go  on  and  read  : 

“  By  Mr.  Bowell : 

“  You  got  the  work  for  your  sister-in-law,  you  assisted 
her  in  doing  it,  she  drew  the  money  for  the  work  which 
the  two  of  you  did  in  your  own  house  ? — Certainly. 

“  By  Mr.  Chapleau  : 

“  The  work  was  for  her  ?— Yes. 

“  And  you  said  that  in  a  certain  manner  the  extras 
were  to  compensate  you  for  your  brother  being  killed  in 
the  North-West?— We  had  a  great  deal  of  trouble  and 
lpss  and  expense.  I  acknowledge  that  I  merely  used  my 
sister-in-law’s  name,  because, according  to  custom,  I  could 
not  get  it  otherwise ;  but  I  did  the  work,  and  I  would 
have  made  it  out  in  my  own  name,  but  it  was  not  the  cus¬ 
tom,  and  probably  the  Auditor  General  would  not  have 
allowed  it  to  pass.” 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell)..  Why,  Mr.  Chairman, 
that  refers  to  the  time  of  the  hon.  gentleman  him¬ 
self.  Mr.  Rogers  was  killed  in  the  North-West  in 
1885,  and  the  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  areresponsi 
ble  as  the  Minister  of  the  Interior  proves. 


,  Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  So,  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  it  appears  that  the  work  that  was  done  in 
my  hon.  friend  from  Bothwell’s  time,  was  done  by 
a  lady  and  she  got  the  money.  The  work  that 
was  done  in  the  time  of  the  present  Minister  of  the 
Interior  was  done  improperly  by  this  party  and 
put  in  a  lady’s  name.  The  irregularity  occurred 
under  the  present  Minister  of  Interior  as  he  himself 
shows,  and  not  in  the  time  of  my  hon.  friend  from 
Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills).  I  will  just  read  the  clause 
so  that  there  can  be  no  mistake  about  it.  The  clause 
as  it  existed  at  the  time  is  this. 

“  No  allowance  or  compensation  shall  be  made  for  any 
extra  service  whatever  which  any  officer  or  clerk  may  be 
required  to  perform  .in  the  department  to  which  he 
belongs.” 

The  statute,  I  believe,  was  subsequently  altered, 
and  for  reason,  and  at  the  time  that  Mr.  Rogers 
did  work,  which  he  alludes  to  and  got  extra  pay, 
he  was  perfectly  within  the  law  and  had  a  right 
to  do  it. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  The  evidence  proves 
the  case  of  Rogers  to  be  just  like  the  other  case  ; 
his  getting  work  for  his  sister-in-law,  they  doing 
work  together,  and  he  drawing  it  in  another’s  name. 
However,  I  do  not  see  any  relevancy  to  the  vote 
in  all  this  discussion. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I. )  I  agree  with  the  Minister 
of  Justice  that  it  has  no  relevancy  to  the  vote,  but 
I  cannot  help  giving  my  thanks  to  the  Minister  of 
the  Interior  for  being  so  honest  and  candid  again. 
He  removed  the  doubt  which  the  hon.  member  for 
Brant  (Mr.  Somerville)  was  trying  to  assert,  as  to 
some  irregularity  having  occurred  during  the  Mac¬ 
kenzie  Administration.  The  Minister  of  the  Interior 
comes  forward  and  satisfies  the  committee  that  it 
was  not  done  in  the  time  of  my  hon.  friend  from 
Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills)  and  he  says  :  “  No,  it  was 
done  in  my  own  time.  ”  As  far  as  the  vote  before 
the  committee  is  concerned  the  evidence  has  been 
read  from  by  my  hon.  friend  from  Brant  (Mr. 
Somerville)  and  I  can  see  very  little  difference 
between  the  conduct  of  the  gentleman  for 
whom  this  vote  is  asked  and  the  conduct 
of  Mr.  Pereira  which  was  discussed  in  the 
earlier  part  of  the  evening.  Mr.  Turner  was  not 
guilty  of  the  irregularity  simply  of  doing  extra 
work  at  extra  hours.  If  that  had  been  permitted 
by  the  superiors  of  the  department,  I  think  the 
subordinates  ought  not  to  be  punished,  and  I  think 
that  if  that  had  been  his  only  offence,  the  withholding 
of  a  month’s  -pay  would  perhaps  be  sufficient  pun¬ 
ishment  under  the  circumstances.  The  facts  are 
that  this  gentleman  not  only  did  extra  work  but 
that  he  did  it  in  the  name  of  a  man  whom  he 
believed  to  be  dead.  He  made  out  the  account  in 
a  dead  man’s  name,  received  money  from  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  under  false  pretenses,  and  endorsed  the 
cheque  in  a  dead  man’s  name. 

Mr.  TAYLOR.  The  evidence  does  not  prove  it. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  He  said  the  man  was 
dead,  but  he  was  not  sure. 

Mr.  WALLACE.  Mr.  Nelson  swore  positively 
that  when  he  used  his  name  that  he  was  still  alive. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  You  have  got  the  wrong 
man,  it  is  not  Nelson  at  all. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I. )  Turner,  in  his  evidence 
said  : 
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“  You  endorsed  Joseph  Wright’s  name  when  he  was 
dead  ?— No,  sir,  I  did  not  know  he  was  dead. 

“  You  said  he  was  ?  —I  said  I  believed  he  was. 

So  he  made  up  the  account  in  the  name  of  a  man 
whom  he  swears  he  believed  to  be  dead,  there¬ 
fore  he  received  the  money  under  false  pretenses. 
His  conduct  is  just  as  bad  as  the  conduct  of  the 
officer  who  has  been  already  pronounced  against 
from  this  side  of  the  House. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  The  principle  involved  in  this 
item  is  worthy  the  consideration  of  the  House.  I 
contend  that  in  the  face  of  the  evidence  that  was 
brought  before  the  Committee  on  Public  Accounts, 
showing  that  he  had  drawn  money  in  the  name  of 
a  man  whom  he  believed  to  be  dead,  proved  that 
there  was  fraud.  If  a  man  will  jeopardize  his  posi* 
tion  by  lending  himself  to  such  a  questionable  trans¬ 
action  as  has  been  clearly  proven  out  of  his  own 
mouth,  he  is  not  fit  to  be  in  the  Civil  Service  of 
the  country.  To  reinstate  him  is  bad  enough,  but 
to  grant  him  a  salary  with  the  exception  of  one 
month’s  pay,  is  something  which  this  House  should 
not  endorse.  After  the  revelations  which  were 
brought  out  in  the  investigations  last  year,  and 
after  the  indignation  expressed  throughout  the 
country,  I  cannot  understand  that  we  can  so  forget 
our  duty  to  the  people  as  to  condone  fraud  at 
the  first  meeting  of  Parliament,  and  pass  such  a 
vote  as  this  now  submitted  to  us. 

Mr.  TAYLOR.  I  do  not  want  Mr.  Turner, 
whom  I  know  very  well,  to  lie  under  the  imputa¬ 
tion  that  he  used  a  dead  man’s  name,  knowing  him 
to  be  dead.  If  you  look  at  page  10  of  the  evidence, 
you  will  find  that  Mr.  Turner,  referring  to  his  wife, 
swore  this  : 

“  When  did  she  die  ?— About  five  years  ago.  I  married 
again  and  lost  my  second  wife. 

“  It  was  after  your  first  wife  died  that  you  substituted 
Joseph  Wright’s  name  for  that  of  your  first  wife  ?— Just 

“  How  long  has  Joseph  Wright  been  dead?-— I  said  I 
believed  he  is  dead. 

“  How  long  is  it  since  he  went  to  the  old  counti-y  ? — 
About  a  year,  I  think.” 

Then  on  page  1 1  he  said  : 

“  Who  certifies  your  accounts  now  ? — Since  the  scrip 
ceased,  there  have  been  none.  I  have  received  none  of 
this  extra  work  for  the  past  15  or  18  months.  I  have 
never  received  a  dollar  extra  since  then.” 

So  that  he  had  no  account  for  the  previous  fifteen 
or  eighteen  months,  and  it  was  a  year  previous 
that  Mr.  Wright  had  gone  to  the  old  country,  and 
he  had  since  heard  that  he  was  dead.  Y  et  the 
statement  is  made  that  Mr.  Turner-had  signed  the 
name  of  a  man  whom  he  believed  to  be  dead. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.  I.)  Will  the  hon.  gentleman 
explain  to  the  committee  where  is  the  legal  or  moral 
difference  between  drawing  money  in  the  name  of 
a  man  who  is  dead  and  drawing  it  in  the  name  of  a 
man  who  is  alive  ?  Is  not  the  false  representation 
the  same  ?  This  man  obtained  money  under  false 
pretenses  by  falsely  representing  to  the  Govern¬ 
ment  that  a  certain  man  named  Joseph  Wright  had 
done  a  certain  work,  and  he  received  a  cheque  made 
payable  to  Joseph  Wright  for  that  work  and  en¬ 
dorsed  that  cheque.  Whether  Joseph  Wright  was 
dead  or  alive  does  not  affect  the  offence  of  evading 
the  rules  of  the  department  by  using  a  third  party’s 
name  and  obtaining  money  under  false  pretenses  ; 
and  now  you  are  going  to  condone  it. 

Mr.  TAYLOR.  He  says,  in  his  evidence,  that 
Mr.  Douglas  asked  him  to  substitute  this  name,  and 
Mr.  Davies  (P.E. I.) 


in  reply  to  the  hon.  Minister  of  Finance,  he  gave 
this  evidence  : 

“  Did  you  sign  Joseph  Wright’s  name  to  these  cheques  ? 
— Certainly. 

“  And  with  his  consent?— And  with  his  consent. 

“  Although  you  have  no  written  power  of  attorney  ?— 
No.” 

So  that  he  had  the  assent  of  Mr.  Wright  to  sign 
the  ^cheques. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  Will  the  hon.  gentleman 
read  question  162  : 

“  When  he  went  to  the  old  country,  did  he  give  you  per¬ 
mission  to  use  his  name  ? — .Not  particularly. 

“  But  you  used  his  name  ?— Certainly.” 

Mr.  TAYLOR.  If  you  look  at  the  former  part 
of  his  evidence,  you  will  see  that  Mr.  Wright  went 
to  the  old  country  about  a  year  previous,  and  Mr. 
Turner  had  not  got  work  for  about  eighteen  months. 

Item  agreed  to — yeas,  26  ;  nays,  23. 

To  meet  expenditure  for  rates,  taxes, 
insurance,  ground  rent,  Ac.,  of  the 
official  residence,  and  income  tax 
on  the  High  Commissioner’s  salary  $1,200 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Highly  objec¬ 
tionable.  This  gentleman  has  not  been  acting  as 
High  Commissioner  at  all.  He  has  been  acting 
simply  and  solely  as  heeler  and  stumper  in  Canada 
for  the  benefit  of  a  political  party,  and  we  ought 
not  to  be  asked  to  pay  rates,  taxes,  insurance, 
ground  rent,  income  tax  or  anything  else  for  a 
man  who  was  not  in  England  and  was  not  doing 
his  duty  as  High  Commissioner.  I  object  in  toto 
to  the  item. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Roth well).  I  think  we  require  some 
explanation  with  regard  to  this.  Is  there  not  a 
fixed  sum  voted  for  this  purpose,  I  think  $4,000, 
out  of  which  the  High  Commissioner  is  supposed 
to  pay  his  own  expenses? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  No. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  My  recollection  is  that 
he  was  to  receive  a  salary  of  $10,000  a  year,  which 
the  Government  practically  increased  to  $12,000  a 
year,  and  he  was  to  refeeive  $4,000  a  year  to  cover 
all  other  expenses,  including  those  here  specially 
referred  to.  Now',  it  is  proposed  practically  to 
increase  those  extra  charges  from  $4,000  to  $5,200. 
These  are  charges  which  the  High  Commissioner 
had  to  meet  before  ;  and  if  I  remember  rightly  we 
have  a  statement  in  the  Public  Accounts  showing 
that  the  High  Commissioner  received  $10  a  day 
and  travelling  expenses  for  canvassing  for  hon. 
gentlemen  and  their  friends  in  this  country  instead 
of  being  in  England  discharging  his  duties.  It  does 
seem  to  me  a  monstrous  course  to  adopt  towards 
an  officer  occupying  the  position  of  High  Commis¬ 
sioner.  If  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  think  the  High 
Commissioner  is  not  adequately  paid,  they  ought 
to  have  come  down  and  stated  that  to  the  House, 
and  asked  for  an  increase  in  his  salary. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  With  his  usual  accuracy  my 
hon.  friend  has  stated  this  w-as  never  paid  before 
by  the  Government  but  always  by  the  High  Com¬ 
missioner  out  of  his  salary.  Unhappily  for  the 
hon.  gentleman  the  facts  of  the  case  show  the 
contrary.  This  amount  has  never  been  paid  out  of 
the  salary  of  the  High  Commissioner  but  has  always 
been  paid  by  the  Government.  The  vote  is  here 
because  the  amount  has  been  allowed  to  lap  over 
from  year  to  year,  and  I  ask  this  vote  now  in  order 
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that  we  may  not  continue  as  before  paying  last 
year’s  debt  with  this  year’s  appropriation. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  find  under 
the  head  of  “  Civil  Government,”  1891-92,  item  24, 
the  following: — 

“  Contingencies,  rent  and  insurance  on  office,  income 
tax,  fuel,  light,  stationery,  &c.,  and  amount— $2,000—  re" 
quired  towards  the  contingent  expenses  (water,  light,  fuel' 
carriage-hire,  cabs  and  railway  fares,  of  the  High  Com¬ 
missioner,  and  $1,200  for  contingencies,  rates,  taxes,  insur¬ 
ance,  ground  rent,  &c.,  of  the  official  residence,  including 
income  tax,  $10,050.” 

Now  the  hon.  gentleman  has  $10,059  already  voted 
for  this  year  and  he  asks  $1,200  more. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  That  exactly  carries  out  my 
statement. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  $10,050  is 
ample  for  all  purposes.  It  is  a  perfectly  monstrous 
job.  We  give  this  gentleman  $10,000  ;  we  provide 
him  with  a  residence,  the  furnishing  of  which 
costs  $40,000  or  over  ;  we  have  been  paying  him 
for  contingencies  of  one  kind  or  another  $10,000, 
which  makes  $20,000,  besides  the  interest  on  $40,- 
000,  or  about  $22,000  a  year.  It  is  perfectly  mon¬ 
strous,  particularly  in  viewr  of  the  charges  made 
during  last  election,  and  in  view  of  the  fafct  that 
he  is  only  in  London  attending  his  duties  about 
half  the  year.  I  do  not  regard  the  hon.  gentleman’s 
explanation  as  at  all  satisfactory,  because  the  sum 
of  $10,050  is  ample,  and  the  extra  sum  of  $1,200 
entirely  unnecessary. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  After  we  have  had  this  general 
statement,  suppose  we  return  to  the  question 
raised  by  my  hon.  friend  from  Bothwell.  The 
statement  read  from  the  Estimates  bears  out  ex¬ 
actly  my  opinion.  For  a  number  of  the  preceding- 
years  the  $1,200  has  been  paid  out  of  the  succeed¬ 
ing  year’s  vote.  The  vote  of  $1,200,  for  instance, 
taken  for  1891-92  went  to  pay  the  $1,200  which 
should  have  been  paid  out  of  the  preceding  year’s 
vote,  and  now  I  am  asking  this  amount  in  order 
that  we  may  pay  this  year’s  rates,  &c. ,  out  of  this 
year’s  vote. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  I  quite  understand  the 
hon.  gentleman.  This  has  been  going  on  for  years,  and 
the  fact  is,  practically,  that  we  are  voting  $1 ,200  to 
Sir  Charles  Tupper  for  rates  of  some  years  away 
back  which  it  was  not  then  the  intention  of  Par¬ 
liament  should  be  paid  by  us.  The  first  vote  of 
this  amount,  which  was  evidently  intended  to  meet 
the  expenditure  falling  due  in  that  year,  was  devoted 
instead  to  the  preceding  year,  and  now  we  are 
asked  to  give  a  double  vote  in  order  to  pay  for  a 
year  during  which  Parliament  never  intended  that 
sum  should  be  paid. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  No  doubt  when  the 
Government  adopted  the  principle  of  paying  these 
contingencies  by  an  allowance  of  $1,200,  the 
money  was  applied  to  a  previous  year  for  which  no 
provision  had  been  made,  and  now  the  Government 
come  down  and  ask  $1,200,  not  to  pay  for  1892- 
93,  because  that  is  already  provided  for  in  the 
$10,000,  but  some  previous  years,  although  it  was 
never  intended  that  such  payment  should  be  made. 
The  hon.  gentleman  knows  that  if  Sir  Charles 
Tupper  took  money  to  pay  a  previous  year’s  rates, he 
applied  it  to  a  purpose  for  which  Parliament  had 
not  voted  and  that  has  been  going  on  for  a  series  of 
years,  and  the  hon.  gentleman  now  practically  pro¬ 


years  old.  It  seems  to  me  that  the  office,  even  if 
it  were  closely  attended  to,  is  not  worth  the 
amount  which  the  people  are  called  upon  to  pay. 
The  Pligli  Commissioner  has  taken  the  stump  in 
this  country  to  advocate* the  cause  of  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  opposite.  He  has  received  money  for  these 
contingencies,  the  payment  of  which  coidd  only  be 
justified  on  the  assumption  that  he  is  in  England 
discharging  his  duties  marked  out  by  law,  but,  in¬ 
stead,  he  has  been  here  defending  the  cause  of  the 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  travelling  from  point  to 
point,  and  receiving  a  salary,  and,  in  addition, 
travelling  expenses  and  $10  a  day.  A  more  mon¬ 
strous  proceeding,  I  venture  to  say,  has  not  been 
recorded  in  the  history  of  the  country. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  What  amount  of  in¬ 
come  is  taxed  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  suppose  his  income  of  $10,000 
as  High  Commissioner.  I  will  find  that  out. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  We  ought  to  know 
that,  because  we  cannot  be  called  upon  to  pay  the 
tax  on  a  private  income.  It  is  very  important  that 
the  House  should  know  what  the  rate  is. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  will  get  that. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  I  thought  the  Minis¬ 
ter  would  have  had  it  before  he  made  this  proposal. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  had  it,  but  I  do  not  carry  it 
round  with  me. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  You  ought  to  carry  it 
here. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  see  that  last  year  the 
amount  of  $250  was  entered  as  income  tax.  That 
is  about  £50  sterling.  It  is  right  the  committee 
should  know  what  amount  of  income  that  is  for. 
Sir  Charles  Tupper  may  have  a  very  much  larger 
amount  of  income  than  what  he  receives  from  us, 
and  it  is  not '  right  that  we  should  pay  the  income 
tax  on  £40,000  or  £50,000  a  year. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  I  should  like  to  know  if 
the  Finance  Minister  accepts  the  explanation  from 
this  side  of  the  House  in  regard  to  this  vote.  He 
tried  to  make  it  plain  that  this  vote  was  for  certain 
things  to  which  he  alluded,  but  afterwards  it  was 
shown  clearly  that  it  was  to  pay  certain  arrears  of 
taxes  and  other  matters  which  had.  not  been  voted 
and  which  this  House  did  not  intend  to  pay.  If 
this  is  the  case  the  committee  ought  to  be  put  in 
possession  of  the  information.  If  we  are  to  pay 
Sir  Charles  Tupper  $1,200  for  taxes  which  the 
House  did  not  intend  should  be  paid  out  of  the 
public  treasury,  we  should  know  the  reason  for  it. 
I  think  as  far  as  the  High  Commissioner’s  office  is 
concerned,  we  pay  an  enormous  amount.  During 
the  discussion  last  year,  the  Finance  Minister  said 
he  would  take  into  his  serious  consideration  the 
propriety  of  adding  the  allowance  of  $2,000,  wdiicli 
is  given  to  Sir  Charles  Tupper  in  addition  to  his 
$10,000  salary,  to  the  salary  where  it  ought  to 
appear,  because  the  salary  is  really  $12,000  instead 
of  $10,000.  I  think  the  High  Commissioner  re¬ 
ceives  a  great  deal  of  consideration  from  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  of  this  country.  We  have  evidence  of 
that  in  the  fact  that  Sir  Charles  Tupper  was  sent 
for  to  come  out  to  this  country  post-haste  in  order  to 
assist  in  the  general  election  here,  and  he  was  paid 
handsomely  for  his  services  to  the  Conservative 
party  during  that  election.  For  travel  alone,  from 
28th  January  to  15th  April,  he  was  paid  for  78 
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days  at  $10  a  day,  $780.  Then  there  was  his  fare 
from  Liverpool  to  New  York,  $243.33  ;  fare  fiom 
New  York  to  London,  $250;.  other  expenses, 
details  not  given,  $266.65,  totalling  up,  $1,539.98. 

I  think  we  treat  our  High  Commissioner  too  liber¬ 
ally  altogether.  For  a  young  country  like  this,  1 
think  we  cannot  afford  to  go  on  incurring  these 
expenses  year  after  vear  to  add  to  the  comfort  and 
convenience  of  Sir  Charles  Tupper,  who  has  not 
been  a  faithful  representative  of  this  country  m 
England  at  all,  because  if  he  were  he  would  remain 
there  and  discharge  his  duties  and  not  come  here 
and  take  an  active  interest  in  party  politics  m 
order  to  keep  in  place  and  power  the  men  who 
ought  to  be  his  masters,  but  whose  master  he  is, 
and  who  keep  him  in  his  office  in  England  where 
he  receives  immense  sums  of  money  which  lie 
knows  how  to  wring  out  of  the  Government  of  tne 
country  because  he  has  rendered  them  great 
services  in  coming  out  here  when  there  is  a  gen¬ 
eral  election.  This  is  not  the  kind^  of  man  who 
should  be  our  High  Commissioner.  We  should  have 
a  man  who  would  be  above  being  influenced  by  party 
politics,  a  man  who  would  look  after  the  commer¬ 
cial  interests  of  the  country  and  who  would  do  his 
duty  to  both  parties.  Six  Charles  Tupper  is  not 
the  servant  of  the  Government.  He  is  the  servant 
of  the  people  of  this  country,  and  he  should  do 
what  he  is  paid  to  do,  and  not  come  here  to.  per¬ 
form  the  duties  of  a  citizen  and  make  the  country 
pay  his  travelling  and  other  expenses,  in  order  that 
he  may  add  to  the  popularity  of  the  Conservative 
party  and  keep  in  place  and  powder  the  men  who 
vote  the  money  of  the  people  for  his  and  then 
benefit.  I  think  this  outrage  should  be  stopped,  and 
I  suppose  the  Government  will  continue  to  serve 
Sir  Charles  Tupper  in  the  future  as  in  the  past,  be¬ 
cause  he  has  served  them  and  is  so  anxious,  for  a 
consideration  of  $10  a  day  and  travelling  expenses, 
to  leave  his  office  in  London,  where-  he  is  paid  by 
this  country  to  discharge,  his  duties,  and  to  come 
to  Canada'  to  assist  the  Conservative  party.  I 
think  there  should  be  more  honour  in  the  Conser¬ 
vative  party  than  to  continue  that.  I  do  not  believe 
that  there  is  any  honesty  left  in  that  party,  llieie 
is  more  honour  and  more  honesty  in  the  Liberal 
party  than  to  tolerate  anything  of  that  kind,  and, 
if  the  Conservative  party  had  a  spark  of  honesty 
in  them,  they  would  not  continue  to  pay  this 
man  for  services  which  he  has  not  rendered  and 
which  their  own  books  show;-  have  not  been  ren¬ 
dered.  He  is  paid  $12,000  a  year  to  discharge  those 
duties  in  England,  and  yet  he  spends  nearly  a 
quarter  of  a  year  in  Canada  in  electioneering,  and 
the  people  of  Canada  have  to  pay  his  travelling 
expenses  and  $10  a  day  because  he  chooses  to  come 
here  and  work  for  the  Conservative  party.  I  say 
that  no  party  should  be  guilty  of  such  contemptible 
conduct  as  this.  The  Government  should  be 
ashamed  of  their  action  in  this  matter,  and  for 
paying  this  money  to  Sir  Charles  Tupper,  when 
they  know  it  is  dishonest  for  them  to  put  theii 
hands  into  the  public  treasury  and  pay  him  for  ser¬ 
vices  he  does  not  render  to  the  country  but  simply 
to  the  party  that  keeps  him  where  he  is. 


Mr.  SPROULE.  If  lie  was  instrumental  in  keep¬ 
ing  the  Government  out  of  the  hands  of  people  like 
that,  he  would  be  worth  ten  times  the  money. 


Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  think  this  charge  is  un¬ 
justifiable.  Sir  Charles  Tupper  gets  $12,000  a  year, 
Mr.  Somerville. 


and  he  is  allowed  for  his  cabin  fare  from  Liverpool 
to  New7  York,  and  from  New7  York  to  London. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  rise  to  a  point  of  order.  We 
are  not  discussing  contingencies  and  travelling 
expenses,  w7e  are  discussing  the  item  of  $1,200. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  My  lion,  friend  is  per¬ 
fectly  in  order.  He  is  pointing  out  wdiy  this 
appropriation  should  not  be  made,  and  one  of  the 
reasons  why  it  should  not  be  made  is  that  Sir 
Charles  Tapper  was  not  in  England  but  in  this 
country,  and  therefore  should  not  be  paid  for  the 
time  he  was  absent  from  his  duty . 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  If  you  are  paying  Sir 
Charles  Tapper’s  contingencies  in  London,  we  have 
a  right  to  enquire  w7hether  he  w7as  in  attendance  in 
London  or  not.  He  has  received  at  the  hands  of 
this  country  $10  a  day  for  extra  salary  because  it 
was  nothing  else  but  extra  salary  and  then  when 
he  conies  to  this  country  his  passage  money  is  paid 
and  his  fare  is  paid  to  go  back  to  London  ;  and 
in  addition  to  that,  for  items  that  were  not 
accounted  for  at  all,  he  gets  $266  ;  and  he  gets  $10 
a  day  besides  that.  Now,  that  shows  that  he  is 
getting  a  double  salary,  and  we  are  voting  at  the 
same  time  $1,200  to  coyer  contingencies  with  regard 
to  his  residence  in  London  w'hen,  during  three 
months’  time,  he  was  not  there  at  all.  I  notice  in 
looking  over  these  items  voted  to  the  High  Com¬ 
missioner  that  it  is  necessary  to  search  the  Audi¬ 
tor  General’s  Report  from  beginning  to  end.  Last 
year  he  w7as  entered  as  having  received  a  sum 
under  the  head  of  immigration  ;  lie  was  entered  as 
having  received  an  allowance  under  the  head  of 
commercial  agent ;  in  another  place  he  w  as  entered 
as  having  received  a  sum  in  connection  with  a 
mission  to  Japan,  or  some  other  place.  Now7,  I 
think  it  would  be  much  better  if  tlm  Minister  of 
Finance  would  include  all  these  items  in  the  salary 
of  Sir  Charles  Tupper,  and  if  it  is  to  be  made 
$15,000,  why  make  it  that,  and  let  him  pay  his 
own  taxes,  house-rent,  servants,  the  disinfecting  o 
his  house,  and  everything  of  that  kind.  V\  e  are  . 
asked  to  vote  items  from  time  to  time  and 
duplicate  them.  I  suppose  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  did  not  want  to  bring  them  before 
the  House  at  the  proper  time,  and  he  has 
been  allowed  to  play  ducks  and  drakes  with  tlie 
money  voted  by  this  House,  and  now  w7e  are  asked 
again  to  revote  a  sum  that  has  long  been  past  and 
spent. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  When  this  Parlia¬ 
ment  sends  a  gentleman  to  England  to  represent 
Canada,  it  is  expected  that  he  shall  be  treated  m  . 
a  manner  befitting  his  high  position,  and  the  1 
dignity  of  this  country.  Parliament,  in  its  wisdom, 
has  determined  what  amount  would  *  be  requisite 
for  the  purpose,  and  it  has  increased  the  original 
amount,  so  that  no  fault  can  be  found  with  respect 
to  that.  We  come,  then,  to  consider  the  question 
of  what  you  are  going  to  grant  supplementary  to 
that,  something  that  was  not  contemplated,  some¬ 
thing  that  Parliament  has  never  declared  to  be 
necessary,  because  if  the  salary  of  the  High  Com¬ 
missioner  is  insufficient,  it  should  be  raised.  1  ie 
fact  that  it  has  never  been  proposed  by  the 
Ministers  to  raise  it,  is  proof  that  in.  their  judg- 
ment  the  salary  is  adequate  to  maintain  the  office 
as  we  w7ould  like  to  see  it  maintained.  W .hat  t  ie 

Opposition  take  exception  to  now7  are  such  items  as 
are  now  before  the  committee.  This  amount  has 
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been  included  in  the  past  year  as  an  amount 
supplementary  to  the  salary,  and  now  in  addition 
to  that,  without  any  reason  being  given-  why  it 
should  be  done,  we  are  asked  to  duplicate  this  year 
a  vote  of  $1,200  for  ground  rent  and  income. 
There  is  no  use  in  trying  to  look  at  it  in  any  other 
way.  The  explanation  of  the  Minister  that 
one  year  has  been  lapsing  after  another,  does 
not  change  the  fact  at  all.  The  fact  remains 
"that  if  there  has  been  a  lapse  from  year  to  year,  it 
only  demonstrates  that  in  the  first  year  it  was  not 
the  intention  of  Parliament  to  pay  this  sum,  and  if 
Sir  Charles  Tupper  used  the  money  voted  in  sub¬ 
sequent  years  and  so  applied  it  when  Parliament 
did  not  say  it  was  to  be  granted,  he  was  not  apply¬ 
ing  it  to  the  right  purpose.  So  it  is  impossible  to 
view  it  in  any  other  light  than  that  this  $1,200  is 
^another  $1,200  in  addition  to  what  was  voted  for 
that  very  same  purpose  before.  When  you  look  at 
it  in  that  light  it  is  quite  right  and  proper  for  the 
hon.  member  for  Wellington  (Mr.  McMullen)  to 
come  in  and  look  at  other  items.  You  are  not  only 
duplicating  this  year  and  paying  a  double  amount 
of  $1,200,  but  you  have,  as  he  has  shown,  from  the 
Public  Accounts,  paid  him  in  addition  to  his  salary 
$780  while  he  was  neglecting  his  duty  instead  of 
attending  to  it,  you  let  his  salary  run  on.  I  do 
think  with  those  who  have  already  expressed  the 
opinion,  that  a  proper  sense  of  dignity  and  indepen¬ 
dence  on  the  part  of  Sir  Charles  Tupper  himself, 
ought  to  lead  him  to  refuse  the  acceptance  of  that 
$780.  Sir,  the  Ministers  on  the  Treasury  benches 
begin  to  look  very  grave  when  a  charge  is  brought 
up  that  a  civil  servant  has  been  found  on  the  pub¬ 
lic  platform  taking  part  in  an  election  when  he 
should  be  discharging  his  duties,  and  they  would 
by  their  countenances  almost  indicate  that  they 
consider  it  was  something  they  would  not  like  to 
defend.  But  what  is  that  in  comparison  with  this  ? 
Where  is  the  civil  servant  that  has  ever  gone  upon 
the  public  platform  advocating  the  Conservative 
cause  and  battling  against  the  Liberals  while  his 
salary  went  on  in  Ottawa  ?  Where  is-  one  that 
ever  did  it  ?  And  yet  the  highest  civil  servant  that 
Canada  has,  does  not  scruple,  does  not  hesitate, 
does  not  blush,  to  ask  it  and  to  take  it,  and 
the  Finance  Minister  does  not  hesitate  to  ask 
Parliament  to  rote  it.  The  Finance  Minister 
would  blame  the  Opposition  if  they  refused  to 
maintain  him  in  proper  dignity,  but  here  we  object 
to  entertain  a  vote  which  is  duplicating  amounts. 
To  say  nothing  of  the  offensive  part  that  Sir  .Char¬ 
les  Tupper  took  in  the  elections,  in  addition  to  that 
outrage  on  public  decency,  as  we  understand  it, 
but  outside  of  that  to  pay  him  for  doing  that,  to 
pay  him  for  neglecting  his  duties  while  his  salary 
is  going  on,  and  on  top  of  all  that  has 
been  s&nctioned  by  the  House,  to  come  now  and 
ask  us  to  give  him  $1,200,  to  duplicate  that 
$1,200  which  he  has  already  had,  is  just  asking 
a  little  too  much  ;  so  it  strikes  us,  and  that  is  the 
reason  we  appeal  against  this  vote.  It  is  a  vote 
that  ought  not  to  be  asked,  it  is  a  vote  the  .House 
ought  not  to  sanction,  because  it  is  duplicating 
and  voting  in  addition  to  the  other  sums  that  have 
been  voted  to  him,  this  sum  of  $1,200  to  which  he 
is  not  entitled,  to  which  the  Minister  of  Finance 
has  not  shown  him  to  be  entitled,  and  the  Minister 
of  Finance  ought  not  to  ask  Parliament  to  do  it, 
and  the  supporters  of  the  hon.  gentleman  behind 
him  ought  not  to  manifest  any  uneasiness  at  all 


when  the  vote  is  criticised,  because  if  they  will 
look  at  it  in  all  its  bearings  they  will  admit  that 
this  Parliament  deals  very  generously  with  its 
High  Commissioner.  When  we  look  at  the  duties 
of  civil  servants  not  to  engage  in  an  offensive  man¬ 
ner  in  matters  political,  and  when  this  High  Com¬ 
missioner,  who  ought  to  be  an  example  for  the 
whole  service,  took  part  in  these  elections,  when 
in  addition  to  his  salary,  and  as  an  enormity  above 
all  others,  Parliament  is  asking  us  to  pay  him  $10  a 
day  in  order  that  he  might  thus  lower  the  position 
he  occupies,  while  his  regular  salary  is  going  on — 
the  whole  matter  is  utterly  indefensible,  it  must  be 
indefensible,  it  seems  to  me,  in  the  eyes  of  all  who 
Avill  look  at  it  dispassionately  and  without  party 
feeling. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  notice  by  the  Auditor 
General’s  Report  that  Sir  Charles  Tupper  has  re¬ 
ceived  among  others  the  following  sums  : — On  page 
275,  $587  in  connection  with  official  residence,  and 
$1,000.  On  page  325,  $10,000  salary  ;  on  page  218, 
$1,538.78;  in  all  $15,042.55.  Now,  we  are  going  to 
vote  $1,200,  which  will  make  the  amount  drawn 
last  year,  $16,242.55,  besides  the  office. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  This  is  a  violation  of  the 
provision  of  the  Civil  Service  Act,  and  it  is  clearly 
a  violation  of  the  law.  It  certainly  was  not  intend¬ 
ed  that  the  Government  should  employ  paid 
agents  to  go  round  and  advocate  their  cause.  As 
the  law  now  stands  a  candidate  would  be  unseatep 
for  doing  so.  Accordingly  every  member  of  the 
Government  who  endorses  this  policy  should  be 
unseated  and  disqualified  if  this  amount  is  passed. 
There  is  nothing  so  clear  as  that  this  is  the  true 
interpretation  of  the  law.  The  Minister  of  Justice 
in  speaking  at  Pertff  some  time  ago  complained 
bitterly  of  the  controverted  election  law.  He,  at 
that  time,  said  his  seat  was  in  jeopardy,  because 
some  one  had  conveyed  a  sick  voter  to  the  polls 
and  hired  a  cab  to  do  it. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  did  not  do  anything 
of  the  kind. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  If  a  boy  will  bring  me  a 
paper  I  will  quote  what  I  read.  The  statement 
was  that  our  seats  were  in  jeopardy  because  some¬ 
one  had  conveyed  sick  people  to  the  polls  and  had 
hired  a  cab  to  do  it. 

Sir  JOHN  THUMPSON.  I  did  not  make  such 
a  statement. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  The  Minister  of  Justice,  I 
believe,  has  escaped  through  the  six  months’  limit 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  have  yet  to  hear  it  ; 
I  did  not  know  it. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  I  understand  that  while 
the  Minister  of  Justice  has  escaped  under  the 
six  months’  limit,  three  members  have  been  un¬ 
seated  in  Nova  Scotia  since  that  period.  It  ap¬ 
pears  very  peculiar  that  the  Government  can  import 
their  High  Commissioner,  pay  his  expenses  and 
travelling  allowances,  increase  his  salary  and  have 
him  go  round  the  country  and  abuse  not  only  the 
people  who  differ  with  him,  but  also  the  various 
institutions  of  this  country.  It  is  a  scandal  and 
shame  and  should  not  be  tolerated  ;  and  this  House 
is  not  adopting  the  course  it  should  follow  in  meet¬ 
ing  these  engagements.  I  believe  if  a  case  was  pre¬ 
pared,  and  the  Minister  of  Justice  is  well  qualified  to 
prepare  it,  and  submitted  to  the  Supreme  Court, 
that  body  would  not  endorse  such  conduct  on  the 
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part  of  the  Government.  The  dignity  of  the  posi¬ 
tion  should  keep  Sir  Charles  Tapper  from  taking 
the  stand  he  has  done,  and  it  should  prevent  him 
coming  from  England  and  taking  part  in  elections, 
and  acting  so  offensively.  He  would  not  have  done 
so  unless  such  was  the  wish  of  the  Government, 
and  when  the  Government  increase  his  salary  and 
expenses  it  is  a  shame  and  something  which  the 
people  should  not  tolerate  and  which  this  House 
should  not  endorse.  I  am  opposed  to  this  grant. 

I  do  not  believe  it  should  be  passed,  for  it  is  con¬ 
trary  to  the  constitution  under  which  we  live  and 
it  is  contrary  to  the  election  law.  It  is  very  re¬ 
prehensible;  it  is  a  defiance  of  the  Civil  Service 
Act  and  a  bad  example  to  afford  to  the  whole  civil 
service  to  allow  the  principal  civil  servant  to  draw 
on  the  revenues  of  the  country  as  Sir  Charles  '  up¬ 
per  has  done.  He  was  furnished  with  an  official 
car  in  which  to  travel  from  one  end  of  the 
country  to  the  other,  at  the  expense  of  the 
Dominion,  furnished  also  with  meat,  drink  and 
refreshment  and  an  additional  per  diem  allowance 
for  going  round  to  abuse  those  who  differed  from 
him.  By  going  down  on  his  knees  to  the  railway 
companies  he  enabled  the  Government  to  get  free 
tickets  to  send  voters  from  one  part  .of  the  country 
to  another.  He  did  this  on  a  promise  to  pay  for 
them,  but  the  Government  afterwards  refused  to 
make  such  payments.  I  cannot  express  adequately 
the  feelings  of  condemnation  I  entertain  in  legard 
to  the  appropriation  of  this  amount.  I  do  not 
know  where  this  state  of  things  is  going  to  end. 
It  appears,  at  all  events,  that  the  High  Commis¬ 
sioner  in  the  preparation  of  the  Estimates  never 
forgets  himself,  nor  does  he  forget  any  member  of 
the  family  ;  all  of  them  are  kept  at  the  public 
expense,  and  are  always  crying  loyalty  to  the  insti¬ 
tutions  of  the  country. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  Has  the  report  of  the 
High  Commissioner  been  printed  '! 

Mr.  FOSTER,  Yes  ';  I  got  a  copy  last  night. 
The  report  has  been  brought  down. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  Has  the  Minister 
read  the  report  ?  What  does  Sir  Charles  report 
with  resnect  to  his  work,  from  January  to  March  i 

Mr.  FOSTER,  I  will  not  ta*ke  from  the  hon. 
gentleman  the  pleasure  of  reading  it. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  It  will  be  interesting 
to  notice  his  services  to  Canada  during  those  three 
months.  Does  he  mention  his  visit  to  Essex,  which 
resulted  in  the  Liberals  carrying  the  constituency 
by  from  700  to  800  majority  ?  He  might,  perhaps, 
base  a  claim  for  the  sympathy  of  the  Opposition  on 
that  ground,  and  for  the  result  at  London.  Does 
he  mention  that  he  referred  to  the  United  States, 
the  great  nation  to  the  south  of  us,  as  an  enemy, 
and  to  his  statement  that  he  had  defeated  60,000,000 
there,  as  well  as  the  enemies  at  home  l  ^  It  will  be 
interesting  reading  as  to  what  Sir  Chailes  did 
during  those  three  months. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  have  no  doubt  you  will  be  a 
great  deal  wiser  afterwards. 

5  M.  PATERSON  (Brant).  Possibly  so.  I  have 
the  Minister’s  statement  that  Sir  Charles  reports 
what  he  did  during  January,  February  and  March 
last. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  I  should  like  to  under¬ 
stand  how  the  allowance  of  $  10  per  day  was  arrived 
Mr.  Landerkin. 


at.  Did  Sir  Charles  Tupper  fix  that  amount,  or 
did  the  Minister  of  Finance  ? 

Mr.  DEPUTY  SPEAKER,  We  are  not  on  that 
item. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  I  think  I  have  a  perfect 
right  to  refer  to  this  matter,  it  has  been  referred  to 
before. 

Mr.  DEPUTY  SPEAKER,  If  my  hon.  friend 
will  allow  me  to  remark  he  is  not  speaking  about 
the  item  under  consideration. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  Others  have  spoken  on 
the  same  subject. 

Mr.  DEPUTY  SPEAKER.  I  know,  but  it  must 
come  to  an  end  some  time. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  It  is  stated  as 
viewed  by  the  Opposition,  that  this  $1,200  is  for  a 
purpose  for  which  a  sum  has  been  already  voted, 
that  in  fact  it  is  an  absolute  present  of  $1,200  to 
the  High  Commissioner,  and  the  member  for 
North  Brant  (Mr.  Somerville)  is  stating  that  the 
High  Commissioner  does  not  deserve  it  at  our 
hands,  and  he  is  alleging  as  his  reason  that  we 
have  already  treated  the  High  Commissioner  m  a 
generous  manner. 

Mr.  DEPUTY  SPEAKER.  The  hon.  member 
for  North  Brant  (Mr.  Somerville)  is  not  speaking 
on  the  item  before  the  committee  now,  and  he  is 
out  of  order. 

Mr.  BAIN  (Wentworth).  Before  the  item  is 
passed  I  think  we  may  ask  the  Ministers  if  they 
would  kindly  tell  us  what  year  this  amount  is 
really  to  be  paid  for.  The  Auditor  General  s  Repoi  t 
last  year  shows  the  details  of  this  item  which  was 
paid,  and  we  have  again  voted  it  in  the  other  esti¬ 
mates.  I  think  we  all  feel  that  there  seems  to  be 
never  a  time  when  the  High  Commissioner  is  not 
getting  his  hand  into  the  public  treasury  some 
way  or  other,  and  under  some  excuse  or  other. 

Mr.  DALY.  What  about  your  hand— would 
you  like  to  have  it  in  the  treasury  ? 

Mr.  BAIN  (Wentworth).  My  hon.. friend  has 
taken  good  care  that  I  should  not  have  the  oyipoi- 
tunity,  but  I  am  able  to  hold  it  up  before  the  House 
and  say  it  is  clean.  I  have  never  hunted  around 
the  Government  to  get  my  hand  in  the  treasury.  I 
hcive  never  gone  to  the  North-West  and  tciken 
part  in  any  colonization  companies  or  “isms.” 
I  have  never  asked  this  Government,  or  any  other 
Government  for  that  matter,  either  one  way  or  the 
other,  to  favour  me  individually.  I  have  paid  my 
own  bills  an’d  fought  my  opposition  fairly  and 
honestly,  and  perhaps  every  one  here  cannot  say  as 
much. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Question. 

Mr.  BAIN  (Wentworth).  If  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  choose  to  raise  this  question  they  need 
not  object  if  they  are  answered.  If  they  wish  to 
open  up  the  question  of  discussing  side  issues  1 
will  discuss  them  along  with  anybody  else.  I  am 
not  afraid  of  any  man  in  this  House,  or  of  any  of 
these  side  issues  being  raised,  but  I  think  that 
gentlemen  who  live  in  glass  houses  should  not 
throw  stones.  Coining  back  to  the  question  we 
really  have  before  us,  what  I  want  to  know  is  this  . 
It  is  notorious  that  the  High  Commissioner’s  name 
turns  up,  as  my  friend  from  W  ellington  (Mr. 
McMullen)  said,  in  every  conceivable  connection  m 


905 


[APRIL  1,  1892.] 


906 


the  Auditor  General’s  Report.  You  cannot  get 
into  any  item  in  any  way  indirectly  connected  with 
the  business  over  in  Europe,  but  you  will  find  an 
amount  smuggled  in  some  way  in  connection  with 
the  High  Commissioner.  Now,  in  addition  to  all 
these  modes  of  getting  expenditure  in  for  the  be¬ 
nefit  of  the  High  Commissioner,  we  are  asked  this 
season  to  duplicate  another  expenditure  of  $1 ,200. 
Last  year  it  appears  in  the  Auditor  General’s  Report, 
we  have  voted  it  again  for  the  current  year,  and 
I  think  we  may  very  well  ask  what  year  actually 
does  this  81,200  represent.  Has  the  High  Commis¬ 
sioner  not  been  able  to  secure  enough  of  plunder 
out  of  the  treasury,  when  we  pay  him  a  salary  in 
Europe  as  High  Commissioner,  and  pay  $1,500  ad¬ 
ditional  to  take  care  of  the  office  and  do  the  work 
there,  when  he  is  going  around  Canada  for  3  months 
out  of  the  12  :  not  attending  to  the  interests  of 
Canada,  not  attending  to  the  interests  of  the  people 
who  pay  his  salary  over  in  London,  but  who  has 
descended  to,  I  venture  to  say,  a  level  in  political 
discussion  that  has  been  reached  by  no  other  gentle¬ 
man  who  professes  to  hold  a  respectable  position  in 
society  in  Canada.  Isay  under  these  circumstances  I 
think  it  is  time  that  this  thing  should  come  to  an 
end.  We  either  have  some  use  for  a  High  Commis¬ 
sioner  in  London  or  we  have  not.  If  he  can  leave 
that  office  and  become  electioneering  agent  for  the 
Government  in  Canada  for  3  months  out  of  the  12 
and  in  addition  to  drawing  his  salary  charge  us  for 
taking  him  backwards  and  forwards  and  all  inciden¬ 
tal  expenses,  andagain  coolly chargeus  $10  a  day  in 
addition,  I  think  it  is  lime  that  the  services  of  the 
High  Commissioner  should  be  dispensed  with,  or 
else  that  we  should  getone  who  will  attendtothe  in¬ 
terests  of  Canada  and  not  become  an  electioneering 
agent.  As  my  hon.  friend  from  Brant  remarked,  we 
have  had  heretofore  serious  objections  against  the 
civil  servants  leaving  their  duty  and  taking  part  in 
elections,  and  junior  members  of  the  Civil  Service 
have  been  exposed  to  pretty  severe  criticisms  in  this 
House  for  doing  on  a  small  scale  and  in  a  local 
way,  what  our  High  Commissioner  is  doing  all 
over  the  country  and  openly,  after  a  fashion  that 
I  venture  to  say  no  thinking  man  on  the  other  side 
of  the  House  will  in  cool  blood  undertake  to  justify. 
If  it  is  going  to  be  established  that  our  High  Com¬ 
missioner,  instead  of  attending  to  the  interests  of 
Canada  in  England,  is  going  to  be  brought  over 
here  as  an  electioneering  agent  of  the  Government 
in  this  country,  and  to  abuse  the  political  opponents 
of  the  Government  who  I  venture  to  say  have  just 
as  much  interest  in  the  welfare  of  Canada  as  the 
High  Commissioner  has,  I  think  it  is  time  that  the 
High  Commissioner’s  office  should  be  abolished.  The 
question  at  issue  is  :  For  what  year  is  this  money 
to  be  paid  ?  It  is  not  for  last  year,  it  is  not  for  the 
current  year,  and  I  think  we  are  fairly  entitled  to 
ask  for  what  year  it  is. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  understood 
that  the  sum  of  $2,000  which  was  a  special  allow¬ 
ance  to  Sir  Charles  Tupper,  covered  some  portion 
at  any  rate  of  this  special  item.  It  seems  to  me 
that  we  are  duplicating  this  item.  My  recollection 
is  that  in  Sir  A.  T.  Galt’s  time  $4,000  was  assigned 
to  him  in  addition  to  his  salary,  for  house-rent  and 
that  class  of  contingencies ;  and  I  think  that  the 
$2,000  in  addition  to  the  sum  we  have  invested  for 
the  purchase  of  a  house  for  Sir  Charles  Tupper, 
fairly  represented  the  greater  part  of  these  items 


here.  If  it  does  not  what  does  it  represent  ?  There 
is  no  detail  given  in  the  Auditor  General’s  Report, 
or  I  would  not  trouble  the  hon.  gentleman. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  No  details  have  been  given  of  the 
$2,000.  It  has  simply  been  paid  each  quarter  and 
the  voucher  received.  That  $2,000,  I  suppose,  goes 
towards  the  personal  contingencies.  It  has  been 
the  practice  for  several  years. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  What  per¬ 
sonal  contingencies  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Other  contingencies  that  more 
particularly  pertain  to  the  office  of  the  High  Com¬ 
missioner  ;  a  great  many  expenses  which  my  hon. 
friend  can  see  the  High  Commissioner  is  liable  to. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  What  sort  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Various. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  What  kind  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  cannot  go  into  details,  but 
there  are  expenses  that  necessarily  attach  to  a  man 
in  the  position  of  Sir  Charles  Tupper  as  High 
Commissioner,  incident  to  his  office.  I  imagine 
that  if  my  hon.  friend  were  himself  High  Commis¬ 
sioner,  he  would  find  that  he  would  not  make  a 
fortune  out  of  the  amount  paid.  He  would  find 
his  expenses  to  be  very  high.  As  has  been  very 
truly  said,  a  representative  of  Canada  must  live 
in  a  manner  somewhat  corresponding  to  the  posi¬ 
tion  of  our  country,  and  if  my  hon.  friend  did 
that,  I  think  he  would  have  to  draw  on  his  private 
income  in  order  to  keep  up  the  position  and  meet 
the  necessary  incidental  expenses  of  the  office. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  do  not  think 
that  is  an  explanation  at  all.  I  am  simply  stating 
to  the  hon.  gentleman  what  my  recollection  is  as 
to  the  allowance  made  to  as  able  a  man  as  Sir 
Charles  Tupper,  that  is,  Sir  Alexander  Galt.  We 
did  not  allow  him  all  these  additional  items  which 
the  hon.  gentleman  proposes  to  allow  Sir  Charles 
Tupper.  We  did  allow  him  $4,000  to  cover  just 
such  contingencies  as  the  hon.  gentleman  refers  to. 
I  do  not  think  the  hon.  gentleman  has  any  right 
to  ask  for  this  $1,200  and  tell  ns  that  there  are 
mysterious  contingencies,  this,  that  and  the  other, 
which  he  thinks  we  may  understand,  but  as  to 
which  not  one  particle  of  evidence  is  given  to  the 
committee.  Before  we  proceed  with  this  item,  I 
think  we  ought  to  be  informed  where  the  $2,000 
goes  to.  If  the  Government  take  the  responsibility 
of  saying  that  they  require  to  raise  the  salary  of 
the  High  Commissioner,  they  can  if  they  see  fit, 
having  a  large  majority  behind  them,  overrule  any 
objections  which  we  may  raise,  and  make  Sir 
Charles  Tupper’s  salary  $12,000  or  even  more, 
but  it  ought  to  be  done  in  that  way,  and  not  by  a 
side  wind.  The  $2,000  is  not  secret  service,  I  sup¬ 
pose,  or  anything  that  the  hon.  gentleman  needs  to 
conceal.  It  appears  to  me  that  it  is  for  reasonable 
and  legitimate  services.  Let  him  state  what  it  is 
for,  and  after  the  $2,000  is  accounted  for  we  should 
be  informed  what  the  additional  $1,200  is  for, 
which  has  already  been  granted  for  1891,  and  is 
now  asked  for  1892  and  will  be  asked  for  1893  ; 
because  if  this  is  paid  it  must  refer  back  to  five  or 
six  years  ago  when  it  was  not  intended  to  vote  this 
item. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  I  think  the  Finance 
Minister  ought  to  state  what  year  this  money  is 
required  for. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  It  is  for  the  current  year. 
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Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  I  understand  that  that 
has  already  been  voted,  so  that  it  cannot  be  for  the 
current  year.  I  think  the  Minister  of  Finance 
ought  to  be  candid  enough  to  state  what  year  this 
additional  sum  is  voted  for. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  It  is  voted  for  the  current  year, 

I  have  explained  why.  Because  you  see  in  the 
Auditor  General’s  Report  for  1890-91  that  $1,200 
has  been  paid  for  Sir  Charles  Tapper,  it  does  not 
follow  that  the  $1,200  was  not  just  as  I  have  stated 
in  my  explanation,  viz.,  a  sum  paid  in  that  year, 
but  paid  to  cover  an  expenditure  in  the  previous 
year.  This  has  gone  on  until  this  year  when  I 
determined  to  stop  it,  and  ask  for  this  amount,  so 
as  to  bring  each  year’s  expenditure  level  with  each 
year’s  services. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  do  not  see 
how  that  can  legally  be  done. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  It  has  been  done. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Both well).  The  hon.  gentleman 
will  see  that  there  is  an  appropriation  for  the 
amount  for  1890-91  as  well  as  for  1891-92,  so  that 
his  explanation  does  not  account  for  it.  The  only 
way  in  which  you  can  account  for  this  condition 
of  things  is  that  the  money  was  taken  by  the  com¬ 
missioner  and  applied  for  the  payment  of  these  ex¬ 
penses  in  a  year  before  Parliament  made  any  pro¬ 
vision  for  their  payment.  If  the  commissioner 
proposes  to  use  the  money  voted  for  this  year  in 
paying  the  expenses  of  another  year,  for  which  no 
appropriation  was  made,  it  is  no  explanation  what¬ 
ever  for  the  Finance  Minister  to  come  here  and  say 
that  there  is  no  provision  made  for  it.  It  imposes  no 
new  obligation  upon  us  if  the  commissioner  chooses 
to  take  the  money  we  appropriate  for  this  year  and 
apply  it  to  a  prior  year.  That  is  his  mistake,  and 
not  ours  ;  and  the  Minister’s  proposition  practically 
amounts  to  this,  that  he  now  proposes  to  make  an 
appropriation  for  the  first  time  to  pay  expenses  of 
this  character  that  were  met  otherwise  by  the 
High  Commissioner  several  years  ago.  It  is 
not  taken  to  pay  these  charges  for  the  current 
year,  otherwise  you  would  have  a  double 
appropriation  for  this  particular  year.  Now,  the 
hon.  member  for  South  Oxford  has  asked  the 
Minister  to  state  the  application  of  the  $2,000  that 
was  received.  I  remember  very  well,  when  this 
office  was  first  established,  that  there  was  an 
appropriation  of  $10,000  for  salary  and  $4,000  for 
house-rent  and  all  other  expenses  of  the  High  Com¬ 
missioner.  When  it  was  proposed  to  purchase  a  house 
it  was  said  that  this  charge  would  be  diminished. 
It  was  proposed  subsequently  to  fix  a  smaller  sum, 
and  that  smaller  sum  was  to  meet  the  very  expenses 
that  are  now  being  met  by  this  $1,200.  But  prac¬ 
tically  the  proposition  before  us,  apart  from  this 
item,  is  that  we  shall  pay  the  commissioner  a  salary 
of  $10,000,  that  we  small  provide  a  house  that  cost 
upwards  of  $40,000,  that  we  shall  pay  contingent 
expenses  amounting  to  $3,500,  and  that  we  shall 
make  an  appropriation  of  $1,200  to  meet  expenses 
of  this  sort  that  took  place  some  years  before.  It 
seems  to  me  that  this  is  an  appropriation  of  which 
the  country  will  not  approve,  not  only  the  Reform 
party,  but  a  very  large  section  of  the  Conservative 
party  will  say  it  is  not  proper  to  pay  these  large 
sums  to  a  gentleman  who,  instead  of  being  in  London 
to  discharge  his  duties,  was  here  a  large  portion 
of  the  time  in  the  interests  of  the  party,  and 
because  he  served  such  interests,  his  expenses 
Mr.  Foster 


were  paid  out  of  the  public  treasury  instead 
of  by  himself.  There  is  no  more  justification 
for  paying  Sir  Charles  Tupper  out  of  the  public 
treasury  for  travelling  from  one  point  to  another 
in  this  country,  to  attend  public  meetings  held  in 
the  interests  of  the  Conservative  party,  than  there 
would  be  for  paying  any  other  individual.  The 
appropriation  is  a  monstrous  one.  If  the  hon. 
gentleman  proposes  that  there  shall  be  a  paid  agent 
of  the  Conservative  party  to  canvass  at  the  general 
election,  he  had  better  put  it  in  the  Estimates  as 
such,  and  if  the  $10  a  day  travelling  expenses  are 
not  enough  to  charge  against  the  public  treasury 
and  $1,200  more  are  required,  let  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  come  down  and  say  that  from  this  time  out 
that  tribute  is  to  be  levied  on  the  Reform  as  well  as 
on  the  Conservative  party  for  the  purpose  of  fur¬ 
nishing  their  chief  electioneering  agent,  during  the 
period  of  every  general  election,  a  large  sum  of . 
money  from  the  treasury  of  Canada  which  both 
political  parties  alike  contribute.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  may  go  back  as  far  as  he  likes,  he  will  find 
that  he  will  come  to  a  year  for  which  no  appropria¬ 
tion  was  made  and  for  which  this  present  appro¬ 
priation  is  to  be  improperly  voted.  That  is  an 
improper  proceeding,  an  improper  and  wholly  and 
unjustifiable  proceeding.  It  would  be  unjustifia¬ 
ble,  even  in  the  case  of  a  commissioner  who  devoted 
all  his  time  to  the  business  of  his  office,  and  it  is 
still  more  condemnable  when  demanded  for  a  com¬ 
missioner  who  is  away  from  his  duties  a  large  por¬ 
tion  of  his  time. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  rise  simply  to  deny  what  the 
hon.  gentleman  insinuated  in  the  latter  part  of  his 
address,  namely,  that  the  $1,200  is  meant  to  be  a 
payment  to  Sir  Charles  Tupper  for  any  other  pur¬ 
pose  than  that  said  here. 

.  Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  It  is  impossible  it  can 
be  for  this  purpose. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  makes 
that  statement  as  he  insinuates  it,  he  makes  a 
statement  for  which  he  has  no  foundation  in  fact  at 
all. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  And  what  is  that  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  This  item  did  not  originate  with 
me.  It  was  put  in  the  Estimates  by  the  clerk  of  the 
Finance  Department  who  is  an  honourable  man. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  I  do  not  care. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  know  the  hon.  gentleman  does 
not  care. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  What  has  that  to  do 
with  the  matter  ?  Here  is  your  account. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  This  item  was  placed  in  the 
Estimates  for  my  approval  by  the  accountant  of  my 
department.  I  asked  him  for  an  explanation,  and 
he  gave  me  that  which  I  have  given  to  the  House. 
I  believe  his  explanation,  I  believe  he  was  not 
actuated  by  party  motive  of  any  kind.  I  think  he 
is  above  that.  He  simply  said  to  me  what  I  have 
stated  here,  that  we  had  been  in  the  habit  of  pay¬ 
ing  the  preceding  year’s  charge  of  $1,200  out  of  the 
succeeding  year,  and  asked  me  to  put  this  in  the 
Supplementary  Estimates  in  order  to  square  the 
matter  up,  and  not  continue  paying  a  preceding 
year’s  debt  out  of  a  succeeding  year’s  appropria¬ 
tion.  I  asked  him  how  it  was  possible  to  pay 
the  past  year’s  debt  out  of  the  succeeding 
!  year’s  vote,  and  he  said  it  was  done  any- 
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way,  and  it  had  been  done  for  years,  and  he  wished 
to  put  a  stop  to  it.  The  fertile  imagination  of  the 
lion,  member  for  Botliwell  sees  in  it  a  political 
trick.  He  sees  in  it  some  way  of  paying  Sir 
Charles  Tapper  for  political  services.  There  is 
nothing  of  the  kind  in  it. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I. )  That  does  not  alter  the 
fact  at  all. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  It  alters  the  statement  of  the 
hon.  member  for  Botliwell. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I. )  There  has  been  an  ille¬ 
gal  appropriation  of  money  specifically  voted  by 
Parliament,  through  their  being  diverted  from  one 
year  to  another.  What  officer  has  the  right  to 
do  that  ?  In  England  it  would  cost  him  his  place. 
A  scrutiny  of  all  the  expenditure  in  England  is 
made  yearly,  a  very  minute  and  careful  scru¬ 
tiny,  so  that  such  an  illegal  appropriation  of  money 
could  never  take  place  there.  Somebody  has 
improperly  and  illegally  taken  money  which  Parlia¬ 
ment  has  voted  for  one  purpose  and  spent  it  on 
another.  The  hou.  gentleman’s  own  statement 
confirms  this,  and  Parliament  has  a  right  to  know 
who  it  is  that  has  dared  to  take  public  money  voted 
for  a  specific  purpose  in  a  specific  year,  and  apply 
it  to  some  other  purpose  in  some  other  year.  If 
Parliament  chooses  to  sit  idly  by  and  let  this  mat¬ 
ter  go,  we  had  better  surrender  our  conscience  to 
the  High  Commissioner.  We  cannot  afford  to  allow 
a  statement  like  that  to  go  by  unchallenged.  It  is 
the  most  serious  statement  made  since  this  House 
went  into  Supply,  that  moneys  voted  for  a  specific 
purpose  in  a  specific  year  have  been,  without  the 
authority  of  Parliament,  laid  out  for  another  pur¬ 
pose  in  another  year.  In  some  way  or  other,  and 
with  the  connivance  of  the  department,  Sir  Charles 
Tupper  obtained  $1,200  which  the  House  never 
voted. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Not  at  all. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  The  vote  of  Parlia¬ 
ment  has  been  set  at  defiance,  and  it  must  have 
been  set  at  defiance  by  the  deliberate  connivance 
of  some  one  in  the  hon.  gentleman’s  department, 
and  we  have  a  right  to  knowT  who  the  culprit  is,  so 
that  the  House  may,  I  hope,  punish  him.  Surely 
we  are  not  to  vote  money  here  and  when  we  find 
that  that  money  has  been  misappropriated,  receive 
no  information  from  the  Government  and  make  no 
enquiry  about  it.  I  presume  there  are  some  gentler 
men  on  the  other  side  of  the  House  who  are  as 
jealous  of  the  rights  of  the  House  of  Commons  in 
regard  to  the  expenditure  of  money  as  we  are  upon 
this  side  of  the  House.  It  is  for  their  interest  that 
the  constitutional  right  of  Parliament  to  control 
this  expenditure  should  be  protected,  and,  if  they 
see  that  the  will  of  Parliament  is  being  thwarted 
and  that  the  money  voted  by  Parliament  for  a 
certain  purpose  is  misappropriated,  we  should 
have  something  to  say  in  regard  to  that.  This  is 
too  serious  a  matter  to  be  slipped  over  as  the 
Minister  of  Finance  desires  without  going  back  to 
the  year  when  the  error  was  first  made  and  finding 
out  how  the  misappropriation  took  place  and  w  ho 
wras  the  cidprit.  The  House  ought  not  to  pass 
this  vote  until  it  has  this  information,  and,  if  the 
Finance  Minister  cannot  now  supply  that  informa¬ 
tion,  he  should  let  the  vote  stand  until  he  can 
give  the  information  to  Parliament  and  then  let 


Parliament  act  against  the  offender  after  it  has  the 
information  to  show  wdio  the  offender  is. 

Mr.  FLINT.  There  is  a  question  of  principle 
here.  We  are  asked  to  vote  about  $18,000  for 
the  High  Commissioner’s  office,  in  addition  to 
the  High  Commissioner’s  salary,  and  besides  that 
there  is  now  under  discussion  a  large  amount  of 
money  which  has  been  paid  to  that  gentleman  for 
political  services  during  the  last  campaign.  If  wre 
pass  this  item,  I  think  any  member  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  wrould  be  justified  in  charging  to  the  contin¬ 
gencies  of  his  department  his  time  and  expenses 
during  the  last  campaign.  I  am  not  complaining 
of  the  salary  of  the  High  Commissioner,  because 
I  think,  if  we  admit  that  the  position  should  be 
filled,  the  salary  should  be  something  correspond¬ 
ing  with  the  position,  but  we  find  that  we  have 
a  department  of  Government  in  London  which  is 
costing  a  great  deal  more  than  many  of  the  depart¬ 
ments  here  at  Ottawa. 

Mr.  FAIRBAIRN.  Did  he  not  kill  a  cow  ? 

Mr.  FLINT.  I  think  that  gentleman  is  better 
acquainted  with  cow’s  than  he  is  with  the  High 
Commissioner’s  office.  The  contingencies  of  the 
Privy  Council  office  are  actually  less  than  the  con¬ 
tingencies  of  the  High  Commissioner’s  office.  I 
w'ould  call  the  attention  of  the  committee  to  some 
very  extravagant  charges  which  seem  to  me  are 
made  here.  Take  the  matter  of  postage  alone  ;  we 
find  that  the  High  Commissioner’s  office  is  run  on 
a  very  extravagant  scale.  We  find  that  $1,571  vTas 
spent  for  postage  stamps,  postages  and  cablegrams. 
That  seems  an  enormous  sum  of  money,  and  a  glance 
over  some  of  the  most  busy  departments  of  the 
State  here  shows  that  their  expenditure  is  less  than 
this.  Apart  from  the  outrageous  principle  of 
charging  the  country  with  the  expenses  of  a  partisan 
politician  travelling  up  and  down  the  country, 
certainly  the  expenditure  upon  these  contingencies 
should  be  looked  into.  If  we  pass  that  vote,  it 
will  be  a  precedent  to  enable  any  Minister  in  the 
Government  to  place  in  the  Estimates  charges  for 
time  and  travel  in  any  contested  election.  I  think 
the  Opposition  are  doing  only  their  duty  in  calling 
attention  to  this  particular  phase  of  the  High 
Commissioner’s  office.  Last  session  wre  had  a 
somewhat  heated  discussion  on  this  subject,  and  I 
am  sure  that  many  sincere  men  on  the  other  side  of 
the  House  must  have  seen  the  justice  with  which 
the  Opposition  showed  the  character  of  the  issues 
as  presented  by  Sir  Charles  Tupper.  He  did  not 
put  the  issues  between  the  two  parties  fairly  before 
the  country,  but  he  assumed  an  offensive  attitude 
to  a  party  as  loyal  as  himself,  and  no  doubt  in 
many  constituencies  that  influenced  the  minds  of 
the  people  against  the  Opposition  and  that  must 
intensify  the  feeling  of  those  who  now  protest 
against  this  vote.  I  hope  the  Minister  will  with¬ 
draw  this  vote  which  appears  to  be  simply  a  mode 
of  paying  Sir  Charles  Tupper  for  his  services  during 
that  campaign. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  I  think  the  Minister 
of  Finance  should  see  that  it  would  be  wdse  for 
him  to  withdraw  this  vote.  The  member  for 
South  Victoria  (Mr.  Fairbairn)  says  the  High  Com¬ 
missioner  is  worth  this  because  he  killed  a  cow. 
Very  well.  Put  that  in,  Sir  Charles  Tupper, 
$1,200  for  killing  a  cow.  Then  we  will  know  what 
we  are  voting  it  for.  As  it  stands  nowr  it  is  not 
right  and  should  be  withdrawn. 
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Mr.  BAIN  (Wentworth)  I  see  the  Minister  of 
Finance  seemed  to  feel  aggrieved  at  the  suggestion 
of  the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell  that  this  was 
really  a  vote  to  cover  expenses  incurred  by  the 
High  Commissioner  for  political  services.  If  the 
Minister  of  Finance  wishes  to  escape  from  the 
disagreeable  conclusion  which  may  be  drawn  from 
this,  it  is  necessary  for  him  to  give  us  some  more 
light  on  the  subject.  There  must  have  been  a  cer¬ 
tain  year  in  which  the  money  was  first  diverted 
from  the  purpose  for  which  is  was  voted  by  this 
House,  and  was  used  for  an  object  for  which  it  was 
not  voted.  The  hon.  gentleman  pledges  his  cha¬ 
racter  that  the  clerk  in  his  office  is  an  honourable 
man.  Then  the  Minister  should  see  that  it  is  due 
to  himself  and  to  that  member  of  his  department 
that  he  should  state  honestly  what  year  this 
diversion  of  money  first  occurred,  what  were 
the  circumstances,  how  it  escaped  the  attention 
of  the  Auditor  General,  and  should  put  us  in  pos¬ 
session  of  the  facts  so  that  vve  may  locate  the  year 
when  this  money  was  spent.  If  the  Finance  Minister 
insists  on  passing  the  vote  as  it  is  now  presented, 

I  say  that,  if  the  facts  are  presented  to  any  popular 
audience,  they  will  be  inevitably  forced  to  the  con¬ 
clusion  that  this  is  simply  an  indirect  way  of  pre¬ 
senting  Sir  Charles  Tapper  with  $1,200  for  his  poli¬ 
tical  services.  That  gentleman  turns  up  in  every 
section  of  the  Auditor  General’s  Report.  In  one 
quarter  he  charges  for  extra  expenditure  in  one 
place  and  the  next  quarter  he  appears  in  another 
place.  If  this  thing  is  to  go  on  it  would  be  better 
at  once  to  come  down  and  ask  for  another  ten 
thousand  of  an  increase  to  the  salary  of  the  High 
Commissioner,  so  that  we  may  get  rid  of  the 
disagreeable  feeling  in  going  through  the  Public 
Accounts  that  there  is  an  attempt  to  conceal  the 
expenses  in  connection  with  the  High  Commissioner. 
It  does  seem  to  me  that  it  is  not  just  to  the  Finance 
Minister’s  own  position,  to  say  nothing  of  the 
Plouse,  to  ask  us  to  vote  this  item  without  more 
direct  information. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  The  hon.  gentleman  who  has 
just  sat  down,  has  repeated  the  accusation  ;  I  have 
only  to  meet  it  in  the  same  way  as  I  did  before.  I 
have  given  the  whole  expenditure  as  it  has  been  pre¬ 
sented  to  me,  and  before  concurrence  in  the  item,  I 
will  give  all  the  information  I  can  as  to  what 
occurred.  I  can  say,  however,  that  it  might  occur 
without  any  misappropriation  at  all.  But  I  am 
certain  that  Mr.  Dickieson  would  not  give  the  item 
unless  it  were  a  proper  item.  If  lion,  gentlemen 
will  allow  this  to  pass,  I  will  make  a  full  explana¬ 
tion  on  concurrence  as  to  how  the  lapse  occurred. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  For  myself  I 
would  be  disposed  to  accept  the  hon.  gentleman’s 
suggestion,  but  the  hon.  gentleman  will  see  himself 
in  the  Civil  Government  item  that  this  sum  has  been 
voted  in  terms  for  the  service  of  this  year.  Now, 
when  you  duplicate  that,  it  would  be  far  better  to 
say,  if  you  go  on  with  this,  that  it  was  omitted  to 
be  voted  for  some  particular  year. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  We  can  do  that  on  concurrence 
if  necessary. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  In  the  Audi¬ 
tor  General’s  Report  for  1891,  I  see  some  of  these 
identical  items,  or  similar  items,  appear  to  be  in¬ 
cluded  in  the  comparatively  small  sum  which  was 
paid  to  Sir  A.  T.  Galt  and  to  Sir  Charles  Tapper 
Mr.  Paterson  (Brant.) 


in  that  particular  year.  I  suspect  it  will  be  found 
that  this  really  goes  back  as  far  as  the  year  1881. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  We  have  made  an  ap¬ 
propriation  for  the  present  year  in  the  public  Esti¬ 
mates  before  the  Supplementary  Estimates  are 
brought  down.  If  last  year  the  money  was  taken 
to  pay  the  year  before,  if  the  year  before  the  money 
was  taken  to  pay  similar  expenses  in  the  previous 
year,  the  hon.  gentleman  must  see  that  it  comes 
back  to  a  year  for  which  there  is  no  appropriation 
made,  and  that  being  the  case,  then  this  is  not  an 
appropriation  for  the  present  year. 


To  pay  Pierre  Chapleau  for  propf- 
reading  484  pages  of  Civil  Service 

List  L’evote)  . ' . 

To  pay  for  proof-reading  488  pag.es  of 
Civil  Service  List,  1891 . 


$121  70 
61  00 


Mr.  McMULLEN.  Is  this  man  engaged  in  any 
other  business  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  He  was  engaged  at  the  time  he 
did  this  work  in  this  work  alone. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  Is  he  permanently  engaged 
in  any  other  work  ? 

Mr.  PATTERSON  (Huron).  This  gentleman  is 
not  in  the  Civil  Service,  and  has  never  been.  He 
was  specially  employed  for  this  particular  work. 
The  money  was  voted  last  year  and  lapsed. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  Do  I  understand  the  Minister 
to  say  that  this  gentleman  was  never  in  the  service 
before  ? 

Mr.  PATTERSON  (Huron).  That  is  what  I  am 
given  to  understand. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman  is 
1  mistaken.  I  think  he  has  been  a  sessional  clerk. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  notice  that  each  year  the 
number  of  persons  who  get  paid  doidde  pay  is 
increasing  rapidly.  Four  or  five  years  ago  there 
were  1 50,  now  there  are  400.  There  is  one  man,  for 
instance,  who  gets  $2,350,  and  he  came  here  and 
served  during  a  few  days  that  the  Deputy  Clerk 
was  indisposed,  and  for  that  service  he  got  $200 
extra.  My  reason  for  asking  with  regard  to  this 
man  was  to  know  whether  he  was'employed  in  the 
Civil  Service. 

Mr.  PATTERSON  (Huron.)  My  information  is 
that  this  gentleman  has  never  been  in  the  Civil 
Service.  He  was  specially  employed  for  this 
work. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  I  notice  this  item  reads  to  pay 
Pierre  Chapleau  for  proof-reading  484  pages  of 
Civil  Service  List  (revote)  $121.70  ;  to  pay  for  proof¬ 
reading  488  pages  of  Civil  Service  List,  1891,  $61. 
How  is  it  that  for  the  same  amount  of  work  of  the 
same  character  twice  the  amount  is  paid  in  one 
item  ? 


Mr.  PATTERSON  (Huron).  All  these  items 
are  connected  with  work  done  by  the  same  gentle¬ 
man.  I  may  inform  the  committee  that  it  is  not 
intended  to  give  out  any  proof-reading  in  future. 
It  will  either  be  done  in  the  Printing  Department, 
or  in  the  department  with  which  the  work  is  con¬ 
nected,  without  additional  payment  being  made  to 
the  clerk. 


Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  Why  was  not  the  list 
prepared  in  the  proper  department  ? 
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Mr.  PATTERSON  (Huron).  This  has  not 
hitherto  been  done,  but  it  will  be  done  in  future 
by  the  regular  clerk  without  extra  pay. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Both well).  What  explanation  is 
there  to  offer  for  the  fact  that  the  first  item  is 
more  than  double  the  second  ? 

Mr.  PATTERSON  (Huron).  The  explanation 
is  that  in  addition  to  the  proof-reading,  the  list 
was  compiled  in  French  in  1891.  For  the  proof¬ 
reading  alone  $61  was  charged. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  notice  by  the  Civil  Ser¬ 
vice  List  of  1883  that  it  gives  the  religion,  nation¬ 
ality  and  province  of  each  civil  servant,  and  the 
province  from  which  he  comes.  Why  has  that 
been  dropped  ?  I  think  it  is  highly  desirable  that 
we  should  have  it. 

Mr.  PATTERSON  (Huron).  If  it  is  found  to  be 
the  wish  of  the  House  I  have  no  doubt  the  Govern¬ 
ment  will  take  it  into  consideration. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  We  concluded  some 
time  ago  that  no  use  to  the  public  could  be 
served  by  keeping  up  these  distinctions  amongst 
the  civil  servants. 

Salary  of  J.  W.  Hughes  from  1st  Jan¬ 
uary,  1892,  to  31st  March,  1892.. . $227  50 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.  E.I. )  Is  this  gentleman  in 
your  own  department? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  Yes. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I. )  Is  he  doing  clerical 
work  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  He  is  doing  the  better- 
class  of  clerical  work,  indexing  and  matters  of  that 
kind. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  When  did  he  go  to  the 
Justice  Department  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  Within  four  or  five 
months. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  The  gentleman  is  an  old 
friend  of  mine,  but  I  understood  he  was  in  the 
Customs  Department. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  He  was  in  the  Rail¬ 
way  Department  but  the  work  he  had  been  doing 
there  stopped,  and  I  got  him  into  my  department 
as  a  temporary  clerk. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  have  heard  of  some  pecu¬ 
liarities  with  regard  to  this  gentleman  and  perhaps 
this  is  his  reward. 

Committee  rose  and  reported  the  resolutions. 

REPORTS  PRESENTED. 

Annual  Report  of  the  Department  of  Marine.— 
(Mr.  Tupper). 

General  Order  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  Canada 
under  the  Controverted  Elections  Act. — (Sir  John 
Thompson. ) 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON  moved  the  adjournment 
of  the  House. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  and  House  adjourned  at  1.35 
a. m.  (Saturday). 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Monday,  4th  April,  1892. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  Three  o’clock. 

Prayers. 

ENQUIRIES  FOR  RETURNS. 

Mr.  FLINT.  I  would  call  the  attention  of  the 
Minister  of  Marine  and  Fisheries  to  the  fact  that 
an  Order  passed  at  my  instigation  last  session,  on 
May  27,  asking  for  certain  returns  in  reference  to 
the  fishing  bounty,  has  not  yet  been  complied  with. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  I  will  look  into  that  matter. 

Mr.  SUTHERLAND.  I  would  like  to  know 
when  the  other  papers  referring  to  the  London 
election  will  be  brought  down  ? 

Mr.  PATTERSON  (Huron).  There  has  been  the 
utmost  expedition  used  with  a  view  to  obtaining 
these  papers,  but  the  Superior  Courtsin  Toronto 
as  well  as  the  revising  officer  and  the  judge  in 
London  have  had  to  be  applied  to,  and  this  will 
lead  to  delay. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I. )  Certain  papers  were  laid 
before  the  House  in  regard  to  the  question  between 
Newfoundland  and  Canada  the  other  day.  I  have 
had  the  opportunity  of  going  through  those  papers, 
and  I  find  one  very  important  paper  is  missing, 
a  despatch  from  Lord  Knutsford,  dated  the  4th 
August,  1891,  containing  a  proposition  which  ema¬ 
nated  from  the  Newfoundland  Government  for  a 
settlement  of  these  differences.  That  despatch  is 
not  among  the  papers,  and  it  is  impossible  to  come 
to  anything  like  a  proper  conclusion  about  these 
matters  without  that  despatch.  I  would  ask  the 
lion,  gentleman  whether  it  was  designedly  omitted 
for  a  purpose,  or  whether  it  will  be  brought  down  ? 
Also,  I  want  to  ask  the  hon.  gentleman,  as  it  does 
not  appear  on  the  papers,  what  is  the  nature  of  the 
proposition  which  went  from  Canada  on  the  4th 
March  last,  and  that  the  Newfoundland  Govern¬ 
ment  forwarded  through  the  Secretary  of  State  ? 
There  are  the  two  propositions,  one  emanating  from 
the  Newfoundland  Government,  and  which  appears 
to  be  contained  in  a  despatch  from  Lord  Knuts¬ 
ford,  of  the  4th-  August,  1891  ;  and  the  other,  a 
proposition  which  I  assume  went  from  the  Cana¬ 
dian  Government  lately,  dated  the  4th  March,  and 
which  was  referred  to  in  some  of  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man’s  papers. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  Speaking  at  the  moment,  so  far 
as  I  remember,  my  impression  is  that  one  or  both 
of  the  papers  to  which  reference  is  made,  are  wait¬ 
ing  for  the  approval  of  Her  Majesty’s  Government 
before  being  brought  down.  There  are  several 
despatches  which  are  withheld  until  consent  is 
obtained.  I  will  make  enquiry  and  inform  the 
House  definitely. 

OVERFLOW  OF  LAND  AT  COTEAU. 

Mr.  BERGERON.  Before  the  Orders  of  the 
Day  are  called,  I  would  like  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  Minister  of  Railways  and  Canals  to  a  matter 
of  some  importance  at  the  present  time.  This 
morning,  coming  up  from  Montreal,  we  came  near 
being  delayed  at  Coteau  station  by  the  overflow  of 
water  at  that  place.  I  ‘suppose  there  are  25,000 


915 


[COMMONS] 


916 


acres  of  land  covered  by  water  in  that  neighbour¬ 
hood.  The  water  almost  touches  the  bridge  that 
crosses  the  river  at  St.  Polycatpe,  and  in  many 
places  the  water  comes  almost  np  to  the  height  of 
the  rails.  1  think  this  would  be  a  very  good  occa¬ 
sion  for  the  Government  to  send  some  engineers 
there  and  find  out  whether  the  water  can  pass 
through  its  natural  channel,  and  whether  the  pro¬ 
posed  canal  will  have  the  effect  of  blocking  up  the 
channel.  The  Government  ought  to  take  some 
action  at  the  present  moment.  At  present  the 
farmers  cannot  claim  any  damages,  but  if  the  canal 
is  built  the  Government  will  probably  know  in  a 
short  time  at  how  much  the  farmers  will  estimate 
the  damages  for  their  land  being  covered  by  water. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  The  staff  of  engineers  that 
surveyed  the  canal  is  now  there,  and  they  are  em¬ 
ployed  in  the  construction.  There  is  no  doubt 
that  as  they  are  on  the  ground  they  will  take  cog¬ 
nizance  of  what  is  going  on  in  that  section  of  the 
country.  After  the  debate  in  the  House  some  time 
ago,  when  the  hon.  gentleman  drew  my  attention 
to  the  difficulty  likely  to  arise  from  the  passage  of 
water  under  the  canal,  I  asked  my  engineers  for 
information  upon  the  subject,  and  they  said  they 
had  made  careful  calculations,  they  knew  the 
amount  of  country  the  water  drained,  and  there 
was  ample  provision,  according  to  their  plans,  for 
the  passage  of  the  water  under  the  canal. 

SECOND  READINGS. 

Bill  (No.  49)  respecting  the  Cohourg,  North¬ 
umberland  and  Pacific  Railway  Company.— (Mr. 
Guillet. ) 

Bill  (No.  50)  respecting  the  Ontario  Pacific  Rail¬ 
way  Company. — (  Mr.  Bergin.) 

Bill  (No.  51)  to  incorporate  the  Canadian  Rail¬ 
way  Company. — (Mr.  Gillies.) 

Bill  (No.  52)  to  incorporate  the  Kingston  Belt 
Line  Railway  Company. — (Mr.  Metcalfe.) 

Bill  (No.  53)  respecting  the  Qu’Appelle,  Long 
Lake  and  Saskatchewan  Railroad  and  Steamboat 
Company. — (Mr.  Kirkpatrick. ) 

Bill  (No.  56)  to  confirm  an  agreement  between  the 
Tobique  Valley  Railway  Company  and  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  Company. — (Mr.  Skinner). 

Bill  (No.  57)  respecting  the  St.  John  and  Maine 
Railway  Company  and  the  New  Brunswick  Rail¬ 
way  Company. — (Mr.  Hazen.) 

GREAT  NORTHERN  RAILWAY  CO. 

Mr.  GUAY  (for  Mr.  Gauthier)  asked,  Whether 
the  Government  have  received  an  engineer’s 
report  on  that  part  of  the  railway  of  the  company 
called  the  Great  Northern  Railway  Company, 
located  between  the  village  of  New  Glasgow,  in 
the  County  of  Terrebonne,  and  the  parish  of  Ste. 
Julienne,  County  of  Montcalm,  traversing  the 
parish  of  St.  Lin,  County  of  L’Assomption  ?  If  so, 
how  long  has  the  said  report  been  filed,  and  what 
is  the  purport  thereof  ?  Have  the  Government 
paid  to  the  said  company  the  whole  of  the  subsidy 
granted  for  the  building  of  its  railway?  What  is 
the  amount  paid  and  remaining  to  be  paid  ?  Do 
the  Government  intend,  during  this  session,  to 
Mr.  Bergeron. 


grant  to  the  said  company  a  further  subsidy  for 
the  extension  of  its  railway  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  On  the  30th  January,  1890, 
the  engineer  reported  on  the  first  10  miles  out  from 
New  Glasgow,  upon  which  $20,000  was  paid.  On 
the  17th  January,  1891,  the  engineer  again  reported 
on  the  10  miles  I  have  referred  to,  upon  which  a 
further  sum  of  $9,500  was  paid.  On  the  18th 
November,  1891,  the  engineer  again  reported, 
showing  practically  no  further  work  done  on  this 
10  miles,  and  showing  work  to  the  value  of  $2,350 
remaining  to  be  done  to  complete  the  10  miles. 
The  Government  have  not  paid  the  whole  of  the 
subsidy  granted  for  building  its  railway.  The 
latter  part  of  the  question  I  am  unable  to  answer 
for  the  hon.  gentleman. 

I 

MORTON  DAIRY  COMPANY. 

Mr.  McMULLEN  asked,  What  are  the  claims 
of  theMorton  Dairy  Company  in  Township  4,  Ranges 
23  and  24,  west  of  First  Principal  Meridian  ?  Are 
they  lessees  or  owners  ;  if  lessees,  when  does  their 
lease  expire  ;  if  owners,  when  did  they  purchase 
the  land,  and  on  what  terms  ?  What  quantity  of 
land  do  they  possess,  and  if  the  terms  upon  which 
they  got  the  land  have  been  complied  with  ? 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  1.  The  Morton  Dairy  Co, 
have  no  claims  in  the  sense  of  unsettled  Maims  in 
Township  4,  Ranges  23  and  24,  west  of  first  meri¬ 
dian.  2.  The  company  are  not  now,  and  never  were 
at  any  time,  lessees  of  any  public  lands  in  that 
locality,  nor  anywhere  else  in  the  North-West,  but 
they  were  permitted  in  1885  to  purchase  a  tract  of 
8,160  acres  in  the  two  townships  mentioned,  at  the 
regulation  price  of  $2.50  per  acre.  They  had 
entered  into  an  arrangement  with  the  Government 
to  establish  the  industry  of  dairy  farming  and 
cheese-making,  and  the  raising  of  cattle  on  an 
extensive  scale,  and  if  they  had  carried  out  the 
terms  of  that  agreement  they  would  have  been 
entitled  to  get  their  lands  at  half  the  regulation 
price.  They  appear  to  have  done  a  great  deal  in 
the  direction  of  fulfilling  the  conditions  of  the 
agreement,  but  not  enough  to  warrant  a  sale  to 
them  at  half  price,  and  the  compromise  arrived  at 
was  that  they  were  permitted  to  buy  the  area  men¬ 
tioned  at,  the  regulation  price.  The  land  was  pat¬ 
ented  to  their  assignees  on  the  19th  June,  1886. 

POST  OFFICE  AND  BANK  DEPOSITS. 

Mr.  TISDALE  asked,  Whether  it  is  the  intention 
of  the  Government  to  increase  the  interest  upon  de¬ 
posits  in  the  Post  Office  savings  banks  to  4  per 
cent  ? 

Sir  ADOLPHE  CARON.  It  is  not  the  intention 
of  the  Government  at  the  present  time  to  increase 
the  interest  on  such  deposits. 

ELECTORAL  FRANCHISE  ACT. 

Mr.  GUAY  (for  Mr.  Choquette)  asked,  Whether 
it  is  the  intention  of  the  Government  to  intro¬ 
duce  a  measure  with  a  view  to  suspend  the  operation 
of  the  Electoral  Franchise  Act,  and  to  provide  that 
no  revision  of  the  electoral  lists  shall  take  place 
tins  year  ? 

Mr.  PATTERSON  (Huron).  It  is  the  intention 
of  the  Government  to  introduce  such  a  measure. 
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CIVIL  SERVICE  LIST. 

Mr.  SUTHERLAND  (for  Mr.  Mulock)  asked, 
1.  What  is  the  number  of  persons  on  the  Civil  Ser¬ 
vice  List  of  Canada?  2.  What  is  the  total  annual 
amount  of  the  salaries  of  such  civil  servants  ? 

Mr.  PATTERSON  (Huron).  The  Civil  Service 
List  will  be  laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House,  and  it 
will  give  all  the  information  desired. 

ACCIDENT  TO  STEAMER  ALERT. 

Mr.  GUAY  (for  Mr.  Choquette)  asked,  Whether 
an  enquiry  has  taken  place  respecting  the  accident 
which  happened  last  year  to  the  steamer  Alert , 
belonging  to  the  Government  and  commanded  by 
Captain  Koeing'?  If  so,  by  whom  was  it  held, 
and  what  has  been  the  result  ? 

Mr.  TUPPER.  Speaking  subject  to  correction, 
on  inspection  of  the  report  of  the  commissioner 
who  conducted  the  examination — this  report  being, 
now  in  Quebec  for  the  purpose  of  litigation  pending 
there—  I  may  state,  in  answer  to  the  enquiry,  that 
the  Alert  grounded  at  the  island  of  Anticosti 
last  season,  but  sustained  very  slight  dam¬ 
age.  An  enquiry  was  directed  to  be  made,  under 
the  charge  of  the  examiner  of  masters  and  mates, 
Capt.  Smith  of  the  department,  and  the  result 
of  the  enquiry  was  a  full  exoneration  of  Capt. 
Koeing  and  the  officers  from  any  blame.  The 
cause  of  the  grounding  of  the  steamer  at  that 
island  was  the  fact  that  the  boatswain  had  cut  the 
leadline  and  tied  it  together  again  in  order  to 
make  it  secure,  and  had  neglected  to  re-mark  the 
line.  Accordingly,  the  soundings  made  at  that 
particular  time  were  incorrect. 

MONUMENT  TO  THE  LATE  PREMIER. 

Mr.  TAYLOR  asked,  Whether  it  is  the  intention 
of  the  Government  to  erect  a  suitable  monument  to 
the  memory  of  the  late  Premier,  on  the  grounds 
near  the  House  of  Commons  ?  If  so,  when  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  It  is  the  intention,  so 
soon  as  a  vote  of  Parliament  is  obtained. 

PONTIAC  AND  PACIFIC  JUNCTION 
RAILWAY. 

Mr.  MURRAY  moved  for  : 

Reports,  documents,  memorials  and  correspondence 
relating  to  the  further  grant  of  a  subsidy  towards  the  com¬ 
pletion  of  the  Pontiac  Pacific  Junction  Railroad. 

He  said  :  Mr.  Speaker,  my  object  in  moving 
this  motion  is  to  ascertain  as  to  whether  this  road 
is  going  to  obtain  assistance  from  the  Government. 
The  road,  I  understand,  is  in  a  critical  condition. 
When  I  placed  this  motion  on  the  Order  Paper.  I 
was  not  in  full  possession  of  information  which  I 
have  since  obtained.  I  desire  to  ascertain  whether 
the  company  will  obtain  from  the  Government 
money  necessary  to  complete  this  road.  I  am  not 
aware  that  they  have  directly  applied  to  the  Dom¬ 
inion  Government  for  aid,  but  I  understand  they 
intend  to  do  so.  I  am  quite  satisfied  that  if  such 
aid  is  not  obtained,  the  road  will  not  be  completed 
for  years.  The  company  seeks  a  renewal  of  the 
charter  by  a  special  Act  of  the  Legislature.  I 
think  the  House  and  the  Government  should  interest 
themselves  in  this  enterprise.  The  people  of  the 
County  of  Pontiac  labour  under  very  great  dis¬ 


advantages.  They  have  given  this  company  a 
bonus  of  $100,000  to  assist  in  the  construction  of 
the  road,  and  they  are  verjr  much  interested  in  its 
completion.  It  is  bad  policy  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  to  leave  the  company  in  a  crippled 
condition  financially,  if  that  is  its  position,  and  I 
am  told  it  is,  because  it  has  the  effect  of  driving 
people  from  the  country.  A  direct  levy  has  been 
laid  on  the  people.  In  fact,  the  sheriff  is  deter¬ 
mined  to  levy  the  amount  due  on  the  bonus. 
It  is  very  well  to  talk  about  people  being 
driven  from  the  country  by  direct  taxation  which 
might  be  due  to  unrestricted  reciprocity,  when 
the  sheriff  is  now  endeavouring  to  levy  an  execution 
for  $80,000  coupons,  including  interest  and  costs. 
While  the  Dominion  Goverment  has  largely  aided 
roads  all  over  the  Dominion,  here  is  a  road  at  the 
doors  of  the  capital  placed  in  this  unfortunate  po¬ 
sition'  I  can  quite  understand  that  the  Govern¬ 
ment  have  assisted  railways  for  the  general  benefit 
of  the  country  to  the  extent  of  $3,200  a  mile,  but 
they  have  departed  from  that  rule  in  many  in¬ 
stances.  Looking  over  the  reports,  I  find  there  are 
many  cases  in  which  this  subsidy  has  been  exceeded. 
The  Ottawa  and  Gatineau  Valley  Railway,  62  miles, 
was  granted  $5,160  per  mile,  or  $320,000.  The 
Montreal  and  Western  Railway  Company,  from  St. 
Jerome  towards  Le  Desert,  70  miles,  was  granted 
$5, 160  per  mile,  or  $361,270.  The  Baie  des  Chaleurs 
Railway,  70  miles,  was  granted  $8,857  per  mile,  or 
$620,000.  The  North  Shore  Railway  Company  was 
paid  by  the  Provincial  Government  for  159  miles 
from  Quebec  to  Montreal  at  $6,000  per  mile,  or 
$940,000.  The  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  for  ex¬ 
tension /rom  St.  Martin’s  Junction  to  Quebec,  160 
miles,  was  granted  $9,375,  or  $1,500,000.  The 
North  Shore  Railway,  Montreal  to  Ottawa,  120 
miles,  was  granted  $12,000,  or  $1,440,000.  The 
j  Canada  Central  Railway,  Pembroke  to  Callendar, 
120  miles,  was  granted  $12,000  per  mile,  or  $1,440,- 
000,  besides  a  bonus  recouped  to  the  town  of  Pem¬ 
broke  of  $82,500.  The  Northern  Junction  and  Paci¬ 
fic  Junction  Railway  Company,  Gravenhurst  to 
Callendar,  1 10  miles,  was  granted  $12,000  per  mile, 
or  $1,320,000.  The  Canadian  Pacific  Railway, 
2,185  miles  at  $12,000  per  mile,  or  $26,184,- 
000.  The  North-West  Railway  of  Canada,. 

330  miles  at  $10,000  per  mile,  or  $3,300,000. 

:  All  these  roads  have  received  for  one  reason  or 
|  other  very  liberal  grants,  and  I  think  the  circum¬ 
stances  of  this  important  road,  the  Pontiac  and 
Pacific  Junction,  would  warrant  the  Government 
in  dealing  with  it  in  a  liberal  manner.  In  my 
opinion,  the  road  will  otherwise  remain  for  a  long 
time  unfinished.  I  desire  to  draw  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  the  fact  that  the  total  cash  sub¬ 
sidies  granted  to  railways  amount  to  $46,140,957. 

;  The  total  land  subsidies  granted  are  49,758,033 
acres,  which  at  $2  per  acre  will  give  $89,516,066  ;  or 
a  total  of  $135,557,023.  Taking  the  population  of 
Pontiac,  according  to  the  Dominion  census,  we 
have  20,000  people,  which  at  $27  per  head  would 
give  $540,000  as  the  proportion  of  the  whole  rail¬ 
way  subsidies  of  Canada  due  to  the  County  of  Pon¬ 
tiac.  So  that  considering  the  County  of  Pontiac, 
an  old  county  which  has  contributed  largely  to  the 
revenue  of  the  old  Parliament  of  Canada  at  least, 
and  is  contributing  largely  as  a  tax-paying  county 
to  protection,  if  you  will ;  I  believe  it  deserves  fair 
and  due  consideration  at  the  hands  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  in  regard  to  this  particular  road.  True,  Sir, 
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I  am  here  as  an  opponent  of  the  present  Govern¬ 
ment,  but  it  does  not  follow,  1  hope,  that  justice 
should  not  be  done  to  that  county. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  It  does  follow. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Well,  it  should  not  follow.  I 
know  that  some  queer  things  have  been  done  by 
all  Governments,  but  here  is  a  case  where  the 
Government  have  an  opportunity  of  showing  that 
they  will  be  influenced  in  the  interests  of  the 
people,  and  not  solely  in  the  interests  of  party.  I 
do  not  say  that  I  have  every  confidence  in  the 
Government,  I  differ  with  them  on  the  trade  ques¬ 
tion,  but  notwithstanding  that,  I  hope  that  they 
will  do  what  is  fair  and  right  by  the  people  I  re¬ 
present.  The  people  of  the  County  of  Pontiac  have 
been  deceived  in  this  matter  ;  they  have  had  great 
promises  held  out  to  them,  but  they  have  been 
misled  into  voting  this  $100,000.  They  were  led 
to  believe  then  that  the  railway  would  be  extended 
all  through  the  county,  but  now  it  is  only  extended 
some  30  or  40  miles.  Of  course  this  is  to  a  cer¬ 
tain  extent  their  own  fault,  because  they  should 
have  guarded  themselves  better  in  the  by-law,  and 
had  I  known  as  much  about  the  true  position  of 
the  by-law  then  as  I  do  now,  I  might  have  advised 
the  people  to  oppose  the  granting  of  that  bonus. 
However,  the  unfortunate  condition  of  affairs 
■exists,  and  the  question  is  whether  it  is  worth 
while  for  the  Government  to  take  this  matter 
into  consideration,  and  to  deal  with  it  as 
I  believe  they  ought  to  do.  I  would  ask  the 
Minister  of  Railways,  whom  I  look  upon  as  repre¬ 
senting  this  portion  of  the  Dominion  in  the  Cabinet, 
to  take  that  matter  into  his  serious  consideration. 

I  would  ask  that  he  should  ascertain  as  far  as 
possible  the  true  condition  of  affairs  there,  and 
that  he  will  act,  as  I  trust  he  will,  in  the  public 
interest  in  regard  to  that  matter.  I  beg  to  propose, 
seconded  by  Mr.  Devlin,  the  resolution  which  I 
have  placed  in  your  hands,  Mr.  Speaker. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  Mr.  Speaker,  there  can  be  no 
possible  objection  to  bringing  down  all  the  papers 
and  documents  in  the  possession  of  the  Government 
with  reference  to  granting  subsidies  to  this  particu¬ 
lar  line.  I  can  tell  the  hon.  gentleman  all  the 
papers  that  we  have  in  reference  to  it.  There  lias 
been  an  application  for  a  subsidy,  and  the  usual 
subsidy  per  mile  was  granted  for  the  whole  length 
of  the  railway  from  the  city  of  Hull  to  the  town  of 
Pembroke.  The  only  application  that  we  have  in 
the  department  for  any  other  grant,  or  any  other 
subsidy,  is  for  a  subsidy  of  2  miles  of  road  to  con¬ 
nect  it  with  Ottawa.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  a 
perfect  right  to  make  the  best  case  he  possibly  can 
for  his  constituency,  and  to  show  the  amount  of 
money  they  would  have  been  entitled  to  if  they  got 
a  fair  distribution.  But  it  is  rather  a  long-drawn 
argument  to  say  that  there  has  been  a  certain  sum  of 
money  granted  for  railways  all  over  the  country, and 
to  add  to  that  49,000,000  acres  of  land  given  to  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  and  the  different  railways 
in  the  North-West,  capitalizing  it  at  $2  an  acre,  in 
order  to  show  that  Pontiac  was  entitled  to  a  sum 
of  $540,000.  I  am  frightened  that  on  the  same  sys¬ 
tem  of  reasoning  nearly  every  constituency  in 
Ontario  and  Quebec  would  be  entitled  to  nearly  the 
same  sum  as  Pontiac,  and  a  great  many  of  them  to 
more,  because  a  great  many  of  them  have  not  even 
received  the  consideration  that  Pontiac  has. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Mr.  Murray. 


DOMINION  COTTON  MILLS  COMPANY. 

Mr.  EDGAR  moved  for  : 

Copies  of  the  original  Letters  Patent  of  incorporation  of 
the  Dominion  Cotton  Mills  Company  (Limited),  and  of  the 
Supplementary  Letters  Patent  increasing  the  capital 
stock  of  the  said  companj7  from  $100,000  to  $5,000,000,  and 
copies  of  all  correspondence,  petitions,  statements  and 
evidence  submitted  to  the  Government  in  support  of  the 
issue  of  such  Supplementary  Letters  Patent. 

Copies  of  the  original  Letters  Patent  incorporating  the 
Canadian  Coloured  Cotton  Mills  Company  (Limited),  and 
of  the  Supplementray  Letters  Patent  increasing  the 
capital  stock  of  the  said  company  from  $100,000  to  $5," 
000,000,'  and  copies  of  all  correspondence,  petitions,  state¬ 
ments  and  evidence  submitted  to  the  Government  in 
support  of  the  issue  of  said  Supplementary  Letters 
Patent. 

He  said  :  Saturday  evening’s  papers  in  Toronto  an¬ 
nounced  the  completion  of  an  enormous  deal,  as 
they  explained  it,  which  was  the  purchase  by  the 
Canadian  Coloured  Cotton  Mills  Company,  with  its 
capital  of  $5,000,000,  of  nearly  all  the  coloured  cot¬ 
ton  mills  in  the  Dominion,  and  they  characterized 
it  as  a  very  extraordinary  operation.  YY  ell,  Sir, 
they  only  had  half  the  facts,  because  the  same 
parties  who  controlled  that  company  had  already 
under  their  control  another  company  also  with  $5,- 
000,000  of  capital,  which  had  acquired  a  monopoly 
over  the  grey  cotton  fabric  mills  of  the  Dominion. 
Now,  the  Dominion  Cotton  Mills  Company  was  in¬ 
corporated  in  October,  1890,  with  $100,000  capital. 
The  chief  applicants  were  :  A.  F.  Gault  and  D. 
Morrice,  Montreal.  They  made  their  application 
in  October,  and  letters  patent  were  issued  on  the 
28th  November,  1890,  incorporating  them.  With¬ 
in  a  month  after  that,  on  the  24th  December,  1890, 
supplementary  letters  patent  were  issued  to  that 
company,  increasing  their  capital  from  $100,000  to 
$5,000,000.  That  company  has  now  acquired  a 
monopoly  in  the  manufacture  of  grey  cotton 
throughout  Canada.  They  have  acquired  the  Hali¬ 
fax  Cotton  Company,  of  Nova  Scotia  ;  the  W  ind- 
sor  Cotton  Company,  of  Nova  Scotia  ;  the  Monc¬ 
ton  Cotton  Company,  New  Brunswick ;  the 
Hochelaga  Cotton  Company,  of  Quebec  ;  the  St. 
Anne’s  Spinning  Company,  of  Quebec  ;  the  Coati- 
cook  Cotton  Company,  of  Quebec ;  the  King¬ 
ston  Cotton  Company,  of  Ontario,  and  the 
Grey  Cotton  Company,  of  Ontario.  This,  I  un¬ 
derstand,  includes  all  the  grey  cotton  mills 
in  Canada  except  Parks  &  Sons’  mills  in  St. 
John,  N.B.  That  concern  is,  I  believe,  in  the 
hands  of  liquidators  and  is  being  operated  for  the 
benefit  of  the  creditors,  and  it  is  a  question  whether, 
and  how  long,  it  can  stand  out  against  this  huge 
monopoly.  The  mode  in  which  they  operated  was, 
I  understand,  to  use  the  Hochelaga  mills  and  the 
St.  Anne’s  Spinning  Company,  with  which  the 
original  promoters  of  this  scheme  were  connected, 
to  depress  grey  cottons  by  over-production  and 
i  cutting  prices.  They  then  bought  all  these  mills, 
paying  usually  part  cash  and  part  bonds  of  the 
Dominion  Company,  which  had  originally  no  mills 
at  all  of  its  own.  Tha,t  succeeded  so  well  that  the 
same  promoters  organized  another  similar  institu¬ 
tion  for  getting  control  of  the  coloured  cottons  in  the 
Dominion.  Letters  patent  were  granted  to  them 
on  the  20th  of  February,  1892.  By  the  original 
letters  patent  their  capital  was  also  $100,000  ;  but 
within  three  weeks  supplementary  letters  patent 
1  were  issued  to  them  by  the  Government,  increasing 
their  capital  to  $5,000,000.  Now,  that  Coloured 
i  Cotton  Company,  as  I  understand,  on  Saturday  last, 
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bought  and  closed  their  arrangements  with  the 
following  companies: — The  Canada  Cotton  Co. 
at  Cornwall,  the  Stormont  Cotton  Co.  at  Cornwall, 
the  St.  Croix  Cotton  Co.  in  New  Brunswick,  the 
Dundas  Cotton  Co.  in  Ontario,  the  Ontario  Cotton 
Co.  in  Hamilton,  the  Merritton  Cotton  Co.  at  Mer- 
ritton,  and  the  Lybster  Cotton  Co.  at  Merritton. 
They  have,  I  understand,  leased  the  Gibson  mills  in 
New  Brunswick  for  ten  years.  They  are  the  selling 
agents  for  the  Hamilton  Cotton  Co.  of  Hamilton  ; 
and,  as  in  the  case  of  grey  cottons,  the  only  institu¬ 
tion  standing  out  against  them  so  far  is  the  Parks 
&  Sons’  cotton  mills  of  St.  John,  N.B.  There  is  the 
same  process  to  obtain  these  mills  that  was  prac¬ 
tised  in  the  case  of  grey  cotton.  They  have  run  them 
down,  cut  prices,  and  at  last  forced  them  to  come 
into  this  arrangement  in  self-defence.  Now,  what  may 
we  expect  to  be  the  result  to  the  people  of  Canada 
of  this  vast  combination  in  one  of  the  staple  neces¬ 
saries  of  life  ?  We  may,  of  course,  expect  in  a  short 
time  a  marked  rise  in  prices.  No  doubt  that  is 
what  the}-  have  organized  for.  They  have  not  had 
time  yet  to  increase  prices  much,  but  I  believe  the 
fact  is  that  one  year  ago  raw  cotton  was  worth 
from  4  to  5  cents  a  pound  more  than  it  is  to¬ 
day,  while  the  prices  of  the  manufactured  articles 
are  kept  up  so  far  at  the  same  figure.  Of  course  it 
is  a  monopoly,  and  there  is  no  law  apart  from  the 
height  of  the  tariff  that  will  prevent  this 
combination  from  increasing  prices  to  the 
consumer.  There  is  no  Government  regulation  of 
prices  and  no  means  that  I  know  of,  by  which  the 
public  can  interfere  with  them,  solongas  the  customs 
tariff  remains  as  it  is,  to  prevent  them  raising  their 
prices  up  to  the  utmost  limit.  The  strongest  dry 
goods  houses  in  Canada  might  almost  be  driven  out 
of  business  by  these  monopolies.  Suppose  they 
refused  to  sell  to  them,  or  suppose  they  put  oner¬ 
ous  terms  on  their  sales.  They  have  the  strongest 
houses  at  their  mercv.  Then,  1  believe  that  the 
promoters  of  this  combine  are  also  interested  more 
or  less  in  woollen  goods.  They  can  very  easily  make 
a  condition  that  any  house  that  wants  cottons,  and 
all  want  cottons,  must  also  buy  woollens  from 
them  ;  or  anything  else  that  they  choose  to  dictate 
may  be  forced  upon  their  customers.  Of  course, 
we  know  that  when  divers  mills  were  competing 
for  trade,  if  goods  when  delivered  were  found  to 
be  not  according  to  sample,  the  purchaser  could 
send  them  back  ;  but  this  mighty  monopoly  can 
refuse  to  take  back  samples,  unless  forced  to  do  so 
by  law,  and  they  might  coerce  their  customers  by 
refusing  to  sell  to  them.  They  can,  and  I  suppose 
will,  refuse  credit  to  all  small  houses  in  the  trade. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  from  enquiries  that  I  have 
made,  I  know  that  there  are  no  wholesale  dry 
goods  men  in  this  country  who  dare  to  complain 
against  this  thing  publicly  ;  their  hands  are  tied  ; 
they  are  coerced,  intimidated  ;  and  unless  the  repre¬ 
sentatives  of  the  people  in  Parliament,  who  are  not 
afraid  of  the  monopoly,  let  the  public  understand 
something  about  it,  it  will  never  be  checked  or  ex¬ 
posed.  Of  course,  a  monopoly  of  this  kind  could  only 
be  possible  under  the  fostering  influence  of  the  high 
tariff  ;  we  know  that.  We  -were  promised  compe¬ 
tition  when  the  high  tariff  was  given  to  us.  For 
a  while  we  did  get  competition,  and  the  consumers 
perhaps  got  the  benefit  of  it.  But  we  know  very 
well  that  there  was  an  enormous  amount  of  capital 
lost,  destroyed,  tvasted  in  that  competition.  This 
monopoly  has  established  itself  on  the  ruins  of 


those  cotton  companies,  not  by  investing  the  origi¬ 
nal  capital,  perhaps  not  50  per  cent,  in  many  cases 
much  less  than  50  per  cent  of  the  original  capital 
invested  in  these  mills.  The  proprietors  have 
given  up  control  of  everything,  the  competition  is 
done  away  with,  the  capital  is  lost,  and  the  mono¬ 
poly  exists.  Now,  there  is  a  possibility  in  this  of 
enormous  profits  to  speculators.  Would  the  pro¬ 
moters  have  gone  to  the  trouble  of  getting 
two  companies  patented,  with  an  authorized 
paid-up  capital  of  $10,000,000,  without  intend¬ 
ing  to  make  a  handsome  thing  out  of 
the  people  of  Canada  in  a  short  time  ? 
That  Dominion  Cotton  Mills  Company  has  been  in 
existence  a  little  over  a  year,  and  its  promoters  are 
tremendously  interested  in  sustaining  our  high 
tariff.  Our  tariff  puts  money  into  their  pockets, 
and  it  would  be  only  natural  to  them,  as  I  am  in¬ 
formed  they  did,  although  so  young,  to  contribute 
very  liberally  to  the  Red  Parlour  election  funds  in 
Montreal  during  the  election,  of  1891.  They  con¬ 
tribute  freely  to  the  Red  Parlour  in  Montreal,  or,  in 
other  words,  the  Montreal  Industrial  Association 
presided  over  by  a  distinguished  member  of  the 
other  House.  They  could,  of  course,  easily  afford  to 
contribute  their  share  of  that  benign  influence 
w^iich  has  been  spoken  of  as  having  so  mysteriously 
rained  down  like  the  dew  from  Heaven  in  so  many 
constituencies  at  the  bye-elections,  and  I  believe 
that  they  did  so  contribute.  Their  names  have  been 
positively  given  to  me.  I  have  moved  for  a  return 
of  papers  comprising  the  original  letters  patent  of 
incorporation  of  the  Dominion  Cotton  Mills  Com¬ 
pany,  Limited,  and  of  the  supplementary  letters 
patent  increasing  the  capital  stock  of  the  com¬ 
pany  from  $100,000  to  $5,000,000,  and  cqpies 
of  all  correspondence,  petitions,  statements  and  evi¬ 
dence  submitted  to  the  Government  in  support  of 
the  issue  of  such  supplementary  letters  patent, and  I 
have  moved  for  them  with  respect  to  both  these 
companies.  It  is  a  nice  scheme  certainly  for  an  in¬ 
corporated  company,  and  I  draw  the  attention  of 
the  Minister  of  Justice  to  it.  Suppose  this  had 
nothing  to  do  with  the  cotton  company,  for  a 
moment.  Here  is  a  company  which  comes  and 
asks  for  incorporation  with  a  capital  of  $100,000, 
on  which,  under  the  terms  of  the  Act,  it  has  to  sub¬ 
scribe  50  per  cent  and  pay  up  10  per  cent.  Under 
the  terms  of  the  Act,  if  they  comply  with  this  con¬ 
dition  and  satisfy  the  Government  as  to  expenditure 
and  bond  fide  character  of  the  enterprise,  they  have* 
no  further  subscription  to  make  on  the  new  capital, 
and  no  futher  payment  to  make  on  the  new  capital 
at  all.  They  subscribe  the  original  $100,000  and 
pay  up  50  per  cent  on  that,  and  then  they  get  an 
increase.  In  these  cases  they  have  an  increase  of 
fifty  times  what  their  original  capital  was.  It  has 
been  increased  by  the  Order  in  Council.  That  is  a 
very  good  scheme.  As  a  professional  man,  if  I 
were  advising  a  client  of  the  easiest  way  to  get  in¬ 
corporated  under  the  Dominion  Letters  Patent  Act 
so  as  to  pay  up  very  little,  I  would  tell  him,  as  ap¬ 
parently  these  people  have  been  advised,  to  apply 
first  for  only  one-fiftieth  of  the  capital  they  really 
require  and  then,  within  a  month  as  these  people 
did,  apply  for  supplementary  patent  for  increased 
stock.  That  would  be  granted  to  fifty  times  the 
original  amount  and  then  they  get  oft’  with  a  small 
subscription  and  a  very  small  payment  down. 
Another  thing,  if  they  had  any  big  object  in  view 
such  as  this,  of  buying  out  the  whole  industry  of  the 
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Dominion,  they  would  not  have  to  advertise  their 
large  capital.  Nobody  would  suppose  that  a  cotton 
company  with  $100,000  capital  would  do  very 
much  harm  to  the  country,  and  therefore  the 
notice  given  in  the  Gazette  would  not  alarm  any¬ 
body,  but  when  they  apply  for  supplementary  let¬ 
ters  patent  they  do  not  require  to  give  any  notice 
in  the  Gazette  at  all.  These  gentlemen  did  not  give 
any  notice.  The  first  thing  the  public  sees  is  that 
an  Order  in  Council  has  been  passed  by  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  and  supplementary  patents  issued,  the 
announcement  is  published  in  the  Gazette  after  it  is 
all  over  and  nobody’s  notice  is  drawn  to  it.  The 
Government  may  say  that  such  proceeding  is  a 
matter  of  ordinary  routine  under  the  Act,  which 
says  that  : 

“  After  the  contractors  have  passed  the  necessary  by¬ 
laws,  they  shall,  in  their  petition  for  supplementary  let¬ 
ters  patent,  furnish  a  copy  of  such  by-laws  and  establish 
to  the  satisfaction  of  the  Secretary  of  State  or  of  such 
other  officer  as  is  charged  by  the  Governor  in  Council  to 
report  thereon,  the  due  passage  and  approval  of  such  by¬ 
law,  and  the  expediency  and  bond  fide  character  of  the 
increase,  and  the  Secretary  of  State  is  bound  to  keep  a 
record  of  any  requisite  evidence  in  writing,  by  oath  or 
affirmation  or  by  solemn  declaration.” 

Well,  now,  I  should  think  we  would  expect  to  find 
some  very  strong  evidence  laid  before  the  Governor 
in  Council,  of  the  expediency  and  bond  fide 
character  of  the  sudden  increase,  within  one  month, 
from  $100,000  to  $1,000,000  of  the  capital  of  this 
company  ;  and  even  if  the  Government  were  so 
confiding  and  innocent  in  the  matter  as  to  accept 
eveiy  statement  of  the  first  company  which  applied 
for  this  sort  of  thing,  in  1890,  I  should  think, 
when  everybody  in  the  country  had  heard 
that  that  company  were  acquiring  this  monopoly 
and  were  organizing  for  that  purpose,  they  must 
have  known  it  when  only  a  few  weeks  ago,  on 
the  20th  February,  1892,  these  same  people 
came  with  an  application  for  a  similar  charter  of 
$100,000  in  the  usual  way.  That  was  granted,  but 
instantly  it  was  granted,  they  must  have  applied  for 
letters  patent  for  $5,000,000,  because  they  got  the 
letters  patent  on  the  7th  March,  1892.  The  Govern¬ 
ment  had  two  warnings  of  what  these  people  were 
doing  when  they  issued  the  supplementary  letters 
patent  only  in  March  last,  within  three  weeks  of 
the  issue  of  the  original ;  and  I  would  like  to  know, 
but  I  do  not  ask  for  an  answer  now,  some  good 
reason,  when  the  papers  are  brought  down,  why 
the  Government  allowed  this  company  to  acquire 
these  extraordinary  and  injurious  monopolies. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  The  hon.  gentleman 
is  right  in  supposing  that  we  are  not  in  a  position 
this  afternoon  to  place  before  the  House  the  infor¬ 
mation  which  he  desires,  or  even  to  discuss  with 
much  light  the  points  to  which  he  has  referred. 
We  will  be  very  glad,  however,  when  the  papers 
have  been  brought  down,  to  give  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  any  opportunity  for  discussing  the  course 
that  he  supposes  has  been  taken  in  the  granting  of 
these  letters  patent.  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman 
is  mistaken  in  supposing  several  of  the  circum¬ 
stances  that  he  thinks  occurred  in  regard  to  the 
supplementary  letters  patent.  I  think  he  is  mis¬ 
taken,  for  instance,  in  supposing  that  there  was  no 
notice  given  for  the  supplementary  letters  patent. 
The  hon.  gentleman’s  argument  is  principally  based 
on  the  assumption  that  the  companies  who  have 
had  these  supplementary  letters  patent  intended  to 
enter  on  arrangements  contrary  to  the  general 
Mr.  Edgar. 


interests  of  the  people  of  Canada,  and  he  proceeds 
to  criticise  the  Government  for  giving  facilities  to 
these  companies  for  so  doing.  It  would  certainly 
be  preferable  for  us  on  this  side — I  mean  for  the 
members  of  the  Government — before  entering  into 
any  discussion  of  such  wrong-doing,  or  of  any 
possible  fault  in  giving  facilities  to  these  companies 
to  increase  their  capital  without  proper  precau¬ 
tions,  that  we  should  have  better  evidence  than 
the  statement  which  has  been  found  in  the  press 
that  these  companies  have  acquired  nearly  all  the 
cotton  factories  in  the  country.  I  do  not  agree 
with  the  hon.  gentleman  that,  because  of  that, 
they  would  have  acquired  a  monopoly  in  this 
country.  On  the  contrary,  any  other  company 
could  enter  into  competition  with  them. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Botliwell).  But  if  the  market  is 
not  adequate  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  The  market  will  cer¬ 
tainly  be  adequate  if  the  prices  are  raised,  as  the 
hon.  gentleman  says  they  will  be. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  But  the  prices  may  be  drop¬ 
ped  again  almost  immediately. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  The  hon.  gentleman’s 
argument  is  that  the  article  will  be  produced  prac¬ 
tically  by  one  concern,  and  that  the  prices  will  be 
raised  to  the  consumer.  There  can  be  no  difficulty 
for  the  other  producers  to  place  their  goods  on  the 
market,  and  if  it  were  established,  as  the  hon. 
gentleman  seems  to  assert,  that  the  tariff  was 
the  means  of  enabling  such  a  company  to  act  oppres¬ 
sively  to  the  consumer,  it  would  certainly  not  very 
long  remain  so.  That  question  was  introduced  to 
the  House  last  year  in  regard  to  another  matter, 
and  the  country  can  have  no  doubt  as  to  what  the 
general  policy  is  to-day.  The  hon.  gentleman 
need  not  have  any  misgivings  as  to  the  friendly 
relations  of  the  Government  with  these  manu¬ 
facturers,  if  wrhat  he  calls  the  Montreal  Red 
Parlour  has  no  more  tangible  existence  and 
no  more  palpable  effect  upon  the  policy  of  the 
Government  than  the  imaginary  Red  Parlour  of 
Toronto.  As  to  the  return  for  which  the  hon. 
gentleman  has  asked,  I  do  not  know  what  this  cor¬ 
respondence  may  be,  but, generally  speaking,  I  know 
the  care  which  has  been  taken  in  regard  to  the 
issue  of  letters  patent  and  supplementary  letters 
patent  has  been  generally  directed  to  the  point  that 
the  persons  have  ample  capital  to  enable  them  to 
engage  in  the  business,  and  that  they  are  solvent 
and  reputable  persons  as  far  as  our  information 
goes.  If  they  are  solvent  and  reputable  persons 
and  have  sufficient  capital  to  engage  in  business,  it 
is  the  first  time  that  we  have  heard  that  the  fact  of 
their  having  a  large  capital  should  be  regarded  with 
caution  in  granting  them  letters  patent.  The  evi¬ 
dence  is  always  preserved  in  these  cases,  because  it 
is  taken  in  the  way  of  depositions,  and  it  will  be 
brought  down. 

Mr.  CASEY.  If  tliere  is  one  quality  more  than 
another  with  which  the  Minister  of  Justice  has  been 
credited,  it  is  that  of  applying  logic  to  facts.  I  do 
not  know  that  we  can  any  longer  credit  him  with 
this  after  what  he  has  stated  to-day.  He  has  stated 
that  the  buying  up  of  all  the  cotton  factories  in  the 
country,  if  that  has  occurred,  does  not  constitute  a 
monopoly,  and  that  the  market  is  just  as  open  now 
as  before  for  any  one  to  start  a  new  factory  and  piit 
cotton  on  the  market.  Surely  the  hon.  gentleman 
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must  be  exercising  his  right  as  an  Irishman,  and 
must  be  joking  with  the  House  when  he  makes  such 
a  statement.  Every  one  knows  that,  when  one  article 
is  bought  up,  or  the  factories  which  make  it  are 
bought  up,  over  the  whole  country,  that  amounts  to 
monopoly, because  every  one  else  can  be  crushed  out. 
The  lion,  gentleman  also  says  that  the  only  thing 
the  Government  has  to  consider  in  granting  letters 
patent  is  the  amount  of  capital,  and  that  it  is  no 
objection  that  the  applicants  have  a  very  large 
capital.  Stated  in  these  words,  his  position  is  cor¬ 
rect,  but,  if  it  is  understood,  as  it  was,  that  this 
new  combination  is  formed  for  the  purpose  of  crea¬ 
ting  a  combine  in  the  sense  that  word  has  lately 
accpiired,  namely,  a  practical  monopoly  created  by 
buying  up  all  existing  factories,  then  the  Govern¬ 
ment  should  not  have  lent  their  aid  to  it,  but  should 
have  looked  at  the  question  of  public  policy,  and 
not  simply  at  the  question  of  capital,  when  they 
were  issuing  letters  patent.  I  take  issue 
with  the  hon.  gentleman  on  these  two  grounds. 
Either  his  statement  that  the  purchase  .  of 
all  the  existing  factories  does  not  amount  to  a 
monopoly,  must  be  a  joke,  or  it  is  very  erroneous. 
His  other  statement  that  it  was  not  the  business  of 
the  Government  to  enquire  as  to  what  the  appli¬ 
cants  intended  to  do  with  their  capital,  provided 
they  had  sufficient  capital,  was  unsound  and  even 
unconstitutional.  In  discharging  the  duty  of  a 
Government,  they  should  enquire  what  the  results 
may  be  and  what  the  effects  may  be  upon  the 
trade  of  the  country.  On  the  first  point,  I  repeat 
that  the  Minister  must  be  chaffing  the  House  or 
simply  making  a  special  plea  ;  on  the  second  point, 
he  evidently  is  making  the  announcement  of  .a 
policy,  and  I  leave  it  to  the  House  to  consider 
whether  it  is  not  an  unsound  policy  to  give  letters 
patent  to  any  company  who  apply  with  sufficient 
capital,  without  considering  the  effect  which  the 
incorporation  of  the  company  may  have  upon  the 
country. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  The  Minister  of  Justice  contends 
that  notice  was  given  of  the  applications  for  these 
supplementary  letters  patent. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  That  is  my  impres¬ 
sion. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  I  think  the  Minister  of  Justice 
is  wrong,  because,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  it  is  not 
required  by  the  statute,  and  I  have  found  upon 
an  examination  of  the  Garotte  myself  that  no 
notices  were  given.  Now,  I  cannot  see  how 
it  is  possible  that  the  Minister  of  Justice  can 
maintain  that  the  control  by  these  two  com¬ 
panies  of  such  vast  powers,  under  the  circum¬ 
stances  I  have  related,  does  not  constitute  a  mono¬ 
poly.  There  is  the  member  for  West  York  (Mr. 
W allace)  sitting  behind  him  ;  I  would  like  to  hear 
his  views,  as  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Com¬ 
bines,  as  to  whether  that  is  not  a  dangerous  and 
injurious  monopoly  to  this  country.  Why,  Sir,  I 
remember  that  his  committee  condemned  strongly, 
and  I  do  not  say  too  strongly,  the  small  combines 
in  watch  cases,  in  eggs,  in  coffins,  in  coal,  in  the 
grocery  guilds  ;  but  how  weak  and  unimportant 
were  they  compared  to  this  gigantic  monopoly  that 
was  concluded  no  later  than  last  Saturday,  under 
the  vast  powers  given  by  these  supplementary 
letters  patent.  How  much  more  important  is  it 
that  the  House  should  appoint  a  committee,  and 


that  the  Government  issue  a  Royal  Commission,  to 
enquire  into  this,  than  it  was  to  discuss  those  few 
matters  that  were  raked  up  by  the  Combines  Com¬ 
mittee  in  1888.  I  have  got  the  conclusion  of  their 
report  here,  and  I  think  it  was  a  little  prophetic, 
and  I  hope  the  hon.  member  for  West  York  has 
not  receded  from  the  views  which  are  embodied 
in  the  conclusion  of  that  committee’s  report, 
namely  : 

“That  the  evils  produced  by  combines  such  as  have 
been  enquired  into,  have  not  by  any  means  been  fully 
developed  as  yet  in  this  country  ;  but  sufficient  evidence 
of  their  injurious  tendency  and  effect  is  given  to  justify 
legislative  action  for  suppressing  the  evils  arising  from 
these  and  similar  combinations  and  monopolies.” 

Well,  Sir,  I  do  not  know  whether  the  legislative 
action  that  has  been  taken  can  reach  these  mono¬ 
polies  or  not  ;  that  is  another  question  altogether. 
We  have  got  to  find  out  what  the  evils  are,  how 
great  they  are,  before  we  can  apply  our  legislative 
remedies.  I  think  it  would  be  well  worth  the 
consideration  of  the  House  whether,  if  there  is  any 
doubt  about  the  application  of  the  present  law  to 
a  company  of  this  kind,  they  should  not  make  it 
clear,  and  provide  that  not  only  the  company  shall 
pay  a  tine  of  from  one  to  ten  thousand  dollars — 
which  would  be  nothing  for  these  people — but  that 
the  officers  and  promoters  of  the  company  who  had 
organized  a  monopoly  of  this  kind,  should  be 
personally  punished  as  well. 

Motion  agreed  to.  * 

DREDGING  THE  OTTAWA  RIVER. 

Mr.  MURRAY  moved  for  : 

Statement  showing  the  cost  of  dredging  the  Ottawa 
River  (including  cost  of  plant,  kc,.)  between  Pembroke 
and  the  Des  Joachims  Rapids,  from  1878  up  to  the  present 
date;  also  a  statement  of  the  names  of  the  person  or 
persons  who  have  performed  the  work,  the  amount  paid 
to  each  ;  and  if  the  work  was  let  on  tender,  by  contract  or 
otherwise. 

He  said  :  My  object  in  making  this  motion  is  to 
ascertain,  if  possible,  the  primary  reason  for  having 
this  work  done.  I  can  state,  for  my  own  part,  as 
a  resident  of  the  town  of  Pembroke  for  over  35 
years,  and  as  one  who  has  done  considerable 
business  with  the  lumbermen  and  men  engaged  in 
boating,  that  I  never  could  understand  why  this 
work  was  done  at  all.  I  never  understood  the  ne¬ 
cessity  of  it.  I  never  heard  any  complaint  on  the 
part  of  the  people  who  are  engaged  in  navigation 
that  the  river  needed  to  be  dredged.  I  know  that 
before  any  of  this  work  was  done,  boats  could  pass 
from  Pembroke  to  the  Des  Joachims  Rapids, draw¬ 
ing  much  more  water  than  the  boats  which  have 
been  plying  there  since.  In  a  former  motion  I 
have  pointed  out  the  necessity  of  the  Government 
coming  to  the  aid  of  the  people  of  the  County  of 
Pontiac,  and  I  want  to  show,  when  the  papers 
come  down,  where  a  good  deal  of  money  was  ex¬ 
pended,  as  I  consider,  unnecessarily.  I  believe  the 
main  object  of  the  Government  was  to  give  employ¬ 
ment  to  some  prominent  political  friends  of  the 
Government  of  the  day  ;  I  cannot  come  to  any  other 
conclusion,  because  I  never  could  see  the  necessity 
for  this  dredging.  I  am  anxious  to  know,  and  that 
the  House  should  know,  why  this  work  was  done, 
who  did  it,  and  the  amount  of  money  that  has  been 
expended. 

Motion  agreed  to. 
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CULBUTE  CANAL. 

Mr.  MURRAY  moved  for  : 

Statement  showing  the  cost  of  construction  of  the  Cul- 
bute  Canal  from  its  inception  up  to  the  24th  March,  189-  ; 
a  detailed  statement  of  the  names  of  the  contractors  or 
others  who  did  the  work,  including  costs  of  surveys, 
engineers’  plans,  reports,  &c.  Also  a  detailed  statement 
of  the  cost  of  repairs,  with  the  names  of  the  person  or 

persons  who  performed  the  service. 

41so,  a  detailed  statement ot  the  namesofthe  engineers, 
lock  masters,  bridge  keepers,  and  other  employes  o 
the  Government,  in  connection  with  the  atoresaia  canal 
since  its  construction,  and  the  respective  amounts  paid 

Also, "for  a  statement  showing  the  cost  of  making  any 
dam  or  dams,  or  other  alterations  or  improvements  on 
the  Calumet  Rapids,  in  the  Ottawa  River,  from  1878  up  to 
date,  giving  the  names  of  the  persons  who  did  the  work, 
and  whether  by  contract  or  otherwise 

Also,  detailed  statement  showing  the  respective  amounts 
paid,  and  the  persons  to  whom  paid,  tor  lands  and  other 
damages  from  overflow  of  water,  caused  by  the  con 
struction  of  Government  dams  on  the  Calumet  Ra  pids,  and 
also  from  the  construction  of  the  Culbute  Canal;  also  a 
list  of  the  names  of  unsettled  claimants. 

He  said  :  The  subject-matter  referred  to  in  the 
motion  I  consider  to  be  a  useless  expenditure  of  a 
very  considerable  amount  made  in  the  construction 
of  the  Culbute  Canal.  I  do  not  think  there  ever 
was  any  necessity  for  this  expenditure.  I  consider 
it  was  entered  upon  to  help  a  supporter  of  the 
Government  of  the  day.  An  appropriation  was 
placed  in  the  Estimates  as  far  back  as  18/2.  I 
forget  the  exact  amount,  but  the  circumstance  was 
used  pretty  freely  at  an  election  which  was  held  in 
Pontiac  at  that  time.  1  believed  this  work  was 
inaugurated  during  the  time  .sir  John  Macdonald 
was  in  power,  and  it  was  one  of  the  legacies  left 
by  him  to  the  Mackenzie  Government  to  carry  out 
and  complete.  I  do  not  know  whether  the  contract 
was  let  or  not  during  the  time  Sir  John  Macdonald 
was  in  power,  but  I  rather  think  it  was.  No  less 
than  $500,000  or  $600,000  have  been  expended, 
which  might  as  well  have  been  thrown  into  the 
Ottawa  River.  Besides,  engineers,  lock  masters, 
and  employes  of  that  kind  have  been  engaged,  all 
adding  unnecessary  expense,  then  there  aie  the 
Calumet  dams.  I  never  heard  that  any  necessity 
existed  for  them.  I  believe  a  Government  engineer 
reported  on  the  necessity  of  them,  and  perhaps  I 
may  be  wrong  in  speaking  of  it,  but  I  am 
strongly  of  the  opinion  that  the  work  was  carried 
out  to  afford  employment  for  some  political 
friends.  At  all  events,  political  friends  carried  on 
the  work,  and  family  relatives  of  the  member  who 
was  supporting  the  Government.  All  these  matters 
look  very  suspicious,  and  as  a  result  of  this  work 
large  quantities  of  lands  were  damaged  in  the 
upper  Ottawa,  some  of  the  claims  in  connection 
with  which  have  yet  to  be  settled  by  the  Govern¬ 
ment.  So  this  work  has  been  not  only  a  great 
expense  to  the  country  and  to  individuals,  but  it  is 
one  that  is  not  required  in  the  public  interest.  I 
trust  that  as  the  Government  must  see  that  a 
mistake  has  been  made  in  these  expenditures  the 
fact  will  not  be  overlooked,  and  relief  and  assistance 
will  be  afforded  to  some  substantial  undertaking, 
such,  for  example,  as  the  Pontiac  and  Pacific  Junc¬ 
tion  Railway.  In  offering  these  remarks  I  desire  to 
show  that  large  sums  of  money  are  wasted,  where, 
as  a  small  amount  wisely  expended  would  place 
the  people  of  the  County  of  Pontiac  in  a  \  ei  y 
favourable  position  and  would  make  them  feel  that 
it  is  desirable  to  remain  in  this  country,  instead  of 
leaving  it,  for,  undoubtedly ,  colonization  trains  are 
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carrying  away  many  of  our  best  citizens,  who 
observe  that  while  great  extravagance  prevails, 
necessary  expenditures  do  not  receive  proper  atten¬ 
tion.  I  think  it  my  duty  to  bring  this  matter  to 
the  attention  of  the  House,  and  I  trust  these 
mistaken  expenditures  of  the  past  wTill  not  again 
occur. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  There  can  be  no  possible  ob¬ 
jection  to  the  motion  of  the  hon.  gentleman,  and 
all  the  papers  and  information  asked  for  will  be 
brought  down.  But  when  the  hon.  gentleman 
states  this  was  a  job  done  for  political  purposes, 
and  that  the  expense  was(  a  useless  one,  and  that 
it  was  carried  out  for  the  purpose  of  assisting  some 
political  friends  of  ours  in  that  section  of  the  coun¬ 
try,  he  is  altogether  in  error.  I  remember  when 
this  work  was  first  brought  before  Parliament,  for 
I  w'as  a  member  of  the  House  at  the  time,  and  I 
listened  to  the  debate  on  the  advantages  of  this  ce¬ 
lebrated  canal.  There  were  advocates  of  the  south 
side  and  the  north  side,  the  member  for  Pontiac 
(Mr.  McKay  Wright)  advocating  construction  on 
the  latter  side.  However,  an  impression  prevailed 
in  this  House  and  the  country  that  the  work  was 
necessary,  and  there  was  a  vote  placed  in  the  Es¬ 
timates  in  its  favour.  But  when  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  infers  that  the  expenditure  was  used  for  the 
purpose  of  securing  political  advantage  to  our  party 
on  that  section  of  the  country,  he  forgets  per¬ 
haps  the  contract  was  let  in  1873  and  that  the  whole 
of  the  expenditure  was  made  between  1873 
and  1878,  and  if  any  political  advantage  accrued, 
it  was  secured  by  the  hon.  gentleman’s  friends.  I 
can  have  no  objection  to  bring  down  the  papers, 
but  I  wish  to  show  the  fallacy  of  the  statement  of 
the  hon.  gentleman,  that  the  building  of  the  canal 
was  carried  out  for  the  purpose  of  helping  political 
friends,  and  that  the  expenditure  was  made  for 
political  purposes.  If  the  expenditure  was  for 
political  purposes,  it  was  for  the  purpose  of  assist¬ 
ing  the  hon.  gentleman’s  friends  during  its  con¬ 
struction. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  I  state  that,  in  my  opinion, 
such  was  the  case,  because  Mr.  Heath  was  a  sup¬ 
porter  of  the  Government  then  in  power,  and  by 
his  influence  the  vote  was  placed  in  the  Estimates. 
I  was  a  candidate  for  the  representation  of  Pontiac 
against  Mr.  McKay  Wright,  and  the  changes  were 
rung  on  the  appropriation  for  the  canal  to  my  dis¬ 
advantage.  It  had  its  effect  politically.  W  ill  the 
lion.  Minister  say  that  the  Mackenzie  Government 
were  not  committed  to  carry  out  this  work  inaug¬ 
urated  by  their  predecessors  ?  M  as  he  not  obliged 
to  go  on  with  that  work  ?  I  refer  more  particularly 
to  the  dams  that  were  constructed  at  the  Calumet 
Rapids  when  I  say  that  a  relative  of  Mr.  Poupore, 
who  was  a  member  of  this  House,  I  believe  a  son 
of  his,  was  the  contractor  for  performing  that  work. 
These  things  look  as  if  there  were  some  kind  of  a 
political,  suspicious  ring  about  them.  I  think,  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  was  justified  in  making  the  remarks  I 
did.  And  I  think  that  the  hon.  gentleman  cannot 
but  see  that  a  great  deal  of  these  things  are  done 
for  political  effect,  and  in  order  to  assist  Govern¬ 
ment  supporters,  not  only  in  Pontiac  but  also  in 
many  other  places  that  I  might  have  referred  to. 
You  are  a  political  opponent  of  mine,  Mr.  Speaker, 
and  when,  in  speaking  on  a  previous  motion,  I  was 
referring  to  the  dredging  done  between  Pembroke 
and  Des  Joachims,  I  do  not  say  that  that  is  one  of 
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the  political  sins  that  you  have  to  answer  for.  I 
do  not  think  you  are  implicated  at  all  in  such  a 
thing,  and  I  want  the  House  to  understand  that. 

Mr.  DEVLIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  before  you  declare 
that  motion  carried,  I  would  like  to  add  a  word  to 
what  has  been  said  by  the  hon.  member  for  Pontiac 
(Mr.  Murray).  I  really  believe  that  this  canal,  to 
which  reference  has  been  made  by  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man,  and  which,  as  it  stands  now,  is  useless  and 
constitutes  nothing  more  than  idle  capital,  could 
be  made  one  of  the  most  useful  and  valuable  in  the 
country.  Already  a  very  large  sum  of  money  has 
been  expended  upon  it,  and  I  believe  that  if  a 
further  outlay  were  made  in  order  to  improve  the 
different  canals  which  it  was  proposed  at  one  time 
to  construct  between  Ottawa  and  Pembroke,  then 
the  Culbute  Canal  could  be  reached,  made  useful, 
and  the  navigation  of  the  Ottawa  would  be  con¬ 
siderably  improved.  I  am  not  exactly  advocating, 
at  this  moment,  the  Ottawa  River  ship  canal  of 
which  we  have  from  time  to  time  heard  a  great 
deal  in  the  press  and  on  the  platform  ;  but  I  be¬ 
lieve  that  the  day  will  come  when  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  from  the  west  will  not  suffice  for 
freight  carrying  purposes,  and  then  this  Ottawa 
ship  canal  will  have  to  be  advocated,  and  perhaps 
constructed.  Of  course,  it  might  occur  that  this 
will  be  again  one  of  the  legacies  which  will  be  left 
to  the  Liberals  when  the  Conservatives  are  going 
out  of  power,  just  as  the  legacy  was  extended  of 
which  mention  was  made  by  my  hon.  friend  from 
Pontiac  (Mr.  Murray).  A  large  sum  of  money  has 
been  already  expended  on  the  Chats  Canal,  and  the 
canal  has  not  been  completed,  Then  another  short 
canal  should  be  constructed  at  Bryson,  and  also  one 
between  Aylmer  and  Ottawa,  and  thus  we  would 
have  continuous  navigation  from  Pembroke  to 
Ottawa,  and  from  Ottawa  to  the  sea.  I  believe 
that ;  and  the  only  way  this  Culbute  Canal  can  be 
of  service  to  the  country  is  by  the  construction  and 
completion  of  the  s}Tstem  of  canals  to  which  I  have 
just  invited  attention.  I  have  much  pleasure  in 
seconding  the  motion  of  my  hon.  friend  from  Pon¬ 
tiac  (Mr.  Murray). 

Motion  agreed  to. 

THE  TEMPERANCE  COLONIZATION 
SOCIETY. 

Mr.  SPROULE  moved  for  : 

Return  of  all  correspondence,  papers,  complaints  or 
memoranda  of  any  kind  in  relation  to  “  The  Temperance 
Colonization  Society,”  received  since  or  not  included  in  a 
return  furnished  the  House  in  1890. 

2.  List  of  all  stockholders  of  the  company,  1st  May, 
1885,  with  amounts  paid  on  calls  of  the  shares,  whether 
in  cash,  land  credits,  or  otherwise  each  year  to  date, 
stating  what  shares  were  forfeited,  when  and  why  ? 

3.  List  of  stockholders  at  date  of  return,  showing 
■when  they  became  such,  with  dates  and  amount  of  shares 
purchased,  with  price  per  share,  (a)  Number  of  calls  on 
all  shares  with  details,  dates,  &c. 

4.  Amount  earned  in  fees  by  directors  each  year  to 
date. 

5.  Amount  of  money  invested  each  year,  and  in  what, 
(a)  Total  amount  received  on  account  of  scrip  and  land 
sales  to  date. 

6.  List  of  scrip  holders,  with  post  office  address,  who 
purchased  from  the  company  (scrip  issued)  prior  to  1st 
June,  1882,  and  since  that  date,  giving  date  of  issue, amount 
of  land  purchased,  by  each,  price  per  acre,  amount  paid 
thereon  to  date  ;  showing,  if  cancelled,  when  and  on 
what  conditions. 

7.  List  of  all  other  contracts  for  purchase  of  land 
issued,  whether  exchanged  for  scrip,  amounts  paid  to 
date,  whether  contractis  still  in  existence,  why  cancelled 
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8.  Amount  and  details  of  land  sales  now  current  and 
for  which  land  is  to  be  supplied  by  the  company. 

9.  List  of  all  persons  whose  scrip  was  located  on  even- 
numbered  sections  in  1883,  showing  where  located,  new 
location  subsequently  if  any,  with  form  of  contract  of 
even-numbered  location. 

10.  List  of  homestead  settlers  in  1885.  List  at  date 
(actual  residents). 

11.  When  contract  with  the  company  and  Govern¬ 
ment  expired,  with  conditions  of  extension,  if  any  ;  con¬ 
ditions^  final  settlement. 

12.  List  of  lands  to  be  conveyed  to  the  company  under 
such  settlement. 

The  foregoing  information  to  be  furnished,  if  practi¬ 
cable,  under  affidavit  of  the  President  and  Accountant. 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  All  the  information  we  have 
in  the  department  shall  be  brought  down,  and  I  will 
endeavour  to  get  what  was  asked  for  that  is  not  in 
the  department. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

REVISION  OF  ELECTORAL  LISTS. 

Mr.  FLINT  moved  for  : 

List  of  all  revising  officers,  and  the  amount  of  moneys 
paid  to  each  for  the  last  revision  of  the  electoral  lists ; 
also,  a  detailed  statement  of  the  moneys  paid  for  other 
expenses  in  connection  with  the  said  revision. 

He  said  :  I  do  not  propose  to  take  up  the  time  of 
the  House  with  any  remarks  in  advocacy  of  the 
motion,  because  I  believe  it  must  commend  itself  to 
all  the  members  of  the  House.  The  subject  of  the 
expenses  in  connection  with  revising  the  lists  from 
time  to  time  has,  every  session  since  the  adoption  of 
the  Act,  created  considerable  discussion  in  this 
House  and  throughout  the  country  ;  and  apart 
entirely  from  the  complaints  which  have  been  made 
in  some  quarters — not  in  all  quarters,  fortunately — 
as  to  the  conductof  revising  officers, a  large  element  of 
antagonism  to  this  feature  of  the  Franchise  Act  has 
been  due  to  the  enormous  and  I  believe  unnecessary 
expense  in  connection  with  it.  I  think  that  any  unpre¬ 
judiced  person  will  agree  that  the  list  ought  to  be  re¬ 
vised  annually,  so  that  in  case  of  a  general  election 
we  should  not  meet  the  country  in  the  position  in 
which  the  country  was  met  at  the  last  general 
election,  with  lists  three  or  four  years  old,  and  a  large 
number  of  persons  equitably  qualified  under  the  law, 
but  unable  to  exercise  their  act  of  the  franchise. 
Then,  in  case  of  a  bye-election  at  any  time,  the  list 
would  be  as  complete  as  possible  at  any  time  it 
came  on.  The  enormous  cost  of  the  annual  revision 
of  the  voters’  lists  ought,  if  possible,  to  be  decreased. 
The  amount  of  money  which  seems  to  be  wasted  in 
the  effort  to  have  an  honest  voters’  list  throughout 
this  country  ready  for  an  election,  is  indefensible. 
I  hope  that  this  Government  will  give  us  this 
return  at  a  very  early  day,  in  order  that  this  ques¬ 
tion  in  its  full  bearings  may  be  brought  before  the 
House  before  the  end  of  the  session. 

Mr.  PATTERSON  (Huron).  The  information 
will  be  brought  down  as  expeditiously  as  possible  ; 
but  I  am  afraid  it  cannot  be  brought  down  as  soon 
as  I  desire,  because  a  great  many  of  these  papers  are 
not  yet  made  up,  and  cannot  be  completed  until  the 
money  for  the  purpose  is  voted  by  the  House. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  I  had  hoped  that  the  hon. 
gentleman  would  have  taken  advantage  of  this 
motion  to  complete  an  answer  which  he  gave  a 
moment  ago  to  the  question  which  was  asked, 
whether  it  was  the  intention  of  the  Government 
to  introduce  a  measure  to  suspend  this  Act  this 
year,  and  thus  to  prevent  the  annual  preparation 
of  the  list.  I  understood,  from  the  statement 
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made  by  the  hon.  gentleman,  that  the  Government 
contemplated  this  year  suspending  the  Act  again 
and  not  having  the  annual  revision  of  the  lists. 
For  my  part,  I  cannot  say  that  I  object  in  any 
way  to  the  policy  of  the  Government  in  this 
respect,  though  it  is  sometimes  awkward,  if  we 
are  to  have  the  present  system,  not  to  have  an 
annual  revision  of  the  lists,  because  an  election 
may  take  place  any  .day  in  any  part  of  the 
country,  and  unless  we  have  the  annual  re¬ 
vision  contemplated  by  the  Act,  the  election 
must  of  necessity  take  place  on  the  old  lists. 
At  all  events,  the  fact  that  the  Government  can 
announce  this  year  that  there  will  be  no  revision  is 
an  evidence  that  even  they  are  of  opinion  that  the 
Act  is  cumbersome,  ditiicuitto  apply,  and  expensive. 
Although,  under  the  terms  of  the  Act,  there  should 
be  an  annual  revision,  and  although  the  Act  has 
been  in  force  since  1886,  there  has  been  no  annual 
revision  so  far.  The  first  revision  took  place  in 
1886,  the  second  in  1889,  the  third  in  1891,  just  on 
the  eve  of  the  elections.  Under  these  circumstances, 
the  hon.  gentleman  should  be  in  a  position  to 
announce  to  the  House  that  it  is  contemplated  to 
abolish  the  Act  altogether.  The  Government  must 
admit  that  it  is  not  conducive  to  public  interest  to 
have  an  Act  which  is  broken  by  the  Government 
every  year,  even  though  it  be  with  the  sanction  of 
Parliament.  Their  inaction  shows  most  conclusively 
that  in  their  judgment  the  Act  ought  to  be  abolished, 
and  I  would  have  hoped  this  intention  would  be 
announced  by  the  Minister  at  present. 

Mr.  PATTERSON  (Huron).  The  return  will  be 
brought  down  without  delay,  and  then  will  be 
a  more  appropriate  time  to  announce  the  policy  of 
the  Government. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  This  Act  ought  either  to 
be  abolished  or  enforced.  The  revision  that  took 
place  last  year  has  not  yet,  in  some  instances, 
been  completed,  the  lists  in  some  of  the  ridings 
have  not  been  printed,  all  which  is  in  contravention 
of  the  statute.  It  does  seem  singular  that  the  re¬ 
vision,  which  began  last  June,  should  not,  on  the 
4th  of  April  in  the  following  year,  be  completed. 
There  is  certainly  some  defect  somewhere  which 
ought  to  be  remedied.  I  cannot  understand  how, 
when  the  final  revision  took  place  in  December, 
the  lists  of  four  months  after  are  not  printed.  It 
leads  to  the  suspicion  that  there  is  something 
wrong  ;  it  has  a  tendency  to  cause  people  to  be¬ 
lieve  that  the  Government  connive  at  this,  and, 
in  the  interest  of  the  Government  themselves,  they 
should  see  to  it  that  no  such  laxity  should  prevail 
with  regard  to  the  printing  of  the  lists.  The  other 
day  I  went  to  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Chancery 
and  desired  the  list  for  the  riding  I  have  the  honour 
to  represent,  and  was  told  it  had  not  been  printed 
yet.  This  is  a  state  of  things  which  should  not 
exist  under  the  operation  of  the  Act.  The  Act  is 
explicit,  and  certainly  there  is  a  laxity  the  Govern- 
ment  should  see  to.  It  is  indeed  very  cumbersome  and 
cannot  be  kept  in  order  unless  revised  every  year. 
There  are  defects  which  crept  into  the  revision  last 
year  and  cannot  be  got  over  properly  unless  the 
lists  are  revised  each  year.  An  annual  revision  is 
so  expensive  that  it  is  almost  impossible  to  think  of 
it,  but  I  have  been  told  by  revising  officers,  who 
endeavoured  to  do  their  duty  faithfully,  that  it  is 
impossible  to  have  a  proper  revision  unless  it  be  an 
annual  one.  The  difficulties  that  arise  when  there 
Mr.  Laurier. 


is  not  annual  revision  are  very  great.  I  could  cite 
some  instances  which  would  bear  out  what  I  say. 
Now,  an  elector  whose  name  was  on  the  list,  when 
revised  in  1 886,  died  in  April  of  that  year,  and  the 
son  inherited  his  estate.  The  revision  took  place 
in  the  end  of  1889.  The  surnames  were  not  the 
same,  but  the  son  inherited  the  estate  and  continu¬ 
ed  to  occupy  it  until  the  next  revision,  and  his  name 
was  not  changed,  and  when  he  voted  at  the  elections 
his  vote  was  challenged  and  he  was  suspected 
of  having  voted  improperly  by  personating  his  father 
who  had  died  three  or  four  years  before.  Another 
case  arose  which  came  under  my  notice,  wherein 
two  cousins  were  concerned.  One  the  owner  of  a 
farm,  and  the  other  the  son  of  a  farmer  living  across 
the  concession.  The  one  had  lived  there  continually 
since  1886,  the  other  in  the  beginning  of  1885  had 
gone  to  the  North-West  and  sold  his  property,  and 

when  the  elections  came  about  the  elector  who  had 

remained  and  was  of  the  same  name  as  the  other  went 
and  voted.  His  vote  wasquestioned,  and  he  was  about 
to  be  tried  for  having  personated  his  namesake  who 
was  out  of  the  country.  The  doubt  was  whether 
it  was  he  or  his  cousin  who  remained  on  the  list. 
Cases  of  that  kind  creep  into  the  Act  when  the 
revision  is  not  annual  and  give  rise  to  great  diffi¬ 
culties.  There  is  another  difficulty  to  which  I 
would  like  to  draw  the  Minister’s  attention.  It  is 
a  fact,  that  many  of  those  on  the  lists  are  not 
resident  in  Canada.  In  the  township  of  Norman  by, 
we  objected  to  about  90  names  on  the  list,  and  of 
those,  75  were  in  the  United  States.  Then  we  had 
a  difficulty  striking  the  names  off.  They  had  no 
real  estate  ;  they  had  been  put  on  by  declaration, 
and  we  were  unable  almost  to  have  their  names 
struck  off,  as  we  could  not  bring  definite  evidence 
to  satisfy  a  court  of  law.  We  could  not  summon 
them  as  they  were  a  thousand  miles  away,  and 
some  of  them  had  to  be  left  on.  This  brings  up 
the  subject  again  of  the  desirability  of  establishing 
the  rule  of  “one  man  one  vote.”  That  is  the 
only  way  in  which  you  can  overcome  difficulties 
which  threaten  to  continue  so  long  as  the 
present  system  lasts.  It  would  be  fair,  equitable, 
and  just  if  we  could  only  engraft  that  on  the 
Rill.  The  Bill  would  not  possess  those  objectionable 
clauses  it  now  possesses,  and  foreign  voters,  living 
in  a  foreign  land,  who  have  no  stake  or  interest 
in  the  country,  would  not  be  allowed  to  come  in, 
when  an  election  is  brought  on,  and  vote.  Although 
they  have  no  interests  in  the  country,  they  get  on 
the  lists  owing  to  the  operation  of  the  Act,  and 
because  of  the  requirements  the  revising  officer 
must  have  in  the  way  of  evidence,  it  is  impossible 
for  us  to  remove  them.  Many  of  those  foreigners  are 
on  the  list  and  continue  to  vote  and  control  the 
destinies  of  the  country.  There  are  a  great  many 
features  I  would  like  to  see  changed  in  the  Act,  but 
I  do  not  think  it  can  be  made  workable  unless  re¬ 
vised  every  year,  and  then  the  expense  is  so  great 
the  only  remedy  is  to  abolish  it  entirely. 


Mr.  PATTERSON  (Huron).  One  of  the  causes 
of  the  delay  in  the  printing  of  the  lists  has  been 
the  desire  of  the  Bureau  to  print  the  reports  of  the 
departments  in  order  that  they  may  be  laid  before 
Parliament.  The  printing  of  the  lists  is  now  being 
pushed  forward,  and  the  remarks  made  by  hon. 
gentlemen  will  receive  every  consideration. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Both well).  The  House  will  re¬ 
ceive  with  gratification  the  statement  of  the 
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Secretary  of  State  that  it  is  the  intention  of  the 
Government  at  an  early  day  to  bring  down  a 
measure  dealing  with  the  elective  franchise,  be¬ 
cause  I  believe  the  experience  of  every  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  on  either  side  of  the  House  is  that  no  measure 
could  be  worse  than  the  one  which  is  now  on  the 
Statute-book.  I  never  had  any  doubt  in  my  mind 
that  it  would  prove  oppressive  and  highly  unsatis¬ 
factory,  and  I  think  the  experience  of  the  seven 
years  during  which  it  has  been  in  operation  has  justi¬ 
fied  all  the  apprehensions  of  those  who,  when  it 
was  first  proposed,  gave  it  a  most  determined  op¬ 
position.  The  Government  of  this  country  is  a 
Federal  Government,  and  the  Federal  Legislature 
has  not,  and  cannot  very  well  have,  an  effective 
machinery  for  the  purpose  of  preparing  a  voters’ 
list.  This  subject  was  very  fully  considered  by 
the  founders  of  the  American  constitution.  When 
the  subject  was  under  discussion  in  the  convention 
which  framed  that  constitution,  provision  was 
made  after  full  discussion  that  the  qualification  for 
an  elector  for  the  election  of  a  member  to  the  House 
of  Representatives  should  be  exactly  the  same  as 
the  qualification  required  for  the  election  of  a 
member  to  the  most  popular  branch  of  the  State 
Legislature.  That  principle  was  not  embodied 
in  our  constitution,  but  it  was  embodied  in 
in  our  statute,  was  reaffirmed  by  the  statute 
of  1874,  and  continued  until  the  election  of  1887 
as  the  principle  upon  which  the  election  of 
members  to  this  House  should  take  place.  The 
principle  is  in  itself  an  obvious  one.  It  was  based 
upon  the  assumption  that,  in  a  large  country  cover¬ 
ing  a  territory  so  extensive,  that  it  is  necessary  to 
introduce  the  federal  principle,  the  interests  will 
be  so  diversified  and  the  condition  and  circum¬ 
stances  of  the  population  in  the  different  parts  will 
be  so  different  from  each  other  that  what  may  be  a 
very  proper  qualification  for  the  voters  for  the 
election  of  members  in  one  province  may  not  be  so 
convenient  or  proper  a  qualification  in  another. 
The  wealth,  the  diversified  industries  of  the 
country,  the  different  occupations  of  the  people 
may  render  proper  a  qualification  in  one  province 
which  would  not  be  proper  in  another.  We  have, 
in  this  Electoral  Franchise  Act,  discarded  in  a 
large  degree  the  principle  of  giving  any  representa¬ 
tion  to  a  person  on  account  of  any  amount  of 
personal  property  which  he  may  possess,  but  in  one 
important  particular  we  have  departed  from  that 
rule  in  the  recognition  of  the  qualification  of  fisher¬ 
men.  We  recognize  the  boats  and  tackle  of  fisher¬ 
men  as  a  basis  of  qualification  for  the  election  of 
members  to  this  House.  I  am  not  going  to  discuss 
the  question  as  to  what  ought  to  be  the  basis  of 
qualification.  If  we  revert  to  the  principle  that 
the  qualification  for  the  election  of  members  to  this 
House  should  be  the  qualification  for  the  election 
of  members  of  the  Local  Legislatures,  then  it 
would  be  for  us,  as  electors,  to  press  these  matters 
upon  the  attention  of  the  Local  Legislatures  instead 
of  discussing  the  matter  here.  The  Local  Legis¬ 
latures  possess  all  the  machinery  necessary  to  pre¬ 
pare  an  effective  voters’  list,  and  I  venture  to  say 
you  will  never  have  an  efficient  machinery  so  long 
as  you  undertake  to  appoint  one  person  to  prepare 
the  lists  and  also  to  revise  them.  That  ii  not  done 
in  the  United  Kingdom.  There  the  revising  officer 
is  what  his  name  implies,  an  officer  who  has  power 
to  revise  a  list,  with  the  preparation  of  which  he 
has  nothing  to  do.  The  list  is  prepared  by  others, 


by  the  parish  officials  in  the  various  parishes  of  the 
United  Kingdom.  So  here  the  municipal  councils 
of  the  different  municipalities  in  most  of  the  pro¬ 
vinces — at  all  events,  in  those  provinces  where  muni¬ 
cipal  councils  exist— were  the  parties  who  prepared 
the  lists,  and  the  county  judge,  until  the  present 
Act  was  introduced,  was  really  the  revising  officer. 
He  revised  the  list  and  heard  appeals,  but  with  the 
preparation  of  the  original  list  he  had  no  concern. 
I  do  not  car  e  how  well  an  officer  may  be  acquainted 
with  the  population  of  the  electoral  district,  his 
knowledge  must  alwaj^s  be  so  far  from  anything  like 
perfection  that  a  very  large  number  of  persons  with¬ 
out  personal  application  and  without  special  atten¬ 
tion  on  their  parts  may  be  left  off  the  list.  Either  they 
will  have  to  make  personal  application  themselves  or 
some  one  who  is  either  a  representative  or  aspires 
to  be  a  representative  must  look  after  the  list, 
if  it  is  to  approach  completeness.  In  the  original 
preparation  by  the  municipal  council,  you  have  in 
these  councils,  in  the  first  place,  persons  who  belong 
to  the  different  political  parties.  It  is  a  rare  thing 
to  find  a  municipal  council  of  five  persons  all  of 
whom  are  members  of  one  political  party.  Their 
elections  take  place  without  reference  to  their  poli¬ 
tical  bias  or  political  feelings,  and  so,  when  the  pre¬ 
paration  of  the  voters’  list  takes  place  in  the  first 
instance,  both  parties  are  represented  in  that  pre¬ 
paration.  There  is  a  certain  amount  of  diligence 
exercised  which  renders  the  list  comparatively  com¬ 
plete  from  the  very  beginning,  and  the  complete¬ 
ness  of  the  list  as  it  is  originally  prepared  by  the 
municipal  council  sitting  a  s  a  court  of  revision,  saves 
to  candidates,  saves  to  active  men  of  both  political 
parties,  a  very  great  deal  of  trouble  and  of  expense. 
I  trust,  when  we  have  the  measure  which  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  have  promised  us  this  session,  if  will  be  a 
measure  reverting  to  the  principles  which  governed 
the  preparation  of  the  lists  for  the  first  eighteen 
years  of  the  existence  of  this  Parliament  and  this 
Confederation,  principles  against  which  no  serious 
complaint  was  made,  and  which  were  inexpensive — - 
in  fact  which  relieved  the  Government  of  the  Domi¬ 
nion  and  this  Legislature  from  all  expenses  whatever. 
Sir,  I  am  not  going  further  to  anticipate  the  mea¬ 
sure  of  the  Administration,  but  I  believe  I  state 
the  sentiment  on  that  side  of  the  House  as  well  as 
upon  this,  when  I  say  that  the  present  law  is 
found  to  be  expensive,  cumbrous,  imperfect  and 
oppressive  in  its  character,  a  measure  that  imposes 
a  needless  expense  upon  the  representatives  in 
Parliament,  whether  they  belong  to  the  one  side 
or  to  the  other,  and  if  it  be  a  year  in  which  an 
election  is  not  anticipated,  in  almost  every  case 
the  party  that  is  unrepresented  in  this  House  in  a 
constituency  has  a  very  imperfect  list  at  its  final 
completion.  That  must  necessarily  be  the  case, 
for  without  some  more  efficient  machinery  than 
that  which  the  present  law  provides,  by  means  of 
some  local  officers  who  possess  the  necessary  per¬ 
sonal  knowledge,  I  think  no  list  can  ever  be ‘made 
quite  satisfactory.  I  trust  the  measure  which  the 
Government  have  promised  us  will  be  brought 
down  at  an  early  date,  so  that  we  may  have  time, 
not  only  to  discuss  the  principles  of  the  Bill,  but 
ample  time  to  consider,  before  the  Bill  reaches 
any  final  stage  in  this  House,  with  the  utmost 
minuteness,  the  character  of  its  various  provisions  ; 
for  a  complete  and  perfect  franchise  Act  is  one 
in  which,  not  only  the  members  on  both  sides  of 
this  House,  but  the  public  at  large,  have  the  great- 
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est  possible  interest ;  it  is  a  measure  which  lies  at 
the  basis  of  our  political  freedom,  it  is  a  measure 
that  ought  to  be  as  perfect  as  it  is  possible  to  make 
such  a  Bill,  because  the  rights  and  immunities,  the 
political  privileges  and  the  political  freedom  of  the 
population  in  this  country,  and  their  control  over 
Parliament,  depend  upon  the  character  of  the 
Franchise  law  in  a  large  degree.  I  trust  that  the 
measure  which  has  been  promised  by  the  Secretary 
of  State  on  behalf  of  the  Government,  will  be  a 
measure  that  will  prove  satisfactory  to  the  House 
and  to  the  country.  Certainly,  the  Act  upon  the 
Statute-book  is  as  bad  as  an  Act  can  well  be  ;  it  is 
open  to  as  many  objections  as  any  measure  that, 
since  Confederation,  has  been  passed  into  law,  and 
it  is  to  be  hoped  that  one  fairer  in  its  character, 
fairer  to  the  Opposition,  fairer  to  the  public  at 
large,  than  this  one,  will  be  submitted  to  the  House 
in  the  promised  measure  of  the  Administration. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  I  presume  that  no  member 
of  this  House  sitting  upon  the  Opposition  side  has 
ever  been  called  upon  to  face  the  difficulties, 
troubles  and  expense  attending  upon  a  revision  of 
the  voters’  list,  under  the  Dominion  Franchise  law*, 
without  feeling  that  the  hand  of  political  oppres¬ 
sion  rested  heavily  upon  him  ;  and  I  presume  that 
no  member  supporting  the  Government  has  ever 
been  placed  in  like  circumstances  who  did  not  feel 
that  he  was  paying  dearly  for  the  privilege  con¬ 
ferred  upon  his  party  by  the  unjust  political  advan¬ 
tages  secured  by  this  Act.  My  hon.  friend  from 
Both  well  (Mr.  Mills)  says  that  the  law  is  as  bad  as 
.  it  well  can  be  ;  it  is  an  oppressive  law,  an  expen¬ 
sive  law,  a  cumbersome  law,  a  law  that  never  has 
worked  satisfactorily,  and  a  law  that  never  can 
work  satisfactorily  as  it  is  at  present  framed.  I 
would  be  sorry,  Mr.  Speaker,  to  attribute  to  the 
gentlemen  upon  the  opposite  side  of  the  House  so 
low  a  degree  of  intelligence  as  to  suppose  that  they 
are  not  perfectly  well  aware,  one  and  all,  that  this 
is  an  unjust  and  oppressive  law,  and  that  the  only 
excuse  for  its  existence,  the  only  reason  for  exist¬ 
ence,  is  that  it  confers  upon  the  Government  of 
the  day  an  undue  and  improper  political  advantage. 
I  say  improper  political  advantage,  because  it  is  in 
their  power  to  make  an  improper  use  of  this  law  ; 
the  officers  who  make  the  revision  of  the  list  are 
their  creatures,  they  hold  position  during  their 
pleasure  ;  the  lists  made  by  these  officers  are 
printed  in  the  Government  printing  office  here, 
under  the  supervision  of  the  Government,  and 
may  be  tampered  with  at  their  pleasure,  and  the 
people  of  this  country,  those  who  are  aggrieved  by 
their  action,  are  helpless,  and  can  do  nothing  to 
redress  the  wrong.  It  is  in  their  case  a  matter  of 
sufferance  as  to  whether  they  shall  have  justice  or 
as  to  whether  they  shall  submit.  This  is  the  cha¬ 
racter  of  this  law.  I  feel  deeply  about  this.  I 
resisted  the  passage  of  this  Act,  for  months,  in  this 
House.  We  predicted  all  the  evils  that  would  flow 
from  it,  the  evil  of  great  expense,  the  evil  of  cum¬ 
bersomeness,  the  evil  of  two  voters’  lists  and  two 
sets  of  machinery — all  these  things  we  predicted. 
We  predicted  that  the  law  would  work  unsatisfac¬ 
torily,  as  it  has  done,  we  showed  them  that  the 
motive  that  incited  the  Government  in  the  action 
that  it  took  in  regard  to  this  matter,  was  a  desire 
and  a  design  to  secure  an  unjust  political  advan¬ 
tage.  There  is  not  such  a  franchise  law  in  existence, 
outside  of  Canada,  upon  the  broad  face  of  this 
Mr.  Mills  (Bothwell). 


globe,  not  one.  They  profess  to  copy  the  provisions 
of  this  law  from  the  British  law  ;  they  name  their 
chief  officer  a  revising  barrister  after  the  officer 
under  the  British  law.  But,  as  my  hon.  friend  from 
Bothwell  has  pointed  out,  the  voters’  lists  in 
England  are  made  by  municipal  officers,  by  the 
overseers  of  the  poor  ;  the  Government  revising  bar¬ 
rister  has  nothing  to  do  with  making  the  lists  ;  while 
in  this  country  he  has  autocratic  powers  with 
regard  to  making  the  lists.  In  England  the  lists 
are  made  by  the  overseers  of  the  poor,  by  municipal 
officers  elected  by  the  people  ;  these  lists  are  revised 
by  an  officer  who  is  entirely  independent  of  the 
Government,  who  is  neither  appointed  by  the 
Government  nor  can  be  removed  by  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  but  is  a  judicial  officer,  serving  in  a  judicial 
capacity,  and  appointed  by  the  courts  of  the  land, 
and  the  Government  has  nothing  whatever  to  do 
with  the  making,  or  the  revision,  or  the  publication, 
of  the  list  used  in  that  country.  (  There  is  not  a 
British  colony,  outside  of  Canada,  where  any  such 
provision  exists  ;  there  is  not  an  English-speaking 
commonwealth  upon  the  face  of  the  globe,  where 
such  provisions  exist,  where  there  are  placed,  in 
the  hands  of  the  Government  such  powers,  as  are 
wielded  by  the  Government  of  Canada  in  connection 
with  the  Dominion  Franchise  Act  now  in  force  in 
this  land. 

Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  we  have  had  in  Canada, 
for  18  years,  our  elections  upon  the  provin¬ 
cial  lists.  There  never  was  an  objection  raised  to  it, 
there  never  was  an  assprtion  made  that  they  did  not 
work  satisfactorily,  that  they  did  not  work  pro¬ 
perly,  that  they  did  not  work  in  the  interest  of  the 
public.  No,  Sir,  the  change  was  made,  not  because 
of  objections  to  the  mode  that  had  been  pursued,  the 
change  was  made  because  the  Government  desired 
to  make  a  change,  that  would  place  in  their  hands 
powers  that  they  had  not  exercised  before,  that 
would  give  to  them  advantages  that  they  did  not 
enjoy  under  a  fair  franchise  law,  and  for  that 
reason  they  enacted  this  abominable,  this  iniqui¬ 
tous,  franchise  law,  a  blot  upon  our  Statute-book, 
a  blot  upon  our  record  as  a  country,  a  blot  upon 
the  Government  that  placed  it  upon  the  Statute- 
book,  and  retains  it  there  despite  the  protest  of 
the  people.  Now,  I  hold  that  the  exercise  of  the 
franchise  is  primarily  and  properly  the  exercise  of 
a  civil  right.  The  Provincial  Legislatures  and 
Governments  of  this  Dominion  have  control  of  civil 
rights.  When  a  member  is  elected  by  a  riding  in 
a  province  to  take  a  seat  in  this  House,  he  comes 
here  to  represent  that  portion  of  the  province  from 
which  he  comes  ;  he  comes  here  to  discharge  a  civil 
right  in  looking  after  and  advancing  the  interests 
of  this  province.  If  our  provincial  constitutions 
were  slightly  changed,  he  might  be  elected  to  come 
here  by  the  Legislature  of  the  province ;  and  the 
whole  body  of  the  representatives  of  the  province 
would  be  just  as  properly  and  just  as  truly 
representatives  of  that  province  in  this  Parlia¬ 
ment  if  they  were  selected  by  the  Legislature, 
as  if  they  were  selected  by  the  people. 
And  it  is  an  improper  exercise  of  the  civil  rights 
and  an  infringement  on  the  rights,  privileges  and 
immunities  of  the  citizens  of  the  province  for  the 
Government  to  step  in  and  assume  the  control  of 
the  mode  in  which  the  members  sitting  in  this 
House  and  looking  after  the  interests  of  that  pro¬ 
vince  and  representing  that  province  shall  be 
elected.  Reference  has  been  made  to  the  course 
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pursued  in  the  United  States.  Certainly  the  ex¬ 
perience  of  that  country,  the  example  of  that  coun¬ 
try,  for  a  period  of  more  than  100  years  should  he 
of  use  to  us  and  considered  by  us.  The  people  of 
the  United  States  lived  under  the  articles  of  con¬ 
federation  for  ten  years,  and  in  addition  to  the  ex¬ 
perience  arising  from  their  long  colonial  existence 
they  had  the  benefit  of  those  ten  years  under  con¬ 
federation.  In  the  light  of  the  experience  thus  ac¬ 
quired,  in  the  light  of  their  colonial  experience,  in 
the  light  of  their  experience  under  ten  years  of  con¬ 
federation,  their  constitutional  convention  dealt 
with  this  question  of  the  representation  and  of  the 
franchise,  and  as  to  what  should  be  the  qualifica¬ 
tion  of  a  voter  who  should  be  called  upon  to  vote 
for  a  member  of  the  House  of  Representatives  of 
the  United  States  or  of  the  President  or  Vice-Pres¬ 
ident  of  the  States.  They  considered  the  question 
fully  for  weeks.  There  were  various  propositions 
made.  It  was  proposed  that  the  United  States 
should  adopt  the  course  we  have  adopted  and 
should  fix  the  qualification  of  a  voter  and 
enforce  it  throughout  the  United  States.  It  was 
proposed  that  State  Legislatures  should  elect  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  House  of  Representatives.  It  was  pro¬ 
posed  that  State  Legislatures  should  settle  the  mode 
by  which  they  should  be  elected  ;  and  the  decision 
finally  arrived  at  was,  that  the  most  popular  form  of 
suffrage  in  every  state,  or  the  qualification  which 
was  required  to  entitle  the  party  to  a  vote  in  the 
more  numerous  branch  of  the  State  Legislature, 
should  be  the  qualification  of  a  voter  throughout 
the  United  States  in  the  elections  for  members  of 
the  House  of  Representatives  or  of  President  or 
Vice-President.  That  law  has  been  in  existence 
for  over  100  years,  and  it  has  never  given  rise  to 
dissatisfaction.  It  never  has  been  found  necessary, 
as  it  was  not  necessary  in  our  case,  to  have  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  of  the  United  States  step  in  and  assume 
the  power,  and  exercise  it,  of  deciding  what  the 
franchise  should  be  for  its  own  elections.  Those 
elections  have  continued  to  be  held  on  the  franchise 
of  the  states.  Their  circumstances  differ,  as  the 
circumstances  of  our  provinces  differ.  The  quali¬ 
fications  that  may  be  proper  and  advisable  in  Prince 
Edward  Island  or  Nova  Scotia  may  not  be  proper 
in  Manitoba  or  British  Columbia,  and  each  province 
is  the  best  judge  as  to  the  qualifications  that  is  most 
proper  and  advisable  as  to  who  shall  vote  to  repre¬ 
sent  their  interest  in  this  House.  We  have 
the  promise  made  by  the  Secretary  of  State 
that  this  matter  is  under  consideration.  I  have 
spoken  of  this  matter  to-day  freely.  I  feel  warmly 
on  this  subject.  I  feel  that  the  Act  is  so  outrage¬ 
ously  injustifiable  and  undesirable  that  the  best 
course  the  Government  can  adopt  is  to  wipe  it  out 
altogether  and  revert  to  the  condition  of  things 
which  existed  7  years  ago,  and  which  was  con¬ 
ducive  to  individual  and  public  interests.  This 
would  relieve  every  member  of  the  House  from 
onerous  burdens ;  it  would  relieve  the  country  of 
an  oppressive  and  cumbrous  system  if  we  returned 
to  the  plan  we  had  in  force  for  18  years,  which 
worked  so  well  both  as  regards  individuals  and  the 
Government,  for  it  is  the  best  course  to  pursue  for 
the  public  interest  and  safe  government,  and  it  is 
eminently  desirable  that  we  should  revert  to  the 
original  condition  of  affairs  that  existed  when  the 
Article*  of  Confederation  wer  eadopted  and  which 
continued  18  years. 


Mr.  \YTALLACE.  I  do  not  agree  with  any  of 
the  criticisms  indulged  in  by  the  lion,  member  for 
North  Norfolk  (Mr.  Charlton,)  who  has  just  taken 
his  seat.  During  my  political  career  I  have  had 
ample  experience  of  the  working  of  the  Provincial 
Voters’  Act  and  the  Act  passed  by  the  Dominion 
Parliament.  I  have  no  hesitation  in  saying  that 
the  Dominion  Act  is  the  less  onerous  on  the 
candidate,  and  entails  less  expense  in  securing  a 
perfect  list ;  and,  moreover,  when  completed  it  is  a 
list  more  representative  of  the  people  than  is  the 
provincial  list.  We  all  know  that  the  assessors  in  the 
various  municipalities  are  supposed  to  prepare  a  list 
for  the  provincial  voters.  But  the  only  duty  for  which 
those  assessors  are  paid  is  that  of  assessing  proper¬ 
ties  in  the  various  municipalities,  and  many  of 
them  pay  no  attention  to  placing  on  the  list  those 
entitled  to  vote  ;  and  accordingly,  in  the  rural  con¬ 
stituencies,  at  all  events,  many  of  those  entitled  to 
be  placed  on  the  list  are  omitted.  In  the  township 
in  which  I  reside,  at  the  last  revision  100  names  were 
placed  on  the  list  after  the  assessors,  the  township 
clerk,  and  the  court  of  revision  had  concluded  their 
sittings.  Whatdoes  that  mean  ?  Theaddition  of  those 
names  requires  that  you  must  bring  evidence  before 
the  court  which  will  be  accepted  by  the  court, — not 
hearsay  evidence,  or  evidence  by  statutory  declar¬ 
ation,  as  is  permitted  in  regard  to  the  Dominion 
elections,  but  evidence  that  will  satisfy  the  judge, 
and  some  of  the  judges  are  pretty  hard  to  satisf}q 
and  that  cannot  be  done  without  great  expense  and 
trouble.  Under  the  Dominion  list  a  man  does  not 
need  to  lose  his  day’s  work,  and  travel  eight  or 
ten  miles  to  attend  the  revision,  but  he  may  make 
a  statutory  declaration,  which  he  can  do  in  the 
evening  before  a  justice  of  the  peace  or  a  member  of 
the  municipal  council,  and  that  declaration  is  sub¬ 
mitted  to  the  revising  officer,  and  his  name  is  placed 
on  the  list  with  very  little  trouble  and  without  any 
particular  expense.  In  regard  to  the  provincial  list 
no  such,  means  of  placing  a  name  on  it  prevails,  and 
those  who  seek  to  have  their  names  registered  are 
compelled  to  attend  at  their  own  expense,  and 
frequently  lose  a  day’s  work  to  do  so.  The  experi¬ 
ence  in  my  riding  is  strongly  in  favour  of  the 
Dominion  as  against  the  provincial  list,  not  only 
from  the  fact  that  the  Provincial  Governments  are 
hostile  to  the  Dominion  Government,  but  that 
provincial  legislation  has  been  enacted  which  has 
had  the  effect  of  depriving  various  citizens  of  their 
right  to  vote.  Take  Toronto,  for  example.  One 
third  of  the  citizens  are  disfranchised.  Threemembers 
are  elected ,  an  d  a  voter  is  allow  ed  to  cast  a  vote  for  two 
of  them,  the  third  being  made  a  member  by  Act 
of  Parliament.  The  lion,  gentleman  proposes  that 
we  shall  adopt  this  iniquitous  system,  instead  of 
that  of  the  Dominion  Act.  I  hold  that  the  Do¬ 
minion  Parliament  is  the  proper  tribunal  to  legis¬ 
late  in  this  matter.  The  only  objection  that  can 
be  made  to  the  Dominion  system  is  that  it  is  some¬ 
what  expensive  ;  but  in  spite  of  the  additional 
expense  involved,  I  am  strongly  in  favour  of  the 
retention  of  the  Dominion  Franchise  Act,  because  it 
represents  more  fully  than  the  provincial  system 
the  opinions  of  the  people,  and  it  enables  every 
man  who  chooses  to  have  his  name  placed  on  the 
list,  if  it  has  been  omitted.  The  hon.  member  for 
North  Norfolk  (Mr.  Charlton)  says  that  the  Do¬ 
minion  Franchise  law  gives  an  unjust  political 
advantage.  I  would  like  to  know  from  him  how  it 
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doesgive  any  suchadvantage  ?  Those  gentlemen  who 
are  appointed  as  revising  officers  are  in  most  cases 
the  judges  of  the  land.  In  the  County  of  York, 
we  have  two  judges  and  one  ex -judge  ;  men  held 
in  the  highest  esteem  throughout  the  county.  No 
man  can  say  that  these  gentlemen  do  not  perform 
their  duties  fairly  and  honestly.  Are  we  to  be 
told  that  these  men,  sworn  to  do  justice,  holding 
the  highest  positions  in  the  land,  and  removed 
from  the  political  arena  and  party  feelings,  are 
likely  to  give  an  unfair  decision,  while  the  assessors 
and  those  other  officers  who  are  appointed  by  the 
Local  Government  because  of  their  strong  political 
partisan  feelings  would  make  up  a  fair  voters’  list  ? 
I  say,  Sir,  that  both  sides  of  politics  will  get  justice 
and  fair-play  from  the  revising  officers  appointed 
by  the  Dominion  Government.  In  the  case 
of  the  provincial  lists,  when  a  wrong  has 
been  done  by  the  assessors  or  township  clerks, 
to  whom  is  an  appeal  made  to  set  them 
right  ?  The  appeal  lies  to  these  very  gentlemen 
whom  hon.  members  on  the  other  side  of  the  House 
strongly  condemn  as  revising  officers.  In  some 
cases  it  is  true  we  find  that  revising  officers  are 
not  judges,  but  in  such  cases  the  men  selected  are 
men  of  high  standing  and  repute  in  the  community, 
men  who  have  reputations  to  sustain,  barristers  of 
experience  qualified  to  fill  the  position  of  revising 
officers,  and  in  addition  to  that  they  are  men  of 
probity  and  rectitude.  The  results  in  every  case 
have  shown  that  the  work  of  these  revising  officers 
has  been  well,  and  carefully  and  conscientiously 
done.  The  member  for  North  Norfolk  (Mr. 
Charlton)  stated  that  the  revising  officers  were  the 
creatures  of  the  Government,  but  he  must  remem¬ 
ber  they  are  placed  beyond  the  power  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment,  and  the  Government  is  not  permitted  to 
interfere  with  them  except  for  cause.  The  hon. 
gentleman  might  as  well  say  that  the  judges  of 
the  Supreme  Court,  and  of  all  the  other  courts  in  the 
land  are  creatures  of  the  Government.  They  hold 
office,  as  revising  officers  do,  during  good  behaviour, 
and  no  revising  officer,  so  far  as  I  am  aware  of,  has 
ever  been  changed  except  for  cause  which  could  be 
justified  if  necessary  on  the  floor  of  Parliament. 
The  member  for  North  Norfolk  also  made  the  ex¬ 
traordinary  assertion,  that  members  might  be  sent 
to  this  Parliament  elected  by  the  Local  Legisla¬ 
tures,  and  that  these  members  would  be  as 
thoroughly  representative  as  if  they  were  sent  by 
the  people.  I  would  like  the  hon.  gentleman  to 
bring  in  a  Bill  to  carry  out  that  idea  of  his. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  I  said  we  would  have  to 
have  a  constitutional  change  to  do  it. 

Mr.  WALLACE.  Well,  Sir,  the  constitution 
could  be  changed  if  it  were  necessary,  and  if  this 
idea  of  the  member  for  North  Norfolk  is  right,  he 
could  proceed  still  further  and  try  and  have  the 
constitution  changed  and  the  members  of  the 
Dominion  Parliament  selected  by  the  Legislatures. 
I  venture  to  say,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  he  would  not 
succeed  very  well  in  his  attempt,  and  that  he 
would  not  get  a  very  large  portion  of  even  the 
members  of  his  own  party  who  have  been  pretty 
reckless  in  their  policies  for  the  last  few  years,  to 
follow  him  in  such  a  wild-cat  scheme. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  will 
allow  me,  I  wish  to  say  that  I  was  merely  using 
that  as  an  illustration  of  what  might  be  done  ;  and 
as  an  illustration  the  exercise  of  the  pro- 
Mr.  Wallace. 


vincial  power,  the  sending  of  representatives  here 
under  a  changed  constitution,  who,  if  they  were 
sent  in  that  manner,  would  be  the  representatives  of 
the  provinces  in  this  Parliament.  I  was  not  re¬ 
commending  it,  but  merely  speaking  of  it  as 
something  that  might  be  done,  to  illustrate  the 
line  of  argument  I  was  pursuing. 

Mr.  WALLACE.  It  just  shows  what  these  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  would  do  if  they  had  the 
power  to  do  it.  The  hon.  member  for  North 
Norfolk  (Mr.  Charlton)  said  that  this  Bill  was  an 
outrage  and  was  unjustifiable  and  indefensible. 

It  is  not  an  outrage,  but  it  is  an  honest  and  fair 
Bill,  and  it  is  not  indefensible  because  we  have  de¬ 
fended  it  on  every  platform,  and  defended  it  pretty 
successfully,  and,  further,  we  are  prepared  to  de¬ 
fend  it  again  ;  at  any  rate,  we  will  defend  it  as 
against  the  iniquitous  Franchise  Act  of  the  Pro¬ 
vince  of  Ontario.  If  we  compare  the  Dominion 
Franchise  Act  with  the  Provincial  Franchise  Act, 
compare  the  mode  in  which  the  work  is  done, 
compare  the  inexpensiveness  of  the  one  and  the 
expense  necessarily  involved  in  the  other,  I  have 
yet  no  hesitation  in  giving  my  opinion  in  favour  of 
the  Dominion  Franchise  Act,  notwithstanding  the 
additional  expense  of  it  to  the  Government  of 
Canada. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  desire  to  say  a  few  words 
in  reply  to  the  hon.  member  for  West  York  (Mr. 
Wallace).  In  the  first  place  in  regard  to  this  Bill, 

I  think  there  is  not  a  man  in  this  Chamber,  if  he 
honestly  admitted  his  own  convictions,  but  who 
would  say  at  once  that  the  Bill  is  a  cumbrous 
and  expensive  one  to  every  man  who  offers  as  a 
candidate  for  Parliament.  I  know  that  in  the  sec¬ 
tion  of  the  country  from  which  I  come,  great  diffi¬ 
culty  has  been  experienced  by  men  on  both  sides  of 
politics  in  the  revision  of  the  voters’  lists.  The 
fact  is,  that  a  candidate  might  just  as  well  run  an 
election  contest  as  pay  the  expenses  of  a  revision 
of  the  voters’  lists.  We  know  perfectly  well,  and 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite  know  that,  as  a  rule, 
the  judges  have  been  appointed  by  the  present 
Government,  and  we  know  also  that  the  revising 
barristers  are  taken  from  amongst  a  number  of 
their  most  pronounced  supporters  where  revising 
barristers  are  appointed  and  are  not  judges.  We 
know  that  these  men  sit  with  their  eyes  constantly 
open  in  the  direction  of  securing  favours  from  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  No. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  am  speaking  now  from 
the  experience  of  the  people  in  my  section  of  the  . 
country,  and  1  know  whereof  I  speak.  W ith  regard 
to  myself  I  admit  that  I  have  a  very  decent  re¬ 
spectable  man  as  revising  officer  in  my  riding.  At 
the  same  time,  there  are  a  great  many  names  on 
the  list  in  the  constituency  1  represent  that  should 
not  be  there.  My  hon.  friend  from  York  (Mr. 
Wallace)  says  that  it  is  an  honest  law,  and  that 
these  men  can  get  their  names  on  the  list  without 
any  trouble  at  all.  In  my  riding  a  man  made  a 
statutory  declaration  and  sent  in  the  names  of  fifty 
young  men  under  the  age  of  21  to  be  placed  on  the 
list  in  our  township.  We  struck  off  in  that  town¬ 
ship  fifty- eight  names  at  an  enormous  expense.  We 
had  in  some  cases  to  subpoena  the  fathers  and 
mothers,  and  in  some  instances  when  they  were 
brought  before  the  revising  officer,  in  order  to  baffle 
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our  efforts  they  would  not  state  whether  they  were 
of  age  or  not. 

Mr.  WALLACE.  Will  the  hon.  gentleman 
permit  me  to  make  a  suggestion  to  him  ?  He  could 
have  summoned  the  man  who  made  the  statutory 
declaration  and  he  could  have  got  all  the  informa¬ 
tion  he  required,  instead  of  summoning  sixty 
fathers  and  mothers. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  No,  we  could  not.  I  am 
pointing  out  the  character  of  the  Act  in  order  to 
show  that  there  are  those  who  are  willing  to  take 
advantage  of  its  peculiar  clauses.  There  may  be  in 
some  ridings  people  who  wish  to  use  the  Act  hon¬ 
estly  and  for  a  legitimate  purpose  ;  but,  wherever 
our  opponents  have  the  opportunity,  they  take  ad¬ 
vantage  of  the  Act  to  do  what  is  wrong.  I  know 
that  that  has  been  done  in  the  section  to  which  I 
belong.  I  hold  that  the  municipal  officers  should 
prepare  the  voters’  lists.  I  do  not  know  a  single 
township  in  my  district  which  is  represented  en¬ 
tirely  by  either  Reformers  or  Conservatives  ;  you 
generally  find  that  both  sides  are  represented.  The 
members  of  the  council  are  not  elected  from  one 
particular  corner  of  the  township  only,  but  from 
all  parts.  Consequently,  when  the  question  arises 
whether  a  certain  name  should  be  put  on  or  struck 
off  the  list,  these  men  are  probably  well  acquainted 
with  the  person  and  all  the  circumstances,  and  are 
aide  to  decide  properly  what  should  be  done.  For 
these  reasons,  they  could  revise  the  list  more  cheaply 
and  more  efficiently  than  it  can  be  done  by  the 
present  method.  Even  the  revising  officers  them¬ 
selves  in  many  cases  have  admitted  the  cumbrous¬ 
ness  of  the  proceedings  under  the  Act.  It  opens 
the  way  for  manufacturing  fraudulent  votes.  I 
know  that  the  hon.  member  for  West  York  admires 
the  Act.  Possibly,  if  he  searched  the  bottom  in¬ 
cidents  of  the  revision  in  his  district,  he  would  find 
that  he  would  not  be  here  at  all  but  for  the  Act. 

Mr.  WALLACE.  I  was  here  under  the  old  Act 
by  a  very  considerable  majority. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  contend  that  the  proper 
course  is  to  appoint  a  reeve  of  each  township  ex 
officio  revising  officer  for  the  township,  making  him 
a  Dominion  officer  if  you  will,  and  having  an  appeal 
from  him  to  the  county  judge,  as  at  present.  My 
hon.  friend  refers  to  the  system  established  in  the 
city  of  Toronto  by  the  Ontario  Government. 
Surety  my  hon.  friend  knows  that  the  Ontario  Act 
could  not  be  applied  to  the  Dominion  affairs.  It 
provides  for  the  minority  representation  in  the  city 
of  Toronto. 

Mr.  WALLACE.  It  disfranchises  one-third  of 
the  electors  of  Toronto. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  No,  it  enfranchises  one- 
third,  because  it  gives  them  representation  which 
otherwise  they  would  not  have.  If  my  hon.  friend 
is  so  fond  of  British  precedent,  surely  he  would 
not  deny  the  benefit  of  an  Act  of  that  kind 
which  has  been  in  force  in  Liverpool  and  in  other 
cities  of  Great  Britain.  The  system  is  on  trial  in 
the  city  of  Toronto,  and  though  it  has  not  been 
very  long  on  trial,  thus  far  there  has  not  been  a 
great  deal  of  complaint  in  regard  to  it. 

It  being  six  o’clock  the  Speaker  left  the  chair. 


After  Recess. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  when  you 
left  the  chair,  I  was  discussing  some  provisions  of 
the  Franchise  Act,  and  was  giving  some  reasons 
why  we  should  not  continue  that  Act.  In  our  ex¬ 
perience  with  it  so  far,  a  great  many  difficulties 
have  arisen,  and  a  great  many  candidates  have 
suffered  very  seriously  from  the  enormous  expenses 
to  which  they  have  been  put  in  order  to  get  any¬ 
thing  like  a  fair  revision  of  the  list.  As  has  already 
been  stated,  we  have  a  very  good  and  carefully 
prepared  voters’  list  in  the  Province  of  Ontario 
under  our  municipal  system.  I  do  not  know  that 
there  is  the  same  kind  of  municipal  system  in  all 
the  other  provinces,  but  if  the  municipal  machinery 
elsewhere  is  in  as  good  a  condition  for  producing  a 
satisfactory  list  as  ours  is  in  Ontario,  in  my  humble 
opinion  we  could  well  and  prudently  save  the  coun¬ 
try  the  enormous  sum  of  money  which  is  now  being 
spent  under  the  operation  of  the  Franchise  Act. 
The  hon.  member  for  West  York,  when  address¬ 
ing  the  House  this  afternoon,  objected  to  the 
Ontario  Government  being  permitted  to  create  a 
Dominion  franchise  by  a  statute  of  their  own. 
In  regard  to  that,  when  the  Franchise  Act  was 
introduced  in  this  House,  I  can  well  remember 
the  then  leader  of  the  Government  declaring  that 
one  of  the  reasons  for  introducing  it  was  to  provide 
returning  officers  who  were  not  partisans.  He 
stated  that  a  great  many  complaints  were  unade 
that  the  sheriffs  and  registrars  throughout  the 
Province  of  Ontario,  being  appointees  of  the 
Ontario  Government,  showed  their  political  bias  in 
the  discharge  of  their  duties  as  returning  officers  ; 
and  in  order  to  relieve  the  party  in  power  from 
being  hampered,  as  they  said,  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  passed  this  Act,  taking  to  themselves  the 
right  of  appointing  their  own  returning  officers  in 
every  constituency.  Now,  if  it  was  considered 
unjust  to  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  to  have  sheriffs 
and  registrars  appointed  by  the  Ontario  Government, 
act  as  returning  officers,  why  do  they  ask  us  to  sub¬ 
mit  quietly  and  peaceably  to  their  nominating  the 
most  pronounced  partisans  of  their  own  as  returning 
officers  ?  If  the  argument  is  good  on  one  side  it  is 
good  on  the  other  side,  and  I  contend  that  we  should 
not  be  subjected  to  the  injustices  we  have  suffered 
in  many  constituencies  owing  to  the  partisan  actions 
of  returning  officers  and  deputy  returning  officers. 
There  is  another  feature  of  the  Act  that  undoubted¬ 
ly  should  be  changed,  if  the  Act  is  to  continue  in 
force.  These  omnibus  declarations  by  which  a  man 
is  permitted  to  add  any  number  of  names  to  a  vot¬ 
ers’  list  in  a  municipality,  by  making  a  statutory 
declaration  that  they  are  all  entitled  to  be  put  on, 
is  a  fruitful  source  of  evil.  I  hold  that  if  a  man  is 
to  be  permitted  to  take  an  active  part  in  putting 
on  other  names  besides  his  own,  he  should  be  held 
personally  responsible.  In  my  own  constituency, 
one  man  added  from  a  thousand  to  twelve  hundred 
names  to  the  list,  on  a  declaration  made  out  by  him 
for  each  municipality,  which  he  swore  to,  signed, 
and  executed  according  to  the  statute.  Yet  al¬ 
though  he  made  this  sworn  declaration,  in  one  of 
the  townships  there  were  no  less  than  sixteen  names 
pnt  on  of  young  men,  who  admitted  under  oath  be¬ 
fore  the  revising  barrister  that  they  were  under 
age.  To  remove  such  minors,  entails  a  great  deal  of 
expense.  In  that  township  we  had  to  employ  four 
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or  five  constables  to  serve  subpoenas  on  people 
whose  evidence  we  required  to  have  those  names  re¬ 
moved.  In  some  cases  different  judges  take  differ¬ 
ent  views  of  the  Act.  The  first  revising  officer  we 
had  in  North  \\  ellington,  a  gentleman  who  used  to 
be  a  member  of  this  House,  endeavoured  to  dis¬ 
charge  his  duties  faithfully  and  efficiently,  and  I 
believe  the  present  gentleman  occupying  that  posi¬ 
tion  has  made  an  honest  effort  to  procure  an 
honest,  fair  list,  but  despite  their  good-will  there 
is  a  good  deal  of  unavoidable  difficulty  in  having 
such  names  removed.  These  young  men  to  whom 
I  have  referred,  and  whose  names  were  put  on  by 
virtue  of  a  statutory  declaration,  were  subpoenaed, 
but  when  they  appeared  in  court  many  of  them 
said  they  did  not  know  and  could  not  tell,  and 
were  not  prepared  to  swear  whether  they  were  of 
age  or  not.  The  revising  officer  said  :  These  men 
have  been  put  on  by  a  man  who  declared  under 
oath  that  he  believed  them  all  to  be  of  age,  and  I 
must  have  some  evidence  that  they  are  not.  In 
order  to  satisfy  the  returning  officer,  we  had,  there¬ 
fore,  to  subpoena  either  the  father  or  mother  or 
some  other  person  who  had  personal  knowledge  and 
was  prepared  to  swear  that  these  youths  were  not  of 
age.  Now,  I  hold  that  it  is  unreasonable  and.  un¬ 
fair  that  men  called  to  discharge  the  duty  of  super- 
ising  the  lists  should  be  put  to  the  enormous 
expense  connected  with  the  revision  of  the  lists,  and 
in  order  to  get  over  the  difficulty,  the  oath  should 
be  altered  so  that  when  a  young  man  comes  to 
vote  he  will  be  called  on  to  swear  that  he  was  of 
the  full  age  of  twenty-one  at  the  final  revision  of 
the  list.  If  that  change  were  made,  the  effort  to  put 
men  on  under  age  would  not  be  so  great  as  now, 
because  now  these  people  fancy  that  If  they  get  on 
the  list,  an  election  may  not  come  on  for  a  year  or 
two  and  by  that  time  they  will  be  able  to  take  the 
necessary  oath.  Another  thing  that  should  be 
done,  if  the  Act  is  to  be  kept  in  force,  is  to  have  a 
revision  every  year.  The  Act  undoubtedly  is  an 
enormously  expensive  business,  but  if  lion,  gentle¬ 
men  opposite  are  prepared  to  defend  the  expense 
under  the  Act  they  should  be  prepared  to  defend 
the  revision  of  the  list  every  year.  If  you  leave 
the  revision  off  for  two  or  three  years,  it  leaves  an 
enormous  amount  of  work  to  be  done  by  the 
revising  barrister.  The  changes  that  will  take 
place  in  a  town  or  village,  or  even  a  municipality, 
in  two  or  three  years,  are  so  numerous  that  when 
you  come  to  revise  the  list,  the  labour  is  something 
enormous,  whereas  if  the  lists  were  revised  carefully 
every  year,  the  amount  of  work  would  not  be  so 
great  on  the  revising  officer,  and  would  also  be 
much  lighter  on  others  called  upon  to  take  an  active 
part  in  the  revision  of  the  lists.  If  we  are  to  have 
it  at  all,  let  us  have  a  revision  each  year.  Give 
every  opportunity  to  those  anxious  to  keep  pure 
and  perfect  lists.  Give  them  an  opportunity  every 
year  to  see  that  names  which  have  no  right  to  be 
there  are  expunged,  and  those  which  should  be  on, 
added.  Y  ou  will  thus,  year  by  year,  produce  a  better 
list  than  we  have  at  present.  On  the  list  on  which 
the  last  election  was  held  in  my  riding,  although 
the  returning  officer,  I  believe,  did  his  best, 
whether  it  was  through  mistakes  made  in  the  Print¬ 
ing  Bureau  or  mistakes  unintentionally  made  by 
the  revising  officer,  many  men  were  struck  off  the 
list  who  should  be  on  and  quite  a  number  were  on 
who  should  be  off.  I  know  of  some  men  who  have 
been  residents  of  the  riding  I  have  the  honour  to 
Mr.  McMullen. 


represent,  for  thirty  years,  whose  names  were  not 
on.  I  know  one  man  in  particular  who  is  the 
owner  of  three  hundred  acres  in  that  riding,  who 
has  voted  there  in  every  election  for  the  past 
twenty-five  years,  and  yet  whose  name  was  not  on 
the  list  at  the  last  election  at  all.  It  is  very  much 
to  be  regretted  that  such  mistakes  should  take 
place,  unjustly  depriving  men  of  their  franchise. 

I  admit  that,  in  the  preparation  of  the  municipal 
lists,  such  errors  might  creep  in  also,  but  they  are 
more  likely  to  creep  in  where  there  is  only  one 
revision  every  two  or  three  years  than  where  there 
is  a  revision  every  year.  I  believe  the  time  has 
come  when  the  country  is  ripe  for  a  change  in  the 
qualification  of  the  electors.  I  believe  the  time 
has  come  when  we  should  have  one  man  one  vote. 
As  long  as  we  keep  the  law  as  it  is  now,  you 
are  bound  to  have  any  number  of  person-  ' 
ations.  As  long  as  it  remains  in  its  present 
state,  you  will  have  numbers  of  people 
who  have  left  Canada  completely  and  become  citi¬ 
zens  of  the  United  States,  returning  here  when  an 
election  comes  around — men  from  Chicago,  Detroit 
and  Wisconsin — to  give  their  votes.  It  is  a  bur¬ 
lesque  to  see  these  men,  who  have  become  American 
citizens,  coming  back  to  Canada  to  vote  when  they 
have  not  one  vertige  of  interest  in  the  country. 
Hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  in  the  enjoyment  of  all 
the  prestige  of  office  and  all  the  advantages  they 
reap  from  having  possession  of  the  Treasury  benches, 
should  be  willing  to  go  before  the  people  on  fair 
and  equal  terms  with  this  side  of  the  House.  We 
have  been  seriously  handicapped.  The  alteration 
of  the  law  took  this  out  of  the  hands  of  the  regis¬ 
trars  and  sheriffs,  and  the  mode  of  appointing 
returning  officers  left  us  open  to  any  number  of 
casualties  which  tend  very  seriously  against  mem¬ 
bers  on  this  side  of  the  House.  I  have  known 
many  cases  in  which  returning  officers  have  been 
the  presidents  of  the  Conservative  association  of 
the  riding.  That  is  not  a  fair  state  of  things.  Then 
there  are  other  blind  partisans  who  refuse  to  accept 
ballots  which  are  perfectly  good,  and  so  manage  to  get 
those  who  support  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  return¬ 
ed  to  this  House.  I  know  that  in  many  cases  where 
the  judges  are  appealed  to  and  these  ballots 
are  recounted,  justice  is  done,  but  manj'’  men  lose 
their  seats  because  they  had  not  the  means  of 
following  up  a  case  of  that  kind.  In  many  cases 
the  declaration  has  been  postponed  from  time  to 
time,  and  the  result  has  been  that  the  gazetting 
has  been  postponed,  and  thus  one  party  has  had  a 
greater  advantage  than  the  other  in  reference  to  ap¬ 
pealing  those  cases.  I  am  glad  to  say  that  there 
is  now  a  change  in  that  respect  ;  but,  while  the  Act 
permits  the  appointment  of  the  returning  officers 
and  the  deputy  returning  officers  favourable  to 
lion,  gentlemen  opposite,  and  while  the  voters’  list 
is  produced  under  the  eye  and  in  the  interest  of 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  giving  them  a  decided 
advantage,  I  venture  to  say  that  there  is  not  a  con¬ 
stituency  in  the  Dominion  in  which  the  list  is  now 
a  fair  list  and  in  which  an  equitable  contest  is  held, 

I  venture  to  say  that  on  every  list  as  finally  revised 
there  are  many  names  which  should  not  be  printed 
there  at  all.  That  is  a  condition  of  things  which 
is  to  be  deplored.  However  we  may  differ  politi¬ 
cally  and  on  the  great  questions  whioh  separate  us 
on  the  floor  of  the  House,  we  should  be  ready  to 
go  before  the  electorate  of  this  country  on  a  fair 
and  equitable  basis.  We  only  ask  a  fair  field  and 
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no  favour,  but  now  injustice  is  done  and  we  only 
ask  to  have  the  Act  amended  in  order  to  see  that 
oqual  justice  shall  be  done,  and  that  we  may  go 
before  the  electors  without  being  handicapped  as 
we  now  are.  There  is  another  difficulty  in  regard 
to  the  Act.  It  is  very  well  known  from  our  expe¬ 
rience  that  the  county  judges  differ  very  seriously 
in  regard  to  the  provisions,  of  the  Act.  We  know 
very  well  what  an  exhibition  we  had  in  the  London 
election  case.  The  revising  barrister  held  that  a 
notice  containing  simply  the  words  “  not  qualified  ” 
wa§  vague  and  was  not  sufficient  in  itself  to  lead 
him  to  strike  off  the  name  of  the  voter.  On  the 
other  hand,  other  judges  held  that  such  a  notice 
was  quite  sufficient.  I  think  the  Act  should  plainly 
and  unmistakeably  outline  the  notice  which  is  ne¬ 
cessary  to  be  given,  so  that  there  should  not  be  any 
technical  advantage  given  to  any  party  to  add  or 
take  from  the  list.  In  my  own  riding  the  revising 
barrister  accepted  notices  marked  “  not  qualified  ” 
without  requiring  the  reason  to  be  given,  and  I 
think  he  was  quite  right.  I  think  the  man  so 
referred  to  should  be  present  and  should  show  that 
he  is  entitled  to  exercise  his  franchise,  if  he  be 
entitled  to  do  so.  But  in  the  adjoining  constituency, 
in  the  south  riding  of  Grey,  the  judge  held  that  you 
must  specify  the  grounds  on  which  the  man  was  not 
qualified,  though  the  judge  on  the  other  side  of  the 
county  line  held  that  the  words  “  not  qualified”  were 
sufficient.  These  are  some  peculiarities  of  the  Act 
which  should  be  removed  if  the  Act  is  to  be 
continued.  But  I  cannot  see  why  hon.  gentlemen 
will  not  accept  the  provincial  lists.  The  court  of 
last  resort  is  the  same  in  each.  If  anyone  is  not 
satisfied,  he  can  appeal  to  the  county  judge  and 
have  it  settled  whether  he  is  entitled  to  vote  or 
not.  In  our  riding  the  judges  generally  take  these 
cases  when  they  are  on  their  division  court  circuits, 
and  the  cases  are  so  few  that  the  work  is  easily 
performed.  If  appeals  could  be  made  in  such  a 
way  for  the  verification  of  the  municipal  lists,  I  do 
not  see  why  we  should  not  use  the  municipal  lists 
and  save  all  the  trouble  and  annoyance  and  expense 
which  we  now  experience.  Now,  with  regard  to  the 
franchise  in  the  United  States,  it  is  well  known, 
as  has  been  stated  by  the  hon.  member  for  Norfolk, 
that  each  state  makes  its  own  franchise,  and  in 
England  the  franchise  is  produced  in  a  different 
way  from  what  it  is  here.  There  it  is  done  entirely 
under  the  direction  of  the  court.  The  courts 
appoint  the  revising  barrister,  who  performs  his 
work  independent  of  and  outside  of  political  influ¬ 
ence.  If  that  course  were  adopted  in  this  country,  it 
would  be  very  much  better,  because,  however  honest 
and  well  disposed  the  revising  barristers  may  be, 
because  our  county  judges,  with  very  few  excep¬ 
tions,  have  endeavoured  to  discharge  their  duties 
fairly  well  and  without  showing  any  partisanship — 
still  we  find  that  we  are  subjected  to  a  risk  which 
we  should  not  be  subjected  to,  as  hon.  gentlemen 
thought  they  were  subjected  to  risks  when  the 
sheriffs  and  registrars  were  appointed  returning 
officers.  We  have  the  same  fear  as  they  had,  and 
we  fear  that  sometimes  injustice  may  be  done  in 
the  preparation  of  the  voters’  lists.  Hon.  gentle¬ 
men  opposite  should  be  on  an  equality  with  us  in 
this  matter,  and  therefore  we  claim  that  the  lists 
should  be  prepared  by  men  who  are  elected  by  the 
people  themselves  outside  of  political  parties,  men 
who  have  no  interest  in  holding  offices  or  in  bed¬ 
stowing  office.  If  you  take  these  men,  you  will  find 


that,  as  a  rule,  they  are  not  in  any  county  all  Con¬ 
servatives  or  all  Reformers.  I  know  the  strongest 
Conservative  township  in  my  riding  elects  a  Re¬ 
former  as  member  of  the  county  council,  and  vice 
versa  ;  even  the  strongest  Reform  township  elects 
two  Conservatives  as  members  of  the  council,  that 
shows  that  politics  are  not  the  guiding  influence  in 
municipal  elections,  and  that  men  are  rather  elected 
for  their  ability,  for  their  uprightness,  for  their 
honesty  and  capability  of  performing  efficiently  the 
duties  of  municipal  officers.  Now,  these  men  would 
be  in  a  better  position  to  revise  the  voters’  list,  to 
produce  a  better  and  fairer  list,  a  list  that  would 
be  accepted  with  more  confidence  of  justice  by 
both  parties  of  this  House,  than  a  list  prepared 
by  any  other  body  of  men  that  you  can  possibly 
obtain.  For  instance,  take  a  judge  who  does  not 
live  in  the  riding  where  he  is  called  upon  to  dis- 
chai*ge  the  duties  of  revising  officer  more  than 
once  a  year,  how  can  he  tell  whether  a  man  has  a 
right  to  be  on  or  not  ?  He  has  to  be  guided  solely 
by  the  evidence  that  is  offered,  and  it  may  take  a 
great  deal  of  time  and  a  great  deal  of  expense  to 
satisfy  that  judge  that  a  man  has  a  right  to  be  on. 
Now,  in  order  to  avoid  all  the  expense  and  diffi¬ 
culties  connected  with  the  revision  of  the  list,  my 
opinion  is  that  it  should  be  entirely  regulated  to 
the  municipalities  to  produce  the  list  themselves  ; 
or,  if  we  are  to  have  a  revision  at  all,  we  should 
endeavour  to  make  it  as  free  from  partisan  colour, 
and  just  as  fair  as  we  can  possibly  make  it,  so  that 
neither  party  will  feel  aggrieved  in  any  way  it  has 
been  produced.  Now,  I  am  quite  sure  that  in  the 
recent  bye-elections,  many  of  the  constituencies 
have  been  carried  against  the  Reformers  simply 
because  the  lists  have  not  been  properly  attended 
to.  Unfortunately,  the  duty  of  revising  the  list 
devolves  upon  the  members,  frequently,  when 
they  are  here  in  their  places,  and  in  many 
cases  the  revision  was  not  made  with  that 
care  and  attention  that  it  should  receive, 
and  the  result  was  that  in  many  cases  men  were 
brought  in  to  vote  who  never  should  have  voted 
and  had  no  right  to  vote.  Now,  I  know  that 
during  the  last  revision  there  were  manv  cases, 
some  in  my  own  riding,  where  deeds  were  made  out 
for  the  purpose  of  giving  men  votes.  I  know  of 
some  notable  instances,  on  the  boundary  of  ridings, 
deeds  were  made  out  of  portions  of  farms  on  one 
side  and  then,  on  the  other  for  the  purposes  of 
getting  men  enrolled  on  the  list  as  electors.  I 
know  it  was  painfully  exposed  in  one  case  where  a 
man  actually  went  so  far  as  to  make  the  necessary 
declaration  that  he  was  the  owner  and  got  his  name 
put  upon  the  list,  but  after  he  went  before  the 
court  he  had  to  admit  that  it  was  only  for  the 
purpose  of  voting.  Now,  that  is  reverting  to  the 
old  faggot  system  of  England,  against  which  we 
should  protect  ourselves.  While  it  is  right  that  a 
state  should  make  provision  that  every  man  who 
is  entitled  to  exercise  the  franchise,  may  be 
enrolled  and  has  a  right  to  do  so,  it  should  not 
open  the  door  to  fraud  and  imposition,  so  that  by 
a  little  manoeuvring  a  man  might  be  placed  upon 
the  voters’  lists  in  several  townships,  and  be  allowed 
to  vote  in  them  all.  However,  if  we  had  the  prin¬ 
ciple  of  one  man  one  vote,  that  would  largely  be 
done  away  with.  It  would  not  open  the  door  for 
any  injustice  of  that  kind,  and  I  do  hope  that  the 
law  will  be  altered  so  as  virtually  to  give  to  each 
man  that  one  vote.  If  we  are  not  going  to  abandon  our 
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present  law  and  adopt  the  provincial  lists,  I  say 
we  should  have  a  revision  each  year  and  keep  a 
perfect  list  at  all  times.  What  right  have  the 
Government  of  a  country  to  put  off  a  revision  of 
the  lists  ?  I  understand  it  has  been  announced  to¬ 
day  that  it  was  not  the  intention  to  revise  the  lists 
during  the  present  year.  Some  great  political 
catastrophe  might  occur  in  this  country  which 
would  necessitate  an  election  next  fall.  Hon.  gen¬ 
tlemen  opposite  do  not  control  everything,  they 
cannot  possibly  answer  for  things  that  may  tran¬ 
spire  in  the  course  of  three  or  six  months  ;  such 
changes  might  take  place  as  would  necessitate  an 
election.  Now,  would  it  not  be  a  hardship  if  people 
who  were  entitled  to  vote  could  not  be  placed  on 
the  list,  and  if  many  men  were  on  the  list  who 
ought  not  to  be  there  ?  If  there  is  anything  that 
should  be  a  sacred  trust  in  the  hands  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment,  it  is  the  right  of  people  to  exercise  their 
franchise  on  all  occasions  when  it  is  necessary  they 
should  do  so  ;  and  no  Government  have  a  right  to 
say  that  men  shall  not  be  enrolled  if  they  are 
otherwise  entitled  to  be  enrolled.  The  lists  should 
be  kept  complete  as  far  as  possible,  so  that  at  any 
moment,  if  necessity  arises  for  an  election,  the 
names  of  men  who  are  entitled  to  vote  should  be 
upon  the  list,  so  that  they  can  exercise  their  fran¬ 
chise  and  not  be  deprived  of  that  sacred  privilege. 
In  order  to  do  that  we  have  no  right  to  put  off'  the 
revision  from  yea  r  to  year,  and  run  the  risk  that  we 
did  at  the  last  general  election.  At  the  last  elec¬ 
tions  the  lists  were  three  years  old  ;  many  men  in 
this  country  were  left  off  who  had  a  right  to  exer¬ 
cise  their  franchise,  and  they  were  deprived  of  that 
right.  Many  young  men  who  had  arrived  at  the 
age  of  21  years  and  were  residents  of  this  country, 
were  not  allowed  to  vote,  not  from  any  fault  of 
their  own,  because  they  had  been  put  on  in  the 
municipal  voters’  lists,  they  had  taken  every  step 
to  secure  their  franchise,  but  owing  to  the  fact 
that  the  Government  had  assumed  the  responsi¬ 
bility  of  making  no  revision,  the  result  was  that 
these  men  were  not  permitted  to  vote.  Now,  the 
Government  were  responsible  for  that  unfortunate 
state  of  things,  and  the  postponement  from  year  to 
year  of  the  revision  of  the  list  was  the  cause  of 
many  men  being  deprived  of  their  franchise  at  the 
last  general  election.  I  hope  we  will  not  have  a 
repetition  of  that  injustice  again,  and  in  order  to 
protect  ourselves  against  it,  if  we  are  to  have  the 
Act  at  all,  we  should  have  a  revision  every  year. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  The  lion,  member  for  North 
Wellington  (Mr.  McMullen)  has  given  various 
reasons  why  the  Dominion  Franchise  Act  should 
be  repealed  and  why  we  should  again  resort  to  the 
provincial  lists  for  the  purpose  of  our  elections. 
Some  of  his  reasons  may  have  a  little  merit,  but 
many  of  them  have  no  merit,  and  if  properly  an¬ 
alyzed  would  afford  very  strong  arguments 
why  the  present  lists  should  be  maintained. 
The  lion,  member  says  that  in  his  experience,  after 
the  revision  of  last  year,  many  names  were  on  the 
list  that  should  not  have  been  there.  I  agree  with 
him  there.  I  was  told  that  of  the  names  that  were 
on  without  any  right  to  be  there,  at  least  some 
were  men  who  had  mortgages  against  farms  and  had 
the  name  of  the  mortagee  put  on  the  list,  while  the 
owner’s  name  was  left  off,  because  it  happened  to 
suit  their  own  purpose  at  the  time,  and,  if  I  am 
correctly  informed,  the  lion,  member  for  North 
Mr.  McMullen. 


Wellington  is  one  of  those  men.  The  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  says  that  the  principle  is  wrong  because  the 
revising  officer  cannot  be  trusted.  Why  can  they 
not  be  trusted  ?  Because,  he  says,  they  are  partisans 
of  the  Government ;  and  as  the  member  for  North 
Norfolk  (Mr.  Charlton)  says,  because  they  are 
creatures  of  the  Government.  Why  are  they 
creatures  of  the  Government  ?  Because  they  have 
been  appointed  judges  by  the  Government ;  but  the 
member  for  North  Wellington  and  the  member  for 
North  Norfolk  forget  that  for  both  the  provincial 
and  Dominion  lists  the  court  of  final  appeal  is  .the 
same,  they  are  revised  by  the  judge.  If  a  revising 
officer  who  is  not  a  judge  does  the  duty  for  the 
Dominion  lists  and  there  is  any  objection  to 
his  decision,  there  is  an  appeal  from  him  to 
the  judge,  and  the  judge  is  invariably  the 
revising  officer  and  discharges  the  same  duty 
for  the  provincial  lists.  The  hon.  member  for 
North  Wellington  asks  :  How  can  a  judge  know, 
how  can  he  decide  in  those  cases  ?  Perhaps  he  only 
visits  the  county  once  a  year.  Well,  surely  he 
visits  the  county  as  frecpiently  for  the  one  list  as  he 
does  for  the  other  ;  he  must  know  just  as  well  about 
the  Dominion  list  as  he  does  about  the  provincial 
list,  or,  in  other  words,  he  must  be  as  well  ac¬ 
quainted  with  the  people  in  the  county  for  which 
he  revises  the  provincial  list  as  he  is  with  the 
people  in  which  he  revises  the  Dominion  list.  The 
last  court  is  the  same.  Now,  these  gentlemen  both 
raised  very  strong  objection  to  this  Act.  I  ask 
them  to  come  down  to  particulars.  Has  the  hon. 
member  for  North  Wellington  any  objection  to  the 
revision  of  the  list  in  his  riding  ?  He  says  no  ;  he 
admits  that  the  revising  officer  endeavoured  fairly 
to  discharge  his  duty.  Now,  I  would  ask  the 
hon.  member  for  South  Grey  (Mr.  Landerkin)  : 
Have  you  any  objection  to  the  revising  officer  there  ? 
I  will  venture  to  say  that  the  hon.  member  for 
South  Grey  will  admit  that  the  revising  officer  in 
his  constituency  did  his  duty  faithfully  and  honest¬ 
ly,  and  that  he  has  no  complaint.  Both  lists  are 
revised  by  the  judges,  but  in  the  one  instance  the 
judge  for  the  district  of  North  Wellington  decided 
that  the  notice  “  not  qualified,”  was  sufficient  in  all 
cases  where  an  effort  was  made  to  strike  off  a  name 
whereas  the  revising  officer  in  South  Grey  and  in 
North  Grey  decided  that  that  was  not  a  fair  interpre¬ 
tation  of  the  Act,  and  that  particular  grounds  should 
be  given  in  the  notice  why  the  person  was  not  quali¬ 
fied.  We  have  had  decisions  given  on  both  sides 
to  the  same  effect  as  that  of  Judge  Elliott.  I  re¬ 
member  that  our  friends  suffered  great  losses 
because  they  gave  notice  which  did  not  specify  the 
particular  reasons  why  the  persons  objected  to 
were  not  qualified  ;  and  for  this  reason  they  were 
thrown  out.  Our  friends  also  were  ruled  out  on  the 
same  grounds.  Both  parties  were  satisfied  that  this 
was  a  proper  interpretation  of  the  law,  and  both 
parties  suffered  less  or  more  from  it.  But  because 
the  judge  in  London  gives  the  same  decision,  he  is 
to  be  impeached  in  this  House  as  a  partisan  of 
the  Government.  The  hon.  member  for  North 
Wellington  stated  that  the  judge  in  his  case 
held  that  such  a  notice  was  sufficient.  Because 
the  judges  differ  on  such  a  point,  is  that 
any  reason  for  saying  that  any  of  them  are 
partisans  or  creatures  of  the  Government,  anxious 
to  favour  the  side  to  which  they  belong  ?  The  hon. 
member  for  North  Wellington  says  that  we  object 
to  the  revising  officers  and  the  returning  officers 
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because  they  are  partisans  of  the  Government  ap¬ 
pointed  by  the  Government.  Does  he  forget  that 
the  sheriffs  and  registrars  are  appointed  by  the 
Ontario  Government  ?  He  says  that  it  is  claimed 
on  our  side  that  the  sheriffs  and  registrars  are 
partisans  in  the  provincial  elections.  Surely,  in  all 
fairness,  if  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  want  partisans 
on  their  side,  they  ought  to  concede  the  same  right 
to  us.  I  do  not  admit  that  the  revising  officers  are 
partisans,  but  if  the  argument  holds  good  on  one 
side,  it  is  equally  good  on  the  other  side.  With 
regard  to  the  judges,  the  same  men  act  in  regard 
to  both  the  provincial  and  the  Dominion  lists,  and 
if  you  admit  that  they  act  fairly  in  the  one  case, 
you  must  surely  also  admit  that  they  act  fairly  in 
the  other  case.  The  judges  have  to  deal  between 
the  people  in  many  questions,  and  I  think  it  is  ad¬ 
mitted  that  in  all  cases,  except  in  one  or  two  in 
which  our  Reform  friends  have  claimed  that  the 
judges  act  as  partisans,  there  has  been  no  com¬ 
plaint  that  the  judges  do  their  duties  other  than 
fairly  and  equitably.  I  do  not  think  it  be¬ 
comes  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  to  talk  so  loudly 
against  the  judges.  When  the  judges  rule  against 
them,  it  is  unfortunate  that  the  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  have  to  complain  of  them  as  being  crea¬ 
tures  of  the  Government,  wrho  do  not  faithfully  and 
honestly  and  righteously  decide  questions  between 
the  two  parties,  because  they  happen  to  be  appointed 
by  the  Government.  When  the  revising  officer  de¬ 
cides  against  them,  though  he  may  discharge  the  same 
duties  in  provincial  affairs,  they  complain  that  he  is 
a  creature  of  the  Government.  Then,  it  is  held 
that  the  F ranchise  Act  is  a  bad  Act  because  one 
man  has  more  than  one  vote,  and  the  hon.  member 
for  North  Wellington  expatiated  a  long  time  on 
the  great  injustice  of  men  coming  from  the  States 
to  take  part  in  an  election.  Did  he  or  his  friends 
refuse  the  600  men  who  came  over  by  the  Grand 
Trunk  Railway  to  vote  for  them  ?  If  the  prin¬ 
ciple  is  wrong,  did  they  condemn  it  by  their 
actions  ?  No  ;  they  were  as  anxious  as  our  friends 
to  poll  every  vote.  Not  only  were  they  ready  to 
bring  in  persons  qualified  to  vote,  but  they  brought 
men  to  personate  other  men  who  had  no  right 
either  to  be  on  the  list  or  to  appear  at  the  polls. 
Then,  it  is  said  that  the  Dominion  list  is  a  bad  one 
and  the  provincial  list  a  good  one,  and  that  we 
ought  to  have  manhood  suffrage.  Is  it  not  strange, 
however,  that  if  you  compare  the  provincial  list 
when  revised  with  the  Dominion  list  when  revised 
for  the  same  locality,  you  will  find  the  largest 
number  of  names  on  the  Dominion  list  ?  It  was 
so  in  our  part  of  the  country,  where  everyone 
admits  that  the  Dominion  list,  when  properly 
revised,  is  a  much  fairer  one  than  the  provincial 
list.  The  hon.  member  for  North  Wellington  says 
that  a  young  man  should  go  on  the  list  wdien  he 
makes  a  statutory  declaration  that  he  will  be  of 
age  when  the  list  is  revised,  whereas  the  Act 
requires  him  to  be  twenty-one  years  of  age  when 
he  makes  the  application. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  The  hon.  gentleman  is 
mistaken.  What  I  stated  was  that  the  oath  now 
requires  a  young  man  to  swear  that  he  is  21  years 
of  age  on  the  final  revision  of  the  list. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  The  only  difference  is  a 
difference  of  a  few  months,  whether  he  is  of  age  at 
the  time  he  applies  or  at  the  time  the  list  is  revised. 
It  does  not  make  the  Act  a  bad  one,  because  the 


oath  provides  that  he  shall  be  21  years  of  age 
when  he  applies  instead  of  at  the  final  revision. 
The  Dominion  Act  requires  a  declaration  that  he  is 
21  years  of  age,  but  the  Provincial  Act  requires  no 
declaration  whatever. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  The  hon.  gentleman  is 
stating  what  is  not  true.  It  does  not  require  a 
declaration  by  a  would-be  voter  that  he  is  21  years 
of  age.  Any  one  can  put  a  man  on  the  list  by 
stating  that  he  has  a  right  to  vote  under  the 
Franchise  Act  without  making  any  declaration  as 
to  his  age. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  I  think  he  has  to  state  that  he 
is  a  British  subject,  that  he  is  21  years  of  age,  and 
that  he  is  possessed  of  the  necessary  qualifications  ; 
and  then  the  opposite  side  can  object  that  he  is  not 
21  years,  and  they  can  make  him  prove  that  he  is. 
This  has  been  done  in  several  instances  in  our  part 
of  the  country.  The  hon.  gentleman  for  North 
Norfolk  (Mr.  Charlton)  said  that  no  complaints  had 
been  made  against  the  provincial  list.  Is  the  hon. 
member’s  memory  so  short  that  he  does  not  remem¬ 
ber  there  were  many  valid  and  strong  complaints 
against  this  list  ?  Does  he  not  remember  that  com¬ 
plaints  were  made  against  the  disqualification  of 
employes  of  the  Dominion  Government,  and  that 
under  the  provincial  law  a  large  number  of  people 
who  were  owners  of  property  were  deprived  of  vot¬ 
ing  ?  Does  the  hon.  gentleman  not  remember  that 
a  large  number  of  Indians  were  disqualified,  al¬ 
though  they  had  a  perfect  right  to  vote  ?  Does  he 
not  remember  that  the  provincial  assessors  were 
claimed  to  be,  many  of  them,  strong  partisans,, 
and  made  their  lists  more  favourable  to  their 
friends  than  to  their  opponents  ?  He  does  not 
recollect  these  matters,  but  I  may  remind  him  that 
these  furnished  very  strong  reasons  in  favour  of  a 
Dominion  franchise  and  why  the  list  should  be  con¬ 
trolled  by  the  Dominion  itself.  The  next  proposi¬ 
tion  put  forward  by  the  hon.  gentleman  is  that  the 
list  is  printed  by  the  Printing  Bureau,  which  is 
under  the  control  of  the  Government,  and  that, 
forsooth,  they  are  the  creatures  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment.  Does  the  hon.  gentleman  forget  that 
after  the  first  revision  of  the  list  it  was 
printed  at  the  newspaper  offices  throughout 
the  country,  and  the  contention  then  put  forward 
was  that  it  was  most  objectionable  that  the  subsi¬ 
dized  press  should  print  the  voters’  lists.  It  was 
then  held  that  such  a  list  could  not  be  correct.  It 
was  asked  how  we  could  imagine  that  we  could  get 
a  true  list  made  out  when  it  was  prepared  by  a 
partisan  revising  officer  and  printed  by  the  subsi¬ 
dized  press.  Now,  when  the  subsidized  press  no 
longer  prints  the  list,  objection  is  taken  because 
the  work  is  clone  at  the  Government  printing 
bureau.  In  order  to  do  away  with  any  danger  it 
was  decided  to  print  the  list  at  the  Printing  Bureau. 
Now  the  contention  is  raised,  and  it  appears  to  be 
a  curious  one,  that  the  list  prepared  at  the  Printing 
Bureau  cannot  be  a  correct  one  because  it  happens 
to  be  printed  at  that  bureau.  This  whole  transac¬ 
tion  reminds  me  of  the  old  fable  of  the  wolf  and  the 
lamb — an  excuse  must  be  made.  The  wolf  said  to 
the  lamb  :  You  did  so  and  so  at  such  a  time,  and 
therefore  I  will  eat  you  up.  The  reply  is  :  It  could 
not  be  so,  because  I  was  not  born  at  the  time.  The 
wolf  then  said  :  You  disturbed  the  water  in  the 
stream  where  I  was  drinking.  The  lamb  replied  : 
that  could  not  be  the  case  as  I  was  standing  below, 
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and  the  water  was  running  from  yon  to  me.  Then 
the  wolf  said  :  Yon  have  done  something,  and 
I  am  bound  to  eat  you  up.  That  is  about  the 
size  of  this  case.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  are 
bound  to  object  to  the  Dominion  list  no  matter 
whether  their  objections  are  founded  or  unfounded, 
whether  the  arguments  are  legitimate  or  illegiti¬ 
mate. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  The  wonderful  sheep 
from  East  Grey. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  I  should  like  to  revise  the 
pamphlet  in  which  the  lion,  gentlemen  opposite 
place  themselves  in  the  position  of  goats  on  the 
left  of  the  Speaker.  I  desire  specially  to  point  out 
that  the  names  are  more  numerous  on  the  Dominion 
than  on  the  provincial  list  in  our  part  of  the  coun¬ 
try,  and  even  friends  of  the  Opposition  admit  that 
it  was  a  fair  list.  These  are  some  of  the  strong  ob¬ 
jections  raised  to  the  Dominion  Franchise  Act.  In 
every  single  instance,  I  believe,  the  same  arguments 
would  apply  with  equal,  and  greater  force  to  the 
provincial  law,  and  it  might  be  condemned  on 
every  ground  on  which  the  Dominion  list  could  be 
susceptible  of  condemnation.  The  provincial  list 
is  a  most  unfair  one.  It  is  a  list  which,  in  our  part 
of  the  country,  turns  out  to  be  anything  but  a  cor¬ 
rect  one.  Large  numbers  of  names  are  left  off  the 
list  and  a  number  of  names  that  should  be  on  it  are 
omitted,  as  being  under  age,  or  not  holding  the 
qualifications  they  were  said  to  hold  until  they  come 
down  to  manhood  suffrage.  Even  the  manhood 
suffrage  list  does  not  contain  so  many  names  as  the 
Dominion  list.  The  trouble  was  claimed  to  be 
that  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  went  to  the  election 
on  an  imperfect  list,  and  were  defeated.  Then  the 
list  was  revised,  and  they  were  again  defeated.  It 
is  our  interest  that  the  list  should  lie  revised  every 
year,  because  four  times  out  of  live  with  our  pre¬ 
sent  leader  and  present  policy  we  would  be  victor¬ 
ious  and  we  could  have  no  objection  to  the  list  being 
revised.  In  almost  every  case  the  same  arguments 
that  have  been  adduced  against  the  Dominion  Act 
could  be  used  against  the  provincial  list. 

Mr.  MACDONALD  (Huron).  I  am  satisfied 
that  if  political  feeling  were  abolished  you  could 
not  find  two  opinions  in  this  House  with  respect  to 
the  cumbersome  character  and  expense  of  the  Do¬ 
minion  Franchise  Act.  I  am  satisfied  that  hon. 
gentlemen  who  will  quietly  sit  down  and  discuss 
the  matter  will  come  to  one  opinion,  I  never  met 
a  Conservative  who  discussed  it  in  a  friendly  way 
with  another  person  who  could  support  the  Act 
by  any  argument.  The  hon.  member  for  Grey 
;(Mr.  Sproule)  is  as  well  aware  as  I  am  that  it  is 
an  Act  which  entails  large  expense  not  only  on 
the  Government  but  on  both  political  parties  in 
the  revision  of  the  list.  I  have  been  frequently 
told  by  candidates  supporting  hon.  gentlemen  on 
the  Treasury  benches  that  they  would  like  to  see 
some  other  plan  in  operation  in  this  country  by 
which  they  would  be  relieved  of  this  heavy  expense. 
The  system  has  cost  the  Government  in  round 
figures  $1,000,000  since  the  Act  was  jjassed  in 
1885.  It  has  cost  the  country  as  many  more  dol¬ 
lars  through  the  candidates  on  both  sides.  No 
less  than  from  $300  to  $000  is  required  every  time 
the  list  is  revised  from  each  of  the  respective 
parties  in  the  riding.  A  further  expense  of  $4,000 
is  required  by  the  Government  in  order  to  defray 
the  expenses  of  the  printing  and  other  costs.  In 
Mr.  Sproule. 


view  of  these  facts  there  was  never  any  necessity 
for  a  change  from  the  old  system.  The  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  Grey  (Mr.  Sproule)  said  that  the  local 
lists  were  revised  by  the  same  parties  as  revised 
the  provincial  lists.  The  hon.  gentleman  knows 
very  well  that  this  is  not  the  case.  The  county 
judge  has  very  little  to  do  with  the  local  list.  In 
nine  cases  out  of  ten  it  is  settled  without  any 
reference  to  him.  Then  we  have  reason  to  believe, 
that  the  provincial  list  is  properly  revised  because 
certain  parties  are  interested  in  it  who  are  not 
animated  by  any  political  feelings.  Trustees  are 
elected  on  that  list,  and  special  attention  is  given 
to  these  elections.  This  list  is  also  used  with 
respect  to  passing  by-laws,  and  every  ratepayer, 
irrespective  of  political  feeling,  is  in  favour  of  only 
those  being  placed  on  the  list  who  are  properly 
qualified  to  vote.  In  the  elections  of  municipal 
councils  this  list  is  used,  and  it  is  made  as  perfect 
as  possible.  The  result  is  that  the  different 
interests  contribute  to  make  the  provincial  list 
more  complete  than  the  Dominion  list  can  ever  be 
made.  Then,  it  is  well  known  that  each  province 
has  different  views  as  to  the  persons  who  should  be 
enfranchised.  In  Ontario  we  have  advanced  so 
far,  and  have  become  so  liberal,  that  we 
think  every  young  man  on  attaining  his  majority 
has  a  right  to  be  clothed  in  the  full  power  of 
citizenship,  and  both  parties  have  been 
vieing  with  each  other  as  to  which  should  give 
manhood  suffrage.  If  this  list  was  left  in  the 
hands  of  the  provinces  they  would  decide  who 
should  be  voters,  and  whether  manhood  suffrage 
was  the  proper  qualification  or  not.  In  Quebec 
Province,  however,  the  people  are  opposed  to  man¬ 
hood  suffrage,  and  that  province  should  have  the 
right  to  decide  what  qualification  should  be  laid 
down  as  regards  young  men.  Under  the  present 
Act  one  province  is  handicapped  on  one  side  and 
another  province  on  another.  Then,  again,  in 
Prince  Edward  Island  and  British  Columbia,  they 
have  practically  manhood  suffrage,  and  they  are  not 
able,  on  account  of  this  Franchise  Act,  to  extend 
the  same  privileges  that  they  believe  to  be  right 
and  proper  in  these  provinces,  to  those  who  vote  in 
Dominion  elections.  1  believe  it  would  be  far  bet¬ 
ter  in  the  interests  of  all  parties  concerned,  that 
these  lists  should  be  placed  in  the  hands  of  the  pro¬ 
vinces  to  be  dealt  with  as  they  were  previous  to 
1885.  We  had  the  local  lists  in  Dominion  elections 
for  eighteen  years,  and  I  do  not  believe  there  was 
as  much  complaint  of  the  local  lists  for  eighteen 
years  as  there  has  been  in  regard  to  the  Dominion 
lists  for  the  last  five  years.  It  is  well-known  also 
that  in  some  parts  of  the  country  the  preparation 
of  the  Dominion  lists  are  in  the  hands  of  the 
determined  opponents  of  the  Liberal  party.  I 
have  no  complaint  to  make  in  regard  to 
my  own  riding.  I,  believe  that  our  revising 
barrister  is  an  honest  man,  and  we  have  not 
much  trouble  in  revising  our  lists  outside  of  the 
expense  which  is  attendant  upon  it ;  but  in  some 
cases  where  there  is  a  strong  political  partisan  as 
a  county  court  judge  or  deputy  county  court  judge, 
we  know  that  there  are  strong  complaints  every 
year  from  this  side  of  the  House.  I  need  not  give 
you  an  illustration,  but  you  have  one  in  the  city  of 
London,  and  I  mightgive  youotherinstances  to  show 
the  strong  party  leanings  which  guide  and  direct  the 
opinions  and  principles  of  some  gentlemen  holding 
that  office.  An  hon  gentleman  who  supports  the 
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Government  stated  that  we  find  fault  with  the  lists 
because  we  are  beaten  at  the  polls.  That  lion, 
gentleman  must  remember  that  there  has  not  been 
an  election  since  Confederation  at  which  some  side 
issue  was  not  raised  which  gave  the  Conservative 
party  an  influence  in  the  country.  You  will 
remember -that  at  the  very  first  election  in  1867 
the  non-political  cry  was  raised,  in  1878  the 
IS ational  Policy  cry  was  raised,  and  in  1882  the 
Conservative  partj^  was  afraid  to  go  to  the  country 
without  the  Gerrymander  Act,  by  which  they  hived 
the  Grits  as  they  said,  and  cut  the  province  into 
shreds  and  patches  and  in  such  a  manner  did  they 
carve  up  the  municipalities,  so  that  they  could  not 
be  compared  with  anything  in  the  heavens  above 
or  on  the  earth  beneath.  In  1885,  the  Conservatives 
resorted  to  the  Franchise  Act  in  order  to  give  them 
an  influence  in  the  country  so  that  they  might  have 
an  advantage  over  the  Liberals. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  Look  at  the  provincial  lists. 

Mr.  MACDONALD  (Huron).  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  says,  Look  at  the  provincial  lists.  When  we 
are  discussing  Dominion  questions  upon  the  floor 
of  this  House  it  is  only  begging  the  question  to 
point  to  the  action  of  the  Local  Legislatures.  The 
question  before  every  member  of  this  House,  Con¬ 
servative  and  Liberal,  is  whether  or  not  such  a  law 
as  the  Dominion  Franchise  Act  is  in  the  interests 
of  the  country,  rather  than  in  the  interests  of  the 
party.  If  it  is  not  in  the  interests  of  the  country,  it 
does  not  matter  to  me  what  the  Local  Legislatures 
of  this  province  or  the  other  provinces  may  do.  I 
hold  that  the  Franchise  Act  has  not  been  in  the 
interests  of  the  country,  and  that  it  is  not  fair  to 
the  Liberal  party.  It  has  not  been  equitable,  and 
if  the  principle  upon  which  we  contest  the  various 
constituencies  of  the  country  are  not  fair  to  both, 
then  I  hold  that  the  Conservative  party  is  respon¬ 
sible.  Even  many  of  the  same  political  creeds  as 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite  have  said  that  it  was  not 
right  to  place  the  revision  of  the  lists  wholly  and 
entirely  in  the  hands  of  the  supporters  of  the 
Government,  and  under  the  control  of  persons 
holding  their  offices  from  the  Government.  Again, 
I  hold  that  it  is  not  in  the  interests  of  the  country 
to  spend  such  large  sums  of  money  as  we  have 
spent  for  the  carrying  out  of  this  law.  Last  year 
$150,000  was  required,  but  I  find  that  in  this  year’s 
estimates  that  sum  is  to  be  supplemented  by 
$60,000  which  makes  $210,000  taken  out  of  the 
coffers  of  this  country  this  year  for  the  purpose 
of  revising  the  lists.  In  addition  to  that  we  may 
add  a  cost  of  $600  for  each  political  party  in  the  various 
constituencies,  which  makes  altogether  $339,000 
which  it  costs  us  every  time  the  lists  are  revised. 
I  hold,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  this  is  altogether  too 
much  money  to  spend  for  the  carrying  out  of  such 
a  law.  During  the  last  five  years  we  have  only 
had  three  revisions,  and  a  large  number  of  the  bye- 
elections,  and  one  general  election,  were  run  on  the 
ol(I  lists  without  their  being  revised.  This  Act 
has  cost  us  about  $1,000,000,  from  the  Government 
and  about  $1,000,000  from  both  parties  who  have 
taken  part  in  the  revision  during  its  operation.  I 
ask  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  in  all  seriousness 
if  they  believe  that  such  a  system  is  to  the 
advantage  of  our  country.  I  believe  that  if  hon. 
gentlemen  on  the  other  side  of  the  House  put  their 
heads  together,  they  could  get  up  a  Franchise  Act, 
perhaps  a  Dominion  one,  much  purer,  much  more 


equitable  and  less  expensive  than  the  one  at  present 
on  the  Statute-book.  I  hope  that  strong  influence 
will  be  brought  to  bear  upon  the  Government  by 
their  own  friends,  as  well  as  by  members  on  this 
side  of  the  House,  so  that  they  will  devote  their  best 
attention  and  judgment  to  arriving  at  some  conclu¬ 
sion  in  placing  the  Franchise  law  either  in  the 
hands  of  the  Provincial  Legislatures,  or  by  enact¬ 
ing  a  new  and  better  measure  themselves.  It  is 
more  in  the  interests  of  the  people  of  this  country, 
and  more  equitable  and  just,  that  we  should  have 
the  same  chance  before  the  people  as  the  Con¬ 
servatives  have.  I  trust  that  some  steps  will  be 
taken  by  the  Government  to  repeal  if  they  will  or 
otherwise  to  amend  this  Act. 

Mr.  Mo  MIL  LAN  (Huron).  It  has  been  said  by 
the  hon.  member  for  Grey  (Mr.  Sproule)  that  the 
same  authorities  do  revise  the  list  for  the  Dominion 
elections,  as  revise  the  lists  for  the  provincial  elec¬ 
tions.  Such  is  not  the  case.  In  Ontario  it  is  the 
municipal  councils  who  prepare  the  lists,  through 
their  township  clerks,  and  the  judge  has  nothing 
at  all  to  say  in  it.  Although  my  hon.  friend  has 
spoken  about  partisan  assessors,  I  may  say  that  I 
believe  that  in  the  Province  of  Ontario  there  are 
more  Conservatives  than  Reformers  occupying  that 
position. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  Do  not  the  judges  revise  the 
lists  in  appeal  ? 

Mr.  McMILLAN  (Huron).  Just  sit  still  awhile 
and  possess  your  little  soul  in  patience  ;  it  seems 
to  be  so  small  that  it  is  always  in  your  mouth.  The 
revising  officers  appointed  by  the  Government  have 
in  the  end  to  take  the  lists  prepared  by  the  muni¬ 
cipal  councils,  and  if  the  municipal  councils  do  not 
get  out  the  list  in  the  proper  way  the  people  have 
full  power  to  turn  them  out  of  power  at  the  next 
elections.  It  matters  not  what  kind  of  a  Dominion 
list  is  got  out  by  the  revising  barristers,  for  so  long  as 
it  sat  isfies  the  Government  they  retain  these  officials. 
Even  after  the  local  lists  and  the  assessment  roll  have 
been  prepared  by  the  township  council,  the  revising 
barristers  of  the  Dominion  Government  have  to  take 
these  lists  as  the  foundation  for  their  lists. 
Not  only  that,  but  the  revising  barristers  in  many 
townships  employ  the  township  clerk  to  get  up  the 
lists  ;  why,  then,  not  take  the  lists  he  has  got  out 
in  the  first  instance,  and  have  them  all  revised  at 
one  time.  In  my  own  riding,  in  the  election  of 
1892,  I  have  no  hesitation  in  saying  that  there 
were  two  hundred  or  three  hundred  farmers  dis¬ 
franchised  on  account  of  the  lists  not  being  revised 
for  a  couple  of  years  before,  and  a  very  large  num¬ 
ber  who  had  no  right  to  vote  came  into  the  riding 
and  voted.  I  hold  this  is  one  of  the  great  evils, 
and  we  should  have  the  law  remedied  by  all  means 
so  as  to  have  only  one  man  one  vote,  and  thereby 
do  away  with  a  great  amount  of  this  trouble. 
Why,  we  find  at  every  polling  place  strangers 
coming  to  vote  whose  names  had  been  put  on  the 
lists  by  some  means,  about  whom  nobody  knows 
anything,  and  who  declare  that  they  are  the 
individuals  mentioned.  If  we  had,  as  in  Ontario, 
one  man  one  vote,  and  allow  a  man  to  vote  only  in 
the  riding  in  which  he  resides,  that  would  do  away 
with  a  great  deal  of  the  personation  now  carried  on. 
Apart  from  everything  else,  the  large  amount  of 
money  spent  ought  certainly  to  be  a  consideration 
by  any  Government  which  wishes  to  govern  the 
country  economically.  I  hold  that  the  voters’ 
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lists  under  this  Act  cannot  be  got  up  as  efficiently 
by  a  revising  officer  as  by  a  township  clerk  ;  and 
if  there  be  anything  wrong,  a  judge  is  more  likely 
to  give  an  independent  revision  in  revising  the 
lists  of  a  court  below,  made  up  by  another  indi¬ 
vidual,  than  he  would  be  when  he  got  up  the  list 
himself,  especially  if  he  is  a  strong  partisan. 

Mr.  CASEY.  The  hon.  member  for  Grey  has 
stated  that  the  oftener  the  lists  were  revised,  the 
better  it  was  for  the  Conservative  party.  That  is 
exactly  my  opinion.  That  is  exactly  what  we  object 
to  in  the  Franchise  Act,  that  it  is  so  arranged  that 
the  oftener  the  lists  are  revised  the  better  it  is  for 
the  Government.  Now  I  happen  to  know  something 
about  the  lists  in  East  Elgin  during  the  late  bye- 
election. 

Mr.  INGRAM.  So  do  I. 

Mr.  CASEY.  No  doubt  the  hon.  gentleman 
does,  because  his  brother  sat  with  the  revising 
officer  all  the  time  the  lists  were  being  revised,  and 
supplied  him  with  the  necessary  information.  Not 
only  that,  but  I  have  it  on  good  authority,  from 
the  agents  of  both  parties  in  two  districts, 
at  least  in  the  township  of  Bayham  in  that 
riding,  that  after  the  lists  had  been  finally 
revised  by  the  judge  and  it  had  gone  back 
from  the  Printing  Bureau,  and  after  the  proofs  were 
read  by  the  judge,  names  were  left  off  and 
put  on  before  it  was  finally  printed.  That  is  a 
matter  which  will  require  thorough  investigation  ; 
I  merely  refer  to  it  now  to  show  what  is  possible 
under  the  Act.  The  hon.  member’s  brother,  not 
only  gave  his  whole  time  to  the  revision  of  the  list 
in  that  riding,  but  sat  with  the  judge  at  the  read¬ 
ing  of  the  proof,  and  saw  the  whole  thing  through. 
Of  course  the  other  side  was  represented  also,  and 
I  do  not  make  a  charge  that  the  hon.  member  or 
his  brother  did  anything  unfair,  but  merely  wish 
to  point  out  that  he  had  special  sources  of  inform¬ 
ation  with  regard  to  the  wording  of  the  Act.  With 
regard,  however,  to  the  other,  point,  as  to  names 
being  left  off  after  the  list  was  finally  revised,  after 
it  was  printed  and  the  proof  read,  I  think  there  is 
room  for  suspicion. 

Mr.  INGRAM.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  insinu¬ 
ated  that  myself  or  my  brother  had  undue  advantage 
in  the  preparing  of  the  lists.  I  beg  to  say  that  at 
the  time,  in  the  city  of  St.  Thomas,  the  represent¬ 
atives  of  my  opponent  complimented  my  brother 
for  the  fairness  with  which  he  had  done  his  work 
and  also  the  revising  officer  for  the  very  fair  manner 
in  which  he  had  carried  out  his  duty.  With  regard 
to  the  township  of  Bayham  and  the  two  divisions 
referred  to  by  the  hon.  gentleman,  in  connection 
with  which  he  said  that  after  the  proof-sheets  came 
to  Ottawa  certain  names  which  were  on  the  list 
were  removed  and  others  substituted,  I  deny  that 
statement  and  I  challenge  the  hon.  gentleman  to 
prove  it.  Objections  have  been  made  also  that 
certain  names  did  not  appear  on  the  list  after 
they  returned  from  Ottawa.  The  revising  officer, 
when  he  received  the  proof-sheets  from  the  Printing 
Bureau,  called  my  brother  who  represented  me  and 
called  also  the  representative  of  my  opponent,  and 
they  both  went  deliberately  over  the  list.  My 
brother,  in  my  interests  and  that  of  the  party 
I  represented,  took  care  that  none  of  our  friends 
were  omitted,  as  it  was  his  right  and  his  duty  to 
do.  But  the  gentlemen  on  the  other  side,  not 
having  attended  the  revision,  as  my  brother  had, 
Mr.  McMillan  (Huron). 


from  the  commencement  to  the  end,  but  having,  on 
the  other  hand,  sent  a  certain  representative  to 
one  court  and  another  to  another,  thus  rendering 
themselves  unable  to  say  truthfully  that  such  a 
name  should  be  left  off  and  such  another  one  should 
be  put  on,  were  at  a  disadvantage  in  this  respect. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.  E.  I. )  Do  I  understand  the  hon. 
gentleman  to  say  he  is  now  speaking  of  a  period 
after  the  list  had  been  revised  and  printed  ? 

Mr.  INGRAM.  I  say  that  when  the  lists  were 
sent  to  Ottawa,  as  revised  by  the  revising  offi¬ 
cer — 

« 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I. )  Finally  revised? 

Mr.  INGR  AM.  No.  Then  the  proof-sheets  were 
sent  back  in  case  any  corrections  required  to  be 
made,  and  after  the  corrections  were  made  they 
were  to  be  returned  to  the  Printing  Bureau. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  And  that  is  the  time  the 
non.  gentleman  says  his  brother  took  care  no  Con¬ 
servatives  were  omitted. 

Mr.  INGRAM.  When  those  sheets  were  returned 
to  the  revising  officer,  he  called  the  representatives 
of  both  parties  to  court,  and  both  went  over  the 
list  with  the  officer,  comparing  the  proof  with  a 
copy  of  the  list  sent  to  the  Bureau,  and  that  com¬ 
parison  was  made  in  the  presence  of  representatives 
of  both  parties — also  from  their  notes,  which,  I 
believe,  was  quite  right.  Any  names  omitted  or 
left  on  the  list  by  error  of  the  printers,  were 
corrected  by  the  revising  officer  in  the  presence  of 
the  representatives  of  both  sides.  Now,  with  refer¬ 
ence  to  the  dissatisfaction  my  lion,  friend  spoke  of, 
I  have  heard  on  many  occasions  friends  of  the  hon. 
gentleman  charge  the  Conservative  party  in  the 
East  Riding  of  Elgin  with  having  stuffed  the  voters’ 
list,  but  I  will  tell  my  hon.  friend  that  by  systematic 
work,  by  careful  attention  to  the  preparation  of 
the  lists,  we  succeeded  doing  justice  to  ourselves. 
I  have  the  names  in  everyT  polling  sub-division, 
Conservative  and  Reform.  This  is  prepared  system¬ 
atically.  We  keep  a  correct  note  of  every  name 
omitted  and  added,  whether  Conservative  or  R  ef  orm, 
it  is  not  a  fact  that  we  stuffed  the  list  or  did  any¬ 
thing  of  the  kind.  With  respect  to  the  expense  of 
the  voters’  list,  I  quite  agree  it  is  expensive,  but  I 
do  not  see  that  the  preparation  of  the  provincial 
voters’  list  is  any  less  expensive,  while  on  the 
other  hand  much  has  been  said  about  having 
the  lists  prepared  by  partisans  of  the  Government. 
I  remember  a  few  years  ago,  when  I  ran  as  a 
candidate  for  the  Local  Legislature,  I  did  my  best 
to  get  as  many  of  the  young  men  put  on  the  list  as 
I  could,  but  I  found  some  of  the  friends  of  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  trying  to  prevent  those  young 
men  from  getting  on  the  list,  and  yet  they  pretend  to 
be  liberal  in  their  views,  and  to  wish  to  have  every 
one  who  ought  to  be  on  the  list  placed  upon  it.  As 
to  manhood  suffrage,  I  remember  some  years  ago, 
when  the  Conservatives  in  the  Local  Legislature  of 
Ontario  advocated  manhood  suffrage  and  the  friends 
of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  opposed  that  measure, 
but  finally  they  were  compelled  to  grant  it.  The 
hon.  member  for  Huron  (Mr.  Macdonald)  stated  that 
he  believed  in  the  one-man-one-vote  principle.  I 
take  the  other  ground.  As  long  as  we  have  a 
property  qualification,  I  believe  that  it  is  not  right, 
but,  if  we  adopt  manhood  suffrage,  I  would  be  in 
favour  of  the  principle  of  one  man  one  vote.  I 
trust  this  will  be  the  last  we  shall  hear  in  reference 
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to  the  Elgin  lists,  because  it  is  not  correct  to  say 
that  the  revising  officer  in  that  county  acted  with 
partiality. 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  did  not  say  that  he  acted  with 
partiality.  I  simply  pointed  out  the  peculiar  pro¬ 
cess  which  was  followed,  that  one  of  the  candidates 
was  able  to  see  the  proofs  of  the  lists,  and  that, 
after  those  proofs  were  sent  down  for  printing, 
they  were  corrected  here. 

Mr.  GILLMOR.  I  am  very  glad  to  hear  that 
the  Government  contemplate  amending  the  Fran¬ 
chise  Act.  Nearly  every  one  who  has  to  do  wTith 
politics  is  pretty  well  acquainted  with  the  Fran¬ 
chise  Act  of  Canada.  I  would  not  like  to  say  ail  I 
think  of  it,  because  I  am  afraid  I  would  be  offensive 
and  I  do  not  wish  to  be  offensive,  because  I  under¬ 
stand  the  Government  are  going  to  amend  that  Act. 
I  have  heard  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  say  they 
want  to  have  a  fair  Act,  so  that  every  one  wdio 
ought  to  be  on  the  list  should  be  on  it.  The  whole 
thing  is  that  everybody  on  the  Liberal  side  wants 
to  get  every  one  belonging  to  that  party  on  the  list, 
and  every  one  on  the  Tory  side  wrants  to  get  every 
Liberal  on  the  list  put  off.  This  is  a  partisan 
measure  from  beginning  to  end — there  is  no  doubt 
about  it — and  it  gives  more  premiums  for  party 
lighting  than  any  measure  ever  introduced  into  the 
Parliament  of  Canada.  I  have  been  thinking  about 
this  party  spirit.  Party  is  the  curse  of  Canada. 
Political  feeling  to-day  is  the  curse  of  Canada.  I 
do  not  say  that  because  I  happen  to  be  in  the 
minority,  but  I  say  it  from  the  experience  we  all 
have,  that  this  party  feeling  blinds  us  to  the 
best  interests  of  this  country,  and  it  muzzles 
us  with  regard  to  our  duty  in  these  matters. 
I  think  this  Franchise  Act  is  a  most  imperfect  Act. 
In  the  first  place,  the  authorities  you  appoint  to 
make  up  the  lists  are  the  least  qualified  you  can 
possibly  imagine.  You  cannot  find  a  revising 
barrister  who  knows  anything  about  the  persons 
who  should  go  on  the  list  except  in  the  locality 
where  he  resides.  The  only  way  to  get  at  that 
is  from  local  knowledge,  and  that  local  know 
ledge  extends  over  a  very  small  area.  Take  the 
County  of  Charlotte,  which  I  have  represented 
for  many  years.  I  can  tell  who  ought  to  vote  in 
the  parish  in  which  I  live,  but  I  cannot  tell 
that  in  the  15  or  16  other  parishes  where  I 
do  not  know  anything  as  to  the  qualification  of 
the  voters.  We  have  a  very  good  revising  bar¬ 
rister  in  that  county.  He  is  the  county  judge. 
But,  when  he  goes  into  a  part  of  the  county  in 
which  he  does  not  live,  he  does  not  know  the  people 
there,  their  sons  or  their  daughters.  He  has  to  get 
the  information  from  the  people  who  are  there. 
When  he  goes  into  the  parish  of  St.  George,  he 
has  to  get  the  information  from  somebody  living 
there,  and  so  in  regard  to  every  polling  sub-divi¬ 
sion  in  the  county.  It  is  the  same  thing  all 
over  the  Dominion.  These  revising  officers 
are  the  least  qualified  persons  wrho  could 
be  found,  and  you  could  not  get  anybody  to 
perform  that  work  properly  except  some  one  living 
in  the  locality.  The  best  way  is  the  English  way, 
that  is  to  adopt  the  assessment  list.  Everyone  of 
21  years  of  age  who  pays  the  county  rates  is  put  on 
the  list,  and  no  one  escapes  unless  he  is  disqualified 
for  some  reason.  I  am  glad  to  know  the  Govern¬ 
ment  intend  to  improve  this  Act.  They  can  do  a 
great  service  to  the  country  if  they  make  this  Act 


what  it  ought  to  be.  It  gives  the  party  in  power 
the  advantage.  I  do  not  mean  to  say  that  every 
revising  officer  who  is  appointed  does  an  injustice. 
Perhaps  the  majority  are  disposed  to  do  what  is 
right,  but  the  Government  can  select  any  villain 
they  choose — it  is  in  their  power  to  do  it — but,  no 
matter  how  honest  a  man  may  be,  when  you  find 
15  or  20  polling  sub-divisions  and  find  that  your 
opponent  does  not  want  you  to  succeed,  though  the 
officers  may  be  honest,  they  do  not  want  to  take  a 
distinct  course  in  your  favour.  I  think  the  Govern¬ 
ment  can  afford  to  be  honest  and  fair  in  this  matter 
now.  They  have  a  large  majority,  and  they  w7ill 
continue  to  have  it  during  this  parliament,  and 
this  Act  works  hard  both  wrays.  The  idea 

that  two  candidates  should  have  to  spend  hun¬ 
dreds  of  dollars  each  in  order  to  get  the  pro¬ 
per  lists  made  is  a  preposterous  one.  We 

have  heard  of  some  cases  where  young  people 
of  16,  18,  19  and  20  years  of  age  have  been  put 
on  the  lists.  Well,  human  nature  is  the 
same  all  the  w'ay  through.  You  will  hear  the 
Tories  and  Liberals  alike  talking  this  way — one 
says  :  We  got  the  advantage  ;  and  then  you  will 
hear  the  other  say  :  We  got  the  advantage.  There 
should  be  no  such  advantage  given  to  either  side, 
and  there  should  be  no  such  burden  put  on  any 
people.  If  there  is  anything  that  ought  to  be 
simple,  if  there  is  anything  that  ought  to  be  cheap, 
if  there  is  anything  that  ought  to  be  pure,  it  is 
the  voters’  list,  and  it  ought  to  be  made  on  the 
cheapest  and  simplest  and  the  fairest  system  that 
can  be  adopted.  I  think,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  this 
is  a  party  measure.  I  was  here  during  the  long 
weeks  and  months  that  it  was  being  discussed  ;  it 
was  a  party  measure  from  beginning  to  end.  I 
believe  that  a  good  deal  can  be  said  in  favour  of  a 
Dominion  franchise,  and  I  would  not  find  so 
much  fault  with  it,  although  I  think  a  pro¬ 
vincial  franchise  is  the  best,  upon  the  wdiole, 
and  the  cheapest.  If  wre  had  manhood  suffrage 
and  no  other  qualification  at  all  as  the  basis 
of  registration  of  voters,  then  very  little 
harm  could  be  done.  One  party  could  not 
take  advantage  of  the  other  to  any  great  extent. 
One  man  one  vote  is  the  true  principle,  in  my 
humble  opinion.  I  said,  when  I  commenced  my 
remarks,  that  party  was  the  curse  of  this  country. 
It  does  not  require  much  intelligence  to  be  a  good 
party  man.  It  does  not  require  any  moral  princi¬ 
ple  at  all  to  be  a  good  party  man,  and  this  country 
is  getting  filled  up  with  party  men.  I  do  not  mean 
to  say  that  some  of  them  are  not  intelligent  ;  but  I 
mean  that  partyism  is  cursing  Canada,  and  it  is 
making  politics  a  game,  not  a  game  of  chance,  but 
a  game  of  bluff  and  of  cheek,  from  one  end  of 
Canada  to  the  other.  Men  are  blinded  by  party  ; 
our  legislation  takes  too  much  the  form  of  party 
legislation.  Of  course,  we  all  want  to  succeed, 
there  is  no  doubt  about  that  ;  but  in  this  age  of 
the  world,  and  in  a  country  calling  itself  christian¬ 
ized  and  civilized,  there  ought  to  lie  fair -play,  and 
when  we  start  out  in  the  race,  we  ought  to  be 
men  enough  on  both  sides  of  politics  to  let  every 
man  start  fair  and  equal  in  the  race.  We  talk 
that  way,  but  we  do  not  act  that  way.  We  are  so 
blinded  by  party  that  we  do  not  give  expression  to 
our  opinion,  the  electors  do  not,  and  party  feeling 
has  gone  on  until  Canada  is  rotten  to  the  core. 

Mr.  M  URRAY.  I  desire  to  express  my  disappro¬ 
bation  of  this  Franchise  Act.  1  felt  the  first  time 


959 


[  COMMONS] 


960 


it  was  placed  on  the  statutes,  that  it  was  an  unne¬ 
cessary  piece  of  legislation.  I  felt  it  would  be 
expensive,  and  experience  must  have  convinced 
everybody  in  Canada  that  such  has  been  the  result. 
Now,  to  say  that  it  has  been  fair  and  that  it  has 
enabled  the  people  of  Canada  to  exercise  their 
franchise  fully,  is  going  beyond  the  truth.  I  know 
in  my  county  during  the  past  election,  the  list  of 
1889  was  used,  and  a  good  many  electors  were  dis¬ 
franchised.  Now,  I  do  not  see  why,  if  we  are  to 
have  a  Dominion  Franchise  Act,  we  should  not 
have  one  that  would  be  simplified  in  some  way, 
that  would  be  less  expensive,  and  give  everybody 
the  right  to  exercise  his  franchise.  There  is  no 
question  that  as  the  Act  now  stands,  and  as  the 
lists  are  now  revised,  the  people  are  under  the 
impression  that  there  is  too  much  party  connected 
with  it,  because  these  men  who  are  appointed  as 
revising  officers  are  not  only  paid  high  salaries  for 
their  services  but  they  are  supposed  to  be  active 
partisans.  But  whether  they  are  partisans  or  not, 
such  is  the  opinion  of  the  electors  generally.  As 
has  been  remarked  here  to-night  there  are  many 
Conservatives  who  are  honest  enough  to 
admit  that  the  Act  should  be  abolished.  Many 
independent  papers,  even  Conservative  papers, 
think  that  the  Act  should  be  abolished.  I  am  glad 
that  the  Government  intend  to  change  the  Act, 
and  I  trust  they  will  make  it  more  fair  and  less 
expensive.  The  lion,  member  for  Charlotte  (Mr. 
Gillmor)  made  a  very  practical  speech.  He  said 
that  the  Government  are  now  pretty  strong,  they 
have  a  large  majority  in  the  House,  and  they  can 
afford  to  be  just  to  their  opponents.  I  am  of  the 
opinion  that  this  Act  is  used  as  a  lever  to  maintain 
the  present  party  in  power.  I  take  the  position 
that  it  does  not  enable  the  people  to  express  their 
opinion  freely  upon  the  National  Policy  or  any 
other  question.  I  say  that  it  should  be  removed 
from  the  Statute-book  as  speedily  as  possible,  and 
we  should  either  revert  to  the  provincial  list,  or 
adopt  some  Dominion  Franchise  Act  that  would  be 
more  simple  and  less  expensive.  There  is  no 
question  that  the  Provincial  Franchise  Act  of 
Ontario  is  a  good  one  ;  it  is  broad  and  liberal,  and 
it  gives  young  men,  farmers’  sons  and  mechanics’ 
sons,  a  right  to  vote  under  a  property  qualification 
of  $100,  whereas  the  Dominion  Act  requires  a  pro¬ 
perty  qualification  of  $150.  I  know  that  in  the 
County  of  Renfrew  alone  there  are  hundreds  of  men 
who  are  qualified  under  the  provincial  lists,  that  are 
disqualified  on  the  Dominion  lists.  It  is  impossible 
to  say  that  an  election  on  the  present  Dominion  list 
fairly  represents  the  opinions  of  the  people  of  this 
country,  as  many  men  are  disfranchised  by 
what  I  call  this  infamous  Franchise  Act.  At  pres¬ 
ent,  candidates  or  members  are  put  to  the  expense 
of  going  round  to  attend  the  revision  of  these  lists. 
Take  the  county  I  represent.  One  of  the  gentle¬ 
men  whom  I  defeated  in  the  last  election,  took  the 
trouble  to  engage  men  in  the  different  municipal¬ 
ities  to  go  around  and  see  that  all  his  supporters 
were  placed  on  the  list.  I  had  not  the  time  to  go 
and  bother  with  it.  I  would  like  to  see  every  man 
in  the  country  on  the  voters’  list ;  I  do  not  care 
whether  he  is  a  political  opponent  or  not,  as  long  as 
everybody  is  on,  I  would  be  perfectly  satisfied. 
You  can  put  a  man  on  the  list,  but  the  next  ques¬ 
tion  is,  how  is  he  going  to  vote  ?  As  the  saying 
is,  you  can  lead  a  horse  to  water,  but  you  cannot 
make  him  drink.  I  would  be  quite  willing  to  leave 
Mr.  Murray. 


;  it  to  the  good  sense  of  the  electors  how  to  vote,  if 
only  they  could  all  be  placed  upon  the  list  ;  I 
would  be  satisfied  with  the  result,  either  as  a  can¬ 
didate  myself,  or  for  the  party  with  which  I  am  in 
sympathy. 

Mr.  DA. VIES  (P. E.I. )  I  had  no  intention  in 
taking  any  part  in  this  debate,  because,  although 
I  feel  the  expense  attached  to  the  revision  of  these 
lists  Very  much.  I  never  felt  any  great  injustice 
from  the  revising  officer  who,  in  my  county,  is  the 
county  court  judge.  I  do  not  think  that  in  those 
counties  where  the  county  court  judge  is  appointed 
revising  barrister,  injustice  is  done,  as  a  rule.  But 
I  could  not  help  rising  after  the  explanation  made 
by  the  lion,  member  for  East  Elgin  (Mr.  Ingram). 
I  have  never  been  able  to  understand,  when  hon. 
gentlemen  behind  me  spoke  of  the  grievous  injustice 
which  was  perpetrated  on  them  from  time  to  time 
by  the  revising  officers,  how  it  could  be  done  ;  I 
could  not  believe  it  possible  that  a  revising  officer 
would  fly  right  in  face  of  the  statute  and  act  in  a 
manner  which  would  make  him  amenable,  almost, 
to  the  criminal  law.  That  man  is  a  sworn  officer,  and 
if  I  understand  the  hon.  gentleman  aright  and  the 
explanations  he  has  made  to  the  House,  the  con¬ 
duct  of  his  revising  officer  is  such  that  I  do  not 
think  the  Government  ever  should  reappoint  him 
again.  Sir,  the  law  provides  that  there  shall  be  a 
preliminary  list,  and  that,  after  certain  formalities 
are  gone  through,  that  list  shall  be  finally  revised. 
That  list  has  to  be  finally  revised  after  the  revising 
officer  has  gone  the  rounds  of  his  district,  and  it  is 
to  be  revised  in  open  court,  and  when  it  is  finally 
revised  in  open  court,  where  parties  on  both  sides 
have  the  opportunity  of  seeing  that  no  injustice  is 
done,  then  the  revising  officer  makes  his  complete 
list  out  and  forwards  a  copy  to  the  Clerk  of  the 
Crown  in  Chancery,  keeping  a  duplicate  copy  him¬ 
self  ;  and  from  that  moment  his  judicial  function 
ceases.  I  understood  from  the  hon.  member  for 
Elgin  (Mr.  Ingram)  that  this  is  only  by-play,  an  act 
in  the  drama,  and  that  the  real  revision  takes  place 
in  secret,  long  after  the  proceedings  in  open  court 
are  closed. 

Mr.  INGRAM.  No.  no. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.  E.  I. )  The  hon.  gentleman  need 
not  say  “no.”  I  followed  him  very  closely,  and  I  was 
astonished  at  his  remark  ;  and  indeed  I  asked  him 
whether  I  understood  him  correctly  or  not.  The 
section  provides  that  the  revision  of  the  list  shall 
take  place  by  the  revising  officer  in  open  court  at 
a  time  and  place  announced.  Having  finally  revised 
the  list  the  revising  officer  is  to  make  duplicate 
copies.  In  East  Elgin  the  farce  is  gone  through 
of  sitting  in  open  court  and  the  revising  officer  mak¬ 
ing  a  duplicate  copy,  which  is  sent  to  the  Queen’s 
Printer.  Then  comes  in  the  real  work.  My  brother, 
says  the  hon.  gentleman,  attends  every  one  of  the 
revision  courts,  and  he  keeps  his  notes — not  the 
notes  of  the  revising  officer — and  when  the  list 
comes  back  from  the  Queen’s  Printer,  it  is  amended, 
altered  and  added  to  according  to  my  brother’s 
notes. 

Mr.  INGRAM.  I  did  not  make  that  statement 
or  anything  like  it. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P. E.I.)  The  leader  of  the  House 
acted  very  wrongly  in  telling  the  hon.  gentleman 
to  sit  down. 
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Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  did  not  tell  him  to 
sit  down. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  Will  the  Minister  of 
Justice  deny  that  he  told  tliehon.  gentleman  to  sit 
down,  and  not  to  answer  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  did  not. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  I  most  distinctly  heard 
the  lion,  gentleman  interrupt  and  tell  him  to  say 
nothing  further. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  said  :  that  will  do. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  I  asked  the  lion,  gentle¬ 
man  whether  that  was  correct,  and  he  was  about 
to  answer  me.  The  lion,  gentleman  is  afraid  to  let 
him  reply. 

Mr.  INGRAM.  I  am  quite  prepared  to  take 
care  of  myself  in  the  matter  of  the  voters’  list  or 
anything  else.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  does  not 
think  so,  and  if  he  will  come  to  the  next  revision  of 
our  voters’  list,  I  will  teach  him  a  lesson. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  I  do  not  doubt  that  the 
hon.  gentleman  is  capable  of  teaching  me  a  lesson 
I  never  imagined  for  a  moment  that  I  could  go  to  a 
revising  officer  and  alter,  amend  and  add  to  the 
list  finally  settled  by  him.  The  hon.  gentleman 
could  teach  a  great  many  lawyers  a  lesson  evidently. 
We  imagined  that  when  this  list  was  finally  settled, 
all  the  revising  officer  had  to  do,  when  the  printed 
copy  was  sent  to  him,  was  to  have  a  duplicate  copy 
made,  but  it  appeared  that  the  list  was  not  verified 
by  the  duplicate  copies  but  by  his  brother’s  notes. 
The  advantage  that  his  brother  had  was  said  to  be 
due  to  the  fact  that  he  attended  all  of  the  revision 
courts,  while  his  opponent  had  different  lawyers  at 
different  courts,  and  they  could  not  amend  the  list 
as  well  by  those  notes.  That  is  the  statement  of 
the  hon.  gentleman,  and  when  he  reads  Hansard  he 
will  find  it  to  be  so.  So  I  do  not  wonder  at  the 
occurrences  that  take  place  every  year  when  the 
revision  is  made.  If  the  hon.  gentleman’s  views 
are  brought  to  the  notice  of  the  head  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  that  revising  officer  will  not  have  the  duty  of 
revising  the  list  at  another  time. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  What  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  Elgin  said  was  exactly  the  reverse  of  what 
the  hon.  member  for  Queen’s  (Mr.  Davies)  stated. 
What  the  hon.  member  for  Elgin  said  was,  that 
when  the  revising  officer  has  made  his  revision,  a 
copy  of  it,  in  so  far  as  that  statement  was  con¬ 
cerned,  was  sent  to  the  Queen’s  Printer.  It  was 
printed,  and  sent  back  for  correction,  and  the  re¬ 
vising  officer  corrected  that  proof  in  the  presence 
of  both  parties  ;  but  the  brother  of  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  Elgin  (Mr.  Ingram),  representing  the  party 
to  which  the  hon.  gentleman  belongs,  and  some  one 
representing  the  other  side,  were  present  and  that 
proof  was  corrected  in  the  presence  of  both  parties. 
Out  of  that  language  the  hon.  member  for  Queen’s 
made  the  statement  that  the  hon.  member  for 
Elgin  had  represented  that  the  revision  was  mere 
by-play,  that  his  brother  did  all  after  the  proof 
was  revised. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  From  his  notes. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  Upon  that  the  hon. 
member  for  Elgin  rose  to  contradict  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  Queen’s.  I  thought  it  sufficient  for  the 
time,  that  my  hon.  friend  Mr.  Ingram  should  say 
that  he  had  been  misunderstood  on  tins  point  and 
misrepresented,  or  whatever  else  suggested  itself 
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to  him  ;  and  I  thought  a  lengthy  explanation 
would  be  better  later  on  in  the  debate.  So  the 
hon.  gentleman’s  imputation  that  I  interfered  with 
the  hon.  member  for  Elgin  is  entirely  incorrect. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  It  will  now  be  in  order 
for  the  hon.  gentleman  to  rise  and  explain  in  what 
way  I  misrepresented  him. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  The  hon.  gentleman 
will  find  it  in  Hansard. 

Mr.  FLINT.  I  desire  to  offer  a  few  remarks 
before  the  debate  closes.  When  I  moved  for  an 
Order  of  the  House  for  this  return  I  did  not  antici¬ 
pate  the  discussion  would  take  so  wide  a  range  as 
it  has  done,  and  I  considered  that  when  the  report 
was  brought  down  an  opportunity  would  be  afforded 
to  discuss  the  matter  with  the  return  before  us.  I 
think  the  few  observations  I  made  in  opening  this 
discussion  have  been  justified  by  the  remarks  that 
have  fallen  from  members  on  both  sides  of  the  House. 
It  has  been  clearly  shown  that  the  Franchise  Act  is 
exceedingly  cumbersome  and  very  inconvenient, 
that  it  places  the  candidates  of  both  parties  at  great 
and  unnecessary  expense,  and  then  it  opens  the 
door  widely  to  opportunities  for  partisanship 
wherever  it  may  exist.  I  have  been  gratified,  as 
many  members  of  the  House  have  been  gratified, 
in  listening  to  the  statements  made  with 
respect  to  the  manner  in  which  the  revis¬ 
ing  officers  discharge  their  duty,  especially  the 
county  judges,  against  whom  no  serious  com¬ 
plaints  have  been  made,  and,  as  regards  the  revis¬ 
ing  officer  of  my  district,  I  can  award  the  same 
praise  to  him.  But,  at  the  same  time,  we  are 
aware  that  w  here  the  revising  officer  is  a  strong 
partisan,  and  where  parties  are  pretty  equally 
divided  in  a  constituency,  there  is  too  much  litiga¬ 
tion  over  the  placing  of  names  on  the  list.  Each 
name  becomes  the  subject  of  a  separate  piece  of 
litigation  ;  subpoenas  have  to  be  served,  witnesses 
have  to  be  procured  and  examined,  and  there  is 
much  contention  and  delaj'  before  a  name  is  placed 
on  the  list.  The  late  election  in  the  city  of  London 
is  only  a  flagrant  instance  of  what  can  be  done  when 
partisanship  has  reached  a  particular  stage,  and 
where,  owing  to  technicalities,  it  must  always  be 
admitted  on  both  sides  of  the  House,  at  all  events 
it  is  admitted  by  the  independent  press,  that  great 
and  flagrant  injustice  has  been  committed  in  con¬ 
nection  with  that  election.  There  is  one  matter  to 
which  I  desire  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House, 
and  it  is  one  to  which  I  referred  last  session,  and 
one  in  regard  to  which,  I  think,  in  the  event  of 
any  revision  of  the  Franchise  Act,  the  Government 
should  take  some  steps  to  see  that  a  state  of  things 
to  which  I  am  about  to  refer,  does  not  take  place. 
The  lion,  member  for  Shelburne  (Mr.  White)  is 
aware  that  I  charge  that  in  his  own  constituency 
the  revising  officer  is  his  legal  partner,  and  although 
I  know  nothing  whatever  against  the  uprightness  or 
capacity  of  the  hon.  gentleman’s  partner,  yetasamat- 
ter  of  public  principleorpolicy  itisnot  w  ise  eitherfor 
him,  or  the  hon.  gentleman  himself,  or  his  constitu¬ 
ents,  that  the  revising  officer  should  be  a  partner  in 
business  and  a  close  personal  ally  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  candidate,  or  any  other  candidate.  The 
Minister  of  Justice  informed  me  that  the  law  made 
no  provision  either  for  dismissing  or  retaining  as 
returning  officer  the  partner  of  a  member  of  Parlia¬ 
ment  or  of  any  candidate,  I  think  that  in  any 
revision  of  the  Franchise  Act  there  should  be  a 
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distinct  proviso  that  where  the  revising  officer  is 
a  partner  in  the  business  of  the  candidate,  or  of  the 
person  who  proposes  to  be  a  candidate,  that  it 
should  disqualify  the  candidate  from  running 
in  that  election,  because  it  leaves  the  officer  open 
to  very  grave  suspicion,  and  leaves  the  constitu¬ 
ency  open  to  be  very  seriously  injured  in  case  the 
feeling,  not  only  of  partnership,  but  of  profes¬ 
sional  business  relation  should  influence  the  revising 
officer  to  any  extent.  I  am  aware  that  the  lion, 
member  for  Shelburne  (Mr.  White)  informed  the 
House  that  in  this  particular  case  the  relation  of 
partner  did  not  exist ;  but  I  have  in  my  hands 
ample  proof  that  it  does  exist,  and  I  should  like  to 
hear  from  that  hon.  gentleman  what  explanation  he 
would  make  of  the  open  and  public  business  rela¬ 
tion  which  is  known  to  subsist  between  himself  and 
the  revising  barrister.  I  do  not  make  this  com¬ 
plaint  from  any  personal  reason,  but  I  do  so  because 
it  has  been  represented  to  me  by  gentlemen  in  that 
constituency  that  they  do  not  deem  it  fair  or 
right  that  the  partner  of  the  sitting  member  and  of 
the  probable  candidate  should  be  the  revising  bar¬ 
rister.  That  gentleman  is  the  partner  of  the  present 
member  for  the  electoral  district  adjoiningmy  own. 
I  think  this  can  scarcely  be  doubted,  because  I 
have  under  my  hand  a  copy  of  an  affidavit  made  by 
that  hon.  gentleman  in  litigation  in  the  Province 
of  Nova  Scotia,  in  which  he  states  that  this  gentle¬ 
man  is  his  partner.  The  affidavit  begins  in  this 
way  : 

“  I,  Nathaniel  W.  White,  of  the  town  and  county  of 
Shelburne,  barrister-at-law  and  member  of  the  firm  of 
White  &  Blanchard,  attorneys  for  the  defendants,  make 
oath,  &.C.,  &c.  ” 

I  have  also  business  letters  in  the  handwriting  of 
the  hon.  member  for  Shelburne  (Mr.  White)  in 
which  the  name  of  the  firm  of  White  &  Blanchard 
is  lithographed  at  the  head,  and  the  name  of  the 
hon.  gentleman  himself  is  signed  at  the  bottom.  I 
have  also  letter  heads  of  the  professional  firm  to 
which  the  hon.  gentleman  belongs,  and  in  which 
these  gentlemen  are  both  stated  to  be  partners  in 
that  firm.  I  have  also  a  copy  of  the  standing 
advertisement  of  that  firm  published  in  the  news¬ 
paper  of  the  town  in  which  the  hon.  gentleman 
resides,  and  in  which  both  these  gentlemen  are 
held  out  to  the  world  as  being  professional  partners. 
Although  perhaps  my  hon.  friend  may  say  he  is 
not  to  blame  in  this  matter,  and  that  he  became  a 
candidate  after  the  partnership  existed,  yet  I  say 
that  in  justice  to  him,  to  his  constituency,  and  to 
the  revising  barrister,  there  should  be  an  amend¬ 
ment  made  in  the  law  which  would  prevent  any 
relationship  of  that  kind  existing  between  a  mem¬ 
ber  of  Parliament  and  the  revising  barrister  of  the 
county  which  he  represents.  The  great  obstacle 
as  has  been  said  by  my  hon.  friend  from  Charlotte 
(Mr.  Gillmor)  in  regard  to  our  elections  is  that 
there  seems  to  be  no  place  in  which  the  strongest 
partisanship  does  not  exist  and  that  from  the  making 
up  of  the  electoral  lists  to  the  declaration  of  the  poll, 
the  whole  machinery  is  in  the  hands  of  violent 
partisans  on  one  side  or  the  other.  I  think  that  it  is 
the  duty  of  the  Government  of  this  country,  if  they 
wish  to  pose  before  the  people  as  genuine  statesmen, 
guided  by  an  honourable  desire  to  see  that  the  will 
of  the  people  is  equitably  registered,  that  they 
should  amend  this  Act  on  the  lines  pointed  out  by 
some  of  my  hon.  friends  on  this  side  of  the  House. 
It  is  not  for  us  to  indicate  the  details  on  which  this 
Mr.  Flint. 


Act  should  be  amended,  although  many  hon.  gen- 
i  tlemen  have  endeavoured  to  indicate  their  indivi¬ 
dual  preferences  on  that  point.  I  think  it  would 
lie  very  easy  for  the  Government,  if  they  gave 
attention  to  the  subject,  to  frame  a  Franchise  Act 
which  should  be  fair  to  both  sides,  and  which  would 
not  be  open  to  the  charges  made  against  it  of  being 
partisan  and  one-sided,  and  capable  of  being  made 
an  instrument  of  tyranny  in  the  hands  of  those  who 
occupy  the  Treasury  benches.  Let  us  have  one 
place  in  the  wide  domain  of  our  political  life  where 
partisanship  may  be  excluded.  We  boast  to  a 
certain  degree  that  partisanship  is  excluded  from 
the  bench  in  this  country,  but  we  find  that  owing 
to  the  intimate  relations  between  the  electorate  and 
the  judiciary,  that  charges  are  made  with  more  or 
less  reason  affecting  high  dignitaries.  This  must 
be  inevitable,  considering  their  relations  to  the 
election  law.  When  we  register  the  will  of 
the  people  we  should  have  that  Mill  regis¬ 
tered  free  from  partisan  bias.  In  this  par¬ 
ticular  I  have  called  the  attention  of  the 
Government  to  the  improper  relations  which 
some  of  the  revising  barristers  occupy  with  refer¬ 
ence  to  elections.  I  believe  that  when  this  return 
is  brought  down  it  will  give  the  House  information 
M’hich  will  afford  hon.  gentlemen  further  food  for 
thought.  In  opening  my  remarks  I  said  that  the 
great  expense  of  the  operation  of  this  Act  has  i'e- 
snlted  in  serious  injury  to  good  government.  No 
one  can  doubt  that  the  enormous  expense  in  revising 
the  electoral  lists  wras  the  reason  we  had  not  a  per¬ 
fect  list  at  the  last  general  election.  It  was  esti¬ 
mated  by  some  statistician,  and  not  seriously 
denied,  that  100,000  voters  who  ought  to  have  been 
legally  qualified  MTere  not  able  to  vote  at  that  elec¬ 
tion,  because  the  list  had  not  been  revised  for  three 
years.  I  know  that  in  one  polling  section  of  my 
county  there  were  85  names  upon  the  list  of  electors 
who  were  either  dead  or  who  had  removed  perman¬ 
ently  from  the  county,  and  in  that  small  polling 
section  of  about  200  votes  85  or  40  properly  quali¬ 
fied  electors  were  denied  the  privilege  of  voting. 
This  unfortunate  result,  as  admitted  by  the  Gov¬ 
ernment,  is  oMringto  the  enormous  expense  of  .$500-, 
000  that  would  be  entailed  on  the  country  by  the 
revision  of  the  list.  I  believe  that  it  is  high  time 
that  this  unfair  and  expensive  law  should  be  wiped 
from  the  Statute-book,  or  greatly  amended  in  the 
direction  of  fairness,  cheapness  and  simplicity. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Shelburne).  I  should  not  have 
risen  this  evening  to  say  anything  upon  the  ques¬ 
tion  of  the  Franchise  Act  had  it  not  been  for  the 
attack  M’hich  has  been  made  upon  me,  and  upon 
the  revising  officer  in  my  county  by  the  hon. 
member  for  Yarmouth  (Mr.  Flint).  It  would  have 
been  quite  unnecessary  for  me  to  say  anything 
upon  the  franchise,  because  the  arguments  we 
have  heard  to-night,  and  the  statements  to  which 
we  have  listened  from  the  other  side,  were  only  a 
repetition  and  a  rehash  of  what  we  heard  last 
session.  Notwithstanding  the  charge  made  by  the 
hon.  member  for  Yarmouth  (Mr.  Flint),  I  have  but 
little  to  add  now  to  the  truthful  statement  which  I 
made  last  session  when  the  same  question  was  put  to 
me  and  to  which  I  still  adhere.  After  that  ansMrer 
M’as  made  by  me,  notMrithstanding  that  the  Morning 
Chronicle ,  the  Liberal  organ  in  the  Province  of  Nova 
Scotia,  day  after  day  and  Meek  after  Meek,  had 
articles  in  its  columns  of  the  most  abusive  character, 
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doing  everything  possible  to  induce  some  of  my 
constituents  to  follow  up  the  slander,-  I  am  proud 
to  say  that  not  a  single  Liberal  belonging  to  the 
county  put  anything  into  the  newspaper  either 
over  his  own  signature  or  over  an  anonymous 
one,  criticising  the  statement  I  made  or  finding 
fault  with  the  revising  barrister  in  the  County  of 
Shelburne.  More  than  that,  Sir,  I  hold  in  my 
hand  a  letter  written  to  the  revising  officer  by  one 
of  the  principal  Liberal  organizers  in  the  county 
and  an  uncle  of  the  late  candidate  against  me,  Mr. 
Thomas  Robertson.  In  it  he  says  : 

“  I  have  to  say  that  while  I  am  not  at  all  in  sympathy 
with  the  expensive  and  complicated  machinery  known  as 
the  Franchise  Act,  I,  at  the  same  time,  have  no  fault  to 
find  with  the  treatment  I  received  at  your  hands  as  re¬ 
vising  officer  during  the  last  revision,  either  with  regard 
to  the  applications  sent  forward  by  me  for  others,  or  in 
the  two  cqui’ts  I  attended  at  Barrington  and  Cape  Island. 
In  both  of  these  courts  I  think  your  ruling  was  the  same, 
and  carried  out  impartially  towards  each  side.  In  this, 
Mr.  Andrew  Robertson,  who  attended  both  courts,  con¬ 
curs  with  me.” 

Mr.  Andrew  Robertson  is  another  prominent  Lib¬ 
eral,  and  a  near  relative  of  the  defeated  candidate. 
I  have  another  letter  from  Mr.  T.  W.  Covert,  a 
Liberal  councillor  in  Barrington,  who  expresses 
his  perfect  satisfaction  with  the  revision,  and  his 
astonishment  that  any  one  should  find  fault  with 
the  revising  officer  or  the  revision.  I  may  say 
further,  with  respect  to  the  county,  that  not  only 
has  the  revising  officer  done  his  duty  there,  not 
only  is  the  voters’  list  satisfactory  to  both  sides, 
but  the  returning  officer  has  discharged  his  duties 
satisfactory,  so  much  so  that  resolutions  have 
been  passed  at  public  meetings,  moved  by  the  can¬ 
didates  of  one  party  and  seconded  by  the  candidates 
of  the  other  party,  expressing  their  entire  satisfac¬ 
tion  with  the  manner  in  which  he  discharged  his 
duties.  I  may  say  more.  One-half  of  the  deputy 
returning  officers  in  the  county  during  the  elections 
were  Liberals  and  one-half  Conservatives,  and 
nobody  has  found  fault  with  the  manner  in  which 
those  gentlemen  performed  their  duties  under  the 
Franchise  Act. 

Mr.  DAWSON.  I  think  that  all  hon.  gentlemen 
who  have  had  anything  to  do  personally  with  the 
revision  of  the  lists  must  agree  with  much  that  has 
been  said  on  this  side  of  the  House  as  to  the  expen¬ 
siveness  and  clumsiness  of  the  present  Franchise 
Act,  the  difficulty  in  securing  a  just  list,  and  the 
enormous  expense  attending  the  revision.  Now, 
this  opinion  is  not  confined  wholly  to  hon.  members 
on  this  side.  During  the  revision  in  the  county 
which  I  have  the  honour  to  represent,  the  Conserva¬ 
tives  were  represented  by  a  young  barrister  from 
Kingston  named  R.  W .  Shannon,  who  is  now  the 
editor  of  the  Ottawa  Citizen,  the  Government  organ 
at  the  capital.  After  the  revision,  he  wrote  a  letter 
to  the  local  Conservative  paper,  which,  with  the 
permission  of  the  House,  I  will  read.  The  letter 
expressed  his  views  of  the  Franchise  Act,  and  I 
suppose  they  are  his  views  to-day.  He  writes  from 
Kingston  on  the  23rd  of  October,  1891,  to  the 
Kingston  Daily  News  : 

“  Sir, — At  the  present  time  and  for  six  months  past  the 
revising  barristers  have  been  engaged  upon  the  correc¬ 
tion  of  the  voters’  lists  under  the  Dominion  Electoral 
Franchise  Act,  and  in  every  county  in  Canada  many  per¬ 
sons  have  bqen  devoting  time  and  labour  to  the  same 
object,  for  the  purpose  of  advancing  the  interests  of  the 
respective  political  parties.  I  believe  the  consensus  of 
opinion  among  those  who  have  had  such  experience 
of'  the  actual  operation  of  the  Act  will  be  that  it  is  com¬ 
plicated,  expensive  and  unsatisfactory. 
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“  There  is  reason  in  the  contention  that  the  basis  of  the 
franchise  should  be  identified  for  every  part  of  the 
Dominion, otherwise  a  representative  might  be  sent  to 
Parliament  from  Ontario  by  the  votes  of  men  who  in 
Quebec  or  Prince  Edward  Island  would  be  disqualified 
were  it  liot  for  this  difficulty.  Were  Quebec  possessed  of 
a  municipal  system  similar  to  ours,  and  were  the  qualifi¬ 
cations  demanded  of  voters  in  municipal  elections  the 
same  in  every  province,  it  would  undoubtedly  be  a  mea¬ 
sure  of  wisdom  and  economy  to  adopt  for  federal  purposes 
the  voters’  lists  prepared  by  the  municipal  authorities. 

“  Many  Conservatives  fear  the  results  which  might  flow 
from  leaving  their  rights  as  electors  to  the  tender  mercy 
of  the  Grit  assessors.  They  believe  that  their  opponents 
are  more  bigotted  and  unscrupulous  than  themselves,  that 
they  carry  party  spirit  into  all  the  concerns  of  social  and 
civic  life,  and  that  when  appointed  to  public  office  they 
use  their  position  to  forward  party  ends.  This  belief  may 
not  be  altogether  without  foundation ;  enough  instances 
might  probably  be  found  to  point  a  moral  or  adorn  a  tale. 
Yet  there  is  a  sense  of  fair-play  in  the  best  of  the  average 
man  which  may  be  confidently  addressed,  and  may  be 
depended  upon  to  prevent  him  from  becomingincorrigibly 
dishonest.  If  every  one  who  desires  to  see  impartial  jus¬ 
tice  practised  by  public  servants  will  commence  by  him¬ 
self  taking  his  stand  upon  high  principle  when  occupying 
a  public  office,  and  will  make  it  his  own  concern  to  treat 
friend  and  foe,  Grit  and  Tory,  alike,  a  sentiment  must  arise 
under  which  a  partial  and  dishonest  official  will  become 
|  rare.  At  all  events  it  would  be  much  easier  to  watch  and 
prosecute  conscienceless  assessors,  and  take  the  necessary 
proceedings  for  having  their  mistakes  corrected  by  the 
county  judge,  than  it  is  to  operate  the  present  Franchise 
Act. 

“  The  statute  has,  it  is  true,  furnished  an  approxi¬ 
mately  uniform  franchise,  but  it  has  failed  to  secure  two 
other  qualities  not  less  important,  namely,  simplicity  and 
cheapness.  The  amount  of  time,  labour  and  expense 
demanded  for  the  revision  of  the  lists  can  scarcely  be 
estimated  by  those  who  have  not  been  actively  engaged  in 
the  work,  and  this  cost  is  but  poorly  repaid  by  the  un¬ 
certain,  hurried  and  haphazard  manner  in  which,  at  the 
final  revision,  the  business  of  the  court  is  despatched  with¬ 
out  being  transacted. 

“If  the  obstacles  to  the  adoption  of  the  municipal 
voters’  lists  are  found  to  be  insuperable,  it  will  not,  in  my 
opinion,  be  long  before  Parliament  will  supersede  the 
present  system  by  the  introduction  of  universal  suffrage, 
with  an  easy  and  inexpensive  system  of  registration. 

“  R.  W.  SHANNON.” 

Now,  I  cannot  agree  with* Mr.  Shannon’s  evident 
distrust  of  the  municipal  assessors.  He  seems  to 
lose  sight  of  the  fact  that  the  liberals  are  willing 
to  place  their  lists  at  the  mercy  of  the  Conservative 
.assessors.  The  difference  between  Liberals  and 
Conservatives  appears  to  be  this  :  that  while  the 
Conservative  principle  is  a  distrust  of  the  people 
tempered  with  fear,  the  Liberal  principle  is  a  trust 
of  the  people  tempered  with  discretion.  Now,  we 
are  willing  to  trust  a  revision  of  the  list  in  the 
hands  of  the  Conservative  assessors,  and  our  friends 
on  the  opposite  side  of  the  House  ought  to  be 
willing  to  trust  such  assessors  as  may  differ  from 
them  in  political  faith.  At  any  rate,  I  think  Mr. 
Shannon  voices  the  opinion  of  all  on  this  side  of 
the  House,  and  I  am  sure,  if  they  would  speak  up 
honestly  about  it,  many  on  the  other  side  who  have 
had  actual  experience  in  the  working  of  the 
Franchise  Act.  It  is  clumsy,  it  is  expensive  ;  the 
net  result  of  it  is  inaccurate  lists  ;  it  fails  to  en¬ 
franchise  all  those  entitled  to  vote.  As  a  matter 
of  fact  it  enfranchises  nobody  whose  interests  are 
not  looked  after  by  his  political  friends.  Young 
men  especially,  knowing  the  intricate  machinery 
which  they  must  use  in  order  th  get  their  names 
placed  on  the  list,  will  not  take  the  initiative  step 
themselves  ;  and  unless  some  friend  looks  after 
their  interests,  they  will  not  be  on  the  list  as  it 
now  stands.  I  think  some  amendment  ought  to  be 
made,  and  the  most  practical  one  is  to  abolish  the 
present  F ranchise  Act. 
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Mr.  FORBES.  I  had  not  intended  to  make  any 
remarks  on  this  subject,  but  I  have  heard  so  many 
members  on  the  Government  side  of  the  House 
express  pride  in  the  revising  barristers  of  their 
several  districts  that  I  wish  for  a  few  moments, 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  possibility 
of  unfair  practices  being  carried  on  by  these  offi¬ 
cials.  In  the  County  of  Queen’s,  N.S.,  we  have  a 
perfect  daisy  for  a  revising  barrister.  He  not  only 
revised  the  lists  to  suit  himself  and  boasted  of  it,  but 
after  he  had  finished  he  took  the  public  platform 
and  stumped  the  county  against  his  opponents,  my 
friends  and  myself.  During  this  last  campaign  he 
met  the  friends  of  the  Liberal  party  on  six  or  seven 
public  platforms  in  public  discussion.  I  believe  as 
a  whole  the  Act  may  be  fairly  worked,  but  if  you 
put  its  working  into  the  hands  of  improper  and 
unfair  men,  they  may  make  tremendously  bad  use 
of  it,  and  1  believe  some  of  them  have  done  so  in  the 
County  of  Queen’s.  The  lists  were  made  up  by  the 
revising  barrister,  and  for  the  first  and  only  time  I 
know  of,  great  use  was  made  of  that  section  of 
the  law  providing  that  the  revising  barrister  may 
give  “  reasonable  notice.”  After  the  list  is  made  up 
from  the  assessment  roll  of  the  county,  additional 
names  are  added  under  the  Act.  Then  the  revising 
officer  gets  these  preliminary  lists  printed  and  posts 
up  notice  of  the  holding  of  the  final  courts  of 
revision.  It  then  becomes  the  duty  of  any  elector 
who  desires  to  have  names  struck  off  to  give  two 
weeks’  notice  to  the  revising  barrister  and  also  to 
the  elector  whose  name  he  wishes  to  have  removed. 
I  was  t lie  only  person  in  Queen’s  County  who  got 
the  fortnight’s  notice.  My  opponent,  the  unfor¬ 
tunate  petitioner,  tried  to  strike  my  name  off  but 
failed.  I  am  bound  to  say  the  revising  barrister  took 
advantage  of  the  section  of  the  Act  allowing  him  to 
give  reasonable  notice  and  struck  off  twenty  or 
thirty  names  in  this  way.  A  man  gave  him  a  list  of 
names  to  be  added.  No  objection  was  made  to  the 
applicants  and  they  did  not  necessarily  attempt  to 
'prove  their  qualification,* but  their  names  had  been 
put  upon  that  list  by  virtue  of  a  declaration 
solemnly  made  by  their  agents  on  their  behalf, 
they  being  men  engaged  in  mining  and  lumber¬ 
ing  generally.  Within  twelve  hours  and  <*Cen 
less  time  of  the  holding  of  his  court  by  means  of  a 
henchman  of  the  Tory  party,  the  revising  officer 
caused  notices  to  be  served  upon  those  gentlemen 
who  had  made  the  declarations,  advising  them  that 
exception  was  taken  to  these  fifteen  or  more  names, 
and  that  unless  proof  was  given  to-morrow  morn¬ 
ing  at  10  o’clock  they  would  be  struck  from  the 
list.  He  gave  notice  that  the  court  would  be  held 
at  a  certain  house  and  then  adjourned  the  court 
without  notice  to  another  place,  where  he  opened 
the  court  sharp  at  10  o’clock.  The  man  on  whom 
the  notice  had  been  served  appeared,  and  asked 
for  time  to  enable  him  to  see  those  persons  and  ob¬ 
tain  the  necessary  proofs,  and  issue  his  subpoenas, 
but  the  revising  barrister  refused  to  allow  him  any 
delay  or  to  accept  any  excuse,  and  struck  off  the 
names.  He  claimed  this  right  under  the  section 
giving  him  power  to  serve  reasonable  notice.  Again, 
the  revising  barrister  would  require  extraordinary 
proof.  In  one  or  two  cases,  men  who  were  on  the 
list  on  income  qualification,  and  who  coidd  not 
attend  in  person,  sent  witnesses  to  prove  their 
qualification.  One  or  two  of  the  men  whose  evi¬ 
dence  proved  the  qualification  were  struck  off, 
because  their  witnesses  were  unable  to  swear  they 
Mr.  Dawson. 


were  present  at  the  birth  of  these  men  and  the  officer 
contended  that,  although  the  witnesses  could  swear 
they  had  known  the  men  from  infancy  tohavealways 
resided  in  Nova  Scotia,  still  that  was  not  sufficient 
to  make  them  proper  witnesses  to  prove  the  appli¬ 
cants  to  be  British  subjects.  Now,  I  hold  that  the 
revising  barrister  of  the  County  of  Shelburne  acted 
unjustly  in  his  position,  and  I  take  exception  to 
the  remarks  of  the  lion,  member  for  Shelburne  to¬ 
night.  Last  year  that  lion,  gentleman  said  :  “  He 
was  not  a  partner  of  that  revising  barrister,”  but 
this  year  he  justifies  the  action  of  the  revising  officer 
by  saying  he  has  done  it  fairly.  How  can  a  man  do 
fairly  and  honestly  when  he  has  committed  a  fla¬ 
grant  breach  of  the  law,  both  in  spirit  and  letter  ? 
I  claim  that  the  lion,  member  has  no  right  to 
justify  the  action  of  the  revising  officer  in  the  way 
lie  has.  Clause  11  of  the  Act  reads  as  follows  :  — 

“  The  following  persons  shall  be  disqualified  as  incom¬ 
petent  to  vote  at  any  election  to  which  this  Act  applies 
except  that  the  persons  or  officers  named  in  paragraph 
b  of  this  section  shall  only  be  disqualified  and  incom¬ 
petent  to  vote  at  elections  for  the  electoral  districts  for 
which  they  hold  such  offices  or  positions  respectively.” 

Section  12  says  : 

“  No  revising  officer  for  any  electoral  district,  while  he 
is  a  revising  officer,  or  for  two  years  thereafter,  shall  be 
qualified  to  be  a  candidate  in  any  electoral  district  for 
which,  or  for  any  part  of  which,  he  has  been  such  revising 
officer.” 

Those  two  sections  taken  together  must  surely 
carry  the  implication  that  Parliament  intended 
that  no  person  who  could  possibly  exercise  any 
control  over  the  electoral  list  should  have  the 
right  to  be  a  candidate  for  a  seat  in  the  House  of 
Commons.  I  claim  that  the  revising  barrister  of 
the  County  of  Shelburne  is  a  duly  qualified  partner 
of  the  member  for  that  county.  I  hold  in  my  hand 
an  affidavit  sworn  to  by  the  hon.  member  on  the 
25th  March,  1885,  in  which  he  says  he  is  a  member 
of  the  firm  of  White  &  Blanchard.  I  may  say  here 
that  Mr.  Blanchard  is  the  revising  barrister.  I  have 
here  a  copy  of  an  advertisement  in  a  newspaper 
signed  W.  C.  Blanchard,  revising  barrister.  I 
have  also  a  letter  signed  by  the  hon.  member  for 
Shelburne  himself  on  a  paper  headed  by  him¬ 
self- and  the  revising  barrister  for  that  county 
as  a  firm  of  lawyers.  I  have  further  the  affidavit 
of  the  sheriff  of  the  county,  Geo.  W.  McLean,  of 
Shelburne,  making  oath,  “  that  Frank  Blanchard, 
the  defendant  in  this  cause  and  the  partner  in  law 
of  N.  W.  White,”  called  on  me,  &c.  That  was 
after  the  lists  had  been  revised  and  at  the  time  the 
lists  were  being  revised  the  same  condition  of  things 
existed.  I  do  not  hesitate  to  say  that  it  was  quite 
possible  and  very  likely  the  revising  barrister  acted 
fairly  and  justly  in  the  administration  of  his  duty, 
and  I  have  no  hesitation  in  adding  that  I  believe 
the  hon.  member  for  Shelburne  would  be  above 
exercising  influence  on  his  partner  in  his  position 
of  revising  barrister  ;  but  I  do  say  this,  that  the 
man  himself  is  capable  of  being  easily  influenced, 
not  only  in  consequence  of  his  position  Imt  owing 
to  the  gifts  nature  has  given  him.  He  is  a  man 
susceptible  to  the  slighest  degree  of  influence  and 
is  a  perfect  slave  of  party.  He  must  know  that 
his  association  with  the  hon.  member  for  Shelburne 
would  tend  to  give  and  could  not  fail  to  influence  his 
judgment,  no  matter  how  inclined  he  might  be  to 
act  impartially,  because  it  was  almost  impos¬ 
sible  for  a  man  to  stand  in  a  position  like  that 
and  act  in  an  unbiassed  manner.  When  the  Act 
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M  as  put  on  the  Statute-book  the  intention  was  to 
have  a  fair  revision.  All  those  who  could  possibly 
be  benefited  by  the  action  of  the  revising  officer 
were  purposely  excluded,  not  only  by  the  spirit  of 
the .  Act  but  its  letter  as  well  from  being  can¬ 
didates,  and  I  claim  that  the  hon.  member 
for  Shelburne  should  call  upon  his  partner, 
before  another  revision  is  made,  to  resign 
his  position,  and  if  the  hon.  gentleman  does  not,  it 
is  the  duty  of  the  Government  to  ask  that  revis¬ 
ing  officer  to  step  down  and  out.  Likewise  I 
would  ask  the  Government  to  call  on  the  return¬ 
ing  officer  for  Queen’s  to  step  down  and  out  of  his 
position,  though  I  am  bound  to  say  I  think  he 
offset  the  injury  he  did  me  on  the  list  by  the  injury 
he  did  his  party  on  the  platform.  I  think  that  the 
Franchise  Act  itself  is  capable  of  great  possibilities 
of  being  improperly  and  unjustly  used  by  an  unfair 
man,  and  it  is  against  these  things  that  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  should  guard.  They  should  see  that, 
when  the  spirit  and  the  letter  of  the  Act 
are  broken,  it  is  their  duty  to  prevent  any 
repetition  of  such  action.  Some  hon.  gentlemen 
have  spoken  in  favour  of  amending  this  Act  and 
preventing  these  things  being  done  by  partisan  re¬ 
vising  officers.  For  my  part,  I  would  like  to  see 
this  whole  thing  wiped  out.  It  is  a  cumbersome 
and  uselessly  expensive  Act.  In  the  election  of 
1 891 ,  many  young  men  who  were  desirous  of  casting 
their  votes  were  disfranchised.  I  think  the  local 
lists  at  present  are  carefully  made  up  by  the  muni¬ 
cipal  councils,  who  are  more  directly  in  contact 
with  the  people  and  who  know  better  who  are 
qualified  to  vote  or  not  than  any  revising  officer, 
and  I  think  they  would  be  better  qualified  to  make 
the  lists.  I  would  also  like  to  see  manhood  suff¬ 
rage  adopted.  I  would  like  to  see  every  man  of 
twenty-one  years  of  age  have  a  right  to  vote,  and, 
under  the  grand  system  of  education  we  have  in 
Nova  Scotia,  every  young  man  understands  the 
questions  of  the  day,  and  would  be  rightly  entitled 
to  exercise  properly  the  franchise. 

Motion  agreed  to. 


RETURNS  ORDERED. 

Copies  of  all  reports  and  correspondence  between  the 
Department  of  Railways  and  Canals  and  the  Superin¬ 
tendents  of  the  different  services  of  the  Intercolonial 
Railway,  in  reference  to  an  accident  to  a  train  at^  Truro, 
in  charge  of  Conductor  H.  D.  Archibald,  and  his  subse¬ 
quent  dismissal.— (Mr.  Patterson,  Colchester.) 

Return  showing  the  number  of  men  employed  on  and  in 
connection  with  the  Intercolonial  Railway  during  the 
last  year  ending  the  30th  June,  1801,  as  follows: — The 
number  employed  in  manufacturing  and  repair  shops, 
on  or  in  connection  with  the  line,  and  the  amount  of 
wages  paid  ;  the  number  of  officials  employed  on  or  in 
connection  with  the  line,  including  all  salaried  officers, 
as  well  as  station  masters  and  assistants,  telegraph  opera¬ 
tors,  baggagemen,  porters,  and  all  other  officials  of  every 
kind,  and  the  amount  of  wages  paid  :  the  number  of 
labourers  employed,  including  all  trackmen  and  switch¬ 
men  employed  thereon,  and  the  wages  paid. — (Mr. 
McMullen.) 

Return  showing  the  total  amount  of  liabilities  incurred 
by  the  Dominion  under  any  Statutes  or  Votes  of  Parlia¬ 
ment,  whether  for  unpaid  railway  subsidies,  unfinished 
public  works,  or  other  purposes.— (Mr.  Fraser.) 

Copy  of  all  correspondence  between  the  Returning  Offig 
cers  and  the  President  of  the  Council  or  other  member1' 
of  the  Government,  or  any  Departmental  Officer,  in  rela" 
tion  to  the  elections  of  Members  to  the  House  of  Commons 
or  to  the  conduct  of  the  elections  in  1891  and  1892.— (Mr. 
Sutherland.) 


.Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON  moved  the  adjournment 
of  the  House. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  and  House  adjourned  at  10.35 
p.m. 

HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Tuesday,  5th  April,  189*2. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  Three  o’clock. 

Prayers. 

PETITIONS  FOR  PRIVATE  BILLS. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Annapolis)  moved: 

That  the  time  for  receiving  petitions  for  Private  Bills  be 
extended  to  Friday,  the  29th  inst.,  in  accordance  with  the 
recommendation  contained  in  the  ninth  report  of  the 
Select  Standing  Committee  on  Standing  Orders. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

FIRST  READING. 

Bill  (No  59)  to  incorporate  the  Ottawa  V alley 
Railway  Company.  —  (Mr.  McMillan,  Vaudreuil. ) 

WRECKING  IN  CANADIAN  WATERS. 

Mr.  BO  WELL  moved  second  reading  of  Bill 
(No.  8)  respecting  aid  by  United  States  wreckers  in 
Canadian  waters. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Explain. 

Mr.  BOW  ELL.  I  explained  the  Bill  when  I 
introduced  it,  but  I  have  no  objection  to  repeat  it. 
I  would  spggest  that  if  any  hon.  gentleman  wishes 
further  delay  we  will  not  go  into  committee. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  If  the  Minister  has  no 
objection,  I  hope  he  will  delay  going  into  committee 
for  another  day. 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  I  have  no  objection.  I  know 
the  hon.  gentleman  takes  an  interest  in  this  subject, 
and  that  is  why  I  threw  out  the  suggestion  of 
postponing  the  second  stage. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  I  have  received  a  communica¬ 
tion  from  a  gentleman  interested  in  this  subject.  I 
have  just  returned  after  an  absence  of  some  days, 
and  I  was  looking  into  the  matter  a  moment  ago. 
If  it  makes  no  difference  I  would  have  the  case 
better  in  hand  after  a  day  or  two  than  at  this 
moment. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Bill  read  the  second  time. 

THE  PILOTAGE  ACT. 

House  resolved  itself  into  Committee  on  Bill 
(No.  10)  to  amend  the  Pilotage  Act. — (Mr.  Tapper.) 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  Perhaps  the  hon.  gentleman 
will  explain  the  object  of  section  1. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  It  simply  exempts  vessels  up  to 
120  tons,  whereas  the  old  Act  exempted  vessels  up 
to  only  80  tons. 

Bill  reported. 
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SUPPLY. 

House  again  resolved  itself  into  Committee  of 
Supply. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Supreme  Court  of  Canada — Additional 
third-class  clerk,  three  months. . $259 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  This  amount  is  to 
provide  for  3  months’  salary  forthe  librarian,  whose 
annual  salary  was  passed  in  the  main  Estimates. 

Exchequer  Court— Amount  required  to 
complete  the  payment  of  printing  and 
binding  and  distributing  Vol.  2  of  the 
Exchequer  Court  Reports . $600 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  In  the  main  Estimates 
we  reduced  the  usual  item  of  $1,(100  for  the  Exche¬ 
quer  Court  Reports  to  $1,000,  but  I  find  that  the 
state  of  the  printing  is  such  that  the  other  $600 
will  be  needed.  The  item  of  $25  is  to  ]*>ut  the  Re¬ 
gistrar  of  the  Exchequer  Court  on  the  footing  of  a 
chief  clerk.  His  salary  was  fixed  by  statute  at 
$2,000  a  year,  and  the  requisite  number  of  years 
having  elapsed  which  would  entitle  him  to  a  salary 
of  $2,000  if  he  had  entered  at  $1,800  a  year,  we 
propose  to  let  him  go  on  as  chief  clerk  until  he 
reaches  a  salary  of  $2,400. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.  E.  I. )  The  other  day  I  brought 
to  the  attention  of  the  leader  of  the  House  the 
condition  in  which  the  publication  of  the  Supreme 
Court  Reports  is.  I  find  in  the  statement  brought 
down  to  the  House,  that  it  is  impossible  for  the 
reporters  to  say  when  the  work  in  connection  with 
the  report  will  be  overtaken.  It  states  that  the 
rate  of  progress  which  is  now  going  on,  and  with 
the  new  material  going  into  the  hands  of  the 
printers,  it  will  take  a  long  time  before  the  print¬ 
ing  is  disposed  of.  I  do  not  think  this  delay  is 
very  creditable  to  the  Printing  Bureau,  and  the 
Minister  of  Justice  will  see  that  it  is  a  lnatter  of 
very  great  importance  that  the  Supreme  Court 
Reports  should,  within  reasonable  delay,  be  placed 
in  the  hands  of  the  profession  throughout  the 
Dominion.  I  trust  that  the  matter  will  be  brought 
to  the  attention  of  the  members  of  the  Government 
who  have  special  charge  of  the  department,  and 
that  we  will  be  informed  why  it  is  they  are  so  back¬ 
ward  in  publishing  this  report.  I  do  not  know 
whether  the  Government  have  considered  whether 
it  would  be  desirable  to  take  the  printing  out  of  the 
hands  of  the  Bureau  and  give  it  to  private  parties, 
but,  on  the  face  of  it,  it  does  seem  undesirable 
that  we  should  withdraw  any  part  of  the  printing 
from  the  Bureau  which  has  cost  so  much  money. 
The  existing  condition  of  things  is  by  no  means 
creditable  to  the  Bureau. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  The  attention  of  the 
Secretary  of  State  was  attracted  to  the  matter  by 
the  remarks  made  in  the  House  a  few  days  ago, 
and  the  result  has  been  that  the  Queen’s  Printer 
has  promised  to  give  his  personal  attention  to  the 
subject  of  expediting  these  reports.  I  have  reason 
to  believe,  knowing  his  energy  and  disposition  to 
advance  the  interests  under  his  care,  that  he  will 
be  successful  in  completing  them  at  an  earlier  date 
than  the  reporters  supposed  when  they  wrote  the 
memorandum  to  which  the  hon.  gentleman  has 
referred. 

Miscellaneous  Expenditure — Governor 
General’s  Warrant . $6,000 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  It  is  a  mistake  to 
call  it  a  Governor  General’s  warrant,  1  because  we 
Mr.  Tupper. 


refrained  from  issuing  the  warrant,  although  the 
money  was  very  much  needed  inconsequence  of  the 
large  amounts  that  had  to  be  paid  in  connection 
with  the  investigations  which  took  place  last 
session,  and  the  subsequent  prosecutions  in  the 
courts. 

Salary  of  Instructor  Leclair,  St.  Vincent 
de  Paul  Penitentiary  (to  recoup  contin¬ 
gent  fund) .  $600 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  *  What  does 
“  recouping  the  contingent  fund  ”  mean  ?  There 
is  no  contingent  fund. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  That  is  evidently  a 
mistake,  as  there  is  no  contingent  fund.  It  must 
have  been  charged  to  unforeseen  expenses.  An 
additional  trade  instructor  was  required,  and  I 
obtained  permission  from  Council  to  appoint  him. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  If  it  is  charged 
to  unforeseen  expenses,  I  should  think  it  would 
be  reasonable  enough. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  notice  that  there  was  a 
commission  of  enquiry  held  last  year  in  connection 
with  this  penitentiary  for  which  the, inspector  of 
prisons  was  paid  $250  extra.  What  was  the  nature 
of  that  investigation  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  There  was  no  enquiry 
last  year.  That  $250  was  a  payment  voted  by  Par¬ 
liament  for  an  investigation  which  took  place  6  or 
7  years  ago,  and  for  which  the  inspector  had  not 
been  paid.  The  other  commissioner  was  Mr.  Bail- 
lairge,  who  received  $500.  The  inspector’s  claim  to 
be  paid  for  his  services  was  deft  in  suspense,  and 
linalty  it  was  decided  that  he  should  be  paid  half 
the  amount  paid  to  the  other  commissioner.  The 
investigation  took  place  before  I  arrived  in  Ottawa. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.  E.I.)  Why  was  it  left  in  sus¬ 
pense  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  He  claimed  the  same 
amount  as  the  other  commissioner.  That  was  not 
thought  reasonable,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  he  was 
partially  engaged  in  the  duties  of  his  office,  and  lie 
was  conceded  half  his  claim. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  It  is  too  much  the  case  with 
civil  servants,  when  asked  to  do  something  outside 
of  the  line  of  their  regular  duties,  to  make  a  demand 
for  extra  pay.  We  should  most  persistently  put  our 
foot  down  on  such  attempts  on  the  part  of  our  civil 
servants,  who  are  well  paid,  to  get  additions  to  their 
salaries.  Mr.  Moylan  gets  $3,200  a  year  and  his 
travelling  expenses.  He  is  not  stinted  in  any  Avay, 
and  when  he  is  asked  to  step  outside  of  the  line  of 
his  regular  duties,  he  makes  a  demand  for  $500  more, 
and  is  allowed  $250.  I  notice  by  the  Auditor’s 
Report  that  the  number  of  those  in  receipt  of  extra 
pay  for  extra  services  is  rapidly  increasing.  We 
have  now  400  or  500  of  them.  I  think  we  should 
resist  votes  of  money  for  this  purpose. 

Dorchester  Penitentiary  —  To  provide 
for  maximum  salary  of  Instructors 
Godsoe  and  Hogan . $140 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  The  other  trade  in¬ 
structors  have  all  reached  their  maximum.  These 
men  were  appointed  under  circumstances  which 
deferred  the  statutory  increase  for  nearly  two  years 
after  their  appointment,  the  Penitentiaries  Act  pro¬ 
viding  that  it  shall  not  take  effect  until  one  year 
after  the  1st  of  July  following  an  appointment. 
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As  these  men  are  faithful  officers,  and  as  the  maxi¬ 
mum  is  very  small,  I  thought  it  well  to  ask  the 
House  to  vote  the  sum  necessary  to  place  their 
salary  at  the  maximum. 

i 

Manitoba  Penitentiary — To  provide  for 
the  salary  of  an  assistant  accountant 
and  storekeeper  from  1st  February, 

1892,  at  $700  per  annum . $291  65 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  The  services  of  an 
assistant  accountant  and  storekeeper  are  very 
necessary.  In  addition  to  the  convicts  there  are  a 
considerable  number  of  lunatics  there,  whose 
accounts  are  all  under  the  care  of  the  apcountant 
of  the  penitentiary.  For  years  he  had  the 
assistance  of  a  convict,  but  this  was  found  very 
undesirable  ;  in  fact,  the  convict,  although  a  very 
fail-  assistant  accountant,  made  his  escape  ;  and 
as  the  accountant  acts  also  as  storekeeper,  we  have 
thought  it  proper  to  give  him  an  assistant  at  $700 
a  year. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  How  many  accountants  are 
there  in  the  Kingston  Penitentiary  ? 


mental,  because  we  did  not  know  what  the  num¬ 
ber  of  prisoners  would  be.  Very  soon  after  the 
gaol  was  opened,  however,  we  found  it  crowded 
with  prisoners  who  were  formerly  sent  to  the  guard- 
rooms.  The  result  was  that  the  staff  was  found 
insufficient ;  the  reports  which  I  received  showed 
that  it  was  very  desirable  that  a  person  should  be 
put  on  the  staff  well  acquainted  with  prison  duty  ; 
and  I  sent  out  at  once  from  the  penitentiary  at  St. 
Vincent  de  Paul,  a  guard  who  -was  reported  to  be 
one  of  the  most  efficient  officers  there,  to  act  as 
deputy  gaoler,  and  this  is  his  salary. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  What  is  the  average  num¬ 
ber  of  inmates  there  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  The  current  year  is 
the  first  year  that  the  prison  has  been  in  operation. 
We  have,  I  think,  22  prisoners,  which  is  all  the 
prison  holds.  That  number  includes  two  or  three 
lunatics,  for  whom  there  is  at  present  no  other 
place  of  confinement. 

Senate — Further  amount  required  for 
Pages .  $900 


Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  There  is  one  account¬ 
ant,  but  there  is  also  a  storekeeper  and  a  steward. 
At  Manitoba  one  man  attends  to  the  duties  of  both 
accountant  and  storekeeper. 

Mr.  McMULLEN,  The  Kingston  Penitentiary 
has  two  or  three  times  the  number  of  convicts  that 
Manitoba  has,  and  I  think  that  one  man  ought  to 
be  sufficient  at  the  latter  place.  It  may  be  that 
the  number  of  lunatics  there  would  necessitate  the 
extra  appointment. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  There  is  a  good  deal 
more  work  for  the  officers  at  Stony  Mountain  than 
those  at  Kingston,  because  of  the  distance  of  the 
place  from  any  town.  Supplies  have  to  be  obtained 
in  large  quantities  and  from  a  considerable  dis¬ 
tance,  both  for  the  officers  and  the  convicts.  The 
accountant  had  considerable  training  as  an  account¬ 
ant  before  he  went  there,  but  all  the  reports  I 
have  received  from  the  officers  show  that  he  needed 
help. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  Who  is  the  accountant? 


Mr.  McMULLEN.  How  many  pages  are  kept 
in  the  Senate  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  My  impression  is  there  are 
five,  but  I  am  not  quite  sure.  I  am  informed  there 
are  six. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Is  that  money 
being  paid,  or  is  it  in  arrear  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  This  is  in  consequence  of  the 
length  of  last  year’s  session.  We  had  three  months’ 
session  last  year  in  this  financial  year,  and  therefore 
these  additional  amounts  are  required  to  pay  the 
expenses  of  this  session.  We  had  practically  a 
whole  session  in  the  financial  year  1891-92  last 
year. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  What  is  the  pay  in  the 
Senate  ? 

Mr.  ROWELL.  The  explanation  is  given  in  the 
main  Estimates,  page  29.  There  are  six  pages  at 
$1.50  each.  They  are  paid  by  salary  instead  of  by 
the  day. 


Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  His  name  is  McGowan. 
He  was  removed  from  Dorchester  Penitentiary  to 
Manitoba  about  five  years  ago. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I. )  Who  is  appointed  in  Mr. 
Bedson’s  place  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  Mr.  Foster  is  still 
acting. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  Have  the  Government 
made  up  their  minds  whom  they  are  going  to  ap¬ 
point  ?  Last  year  we  had  some  discussion  about 
the  expenditure  on  the  Manitoba  Penitentiary, 
which  was  found  to  exceed  very  greatly  that  of 
other  penitentiaries.  I  do  not  know  whether  the 
lion,  gentleman  intends  to  take  any  measures  to 
reduce  that  expenditure  in  any  way. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  The  estimates  pre¬ 
pared  by  the  acting  warden  for  next  year  show  a 
great  reduction. 


Reporting  Debates  in  the  Senate . $5,000 

Mr.  CASEY.  Was  this  caused  by  the  extra 
length  of  the  session  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  It  is  practically  the  same  expla¬ 
nation  as  regards  the  other  matters. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  As  I  understood  it,  the 
reporters  in  the  Senate  are  paid  so  much  a  session 
for  reporting. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  In  any  case,  any  payments 
after  1st  of  July,  1891,  would  have  to  be  taken  out 
of  the  appropriation  for  the  financial  year  1891-92. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  Is  this  $5,000  in  addition 
^o  the  amount  appropriated  for  the  reporting  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  No,  it  is  not  an  additional 
amount. 

Mr.  CASEY.  The  estimate  says  it  is  an  addi¬ 
tional  amount.  Does  that  cover  this  session  ? 


Regina  Gaol — To  provide  for  salary  of  the  de¬ 
puty  gaoler  from  1st  March,  1892,  at  $750 
per  annum . . $250 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  As  I  mentioned  the 
other  evening,  the  provisions  made  in  the  Estimates 
of  last  year  for  this  prison  were  purely  experi¬ 


Mr.  SPEAKER.  It  is  intended  to  cover  this 
session. 

Deputy  Speaker— Salary  (revote) . $1,400 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  Is  this  an  excess '  of  the 
ordinary  sum  last  year  ? 
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Mr.  SPEAKER.  The  session  lasted  five  months 
last  year.  $600  of  the  appropriation  for  the  salary 
of  Deputy  Speaker  was  taken  out  of  the  vote  of 
1891  and  $1,400  out  of  the  vote  of  1891-92.  Now 
we  require  to  have  that  $1,400  reappropriated 
this  year,  so  that  the  full  salary  of  the  Deputy 
Speaker  for  1891-92  may  be  paid. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  If  we  are  to  have  as  a  re  vote 
$1,400  of  the  deputy’s  salary,  that  is  $600  out  of 
last  year’s  appropriation.  Is  the  same  proportion 
to  be  voted  in  connection  with  everything  else, 
pages,  messengers,  and  so  on  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  I  can  hardly  say  that  the  same 
proportions  will  be  maintained  throughout,  for  this 
reason,  that  the  proportions  for  extra  messen¬ 
gers,  and  pages,  and  other  officers  of  that  nature, 
were  based  upon  the  estimate  that  the  length  of 
the  session  would  only  be  100 days,  and  it  extended  a 
great  many  more  than  that.  The  Auditor  General 
refused  to  allow  us,  although  we  had  a  very  large 
sum  to  the  credit  of  this  department  at  the  end  of  the 
financial  year  1891,  amounting  to  about  $25,000,  to 
pay  for  any  services  after  1st  July,  1891,  out  of  the 
balance  we  had  on  hand  at  that  time  ;  and  as  a 
consequence  that  balance  lapsed  to  the  Receiver 
( General,  and  we  were  obliged  to  pay  for  all  the 
services  rendered  in  connection  with  the  House 
after  the  1st  July  out  of  the  vote  of  1891.  As  the 
session  lasted  three  months  after  1st  July,  it  is 
perfectly  obvious  that  a  very  large  proportion  of 
the  amount  intended  for  this  session  was  expended 
during  last  session,  and  these  amounts  were  intended 
to  cover  the  lapsed  proportion. 

Mr.  CASEY.  Then  a  part  of  these  sums  are 
revotes,  and  a  part  represent  increased  expenditure 
caused  by  the  extra  length  of  the  session  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  I  can  hardly  say  that  the  hon. 
gentleman  is  absolutely  correct. 

Mr.  CASEY.  Take  the  sessional  employes,  the 
$10,000  item.  A  part  of  that  is  to  be  revoted  be¬ 
cause  it  came  out  of  the  appropriation  this  year, 
because  the  messengers  and  others  were  given  a 
bonus,  were  they  not  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  Not  at  all. 

Permanent  Sessional  Clerks . $1,130 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  Are  those  paid  by  the  month  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  By  the  day,  except  Mr. 
Stewart,  the  chief,  and  Mr.  Tache,  who  are  paid 
$600  per  session.  The  others  are  paid  at  the  rate 
of  $4  per  day  during  the  session. 

Sessional  Clerks,  House  of  Commons  ..  $10,107 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  How  many  of  these  sessional 
clerks  are  on  the  list  this  year  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  Twenty-nine,  including  the 
permanent  clerks. 

Expresses  between  the  House  and  the 
Government  Printing  Office .  $600 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  Is  any  part  of  this  for  the 
service  of  the  present  year  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  Yes,  this  $600  is  to  pay  for 
the  service  during  this  session.  There  are  two  mes¬ 
sengers  who  get  $3  a  clay  for  carrying  the  express 
between  the  House  of  Commons  and  the  Printing 
Office.  The  assumption  is  that  the  session  will 
last  100  days,  but,  if  not,  the  full  amount  will  not 
be  paid. 

Mr.  McMullen. 


Sessional  Messengers . $10,240 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  How  many  sessional  mes¬ 
sengers  are  kept  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER  Forty-five. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  Has  the  experience  of  past 
years  shown  that  there  is  a  necessity  for  that 
number  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  Yes  ;  the  information  I  have 
is  that  they  are  fully  occupied,  that  the  business 
of  the  session  requires  them  all. 

Sessional  Messengers  in  the  Library . $275 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  Why  was  it  considered 
necessary  to  make  this  increase  grant  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  I  am  inclined  to  think  that 
this  was  on  account  of  the  length  of  last  session. 
These  messengers  were  on  the  same  basis  as  the 
other  messengers  of  the  House,  and,  while  they 
were  to  receive  $250  for  the  session,  they  were 
given  the  option  of  taking  $2.50  a  day,  and  I  pre¬ 
sume  that  this  amount  is  to  make  the  same  allow¬ 
ance  to  these  men  that  was  made  to  the  other 
forty-five  messengers  of  the  House. 

Printing  paper,  printing  and  binding 
— Further  amount  required . $35,000 

Mr.  CASEY.  Can  the  Minister  tell  us  from 
whom  this  paper  was  bought  ? 

Mr.  BOW  ELL.  It  was  from  the  contractors,  I 
think  from  Barber  &  Ellis,  but  I  am  not  sure. 

Mr.  CASEY.  Or  from  the  Canada  Paper  Com¬ 
pany  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  will  find  out. 

Further  expenditure  in  connection 
with  the  Franchise  Act — Printing 
voters’  lists,  Ac .  $60,000 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  Is  this  for  the  printing 
of  the  preliminary  lists,  or  the  printing  of  the  final 
lists  by  the  Printing  Bureau  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  It  must  be  the  final  lists,  but  I 
will  not  speak  positively  on  that. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  Where  would  we  find  the 
cost  of  printing  the  preliminary  list  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  That  would  be  taken  out  of 
the  general  vote.  The  vote  is  taken  in  bulk,  and 
the  cost  of  printing  the  preliminary  list  would  be 
paid  out  of  that  vote. 

Jamaica  Exposition  (revote) .  $6,370 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  How  much  has  this  Jamaica 
Exposition  cost  us  altogether  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  The  total  is  a  trifle  less  than 
$20,000,  not  including  the  honorarium  given  to  Mr. 
Adam  Brown. 

Mr.  CASEY.  How  much  was  that  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  $2,000. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  How  much  has  Mr.  Brown 
drawn  in  connection  with  these  services  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  cannot  give  the  exact  amount, 
but  I  think  the  total  amount  that  he  received  for 
services  out  of  the  original  vote,  was  between  two 
and  three  thousand,  for  all  his  travelling  and  other 
expenses. 

Mr.  CASEY, 
besides. 


And  there  is  two  thousand 
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Mr.  CARLING.  Yes.  Two  thousand  was 
voted  last  session. 

Mr.  CASEY.  So  we  have  expended  between 
four  and  live  thousand  altogether. 

Mr.  CARLING.  Including  all  the  travelling 
expenses. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  Outof  the  total  sum  voted 
of  $20,000  in  connection  with  the  Jamaica  Exhibi¬ 
tion,  he  has  accounted  for  some  $3,000.  That 
leaves  about  $17,000  as  yet  unaccounted  for. 
Where  has  the  rest  gone  ?  How  lias  that  been  dis¬ 
tributed  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  To  pay  the  whole  expenses  of 
the  expedition  from  beginning  to  end,  including 
freights  of  Canadian  exhibits  to  Jamaica,  expenses 
of  the  Commissioner  and  assistants  at  Jamaica, 
with  their  travelling  expenses  going  and  coming, 
their  living  expenses,  and  gathering  the  exhibits 
from  the  different  parts  of  the  Dominion.  The 
freight  is  a  very  large  portion  of  the  expense, 
amounting  to  about  $7,000  altogether. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  Was  any  other  person  sent  ' 
from  Canada  with  Mr.  Brown  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  A7es,  he  had  an  assistant.  Mr.  j 
Dimock,  of  Halifax,  a  gentleman  who  had  a  great 
deal  of  experience  in  exhibitions  ;  he  was  at  the 
London  Exposition,  and,  I  believe,  the  Philadelphia 
Exhibition,  and  is  a  very  competent  man.  He 
accompanied  Mr.  Brown  to  Jamaica,  and  remained 
there  until  the  exhibition  closed. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  What  was  he  allowed  for 
this  service  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  Five  dollars  a  day  and  his 
living  and  travelling  expenses. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  will  turn 
to  page  203-B,  he  will  find  the  particulars  minutely 
set  down,  the  cost  of  the  expedition  until  the 
1st  of  July  last,  amounting  to  $13,000. 

Mr.  LANGELIER.  I  understand  that  a  certain 
number  of  copies  of  newspapers  were  bought  and 
distributed  at  the  Jamaica  Exhibition.  I  would 
like  to  know  whether  it  is  a  fact,  how  many  copies 
were  bought,  and  how  much  was  paid  for  them  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  really  cannot  give  the  hon. 
gentleman  the  information  asked  for  just  now,  but 
I  will  be  glad  to  get  it  for  him. 


Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  I  do  not  exactly  under¬ 
stand  how  Mr.  Brown  could  be  paid  for  his  services 
in  connection  with  the  Jamaica  Exhibition  when  he 
was  a  member  of  this  House. 

Mr.  CARLING.  He  was  not  paid  for  his  services, 
but  his  expenses  were  paid  in  connection  with  the 
exposition,  and  the  vote  that  was  given  last  year 
was  the  reward  for  his  services. 

Mr.  CASEY.  He  could  not  possibly  have  ex¬ 
pended  $3,000  for  personal  expenses.  This  $3,000 
is  put  down  as  an  allowance  for  services  and  ex¬ 
penses.  There  is  no  doubt  that  it  is  to  pay  both 
services  and  expenses,  and  we  afterwards  made  him 
a  present  of  $2,000  which  the  hon.  gentleman  calls 
an  honorarium.  Now  we  find  that  Mr.  Dimock’s 
services  cost  $1,005,  his  living  allowances  are  only 
a  matter  of  $897.  I  do  not  suppose  Mr.  Brown’s 
living  expenses,  therefore,  could  have  been  more 
than  $1,000.  The  rest  of  this  $3,000  must  have 
been  for  Mr.  Brown's  services. 

Mr.  CARLING.  The  allowance  was  made  for 
expenses,  and  he  drew  money  from  time  to  time 
for  his  expenses  in  connection  with  the  exhibition. 

Mr.  CASEY.  Personal  expenses  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  •  Yes  ;  he  travelled  from  one 
part  of  the  Dominion  to  the  other,  and  this  was  to 
pay  his  travelling  expenses,  railway  expenses,  the 
expenses  of  going  to  Jamaica,  and  also  his  expenses 
while  there. 

Mr.  CASEY.  It  would  be  much  more  satisfac¬ 
tory  if  the  same  course  had  been  followed  with  Mr. 
Brown  as  in  the  case  of  Mr.  Dimock.  Details  are 
given  of  Mr.  Dimock’s  expenses  :  living  allowance, 
so  much  ;  fares,  so  much  ;  pullmans,  so  much  ;  cabs, 
so  much  ;  livery,  so  much — ietails  are  given  of  all 
these  expenses,  and  then  he  is  paid  $5  a  day  for  so 
many  days.  In  the  case  of  Mr.  Brown  his  services 
and  expenses  are  all  lumped  together,  and  you 
cannot  tell,  on  the  face  of  this  statement,  how 
much  of  this  has  been  paid  for  services  and  how 
much  for  expenses,  and  so  on.  But  it  is  an  un¬ 
doubted  fact  that  on  the  face  of  these  accounts  he 
was  paid  for  his  services.  The  Auditor  General 
certainly  would  not  put  it  in  that  way  unless  the 
vouchers  showed  that  some  of  the  cheques  were 
drawn  for  services  as  well  as  for  expenses.  I  hope 
the  Minister  will  explain  how  it  is  that  he  came  to 
be  paid  this  sum. 
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Mr.  LANGELIER.  I  have  information  from 
parties  who  went  to  the  Jamaica  Exposition,  that 
they  saw'  a  large  number  of  copies  of  the  Empire 
distributed  there.  Of  course  they  could  not  tell 
whether  these  papers  had  been  bought  and  paid 
for  by  the  Government ;  and  I  think  it  would  be 
of  great  interest  to  the  country  to  know'  whether  it 
is  a  fact  that  these  copies  of  the  Empire  were 
bought  and  paid  for  by  the  Government  and  distri¬ 
buted  broadcast  in  Jamaica. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  On  page  B-214,  Mr.  Brown 
is  down  for  $3,000  allowance  for  services  and  ex¬ 
penses.  Does  that  include  the  $2,000  that  was 
mentioned. 

Mr.  CARLING.  No.  I  think  I  stated  to  the  hon. 
gentleman  that  his  expenses,  all  told,  except  the 
honorarium  that  w  as  given,  was  something  between 
two  and  three  thousand  dollars.  The  honorarium 
was  voted  by  Parliament  last  session.  These  pay¬ 
ments  were  taken  out  of  the  vote  of  $20,000. 


Mr.  CARLING.  I  cannot  explain  any  further. 
The  late  member  for  Hamilton  was  a  very  efficient 
man.  he  was  employed  over  300  days,  and  his  total 
expenses  wras  something  like  $3,000.  That  would 
include  his  travelling  expenses,  living  expenses, 
and  expenses  at  Jamaica,  and  of  course,  anything 
that  occurred  there  for  which  he  was  responsible 
as  the  head  Commissioner  for  Canada. 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  do  not  ask  the  hon.  Minister  to 
give  us  the  details  now  ;  I  ask  him  to  explain  how 
it  was  that  Mr.  Brown  came  to  be  paid  for  his  ser¬ 
vices  while  a  member  of  this  House  ?  That  is  the 
way  it  is  entered  here. 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  stated  to  the  hon.  gentleman 
i  that  he  was  not  paid  for  his  services. 

Mr.  CASEY.  The  accounts  say  he  was. 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  can  only  say  that  he  w  as  paid 
his  expenses  for  the  exhibition. 


979 


[COMMONS] 


980 


Mr.  BOW  ELL.  The  hon.  gentleman  from  West 
Elgin  (Mr.  Casey)  must  be  aware  that  sometimes 
errors  creep  into  the  Auditor  General’s  Report.  One 
was  brought  under  our  notice  the  other  night,  which 
stated  that  a  man  had  been  superannuated  three 
years  before  he  was  appointed.  There  is  no  doubt 
that  it  was  an  error  of  the  printer. 

Mr.  CASEY.  That  was  a  misprint. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  It  might  be,  still  it  was  so 
worded,  and  the  attention  of  the  House  was  called 
to  it,  and  fault  was  found  with  the  Government, 
although  it  was  a  palpable  printer’s  error.  I  think 
the  Minister  of  Agriculture  will  see,  on  reflection, 
that  this  word  “  services  ”  should  not  be  there,  be¬ 
cause  I  have  a  very  distinct  recollection  that  when 
Mr.  Brown  accepted  the  position  he  was  given  to 
understand  that  only  his  expenses  were  to  be  paid, 
and  the  vote  of  .$2  000  was  asked  for  by  Parliament 
after  he  had  ceased  to  be  a  member  of  Parliament. 

Mr.  CASEY.  It  was  a  very  neat  arrangement. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  Yes,  it  pleased  all 
parties. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  would  like 

to  have  a  detailed  account  of  this  revote  of  .1675. 

¥ 

Mr.  CARLING.  It  was  chiefly  for  Intercolonial 
Railway  freight  in  connection  with  the  steamboat 
lines. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Do  I  under¬ 
stand  it  does  not  include  any  personal  expenses  of 
the  sort  we  have  been  discussing  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  No. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  What  were 
the  reasons  ?  I  see  some  charges  here  for  customs 
duties  and  wharfage.  I  understood  that  goods  sent 
to  the  exhibition  were  to  be  admitted  free  by  the 
Jamaica  authorities. 

Mr.  BOW  ELL.  I  will  enquire  and  tell  you  later 
on. 

Mr.  LANGELIER.  I  do  not  think  that  the 
amount  of  .$3,000,  as  allowance  for  expenses  of  Mr. 
Brown,  is  a  misprint.  If  you  compare  it  with  the 
expenses  of  Mr.  Dimock,  you  will  find  that  Mr. 
Brown’s,  expenses  come  to  a  great  deal  more,  and  I 
presume  that  what  was  sufficient  for  Mr.  Dimock 
would  be  sufficient  for  Mr.  Brown,  as  they  both 
probably  lived  at  the  same  hotel.  The  $3,000  to 
Mr.  Brown  must  be  for  personal  expenses,  because 
I  see  that  cablegrams  and  cab-hire  are  charged 
extra. 

Mr.  CASE\ .  It  is  certainly  impossible  for  his 
living  expenses  and  travelling  expenses  to  amount 
to  the  exact  sum  of  $3,000.  It  appears  to  me  that 
this  was  a  lump  sum  which  was  given  to  Mr. 
Brown  to  cover  these  expenses  and  to  have  a  little 
change  in  his  pocket  besides.  I  do  not  understand 
how  the  Government  gave  Mr.  Brown  this  lump 
sum  when  he  was  still  a  member  of  Parliament.  It 
appears  to  me  to  be  very  like  a  breach  of  the  privi¬ 
leges  of  Parliament. 

Mr.  BOW  ELL.  The  hon.  member  for  Quebec 
(Mr.  Langelier)  will,  from  his  own  experience,  know 
that  there  is  a  difference  between  a  man  who  is 
sent  to  take  charge  of  an  exhibition  of  this  kind, 
and  the  position  of  the  Commissioner  who  has  to 
receive  and  in  many  cases  entertain  gentlemen 
coming  there.  In  addition  to  that  it  must  be 
understood  that  Mr.  Brown  was  travelling  all  over 
Mr.  Caklixg. 


this  Dominion  for  months  before  he  proceeded  to 
Jamaica,  in  order  to  make  arrangements  from 
Halifax  to  Vancouver  for  the  transportation  of  the 
articles  which  were  sent  there,  whereas  Mr. 
Dimock  proceeded  from  his  home  at  Truro,  I  think, 
to  Jamaica.  A  gentleman  in  Mr.  Brown’s  position 
would  have  to  spend  more  than  $5  a  day.  When 
it  is  understood  that  Mr.  Brown  was  occupied  in 
Canada  for  months  making  arrangements  for  the 
exhibition,  and  travelling  from  one  end  of  the 
Dominion  to  the  other,  it  will  be  seen  that  the  sum 
of  $3,000  was  not  too  much. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  I  think  we  ought  to  know 
whether  Mr.  Brown  sent  in  a  detailed  account,. or 
whether  it  was  a  lump  sum  given  to  him. 

Mr.  CARLING.  There  was  no  lump  sum  given 
to  him.  He  drew  different  sums  of  money  from 
time  to  time  for  his  expenses,  and  it  was  balanced 
at  $3,000.  Considering  that  Mr.  Brown  was  at 
work  for  several  months  in  the  Dominion  before 
going  to  Jamaica,  and  the  position  which  he  occupied 
in  Jamaica,  I  think  that  the  House  will  see  that 
the  sum  is  a  very  moderate  one. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  I  think  we  ought  to  have 
an  understanding  as  to  whether  an  account  was 
rendered  for  these  expeiises.  In  the  Public 
Accounts  Committee  we  can  get  the  details  of  the 
expenses  of  the  Deputy  Ministers  and  other  officials ; 
the  only  exception  to  that  rule  being  in  the  case  of 
the  Ministers  of  the  Crown  and  the  High  Commis- 
|  sioner  in  London.  I  would  like  to  know  if  Mr. 
Brown  has  sent  in  a  detailed  account,  because,  if 
1  he  is  put  on  the  same  footing  as  the  Ministers  and 
the  High  Commissioner,  we  ought  to  know  it.  I 
have  nothing  to  say  against  Mr.  Brown’s  qualifica¬ 
tions  as  Commissioner  to  the  Jamaica  Exhibition, 
because  I  think  he  was  a  very  efficient  gentleman 
for  that  position,  but,  at  the  same  time,  we  ought 
to  be  put  in  possession  of  the  facts  in  regard  to  this 
expenditure. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  have  just  received  an  explan* 
ation  of  the  custqjns  duties  which  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  South  Oxford  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright) 
called  attention  to.  It  will  be  remembered  that 
there  were  a  number  of  millers  who  sent  over  a 
large  quantity  of  flour,  which  was  baked  into  bread 
and  distributed  in  the  exhibition  gratuitously  by 
our  Commissioner.  There  was  also  liquor  sent  by 
Mr.  Walker  and  some  other  distillers.  That  was 
also  distributed  and  went  into  consumption. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Gratuitously? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  think  so.  However,  I  am 
speaking  from  a  customs  standpoint,  not  in  regard 
to  the  generosity  of  the  Commissioner  or  Mr. 
V  alker.  On  all  articles  that  went  into  consump¬ 
tion  the  Jamaica  Government  insisted  on  the  duty 
being  paid.  I  am  informed  by  the  accountant  of 
the  department  that  out  of  this  $604.44  one  hund¬ 
red  pounds  sterling  was  paid  for  wharfage.  I  am 
also  informed  that  the  advance  made  to  Mr.  Brown 
was  $3,200,  of  which  he  returned  $200  to  the 
Receiver  General,  and  the  round  sum  of  $3,000  was 
allowed  him  to  cover  his  expenses. 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  was  not  aware  that  this  Com¬ 
missioner  conceived  such  a  stroke  of  genius  for  the 
purpose  of  securing  a  large  attendance  at  the 
Canadian  exhibit.  Certainly  he  could  not  have 
struck  on  a  better  attraction  than  free  whiskey. 
That  part  of  the  exhibition  must  have  been  crowded 
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from  the  time  it  was  opened  until  it  closed.  But  I 
hope  nobody  will  tell  the  Finance  Minister  about 
it.  I  understand  that  the  lion,  gentleman  is  not 
very  well  at  present,  and  if  he  heard  that  the 
Canadian  exhibit  had  been  the  scene  of  free 
whiskey,  I  am  sure  that  he  would  become  much 
worse.  But  the  lion.  Minister  of  Agriculture  has 
not  answered  the  question  yet  whether  Mr.  Brown 
has  put  in  a  detailed  account  of  his  expenses.  We 
do  not  expect  him  to  remember  that  detailed 
account,  but  we  wish  to  know  whether  or  not  it 
was  put  in  ?  1  also  want  him  to  tell  us,  if  he  can, 

with  some  approach  to  detail,  what  benefits  have 
accrued  to  our  commerce  with  the  West  Indies  on 
account  of  this  exhibition,  which  cost  us  $20,000 
odd  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  A  detailed  account  was  not 
sent  in,  nor  was  it  possible  for  Mr.  Brown  to  keep 
a  detailed  account  of  his  expenses  from  the  time 
he  commenced  until  the  exhibition  was  over. 
He  is  a  gentleman  in  whom  we  had  great  con¬ 
fidence,  and  he  made  an  excellent  Commissioner. 
We  did  not  tie  him  down  to  a  detailed  account  of 
every  dollar  he  spent,  but  we  allowed  him  to  draw 
money  as  he  needed  it  to  carry  out  the  work 
entrusted  to  him.  A  very  excellent  report  was 
made  to  this  House  by  Mr.  Brown  last  session, 
and  if  the  hon.  gentleman  will  take  the  trouble  to 
read  that  report,  he  will  see  that  the  Jamaica 
Exhibition  will  result  very  advantageously  to  the 
Dominion  of  Canada. 

Mr.  CASFY.  Of  course,  we  have  always  shipped 
considerable  quantities' of  goods  to  Jamaica  ,  but  I 
am  enquiring  of  the  Minister  whether,  to  his 
knowledge,  any  increase  in  the  trade  has  arisen 
from  this  exhibition  ?  The  report  merely  points  out 
how  Canada  was  advertised,  and  what  good  pros¬ 
pects  there  are  for  trade.  I  am  asking  the  Minister 
whether  those  prospects  have  materialized  ?  As  to 
the  expenses,  it  is  a  most  unusual  thing  not  to 
require  a  detailed  list  of  expenses  from  any  com¬ 
missioner  who  is  sent  out  at  the  public  expense. 
The  hon.  Minister  says  it  would  be  hard  for  the 
commissioner  to  keep  an  account.  Why,  Mr. 
Dimock  has  given  a  detailed  account  of  everything 
paid  for  him  in  connection  with  the  exhibition, 
and  there  are  entries  in  the  general  list  even 
for  amounts  as  low  as  $2.40.  Why  should  not 
Mr.  Brown  have  kept  a  detailed  account  of  his 
expenses  ?  He  has  simply  been  allowed  to  draw  $200 
or  $300  from  time  to  time,  saying  that  it  was  for 
expenses,  and  has  been  alio  wed,  finally,  to  lump  them 
all  at  $3,000  to  the  end  of  his  job,  and  he  has  not 
been  called  upon  to  tell  what  he  did  with  the  money. 
This  is  a  most  extraordinary,  uncommon  and 
irregular  mode  of  dealing  with  a  commissioner, 
especially  when  that  commissioner  is  a  member  of 
this  House.  He  has  been  allowed  to  save  whatever 
he  could  for  himself  out  of  this  money,  and  I 
have  no  doubt  he  was  able  to  save  a  considerable 
sum  out  of  it.  I  have  every  respect  for  Mr. 
Brown,  but  the  temptation  to  save  something, 
when  treated  that  way,  would  be  almost  too 
much  for  the  virtue  of  any  one  of  us,  if  we  were 
allowed  to  draw  on  the  treasury  whenever  we 
wished,  without  giving  any  account*  of  what  we 
did  with  the  money.  I  think  that  before  he  got 
the  present  of  $2,000  he  should  have  been  required 
to  tell  what  he  did  with  the  $3,000  which  he  had 
already  got. 


Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  I  think  this  is  a  bad  pre¬ 
cedent  to  establish,  especially  in  view  of  the  fact 
that  a  commissioner  will  soon  be  appointed  for  the 
Columbia  Exhibition  at  Chicago.  We  ought  to 
know  whether  the  Government  intend  to  pursue 
this  system  in  the  future.  I  do  not  charge  Mr. 
Brown  with  being  guilty  of  appropriating  any  of 
this  money  for  his  own  benefit ;  but  it  is  well  known 
that  the  Government  require  a  detailed  account  of 
all  expenses  of  this  character  from  all  their  officers  ; 
and  I  understand,  from  the  evidence  given  before 
the  Public  Accounts  Committee,  that  the  Auditor 
General  would  not  sanction  the  payment  of  ex¬ 
penses  without  being  furnished  with  a  detailed 
account  of  them.  If  the  Government  have  adopted 
the  principle  with  regard  to  Mr.  Adam  Brown,  the 
j  Commissioner  to  the  Jamaica  Exhibition,  that  he 
may  be  at  liberty  to  spend  just  what  he  sees  fit  on 
his  personal  expenses  without  rendering  an  account, 
why  should  not  the  Commissioners  to  be  sent  to 
Chicago  be  put  on  the  same  footing  ?  I  think  it 
would  be  well  for  the  Government  in  future  to 
insist  on  a  detailed  account  of  all  expenses.  In  fact, 
I  think  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Auditor  General  to  see 
that  no  such  accounts  are  paid  without  details 
being  furnished. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  do  not  wish  to  utter  a 
word  against  Mr.  Brown  ;  probably  no  better  man 
could  have  been  chosen  to  attend  that  exhibition 
on  behalf  of  Canada.  The  only  thing  to  be  object¬ 
ed  to  is  the  principle  of  allowing  expenses  of  this 
kind  without  requiring  a  proper  account.  While  I 
do  not  for  a  moment  impute  to  Mr.  Brown  any  im¬ 
proper  action,  while  I  am  quite  sure  he  is  above  it, 
as  far  as  I  know,  and  I  have  known  him  for  twenty- 
five  years,  it  would  be  very  much  better  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  matters  of  this  kind  that  a  detailed  state¬ 
ment  should  be  produced,  so  that  no  exception  could  be 
taken  to  the  expenditure,  and  so  that  an  expenditure 
of  this  kind  would  not  be  set  up  as  an  excuse  for  a 
similar  outlay  in  future  years.  With  regard  to  the 
remarks  of  the  hon.  Minister  of  Agriculture  with 
regard  to  Canadian  whiskey  we  sent  over  there,  I 
am  not  surprised  at  it.  These  people  have  a  per¬ 
fect  right  to  send  their  liquor  to  any  part  of  the 
world,  but  that  a  commission  of  that  kind  should 
be  used  for  the  purpose  of  securing  a  market  in 
that  particular  commodity  is  not,  I  think,  in  accord 
with  the  general  sentiment  of  the  country,  and  I  am 
certainly  astonished  that  the  Minister  of  Finance, 
who  is  indebted  in  a  great  measure  to  his  temper- 
I  ance  principles  for  his  position  before  the  country, 

!  should  acquiesce  in  anything  of  the  kind.  I  would 
like  in  this  connection  to  ask  the  hon.  gentleman  if 
there  was  any  exhibition  of  ale  or  beer  also  ? 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  As  I  understand,  the 
[  whiskey  was  given  as  a  gratuity  by  the  distillers. 

Mr.  CARLING.  The  Government  paid  therluty. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  And  I  suppose  the  public 
drank  the  whiskey  ? 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  Was  there  any  exhibition  of 
ale  or  anything  of  that  kind  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  am  not  prepared  to  say.  If 
i  the  hon.  gentleman  will  look  at  the  procedure  book, 
he  will  see  a  list  of  the  articles.  Probably  there 
was. 

Mr.  CASEY.  They  were  given  us  free,  too  ? 

|  Mr.  CARLING.  I  dare  say. 
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Mr.  MoMULLEN.  I  am  not  making  any  reflec¬ 
tion  on  the  lion,  gentleman,  but  I  have  not  read  all 
the  report,  and  thought  the  Minister  would  know 
whether  there  was  an  exhibition  of  ale  or  not. 

Mr.  CARLING.  If  the  lion,  gentleman  will  read  ' 
the  report  he  will  get  all  the  information. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  No,  lie  will  not  get  it  all. 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  will  just  call  attention  to  the 
fact  that  Mr.  Brown’s  predecessor  as  member  for 
Hamilton,  Mr.  Witton,  was  sent  to  the  Vienna 
Exhibition  in  1873,  while  a  member  of  the  House, 
and  was  paid  nothing  but  his  bare  expenses.  That 
was  a  precedent  which  the  Government  should  have 
followed  in  this  case,  instead  of  allowing  Mr.  Brown 
to  draw  without  limit,  and  not  call  upon  him  to  give 
an  account  of  what  he  did  with  the  money.  That 
is  a  precedent  which  should  not  be  allowed,  and  I  j 
think  it  would  be  proper  for  the  Public  Accounts  i 
Committee  to  demand  from  the  Government,  or  j 
from  Mr.  Brown  if  the  Government  have  not  got  ! 
it,  an  account  of  his  expenses. 

To  complete  the  Census— (Governor 
General’s  warrant,  $75,000) .  $95,000 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  What  was  the  original  esti¬ 
mate  of  the  estimated  cost  of  the  census  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  It  is  very  difficult  to  make  an  j 
•estimate  of  what  would  be  the  cost.  We  expected 
it  would  cost  fully  or  about  the  amount  we  are 
asking  now.  The  total  amount  will  be  about 
$520,000,  including  this  vote.  I  expect  this  will 
complete  the  census,  and  that  all  the  information 
will  be  ready  in  the  course  of  a  month  or  two, 
certainly  before  the  1st  of  July.  " 

Mr.  BAIN  (Wentworth).  How  soon  will  the 
first  volume  of  the' census,  in  its  completed  form,  be 
out  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  think  there  are  already  four 
or  five  bulletins  issued,  and  two  more  will  be  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  course  of  a  few  days.  I  cannot  say 
when  the  first  volume  will  be  out.  The  last  time 
the  census  was  taken  it  lasted  two  or  three  years. 

Mr.  BAIN  (Wentworth).  I  suppose  it  will  be 
issued  in  the  same  form  as  before,  in  volumes,  from 
time  to  time,  with  the  different  sections? 

Mr.  CARLING.  Yes. 

Mr.  CASEY.  It  seems  strange  that  while  the  j 
population  turned  out  so  much  less  than  expected, 
the  expense  should  turn  out  so  much  more  than  the 
estimate,  although  the  payment  for  taking  the 
census  is  so  much  per  head. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  How  many  volumes  will  be 
issued,  and  are  the  statistics  to  be  placed  before 
the  public  in  the  same  form  as  before  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  The  table  will  be  made  alpha¬ 
betically  this  time,  and  the  number  of  volumes  will 
be  about  the  same.  I 


fessor  Saunders,  who  is  chief  director  of  the 
Experimental  Farm  and  has  charge  of  all  the 
experimental  farms  we  have  now,  has  been  appointed 
Commissioner.  He  was  thought  to  be  the  most 
suitable  man  for  the  position,  as  he  has  had  to  do 
with  nearly  all  the  exhibitions  that  have  taken 
place,  He  has  had  to  do  with  the  Philadelphia 
and  the  Indian  and  Colonial  Exhibitions,  and  is 
thoroughly  up  in  agricultural  matters.  He  is 
appointed  without  salary.  He  already  receives  a 
salary  as  chief  director  of  the  farm  and  no  addition 
will  be  made  to  his  salary  as  commissioner  for  the 
work  he  performs  as  chief  commissioner.  He  has 
already  applied  to  the  board  of  directors  for  space 
and  has  secured  a  certain  quantity,  and  we  are  now 
in  communication  with  the  different  provinces  to  get 
their  assistance  in  making  our  exhibits  a  success. 
I  know  that  it  is  the  desire  of  the  Government,  and 
I  am  sure  it  will  be  the  desire  of  the  House,  that 
the  Canadian  exhibit  shall  be  the  best  we  can 
possibly  make.  Our  exhibits  at  Philadelphia  were 
creditable  to  the  Dominion  of  Canada,  and  the  ex¬ 
hibits  at  the  Indian  and  Colonial  Exhibition  did 
Canada  great  credit,  and  I  am  sure  that,  under  the 
management  of  Professor  Saunders  and  with  the 
support  that  will  be  given  to  him,  the  exhibition 
at  Chicago  will  be  a  credit  to  the  Dominion. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  The  lion,  gentleman  is  per¬ 
fectly  correct  in  saying  that  our  exhibition  in  Phila¬ 
delphia  in  1876  was  a  creditable  one,  but  I  doubt 
whether  the  exhibition  to  be  made  in  Chicago  will 
place  before  the  world  much  evidence  of  our  pro¬ 
gress  in  manufactures  since  that  time.  I  would 
ask  if  it  is  the  intention  of  the  Government  to  erect 
a  building  in  Chicago  as  most  of  the  Southern 
States  and  European  powers  are  doing,  or  whether 
it  is  intended  to  use  the  buildings  erected  by  the 
exhibition  authorities  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  It  is  not  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  erect  a  building,  as  I  understand 
sufficient  space  has  been  given  us  for  all  the  articles 
that  we  may  desire  to  exhibit.  I  think  at  Phila¬ 
delphia  we  had  something  like  16,000  feet,  and  we 
have  now  from  Chicago  the  refusal  of  100,000 
square  feet. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  So  the  expense  of  erecting 
buildings  will  not  be  necessary  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  No. 

Mr.  SOMERY  ILLE.  Does  the  lion,  gentleman 
intend  to  pursue  the  same  course  in  regard  to  Pro¬ 
fessor  Saunders  that  he  has  pursued  in  reference  to 
Mr.  Brown  ?  Is  Professor  Saunders  to  draw  on  the 
Government  for  what  he  thinks  fit,  or  is  he  to  re¬ 
ceive  a  fixed  sum,  or  give  an  account  of  his  ex¬ 
penses  ?  I  understand  from  the  Minister  that  he  is 
not  to  receive  any  salary  other  than  that  he  now 
receives,  and  I  think  we  ought  to  know  whether  he 
will  have  to  give  a  detailed  account  of  his  expenses 
or  not. 


World’s  Columbian  Exposition .  $5,000 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  This  is  an 
important  item’ as  regards  the  possible  effect  that 
may  be  produced  on  our  trade.  What  plan  is  it 
proposed  to  adopt,  and  what  sum  will  lie  ultimately 
required  ? 


Mr.  CARLING.  I  think,  under  the  rule  of  the 
Civil  Service,  and  Mr.  Saunders  being  a  civil  ser¬ 
vant,  he  will  have  to  give  a  detailed  account. 

Mr.  CASEY.  The  erection  of  buildings  may 
be  a  little  extra  expense,  but  it  tends  to  advertise 
the  country  a  great  deal  more  than  a  mere  exhibit 
in  the  interior  of  the  general  building.  If  people 
see  a  building  with  the  name  of  Chili  or  Peru  over 


Mr.  CARLING.  It  will  be  difficult  at  present 
to  give  the  actual  sum  required.  $5,000  of  this 
sum  is  required  now  for  preliminary  steps.  Pro- 
Mr.  Carling. 


it,  they  become  interested,  and  if  they  saw  a  build¬ 
ing  with  the  Dominion  flag  over  it  as  distinguished 
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from  the  British  ensign,  they  would  take  more 
interest  in  that  than  if  the  exhibits  were  placed  in 
the  main  building.  l*simply  throw  this  out  as  a 
conversational  suggestion.  I  know  that  in  any 
exhibitions  which  I  have  been  present  at,  these 
exhibits  which  were  kept  apart  from  the  main 
building  attracted  more  attention  than  the  others. 

Mi*.  CHARLTON.  Has  the  Government  made 
any  estimate  as  to  the  probable  cost  that  will  be 
incurred  in  connection  with  the  exhibition  in 
Chicago  ?  We  have  here  a  vote  of  $5,000,  but  of 
course  that  is  only  a  mere  item. 

Mr.  CARLING.  The  Supplementary  Estimates 
for  1892  -93  will  show  what  we  expect  in  addition 
to  this  vote. 

Mr.  FEATHERSTON.  I  should  like  to  know 
what  encouragement  the  Government  propose  to 
offer  for  the  exhibition  of  live  stock  at  Chicago  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  The  intention  is  to  pay  the 
freight  charges  on  the  cattle  that  go  to  Chicago. 
The  question  of  insurance  has  been  discussed  with 
the  Live  Stock  Association,  and  I  have  promised 
to  consider  and  discuss  that  with  my  colleagues. 

Mr.  FEATHERSTON.  I  would  like  to  know 
what  system  the  Government  will  adopt  in  the 
selection  of  stock  which  is  to  be  sent  from  Canada 
to  Chicago  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  That  question  has  not  been 
settled.  I  met  a  deputation  from  the  Ontario  Live 
Stock  Association  in -reference  to  that  question, 
and  whether  we  shall  make  the  selection  or  whether 
it  shall  be  made  by  the  Provincial  Governments  is 
yet  to  be  considered. 

Mr.  CASEY.  Another  point  is  in  reference  to 
the  appointment  of  Mr.  Saunders  as  commissioner 
to  this  exhibition.  No  doubt  Mr.  Saunders  will  be 
an  excellent  commissioner,  but  he  has  to  look 
after  the  experimental  farms,  and  who  will  perform 
that  duty  while  he  is  looking  after  the  exhibition  ? 
It  will  take  him  nearly  a  year,  if  not  a  whole  year. 
It  appears  from  the  statement  of  the  Minister  that 
it  took  Mr.  Brown  a  year  to  look  after  the  small 
exhibition  in  Jamaica, and  certainly  it  must  take  M  r. 
Saunders  a  year  to  look  after  this  very  important 
exhibition  in  Chicago.  During  that  time,  he  will 
not  be  able  to  give  his  attention  to  the  experimental 
farms.  It  seems  to  me  that  this  shows  the  inadvis¬ 
ability  of  appointing  any  one  connected  with  tliepub- 
lic  service  to  perform  any  duty  outside  of  his  own 
position.  Let  every  one  stick  to  his  own  business. 
No  doubt  Mr.  Saunders  would  make  a  good  com¬ 
missioner,  but  he  cannot  be  an  efficient  director  of 
these  farms  and  an  efficient  commissioner  at  the 
same  time.  I  think  the  Government  should 
have  appointed  as  commissioner  some  gentle¬ 
man  who  had  no  other  duties  to  conflict 
with  this.  There  are  many  gentlemen  who 
are  as  well  acquainted  with  agriculture  as  Mr. 
Saunders,  or  even  more  so,  because  Mr.  Saunders 
has  been  more  a  horticulturist  and  a  fruit-grower 
than  anything  else,  and  there  are  others  who  are 
acquainted  with  the  manufacturing  interests  who 
might  have  made  as  good  commissioners  as  Mr. 
Saunders.  Now  Mr.  Saunders  is  to  be  paid  for 
one  thing  while  he  is  away  performing  other 
duties.  He  is  to  be  paid  for  doing  duties  that  he 
cannot  possibly  perform  while  he  is  doing  other 
duties  which  do  not  belong  to  his  office.  This 
mixture  of  responsibilities  will  certainly  involve  a 


|  loss  in  one  direction  or  the  other.  Either  he  will 
j  neglect  his  duties  as  commissioner  to  attend  to  the 
farms,  which  I  think  is  not  likely — because  the 
commissioner’s  duties  will  be  the  more  iffeasant  of 
the  two — or  he  will  neglect  his  duty  as  director  of 
the  experimental  farms  to  attend  to  his  connnis- 
sionership,  which  is,  probably,  the  shape  the 
affair  will  take.  I  think  that  the  Government 
have  made  a  great  mistake  in  taking  a  man  who 
has  such  important  duties  to  perform  in  Canada, 
to  represent  us  at  Chicago. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  Is  the  Minister  aware 
i  whether  any  or  all  the  provinces  are  taking  an  in- 
|  terest  in  this  matter,  as  provinces,  and  have  voted 
i  a  sum  towards  it  ?  Has  there  been  any  communi¬ 
cation,  informal  or  otherwise,  with  the  provinces 
on  this  point  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  The  Secretary  of  State  has 
communicated  with  the  different  Provincial  Govern¬ 
ments,  informing  them  that  we  have  been  invited 
by  the  United  States  authorities  to  take  part  in 
the  exhibition,  and  that  we  have  accepted  that 
invitation,  and  we  ask  the  Provincial  Governments 
to  join  with  us  in  making  that  exhibition  a  success. 
Professor  Saunders  has  been  instructed  by  me  to 
visit  the  different  provinces  and  consult  with  the 
|  members  of  the  Local  Governments  as  to  what  part 
they  will  take,  and  how  much  they  will  contribute. 
It  is  intended  to  work  in  unison  with  the  different 
Provincial  Governments.  The  exhibition  does  not 
come  off  till  May,  1893,  and  we  are  already  taking 
the  preliminary  steps  to  see  wha  t  the  Local  Govern¬ 
ments  are  prepared  to  do,  and  I  hope  to  know  defi¬ 
nitely  in  a  very  few  days. 

Mr.  DALY.  I  have  not  been  able  to  hear  all 
that  the  Minister  of  Agriculture  has  said  ;  but  I 
may  mention  that  the  Government  of  Manitoba 
have  already  made  a  grant  towards  representing 
that  province  at  the  World’s  Fair,  and  the  Legis¬ 
lature  of  British  Columbia  have  also  made  a  grant. 
The  two  provinces  united  together  for  the  purpose 
of  getting  space  and  erecting  a  building  at  Chicago, 
but,  unfortunately,  they  were  told  that  they  could 
not  erect  a  building  as  they  were  provinces  of  the 
Dominion  of  Canada,  and  that  Canada  alone  could 
erect  a  building.  I  sincerely  hope  that  the  Govern¬ 
ment  will  not  be  niggardly  in  making  the  expendi¬ 
ture  that  will  be  required  in  order  that  Canada 
may  make  a  good  showing  at  the  Chicago  World’s 
Fair.  I  am  satisfied  that  the  position  Canada 
takes  at  the  fair  will  do  more  to  promote  her  wel¬ 
fare  than  anything  that  has  happened  since  the 
exhibition  of  1876.  I  think  the  Government  ex¬ 
pended  $100,000  at  the  Philadelphia  Exhibition, 
and  I  hope  they  will  give  even  a  larger  sum  for 
the  Chicago  Exhibition,  because  it  will  be  a  larger 
exhibition  than  that  of  Philadelphia,  and  Canada 
is  a  greater  country  now  than  she  was  in  1876,  and 
we  ought  to  make  a  greater  effort  than  we  did  in 
1876  to  place  the  resources  of  this  great  country 
before  the  people  of  the  world  who  will  attend  the 
exhibition  in  Chicago  in  1893. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  do  not  fully  endorse  the 
remarks  dropped  by  the  hon.  member  for  Elgin 
(Mr.  Casey).  I  do  not  think  a  better  man  could 
be  found  than  Mr.  Saunders  to  discharge  the  duty 
of  chief  in  connection  with  this  exhibition.  I  quite 
agree  with  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  member  for 
Selkirk  (Mr.  Daly).  I  think  we  should  make  every 
effort  to  make  a  creditable  exhibition  on  the  part 
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of  Canada.  My  opinion  is  that  it  is  in  good  hands. 
At  Chicago  our  country  will  come  into  competition 
with  every  state  in  the  Union,  as  well  as  with  the 
South  American  States.  We  should  spare  no  effort 
to  make  an  exhibition  that  will  reflect  credit  upon 
Canada,  and  be  the  means  of  bringing  before  the 
eyes  of  the  world  the  commodities  we  are  able  to 
produce,  and  the  advancement  that  our  country 
has  made. 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  did  not  say  that  a  better  com¬ 
missioner  could  be  found  than  Mr.  Saunders,  but 
I  said  as  good  a  one  could  have  been  got  who  had 
no  other  duties  to  perform  at  home.  "  What  I  ob¬ 
jected  to  was  the  appointment  of  a  man  as  commis¬ 
sioner  who  had  a  very  important  duty  here  which 
he  must  neglect  in  order  to  perform  the  duties  of 
commissioner. 

Quarantine— Cattle  disease .  $9,000 

Mr.  CARLIXG.  The  item  voted  last  year  forquar- 
antine  purposes  was  really  less  than  it  should  have 
been,  and  was  less  than  was  asked  for  by  the  depart¬ 
ment.  It  was  thought  possible  that  we  might  get 
along  with  the  amount  that  was  voted.  In  addition 
to  that,  we  have  had  cattle  disease  in  Pictou,  X.S., 
that  we  were  determined  to  stamp  out,  and  a  large 
number  have  been  slaughtered. 

Mr.  FEATHERSTOX.  I  would  like  to  ask  if 
the  Government  inspectors  had  to  slaughter  a  great 
many  hogs  last  year  since  the  returns  were  made  last 
July  ? 

Mr.  CARLIX(  t.  \  es.  I  think  a  larger  number 
than  usual  of  hogs  have  been  slaughtered  in  the 
west  on  account  of  hog  cholera.  We  have  taken  a 
larger  sum  this  year  than  we  did  in  previous  years. 

Railways  and  Canals— Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  —  Construction  —  Governor 
General’s  Warrant . .  $24,050 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Is  this  the 
cost  of  the  recent  arbitration  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  The  cost  of  the  arbitration,  ! 
to  make  up  the  award  of  the  arbitrators. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  What  was  the 
total  cost  of  that  arbitration  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  The  total  amount  of  the 
cost  of  arbitration  that  is  paid  up  to  date,  is 
$160,544.66. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  With  or 
without  this  $24,000  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  No,  that  is  inclusive  of  the 
amount  paid  by  Governor  General’s  warrant. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  What  was 
the  total  amount  of  the  award  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  $579,255. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  As  a  matter 
of  interesting  information  to  the  non-legal  mem- 
bers  of  the  House,  perhaps  the  Minister  can  tell 
us  what  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  had  to  pay 
their  lawyers  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  I  do  not  know. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Supposing 
that  they  paid  as  much,  or  a  little  more  than  we  I 
paid,  and  I  rather  think  they  paid  a  good  deal 
more,  it  would  appear,  and  it  is  interesting  to  | 
know,  that  the  total  cost  pretty  nearly  equals  the  i 
total  amount  of  the  award. 

Mr.  McMullen. 


Intercolonial  Railway  — Increased  ac¬ 
commodation  at  St.  John . $1,087 

Mr.  McMULLEX.  Is  tire  trade  at  St.  John 
increasing  so  that  there  is  a  necessity  for  this 
expenditure  ? 

Sir  JOHX  THOMPSOX.  This  amount  is  to 
compensate  a  proprietor  that  was  expropriated 
some  time  ago.  The  department  was  advised  to 
pay  the  money  into  court. 

Cape  Breton  Railway . $43,000 

Mr.  McMULLEX.  Is  this  line  nearly  finished  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  I  think  this  about  finishes  it. 

Mr.  CASEY.  How  near  is  the  railway  com¬ 
pleted  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  It  is  completed. 

Mr.  CASEY.  This  is  the  last  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  Yes. 

Rideau  Canal — Expenses  of  valuator,  set¬ 
tlement  of  claims,  Ac . $600 

Mr.  McMULLEX.  My  recollection  is  that  since 
I  came  into  Parliament  we  have  always  had  a  claim 
for  the  Rideau  Canal  flooding  lands.  I  do  not 
notice  it  in  connection  with  other  canals,  and  I 
think  we  ought  to  make  an  end  of  it  here. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  should  like 
to  know  how  it  came  to  flood  in  that  locality,  be¬ 
cause  that  is  a  locality  in  which  I  think  the  land 
damages  must  have  been  settled  forty  years  ago  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  It  does  seem  to  me  there 
should  be  an  end  to  these  claims,  but  they  seem 
interminable. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  am  sur¬ 
prised  that  there  should  be  claims  of  this  kind, 
because  I  happen  to  know  that  the  water  has  been 
very  low  in  the  Rideau  Canal  for  the.  last  3  years. 

St.John  Custom  House — Clearing  away 
debris  of  burnt  edifice,  fencing  ground : 
renting,  fitting  up  and  furnishing  temp¬ 
orary  quarters  for  public  offices,  Ac. .  .$6,000 

Mr.  FLIXT.  Has  there  been  an  official  enquiry 
into  the  cause  of  that  disastrous  fire  ? 

Mr.  OUIMET.  Immediately  after  the  fire  took 
place,  Mr.  Ewart,  one  of  the  architects  of  the 
department,  was  sent  down  there  to  make  an  en¬ 
quiry  as  to  the  origin  of  the  fire,  and  the  extent 
of  the  damage  done,  and  also  to  look  for  accom¬ 
modation  for  the  different  officers  who  were 
engaged  in  the  building.  He  only  returned  yes¬ 
terday  and  I  am  waiting  for  his  full  report.  In 
the  meantime  a  building  has  been  found  to 
accommodate  the  different  departments,  for  a 
rental  of  $3,000  a  year.  Immediate  steps  will 
be  taken  to  clear  away  the  debris,  and  I  am 
very  glad  to  say  that,  according  to  the  summary 
report  before  me,  we  will  be  able  to  restore  the 
building  at  a  cost  of  about  $100,000.  It  originally 
cost  about  $338,000.  This  sum  of  $6,000  is  required 
to  pay  for  the  enquiry,  the  clearing  of  the  debris, 
the  purchase  of  furniture  for  the  different  offices 
in  the  temporary  building,  and  also  to  pay  the 
rental  to  the  1st  of  July. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  suppose 
the  building  is  not  entirely  destroyed  ? 

Mr.  OUIMET.  Xo  ;  the  walls  will  be  utilized. 


980 


[APEIL  5,  1892.] 


990 


Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  We  have  had 
under  discussion  once  or  twice  in  old  times  of  this 
House,  the  expediency,  in  view  of  the  large  amounts 
we  have  lost  by  fires,  of  doing  one  of  two  things  : 
Either  to  insure  these  miscellaneous  buildings  of 
ours  all  over  the  Dominion,  which  I  think  could  be 
done  on  reasonably  moderate  terms  probably  in 
a  way  that  would  save  a  great  deal  of  money  ;  or 
else  make  all  the  more  expensive  buildings  sub¬ 
stantially  tire-proof.  1  do  not  think  nowadays  that 
the  difference  in  cost  would  be  very  great.  Has 
the  Minister  given  any  attention  to  that  subject  ? 

Mr.  OUIMET.  The  question  was  brought  to  my 
attention,  and  I  was  told  that  it  had  been  decided 
that  we  had  so  many  buildings,  that  it  would  be 
better  for  the  Government  to  insure  themselves. 
As  to  the  suggestion  of  the  lion,  gentleman  that  all 
the  important  buildings  to  be  erected  by  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  are  to  be  made  fire-proof,  the  suggestion 
has  already  received  due  attention  from  the  depart¬ 
ment  and  in  future  will  be  followed  as  much  as 
possible. 

Mr.  FRA8ER.  1  might  ask  if  the  Government, 
in  insuring  their  own  buildings,  placed  the  amount 
of  the  insurance  money  as  a  fund  to  meet  losses  on 
such  fires  as  this  ? 

Mr.  OUIMET.  It  might  be  done  in  that  way, 
but  it  would  only  be  a  matter  of  book-keeping  after 
all.  There  is  no  special  fund  provided  now. 


St.  Vincent  de  Paul  Penitentiary- 
Additional  amount  required . $14,000 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  What  is  this 
for  ? 

Mr.  OUIMET.  This  amount  is  necessary  to 
pay  for  the  materials  furnished  during  the  year, 
for  which  we  have  no  money  left  from  the  vote  of 
last  year,  which,  from  some  oversight,  was  very 
limited.  It  was  only  $14,000  when  it  ought  to 
have  been  $28,000. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Does  this  com¬ 
plete  all  the  repairs  which  the  Department  of 
Justice  have  asked  for  at  that  penitentiary,  so  far 
as  the  stonework  is  concerned  ? 

Mr.  OUIMET.  The  main  building  is  all  com¬ 
pleted  now.  This  is  towards  the  construction  of 
the  boundary  wall,  the  completion  of  which  will 
finish  the  work  on  the  penitentiary. 

Ottawa  Post  Office,  Custom  house,  Ac.— 

To  make  good  damage  by  fire . $6,000 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  How  was  that 
fire  caused  ? 

Mr.  OUIMET.  The  fire  occurred  on  the  17th  of 
January  last  in  the  upper  part  of  the  building, 
probably  through  the  negligence  of  some  employe. 
Very  fortunately  the  whole  building  was  not  de¬ 
stroyed,  and  this  amount  will  be  sufficient  to  repair 
it. 


Mr.  BORDEN.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  lion. 
Minister  whether  he  can  give  us  any  information  as 
to  the  origin  of  the  fire  in  the  custom-house  at  St, 
John. 

Mr.  OUIMET.  I  cannot  as  yet. 

Mr.  BORDEN.  Was  there  any  night  watchman 
in  charge  of  that  building? 

Mr.  OUIMET.  There  was,  and  the  building 
was  planned  to  be  fire-proof  when  built  in  1877. 

Mr.  BORDEN.  I  happened  to  be  at  St.  John  a 
day  or  two  after  the  fire  occuired,  and  it  was  com¬ 
mon  rumour  on  the  street  that  there  was  no  one  in 
charge  of  the  building,  but  that  the  most  reckless 
carelessness  prevailed  in  regard  to  it  ;  and  it  was 
thought  that  the  matter  ought  to  be  very  carefully 
investigated.  I  was  also  told  that  although  the 
building  was  fire-proof,  the  iron  doors  dividing  the 
different  sets  of  offices  were  not  closed,  and  not  the 
slightest  precaution  had  been  taken  against  fire  on 
the  night  before  the  fire  occurred.  If  these  state¬ 
ments  are  true,  and  I  heard  them  on  very  reliable 
authority,  some  one  must  have  blundered  or  have 
been  guilty  of  extreme  carelessness  and  inattention 
to  duty. 

I 

Quebec  Drill  Hall— To  complete  pay¬ 
ments  to  contractors  and  architects.  $325  76 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  What  is  the 
total  cost  of  this  drill  hall  ? 


Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  suppose  an 
enquiry  was  made.  Was  the  employe  identified  ? 

Mr.  OUIMET.  No  ;  our  enquiry  could  not  go 
any  further  after  we  found  that  the  fire  originated 
in  a  special  room  occupied  by  several  employes. 

Sir  ADOLPHE  CARON.  I  may  say  that  there 
was  no  negligence.  We  investigated  the  causes  of 
the  fire,  and  no  negligence  on  the  part  of  any  of  the 
employes  could  be  traced.  The  lire  originated  in  a 
room,  and  it  is  impossible  to  discover  how  it  oc¬ 
curred. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Is  the  build¬ 
ing  supposed  to  be  fire-proof  ? 

Mr.  OUIMET.  No. 

Harbours  and  Rivers — General  repairs 
and  improvements,  Maritime  Pro¬ 
vinces .  $3,000 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT..  How  is  this 
to  be  expended  ? 

Mr.  OUIMET.  The  amount  of  $4,000  was  voted 
last  year  for  general  repairs  and  improvements  to 
harbours  and  rivers.  Of  that  amount,  $1,326  have 
already  been  expended,  and  to  complete  the  year  a 
further  amount  of  $3,000  is  required. 

Mr.  BORDEN.  Will  the  hon.  gentleman  state 
the  places  at  which  this  expenditure  is  to  take 
place  ? 


Mr.  OUIMET.  This  vote  is  required  to  pay  the 
contractors  the  balance  which  the  department 
acknowledges  to  De  due  to  them  on  the  contract 
and  on  the  award  that  was  made  to  them  for 
extras.  The  amount  claimed  by  them  for  extras 
and  damages  was  $28,000  ;  the  amount  recognized 
by  the  Government  was  $1,500,  and  this  amount, 
added  to  the  moneys  now  in  the  hands  of  the  de¬ 
partment,  will  make  that  up.  When  this  balance 
is  paid,  the  total  cost  of  the  building  will  have 
been  $66,722. 


Mr.  OUIMET.  I  could  not  state  exactly.  There 
is  St.  Mary’s,  West  Morden,  and  a  number  of  other 
places. 

Mr.  PERRY.  I  would  ask  the  hon.  gentleman 
if  the  Government  intend  going  on  blasting  the  rock 
in  Cascumpec  Harbour?  They  spent  already $16,- 
000  there,  and  do  not  seem  inclined  to  do  anything 
further.  As  I  said  in  this  House  years  ago,  the 
plan  the  Government  adopted  for  blasting  the  rock 
was  not  a  proper  plan,  as  after  blasting  it  they 
allowed  it  to  remain  on  the  bottom.  There  is  a 
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great  (.leal  more  work  to  be  done  there,  and  it  is  not 
fair  that  this  harbour  should  be  neglected. 

Mr.  OUIMET.  Since  the  hon.  gentleman  has 
drawn  my  attention  to  the  harbour  of  Cascumpec 
I  have  given  instructions  to  the  chief  engineer  to 
make  a  report,  and  in  a  very  few  days  I  will  be  in 
a  position  to  tell  the  hon.  gentleman  what  the  de¬ 
partment  propose  to  do. 

General  repairs  and  improvements — 
llarbourand  River  Works,  Quebec.. .  $1,000 

Mr.  DEVLIN.  Has  anything  been  done  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  deepening  of  the  Lievre  River  be¬ 
tween  Buckingham  town  and  High  Rapids?  During 
t lie  last  few  years  traffic  has  developed  considerably 
on  this  portion  of  the  river.  A  short  time  ago  a 
large  sum  was  expended  in  constructing  locks,  but 
it  was  said,  I  know  not  whether  on  the  best  au¬ 
thority  or  not,  that  the  locks  would  not  prove  as 
useful  as  they  might  be  if  the  river  be  not  deepened 
between  the  town  and  the  locks  to  enable  larger 
vessels  to  pass  through.  I  trust  that  an  engineer 
will  be  sent  to  report  on  the  work  proposed  to  be 
constructed  last  year,  and  that  his  report  will  be 
acted  on. 

Mr.  OUIMET.  I  can  promise  the  lion,  gentle¬ 
man  that  I  will  take  a  note  of  his  enquiry  and  give 
the  required  information  as  soon  as  possible. 

Nova  Scotia,  Prince  Edward  Island 
and  New  Brunswick —  Additional 
amount  required  for  dredging .  $5,000 

Mr.  PERRY.  On  referring  to  the  return  which 
I  asked  for  a  few  days  ago,  which  is  now  on  my 
desk,  I  see  that  during  the  years  1889-90  and  1890- 
91,  $10,414  are  allowed  to  be  expended  on  piers 
and  wharves  in  Prince  County.  Out  of  that  we 
have  but  the  small  amount  of  $5,000  expended. 
That  is  what  I  complain  of  ;  I  believe  that  the  whole 
of  that  will  not  be  expended.  In  fact,  in  Prince 
Edward  Island  we  have  only  one  dredge,  and  it 
can  only  do  half  of  what  is  required.  I  .think 
$1 ,500  would  cover  all  the  expenses' of  that  dredge. 

I  am  not  going  to  blame  the  present  Minister  of  ; 
Public  Works  for  this.  I  believe  that  he  will  do 
what  is  right,  but  I  have  known  that  dredge  not 
to  commence  work  until  June  and  even  later, 
though  it  should  commence  early  in  May.  The 
Minister  of  Public  Works  must  remember  that  we 
are  paying  the  captain  of  that  dredge  $90  a  month, 
whether  the  dredge  is  working  or  not.  When  the 
ice  is  away  from  the  straits,  he  should  be  ordered 
to  go  there  at  once.  I  have  known  the  dredge  not 
to  commence  until  the  18th  July,  and  even  in  one 
year  not  until  October,  while  the  captain  was  strut- 
ting  about  the  streets  of  Charlottetown  working  j 
for  the  Government  candidates.  I  hope  the  present 
Minister  of  Public  Works  will  not  allow  such  injus¬ 
tice  as  this  to  be  done  to  the  people  of  Prince 
Edward  Island.  I  hope  the  Government  will  order 
this  dredge  to  go  there  as  early  as  possible,  and  will 
also  send  another  dredge  there.  Perhaps  the  har¬ 
bours  in  Prince  Edward  Island  require  more  dredg¬ 
ing  than  the  harbours  elsewhere,  but  we  cannot 
help  that.  The  Island  was  not  made  under  our 
control,  and  the  Dominion  of  Canada  was  very 
glad  to  get  the  Island.  The  Dominion  swallowed 
Prince  Edward  Island,  and  they  should  do  what  is 
fair  to  it,  and  I  hope  the  Minister  of  Public  Works 
will  do  justice  to  the  people  of  that  province. 

Mr.  Perry. 


Manitoba — Additional  amount  for  dredg¬ 
ing . $3,000 

Sir  RIC 'HARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Where  is  that 
to  be  expended  ? 

Mr.  OUIMET.  At  the  mouth  of  the  Red  River 
where  it  comes  into  Lake  Winnipeg. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  What  is  the 
condition  of  that  just  now?  What  depth  of 
channel  have  we  got  ? 

Mr.  OUIMET.  The  dredges  were  used  from 
June,  1891,  to  improve  the  channel  at  the  west  end 
of  the  river.  This  amount  is  required  to  keep  the 
dredges  at  work  and  complete  the  work  they  have 
already  commenced. 

Bridge  over  the  Old  Man’s  River  at  Fort 
Macleod  (revote  of  lapsed  amount)  ..  .$10,100 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRR JHT.  Is  that  enough 
to  complete  the  bridge  ? 

Mr.  OUIMET.  The  bridge  was  completed  last 
fall.  The  total  cost  was  $27,800.  This  is  to  pay 
the  contractor  the  balance. 

Salaries  and  rent  of  office  in  connection 
with  the  inspection  of  cattle  ship¬ 
ments  to  England. . $1,500 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Will  you 
give  us  a  little  detail  in  regard  to  this? 

Mr.  TUPPER.  This  is  under  the  Act  of  last 
year  by  which  two  inspectors  were  appointed  at 
the  port  of  Montreal,  and  these  inspectors  were 
given  a  salary  of  $1,000  each,  and  the  amount  we 
expect  to  collect  from  the  2  cents  a  head  rate 
which  has  been  imposed  on  the  cattle  will  cover 
the  cost.  This  is  practically  to  pay  for  the  ex¬ 
penses  of  the  inspectors  and  the  office  rent  for  this 
year. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  What  are 
their  duties  to  be  ? 

Mr.  TUPPER.  They  are  inspectors  under  the 
Act  of  last  session,  to  examine  and  see  that  the 
ship  is  fit  and  is  properly  arranged  in  order  to  carry 
cattle  from  a  Canadian  port  to  an  English  port. 
In  this  matter,  we  are  working  in  accord  with  the 
Board  of  Agriculture  in  England,  and  thus  we  are 
able  to  keep  up  the  shipment  of  live  cattle,  which 
was  at  one  time  seriously  threatened.  This  pro¬ 
vision  is  intended  to  make  sure  that  proper  stalls 
are  made  and  that  the  fittings  are  all  right  in  order 
to  stand  tempestuous  weather. 

Mr.  McMILLAN*  (Huron).  Has  a  plan  been 
adopted  by  which  each  stall  is  made  sufficiently 
wide  for  the  animal,  according  to  the  regulations, 

2  feet  8  inches  ? 

• 

Mr.  TUPPER.  We  were  not  in  a  position  to 
apply  the  law  until  almost  the  end  of  last  season, 
but,  from  the  time  these  inspectors  were  appointed, 

I  do  not  think  any  ships  went  out  without  comply¬ 
ing  with  the  regulations.  At  all  events  those  were 
the  instructions  given,  and  no  complaints  have 
reached  me  since. 

Fisheries  Intelligence  Bureau— Certain 
persons  at  $15  each  for  services  in 
comparing  and  forwarding  daily 
reports . . .  $420 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  What  is  the 
precise  duty  these  men  perform  ? 

Mr.  TUPPER.  They  are  already  in  the  service, 
and  that  is  why  their  names  appear  here,  in  order 
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that  we  may  have  authority  to  pay  them.  They 
are  nearly  all  customs  officers,  and  they  are  on  the 
coast  where  the  movements  of  the  fish  occur.  They 
pursue  the  same  service  as  is  performed  in  Norway, 
where  they  send  to  the  central  office  daily  state¬ 
ments  as  to  the  appeai'ance  of  the  mackerel  on 
the  coast,  and  bulletins  are  published  so  that  the 
fishermen  can  govern  themselves  accordingly.  As 
the  lion,  gentleman  knows,  the  movement  of  the 
fish  is  variable  along  the  coast.  This  system  has 
been  in  force  now  for  two  years  and  has  been  found 
to  be  more  valuable  each  year. 

Fisheries— To  provide  for  allowances  and 
expenses  to  commissioners . $1,000 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Who  are  the 
commissioners,  and  what  allowances  have  they 
been  in  the  habit  of  receiving  ? 

Mr.  TUPPER.  They  are  the  commissioners 
who  have  lately  been  holding  a  very  exhaustive 
enquiry  into  the  fisheries  of  British  Columbia. 
The  names  of  these  commissioners  are  Mr.  Higgins, 
Speaker  of  the  Local  Assembly,  I  believe,  of  the 
Province  of  British  Columbia  ;  Mr.  Armstrong,  the 
Sheriff  of  New  Westminster;  and  Mr.  Wilmot, 
Superintendent  of  Fishery  Culture,  of  the  Fisheries 
Department.  The  fisheries  of  that  province  are 
exceedingly  important,  and  at  the  instance  of 
people  there,  this  Government,  a  year  ago,  adopted 
a  system  of  regulations.  But  there  has  been  a 
great  deal  of  friction  in  connection  with  these 
regulations,  and  the  chief  point  that  has  been 
raised  by  those  interested  in  the  fishing  industry 
in  British  Columbia,  was  that  the  experience  of 
almost  all  the  officers  who  advised  the  Govern¬ 
ment  in  connection  with  these  matters,  was  gained 
in  the  eastern  provinces  where  the  habits  of  the 
fish  were  different,  and  where  the  circumstances 
were  unlike  those  on  the  Pacific  coast.  After  en¬ 
deavouring,  so  far  as  possible,  to  obtain  full  infor¬ 
mation,  the  Government  deemed  it  expedient  to 
appoint  this  Commission  of  two  local  gentlemen  of 
high  standing,  associated  with  an  officer  upon 
whose  views  the  Government  had,  to  a  large  extent, 
depended  in  connection  with  the  regulations.  They 
have  been  occupied  about  sixty  days,  and  a  very 
large  amount  of  testimony  has  been  taken,  which, 
I  have  no  doubt,  will  be  valuable,  and  is  now  ready 
for  consideration.  This  amount  is  taken  to  cover 
the  expenses  of  this  Commision. 

Government  of  North-West  Territories 
— Schools  .  $26,700 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  This  is  to  complete  the  cost 
of  education  in  the  North-West,  and  to  pay 
expenses  in  connection  therewith  up  to  the  end  of 
the  year.  Last  year  the  sum  asked  for  was  $1 19,000. 
$100,000  only  was  voted,  and  it  is  found  that  we 
shall  require  this  amount  in  order  to  carry  out  the 
obligations  of  the  present  Assembly  in  regard  to 
their  schools.  Last  year  I  stated  that  we  were 
under  the  impression  that  the  amounts  paid 
to  the  teachers  in  the  North-West  were  ex¬ 
cessive,  and  that  was  intimated  to  the  authorities 
in  the  North-West  during  the  course  of  last  session. 
When  they  received  the  information  it  was  so  late 
that  they  were  unable  to  advise  the  trustees  who 
had  engaged  their  teachers,  and  therefore  could 
take  no  means  to  reduce  the  salaries.  However, 
during  the  last  session  of  the  Legislative  Assembly 
they  passed  an  amendment  to  their  school  ordinance 
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which  has  reduced  the  salaries  some  20  or  25  per 
cent.  But  they  were  under  obligation  to  pay  the 
indebtedness  they  had  incurred  under  their  former 
engagement  with  the  teachers,  and  this  is  to  pay 
the  balance. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  Is  this  to  pay  the  teachers 
in  public  schools  ? 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  Yes. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  Are  the  schools  denomi¬ 
national  ? 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  These  are  public  schools, 
and  union  and  separate  schools. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  Are  all  the  public  school 
teachers  in  the  North-West  paid  by  this  Govern¬ 
ment  ? 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  Yes. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  What  system  of  in¬ 
spection  is  there  for  these  schools  ? 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  These  schools  are  very  close¬ 
ly  inspected. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  Is  there  no  revenue  raised 
in  the  North-West  for  the  purpose  of  defraying  the 
expenses  of  public  schools  other  than  that  provided 
by  this  Government  ? 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  They  have  got  a  general  re¬ 
venue,  but  the  whole  of  their  revenue  does  not  ex¬ 
ceed  $40,000,  although  they  expect  to  raise  a  larger 
amount  in  the  future.  Consequently,  this  House 
has  to  make  up  the  balance  which  this  revenue  is 
insufficient  to  meet. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  In  that  case 
we  are  paying  about  $140,000  or  $150,000,  against 
$40,000  raised  in  the  Territories,  as  1  understand 
the  lion,  gentleman.  Now,  that  seems  altogether 
out  of  the  way  to  saddle  on  the  people  of  Canada. 
What  is  the  number  of  pupils  in  the  schools  the 
hon.  gentleman  has  under  his  control  ? 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  The  number  of  pupils,  ac¬ 
cording  to  last  return,  is  3,700. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  And  the  total 
cost  is  about  $200,000  ? 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  The  estimate  of  this  year 
will  be  $123,000. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  But  this  is  an 
addition. 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  It  is  an  addition  to  the 

$100,000. 

It  being  six  o’clock,  the  Committee  rose,  and  the 
Speaker  left  the  Chair. 

After  Recess. 

House  again  resolved  itself  into  Committee  of 
Supply. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  I  notice  that  the  Minister 
informs  us  that  there  are  3,700  pupils  in  the  North- 
West  and  that  we  spent  on  them  last  year  nearly 
$170,000.  That  would  be  an  average  of  a  little 
over  $45  per  head  for  every  pupil  in  the  North- 
West.  Can  the  Minister  explain  how  we  spend  so 
much  as  this  ? 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  I  cannot  understand  how  the 
hon.  gentleman  makes  the  amount  $170,000 ;  it 
was  only  $100,000  last  year. 
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Mr.  McMULLEN.  What  are  the  number  of 
school  inspectors  in  the  North-West  ? 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  At  present  there  are  but  four, 
but  previous  to  the  last  meeting  of  the  Assembly 
there  were  two  permanent  inspectors  at  a  fixed 
salary  of  $500  a  year  and  travelling  expenses,  and 
others  were  appointed  temporarily  and  paid  so  much 
for  inspecting  each  school  in  the  outlying  districts. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  Are  the  salaries  paid  by  the 
Dominion,  or  do  the  Territories  contribute  a  por¬ 
tion  ? 

Mr.  DEWDNEY".  In  the  vote  for  the  North- 
West  Government  is  included  the  expenses  for  the 
schools,  teachers’  salaries,  expenses  of  Board  of 
Education,  and  inspectors’  travelling  expenses. 
The  teachers  are  engaged  by  the  trustees  of  different 
school  districts,  and  formerly  we  paid  75  per  cent  of 
their  salaries,  and  the  school  districts  pay  the  balance. 
In  some  districts  large  and  expensive  schools  have 
been  built  by  the  trustees  of  the  school  districts. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  Are  the  inspectors  required 
to  hold  a  certificate  of  qualification  ? 

Mr.  DEWDNEY7.  They  are  experienced  men 
and  hold  a  very  high  class  certificate.  Very  great 
care  is  taken  in  their  selection,  and  I  think  nearly 
all  of  them  held  similar  positions  in  Ontario  before 
they  went  to  the  North-West.  The  teachers  have 
to  hold  certificates  similar  to  those  in  Ontario. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  Suppose  a  man  is  up  there 
and  has  no  certificate,  how  does  he  obtain  one  ? 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  There  is  a  board  of  examiners 
to  examine  and  icsue  certifiates  in  the  North-West 
Territories. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  Is  the  average  attendance 
at  the  schools  increasing  ? 

Mr.  DEWDNEY7.  It  is  increasing  so  rapidly 
that  it  is  difficult  to  get  school  house  accommoda¬ 
tion.  The  average  allowed  under  the  school  or¬ 
dinance  of  the  North-West  Territories  is  very  low, 
and  as  it  has  brought  about  a  very  large  number  of 
schools,  I  believe  they  propose  to  increase  it.  It 
is  very  clear  that  the  low  average  of  five,  as  at 
present  in  a  school  district,  would  be  a  very  great 
burden  on  the  people  of  the  Territories,  and  they 
have  been  told,  and  I  think  they  appreciate  it, 
that  they  will  be  expected  to  help  themselves  in 
that  respect  more  than  they  did  before. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  desire  that  every  facility 
should  be  given  to  secure  education  for  settlers 
going  in  there,  but  I  think  the  Government 
should  be  very  careful  in  the  establishment  of 
schools  where  there  are  not  sufficient  inhabitants 
to  warrant  them.  Are  the  schools  in  Calgary,  for 
instance,  under  the  Dominion  Government  ? 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  They  are  under  the  school 
ordinance  of  the  North-West.  There  are  public 
schools,  and  I  think  union  schools  in  Calgary. 
They  have  one  large  school  with  four  or  five  first- 
class  teachers  and  some  three  or  four  hundred 
children. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  What  proportion  of  the 
sum  expended  in  Calgary  do  the  teachers  contri¬ 
bute  to  the  schools  ? 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  Heretofore  it  has  been  about 
25  per  cent  of  rlie  salaries. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  think  that  in  a  place  like 
Calgary,  with  a  school  population  as  large  as  they 
Mr.  Dewdney. 


must  have  now,  some  change  should  be  made  in 
order  to  call  upon  these  people  to  pay  more  for  the 
education  of  their  children  than  25  per  cent.  In 
Ontario  the  people  have  got  to  pay  at  least  75  per 
cent,  for  their  schools.  On  what  principle  can  you 
ask  the  people  of  the  older  provinces,  who  are 
educating  their  children  out  of  their  own  pockets, 
to  contribute  all  but  25  per  cent  of  the  cost  of 
education  in  a  place  like  Calgary  ?  I  think  the 
Act  should  be  amended  to  require  the  people  in 
such  a  place  to  contribute  more  than  they  do  at 
present. 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  I  concur  in  a  great  deal  of 
what  the  hon.  gentleman  has  said.  But  it  is  very 
difficult  to  make  different  provision  for  different 
localities,  as  they  are  all  under  the  same  ordinance. 
I  may  state  that  the  Legislative  Assembly,  at  its 
last  meeting,  reduced  the  expenditure  about  20 
per  cent,  which  means  that  in  future  the  people 
will  pay  45  per  cent  of  the  cost. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  think  that  wherever  the 
population  is  sufficiently  dense  to  secure  a  fair 
school  attendance,  the  amount  contributed  by  the 
Government  should  be  proportionately  diminished. 
I  am  glad  that  the  North-West  Council  has  taken 
a  step  in  the  right  direction,  but  I  think  they 
should  be  asked  to  go  further  still. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  understood 
the  Minister  to  say  that  the  total  mumber  of 
scholars  was  3,700.  Now,  it  does  appear  to  me 
that  to  pay  $126,000  out  of  our  resourcesand$40,000 
out  of  the  revenue  of  the  country  for  the  education 
of  3,700  children  is  altogether  out  of  proportion 
and  requires  further  explanation.  $40  per  child 
does  seem  excessive,  wholly  irrespective  of  the 
proportion  we  pay. 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  As  I  said  before,  this  matter 
has  been  debated  in  the  House  on  previous  occa¬ 
sions,  and  the  Government  have  explained  that  in 
the  early  days  of  the  North-West  it  is  necessary 
to  grant  more  assistance  than  can  be  expected 
when  the  country  becomes  more  settled  and  the 
people  more  prosperous.  We  also  stated  that  this 
assistance  to  education  has  a  very  good  effect  in  the 
North-West,  and  has  done  more  than  anything  else 
that  I  know  of  to  make  the  people  content  with  the 
country.  There  is  hardly  a  district  or  township 
having  any  settlement  at  all  which  is  not  able  to 
have  a  school  within  reach  of  the  settlers.  They 
have  not  only  contributed  about  25  per  cent  of  the 
salaries,  but  have  taxed  themselves  for  the  building 
of  school  houses,  and  in  some  cases  for  the’  sites. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  do  not  object 
to  a  very  handsome  allowance  for  the  purpose  of 
educating  children  in  the  North-West,  but  $40  per 
head  seems  to  be  out  of  all  reasonable  proportion. 
What  are  the  average  salaries  paid  and  the  average 
attendance  at  these  schools  ? 

Mr.  DEWDNEY7.  The  average  salaries  have 
been  admittedly  very  much  larger  in  proportion 
than  the  salaries  in  the  older  provinces.  The 
school  ordinance  allowed  the  salaries  to  be  paid 
according  to  the  certificates.  Some  instances  were 
brought  to  the  notice  of  the  Assembly  where  first- 
class  teachers  were  attached  to  small  country 
schools  and  getting  $700  or  $800  a  year.  That, 
however,  has  been  altered.  The  last  report  of  the 
Board  of  Education  shows  that  there  were  163 
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schools  with  an  average  attendance  varying  from 
six  to  seven  up  to  156.  The  present  ordinance 
allows  a  school  district  to  l>e  formed  in  a  locality 
where  there  are  five  children  of  school  age  ;  so  that 
under  it,  it  is  possible  for  a  large  number  of  school 
districts  to  be  formed.  There  are  now  50  applica¬ 
tions  for  new  districts. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  find,  on  reference  to  page 
D-227  of  the  Auditor  General’s  Report,  that  the 
school  grant  at  Moose  Jaw  was  $2,104  ;  at  Prince 
Albert,  $3,148  ;  at  Regina,  $3,541  ;  at  Moosomin 
$2,666;  and  at  Calgary,  $3,680 — making  $15,140 
which  this  Dominion-  contributed  last  year  to 
these  five  schools,  while  the  people  of  the  older 
provinces  are  struggling  to  pay  for  the  education 
of  their  children  almost  entirely  out  of  their  own 
pockets.  It  seems  to  me  unjust  that  this  system 
should  be  allowed  to  continue. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  Where  are  the  head¬ 
quarters  of  the  Board  of  Education  in  the  North- 
West  ? 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  It  meets  at  stated  intervals 
at  Regina. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  What  is  the  annual  cost  of 
that  board  ? 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  The  members  of  the  board 
get  their  travelling  expenses,  which  I  fancy  is  all 
they  get.  They  may  get  a  daily  allowance  also. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  Some  of  them  must  travel 
a  considerable  distance,  because  their  travelling 
expenses  are  very  high.  Is  it  desirable  to  have 
them  so  far  removed  from  the  centre  ? 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  I  think  so.  One  lives  at 
Calgary  and  one  at  Moosomin  ;  these  are  the  most 
distant.  Two  of  the  judges  of  the  Supreme  Court 
are  on  the  board,  -Judge  Wetmore  and  Judge 
Rouleau. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  On  looking  at  the  Auditor 
General’s  Report  I  find  that  that  board  costs  $10,-- 
000  a  year.  It  appears  to  me  a  very  large  sum  to 
pay  for  that  purpose,  about  $10,000  for  the  Board 
of  Inspectors.  Those  who  conduct  the  examinations, 
and,  I  presume,  make  the  regulations,  seem  to  have 
different  grades  of  inspectors.  Some  are  paid  $20 
and  some  are  paid  $10.  I  notice  William  Rothwell 
is  down  on  the  Auditor  General’s  Report  as  inspect¬ 
ing  61  schools  at  $10  each,  $610;  expenses,  $396.40, 
and  on  account  of  services  and  travelling  $900  ;  so 
that  he  gets  nearly  $1,900.  How  long  does  it 
take  an  inspector  to  inspect  a  school  where  there 
are  five  children  ?  Do  they  get  $10  or  $20  for  such 
schools  ? 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  It  does  appear  strange 
that  we  should  have  to  pay  these  amounts.  They 
have  the  power  to  tax  themselves  in  the  North- 
West  for  school  purposes,  and  T  do  not  think  we 
have  public  schools  anywhere  but  in  the  North- 
West.  Have  we  any  in  British  Columbia  ? 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  No. 


Mr.  LANDERKIN.  We  have  heard  our  elo¬ 
quent  friend  describe  the  riches,  fertility  and  great 
producing  powers  of  the  North-West,  but  reading 
this,  you  would  think  that  the  people  up  there  are 
in  a  state  of  pauperdom.  I  understand  it  is  one  of  the 
richest  and  most  fertile  provinces  in  the  Dominion, 
and  those  who  havegone  there  have  gone  with  a  great 
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deal  of  wealth,  like  my  hon.  friend,  and  are  quite 
able  to  educate  their  children  without  drawing  on 
the  resources  of  the  Dominion.  If  they  are  not, 
they  should  draw  more  than  they  do  on  their  own 
province,  and  not  come  to  the  Dominion,  because 
if  they  have  a  right  to  claim  public  money  from  the 
Dominion,  there  is  no  other  province  which  has  not 
the  same  right,  and  the  other  provinces  will  exer¬ 
cise  that  right.  For  the  number  of  schools  out 
there,  it  appears  to  me  this  outlay  is  very  extrav¬ 
agant.  Certainly  some  economy  could  be  exercised 
in  this  matter  without  diminution  to  the  public  ser¬ 
vice  or  to  th  e  public  benefi  ts  to  t  h  e  people  of  the  Nor  t  h  - 
West.  It  appears  to  me  this  board  which  sits  five  or 
six  days  in  the  year,  have  taken  something  in  the 
neighbourhood  of  $10,000  from  this  service.  Here 
is  a  teacher  who  enjoys  a  salary  of  $1,800  a  year. 
In  a  public  school  in  Ontario,  or  anywhere  else,  I  do 
not  know  of  any  teacher  getting  that  salary.  1 
notice  that  the  travelling  expenses  of  the  board  are 
something  enormous.  No  doubt  they  have  good 
men  on  the  board,  but  their  travelling  expenses  are 
exceedingly  heavy.  Here  is  one  inspector  who  only 
got  $20  for  the  whole  year,  the  Rev.  A.  H.  Bigon- 
esse.  I  wonder  what  church  he  belongs  to.  J.  A. 
Blair  gets  $20  for  each  school ;  J.  A.  Costello  gets 
$20  each  school ;  the  Rev.  P.  Dommeau  gets  $20 
each  ;  the  Rev.  James  Flett  gets  $20  each  ;  the 
Rev.  D.  Gillies  gets  $20  each  ;  the  Rev.  D.  Graton 
gets  $20  each  ;  John  Hewgill  gets  $20  each,  and  so 
on.  That  does  appear  an  enormous  sum  to  pay 
for  inspecting  a  school,  particularly  if  it  has  only 
five  children.  They  would  have  to  make  an  inspec¬ 
tion  last  a  long  time  to  earn  that  amount  of  money. 
I  think  it  is  about  time  that  a  province  like  that,  a 
rapidly  growing  and  wealthy  province,  should  have 
a  spirit  of  independence  inculcated  among  its  people 
by  the  Government  and  should  assume  the  functions 
of  government  among  themselves.  The  time  has 
arrived  when  responsible  government  in  every 
form  should  be  given  the  North-West,  and  one  of 
the  first  functions  of  responsible  government  is  the 
education  of  their  own  children. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  On  looking  over  the  ex¬ 
penses  of  inspection,  I  find  it  amounts  to  $10,521.42. 
I  find,  also,  that  there  are  eleven  schools  in  the 
North-West,  supported  by  the  Government  at  an 
average  expense  of  $2,525.  I  do' think,  that  seeing 
the  North-West  have,  under  the  Act  passed  last 
session,  got  power  to  tax  themselves  for  school  pur¬ 
poses,  they  should  not  call  upon  the  people  of  this 
Dominion  to  continue  this  expensive  service. 
While,  of  course,  it  is  right  of  the  Government  to 
aid  schools  that  have  passed  a  certain  distance,  it 
is  an  imposition  upon  the  older  provinces  to  ask 
them  to  contribute  such  an  enormous  sum  to  schools 
in  towns  and  villages  of  the  dimensions  of  those 
mentioned  in  the  list  here,  and  I  hope  that  the 
Minister  will  find  it  his  duty  to  stop  this  drain  on 
the  Dominion  treasury  to  the  extent  now  existing 
for  the  support  of  schools  in  places  like  Calgary, 
Moose  Jaw,  Prince  Albert  and  other  such  places, 
which  have  large  populations,  whose  people  are 
doing  well.  As  the  hon.  member  for  South  Grey 
has  intimated,  that  country  should  be  in  a  position 
to  at  least  educate  their  children  proportionately 
well  as  the  other  provinces.  These  eleven  schools 
cost  the  country  $27,525  a  year,  while  the  people 
themselves  contribute  a  mere  pittance  towards 
them,  and  I  am  surprised  the  Government  have  in- 
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tin) cited  their  intention,  .as  they  have  by  this  vote, 
to  continue  this  system.  As  I  believe  this  is  now 
the  last  year,  I  would  like  to  know  if  it  is  the  in¬ 
tention  of  the  Government  during  this  session  to 
alter  the  law  so  as  to  cut  down  these  schools  ? 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  We  do  not  make  the  laws 
with  reference  to  the  schools.  The  North-West 
Territories  Act  gives  the  Legislative  Assembly  power 
to  legislate  with  regard  to  their  schools,  which 
they  have  done,  and  in  accordance  with  the  ordin¬ 
ances  they  pay  the  cost  of  the  teachers  and  other 
expenses  entailed  by  the  ordinances,  and  we  vote 
the  money  every  year.  Mr.  Haultain,  the  leader  of 
the  House,  is  in  Ottawa,  and  is  in  connection  with 
the  Government  on  the  subject  of  what  provision  we 
shall  make  in  the  future  and  what  changes  we 
shall  make  with  reference  to  the  grant  of  sums  for 
the  North-West  Territories,  and  after  the  30th  of 
June  the  matter  will  be  in  a  better  position.  The 
Legislative  Assembly  themselves  will  then  be  respon¬ 
sible  for  the  expenditure  on  the  schools,  and  will 
have  to  cut  their  coat  according  to  their  cloth,  and 
I  know  they  are  sufficiently  alive  to  see  that  those 
large  expenditures  cannot  be  continued. 

Mr.  McMULLEN  Ill  Ontario,  I  think,  a  school 
is  to  be  for  every  six  miles  square  or  less.  I  think, 
when  there  is  a  population  in  the  North-West  in 
any  particular  place  sufficient  to  support  a  school, 
say  with  30  boys,  the  Government  should  withdraw 
any  aid  unless  it  is  granted  on  the  school  system 
of  Ontario.  If  they  adopted  that  system,  when 
towns  and  villages  were  settled,  we  would  not  be 
called  upon  to  contribute  .$26,700.  I  think  it  is  an 
injustice. 

Mr.  DAVIN.  I  rather  think  that  my  hon. 
friends  are  under  a  complete  misconception  as  to 
the  merits  of  the  question  they  are  presuming  to 
discuss.  My  hon.  friend  from  Wellington  (Mr. 
McMullen)  talks  indignantly  as  though  some  wrong 
was  done  to  the  other  provinces  by  the  amount 
that  is  paid  for  schools  in  the  North-West.  Now, 
Sir,  in  the  North-West,  as  it  happens,  if  you  take 
the  population  and  make  a  calculation  on  the  basis 
on  which  money  is  paid  by  the  Dominion  to  other 
provinces,  we  are  entitled  to  about  $100,000  more 
than  we  get. 

An  hon.  MEM.BER.  Bosh! 

Mr.  DAVIN.  My  hon.  friend  says  “bosh,” 
but  it  is  a  fact,  and,  if  the  people  of  the  North- 
West  wish  to  spend  the  money  they  are  entitled 
to  on  schools,  that  is  their  business,  but  the  fact  is 
that  in  the  past  you  could  not  have  established 
the  school  system,  the  most  efficient  school  system 
we  have  in  the  North-West,  without  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  those  Territories  paying  a  large  percent¬ 
age  of  the  cost.  You  had  to  establish  schools  in 
sparsely-settled  districts,  at  a  distance  from  the 
centres  of  population,  and  it  was  only  by  assist¬ 
ance  from  the  Government  that  you  could  get 
teachers  to  go  there.  When  letters  from  Europe 
come  to  us  asking  about  the  advantages  to  be 
found  in  the  Territories,  we  always  find  that  ques¬ 
tions  are  asked  as  to  what  religious  advantages 
and  what  school  advantages  are  to  be  found  there, 
and  it  has  been  of  great  value  to  the  settlement  of 
the  North-West  that  we  have  been  able  to  show  that 
in  every  place  where  a  population  has  gone  in, 
there  was  the  schoolmaster.  My  hon.  friend  from 
Wellington  (Mr.  McMullen)  points  to  Moose  Jaw, 
Mr,  McMullen. 


he  points  to  Calgary,  and  he  points  to  Regina.  In 
both  Moose  Jaw  and  Regina  the  Government  own 
half  the  town  site,  and  from  the  increment  of 
value,  from  the  increase  in  the  value  of  the  prop¬ 
erty  of  the  Government  in  consequence  of  the 
improvements  made  in  these  towns  by  the  peo¬ 
ple,  the  people  cannot  get  any  advantage.  We 
cannot  tax  the  property  of  the  Government.  What 
we  get  now  is  but  a  fraction  of  what  the  North- 
West  is  entitled  to,  and  in  no  better  way  could 
this  money  be  spent  properly  than  in  aiding  schools. 
My  hon.  friend  from  Grey  (Mr.  Landerkin)  and 
my  hon.  friend  from  Wellington  (Mr.  McMullen) 
are  taking,  in  regard  to  this  question,  the  same 
attitude  that  they  have  taken  in  respect  to  other 
matters.  They  forget  that  the  money  they  are 
voting  is  money  which,  if  we  had  full  responsible 
government  in  the  North-West,  the  Local  Govern¬ 
ment  would  deal  with.  Suppose  the  Local  Gov¬ 
ernment  of  Ontario,  out  of  its  own  funds,  were  to 
give,  instead  of  what  it  now  gives  in  aid  of  schools, 
30  per  cent  more,  what  would  that  be  to  this 
House  ?  It  would  be  the  money  of  the  people  of 
this  province,  as  it  would  in  the  Province  of  Que¬ 
bec,  or  New  Brunswick,  or  Nova  Scotia,  as  the 
case  may  be.  We  do  not,  in  the  North-V  est,  ad¬ 
minister  our  lands,  but  this  Government  adminis¬ 
ters  them,  and  I  say  we  are  getting  less  by  about 
50  per  cent  than  we  are  entitled  to,  and  I  do 
not  think  the  money  can  be  spent  in  a  more  fruit¬ 
ful  way,  or  one  more  calculated  to  attract  immi¬ 
grants,  than  in  its  expenditure  upon  schools. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  Ever  since  it  has  become 
the  hon.  gentleman’s  privilege  to  sit  in  this  House, 
he  has  been  a  pronounced  advocate  of  the  expendi¬ 
ture  of  any  money  in  the  North-West,  no  matter 
for  what.  If  it  were  for  the  purpose  of  boring 
wells  or  for  any  other  purpose,  my  hon.  friend  ad¬ 
vocates  the  expenditure,  and  speaks  so  that  you 
would  imagine  that  this  Dominion  was  living  on 
the  bounties  supplied  by  the  North-West.  I  think 
the  trend  has  been  all  the  other  way  and  that  the 
North-West  owes  the  Dominion  at  least  one  hund¬ 
red  millions  of  money. 

Mr.  DAVIN.  Not  one  cent. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  challenge  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  to  show  that.  Money  has  been  lavishly  spent 
there,  and  it  is  absurd  to  hear  any  hon.  gentleman 
say  that  the  North-West  is  not  receiving  fair  treat¬ 
ment  from  the  Dominion  treasury.  Every  man  on 
each  side  of  the  House,  who  has  any  thought  of  his 
home  and  his  family,  will  say  that  it  is  absurd  for 
us  to  expend  $27,000  in  order  to  support  eleven 
schools  in  districts  in  the  North-West  where  they 
are  quite  as  capable  of  supporting  these  schools  as 
we  are  in  any  of  the  older  provinces.  The  hon. 
gentleman  speaks  very  loudly,  but  his  speech,  when 
it  is  pricked,  is  shown  to  be  nothing  but  wind. 

Mr.  DEVLIN.  (Translation.)  I  believe  that 
my  hon.  friend  at  my  left  (Mr.  McMullen)  is  in 
error  with  regard  to  this  question  of  public  instruc¬ 
tion  in  the  North  West  Territories.  We  have 
discussed  this  question  before,  and  many  times.  I 
can  say  to  my  hon.  friend  that  I  agree  with  him 
when  he  says  that  certain  amounts,  even  large 
amounts,  have  been  spent  for  the  North-West. 
That  is  not  to  be  denied.  This  money  has  been 
!  spent  on  material  interests  ;  for  we  have  built  at 
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immense  cost,  as  you  know,  that  great  railway 
called  the  Canadian  Pacific.  The  Parliament  of 
Canada  has  voted  millions  for  its  construction. 

Mr.  DAVIN.  Who  gave  the  land  ? 

Mr.  DEVLIN.  (Translation.)  I  think  that  the 
hon.  member  did  not  fully  understand  what  1  just 
said,  for  I  am  advocating  as  much  as  it  is  in  my 
power  to  do  so,  the  cause  he  so  devotedly  pleaded 
himself  a  few  moments  ago.  When  it  is  claimed 
that  extraordinary  sacrifices  have  not  been  made 
for  the  North-West,  it  is  a  mistake.  Those  who 
like  my  hon.  friend  for  Assiniboia  (Mr.  Davin)  have 
gone  to  the  North-West,  have  made  heavy  sacrifices; 
they  have  left  countries  already  settled,  and 
enjoying  all  the  advantages"of  civilization  ;  full  of 
courage,  and  moved  by  a  feeling  of  patriotism,  they 
have  turned  their  steps  towards  that  new  land,  and 
I  have  no  doubt  that  they  often  found  in  their  path 
difficulties  hard  to  overcome  ;  but  they  manfully 
met  those  obstacles,  and  happily  succeeded  in 
surmounting  them.  My  bon.  friend  the  member 
for  Assiniboia  (Mr.  Davin)  was  one  of  those  brave 
pioneers,  and  already  his  efforts  and  his  merits 
have  been  recognized  by  the  whole  coufitry,  since 
he,  a  settler,  has  come  back  as  a  member  of  this 
House  for  the  North-West.  Mr.  Chairman,  you 
will  allow  me  to  say  that  I  consider  it  as  judici¬ 
ous  to  authorize  the  expenditure  of  money  now 
proposed.  And  why  ?  Because  this  money  is  in¬ 
tended  to  help  educational  institutions,  both 
Catholic  and  Protestant  ;  and  we  see  that  in  the 
past,  it  was  distributed  in  proportion  to  the  popu¬ 
lation.  It  is  just  and  right  that  we  help  those 
who  have  gone  and  settled  in  the  North-West, 
because  they  need  our  help  more  than  any.  We 
spend  money,  Mr.  Chairman,  for  ports  and  harbours 
in  Nova  Scotia  and  Prince  Edward  Island;  for  ob¬ 
jects  much  less  important  than  that  of  the  present 
vote,  in  all  parts  of  Canada  ;  and  it  is  claimed  that 
we  should  reduce  the  little  money  allotted  to  an 
object  as  noble  as  that  of  education  !  Would  the 
Dominion  be  the  poorer  for  this  expenditure  ?  Not 
at  all.  I  therefore  approve  the  remarks  of  the  hon. 
member  for  Assiniboia  (Mr.  Davin),  and  I  regret 
not  to  to  be  able  to  share  the  opinion  of  my  hon. 
friend  at  my  left  (Mr.  McMullen).  I  most  cordially 
approve  the  expenditure  which  is  now  under 
discussion,  for  I  regard  it  as  in  the  public  interest, 
for  the  general  good,  for  the  noblest  cause  which 
can  occupy  the  attention  of  a  country — that  of  the 
education  of  its  children. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  I  wish  to  make  some  enqui¬ 
ries  of  the  Minister  with  regard  to  the  character  of 
those  schools  aided  by  the  Government  of  the 
North-West ;  to  what  extent  these  schools  are 
denominational,  whether  the  Government  uses 
public  funds  in  aiding  schools  of  a  strictly  sectarian 
and  denominational  character  ? 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  According  to  the  report  I 
hold  in  my  hands,  which  is  the  latest  I  have,  there 
are  162  public  schools,  27  Roman  Catholic  public 
schools,  and  11  Roman  Catholic  separate  schools. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  I  notice  on  page  228-D  of  the 
Auditor  General’s  Report,  that  the  grants  to  schools, 
Protestant  special,  are  put  down  at  $833 ;  that 
grants  to  the  amount  of  $16,740  are  given  to  Cath¬ 
olic  public  schools  ;  that  grants,  in  round  numbers, 
to  the  amount  of  $10,000  are  given  to  Catholic 


separate  schools,  and  grants  to  the  extent  of  $3,000 
are  given  to  Catholic  schools  special.  Now,  it 
would  seem  that  the  disproportion  of  grants  to 
Catholic  schools  is  very  great,  and  that  a  very 
small  sum  has  been  granted  to  Protestant  special 
schools,  and  a  very  large  sum  to  Catholic  separate 
schools,  to  Catholic  special  schools  and  to  Catholic 
public  schools.  Now,  I  do  not  know  to  what  ex¬ 
tent  the  Government  pursues  its  policy  of  giving 
grants  to  denominational  schools,  but  I  doubt  very 
much  whether  their  policy  is  a  wise  one.  I  do  not 
think  the  Government  should  take  the  responsibil¬ 
ity  of  making  large  grants  to  sectarian  schools,  if 
it  is  to  aid  schools  in  the  North-West  at  all.  The 
position  the  Government  ought  to  take,  if  it  is  to 
aid  education  at  all  in  the  North-West,  is  to  aid 
public  schools,  without  taking  the  responsibility  of 
establishing  and  maintaining  separate  schools  of 
any  character  whatever. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  The  hon.  member  for  As¬ 
siniboia  (Mr.  Davin)  did  me  injustice  in  saying  that 
I  opposed  everything  that  was  for  the  benefit  of 
the  North-West.  On  the  contrary,  every  well- 
considered  measure  tending  to  develop  the  North 
West  has  always  had  my  hearty  consideration  and 
support.  .1  do  not  criticise  these  items  in  reference 
to  the  schools  in  the  North-West,  with  any  ill-will 
towards  the  North-West,  because  in  the  North- 
West  I  have  many  of  my  best  friends,  and  I  am  as 
anxious  to  make  the  North-West  prosperous  and 
flourishing  as  I  am  any  other  portion  of  the  Do¬ 
minion.  My  criticisms  were  made  in  the  interest 
of  the  North-West,  and  I  believe  in  the  interest  of 
the  whole  Dominion.  I  think  the  policy  of  the 
Government  in  reference  to  these  schools  is  calcu¬ 
lated  to  sow  disaster  and  discontent,  and  enmities 
in  the  different  provinces.  I  wish  my  hon.  friend 
would  rise  above  parish  politics  when  dealing  with 
these  public  questions. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  The  hon.  Minister  ought 
to  explain  these  payments  made  to  inspectors.  As 
the  hon.  member  for  Grey  (Mr.  Landerkin)  men¬ 
tioned,  one  inspector  gets  $20  a  year,  others  get  $10 
for  each  school,  and  others  get  $20  for  each  school. 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  All  these  salaries  and  re¬ 
munerations  are  fixed  by  the  Board  of  Education 
under  the  ordinance  of  the  North-West  Territories, 
and  we  have  nothing  to  do  with  them.  We  give 
them  a  lump  sum,  and  they  expend  it  as  they  please. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  How  many  times  are  these 
schools  inspected  each  year  ? 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  I  think  only  once  each  year. 

To  refund  to  the  legal  representatives 
of  the  late  Hon.  J.  (x.  Ross  the 
amount  paid  by  him  for  timber 
berth  “  B,”  on  the  Bow  River,  in 
the  District  of  Alberta,  this  berth 
being  situated  in  the  Rocky  Moun¬ 
tains  Park  of  Canada . . .  $4,050 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  This  was  a  timber  license  ob¬ 
tained  by  the  late  Hon.  ,T.  G.  Ross,  by  competition, 
in  the  year  1883,  for  which  he  paid  the  sum  of 
$4,050.  Subsequently  legislation  took  place  which 
covered  a  portion  of  the  license,  and  in  1887  the 
whole  of  this  limit  was  covered  by  the  Banff  Park. 
He  never  cut  a  stick  of  timber  on  this  license,  either 
before  or  after  the  legislation  declaring  it  a  public 
park.  Before  he  died  he  made  application  for  a 
refund,  and  the  subject  was  under  the  consideration 
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of  the  Government  when  he  died.  Subsequently 
the  heirs  applied  for  it,  and  this  is  to  repay  the 
amount. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  How  along  ago  was  this 
right  acquired  ? 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  In  1883. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  Why  was  it  not  settled 
before  ? 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  He  never  made  application 
until  a  short  time  before  his  death,  and  after  he 
died,  it  was  sometime  before  the  executors  came  to 
see  us  about  it. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  Is  the  Minister  able  to  say 
that  the  purchase  was  worth  the  money  that  was 
paid  for  it  ? 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  I  think  it  was  a  very  good 
limit.  The  Auclair  Lumber  Company  paid  a  larger 
amount  for  a  limit  alongside  of  the  park. 

To  pay  Dr.  A.  Jukes  for  medical  ser¬ 
vices  in  connection  with  prisoners 
and  lunatics  confined  in  the  guard 
room  at  Regina,  N.W.T.,  from  1st 
July,  1890,  to  30th  June,  1892 .  $200 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  How  large  a  number  of  pri¬ 
soners  and  lunatics  were  confined  at  this'  place  ? 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  I  am  sorry  to  say  a  great 
number.  A  great  number  of  lunatics  are  brought 
there,  and  after  remaining  a  short  time,  are  trans¬ 
ferred  to  the  Lunatic  Asylum  in  Manitoba.  I  can¬ 
not  say  the  exact  number,  but  a  larger  number  than 
people  have  any  idea  of. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  Dr.  Jukes  is  the  chief 
surgeon  of  the  North-West  Mounted  Police,  for 
which  he  gets  a  pretty  stiff  salary,  and  why  should 
he  get  this  extra  amount  ?  It  is  just  carrying  out 
the  system  that  is  growing  every  year,  of  giving  an 
officer,  having  regular  duties  to  perform  with  a 
salary  attached  thereto,  other  duties  to  perform 
and  paying  him  a  second  salary. 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  It  has  always  been  considered 
extra  work.  He  has  previous  to  this  received  .$100 
a  year  for  several  years.  His  salary  is  $1,400. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  Are  there  any  extra  allow¬ 
ances  to  Dr.  Jukes  besides  this  extra  $200  ? 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  No. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  This  is  another  item  of  the 
number  which  I  have  drawn  the  attention  of  the 
committee  to  where  it  is  entirely  wrongthat  salaried 
officers  of  the  Crown  receiving  good  sums  annually 
for  their  services,  should  be  paid  extra  for  some 
little  duties  they  discharge.  Dr.  Jukes  has  $1,400 
a  year  and  his  travelling  expenses,  and  I  believe  a 
residence  at  Regina,  and  the  country  should  not 
be  called  upon  to  pay  him  $200  extra  for  some  little 
services  performed  by  him  outside  of  the  ordinary 
routine  of  his  duty.  I  am  sure  that  the  Minister, 
if  he  had  a  servant  in  his  employ  who  did  a  few 
little  chores  for  him  outside  of  the  ordinary  routine, 
would  not  pay  him  double  wages  for  that.  Why 
should  we  do  with  the  money  of  the  country  what 
we  would  not  do  with  our  own  money  ?  This  sys¬ 
tem  is  growing  worse  every  year,  and  we  have  now 
four  or  five  hundred  salaried  officers  throughout 
the  Dominion  drawing  extra  pay  in  addition  to  the 
comfortable  salaries  they  receive.  Here  is  Dr. 
Jukes  drawing  a  comfortable  salary,  doing  little 
or  nothing,  living  as  he  is  at  the  expense  of  the 
Mr.  Dewdney. 


Government,  and  simply  because  he  is  asked  to 
perform  a  little  service  in  connection  with  Regina 
gaol  he  asks  $200  extra,  and  it  is  sanctioned  by  the 
Government. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  Is  there  any  regular 
physician  paid  for  attending  prisoners  in  the  Regina 
gaol  ? 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  No. 

Amount  required  to  meet  expenditure  of 
Civil  Service  Commission.  (Authority 
is  hereby  given  to  pay  members  of  the 
Civil  Service  for  services  in  connection 
with  this  Commission,  notwithstanding 
anything  in  the  Civil  Service  Act  to  the 
contrary.) . $2,000 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  What  are  the  particulars 
in  regard  to  this  vote  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  The  work  of  that 
Commission  has  been  proceeding  during  the  last 
two  or  three  months,  and  will  be  finished,  and  the 
report  laid  before  Parliament  before  the  end  of  the 
financial  year.  Some  of  the  persons  connected  with 
it  in  one  way  or  another  are  in  the  Civil  Service. 
One  of  the,  commissioners  is  a  member  of  the  Civil 
Service,  and  without  the  authority  of  Parliament 
it  would  be  impossible  to  make  any  allowance  to 
him.  The  vote  is  taken  in  order  to  provide  for 
the  expenses  attending  the  Commission  and  the 
printing  of  the  report  and  evidence.  The  evidence 
is  now  in  the  Printing  Bureau,  and  part  of  it  has 
now  already  been  printed. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  Does  the  sum  include  any 
allowance  to  salaried  officers  of  the  Crown  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  The  Deputy  Minister 
of  Finance  is  a  member  of  the  Commission,  and 
there  may  be  one  or  two  employed  in  inferior 
capacities,  such  as  reporting  and  matters  of  that 
kind. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  What  is  the  Deputy  Minister 
of  Finance  to  get  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  The  amount*  is  not 
fixed  yet. 

Mr.  CASEY.  There  are  two  objections  to  the 
plan  of  employing  civil  servants  in  this  capacity, 
and  paying  them  extra  salaries.  In  the  first  place,  to 
obtain  an  impartial  review  of  the  condition  of  the 
Civil  Service  at  the  present  time,  you  ought  to 
have  commissioners  who  are  not  connected  with 
it,  who  have  none  of  its  prejudices,  and  who  have 
not  red  tape  on  the  brain.  I  do  not  say  that  this 
particular  commissioner  has,  but  when  a  civil 
servant  has  been  in  office  for  a  long  time,  he 
generally  comes  to  regard  matters  connected  with 
the  service  from  a  Civil  Service  standpoint.  What 
we  ought  to  have  is  an  impartial  investigation  by 
gentlemen  totally  disconnected  with  this  service. 
In  the  second  place,  I  hold  that  all  of  a  civil 
servant’s  time  belongs  to  the  Government,  and  it 
does  not  matter  whether  he  employs  that  time  in 
the  duties  of  his  office,  or  in  some  other  duties,  he 
should  not  be  paid  extra  for  such  service.  I  would 
like  the  Minister  to  tell  us  what  points  this  Com¬ 
mission  particularly  investigated,  whether  they 
have  been  taking  simply  the  evidence  of  heads  of 
departments,  or  examining  clerks  and  subordinate 
members  of  the  Civil  Service  apart  from  their 
superior  officers.  I  would  ask  the  hon.  gentleman 
to  give  us  a  resume  of  the  method  employed  by  the 
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Commission.  I  suppose  that  when  the  evidence  is 
printed  the  report  will  be  laid  on  the  Table  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  The  evidence  will  not 
be  laid  on  the  Table  until  the  report  is  made  ;  the 
report  Will  be  made  when  the  evidence  is  printed. 

Mr.  CASEY.  Surely  the  Commissioners  who 
have  heard  the  evidence  are  in  a  position  to  write 
a  report  of  any  kind.  I  would  like  the  lion,  gen¬ 
tleman  to  give  me  the  particulars  in  regard  to  the 
mode  in  which  the  evidence  was  taken. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  As  regards  the  appoint¬ 
ment  of  Mr.  Courtney  on  the  Commission,  I  think 
that  the  greatest  possible  advantages  are  to  be 
derived  from  his  knowledge  of  the  Civil  Service. 
Granting  all  that  the  lion,  gentleman  has  said  in 
favour  of  the  impartiality  of  those  who  are  to  make 
an  enquiry  of  this  kind,  it  is  important  that  they 
should  bring  to  their  duties  a  thorough  knowledge 
of  the  matters  they  are  going  to  investigate. 
Mr.  Courtney  has  not  only  had  that  knowledge 
from  his  long  experience  as  deputy  head  in  one  of 
the  most  important  departments,  but  his  connection 
with  the  Treasury  Board  in  which  he  has  more  or 
less  supervision  over  all  appointments,  and  over  the 
theoretical  organization  of  the  departments,  lias 
given  him  a  knowledge  which  is  very  complete 
and  thorough  in  each  department,  in  reference  to 
the  financial  interests  which  are  connected  with 
the  Civil  Service,  and  which  is  one  of  the  most 
important  considerations  involved.  The  Commis¬ 
sioners  proceeded  in  the  first  place  by  propound¬ 
ing  in  writing  to  deputy  heads  a  series  of  ques¬ 
tions,  going  over  nearly  the  whole  of  the  subject 
embraced  in  the  enquiry,  searching  into  the 
sufficiency  of  the  theoretical  organizations  of  each 
department,  and  the  over-manning  of  the  depart¬ 
ments,  if  such  should  be  found  to  exist  anywhere  ; 
also  questions  calculated  to  elicit  any  suggestions 
the  deputy  heads  might  be  in  a  position  to  give 
in  reference  to  the  service.  They  also  .  held  a 
number  of  sittings  at  which  the  deputy  heads 
were  examined  in  pursuance  -of  their  answers 
to  these  questions,  and  examined  at  large  on  any 
other  points  that  might  suggest  themselves  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  work  of  the  departments  or  other¬ 
wise.  I  understand  that  evidence  was  sought  for 
and  obtained  as  well  from  other  employes  in 
the  Civil  Service.  In  addition,  the  Commissioners 
themselves  visited  every  department  of  the  service 
for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining,  as  well  as  they 
could  by  personal  observation,  the  mode  in  which 
the  work  was  conducted,  the  classification  of  the 
clerks,  and  the  necessity  which  might  exist  for 
the  number  of  clerks  they  found  there.  In  every 
way  I  think,  they  have  made  a  very  complete  and 
efficient  enquiry. 

Mr.  CASEY.  Only  in  respect  to  the  inside  ser¬ 
vice  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  That  is  all. 

Mr.  ARMSTRONG.  I  do  not  want  to  say  a 
single  word  against  Mr.  Courtney,  who  is  in  all 
probability  the  best  man  who  could  be  got  for  the 
performance  of  those  duties.  But  I  submit  that 
the  hon.  Minister  of  Justice  has  not  noticed  the 
point  raised  by  the  hon.  member  for  West  Elgin. 
A  man  who  accepts  a  position  in  the  Civil  Service  of 
Canada  is  paid  liberally  on  the  understanding  that 
his  salary  is  given  for  all  the  work  that  he  can  do 
for  the  country.  I  understand  that  Mr.  Courtney 


will  be  paid  his  salary  as  Deputy  Minister  during 
all  the  time  that  he  is  engaged  as  a  Civil  Service 
Commissioner.  Now,  it  is  utterly  impossible  that 
he  can  perform  the  duties  of  the  office  of  Deputy 
Minister  of  Finance  and  the  duties  of  a  commis¬ 
sioner  at  the  same  time,  and  I  ask  if  it  is  fair  to 
the  country  that  he  should  be  paid  his  salary  for 
work  that  he  does  not  do,  and  be  paid  another 
salary  for  work  that  he  does  do  ?  It  seems  to  me 
that  this  system  is  creeping  into  the  Civil  Service 
too  much.  In  the  investigation  held  last  session, 
we  found  that  men  were  shirking  their  regular 
work  in  order  to  do  work  for  which  they  were  paid 
extra.  Such  a  state  of  things  is  demoralising  to 
the  service  and  unjust  to  the  country. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  agree  with  the  hon. 
gentleman  so  far  as  the  mere  increase  of  the  duties 
of  a  man’s  office  is  concerned  ;  but  I  am  not  able 
to  agree  with  him  in  so  far  as  his  remarks  relate 
to  asking  an  officer  to  discharge  duties  entirely 
beyond  the  scope  of  the  office  which  he  holds. 
Mr.  Courtney  receives  his  salary  as  Deputy  Minis¬ 
ter  of  Finance  during  the  time  he  is  engaged  on 
the  Commission  ;  but  he  discharges  the  duties  of 
that  office  likewise.  The  Civil  Service  Commission 
has  added  very  largely  to  his  labours,  and  I  do  not 
think  we  shoidd  be  justified  in  asking  him  to  per¬ 
form  that  work,  which  is  entirely  beyond  the 
scope  of  his  duties  as  Deputy  Minister  of  Finance, 
without  remunerating  him  for  it. 

Grant  to  the  International  Education 
Association .  $2,000 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  What  is  this 
for  ? 

Mr.  BOW' ELL.  The  International  Educational 
Association  is  to  meet  in  Toronto  during  the  coming 
summer,  and  in  connection  with  it  a  large  number 
of  people  interested  in  educational  pursuits  are 
expected  to  visit  this  country.  Some  of  those 
interested  in  educational  pursuits  in  Canada  made 
application  to  the  Government  to  grant  a  small  sum 
to  assist  in  paying  the  expenses  which  will  be  in¬ 
curred  in  entertaining  those  people  wdien  they 
arrive  in  Toronto,  and  other  expenses  which  will 
attend  their  visit.  I  am  under  the  impression,  but 
I  speak  under  correction,  that  the  Ontario  Govern¬ 
ment  have  also  given  some  aid  to  the  same  object, 
as  has  also  the  city  of  Toronto.  The  object  of  the 
association  being  of  such  a  general  character,  and  a 
visit  of  educationists  of  this  character  being  ex¬ 
pected  to  result  advantageously  to  the  country,  the 
Government  thought  they  would  be  justified  in 
appropriating  this  small  sum  for  the  purpose  stated. 

Further  amount  for  the  International 
Customs  Bureau  at  Brussels . $50 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  What  is  the 
purpose  of  this  small  amount  ? 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  An  international  customs  bureau 
meets  annually  at  Brussels  to  consider  the  tariffs  of 
the  different  countries  which  contribute  towards 
its  support,  and  these  tariffs  are  printed  in  the  dif¬ 
ferent  languages  and  are  distributed  to  the  Govern¬ 
ments  of  the  contributing  countries.  Two  or  three 
years  ago  we  were  asked  for  one  hundred  pounds 
sterling  as  our  proportion  of  the  expenses,  and  the 
House  voted  $500.  The  association  was  not  formed 
in  the  first  year  for  which  the  appropriation  was 
taken,  and  we  find  that  $50  is  needed  in  addition 
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to  the  sum  we  have  paid  for  the  last  year.  We  do 
not  propose  to  give  any  more,  but  the  broken 
period  necessitates  the  payment  of  this  much  in 
order  that  we  may  keep  faith  with  those  interested. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  What  benefits  do  we  de¬ 
rive  from  this  expenditure  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  The  only  benefit  we  can  expect 
to  derive  is  to  be  furnished  annually  with  the 
tariffs  of  the  different  countries,  or  whenever  any 
changes  are  made  in  them,  we  in  return  supplying 
our  tariff,  so  that  merchants  exporting  to  this  coun¬ 
try  or  our  merchants  importing  from  other  coun¬ 
tries  or  exporting  to  them  will  know  what  duties 
will  have  to  be  paid.  I  think,  however,  that  the 
one  hundred  pounds  sterling  will  be  very  well  spent 
when  we  consider  that  we  are  so  often  called  on  to 
give  information  in  reference  to  the  tariff  of  almost 
every  country  in  the  world. 

Mr.  ARMSTRONG.  Do  they  publish  a  table 
of  the  tariffs  of  the  different  countries? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Yes,  and  in  the  different  lan¬ 
guages.  Those  sent  to  us  are  printed  in  English, 
but  in  some  cases  they  send  us  the  foreign  tariffs 
in  foreign  languages. 

To  provide  for  the  payment  of  a  gra¬ 
tuity  to  George  Craven,  heretofore  a 
warehouseman  in  Her  Majesty’s 
Customs  at  Montreal,  on  his  retire¬ 
ment  from  the  service  on  the  1st 
August,  1891,  as  per  terms  of  Order 
in  Council  of  the  21st  June,  1891 . $336  10 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  On  what  basis  is  this  sum 
arrived  at  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Mr.  Craven  has  been  in  the 
service  for  seven  and  one-third  years  at  a  salary  of 
$550.  His  age  is  54.  He  has  not  been  in  the 
service  long  enough  to  be  superannuated,  neither 
is  he  old  enough,  but  on  account  of  his  becoming 
nearly  blind  and  otherwise  physically  unfit — I  am 
now  reading  the  report  of  the  inspector — for  the 
performance  of  his  duties,  he  should  be  replaced 
by  some  active  member  of  the  staff.  In  fact  there 
was  another  member  of  the  staff  doing  the  duties 
which  he  would  have  performed  had  he  been  able. 
A  new  appointment  being  unnecessary,  it  was 
thought  in  the  interests  of  the  service  and  economy 
that  he  should  be  retired  on  the  payment  of  one 
month’s  salary  for  each  year  he  had  served.  If  the 
hon.  gentleman  will  look  at  the  Superannuation 
Act  he  will  find  a  provision  for  cases  of  this  kind. 
The  man  had  become  useless  as  an  official,  and  it 
was  thought,  under  the  circumstances,  he  was 
justly  entitled  to  the  gratuity  provided. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  notice  he  is  mentioned  as 
having  been  retired  under  the  provisions  of  the 
Superannuation  Act,  and  of  course,  under  the  cir¬ 
cumstances  mentioned  by  the  Minister  of  Customs, 
no  exception  can  be  taken. 

Excise — further  amount  required  for 
tobacco  stamps  owing  to  taking 
over  stock  of  the  British  American 
Bank  Note  Company  at  expiration 
of  contract . $17,070  68 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  This  was  taken  over  by  the 
department  because  the  contract  was  about  expir¬ 
ing.  Tenders  had  been  called  for  and  received, 
and  the  question  of  awarding  the  contract  was 
under  consideration — whether  it  should  be  awarded 
to  the  old  firm  or  a  new  one  ;  and  the  Finance  De¬ 
partment  advised  us  to  secure  these  stamps  in  case 
Mr.  Bowell. 


of  the  contract  going  to  some  other  person  and  our 
finding  ourselves  short.  These  stamps  are  avail¬ 
able,  though  of  course  the  amount  is  larger  than 
required  for  immediate  use,  but  we  did  this  to  pro¬ 
tect  the  service  against  being  taken  short,  and  to 
prevent  the  business  of  the  country  being  blocked 
through  want  of  stamps. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  Who  holds  the  contract 
now  ? 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  The  same  parties  who  had  it 
before,  but  we  could  not  tell  that  at  the  time  the 
tenders  were  being  considered.  We  were  not  then 
in  a  position,  nor  was  anybody  else,  to  say  to  whom 
the  contract  would  be  given.  A  new  contract  has 
however,  been  entered  into  with  the  same  parties, 
and  the  stamps  we  have  will  all  come  into  usfe, 
and  in  the  regular  Estimates  for  next  year  a  re¬ 
duction  will  be  made  on  account  of  this  item. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  When  was  the  stock 
taken  over  and  the  new  contract  let  ? 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  The  stock  was  taken  over  in 
November  or  December,  and  the  new  contract  was 
signed  quite  recently. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  How  long  will  these 
stamps  last  ? 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  The  $17,000  would  represent, 
perhaps,  a  nine  months’  supply,  but  of  course  these 
stamps  are  of  different  classes,  and  each  class  will 
be  used  according  to  the  demand.  Some  of  the 
stamps  may  last  through  a  year  while  other  portions 
will  be  exhausted  in  two  or  three  months,  and  in 
fact  some  of  them  are  exhausted  already^. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  When  the  contract  was 
originally  let,  did  not  the  '  contractors  run  the  risk 
of  having  the  stamps  left  on  their  hands  which  were 
not  required  by  the  Government  at  the  expiration 
of  the  contract  ?  It  appears  to  me  as  if  the  stamps 
were  taken  from  the  company  just  to  clean  up  their 
old  stock. 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  We  did  not  care  to  run  any’ 
risk  in  case  the  contract  went  to  another  company. 
In  such  an  event,  had  we  not  a  stock  on  hand,  they* 
could  make  us  pay  any  price  they  asked,  because 
we  could  not  carry  on  business  without  the  stamps, 
and  it  would  take  months  before  a  supply  could  be 
furnished  by  the  new  company. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  I  fancy  whoever  got  the 
contract  would  have  been  able  to  supply  the 
stamps  in  a  week. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  Not  for  three  months. 

Mr  PATERSON  (Brant).  Still  it  strikes  me 
that  an  arrangement  might  have  been  made  with 
the  parties  that,  provided  they  got  the  contract, 
they  would  wait  for  their  pay  for  these  stamps 
until  they  were  required,  or  take  them  back.  This 
would  prevent  the  Government  having  a  large 
stock  on  hand  which  they  do  not  at  present  need, 
and  for  which  they  have  to  pay  cash. 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  We  did  not  know  who  was 
likelyr  to  get  the  contract  at  all,  and  the  stock  in 
hand  is  not  excessive,  though  of  course  some  of 
the  stamps  may  last  a  whole  year.  The  regular 
Estimates  will  be  reduced  proportionately. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  Was  the  contract  let  to 
the  lowest  tenderer  ? 
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Mr.  COSTIGAN.  Yes.  I  speak  from  memory, 
but  am  quite  satisfied  the  cheapest  tender  was 
accepted. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  It  appears  to  me  a  very 
peculiar  proceeding  that  the  balance  of  an  old 
stock  of  stamps  should  have  been  taken  off.  the 
hands  of  those  contractors.  In  some  cases,  I  fancy, 
from  the  little  information  I  have  gathered,  certain 
classes  of  those  stamps  may  not  be  used  for  five 
years. 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  I  do  not  know  of  any  tha^ 
may  not  be  used  for  five  years.  I  have  stated  that 
there  was  not  the  same  demand  for  some  classes  as 
for  others,  and  that  some  may  run  over  the  whole 
year,  and  as  for  the  stamps  being  old,  you  might 
as  well  call  bank  bills  old  bills.  These  aire  the 
stamps  struck  off  for  next  year’s  business,  and  we 
secured  them  before  the  expiration  of  the  contract 
rather  than  wait  after  the  1st  of  July. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  What  I  gather  is  that  they 
were  virtually  the  fag  end  of  the  old  contract, 
or  the  stock-in-trade  that  remained  on  hand. 
These  stamps  are  supplied  the  Government  from 
year  to  year,  and  it  was  necessary  to  keep  lines  on 
hand  ;  but  in  some  of  the  lines  the  company  had 
quantities  altogether  in  excess  of  the  demand,  and 
the  Government,  by  taking  the  balance  of  their  old 
stock,  put  this  company  in  a  position  to  tender  at 
a  very  great  advantage  for  the  new  contract.  Of 
course  by  completely  straightening  up  the  old 
stock,  taking  stamps  that  may  not  be  used  for  two 
or  three  years,  and  paying  over  $17,000  for  that  old 
stock,  these  people  were  put  in  a  very  advantageous 
position  to  tender  for  the  new  contract. 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  not 
all  the  information.  Before  the  stamps  were  taken 
over,  we  made  an  investigation  in  regard  to  them, 
saw  that  they  were  correct,  and  then  they  were 
transferred  to  my  department.  There  was  no 
advantage  given  to  the  contractor  by  this  transac¬ 
tion,  because  the  instructions  to  take  them  over 
were  given  long  before  the  contract  was  made. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  But  the  Government  knew 
the  number  of  stamps  that  would  be  required  for 
one  or  two  or  three  months.  If  the  Government  did 
not  want  to  give  the  advantage  to  the  old  contrac¬ 
tor,  why  did  they  not  take  as  many  as  they  required 
for  that  time,  instead  of  purchasing  $17,000  worth 
of  stamps,  most  of  which  may  not  be  required  for 
four  or  five  years?  It  is  not  a  business  transaction, 
and  it  is  not  the  manner  in  which  any  business  man 
would  attend  to  his  own  business.  It  is  just  another 
instance  of  the  Government  favouring  some  of  their 
own  particular  friends.  It  is  a  parallel  case  to  that 
which  occurred  not  long  ago  when  the  Minister  of 
Agriculture  purchased  $2,000  of  old  newspapers 
from  a  gentleman  in  Montreal,  and  sent  them  to 
the  old  country  to  assist  immigration — old  news¬ 
papers,  pictures  and  poetry,  and  so  on.  It  is  an¬ 
other  job  similar  to  that.  The  Minister  of  Agri¬ 
culture  threw  away  $2,000  in  that  expenditure, 
and  the  Minister  of  Inland  Revenue  has  given  these 
contractors  a  great  advantage,  and  has  saddled  the 
•country  with  the  cost  of  $17,000  worth  of  stamps 
which  were  not  necessary  at  the  time,  and  many 
of  which  will  not  be  used  for  four  or  five  years.  I 
think  every  head  of  a  department  should  manage 
the  department  in  the  same  way  as  if  he  was  man¬ 
aging  his  own  business. 


Mr.  COSTIGAN.  I  cannot  allow  the  statement 
to  go  on  record  that  this  was  a  job,  or  that  $17,000 
worth  of  stamps  were  purchased  which  could  not 
be  used  for  five  years. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  I  did  not  say  that. 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  What  I  stated  was  that  the 
bulk  of  these  stamps  were  in  common  use,  though 
some  might  not  be  required  for  some  time.  There 
has  not  been  any  favouritism  in  this  matter,  and  if 
the  department  is  not  conducted  according  to  the 
common-sense  views  my  hon.  friend  thinks  it  ought 
to  be,  it  is  much  to  be  regretted  that  those  common- 
sense  views  have  not  prevailed  before  and  that  my 
hon.  friend  is  still  sitting  where  he  is. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  Did  you  take  over  the  whole 
of  these  stamps  from  the  previous  contractor  ? 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  Yes. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  Then  there  was  no  selection 
made  as  to  what  were  suitable  and  what  were  not 
suitable. 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  None  were  taken  over  but 
those  that  were  suitable. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  Were  any  stamps  left  on  the 
hands  of  the  contractor  ? 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  If  there  were  any  that  were 
not  suitable  they  were  left. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  Was  it  before  or  after  the 
contract  was  let  that  the  stamps  were  taken  over  ? 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  It  was  before  the  contract 
was  signed.  . 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  Was  it  before  the  tender 
was  received  ? 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  As  I  said  before,  it  was 
long  after  the  tenders  were  received. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  The  Minister  stated  that 
the  object  was  to  protect  the  Government  against 
the  chance  of  running  out  of  stamps.  Now  he 
says  it  was  after  the  tenders  were  received,  and 
when  they  might  accept  a  tender  at  any  moment 
that  the  stamps  were  taken  over. 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  No. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  When  was  it  ? 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  All  I  ask  the  hon.  gentleman 
is  that  he  will  not  use  his  own  words  and  say  that 
those  were  the  words  which  I  used.  I  said  the 
tenderer  had  no  advantage,  because  he  had  no 
knowledge  in  regard  to  this.  I  said  the  stamps 
were  taken  over  before  the  contract  was  awarded, 
because  we  could  not  be  placed  at  a  disadvantage. 
If  the  contract  had  been  awarded  to  the  higher 
tenderer,  the  hon.  gentleman  would  have  been  the 
first  to  complain. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  We  do  not  deny  that  the 
Government  did  right  in  accepting  the  lowest  ten¬ 
der,  but  the  committee  were  led  to  believe  in  the 
first  place  that  the  Government  took  these  stamps 
because  they  thought  they  might  run  out  of  stamps, 
and  then  the  hon.  gentleman  admits  that  tenders 
were  asked  for  and  received  before  the  Government 
took  over  these  stamps.  Why  was  it  necessary  to 
take  over  $17,000  worth  of  stamps,  which  would 
be  sufficient  for  nine  months,  when  the  contract 
was  about  to  be  let  ? 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  really  think 
my  hon.  friend’s  question  should  be  answered.  It 
has  not  been  answered  in  such  a  way  *as  to  make 
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this  appear  a  very  clear  transaction.  As  I  under¬ 
stand,  this  $17,000  worth  of  stamps  was  not  taken 
over  until  the  tenders  were  in  the  hands  of  the 
Government  and  the  Government  knew  that  the 
old  company  would  be  the  contractors.  I  must  say 
that,  if  the  Government  had  the  tenders  in  their 
hands,  and  then  paid  this  $17,000,  it  is  a  very 
peculiar  transaction. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  had  some  knowledge 
of  the  negotiations  which  preceded  this  transaction, 
and  possibly  more  knowledge  than  my  colleague 
the  Minister  of  Inland  Revenue,  because  he  was 
not  in  the  city  at  that  time.  When  the  call  for 
tenders  was  made  within  two  or  three  months  of 
the  expiration  of  the  contract,  an  enquiry  was  made 
in  the  different  departments  as  to  the  quantity  of 
stamps  which  were  available  in  case  the  contract 
should  suddenly  come  to  a  conclusion,  as  it  might, 
at  the  end  of  the  term.  There  was  the  Inland 
Revenue  Department,  there  was  the  Post  Office 
Department,  and  there  was  the  Finance  Depart¬ 
ment  with  regard  to  its  treasury  notes.  Before 
the  tenders  were  received,  the  departments  con¬ 
cerned  were  advised  of  the  call  for  new  tenders, 
they  were  advised  that  the  old  contracts  were  not 
to  be  continued  in  force  unless  the  old  contractor 
succeeded  in  getting  it  by  competition,  notwith¬ 
standing  that  he  desired  it  should  be  continued 
without  competition,  The  departments,  therefore, 
were  advised  that  it  would  be  necessary  for 
them  to  order  a  supply  of  stamps  from  the 
contractor,  lest,  at  the  expiration  of  the  contract, 
some  delay  should  take  place  before  the  new  con¬ 
tract  was  entered  into.  It  was  under  these  circum¬ 
stances  that  the  Commissioner  of  Inland  Revenue 
thought  it  necessary  to  order  a  liberal  supply,  and 
the  precaution  was  not  wholly  unnecessary,  for  this 
state  of  things  actually  transpired.  When  the  call 
for  tenders  terminated,  and  the  tenders  came  in, 
the  old  contractor  was  not  the  lowest  tenderer.  At 
the  period  of  which  my  lion,  colleague  speaks  as 
to  tenders  having  been  received,  the  probabilities 
were  that  he  would  not  receive  the  new  contract  ; 
but  when  the  person  who  had  made  the  lowest  tender 
came  to  realize  what  was  required  of  him,  and  the 
amount  of  preparation  that  would  be  necessary  to 
carry  on  the  work  of  the  contract,  he  practically 
withdrew  his  tender.  It  was  absolutely  necessary, 
under  the  terms  of  the  old  contract,  and  would  be 
under  the  new,  that  he  should  provide  all  the  cuts 
and  engravings  for  the  bank  notes,  for  all  the 
different  stamps  required,  and  that  in  addition  he 
should  perform  the  work  in  the  city  of  Ottawa,  in 
a  fire-proof  building,  with  vaults  made  amply  secure 
to  prevent  any  robbery  or  theft,  and  that  he  should 
carry  it  on  under  proper  supervision  here.  He 
ascertained  that  the  Inland  Revenue  Department 
had  a  great  variety  of  stamps  which  were  not  con¬ 
templated  when  he  put  in  his  tender,  and  on  making 
enquiries  as  to  where  he  could  get  the  work  executed 
best  and  most  promptly,  and  how  he  could  meet 
our  requirements  as  regards  a  fire-proof  and  safe 
building,  he  put  himself  practically  at  our  discre¬ 
tion  and  declared  that,  as  regards  the  stamps  at 
least,  he  might  need  extra  compensation  ;  and  he 
claimed,  if  I  remember  aright,  that  some  months 
ought  to  be  allowed  him  to  make  preparations  for 
entering  on  the  work  of  the  new  contract. 
Although  we  had  in  view  the  fact  that  delay  might 
possibly  occur  by  a  new  company  taking  posses¬ 
sion  of  the  work,  under  the  circumstances,  rather 
Sir  Richard  Cartwright. 


than  fall  back  on  the  former  contractor  at  what  we 
thought  was  a  high  tender,  we  made  a  new  call  for 
tenders,  and  stipulated  that  a  certain  length  of 
time  should  be  given  from  the  acceptance  of  the  ten¬ 
der,  for  preparation  for  commencing  work.  On 
a  new  call  for  tenders  the  former  contractor  got  the 
contract,  and  at  a  very  much  reduced  rate.  In 
that  way  there  was  a  considerable  lapse  of  time,  sa 
much  so  that  although,  as  my  colleague  says,  the 
contract  terminated  in  October  or  November,  the 
new  contract  has  only  been  signed  during  the  last 
three  or  four  days.  There  was  that  delay,  and 
there  was  a  still  greater  delay  to  be  feared  and  to 
be  guarded  against  of  a  new  contractor,  totally 
without  equipment,  without  even  a  building  in 
which  to  carry  on  the  work,  possibly  being  unable 
to  meet  our  requirements,  and  unable  to  complete 
the  preparations  for  the  beginning  of  the  work 
within  the  stipulated  time,  in  the  mean  time  we 
should  be  at  the  mercy  of  the  former  contractor.  To 
guard  against  that,  the  departments  were  all  warned 
to  lay  in  an  ample  stock  to  last  them  for  two  or 
three  months  if  possible. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  I  think  it  must  be  obvious 
to  the  committee  that  the  Government  have  not 
looked  after  the  best  interests  of  the  country  in  the 
letting  of  the  contract.  They  must  have  been 
aware  that  this  contract  was  about  to  expire  ;  they 
knew  this  a  year  ago,  six  months  ago,  and  they 
knew  the  difficulties  that  would  arise  with  regard 
to  a  new  contractor  taking  hold  of  the  work. 
Under  these  circumstances  it  was  the  duty  of  the 
Government,  looking  after  the  interest  of  the 
country,  to  give  timely  notice  to  the  contractor,  to 
ask  for  tenders  for  that  work  at  least  one  year 
before  they  expected  to  call  upon  the  contractor  to 
perform  the  work. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  In  other  words,  before 
it  was  signed. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  You  knew  when  the  con¬ 
tract  w  as  going  to  expire,  you  knew  all  the  circum¬ 
stances  attending  the  performance  of  that  work, 
and  it  wras  the  duty  of  the  Government  to  ask  for 
tenders  a  considerable  period  before  the  contract 
expired,  so  that  all  these  contingencies  might  not 
arise,  and  that  every  person  might  have  the  same 
opportunity  of  tendering  for  the  work.  As  it  was, 
the  Government  waited  till  the  last  moment,  when 
a  new  contractor  would  have  no  opportunity  of 
getting  his  building  ready,  or  getting  the  plant 
necessary  to  perform  the  MTork.  Practically,  the 
Government  decided  by  their  action  that  the  con¬ 
tract  must  fall  into  the  hands  of  the  old  contractor. 
There  wuis  no  other  course  to  pursue,  because  no 
other  man  had  an  opportunity  of  tendering  for  this 
M’ork,  for  the  simple  reason  that  he  could  not  get 
prepared  in  time  to  perform  it. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  The  hon.  member  is 
mistaken.  There  was  ample  time  given,  some¬ 
thing  like  four  months.  But  the  hon.  member 
will  see  that  a  year  would  not  have  been  sufficient 
to  meet  the  object  he  has  in  his  mind.  The  con¬ 
tractor  would  not  make  his  preparations,  until  he 
knew'  whether  his  tender  was  accepted.  If  you 
give  him  twelve  months  to  consider  whether  he 
might  put  in  a  tender  or  not,  he  is  not  going  to  put 
up  the  building  in  that  time,  or  to  rent  or  lease 
one,  or  to  get  his  machinery  or  have  his  cuts  made. 
The  whole  question  was  as  to  the  time  required  to 
get  ready  for  the  work  after  his  tender  was  ac- 
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cepted.  The  facts  will  show  that  instead  of  being 
taken  at  any  disadvantage,  we  have  let  the  con¬ 
tract  at  the  lowest  price,  and  have  procured  a  very 
considerable  retrenchment  in  the  expense  of  getting 
this  work  done. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  The  Minister  does  not 
understand  the  point  I  was  making.  Suppose  the 
contract  now  existed  and  was  to  expire  a  year  from 
now.  In  order  that  fair  competition  might  be 
secured  for  that  work,  if  the  Government,  knowing 
that  to  be  the  case,  would  ask  for  tenders  now, 
and  in  the  course  of  a  month  decided  upon  who 
should  receive  the  contract  a  year  from  now,  then 
the  contractor,  whoever  he  might  be,  would  have 
ample  opportunity  to  prepare  to  do  the  work.  I 
think  the  Minister  will  see  that  by  pursuing  a 
course  of  that  kind,  the  public  interest  would  be 
guarded.  If  this  system  is  pursued,  it  must  be 
evident  that  the  present  contractors  are  to  be  the 
contractors  for  all  time  to  come.  The  moment 
tenders  are  awarded,  then  the  new  contractor 
would  have  an  opportunity  to  prepare  to  do  the 
work,  say  six  months,  or  eight  months,  or  a  year 
hence.  Then  every  one  would  be  put  on  the  same 
footing.  But  as  the  matter  stands  now,  the  old 
contractor  has  the  advantage  over  every  one,  he 
has  the  whip  hand  in  this  matter,  and  unless  the 
Government  pursue  some  such  course  as  I  indicate 
when  they  want  to  make  another  contract,  they 
will  be  in  the  same  position  they  are  in  now,  the 
present  contractor  will  have  the  advantage,  and 
will  undoubtedly  secure  the  contract.  I  think  the 
Minister  will  see  that  my  position  is  correct. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  cannot  see  yet  that 
it  is  correct.  Any  contractor  competing  is  allowed 
ample  time.  Three  or  four  months  ought  to  be 
sufficient,  to  enable  him  to  get  all  his  plans  and  to 
lease  his  building.  Ample  time  was  given  to  this 
contractor.  If  that  time  is  allowed,  it  by  no  means 
follows  that  the  one  contractor  must  go  on  in  per¬ 
petuity.  As  the  facts  turned  out  the  persons  who 
were  competing  had  not  the  equipment,  had  not 
the  building,  had  not  the  means,  and  they  could 
not  find  the  necessary  workmen  in  the  country. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  Who  were  the  competing 
contractors  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON,  I  cannot  mention  the 
names.  It  is  not  under  the  administration  of  my 
department  at  all.  It  is  not  for  want  of  time  that 
this  stock  of  stamps  had  to  be  laid  in  in  the  different 
departments,  but  it  was  in  consequence  of  our  ap¬ 
prehension  that  the  person  getting  the  contract 
might  perhaps  not  undertake  to  make  an  arrange¬ 
ment  within  three  or  four  months  which  was  the 
time  allowed  him.  We  wanted  ample  margin  to 
be  perfectly  safe  in  awarding  a  new  contract. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  If  the  course  indicated  by 
my  bon.  friend  from  Brant  (Mr.  Somerville)  had 
been  taken,  the  Government  would  be  in  a  better 
position.  If  they  had  advertized  eight  or  nine 
months  prior  to  the  expiration  of  the  contract  and 
decided  who  should  get  it,  they  would  accomplish 
two  objects.  They  would  give  the  man  who  took 
the  new  contract  ample  time  to  fill  the  order  for 
stamps,  and  protect  themselves  against  a  shortage 
of  stamps,  and  they  would  not  have  been  called 
upon  to  have  paid  out  $17,000,  for  the  balance  of 
the  stock  in  hand.  In  place  of  that,  the  Govern¬ 
ment  gave  such  a  short  notice  for  the  tender  that 


they  precluded  the  possibility  of  any  new  con¬ 
tractor  complying  with  the  terms  by  providing  a 
building  necessary  to  do  the  work. 

Further  amount  required  for  duty  paid 
to  Excise  officers,  so  that  both  may 
include  payments  to  30th  June,  1892.  $2,500 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  This  vote  is  proposed  for  the 
same  reasons  that  a  somewhat  similar  vote  was 
given  two  or  three  years  ago,  and  according  to  the 
wording  of  the  estimate  then,  and  the  Supply  Act 
afterwards,  it  was  limited  to  the  chief  officers  in 
the  larger  distilleries  and  did  not  apply  to  officers 
similarly  situated,  and  having  equal  claims  to  it,  in 
large  tobacco  manufactories.  For  instance,  anyone 
acquainted  with  the  tobacco  manufactory  belonging 
to  Mr.  McDonald,  of  Montreal,  one  of  the  largest 
of  the  Dominion,  will  know  that  hours  are  fully  as 
long  for  officers  there  as  they  are  in  distilleries. 
The  receipts  are  very  great  and  the  reason  for¬ 
giving  this  extra  pay  for  longer  hours  are  just  the 
same  as  those  in  which  the  House  thought  fit  to 
vote  an  amount  to  pay  the  officers  in  the  distilleries. 
It  is  not  a  question  of  finding  additional  employ¬ 
ment  and  giving  extra  pay  to  construct  a  salary  for 
a  civil  servant  ;  but  the  other  civil  servants  of 
the  country  have  regular  hours  in  which  to  perform 
their  duty.  These  men,  and  they  are  few  in  num¬ 
ber  in  the  whole  Dominion,  and  confined  to  this 
department  chiefly,  have  to  be  at  the  distilleries 
from  7  o’clock  in  the  morning  until  fi  in  the  evening, 
and  as  they  have  to  work  during  these  extra  hours, . 
Parliament  thought  fit  to  vote  the  money  on  a 
former  occasion. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  Is  this  for  the  accommoda¬ 
tion  of  the  proprietors  of  the  tobacco  manufac¬ 
tories  ? 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  The  officers  are  there  you  may 
say  for  the  accommodation  of  the  manufacturer 
although  he  does  not  look  upon  it  in  that  light. 
When  I  visited  Mr.  McDonald’s  factory,  and  when  I 
complimented  him  upon  the  large  amount  of  capital 
invested  and  the  employment  given,  he  said  :  Yes, 

I  have  invested  millions,  but  I  do  not  own  anything 
here,  your  officer  takes  the  key  and  locks  it  all  up, 
and  I  can  only  get  in  when  your  officer  wishes  to 
let  me.  It  is  to  accommodate  the  revenue  of  the 
country  and  to  keep  a  strict  guard  over  it  that  we 
keep  these  officers  there  from  the  time  the  doors 
are  open  in  the  morning  until  they  are  closed  in  the 
evening,  and  they  follow  every  stage  of  the  process 
of  the  manufacture  of  tobacco. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  How  much  did  we 
vote  for  this  in  the  main  Estimates  ? 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  This  will  bring  the  amount  to 
about  $5,000  altogether. 

Preventive  service — To  rebay  Mr.  W. 

W.  Paige  costs  in  re  the  Queen  vs. 

Paige .  $83.10 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  This  was  a  case  where  an 
illicit  still  was  found  on  the  premises  of  a  man 
named  Paige.  Of  course  the  committee  will 
understand  that  in  our  regulations  and  law  affecting 
the  manufacture  of  tobacco,  cigars,  &c. ,  we  have  a 
good  many  cases  of  the  violation  of  our  regulations, 
and  while  it  is  necessary  and  wise  to  enforce  the 
law  reasonably,  we  have  not  enforced  it  very 
severely  in  any  case  except  so  far  as  illicit 
distilling  is  concerned.  There  we  make  a  difference. 
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The  temptation  is.so  great,  and  it  affects  so  directly 
the  revenue  that,  in  all  such  cases,  we  have  ordered 
prosecutions  and  allowed  the  courts  to  decide.  In 
this  particular  case  a  representation  was  made  to 
the  department  that  this  man  was  innocent,  and 
that  he  could  prove,  that  although  the  still  was 
found  upon  his  premises,  that  it  was  put  there  by 
an  enemy  of  his  for  the  sake  of  getting  him  into 
trouble.  1  could  not  accept  that,  of  course,  but  I 
stated  that  sooner  than  give  an  order  to  keep  up 
the  principle  of  prosecution  in  all  these  cases  I 
would  sooner  proceed  against  the  man,  even  if  I 
had  doubts  about  his  violating  the  law,  and  if  he 
established  his  innocence  that  I  would  recommend 
the  payment  of  the  costs.  I  thought  this  would  be 
better  in  the  interests  of  the  administration  of  the 
law  than  if  I  dropped  the  case.  I  have  an  extract 
from  the  report  of  the  magistrate  who  tried  the 
case,  who  says  that  he  is  satisfied  that  this  man  was 
innocent  and  that  the  still  was  put  there  to  get 
him  into  trouble.  The  course  which  I  adopted  had, 
I  think,  a  better  effect  than  if  I  recommended  that 
the  proceedings  should  be  dropped. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  I  do  not  know 
whether  the  Minister  could  drop  the  case  under  the 
law,  because  the  finding  of  the  still  on  the  place 
brings  the  person  within  the  law. 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  There  is  no  doubt  of  that,  but 
if  the  evidence  shows  that  it  is  put  there  by  a  third 
party  he  would  be  the  one  to  be  prosecuted. 

Commission  to  Customs  officers— further 

amount  required . $488  08 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  What  is  this  V 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  This  is  one  of  those  items 
which  looks  to  my  hon.  friend  as  if  they  were  paid 
for  extra  services.  As  I  have  already  explained, 
under  our  law  we  have  authority  to  ask  the  services 
of  a  customs  officer,  or  any  other  public  officer  in 
some  of  the  outports  where  we  have  no  officer  ap¬ 
pointed,  and  where  the  receipts  would  not  justify 
us  in  appointing  a  man  at  a  salary,  paying  the  man 
we  thus  employ  by  a  percentage  of  the  collections. 
We  require  this  much  more  than  we  have  taken  in 
order  to  meet  these  percentages. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  In  some  of  these  outports 
we  have  collectors  of  customs  receiving  salaries  of 
$1,200  or  $1,500  a  year,  in  some  cases  more. 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  will 
consider  for  a  moment,  he  will  see  that  in  the  large 
and  important  places  where  Customs  officers  are  paid 
large  salaries,  we  are  likely  to  have  officers  too. 
These  percentages  are  allowed  in  the  smaller  ports 
where  the  customs  officers  are  paid  very  small 
salaries. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  Any  person  who  takes  up 
the  Auditor  General’s  Report  will  find  in  it  a  list 
of  officers  numbering  four  or  five  hundred,  some 
receiving  as  much  as  $2,300  or  $2,400  a  year,  who 
have  collected  sums  of  money  for  some  service  per¬ 
formed  out  of  the  routine  of  their  duties.  I  think 
this  is  a  system  which  should  lie  stopped. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  At  Winnipeg,  where 
Mr.  Hesson  is,  you  have  your  own  officer  ? 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  Yes. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  In  New  Westmins¬ 
ter,  you  have  your  own  officer  also? 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  Yes. 

Mr.  COSTIGAN. 


Mr.  BO  WELL.  Mr.  Hesson  is  at  Brandon, 
which  is  an  outport  of  Winnipeg.  The  only  place 
that  would  come  in  the  category  is  New  Westmins¬ 
ter,  where  Mr.  Clute  received  a  percentage  before 
the  business  of  the  place  justified  an  increase  in 
his  salary.  Outside  of  New  Westminster  the  high¬ 
est  salary  paid  to  any  of  these  men  is  $1,200,  most 
of  them  receiving  not  more  than  about  $700. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  When  the  Government 
deserve  credit  they  should  get  it,  and  I  think  they 
are  deserving  of  credit  for  this  expenditure,  which 
is  in  the  interest  of  economy. 

Weights  and  Measures — further  amount 
required  for  contingencies . . $2,000 

Mr.  FEATHERSTON.  I  would  like  to  ask  the 
Minister  of  Inland  Revenue  if  it  is  the  intention  of 
the  Government  to  comply  with  the  prayer  of  the 
petition  presented  from  the  milk  dealers  of  Toronto 
asking  for  a  certain  size  of  milk  can  for  delivering 
milk  in  the  city  ? 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  The  hon.  gentleman,  I  think, 
refers  to  the  memorial  asking  for  legislation  to  fix 
the  size  or  dimensions  of  the.cans  used  in  the  pur¬ 
chase  and  carrying  of  milk.  A  delegation  came 
here  with  that  object  in  view,  and  had  an  inter¬ 
view  with  the  Commissioner  in  my  department.  He 
is  of  opinion  that  the  act  as  it  now  stands  covers 
the  case,  and  the  inspectors  have  been  notified  by 
the  department  to  deal  with  these  cans,  not  merely 
as  packages  but  as  means  of  measuring  the  con¬ 
tents,  and  as  such  they  are  under  the  Weights  and 
Measures  Act.  I  may  state  that  the  reason  for 
this  vote  is  that  the  vote  of  last  year  was  reduced 
by  a  little  over  $2,000  with  a  view  to  meet  the 
wishes  of  the  Finance  Minister,  who  is  always  very 
desirous  to  keep  the  estimates  down.  We  find 
that  we  are  short  that  amount,  and  this  vote  will 
keep  us  within  the  ordinary  expenditure  of  other 
years. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  What  was  the  object 
of  advertising  in  these  different  papers  ? 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  The  only  advertising  we  had 
in  the  department  within  the  last  few  years  is  con¬ 
fined  to  fertilizers  and  weights  and  measures.  Out¬ 
side  of  that,  the  only  advertising  we  have  consists 
of  small  advertisements  calling  for  tenders  for  fer¬ 
ries,  and  they  are  confined  to  three  or  four  inser¬ 
tions  in  two  or  three  local  papers. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  We  spent  $556  last  year  in 
advertising. 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  Well,  it  runs  up  pretty  quick’ 
I  suppose. 

Mr.  FEATHERSTON.  I  put  the  question 
rather  to  find  out  whether  the  Government  intend 
taking  any  action  with  reference  to  a  petition  sent 
in  last  week  from  the  farmers  in  the  vicinity  of 
Toronto.  The  milk  dealers  send  out  cans  supposed 
to  hold  eight  gallons,  but  they  have  enlarged  them 
to  nine  gallon  cans,  and  where  they  find  the  old 
cans  are  good  and  sound,  but  a  little  battered  and 
punched  in  the  centre,  they  cut  them  through  the 
centre  and  put  an  iron  band  around,  and  stretch 
them  in  the  middle,  so  that  they  will  hold  a  half 
gallon  more,  and  the  milk  dealers  are  only  paid  for 
eight  gallons,  although  the  cans  hold  a  gallon  or 
half  a  o-allon  more.  Thev  ask  that  the  cans  come 

o 

under  the  Inspection  Act. 
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Mr.  COSTIGAN.  A  delegation  came  here  which 
represented  the  case  to  the  department,  and  went 
away  perfectly  satisfied  that  their  interests  would 
be  looked  to.  One  of  the  members  of  this  House 
introduced  the  delegates. 

Mr.  HENDERSON.  A  few  days  ago  I  had  the 
pleasure  of  accompanying  the  deputation  to  inter¬ 
view  the  Minister  of  Inland  Revenue,  and  my  hon. 
friend  the  Minister  gave  them  a  very  strong  assur¬ 
ance  that  this  matter  would  be  attended  to.  The 
deputation  went  away  thoroughly  satisfied  their 
views  would  receive  every  consideration,  and  in  a 
very  short  time  I  feel  confident  they  will  have  no 
grievance  whatever. 

Prince  Edward  Island  Railway .  $50,000 

Mr.  HAGGART.  There  is  a  very  large  deficit 
this  year  for  the  last  eight  months.  The  expendi¬ 
ture  has  been  for  those  eight  months  $2*29,99(5.11 
as  against  $184,808.22  last  year.  This  is  mainly 
accounted  for  by  the  fact  that  the  steamer  bringing 
rails  which  were  to  be  laid  in  1891-92  was  lost,  and 
consequently  the  rails  could  not  be  laid  that  year, 
and  double  work  had  to  be  done  last  year. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Were  the  rails 
nsured  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  Yes. 

Lachine  Canal .  $19,000 

Mr.  HAGGART.  When  the  estimates  of  1891- 
92  were  prepared,  these  repairs  were  not  foreseen. 
They  consist  of  repairs  to  lock  walls,  bridge  abut¬ 
ments,  flumes,  banks,  &c.  There  is  a  long  list  of 
details  amounting  to  a  total  of  $18,640. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  What  will  be 
the  total  expenditure  for  canals  altogether  in  1892? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  I  have  a  statement  made  and 
I  will  be  able  to  give  a  full  statement  on  the  main 
Estimates. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  It  appears  to 
me  that  this  will  bring  the  cost  of  the  canal  up  to 
an  enormous  amount  and  the  percentage  will  be  very 
large  according  to  the  returns  which  we  receive. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  The  amount  of  $10,000  for 
the  Cornwall  Canal  is  to  be  struck  out.  That  will 
come  into  the  next  Supplementary  Estimates. 

Esquimalt  Graving  Dock,  additional 
amount  for  working  expenses . .•'.$5,000 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  How  does  this 
account  stand  ? 

Mr.  OUIMET.  This  is  required  in  consequence 
of  an  increase  in  the  maintenance  of  the  dock.  The 
dock  has  been  used  much  more  than  we  expected, 
and  this  additional  amount  is  required  to  provide 
for  a  second  engineer  who  has  to  work  during 
the  night,  and  for  the  coal  which  is  necessary, 
and  the  increased  amount  of  pumping  that  is  occa¬ 
sioned  by  the  additional  use  of  the  dock.  It  has 
been  used  by  Her  Majesty’s  ships  especially,  which 
were  in  dock  for  94  days,  and  by  other  vessels  to  a 
larger  extent  than  we  anticipated.  The  amount  of 
revenue  last  year  was  $29,000,  and  this  year  we 
expect  it  will  be  about  $35,000.  Our  expenditure 
on  the  dock  is  about  $18,000. 

North-West  Rebellion— Militia  claims. . .  $2,100 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  What  claim¬ 
ants  are  required  to  be  paid  under  this  vote  ?  Have 
you  a  list  of  their  names  ? 


Mr.  BO  WELL.  I  have  not  a  list  here,  but  I 
know  that  claims  are  constantly  coming  in  for 
losses  during  the  rebellion.  This  item  refers  to 
sums  that  have  been  paid  on  this  account.  These 
claims  are  investigated  in  the  department  and  are 
then  submitted  to  the  Justice.  Department  to  see 
that  they  come  within  the  provisions  of  the  law. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  You  do  not  plead 
the  statute  of  limitations. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  do  not  think  that  applies. 
There  is  scarcely  a  week  that  claims  are  not  com¬ 
ing  in. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  But  this  is  a 
specific  vote,  and  we  ought  to  have  the  names. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  None  of  these  claims  came 
in  since  I  have  been  in  charge  of  the  depart¬ 
ment.  If  the  House  will  allow'  this  to  pass,  I  will 
get  the  names  and  submit  them  later. 

Amount  required  to  cover  Unprovid¬ 
ed  Items  of  1890-91  .  $294,108  91 

Mr.  McMULLF.N.  Will  the  Minister  of  Public 
\V6rks  explain  why  such  a  large  amo  unt  as  $59,000 
was  left  over  from  last  year  in  his  department  ? 

Mr.  OUIMET.  It  is  for  general  services.  These 
payments  were  not  provided  for,  although  some  of 
them  were  absolutely  required. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  think  they  are  mostly 
lapsed  balances. 

Mr.  OUIMET.  Probably  so. 

Pensions— Miss  Harriet  Fraser,  $250  ;  Mr. 

Roderick  Fraser .  $150 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  have  for¬ 
gotten  the  circumstances  under  which  these  pay¬ 
ments  are  made  to  Mr.  and  Miss  Fraser. 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  These  items  were  placed  in 
the  Estimates  about  three  years  ago.  This  lady 
was  the  daughter  of  Mr.  Fraser,  who,  I  think, 
lived  in  Cornwall,  and  was  the  discoverer  of  the 
Fraser  River  in  British  Columbia.  The  particulars 
were  placed  before  the  House  at  the  time  this  item 
was  placed  in  the  Estimates,  and  I  think  the  House 
unanimously  approved  of  it. 

Probable  amount  required  for  Veterans 
of  War  of  1812 .  $600 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  How  many 
of  these  old  gentlemen  are  now  on  the  list  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  We  are  providing  this  year  for 
only  30.  If  you  will  turn  to  the  Auditor  General’s 
Report,  page  248-B,  you  will  find  the  list  of  names. 
One  of  them  I  see  is  107  years  old,  and  another  104. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  I  see  that  the  pen¬ 
sioner  who  is  107  years  old  lives  in  Massachusetts. 
Do  you  get  some  official  there  to  certify  that  he  is 
alive  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Yes.  I  believe  the  practice  is, 
before  wTe  pay  out  anything,  that  a  certificate  shall 
be  produced  that  they  are  living. 

Board  of  Customs  and  outside  protec¬ 
tive  service — to  meet  expenditure 
in  connection  therewith,  including 
$400,  salary  of  Commissioner  of 
Customs  as  Chairman  of  the  Board. .  $23,600 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Before  the  rearrangement  of  the 
officers  in  the  department  the  salary  for  Chairman  of 
this  Board  was  $800  ;  we  reduced  it  to  $400. 
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Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  The  Minister 
might  give  us  an  explanation  of  how  he  proposes  to 
use  this  money.  A  considerable  increase  is  applied 
for. 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  The  principal  increase  in  the 
Board  of  Customs,  arises  from  the  fact  of  our 
having  adopted  the  plan  of  paying  bounties  to  beet¬ 
root  sugar  makers,  and  this  necessitates  the  em¬ 
ployment  of  two  or  three  officials  during  the  whole 
time  that  they  are  working  in  the  factories.  The 
contingencies  have  also  been  materially  increased, 
•from  the  fact  that  we  have  had  to  pay  our  pro¬ 
portion  of  the  expense  of  the  steamer  Cruiser  on 
the  lakes  in  the  West.  I  expect  that  our  expenses 
in  connection  with  the  steamer  in  the  East  will  be 
much  larger  during  the  present  year.  x\s  hon. 
gentlemen  are  aware,  with  the  $40,000  that  was 
voted  last  year,  we  have  purchased  a  new  vessel 
that  was  constructed  for  the  Marine  and  Fisheries 
service  in  Lake  Huron.  It  was  found  after  it  was 
built,  that  it  drew  too  much  water,  and  it  was 
purchased  by  the  Customs  Department  to  be  used 
in  the  protective  service  in  the  St.  Lawrence  ;  yind 
that  will  necessitate  a  larger  sum  in  the  way  of 
expenditure  to  be  paid  out  of  this  particular  vote 
than  has  been  expended  in  the  past.  In  fact  I  am 
inclined  to  think  that  in  the  Supplementary  Esti¬ 
mates  an  additional  sum  will  have  to  be  taken  in 
order  to  cover  that  service. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Where  is 
that  steamer  to  be  employed  that  you  are  going  to 
use  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  She  is  to  be  used  in  the  Lower 
St.  Lawrence  for  the  purpose  of  trying  to  prevent 
the  enormous  smuggling  that  has  been  carried  on 
for  the  last  few  years, 

Mr.  BAIN  (Wentworth).  Is  it  proposed  to  re¬ 
place  that  Cruiser  you  speak  of  on  the  upper 
lakes  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Yes,  that  will  be  replaced  by 
another  steamer  which  is  being  built  at  Owen 
Sound  for  the  Marine  and  Fisheries  Department. 
I  do  not  think  there  will  be  any  expenses  attending 
that  vessel  so  far  as  the  Customs  Department  is 
concerned. 

Mr.  BAIN  (Wentworth).  Will  the  Customs 
Department  be  able  to  utilize  that  vessel  in  any 
way  for  their  purposes  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Yes,  by  making  the  captain  of 
the  vessel  a  preventive  officer  of  customs. 

Mr.  BAIN  (Wentworth).  I  understood  the 
other  vessel  drew  altogether  too  much  water  to  be 
serviceable  for  the  fishing  service,  -  the  one  that 
was  used  last  year. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  Is  Mr.  Wolfe  dead  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Yes. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant)'.  Was  he  replaced  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  No  new  appointment  was  made. 
The  office  was  placed  under  thechargeand  manage¬ 
ment  of  Mr.  McMichael,  who  was  the  financial 
.  inspector. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  With  respect 
to  this  detective  service,  the  Minister  is  aware  that 
there  are  a  good  many  complaints  made  as  to  the 
mode  in  which  the  office  is  conducted.  Has  the 
department  altered  in  any  shape  the  system  by 
which  these  men  are  remunerated  for  seizures,  or 
Mr.  Bovvell. 


do  they  still  continue  to  receive  as  before  the 
greater  part  of  the  sums  paid  by  way  of  forfeiture  ? 
What  was  the  percentage  received  by  officers  last 
year,  and  how  much  did  the  Government  receive? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  There  has  been  no  change  in 
the  regulations  affecting  the  distribution  of  pro¬ 
ceeds  of  seizures.  The  same  rule  prevails,  and  the 
same  divisions  are  made  under  the  Order  in  Coun¬ 
cil,  which  was  passed  in  1875  by  the  Government  of 
which  the  hon.  gentleman  was  a  member.  The 
question  has  been  discussed  repeatedly  as  to  the 
propriety  of  changing  the  whole  system,  but  from 
experience,  I  have  great  doubts  as  to  the  advisa¬ 
bility  of  so  doing.  I  am  aware  that  a  great  many 
complaints  have  been  made  from  different  parts  of 
the  country,  but  they  have  principal^7  come  from 
those  who  have  been  violating  the  law.  There  is 
not  a  case  that  I  am  aware  of  where  the  officers 
have  been  complained  of,  except  by  those  who  have 
had  to  pay  large  penalties.  There  have  been  cases 
in  which  grave  suspicion  has  existed  as  to  impro¬ 
per  importations  by  certain  people.  The  law  is 
inquisitorial,  to  say  the  least  of  it,  and  where 
these  investigations  have  been  made  and  no  wrong 
has  been  found  to  exist,  I  have  failed  to  find  an 
instance  in  which  the  merchants  who  have  been 
conducting  their  business  honestly,  have  found  any 
fault.  I  need  scarcely  say  to  the  hon.  gentleman 
how  easy  it  is  for  a  person  who  has  violated 
the  law  and  is  punished,  to  raise  a  hue  and  cry 
against  the  officers  for,  as  they  would  say, 
having  levied  blackmail  upon  them.  All  kinds 
of  charges  have  been  made  in  various  parts 
of  the  country ;  and  in  the  investigations  which 
I  have  ordered,  and  I  caused  a  number  of 
them  to  be  instituted,  I  have  never  yet  been  able 
to  find  that  they  have  been  in  a  single  case  enabled 
to  establish  the  fact  that  improper  actions  have 
been  taken  by  any  of  the  regular  officers.  Occasion¬ 
ally  some  of  the  minor  officers  in  an  excess  of  zeal 
to  perform  their  duty  will  do  many  things  that 
they  probably  should  not  have  done,  but  they  have 
generally  been  reprimanded,  and  those  who  took 
offence  at  their  actions  have  expressed  themselves 
as  quite  satisfied.  I  might  tell  the  hon.  gentleman 
that  I  have  numerous  letters  from  merchants  doing 
business  in  all  sections  of  the  country  compliment¬ 
ing  in  the  highest  possible  manner  the  officers  for 
the  zeal  which  they  displayed,  and  the  energy  they 
have  exhibited  in  putting  a  stop  to  smuggling.  It 
is  a  disagreeable  duty  for  officers  to  perform,  and 
unless  thej7  receive  some  remuneration,  and  I  may 
add  large  remuneration,  it  is  not  at  all  likely  they 
would  expose  themselves  to  the  dangers  that  beset 
them  in  endeavouring  to  enforce  the  law  against 
smugglers. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  What  was 
the  total  percentage  last  year,  and  how  was  it 
divided  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  The  law  gives  the  power  to  the 
Governor  in  Council  to  establish  regulations  for 
the  distribution  of  seizure  money,  and  the  regula¬ 
tion  that  was  adopted  in  1875,  gives  one-third  of 
the  seizure  to  the  informer,  one-third  to  the  seizing 
officer,  and  the  other  third  goes  to  the  revenue.  In 
looking  at  the  Auditor  General’s  Report  you  will 
see  the  total  amount  received,  and  the  total 
amount  paid  out,  but  that  does  not  give  you  a 
correct  view  of  the  amount  earned  last  year, 
because  many  of  these  seizures  remain  unsettled, 
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and  the  distribution  is  not  marie  for  two  or  three 
years.  This  arises  in  many  cases  from  repeated 
applications  from  the  party  who  has  been  fined, 
and  from  his  friends,  for  reconsideration  ;  and  in 
other  cases  we  have  to  go  into  court  in  order  to 
confirm  the  decision  of  the  department.  Conse¬ 
quently  there  is  a  very  large  amount  which  appears 
in  the  Auditor  General’s  Report  as  having  been 
paid  this  year  which  runs  over  three  or  four  years. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL.  I  do  not  approve  of  the  sys¬ 
tem  of  offering  a  bribe  to  customs  officers  to  do  their 
duty.  I  believe  that  every  officer  should  be  made  to 
perform  the  duty  devolving  upon  him  without  being 
bribed  to  go  to  a  man’s  place,  and  hunt  through  his 
books  to  see  whether  he  has  been  violating  the 
law  or  not.  I  find  in  looking  over  the  Auditor 
General’s  Report  that  some  of  these  men  have 
been  making  enormous  sums  of  money  for  many 
years.  For  instance  here  is  Mr.  T.  J.  Watters,  of 
Ottawa,  who  lias  a  salary  of  $2,200  which  is  a  very 
good  salary  for  him,  and  with  that  salary  he  should 
perform  the  duties  devolving  upon  him  without 
any  further  compensation,  yet  his  share  of  the 
customs  seizures  last  year  amounts  to  not  less  than 
$6,889  in  addition  to  his  salary.  Then  we  find 
again  another  gentleman  by  the  name  of  Mr.  Me 
Michael  who  has  figured  in  the  Auditor  General’s 
Report  for  many  years  as  drawing  $1,600  a  year 
salary,  and  his  share  of  the  customs  seizures 
amounts  to  not  less  than  $5,248.18  in  addition  to 
his  salary.  Then  we  find  Mr.  O’Hara,  another  gen¬ 
tleman  with  a  salary  of  $2,000  and  he  figures 
for  the  little  sum  of  $579.74  in  addition  to  his 
salary,  and  so  on  through  the  Auditor  Gen¬ 
eral’s  Report,  we  find  these  gentlemen  re¬ 
ceiving  large  sums  from  customs  seizures  in 
addition  to  their  already  good  salaries.  I  do 
not  believe  in  that  system  at  all.  If  these  men  will 
not  perform  the  duties  devolving  upon  them  with¬ 
out  being  paid  extra,  then  there  are  10,000  men  in 
this  country  who  would  be  very  glad  to  have  their 
place,  and  the  Minister  of  Customs  ought  to  dis¬ 
charge  these  men  at  once  and  give  some  other  men 
a  chance.  Besides  all  that  the  Minister  of  Customs 
may  not  be  aware  of  the  fact  that  business  men  are 
very  sensitive  on  a  matter  of  that  kind.  Any  busi¬ 
ness  man  would  rather  pay  a  good  deal  in  the  way 
of  blackmail  than  have  his  books  and  private 
papers  and  invoices  gone  over  by  some  shark  from 
the  custom-house.  The  system  is  a  most  pernicious 
one  and  should  be  abolished  altogether.  There  is 
no  earthly  reason  for  continuing  it,  and  it  is  simply 
levying  a  toll  upon  the  business  men  of  the  country. 
If  Mr.  McMichael  and  the  other  gentlemen  I  have 
mentioned  desire  to  prevent  smuggling  and  will  not 
do  it  for  the  salaries  they  get,  turn  them  out  and 
give  others  a  chance.  There  has  not  been  a  year 
during  the  last  four  or  five  years  in  which  this  man 
Mr.  McMichael  ha^not  been  figuring  for  $5,000  or 
$6,000  in  addition  to  his  salary.  I  think  it  is  time 
the  system  was  changed. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  would  like 
to  ask  the  Minister  how  Mr.  Trudel,  of  Quebec, 
comes  to  be  down  for  so  large  a  sum  as  $9,880. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Mr.  Trudel  is  one  of  the  principal 
detective  officers.  For  the  last  two  or  three  years 
he  has  been  on  the  Lower  St.  Lawrence,  and  I  can 
only  account  for  this  large  sum  being  paid  to  him 
by  the  fact  that  he  has  had  an  interest  in  the  large 
seizures  of  liquors  made  during  that  period.  This 


item,  however,  is  not  evidence  that  Mr.  Trudel 
has  put  all  this  money  into  his  pocket.  The  officer 
makes  the  seizure,  but  the  department  never  en¬ 
quires  who  the  informer  is,  and  we  never  know 
who  he  is  unless  there  is  some  dispute  between  the 
seizing  officer  and  the  person  giving  the  information 
as  to  the  division  of  the  money. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  There  is  $9,000  for 
the  informer  as  well  as  for  Mr.  Trudel. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  The  hon.  gentleman  will  re¬ 
member  that  I  stated  last  year  that  liquors  had 
been  seized  to  the  value  of  $100,000,  and  when 
sold  one-third  of  the  proceeds  would  go  to  the 
informer  and  one-third  to  the  seizing  officer.  But 
it  must  be  remembered  that  these  parties  are  not 
paid  for  the  expenses  they  incur  in  connection  with 
these  seizures.  In  many  cases  in  the  Lower  St. 
Lawrence  they  have  perhaps  to  charter  a  tug  to 
take  them  down  to  make  the  seizure,  the  expense 
of  .which  they  have  themselves  to  pay.  I  do  not 
know  that  it  would  be  profitable  to  enter  into  a 
discussion  of  the  question  raised  by  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  Kent  (Mr.  Campbell).  I  quite  agree  with 
him  when  he  says  that  he  is  opposed  to  paying  a 
bribe  to  any  one  ;  but  I  repudiate  in  toto  the  sug¬ 
gestion  that  any  bribe  is  paid  by  the  department 
to  any  of  its  officers  to  induce  them  to  do  their  duty. 
Thej'  may  be  given  a  premium  in  the  way  I  have 
indicated  after  making  the  seizures.  It  is  all  very 
well  for  the  hon.  gentleman  to  say  that  if  these 
men  will  not  do  their  duty,  they  should  be  dis¬ 
charged.  I  should  like  the  hon.  gentleman  to  be 
placed  in  a  position  to  decide  when  a  customs 
officer  does  his  duty  and  when  he  does  not.  If 
he  attends  to  his  office  during  office  hours  strictly 
he  does  his  duty  ;  and  if  in  addition  to  that  he 
spends  the  night  watching  on  the  St.  Lawrence, 
1  suppose  that  is  not  a  part  of  his  duty  as  a 
customs  officer.  As  I  have  explained,  this  sum 
is  no  indication  of  the  amount  received  or  earned 
by  these  officers  last  year.  It  covers  seizures 
made  two  or  three  years  ago,  in  some  cases 
years  ago.  I  am  aware  that  if  a  man  violates 
the  law,  if  he  has  been  systematically  cheating  the 
revenue  for  years  by  false  invoices,  and  the  cus¬ 
toms  officials  go  into  his  establishment  and  demand 
an  examination  of  his  books,  and  ascertain  that  he 
has  been  committing  frauds  and  has  perhaps  run 
away  to  the  States,  he  is  very  likely  to  make  com¬ 
plaints  and  use  the  language  repeated  by  the  hon. 
member  for  Kent,  that  the  officers  are  blackmail¬ 
ers,  thieves  and  everything  else  that  is  wrong.  But 
where  the  books  of  honest  men  have  been  investi¬ 
gated,  it  being  explained  to  them  why  this  is  done, 
and  where  no  wrong  is  found,  they  have  written 
letters,  which  are  in  my  possession,  complimenting 
the  officers  on  the  courteous  manner  in  which  their 
work  was  performed,  and  thanking  them  also  for 
going  through  the  books  of  other  establishments 
where  frauds  had  been  committed  and  discovered. 
The  Opposition  newspapers  and  those  opposed  to 
the  system  repeat  the  very  language  used  by  the 
men  who  have  to  pay  dearly  for  the  wrongs  they 
commit — blaming  the  officers  as  blackmailers, 
thieves  and  everything  else  that  is  vile. 

Mr.  GIBSON.  I  have  heard  complaints  in  dif¬ 
ferent  parts  of  the  Province,  from  respectable 
merchants  who  are  doing  business  in  the  country 
and  do  not  require  to  go  to  the  United  States,  that 
though  in  every  custom-house  there  are  appraisers 
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who  value  goods,  merchants  are  allowed  to  pass 
their  goods  at  certain  values,  and  the  customs 
authorities  receive  duties  thereon  ;  and  yet  a  day 
or  two  afterwards  an  officer  from  the  custom 
house  comes  to  the  merchant  who  has  entered  his 
goods  in  good  faith  and  tells  him  that  the  valuation 
is  wrong.  In  that  way  fines  are  imposed  upon 
legitimate  merchants.  Now,  why  should  not  the 
correct  valuations  be  put  on  the  goods  when  they 
are  being  passed  through  the  custom-house  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  quite 
correct  in  stating  that  this  complaint  is  very  often 
made  ;  but  the  values  change  so  rapidly  that  it  is 
impossible  for  an  appraiser,  no  matter  how  indus¬ 
trious  or  studious  he  may  be,  to  keep  pace  with 
those  changes.  Therefore  it  very  often  occurs  that 
goods  have  been  entered  and  passed  at  a  lower 
price  than  the  market  value  in  the  country  from 
whence  they  are  exported,  and  it  is  only  in  such 
cases  that  the  appraisers,  after  discovering  that 
fact,  call  on  the  importers  to  amend  their  entries. 

Mr.  GIBSON.  There  is  one  particular  instance 
I  know  of,  when  a  very  large  quantity  of  sugar  was 
imported  at  its  true  valuation. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Reed’s  case  ? 

Mr.  GIBSON.  Yes.  A  higher  valuation  was 
put  upon  it  afterwards,  and  the  customs  authorities 
had  to  acknowledge  their  error,  but  they  had  no 
redress  at  all,  because  the  Government  cannot  be 
fined  for  the  acts  of  their  officers.  They  were  re¬ 
lieved,  however,  of  the  extra  duty. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  in  error. 
They  were  not  relieved  from  the  duty.  There  was 
one  case  in  which  the  officers  put  a  higher  value 
upon  the  sugar,  and  after  full  investigation  that 
value  was  reduced,  but  the  price  on  which  duty 
was  paid  was  greater  than  that  at  which  the  sugar 
was  entered.  I  have  a  distinct  recollection  of 
the  circumstances,  because  the  New  York  agent, 
who  exported  it  to  Canada,  visited  me  once  or 
twice,  and  threatened  to  bring  the  whole  force  of 
the  army  and  navy  of  the  United  States  to  ex¬ 
terminate  this  little  country,  if  he  did  not  get  his 
redress.  After  fuller  investigation,  it  was  shown 
that  the  islands  from  which  that  sugar  was  im¬ 
ported  had  no  market  value,  because  the  planta¬ 
tions  were  owned  by  two  or  three  Scotch  firms, 
who  would  sell  no  sugar  to  any  one,  but  sent  it  to 
their  agent  in  the  United  States  or  Canada.  Under 
such  circumstances,  the  law  provides  that  the 
correct  value  shall  be  arrived  at  as  near  as  possible 
by  the  price  in  the  surrounding  country  whence 
the  sugar  was  imported,  and  the  most  liberal 
interpretation  was  put  upon  that  invoice,  but  they 
were  compelled  to  pay  the  full  duty. 

Mr.  GIBSON.  But  what  redress  had  the  im¬ 
porter  for  the  time  the  sugar  was  held  by  the 
customs  officer  ?  After  all  was  said  and  done,  the 
customs  authorities  had  to  reduce,  as  the-  hon. 
gentleman  admits,  the  valuation  back  to  the  proper 
amount. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  His  redress  was  to  pay  the  duty 
and  sell  his  goods,  and  then  enter  an  action  if  he 
was  improperly  used. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  With  reference  to 
these  seizures,  are  all  the  expenses  taken  out  of  the 
public  fund  or  deducted  from  the  penalty  before 
division  ?  For  instance,  there  are  the  expenses  of 
Mr.  Gibson. 


Mr.  Belton,  special  agent,  $436.23,  and  Mr. 
Watters,  $526.95. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  When  a  seizure  is  made,  the 
expenses  are  deducted,  and  the  balance  is  paid  to 
the  seizing  officer  and  to  the  Receiver  General. 
Take  the  case  of  Mr.  Belton.  In  one  case  I  sent  him 
to  Baltimore  to  examine  into  the  books  of  manufac¬ 
turers  of  duck  there,  the  Mount  Vernon  Duck 
Company,  who  send  large  consignments  of  duck  to 
Halifax.  The  gentleman  representing  the  firm  had  a 
long  interview  with  me,  and  said  that  if  I  would  send 
an  officer  to  Baltimore  he  would  place  the  books  of 
the  company  at  his  disposal,  so  that  the  officer  could 
see  exactly  what  his  business  was,  and  the  prices  at 
which  he  had  invoiced  the  duck  to  Canada.  At  the 
same  time,  he  admitted  that  he  was  unacquainted 
with  the  provisions  of  our  law,  and  had  been  sending 
duck  to  Canada,  not  at  the  price  at  which  it  was 
sold,  but  at  a  lower  price,  but  he  was  quite  willing 
to  pay  the  expenses  of  the  trip  and  also  the  extra 
duty  it  imposed,  objecting  only  to  paying  any 
penalty.  The  expenses  would  be  advanced  to  Mr. 
Belton  and  charged  in  the  account,  but  the  amount 
would  be  refunded  to  the  Receiver  General  out  of 
the  seizure  made.  It  is  done  in  the  same  way  as 
in  the  case  of  the  officers  in  Chicago,  St.  Paul, 
Tacoma  and  some  other  places  in  the  United  States 
to  whom  I  referred  the  other  night.  These  expenses 
are  all  charged,  but  when  the  railway  companies 
pay  over  the  moiiey,  it  is  credited  to  the  Receiver 
General ;  and  although  the  expenses  appear  as  a 
charge  on  the  revenue,  the  country  is  not  at  the 
expense  of  a  dollar. 

Mr.  SCRIYER.  I  have  listened  to  what  the  hon. 
gentleman  has  said  with  regard  to  the  manner  in 
which  the  custom-house  officers  do  their  duty  in 
investigating  cases  of  supposed  smuggling,  and  I 
agree  with  him  that,  as  a  rule,  their  duties  are  per¬ 
formed  judiciously  and  with  proper  regard  for  the 
rights  of  the  parties  affected.  While  this  is  true 
as  regards  the  collectors  of  customs  and  the  regular 
officers  of  the  department,  it  is  not  always  true  in 
the  case  of  detectives.  I  have  known  of  instances 
where  these  men  acted  in  a  manner  very  arbitrary 
to  say  the  least,  and  I  think  I  might  appeal  to  my 
confrere  from  Missisquoi  who  like  myself  represents 
a  border  county,  to  endorse  what  I  say.  I  have 
known  of  instances  where  they  have  acted  in  a 
most  arbitrary  and  unjust  manner.  Acting  upon 
information  they  have  gone,  not  to  the  business 
places  of  traders,  but  to  the  houses  of  poor  fanners, 
and  told  them  that  because  at  some  time  in  the  past 
they  may  have  brought  a  gallon  of  coai  oil  across  the 
border  or  a  few  bushels  of  potatoes  for  seed,  and 
had  at  that  time  a  horse  and  waggon  or  a  team 
worth  so  much,  the  officers  placing  their  own  valu¬ 
ation  on  the  property,  they  will  have  to  pay  so 
much  for  violating  the  law  or  be  reported  to  the 
department.  This  was  done  in  a  number  of  in¬ 
stances,  and  I  am  glad  to  say  that  had  it  not  been 
for  the  strong  sense  of  justice  of  my  hon.  friend 
opposite,  some  of  my  constituents  would  have 
suffered  wrong.  If  my  hon.  friend  were  in  the 
position  which  he  once  occupied,  and  which  I  regret 
to  see  he  has  left,  I  would  appeal  very  strongly  to 
him  to  exercise  his  supervision  over  the  conduct  of 
these  detectives,  and  not  allow  them  to  pursue  the 
course  in  the  future  which  they  have  pursued  in 
the  past. 
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Mr.  BOWELL.  Perhaps  it  will  gi’atify  my  hon. 
friend  when  I  tell  him,  in  regard  to  the  detective 
to  whom  he  referred,  that  I  issued  an  order  that 
he  should  be  no  longer  in  our  service. 

Mr.  SCRIVER.  I  am  glad  to  hear  that  state¬ 
ment,  and  I  should  have  expected  no  less  from  my 
hon.  friend,  because  1  can  say  from  my  place  in 
this  House  that,  whenever  I  have  appealed  to  him 
to  do  what  was  right,  I  have  always  found  him 
ready  to  listen  to  reason  and  to  do  what  was  right 
in  the  premises. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL.  No  doubt  we  can  all  speak 
in  the  highest  terms  of  the  hon.  gentleman  who 
was  lately  the  Minister  of  Customs,  but  I  do  not 
think  that  the  answer  he  gave  me  is  a  sufficient 
answer  to  the  charges  I  brought.  I  stated,  and  I 
repeat,  that  a  great  many  of  these  men  are  simply 
sharks — pirates,  which,  as  an  hon.  gentleman  sug¬ 
gests,  is  perhaps  a  better  word — who  are  going 
simply  for  plunder.  The  more  seizures  they  make 
the  more  money  they  make,  and  they  often  go  into 
the  offices  of  men  who  are  honest  traders,  who  are 
men  who  would  not  be  guilty  of  a  dishonest  trans¬ 
action  and  deal  with  them  as  if  they  were  the  dis¬ 
honest  traders,  guilty  of  smuggling,  to  whom  the 
hon.  gentleman  has  referred. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  did  not  say  that.  I  drew  the 
distinction  between  the  two  classes. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL.  But  the  complaints  often 
come  in  regard  to  honest  traders,  who  enter  their 
goods  at  what  they  cost,  and  you  can  see  that  the 
whole  tendency  is  to  levy  blackmail.  There  is  no 
business  man,  however  honest  and  pure  he  may  be, 
who  cares  to  have  a  person  from  the  Customs 
Department  come  in  and  put  his  hand  on  his  books 
and  papers  and  say  :  These  are  ours  for  the  present. 
The  very  name  of  it  injures  his  credit,  and  he 
often  does  give  .$100  to  hush  the  matter  up  and 
have  the  man  go  away.  There  is  no  doubt  that  has 
occurred  over  and  over  again,  and  it  will  occur  as 
long  as  this  system  is  carried  on.  The  statement 
of  the  Minister  that  these  amounts  which  appear  in 
the  Auditor  General’s  Report  were  not  for  this  year 
is  no  sign  that  they  were  not  received  this  year. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  said  they  were  not  earned 
this  year. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL.  Take  the  case  of  Mr.  Me 
Michael,  who  has  been  receiving  $3,000  to  $6,000 
every  year.  Last  year  I  think  he  received  $9,000 
according  to  the  Auditor  General’s  Report.  In 
many  other  cases  this  occurs,  and  this  is  a  fair 
criterion  as  to  what  these  men  have  earned.  Then 
the  hon.  gentleman  proposes  that  they  shall  bonus 
officers  in  order  to  induce  them  to  do  their  duty. 
These  men  may  be  lying  along  the  banks  of  the 
lakes  or  the  rivers  and  may  not  be  doing  their 
duty,  but  it  is  for  the  department  to  see  that  they 
do  their  duty.  They  have  inspectors,  and  if  those 
they  have  are  not  sufficient,  they  should  put  on  a 
few  more,  and  see  that  those  men  perform  their 
duty. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  The  duty  of  the  inspectors  is 
to  inspect  the  offices,  not  to  see  what  the  detectives 
are  doing. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL.  If  things  are  being  smuggled, 
you  can  soon  find  it  out,  and  can  see  what  your 
officers  are  doing.  I  believe  that  many  of  the  offi¬ 
cers  do  not  earn  their  pay.  In  the  town  of  Chat- 
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ham  we  have  three  men  :  the  late  collector  of  cus¬ 
toms  who  was  receiving  $1,200  a  year,  another  at 
$800,  and  the  third  at  $600.  The  third  man  did 
the  work  and  the  others  drew  the  pay.  There  is 
no  necessity  for  keeping  three  men  there,  and  Mr. 
Eberts,  the  third  man,  who  receives  only  $600, 
really  does  all  the  work  of  the  office.  If  the  de¬ 
partment  looked  into  that,  they  would  find  that 
there  is  no  necessity  for  three  men  there,  and,  if 
that  system  prevails  in  other  offices,  the  reason  for 
the  enormous  expenditures  can  be  easily  seen  in 
regard  to  the  collection  of  revenue  for  customs.  I 
believe  the  proper  system  is  to  do  away  with  the 
sharing  of  spoils,  and,  if  the  officers  do  not  perform 
their  work,  turn  them  out  and  put  other  men  in 
their  places. 

Mr.  McGREGOR.  I  agree  with  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  Kent  (Mr.  Campbell)  and  the  lion,  member 
for  Huntingdon  (Mr.  Scriver)  as  to  these  detectives 
or  spies  who  go  the  rounds  of  the  country  and  levy 
blackmail  on  the  people. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Can  the  hon.  gentleman  sustain 
or  prove  his  assertion  that  any  of  these  men  levy 
blackmail  ? 

Mr.  McGREGOR.  I  can  come  pretty  near  it. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  do  not  think  it  is  fair  to  accuse 
any  man  of  levying  blackmail,  which  is  practically 
stealing,  without  being  able  to  produce  the  proof. 
If  the  hon.  gentleman  can  prove  one  case  of  that 
kind,  I  will  see  that  the  man  concerned  shall  be 
punished. 

Mr.  McGREGOR.  I  will  give  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  a  case  in  point.  Mr.  Albert  Drouillard,  who 
is  getting  a  salary  of  $550,  seized  the  scow  Mary 
Alice  on  Lake  St.  Clair  in  1891,  it  being  alleged 
that  the  scow  had  been  smuggling.  It  was  proved 
by  four  persons  who  were  on  the  boat  that  she 
took  nothing  over  to  the  Canadian  side  at  all.  Then 
they  said,  we  will  let  her  go  on  the  case  of  smug¬ 
gling,  but  she  had  some  repairs  done  in  1  )etroit.  It 
seems  that  she  crossed  over  to  the  dry  dock  there. 
We  produced  all  the  receipts  from  beginning  to 
end,  and  then  the  department  said  they  had  very 
little  claim  against  the  boat.  Yet  this  boat  was 
held  over  from  some  time  in  August  until  the  fall, 
and  then  ran  down  to  Windsor.  A  man  was  placed 
on  her  at  the  time  she  was  seized,  whose  wages 
amounted  to  over  $74.  She  ran  into  a  bay  near 
Windsor,  and  $83  more  expenses  were  placed  upon 
her  for  a  caretaker  ;  and  yet  this  poor  man,  who  is 
not  worth  $300  in  the  world,  is  deprived  of  his 
vessel.  I  am  prepared  to  prove  that  that  officer  has 
gone  to  one  place  and  said  :  “You  had  a  harness 
brought  over  here  a  few  years  ago,  unless  you  pay 
me  $12  I  will  make  you  trouble.”  In  the  case 
of  Mr.  Hackett,  in  my  hon.  friend’s  county,  he 
gave  him  the  $12.  He  went  into  another  place, 
Mr.  Rumble’s  store,  and  said  ;  “  Unless  you  give 
me  $400  I  will  seize  the  whole  establishment,” 
and  the  Methodist  minister  and  several  other  men 
in  the  neighbourhood  had  to  raise  the  $400  and  give 
it  to  him.  And  so  he  has  been  going  the  rounds. 
He  gets  from  this  country  $550,  and  from  seizures 
last  year  he  got  $750  more,  and  the  year  before  I 
understand  a  still  larger  sum.  Now,  we  are  pre¬ 
pared  to  pay  these  men  well,  to  deal  with  them  as 
they  should  be  dealt  with,  but  the  practice  of  giv¬ 
ing  them  half  of  what  they  seize  is  an  incentive  to 
them  to  do  great  injustice  to  many  people,  espe- 
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cially  along  the  shores.  In  onr  town  there  is  no 
scarcity  of  customs  officers,  men  of  as  high  char¬ 
acter  as  any  other  men  in  the  Dominion.  Those 
are  the  men  who  should  have  charge  of  that  busi¬ 
ness,  instead  of  employing  special  detectives  for 
doing  such  dirty  work.  I  am  free  to  say  that  the 
common  constables  or  the  police  officers  would  be 


above  acting  as  some  of  these  detectives  have  done. 


Mr.  SUTH  ERL  AND.  I  am  not  prepared  to  take 
the  position  of  some  members  and  condemn  the 
whole  system  adopted  by  die  department.  I  know 
some  of  the  difficulties  that  exist,  and  I  agree  to  a 
large  extent  with  the  Minister  that  the  system  does 
prevent  dishonest  dealers  from  smuggling  and 
defrauding  the  revenue.  However,  without  ap¬ 
proving  of  the  strong  language  used  by  some  lion, 
members,  I  still  think  that  the  law,  as  at  present 
administered  by  these  officers,  does  great  injustice 
to  manufacturers  and  merchants. 


Mr.  ROWELL.  Have  you  any  experience  ? 

Mr.  SUTHERLAND.  I  do  not  mean  my  friend 
that  the  Minister  is  referring  to,  but  to  others.  1 
will  give  an  instance,  without  mentioning  names, 
to  show  how  the  authority  placed  in  the  hands  of 
these  men  is  sometimes  used  in  an  oppressive  manner. 

I  know  a  case  where  an  officer  goes  to  a  business 
man  and  says  to  him  that  he  has  been  guilty  of  an 
infraction  of  the  law.  The  man  says  he  is  notguilty. 
Now,  very  few  men  who  are  not  business  men  can 
realize  what  it  means  to  a  business  man  to  have  his 
factory  or  shop  placed  under  seizure.  It  means 
injury  or  ruin  to  his  credit.  An  ordinary  business 
man  cannot  afford  to  risk  the  position  in  which  he 
may  stand  with  the  banks  and  the  merchants  with 
whom  he  deals,  by  having  his  credit  questioned 
through  a  seizure.  In  the  instance  I  refer  to,  the 
officer,  after  discussing  the  matter,  said  to  him ; 
“  If  you  will  make  a  deposit  of  $2,000  I  will  have 
this  matter  investigated.”  That  may  appear  fail- 
enough  for  the  Minister,  but  it  is  a  very  serious 
matter  to  a  business  man  who  may  not  have  that 
amount  on  hand.  Rut  even  if  he  does,  as  the  Min¬ 
ister  well  knows,  these  matters  become  known  to 
the  public  almost  immediately.  In  the  instance  I 
speak  of  the  manufacturer  refused  to  make  this  de¬ 
posit,  and  after  an  investigation  the  whole  matter 
fell  through.  There  is  no  doubt  in  my  mind  that 
the  man  was  perfectly  innocent,  and  that  the  officer 
had  no  case  against  him.  I  think  this  authority  in 
the  hands  of  the  officers  is  sometimes  employed  to 
do  great  harm  to  merchants  and  manufacturers,  and 
it  subjects  the  Government  to  some  very  strong 
statements  and  charges  being  made  against  them. 
It  may  be  well  to  give  some  premium  to  the  officers 
in  order  to  make  them  more  active  and  energetic 
their  work,  but  I  must  say  that  under 


ment  ought  seriously  to  consider  whether  some 
other  system  might  be  adopted  to  prevent  fraud,  or 
at  least  wdiether  the  authority  given  to  these  officers 
should  not  be  curtailed.  At  present  the  fines  in¬ 
flicted  upon  merchants  by  seizures  appear  to  them 
as  nothing  more  or  less  than  blackmail.  Ref  ore  the 
officers  are  allowed  to  threaten  a  business  man  and 
compel  him  to  make  a  deposit,  a  report  should 
be  made  to  the  head  of  the  department,  who  should 
decide  whether  there  is  evidence  sufficient  to  justify 
action  being  taken. 


Mr.  PATERSON  (Rrant).  There  is  one  point 
I  think  the  Minister  might  explain.  Are  these 
special  detectives  authorized  by  the  department 
to  go  to  an  individual  and  threaten  him  in  the 
way  we  have  heard  of,  and  that  person,  whether 
guilty  or  not,  must  pay  him  a  certain  amount  of 
money  to  avoid  further  trouble  ?  Are  they  at 
liberty  to  settle  cases  in  that  way,  and  if  they  do 
so,  do  they  make  a  return  of  the  money  to  the 
department  ?  In  the  case  my  hon.  friend  who  sits 
beside  me  referred  to,  where  that  has  been  done, 
and  where  the  officer  was  discharged  and  a  refund 
made  to  the  party  of  the  money  that  this  officer  had 
taken  from  him, "did  that  officer  pay  the  money 
into  the  treasury,  or  did  the  country  lose  the 
mone}?  ? 
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the  present  system  many  people  have  a  just 
cause  of  complaint.  I  am  aware  that  the  late 
Minister  of  Customs  has  acquired,  after,  a  long  ex¬ 
perience,  rather  a  hardened  view  of  the  character 
of  the  business  men  of  the  country.  However,  I 
acknowledge  that  in  cases  brought  to  his  attention 
he  has  listened  to  arguments  and  reason.  Rut  this 
is  the  point  I  wish  to  make  :  Although  it  may  be 
decided,  after  investigation,  that  this  manufacturer 
or  merchant  has  not  been  guilty  of  an  infraction  of 
the  law,  still  he  has  no  remedy  for  the  injustice 
that  has  been  done  him  by  the  injury  to  his  credit. 
I  know  personally  that  some  merchants  have  a 
grievance  in  this  respect,  and  I  think  the  depart- 
Mr.  McGregor. 


Mr.  ROWELL.  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman  has 
answered*  his  own  question.  We  could  scarcely 
have  refunded  money  that  we  never  received.  The 
department  has  not  been  conducted  in  such  a  loose 
manner  as  that  ;  no  refund  of  money  has  been  made 
out  of  the  treasury  unless  it  has  first  been  paid 
into  the  treasury.  I  know  of  no  case  in  which 
officers  have  received  money  and  have  not  de¬ 
posited  it  to  the  credit  of  the  Receiver  General. 
There  may  have  been  cases  of  that  kind,  as  there 
are  thefts  and  fraud  committed,  but  we  never 
allow  such  abuse  to  occur  with  the  approval  of  the 
department.  The  officers  have  never  received  any 
instructions,  either  directly  or  indirectly,  nor  was 
permission  given  them  to  threaten  any  man.  They 
have  been  cautioned  against  that  over  and  over 
again,  and  they  have  been  threatened  with  dis¬ 
missal  where  any  case  of  that  kind  has  come  to 
the  knowledge  of  the  department.  As  detectives 
receiving  information  that  certain  smuggling  has 
taken  place,  they  very  often  go  to  the  party  who 
is  accused,  and  they  may  say,  as  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  has  alleged:  “You  have  been  charged  with 
doing  so-and-so,  and  it  is  my  duty  to  seize  your  horse 
and  carriage  or  your  stock,  but  if  you  wish  to  make 
a  deposit  pending  the  investigation,  that  will  be  the 
easiest  way  of  doing  it.  ”  Such  deposits  if  made  are 
at  once  credited  to  the  Receiver  General,  and  a 
report  made  to  the  department  and  an  investiga¬ 
tion  takes  place.  In  many  cases  where  it  has 
been  found  that  there,  has  been  an  infraction  of  the 
law  of  the  character  indicated  by  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  Huntingdon  (Mr.  Scriver),  which  would 
justify  the  Minister  in  remitting  portions  of  the 
duty,  it  is  done.  A  man  may  have  smuggled  coal 
oil,  and  that  is  a  very  common  ching  on  the 
frontier,  and  the  horse  or  the  sleigh  or  waggon  may 
have  been  seized  and  a  deposit  made,  in  order 
to  prevent  its  being  taken  away.  He  makes  a 
deposit  of  $50  or  $100,  and  that  is  credited  at  once 
to  the  Receiver  General.  The  officers  have  no 
authority  to  keep  it,  and  then  when  we  investigate 
any  such  case  we  punish  them  sometimes  with  a 
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penalty  of  $5  or  $10  in  accordance  with  the  magni¬ 
tude  of  the  offence.  That  is  the  course  which  has 
been  pursued  ;  but  to  suppose  that  the  depart¬ 
ment  would  give  authority  to  any  officer  to 
threaten  merchants  or  any  one  else  would 
be  to  suppose  a  system  of  carrying  on  Govern¬ 
ment  that  would  be  scarcely  justifiable.  I  do 
not  know  the  case  to  which  my  hon.  friend  from 
Oxford  (Mr.  Sutherland)  referred  to  just  now, 
although  I  know  that  I  have  had  some  little  deal¬ 
ings  with  the  hon.  gentleman  where  he  has  been  very 
persistent  in  trying  to  get  men  off,  and  afterwards 
acknowledged  himself  that  they  were  not  punished 
as  much  as  they  ought  to  be.  I  think  he  could  tell 
you  that  I  used  some  strong  expletives,  and,  per¬ 
haps,  unjustifiable  ones,  in  reference  to  these  men, 
and  they  were  not  political  friends  of  the  hon. 
gentleman  either,  but  political  friends  of  our  own. 
There  may  be  cases  where  an  officer  will  be  justi¬ 
fied  in  going  to  the  merchant  and  telling  him  that 
he  is  informed  that  he  has  been  smuggling,  and 
ask  him  to  allow  his  books  to  be  investigated,  to 
see  if  the  information  which  he  has  received  is  cor¬ 
rect.  If  an  informer  states  that  he  believes  Mr.  So- 
and-so  has  been  smuggling,  it  is  the  duty  of  the  collec¬ 
tor  at  once,  either  to  go  himself,  or  to  send  an  officer 
to  make  an  investigation.  Merchants  who  have  not 
been  guilty  may  feel  annoyed,  as  the  hon.  member 
for  North  Oxford  (Mr.  Sutherland)  says,  but  in 
many  cases  where  the  facts  have  been  explained  to 
them  they  expressed  themselves  quite  satisfied, 
because  other  people  had  violated  the  law  and  had 
been  punished,  and  the  honest  importer  is  always 
glad  to  know  that  his  guilty  neighbour  who  has 
been  taking  advantage  of  him  has  been  prevented 
from  doing  so  in  future.  I  do  not  remember  the 
case  of  this  scow',  but  I  am  inclined  to  think  that  if 
the  papers  were  laid  before  the  House  the  facts 
would  not  be  exactly  as  stated  by  the  member  for 
Essex  (Mr.  McGregor).  I  have  no  doubt  that  the 
hon.  ’ gentleman  received  the  complaint,  but  I  think 
he  was  incorrectly  informed. 

Mr.  McGREGOR.  I  have  affidavits  on  every  point 
required  in  reference  to  that  particular  case. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Were  there  not  just  as  many 
affidavits  on  the  other  side  ? 

Mr.  McGREGOR.  I  suppose  there  were  ;  I  saw 
them,  but  they  were  not  as  strong  or  as  numerous 
as  the  ones  I  got. 

Mr.  SUTHERLAND.  The  remedy  I  would  offer 
to  the  department  is  this  :  A  distinction  should  be 
made,  and  the  authority  given  to  the  officer  who 
makes  seizures  only  to  get  deposits  from  parties 
who  may  be  suspected  of  breaches  of  the  law  in  such 
cases  as  he  mentions  of  a  horse  or  a  waggon  that 
could  easily  be  removed  in  a  few  hours  or1  days  un¬ 
less  they  were  placed  under  seizure.  But  there  is 
certainly  no  justification  at  all  for  an  officer  making 
a  seizure  upon  mere  suspicion,  to  ask  a  deposit  from 
a  merchant  or  manufacturer  with  a  large  place  of 
business  or  a  large  stock  of  goods.  I  would  ask 
the  Minister’s  attention  to  that,  but  perhaps  as  he 
has  given  up  the  department  he  does  not  take  any 
interest  in  it. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Yes  ;  I  do. 

Mr.  SUTHERLAND.  So  far  as  honest  traders 
are  concerned,  this  asking  of  a  deposit  from  reliable 
men  is  a  certain  grievance,  and  if  a  change  were 
made  in  the  direction  I  have  indicated  it  would  be 
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a  remedy  that  would  give  great  satisfaction.  I  have 
already  said  that  it  is  difficult  to  offer  a  mode  of 
procedure  that  would  be  an  improvement  on  the 
present  one,  although  irregularities  do  exist  under 
it.  I  think  it  is  of  the  mode  of  enforcing  the 
system  that  we  have  reason  to  complain.  I  would 
ask  the  Minister  to  point  out  where  can  be  found 
the  total  amount  which  is  divided  amongst  the 
officers,  and  what  expenditure  is  charged  to  the 
country,  or  where  a  record  is  to  be  found  of  the 
money  deposited  with  the  Receiver  General  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  do  not  know  of  any  special 
entry. 

Mr.  SUTHERLAND.  The  Minister  will  see 
that  it  is  important  in  discussing  this  subject  that 
we  should  know  where  to  find  whether  the  amount 
is  deducted  from  the  seizure  or  paid  by  the 
country. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  have  explained  that  half  a 
dozen  times. 

Mr.  SUTHERLAND.  I  do  not  understand  that 
the  Minister  was  satisfied  himself  that  this  money 
had  been  paid  in,  although  he  said  that  the 
instructions  were  given  to  do  so. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  will 
look  at  the  Auditor  General’s  Report  he  will  see 
four  or  five  pages  of  refunds,  which  can  only  be 
paid  out  of  deposits. 

Mr.  SUTHERLAND.  I  refer  to  the  expenses. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  If  an  officer  is  going  on  duty 
he  will  get  an  advance  to  pay  His  expenses,  and  if 
he  did  not  spend  it  all  he  would  have  to  refund  it, 
and  that  would  be  re-deposited  to  the  credit  of  the 
Receiver  General. 

Mr.  FRASER.  I  understand  that  certain  judg¬ 
ments  against  officials  of  the  Government  have 
been  paid  by  the  Government. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  There  have  been  judgments 
rendered  against  the  department  which  have  been 
paid,  but  not  against  officers. 

Mr.  FRASER.  I  think  there  was  a  case  in 
Nova  Scotia  in  connection  with  an  officer,  Mr. 
Curless,  who  was  doing  a  good  deal  of  business  with 
the  department. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  1  have  nothing  to  do  with  that ; 
that  is  in  the 'Excise  Department. 

Mr.  FR  ASER.  I  think  perhaps  there  are  cases 
in  which  the  Government  do  not  receive  all  that  is 
collected.  But  I  only  rose  to  say  that  the  discus¬ 
sion  to-night  and  the  evidence  given  by  the  Min¬ 
ister  are  only  further  illustrations  of  the  wretched 
system  we  have,  and  I  hope  that  the  Minister  will 
take  them  to  heart  by  sweeping  away  this  whole 
system,  which  should  have  no  place  in  a  free 
country. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  Do  I  understand 
that  in  all  cases  where  these  deposits  are  made  the 
matter  is  fully  investigated  by  the  Minister  or  the 
department  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  All  cases  are  investigated  by 
the  department.  The  moment  the  deposit  is 
made  the  duty  of  the  officer  is  to  make  a  return 
of  the  seizure,  and  the  seizure  paper  shows  the 
amount  that  is  deposited.  Then  the  party  from 
whom  the  seizure  is  made  is  notified,  and  lie  has  a 
month  within  which  to  put  in  his  defence,  and  if 
within  that  month  he  puts  in  no  defence,  then 
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judgment  is  rendered,  either  remitting  or  reducing 
the  amount  or  confiscating  the  whole. 

Mr.  McGREGOR.  This  poor  man’s  boat  was 
seized  in  August  or  September  last  year,  and  if  my 
statement  is  correct,  I  wish  to  know  why  it  has 
not  been  sold  or  returned  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  cannot  tell.  If  the  hon. 
gentleman  will  give  me  the  name  of  the  vessel,  I 
will  obtain  the  information  for  him  to-morrow. 

Mr.  McGREGOR.  The  scow  Mary  Alice, 
seized  in  September  in  Belle  River,  Lake  St.  Clair. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  Have  not  some  of  the 
boards  of  trade  pronounced  against  the  system  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Not  that  I  am  aware  of. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  Has  not  the  Toronto  Board 
of  Trade  had  the  question  before  it  and  pronounced 
against  the  system  of  seizure  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Not  that  I  am  aware  of.  I  do 
not  know  that  it  would  change  matters  if  they  did. 
The  Boards  of  Trade  of  Toronto  and  Montreal  have 
passed  resolutions  asking  for  a  better  system  of  ap¬ 
praisements  in  order  that  the  difficulties  which  arise 
in  fixing  values  may  be  avoided. 

Committee  rose  and  reported  the  resolutions. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON  moved  the  adjournment 
of  the  House. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  and  House  adjourned  at  11.45 
p.  m. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Wednesday,  6th  April,  1892. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  Three  o'clock. 

Prayers. 

FIRST  READING. 

Bill  (No.  60)  respecting  the  Great  Northern 
Railway  Company. — (Mr.  Taylor.) 

INTERCOLONIAL  RAILWAY  PROPERTY 
AT  ST.  JOHN. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.  E.I. )  asked,  Whether  the 
Government  has  purchased  or  expropriated  the 
property  in  St.  John,  N.B.,  known  as  the  Harris 
property,  for  the  purpose  of  the  Intercolonial 
Railway  or  any  other,  and  what  purpose,  and  what 
number  of  square  feet  are  there  in  the  property  so 
purchased  or  expropriated  ?  If  so,  has  any  and 
what  sum  been  agreed  upon  or  fixed  as  the  pur¬ 
chase  money  ?  Was  the  property  valued  ?  If  so,  by 
whom,  and  when,  and  what  was  the  valuation  ? 
Does  the  valuation  or  amount  agreed  to  be  paid  for 
the  property,  embrace  the  lots  known  as  the  De 
Veber  lot  and  the  McIntyre  lot?  Who  was  the 
solicitor  employed  on  behalf  of  the  Government  in 
conducting  the  negotiations  for  the  purchase  of  the 
“  Harris  Property  ”  proper  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  Yes,  the  Government  have 
purchased  the  property  at  St.  John  known  as  the 
“  Harris  Property  ”  for  the  purposes  of  the  Inter¬ 
colonial  Railway,  containing  about  216,000  square 
feet ;  the  purchase  price  is  $200,000.  The  property 
was  valued  by  Mr.  C.  R.  Fairweather,  and  also  by 
Mr.  BowrELL. 


t 

Mr.  Charles  E.  Everett,  as  to  the  land,  and  by  Mr. 
J.  T.  C.  McKean,  architect,  and  Mr.  Edward 
Bates,  builder,  as  to  buildings,  in  October,  1891. 
Valuation  of  Fairweather,  McKean  and  Bates, 
$313,457  ;  valuation  of  Everett,  McKean  and  Bates, 
$349,656.  Yes,  it  does  include  the  De  Veber  and 
McIntyre  lots.  No  solicitor  was  employed. 

STATIONERY  FOR  THE  INTERCOLONIAL 

RAILWAY. 

Mr.  McMULLEN  asked,  The  amount  in  value 
of  stationery  supplied  to  the  Intercolonial  Railway 
during  the  fiscal  year  ending  30th  June,  1891  ?  Also 
the  amount  in  value  used  by  the  railway  during  the 
same  time. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  The  amount  in  value  of  sta¬ 
tionery  supplied  to  the  Intercolonial  Railway 
during  the  fiscal  year  ending  the  30th  June,  1891, 
was  $48,238.06.  The  amount  in  value  vised  by  the 
railwaj7  during  the  same  time  was  $57,855.46. 

SHEET  HARBOUR,  N.S. 

Mr.  BORDEN  asked,  Who  is  harbour  master 
at  Sheet  Harbour,  Nova  Scotia,  What  amounts 
were  collected  by  him  for  the  calendar  years  1890 
and  1891  respectively,  and  what  remuneration  did 
he  receive  ? 

Mr.  T UPPER.  Malcolm  McFarlane  is  harbour 
master.  Collections,  calendar  year  1890,  $89.50  ; 
collections,  calendar  year  1891,  $52  ;  remuneration 
allowed,  $200  of  fees  collected  in  any  one  year.  He 
got  all  the  fees  he  collected. 

Mr.  BORDEN  asked,  What  is  the  total  cost  of 
the  two  Government  wharves  at  Sheet  Harbour  ? 
Who  was  the  overseer  of  the  work  during  con¬ 
struction,  what  was  his  allowance  per  day,  and  for 
how  many  days  ? 

Mr.  OUIMET.  The  total  cost  was  $20,056. 96.  Mr. 
McFarlane  was  the  overseer.  He  was  paid  $2.50 
per  day  for  225  days  from  the  1 1th  February,  1888, 
to  the  5th  of  February  1889. 

EXPORT  DUTY  ON  SAW-LOGS. 

Mr.  RIDER  asked,  When  was  the  export  duty 
removed  from  saw-logs  and  other  unmanufactured 
lumber  exported  from  Canada  to  the  United  States  ? 
What  are  the  different  kinds  of  lumber  that  have 
been  exported  from  Canada  to  the  United  States, 
since  the  removal  of  the  export  duty  upon  the  same, 
up  to  1st  January,  1892,  and  how  many  feet  in 
board  measure  of  each  kind  of  lumber  in  the  log- 
have  been  so  exported  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  The  export  duty  on  pine  and 
spruce  logs,  shingle  bolts  and  cedar  logs,  was 
repealed  on  the  11th  of  October,  1890,  as  per 
circular  and  proclamation  issued  at  that  time, 
which  I  hold  in  my  hand,  and  which  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  can  have  if  he  desires.  The  exports  of 
lumber,  which  formerly  paid  export  duty,  have 
been  as  follows : — From  the  13th  of  October,  1890,  to 
the  1st  of  January,  1892:  pine  logs,  43,032  thousand 
feet  ;  spruce  logs,  27,941  thousand  feet  ;  cedar 
logs,  nil  ;  shingle  bolts,  nil. 

CHARGES  AGAINST  SIR  ADOLPHE  CARON. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  I  suppose  it  will  be  the  unani¬ 
mous  desire  of  the  House  that  the  motion  which  I 
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put  on  the  Notice  Paper  last  Wednesday  should  be 
proceeded  with,  with  the  utmost  dispatch  ;  and  if 
that  is  the  case,  I  will,  with  the  leave  of  the  House, 
take  this  motion  out  of  its  order  and  move  it  now. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON,  I  cannot  see  why  it 
should  be  the  unanimous  wish  of  the  House  to  take 
any  motion  out  of  its  course. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  Very  well  ;  I  shall  make  the  fol¬ 
lowing  statement  in  my  place  in  this  House  : — 

That  I  am  credibly  informed  and  believe  that  I  can 
establish  by  satisfactory  evidence  : 

1.  That  during  the  years  1882  to  1891  inclusive,  the  Que¬ 
bec  and  Lake  St.  John  Railway  Company  received  by  way 
of  bonus  from  the  Dominion  of  Canada,  subsidies  amount¬ 
ing  to  upwards  of  one  million  dollars,  which  subsidies 
were  voted  by  Parliament  on  the  recommendation  of  the 
Ministers  of  the  Crown. 

2.  Arrangements  were  entered  into  by  the  said  railway 
company  whereby  the  expenditure  of  said  subsidies  was 
made  by  a  construction  company  through  or  in  conjunc¬ 
tion  with  one  H.  J.  Beemer,  a  contractor —  and  the  said 
Beemer  and  those  who  assisted  him  in  financing  for  the 
said  railway  works,  received  the  benefit  of  the  said  sub- 
siclies. 

3.  During  the  whole  of  the  said  period  from  1882  to  1891, 
the  Honourable  Sir  Adolphe  P.  Caron  was,  and  still  is,  a 
member  of  the  House  of  Commons  of  Canada,  a  member 
of  tne  Canadian  Government  and  one  of  Her  Majesty’s 
Privy  Councillors  for  Canada. 

4.  That  the  said  Sir  A.  P.  Caron  was,  during  the  whole, 
or  the  greater  part  of  the  said  period,  one  of  the  members 
of  the  said  construction  company,  and  thus  had  means 
of  knowledge  of,  and  did  know  of  the  dealings  with  the 
said  subsidies  and  their  destination  after  they  were  paid 
over  by  the  Government  to  the  said  railway  company. 

5.  That  during  the  said  period  and  while  the  said  rail¬ 
way  was  being  constructed  in  part  by  means  of  said  sub¬ 
sidies,  the  said  Sir  A.  P.  Caron  corruptly  received  large 
sums  of  money  out  of  the  said  subsidies,  and  from  moneys 
raised  upon  the  credit  of  the  same,  and  from  parties  bene¬ 
ficially  interested  in  the  same. 

6.  That  during  the  said  period  out  of  said  subsidies, 
and  out  of  moneys  raised  upon  the  credit  of  the  same, 
and  from  parties  beneficially  interested  in  the  same, 
large  sums  of  moneys  were  from  time  to  time  corruptly  paid 
and  contributed,  at  the  request  and  with  the  knowledge 
of  said  Sir  A.  P.  Caron,  for  election  purposes,  and  to  aid 
in  the  election  to  the  House  of  Commons  of  the  said  Sir 
A.  P.  Caron,  and  other  members  and  supporters  of  the 
Government  of  which  he  was  a  member,  and  that  after 
some  of  such  last-mentioned  corrupt  payments  and  con¬ 
tributions  were  made,  further  and  other  subsidies  were 
granted  and  paid  to  the  said  railway  company  by  the 
Government  of  which  Sir  A.  P.  Caron  was  a  member. 

7.  That  the  Temiscouata  Railway  Company  was  given 
incorporation  by  Letters  Patent  issued  by  the  Canadian 
Government  on  6th  October,  1885,  and  since  that  date  the 
sand  railway  company  has  received  from  the  Dominion 
of  Canada  subsidies  to  the  extent  of  $619,200 — which  sub¬ 
sidies  were  voted  by  Parliament  on  the  recommendation 
of  Ministers  of  the  Crown. 

8.  That  since  the  6th  of  October,  1885,  and  while  the 
said  Temiscouata  Railway  was  being  constructed  in  part 
by  means  of  the  said  subsidies,  the  said  Sir  A.  P.  Caron 
corruptly  received  large  sums  of  money  from  the  persons 
who  from  time  to  time  controlled  the  said  Temiscouata 
Railway  Company  and  the  said  subsidies,  or  who  were 
beneficially  interested  in  the  said  subsidies. 

9.  That  also  since  the  said  6th  October,  1885,  the  persons 
who  from  time  to  time  controlled  the  said  Temiscouata 
Railway  Company  and  the  said  subsidies,  or  who  were 
beneficially  interested  in  the  said  subsidies,  paid  and  con¬ 
tributed  large  sums  at  the  request,  and  with  the  know¬ 
ledge  of  the  said  Sir  A.  P.  Caron,  for  election  purposes  to 
aid  in  the  election  to  the  House  of  Commons  of  the  said 
Sir  A.  P.  Caron,  and  other  members  and  supporters  of  the 
Government  of  which*  he  was  a  member,  and  that  after 
some  of  such  last-mentioned  corrupt  payments  and  con¬ 
tributions  were  made,  further  and  other  subsidies  were 
granted  and  paid  to  the  said  railway  company  by  the 
Government  of  which  the  said  Sir  A.  P.  Caron  was  a 
member. 

10.  That  the  said  sums  of  money  hereinbefore  mentioned 
in  paragraphs  6  and  9,  as  paid  and  contributed  for  election 
purposes,  were  so  used,  together  with  other  sums  con¬ 
tributed  by  public  contractors  with  the  Dominion  Govern¬ 
ment,  and  were  controlled  and  distributed  by  the  direct 
authority  and  with  the  knowledge  of  the  said  Sir  A.  P. 


Caron,  in  lavish  and  illegal  amounts  for  the  purpose  of 
corruptly  influencing  the  electors,  and  in  the  genex-al 
election  of  1887  alone,  upwards  of  $100,000  of  moneys,  so 
contributed  were  so  used  for  the  purpose  of  corruptly  in¬ 
fluencing  the  electors  in  the  following  electoral  districts, 
that  is  to  say:  The  Counties  of  St.  Maurice,  Champlain, 
L6vis,  Montmorency,  Charlevoix,  Ivainouraska,  Temis¬ 
couata,  L’islet,  Dorchester,  Berthier,  Portneuf,  Quebec, 
Gaspe,  Rimouski,  Montmagny,  Bellechasse,  Beauce  and 
Megantic.  and  in  Quebec  West,  Quebec  Centre,  Quebec 
East  and  Three  Rivers. 

Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  having  made  that  statement,  I 
propose  to  found  on  it  the  motion  of  which  I  have 
given  notice,  and  I  would  like  your  ruling  whether 
it  is  so  far  a  question  of  privilege  that  I  can  take  it 
out  of  its  ordinary  place  on  the  Paper.  On  that  point 
I  would  refer  you  to  the  cases  quoted  in  Bourinot, 
on  pages  377  and  378,  and  also  to  the  Huntington 
case  which  was  brought  up  in  this  House  out  of  its 
order  in  1873, .  upon  notice  having  been  given  by 
the  mover  of  the  resolution  across  the  House  pre¬ 
viously.  I  have  given  notice  in  the  most  formal 
possible  way  by  placing  my  motion  in  the  Votes 
and  Proceedings  two  days  ago.  Then,  Sir,  there 
was  the  Prince  Albert  Colonization  Company  case  in 
the  year  1886,  in  which  a  notice  of  motion  like  this 
was  given,  and  the  hon.  gentleman  who  is  now 
Minister  of  Militia  immediately  took  the  first  occa¬ 
sion  to  call  upon  the  House  to  have  the  matter  con¬ 
sidered.  Of  course  that  was  done  by  the  unanimous 
consented  the  House,  and,  therefore,  I  suppose  it  is 
not'  a  precedent  on  the  question  of  privilege, 
though  it  shows  what  the  House  has  done.  Dur¬ 
ing  the  same  session  thei'e  was  the  case  of  Mr. 
Hector  Cameron,  of  Victoria,  in  which  the  charge 
made  against  him  was  taken  up  as  a  matter  of  privi¬ 
lege.  Then,  there  is  Mr.  Rykert’s  case  in  1890, 
the  Tarte-McGreevy  case  in  1891,  and  the  East 
Northumberland  case  in  1891.  Then,  in  May,  at 
page  290,  edition  of  1883,  we  have  a  number  of 
cases  mentioned  where  precedence  was  given  to 
motions  on  the  ground  of  their  privilege.  He 
mentions  a  case  relating  to  a  corrupt  agreement  be¬ 
tween  Mr.  O’Connell  and  Mr.  Raphael  in  connection 
with  the  Carlow  election.  He  also  mentions  the 
case  of  Mr.  Roebuck’s  motion  for  a  committee  to 
enquire  into  election  compromises.  Then,  in  Mr. 
Plimsoll’s  case,  even  an  adjourned  debate  had  pre¬ 
cedence  over  other  motions,  and  a  little  further  on, 
where  the  conduct  of  a  member  in  connection  with 
a  joint  stock  company  was  in  question,  though  the 
Speaker  held  that  it  was  doubtful  whether  it  was 
a  question  of  privilege,  yet,  as  it  affected  the  character 
of  a  member,  it  was  taken  up  by  consentof  the  House. 
In  1859,  May  says:  ‘‘Other  questions  connected 
with  election  compromises  were  allowed  precedence.  ” 
I  wish  to  state,  as  an  additional  reason  why  this 
should  have  precedence,  that,  at  the  first  possible 
moment  I  had  the  information  in  my  possession 
which  satisfied  me  I  could  prove  these  charges,  I 
gave  the  notice.  There  was  not  a  day’s  delay.  I 
did  it  in  the  shortest  possible  time,  because  there 
are  some  considerations  which  affect  the  question  of 
urgency,  apart  altogether  from  the  serious  character 
of  the  charges.  There  is,  for  instance,  the  length 
of  the  session,  which  is  a  matter  affecting  the  con¬ 
venience  of  members  of  the  House,  and  if  there  be 
any  delay  in  referring  this  question  to  a  committee, 
the  session  may  be  prolonged.  I  desire  to  show  to 
the  House  that  when  I  made  these  charges,  I 
wanted  to  have  an  investigation  at  the  earliest 
possible  opportunity,  and  I  submit  the  motion  can 
be  made  by  me,  of  which  I  have  given  notice. 
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Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  presume,  Mr. 
Speaker,  the  decision  you  gave  the  other  day, 
when  you  laid  down  the  principle  governing  mat¬ 
ters  of  urgency  which  would  justify  a  departure 
from  the  rules  of  the  House  in  dealing  with  matters 
of  privilege,  and  which  clears  the  ground  in  all 
these  cases,  governs  this.  The  hon.  gentleman  had 
the  choice  whether  he  would  consider  it  a  matter 
of  privilege  and  urgency,  or  wdiether  it  should  be 
taken  up  in  its  usual  course,  and  decided  in  favour 
of  the  latter,  by  putting  it  on  the  Paper  to  be  dealt 
with  in  the  ordinary  way,  and  not  until  this  mo¬ 
ment,  when  he  can  only  do  so  under  claim  of  its  being 
a  matter  of  privilege,  and  as  he  made  a  statement  on 
the  subject  to  the  House,  has  he  attempted  to  treat 
it  as  a  matter  of  privilege  and  of  urgency.  I  submit 
there  is  no  matter  of  privilege  or  urgency  in  the 
motion  ;  and  the  arguments  the  hon.  gentleman 
has  advanced  as  to  the  convenience  of  the  House 
and  the  length  of  the  session,  are  not  arguments 
which  can  be  used  to  support  the  plea  of  urgency. 
With  regard  to  proceedings  in  former  sessions  of 
Parliament,  they  took  place  on  matters  which  were 
dealt  with  by  the  unanimous  consent  of  the  House. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  The  first  question  to  be  looked 
into  is  whether  this  is  a  matter  of  privilege.  I  sub¬ 
mit  that  anything  affecting  the  character  or  stand¬ 
ing  of  a  member  of  this  House  is  a  matter  of  privi¬ 
lege.  All  the  books  are  unanimous  on  this  subject. 
If  this  is  a  matter  affecting  the  character  and  inde¬ 
pendence  of  a  member  of  this  House,  it  is  a  matter 
of  privilege,  and  it  is  of  no  consequence  whether 
notice  was  given  or  not.  I  will  cal]  attention  to 
the  words  of  May,  page  291  : 

“  It  has  been  said  that  a  question  of  privilege  is,  pro¬ 
perly,  one  not  admitting  of  notice  ;  but  where  the  circum¬ 
stances  have  been  such  as  to  enable  the  member  to  give 
notice,  and  the  matter  was,  nevertheless,  bond,  fide,  a 
question  of  privilege,  precedence  has  still  been  conceded 
to  it.” 

We  have  had  a  series  of  precedents  on  this  ques¬ 
tion  since  the  year  1873,  showing  that  similar  ques¬ 
tions  have  been  treated  as  a  matter  of  privilege, 
without  any  notice,  and  it  is  in  the  interests  of  all 
that  this  motion  should  be  heard  at  the  earliest 
possible  opportunity. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  We  have  to  consider  this  ques¬ 
tion  in  the  light  of  the  rules  laid  down  the  other 
day.  In  the  statement  I  made  to  the  House  on  the 
21st  of  March,  it  will  be  found  that  I  said  :  “ Primd 
facie ,  a  question  affecting  a  seat  of  a  member  of  the 
House  is  a  question  of  privilege.”  We  have  to  con¬ 
sider,  first,  whether  the  allegations  made  by  the 
hon.  gentleman  affect  the  seat  of  the  hon.  member 
in  question  ;  and,  from  my  point  of  view,  I  think 
it  is  very  doubtful  whether  it  comes  under  that 
category,  or  can  be  considered  a  question  of  privi¬ 
lege  justifying  the  immediate  interposition  of  the 
House.  With  regard  to  the  precedents  which  the 
hon.  member  for  West  Ontario  has  quoted*  I  think 
it  will  be  found  that  in  every  one  of  these  cases 
they  were  brought  up  without  notice,  with  the  un¬ 
animous  consent  of  the  House  ;  and  while  1  do  not 
pretend  to  say  that  this  question  could  not  be 
brought  up  with  the  unanimous  consent  of  the 
House,  yet,  I  think,  having  been  put  upon  the 
Notice  Paper  and  not  partaking,  to  my  mind,  of  the 
element  of  urgency,  it  cannot  be  taken  out  of  its 
ordinary  place  except  with  the  unanimous  consent 
of  the  House. 

Mr.  Edgar. 


FISHERIES  DEPARTMENT  AND  F.  CHAR- 

LEBOIS. 

Mr.  LAURIER  moved  for  : 

Copy  of  all  correspondence  between  F.  Charlebois,  of 
Byng  Inlet,  North  (Ontario),  and  the  Fisheries  Depart¬ 
ment  concerning  the  payment  of  a  claim  for  services  per¬ 
formed  by  the  said  Charlebois  for  the  said  department. 

He  said  :  I  would  like  specially  to  call  the  atten¬ 
tion  of  the  Minister  of  Marine  and  Fisheries  to  this 
motion.  Mr.  Charlebois  represents  to  me  that 
about  a  year  ago  he  did  some  work  for  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Marine  and  Fisheries,  and  that  he  was 
employed  by  a  person  of  the  name  of  Fraser,  who 
was  an  overseer  of  fisheries  at  Byng  Inlet.  He  was 
employed  by  him  to  draw  some  nets  which  Fraser 
had  seized  for  an  infraction  of  the  law.  For  this 
he  made  a  charge  of  $60.50.  The  amount  is  not 
large,  but  is  important  to  this  man.  He  never 
received  his  money,  but  he  applied  several  times 
to  the  department,  and  I  find  from  the  papers 
placed  in  my  hands  that  the  department 
communicated  with  the  overseer,  Mr.  Fiaser, 
who  at  first,  when  applied  to  by  this  department, 
stated  that  he  had  paid  Charlebois,  but  the  depart¬ 
ment  afterwards,  I  believe,  became  convinced  that 
this  was  not  true,  and  that  the  man  had  not  been 
paid.  I  do  not  know  what  took  place  after  this, 
but  I  understand  that  Fraser  has  since  not  only 
left  the  service  of  the  department  but  has  left  the 
country.  Under  such  circumstances,  I  do  not  know 
whether  the  department  hold  themselves  respon¬ 
sible  for  the  expense  which  was  incurred  by  Mr. 
Fraser.  I  would  submit  this  to  the  consideration 
of  the  hon.  gentleman.  This  man  has  acted  in 
good  faith,  and  if  he  has  acted  under  an  order  of 
an  officer  of  the  department,  I  think  he  would 
have  not  only  a  moral  claim  but  a  legal  claim.  It 
would  not  be  worth  his  while  to  go  into  a  court  of 
law  for  such  a  small  amount,  but,  if  he  has  a  moral 
claim,  it  should  be  for  the  Minister  to  see  that 
this  poor  man  should  not  lose  the  money  he  is 
entitled  to. 

Mr.  TUPPEK.  On  the  statement  of  facts  placed 
before  the  House  by  the  hon.  gentleman,  I  quite 
agree  in  his  conclusion  that  a  claim  of  that  kind 
should  be  paid.  The  memorandum  placed  in  my 
hands  is  to  the  effect  that  this  man  was  employed 
by  Fraser,  and,  after  examination  of  his  charges,  a 
cheque  for  the  amount  was  sent  to  the  officer  to 
pay  the  man  he  had  employed.  After  that  Mr. 
Charlebois  wrote  to  the  department  saying  he  had 
not  received  the  cheque,  and  the  last  communica¬ 
tion  we  have  is  one  from  Fraser  written  to  the 
department  in  October,  1891,  in  which  he  states 
that  he  had  settled  with  Charlebois.  From  that 
time  down,  I  believe  we  have  had  no  word  from 
Mr.  Charlebois.  However,  from  what  the  hon. 
gentleman  says,  it  would  appear  that  Mr.  Charle¬ 
bois  has  not  received  the  money.  I  wfill  examine 
into  the  case,  and  will  see  that»justice  is  done. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  Probably,  if  tlm  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  looks  into  it,  he  will  find  that  the  cheque  has 
come  back,  and  that  Charlebois  has  not  been  paid. 
I  will  send  him  a  letter  which  will  give  him  some 
further  information  on  the  subject. 

Motion  agreed  to. 
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THE  LONDON  ELECTION. 

Mr.  SUTHERLAND.  In  the  absence  of  the  hon. 
member  for  Essex  (Mr.  Lister),  I  would  ask  that  the 
motion  I  have  on  the  paper  : 

That  a  copy  of  the  petition  of  Thomas  S.  Hobbs  and 
others,  of  the  city  of  London,  read  and  received  on  Friday, 
the  1st  of  April,  1892,  by  this  House,  praying  that  justice 
may  be  done  with  reference  to  certain  judgments  rendered 
by  County  Court  Judge  Elliott  under  the  Electoral  Fran¬ 
chise  Act,  and  in  relation  to  certain  acts  of  partisanship 
alleged  to  have  been  committed  by  the  said  judge,  be  com¬ 
municated  forthwith  to  His  Honour  Judge  Elliott, 

be  allowed  to  stand. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  cannot  agree  to  that. 

Motion  dropped. 

SABBATH  OBSERVANCE  AT  THE 
COLUMBIAN  EXHIBITION. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  One  or  two  gentlemen  on  the 
opposite  side  of  the  House  desire  to  be  present  and 
participate  in  the  discussion  of  the  motion  which  I 
have  on  the  Paper,  and,  if  the  Minister  of  Justice 
has  no  objection,  I  will  let  it  stand  ;  otherwise  I 
will  proceed. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  think  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  had  better  proceed. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  Then  I  beg  to  move  : 

That  this  House  expresses  the  opinion,  in  the  interest  of 
morality,  good  government  and  religion,  it  is  of  import¬ 
ance  to  the  civilized  world  and  of  special  importance  to 
Canada,  that  the  Canadian  Department  of  the  Columbian 
Exhibition  to  be  held  at  Chicago,  next  year,  should  be 
closed  on  Sunday. 

As  I  said  across  the  House  to  the  Minister  of  Jus¬ 
tice  that,  if  he  did  not  permit  this  motion  to  stand 
I  would  go  on  with  it,  I  will  proceed,  although 
perhaps  on  second  thought  I  should  have  let  it 
drop  for  the  present.  I  think  it  is  a  matter  of 
importance  to  the  people  of  Canada  that  the  action 
contemplated  by  this  resolution  should  be  taken. 
The  question  as  to  whether  the  Columbian  Exhibi¬ 
tion  at  Chicago  shall  be  closed  or  opened  on  the 
Lord’s  Day  has  not  yet  been  settled  by  the  United 
States  Government.  If  it  had  been  settled,  and 
the  decision  had  been  that  the  exhibition  should  be 
closed  on  the  Lord’s  Day,  then  any  action  by  the 
Canadian  Parliament  would  be  superfluous,  but,  in 
the  absence  of  such  action  and  in  view  of  the  pos¬ 
sibility  that  the  decision  of  the  United  States  may 
be  adverse  to  the  closing  of  the  exhibition  on  the 
Sabbath,  I  think  it  is  important  that  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  Canada  should  take  action  in  the  matter. 
Great  Britain,  it  is  unnecessary  to  say,  is  consi¬ 
dered  a  Christian  nation.  There  are  various  sta¬ 
tutes  upon  the  statute-books  of  England  providing 
for  the  observance,  under  various  circum¬ 
stances  and  to  various  extents,  of  the  Lord’s 
Day.  Almost  all  the  provinces  of  this  Do¬ 
minion  have  statutes  of  a  similar  character, 
and  the  permission  for  the  opening  of  the 
Canadian  portion  of  the  Columbian  Exposition  on 
the  Lord’s  Day  would  be  contrary  to  the  Canadian 
record  on  that  subject,  and  I  am  sure  would  be 
against  the  feelings  and  desires  of  the  great  bulk 
of  the  Canadian  population.  I  do  not  intend  to 
detain  the  House  long  upon  this  question,  and  shall 
refrain  from  urging  at  length  the  reasons  why 
this  is  contrary  to  the  interests  of  morality,  good 
government  and  religion.  That  this  motion  is  a 
step  in  the  interests  of  religion  it  is  not  necessary 


to  argue.  That  it  is  a  step  in  the  interests  of  moral- 
lity  all  experience  shows,  because  the  observance 
of  the  Lord’s  Day  has  proved  that  it  is  necessary 
to  the  preservation  of  good  morals,  and  it  is  also  a 
step  in  the  best  interests  of  good  government.  We 
know  that  in  the  Christian  home,  the  observance 
of  the  Sabbath  is  the  bulwark  of  our  public  institu¬ 
tions,  and  for  the  sake  of  the  example  which  our 
action  in  this  matter  would  exert  upon  the  world — 
and  it  would  be  no  slight  or  unimportant  example 
— for  the  sake  of  the  influence  it  would  exert  upon 
our  own  community,  for  the  sake  of  taking  a  posi¬ 
tion  which  would  be  defensible  before  the  world,  I 
beg  to  move  this  resolution. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  Without  entering 
into  a  criticism  of  the  reasons  which  are  given  in 
the  motion  itself,  in  support  of  the  proposition 
which  it  puts  forward  for  the  approbation  of'  the 
House,  I  think  we  must  all  recognize  that  there  are 
reasons  which  might  make  it  desirable  that  the 
spirit  of  the  resolution  should  be  carried  out.  I 
think  that  the  course  which  has  already  been 
pursued  by  Great  Britain  at  the  exhibitions  in  which 
she  has  taken  part  concurrently  with  Canada, 
would  lead  us  to  support  the  proposition  that  our 
portion  of  the  Chicago  Exhibition,  in  so  far  as  this 
country  is  concerned,  should,  if  possible,  be  closed 
on  Sunday.  That  was  the  course  which  was  pur¬ 
sued  with  regard  to  the  British  exhibits  at  the  Paris 
Exhibition.  The  exhibition  itself  was  open,  but 
the  exhibits  that  came  from  Great  Britain,  from 
Canada,  and  probably  from  other  British  colonies, 
were  covered  on  Sunday.  The  same  course  was 
pursued  subsequently  on  another  occasion  of  a  like 
kind.  I  shall  ask  the  House,  however,  not  to  adopt 
the  motion  as  pledging  the  Government  to  any  par¬ 
ticular  course,  for  this  reason  :  that  while  that  is  the 
disposition  of  the  Government,  there  may  be  consid¬ 
erations  which  would  prevent  its  being  carried  out, 
and  those  considerations  we  are  not  yet  aware  of. 
Our  exhibits  will  be,  to  a  great  extent,  under  the 
control  of  the  managing  authorities  of  the  exhibi¬ 
tion,  and  our  exhibits  are,  I  believe,  to  be  in  the 
main  building,  and  we  must  conform  ourselves  to 
such  regulations  as  we  find  imperative  in  that 
country  to  which  our  exhibits  are  sent,  and  in  which 
the  exhibition  is  being  conducted.  Subject  to  any 
unforeseen  and  overriding  necessity  of  that  kind, 
the  principle  to  which  the  resolution  refers  is  one 
that  the  Government  desires  to  carry  out.  I  hope 
that,  after  this  announcement,  the  House  will  not 
consider  it  necessary  to  adopt  the  resolution,  which 
would  bind  the  Government  to  any  particular 
course,  although  we  are  willing  to  follow  that 
course,  if  possible. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  I  am  quite  willing,  in  view 
of  the  statement  made  by  the  Minister  of  Justice, 
not  to  press  the  motion,  although  I  am  of  the 
opinion  that  it  would  be  better  for  this  House  to 
give  an  expression  of  opinion  in  the  matter.  I  do 
not  think  it  would  embarrass  the  Government. 

CHARGES  AGAINST  SIR  ADOLPHE  CARON. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  I  beg  leave  to  move  : 

That  James  D.  Edgar,  the  member  representing  the 
Electoral  District  of  the  West  Riding  of  the  County  of 
Ontario  in  this  House,  having  stated  from  his  place  in  this 
House,  that  he  is  credibly  informed  and  believes  that  he 
can  establish  by  satisfactory  evidence  : 

1.  That  during  each  of  the  years  1882  to  1891  inclusive, 
the  Quebec  and  Lake  St.  John  Railway  Company  received 
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by  way  of  bonus  from  the  Dominion  of  Canada,  subsidies 
amounting  in  the  aggregate  to  upwards  of  one  million  dol¬ 
lars,  which  subsidies  were  voted  by  Parliament  on  the  re¬ 
commendation  of  the  Ministers  of  the  Crown. 

2.  Arrangements  were  entered  into  by  the  said  railway 
company  whereby  the  expenditure  of  said  subsidies  was 
made  by  a  construction  company  through  or  in  conjunc¬ 
tion  with  one  H.  J.  Beemer,  a  contractor — and  the  said 
Beemer  and  those  who  assisted  him  in  financing  for  the 
said  railway  works,  received  the  benefit  of  the  said  sub¬ 
sidies. 

3.  During  the  whole  of  the  said  period  from  1882  to  1891, 
the  Honourable  Sir  Adolphe  P.  Caron  was,  and  still  is,  a 
member  of  the  House  of  Commons  of  Canada,  a  member 
of  the  Canadian  Government  and  one  of  Her  Majesty’s 
Privy  Councillors  for  Canada. 

4.  That  the  said  Sir  A.  P.  Caron  was,  during  the  whole, 
or  the  greater  part  of  the  said  period,  one  of  the  members 
of  the  said  construction  company,  and  thus  had  means  of 
knowledge  of,  and  did  know  of  the  dealings  with  the  said 
subsidies  and  their  destination  after  they  were  paid  over 
by  the  Government  to  the  said  railway  company. 

5.  That  during  the  said  period  and  while  the  said  rail¬ 
way  was  being  constructed  in  part  by  means  of  said  subsi¬ 
dies,  the  said  Sir  A.  P.  Caron  corruptly  received  large 
sums  of  money  out  of  the  said  subsidies,  and  from  moneys 
raised  upon  the  credit  of  the  same,  and  from  parties 
beneficially  interested  in  the  same. 

6.  That  during  the  said  period  out  of  said  subsidies,  and 
out  of  moneys  raised  upon  the  credit  of  the  same,  and 
from  parties  beneficially  interested  in  the  same,  large 
sums  of  money  were  from  time  to  time  corruptly  paid  and 
contributed,  at  the  request  and  with  the  knowledge  of 
said  Sir  A.  P.  Caron,  for  election  purposes,  and  to  aid  in 
the  election  to  the  House  of  Commons  of  the  said  Sir  A.P. 
Caron,  and  other  members  and  supporters  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  which  he  was  a  member,  and  that  after  some  of 
such  last-mentioned  corrupt  payments  and  contributions 
were  made,  further  and  other  subsidies  were  granted  and 
paid  to  the  said  railway  company  by  the  Government  of 
which  Sir  A.  P.  Catron  was  a  member. 

7.  That  the  Temiscouata  Railway  Company  was  given 
incorporation  by  Letters  Patent  issued  by  the  Canadian 
Government  on  6th  October,  1885,  and  since  that  date  the 
said  railway  company  has  received  from  the  Dominion 
of  Canada  subsidies  to  the  extent  of  $649,200— which  sub¬ 
sidies  were  voted  by  Parliament  on  the  recommendation 
of  Ministers  of  the  Crown. 

8.  That  since  the  6th  October.  lS85,and  wdiile  the  said  Te¬ 
miscouata  Railway  was  being  constructed  in  part  by  means 
of  the  said  subsidies,  the  said  Sir  A.  P.  Caron  corruptly 
received  large  sums  of  money  from  the  persons  who  from 
time  to  time  controlled  the  said  Temiscouata  Railway 
Company  and  the  said  subsidies,  or  who  were  beneficially 
interested  in  the  said  subsidies. 

9.  That  also  since  the  said  6th  October,  1885,  the  persons 
who  from  time  to  time  controlled  the  said  Temiscouata 
Railway  Company  and  the  said  subsidies,  or  who  were 
beneficially  interested  in  the  said  subsidies,  paid  and  con¬ 
tributed  large  sums  at  the  request,  and  with  the  know¬ 
ledge  ot  the  said  Sir  A.  P.  Caron,  for  election  purposes  to 
aid  in  the  election  to  the  House  of  Commons  of  the  said 
Sir  A.  P.  Caron,  and  other  members  and  supporters  of  the 
Government  of  which  he  was  a  member,  and  that  after 
some  ot  such  last-mentioned  corrupt  payments  and  contri¬ 
butions  were  made,  further  and  other  subsidies  were 
granted  and  paid  to  the  said  railway  company  by  the 
Government  of  which  the  said  Sir  A.  P.  Caron  was  a 
member. 

ID.  That  the  said  sums  of  money  hereinbefore  mentioned 
in  paragraphs  6  and  9,  as  paid  and  contributed  for  election 
purposes,  were  so  used,  together  with  other  sums  contri¬ 
buted  by  public  contractors  with  the  Dominion  Govern¬ 
ment,  and  were  controlled  and  distributed  by  the  direct 
authority  and  with  the  knowledge  of  the  said  Sir  A.  P. 
Caron,  in  lavish  and  illegal  amounts  for  the  purpose  of 
corruptly  influencing  the  electors,  and  in  the  general 
election  ot  1887  alone,  upwards  of  $100,000  of  moneys  so 
contributed  were  so  used  for  the  purpose  of  corruptly 
influencing  the  electors  in  the  following  electoral  districts, 
that  is  to  say  :  The  Counties  of  St.  Maurice,  Champlain, 
Levis,  Montmorency,  Charlevoix,  Kamouraska,  Temis¬ 
couata,  L’Islet,  Dorchester,  Berthier,  Portneuf,  Quebec, 
Gasph,  Rimouski,  Montmagny,  Bellechasse,  Beauce  and 
Megantic,  and  in  Quebec  West,  Quebec  Centre,  Quebec 
Last  and  Three  Rivers. 

That  the  above  statements  be  referred  to  the  Select 
Standing  Committee  on  Privileges  and  Elections  to 
enquire  fully  into  the  said  allegations,  with  power  to  send 
for  persons,  papers  and  records,  and  to  examine  witnesses 
upon  oath  or  affirmation,  and  that  the  Committee  do 
report  in  full  the  evidence  taken  before  them,  and  all 
Mr.  Edgar. 


their  proceedings  on  the  reference,  and  the  result  of  their 
enquiries. 

He  said  :  In  making  this  motion  I  have  proposed 
that  the  reference  should  he  made  to  the  Committee 
on  Privileges  and  Elections,  as  that  seems  to  be 
the  Committee  which  has  been  favoured  by  the 
Government  to  make  enquiries  of  this  kind.  On 
other  occasions  when  Special  Committees  have  been 
mentioned,  amendments  have  been  moved  or 
approved,  the  reference  has  been  to  the  Committee 
on  Privileges  and  Elections.  However,  I  assume 
that  the  charges  are  so  serious  and  distinctly  made 
that  the  House  will,  as  a  matter  of  course,  grant 
a  committee  of  enquiry,  and  assuming  that  to  be 
the  case  I  will  simply  make  the  motion  without 
making  any  comment  on  the  charges  at  present. 

Sir  AHOLPHE  CARON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  desire, 
in  answer  to  the  charges  which  have  been  made  by 
the  lion,  member  for  the  West  Riding  of  Ontario 
(Mr.  Edgar),  to  make  a  statement  to  the  House. 
The  statement  which  I  intend  to  make  will  be 
short.  I  take  this,  the  first  opportunity  which  has 
been  given  me,  to  state  to  the  House  that  in  every 
particular  the  charges  made  by  the  hon.  gentleman 
are  false.  I  may  add  that,  unsolicited,  without 
asking  for  them,  I  have  received  letters  and  tele¬ 
grams  from  the  manager  of  both  companies  men¬ 
tioned  in  the  charges  as  made  by  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man,  declaring  that  the  charge  of  my  receiving 
money  from  those  companies  is  absolutely  fals.e. 
At  this  period  of  the  proceedings,  I  consider  the 
emphatic  denial  which  I  have  given  to  the  charges 
is  all  that  I  should  say  at  present. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  am  aware  that  there 
is  a  popular  impression,  that  a  gentleman  in  this 
House  who  makes  accusations  of  misconduct,  im¬ 
propriety,  dishonesty,  or  other  charges  of  that 
character  against  another  member  of  this  House 
incurs  a  serious  responsibility,  and  may,  if  the 
charge  is  proven  unsustained,  be  expelled  from  this 
Chamber.  In  view  of  the  ground  which  I  shall 
ask  the  House  to  take  with  regard  to  this  resolu¬ 
tion,  I  beg  to  call  the  attention  of  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  to  the  fact,  that  that  is  an  entire  misapprehen¬ 
sion.  A  member  making  a  charge  against  another 
in  this  House  may,  of  course,  subject  himself,  as  he 
does  in  pursuing  any  line  of  conduct  on  any  piece 
of  business  before  the  House,  to  the  censure  of  the 
House  ;  but  so  far  as  his  own  seat  is  concerned  he 
may  make  false  charges  against  other  members  of 
the  House  with  perfect  impunity.  It  behooves 
the  House,  therefore,  to  consider  with  great 
care  how  far  it  shall  accede  to  the  request  of  a 
member  making  charges  against  the  personal  char¬ 
acter  of  another,  to  entertain  and  investigate  such 
charges.  The  House  has  been  reminded  on  other 
occasions,  when  questions  like  this  came  before 
it,  of  the  fact,  that  in  acceding  to  such  a 
request  we  are  undertaking  to  sit  in  a  judi¬ 
cial  capacity  and  to  conduct  a  judicial  inquiry 
upon  a  fellow  member.  I  am  sure  that  every 
member  will  agr£e  with  me,  that  apart  from 
first  principles,  even,  and  considering  merely 
views  of  convenience  and  ordinary  propriety,  the 
House  ought  to  be  very  careful,  indeed,  as  to  the 
character  and  the  class  of  charges  with  respect  to 
which  it  will  undertake  to  exercise  such  judicial 
functions  and  to  pronounce  one  of  its  members 
guilty  of  misconduct,  or  not  guilty  of  misconduct. 
The  House  will  at  all  times  have  regard,  I  am  sure. 


1041 


[APRIL  6,  1892.] 


1042 


to  the  general  principles  which  are  necessary,  not 
only  to  the  independence  and  security  of  members 
in  this  House  as  regards  their  seats,  but  likewise 
to  principles  which  are  necessary,  with  a  view  to 
the  dignity  of  the  House  and  the  rights  of  the  con¬ 
stituencies  which  members  represent.  I  think,  Sir, 
there  can  be  no  doubt  of  the  general  principles 
which  should  guide  us  upon  occasions  of  this  kind. 
Obviously,  to  state  the  abstract^  principle  as  well 
as  one  can,  the  House  has  a  perfect  right  to  enquire 
at  any  time  with  regard  to  the  manner  in  which 
public  moneys  have  been  expended  by  the  depart¬ 
ments  of  Government,  or  by  others  to  whom 
they  have  entrusted  public  moneys  for  expendi¬ 
ture.  That  class  of  cases  in  which  charges  may  be 
made  as  to  the  proper  expenditure  of  public  money 
to  those  to  whom  it  has  been  voted  to  admin¬ 
ister,  or  who  may  have  been  appointed  by  the 
Executive  to  administer  it ;  that  class  of  cases  is  al¬ 
together  aside  from  the  present  one.  Either  of  the 
branches  of  Parliament  which  have  appropriated  the 
money,-  has  at  all  times  the  right,  irrespective  of  any 
charge  of  personal  misconduct,  to  enquire  into  the 
manner  in  which  its  votes  of  money  have  been  ad¬ 
ministered  from  time  ’to  time.  There  is  in  these 
present  charges,  of  course,  no  reference  to  any  com¬ 
plaint  of  that  character.  There  is  no  allegation  of 
any  public  money  having  been  misappropriated  or 
maladministered.  I  am  mentioning  that  class  of  cases 
as  one  as  to  which  there  would  be  little  doubt  as 
to  the  course  which  the  House  would  be  disposed 
to  take.  In  the  second  place,  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
precedents  which  have  been  established,  show  that 
the  House  from  time  to  time  will  take  cognizance 
of  an  offence  alleged  to  have  been  committed  by  a 
member  of  this  House  in  his  capacity  as  a  member 
of  this  House.  Now,  Sir,  the  distinction  between  a 
charge  of  that  characcer  and  the  charge  which  has 
been  preferred  by  the  lion,  member  for  Ontario 
(Mr.  Edgar),  is  not  only,  I  think,  a  pretty  plain  one, 
but  is  one  which  I  submit  this  House  ought  ever 
most  carefully  to  bear  in  mind.  We  have  not  been 
charged  here  by  the  constitution  with  any  right, 
even,  to  judge  upon  the  conduct  and  the  private 
character  of  any  member  of  the  House.  I  am  now 
arguing  the  question  in  the  abstract  and  not  making 
particular  reference  to  any  of  the  charges  which 
are  before  us.  But,  speaking  of  the  general  prin¬ 
ciple,  we  are  not  charged  by  the  constitution  with 
any  right  or  any  power  to  investigate  the  personal 
capacity  or  the  private  character  of  any  member  of 
this  House.  On  the  contrary,  the  constitution  has 
provided  that  the  choice  of  members  shall  rest,  not 
with  this  House,  but  with  the  constituencies  who 
send  members  here  ;  and  it  is  only  when  a  member 
betrays  his  trust  by  a  breach  of  his  duty  as  a  mem¬ 
ber  of  this  House,  that  the  House  has  any  right  to 
enquire  into  his  conduct,  or  any  right  or  any  power 
to  affect  his  status  in  the  House,  by  any  resolution 
affecting  his  seat  and  his  right  to  be  here.  Let  us 
now  enquire,  Mr.  Speaker,  how  far  the  charges 
which  the  hon.  member  desires  to  have  submitted 
to  the  Committee  of  Privileges  and  Elections  come 
within  either  of  the  rules  which  I  have  laid  down. 
It  is  clear  they  do  not  come  within  the  first,  as 
regards  the  administration  of  public  money  ; 
because  the  allegations,  grouping  them  tegether, 
and  interpreting  them  as  read  together,  or  taking 
them  singly,  amount  to  this  :  that  two  companies 
to  which  moneys  were  voted  by  Parliament  on 
several  occasions,  and  another  company  which 


had  obtained  possession  of  the  money  given 
them  for  the  purpose  of  expenditure,  appro¬ 
priated  a  portion  of  the  moneys  which  had 
thus  been  voted,  not  for  the  purposes  of  their 
own  enterprises,  but  for  the  purpose  of  aiding 
the  hon.  the  Postmaster  General  in  his  own  elec¬ 
tion,  and  in  others  in  which  he  was  interested 
and  in  which  supporters  of  the  Government 
were  candidates.  Now,  Sir,  before  consider¬ 
ing  in  detail  what  these  charges  are,  or  whether 
they  come  up  to  the  standard  of  making  an  accusa¬ 
tion  of  misconduct  by  a  member  of  this  House  in 
his  capacity  as  a  member  of  this  House,  I  wish  par¬ 
ticularly  to  direct  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
the  importance  of  seeing  that  that  rule  is  strictly 
complied  with  by  any  person  who  desires  this 
House  to  exercise  its  judicial  functions,  and  to  sit 
and  deliberate  upon  the  conduct  of  a  member.  It 
will  not  do  at  all  to  say  that  some  charge  is  im¬ 
plied,  that  some  charge  is  put  forward  which  may 
be  capable  of  one  construction,  and  equally  capa¬ 
ble  of  another  construction.  The  House  has  to  see 
specially,  when  charges  are  deliberately  framed  as 
these  have  been,  that  they  bear  that  plain  con¬ 
struction  upon  their  face,  and  that  the  member  who 
makes  them  shall  not  afterwards  be  in  a  position  to 
say  that  he  did  not  intend  to  make  such  a  charge, 
but  that  he  intended  to  charge  some  personal  and 
private  impropriety,  or  some  breach  of  the 
election  laws  upon  the  member  whom  he  accuses. 
Another  observation  which  I  would  venture  to 
make  is,  that  when  accusations  of  improper  conduct 
are  made,  even  against  members  of  Parliament  as 
such,  we  ought  to  consider  most  carefully  whether 
it  is  imperative  upon  the  House  to  exercise  its  judi¬ 
cial  functions,  which  we  so  rarely  like  to  exercise, 
and  which  we  so  rarely  exercise  well,  considering 
the  diversity  of  feelings,  of  interests,  and  even  of- 
political  passions,  which  are  apt  to  prevail  in  an 
assembly  like  this.  We  have  to  consider  whether 
the  accusations  which  are  brought  forward  are 
accusations  which  some  better  qualified  tribunal  in 
this  country  is  not  clothed  with  powers  to  deter¬ 
mine.  If  the  constitution  lias  erected  a  tribunal 
in  the  country  which  has  jurisdiction  over  such 
matters,  and  if  the  laws  which  govern  us  all,  us  as 
well  as  our  constituents,  give  to  these  tribunals  a 
right  and  a  procedure  to  carry  on  the  investigation, 
it  is  most  proper  that  the  House  should,  if  possible, 
decline  to  exercise  any  judicial  functions  on  its 
part,  and  leave  to  the  tribunal  which  is  quali¬ 
fied  by  the  constitution  and  the  statutes  of  this 
country,  the  power,  the  right  and  the  duty  to 
determine  and  investigate  the  complaint,  whether 
it  be  of  a  member  who  desires  to  make  an  accusa¬ 
tion  here,  or  of  any  person  outside  of  this  House. 
Now,  I  shall  ask  the  House  to  consider  carefully 
what  these  charges  and  allegations  are  which  the 
hon.  member  for  West  Ontario  has  asked  to  be 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Privileges  and  Elec¬ 
tions,  prefacing  what  I  have  to  say  on  that  subject 
by  a  re-statement  of  the  position  which  I  assume, 
that  if  charges  are  made  involving  an  inquiry  into 
the  expenditure  of  money  voted  by  this  Parliament 
for  public  purposes,  or  if  charges  are  specifically 
made  against  a  member,  of  misconduct  in  his 
capacity  as  a  member  of  this  House,  which  would 
affect  his  seat  or  his  privileges  in  this  House,  I 
admit  that  it  may  be  the  duty  of  the  House  to 
undertake  such  an  investigation.  Now,  the  hon. 
member  has  stated,  in  the  assertions  which  he  has 
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made  to  the  House,  that  he  is  credibly  informed 
and  believes  that  he  can  establish  by  satisfactory 
evidence  that  between  the  years  1882  and  1891  the 
Quebec  and  Lake  St.  J ohn  Railway  Company  received 
subsidies,  amounting  in  the  aggregate  to  upwards  of 
$1 ,000,000,  and  that  these  subsidies  were  voted  by  this 
Parliament  ;  that  arrangements  were  made  by  that 
railway  company  whereby  the  expenditure  of  such 
subsidies  was  made  by  a  construction  company, 
and  that  the  construction  company  and  one  Beemer, 
and  those  who  assisted  him  in  financing  these  rail¬ 
way  works,  received  the  benefit  of  the  subsidies  ; 
that  during  the  whole  of  the  period  from  1882  to 
1891,  Sir  Adolphe  Caron  was,  and  still  is,  a  member 
of  the  House  of  Commons,  a  member  of  the  Cana¬ 
dian  Government,  and  one  of  Her  Majesty’s  Privy 
Councillors  for  Canada.  I  may  mention  in  passing 
— although  it  may  appear  a  very  strict  objection 
now,  yet,  I  mention  it  now,  because  it  will  become 
important  when  we  consider  another  branch  of  the 
subject — that  that  statement  is  obviously  incorrect. 
No  person  has  been  a  member  of  this  House  from 
1882  to  1891.  There  were  periods  during  which 
this  House  ceased  to  have  any  members,  during 
which  it  ceased  to  exist. 

Some  lion.  MEMBERS.  Hear,  hear. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  Now,  Sir,  I  can 
imagine  nothing  more  satisfactory  for  the  argument 
which  I  am  presenting  to  this  Chamber  than  the 
ridiculous  and  altogether  too  previous  satirical 
cheering  which  has  just  come  from  the  other  side. 
I  have  ventured  to  submit  to  the  House  that  when 
it  undertakes  to  investigate  a  matter  judicially,  it 
does  not  approach  it  with  feelings  which  generally 
inspire  great  public  confidence  in  the  accuracy  of 
the  decisions  at  which  it  arrives,  or  in  the  purity 
or  disinterestedness  of  the  considerations  which 
actuate  the  views  of  the  tribunal  ;  and  when  I  have 
drawn  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  inaccuracy 
of  one  of  the  statements  which  we  areasked  now  to 
adjudicate  upon  in  the  Committee  on  Privileges 
and  Elections,  and  have  told  the  House  that  the 
point,  although  appearing  altogether  too  strict  for 
the  moment,  w'ill  bear  some  importance  when  I 
come  to  state  why  I  make  it,  certain  members  of 
this  body  who  desire  the  judicial  enquiry  at  the 
hands  of  this  House  to  proceed  with  great  rapid¬ 
ity,  are  unable  to  wait  until  I  shall  have  an  oppor¬ 
tunity  of  stating  to  the  House  why  I  consider  the 
point  important,  but  are  prepared  with  a  satirical 
comment  before  I  am  able  to  state  the  argument. 
Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  let  us  go  on  for  a  moment  and  see 
what  the  allegations  are  further.  It  is  stated  : 

“  That  the  said  Sir  A.  P.  Caron  was,  during  the  whole 
or  the  greater  part  of  the  said  peried,  one  of  the  members 
of  the  said  construction  company,  and  thus  had  means  of 
knowledge  of,  and  did  know  of  dealings  with  the  said  sub¬ 
sidies  and  thir  destination  after  they  were  paid  over  by 
the  Government  to  the  said  railway  company. 

“  That  during  the  said  period  and  while  the  said  rail¬ 
way  was  being  constructed  in  part  by  means  of  said  sub¬ 
sidies,  the  said  Sir  A.  P.  Caron  corruptly  received  large 
sums  of  money  out  of  the  said  subsidies,  and  from  moneys 
raised  upon  the  credit  of  the  same,  and  from  parties 
beneficially  interested  in  the  same. 

“  That  during  the  said  period  out  of  said  subsidies,  and 
out  of  moneys  raised  upon  the  credit  of  the  same,  and  from 
parties  beneficially  interested  in  the  same,  large  sums  of 
money  were  from  time  to  time  corruptly  paid  and  contri¬ 
buted,  at  the  request  and  with  the  knowledge  of  said  Sir 
A.  P.  Caron,  for  election  purposes,  and  to  aid  in  the  elec¬ 
tion  to  the  House  of  Commons  of  the  said  Sir  A.  P.  Caron, 
and  other  members  and  supporters  of  the  Government  of 
which  he  was  a  member,  and  that  after  some  of  such  last- 
mentioned  corrupt  payments  and  contributions  were 
8ir  John  Thompson. 


made,  further  and  other  subsidies  were  granted  and  paid, 
to  the  said  railway  company  by  the  Government  of  which 
Sir  A.  P.  Caron  was  a  member.” 

Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  submit  to  the  House  a  reiter¬ 
ation  of  the  statement  I  have  already  made,  that, 
before  we  are  asked  to  appoint  a  committee  to  try 
a  member  of  this  House,  there  ought  to  be  some 
charge  made  against  him  of  misconduct  in  his 
capacity  as  a  m ember  of  this  House.  I  assert  that, 
however  improper  it  may  be  for  a  member  to  violate 
the  Acts  relating  to  elections  in  this  country,  that 
is  not  a  matter  on  which  this  House  will  willingly 
deliberate.  We  have  delegated  to  the  courts  of 
the  country  jurisdiction  over  these  matters,  and  I 
repeat  that,  when  the  courts  of  the  country  have1 
jurisdiction  over  such  matters,  it  is  unbecoming 
and  improper  from  every  point  of  view  that  this' 
House  should  attempt  to  resume  that  jurisdiction 
and  exercise  that  authority  in  another  way.  I  know 
that  this  House  is  repeatedly  reminded  that  in  giv¬ 
ing  jurisdiction  to  the  courts  over  election  cases,  we- 
have  simply  given  these  courts  concurrent  jurisdic¬ 
tion.  I  know  that  every  time  a  party  advantage  is 
to  be  gained,  whenever  an  attempt  can  profitably, 
from  a  party  point  of  viewr,  be  made  to  take  back  the 
jurisdiction  we  have  given  the  courts,  and  to  under¬ 
take  to  exercise  the  authority  of  this  House  or  a 
committee  of  this  House  over  an  election  case,  an 
election  trial,  an  election  judgment,  or  proceeding, 
some  members  of  the  House  are  continually  remind¬ 
ing  us  of  our  latent  power  and  insisting  that  we- 
should  exercise  it  again.  In  every  other  assembly’ 
that  I  know  of  where  such  powers  have  been  dele¬ 
gated  to  the  judges,  as  the  days  advance,  the  feeling’ 
grows  stronger  and  stronger  in  these  bodies  that 
under  no  circumstances  ought  they  to  take  back 
that  authority  and  exercise  that  power,  but  that 
they  should  leave  to  the  courts  the  investigation' 
of  all  such  matters.  That  feeling  is  so  strong 
that  I  am  sure  the  disposition  in  the  British 
House  of  Commons  is,  if  it  were  necessary  to 
do  so,  to  denude  itself  of  this  power  in  order 
that  it  may  never  be  exercised  again  by  a 
tribunal  so  unfit,  as  the  House  of  Commons  must  be, 
to  exercise  the  authority  such  a  tribunal  ought  to 
have  in  trying  election  cases.  I  wish  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  a  point  I  mentioned  a  few 
moments  ago.  I  submit  that  it  ought  to  appear 
clear  that  the  hon.  member  for  West  Ontario  meant 
to  charge  some  offence  against  the  Postmaster 
General  in  his  capacity  as  member  of  the  House, 
before  he  could  ask  the  House  to  go  on  with  this 
investigation.  And  when  I  remind  the  House  of 
what  I  said  with  regard  to  the  dates  between  1882 
and  1891,  I  wish  to  say  that  I  had  in  view  the 
emphasizing  of  this  position,  that  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  who  made  the  charges  is  not  in  a  position  to 
allege  now  that  these  charges  may  bear  the  con¬ 
struction  of  imputing  to  the  Postmaster  General 
acts  of  misconduct  as  a  member  of  Parliament, 
because  in  paragraphs  5  and  6,  the  hon.  gentleman 
makes  it  plain  that  the  misconduct  imputed  by  him 
was  practised  in  the  course  of  an  attempt  to 
become  a  member  of  Parliament,  and  while  seeking 
to  aid  other  gentlemen  also  striving  to  obtain  elec¬ 
tion.  But  irrespective  of  this  inaccuracy,  to  which  I 
attach  no  importance  whatever  asa  mere  inaccuracy, 

I  wish  to  impress  now  upon  the  House  that  this  is 
an  attempt  on  the  part  of  the  hon.  memberfor  West 
Ontario  to  investigate  bygone  elections  which 
i  have  taken  place  in  this  country,  and  nothing 


1045 


[APRIL  6,  1892.] 


1046 


more.  Although  in  the  first  part  of  his  motion, 
where  he  mentions  the  dates  1882  and  1891,  he 
alleges  that  the  Postmaster  General  was  during  all 
that  period  a  member  of  the  House,  when  he  comes 
on  to  paragraphs  5  and  6,  it  becomes  transparent 
that  what  he  is  endeavouring  to  do  is,  not  to  assail 
the  conduct  of  a  member  of  the  House  as  such, 
but  to  investigate  proceedings  which  took  place  at 
elections  in  1882,  1887  and  1891  and  the  conduct 
of  the  Postmaster  General  during  those  elections, 
including  his  own  elections.  The  charge  in  para¬ 
graph  6  goes  on  to  say  : 

“  6.  That  at  the  request  and  with  the  knowledge  of  said 
Sir  A.  P.  Caron,  for  election  purposes,  and  to  aid  in  the 
election  to  the  House  of  Commons  of  the  said  Sir  A.  P. 
Caron,  and  other  members  and  supporters  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  which  he  was  a  member,  and  that  after  some  of 
such  last-mentioned  corrupt  payments  and  contributions 
were  made,  further  and  other  subsidies  were  granted  and 
paid  to  the  said  railway  company  by  the  Government  of 
which  Sir  A.  P.  Caron  was  a  member. 

“  7.  That  the  Temiscouata  Railway  Company  was  given 
incorporation  by  Letters  Patent  issued  by  the  Canadian 
Governnient  on  6th  October,  1885,  and  since  that  date  the 
said  railway  company  has  received  from  the  Dominion 
of  Canada  subsidies  to  the  extent  of  $649,200 — which  sub¬ 
sidies  were  voted  by  Parliament  on  the  recommendation 
of  Ministers  of  the  Crown. 

“  8:  That  since  the  6th  October,  1885,  and  while  the  said 
Temiscouata  railway  was  being  constructed  in  part  by 
means  of  the  said  subsidies,  the  said  Sir  A.  P.  Caron 
corruptly  received  large  sums  of  money  from  the  persons 
who  from  time  to  time  controlled  the  said  Temiscouata 
Railway  Company  and  the  said  subsidies,  or  who  were 
beneficially  interested  in  the  said  subsidies. 

“9.  That  also  since  the  said  6th  October,  1885.  the  per¬ 
sons  who  from  time  to  time  controlled  the  said  Temis¬ 
couata  Railway  Company  and  the  said  subsidies,  or  who 
were  beneficially  interested  in  the  said  subsidies,  paid 
and  contributed  large  sums  at  the  request,  and  with  the 
knowledge  of  the  said  Sir  A.  P.  Caron,  for  election  pur¬ 
poses  to  aid  in  the  election  to  the  House  of  Commons  of 
the  said  Sir  A.  P.  Caron,  and  other  members  and  sup¬ 
porters  of  the  Government  of  which  he  was  a  member, 
and  that  after  some  of  such  last-mentioned  corrupt  pay¬ 
ments  and  contributions  were  made,  further  and  other 
subsidies  were  granted  and  paid  to  the  said  railway  com¬ 
pany  by  the  Government  of  which  the  said  Sir  A.  P.  Caron 
was  a  member.” 

Now,  I  have  to  repeat  again  that  if  these  gentle¬ 
men  have  any  charge  whatever  to  make  against  the 
Government  with  regard  to  the  propriety  of  grant¬ 
ing  these  subsidies,  we  are  here  to  meet  them,  and 
this  is  the  place  to  meet  them.  If  they  or  anybody 
else  have  accusations  to  make  against  the  way  in 
which  elections  have  been  carried,  or  attempted  to 
be  carried,  the  courts  are  open  to  them,  and 
this  House  ought  not  to  be  open  to  them,  and  the 
House  will  see  the  importance  and  significance  of 
that  statement,  when  I  come,  as  I  do  now,  to  para¬ 
graph  10,  where  the  statements  made  are  of  so 
vague  a  character  that  I  undertake  to  say  no  re¬ 
presentative  assembly  in  the  world  would  entertain 
them.  I  say  more,  I  say  that  if  the  Act  had  not 
been  passed  giving  the  judges  jurisdiction  to  try 
election  cases,  this  House  would  not  adopt  any 
resolution  such  as  that,  and  entrust  to  this  Com¬ 
mittee  the  power  and  duty  of  trying  two  general 
elections.  That  is  what  it  amounts  to.  Why, 
8ir,  before  the  procedure  was  adopted  of  sending 
these  matters  to  the  courts,  we  had  some  decorum, 
we  had  some  regulations  as  to  the  way  we  would 
try  any  member’s  seat,  or  conduct.  We  had 
formalities  for  trial  by  an  election  committee,  a 
petition  had  to  be  presented  with  specific  charges, 
particulars  had  to  be  given,  and  the  members 
charged  with  the  duty  of  inquiring  into  an 
election,  sat  as  a  court  trying  a  specific  charge. 
But  here  wre  come  to  a  sweeping  allegation  with 


reference  to  transactions  extending  over  nine  years 
and  two  general  elections  : 

“  10.  That  the  said  sums  of  money  hereinbefore  men¬ 
tioned  in  paragraphs  6  and  9,  as  paid  and  contributed  for 
election  purposes,  were  so  used,  together  with  other  sums 
contributed  by  public  contractors  with  the  Dominion  Gov¬ 
ernment,  and  were  controlled  and  distributed  by  the  direct 
authority  and  with  the  knowledge  of  the  said  Sir  A.  P. 
Caron,  in  lavish  and  illegal  amounts  for  the  purpose  of 
corruptly  influencing  the  electors,  and  in  the  general  elec¬ 
tion  of  1887  alone,  upwards  of  $160,000  of  moneys  so  con¬ 
tributed  were  so  used  for  the  purpose  of  corruptly  influen¬ 
cing  the  electors  in  the  following  electoral  districts,  that 
is  to  say  :  The  Counties  of  St.  Maurice,  Champlain,  Levis, 
Montmorency,  Charlevoix,  Kamouraska,  Temiscouata, 
L’Islet,  Dorchester,  Berthier,  Portneuf,  Quebec,  Gasp6, 
Rimouski,  Montinagny,  Belleehasse,  Beauce  and  Megan- 
tic,  and  in  Quebec  West,  Quebec  Centre,  Quebec  East  and 
Three  Rivers.” 

Then  comes  the  proposition  that  we  shall  refer  to 
a  committee  those  assertions,  not  even  framed  with 
the  regularity,  with  the  care,  and  with  the  pre¬ 
cision  which  would  be  required  in  an  election  peti¬ 
tion,  if  an  election  petition  were  to  be  tried  by  this 
House.  We  are  to  refer  these  charges  to  a  com¬ 
mittee  for  the  purpose  of  investigating  and  trying 
regularly  an  allegation  of  corrupt  practices  in  the 
elections  of  some  fifteen  or  twenty  counties.  I  have 
already  said  enough  to  show  that  the  charges  do 
not  come  within  the  category  of  charges  which  I 
mentioned,  as  those  in  which  the  House  could  pro¬ 
perly  exercise  its  authority  and  jurisdiction.  I 
have  already  assured  the  House  that  if  any  charges 
are  framed  which  do  come  within  that  category, 
they  will  be  entertained,  and  there  will  be  no  opposi¬ 
tion  on  this  side  to  an  investigation.  I  have  already 
stated,  in  so  far  as  the  Government  is  concerned, 
that  they  are  here  to  meet  any  accusations  which 
may  be  made  in  that  regard,  but  the  Government 
are  not  before  a  committee,  and  it  is  unconsti¬ 
tutional  that  a  committee  should  sit  to 
try  the  Government  of  the  day.  I  have 
only  to  conclude  by  the  statement  that  of  all 
the  accusations  which  have  been  made  in  this 
House,  even  the  accusation  which  the  House  de¬ 
clined  to  entertain  at  the  close  of  last  session,  this 
accusation  is  the  vaguest  that  I  have  been  able  to 
find,  and  it  is  one  which  I  think  the  House  ought 
not  to  entertain  in  its  present  shape.  I  may  say, 
by  way  of  safeguard,  in  reference  to  future  action 
in  such  cases,  that,  if  such  charges  should  come  up 
in  any  form  at  any  future  time,  the  proposal  to 
refer  them  to  the  Privileges  and  Elections  Com¬ 
mittee  ought  to  be  refused.  We  had  a  long  ex¬ 
perience  of  that  committee’s  work  last  session,  and 
I  think  it  was  unanimously  agreed  that  the  com¬ 
mittee  is  too  large  for  quick  and  prompt  and  ac- 
accurate  deliberation,  and  that,  when  any  charges 
of  this  character  are  to  be  referred  to  a  committee 
it  would  be  preferable,  with  a  view  to  des¬ 
patch  and  convenience,  to  have  them  referred  to 
a  smaller  committee,  as  was  done  in  one 
case  last  year.  I  admit  that,  in  making  this 
avowal,  I  am  taking  back  what  I  urged  before 
the  House  on  some  former  occasions.  It  was  con¬ 
sidered  that  the  Privileges  and  Elections  Committee, 
containing  a  number  of  lawyers  skilled  in  investi¬ 
gations  would  be  the  best  committee  to  investi¬ 
gate  these  matters,  but,  as  the  number  of  that 
committee  has  been  extended  to  over  40,  as 
investigations  of  this  kind  require  a  long  time, 
the  examination  of  a  number  of  witnesses  and  of 
masses  of  papers,  they  have  to  be  referred  to  sub¬ 
committees,  and  consequently  it  is  found  that  the 
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procedure  before  the  Privileges  and  Elections  Com¬ 
mittee  occupies  a  very  long  time,  as  that  committee 
is  too  large  to  deal  promptly  with  these  matters. 
However,  as  the  resolution  now  comes  before  the 
House,  I  shall  ask  the  House  not  to  support  it. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  Mr.  Speaker,  there  is  indeed, 
its  has  been  stated  by  the  hon.  gentleman  in  his 
opening  remarks,  an  impression  throughout  the 
country  that,  if  a  member  makes  a  charge  against 
a  fellow  member,  he  puts  his  own  seat  in  peril. 
The  House  expects  from  a  member  who  makes  a 
charge  against  a  fellow  member  that  he  must  have 
some  good  and  strong  reason  for  making  that 
charge,  and  it  is  unquestionable  that  the  common 
sense  of  the  country  would  expect  that,  if  any 
member  should  be  guilty  of  making  such  a  foul 
charge  against  another  member,  without  having 
strong  reasons  for  making  it  and  good  evidence  to 
support  it,  he  would  not  be  lit  to  associate  with 
gentlemen  and  he  ought  to  be  expelled  from  this 
House.  There  is  an  unwritten  law  of  Parliament 
which  expects  every  member  of  this  House  to  act 
as  a  gentleman,  and  that  impression  has  prevailed 
from  the  year  1873,  when  the  late  Sir  John 
Macdonald  stated,  on  the  occasion  that  Mr. 
Huntington  made  his  charges,  that  he  would  have 
Mr.  Huntington  expelled  from  the  House.  If  at 
that  time  Mr.  Huntington  had  not  been  able  to 
prove  that  the  charges  he  made  were  true,  he 
would  certainly  have  deserved  to  be  expelled  from 
this  House ;  and  I  say  this  in  regard  to  my  hon.  friend 
behind  me  that,  if  he  made  such  a  charge  as  he  has 
made  against  the  Postmaster  General  without  any 
evidence  to  substantiate  it,  if  he  has  been  guilty  of 
slandering  another  member  of  the  House,  he  is 
guilty  of  conduct  which  shoidd  cause  him  to  be 
expelled  from  the  House,  and  no  one  in  this  House 
would  say  anything  to  the  contrary.  But  I  was 
not  prepared  to  hear  from  the  hon.  gentleman  op¬ 
posite  the  language  I  have  heard  from  him.  The 
language  of  the  Minister  of  Justice  is  far  different 
when  he  speaks  on  the  hustings  and  when  he  speaks 
on  the  floor  of  this  House.  When  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  was  before  the  people  of  this  country,  and 
when  the  Government  of  which  he  was  a  member 
was  assailed  for  bribery  and  corruption,  for  winning  ! 
elections  by  vicious  practices,  the  hon.  gentleman 
was  brave,  and  he  stated  that  he  was  willing  to 
give  a  hearing  to  every  man  who  made  a  charge 
against  the  Government  or  any  of  its  members,  that  j 
he  was  welcome  to  make  that  charge  and  to  have 
it  investigated,  that  the  Government  was  afraid  of 
nothing.  When  the  hon.  gentleman  is  taken  at  his 
w°rd,  and  charges  are  made,  how  does  he  answer  ? 
He  answers  by  the  merest  quibbling  and  pettifog¬ 
ging  ever  heard  in  any  court  of  justice  to  defend  a 
vicious  cause.  We  have  heard  a  statement  from 
the  hon.  gentleman  that  it  is  not  our  mission  to  look 
after  the  private  conduct  of  members  of  this 
House.  I  agree  with  the  hon.  gentleman  that 
it  is  not  the  duty  of  any  member  of  this 
House  to  look  after  the  private  conduct  of  a  fellow 
member,  but  the  hon.  gentleman  will  not  deny 
that,  if  a  fellow  member  is  charged  on  the 
floor  of  the  House  with  conduct — not  public 
conduct  only,  but  private  conduct — that  would 
disgrace  a  gentleman,  that  man  should  be  expelled  | 
from  this  House.  Shall  I  refresh  the  memory,  the 
defaulting  memory  of  the  Minister  of  Justice’,  with 
the  example  which  took  place  not  much  more  than 
Sir  John  Thompson. 


two  months  ago,  the  example  of  Mr.  He  Cobain 
who  has  been  expelled  from  the  British  House  of 
Commons  for-  private  conduct  of  a  most  scandalous 
nature  ?  Shall  I  remind  him  of  the  case  of  Mr. 
Sadleir  who,  thirty  or  forty  years  ago,  was  expelled 
from  the  Parliament  of  Great  Britain  for  embez¬ 
zling  public  money  ?  On  this  occasion  the  charges 
are  not  alone  of  misconduct  of  a  private  character, 
but  of  misconduct  of  the  most  grievous  kind  of  a 
public  character  as  well.  The  hon.  gentleman  sees 
no  wrong  in  the  actions  which  are  charged  against 
the  Postmaster  General.  The  Pqstmaster  General 
is  charged  with  having  received  money  from  a 
public  company  which  had  been  subscribed  to  that 
company  for  a  public  end,  for  the  public  good,  and 
he  is  charged  with  having  received  a  portion  of 
that  money  for  corrupt  purposes  and  to  have  so 
applied  it.  Y  et  the  hon.  gentleman  says  there  is 
no  wrong  in  that.  Is  that  correct  ?  The  Parlia¬ 
ment  of  Canada  is  asked  for  a  subsidy  to  be  applied, 
every  cent  of  it,  to  the  building  of  a  public  rail¬ 
way.  1  hat  is  the  sanction  under  which  Parliament 
gives  the  money,  that  every  cent  shall  be  applied 
in  that  way  for  a  company  that  has  not  enough 
money  itself  to  construct  that  road  for  the  public 
advantage.  \  et  the  hon.  gentleman  tells  us  that  that  v 
money  which  was  subscribed  by  Parliament  can  be 
diverted  from  its  intended  purposes,  and  that  part 
of  it  can  be  handed  to  a  Minister  of  the  Crown  for 
corrupt  purposes,  to  corrupt  the  electors,  and  this 
is  nothing  wrong,  this  is  a  thing  the  Minister  of 
Justice  is  bound  to  acquiesce  in  and  to  defend  on 
the  floor  of  Parliament.  I  did  not  understand  ex¬ 
actly  the  defence  made  by  the  hon.  gentleman, 
whether  he  defended  this  on  its  merits,  or  whether 
it  was  simply  because  the  Postmaster  General  was 
not  then  a  member  of  Parliament.  I  ask  the  Min¬ 
ister  of  Justice  if  he  ever  heard  such  a  statement 
anywhere  ?  The  thing  is  too  pitiful  to  lie  thought 
of.  A  hether  or  not  the  hon.  gentleman  was  then 
a  member  of  Parliament,  he  does  not  deny  that  he 
was  a  member  of  the  Government,  that  he  was  an 
adviser  of  His  Excellency  the  Governor  General, 
and  yet  he  pretends  that  at  that  time  he  could  take 
money  from  the  public  treasury,  put  it  in  his 
pocket,  and  then  apply  it  to  corrupt  purposes  during 
the  elections.  Sir,  if  this  is  the  nature  of  the  mo¬ 
rality  to  which  we  have  come  in  this  country,  let 
us  know  it  ;  let  us  know  whether  the  party  in 
power  are  willing  to  assent  to  the  principle  laid 
down  by  the  Minister  of  Justice  that  there  is  no 
moral  wrong  in  money  which  is  voted  by  tins  Par¬ 
liament  being  used  for  corrupt  purposes. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  Paeaud. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  I  understand  somebody  to 
shout  “  Paeaud.  '  This  is  the  last  refuge  of  those 
hon.  gentlemen.  Sir,  I  have  to  say,  that  I  am  not 
here  to  defend  Paeaud.  Paeaud  has  been  judged 
by  the  people  of  QueRec  ;  but,  Sir,  Paeaud  has 
done  nothing  which  has  not  been  defended  to-day 
by  the  Minister  of  Justice.  Let  us  know  once  for 
all,  whether  that  is  to  be  the  doctrine  which  is  to 
prevail  in  this  country  ;  if  it  is,  I  take  direct  issue 
against  it.  Perhaps  the  majority  of  the  House  may 
yield  to  the  appeal  of  the  hon.  gentleman  and 
endorse  that  doctrine.  Sir,  though,  in  my  judg¬ 
ment,  the  electorate  has  not  done  its  duty  in  the 
last  election,  still,  perhaps  the  day  will  come  when 
the  measure  will  be  filled  up  by  somebody  ;  and  I 
believe,  whatever  may  be  the  result  of  the  vote 
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which  will  be  taken  to-day,  even  though  this  motion 
be  rejected,  that  Canada  will  be  saved  by  the 
people,,  if  it  is  to  be  saved  at  all. 

Mr.  T UPPER.  It  is  hardly  necessary  to  reply 
to  the  speech  just  delivered  by  the  hon.  leader  of 
the  Opposition,  after  he  has  resorted  to  the  language 
of  the  stump  to  which  he  referred,  and  which 
language  he  apparently  had  in  mind.  I  would  not 
rise  to  speak  were  it  not  that  I  wish  to  call  the 
attention  of  this  House  to  the  extraordinary  posi¬ 
tion  which,  so  soon  in  these  important  and  serious 
proceedings,  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  has  ven¬ 
tured  to  take.  Was  his  language  the  language  of  a 
judge?  Did  the  language  of  the  hon.  gentleman 
indicate  that  he  was  in  a  fit  and  proper  state  to  sit 
in  judgment  upon  the  character  of  a  member, 
whether  the  charge  related  to  the  moral  character 
or  the  public  character  of  a  gentleman,  who,  at 
at  any  rate,  either  in  this  House  or  out  of  it,  is 
entitled  to  an  impartial  trial  and  an  impartial  inves¬ 
tigation  ?  The  hon.  gentleman  so  far  forgot  his 
position  in  this  House  and  in  this  country,  and  if 
I  may  say  so,  his  duty  towards  the  members  of  this 
House,  that  he  did  not  hesitate  to  charge  the  leader 
of  the  House  with  having  resorted  to  quibbling  and 
pettifogging  when  he  ventured  to  dissect  this  charge 
and  the  indictment  in  order  to  show,  as  he  did 
show,  how  far  it  fell  short  of  what  an  indictment 
and  charge  should  be  when  dealing  with  the  sub¬ 
ject  to  which  it  relates.  The  leader  of  the  House 
went  over  these  various  charges,  and  the  leader  of 
the  Opposition  was  not  able  to  follow  him  in  refer¬ 
ence  to  the  particular  criticftm  which  he  made, 
except  to  ding  across  the  House  the  charge  against 
the  leader  of  the  House,  of  having  resorted  to 
quibbling  and  pettifogging  in  order  to  meet  the 
motion.  If  there  was  quibbling  and  pettifogging, 
how  is  it  that  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  sat 
down  without  pointing  out  to  the  members  of  this 
House  wherein  that  quibbling  consisted  ? 

Mr.  CASEY.  It  was  too  thin. 

Mr.  T UPPER.  Hon.  gentlemen  show  by  their 
excitement,  and  by  their  loud  jeering,  that  it 
would  have  been  a  most  disgraceful  thing,  under 
the  circumstances,  to  remit  to  them  a  question  as 
to  the  character  of  any  member  in  this  House. 
They  are  not  in  a  fit  condition  to  make  the  investi¬ 
gation.  The  spirit  displayed  by  them  is  most 
extraordinary.  But  the  hon.  gentleman  not  only 
assumed  the  position  that  members  assumed  on  the 
stump  during  the  election,  but  he  ran  aw'ay  to  cite 
a  case  which  was  totally  inapplicable  to  the  one 
under  consideration.  He  alluded  to  the  De  Cobain 
case  recently  before  the  British  Parliament,  and  I 
venture  to  say  that  no  gentleman  who  has  followed 
that  case  in  the  English  House  of  Commons,  would, 
on  second  thought,  endorse  the  position  taken  by 
the  leader  of  the  Opposition,  if  lie  supposes  there 
is  a  parallel  between  that  case  and  the  one  now 
before  us.  The  argument  in  that  case  tells  with 
terrific  effect  against  the  position  assumed  on  the 
other  side,  because  hon.  gentlemen  will  find,  on  look¬ 
ing  into  it,  that  the  case  went  along  for  some  time 
outside  of  the  English  Parliament,  and  Parliament 
took  the  greatest  possible  care  not  to  go  into  the  dis¬ 
graceful  and  notorious  charges  against  that  member 
of  Parliament,  until  it  became  evident  and  indis¬ 
putable  that  the  member  was  an  outlaw  from  justice, 
and  fleeing  from  the  courts  of  the  land.  Then  the 
House  took  up  the  case  of  that  member  as  an  out¬ 


law  from  justice,  as  a  man  who  was  afraid  to 
stand  his  trial  in  the  courts  of  law  ;  and 
the  leader  of  the  House  to-day  shows  that  so  far  as 
there  are  charges  contained  in  the  different  para¬ 
graphs  of  this  motion,  the  courts  of  law  in  Canada 
are  open  to  the  hon.  gentleman  and  to  everyone 
else,  wherein  to  make  their  charges.  I  say  that  in¬ 
stead  of  shouting,  instead  of  jeering,  instead  of 
making  glib  charges  across  this  House,  it  would 
be  well  for  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  since  the  leader 
of  the  Opposition  cannot  do  it,  to  make  some  show 
of  defence  of  the  charges  contained  in  these  different 
paragraphs  as  a  reason  why  it  is  right,  or  proper, 
or  becoming  to  this  Parliament  that  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  should  be  put  on  trial.  The  position  taken  by 
the  leader  of  the  House  to-day  is  not  merely  one 
which  concerns  the  Postmaster  General.  The 
Minister  of  Justice  is  standing  up  for  the  privi¬ 
leges  of  members  on  both  sides  of  this  House,  and 
all  that  he  claimed  this  House  should  insist  upon 
is  that  when  charges  are  levelled  against  any  mem¬ 
ber,  those  undertaking  to  prefer  them  and  to  ask 
for  an  investigation,  shall  show,  first  of  all,  that 
they  are  charges  which  render  impossible  the  pre¬ 
sence  of  an  hon.  gentleman  in  this  House,  and  that 
those  charges  are  as  clearly  and  fully  particularized 
as  they  would  be  brought  before  any  other  tribunal 
in  the  country.  The  leader  of  the  Opposition  did 
not  deal,  either,  with  the  position  taken  on  this 
side  of  the  House  on  this  question,  touching  the 
delegation  of  many  of  the  judicial  powers  of  this 
House  to  the  courts  of  the  country.  Surely  that 
is  not  a  matter  to  put  down  with  cheers  and 
shouts  ;  surely  that  is  a  matter  that  should  be 
deserving,  at  least,  of  an  attempt  to  meet  it,  before 
any  conclusion  is  drawn  upon  the  question.  We 
know  how  strong  passions  are  in  this  House,  we 
have  had  evidence  of  it  to-day,  and  for  these 
reasons  Parliament  long  ago  adopted  the  practice 
of  sending  to  the  courts  of  law  to  be  tried,  many 
of  the  cases  that  are  involved  here.  The  sting,  so 
to  speak,  of  those  resolutions  is  in  the  tail.  The 
last  paragraph  of  these  resolutions  clearly  indicates 
the  object  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  ;  their 
object  is  not  to  prove  or  substantiate  a  charge 
against  the  Postmaster  General  alone,  not  merely 
to  show  that  he  has  been  guilty  of  conduct  unbecom¬ 
ing  a  member  of  this  House  ;  but  ii  is  a  cheap  and 
speedy  way  of  investigating  and  ascertaining  how 
the  Conservative  party,  all  over  the  enormous  por¬ 
tion  of  country  that  is  defined  in  paragraph  10,  con¬ 
ducted  the  elections  in  1887,  and  the  elections  that 
followed.  The  secret  is  disclosed  in  that  paragraph, 
that  is  the  reason  and  the  object  ;  and  if  there  was 
a  spirit  of  fairness  on  the  part  of  hon.  gentlemen, 
if  there  was  merely  a  desire  to  purge  this  House 
of  the  presence  of  a  member  who  is  not  fit  to  sit  in 
it,  they  would  not  embarrass  the  case  by  bringing 
a  charge  forward  indicating  so  much  party  bias,  so 
many  party  objects,  as  are  disclosed  in  the  resolu¬ 
tions,  and  contained  in  these  vague  charges.  A  case 
has  been  handed  to  me  upon  the  subject  to  which 
the  leader  of  the  Opposition  first  directed  attention, 
and  it  is  an  important  feature  of  this  case;  and 
made  more  so  by  the  hon.  gentleman’s  attributing 
so  much  importance  to  the  supposed  respectability 
of  the  member  preferring  these  charges.  The  hon. 
gentleman  seems  to  think  that,  because  he  has 
assumed  a  great  responsibility,  the  House  therefore 
should  be  guided  in  the  direction  which  he  asks 
that  it  should  take,  and  a  committee  should  be 
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granted .  But  the  Supreme  Court,  in  the  case  of 
Landers  vs.  Woodworth  in  1878,  laid  down  this 
opinion  through  Chief  Justice  Richards  : 

“  When  the  member  makes  his  statement,  he  exercises 
the  right  of  freedom  of  speech,  and  in  making  charges 
against  gentlemen  holding  official  positions,  very  great 
latitude  is  allowed  in  the  use  of  vituperative  language. 
If  the  language  used  is  unparliamentary,  it  may  be  taken 
down,  and  the  House  decides  upon  it.  If  not  called  to 
order,  and  the  House  considers  it  necessary  for  its  dignity 
to  enquire  into  the  matter,  it  takes  the  initiative  and 
appoints  a  committee,  or  institutes  an  enquiry,  as  the  case 
may  be.  The  member  has  only  exercised  his  right  of  free¬ 
dom  of  speech  in  bringing  the  matter  to  the  attention  of 
the  House.  The  member  of  the  Legislature,  exercising 
his  right  of  speech,  makes  a  complaint.  If  the  subject, 
matter  of  his  complaint  turns  out  on  an  enquiry  not  to  be 
true,  we  have  not  been  shown  any  authority  or  precedent 
where  a  member  can  be  charged  with  being  guilty  of  a 
breach  of  the  privileges  of  the  House  for  so  doing.” 

Now,  I  may  state,  for  the  benefit  of  the  lion,  gen¬ 
tleman,  that  this  was  a  case  where  grave  and 
serious  charges  had  been  made  in  the  Legislature 
of  Nova  Scotia,  and  where  that  Legislature  at¬ 
tempted  to  expel  the  gentleman  who  made  those 
charges,  and  the  case  went  before  the  Supreme 
Court  of  this  country,  and  the  decision  was  utterly 
opposed  to  the  position  which  the  lion,  leader  of 
the  Opposition  supposes  is  the  position  of  the 
mover  of  this  resolution  to-day.  So,  whether  his 
position  is  one  of  responsibility  or  not,  we  must 
recollect  the  position  and  responsibility  of  the  per¬ 
son  charged,  and  the  position  the  Government 
takes  is,  that  the  charges  should  be  specific;  and  be 
so  specific  as  to  afford  exact  information  as  to 
what  the  object  of  the  mover  is,  also  as  to  what  the 
exact'  charges  he  desires  to  prefer  are  ;  and  more 
than  that,  it  must  disclose  what  this  resolution  does 
not  disclose,  that  it  is  an  offence  against  the  laws  of 
the  land,  or  it  is  an  offence  that  renders  unfit  the 
presence  of  the  member  attacked  in  the  Parliament 
of  this  country.  If  lion,  gentlemen  opposite  are 
satisfied  with  the  way  in  which  the  leader  of  the 
Opposition  has  met  the  leader  of  the  Government 
to-day,  I  feel  quite  certain  that  members  on  this 
side  of  the  House  are  equally  satisfied  with  the 
position  taken  by  the  leader  of  the  Government.  I 
do  not  forget,  either,  that  the  leader  of  the  Opposi¬ 
tion  seems  to  suppose  that  the  leader  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  has  justified  a  Mr.  Pacaud,  and  the  lion, 
gentleman’s  answer  as  to  Mr.  Pacaud  was  that  the 
people  of  the  Province  of  Quebec  had  dealt  with 
him.  I  should  like  to  know  whether  the  people 
of  the  Province  of  Quebec  have  yet  dealt  with  Mr. 
Pacaud.  I  understand  he  remains  yet  to  be  dealt 
with,  as  perhaps  do  some  others  who  figured  in 
that  interesting  period  of  history.  But  what  did 
lion,  gentlemen  suppose  came  from  the  lips  of  the 
leader  of  the  Government  to  justify  Mr.  Pacaud  or 
any  of  his  colleagues  in  connection  with  the  great 
frauds  and  outrageous  wrongs  perpetrated  by  these 
men,  which  brought  down  the  denunciation  of  the 
Toronto  Globe,  which,  speaking  of  them,  denounced 
them  as  public  thieves  and  robbers.  Does  the 
lion,  gentleman  approach  the  consideration  of  this 
case,  by  saying  there  is  a  charge  of  public  robbery 
and  public  thieving  in  the  resolutions  ? 

Some  lion.  MEMBERS.  Yes. 

• 

Mr.  TUPPER.  Then,  if  he  believes  that — and 
this  is  the  point  of  the  whole  case— let  the  lion, 
gentleman  take  the  responsibility  of  making  that 
charge  direct.  If  he  desires  to  make  a  charge  of 
public  robbery  and  thieving,  let  him  make  the 
Mr.  Tupfer. 


charge,  and  name  the  man,  and  there  will  be  an 
investigation  granted. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  We  have  had  a  rather 
extraordinary  line  of  argument  adopted  by  two 
Ministers  of  the  Crown,  in  undertaking  to  burke  the 
investigation  into  the  charges  made  by  the  lion, 
member  for  West  Ontario  (Mr.  Edgar).'  The  Minis¬ 
ter  of  Justice  has  laid  down  certain  doctrines  by 
which  the  authority  of  this  House  is  to  be  limited, 
and  by  which,  in  the  exercise  of  that  limited  author¬ 
ity,  we  ought  to  be  guided,  which,  I  venture  to  say, 
he  will  not  find  supported  by  any  authority  in  the 
Parliament  of  the  United  Kingdom.  The  lion, 
gentleman  has  undertaken  by  certain  propositions 
to  deprive  this  House  of  a  large  portion  of  that 
power  which  it  is  necessary  in  the  public  interest 
it  should  retain.  The  lion,  gentleman  has,  in  the 
first  place,  stated  that  we  have  no  right  whatever 
to  enquire  into  or  take  any  action  with  respect  to 
the  private  conduct  of  any  member  of  this  House. 
My  lion,  friend,  the  leader  of  the  Opposition,  pointed 
out  that  Parliament  had  over  and  over  again  on  the 
other  side  of  the  Atlantic  expelled  members  in 
consequence  of  their  private  conduct.  It  was  not 
simply  that  the  House  had  investigated  into  their 
private  conduct.  That  was  not  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman’s  proposition.  The  hon.  gentleman’s 
proposition  was  that  the  private  character  of  a 
member  was  not  a  matter  which  should  call  for 
any  action  on  the  part  of  the  House.  .  My  hon. 
friend  met  that  contention  by  pointing  out  that 
discreditable  conduct,  conduct  that  showed  that 
the  member  was  unworthy  of  being  regarded  as  a 
gentleman,  was  conduct  which  warranted  his  ex¬ 
pulsion  from  the  House,  and  he  cited  instances  in 
which  that  had  taken  place.  But  that  question 
does  not  arise  in  this  case.  The  hon.  Minister  of 
Justice  says  that  the  matters  contained  in  the 
charges  made  by  the  hon.  member  for  West  Ontario 
(Mr.  Edgar)  are  matters  which,  if  investigated  at 
all,  ought  to  be  investigated  by  the  election  courts 
of  the  country.  Sir,  I  deny  that  altogether.  The 
election  courts  have  nothing  whatever  to  do  with 
the  consideration  of  the  matters  which  are  embraced 
in  these  propositions.  The  election  courts  are  con¬ 
stituted  for  the  purpose  of  enquiring  into  irregular¬ 
ities  connected  with  the  election  of  the  particular 
person  against  whom  certain  specific  charges  are 
made.  The  power  of  the  election  courts  does  not 
go  beyond  that.  The  law  with  respect  to  these 
courts  is  well  understood.  Why,  I  have  before  my 
mind  a  case  which  occurred  not  many  years  ago, 
where  certain  charges  of  misconduct  in  the  adminis¬ 
tration  of  public  affairs  w ere  made  against  the  mem¬ 
ber  on  the  trial  of  an  election  petition.  What 
was  the  position  taken  by  the  court  ?  It  was 
that  that  was  a  proper  matter  for  investigation 
by  Parliament,  that  it  was  not  a  matter  with 
which  the  court  had  anything  to  do.  That  was  the 
decision  of  the  judge  in  an  important  case  in  the 
Province  of  Quebec,  and  the  view  taken  by  that 
court  was  sustained  by  the  Supreme  Court  on 
appeal.  So  when  the  leader  of  the  Government 
and  his  colleague  undertake  to  seriously  argue  that 
this  House  is  denuded  of  all  its  power  to  enquire 
into  the  misappropriation  of  public  money  for  the 
purpose  of  corrupting  the  electors  of  this  country, 
because  the  trial  of  election  petitions  has  been 
referred  to  the  courts,  I  take  issue  with  those  hon. 
gentlemen  on  that  ground.  The  trial  of  election 
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petitions  is  one  tiling.  The  use  of  public  money 
for  deliberate  corruption  of  the  electors  by  a  mem¬ 
ber  of  the  Administration  is  a  proper  matter  for 
enquiry  by  this  House,  and  is  not  in  the  smallest 
degree  restricted  in  any  way  by  reason  of  the  trial  of 
election  petitions  having  been  referred  to  the  courts. 
The  Minister  of  Justice  has  argued  that  there  is 
nothing  in  this  petition  affecting  the  conduct  of 
the  Postmaster  General  as  a  member  of  this  House. 
He  says,  in  effect,  that  the  allegations  are  wrong, 
because  there  are  intervals  between  the  dissolution 
of  one  House  and  the  election  of  another,  during 
which  there  is  no  House  at  all,  and  that  as  he  was 
not  a  continuous  member  without  a  moment  of 
time  having  elapsed,  there  was  no  House  in  exist¬ 
ence,  the  statement  in  paragraph  three  is  incorrect. 
1  am  not  disposed  to  answer  a  quibble  of  that  sort, 
further  than  to  say  this :  that  legally,  the  one 
House  is  in  existence,  as  defined  by  the  constitution 
and  for  certain  purposes,  until  the  other  is  elected, 
and  the  dissolution  of  the  House  does  not  in  certain 
emergencies  prevent  the  dissolved  House,  if  these 
emergencies  arise,  from  again  being  called  together. 
But,  Sir,  that  is  a  matter  of  no  consequence.  These 
charges  point  to  a  member  of  this  House  in  his 
official  capacity  as  a  member  of  the  Administration, 
rather  than  to  his  conduct  as  a  member  of  this 
House.  What,  in  effect,  are  the  charges  here  made  ? 
They  point  to  the  fact  that  the  Crown  was  advised 
to  appropriate  large  sums  of  money  for  particular 
purposes,  and  that  these  moneys  were  diverted  from 
these  public  purposes  and  placed  in  the  hands  of  a 
Minister  of  the  Crown  for  the  purpose  of  corrupting 
the  electorate  in  certain  portions  of  the  Dominion 
of  Canada.  Is  not  that  a  proper  matter  for  enquiry? 
Is  it  open  to  a  Minister  of  the  Crown  to  take 
moneys  from  a  public  contractor,  who  has  received 
these  moneys  from  the  public  treasury  of  this  coun¬ 
try  upon  his  advice,  and  to  apply  this  money  to 
•other  purposes  than  these  for  which  they  have  been 
appropriated  ?  Why,  Sir,  what  has  the  press  of  the 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite  said  with  regard  to  events 
in  the  Province  of  Quebec  where  moneys  were  voted 
as  subsidies  to  railways  and  were  taken  up  not  by  a 
Minister  of  the  Crown,  not  by  one  holding  a  public 
position,  but  taken  by  a  private  party  and  applied 
for  election  purposes  ?  What  was  the  position 
taken  there  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  and 
by  the  servant — the  obedient  servant  I  will 
say — of  these  hon.  gentlemen  in  dismissing 
the  Administration,  in  dissolving  the  Parliament 
and  calling  into  existence  another  Government  ? 
What  are  there  in  the  events  which  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  Centre  Toronto  (Mr.  Cockburn)  brought 
under  the  attention  of  this  House  in  regard  to  the 
Province  of  Quebec  that  are  any  less  important  to 
the  whole  people  of  the  Dominion  of  Canada  than 
these  present  charges  ?  If  a  Minister  of  the  Crown 
can  obtain  over  $100,000  that  has  come  from  the 
public  treasury — no  matter  whether  a  railway  con¬ 
tractor  or  a  railway  company  has  intervened  or  not 
—  -and  used  these  means  in  the  party  interest,  and  for 
the  promotion  of  party  purposes  in  elections,  why 
could  not  half  the  money  of  the  public  treasury  be 
taken  the  same  way  ?  If  there  is  any  value  in  the  argu¬ 
ment  of  the  Minister  of  Justice  it  is  as  good  against 
$10,000*000,  as  it  is  against  $100,000.  There  can 
be  no  doubt  whatever  of  that.  There  is  a  state¬ 
ment  made  here  that  this  hon.  gentleman,  the 
Postmaster  General,  is  the  Minister  of  the  Crown 
w  ho  advised  these  subsidies  being  appropriated  to 


aid  these  companies.  There  is  a  charge  that  he 
obtained  a  portion  of  the  subsidy  so  voted,  or  its 
equivalent,  from  these  companies,  and  used  it  for 
his  own  purpose  in  his  own  election,  and  in  the 
elections  in  twenty-three  constituencies  in  this 
Dominion.  That  charge isspecific  and  clear  enough. 
It  is  also  stated  that  after  some  of  these  moneys 
were  received  by  him  this  same  gentleman  advised 
the  Crown  to  grant  other  subsidies  to  other  parties, 
and  that  from  these  other  subsidies,  moneys  were 
also  obtained.  If  these  matters  are  not  to  be  in¬ 
vestigated,  what  charge  can  you  make  against  an 
Administration  which  can  be  investigated  ?  The 
Minister  of  Justice  has  also  said  that  this  is  a 
matter  which  should  go  to  the  courts.  I  would 
like  to  know  in  what  respect  the  courts  have 
jurisdiction  over  a  matter  of  this  sort?  Why, 
Sir,  from  the  days  of  Edward  the  Third  down 
to  the  present  hour  the  Government  and  Parlia¬ 
ment  of  England  have  adhered  strictly  to  the 
principle,  and  have  maintained  the  right  of  Parlia¬ 
ment  to  investigate  such  matters,  and  they 
have  held  that  the  House  of  Commons  is  the  sole 
body  that  has  a  right  to  conduct  these  investiga¬ 
tions.  This  is  not  a  question  for  the  courts,  but  it 
is  a  question  for  this  House.  It  is  not  a  question 
for  a  Commission  created  by  the  Government,  sub¬ 
ordinate  to  the  Government  and  responsible  to  the 
Government ;  but  it  is  a  question  for  the  High 
Court  of  Parliament,  the  court  of  the  people.  This 
is  a  misappropriation  of  the  people’s  money,  and 
the  people’s  representatives  in  this  great  Assembly 
have  a  right  to  know  what  use  has  been  made  of 
these  moneys,  and  whether  these  charges  are  well 
or  ill-founded.  The  Minister  of  Justice  says  that 
Parliament  is  an  inconvenient  body  for  such  an 
investigation.  In  that  contention,  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  is  attacking  our  whole  parliamentary  system. 
The  hon.  gentleman  is  seeking  to  destroy  the 
power  of  this  House  to  investigate,  to  restrain,  to 
ascertain,  or  to  punish  acts  of  such  a  character  as 
those  which  are  charged  in  this  resolution.  I  have 
said  that  the  House  of  Commons  is  the  only  body 
which  has  a  right  to  investigate  this  matter.  A 
Commission  has  not.  Will  the  Minister  of  Justice, 
or  will  any  hon..  gentleman  point  to  a  single 
instance  wrhere  a  subject  of  this  sort  has  been  made 
a  matter  of  either  judicial  investigation,  or  of 
investigation  by  a  Commission  appointed  by 
the  Ministers  of  the  Crown.  There  is  not 
in  the  whole  history  of  England,  from  the  reign 
of  Henry  VII  to  this  hour,  an  instance 
where  such  an  investigation  by  such  a  tribunal  has 
been  had.  The  hon.  gentleman  cannot  find  one, 
and  in  the  very  nature  of  things  it  is  perfectly 
obvious  that  that  must  be  the  case.  Let  us  take 
the  case  of  a  Commission,  for  example.  A  Com¬ 
mission  is  a  creature  of  the  Administration.  It  is 
appointed,  not  to  investigate  the  conduct  of  the 
Government,  but  to  investigate  the  conduct  of 
those  who  are  subordinate  to  the  Government  and 
who  are  responsible  to  the  Government.  If  one  of 
these  hon.  gentlemen  sitting  on  the  Treasury 
benches  is  charged  with  wrong-doing,  can  it  be 
for  a  moment  said  that  they  themselves  are  the 
proper  parties  to  advise  the  Crown  as  to  who  shall 
be  appointed  to  investigate  their  conduct  ?  To 
whom  is  the  report  to  be  made  ?  Why,  to  them¬ 
selves.  Who  is  to  advise  the  Crown  upon  that 
report  ?  Why,  the  very  gentlemen  who  are  accused, 
and  nobody  else.  They  are  the  parties  who  are 
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to  tell  the  Crown  whether  they  ought  to  be  dis¬ 
missed  or  whether  they  ought  to  be  retained,  upon 
the  evidence  that  the  Commission  has  taken.  Is 
it  not  clear  that  if  these  lion,  gentlemen  have  the 
appointment  of  the  Commission  by  whom  they 
are  to  be  tried,  that  they  will  make  it,  so  far  as 
they  are  concerned,  a  very  merciful  tribunal, 
indeed  ?  Let  me  say  this  :  That  the  whole 
position  taken  by  the  Minister  of  Justice 
is  an  attack  upon  our  constitutional  system  ; 
it  is  an  attempt  to  degrade  the  House 
and  to  deprive  it  of  one  of  its  chief  functions. 
Here  are  serious  charges  made  against  a  member 
of  the  Administration.  The  lion,  gentleman  goes 
on  the  public  platform  and  challenges  investiga¬ 
tion  ;  he  tells  the  public  that  if  any  party  has  any 
accusation  to  make,  let  him  make  it,  and  tin?  full¬ 
est  and  most  minute  enquiry  shall  be  had.  My 
lion,  friend  states  specifically  his  accusations,  and 
instead  of  having  them  referred  to  the  proper 
committee  for  their  investigation,  the  lion,  gentle¬ 
man  undertakes  to  show  that  they  ought  not  to  be 
investigated  at  all.  He  says  that  this  is  an  attempt 
to  try  controverted  elections,  which  have  been  re¬ 
legated  to  the  courts,  that  these  accusations  ought 
to  have  been  made  during  the  period  allowed  by 
law  for  the  filing  of  election  petitions,  and  that 
when  that  period  goes  by  no  trial  is  to  be  had. 
You  may  take  half  a  million  from  the  public 
treasury,  and  if  you  conceal  it  for  the  time  being 
you  will  enjoy  immunity  ;  Parliament  has  no  right 
to  try  it.  Parliament  might  have  the  right  if  the 
charge  related  to  any  other  matter  in  the  world 
than  elections.  If  misappropriations  are  made,  if 
a  man  steals  money  and  puts  it  into  his  pocket, 
possibly  you  may  investigate  that.  I  do  not 
know  ;  there  is  some  doubt  whether  that  could 
be  investigated  or  not,  from  the  position 
taken  by  the  Minister  of  Justice  ;  but  if 
the  man  applies  the  money  to  election  purposes, 
you  cannot  enter  that  sacred  precinct  at  all.  Unless 
men  interested  in  the  trial  of  election  petitions 
choose  to  file  a  petition,  you  have  no  redress. 
Parliament  is  perfectly  helpless.  A  wrong  may  be 
done  in  twenty  constituencies  ;  half  a  million  of 
the  public  money  may  be  stolen  from  the  public 
treasury  and  so  applied  ;  but  if  you  cannot  find 
twenty  men  in  those  constituencies  to  file  petitions, 
the  other  195  constituencies  have  no  redress.  That 
is  the  position  taken  by  the  hon.  gentleman.  We 
shall  see  whether  this  House  supports  so  uncon¬ 
stitutional  and  preposterous  a  proposition  as  that 
which  the  Minister  of  Justice  has  put  forward.  I 
apprehend  that  the  people  of  this  country  will  not 
be  prepared  to  sustain  it.  They  took  the  Minister 
of  Justice  at  his  word  ;  they  assumed  that  he  meant 
what  he  said  ;  when  he  told  them  that  the  fullest 
enquiry  would  be  had,  that  the  Government  would 
court  enquiry,  the  boldness  of  the  hon.  gentleman 
and  the  frankness  of  his  statement  were  taken  by 
the  public  as  establishing  his  innocence.  And  now 
the  hon.  gentleman  has  kicked  down  the  ladder, 
climbed  into  his  hole,  and  he  says  :  There  I  am 
prepared  to  remain.  Well,  Sir,  I  think  that 
is  not  a  very  courageous  position  for  the  hon. 
gentleman  to  take.  If  the  Government  have, 
as  I  think  the  Public  Accounts  show,  made 
these  appropriations  to  these  railway  companies 
with  the  sanction  of  Parliament,  and  if  a  member 
of  the  Government  has  obtained  from  these  railway 
companies,  from  time  to  time,  a  part  of  the  moneys 
Mr.  Mills  (Bothwell). 


so  appropriated,  this  House  is  entitled  to  know  it. 
The  country  is  entitled  to  know  it,  infinitely  more 
than  it  was  to  know  what  Mr.  Paeaud  did  with  the 
money  he  received.  If  it  is  right  and  proper  for  a 
committee  of  the  Senate  to  enquire  into  the  con¬ 
duct  of  Mr.  Paeaud  and  to  ascertain  what  he  did 
with  the  money,  not  from  the  treasury  of  the  Do¬ 
minion,  but  from  that  of  the  Province  of  Quebec, 
certainly  it  is  much  more  right  and  proper  for  a 
committee  of  this  House  to  enquire  into  what  the 
Postmaster  General  did  with  the  $ 100,000  which  he 
received  from  those  railway  companies,  and  which 
had  been  voted  out  of  the  public  treasury.  Why, 
Sir,  a  railway  company  gets,  I  suppose,  .$8,000  or 
$10,000  a  mile,  and  gives  $100,000  out  of  their  sub¬ 
sidy.  Perhaps  the  next  time  they  will  give  $200,000, 
if  you  grant  them  $2,000  or  $3,000  a  mile  more. 
Where  is  to  be  the  limitation  ? .  Where  is  to  be  the 
restraint?  The  Minister  of  Justice  says  you  have 
no  right  to  make  an  enquiry  here— this  is  not  the 
proper  tribunal.  We  are  the  representatives  of  the 
people,  who  vote  the  people’s  money  ;  and  the  law 
says,  the  constitution  says,  the  history  of  the 
country  for  three  hundred  years  says,  that 
this  is  the  sole  tribunal  to  investigate 
the  subject,  and  to  ascertain  what  is  done  with  the 
money.  This  House  is  the  custodian  of  the  public 
treasury.  The  hon.  gentleman  who  holds  the 
public  moneys  of  this  country  is  a  mere  agent  of 
this  House  ;  and  we  have  a  right  to  enquire,  even 
though  the  enquiry  should  extend  back  to  1882.  If 
a  charge  of  misappropriation  of  public  moneys  is 
made  against  a  man  in  public  life,  he  is  not  tit  to  be 
there  in  charge  of  the  public  treasuiy.  If  he  ad¬ 
vised  the  Crown  to  make  these  appropriations,  and 
had  an  understanding  with  one  of  the  railway 
companies  participating  in  them  that  these  moneys 
or  a  portion  of  them  should  go  to  him,  we  ought 
to  know  it  ;  we  are  entitled  to  know  it  ;  and,  Sir, 
we  are  entitled  to  know  it  by  an  investigation  con¬ 
ducted  by  this  House,  and  conducted  solely  by  this 
House.  That  being  so,  this  motion  ought  to  be 
carried,  and  it  will  be  an  admission  that  there  is 
something  wrong,  that  concealment  is  necessary,  if 
the  proposition  is  voted  down.  Hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  may  cheer  a  declaration  that  Parliament 
has  not  a  control  over  these  matters.  They  may 
undertake  to  say  that  this  a  matter  which  ought  to 
go  to  the  courts  ;  but  I  say  that  the  courts  have  no 
jurisdiction  and  a  Commission  have  no  jurisdiction. 
The  sole  tribunal  to  whom  the  Ministers  of  the 
Crown  are  responsible  is  this  Parliament  ;  and  when 
a  charge  is  made  against  a  Minister  of  the  Crown, 
an  investigation  ought  to  be  had  in  this  Parlia¬ 
ment,  and  a  report  made  as  to  whether  the  charge 
is  well  founded  or  not. 

Mr.  OUIMET.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  question  now 
before  the  House  is  a  very  important  one,  and  must 
be  approached  not  with  a  partisan  but  with  a 
judicial  spirit.  Perhaps  I  am  not  sufficiently  master 
of  the  English  language  to  warrant  me  in  taking 
part  in  this  important  debate.  But  as  an  hon. 
member  of  this  House  who  is  a  colleague  of  mine 
is  involved  in  the  charges  which  have  been  made 
under  the  pretext  of  vindicating  the  dignity  of  the 
House,  by  which  I  believe  it  is  intended,  to  take 
away  that  hon.  gentleman’s  honour,  I  think  it  is 
my  duty  to  take  part  in  the  debate,  and  try  to 
answer  some  of  the  arguments  which  have  been 
adduced.  An  lion,  member  of  this  House  can  be 
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deprived  of  his  seat  in  the  House  only  for  some¬ 
thing  that  would  be  considered  dishonourable,  for 
some  act  on  his  part  that  would  cause  him  to  be 
adjudged  as  unfit  to  sit  with  the  members  of  this 
House.  In  the  parliamentary  history  of  Eng¬ 
land,  we  see  that  members  have  been  expelled  from 
the  House  after,  but  only  after,  having  been 
tried  and  convicted  for  something  dishonourable, 
or  when  they  were  fugitives  from  justice.  Here 
the  only  charge  made  against  the  Postmaster 
General  is  that,  while  a  member  of  the  House, 
subsidies  were  granted  to  a  certain  company,  the 
Quebec  and  Lake  St.  John  Railway.  It  is  not 
charged  that  he  was  a  member  of  the  company. 
It  is  then  charged  that  arrangements  had  been 
made  by  that  company  with  another  company, 
called  the  construction  company,  of  which  the  Post¬ 
master  General  is  alleged  to  have  been  a  member. 
It  is  charged  that  he  derived  some  personal  profits 
out  of  the  money  received  by  that  construction 
company,  It  is  charged  then  that  during  the  elec¬ 
tions  of  1882,  1887,  and  1891,  he  received  moneys 
from  that  company  or  from  Mr.  Beemer  to  assist 
him  or  his  party  in  these  elections.  This  is  the 
whole  charge.  My  contention  is  this  :  that  to  war¬ 
rant  an  investigation  against  the  Postmaster  General 
he  must  be  charged  with  some  offence  against 
the  statutes  or  the  unwritten  law  of  honour. 
He  ought  to  have  been  charged  with  having  con¬ 
spired,  before  the  subsidies  were  granted,  with  the 
parties  applying  for  them,  to  get  the  subsidies,  in 
order  to  derive  some  benefit  for  himself.  This  is 
not  charged.  Subsequently,  when  he  is  said  to 
have  derived  some  profit  out  of  the  operations  of 
that  construction  company,  it  ought  to  have  been 
charged  that  he  was  a  member  pf  that  company 
against  the  law,  and  that  these  profits,  if  he  ever 
made  any,  were  made  in  an  illegal  or  unlawful  way. 
This  is  not  charged.  It  is  alleged  that  he  received 
some  money  during  the  elections.  Where  is  the 
offence  in  law  that  prevents  a  member  of  this 
House - 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  OUIMET.  Who  is  ignorant  that  money  is 
required  to  carry  on  elections  ? 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  OUIMET.  I  have  within  the  reach  of  my 
eye  people  who  know  it  very  well,  and  who  have 
had  a  very  bitter  experience  of  it,  and  I  know  very 
well  that  I  see  before  me  hon.  gentlemen  in  this 
House  who  would  be  very  much  embarrassed  to 
explain  where  they  got  the  moneys  required. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Name,  name. 

Mr.  OUIMET.  It  is  very  well  known  that 
there  is  a  legal  use  to  be  made  of  money  during 
elections  as  well  as  in  any  other  circumstances  of 
life.  If  the  hon.  Postmaster  General  received 
some  money,  it  is  not  charged  that  he  received  it 
by  misappropriating  public  funds  of  which  he  had 
the  disposal  and  control.  As  has  been  said,  if  that 
were  the  proposition,  nobody  on  this  side  would 
defend  it.  It  has  been  said  that  we  are  defending 
Pacaud’s  course.  \V hat  was  the  charge  against  him  ? 
The  charge  against  Pacaud  and  the  members  of  the 
Mercier  Administration  was  that  they  had  all 
conspired  together  in  order  to  have  the  disposal  of 
these  subsidies,  that  they  might,  even  before 
anything  was  done  towards  the  construction  of 
that  road,  divide  among  themselves  the  money  and 
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apply  it  to  illegal  ends.  Neither  Pacaud  nor 
Mercier  was  condemned  because  in  this  county  or 
the  other  he  was  accused  of  having  spent  a  few 
dollars,  but  because  it  was  shown  that  during  that 
trip  to  New  York  everything  was  arranged  between 
the  Premier  of  Quebec,  the  contractors  and  Pa¬ 
caud,  to  appropriate  to  themselves,  in  fact  to  steal, 
a  part  of  the  subsidy.  It  was  because  of  this  that 
the  Liberal,  or  National,  Government  of  Quebec 
were  wiped  out  of  existence.  But  here  let  the  hon. 
member  who  has  made  this  motion  do  as  the  lion. 
Minister  of  Justice  has  challenged  him  to  do.  Let 
him  prefer  against  the  Postmaster  General  a  defi¬ 
nite  charge  of  having  misappropriated  the  public 
moneys  of  which  he  was  the  trustee  ;  let  him  do  so  in 
away  as  to  submit  himself  to  the  consequences  which 
must  be  incurred  by  any  member  who  makes  a  false 
charge  against  a  colleague,  and  we  will  be  ready  then 
to  have  an  enquiry.  But  we  are  not  going  to  appoint 
a  committee  to  do  business  which  ought  to  have 
been  done  in  the  courts  of  justice  after  the  elections 
of  1882,  1887  and  1891.  It  seems  that  the  experi¬ 
ence  of  hon.  members  opposite  in  the  court  of 
justice  has  not  been  favourable  to  them,  and  they 
are  not  inclined  to  appear  again  before  the  courts. 
They  prefer  coming  here  to  make  a  sweeping  charge 
against  one  of  the  members  of  this  House,  so  that 
they  may,  if  they  get  the  chance  to  go  before 
the  Committee  on  Privileges  and  Elections,  fish 
for  evidence,  and  try  to  draw  the  Conservative 
party  in  the  mire.  To  sum  up,  in  this  long  recital 
.of  facts  there  is  not  a  specific  charge,  there  is  not 
a  charge  upon  which  could  be  founded  the  trial  of 
any  citizen  of  this  country,  there  is  not  a  charge  upon 
which  you  could  bring  any  one  before  a  tribunal  of 
justice.  We  are  ready  to  defend  ourselves  and  our 
colleagues  against  accusations  of  misappropriation 
of  funds  ;  we  are  ready  to  defend  them  against  all 
accusations  of  acts  condemned  by  the  law,  not  only 
by  the  law  of  the  land  but  by  the  laws  of  honour, 
but  we  are  not  ready,  at  the  behest  of  the  hon_ 
gentleman  opposite,  and  on  vague  and  general 
charges,  to  submit  the  whole  party  to  investigation  # 

Some  lion.  MEMBERS.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  OUIMET.  We  are  not  ready  to  submit  to  an 
enquiry  into  everything  done  in  the  Province  of 
Quebec  in  about  twenty  counties  during  the  elec¬ 
tions  of  1887  ;  and  I  am  confident  the  electors  of 
this  country  will  approve  our  position  when  we 
manfully  stand  up  to  prevent  injustice  being  done 
to  a  member  of  this  House.  As  I  said,  let  them 
come  with  a  specific  charge  and  we  will  be  ready 
to  meet  them. 

Mr.  O’BRIEN.  I  have  listened  with  a  very 
great  deal  of  attention  to  what  has  been  said  on 
both  sides  of  the  House  on  this  very  important 
matter,  and  I  feel  bound  to  admit  that,  upon 
grounds  which  perhaps  it  would  hardly  be  fair  to 
call  technical,  but  which  I  think  have  been  fairly 
sustained  on  the  side  of  the  Government  and  have 
not  been  met  b}^  the  Opposition,  the  Minister  of 
Justice  is  justified  in  saying  that  this  motion,  as  it 
is  now  presented,  is  not  one  that  ought  to  be  sub¬ 
mitted  to  the  Committee  on  Privileges  and  Elec¬ 
tions  ;  but,  if  I  thought  that  this  matter  was  to  end 
there,  and  if  I  thought  that  some  of  the  sentiments 
which  have  been  expressed  on  this  side  of  the  Hons’e 
were  to  be  binding  upon  this  majority,  I  would 
sweep  away  all  such  objections  and  would  say  that 
this  matter  ought  to  be  taken  up  in  the  manner 
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proposed.  Admitting  for  a  moment  the  truth 
of  the  statements  which  have  been  made  and 
which,  I  am  happy  to  say,  have  been  so  explicitly 
denied  by  the  Postmaster  General,  we  find  this 
state  of  affairs  existing.  I  will  call  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  the  grounds  upon  which  the  Senate 
entered  last  year  into  the  case  of  the  Baie  des 
Chaleurs  Railway.  The  only  justification,  as  I 
understand  it,  for  their  interference  in  the  matter, 
was  that  that  company  had  been  supported  by 
Dominion  subsidies,  and  therefore  the  Dominion 
authorities  had  a  right  to  investigate  it.  If  that 
doctrine  was  true  in  that  case,  certainly  this  House 
would  be  justified  in  considering  whether  subsidies 
which  it  had  given,  and  over  which  it  had  control, 
had  been  properly  used  by  the  companies  now 
under  consideration.  If  the  statements  which 
have  been  made  are  true,  there  has  been  a  gross  and 
outrageous  violation  of  trust.  Are  these  subsidies 
the  personal  property  of  these  companies  or  of  any 
persons  forming  part  of  these  companies  ?  Nothing 
of  the  kind.  The  subsidies  were  placed  in  the 
hands  of  these  persons  for  a  distinct  purpose,  for 
the  building  of  railways,  and  not  for  carrying 
elections.  I  say  that,  assuming  that  this  House, 
following  the  argument  of  the  hon.  the  Minister  of 
Justice,  thinks  the  question  should  not  be  referred 
to  the  Privileges  and  Elections  Committee  in  its 
present  form,  the  House  should  see  that  this  matter 
does  not  end  with  that,  for  what  conclusion  can 
the  country  come  to  if  they  believe,  and  if  experi¬ 
ence  shows  that  they  are  right  in  believing,  , 
that,  although  the  question  is  refused  to  be  dealt 
with  in  the  manner  proposed  and  upon  grounds 
which  the  country  will  certainly  consider  to  be 
largely  technical,  that  is  to  be  the  end  of  the 
business  and  this  House  is  to  refuse  to  con¬ 
sider  the  matter  because  of  these  particular  points 
which  have  been  taken  ?  I  understand  the  dis¬ 
tinction  which  has  been  made  between  the  case 
referred  to  in  Quebec  and  this  case.  I  think  the 
hon.  gentleman  who  spoke  last  (Mr.  Ouimet)  put 
the  question  very  fairly  when  he  said  that  there 
was  a  corrupt  bargain  made  between  the  members 
of  the  Government  in  Quebec  and  the  parties  who 
received  the  money  before  the  money  was  granted  ; 
but  on  the  broad  and  general  ground  that  Parlia¬ 
ment  has  a  right  to  see  to  the  proper  appropriation 
of  the  money  it  gives  to  these  persons,  not  for  their 
own  personal  benefit  but  for  a  public  purpose,  it  is 
the  duty  of  this  House  to  investigate  the  matter 
and  to  see  whether  any  such  violation  of  a  public 
trust  has  been  committed.  What  a  commentary 
it  is  upon  our  system  of  subsidies  if  the  public  are 
led  to  believe  that  subsidies  are  given  to  companies, 
not  for  the  trust  for  which  this  Parliament  intended 
to  give  that  money,  but  in  order  that  individuals, 
whether  in  the  Government  or  out  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  may  use  those  funds  for  party  purposes.  It  j 
would  certainly  lead  one  to  come  to  the  conclusion 
— a  conclusion  to  which  I  have  come  long  ago — 
that  the  sooner  this  system  of  railway  subsidies 
is  brought  to  an  end  the  better.  But  we  have  been 
pursuing  this  system  and  have  voted  these  moneys 
for  certain  purposes,  and  it  is  our  duty  to  see  that 
these  moneys  are  properly  applied.  Now,  if  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite,  after  all  the  lessons  they  have 
received  to-day  from  the  members  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  cannot  frame  their  resolution  in  such  a  man¬ 
ner  as  to  avoid  the  objections  of  the  Minister  of 
Mr.  O’Brien. 


Justice,  they  are  more  stupid  than  I  take  them 

to  be. 

I 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  Will  the  hon.  gentleman 
state  what  he  conceives  the  objection  to  be  ? 

Mr.  O’BRIEN.  One  great  objection  to  the  re¬ 
solution,  I  think,  is  its  vagueness,  and  I  think  it 
may  properly  be  contended,  as  it  has  been  by  the 
Minister  of  Justice,  that  there  is  a  distinction  be¬ 
tween  one  who  is  connected  with  the  company 
using  public  funds,  and  one  who  is  connected  with 
the  company  simply  as  an  intermediary,  that  there 
was  a  distinction  to  be  drawn  between  the  con¬ 
struction  company  and  the  railway  company. 
There  is  no  doubt  that  there  is  a  distinction,  but 
how  much  difference  there  is  I  do  not  say.  There 
is  a  distinction  which  may  justify  the  House  in 
considering  how  far  it  should  deal  with  this  mat¬ 
ter.  But  this  should  also  be  considered,  that  there 
is  such  a  thing  as  an  accessory  after  the  fact  as  well 
as  a  conspirator  before  the  fact,  and,  if  it  should  be 
made  clear  in  dealing  with  the  matter  as  we  can 
deal  with  it,  if  some  of  these  particular  facts  which 
are  alleged  are  proved,  I  should  see  very  little  dif¬ 
ference  between  the  gentlemen  who  previously  con¬ 
spired  to  obtain  money  out  of  the  public  funds, 
money  which  had  been  granted  for  a  public  pur¬ 
pose,  and  the  gentleman  who,  after  the  funds  had 
been  granted,  used  his  influence,  either  as  a  mem¬ 
ber  of  the  House  or  as  a  member  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  to  have  these  funds  used  for  corrupt  pur¬ 
poses. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  would  suggest,  as 
the  hon.  member  for  South  Oxford  is  about  to  speak, 
that,  with  the  unanimous  consent  of  the  House  this 
debate  might  be  continued  after  (3  o’clock. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  No. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  Of  course  we  cannot 
do  that  without  unanimous  consent. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  am  afraid 
we  cannot  agree  to  that.  We  propose  that  this 
matter  shall  be  very  fully  discussed.  For  my  own 
part  I  could  have  wished,  for  the  credit  of  the  Parlia¬ 
ment  of  Canada,  that  the  hon.  Ministers  who  have 
delivered  their  opinions  on  this  subject  had  pre¬ 
ferred,  instead  of  making  the  pitiable  exhibition 
they  have  madeof  themselves,  to  order  their  followers 
to  vote  down  this  motion  in  silence,  They  would 
have  done  infinitely  less  discredit  to  the  honour  of 
Canada  than  by  the  arguments  which  for  the  first 
time  in  the  history  of  the  Canadian  Parliament  have 
been  advanced  by  a  man  holding  the  responsible 
position  of  the  Minister  of  Justice,  to  strive,  in  the 
teeth  of  every  possible  rule  of  law,  of  every  possible 
principle  of  common  sense,  to  convince  us  that  the 
gravest  offence  which  could  be  committed  by  a 
Minister  is  one  with  which  Parliament  cannot  deal. 
What  in  the  name  of  wonder  is  it  that  my  hon. 
friend  beside  me  has  charged  the  Postmaster  Gen¬ 
eral  with  ?  He  has  charged  him  in  no  vague  lan¬ 
guage,  but  in  terms,  with  being  guilty  of  the  most 
corrupt  conspiracy,  for  the  purpose  of  destroying 
the  electoral  liberties  of  the  people  of  Canada,  of 
which  any  adviser  of  the  Crown  can  be  found  guilty. 
That  is  the  charge,  made  not  vaguely  or  indis¬ 
tinctly,  but  with  every  possible  clearness  and  after 
eveiy  possible  notice  had  been  given  : 

“  That  during  the  said  period  out  of  said  subsidies,  and 
out  of  moneys  raised  upon  the  credit  of  the  same,  large 
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sums  of  moneys  were  from  time  to  time  corruptly  paid  and 
contributed,  at  the  request  and  with  the  knowledge  of 
said  Sir  A,  P.  Caron,  for  election  purposes,  and  to  aid  in 
the  election  to  the  House  of  Commons  of  the  said  Sir  A.  P. 
Caron,  and  other  members  and  supporters  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  which  he  was  a  member,  and  that  after  some  of 
such  last-mentioned  corrupt  payments  and  contributions 
were  made,  further  and  other  subsidies  were  granted  and 
paid  to  the  said  railway  company  by  the  Government  of 
which  Sir  A.  P.  Caron  was  a  member.” 

Sir,  I  say  if  that  be  not  a  grave  offence  and  misde¬ 
meanour,  if  that  be  not  an  offence  of  which  the  high 
court  of  Parliament,  and  no  other,  is  called  upon 
to  take  cognizance,  of  which  it  is  the  expressed 
duty  of  Parliament  to  .take  cognizance,  for  taking 
cognizance  of  which  offences  Parliament  may  be 
said,  in  the  last  degree,  to  exist,  I  say  there  is  no 
such  thing  as  an  offence  by  a  Minister  against  the 
constitution  in  rerum  naturd.  For  my  own  part  I 
am  glad  that  the  present  Government  have  at  last 
thrown  off  all  disguise,  that  we  know  now  what  we 
have  to  deal  with.  We  have  to  deal  with  a  Govern¬ 
ment  by  corruption,  existing  by  corrupt  campaign 
funds  got  together  by  these  corrupt  means.  What 
was  the  object  for  which  this  whole  fraudulent 
system  of  railway  subsidies  was  initiated?  Sir,  the 
subject  has  been  discussed  from  time  to  time, 
and  with  just  reason,  by  this  side  of  the 
House  ;  we  have  pointed  out,  in  the  first  place, 
that  the  vast  majority  of  the  hundreds  of 
subsidies  which  have  been  granted  from  year  to 
year  under  pretense  of  being  for  the  general 
benefit  of  this  Dominion,  were  in  terms  a  violation 
of  the  British  North  America  Act,  that  they  were 
granted  by  the  Government  for  the  purpose  either 
of  corruptly  influencing  influential  individuals,  or 
particular  constituencies,  who  had  no  right  to  be 
benefited  out  of  the  public  treasury,  or  for  the 
purpose  of  aiding  friends  of  these  identical  sub¬ 
sidies  in  order  to  obtain  corrupt  means  whereby  to 
influence  the  electorate  and  keep  these  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  in  their  places.  We  know  now  that  it  was 
for  that  purpose  the  whole  system  originated. 
Now,  Sir,  what  is  the  charge  ?  It  is  charged  that 
for  a  number  of  years  a  series  of  corrupt  acts  have 
been  committed  by  an  influential  member  of  the 
Government ;  whether  they  were  committed  for 
his  own  personal  or  pecuniary  advantage,  or 
whether  they  were  committed  for  the  advantage  of 
the  party  of  which  he  was  a  leader  and  member, 
with  the  object,  as  the  Minister  of  Public  Works 
particularly  stated — because  no  other  meaning 
could  be  attached  to  his  words — of  supplying  the 
necessary  funds  for  election  purposes,  should  be 
the  object  of  the  committee  to  ascertain.  That  is 
the  offence  charged,  and  if  my  hon.  friend  can 
make  good  his  statements,  it  discloses  ample  evi¬ 
dence  of  the  existence  of  a  great  system  of  corrup¬ 
tion  of  which  this  railway  subsidy  system  is  only 
one  solitary  branch. 

It  being  six  o’clock,  the  Speaker  left  the  Chair. 

After  Recess. 

SECOND  READINGS. 

Bill  (No.  54)  to  incorporate  the  Niagara  Falls 
and  Queenston  Railway  and  Bridge  Company. — (Mr. 
Macdonell,  Algoma. ) 

Bill  (No.  55)  to  amalgamate  the  National  Mutual 
Loan  and  Building  Society  of  Montreal  and  the 
National  Loan  and  Building  Society  of  Hamilton 
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under  the  name  of  “  The  National  Mutual  Loan 
and  Building  Society.” — (Mr.  Langelier. ) 

Bill  (No.  59)  to  incorporate  the  Ottawa  Valley 
Railway  Company. — (Mr.  McMillan,  Vaudreuil.) 

CONTROVERTED  ELECTION. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  I  have  the  honour  to  inform 
the  House  that  I  have  received  from  the  Registrar 
of  the  Supreme  Court  of  Canada,  a  certified  copy  of 
the  judgment  of  said  court  in  the  election  appeal 
for  the  Electoral  District  for  the  County  of  Well¬ 
and,  by  which  the  appeal  was  dismissed  and  the 
judgment  of  the  trial  judges  in  the  lower  court 
voiding  the  election  and  declaring  the  appellant 
guilty  of  a  corrupt  practice,  was  confirmed.  In  con¬ 
formity  with  chapter  9,  section  46  of  the  Revised 
Statutes,  I  have  issued  my  warrant  to  the  Clerk  of 
the  Crown  in  Chancery  to  make  out  a  new  writ  of 
election  for  the  said  electoral  district. 

REPORTS. 

Annual  Report  of  the  Department  of  Railways 
and  Canals. — (Mr.  Haggart. ) 

Report  of  the  Minister  of  Agriculture  for  the 
Dominion  of  Canada,  for  the  calendar  year  1891. — 
(Mr.  Carling.) 

Report  of  the  High  Commissioner  for  Canada, 
with  reports  from  agents  in  the  United  Kingdom, 
for  the  year  1891. — (Mr.  Carling.) 

FIRST  READING. 

Bill  (No.  61)  to  amend  the  North-West  Terri¬ 
tories  Act. — (Mr.  Dewdney.) 

OBSERVANCE  OF  THE  LORD’S  DAY. 

Mr.  CHARLTON  moved  that  Bill  (No.  2)  to 
secure  the  better  observance  of  the  Lord’s  day, 
commonly  called  Sunday,  be  read  the  second  time. 
He  said  :  The  Bill  now  before  the  House  is  the  same 
Bill  reported  by  the  special  committee  last  year, 
with  a  slight  alteration.  The  hon.  member  for 
East  Elgin  (Mr.  Ingram),  who  is  a  railroad  man, 
suggested  last  year,  when  the  Bill  as  reported  from 
committee  was  under  discussion,  that  permission 
to  run  one  mail  train  a  day  on  Sunday  was  not 
necessary,  because  no  railway  in  Canada  was  run¬ 
ning  a  mail  train,  and  that  change  has  been  made. 
Permission  to  run  a  mail  train  has  been  withdrawn 
from  the  Bill,  and  with  that  exception  the  Bill  is 
as  it  was  reported  last  year  from  the  select  com¬ 
mittee.  The  Bill  when  referred  to  the  select 
committee  and  brought  under  their  consideration, 
was  considerably  changed.  A  number  of  sections 
were  expunged,  sections  that  were  held  by  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  committee  to  come  more  properly 
under  the  jurisdiction  of  provincial  authority,  and 
the  Bill  as  reported  by  the  select  committee 
and  now  presented  to  the  House  for  a  second 
reading,  provides  for  the  closing  of  canals 
on  Sunday  from  the  hour  of  6  in  the  morning 
until  the  hour  of  10  in  the  evening,  with  the 
proviso  that  this  provision  may  be  set  aside  by 
Order  in  Council  after  15th  October  in  each  year. 
Some  criticism  has  been  indulged  in  by  those  in- 
favour  of  the  observance  of  the  Sabbath  in  regard 
to  this  concession.  It  has  been  asserted  that  the 
case  has  been  given  away  by  not  insisting  on  closing 
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the  canals  for  the  entire  24  hours.  However,  the 
committee  felt  that  if  the  canals  were  closed  from 
(1  o’clock  in  the  morning  till  10  o’clock  at  night, 
traffic  on  the  canals  would  not  interfere  with  the 
quiet  of  the  Sunday,  and  with  the  chance  to  attend 
religious  ordinances  on  the  part  of  employes,  and 
the  permission  to  have  the  canals  open  from  10 
p.m.  to  0  a.m.  was  one  that  would  not  seriously 
interfere  with  the  enforcement  of  the  principle  of 
Sundayrest.  And  sothesection  with  respect  to  canals 
is  drawn  in  this  way.  With  respect  to  the  provision 
permitting  the  Governor  in  Council  to  set  aside  the 
provisions  of  the  Bill  after  15th  October,  strong 
representations  were  made  as  to  the  injury  that 
might  result  to  the  navigation  interests  of  the 
country,  near  the  close  of  navigation,  by  closing  the 
canals  when  such  might  result  in  disastrous  conse¬ 
quences  to  vessels  seeking  winter  quarters.  It  was 
the  belief  of  the  committee  that  the  Bill  with  these 
provisions  would  prove  to  be  a  satisfactory  one. 

The  first  section  is  one  relating  to  Sunday  news¬ 
papers.  This,  I  may  say,  is  perhaps  the  only  section 
of  the  Bill  on  which  members  of  the  committee  had 
doubts  as  to  its  propriety  as  a  part  of  a  law  enacted 
by  the  Canadian  Parliament.  The  section  is  as 
follows  : — 

“  Whoever  shall  on  the  Lord’s  day,  either  as  a  pro¬ 
prietor,  publisher  or  manager,  engage  in  the  printing, 
publication  or  delivery  of  a  newspaper,  journal  or  period¬ 
ical,  and  whoever  shall  on  the  Lord’s  day  engage  in  the 
sale,  distribution  or  circulation  of  any  newspaper,  journal 
or  periodical  shall  be  deemed  to  be  guilty  of  a  misdemean¬ 
our;  Provided,  however,  that  necessary  office  work  may 
be  performed  after  nine  o’clock  in  the  evening  of  the 
Lord’s  day,  for  the  purpose  of  facilitating  the  publica¬ 
tion  of  the  Monday  morning  issue  of  any  daily  news¬ 
paper.” 

It  was  argued  that  this  matter  in  regard  to  Sun¬ 
day  newspapers  might  more  properly  be  dealt  with 
by  Provincial  Legislatures.  It  was  urged,  on  the 
other  hand,  that  the  Dominion  Parliament  has 
control  of  all  questions  in  regard  to  the  importa¬ 
tion  of  printed  matter  into  this  country,  that  it 
has  control  of  the  copyright  question,  and  the  con¬ 
trol,  in  a  general  sense,  of  the  publication  question, 
and  it  was  felt  to  be  in  the  highest  degree  desirable 
that  any  provision  with  respect  to  Sunday  news¬ 
papers  should  be  a  uniform  provision  throughout 
the  Dominion.  For  that  reason  this  section  has 
been  retained,  and  is  presented  to  the  House  on 
its  merits,  and  I  hope  the  House,  in  view  of  all 
the  circumstances,  will  deem  the  matter  of  suffici¬ 
ent  importance  to  warrant  the  adoption  of  this 
provision.  I  may  say  with  regard  to  this  question 
that  in  so  far  as  this  provision  will  come  in  conflict 
with  the  importation  of  American  Sunday  news¬ 
papers,  our  newspaper  publishers  find  the  present 
law  to  be  a  grievance  to  themselves,  and  to  be 
a  matter  that  interferes  with  their  business. 
That  is  the  case,  for  instance,  at  Windsor.  There 
are  two  newspapers  published  there.  The  Detroit 
Sunday  newspapers  are  brought  in  and  sold  there, 
and  besides  their  demoralizing  influence  on  the 
community,  they  have  a  tendency  to  depress  the 
business  of  the  newspapers  published  in  that  town. 
Wherever  we  have  towns  on  the  border  where 
newspapers  are  published,  the  same  difficulty  arises. 
It  is  needless  to  say  the  publication  of  the  Sunday 
newspapers  is  a  demoralizing  agency  of  the  gravest 
character.  In  the  United  States,  perhaps,  nothing 
lias  had  so  potent  an  influence  in  the  secularization 
of  the  Sabbath,  and.  in  the  breaking  down  of  reli¬ 
gious  restraint,  and  in  making  the  Sabbath,  instead 
Mr.  Charlton. 


of  being  a  day  of  rest,  a  day  with  all  the  charac¬ 
teristics  of  any  other  day,  as  the  Sunday  news¬ 
paper,  which  is  sent  by  special  steamers,  special 
trains,  special  coaches  all  over  the  country,  which 
is  hawked  about  the  streets,  and  which  interferes 
with  the  quiet  of  the  day,  with  religious  obser¬ 
vances,  and  which  tends  to  keep  the  minds  of 
those  who  read  it  in  the  ordinary  rut  of  week-day 
occupation.  The  Minister  of  Justice,  last  session,  I 
believe,  expressed  himself  as  having  no  doubt  as 
to  the  power  of  Parliament  to  pass  this  Bill 
as  reported  by  the  committee.  I  do  not  know 
that  the  hon.  gentleman  gave  any  opinion  as  to 
its  propriety  or  advisability,  but,  if  I  am  not  mis¬ 
taken,  he  expressed  himself  as  being  of  the  opinion 
that  power  was  vested  in  the  House  to  pass  the 
Bill  as  presented. 

Section  3  relates  to  railway  traffic,  and  it 
is  a  matter  in  which  the  Minister  of  Rail¬ 
ways  will  be  specially  interested.  I  may  say 
with  regard  to  this  section,  that  I  have  invited  the 
opinions  and  criticisms  of  railway  managers 
throughout  the  country.  I  have  had  communica¬ 
tions  from  various  managers.  I  have  incorporated 
in  this  section  some  suggestions  of  Sir  Joseph 
Hickson.  I  will  read  the  section  as  it  stands  in  the 
Bill,  and  point  out  the  provisions  that  were 
suggested  by  the  gentleman  to  whom  I  have 
alluded.  The  section  reads  : 

“  Any  railway  superintendent,  traffic  manager  or  person 
by  virtue  of  whose  authority  and  command  railway  cars 
or  trains  are  on  the  Lord’s  day  loaded  at  any  railway 
station  in  Canada,  or  despatched  from  such  station  when 
loaded,  or  permitted  to  continue  a  journey  (except  in  the 
case  of  live  stock  and  perishable  goods)  with  Canadian 
local  freight, — or  any  person  as  aforesaid  who  directs 
local  passenger  trains  to  be  run  on  the  Lord’s  day  (except 
one  milk  train  on  each  road).” 

The  following  provision  in  the  Bill  was  suggested 
by  Sir  Joseph  Hickson  : — 

“  And  such  special  trains  as  are  necessary  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  conveying  medical  aid  and  means  of  relief  incases 
of  accident,  or  to  persons  injured  or  afflicted  with  sick¬ 
ness,  or  of  conveying  persons  to  visit  dying  relations,  or 
for  the  purpose  of  conveying  the  means  for  extinguishing 
fire  to  places  requiring  such  assistance,  or  for  other  acts 
of  necessity  and  mercy,  or  directs  empty  cars  to  be  moved 
from  station  to  station  within  the  territory  of  Canada, — 
shall  be  deemed  to  be  guilty  of  a  misdemeanour;  but 
through  passengers  trains  each  way,  with  their  necessary 
connections,  shall  be  permitted  on  any  trunk  line  of  Ca¬ 
nada.” 

Mr.  BOW  ELL.  What  is  meant  by  the  words 
“when  loaded,  or  permitted  to  continue  a  journey  ”? 
Does  it  mean  that  a  railway  train  coming  across 
the  border  will  be  stopped  at  the  border  ? 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  It  does  not  interfere  with 
through  traffic.  It  refers  to  local  traffic  entirely. 

Mr.  BOW  ELL.  Then,  if  a  car  leaves  Windsor 
Saturday  night,  it  could  not  continue  its  journey 
after  twelve  o’clock  ? 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  Yes;  if  it  is  a  train  trans¬ 
ported  on  Sunday  across  the  river. 

Mr.  BOW  ELL.  I  mean  a  local  train,  leaving 
Windsor  for  Montreal. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  It  would  not  be  permitted 
to  continue  its  journey.  It  would  have  to  stop  at 
12  o’clock.  The  friends  of  Sabbath  observance  are 
somewhat  dissatisfied  with  the  provisions  of  section 
3.  It  is  claimed  by  them  that  the  permission  to 
run  through  passenger  trains — and  there  is  no 
restriction  in  that  matter  and  necessarily  cannot 
be — will  interfere  with  the  efficiencj'  of  the  measure. 
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For  instance  in  the  case  of  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  it  despatches  one  train  each  way  from 
Montreal  and  Vancouver  on  each  day  of  the  week 
except  Sunday.  But  other  trains  are  necessarily 
proceeding  over  some  part  of  the  line  on  the  Lord’s 
day.  On  some  part  of  the  line  there  are  probably 
ten  through  passenger  trains  running  on  the  Lord’s 
day.  It  was  found  impossible  to  regulate  this  mat¬ 
ter,  and  permission  has  been  given  in  the  Bill  to 
despatch  and  run  through  passenger  trains  with 
their  necessary  connections.  With  regard  to 
through  freight,  it  was  found  in  examining  the 
question  that  it  would  be  almost  impossible  to 
prevent  the  forwarding  of  such  freight,  because 
they  are  necessarily  in  competition  with  the 
American  lines,  such  as  the  Lake  Shore  road  south 
of  Lake  Erie,  the  Pennsylvania  system,  and  the 
Baltimore  and  Ohio  system ;  and  in  taking  freight  at 
Chicago  for  delivery  in  New  York  or  Boston,  if  our 
own  roads  are  unable  to  transport  the  freight  on 
the  Sabbath,  they  would  be  placed  at  24  hours 
disadvantage  in  the  delivery  of  their  freight,  and 
it  would  be  a  very  serious  matter  to  them  in  com¬ 
peting  for  business. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  It  is  none  the  less  wicked,  is 
it? 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  I  suppose  it  is  none  the  less 
wicked,  but  practical  consideration  led  us  to  think 
that  we  must  look  upon  this  matter  as  a  matter  of 
necessity  in  the  case  of  these  roads,  and  we  make 
a  provision  in  sub-section  2  and  throw  the  onus  on 
the  American  Government.  Sub-section  2  says  : 

“  At  such  time  as  the  laws  of  the  United  States  shad 
make  corresponding  provision,  no  through  freight  in 
transit  from  one  point  on  the  frontier  of  the  United 
States  to  some  other  point  on  the  said  frontier,  shall 
be  allowed  to  pass  over  Canadian  roads  on  the  Lord’s  day, 
except  live  stock  and  perishable  goods.” 

As  soon  as  the  American  Government  will  make  a 
provision  to  prohibit  the  transportation  of  freight 
on  the  Lord’s  day,  then  this  Bill  makes  a  corres¬ 
ponding  provision  ;  but  until  that  is  done  we  felt 
it  would  place  our  railroads  at  such  a  great  dis¬ 
advantage  in  competing  for  business,  that  it  could 
not  in  justice  to  them  be  done.  This  is  the  section 
with  regard  to  railway  transportation,  a  section 
which  I  assume  is  satisfactory  to  the  railway 
managers,  because  it  has  been  placed  before  them 
for  criticism,  and  the  suggestions  of  Sir  Joseph 
Hickson  with  regard  to  the  matter  have  been  ac¬ 
cepted  and  embodied  in  the  Bill. 

Section  4  of  the  Bill  says  : 

“  Excursions  upon  the  Lord’s  day  by  steamboats  plying 
for  hire,  or  by  railway,  or  in  part  by  steamboat  and  in 
part  by  railway,  and  having  for  their  only  or  principal 
object  the  carriage  of  passengers  for  amusement  or  plea¬ 
sure,  and  to  go  and  return  the  same  day  by  the  same 
steamboat  or  railway  or  any  others  owned  by  the  same 
person  or  company,  shall  not  be  deemed  a  lawful  convey¬ 
ing  of  passengers  within  the  meaning  of  this  Act  ;  and 
the  owner,  superintendent  or  person  by  virtue  of  whose 
authority  and  direction  such  excursion  is  permitted  or 
ordered  on  the  Lord’s  day,  sha'll  be  deemed  to  be  guilty 
of  a  misdemeanour :  Provided  that  nothing  in  this  section 
shall  be  deemed  to  prohibit  the  ordinary  carriage  of  pass¬ 
engers  authorized  by  provincial  statute.” 

These,  Mr.  Speaker,  are  the  provisions  of  the  Bill : 
first,  the  provision  with  regard  to  Sunday  news¬ 
papers,  second  the  provision  with  regard  to  the 
closing  of  the  canals  from  6  in  the  morning  until  10 
o’clock  at  night  on  Sundays  except  that  an  Order 
in  Council  may  set  that  provision  aside  after  the 
15th  of  October.  Third,  the  provision  with  regard 
to  railway  traffic  which  necessarily  has  been  con¬ 


fined,  so  far  as  the  restrictive  character  is  concerned, 
to  local  traffic.  It  permits  the  operation  of  through 
traffic  as  at  present  and  the  despatching  of  through 
trains  on  the  ground  of  necessity.  The  fourth  pro¬ 
vision  of  the  Bill  is  with  regard  to  steamboat  and 
railway  excursions  on  Sundays.  These  are  the  four- 
subjects  dealt  with  by  this  Bill  as  reported  by  the 
committee,  with  the  exception  that  mail  trains 
which  were  permitted  in  the  Bill  have  been  stricken 
out,  on  the  suggestion  of  the  lion,  member  for  East 
Elgin  (Mr.  Ingram)  who  is  himself  a  railroad  man. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Could  you  inform  the  House 
what  the  provincial  statute  is  in  reference  to  the 
fourth  clause  ? 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  In  Ontario  it  is  the  same  as 
the  provision  in  this  Bill.  The  other  sections  of 
the  Bill  which  I  now  propose  are  merely  sections 
introduced  for  the  purpose  of  making  the  Bill  oper¬ 
ative.  Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  suppose  there  can  be 
no  question  as  to  the  power  of  this  House  to  legis¬ 
late  in  this  direction.  We  were  informed  by  the 
Minister  of  Justice  last  session  that  the  power 
rested  with  this  House.  This  Parliament  has,  of 
course,  power  to  enact  that  there  shall  be  holidays 
established.  It  has  established  the  1st  of  July  and 
the  24th  May  as  holidays,  and  it  can  extend  that 
power  by  enacting  that  every  seventh  day  shall  be 
a  civil  day  of  rest.  This  authority  taken  by  legis¬ 
latures  to  establish  the  Sabbath  rest  is  an  authority 
which  is  of  course  based  on  a  higher  law.  It  re¬ 
cognizes  religious  usages,  and  the  authority  rests 
upon  the  declaration  made  in  Genesis,  2nd  chapter, 
3rd  verse,  when  God  set  aside  the  seventh  as  a  day 
of  rest.  It  was  re-established  when  the  declaration 
was  published  on  Mount  Sinai  by  the  fourth  com¬ 
mandment,  when  it  was  said  :  “  Six  days  shalt  thou 
labour  and  do  all  thy  work,  but  the  seventh  is  the 
Sabbath  of  the  Lord  thy  God  ;  in  it  thou  shalt  not 
do  any  work.”  But  the  setting  apart  of  the 
seventh  day  for  rest  is  not  enacted  by  Govern¬ 
ment  upon  religious  grounds.  It  is  enacted  as  a 
civil  ordinance,  for  the  purpose  of  securing  civil 
and  temporal  advantage  to  the  subjects  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment,  and  while  the  authority  to  observe  the  day 
rests  upon  a  higher  commandment,  the  authority 
is  not  necessarily  an  authority  exercised  for  the 
purpose  of  securing  religious  observances.  In  fact 
that  is  not  the  object  of  the  exercise  of  tins 
authority,  because  the  State  deals  with  it  as  a 
civil  question.  The  Parliament  of  Canada  is  asked 
by  this  Bill  to  deal  with  this  question  as  a  civil 
question,  and  not  as  a  religious  matter  at  all.  It 
is  a  civil  question,  because  the  Bill  proposes  to 
secure  a  day  of  rest  for  sanitary  reasons,  it  proposes 
to  secure  a  day  of  rest  for  intellectual  and  for 
moral  reasons.  The  setting  apart  of  every  seventh 
day  as  a  day  of  rest  has  a  tendency  to  lead  to 
intellectual  advancement.  It  gives  the  leisure 
necessary  for  study,  it  gives  the  leisure  necessary 
for  attending  divine  worship,  it  gives  the  leisure 
necessary  for  attending  Sunday  schools,  it  gives  the 
leisure  necessary  for  securing  the  advantages  of 
educational  influences,  and  so,  the  day  may  be  set 
apart  as  a  civil  holiday  for  intellectual  and  moral 
reasons  as  it  is.  Then  it  is  set  apart  for  the 
purpose  of  securing  the  health  and  happiness 
and  the  prosperity  of  the  people  living 
under  the  Government  by  which  this  provision  is 
made,  and  it  is  set  apart  to  secure  protection  in 
the  rights  of  conscience,  freedom  to  worship  God 
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and  keep  his  commandments,  as  the  person  who 
enjoys  the  privileges  of  the  day  of  rest  may  wish 
to  do.  It  does  not  force  religious  observances  upon 
the  people,  but  it  puts  a  person  who  wishes  to 
enjoy  religious  principles  in  a  position  where  he 
can  enjoy  them,  without  being  forced  to  work, 
perhaps  contrary  to  the  dictates  of  his  conscience  ; 
as  he  might  be  forced  to  do  if  no  such  provision 
existed  on  the  Statute-book.  It  is,  therefore,  in  this 
connection,  a  civil  provision,  made  for  a  laudable 
and  necessary  purpose,  in  behalf  of  the  best 
interests  of  the  people. 

It  would  not  do,  Mr.  Speaker,  to  suggest  that  civil 
governments  have  nothing  to  do  with  that  portion 
of  the  old  Mosaic  law,  the  Ten  Commandments.  A 
portion  of  these  commandments  relate  to  man’s  moral 
state  and  religious  or  moral  duty.  The  first  com¬ 
mandment  does,  in  forbidding  him  to  have  any  other 
God  but  the  true  God  ;  the  second  commandment 
does,  which  forbids  him  to  be  guilty  of  idolatry  ; 
the  third  commendment  relates  to  his  moral 
state  and  his  duty  to  his  God  in  forbidding  pro¬ 
fanity  ;  the  fifth  commandment  does  because  it  in¬ 
culcates  filial  obedience  ;  the  tenth  commandment 
does,  because  it  forbids  covetousness.  These 
five  commandments  the  civil  law  has  nothing  to  do 
with  ;  they  relate  to  man’s  duty  to  a  higher 
power.  But  there  are  five  others  of  these  com¬ 
mandments  which  lawmakers  are  obliged  to  take 
cognizance  of,  and  must  supplement  with  human 
laws.  The  fourth  commandment,  providing  for  a 
day  of  rest,  although  resting  on  religious  au¬ 
thority,  is  one  of  those  commandments,  and  the 
Government  is  the  power  ordained  by  the  higher 
power  to  provide  laws  to  carry  it  into  effect.  So 
with  the  commandment  which  forbids  murder.  It 
woidd  not  do  to  say  that  that  commandment  must 
be  left  for  its  enforcement  to  the  .ecclesiastical 
authorities,  and  that  the  secular  authority  must 
not  step  in  and  supplement  it  with  a  law  forbidding 
murder  and  providing  for  its  punishment.  The 
seventh  commandment  forbids  offences  against 
chastity,  but  it  would  not  do  to  say  that 
the  Government  must  never  enforce  that  law  j 
or  supplement  it.  The  eighth  commandment  for¬ 
bids  theft,  and  what  Government  would  refuse  to 
make  provision  against  stealing  and  for  its  punish¬ 
ment.  The  ninth  commandment  forbids  the  crime 
of  perjury  and  the  civil  law  steps  in  and  provides 
the  punishment.  All  these  commandments,  the 
fourth,  the  sixth,  the  seventh,  the  eighth  and 
the  ninth  forbid  practices  with  regard  to  which  I 
secular  law  must  step  in  and  supplement 
ecclesiastical  authority,  providing  machinery  for 
the  punishment  of  infractions  of  these  laws. 
And  this  fourth  commandment  strikes  me  as 
being  one  the  enforcement  of  which,  by  the 
civil  authority,  is  just  as  essential  to  man’s 
well-being  as  the  provisions  on  the  Statute-book 
with  regard  to  murder,  offences  against  chastity,  i 
theft  or  perjury. 

I  may  be  asked  whether  we  have  any  pre¬ 
cedents  in  British  history  for  the  enactment  of 
a  law  such  as  the  one  presented  to  this  House 
to-night.  I  would  answer  that  we  have  not 
one  only,  but  a  great  number  oi  them.  As 
early  as  1354  the  British  Parliament  under  j 
Edward  III,  enacted  laws  for  securing  Sabbath  ! 
observance.  That  law  was  amended  and  its  prov¬ 
isions  extended  in  1388,  again  in  14*28,  again  in 
1464,  again  in  1552,  again  under  Elizabeth  in  1588,  . 
Mr.  Charlton. 


again  under  Charles  I  in  1625,  again  under  Charles 
II  in  1661,  and  again  in  1839.  I  doubt  whether 
there  is  a  single  English  colony  which  has  not  laws 
with  regard  to  Sabbath  observance.  I  believe 
there  is  only  one  of  the  44  states  of  the  American 
Union,  the  State  of  California,  which  has  not  laws 
with  regard  to  Sunday  rest  and  observance.  Now, 
it  may  be  enquired  who  desires  this  law,  and  what 
classes  of  individuals  are  likely  to  be  benefited  by 
it  ?  I  would  answer  that  so  far  as  I  have  been  able 
to  learn,  all  labour  organizations  desire  this  law. 
Perhaps  I  may  be  permitted  to  give  the  utterances 
of  some  of  the  leaders  of  these  organizations  to 
back  up  the  assertion  I  make.  I  gave  them  last 
year,  and  I  will  repeat  them  from  last  year's 
Hansard.  Henry  George  says  : 

“I  believe  the  institution  of  the  Sabbath  is  one  of  the 
greatest  benefits  that  the  human  race  ever  had.  I  believe 
in  the  strict  enforcement  of  the  law  that  prevents  servile 
labour  being  carried  on  on  the  seventh  day.” 

P.  M.  Arthur,  the  chief  of  the  locomotive 
engineers,  expresses  himself  thus  : 

“  I  am  in  favour  of  any  movement  looking  to  the 
abolishment  of  all  Sunday  labour  other  than  works  of 
mercy  and  necessity.  It  has  been  repeatedly  demonstrat  ed 
beyond  a  question  or  doubt  that  all  Sunday  traffic  upon 
railways  can  be  dispensed  with  without  any  detriment  or 
injury  to  the  interest  of  the  railway  companies.  Had  I 
the  authority,  I  would  not  allow  a  wheel  to  be  turned 
between  12  o’clock  Saturday  night  and  12  o’clock  Sunday 
night.” 

Mr.  T.  V.  Powderly,  chief  of  the  Knights  of 
Labour,  makes  this  observation  : 

“I  believe  in  Sunday  rest.  So  do  the  Knights  of  Labour.”- 
The  Committee  of  the  American  Federation  of 
Labour,  at  its  session  at  St.  Louis  in  December, 
1888,  adopted  the  following  resolution  : 

“  Resolved,  that  the  American  Federation  of  Labour  is 
in  hearty  sympathy  with  any  movement  inaugurated  by 
the  American  Sabbath  Union,  the  object  of  which  is  to 
lessen  the  burden  of  those  who  toil.” 

The  Brotherhood  of  Railway  Brakesmen  and  Loco¬ 
motive  Firemen,  in  July,  1889,  passed  the  following 
resolution  : — 

“Whereas  the  Sabbath  was  ordained  for  man;  and. 
whereas  all  history  shows  the  best  state  of  society  and 
the  highest  and  best  civilization  when  the  hours  of  the 
Sabbath  were  devoted  to  rest  and  relief  from  labour;  there¬ 
fore,  be  it  resolved  that  we,  as  railway  employes,  ask  of 
the  general  public  to  forego  Sunday  travel  on  railways 
and  the  demanding  or  requiring  managers  of  railways  to 
run  Sunday  trains  for  freight  traffic,  to  the  end  that  we, 
who  are  willing  to  give  six  days  and  nights  of  our  time  to 
the  faithful  service  of  the  public  and  to  our  employers,, 
may  have  the  hours  of  the  Sabbath  with  our  families  at 
command  for  the  great  good  and  comfort  to  ourselves 
from  being  at  home  with  our  families,  and  for  church, 
Sabbath  school  and  other  privileges  the  Sabbath  is  de¬ 
signed  to  bring  to  us.” 

These  expressions  show  clearly  that  the  labourer 
is  alive  to  the  importance,  as  regards  his  own  in¬ 
terest,  of  having  secured  to  him  by  law  the  enjoy¬ 
ment  of  his  Sunday  rest.  It  is  needless  to  say  that 
every  Protestant  church  in  Canada,  with  the 
possible  exception  of  the  Seventh  Day  Baptists,  is 
in  favour  of  a  Sunday  rest  law.  There  is  a  great 
degree  of  unanimity  on  the  part  of  eminent  jurists, 
as  to  the  desirability  of  the  enactment  of  laws  to 
secure  to  the  labourer  the  Sunday  rest.  Daniel 
Webster  made  use  of  this  language  : 

“The  observance  of  the  Sabbath  is  the  bulwark  o^ 
jiberty,  because  it  is  the  bulwark  of  morality.” 

The  Commissioners  of  the  British  House  of  Com¬ 
mons  charged  with  the  examination  of  this  subject 
in  1832,  in  their  report,  stated  as  follows  : — 
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“  It  appears  in  evidence  that  in  each  trade,  in  propor¬ 
tion  to  its  disregard  of  the  Lord’s  day,  is  the  immorality 
of  those  engaged  in  it.” 

Chief  Justice  Field,  Judge  Thurman,  Chief  Jus¬ 
tice  Hale,  such  men  as  Gladstone,  D’lsraeli, 
Shaftsbury,  Argyle,  Bright,  Lincoln  and  Garfield 
have  pronounced  in  favour  of  Sunday  Observance 
and  Sunday  Rest  Bills.  Perhaps,  I  may  be  permitted 
to  give  the  deliverance  of  one  or  two  of  the  jurists 
I  have  named  in  reference  to  this  matter.  I  will 
quote  the  language  of  Chief  Justice  Field,  of  the 
United  States  Supreme  Court,  an  authority  of 
great  respectability  : 

“  The  Sabbath  laws  are  not  so  much  for  those  who  can 
choose  their  time  for  rest,  as  for  the  protection  of  labour 
against  capital,  for  the  defence  of  labour’s  natural  right 
to  a  weekly  rest  day.  The  Lord’s  day  is  also  the  people’s 
day.” 

“  Laws  setting  aside  Sunday  as  a  day  of  rest  are  upheld, 
not  from  any  right  of  the  Government  to  legislate  for  the 
promotion  of  religious  observances,  but  from  its  right  to 
protect  all  persons  from  the  physical  and  moral  debase¬ 
ment  which  comes  from  uninterrupted  labour.  Such  laws 
have  always  been  deemed  beneficent  and  merciful  laws, 
especially  to  the  poor  and  dependent,  to  the.labourers  in 
our  factories  and  workshops,  and  in  the  heated  rooms  of 
our  cities  ;  and  their  validity  has  been  sustained  by  the 
highest  courts  of  the  state.” 

Judge  Thurman,  of  Ohio,  has  expressed  himself  as 
follows 

“  All  agree  that  to  the  well-being  of  society  periods  of 
rest  are  absolutely  necessary.  To  be  productive  of  the 
required  advantage  these  periods  must  occur  at  stated  in¬ 
tervals,  so  that  the  mass  of  which  the  community  is  com¬ 
posed  may  enjoy  a  respite  from  labour  at  the  same  time. 
They  may  be  established  by  common  consent,  or,  as  is 
conceded,  the  legislative  power  of  the  State  may  without 
impropriety  interfere  to  fix  the  time  of  their  stated 
return,  and  enforce  obedience  to  the  direction.  When 
this  happens  some  one  must  be  selected,  and  it  has  been 
said  the  round  of  the  week  presents  none  which,  being 
preferred  might  not  be  regarded  as  favouring  some  one  of 
the  numerous  sects  into  which  mankind  are  divided.  In 
a  Christian  community,  where  a  very  large  majority  of 
the  people,  celebrate  the  first  day  of  the  week  as  their 
chosen  period  of  rest  from  labour,  it  is  not  surprising  that 
thatf  day  should  have  received  the  legislative  sanction, 
and,  as  it  is  also  devoted  to  religious  services,  we  are 
prepared  to  estimate  the  reason  why  the  statute  should 
speak  of  it  as  the  Lord’s  day,  and  denominate  the  infrac¬ 
tion  of  its  legalized  rest  as  profanation.  Yet  this  does 
not  change  the  character  of  the  enactment.  It  is  still 
essentially  but  a  civil  regulation.” 

Now,  I  have  given  here  the  opinions  of  the  leaders 
of  the  labour  organizations,  the  opinions  of  the 
jurists,  the  fact  that  the  Protestant  churches  of 
this  country  and  of  all  countries  where  Protestant 
churches  exist,  are  in  favour  of  Sabbath  observ¬ 
ance.  Now,  I  proceed  to  present  what,  perhaps,  is 
the  most  important  of  the  authorities  I  have  to  pre¬ 
sent  to-night,  and  I  solicit  for  the  quotations  I  am 
about  to  make  the  attention  of  my  French-speak¬ 
ing  friends,  both  Liberal  and  Conservative,  in  this 
House.  I  am  aware  some  degree  of  opposition 
has  been  manifested  towards,  this  Bill  by  gentle¬ 
men  from  the  Province  of  Quebdc,  and  I  think, 
perhaps,  they  may  find  food  for  reflection  in  the 
quotations  I  am  about  to  read.  I  am  sure  they 
will  respect  the  authorities  I  shall  quote.  I  shall 
quote  utterances  of  His  Holiness  Pope  Leo  XIII, 
Cardinal  Taschereau,  Archbishop  Fabre,  the  Bishop 
of  Buffalo,  Cardinal  McCloskey  and  Cardinal  Gib¬ 
bons.  Pope  Leo  XIII  says  : 

“The  observance  of  the  sacred  day  which  was  willed 
expressly  by  God  from  the  first  origin  of  man,  is  impera¬ 
tively  demanded  by  the  absolute  and  essential  depend¬ 
ence  of  the  creature  upon  the  Creator.  And  this  law, 
mark  it  well,  my  beloved,  which  at  one  and  the  same  time 
so  admirably  provides  for  the  honour  of  God,  the  spiritual 
needs  and  dignity  of  the  man,  and  the  temporal  well¬ 


being  of  human  life.  This  law,  we  say,  touches  not  only 
individuals,  but  also  people  and  nations,  which  owe  to 
Divine  Providence  the  enjoyment  of  every  benefit  and  ad¬ 
vantage  which  is  derived  from  civil  society.  And  it  is 
precisely  to  this  fatal  tendency,  which  to-day  prevails  to 
desire  to  lead  mankind  far  away  from  God,  and  to  order 
the  affairs  of  kingdoms  and  nations  as  if  God  did  not 
exist,  that  to-day  is  to  be  attributed  this  contempt  and 
neglect  of  the  day  of  the  Lord.  They  say,  it  is  true,  that 
they  intend  in  this  way  to  promote  industry  more  actively, 
and  to  procure  for  the  people  an  increase  of  prosperity 
and  riches.  Foolish  and  lying  words  !  They  mean,  on 
the  contrary,  to  take  away  from  the  people  the  comforts, 
the  consolations  and  the  benefits  of  religion;  they  wish  to 
weaken  in  them  the  sentiment  of  faith  and  love  for 
heavenly  blessings  ;  and  they  invoke  upon  the  nations  the 
most  tremendous  scourges  of  God,  the  just  avenger  of  His 
outraged  honour.” 

• 

If  anything  could  be  more  emphatically  calculated 
to  endorse  the  position  this  Bill  takes  as  regards 
the  necessity  for  Sunday  rest  than  the  language  of 
his  Holiness  Pope  Leo  XIII,  I  have  not  found  it 
in  all  the  range  of  Sabbath  literature  with  regard 
to  the  observance  of  the  Lord’s  day.  The  next 
deliverance  I  will  read  is  from  Cardinal  Taschereau, 
who  said  on  the  *26th  of  April,  1880  : 

“  We  mean,  0  dearly  beloved  brethren,  those  pleasure 
excursions  made  on  Sundays  and  feasts  of  obligation,  on 
steamers,  on  the  railway,  and  sometimes  in  a  long  train 
of  vehicles.  Experience  proves  that  they  give  rise  to  such 
disorders  of  intemperance  and  immorality  that  we  feel 
obliged  to  prohibit  absolutely,  and  under  pain  of  mortal 
sin,  pleasure  excursions  on  Sundays  and  feasts  of  obliga¬ 
tion.  *  *  *  Wherefore  having  invoked  the  holy  name 
of  God,  we  rule  and  ordain  as  follows: — 1st.  We  forbid 
under  pain  of  grievous  sin,  the  faithful  of  this  diocese, 
to  take  part,  on  Sundays  or  feasts,  in  pleasure  excursions, 
on  railways,  on  steamers,  or  in  vehicles,  even  when  the 
profit  of  those  excursions  is  intended  for  a  good.  work. 
It  is  not  our  intention,  however,  to  condemn  the  pilgrim¬ 
ages  made  on  those  days,  provided  recollection,  piety,  and 
good  order  be  observed,” 

Then  Archbishop  Fabre  has  placed  himself  on  record 
as  follows  : — 

“  After  mentioning  the  duty  devolving  upon  him  to  pro¬ 
tect  the  spiritual  interests  of  his  flock,  the  Archbishop 
quotes  the  commandment  which  makes  the  due  observ¬ 
ance  of  the  Sabbath  a  divine  law  and  mentions  the  chas¬ 
tisements  referred  to  in  Leviticus  for  the  transgressors  of 
this  precept.  The  letter  then  goes  on  to  say  that  the  Sun¬ 
day  rest  does  not  mean  idleness,  but  positive  acts  of  wor¬ 
ship  towards  God,  and  adds  that  if  to  idleness  are  added 
profane  and  dangerous  amusements,  then  God  is  most 
seriously  offended  and  His  wrath  is  aroused  against  man. 
Further  on,  the  Archbishop  refers  to  certain  abuses  which 
have  been  introducing  tnemselves  in  our  midst,  and  says : 
‘  W e  denounce  again  and  absolutely  condemn  the  clan¬ 
destine  liquor  traffic  on  Sundays,  the  entering  of  taverns, 
and  the  more  or  less  numerous  gatherings  in  which  young 
men  and  fathers  of  families,  victims  of  the  gambling  pas¬ 
sion,  pass  long  hours,  forgetful  of  their  duties,  their  souls, 
their  God,  and  exposing  themselves,  besides,  to  lose,  their 
peace  of  conscience  and  their  honour.  We  forbid,  in  the 
same  manner,  on  Sundays,  those  pic-nics  and  pleasure  ex¬ 
cursions,  organized  for  the  public  for  speculative  purposes, 
and  which,  as  experience  shows,  are  nearlv  always  occa¬ 
sions  of  debauchery,  drunkenness,  altercations  and  licen¬ 
tious  conversations.  We  particularly  deplore  that  kind 
of  amusement  recently  introduced  into  this  city  of  Mont¬ 
real,  in  which  by  announcing  inoffensive  concerts  and 
promenades,  the  crowd  are  invited,  by  lavish  advertise¬ 
ments,  to  throng  to  a  public  place,  to  witness  dances, 
perilous  feats,  and  performances  contrary  to  morals,  in  a 
word,  what  is  seen  in  the  least  modest  circuses.  Not  only 
have  those  sights  been  unscrupulously  given  on  Sundays 
and  holidays,  but  even  during  divine  service  hours,  so  as 
to  keep  the  people  away  from  churches,  and  make  them 
lose  all  spirit  of  meditation.  It  is  time  to  oppose  these 
disorders  by  the  check  of  a  formal  prohibition,  which  has 
for  its  motive  the  sanctity  of  the  Sabbath,  and  the  obliga¬ 
tion  which  rests  with  us  to  watch  over  the  preservation  of 
public  morals.’  ” 

Here  are  three  deliverances,  two  by  prelates  of  the 
Province  of  Quebec  and  one  by  His  Holiness  the 
Pope.  Now  1  want  to  quote  three  utterances  from 
Catholic  prelates  in  the  United  States.  The  first 
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is  from  the  Bishop  of  Buffalo,  who  gives  the  follow¬ 
ing  charge  : — 

“  ‘  Remember  thou  keep  holy  the  Sabbath  day,’  is  God’3 
own  command.  *  *  We  must  not  only  rest  from  all  un¬ 
necessary  servile  work,  but  we  must  hear  mass  and  spend 
the  day — or,  at  least,  a  good  part  of  it — in  the  service  of 
God  and  religious  duties.  *  *  Ours  is  not,  as  we  have 
said,  a  Jewish  or  a  puritanical  Sabbath,  nor  do  we  meas¬ 
ure  its  obligatory  observance  by  a  sectarian  standard  or 
any  American  or  national  idea  ;  yet  we  would  be  sorry  to 
seethe  respect  in  which  our  separate  brethren  hold  the 
Lord’s  day  weakened  or  discredited.  God  grant  that  we 
may  never  see  the  Sunday  profaned  here  in  our  own 
country  as  we  have  seen  it  in  other  lands.” 

Cardinal  McCloskey  in  1882  said  as  follows  : — 

“  We  wholly  denounce  and  absolutely  forbid  excursions 
or  pic-nics  on  Sundays,  or  after  dark,  all  moonlight  excur¬ 
sions,  and  all  Sunday  pic-nics,  and  we  exhort  our  good 
people  who  love  their  church  to  abstain  from  any  parti¬ 
cipation  in  such  scandalous,  unhallowed  and  disgraceful 
practices,  and  to  use  all  their  influence  to  suppress  them.” 

Cardinal  Gibbons,  in  1888,  made  this  deliverance  in 
reply  to  a  letter  which  was  written  to  him  by  the 
Rev.  Mr.  Crafts  : 

“  My  Dear  Sir.— I  have  to  acknowledge  your  esteemed 
favour  of  the  1st  instant,  in  reference  to  the  proposed 
passage  of  a  law  by  Congress  against  Sunday  work  in  the 
Government  mail  and  military  services,  Ac.  I  am  most 
happy  to  add  my  name  to  those  of  the  millions  of  others 
who  are  contending  against  the  violation  of  the  Christian 
Sabbatb  by  unnecessary  labour,  and  who  are  endeavour¬ 
ing  to  promote  its  decent  and  proper  observance  by 
legitimate  legislation.  As  the  late  Plenary  Council  of 
Baltimore  has  declared,  the  due  observance  of  the  Lord’s 
day  contributes  immeasurably  to  the  restriction  of  vice 
and  immorality,  and  to  the  promotion  of  peace,  religion 
and  social  order,  and  cannot  fail  to  draw  upon  the  nation 
the  blessing  and  protection  of  an  over-ruling  Providence. 
If  benevolence  to  the  beasts  of  burden  directed  one  day’s 
rest  in  every  week  under  the  old  law,  surely  humanity  to 
man  ought  to  dictate  the  same  measure  of  rest  under  the 
new  law.” 

Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  if  anything  can  be  more  con¬ 
vincing,  more  satisfactory,  more  unmistakable  than 
those  deliverances  from  the  Catholic  prelates  and 
from  the  head  of  the  Catholic  church,  from  the 
head  of  that  church  in  Quebec  and  from  the  cardi¬ 
nals  on  this  continent,  I  have  failed  to  find  it,  and, 
if  any  Catholic  can  find  any  ground  for  acting  con¬ 
trary  to  that,  his  view  of  his  duty  is  different  from 
my  view.  An  lion,  gentleman  says  I  am  very  kind, 
but  I  am  justifying  this  by  the  authority  of 
Catholic  prelates  whose  authority  cannot  be  ques¬ 
tioned  by  those  who  believe  in  their  supremacy. 
The  labour  organizations  are  strongly  in  favour  of 
this  measure,  the  Protestant  churches,  are  also  in 
favour  of  it,  the  Roman  Catholic  Church,  if  it  is 
properly  voiced  by  its  prelates  and  cardinals,  is  in 
favour  of  it,  eminent  jurists  favour  it,  and  I  think 
reason  favours  it. 

It  may  be  asked,  notwithstanding  all  these  author¬ 
ities,  are  Sunday  laws  consistent  with  human  lib¬ 
erty  and  human  rights  ;  can  you  properly  put  a  law 
on  the  Statute-book  which  will  interfere  with  human 
right  and  human  liberty  ?  I  answer  that  laws  are 
necessary  to  restrain  human  passion, and  that  liberty 
is  one  thing  and  license  is  another.  You  must  re¬ 
strain  license  in  order  to  promote  liberty.  Although 
a  law  in  regard  to  the  public  health  may  interfere 
with  the  license  which  would  otherwise  be  granted 
to  a  man,  it  is  necessary  in  the  interests  of 
liberty,  and  a  law  for  Sabbath  observance  will  pro¬ 
mote  the  public  health.  Laws  which  promote  pub¬ 
lic  morals  may  interfere  with  the  action  of  some 
men,  but  they  will  promote  morality  and  will  pro¬ 
mote  human  liberty.  We  have  to  compare  the 
condition  of  affairs  in  lands  where  the  Sabbath  is 
Mr.  Charlton. 


observed  and  that  in  lands  where  the  Sabbath  is 
not  observed,  and  we  will  find  that  the  morals  in 
those  lands  that  observe  the  Sabbath  are  far  better 
than  in  the  lands  that  do  not.  Then,  the  Sabbath 
rest  is  an  educational  agency.  It  is  not  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  liberty  that  a  child  should  be  compelled 
to  go  to  school.  In  many  cases  the  State  steps  in 
and  supplements  the  duty  of  the  parent  in  this  re¬ 
spect,  but  the  Sabbath  rest  gives  an  opportunity  to 
educate  the  child,  and  thus  it  becomes  an  educa¬ 
tional  agency.  The  church  and  the  Sabbath  schools 
are  educational  agencies  of  the  greatest  importance, 
and,  if  a  law  securing  the  observance  of  the  Lord’s 
day  secures  these  educational  agencies,  it  is  con¬ 
sistent  with  every  principle  *of  human  liberty. 
Then  the  Sabbath  law  is  consonant  with  liberty,  be¬ 
cause  it  protects  and  blesses  the  home.  There  is 
no  reason  why  nations  should  rise  and  fall  or 
empires  should  come  and  go  except  that  mor¬ 
ality  is  not  properl}'  observed  and  that  peo¬ 
ple  fall  into  licentiousness  and  become  debased. 
There  is  no  reason  why  a  nation  should  not  exist  for 
ever  if  it  obeys  God  and  keeps  his  commandments, 
including  that  with  respect  to  the  Sabbath  ;  and  any 
law  that  protects  the  home,  that  give  purity  to  the 
home,  the  very  foundation  of  society,  the  very 
foundation  of  state,  is  a  law  that  does  not  interfere 
with  human  liberty.  Then  it  is  consistent  with 
the  principles  of  human  liberty  because  it  is  calcu¬ 
lated  to  prevent  crime.  No  other  agency  is  so 
potent  as  this  in  the  prevention  of  crime.  Any¬ 
thing  that  will  prevent  crime,  that  will  make 
society  purer,  that  will  lessen  the  necessity  for 
gaols  and  the  necessity  for  criminal  legislation, 
any  agency  that  will  do  this,  is  an  agency  working 
in  the  highest  sense  for  human  liberty  and  human 
well-being.  All  these  things,  a  law  of  Sabbath 
observance,  a  law  providing  for  the  respect  of  the 
Sabbath,  and  for  a  weekly  day  of  rest,  will  accom¬ 
plish.  It  ministers  to  the  highest  needs,  the 
highest  wants,  the  highest  purposes,  and  the 
highest  good  of  the  state  and  of  the  nation.  Then 
it  is  a  law  consistent  with  the  principles  of  human 
liberty,  because  it  promotes  the  prosperity  of  the 
individual  and  the  prosperity  of  the  state.  Nothing 
can  be  clearer  than  that  the  God-fearing,  honest, 
sober,  industrious  man  is  more  likely  to  be 
a  prosperous  and  self-respecting  citizen  than 
a  man  who  is  brought  up  under  the  influence  of 
Sabbath  desecration  with  all  the  attendant  circum¬ 
stances  of  vicious  company,  drinking,  &c  ;  and  in 
this  respect,  as  well  as  in  others,  it  is  consistent 
with  the  highest  principles  of  human  liberty.  Old 
King  David  himself  has  expressed  the  truth  in  a 
few  words  when  lie  said  :  “  In  the  keeping  of  thy 

statutes  there  is  great  reward.”  There  is  great 
reward  to  a  nation,  there  is  great  reward  to  society, 
there  is  great  «reward  to  every  individual  in  the 
observance  of  these  commandments  that  have  come 
down  to  us  with  the  authority  of  God.  They  are 
calculated  to  benefit  humanity  ;  and  the  best  moral 
condition  of  a  people  and  their  industrial  pros¬ 
perity  are  always  found  to  be  inseparable.  Compare 
England,  Canada  and  United  States,  with  such 
countries  as  the  South  American  States,  with 
Mexico,  or  Italy,  or  Russia,  or  Turkey,  and  this 
assertion  is  borne  but. 

And  now,  Sir,  with  regard  to  the  economic 
conditions  surrounding  and  attending  upon  this 
question.  Now,  labour  organizations  have  striven 
for  the  mitigation  of  the  demands  of  the  em- 


1073 


[APRIL  6,  1892.] 


1074 


ployers  in  seeking  for  a  ten-hour  law,  and  they 
have  obtained  it.  They  are  now  demanding 
that  eight  hours  shall  constitute  a  day’s  work  ;  I 
suppose  they  think  that  would  be  a  boon  to  the 
labourer,  and  no  doubt  it  will,  if  it  is  granted. 
Now,  I  would  ask  if  six  days  out  of  seven  for 
labour  is.  not  a  boon  to  the  labourer,  instead  of 
seven  days  out  of  seven. 

Mr.  AMYOT.  What  about  the  Jews? 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  .  Well,  Moses  was  the  first 
labour  reformer.  The  Jews  went  down  into  the 
land  of  Egypt  and  they  had  no  Sundays  there  ; 
they  had  not  only  to  make  brick  without  straw, 
but  to  work  seven  days  in  every  week  ;  and  when 
Moses  led  them  out  of  the  land  of  Egypt  and  pro¬ 
mulgated  the  law  from  Sinai,  he  enacted  the  first 
great  labour  reform  when  he  said:  “Six  days 
slialt  thou  labour  and  do  all  thy  work,  but  the 
seventh  daj7  is  the  Sabbath  of  the  Lord  thy  God. 
In  it  thou  slialt  not  do  any  work.” 

Mr.  AMYOT.  That  is  not  an  answer. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  Yes,  it  is  a  perfect  answer. 
•'Now,  Sunday  labour,  looking  at  it  in  its  economic 
aspect,  means  over-production,  and  it  means  lower 
pay  for  the  labourer.  An  attack  upon  Sunday 
rest  is  an  attack  upon  labour.  Sunday  is  the  poor 
man’s  day.  Paley,  who  is  an  old  authority,  saj7s  : 

“  The  addition  of  the  seventh  day  of  labour  to  that  of 
the  other  six,  will  have  no  other  effect  than  to  reduce  the 
price.” 

John  Stuart  Mill,  who  was  not  troubled  very 
much  with  the  religious  aspect  of  this  question, 
says  : 

“  Operatives  are  perfectly  right  in  thinking  that  if 
there  were  no  Sunday  rest,  seven  days’  work  would  have 
to  be  given  for  six  days’  pay.” 

• 

There  is  no  doubt  about  it.  Sunday  labour  proves 
the  employers’  greed,  and  it  provesthatthe  labourer 
is  a  vassal,  because  the  labourer  never  willingly 
labours  the  seventh  day,  especially  if  he  understands 
that  the  result  of  that  system  of  labour  is  over-pro¬ 
duction  and  a  reduction  of  pay.  Now,  public 
sentiment  may  be  all  right  on  the  labour  question, 
all  right  on  the  Sunday  rest  question,  this  sentiment 
may  be  all  right  as  we  find  it  is  in  this  country  ; 
but  this  is  not  sufficient  unless  it  is  backed  up  by 
legal  enactment,  because  the  power  of  capital, 
the  tendency  of  capital,  the  necessities  of  the 
labourers,  put  in  the  hands  of  the  capitalist  a  power 
that  must  be  restrained  by  legislative  enactments, 
or  the  labourer  is  placed,  in  a  sense,  at  his  mercy. 
Now,  as  regards  Sunday  railway  labour,  over  40 
railway  superintendents  of  the  United  States  have 
declared  that  Sunday  railway  labour  is  unnecessary  ; 
but  the  difficulty  with  them  is  that  one  cannot  act 
independently  of  the  other,  there  has  got  to  be 
concert  of  action,  and  as  concert  of  action  cannot 
be  secured,  the  only  thing  that  will  provide  a 
remedy  is  legislative  enactment.  If  legislative 
enactment  existed  in  this  respect  why,  then,  the 
matter  could  be  arranged.  Now,  I  have  here  the 
report  of  the  Committee  of  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States,  in  1889,  on  the  Sunday  Rest  Bill.  Various 
parties  were  examined  by  this  committee,  and  this 
report  furnishes  a  vast  amount  of  useful  information 
bearing  upon  this  question.  The  Bail  way  Age  of 
Chicago,  in  an  editorial  with  reference  to  a  letter 
written  bjT  Mr.  Ledvard,  Superintendent  of  the 
Michigan  Central  System,  remarks  : 


“  Mr.  Ledyard’s  conviction  that  he  and  other  railway 
managers  are  all  committing  a  fearful  mistake  in  allowing 
the  continuance  and  rapid  growth  of  this  Sunday  labour  is 
held,  we  believe,  by  the  great  majority  of  railway  officers, 
and  it  is  to  be  hoped  that  in  their  perusal  and  public  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  great  problems  of  railway  management 
they  will  give  that  serious  attention  to  this  subject  which 
its  importance  demands.” 

General  A.  S.  Diven,  who  has  been  superintendent  of 
the  Railway  Erie  System,  in  January,  1888,  said  : 

“  (1.)  The  traffic  will  be  substantially  the  same  per  week 
whether  moved  in  one  hundred  and  sixty-eight  or  one 
hundred  and  forty-four  hours.  (That  is  in  seven  days  or 
six.) 

“  (2.)  It  can  be  moved  in  one  hundred  and  forty-four 
hours. 

“  (3.)  The  extra  cost  will  be  fully  compensated  for  by  the 
improved  service. 

“  (4.)  There  is  no  public  necessity  requiring  Sunday  ser¬ 
vice.” 

In  a  recent  letter  this  same  authority  says  : 

“  There  is  no  valid  excuse  for  railroad  traffic  on  Sunday, 
either  for  mails,  passengers,  or  freight.  Why  should  not 
traffic  on  our  railroads  rest  with  all  the  other  business 
activities  ?  None  of  the  other  great  interests  are  paralyzed 
by  resting  one  day  in  seven,  nor  would  any  follow  the  sus¬ 
pension  of  railroad  traffic.  Is  the  transmission  of  mails  a 
necessity  ?  The  best  and  most  successful  business  men  I 
have  ever  known  never  open  their  letters  on  Sunday.  If 
there  ever  was  a  necessity  for  the  Sunday  mail  service,  it 
ceased  with  the  telegram.  If  ever  there  was  a  necessity 
for  moving  perishable  articles  on  Sunday,  it  has  been  re¬ 
moved  by  the  refrigerator  car.  My  article  in  the  Chris¬ 
tian  Union  was  intended  as  a  challenge  to  railroad 
managers  to  justify  their  management.  When  that  chal¬ 
lenge  is  accepted  I  believe  it  can  be  successfully  met  by 
men  of  practical  experience.  ” 

Hon.  Carroll  I).  Wright,  who  is  a  very  high  au¬ 
thority  on  the  labour  question  and  Commissioner  of 
Labour  Statistics  in  the  United  States,  says  that  the 
only  railroad  men  who  want  to  have  work  done  on 
Sunday  are  those  who  do  not  the  work  but  only 
pocket  the  dividends.  With  respect  to  this  ques¬ 
tion  of  Sunday  observance,  we  all  know  what  is  the 
character  of  a  continental  Sunday.  But  it  is  a  re¬ 
markable  fact  that  on  this  subject  a  reaction  has 
manifested  itself  in  a  very  marked  manner  in 
Europe.  There  is  a  reaction  in  regard  to  Sunday 
rest  in  Germany,  Austro-Hungary,  Italy,  Belgium, 
Holland,  France  and  even  Russia.  In  1885,  Aus¬ 
tro-Hungary  enacted  a  law  which  emancipated 
toilers  from  Sunday  work.  In  1876,  after  the 
Swiss  commissioners  had  visited  the  Centennial  Ex¬ 
hibition  in  Philadelphia,  they  pointed  out,  on  their 
return,  the  great  advantage  American  labourers 
derived  from  abstinence  from  work  one  day  in 
seven,  as  a  day  of  rest,  and  they  attributed  to  that 
the  advantage  possessed  by  American  labourers  in 
ingenuity,  energy  and  ability  to  perform  a  great 
amount  of  work  in  a  given  number  of  hours,  and 
they  strongly  urged  on  their  fellow-countrymen  the 
propriety  of  adopting  the  Sunday  rest  measure  in 
force  in  the  United  States.  In  1886,  a  thousand 
carpenters  petitioned  Bismarck  in  respect  to  Sun¬ 
day  rest,  and  an  extract  from  their  petition  will,  I 
think,  be  of  interest.  It  is  as  follows  : — 

“  Prince  Bismarck  :  You  have  declared  that  you  would 
not  legally  forbid  Sunday  work  until  convinced  by  the 
voice  of  the  labourer  that  they  demand  rest  on  that  day. 
Here  then  is  their  voice.  We  declare  explicitly  that  we 
desire  a  law  which  will  grant  us  protection  in  the  enjoy¬ 
ment  of  freedom  from  work  on  Sunday.  Sunday  labour 
leads  to  misery,  crime  and  vagabondism.” 

This  demand  for  Sunday  rest  is  even  voiced  by 
Socialists  in  Europe.  At  a  socialistic  confer¬ 
ence  held  at  Ghent,  in  1886,  one  of  the  chief 
demands  was  for  Sunday  rest.  The  British  work¬ 
ingmen  have,  in  order  to  prevent  an  infringement 
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with  respect  to  Sunday  rest,  opposed  the  opening  of 
the  British  museum,  or  places  of  amusement.  If 
we  are  in  this  country  to  adopt  a  free  continental 
Sunday,  the  result  will  be  disastrous. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Oh,  oh. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  This  may  not  be  a  matter 
of  great  importance  to  hon.  members  in  this 
House,  but  it  is  a  matter  of  importance  to  the 
toiler,  and  to  the  future  of  this  country,  and  the 
treating  of  this  question  with  levity  by  men  who 
are  called  upon  to  deal  with  it  in  the  public  inter¬ 
est  is  not  seemly.  What  is  the  character  of  the 
free  continental  Sunday  ?  It  is  free  from  rest,  free 
from  religious  influences,  free  from  elevating,  moral, 
social  influences,  free  from  mental  culture,  free 
for  the  employer  to  keep  the  employe  at  work 
like  a  slave  seven  days  in  every  week.  But  so  far 
as  true  freedom  is  concerned,  the  true  interests  of 
the  people,  a  free  Sunday  is  in  no  sense  desirable. 

I  will  conclude  my  remarks  by  making  a  brief 
reference  to  Sunday  excursions,  which  are  dealt 
with  in  clause  2  of  the  Bill.  The  argument  is  pre¬ 
sented  that  under  this  Bill  the  poor  toiler  of  the 
city  will  be  unable  to  get  country  air  unless  per¬ 
mitted  to  go  out  on  a  Sunday  excursion,  and  that 
it  is  for  his  physical  well-being  that  he  be  per¬ 
mitted  to  do  so,  The  truth  is  that  the  tendency 
of  Sunday  excursions  is  just  the  reverse  of  rest¬ 
ful,  that  they  tend  to  impair  the  moral  and  physical 
well-being  of  the  labourer.  The  Sunday  excursion 
in  San  Francisco  has  been  discontinued  by  the  rail¬ 
ways  as  a  nuisance.  The  California  hoodlum  pic-nics 
terrorize  the  suburbs  ;  men  and  women  in  a  con¬ 
dition  of  drunkenness  return  at  night  on  the  trains 
with  the  lights  turned  down.  This  is  the  charac¬ 
ter  of  Sunday  excursions  in  San  Francisco.  They 
are  debasing,  demoralizing,  and  in  nine  cases  out 
of  ten.  instead  of  causing  Sunday  to  be  a  day  of 
rest,  Monday  is  required  to  recover  from  the  con¬ 
sequences  of  Sunday.  The  Catholic  sugar  planters 
of  Louisiana  in  1886  petitioned  the  Legislature  for  a 
Sunday  Rest  Bill,  because  Sunday  excursions  de¬ 
ranged  their  business,  for  their  employes  came 
back  and  required  Monday  to  recuperate.  The 
sober,  clmrch-going  man  is  ready  for  work  on  Mon¬ 
day.  The  pic-nic  devotee  requires  Monday  to 
rest.  One  of  the  largest  employers  of  labour  in  the 
Lnited  States,  Mr.  Studenbaker,  the  owner  of  the 
great  waggon  works  at  Toledo,  says  : 

“  My  observation  is  that  clerks  and  mechanics  who 
spend  their  Sabbaths  in  church  and  Sabbath  school  work 
are  best  fitted  for  the  duties  of  the  shop  and  office  on 
Monday  morning.” 

Colonel  Fairbanks,  the  owner  of  the  extensive 
scale  works,  says  : 

“  Those  who  attend  church  and  Sunday  school  on  Sun¬ 
day  are  the  most  valuable  in  our  business.  I  can  tell  the 
difference  between  them  and  others  by  their  work  in  the 
shop.” 

The  general  testimony  is  that  Sabbath  observers 
and  church-goers,  including  labourers,  mechanics, 
merchants  and  professional  men,  are  in  better 
condition  for  work  on  Monday  than  those  who 
spend  Sunday  even  in  comparatively  innocent 
pleasure.  Then,  why  should  Sunday  excursions  be 
prohibited  ?  (1)  Because  they  rob  one  class  of  work¬ 
men  of  their  Sunday  rest,  to  minister  to  the  leisure 
of  others.  (2)  Because  such  excursions  are  fruitful 
of  disorder,  vice  and  crime.  (3)  Because  such 
excursions  invade  the  Sabbath  quiet  and  the 
morality  of  the  places  to  which  they  go.  (4)  Because 
Mr.  Charlton. 


they  secularize  Sunday,  and  by  breaking  down  its 
sanctity  prepare  the  way  to  deprive  people  of  their- 
Sunday  rest. 

In  conclusion,  I  may  point  out  to  all  who  may 
oppose  this  Sunday  movement,  that  they  may 
consider  it  a  respectable  thing  to  do,  but  with 
whom  are  they  associated?  They  are  associated 
with  the  anarchist,  they  are  associated  with  the 
infidel,  they  are  associated  with  loafers,  they  are 
associated  with  the  hoodlum,  they  are  associated 
with  the  prostitute,  they  are  associated  with  the 
drunkard,  they  are  associated  with  the  profane. 
These  are  their  associates.  You  find  the  people  of 
these  classes  sympathize  with  the  men  in  this  House 
and  the  men  out  of  this  House  who  cast  a  stigma 
upon  this  movement.  This  movement  is  one  that 
is  calculated  to  benefit  labour,  to  ennoble  labour,, 
and  to  ennoble  the  labourer.  This  is  a  movement  in 
the  interest  of  the  employer  and  the  employe.  It 
is  in  the  interest  of  the  employer  to  have  a  clean,, 
intelligent,  healthful  man  to  work  for  him,  and  it  is 
in  the  interest  of  the  employe  to  be  that  kind  of  man. 

It  is  in  the  interest  of  society  to  have  the  popula¬ 
tion  of  the  country  lifted  up  to  a  higher  plane,  and> 
this  can  be  done  more  readily  by  the  influence  of 
Sabbath  observance  and  religious  ordinance  than 
by  any  other  agency.  This  is  a  Bill  and  a 
movement  in  the  interest  of  the  State,  be¬ 
cause  it  is  in  the  interest  of  the  State  to  have  a 
virtuous,  industrious,  intelligent  and  sober  people, 
and  nothing  will  produce  that  result  more  certainly 
and  more  readily,  than  the  enactment  by  the  State 
of  laws  securing  the  observance  of  the  Sabbath  as 
a  day  of  rest,  and  the  honouring  of  the  ordinance  of 
God.  It  is  a  Bill  and  a  movement  in  the  interests  of 
humanity,  and  of  course  it  is  a  Bill  in  the  interests 
of  religion.  For  these  reasons,  Mr.  Speaker,  in. 
believing  this  Bill  to  be  what  I  represent  it  to  be,  . 
I  submit  it  to  the  favourable  consideration  and  to 
the  favourable  action  of  this  House. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  am 
in  favour  of  the  motion,  that  this  Bill  be  read  the- 
second  time,  but  I  would  like  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  House,  and  especially  of  the  hon.  gentleman 
who  has  moved  the  Bill,  to  the  observations  which 
I  made  last  session  when,  at  a  late  period  of  the 
session,  the  House  was  in  Committee  of  the  Whole 
upon  the  Bill.  The  House  thought  proper  during 
last  session  to  read  the  Bill  a  second  time,  and  to 
send  it  to  a  select  committee,  the  result  of  which 
was  that  a  number  of  provisions  which  the  Bill  had 
contained  were  removed  from  it,  I  think  with  the 
approval  of  the  hon.  gentleman  himself,  as  being 
provisions  of  doubtful  utility,  and  in  consequence 
of  their  being  to  a  great  extent  almost  identical  with 
provisions  adopted  by.  some  of  the  Provincial 
Legislatures.  The  observations  which  I  then  made 
upon  the  Bill  are  equally  applicable  to  the  measure 
now  before  us,  in  its  present  shape,  and  I  do  think 
it  would  be  very  desirable  that  the  Bill  should 
again  have  the  care  and  attention  of  a  select  com¬ 
mittee  for  the  purpose  of  considering  the  manner 
in  which  it  is  framed,  as  well  as  some  of  the  par¬ 
ticular  provisions  for  it.  The  hon.  member  for 
North  Norfolk  (Mr.  Charlton)  is  quite  right  in 
saying  that  I  expressed  the  opinion  that  this 
Parliament  has  jurisdiction  to  enact  the  pro¬ 
visions  which  are  found  here.  Although  the 
opinion  is  not  entertained  by  some  members 
of  the  House  of  eminence  in  their  profes- 
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sion  I  have  no  doubt  that  we  have  power  to  deal  so 
amply  with  all  matters  relating  to  the  criminal  law, 
that  when  we  undertake  to  make  anything  criminal 
we  have  jurisdiction  to  do  so.  When  the  House  was 
considering  the  matter  last  year,  the  first  clause  of 
the  Bill  relating  to  the  publication  of  Sunday  news¬ 
papers  was  one  which  we  might  with  great  propriety 
and  safety,  we  thought,  leave  to  the  Local  Legisla¬ 
tures  to  adopt  if  they  saw  fit.  It  is  a  matter  rela¬ 
ting  peculiarly  to  the  convenienceof  the  inhabitants 
of  the  provinces  themselves,  and  the  legislatures 
no  doubt  will  adopt  restrictive  laws  whenever  they 
think  the  time  has  arrived  for  doing  so.  In  con¬ 
nection  with  matters  of  that  kind,  I  think  it  is 
going  too  far  for  this  Parliament  to  step  in  and  say, 
that  nowhere  in  Canada  shall  work  be  allowed  on 
newspapers  within  certain  hour*.  I  called  the 
attention  of  the  committee  last  year,  to  the  fact  of 
the  canals  being  entirely  open  to  regulation  by  the 
Governor  in  Council,  without  a  statute  at  all,  if 
the  pleasure  of  the  House  should  be  signified  in  that 
way.  I  presume  that  remark  holds  good  now. 
There  are  restrictions  imposed  by  Order  in  Council 
and  if  the  public  convenience  will  not  be  inter¬ 
fered  with  materially,  these  provisions  may  be 
extended  ;  but  it  is  never  necessary  in  relation  to 
any  public  work  which  is  under  the  control  of  this 
Parliament  to  pass  a  statute  restricting  the  time 
and  manner  in  which  it  shall  be  operated.  If  the 
hon.  gentleman  refers  to  sub-section  2  of  section  3, 
in  regard  to  railway  trains,  he  will  notice  that  it 
is  entirely  indefinite  in  this  Bill  at  what  time  its 
provisions  will  come  into  operation.  The  time 
when  the  provisions  will  come  into  operation  as  re¬ 
gards  the  running  of  freight  trains,  is  such  time 
“as  the  laws  of  the  United  States  shall  make  cor¬ 
responding  provision.”  It  would  be  impossible  for 
an  ordinary  individual  to  ascertain  whether  the 
law  of  that  country  had  made  corresponding  pro¬ 
vision  or  not.  I  suppose  that  what  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  had  in  view  in  drafting  the  Bill  was  more 
complete  than  he  had  expressed.  The  expression 
“  the  laws  of  the  United  States  ”  would  only  apply 
to  some  federal  enactment,  and  I  presume  it  is 
the  hon.  gentleman’s  wish  that  if  the  running  of 
freight  trains  through  a  state  that  borders  on 
Canada  were  prohibited  by  state  authority,  that 
should  likewise  be  prohibited  in  Canada. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  That  would  all  have  been 
regulated  by  the  Inter-State  Commerce  Law. 


he  is  breaking  the  laws  of  our  country.  It  would 
be  better,  I  think,  if  that  part  of  the  Act  should  only 
come  into  operation  by  proclamation  when  such 
legislation  is  adopted  by  the  United  States.  I 
merely  speak  now  as  to  the  way  in  which  the  Bill 
is  drafted,  and  I  am  leaving  entirely  open  the  ques¬ 
tion  of  the  principle  of  the  measure,  for  the  House 
itself.  It  seems  to  me  that  the  provisions  of  the 
4th  section,  which  prevents  excursions  by  steamboat 
or  railway  or  boat  on  Sunday,  are  to  a  great  extent 
very  materially  weakened  by  the  proviso  at  the  end 
which  practically  allows  that  which  we  declare  to 
be  a  misdemeanour,  to  be  authorized  by  provincial 
enactment  at  any  time.  If  I  have  comprehended  the 
provision,  the  Bill  goes  on  to  declare  that  excursions 
on  the  Lord’s  day  by  steamboats,  and  so  on,  — 

“  Shall  be  unlawful  and  the  owner,  superintendent  or 
person,  by  virtue  of  whose  authority  such  excursions  are 
permitted  or  ordered,  shall  be  guilty  of  a  misdemeanour.” 

There  is  a  proviso  that  nothing  in  the  section  shall 
be  deemed  to  prohibit  the  ordinary  carriage  of 
passengers  authorized  by  provincial  statute.  So 
that  if,  for  example,  at  any  time  a  provincial 
charter  should  authorize  the  daily  carriage  of 
passengers  between  certain  points,  that  would  be 
valid,  notwithstanding  that  a  previous  Act  of  this 
Parliament  has  declared  it  to  be  a  misdemeanour. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  I  may  explain,  in  reference* 
to  that  point,  that  the  question  was  raised  as  to 
the  transporting  of  passengers  over  such  routes  as 
from  Toronto  to  the  Island.  Regular  lines  of  ferry 
boats  run  on  the  Sabbath,  and  they  carry  passengers 
who  might  be  considered  excursionists.  It  was 
considered  it  would  hardly  do  to  prohibit  ferry 
boats  making  regular  trips,  even  though  excursion¬ 
ists  might  go  upon  those  boats.  That  is  the  reason 
this  provision  was  inserted. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  am  speaking  of  the 
mode  in  which  the  Bill  is  framed.  I  call  atten¬ 
tion  to  these  matters,  not  for  the  pm*pose  of  inter¬ 
fering  with*  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill,  which 
the  House  indicated  on  the  former  occasion  it  pre¬ 
ferred  to  have  read  a  second  time,  but  in  order  that 
before  we  proceed  to  another  stage,  these  matters 
may  be  considered.  In  the  mean  time  I  have  no 
objection  to  the  second  reading  being  taken  to¬ 
night  ;  and  the  Bill  may  then  be  allowed  to  stand 
till  to-morrow  so  that  we  may  consider  whether  it 
would  not  be  well  to  send  it  to  a  special  committee. 


Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  Not  necessarily.  That 
could  be  regulated  no  doubt  by  the  Inter-State 
Commerce  Act,  and  the  subject  could  be  legislated 
on  by  the  federal  authority  I  admit,  in  so  far  as 
trains  passing  from  one  state  to  another  is  con¬ 
cerned  ;  but  even  if  the  Inter-State  Commerce  Act 
should  be  repealed,  as  we  sometimes  hear  it  may 
be,  the  subject  could  be  fully  dealt  with  by  state 
authority.  Besides  that,  I  presume  that  the  hon. 
gentleman  had  in  view  trains  which  might  not 
come  under  the  provisions  of  the  Inter-State  Com¬ 
merce  Law,  but  which  would  be  passing  from  some 
part  of,  for  instance,  the  Staie  of  New  York  into 
Canada  on  Sunday.  If  the  hon.  gentleman’s  wish  and 
the  wish  of  the  House  is,  that  it  should  only  come 
into  force  when  there  is  a  federal  statute  on  that 
subject,  well  and  good.  The  Bill,  however,  is  framed 
in  such  a  way  that  a  person,  to  be  affected  by  the 
provisions  of  it,  must  enquire  what  the  federal  laws 
of  the  United  States  are,  before  he  knows  whether 


Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  am  very  glad  that  the  hon. 
leader  of  the  House  has  expressed  his  willingness 
to  have  this  Bill  read  a  second  time  and  sent  to  a 
committee.  1  think  it  well  that  this  House  should 
take  a  step  in  the  direction  indicated  by  the  Bill. 
The  hon.  member  for  North  Norfolk  (Mr.  Charlton), 
in  my  humble  opinion,  deserves  the  thanks  of  this 
House,  and  I  am  sure  he  will  receive  the  thanks  of 
the  Christian  denominations  outside  of  this  House, 
for  the  very  able  manner  in  which  he  has  introduced 
the  Bill  into  this  House.  He  introduced  it  last 
session,  and  although  it  went  through  one  or  two 
stages  it  did  not  become  law,  and  his  persistency  in 
again  bringing  it  before  the  House  is  creditable  to 
him.  We  live  on  the  border  of  a  country  which  is 
not  too  ready  to  respect  the  sacredness  of  the 
Lord’s  day.  The  unfortunate  war  in  that  country 
some  years  ago  was  the  occasion  of  the  introduction 
of  Sunday  papers  and  the  running  of  trains  on  that 
day,  and  the  people  have  never  been  able  to  get  r  id 
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of  them  from  that  time  to  the  present.  I  think  our 
legislation  should  he  in  the  direction  of  strictly  ob¬ 
serving  the  Lord’s  day  as  a  nation  as  far  as  pos¬ 
sible.  I  quite  agree  with  one  of  the  remarks  made 
by  the  lion.  Minister  of  Justice.  It  is  hard  to  say 
where  the  line  is  to  be  drawn,  but  if  this  Bill  is  sent 
to  a  committee  and  that  committee  tries  to  put  it 
into  a  shape  to  meet  the  necessities  of  the  case  and 
the  general  approval  of  this  House,  I  am  quite  sure 
it  will  secure  the  united  thanks  of  the  Christian 
people  of  this  Dominion,  and  lie  legislation  in  the 
right  direction. 

Mr.  CHRISTIE.  It  gives  me  great  pleasure  to 
see  that  the  lion,  member  for  North  Norfolk  (Mr. 
Charlton)  has  again  introduced  this  Bill  to  secure 
the  better  observance  of  the  Sabbath.  I  believe 
that  this  question  of  Sabbath  observance  is  one  of 
vital  importance  to  the  well-being  and  prosperity 
of  the  Dominion  ;  and  this  Bill,  if  enacted,  will  be 
a  great  boon  to  thousands  of  employes  w  ho  are  now 
deprived  of  their  Sunday’s  rest,  that  rest  which  is 
necessary  to  restore  their  wasted  and  exhausted 
energies,  and  to  fit  them  for  the  efficient  discharge 
of  their  duties  during  the  remaining  six  days  of 
the  week.  That  is  not  all  ;  this  law  is  necessary 
in  order  that  they  may  enjqy  the  privilege  of 
attending  divine  worship  and  receiving  religious 
instruction.  We  were  told  last  session  that  this 
Bill  was  unnecessary,  that  the  Local  Legislatures 
had  dealt  with  the  question,  and  that  some  provi¬ 
sions  of  this  Bill  encroached  on  the  domain  of 
provincial  rights.  Now,  I  think  we  have  not  to 
look  far  to  see  that  notwithstanding  all  that  has 
been  done  by  the  Provincial  Governments,  and  all 
that  lias  been  done  by  this  Government,  there  is 
still  a  great  deal  of  unnecessary  Sabbath  labour  and 
a  great  deal  of  Sabbath  desecration.  There 
is  still  ample  room  for  Sabbath  reform,  I  do  not 
care  whether  we  look  to  our  railways,  our  canals 
or  our  Post  Office  Department.  It  is  true,  this 
Bill  in  some  particulars  does  not  go  quite  so  far  as 
I  could  wish.  I  would  like  to  see  the  sanctity  of 
the  whole  day  preserved.  I  think  we  have  a  right 
to  ask  that  the  employes  of  the  Government  in 
every  department  of  the  public  service  should  be 
protected  in  the  enjoyment,  not  of  a  half  Sabbath, 
or  any  portion  of  the  Sabbath,  but  the  whole 
twenty-four  hours’  rest  ;  and  trust  that  this  House 
and  the  mover  of  the  Bill  will  see  tha/t  it  is  amend¬ 
ed  in  that  direction.  The  first  section  of  the  Bill 
is,  I  think,  one  of  very  great  importance,  prohi¬ 
biting  the  publishing  and  delivering  of  newspapers 
on  Sunday.  It  is  true,  the  evil  has  not  spread  very 
far  in  Canada,  but  it  has  obtained  a  foothold,  and 
no  doubt  it  will  spread  unless  prevented  by  timely 
legislation.  From  what  I  have  seen  in  the  United 
States,  I  believe  it  is  impossible  to  overestimate 
the  amount  of  evil  which  results  from  Sunday  news¬ 
papers,  and  I  trust  that  this  section  will  be  enacted. 
\\  ith  reference  to  the  last  clause  of  the  section,  I 
am  not  quite  satisfied  that  there  is  any  absolute 
necessity  why  the  printers  should  be  permitted  to 
begin  their  work  at  nine  o’clock  on  Sunday  even¬ 
ing.  I  think  the  printers  and  publishers  would  be 
all  the  better  for  the  whole  Sunday’s  rest,  and  I 
would  like  to  see  the  Bill  amended  in  that  particu¬ 
lar.  The  same  remarks  apply  to  the  second  sec¬ 
tion,  which  has  reference  to  the  closing  of  our 
canals  from  (j  in  the  morning  till  10  at  night.  No 
doubt  that  would  be  a  great  boon,  but  it  would  be 
Mr.  McMullen. 


still  better  to  close  them  for  the  whole  24  hours.  I 
will  not  further  trespass  on  the  time  of  the  Honse, 
but  simply  express  the  hope  that  this  Bill,  amended 
in  the  direction  which  I  have  indicated,  will  be  en¬ 
acted  by  the  House. 

Mr.  ARMSTRONG  .  Before  the  motion  is  passed, 
I  wish  to  say  two  or  three  words  upon  it.  I  am 
not  going  to  oppose  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill ;  in  fact,  I  am  very  glad  that  the  hon.  leader 
of  the  House  has  consented  to  its  being  read  a 
second  time.  However,  I  wish  to  put  in  a  saving 
clause.  I  wish  to  say  that  there  are  certain 
amendments  which  I  deem  necessary  in  the  Bill 
before  I,  for  one,  can  vote  for  it.  I  indicated  a  year 
ago  to  the  hon.  mover  of  the  Bill  what  these  were. 
I  told  him  that  unless  the  Bill  was  changed  in  that 
respect,  I  could  not  support  it.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  has  not  seen  fit  to  change  it,  and  I  now  say 
that  unless  these  changes  are  made,  I  do  not  see 
how  I  can  support  the  Bill.  I  listened  very  care¬ 
fully  to  the  hon.  gentleman’s  speech  to-night,  and 
I  must  say  I  hardly  think  he  showed  his  usual 
candour.  He  insisted  very  strongly  that  the 
Bill  is  simply  and  solely  in  order  to  protect  men 
in  their  civil  rights,  and  that  it  has  no  religious 
aspect.  I  take  up  the  Bill,  and  the  first  thing 
which  catches  my  eye  shows  that  is  not  a  correct 
interpretation.  The  hon.  gentleman  may  say  that 
is  only  the  preamble  of  the  Bill.  Well,  we  all 
know  from  experience  that  the  hon.  gentleman  is 
strong  on  preambles,  in  fact  we  had  his  opinion 
once  that  the  preamble  is  the  strongest  part  of  the 
Bill.  Does  the  preamble  of  the  Bill  say  a  word 
about  protecting  men  in  their  civil  rights  ?  No  ;  it 
gives  as  the  reasons  for  which  the  Bill  is  introduc¬ 
ed  :  “  Whereas  it  is  desirable  in  the  interests  of 
religion,  and  morality,  and  the  public  welfare  that 
this  Bill  should  be  passed.”  I  need  not  tell  this 
House  that  the  public  welfare  can  be  promoted  in 
the  best  way  by  religion  and  morality,  so  that  the 
whole  motive  of  the  Bill  is  religious  and  moral ;  it 
is  to  force  men  to  become  religious  and  moral.  If 
you  ask  me  why  I  object  to  that,  I  say  that,  as  a 
legislator,  I  have  no  mandate  to  legislate  in  any 
such  way.  I  have  tried  carefully  to  examine  into 
the  matter,  and  I  have  nowhere  found  that  it  is  my 
duty  to  seek  to  promote  and  pass  laws  to  compel 
men  to  be  religious.  I  read  the  command,  as  it  was 
given  by  the  Master,  to  have  been  given  to  the 
church  and  not  to  Parliament  :  “  Go  ye  into  all 

the  world  and  disciple  all  nations and  until  the 
hon.  gentleman  can  show  me  his  mandate,  until  he 
can  show  to  me  that  the  church  has  declined  to 
carry  out  her  Commission,  until  the  church  declares 
herself  powerless  to  do  it,  until  she  declares  she 
has  no  faith  in  the  promise  of  her  Master,  “  I  am 
with  you  always  to  the  end,”  until  she  does 
that  I,  for  one,  object  to  attempting  to  com¬ 
pel  men  to  become  religious  by  act  of  Parlia¬ 
ment.  It  seems  to  me  that  the  history  of 
the  Christian  church  ought  to  convince  any  man 
of  ordinary  enlightenment  and  intelligence  of  the 
utter  futility,  not  only  futility,  but  the  disastrous 
consequences,  of  trying  to  promote  religion  by  legis¬ 
lation  or  by  the  sword  of  the  civil  magistrate.  I  need 
not  tell  hon.  gentlemen  who  are  familiar  with  the 
facts  of  history,  that  the  palmy  days  of  Christianity 
were  during  the  first  three  centuries,  when  the  re¬ 
ligion  of  the  cross  was  not  only  not  promoted  by 
legislation,  was  not  only  not  protected  by  the  sword 
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of  the  civil  legislature,  but  when  every  effort  of  : 
these  was  made  to  destroy  it.  And  it  was  only  at 
the  end  of  three  centuries,  when  the  church  had 
become  strong  enough  for  governments  to  patronize 
it  and  try  to  make  use  of  it,  that  the  civil  power 
stepped  in  and  passed  laws  for  its  protection. 
What  was  the  effect  of  that  procedure  ?  I  need 
not  tell  you  ;  it  was  disastrous  to  the  church. 
Why,  for  long  years  after  that  there  was  no  end  of 
legislation,  there  was  no  end  of  edicts  and  ordin¬ 
ances,  and  of  penalties  to  enforce  these  edicts  and 
ordinances  and  to  compel  men  to  be  religious. 
And  what  was  the  result  ?  It  was  the  en¬ 
slavement  of  the  human  mind  ;  it  was  the 
depriving  of  men,  not  only  of  their  civil  rights, 
but  their  religious  liberties.  And  if  that  view  of 
the  case  be  correct,  if  it  be  correct  that  the 
State  is  bound  to  promote  religion  by  legislation, 
the  State  has  also  the  authority  to  prescribe  a  | 
penalty  to  enforce  obedience  to  its  mandates.  The 
result  was  that  the  human  conscience  wastrampled 
down,  the  civil  and  religious  rights  of  men  were 
trampled  upon,  until  we  find  the  culmination  in 
the  inquisition  of  Spain.  Now,  the  promoter  of 
the  Bill  will  perhaps  tell  me  that  was  before  the 
Reformation.  How  much  better  was  it  after  ?  Is 
not  the  fact  known  to  everyone  in  this  House  that 
if  the  same  things  were  not  perpetrated,  it  was 
because  men  would  not  submit  to  them  ?  There 
was  just  the  same  disposition  to  tyrannize  over  the 
human  conscience  and  compel  men  to  conform  to 
the  State’s  religion  by  Act  of  Parliament.  I  have 
only  to  refer  to  that  law  we  heard  a  great  deal 
about  during  the  last  two  years,  the  first  of  Eliza¬ 
beth,  which  we  heard  lauded  to  the  skies,  with  its 
accompanying  Act  of  Uniformity,  and  the  infamous 
Star  Chamber,  modelled  on  the  Spanish  inquisition, 
to  carry  out  their  desires  and  enforce  their  penalties. 
What  was  the  object  of  these  and  to  what  use  were 
they  put  ?  Simply  to  compel  Catholics  and  dissent¬ 
ing  Protestants  to  become  religious  according  to 
the  ideas  of  the  State  and  Act  of  Parliament. 
In  view  of  all  these  facts,  I  think  I  am 
justified  in  insisting  beforehand  that  the  pre-  j 
amble  of  this  Bill  shall  be  changed.  I  have 
no  intention  whatever  of  imposing  upon  my 
fellow-countrymen  a  yoke  which  neither  we  nor 
our  forefathers  were  able  to  bear.  Let  me  ask  the 
hon.  gentleman  to  be  logical.  A  principle  cannot 
be  right  if  you  cannot  carry  it  out  to  its  logical 
conclusion.  He  says  it  is  in  the  interests  of 
religion  and  morality  that  Sabbath  legislation 
should  be  passed.  In  other  words,  that  men 
should  be  compelled  to  observe  the  Sabbath.  Will 
the  hon.  gentleman  take  the  next  logical  step  ? 
We  all  know  he  is  a  man  who  keeps  the  Sabbath  , 
strictly.  He  is  a  devout  church-goer,  and  I  have  no 
doubt  he  believes  it  is  in  the  interests  of  religion 
and  morality  that  men  should  attend  church.  If 
he  has  the  right  to  legislate  that  they  shall  observe 
the  Sabbath  in  the  interest  of  religion  and  morality, 
he  has  the  right  to  legislate  that  they  shall  attend 
church  on  Sunday.  Not  only  that,  but  we  all  know 
that  the  hon.  gentleman  who  proposes  this  Bill 
is  a  devout  Presbyterian,  and  no  doubt  believes 
in  his  innermost  soul  that  it  is  in  the  interests 
of  religion  and  morality,  thatevery  man,  woman  and 
child  should  attend  the  Presbyterian  church.  I 
submit  that  if  we  have  the  power  and  right  to 
legislate  that  a  man  should  keep  the  Sabbath,  we 
have  the  right  to  legislate  that  he  shall  attend 


churclj,  and  my  hon.  friend  has  the  right  to  go  the 
third  step  and  see  that  they  attend  the  Presby¬ 
terian  church.  Now,  if  you  ask  me  why  I  support 
the  Bill,  I  can  tell  you  in  a  few  words.  We  know 
that  science,  and  experience,  and  observation,  all 
teach  that  it  is  absolutely  necessary  for  every 
human  being  to  have  one  day  of  rest  in 
seven.  I  believe  there  are  no  two  opinions  on 
that  point.  Now  it  follows,  as  a  necessary  conse¬ 
quence,  that  if  it  is  a  matter  of  necessity,  every 
man,  woman  and  child  shall  be  protected  in 
the  enjoyment  of  that  right,  and,  until  we  have 
laws  to  protect  them  in  that  Sabbath  right, 
those  rights  will  most  certainly  be  infringed 
upon.  That  is  the  sole  reason  why  I  support  this 
Bill,  and  the  only  ground  on  which  I  will 
support  any  such  legislation.  You  may  say  there 
are  certain  kinds  of  labour  in  which  the  Sabbath 
cannot  be  observed.  Railway  traffic  has  been  in¬ 
stanced,  and  yet  it  is  a  fact  that  some  of  the  most 
influential,  some  of  the  most  skilful  railway  men 
on  this  continent  and  all  over  the  world  have  de¬ 
clared  that  Sunday  labour,  as  far  as  tire  railways 
are  concerned,  is  not  at  all  necessary,  but  that  on 
the  other  hand  it  is  a  positive  disadvantage.  I 
have  here  in  my  hand  evidence  taken  before  the 
Senate  of  the  United  States  on  the  subject  of  Sab¬ 
bath  legislation,  and  among  other  evidence  was 
that  given  by  Mr.  Ledyard,  the  president  of  the 
Michigan  Central  Railway  system,  one  of  the  largest 
railway  systems  on  this  continent.  He  declares 
positively  that  a  company  would  lose  nothing  either 
in  traffic  or  in  profit  by  ceasing  to  work  on  Sunday. 
He  gives  it  as  his  firm  conviction  that  it  is  a  great 
loss  to  a  railway  company  to  compel  its  employes 
to  work  on  the  Sabbath  day.  He  wrote  a  long 
letter  to  the  Railway  Aye,  and  that  paper  says 
editorially  in  reference  to  Mr.  Ledyard’s  letter: 

“Mr.  Ledyard’s  conviction  that  he  and  other  railway 
managers  are  all  committing  a  fearful  mistake  in  allowing 
the  continuance  and  rapid  growth  of  this  Sunday  labour  is 
held,  we  believe,  by  the  great  majority  of  railway  officers 
and  it  is  to  be  hoped  that  in  their  jaerusal  and  public  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  great  problems  of  railway  management 
they  will  give  that  serious  attention  to  this  subject  which 
its  importance  demands.” 

Some  may  say,  you  have  no  right  to  coerce  the 
employes  of  a  railway  company,  that  it  is  a  matter 
of  bargain  and  sale  between  them  and  their  mast¬ 
ers,  that,  if  they  do  not  choose  to  work  on  Sun¬ 
days,  they  may  leave  their  position.  They  cannot 
leave.  The  livelihood  of  themselves  and  of  their 
families  depends  upon  their  work,  and,  if  they  do 
not  conform  to  the  rules  of  the  company,  they 
will  have  to  leave  their  employment.  There  was 
a  petition  of  450  engineers  of  the  New  York 
Central  presented  to  Congress  pleading  for  a  Sun¬ 
day  rest.  They  say  : 

“  This  never-endiug  labour  ruins  our  health  and  pre¬ 
maturely  makes  us  feel  worn-out  like  old  men,  and  we 
are  sensible  of  our  inability  to  perform  our  duty  as  well 
when  we  work  to  an  excess.” 

The  discussion  all  through  this  book  between  em¬ 
ployers  of  labour  and  railway  officials  shows  that 
men  will  do  better  work  in  the  six  days  than  they 
can  in  the  seven,  if  they  are  permitted  to  rest  on 
the  seventh  day.  They  point  to  the  customs,  of  all 
civilized  nations,  and  they  pledge  themselves  that, 
if  this  boon  is  granted,  provided  they  are  only  to 
work  six  days,  they  will  do  more  and  better  work 
than  if  they  had  to  work  seven  days.  For  this  rea¬ 
son  I  give  the  Bill  my  hearty  support  except  in 
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regard  to  those  clauses  which  I  shall  try  to  have 
amended.  I  say  to  the  leader  of  the  House  that  I 
hope  this  time  he  will  not  allow  this  Bill  to  be 
burked,  because,  if  it  is  the  right  of  every  man, 
woman  and  child  to  have  a  day  of  rest,  if  the  Sabbath 
right  is  interfered  with,  this  House  is  bound  to  pro¬ 
tect  the  individuals  in  the  enjoyment  of  that  right. 
Another  amendment  which  I  intend  to  propose  is 
of  a  different  kind.  You  know  very  well,  Mr.  Speaker, 
that  there  are  some  people  who  say  that  we  do  not  keep 
the  right  day,  that  the  Divine  command  was  that 
“  six  days  thou  shalt  labour  and  on  the  seventh  day 
thou  shalt  rest,”  while  we  keep  the  first  day  of  the 
week  instead  of  the  seventh,  and  they  are  not  satis¬ 
fied  that  that  is  correct.  The  hon.  gentleman  may 
say  that,  for  certain  good  and  sufficient  reasons  the 
day  was  changed.  Those  reasons  satisfy  his  nftind 
and  they  satisfy  mine  also,  but  there  are  men  in 
this  country  who  are  in  no  way  inferior  to  the  hon. 
gentleman  or  to  me,  who  hold  that  there  is  no 
warrant  and  no  reason  for  the  change  of  the  day. 
I  propose  to  have  a  saving  clause  inserted  to  pro¬ 
tect  these  people,  so  long  as  they  do  not  interfere 
with  the  rights  of  others,  and  I  think  they  have  a 
right  to  be  protected. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Bill  read  the  second  time. 
COMPULSORY  VOTING. 

Mr.  AMYOT  moved  second  reading  of  Bill  (No. 
46)  to  make  voting  compulsory. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  The  House  had  a 
discussion  upon  this  Bill  after  the  second  reading, 
last  year,  and  after  I  had  made  some  observations 
which  I  intended  to  be  against  the  Bill,  it  was 
supported  in  two  or  three  places  as  deserving  of 
further  consideration.  I  cannot  say  that  I  have 
much  changed  the  opinion  I  formed  upon  it  at  the 
time  ;  and  I  thought  there  was  a  great  deal,  also, 
in  the  arguments  that  came  from  other  gentlemen 
after  I  had  addressed  the  House  against  the  prin¬ 
ciple  of  the  Bill.  I  recognized  the  wish  of  the 
House  as  then  expressed,  that  the  Bill  should  be 
more  fully  considered  ;  but  understanding  that  the 
hon.  gentleman  proposes  that  this  Bill  should  go 
to  a  select  committee,  I  think  it  would  be  well 
that  it  should  have  its  second  reading — of  course 
on  the  understanding  that  we  are  not  necessarily 
committing  ourselves  to  the  principle  of  the  Bill, 
but  desire  to  have  it  further  examined. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  I  think  myself  with  the  hon. 
gentleman  that  it  is  quite  proper  the  Bill  should 
be  referred  to  a  select  committee,  but  I  do  it  also 
with  the  reservation  that  I  do  not,  for  my  part, 
express  approval  of  the  principle  of  the  Bill,  but 
reserve  my  judgment  upon  it  for  a  future  occasion 
after  hearing  the  report  of  the  committee. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Bill  read  the  second  time. 

Mr.  AMYOT  moved  : 

That  the  Bill  be  referred  to  a  Select  Committee  com¬ 
posed  of  Messrs.  Tupper,  Wood  (Brockville),  Flint,  Earle, 
Brodeur,  Skinner,  Fraser,  Weldon,  Landerkin,  LaRivibre, 
and  the  mover. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

8  UPPLY— CONCURRENCE. 

House  proceeded  to  consider  resolutions  reported  j 
from  Committee  of  Supply  (1st  April). 

Mr.  Armstrong. 


L.  C.  Pereira . $183  87 

House  divided  : 

Yeas  : 

Messieurs 

LaRivi^re, 


Amyot, 

Bain  (Soulanges), 

Baird, 

Baker, 

Barnard, 

Bennett, 

Bergeron, 

Bowell, 

Boyle, 

Cameron, 

Cargill, 

Carling, 

Carpenter, 

Caron  (Sir  Adolphe), 
Cochrane, 

Corbould, 

Corby, 

Craig, 

Curran, 

Daly, 

Davis, 

Denison, 

Desaulniers, 

Desjardins  (Hochelaga), 
Desjardins  (L’lslet), 
Dugas, 

Dupont, 

Dyer, 

Fairbairn, 


Ferguson  (Leeds  &  Grenville)Savard, 


LippG 
Macdonald  (King’s), 
Macdonald  (Winnipeg), 
Macdonell  (Algoma), 
Macdowall, 

McDougald  (Pictou), 
McDougall  (Cape  Breton), 
McKay, 

McKeen, 

McLean, 

McLennan, 

McLeod, 

McMillan  (Yaudreuil), 
Madill, 

Mara, 

Masson, 

Miller, 

Mills  (Annapolis), 
Northrup, 

Ouimet, 

Patterson  (Colchester), 
Patterson  (Huron), 
Pelletier, 

Putnam, 

Reid, 

Roome, 

Rosamond, 

Ross  (Lisgar), 


Ferguson  (Renfrew), 
Frechette, 

Gillies, 

Girouard  (Two  Mountains), 
Grandbois, 

Guillet, 

Haggart. 

Henderson, 

Hughes, 

Hutchins, 

Joncas, 

Kaulbach, 

Kirkpatrick, 


Simard, 

Skinner, 

Smith  (Ontario), 
Stairs, 

Stevenson, 

Thompson  (Sir  John), 
Tupper, 

Turcotte, 

Wallace, 

White  (Cardwell), 
Wilmot, 

Wilson,  and 

Wood  (Brockville)— 86. 


Nays  : 
Messieurs 


Allan, 

Armstrong, 

Bain  (Wentworth), 
Beausoleil, 

B6chard, 

Beith, 

Bernier, 

Borden, 

Bourassa, 

Bowman, 

Brodeur, 

Brown, 

Bruneau, 

Campbell, 

Carroll, 

Cartwright  (Sir  Richard), 
Casey, 

Charlton, 

Choquette, 

Christie, 

Dawson, 

Devlin, 

Edwards, 

Fauvel, 

Featherston, 

Flint, 

Forbes, 

Fraser. 

Fr6mont, 

Gauthier, 

Gibson, 

Item  agreed  to. 


Gillmor, 

Guay, 

Innes, 

Landerkin, 

Langelier, 

Laurier, 

Lavergne, 

Leduc, 

Legris, 

Lister, 

Livingston,  • 
Macdonald  (Huron), 
McGregor, 

McMillan  (Huron), 
McMullen, 

Mignault, 

Monet, 

Mulock, 

Paterson  (Brant), 
Perry, 

Rider, 

Rinfret, 

Rowand, 

Sanborn, 

Scriver, 

Semple, 

Somerville, 

Watson, 

Welsh,  and 
\  eo. — 61. 


for  South 


Mr.  CAMERON.  The  hon.  member 
Leeds  (Mr.  Taylor)  has  not  voted. 


Mr.  TAY  LOR.  I  am  paired  with  the  chief 
whip  on  the  other  side.  The  hon.  member  for 
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Oxford  (Mr.  Sutherland),  the  hon.  member  for 
Jacques  Cartier  (Mr.  Girouard),  and  the  hon. 
member  for  Cornwall  (Mr.  Bergin)  have  not  voted. 

Mr.  GIROUARD.  I  am  paired  with  the  hon. 
member  for  Chambly  (Mr.  Prefontaine),  otherwise  I 
would  have  voted  yea. 

High  Commissioner  for  Canada — To 
meet  expenditure  for  rates,  taxes, 
insurance,  ground  rent,  Ac.,  of  the 
^official  residence  and  income  taxon 
the  High  Commissioner’s  salary... .  $1,200 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  When  this 
item  was  under  discussion  in  Supply,  the  Minister 
of  Finance  promised  to  bring  down  certain  infor¬ 
mation  with  respect  to  it.  This  item  is  being  voted 
twice  for  this  particular  year,  and  it  is  quite  evi¬ 
dent  that  the  money  voted  must  have  been  in  some 
way  or  other  improperly  paid,  otherwise  this 
$1,200  would  be  available  for  the  service  of  the 
present  year  as  voted.  The  Minister  of  Finance, 
when  the  matter  was  under  discussion,  declared 
that  he  would  make  full  explanation  on  concurrence 
as  to  how  the  lapse  occurred.  If  the  Minister  of 
Justice,  or  the  Minister  of  Militia,  has  no  explana¬ 
tion  for  the  item,  it  had  better  stand  over  until  the 
Minister  of  Finance  is  here. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  The  Minister  of 
Finance,  through  illness,  is  unable  to  be  here  to¬ 
night,  and  he  alone  can  give  the  information.  If 
the  information  is  insisted  on  the  item  will  have  to 
stand,  but  the  effect  will  be  that  we  cannot  pass  the 
Bill.  But  if  the  item  is  allowed  to  pass  now,  the 
information  will  be  given  on  the  Bill,  if  that  is 
,  satisfactory  to  the  hon.  gentleman. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  In  that  case  I 
will  not  press  the  point,  and  you  can  give  the 
information  to-morrow.  But  it  is  well  to  under¬ 
stand  that  we  want  to  know  in  what  year  the  money 
was  first  irregularly  appropriated. 

Further  amount  required  for  Miscella¬ 
neous  expenses — Governor  General’s 
Warrant  .  $6,000 

Mr.  MULOCK.  In  this  resolution  are  a  num¬ 
ber  of  items  that  are  the  subject  of  Governor  Gene¬ 
ral’s  Warrants.  At  an  early  stage  of  the  session  I 
obtained  an  order  from  the  House  for  the  produc¬ 
tion  of  the  reports  upon  which  all  these  warrants 
were  issued.  I  have  once  called  the  attention  of 
the  Minister  of  Finance  to  the  fact  that  the  reports 
have  not  yet  been  laid  before  the  House,  andlthink 
they  ought  to  be  laid  before  the  House  before  the 
Supply  Bill  is  passed.  At  what  stage  will  these 
reports  be  forthcoming  ?  Certainly-they  should  be 
laid  before  the  House. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  think  the  return 
was  brought  down. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Then  it  must  have  been  within 
the  last  day  or  two. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  Three  or  four  days 
ago.  If  it  has  not  been  brought  down,  it  will  be 
brought  down  this  week.  My  colleague  the 
Minister  of  Militia  informs  me  that  it  has  not  yet 
been  brought  down. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Then  I  am  not  asking  anything 
unreasonable  when  I  urge  that  these  reports  should 
be  brought  down  before  the  items  are  finally 
passed.  I  asked  rfor  these  documents  in  Supply. 


Indeed,  they  were  moved  for  at  the  commencement 
of  the  session. 

Mr.  BOW  ELL.  I  will  make  enquiry  and  see 
how  far  the  Clerk  of  the  Executive  Council  has 
succeeded  in  copying  them,  and,  if  possible,  lay 
them  on  the  Table  to-morrow. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  will  not  press  the  matter 
further  at  this  stage,  but  I  shall  ask  that  the  Bill 
be  not  passed  before  these  reports  are  forthcoming. 

Further  expenditure  in  connection 
with  Franchise  Act,  printing  Voters’ 

Lists,  Ac  . $60,000 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  With  respect 
to  the  voters’  lists,  I  wish  to  ask  the  Minister  of 
Justice,  or  whoever  has  that  department  in  charge,’ 
who  retains  custody  of  the  various  original  docu¬ 
ments  supplied  to  the  Secretary  of  State  by  the 
various  revising  officers? 

Mr.  PATTERSON  (Huron).  The  Clerk  of  the 
Crown  in  Chancery  has  charge  of  the  original 
documents. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  suppose  he 
retains  in  all  cases  the  original  documents  and 
furnishes  a  copy  to  the  printer. 

Mr.  PATTERSON  (Huron).  I  believe  that  is 
the  rule. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  The  hon. 
gentleman  does  not  know  that  of  his  own  know¬ 
ledge  ? 

Mr.  PATTERSON  (Huron).  Not  of  my  own 
knowledge. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  The  Franchise  Act  only  re¬ 
quires  the  revising  officer  to  send  one  list,  viz.,  the 
official  return  to  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Chan¬ 
cery,  and  there  is  no  provision  in  the  Act  for  the 
Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Chancery  sending  a  copy  to 
the  Queen’s  Printer.  Accordingly,  the  original 
revised  list  signed  by  the  revising  officer,  is  the 
only  document  that  goes  to  the  Queen’s  Printer. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  think  the  statement 
made  by  the  Secretary  of  State  is  correct,  because 
the  hon.  gentleman  will  recollect  that  in  the 
London  case  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Chancery 
immediately  produced  a  copy  of  the  list  sent  up 
by  the  revising  officer,  in  obedience  to  the  Order  of 
the  House. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  think  on  investigation  the 
Minister  will  find  that  my  statement  is  correct. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  It  is  import¬ 
ant  that  this  matter  should  be  determined,  because 
the  original  list  should  be  carefulty  preserved,  and 
in  the  custody  of  our  own  officer.  I  should  be 
glad  to  learn  whether  my  hon.  friend  or  the 
Minister  of  Justice  is  correct  as  to  the  matter  of 
fact,  and  as  to  what  is  the  practice,,  and  where  the 
original  document  is  to  be  had.  I  suppose  the 
Secretary  of  State  will  let  me  know  to-morrow  ? 

Mr.  PATTERSON  (Huron).  I  will  give  the 
hon.  gentleman  this  information  with  other  infor¬ 
mation  in  connection  with  the  revision  of  the  list. 

St-  John  Custom  House  Fire .  $6,000 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Have  tenders 
been  asked  for  the  new  public  buildings  at  St. 
John,  New  Brunswick  ? 

Mr.  OUIMET.  Tenders  will  be  called  for,  but 
the  plans  are  not  ready  yet. 
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Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  As  I  under¬ 
stand  the  custom  house  is  not  entirely  destroyed 
and  the  greater  part  of  it  would  be  available  for 
the  new  building. 

Mr.  OUIMET.  The  “  greater  part  ”  might  be 
saying  too  much.  When  the  architect  makes  his 
report  we  will  be  able  to  ascertain  if  the  walls  are 
all  right. 

Amount  required  to  provide  for  payment 
of  claims  in  connection  with  Militia 
services,  rebellion  North-West  Terri¬ 
tories,  1885 . $2,100 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  With  respect 
to  this  item  no  details  were  given  in  the  Committee 
of  Supply,  and  the  Minister  was  to  give  explana¬ 
tions  of  it  now. 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  I  think  the  item  ought  to  be 
.$2,109.41.  The  details  which  I  promised  the  hon. 
gentleman  are  as  follows : — To  pay  Lieut. -Col.  Jack- 
son  for  cab-hire  at  Winnipeg  in  1885,  while  chief 
pay  and  supply  officer  and  commissioner  on  war 
claims,  $76.50  ;  to  refund  to  the  same  officer  the 
amount  paid  to  Brigade-Major  Aylmer,  of  London, 
as  his  allowance  at  the  rate  of  $500  per  annum  for 
performing  the  duties  of  Deputy  Adjutant- 
General  of  Military  District  No.  1,  while  Lieut. - 
Col.  Jackson  was  employed  on  the  war  claims, 
$148.96;  to  pay  expenses  of  the  Medical  Board  of 
Toronto,  in  1889,  in  examining  parties  who  had 
made  claims,  $10.95  ;  P.  B.  Cleland,  for  loss  of 
mules  in  1885,  $475  ;  J.  Walker,  for  loss  of  waggon 
and  team  hired,  $835.  These  two  claims  were 
submitted  to  the  Department  of  Justice,  which, 
after  examining  them,  reported  that  the  Govern¬ 
ment  was  liable  for  the  amounts.  For  advertising 
in  the  Manitoba  Free  Press,  $13  ;  legal  expenses 
in  connection  with  above  claims,  $550. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Were  these 
legal  expenses  incurred  for  the  two  particular 
claims  mentioned  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  They  are  on  these 
claims,  some  of  which  were  entered  in  the  Exche¬ 
quer  Court.  After  investigating  them,  the  depart¬ 
ment  advised  that  they  should  be  paid. 

WAYS  AND  MEANS. 

House  resolved  itself  into  Committee  of  Ways 
and  Means. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Mr.  BOWELL  moved  : 

Resolved,  that  towards  making  good  the  Supply  granted 
to  Her  Majesty  for  the  financial  year  ending  the  30th  of 
June,  1891,  the  sum  of  $887,812.74  be  granted  out  of  the 
Consolidated  Revenue  Fund  of  Canada. 

Resolution  reported,  and  read  the  first  and  the 
second  times  and  concurred  in. 

SUPPLY  BILL. 

Mr.  BOWELL  moved  for  leave  to  introduce  Bill 
(No.  62)  for  granting  to  Her  Majesty  certain  sums 
of  money  required  for  defraying  certain  expenses 
of  the  public  service  for  the  financial  year  ending 
the  30th  June,  1892,  and  for  other  purposes  relat¬ 
ing  to  the  public  service. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Bill  read  the  first  time. 

Mr.  Ouimet. 


Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON  moved  the  adjournment 
of  the  House. 

Motion  agreed  to;  and  House  adjourned  at  11.15 
p.m. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMON'S. 

\ 

Thursday,  7th  April,  1892. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  Three  o’clock. 

Prayers  . 

EASTER  ADJOURNMENT. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  The  members  are,  no 
doubt,  anxious  to  know  what  adjournment  will 
take  place  at  Easter,  and  I  think  it  is  desirable 
that  it  should  be  settled  to-day.  I,  therefore,  move  : 

That  when  the  House  adjourns  on  Wednesday  next,  it 
do  stand  adjourned  until  the  following  Tuesday,  at  three 
o’clock. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

MESSAGE  FROM  HIS  EXCELLENCY. 

Mr.  TUPPER  presented  a  Message  from  His 
Excellency  the  Governor  General. 

Mr.  SPEAKER  read  the  Message,  as  follows  : — 
Stanley  of  Preston. 

The  Governor  General  transmits  to  the  House  of  Com¬ 
mons,  additional  papers  respecting  the  Fisheries  on  the 
Atlantic  Coast,  including  the  separate  arrangement  pro¬ 
posed  to  be  enteredinto  by  Newfoundland  with  the  United 
States,  and  also  the  enforcement  by  the  Government  of 
Newfoundland  against  Canadian  vessels  of  the  Newfound¬ 
land  Bait  Act. 

Government  House, 

Ottawa,  7th  April,  1892. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P. E.I. )  I  would  like  to  ask  the 
hon.  gentleman  if  these  papers  contain  the  des¬ 
patches  to  which  I  called  his  attention  the  other 
day  ? 

Mr.  TUPPER.  They  do  not,  although  they 
cover  a  good  deal  of  the  ground.  I  expect  soon  to 
be  able  to  bring  down  these  papers. 

POSTMASTER  AT  KENTVILLE,  N.S. 

Mr.  FLINT  (for  Mr.  Borden)  asked,  When 
was  the  postmaster  at  Kentville,  N.  S.,  sus¬ 
pended  ?  Has  his  successor  been  appointed  ?  If 
not,  why  not,  and  when  will  an  appointment  be 
made  ?  What  is  the  salary  of  the  Kentville  Post 
Office  ?  By  whom  have  the  duties  been  performed, 
and  what  is  the  total  cost  of  the  administration  of 
the  office  in  salaries  and  otherwise  since  the  date  of 
the  suspension  of  the  postmaster  ? 

Sir  ADOLPHE  CARON.  The  postmaster  of 
Kentville,  N.S.,  was  suspended  on  the  6th 
of  February,  1891.  His  successor  has  iiot  been  ap¬ 
pointed  yet.  The  salary  is  $840  per  year,  and  the 
duties  have  been  performed  by  clerks  from  the 
Halifax  Post  Office,  namely  :  W.  C.  Harris,  salary 
$400  per  year  ;  Miss  Eaton,  who  is  paid  $5  per 
week  as  assistant ;”  and  $100  per  year  is  paid  for 
rent  of  the  post  office. 
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LAND  PURCHASE  IN  QUEBEC  CITY. 

Mr.  FREMONT  asked,  1.  For  what  reasons, 
and  at  whose  request,  did  the  Government  put  up 
for  sale  a  certain  piece  of  land  leading  from  Grande 
Allee,  in  the  city  of  Quebec,  to  the  Quebec  Skat¬ 
ing  Rink,  and  shown  in  the  plans  as  forming  part 
of  a  public  street,  the  said  piece  of  land  being 
situated  on  the  east  of  lot  No.  2,  on  the  south  side 
of  Grande  Allee,  in  the  said  city  ?  2.  In  what 
newspapers,  and  for  what  length  of  time  was  the 
said  sale  advertised  ?  3.  Who  was  the  purchaser  ? 

4.  Have  the  Government  given  a  definite  title  to 

the  purchaser  ?  5.  If  the  Government  have  not  as 

yet  given  a  title,  is  it  their  intention  to  give  it  ? 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  The  strip  of  land,  10  feet  in 
width,  referred  to  by  the  hon.  gentleman,  was  sold 
to  Dr.  W.  A.  Verge  at  the  doctor’s  own  request. 
The  piece  of  land  adjoins  the  lot  already  owned  by 
Dr.  Verge,  and  was  fenced  in  by  him  some  years 
ago.  The  land  in  question  does  not  form  part  of  a 
public  street.  Though  called  First  Street  on  the 
plan  prepared  by  Surveyor  Tremblay,  it  was  never 
opened  as  a  street  or  given  to  the  city.  2.  The 
sale  in  question  was  advertised  six  times  in  the 
Morning  Chronicle,  Le  Matin  and  1C E renement ,  be¬ 
ing  the  full  number  of  insertions  of  an  advertise¬ 
ment  which  any  department  may  order  without 
getting  a  special  Order  in  Council  in  that  behalf. 
3.  The  purchaser  was  Dr.  Verge,  who  paid  $625 
cash.  4.  Patent  has  not  yet  issued  to  the  purchaser. 

5.  It  is  the  intention  of  the  Government  to  issue  a 
patent  to  Dr.  Verge. 

ISSUE  OF  WRITS. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Both well).  Before  the  Orders  of 
the  Day  are  called,  I  would  like  the  Minister  of 
Justice  to  state  when  we  may  expect  the  informa¬ 
tion  which  was  promised  the  House  some  time  ago  ; 
that  is,  the  reason  of  delay  in  the  issue  of  writs 
after  the  warrants  were  received  by  the  Clerk  of 
the  Crown  in  Chancery. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  will  lay  that  on  the 
Table  immediately  after  our  vacation. 

LONDON  ELECTION. 

Mr.  LISTER.  I  desire  to  remind  the  Govern¬ 
ment  that  on  the  21st  of  March  an  Address  to  His 
Excellency  was  passed  for  papers  in  connection 
with  the  London  election.  Sixteen  days  have  gone 
and  those  papers  are  not  yet  on  the  Table.  It  is 
very  desirable  they  should  be  placed  on  the  Table 
at  once.  The  hon.  member  for  South  Oxford  called 
t lie  attention  of  the  Government  to  it  the  other 
day,  and  the  Secretary  of  State  informed  the  House 
that  they  were  being  prepared.  I  would  like  to 
know  when  they  may  be  expected. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  know  the  question 
was  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  the  other  day.  I 
do  not  know  what  is  in  the  Hansard,  but  I  remem¬ 
ber  his  reply  being  to  this  effect :  that  application 
had  to  be  made  for  them  to  the  revising  officer  and 
that  other  papers  were  in  his  hands  and  were  being 
prepared,  but  there  will  be  no  delay  after  the  papers 
have  been  received.  They  will  be  brought  down 
the  next  day  or  two,  but  if  they  have  not  been  re¬ 
ceived  the  delay  will  be  owing  to  that  fact. 
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PUBLIC  WORKS. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  I  would  like  to  ask  the 
Minister  of  Public  Works  if  that  return  ordered 
last  session  with  reference  to  the  expenditure  in 
different  constituencies  will  soon  be  brought  down  ? 

Mr.  OUIMET.  1  will  take  a  note  of  the  hon. 
gentleman’s  question  and  look  into  the  matter. 

THIRD  READING. 

Bill  (No.  10)  to  amend  the  Pilotage  Act  (Mr. 
Tupper)  read  the  third  time  and  passed. 

SUPPLY  BILL. 

Mr.  BOWELL  moved  second  reading  of  Bill 
(No.  62)  granting  to  Her  Majesty  certain  sums  of 
money  required  for  defraying  certain  expenses  of 
the  Public  Service  for  the  financial  year  ending  the 
30th  June,  1892,  and  for  other  purposes  relating 
to  the  Public  Service.  He  said  :  I  have  laid  upon, 
the  Table  a  return  of  the  warrants  and  the  reports 
of  the  different  Ministers  upon  which  the  Governor 
General’s  warrants  were  issued.  In  answer  to  the 
question  put  at  the  last  sitting  of  the  House, 
as  to  the  final  disposition  of  the  voters’  lists, 
I  am  informed  that  the  lists  are  sent  by  the 
revising  officer  to  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  in 
Chancery,  and  by  him  are  sent  to  the  printer. 
The  printer  sends  them  to  the  judge,  who  revises 
and  corrects  the  lists.  They  are  then  returned  to 
the  pr  inting  office  and  then  sent  to  the  Clerk  of 
the  Crown  in  Chancery,  in  whose  office  they  are 
filed  and  where  they  can  be  obtained  at  any  time. 
The  Finance  Minister  will  make  the  explanation 
he  has  to  make  with  reference  to  the  $1,200  voted 
for  the  High  Commissioner’s  office. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  We  had  some  discussion  the 
other  night  about  the  item  of  $1,200  appearing  in 
tire  Supplementary  Estimates  this  year  for  the  con¬ 
tingencies  of  the  High  Commissioner.  I  stated  at 
that  time  that  the  object  of  putting  this  sum  in 
the  Supplementary  Estimates  this  year  was  to  have 
the  appropriation  even  with  the  liability,  in¬ 
stead  of  having  it  one  year  in  arrear.  The 
vote  in  last  year’s  Estimates  was  to  pay  for 
the  preceding  year.  The  first  vote  was  in 
1887-88,  $1,200  for  contingencies  for  this  purpose, 
and  was  only  partly  expended.  The  reason  why  it 
was  not  all  expended  was,  that  Sir  Charles  Tupper 
came  out  to  this  country  and  only  sperrt  a  part  of 
the  year  in  London,  In  1888-89,  $1,200  w’as  voted 
again  and  expended.  In  1889-90  that  amount  was 
voted  and  expended  ;  but  in  1890-91  it  was  left  out  of 
the  Estimates  by  error,  and  the  error  was  only  dis¬ 
covered  in  the  latter  part  of  the  year.  As  I 
brought  in  the  Estimates  last  year,  the  House  will 
find  that  the  vote  reads  in  this  way  :  “  To  authorize 
the  payment  of  an  over-expenditure  in  1890-91,  on 
account  of  contingencies.  ”  Having  dropped  out  of 
the  Estimates  in  1890-91,  it  was  over-expended,  and 
the  amount  voted  last  year  wras  to  cover  this  over¬ 
expenditure.  Last  year,  also,  by  error  it  was  not 
included  in  the  vote  for  1891-92,  and  this  supple¬ 
mentary  estimate  for  $1,200  is  to  cover  that. 
There  is  no  irregularity  in  making  the  payment  out 
of  the  vote  for  that  year,  because  it  was  expressly 
stated  that  it  was  to  cover  the  amount  for  those 
years.  A  question  wras  asked  by  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  as  to  the  amount  we  paid  income  tax  .on  for 
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the  High  Commissioner.  We  only  pay  on  the  j 
salary  he  receives,  $10,000. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Then  this  is 
really  left  as  two  distinct  votes  V 

Mr.  FOSTER.  The  vote  taken  last  year, 
1891-92,  was  to  pay  the  over-expenditure  of  1890-91. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Under  item 
21,  page  9,  the  amount  is  stated  as  $1,200  for  con¬ 
tingencies,  &c.,  evidently  intended  for  1891-92.  I 
think  the  lion,  gentleman  ought  to  alter  the  read¬ 
ing  of  one  of  these  votes,  because  it  appears  to  be 
double  for  the  year  1891-92. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  No  ;  it  was  not  doubled  for 
1891-92. 

Bill  read  the  third  time  and  passed. 

WRECKING  IN  CANADIAN  WATERS. 

House  resolved  itself  into  Committee  on  Bill  (No. 
8)  respecting  aid  by  United  States  wreckers  in 
Canadian  waters. — (Mr.  Bowell.) 

(In  the  Committee.) 

On  section  1 , 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  Some  of  the  parties  who  are 
interested  in  Canadian  wrecking  plant  have  ques¬ 
tioned  whether  it  will  be  possible  under  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  Bill  for  the  American  authorities  to 
restrict  the  operations  of  this  law  by  preserving 
to  their  own  vessels  the  right  of  wrecking  on  the 
coast,  while  preventing  Canadian  vessels  from  wreck¬ 
ing  on  the  American  coast.  I  would  ask  the 
Minister  whether  it  is  possible  that  that  difficulty 
can  arise  under  the  provisions  of  this  Bill  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  That  is  not  the  interpretation 
which  we  put  upon  the  Bill,  nor  is  it  the  decision 
arrived  at  when  discussing  the  matter  with  the 
Secretary  of  State  in  the  United  States.  The 
intention  of  the  Bill  is  to  give  the  freest  possible 
latitude  to  vessels  of  Canadian  register  in  American 
waters  as  well  as  to  those  of  like  character  of 
American  register  in  Canadian  waters.  The  letters 
the  hon.  gentleman  did  me  the  honour  to  send  me 
from  one  of  the  tug  owners  who  has  wrecking  plant 
in  the  west,  were  replied  to  by  my  answering  that 
the  interpretation  we  put  on  the  law  was  that 
Canadian  vessels  would  have  all  the  rights  and 
privileges  to  wreck  in  American  waters  that  Ameri¬ 
can  wrecking  vessels  would  have  in  Canadian 
waters.  The  question  was  also  asked  whether  Lake 
Michigan,  being  an  inland  water  of  the  United 
States,  would  have  this  law  applied  to  it  as  well.  My 
interpretation  of  the  Act,  and  of  the  understanding 
we  had  with  Mr.  Blaine,  was  that  it  would  apply 
to  Lake  Michigan  also.  Those  who  opposed  the 
Bill  introduced  by  my  hon.  friend  from  Frontenac 
last  year,  and  the  year  before,  was  principally  on  the 
ground  that  no  provision  was  made  for  towing 
wrecks  in  foreign  waters  after  the  wrecks  have  been 
raised.  When  that  difficulty  was  pointed  out  to  Mr. 
Blaine,  he  frankly  admitted  that,  without  that  right, 
the  privilege  of  wrecking  in  foreign  waters  would 
be  useless  ;  and  he  promised  that,  if  a  Bill  sim¬ 
ilar  to  that  passed  in  the  United  States  Congress 
were  passed  here,  an  order  would  be  issued  giving 
the  same  privilege  to  Canadian  vessels  to  tow 
wrecks  as  was  given  to  United  States  vessels.  Pro¬ 
vision  is  made  that  this  Act  shall  not  go  into  opera¬ 
tion  until  the  United  States  give  the  same  rights 
Mr.  Foster. 


to  Canadian  vessels  in  American  waters  as  are  given 
to  American  vessels  in  Canadian  waters.;  and,  if  at 
any  time  that  privilege  is  withdrawn,  we  will  with¬ 
draw  the  rights  and  privileges  which  we  are  giving. 
There  are  one  or  two  words  which  I  propose  to  add 
to  this  measure,  suggested  by  the  letter  which  was 
written  to  the  hon.  member  for  Norfolk  (Mr. 
Charlton). 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  I  feel  it  incumbent  on  me  to 
state  to  the  House  some  of  the  objections  which  are 
considered  by  those  who  own  wrecking  plant  to 
apply  to  this  Bill.  At  the  same  time,  I  frankly 
confess  that  the  course  proposed  by.  the  Govern¬ 
ment  may  be  said  to  have  been  partly  forced  upon 
it  by  the  state  of  public  opinion  on  the  subject.  It  is, 
however,  proper  to  present  the  objections  that  those 
interested  in  Canadian  wrecking  plant  urge  against 
the  measure.  It  is  urged  that  in  making  this  ar¬ 
rangement,  or  more  properly  we  might  say,  this 
concession,  to  the  American  Government,  we  are 
not  getting  a  quid  pro  quo ,  because  we  have  ex¬ 
ceptional  advantages,  as  the  law  has  hitherto  stood, 
and  it  is  believed  that  these  advantages  might  have 
been  used  for  the  purpose  of  securing  further  con¬ 
cessions.  The  advantages  are  briefly  these  :  About 
nine-tenths  of  the  tonnage  upon  the  great  lakes  is 
American  tonnage  ;  probably,  at  least,  nine-tenths 
of  the  wrecks  upon  the  Canadian  coast  are  Ameri¬ 
can  wrecks  ;  and  under  the  law  as  it  existed — and 
for  the  condition  of  that  law  the  Americans  them¬ 
selves  are  responsible,  for  they  first  introduced 
the  policy  of  restriction — under  the  operations 
of  the  law  as  it  existed,  Canadian  wrecking 
plant  had  advantages  over  American  wrecking 
plant,  in  the  fact  that  there  were  nine  times  as  many 
American  wrecks  upon  the  Canadian  coast,  on  an 
average,  as  there  were  Canadian  wrecks  upon  the 
American  coast  ;  and  while  the  American  wreck¬ 
ers  were  debarred  from  nine  wrecks,  the  Canadian 
wreckers  on  the  American  coast  were  debarred 
from  succouring  but  one.  This  was  an  important 
advantage  enjoyed  by  the  Canadian  marine  com¬ 
panies  and  Canadian  wrecking  companies,  and 
that  advantage,  of  course,  this  Bill  surrenders.  I 
do  not  say  that  it  is  not  proper  to  surrender  it, 
but  I  do  think  that  the  Government  might  have 
used  the  surrender  of  this  great  advantage  enjoyed 
by  the  Canadian  wrecking  companies  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  securing  some  additional  concession — in 
fact,  they  secure  no  concession  in  this  matter,  and 
they  surrender  an  important  privilege.  rlhe  Can¬ 
adian  wrecking  companies,  so  far  from  enjoying  an 
advantageous  position,  will  now  be  placed  at  a  dis¬ 
advantage. 

Mr.  KIRKPATRICK.  What  concession  do  you 
expect  ? 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  I  had  reason  to  expect  the 
concession  of  the  abrogation  of  the  coasting  laws 
entirely  upon  the  great  lakes,  and  the  opening  up 
of  the  coasting  trade  for  the  marine  of  both 
countries.  That,  I  think,  is  something  we  ought  to 
have  insisted  upon,  because,  in  the  position  in  which 
matters  stood,  we  had  a  decided  advantage  over 
the  Americans.  Now  that  the  change  is  to  be  made 
the  position  may  be  represented  as  follows  :  The 
Canadian  wrecking  companies  will  be  placed  at  a 
disadvantage  in  their  competition  with  American 
wrecking  companies,  for  the  reason  that  under¬ 
writers  and  insurance  companies  on  the  great  lakes, 
in  ninety-nine  cases  out  of  a  hundred,  will  place  their 
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business  in  the  hands  of  American  wrecking  compa¬ 
nies.  Canadian  wrecking  companies  will  scarcely 
stand  a  chance  to  get  business  at  all.  Then  the 
Canadian  wrecker  is  placed  at  a  disadvantage  when 
the  field  is  open,  as  it  is  by  this  Bill,  in  the  greater 
cost  of  much  of  his  wrecking  plant,  which  he  is 
obliged  to  import  and  pay  duty  upon,  and  in  the 
greater  cost,  in  many  cases,  of  his  coal,  upon  which 
duty  must  be  paid.  He  is  handicapped  by  these 
extra  charges,  and  he  is,  I  repeat,  placed  in  a 
position  where  he  will  receive  scant  justice  in 
the  matter  of  fair-play  from  insurance  companies, 
and  will  find  himself  at  a  disadvantage  in 
securing  that  business ;  and,  as  a  result  of  this 
measure,  I  look  for  the  wiping  out  of  the  Canadian 
wrecking  interest,  and  the  loss  of  the  capital  in¬ 
vested  in  this  business.  With  regard  to  the  expres¬ 
sion  here,  “  waters  contiguous  to  the  United 
States,”  I  am  glad  to  hear  from  the  Minister  who 
has  the  Bill  in  charge,  an  assurance  that  this  will 
apply  to  the  waters  of  Lake  Michigan.  I  suppose, 
of  course,  if  it  is  held  not  to  apply  to  the  waters  of 
Lake  Michigan,  our  own  Government  would  not 
open  the  waters  of  the  Georgian  Bay  to  the  opera¬ 
tions  of  American  wreckers,  because  the  Georgian 
Bay  is  as  much  a  Canadian  water  as  Lake  Michigan 
is  an  American  water.  Now,  with  regard  tothepolicy 
pursued  by  the  Government  hitherto  in  this  matter, 
my  hon.  friend  the  Minister  knows  as  well  as  I  do 
the  entire  want  of  foundation  for  all  charges  made 
by  the  American  Government  or  by  vessel  owners 
that  they  had  been  oppressive  and  exacting  in  their 
ruling.  He  knows  that  there  really  existed  no  par¬ 
ticular  necessity  for  this  law,  and  that  the  Govern¬ 
ment  never  denied  American  wrecking  companies 
the  right  to  operate  where  Canadian  plant  was  not  at 
hand,  and  that,  so  far  as  the  marine  interests  of  the 
two  countries  is  concerned,  it  was  not  placed  in 
jeopardy,  and  it  suffered  no  loss  from  the  operation  of 
the  law.  In  fact  so  liberal  were  the  interpretations  of 
the  Government  with  regard  to  the  matter,  that 
Canadian  wrecking  companies,  in  many  instances, 
deemed  themselves  aggrieved  by  the  readiness  of 
the  Government  to  grant  permit^  to  the  American 
wreckers. 

These,  in  brief,  are  the  objections  urged  against 
this  Bill  by  wrecking  companies  ;  they  urge 
that  under  the  operations  of  the  old  law,  for 
which  the  American  Government  was  responsible, 
they  were  placed  in  an  exceptionally  favour¬ 
able  position,  that  nine-tenths  of  the  wrecks 
upon  the  Canadian  coast  were  American  wrecks, 
and  that  in  opening  up  this  question  and  giving 
reciprocity  in  wrecking,  we  are  voluntarily  giving 
an  important  advantage  which  we  enjoy,  and  an 
advantage  which  was  thrust  upon  us,  if  I  may  use 
the  term,  by  the  American  Government ;  and  I 
doubt  whether  it  would  not  have  been  worth  the 
trial  to  secure  from  the  United  States  some  con¬ 
cession  for  this  surrender  of  what  was  an  import¬ 
ant  advantage  placed  in  our  hands.  I  do  not  pro¬ 
pose  to  object  to  the  passage  of  the  Bill,  but  I  am 
sorry  that  we  have  not  got  a  little  more  to  show 
for  what  was  an  important  advantage,  that  we  are 
having  in  the  provisions  of  this  Bill  as  presented 
to  the  House. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  I  have  a  distinct  recollection  that 
in  1888,  when  a  Bill  like  this  was  under  discussion 
in  the  House,  Sir  Charles  Tupper,  who  then  spoke 
for  the  Government,  opposed  the  Bill  which  was 
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introduced  by  the  hon.  member  for  Frontenac  (Mr. 
Kirpatrick),  on  the  ground  that  we  should  hold  it 
back  until  we  could  get  reciprocity  in  coasting  pri¬ 
vileges  from  the  United  States.  Now,  I  would  be 
glad  to  learn  from  the  Minister  of  Militia,  who  has 
charge  of  it  at  present,  and  who  has  recently  been 
visiting  Washington  with  great  effect,  how  far  he 
has  made  progress  in  securing  reciprocity  in  coast¬ 
ing  privileges  with  the  United  States.  I  remember, 
too,  that  the  Minister  of  Militia  then  spoke  of  the 
destruction  of  our  wrecking  industry  that  would  be 
caused  by  this  Bill.  I  am  glad  he  has  changed  his 
mind.  I  did  not.  agree  with  him  then,  and  I  am 
glad  he  has  come  to  our  way  of  thinking,  and  of 
course  I  am  glad  he  supports  the  Bill.  I  am  sure 
this  is  the  hour  of  triumph  for  the  member  for 
Frontenac.  This  is  one  of  the  few  things  in 
which  he  agreed  with  the  majority  on  this  side  of 
the  House,  in  policy,  and  he  has  suceeded  in  forcing 
it  upon  an  unwilling  Government,  and  I  congratu¬ 
late  him.  We  on  this  side  of  the  House,  of 
course,  not  knowing  much  about  it,  have  rather 
been  looking  from  time  to  time  to  see  the 
hon.  member  for  Frontenac  promoted  a  little  higher 
up  along  the  front  ministerial  benches  ;  and  the 
only  way  we  can  account  for  his  great  merit  not 
being  recognized  is  that  there  was  a  serious  differ¬ 
ence  of  opinion  between  him  and  the  Government 
on  an  important  question  of  policy,  and  this  was  the 
only  question  of  policy  in  regard  to  which  we.knew 
there  was  a  difference  of  opinion.  Now  that  that 
has  been  removed  I  have  no  doubt  we  will  see 
the  promotion  which  we  have  been  long  expecting 
to  see  on  this  side  of  the  House.  But,  Sir,  there 
is  the  hon.  the  Secretary  of  State,  Avhat  has  he  got 
to  say  to  this  question  ?  Why,  Sir,  he  bitterly 
opposed  it  before,  and  it  appears  that  the  member 
for  Frontenac,  outside  the  Government,  has  been 
able  to  impose  his  policy  upon  the  Government, 
and  the  Secretary  of  State  has  had  to  swallow  his 
policy,  and  has  got  a  seat  in  the  Government  in 
consideration  for  it.  Now,  this  is  part  of  our  policy 
of  reciprocity  with  the  United  States,  and  we  are 
glad  to  congratulate  the  Government  upon  taking 
a  step  in  the  right  direction  at  last,  and  I  hope  the 
Bill  will  receive  theunanimous  support  of  the  House. 

Mr.  KIRKPATRICK.  I  am,  of  course,  very 
glad  that  this  Bill  has  been  brought  down  and  is 
not  only  likely  to  pass  the  House  this  year,  but  to 
pass  through  the  other  Chamber  and  receive  the 
Royal  assent  and  become  law.  For  several  years 
I  have  endeavoured  to  get  it  placed  upon  the 
Statute-book.  I  have  given  what  I  thought  at  the 
time  were  good  reasons  for  the  passage  of  the  Bill, 
and  I  acknowledge  that  I  received  hearty  support 
from  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  with  the  exception 
of  the  hon.  gentleman  from  North  Norfolk  (Mr. 
Charlton),  who  has  to-day  repeated  his  objections 
to  the  measure..  The  measure  is  practically  the 
same  as  I  introduced  last  year.  This  is  practically 
accepting  the  offer  of  the  United  States  Govern¬ 
ment  for  reciprocity  in  wrecking.  It  is  true  that 
the  Minister  of  Militia,  who  has  charge  of  the  Bill, 
has  introduced  a  clause  stating  that  the  wrecking 
and  salvage  is  to  include  the  necessary  towing. 
Well,  it  may  be  necessary  for  some  people  to  have 
that  particularly  stated  in  the  Bill,  but  I  conceive, 
if  we  give  American  citizens  the  right  to  come 
into  our  waters  for  wrecking  and  salvage  purposes, 
that  implies  and  covers  the  necessary  towing  to 
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take  the  vessel  to  a  place  of  safety.  Those 
words  are,  therefore,  put  in,  I  presume,  merely  to 
make  it  appear  different  from  the  Bill  I  introduced. 

I  must  say  this,  the  member  for  West  Ontario  (Mr. 
Edgar)  said  that  when  the  Government  opposed 
this  Bill  previously  they  did  so  because  they  said 
they  wanted  to  endeavour  to  make  some  arrange¬ 
ment  with  the  Government  of  the  United  States  by 
which  we  would  secure  reciprocity  in  the  coasting 
trade.  But  Ministers  went  to  Washington,  and 
found  there  were  insuperable  objections  to  securing 
such  concession,  and  they  very  properly  gave  way 
and  took  what  they  could  get.  They  believed  this 
was  a  proper  law  to  go  into  effect  even  by  itself, 
and  even  if  no  concession  was  made  on  the  other 
side  of  the  line.  On  the  ground  of  humanity  they 
held  that  on  the  waters  of  our  inland  lakes  there 
should  be  ready  means  for  saving  life  and  ample 
appliances  for  assisting  in  wrecking.  All  this  is 
very  desirable,  but  it  is  more  desirable  that  this 
measure  should  pass,  because  our  marine  interests 
on  the  inland  waters  unanimously  asked  for  it. 
They  said  it  was  necessary  that  vessels  should  have 
the  right  to  telegraph  to  the  nearest  port,  whether 
in  the  United  States  or  Canada,  and  obtain  the 
assistance  of  wrecking  appliances,  without  incur¬ 
ring  the  unnecessary  delay  of  telegraphing  to 
Washington  or  Ottawa  to  obtain  the  permit  which 
has  hitherto  been  needed.  The  hon.  member  for 
North  Norfolk  (Mr.  Charlton)  said  the  Minister  of 
Militia  knew  very  well  that  this  permit  had  never 
been  refused  by  the  Canadian  Government.  If  it 
has  never  been  refused,  what  objection  could  there 
be  to  this  Bill  being  placed  on  the  Statute-book? 
Even  if  this  permit  was  always  granted,  there  were 
delays  of  hours  and  sometimes  a  day  was  wasted 
in  telegraphing  to  secure  it.  And  in  the  same  way  it 
was  necessary,  before  Americans  came  into  Cana¬ 
dian  waters,  that  they  should  telegraph  to  Wash¬ 
ington  and  get  authority  there.  The  time  lost  in 
forwarding  these  messages  was  of  vital  import¬ 
ance,  and  the  delay  often  resulted  in  death  to  some 
lives  on  board  and  a  disaster  to  the  vessel  of  which 
the  seamen  were  in  charge.  A  case  occurred  in 
which  a  vessel  saw  a  wreck,  but  was  obliged  to  pass 
by  on  the  other  side. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  No  lives  were  lost. 

Mr.  KIRKPAJ'RICK.  Some  men  were  found 
dead  oil  the  vessel  when  the  rescuers  did  go  there. 
All  the  wrecking  companies  in  this  country,  except 
one,  that  of  which  the  hon.  member  for  North 
Norfolk  (Mr.  Charlton)  has  always  had  charge, 
and  in  whose  welfare  he  has  always  shown  such  an 
interest,  are  desirous  of  securing  the  passage  of 
this  Bill.  From  Lake  Superior  to  Lake  Ontario 
all  the  persons  interested  in  wrecking  appliances 
have  asked  for  this  measure.  From  Lake  Superior 
I  had  a  communication  stating  that  if  we  coidd  not 
hold  our  own  with  the  Americans,  in  this  matter, 
those  engaged  in  the  business  were  ready  to  go 
under.  From  towns  on  Lake  Ontario  there  have 
come  communications  in  favour  of  the  passage  of 
the  Bill,  and  expressing  anxiety  to  engage  in  the 
wrecking  business  in  Canadian  waters. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  If  the  company  to  which  the 
hon.  member  refers  as  the  only  one  that  has  not 
desired  a  change  in  the  law  is  that  at  Kingston,  he 
is  mistaken. 

Mr.  KIRKPATRICK.  Will  you  name  another  ? 

Mr.  Kirkpatrick. 


Mr.  CHARLTON.  The  Minister  of  Militia  has 
a  letter  from  a  firm  in  Port  Colborne  ;  a  firm  at 
Amhersfburg  has  also  opposed  this  Bill. 

Mr.  KIRKPATRICK.  The  Board  of  Trfide  at 
Port  Arthur,  and  a  Mr.  Marks,  who  is  one  of 
a  firm  owning  tugs  and  wrecking  appliances,  are  in 
favour  of  the  Bill,  and  have  asked  that  it  be  passed. 

I  believe  this  Bill  will  be  accepted  with  gratitude 
by  the  ship-owners  and  sailors  in  the  inland  waters. 
When  the  hon.  member  for  North  Norfolk  (Mr. 
Charlton)  argues  so  strongly  against  placing  a  Bill 
of  this  kind  on  the  Statute-book,  unless  some  other 
concession  is  granted  by  the  American  Government, 
and  when  he  pleads  so  anxiously  for  the  interest  of 
this'  Canadian  wrecking  company,  why  does  he 
not  at  the  same  time  think  of  persons  who  have 
other  interests  in  the  country,  when  he  argues  and 
speaks  in  favour  of  unrestricted  reciprocity  ?  He 
argues  against  reciprocity  in  this  matter,  but  in  * 
other  matters  he  wants  reciprocity,  no  matter 
whose  interests  are  injured.  But  this  is  a  case 
where  the  trade  interests  desire  the  adoption  of 
this  measure,  where  the  ship-owners  desire  it, 
where  the  mariners  desire  it,  and  where  in  the 
interests  of  humanity  it  should  be  granted.  I  am 
very  glad  the  Government  have  brought  down  the 
measure,  and  I  shall  be  glad  to  see  it  become  law. 

Mr.  McGREGOR.  With  respect  to  the  remarks 
of  the  hon.  member  for  Frontenac  (Mr.  Kirkpatrick) 
it  is  quite  true  that  some  years  ago  a  large  number 
of  Canadians  were  in  favour  of  reciprocity  in  wreck¬ 
ing.  But  the  hon.  member  must  remember  that 
some  citizens  of  this  Dominion  have  incurred  a 
heavy  expense  in  providing  themselves  with  wreck¬ 
ing  appliances.  At  Amherstburg,  a  very  large 
amount  of  money  has  been  expended  on  tugs  and 
other  wrecking  outfit,  and  the  proprietors  will  lose 
a  large  portion  of  their  investment  if  this  Bill  should 
pass.  A  company  has  also  been  established  at 
Windsor  under  the  belief  that  the  Government 
would  retain  the  law  now  in  force,  as  they  have 
adopted  a  stringent  policy  with  respect  to  wrecking 
laws.  They  have  also  incurred  a  large  outlay  ;  and, 
in  fact,  they  feel  they  have  been  very  badly  .used. 
It  is  true  it  may  be  asked  why  should  we  not  have 
reciprocity  in  this  matter  when  we  advocate  reci¬ 
procity  in  other  matters  ?  But  this  is  only  one  plank 
of  the  reciprocity  platform.  If  we  had  coasting 
trade  rights  in  the  United  States,  if  we  had  one 
vessel  as  compared  with  1 ,000  owned  by  the  Ameri¬ 
cans,  it  would  be  different.  They  have  large  in¬ 
surance  companies  which  control  a  very  large  num¬ 
ber  of  vessels,  and  when  wrecking  is  to  be  done  the 
work  is  given  to  their  own  wrecking  companies. 
They  have  the  full  management  of  the  working  of 
their  wrecking  companies.  Under  the  present  law 
the  Canadians  possess  the  sole  right  of  wrecking  in 
our  own  waters  ;  and  the  adoption  of  this  measure 
will  destroy  the  trade  and  will  cause  our  companies 
to  lose  large  sums  of  money. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  The  Minister  of  Militia, 
when  this  subject  was  under  discussion  before,  in¬ 
formed  the  House  that  he  was  ready  to  support  a 
measure  of  this  sort,  if  it  was  not  a  one-sided 
measure,  and  he  favoured  reciprocal  free  trade  in 
the  matter  of  coasting  trade  of  the  two  countries. 
The  hon.  gentleman  went  to  Washington.  It  is  to 
be  presumed  that  his  view  on  the  whole  subject  was 
presented  and  discussed,  and  the  House  is  entitled 
to  information  on  the  subject.  The  Minister  has 
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brought  down  a  proposition  in  his  capacity  as  a 
Minister  which  he  has  hitherto  opposed  and 
hitherto  regarded  as  one-sided.  I  think  this  is  a 
fitting  opportunity  for  the  hon.  gentleman  to  tell 
us  what  success  he  has  had,  and  to  lay  on  the  Table 
any  papers  that  may  relate  to  this  subject,  the  sub¬ 
ject  as  he  understood  it,  the  subject  embracing  all 
that  he  thought  ought  to  be  embraced  in  ii,  in 
order  that  the  House  may  see  how  it  was  that 
the  hon.  gentleman  did  not  succeed  in  attaining  his 
object.  We  are  entitled  to  any  memorandum  or 
papers  upon  this  subject,  and  to  the  report  which 
the  hon.  gentleman  has  made,  as  well  as  some 
defence  of  the  position  which  the  hon.  gentleman 
now  takes. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Mr.  Chairman,  it  would  be 
folly  on  my  part  to  say  that  I  did  not  anticipate 
the  remarks  which  have  been  made  by  the  member 
for  North  Norfolk  (Mr.  Charlton),  as  well  as  the 
member  for  Ontario  (Mr.  Edgar),  and  also  by  the 
member  for  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills).  My  objection, 
speaking  for  myself  individually,  and  speaking  on 
behalf  of  the  Government,  in  the  past  was,  because 
the  offer  which  had  been  made  was  one-sided  and 
impracticable,  apart  altogether  from  the  principle 
at  stake.  We  would  much  rather  have  entered 
into  mutual  arrangements,  including  the  coasting 
trade  both  on  the  sea  coast  and  on  the  inland 
waters.  The  hon.  member  for  Norfolk  (Mr.  Charl¬ 
ton)  says  that  we  have  made  a  surrender  without 
asking  for  any  return  whatever,  and  he  would  like 
to  know  whether  this  question  was  discussed  or 
not.  It  was  discussed  fully,  and  one  of  the  first 
demands  we  made  upon  the  Secretary  of  State  of 
the  American  Government,  was  that  it  should  be 
considered.  The  question  was  asked  us  at  once  : 
I)o  you  propose  to  extend  that  to  the  sea  coast  as  j 
well  as  to  the  inland  waters  ;  and  our  reply  was, 
that  we  were  quite  prepared  to  give  it  the  fullest 
possible  interpretation  to  enter  into  arrangements 
by  which  there  would  be  free  coasting,  not  only  on 
the  sea  coast,  but  also  on  the  inland  waters.  That 
was  objected  to.  Then  we  proposed  to  confine 
it  to  the  inland  waters,  and  the  arguments  for 
some  little  time  pro  and  con  were  on  our  part  in 
favour  of  it,  and  on  their  part  against  it  ;  Mr.  Blaine 
gave  many  reasons  to  show  that  they  did  not  feel 
inclined  to  surrender  a  right  to  any  other  country 
which  they  considered  to  be  in  the  interest  of  their 
ship-owners.  When  we  found  that  it  was  impossi¬ 
ble  to  obtain  the  freest  reciprocity  in  this  coasting 
and  wrecking,  then  the  suggestion  was  made  to 
the  American  Secretary  of  State  that  they  should 
so  change  and  alter  their  law  as  to  give  the  fullest 
rights  and  privileges  to  Canadian  wreckers  and 
wrecking  plant  in  their  waters,  including  towing 
and  other  rights,  which  this  Bill  gives  them  ;  and 
if  that  were  conceded  we  were  prepared  to  accept 
it,  although  it  was  not  all  that  we  wanted  or  all 
that  we  should  like.  In  reference  to  free  coasting 
in  the  inland  waters,  it  was  pointed  out  to  Mr. 
Blaine,  that  the  United  States  should  not  be  afraid 
of  Canada  with  it  small  population  and  its  compa¬ 
ratively  small  tonnage,  as  compared  with  a  country 
of  60,000,000  of  people  and  the  enormous  tonnage 
that  they  have.  Notwithstanding  that  argument 
they  declined  to  make  the  concession.  The  ques¬ 
tion  then  arose  as  to  whether  we  should  enter  into 
mutual  arrangements  by  which  life  and  property 
should  be  saved,  giving  the  fullest  and  freest 


intercourse  and  entry  into  their  waters,  as  they 
would  have  into  our  waters  ;  and  adding  to  it — 
that  which  we  contended  on  this  side  of  the  House 
should  be  conceded,  and  which  my  friend  from 
Frontenac  (Mr.  Kirkpatrick)  thinks  amounts  to 
nothing,  and  which  remark  was  cheered  by  the 
member  for  Ontario  (Mr.  Edgar) — that  unless  that 
privilege  were  given  it  would  render  negotiations 
nugatory.  Mr.  Blaine  acknowledged  that  unless 
these  rights  and  privileges  were  conceded  the  Bill 
would  be  of  no  use.  So  far  as  we  could  press  the 
question  of  coasting  upon  the  Secretary  of  State  it. 
was  pressed, and  when  we  found  we  could  not  get  it 
we  consented  to  accept  the  Bill  containing  the  pro¬ 
visions  now  before  the  House.  The  hon.  member  for 
Norfolk  (Mr.  Charlton)  was,  I  think,  quite  correct  in 
the  statements  he  made  in  explanation  of  the  remarks 
of  the  hon.  member  for  Frontenac  (Mr.  Kirk¬ 
patrick).  There  is  no  wrecking  company  in  Canada 
that  has  asked  for  the  repeal  of  the  laws  as  they 
exist  to-day,  other  than  that  which  has  its  head¬ 
quarters  in  Kingston  ;  but  on  the  other  hand  I  do 
not  know  of  a  single  ship-owner  fromPort  Arthur  to 
Montreal,  and  particularly  those  engaged  in  the 
grain  trade,  who  has  not  demanded  most  earnestly 
the  concessions  which  we  are  now  giving  in  this 
Bill.  It  is  somewhat  amusing  to  those  who 
have  given  this  question  any  study,  to  hear 
members  on  the  other  side  of  the  House, 
and  particularly  the  member  for  West  Ontario 
(Mr.  Edgar)  and  the  member  for  Essex  (Mr. 
McGregor),  lecturing  us  upon  a  change  of  opinion, 
when  it  is  known  that  the  first  .orders  to  prevent 
American  vessels  from  assisting  vessels  wrecked  or 
in  distress  in  Canadian  waters,  and  that  too  of 
a  most  restrictive  character,  were  issued  by  the 
gentlemen  now  occupying  the  Opposition  benches 
in  this  House,  when  they  were  in  powsr.  The 
first  order  closely  restricting  wrecking  in  the  in¬ 
land  waters  of  Canada,  was  issued  by  my  prede¬ 
cessor  in  the  Mackenzie  Government,  I  have  no 
doubt  at  the  instance  and  with  the  approval  of  his 
colleagues,  in  1875.  That  Order  in  Council  had  the 
same  force  as  if  it  were  an  Act  of  Parliament ; 
and  had  it  been  carried  out  literally,  not  only  the 
difficulties,  but  the  dangers  to  life  and  property 
would  have  accrued,  to  which  my  hon.  friend  from 
Frontenac  (Mr.  Kirkpatrick)  referred.  There  has 
not  been  a  single  case  of  a  character,  which  has  ever 
come  to  my  knowledge,  similar  to  that  which 
was  mentioned  by  the  member  from  Frontenac 
jMr.  Kirkpatrick),  of  life  and  property  having 
been  destroyed  owing  to  a  refusal  on  the  part  of 
the  Canadian  Government  to  grant  the  concession 
to  American  wreckers  under  such  circumstances. 

Mr.  KIRKPATRICK.  I  did  not  say  it  was 
owing  to  a  refusal. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Because  they  did  not  get  it. 
Mr.  KIRKPATRICK.  Yes. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Well,  I  will  go  further  and  say 
that  during  18  years  I  have  had  the  management 
of  that  matter  in  my  department,  and  consequently 
every  telegram  and  every  letter  affecting  a  wreck, 
or  applications  for  permission  for  American  vessels 
to  save  property,  has  come  under  my  notice,  and  I 
know  of  no  case  similar  to  that  which  my  hon. 
friend  has  referred  to.  I  was  very  glad  to  hear 
the  hon.  member  for  North  Norfolk  (Mr.  Charlton) 
state  that  in  no  instance  had  there  ever  been  a 
refusal  on  the  part  of  the  Canadian  Government  : 
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but,  on  the  contrary,  the  Government  had  been  so 
liberal,  as  almost  to  render  the  law  as  it  stands  on 
the  Statute-book  nugatory.  There  was  a  case  in 
1875,  if  my  memory  serves  me  right,  in  which 
representations  were  made  to  the  department  that 
owing  to  a  refusal  on  the  part  of  the  late  Govern¬ 
ment  to  permit  American  vessels  to  go  to  the  relief 
of  wrecked  vessels,  that  lives  had  been  lost.  Upon 
full  investigation  it  was  found  that  there  was 
not  one  word  of  truth,  or  anything  pertaining 
to  truth,  in  the  complaint  which  had  been 
made.  A  vessel  had  been  wrecked,  but  those  who 
were  alive  on  board  were  rescued  by  Mr.  McCal- 
lum,  now  a  senator,  and  there  was  nothing  done  on 
the  part  of  the  Administration  of  that  day  which 
led,  either  to  the  loss  of  one  dollar’s  worth  of  pro¬ 
perty,  or  to  the  loss  of  life  which  occurred.  I  hope 
that  the  predictions  made  by  the  lion,  member 
for  North  Norfolk,  that  the  wrecking  companies  in 
this  country  will  be  wiped  out  of  existence  by 
the  passage  of  this  Bill,  will  not  be  fulfilled. 
Me  hear  continually  from  that  side  of  the  House 
that  Canadians  are  as  enterprising,  as  pushing, 
and  as  capable  of  competing  with  the  Americans, 
as  any  other  people  in  the  world.  This  measure  is 
an  illustration  of  the  truth  of  this  statement ;  and 
the  hon.  gentleman,  who  has  made  this  declaration 
over  and  over  again,  and  is  quite  sure  that  other 
Canadian  industries  would  not  be  wiped  out  by 
American  competition,  will  surely  not  expect  us  to 
believe  that  this  is  the  only  case  in  which  the  Can¬ 
adian  people  are  unable  to  compete  with  their 
neighbours.  I  have  a  better  opinion  of  Canadian 
sailors  than  that,  and  I  sincerely  hope  that  the 
hon.  gentleman’s  predictions  will  not  be  fulfilled. 

J  do  not  know  that  I  need  say  anything  further  on 
this  question.  If  there  are  any  other  points  on 
which  members  desire  information,  I  shall  be  happy 
to  give  it ;  but  I  wish  the  House  to  understand 
that  whatever  the  opinions  of  the  members  of  the 
Government,  and  my  own  individually,  may  have 
been  in  the  past,  1  do  not  belong  to  that  class  of 
people  commonly  termed  Bourbons,  who  never 
change.  I  am  quite  willing  to  advance ;  I  am 
quite  willing  to  surrender  opinions  which  I  may 
have  held  in  the  past,  if  I  find  on  maturer  reflection 
that  the  interests  of  the  country  demand  a  change  ; 
and  if  any  man  occupying  the  important  position 
of  a  Minister  of  State  does  not  do  that,  the  sooner 
he  vacates  his  position  the  better. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  There  must  be  something 
quite  seductive  in  the  atmosphere  of  Washington.. 

Mr.  BOW  ELL.  Is  that  the  reason  you  go  there 
so  often  ? 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  I  do  not  know  that  I  have 
been  there  so  often  as  my  hon.  friend  the  Minister 
of  Militia,  and  if  I  have  been,  I  have  not  been  put 
so  strongly  under  somnolent  influences.  The  hon. 
Minister  talks  quite  differently  to-day  from  the 
strain  in  which  he  has  talked  on  this  subject  hith¬ 
erto.  The  Government,  I  suppose,  still  profess  to 
protect  the  interests  of  Canadians.  They  adopted 
a  policy  with  regard  to  wrecking,  which  called  into 
existence  a  large  amount  of  wrecking  plant,  and 
caused  the  investment  of  a  large  amount  of  capital, 
under  the  tacit  assurance  given  by  the  Govern¬ 
ment  that  such  investments  would  be  protected. 
A  number  of  wrecking  companies  have  been 
formed,  which  have  invested  money  in  tugs,  steam 
pumps,  diving  apparatus,  hydraulic  jacks  and  all 
Mr.  Boweli.. 


the  paraphernalia  for  carrying  on  wrecking  opera¬ 
tions  ;  and  when  the  business  has  developed  under 
the  fostering  care  of  the  Government,  they  sud¬ 
denly  withdraw  their  protection  altogether.  The 
action  of  the  Government  in  this  matter  is  incon¬ 
sistent  with  their  position  in  caring  for  the  inter¬ 
ests  of  the  Canadian  people. 

Mr.  BOW  ELL.  I  would  like  the  hon.  gentle' 
man  to  explain  what  inconsistency  means,  and  then 
apply  it  to  himself  ? 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  I  may  have  been  inconsis¬ 
tent,  but  I  do  not  propose  to  be  inconsistent  to-day. 
The  hon.  gentleman  gives  us  a  verbal  account  of 
his  interview  and  discussion  with  the  American 
Secretary  of  State.  He  tells  us  that  the  Canadian 
Commission  discussed  this  question  with  the 
American  Secretary.  They  first  proposed  that  the 
whole  coasting  trade  of  the  seaboard,  and  that  of 
the  inland  waters,  should  be  thrown  open,  including 
wrecking.  That  being  declined,  they  next  proposed 
that  if  the  Americans  would  open  the  whole 
coasting  trade  of  the  inland  waters,  we  would  give 
them  reciprocity  in  wrecking,  and  the  Secretary 
of  State  declined  the  proposition. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  No  ;  I  said  reciprocity  in  coast¬ 
ing. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  I  refer  to  the  proposition 
made  first,  of  coasting  on  the  sea  coast  and  then  on  the 
lakes,  both  of  which  were  denied.  The  Minister  of 
Customs  tells  us  that  they  got  all  they  could  get, 
and  what  was  it  ?  If  the  result  of  their  visit  to 
Washington  was  to  surrender  an  important  advant¬ 
age  which  we  had  hitherto  enjoyed,  I  do  not  think 
it  is  one  on  which  they  need  plume  themselves  very 
greatly.  As  the  hon.  gentleman  has  admitted,  we 
occupied  a  position  very  advantageous  to  ourselves 
in  regard  to  wrecking.  On  the  waters  of  the  inland 
lakes  there  was  a  large  commercial  marine,  nine- 
tenths  of  which  belonged  to  a  foreign  power ;  we 
possessed  one-half  of  the  lake  coasts  where  wrecks 
were  liable  to  occur.  WTe  had,  in  the  action  of  the 
American  Government,  done  before  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  occupied  the  position  of  Minister  of  Customs, 
precedents  for  the  course  we  pursued.  They  first 
adopted  the  policy  of  restriction  ;  and  the  order  to 
which  the  hon.  gentleman  alludes  as  having  passed 
under  the  Mackenzie  Government,  was  in  retaliation 
for  the  order  issued  by  the  American  Government, 
and  was  in  the  line  of  the  policy  adopted  by  that 
Government.  We  were  placed  in  this  position,  that 
on  our  coasts  nine- tenths  of  the  wrecks  were  Ameri¬ 
can  vessels  ;  and  following  the  precedent  set  by  the 
American  Government,  we  were  entitled  to  enjoy  the 
advantage  of  salvage  and  wreckage  on  our  coasts. 
The  policy  of  the  Government  has  called  into  ex¬ 
istence  several  wrecking  companies,  the  invest¬ 
ment  of  large  sums  of  money,  and  a  large  quantity 
of  plant  and  material  for  carrying  on  this  work. 
The  facilities  provided  by  these  companies  were 
ample  for  all  the  wants  on  our  coasts,  and  if  they 
did  not  prove  to  be  ample,  the  Government  were 
at  all  times  ready  to  grant  permits  to  wrecking 
companies  from  the  United  States  to  come  in  and 
assist.  Now,  the  Government  through  the  Minis¬ 
ter  of  Militia  informs  us  that  having  discussed  this 
question  at  Washington,  and  having  been  unable 
to  obtain  reciprocity  in  the  coasting  trade  either  on 
the  inland  waters  or  on  the  sea  coast,  they  gave 
away  the  wrecking  privilege,  the  very  privilege 
which  the  Minister  time  and  again  lias  asserted  to 
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be  of  great  advantage  to  Canada.  They  could  not 
get  anything,  so  they  gave  away  what  we  had. 
They  gave  away  the  very  leverage  we  possessed  for 
forcing  from  the  Americans  some  concession.  That 
is  not  the  kind  of  reciprocity  which  I  have  been 
advocating.  If  we  have  anything  in  our  hands  which 
we  can  use  for  the  purpose  of  securing  an  advantage 
foi  ourselves,  it  was  legitimate  on  our  part  to  use  it. 
No  interest  had  suffered  in  consequence  of  our  en¬ 
forcing  this  privilege,  and  our  commissioners  in 
their  trip  to  Washington  have  stultified  their 
record,  they  have  gone  against  their  own  professed 
principles,  and  they  have  surrendered  an  import¬ 
ant  advantage  without  a  quid  pro* quo.  They  went 
to  Washington  and  the  Yankees  outwitted  them. 
The  Minister  says  they  got  the  privilege  of  towing 
thrown  in  ;  but  that  is  the  very  thing  necessary  to 
any  wrecking  at  all.  They  went  down  to  Wash¬ 
ington,  and  they  simply  got  reciprocity  in  wreck¬ 
ing.  They  surrender  the  advantage  we  have  in 
possessing  one-half  the  coast,  in  possessing  one- 
tenth  the  mercantile  marine,  in  having  one-half  or 
more  of  the  wreckage  in  our  own  control,  and  in 
having  created  companies  to  attend  to  it.  They 
have  stultified  their  own  record,  they  have  gone 
against  their  own  principles,  they  have  sacrificed 
an  interest  created  by  their  own  policy.  So  that, 
while  I  do  not  say  that  this  thing  they  have  done 
is  nothing  perhaps  in  the  interest  of  humanity,  it 
is  not  consistent  with  their  previous  record.  They 
have  surrendered  an  advantage  and  got  no  equival¬ 
ent,  an  advantage  we  ought  to  have  retained  in  our 
hands  until  the  Americans  were  willing  to  give  us 
something.  A  concession  the  Americans  should 
have  made  is  the  coasting  trade  on  the  inland  lakes, 
and  they  probably  would  have  given  us  this  if  we  had 
stood  out  in  the  matter.  The  Minister  of  Customs  says 
he  has  every  confidence  in  Canadian  abili  ty  to  compete 
with  the  Americans.  But,  Sir,  we  are  handicapped. 
It  costs  more  for  us  to  create  wrecking  plant,  we  have 
to  pay  duty  on  steam  pumps,  hydraulic  jacks  and 
various  kinds  of  plant  imported,  which  the  Amer¬ 
ican  wrecking  company  gets  free  of  duty,  and  we 
have,  in  many  cases,  to  pay  duty  on  coal.  Then 
we  have  the  underwriting  influence  of  the  great 
lakes  against  the  Canadian  wrecking  companies, 
which  cannot  get  fair- play,  and  the  business  will  go 
to  American  companies,  whether  they  do  it  cheaper 
or  not  and  whether  they  have  greater  facilities  or 
not.  Consecpiently,  the  Canadian  companies  which, 
relying  upon  the  good  faith  of  the  Government,  in¬ 
vested  their  money,  supposing  the  Government 
would  protect  their  interests,  are  placed  in  this  po¬ 
sition,  that  their  capital  is  completely  wiped  out 
and  wehave  secured  noadvantage  whatever  in  return. 
The  Government  have  always  denied  that,  so  far  as 
the  interests  of  humanity  and  commerce  w  ere  con¬ 
cerned,  there  was  anything  in  the  demand  made 
that  there  should  not  be  protection  to  wrecking. 
They  have  surrendered  the  rights  and  advantages 
they  had  in  their  own  hands,  and  they  have  got 
nothing  in  return.  I  do  not  think  now,  in  the  light 
of  their  own  report,  and  their  own  press,  and  the 
position  they  have  taken  in  this  matter,  they  have 
anything  to  congratulate  themselves  upon  in  the 
result  of  their  visit  to  Washington. 

On  section  3, 

Mr.  BOWELL.  There  are  certain  provisions 
which  prevent  coasting  and  also  salving  goods  that 
are  wrecked.  This  is  to  provide  that  the  Customs 


Act  shall  not  interfere  with  the  operation  of  this 
law.  It  was  necessary  to  do  that  in  order  to  stop 
a  Customs  official  from  preventing,  in  the  exercise 
of  what  he  might  consider  his  duty,  coasting  by 
American  vessels  in  saving  vessels  or  goods. 

On  section  4, 

Mr.  BOWELL.  The  section  reads  in  this  way  : 
“  When  the  Governor  in  Council  is  advised  that 
the  privileges  of  aiding  any  vessel  wrecked  or  dis¬ 
abled  in  the  United  States.”  I  propose  to  make  it 
read:  “  Aiding  any  vessel  or  property  wrecked, 
disabled  or  in  distress  in  American  waters.”  That 
makes  it  fn  accord  with  clause  No.  1 . 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  I  understood  the  hon. 
gentleman  to  say  that  by  arrangement  with  the 
Secretary  of  State,  this  would  include  the  waters 
of  Lake  Michigan.  I  suppose  it  will  also 
include  the  waters  of  Lake  Superior,  at  the  head 
of  the  lake  beyond  the  Canadian  boundary  line. 
How  would  it  be  with  Saginaw  Bay  and  Georgian 
Bay,  also  under  our  own  exclusive  jurisdiction  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  The  hon.  gentleman  did  not 
read  my  remarks  right.  I  did  not  say  that  I  dis¬ 
cussed  the  question  of  Lake  Michigan  with  Mr. 
Blaine.  What  I  said  was  that  the  understanding 
between  us  was  that  it  should  apply  to  all  waters 
contiguous  to  either  country,  and  that  would 
include  Michigan  as  well  as  Georgian  Bay  ? 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  No. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Except  what  might  be  termed 
inland  waters.  We  have  the  right,  under  the 
Treaty  of  Washington,  to  navigate  inland  waters, 
and  have  the  same  rights  in  Lake  Michigan  as  they 
themselves. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  For  ten  years. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  For  a  length  of  time.  If  those 
rights  were  denied  by  the  United  States,  under 
the  interpretation  of  their  Act,  we  should  at  once, 
I  take  it,  repeal  the  Act  we  have  passed,  authority 
being  given  for  that  purpose  under  this  Bill  to  the 
Governor  in  Council.  I  cannot  conceive  it  pos¬ 
sible,  under  the  understanding  we  have  had,  that 
the  American  Government  would  attempt  to  re¬ 
strict  the  operations  of  Canadian  wrecking  plant 
in  Lake  Michigan  or  any  other  waters  they  could 
reach.  I  am  sure  we  should  not  do  so  under  this 
Bill,  with  the  understanding  we  have.  If  they 
put  a  stricter  interpretation  upon  the  Act,  depend 
upon  it  the  Canadian  Government  will,  in  duty 
bound,  pursue  the  same  course. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  I  am  sorry  to  hear  the  hon. 
gentleman  say  that  I  was  under  misapprehension 
in  supposing  this  matter  was  understood.  I  doubt 
very  much  whether  the  American  Government  will 
consider  Lake  Michigan,  or  even  Saginaw  Bay,  as 
waters  contiguous  to  the  boundary  line  of  Canada. 
Lake  Michigan  is  entirely  within  American  terri¬ 
tory.  It  does  not  approach  the  Canadian  line  at 
all  ;  and  if  the  Government  intend  to  insist  upon 
the  right  of  wrecking  for  Canadian  vessels  in 
Michigan,  I  apprehend  the  measure  will  be  wrecked 
;  at  the  outset.  I  do  not  know  that  their  refusal  to 
;  admit  our  wrecking  vessels  into  Lake  Michigan 
would  necessarily  be  an  injustice  which  would 
warrant  the  Government  in  proposing  to  take  a 
corresponding  step  with  regard  to  Georgian  Bay 
and  other  waters  of  Canada  which  are  not  contigu¬ 
ous  to  American  waters.  If,  however,  the  Govern- 
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ment  insist  upon  access  to  Lake  Michigan,  I  trust 
they  will  bear  in  mind  also  that  in  Saginaw  Bay, 
the  arm  of  Lake  Huron,  at  the  head  of  which  are 
situated  the  large  cities  of  Bay  City  and  Saginaw, 
with  their  enormous  lumbering  interests,  is  one 
of  the  most  important  points  on  the  lake, 
and  they  are  justly  entitled  to  possess  the  right  of 
wrecking  and  towing.  I  am  sorry  this  matter  is 
not  more  explicitly  defined.  I  am  sorry  that  in 
this  Bill  there  is  not  some  definition  of  what  the 
waters  are  that  shall  be  covered  by  the  operation 
of  the  Bill.  I  am  sorry  that  the  thing  is  left  inde¬ 
finite,  and  that  there  is  necessity  for  interpreta¬ 
tion  of  what  is  meant  by  the  phrase  contained  in 
the  Bill.  There  may  be  a  great  difference  of  opinion, 
for  I  question  whether  the  Americans  will  consi- 
dere  Lake  Michigan  a  body  of  water  coming  under 
the  operation  of  the  Act.  However,  under  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Act,  we  have  simply  to  leave  the  pro¬ 
tection  of  Canadian  vessels  in  the  hands  of  the 
Government,  as  they  take  power  to  refuse  to  carry 
the  Bill  into  operation  until,  I  suppose,  satisfactory 
arrangements  are  made  with  the  American  Govern¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  The  Bill  itself  states  that. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  The  Bill  gives  the  power 
to  the  Government,  but  we  do  not  know  what  are 
the  views  and  the  intentions  of  the  Government. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  It  is  very  hard  to  satisfy  the 
lion,  gentleman.  I  have  given  the  committee  every 
possible  explanation  and  have  stated  that  we  put 
the  widest  possible  interpretation  on  this  langu¬ 
age,  and  that,  unless  these  rights  are  conceded  to 
( 'anada  and  to  the  Canadian  wrecking  plant,  we 
w  ill  not  give  these  rights  to  the  Americans,  and 
that  includes  Lake  Michigan.  Lake  Michigan  is  a 
water  as  contiguous  to  Canada  as  our  northern 
waters,  such  as  the  Georgian  Bay,  are  contiguous 
■to  the  United  States,  and  if  this  term  “contigu¬ 
ous  ”  does  not  apply  to  Lake  Michigan,  it  does  not 
apply  to  our  waters  on  the  north  shore.  This 
Government  will  look  closely  after  the  rights  of 
Canada  in  this  matter. 

Mr.  McGREGOR.  The  word  “  towing  ”  is  of 
very  little  use  unless  you  include  Saginaw  Bay.  If 
our  boats  cannot  go  into  Saginaw  Bay  and  up  to 
Bay  City  and  Superior  City,  you  might  as  well  do 
without  the  law  altogether.  Lake  Michigan  is  250 
miles  long  and  80  miles  broad,  and  it  is  not  con¬ 
tiguous  to  our  country.  If  we  do  not  have  the  ad¬ 
vantage  of  towing  up  the  straits,  we  might  as  well 
do  away  with  this  law. 

Mr.  BOW  ELL.  I  am  afraid  thehon.  gentleman 
has  not  considered  the  question  involved  in  this 
Bill.  He  is  discussing  the  question  of  towing, 
which  is  about  the  same  thing  as  coasting.  A 
Canadian  boat  can  go  into  American  waters  as  an 
American  boat  can  come  into  Canadian  waters,  and 
can  take  vessels  in  tow  which  are  going  to  the 
American  shores  as  the  American  tug  can  take  ves¬ 
sels  that  are  coming  to  the  Canadian  shore,  but 
they  cannot  tow  vessels  from  port  to  port.  This 
Bill  only  applies  to  vessels  engaged  in  wrecking  or 
salving. 

Mr.  McGREGOR.  I  do  not  see  that  w e  are  j 
getting  any  advantage  by  this  legislation,  but  we 
are  simply  giving  away  what  we  already  have. 

Mr.  BOW  ELL.  I  am  glad  to  see  there  are  so 
many  protectionists  on  the  other  side. 

Mr.  Charlton. 


On  section  5, 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  The  assurance  given  by  the 
Minister  in  regard  to  the  carrying  of  this  into  effect, 
I  think,  we  are  bound  to  consider  sufficiently  satis¬ 
factory.  The  difficulty  is  that  he  is  giving  away  a 
very  important  vantage  ground  and  has  not  got  a 
consideration  for  it.  I  hope  the  Government  will 
watch  our  interests  keenly.  If  they  can  secure 
entrance  to  Lake  Michigan  and  Saginaw  Bay  and 
can  go  to  Superior  City,  that  will  be  an  advantage. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  It  might  be  well  for  me  to  read 
the  memorandum  and  agreement  entered  into  be¬ 
tween  the  United  States  Government  and  those 
who  were  negotiating  with  them.  It  says  : 

“  It  is  understood  on  the  part  of  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  that  under  the  Act  of  Congress  approved 
24th  May,  1890,  relating  to  vessels  wrecked  or  disabled  in 
the  waters  conterminous  to  the  United  Sta'tes  and  the 
Dominion  of  Canada,  the  aid  and  assistance  provided  for 
in  said  Act  includes  all  necessary  towing  incident  to  said 
aid  and  assistance,  and  that  nothing  in  the  coasting  and 
Customs  laws  restricts  the  salving  operations  of  such 
vessels  and  their  appliances.  Should  the  Canadian  Gov¬ 
ernment  enact  legislation  similar  to  the  Act  cited,  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  will  issue  the  necessary  instruc¬ 
tions  to  secure  the  privileges  above  stated.” 

I  think,  from  the  reading  of  that  memorandum 
which  was  accepted  by  both  parties,  it  will  be  seen 
that  all  the  objections  made  to  the  Bill  by  the  hon. 
member  for  Norfolk  are  covered  except  in  regard 
to  the  general  principle. 

Bill  reported. 

SUPPLY -COMMERCIAL  TREATIES. 

Mr.  FOSTER  moved  that  the  House  again  resolve 
itself  into  Committee  of  Supply. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Botliwell).  Mr.  Speaker,  I  am’ 
about  to  submit  to  the  House  a  motion  of  very 
great  importance,  a  motion  which,  in  my  opinion, 
the  House  would  be  wanting  in  its  duty  to  the 
country  if  it  fails  to  support.  I  am  about  to  ask 
the  House  to  declare  that  the  time  has  come  when 
commercial  treaties,  in  the  interests  of  Canada, 
should  be  negotiated  by  persons  who  are  responsible 
to  the  Government  of  Canada  and  for  whose  acts 
the  advisers  of  the  Crown  in  Canada  should  be  held 
responsible  to  the  House  of  Commons.  We  have 
often,  within  these  walls,  had  drawn  for  us  blight 
word  pictures  of  our  immense  area,  telling  us  how 
we  spanned  the  continent  from  the  Atlantic  Ocean 
to  the  Pacific,  and  how  we  stretched  from  the  fertile 
regions  of  the  temporate  zone  far  into  the  regions  of 
perpetual  frost.  We  have  had  presented  to  us  glow¬ 
ing  word  pictures  of  the  teeming  millions  who,  at  no 
distant  day,  are  to  fill  the  waste  places,  and  to  turn 
what  is  nowasolitude  into  fruitful  fields,  dotted  with 
towns  and  cities,  filled  with  a  busy  and  prosperous 
population.  But  after  these  delightful  anticipations 
are  realized,  even  our  national  powers  are  to  remain 
the  same  as  they  are  at  present  ;  are  to  remain 
stationary,  our  political  disabilities  are  to  continue, 
and  our  political  life  and  actions  are  to  operate 
within  the  limits  fixed  by  the  events  and  by 
the  conditions  of  a  period  long  since  passed. 
Though  the  country  may  grow  to  the  thought, 
feeling  and  stature  of  manhood,  there  must 
be  no  constitutional  growth  corresponding  with 
the  general  progress  in  wealth  and  population 
of  the  country.  I  repudiate  this  doctrine  ;  I 
maintain  that  it  is  one  inimical  to  our  progress 
and  opposed  to  the  genius  of  our  institu¬ 
tions.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  time  has  come  when  the 
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gentlemen  on  the  Treasury  benches  ought  to  deal 
candidly  with  the  House  ;  they  ought  to  make  their 
position  on  this  subject  of  commercial  treaties, 
perfectly  intelligible  to  the  House  and  to  the  coun¬ 
try.  If  I  rightly  understand  them,  it  is  their  con¬ 
tention  that  our  foreign  trade  relations  must, 
as  long  as  we  remain  a  part  of  the  Empire, 
continue  in  other  hands  than  ours,  so  in  their 
opinion  we  must  choose  between  British  connec¬ 
tion  and  self-government  beyond  that  measure 
of  self-government  which  we  already  possess.  We 
must  consent  to  leave  for  ever  the  regulation 
of  our  foreign  trade  in  other  hands,  or  we 
must  submit  to  being  put  out  of  the  British 
family  and  left  to  protect  ourselves  from  foreign 
encroachment.  I  do  not  know  whether,  if  this 
alternative  was  the  necessary  result  of  the  pro¬ 
position  which  I  maintain,  that  it  would  se¬ 
riously  menace  our  future  prospects  ;  but  I  deny 
altogether  that  any  such  alternative  is  before  us 
arising  out  of  this  subject.  That  such  an  alterna¬ 
tive  is  involved  has  been  often  asserted,  but 
no  attempt  has  ever  been  made  to  sustain  this 
contention  by  rational  argument.  When  repre¬ 
sentative  government  was  demanded  by  the  people 
of  this  colony  half  a  century  ago,  the  same  asser¬ 
tion  was  made,  the  same  kind  of  argument  was 
used,  against  the  demand  which  was  then  thought 
reasonable.  It  was  asked,  how  a  governor  could  be 
controlled  by  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies, 
and  at  the  same  time  follow  the  advice  of  a  Colonial 
Administration?  The  demand,  it  was  said,  was  in¬ 
compatible  with  the  unity  of  the  Empire,  and  so 
the  Reformers  of  that  day  were  stigmatized  Re¬ 
publicans  in  search  of  a  pretext  for  putting  an  end 
to  British  authority  on  this  continent.  Such,  Sir, 
was  the  contention  of  that  period.  No  doubt  the 
connection  was  endangered,  not,  however,  from  ac¬ 
quiescence  in  the  proposed  reform,  but  from  the  resist¬ 
ance  with  which  that  reform  was  long  met.  We  had 
reached  a  state  of  maturity  when  it  was  no  longer 
possible  to  keep  the  people  of  the  country  in  leading- 
strings,  it  was  no  longer  possible  to  persuade 
them  tamely  to  submit  to  the  perpetuation  of  the 
political  abuses  against  which  they  at  that  time 
protested.  Our  fathers  were  told,  as  we  have 
been  told,  of  the  greatness  of  the  parent  state, 
the  advantages  of  its  protection,  the  wisdom 
of  its  statesmen,  the  duty  of  implicit  obedience, 
and  the  wickedness  of  discontent.  They  were 
urged  to  venerate  the  old  flag,  to  uphold  the  old 
system,  and  to  stand  by  the  old  families.  The 
advice  sounded  amazingly  like  the  advice  which, 
with  equal  disinterestedness  and  with  equal  patri¬ 
otic  devotion,  was,  a  little  more  than  a  year  ago, 
proclaimed  from  the  rostrum  and  reiterated  by  the 
newspapers  of  hon.  gentlemen  who  now  sit  upon 
your  right.  But  in  spite  of  this  defence  of  the 
ancient  system,  it  was  overthrown.  The  demands 
for  reform  were  conceded,  and  the  constitutional 
changes  which  were  long  sought  by  the  leaders  of 
the  Reform  party,  were  brought  into  practical 
operation.  Every  one  in  this  country,  whether  in 
the  House  or  out  of  it,  knows  with  what  effect 
these  changes  were  brought  into  practical  operation. 
None  of  the  evil  consequences  which  were  con¬ 
fidently  predicted,  came  to  pass.  Instead  of  the 
disorders  such  as  we  were  told  would  arise, 
there  was  contentment  ;  the  bonds  of  union  between 
the  colony  and  the  parent  state  were  strengthened, 
the  affections  of  the  people  everywhere  took  the 


place  of  military  garrisons.  Nothing  perished  but 
the  ascendancy  of  those  who  had  subordinated  the 
general  public  interest  to  their  own  pecuniary  or 
personal  advancement.  No  doubt  the  men  who,  for 
a  long  period  of  years,  had  become  acquainted  with, 
or  had  become  habituated  to,  a  certain  official 
routine,  to  the  exercise  of  a  certain  kind  of  autho¬ 
rity,  were  loth  to  give  up  that  authority  ;  they  had 
confounded  themselves  with  the  political  institu¬ 
tions  of  the  country.  Such  men  do  not  well  see 
how  the  machine  of  government  is  to  be  worked 
without  them.  They  are  like  the  hangman  in 
“Barnaby  Rudge”who,  when  he  was  condemned  to 
death,  asked  that  he  might  be  spared  for  the  sake 
of  the  constitution.  These  men  did  not  see  how 
the  affairs  of  the  Government  could  be  carried  on 
in  their  absence.  Now,  these  gentlemen  do  not  say 
they  are  the  state,  but  they  do  regard  themselves 
as  a  necessary  part  of  its  governmental  machinery. 
Our  trans-atlantic  officials  who,  in  the  progress  of 
the  colonies,  are  from  time  to  time  deprived  of  a 
portion  of  their  authority,  and  who  are,  therefore, 
opposed  to  change,  do  not,  nevertheless,  exhibit  the 
same  ardour  or  the  same  fervour  in  opposing  the 
constitutional  reforms  that  ore  demanded,  that 
are  sometimes  exhibited  with  less  excusable 
reasons  by  hon.  gentlemen  on  this  side  of  the 
Atlantic.  They  do  not  employ  very  strong 
arguments  in  support  of  the  ancient  regime  ;  they 
do  not  use  the  old  man,  or  misuse  the  old  flag,  nor 
think  they  may  successfully  resist  those  who  are 
using  their  best  endeavours  to  adjust  the  institu¬ 
tions  of  the  country  with  the  requirements  of  their 
time,  and  who  assiduously  labour  to  prevent  the 
functions  of  government  from  being  perverted  to  the 
service  of  unworthy  objects.  Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
affirm  that  we  have  once  more  outgrown  the  limits 
of  the  authority  with  which  we  have  for  a  long¬ 
time  been  content.  Communities,  like  persons, 
have  their  periods  of  infancy,  of  youth  and  of  man¬ 
hood.  Nations  are  not  formed  in  a  day.  The 
attributes  which  go  to  make  a  people  into  a  nation 
cannot  be  assumed  at  will.  The  sovereignty  of 
states  is  not  a  matter  of  legislation,  or  of  official 
determination.  States  grow  up  by  slow  degrees  from 
the  condition  of  dependency  to  that  of  a  sovereignty. 
They  are  not  legislative  contrivances  called  into 
existence  by  the  unscrupulous  ambition  of  one 
class  of  public  men  or  by  the  patriotism  of  another 
and  a  different  class  ;  they  are  bodies  of  organic 
growth.  From  the  dawn  of  their  political  life 
they  have  vital  forces  operating  from  within 
and  environing  influences  operating  from  without, 
which,  as  they  progress  in  wealth  and  in  popu¬ 
lation,  give  them  an  ever-increasing  degree  of  com¬ 
plexity  and  create  an  ever-increasing  necessity  for 
an  extension  of  their  administrative,  their  execu¬ 
tive  and  their  legislative  authority.  They  enter 
the  society  of  nations  whenever  the  time  comes  that 
they  feel  the  want,  and  are  prepared  to  undertake 
the  responsibility  which  international  obligations 
impose.  It  is  not  the  intellectual  capacity  of  the 
people,  it  is  not  a  high  degree  of  intelligence  on 
their  part,  it  is  not  high  culture,  it  is  not  the 
strength  of  their  moral  fibre,  it  is  not  their  indus¬ 
trial  habits  alone,  or  all  these  together,  that  deter¬ 
mine  whether  a  community  is  entitled  to  sovereign 
authority  or  whether  it  is  not.  These  are  important 
factors,  no  doubt,  in  determining  the  use  which  a 
state  will  make  of  the  authority  which  it  claims, 
and  with  which  it  is  invested.  But  government  is 
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a  practical  want,  and  we  have  no  assurance  that 
the  powers  of  government  will  be  wisely  used  any 
further  than  the  necessity  for  those  powers  actually 
are  felt.  These  powers  are  limited  in  various  ways  : 
by  the  pecuniary  condition  of  the  population, 
by  their  physical  circumstances,  by  their  indus¬ 
trial  progress,  by  their  external  relations,  political 
and  commercial.  Where  there  is  little  wealth 
accumulated  necessity  compels  people  who  exercise 
political  power  to  use  their  resources  in  the  direc¬ 
tion  of  their  most  pressing  wants.  Those  which 
are  most  severely  felt  are  those  which  are  usually 
first  provided  for.  We  do  not,  nor  ought  we  to  seek 
to  claim  for  a  political  community  power  without 
responsibility.  I  need  not  stop  to  point  out  the  i 
abuses  which  would  be  certain  to  arise  if  one 
government  were  to  decide  on  the  measure  of  ex¬ 
penditure  and  another  government  were  required 
to  provide  the  means  by  which  these  obligations 
were  to  be  met.  If  government  be  a  matter 
of  growth,  it  is  sufficient  that  the  powers  we  pos¬ 
sess  should  be  such  as  to  enable  us  to  meet  by 
practical  legislation,  and  by  executive  authority, 
all  our  wants  and  all  our1  necessities.  It  is  out  of 
these  phases  that  a  state  grows  in  power,  as  it 
grows  in  the  extent  of  its  interest,  and  that  there 
arises  the  difference  between  a  territorial  and  pro¬ 
vincial  government  under  our  constitution.  It  is 
out  of  these  phases  of  political  growth  that  the  dif¬ 
ference  between  a  territorial  and  a  state  govern¬ 
ment  arises  under  the  constitution  of  the  United 
States.  These  distinctions  grow  out  of  the  circum¬ 
stances  of  the  population  and  are  recognized  but 
are  not  created  by  law.  What  is  proper  at  one  time 
in  a  community  may  have  been  improper  at  an 
earlier  period,  and  it  is  because  of  this  increasing- 
degree  of  complexity,  and  the  corresponding  exten¬ 
sion  of  authority  which  ought  to  accompany  that 
complexity,  that  we  say  that  one  colony  of  the 
Empire  may  rightly  claim  to  be  entrusted  with 
authority  which  cannot  be  fairly  claimed  by  another 
colony.  One  of  the  best  known  maxims  of  the 
English  common  law  is  that  a  colony  of  British  sub¬ 
jects  carry  with  them  into  a  distant  portion  of  the 
Queen’s  dominions  so  much  of  the  law  of  England  as 
may  be  suited  to  their  circumstances.  No  matter 
how  well  informed  the  members  of  that  com¬ 
munity  may  be,  they  do  not  carry  with  them 
the  whole  body  of  the  English  law.  There  is  much 
of  it  they  have  no  use  for.  There  is  much  of  it  that 
is  the  necessary  accident  of  the  historical  growth  of 
the  parent  state.  There  is  much  of  it  that  grew 
out  of  the  conditions  of  early  government  which 
do  not  prevail  in  the  parent  state  in  modern  times. 
kSo  these  features,  these  provisions  of  the  law,  are 
not  carried  with  the  colony.  There  is  no  constitu¬ 
tional  rule  which  withholds  from  a  colony  of  British 
subjects  any  particular  power  or  authority  which 
they  may  reasonably  claim,  and  which  they  may 
claim  as  necessary  for  the  promotion  of  their  inter¬ 
ests  and  the  protection  of  their  rights.  There  may 
be  conditions  and  circumstances  in  a  new  colony  of 
Englishmen  or  of  British  subjects  so  different  from 
anything  that  exists  in  the  parent  state,  that  there 
is  nothing  in  the  body  of  the  law  which  they  carry 
with  them,  there  is  nothing  in  the  law  which  they 
left  behind  them,  which  will  adequately  meet 
their  wants.  But  they  are  not  left,  under  the 
English  constitutional  system,  helpless.  They  carry 
with  them  not  only  certain  provisions  of  the  law 
which  are  suited  to  their  circumstances,  but  they 
Mr.  Mills  (Bothwell). 


cany  with  them  as  a  part  of  the  common  law  the 
power  to  call  into  existence  the  machinery  by  which 
that  Jaw  may  be  amended,  by  which  it  may  be 
supplemented,  by  which  it  maybe  adjusted  to  their 
wants  and  their  circumstances.  The  common  law 
is  said  to  be  the  perfection  of  reason,  and  it  would 
fall  very  far  short  of  this  if  a  British  subject  did 
not  carry  with  him  into  a  new  colony  that  part  of 
the  law  which  confers  on  him  the  rights  and  privi¬ 
leges  of  a  freeman,  freedom  from  taxation  without 
his  consent,  the  right  to  counsel  his  Sovereign 
either  personally  or  by  representation,  the  right  to 
give  his  consent  to  any  change  in  the  law  of  the 
province  by  which  he  is  to  be  governed.  The 
common  law  in  the  United  Kingdom  does  not  con¬ 
fer  on  the  Crown  in  the  colony  by  settlement  any 
greater  authority  than  the  Crown  has  over  the 
subject  in  the  parent  state.  What  the  Crown 
cannot  do  in  the  parent  state  without  the  aid  of 
the  legislature  the  Crown  cannot  do  in  the 
colony  without  like  aid.  The  Crown  cannot  im¬ 
pose  a  tax  alone.  It  cannot  do  so  by  the  aid  of  the 
Legislative  Council ;  it  can  only  do  so  by  consent 
of  the  party  personally  or  by  his  consent  through 
representation  in  Parliament  in  the  colony  assembl¬ 
ed.  In  the  very  nature  of  things  there  are  immense 
fields  within  the  limits  of  which  the  colony  does 
not  legislate.  It  makes  no  attempt  to  legislate, 
not  because  the  power  has  been  withheld  under  the 
authority  of  the  common  law,  not  because  power 
has  been  taken  away  by  any  Imperial  enactment, 
but  because  it  is  shut  out  by  its  local  and  peculiar 
circumstances,  by  the  simple  character  of  its  wants 
and  by  the  interest  of  the  population.  If  you  look, 
Sir,  at  the  condition  of  the  colony,  you  will  find  that 
the  administration  of  civil  justice  largely  relates  to 
matters  that  are  of  a  simple  character  and  are 
easily  understood.  You  will  find  that  the  expendi¬ 
tures  on  the  objects  of  government  are  in  the  first 
instance  mostly  municipal.  There  are  roads  and 
bridges  to  build,  harbours  to  protect,  the  education 
of  the  children  of  the  community  to  provide  for, 
courts  of  justice  to  establish,  the  navigation  of 
rivers  to  improve,  roads  connecting  the  different  set¬ 
tlements  of  the  interior  with  each  other  and  with  * 
the  coast,  to  make.  These  are  usually  the  matters 
which  first  occupy  the  attention  of  a  colony  of  Eng¬ 
lishmen  ;  not  because  in  a  new  country  their 
rights  are  more  limited  than  they  are  in  the  parent 
state  ;  but  because  they  have  fewer  political  inter¬ 
ests.  We  see  in  a  colony,  the  state  in  the  process  of 
formation,  and  the  publicduties,  and  thepublic  func¬ 
tions  of  a  higher  order  are  of  a  later  growth.  There 
are  a  hundred  things  which  the  sovereign  state 
is  called  upon  to  deal  with,  but  with  which 
the  colony  has  for  a  long  series  of  years  no  concern. 
Now,  this  power  of  government  increases  with  the 
necessities  of  the  population.  Power  and  respon¬ 
sibility,  under  the  English  constitutional  system  of 
hand  in  hand,  and  the  same  thing  may  be  affirmed 
of  power  and  necessity  arising  from  the  growth  of 
a  colony  towards  nationality.  The  first  of  these  is 
evoked  by  theparent  state  for  thepurpose  of  uphold¬ 
ing  and  maintaining  its  superintendence  over  the 
Empire  ;  the  second,  the  power  arising  from  neces¬ 
sity,  the  colony  invokes  for  the  extension  of  its 
authority  and  for  the  rational  adjustment  of  its  free¬ 
dom  in  accordance  with  its  wants  and  with  its  inter¬ 
ests.  Power,  at  the  first  age  of  colonial  existence,  is 
often  wisely  exercised  by  the  parent  state,  which  at 
a  later  period,  if  serious  abuses  are  not  to  grow  up, 
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must  be  transferred  to  the  colony  itself,  as  a  part  of 
the  power  which  is  necessary  to  the  maintenance  of 
the  principles  of  self-government.  The  boundary 
line  between  the  authority  of  the  parent  state  and 
the  colony  under  our  constitutional  system,  is  not 
a  fixed  limitary  line,  but  a  varying  line  which 
alters  its  position  in  proportion  as  the  wealth  and 
population  of  the  colony  increases,  and  as  the 
circumstances  of  the  colony  are  altered.  The 
political  horizon  of  a  colony  in  its  infancy  is 
necessarily  very  near,  but  as  the  colon}7  advances 
in  civilization,  in  population,  and  in  wealth,  the 
political  horizon  recedes,  the  area  embraced  within 
the  authority  of  colonial  legislation  and  Government 
is  increased,  and  the  authority  of  the  parent  state 
over  the  colonies  is  proportionately  diminished. 
In  other  words,  the  Imperial  Parliament  and  the 
administrative  officers  of  theparent  state,  are  by  the 
necessities  of  the  colony  relieved  of  a  part  of  their 
trust.  That  is  the  position.  Where  the  colony 
had  no  interest  at  all  in  the  subject,  or  where  it 
had  no  interest  distinct  from  that  of  the  parent  state, 
the  parent  state  may  without  injury,  or  inconven¬ 
ience,  or  any  sense  of  oppression,  and  w  ithout  any 
danger  of  friction,  exercise  such  authority.  But, 
Sir,  in  the  growth  of  colonies  the  time  comes  where 
the  way  parts  ;  and  a  colony  may  take  one  road  in 
its  interest,  and  the  parent  state  may  continue  on 
the  other.  It  is  perfectly  clear  that  whenever 
that  condition  of  things  arises  that  the  colony 
can  no  longer  afford,  with  regard  to  that  particular 
matter,  to  allow'  the  authority  to  remain  with  the 
parent  state,  without  having  its  interests  subordin¬ 
ated  and  sacrificed  to  those  of  the  superior  author¬ 
ity.  Therefore,  if  you  examine,  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
progress  of  colonial  government  under  the  En¬ 
glish  constitutional  system,  you  will  find  that  in 
every  case  wdiere  representative  government  has 
been  established,  the  theoretical  principle  which 
I  have  just  stated  exactly  corresponds  with  the 
historical  facts.  There  is  no  exception  ;  it  is  a 
necessary  consequence  of  grow’th  under  our  system, 
the  freer  that  system  is,  the  less  interference  there  is, 
the  more  promptly  concession  is  made  by  the  parent 
state  to  the  wants  of  the  colony,  and  the  more  clearly 
they  are  laid  before  the  parent  state,  the  less  will  be 
the  friction,  and  the  stronger  the  bond  of  union 
between  them.  Now,  Sir,  no  one  wrould  venture  to 
argue  before  a  judicial  tribunal  that  when  a  person 
comes  to  a  point  wdiere  his  interest  and  his  duty  are 
on  opposite  sides,  that  he  may  be  safely  left  to  go 
against  his  interests  in  discharge  of  a  duty.  The  rule 
wdiich  has  been  recognized  as  an  elementary  rule  in 
the  principles  of  jurisprudence  is  equally  applicable 
in  the  administration  of  public  affairs.  Every  one 
knows  that  gross  abuses  would  spring  up  if  that 
rule  of  law  were  abolished.  Now,  this  rule,  I  say, 
is  equally  applicable  to  the  conduct  of  the  adminis¬ 
tration  of  the  affairs  of  the  state.  Experience 
show's  that  the  rule  of  fair  dealing  is  more  readily 
applied  in  private  than  in  public  affairs,  and  that 
the  public  conscience  is  less  sensitive  than  the  in¬ 
dividual  conscience.  This  is  the  necessary  result 
from  the  fact  that  the  individual  stands  alone 
against  the  whole  community,  and  in  matters  of 
public  interest  it  frequently  happens  that  one- 
half  the  community,  in  political  ethics  as  well 
as  in  questions  of  public  policy,  stands  against 
the  other  half  ;  so  that  rules  of  upright  deal¬ 
ings  are  more  readily  applied  as  between  one 
individual  and  another  than  between  any  indivi¬ 


dual  and  the  state,  or  between  one  state  and 
another.  Public  opinion  always  comes  more 
promptly  to  the  support  of  the  public  as  against 
the  individual,  than  it  does  in  one  state  against 
another.  Take  the  case  of  some  matter  in  which 
an  imperial  officer  is  undertaking  to  act  for  a  pro¬ 
vince.  Is  it  not  perfectly  clear  that  in  such  a  case 
there  is  in  the  first  place  a  disposition  to  maintain 
things  as  they  are  ?  But,  under  disinclination  to 
change  and  that  strong  interest  which  the  parent 
state  has  in  maintaining  things  as  they  are,  a  pub¬ 
lic  w'rong  is  often  shielded  by  the  ignorance,  by  the 
indifference,  by  the  self-interest,  by  the  false  politi¬ 
cal  maxims  which  have  become  current  in  the  com¬ 
munity  with  regard  to  the  particular  subject  which  is 
regarded  as  a  grievance.  In  the  case  of  one  entrusted 
with  authority  in  the  parent  state,  there  conies  to 
the  support  of  that  official  the  public  opinion  of 
a  very  numerous  community — of  a  community  who 
undertake  to  maintain  the  existence  of  the  office 
and  the  functions  of  the  officer  upon  the  ground 
that  they  have  existed  for  a  long  series  of  years. 
And  so  w7e  frequently  find  that  the  best  interests 
of  a  province  are  held  in  check  by  the  mainten¬ 
ance  of  the  authority  of  some  imperial  officer 
whose  functions  ought  to  come  to  an  end, 
and  whose  duty  should  be  superseded  by  some  other 
in  authority.  An  official  of  the  United  Kingdom, 
in  the  discharge  of  his  duty  abroad,  can  never  be 
able  to  give  more  than  a  subordinate  place  to 
colonial  matters  which  are  not  also  matters  of  great 
imperial  concern.  Butv  Sir,  we  are  met  at  this 
point  by  the  objection  that  the  external  relations 
of  all  parts  of  the  Empire  must  ever  remain  in 
the  hands  of  Her  Majesty’s  advisers  at  Westmins¬ 
ter  ;  that  no  other  rule  can  be  reconciled  with  the 
unity  and  stability  of  the  Empire.  This,  Sir,  it 
seems  to  me,  is  simply  begging  the  question  in  dis¬ 
pute.  I  deny  it.  Were  the  contention  well 
founded,  it  would  only  prove  this,  that  the  destiny 
of  the  British  Empire  is  that  its  colonies  shall 
reach  a  period  of  maturity,  and  that  the  Empire 
shall  then  fall  to  pieces.  The  doctrine  of  imperial 
supremacy  and  of  imperial  superintendence  was 
stated  about  a  year  ago  with  great  force  and  pre¬ 
cision  by  Lord  Salisbury.  In  discussing  the  action 
of  the  Imperial  Government  towards  Newfound¬ 
land  in  its  dispute  with  the  Government  of  France, 
Lord  Salisbury  made  these  observations  in  defence 
of  interference  by  imperial  authorities.  He  said  : 

“We  give  them  (the  Newfoundland  people)  unlimited 
power  in  respect  to  their  internal  affairs  because  they 
will  be  the  people  who  will  suffer  if  they  make  a  mistake. 
Therefore  it  is  right  that  they  should  be  in  such  matters 
independent.  But  if  they  make  a  dangerous  mistake  in 
this  matter,  it  is  not  they  who  will  suffer.  It  is  we  who 
run  the  whole  risk,  and  they  hardly  any  risk  at  all.  I  do 
not  suppose  that  in  case  of  war  with  France,  the  French 
would  take  the  trouble  to  invade  Newfoundland.  And 
this  being  our  risk,  the  whole  burden  and  responsibility 
falling  upon  us,  we  should  have  the  necessary  power  to 
defend  our  interests  and  our  fellow  subjects,  and  also  to 
comply  with  international  law,  to  fulfil  international 
obligations,  and  to  satisfy  the  pledged  word  of  the  coun¬ 
try.” 

Now7,  I  accept  this  statement  as  a  true  ethical  and 
constitutional  basis  for  imperial  supremacy  and 
imperial  superintendence.  It  is  a  partial  state¬ 
ment  of  the  conditions  under  which  that  supremacy 
may  give  place  to  colonial  sovereignty.  It  may 
be  superseded,  on  account  of  local  dangers  or  local 
interests,  by  local  authority.  The  circumstances 
under  which  this  transference  of  authority  takes 
place  from  the  Imperial  Parliament  and  imperial 
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officers  to  the  officers  and  authorities  in  a  depen¬ 
dency,  I  shall  undertake  to  state  latter.  When, 
Sir,  we  first  set  out  to  give  practical  effect  to  our 
claim  to  self-government,  we  confined  our  demands 
to  our  domestic  affairs  ;  we  limited  those  demands 
by  our  local  interests.  We  did  so  because  these 
were  sufficient  at  that  time  to  meet  all  our  govern¬ 
mental  wants.  They  are  not  such,  however,  as  to 
meet  the  wants  of  a  community  such  as  we  have 
now  become.  We  have  many  evidences  of  this. 
Why,  Sir,  what  meant  that  attempt  at  negotiation 
with  France  by  the  Government  of  this  country 
a  few  years  ago  ?  What  meant  the  abortive  negoti¬ 
ations  of  the  Government  of  Canada  with  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  of  Spain  ?  What  meant  the  demand  on 
the  Imperial  Government  by  theGovermnent  of  this 
country  recently,  that  in  the  appointment  of  a  com¬ 
mission  to  negotiate  with  the  United  States  on 
the  subject  of  our  fisheries,  our  commercial  rela¬ 
tions,  and  all  other  matters  of  interest  existing  be¬ 
tween  the  two  countries,  which  were  of  common 
concern  to  us  and  to  them,  the  Government  of 
Canada  should  be  represented.  I  say,  Sir,  that 
these  things  show  that  we  are  no  longer  a  colony 
such  as  we  once  were,  that  we  are  no  longer  an  infant¬ 
ile  community,  but  a  state  possessing  the  instincts 
and  interests  which  belong  to  a  people  who  must 
be  regarded  in  some  respects  as  a  sovereign 
people.  Do  they  not  show,  Sir,  that  we  believe 
ourselves  to  be  the  best  guardians  of  our  own  in¬ 
terests  ?  Do  they  not  show  that  in  respect  of  all 
those  matters  in  which  we  have  external  relations, 
we  believe  that  we  can  do  more  for  ourselves  than 
others  can  do  for  us  ?  Sir,  what  meant  the  excursion 
of  the  lion.  Minister  of  Finance  to  the  West  Indies 
sixteen  rlionths  ago  ?  It  may  be  that  the 
hon.  gentleman  accomplished  nothing  ;  but  he 
hoped  to  accomplish  something  when  he  set 
out.  It  may  be  that  the  strength  of  the 

hon.  Mi  lister  of  Finance  does  not  lie  in  the 
field  of  diplomacy.  Whether  the  hon.  Minister 
went  to  the  West  Indian  Islands  of  his  own  free 
will,  or  whether  in  a  moment  of  weakness  he 
yielded  to  the  pressing  demands  and  importunities 
of  his  colleagues,  I  do  not  think  it  is  a  matter  of 
much  consequence  to  enquire.  However  this  may 
be,  the  Minister  of  Finance  set  out  on  his  voyage 
for  the  purpose  of  dealing  with  the  relations  be¬ 
tween  this  country  and  those  West  Indian  Islands. 
If  those  relations  are  not  very  intimate  at  the 
present  time,  the  hon.  Minister  of  Finance  and 
his  colleagues,  at  whose  instance  he  went,  must 
have  thought  that  it  was  desirable  that  those  rela¬ 
tions  should  be  more  intimate.  But,  Sir,  the  hon. 
gentleman,  in  going  upon  that  journey,  with  the 
approbation  of  his  colleagues,  assumed  that  the 
commercial  relations  of  Canada  with  other  coun¬ 
tries  were  matters  that  properly  fell  within  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Government  of  Canada,  and  he 
acted  upon  that  assumption.  It  is  true  that  the 
countries  which  he  visited  were  British  pos¬ 
sessions  ;  but,  Sir,  if  it  was  proper  to  go 
to  the  Island  of  Jamaica  or  to  the  Pro¬ 
vince  of  Guiana  for  the  purpose  of  extending  the 
trade  of  this  country,  it  would  have  been  equally 
proper  to  have  gone  to  Mexico,  to  Colombia,  or  to 
Brazil.  It  was  with  the  external  relations  of  the 
country  that  he  undertook  to  deal.  It  was  not 
political  affiliation  that  he  wras  seeking  in  his  visit 
to  Jamaica,  but  wider  markets.  It  must  be 
assumed  that  in  those  visits  he  sought  to  promote 
Mr.  Mills  (Bothwell). 


the  interests  of  the  people  of  Canada,  to  contribute 
to  their  prosperity,  and  to  add  to  their  wealth. 
What  the  Minister  aimed  at,  he  did  not  accom¬ 
plish.  The  action  of  the  Government  prove*  1, 
however,  another  proposition  besides  the  one  which 
I  have  immediately  before  me  ;  it  proved  the 
further  proposition  that  Canada  has  not  become  a 
self-contained  country,  capable  of  consuming  all 
that  it  . can  produce,  and  of  producing  all  that  it 
can  consume.  This  was  one  of  the  promises 
hon.  gentlemen  made  in  connection  with  their  fiscal 
policy,  and  this  promise  has  not  been  redeemed. 
It  has,  on  the  contrary,  signally  failed.  I  pass 
by  that,  however,  for  the  present,  and  simply  call 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  fact,  that  the 
story  of  the  wanderings  of  this  Minister,  wdio 
sailed  over  the  sea  and  th$n  sailed  back  again,  has 
not  yet  seen  the  light,  This  silence  is  suggestive 
and  ominous.  It  shows  that  the  Minister  feels 
his  political  excursion  did  not  bring  the  Government 
glory  nor  the  country  gain.  The  Ministers  have 
shown  that  they  did  not  want  closer  trade  rela¬ 
tions  with  the  neighbouring  republic.  They  did 
not,  in  the  interests  of  Canada,  desire  that  our 
people  should  look  to  the  United  States  for  any¬ 
thing.  They  hoped  that  this  West  Indian  voyage 
would  enable  them  to  promise  such  an  exten¬ 
sion  of  trade  as  would  quiet  the  mutteriugs  of 
discontent  which,  previous  to  the  elections  of 
last  year,  were  being  heard.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  would  have  preferred  negotiations  with  Russia, 
China,  Timbuctoo,  or  any  other  country  on  the 
globe  rather  than  with  the  country  on  our  immed¬ 
iate  borders.  Before  his  wanderings  began,  the 
whole  Administration,  or  a  large  number  of  them 
at  least,  paid  a  visit  to  the  Maritime  Provinces. 
They  knew  before  they  started  that  there  was  dis¬ 
content  ;  they  knew  there  was  distress  ;  the;y  knew 
there  were  the  mutterings  of  complaint  which 
precede  a  coming  storm.  And  so  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  pondered  these  things  in  their  hearts,  and  in 
their  eastern  observations  felt  called  upon  to 
consider  what  measure  of  relief,  other  than  reci¬ 
procity  with  the  neighbouring  republic,  they  could 
offer  the  people  of  Canada,  which  would  enable 
them  to  retain  the  confidence  of  the  country. 
They  w  ere  anxious  to  discover  a  solution,  no  doubt, 
but  a  solution  other  than  that  which  most 
obviously  presented  itself  ;  and  so,  after  this 
eastern  excursion,  after  viewing  the  ground  upon 
0111’  eastern  border,  the  hon.  gentleman  set  out 
upon  this  West  India  voyage.  He  visited  the 
Leeward  Islands,  the  Windward  Islands,  and,  if 
I  remember  rightly,  also  the  mainland.  Every¬ 
where  he  failed  in  his  negotiations.  The  authori¬ 
ties  in  these  West  Indian  provinces  did  not  like 
the  proposition  of  the  hon.  gentleman.  They 
thought,  perhaps,  that  the  hon.  gentleman  was  too 
much  like  Cassius  ;  he  had  a  lean  and  hungry 
look  ;  they  thought,  perhaps,  that  he  offered  too 
little  and  wanted  too  much.  The  matters,  after 
his  explanation,  were  even  more  mixed  and  mud¬ 
dled  than  they  had  been  before ;  the  prospects 
diminished  of  treaty  arrangements  with  the  West 
India  Islands,  which,  if  fulfilled,  would  have  saved 
the  hon.  gentleman  the  terrible  humiliation  of 
three  journeys  to  Washington  and  also  relieved 
them  from  the  necessity  they  felt  under  of  in¬ 
dulging  in  a  good  deal  of  not  very  candid  talk 
about  the  traitors  who  are  seeking  to  dis¬ 
member  the  Empire  by  lowering  taxation  on  the 
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products  the  people  consume.  The  hon.  gentleman 
failed  in  his  West  Indian  mission,  and  from  hour 
to  hour  after  he  had  visited  the  country  the  news 
that  came  here  indicated  that  failure.  There 

has  been  up  to  this  time,  so  far  as  I 
know,  no  attempt  to  lay  upon  the  Table  of 
this  House  a  full  statement  of  the  hon.  gentleman’s 
visit  to  that  country  in  the  interests  of  the  public 
service  ;  and  I  have  no  doubt  that  if  that  corres¬ 
pondence  and  those  propositions  had  been  laid  upon 
the  Table,  it  would  be  seen  that  the  visit  of  the 
hon.  gentleman  to  the  West  Indies  was  really  a 
burlesque  upon  negotiations.  Sir,  had  the  hon. 
gentlemen  upon  the  Treasury  benches  any  assurance 
whatever  that  there  was  a  semblance  of  success  in 
this  excursion,  the  fire  which  burned  so  brightly 
upon  the  Conservative  platforms  in  the  beginning 
of  the  election  campaign  would  have  continued  to 
glow  until  the  day  of  the  election  ;  but  the  hon. 
gentleman  was  unable  to  hold  out  any  hope  of  suc¬ 
cess,  and  so  the  defence  of  the  National  Policy, 
with  which  the  campaign  was  opened,  was  not  the 
subject-matter  of  discussion  on  the  part  of  the  hon. 
gentleman  and  his  colleagues  and  supporters  when 
that  campaign  closed.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  had 
succeeded  with  a  single  West  Indian  province,  we 
would  have  heard  nothing  during  the  campaign  of 
the  march  upon  Washington  after  the  battle,  but 
we  w’ould  have  heard  a  great  deal  of  the  magnifi¬ 
cent  achievements  and  bright  prospects  flowing 
from  the  hon.  gentleman’s  visit  to  these  happy 
isles.  There  would  have  been  predictions,  vast 
and  vague,  about  the  unity  of  the  Empire,  about 
the  propriety  of  an  imperial  tariff,  framed  specially 
toexclude  the  Gentiles  from  the  imperial  market  and 
to  put  them  on  a  footing  of  inequality, or  atall  events 
a  tariff  specially  directed  against  our  Samaritan 
neighbours.  But  from  time  to  time,  the  news  came 
that  the  West  Indian  officials  were  opposed  to  the 
hon.  gentleman’s  proposition.  From  time  to  time, 
it  w^as  announced,  first,  that  one  and  then  that  an¬ 
other  of  those  officials  were  opposed  to  the  schemes 
of  trade  which  the  hon.  gentleman  had  submitted 
to  them.  When  the  hon.  gentleman  set  out,  he 
must  have  forgotten  that  the  admiration  for  the 
policy  of  protection,  which,  no  dou.bt,  he  sincerely 
entertained,  and  which  was  entertained  by  his  col-  ; 
leagues,  was  a  highly  artificial  habit  of  mind.  It 
was  like  the  worship  of  the  toads  and  the  lizards 
in  ancient  Egypt,  and  it  was  not  a  condition  of 
mind  likely  to  be  met  with  in  men  trained  in  the 
principles  of  political  economy,  men  who  imbibed 
their  notions  of  commercial  policy  from  the  mother 
country,  [t  was  not  likely  that  such  men  would 
view  with  other  feelings  than  those  of  disgust  and 
repugnance  that  policy  of  mutual  protection  which 
the  hon.  gentleman  sought  to  extend  over  the  West 
India  Islands.  Before  the  elections  were  over,  the 
hon.  gentleman  and  his  colleagues  ceased  to  sing 
paeans  in  praise  of  the  National  Policy.  They  as¬ 
sured  the  people,  in  some  instances,  that  it  was  a 
means  to  an  end,  that  it  was  a  temporary  and  coer¬ 
cive  policy  entered  upon  for  the  purpose  of 
bringing  Congress  to  its  senses  and  of  securing  from 
the  United  States  a  wider  market  and  freer  trade. 
So  what  was  called  the  national  policy  was  super¬ 
seded  by  what  was  claimed  to  be  the  old  policy, 
the  larger  policy,  the  policy  which  was  the  end 
towards  which  the  national  policy  was  but  che 
means,  and  so  we  find  that  these  gentlemen  half 
persuaded  their  followers  that  this  old  policy,  as 


it  was  called,  meant  Canada  for  the  Canadians, 
that  it  meant  the  National  Policy,  that  it  meant 
anything  that  any  class  of  the  community  might 
think  they  would  like  to  have  as  a  commercial 
policy,  and  so,  during  the  progress  of  the  elec¬ 
toral  contest,  it  was  announced  that  there  were 
to  be  immediate  negotiations  with  the  President 
of  the  United  States,  and  with  the  Congress  after 
the  elections  were  over.  What  for  years  had 
been  pronounced  an  impossibility  was  declared 
to  be  of  easy  attainment,  and  so,  immediately 
after  the  elections  were  over,  a  treaty  of  reciprocity 
was  to  be  an  accomplished  fact.  The  5th  of  March 
was  to  be  a  great  day  of  victory.  The  Opposition 
were  to  be  swept  out  of  existence.  The  old  party, 
under  the  old  flag,  accepting  the  old  policy  and  led 
by  the  High  Commissioner,  were  to  march  into 
Washington  and  these  negotiations  were  to  be  un¬ 
dertaken  ;  the  farmer,  despite  Mr.  Colby,  wastohave 
reciprocity  in  natural  products  ;  the  manufacturers 
were  to  have  protection,  and  trusts  and  combines 
were  to  be  left  in  the  care  of  the  hon.  member 
for  West  York  (Mr.  Wallace)  ;  the  producer  was 
to  get  better  pricesfor  his  goods,  and  the  consumer 
was  to  pay  less,  and  so  the  electors  were  asked 
to  stand  by  the  old  policy.  I  am  not  going  to  enter 
into  a  discussion  of  the  old  policy  contained  in  the 
resolution  of  1878,  which,  after  some  years,  was 
brought  out  to  do  duty  on  this  occasion.  I  am  not 
going  to  show  the  incompatibility  between  that 
resolution  and  the  subsequent  policy,  but  what  I 
wish  to  press  upon  the  attention  of  the  House,  and 
my  reason  for  mentioning  these  matters,  is  that  I 
may  bring  specially  before  you  the  fact  that  the  hon. 
gentlemen  on  the  Treasury  benches  were  disposed 
to  undertake  the  work  of  negotiation.  They  did 
not  trust  to  the  regular  officers.  They  knew  that 
England  had  an  ambassador  at  W  ashington,  an  am¬ 
bassador  who  was  jealous  of  any  interference  with 
his  functions,  and,  believing  that  what  these  gentle¬ 
men  undertook  to  do  fell  within  his  exclusive  domain, 
felt  perhaps  that  he  had  a  right  to  object  to  the  Am¬ 
erican  Government  against  any  persons  interfering 
except  those  who  wrere  specially  authorized  by 
Her  Majesty’s  Government.  Why,  then,  were  these 
negotiations  undertaken  ?  Is  it  not  a  clear  admis¬ 
sion  on  the  part  of  the  Government  that  this  country 
has  grown  and  has  acquired  such  dimensions  and 
its  foreign  relations  have  acquired  such  a  character 
that  its  interests  are  likely  to  be  injured  if  they 
are  not  dealt  with  directly  by  representatives  of 
the  Dominion  ?  If  that  is  not  the  case,  why  did 
the  hon.  gentlemen  undertake  these  negotiations  ? 
There  may  possibly  be  another  explanation.  If 
the  Ministers  were  to  speak  frankly,  they  might 
say  that  the  farmers  of  Canada  were  too  much  in 
earnest  to  permit  them  to  palter  with  this  question 
of  reciprocity.  A  condition  of  things  had  been 
reached  when  bananas  for  children  and  cheap  raw 
sugar  for  refiners  would  not  satisfy  the  great  mass  of 
the  people.  A  condition  of  things  had  been  reached 
when,  to  use  the  language  of  a  former  Minister  of 
the  Crown,  it  w7as  useless  to  say  that  it  would  be 
detrimental  to  the  agricultural  population  to  have 
free  trade  in  natural  products  with  the  United 
States.  Consequently  the  hon.  gentleman  felt 
that  they  must  adopt  the  principle  of  reciprocity 
with  the  United  States  or  they  would  never  reach 
the  shore  without  disaster.  So  they  were  com¬ 
pelled  to  abandon  the  National  Policy,  to  talk 
reciprocity,  to  make  their  memorable  visit  to 
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Washington,  and  then  they  said,  this  is  not  enough. 
We  must  proclaim  our  friendliness  to  the  policy 
of  reciprocity,  and  we  must  declare  that  we  are 
prepared  immediately  to  negotiate  with  the  United 
States,  and  we  must  say  that  the  United  States 
have  invited  us  to  negotiate  with  them,  or  all  the 
influences  which  have  been  used  in  the  past 
elections  will  not  be  sufficiently  potent  to  enable 
us  to  reach  the  shore  in  safety.  This  was  the  con¬ 
dition  of  things.  The  founders  of  the  National 
Policy  superstition  were  wise  in  their  generation. 
When  the  day  of  wrath  came,  they  were  ready  to 
throw  down  their  altars,  where  they  had  called  on 
all  patriotic  Canadians  to  bring  their  offerings  and 
their  sacrifices  for  the  past  thirteen  years.  I  depre¬ 
cate  the  motives  which  have  been  alleged  for  this 
change  of  policy.  If  lion,  gentlemen  had  been 
honest  and  sincere  in  endeavouring  to  secure  reci¬ 
procity,  they  would  never  have  returned  to  Canada 
empty-handed.  We  say  that  if  Canada  is  to 
succeed  in  this  matter,  she  must  act  for  herself, 
and  not  by  another.  No  matter  how  friendly  the 
British  ambassador  may  be,  he  acts  for  another 
country,  and  another  Government  than  this,  and  he 
can  never  forget  that  the  parties  to  whom  he  is 
responsible  have  different  notions  from  ours,  and 
the  subject  may  not  present  just  the  same  aspects  to 
them  that  it  does  to  us,  and  that  he  is  not  impelled  to 
master  the  subject  which  most  concerns  us,  nor  is  he 
compelled  to  consider  it  from  our  standpoint.  He  is 
not  familiar  with  our  circumstances,  and  never  can 
feel  as  one  of  our  own  people  would  do.  He  is  never 
in  touch  with  the  public  opinion  of  this  country, 
and  there  are  barriers  in  the  way  of  his  ever  being 
so  placed.  His  want  of  information,  his  personal 
indifference,  the  absence  of  responsibility  to  us,  his 
knowledge  that  mistake  and  failure  will  entail  upon 
him  no  serious  consequences,  render  him  morally 
incapable  of  exercising  in  the  highest  degree  that 
ability  and  skill  which  our  interest  calls  for  at  his 
hands  ;  and  those  things  which  most  deeply  concern 
us  and  which  affect  our  material  well-being  must 
always  be  subordinated  to  the  general  interest  of 
the  Empire  for  which  he  will  be  held  to  strict  re¬ 
sponsibility.  Now,  the  Imperial  Government  and 
the  Government  of  Canada  do  not  take  exactly  the 
same  view  of  disputed  questions.  Take,  for  in¬ 
stance,  the  disputes  of  the  Imperial  Government 
with  the  United  States.  What  they  most  want 
is  the  early  disposition  of  a  disagreeable  dispute  ; 
they  want  to  have  it  disposed  of,  they  are  ready  to 
make  large  concessions  to  attain  that  end.  What 
we  want  is  a  permanent  recognition  of  our  just 
rights  ;  and  that  being  so,  it  is  of  the  first  conse¬ 
quence  that  we  should  appoint  the  parties  who  are  to 
have  charge  especially  of  our  commercial  affairs.  I 
say  this  because  I  think  that  the  conduct  of  the  lion, 
gentlemen,  whenever  those  questions  have  arisen, 
shows  that  in  practice,  whatever  they  may  have 
proclaimed  from  time  to  time,  theoretically,  on  the 
the  floor  of  Parliament,  they  have  admitted  the 
soundness  of  the  proposition  for  which  1  contend. 
If  that  be  so,  if  the  imperial  officer  is  not  competent, 
not  qualified,  from  the  nature  of  his  position  and 
the  nature  of  his  responsibility,  sufficiently  to  care 
for  our  interests,  we  see  why  it  is  the  lion,  gentlemen 
constantly  insist,  so  far  as  the  British  represent¬ 
ative  at  Washington  is  concerned,  that  his  labours 
shall  always  be  supplemented  and  efficiently  sup¬ 
ported  by  representatives  of  the  Government  of 
Canada.  But  no  matter  for  what  reason,  the  fact 
Mr.  Mills  (Bothwell). 


remains  that  the  Ministers  sought  to  enter  into 
direct  negotiations  at  Washington  with  the  Wash¬ 
ington  authorities  ;  they  did  not  trust  to  the  Em¬ 
bassy,  and  by  their  conduct  they  have  affirmed 
that  the  present  constitutional  machinery  is  not 
adequate  to  the  requirements  of  a  colony  such  as 
this. 

It  being  six  o’clock,  the  Speaker  left  the  Chair. 

After  Recess. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  Under  the  circum¬ 
stances  which  I  have  mentioned  as  to  the  practice 
of  the  Government  in  the  past,  I  would  ask  whether 
it  is  not  now  too  late  longer  to  oppose  the  principle 
embodied  in  the  motion  which  I  am  about  to  submit 
to  this  House.  If  it  were  in  order  to  address  myself 
to  the  Ministers  on  the  Treasury  benches  I  would 
say,  that  hitherto  you  have  opposed,  by  your 
speeches,  the  principles  embodied  in  my  motion,  but 
you  haveagain  andagain  practically,  though  fitfully, 
recognized  the  soundness  of  that  principle.  Y  on 
were  compelled  to  choose  between  acting  on  the 
principles  suggested  by  this  motion,  and  accomplish¬ 
ing  nothing  beyond  preparing  a  Minute  of  Council 
for  His  Excellency  to  forwarded  to  the  Colonial 
Office.  Sometimes  the  old  course  has  been  adopted, 
and  a  despatch  is  written  upon  which  no  action  is 
taken.  It  is  left  to  mould  in  the  shadows  of  the 
Colonial  Office,  where  traditional  prejudices  against 
every  kind  of  change,  are  necessarily  very  strong. 
Sometimes  a  venerable  official  who  may  have 
survived  from  a  former  generation,  wonders  why 
these  meddlesome  colonies  are  anxious  to  take 
charge  of  part  of  their  own  business  which  has  long 
been  entrusted  to  that  department,  and  which  in  his 
opinion  they  will  discharge  far  less  efficiently,  and 
with  far  less  skill,  than  the  business  has  been 
managed  by  the  officials  of  that  office.  If  these 
gentlemen  of  routine  have  their  way,  there  never 
would  be  any  change,  but  all  things  in  relation  to 
the  government  of  the  Empire  and  the  powers  and 
duties  of  colonies  would  remain  as  they  are  now. 
Sometimes  where  urgent  solicitation  is  made  on 
the  part  of  any  colony  with  reference  to  foreign 
matters,  the  Colonial  Office  communicates  with  the 
Foreign  Office  upon  the  subject,  and  a  despatch  is 
written  to  the  British  ambassador  of  the  country 
with  which  the  colony  has  indirectly  some  busi¬ 
ness.  That  despatch  is  read  to  the  Minister  of 
Foreign  Affairs  in  that  country,  and  a  copy  of  it  is 
left  with  him.  It  may  be  made,  to  some  extent, 
the  subject  of  a  discussion  ;  but  the  British 
Ambassador  in  all  these  matters  is  usually  so  ill- 
informed  that  minute  discussion  is  well  nigh  out  of 
the  question.  He  abstains  from  making  any  sugges¬ 
tion  lest  he  might  commit  some  blunder  of  which  the 
colony  will  complain,  and  the  matter  never  assumes 
a  practical  or  definite  form',  there  is  nothing  ap¬ 
proaching  a  settlement  or  a  basis  of  settlement 
arrived  at,  and  in  time  the  whole  subject  drops  out  of 
sight.  Now,  Sir,  I  would  ask  from  lion,  gentlemen  in 
this  House,  why  we  should  constantly  importune 
the  Colonial  Office  with  reference  to  matters  that 
specially  concern  ourselves  and  of  which  we  ought 
to  have  charge  ?  If  they  are  ever  to  be  satisfactor¬ 
ily  attended  to,  if  the  matters  are  to  receive  a 
proper  solution,  one  that  is  required  by  the  merits 
and  circumstances  of  the  case,  we  ought  to  take 
charge  ourselves.  I  think,  Sir,  we  ought  not  to  be 
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suppliants  in  these  eases  where  we  ought  to  he 
masters,  and  where  we  ought  to  be  masters  because 
we  are  the  parties  chiefly  concerned.  This  prin¬ 
ciple  in  no  way  differs  from  the  principle  of  dom¬ 
estic  self-government  which  has  been  recognized 
wherever  responsible  government  is  established  in 
the  colonies  from  the  time  of  its  first  introduction. 
A  British  ambassador  in  a  country  abroad  has  so 
much  to  do  for  which  he  will  be  held  to  the  fullest 
measure  of  responsibility,  that  he  does  not  will¬ 
ingly  add  to  his  labours  and  to  his  public  cares. 
Care  and  laborious  study  are  necessary  to  master  the 
problems  which  await  solution  even  in  this  country, 
with  respect  to  our  external  trade  and  with  respect 
to  the  relations  of  this  country  with  our  immediate 
neighbour.  An  officer,  who  is  responsible  to  another 
Administration,  and  who  is  under  the  supervision 
of  another  Parliament,  whose  interests  are  regarded 
as  paramount  and  whose  authority  is  claimed  to  be 
such,  is  never  likely  to  give  to  the  interests  of  a 
dependency,  to  its  external  relations,  that  atten¬ 
tion  and  that  care  which  are  absolutely  necessary. 

I  am  of  the  opinion  that  those  who  have  most  care¬ 
fully  considered  this  matter  will  be  least  likely  to 
dissent  from  this  view.  The  ancient  doctrine,  that 
a  colony  ought  to  be  known  only  through  the  parent 
state  and  ought  only  to  speak  through  the  organs 
of  that  state,  is,  no  doubt,  strong,  so  far  as  the  ex¬ 
ternal  relations  of  the  colonies  are  concerned,  but 
it  is  the  remnant  only  of  a  political  system  which 
for  the  most  part  has  perished.  We  live  here  for 
ourselves  and  not  for  the  parent  state.  It  is  the 
well-being  of  this  country  of  which  the  Parlia¬ 
ment  of  Canada  has  charge  ;  we  are  not  charged 
with  looking  after  the  interests  of  the  United 
Kingdom  ;  we  are  not  called  upon  to  exercise 
a  parental  supervision,  or  to  specially  concern 
ourselves  about  the  affairs  of  other  portions 
of  the  Empire.  It  is  the  well-being  of  the 
people  of  Canada  which  specially  interests  us, 
and  when  the  people  of  Canada  have  interests 
which  extend  beyond  our  territorial  limits,  when 
our  people  have  so  grown  and  so  far  approached 
the  conditions  of  a  sovereign  state  as  to  come 
in  contact,  commercially  or  otherwise,  with 
sovereign  states,  then  it  is  just  as  necessary  for  our 
well-being  that  those  matters,  according  to  the  well- 
settled  principles  of  self-government,  should  be 
under  the  control  of  this  Parliament,  as  that  our 
domestic  concerns  should  be  under  its  control.  The 
Imperial  Parliament  has  no  more  constitutional 
right  in  the  nature  of  things,  according  to  any 
principle  of  political  ethics,  to  claim  in  defence  of 
or  for  the  maintenance  of  its  own  sovereignty  the 
control  over  these  matters  of  domestic  concern 
than  it  has  a  right  to  claim  interference  with  our 
internal  concerns.  Sir,  it  is  necessary  that  we 
should  have  control  over  the  negotiation  of  treaties 
relating  to  matters  of  commerce.  It  has  been 
hinted  that  such  a  policy  would  lead  to  separation 
from  the  mother  country.  I  do  not  think  so.  On 
the  contrary,  I  believe  it  would  have  the  very 
opposite  effect  ;  at  all  events,  it  would,  be  at  least  a 
measure  of  delay.  It  is  no  doubt  another  step 
in  the  process  of  political  evolution.  It  is  no  doubt 
a  step  which  carries  us  forward  still  nearer  to  the 
condition  of  nationality.  It  is  as  necessary  to  our 
well-being  to-day  and  the  maintenance  of  self-gov¬ 
ernment  in  our  country  as  the  concession  of 
srnment  with  regard  to  our 
as  in  the  days  of  our  fathers.  We  j 
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have  reached  a  point  of  material  growth,  of 
political  progress  beyond  which  we  cannot  satis¬ 
factorily  get  on  without  a  larger  measure  of 
political  autonomy  than  has  up  to  this  moment 
been  conceded.  You  cannot  put  an  end  to  the 
demand  for  this  power  by  undertaking  to  point 
out  what  will  be  the  political  consequence  of 
its  possession.  You  cannot  argue  with  a  view  to 
weakening  or  destroying  it  in  the  minds  of  the 
people  of  this  country  by  saying  it  would  lead  to 
such  relations.  You  may,  by  that  line  of  argument, 
succeed  in  weakening  the  ties  which  bind  us  to  the 
mother  country  ;  you  may  by  that  line  of  argument 
convince  a  certain  portion  of  the  population  that 
you  are  right  in  your  contention  ;  but  the  vital 
force  which  has  given  rise  to  this  demand,  the 
surrounding  circumstances,  the  industrial  growth 
of  the  country  which  presses  this  demand  upon 
us  will  not  be  weakened  by  that  contention  or  by 
any  conclusion  at  which  you  may  arrive.  All  I  ask 
by  the  motion  which  I  am  about  to  place  in  your 
hands,  Mr.  Speaker,  is  that  we  shall  give  full  play 
to  those  vital  forces  in  our  constitution  which  on 
account  of  our  material  growth  and  the  increasing 
complexity  of  society,  will  impose  on  us  the  necess¬ 
ity  of  a  larger  power  of  self-government  than  we 
have,  up  to  this  moment,  seen  proper  to  demand.  I 
have  heard  it  said  that  if  we  were  to  make  this  de¬ 
mand  the  Imperial  Government  would  never  consent 
to  be  held  responsible  for  treaty  obligations  to 
which  it  had  not  been  a  party.  This  is  a  very 
specious  contention,  and  it  is  one  that  requires  some 
consideration  at  our  hands.  We  have,  at  the  head 
of  our  executive  authority  in  Canada,  as  in  every 
other  dependency  of  the  Empire,  the  Sovereign, 
who  is  also  the  Sovereign  head  of  the  Government 
in  the  United  Kingdom.  If  treaties  are  negotiated 
upon  the  responsibility  of  Ministers  of  the  Crown 
here,  and  who  for  these  negotiations  are  held  respon¬ 
sible  to  this  Parliament,  those  negotiations  will  be 
conducted  by  the  same  Sovereign.  There  will  not.  be 
in  the  form  of  such  a  treaty  or  in  its  essence  any  dif¬ 
ference  from  a  treaty  negotiated,  exchanged,  and 
ratified  upon  the  advice  of  the  Ministers  of  the  Crown 
in  the  United  Kingdom.  If  we  look  fora  moment  at 
the  political  relations  which  arise  concerning  for¬ 
eign  affairs  we  shall  see  that  this  demand  is  not  an 
unreasonable  one  on  the  part  of  our  colonies.  Sup¬ 
pose  a  war  were  to  occur  between  the  United 
Kingdom  and  a  great  eastern  state,  between  the 
United  Kingdom  and  Russia.  That  war  might  be 
one  which  we  thought  might  have  been  avoided.  It 
might  be  that,  in  our  opinion,  it  ought  to  have 
been  avoided.  It  might  be  that  a  full  investigation 
of  the  subject  would  convince  us  that  peace  might 
have  been  maintained  with  honour.  But  does  the 
absence  of  any  political  authority  on  our  part,  of  any 
voice  in  the  conduct  of  our  public  affairs,  in  any  way 
lessen  or  diminish  our  danger  in  consequence  of  that 
war  ?  Why,  the  British  Government  might  protect 
our  commerce  by  her  fleet  on  the  high  seas,  but  it 
would  only  be  a  general  protection,  such  as  would 
be  afforded  to  the  merchant  marine  of  any  portion 
of  the  Empire  upon  the  high  seas.  The  defence  of 
our  ports  and  harbours  would  depend  upon  our¬ 
selves.  We  would  be  required  to  erect  fortifica¬ 
tions,  to  equip  them  and  to  man  them.  If  there 
were  invasion  we  would  be  required  to  take  all 
necessary  steps  to  repel  it.  We  might  be  put  to  very 
great  expense,  if  a  war,  growing  out  of  the  consider¬ 
ation  of  matters  over  which  we  have  no  control  and 
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in  which  we  have  no  special  interest,  took  place. 
I  am  not  complaining  of  this.  I  am  not  saying 
that  this  is  any  reason  why  our  obligations  should 
be  lessened  so  far  as  that  particular  matter 
would  lie  concerned  ;  but  hon.  gentlemen,  if 
they  are  asked  to-day  by  the  Imperial  Govern¬ 
ment  to  erect  fortifications  at  Nanaimo  or  at  Vic¬ 
toria  or  at  any  other  point  on  the  Pacific,  are  not 
asked  to  do  so  because  of  any  difficulties  that  might 
arise  with  the  neighbouring  Republic.  If  those  de¬ 
mands  are  made  it  is  in  consequence  of  the  conflict 
which  is  constantly  looming  up  on  the  horizon  be¬ 
tween  the  parent  state  and  the  great  Empire  of 
Russia.  And  so  in  matters  in  which  we  have  no 
immediate  concern,  we  have  devolving  upon  us 
very  serious  responsibilities.  I  say  I  do  not  com¬ 
plain  of  that,  because  of  the  rule  laid  down  by  Lord 
Salisbury,  in  the  paragraph  in  which  I  quoted 
the  chief  responsibility  rests  with  the  parent  state. 
That  being  so,  the  principal  authority  with  regard 
to  such  matters  must  continue  there,  but,  Sir,  that 
does  not  apply  to  every  foreign  relation  that  may 
arise.  There  may  be  cases  in  which  the  colony  is 
the  party  chiefly  concerned  ;  there  may  be  cases  in 
which  the  interest  under  discussion  is  a  colonial 
interest  and  not  an  imperial  interest  ;  and  surely 
where  that  is  the  case,  it  is  not  unreasonable  to  say, 
that  with  regard  to  such  matters  the  negotiations 
are  to  be  conducted  upon  the  advice  of  the  Ministers 
of  that  colony,  who  are  responsible  to  the  colony 
which  is  chiefly  concerned.  We  say  that  we 
trust  to  imperial  authorities  in  all  imperial  matters. 
We  do  not  question  their  authority,  we  do  not  say 
that  where  the  chief  responsibility  and  burden 
devolves  upon  them,  that  we  ought  to  over-rule  their 
views  or  to  interfere  with  their  authority.  But 
surely  if  we  trust  them  they  should  trust  us.  This 
should  be  a  matter  of  mutual  trust,  and  the  Imperial 
Government  ought  to  be  as  prepared  to  stand  by  and 
to  uphold  a  treaty  relating  to  our  civil  and  commer¬ 
cial  matters  and  negotiated  by  us,  and  relating  to 
matters  in  which  we  are  chiefly  concerned,  as  we  are, 
as  every  other  portion  of  the  Empire  is,  to  uphold 
the  exercise  of  its  unquestioned  authority  in  these 
matters  which  chiefly  concern  itself.  Now,  Mr. 
Speaker,  it  seems  to  me  that  the  time  lias  come 
when  the  power  to  act  must,  in  the  case  of  all  the 
large  colonies,  accompany  the  interest.  That,  1 
think,  is  a  safe  rule.  I  think  that  mistakes  are  much 
less  likely  to  be  made  and  difficulties  are  much  less 
likely  to  grow  up,  and  ill-feeling  is  much  less 
likely  to  be  engendered,  where  the  sovereign 
responsibility  rests  with  those  who  are  chiefly 
affected.  The  sovereign  power  to  treat  and  to 
bind  may  be  exercised  by  the  appointees  of  the 
Crown  upon  the  advice  of  Ministers  responsible  to 
the  community  which  is  chiefly  interested.  The 
external  relations  of  the  Empire  might  remain  un-  I 
changed  if  this  principle  be  fully  recognized.  I 
repeat  that  I  accept  the  rule  which  I  have  quoted' 
from  Lord  Salisbury,  namely,  that  the  party  who 
is  chiefly  affected  is  the  party  who  has  the  right  to 
exercise  the  sovereign  power.  Now,  let  me,  by  way 
of  illustration,  suppose  that  war,  out  of  some  matter 
of  dispute,  should  arise  between  the  United  King¬ 
dom  and  the  United  States.  Who  would  be  the 
party  who  is  chiefly  concerned  ?  W ould  it  be  the 
United  Kingdom  that  would  be  likely  to  be  in¬ 
vaded  or  would  it  be  Canada  ?  Can  there  be  a 
doubt  that  Canada  would  be  the  party  who  would 
chiefly  suffer  from  any  conflict  that  might  arise  ; 
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and  Canada  being  the  party  having  the  largest 
measure  of  responsibility,  the  largest  interests  in¬ 
volved,  she  is  the  party  that  ought  to  deter¬ 
mine  what  these  relations  should  be,  and  what 
negotiations  should  be  had  to  secure  a  fair  and  a 
just  settlement,  Sir,  this,  it  seems  tome,  would  in 
j  no  way  interfere  with  the  relations  which  have 
!  existed  between  the  colonies  and  the  mother  land. 
The  constitutional  development  of  the  colonies  no 
doubt  must  bring  about  a  change  in  one  respect  in 
the  relation  of  the  dependencies  to  the  parent 
state.  That  relation  is  no  longer  the  relation  of 
lord  and  vassal.  It  is  the  relation  of  friends 
standing  upon  a  footing  of  equality,  not  equal 
in  strength  but  equal  in  rights,  and  the  dom¬ 
inant  influence  of  the  mother  country  ought 
to  depend  upon  its  superior  wealth,  and  its 
superior  numbers,  and  not  upon  any  assertion  of 
sovereignty  over  us  with  regard  to  matters  spe¬ 
cially  concerning  ourselves.  The  union  of  the 
Empire  in  the  future  must  be  a  union  based  not 
upon  the  assertion  of  legislative,  executive,  or 
military  supremacy.  The  permanence  of  the 
union  and  the  strength  of  the  union  depends  on 
the  absence  of  coercion  and  of  restraint.  The 
strength  of  that  union  depends  largely  upon  the 
language,  upon  a  common  literature,  upon  a  com¬ 
mon  system  of  jurisprudence,  upon  a  common 
system  of  constitutional  government,  and  upon 
the  common  hopes  and  aspirations  of  the  people  of 
the  various  communities  with  regard  to  their 
progress.  These,  Sir,  are,  in  my  judgment,  far 
stronger  and  far  more  enduring  elements  of  union 
than  the  mere  possession  of  superior  legislative  or 
military  authority.  It  is  an  essential  condition  of 
progress  that  we  must  grow  into  a  broader  freedom, 
and  become  possessed  of  a  greater  measure  of  power, 
and  have  greater  authority  devolving  upon  us  and 
greater  responsibilities.  In  the  nature  of  things  this 
must  be  so,  unless  we,  by  our  follies  or  by  our  vices, 
put  an  end  to  our  progress.  It  is  only  by  ceasing 
to  be  a  progressive  people  that  we  can  cease  to  grow 
in  the  direction  of  a  larger  measure  of  authority 
than  we  have  up  to  this  time  possessed.  Let  us 
look,  Sir,  for  a  moment  at  some  of  the  recent  phases 
in  the  relations  which  the  different  parts  of  the 
Empire  have  towards  each  other.  Has  any  one 
forgotten  the  assertion  of  Australia  a  few  years  ago 
that  she  ought  to  possess  the  power  of  acquiring 
new  territory.  Australia  insisted  upon  the  acqui¬ 
sition  of  New  Guinea  for  the  purpose  of  protecting 
and  promoting  her  future  interests  ?  The  demand 
was  a  novel  demand  ;  it  was  a  new  experience  to 
the  Colonial  Minister,  and  Lord  Derby  who  was 
Colonial  Secretary  at  the  time,  replied  :  That  Her 
Majesty’s  imperial  advisers  must  be  the  sole  judges 
as  to  whether  Her  Majesty’s  imperial  dominions 
should  be  extended  or  whether  they  should  not. 
But  Australia  contested  that  principle.  She  said  : 
That  rule  is  all  very  well  in  the  great  majority 
of  instances  ;  but  she  maintained  that  cases  might 
arise  when  the  interests  of  the  colony  are  para¬ 
mount,  and  where  that  is  the  case  it  was  the 
colony  that  should  guide  the  parent  state  and  not 
the  parent  state  that  should  determine  what  were 
the  interests  of  the  colon y.  The  colonists  pointed 
out  that  they  had  upon  their  northern  border 
an  immense  island  containing  nearly  300,000  square 
miles,  and  they  could  not  be  indifferent  to  the 
occupation  of  that  island  in  the  future.  They  said  : 
The  islands  in  the  southern  seas  are  within  the 
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sphere  of  our  dominion  ;  we  are  opposed  to  their 
acquisition  by  any  European  state  ;  we  cannot 
afford  to  have  established  upon  our  border  by  a 
great  military  power  a  colony  which  would  entail 
upon  us  serious  burdens  to  prevent  our  liberties 
being  menaced,  which  would  not  rest  upon  us  at 
all  if  these  acquisitions  were  not  had.  They  im¬ 
pressed  on  the  Imperial  Government  their  views, 
and  Lord  Derby  ultimately  gave  way  ;  but  he  did 
not  do  so  until  the  Empire  of  Germany  had  acquired 
60,000  square  miles,  more  than  one-fifth  of  the  area 
of  the  Island  of  New  Guinea.  But  this  discussion 
which  took  place  between  the  Imperial  Government 
and  the  governments  of  the  Australian  colonies 
shows  the  direction  in  which  the  greater  colonies  are 
growing.  It  shows  that  they  cannot  be  indifferent 
to  their  external  relations,  that  they  are  anxious  to 
watch  their  opportunities,  and  that  they  have  hopes 
that  at  no  distant  day  those  colonies  will  become  uni¬ 
ted  and  grow  into  a  great  commonwealth  ;  they  are 
the  aspirations  born  of  freedom  in  the  midst  of  great 
opportunities,  and  no  one  that  follows  that  corres¬ 
pondence  can  fail  to  sympathize  with  the  Australian 
colonies,  and  to  believe  that  they  were  altogether 
in  the  right.  Well,  Sir,  France  acquired  the  islands 
of  New  Ireland  and  the  New  Hebrides,  and  un¬ 
dertook  to  establish  penal  settlements  there.  The 
colonies  protested.  They  presented  their  views  to 
the  Foreign  Office,  and  the  Foreign  Office  became  the 
mere  instrument  for  the  pupose  of  giving  effect  to 
the  views  of  the  colonies  in  regard  to  these  matters. 
Then,  look  for  a  moment  at  the  discussion  which 
took  place  between  England  and  Germany  with 
regard  to  the  respective  spheres  of  influence  of 
those  nations  in  southern  Africa.  Cape  Colony 
became  interested  in  the  discussion,  and  its  Govern¬ 
ment  and  the  press  insisted  on  their  right  to  be 
heard  with  regard  to  that  matter,  on  the  ground 
that  it  was  one  affecting  the  future  interests 
of  that  colony,  even  more  than  it  affected  the 
interests  of  the  parent  state.  All  those  discus¬ 
sions,  like  the  action  of  the  Government  here 
— although  they  formerly  opposed  this  principle — 
have  again  and  again  made  it  clear  that  the  larger 
colonies  have  outgrown  the  principle  of  local  self- 
government  confined  to  mere  domestic  affairs.  They 
have  reached  the  very  border  line  of  such  authority. 
Their  interests  are  extending  beyond  that ;  and  now 
the  time  has  come  when  they  must  assert  their  claim 
to  a  larger  measure  of  governmental  authority  in 
order  that  they  may  adjust  the  functions  of  the 
Government  to  the  new  circumstances  which  have 
arisen.  Sir,  it  is  in  this  way  that  the  Empire  is 
growing  ;  it  is  in  this  direction  that  the  authority 
of  Colonial  Government  is  being  extended.  Now, 
I  know  that  there  are  some  hon.  gentlemen  in 
this  House  who  subscribe  to  the  doctrine  of  im¬ 
perial  federation,  and  who  are  looking  forward  to 
that  as  a  solution  of  some  of  those  difficulties 
which  are  pressing  themselves  upon  the  attention  of 
the  governments  of  all  the  larger  colonies.  I  may 
say,  after  having  given  that  subject  the  best  -con¬ 
sideration  that  I  have  been  able  to  give  it,  that  I 
do  not  think  it  is  in  that  direction  that  the  solu¬ 
tion  of  the  relations  of  the  different  portions  of 
the  Empire  to  each  other  will  be  found.  On  the 
subject  of  an  imperial  federation  applied  to  com¬ 
munities  so  widely  separated  from  each  other  as 
those  which  constitute  the  British  Empire,  there 
is  such  an  absence  of  general  knowledge  with  re¬ 
gard  to  matters  of  a  sovereign  and  large  character, 
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but  an  acquaintance  with  which  is  in  the  nature 
of  things  local,  that  there  will  always  be  wanting 
some  of  the  essential  elements  to  anything  like  a 
systematic  and  well-organized  federal  empire.  Sir, 
the  relations  between  the  different  portions  of  the 
Empire  are  being  worked  out  by  its  exigencies.  The 
necessities  of  each  part  are  working  and  will  con¬ 
tinue  to  work  out,  when  not  seriously  hampered,  a 
solution  upon  altogether  different  lines.  There 
is  not  a  systematization  of  a  centralized  system 
for  the  whole  Empire.  There  is  a  tendency  to 
a  division  of  the  sovereign  authority  between 
the  different  parts  of  the  Empire,  all  being 
bound  by  the  principle  of  mutual  trust  and  mutual 
obligation  to  assume  that  that  sovereign  authority 
exercised  by  the  portions  specially  affected  will 
be  wisely  and  properly  exercised.  Why,  Sir,  let 
us  suppose  for  one  instant  that  we  had  an  imperial 
federation,  and  that  this  question  of  the  extension 
of  the  rights  and  the  authority  of  the  Empire  in 
the  vicinity  of  Australia  were  raised  ;  how  would 
the  whole  Empire,  united  in  a  representative  body 
or  any  executive  body,  be  better  qualified  to  decide 
what  would  be  best  to  be  done  in  that  matter  than 
the  people  of  Australia  themselves  ?  Why  should 
not  the  whole  Empire  take  the  solution  which  the 
people  of  Australia  would  ultimately,  after  due 
reflection,  determinate  upon,  without  insisting 
upon  an  unwieldy  and  cumbrous  organization,  the 
majority  of  the  members  of  whom  must  always  be 
ignorant  of  what  is  proposed  to  be  done  by 
each  particular  section.  There  is  no  doubt,  Sir,  that 
the  Empire  is  undergoing,  it  may  be  slowly,  never¬ 
theless  it  is  undergoing,  transformation.  So  far  as 
the  great  colonies  are  concerned,  it  is  assuming  the 
form  of  a  voluntary  fedei'ation,  the  members  of 
which  are  simply  held  together  by  that  voluntary 
union.  As  the  colonies  increase  in  wealth  and 
population,  they  will  have  in  a  large  and  still  larger 
degree  distinct  external  relations  springing  up  ;  and 
in  my  opinion  everything  points  to  this  solution, 
that  these  external  relations  must  be  left  to  be 
dealt  with  by  the  parties  chiefly  concerned.  It  is 
in  this  way,  and  not  by  a  federal  union, that  the 
different  portions  of  the  Empire  are  likely  to  main¬ 
tain  their  continued  relations  to  each  other.  The 
legal  relations  may  long  remain  as  they  are  ;  but 
the  conventional  government  must  undergo  change. 
It  is,  as  we  know,  yearly  undergoing  some  modific¬ 
ation  ;  and  the  changes  which  take  place  must  be 
adapted  to  the  actual  circumstances  of  the  Empire. 
These  newphases  are  evoled  by,  and  they  are  the  nat¬ 
ural  and  necessary  outcome  of  the  vital  forces  which 
act  on  the  imperial  system.  The  facts  of  which 
I  have  spoken  are  evidences  of  this  vitality,  and 
so  long  as  there  is  no  undue  interference,  no  at¬ 
tempt  to  force  upon  the  different  portions  of  the 
Empire  some  preconceived  notions,  these  vital 
forces  are  likely  to  prove  sufficiently  strong  to 
adjust  the  constitutional  government  of  every  sec¬ 
tion  to  the  necessary  wants  of  the  population. 
Now,  speaking  for  myself,  I  say  that  I  confidently 
trust  to  the  strength  of  that  vitality  for  the  wisest 
and  best  solution,  and  I  ask  the  House  by  this 
motion  to  give  free  play  to  this  principle  as  applied 
to  our  own  requirements.  I  readily  admit  that 
the  public  officials  of  the  parent  state,  who  are 
long  habituated  to  the  administration  of  certain 
departments  of  the  Government,  may  not  willingly 
surrender  any  portion  of  the  power  with  which 
they  have  been  long  entrusted  ;  and  so  you  may 
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look  for  opposition  to  this  proposition.  But  it  | 
must  not  be  forgotten  that  concession  is  not  always 
made  to  conviction  ;  it  is  as  often  made  to  get  rid 
of  importunity  and  its  necessary  worry,  as  justice 
was  done  by  the  unjust  judge  mentioned  in 
the  Gospel.  The  vital  growth  of  our  national 
Government  cannot  be  impeded  by  institutions 
which  have  survived  the  circumstance  upon  which 
their  utility  depended,  it  is  necessery  that  a  new 
arrangement  in  this  particular  should  be  estab¬ 
lished.  and,  once  it  is  established  and  adjusts  itself 
to  its  environments,  the  governing  of  the  Empire 
will,  no  doubt,  be  more  satisfactory  than  it  is  at 
present.  There  will  be  fewer  frictions,  and  every¬ 
body  will  be  ready  to  admit  that  the  condition 
of  things  introduced  is  superior  to  that  which  it 
has  supplanted.  I  ask  the  attention  of  the  House, 
for  a  moment,  to  the  importance  of  commerce  in 
the  eyes  of  English  statesmen.  See  the  number  of 
costly  appliances  which  the  British  Government 
maintain  all  over  the  world  for  the  protection  and 
extension  of  their  trade  and  commerce.  There  are 
coaling  stations,  forts,  docks,  ships  of  war,  and  all 
these  things,  mainly  for  the  protection  of  that 
commerce.  Consider  the  consular  system,  now  a 
branch  of  the  Foreign  Office,  collecting  information 
that  may  be  necessary  for  the  maintenance  and 
further  extension  of  commerce.  You  have  consuls 
and  vice-consuls  upon  whom  duties  are  imposed 
and  labours  of  a  very  important  character  which 
they  are  required  to  perform.  The  information 
which  they  are  required  to  collect  and  report  is 
of  the  first  consequence  to  the  manufacturers  and 
merchants.  They  make  known  the  character  of  the 
trade  of  every  port  and  every  consular  d  istrict.  They 
inform  the  British  public  of  the  kind  of  goods  that 
enter  into  competition  with  British  manufacturesand 
British  products  in  each  particular  locality.  They 
inform  them  of  the  directions  in  which  trade  may 
be  extended.  Their  reports  are  filled  with  sugges¬ 
tions  as  to  the  way  in  which  the  products  of  a  par¬ 
ticular  industry  may  be  enabled  to  maintain  their 
place  in  the  markets  of  the  world.  This  is  the  road 
upon  which  we  must  enter  as  far  as  our  in¬ 
terests  require  and  our  circumstances  will  warrant. 
It  is  by  making  our  people  acquainted  with  the 
world’s  wants,  and  by  undertaking  to  supply  them 
as  far  as  they  advantageously  can,  and  not  by  higher 
taxes,  which  will  enable  them  to  plunder  and 
devour  each  other,  that  this  country  can  be  made 
to  grow  and  prosper.  The  first  step  to  be  taken  to 
this  end  is  to  have  the  right  to  negotiate  commer¬ 
cial  treaties  on  our  own  behalf  conceded  to  us  by 
Her  Majesty’s  Ministers  in  Westminster.  And  so, 
with  the  view  of  obtaining  the  opinion  of  the  House 
and  this  country  upon  this  question,  I  beg  to 
move  : 

That  all  the  words  after  the  word  “  That  ”  be  left  out, 
and  the  following  inserted  instead  thereof:  “it  is  expe¬ 
dient  to  obtain  the  necessary  powers  to  enable  Her 
Majesty  the  Queen  thi'ough  Her  representative  the 
Governor  General  of  Canada,  upon  the  advice  of  his 
Ministers,  to  appoint  an  agent  to  negotiate  commercial 
treaties  with  other  British  possessions  or  with  foreign 
states,  subject  to  the  prior  consent  or  subsequent  approval 
of  the  Parliament  of  Canada.  ” 

I  use  the  word  ‘  ‘  agents  ”  because  I  wish  to  use  as 
broad  and  comprehensive  a  term  as  possible.  It 
will  cover  every  species  of  government  represent¬ 
ative  abroad,  whether  he  be  a  commercial  or  poli¬ 
tical  agent,  whether  he  be  a  person  holding  the 
rank  of  a  permanent  official  or  embassador  or 
Mr.  Mills  (Bothwell). 


whether  he  be  a  plenipotentiary  extraordinary, 
specially  appointed  for  a  specific  purpose  and  the 
accomplishment  of  a  particular  end,  and  so  with 
these  explanations  as  to  the  character  of  my  motion, 

I  beg  leave  to  put  it  in  your  hands,  Sir,  seconded 
by  the  lion,  member  for  Quebec  West  (Mr.  Laurier). 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  shall  promise  in  the  first  place 
not  to  take  up  at  any  very  great  length  the  atten¬ 
tion  of  the  House  to-night,  while  I  attempt  to 
notice  some  few  of  the  remarks  and  conclusions  of 
the  lion,  gentleman  who  has  just  taken  his  seat. 
The  motion  comes  up  in  a  different  way  from  that 
at  first  intended  by  the  hon.  gentleman.  There 
was  it  seems  at  first  some  few  traditions  of  open 
and  honourable  battle  floating  in  that  hon.  gentle¬ 
man’s  mind  by  which  he  allowed  himself  to  be  so 
far  seduced  as  to  determine  to  put  his  motion  before 
the  House,  not  in  the  shape  of  an  amendment 
to  Supply  but  as  a  substantive  motion,  and  submit 
it  to  the  House  as  the  contribution  of  his  thought 
and  his  expression  of  the  consideration  he  had  given 
the  subject,  with  the  idea  of  having  adopted  what 
in  the  end  should  seem  to  be  in  the  best  judgment 
of  the  whole  House,  the  best  course  for  the 
Government  and  Parliament  to  take.  That  which 
the  hon.  gentleman  gave  notice  of,  not  as  a  motion 
in  amendment  to  going  into  Supply,  but  as  an 
open  motion,  which  could  be  fairly  discussed  with¬ 
out  partisan  bias,  without  being  open  to  the  ob¬ 
jection  of  negativing  the  motion  of  the  Government, 
and  so  being  very  nearly  tantamount  to  a  vote  of 
want  of  confidence,  was  in  a  position  where  it 
could  have  been  amended  if,  in  the  judgment  of 
the  House,  the  hon.  gentleman’s  conclusions  were 
not  the  best  and  the  wisest  for  the  country  at 
large.  However,  he  did  not  persist  in  his  first 
idea  but  withdrew  it  from  that  field  of  open  and 
honourable  criticism  where  it  was  subject  to  amend¬ 
ment  by  the  good  sense  of  the  House  acting  upon 
it,  and  he  has  thrown  it  before  the  House  in  a  posi¬ 
tion  where  it  must  pass  or  must  be  rejected  as  it 
stands — a  right  of  the  hon.  gentleman,  which  I 
have  no  intention  to  deny,  but  one  which  I  should 
judge  to  be  not  the  most  statesmanlike  proceeding 
for  a  person  who  wished,  honestly  and  openly,  to 
arrive  at  the  wisest  conclusion  of  this  matter  in  the 
best  interests  of  Parliament  and  of  the  country. 
The  hon.  gentleman  has  chosen  to  make  his  motion 
in  amendment  to  the  proposition  to  go  into  Com¬ 
mittee  of  Supply,  and  it  is  now  before  us  in  that 
|  shape.  I  have  listened  to  his  address  in  its  three 
different  phases.  For  the  first  half  hour  he  read 
an  elaborately  prepared  and  closely  written  essay— 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  I  beg  to  inform  the 
hon.  gentleman  that  I  did  not  read. 

Mr.  FOSTER  —  in  which  the  statesman  was 
altogether  lost  in  the  pedant.  He  gave  the  House 
some  very  important  information,  some  very  novel 
statements,  some  truths  that  had  not  been  previously 
known,  two  of  which  especially  struck  me,  to  the 
effect  that  nations  are1  not  formed  in  a  day,  and, 
further,  that  colonies,  when  they  leave  the  mother 
country,  do  not  necessarily  take  all  the  laws  of  the 
mother  country  with  them.  In  the  second  half  hour, 
the  hon.  gentleman  left  the  scholarly  style  which  he 
had  previously  pursued  and  branched  out  into  a  dis¬ 
quisition  on  some  of  the  acts  of  the  Government,  • 
and  one  of  the  strongest  points  he  made  was  in  refer¬ 
ence  to  the  personal  characteristics  of  the  Minister 
of  Finance.  Well,  I  hope  I  shall  never  be  so  much 
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at  a  loss  for  something  to  say  as  to  have  to  take  up 
,the  time  of  the  House  and  my  own  time  in  criticis¬ 
ing  the  personal  characteristics  of  the  lion,  member 
for  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills).  The  third  half  hour  has 
been  devoted  to  the  evolution  of  the  vital  principles 
which  are  at  work  in  an  Empire  such  as  that  of 
Britain,  as  affected  by  certain  local  and  external 
characteristics  in  its  several  aggregations  widely 
differing  from  each  other,  but,  in  the  whole  hour 
and  a  half  that  the  hon.  gentleman  has  spoken,  he 
has  not  addressed  himself  to  the  practical  considera¬ 
tion  of  the  question  he  has  essayed  to  bring  before 
the  House.  He  has  not  addressed  himself  to  the 
practical  difficulties  that  stand  in  the  way,  he  has 
not  carried  out  to  practical  conclusions  the  premises 
he  has  laid  down,  and  which  must  certainly  carry 
him  in  the  last  analysis  just  as  strongly  and 
logically  to  the  conclusion  that  the  Dominion  of 
Canada  should  have  full  arbitrament  in  regard 
to  the  question  of  peace  or  war,  as  it  would  in 
regard  to  the  arbitrament  of  treaties  between 
the  colony  and  the  Empire  or  the  colony  and 
outside  nations.  What  is  the  hon.  gentleman’s 
grievance  ?  Nobody  doubts  that  the  Dominion 
of  Canada  as  it  exists  to-day,  made  up  of  the 
different  provinces  which  existed  a  quarter  of  a 
century  ago,  nobody  doubts  that  this  portion  of 
the  Empire  has  had  its  growth,  has  herd  its  continu¬ 
ous  evolution,  has  had  its  share  of  progress  and  de¬ 
velopment.  The  hon.  gentleman  states  that,  and 
he  takes  many  words  in  which  to  state  it.  That  is 
known  to  every  student,  even  to  the  most  casual 
student  of  Canadian  history.  The  hon.  gentleman 
argues  that,  because  there  has  been  growth, 
because  there  has  been  evolution,  because 
there  has  been  development  in  the  past,  at  this 
time  this  spirit  cries  for  still  further  embod¬ 
iment,  and  that  the  vital  forces  of  Canada  to-day 
are  in  a  condition  of  dire  limitation,  straining  for 
the  clothing  and  embodiment  which  they  do  not 
have  and  which  he  thinks  they  ought  to  have. 
Where  is  the  grievance  ?  Where  among  the  com¬ 
mercial  or  industrial  or  agricultural  bodies,  is  the 
cry  for  a  further  development  of  the  powers  of 
our  country  in  the  line  of  treaty  making  ;  where 
is  the  demand  that  this  country  should  assume 
the  supreme  direction  of  its  relations  with  ex¬ 
external  countries  in  reference  to  trade  treaties  ? 
It  cannot  be  found.  It  exists  in  the  mind  of  my 
hon.  friend  and  he  discusses  it  in  an  academic  way, 
in  a  way  that  shows  that  even  in  his  own  mind 
there  is  no  practicability  in  it.  If  we  are  a  de¬ 
bating  school  here,  if  we  are  to  deliver  learned 
essays  upon  these  questions  pro  and  con,  it  may  be 
interesting,  but  it  cannot  be  proven  that  there  is 
to-day  in  this  country  a  grievance  on  this  line,  a 
grievance  that  requires  the  solution  which  the  hon. 
gentleman  has  proposed  in  the  motion  before  the 
House.  We  have  had  our  growth  and  our  develop¬ 
ment.  In  25  years  there  was  witnessed  a  wonder¬ 
ful  evolution  in  the  provinces  which  were  then 
colonies  of  Great  Britain.  In  a  short  time  they 
grew  from  Crown  colonies  to  self-governing  col¬ 
onies,  and  then  to  a  Dominion,  whichjhas  practically 
the  supreme  control  of  its  own  internal  affairs. 
Not  only  that,  but  they  grew  lip  to  exercise  the 
power  of  settling  to  a  certain  extent  the  relations 
.  which  this  country  should  hold  to  other  countries 
in  the  matter  of  trade,  by  enacting  what  should  be 
the  tariff  upon  imports  coming  into  this  country, 
what  should  be  the  duties  collected  on  imports 


from  different  countries,  and  to  that  extent  they 
settled  what  should  be  the  relations  existing  be¬ 
tween  this  country  and  external  countries  in  regard 
to  trade  and  commerce.  They  went  even  further 
than  that,  and  this  Dominion  of  Canada  has  legis¬ 
lated  not  only  in  reference  to  uniform  relations  with 
external  countries  as  far  as  tariff  duties  are  con¬ 
cerned,  but  it  has  legislated  in  the  way  of  a 
differentiation  of  duties  upon  lines  which  had  been 
previously  settled  in  treaties  or  in  trade  negotia¬ 
tions  with  emperial  consent,  and  the  tariff  laws  of 
this  country  of  1868,  1879  and  1888  bear  the  marks 
still  of  that  differentiation,  and  so  Canada  has 
grown  up  in  these  respects,  until  to-day,  as  I  stated, 
she  is  practically  a  free  and  self-governing 
.power,  not  only  having  the  management  of  her 
internal  affairs,  but  also,  to  the  extent  that  I 
have  mentioned,  having  the  power  of  determining 
what  shall  be  the  commercial  conditions  be¬ 
tween  herself  and  the  countries  with  which  she 
carries  on  trade  and  commerce.  Now,  Sir,  there 
is  only  one  thing  left,  there  is  only  a  single  power 
left,  which  would  show  the  difference  between 
Canada  as  she  is  to-day,  and  a  complete  and 
absolute  sovereignty,  and  that  is  the  power,  the 
imperial  and  absolute  power,  of  making  treaties 
with  other  countries,  subject  to  no  conditions  and 
to  no  control  except  her  own  interests  as  shown 
through  her  Parliament  and  through  her  Govern¬ 
ment.  But,  Sir,  when  that  position  is  reached,  I 
think  you  come  to  the  position  of  an  absolute 
and  independent  power,  and  you  are  face  to  face 
with  a  change  of  political  condition,  a  change  of 
political  status,  to  which  hon.  gentlemen  may 
shut  their  eyes,  but  which,  in  the  logic  of  events, 
is  as  sure  to  follow  as  night  follows  the  setting  of 
the  sun.  Now,  comes  the  practical  question  so  far 
as  this  debate  is  concerned,  although  it  is  a 
question  which  does  not  cause  the  least  commotion  in 
this  country,  but  if  we  are  to  debate  it  and  to 
settle  it  by  a  vote  of  the  House,  the  practical  ques¬ 
tion  is  this  :  Are  we  prepared  to  take  that  other 
step  with  all  the  consequences  which  inevitably 
follow  it  ?  Is  there  a  sufficient  motive,  a  sufficient 
necessity,  a  sufficient  reason  for  us  to  ask  for  that 
power  and  to  face  those  consequences  ?  Now,  in 
the  first  place,  and  to  take  them  up  in  their  order, 
is  there  any  present  reason  why  Canada  should, 
on  the  behest  of  the  member  for  Bothwell, 
ask  this  power  and  press  it  to  a  conclusion  ?  If  the 
imperial  power  to-day  made  treaties  with  other 
countries  which  materially  arid  detrimentally  af¬ 
fected  Canadian  interests,  and  forced  them  on  us 
nolens  nolens,  there  would  be  a  reason  why  we 
should  take  some  action  ;  there  would  be  not  a 
reason  for  asking  that  which  my  hon.  friend  has 
asked,  but  there  would  be  a  reason  for  Canada 
making  her  voice  heard  and  placing  her  position 
fairly  and  squarely  before  the  imperial  authority 
in  that  respect.  But  does  that  condition  exist  ? 
It  does  not,  the  very  opposite  exists.  Time  was 
when  Great  Britain  made  treaties  irrespective 
of  the  wishes  or  the  interests  of  her  colonies. 
Those  times  are  gone,  never  to  return,  and  we 
have  issues  enough  to-day,  without  going  back  a 
hundred  years  to  find  a  basis  upon  which  to  rest  a 
demand  for  to-day.  The  time  has  been  since  that 
Great  Britain  has  formed  treaties  with  outside 
nations  which  materially  affected  Canada,  and 
which,  in  the  opinion  of  the  British  Government, 
affected  Canadian  interests  wisely  and  to  her  bene- 
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fit,  but  those  treaties  were  ratified  without  asking 
the  consent  of  Canada.  Some  of  those  we  are  bound 
by  to-day.  We  had  a  discussion  in  the  last  Parlia¬ 
ment  with  reference  to  some  of  them,  discussions 
have  been  raised  in  the  British  Parliament  with 
reference  to  some  of  them,  but  even  that  method  of 
imperial  action  is  not  now,  and  has  not  for  years 
been,  persisted  in  ;  and  since  187S,  not  to  go  further 
back,  Canada  has  not  only  been  in  possession  of  the 
fact,  but  in  possession  of  the  diplomatic  expression 
of  the  fact,  that  from  that  time  forward  Great 
Britain  does  not  propose  to  include  the  colonies  in 
any  treaties  without  the  consent  of  the  colonies 
thereto  ;  so  that  if  a  trade  treaty  is  fonned  between 
Great  Britain  and  any  other  country,  Greece,  Italy, 
Roumania,  a  South  American  country,  any  coun¬ 
try  in  which  the  colonies  were  included  or  can  be 
included,  before  the  colonies  are  bound  by  it,  their 
consent  is  to  be  asked  by  the  British  Government,  the 
treaty  is  to  be  put  before  them,  the  question  is  to  be 
asked  them  :  Are  your  interests  in  the  direction  of 
your  being  included  in  this  treaty?  If  so  inform  us 
of  it,  and  you  will  be  included  ;  if  not,  inform  us  of  it, 
and  you  will  not  be  liable  to  the  terms  of  the  treaty. 
So  that  since  1878,  to  go  no  further  back,  Canada 
has  been  as  free  as  her  own  sweet  will  in  so  far  as 
she  is  affected  by  being  included  in  treaties  made 
by  Great  Britain  with  other  countries.  But,  Sir, 
Great  Britain  went  even  further  than  that, 
illustrating  this  growth  in  sympathy  between  the 
mother  country  and  the  outlying  colonies,  illus¬ 
trating  the  power  and  force  of  representation  of 
the  life,  and  feelings,  and  wishes  of  the  colonies  in 
the  central  power  at  Great  Britain,  illustrating  the 
better  and  more  cordial  relations  existing  between 
the  home  country  and  the  outlying  colonies.  From 
that  time,  a  step  in  advance  of  what  I  have  just 
related  has  taken  place,  and  if  to-day  Great  Bri¬ 
tain  desires  to  enter  into  negotiations  for  a  treaty 
with  any  country,  her  colonies  are  advised  of  her 
intentions,  and  they  are  asked  what  representa¬ 
tions  they  have  to  make  in  the  matter  as  to  their 
interests,  their  desire  to  be  included,  and  under 
what  terms  and  conditions.  So  that  at  the  present 
time  Canada  is,  as  far  as  her  relation  to  the 
mother  country  is  concerned,  in  the  position  of 
having  the  fullest  and  freest  representation  of 
her  interests  made  to  the  mother  country,  so 
that  no  treaty,  and  no  single  clause  of  a 
treaty,  is  carried  into  effect  detrimental  to 
Canada,  and  under  which  she  is  included,  without 
her  own  consent  and  iree  will.  But  more  than  that 
has  taken  place.  It  is  one  thing  for  the  British 
Government  to  say  :  We  will  conclude  no  treaty 
without  the  consent  of  Canada  as  a  party  to  that 
treaty,  but  it  is  quite  a  different  thing  for  Great 
Britain  to  say  :  When  w.e  are  negotiating  a  treaty, 
or  if  the  people  of  Canada  wish  to  have  a  commer¬ 
cial  treaty  negotiated,  we  will  allow  one  of  their 
representatives  to  be  accredited  on  equal  terms  with 
our  own  Minister  at  the  court  of  that  country, 
where,  in  conjunction  with  the  British  Minister, 
he  shall  conduct  the  negotiations.  So  that  we 
shall  have  in  the  future,  as  we  have  had  in  the  past, 
just  what  the  hon.  gentleman  was  so  long  and  so 
earnest  in  saying  we  should  have,  that  is  to  say,  a 
man  who  possesses  the  knowledge  of  his  country, 
who  has  the  interest  of  the  country  at  heart, 
but  is  not  bound  by  the  trammels  of  old  country 
officialism,  a  man  who  represents  from  the  heart 
the  interests  of  Canada  in  the  negotiations,  a  prin- 
Mr.  Foster. 


ciple  co-partner,  a  principle  co-actor,  in  the  negoti¬ 
ations,  looking  after  the  interests  of  Canada  and 
embodying  in  the  terms  of  the  treaty  what 
shall  be  for  her  benefit  and  what  shall  be 
for  the  extension  of  her  commerce.  Now,  I  say 
these  are  great  advances  over  the  olden 
times.  Canada  is  placed  in  a  position  as  good  as 
she  wishes  to  be,  as  good  as  she  can  be,  as  a  colony. 

I  make  that  statement  absolutely,  that  it  places 
her  in  the  best  position  she  can  be,  unless  she 
wishes  to  make  the  demand  which  will  lead  inevit¬ 
ably,  as  it  does  logically,  to  a  change  of  political 
status,  to  a  condition  of  absolute  and  complete  and 
sovereign  independence.  These  are  the  steps  in 
advance  in  that  growth  and  progress  which  has 
taken  place  of  better  feeling  and  greater  community 
of  interest  between  the  mother  country  and  her 
colonies.  These  are  steps  in  that  advance,  and  this 
is  the  position  which  to-day  Canada  occupies. 
What  are  the  advantages  of  this  position  ?  I  thihk 
they  are  many.  I  think  it  is  an  advantage  that  as 
British  commerce  goes  everywhere  and  makes  its 
entrance  into  every  port  of  the  world,  and  has  in 
every  port  its  mechanism  of  interchange,  its  active 
influences  in  consulships,  in  official  representation  of 
the  Home  Government ;  in  all  those  different  ways,  it 
is  of  great  moment  that  the  commerce  of  the  colo¬ 
nies  should  be,  British,  that  the  ships  of  the  colony 
should  be  British  ships,  that  the  prestige  of  the 
mother  country  should  be  to  that  extent  the  pres¬ 
tige  of  the  colony  as  well.  It  would  be  a  conse¬ 
quence,  to  be  very  carefully  weighed  before  we 
incurred  it,  as  to  whether  we  should  fake  a  step 
which  would  sever  colonial  commerce  and  colonial 
ships  from  the  great  body  of  British  commerce  and 
British  ships.  Again,  it  is  an  advantage  which  this 
country  possesses  that  Great  Britain,  with  its 
trained  system  of  diplomacy,  with  its  prestige  and 
power  at  the  court  of  every  country  in  the  world, 
trained  and  used  to  the  ways  of  diplomacy,  from 
long  centuries  of  evolution  grown  into  the  pecu¬ 
liarities,  grown  to  know  the  conditions  and  the 
sympathies  even  of  these  different  powers — it  is  of 
great  moment  that  whatever  Canada  has  to  press, 
as  she  may  to-day  press,  by  her  own  accredited 
envoys,  may  be  pressed  with  the  aid  and  under  the 
prestige  and  influence  of  that  trained  diplomatic 
body  which  Great  Britain  to-day  has  extending 
over  every  part  of  the  world.  That  is  an  advantage 
which  is  not  a  light  or  a  small  one,  and  it  is  one 
we  should  carefully  weigh  before  we  enter  upon  a 
course  which  would  deprive  us  of  that  advantage 
and  throw  -us  back  upon,  our  own  diplomatic  re¬ 
sources  entirely.  I  am  not  mentioning  here  the 
question  of  expense.  That  question  would  un¬ 
doubtedly  come  up  ;  but  if  the  advantages  would 
be  paramount,  the  question  of  expense  would  have 
to  be  subordinate.  It  must,  however,  be  borne  in 
mind  that  if  Canada  assumes  the  position,  is 
allowed  to  assume  the  position,  of  a  treaty  power, 
she  will  have  to  be  responsible  for  her  own 
diplomacy j  she  must  possess  her  own  diplomatic 
corps  trained  for  that  purpose,  with  those  inciden¬ 
tal  expenses  which  necessarily  attach  to  it,  and 
which  are  by  no  means  small.  These  are  some  of 
the  points  which  w  ill  arise  when  we  discuss  this 
question  as  to  whether  we  wall  take  the  indepen¬ 
dent  stand  of  negotiating  our  own  treaties,  or 
whether  we  will  proceed  in  the  manner  we  are 
pursuing  to-day.  I  was  amused  when  the  hon. 
member  for  Bothw'ell  (Mr.  Mills)  w’as  making  his 
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remarks,  when  in  the  middle  portion  of  his  speech 
he  spoke  about  my  trip  to  the  West  Indies, 
about  the  expedition  of  the  Ministers  to  Washing¬ 
ton  on  two  or  three  different  occasions,  about  the 
attempts  at  negotiation  that  had  been  made  with 
France  and  Spain  by  the  Canadian  commissioner, 
accredited  with  equal  power  with  the  British 
ambassadors  at  those  courts,  and  which  the  hon. 
gentleman  said  had  been  abortive,  and  at  the  con¬ 
clusion  to  which  his  argument  tended.  On  the  one 
hand,  he  was  contending  that  the  officials  of  Great 
Britain  are  too  entrenched  in  their  ways,  that  they 
are  too  generally  ignorant  of  this  country,  that 
they  are  too  much  disinclined  to  put  themselves  out 
of  the  way  for  the  sake  of  outlying  colonies,  that 
they  have  too  high  an  appreciation  of  the  paramount 
interests  of  the  mother  country  to  make  them  in 
any  way  fit  to  carry  on  a  negotiation  for  the  exten¬ 
sion  and  trade  of  Canada.  And  yet,  in  every  in¬ 
stance  where  the  sons  of  Canada,  the  citizens  of 
Canada,  accredited  direct  from  Canada,  made  those 
attempts  at  negotiatiohs,  some  of  which,  as  the 
hon.  gentleman  stated,  were  abortive,  so  far  as  re¬ 
sults  were  concerned,  the  hon.  gentleman  was  led 
to  this  conclusion  :  that  about  the  worst  men  you 
could  possibly  send  to  conduct  those  negotiations 
were  Canadians,  natives  of  the  soil,  who  were 
accredited  by  their  own  country,  and  who,  con¬ 
sequently,  ought  to  be’ thought  to  know  the  inter¬ 
ests  of  our  own  country  best.  I  suppose  the  hon. 
gentleman  would  meet  that  by  saying  that  the 
wrong  men  were  sent  from  Canada,  men  of  the 
wrong  party,  sent  by  a  wrong  Government,  and 
that  all  this  would  be  cured  by  placing  another 
Government  in  power  and  sending  a  different  class 
of  men.  But  the  hon.  gentleman’s  argument  tend¬ 
ed  to  destroy  what  in  another  part  of  his  argu¬ 
ment  he  was  endeavouring  to  sustain,  that  Cana¬ 
dians  were  best  calculated  to  look  after  their  own 
interests.  I  entirely  agree  with  the  assertion  that 
as  to  the  commercial  interests  of  Canada,  in  seeking 
to  enlarge  these  interests,  in  seeking  to  have  favour¬ 
able  trade  relations  established  with  the  different 
countries  of  the  world,  no  men  know  better  what  is 
needed  than  do  Canadians  themselves,  and  I  go  strong¬ 
ly,  fully  and  absolutely  for  the  fullest  representation 
of  Canadian  interests  and  Canadian  requirements 
in  every  treaty  which  is  negotiated,  in  every  treaty 
which  is  concluded.  Under  the  present  system  we 
have  secured  that  result.  Under  the  present  system 
this  very  day, 'Sir  Charles  Tupper,  our  High  Com¬ 
missioner,  is  accredited  as  co-plenipotentiary  to  the 
Court  of  Spain  at  Madrid,  there  to  conduct  part  of 
the  negotiations  for  a  new  treaty,  which  it  is  hoped 
will  be  framed,  between  Great  Britain  and  Spain 
and  Great  Britain’s  colonies  and  Spain  in  the 
interests  of  Canada,  with  a  full  knowledge  of  her 
requirements  and  in  full  communication  with  the 
Government  in  Canada.  That  carries  out  what  I 
have  stated,  that  to-day  we  have  the  fullest  power 
of  representation  it  is  possible  to  possess.  I  desire 
to  ask  the  House  to  consider  for  a  moment  one  more 
point  which  strikes  me  at  this  time.  It  is  this  : 
The  hon.  gentleman  by  his  resolution  asks  that  we 
shall  have  the  sole  power  to  initiate  and  negotiate 
our  treaties,  and  that  they  shall  be  ratified  by  our 
Parliament,  by  statutory  Act  I  suppose,  and  that 
this  statutory  Act  shall,  as  all  statutory  Acts  do, 
pass  the  review  of  Her  Majesty’s  representative  here, 
and,  if  necessary,  submit  to  the  veto  of  Her  Majesty’s 
representative  here,  or  of  Her  Majesty  at  home. 


As  I  understand  the  resolution,  that  is  the  mod  a * 
which  he  proposes.  Now,  I  ask  the  attention  of 
hon.  gentlemen  to  the  difficulty  which  will 
immediately  occur.  Do  we  not  know  that  so  long 
as  the  British  Empire  is  a  British  Empire  there 
must  be  a  seat  of  sovereign  and  absolute  power 
somewhere,  and*that  seat  can  not  reside  in  the 
colony  nor  the  dependency,  but  in  the  Home 
Government  of  the  mother  land.  So  long  as  that 
Empire  is  bound  together  as  an  Empire  there  must 
be  that  one  seat  of  sovereign  and  absolute  power, 
and  that  seat  must  be  as  I  have  said  in  the  mother 
land.  If  there  is  one  principle  which  has  been 
held  to  by  the  British  Government — and  I  believe 
held  to  in  the  interests  of  the  Empire  at  large—  it 
is  this  :  That  while  the  British  Government  is  will¬ 
ing  that  its  colonies  shall  have  the  freest  manage¬ 
ment  of  their  internal  affairs  and  the  freest  possible 
control  of  their  commerce  and  trade,  yet,  the  doc¬ 
trine  has  been  laid  down  in  the  Cape,  in  Australia, 
in  Canada  and  in  every  one  of  the  British  depen¬ 
dencies,  that  in  the  making  of  these  condition" 
there  are  imperial  interests  which  are  to  be  looked 
at  as  well  as  local  interests  ;  and  that  whatever 
freedom  in  the  making  of  tariff  laws  and  in  the 
making  of  treaties,  through  and  with  the  co-opera¬ 
tion  of  the  British  Government,  have  been  granted 
to  these  different  colonies,  it  has  always  been  laid 
down  as  a  principle,  that  discrimination  against 
British  goods  in  favour  of  the  goods  of  foreign 
countries  will  not  be  allowed  ;  and  it  has  not  been 
allowed  at  the  will  of  any  colony.  There  have 
been  cases  in  which  Great  Britain  has,  in  confer¬ 
ence  with  this  or  that  colony,  allowed  treaties  to  go 
so  far  as  to  enforce  certain  tariff  regulations  which 
might  lopk  like  discrimination,  but  that  has  been  al¬ 
lowed  simply  because,  in  the  line  of  articles  which 
were  included,  the  good  to  the  colonies  was  consi¬ 
dered  to  be  great,  and  the  discrimination  or  want 
of  compensation  to  the  mother  country  was  consi¬ 
dered  to  be  reduced  to  a  minimum.  One  or  two  of 
the  Australian  colonies  in  1871  made  a  demand  for 
power  to  regulate  their  own  intercolonial  tariffs  and 
to  discriminate,  if  need  be,  against  British  goods, 
and  a  long  diplomatic  discussion  ensuec  between 
Lord  Kimberley  and  the  Australian  colonies,  in 
which  Lord  Kimberley  laid  down — not  for  the  first 
time,  but  in  that  quarter  of  the  world  afresh  and 
anew — the  doctrine  that  the  imperial  power  could 
not  grant  to  the  colonial  power  such  authority  as 
would  enable  it  to  discriminate  against  British 
goods,  even  where  the  colonies  alone  were  con¬ 
cerned,  and  still  less  where  external  countries 
were  concerned.  As  an  outcome  of  that  dis¬ 
cussion,  the  Legislature  of  that  colony  almost  unan¬ 
imously  passed  a  resolution  in  which  it  affirmed 
the  safety  of  the  principle  laid  down  by  Lord 
Kimberley  ;  and  as  a  result  of  that,  the  Australian 
colonies  have  ever  since  subscribed  loyally  to  that 
doctrine  as  being  not  only  in  the  interests  of  the 
Empire  as  a  whole,  but  in  the  interests  of  the 
colonies  themselves.  While  they  asked  for  and 
while  they  received  the  power  to  form  commercial 
treaties  among  themselves  as  they  thought  fit,  and 
to  arrange  their  own  tariffs  as  suited  them  best ; 
yet  under  an  Act  of  the  British  Parliament  passed 
not  long  since,  looking  towards  the  federation  of 
these  colonies,  and  conferring  upon  them  Very  large 
powers  with  reference  to  their  tariff  legislation, 
the  principle  of  non-discrimination  against  British 
goods  has  been  borne  in  mind.  So  it  has  been  in 
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all  diplomatic  correspondence  which  Canada  and 
the  other  colonies  have  had  with  Great  Britain. 
But  how  are  these  things  arranged  to-day  under 
the  present  system  ?  To-day  M  misters  sent  by  the 
Governor  General  of  this  country  as  the  represent¬ 
ative  of  the  Queen,  go  to  Washington,  go  to 
Madrid,  go  to  Paris,  go  to  the  West  Indies,  go  to 
Brazil,  or  go  to  any  other  country,  and  be¬ 
ing  in  communication  with  the  British  Min¬ 
ister  who  represents  the  Home  Government, 
they  carry  on  their  negotiations.  In  the 
course  of  these  negotiations  articles  are  dis¬ 
cussed  by  the  Canadian  delegate,  by  the  Brit¬ 
ish  Minister,  by  the  Canadian  Government, 
and  by  the  Home  Government  if  necessary,  and 
before  any  decided  action  is  taken  or  agreement 
reached,  that  agreement  is  assented  to  by  all  par¬ 
ties,  and  when  it  is  ratified  there  is  no  heart-burn¬ 
ing  or  no  clashing  of  authority.  It  may  be  that 
the  colonies  might  have  to  give  way  in  some 
respects,  or  it  may  be  that  the  British  Government 
gives  way  in  some  respects  ;  but  they  do  it  by  con¬ 
ference  one  with  the  other  while  the  negotiations 
are  pending,  and  an  agreement  is  reached  before 
the  treaties  are  ratified  and  approved  of  by  the 
Parliament  of  either  country.  Take  the  other 
method  which  is  suggested  to-night.  Claim  to 
yourselves  anti  have  that  claim  allowed,  that  Can¬ 
adian  commissioners  shall  have  sovereign  rights, 
without  any  communication  with  the  British  Gov¬ 
ernment,  to  go  to  a  foreign  country,  to  make  a 
treaty  having  solely  in  view  the  interests  of  the 
colony  without  any  regard  to  the  interests  of  other 
colonies  or  of  imperial  interests.  Let  that  be 
agreed  to  between  the  commissioners  from  Canada 
and  the  representatives  of  power  they  are  making 
the  treaty  with.  Let  it  be  ratified,  if  it  can  be 
ratified,  and  let  it  be  brought  down  and  adopted 
by  the  colonial  legislature,  the  Parliament  of  Can¬ 
ada  for  instance,  and  put  in  the  form  of  a  law  ; 
then  and  then  only  can  the  objections  of  the 
Home  Government  be  made,  and  then  and  then 
only  can  it  be  made  after  the  Parliament  of 
Canada  has  committed  itself  to  a  course,  to  recede 
from  which  would  be  considered  a  humiliation  and 
a  denial  of  interests.  There  you  have  a  chance  for 
difficulties  just  at  the  most  acute  point,  and  if  the 
Home  Government  thought  that  the  colonial  legis¬ 
lature  was  prejudicial  to  imperial  interests  and 
could  not  be  allowed,  the  contest  would  be  set,  the 
battle  would  be  placed  in  array,  and  it  would  have 
to  be  carried  to  the  bitter  conclusion  by  the  colonial 
Parliament  insisting  upon  what  it  had  done,  no 
matter  what  the  consequences  might  be.  Now,  Sir, 
the  consequences  that  might  be,  and  would  be  in  my 
mind,  would  be  these  :  Every  British  colony  hav¬ 
ing  that  power,  every  British  colony  who  would 
exercise  that  power,  would  be  within  ten  years  in 
an  acute  state  of  dispute  with  the  British  Govern¬ 
ment  on  account  of  these  wider  and  more  diversi¬ 
fied  and  larger  interests ;  a  dispute  which  could 
end  only  in  one  way,  and  that  would  be  in  the 
absolute  separation  of  the  different  colonies  from 
the  mother  land  and  the  consequent  practical  dis¬ 
memberment  of  the  Empire.  I  think' there  is  no 
getting  rid  of  that  conclusion  in  any  practical  way. 
I  am  not  going  to  read  despatches  of  later  date, 
but  I  could  read  despatches  under  my  hand, 
not  a  year  old,  which  have  occurred  in  the  New¬ 
foundland  discussions,  despatches  which  state  ex¬ 
plicitly  the  doctrine  which  I  have  just  laid  down, 
Mr.  Foster. 


that  neither  with  Newfoundland  nor  with  any  other 
colony  can  the  British  Government  allow  it  to  go 
undisputed  and  as  agreed  to,  that  that  colony  can 
make  whatever  arrangements  it  likes  in  the  way  of 
a  treaty,  indifferent  to  the  larger  interests  of  the 
Empire,  or  to  the  smaller  interests,  it  may  be  in 
some  cases,  of  component  parts  of  the  Empire,  sister 
colonies  lying  near  at  hand.  There  is  no  doubt  about 
that  doctrine.  Now,  Sir,  I  think  that  is  a  danger¬ 
ous  thing.  If  it  is  as  I  hold  it  to  be,  let  us  have  no 
deception  about  the  matter.  Let  us  have  no  more 
of  this  doctrine  preached  by  my  hon.  friend  oppo¬ 
site,  that  if  you  see  a  dime  in  the  distance,  and  it 
is  to  your  interest  to  pocket  it,  pocket  it,  let  the 
ethical  and  other  considerations  take  care  of  them¬ 
selves.  If  you  think  the  exchanging  of  poultry, 
eggs  and  other  things  between  us  and  the  United 
States  would  be  to  Canada’s  material  bene¬ 
fit,  for  the  time  being,  get  the  benefit,  carry 
out  the  arrangement,  no  matter  what  may 
take  place  in  reference  to  our  allegiance, 
or  the  political  status  or  future  of  the  country.  I 
do  not  subscribe  to  that  doctrine  ;  neither  does  the 
Dominion  of  Canada  subscribe  to  it  ;  neither  did 
that  hon.  gentleman’s  trusted  and  much  lauded 
leader  subscribe  to  that  doctrine,  when  he  severed 
his  connection  with  his  party,  even  though,  from 
long  ties  of  affiliation  and  sympathy  he  smothered 
his  letter  for  the  brief  space  of  thirty  days  until 
they  could  gain  the  paltry  advantage  that  they 
begged  of  him.  In  that  letter  he  told  them  to 
their  face  :  You  went  to  the  country  with  a 
deceptive  cry  ;  you  had  a  mask  upon  your  fore¬ 
heads  ;  you  said  to  this  country,  it  is  simply 
improved  trade  relations  we  want,  the  pivotal  point 
of  which  was  a  different  political  status  and  I  refuse 
to  be  a  party  to  that  deception  ;  if  we  are  to 
canvass  this  question,  we  will  canvass  it  on  the 
basis  of  a  change  in  our  political  status,  and  in  its 
true  colours.  To-day,  Sir,  the  same  operation  is 
going  on.  To-day  the  gentleman  from  Both  well  is 
put  up  here  in  the  name  of  his  party — what  to  do  ? 
To  get,  Sir,  what  the  leader  of  the  party  gave  us 
his  sign  manual,  and  pledged  his  word  before  a 
Boston  audience  and  the  American  Republic 
to  gain,  as  the  very  forefront,  watchword 
and  battle-cry  of  his  party.  Sir,  these  men 
are  not  masquerading  surely.  We  must  take 
them  seriously  ;  when  they  speak  they  must  mean 
something.  They  claim  to  have  a  party  behind 
them  and  to  speak  for  that  party.  *  I  take  them  at 
their  claim,  and  the  gentleman  opposite  spoke  for 
the  Liberal  party  when  he  satisfied  his  Boston 
audience,  and  the  gentleman  from  Bothwell  spoke 
for  my  hon.  friend  and  the  Liberal  party  when  to¬ 
day  he  took  the  first  step  in  that  programme  to 
which  the  hon.  gentleman  pledged  himself  before 
his  Boston  audience.  There  is  logic  in  the  position 
these  hon.  gentlemen  take.  Whether  they  see  it 
or  not,  the  country  sees  it,  and  I  propose  that  this 
House  and  the  country  shall  see  just  a  little  bit  of 
that  now.  The  hon.  gentleman  after  the  last 
elections,  and  after  the  long  session  of  Parliament 
was  over,  went  down  to  the  city  of  Boston,  as  he 
had  a  perfect  right  to  do ;  he  spoke  before  a  select 
aitdience  there,  as  he  had  a  perfect  right  to  speak, 
and  into  the  ear  of  the  American  people,  as  he  had 
a  perfect  right  to  do  ;  and  to-night  I  have  a  perfect 
right  to  put  side  by  side  some  of  the  things  he  said 
and  some  conclusions  that  I  propose  to  draw  from 
them.  What  was  the  first  thing  that  the  hon. 
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gentleman  did  ?  The  first  thing  that  he  did,  an 
unnecessary  and  gratuitous  thing,  was  to  summon 
his  native  country  and  the  mother  country 
before  a  foreign  tribunal  to  prefer  a  false  charge 
against  them,  and  to  condemn  them  before  a 
foreign  audience  and  a  foreign  people  on  that  false 
charge.  He  stated  that  the  conduct  of  England 
and  Canada  during  the  Civil  War  of  1861-66  was  a 
“  disgrace  to  the  civilization  of  England  and  of 
Canada.  ”  Sir,  when  the  hon.  gentleman  said  that  he 
said  it  with  the  records  of  Canada  staring  him  in 
face,  with  the  archives  of  the  United  States  tell¬ 
ing  him  that  he  was  giving  utterance  to  what 
was  not  true,  with  the  archives  of  Great  Britain 
bearing  full  and  plain  testimony  to  the  unve¬ 
racity  of  his  charge  ;  and  there  are  to-day,  Sir, 
in  the  archives  of  these  countries,  the  publish¬ 
ed  thanks  of  the  Government  of  the  United  States 
of  that  day  to  the  Canadian  Government  and  the 
Canadian  people  for  the  wise,  prudent,  neutral 
and  conservative  course  which  they  took  during 
that  civil  war.  The  hon.  gentleman  had  no  need 
to  make  that  accusation,  except  for  one  purpose, 
and  for  that  one  purpose  I  must  conclude  he 
brought  it.  For  what  purpose  ?  To  ingratiate 
himself  with  that  portion  of  the  American  people 
who  for  twenty  years  have  been  harping  upon  the 
disgraceful  and  unneighbourly  conduct  of  Canada 
and  England  during  that  civil  war.  But,  Sir,  he 
then  went  a  little  further,  and  declared  before 
that  same  audience  and  in  the  ear  of  the  American 
people,  that  “  it  is  a  great,  a  fatal  mistake  to  make 
allegiance,  British  allegiance,  the  basis  of  trade.  ” 
That  was  one  step  more  leading  to  the  conclusion 
that  his  auditors  would  draw,  whose  sympathies, 
rightly  from  their  standpoint,  had  been  for  many 
years  entirely  enlisted  in  the  direction  of  the  exclu¬ 
sion  of  British  influence  from  the  North  American 
continent.  That  statement  was  a  grateful  one  to 
those  people,  and  they  said,  and  had  a  right  to  say  : 
Here  is  the  leader,  and  yonder  is  the  party  for  us, 
for  they  do  not  believe  that  British  allegiance  is 
the  basis  for  trade.  He  went  still  further,  and  in 
the  next  place  he  promised  to  those  people  in  the 
name  of  himself  and  his  party  soon  to  be  victorious, 
that  when  they  came  into  power,  they  would 
give  to  the  United  States  of  America  unrestricted 
free  trade  ;  thus  carrying  out  the  hon.  gentleman’s 
doctrine  that  it  was  a  great,  a  fatal  mistake,  that 
British  allegiance  should  be  the  basis  of  trade. 
He  went  still  further,  and  said  what  was  grateful 
to  that  same  audience,  when  he  asserted  that  “the 
present  position  of  Canada  cannot  last,  that  even  at 
this  day  England  and  Canada  have  interests  totally 
apart,  and  that  the  time  will  come  when  in  the  very 
nature  of  things  separation  must  take  place.”  That 
was  another  step  in  the  gradual  unfolding  of  his 
purpose  and  mind,  the  purpose  and  mind  of  his 
party,  as  understood  by  his  audience  to  eliminate 
British  influence  from  the  North  American  conti¬ 
nent.  And,  Sir,  if  you  wish  further  proof,  let  us 
take  another  of  the  hon.  gentleman’s  sentiments 
which  followed  : 

“  I  am  a  subject  of  the  British  Crown,  but  whenever  I 
have  to  choose  between  the  interests  of  England  and  of 
Canada,  it  is  manifest  to  me  that  the  interests  of  my 
country  are  identical  with  the  interests  of  the  United  States 
of  America.” 

Sir,  one  step  further  was  taken  after  raising  those 
hopes,  after  making  that  promulgation  of  his  faith, 
he  then  let  out  to  the  people,  and  in  hearing  of  the 


American  nation  how  he  proposed  to  bring  this  all 
about,  and  it  was  in  this  way.  He  declared  it  to  be 
the  elementary  and  primary  step  in  his  programme, 
that  Canada  should  insist  upon  and  obtain  the 
privilege  and  power  of  negotiating  her  own  com¬ 
mercial  treaties.  There  is  the  means  he  proposes 
to  use.  If  we  get  the  power  to  make  treaties  in 
this  country,  irrespective  entirely  of  conference 
with  or  dependence  upon  the  British  Government, 
and  if  his  party  obtain  office,  he  will  go  straight  to 
the  United  States  and  give  them  unrestricted  reci¬ 
procity,  involving,  as  it  does,  discrimination  against 
British  goods.  He  must  then  settle  the  cpxestion, 
which  will  be  raised  in  one  moment,  as  to  whether 
we  remain  any  longer  a  colony  of  Great  Britain 
and  discriminate  her  goods  and  her  trade.  And 
when  that  question  is  raised  and  settled,  as  it  can 
only  be  settled  in  one  way,  when  they  have  com¬ 
mitted  themselves  and  the  country  to  that  principle, 
then  thelast  trace  of  British  influence  on  thiseountry 
will  pass  away,  and  the  American  Munroe  idea  will 
have  full  force  from  the  North  Pole  to  the  Gulf  of 
Mexico.  So  I  say,  that  if  those  gentlemen  are  not 
masquerading  in  their  sentiments,  if  they  mean 
anything,  their  programme  is  unveiled,  and  it  be¬ 
comes  us  to  consider  whether  or  not  the  demand  for 
these  powers  from  these  gentlemen  is  one  which 
ought  to  be  acceded  to  bj^  this  Parliament  or 
country.  There  is  still  more  to  show  that  that  is 
the  trend  of  opinion,  not  only  of  my  hon.  friend 
who  leads  the  Opposition,  but  of  others  in  that 
party.  Let  us  look  at  matters  here  at  home.  To-day 
the  Toronto  Globe  is  the  gospel  of  the  Liberal  party. 
1  make  the  assertion  here  to-night  that  an  unpre¬ 
judiced  person  may  read  through  the  columns  of  the 
Toronto  Globe  for  the  last  three  years,  and  he  will 
find,  in  almost  every  edition,  argument,  insinuation, 
open  assertion  and  appeal,  all  with  the  purpose  of 
undermining  the  feeling  of  this  country  in  favour 
British  connection.  And  the  Globe  to-day  has  for 
its  brains  and  its  inspiration,  Farrer,  the  self  con¬ 
fessed  traitor,  and  Sir  Richard  Cartwright,  the 
financial  leader  of  the  Opposition  in  this  Parlia¬ 
ment.  Go  to  the  Maritime  Provinces,  and  the 
staunchest  paper  and  the  brightest  editor  they 
have  on  their  list  is  Mr.  Ellis  of  the  St.  John’s 
Globe ,  and  Mr.  Ellis,  one  of  the  foremost  men  in 
the  ranks  of  the  party,  is  an  out-and-out  avowed 
annexationist ;  and  scarcely  an  issue  of  his  paper 
is  sent  out  to  the  public  that  does  not  by  way  of 
insinuation  or  open  argument  or  appeal,  teach 
separation  from  Great  Britain  and  union  with  the 
United  States. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  What  about  Sol  White. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Let  me  call  the  attention  of  my 
hon.  friend  who  leads  the  Opposition  to  another 
fact.  If  there  is  one  paper  in  the  Province  of  Quebec 
which  is  entitled  to  be  called  par  excellence  the 
Liberal  organ,  the  Rouge  paper,  it  is  La  Patrie, 
which  within  five  days  has  come  out  flat-footed  for 
annexation  ;  and  there  are  on  the  hon.  gentleman’s 
side  to-day  men  who  have  come  out-and-out  in  the 
same  role.  I  have  in  my  eye  one  hon.  gentleman 
here  to-night,  who,  if  the  papers  have  not  belied 
him — and  this  is  too  important  a  thing  in  which 
to  allow  himself  to  be  belied  without  contradiction 
— has  affirmed  his  full  faith  and  belief  in  annexa¬ 
tion,  not  only  as  a  necessity  but  as  a  pressing  and 
present  issue,  and  there  are  others  of  the  hon. 
gentleman’s  supporters  of  the  same  strain  and 
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opinion.  My  lion,  friend  from  Queen’s,  and  the 
lion,  gentleman  who  generally  sits  beside  him, 
showed  in  speeches  during  this  session  that  it  was 
not  a  remote  idea  of  their  own  nor  a  remote  possi¬ 
bility,  that  they  would  rouse  the  country,  if 
possible,  with  the  cry  of  annexation,  and  put  the 
blame  upon  the  misdeeds  and  idehes  of  the  Tory 
party  and  the  Government.  But  the  logic  of  their 
position  is  the  strongest  evidence.  Hon.  gentle¬ 
men  have  taken  as  their  political  faith  that  there 
is  no  salvation  in  trade  and  commercial  matters 
for  this  country  except  in  unrestricted  reciprocity 
with  the  United  States. 

An  lion.  MEMBER.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  They  do  not  deny  that.  The 
hon.  gentleman  who  says  “hear,  hear”  adds  his 
opinion  to  the  mass.  It  is  the  opinion  of  the  Liber¬ 
al  party  stated  over  and  over  again  that  'unrestrict¬ 
ed  reciprocity  is  the  only  salvation  for  Canada. 
They  admit,  those  of  them  who  are  honest,  that 
there  can  be  no  unrestricted  reciprocity  without 
discrimination  against  Great  Britain.  There  is  no 
dissent  from  that.  Even  the  hon.  member  for 
Huntingdon  (Mr.  Scriver),  who  in  a  moment  of 
independence  and  candour — I  will  not  say  it  was  of 
weakness,  I  think  it  was  a  moment  of  strength — 
stoutly  denounced  discrimination  against  Great 
Britain  ;  even  that  gentleman  has  relapsed  into  a 
chronic  state  of  lassitude  and  despondency  and  does 
not  even  summon  up  the  courage  to  give  his  vote 
against  discrimination  with  the  old  country  which  he 
so  eloquently  denounced.  Though  believing  it  all 
the  time  inwardly,  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  never 
confessed  until  now,  when  they  are  forced  .to  do  so, 
that  we  cannot  have  unrestricted  reciprocity  with¬ 
out  discrimination  agrainst  Great  Britain,  and  the 
logic  of  their  position  forces  them  to  this  policy  of 
discrimination  against  the  mother  county.  Now  I 
do  not  bind  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  to  my  view. 
They  may  have  their  ideas,  but  in  my  mind,  and  in 
the  mind  of  most  hon.  members  on  this  side  at  least 
and  in  the  mind  of  the  great  majority  of  the  coun- 
try,  the  two  questions  of  discrimination  against 
Great  Britain  and  severance  of  relations  between 
this  colony  and  Great  Britain  lie  side  by  side  and 
are  inexplicably  united,  the  one  with  the  other. 
Then,  if  unrestricted  reciprocity  with  the  United 
States  is  the  only  way  in  which  Canada  can  be 
saved,  and  if  these  men  are  pledged  to  the  com¬ 
mercial  salvation  of  Canada,  the  logic  of  the  position 
of  hon.  gentlemen  drives  them  thoroughly  and 
absolutely  to  this  course  :  that,  should  the  oppor¬ 
tunity  be  ever  given  them,  and  this  motion  result 
in  the  achievement  of  treaty-making  power,  they 
would  use  this  power  to  make  a  treaty  of  unre¬ 
stricted  reciprocity  with  the  United  States,  which 
would  discriminate  against  Great  Britain,  and  in 
so  doing  would  raise  at  once  the  question  of  rela¬ 
tions  with  the  imperial  power.  On  this  ground 
alone,  it  becomes  this  House  to  take  into  account 
the  statements  and  the  position  of  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite,  the  statements  of  their  published  politi¬ 
cal  faith,  the  statements  of  this  as  their  propaganda 
for  carrying  it  out,  and  to  ask  ourselves,  in  all  earn¬ 
estness  and  seriousness,  whether  we  ought  at  any 
time,  and  more  especially  at  this  time,  to  move  one 
step  forward  in  the  direction  they  desire.  I  have 
taken  up  the  time  of  the  House  longer  than  I  in¬ 
tended.  I  have  made,  I  hope,  some  practical  remarks  ; 

I  have  at  least  set  out  some  things  for  hon.  gentle- 
Mr.  Foster. 


man  to  think  about.  I  have  not  declared,  as  a 
brilliant  and  freshly  formulated  truth,  that  nations 
are  not  formed  in  a  day,  or  that  colonies,  when 
they  come  from  the  mother  country,  necessarily 
carry  all  the  laws  of  that  country  with  them,  but  I 
have  discussed  some  few  practical  points  in  this  mat¬ 
ter.  I  might  take  occasion  to  refer  to  strictures  made 
by  the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell  upon  the  move¬ 
ments  and  methods  of  the  Ministers  in  various 
negotiations  which  have  taken  place,  but  I  do  not, 
simply  because^these  explanations  have  been  made, 
these  positions  have  been  controverted  over  and 
over  again  and  it  is  not  worth  while  taking  up  the 
time  of  the  House  in  controverting  them  again. 
The  general  accuracy  of  the  trend  of  the  hon. 
gentleman’s  statements  on  those  points  may  be 
judged  by  the  fact  that  he  stated  that  no  papers  in 
regard  to  the  West  India  trip  were  brought  before 
•the  House,  or,  if  they  were,  they  would  show  the 
utter  unreasonableness  of  our  propositions.  The 
whole  of  those  papers  were  brought  before  the 
House,  and  have  been  under  the  view  of  the  House 
now  for  twelve  or  thirteen  months. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  When  some  few  moments  ago 
it  was  my  pleasure  to  listen  to  the  hon.  gentleman 
while  he  was  piling  up  argument  after  argument, 
or  perhaps  he  will  pardon  me  for  saying  sophism 
after  sophism,  the  scene  came  back  to  my  mind  of 
the  installation  of  Sancho  Panza  as  Governor  of 
the  Island  of  Barataria.  After  a  hard  day’s  work, 
he  was  allowed  to  go  to  dinner,  but  then  he  saw  a 
man  of  sombre  garment  and  still  more  sombre  mien, 
with  a  whalebone  wand  in  his  hand.  Sancho  Panza 
was  blessed  with  a  good  appetite,  but,  when  the 
first  dish  was  placed  before  him,  the  whalebone 
wand  touched  it  and  it  was  taken  away  ;  so  of 
a  second,  of  a  third  and  of  all,  were  taken  away. 
Then  the  solemn  man  explained  that  he  was  the 
court  physician  and  that  he  had  the  health  of  His 
Excellency  in  charge,  and  that  he  could  not  allow 
His  Excellency  to  touch  this  dish  or  that  dish  be¬ 
cause  his  stomach  was  not  sufficiently  strong.  He 
could  only  allow  him  a  few  wafer  cakes  and  a  few 
slices  of  quince.  Sancho  Panza  at  once  commanded 
that  this  man  should  be  removed  or  he  would  crack 
his  skull.  The  people  of  Canada  are  treated  to-day 
something  in  the  same  way  as  Sancho  Panza  was 
treated  by  the  court  physician.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  has  been  piling  out  argument  on  argument  to 
show  that  the  Canadian  people  cannot  be 
trusted  to  deal  with  their  own  affairs,  that  the 
Canadian  stomach  cannot  digest  such  strong  food  ; 
whatever  is  offered  or  suggested  for  the  people  of 
Canada  must  be  taken  away  by  the  movement  of 
the  whalebone  wand.  The  doctor  said  that  this 
was  too  strong,  or  too  hot,  or  too  cold,  or  too  spicy, 
and  it  is  so  in  this  case  ;  but  Canada  is  growing, 
and,  as  has  been  shown  by  my  hon.  friend  from 
Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills),  the  legislative  and  executive 
powers  of  Canada  must  grow  with  the  growth  of 
the  country.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  tried  to 
make  some  fun  out  of  the  statement  that  nations 
were  not  made  in  a  day,  and  he  says  there  is 
nothing  very  new  in  that.  I  admit  there  is  nothing 
new  in  that,  but  the  hon.  gentleman  would  imply 
that  nations  are  never  formed  at  all.  He  speaks  as 
if  Canada  was  to  remain  for  ever  a  colony,  but  I 
say  that  Canada  is  not  always  to  remain  a  colony. 
Light  as  our  dependence  may  be  on  the  mother 
country,  that  dependence  is  not  to  remain  for  ever. 
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If  we  were  to  admit  that,  if  we  were  to  say  that 
we  were  always  to  remain  in  a  dependent  condition 
we  would  be  the  scorn  of  the  world,  and  it  would 
be  scorn  well  deserved.  My  lion,  friend  this  after¬ 
noon  compared  the  life  of  a  nation  to  the  life  of  a 
man,  and  it  would  be  a  truism  to  say  that  the  life  of 
a  man  is  a  series  of  never  ending  changes.  Changes 
are  going  on  in  the  life  of  man  from  time  to  time, 
from  one  period  to  another,  and  with  each  period 
in  life  new  burdens  have  to  be  assumed  and  borne. 
What  is  true  of  the  individual  is  true  of  the 
aggregation  of  individuals  who  form  the  commu¬ 
nity.  We  have  a  population  in  this  country,  not  as 
large  as  it  ought  to  be,  not  half  as  large  as  it  ought 
to  be,  or  as  it  would  be  if  we  had  followed  a  wiser 
course,  but  a  population  larger  than  that  of  Switzer¬ 
land,  almost  as  large  as  that  of  Belgium,  almost  as 
large  as  the  population  of  Norway  and  Sweden  com¬ 
bined,  and  equal  to  the  population  of  many  other 
nations.  We  have  self-government,  we  have  a 
constitution  of  our  own,  we  have  interests  which  are 
separate  and  distinct  from  those  which  we  hold  in 
common  with  the  Empire  of  which  we  form  a  part, 
and  our  energies  must  seek  wider  fields  abroad. 
Perhaps  the  next  step  may  be  said  to  be  complete 
independence,  but  there  is  no  desire  to  have  com¬ 
plete  independence  in  Canada  to-day.  Even  with 
those  who,  like  myself,  look  to  independence  as  the 
supreme  goal,  there  remains  a  love  for  the  mother¬ 
land  and  a  desire  to  remain  in  connection  with  it, 
but  in  the  nature  of  things,  as  I  said  in  the  speech 
which  the  hon.  gentleman  has  done  me  the  honour 
to  quote,  our  relations  must  be  compatible  with 
our  interests.  The  hon.  gentleman  stated  there 
was  no  grievance  felt  in  any  part  of  the  country.  I 
take  direct  issue  with  him  on  that  point.  While 
no  one  desires  to  change  the  allegiance  which  exists 
at  present,  there  is  a  great  and  growing  feeling, 
not' only  amongst  Reformers,  but  even  amongst 
Conservatives  that  the  colonial  relation  must 
be  changed  because  at  present  it  is  unsuited  to 
our  wants  and  is  an  impediment  to  our  progress. 
There  is  no  desire  to  change  our  allegiance,  but  the 
conditions  of  our  relations  with  the  Empire  must 
be  changed.  What  I  assert  now  has  been  clearly 
proved  by  my  hon.  friend  beside  me  (Mr.  Mills). 
But  I  intend  to  prove  furthermore — not  by  any¬ 
thing  emanating  from  the  Liberal  party,  because 
that  would  be  met  by  the  ever  serviceable  cry  of  dis¬ 
loyalty — what  I  assert  I  will  prove  by  the  deeds 
and  words  of  members  of  the  Conservative  party, 
and  of  course  anything  emanating  from  the  Con¬ 
servative  party  cannot  be  qualified  by  the  epithet 
of  disloyalty.  What  I  assert  I  will  prove  by  the 
organization  to  which  my  hon.  friend  referred  a 
moment  ago,  the  League  for  the  Federation  of  the 
British  Empire.  I  believe  the  hon.  gentleman  him¬ 
self  is  a  member  of  that  organization  ;  if  he  is  not 
himself  a  member  of  it,  several  of  his  colleagues  are, 
and  most  of  the  prominent  members  of  his  party 
are  also  members  of  the  organization.  Well,  if  the 
hon.  gentleman  chooses  to  close  his  eyes  to  the  un¬ 
mistakable  manifestations  of  public  opinion,  1  am 
sure  he  will  not  be  blind  to  the  lessons  taught  by 
a  movement  of  which,  if  he  is  not  himself  a  party, 
several  of  his  colleagues  and  many  members  of  his 
party  are.  Now,  I  affirm  that  the  very  idea  which 
underlies  this  organization  for  the  federation  of  the 
British  Empire,  is,  as  I  have  stated,  the  feeling,  the 
knowledge,  the  consciousness,  that  colonial  citizen¬ 
ship,  such  as  it  is  to-day,  is  inferior  to  British  citizen¬ 


ship.  There  is  an  hon.  member  of  this  House — I  am 
sorry  to  see  that  he  is  not  now  in  his  seat — who  is  one 
of  the  most  prominent  supporters  of  the  administra¬ 
tion,  who  is  one  of  the  most  conservative  of  all  Con¬ 
servatives,  one  of  the  most  unbending  of  all  Tories, 
I  mean  the  hon.  member  for  North  SimcOe  (Mr. 
McCarthy).  Every  friend  of  imperial  federation 
in  this  House  will  admit,  I  am  sure,  that  no  one  in 
this  country  has  spoken  with  greater  authority 
than  the  hon.  member  for  North  Simcoe  of  the 
aspirations  of  the  imperial  federationists  of  the 
motives  which  animate  them.  I  have  endeavoured 
to  follow  the  utterances  of  that  hon.  gentleman 
whenever  he  has  spoken  upon  this  subject,  and  if  I 
have  gathered  his  views  correctly,  the  underlying 
idea  in  his  advocacy  of  imperial  federation  is 
this  very  idea  that  our  colonial  citizenship,  as  it  is 
to-day,  is  inferior  and  must  be  reformed.  Speak¬ 
ing  at  Peterborough  in  the  month  of  January,  1889, 
the  hon.  member  for  Simcoe  is  reported  to  have 
said  : 

“  He  contended  that  Canada  had  a  right  of  access  to  the 
imperial  councils.  Canada  was  growing  out  of  childhood 
and  it  was  time  it  should  share  the  burdens  of  manhood. 
Imperial  federation  was  not  impracticable,  but  its  consu- 
mation,  like  the  growth  of  the  British  constitution,  would 
necessarily  be  slow.  He  wanted — no  matter  how  it  was 
done — to  have  all  Canadians  admitted  to  the  full  duties  of 
British  citizenship.” 

“Full  British  citizenship,”  this  is  the  ideal  which 
is  shared  by  the  hon.  member  for  North  Simcoe 
and  those  who  think  with  him  ;  therefore,  in  the 
mind  of  that  hon.  gentleman  and  those  who  think 
with  him,  colonial  citizenship  at  present  is  inferior 
and  must  be  improved,  as  he  terms  it,  to  the  extent 
of  full  British  citizenship.  If  that  hon.  gentleman 
had  been  in  Parliament  40  years  ago,  or  even  25 
years  ago,  he  would  not  then  have  held  the  language 
which  he  used  upon  this  occasion  ;  he  would  not 
have  been  satisfied  with  our  citizenship  as  it  then 
existed,  he  would  not  have  considered  it  suitable 
to  the  wants  and  requirements  of  that  date.  But 
as  the  lion  gentleman  observed  on  that  occasion, 
Canada  is  growing,  Canada  is  developing,  and 
having  reached  this  stage  of  progress,  he  and  those 
who  think  with  him,  believe  that  the  citizenship  of 
Canada  should  be  improved  even  to  the  extent  of 
full  British  citizenship.  This  is  the  opinion,  I  may 
say,  which  is  shared  by  the  flower  of  the  Conser¬ 
vative  party  in  this  country.  While  it  is  not  my 
good  fortune  to  agree  very  often  with  the  member 
for  North  Simcoe,  upon  this  occasion  I  am  glad  to 
say  that  I  altogether  agree  with  him  in  his  pre¬ 
mises  ;  I  agree  with  him  that  our  colonial  citizen¬ 
ship  at  the  present  moment  is  inferior  and  must  be 
reformed.  But  I  do  not  agree  with  him  in  his 
method  of  securing  that  reform  ;  I  do  not  believe 
in  imperial  federation.  Now,  it  seems  to  me 
that  that  hon.  gentleman  and  many  of  his 
friends  in  this  House  must  admit  that,  even  if  the 
Canadian  people  were  ready  to  go  to  the  extent  of 
full  British  citizenship,  whatever  that  implies,  the 
English  people  would  not  grant  them  that  advan¬ 
tage,  if  advantage  it  be.  The  imperial  federationists 
have  always  contended  that  they  had  two  things 
in  view,  an  economic  as  well  as  a  political  reform. 
As  to  the  economic  reform,  their  hope,  I  should 
say  their  dream,  has  been  that  Great  Britain  would 
desert  the  policy  which  she  adopted  fifty  years  ago, 
that  she  would  abandon  freedom  of  trade  and  adopt 
protection,  and  while  adopting  protection,  that 
she  would  discriminate  in  favour  of  colonial  produce, 
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and  the  colonies  would  discriminate  in  favour  of 
British  produce.  Sir,  it  seems  to  me  that  those  who 
hold  that  view  certainly  have  the  strangest  con¬ 
ception  of  the  English  character.  No  one  who  has 
a  true  understanding  of  the  British  character  can 
hope  that  Great  Britain  will  go  back  upon  her  free 
trade  policy.  The  English  people  are  slow  to  move, 
but  when  they  have  moved  they  never  go  back.  It 
is  not  on  record  that  the  English  people  ever  went 
back  upon  a  principle  adopted  once  for  all,  and 
those  who  hope  that  she  will  reverse  her  policy  in 
this  respect,  seem  to  me  to  be  very  short-sighted. 
As  to  the  political  reform,  I  have  already  quoted 
the  words  of  the  member  for  North  Simcoe.  What 
was  meant  by  the  phrase  “full  British  citizenship” 
is  further  illustrated  by  that  hon.  gentleman  in  the 
same  speech  from  which  I  have  quoted  where  he 
said  : 

“  lie  said  that  we  in  Canada  claim  a  connection  that  all 
should  easily  understand.  He  wished  to  have  a  voice  in 
the  councils  of  the  Empire  the  same  as  an  Englishman, 
Irishman  or  Scotchman.” 

Upon  another  occasion,  in  a  speech  delivered  in 
Toronto  in  the  month  of  December  previous,  he 
made  use  of  the  following  language  : — 

“As  he  puts  it:  What  I  desire  and  aspire  is  to  become 
a  subject,  with  all  the  rights  and  all  the  privileges  of  a 
British  citizen,  equal  to  the  man  who  lives  in  London, and 
not  feel  when  I  go  to  London  that  I  am  a  mere  colonist.” 

Well,  Sir,  with  regard  to  these  sentiments  I  have 
no  fault  to  find  whatever.  I  dare  say  that  when  a 
Tory  colonist,  whose  heart  is  brimful  of  loyalty, 
which  he  has  proclaimed  on  every  occasion,  in 
season  and  out  of  season,  who  has  thrown  it  at  the 
head  of  his  opponents  as  his  final  argument  in 
every  discussion,  goes  to  London  and  finds  that  no 
attention  is  paid  to  his  loyalty,  who  finds  when  he 
walks  the  street  that  no  one  turns  his  head  to  take 
a  look  at  so  much  Canadian  loyalty,  I  can  under¬ 
stand  that  that  gentleman  may  feel  that  indeed 
colonial  citizenship  is  inferior,  and  he  must  wish 
that  there  were  some  place,  some  rock  in  the  sea, 
where  he  could  proclaim  his  loyalty  with  some 
chance  of  being  heard.  I  have  no  fault  to  find  with 
such  sentiments,  but  the  consequences  are  grave. 
If  colonists  are  to  be  represented  at  Westminister 
in  the  same  way  that  Englishmen,  Irishmen  and 
Scotchmen  are  represented,  then,  of  course,  colonists 
must  assume  the  duties  and  responsibilities  which 
are  borne  by  Englishmen,  Irishmen  and  Scotchmen, 
to  carry  on  the  wars  in  which  they  are  almost  per¬ 
petually  engaged  throughout  the  civilized  and  un¬ 
civilized  world.  •  I  think  these  are  consequences 
before  which  the  people  of  Canada  will  recede.  I  will 
not,  however,  go  further  with  this  view  of  the  case. 
I  want  to  come  down  to  this  practical  conclusion, 
which  I  enunciate  at  once,  and  which  I  stated  a 
moment  ago,  that  even  the  English  people  would 
not  grant  this  so-called  privilege  if  the  colonists 
wanted  it.  Every  imperial  federationist  in  this 
House  knows  that  the  conclusion  which  I  now 
enunciate  is  the  conclusion  enunciated  by  Lord 
Roseberry  at  a  meeting  of  the  league  which  took 
place  in  the  Mansion  House,  in  the  month  of  Nov¬ 
ember,  1889.  He  then  stated  that  every  scheme  of 
imperial  federation  which  had  been  proposed,  had 
been  found  impracticable,  because  it  had  been 
found  to  clash  with  these  three  insuperable  obsta¬ 
cles.. 

“  1.  That  the  extreme  slowness  with  which  public  opin¬ 
ion  in  the  United  Kingdom  moves  towards  any  organic 
change ; 
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“  2.  Our  institutions,  rooted  in  custom  and  tradition,  are- 
not  suited  to  any  sudden  introduction  of  a  new  element 
and 

“  3.  The  natural  colonial  jealousy  of  paternal  interfer¬ 
ence.  ” 

Now,  this  was  the  general  conclusion  as  to  the 
scheme  which  has  often  been  debated,  sometimes 
on  the  floor  of  this  House,  and  to  which  the  hon. 
gentleman  gave  his  countenance,  and  to  which, 
even  this  year,  he  held  out  the  hand  of  hope.  This, 
is  the  way  Lord  Roseberry  speaks  of  this  scheme 
for  discrimination  by  Great  Britain  in  favour  of 
the  colonies  and  by  the  colonies  in  favour  of  Great 
Britain.  Lord  Roseberry  added  : 

“  A  zollverein,  or  customs  union,  is  not  practical,  inas- 
much*as  the  doctrines  of  free  trade  are  far  too  deeply 
rooted  in  this  country  to  have  hope  for  any  general  assent.” 

Lord  Roseberry  concluded  by  declaring  that  the 
scheme  of  imperial  federation  which  could  be  con¬ 
sidered  was  simply  that  of  periodical  conferences, 
renewed  from  time  to  time,  and  based  on  the  model 
of  the  conference  of  1887,  clothed  with  a  mission 
not  to  make  statutes,  but  with  the  mere  platonie 
power  of  passing  resolutions.  I  commend  this  to 
the  sober  judgment  of  the  imperial  federationists 
in  this  House.  Lord  Roseberry  gave  the  last  blow 
to  the  scheme  in  these  words  : 

“  You  may  be  perfectly  certain  that,  whatever  your 
views  and  whatever  your  exertions;  imperial  federation 
in  any  form  is  an  impossible  dream.” 

This  is  the  result — this  is  the  proclamation  by  the 
President.  Now,  therefore,  every  man  must  admit 
in  this  House  that  the  policy  of  imperial  feder¬ 
ation  is  no  remedy  whatever  for  the  inferiority  of 
our  colonial  citizenship  on  so  high  a  place  as  was 
intended  at  one  time.  It  may  be  that  there  was  a 
possibility  some  few  years  ago  of  obtaining  the 
adoption  of  a  plan  of  imperial  federation.  But, 
whatever  progress  had  been  made  before,  when 
Canada  adopted  a  policy  of  protection,  it  deliber¬ 
ately  killed  any  proposition  for  imperial  feder¬ 
ation.  If  we  had  adopted  a  policy  of  freedom  of 
trade,  if  it  had  been  possible  for  us  to  give  free 
entrance  to  British  products  while  those  products 
met  in  the  American  markets  with  the  heavy 
duties  of  to-day,  we  could  thereby  have  opened  the 
door  to  England  and  found  markets  for  our  trade 
there,  because  trade  begets  trade.  But,  as  I  said 
a  moment  ago,  Canada  deliberately  killed  the 
scheme.  Instead  of  adopting  the  trade  policy  of 
Great  Britain,  we  adopted  the  American  system  of 
protection.  We  have  modelled  our  tariff  after  the 
tariff  of  the  American  people,  and,  therefore, 
in  England,  the  same  laws  which  apply  to 
American  trade  must  necessarily  apply  to  our 
trade.  I  am  not  of  those  who  oppose  it, 
though  I  never  was  an  imperial  federationist,  but 
I  always  looked  with  respect  at  the  idea  of  im¬ 
perial  federation.  Certainly  there  was  grandeur 
in  the  idea  of  uniting  the  colonies  and  the  mother 
country  into  one  grand  body.  I  agree  with  Lord 
Roseberry  that  this  system  is  not  practicable.  I 
have  still  a  greater  one  than  that.  It  is  the 
destiny  of  the  colonies  to  become  nations,  as  it  is 
the  destiny  of  a  child  to  become  a  man,  and  while 
no  doubt  the  idea  of  separation  from  the  mother 
land  causes  a  pang  in  the  heart  of  every  one,  yet 
there  is  not  a  child  who  leaves  his  father’s  house 
who  does  not  do  so  without  a  pang,  if  his  heart  is 
in  the  proper  place.  There  is  a  grander  idea  yet. 
John  Bright  truly  said  that  England  is  the  living 
mother  of  nations,  and  we  may  yet  hope  to  see 
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British  communities  dotting  the  earth’s  surface,  i 
which  I  hold  to  be  a  grander  idea  than  that  of 
welding  together  a  gigantic  British  Empire  on  the 
face  of  the  earth.  For  my  part,  that  is  the  view 
I  favour.  I  say,  as  I  declared  in  Boston — but  the 
hon.  gentleman  did  not  quote  that  portion  of  my 
speech — that  I  should  like  to  see  a  commercial 
alliance  of  all  nations  sprung  from  England. 
This  is  the  policy  I  have  favoured.  But  the  fact 
remains,  however,  that  our  colonial  citizenship  is 
inferior  and  must  be  reformed.  We  on  this  side 
of  the  House  proposes  a  reform.  We  propose  a 
reform,  in  the  wild  realms  of  fancy,  not  to  take 
place  at  an  indefinite  period  in  the  future,  but  we 
propose  a  remedy,  immediate  and  complete,  the 
clothing  of  this  inferior  citizenship  with  power, 
which,  if  granted,  would  be  of  immense  advantage 
to  our  .plenary  citizenship,  which  would  be  perfect 
in  its  nature,  immediate  in  its  results,  which  would 
open  new  fields  for  Canadian  ambition  and  would 
give  us  a  station  among  foreign  nations  and  meet 
the  proper  requirements  of  this  country.  For,  in  the 
opinion  of  all — and  I  do  not  think  there  will  be  a 
dissenting  voice  on  this  point— what  Canada  wants  at 
thismoment  is  foreign  markets.  This  youngcountry 
must  find  somewhere  a  field  for  our  surplusenergies. 
We  propose  to  the  judgment  of  the  House  that  our 
citizenship  should  be  improved  just  so  much  as  is 
necessary  to  give  us  a  standing  among  foreign  nations, 
which  will  facilitate  our  obtaining  foreign  markets. 
We  do  not  propose  to  do  away  with  British  citizen¬ 
ship,  but  to  remain  within  those  limits,  while  at 
the  same  time  we  propose  to  improve  and  elevate 
our  position  as  a  colony.  I  was  well  aware  even 
before  the  Minister  of  Finance  spoke,  that  this 
idea  that  a  colony  shall  have  power  to  make  com¬ 
mercial  treaties  always  was  a  terror  in  the  minds 
of  old-fashion  Conservatives,  but  I  did  not  know 
that  the  hon.  gentleman  was  so  much  an 
old-fashioned  Tory.  I  thought  he  had  some 
elements  of  progress  in  his  composition  ;  but  he  has 
shown  he  has  not,  and  that  he  stands  just  where 
his  party  was  fifty  years  ago.  We  want  to  improve 
this  citizenship.  And  why  should  we  not  ?  It 
was  stated,  that  the  power  of  making  treaties  is  a 
sovereign  power  and  it  would  not  be  compatible 
with  our  colonial  dependence.  I  have  no  doubt, 
whatever,  that  the  idea  of  vesting  a  colony  with 
power  of  negotiating  commercial  treaties,  is  a 
marked  departure  from  the  old  accepted  doctrine 
which  prevailed  in  former  times,  respecting  the 
relations  bet  ween  the  parent  state  and  the  colony. 
But,  we  commenced  to  revolutionize  those  old 
doctrines  of  fifty  years  ago,  when  we  obtained 
the  power  of  self-government.  I  claim  that  the 
power  we  seek  to  obtain  to-day  is  simply  an  evolu¬ 
tion  of  the  movement  inaugurated  fifty  years  ago. 
At  all  events — no,  not  at  all  events,  but  surely — 
the  power  we  claim  to-day  is  not  so  wide  a  depar¬ 
ture  from  the  old  doctrines  as  was  that  power 
claimed  and  allowed  fifty  years  ago.  The  occasion 
demands  that  we  should  break  away  from  the  old 
rusty  chains  of  parental  rule,  that  we  should  strike 
out  now  a  bolder  course,  that  we  should  strike  with 
enthusiasm  for  higher  ground,  as  Columbus  sailed 
away  for  lands  unseen  by  himself  but  confident  that 
beyond  the  mists,  and  beyond  the  limit  of  vision  of 
his  men,  there  were  new  and  solid  lands.  This 
country  is  young  and  undeveloped  ;  but  I  am  glad 
to  say,  this  country  has  a  history.  I  once  heard 
the  remark  made  by  Sir  John  Macdonald  that  the 


i  history  of  Canada  under  the  French  regime  read 
like  a  romance.  And  everybody  must  admit  that 
this  is  true.  There  are  t  few  pages,  whether  in 
fiction  or  in  history,  or  in  reality,  which  are  of 
more  thrilling  and  absorbing  interest  than  the 
pages  which  trace  the  history  of  Canada  from  the 
time  that  Jacques  Cartier  and  the  colonists  of 
France  sailed  up  the  St.  Lawrence  with  the  flag  of 
France  at  the  mast  head,  until  the  French  troops 
forever  sailed  away.  The  regime  which  followed 
was  very  different,  an  advance  exhibiting  a  series 
of  successive  leaps  towards  the  development  of 
colonial  government  on  rhe  lines  of  constitutional 
freedom,  which  had  never  been  seen  before,  never 
dreamed  of  before.  When  Canada  framed  and 
obtained  power  of  Government  by  an  executive 
responsible  to  the  people  of  the  colony  and  not 
to  the  Government  of  the  mother  country,  this 
was  a  new  departure  in  the  history  of  nations. 
This  was  a  reform  which  filled  with  fear  the 
souls  of  all  Conservatives  and  not  a  few  Liberals. 
When  Canada  a  few  years  afterwards  at  one  fell 
swoop  disposed  of  the  feudal  regime  by  reclaiming 
the  rights  of  the  landlords,  and  paid  them  an  in¬ 
demnity  based  upon  a  judicial  arbitration,  this 
was  a  new  departure  in  the  history  of  the  world  ; 
and,  Sir,  when  Canada  and  the  other  British  colo¬ 
nies  were  united  in  a  confederation  with  the  ap¬ 
proval  and  with  the  consent  of  the  mother  land  to 
form  a  nation,  this  was  also  a  new  departure  in  the 
history  of  the  world.  Again  at  the  present  day 
when  we  claim  this  power  of  negotiating  our  own 
treaties,  this  also  was  a  new  departure  in  the  his¬ 
tory  of  the  world.  No  doubt  at  this  moment,  it 
excites  alarm,  as  every  such  movement  excited 
alarm  before  the  event,  but  it  will  be  as  other  great 
movements  have  been,  a  cause  of  admiration  wyhen 
it  is  completed.  There  is  not  a  country  on  the  face 
of  the  earth  with  ever  achieved  its  independence, 
except  at  the  cost  of  blood  and  war  and  enmity 
with  the  parent  state.  I  hold  out  to  my  fellow- 
countrymen  the  ideaof  independence,  but  whenever 
the  day  comes,  it  must  come  by  the  consent  of 
both  countries,  and  we  shall  continue  to  keep  the 
good  feeling  and  the  good-will  of  the  mother  land. 
If  we  are  true  to  our  record,  we  will  again 
exhibit  to  the  world  the  unique,  the  unpre¬ 
cedented  example  of  a  nation  achieving 
its  independence  by  slow  degrees,  and  as  naturally 
as  the  severing  of  the  ripe  fruit  from  the  parent 
tree.  Fifty  years  ago  the  powers  of  self-govern¬ 
ment  which  were  granted  to  us  were  adequate  to  our 
wants  and  requirements  of  that  day,  but  now  I 
say,  we  have  advanced  in  progress  and  w'e  must 
have  larger  powers.  Our  wants  and  requirements 
are  no  longer  confined  within  the  borders  of  our 
territories.  We  must  have  fields  abroad,  we  must 
have  scope  for  our  energy  and  enterprise.  This  is 
a  principle  which  is  not  admitted  by  all  in  words, 
but  which  is  admitted  by  all  in  fact.  What  is  the 
meaning  for  instance  of  the  numerous  delegations 
which  have  been  sent  from  this  country  to  distant 
countries,  to  Brazil,  to  the  West  Indies  and  to  the 
United  States  ?  There  was  but  one  object  in  view  : 
It  was  to  obtain  a  wider  field  for  Canadian  energy, 
it  was  to  obtain  markets  for  Canadian  products  ; 
and  yet  at  the  same  time  when  we  were  sending  in 
every  direction  delegations  to  negotiate  treaties,  we 
had  not  the  power  to  negotiate  these  treaties. 
Could  there  be  a  greater  anomaly  than  that  ? 
We  send  delegations  upon  a  mission  which  they 
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had  not  the  power  to  perform.  That  is  the  reason, 
Sir,  and  that  is  the  conclusion  of  the  justification 
of  the  policy  which  we  now  advance.  The 
lion.  Minister  of  Finance  reproached  me  a 
moment  ago,  that  I  had  stated  at  Boston  that  the 
Canadian  people  had  commercial  interests  different 
from  the  British  people.  Sir,  I  said  so  at  Boston, 
and  I  say  so  now  on  the  floor  of  this  House.  Will 
the  hon.  gentleman  deny  that  the  Canadian  people 
have  interests  altogether  at  variance  with  the  inter¬ 
ests  of  the  mother  country  ?  Why  have  we  a  diff¬ 
erent  tariff  if  we  have  the  same  interests  as  the 
English  people  ?  Why  have  we  not  the  same  policy 
as  the  English  people  if  our  interests  are  the  same  ? 
Why  have  we  adopted  protection  when  the  English 
people  have  adopted  free  trade  ?  Why  ?  It  is  be¬ 
cause  the  fact  must  stare  every  man  in  the  face 
that  our  interests  are  different  and  cannot  be  served 
by  the  same  fiscal  policy.  What  is  true  of  our  in¬ 
ternal  policy  is  also  true  of  our  external  relations. 
The  hon.  gentleman  stated  a  moment  ago  that  we 
had  the  benefit  of  English  diplomacy  and  the  bene¬ 
fit  of  the  treaties  negotiated  by  England.  Sir,  we 
had  the  benefit  of  treaties  negotiated  by  England, 
and  at  one  time  it  was  a  benefit  when  we  had  almost 
the  same  policy  as  England,  but  the  moment  that 
we  adopted  a  policy  of  protection  what  had  been  a 
benefit  to  us  became  the  reverse  of  a  benefit.  Take 
the  case  of  the  Belgium  and  the  German  treat¬ 
ies.  These  treaties  were  passed  in  1862  and 
1865.  No  complaint,  so  far  as  my  memory 
goes,  was  ever  made  by  the  Canadian  Government 
against  these  treaties  until  the  year  1881.  From 
1865  to  1881,  no  complaints  were  made,  but  in 
1879,  we  had  adopted  a  different  fiscal  policy,  we 
had  adopted  protection  and  then  we  find  that  these 
treaties  which  had  been  negotiated  with  a  free 
trade  nation  were  no  longer  suited  to  the  Canadian 
people,  and  forthwith  we  asked  to  be  relieved  of 
these  treaties.  W  e  have  been  asking  this  for 
almost  10  years  now  without  any  result  whatever. 
Our  High  Commissioner  made  remonstrances,  but 
they  were  not  heeded.  The  Canadian  Government 
made  remonstrances,  but  they  were  not  heeded, 
and  last  year  Parliament  adopted  a  petition  to  Her 
Majesty,  at  the  very  instance  of  the  hon.  gentleman 
opposite  to  be  relieved  from  the  effect  of  these 
treaties  and  hehasnotto  this  day  received  an  answer. 
I  say  this  just  to  show,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  our 
interests  are  so  much  at  variance  with  the  interests 
of  Great  Britain,  that  the  time  has  come  when  we 
must  ask  the  power  to  negotiate  our  own  treaties 
and  decide  for  ourselves  what  is  best  for  us.  The 
hon.  gentleman  has  told  us  in  a  casual  way,  however, 
that  if  we  adopted  the  power  which  is  now  claimed, 
we  would  be  relieved  of  the  services  of  British  diplo¬ 
macy.  Is  there  a  Canadian  anywhere  who  would  not 
hail  with  joy  the  flay  when  we  would  be  deprived  of 
the  services  of  British  diplomacy.  What  has  been 
British  diplomacy  to  us,  Sir.  British  diplomacy, 
so  far  as  Canada  is  concerned,  has  been  a  record  of 
failure,  and  of  surrender  and  sacrifice.  British 
diplomacy  has  sacrificed  our  lake  frontier.  British 
diplomacy  has  sacrificed  our  Oregon  territories. 
British  diplomacy  has  allowed  the  State  of  Maine 
to  indent  our  own  country.  British  diplomacy  has 
sacrificed  our  Fenian  claims,  even  though  at  that 
time  the  services  of  British  diplomacy  had  a  Cana¬ 
dian  negotiator.  It  is  well  known,  and  I  will 
repeat  it,  that  I  have  no  very  great  confidence  in 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  but  I  would  rather  have  a 
Mr.  Laubier. 


Canadian  Tory  than  an  English  Liberal,  for  the 
negotiation  of  a  treaty  with  a  foreign  country  in 
the  interest  of  Canada.  Those  gentlemen  opposite 
are  really  too  timid.  They  cannot  expect  that 
Great  Britain  will  always  do  their  business.  These 
great  strapping  young  men  cannot  expect  that  they 
will  always  hang  on  by  the  skirts  of  the  old  parent. 
Let  them  be  men  and  ask  the  power  of  men,  and 
assume  the  duties  of  manhood.  The  Minister  of 
Finance  referred  a  moment  ago  to  what  I  said  at 
Boston.  Sir,  at  Boston  I  said,  as  I  have  just 
stated,  that  the  interests  of  Canada  were  different 
from  the  interests '  of  Great  Britain  and  had  to  be 
treated  separately.  I  said  further  at  Boston  that 
the  interests  of  Canada  should  be  dealt  with  by 
the  Canadian  people  and  not  by  English  diplomats. 
Now,  Sir,  in  so  saying  I  was  perhaps  a  traitor 
in  the  eyes  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  But  I 
must  say  with  all  candour  that  I  said  something 
more  :  I  said  that  allegiance  could  not  be  the  basis 
of  trade.  My  hon.  friend  takes  exception  to  that. 
He  pretends  that  allegiance  ought  to  be  the  basis 
of  trade,  that  business  is  not  to  be  the  consider¬ 
ation,  but  that  the  consideration  is  to  be  the  blood 
between  the  two  countries.  The  hon.  gentleman 
no  doubt  would  prefer  an  English  shilling  to  a 
Yankee  dollar  ;  but  for  my  part  I  am  differently 
constituted.  I  am  ready  any  day,  whether  I  am 
charged  with  annexation  or  not,  to  take  a  Yankee 
dollar  in  preference  to  an  English  shilling.  That 
is  the  extent  of  my  annexation.  Of  course  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  are  too  loyal  to  subscribe  to 
any  such  false  doctrine  as  this.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  states  also  that  Mr.  Farrer  is  the  editor  of  the 
Globe,  and  he  concludes  that  I  am  an  annexationist 
because  Mr.  Farrer  is  one.  Sir,  if  I  were  an  annex¬ 
ationist  I  would  say  so.  I  would  not  be  so  mean 
with  myself  as  not  to  hoist  my  own  colours.  That 
is  my  feeling  as  an  honest  man.  I  have  again  and 
again  repeated  that  the  goal  of  my  aspiration  is 
the  independence  of  Canada,  to  see  Canada  an  inde¬ 
pendent  nation  in  due  course  of  time.  But  it  does 
not  lie  in  the  mouth  of  the  hon.  gentleman  opposite 
to  tell  me  that  I  am  an  annexationist  because  there 
happens  to  be  annexationists  in  the  ranks  of  my 
party.  Do  I  accuse  him  of  being  an  annexationist 
because  there  are  annexationists  in  his  party  ? 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  The  Prime  Minister. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  The  Prime  Minister,  an  hon. 
gentleman  says.  At  one  time,  when  I  saw  that 
Mr.  Farrer  was  an  annexationist,  I  thought  of  writ¬ 
ing  to  the  Globe,  requesting  his  removal  from  the 
office  ;  but  it  occurred  to  me  that  perhaps  he  was 
destined  to  become  the  Premier  of  Canada  and  the 
leader  of  the  Conservative  party.  Now,  Sir,  the 
hon.  gentleman  stated  that  La  Patrie  was  my 
organ,  and  that  it  was  Rouge  of  the  Rouges.  Sir, 
I  think  that  those  who  know  me  know  that  I  have 
been  more  Rouge  in  my  younger  days  than  I  have 
been  in  later  days.  I  do  not  claim  to  have  been 
always  of  the  same  mind  that  I  am  to-day.  I 
have  made  some  progress ;  I  have  altered  my 
views  ;  and  I  have  no  hesitation  in  saying  that 
there  was  a  time  in  the  hot  days  of  my  youth  when 
I  was  more  of  a  Rouge  than  I  am  to-day.  But  I 
am  a  Liberal  of  the  English  school,  as  I  have  stated 
again  and  again,  and  on  this  platform  I  stand. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  What  is  that? 

Mr.  LISTER.  \  on  were  a  Liberal  yourself  nine 

years  ago. 
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Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Explain. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  The  lion,  gentleman  stated 
also  that  at  Boston  I  had  said  that  the  conduct  of 
Great  Britain  and  of  Canada  during  the  American 
civil  war  had  been  unworthy  of  British  civiliza¬ 
tion.  Sir,  I  would  not  have  been  guilty  of  making 
that  statement  in  a  foreign  country  if  I  had  not 
made  it  again  and  again  in  my  native  land  and  even 
on  the  floor  of  this  House.  In  the  year  1 889,  I 
stated  in  the  presence  of  the  Government  what  I 
stated  in  Boston,  that  in  my  estimation  the  conduct 
of  Great  Britain,  and  the  conduct  of  Canada  had 
been  unworthy  of  the  civilization  both  of  Great 
Britain  and  of  Canada.  I  stated  the  same  thing  at 
Boston — why  ?  Because  the  conduct  of  Canada 
had  been  the  cause  of  the  abrogation  of  the  treaty 
of  1854.  Mr.  Blaine  had  stated  that  the  cause  of 
the  abrogation  of  that  treaty  was  the  fact  that 
Canada  had  been  unfriendly  to  the  Americans  at 
that  time.  But  I  stated  also  that  if  such  were  the 
feelings  of  the  Canadian  people  at  one  time,  they 
were  no  longer  their  feelings.  I  thought  it  my  duty 
to  make  that  statement,  and  to  add  :  Whenever 
Canadian  commissioners  go  to  Washington  to  nego¬ 
tiate  a  treaty,  do  not  remember  the  old  sores,  but 
rather  look  to  the  fact  that  you  have  in  us 
at  the  present  time  a  brotherly  and  a  friendly 
nation.  I  spoke  at  Boston,  Sir,  and  why  ?  Because 
in  my  judgment  it  is  most  important  that  the  most 
friendly  relations  should  exist  between  Canada  and 
the  United  States.  I  stated  at  Boston,  what  I 
repeat,  that  patriotism  does  not  rest  upon  hatred. 
I  am  a  Canadian  above  all  things,  but  because  I  am  a 
Canadian  above  all  things,  I  want  to  be  friendly  with 
my  neighbours  on  the  other  side  of  the  line.  Do  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  oppose  this  policy  ?  Sir,  from 
every  consideration  we  ought  to  adopt  theresolution 
proposed  by  my  hon.  friend,  and  I  hope  it  will  be 
adopted.  The  hon.  Minister  of  Finance  has  not 
forgotten  that  this  motion  has'  been  made  in  this 
House  before,  and  if  he  remembers  the  arguments 
made  on  that  occasion  by  his  colleague,  the  present 
hon.  Minister  of  Public  Works,  perhaps  he  will 
feel  that  after  all  there  is  some  truth  in  the  move¬ 
ment,  and  that  it  ought  to  receive  some  consider¬ 
ation  of  a  more  friendly  character  than  he  has 
given  to  it.  I  say  we  must  adopt  this  policy, 
because  it  is  a  duty  to  improve  our  citizenship  ; 
because  in  my  judgment  it  is* of  the  utmost  conse¬ 
quence  to  open  new  channels  to  national  activity, 
new  and  wider  fields  to  national  ambitions,  new  and 
higher  aims  to  national  enthusiasm.  What  isto-day, 
I  ask,  the  position  of  Canada  ?  Who  does  not  concede 
that  the  system  of  stagnation  and  inaction  in 
which  the  Government  are  dwarfing  every  propo¬ 
sition  to  satisfy  national  aspiration,  is  mining  away 
the  very  basis  of  Confederation.  Where  is  the 
national  spirit,  the  national  enthusiasm  which  we 
ought  to  have?  Where,  I  ask,  is  the  pride  of  the 
Canadian  name  ?  I  vainly  ask  for  it  and  seek  for 
it  through  the  length  and  breadth  of  this  country. 
In  every  part,  from  ocean  to  ocean,  I  find  pride  of 
race  and  ereed,  but  nowhere  pride  of  the  Canadian 
name,  which  ought  to  be  supreme  and  paramount 
in  the  breast  of  every  Canadian.  The  activity  and 
energy  of  this  young  nation  are  frittered  away  in 
useless  and  even  dangerous  bickerings  of  race 
against  race  and  creed  against  creed.  Sir,  for  this 
fatal  state  of  things  there  is  but  one  remedy  :  it  is 
to  elevate  the  standard,  to  show  to  the  young  and 


hopeful  that  there  are  nobler  aims  and  purposes, 
that  Canada  has  a  future,  and  towards  that 
future  steadily  to  advance,  with  faith  never  waver¬ 
ing,  with  enthusiasm  never  flinching. 

Mr.  O'BRIEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  it  is  with  v^ry  great 
diffidence  that  I  venture  to  say  a  vrord  in  reply  to 
the  hon.  gentleman  who  has  just  spoken  with  that 
eloquence  which  we  all  admire,  but  which  few  of 
us  can  imitate.  1  would  not  venture  to  say  a  wrord 
had  he  not  devoted  a  large  portion  of  his  speeeh  to 
the  subject  of  imperial  federation.  Now,  I  do  not 
pretend  to  say  that  of  all  the  members  of  this 
House  wdio  are  members  of  the  imperial  federation 
League,  I  am  the  one  best  qualified  to  under¬ 
take  a  reply  to  the  hon.  gentleman  on  that  subject. 
There  are  other  hon.  members  of  this  House, 
especially  the  hon.  gentleman  to  whom  the  last 
speaker  made  special  reference,  the  hon.  member 
for  North  Simcoe  (Mr.  McCarthy),  who,  if  present, 
would  much  better  fill  that  position  than  it  is  pos¬ 
sible  for  me  to  do.  But,  Sir,  I  would  not  like  it  to 
go  abroad  to  the  people  of  this  country,  wdio  have 
heard  so  much  on  the  subject  of  imperial  federa¬ 
tion,  wdio  have  taken  so  great  interest  in  it,  and 
w  ho  I  think  so  thoroughly  and  widely  appreciate 
it,  that  after  it  was  discussed  on  that  side  of 
the  House  as  it  has  been  by  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  who  has  just  spoken,  some  member  of 
that  association  howrever  humble  his  position 
in  the  country  or  in  this  House,  has  not 
risen  to  say  a  word  in  its  defence.  Now,  Sir,  the 
hon.  gentleman  is  fond  of  literary  allusions,  and 
I  think  I  am  not  doing  him  an  injustice  w  hen  I 
compare  him  to  one  of  the  greatest  characters  in 
modern  fiction,  Don  Quixote.  Don  Quixote  with 
all  his  eccentricities,  was  one  of  the  noblest  charac¬ 
ters,  and  I  think  among  the  attributes  gaining 
him  the  highest  applause  the  hon.  gentleman  is 
not  unlike  him.  But  on  the  present  occasion  the 
hon.  gentleman  has  done  what  Don  Quixote  did  on 
a  certain  occasion  :  he  has  set  himself  to  tilting 
against  a  windmill.  Now,  although  not  afraid  or 
unwilling  to  discuss  the  question  of  imperial  fede¬ 
ration,  I  should  like  to  know  by  what  process  of 
ratiocination  the  hon.  gentleman  has  arrived  at 
the  conclusion  that  the  motion  of  the  hon.  member 
for  Bothwell  now  before  the  House  afforded  a  fitting 
and  proper  occasion  for  the  discussion  of  that  very 
important  subject.  As  regards  the  motion  of  the  hon. 
member  for  Bothwell,  I  think  the  answer  of  the  hon. 
Minister  of  Finance  was  as  complete  and  as  tho¬ 
rough  an  answer  as  it  is  possible  for  any  man  to  give. 
I  only  take  exception  to  the  speech  of  the  Minister 
of  Finance  in  one  particular,  and  that  is  that  I 
think  it  unfortunate  that  in  our  debates  it  almost 
seems  impossible  for  us  to  eliminate  the  personal 
question ;  and  had  the  hon.  gentleman  avoided 
what  is  the  one  blot  in  his  speech,  I  think  that  not 
the  slightest  exception  could  be  taken  to  his  an¬ 
swer  to  the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell,  and  [ 
believe  that  the  hon.  gentleman  who  last  spoke  did 
not  in  one  particular  succeed  in  meeting  the  objection 
which  the  Minister  of  Finance  put  forward.  But 
with  reference  to  imperial  federation,  the  only  sub¬ 
ject  on  which  I  propose  to  say  anything  to-night, 
I  would  like  to  point  out  the  vast  difference  there 
is  between  that  proposal  and  that  which  the  hon. 
gentleman  holds  out  as  the  ultima  thule  of  the  Cana¬ 
dian  nation.  In  olden  times,  the  proudest  boast  a 
man  could  utter  was  “  Civis  Rom  anus  sum.”  In 
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modern  times,  the  highest  ambition  and  hope  a 
man  can  have  is  to  say  “  I  am  a  British  subject.” 
Well,  imperial  federationists,  admit,  of  course,  as 
all  must  admit  that  the  colonial  condition 
must  inevitably  be  a  condition  of  transition ; 
they  admit  that  the  colonial  condition  in  which  we 
are  is  not  as  high  a  status  as  that  of  a  British  sub¬ 
ject  ;  that  is  to  say,  that  while  we  have  all  the 
rights  and  privileges  and  are  entitled  to  call  our¬ 
selves  British  subjects,  while  there  is  nothing  in 
the  political  or  civil  status  of  a  British  subject  in 
any  respect  which  we  are  not  entitled  to  assume, 
yet  there  are  privileges  and  powers  and  national 
responsibilities  in  which  we  do  not  at  present 
share.  But  what  the  imperial  federationists  say 
is  :  we  desire  to  share  those  privileges  and  those 
responsibilities  to  the  fullest  extent,  and  in  accept¬ 
ing  the  privileges  we  are  prepared  to  assume  the 
responsibilities  ;  whereas  the  position  of  hon.  gen¬ 
tlemen  opposite  is  this,  that  they  are  prepared  to 
give  up  all  the  privileges  which  attach  to  the  posi¬ 
tion  but  yet  are  willing  to  assume  the  responsibi¬ 
lities.  They  are  prepared  to  lower  the  status  of  the 
people  of  this  country  by  causing  them  to  cease  to 
be  British  subjects.  I  am  glad  that  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  spoke  of  imperial  federation  in  the  respectful 
terms  he  did.  He  could  not  fail,  with  his  mind, 
to  grasp,  as  he  evidently  does,  the  grandeur 
of  the  idea,  but  he  dwells  on  the  impossibi¬ 
lity  of  ever  carrying  it  into  effect.  Now, 
I  say,  without  fear  of  contradiction,  the 
course  of  history  in  this  country  shows  that 
imperial  federation,  in  some  form  or  other,  is  every 
day  coming  nearer  and  nearer,  and  that  the  day  is 
not  far  distant  when  the  people,  whether  they  like 
it  or  not,  will  be  compelled  to  take  the  question  of 
imperial  federation  in  some  way  into  consideration 
and  adopt  its  principles,  because  in  no  other  way 
can  they  possibly  continue  to  exist.  Take  an  ex¬ 
ample  at  this  moment.  We  have  all  seen  a  refer¬ 
ence  in  the  London  Times  to  the  Behring  Sea  ques¬ 
tion,  in  which  it  was  asked  :  What  do  the  people  of 
England  care  about  a  few  seals  in  the  Behring  Sea  ? 
What  difference  does  it  make  whether  they  are 
caught  by  Canadians  or  Americans  ?  Why  should 
the  people  of  Great  Britain  be  taxed  for  the  pro¬ 
tection  of  Canadian  interests  in  the  Behring  Sea 
fisheries,  when  Canadians  do  not  show  us  any  favour 
in  their  markets,  although,  ours  are  open  to  them. 
That  statement  may  have  been  put  in  unnecessarily 
strong  language,  language  not  pleasant  to  read,  but, 
nevertheless,  who  can  deny  the  truth  of  the  proposi¬ 
tion,  that  England,  in  this  case,  is  standing  up  not 
for  any  particular  advantage  to  her  people,  not  for 
any  commercial  advantage,  but  for  the  honour  of  the 
British  flag  borne  in  those  seas  by  forty  or  fifty 
Canadian  fishermen.  Is  this  a  fit  time  to  raise  the 
question  brought  before  the  House  by  the  hon. 
member  for  Bothwell,  when  we  know  that  the 
whole  power  of  of  England  is  standing  at  our 
back  to  protect  us,  not  for  any  great  imperial 
interest,  not  for  any  special  interest  of  her  own, 
but  because  a  few  Canadian  fishermen  find  it  their 
interest  to  catch  seal  in  the  Behring  Sea  under  the 
protection  of  the  British  flag  ?  This  is  not  a  time 
to  discuss  this  question,  but  is  eminently  the  time 
when  we  should  feel  most  deeply  the  advantages 
we  derive  from  imperial  connection.  The  main 
difference  between  federationists  and  those  who 
look  to  the  independence  of  Canada  is  this,  that 
we  seek  to  raise  our  status  to  the  highest  any  man 
Mr.  O'Brien. 


in  the  country  can  occupy  ;  and  in  seeking  that 
status  with  all  the  privileges  that  belong  to  it,  we 
assert  our  readiness  to  accept  all  the  responsibilities. 
That  is  imperial  federation  in  a  nutshell.  As  to 
the  trade  question,  I  have  only  to  say  this,  that 
speaking  for  myself,  anti  speaking  for  very  many 
in  thisHouse,  I  think,  and  in  this  country,  the  time 
has  come,  as  foreshadowed  by  the  Finance  Minister 
in  his  Budget  speech  the  other  day,  when  this  coun¬ 
try  should  alter  its  commercial  relations  with 
the  mother  country  by  a  reduction  of  tariff  in  all 
those  special  lines  in  which  we  deal  with  the  mother 
country ;  and  I  for  one,  differing  in  some  respects  with 
some  of  my  friends  on  this  side,  do  not  desire  to 
approach  this  question  in  a  spirit  of  bargain  or  sale. 
I  do  not  wish  to  go  to  England  and  say  :  Give  us 
preference  in  your  market  and  we  will  give  you  a 
preference  in  ours..  But  I  believe  it  would  be  in 
the  interests  of  the  country  to-day  to  go  to  England 
of  our  own  spontaneous  notion,  and  in  dealing  with 
our  tariff  let  the  people  of  England  understand 
that  we  appreciate  the  immense  imperial  advan¬ 
tages  we  may  derive  from  the  imperial  connection. 
I  believe  that  is  the  true  and  proper  course  for  us  to 
pursue.  The  hon.  gentleman  sitting  behind  the  hon. 
member  who  has  just  spoken  has  put  a  resolution 
to  that  effect  on  the  Paper.  It  is  faulty,  as  I  shall 
show  when  it  comes  up  for  discussion,  but  in  its 
main  issue  it  is  one  in  which  I  heartily  agree  ;  and 
I  think  the  time  will  come  when,  with  due  regard 
for  the  finances  of  the  country,  we  may  show,  and 
in  so  doing  take  a  further  step  in  the  direction  cf 
federation,  that  by  lowering  our  tariff  on  British 
goods,  consistent  with  the  meeting  of  our  own 
obligations,  we  shall  be  doing  what  will  be  of  im¬ 
mense  benefit,  not  only  to  the  material  but  to  the 
political  interests  of  the  country.  So  far  as  the 
National  Policy  is  concerned,  I  say  this,  that  pro¬ 
tection  is  not  a  thing  to  be  desired  for  itself  alone. 
I  am  not  a  protectionist  in  the  sense  that  it  is  a  god 
people  should  set  up  and  worship  as  they  do  free  trade. 
I  say  that  protection,  in  whatever  shape  you  have 
it,  is  a  means  to  an  end.  It  was  so  devised  in  the 
first  instance,  and  as  soon  as  it  has  answered  that 
end,  we  can  deal  with  it  as  we  like.  The  hon. 
gentleman  said  something  about  the  Canadian 
name,  that  the  Canadian  name  was  unknown. 
The  hon.  gentleman  must  be  strangely  blind  to  the 
signs  of  the  times.  £le  can  hardly  have  looked 
back  to  the  time  of  Confederation,  because  if  he 
had,  he  will  see  that  an  enormous  progress  has 
been  made  since  that  time  under  the  name  of 
Canadian.  At  the  time  of  Confederation,  one  or 
two  provinces  were  absolutely  hostile  to  the  idea 
of  confederation.  I  believe  many  of  the  people  of 
British  Columbia  scouted  the  idea  of  being  called 
Canadians,  and  I  think  some  Nova  Scotians,  some 
of  the  colleagues  of  the  hon.  gentleman  or  members 
of  his  party,  if  they  had  been  converted  to  the 
ideas  he  now  advocates,  are  recent  converts,  but  at 
the  time  of  Confederation,  although  we  were  bound 
together  by  a  constitution,  we  were  scattered  pro¬ 
vinces  with  scarcely  any  intercolonial  trade  or 
national  sentiment.  Is  that  the  case  to-day  V 
Confederation  is  not  so  very  old,  and  the  union 
which  has  been  brought  about  between  the  ditfier- 
ent  provinces,  not  only  in  matters  of  trade  but  also 
in  matters  of  sentiment,  is  simply  wonderful  in  view 
of  the  short  period  which  has  elapsed.  I  do 
not  think  that  any  one,  looking  to  the  future  and 
judging  by  the  past,  has  any  reason  for  apprehen- 
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sion  even  if  our  present  position  continued  to  exist. 
The  hon.  gentleman’s  aspirations  towards  Canadian 
nationality  form  one  aspect  of  the  question  to  which 
we  are  all  bound  to  pay  a  great  deal  of  respect  and 
a  great  deal  of  consideration.  We  have  three  alter¬ 
natives.  I  fully  admit  that  we  cannot  always  re¬ 
main  in  our  present  position.  A  change  will  come 
whether  we  like  it  or  not,  but  it  is  our  duty  so  to 
guide  the  destinies  of  the  country  that,  in  spite  of 
what  we  may  say  or  do  in  this  House,  we  should 
direct  opinion  in  the  way  which  is  best  for  our 
material,  moral  and  political  interests  ;  and  impe¬ 
rial  federation  is  advocated  as  the  best  means  of 
preventing  the  falling  asunder  of  the  Empire 
and  the  formation  of  a  closer  union,  not  by 
the  breaking  of  the  bundle  of  sticks  and  bringing 
the  Empire  back  to  a  state  of  weakness,  but  by 
an  idea  so  great  that  some  people  regard  it  as 
impossible  because  of  its  greatness,  to  make  a 
complete  union  of  all  the  parts  of  the  Em¬ 
pire  politically,  commercially  and  otherwise.  That 
there  are  difficulties  in  the  way  no  one  will  deny, 
but  that  these  difficulties  can  be  overcome  every 
one  should  believe.  Greater  difficulties  in 
the  history  of  nations  have  been  overcome 
time  and  again,  and  it  is  saying  little  for  the 
honesty  and  talent  of  the  people  of  the 
British  Empire  to  say  that,  having  such  a  great 
common  object  in  view  and  having  such  an  idea  as 
one  worthy  of  consummation,  it  would  be  impossible 
to  find  means  to  carry  it  out.  Every  day  this  view 
is  growing  nearer.  The  very  fact  which  has  been 
mentioned  to-night  that  a  Canadian  commissioner 
is  united  with  a  British  ambassador  in  negotiating 
a  treaty  is  a  step  towards  imperial  federation. 
What  more  can  we  expect  than  that  our  commis¬ 
sioner  in  England  should  be  associated  with  a  Brit¬ 
ish  ambassador  in  different  courts  of  Europe  ?  We 
cannot  see  exactly  the  way  now,  but,  as  years  go 
on,  the  path  will  be  opened,  the  step  will  be  taken, 
and  I  am  as  confident  as  that  I  stand  on  the  floor 
of  this  House  that,  if  the  people  of  this  country 
show  that  they  desire  imperial  federation  and  sup¬ 
port  it  as  the  people  of  England  are  supporting  it, 
it  will  come  about.  Then,  as  to  a  trade  federa¬ 
tion,  hon.  gentlemen  say  it  is  impossible.  They 
have  not  watched  the  signs  of  the  times.  They 
have  not  seen  that  the  pressure  of  the  tariffs  in 
foreign  countries  against  Great  Britain,  in  Germany, 
in  France,  in  Africa,  have  made  the  people 
of  England  look  to  the  colonies  as  the  legitimate 
outlet  for  their  trade.  When  we  look  over  the 
trade  returns,  as  I  have  looked  over  them  with  a 
view  to  this  subject,  I  find  a  remarkable  fact  which 
will  probably  come  out  iirsome  further  discussion, 
that,  of  those  articles  which  we  get  from  England, 
we  get  almost  none  from  the  United  States.  There 
is  almost  an  absolute  line  drawn  between  the 
articles  we  import  from  England  and  those  we  im¬ 
port  from  the  United  States,  and  those  which  we 
import  from  the  United  States  are  articles  which 
we  ought  to  import  from  them  and  upon  which  we 
require  protection  because  the  countries  are  very 
much  the  same  and  their  lines  of  manufacture  run 
very  much  in  the  same  direction  as  ours.  We 
therefore  require  protection  against  the  country 
which  most  closely  competes  with  our  manufac¬ 
turers.  Looking  at  the  present  temper  of  a  large 
portion  of  the  English  manufacturers,  looking 
as  they  do  to  the  colonies  and  especially  to 
Canada  as  the  great  outlet  for  their  trade,  I 


think  that  one  of  the  great  obstacles  to  im¬ 
perial  federation  is  overcome.  The  question  of 
the  tariff  is  a  very  small  matter  in  this 
regard.  If  we  treat  the  country  which  gives  us  a 
free  and  open  market  as  the  country  which  it  is 
our  interest  as  well  as  our  duty  to  trade  with,  one 
of  the  great  obstacles  to  imperial  federation  will 
be  overcome  and  the  public  feeling  in  England  to¬ 
day  shows  that  it  has  been  overcome  to  a  large 
extent.  As  I  stated  before,  I  had  great  diffidence 
in  addressing  the  House  for  the  imperial  fecler- 
ationists  in  the  absence  of  those  who  were  much 
better  qualified  to  speak  on  the  subject  than  I  am, 
but  I  repeat  that  great»economic  causes  are  work¬ 
ing  towards  imperial. federation,  and  I  have  no 
doubt  whatever,  difficult  as  the  path  may  be,  it 
will  be  surmounted  before  many  years  are  over. 

Mr.  DEVLIN.  Before  a  vote  is  taken  on  this 
subject,  I  would  like  to  read  a  word  or  two  to  the 
Finance  Minister  in  regard  to  what  he  said  to¬ 
night  about  a  portion  of  the  population  with  which 
I  am  allied  to  a  certain  extent.  Sir  Charles  Tupper 
was  invited  to  speak  at  a  dinner  in  London, 
England.  I  am  quoting  from  a  report  in  the 
Citizen  of  Tuesday,  5th  April,  and  I  find  that  he 
said  this  : 

“  Mr.  Pembroke  Stephens,  in  his  eloquent  but  too  com¬ 
plimentary  speech,  has  just  told  you  that  a  quarter  of  a 
century  ago,  I  was  Prime  Minister  of  Nova  Scotia,  and 
had  taken  a  leading  part  in  the  confederation  of  British 
North  American  Provinces,  and  in  binding  them  together 
by  a  great  transcontinental  line  of  railway.  Let  me  say, 
that  I  owed  that  position  to  the  support  I  obtained  from 
Irishmen,  and  that  in  whatever  I  have  been  able  to 
accomplish  for  my  country  I  am  deeply  indebted  to  them, 
I  need  not  say,  therefore,  how  heartily  I  sympathize  with 
the  godlike  work  of  benevolence  in  which  this  society  has 
been  engaged  for  more  than  a  hundred  years,  in  aiding  the 
destitute  and  opening  up  the  pathway  of  knowledge  to 
Irish  children.” 

Further  on  in  the  same  speech  he  said  : 

“  When  I  visited  some  of  the  most  congested  dist  ricts  of 
that  unhappy  country,  I  could  not  but  come  to  the  con¬ 
clusion  that  Irish  poverty  was  at  the  bottom  of  Irish 
discontent,  nor  could  I  avoid  reflecting  what  change 
would  be  effected  by  transferring  these  people  from  their 
wretched  surroundings  to  the  Dominion  of  Canada  where 
we  give  160  acres  of  the  best  agricultural  land  in  the  world 
to  every  emigrant  of  eighteen  years  of  age. 

“  There  is  no  county  where  Irishmen  have  been  more 
successful  in  every  walk  of  life  as  agriculturalists,  ma¬ 
chinists,  tradesmen,  contractors  and  merchants  they 
have  been  signally  successful,  while  they  have  adorned  all 
the  learned  professions  and  reached  the  highest  positions  in 
the  States.  They  thus  contribute  to  the  national  wealth, 
and  at  the  same  time  to  become  loyal  upholders  of  British 
institutions.  The  most  discontented  Irish  emigrant  finds 
himself  in  a  country  where  no  grievances  could  be  found. 
He  is  his  own  landlord,  enjoys  the  most  complete  Home 
Rule ,  and  easily  becomes  independent.  The  result  of  al  1  this 
has  been  shown  in  the  recent  elections  in  Canada,  where 
Catholic  and  Protestant  Irishmen  have,  with  great  un¬ 
animity  stood  shoulder  to  shoulder  in  sustaining  the 
policy  of  British  connections  and  no  discrimination 
against  England  as  opposed  to  a  policy  of  free,  trade 
with  the  United  States  and  the  prospect  of  union  at  no 
distant  day  with  that  Republic.” 

No  doubt  Irishmen — because  the  hon.  gentleman 
referred  to  them  in  his  speech  in  a  sneering  manner 
— no  doubt  Irishmen  throughout  the  country  will 
have  reason  to  feel  complimented  in  view  of  the  re¬ 
ference  which  he  made  to  them.  He  referred  to 
them,  I  think,  as  a  disturbing  element  in  the  United 
States  and  as  the  cause  of  the  difficulties  with 
which  England  meets  when  she  endeavours  to  bring 
about  treaties  of  reciprocity.  I  do  not  recall  the 
exact  words  which  he  uttered,  but,  nevertheless, 
there  was  a  sneer  in  those  words,  and  we  know  per¬ 
fectly  well  that  he  was  brave  here  to-night  when 
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the  people  against  whom  he  levelled  his  sneer  were 
far  away.  It  was  a  cowardly  thing  to  do,  and,  Sir, 
I  take  it  upon  myself,  to-night,  to  defend  those 
whom  he  attacked.  I  would  recall  to  him  the 
words  uttered  in  the  capital  of  England  by  his  own 
leader  and  master,  Sir  Charles  Tapper,  pointing  to 
the  loyalty  of  the  Irish  people.  Loyal  they  are  in 
whatever  country  they  may  be  settled  ;  and  if 
because  they  were  cast  away  from  Ireland  on  ac¬ 
count  of  the  laws  prevailing  there,  on  account  of 
pressure,  on  account  of  persecution,  on  account  of 
tyranny,  and  were  driven  from  that  country  into 
the  United  States  and  found  there  a  home,  it  is  no 
wonder  that  they  should  be  loyal  to  that  home, 
loyal  to  the  flag  of  that  country,  lojal  to  the 
interest  of  that  country.  Here  they  are  loyal,  too, 
because  they  have  found  the  protection  here  that 
was  denied  them  at  home,  and  when  the  hon. 
gentleman  sneers  at  those  across  the  line,  he  sneers 
at  those  who  live  here,  and  who  have  that  respect 
for  our  brethern  across  the  line  that  one  brother 
should  have  for  another. 

House  divided  on  amendment  (Mr.  Mills,  Botli- 


well)  : 

Yeas  : 

Messieurs 

Allan, 

Innes. 

Armstrong, 

Landerkin, 

Bain  (Wentworth) 

Langelier. 

B6chard, 

Laurier, 

Beith , 

Lavergne, 

Bernier, 

Leduc, 

Bourassa, 

Legris, 

Bowman, 

Lister, 

Brodeur, 

Livingston, 

Brown, 

Macdonald  (Huron), 

Bruneau, 

McGregor, 

Campbell, 

McMillan  (Huron), 

Carroll, 

McMullen, 

Casey, 

Mignault, 

Charlton, 

Mills  (Bothwell), 

Choquette, 

Monet, 

Christie, 

Mulock, 

Davies, 

Paterson  (Brant), 

Dawson, 

Perry, 

Devlin, 

Rider, 

Edgar, 

Rinfret, 

Edwards, 

Rowan, 

Featherston, 

Sanborn, 

Flint, 

Scriver, 

Fraser, 

Semple, 

Somerville, 

Gauthier, 

Geoffrion, 

Sutherland, 

Gibson, 

Vaillancourt, 

Gillmor, 

Watson, 

Godbout, 

Welsh  and 

Guay, 

Yeo.— 62. 

* 

Nays  : 

Messieurs 

Adams, 

LaRivikre, 

Bain  (Soulanges), 

Lupine, 

Baird, 

Lipp6, 

Baker, 

Macdonald  (King’s), 

Barnard, 

Macdonald  (Winnipeg), 

Bennett, 

Macdonell  (Algoma), 

Bergeron, 

Macdowall, 

Bergin , 

McAlister, 

Bowell, 

McDonald  (Victoria), 

Boyle, 

McDougald  (Pictou), 

Burnham, 

McKay, 

Burns, 

McLean, 

Cameron. 

McLennan, 

Cargill, 

McLeod, 

Carignan, 

Carling, 

McMillan  (Vaudreuil), 

Madill, 

Carpenter, 

Mara, 

Caron  (Sir  Adolphe), 

Masson, 

Cleveland, 

Miller, 

Cochrane, 

Moncrieff, 

Cockburn, 

Mr.  Devlin. 

Montague, 

Eorbould, 

Northrup, 

Costigan, 

O’Brien, 

Craig, 

Ouimet, 

Curran, 

Patterson  (Colchester), 

Daly, 

Patterson  (Huron), 

Davin, 

Pelletier, 

Denison, 

Pope, 

Desaulniers, 

Pridham, 

Desjardins  (Hochelaga), 

Putnam, 

Desiardins  (L’lslet), 

Robillard, 

Dewdney, 

Roome, 

Dugas, 

Rosamond, 

Dupont, 

Ross  (Dundas), 

Dyer, 

Ross  (Lisgar), 

Earle, 

Ryekman, 

Fairbairn, 

Simard, 

Ferguson  (Renfrew), 

Skinner, 

Foster, 

Smith  (Ontario), 

Frechette, 

Sproule, 

Gillies, 

Stairs, 

Grandbois, 

Stevenson, 

Haggart, 

Taylor, 

Henderson, 

Thompson  (Sir  John), 

Hodgins, 

Tisdale, 

Hughes, 

Tupper, 

Hutchins, 

Tyrwhitt, 

Ingram, 

Wallace, 

Ives, 

White  (Cardwell), 

Joncas, 

White  (Shelburne), 

Kaulbach, 

Wilmot, 

Kirkpatrick, 

Wilson  and 

Langevin,  (Sir  Hector), 

Wood  (Brockville). — 106. 

\ 

Pairs  : 

Ministerial. 

Opposition. 

Mr.  Corby, 

Sir  Richard  Cartwright, 

Mr.  Dickey, 

Mr.  Forbes, 

Mr.  Mills  (Annapolis), 

Mr.  Flint, 

Mr.  Amyot, 

Mr.  Fremont, 

Mr.  Turcotte, 

Mr.  Fauvel. 

Amendment  negatived. 


Mr.  FLINT.  I  did  not  vote  because  I  was 
paired  with  the  hon.  member  for  Annapolis  (Mr. 
Mills). 

'  Mr.  TAYLOR'.  The  hon.  member  for  Cumber¬ 
land  (Mr.  Dickey)  has  not  voted,  neither  have  the 
hon.  members  for  North  Bruce  (Mr.  McNeill),  Vic¬ 
toria,  B.  C.  (Mr.  Prior),  York,  N.B.  (Mr.  Temple), 
West  Northumberland  (Mr.  Guillet),  St.  John, 
N.B.  (Mr.  Hazen),  and  Vancouver  Island  (Mr. 
Gordon). 

Mr.  DICKEY.  I  paired  with  the  hon.  member 
for  Queen’s,  N.S.  (Mr.  Forbes),  otherwise  I  would 
have  voted  against  the  amendment. 

Mr.  McNEILL.  I  may  say,  as  my  name  has 
been  mentioned,  that  I  would  have  voted  against 
the  amendment  with  very  great  pleasure. 

SUPPLY. 

House  again  resolved  itself  into  Committee  of 
Supply.  v 

Committee  reported  a  resolution. 

ELECTION  FOR  NORTH  PERTH. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  I  have  the  honour  to  inform 
the  House  that  I  have  received  from  the  Registrar 
of  the  Supreme  Court  of  Canada  a  certified  copy  of 
the  judgment  of  the  said  court  in  the  election  ap¬ 
peal  for  the  Electoral  District  of  the  North  Riding 
of  the  County  of  Perth,  by  which  the  appeal  was 
allowed  and  judgment  of  the  trial  judges  in  the 
lower  court  reversed,  and  the  election  declared 
void.  In  conformity  with  chapter  9,  section  46  of 
the  Revised  Statutes,  I  have  issued  my  warrant  to 
the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Chancery  to  make  out  a 
new  writ  of  election  for  the  said  electoral  district. 
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REPORT. 

Report  of  Militia  and  Defence. — (Mr.  Bowell. ) 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON  moved  the  adjournment 
of  the  House. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  and  House  adjourned  at  12. 15 
a.m.  (Friday). 

HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Friday,  8th  April,  1892. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  Three  o’clock. 

Prayers. 

OFFICIAL  REPORT  OF  THE  DEBATES. 

Mr.  DESJARDINS  (Hochelaga)  presented  the 
First  Report  of  the  Select  Committee  appointed  to 
supervise  the  Official  Report  of  the  Debates  : 

The  Committee  recommend  that  Mr.  Alphonse  Desjar¬ 
dins,  stenographer,  of  Levis,  Que.,  be  appointed  to  fill  the 
vacancy  on  the  staff  of  the  Official  Reporters  caused  by 
the  death  of  Mr.  F.  R.  Mareeau. 

FIRST  READINGS. 

Bill  (No.  63)  respecting  the  Pontiac  Pacific 
Junction  Railway  Company.— (Mr.  Murray.) 

Bill  (No.  64)  respecting  the  Canada  Atlantic  Rail¬ 
way  Company. — (Mr.  Taylor.) 

Bill  (No.  65)  to  incorporate  the  Burrard  Inlet 
Tunnel  and  Bridge  Company. — (Mr.  Corbould. ) 

REPORT. 

Canadian  Archives,  by  Douglas  Brymner,  Archi¬ 
vist,  1891. — (Mr.  Carling.) 

THIRD  READING. 

Bill  (No.  8)  respecting  aid  by  United  States 
Wreckers  in  Canadian  Waters.— (Mr.  Bowell.) 

SUPPLY. 

Mr.  FOSTER  moved  that  the  House  again  re¬ 
solve  itself  into  Committee  of  Supply. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  I  will  take  this  opportunity  of 
asking  information  from  the  leader  of  the  House 
with  regard  to  two  Bills,  first  of  all  the  Criminal 
Law  Amendment  Bill  Which  has  been  long  on  the 
Paper  but  has  not  yet  been  printed  and  distributed, 
and  then  as  to  the  Redistribution  Bill.  We  are 
now  in  the  sixth  week  of  the  session,  and  perhaps 
the  hon.  gentleman  can  tell  us  when  we  may  ex¬ 
pect  these  measures. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  As  to  the  Criminal 
Law  Bill,  I  introduced  it  with  a  number  of  amend¬ 
ments,  as  I  explained  at  the  time,  and  the  printing 
has  not  been  completed,  although  the  officers  of 
the  House  and  the  officers  of  the  Printing  Bureau 
have  done  all  they  can  to  expedite  it.  I  am  inform¬ 
ed  that  it  will  probably  be  ready  for  a  second  read¬ 
ing  on  Tuesday,  and  then  I  intend  to  propose  its 
reference  to  a  select  committee,  composed  of  a  con¬ 
siderable  number  of  the  members  of  this  House, 
i  As  to  the  Redistribution  Bill,  I  think  it  will  be 
brought  down  very  shortly  after  the  Easter  recess, 
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and  the  information  which  has  been  asked  for  will 
be  ready  by  that  time,  but,  I  fear,  not  before,  al¬ 
though  an  ample  staff  has  been  engaged  in  prepar¬ 
ing  it. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  House  again  resolved 
itself  into  Committee  of  Supply. 

(In  the  Committee. ) 

Department  of  the  Interior .  $95,414 

Mr.  FOSTER.  When  we  were  going  through  the 
Civil  Government  estimates,  we  allowed  this  item 
to  stand  until  the  report  of  the  Committee  of  the 
Privy  Council  was  before  the  House.  That  has 
been  down  for  a  considerable  time,  and  has  been 
discussed  on  the  Supplementary  Estimates,  so  I 
suppose  there  will  be  no  objection  to  pass  this  item 
now. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  We  want  to  have  an  explan¬ 
ation  as  to  the  increases  in  this  department. 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  They  are  simply  the  statut¬ 
ory  increases. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  I  understand  that, 
when  papers  are  moved  for  in  this  House,  it  has 
been  the  practice  in  the  different  departments,  if 
there  is  but  one  paper  of  those  moved  for  upon  the 
file,  on  which  there  may  be  thirty  or  forty  papers, 
to  copy  the  whole  file.  This  adds  enormously  to 
the  expense  though  it  may  be  to  the  advantage 
of  those  who  have  to  do  the  work.  It  seems  to  me 
that  is  a  practice  which  should  be  corrected. 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  It  is  difficult  sometimes 
to  find  out  exactly  what  papers  are  required,  and, 
if  the  Minister  takes  the  responsibility  of  selecting 
he  may  not  bring  down  the  particular  paper  which 
is  required. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  But  if  there  are  forty 
papers  on  the  file  and  two  are  required  to  be 
brought  down,  the  selection  had  better  be  made 
before  than  after  the  papers  are  brought  down. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  Is  it  the  intention  of  the 
Department  of  the  Interior  to  still  keep  on  the 
force  at  Winnipeg  that  they  have  had  in  the  past  ? 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  As  the  hon.  gentleman  knows,, 
the  estimates  in  regard  to  the  force  at  Winnipeg  is 
not  now  before  the  House,  but  the  vote  I  shall 
ask  for  this  year  is  a  trifle  less  than  that  which  I 
asked  for  last  year,  but  the  force  is  virtually  the 
same. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  Can  the  hon.  gentleman 
inform  the  committee  whether  the  Civil  Service 
Commission  are  about  to  make  a  report  in  regard 
to  any  material  alterations  in  his  department  ? 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  That  would  be  impossible 
for  me  to  say.  I  have  only  had  a  few  moments’ 
conversation  with  the  chairman  of  that  Commission, 
who  stated  that  he  had  been  through  my  depart¬ 
ment  and  was  astonished  at  the  amount  and  vari¬ 
ety  of  the  work  done  there.  He  made  no  indica¬ 
tion  as  to  what  he  proposed  to  recommend  in 
regard  to  it,  and  what  remarks  he  did  make  were 
made  in  a  casual  way. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  Has  the  staff  been  increasing 
in  the  last  few  years  ? 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  No  ;  since  I  have  been  here 
the  staff  in  Winnipeg  has  remained  about  the  same. 
The  staff  at  headquarters  has  been  decreasing. 
Within  the  last  two  years  the  cost  has  decreased 
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by  $17,600.  Tills  year  there  is  a  decrease  of  $3,600, 
and  last  year  there  was  a  decrease  of  $14,000. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  should  like  to  ask  if  the 
work  now  performed  in  the  Interior  Department 
is  not  considerably  less  than  it  was  three  years  ago  ? 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  On  the  contrary,  I  think  the 
work  has  been  constantly  increasing,  but  the 
means  we  have  taken  to  do  the  work  has  resulted 
in  a  decrease  of  the  number  of  clerks.  For  in¬ 
stance,  we  have  employed  a  large  number  of  type¬ 
writers,  which  has  immensely  decreased  the  amount 
of  clerical  work,  and  that  is  one  cause  why  we 
have  been  able  to  dispense  with  so  many  extra 
clerks.  We  have  now  had  in  hand  for  about  six 
weeks  a  phonograph,  by  which  we  hope  to  be  able 
to  decrease  still  further  the  number  of  officials,  if 
that  instrument  works  as  successfully  as  it  now 
promises  to  do. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  The  hon.  gentleman  has 
had  in  his  department  a  man  named  Cross,  who  is 
not  now  in  the  department,  I  think.  Who  has 
taken  his  place  ? 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  Mr.  Cross  was  a  temporary 
clerk  and  was  dispensed  with.  He  was  one  of 
those  who  are  represented  in  the  decrease  of 
$14,000.  No  one  has  succeeded  him. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.  E.I. )  It  seems  to  me,  in  look¬ 
ing  over  the  expenses  in  connection  with  the 
different  departments,  that  amongst  them  the  In¬ 
terior  Department  does  not  rank  high  for  economy  ; 
in  fact,  it  would  not  be  going  too  far  to  say  that  it 
takes  a  high  place  for  extravagance.  I  think,  in 
the  year  1882-83,  when  they  went  clean  mad  in  that 
department,  and  when  certain  statements  were 
brought  down  by  officers  in  the  department  show¬ 
ing  that  they  were  acting  under  the  impression  that 
the  receipts  from  the  Dominion  lands  would  be  so 
large  as  to  cover  nearly  all  the  expenses  of  the 
Government,  they  inaugurated  a  system  of  expen¬ 
diture  which  was  consistent  with  their  then  expec¬ 
tations.  Well,  it  was  no  use  in  those  days  talking 
about  economy  ;  nobody  talked  about  it,  anybody 
who  did  talk  about  it  was  laughed  at.  But  there 
has  been  a  growing  disposition  on  both  sides  of  the 
House,  of  late  years,  now  that  we  are  nearly  at  the 
length  of  our  tether,  to  lop  off  useless  extravagances 
in  all  the  departments.  I  would  call  the  atten¬ 
tion  of  the  head  of  that  department  to  the  fact, 
that  while  they  launched  out  into  this  extravagant 
system  in  1882-83,  they  have  not  yet  applied  the 
pruning- knife,  there  has  been  no  retrenchment 
whatever.  Now,  everybody  knows  that  the 
work  in  that  department  is  not  as  large 
as  it  once  was,  nothing  like  it.  I  see  the  sales 
of  land  in  the  North-West  are  very,  very  small, 
not  one-fifth,  or  one-tenth,  part  of  what  they 
were  expected  to  be.  The  hon.  gentleman  told  us, 
I  think,  last  year  or  the  year  before,  that  he  was 
enabled  to  reduce  his  staff  somewhat,  but  I  do  not 
find — 1  am  not  going  through  all  the  little  items  of 
expenditure — that  there  is  any  reduction.  Take,  for 
instance,  the  item  of  newspapers.  You  have  two 
branches  in  that  department,  and  you  have  $300 
paid  for  newspapers  in  one,  and  nearly  $700  in  the 
other — $1,000  for  newspapers  in  the  Interior  Depart¬ 
ment.  Of  course  it  is  a  very  small  sum,  but  it  is 
indicative  of  the  system  which  prevails  in  the  de¬ 
partment.  I  have  gone  through  all  the  contingent 
accounts  in  the  Auditor  General’s  Report,  and  it 
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seems  to  me  they  are  all  on  a  par,  there  does  not 
seem  to  be  any  desire  to  economise.  A  few  years 
ago  the  House  was  shocked  at  the  tremendous 
amount  of  travelling  expenses  which  many  employes 
of  that  department  incurred,  and  which  were  paid 
out  of  the  public  expenditure.  In  that  regard  there 
is  somewhat  of  an  improvement,  although  I  think 
there  is  room  for  still  more.  But  it  does  seem  to  me, 
when  we  compare  the  expenditure  of  that  depart¬ 
ment  to-day  with  what  it  was  in  1878,  and  I  think 
the  hon.  gentleman  will  admit  there  was  nearly  as 
much  work  being  done  as  there  is  now,  that  it  is 
out  of  all  proportion,  and  evinces  an  absence  of 
economy  to  be  condemned.  I  think  we  have  a  right 
to  expect  something  better  from  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  ;  I  think  the  scale  to  which  the  expenditure  in 
that  department  was  raised  some  years  ago,  when 
these  extravagant  expectations  were  indulged  in, 
should  be  reduced,  not  by  lopping  off  a  little  cheese¬ 
paring  here  and  there,  but  by  applying  the  pruning- 
knife  deep  into  this  expenditure. 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  I  can  assure  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  that  the  work  in  the  department  has  greatly 
increased,  and  that  if  there  was  any  chance  of 
reducing  th£  staff  still  further  I  would  be  only  too 
glad  to  do  it  ;  because  I  have  made  it  my  business 
to  look  into  the  matter  and  have  endeavoured  to 
make  a  reduction  wherever  possible,  and  I  think  I 
have  done  it  to  a  great  extent,  not  only  in  the  cost, 
but  in  the  number  of  the  employes.  Of  course  the 
Interior  Department  and  the  Government  will  be 
guided,  to  a  great  extent,  by  the  Report  of  the 
Civil  Service  Commission  ;  and  I  shall  be  aston¬ 
ished  if  that  Commission,  after  the  very  close  ex¬ 
amination  they  have  made  into  our  department— 
they  have  gone  into  every  branch  of  it,  and  into 
every  sub-branch — I  shall  be  very  much  surprised 
if  they  report  in  the  direction  of  cutting  down  the 
staff  to  any  great  extent.  If  they  do  it,  and  if 
they  can  show  that  we  can  make  any  further  re¬ 
duction  in  the  number  of  employes,  I  shall  be  very 
glad  to  do  so. 

Mr.  FRASER.  What  proportion  do  the  receipts 
bear  to  expenditure  in  your  department  ? 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  I  think  that  will  be  better 
discussed  on  the  main  vote.  I  have  not  the  in¬ 
formation  now,  but  I  will  have  it  then. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman 
has  got  a  man  named  H.  H.  Turner  in  his  depart¬ 
ment.  I  would  like  to  know  when  Mr.  Turner  was 
appointed,  what  hissalary  is,  and  what  he  is  doing? 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  H.  H.  Turner  was  appointed 
in  1885  or  1886,  I  do  not  recollect  which  at  the 
moment.  He  has  been  connected  with  the  Account¬ 
ant’s  Branch  as  one  of  the  assistant  accountants. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  Is  the  hon.  gentleman  able 
to  say  from  his  own  personal  knowledge  that  he  is 
an  efficient  accountant,  that  he  discharges  his  duty 
efficiently  ? 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  Yes,  I  understand  he  is  a 
most  able  man;1  one  of  the  most  able  clerks  we  have 
in  the  department. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  What  was  he  doing  before 
he  was  appointed  to  the  department,  and  by  whose 
influence  was  he  put  in  there  ? 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  I  understand  that  he  was  a 
school  teacher  somewhere  in  Ontario,  but  I  do  not 
know  where. 
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Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  have  been  informed  that 
he  was  put  in  by  the  hon.  member  for  Leeds  (Mr. 
Taylor),  and  that  his  abilities  are  of  such  a 
character  that  he  has  had  a  never-ending  battle 
to  keep  him  there.  My  impression  is  that  Mr. 
Turner  is  getting  a  great  deal  more  than  he  is 
able  to  earn.  I  observe  that  his  salary  was  raised 
$50  last  year,  and  that  he  is  now  receiving  $900 
annually.  We  can  easily  understand  that  a 
Government,  either  Dominion  or  Provincial,  is 
subject  to  be  pressed  very  strongly  by  those  who 
have  personal  interests  to  serve,  and  friends  to 
serve,  to  take  people  into  the  departments  in  order 
to  provide  for  them.  It  is  the  duty  of  any 
Opposition,  whether  here  or  in  the  Provincial 
Legislature,  to  see  that  these  men  are  not  per¬ 
mitted  to  draw  salaries  for  which  the  country 
receives  little  or  nothing  in  return.  I  have  some 
little  inkling  that  this  is  one  of  these  cases.  This 
man  was  crowded  through  the  doors  of  the  Interior 
Department,  and  has  been  kept  there  because  there 
is  a  member  of  the  House  anxious  to  find  him 
something  to  do. 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  I  only  know  that  I  found 
Mr.  Turner  in  the  department  when  I  took  charge 
of  it,  and  that  he  had  been  in  the  department  some 
years  previous  to  that  time.  I  do  not  know  under 
what  circumstances  he  entered,  but  the  member 
for  Leeds  (Mr.  Taylor)  stated  in  his  place  in  this 
House  some  days  ago  that  he  was  a  friend  of  his 
and  that  he  had  known  him  several  years.  On. 
every  occasion  when  Mr.  Turner’s  name  has  been 
brought  up,  he  has  received  the  very  highest  testi¬ 
monials  as  to  his  competence  and  character. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  hope  the  Commission  on 
the  Civil  Service  will  recommend  some  means  of 
preventing  the  crowding  of  men  into  the  depart¬ 
ments.  It  is  desirable  that  some  change  should  be 
made  in  order  that  a  whole  lot  of  officials  whose 
services  are  not  worth  what  the  public  pay  for  them 
should  not  be  retained  in  the  Civil  Service  until 
they  are  superannuated  under  the  present  law.  I 
hope  the  Commission  will  bring  in  a  recommenda¬ 
tion  that  will  relieve  the  Government  of  the  day — 
I  do  not  blame  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  more  than 
any  other  Government — from  being  boted  in  this 
way,  and  being  almost  compelled  to  admit  un¬ 
necessary  clerks  into  the  Civil  Service. 

Mr.  TAYLOR.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  made 
a  statement  that  he  has  been  informed  that  Mr 
Turner  is  a  very  inefficient  officer.  I  challenge 
that  statement.*  I  challenge  that  hon.  gentleman 
to  produce  a  statement  from  Mr.  Burgess,  or  from 
the  chief  accountant,  or  any  other  leading  officer  of 
the  department,  to  that  effect,  for  they  will  declare 
that  the  assertion  is  contrary  to  the  fact,  and  that 
Mr.  Turner  is  one  of  the  most  efficient  men  in  the 
service.  I  make  that  statement  here,  and  I  will 
guarantee  that  every  chief  officer  in  the  Department 
of  the  Interior  will  agree  with  what  I  say.  Mr. 
Turner  was  a  school  teacher  before  he  was  appoint¬ 
ed  to  the  department,  and  he  has  proved  himself 
to  be  one  of  the  best  accountants  and  one  of  the 
most  efficient  officers  ;  and  if  the  hon.  gentleman 
has  been  informed,  as  he  has  intimated,  to  the  con¬ 
trary,  all  I  can  tell  him  is  that  his  information  is 
not  correct,  and  that  he  did  not  get  it  from  any 
officer  of  the  department. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  The  committee  will  notice 
that  the  hon.  gentleman  does  not  deny  that  he  is 
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responsible  for  Mr.  Turner  having  been  placed  in 
the  department.  Of  course,  if  he  were  an  efficient 
servant,  it  would  be  all  right  ;  but  I  have  learned 
that  Mr.  Turner  has  been  kept  there  by  the  persis¬ 
tent  efforts  of  the  member  for  Leeds  (Mr.  Taylor) 
because  he  is  a  personal  friend,  and  a  friend  of  his 
constituents.  I  merely  cite  this  as  an  instance  of 
the  wrong  manner  in  which  officers  are  forced  into 
the  departments  and  remain  there,  and  I  hope  the 
Civil  Service  Commission  will  suggest  some  method 
to  alter  the  entire  system,  and  prevent  the  Dom¬ 
inion  Government  being  compelled  to  retain  officers 
in  order  to  satisfy  hon.  members  of  the  House. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  What  number  of  agencies 
are  established,  and  has  the  number  been  increased 
during  the  past  year  ? 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  Does  the  hon.  gentleman 
refer  to  land  agencies  in  the  North-West  ? 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  Land  and  timber  agencies. 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  The  land  agencies  are  the 
same  as  they  have  been  for  some  years.  There  have 
been  agencies  established  for  the  summ  er  months 
at  the  Red  Deer  district,  where  one  of  the  clerks 
of  the  Winnipeg  office  has  been  detailed  in  order 
to  assist  settlers,  who  went  in  there  in  large 
numbers  last  year.  There  has  been  no  increase  of 
agencies,  so  far  as  my  memory  goes,  during  the  last 
year  or  two.  I  have  not  made  any  new  land  agen¬ 
cies  since  I  came  into  office. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  I  wish  to  enquire  from 
the  Minister  whether  it  is  consistent  with  the 
views  of  the  department,  or  is  it  a  fact,  that 
officers  of  the  department  are  interested  in  mining 
and  mineral  lands  in  the  North-West  which  come 
within  the  purview  and  control  of  the  department  ? 
If  so,  who  are  the  officers  ?  Has  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man’s  attention  been  called  to  this  matter,  and  is 
he  able  to  give  any  positive  answer  in  regard  to  it  ? 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  I  may  say  that  up  to  a  few' 
hours  ago  I  never  heard  any  intimation  that  any 
of  the  officers  of  my  department  vrere  interested  in 
any  way  in  public  lands  or  in  mines  in  the  western 
country.  But  I  did  hear  a  few  hours  ago  that  an 
anonymous  letter  had  been  written  to  a  member  of 
this  House  stating  that  Mr.  Burgess  was  interested 
in  a  silver  mine  in  Keewatin.  I  do  not  believe 
there  is  a  silver  mine  in  KeeAvatin,  for  I  never 
heard  of  it.  I  can  venture  the  assertion,  on  the 
responsibility  of  my  position  here,  that  Mr.  Bur¬ 
gess  is  not,  and  never  was,  and  I  do  not  believe  a 
single  officer  of  my  department  is,  or  ever  was, 
interested  in  mines  in  the  North-West. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  Since  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  has  mentioned  the  subject,  I  may  say  that  I 
understand  a  number  of  prominent  officers,  speak¬ 
ing  now  merely  from  rumour  that  is  current  abroad, 
and  that  ought  to  be  contradicted  if  not  wrell 
founded — that  the  most  prominent  officers  in  the 
inside  and  outside  services  of  the  department  are 
interested  in  coal  and  other  lands  tying  between 
Calgary  and  Edmonton.  The  public  believe,  no 
doubt,  that  the  statement  is  wrell  founded.  It  is 
an  equally  Avell-founded  opinion  that  any  such  in¬ 
terest,  if  it  exists,  is  incompatible  with  the  proper 
discharge  of  the  duties  which  these  parties  oAve  to 
the  public  service. 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman 
is  quite  right  in  bringing  a  matter  of  this  kind  to 
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the  attention  of  the  House,  and  I  may  say  for  my¬ 
self  that  I  have  never  heard  the  rumour  that  such 
is  the  case.  If  there  is  information  on  this  subject 
obtainable  I  should  be  only  too  glad  if  it  were 
brought  to  my  attention,  but  I  do  not  believe  there 
is  a  single  case  of  the  kind.  All  the  dealings  by 
public  servants  in  public  lands  since  I  have  been  in 
charge  of  the  department — and  they  have  been  only 
with  respect  to  public  lands — have  been  cases  where 
officers  have  asked  permission,  which  can  be  done 
under  the  Dominion  Lands  Act,  to  purchase  a  piece 
of  land  in  the  public  domain.  There  have  been  one 
or  two  applications  for  small  pieces  of  such  land, 
but  that  is  all.  The  matter  referred  to  by  the  hon. 
gentleman  has  never  been  brought  to  my  attention. 
I  have  never  heard  of  the  charge  that  a  single 
officer  of  my  department  is  interested,  directly  or 
indirectly,  in  coal  lands  or  timber  lands. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  I  would  like  to  ask  the 
Minister  further,  for  I  do  not  think  his  explanation 
and  denial  cover  the  whole  ground,  whether,  in  the 
companies  which  have  been  formed  in  connection 
with  mining  lands  between  Calgary  and  Edmonton, 
or  in  any  timber  limits,  he  knows  that  prominent 
officials  in  his  department  are  members  of  these 
companies  ? 

Mr.  DEYVDNEY.  I  have  never  heard  of  the 
slightest  intimation  that  any  one  of  my  officials 
were  in  any  way  connected,  either  directly  or  in¬ 
directly,  with  any  companies  in  Calgary  or  Ed- 
montoiv,  or  in  any  part  of  the  North-West. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  What  position  does 
Frank  Nelson  now  occupy,  and  what  salary  does 
he  get  ? 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  He  was  reduced  to  $1,100  a 
year,  the  minimum  of  his  class. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  Is  that  the  result  of 
the  investigation  ? 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  Yes. 

Expenses  in  connection  with  Patent 
Record . . . $8,000 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  see  there  is  a  very  desir¬ 
able  reduction  here.  Will  the  Minister  give  some 
explanation  of  it  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  The  contract  entered  into 
some  years  ago  has  expired,  and  the  work  is  now 
done  by  the  Queen’s  Printer.  We  find  we  can  do 
the  work  as  efficiently  as  it  was  done  under  the 
contract  and  save  $4,000. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  This  bears  out  the  conten¬ 
tion  which  has  been  made  from  this  side  of  the 
House  for  years  past,  that  the  price  paid  for  issu¬ 
ing  this  record  was  exorbitant.  Will  the  same 
number  of  copies  be  issued,  notwithstanding  the 
reduction  of  $4,000  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  The  same  quantity  is  issued 
as  before.  One  thousand  copies  were  formerly 
printed,  but  it  is  now  intended  to  print  2,500,  and 
to  sell  them  if  possible. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  Are  there  any  fees 
received  from  sales  of  the  Patent  Record  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  In  future  we  expect  to  make 
something  out  of  it  by  selling  copies  in  addition  to 
those  that  are  distributed  free. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  Is  it  sold  to  any  one 
who  desires  to  buy  it  ? 
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Mr.  CARLING.  Anyone  who  wishes  to  become 
a  subscriber  at  $2  per  annum  can  have  it. 

Preparation  of  Criminal  Statistics . $4,000 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  Who  is  in  charge  of  this 
branch  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  Mr.  St.  Denis,  who  was  also 
head  clerk  of  mortuary  statistics,  which  we  have 
done  away  with. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I. )  Is  any  information  of  a 
practical  kind  derived  from  the  publication  of  these 
statistics  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  think  so.  They  are  published 
annually  in  accordance  with  an  Act  of  Parliament 
brought  in  by  the  late  member  for  West  Durham 
some  years  ago.  The  information  is  returned  by 
the  clerks  of  the  courts. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  Are  these  statistics 
gathered  from  the  cities  alone  or  from  the  rural 
districts  as  well  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  They  are  obtained  from  the 
clerks  of  the  courts  all  over  the  Dominion,  who  are 
paid  a  fee  for  furnishing  them  ? 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  Do  they  appear  in  the 
hon.  gentleman’s  report  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  No,  in  a  separate  document;  an 
appendix  to  the  report. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  Do  they  cover  summary 
convictions  as  well  as  indictable  offences  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  The  information  which  has 
been  prepared  for  me  states  that  the  returns  are 
received  from  clerks  of  the  courts  for  indictable 
offences  in  one  schedule  and  for  summary  convictions 
in  another,  $1  being  paid  for  each  schedule  and  5 
cents  for  each  name.  There  was  expended  last 
year  altogether,  $3,086. 

Mr.  FLINT.  It  has  struck  me,  and  I  fancy  it 
must  have  struck  other  members,  that  the  work, 
much  of  which  I  believe  is  very  valuable  work,  in 
connection  with  gathering  these  statistics,  is  not 
appreciated  by  the  public  as  it  ought  to  be,  and  I 
think  the  department  should  invent  some  means 
for  bringing  this  information  more  promptly  and 
more  frequently  before  the  public.  I  very  much 
fear  that  a  large  amount  of  the  money  and  time 
spent  in  the  preparation  of  these  returns  is,  for 
most  practical  purposes,  wasted.  If  bulletins  were 
issued,  say  every  two  months,  giving  well  digested 
statistics  for  the  previous  two  months,  and  dis¬ 
tributed  to  the  press  of  the  country,  the  informa¬ 
tion  might  be  made  useful  to  large  numbers  of 
persons  who  watch  the  course  of  affairs  in  criminal 
matters.  We  know  that  many  societies,  religious 
and  temperance  organizations,  and  persons  of  a 
benevolent  turn  of  mind,  are  constantly  studying 
the  question  how  the  criminal  classes  may  be 
reached,  and  watching  the  trend  of  criminal 
matters  ;  and  if  these  statistics  could  be  presented 
more  frequently  and  directly  to  the  public  through 
the  press,  they  would  be  of  much  more  value  than 
they  are. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL.  I  notice  that  the  vote  of 
$5,000  for  health  statistics  is  dropped  this  year. 
Are  the  Government  not  going  to  ask  for  any  ap¬ 
propriation  for  that  purpose  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  No.  We  only  voted  $5,000  to 
the  end  of  the  calendar  year.  We  have  not  con¬ 
tinued  the  collection  of  that  information. 
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Mr.  MCDONALD  (Huron).  I  think  that  is  a 
very  wise  decision,  as  the  statistics  were  gathered 
only  from  certain  points  in  the  country,  and  were 
always  inaccurate. 

Salaries — Military  Branch  and  District 
Staff . $12,400 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  What  is  the  present  condition 
of  the  staff  ?  Have  there  been  any  changes,  and  is 
it  intended  to  keep  the  staff  up  as  it  is  at  present  ? 

Mr.  BOW  ELL.  There  have  been  no  changes 
made  since  I  have  been  in  the  department.  No 
provision  has  been  made  to  fill  up  the  vacancy 
which  occurred  during  the  year  through  the  death 
of  Brigade-Major  Lewis,  and  there  is  no  intention 
to  fill  the  vacancy.  My  intention  is  to  give  this 
matter  the  closest  possible  attention  as  soon  as  I 
have  the  time,  and  I  am  under  the  impression  I 
can,  without  affecting  the  efficiency  of  the  staff  or 
service,  still  further  reduce  it. 

Mr.  O’BRIEN.  There  is  one  point  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  staff  which  it  would  be  well  to  bear 
in  mind,  and  that  is  the  advisability  of  associating 
the  heads  of  the  militia  department  as  closely  as 
possible  with  the  military  schools  of  instruction. 
The  experiment  as  carried  on  in  Toronto  has  been 
eminently  successful,  and  it  is  to  be  hoped  the 
system  will  be  pursued  elsewhere.  It  is  a  system 
which  brings  thfe  staff  of  the  school  and  the  per¬ 
manent  corps  much  more  in  sympathy  with  each 
other. 

Brigade  Majors . . . $13,900 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I. )  Is  there  a  provision  in 
the  Act  of  Parliament  enabling  majors  in  the  House 
to  receive  pay  without  violating  that  Act  ? 

Mr.  KIRKPATRICK.  I  remember  bringing  that 
very  point  up  when  the  Bill  was  brought  in  by  the 
hon.  member  for  East  York,  and  it  was  amended 
so  as  to  allow  officers  to  draw  their  pay  and  allow¬ 
ance  while  holding  their  seats  in  the  Commons.  It 
is  the  same  rule  which  holds  in  the  Imperial  Par¬ 
liament. 

Ammunition,  including  artillery  ammu¬ 
nition  and  manufacture  of  small  arms 
ammunition  at  the  Government  Car¬ 
tridge  Factory,  Quebec . $50,000 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  Are  the  Government  en¬ 
gaged  in  the  manufacture  of  small  arms  ? 

Sir  ADOLPHE  CARON.  No. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  What  rifle  is  used  in  the 
service  ? 

Mr.  DENISON.  The  whole  force  is  armed  with 
the  Snider,  but  there  are  a  few  Martini  rifles  in  the 
country  used  mainly  for  practising  for  the  annual 
matches. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  Is  not  the  Snider  superseded 
in  the  English  service  and  the  continental  states  by 
more  modern  and  better  weapons  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  No  doubt  about  that.  It  is 
only  a  question  of  expense.  If  Parliament  will 
give  the  department  a  sufficient  sum  to  provide 
the  militia  with  the  improved  firearm,  I  shall  only 
be  too  glad  to  obtain  the  latest  improvement.  The 
hon.  gentleman  is  quite  right  in  saying  that  the 
Snider  has  fallen  to  a  great  extent  into  disuse, 
particularly  in  the  Imperial  Army,  but  as  we  do  not 
at  present  anticipate  any  difficulties  with  foreign 


countries,  our  volunteers  can  learn  their  drill  as 
well  with  the  Snider  as  any  other  rifle. 

Mr.  O’BRIEN.  Would  it  not  be  possible  for  the 
militia  to  obtain  from  the  Imperial  service  the  Mar¬ 
tini  rifles  now  superseded  by  a  later  weapon  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  can  scarcely  see  the  propriety 
of  taking  for  the  Canadian  rifle  an  arm  that  has 
been  discarded  by  the  Imperial  Parliament.  If  we 
are  to  have  any,  let  us  have  the  latest. 

Mr.  DENISON.  Although  the  Snider  is  a  very 
good  rifle  and  stands  its  work  very  well,  it  has 
been  superseded  by  others  and  noticeably  by  the 
Martini-Henry.  But  that  has  been  superseded  by 
a  later  weapon,  the  Lee-Burton,  the  new  magazine 
rifle,  and  a  very  good  one,  I  understand.  It  has 
been  suggested  by  some  riflemen  in  connection  with 
the  Rifle  Association,  that  the  Martini-Henry  rifle 
should  be  purchased  in  place  of  the  Snider.  I  think 
that  would  be  a  very  questionable  policy  to  pursue 
in  view  of  the  fact  that  in  the  Imperial  service  they 
are  considering  the  advisability  of  doing  away  with 
the  Martini-Henry  and  taking  up  this  new  rifle.  It 
would  be  proper  for  the  Minister  of  Militia  to  have 
reports  on  these  different  rifles,  and  I  hope  he  will 
place  an  item  in  the  Supplementary  Estimates, or  at 
all  events  in  the  Estimates  of  next  year,  so  that  our 
militia  will  have  a  proper  rifle  in  their  hands  instead 
of  being  armed  as  they  are  now  with  a  rifle  which 
is  practically  obsolete. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  I  quite  agree  with  the  hon. 
member  for  Toronto  (Mr.  Denison)  that,  if  we  are 
to  have  a  militia  force,  it  should  be  an  efficient  one, 
and  should  be  equipped  with  the  best  modern  arm. 
No  doubt  it  would  involve  a  great  deal  of  expense, 
but  we  ought  to  see  that  the  volunteers  of  Canada 
are  supplied  with  the  best  small  arms  which  are 
obtainable.  If  we  ever  required  to  put  our  volun¬ 
teers  on  active  service,  we  would  find  them 
equipped  with  an  adequate  weapon,  and  I  think  it 
would  be  an  excellent  idea  for  the  Minister  to 
obtain  a  report  as  to  the  efficiency  of  the  various 
small  arms,  and  to  gather  the  information  which 
we  should  have  before  deciding,  if  we  do  decide, 
to  change  the  arm  now  in  use.  We  have  an  ex¬ 
cellent  body  of  volunteer  soldiers,  and  it  would  be 
a  pity,  if  they  were  called  into  service,"  to  send 
them  into  the  field  with  an  equipment  inferior  to 
that  of  the  foe  whom  they  would  be  called  upon 
to  meet. 

Mr.  KIRKPATRICK.  The  question  of  arming 
the  volunteers  with  the  best  rifle  that  can  be  pro¬ 
duced  deserves  the  best  attention  of  the  House  and 
of  the  Government,  and  I  hope  the  Minister  of 
Militia  will  consider  it  his  duty  to  look  into  this 
question.  It  will  require  the  support  of  Parliament 
to  enable  him  to  deal  with  it  properly.  It  will 
probably  require  the  expenditure  of  $1,000,000 
to  arm  the  militia  of  Canada  with  the  improved 
weapon.  There  are  40,000  to  be  armed  at  a  cost 
of  about  $20  or  $25  apiece.  We  find  that  the  Major- 
General  writes  in  the  report  which  has  been 
submitted  to  Parliament  : 

“  The  arms  throughout  the  rural  militia  are  old  and 
untrustworthy,  and,  moreover,  they  show  considerable 
want  of  proper  care.” 

When  we  have  a  report  of  that  kind,  it  is  criminal 
in  us  to  keep  these  men  armed  with  these  rifles  and 
expect  them  to  do  duty,  in  case  of  necessity,  with 
such  weapons.  If  the  country  cannot  afford  to  pro¬ 
vide  the  militia  with  modern  rifles,  we  should  dis- 
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band  them  altogether.  We  can  expend  thousands 
and  millions  of  dollars  on  other  matters,  but,  when 
the  flower  of  the  youth  of  our  country  may  be  called 
upon  to  go  to  the  front,  they  should  certainly  have 
proper  arms  in  their  hands.  Every  one  knows  that 
these  rifles  have  been  in  the  hands  of  our  militia  for 
over  30  years  and  they  are  old  and  unserviceable. 
When  we  send  our  riflemen  to  England  on  the 
Wimbledon  or  Bisley  team,  the  Militia  Department 
has  to  issue  the  Martini-Henry  rifle  to  them  for 
practice  some  weeks  before.  In  a  short  time  that 
rifle  will  cease  to  be  useful  because  the  volunteers 
in  England  will  be  served  with  the  new  magazine 
rifle.  I  hope  the  Minister  of  Militia  will  take  this 
matter  into  his  serious  consideration. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  At  all  events,  we  should  ask 
the  Minister  of  Militia  to  obtain  information  as  to 
the  expense  and  as  to  what  arm  we  should  adopt. 
It  would  be  going  too  far  for  us  to  decide  now  what 
the  expenditure  should  be,  because  we  should  wait 
until  we  have  the  information. 

Mr.  FRASER.  I  think  we  should  move  with  a 
great  deal  of  caution  in  this  direction.  We  should 
have  a  statement  of  the  character  of  the  various  arms 
in  use  by  the  different  armies  of  the  world.  It  is  a 
very  striking  thing  to  notice  how  few  nations  have 
adopted  similar  arms.  Of  course  there  may  be 
national  prejudices  in  regard  to  that.  In  England 
itself  millions  have  been  spent  in  getting  first  one 
kind  of  arm  and  then  another.  It  would  be  almost 
folly  for  a  new  country  to  invest  $1,000,000  in  a 
kind  of  arm  which  in  one  or  two  years  might  be 
laid  aside  and  in  place  of  which  we  might  have  to 
get  another.  I  cannot  conceive  of  a  reason  for 
such  an  expenditure  unless  we  were  in  immediate 
danger,  and  were  called  upon  as  a  nation  to  fight. 
What  the  hon.  member  for  Frontenac  (Mr.  Kirk¬ 
patrick)  says  might  cut  two  ways.  One  part  of 
the  report  of  the  Major-General  is  that  the  arms  in 
use  are  old,  and  then  he  says  that  the  men  do  not 
know  how  to  deal  with  them  and  look  after  them, 
or  that  the  officers  do  not  see  that  the  men  keep 
them  in  a  proper  state.  I  do  not  think  that  is  the 
case,  or,  if  it  is,  it  should  not  exist.  But,  in  a 
country  like  this,  with  men  who  go  through  their 
drill  who  are  so  much  superior  to  those  of  any 
other  country  in  the  world,  men  who  are  not 
pressed  into  the  service  or  bribed,  the  arms  they 
use  are  of  great  importance,  but  they  would  be 
able  to  change  from  the  use  of  one  arm  to  another 
with  very  little  effort,  so  that  we  need  not  go  to  a 
very  large  outlay  in  order  to  get  a  new  kind  of 
arm  which  England  may  change  very  shortly.  We 
ought  to  move  very  slowly  in  this  matter. 

Mr.  HUGHES.  Concerning  the  item  in  the  report 
of  the  Major-General  as  to  the  poor  condition  of  the 
rifles  in  the  armouries  it  must  be  remembered  that 
these  were  the  rifles  which  were  issued  in  1866  and 
have  been  knocked  about  the  brigade  camps  ever 
since.  The  Snider  rifle  belongs  now  to  past  history, 
but  I  believe  that,  if  the  Martini  rifles  were  issued 
to  the  force  in  Canada,  it  would  give  great  satis¬ 
faction.  So  far  as  the  new  rifle  in  use  in  the  Brit¬ 
ish  Army  is  concerned,  it  is  a  debateable  point 
whether  that  weapon  will  be  a  useful  article  or  not. 
In  fact,  so  far  as  we  have  seen  it  tested  in  Canada 
it  has  not  been  successful.  It  throw's  a  very  fine 
bullet,  but  its  range  is  not  superior  to  that  of  the 
Martini- Henry  rifle,  and  it  is  not  so  easily  under¬ 
stood  by  the  force  in  general.  We  tested  it 
Mr.  Kirkpatrick. 


here  on  the  ranges  at  Ottawa,  and  the  drop 
of  the  bullet  was  just  as  much,  the  eleva¬ 
tion  required  was  just  as  great,  as  it  was 
for  the  Martini- Henry  rifle,  and  if  anything, 
a  little  more.  The  trajectory  of  the  bullet 
was  even  more  than  that  of  the  Martini- 
Henry  rifle.  However,  I  do  not  think  it  would 
be  well  to  invest  any  large  sum  of  money  in  the 
purchase  of  rifles  at  the  present  time,  unless  it  is 
decided  to  adopt  permanently  one  or  other  of  these 
arms.  I  would  recommend  the  appointment  of  a 
Commission  to  test  the  rifles  and  report  at  the 
next  session  of  Parliament,  or  at  some  future  time, 
as  to  which  rifle  would  be  the  most  suitable  for  the 
force  in  Canada.  Concerning  the  item  of  ammuni¬ 
tion,  I  would  like  to  make  a  suggestion  to  the 
Minister  of  Militia.  The  rifle  associations  through¬ 
out  the  country  find  themselves  called  upon  every 
year  to  pay  large  sums  of  money  for  ammunition  for 
rifle  practice.  Through  the  kindness  and  the 
courtesy,  I  may  say,  of  the  late  Minister  of  Militia 
the  members  of  the  Rifle  League  were  favour¬ 
ed  last  year,  and  the  year  previously,  with  all  the 
ammunition  they  required.  That  one  act  on  the 
part  of  the  late  Minister  of  Militia,  although  it  did 
not  cost  the  country  a  very  large  sum  of  money, 
did  more  to  encourage  rifle  shooting  in  Canada  than 
almost  anything  else  that  could  be  done.  Now,  if 
the  Minister  of  Militia  could  see  his  way  clear  to 
reduce  the  price  of  the  ordinary  ammunition  used 
in  rifle  practice  throughout  Canada,  I  am  satisfied 
that  as  the  Snider  rifle  or  the  Martini-Henry  makes 
a  good  shot — because  a  good  shot  with  one  rifle  is 
a  good  shot  with  another  one — I  am  satisfied  that 
a  very  great  impetus  would  be  given  to  the  force 
in  Canada  Therefore  I  respectfully  suggest  to 
the  Minister  of  Militia  the  advisability  of  reducing 
the  price  of  ammunition  to  the  rifle  associations 
and  liattalions  for  practice,  in  addition  to  the  kind¬ 
ness  already  extended  in  giving  free  ammunition 
to  the  Rifle  League.  I  would  suggest  placing  a  sum 
in  the  Estimates  for  that  purpose,  so  that  the  vol¬ 
unteers  of  the  country  may  got  ammunition  at 
reasonable  rates. 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  agree  with  most  of  what  has 
fallen  from  my  hon.  friend  who  has  just  taken  his 
seat.  I  have  not  had  an  opportunity  yet  of  seeing 
the  new  rifle  tested  ;  my  hon.  friend  says  he 
has.  But  I  have  grave  doubts  in  any  case,  even 
if  the  trajectory  were  lower  than  that  of  the 
Martini- Henry,  whether  a  magazine  rifle  is  the 
best  kind  of  rifle  with  which  to  arm  our  volun¬ 
teers,  or  to  arm  any  military  force.  It  has  been 
found  in  modern  warfare  that  soldiers  fire  away 
their  ammunition  quite  fast  enough  with  the 
ordinary  breech-loader.  If  they  were  trained 
shots  and  never  fired  except  when  they  had  some¬ 
thing  to  fire  at,  and  after  taking  deliberate  aim, 
the  risk  of  wasting  ammunition  would  not  be  so 
great.  But  no  regiment,  not  to  speak  of  an  army, 
can  be  composed  of  trained  shots,  and  the  result 
is  that  even  with  a  breech-loader,  there  is  a 
tremendous  waste  of  ammunition.  With  a  maga- 
zme  rifle  it  would  be  ten  times  worse,  because 
they  would  be  saved  the  trouble  of  reloading  be¬ 
tween  shots.  Then,  again,  as  to  the  destructive 
power  of  the  two  rifles,  I  know  from  information 
that  the  new  English  rifle  has  a  very  small  calibre 
and  carries  a  very  small  bullet.  I  understand 
it  was  the  idea  of  those  who  adopted  that 
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rifle,  rather  to  wound  than  to  kill,  under 
the  impression  that  a  wounded  man  was  a 
greater  incumbrance  to  his  own  side  than  a 
man  who  was  killed  dead  on  the  spot  and  required 
no  further  attention.  That  is  hardly  a  humane 
view  of  the  subject,  it  seems  to  me,  although  it  may 
be  very  proper  from  a  military  point  of  view,  but 
I  fancy  that  for  sheer  effectiveness  no  rifle  has  yet 
been  invented  that  will  do  more  work  than  the  Mar¬ 
tini-Henry.  The  Martini-Henry  is  far  from  being  a 
perfect  rifle,  and  the  adoption  of  it  in  this  case  was 
a  great  mistake  in  many  wavs  which  are  too  technical 
to  bring  before  the  House  at  present.  But  at  all 
events,  it  is  an  extremely  effective  rifle  at  a  thou¬ 
sand  yards,  and  that  is  about  as  far  as  you  can  see 
to  aim  at  anything.  The  great  point  is  as  between 
these  two  rifles  that  a  vast  stock  of  Martini-Henry 
is  available,  many  being  perfectly  new  rifles,  and 
others  that  have  been  very  little  used.  They 
could  be  obtained  at  a  comparatively  low  price.  I 
think  the  estimate  of  the  lion,  member  from  Fron- 
tenac  (Mr.  Kirkpatrick),  experienced  as  he  is  in  rifle 
matters,  is  very  high  as  applied  to  the  arming  of 
our  force  with  Martinis.  I  am  satisfied  we  can  get 
a  full  armament  of  Martinis  now,  as  they  have 
gone  out  of  use  in  the  British  army,  and  even 
among  the  volunteers  in  England,  for  a  very  smaller 
figure  than  he  mentions.  They  are  dead  stock, 
so  I  think  they  would  be  sold  to  Canada  at  slaugh¬ 
ter  prices. 

Mr.  KIRKPATRICK.  We  do  not  want  dis¬ 
carded  rifles. 

Mr.  CASEY.  But  the  hon.  gentleman  will  re¬ 
member  that  they  have  been  held  in  stock  in 
various  depots  throughout  England  ;  there  are  vast 
stocks  of  Martinis  perfectly  new  ;  they  are  now  dead 
stock.  We  are  now  using  discarded  Sniders  ;  we 
are  using  a  great  many  old  converted  Enfiekls,  old 
gas  pipes,  that  were  converted  by  having  a  piece 
of  the  butt  end  cut  off  and  the  Snider  block  put  in. 
Many  of  them  have  been  in  use  35  years.  My  hon. 
friend  from  Guysborough  (Mr.  Fraser)  says  that  he 
understands  from  the  report  that  the  only  objection 
to  the  present  rifle  is  they  are  old  and  are  not 
kept  in  good  repair.  Age  in  a  rifle,  especially 
in  a  converted  Enfield,  implies  that  the  rifle  is 
worn  out  and  unfit  for  use.  These  converted  rifles, 
many  of  them,  were  used  for  years  with  the  old 
iron  ramrod  banging  up  and  down  and  smashing  the 
grooves  every  time  they  were  loaded  and  every  time 
they  were  inspected,  and  we  are  using  many  of 
them  yet,  utteily  unfit  even  for  target  practice,  not 
to  speak  of  using  them  in  the  field  when  a  man’s 
life  may  depend  on  the  accuracy  of  the  shooting. 
Now,  the  conclusion,  to  my  mind,  is  that  our 
present  arm,  as  everybody  admits,  is  totally 
unfit  to  cope  with  modern  weapons,  and  that  as 
there  is  an  opportunity  of  getting  a  large  quantity 
of  Martinis  at  a  very  cheap  rate  from  the  British 
Government — not  necessarily  rifles  that  have  been 
used  and  discarded,  but  the  surplus  stock  of  a  rifle 
that  has  gone  out  of  fashion — we  should  purchase 
them  for  the  use  of  our  troops.  I  would  not  object 
even  to  having  rifles  that  had  been  used  for  a  short 
time  in  the  regular  service,  as  they  would  be  none 
the  worst  for  two  or  three  years  use.  The  Martini- 
Henry  has  been  tried  in  all  climates  and  in  all 
circumstances,  and  has  been  found  to  be  a  useful 
weapon.  It  has  been  tried  from  the  Soudan  to  dear 
knows  where,  and  has  been  found  to  be  practically 


a  very  useful  weapon,  a  very  easy  weapon  to 
handle,  and  a  very  good  weapon  to  shoot  with.  There 
is  a  defect  in  the  stock  that  makes  it  rather 
inclined  to  hurt  the  man  that  fires  it,  but  that  is 
not  a  defect  sufficient  to  authorize  us  in  rejecting 
them.  I  say  it  has  been  found  to  be  a  practical 
and  useful  weapon  and  successful  even  in  the  Sou¬ 
dan  in  checking  those  hordes  of  barbarians  whom 
you  could  not  check  in  any  other  way  than  by 
killing  them  off  as  fast  as  they  came  on.  They 
seemed  to  be  utterly  devoid  of  fear,  and  it  was 
necessary  to  kill  a  large  number  of  them  to  stop 
their  advance,  or  it  was  impossible  to  stop  them  at 
all.  The  killing  of  the  front  ranks  produced  no  effect 
on  those  behind.  Under  these  circumstances  the  Mar¬ 
tini  proved  an  excellent  weapon.  These  are  the  only 
circumstances  under  which  magazine  rifles  would 
prove  valuable,  when  it  is  necessary  to  fire  a  large 
number  of  shots  in  rapid  succession.  But  we  have 
no  Soudanese  with  whom  to  fight  in  Canada.  The 
only  possible  enemy  we  may  be  called  upon  to 
meet  have  no  weapons  at  all  equal  to  the  Martini 
in  effective  shooting,  although  they  may  have 
magazine  rifles,  which  are  capable  of  firing  a  large 
number  of  shots  in  succession.  However,  modern 
warfare  has  come  down  to  be  a  matter  of  sharp 
shooting  at  a  distance,  rather  than  killing  of  men 
by  rapid  shooting.  Taking  all  these  matters  into 
consideration,  I  must  strongly  urge  on  the  Minister 
of  Militia,  who  takes  a  real  interest  in  the  force, 
the  desirability  of  applying  to  the  English  Govern¬ 
ment  and  obtaining  the  lowest  price  at  which  they 
will  dispose  of  Martinis,  which  have  been  laid 
aside  in  consequence  of  the  adoption  of  the  new 
rifle.  The  hon.  member  for  North  Norfolk  (Mr. 
Charlton)  spoke  of  the  desirability  of  having  a 
trial  of  new  weapons.  We  need  no  trial  as  between 
the  Snider  and  the  Martini,  for  everybody  knows 
the  difference  between  those  two  rifles.  As  be¬ 
tween  the  Martini  and  the  Lee-Metford  we  do  not 
need  to  make  experiments ;  they  have  been 
made  in  the  old  country,  and  we  need  only 
apply  to  the  authorities  and  obtain  copies 
of  the  reports  made  on  those  two/ weapons. 
We  need  not  follow  their  conclusions,  but  we  can 
get  all  the  information  that  has  been  collected. 
Even  if  it  were  proved  that  the  Lee-Metford  is  the 
most  effective,  there  are  very  strong  reasons  against 
our  adopting  it.  The  first,  is  the  cost  involved, 
and  the  second,  is  the  delay  that  would  occur.  A 
sufficient  number  have  not  yet  been  made  for  the 
whole  British  army.  We  should  have  to  wait  years 
before  we  could  obtain  any  for  our  volunteers  and 
then  a  high  price  would  be  charged,  as  it  is  a  new 
and  fashionable  weapon.  Some  hon.  gentlemen 
have  said  we  should  not  adopt  either  the  Martini  or 
the  new  rifle,  because  both  of  them  will  be  out  of 
fashion  in  a  few  years,  and  it  would  be  necessary 
to  get  new  weapons.  I  do  not  see  the  force  of  that 
argument.  We  need  not  change  our  rifles  every 
time  the  British  Government  changes  its  arms.  If 
we  obtain  a  rifle  to  suit  our  purposes  we  should 
keep  it.  If  we  were  to  wait  until  the  ideal  rifle 
was  perfected,  we  should  have  to  wait  many  years. 
We  are  aware  that  there  is  a  large  stock  of  Martini 
rifles  available,  which  will  be  sold  at  very  low 
prices,  and  these  we  know  are  good  and  efficient 
weapons,  and  weapons  with  which  our  volunteers 
are  acquainted  ;  and  if  they  can  be  purchased  at  a 
reasonable  price,  this  course  should  be  adopted, 
and  a  certain  number  of  battalions  should  be  armed 
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every  year  with  this  rifle  until  the  whole  militia 
force  possesses  them. 

Mr.  PRIOR.  As  considerable  difference  of  opinion 
prevails  among  lion,  gentlemen  connected  with  the 
militia  to-day  on  this  matter.  I  think  it  is  desirable 
that  every  one  connected  with  the  force  should  ex¬ 
press  an  opinion,  and  give  the  Minister  of  Militia 
a  chance  to  form  an  idea  as  to  what  are  the  wishes 
of  the  militia  force.  I  heartily  agree  with  the 
hon.  member  for  Muskoka  (Mr.  O’Brien)  and  the 
lion,  member  for  North  Victoria  (Mr.  Hughes)  in 
what  they  say  as  to  the  Martini  rifle,  and  also,  no 
doubt,  I  would  have  agreed  fully  with  the  hon. 
member  for  West  Elgin  (Mr.  Casey)  if  I  could  have 
followed  him,  but  he  became  so  scientific  I  could 
not  follow  his  remarks.  I  have  no  doubt  in  my 
mind  that  the  volunteer  force  of  Canada  would  be 
perfectly  contented  if  the  Government  could  see 
their  way  to  arm  them  with  the  Martini-Henry 
rifle.  It  is  a  weapon  good  enough  for  the  use  of 
any  volunteer.  One  advantage  that  may  be  claim¬ 
ed  for  it  is,  that  it  is  a  splendid  rifle  for  the  rifle 
range.  It  is  one  not  easily  put  out  of  order.  In 
this  respect  it  does  not  resemble  the  new  magazine 
rifle,  which  is  not  fitted  to  be  placed  in  the  hands 
of  men  who  are  not  thoroughly  conversant  with  it, 
and  who  also  have  not  first-class  armouries  in 
which  to  store  them.  It  would  be  a  great  mistake  if 
the  Government  were  persuaded  to  arm  the  Cana¬ 
dian  force  with  the  new  magazine  rifle.  It  would 
be  far  better  if  the  House  should  see  fit  to  grant 
the  Minister  of  Militia  a  good  round  sum  of  money 
for  the  purpose  of  drilling  the  whole  force  every 
year.  If  the  volunteers  obtained  the  Martini-Henry 
rifle  as  an  arm,  I  am  certain  that  not  only  would 
they  be  satisfied,  but  they  would  make  as  good  use 
of  that  weapon  as  they  could  do  with  any  other 
weapon  put  in  their  hands. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.  E.I. )  I  have  not  the  knowledge 
to  enable  me  to  form  an  opinion  of  the  subject,  and 
1  do  not  propose  to  express  one.  But  the  General’s 
report  on  this  matter  is  very  clear.  The  General 
complains  that  the  Snider  rifle  and  carbine  with  which 
the  militia  is  armed  is  an  obsolete  weapon.  He  does 
not  complain  so  much,  however,  of  it  as  a  weapon 
as  he  does  of  the  manner  in  which  it  has  been  used. 
He  goes  on  to  say  : 

.  “  The  Snider  rifle  and  carbine,  with  which  the  militia 
is  armed,  is  at  the  best  an  obsolete  we’apon,  but  in  the  con¬ 
demn  in  which  it  exists,  in  most  of  the  regiments  of  the 
Active  Militia,  it  has  no  claim  whatever  to  be  classed  as 
an  arm  of  precision.” 

Then  he  goes  on  to  say  : 

“  For  upwards  of  twenty  years  they  have  had  the  rough¬ 
est  possible  usage.” 

He  complains,  not  so  much  at  the  weapon,  as  he 
complains  of  the  usage  it  has  received  at  the  hands 
of  those  into  whose  hands  it  has  been  entrusted. 
I  suggest  a  remedy,  which  I  have  no  doubt  the 
Minister  will  take  into  consideration,  and  that  is, 
that  certain  parties  should  have  charge  of  the 
armouries,  and  be  held  responsible  for  the  manner  in 
which  the  rifles  are  kept.  He  points  out  that  we 
have  already  a  large  stock  of  Martinis  on  hand. 
He  continues  : 

“  A  considerable  number  of  Martini-Henry  rifles  are  in 
store,  and  it  would  appear  desirable  that  these  should  be 
issued  to  the  permanent  corps,  and  be  gradually  intro¬ 
duced  throughout  the  militia.” 

We  have  the  statement  of  the  General  that  the 
present  rifles  are  obsolete,  and  have  been  ruined  by 
Mr.  Casey. 


usage,  and  we  have  the  statement  that  we  have  a 
considerable  store  of  Martini  which  require  to  be 
issued.  The  General  calls  attention  in  the  following 
paragraph  to  a  matter  equally  serious,  the  lack  of 
proper  equipment.  He  says  : 

“  The  equipment  in  use  in  the  active  militia  is  also 
obsolete  in  pattern,  and  a  large  proportion  perished  from 
age  and  severe  usage.  There  is  not  a  battalion  that  could 
turn  out  in  complete  marching  order  on  a  given  day, 
though  many  have,  at  their  own  expense,  provided  some 
of  the  most  necessary  articles.  Moreover,  the  equipment 
does  not  exist  in  store,  which  it  would  be  necessary  to 
issue  in  the  event  of  grave  emergency.  I  have  not  inspect¬ 
ed  a  single  battalion  in  which  the  men’s  boots  would 
have  stood  one  month’s  active  service,  or  a  regiment  of 
cavalry  or  battery  of  artillery,  in  which  the  saddlery  and 
harness  could  be  expected  to  bear  a  similar  strain.” 

That  is  not  a  very  satisfactory  report  to  receive 
after  many  millions  have  been  expended  during  the 
last  15  years  on  the  Canadian  militia.  It  is  evident 
that  this  department  requires  the  attention  of  the 
new  Minister.  It  is  not  creditable  to  the  depart¬ 
ment  that  such  a  report  should  be  made,  ami  we 
have  the  statement  that  we  have  not  a  single  bat¬ 
talion  that  could  turn  out  in  complete  marching 
order,  and  if  it  did,  it  would  be  so  badly  equipped 
it  could  not  last  for  more  than  a  day  or  so.  Then 
the  General  goes  on  to  report : 

“  In  the  matter  of  artillery  material,  the  militia  is  very 
deficient.  The  eighteen  field  batteries  are  armed  with 
guns  which  are  still  good,  but  there  is  no  reserve  of  guns, 
nor  is  there  a  spare  gun  wheel  to  be  had  nearer  than  Wool¬ 
wich.  Of  heavy  guns  the  Dominion  does  not  possess  a 
single  modern  specimen.  Of  the  armament  handed  over 
by  the  Imperial  Government  a  large  portion  could  not  be 
mounted,  and  a  part  could  not  be  fired.” 

So  it  appears  to  me  that  what  the  General  says  is 
this  :  We  have  an  obsolete  weapon  in  the  hands 
of  the  militia  now,  that  weapon  has  been  spoiled 
by  careless  and  bad  management,  we  have  a  very 
fair  stock  of  Martini  in  store,  and  they  should  at 
once  be  issued  to  the  permanent  corps  and  gradually 
introduced  into  the  militia  force.  That  so  far  as 
the  equipment  of  the  volunteers  are  concerned,  it 
is  disgraceful,  and  so  far  as  the  artillery  material 
is  concerned,  we  are  in  a  condition  of  absolute 
helplessness.  The  large  part  of  the  armament 
handed  over  to  us  by  the  Imperial  Government 
cannot  be  fired,  and  a  large  portion  cannot  be 
mounted,  The  General  concludes  with  a  remark¬ 
ably  lucid  and  fair  summing  up  of  the  condition 
of  the  militia  in  Canada,  without  that  amount  of 
flattery  which  we  too  often  have  been  supplied 
with.  We  have  some  plain,  practical  truths  told 
us  here,  and  I  hope  we  will  act  upon  them.  The 
Major-General  Commanding  says  : 

The  clothing  is  fairly  good  in  quality,  but  the  system 
of  issue  is  open  to  very  great  objection.  It  is  complicated, 
expensive,  and  satisfies  nobody.  I  am  of  opinion  that 
economy  and  efficiency  would  be  better  served  were 
annual  allowances  in  money  granted  to  city  corps,  to 
enable  them  to  supply  their  own  clothing,  the  responsi¬ 
bility  for  the  strict  inspection  of  such  clothing  and  of 
clothing  accounts  being  fixed  on  the  inspecting  officers. 
In  the  case  of  rural  corps,  the  complete  issue  of  clothing 
should  be  made  to  coincide  with  the  term  of  the  men’s 
service,  viz.,  three  years.” 

Of  course  upon  that  point  I  offer  no  opinion,  as 
the  militia  officers  who  are  here  can  say  whether 
they  agree  with  the  General  or  not.  However,  he 
points  out  that  the  chief  defect  is  not  in  the  parti¬ 
cular  arms  supplied  in  the  militia  but  in  their 
equipment  and  artillery. 

Mr.  HAZEN.  I  am  sorry  that  the  hon.  member 
for  Elgin  (Mr.  Casey),  whoaddressed  the  House,  and 
who  is  himself,  as  we  all  know,  an  expert  marksman. 
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did  not  tell  of  his  own  experience  and  what  weapon 
he  used,  at  the  time  he  did  the  execution  which  we 
so  often  heard  of  during  previous  sessions  and 
which  was  also  mentioned  last  session.  I  think 
that  the  lion,  member  for  Queen's  (Mr.  Davies)  has 
struck  the  nail  on  the  head  in  his  remarks,  and 
that  it  is  utterly  useless  to  make  a  large  expendi¬ 
ture  in  supplying  the  militia  of  the  country  with 
better  arms  until  better  provision  is  made  for  the 
care  of  tlrese  arms.  That  matter  is  pointed  out  in 
General  Herbert’s  report,  as  read  by  the  lion,  mem¬ 
ber  for  Queen’s.  Any  one  who  has  paid  any  atten¬ 
tion  to  the  subject  knows  that  in  very  many  of 
the  country  districts  there  is  really  no  care  given 
to  the  arms  ;  whereas  in  the  cities  they  have 
good  armouries  and  drill  shedssupplied  by  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  and  altogether  better  facilities  for  taking 
nare  of  their  arms.  If  the  force  were  now  armed 
with  an  expensive  rifle,  it  would  only  be  a  short 
time  until  it  w'as  in  the  same  state  in  which  the 
Snider  rifles  are  at  the  present  day.  It  seems  to 
me  that  before  good  arms  are  provided,  some  means 
should  be  taken  to  provide  an  armoury  at  the  head¬ 
quarters  of  every  company  in  the  country  districts, 
and  that  some  officials  should  be  detailed 
to  make  an  inspection  every  year  to  see 
if  they  were  kept  in  proper  order,  and  could  be 
utilized  if  wanted.  Reference  has  been  made  to 
the  fact  that  there  are  now  in  store  in  Canada 
some  10,000  Martini  rifles,  and  it  would  seem  to 
me  a  very  proper  thing  that  these  10,000  rifles 
should  lie  distributed  among  the  city  corps  where 
they  would  be  taken  care  of  in  the  armouries  and 
drill  sheds  erected  in  different  parts  of  the  country. 
A  considerable  portion  of  the  militiamen  of  the 
country  would  then  be  armed  with  a  rifle  with 
which,  when  they  go  to  the  rifle  matches  at  Wim¬ 
bledon,  they  have  to  shoot.  It  is  an  unquestion¬ 
able  disadvantage  to  Canadian  militiamen  to  shoot 
at  the  matches  in  Canada  during  the  season  with 
the  Snider  rifle,  which  is  the  rifle  with  which,  with 
a  few  exceptions,  the  different  competitions  are 
shot  ;  it  puts  our  militiamen  at  a  disadvantage 
when  they  go  to  the  old  country  to  find  that  the 
■competitions  at  Wimbledon  are  shot  with  a  differ¬ 
ent  weapon.  These  Martini  rifles  have  been  in  the 
militia  stores  for  a  long  time  and  have  not  been 
used.  I  would  suggest  to  the  Minister  of  Militia 
that  it  would  be  a  proper  thing  to  distribute  them 
among  the  city  corps  so  that  some  use  might  be 
made  of  them. 

Mr.  HUGHES.  With  reference  to  the  sugges¬ 
tion  of  the  hon  member  from  St.  John  (Mr. 
Hazen),  I  must  say  that  the  rural  corps  would  ob¬ 
ject  to  have  city  corps  armed  with  a  rifle  which 
they  would  not  be  armed  with  also.  The  member 
for  St.  John  complains  that  our  volunteers  have  to 
compete  in  the  old  country  with  a  rifle  to  which 
they  are  not  accustomed,  but  I  would  remind  him 
that  as  many  members  of  the  rural  corps  visit 
Wimbledon  orBisley  as  do  members  of  the  city  corps. 
The  same  objection  which  he  points  out  to  the  Cana¬ 
dian  volunteers  competing  in  Wimbledon  would 
•exist  as  between  the  city  and  the  rural  corps  in 
Canada,  if  the  weapons  were  different.  We  in  the 
rural  corps  complain  that  altogether  too  much  at¬ 
tention  is  paid  to  the  city  corps  at  the  present 
time  ;  jiot  that  we  object  to  their  privileges,  but 
that  we  wish  to  be  placed  on  the  same  footing. 
When  the  orders  were  issued  to  go  to  the  front  in 


1885,  the  rural  corps  turned  out  in  as  short  a  time 
as  did  the  city  corps,  and  they  did  their  work  just 
as  effectively  in  the  North-West,  although  the 
men  had  not  the  opportunity  of  the  same  training 
as  their  brother  volunteers  in  the  city.  However, 
the  fault  with  these  rifles  is  not  because  of  the 
bad  armouries  through  the  country,  but  it  is 
because  they  are  injured  in  the  camps.  At  the 
present  time,  when  our  men  go  out,  twelve 
or  fourteen  are  put  in  a  tent,  lying  on  the  green 
sward,  often  in  the  clay,  when  in  camp,  and 
during  a  rainy  night,  or  when  there  is  a  heavy  dew, 
attimes  whentheboysget  up  in  the  morning  they  find 
their  rifles  lying  on  the  ground.  So  long  as  they  are 
not  supplied  with  a  rifle  rack  in  the  tents,  this 
difficulty  will  be  met  with,  and  the  rifles  will  con¬ 
tinue  to  sustain  damage.  I  would  suggest  to  the 
Minister  of  Militia  that  he  should  procure  rifle 
racks  to  fit  around  the  tent  pole,  and  I  believe 
that  they  could  be  obtained  at  a  very  little  cost. 
If  this  were  done  great  help  would  be  given  to  the 
men  to  preserve  their  rifles  in  good  order.  The 
Militia  Department  does  not  undertake  to  furnish 
the  volunteers  with  boots,  and  I  presume  the  men 
come  into  camp  with  whatever  boots  they  happen 
to  use  when  working  at  home  ;  so  that  if  the  Major- 
General  commanding  the  forces  expects  to  find  our 
volunteers  furnished  with  military  boots  he  evi¬ 
dently  does  not  know  how  the  boys  in  Canada  are 
trained  up. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  Some  of  them  would  go  bare¬ 
footed  there. 

Mr.  HUGHES.  Yes,  if  necessary  and  they  make 
very  good  soldiers  at  that.  With  reference  to  the 
belts  I  may  say  that  many  of  our  corps  use  the  belts 
that  were  in  vogue  in  the  old  Crimean  days.  In  the 
corps  to  which  I  belong  we  have  a  number  of  belts 
that  we  keep  as  part  of  our  museum,  and  they  have 
the  bullet  holes  through  them,  placed  there  in  the 
Crimea,  and  some  of  them  are  marked  with  the 
bloodstains  which  the  pipeclay  cannot  take  off'.  I 
would  draw  the  attention  of  the  Minister  of  Militia 
to  the  fact  that  the  old  cross-belt  and  pouch  sup¬ 
plied  to  the  corps  at  the  present  time  is  absolutely 
useless,  and  we,  every  year,  face  our  Deputy  Adju¬ 
tant-General  wearing  this  old  archaic  antediluvian 
cross-belt.  So  far  as  the  corps  to  which  I  belong 
is  concerned  we  never  bring  them  to  camp,  and  it 
subjects  us  to  ail  annual  roasting,  but  we  pay  no 
attention  to  it  because  the  cross-belt  is  absolutely 
useless.  I  agree  with  the  Major-General  that  some 
change  should  be  made  in  that  species  of  outfit.  If 
we  had  good  rifles  and  good  belts,  we  would  be 
more  comfortable. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  You  do  not  mind  resting. 

Mr.  HUGHES.  Not  a  particle.  What  we  go 
in  for  is  efficiency  with  comfort. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  Hear. 

Mr.  HUGHES.  All  I  have  to  say  is  that  the 
battalion  which  I  belong  to  has  a  record. 

Mr.  FRASER.  There  is  a  feature  of  this  sub¬ 
ject  which  is  somewhat  more  serious  than  I  thought 
at  first.  Afer  listening  to  the  hon.  member  for 
Queen’s,  and  reading  what  the  highest  military 
authority  we  have  has  to  say  about  us,  I  am  not 
just  as  vain  of  our  prancing  soldiers  as  I  was  a  few 
hours  ago.  I  hope  this  debate  will  not  go  abroad, 
or,  if  it  does,  we  may  be  attacked  by  some  little 
bantling  South  American  Republic.  I  do  think 


1171 


[COMMONS] 


1172' 


/ 


that  a  great  deal  of  money  has  been  expended  to 
no  purpose,  if  what  we  heard  is  true.  What  have 
we  been  expending  this  money  for  ?  Has  it  been 
really  to  lay  the  foundations  of  a  regular  army 
which  would  be  available  in  ease  of  war,  or  has  it 
been  rather  for  holiday  purposes  ?  Have  we  been 
serious  in  our  military  administration,  from 
the  highest  official  down  to  the  lowest  ?  I  know 
that  the  men  who  drill  are  ready  to  do  their  duty, 
and  I  would  at  once  give  my  voice  and  vote  to 
what  the  hon.  member  for  Simcoe  has  said,  that 
there  should  be  no  distinctions.  If  this  country 
should  ever  have  to  tight,  which  I  do  not  believe 
it  will,  the  fighting  will  have  to  be  done  by  the 
country  boj-s  ;  there  is  no  doubt  about  that,  they 
have  had  to  do  it  at  all  times.  But,  situated  as 
we  are,  I  think  we  shall  not  be  called  upon  to  do 
very  much  fighting.  I  think  the  day  of  fighting, 
on  this  continent  at  least,  except  some  petty 
skirmishes  in  the  South  American  Republics,  has 
gone  by. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  What  about  the  Indians  ? 

Mr.  FRASER.  I  think  we  have  plenty  of  men 
to  look  after  them  now,  and  if  they  are  treated  well 
by  the  Government  we  have  not  much  to  fear  from 
them.  When  we  consider  the  history  of  the  Indians 
of  Canada  as  compared  with  that  of  the  United 
States,  I  am  not  afraid  of  trusting  our  Indians  so 
long  as  we  treat  them  well  and  have  an  honest  ad¬ 
ministration  of  Indian  affairs.  I  suppose  sometimes 
it  has  not  been  any  too  honest,  but  as  honest  even 
as  we  have  it,  there  is  no  fear  of  our  Indians.  The 
Major-General’s  report  shows  that  we  have  been 
expending  money  too  freely  in  the  past,  but  I  know 
that  the  eagle  eye  of  the  Minister  of  War  will  look 
after  matters  so  well  that  it  will  not  be  expended 
so  lavishly  in  the  future.  Whatever  we  do  let  it  be 
permanent,  not  that  everybody  can  be  drilled,  but 
if  we  are  going  to  spend  $1,300,000  every  year,  let 
us  have  something  for  it  that  is  going  to  stand  for 
more  than  a  month  in  case  of  a  brush.  Now,  I  re¬ 
gret  that  the  brave  son  of  Mars  who  lias  just  sat 
down  has  laid  aside  everything  in  the  way  of  disci¬ 
pline.  Why,  discipline,  I  thought,  was  the  first, 
the  last,  the  dying  duty  of  the  soldier.  I 
do  not  think  he  ought  to  have  said  what 
he  did,  knowing  that  no  English  soldier 

was  ever  heard  to  say  that  such  and  such 
did  not  suit  him  because  it  was  not  comfort¬ 
able  ;  but  his  glory  has  always  been  his  obedience. 
J£ven  if  required  to  appear  in  a  panoply  of  steel  on 
a  July  day,  he  was  bound  to  appear,  because  as  an 
English  soldier  it  is  a  matter  of  very  little  import¬ 
ance  whether  he  is  comfortable  or  not,  for  the  first 
principle  of  all  soldiers  is  obedience.  !So  far  as  our 
militia  in  Nova  Scotia  are  concerned,  I  have  not 
heard  many  complaints.  I  was  prepared  to  do 
manful  service  when  I  belonged  to  them,  but  now 
that  I  have  passed  that  age  when  I  cannot  be 
called  upon  except  as  a  reserve,  I  do  not  know  so 
much  about  the  force  ;  but  this  report  would  seem 
to  indicate  that  our  money  has  not  been  spent  as 
well  as  it  might  be  in  giving  us  results  that  would 
be  of  immediate  benefit.  It  should  be  expended  so 
that  at  a  given  emergency,  not  months  or  years 
hereafter,  but  even  if  a  war  cloud  should  burst  with 
the  suddenness  of  a  summer  shower,  we  would  be 
ready.  I  have  the  greatest  possible  hope  that  the 
Militia  Department  as  it  is  now  managed  will  bring 
about  such  results  as  will  enable  us  to  sleep  all  the 
'Mr.  Fraser. 


more  peacefully,  knowing  that  there  is  a  hand  at  the 
helm  that  will  make  our  men  obey  orders  rather 
than  make  them  comfortable. 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  The  discussion)  to-day  has  been 
conducted  in  a  manner  that  will  be  profitable  to 
the  country  as  well  as  to  the  department.  The 
suggestion  first  thrown  out  by  the  hon.  member  for 
Guysborough  has  a  great  deal  of  force  in  it.  There  is 
a  constant  change  of  arms  in  England  and  in  other 
parts  of  the  world,  and  it  would  entail  on  this 
country  a  very  heavy  expense  to  be  continually 
changing  in  the  same  way.  If  there  wrere  a  prob¬ 
ability  of  any  difficulties  arising  that  would  require 
a  large  outlay  to  secure  the  best  arms  possible  to 
place  in  the  hands  of  our  volunteers,  I  have  no 
doubt  the  Parliament  of  Canada  would  vote  it. 
The  hon.  member  for  North  Norfolk  made  a  remark 
which  I  suppose  would  suggest  itself  to  any  practical 
mind,  that  is,  that  as  new  improvements  are  made 
in  arms,  we  should  obtain  samples  of  them  in  order 
to  test  their  quality,  and  to  ascertain  whether  they 
arefitted  for  use  in  this  country.  That  has  been  done. 
The  latest  improvement  is  that  of  the  Lee-Metford. 
We  have  25  in  store  marked  No.  1.  Since  the  test 
of  that  particular  arm  in  England,  it  has  been  im¬ 
proved  further,  and  there  is  now  the  Lee-Metford 
No.  2,  which  has  been  spoken  of  very  highly  by 
military  authorities  in  England,  and  we  have  sent 
for  one  or  tw'o  of  them  in  order  to  ascertain  their 
quality  as  compared  with  the  No.  1.  So  we  have 
not  neglected  the  suggestion  made  by  the  hon. 
member  for  North  Norfolk.  The  hon.  member  for 
Frontenac  stated  very  truly  that  it  would  cost  a 
very  large  amount  of  money  to  supply  the  whole 
force  with  that  arm,  even  supposing  it  were  proved 
to  be  the  best  in  existence,  and  one  that  would 
likely  be  continued  in  the  service  of  the  British 
army.  At  $20  each  this  arm  for  20,000  men,  the 
number  drilled  annually,  would  cost  $400,000,  plus 
the  expense  in  bringing  the  rifles  here.  Now, if  you 
arm  the  whole  force  of  about  40,000,  that  would 
involve  an  outlay  of  nearly  $1,000,000. 

Mr.  CASEY.  That  includes  cavalry  and  ar¬ 
tillery  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Yes,  the  artillery  would  also  have 
to  be  supplied  with  the  best  arms,  and  we  would 
require  to  have  a  surplus  on  hand  to  replace  those 
which  would  be  injured,  as  suggested  by  the  hon. 
member  for  North  Victoria.  Then,  in  another 
year  or  two,  there  would  probably  be  another 
invention  which  would  supersede  the  present 
latest  improvement.  The  distance  from  Canada  to 
England  to-day  and  the  facilities  for  reaching  the 
English  armouries  and  getting  supplies  are  not  so 
great  that  we  could  not  afford  the  delay  in  getting 
what  we  woidd  require,  should  any  difficulties 
arise,  and  in  the  meantime  do  with  what  we  have. 
No  complaint  was  made  with  reference  to  the  arms 
of  our  volunteers  during  the  North-West  trouble. 
These  arms  did  good  service,  but,  of  course,  that  is 
no  reason  why  we  should  not  have  a  better  kind  if 
procurable.  I  agree  with  the  hon.  member  for 
Guysborough  when  he  said  he  had  no  fear  of  the- 
Indians.  I  interjected  the  remark,  whether  he 
heard  it  or  not,  I  do  not  know,  that  if  the  Indians 
are  let  alone  by  the  agitators,  who  expect  to  make 
money  out  of  difficulties,  we  need  fear  no  ti’ouble 
from  them,  as  their  treatment  by  Canada  ever  since- 
the  revolution  and  since  the  war  of  1812  has  been 
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such  that  they  have  no  reason  to  feel  otherwise 
than  well  disposed  towards  us. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Both well).  Convert  them  into  police. 

Mr.  BOW  ELL.  The  time  may  come  when  they 
can  be  utilized  in  that  way  just  as  well  as  the  Mo¬ 
hawks  have  been  in  Ontario  and  other  tribes  in 
Quebec  in  defencing  the  country.  Should  such  oc¬ 
casion  arise,  I  hope  the  Indians  will  be  in  such  a 
state  that  they  can  be  utilized  as  white  men.  As  far 
as  the  appropriations  placed  at  the  disposal  of  the 
department  will  permit,  I  would  be  only  too  happy 
to  carry  out  the  suggestions  of  hon.  gentlemen, 
especially  with  regard  to  the  issue  of  free  ammuni¬ 
tion.  That  has  been  already  done  by  my  pre¬ 
decessor  so  far  as  the  Rifle  League  is  concerned, and 
ought  to  be  carried  out  to  the  fullest  extent  possible 
consistent  with  the  money  at  the  disposal  of  the 
Government.  The  hon.  member  for  Guysborough 
answered  himself,  if  it  be  not  paradoxical  to  say  so, 
for  his  second  speech  was  a  reply  to  his  first.  He  point¬ 
ed  out  that  in  England  a  vast  amount  of  money,  which 
might  be  termed  squandered,  had  been  expended  in 
replacing  the  arms  in  the  hands  of  the  soldiers  by 
others,  owing  to  their  deterioration  through  want 
of  proper  care  ;  and  it  will  be  easily  understood 
that  in  a  country  like  Canada,  with  rural  and  city 
battalions  extending  over  3,000  or  4,000  miles 
in  length,  we  could  scarcely  expect,  with  the  small 
amount  given  to  those  who  have  to  take  care  of  the 
arms,  that  the  utmost  care  desirable  could  be  taken 
of  them.  I  notice  in  the  General’s  report  that  among 
the  other  practical  suggestions  he  has  made,  this  is 
one.  It  is  not  a  new  suggestion, but  one  which  I  re¬ 
member  being  made  when  I  was  in  the  force  and  on 
that  side  of  the  House,  and  that  is  some  time  ago. 
He  says  : 

“  The  only  system  under  which  proper  care  can  be  insured 
is  that  now  existing  in  the  militia  of  the  Um'ted  Kingdom 
where  the  caretakers  are  part  of  the  permanent  paid  staff 
of  the  militia  regiments  and  are  amenable  to  military 
discipline.” 

If  we  have  what  may  be  termed  an  armoury  sergeant 
whose  duties  shall  be  in  certain  districts  to  devote 
his  whole  time  and  attention  to  constant  weekly 
and  monthly  inspection  of  arms,  and  see  that  they 
are  properly  kept,  the  deterioration  in  their  value 
would  not  be  nearly  so  great  as  it  is.  Many  of  the 
suggestions  made  by  the  General  are,  to  my  mind, 
of  the  most  practical  character,  and  so  far  as  pos¬ 
sible  I  shall  endeavour  to  carry  them  out.  The  hon. 
member  for  Queen’s,  when  he  made  his  remarks, 
had  not  reflected  on  the  fact  that  in  the  active  force 
boots  and  underclothing  are  not  furnished  by  the 
department.  These  corps  turn  out  with  such  boots 
as  they  have,  but  if  they  were  ordered  on  regular 
service,  as  during  the  case  of  the  North-West  re¬ 
bellion,  the  Government  would  supply  them  with 
boots  of  a  heavy,  strong  character  which  are  or 
should  be  kept  in  stock.  I  am  afraid  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  was  thinking  rather  of  the  regular  force  where, 
as  in  England  and  other  places,  there  is  a  standing 
army,  or  perhaps  the  permanent  force  in  Canada 
to  which  regulation  boots  are  supplied.  I  do  not 
know  that  there  are  .  any  other  points  to  which  I 
need  call  the  attention  of  the  committee.  I  can  only 
say  that  the  debate  has  been  of  a  character  that  will 
not  be  forgotten  by  myself  while  at  the  head  of  the 
department,  and  anything  that  can  be  done  within 
the  means  placed  at  my  disposal  to  make  the  volun¬ 
teers  more  effective  and  comfortable,  shall  be  done. 
The  hon.  member  for  Guysborough  indulged  in  a 


little  badinage  over  the  use  of  the  word  “com¬ 
fortable”  by  the  hon.  member  for  North  Victoria. 
I  can  tell  him  this,  that  in  my  experience  on  the 
frontier,  where  I  was  four  or  five  months  on  one 
occasion  in  active  service,  I  found  that  the  best 
possible  way  to  insure  discipline  on  the  part  of 
volunteers  and  make  them  most  effective,  was  never 
to  forget  to  look  after  their  comforts  and  well¬ 
being. 

Mr.  SUTHERLAND.  It  is  to  be  regretted  that 
the  report  of  the  department  was  not  brought  down 
earlier  so  that  we  could  have  had  the  opportunity 
of  looking  into  it  before  being  asked  to  vote  these 
estimates.  This  shows  the  injustice  of  going  on 
with  the  estimates  before  the  reports  are  brought 
down.  However,  I  am  pleased  to  know  that  we 
have  a  General  who  has  submitted  a  report  of  a 
practical  nature.  It  is  certainly  an  able  report, 
and  one  which  I  have  no  doubt  will  be  of  great 
value  to  the  volunteer  force.  Any  member  of  this 
House  who  has  paid  any  attention  to  this  matter 
in  the  past  will  not  be  surprised  at  many  of  the 
clauses,  when  they  remember  the  debates  which 
have  taken  place  on  the  militia  estimates  during 
past  sessions  and  the  great  deal  of  advice 
offered  to  the  then  Minister  of  the  depart¬ 
ment  by  members  on  both  sides  of  the  House. 
I  hope,  now  that  we  have  a  new  Minister  of  Militia, 
he  will  pay  some  attention  and  give  some  considera¬ 
tion  to  the  suggestions  which  are  made  by  those 
who  take  an  interest  in  our  volunteer  force.  I  do 
not  at  present  intend  to  take  up  the  time  by  re¬ 
peating  the  suggestions  which  have  been  made  by 
members  who  have  spoken.  I  may  say,  however, 
that  I  agree  that  it  is  desirable  that  there  should 
be  a  change  in  the  arms.  The  Martini-Henry 
should  be  furnished,  not  as  the  hon.  member  for 
St.  John  (Mr.  Hazen)  has  suggested,  only  to  city 
battalions,  but  to  the  rural  battalions  as  well.  I 
believe  the  volunteers  who  have  taken  part  at 
Wimbledon  in  the  past  have  mostly  come  from  the 
rural  battalions,  and  it  would  show  a  larger  propor¬ 
tion  for  the  rural  battalions  if  they  had  the  same 
opportunities  which  are  given  to  the  battalions  in 
cities.  I  do  not  think  the  department  should  dis¬ 
criminate  between  battalions  inside  or  outside  of  a 
city.  In  a  city,  they  have  many  advantages  which 
rural  battalions  cannot  have.  I  do  not  agree  with 
the  suggestion  of  the  Minister  of  Militia  as  to  the 
appointment  of  an  inspector  at  a  salary  to  inspect 
the  arms  and  the  clothing  of  the  militia.  We  have 
now  a  good  system  of  inspection,  but  we  have 
not  the  proper  means  of  keeping  our  equip¬ 
ment  in  proper  shape.  Attention  has  been  called 
again  and  again  to  the  insufficiency  of  the  equip¬ 
ment,  and  it  is  not  altogether  due  to  the  fact  that 
the  Minister  had  not  plenty  of  money  at  his  com¬ 
mand  to  carry  out,  not  possibly  radical  changes, 
but  enough  money  to  increase  the  appropriation 
for  the  different  corps  in  regard  to  these  matters 
which  we  have  so  frequently  brought  before  the 
House,  but  which  have  not  been  carried  out,  not 
for  want  of  means  but  for  want  of  administration. 
In  many  cases,  we  have  known  where  articles  in 
connection  with  the  volunteer  force  were  in  store 
at  Ottawa  and  other  places  when  they  should  have 
been  furnished  to  the  force.  The  hon.  member  for 
Frontenac  (Mr.  Kirkpatrick)  has  often  pointed  out 
to  the  Government  and  to  the  Minister  of  Militia 
how  improvements  could  be  made,  and  he  lias  been 
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sustained  bjT  members  of  this  House.  I  have  felt 
for  a  long  time  that  it  was  useless  to  make  any 
representation  in  regard  to  the  militia,  as  these 
matters  were  never  considered.  I  only  hope  that 
now,  when  representations  are  made,  they  will 
receive  consideration  from  the  new  Minister.  I 
am  satisfied  that  the  present  appropriation  for  the 
militia  could  suffice  to  greatly  improve  the  condi¬ 
tion  of  the  volunteers  to-day  in  regard  to  their 
better  equipment,  and  that  thej^  could  have  many 
of  the  comforts  which  have  been  spoken  of  from 
the  appropriation  which  we  now  have. 

Mr.  FRASER.  1  desire  to  correct  a  misappre¬ 
hension.  What  I  said  was  that  the  history  of  the 
English  army  showed  that  immense  sums  of  money 
had  been  spent  in  purchasing  arms  which  had  to  be 
laid  aside.  That  would  not  apply  at  all  to  our 
expenditures  from  year  to  year.  A  very  small 
portion  of  the  $1,300,000  which  we  spend  on  the 
militia  is  spent  on  the  purchase  of  arms.  Then,  as 
to  the  comfort,  I  did  not  pretend  that  soldiers 
should  not  have  every  comfort,  but  I  said  that  a 
soldier  should  not  consider  the  clothing  which  is 
most  comfortable,  but  should  consider  simply  what 
is  served  to  him  according  to  the  regulations.  I 
agree  with  the  lion,  gentleman  that  a  soldier  who 
is  comfortable  and  well  fed  will  do  better  in  the 
field  than  one  who  is  not.  It  was  not  in  regard  to 
his  comfort  that  I  spoke,  but  simply  in  regard  to 
the  expenditure. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  suppose  the  lion,  gentleman 
thinks  that  a  soldier  should  be  well  fed,  well 
■clothed  and  allowed  to  grumble  as  much  he  likes. 

Mr.  FRASER.  A  soldier  is  not  alloiyed  to 
grumble. 

Mr.  HUGHES.  I  am  glad  the  lion,  member  for 
Guysborough  (Mr.  Fraser)  agrees  with  me  that  it 
is  necessary  to  have  the  soldiers  comfortable. 

Mr.  KIRKPATRICK.  I  would  call  attention 
to  a  very  important  paragraph  in  the  report  of  the 
Major-General,  and  it  is  a  report  that  I  think  we 
have  every  reason  to  be  thankful  for.  It  is  an  able, 
thorough  and  fearless  report.  He' calls  attention 
to  a  matter  to  which  the  Government  ought  to  give 
their  attention.  It  is  in  reference  to  the  disturb¬ 
ances  in  Hull.  He  said  : 

“  The  companies  employed  at  Hull  included  in  their 
ranks  numerous  employes  of  the  Government  departments 
at  Ottawa.  These  gentlemen  have  been  placed  in  a  most 
painful  dilemma.  Had  they  failed  to  obey  the  order  sum¬ 
moning  them  to  militia  duty  they  would  have  been  liable  1 
to  heavy  penalties  under  the  Militia  Act.  Having  sacri¬ 
ficed  personal  comfort  to  perform  their  militia  duty,  they 
have  been  deprived,  under  the  Civil  Service  Act,  of  their 
salaries  for  the  days  they  were  absent  on  that  duty.” 

I  do  not  think  that  is  right.  If  any  employer  of 
labour  outside  docked  the  pay  of  his  clerk  for  the 
day  he  was  on  duty  in  the  militia,  there  would  be 
an  outcry  against  him,  and  I  think  the  Government 
ought  to  have  some  provision  for  these  men.  Then 
there  has  been  a  great  outcry  in  the  force  as  to  not 
having  the  whole  force  drilled  each  year.  On  that 
subject  the  Major-General  says  : 

‘‘  Under  the  system  hitherto  followed,  no  data  are 
available  on  which  to  base  a  trustworthy  estimate  of  the 
■cost  incid.ental  to  the  training  of  the  rural  militia,  but  it 
is  my  belief  that  a  considerably  larger  force  could  be  an¬ 
nually  trained  than  has  hitherto  been  the  case,  without 
any  increase  in  the  vote  for  di’ill  and  training.  I  am  not 
prepared  at  present  to  recommend  anj-  such  increase  of 
■expenditure,  I  am  satisfied  that  in  the  past,  the  results 
obtained  in  the  militia  training  have  not  been  commen¬ 
surate  with  the  expenditure.” 

Mr.  Sutherland. 


He  also  says  : 

“  A  further  cause  of  considerable  unnecessary  expense 
is  the  manner  in  which  the  sites  of  district  camps  are 
annually  changed.” 

I  chink  it  is  most  reprehensible  to  change  the  camps 
from  place  to  place. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  Kingston. 

Mr.  KIRKPATRICK.  I  do  not  say  that  Kings¬ 
ton  should  be  the  place,  but  I  think  the  place  should 
be  fixed  and  there  should  be  some  expenditure  made 
which  would  last  and  be  sufficient  for  some  time. 
Again,  the  Major-General  says  : 

“  The  remarks  attached  to  Appendix  F  show,  in  men 
and  miles,  the  amount  of  unnecessary  transport,  besides 
other  disadvantages,  involved  this  year  by  this  practice. 
A  very  simple  calculation  will  suffice  to  show  its  cost¬ 
liness.” 

1  hope  the  attention  of  the  Minister  of  Militia  will 
be  given  to  this,  and  that  he  will  see  that  more 
economy  will  be  effected  and  a  larger  number  of 
men  will  be  drilled  if  a  different  system  is  adopted. 

Mr.  DENISON.  I  am  sorry  that  these  reports 
are  not  put  into  our  hands  earlier  because  we  have 
not  had  an  opportunity  to  read  them,  and  this  is  the 
first  time  that  I  have  seen  the  report.  It  appears 
to  me  to  be  an  extraordinary  thing  that  any  head 
of  a  department  would  take  such  a  course  with 
the  men  under  his  charge.  It  seems  to  me  some¬ 
what  similar  to  the  course  which  was  taken  in 
regard  to  some  of  our  force  which  turned  out  on 
the  Niagara  frontier  in  1866.  After  they  came 
back,  some  of  their  employers  objected  to  the  men 
belonging  to  the  force  and,  w'hile  they  took  this 
course  after  their  return,  at  the  time  they  went 
they  could  do  nothing  too  much  for  them.  They 
loaded  up  trains  with  biscuits  and  other  things 
which  they  did  not  want,  but  afterwards  they 
objected  to  their  belonging  to  the  militia,  and  how 
can  you  expect  that  ordinary  citizens  will  not 
object  to  that  when  you  find  the  Government  of 
Canada  objecting  to  their  employes  belonging  to 
the  militia  force  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  wish  to  make  a  remark  or 
two  with  reference  to  the  points  raised  by  the  hon. 
member  for  Frontenac.  When  my  attention  was 
called  to  the  fact  that  the  volunteers  who  were 
in  the  Civil  Service,  were  called  out  to  suppress  the 
difficulties  in  Hull,  had  not  been  paid,  I  instructed 
the  Deputy  to  prepare  a  list  in  order  that  1  might 
lay  it  before  my  colleagues  with  a  view  to  placing 
|  it  in  the  Supplementary  Estimates  and  asking  Par¬ 
liament  to  vote  it.  The  complaint  of  the  hon. 
member  for  Toronto  (Mr.  Denison)  is  not  at  all  to 
the  point.  The  heads  of  the  departments  in  which 
these  volunteers  were  employed,  have  no  control 
over  that  matter.  It  is  an  Act  of  Parliament  for 
which  the  member  for  West  Ontario  (Mr.  Edgar) 
is  just  as  much  responsible  as  is  the  head  of  the 
department ;  that  Act  makes  special  provision  that 
the  employes  in  the  department,  not  on  the  per¬ 
manent  staff,  shall  not  be  paid  when  absent  from 
duty,  and  it  is  the  Auditor  General,  who  is  the  officer 
of  this  House  and  not  of  the  Government,  who 
refused  to  pay  it.  The  heads  of  departments  would 
willingly  have  paid  it  if  they  had  had  power  to  do 
so  under  the  law.  I  do  not  think  that  the  sum 
amounts  to  $50  all  told,  ainl  I  have  no  doubt  that 
this  House  will  readily  vote  the  sum  when  the  es¬ 
timate  is  placed  before  them.  In  reference  to  the 
question  of  camps,  I  have  given  that  subject  some 
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little  attention,,  and  will  consider  it  further,  and 
then  decide  whether  it  would  be  wise  to  continue 
the  system  which  has  prevailed  in  the  past,  of 
moving  camps  to  different  sections  of  the  country 
thereby  absorbing  a  large  amount  of  the  vote  for 
paying  transport  of  the  material  and  passengers’ 
fare,  or  whether  it  would  not  be  better  to  have 
stated  places  in  the  country  at  which  these  camps 
should  meet.  I  have  been  looking  into  the  matter 
and  I  find  that  in  one  camp  the  expense  attending 
each  man  was  two-thirds  of  the  full  amount  of  the 
pay  of  each  man  ;  in  other  words,  we  drill  them  12 
days  at  a  cost  of  $12,  and  in  some  cases  trans¬ 
port  costs  as  high  as  50  per  cent,  63§  per 
cent,  and  even  75  per  cent  of  that  sum.  I 
find  no  fault  with  any  one  who  has  advocated 
that  system  in  the  past.  The  members  of  Parlia¬ 
ment  are  more  responsible  for  it  than  the  head 
of  the  department.  He  is  constantly  importuned — 
and  already  in  my  experience  I  begin  to  feel  some 
of  the  pressure  myself — to  have  the  camps  moved 
into  all  sections  of  the  country,  into  some  corner  or 
other.  That  is  a  matter  that  will  receive  the  atten¬ 
tion  of  the  department  and  of  the  Government.  If 
it  is  thought  advisable,  in  order  to  popularize  the 
force,  to  spend  this  extra  amount  in  taking  the 
camps  to  different  sections  of  the  country,  why  we 
will  continue  to  do  so.  If  it  is  thought  better  that 
there  shall  be,  as  there  is  in  England,  regular  and 
stated  places  in  which  the  volunteers  meet  to  per¬ 
form  their  camp  drill,  we  will  also  endeavour  to 
carry  out  that  system.  I  may  state  to  those  volun¬ 
teer  officers  who  are  present,  and  to  the  other  hon. 
members,  that  at  present  my  opinion  is  in  favour 
of  centralizing  these  camps  as  much  as  possible  and 
to  place  them  in  such  localities  as  will  minimize,  as 
much  as  possible,  the  expenditure  that  is  required 
to  take  them  from  one  section  of  the  country  to  the 
other.  Those  who  have  an  acquaintance  with  the 
service  know  very  well  that  once  you  have  a  stated 
place  for  the  camps  to  meet,  grounds  are  provided 
that  will  last  from  one  year  to  another,  and  hence 
it  is  not  necessary  to  expend  the  same  amount  of 
money  as  would  be  needed  in  a  new  place  where  you 
wished  to  take  the  troops. 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  am  glad  to  hear  from  the  tone 
of  the  remarks  of  the  Minister  of  Militia  that  he  is 
attempting  to  follow  out  in  his  new  department 
the  course  which  he  followed  in  his  old  department, 
that  of  attending  closely  to  the  business  of  that 
department.  I  feel  bound  to  pay  him  the  compli 
ment,  that  in  his  own  capacity  he  understands  the 
business  of  his  department.  I  think  he  shows  signs 
of  attempting  to  master  this  one  with  equal 
thoroughness.  I  am  glad  to  hear  what  he  says 
about  the  permanency  of  camps.  I  have  several 
reasons  for  taking  an  interest  in  this  matter.  Last 
summer  a  military  camp  was  formed  for  the  first 
time  in  St.  Thomas,  in  the  county  of  East  Elgin, 
in  which  it  was  then  expected  and  pretty  well 
known,  that  an  election  must  shortly  take  place. 
The  formation  of  that  camp  involved  the  expendi¬ 
ture  of  a  lot  of  money  amongst  the  citizens  of  St. 
Thomas,  and  was  one  of  the  chief  arguments  in 
favour  of  my  hon.  friend  who  is  now  the  member 
for  East  Elgin  (Mr.  Ingram). 

Mr.  BOWELL.  If  that  will  be  the  effect  every¬ 
where,  I  am  afraid  you  will  persuade  me  against  my 
better  judgment. 


Mr.  CASEY.  No,  I  do  not  charge  my  hon. 
friend  with  instituting  a  systematic  plan  of  dra¬ 
gooning  voters  in  this  fashion  by  quartering  soldiers, 
upon  them.  I  do  not  think  his  policy  will  result 
in  such  an  extreme  measure,  especially  after  the 
statements  he  has  made  to-day.  But  this  camp 
was  avowedly  brought  to  St.  Thomas  in  the  interest 
of  the  hon.  member  for  East  Elgin.  He  made 
capital  out  of  it,  and  so  did  his  friends.  I  am  glad 
to  see  that  the  General  condemns  the  whole  trans¬ 
action.  He  says  in  his  note  on  the  St.  Thomas 
camp  : 

“  Grounds  wholly  unsuitable  for  a  camp.  1,386  officers 
and  men,  and  56horses,  besides  the  whole  of  the  tents, 
blankets  and  camp  equipment  conveyed  40  miles  further 
than  was  necessary.  “I.  H., 

“  Maj.  Gen.” 

In  regard  to  the  camp  at  Belleville,  he  remarks  : 

“  No  rifle  range  available  with  safety. 

“I.  H., 

“  Maj.- Gen.” 

In  regard  to  the  camp  at  Farnham  he  states : 

“  792  officers  and  men,  and  155  hoi'ses,  carried  55  miles 
further  than  was  necessary.  Tents  and  camp  equipment 
likewise  transported  about  60  miles  unnecessarily. 

44 1  H 

“Maj.-Gen.” 

But  the  worst  of  all  is  the  Rimouski  camp  : 

“  698  officers  and  men,  14  horses  and  all  tents  and  camp 
equipment  transported  400  miles  further  than  was  neces¬ 
sary,  from  a  good  site  to  a  bad  one.  “  I.  H., 

“  Mag. -Gen” 

I  am  glad,  as  my  hon.  friend  beside  me  (Mr. 
Sutherland)  has  said  already,  that  the  General 
condemns  this  thing  altogether.  When  the  attention 
of  the  department  is  called  to  this,  it  should  be  put 
straight.  A  great  many  of  these  suggestions  might 
be  adopted  with  profit.  I  hope,  after  what  has 
fallen  from  Minister  of  Militia  and  the  member 
for  Frontenac  (Mr.  Kirkpatrick)  and  the  member 
for  Toronto  (Mr.  Denison),  that  we  have  seen  the 
last  of  this  system  of  dragooning,  as  I  may  call  it, 
of  quartering  camps  here  and  there  for  election 
purposes.  The  General’s  suggestion  should  be 
carried  out,  that  permanent  accommodation  should 
be  provided  at  the  most  convenient  points  for  col¬ 
lecting  troops  in  that  division,  without  regard  to 
the  political  effect,  I  mean  to  say  that  the  camps 
should  be  permanently  fixed  there.  Now,  I  regret 
that  I  have  had  only  time  to  skim  over  this  report, 
but  I  find  that  the  General  urges  the  same  point 
that  has  been  urged  by  several  hon.  members, 
namely,  that  the  Martini  should  be  substituted  for 
the  Snider,  and  that  the  substitution  should  be 
gradual.  The  General  says  : 

“  The  Snider  rifle  and  carbine,  with  which  the  militia 
is  armed,  is  at  the  best  an  obsolete  weapon,  but  in  the 
condition  in  which  it  exists,  in  most  of  the  regiments  of 
the  active  militia,  it  has  no  claim  whatever  to  be  classed 
as  an  arm  of  precision.  A  large  number  are  of  the  earliest 
mark  of  converted  Enfield  rifles.” 

Which  means  about  27  or  28  years  since  they  were 
converted,  and  no  one  knows  how  long  they  have 
been  in  service  as  muzzle  loading  Enfields  before 
then. 

“  For  upwards  of  20  years  their  sights  and  rifling  have 
been  completely  worn  out.  It  is  no  exaggeration  to  say 
that  in  many  cases  the  smooth  bore  musket  would  be  the 
best  arm.” 

For  upwards  of  20  years  they  have  been  subjected 
to  such  usage  as  they  appear  to  have  had  in  North 
Victoria.  However,  I  do  not  think  I  have  ever 
been  in  any  camp  where  rifles  were  laid  around  on 
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the  grass  inside  the  tents.  The  lion,  member  for 
North  Victoria  (Mr.  Hughes)  suggests  the  introduc¬ 
tion  of  a  cheap  rack  to  put  around  the  tent  pole. 
When  I  was  a  full  corporal  we  got  along  by  stand¬ 
ing  up  our  rifles  against  a  tent  pole  and  tying  them 
together  with  a  piece  of  string ;  but  we  did  not,  at 
all  events,  allow  them  to  lie  around  on  the  wet  grass. 
The  General  says  in  the  course  of  his  report  : 

“  A  considerable  number  of  Martini-Henry  rifles  are  in 
store,  and  it  would  appear  desirable  that  these  should  be 
issued  to  the  permanent  corps,  and  be  gradually  intro¬ 
duced  throughout  the  militia.  The  change  must  neces¬ 
sarily  be  gradual,  since  the  issue  of  good  arms  is  useless, 
without  adequate  provision  for  their  care.  Under  the 
system  at  present  prevailing,  it  is  idle  to  expect  that 
rifles,  issued  to  the  rural  militia,  can  be  kept  in  good 
•order.  Even  in  cities,  where  good  public  armouries  and 
paid  Government  caretakers  exist,  the  condition  of  the 
arms  is  in  many  cases  far  from  satisfactory,  since  the  care¬ 
takers  are  under  no  control.  The  only  system  under  which 
proper  care  can  be  insured,  is  that  now  existing  in  the 
militia  of  the  United  Kingdom,  where  the  caretakers  are 
part  of  the  permanent  paid  staff  of  the  militia  regiment, 
and  are  amenable  to  military  discipline.  The  command¬ 
ing  officer  can  then  be  held  responsible  for  the  Govern¬ 
ment  property  entrusted  to  his  charge.” 

He  then  speaks  of  boots.  As  I  understood  the  lion, 
member  for  North  Victoria,  his  constituents  mostly 
dispense  with  boots  when  at  home — at  all  events, 
the  hon.  member  led  the  House  to  understand  so. 
The  kind  of  footwear  to  which  he  refers  is  certainly 
not  likely  to  wear  out.  I  come  now  to  the  question 
raised  by  the  Minister  of  Militia.  An  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  suggests  that  possibly  the  member  for  North 
Victoria  may  be  mistaken  in  regard  to  the  custom¬ 
ary  footwear  of  his  constituents,  but  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  (Mr.  Hughes)  will  have  to  settle  that 
question  with  them  when  he  next  meets  them. 

Mr.  HUGHES.  My  majority  was  239. 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  understood  the  hon.  gentleman 
to  say  that  only  a  majority  of  239  of  his  electors 
go  barefoot.  It  may  be  that  those  were  the  people 
who  voted  for  him.  The  Minister  of  Militia  appears 
favourable  to  the  idea  of  rearming  the  volunteers, 
but  he  appears  to  be  a  little  afraid  of  the  expense. 
I  will  adopt  his  own  calculation,  which  is  on  the 
basis  of  the  new  rifle,  the  name  of  which  I  am  com¬ 
pletely  mixed  about,  for  the  member  for  Toronto 
(Mr.  Denison)  calls  it  the  Lee-Burton  and  the 
Minister  of  Militia  the  Lee-Metford. 

Mr.  DENISON.  They  are  two  different  rifles. 

Mr.  CASEY.  At  all  events,  the  Minister’s  cal¬ 
culation  was  based  on  the  new  British  rifle.  If 
his  estimate  is  correct,  that  they  can  be  obtained 
for  $20  each,  I  am  sure  the  surplus  stock  of  Marti¬ 
nis  could  be  obtained  for  $10  each.  As  the  General, 
who  is  certainly  a  good  judge  of  a  rifle,  recom¬ 
mends  the  Martini  as  the  rifle  for  the  Canadian 
volunteers,  we  need  have  no  hesitation  about 
adopting  that  rifle  gradually,  as  he  says,  making 
a  yearly  appropriation  to  arm  a  certain  number  of 
battalions  annually.  This  rifle  has  been  tried  in 
actual  service  for  many  years,  whereas  the  new 
rifle  has  not  undergone  that  test.  If  we  have 
40,000  men  to  arm  and  we  could  get  new  Martinis 
at  $10  each,  the  total  expenditure  would  be  $400,- 
000.  But  it  must  be  remembered  that  only  part 
of  this  expenditure  need  be  borne  each  year.  I 
would  suggest  that  a  whole  district  could  be  armed 
with  Martini  rifles  in  one  year,  or  a  battalion  in 
each  district  could  be  armed,  or  some  other  similar 
plan  could  be  adopted  by  which  the  supply  might 
be  spread  throughout  the  country.  There  is  the 
advantage  not  only  that  welaaveaconsiderable  stock 
Mr.  Casey. 


of  Martinis  on  hand,  but  that  we  have  a  large  sup¬ 
ply  of  ammunition  and  the  machinery  on  hand  to 
manufacture  it.  The  Minister  intimated  that 
while  there  was  no  objection  to  rearming  the 
force  it  might  not  be  long  before  another  change 
was  made  in  the  arm  used  in  the  British  army. 
But  I  repeat  there  is  no  necessity  for  our  following 
the  newest  fashion  in  rifles.  This  reminds  me 
of  what  is  seen  in  prosperous  farms  in  Ontario — 
old-fashioned  reaping  and  mowing  machines  lying 
rusting  in  the  barnyard  because  some  newer  pat¬ 
tern  has  come  into  the  market.  The  Minister  said 
there  was  no  complaint  of  the  Snider  in  the  North- 
West  trouble.  He  must  remember  what  kind  of 
weapons  they  were  opposing  in  the  North-West. 
The  Snider  was  opposed  for  the  most  part  by  the 
old  long  Hudson  Bay  musket  with  flint  lock. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  No. 

Mr.  CASEY.  That  is  what  was  reported. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  A  large  proportion  were  Win¬ 
chester  rifles. 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  have  been  shown  bullets  that 
Dr.  Orton  took  out  of  patients  during  the  trouble, 
round  bullets  fired  from  flint-lock  muskets.  I  have 
seen  these  muskets  with  very  recent  Tower  marks 
on  them  at  Hudson  Bay  stores  in  the  North-West. 
They  are  still  manufactured  in  London  for  trading 
with  Indians.  It  is  true  there  were  some  Win¬ 
chesters  used,  but  there  was  a  very  small  supply 
of  them.  Piapot’s  Band  possessed  a  considerable 
number,  but  they  were  not  in  the  rebellion.  The 
Indians  and  half-breeds  were  armed  with  the  ordin¬ 
ary  smooth-bore  shot-gun,  and  that  is  the  weapon 
to  which  the  Snider  was  opposed,  and  no  wonder 
under  those  circumstances  it  came  out  favourably. 
But  the  Snider  really  did  not  do  much  execution 
against  the  Indians,  for  the  number  of  Indians 
killed  was  very  small  in  proportion  to  the  amount 
of  firing  done.  The  hon.  gentleman  reiterated  the 
expression  of  the  hon.  member  for  Guysborough(Mr. 
Fraser),  that  we  need  have  no  fear  of  the  Indians. 
We  have,  however,  reason  to  believe,  judging  from 
the  events  of  a  few  years  ago,  that  certain  reasons 
will  cause  the  Indians  to  arise  and  fight.  An 
Indian  rising  may  occur  again.  Even  if  it  were  not 
caused  by  acts  of  Government,  it  might  be  caused 
by  rough  characters  on  the  frontier,  who  were  apt 
to  quarrel  with  the  Indians  wherever  they  find  them. 
The  Indians  up  to  the  present  time  have  not  been 
driven  into  a  corner  by  increase  of  settlement. 
When  population  increases  as  it  has  done  in  the 
W'estern  States,  and  when  the  Indians  are  driven 
into  a  corner,  you  do  not  know  what  may  happen, 
and  it  is  absolutely  essential  that  our  men  should  be 
armed  with  weapons  quite  as  good  as  those  which 
the  Indians  cgtn  get.  We  know  that  the  Indian  can 
procure  weapons  across  the  frontier,  and  that  no 
matter  what  he  has  to  do  he  can  generally  find 
means  to  provide  himself  with  a  Winchester 
rifle.  I  consider  that  the  question  of  free 
ammunition  is  one  of  the  most  important  things 
for  the  department  to  consider.  The  first  thing  to 
teach  a  soldier  in  modern  times  is  to  be  a  good  shot, 
and  I  consider  that  the  issue  of  free  ammunition  to 
the  Rifle  League  is  not  only  a  good  thing,  but 
that  the  supply  should  be  increased  so  that  the 
volunteers  could  have  greater  practice  at  the  rifle 
range.  If  a  man  is  not  really  a  good  shot  he  is  not 
fit  to  be  a  modern  soldier. 

It  being  six  o'clock,  the  Speaker  left  the  Chair. 
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After  Recess. 

SECOND  READING. 

Bill  (No.  60)  respecting  the  Great  Northern 
Railway  Company. — (Mr.  Curran.) 

SUPPLY. 

House  again  resolved  itself  into  Committee  of 
■Supply. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Mr.  CASEY.  When  you  left  the  Chair  at  six 
o’clock,  I  was  speaking  on  the  subject  of  free  am¬ 
munition,  and  the  necessity  of  granting  larger 
supplies  of  it  for  the  purpose  of  inducing  our  vol¬ 
unteers  to  practice.  I  referred  to  the  beneficial 
effects  of  the  Rifle  League,  and  I  can  quite  cor¬ 
roborate  all  that  other-members  have  said  in  regard 
to  the  fact  that  the  issue  of  free  ammunition  to 
the  Rifle  League  contributes  much  to  the  practiee 
of  sharp  shooting.  I  believe  that  the  Minister 
now  in  charge  of  the  Militia  Department  is  in¬ 
clined  to  receive  friendly  suggestions,  and  I  wish 
to  impress  very  strongly  upon  him  that  the 
quantity  of  ammunition  issued  for  use  in  camp  is 
quite  insufficient  to  teach  raw  recruits  anything 
about  rifle  shooting,  Although  they  are  supposed 
to  receive  instructions  on  shooting  in  camp,  yet 
the  instructions  they  generally  receive  is  so  small 
that  it  is  hardly  discernible,  and  amounts  td  no¬ 
thing  more  than  the  “coaching”  received  from 
fellow  volunteers  who  have  been  practising  for 
some  time.  I  must  urge  again,  as  I  have  urged 
session  after  session,  and  I  hope  now  not  to  such 
deaf  ears  as  I  have  hitherto  addressed  it  to  ;  that 
the  first  requisite  for  a  soldier  in  these  days  is  not 
so  much  perfection  in  drill  as  perfection  in  shooting. 
It  has  been  proven  time  and  again  since  the  days 
•of  the  American  revolution  that  a  force  of  men  abso¬ 
lutely  untrained  in  drill,  but  thoroughly  trained  in 
shooting  can  demoralize  a  larger  force  of  the  best 
drilled  soldiers  in  the  world.  The  latest  example 
of  this  was  probably  during  the  Boer  war  in  South 
Africa.  The  Boers  had  no  drill  or  training,  but 
they  had  good  rifles,  were  practised  hunters,  and 
they  simply  stalked  and  shot  down  the  best  British 
troops  that  could  be  sent  against  them.  It  is,  I  fear, 
quite  impossible  to  look  forward  in  Canada  to 
the  creation  of  any  considerable  force  of  highly- 
drilled  soldiers  for  a  long  time  to  come.  This  House 
is  not  prepared  to  vote,  nor  would  the  country  sus¬ 
tain  us  in  voting  the  amount  of  money  required  for 
that.  However,  we  can  provide  at  first  a  compara¬ 
tively  small  force  of  first-rate  shots,  and  even  though 
they  amount  to  only  ten  or  fifteen  thousand  men,  it 
would  be  more  effective  than  our  nominal  force  of 
40,000  men.  If  the  Minister  can  see  his  way  to  re¬ 
ducing  the  nominal  force  of  the  militia,  not  by 
knocking  off  old  battalions,  but  by  striking  so  many 
men  from  each  battalion,  and  spend  the  money  in 
securing  to  them  practical  and  thorough  instruction 
in  shooting,  with  a  sufficient  supply  of  ammunition  to 
practice  with,  we  would  be  in  a  much  better  posi¬ 
tion  to  resist  any  enemy  then  than  we  are  likely  to 
be  called  upon  to  face  than  we  are  now.  Practically 
the  only  enemy  we  may  expect  to  have  to  face  are 
our  own  Indians  in  the  North-West  or  British 
Columbia.  I  say  that  it  would  be  far  better  to 
have  a  small  force  of  volunteers  armed  with  a  good 


rifle  and  taught  to  use  it,  not  in  the  way  it  is  used 
now  in  camps,  but  to  shoot  with  it  as  men  shoot  at 
rifle  matches  when  they  are  competing  for  prizes. 
If  we  had  10,000  men  fit  to  enter  for  rifle  matches 
and  to  shoot  for  prizes,  we  should  be  far  better  pro¬ 
tected  against  any  possible  enemy  than  we  are 
with  40,000  drilled  and  trained  in  shooting  as  they 
now  are.  If  we  could  reduce  our  force  to  such  a  size 
that  we  could  arm  it  with  a  first-rate  weapon,  and 
make  the  men  good  shots,  we  should  be  far  better 
off  than  we  are  with  our  present  equipment.  Then, 
we  are  asked  to  vote  $50,000  for  ammunition.  I 
find  that  last  year  $38,314  was  spent  on  the  car¬ 
tridge  factory,  and  $15,357  on  ammunition  in  gen¬ 
eral.  I  also  find  that  last  year  100,000  rounds  of 
Snider  and  Martini-Henry  cartridges  were  sold  for 
$498.  Taking  that  as  a  standard  of  the  cost  of  am¬ 
munition,  this  $38,000  spent  on  the  cartridge  fac¬ 
tory  should  have  produced  over  7,500,000  cartridges, 
whereas  I  find  an  account  of  only  1,500,000  as 
used  during  the  year  ;  so  that  there  must  either  be 
a  very  large  store  of  unused  cartridges  on  hand,  or 
else  this  expenditure  has  not  produced  as  many 
cartridges  as  it  should  have  done.  Perhaps  the 
Minister  will  be  able  to  throw  some  light  on  that 
subject.  Now,  coming  back  to  the  report  of  the 
Major-General  Commanding,  I  wish  to  call  atten¬ 
tion  to  the  first  paragraph  on  allowances,  in  which 
he  says  : 

The  system  under  which  allowances  are  now  granted 
to  the  rural  militia,  is  open  to  very  serious  objections. 
Allowances  are  drawn  annually  for  *  drill  instruction/ 
and  for  ‘  care  of  arms/  for  which  the  country  receives  no 
real  value.” 

For  years  past  I  have  annually  called  the  attention 
of  the  Government  to  the  fact  that  this  allowance 
for  drill  instruction  is  a  perfect  farce — that  the 
captains  of  rural  companies  have  no  opportunity 
whatever  of  giving  instructions  to  their  men,  even 
if  capable  of  doing  so,  and  the  $40  has  been  simply 
handed  over  to  the  regimental  fund  for  other  pur¬ 
poses  ;  and  if  these  purposes  are  thought  to  be 
legitimate,  the  vote  should  be  made  under  that 
heading,  and  not  under  a  false  heading.  The  late 
Minister  of  Militia  has  on  several  occasions  express¬ 
ed  his  agreement  with  me,  and  promised  to  recon¬ 
struct  his  estimates  accordingly,  but  I  do  not  find 
it  done.  The  Major-General  goes  on  to  say  : 

“  They  are  paid  to  officers  who  are  incapable  of  im¬ 
parting  instruction,  and  who  are  unable  to  give  sufficient 
attention  to  the  arms  under  their  charge.  In  the  major¬ 
ity  of  cases,  these  allowances  are  looked  upon  merely  in 
the  light  of  perquisites  attaching  to  the  command  of  a 
battalion  or  company.” 

That  I  can  thoroughly  corroborate  from  my  short 
experience  in  the  volunteers. — 

“  The  fault  does  not  rest  with  the  officers,  but  with  the 
system,  which  makes  an  impracticable  demand  upon 
them.  Considering  the  sacrifices  made  by  officers  of  the 
rural  militia  in  the  performance  of  their  militia  duty,  it 
appears  absolutely  necessary  that  certain  allowances,  in 
addition  to  the  j)ay  of  their  rank,  should  be  granted  to 
those  who  exercise  the  most  important  functions.  Such 
allowances  should,  however,  be  the  payment  for  a  distinct 
value  received  by  the  country.” 

Then  he  goes  on  to  say  that  he  submits  elsewhere 
the  outlines  of  a  scheme  for  the  issue  of  allowances, 
After  speaking  of  the  allowance  for  recruiting,  he 
suggests  : 

“  A  ‘  contingent  allowance  ’  to  captains  to  meet  certain 
expenses  in  connection  with  their  companies,  'which  are 
now  unprovided  for.  This  allowance  should  gradually" 
replace  the  ‘  care  of  arms  ’  allowance.  The  arms  should 
be  drawn  by  degrees  into  regimental  stQres,  and  placed 
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under  the  charge  of  a  permanently  paid  adjutant  and 
non-commissioned  officers,  who  would  form  the  permanent 
staff  of  the  regiment.” 

In  this  particular  I  must  beg  to  differ  from  the 
General,  because,  if  the  arms  were  all  drawn  to  the 
battalion  headquarters,  it  would  be  impossible  for 
members  of  outlying  companies  to  get  rifles  for 
practice  except  when  in  camp,  and  I  think  it  is 
most  important  that  they  should  be  able  to  obtain 
rifles  for  practice  when  not  in  camp.  Under  our 
present  system  they  would  have  only  one  rifle 
practice  in  three  years,  which  is  equivalent  to 
nothing  at  all.  I  should  prefer  that  the  Govern¬ 
ment  would  make  an  allowance  sufficient  to  pay  the 
rent  of  a  small  room  at  headquarters  for  each 
company,  to  contain  the  armoury  of  that  company, 
and  have  them  kept  there  and  issued  by  the  author¬ 
ity  of  the  captain  to  men  who  wish  to  attend 
regular  rifle  practices.  I  would  urge  here  again 
that  the  privilege  of  free  ammunition  given  to  the 
Rifle  League  be  extended  to  the  amount  of  fifty  or 
sixty  rounds  to  all  members  of  rural  companies  who 
are  willing  to  attend  regular  rifle  practice  under 
some  officer.  The  question  of  heavy  guns  has  been 
dealt  with,  and  I  will  not  say  anything  about  it, 
more  especially  as  I  do  not  know  much  about  heavy 
guns  ;  but  I  should  like  to  have  gone  through  the 
whole  of  the  General’s  report  and  give  my  opinions 
upon  it,  for  my  own  satisfaction,  if  not  for  the  edi¬ 
fication  of  the  House.  As  the  report,  however,  has 
only  just  come  down,  it  is  impossible  to  do  that. 
The  discussion  of  ammunition  has  taken  so  wide  a 
scope  that  what  I  would  have  wished  to  say  only 
after  further  consideration  of  the  report  has  to  be 
said  now,  but  I  hope  that  I  shall  have  another 
opportunity  of  giving  a  more  connected  criticism 
on  the  whole  system  of  military  practice  and  a  few 
suggestions  based  upon  the  genius  of  the  Canadian 
people  and  their  peculiar  .aptitude  for  certain 
branches  of  the  military  service.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  brought  on  the  estimates  the  same  day  that  he 
laid  the  report  on  the  Table.  I  do  not  say  that  he 
did  this  intentionally  with  the  view  of  thwarting 
discussion ;  but  such  being  the  case,  we  should 
reserve  one  of  the  items  on  the  militia  estimates  in 
order  that  we  may  have  further  discussion  on  this 
subject  after  we  have  had  time  to  look  into  the 
report. 

Mr.  McGREGOR.  I  have  always  believed  it  a 
good  thing  that  we  should  train  our  young  men  in 
the  use  of  these  rifles,  and  would  call  the  attention 
of  the  Minister  of  Militia  to  the  advantages  of 
having  camp  exercises  in  the  County  of  Essex. 
The  hon.  gentleman  will  remember  very  well  when, 
some  twenty  or  twenty-five  years  ago,  he  had  the 
advantage  of  camping  on  those  grounds.  He -will 
remember  well  the  facilities  afforded  there  both  as 
regards  health  and  in  every  other  respect.  If  a  camp 
is  to  be  given  to  any  portion  of  Ontario,  the  west¬ 
ern  portion  has  certainly  strong  claims  at  present 
for  it.  We  have  three  railroads,  the  Grand  Trunk, 
the  Canadian  Pacific,  and  the  Michigan  Central 
entering  our  town,  and  we  have  besides  magnifi¬ 
cent  water  communication  with  other  portions  of 
Canada,  so  that  I  think  that  there  is  no  place  in 
which  the  Government  could  hold  their  camp  as 
cheaply  and  with  as  much  advantage  to  the  health 
of  the  young  men  as  in  the  County  of  Essex.  It 
must  be  remembered  that  the  young  men  want  an 
outing.  It  may  be  said  that  it  costs  a  little  more 
to  move  a  camp,  but  it  will  be  an  incentive  to  our 
Mr.  Casey. 


young  men  to  attend  the  camp  when  they  know  by 
so  doing  they  will  become  acquainted  with  differ¬ 
ent  places,  because  always  going  to  the  same  place 
is  rather  monotonous  to  the  boys,  who  like  a  little 
change.  In  the  town  of  Windsor,  we  have  elec¬ 
tric  lights,  electric  roads  and  so  forth,  and  a  most 
benevolent  people  who  will  meet  the  Government 
half  way. 

Mr.  CASEY.  1  find  that  several  officers  in  this 
city,  the  colonel  of  the  43rd  and  several  officers  of 
the  Guards,  have  been  compelled  to  throw  up  their 
commissions,  as  a  condition  of  their  remaining  in 
the  Civil  Service.  Colonel  Anderson,  Colonel 
Tilton,  Colonel  White  and  others  have  had  to  make 
this  option.  I  am  informed  now  that  Major  Toller 
of  the  Finance  Department  has  just  been  gazetted  in 
the  place  of  Colonel  Todd.  There  is  a  glaring 
inconsistency  in  certain  officers  of  long  standing 
being  compelled  to  throw  up  their  commissions 
because  they  belong  to  the  Civil  Service,  while 
another  civil  servant  is  promoted  to  the  colonelcy 
of  the  Guards.  I  do  not  know  whether  the  hon. 
gentleman’s  family  connections  have  to  do  with  the 
matter  or  not,  but  it  is  a  strange  inconsistency 
which  the  Minister  ought  to  explain. 

Mr.  BOW  ELL.  I  do  not  understand  what  the 
hon.  gentleman  means  by  family  connections.  No 
doubt  Mr.  Toller  is  connected  with  some  family. 

Mr.  CASEY.  He  is  Sir  Leonard  Tilley’s  brother- 
in-law. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  do  not  know  that  that  injures 
him  in  any  way.  Being  a  married  man,  he  has  to 
be  somebody’s  brother-in-law,  if  his  wife  has  a 
brother  or  sister.  The  rule  laid  down  by  Order  in 
Council  is  that  where  civil  servants  have  duties  to 
perform  which  will  interfere  with  their  duties  as 
colonels  of  battalions,  they  must  choose  between  the 
two.  That  matter  is  left  to  the  discretion  of  the 
head  of  the  department  to  which  the  officer  is  at¬ 
tached.  When  Colonel  White  was  made  Deputy 
Postmaster  General,  there  was  no  doubt  his  whole 
time  would  be  required  in  the  performance  of  his 
duties  as  such,  and  that  he  could  not  divide  that  time 
and  perform  efficiently  the  duties  of  deputy  head. 
The  same  reasons  applied  to  Colonel  Tilton,  when 
asked  to  retire  from  the  Guards  by  the  Minister  of 
Marine  and  Fisheries,  and  also  to  Colonel  Anderson 
who  had  command  of  the  43rd.  Those  who  know 
Colonel  Anderson  know  that  not  only  is  he  a  good 
soldier  but  that  he  occupies  the  position  of  engineer 
in  the  department,  which  requires  his  services  con¬ 
stantly.  During  the  very  time  when  it  might 
be  necessary  for  him  to  be  attending  to  the  duties 
of  his  battalion,  he  might  be  required  to 
go  to  some  parts  of  the  Dominion  on  public 
business,  to  superintend  the  construction  of 
a  lighthouse  or  other  important  public  work. 
It  was  deemed  by  the  head  of  the  department  that 
it  was  in  the  interest  of  the  service  that  he  should 
give  up  his  command,  and  he  did  so.  As  to  Colonel 
Todd,  he  was  in  the  service,  but  his  duties  in  the 
Library  were  not  of  such  a  character  as  required 
the  Government  to  ask  him  to  retire.  He  retired 
entirely  of  his  own  accord.  Some  difficulty  arose 
between  that  corps  and  the  department  in  reference 
to  pay ,  which  was  claimed  contrary  to  the  regulations, 
for  the  annual  drill  of  the  men.  Colonel  Todd’s  retire¬ 
ment  occurred  without  my  knowledge;  but,  when  1 
made  enquiry,  I  found  that  Major  Toller,  who  had 
been  connected  with  the  corps  formally  years,  had 
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succeeded  to  the  colonelcy  by  right  of  length  of 
service  and  in  the  way  of  promotion.  The  matter 
was  considered  by  the  head  of  the  department,  and, 
after  full  consideration,  it  was  decided  that,  as  his 
labours  as  comptroller  of  currency  in  the  Finance 
Department  were  not  such  as  to  prevent  his 
acceptance  of  the  colonelcy,  no  objection  should  be 
made.  The  hon.  gentleman  knows  that  there  are 
many  positions  held  by  chief  clerks  or  deputy 
heads  in  connection  with  which  their  presence  is 
required  in  the  department  every  day  in  the  year, 
and  at  all  times  that  the  office  is  open,  while  there 
are  others  which  do  not  require  the  presence  of 
these  officials  all  the  time,  and  that  was  the  case 
in  regard  to  Colonel  Todd  and  Colonel  Toller. 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  understand  that  there  was  a 
general  rule  of  the  service  that  officers  holding 
certain  positions  should  not  be  allowed  to  take 
command  of  a  battalion.  I  understand  now,  from 
what  the  hon.  gentleman  says,  that  it  is  left  to  the 
head  of  the  department  to  decide.  Is  that  the 
rule  adopted  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  There  is  no  general  rule  in  the 
service.  It  is  left  to  the  head  of  the  department 
to  state  whether  the  particular  officer  is  requiredat 
all  times  or  not. 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  think  there  should  be  a  general 
rule  that  no  officer  above  a  certain  grade  should  be 
allowed  to  attend  to  those  duties.  I  think  it  would 
be  well  that  no  member  of  the  Civil  Service  should 
be  connected  with  the  volunteer  force.  Not  only 
is  he  taken  away  from  his  duty  to  attend  parades 
and  drills  and  matters  of  that  kind,  but,  if  the 
force  were  ever  really  needed  for  warlike  purposes, 
that  is  the  time  when  we  would  require  all  the 
civil  servants  to  be  here  in  Ottawa  to  look  after 
the  business  of  the  country.  I  would  be  sorry 
to  miss  from  the  volunteer  force  many  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  Civil  Service  who  have  been 
excellent  officers  and  excellent  shots,  and 
I  do  not  mean  to  say  that  Major  Toller  is  ineffici¬ 
ent  for  the  position  of  colonel  of  the  Guards,  if  he 
can  be  spared  from  the  position  he  occupies  in  the 
Civil  Service.  Of  course,  a  good  deal  of  the  work 
is  done  after  office  hours,  and  if  one  colonel  is  to 
be  retired  because  he  is  is  a  civil  servant,  it  is  very 
inconsistent  that  another  civil  servant  should  be 
appointed  to  succeed  him.  I  am  afraid  this  will 
create  dissension  amongst  the  volunteers,  and  good 
feeling  amongst  them  is  as  necessary  as  the  good 
comfort  and  the  good  food  to  which  the  Minister 
referred  earlier  in  the  debate. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  see  that  290  tons  of  coal 
are  charged  for  the  cartridge  factory  at  $6  a  ton, 
with  so  much  for  duty.  Is  this  American  coal  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  do  not  know.  All  the  coal 
was  purchased  by  tender.  I  do  not  know  whether 
it  is  American  or  Scotch  coal. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  Is  it  American  coal  or 
Scotch  coal  ?  There  is  $196  duty  paid,  and  we 
would  like  to  know  whether  it  is  coal  from  Nova 
Scotia  or  coal  from  the  United  States  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Does  not  the  hon.  gentleman 
think  that  question  a  little  captious  ?  If  it  were 
Canadian  or  Nova  Scotia  coal,  certainly  the  duty 
would  not  be  referred  to.  It  must  be  either  English 
or  American  coal. 

Mr.  FORBES.  Where  is  this  coal  delivered  ? 
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Mr.  BOWELL.  In  Quebec  for  the  use  of  the 
cartridge  factory. 

Mr.  FORBES.  Then  it  is  not  Nova  Scotia  coal? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Certainly  not,  if  subject  to  duty. 

Mr.  FORBES.  Why  is  it  that  the  department 
does  not  use  Nova  Scotia  coal  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Since  I  have  been  at  the  head 
of  that  department  I  have  always  instructed  the 
deputy  to  accept  the  lowest  tender. 

Mr.-  FORBES.  Then  I  am  to  presume  that 
American  coal,  with  the  duty,  costs  less  than  Nova 
Scotia  coal  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  You  may  presume  what  you 
like. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL.  I  have  been  struck  with  the 
difference  of  opinion  which  prevails  between  those 
who  are  familiar  or  supposed  to  be  familiar  with 
the  working  of  the  militia  force.  One  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  wants  the  militia  to  be  supplied  with  the 
best  weapons  that  can  be  purchased  to-day,  regard¬ 
less  of  expense,  even  going  so  far  as  to  advise 
the  Minister  to  spend  $1,000,000  on  the  purchase 
of  these  arms.  Then  others  appear  to  think  that 
the  discarded  arms  of  the  British  army  might  be 
supplied  to  our  men.  I  have  always  taken  the 
stand  that  we  spend  too  much  money  on  the  militia 
force.  We  have  been  spending  for  a  number 
of  years  past  from  $1,250,000  to  $1,500,000 
upon  the  militia  force  of  this  Dominion.  We 
would  not  object,  perhaps,  to  that  expenditure 
if  it  was  a  benefit  to  the  people,  if  our  force 
was  in  good  training  and  in  good  condition,  but 
when  we  find,  as  we  find  to-day  by  the  report  of 
the  Major-General  which  is  now  before  us,  that  it 
has  been  a  miserable  failure,  that  our  force  is  in 
nearly  every  particular  a  disgrace  to  the  country, 
and  that  money  has  been  wasted  by  hundreds  of 
thousands  of  dollars  yearly,  it  is  time  for  this  Par¬ 
liament  to  step  in  and  consider  well  if  some  means 
cannot  be  devised  by  which  this  enormous  expendi¬ 
ture  can  be  curtailed  and  made  productive  of  bet¬ 
ter  results.  We  have  only  to  take  up  the  report  of 
the  Major-General  to  find  the  confirmation  of  every¬ 
thing  I  have  said.  He  points  out  that  so  far  as  the 
training  is  concerned,  it  is  very  inferior,  that  the 
city  militia  acquire  the  forms  of  drill  but  have  no 
means  of  learning  their  practical  application.  He 
says  that  in  every  particular  the  rural  corps  are 
imperfect  and  their  organization  is  still  more  de¬ 
fective.  Now,  that  is  the  opinion  of  the  Major- 
General  who  has  thoroughly  investigated  the  force, 
and  has  come  to  that  conclusion.  I  think  it  is 
most  lamentable  that  after  the  enormous  expendi¬ 
ture  that  has  been  made  on  our  militia  force,  the 
Major-General  is  compelled  to  report  such  a  state¬ 
ment  as  that.  Then  he  speaks  about  allowances  : 

“  Allowances  are  drawn  annually  for  drill  instfuction, 
and  for  care  of  arms,  for  which  the  country  receives  no 
real  value.” 

Just  mark  that — 

“  They  are  paid  to  officers  who  are  incapable  of  impart¬ 
ing  instruction,  and  who  are  unable  to  give  sufficient 
attention  to  the  arms  under  their  charge.” 

Is  not  that  most  disgraceful  that  from  year  to  year 
we  have  been  allowing  a  state  of  affairs  to  go  on 
such  as  he  has  reported  to  this  House  ?  Then  he 
speaks  about  the  arms,  equipments  and  clothing, 
and  denounces  them  in  equally  strong  terms  : 
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“  The  Snider  rifle  and  carbine,  with  which  the  militia  is 
armed,  is  at  the  best  an  obsolete  weapon,  but  in  the  con¬ 
dition  in  which  it  exists  in  most  of  the  regiments  ot  the 
active  militia,  it  has  no  claim  whatever  to  be  classed  as 
an  arm  of  precision.” 

Then  he  goes  on  to  say  : 

“  The  equipments  in  use  in  the  active  militia  is  also 
obsolete  in  pattern  and  a  large  proportion  perished  from 
age  and  severe  usage.  There  is  not  a  battalion  that  coulu 
turn  out  in  complete  marching  order  on  a  given  day, 
though  many  have,  at  their  own  expense,  provided  some 
of  the  most  necessary  articles.  Moreover,  the  equipment 
does  not  exist  in  store  which  it  would  be  necessary  to  issue 
in  the  event  of  grave  emergency.  I  have  not  inspected  a 
single  battalion  in  which  the  men’s  boots  would  have  stood 
one  month’s  active  service,  or  a  regiment  ot  cavalry  or 
battery  of  artillery  in  which  the  saddlery  and  harness 
could  be  expected  to  bear  a  similar  strain. 

Now,  it  is  simply  outrageous  that  after  we  have 
been  spending  so  much  money  for  a  number  of  years 
past,  the  Major-General  should  be  compelled  to 
report  to  this  House  a  state  of  affairs  such  as  here 
exists.  It  shows  what  I  have  often  thought  that 
much  of  this  money  is  simply  wasted  and  squand¬ 
ered.  Then  he  speaks  about  barracks.  I  wish  to 
call  particular  attention  to  what  he  says  on  this 
point.  He  speaks  about  the  barracks  at  Kingston  . 

“  Tete  de  Pont  barracks  at  Kingston,  owing  to  their 
site,  are  extremely  unhealthy,  typhoid  fever  and  diphthe¬ 
ria  being  of  frequent  occurrence  there.” 

Is  it  possible  that  we  have  had  officers  anti  men 
at  the  head  of  our  militia  force  who  have  allowed 
such  a  state  of  affairs  as  this  to  exist  for  so  long 
a  time  ?  I  am  surprised  that  the  colonels,  and  the 
majors,  and  the  captains  who  are  so  ready  to  strut 
around  in  their  regimentals  and  feathers,  have  not 
proclaimed  in  this  House,  long  before  this,  that 
such  a  state  of  things  existed.  The  General  condemns 
the  force  and  its  management  in  very  disparaging 
terms.  I  think  that  when  we  receive  such  a  report 
from  a  high  commanding  officer,  one  who  has  given 
personal  attention  to  these  matters,  it  is  high  time 
that  we  should  look  carefully  to  see  if  something 
cannot  be  done.  Now,  for  my  own  part,  although 
I  do  not  belong  to  the  militia - 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  This  is  very  evident. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL.  Still  I  am  bound  to  say  that 
the  little  knowledge  I  have  leads  me  to  believe 
that  the  administration  of  that  department  has  not 
been  what  it  ought  to  be.  I  believe  that  if  we 
desire  to  have  a  militia  force  in  this  Dominion,  it 
should  lie  a  force  that  would  be  available  in  case 
of  emergency.  But  to-day,  according  to  the  state¬ 
ments  of  the  Major-General,  there  is  not  a  single 
battalion  that  is  available  in  case  of  emergency.  Is 
that  what  we  desire  in  this  country  ?  Is  that  what 
we  have  been  spending  our  millions  for  many  long 
years  to  accomplish?  Certainly  not.  Now,  one 
great  difficulty  with  our  force  is  this,  that  men  are 
taken  out  to  drill  for  ten  or  twelve  days  every  two 
years,  I  believe  it  is  ;  young  men  are  taken  away 
from  their  business  and  have  to  go  to  camp,  and 
they  only  get  50  cents  a  day. 

Mr.  PRIOR.  That  is  big  pay. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL.  It  may  be  big  pay  for  you, 
but  it  is  not  for  many  men  in  this  country.  Some 
men  would  be  very  dear  at  that  price,  while  others 
would  be  very  cheap.  I  know  as  a  fact  that  the 
24th  Battalion,  about  which  I  know  something,  find 
very  great  difficulty  in  filling  out  their  ranks  when 
they  go  to  camp  ;  i  mean  that  in  many  cases  when 
the  battalion  is  ready  to  go  out,  it  is  found  that 
manv  of  .the  men  have  gone  away  and  others  are  in 
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situations  and  places  which  it  is  difficult  for  them  to 
leave.  Besides,  a  great  many  of  them  are  poor  men, 
mechanics  and  labourers,  that  cannot  afford  to  go 
away  and  spend  their  time  for  the  pittance  they 
get.  Now  I  think  that  in  order  to  make  this  an 
efficient  force  we  should  increase  the  pay  of  those 
men  who  go  out  to  drill,  we  should  drill  them  at 
least  every  year,  drill  a  smaller  number  and  give 
a  reasonable  amount,  so  that  they  can  afford  to  go 
to  drill.  We  had  better  have  10,000  or  20,000 
active  men  in  this  country  who  would  be  available 
in  case  of  an  emergency,  than  to  have,  as  we 
have  to-day  on  the  pay-roll,  40,000  men  that  are, 
according  to  the  report  of  the  Major-General, 
very  inefficient  and  unable  to  be  used  in  case 
of  emergency.  I  think  that  a  great  deal  too 
much  money  is  spent  on  the  staff  ;  the  officers 
gobble  up  the  greater  proportion  of  this  appro¬ 
priation.  If  you  look  through  the  accounts  you 
will  find  that  a  large  proportion  of  this  money 
has  been  spent  on  the  staff  and  too  little  upon  the 
men.  In  case  of  an  emergency,  the  men  upon 
whom  we  have  to  depend  should  be  thoroughly 
drilled  and  made  efficient  in  the  arts  of  war.  I 
think  that  if  a  proper  system  were  inaugurated, 
with  one-half  the  money  we  are  spending  to-day, 
we  might  have  a  more  efficient  force  than  we  have 
at  the  present  time. 

Mr.  DENISON.  I  am  sure  it  must  be  painful 
to  members  of  the  House  to  hear  an  hon.  member 
get  up  and  adress  the  House  in  the  manner  in 
which  the  hon.  member  for  Kent  (Mr.  Campbell) 
had  just  done.  We  expect  that  when  a  member 
gets  up  to  address  the  House  he  knows  something 
about  what  he  is  talking,  but  the  hon.  gentleman 
is  entirely  deficient  of  any  knowledge  of  the  ques¬ 
tion  concerning  which  he  ventures  to  teach  the  Gov¬ 
ernment.  If  he  would  devote  himself  to  something 
that  he  understood,  it  would  be  much  better  for  the 
House  and  save  the  time  of  the  members.  The  hon. 
gentleman  told  us  he  did  not  know  anything  about 
the  subject.  It  was  quite  unnecessary  to  tell  us 
that  fact,  because  it  was  evident  to  every  member 
of  the  House.  The  hon.  gentleman  dreAv  a  picture 
of  the  state  of  the  militia  from  the  report  of  the 
General.  He  seems  to  forget  that  the  General  is 
here  for  the  purpose  of  criticising  the  militia,  for 
the  purpose  of  finding  out  anything  that  is  wrong 
with  a  view  to  having  it  set  right,  and  his  report 
is  a  very  good  one.  But  the  General  comes  from 
England  where  he  has  been  accustomed  to  regular 
troops  who  are  under  arms  365  days  in  the  year, 
and  it  is  unnecessary  to  point  out  that  our  men 
who  put  in  1 2  days  during  the  year  cannot  be  sup¬ 
posed  to  be  so  well  trained  as  men  who  drill  every 
day  during  twelve  months. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  They  have  good  boots. 

Mr.  DENISON.  The  boots  are  supplied  by  the 
men,  and  the  Militia  Department  is  not  responsible 
for  them.  If  they  are  bad,  it  is  because  the  men 
cannot  afford  to  pay  for  better  ones  The  hon. 
gentleman  went  on  to  say  that  with  all  this  expen¬ 
diture  there  was  not  a  battalion  in  the  country 
prepared  to  go  out.  Surely  his  memory  is  not  so 
short  that  he  cannot  remember  1885,  when  regiment 
after  regiment  was  prepared  to  turn  out  in  24 
hours.  The  idea  of  telling  this  House  that  not  t\v  o 
battalions  were  ready  to  turn  out  is  absurd,  and 
I  am  surprised  that  any  hon.  gentleman  should  rise 
in  this  House  and  talk  in  that  fashion.  As  an  old 
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member  of  the  force  it  certainly  irritates  me,  as  no 
doubt  it  does  every  true  Canadian  in  the  country, 
to  hear  any  member  rise  and  abuse  the  militia  in 
that  way.  I  wonder  whether  the  hon.  gentleman 
has  a  battalion  in  his  own  county  ;  if  so,  I  should 
like  to  have  their  opinion  of  his  speech,  because, 
naturally,  one  would  suppose  he  obtained  his 
opinion  of  the  force  from  the  members  themselves, 
and  it  must  be  from  the  battalion  in  his  own  county 
that  he  formed  his  opinion  of  the  militia.  If  there 
is  any  man  from  whom  we  might  expect  an  assault* 
on  the  militia  it  is  the  hon.  member  who  last  spoke, 
because  in  that  quarter  of  the  country  recently 
there  was  held  an  annexation  meeting.  I  hope 
when  the  hon.  gentleman  next  addresses  the  House 
he  will  talk  about  something  he  understands. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  I  agree  with  the  remarks 
made  by  the  hon.  member  for  Kent  (Mr.  Campbell), 
that  the  expenditure  on  the  militia  force  is  probably 
lai’ger  than  this  young  country  can  maintain,  and 
that  it  might  be  greatly  reduced.  Of  course,  in 
discussing  this  matter,  we  cannot  bring  to  bear  on 
the  subject  all  the  military  knowledge,  skill  and 
valour  possessed  by  the  hon.  member  for  Toronto 
(Mr.  Denison),  but  still  we  are  here  as  practical 
men  to  discuss  this  expenditure,  and  I  fancy  there 
is  evidence  that  this  expenditure  is  not  always 
genuine.  I  have  personal  knowledge  of  the  manner 
companies  are  made  up  for  camp,  and  I  have  evi¬ 
dence  in  my  own  locality  that  during  the  year 
members  gradually  drop  out  of  the  companies. 
Just  before  camp,  however,  all  the  boys  possible 
are  induced  to  go  there,  in  order  to  obtain 
the  desired  numbers,  and  they  go  out  to 
have  a  good  time.  Afterwards  their  duties 
are  neglected  and  the  companies  fall  away, 
but  whenever  they  go  out  to  camp  the  ranks 
are  tilled  by  young  men  who  go  out  for  a  holiday 
and  to  have  a  “high  old  time.”  I  do  not  believe 
the  Canadian  system  of  maintaining  our  militia  is 
one  which  is  in  the  interests  of  the  country,  and 
the  expenditure  is  altogether  too  large,  and  might 
well  be  reduced.  I  have  been  led  to  make  these 
remarks  from  the  fact  that  some  time  ago  docu¬ 
ments  were  placed  in  my  hands  from  Toronto  attack¬ 
ing  this  expenditure.  The  expenditure  is  large, 
but  if  it  were  all  legitimately  expended  there 
might  be  some  defence  for  it.  I  have  here  the 
sworn  declaration  of  a  number  of  men  residing  in 
Toronto,  which  I  will  read  to  this  committee,  and 
show  that  in  many  instances  the  money  voted  by 
Parliament  is  not  honestly  expended  in  advancing 
militia  interests,  and  in  promoting  the  interests  of 
the  force  in  this  country.  I  will  read  one  or  two 
of  these  affidavits.  The  first  one  was  sworn  to  in 
Toronto  on  the  5tli  January,  1892,  and  is  as 
follows  : — 

“  County  of  York.  ?  In  the  matter  of  the  Governor 
“To  wit:  $  General’s  Body  Guard. 

“  I,  Charles  Black,  of  the  city  of  Toronto,  in  the  County 
of  York,  do  solemnly  declare,  that  I  was  an  enlisted 
member  of  the  Governor  General’s  Body  Guard,  com¬ 
manded  by  Lieut.-Col.  George  Taylor  Denison, and  that  in 
the  year  1887  I  was  present  in  the  annual  camp  of  the 
said  Governor  General’s  Body  Guard  in  said  year,  as  such 
and  then  held  the  rank  and  did  the  duty  of  farrier 
sergeant  in  said  year. 

“  2.  That  I  also  did  the  duty  of  Veterinary  Surgeon  in 
said  year,  in  said  Governor  General’s  Body  Guard. 

“  3.  That  no  veterinary  surgeon  was  in  said  camp  of 
said  Governor  General’s  Body  Guard  in  said  year. 

“  4.  That  I  was  ordered  to  sign  four  (4)  blank  pay-sheets, 
two  (2)  being  smaller  ones  in  said  camp  in  said  year, 
said  order  being  given  by  and  said  blank  pay-sheets,  four 
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being  signed  by  me  in  the  presence  of  Capt.  Clarence 
Denison. 

“  5.  That  I  was  present  in  said  camp  of  said  year  as  a 
dismounted  man. 

“  6.  That  I  had  no  horse  in  said  camp  in  said  year,  but 
was  ordered  to,  and  did  ride  a  horse  on  marching  out 
parade  in  said  year,  during  said  camp. 

“  7.  That  I  did  not  attend  any  drill  parade?  except  the 
aforesaid  marching  out  parade  during  the  said  camp  in 
said  year. 

”8.  That  I  only  received  farrier  sergeant’s  pay  ($7.30  or 
thereabouts). 

“  9.  That!  received  no  pay  for  the  veterinary  surgeon’s 
duty  performed  by  me  during  said  camp  in  said  year. 

“  10.  That  I  received  no  pay  for  a  horse. 

“  11.  That  I  now  believe  that  the  aforesaid  two  (2)  small 
blank  pay-sheets  were  officers’  pay-sheets  and  that  I  had, 
through  them  being  blank,  been  unwittingly  induced  to 
sign  as  veterinary  surgeon  and  for  a  veterinary  surgeon’s 
pay. 

“12.  That  I  now  believe  and  that  through  having  been 
ordered  to  ride  aforesaid  horse  on  marching  out  parade 
and  also  through  the  pay-sheets  being  blank  that  I  have 
been  unwittingly  induced  to  sign  for  horse  allowance  ($12) 
during  said  camp  in  said  year. 

“  13.  That  the  aforesaid  Governor  General’s  Body  Guard 
during  said  camp  in  said  year  were  under  the  command  of 
Lieut.  Col.  Fred.C.  Denison. 

‘‘And  I  make  this  solemn  declaration,  conscientiously 
believing  the  same  to  be  true  and  by  virtue  of  ‘  the  Act 
respecting  voluntary  and  extra-judicial  oaths.’ 

(Sgd.)  “  C.  BLACK. 

“  Declared  before  me  at  the  city  of) 

Toronto, in  the  County  of  York, this  > 

5th  day  of  January,  1892,  ) 

(Sgd.)  “R.  A.  Montgomery, 

“A  Commissioner,  Ac.” 

Here  is  another  one  : 

“  County  of  York,  \  In  the  matter  of  the  Governor 
“  To  Wit :  j  General’s  Body  Guard. 

“  I,  Charles  Black,  of  the  city  of  Toronto,  in  the  County 
of  York ,  do  solemnly  declare,  that  I  served  as  a  trooper  in 
the  Governor  General’s  Body  Guard,  commanded  by 
Lieut.-Col.  George  Taylor  Denison,  during  the  North- 
West  Rebellion. 

“  2.  That  at  Humboldt  then  the  veterinary  surgeon  to 
said  Governor  General’s  Body  Guard,  being  discharged 
from  said  Governor  General’s  Body  Guard,  I  Avas  pro¬ 
moted  to  the  rank  of  farrier  sergeant  and  that  I  did  do 
duty  as  such  and  as  veterinary  surgeon  in  said  Go\*ernor 
General’s  Body  Guard, from  Humboldt  until  said  Governor 
General’s  Body  Guard  Avas  disbanded  at  Toronto. 

“  3.  That  I  received  pay  as  a  trooper  up  to  and  as  far  as 
Humbolt,  and  pay  as  farrier  sergeant  from  aforesaid  pro¬ 
motion  till  aforesaid  disbandment  at  Toronto  of  aforesaid 
Governor  General’s  Body  Guard. 

“4.  That  I  signed  duplicate  blank  pay  sheets  (tAvo)  in 
two  places  after  aforesaid  promotion  and  that  I  iioav  be¬ 
lieve  that  through  the  pay  sheets  being  blank  that  I  had 
been  unwittingly  induced  to  sign  for  a  A'eterinary  surgeon’s 
pay. 

“  5.  That  I  received  no  such  veterinary  surgeon’s  pay, 
but  did  do  such  duty. 

“6.  That  I  received  a  cheque  to  the  amount  of  $13 
or  thereabouts  for  the  use  of  by  me  in  my  position  as 
veterinary  surgeon  and  farrier  sergeant  of  private  A^eterin- 
ary  instruments  and  shoeing  tools  and  also  for  horse 
medicine  found  by  me  for  use  in  the  said  GoArernor  Gen¬ 
eral’s  Body  Guard,  said  cheque  being  received  from 
Otta  wa  and  receipt  for  such  cheque  being  handed  by  me 
to  Capt.  Clarence  Denison  of  said  GoArernor  General’s 
Body  Guard  at  Toronto,  in  said  year  1888. 

“  And  I  make  this  solemn  declaration,  conscientiously 
believing  the  same  to  be  true  and  by  virtue  of  the  ‘Act  re¬ 
specting  voluntary  and  extra-judical  oaths.’ 

(Sgd.)  “C.  BLACK. 

“  Sworn  before  me  at  the  city  of  ) 

Toronto,  in  the  County  of  York,  > 

this  5th  day  of  January,  1892.  ) 

(Sgd.)  “  R.  A.  Montgomery, 

“  A  Commissioner,  Ac.” 


“  Dominion  of  Canada. ) 

“  Province  of  Ontario,  !.  In  the  matter  of  the  Governor 
“  County  of  York,  |  General’s  Body  Guard. 

“  To  Wit :  J 

“  I,  James  Slater,  of  the  city  of  Toronto,  in  the  County 
of  York,  and  ProArince  of  Ontario,  do  solemnly  declare  that 
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“1.  Harry  Beale  stated  to  me  that  he  and  his  son,  J.  H. 
Beale,  were  employed  as  grooms  by  Lieut.-Col.  Jbrec .  • 

Denison  and  Lieut.  Browning,  G.  G.  B.  G.,  during  tne 
annual  camp  of  said  G.  G.  B.  G.  in  the  year  1888,  and  that 
they  were  ordered  to  and  did  sign  two  papers  which  they 
were  afterwards  informed  were  two  blank  pay  sheets  that 
they  were  also  ordered  to  and  did  attend  a  parade  which 
the'v  afterwards  learned  was  muster  parade  for  pay  of  said 
G  G  B.  G.,  said  G.  G.  B.  G.  being  under  the  command  of 
Lieut  -Col.  George  Taylor  Denison.  Said  Harry  Beale  also 
informed  me  that  he  and  his  said  son  had  never  been  in 
possession  of  arms  or  clothing,  nor  did  they  attend  any 
drill  parade,  and  if  they  are  shown  on  the  parliamentary 
blue-book  for  the  said  year  as  having  been  drilled  during 
said  camp  such  statemants  are  false  and  misleading  as 
they  were* not  enlisted  in  said  G.  Q.  B  G.,  but  were  civil¬ 
ians  when  they  were  ordered  to  do  and  did  do  as  above. 

“  And  I  make  this  solemn  declaration,  conscientiously 
believing  the  same  to  be  true  and  by  virtue  of  the  Act 
respecting  extra-judicial  oaths.^  <(  JAMEg  SLATER. 

“  Declared  before  me,  at] 
the  city  of  Toronto, 
in  the  County  of  b 
York,  this  eighth  day 
of  January,  1892.  J 

(Sgd.)  •'  w.  ri=iiiMri  ^ 


In 


the  matter  of  the  Governor 
General’s  Body  Guard. 


“  Dominion  of  Canada 
“  County  of  York, 

“  I,  James  Slater,  of  the  city  of  Toronto ,  in  the  County 
of  York,  do  solemnly  declare  that  on  and  between  Satur¬ 
day,  the  26th  day  of  September,  1891,  and  Saturday,  the 
3rd  October,  1891,  that  to  my  knowledge  the  Government 
of  the  Dominion  of  Canada  have  been  defrauded  of  cer¬ 
tain  moneys  through  the  false  muster  of  one  K.  M.  Melville 
and  one  John  Hardy,  in  the  Governor  Generals  Body 
Guard,  Canadian  Militia,  said  G.  G.B.  G.  being  under  the 
command  of  and  mustered  by  one  George  Taylor  Denison, 
a  Lieutenant-Colonel.  Canadian  militia,  and  said  two  men, 
R.  M.  Melville  and  John  Hardy,  being  residents  of  the 

city  of  Toronto.  ,  ,  .  ,.  , 

“  And  I  make  this  solemn  declaration,  conscientiously 
believing  the  same  to  be  true,  and  by  virtue  ot  the  Act 
respecting  extra-judicial  oaths.’  «  JAMES  SLATER, 

“  Declared  before  me,  at  theA 
city  of  Toronto,  in  the 
County  of  York,  this  V 
30th  day  of  October, 

A.D.1891.  t  T  J 

(Sgd.)  “W.  H.  Irving,  „ 

A  Com  r,  Ac.,  in  Il.L.J. 


papers,  which  I  have  since  been  informed  were  two  blank 
pay-sheets,  and  I  was  also  ordered  to  answer  my  name  on 
a  parade,  which  I  have  since  been  informed  was  muster 
narade  for  pay.  I  was  not  enlisted  in  said  Itu.d.u.j  or 
was  I  in  possession  of  arms  or  clothing,  or  did  I  attend  any 
drill  parade,  or  had  I  any  intention  of  enlisting  m  said  G. 
G.B.G.,  as  I  am  over  64  years  of  age.  _  .  ..  , 

“  And  I  make  this  solemn  declaration,  conscientiously 
believing  the  same  to  be  true  and  by  virtue  ot  the  Act 
respecting  extm-judicWoaths.'  „  R  MAKgHMAN. 

“  Declared  before  me  at  the^ 
city  of  Toronto,  in  the  I 
County  of  York,  this  eighth  , 
day  of  December  in  the 
year  of  our  Lord  1891. 

(Sgd.)  “W.  J.  Fleury,  „ 

A  Commissioner,  arc. 

“  In  the  matter  of  the  Governor  General’s  Body  Guard. 
“  I,  Matthew  Bryan,  of  the  city  of  Toronto,  m  the 
County  of  York,  stationary  engineer,  do  solemnly  declare 

th‘^l.’  I  was  for  over  six  years  a’member  ofthe  Governor 
General’s  Body  Guard,  commanded  by  Lieut.-Col.  George 

Taylor  Denison.  T  ,  ,  ...  ,,  , 

“  2  On  several  occasions  I  was  presented  with  a  blank 
pay-sheet  and  asked  by  Major  Dunn  to  sign  the  same  not 
knowing  what  I  was  signing.  The  usual  way  for  a  soldier 
to  receive  his  pay,  is  to  have  a  proper  pay-sheet  submitted 
to  him  showing  the  exact  amount  due  him. 

“  3.  In  the  year  1885,  I  went  as  a  dismounted  man  with 
the  Governor  General’s  Body  Guard  to  the  North-West 
during  the  rebellion  there,  my  pay  as  such  was  fifty  cents 
per  day  ;  at  Humboldt,  I  came  across  a  pay-sheet  ot  B 
Troop,  Governor  General’s  Body  Guard,  on  which  I  saw 
a  horse  shown  against  my  name,  for  which  the  Govern¬ 
ment  allowed  $1  per  day.  I  received  no  such  pay,  nor  did 
I  ride  said  horse  shown  against  my  name  until  my  return 

t°<^AndtI*  make  this  solemn  declaration,  conscientiously 
believing  the  same  to  be  true,  and  by  virtue  ot  the  Act 
respecting extra-judicMoaths.’  MATTHBW  BBYAN. 

“  Declared  before  me  at  the  A 
city  of  Toronto,  in  the 
County  of  York,  this  27th  r 
dav  of  November,  A.D. 

1891.  J 


(Sgd.)  “W.  H.  Walbrtdge, 

“  A  Commissioner,  arc. 


“  Dominion  of  Canada,  Province  )  In  the  matter  of  the 
of  Ontario,  County  of  York,  >  Governor  General  s 

“  To  wit:  3  Body  Guard.. 

“  I,  William  Fenwick,  of  the  city  of  Toronto,  in  the 
County  of  York,  porter,  do  solemnly  declare  that : 

“  1.  I  served  three  years  in  the  Governor  General  s 
Body  Guard  under  the  command  of  Lieut.-Col.  George 

T^2?rAboutS the  year  1888,  Lieut.-Col.  Fred.  C.  Denison, 
Governor  General’s  Body  Guard,  deducted  a  sum  ot  money, 
I  think  it  was  $5,  from  my  camp  pay  of  that  year,  tell¬ 
ing  me- it  was  for  a  deficit  in  connection  with  a  ball 
given  by  the  Governor  General’s  Body  Guard  for  the 
benefit  of  the  proposed  monument  of  the  men  who  tell 
during  the  North-West  rebellion,  as  the  proceeds  were  to 
go  to  said  monument  after  expenses  were  paid  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  said  ball.  ......  T  •  <.  n  i 

“  3.  When  I  objected  to  above  deduction,  Lieut.-Col. 

Fred.  C.  Denison  refused  to  listen  to  me.  . 

“  And  I  make  this  solemn  declaration,  conscientiously 
believing  the  same  to  be  true,  and  by  virtue  ot  the  Act 
respecting  extra-judicial  oatW  rENWICK  „ 


In  the  matter  of  the  Gover¬ 
nor  General’s  Body  Guard. 


“  Dominion  of  Canada, 

“  Province  of  Ontario, 

“  County  of  York, 

“  To  Wit :  j 

“  I,  Benjamin  Marshman,  of  the  city  of  Toronto,  in  the 
Province  of  Ontario.  County  of  York,  do  solemnly  declare 
that,  in  the  year  1887, 1  was  employed  by 'Lieut.-Col.  bred. 
C.  Denison,  Governor  General’s  Body  Guard,  and  Capt. 
Clarence  Denison,  G.G.B.G.,  as  a  groom  during  the  an¬ 
nual  camp  of  the  said  G.G.B.G. ,  under  command  ol  Lieut- 
Col.  George  Taylor  Denison.  Daring  said  annual  camp  1 
was  ordered  by  said  Capt.  Clarence  Denison  to  sign  two 

Mr.  Somerville. 


Now,  Mr.  Chairman,  I  have  no  remarks  to  add  to 
these  affidavits.  The  charges  made  there  are  of  a 
very  serious  character,  and  I  trust  the  Militia 
Department  will  see  that  a  proper  investigation  is 
made  into  them  ;  and  if  they  are  founded  on  fact, 
as  I  believe  they  are,  the  affidavits  all  being  sworn 
to,  I  think  that  the  gentlemen  who  have  been 
guilty  of  this  transaction  have  shown  tha,t  they  are 
not  fit  men  to  hold  office  in  the  militia  of  this 
country. 

Mr.  DENISON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  think  it  is 
only  fair  that  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Brant  (Mr. 
Somerville)  should  have  heard  me  a  little  sooner, 
when  I  attempted  to  speak  while  he  was  reading 
those  statements,  because  I  was  going  to  suggest  to 
him  before  he  read  these  affidavits,  which  are  en¬ 
tirely  untrue,  that  he  might  have  gone  to  the 
Militia  Department,  and  he  would  have  seen  further 
that  the  whole  thing  is  a  tissue  of  falsehoods  from 
beginning  to  end,  so  that  he  might  have  saved 
himself  the  trouble  of  reading  these  papers.  How¬ 
ever,  as  he  has  read  them,  I  think  it  is  only  proper 
that  I  should  explain  to  the  House,  so  that  it  may 
appear  in  Hansard  how  this  matter  stands.  Iu 
1885,  a  man  named  Slater  joined  the  Governor 
General’s  Body  Guard.  His  time  was  out  in  1888, 
when  I  ordered  him  to  bring  in  his  arms  and  ac¬ 
coutrements.  He  refused  to  do  so,  and  I  immedi¬ 
ately  wrote  to  him  that  by  the  law  and  the  regula¬ 
tions  of  the  department  he  must  bring  them  in. 
He  still  refused.  I  then  wrote  him  another  letter 
informing  him  that  if  he  did  not  bring  them  in  at 


1193 


[APRIL  8,  1892.] 


1194 


once  I  would  proceed  under  the  Militia  Act  and 
he  would  be  fined,  as  I  must  do  my  duty  as  an  officer 
of  the  force.  He  still  persisted  in  keeping  the  arms, 
and  I  went  to  the  assistant  police  magistrate  and 
had  him  summoned  for  holding  Her  Majesty’s 
arms  in  his  possession.  He  was  brought  before 
the  magistrate.  He  still  refused  to  give  up  his 
arms.  I  told  the  magistrate  that  if  he  would  give 
them  up,  I  would  not  proceed  any  further, 
and  that  would  be  an  end  of  the  matter  ;  but  he 
still  refused,  and  the  magistrate  imposed  on  him 
a  fine  or  imprisonment  in  gaol  for  thirty  days, 
which  term  he  served.  This  man  Slater  is  a 
drunken  old  soldier,  who  when  on  a  spree  imagines 
all  sorts  of  things,  and  says  and  does  all  sorts  of 
things.  For  instance,  he  has  reported  me  ;  he  has 
reported  the  postmaster  of  Toronto  to  the  Post¬ 
master  General,  stating  that  I  caused  letters  to  be 
interfered  with  by  the  letter  carriers.  He  has  re¬ 
ported  the  lawyer  who  appeared  for  him  in  the  case 
in  which  I  had  him  fined,  reported  him  to  the  Law 
Societj7,  asking  them  to  disrobe  him  because  he  had 
given  up  his  case  or  sold  it  to  me.  He  has  reported 
nearly  everybody  he  could  get  near,  one  after 
another.  He  has  reported  me  not  only  here,  but  to 
the  Horse  Guardsin  England.  I  believe  he  has  gone 
to  England  and  there  pressed  his  case  and  come 
back  again.  I  think  he  reported  the  General.  I 
do  not  know  anybody  with  whom  he  has  come  in 
•contact,  that  he  has  not  reported. 

Sir  ADOLPHE  CARON.  He  has  reported  me. 

Mr.  DENISON.  Yes,  he  reported  the  Minister 
do  the  Governor  General.  He  has  gone  about  since 
1888,  when  I  did  what  I  considered  my  duty,  try¬ 
ing  to  raise  trouble  and  giving  me  all  the  annoyance 
he  possibly  could.  He  has  gone  around  and  got 
men  to  make  these  declarations  which  have  been 
read  by  the  hon.  member  for  North  Brant  to-night. 
The  man  Black  imagines  that  he  signed  two  pay¬ 
sheets.  What  he  signed  was  a  pay-sheet  and  a 
service  roll,  which  are  two  different  things  ;  and 
instead  of  drawing  pay  as  a  veterinary  surgeon,  he 
drew  the  pay  of  a  farrier  sergeant.  If  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  had  gone  to  the  department  he  would  have 
found  that  instead  of  our  corps  having  drawn  for  the 
pay  of  ten  officers,  we  only  drew  for  the  pay  of  nine 
officers,  and  that  only  nine  officers  drew  pay.  The 
whole  thing  is  a  tissue  of  falsehoods.  It  is  not  con¬ 
genial  to  me  to  be  called  a  forger  and  a  thief,  which 
is  practically  the  charge  which  the  hon.  gentleman 
makes  against  me.  Before  making  a  charge  like 
that  on  his  responsibility  as  a  member  of  the  House, 
the  hon.  gentleman  should  have  had  decency 
enough  and  respect  enough  for  himself  as  a  mem¬ 
ber  of  Parliament,  to  have  gone  to  the  Militia  De¬ 
partment  and  satisfied  himself  as  to  the  facts.  I 
would  have  thought  that  a  man  occupying  the  posi¬ 
tion  of  a  member  of  this  House  would  have  had 
some  ideas  of  decency  and  honour  and  some  respect 
for  the  feelings  of  other  people,  instead  of  getting 
up  and  reading  in  this  House  the  false  statements 
of  a  man  \Hio  is  only  a  drunken  loafer,  and  by  his 
action  in  this  House  he  sends  these  statements 
broadcast  throughout  Canada  as  the  truth. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  That  is  what  he  wanted. 

Mr.  DENISON.  Yes,  that  is  what  he  wanted. 
That  is  a  part  of  the  policy  of  slander  which  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  are  carrying  out.  I  will  bring 
this  matter  up  again  unless  the  hon.  gentleman 
goes  to  Colonel  Powell  and  finds  out  the  truth,  and 


then  comes  back  here  like  a  man  and  apologizes  for 
making  this  charge  against  me. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  These  papers  were  sent 
to  me  only  a  few  weeks  ago. 

Mr.  DENISON.  They  were  mostly  published 
last  year,  and  sent  broadcast  to  the  members  of  this 
House. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  Some  of  these  affidavits 
were  made  in  January,  1892,  and  they  are  not  all 
made  by  this  man  Slater.  He  only  made  one  of 
them  ;  and  does  the  hon.  member  for  West  Toronto 
mean  to  say  that  all  these  men  are  drunken  loafers, 
as  he  declares  this  man  Slater  to  be  ? 

Mr.  DENISON.  If  you  go  to  the  department 
you  can  satisfy  yourself. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  If  these  men  are  not 
all  drunken  loafers,  but  respectable  men,  as  they 
appear  to  be,  their  testimony  is  entitled  to  receive 
as  much  credence  in  this  House  as  it  would  in  any 
court.  The  hon.  member  has  not  attempted  to 
answer  these  affidavits.  He  has  set  up  the  defence 
that  this  man  is  a  drunken  loafer. 

Mr.  DENISON.  I  said  they  were  false. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  We  have  had  that  answer 
in  this  House  before.  Charges  made  against  mem¬ 
bers  of  this  House  and  Ministers  of  the  Crown  have 
been  declared  to  be  false,  and  afterwards  when 
evidence  has  been  produced  there  has  been  shown 
to  be  some  truth  in  them.  I  do  not  think  the  hon. 
member  for  West  Toronto  has  a  right  to  make  any 
such  charge  against  me  as  he  has,  because  I  had  no 
intention  of  making  use  of  these  papers  at  all  until 
to-night  when  this  discussion  arose  on  the  militia 
estimates  ;  and  when  I  saw  the  hon.  gentleman  rise 
and  talk  in  such  a  military  style  about  the  way  in 
which  the  militia  of  this  country  was  managed,  I 
thought  it  was  about  time  that  I  should  produce 
these  sworn  declarations  which  I  had  in  my  pos¬ 
session,  and  which  must  have  some  truth  in  them 
or  they  would  not  be  sworn  to.  It  is  true,  I  have 
not  the  originals  in  my  possession  ;  I  have  copies  ; 
but  the  originals  are  in  the  possession  of  a  law  firm 
in  Toronto,  and  can  be  had.  The  hon.  member  for 
Toronto  does  not  declare  that  all  the  men  who 
signed  these  affidavits  are  drunken  loafers  and  un¬ 
worthy  of  credence.  Is  Matthew  Bryan  a  drunken 
loafer  ? 

Mr.  DENISON.  What  does  he  charge  me  with  • 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  I  am  not  going  to  read  it 
over  again.  Are  B.  Marshman,  Fenwick,  and  C. 
Black  drunken  loafers  ?  I  fancy  there  must  be  some¬ 
thing  in  this  matter  ;  and  now  that  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  West  Toronto  has  referred  to  the  fact  that 
he  had  this  man  fined  in  Toronto  and  sent  to  prison 
for  not  returning  his  arms,  I  will  read  Slater’s 
declaration  in  regard  to  that,  so  that  he  may  be 
heard  here  as  well  as  the  hon.  member  for  Toronto  : 

“  County  of  York  )  In  the  matter  of  the  Governor  Gen- 
“  To  wit:  S  eral’s  Body  Guard. 

“  I,  James  Slater,  of  the  city  of  Toronto,  in  the  County 
of  York,  Esquire,  do  solemnly  declare  that  I  enlisted  in 
said  G.  G.  B.  G.  commanded  by  Lieut. -Col.  George  Taylor 
Denison,  on  or  about  the  14th  of  September,  1885. 

“  2.  That  I  received  my  certificate  of  discharge  from 
said  G.  G.  B.  G.  on  or  about  the  17th  July,  1891,  said  dis¬ 
charge  purporting  to  have  been  signed  by  said  Lieut.- 
Col.  George  Taylor  Denison  on  the  27th  of  September, 
1888,  the  object  of  such  being  to  debar  me  from  the 
protection  as  given  to  me  in  44  and  45  Vic.,  chap.  58, 
sec.  43. 
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“3.  That  on  or  about  the  6th  of  August,  1888,  I  for¬ 
warded  a  letter  through  Lieut, -Col.  Otter,  D.  A.  G.  of  this 
Military  District  (No.  2),  to  said  Lieut. -Col.  George  Taylor 
Denison  in  compliance  with  aforesaid  statute  and  draw¬ 
ing  his  attention  to  the  misapplication  of  certain  Govern¬ 
ment  money  drawn  through  the  military  paymaster  of 
this  District  (No.  2)  by  said  G.  G.  B.  G. 

“  4.  That  on  or  about  the  17th  September,  1883,  I 
received  a  letter  from  Liettt.-Col.  Fred.  C.  Denison,  of  said 
G.  G.  B.  G..  said  letter  containing  an  order  to  return  my 
arms,  clothing  and  equipment  into  store,  and  further 
that  I  on  or  about  the  26th  of  September,  1888,  received 
another  similar  letter  with  similar  order,  and  which 
latter  letter  was  an  intimation  from  aforesaid  Lieut. -Col. 
Fred.  C.  Denison  of  said  G.  G.  B.  G. ,  that  he  would  prose¬ 
cute  me  if  I  did  not  comply  with  his  order  ;  the  aforesaid 
orders  and  intimation  of  intended  prosecution  been  given 
with  the  intention  of  by  said  orders  prohibiting  an  in¬ 
vestigation  as  laid  down  in  aforesaid  statute  (44  and  45 
Vic.,  chap.  58,  sec.  43)  into  aforesaid  misapplication  of 
Government  money. 

“  5.  That  on  or  about  the  6th  of  August,  1888, 1  forward¬ 
ed  two  letters  through  aforesaid  Lieut.  Col.  Otterto  afore¬ 
said  Lieut.  Col. -George  Taylor  Denison  of  said  G.  G.  B.  G. 
drawing  his  attention  as  commanding  officer  of  said  G. 
G.  B.  G.  to  certain  frauds  in  connection  with  the  admin¬ 
istration  of  said  G.  G.  B.  G.  and  that  by  such  means 
money  was  fraudulently  obtained  from  the  Government 
by  said  G.  G.  B.  G. 

“  6.  That  on  or  about  the  2nd  of  October,  1888, 1  received 
a  summons,  said  summons  charging  me  with  and  being 
sworn  to  by  aforesaid  Lieut. -Col.  Fred.  C.  Denison,  that  I 
did  refuse  to  deliver  up  certain  arms,  clothing  and  equip¬ 
ment  when  lawfully  required  so  to  do,  said  arms,  clothing 
and  equipment  being  the  property  of  the  Crown,  and  that 
the  object  of  the  said  summons  was  to  prevent  an  investi¬ 
gation  as  laid  down  in  aforesaid  statute  (44  and  45  Vic., 
Chap.  58,  Sec.  43)  into  aforesaid  misapplication  of  Govern¬ 
ment  money  and  into  aforesaid  frauds  in  connection  with 
said  G.  G.  B.  G. 

“7.  That  I  was  tided,  convicted  and  imprisoned  for 
thirty  days  in  the  common  gaol  at  Toronto,  said  con¬ 
viction  and  imprisonment  being  on  an  illegal  prosecution 
(R.S.C.  49  Vic.,  Chap  41,  Sec.  115)  on  a  false  charge  and  on 
a  perjured  oath,  said  conviction  and  commitment  being 
signed  by  one  John  Baxter,  a  justice  of  the  peace  of  the 
city  of  Toronto  and  that  said  conviction  and  imprison¬ 
ment  was  a  further  attempt  to  suppress  an  investigation 
into  aforesaid  misapplication  of  Government  moneys  and 
frauds  on  the  Government. 

“  8.  That  while  I  was  in  the  common  gaol  of  Toronto, 
I  received  a  letter  dated  22nd  October,  1888,  said  letter 
being  written  and  signed  by  George  Taylor  Denison, 
Lieut.-Colonel  commanding  said  G.G.B.G.,  and  in  which 
letter  the  following  words  appear,  viz.:  ‘  as  it  is  not  ap¬ 
parent  that  escorts  have  been  supplied  at  the  expense  of 
the  Dominion  on  the  occasion  of  the  opening  and  closing 
of  Parliament  at  Toronto  for  many  years,’  said  words 
being  written  with  the  intention  of  preventing  an  inves¬ 
tigation  into  aforesaid  misapplication  of  the  fraudulent 
obtaining  of  Government  money  by  aforesaid  G.G.B.G. 

“  9.  That  on  the  15th  of  July,  1885  (or  thereabouts),  I 
received  an  order  from  Mr.  Cartwright,  Deputy  Attorney 
General  of  Ontario,  at  the  office  of  the  Attorney  General 
in  Toronto,  to  submit  an  information  to  and  for  a  warrant 
and  to  and  for  the  arrest  of  the  aforesaid  Lieut. -Col. 
Fred,  C.  Denison,  of  said  G.G.B.G.,  for  the  signature  of 
aforesaid  John  Baxter,  as  a  justice  of  the  peace. 

“  10.  That  I  did,  on  or  about  the  aforesaid  date  submit 
said  information,  warrant  and  certain  statutory  declara¬ 
tions  to  substantiate  said  charges  of  perjury  to  aforesaid 
John  Baxter,  J.P. 

“11.  That  the  aforesaid  John  Baxter,  J.P. ,  did  refuse 
te  look  at  aforesaid  statutory  declarations. 

“12.  That  the  aforesaid  John  Baxter,  J.P. ,  did  refuse 
to  look  at  aforesaid  information  and  warrant. 

“13.  That  the  aforesaid  John  Baxter,  J.P.,  did  refuse 
to  obey  Mr.  Cartwright’s  order  or  to  take  any  order  from 
him. 

“14.  That  the  aforesaid  John  Baxter,  J.P. ,  did  refuse 
to  sign  aforesaid  information  and  warrant. 

“  15.  That  the  aforesaid  refusal  was  an  attempt  to  pre¬ 
vent  an  investigation  as  laid  down  in  44  and  45  Vic.,  Chap. 
58,  Sec.  43,  into  aforesaid  misapplication  of,  and  the 
fraudulently  obtaining  of  Government  money  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  administration  of  the  aforesaid  G.  G.  B.  G., 
commanded  by  aforesaid  George  Taylor  Denison,  a 
Lieutenant-Colonel  in  the  Canadian  militia.” 

Now  there  is  another  declaration  here  : 

Mr.  Somerville. 


“  Declaration  of  George  McInernf.y,  of  the  City  of 

Toronto,  Ont. 

“  Toronto,  Ont.,  3rd  June,  1889. 

“  I,  George  Mclnerney,  do  make  the  following  solemn 
declaration  before  a  justice  of  the  peace  at  Toronto,  On¬ 
tario,  and  I  am  prepared  to  do  so  in  any  court  of  justice,, 
viz. : 

“  I  was  present  at  the  police  court  of  the  above  city  on 
the  13th  of  October,  1888,  when  Sergeant  Instructor  James 
Slater,  of  the  Governor  General’s  Body  Guard,  was  tried 
on  a  charge  of  a  breach  of  the  Militia  Act,  in  refusing  to 
deliver  up  certain  arms,  accoutrement  and  clothing  when 
lawfully  required  to  do  so,  the  prosecutor,  Lieut.-Col.  F. 
C.  Denison,  -G.  G.  B.  G.,  made  use  of  the  following  ex¬ 
pression  when  the  said  Sergeant  Instructor  J.  Slater  was 
put  on  his  defence,  viz. :  This  man  claims  I  owe  him  some 
money.  I  object  to  him  making  any  statement  in  this 
court  that  does  not  bear  directly  on  this  case.  In  fact  I 
consider  that  Lieut.-Col.  F.  C.  Denison  did  all  in  his 
power  to  prevent  the  said  Sergt.  Inst.  J.  Slater  from  mak¬ 
ing  any  defence,  and  the  presiding  justice  (Aid.  Baxter), 
allowed  such  objection  to  stand  good  by  refusing  to  look 
at  some  papers  that  Sergt.  Inst.  J.  Slater  asked  to  be 
allowed  to  show  him  as  a  part  of  his  defence,  in  fact  he 
gave  him  no  chance  of  making  any  defence,  but  found 
him  guilty  on  the  unsupported  evidence  of  Lieut.-Col.  F. 
C.  Denison,  directly  he  (Aid.  Baxter)  refused  to  look  at 
Sergt.  Inst.  J.  Slater’s  papers  for  his  defence. 

“  His,  Sergt.  Inst.  J.  Slater’s,  was  a  remanded  case,, 
which,  in  the  ordinary  course  of  justice,  would  be  the  first 
to  be  called  in  court,  instead  of  which  the  court  was  ad¬ 
journed,  and  when  it  reassembled,  he  was  the  only  per¬ 
son  to  be  tried,  in  fact,  in  my  opinion,  everything  had 
been  done  to  prevent  the  attention  of  the  general  public 
from  being  drawn  to  Sergt.  Inst.  J.  Slater’s  trial,  so  when 
his  trial  commenced  there  was  present  in  court  only  two 
other  spectators  in  addition  to  myself,  and  there  was  not 
a  reporter  present  connected  with  any  local  newspaper  ; 
in  fact.  I  consider  it  nearly  equivalent  to  a  trial  with 
closed  doors.  The  following  remark  was  also  made  use 
of  by  Lieut.-Col.  F.  C.  Denison  during  Sergt.  Inst.  J. 
Slater’s  trial,  which  ^peaks  for  itself,  viz. :  ‘  This  man  is 
not  responsible  for  his  actions.’  And  then  Aid.  Baxter 
convicts  a  man  whom  the  prosecutor  states,  while  on  his 
oath,  is  not  responsible  for  his  actions. 

“  W.  Burns,  ;  “  G.  McINERNEY. 

“  Justice  of  the  Peace." 

Here  is  another  affidavit : 

“  County  of  York  ?  In  the  matter  of  James  Slater’s  claim 
“  To  wit :  \  against  Lieut.-Col.  F.  C.  Denison. 

“I,  Harry  J.  C.  Byrne,  of  the  Village  of  Midland  of  Mid¬ 
land  City,  in  the  County  of  Simcoe,  metal  roofer,  do 
solemnly  declare  that  I  am  well  and  personally  acquain¬ 
ted  with  James  Slater,  formerly  drill  instructor  to  the 
Governor  General’s  Body  Guards,  and  am  cognizant  with 
the  facts  relating  to  his  case.  In  the  month  of  September, 
1888, 1  was  employed  on  the  27th  day  of  September  in 
cleaning  the  saddles  of  Col.  F.  C.  Denison’s  troop,  the 
Body  Guard.  On  that  date  the  said  James  Slater  came 
to  tbe  armoury  of  the  above  troop  and  told  me  that  he 
had  received  an  order  from  the  said  Colonel  Denison  to 
return  his  equipment  into  store,  and  he  offered  to  do  so, 
but  I  refused  to  receive  the  same  or  take  them  in,  as  I  said 
I  was  not  paid  for  that  kind  of  work.  On  the  29th  of  Sep¬ 
tember  next  following,  Col.  F.  C.  Denison  paid  me  for  the 
work  I  had  done  in  his  armoury,  and  on  that  date  I  told 
him  of  my  intention  to  leave  the  city  on  that  day  or  on 
Monday,  the  1st  of  October,  and  I  actually  left  on  the 
latter  date,  and  have  not  been  in  the  city  of  Toronto  from 
that  date  until  the  7th  day  of  September  instant,  At  the 
time  I  left  the  keys  at  Colonel  Denison’s  office,  I  left 
word  that  I  had  not  taken  Slater’s  equipment  with  the 
boy  who  was  the  only  person  in  the  office. 

“  And  I  make  this  solemn  declaration,  conscientiously 
believing  the  same  to  be  true,  and  by  virtue  of  the  *  Act 
respecting  extra-judicial  oaths.’ 

“  H.  J.  C.  BYRNE. 

“  Declared  before  me  at  the  city  of) 

Toronto,  in  the  County  of  York,  this  > 

9th  day  of  September,  A.D.  1889.  ) 

“  H.  H.  Dewart, 

“  A  Commissioner  and  Notary  Public .” 

“  Declaration  by  Sergeant  Edward  Roche,  of  the 
Toronto  Field  Battery. 

“  Toronto,  Ont.,  13th  April,  1889. 

“  I,  Edward  Roche,  sergeant  in  the  Toronto  Field  Bat¬ 
tery,  do  make  the  following  solemn  declaration  before  a 
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justice  of  the  peace,  and  I  am  prepared  to  do  so  on  oath 
in  any  court,  if  required,  viz. : 

“  1,  Sergeant  Edward  Roche  and  Trumpeter  Harry 
Byrne,  G.G.B.G.,  were  employed  on  the  27th  September, 
1888,  cleaning  the  .saddles,  &c.,  belonging  to  Lieut. -Col. 
Fred.  C.  Denison’s  troop,  G.G.B.G.  On  that  date  (27th 
September,  1888),  Sergeant  Instructor  James  Slater,  G.G. 

B. G.,  came  to  Lieut.-Col.  F.  C.  Denison’s  armoury  and  told 
us  (E.  Roche  and  H.  Byrne)  that  he  (Sergeant  J.  Slater) 
had  received  an  order  from  Lieut.-Col.  F.  C.  Denison  to 
return  his  (Sergeant  Instructor  J.  Slater’s)  equipment  and 
clothing  into  store,  and  he  (Sergeant  Instructor  J.  Slater) 
proffered  to  do  so,  and  we  (E.  Roche  and  H.  Byrne) 
refused  to  take  them  (J.  Slater’s  equipment,  &c.)  into 
store,  saying  we  (E.  Roche  and  H.  Byrne)  were  not  Lieut.- 
Col.  E.  C.  Denison’s  caretakers  and  were  not  paid  for 
that  kind  of  work,  but  only  for  cleaning  his  (Lieut.-Col.  F. 

C,  Denison’s)  saddles  :  we  (E.  Roche  and  H.  Byrne)  were 
paid  for  our  work  by  Lieut.-Col.  F.  C.  Denison)  on  the 
29th  September,  1888,  and  on  that  date  (29th  Sept.,  1888) 
we  (E.  Roche  and  H.  Byrne)  told  Lieut.-Col.  F.  C.  Denison 
of  our  intention  of  leaving  Toronto  on  that  day  (29th  Sept., 
1888)  or  on  the  following  Monday  (1st  October,  1888)  and 
we  did  leave  Toronto  on  the  1st  October,  1888. 

“E.  ROCHE, 

“  Sergeant,  Toronto  Field  Battery. 

“  John  Wanless,  J.P.” 

Now,  if  these  affidavits  are  true,  and  they  bear 
evidence  of  their  truth  on  their  face,  because  it 
cannot  be  supposed  that  six  or  eight  men  would  go 
before  magistrates  and  swear  to  assertions  that 
were  false,  it  is  apparent  that  this  man  Slater  had 
something  tantamount  to  injustice  done  to  him. 
It  appears  that  he  went  to  the  headquarters  of- 
this  troop  and  wanted  to  give  up  his  equipment, 
but  they  refused  to  accept  it,  and  he  was  after¬ 
wards  arrested  and  lined  $20,  and,  because  he  was 
a  poor  man,  he  was  sent  to  goal  for  a  month.  I 
say  it  is  necessary  that  this  investigation  should 
be  carried  further,  and  that  the  Militia  Department 
should  see  whether  any  injustice  has  been  done  to 
this  man  and  whether  the  other  affidavits  which  I 
have  read  are  correct  or  not.  They  are  sworn  to 
and  we  are  bound  to  accept  such  evidence  unless 
we  have  some  evidence  to  the  contrary.  I  am  not 
a  military  man,  but  1  suppose  this  is  the  proper 
place  to  bring  this  matter  up.  I  do  not  want  to  go 
to  the  department  and  to  be  snubbed  by  the 
officers  of  that  department.  This  is  the  proper 
place  to  bring  this  charge,  and  this  is  the  place 
where  the  charge  ought  to  have  some  influence  on 
our  new  Minister  of  War,  and,  if  Mr.  Slater  has 
been  unjustly  dealt  with,  he  should  be  relieved 
fr  om  the  line  which  was  imposed  upon  him  or  should 
be  recompensed  for  the  injury  which  was  done  to 
him  by  his  being  sent  to  goal.  These  men  who  have 
sworn  to  the  affidavits  should  be  brought  before 
the  Militia  Department  and  a  proper  investigation 
should  be  made. 

Sir  ADOLPHE  CARON.  For  once,  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Militia  has  adopted  a  mode  suggested  by 
the  lion,  gentleman,  and,  if  the  hon.  gentleman  had 
considered  the  serious  nature  of  the  charges  which 
he  was  levelling  against  an  hon.  member  of  this 
House,  possibly  he  might  have  taken  the  trouble  to 
investigate  the  charges  he  has  now  laid  them  be¬ 
fore  Parliament.  I  can  state  that  the  whole  of  this 
matter  came  lief  ore  the  Department  of  Militia 
from  Council.  The  charges  were  sentto  the  Gover¬ 
nor  General  and  were  sent  by  him  to  Council,  and 
were  sent  by  Council  to  the  department  for  investi¬ 
gation.  The  investigation  was  complete  and 
thorough.  The  Deputy  Adjutant  General  was  en¬ 
trusted  with  the  duty  of  investigating  the  com¬ 
plaint  of  Mr.  Slater.  The  complaint  was  found  to 
be  utterly  foundationless,  and,  if  the  hon.  gentle¬ 


man  will  call  for  the  papers,  he  will  find  that  Mr. 
Slater  is  a  man  who  is  known  in  that  department 
to  be  one  who  makes  it  his  business  to  complain 
against  every  officer  under  whom  he  has  served. 
In  fact  he  is  looked  upon  in  that  department  as  a 
crank.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  these  affidavits 
cannot  be  all  incorrect,  but  they  may  have  been 
given  on  flimsy  information  such  as  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  had  when  he  made  his  charges  in  the  case  of 
Slater.  He  stated  that  a  system  was  adopted  by 
which  young  men  joined  the  different  corps  for  the 
purpose  of  having  a  holiday.  I  think  Canada  re¬ 
members  when,  in  1885,  it  was  not  a  holiday, 
when  the  young  men  of  Canada  left  their  houses, 
their  homes,  their  business  and  their  families  to 
fight  the  battle  of  Canada,  nor  does  Canada 
forget  the  manner  in  which  they  fought  and  did 
their  work.  Their  action  at  that  time  attracted 
more  attention  to  this  country  than  anything 
which  had  occurred  in  our  history  for  fifty  years. 
They  were  lauded  abroad,  and  1  remember,  when 
on  the  floor  of  Parliament  it  was  my  duty  to  call 
upon  the  House  to  vote  what  ^as  required  upon 
that  occasion,  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  did  not 
speak  about  holiday  soldiers,  but  were  willing  to 
trust  to  the  energy,  the  pluck  and  the  courage  of 
the  sons  of  Canada  to  fight  under  the  Canadian  flag 
and  to  protect  Canada  against  the  dangers  which 
threatened  her.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  before 
attacking  a  member  of  this  House,  would  inves¬ 
tigate  the  matter  in  reference  to  these  charges 
which  were  investigated  by  the  Department  of 
Militia,  he  would  find  that  this  man  Slater  has 
made  charges  as  foundationless  as  those  which  have 
been  made  by  other  men  who  are  well  known  in 
this  city  of  Ottawa.  The  hon.  gentleman  once 
before  brought  a  charge  which  was  given  up 
because  it  was  found  that  the  man  for  whom  he 
spoke  was  unworthy  of  credence.  So  it  is  in  regard 
to  this  man  Slater,  and  the  hon.  gentleman  will 
find  that  no  blame  can  be  attached  to  the  depart¬ 
ment,  which  investigated  these  charges  and  found 
that  they  were  absolutely  groundless. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  I  understand  the  charge 
is  in  reference  to  this  man  having  been  sent  to  pri¬ 
son  for  not  having  given  up  his  arms.  The  hon. 
gentleman  does  not  say  anything  about  the  other 
affidavits  charging  that  Government  money  was 
misappropriated.  He  has  not  shown  that  any  in¬ 
vestigation  has  taken  place  in  regard  to  the  charges 
contained  in  those  affidavits.  There  are  other 
charges  which  are  as  strong  against  the  action  of 
the  Government  as  the  charges  of  Mr.  Slater,  and 
I  trust  the  present  Minister  of  Militia  will  start  a 
supplementary  investigation  and  will  see  whether 
there  is  anything  in  those  charges  or  not.  They  are 
certainly  serious  charges,  and  I  do  not  make  them 
against  the  member  for  Toronto  with  any  desire  to 
injure.his  reputation  at  all.  I  think  this  is  a  matter 
which  has  to  do  with  the  expenditure  of  public 
money,  and  this  is  the  proper  time  to  bring  it  up 
when  we  are  considering  a  vote  for  this  very  pur¬ 
pose.  I  am  not  myself  an  officer  in  the  militia  of  this 
country.  I  do  not  desire  to  be  offensive  to  the  Lieu¬ 
tenant-Colonel  at  all  ;  it  is  in  the  fulfilment  of  my 
duty  that  I  have  read  these  affidavits,  and  if  the 
Militia  Department  do  their  duty  they  will  investi¬ 
gate,  not  only  the  charges  made  by  Mr.  Slater,  but 
they  will  investigate  the  statements  in  the  sworn 
evidence  that  is  to  be  found  in  that  document, 
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bearing  upon  the  misappropriation  of  money  belong¬ 
ing  to  the  people  of  this  country. 

Mr.  TISDALE.  I  regret  very  much  to  hear  the 
hon.  gentleman  who  has  just  taken  his  seat  reiter¬ 
ate  his  charge  after  the  explanation  of  the  hon. 
member  for  Toronto.  I  do  not  think  it  is  in  the 
interest,  either  of  the  country  or  of  the  service, 
that  any  hon.  gentleman  should  approach  the  sub¬ 
ject  in  this  manner.  Now,  I  believe  that  there 
are  just  as  good  officers  and  men  among  the  Re¬ 
formers  of  this  country— and  there  are  some  of  them 
in  this  House — as  there  are  in  the  Conservative 
party.  I  am  satisfied  that  the  large  majority  of 
hon.  gentlemen  on  either  side  of  the  House  would 
have  hesitated  to  bring  up  this  charge.  I  am  equally 
satisfied  that  the  gentlemen  who  are  serving  in  the 
force,  Reformers  as  well  as  Conservatives,  will  re¬ 
gret  very  much  that  the  hon.  gentleman  has  thought 
necessary  to  bring  it  up  in  this  manner.  He  is 
an  old  parliamentarian,  he  is  an  old  public  man, 
and  no  man  knows  better  than  he  that  the  proper 
way  to  bring  up  this  matter  is  to  place  it  before  the 
authorities  of  the  Militia  Department,  to  make  a 
charge  before  that  department,  and  not  bring  it  up 
in  this  House.  If  he  thinks  that  money  has  been 
spent  in  an  improper  way,  surely  the  department 
is  the  proper  place  where  he  should  lodge  his  charge. 
I  want  him  to  remember  that  every  officer  in  the 
militia  will  not  only  regret  his  action,  but  will  con¬ 
demn  it,  because  once  you  read  these  sort  of  affi¬ 
davits  in  the  House  and  mention  the  name  of  an 
hon.  member  of  the  House,  or  of  any  officer  of  the 
militia  in  the  way  he  has  mentioned  the  name  of 
the  hon.  member  for  Toronto,  and  the  story  goes 
broadcast  throughout  the  country  an  injury  is  done 
which  cannot  be  repaired.  Under  the  high  privileges 
that  members  enjoy  in  this  House,  he  can  mention 
the  name  of  a  gentleman  in  the  House,  or  out  of  the 
House,  in  connection  with  a  charge,  which  he  could 
not  have  done  outside  of  the  House  without  being 
held  responsible  for  it. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  These  copies  are  sworn 
affidavits. 

Mr.  TISDALE.  I  do  not  care  whether  they  are 
copies  or  declarations,  they  are  unfair,  and  may  be 
untrue  ;  but  in  any  case  they  cast  a  stigma  upon  an 
officer  that  no  amount  of  investigation  can  after¬ 
wards  wipe  away.  I  say  that  when  he  was  told, 
that  there  had  been  an  investigation,  and  that  the 
hon.  member  for  Toronto  had  asked  for  an  enquiry, 
he  should  have  held  his  hand.  The  hon.  gentleman 
makes  no  charge  here,  but  from  his  seat  in  Parlia¬ 
ment  where  he  is  not  accountable  in  any  way,  he 
makes  insinuation  against  these  officers  whose  names 
he  has  mentioned,  one  in  the  House  and  the  others 
out  of  it.  Is  that  fair- play  ?  Is  that  the  way  to 
treat  members  of  Parliament  or  officers  of  the  force, 
gentlemen  who  devote  their  time  to  the  service 
of  the  country  in  the  militia  ?  I  hope  the  hon. 
member  will  withdraw  his  language  ;  but  if  he 
is 'prepared  to  make  a  charge,  let  him  make  it 
through  the  militia  authorities.  He  has  been  told 
there  was  a  charge,  and  it  was  investigated. 
If  there  was  any  pretense  that  the  authorities 
would  not  investigate  these  charges,  then  he 
might  be  justified  in  coming  here  and  saying 
he  could  not  get  it  investigated  by  the  proper 
authorities.  But  instead  of  that  he  reads  these 
affirmations,  he  says  he  believes  them  to  be  true, 
but  he  will  not  make  a  charge  of  any  sort,  and  yet 
Mr.  Somerville. 


these  things  are  published  broadcast.  I  want  also 
to  refer  to  something  said  by  the  hon.  member 
for  Kent  (Mr.  Campbell).  I  am  in  the  force 
no  longer,  but  for  fifteen  years  I  was  an  officer  and 
a  private  in  the  force.  In  those  days  we  trained 
with  difficulty  ;  we  had  men  of  bcth  parties  in  the 
force,  because  I  have  always  insisted  that  in  the  mi¬ 
litia  there  should  be  no  politics.  Our  battalion 
was  composed  of  men  of  both  parties.  Now,  when 
an  hon.  gentleman  like  the  member  for  Kent;  stands 
up  in  this  House  and  declares  that  the  volunteer 
force  is  a  disgrace  to  the  country,  1  want  it  to  be 
known  ;  I,  as  one  who  served,  but  who  serves  no 
longer,  wish  to  protest  against  such  language.  I 
say  that  the  force  we  have  is  an  honour  to  Canada, 
a  force  that  we  should  be  proud  of,  as  equal  to  any 
other  militia  force  in  the  world.  I  was  in  the  old 
camps  at  Niagara  when  the  force  was  no  better  than 
it  is  to-day.  We  had  English  officers,  we  had 
American  officers,  we  had  officers  from  Europe, 
and  although  we  could  not  claim  to  be  able  to  go 
through  all  the  military  movements  on  parade  with 
precision,  still  they  were  loud  in  their  praise  of 
the  fighting  form  and  appearance  of  the  brigade, 
and  we  have  a  force  extremely  creditable  to  those 
composing  it  and  to  the  country.  There  were 
young  men  in  it  that  the  member  for  North 
Brant  (Mr.  Somerville)  sneered  at  ;  yes,  some  of 
them  were  lads,  they  were  lads  coming  from  the 
fathers  and  mothers  of  Canada,  of  both  political 
parties.  Let  that  hon.  gentleman  go  and  try  it, 
and  see  if  it  is  a  holiday,  as  he  says  it  is.  Let  him 
go  and  live  on  their  fare,  it  is  not  such  as  they 
get  at  home,  it  is  not  such  as  he  gets  at  his 
home— restricted  hours,  long  hours  of  drill.  I  have 
seen  the  lads  when  they  came  in  ;  most  of  them  are 
too  tired  to  go  out  again,  and  they  lie  down  in  their 
tents  and  sleep  the  sleep  of  men  who  have  done 
their  duty.  One  of  the  best  things  about  these 
camps  is  the  fact  that  only  young  men  of  courage 
and  endurance  will  consent  to  undergo  the  hard¬ 
ships  of  camp  life.  Therefore,  I  want  the  hon. 
gentleman  to  take  back  his  attack  upon  the  volun¬ 
teer  force,  or  else  I  want  it  published  all  over  this 
country  that  he  dared  to  stand  up  and  proclaim 
that  our  volunteers  are  a  disgrace  to  the  country. 
Sir,  at  the  time  of  the  Fenian  Raid,  in  1866,  there 
were  some  men  who  laid  down  their  lives,  young 
men  who  left  fathers  and  mothers  childless,  left 
sorrowing  sisters,  wives  and  children  unprovided 
for,  and  in  Toronto  and  other  places  in  Ontario, 
their  graves  are  now  to  be  seen  where  they 
used  to  live.  Young  men  went  out  even  from 
our  institutions  of  learning  and  laid  down  their 
lives.  They  were  not  drilled,  perhaps,  in  all  the 
movements  of  skilled  soldiers,  but  they  were  men 
who  felt  that  their  lives  were  none  too  good  to  give 
up  when  a  horde  of  robbers  came  across  from  a 
foreign  country.  I  have  always  said,  and  I  believe 
it,  that  I  have  as  much  faith  in  the  loyalty  of  the 
Reform  party  as  in  the  loyalty  of  the  other  party  ; 
we  have  in  the  ranks  of  the  volunteers,  and  always 
can  get  good,  soldiers  from  both  parties.  Though 
the  drill  that  the  hon.  gentleman  sneers  at  is  not 
such  as  to  make  fine  soldiers  and  fine  feathers,  it  is 
sufficient  to  teach  them  the  elements  of  war,  which, 
with  their  true  hearts,  has  made  and  always 
will  make  them  serviceable  defenders  of  this  coun¬ 
try  in  time  of  need.  Sir,  the  militia  force  of 
this  country,  in  days  past  and  to-day,  is  not  to  be 
ridiculed  or  sneered  at.  While  our  arms  and 
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clothing  are  not  such  as  we  could  wish,  I  do 
believe  that  the  money  we  have  been  able  to  expend 
upon  them  has  been  productive  of  good  results.  I 
think  the  time  has  come  when  a  change  of  arms 
should  take  place.  Although  for  many  years  past 
we  have  had  no  foreign  enemies  we  have  had 
internal  disturbances  from  which,  without  the 
militia,  we  would  have  been  in  great  trouble.  We 
had  a  disturbance  in  my  own  county  when  I  was 
commanding  officer  of  a  regiment, and  in  other  coun¬ 
ties  and  some  of  the  cities  they  have  more  than  once 
been  called  out  to  aid  the  civil  power,  so  that  the 
militia  are  useful  even  in  civil  affairs.  And  more 
than  that,  we  have  armouries,  and  arms,  and  men 
who  are  not  afraid  to  take  hold  of  them,  and  these 
facts  alone  are  sufficient  to  prevent  disturbances  ; 
so  that  I  think  we  have  got  something  to  show  for 
all  the  expenditure  we  have  made.  Criticise  the 
force  if  you  will,  but  do  not  ridicule  it.  Criticise 
the  Minister,  criticise  the  department,  show 
wherein  the  men  are  deficient,  but  do  not  ridicule 
them,  and  that  is  what  I  blame  the  lion,  member 
for.  Criticise  the  force,  make  it  better,  give  them 
more  money  if  you  will,  make  them  even  more 
efficient  still,  but  stop  there.  I  say  that  the  arms 
we  have  with  the  men  behind  them,  have  always 
been  found  equal  to  our  need  in  times  past,  and 
they  have  protected  us  when  we  needed  protection. 
Therefore  I  repeat  that  I  regret  that  the  lion,  gen¬ 
tleman  should  see  fit  to  ridicule  the  militia  and  to 
make  these  assertions  with  regard  to  it. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL.  I  did  not  think  when  I  rose 
this  afternoon  to  give  my  views  on  this  great  ques¬ 
tion  I  would  stir  up  such  a  hornet’s  nest  as  I  appear 
to  have  done.  I  consider  it  is  the  duty  and  pri¬ 
vilege  of  every  hon.  member  when  a  question  comes 
before  the  House  involving  a  vote  of  $1,250,000  to 
give  his  view  upon  it  and  criticise  the  mode  of 
expenditure.  In  exercising  the  privilege  this 
afternoon  I  did  so  simply  because  it  was  my  duty, 
and  for  doing  that  the  hon.  member  for  Toronto 
(Mr.  Denison)  with  all  his  eloquence  rose  and 
poured  out  a  stream  of  abuse  on  my  head.  That 
hon.  gentleman  appears  to  think  that  no  member 
has  a  right  to  say  anything  about  militia  affairs 
expect  his  lordly  self.  He  knows  all  about  it,  and 
what  he  does  not  know  is  not  worth  knowing,  and 
no  one  else  knows  anything.  He  advised  me  to 
speak  on  some  subject  on  which  I  knew  something. 
What  information  has  that  hon.  gentleman  given 
this  House  on  militia  affairs  during  the  hours  in 
which  he  has  spoken  on  them  ?  The  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  went  even  further  and  did  exactly  what 
the  member  for  South  Norfolk  (Mr.  Tisdale) 
accused  me  of  doing.  He  had  the  impudence  to 
rise  and  criticise  the  Major-General,  who  is  the  very 
head  of  the  Militia  Department.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  said  the  Major-General  was  in  this  country 
for  the  purpose  of  criticising  the  militia,  that  he 
came  from  England,  where  there  is  a  very  efficient 
staff,  and  he  did  not  know  his  business.  Is 
that  the  position,  and  is  he  simply  here  a  critic  ? 
Is  that  the  position  which  the  Major-General 
occupies  in  this  country,  and  does  it  become  the 
dignity  of  an  hon.  member,  especially  of  a  member 
who  professes  to  know  as  much  as  does  the  member 
for  Toronto  (Mr.  Denison),  to  rise  and  criticise 
and  abuse  the  Major-General  in  the  way  he  has 
done  ?  I  believe  the  Major-General  knows  more  in 
0110  minute  than  that  hon.  gentleman  ever  knew 


or  ever  will  know,  and  it  ill -becomes  that  hon. 
gentleman,  especially  after  these  affidavits  have 
been  read  in  this  House,  to  rise  and  pour  abuse  on 
the  head  of  any  man  in  the  House,  whether  a 
militia  man  or  not.  The  hon.  member  for  South 
Norfolk  (Mr.  Tisdale)  rose  with  all. the  virtuous 
.indignation  he  could  summon  to  his  aid  and  poured 
his  wrath  on  the  devoted  member  for  Kent,  and 
accused  me  of  ridiculing  the  Militia  Department. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  No  ;  the  militia. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL.  I  want  to  tell  that  hon. 
gentleman  that  I  did  nothing  of  the  kind  ;  I  did 
exactly  what  the  hon.  gentleman  did — I  criticised 
it,  and  I  had  a  right  to  do  so.  Moreover,  1  did 
not  give  my  views  on  the  subject,  but  I  gave  the 
views  of  the  Major-General,  and  read  from  his 
report.  What  does  the  Major-General  say  in 
speaking  of  the  rural  militia  ? 

“  The  rural  corps  are  very  deficient  in  instruction,  but 
their  organization  is  still  more  defective.” 

Will  the  hon.  member  for  Toronto  dispute  that  ? 
Does  he  say  that  the  Major-General  does  not  know 
what  he  is  talking  about  ?  The  hon.  gentleman 
would  lead  us  to  infer  so  from  what  he  said  this 
afternoon.  The  Major-General  next  spoke  of  the 
arms,  appliances  and  clothing,  which  he  said  were 
deficient.  He  continues  as  follows  : — 

“  The  Snider  rifle  and  carbine,  with  which  the  militia 
is  armed,  is  at  the  best  an  obsolete  weapon,  but  in  the 
condition  in  which  it  exists,  in  most  of  the  regiments  of 
the  active  militia,  it  has  no  claim  whatever  to  be  classed 
as  an  arm  of  precision .” 

He  goes  on  to  speak  of  the  active  militia,  and 
says  : 

”  There  is  not  a  battalion  that  could  turn  out  in  com¬ 
plete  marching  order  on  a  given  day,  though  many  have, 
at  their  own  expense,  provided  some  of  the  most  neces¬ 
sary  articles.  Moreover,  the  equipment  does  not  exist  in 
store,  which  it  would  be  necessary  to  issue  in  the  event  of 
grave  emergency.” 

He  further  says,  and  I  wish  the  member  for  Toronto 
to  note  this  statement : 

“  I  have  not  inspected  a  single  battalion  in  which  the 
men’s  boots  would  have  stood  one  month’s  active  service, 
or  a  regiment  of  cavalry  or  battery  of  artillery  in  which 
the  saddlery  and  harness  could  be  expected  to  bear  a 
similar  strain.” 

I  ask  if  anything  could  be  more  damaging  than 
such  a  statement  coming  from  the  Major-General  ? 
The  arguments  I  brought  to  bear  were  this  :  That 
it  was  a  shame  and  disgrace  to  this  Parliament 
and  this  country  that  after  we  have  spent  millions 
of  dollars  for  many  years  to  perfect  this  organiza¬ 
tion,  to  place  the  men  in  good  form  and  equipment, 
there  should  be  such  a  disgraceful  state  of  affairs 
as  is  revealed  by  the  Major-General.  The  argu¬ 
ment  I  advanced  was  a  proper  one,  and  I  did  not 
ridicule  the  men  at  all,  but  I  brought  charges 
against  the  management  of  the  department.  I 
contended  that  the  management  was  imperfect, 
inasmuch  as  the  men  who  went  out  to  drill  were 
not  paid  sufficiently  for  their  service,  and  were 
not  drilled  sufficiently  often.  Moreover.  I  find 
that  the  Major-General  in  speaking  about  the  camp 
at  St.  Thomas  said  : 

“  Ground  wholly  unsuited  for  a  camp  ;  1,386  officers  and 
men  and  56  horses,  besides  the  whole  of  the  tents,  blan¬ 
kets  ami  camp  equipment, conveyed  40  miles  fui'ther  than 
was  necessary.” 

Could  anything  be  more  disgraceful  than  a  state  of 
affairs  like  that  ?  Take  the  case  of  Farnham.  The 
Major-General  says  : 
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“  792  officers  and  men,  and  155  horses,  carried  55  miles 
further  than  was  necessary.  Tents  and  camp  equipment 
likewise  transported  about  60  miles  unnecessarily.” 

These  extracts  are  from  the  report  of  the  Major- 
General,  which  is  entitled  to*  full  credit.  Let  me 
take  up  the  case  of  Rimouski.  The  Major-General 
says  : 

“  698  officers  and  men,  14  horses,  and  all  tents  and  camp- 
equipment,  transported  400  miles  further  than  was  neces¬ 
sary,  from  a  good  site  to  a  bad  one.” 

Is  it  possible  that  the  member  for  Toronto  will  say 
that  the  Major-General  does  not  know  what  he  is 
talking  about,  that  lm,  simply  comes  here  as  a 
critic  and  does  not  knoM1  his  own  business  ?  Yet 
here  the  Major-General  reports  that  men  have  been 
transported  400  miles  further  than  was  necessary, 
and  from  a  good  to  a  bad  site.  The  statement  is  a 
most  damaging  one.  Now,  I  ask,  who  is  respon¬ 
sible  for  all  this  ?  Why,  the  very  high  and  lordly 
Lieut. -Colonel  from  Toronto,  who  has  been 
neglecting  his  duty,  and  struts  around  on  the  12th 
of  July,  when  they  sing  “  Croppy  lie  Down  ”  or 
the  “  Protestant  Boys,’'  with  all  his  war  paint  and 
feathers  on,  and  who  dictates  to  every  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  what  he  should  say  in  this  House.  That  is  the 
kind  of  high  and  mighty  man  he  is  who  pretends 
to  know  .all  about  the  militia  force.  Then  the 
member  for  South  Norfolk  (Mr.  Tisdale) 
comes  to  his  assistance  and  gets  up  a  lot  of 
righteous  indignation  and  accuses  me  of  a  statement 
I  never  made  in  this  House.  Take  the  report  of 
the  Major-General  commanding  the  forces,  and  if 
it  does  not  disclose  a  most  scandalous  and  disgra¬ 
ceful  state  of  affairs  in  this  country  then  I  do  not 
know  what  a  disgraceful  state  of  affairs  is.  It 
is  the  more  disgraceful  when  we  have  year  after 
year  for  many  years  been  voting  a  million  and  a 
half  of  dollars  to  get  this  militia  force  into  a  state 
of  efficiency.  I  can  call  to  mind  when  a  few  years 
ago  in  this  House  General  Laurie,  the  then  member 
for  Shelburne,  as  well  as  the  hon.  member  for  Mus- 
koka  (Mr.  O’Brien)  who  is  an  authority  I  believe 
on  militia  matters,  expressed  their  opinion  upon 
the  militia  forces  upon  the  floor  of  Parliament. 
They  showed  that  nearly  one-half  the  money  that 
is  being  spent  on  the  militia  force  is  simply  wasted, 
and  that  if  we  voted  half  the  sum  under  proper 
regulations  we  would  have  a  more  efficient  force 
than  we  have  to-day. 

Mr.  BOW  ELL.  1  do  not  propose  to  enter  into 
the  discussions  which  have  taken  place  for  the  last 
hour,  further  than  to  call  attention — and  I  think 
the  member  for  North  Brant  (Mr.  Somerville) 
will  come  to  the  same  conclusion  after  a  little 
reflection — to  what  I  think  the  unfair  manner 
in  which  he  has  attacked  an  hon.  member  in  this 
House,  and  another  gentleman  who  occupies  a  very 
prominent  position  in  Toronto,  who  has  devoted  a 
great  deal  of  time  and  attention  and  has  spent  a 
great  deal  of  his  means  on  the  militia  force,  and 
who  happens  to  be  a  brother  of  the  hon.  member 
for  Toronto  (Mr.  Denison).  The  declaration  of  the 
member  for  Brant  (Mr.  Somerville)  that  he  had  no 
intention  of  wounding  the  feelings  of  the  member  for 
Toronto  reminds  me  very  much  of  the  old  story  of 
the  Irishman  who  met  a  friend  and  for  love  knocked 
him  down.  The  member  for  Brant  (Mr.  Somerville) 
has  read  declarations  here,  which  if  they  are  true, 
the  member  for  West  Toronto  (Mr.  Denison)  is 
unfit  to  sit  in  this  House  or  to  associate  with 
respectable  people.  If  these  affidavits  are  literally 
Mr.  Campbell. 


true,  then  my  hon.  friend  to  my  right  and  the 
police  magistrate  of  the  city  of  Toronto,  have  com¬ 
mitted  offences  which  would  rule  them  out  of 
respectable  society  and  would  if  found  true,  after 
investigation,  have  been  the  means  of  causing 
them  to  be  expelled  from  the  militia  force 
of  Canada.  Beyond  that  I  do  not  propose  to  go,  but 
I  leave  it  to  my  hon.  friend  from  Brant  (Mr.  Somer¬ 
ville)  to  say  whether  after  reflection,  he  thinks 
it  fair,  that  without  notice,  and  without  moving 
for  the  papers  in  connection  with  the  whole  trans¬ 
action,  he  should  get  up  in  his  place  and  after  read¬ 
ing  documents  damning  the  character  of  two  men 
occupying  respectable  positions  in  the  society  in 
which  they  move  and  in  the  country  in  which  they 
live,  that  he  should  say  then  simply  that  he  had 
no  intention  of  wounding  a  brother  member’s  feel¬ 
ings.  That  is,  I  candidly  confess,  a  kind  of  ethics 
and  a  kind  of  reasoning  which  I  do  not  understand. 
The  hon.  gentleman  from  Brant  (Mr.  Somerville), 
says  that  he  did  this  unpremeditatedly,  but  it  is 
quite  evident  that  he  intended  to  make  the  attack 
or  he  would  not  have  been  supplied  with  the  ammu¬ 
nition.  When  I  heard  the  hon.  gentleman  read  these 
affidavits,  they  convinced  me  that  there  was  on  the 
pa  rt  of  the  person  who  made  them  an  over-zeal  to  do 
a  wrong,  or  that  he  had  very  little  knowledge  of  the 
document  he  had  been  signing.  It  struck  me  that 
these  affidavits  had  been  written  by  some  astute 
lawyer  who  had  induced  this  man  to  sign  them 
without  knowing  what  he  was  signing.  One  affi¬ 
davit  that  my  hon.  friend  read,  states  that 
the  summons  and  arrest  for  not  delivering  up 
the  property  of  the  Government,  was  in  order 
to  prevent  an  investigation.  I  would  not  like 
to  accuse  the  hon.  member  from  Brant  (Mr. 
Somerville)  of  being  so  unacquainted  with  military 
law  or  military  practices,  or  the  common  usages  of 
society,  as  to  suppose  that  he  believes  for  a  mom¬ 
ent  that  an  arrest  for  withholding  property  which 
belonged  to  the  Government,  could,  by  any  poss¬ 
ibility,  prevent  a  military  investigation  into  the 
wrongs  committed  by  an  officer  of  the  force.  It 
appears  to  me,  and  I  repeat  what  I  said,  and  look¬ 
ing  at  the  names  of  some  of  the  commissioners  be¬ 
fore  whom  the  affidavits  were  made,  confirms  my 
belief  that  some  astute  lawyer,  for  political  rea¬ 
sons,  prepared  the  case,  and  that  it  was  a  deliberate 
attempt,  if  not  a  conspiracy,  for  the  purpose  of  in¬ 
juring  a  political  opponent.  I  give  that  as  my 
opinion,  drawn  from  the  papers  which  are  before 
me.  The  hon.  member  for  Brant,  with  whom  it 
has  always  been  my  good  fortune  to  be  on  the  very 
best  terms,  being  old  chums  as  type-setters  and 
printers  together,  will,  on  reflection,  see  that  he 
has  made  a  mistake  in  the  character  which  he 
attributed  to  the  affidavit.  He  must  have  seen 
when  he  read  this  first  affidavit  that  it  is  a  mere 
declaration,  and  that  it  is  not  signed.  It  may  have 
been  signed,  I  do  not  say  it  was  not ;  it  may  have 
been  sworn  to,  but  it  bears  no  evidence  of  it  here, 
and  if  he  looks  at  about  one-half  of  the  other  docu¬ 
ments  he  will  find  they  are  of  a  somewhat  similar 
kind.  I  am  not  prepared  to  express  an  opinion  as 
to  the  character  or  reputation  of  the  men  who 
signed  the  documents,  because  I  know  nothing 
about  it.  It  is  the  first  time  I  have  known  it 
beyond  having  seen  the  printed  document  contained 
in  these  papers  last  session,  and  handed  chem  to  my 
friend  from  West  Toronto,  with  the  remark  “  Deni¬ 
son,  what  does  this  mean  ;  it  is  a  severe  attack 
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•  upon  you.”  I  understand  further  that  these  papers 
were  placed  in  the  hands  of  an  hon.  gentleman  who 
belongs  to  the  Opposition,  who  after  making  enquiry 
into  their  character  refused  positively  to  have  any¬ 
thing  to  do  with  them.  The  result  of  that  was 
that  the  hon.  gentleman  who  is  not  in  the  House 
now,  was  reported  to  the  Governor  General  by  the 
same  man  for  dereliction  of  duty  as  a  politician 
and  as  a  member  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
Further,  I  do  not  desire  to  continue  this  dis¬ 
cussion,  but  I  exceedingly  regret  it  for  the  sake 
of  the  reputation  of  the  House,  and  I  think 
that  my  hon.  friend  from  Brant  (Mr.  Somer¬ 
ville)  will  come  to  the  same  conclusion  when  he 
reflects.  If  he  desired  to  make  this  attack  upon  a 
member  of  the  House,  if  he  will  permit  me  to  make 
a  suggestion  to  him,  it  would  have  been  much 
better  had  he  moved  for  all  the  papers,  and  they 
would  have  been  brought  down  and  laid  on  the 
Table.  If  it  were  then  shown  that  the  officers  had 
been  guilty  of  the  charges  laid  against  them,  and 
that  the  Militia  Department  had  not  punished  them 
as  they  would  have  deserved  had  they  been  found 
guilty,  then  the  hon.  gentleman  would  not  only  have 
be#m  right  in  attacking  the  Government  for  a 
dereliction  of  duty,  but  he  would  have  been  justi¬ 
fied  in  laying  a  charge  of  impropriety  against  the 
gentlemen  who  have  been  accused.  That  is  the 
course  he  should  have  pursued,  and  that  is  the 
course  he  would  like  to  have  pursued  if  he  had 
been  in  a  similar  position  to  the  gentlemen  whom 
he  did  accuse,  or  had  he  been  charged  with  any 
conduct  unbecoming  a  member  of  Parliament  or  a 
gentleman.  However,  these  are  matters  of  taste. 
I  do  not  pretend  to  lay  any  particular  claim  to  my¬ 
self  when  I  was  in  Opposition,  of  dealing  very 
leniently  with  the  Government,  but  yet  I  will 
say  this  :  that  while  I  pursued  an  aggressive  course 
just  as  my  friend  from  Brant  (Mr.  Somerville)  does 
— and  with  that  I  find  no  fault  whatever,  because 
I  like  to  see  a  man  fight  for  what  he  deems  to  be 
right,  and  do  his  duty  in  Opposition  if  he  does  it 
squarely — yet  when  I  was  in  Opposition,  I  always 
moved  for  papers,  and  had  the  facts  before  me 
before  I  attacked  a  political  opponent.  Some¬ 
times  I  found  myself  wrong  and  other  times 
right,  and  when  I  was  right  I  never  hesitated  to 
push  the  sword  to  the  hilt.  I  find  no  fault  with 
the  hon.  gentleman  for  doing  the  same  thing,  but 
there  is  a  proper  way  in  which  to  do  it  in  order  that 
an  hon.  gentleman  who  is  a  member  of  this  House 
should  have  some  little  fair-play,  and  be  forewarned 
of  an  attack  upon  him  which  would  damn  his  repu¬ 
tation  and  render  him  unfit  to  sit  in  the  House,  if 
that  which  is  charged  against  him  were  true. 
I  am  not  going  to  criticise  the  hon.  member  for 
Kent,  who  ought  to  have  been  a  third  class  lawyer 
if  he  is  not  one,  being  capable  of  turning  a  corner 
about  as  fast  as  any  gentleman  of  the  legal  profes¬ 
sion  or  as  a  politician.  He  was  quite  right  in 
freely  criticising  the  department,  the  Government 
and  the  force.  That  is  why  these  reports  are  laid 
before  the  House.  Whether  he  was  right  in 
the  comments  he  made  on  the  force  itself  is  quite 
another  thing.  That  is  what  my  hon.  friend 
from  South  Norfolk  objected  to — not  the  criti¬ 
cisms  or  the  opinions  expressed  by  the  Major- 
General.  I  am  not  prepared  to  say  that  I  disagree 
altogether  with  what  the  hon.  member  for  Kent 
has  said  in  reference  to  the  language  used  by  the 
Major-General.  I  am  convinced  that  many  of  the 


suggestions  he  has  made,  if  carried  out,  would  be 
highly  in  the  interest  of  the  force.  The  whole 
question  is  so  broad  in  its  character  that  when  you 
begin  to  discuss  the  formation  of  these  companies, 
their  continued  existence,  the  difficulties  in 
keeping  up  the  strength  of  the  force,  the  great 
expense  involved,  and  the  time  which  the 
men  have  for  making,  themselves  efficient,  you 
can  scarcely  wonder  that  many  changes  con¬ 
tinually  occur,  necessitating  the  tilling  up  of  the 
companies  from  the  younger  men  of  the  country. 
You  cannot  expect  the  older  men  to  remain  con¬ 
tinuously  in  the  force.  There  are  some  who  to  my 
own  knowledge  have  been  in  the  force  continuously 
ever  since  the  Rebellion  of  1837  ;  but,  these  are  ex¬ 
ceptions  to  the  rule.  Many  men  move  away,  or 
get  tired  of  the  service  ;  but  they  retain  their  in¬ 
terests  in  the  force,  as  well  as  the  knowledge  they 
have  acquired  of  drill  and  military  tactics,  as  long 
as  they  live  ;  so  that  although  they  may  have  re¬ 
tired,  they  are  not  lost  to  the  country.  While  I 
do  not  care  to  see  the  smaller  boys  in  the  force,  I 
like  to  see  the  younger  men  enter  it  and  remain  in 
it  for  some  years,  until  they  become  sufficiently 
acquainted  with  the  service  as  to  be  useful  in  case 
their  services  should  be  required.  Fair  and  legi¬ 
timate  criticism  on  subjects  of  this  kind  I  will 
court  while  at  the  head  of  the  department,  because, 
no  one  man  can  know  all  the  difficulties  connected 
with  it.  Many  hon.  gentlemen  who  speak  on  this 
subject  consider  it  purely  and  simply  from  an 
economical  standpoint,  without  any  regard  to  the 
necessities  of  the  force,  while  others  do  it  from  a 
much  less  laudable  motive — political.  I  find  no 
particular  fault  with  that  ;  it  is  the  right  of  every 
member  of  Parliament  to  do  so  ;  but  hon.  gentlemen 
who  take  this  position  must  not  be  surprised,  that 
if  those  who  do  know  what  they  are  talking  about 
are  disposed  to  ridicule  their  statements  when  not 
warranted  by  the  facts  or  the  reports  before  the 
House. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  As  the  discussion  on  this  item 
has  taken  a  wide  range,  perhaps  I  shall  be  par¬ 
doned  if  I  say  a  few  words  with  regard  to  the  mili¬ 
tary  camps.  The  Major-General  has  given  several 
instances  where  money  was  unnecessarily  used  to 
transport  men  to  a  distance  when  they  could  per¬ 
haps  be  better  accommodated  nearer  at  hand.  That 
is  strictly  in  the  line  recommended  by  the  hon. 
member  for  North  Grey  (Mr.  Masson)  and  myself 
last  year  and  the  year  before,  when  we  strongly  ad¬ 
vised  that  a  portion  of  No.  2  district  should  hold 
its  camp  at  the  town  of  Owen  Sound,  where  there 
is  a  splendid  ground  on  a  high  level,  a  good  place 
for  rifle  ranges  overlooking  the  waters  of  the  bay, 
and  ample  means  of  transport  by  both  water  and 
rail.  If  a  large  number  of  the  men  and  horses  belong¬ 
ing  to  No.  2  district  had  been  taken  there  instead 
of  to  Niagara,  a  considerable  amount  of  money  * 
would  have  been  saved,  and  might  have  been  spent 
to  the  advantage  of  the  force  in  other  ways.  I 
would  like  to  draw  the  attention  of  the  Minister 
to  this  subject  again.  No  better  place  can  be 
found  in  any  part  of  northern  Ontario  for  a  camp 
than  Owen  Sound  ;  and  if  No.  2  district,  or  at 
least  a  part  of  that  district  and  a  part  of  the  ad¬ 
joining  district,  were  taken  there,  considerable 
money  would  be  saved. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  I  rise  to  say  a  word  or 
two  in  reference  to  the  observations  made  by  the 
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hon.  member  for  Kent  which  were  subjected  to  the 
rather  hysterical  criticism  of  the  hon.  member  for 
South  Norfolk.  That  hon.  member  professed  to 
deprecate  those  observations.  The  remark  of  the 
hon.  member  for  Kent  to  which  I  suppose  he  took 
particular  exception  was  that  the  volunteer  force 
was  a  disgrace  to  Canada.  Those  were  the  words 
which  he  used,  and  which  seemed  to  wound  the 
sensibilities  of  the  hon.  member  for  South  Norfolk. 
Well,  Sir,  if  those  words  were  intended  to  describe 
the  personal  character  of  the  volunteer  force,  I 
think  they  would  have  been  greatly  to  be  deprecat¬ 
ed.  But  I  do  not  understand  my  hon.  friend  from 
Kent  to  have  been  at  all  discussing  the  personal 
character  or  the  private  worth  of  the  volunteer 
force.  I  suppose  he  would  say  that  in  that  respect 
they  are  as  respectable  and  as  much  respected  as 
those  citizens  who  are  not  in  the  force.  It  was  not 
of  their  private  worth  or  personal  reputation  that 
he  was  speaking.  He  was  speaking  of  the  efficiency 
of  the  force.  He  was  calling  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  very  large  sum  of  money  voted  every 
year  for  the  maintenance  of  that  force  and  the 
increase  of  its  efficiency.  That  being  so,  the  question 
realty  is,  what  is  the  character  of  the  force  in  this 
particular  as  a  military  force,  looking  at  the  very 
large  sums  of  money  that  are  being  spent  every  year 
by  the  people  of  Canada  for  the  purpose  of  main¬ 
taining  it  ?  Well,  it  does  seem  to  me  that  when 
we  take  the  criticisms  of  the  General  who  is  in 
charge  of  this  force,  and  who  honestly,  in  my 
opinion,  represents  its  actual  condition  and  state 
of  efficiency,  we  must  all  admit  that  it  is  not  an 
efficient  force,  and  that  its  efficiency  is  not  credit¬ 
able  to  this  country.  Now,  whence  does  this  in¬ 
efficiency  arise  ?  Why,  the  hon.  gentleman  him¬ 
self  points  out  it  has  arisen  in  a  large  degree  from 
the  attempt  to  make  the  force  a  source  of  political 
strength  to  hon.  gentlemen  on  the  opposite  benches. 

I  do  not  pretend  to  say  that  members  of  the  force 
are  being  enlisted  into  the  support  of  the  Adminis¬ 
tration  by  their  votes,  but  that  the  force  has  been 
sent  about  from  one  place  to  another,  and  has  been 
made  a  migratory  body,  as  much  so  as  a  camp  of 
Arabs  in  the  desert,  and  it  has  been  made  so  for 
the  purpose  of  bringing  a  certain  amount  of  patron¬ 
age  and  securing  a  certain  amount  of  influence 
and  favour  to  representatives  who  support  the 
Government  on  that  side. 

Mr.  BOW  ELL.  Was  not  the  same  course  pur¬ 
sued  by  you  ? 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  That  is  not  the  question. 
In  my  opinion  it  was  not  done,  but  whether  it  was 
or  not  it  is  an  improper  policy.  The  fact  is  it  has 
affected  the  efficiency  of  the  force,  it  has  led  to  the 
misuse  of  public  money,  it  has  added  largely  to  the 
expense  without  any  corresponding  advantage  to 
'the  force  as  a  force.  The  hon.  gentleman  will  not 
dispute  that.  He  will  not  dispute,  for  instance, 
the  taking  away  of  the  camp  from  London  last 
year,  because  it  happened  to  be  represented  by  a 
Reformer,  although  the  Government  had  acquired 
a  camping  ground  there,  suitable,  under  all  circum¬ 
stances,  to  the  force.  He  will  not  dispute  the 
carrying  on  of  drill  operations  at  another  place 
which,  the  General  says,  is  altogether  unsuitable. 
You  are  subordinating  the  interests  of  the  force  to 
the  interests  of  a  party.  There  can  be  no  doubt  of 
that.  Every  page  of  this  report,  from  beginning 
to  end,  shows  that  to  be  the  case.  And,  therefore, 
Mr.  Mills  (Bothwell). 


you  have  brought  the  force,  according  to  the  report 
of  the  commander-in-chief,  into  a  discreditable  con¬ 
dition.  It  has  become  highly  inefficient.  It  is  not 
properly  armed  or  equipped  in  any  way,  and  that 
is  the  result  of  subordinating  the  efficiency  of  the 
force  and  the  existence  of  the  force  to  subservience 
to  a  party.  That  is  a  most  improper  state  of 
things.  It  is  one  that  ought  not  to  exist.  It  is 
one  every  page  of  the  General’s  report  shows  does 
exist.  We  say  to  the  hon.  gentleman  who  is  now 
at  the  head  of  the  Militia  Department  and  who  will 
be  responsible  for  the  expenditure  of  money  and 
the  condition  of  the  force,  that  something  only 
short  of  revolution  is  required  in  order  to  bring  it 
to  a  state  of  efficiency  and  give  the  public  some¬ 
thing  for  the  money  voted  every  year. 

Mr.  TYR  WHITT.  I  have  not  been  present  in  the 
House  the  last  few  days,  and  consequently  am  not 
aware  on  which  item  of  the  Estimates  this  debate 
has  originated.  I  have  simply  heard  the  militia 
discussed  by  the  hon.  member  for  Kent  (Mr.  Camp¬ 
bell)  and  the  hon.  member  for  North  Brant  (Mr. 
Somerville)  who  followed,  and  they  forcibly  re¬ 
minded  me  of  a  discussion  which  took  place  some 
years  ago  in  the  American  Senate  on  the  question 
of  reorganizing  the  army.  One  old  senator  express¬ 
ed  his  disapproval  of  introducing  organs  into  the 
service,  as  his  father  had  “fit”  throughout  the  whole 
revolutionary  war  with  only  a  fife  and  drum.  It  is 
quite  true,  as  the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell  has  just 
remarked,  that  what  roused  the  ire  of  the  militia 
officers  in  the  House  was  the  remark  by  the  hon. 
member  for  Kent  that  the  militia  are  a  disgrace  to 
the  country.  That  certainty  was  sufficient  to  arouse 
the  ire  of  the  volunteers  and  the  officers  who  take 
an  intei’est  in  the  force,  and  before  I  resume  my  seat 
I  hope  to  prove  by  my  experience  that  the  remark 
is  untrue.  Now,  I  can  go  back  as  far  as  the  Fen¬ 
ian  Raid  of  1866,  and  I  will  quote  an  anecdote  of 
what  actually  took  place.  Alien  Colonel  Peacock’s 
columns  were  marching  on  Fort  Erie,  they  were 
marching  in  a  double  column  of  fours.  One  column 
was  composed  of  the  regular  troops  and  the  other 
of  volunteers  ;  and  as  it  is  common  in  the  service 
for  one  branch  to  look  down  on  the  other,  not  only 
the  officers  but  the  men  of  the  line  all  despised  the 
militia  force,  of  course  as  compared  with  them¬ 
selves.  So  great  was  the  rivalry  between  those  two 
sections  of  fours  in  the  marching  column,  that  when 
the  volunteers  appeared  likely  to  give  way  and  the 
victory  was  in  the  hands  of  the  column  belonging 
to  the  line,  the  mounted  officers  dismounted  and 
led  their  men  on  foot,  and  the  consequence  was 
the  volunteers  on  that  occasion  proved  themselves 
the  better  marchers  of  the  two.  I  remember  it  for 
this  reason  :  that  a  company  from  my  county, 
known  as\the  “Barrie  Rats,”  were  then  leading 
the  volunteer  column.  I  have  also  heard  opinions 
expressed  by  men  from  other  countries  as  to  the 
quality  of  the  Canadian  militia,  which  would 
prove,  were  not  their  own  actions  in  the  past  suf¬ 
ficient  to  prove,  that  they  are  not  a  disgrace  to  the 
country.  On  one  occasion  it  was  my  good  fortune 
to  dine  with  an  officer  well-known  in  this  country, 
an  officer  who  ha%  the  distinguished  honour  of 
I  wearing  the  Victoria  Cross,  Sir  Henry  \\  ilmot, 
and  in  a  speech  delivered  before  the  National  Rifle 
Association,  referring  more  particularly  to  a  visit 
he  made  to  the  city  of  Toronto,  when  they  did  him 
the  honour  of  parading  the  entire  garrison  for 
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his  inspection,  he  described  them  as  tine  a 
body  of  volunteer  militia  he  believed  existed  in  the 
British  Empire.  Now,  you  may  take  that  for 
■what  it  is  worth.  That  was  his  statement.  He 
may  have  said  it,  as  we  say  some  things,  lightly, 
or  he  may  have  said  it  in  earnest.  My  own  opinion 
at  the  time  was  that  he  said  it  in  earnest.  I  can 
remember  another  occasion  very  near  home.  I  was 
at  the  camp  of  instruction  at  Laprairie  in  I860, 
when  the  Western  Battalion,  one  of  the  battalions 
in  camp,  was  inspected  by  Sir  John  Mitchell,  I  was 
then  carrying  a  rifle  in  the  ranks,  and  I  can  remem¬ 
ber  to  this  day  with  pride  the  eulogium  which  was 
passed  on  the  battalion  of  which  I  was  a  member. 
Sir  John  flitch  ell,  turning  to  address  the  right 
battalion,  asked  our  commander,  Colonel  Shephard 
of  the  Welsh  Fusiliers  :  Is  this  the  Western 
Battalion  ?  Being  answered  in  the  affirmative,  he 
said  :  “  They  are  the  finest  body  of  men  I  ever  saw 
in  my  life,  Her  Majesty’s  Household  Troops  not 
excepted.”  Now,  as  to  the  matter  of  trans¬ 
port,  which  was  spoken  of  by  my  lion, 
friend  the  member  for  East  Grey,  that  question 
was  discussed  some  years  ago  in  this  House, 
and  I  think  the  matter  was  referred  to  the 
Deputy  Adjutant  General  of  the  2nd  military 
district  to  be  reported  upon.  We,  in  the  town  of 
Barrie,  were  anxious,  like  people  in  many  other 
towns  are,  to  have  the  brigade  camp  at  our  own 
town,  and  an  effort  was  made  to  have  the  camp 
brought  there,  but  upon  enquiry,  and  upon  an 
estimate  being  made  by  the  railways,  it  was  found 
to  be  cheaper  to  concentrate  the  forces  of  the 
district  at  Niagara,  than  to  hold  the  camp  at 
Barrie.  It  is  also  known  that  it  is  easier  to  pro¬ 
vision  the  men  in  large  camps  than  at  battalion 
headquarters,  or  in  small  camps,  and  that  is  one 
of  the  reasons  for  sticking  to  the  camp  at  Niagara, 
in  addition  to  the  fact  that  it  is  such  a  magnificent 
ground.  I  have  never  seen  its  equal  excepting  on 
the  prairies  of  the  west.  The  hon.  member  spoke  of 
the  volunteers  drawing  their  pay,  and  he  would  lead 
the  uninitiated  to  suppose  that  there  was  a  way  by 
which  the  officers  could  defraud  the  Government  by 
entering  more  men  on  their  list  than  they  had 
in  their  battalion.  '  I  have  had  some  experience  in 
the  camps  which  I  have  attended,  and  sometimes  I 
have  thought  they  did  not  deal  with  us  as  honour¬ 
ably  as  we  deserved.  Every  man  belonging  to  a 
regiment  is  paraded  a  certain  distance  away  from 
the  camp,  with  the  horses  and  everything  else.  The 
paymaster,  accompanied  by  the  brigade  staff,  is 
present,  and  every  man  must  be  accounted  for  un¬ 
less  he  is  on  guard,  and  that  is  the  only  exception. 
Cooks,  orderlies,  and  men  of  all  grades  must  be  pre¬ 
sent  on  parade  and  answer  their  names,  and  every 
precaution  is  taken  to  prevent  men  being  on  the 
rolls  who  are  not  in  camp.  I  never  heard  of  the 
existence  of  any  cases  of  the  kind  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  has  referred  to.  The  remarks  of  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  Kent  (Mr.  Campbell)  must  be  attributable 
to  his  want  of  knowledge  of  the  facts  more  than  to 
his  intention  to  misinform  the  House.  The  hon. 
member  for  North  Brant  (Mr.  Somerville)  read 
some  affidavits  which  had  been  made  by  a  dis¬ 
charged  soldier  from  the  Governor  General’s  Body 
Guard,  or  as  the  hon.  gentleman  so  often  expressed 
it,  the  “  G.G.B.G.”  I  have  been  guilty  of  several 
sins  of  that  kind  to  which  the  hon.  gentleman 
has  referred,  and  if  all  the  men  I  have  treated 
in  that  way  were  to  be  paraded  in  this  House  and 


;  were  to  give  me  a  character,  I  am  afraid  I  should 
not  have  much  character  left.  At  the  last  camp  I 
over  heard  a  man  abusing  the  food,  the  rations,  as  not 
being  fit  for  dogs  to  eat.  I  called  the  guard  and 
had  him  arrested,  and  I  gave  him  knapsack  drill 
for  the  rest  of  the  camp  and  discharged  him  from 
the  regiment  at  the  conclusion.  I  believe  he  made 
some  complaints  to  the  Militia  Department,  but  I 
do  not  know  that  any  action  was  taken,  because  I 
treated  him  according  to  his  deserts.  If  people 
think  it  is  possible  to  deal  with  400  or  500  men, 
among  whom  it  is  impossible  not  to  find  some 
unruly  spirits,  without  carrying  out  strict  discipline, 
they  are  very  much  mistaken.  The  very  first  clause 
in  the  Red  Book  is  that  the  first  duty  of  a  soldier 
is  to  obey. 

Mr.  FRASER.  I  only  desire  to  clear  away  the 
colouring  -which  has  been  put  on  this  discussion.  I 
suppose  the  report  of  the  General  has  excited  all 
(  this  discussion.  I  suppose  it  is  because  the  report 
,  of  the  General  is  not  very  flattering  to  the  officers 
that  we  have  heard  so  much  about  it.  Nothing 
has  been  said  on  this  side  of  the  House  as  strong  as 
what  was  said  by  the  General  in  his  report,  and  it 
is  a  just  criticism  to  say  that  the  money  we  ex¬ 
pended  has  not  been  properly  expended.  The 
►  member  for  South  Norfolk  (Mr.  Tisdale)  spoke  with 
a  righteous  indignation  which  was  evidently  pumped 
up  for  the  occasion.  My  hon.  friend  from  Kent 
(Mr.  Campbell)  said  the  militia  force,  if  the  state¬ 
ment  of  the  General  was  to  be  credited,  was  dis¬ 
creditable.  The  hon.  gentleman  who  was  so 
indignant  at  the  statement  of  mv  hon.  friend  did 
not  seem  to  understand  the  difference  between  drill 
1  and  organization.  There  was  no  reference  made 
to  the  character  of  the  men,  their  nationality,  their 
politics  or  anything  else,  but  only  to  the  way  in 
which  they  were  drilled  and  to  their  organization. 
The  statements  of  the  member  for  Kent  only  re¬ 
ferred  to  the  manner  in  which  the  money  we  voted 
was  spent,  and  the  report  of  the  General  shows  us 
that  the  money  is  not  expended  in  the  manner  it 
should  be.  The  Minister  of  Militia  says  that  is 
correct.  What  is  there  to  cause  the  righteous  eyes 
of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  to  rise  because  the 
statement  is  made  to  which  I  have  referred  ?  Do 
the  militia  of  this  country  surpass  those  of  any 
other  country  in  this  world,  or  do  Canadians 
surpass  any  other  nationality  in  the  world  ?  There 
is  no  fear  of  the  militia,  nobody  is  talking  about 
them  ;  but  we  do  say  that  when  we  spend  a  million 
or  a  million  and  a  half  every  year,  there  should  be 
tangible  evidence  that  the  money  is  applied  in  the 
best  manner  for  the  good  of  the  men.  One  or  two 
statements  in  this  report  of  the  gentleman  struck 
me  as  extraordinary  ;  and  underneath  the  whole 
of  what  is  said  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  I  could 
see  that  notwithstanding  their  loyalty,  they  would 
like  very  well  to  attack  the  officer  who  had  the 
courage  to  tell  them  the  truth  about  what  he  found 
in  the  department.  He  says  : 

“  Allowances  are  drawn  annually  for  drill  instruction, 
and  for  care  of  arms,  tor  which  the  country  receives  no 
real  value.” 

That  is  more  than  we  have  ever  said  : 

“  They  are  paid  to  officers  who  are  incapable  of  impart¬ 
ing  instruction,  and  who  are  unable  to  give  sufficient 
attention  to  the  arms  under  their  charge.” 

That  is  what  the  General  says.  Now,  is  it  any 
wonder  that  in  face  of  a  statement  like  that,  an 
hon.  member  of  this  House,  where  all  parties  are 
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represented,  should  deem  it  his  duty  to  call  atten¬ 
tion  to  it  ? 

“  It  cannot  strictly  be  said  that  any  system  exists  for 
the  issue  of  equipment  and  clothing.  At  present  many 
corps  are  left  unprovided  with  the  issues  to  which  they 
are  entitled,  while  others  get  more  than  their  share.” 

That  is  organization  for  you.  Now,  is  it  not  right 
that  we  should  discuss  these  matters  —not  by  rising 
and  complaining  that  somebody  has  wounded  the 
feeling  of  somebody  else,  but  like  honest  men,  sent 
here  to  do  our  duty,  by  endeavouring  to  find  where 
the  fault  lies  and  to  seek  a  remedy  for  it.  Is  it  not 
our  duty  to  see  that  the  funds  are  applied  in  the 
best  interests  of  the  force,  to  see  that  the  militia  is 
put  upon  such  a  footing  as  that  it  will  turn  out 
with  the  drum  call  and  do  its  duty  ?  A  good  deal 
has  been  said  about  my  lion,  friend  from  Brant 
(Mr.  Somerville).  Well,  while  there  may  be  a 
difference  of  opinion  as  to  whether  he  should  have 
read  these  affidavits,  there  can  be  no  difference  of 
opinion  as  to  what  be  meant.  Surely,  there  was 
nothing  to  show  that  he  meant  to  attack  the  hon. 
friend  from  Toronto  (Mr.  Denison).  These  affida¬ 
vits  indicate  that  money  was  paid  out — and  I  want 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  Minister  of  Militia  to 
this — upon  returns  made  that  were  incorrect. 
Surely,  that  does  not  refer  to  the  colonel  of  the. 
regiment.  It  is  a  new  thing  that  the  colonel  pays 
out  money  for  these  parties.  The  affidavits  only 
refer  to  the  parties  in  the  regiment  who  made  up 
these  statements  and  got  the  money,  because  I 
take  it  the  colonel  only  needs  to  countersign. 

Mr.  BOM  ELL.  He  has  to  certify  to  their  cor¬ 
rectness  on  his  honour  as  an  officer. 

Mr.  FRASER.  But  everybody  knows  that  when 
the  statement  is  brought  to  him  by  the  proper 
officer,  he  does  not  enquire  whether  it  is  correct  in 
all  its  details.  He  must  take  the  word  of  his  sub¬ 
ordinate  as  to  whether  it  is  correct.  The  Minister 
does  not  know  how  many  hours  are  put  in  by 
every  person  in  his  department ;  neither  can  the 
colonel  know  who  drilled  and  how  long  they  drill¬ 
ed  ;  he  accepts  the  statement  of  his  subordinate. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  do  not  certify  to  the  work 
done. 

Mr.  FRASER.  Certainly  not.  If  the  Minister 
had  to  certify  to  all  the  work  done  in  his  depart¬ 
ment,  he  would  never  certify  to  it  unless  he  knew 
of  his  own  knowledge  that  all  the  work  was  done. 
It  is  the  same  way  with  a  colonel.  The  colonel 
cannot  know  of  his  own  knowledge  that  every  man 
who  is  on  the  pay-sheet  has  actually  drilled  his 
full  time.  That  is  all  my  hon.  friend  said.  He 
merely  said  that  money  was  paid  out  to  these 
parties  that  should  not  be  paid  out,  that  there  was 
somewhere  in  the  department  a  loose  way  of 
making  payments  of  money — not  at  all  attacking 
the  hon.  gentleman  himself.  I  trust  the  long 
discussion  we  have  had  this  afternoon  and 
evening  will  lead  us  to  consider  seriously  the 
statements  made  by  the  highest  officer  in 
the  force,  made  with  a  keenness  evidently 
begotten  with  long  training  in  the  greatest  army 
of  the  world.  I  hope  those  statements  will  not 
be  lightly  thrown  aside.  It  is  well  that  our  faults 
should  be  manfully  told  us,  and  I  hope  that  not 
only  the  Minister  but  that  every  official  in  the 
Militia  Department,  will  take  to  heart  the  state¬ 
ments  made  in  that  report.  It  is  our  duty  to  see 
that  the  money  that  is  expended  in  this  country 
Mr.  Fraser. 


for  militia  shall  be  expended  according  to  the 
methods  taught  us  by  men  trained  in  the  English 
Army.  We  need  not  bother  ourselves  as  to  our 
loyalty,  or  bravery,  or  anything  else,  but  if  our 
militia  force  is  properly  organized,  we  need  fear 
nothing ;  we  shall  be  able  if  our  turn  should 
ever  come,  to  take  our  stand  and  do  our  duty. 

'Mr.  DALY.  It  is  evident  from  the  remarks  of 
the  hon.  gentleman  who  has  just  spoken  (Mr. 
Fraser)  and  from  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  member 
for  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills)  and  other  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite,  that  they  feel  the  position  in  which  the 
hon.  member  for  Kent  (Mr.  Campbell)  placed  him¬ 
self  when  he  made  the  very  offensive  remarks  he 
did  a  short  time  ago — not  this  afternoon,  as  the 
hon.  member  for  Bothwell  said,  but  about  two 
hours  ago.  Neither  did  the  hon.  member  for  Guys- 
borough  (Mr.  Fraser),  nor  the  hon.  member  for  Both- 
well,  deny  that  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Kent 
stated  that  the  militia  force  of  Canada  were  a  dis¬ 
grace  to  Canada.  Those  are  the  words  which  stirred 
the  righteous  indignation  of  the  member  for  Nor¬ 
folk  (Mr.  Tisdale),  and,  like  an  old  soldier,  he  got 
up  and  did  his  duty  in  defending  the  force. 
The  hon.  member  for  Grey  (Mr.  Landerkin)  smiles, 
but  I  want  to  know  if  he  ever  served  his  country 
as  the  member  for  Norfolk  has  done ,?  It  well  be¬ 
came  the  hon.  member  for  Norfolk  to  rise  in  his 
seat  and  indignantly  hurl  back  those  words  in  the 
teeth  of  the  hon.  member  for  Kent.  Now,  if  that 
hon.  gentleman  had  had  any  knowledge  whatever 
of  the  militia  force  of  Canada,  if  he  had  had  any 
recollection  of  the  discussion  that  has  taken  place 
in  this  House  during  the  six  sessions  that  I  have 
been  here,  he  would  never  have  got  up  in  the 
House  and  attacked  the  militia  force  in  this  man¬ 
ner.  A  good  deal  has  been  said  of  the  report  of 
the  Major-General.  Sir,  the  Major-General  says 
in  his  conclusion  : 

“  In  conclusion,  it  only  remains  for  me  to  add  that  I 
have  in  this  report  directed  the  criticism  it  is  my  duty  to 
make,  chiefly  upon  organization.” 

And  then  to  show  that  he  does  not  believe  that  the 
militia  of  Canada  are  a  disgrace  to  the  country, 
he  concludes  by  saying  : 

“  Powerful  in  physique,  intelligent  and  eager  to  learn, 
the  militia  at  present  contains  the  unorganized  elements 
of  a  strong  national  force.  Moreover,  in  the  men  of  the 
rural  militia  there  exists  that  capacity  for  adapting 
themselves  to  circumstances,  and  ‘handiness,’  engen¬ 
dered  by  practical  acquaintance  with  camp  life,  in  their 
ordinary  avocations,  which  is  a  most  valuable  quality  for 
a  soldier  in  the  field.  What  is  required  is  system  and 
organization  in  every  department.” 

Now,  I  do  not  think  there  is  any  member  of  this 
House  who  has  discussed  this  question,  who  does 
not  admit  that  heretofore  there  has  not  been  that 
organization  in  our  militia  system  which  we  could 
desire,  and  I  for  one,  as  an  old  volunteer,  am  glad 
to  think  that  we  have  had  sent  among  us  a  Major- 
General  who  has  been  able  to  criticise,  in  this  bold 
and  frank  manner,  the  militia  system  of  Canada. 

I  hope  with  the  report  that  we  have  before  us,  now 
that  we  have  had  a  change  in  the  commanding  officer 
of  the  force,  and  that  we  have  a  change  in  the  head 
of  the  Militia  Department,  proper  efforts  will  be 
made  to  correct  defects  which  have  been  pointed 
out.  Now  another  word  as  to  the  hon.  member  for 
Brant  (Mr.  Somerville).  The  last  speaker  said 
that  the  remarks  of  that  hon.  gentleman  were  not 
directed  personally  to  the  member  for  Toronto  (Mr. 
Denison).  I  would  like  to  ask  him  how  he  could  say 
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that  in  view  of  the  fact  that  after  the  member  for 
Toronto  had  replied  to  the  member  for  Brant,  the 
member  for  Brant  then  rose  in  his  seat  and  said 
that  although  he  had  those  documents  in  his  desk, 
he  never  intended  to  use  them  until  the  member  for 
Toronto  had  risen  with  his  high  and  mighty  military 
air.  Is  that  not  conclusive  evidence  to  hon.  gentle¬ 
men,  that  it  was  a  matter  of  spleen  and  spite  on  the 
hon.  gentleman’s  part,  and  that  the  attack  was  made 
with  a  view  to  get  even  with  the  hon.  gentleman. 
We  have  had  a  spectacle  which  I  never  desire  again 
to  behold  in  the  Parliament  of  Canada,  that  a  gentle¬ 
man  should  rise  and  read  affidavits  not  signed,  read 
what  the  hon.  gentleman  admits  to  be  copies  of 
affidavits,  and  thus  charge  an  hon.  gentleman  with 
having  fraudulently  used  the  money  of  the  country. 
He  cannot  be  conversant  or  have  any  knowledge  of 
the  responsibility  that  rests  on  his  shoulders.  If 
he  was  the  man  he  ought  to  be,  he  would  make 
openly  the  charges  that  the  hon.  member  had  dealt 
fraudulently  with  the  money  of  the  country.  But 
the  hon.  gentleman’s  party  have  not  pursued  that 
course,  and  he,  with  other  members  of  his  party 
have  given  vent  to  venom  and  slander  session  after 
session,  and  to-day  have  come  here,  and  in  an  under¬ 
hand  way,  have  made  an  attack  against  an  hon. 
member  and  against  his  brother,  which  they  dare 
not  make  outside  of  the  House.  I  hope  for  the 
honour  of  this  House  that  the  member  for  West 
Toronto  (Mr.  Denison)  will  not  allow  the  matter  to 
rest,  but  will  bring  it  home  to  the  member  for  North 
Brant  (Mr.  Somerville),  and  will  show  to  this  House 
and  country  that  no  hon.  gentleman  can  be  insulted 
in  the  way  the  hon.  member  for  West  Toronto  has 
been  insulted  without  making  the  man  who  insulted 
him  conduct  himself  in  a  manner  becoming  a  mem¬ 
ber  of  the  House  of  Commons  of  Canada. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  I  am  rather  amused  at 
the  forced  indignation  of  the  hon.  member  for 
Selkirk  (Mr.  Daly).  We  all  know  what  kind 
of  a  man  he  is,  and  it  is  no  use  discussing  the 
member  for  Selkirk.  But  I  repudiate  that  my 
remarks  were  intended  as  a  personal  attack  on  the 
member  for  West  Toronto  (Mr.  Denison).  I  had  no 
intention  of  doing  so.  The  discussion  was  as  to  the 
expenditure  of  public  money,  and  I  had  with  me 
these  affidavits  which  had  been  sent  to  me  for  the 
purpose  of  having  this  matter  investigated,  and  I 
stated  in  my  remarks  that  these  were  simply  copies 
of  the  affidavits.  I  state  now  that  the  originals 
are  in  the  possession  of  a  reputable  law  firm  in 
Toronto,  and  that  the  gentleman  who  sent  them 
stated  that  he  had  the  originals  and  that  these  men 
had  been  unable  to  obtain  an  investigation  before 
the  proper  authorities.  What  else  could  I  do  but 
produce  these  documents  to  the  House,  in  order  to 
show  that  the  public  money  voted  had  been  used  in 
that  way,  that  a  return  had  not  been  given  of  the 
money  spent  in  maintaining  the  Governor  General’s 
Body  Guard  in  Toronto.  I  did  not  charge  the  hon. 
member  for  West  Toronto  with  having  put  this 
money  in  his  pocket — I  never  dreamed  of  it  ;  I  did 
not  suppose  he  had  the  handling  of  the  money. 

Mr.  DENISON.  You  insinuated  it. 

Mr.  DALY.  You  did. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  I  did  not. 

Mr.  DENISON.  You  insinuated  it,  and  did  not 
believe  the  statement. 


Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  I  did  not  insinuate  it.  I 
said  I  had  reason  to  believe  that  the  statements 
made  in  the  affidavits  are  true.  I  ask  the  com¬ 
mittee  to  read  the  affidavits  again,  and  find  out 
whether  they  contain  any  statements  setting  forth 
that  the  member  for  West  Toronto  received  any  of 
that  money  himself.  No  such  statement  will  be 
found  in  the  affidavits.  It  will  be  found  that  the 
charge  made  in  the  affidavits  is  that  the  money 
was  not  paid  to  those  men.  But  the  affidavits  do 
not  say  that  Colonel  Denison  got  the  money  him¬ 
self.  I  had  no  intention  to  charge  Colonel  Denison 
with  putting  money  into  his  own  pocket.  I  had  a 
light  to  bring  these  affidavits  before  the  attention 
of  the  committee,  and  show  that  there  were  certain 
men  in  the  force  who  believed  that  money  was 
drawn  by  some  of  the  officers  of  that  Body  Guard  in 
Toronto,  and  that  the  country  received  no  value 
for  that  expenditure.  That  is  the  position  I  took, 
and  I  think  I  was  perfectly  justified  in  doing  so. 

I  was  not  making  personal  charges  against  the 
member  for  West  Toronto.  I  was  endeavouring  to* 
show  the  House  that  those  men  in  Toronto  had 
sworn  that  this  money  was  not  paid  to  them, 
although  they  were  called  on  to  sign  the  pay-roll, 
and  thus  show  they  had  received  it.  That  is  the 
position  I  took  on  the  matter. 

Mr.  HAZEN.  It  is  quite  clear  to  my  mind  that 
however  much  the  hon.  gentleman  who  has  just 
taken  his  seat  may  sneer  at  the  indignation  ex¬ 
pressed  by  hon.  gentlemen  on  this  side  of  the 
House,  at  the  course  taken  by  him,  it  has  had  an 
effect,  and  that  effect  has  been  to  cause  the  hon. 
gentleman  to  take  back  water,  and  to  now  make 
a  statement  before  the  House  entirely  different 
from  his  previous  attack  on  the  hon.  member  for 
West  Toronto.  The  hon.  gentleman  when  he  first 
addressed  the  committee,  declared  that  he  would 
not  have  referred  to  the  matter,  but  for  the  remarks 
which  the  hon.  member  for  Toronto  had  made. 
Any  one  in  the  House  who  heard  the  attack,  and 
heard  the  affidavits,  or  what  he  called  affidavits, 
but  which  were  not  affidavits  at  all,  read,  could 
not  help  coming  to  the  conclusion  that  the  simple 
aim  of  the  hon.  member  for  South  Brant  (Mr. 
Somerville)  was  to  besmirch  the  character  of  as 
honourable  a  gentleman  as  sits  in  this  Parliament, 
or  in  any  other  parliament  under  the  sun.  What 
effect  could  the  charge  of  the  hon.  gentleman  have 
but  that  ?  The  effect  of  the  charge  was  that  pay¬ 
rolls  had  been  tampered  with,  and  the  inference 
drawn  was  that  the  hon.  gentleman  was  aware 
that  that  tampering  had  been  done,  that  it  was 
known  by  the  hon.  gentleman  who  sits  as  the 
honoured  representative  of  West  Toronto,  and  who 
was  in  command  of  the  regiment  where  the  alleged 
wrong-doing  is  said  to  have  taken  place.  I  repeat, 
the  only  influence  which  any  one  hearing  the 
allegations  for  the  first  time  could  have  drawn 
from  the  hon.  gentleman’s  accusation  was  that 
the  hon.  member  for  Toronto  wras  a  dishonest  man, 
a  man  who,  as  a  colonel  of  the  regiment,  permitted 
wrong-doing,  and  as  such  was  unworthy  to  sit  in 
this  House.  It  has  always  seemed  to  me  that 
members  of  this  House  ought  to  exercise  a  certain 
degree  of  care  before  making  charges  calculated  to 
reflect  on  the  personal  standing  of  one  another.  I 
would  ask  hon.  members  if  the  statements  and 
charges  which  the  hon.  member  for  South  Brant 
made  against  the  hon.  member  for  West  Toronto 
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had  not  been  met  in  the  manner  they  have  been 
met,  whether  it  is  not  a  fact  that  every  Liberal 
newspaper  in  the  country  would  have  heralded 
the  information  that  serious  charges  had  been  made 
against  the  member  for  West  Toronto,  that  the 
statements  made  reflected  on  his  honour  as  a  man 
and  a  gentlemart,  and  that  the  charges  might  pos¬ 
sibly  be  substantiated  by  evidence.  I  deem  it  to  be 
a  serious  matter  to  make  such  a  charge  reflecting 
on  the  character  of  a  member  of  this  House,  and  a 
member  who  makes  such  a  charge  as  that  without, 
as  he  might  do,  going  to  the  Militia  Department 
and  ascertaining  the  falsity  or  the  truth  of  the 
charges,  is  assuming  a  most  serious  responsibility, 
one  which  no  member  should  do  when  his  action 
reflects  on  the  conduct  of  a  brother  member,  even 
though  his  politics  may  possibly  be  not  the  same 
as  his  own.  I  desire  to  say  that  any  one  who  knows 
the  hon.  member  for  West  Toronto,  who  knows 
his  reputation  and  high  character  for  honour  and 
honesty  he  bears  in  this  country,  would  not 
*for  a  single  instant,  even  if  the  charge 
made  by  the  hon.  gentleman  had  not  been  met, 
have  believed  that  the  charge  is  true.  Further 
than  that  I  may  say  the  hon.  member  for  Kent,  in 
referring  to  the  hon.  gentleman’s  speech,  spoke  as 
though  the  hon.  member  for  West  Toronto  were  a 
man  whose  sole  aim  and  object  in  his  connection 
with  the  militia  force  was  to  wear  a  uniform  and 
go  about  the  streets  of  Toronto  as  the  hon.  member 
for  Kent  said,  although  I  do  not  understand  his 
allusion,  marching  to  the  tune  of  a  band  playing 
“  Croppies  lie  Down,”  or  a  similar  air.  Ido  not 
know  what  the  hon.  gentleman  meant  by  such  an 
allusion,  but  any  one  who  is  acquainted  with  the 
member  for  Toronto  knows  that  he  is  a  soldier  of 
whom  any  country  or  nation  might  be  proud.  The 
hon.  gentleman  has  shown  himself  to  be  a  sol¬ 
dier  on  many  occasions.  We  all  know  that  when 
a  mere  boy  he  was  attached  to  General  Wolseley’s 
staff  at  the  Red  River  Expedition.  We  all  know 
that  the  hon.  gentleman  went  up  to  the  Nile  in 
command  of  the  Canadian  voyageurs,  and  for  do¬ 
ing  so  received  the  thanks  and  honours  bestowed 
by  his  Sovereign  and  by  his  Queen.  Further  than 
that,  I  say  that  I  think  it  was  an  unmanly 
thing  for  the  hon.  member  for  Brant  (Mr.  Somer¬ 
ville)  to  attempt  to  besmirch  the  character  of  the 
brother  of  the  hon.  gentleman,  who  does  not  oc¬ 
cupy  a  seat  in  this  House,  but  who  occupies  an 
official  position  in  the  city  of  Toronto.  I  sin¬ 
cerely  trust  that  the  effect  of  this  discussion  will  be 
at  least  to  make  hon.  gentlemen — -I  care  not  on 
what  side  of  the  House  they  may  be — hesitate  and 
be  careful  before  making  charges  of  a  serious  char¬ 
acter,  and  before  making  reflections  upon  charac¬ 
ters  of  hon.  members  of  this  House. 

I 

Mr.  LAURIER.  Mr.  Chairman,  it  may  well 
be  that  after  the  reading  of  the  papers  a  moment 
ago,  by  m3' hon.  friend  from  Brant  (Mr.  Somerville), 
that  it  might  have  been  supposed  on  the  other  side ' 
of  the  House  that  my  hon.  friend  from  Brant  in¬ 
tended  to  make  an  attack  upon  the  hon.  member 
for  Toronto  (Mr.  Denison).  But,  after  the  very 
emphatic  disclaimer  which  my  hon.  friend  from 
Brant  (Mr.  Somerville)  has  made,  and  repeated 
again,  that  he  had  no  intention  whatever  of  impugn¬ 
ing  the  character  of  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
Toronto  (Mr.  Denison),  it  seems  to  me,  that  there 
should  be  no  more  said  upon  this  subject.  I  am 
Mr.  Hazen. 


sure  my  hon.  friend  from  Brant  had  no  intention 
whatever  to  convey  anything  which  might  be 
derogatory  to  the  character  of  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  Toronto  (Mr.  Denison),  and  I  am  sure  further, 
not  only  in  my  own  behalf,  but,  also,  in  the  behalf 
of  every  friend  beside  me,  that  on  this  side  of  the 
House  we  have  nothing  but  the  greatest  respect  for 
the  member  for  Toronto  (Mr.  Denison),  and  that 
we  believe  him  quite  incapable  not  only  of  pocket¬ 
ing  money,  but  of  doing  anything  which  would  be 
derogatory  to  an  hon.  gentleman. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  am  sure  we  all  con¬ 
sider  it  gratifying  indeed  to  hear  the  observations 
made  by  the  hon.  leader  of  the  Opposition,  but  I 
think  it  is  due  to  the  House,  and  it  is  due  to  the 
hon.  member  for  Brant  (Mr.  Somerville)  himself,, 
that  such  a  statement  should  come  from  him. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  He  did  say  so. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  did  not  see  the 
affidavits  read  by  the  hon.  member  for  Brant  (Mr. 
Somerville)— I  think  he  read  them  twice — but  I 
was  here  when  he  read  them,  and  he  read  them  as 
affidavits  ;  and  it  has  been  said  here  that  they  are 
not  even  copies  of  affidavits,  but  appear  to  be  copies 
of  some  affidavits  in  part,  and  not  even  bearing 
signatures.  The  hon.  member  for  Brant  (Mr.  Som¬ 
erville)  has  disclaimed  any  idea  of  attacking  the 
hon.  member  for  Toronto  (Mr.  Denison).  So  far  so 
good.  That  is  satisfactory  as  the  hon.  the  leader 
of  the  Opposition  has  said  ;  but  I  listened  as  well 
as  I  could  to  these  affidavits  and  if  I  am  not  alto¬ 
gether  deceived  in  my  hearing,  they  contained  two 
statements  with  regard  to  the  hon.  member  for 
Toronto  (Mr.  Denison)  which  I  shall  presently  men¬ 
tion,  and  if  I  am  wrong  the  hon.  member  for  Brant 
(Mr.  Somerville)  will  correct  me.  One  of  the  state¬ 
ments  contained  in  these  affidavits  which  are  now 
extended  upon  Hansard  to  be  exhibited  to  the  pub¬ 
lic,  was  that  the  pay-list,  which  had  been  certified  to 
as  correct  by  the  hon.  member  for  Toronto  (Mr. 
Denison)  in  his  capacity  as  a  militia  officer,  was 
falsified.  Another  statement  which  was  contained 
in  these  affidavits  was  that  he  had  procured,  by 
false  evidence,  the  conviction  of  a  man  in  the  city 
of  Toronto,  in  order  to  prevent  an  investigation  of 
a  disgraceful  charge  against  himself.  It  is  in 
vain  for  any  person  who  understands  the  English 
language  to  say,  that  having  read  documents  of 
that  kind  in  the  House,  it  was  not  intended  to 
attack  the  character  of  another  hon.  member  ;  be¬ 
cause  the  hon.  member  who  is  referred  to  in  these 
two  charges  would  have  no  character  at  all  if 
there  were  the  least  semblance  of  truth  in  the  state¬ 
ments  which  the  member  for  Brant  (Mr.  Somer¬ 
ville)  read.  I  rose,  not  for  the  purpose  of  renew¬ 
ing  the  discussion  or  making  it  more  bitter,  but 
for  the  purpose  of  suggesting  to  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  North  Brant  (Mr.  Somerville)  whether  he 
should  not  in  view  of  the  statements  which  have 
been  made  by  the  hon.  member  for  Toronto  (Mr. 
Denison),  at  least  himself  withdraw  these  papers 
and  withdraw  the  charges  which  they  convey. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  As  I  said  before  I  made 
no  charges  against  the  member  for  West  Toronto 
(Mr.  Denison).  I  have  not  these  documents  in  my 
possession  now,  and  I  cannot  remember  every 
word  that  is  contained  in  them,  but  I  do  know 
that  the  gentleman  who  resides  in  Toronto  and 
who  forwarded  them  to  me,  declared  in  a  letter 
which  he  sent  that  he  had  the  original  of  all 
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these  affidavits  in  his  possession  and  that  they 
could  be  produced  at  any  time  they  were  required. 
I  do  not  know  that  I  can  say  anything  further  in 
regard  to  this  matter.  The  charge  as  originally 
presented  was  that  the  money  belonging  to  the 
Government  was  not  expended  judiciously,  and 
that  men  had  been  allowed  to  sign  these  pay-rolls 
and  obtain  money,  who  ought  not  to  sign  them  or 
obtain  the  money.  That  was  the  information  that 
was  presented  to  me.  I  do  not  know  who  got  the 
money  nor  who  certified  to  this  matter.  All  I 
know  about  it  is  that  these  affidavits  were  sent  to 
me,  and  I  have  presented  them  to  this  committee, 
to  show,  that  according  to  these  affidavits,  if  they 
are  correct,  this  money  had  not  been  properly  ex¬ 
pended.  I  think  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Minister  of 
Militia  to  have  the  men  who  made  these  affidavits — 
copies  of  which  I  said  only  had  been  presented  to  me 
— examined,  so  that  he  may  ascertain  whether  the}’ 
are  correct  or  not.  I  do  not  vouch  for  the  correct¬ 
ness  of  these  affidavits  or  copies  of  affidavits,  but 
they  were  sent  tt>  me  as  copies  of  original  affidavits 
by  a  reputable  law  firm  in  the  city  of  Toronto.  As 
I  said  before,  the  position  I  take  in  this  matter  is, 
that  I  make  no  charge  against  anybody.  The  only 
charge  I  make  is  that  if  the  copies  of  the  affidavits 
which  I  have  read  are  correct,  then  the  money  be¬ 
longing  to  the  people  of  Canada  has  not  been  pro¬ 
perly  expended. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  The  hon.  gentleman 
will  see,  further,  that  if  he  is  not  making  any  charge 
himself,  he  is  enabling  persons  outside  of  this  House, 
whose  character  he  cannot  vouch  for,  to  make  a  very 
disgraceful  and  untruthful  charge,  from  his  place 
in  this  House,  against  an  lion,  member. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I. )  I  think,  in  justice  to  the 
hon.  member  for  Brant  (Mr.  Somerville),  it  must  be 
remembered  that  when  he  read  the  affidavits  he 
distinctly  and  emphatically  said,  and  repeated  it 
two  or  three  times  :  “It  must  be  remembered  that 
I  do  not  make  any  charge  against  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  from  Toronto.” 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  Why  did  he  read  them, 
then  ? 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.  E.  I.)  Allow  me  a  moment, 
please.  I  have  not  intervened  in  this  debate 
before.  I  have  been  listening  to  the  scolding  which 
has  taken  place  from  the  other  side  of  the  House, 
and  which  to  a  large  extent  I  think  was  unneces¬ 
sary.  I  think  that  the  statement  made  by  the 
hon.  member  from  Brant  (Mr.  Somerville),  sup¬ 
ported  as  it  was  by  the  leader  of  the  Opposition, 
ought  to  be  accepted.  It  was  a  very  frank  and  a 
very  manly  statement,  and  1  would  add  my  tes¬ 
timony  to  that  which  has  been  expressed  by  the 
leader  of  the  Opposition,  that  the  charge  having 
been  read  and  the  hon.  member  for  Toronto  (Mr. 
Denison)  having  denied  it  emphatically,  nothing 
more  need  be  said  about  it.  If  the  department 
think  an  enquiry  is  desirable  they  can  make  it,  and 
I  am  perfectly  sure,  as  my  hon.  friend  the  leader 
of  the  Opposition  is  sure,  that  when  the  hon. 
member  from  Toronto  (Mr.  Denison)  says  the  state¬ 
ments  are  false,  they  will  be  found  to  be  false.  I 
have  the  highest  respect  for  the  hon.  member  for 
Toronto  (Mr.  Denison),  and  I  believe  that  when  he 
says  from  his  place  in  this  House  that  these  state¬ 
ments  are  false,  his  word  will  be  accepted  as  it  has 
been  accepted  by  hon.  gentlemen  on  both  sides  of 
the  House.  I  do  not  think  there  is  anything  to 
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be  gained  by  a  reiteration  of  these  remarks  by 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  The  scolding  which  the 
hon.  member  for  St.  John  (Mr.  Hazen)  indulged 
in,  did  not  do  any  good,  nor  had  it  any  relevancy 
to  the  matter  before  the  House.  The  hon.  member 
for  Brant  (Mr.  Somerville),  however,  has  not  re¬ 
ceived  the  credit  he  is  entitled  to  for  having  stated 
they  were  imperfect  when  he  read  these  documents. 
Although  I  read  them  they  are  imperfect  and  I  know 
nothing  of  the  facts. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  What  did  he  read  them  for  ? 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  He  has  told  you  because 
iney  were  sent  by  a  reputable  firm  in  Toronto. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Name. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  Would  you  have  read  the  papers 
if  they  were  sent  to  you  in  the  same  way  ? 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  I  do  not  know  the  name. 
What  do  hon.  gentlemen  mean  by  asking  me  to 
name.  I  do  not  know  anything  about  it. 

Mr.  McALISTER.  If  he  knew’  they  were  im¬ 
perfect  he  had  no  right  to  use  them. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  The  hon.  gentleman  read 
them  as  he  received  them,  and  he  stated  their  im¬ 
perfections  when  he  read  them.  Now,  I  do  not 
think  there  is  any  good  to  be  derived  from  a  con¬ 
tinuation  of  the  wrangle,  because  the  hon.  member 
for  North  Brant  has  done  as  squarely  and  as  manly 
as  any  man  could  do  in  making  the  statement  he 
has  made  and  in  repeating  it  again  and  again. 
Now,  I  rise  for  the  purpose  of  calling  the  attention 
of  the  Minister  of  Militia  to  what  I  believe  is  a 
very  wrong  system,  which  we  have  carried  on 
from  year  to  year  in  this  House  with  reference  to 
the  militia  estimates,  and  which  is  provocative  of 
a  great  deal  of  misspent  time.  The  Militia  Depart¬ 
ment,  above  all  other  departments  in  the  service, 
ought  to  be  absolutely  free  from  political  influence. 
There  is  no  monopoly  of  patriotism  on  the  other  side 
of  the  House.  There  are  as  many  volunteers  in 
this  country  who  are  Liber  als  in  their  political  faith 
as  Conservatives.  We  have  as  great  an  admiration 
of  the  volunteer  service  as  hon.  gentlemen  opposite. 
There  are  men  in  that  service  who  are  a  credit  to 
the  country  and  would  be  a  credit  to  any  country. 
There  are  men  there  who  when  they  go  to  the  political 
booth  vote  as  Liberals,  but  who  when  in  the  ranks 
know  themselves  as  militia  men.  But  what  I 
want  to  come  to  is  this  :  The  Militia  Department 
is  advised  by  an  expert  sent  out  from  the  old 
country  who  knows  his  dirty,  and  who  in  the  pre¬ 
sent  instance,  I  am  proud  to  say,  is  not  afraid  to 
express  his  views  ;  and  when  he  reports  to  the 
department,  criticising  the  organization  and  the 
manner  in  which  the  public  money  is  spent  upon 
it,  and  suggesting  certain  changes,  I  think  it  is 
desirable  that  the  hon.  Minister  of  Militia  should 
adopt  the  plan  which  has  been  carried  out  for  many 
years  in  the  mother  country.  When  the  Secretary 
of  the  Army  or  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  comes 
down  to  the  House  with  his  estimates,  he  submits 
to  the  House  the  policy  which heasks  them  to  adopt. 
If  he  has  any  changes  to  propose,  he  announces  them 
and  asks  the  House  to  endorse  them.  If  no  change 
is  desirable,  he  tells  the  House  so  ;  and  the  members 
of  the  House  who  are  conversant  with  the  fact,  as 
many  are  in  this  House,  are  then  in  a  position 
to  criticise.  But  here  we  have  from  the  General 
in  charge  a  large  number  of  very  valuable  sugges¬ 
tions,  and  as  one  member  of  this  House,  I  want  to 
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know  how  far  those  suggestions  meet  with  the 
approval  of  the  Minister,  and  are  going  to  be 
adopted.  We  are  voting  this  money,  I  respectfully 
submit,  in  the  dark.  The  expenditure  of  the 
money  which  we  have  voted  hitherto  has  met  with 
severe  criticism  at  the  hands  of  the  General.  I  do 
not  think  we  should  be  afraid  or  ashamed  of  that 
criticism.  As  one  member  of  this  House,  I  would 
convey  my  thanks  to  that  officer  for  the  manliness 
and  courage  he  has  exhibited — for  it  requires  no 
small  courage  to  tell  the  truth — in  stating  that 
while  some  of  our  regiments  and  companies  deserve 
all  praise,  there  are  others  that  deserve  censure. 
My  hon.  friend  from  Kent,  who  calls  special  atten¬ 
tion  to  that  portion  of  the  General’s  report  which 
refers  to  the  inefficiency  of  some  companies,  has 
been  censured  on  the  other  side.  But  we  ought 
not  to  shut  our  eyes  to  these  facts,  and  I  do  not 
think  the  hon.  Minister  of  Militia  desires  to  shut 
his  eyes  to  them.  For  instance,  take  that  very 
statement  of  the  General  that  the  24th,  the  25th 
and  the  26th  Battalions  were  all  very  weak,  and 
the  ranks  were  filled  with  boys  of  indifferent  phy¬ 
sique.  It  does  not  follow  from  that,  that  all  the 
companies  in  Canada  are  included  in  this  reflection. 
I  know  that  in  the  province  from  which  I  come  we 
have  some  companies  which  any  general  might  be 
proud  to  have  under  his  command  ;  but  we  must 
not  shut  our  ej^es  to  the  blots  upon  the  force. 
Now,  I  wish  to  know  which  of  these  suggestions 
of  the  General  meet  with  the  approval  of  the 
Minister,  and  how  many  of  them  are  going  to  be 
carried  out.  One  very  important  remark  the 
General  makes  with  reference  to  the  pay  of  the 
militia,  saying  that  the  rural  regiments  do  not  get 
fair-play,  that  they  receive  a  very  much  smaller 
share  of  the  money  than  they  are  entitled  to. 
On  page  4  he  says,  with  respect  to  the  proportion 
of  vote  No.  100  in  the  militia  estimates  allotted  as 
pay  to  each  category,  that  44  per  cent  is  voted  to 
rural  corps  and  34  per  cent  to  city  corps,  or  a 
difference  of  one-third  only  in  favour  of  rurals  corps. 
With  regard  to  this  he  says  : 

“  The  disadvantage  under  which  rural  corps  labour  is 
sufficiently  evident,  when  it  is  remembered  that  their 
established  strength  exceeds  that  of  city  corps  in  the  pro¬ 
portion  of  three  to  one.” 

If  this  is  true,  the  rural  corps  are  not  being  treated 
with  fair-play  ;  and  the  General  suggests — I  have 
not  experience  to  enable  me  to  say  whether  his 
suggestion  is  a  good  one  or  can  be  carried  out — I 
want  to  know  what  the  Minister  at  the  head  of  the 
department  is  prepared  to  say  about  it — that  the 
city  corps  should  be  paid  in  a  different  way.  He 
proposes  that  the  per  capita  grant  should  go  into 
the  regimental  fund  in  the  case  of  city  corps,  who 
should  be  in  the  nature  of  volunteers,  and  that  the 
grant  to  rural  corps  should  go  to  the  men,  who 
should  be  in  the  nature  of  militia.  Does  the  hon. 
Minister  agree  with  the  General  in  that  particular? 
Is  that  the  policy  he  is  going  to  adopt?  Discussion 
on  these  estimates  should  not  be  confined  to  details 
alone ;  but  when  we  have  suggestions  from  the 
General  affecting  the  whole  organization  of  the 
force,  I  do  not  think  the  estimates  should  be  car¬ 
ried  through  without  the  committee  being  treated 
by  the  Minister  of  Militia  with  his  intention  with 
regard  to  the  suggestions. 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  The  misfortune  is  that  hon. 
gentlemen  are  not  in  the  House  during  the  whole 
discussion.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  had  paid  the 
Mr.  Davies  (P.E.I.) 


slighest  attention  to  the  early  portion  of  the  dis¬ 
cussion,  he  would  have  heard  my  views  on  the 
suggestions  made  by  the  General. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  He  was  too  much  occupied  in 
covering  the  retreat  of  the  hon.  member  for  North 
Brant. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Yes,  and  like  the  cuttle-fish,  he 
left  behind  a  good  deal  of  mud. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I. )  Do  you  call  that  mud? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Because  you  attempted  to  cover 
up  what  you  wanted  to  smother. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  Order. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  am  exceedingly  pleased  to 
find  the  hon.  leader  of  the  Opposition  and  the  hon. 
gentleman  at  his  left  so  sensitive  at  the  slighest 
remark  which  they  do  not  approve  of,  while  on 
this  and  other  occasions  they  hurl  forth  the  vilest 
epithets  at  hon.  gentlemen  on  this  side  of  the  House 
without  the  slightest  provocation,  which  we  hear 
and  receive  as  meekly  as  lambs,  ‘though  they  have 
no  more  effect  than  water  rolling  off  a  duck’s 
back.  W  hat  I  say  is  that  had  the  hon.  member 
for  Queen’s  paid  any  attention  to  what  I  said  before, 
he  would  have  heard  me  frankly  state  at  the  begin¬ 
ning,  and  repeated  in  reply  to  the  hon.  member  for 
Kent,  that  there  were  many  of  the  General’s  sug¬ 
gestions  of  which  I  highly  approved  and  would 
endeavour  to  carry  out,  while  there  were  others 
which  in  all  probability  I  would  not  be  able  to 
carry  out,  because  a  sufficient  sum  of  money  is 
not  placed  at  my  disposal.  Beyond  that,  I  should 
like  to  know  what  the  hon.  gentleman  wants  a 
Minister,  charged  with  the  grave  responsibility  of 
spending  this  money  and  controlling  the  manage¬ 
ment  of  40,000  or  50,000  men  in  the  country,  to 
do.  Does  he  want  me  to  pledge  the  Government 
and  myself  as  to  the  manner  in  which  the  minutiae 
of  the  suggestions  made  by  the  General  are  to  be 
carried  out  ?  I  made  a  general  statement  approv¬ 
ing  most  of  the  suggestions,  but  knowing  the  genius 
qf  our  people,  knowing  their  habits,  I  know  that 
some  of  the  suggestions  would  not  be  possible  to 
carry  out.  These  are  matters  which  will  have 
my  consideration  as  soon  as  I  have  the  time  and 
opportunity  to  do  it.  I  will  be  frank — for  I  like 
to  speak  in  this  House  as  everywhere  else — this 
report  was  only  put  in  my  hands  last  night,  and  it 
is  oidy  a  few  days  ago  I  read  the  report  of  the 
Major-General  and  the  Deputy  Minister  of  the 
department.  They  have  been  urging  the  different 
officers  to  prepare  statistics,  and  they  were  not 
ready  to  go  to  the  printers  until  a  few  days  ago  ; 
but  I  trust,  if  I  live  another  year  and  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  opposite  allow  me  to  remain  where  I  am,  to  be 
able  to  speak  with  a  little  more  authority  and 
knowledge  of  the  details  of  the  department,  and, 
as  my  hon.  friend  next  me  suggests,  a  little  less 
like  a  lamb.  Another  misfortune  which  afflicts  my 
hon.  friend  from  Queen’s  is  that  he  is  not  in  the  habit 
of  telling,  and  he  will  permit  me  to  say  so  very  re¬ 
spectfully,  all  the  truth  in  the  statements  he  makes 
in  this  House.  It  is  quite  true  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  Brant  made  use  of  the  statement  to 
which  the  hon.  gentleman  referred,  but  he  did  not 
do  so  when  he  introduced  the  subject  and  read  the 
affidavits.  He  did  so  after  an  attack  had  been 
made  upon  him  by  the  hon.  member  for  West 
Toronto,  and  then  he  got  up  and  disclaimed  all 
intention  of  impeaching  his  reputation  and  char- 
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acter.  That  is  quite  different  from  the  statement 
made  by  the  hon.  member  for  Queen’s.  While 
this  scolding  match  is  going  on,  as  the  hon. 
gentleman  calls  it,  let  us  look  at  one  of  the  state¬ 
ments.  Slater  says  among  other  things : 

“  I  was  tried,  convicted  and  imprisoned  for  thirty  days 
in  the  common  gaol  at  Toronto,  said  conviction  and  impri¬ 
sonment  being  an  illegal  prosecution,  on  a  false  charge, 
and  on  a  perjured  oath,  said  conviction  and  commitment 
being  signed,  and  so  on,  by  a  magistrate.  ” 

This  man  Slater  went  on  before  that  to  state  that 
the  hon.  member  for  West  Toronto  made  that 
affidavit  and  thus  accused  him  of  perjury.  The 
information  was  laid  by  the  hon.  member  for  West 
Toronto  and  this  affidavit,  if  such  it  be,  because  it 
is  not  signed — it  may  be  a  true  copy  ;  I  say  noth¬ 
ing  of  that — accuses  the  hon.  member  of  perjury. 
Yet  after  these  charges  were  positively  denied, 
after  it  was  affirmed  by  the  late  Minister  of  Militia 
that  he  made  a  full  investigation  into  the  matter, 
and  found  that  the  statement,  the  allegations  and 
the  charges  made  both  against  the  member  for 
West  Toronto  and  the  police  magistrate,  Lieut. - 
Colonel  Geo.  Denison,  were  unfounded,  still  the 
hon.  member  for  Brant  got  up  and  read  them  over 
and  over  again,  and  then  rose  and  disclaimed  any 
personal  reflections.  Let  me  ask  the  hon.  member 
for  Queen’s  :  Supposing  I  rise  solemnly  and 
calmly  and  read  a  lot  of  affidavits  accusing  him 
of  perjury,  theft  and  misappropriation  of  public 
money,  the  truth  of  which  he  solemnly  denied,  and 
supposing  I  should,  after  his  denial,  repeat  what 
I  had  said,  but  added  that  I  did  not  intend 
to  impugn  his  reputation,  though  I  knew  that  the 
charges  and  allegations  I  read  would  be  handed 
down  for  all  time  to  come  in  the  official  report, 
would  he  look  at  my  action  with  equal  philosophy, 
and  try  to  excuse  my  action  as  he  <fone  that  of  the 
member  for  North  Brant  ?  I  doubt  it. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.  E.I. )  I  will  not  accuse  the  hon. 
gentleman  of  being  a  lamb  or  a  sheep  or  anything  of 
that  kind,  for  I  know  he  is  prepared  to  fight  on  all  oc¬ 
casions;  but  I  would  say  that  he  has  not  answered  the 
just  criticism  which  I  gave  to  him  as  the  head  of  his 
department,  and  which  is  applicable,  not  only  to 
his  department  but  to  other  branches  of  the  ser¬ 
vice.  I  think  I  may  state  what  is  the  mind  of  the 
majority  of  the  House  when  I  say  that  when  esti¬ 
mates  are  given  in  a  matter  of  this  kind,  the  House 
is  entitled  to  know  what  the  policy  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  is.  Now  the  hon.  gentleman  accused  me  of 
not  being  present.  He  could  not  have  used  his  eyes 
because  I  was  here  the  whole  afternoon,  and  heard 
him  say  that  some  of  the  suggestions  of  the  General 
commended  themselves  to  him  and  some  did  not. 
That  is  exactly  what  I  want  him  to  tell  us,  which 
suggestions  commend  themselves  to  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman.  Here  is  a  valuable  book  presented  by  the 
General  who  suggests  a  number  of  ways  in  which 
our  force  may  be  made  more  efficient.  The  hon. 
gentleman  approves  of  some  and  disapproves  of 
others.  Of  which  does  he  approve  ?  Surely  this 
House  is  not  to  go  on  voting  money  year  after  year 
and  paying  a  large  salary  to  an  efficient  General  to 
direct  us  and  recommend  what  we  should  do  to  im¬ 
prove  the  force,  and  then  be  told  by  the  department 
that  they  are  not  to  say  what  recommendations 
they  accept  and  what  they  do  not.  We  find  on 
page  4  of  this  report  there  is  a  suggestion  with 
regard  to  the  way  in  which  money  should  be  paid 
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the  city  and  rural  corps.  Does  he  approve  of  that  ? 
On  page  (i  the  General  says  : 

“  Under  the  system  hitherto,  no  data  are  available  on 
which  to  base  a  trustworthy  estimate  of  the  cost  incident¬ 
al  to  the  training  of  the  rural  militia,  but  it  is  my  belief 
that  a  considerably  larger  force  could  be  annually  trained 
than  has  hitherto  been  the  case,  without  any  increase  in 
the  vote  for  drill  and  training.  I  am  not  prepared  at 
present  to  recommend  any  such  increase  of  expenditure.” 

Does  the  hon.  gentleman  adopt  that  recommend¬ 
ation  ?  The  House  is  surely  entitled  to  know  that. 
There  is  an  increase  brought  down  in  the  estim¬ 
ates,  but  that  was  before  the  hon.  gentleman 
received  the  General’s  report.  Is  that  to  be 
persisted  in  ?  Are  we  to  vote  .$25,  000  in  advance 
of  the  General’s  report. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  When  we  come  to  that  I  will 
explain 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P. E.I.)  I  do  not  ask  the  Minister 
h astily  to  form  an  opinion  on  these  important  matters. 
He  says  he  only  got  the  report  last  night  or  the 
day  before.  All  I  have  to  say  is  that  we  have 
been  forced  into  the  estimates  too  soon.  The  hon. 
gentleman  should  not  have  brought  on  the  estim¬ 
ates  until  he  had  the  opportunity  of  reading  the 
General’s  report  and  of  forming  his  opinion.  I  do 
not  say  that  all  the  General’s  suggestions  are  to  be 
swallowed  holus  bolus.  We  do  not  expect  that, 
but  we  expect  the  department  to  examine  them 
carefully  and  to  say  which  they  approve  and  which 
they  reject.  The  department  should  have  a  policy 
and  be  prepared  to  explain  it. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  I  think  my  hon.  colleague  the 
Minister  of  Militia  (Mr.  Bo  well)  is  rather  hard  on 
the  member  for  Queen’s.  I  understand  the  position 
of  that  hon.  gentleman,  and  on  the  whole  think  it 
is  rather  creditable.  He  is  heartily  ashamed  of  the 
conduct  of  his  friend  from  North  Brant ;  he  is  too 
much  of  a  man  to  approve  it  ;  he  will  fight  hard,  but 
there  is  not  a  member  on  the  front  benches  opposite 
me  to-night  who  would  do  what  the  hon.  member 
for  North  Brant  has  done.  There  is  not  one  who 
would  read  those  miserable,  despicable  charges 
against  the  character  of  an  hon.  gentleman.  There 
is  not  one  man  who  would  rise  in  his  place  and  say 
he  would  have  done  what  the  hon.  member  for 
North  Brant  has  done  ;  and  on  the  other  hand 
there  is  not  a  man  among  them  who,  if  he  did  so 
far  forget  himself  and  what  was  due  to  his  position 
as  to  make  that  statement,  vho  would  not,  on 
reflecting,  have  made  the  amende  honorable.  The 
hon.  member  for  North  Brant,  although  asked  by 
the  gallant  leader  of  the  Opposition  to  retract  these 
charges - 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  I  never  made  any 
charges. 

Mr.  TUPPER,— to  express  at  any  rate  regret 
for  having  been  the  mouthpiece  of  vile  and  baseless 
slander  against  a  fellow  member  of  this  House.  He 
brought  out  all  that  filth  and  foulness  on  the  floor, 
and  he  is  ashamed  of  it  now,  yet  he  is  not  man  enough 
to  stand  up-  in  the  committee  and  make  full  and 
ample  apology  such  as  one  gentleman  would  to 
another  under  the  circumstances.  He  knows  that 
to-night  he  has  to  learn  a  lesson,  that  he  has  taken 
a  course  in  this  House  that  not  one  of  his  leaders 
will  defend,  and  none  has  justified,  and  the  hon. 
member  for  Queen’s  (Mr.  Davies),  skipping  by  that 
unhappy  incident  of  to-night’s  debate,  plunged  at 
once  into  the  General’s  report  in  order  to  occupy 
the  attention  of  the  House. 
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Mr.  DAVIES  (P.  E.I.)  You  do  not  want  the 
General’s  report  to  occupy  the  attention  of  the 
House. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  Certainly  not  when  the  hon. 
gentleman’s  conduct  is  at  stake,  when  we  are 
considering  whether  the  hon.  gentleman  would  do 
what  any  gentleman  would  do  under  those  circum¬ 
stances  instead  of  sitting  there  and  playing  the 
ignominious  part  he  has  played  to-night  before 
this  House.  I  am  not  surprised  that  the  leader  of 
the  Opposition  would  not  undertake  to  justify  the 
hon.  member  in  making  that  statement,  and  mak¬ 
ing,  as  his  cool  excuse  that  he  did  not  make  the 
affidavit,  that  he  did  not  certify  to  it,  and  that, 
having  read  it  here,  he  was  not  responsible  for 
it,  that  he  was  not  responsible  for  the  miser¬ 
able  and  lying  slander  which  was  read  by  him 
to  the  House,  and  would  not  state  whether  he 
was  in  possession  of  such  information  as  would 
enable  him  to  take  further  action  in  the  case. 
There  is  a  course  that  the  House  would  take  if  the 
hon.  gentleman  was  worth  that  trouble.  Where 
such  a  calumny  is  brought  forward  and  repeated, 
it  is  possible  for  the  House  to  record  its  opinion  of 
the  hon.  gentleman,  and  of  the  statement  which  he 
made.  Under  all  these  circumstances,  I  do  not  know 
whether,  in  view  of  the  full  disavowal  of  the  pro¬ 
ceedings  of  the  hon.  gentleman  by  the  leader  of  the 
Opposition,  the  House  will  care  to  follow  it  any 
further,  but  it  is  gratifying  to  find  that  no  one  on  the 
front  benches  of  the  Opposition  has  taken  the 
trouble  to  justify  the  action  of  the  hon.  member 
for  North  Brant  (Mr.  Somerville). 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  have  listened  the  whole 
evening  to  this  discussion  and  I  have  been  sur¬ 
prised  at  the  indignation  which  has  been  express¬ 
ed  by  the  Minister  of  Marine,  the  indignation 
which  he  has  assumed  in  regard  to  certain  state¬ 
ments  which  have  been  made  on  this  side  of  the 
House.  The  remarks  of  the  hon.  gentleman  have 
reminded  me  of  the  style  of  an  hon.  gentleman  who 
is  not  here  now  but  from  whom  the  Minister  of 
Militia  is  a  direct  descendant — I  mean  the  Minister 
of  Marine.  The  hon.  member  for  Brant  (Mr. 
Somerville)  had  documents  in  his  possession  which 
bore  directly  on  public  expenditure,  and  he  showed 
clearly  that,  if  these  statements  were  true,  the 
money  of  this  country  had  gone  in  a  direction  in 
which  it  should  not  have  gone.  He  brought  that 
matter  before  the  House  in  connection  with  an 
item  which  was  before  the  House,  that  is  the  ex¬ 
penditure  upon  the  militia.  I  heard  him  say  that 
he  made  no  personal  charge  against  the  member 
for  West  Toronto  (Mr.  Denison),  but  that  the  man 
whose  case  he  referred  to  had  undoubtedly  suffered 
very  much  from  the  action  of  somebody.  He  also 
stated  that  the  money  of  the  Dominion  had  been 
improperly  applied  by  being  paid  out  in  a  manner 
it  should  not  have  been  if  the  statements  contained 
in  those  affidavits  are  correct.  I  think  this 
is  the  proper  place  in  which  these  matters  should 
be  brought  up.  If  we  are  to  go  before  the  hon. 
Minister  of  Militia  and  suggest  that  he  should  in¬ 
vestigate  such  cases,  I  doubt  if  we  would  receive  a 
hearing  at  all.  My  hon.  friend  from  Brant  (Mr. 
Somerville)  has  the  right,  and  it  is  his  duty,  to 
criticise  the  expenditure,  and  he  has  very  properly 
criticised  the  expenditure  in  connection  with  the 
Department  of  Militia.  I  hope  this  discussion  will 
have  a  good  effect  in  reference  to  the  expenditure 
Mr.  Tupper. 


in  this  Militia  Department.  I  cannot  say  that  the 
present  appearance  of  the  hon.  Minister  of  Militia 
is  likely  to  become  much  more  warlike  than  the 
appearance  of  the  lion,  gentleman  who  occupied 
that  position  before  ;  but  the  present  Minister  is 
supposed  to  be  economically  disposed,  and  I  hope 
that  the  million  and  a  quarter  which  we  have  been 
spending  will  have  some  better  effect  than  we  have 
seen  it  have  in  past  years.  The  report  of  General 
Herbert  shows  that  the  money  has  been  uselessly 
spent,  and  has  been  squandered.  He  condemns 
the  expenditure  from  beginning  to  end,  but,  be¬ 
cause  my  hon.  friend  from  Kent  (Mr.  Campbell) 
quotes  from  the  General’s  report,  an  attack  is  made 
upon  him,  and  it  is  said  that  he  is  traducing  and 
slandering  the  militia  of  the  country.  He  did 
nothing  of  the  kind.  There  was  not  a  word  which 
he  put  before  the  committee  except  what  he  took 
from  the  report  of  General  Herbert,  and  I  hope 
that  the  different  clauses  of  that  report  will  be 
taken  into  consideration  by  the  Government,  as 
they  show  that  we  are  spending  a  million  and  a 
quarter  on  the  militia  uselessly,  and  that  the  force 
as  it  now  stands  is  no  credit  to  this  country.  It  is 
only  men  occupying  such  positions  as  that  occupied 
by  General  Herbert  who  can  make  these  criticisms 
fairly.  Every  remark  which  has  been  made  by 
my  hon.  friend  from  Brant  (Mr.  Somerville)  and 
my  hon.  friend  from  Kent  (Mr.  Campbell)  has  been 
justified  by  the  report  which  has  been  laid  on  the 
Table  by  the  Minister  of  Militia. 

Committee  rose  and  reported  progress. 

ADJOURNMENT— WEST  INDIAN  MISSION. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON  moved  the  adjournment 
of  the  House.  ^ 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  Before  you  put  that 
motion  I  would  like  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
leader  of  the  House  to  the  correspondence  with 
reference  to  the  West  Indian  mission  that  was 
brought  down  last  year.  I  think  it  was  stated  last 
evening  by  the  Minister  of  Finance  that  the  whole 
of  that  correspondence  was  brought  down  last  year, 
and  that  the  accuracy  of  my  statement  to  the  con¬ 
trary  might  be  judged  in  other  matters  by  that 
fact.  I  have  in  my  hand  that  correspondence,  and 
it  contains  the  report  prepared  in  Council,  the 
memorandum  of  the  letter  that  the  Minister  was 
to  communicate  to  the  various  Governors,  and 
some  of  the  Governors’  answers.  There  is  not  any 
account  of  the  speeches  that  were  made  by  the 
hon.  gentleman  in  various  places  in  the  West 
Indies,  that  are  usually  included  in  these  papers, 
and  there  is  no  report  whatever  that  the  Minister 
made  upon  his  return  to  His  Excellency  or  to  the 
Secretary  of  State.  I  would  ask  the  leader  of  the 
House  whether  these  papers  which  were  not  brought 
down  last  year,  might  not  be  laid  upon  the  Table 
of  the  House  this  session.  I  cannot  conceive  that 
there  can  be  any  reason  for  further  withholding 
those  papers  from  the  House. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  The  statement  which 
the  Finance  Minister  made  last  night  was  that  all 
correspondence  relating  to  these  negotiations  had 
been  brought  down  last  session.  I  think  that  is 
correct.  I  think  he  was  then  controverting  a 
position  taken  by  the  member  for  Bothwell  in  a 
previous  speech,  that  the  correspondence  had  not 
been  brought  down. 
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Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  I  did  not  say  the  cor¬ 
respondence,  I  said  the  papers  and  correspondence. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  do  not  profess  to  be 
verbally  accurate,  and  I  assume,  of  course,  that  the 
lion,  member  correctly  recollects  his  own  speech.  I 
am  sure  I  recollect  distinctly  what  the  Minister  of 
Finance  said,  that  all  the  correspondence  on  this 
subject  had  been  brought  down.  I  doubt  that 
there  is  any  document  remaining  not  brought 
down.  But  if  there  is  any,  it  -will  be  brought 
down. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  There  is  surely  a  re¬ 
port  of  the  Minister  on  his  return. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  am  satisfied  that 
there  is  not.  But  if  there  is,  it  will  be  brought 
down. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  and  Hoyse  adjourned  at 
11.50  p.m. 

HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Monday,  11th  April,  1892. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  Three  o’clock. 

Prayers. 

QUEBEC  HARBOUR  AND  RIVER  POLICE. 

Mr.  TUPPER  moved  for  leave  to  introduce  Bill 
^No.  66)  to  repeal  the  Act  respecting  the  Harbour 
and  River  Police  of  the  Province  of  Quebec.  He 
said  :  The  House  will  recollect  that  an  anomalous 
condition  of  affairs  in  reference  to  the  River  Police 
has  existed,  and  did  exist  for  many  years  in  Canada, 
that  is  to  say,  that,  while  the  municipalities  in 
general  were  responsible  for  the  order  preserved  in 
the  various  ports  connected  with  them,  in  the 
Province  of  Quebec  there  was  for  some  time  before 
Confederation  and  afterwards  a  harbour  police 
maintained  by  the  general  Government  in  the  ports 
of  Montreal  and  Quebec.  I  believe  the  reasons  for 
the  existence  of  this  force  were  in  connection  with 
the  large  extent  of  wooden  shipping  which  came 
into  these  ports,  and  the  large  amount  of  tonnage 
engaged  in  the  trade  of  those  ports,  and  also  in 
regard  to  the  practice  of  crimping,  which 
was  detrimental  to  the  owmers  of  shipping. 
In  order  to  protect  them,  this  force  was  instituted 
and  maintained  for  many  years.  The  shipping 
concerned  was  supposed  to  pay  the  tax  or  expenses 
necessary  for  the  maintenance  of  the  force.  Many 
changes  have  occurred  in  connection  with  this 
trade,  and  none  more  remarkable  than  the  decline 
in  the  wooden  shipping  at  these  ports,  and,  follow¬ 
ing  very  closely  the  work  of  the  police  and  knowing 
that  this  was  a  tax  upon  the  ports  and  was  in¬ 
jurious  to  the  foreign  shipping  going  into  them,  I 
recommended  the  abolition  of  the  force  in  the  port 
of  Montreal.  The  force  in  Montreal  was  abolished 
together  with  the  tax.  Then  it  seemed  to  be  the 
almost  unanimous  wish  of  the  people  of  the  port  of 
Quebec  that  the  police  force  and  the  tax  should  be 
maintained  there  ;  but,  again  following  very  care¬ 
fully  the  work  of  that  force  in  Quebec,  I  have  come 
to  the  conclusion  that  there  is  no  reason  for  its 
existence  there,  and  certainly  no  reason  for  the 
federal  authorities  to  be  concerned  in  the  adminis¬ 
tration  of  the  police  affairs  of  that  harbour.  It  was 


represented  before  that  there  was  a  very  large  har¬ 
bour  there,  covering  various  municipalities,  and 
that  the  city  of  Quebec  alone  could  not  assume  the 
protection  of  the  shipping  at  that  port.  Since  then, 
as  lion,  gentlemen  w  ill  see  by  the  report  of  our 
agent  there,  not  only  has  a  change  come  about,  but 
the  captains  of  vessels  are  themselves  aiding  and 
abetting  the  very  system  of  crimping  which  Parlia¬ 
ment  tried  to  keep  down  in  their  interests.  So 
keen  has  become  the  competition  that  the  captains 
of  the  ships  have  themselves  made  it  impossible  for 
the  police  to  do  the  work  for  which  the  force  was 
originally  created.  So  to  speak,  they  steal  men 
from  one  another.  I  believe,  also,  that  the  owners 
of  ships  are  mostly  averse  to  this  tax  and  will  be 
glad  to  have  a  repeal  of  the  law,  which,  for  the 
reason  I  have  given,  has  become  practically  useless. 
I  referred  to  the  report  of  my  department  and  the 
report  of  the  agent  in  order  to  bear  out  to  some 
extent  the  statement  which  I  have  made  as  to  the 
change  in  this  business  of  crimping.  Not  only  is 
there  a  change  in  the  views  of  the  locality  as  to  the 
usefulness  of  this  force,  but  I  have  a  memorial  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  of  that  city  in  which  they 
ask  among  other  things  for  the  abolition  of 
this  tax.  That,  of  course,  confirms  to  a  certain 
extent  the  position  which  I  take.  But  even  above 
these  grounds,  there  are  perhaps  much  broader 
grounds  to  which  I  might  invite  the  attention  of 
the  House,  namely,  that  it  is  an  anomalous  position 
of  affairs  that  this  Parliament  should  be  concerned 
in  the  protection  of  that  harbour,  be  it  large  or  be 
it  small.  If  one  municipality  is  not  able  to  discharge 
its  duty  in  this  respect,  it  is  for  the  consideration 
of  the  local  authorities,  who  can  give  it  any  pro¬ 
tection  which  is  needed.  There  is  another  considera¬ 
tion,  and  that  is  the  cpiestion  as  to  the  jurisdiction 
of  our  police  force  there.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  the 
local  authorities  enforce  the  Act.  Our  police  are 
merely  used  as  constables,  but  the  administration 
is  in  the  hands  of  the  city  of  Quebec.  1  have 
the  operations  for  the  last  two  or  three  years 
very  carefully  noted  and  recorded,  and  the}7  lead 
me  to  the  opinion  that  the  force  which  has  been 
maintained  at  that  city  for  the  last  two  or  three 
years,  is  not  only  a  useless  body,  in  the  strict  sense 
of  the  word,  as  regards  the  purposes  for  which  it 
was  originally  created,  but  that  it  is  in  the  interest 
of  shipping  in  that  locality  that  the  tax  should  be 
abolished.  I  wish  to  point  out  that  the  Province  of 
Quebec,  in  fact  the  Maritime  Provinces,  are  largely 
interested  in  this  question.  I  am  informed,  and 
the  Board  of  Trade  confirmed  that  view  in  their 
request  to  have  this  tax  abolished,  that  the  imposi¬ 
tion  of  a  tax  at  the  port  of  Quebec  causes  the  im¬ 
position  of  retaliatory  taxes,  as  it  were,  in  the  ports 
of  the  United  States,  upon  vessels  hailing  from 
those  provinces,  especially  from  the  Province  of 
Quebec,  regardless  as  to  whether  that  tax  is  imposed 
at  Montreal  or  any  other  port,  but  simply  because 
it  is  imposed  in  the  Province  of  Quebec.  Therefore, 
the  question  is  all  the  more  important.  Vessels 
hailing  from  ports  where  there  is  no  such  tax,  pay 
less  fees  in  the  United  States  ports  than  Canadian 
vessels  hailing  from  the  ports  of  that  particular 
province.  For  this  reason  I  move  for  leave  to  intro¬ 
duce  this  Bill. 

Mr.  LAUR1ER.  1  understood  the  lion,  gentle 
man  to  speak  of  a  memorial  from  the  Quebec  Board 
of  Trade  ;  has  this  been  laid  on  the  Table? 
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Mr.  TUPPER.  It  only  reached  me  the  other 
day  ;  it  is  dated  the  6th  April.  I  shall  be  happy 
to  bring  it  down. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Bill  read  the  first  time. 

VOTERS’  LISTS  OF  1891. 

Mr.  PATTERSON  (Huron)  moved  for  leave  to 
introduce  Bill  No.  (67)  respecting  the  Voters’ Lists 
of  1891.  He  said  :  Many  of  the  lists  were  not  re¬ 
ceived  till  the  month  of  January,  1892,  and  a  large 
number  are  not  finally  disposed  of  yet.  The  delay 
arises  in  part  from  the  fact  that  last  year  Parlia¬ 
ment  extended  the  time  for  receiving  affidavits  up 
to  the  15th  August,  and  the  revising  officers  were 
hampered  and  delayed  in  their  work  by  the  action 
of  this  House.  Then,  as  regards  the  other  object 
of  the  Bill,  it  is  proposed  that  there  shall  be  no  re¬ 
vision  of  the  lists  this  year.  The  Government,  in 
deciding  on  this  course,  do  so  with  the  intention  of 
introducing  a  measure  to  simplify  the  Act  and  to 
reduce  the  expense  of  the  revision  of  the  lists. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  lion, 
gentleman  whether  these  two  measures  which  are 
foreshadowed  are  to  be  introduced  this  session  ? 

Mr.  PATTERSON  (Huron).  I  cannot  tell  the 
lion,  gentleman  until  after  the  Easter  recess.  It 
is  under  consideration. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Bill  read  the  first  time. 

NEGOTIATIONS  WITH  NEWFOUNDLAND. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  Before  the  House  passes 
to  the  Orders  of  the  Day,  I  wish  to  recall  the 
attention  of  the  lion,  gentleman,  the  Minister  of 
Marine  and  Fisheries,  to  the  papers  brought  down 
with  respect  to  Newfoundland.  I  asked  him 
some  time  ago  about  certain  papers  which  were 
missing,  important  documents,  notably  one  of 
them,  a  despatch  from  Lord  Knutsford,  I  think 
dated  the  lltli  February,  which  was  missing  from 
thepapers — Iasked  him  whether  it  would  be  brought 
down.  The  hon.  gentleman  stated  across  the  floor 
of  the  House  at  the  time  that  he  would  let  me 
know,  /and  afterwards  he  was  kind  enough  to 
mention  to  me  privately  that  at  present  he  was 
not  in  a  position,  but  he  hoped  to  be  in  a  short 
time,  to  give  an  answer,  one  way  or  the  other. 
Since  I  had  the  conversation  with  the  Minister  of 
Marine  and  Fisheries,  I  have  gone  very  carefully 
over  the  papers  with  the  view  of  seeing  whether 
all  the  facts  that  we  wished  to  have,  can  be  gathered 
from  the  papers  that  we  have  now.  I  must  say  to 
the  lion,  gentleman  that  I  am  of  the  opinion  that 
it  is  impossible  to  form  a  proper  appreciation  of 
all  the  facts,  as  they  are  presented  in  the  existing 
papers.  I  think  that  the  House  should  require  to 
have  that  despatch,  it  is  a  most  important  despatch, 
not  only  with  respect  to  the  immediate  matter 
which  1  have  before  the  House,  but  with  respect 
to  the  larger  matters  which  are,  apparently,  em¬ 
braced  within  its  scope,  if  I  may  judge  from  the 
memorandum  of  the  reference  that  is  made  in  the 
papers  now  before  us.  I  have,  therefore,  to  ask  the 
lion,  gentleman  whether  he  is  in  a  position  to  say 
that  this  despatch  will  be  brought  down  ?  It  is 
dated  the  11th  February,  and  in  it  an  offer  is  said 
to  have  been  made  by  this  Government  through 
the  Imperial  Government. 

Mr.  T upper. 


Mr.  TUPPER.  We  all  desire  that  the  fullest 
information  on  this  subject  shall  be  given  to  the 
House,  and  I  believe  that  in  a  very  short  time  both 
of  these  papers  will  be  laid  on  the  Table  of  the 
House.  No  time  has  been  lost  in  endeavouring  to 
obtain  the  necessary  sanction,  and  I  expect  within 
a  few  days  to  have  the  necessary  authority  to  lay 
the  papers  on  the  Table  of  the  House. 

THE  WASHINGTON  CONFERENCE— THE 
WEST  INDIAN  MISSION. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Both well).  I  beg  to  say  that  the 
official  communications  and  reports  of  the  recent 
Washington  negotiations  have  not  yet  been  laid 
before  the  House,  and  it  is  of  great  consequence 
that  they  should  be,  in  light  of  the  memorandum 
to  which  my  hon.  friend  for  Queen’s  has  referred. 
It  is  pretty  clear  that  the  hon.  gentlemen  went  to 
Washington  in  consequence  of  tbe  despatch  sent  by 
Lord  Knutsford  to  the  Government  of  Canada,  and 
it  is  very  desirable  we  should  have  before  us  any 
memorandum,  or  any  despatch  or  communications 
that  may  have  passed.  I  would  also  again  call  the 
attention  of  £he  Minister  of  Finance  to  the  fact  that 
we  have  never  had  before  us  yet  one  syllable  of  his 
West  Indian  mission  ;  the  correspondence  that  took 
place,  and  his  speeches  in  Jamaica  and  elsewhere, 
although  mentioned  in  the  press,  have  never  been 
laid  before  Parliament ;  nor  have  any  communica¬ 
tions  or  memorandum  made  by  him  on  this  subject, 
been  brought  under  our  attention.  All  the  papers 
that  we  have  had  yet  brought  down  to  us  are  those 
that  relate  to  the  determination  of  the  Government 
on  the  subject  before  the  hon.  gentleman  set  out  on 
his  voyage. 

IN  COMMITTEE— THIRD  READINGS. 

Bill  (No.  34)  respecting  the  Canada  Southern  Rail¬ 
way  Company. — (Mr.  Ingram. ) 

Bill  (No.  38)  respecting  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  Company. — (Mr.  Kirkpatrick.) 

Bill  (No.  40)  respecting  the  St.  Catharines  and 
Niagara  Central  Railway  Company. — (Mr.  Car¬ 
penter.  ) 

Bill  (No.  32)  to  incorporate  the  Women’s  Baptist 
Missionary  Union  of  the  Maritime  Provinces. — (Mr. 
Stairs. ) 

LINDSjAY,  BOBCAYGEON  AND  PONTYPOOL 

RAILWAY. 

House  resolved  itself  into  Committee  on  Bill  (No. 
45)  to  revive  and  amend  the  Act  to  incorporate  the 
Lindsay,  Bobeaygeon  and  Pontypool  Railway  Com¬ 
pany.  — ( Mr.  Fai rbairn. ) 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  I  wish  to  ask  whether  this 
is  one  of  the  railway  lines  which  are  somewhat 
affected  by  bye-election  promises  ;  whether  the 
electors  of  the  riding  or  ridings  through  which  this 
proposed  line  is  to  pass,  have  had  any  promises 
from  members  of  the  Government,  or  from  parties 
representing  the  Government,  in  the  bye-elections  ? 

I  would  also  ask  whether  it  is  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  grant  any  subsidy  to  this  road,  or 
whether  any  promise  of  that  kind  is  extended  in 
regard  to  this  road  ? 
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Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  The  Government  has 
no  information  on  that  subject. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  Perhaps  the  Government 
would  be  kind  enough  to  inform  us  whether  there 
is  any  intention,  on  behalf  of  the  Government,  bear¬ 
ing  upon  the  prospects  of  this  road,  as  to  granting 
it  aid  in  the  future  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  No  application  to  that 
end  has  been  considered,  and  I  am  not  aware  that 
any  has  been  received. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  That  scarcely  answers  the 
question  as  to  the  intention. 

Bill  reported,  and  read  the  third  time  and  passed. 

GLOBE  PRINTING  COMPANY. 

House  resolved  itself  into  Committee  on  Bill 
(No.  31)  respecting  the  Globe  Printing  Company. — 
(Mr.  Innes. ) 

(In  the  Committee.) 

On  section  2, 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  move  to  add  the  following 
amendment : — 

Provided  always  that  every  such  by-law,  and  every  re¬ 
peal,  amendment  or  re-enactment  thereof,  unless  in  the 
meantime  confirmed  at  a  general  meeting  of  the  company, 
duly  called  for  that  purpose,  shall  only  have  force  until 
the  next  annual  meeting  of  the  company,  and  in  default 
of  confirmation  thereat,  shall  from  and  until  that  time 
only  cease  to  have  force. 

I  observe  that  the  proposed  section  gives  to  the 
directors  powers  formerly  held  by  the  sharehold¬ 
ers,  following  in  that  respect  the  Companies’  Clauses 
Act ;  but  it  does  not  add  the  safeguard  con¬ 
tained  in  that  Act,  namely,  that  the  exercise  of 
such  powers  by  the  directorate  shall  only  have 
force  until  the  next  annual  meeting,  when  it  shall 
require  confirmation  by  the  shareholders.  So  I 
propose  to  add  the  proviso  contained  in  the  Com¬ 
panies’  Clauses  Act. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Does  not  that  give  power  to 
the  directors  to  amend  by-laws  and  to  act  under 
such  amended  by-laws  until  they  are  disallowed  by 
a  meeting  of  the  shareholders,  and  is  that  advis¬ 
able?  I  think  the  general  mode  of  conducting  in¬ 
corporations  of  this  kind  is  to  have  the  by-laws 
confirmed  by  the  shareholders  before  they  come 
into  operation  ;  otherwise  the  directors  might  in 
the  meantime  destroy  the  whole  property  of  any 
corporation. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  quite  agree  with  my  hon. 
friend  that  the  law  ought  to  be  as  he  states.  But 
we  are  not  enacting  a  new  provision  of  the  general 

law. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Do  you  not  rather  take  power 
from  the  shareholders  under  this  provision  and  give 
it  to  the  directors  ? 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  am  not  in  charge  of  the  Bill. 
Some  of  the  shareholders  have  called  my  attention 
to  this  section,  by  which  it  is  proposed  to  transfer 
power  from  the  shareholders  to  the  directors,  fol¬ 
lowing  section  13  of  the  Companies’  Clauses  Act  ; 
and  I  propose  that  if  they  take  part  of  the  section 
they  should  take  the  whole  of  it — the  lean  with 
the  fat. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  know  that  in  some  loan  com¬ 
panies  the  directors  have  not  power  to  amend  by¬ 


laws  until  they  first  derive  it  from  the  shareholders. 
I  think  it  is  rather  a  dangerous  power  to  give  to 
directors.  The  provision  proposed  in  the  amend¬ 
ment  will  certainly  protect  the  shareholders  to  some 
extent,  but  how  far  it  will  protect  them  in  their 
property  in  the  interim  between  the  time  of  the 
passage  of  a  by-law  and  its  disallowance  or  con¬ 
firmation  by  the  shareholders,  is  a  question  for 
those  who  have  stock  in  the  company  to  consider. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  I  think  the  amendment  proposed 
by  the  hon.  member  for  North  York  (Mr.  Mulock) 
is  a  very  proper  one,  because  it  seems  to  bring  the 
provisions  of  the  Bill  into  accord,  not  only  with 
the  Companies’  Clauses  Act,  but  the  Dominion 
Letters  Patent  Act,  the  Ontario  Letters  Patent 
Act,  the  Railway  Act,  and  all  other  Acts  of  the 
kind  except  the  Act  respecting  Loan  Companies 
and  Building  Societies,  to  which  the  hon.  Minister 
of  Militia  has  referred.  I  do  not  think  we  could 
undertake  to  propose,  in  the  case  of  the  private 
Bill  before  us,  to  alter  the  general  law  or  to  make 
it  very  different  from  what  the  general  law  is,  and 
what  the  private  Acts  are  of  all  other  similar  com¬ 
panies. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  am  not  going  to  propose  any 
.  change,  but  I  dissent  from  the  proposition  laid 
down  by  the  hon.  gentleman.  When  any  Act  is 
before  Parliament  it  is  for  Parliament  to  say  what 
its  provisions  shall  be.  It  matters  not  whether  they 
be  in  accord  or  not  with  the  provisions  of  any  gen¬ 
eral  law  ;  Parliament  has  the  power  to  say  whether 
any  general  Act  is  correct  in  principle  or  not. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  The  hon.  gentleman  is 
confounding  the  powers  of  Parliament  with  its 
duties.  It  has  power  to  do  many  things  it  ought 
not  to  do  ;  and  whatever  may  be  our  powers  we 
ought  to  exercise  them  in  the  direction  of  securing 
uniformity  in  private  Acts  with  the  general  policy 
of  the  law.  If  that  policy  is  found  to  be  wrong,  we 
ought  to  begin  with  the  larger  measure  and  amend 
the  general  Act. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  The  hon.  gentleman  forgets 
that  this  Bill  is  taking  away  from  the  shareholders 
and  transferring  to  the  directors  the  power  and 
authority  they  already  possess.  By  the  earlier  Act 
their  shareholders  had  the  power  to  make  by-laws, 
and  the  hon.  member  for  North  York  tells  us  some 
of  the  shareholders  object  to  being  deprived  of  the 
authority  they  hold.  Otherwise,  of  course,  no  per¬ 
son  would  object  to  it. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  said  my  attention  had  been 
called  to  the  matter. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  By  some  shareholders  ? 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Yes. 

Bill  amended,  reported,  and  read  the  third  time 
and  passed. 

SECOND  READINGS. 

Bill  (No.  63)  respecting  the  Pontiac  Pacific 
Junction  Railway  Company. — (Mr.  Murray.) 

Bill  No.  64)  respecting  the  Canada  Atlantic  Rail¬ 
way  Company. ---(Mr.  Taylor.) 

Bill  (No.  65)  to  incorporate  the  Burrard  Inlet 
Tunnel  and  Bridge  Company. — (Mr.  Corbould.) 

FREE  ADMISSION  OF  UNITED  STATES 
NEWSPAPERS. 

Mr.  INNES  asked,  Whether  the  Government  is 
aware  thatanumberof  United  States  papers,  such  as 
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the  Buffalo  Express,  Utica  Globe,  Toledo  Blade,  and 
some  Chicago  papers,  are  sending  copies  of  their 
Saturday  and  Sunday  editions  to  different  news¬ 
dealers  throughout  Canada  by  express,  without 
paying  duty,  in  contravention  of  the  Customs  laws 
of  Canada,  and  to  the  serious  loss  of  newspaper 
publishers  in  the  country,  who  are  thereby  sub¬ 
jected  to  unfair  competition  with  American  pub¬ 
lishers  whose  agents  evade  the  payment  of  the 
Customs  duties  imposed  on  newspapers  coming  in¬ 
to  the  country  by  express  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Newspapers  are  free,  whether 
they  come  in  by  express  or  by  any  other  mode  of 
conveyance.  There  is,  therefore,  no  contravention 
of  the  Customs  law  by  reason  of  such  importations. 
See  Tariff  item  No.  673. 

LONGUE UIL  WHARF. 

Mr.  GUAY  (for  Mr.  Prefontaine)  asked  : 
What  is  the  amount  spent  for  works  on  the  wharf 
at  Longueuil,  since  1886  ?  To  whom  were  the 
several  amounts  paid  ;  how  much  to  each  person, 
and  for  what  kind  of  work  ? 

Mr.  OUIMET.  (Translation.)  The  amount  spent 
on  construction  account  reached  $28,739.96.  For 
repairs,  $1,517.75.  The  account  paid  to  the  build¬ 
ers  w as  $25,550.50.  For  timber,  stone  and  other 
materials,  $2,463.39.  There  were  paid  to  labourers 
and  clerks  of  works,  $2,238.84.  The  sum  of  $11,- 
680.50  was  paid  to  the  contractors,  Burns  &  Smith, 
and  the  sum  of  $13,875.00  to  Mr.  T.  A.  Cha- 
gnon. 

I  ,  * 

ATLANTIC  MAILS. 

Mr.  McNEILL  asked,  What  arrangements  have 
been  made  to  carry  Atlantic  mails  for  this  year  ? 
Does  the  Government  select  the  individual  steamers 
for  the  service  ?  Is  the  selection  to  be  confined  to 
steamers  of  the  Allan  line  ? 

Sir  ADOLPHE  CARON.  A  contract  has  been 
entered  into  with  the  Messrs.  Allan  from  the  16th 
day  of  December  last,  which  provides  that  the 
steamers  shall  be  first-class  vessels  and  the  line 
shall  consist  of  the  Parisian,  Vancouver,  Sardinian, 
Circassian,  Mongolian,  Moravian,  Labrador,  Sar¬ 
nia  and  Oregon,  and  such  other  vessels  as  may  be 
subsequently  built  or  purchased,  but  no  steamer 
thus  built  or  purchased  is  to  be  of  less  size  or 
power  than  the  Parisian,  and  the  consent  of  the 
Postmaster  General  must  be  obtained  before  any 
such  steamer  can  be  used  for  service  under  this 
contract. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.  E.  I.)  Is  any  provision  made 
by  which  the  steamers  of  the  Dominion  line  can  be 
used  ? 

Sir  ADOLPHE  CARON.  Yes,  the  Vancouver, 
the  Labrador  and  others  are  specified. 

EXPORT  DUTY  ON  SAW-LOGS,  &c. 

Mr.  IVES  moved  : 

That  it  is  expedient  to  impose  export  duties  on  saw- 
logs  and  spruce  pulpwood,  when  exported  from  Canada. 

He  said  :  Although  the  subject  which  I  propose  to 
introduce  is  of  very  great  importance,  I  do  not 
intend  to  occupy  the  time  of  the  House  at  any 
very  great  length,  reserving  to  myself  the  right  of 
Mr.  Innes. 


reply,  which  I  understand  I  have.  If  we  for  a 
moment  refer  to  the  lumber  duties  as  they  stood 
in  the  United  States  before  the  passing  of  what 
is  known  as  the  McKinley  Act,  and  compare 
them  with  what  they  are  now,  we  find  that 
the  only  change  made  was  $1  a  thousand  on 
white  pine.  The  duties  remain  precisely  the 
same  under  the  McKinley  Act  as  they  were 
prior  to  the  passing  of  that  Act,  except  as  to 
white  pine  which  was  reduced  from  $2  to  $1 
a  thousand.  I  mention  this  fact  because  I  find 
that  the  public  have  an  erroneous  impression  that 
considerable  reductions  were  made.  It  is  generally 
supposed  that  the  reduction  also  applied  to  spruce. 
No  doubt  it  was  expected  by  the  Canadian  Govern¬ 
ment  as  well  as  by  the  Canadian  people  that  the 
reduction  would  apply  to  spruce  as  well  as  to  pine. 
But,  Sir,  the  only  concession  made  to  us,  or  made 
to  the  people  of  the  United  States,  was  a  reduction 
of  $1  upon  white  pine,  and  that  was  the 
only  advantage,  if  advantage  it  may  be  called, 
which  the  people  of  this  country  obtained  when 
they  removed  the  export  duty,  not  only  from  white 
pine,  but  from  all  other  kinds  of  logs,  shingle  bolts, 
&c.  1  find,  Sir,  that  the  change  which  our  Govern¬ 
ment  made  has  been  popular  with  no  class  of  the 
community  except  the  manufacturers  of  white  pine 
lumber.  I  do  not  know  how  numerous  a  body  of 
men  they  may  be,  but  certainly  they  are  com¬ 
parative!  3^  few  in  number.  But  if  you  will  canvass 
the  country  over  you  will  find  that  the  removal  of 
export  duties  is  condemned  and  is  unpopular 
with  every  other  lumber  interest,  with  every  other 
manufacturing  interest,  and,  in  fact,  with  the  people 
generally,  and  that  the  only  people  in  the  world 
who  are  pleased,  or  who  have  been  at  any  time 
pleased,  are  the  white  pine  men.  Now,  it  is  an. 
anomaly  which  the  other  lumbermen  have  a  right 
to  complain  of,  that  while  the  more  valuable 
lumber,  lumber  which  is  worth,  on' an  average,  $20 
a  thousand,  is  admitted  into  the  United  States 
market  at  $1  a  thousand,  the  less  valuable 
lumber,  the  spruce  lumber,  worth,  perhaps,  on  an 
average,  $10  a  thousand  or  less,  is  charged  double  that 
amount,  or  $2  a  thousand.  I  also  complain,  not 
only  of  this  anomalous  position  which  all  other 
lumbermen  are  put  in  by  the  action  of  our  Govern¬ 
ment,  but  I  complain  of  it  because  it  is  against  the 
interests  of  all  other  lumbermen,  and  is,  I  humbly 
believe,  against  the  interest  of  the  country,  in 
favour  of  not  a  very  numerous,  but  a  very  power¬ 
ful  and  wealthy  interest,  in  Canada,  namely,  the 
white  pine  interest.  Hitherto  the  manufacturers 
of  white  pine  stood  with  other  Canadian  lumber¬ 
men  and  worked  with  them  shoulder  to  shoulder 
for  the  advantage  of  the  united  industry,  and  for 
the  advantage  of  the  country,  but  from  the  time 
that  these  gentlemen,  owing  to  the  action  of  our 
Government,  obtained  that  enormous  advantage 
over  their  brother  Canadians  engaged  in  similar 
enterprise,  from  that  moment  their  interest  has 
been  antagonistic  to  the  interests  of  the  rest  of  the 
Canadian  people,  and  they  are  clamouring  for  the 
continuation  of  a  state  of  things  which  is  unfair 
and  unjust,  and  has  always  been  unfair  and  unjust 
to  all  the  rest  of  the  people  of  this  country.  But 
what  great  advantage  have  the  white  pine  men 
obtained  by  the  removal  of  the  export  duties 
from  all  classes  of  lumber  by  the  radical  measure 
which  the  Government  adopted  ?  Those  of  them 
whose  logs  are  beyond  the  reach  of  the  American 
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people,  that  is  to  say,  whose  logs  are  so  far  up  the 
headwaters  of  the  Ottawa  River  that  there  is  no 
danger  of  their  being  floated,  across  the  Georgian 
Bay  or  Lake  Michigan,  sofarupthehead  waters  of  the 
Ottawa  River  and  its  tributaries  that  they  cannot 
be  br ought  out  by  rail — in  fact,  those  lumbermen 
have  an  advantage,  we  will  say,  of  $1  a  thousand. 
But  the  other  white  pine  men  who  had  built  mills 
and  who  had  invested  their  capital  on  the  Georgian 
Bay  and  in  the  Lake  Huron  section  of  the  white 
pine  belt  of  Ontario,  have  not  received  any  benefit, 
have  not  enjoyed  any  advantage  ;  on  the  contrary, 
they  have  had  to  compete  in  the  log  market  with 
the  American  people,  who  enjoy  an  advantage  of 
■$1  a  thousand  over  them  in  the  United  States 
market,  because  when  they  saw  their  logs  and  send 
them  into  the  United  States  market  they  have 
to  pay  $1  a  thousand  duty  to  the  United 
States  Government.  The  result  has  been  just  what 
is  set  forth  in  a  letter  which,  with  your  permis¬ 
sion,  I  will  read.  It  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  John 
Moiles,  and  is  dated  Sault  Ste.  Marie,  28th  April. 
1891.  He  says  : 

“  Sault  Ste.  Marie,  Ont.,  28th  April,  1891. 

“  Mr.  W.  H.  Plummer,  City. 

“  Dear  Sir,— I  am  afraid  we  can  get  no  logs  to  saw  at 
our  mill  on  John  Island  this  year.  Last  season  we  cut 
16,700,000  feet,  but  this  year,  all  the  saw -logs  in  ourneigh- 
bourhood  are  going  to  Michigan,  Sibley  &  Baringer  will 
take  from  Spanish  River  about  12,000,000  feet.  Gates  and 
the  Michigan  Pipe  Company,  11,000,000  feet.  E.  Hall, 
from  Spanish  River  and  Manitoulin  Island  from  near 
Little  Current,  about  16,000,000  feet.  The  Emery  Lumber 
Company,  from  French  River,  about  20,000,000  feet.  Mr. 
McR,ae,  of  the  Mildrum  Bay  Mill,  is  not  going  to  start  his 
mill  this  season  ;  he  wants  to  sell  his  logs,  4,000,000  feet. 
The  Spanish  River  Lumber  Company,  for  whom  we  sawed 
last  season,  do  not  want  to  hire  any  logs  sawed  this  year, 
they  intend  to  sell  all  of  their  logs  that  they  cannot  cut  at 
their  own  mill.  They  will  have  to  sell  6,000,000  feet. 
Cook  Bros.,  Serpent  River  Mills,  have  10,000,000  feet  more 
than  they  can  saw  in  their  mill  this  season,  they  intend  to 
sell  them  to  Michigan  parties.  As  you  see  the  above  makes 
86,000,000  feet,  it  may  vary  a  little  either  ways,  but  these 
figures  are  very  near  correct.  I  have  been  told  that  there 
are  a  great  number  of  logs  going  to  Lake  Erie,  but  do  not 
know  the  parties  who  are  taking  them.  I  was  in  Saginaw, 
Michigan,  a  few  days  ago,  and  spoke  with  some  lumber¬ 
men  about  towing  logs  from  over  here  to  Michigan.  I 
said  that  I  did  not  think  this  Government  would  let  them 
take  away  all  the  logs  free  and  leave  the  mills  on  this  side 
idle,  when  they  charge  $1  per  thousand  feet  custom 
dues  to  let  lumber  into  their  mai’ket ;  they  said  the 
Canadian  Government  would  not  dare  put  on  an  export 
duty.  Now,  if  we  have  to  pay  duties  on  oil,  sugar,  meat 
and  machinery,  and  $1  per  thousand  feet  to  get  our 
lumber  into  the  United  States,  and  the  Michigan  men  get 
their  logs  from  this  country  free,  and  have  no  duty  to  pay 
on  anything,  we  cannot  compete  with  them  and  will  have 
to  shut  down  our  mills.  In  that  case  the  farmers  on  the 
north  shore  of  Lake  Huron  will  lose  a  good  market  for 
their  produce.  When  the  mills  are  running  they  give  the 
farmers  a  good  home  market  for  eveiTthing  they  have  to 
sell.  I  hope  the  Government  will  put  on  an  export  duty 
early  in  May  before  they  take  away  the  logs,  so  we  can 
get  some  of  them  to  saw. 

“  Yours  very  truly, 

“  JOHN  MOILES.” 

Now  that  letter  expresses  briefly  and  forcibly  the 
exact  position  in  which  the  white  pine  men  of 
Canada  are  who  are  situated  in  that  section  of 
country  where  the  Americans  can  float  logs  by 
water,  or  can  car  them  handily  to  mills  in  the 
United  States.  I  humbly  submit  to  you,  and  to 
the  judgment  of  the  House,  that  the  advantage 
which  the  white  pine  men  of  the  Upper  Ottawa 
have,  of  $1  a  thousand,  is  not  sufficient  to  compen¬ 
sate  for  the  loss  sustained  by  the  saw -mill 
men  in  other  portions  of  Canada  where  logs  are 
now  floated  across  the  line  and  sawn  in  the  United 


States  manufactories.  But  if  there  were  no  other 
interest,  if  there  were  no  spruce  interest,  if  there 
were  no  public  interest ;  if  the  people  of  this  coun¬ 
try  who  want  a  labour  market,  and  the  farmers  of 
this  country  who  want  a  market  for  what  they  raise 
upon  their  farms,  had  no  interest,  yet  I  claim  that 
the  disadvantage  to  certain  sections  of  the  white 
pine  industry  is  greater  than  all  the  advantages  that 
have  been  reaped  by  the  few  w*ho  have  been  beyond 
the  reach  of  the  competition  of  American  log  buyers. 
If  that  is  the  position  of  the  white  pine  man,  what 
is  the  position  of  the  spruce  men  ?  The  position  of 
the  spruce  men  is  simply  this  :  That  they  are 
handicapped  in  the  competition  with  the  United 
States  manufacturers  by  02  per  thousand  duty 
upon  a  product  worth  upon  an  average  010  per 
thousand,  or  a  duty  equivalent  to  20  to  25  per  cent. 
The  residt  is,  that  along  the  frontier,  and  not  only 
along  the  frontier  but  wherever  our  rivers  or 
streams  extend  in  such  a  direction  that  they  may 
be  utilized  for  floating  logs  to  the  United  States  ; 
wherever  spruce  logs  can  be  floated  out  of  Canada 
into  the  United  States,  and  wherever  they  can  be 
loaded  and  carried  to  the  United  States  mills,  they 
are  being  taken  out  of  the  country,  being  sawn  in 
the  United  States,  and  our  people  are  leaving  our 
own  country  and  going  across  the  line  to  work  in 
mills  where  our  own  lumber  is  being  sawn  and 
manufactured,  and  this  will  increase  day  by  day 
as  the  logs  become  scarcer  in  New  England 
and  as  the  markets  there  improve.  The  result  is 
that  all  through  the  Eastern  Townships  you  will 
find — I  am  speaking  more  particularly  of  the 
country  with  which  I  am  specially  acquainted — 
mills  closed,  which  would  not  be  closed  were 
it  not  for  this  anomalous  state  of  things ;  and 
where  the  mills  are  not  closed,  where  the  saw-mill 
owners  own  their  limits  and  are  independent  of  the 
American  log  buyers,  even  then  so  great  is  the 
difference  made  by  the  02  per  thousand  duty,  it  is 
more  profitable  to  them  to  load  their  logs  on  cars, 
send  them  to  the  United  States  and  sell  them,  than 
to  manufacture  them  and  send  the  lumber  to  the 
United  States.  And  if  this  state  of  things  con¬ 
tinues  the  result  will  be  that  the  spruce  lumber  of 
this  country  will  be  more  and  more,  until  finally,  it 
will  be  altogether,  manufactured  on  the  other  side 
of  the  line,  and  we  will  have  the  pleasure  simply  of 
making  a  present  to  the  Americans  of  our  forests 
and  our  forest  products,  because,  when  you  have 
driven  the  local  mill  men  out  of  the  field,  the  price 
paid  for  logs  will  simply  lie  that  which  pays  the 
farmer  for  cutting  them,  without  any  reference  to 
the  value  of  the  logs  themselves  or  to  stumpage. 
This  has  been  the  effect  on  the  white  pine  and  the 
spruce  interests.  The  effect  of  the  removal  of  this 
duty  on  pulpwood  has  been  even  more  disastrous, 
and  the  McKinley  Act  is  even  more  unjust  to  the 
pulpmen  than  it  is  to  the  lumbermen.  I  said  a  few 
moments  ago  that  the  only  change  in  duties  under 
the  McKinley  Act  was  to  reduce  the  duty  on  white 
pine  lumber.  But  the  McKinley  Act  increased  the 
duty  to  the  point  of  prohibition  on  ground  pulp,  so  as 
to  make  it  impossible  to  manufacture  it  in  Canada 
and  export  it  to  the  United.  States,  and  increased  the 
duty  to  06  per  ton,  or  090  per  car,  on  chemical  wood 
pulp  manufactured  in  Cana  da  and  sent  to  the  United 
States.  The  Canadian  pulp  manufacturer,  making 
ground  wood  pulp,  was  obliged  *to  close  up 
his  mill  so  far  as  the  American  market  was  con¬ 
cerned,  and  had  the  pleasure  of  seeing  the  very 
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timber,  which  was  his  raw  material  that  he  de¬ 
pended  on  when  he  constructed  his  mill,  put  on  the 
cars  and  carried  to  the  United  States  and  manu¬ 
factured  into  ground  wood  pulp  on  the  other  side 
of  the  line.  So  far  as  the  chemical  pulp  interest  is 
concerned,  the  McKinley  tariff'  is  not  absolutely 
prohibitory.  It  is  possible  under  certain  conditions 
to  manufacture  and  export  chemical  pulp  to  the 
United  States  and  make  a  living  profit.  If  our 
mills  had  their  raw  material,  on  which  they  had  a 
right  to  depend,  preserved  to  them,  they  would  be 
able  to  get  on,  and  live,  and  employ  a  large  amount 
of  labour  on  the  manufacture  and  sale  of  chemical 
pulp  to  the  United  States.  But  this  is  what  is 
happening.  The  Canadian  manufacturer  of  chemical 
pulp  built  his  mill  on  a  certain  river,  or  with 
respect  to  a  certain  tract  of  country  that  he  looked 
upon  as  furnishing  a  preserve  of  raw  material  for 
his  industry.  The  removal  of  the  export  duties 
has  brought  into  his  reserve  companies  from  the 
United  States,  who  have  built  mills  just  across  the 
line  for  the  purpose  of  manufacturing  Canadian 
wood  into  chemical  pulp,  and  they  have  to  carr  y 
it  by  rail  less  than  30  miles  perhaps  from  the 
very  mill  which  was  built  with  respect  to 
those  certain  reserves  of  timber  ;  and  our  local  mills 
are  being  rendered  useless  and  are  being  thrown 
into  bankruptcy,  not  because  they  cannot  make  pulp 
under  present  conditions,  but  because  men  on  the 
other  side  of  the  line,  not  30  miles  distant,  who 
have  no  export  duties  to  pay,  who  take  the  wood 
in  free,  and  have  not  to  pay  $6  a  ton  import  duty 
into  the  United  States,  are  taking  away  the  lumber 
and  taking  it  away  by  thousands  of  cords,  or  even 
thousands  of  car  loads,  into  the  United  States,  to  be 
manufactured  in  pulp  mills  erected  for  the  express 
purpose  of  manufacturing  Canadian  wood,  and 
which  have  no  other  timber  reserve  to  depend 
upon  whatever.  W  e  have,  then,  this  position : 

1  hat  by  the  removal  of  the  export  duties  our 
people  got  the  advantage  of  a  reduction  of  |1 
per  thousand  on  white  pine,  which  we  will  grant 
was  an  advantage  to  certain  of  our  white  pine 
manufacturers.  But  while  it  was  an  advantage  to 
certain  of  them,  it  was  a  disadvantage  to  others, 
and  wTas  in  fact  an  advantage  only  to  those  who 
cannot  be  reached  by  the  American  buyers,  or 
by  those  who  have  their  mills  on  the  other 
side  of  the  line,  and  who  are  interested  in 
taking  white  pine  there  and  sawing  it.  We  have 
had  as  a  result  no  concession  in  spruce  whatever, 
but  the  mere  act  of  the  Government  has  made 
the  white  pine  men  antagonistic  to  the  spruce 
men,  and  has  left  the  spruce  men  to  stand  by 
themselves,  not  only  alone  but  against  the  opposi¬ 
tion  of  the  white  pine  interest.  So  far  as  ground 
wood  pulp  is  concerned,  it  has  been  ruined,  because 
the  increase  in  the  tariff  on  the  other  side  has  ren¬ 
dered  it  impossible  to  manufacture  and  export  it  to 
the  United  States  profitably.  So  far  as  chemical 
pulp  is  concerned,  the  duties  have  been  increased, 
its  position  was  made  worse,  although  it  is  not  yet 
so  bad  but  that  it  may  survive.  It  is  being  at¬ 
tacked  by  the  rest  of  the  lumber  being  taken  away 
to  the  United  States  and  manufactured  there. 
Now,  Sir,  for  a  moment  I  wish  to  call  your  atten¬ 
tion  to  the  fact  that  when  you  come  to  select 
the  one  of  greater  importance,  it  is  not  the  white 
pme  interest*  but  the  spruce  interest.  The 
white  pine  of  this  country  is  confined  to  a  com¬ 
paratively  small  area.  It  is  confined  to  the  Ottawa, 
Mr.  Ives. 


and  the  Georgian  Bay  and  Lake  Huron  sections  of 
the  Provinces  of  Ontario  and  Quebec.  There  is  no 
other  white  pine  in  the  Dominion  now  of  any 
consequence  whatever,  and  not  only  is  it  confined 
to  these  small  areas,  but  it  is  being  rapidly  ex¬ 
hausted,  and  very  good  judges  estimate  that  at 
the  present  rate  at  which  pine  is  being  manufac¬ 
tured, in  ten  years  the  production  will  necessarily 
be  limited  to  one- half  the  quantity  that  is  now 
manufactured.  That  statement  goes  to  show  that 
in  ten  years  hence,  one-half  the  present  pine 
limits  will  have  become  fully  exhausted,  and  that 
the  white  pine  interest  itself  will,  in  conse¬ 
quence,  become  a  comparatively  unimportant 
one.  Another  thing  to  consider  with  refer¬ 
ence  to  this  matter  is  the  fact  that  the  white 
pine  does  not  reproduce.  Either  some  change  of 
climate  or  some  change  of  natural  conditions  has 
prevented  the  reproduction  of  the  white  pine  which 
was  found  in  this  country  when  it  was  first  settled. 
The  tree  that  grows  up  in  the  place  of  the  white 
pine  is  exceedingly  dwarf,  knotty,  and  valueless,, 
so  that  when  the  present  white  pine  timber  is 
exhausted  the  industry  will  entirely  disappear.  So 
far  as  the  spruce  interest  of  this  country  is  con- 
cerned,  it  is  an  infinitely  more  important  interest 
to-day  than  the  white  pine  interest  ever  was. 
Spruce  is  the  timber  of  the  whole  Dominion  of 
Canada.  It  is  the  prevailing  timber  of  the  Mari¬ 
time  Provinces,  of  the  Province  of  Quebec,  of  the 
larger  half  of  the  Provinces  of  Ontario,  of  Manitoba, 
and  of  the  North-West  Territories,  east  of  the 
|  mountains,  so  far  as  that  region  has  any  valuable 
|  timber  of  the  soft  species.  In  fact,  it  is  the  timber  of 
the  Dominion,  and  it  has  this  advantage  over  pine„ 
that  it  reproduces  and  that  under  a  proper  and 
suitable  system  of  cutting,  and  wise  forestry  laws, 
it  would  be  perpetual.  Everybody  -knows  that 
spruce,  if  lumbered  properly,  and  if  trees  not  less 
than  12  inches  on  the  stump  are  cut,  it  will  repro¬ 
duce  in  from  15  to  20  years,  and  be  as  good  in  every 
respect  and  as  well  timbered  as  it  was  before 
it  was  lumbered,  and  so  on  for  all  time  so  far  as  we 
can  judge.  Such  being  the  fact  you  will  see, 
Mr.  Speaker,  that  the  spruce  timber  being 
spread  all  over  the  Dominion,  and  having  the  qua¬ 
lity  of  reproducing,  certainly  is  entitled  to  the 
consideration  of  the  Government,  and  to  the  consi¬ 
deration  of  this  House,  in  any  policy  that  may  be 
adopted  here.  The  Provincial  Governments  have 
a  large  interest  in  this  question.  The  Provinces  of 
Ontario  and  Quebec  especially  have  been  deriving 
a  large  amount  of  money  annually  from  our  pine 
forests  chiefly.  That  remark  applies  to  a  greater 
extent  to  the  Province  of  Ontario  than  it  does  to 
the  Province  of  Quebec.  That  revenue  will  dis¬ 
appear  almost  entirely  within  the  next  10  or 
15  years  ;  but  if  a  proper  policy  is  pursued  by 
this  Government  and  by  the  Local  Governments,, 
and  if  proper  regulations  are  adopted  in  reference 
to  the  spruce  lumbering  on  Government  lands,  so 
as  to  protect  the  forests  from  destruction  by  fire,  I 
undertake  to  say  that  in  25  years  from  now  the 
Local  Governments  of  this  Dominion  will  derive  a 
larger  revenue  from  spruce  than  they  have  ever 
derived  from  white  pine,  even  in  the  palmiest  days 
of  that  industry.  I  believe.  Sir,  and  I  know 
what  I  am  talking  about,  that  the  forests  of  Ca¬ 
nada  contain  the  future  paper  material  for  the  con¬ 
tinent  of  America.  I  know  that  there  is  not  sufficient 
pulp  material  in  the  United  States  to  last  them  10 


1237 


[APRIL  11,  1892.] 


1238 


years,  and  that  from  that  time  onward  they  will  be 
almost,  if  not  entirely,  dependent  upon  the  spruce 
forests  of  Canada  to  furnish  material  for  the  paper 
industries  of  the  United  States.  There  are  1,150 
paper  mills  in  the  United  States  at  present,  and 
the  quantity  of  pulp  that  is  consumed  by  these 
mills  is  something  enormous.  You  may  reckon  an 
average  of  10  tons  a  day  for  each  one  of  them,  and 
probably  still  be  within  the  mark.  Now,  except¬ 
ing  the  bass  wood  and  poplar  wood  which  they 
have  to  depend  upon  to  a  small  extent  in  the’ 
Western  States,  there  is  no  material  of  this  kind  of 
any  consequence  west  of  the  St.  Lawrence  River, 
and  from  that  to  the  Mississippi  River.  There  is  no 
pulp  material  of  any  importance  in  the  United  States 
west  of  the  St.  Lawrence  River,  and  at  the  present 
day  60  per  cent  of  the  quantity  required  is  taken 
from  Canada  and  manufactured  there.  East  of  the 
St.  Lawrence  there  is  in  the-Adirondacks  a  quantity 
of  spruce  timber  still  left  ;  there  is  a  small  quantity 
in  Northern  New  Hampshire,  and  in  Northern 
Vermont,  and  a  considerable  quantity  in  the  State 
of  Maine.  But,  Sir,  at  the  present  day,  to  say  no¬ 
thing  about  the  mills  west  of  the  St.  Lawrence 
River,  there  are  fifty  pulp  mills  in  New  Eng¬ 
land  which  are  getting  their  total  pulp  supply 
from  Eastern  Canada,  and  which  would  be  obliged 
to  close  up  within  three  months  if  they  could  not 
get  the  material  here  to  take  to  the  United  States 
for  use  in  their  mills.  I  undertake,  to  say,  Sir,  and 
I  repeat  it,  that  the  material  for  paper  on  the  con¬ 
tinent  of  North  America  is  in  Canada  and  nowhere 
else,  and  it  is  worth  taking  care  of  and  worth  pre¬ 
serving.  In  fact,  it  is  the  main  thing  that  our  Provin¬ 
cial  Governments  have  got  to  look  to  in  the  imme¬ 
diate  future,  so  far  as  revenue  from  timber  is 
concerned.  The  question  may  be  asked  me  :  What 
would  be  the  effect  if  the  export  duties  are  reim¬ 
posed  ?  When  I  first  put  this  notice  on  the  Order 
Paper,  I  was  told  by  a  good  many  members  :  If 
you  put  on  export  duties,  the  Americans  will  im¬ 
mediately  add  the  export  duties  that  you  impose 
to  their  present  import  duties,  as  they  have  power 
to  do  under  the  McKinley  Act.  Now,  Sir,  that 
is  not  the  case,  because  the  proviso  of  clause  218 
in  the  McKinley  Act  says  : 

“  Provided  that  in  case  any  foreign  country  shall  im¬ 
pose  an  export  duty  upon  pine,  spruce,  elm,  or  other  logs, 
or  upon  stave  bolts,  shingle  wood,  or  heading  blocks  ex¬ 
ported  to  the  United  States  from  such  country,  then  the 
duty  upon  sawn  lumber  herein  provided  for,  when  im- 
orted  from  such  country,  shall  remain  the  same  as  fixed 
y  law  in  force  prior  to  the  passage  of  this  Act.” 

Therefore  the  only  bad  result  that  would  follow 
would  be  that  the  pine  duties  would  go  back  to  $2 
per  thousand  as  they  were  before  the  export  duty 
was  removed.  That  is  the  only  effect  it  would 
have  until  new  legislation  is  adopted  in  the  United 
States.  Now,  Sir,  what  led  to  the  reduction  of 
$1  s,  thousand  on  pine  ?  I  think  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  North  Norfolk  could  tell  us,  if  he  were  dis¬ 
posed  to  do  so,  that  what  led  to  that  reduction  was 
the  fact  that  certain  American  citizens,  influential 
at  Washington,  influential  members  of  the  Re¬ 
publican  party,  had  become  owners  of  large  and 
extensive  timber  limits  in  the  Georgian  Bay  and 
Lake  Huron  section  of  Ontario,  and  were  extremely 
anxious  to  get  their  logs  into  Michigan,  where  their 
mills  were  without  logs,  and  which  they  were 
obliged  to  get  or  lose  the  money  they  had  invested 
in  those  mills.  Their  anxiety  to  get  stock  for  their 
mills  from  the  Canadian  forest  became  so  great 


that  they  persuaded  Mr.  Blaine  and  the  other- 
authorities  at  Washington  to  reduce  the  import 
duty  $1  a  thousand  upon  pine  on  condition 
that  the  Canadian  Government  would  remove 
all  export  duties  from  pine,  spruce  and  every 
other  kind  of  logs.  Now,  Sir,  if  those  duties  were 
reimposed  to-morrow,  the  same  influence  which 
caused  that  reduction  of  $1  a  thousand  would,. 
I  think,  if  our  Government  would  stand  to  their 
guns,  get  the  duties  taken  off  pine  and  spruce 
altogether.  If  not,  we  would  keep  our  logs  and 
our  lumber,  the  Americans  would  get  along  with¬ 
out  us,  and  we  would  get  along  without  them. 
Whatever  would  be  the  effect  upon  the  pine  and 
spruce  log  industry,  of  this  much  I  am  perfectly 
certain,  that  if  we  had  an  export  duty  upon  spruce 
pulpwood,  or  upon  spruce  lumber,  so  as  to  prevent 
it  being  taken  to  the  other  side  and  used  as  pulp- 
wood,  the  effect  would  be  that  the  duty  on  Cana¬ 
dian  chemical  pulp  and  ground  wood  pulp  would 
come  off,  and  pulp  for  American  paper  mills  would 
be  manufactured  to  a  large  extent  in  Canada. 
Because  it  stands  to  reason  that  if  the  Americans 
had  not  that  $6  a  ton  protection,,  it  would  be  their 
interest  to  bring  the  soda  ash  to  the  wood,  instead 
of  the  wood  to  the  soda  ash.  They  must  have  our 
lumber  for  pulpwood  ;  they  cannot  do  without  it  ; 
and  if  they  did  not  take  it,  tire  price  of  pulp  would 
rise  so  much  in  the  United  States  that  Canadian 
pulp  could  be  sent  there  over  the  duty.  We  are 
not  afraid  to  compete  with  the  Americans  in  the 
manufacture  of  chemical  pulp  or  ground  wood 
pulp.  We  have  the  timber  here,  and  they  have 
not  ;  wre  have  just  as  good  water  power  as  they 
have ;  and  although  there  are  a  good  many 
interests  in  Canada  that  would  suffer  from 
free  trade,  that  one  interest  would  not  suf¬ 
fer  and  I  have  never  pretended  that  it 
would.  I  believe  that  we  can  afford  to  adopt 
the  freest  possible  trade  with  the  United  States  so 
far  as  the  pulp  and  paper  trade  is  concerned,  be¬ 
cause  we  have  the  raw'  material.  Anyw'ay,  whether 
w  e  can  or  cannot,  they  must  have  our  spruce  to 
make  pulp,  or  else  have  our  pulp ;  and  if  the  ex¬ 
port  duties  wTere  put  on,  we  would  certainly  find 
the  Americans  proposing  to  remove  or  lower  the- 
duties  on  lumber  on  consideration  of  our  removing 
the  export  duties,  or  they  would  see  the  manufac¬ 
ture  of  pulp  going  on  in  Canada  to  a  much  larger 
extent  than  has  ever  been  dreamed  of  as  yet. 
I  do  not  ask  for  prohibitive  export  duties.  I  ask 
simply  for  that  degree  of  protection  by  the  way  of 
export  duty  that  will  put  us  on  even  terms  with 
the  Americans  with  whom  we  have  to  compete. 
Now,  it  takes  two  cord  of  pulp  wood  to  make  a  ton 
of  chemical  pulp  ;  so  that  $6  a  ton  on  pulp  would 
be  equivalent  to  $3  a  cord  on  wood.  This,  every¬ 
thing  else  being  equal,  would  put  us  on  an  even 
footing  with  them  so  far  as  chemical  pulp  is  con¬ 
cerned.  A  duty  of  even  .$2  a  cord  would  put  a  pulp 
mill  upon  almost  every  water  pow’er  in  the  Eastern 
Townships,  and  afford  an  enormous  amount  of 
labour  within  that  section  at  least  of  the  Province 
of  Quebec.  If  the  Government  are  disposed,  for 
the  reasons  which  I  have  very  imperfectly  stated, 
and  for  other  reasons,  to  reimpose  the  export 
duties,  they  should  be  put  on  in  such  a  way  that 
they  can  be  removed  partially  or  altogether  when¬ 
ever  the  United  States  show  a  disposition  to  meet 
us  half  way,  and  to  reduce  or  altogether  remove- 
their  import  duties.  I  do  not  propose  this  as  a  re- 
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taliatory  measure  in  any  respect.  I  do  not  see  how 
the  Americans  can  find  fault  with  our  putting  our 
•own  manufacturers,  as  much  as  possible,  on  even 
terms  with  theirs  by  means  of  an  export  duty  pro¬ 
tection  to  correspond  with  their  import  duty  pro¬ 
tection.  If  we  were  to  go  further  and  make  it  pro¬ 
hibitive  there  might  be  some  complaint,  but  so  long 
as  we  make  it  only  sufficiently  protective  to  give 
our  own  people  fair-play  and  equal  conditions  with 
theirs,  and  impose  it  in  such  a  way  that  it  may  be 
.reduced  or  taken  off  altogether  whenever  their  im¬ 
port  duties  are  reduced  or  taken  off  altogether,  I 
think  it  would  be  fair  and  just,  and  I  do  not  think 
it  could  fairly  be  complained  of  by  the  American 
people.  Hut  whether  it  can  or  cannot  be,  this 
much  is  certain,  that  the  principle  that  actuates  the 
Government  at  Washington  is  the  interest  of  the 
American  people  and  that  only  ;  and  the  principle 
that  must  actuate  the  Canadian  Government  is  the 
interest  of  the  Canadian  people  and  the  Canadian . 
people  only,  without  any  reference  whatever  to 
whether  their  policy  is  popular  in  the  United  States 
•or  not. 

Mr.  CORBOULD.  I  cannot  allow  this  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  pass  without  saying  a  few  words  on  behalf 
•of  those  engaged  in  the  lumberingindustry  in  British 
Columbia.  As  you  are  aware,  Sir,  that  industry 
.is  second  to  none  in  the  Dominion  of  Canada  in  its 
importance  ;  but  those  engaged  in  it  are  placed  at  a 
disadvantage  so  far  as  the  eastern  market  is  con¬ 
cerned.  Although  the  American  duty  on  white  pine 
has  been  reduced  to  $1  per  thousand,  still  our 
Douglas  fir  going  into  the  United  States  is  not 
classed  as  a  pine,  but  under  the  head  of  “  not  other¬ 
wise  provided  for,”  and  a  duty  of  $2  a  thousand  is 
imposed  upon  it.  Although  our  fir  logs  are  admitted 
free,  the  American  pitch  pine,  coming  from  the  Uni¬ 
fied  States,  is  used  in  making  car  sills  and  for  similar 
purposes  as  our  Douglas  fir  is  used  for.  The  pitch 
pine  from  the  United  States  being  admitted  free  into 
Canada,  our  lumbermen  cannot  compete  with  it  in 
the  eastern  markets,  and  I  think  that  a  duty  should 
be  placed  on  the  pitch  pine  coming  from  the 
United  States  similar  to  that  imposed  on  our 
Douglas  fir  going  into  the  United  States.  This 
would  give  those  engaged  in  the  lumber  interest  a 
fair  chance  to  compete  in  the  eastern  market  with 
.the  lumber  coming  from  the  United  States,  and  I 
hope  the  Minister  will  see  his  way  to  imposing  this 
duty,  which  I  do  not  think  would  be  considered  in 
any  way  a  measure  of  retaliation,  as  it  would  only 
be  placing  the  two  interests  on  the  same  footing.  I 
fihink  that  all  the  British  Columbia  members  in  the 
House  will  back  me  up  in  what  I  have  said,  so  far 
as  our  lumber  interests  are  concerned.  It  was 
intended  that  a  deputation  from  the  lumbermen  in 
British  Columbia  should  wait  upon  the  Minister 
upon  this  subject.  I  was  in  hopes  they  would  be 
here  before  this  motion  came  up,  but  unfortunately 
as  yet  they  have  not  arrived.  I,  therefore  take  this 
opportunity  of  expressing  their  views  and  the  views 
•of  the  different  members  for  British  Columbia. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  The  hon.  member  for  Sher¬ 
brooke  has  my  sympathy  in  the  fact  that  the  spruce 
interests  did  not  receive  concessions  under  the 
McKinley  Bill  similar  to  those  received  by  the 
pine  interests.  It  is  a  matter  of  regret  to  every¬ 
body  interested  in  the  welfare  and  prosperity  of 
Canada  that  this  should  not  have  been  the  case  ; 
.and  were  there  any  method  by  which  we 
Mr.  Ives. 


coidd  surely  place  them  in  a  better  position  than 
they  now  occupy,  I  should  be  in  favour  of  adopting 
it.  But  I  have  very  serious  doubts  as  to  the  pro¬ 
priety  of  adopting  the  measure  proposed  by  the 
hon.  gentleman  as  a  remedy  for  the  grievance 
under  which  the  spruce  interest  labours.  When 
we  come  to  examine  the  thing  critically,  it  will  be 
found  that  to  take  the  course  proposed,  would  be 
likely  to  bring  aboufi  disaster.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  informs  us  that  the  McKinley  Bill  made  no 
Change  in  mitigation  of  the  lumber  duties  except 
with  reference  to  white  pine.  We  will  find  that, 
in  addition  to  white  pine,  a  change  was  made  in 
the  duty  upon  pine  clapboards  of  all  classes.  A 
change  was  made  in  the  duty  upon  pickets  and 
palings  from  20  to  10  per  cent  ad  valorem .  A 
change  was  made  also  in  the  duty  upon  shingles, 
from  35  to  20  per  cent,  so  that  five  mitigations  of  the 
American  duty  are  made  in  place  of  the  one  stated 
by  the  hon.  gentleman.  He  tells  us  that  the  removal 
of  the  export  duty  was  an  act  on  the  part  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  popular  oidy  with  the  white  pine  interest. 
I  must  take  issue  with  the  hon.  gentleman  on  that 
point.  I  quite  well  remember  when  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  who  at  present  fills  the  position  of  Secretary 
of  State,  strongly  protested  against  the  imposition 
of  an  export  duty  on  elm  logs,  and  the  result  of 
his  protest  was  that  the  duty  was  not  imposed.  I 
remember  that  on  account  of  the  opposition  to 
the  export  duty  on  oak  logs,  that  duty  was 
removed  ;  and  I  am  ready  to  assert  to-day  that  the 
imposition  of  a  duty  on  pulpwood  would  be  un¬ 
popular  with  thousands  of  small  farmers  who  have 
pulpwood,  and  would  not  see  the  propriety  of 
being  obliged  to  hold  the  wood  without  a  market 
until  the  pulp  manufacturers  were  ready  to  buy  it 
at  their  own  prices.  The  hon.  gentleman  tells  us 
that  the  only  kind  of  lumber  which  received  any 
mitigation  of  its  burdens  in  the  McKinley  Bill 
was  the  most  valuable  kind,  and  that  it  was  worth 
on  the  average  $20  per  thousand.  This  is,  Mr. 
(Speaker, €ts  you  are  well  aware,  an  exaggerated  state¬ 
ment  of  the  average  price  of  pine.  The  quality  of 
pine  that  is  actually  benefited  by  the  mitigation  of 
duty  to  •$  1  per  thousand  is  the  coarse,  cheap  grade 
which  could  not  be  manufactured  with  profit,  but 
which  at  present  can  be  manufactured  and  leaves 
a  margin  of  profit.  That  coarse  grade  can  be 
manufactured  and  sold  under  the  reduction 
of  duty,  which  formerly  was  left  to  perish 
by  fire  or  rot  in  the  woods.  He  tells  us  that  the 
white  pine  men  obtained  an  anomalous  advantage 
under  this  law.  Well,  the  white  pixie  men  did  not  ob¬ 
tain  this.  The  white  pine  men  were  passive  in  this 
matter  as  well  as  the  spruce  men.  It  simply  hap¬ 
pened  that  the  spruce  interests  of  Maine  and  other 
New  England  States,  undei  the  management  of  Mr. 
Reid,  and  Mr.  Dingley,  and  Mr.  Blaine,  succeeded 
in  resisting  successfully  the  movement  in  favour  of 
a  reduction  of  duty.  The  five  articles  I  have 
named  were  the  only  ones  that  benefited,  under  the 
provisions  of  the  McKinley  Bill,  from  the  reduction 
of  the  duty.  The  white  pine  men  did  not  obtain 
this  advantage,  but  it  came  to  them  without  any 
motion  on  their  own  part.  The  hon.  ‘gentleman 
tells  us  that  an  immense  movement  in  saw-logs  is 
taking  place  on  Lake  Huron,  that  the  mills  there 
cannot  obtain  stock  to  saw,  that  the  logs  are  all 
being  sold  to  the  American  market,  and  he  read  a 
letter  from  Mr.  Moiles  informing  him,  that  the 
mills  from  that  side  cannot  obtain  logs  and  that  all 
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the  logs  are  being  towed  away.  Well,  I  am  in¬ 
formed  that  this  self-same  Mr.  Moiles  has  made  a 
contract  to  saw  several  million  feet  of  logs  on  the 
Canadian  side  at  Jbhn  Island,  and  I  think, 
that  is  somewhat  inconsistent  with  the  state¬ 
ment  made  by  my  hon.  friend.  I  happen 
to  know  something  about  this  matter.  In 
fact,  the  firm  with  which  I  am  connected  is  placed 
in  a  position  where  we  have  to  choose  between 
sawing  logs  on  the  Canadian  side  and  towing  to 
the  American  side.  They  made  a  careful  calcula¬ 
tion  in  the  matter.  We  do  not  own  a  mill,  but 
have  to  saw  our  logs,  and  the  result  is  this  :  If  we 
tow  our  logs  to  the  American  side,  we  save  the 
payment  of  $1  per  thousand  duty  ;  but  on  the  other 
hand  we  must  pay  a  tow  bill  of  $1.50  per  thousand 
feet,  incurring  besides  a  navigation  risk  equivalent  to 
at  least75cents  per  thousand,  making$2.25as  actual 
cost-risk  of  towing  the  logs  over.  When  we 
place  our  lumber  on  the  other  side,  we  leave  it  at  a 
point  where  we  can  get  freight  at  25  cents  per  thous¬ 
and  cheaper  to  Chicago  and  Buffalo  than  from  the 
Canadian  side  if  sawn  there,  so  that  the  net  loss  in 
towing  to  the  American  market  and  sawing  the 
logs  there  is  $1  per  thousand.  No  man  will  build  a 
millon  the  American  side  to  tow  logs  to  from  Canada. 
Millmen  having  mills  in  Michigan  will  toAV  their 
logs,  but  there  is  no  other  inducement  to  tow  the 
logs,  and  it  is  correct  that  the  disadvantage  of 
towing  logs  to  the  United  States  to  saw  them 
there  is  $1  per  thousand  under  present  conditions, 
taking  risk  of  towing  into  consideration.  The 
hon.  gentleman  speaks  of  logs  going  to  Lake 
Erie.  There  is  only  one  firm  towing  there  now, 
and  they  are  towing  what  is  called  long  timber, 
spars  and  timber  of  that  kind,  but  the  volume  of 
trade  in  that  region  has  been  diminishing  year  by 
year  for  many  years,  and  is  almost  about  to  cease. 
There  is  only  one  firm  left  in  Canada  that  is  tow¬ 
ing  logs  there  now,  and  I  believe  this  year  that 
firm  will  tow  only  two  rafts  of  about  5,000,000 
feet.  The  hon.  gentleman  informs  us  that  the  ad¬ 
vantage  arising  from  the  repeal  of  the  export  duties 
and  the  reduction  of  the  American  import  duty  ac¬ 
crues  exclusively  to  the  white  pine  lumbermen  of 
the  Ottawa  Valley,  that  the  lumbermen  of  the 
Lake  Huron  district  do  not  take  the  same  view  in 
regard  to  the  advantage.  I  think  I  know  some¬ 
thing  about  the  feeling  and  interests  of  the 
lumbermen  of  the  Lake  Huron  region,  be¬ 
ing  one  of  them  myself,  and  I  do  not  be¬ 
lieve  that  5  per  cent  of  the  lumbermen  of  the 
Georgian  Bay  and  Lake  Huron  district  are  not 
opposed  to  the  imposition  of  the  export  duty. 
A  deputation  waited  on  the  Government  some  two 
years  ago  asking  them  to  remove  this  duty,  as  it 
prevented  our  getting  free  lumber  from  the  United 
States.  They  have  also  been  down  recently  ;  and  I 
am  safe  in  saying  that  the  trade  there  are  unanim¬ 
ously  opposed  to  the  duty  as  much  as  the  lumber¬ 
men  of  the  Ottawa  Valley  are.  In  fact,  it  is  almost 
the  unanimous  feeling  of  the  lumbermen  from  the 
Ottawa  Valley  to  Rat  Portage.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  tells  us  that  spruce  logs  are  being  towed  out  of 
the  country  very  rapidly.  The  Trade  and  Naviga¬ 
tion  Returns  of  last  year  would  perhaps  give  a 
better  idea  of  this  than  any  assertion  of  the  hon. 
gentleman’s,  and  I  find  that  last  year  the  amount 
of  spruce  towed  out  of  the  country  was  28,500,000 
feet,  that  is  up  to  the  30th  June,  1891.  The  total 
amount  of  logs  given  by  the  Minister  of  Customs  as 


having  been  towed  out  from  13th  October,  1890,  to 
1st  January,  1892,  was  43,000,000  feet  of  pine  and 
28,000,000  feet  of  spruce.  While  in  this  way  we 
exported  to  the  United  States  28,000,000  feet  of 
spruce  logs,  we  imported  from  the  United  States 
several  times  as  much.  Perhaps  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  is  not  aware  that  an  enormous  trade  in  spruce 
is  established,  and  has  been  established  for  years 
with  the  northern  portion  of  the  State  of  Maine,, 
and  that  the  spruce  from  that  region  passes  down 
the  River  St.  John  in  New  Brunswick  and  is  con¬ 
verted  into  lumber  by  Canadian  mills. 

Mr.  IVES.  By  American  operatives. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  Probably  he  is  not  aware 
that  our  export  of  spruce  logs  to  the  United  States 
is  a  mere  trifle  to  what  we  import.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  says  that  the  duty  on  pulp  wood  is  $6  a  ton. 
According  to  the  McKinley  Bill  the  duty  on 
mechanical  pulpwood  is  $2.50  a  ton,  on  chemical 
pulpwood  unbleached  $6  a  ton,  and  on  chemical 
pulpwood  bleached  $7  a  ton. 

Mr.  IVES.  I  said  chemical,  not  mechanical. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  The  wood  pulp  chemically 
treated  is  subject  to  a  duty  of  $7  a  ton  dry  weight,, 
but  the  great  mass  of  pulpwood  which  is  converted 
into  pulp  is  a  wood  which  is  ground  without  being 
treated  chemically.  That  is  the  great  mass  of  the 
wood  which  is  exported  in  this  way.  The  hon. 
gentleman  proceeded  to  state  that  pulp  mills  were 
erected  on  streams — and  I  presume  there  is  one  on 
some  river  in  his  own  locality — and  that  the  pulpwood 
on  those  streams  was  being  taken  out  of  the  country 
and  the  mill  was  liable  to  be  left  without  stock  at 
some  future  time.  I  suppose  the  hon.  gentleman 
desires  that  there  shall  be  a  chance  given  for  capital¬ 
ists  to  erect  pulp  mills,  and  that  the  Government 
shall  enact  a  law  allowing  them  to  hold  the  raw 
material  in  reserve  until  they  are  ready  to  buy  it. 
He  would  not  only  permit  them  to  hold  their 
limits,  which  they  have  a  right  to  do  because  they 
belong  to  them,  but  he  would  prohibitanybody  else 
from  entering  into  the  purchase  of  pulpwood.  That 
is  what  the  hon.  gentleman  means,  that  the  raw 
material,  which  by  Divine  right  belongs  to  the 
proprietor,  shall  not  be  converted  into  money,  but 
that  the  owner  shall  be  prevented  from  turning  it 
into  cash  and  shall  be  compelled  by  a  legislative 
enactment  to  hold  this  raw  material  until  the  pulp 
manufacturer  is  ready  to  buy  it  at  his  own  price.  As 
to  his  assertion  that  spruce  forests  might  be  made 
perpetual  by  the  enactment  of  proper  forestry  laws, 
by  preventing  the  cutting  of  timber  under  12  inches 
in  diameter,  every  practical  man  ktiows.  that  the 
result  of  leaving  the  smaller  timber  standing  is 
generally  that  it  is  destroyed  by  fire.  The  large 
timber  is  cut  down,  and  the  limbs  and  refuse  feed 
fires  and  the  small  timber  is  destroyed.  There  is 
not  one  case  in  a  hundred  perhaps  where  tracts 
have  been  cut  over  in  that  way  in  which  the  timber 
continues  to  grow,  because  a  fire  gets  in  and  then 
the  timber  is  killed. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  These  forests  do  not 
belong  to  us. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  No,  they  do  not.  They  be¬ 
long  to  the  provinces.  The  hon.  gentleman  tries 
to  convey  the  idea  that  we  have  an  absolute 
monopoly  in  this  matter,  and  that,  if  we  can 
make  regulations  and  the  United  States  have  to 
sue  to  us  for  their  material  because  we  place  an 
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embargo  on  their  obtaining  it  in  this  way,  they  will 
go  down  on  their  knees  to  ns.  He  asserts  that 
there  is  not  enough  wood  pulp  material  in  the  Uni¬ 
ted  States  to  last  ten  years  The  assertion  is  utterly 
absurd.  There  are  enormous  quantities  of  this 
material  in  the  Adirondacks,  there  are  enormous 
quantities  in  New  Hampshire,  there  are  enorm¬ 
ous  quantities  in  Maine,  in  Michigan  and 
Wisconsin.  There  are  great  quantities  scat¬ 
tered  through  other  states,  Minnesota  has 
immense  quantities,  and  if  the  Americans 
turned  their  attention  to  the  illimitable  forests  of 
the  south,  they  would  be  able  to  obtain  all  they 
wanted.  There  is  an  interest  in  the  United  States 
that  would  welcome  the  imposition  of  a  duty 
upon  pulpwood  as  an  enactment  that  would  serve 
their  own  interests  by  making  their  forests  of  tim¬ 
ber  more  valuable  for  the  purpose  of  converting  the 
wood  into  pulp.  We  have  not  a  monopoly  of  “this, 
weare  simply  supplying  the  demand  now,  tosomeex- 
tent,  because  we  have  superior  geographical  facilities 
and  transportation  facilities  for  reaching  the  market 
of  some  sections. 

I  hen,  the  only  effect  of  putting  back  this  export 
duty  would  be  to  raise  the  duty  upon  lumber  to  $2 
per  thousand  in  place  of  $1  as  at  present  under  the 
McKinley  Bill.  Why,  says  the  hon.  member,  if 
the  duty  were  reimposed,  the  same  influence  would 
force  off  the  duty  on  pine  and  spruce  lumber  that 
succeeded  in  getting  this  provision  made  under  the 
McKinley  Bill  in  1889.  He  refers  to  the  interest 
•of  the  Michigan  men,  men  who  have  invested  to 
some  extent  in  timber  lands  in  Canada.  Now,  when 
the  McKinley  Bill  was  under  consideration  this 
same  interest  in  Michigan  petitioned  Congress. 
Y\  hat  did  they  ask  !  Did  they  ask  for  the  removal 
of  the  duty  on  lumber  ?  Did  their  conduct  and  then- 
views  on  this  occasion  give  the  slightest  reason  to 
suppose  they  would  ever  favour  the  reduction  of 
the  duty  on  lumber,  or  the  removal  of  the  duty  ? 
On  the  contrary,  these  petitions  were  poured  in 
from  Michigan,  Wisconsin,  northern  Ohio,  from 
Minnesota,  and  from  all  the  lumber  regions  in  the 
\  icinity  of  the  great  lakes.  This  is  what  they  asked 
for  : 

That  in  case  any  foreign  country  shall  impose  an  ex¬ 
port  duty  upon  logs,  shingle-bolts  or  other  kinds  of  wood, 
that  may  be  designed  for,  or  used  as,  the  raw  material  of 
any  American  saw-mill,  mill,  or  factory,  than  the  sawn 
lumber,  shingles  or  other  manufactured  product  of  such 
Rinds  ot  logs,  bolts  or  wood  as  may  have  an  export  duty 
imposed  upon  it  by  such  country,  shall,  when  imported 
trom  such  country,  be  subject,  in  addition  to  the  regular 
duty  provided  by  law,  to  an  additional  duty  equivalent  to 
the  amount  of  such  export  duty,  and  that  such  additional 
duty  shall  be  imposed  upon  any  article  that  might  other¬ 
wise  be  upon  the  free  list.” 

Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  whatever  influence  that  interest 
may  possess,  it  will  use  its  influence,  in  case  an  export 
duty  is  reimposed,  to  get  Congress  to  add  the  export 
duty  to  the  import  duty.  Now,  my  hon.  friend  feels 
aggrieved  because  the  white  pine  interest  is  enjoy - 
ingan advantage thatthe  spruceinterestisnot  enjoy¬ 
ing.  I  am  sorry  that  is  the  case.  I  wish  the  spruce 
interest  were  enjoying  the  same  advantage  ;  but  if 
my  hon.  friend’s  prayer  is  granted,  if  the  export 
duties  are  reimposed,  of  course  he  will  have  compan¬ 
ions  in  misery,  for  the  white  pine  interest  will  be 
obliged  to  pay  $2  a  thousand  in  place  of 
•81  as  at  present,  and  to  that  extent  he  might  be 
gratified,  but  it  would  not  benefit  him.  He 
might  find  the  next  step  in  the  programme  would 
l»e  that  lie  had  invited  disaster  to  himself.  I  do 
Mr.  Charlton. 


not  suppose  his  position  would  be  improved  if  the 
export  duty  that  might  be  imposed  on  pulp  goods, 
was  added  by  the  Americans  as  an  additional  duty 
upon  his  pulp.  I  do  not  Slippose  that  the  spruce 
interest  would  be  greatly  benefited  if,  in  place  of 
paying  $2  a  thousand  as  at  present  on  their  lumber, 
they  were  obliged  to  pay  the  $2  a  thousand  plus  the 
export  duty  upon  spruce  logs.  That  was  $1  per 
thousand,  and  they  would  pay  three  ;  if  the  export 
duty  was  $2,  they  would  pay  four.  It  is  for  this 
reason  that  I  feel  nervous  about  this  matter,  not 
that  I  do  not  sympathize  with  the  hon.  gentleman, 
because  I  would  be  in  favour  of  adopting  any  mea¬ 
sure  that  would  afford  relief  to  so  important  an 
interest  as  the  spruce  interest ;  but  because  I  feel 
convinced  that  the  adoption  of  this  measure  would 
invite  disaster,  and  that  disaster  would  come  ;  be¬ 
cause  the  sure  result  of  the  reimposition  of  the  ex¬ 
port  duty  will  be  that  the  American  Congress  will 
add  that  reimposed  export  duty  to  the  import  duty, 
whatever  it  may  be.  Now,  we  do  not  want  that, 
I  am  sure  the  hon.  gentleman  does  not  want  it,  the 
pine  interest  does  not  want  it,  nobody  wants  it,  and 
we  do  not  want  to  enter  upon  a  policy  of  irritation 
that  will  be  calculated  to  produce  results  of  this 
character.  There  is  one  feature  about  this.case  that  we 
want  to  bear  in  mind.  The  American  Government 
and  the  American  Congress  are  debarred  by  con¬ 
stitutional  provision  from  imposing  an  export 
duty  ;  they  cannot  impose  an  export  duty  at  all, 
and  if  they  desire  to  retaliate  for  the  imposition  of 
an  export  duty  by  a  foreign  power  upon  articles 
imported  into  that  country,  they  must  do  it  indi¬ 
rectly.  Now,  the  condition  of  trade  between  these 
two  countries  is  one  that,  perhaps,  many  of  us  are 
not  aware  of ;  the  condition  of  trade  in  logs  is  one 
that  American  public  men  were  not  aware  of,  I 
believe,  until  late  years.  I  think  the  first  investi¬ 
gations  made  in  reference  to  the  matter  were  made 
by  the  American  consul  who  preceded  the  present 
one,  Mr.  Hotchkiss,  who  was  a  lumberman,  and 
who  himself  investigated  this  matter  and  ascer¬ 
tained  that  the  export  duty  of  logs  from  Canada  to 
the  United  States  was  less  than  the  imports  of 
logs  from  the  United  States  to  Canada.  I  wish  to 
lay  before  the  House  and  the  Government  some 
figures  bearing  on  this  point.  I  will  take  the 
seven  years  from  1884-85  to  1890-91.  I  will  give 
two  tables  showing  the  exports  of  saw-logs  from 
Canada  into  the  United  States  during  that  period, 
and  the  imports  of  saw-logs  from  the  United  States 
into  Canada  during  that  same  period  : 


Saw-log  exports,  Canada  to  United  States. 


1884- 85. 

1885- 86. 

1886- 87. 

1887- 88. 

1888- 89. 

1889- 90. 

1890- 91. 


$  225,000 
314,000 
346,000 
390.000 
677,000 
615,000 
722,000 


$3,289,000 


Saw-log  imports,  United  States  to  Canada. 


1884- 85. 

1885- 86. 

1886- 87. 

1887- 88. 

1888- 89. 

1889- 90. 

1890- 91. 


604,000 

493,000 

336,000 

280,000 

360,000 

256,000 

859,000 


$3,188,000 

But  there  was  a  branch  of  this  trade  which  the 
trade  and  Navigation  Returns  do  not  cover,  and 
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that  was  the  trade  from  the  State  of  Maine  down 
the  St.  John  River  to  the  Province  of  New 
Brunswick.  At  one  time  I  moved  for  returns 
showing  the  volume  of  that  trade,  and  as  I  was 
unable  to  get  the  information  from  the  Government 
I  sent  to  the  secretary  of  the  Fredericton  Boom 
Company  who  gave  these  following  statistics  as  to 
the  volume  of  that  trade  for  the  series  of  years 
■commencing  in  1884-85.  This  gentleman  gives  the 
quantity  of  pine,  spruce  and  cedar  logs  brought 
from  the  State  of  Maine  in  each  year,  estimating 
the  value  at  $8  a  thousand,  which,  I  am  told  by 
New  Brunswick  lumbermen,  is  probably  an  under¬ 
valuation  : 


Year.. 

Feet. 

Value. 

1884-85 

. . . .  90,000,000  . . 

. . . .  $720,000 

1885-86  . 

....  99,000,000  .. 

792,001) 

1886-87  . 

....  101,500,000  .. 

812,000 

1887-88  . 

792,000 

1888-89  . 

....  78,000,000  .. 

024,000 

1889-90  . 

. . . .  100,000,000  . 

800,000 

1890-91  . 

....  92,500,000  .. 

740,000 

$5,280,000 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Is  that  what  passed  through  the 
boom  ? 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  That  is  what  passed  through 
the  boom  from  Maine,  according  to  this  authority. 
This  return  was  made  before  the  returns  were  com¬ 
pleted  for  the  year  1890,  and  he  estimated  the 
amount  for  that  year  at  100,000,000  feet.  Now 
for  the  succeeding  year,  1890-91,  I  averaged  the 
six  previous  years,  which  gave  a  result  of  92,500,- 
•000  feet.  The  total  value  of  $5,280,000  of  the  logs 
imported  into  New  Brunswick  from  the  State  of 
Maine,  is  in  addition  to  the  $3,198,000  worth  that 
we  imported  into  other  parts  of  Canada  from  other 
parts  of  the  United  States,  as  shown  by  the  Trade 
and  Navigation  Returns ;  so  that  our  total  imports 
have  been  $8,468,000,  and  the  excess  of  imports 
over  the  export  of  logs  during  the  seven  years  has 
been  $5,179,900.  Now,  Sir,  if  this  is  the  case  I 
would  ask,  what  justice  there  is  in  the  imposition 
of  an  export  duty  ?  If  we  have  been  receiving 
nearly  three  times  as  many  logs  as  we  have  been 
exporting,  it  is  a  little  invidious  to  impose 
an  export  duty  upon  logs  when  the  American 
Government  is  debarred  from  retaliating  in 
kind  by  a  constitutional  provision.  I  find 
in  analysing  these  returns  that  our  exports 
of  logs  last  year  under  the  operation  of  the 
free  list,  was  less  than  our  imports  of  logs  as  shown 
by  the  Trade  and  Navigation  Returns,  without  any 
reference  to  our  imports  from  Maine.  Last  year 
our  exports  amounted  to  $722,000  and  our  imports 
to  $859,000,  as  shown  by  the  Trade  and  Navigation 
Returns,  and  during  the  three  last  years  the  amount 
does  not  vary  materially.  So  I  cannot  conceive 
there  is  any  great  necessity,  even  with  the  increas¬ 
ing  volume  of  trade,  for  the  action  which  the  hon. 
member  for  Stanstead  .  (Mr.  Ives)  asks.  In  brief, 
then,  we  are  importing  from  the  United  States 
vastly  more  spruce  than  we  are  exporting,  for  we 
have  imported  from  the  United  States,  in  seven 
years,  spruce  and  other  logs  to  the  value  of  eight 
and  a-half  millions  against  three  and  a-quarter 
millions  exported,  and,  under  all  the  circum¬ 
stances,  there  is  no  call  for  an  export  duty. 
It  would  be  a  most  natural  thing  for  the 
United  States,  being  in  possession  of  these  facts, 
as  they  are,  to  say  that  the  imposition  of  this 
duty,  in  the  face  of  the  fact  that  they  are  sending  us 


a  larger  quantity  of  logs  than  we  are  sending  to 
them,  is  most  unjust,  and  they  will  retaliate 
as  best  they  may,  and  the  most  natural  form  of  re¬ 
taliation— probably  the  only  form  they  eordd  adopt 
under  the  circumstances — would  be  to  add  whatever 
export  duty  they  chose  to  adopt  to  the  import 
duty  collected,  leaving  us  to  choose  whether  we 
would  pay  little  or  much  or  nothing  at  all. 

The  exceptional  position  in  which  the  pine  interest 
is  placed  is  deserving  of  a  few  words  at  my  hands, 
and  I  think  I  am  not  abusing  confidence,  if  I  men¬ 
tion  the  part  which  you,  Mr.  Speaker,  and  myself, 
took  in  this  matter.  We  all,  of  course,  felt  a  very 
great  degree  of  interest  in  the  discussions  on  the 
McKinley  Bill.  Our  hopes  rose  and  our  hopes 
fell.  We  hoped  at  one  time  to  get  free  lumber, 
and  I  think  we  would  have  got  it  if  the  export 
dutj  had  not  been  in  operation.  It  M  as  used  with 
great  adroitness  by  the  American  lumbermen  to 
resist  the  demand  for  free  lumber,  and  that  was 
the  reason,  probably,  wffiy  we  did  not  get  the  con¬ 
cession.  It  was  understood,  information  was  received 
here,  that  if  the  Canadian  Government  would  offici¬ 
ally  promise  to  remove  the  export  duty  in  the  event 
of  the  McKinley  Bill  reducing  the  lumber  duty  $1 
per  thousand,  that  provision  would  be  inserted 
in  the  McKinley  Bill.  Whether  the  information 
was  correct  or  not  I  do  not  know,  but  we  believed 
it  M'as,  and  you  Mull  remember,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  you 
as  a  representative  of  the  lumbermen  on  one  side  of 
the  House,  and  myself  as  a  representative  of  the 
lumbermen  oil  the  other  side  of  the  House,  waited 
upon  Sir  John  Macdonald  with  respect  to  this 
matter.  We  placed  before  Sir  John  Macdonald 
the  facts  that  the  export  duty,  in  all  human  proba¬ 
bility,  was  inimical  to  our  interests  in  so  far  as  its 
effects  had  been  to  lessen  our  chance  to  get  free 
lumber  ;  that  wre  believed  if  the  Government  of 
Canada  would  make  an  official  promise  to  reduce 
the  export  duty  in  consideration  of  the  lumber  duty 
being  reduced  $1  per  thousand,  it  would  be  done  at 
Washington,  and  by  Sir  John  Macdonald’s  direc¬ 
tion,  you,  Mr.  Speaker,  placed  a  question  on  the 
Notice  Paper,  and  that  question  was  duly  asked, 
and  it  was  answered  by  Sir  John  Macdonald  on 
behalf  of  the  Canadian  Government.  I  have  the 
record  here  in  Hansard.  It  occurred  on  May  19, 
1890.  The  question  was  asked  by  Mr.  Bryson,  in 
your  absence,  Mr.  Speaker,  from  the  House  : 

“Mr.  BRYSON.  Before  the  Orders  of  the  Day  are. 
called,  with  the  permission  of  the  House,  I  would  like  to 
ask  a  question  which  has  been  put  on  the  Notice  Paper 
by  the  hon.  member  for  North  Renfrew  (Mr.  White).  The 
question  is  this:  Whether,  in  the  event  of  the  United 
States  Congress  reducing  the  import  duty  on  sawn  lum¬ 
ber  to  $1  per  thousand  feet,  the  Government  will  remove 
the  export  duty  on  pine  and  spruce  logs  ?  It  is  very  im¬ 
portant  that  this  question  should  be  answered  at  the  pres¬ 
ent  moment.” 

This  is  the  answer  : 

“Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  will  answer  that 
question.  In  the  event  of  the  United  States  Congress 
reducing  the  import  duty  on  sawn  lumber,  the  Govern¬ 
ment  will  remove  the  export  duty  on  pine  and  spruce  logs. 
I  will  take  an  opportunity  of  conveying  that  decision  to 
the  proper  quarters.” 

I  suppose,  of  course,  that  Sir  John  Macdonald  had 
that  decision  conveyed  to  the  authorities  at  Wash¬ 
ington.  When  the  McKinley  Bill  finally  passed, 
it  was  discovered  that  its  provisions  Mrith  respect 
to  the  reduction  of  lumber  duties  did  not  embrace 
spruce  lumber.  We  were  very  sorry  that  was  the 
case,  and  I  suppose  the  Canadian  Government  were 
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not  bound  by  the  promise  it  made,  although  the 
language  of  the  answer,  as  contained  in  Hansard , 
would  have  bound  the  Government  to  remove  the 
duty,  as  there  was  the  reduction  in  lumber  duties 
and  the  answer  did  not  specify  what  the  reduction 
should  be.  But  the  spirit  of  the  understanding 
was  that  the  duty  on  spruce  should  be  reduced, 
with  the  reduction  on  pine.  Such  was  our 
expectation  and  hope,  and  all  the  interests  of  the 
country  felt  disappointed  that  this  was  not  done. 
But  the  question  arose,  what  should  be  done  under 
the  circumstances.  Here  was  a  chance  to  re¬ 
move  from  one  great  industry  a  tax  which  bore 
heavily  upon  it,  and  if  that  step  was  taken,  and  if 
the  duties  were  so  relieved,  it  would  not  prejudice 
the  interests  of  the  other,  the  spruce  interest,  but 
leave  other  interests  precisely  where  they  were  if 
relief  was  afforded  to  the  pine  interest.  Sir  John 
Macdonald  and  his  Ministers  decided,  and  very 
wisely  decided,  in  my  opinion,  to  remove  the 
export  duty,  and  to  relieve  the  most  im¬ 
portant  branch  of  the  lumbering  industry  from  a 
burden  that  pressed  seriously  upon  it.  No  less 
than  800,000,000  or  900,000,000  feet  of  white  pine 
lumber  are  exported  from  this  country  to  the 
United  States,  and  to  secure  a  reduction  of  the 
burden  of  $1  per  thousand  means  something  like 
$900,000  annually. 

Mr.  IVES.  $800,000  or  $900,000  ? 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  I  am  referring  to  the  quan¬ 
tity  that  goes  to  the  United  States,  not  that  going 
to  the  South  American  and  other  markets.  This  Bill 
went  into  operation  on  6th  October,  and  our  Govern¬ 
ment  issued  the  order  removing  export  duty  on  11th 
October,  and  in  doing  so  they  acted  in  consonance 
with  the  general  interests  of  the  country  and  the 
lumber  trade,  and  at  the  urgent  solicitation  not  only 
of  the  pine  lumber  trade  but  of  those  who  had  been 
opposed  to  them — they  acted  according  to  the 
wishes  of  the  entire  pine  lumber  trade.  The  effect 
of  this  action  on  the  lumber  trade  has  been  a  salut¬ 
ary  one,  as  I  said  a  few  moments  ago  ;  it  has 
enabled  the  white  pine  lumbermen  to  market  coarse 
grades  of  lumber  in  large  quantities,  which  hitherto 
had  proved  unsaleable  and  worthless.  Jt  was  not 
the  valuable  pine  timber  that  was  worth  $20  per 
thousand  that  had  been  so  much  benefited  by  the 
removal  of  the  tax,  but  the  trade  in  the  poorer  quali¬ 
ties,  and  the  great  bulk  of  the  timber  was  becoming 
of  poorer  quality,  first,  because  it  had  been  cut  out, 
next,  because  of  the  second  cuttings,  and  also  be¬ 
cause  fire  had  raged  through  extensive  limits  ;  and 
all  the  inferior  grades,  all  those  coarse  grades 
which  otherwise  were  worthless  and  added  nothing 
to  our  wealth,  were  specially  benefited  by  the  re¬ 
duction  of  this  duty. 

The  impression  obtains  very  often  that  pine  is 
growing  scarcer,  that  our  command  of  the  Am¬ 
erican  market  is  more  and  more  assured  every 
day,  that,  in  fact,  we  have  control  of  that 
market,  and  that  the  imposition  of  a  duty  on 
lumber  does  not  materially  affect  the  interests  of 
Canada,  because  the  Americans  will  pay  the  duty. 
It  must,  however,  be  remembered  that  the  illimitable 
forests  of  pitch  pine  in  the  south,  where  these  pine 
lands  may  be  obtained  at  $1.25  per  acre,  and  for 
which  $5  is  an  excessive  price,  forests  not  liable 
to  destruction  by  fire,  because  there  is  no  under¬ 
growth,  lands  covered  by  timber  which  is  inex¬ 
haustible  and  which  will  hardly  be  touched  during 
Mr.  Charlton. 


the  next  50  years — this  southern  pine  is  constantly 
encroaching  on  the  markets  of  the  white  pine  of 
the  north.  It  has  driven  us  from  one 
market  to  another,  and  it  has  taken  the  place 
of  all  our  coarse  grades  along  the  seaboard. 
We  meet  it  in  Chicago,  we  meet  it  in  Cincinnati, 
we  meet  it  even  in  Cleveland  and  Buffalo,  and  we 
have  a  constant  struggle  to  maintain  our  ground  in. 
the  markets.  We  have  also  to  meet  the  southern 
yellow  poplar,  and  to  contend  with  the  fact  that  two- 
thirds  of  the  finishing  lumber  used  in  many  sections 
of  the  northern  States  is  brought  from  the  south. 
That  has  a  tendency  to  depress  the  value  of  the  bett  er 
grades  of  pine,  and  this  removal  of  a  burden  to  the 
extent  of  $1  per  thousand  was  a  great  boon  to  the 
white  pine  interest  of  Canada,  and  was  a  boon  that 
inflicted  no  injury  upon  my  hon.  friend  from  Sher¬ 
brooke  (Mr.  Ives)  nor  upon  anybody  else  engaged 
in  the  spruce  trade,  because  it  simply  left  them 
right  where  they  would  have  been  left  if  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  had  refused  to  make  this  provision  and  to 
secure  for  the  white  pine  interest  a  reduction  of  $1 
per  thousand  in  the  duty  on  lumber. 

There  is  now,  Mr.  Speaker,  a  Bill  before  Congress, 
having  for  its  object  the  placing  of  all  lumber  upon 
the  free  list.  That  Bill  has  a  good  prospect  of  pass¬ 
ing,  and  I  hope  it  will  become  law.  If  it  has  not 
already  been  reported  by  the  Committee  on  Ways 
and  Means  it  soon  will  be,  and  it  is  one  of  the  same 
class  of  Bills  as  the  wool  Bill,  and  other  free  trade 
Bills  which  will  undoubtedly  pass  the  American 
House  of  Representatives.  That  Bill  provides  for 
placing  upon  the  free  list  : 

“  Timber,  hewn  and  sawed,  and  timber  used  for  spars 
and  in  building  walls.  Timber  squared  or  sided.  Wood 
unmanufactured,  not  specially  enumerated  or  provided 
for.  Sawed  boards,  planks,  deals,  and  all  other  articles 
of  sawed  lumber.  Hubs  for  wheels,  posts,  last  blocks,, 
waggon  blocks,  &c. ,  staves  of  wood.  Pickets  and  palings, 
laths,  shingles,  clapboards,  pine  or  spruce,  and  logs. 

“  Provided,  that  if  any  export  duty  is  made  upon  the 
above  mentioned  articles,  or  either  of  them,  by  any  coun¬ 
try  whence  imported,  all  articles  embraced  in  this  Act 
imported  from  said  country  shall  be  subject  to  duty  as 
now  provided  bsr  law.” 

My  hon.  friend  from  Sherbrooke  (Mr.  Ives)  will 
see  from  this  Bill  and  from  this  last  proviso  in  it, 
what  the  feeling  in  Washington  is.  He  will  see 
that  this  is  a  feeling  hostile  to  the  imposition  of  the 
export  duty,  and  if  he  is  a  wise  man  he  will  realize 
how  necessary  it  is  to  refrain  from  this  irritating 
policy  ;  because  were  [we  to  impose  an  export  duty, 
we  would  ruin  whatever  chance  there  is  of  the  pass¬ 
age  of  this  Bill  giving  free  lumber.  The  hon. 
gentleman  will  see  that  there  is  a  provision  in  the  Bill 
that  if  any  export  duty  is  levied  on  any  article  en¬ 
umerated  in  the  list  then  every  article  in  the 
Bill  will  go  upon  the  dutiable  list  of  imports  to 
the  United  States.  Those  familiar  with  the  move¬ 
ment  of  matters  at  Washington  know  perfectly 
well  that  the  fact  that  the  Canadian  Government 
imposed  an  export  duty  h^s  been  used  with  great 
adroitness  and  effect  by  every  enemy  of  free  lumber 
in  the  United  States.  As  I  said  awhile  ago,  I  repeat 
now :  That  I  believe  we  were  defeated  in  our  hopes  of 
securing  free  lumber  under  the  McKinley  Bill, 
which  proposed  to  put  various  raw  materials  on  the 
free  list,  by  the  fact  that  we  had  existing  in  this 
country'an  export  duty.  I  say  here,  Sir,  that  we 
have  no  hope  of  free  lumber  into  the  United  States 
as  proposed  by  this  Bill  of  Congress  before  the  Com¬ 
mittee  of  Ways  and  Means  if  we  reimpose  the  ex¬ 
port  duty,  because  the  bare  fact  of  our  reimposing 
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it  would  dash  to  the  ground  every  provision  for  ad¬ 
mitting  these  articles  which  I  have  enumerated 
upon  the  free  list. 

A  convention  of  lumbermen  met  at  Washing¬ 
ton  a  few  weeks  ago,  and  it  included  dele¬ 
gates  of  lumbermen  from  California,  from  Ore¬ 
gon,  from  Washington,  from  Minnesota,  from 
Wisconsin,  from  Michigan,  from  Texas,  from  Loui¬ 
siana,  from  Mississippi,  from  the  Carolinas,  from 
Georgia,  and  from  every  lumber  section  of  the 
United  States.  It  was  one  of  the  most  powerful 
and  influential  delegations  that  ever  appeared  in 
the  American  capital,  and  it  met  there  for  the 
purpose  of  protesting  against  this  Bill  which 
proposed  to  place  lumber  upon  the  free  list. 
If  this  country  imposed  an  export  duty 
they  would  have  made  use  of  that  fact, 
and  if  we  are  ever  foolish  enough  to  reimpose  that 
duty  they  will  make  use  of  it,  to  urge  it  against 
the  Bill,  and  it  will  place  in  their  hands  a  most 
potent  and  effective  weapon  for  defeating  this  very 
measure  which  we  hope  to  see  passed  in  Congress. 
In  view  of  these  facts,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  think  I  may 
with  every  propriety  urge  my  lion,  friend  from 
Sherbrooke  (Mr.  Ives)  to  let  this  question  alone, 
and  to  permit  the  forces  which  are  now  working 
for  free  lumber  to  work  undisturbed.  I  think  I 
might  ask  my  hon.  friend  not  to  propose  this  irritat¬ 
ing  piece  of  legislation  which  would  dash  our  hopes 
in  reference  to  this  matter  to  the  ground.  We  have 
nothing  to  gain  in  this  country  by  a  policy  of 
irritation.  There  is  now  a  strong  movement  in  the 
United  States  in  favour  of  free  lumber  ;  all  the 
building  interests  and  the  consumers  of  lumber  are 
in  favour  of  it.  It  is  easy  enough  to  rally  to  the 
cause  of  free  lumber  in  the  United  States  an  over¬ 
whelming  following  if  you  do  not  prejudice  your 
case  and  arouse  animosity,  aijd  place  in  the  hands 
of  the  enemies  of  the  measure  some  potent  weapon 
whereby  they  may  be  able  to  appeal  to  prejudice 
and  passion,  as  you  would  do  if  the  motion  of  my 
hon.  friend  from  Sherbrooke  (Mr.  Ives)  was  granted. 

With  regard  to  the  question  of  pulpwood  I  do 
not  design  to  go  fully  into  that  matter.  My 
hon.  friend  from  Muskoka  (Mr.  O'Brien)  who  is  to 
speak,  knows  a  great  deal  more  about  that  subject 
than  I  do,  and  I  will  leave  the  treatment  of  that 
branch  of  the  subject  to  him  saving  such  incidental 
allusions  as  I  have  made  on  the  question. 

I  will  briefly  summarize  what  I  have  said,  by 
the  reiteration  of  the  statement  that  there  is 
no  antagonism  of  feeling  between  the  white 
pine  and  the  spruce  interest.  So  far  as  our  influ¬ 
ence  could  be  used,  we  have  used  it  with  the  desire 
of  securing  the  reduction  of  lumber  duties  all 
around.  We  were  very  sorry  when  this  was  not 
obtained,  and  we  would  be  glad  to  see  it  obtained 
now.  We  hope  for  free  lumber,  and  we  believe 
that  a  Bill  admitting  Canadian  lumber  into  the 
United  States  free  of  duty  is  coming.  We  depre¬ 
cate  this  movement  to  reimpose  the  export  duty, 
because  we  find  in  it  a  movement  calculated  to 
retard  that  and  to  prejudice  our  chances  of  securing 
that  great  boon.  I  further  deprecate  this  motion 
to  reimpose  the  duty,  because  I  believe  it  invites 
disaster, which  if  this  step  is  taken  will  inevitably 
follow.  I  believe  from  what  I  know  of  the  feeling 
in  the  west,  I  believe  from  the  movement,  as  I 
pointed  out  when  I  read  this  petition  sent  in  1889, 
so  widely  circulated  and  numerously  and  influ¬ 
entially  signed,  I  believe  from  what  I  know 
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of  the  lumber  interest  of  Michigan,  Wisconsin, 
Minnesota  and  Ohio,  that  if  this  imposition  of 
export  duties  is  carried  out,  it  will  almost  surely 
be  followed  b}7  the  addition  of  this  export  duty 
to  the  American  import  duty.  The  Americans  now, 
as  the  Yankees  say,  have  caught  on  to'  the  fact 
which  they  did  not  know  a  few  years  ago,  that  we 
were  selling  them  about  one-third  as  many  more 
logs  as  they  were  sending  us.  They  were  formerly 
not  aware  of  the  relative  trade  in  logs  between  the 
two  countries,  but  they  understand  it  now,  and 
understanding  it  thejT  will  see  in  a  more  glaring 
light  the  injustice  of  the  imposition  of  the  export 
duty.  When  they  see  the  injustice  in  that  light 
they  will  be  more  certain  to  retaliate,  and  if  they 
do  retaliate,  they  must  retaliate  on  the  line  I  have 
indicated.  For  these  reasons,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  hope 
that  my  hon.  friend  will  not  press  his  motion,  and, 
even  if  he  does,  I  hope  that  the  Government  will 
not  listen  to  it.  I  trust  that  this  matter  will  be 
allowed  to  go  on  as  it  has  gone  on.  If  we  are  to  re¬ 
impose  this  export  duty  now  it  would  be  better  a 
thousand  times  that  we  had  never  taken  it  off, 
because  if  we  had  not  taken  it  off,  we  would  not 
excite  so  much  ill-feeliug  as  we  will  do  now  when 
after  taking  it  off  wTe  impose  it  again.  Realizing  as 
I  do  that  nothing  but  mischief  can  come  from  the 
granting. 'of  the  motion  of  my  hon.  friend  (Mr, 
Ives),  and  that  he  will  bring  on  the  head  of  the 
white  pine  lumbermen,  upon  the  whole  lumbering 
interest  of  Canada,  and  upon  his  own  head,  disaster, 
I  hope,  Sir,  without  reference  to  political  feelings  or 
anything  of  the  kind,  but  merely  with  reference  to 
a  great  business  industry  in  this  country,  that  the 
Government  will  not  meddle  with  this  question. 

It  being  six  o’clock,  the  Speaker  left  the  Chair. 

After  Recess. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  Mr.  Speaker,  when  you  left 
the  Chair  at  six  o’clock,  the  hon.  member  for 
North  Norfolk  (Mr.  Charlton)  was  advancing 
reasons  against  the  reimposition  of  the  export  duty 
on  logs.  Amongst  other  reasons,  he  said  that  fhe 
lumbermen  who  were  getting  out  logs  could  not 
get  them  cut  into  lumber  in  this  country.  Well, 
I  do  not  know  what  his  experience  may  be,  but  if 
he  should  go  up  along  the  Georgian  Bay,  and  call 
at  Midland,  where  there  is  a  large  mill  capable  of 
cutting  about  125,000  feet  of  lumber  in  ten  hours, 
he  would  find  that  there  would  be  no  difficulty  in 
getting  logs  cut.  That  mill,  owing  to  the  removal 
of  the  export  duty  on  logs,  is  to-day  idle,  whereas, 
a  few  years  ago,  it  was  engaged  during  the  whole 
season.  The  hon.  gentleman  also  said  that  we  have 
nothing  to  gain  by  a  policy  of  irritation  towards 
the  United  States.  I  do  not  take  it  that  in  any 
legislation  here,  directed  towards  the  interests  of 
our  own  people,  and  calculated  to  better  their  con¬ 
dition  or  improve  the  country,  we  can  be  said  to  be 
pursuing  a  course  of  irritation  towards  any 
country.  We  are  not  legislating  with  regard 
to  outside  countries,  but  with  regard  to  the  in¬ 
terests  of  our  own  people,  and  so  long  as  we  keep 
within  the  bounds  of  international  law  and 
discharge  the  duties  we  are  sent  here  to 
attend  to,  I  do  not  think  there  is  any  justice  or 
reason  in  the  assertion  that  we  are  pursuing  a 
course  of  irritation.  If  it  is  in  the  interest  of  our 
people  or  any  considerable  number  of  them,  that 
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an  export  duty  should  be  imposed  upon  logs,  I 
think  we  should  impose  it  irrespective  of  the 
opinion  entertained  of  us  by  any  foreign  country. 
The  lion,  gentleman  says  that  there  is  now  a  Bill 
before  the  United  States  Congress  to  place  lumber 
on  the  free  list,  and,  therefore,  if  an  export  duty 
were  put  upon  logs  in  this  country,  it  would  have 
the  effect  of  preventing  that  Bill  passing.  There  is 
no  guarantee  of  that  Bill  passing.  We  know  that 
from  year  to  year  Bills  of  a  similar  character  are 
introduced  into  the  United  States  Congress,  but  up 
to  the  present  time  not  one  of  them  have  passed,  and 
we  have  no  reason  to  suppose  that  the  Bill  now  be¬ 
fore  that  body  is  any  more  likely  to  pass.  The 
lion,  member  also  stated  that  lumbermen  now  take 
out  of  the  bush  a  class  of  timber  that  would  not  be 
used  if  this  duty  were  imposed  ;  in  other  words, 
that  it  is  not  the  better  class  of  logs  which  are  sent 
to  the  United  »States,  but  the  coarser  grades.  I 
think  the  lion,  gentleman  ought  to  know  better, 
because  he  is  engaged  in  the  lumber  business 
himself.  I  have  been  credibly  informed  by  one  of 
the  largest  lumbermen  of  the  Georgian  Bay  that  the 
very  reverse  is  the  case — that  some  four  or  five  good 
logs,  sometimes  more,  are  taken  out  of  the  tree 
and  shipped  to  the  United  States,  and  the  coarser 
logs  are  left  here  because  it  would  not  pay  to  ship 
them  to  the  United  States.  It  is  clear  lumber  that 
commands  the  readiest  sale  in  the  United  States, 
and  only  the  best  class  of  logs  are  sent  there.  Three 
or  four  or  five  good  logs  are  taken  out  of  each  tree 
and  shipped  away,  and  two  or  three  logs  left  which 
it  would  not  pay  to  ship.  I  am  told  that  nearly 
one -fourth  of  the  lumber  is  left  in  the  woods  in 
that  way,  and  in  a  year  or  two  this  is  destroyed  by 
being  worm-eaten  or  by  fire.  I  am  told  that  the 
Ontario  Government  lose  a  large  revenue  from  this 
cause  every  year,  as  they  are  deprived  of  a  royalty 
on  all  the  logs  which  would  otherwise  be  taken  out. 
Therefore,  about  one-fourth  of  the  revenue  from 
royalties  is  lost  to  the  Provincial  Government.  It 
is  not  only  in  the  interest  of  the  revenue  of  the  Pro¬ 
vince  of  Ontario,  but  in  the  interest  of  the  country 
at  large  that  weshould  notallowthis  system  to  go  on. 
The  hon.  member  for  North  Norfolk  stated  that 
there  is  a  loss  of  about  $1  to  $1.25  a  thousand  in  logs 
sent  to  the  United  States,  for  towing,  risk,  &c.  If 
that  is  the  case  that  much  would  be  saved  by  cutting 
the  lumber  here.  But  he  said  that  the  lumbermen 
cannot  lose  so  much,  because  it  pays  them  better 
than  it  would  to  pay  $2  a  thousand  on  lumber. 
Therefore,  on  every  1,000  feet  there  could  be  only 
a  loss  of  75  cents  if  the  export  duty  were  put  on, 
and  this  country  would  gain  a  great  deal  more  than 
that  by  cutting  the  lumber  here.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  says  he  understands  that  the  nulls  are  not 
idle,  but  are  cutting  logs,  and  he  instances  a  case 
where  a  lumberman  told  him  that  he  got  a  large 
contract  for  cutting  logs  during  the  present  season. 

I  can  tell  the  hon.  gentleman  that  if  he  goes 
along  the  north  shore  of  the  Georgian  Bay  and 
visits  Parry  Sound  or  Midland,  he  will  find  large 
mills  lying  idle,  in  which  there  are  thousands  and 
tens  of  thousands  of  dollars  invested,  and  where 
thousands  of  men  a  few  years  ago  used  to  be  em¬ 
ployed.  The  mill  at  Midland,  which  used  to  cut 
125,000  feet  every  ten  hours,  and  ran  frequently 
both  night  and  day,  employing  directly  and  indi¬ 
rectly  500  men,  and  having  about  $50,000  invested 
in  plant,  is  not  doing  a  dollar’s  worth  of  work 
to-day  and  is  not  employing  a  single  man — 
Mr.  Sproule. 


all  by  virtue  of  the  policy  of  removing  the  export 
duty  on  logs.  That  industry  built  up  the  town  of 
Midland,  and  employed  a  large  number  of  men  who 
consumed  the  products  of  the  country  about.  There 
are  various  reasons  why  an  export  duty  should 
be  imposed  on  logs,  and  I  will  mention  some  of 
them.  Consider  the  large  quantity  of  logs  sent 
out  of  the  country  every  year.  The  hon.  member 
for  North  Norfolk  states  that  there  are  about  820,- 
000  logs  sent  out  every  year.  From  my  exami¬ 
nation  of  the  Trade  and  Navigation  Returns,  I  do 
not  think  that  they  give  us  anything  like  an  accu¬ 
rate  statement  of  the  number  of  logs  exported  ;  at 
best  they  give  only  an  approximate  estimate.  To 
show  the  rapidity  with  which  our  forests  are  being 
denuded,  I  will  mention  the  approximate  quantity 
shipped  this  year  by  a  few  of  the  lumber  com¬ 
panies  in  the  north-western  part  of  Ontario,  which 
I  obtained  from  a  gentleman  engaged  in  the  lum¬ 
ber  industry.  One  company  expects  to  send  about 
25,000,000  feet,  another  20,000,000,  another 
8,000,000,  another  20,000,000,  another  25,000,000, 
another  15,000,000,  another  20,000,000,  another 
6,-000,000,  and  miscellaneous  dealers  about  75,- 
000,000  feet.  All  these  companies,  it  is  esti¬ 
mated,  will  send  out  during  the  present  year  220,- 
000,000  feet  of  pine  lumber  from  the  North  Shore 
and  Georgian  Bay  district  across  the  lakes,  in  logs. 
A  few  years  ago  this  was  all  cut  in  Canada.  Now, 
we  know  that  the  lumber  industry  has  been  de¬ 
veloping  verjr  rapidly.  The  returns  sent  to  the 
Ontario  Government  show  that  all  the  pine  timber 
is  taken  off  about  36  townships  every  year.  How 
long  will  it  be  at  that  rate  before  all  the  pine  tim¬ 
ber  is  taken  out  of  the  country,  and  one  of  the  most 
valuable  assets  of  the  Province  of  Ontario  is  de¬ 
stroyed  ?  There  is  another  feature  of  the  situation 
which  is  very  interesting  and  should  not  be  lost 
sight  of.  The  streams  down  which  this  lumber  is 
brought  all  flow  southward  into  the  Georgian  Bay 
and  Lake  Huron.  The  timber  is  brought  down  these 
streams  as  timber  is  brought  down  streams  generally. 
We  find  that  the  lumbermen  are  extending  their 
operations  further  north  every  year,  and  at  the  rate 
they  are  doing  so,  they  will  soon  be  at  the  sources  of 
the  streams  at  the  height  of  land  ;  after  which  we 
will  have  that  fine  timber,  which  ought  to  be  kept 
for  the  supply  of  the  people  of  Ontario,  taken  off 
to  the  height  of  land,  and  we  will  not  be  able  to  bring 
any  more  timber  this  way  until  railroads  penetrate 
that  country,  because  the  streams  on  the  other  side 
or  north  of  the  height  of  land  instead  of  flow¬ 
ing  southward,  flow  northward  to  James  and 
Hudson  Bay,  by  which  route  it  will  have  to  be 
shipped.  Our  province  will  thus  be  denuded  of  the 
valuable  timber  we  need  at  home.  This  great  des¬ 
truction  we  ought  not  to  allow  to  continue.  If  we 
do  not  live  to  feel  the  effects,  those  who  come  after 
us  will,  and  it  behooves  this  generation  to  be  more 
careful  of  that  valuable  asset  which  is  one  of  the 
most  important  we  have.  If  we  let  this  timber  go 
what  loss  will  it  represent  to  the  people  ?  Making  an 
approximate  estimate  of  the  taking  out  of  these  logs, 

I  am  told  by  lumbermen  that  it  costs  about  $4.50  per 
1 ,000 to  get  them  out ;  it  cpsts  about  50  cents  per  1 ,000 
to  drive  them  down  the  river,  and  $1.25  for  towing, 
making  in  all  $6.25  per  1 ,000  as  the  expense  of  taking 
out  the  logs  and  putting  them  on  the  lakes.  Then 
they  are  transferred  to  the  American  side.  Now,  if 
this  work  were  all  done  by  Canadians,  we  would  not 
have  so  much  to  complain  of,  but  many  of  the  men 
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who  own  these  large  timber  areas  are  Americans, 
and  these  Americans  bring  their  labour  and  sup¬ 
plies  from  the  other  side.  They  take  these  logs 
into  the  waters  of  the  Georgian  Bay  or  Lake 
Huron,  and  then  tow  them  across  to  the  American 
side.  Thus  that  work  not  only  gives  employment 
to  Americans  in  Canada  but,  this  duty  being  off, 
the  logs  are  saw  n  by  the  Americans  at  home.  Our 
labouring  men  are,  therefore,  shut  out  of  this  mar¬ 
ket  for  their  labour  w  hich  they  formerly  enjoyed 
in  the  winter  seasons.  On  the  American  side  these 
logs  are  manufactured.  It  costs  $2.50  per  1,000  to 
manufacture  them,  50  cents  per  1,000  to  ship  them 
over,  and  the  incidental  expenses  amount  to  25 
cents  per  1,000,  making  a  total  of  $3.25  per  1,000. 
If  you  add  $3  per  1,000  for  the  feeding  of  the  men 
and  the  expenditure  and  other  interests  involved, 
that  makes  $6.25  per  1,000  lost  to  the  people  of 
Ontario  through  the  manufacture  of  these  logs  on 
the  other  side.  What  does  that  represent  ?  It 
represents,  on  the  amount  of  lumber  taken  over  this 
year,  a  loss  to  Ontario  of  $  1 , 320,000,  wdiich  is  the  direct 
loss,  not  to  mention  the  loss  sustained  through  the 
capital  involved  in  the  large  mills  on  this  side,  in  the 
erection  of  mills  and  machinery  being  unremunera- 
tive,  through  these  mills  now  lying  idle.  That 
means, besides, agreat  loss  to  our  farmers  and  trades¬ 
men,  because  when  these  mills  were  running  in 
Canada  the  men  employed  in  them  spend  their 
money  here,  whereas  now  all  that  expenditure  is 
made  in  the  United  States.  It  may  be  said  that 
our  Canadians  can  get  employment  on  the  other 
side,  but'  as  soon  as  they  cross  the  line  they  are  met 
by  the  alien  law  and  sent  back.  I  know  several  of 
these  men,  who  have  been  going  year  after  year 
over  from  my  district  of  the  country  to  work  in  these 
mills  and  lumbering  operations,  being  thrown  out 
of  employment  on  account  of  the  lumber  being 
cut  up  in  the  United  States.  Not  only  do  Ameri¬ 
cans  take  their  place  in  getting  out  the  logs  in  the 
winter  on  this  side,  but  they  take  their  place  also 
in  manufacturing  it  on  the  other  side.  This  is  the 
condition  of  things  we  find  in  our  country  :  Our 
mills  are  lying  idle  and  our  men  are  out  of  employ¬ 
ment.  Mill  after  mill,  which  was  formerly  in  full 
operation,  is  now  lying  idle.  In  the  Georgian  Bay 
and  Parry  Sound  districts,  I  am  told  that  two 
large  companies  are  shutting  up  their  mills  this 
year,  and  it  is  likely  that  one  or  two  others  will 
follow  suit,  so  that  in  a  short  time  this  great 
local  industry  will  be  destroyed  if  this  thing  goes 
on.  In  the  Midland  district  and  Collingwood,  and  in 
the  Georgian  Bay  district  and  other  places  where 
large  mills  have  been  running  for  years,  to-day 
these  mills  exist  only  in  name,  and  where  hundreds 
of  men  were  employed  there  are  none  now  at  work, 
all  which  is  brought  about  by  the  remission  of  the 
export  duty  on  lumber.  In  the  interests  of  the 
settlers,  in  the  interests  of  the  farmers  who  form¬ 
erly  found  a  market  for  their  produce,  in  the 
interests  of  all  those  who  require  lumber,  we  ought 
to  have  this  duty  reimposed  ;  and  I  do  not  believe 
that,  take  the  country  as  a  whole,  it  will  be  found 
as  the  lion,  member  for  North  Norfolk,  said,  that  the 
people  engaged  in  the  trade  are  a  unit  on  the 
question.  I  have  talked  to  several  lumbermen 
there,  and  find  they  are  not  a  unit.  Of  course 
there  are  men  who  find  they  can  with  less  trouble 
take  out  the  logs  and  sell  them  to  the  United 
States,  and  are  in  favour  of  free  export,  men,  for 
instance,  like  the  lion,  member  for  North  Norfolk, 


who  are  engaged  in  tha  business,  but  there  are 
many  others  in  the  traia  who  hold  a  different 
opinion.  I  do  not  pretend  to  say  that  the  hon. 
gentleman  is  solely  actuated  by  selfish  motives, 
but  when  a  man's  interests  are  involved,  his  judg¬ 
ment  is  likely  to  be  clouded.  But  there  are  thou¬ 
sands  of  people  in  our  country,  whoare disinterested 
parties,  in  so  far  as  their  having  any  financial  in¬ 
terest  in  the  business  is  concerned,  and  their  views 
are  entitled  certainly  to  be  heard.  The  duty  ought 
never  to  have  been  taken  off.  I  do  not  think  its 
reimposition  would  at  all  influence  the  United 
States  either  in  putting  on  any  higher  duty  or  tak¬ 
ing  it  off,  because  they  are  bound  to  have  our  lum¬ 
ber  in  any  case  ;  and  I  also  believe  that  at  present 
our  lumber  is  going  too  rapidly  out  of  our  country. 
It  may  be  in  the  interests  of  our  lumbermen  that 
this  duty  should  be  kept  off.  Some  hon.  gentle¬ 
men,  speaking  on  this  question,  say  you  are  ham¬ 
pering  the  lumbermen  in  every  way  possible  ;  you 
are  putting  a  duty  on  pork  and  thus  making  his 
supplies  dearer,  and  now  you  propose  to  reimpose 
the  export  duty  on  lumber.  But  it  is  most  signifi¬ 
cant  that  every  man  engaging  in  timber  limits  is 
able  to  make  money  out  of  them,  and  that  very 
rapidly.  The  experience  of  men  dealing  in  such 
limits  is  that  their  value  doubles  every  four  or  five 
years,  and  we  find  that  limits,  which  were  bought 
for  $40,000  or  $50,000  some  years  ago,  bring  even  as 
high  as  $500,000  to-day.  This  rapid  increase  is  shown 
by  the  sales  which  have  been  made,  not  only  by 
the  Local  Government  but  by  private  individuals, 
from  time  to  time.  We  find  that  the  increase  in 
value  has  been  going  on  very  fast  during  the  last 
few  years.  As  a  rule,  men  who  have  timber  limits 
hold  them  for  a  large  profit,  until  they  choose 
to  realize  on  them,  and  I  do  not  see  how 
their  interests  should  suffer  to  any  extent  by 
the  reimposition  of  this  duty.  I  say  the 
timber  is  being  taken  away  too  rapidly,  aud¬ 
it  gives  employment  to  people  on  the  other 
side  instead  of  to  our  own  people  here,  and  this  is 
destroying  one  of  the  most  important  assets  of  the 
country.  We  should  endeavoiir  either  to  stop  it 
or  keep  it  within  reasonable  limits.  I  hope  the 
Govermiient  will  consider  the  matter  and  take 
steps  to  prevent  what  I  know  takes  place  along  the 
Georgian  Bay  and  Lake  Huron.  I  have  only 
spoken  in  regard  to  white  pine  because  that  is 
what  is  principally  taken  out  there,  but  I  have  no 
doubt  the  same  thing  is  true  in  regard  to  spruce 
and  other  timber.  It  was  one  of  the  greatest  mis¬ 
takes  that  could  have  been  made  w hen  the  Govern¬ 
ment  took  off  the  export  duty,  and  when  they  put 
that  duty  on  again  the  people  of  the  country  will 
be  satisfied  that  they  have  received  a  most  import¬ 
ant  advantage. 

Mr.  O'BRIEN.  Representing,  as  I  do,  a  portion 
of  the  country  which  is  perhaps  more  interested  in 
this  matter  than  any  other,  I  deem  it  right  to  say  a 
few  words  on  this  question  ;  and,  certainly,  it  is  a 
question  that  requires  more  attention  almost  than 
any  other  in  connection  with  the  tariff  and  which 
requires  the  most  careful  consideration  on  the  part 
of  the  Government  and  the  House.  As  a  decided, 
and  I  hope  a  consistent,  supporter  of  the  National 
Policy,  I  would  prevent,  if  it  were  in  my  power,  a 
single  pound  of  raw  material  leaving  this  country 
which  could  be  manufactured  within  its  bounds, 
provided  that,  in  so  doing,  I  was  not  doing  a 
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greater  injury  to  the  country  than  I  was  confer¬ 
ring  any  advantage  upon  it.  I  believe  this  is  one 
of  the  (juestions  in  regard  to  which  that  considera- 
.  tion  must  a^ise.  It  is  much  to  be  desired  that  there 
could  be  found  some  practical  method  of  over¬ 
coming  the  present  difficulty,  not  only  because 
it  seriously  affects  the  material  interests  of  the 
country,  but  because  it  has  placed  us  in  a  most 
humiliating  position  in  regard  to  the  American 
people.  As  to  the  portion  of  the  question  which 
relates  to  lumber,  I  think  the  lion,  member  for 
Sherbrooke  (Mr.  Ives)  has  hardly  made  out  his 
case  in  regard  to  his  representation  in  connection 
with  the  spruce  timber  interest.  I  find  that  we 
export  of  pine  lumber  from  this  country  to  the 
United  States  about  $7,000,000  worth  per  annum, 
and  our  export  of  spruce — because  the  export  to 
Great  Britain  is  not  affected — our  total  export  of 
spruce  deals  manufactured  in  this  country  to  the 
United  States  last  year  only  amounted  to  $83,000. 
About  $600,000  worth  of  spruce  deals  was  ex¬ 
ported  which  was  not  the  production  of  this 
country.  The  hon.  member  for  Norfolk  (Mr. 
Charlton)  has  already  explained  what  they  were. 

I  be  statement  of  the  export  of  board  and  plank 
makes  no  distinction  between  the  spruce,  the 
pine  and  the  other  kinds  of  timber,  so  that  it  is 
impossible  to  ascertain  what  quantity  of  spruce  of 
that  dimension  has  been  exported.  We  find  that 
the  total  export  from  New  Brunswick  of  sawn 
<  lumber,  exclusive  of  deals,  was  $150,000  roughly, 
and  there  is  no  great  quantity  of  spruce  exported 
from  any  other  part  of  the  country.  Thus,  besides 
the  $600,000  worth  of  American  timber  manufac¬ 
tured  at  St.  John  from  which  the  country  get 
the  benefit,  less  than  $500,000  worth  of  board 
and  plank  is  to  be  set  off  against  the  $7,000,000 
worth  of  pine  timber  exported.  I  think  the 
lion,  gentleman  has,  therefore,  failed  to  make  out 
his  case  in  regard  to  the  comparison  between 
spruce  and  pine  timber.  I  cannot  help  thinking 
that  the  hon.  gentleman  must  have  some  other 
motive  to  induce  him  to  act  in  this  matter  than 
the  interest  of  the  producers  of  spruce  timber. 
There  is  one  consideration  which  has  hardly  been 
dealt  with,  and  it  is  this  :  On  the  strength'of  the 
abolition  of  our  export  duty  on  logs  and  a  reduction 
in  the  rate  of  duty  on  the  other  side,  very  large 
contracts  have  been  entered  into  in  that  part  of 
the  country  which  borders  upon  the  United  States, 
the  basis  being  the  present  duty  of  $1  a  thousand. 
The  Finance  Minister  must  undoubtedly  see  the  great 
danger  which  would  arise  to  the  interests  of  this 
country  if  that  policy  were  to  be  changed  and  we 
were  to  put  a  sudden  stop  to  these  transactions,  as  we 
would  most  certainly  do  if  that  duty  were  again  put 
on.  W  lien  we  consider  the  small  amount  of  the  in¬ 
terest  affected  by  the  abolition  of  the  duty  it  would 
appear  the  height  of  madness  if,  without  any  pre¬ 
vious  preparation,  we  were  to  bring  that  trade  in¬ 
to  danger  by  such  a  course,  and  so  affect  our  home 
trade  throughout  this  whole  Dominion.  That 
point  has  not  yet  been  touched  upon,  but  it  is  one 
of  the  most  important  to  be  considered.  I  have 
no  special  sympathy  with  the  lumbermen— politi¬ 
cally  I  have  nothing  special  to  thank  them  for — 
but  I  believe  that  we  ought  to  do  that  great  and 
important  interest  some  justice,  and  I  am  sorry  to 
say  that  it  is  evident  that  my  hon.  friend  from 
Grey  who  has  just  spoken  (Mr.  Sproule)  is  sadly 
astray  in  his  figures. 

.  Mr.  O’Brien. 


Mr.  SPROULE.  I  got  them  from  one  of  the 
largest  lumbermen  on  the  Georgian  Bay,  and  he 
ought  to  know. 

Mr.  O’BRIEN.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  it 
costs  $6  a  thousand  to  manufacture  the  lumber. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  I  said  it  cost  $2.50  to  manu¬ 
facture  it. 

Mr.  O’BRIEN.  Then  I  must  have  misunder¬ 
stood  the  lion,  gentleman.  Hon.  gentlemen  must 
not  be  led  away  by  the  idea  that,  when  the 
logs  are  exported,  this  country  gets  no  benefit 
from  the  trade.  Taking  the  most  favourable 
view  from  the  hon.  gentleman’s  standpoint  the 
figures  may  be  put  at  3  to  2.  That  is.  the  cost 
of  getting  out  the  logs  and  bringing  them  down  to 
the  mills,  wherever  they  may  be  situated,  and 
including  the  rafting,  is  far  within  the  mark  of  $3 
a  thousand,  and  in  giving  that  figure  I  am  erring 
in  a  safe  direction.  The  cost  of  manufacture  is 
not  more  than  $2.  So  that  we  would  get  $3  on 
every  thousand  and  lose  $2,  and  I  believe  that,  in 
stating  that,  I  am  erring  on  the  side  of  the  hon. 
gentleman.  And  there  is  no  doubt  that  the  sale 
of  limits  has  brought  a  great  amount  of  capital 
into  this  country.  I  was  discussing  this  matter 
with  a  lumberman,  and  at  that  time  I  was  opposed 
to  taking  off  the  duty,  but  I  may  say  that  keeping 
on  a  duty  which  is  in  existence  and  putting  on  a 
duty  which  has  once  been  taken  off  on  an  under¬ 
standing  that  the  other  side  will  do  a  correspond¬ 
ing  thing,  are  two  different  matters.  It  is  fair  to 
argue  that  it  would  be  wrong  to  take  off  a  duty, 
and  it  would  be  equally  fair  to  argue  that,  when 
once  it  had  been  taken  off,  it  should  not  be  reim¬ 
posed.  This  gentleman  to  whom  I  was  speaking 
said,  discussing  some  limits  on  the  Georgian  Bay, 
what  is  the  difference  ?  We  will  get  so  much  for 
the  logs.  I  said  :  You  may  get  your  $100,0()()  for 
them  and  you  may  go  to  England  or  anywhere 
else  and  spend  that  amount,  but  it  does  not 
follow  that  what  you  receive  will  be  spent  in 
this  country  and  I  would  far  rather  that 
the  amount  should  be  spent  on  labour  in  this 
country  than  that  you  spent  it  elsewhere.  We 
must  admit  that  a  great  deal  of  capital  has  been 
brought  into  this  country  by  the  sale,  the  profit¬ 
able  sale  of  these  limits.  Thus  the  contention  is 
not  altogether  on  one  side,  and,  when  the  hon. 
gentleman  said  just  now  in  discussing  this  question 
that  these  American  firms  who  are  taking  out 
their  saw-logs  on  the  Georgian  Bay  are  importing 
their  own  men  and  their  own  produce,  and  taking 
all  the  benefit  out  of  the  mouths  of  our  own  people, 
lie  is  astray.  These  men  do  not  import  their  own 
labour  and  for  this  reason.  It  would  be  rather 
absurd,  seeing  the  number  of  our  own  men  who  go 
to  Michigan  to  work  in  the  shanties  and  come  back 
when  the  work  is  over,  that  these  people  should 
bring  them  all  back  and  so  incur  a  double  expense. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  I  know  that  what  I  stated  is 
true  in  my  district. 

Mr.  O’BRIEN.  In  Muskoka  and  Parry  Sound 
districts,  there  is  not  a  man  who  cannot  get  the 
work  he  wants.  The  men  employed  and  the 
material  used  to  feed  those  men  are  chiefly  the 
men  of  this  country  and  the  produce  of  this  country. 

I  herefore,  the  statement  is  altogether  incorrect. 
Of  course,  some  plant  and  some  machinery  may  be 
brought  over,  but  as  a  general  thing  the  cost  of 
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producing  logs  is  spent  in  this  country,  is  spent  for 
the  benefit  of  this  country.  As  I  said  before,  I  am 
not  inclined  to  view  the  lumbermen  with  any 
special  favour,  but  I  will  say,  as  a  matter  of  justice 
to  that  great  interest,  an  interest  which,  I  believe, 
employs  more  labour  and  consumes  more  produce 
than  any  other  interest  of  Canada,  that  it  is  just 
the  one  interest  in  this  country,  and  I  say  it 
advisedly,  which  derives  the  least  possible  benefit 
from  the  protective  system  now  established  ;  there 
can  be  no  (juestion  about  that.  I  do  not  think 
you  can  point  to  one  single  respect  in  which 
the  lumber  interest  derives  any  benefit  from  the 
National  Policy  ;  if  you  can,  I  have  never  been  able 
to  discover  it ;  therefore  I  think  they  are  entitled 
to  fair  consideration.  It  is  a  fair  argument  for 
them  to  put  forward  when  they  say  :  You  tax 
everything  we  use  in  the  manufacture  of  our  ma¬ 
terial,  and  yet  you  are  going  to  expose  us  to  the 
risk  of  another  dollar  per  thousand  by  the  course 
you  propose  to  pursue.  Now,  I  say  that,  view  the 
lumber  interest  as  you  will,  that  is  not  giving  it 
fair-play,  it  is  not  treating  it  as  you  treat  any  other 
industry  in  this  country,  it  is  not  giving  it  the  same 
consideration  which  you  give  to  any  other  industry 
that  we  possess  amongst  us.  You  protect  the 
farmer,  you  protect  the  miller,  you  protect  the 
manufacturer,  and  I  am  in  favour  of  doing  so,  so  far 
as  it  can  be  done  with  general  advantage — you  pro¬ 
tect  our  manufacturing  industries  generally  with 
the  exception  of  the  lumber  interest,  this  is  the 
only  one  you  do  not  protect.  Now,  my  hon.  friend 
talks  of  the  enormous  fortunes  made  in  lumber.  I 
believe  it  is  true  that  large  sums  of  money  have 
been  made  by  speculation  in  timber  limits,  but 
speculating  in  timber  limits  is  not  carrying  on  the 
lumber  business.  Anybody  can  speculate  in 
timber  limits,  a  lawyer  or  a  doctor  can  do 
that  ;  but  the  business  of  lumbering  is  entirely 
distinct  from  such  speculation.  From  what  I 
know  of  the  lumbermen  of  the  Lake  Huron  district, 
considering  the  capital  expended,  the  capital 
invested,  judging  from  the  amount  of  money  laid 
out  every  year  in  carrying  on  that  business,  I  will 
venture  to  say  there  has  been  a  smaller  profit  made 
in  the  lumber  industry  than  in  any  other  industry  of 
this  country  —I think  that  statement  is  strictly  with¬ 
in  the  mark.  At  any  rate,  if  any  men  have  made 
fortunes  in  lumbering,  I  have  never  come  across 
any  of  them,  but  I  do  know  many  men  who  have 
lost  money,  and  some  who  have  been  ruined  in  that 
business.  So  far  as  the  lumber  interest  is  con¬ 
cerned,  I  think  the  hon.  member  for  Sherbrooke 
(Mr.  Ives)  has  entirely  failed  to  make  out  his  case. 
There  is  another  subject  which  I  wish  to  mention, 
it  has  been  alluded  to  by  the  hon.  member  for  Grey 
(Mr.  Sproule),  and  it  is  one  of  the  questions  which 
weigh  most  materially  with  me  in  dealing  with 
this  subject.  I  think  it  is  a  great  national  mis¬ 
fortune  that  there  is  no  Government  in  this  coun¬ 
try,  Dominion  or  Provincial,  which  has  yet  found 
a  way  to  protect,  preserve  and  reproduce  our 
pine  forests.  Every  country  in  Europe,  I  think, 
without  a  single  exception,  that  has  a  civilized 
government  and  that  has  pine  timber  to  any  ex¬ 
tent,  takes  measures  to  preserve  its  timber, 
and  they  are  able  to  export  as  much  timber 
to-day  as  they  did  three  or  four  hundred 
years  ago.  Canada,  with  all  her  boasted  intelli¬ 
gence,  all  her  boasted  civilization,  her  self- 
government,  &c. ,  is  entirely  behind  the  age 


in  this  important  particular.  Neither  the  Pro¬ 
vincial  Government  nor  the  Dominion  Government 
think  they  can  get  rid  of  our  lumber  fast  enough 
as  long  as  they  can  turn  it  to  any  profitable  use. 
Now,  with  regard  to  the  effect  upon  the  consump¬ 
tion  of  timber  by  the  reimposition  of  the  export 
duty  and  the  necessary  reimposition  of  the  import 
duty,  it  will  be  just  this  :  When  the  duty  was  $2  a 
thousand  on  the  lumber  it  did  not  pay  Canadian 
lumbermen,  unless  the  prices  were  exceptionally 
high,  to  export  anything  but  the  best  qualities. 
You  must  remember  that  in  the  Georgian  Bay  and 
Lake  Huron  timber  limits— and  I  fancy  the  Upper 
Ottawa  timber  limits  are  in  the  same  category — the 
amount  of  timber  that  is  really  fit  for  export  is 
very  limited.  I  do  not  know  what  proportion  of 
timber  is  fit  for  export,  but  it  is  comparatively  a 
small  proportion.  Now,  under  the  former  state  of 
things,  when  you  cut  the  whole  produce  of  your 
limit,  cut  everything  before  you,  you  had  an  im¬ 
mense  quantity  on  hand  of  very  inferior  lumber 
that  was  not  worth  as  much,  even,  as  the  spruce 
that  my  hon.  friend  says  is  so  much  less  valuable  than 
the  pine  timber.  That  was  not  saleable  in  Canada, 
for  the.  reason  that  there  was  a  greater  quantity 
of  it  than  the  country  wanted,  therefore  that 
lumber  either  had  to  remain  in  the  woods  in  the  shape 
of  logs,  or  had  to  remain  in  the  yard  unsold.  The 
duty  prevented  its  being  sold  in  the  States,  the 
price  would  not  bear  the  $2  a  thousand  duty. 
The  result  was  that  when  a  lumberman  went 
through  his  limits,  it  being  impossible  for  him  to 
tell,  looking  at  the  tree,  in  all  cases,  whether  he 
was  going  to  make  exportable  timber  or  not — 
there  always  being  a  certain  element  of  chance  in 
it — he  cut  down  the  tree  ;  if  he  got  a  good  log  out 
of  it  he  took  that  log,  if  the  other  logs  were  not 
worth  taking  for  export,  he  left  them  behind,  and 
of  course  that  was  so  much  timber  wasted.  On  the 
other  hand,  if  he  did  not  cut  it,  he  left  it  liable  to 
the  worst  enemy  of  timber,  and  that  is  fire.  So 
that  the  timber  stood  a  chance  either  of  being  left 
in  the  woods  to  rot  in  the  shape  of  a  prostrate  tree, 
or  if  it  was  left  standing,  it  remained  subject  to 
damage  by  fire  ;  the  result  in  either  case  was  an 
enormous  amount  of  waste  in  all  our  timber  limits. 
When  the  duty  was  reduced  to  $1  a  thousand,  of 
course  there  was  a  much  greater  proportion  of 
timber  that  the  lumberman  could  export.  If  he 
could  export  500,000  feet  out  of  1,000,000  feet 
under  the  $2  a  thousand  duty,  he  could  export 
750,000  feet  under  a  $1  per  thousand  duty. 
The  moment  that  dollar  was  taken  off  there  was 
an  immense  quantity  of  inferior  lumber  which 
at  once  found  its  way  into  the  American 
market.  1  remember  meeting  one  of  the  largest 
lumbermen  on  the  Georgian  Bay  shortly  after 
the  duty  was  taken  off.  He  told  me  he  had 
just  made  a  sale  of  1,000,000  feet  to  one  party  of 
a  quality  of  lumber  which,  before  that,  he  could 
only  dispose  of  in  the  very  limited  home  market, 
And  so  it  went  on.  Now,  if  you  reimpose  the 
export  duty,  and  consequently  have  the  reimposi¬ 
tion  of  the  import  duty,  the  lumberman  will  do  as 
he  used  to  do,  he  will  go  through  the  limits  and 
leave  an  immense  quantity  rotting  in  the  log,  or  if 
he  leaves  it  standing,  it  will  be  liable  to  fire,  in 
either  case  a  certain  loss ;  whereas,  even  with 
the  $1  per  thousand  duty  he  can  manage  to  dis¬ 
pose  of  everything,  he  takes  all  before  him. 
Yiewed  merely  as  a  commercial  transaction  it  is 
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undoubtedly  better  that  the  timber  should  be  taken 
clean  off  the  land  than  that  a  portion  of  it  should 
be  left  to  waste.  Now,  the  hon.  member  for  North 
Norfolk  (Mr.  Charlton)  gave  us  the  figures  which 
he  said  it  would  cost  him  to  take  sawdogs  across 
the  water.  His  figures  differ  very  much  from  the 
figures  given  to  me.  I  am  assured  that  logs  can 
be  towed  across  the  Georgian  Bay  to  Michigan 
and  insured  against  loss,  for  $1  a  thousand. 
Now,  I  was  hoping,  having  no  sympathy  with 
those  gentlemen  who  are  taking  away  sawdogs, 
that  the  result  of  the  experiment  would  be  that 
there  would  be  such  a  loss  in  the  rafting  that  they 
would  give  up  the  attempt  to  take  them  across. 
Under  the  system  now  adopted,  the  towing  covers 
the  insurance,  so  that  a  man  who  takes  logs  across 
knows  that  the  most  it  will  cost  him  is  the  $  1  per 
thousand. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  That  system  of  insurance 
has  ceased.  I  gave  the  correct  figures  as  the  cost. 

Mr.  O'BRIEN.  I  am  very  glad  to  hear  it, 
because  that  may  possibly  help  us  to  find  the  way 
out  of  the  difficulty.  But  assuming  the  figures  to 
be  as  stated,  then  it  is  quite  clear  that  if  the 
Americans,  and  there  is  reason  to  think  they  will 
take  this  course  because  their  interests  point  in 
that  direction,  take  off  the  present  duty  of  $1,  then 
Canadian  and  American  manufacturers  will  stand 
on  the  same  footing,  and  there  will  be  no  object  in 
transporting  these  logs.  On  the  whole,  therefore, 
I  think,  while  I  deprecate  most  strongly  the  extra¬ 
vagant  waste  that  has  been  going  on  for  years  in 
our  forests,  while  I  regret  most  deeply  thtit  no  one 
has  been  sufficiently  ingenious  and  enterprising  to 
adopt  some  method  of  preserving  and  restoring  our 
forests,  it  would  be  most  dangerous  in  the  lumber 
interest  to  reimpose  the  duty,  because  it  would 
lead  possibly  to  a  commercial  crisis,  at  all  events 
to  commercial  depression,  and  while  it  would  not 
only  inflict  very  great  injury  on  the  lumber 
interest,  which  is  an  interest  that  barely  gets 
fair-play,  it  would  not  have  the  effect  desired 
in  any  single  particular.  The  hon.  member  for 
Grey  (Mr.  Sproule)  has  said  a  good  deal  about 
closing  mills  in  the  Georgian  Bay  district.  I  can 
tell  that  hon.  gentleman  in  this  House  that  if  the 
$2  duty  were  reimposed,  for  every  mill  closed  now, 
two  or  three  would  be  closed  then.  It  would  cause 
far  greater  loss  to  the  lumbering  interest  in  every 
particular  than  by  allowing  matters  to  remain  as 
they  are  at  the  present  moment.  So,  with  the 
lumbering  interests  as  now  carried  on,  the  neces¬ 
sary  loss  of  material  following  the  reimposition 
of  the  duty,  the  depression  of  business  that  would 
be  brought  about,  and  the  failure  of  the  proposed 
remedy  to  meet  the  existing  evils,  I  say  it  would 
be  a  suicidal  act  to  reimpose  that  duty  on  saw  logs. 
To  come  now  to  the  question  of  pulpwood.  It 
stands  on  an  entirely  different  footing  from  saw-logs, 
and  there  is  scarcely  a  parallel  between  the  two 
cases.  A  pine  tree  once  gone  is  gone  forever. 
Nature  may  possibly  restore  it  ;  we  are  doing  no¬ 
thing  to  help  nature  or  to  take  the  place  of  nature. 
But  pulpwood  is  restored  in  a  very  few  years.  There 
are  two  principal  elements  in  connection  with  this 
pulpwood.  One  is  in  regard  to  poplar.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  wants  to  place  an  export  duty  on  poplar.  No 
benefit  will  accrue  by  that  proceeding  to  any  single 
interest.  Poplar  is  not  manufactured  in  this  coun¬ 
try,  and  the  trees  are  of  no  value  for  pulp  after 
Mr.  O’Brien. 


they  have  attained  a  growth  of  eight  or  ten  years, 
as  I  am  informed  by  those  engaged  in  the  trade. 
Accordingly,  it  is  a  wood  that  quickly  reproduces 
itself.  There  is  no  passible  danger  of  the  failure 
of  the  poplar,  because  in  those  parts  of  the  country 
where  it  grows  it  will  keep  on  growing,  and  in  a 
few  years  after  it  has  been  cut  over  it  can  be  cut 
over  again.  The  same  remark  applies  to  spruce. 
With  respect  to  the  supply  of  pulpwood,  I  believe 
from  the  information  I  can  obtain  that  there  is 
pulpwood  in  Canada  to  supply  the  continent  of 
America  with  paper,  just  so  long  as  pulpwood  is 
wanted  for  the  manufacture  of  paper.  It  must  be 
borne  in  mind  that  only  a  few  years  have  elapsed 
since  this  material  was  introduced  for  paper  mak¬ 
ing  purposes.  Possibly  in  a  very  few  years  some 
other  material  will  come  into  vogue  which  will  do 
away  with  the  value  of  our  poplar  and  spruce.  Is 
it  to  be  supposed  in  this  age  of  invention  one  par¬ 
ticular  material  will  remain  as  that  used  for  the 
manufacture  of  paper,  or  any  other  article  ?  The 
idea  is  absurd.  What  will  be  the  effect  of  placing 
a  duty  on  pulpwood  ?  The  hon.  member  for 
Sherbrooke  (Mr.  Ives)  told  us,  very  properly, 
that  American  manufacturers  have  established 
their  mills  near  the  boundary  for  the  purpose 
of  getting  our  pulpwood.  I  suppose  that  is 
true.  They  could  get  our  pulpwood  at  less  cost 
than  their  own.  But  it  is  altogether  a  mistake  to 
suppose  that  they  suffer  from  any  deficiency  of 
pulpwood  themselves.  In  Maine,  as  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  North  Norfolk  (Mr.  Charlton)  stated,  and 
this  statement  has  been  confirmed  to  me  by  a  gen¬ 
tleman  whose  name  only  needs  to  be  mentioned  to 
ensure  his  most  perfect  credibility,  and  that  gen¬ 
tleman  assured  me  of  his  own  knowledge  that  in 
that  state  there  are  millions  and  millions  of  cords  of 
pulpwood.  So,  there  being  no  deficiency  of  mater¬ 
ial,  if  we  impose  an  export  duty,  the  only  result 
would  be  that  the  Americans  would  move  their 
mills  nearer  their  own  sources  of  supply,  and  we 
would  lose  the  value  of  our  own  pulpwood  entirely. 
There  would  be  no  more  exportation  of  pulpwood, 
and  this  wood  which  restores  itself  in  a  few  years, 
would  go  to  decay  without  returning  one  dollar 
into  the  pockets  of  the  people.  And  who  would 
benefit?  Why,  the  few  pulp  millowners  we  have 
in  this  country.  What  is  the  present  price  of  pulp¬ 
wood  ?  It  is  $2.50  in  my  county.  Does  the  hon. 
gentleman  want  to  get  it  cheaper  than  that  ?  Does 
he,  who  seeks  to  advance  the  industries  of  this 
country,  and  give  labour  to  the  people,  desire  to 
drive  hundreds  out  of  employment  in  order  to  secure 
pulpwood  for  less  than  $2.50  per  cord  ?  If  that  is 
his  object-  I  do  not  say  it  is — his  motion  is  one  that 
should  be  scouted  by  this  House.  If  pulpwood  stood 
on  the  same  footing  as  pine  lumber,  if  once  it  is  cut 
it  would  be  gone  forever,  I  admit  there  would  be  a 
great  deal  more  force  in  the  reasoning  that  we 
should  keep  it  for  ourselves.  When  like  any  other 
crop,  after  ft  had  been  cut  down,  it  grows  again 
and  there  is  no  prospect  of  a  deficiency  of  supply, 
it  is  perfectly  ridiculous  to  talk  about  imposing  an 
export  duty.  The  same  result  too  would  happen 
as  would  occur  if  you  hampered  the  lumber  trade. 
Large  contracts  have  been  made  throughout  the 
Laurentian  region,  from  Ottawa  to  Sault  Ste.  Marie, 
and  are  you  going  at  once  to  put  an  end  to  that 
trade  ?  Are  you  going  to  say  to  the  labourers,  that 
no  further  business  can  be  done  ?  If  you  do  so,  you 
will  be  simply  allowing  the  material  to  rot,  not- 
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withstanding  the  fact  that  if  cut  it  will  be  restored 
in  a  few  years.  In  one  township  in  my  own  consti¬ 
tuency  $25,000  has  been  spent  among  the  farmers 
and  labourers  in  the  production  of  pulpwood.  Yet 
the  hon.  gentleman  who  wishes  to  promote  our  in¬ 
dustries,  desires  to  prevent  the  people  from  getting 
out  any  more  pulpwood.  A  more  unreasonable 
proposition  it  would  be  exceedingly  hard  to  find. 
Under  these  circumstances,  I  have  no  hesitation  in 
saying,  both  as  regards  the  pine  and  as  regards  the 
pulpwood,  that  this  is  a  case  in  which  it  is  not  our 
duty  in  the  interests  of  the  National  Policy  or  in 
pursuance  of  the  principles  of  that  policy  to 
prevent  the  exportation  of  that  raw  material.  It 
is  an  exceptional  case,  as  I  have  proved,  and  it 
would  be  the  height  of  folly  for  the  Government 
to  now  step  in  and  re-enact  the  legislation  which 
was  repealed  two  years  ago.  Under  these  circum¬ 
stances,  I  think  the  hon.  member  for  Sherbrooke 
(Mr.  Ives)  had  better  reconsider  his  motion.  There 
is  just  one  other  subject  which  I  will  touch  upon, 
although,  it  is  not  strictly  germane  to  this  question, 
but,  perhaps,  I  may  have  no  other  opportunity  of 
referring  to  it.  I  say  that  we  are  placed  in  a  most 
humiliating  position  as  regards  the  States  with 
respect  to  this  particular  trade.  We  are  in  this 
position  :  That  we  are  commercially  dependent 
upon  them  so  far  as  our  export  of  this  particular 
class  of  lumber  is  concerned.  There  is  literally  no 
other  market  to  which  we  can  send  that  lumber. 
We  have  no  other  outlet  for  it,  and,  therefore,  we 
are  at  the  mercy  of  the  Americans  and  dare  not 
protect  our  lumber  as  it  was  protected  by  the 
export  duty.  I  quite  admit  that  this  is  a  humili¬ 
ating  position,  and  the  only  way  I  find  out  of 
it  is  that  we  should  seek  to  secure  as  far  as 
possible  other  markets  than  those  offered  by 
the  country  to  the  south  of  us.  Unfortunately 
for  the  Georgian  Bay  district,  I  believe  there  is  no 
other  outlet  possible  for  the  lumber  of  the  region, 
and  I  am  sorry  to  think  there  is  not.  The  quality 
of  the  lumber  is  not  sufficiently  good  to  make  it 
worth  while  to  cut  the  whole  of  it  for  export 
to  another  country — not  even  to  the  United  States 
except- at  the  lowest  rate  of  duty,  or  no  duty  at  all 
— and  the  cost  of  transportation  prevents  them 
taking  it  to  the  seaports  for  shipment  to  England 
or  to  the  West  Indies.  A  large  portion  of  our 
timber  does  undoubtedly  go  to  England  in  the 
shape  of  pine  deals  or  square  timber,  but  it  is  only 
the  best  quality  that  is  exported  in  that  way,  and 
when  the  best  timber  is  taken  off  the  limit  the  re¬ 
mainder  is  no  longer  suitable  for  that  trade.  There 
must,  however,  be  a  large  field  for  the  export  of 
our  lumber,  because  we  find  that  the  Americans 
purchase  from  us  somewhere  about  $11,000,000 
worth  per  annum — of  course  it  varies  according  to 
the  commercial  condition  of  the  country,  and  last 
year  there  was  comparatively  little  sold — but  not¬ 
withstanding  this  import  of  ten  or  eleven  million 
dollars  worth  from  us,  we  find  that  they  in  turn 
can  export  lumber  of  a  similarclass,  to  aboutthe  same 
value.  It  is  evident  that  they  export  in  some  shape 
about  the  same  quantity  that  they  buy  from  us, 
and  this  shows  that  there  is  a  large  market  avail¬ 
able  for  our  lumber  if  we  could  only  obtain 
access  to  it.  It  is,  then,  a  matter  of  very 
great  importance,  not  only  for  the  manufacturers 
but  for  the  Government  of  this  country,  to  try  in 
every  possible  way  to  develop  other  markets,  so  that 
we  may  be  relieved,  if  possibly  we  can  be  relieved, 


from  this  our  present  humiliatingposition.  A  lthough 
I  would  be  the  last  man  to  advocate  legislation  in 
this  House  that  would  even  seem  to  be  in  the  inter¬ 
ests  of  our  neighbours,  yet  I  think  there  is  great 
force  in  the  argument  of  the  hon.  member  for  North 
Norfolk  (Mr.  Charlton)  in  this  particular  connection. 
I  believe  with  the  hon.  member  for  Grey  (Mr. 
Sproule)  that  we  are  bound  to  legislate  in  our  own 
interests  and  in  the  interests  of  nobody  else  ;  but  I 
believe  at  the  same  time  we  must  be  guided  by  cir¬ 
cumstances,  and  that  we  must  not  run  a  principle 
into  the  ground  simply  for  the  name  of  carrying  it 
out.  In  this  case,  I  believe  that  we  must  admit  the 
exceptions  which  I  have  endeavoured  to  establish. 
Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  under  these  circumstances,  and 
looking  a.t  the  question  from  the  point  of  view  which 
I  have  endeavoured  to  state  to  this  House,  I 
think  that  the  Government  have  no  option 
but  to  continue  the  present  condition  of 
things,  and  I  think  also  that  the  hon. 
member  for  North  Norfolk  (Mr.  Charlton)  has 
made  out  a  very  strong  case,  because  he  has  shown, 
and  I  think,  shown  with  a  great  deal  of  force,, 
that  there  is  not  only  a  possibility,  but  a  very 
strong  probability  of  the  present  duty  in  the 
United  States  being  taken  off.  If  that  duty  should 
be  taken  off,  we  will  to  a  very  great  extent  have 
solved  this  problem,  because  then  there  would  be 
no  longer  any  inducement  to  take  this  lumber 
across  the  lake  as  there  is  now.  Our  manufac¬ 
turers,  and  the  Michigan  manufacturers,  would 
then  stand  on  the  same  footing,  and  this  is  another 
very  strong  reason  why  we  should  take  the  advice 
given  by  the  hon.  member  for  North  Norfolk  (Mr. 
Charlton),  and  for  the  present  at  any  rate,  leave 
this  matter  remain  as  it  is.  I  trust,  Mr.  Speaker, 
that  these  considerations  will  have  weight  with  the 
Government,  and  that  they  will  avoid  adopting  a 
course  in  this  matter  which  would,  I  think,  be 
commercially  disastrous,  and  which,  if  the  motion 
of  the  hon.  member  for  Sherbrooke  (Mr.  Ives)  were 
adopted,  would  interfere  greatly  with  the  lumber 
industries  of  this  country. 

Mr.  McGREGOR.  Mr.  Speaker.  I  do  not  wish 
to  take  up  the  time  of  the  House  at  the  present 
moment,  but,  as  other  hon.  gentlemen  have  spoken 
of  Eastern  Canada,  I  would  like  to  give  an  idea  of 
this  cjuestion  as  it  affects  the  people  of  our  western 
country.  It  is  true  that  white  pine  is  very 
materially  affected  by  the  increase  of  the  export 
duty  ;  but,  Sir,  there  is  an  interest  in  Western 
Canada  which  would  be  very  largely  and  seriously 
affected,  especially  if  this  export  duty  were  placed 
upon  hard  wood.  The  young  farmers  of  our  coun¬ 
try  starting  out  in  life,  buy  their  property,  pay 
pretty  good  prices  for  it,  and  commence  taking  off 
the  logs  for  the  purpose  of  making  money  to  sup¬ 
port  their  families  and  themselves  until  they  can 
get  the  lands  clear.  We  export  very  largely  of 
elm,  w  hite  ash,  basswood,  buttonwood,  and  other 
kinds,  and  if  the  export  diity  of  $1  per  thousand 
w’ere  placed  upon  that  wood,  it  would  be  a  very 
great  loss  to  the  class  of  people  I  refer  to,  because 
they  would  be,  to  a  large  extent,  compelled  to  quit 
supplying  the  American  market.  The  wood  which 
is  sold  to  our  American  neighbours  is  of  that  kind, 
which  would  otherwise  be  burned  by  the  far¬ 
mers  and  would  yield  comparatively  no  profit 
whatever.  The  profit  that  our  people  make  out 
of  exporting  these  logs  goes  to  maintaining  their 
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families  while  they  are  making  homes  in  the  west 
ancl  paying  for  their  farms.  I  might  also  point 
out  that  the  larger  quantity  of  this  wood  is 
gotten  out  in  the  winter,  when  there  is  little 
employment  otherwise,  and  when  the  farmer 
and  his  family  have  time  on  their  hands. 
During  the  winter  months  they  find  occupation 
for  themselves  and  their  teams  in  this  way,  and 
realize  a  fair  profit  for  their  industry.  Now,  if 
this  duty  were  replaced  upon  logs,  we  would  be 
compelled  to  give  up  that  trade  and  we  would 
lose  the  amount  of  the  duty  tenfold.  My  hon. 
friend  from  Sherbrooke  (Mr.  Ives)  says  the  duty 
would  affect  the  mills  in  the  east,  and  that  these 
mills  would  be  again  employed  if  the  export 
duty  were  reimposed.  I  can  tell  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  that  it  is  not  for  the  want  of  the  export  duty 
that  these  mills  are  stopped,  but  it  is  on  account  of 
the  McKinley  bill,  and  this  Government  cannot  in 
any  way  repeal  the  McKinley  Act.  Even  if  the 
export  duty  were  reimposed  on  logs  as  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  know,  it  would  not  in  any  way  bring  back  the 
trade  which  the  present  high  American  tariff  has 
deprived  us  of.  We  must  remember  also  that  a 
very  large  number  of  our  farmers  and  of  the 
dealers  in  pine  timber  and  other  woods  have 
made  arrangements  for  the  trade  of  the  com¬ 
ing  season,  and  the  placing  of  the  export 
duty  on  these  logs  at  this  time  of  the  year  would 
be  a  great  injustice  to  these  people,  and  would  in 
addition  deprive  hundreds  of  working  people  of  a 
very  large  amount  of  remunerative  employment.  It 
is  also  a  point  that  should  not  be  lost  sight  of,  that 
a  large  amount  of  the  products  of  the  farmer  are 
used  by  the  people  who  handle  these  logs.  If  the 
duty  were  reimposed  there  is  no  doubt  that  a  very 
laige  number  of  those  who  are  now  making  their 
li\  ing  in  the  west,  and  in  Muskoka,  would  be  forced 
to  leave  our  country  and  go  to  the  United  States. 
We  should  remember  also  that  there  is  a  large 
amount  of  logs  and  timber  imported  into  Manitoba 
from  the  Rainy  Lake  district  amounting  to  about 
$412,000  worth  per  year.  Ontario  alone  has  im¬ 
ported  over  1400,000  worth  from  the  same  district ; 
and  the  Rainy  Lake  district  which  includes  part  of 
Minnesota  adjacent  to  the  Province  of  Ontario, 
sends  to  the  western  portions  of  that  province* 
also  to  Manitoba,  the  logs  which  enables  them 
to  get  cheap  lumber  to  build  up  their  new  homes  in 
the  west,  and  to  reimpose  the  export  duty  on  logs 
would  immediately  increase  the  cost  to  the  settlers 
in  Manitoba  by  the  risk  of  retaliatory  legislation 
by  the  United  States.  It  is  the  duty  of  the 
Government  to  do  everything  in  their  power 
to  enable  these  people  to  obtain  cheap  lumber  in  order 
to  make  for  themselves  good,  warm  and  comfortable 
homes.  We  know  that  the  great  west  is  going  to 
grow  rapidly,  and  the  country  will  have  the  benefit 
of  that  growth,  and,  therefore,  we  must  help  the 
people  there  by  giving  them  cheap  lumber,  which 
is  one  of  the  mainstays  of  the  country.  The  hon. 
member  for  East  Grey  says  that  about  225,000,000 
feet  are  taken  off  in  a  single  year,  depleting  36 
townships.  Now,  my  experience  is  that  if  "the 
timber  is  good,  as  we  know  it  is  in  that  northern 
district,  one  good  township  will  produce  225,- 
000,000  feet  alone.  Then,  the  hon.  gentleman  said 
that  the  mills  on  the  north  shore  were  not  run¬ 
ning.  What  is  the  reason  ?  It  costs  $1  a  thousand 
to  take  that  225,000,000  feet  across  the  Saginaw 
Bay  into  Michigan,  and  it  costs  about  75  cents  for 
Mr.  McGregor. 


insurance,  so  that  a  lumberman  would  have  an 
advantage  of  |1  a  thousand  at  least  by  cutting  the 
timber  in  Midland.  But  those  who  own  the  mills 
have  sold  their  limits  and  pocketed  the  proceeds 
and  made  a  good  profit  by  the  transaction. 
That  is  the  reason  their  mills  are  idle.  I  feel 
satisfied  that  the  Government  know  the  condition 
of  the  country  and  will  not  do  anything  towards 
placing  this  export  duty  on  logs  at  the  present 
time. 

Mr.  LAVERGNE.  I  wish  to  say  only  a  few 
words  on  this  question,  which  interests  my  consti¬ 
tuents.  The  lion,  member  for  Sherbrooke  (Mr.  Ives) 
stated  that  it  was  in  the  interest  of  the  Eastern 
Townships  to  reimpose  such  an  export  duty  on  logs. 
In  saying  this  I  think  he  must  be  moved  by  some 
local  interest,  and  not  by  the  general  interests  of 
the  Eastern  Townships.  There  is  a  large  trade 
done  in  the  shipment  of  pulpwood  from  that 
district.  I  know  that  at  one  station  in  the  County 
of  Compton  some  $25,000  worth  of  pulp  was 
shipped  during  the  last  year,  and  the  business  is  a 
large  and  profitable  one  for  the  farmers.  In  my 
own  constituency  a  large  quantity  of  that  kind  of 
lumber  is  exported.  I  believe  that  the  adoption  of 
such  a  policy  would  lie  equivalent  to  saying  to  a 
couple  of  pulp  manufacturers  :  You  can  have  that 
lumber  as  cheap  as  you  wish,  for  the  farmers  will 
have  to  give  it  to  you  at  your  own  price.  I  think 
it  would  be  very  unfortunate  to  those  farmers  if 
the  proposed  export  duty  should  be  imposed.  I 
do  not  speak  of  logs  generally,  because  I  do  not 
claim  to  be  posted  with  regard  to  them  ;  but  the 
pulp  industry  is  a  very  large  one  in  the  Eastern 
I  ownships,  and  the  duty  would  help  only  a  few 
people.  If  the  policy  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
is  in  favour  of  reciprocity  in  natural  products,  such 
a  duty  would  be  a  departure  from  that  policy.  I 
believe  the  farmers  of  the  Eastern  Townships  have 
already  been  restricted  sufficiently  in  their  trade 
without  this  fresh  restriction,  which  would  almost 
complete  their  misery.  I  am  pleased  to  give  my 
vote  against  the  imposition  of  the  proposed 
duty. 

Mr.  GlLLMOR.  I  was  surprised  to  hear  the 
hon.  member  for  East  Grey  (Mr.  Sproule)  describe 
the  condition  of  the  people  in  the  Georgian  Bay 
district  and  Muskoka  as  very  deplorable,  thousands 
of  them  being  in  great  distress.  If  anything  could 
be  done  in  the  way  of  legislation  to  help  them  out 
of  their  misery,  I  should  be  very  glad  to  lend  my 
aid.  But  with  regard  to  this  question  of  an  export 
duty,  the  people  engaged  in  cutting  and  selling 
logs,  I  suppose,  are  Canadians  of  fair  average  intel¬ 
ligence,  and  I  presume  the  logs  they  cut  and  sell 
belong  to  themselves,  and,  notwithstanding  the  in¬ 
telligence  of  the  hon.  member  for  Sherbrooke  and 
the  intelligence  of  the  Ministry  and  the  intelligence 
of  this  House,  [  presume  that  these  men  have  only 
cut  such  spruce  logs  or  pine  or  poplar  logs  or  any 
other  kinds  of  logs  as  belonged  to  them,  and  know 
how  to  make  the  most  out  of  them.  In  selling  these 
logs  they  do  not  enquire  whether  the  man  who  wants 
to  buy  them  is  an  American  or  a  Canadian,  whether 
he  is  black  or  white,  They  have  a  log  oo  sell,  and 
they  want  the  most  they  can  get  for  it.  I  want  to 
know  how  that  is  going  to  be  improved  on.  Cer¬ 
tainly,  if  they  have  not  a  right  to  do  that  they  are 
not  fit  to  do  business,  and  you  ought  to  appoint 
guardians  for  them.  You  ought  to  enquire  and  find  . 
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out  the  class  of  men  who  do  not  know  what  to  do 
with  their  own  property,  and  take  charge  of  them, 
and  sell  their  property  for  them.  It  appears  to 
me  that  this  question  has  not  a  great  deal  to  do 
with  the  lumber  business,  because  the  timber  lands 
of  this  country  do  not  belong  to  the  Dominion, 
but  to  the  different  provinces.  I  think  myself 
that  if  the  timber  of  this  country  could  lie  hus¬ 
banded  it  would  be  a  good  thing  ;  but  1  think  that 
the  parties  who  own  the  logs  which  are  sold  along 
the  frontier  or  anywhere  else  know  best  what  to 
do  with  them,  and  governments  would  consult 
the  people’s  interests  best  by  minding  their  own 
business  and  letting  the  people  mind  theirs.  An 
export  duty  is  inconsistent  with  the  National 
Policy.  All  the  protectionists  I  have  heard  talk 
have  wanted  everything  possible  kept  out  of  the 
country,  but  they  have  wanted  everything  possible 
in  the  country  sent  out  of  it.  That  is  protection 
—to  make  things  scarce  and  dear  by  not  letting 
people  bring  things  in  ;  but  as  to  preventing 
things  going  out,  this  is  a  new  departure  in  pro¬ 
tective  legislation.  We  are  always  told  that  when 
our  exports  exceed  our  imports  we  are  in  a  very 
healthy  condition.  Now,  they  want  to  prevent 
us  exporting  logs.  One  lion,  gentleman  wanted 
all  the  raw  material  kept  in  the  country.  Sup¬ 
pose  other  countries  undertook  the  same  policy, 
suppose  the  United  States  undertook  to  put 
an  enormous  export  duty  on  cotton,  then  all  the 
cotton  mills  in  Canada  would  have  to  shut  down. 
Why,  the  talk  is  complete  nonsense.  It  is  under-  j 
estimating  Canadians,  free  intelligent  Canadians. 
Who  sells  this  wood  ?  It  is  the  farmers,  the  intel¬ 
ligent  farmers,  to  a  large  extent,  who  have  certain 
lumber  on  their  premises?  Now,  I  know  that  the 
people  are  learning  the  lesson  regarding  the  hus¬ 
banding  their  forests.  It  is  the  case  with  all  new 
countries  that  the  people  are  extravagant  when  the 
country  is  all  covered  with  timber,  and  with  the 
axe  and  fires  they  fast  deplete  it  ;  but  there  is 
now  a  proper  sense  of  the  value  of  the  timber  on 
the  part  of  the.  men  who  have  it.  You  might  as 
well  prevent  people  selling  their  sheep  as  selling 
their  timber.  You  want  the  wool  for  your  manu¬ 
factures  and  the  mutton  to  eat,  and  you  might  as 
well  prevent  them  selling  their  sheep  as  selling 
their  timber.  I  do  sometimes  regret  to  see  the 
small  spruce  lumber  cut  off,  the  growth  of  which 
would  be  a  source  of  great  income,  but  still  those 
who  own  it  know  best  what  they  do.  Perhaps 
they  are  clearing  their  land  for  agricultural 
purposes  and  are  glad  to  have  a  market  ;  and 
they  do  not  care  who  comes  along,  they  will 
sell  to  the  one  who  will  pay  the  most,  and 
then  what  difference  does  it  make  whether  the  man 
is  across  the  imaginary  line  in  the  United  States 
or  whether  he  is  in  Canada.  Does  it  make  any 
difference  to  whose  mill  it  goes  ?  All  the  farmers 
want  is  to  get  the  grist,  the  profit,  and  we  ought 
to  allow  him  to  do  so.  I  have  not  much  fear  of 
the  Government  putting  on  an  extra  duty  just 
now,  although  we  are  a  warlike  people  and  are 
getting  ready  to  fight  somebody.  That  somebody 
must  be  our  neighbours  across  the  border,  because 
the  Indians  are  nearly  all  gone,  and  we  are  spend¬ 
ing  altogether  too  much  on  our  army  to  fight  them. 
The  half-breeds,  I  do  not  think,  will  try  it  again, 
and  if  they  should  we  are  spending  too  much  to 
manage  them.  Whereas  if  it  be  our  neighbours, 
we  are  not  spending  anything  like  enough  to  fight 


them  ;  and  if  it  is  to  fight  among  ourselves,  we  will 
only  use  the  expenditure  against  each  other  in 
civil  war.  But  we  are  not  going  to  tempt  our 
neighbours  much  longer.  Our  relationships  with 
the  United  States  are  becoming  better  understood 
by  everybody.  We  cannot  afford  to  fight.  I  would 
not  cow  down,  no  matter  what  they  did,  but  I 
would  not  do  a  foolish  thing  because  they  do  a 
foolish  thing.  I  would  not  do  a  miserable  mean 
thing  because  they  do.  We  are  not  going  to  tempt 
them  too  much.  I  do  not  want  to  feel  dependent 
upon  them,  but  as  I  have  said  God  never  made  an 
independent  man  or  nation,  and  the  longer  we  live 
alongside  that  nation  the  more  we  will  feel  our  depen¬ 
dency  upon  them,  and  to  an  equal  extent,  in  propor¬ 
tion  to  population,  they  are  dependent  upon  its. 
They  buy  nothing  from  us  they  do  not  want,  and  we 
buy  nothing  from  them  we  do  not  want,  and  the  less 
you  restrict  trade  the  better  for  all  hands.  With 
reference  to  this  export  duty,  my  lion,  friend  from 
Grey  (Mr.  Sproule)  spoke  of  its  costing  $2.50  to 
manufacture  these  logs  into  lumber.  Why,  you  can 
go  over  to  the  Chaudiere  and  you  will  find  that  they 
will  manufacture  logs  for  75  cents  per  thousand.  My 
constituents  are  opposed  to  this  duty,  and  whether 
they  are  or  not,  I  am,  and  I  am  opposed  to  an  import 
duty  too.  I  believe  that  the  more  you  can  get 
into  a  country,  and  you  will  get  nothing  into  the 
country  that  people  do  not  want,  the  better.  And 
the  more  you  can  get  out  of  the  country  and  get  a 
fair  value  for,  the  better  for  everybody.  Do  not 
restrict  trade.  To  trade  is  as  natural  as  10  breathe. 
It  is  an  evidence  of  civilization,  an  evidence  of  pro¬ 
gress  and  of  everything  that  is  great  and  good. 
We  have  restricted  it  long  enough,  and  here 
we  are,  during  three  months  of  a  session,  making 
laws  about  trade,  when  if  we  would  only  mind  our 
own  business  and  let  the  country  do  what  they 
want  to  do,  there  would  be  no  trouble  about  it  at 
all.  If  you  would  remove  all  obstructions  between 
the  United  States  and  Canada,  there  would  be  no 
trouble.  Every  man  in  Canada  who  had  some¬ 
thing  to  sell,  if  he  could  sell  it  at  home  to  better- 
advantage  would  do  so,  but  if  he  could  sell  it  better 
abroad  he  would  do  so  ;  and  if  he  sold  it 
abroad,  would  not  that  help  Canada  by  bringing 
in  wealth  ?  It  is  because  governments  will  not 
mind  their  own  business,  but  will  hamper  trade, 
we  have  all  this  trouble.  The  only  country  not 
troubled  about  the  trade  question  is  the  mother 
country.  There  are  no  two  parties  on  that  ques¬ 
tion  there.  They  have  settled  the  battle  about  the 
trade  question,  and  they  settled  it  irrespective  of 
all  other  European  countries,  and  if  I  had  the 
power  in  Canada,  I  would  do  the  same  thing.  I 
would  make  this  a  free  country  to  live  in.  I  would 
open  up  and  develop  the  resources  of  the  country 
more  rapidly  than  they  have  been.  If  it  were  not 
for  these  export  and  import  duties,  these  high  pro¬ 
tective  tariffs,  both  peoples  would  trade  and  things 
would  go  on  smoothly  and  everybody  would  bene¬ 
fit.  I  have  no  fear  that  the  Government  is  going 
to  put  on  this  export  duty.  This  McKinley  Bill 
seems  to  frighten  everybody.  It  never  fright¬ 
ened  me  very  much.  Of  course,  when  countries 
resort  to  this  sort  of  thing,  they  make  it  hard  to 
trade.  They  can  put  on  a  tariff  so  high  that  they 
cannot  get  over  it,  and  that  is  consistent,  because 
if  we  do  not  want  to  trade  with  the  people  stop  it 
altogether.  If  to  trade  is  an  injury,  be  consistent 
and  stop  it.  But  let  trading  go  on  between  those 
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two  peoples,  and  there  will  be  no  talk  of  war  and 
there  will  be  no  Minister  of  Militia  and  no  neces¬ 
sity  for  throwing  away  a  million  and  a  half  of  dol¬ 
lars  every  year.  Trading  is  the  most  natural  thing 
in  the  world,  it  is  the  evidence  of  civilization  and 
advancement,  it  is  the  next  thing  to  religion  and 
better  than  some  folks’  religion.  And  yet  it  is  the 
great  question  which  is  agitating  Canada  and  the 
United  States.  The  same  sort  of  battle  is  going  on 
there  which  is  going  on  here,  the  most  silly  fight,, 
the  most  unprofitable,  the  most  childish  contention 
about  buying  and  selling,  about  a  thing  that  belongs 
to  the  man  himself,  that  nobody  else  has  an  interest 
in,  and  that  will  always  regulate  itself.  The 
moment  a  man  sells  his  logs  to  some  one  who  takes 
it  across  to  make  pulp,  and  he  does  not  make  money 
out  of  it,  he  will  not  go  there  again.  And  if  the 
man  who  bought  does  not  make  money,  he  will  not 
come  again.  Let  the  people  alone,  and  then  you 
will  see  that  this  country  will  begin  to  advance. 
We  are  not  advancing  now.  Why,  my  lion,  friend 
from  Grey’s  description  of  the  country  was  a  most 
melancholy  one.  Jeremiah's  lamentations  did  not 
begin  to  compare  with  his.  It  was  a  most  doleful 
description  of  a  large  district  of  country  in  Canada, 
and  that  too  after  we  have  had  the  National  Policy 
for  fourteen  years.  And  now  you  are  going  to  help 
them  by  making  it  so  that  they  cannot  sell  any¬ 
thing.  You  have  prevented  them  from  getting  what 
they  want  to  eat,  and  now  you  want  to  prevent  them 
from  having  anything  to  sell.  The  whole  thing  is 
absolutely  absurd. 

Mr.  DEVLIN.  The  county  from  which  I  come 
is  deeply  interested  in  this  matter,  and  the  County 
of  Pontiac  also.  I  have  listened  with  much  inter¬ 
est  to  some  of  the  speeches  which  have  been  deliv¬ 
ered,  and  it  must  be  said  that  the  subject  is  one 
of  exceeding  importance.  It  cannot  be  claimed 
that  the  tax  is  absolutely  required  for  revenue,  nor 
can  it  be  said  that  the  tax  should  be  imposed  for 
any  other  industry  than  the  industry  which  has 
been  referred  to  by  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Sher¬ 
brooke  (Mr.  Ives).  I  do  not  intend  to  make  any 
extended  remarks,  but  simply  to  give  the  views  of 
some  of  the  most  prominent  lumbermen  in  the  Do¬ 
minion.  Not  more  than  a  mile  away,  we  have 
some  of  the  most  extensive  mills  in  this  Dominion. 
We  know  that  they  give  employment  to  large  num¬ 
bers  of  men  and  that  their  interests  are  to  be  very 
seriously  considered.  I  received  not  long  ago  a 
communication  from  one  of  the  most  important 
lumbermen  of  this  section,  and  in  it  he  said  : 

“  I  feel  it  would  prove  a  very  serious  matter  to  the 
lumber  interests  were  such  a  duty  reimposed,  as  it  would 
most  surely  have  the  effect  of  causing  the  American 
government  to  reimpose  their  import  duty  on  sawn 
lumber  ot  $2  per  thousand  feet,  the  same  as  previously 
existed,  with  the  possibility  of  having  the  export  duty  on 
^hatever  that  might  be,  added  thereto.  • 

Of  course  Mr.  Ives’  resolution  is  in  the  interests  of  the 
spruce  manufacturers,  who  no  doubt  feel  ’that  the  duty  on 
spruce  should  have  been  reduced  the  same  as  on  pine, 
and  justly  so,  but  I  cannot  see  what  he  would  gain  by 
reimposition  of  the  export  log  duty,  thereby  increasing  the 
duty  on  pine  without  any  corresponding  advantage,  for  as 
previously  stated  if  the  American  Government  should 
decide  to  add  the  export  duty  to  the  old  import  which 
they  threatened  to  do,  surely  he  would  be  worse  off  than 
now,  and  even  if  the  Americans  did  nothing  more  than 
ictuin  to  the  old  tariff  of  S2  on  pine  and  leave  spruce 
the  same  as  it  is  now,  which  would  be  the  least  they 
could  do,  what  would  Mr.  Ives  gain  ?  Nothing,  I  contend.* 

l  am  sure  it  would  prove  a  very  serious  matter  all 
round  it  this  resolution  should  be  carried.” 

I  his  comes  from  a  large  manufacturing  establish- 
Mr.  Gillmor. 


ment  over  which  Mr.  J.  R.  Booth  presides,  and  I 
suppose  that  gentleman  understands  whereof  he 
speaks.  I  also  haveinmy  possession  a  communica¬ 
tion  from  the  lumber  firm  of  Perley  &  Pattee, 
and  in  it  I  find  the  following  : — 

“It  would  be  a  most  unfortunate  thing  for  us  if  the 
Government  should  reimpose  the  export  duty  on  logs. 
Not  only  would  the  old  rate  of  duty  come  into  force  on 
lumber  going  to  the  States,  but  it  is  extremely  likely  that 
the  amount  of  such  export  duty  would  be  added  to  it  and 
this  would  be  practically  prohibitory.” 

And  from  the  firm  of  Buell,  Orr,  Hurdman  &  Co., 
a  firm  of  great  importance,  giving  employment  to 
many  hundreds  of  people,  I  have  this  : 

“  We  think  it  would  be  a  great  injustice  to  the  trade  to 
reimpose  the  export  duty  on  saw-logs.  The  McKinley 
Bill  passed  by  the  United  States  Congress  provides,  that 
if  this  country  places  an  export  duty  on  saw-logs,  then 
the  duty  in  force  prior  to  the  passage  of  the  McKinley 
Bill  is  again  placed  on  lumber  from  this  country,  namely, 
$2(per  thousand  feet,  instead  of  $1,  as  it  now  is. 

‘  The  reduction  of  the  import  duty  to  $1  per  thousand 
feet  has  been  of  great  benefit,  both  to  this  country  ,and 
the  lumber  manufacturers  ;  it  hag  caused  the  value  of 
timber  limits  to  materially  increase,  and  it  has  also  helped 
the  lumber  manufacturers  at  a  time  when  they  greatly 
needed  it. 

“  The  reduction  to  $1  per  thousand  feet  gives  us  a  new 
market  for  the  lower  grades  of  lumber,  that  we  could  not 
sell  to,  when  the  duty  was  $2  per  thousand,  and  also  in¬ 
creases  the  prices  on  the  better  grades  that  found  a  mar¬ 
ket  there  before  the  reduction  in  duty. 

“  It  also  seems  to  us  that  the  present  time  is  very  inop¬ 
portune  to  bring  up  such  a  discussion  as  this,  as  there  is 
now  before  the  United  States  Congress  a  Bill  to  permit 
the  free  entry  of  all  lumber  from  Canada.  If  this  Bill 
passes  it  will  be  of  the  greatest  benefit  to  Canada. 

“  The  continual  agitation  of  this  question,  and  such  un¬ 
certainty  about  the  intention  of  the  Canadian  Govern¬ 
ment,  makes  people  very  timid  about  investing  in  timber 
limits,  or  even  entering  into  the  business  of  manufactur¬ 
ing  lumber.  If  a  firm  bought  limits  at  their  value  to-day, 
and  then  Government  were  to  impose  this  export  duty  on 
logs,  it  would  more  than  wipe  out  any  anticipated  profit.. 

“  It  seems  to  us  that  Mr.  Ives’s  Bill  is  one  benefiting  a 
very  few  people,  and  the  revenue  to  the  Government  is  a 
very  small  item,  in  comparison  to  the  amount  of  money 
that  the  duty,  as  it  now  is,  brings  into  the  country,  and 
the  number  and  amount  of  interests  to  be  damaged  by 
the  proposed  Bill  of  Mr.  Ives.” 

I  have  also  another  communication,  but  this  is 
in  favour  of  the  attitude  taken  by  the  hon. 
member  for  Sherbrooke  (Mr.  Ives).  It  is  a  com¬ 
munication  from  a  gentleman  who  has  deep  inter¬ 
ests  in  the  trade,  I  refer  to  Mr.  E.  B.  Eddy,  but 
we  know  that  he  has  interests  also  which  would 
be  served  by  the  imposition  of  an  export  duty  on 
pulpwood.  I  contend  that,  apart  from  this  in¬ 
dustry  to  which  I  have  just  referred,  and  apart 
from  the  interests  of  Mr.  Lddy,  and  those  over 
which  he  has  control,  no  other  interests  would  be 
served  by  the  measure  proposed  by  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  Sherbrooke  (Mr.  Ives).  We  know  that 
large  quantities  of  this  pulpwood  are  constantly 
being  exported  to  the  United  States,  and  I  cannot 
see  that  our  farmers  lose  anything  by  having  that 
market  open  to  them.  On  the  contrary  they  are 
benefited.  They  sell  their  pulpwood  to  those  who 
require  it  in  this  country,  and  they  also  sell  it  to 
those  who  require  it  across  the  line.  Our  friends 
who  desire  to  have  the  tax  imposed  have  already 
an  advantage  over  our  neighbours  over  the 
border.  They  have  not  to  pay  the  freight,  and  that 
is  a  marked  advantage  in  their  favour.  Besides, 
it  is  a  matter  deeply  interesting  to  the  lumber  in¬ 
dustry,  as  is  evident  from  the  communications  I 
have  read,  and  we  cannot  interfere  with  the  in¬ 
terests  of  the  lumber  merchants  without  interfering 
in  a  serious  manner  with  every  other  class  of 
people  in  the  Ottawa  Valley.  Attack  the  lumber- 
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men  and  you  attack  the  labouring  classes,  you 
attack  the  farmers,  you  attack  the  mercantile  classes, 
in  fact  you  throw  the  whole  commerce  in  this  large 
and  important  valley  into  a  state  of  uncertainty.  I 
hope  this  motion  will  be  voted  down,  because  it  is 
in  the  interests  of  the  country  generally  that  it 
should  be  voted  down,  inasmuch  as  it  would  benefit 
very  few  while  causing  deep  loss  to  the  people 
generally. 

Mr.  BAIN  (Wentworth).  It  is  not  often  that  I 
find  myself  in  a  position  to  support  the  action  of 
the  Government,  but  I  do  think  that,  when  they 
removed  the  export  duty  on  logs  in  order  to  benefit 
the  lumbermen,  they  took  a  step  in  the  right 
direction,  and  I  agree  with  the  member  for  Mus- 
koka  (Mr.  O’Brien)  that,  whether  they  were  wise 
or  unwise  in  their  action  at  that  time,  it  would  be 
extremely  unwise  to  take  a  step  back  and  now  re¬ 
impose  the  duty,  particularly  in  view  of  our  present 
relations  with  our  cousins  on  the  other  side.  We  find 
that  the  lumbermen  on  the  other  side  are  present¬ 
ing  their  case  to  Congress,  and,  in  the  same  terms 
as  the  protectionists  are  using  in  this  country,  are 
urging  that  competition  with  Canadian  lumbermen 
should  be  withdrawn  from  the  American  market, 
and  that  the  duties  on  Canadian  lumber  going  into 
the  United  States  should  be  reimposed.  I  think 
the  lumber  interest  can  fairly  be  left  to  take  care 
of  itself  in  the  way  of  representing  the  interests  of 
that  section  of  the  community  wifchthe  Government. 
There  is  a  large  amount  of  wealth  and  influence 
involved  in  the  manufacture  of  lumber  in  Canada 
that  can  gain  a  ready  ear  for  the  representations 
they  may  have  to  make  to  the  Government 
affecting  their  interest.  Now,  I  want  to  say 
one  word  on  behalf  of  what  Abraham  Lincoln 
called  the  common  people.  You  remember, 
he  said  long  ago  that  he  believed  the  Lord  loved 
the  common  people  because  he  made  a  great  many 
of  them.  My  lion,  friend  from  Musk  oka  (Mr. 
O'Brien)  has  put  in  a  plea  on  behalf  of  the  new 
settler  that  has  to  struggle  against  difficulties  in 
the  wilderness  of  clearing  off  the  forests  and  bring¬ 
ing  the  land  into  a  state  of  cultivation.  I  say7  it 
would  be  cruelty  in  the  highest  degree  to  put  any 
difficulty  in  the  way  of  that  settler  realizing  money 
out  of  the  timber  he  has  upon  his  land  that  is  not 
available  for  lumber  purposes  at  t(ie  time  ;  but  for 
the  purpose  of  enabling  the  pulp  manufacturer  to 
secure  his  pulp  timber  at  25  or  50  cents  a  cord  less, 
to  reimpose  these  duties  would  be  simply  cruelty 
to  a  large  number  of  citizens  that  we  have  induced 
to  settle  on  the  new  lands  of  that  region.  It  is  in 
the  interest  of  these  men,  to-night,  that  I  want  to 
say  one  word,  and  ask  that  the  Government  should 
pause  before  they  yield  to  the  proposition  of  the 
hon.  member  for  Sherbrooke.  I  think  we  can  safely 
leave  the  pulp  interest  of  Canada  to  take  tare  of 
itself  ;  and  while  I  think  that  the  admission  of  pulp 
into  the  American  market  free  of  duty  is  a  question 
that  might  engage  the  attention  of  our  Government 
in  future  reciprocity  negotiations  with  the  Ameri¬ 
cans,  along  with  many  other  questions,  with 
mutual  interest  to  both  they  and  us,  I  do 
feel  that  for  the  present  it  is  not  in 
the  interest  of  our  people  to  reimpose  these  export 
duties.  They  belong,  it  seems  to  me,  to  the  bar¬ 
barous  laws  of  the  past,  that  ought  to  be  buried 
decently  out  of  sight  and  left  in  oblivion  in  this 
age  of  our  world.  I  do  say  that  to  take  from  the 


workingmen  of  these  northern  townships  an  opport¬ 
unity  of  getting  even  25  cents  a  cord  more  for  their 
pulp  timber,  would  be  a  cruelty  on  the  part  of  this 
Government  that  I  should  regret  very  much  to  see 
inflicted.  I  hope  the  Government  will  not  yield  to- 
the  proposition  of  those  interested  in  the  pulp 
business  on  the  Canadian  side,  and  reimpose  this 
duty  upon  the  export  of  pulp  timber.  With  regard 
to  the  spruce  men,  it  does  not  affect  us  in  the  west 
to  the  same  extent  that  it  does  those  in  the  east. 
To  judge  by  the  expressions  of  sentiment  from  my 
hon.  and  advanced  friend  from  Charlotte  (Mr. 
Gillmor),  we  can  safely  leave  those  men  to  the  care 
of  the  Government,  because,  as  was  correctly 
remarked  by  the  member  for  Ottawa  (Mr.  Devlin), 
the  reimposition  of  this  duty  would  place  the 
spruce  lumbermen  in  no  better  position  than  they 
are  now,  and  it  would  undoubtedly  affect  detri¬ 
mentally  the  interests  of  thousands  of  poor  settlers- 
on  the  north  shore  who  have  already  a  hard  struggle- 
for  existence. 

Mr.  IVES.  Before  the  motion  is  put  I  desire  to 
say  a  few  words  in  reply  to  some  of  the  speakers 
who  have  taken  part  in  this  debate.  The  hon. 
member  for  Norfolk  (Mr.  Charlton)  in  the  course- 
of  his  remarks,  gave  us  an  insight  into  the  history 
of  the  negotiations  which  resulted  in  what  he 
termed  the  compromise,  by  which  our  Government 
removed  the  export  duties  altogether  from  all 
all  classes  of  lumber,  and  the  American  Govern¬ 
ment  did — what  ?  Removed  the  lumber  duties  ?" 
Oh,  no.  Make  any  kind  of  lumber  free  ?  Oh,  no,, 
but  reduced  the  duties  on  white  pine  one-half, 
to  $1  a  thousand.  He  was  just  enough,  Mr.  Speaker, 
to  allow  you  to  share  with  him  the  honour  of 
having  taken  an  active  and  important  part  in> 
bringing  about  that  compromise  which  was  so 
advantageous  to  Canada  and  so  creditable  to  the 
Government.  He  says  that  you,  as  represent¬ 
ing  the  pine  men  on  this  side  of  the  House — 
and  I  am  very  glad  you  did  not  undertake  to 
represent  any  other  than  the  pine  men — and  he  as 
representing  the  pine  men  on  his  side  of  the  House 
— approached  the  late  Premier  and  informed  him— 
and  I  presume  the  information  was  obtained  by  the 
hon.  member  for  Norfolk  on  one  of  his  trips  to 
Washington — that  it  would  be  extremely  advan¬ 
tageous,  not  to  lumbermen,  but  to  the  pine 
men,  if  before  the  McKinley  tariff  were-  fin¬ 
ally  settled,  all  the  export  duties  here  were  re¬ 
moved,  and  he  told  the  late  Premier  that  we  would 
likely  get  free  lumber  if  the  export  duties  were 
removed.  He  went  on  to  tell  us  how  the  late  Pre¬ 
mier  asked  you  to  put  the  question  on  the  paper  so 
he  could  answer  it  in  such  a  way  that  the  policy  of 
the  Government  might  be  known  at  Washington  at 
once.  The  question  was,  what  course  the  Cana¬ 
dian  Government  would  take  if  the  American  Gov¬ 
ernment  would  do — what  ?  Reduce  the  pine  duties 
to  $1  a  thousand  ?  Oh,  no,  but  to  make  free  lum¬ 
ber  ;  and  the  answer  that  Sir  John  gave  was  that 
if  the  Americans  gave  us  free  lumber  the  export 
duties  would  be  removed.  Well,  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
remember  very  well  that  question  being  put  and 
the  answer  that  was. given  ;  and  as  a  man  interest¬ 
ed  in  the  manufacture  of  spruce  lumber,  I  was  not 
very  much  alarmed  at  the  answer.  The  answer 
was  that  if  we  got  free  lumber,  which,  I  suppose, 
included  spruce  lumber  as  well  as  pine  lumber — - 
because  I  was  under  the  impression  that  there  was 


1271 


[COMMONS] 


1272 


more  than  one  kind  of  lumber,  I  think  the  member 
for  Norfolk  is  under  the  impression  there  is  only 
one  kind — the  answer  was  that  if  we  got  free  lum¬ 
ber,  the  export  duties  would  be  removed.  That  is 
precisely  the  position  I  am  asking  the  Government 
to  take  now  ;  I  am  asking  them  to  undo  the  mis¬ 
chief  and  the  evil  that  the  member  for  North  Nor¬ 
folk  advised  the  Government  to  do  at  that  time, 
and  to  put  us  exactly  in  the  position  that  whene  ver 
the  Americans  are  prepared  to  give  us  free  lumber 
then  we  are  prepared  to  take  off  again  the  import 
duties  ;  whenever  they  are  prepared  to  give  us  the 
free  importation  of  pulp,  then  we  are  prepared  to 
take  off  the  duty  on  pulpwood. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  I  wish  to  correct  the  lion, 
member  in  one  statement.  The  hon.  member  re¬ 
presents  yourself  and  myself  as  representing  the 
pine  interest.  Such  is  not  the  case,  we  represented 
the  lumber  interest,  but  as  you  well  know,  expect¬ 
ing  that  the  reduction  of  duties  would  apply  to  all 
classes  of  lumber,  we  were  not  aware  that  any 
other  arrangement  would  be  made  until  the 
McKinley  bill  was  published.  It  was  not  expected 
we  would  get  free  lumber,  but  it  was  expected, 
and  the  promise  of  Sir  John  A.  Macdonald  was 
made  upon  the  supposition  that  the  duties  upon 
lumber  would  be  reduced. 


Mr.  I\  ES.  That  is  not  an  answer  to  the  ques¬ 
tion.  I  do  not  care  to  be  interrupted  at  this 
moment.  The  hon.  gentleman,  however,  has  been 
kind  enough  to  express  his  regret  that  the  spruce 
people  were  not  treated  with  more  fairness  and 
consideration.  1  he  hon.  gentleman  professed  to 
h<i\  e .  interested  himself  on  our  behalf  on  that 
occasion.  I  should  judge  it,  by  the  way  these 
negotiations  resulted,  that  the  answer  Sir  John 
Macdonald  made  in  the  House  led  the  lumber¬ 
men  in  (  ana  da  to  suppose  they  were  not  going  to 
be  left  in  an  isolated  position,  that,  whatever 
•concessions  were  obtained  for  one  class  of  lum¬ 
bermen,  and  one  class  of  lumber,  would  be 
obtained  for  all.  The  lion,  gentleman  said 
I  was  quite  wrong  in  stating  that  no 
change  was  made  favourable  to  the  Canadian 
lumbermen  in  the  McKinley  Bill,  except  with  re¬ 
spect  to  pine  lumber.  He  corrected  me  by  saying 
that  the  tax  on  clapboards  was  reduced  to  $1 
and  shingles  were  also  reduced.  I  find  on  examin- 
mg  the  McKinley  tariff  that  the  hon.  gentleman 
was  again  working  for  the  pine  men  rather  than 
for  any  one  else,  because  only  pine  clapboards  were 
reduced,  and  they  were  put  at  $1  per  thousand, 
while  spruce  clapboards  were  placed  at  $1.50. 
Again,  white  pine  shingles  were  placed  at  20  cents 
per  thousand,  while  all  other  shingles  were  left  at 
50  cents.  So  I  do  not  think  the  hon.  gentleman  made 
very  much  of  a  point  in  correcting  me,  and  statins 
that  I  had  misrepresented  the  McKinley  Bill  by 
saying  that  pine  and  pine  alone  was  benefited 
the  changes  then  made.  He  said  that  white  pine 
men  did  not  obtain  this  advantage,  that  it  came  to 
them.  \\  ell,  it  came  to  them',  as  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  has  told  us,  for  he  told  us  how  it  came  to  them  ; 
it  came  by  himself,  and  you,  Mr.  Speaker,  moving  the 
late  Prime  Minister  to  make  this  declaration,  which 
was  not  followed  out  and  stood  by,  but  materially 
departed  from,  as  I  have  pointed  out,  and  that  it 
only  made  a  concession  to  pine  and  not  to  other 
kinds  of  lumber.  The  hon.  gentleman  then  went 
on  to  say  that  so  far  from  its  being  in  the  interests 
Mr.  Ives. 


of  American  owners  of  timber  limits  in  the  Georgian 
and  Lake  Huron  district  to  float  their  lumber 
to  the  United  States  and  saw  it  there,  it  would  not 
pay  them  at  all  to  do  so.  That  may  be.  But  it 
so  happens  that  nearly  all  lumbermen,  including 
the  hon.  gentleman’s  own  firm,  American  owners 
of  Canadian  timber  limits  have  mills  in  Michigan 
and  other  parts  of  the  United  States,  and  it  so 
happens  that  all,  or  nearly  all,  the  pine  in  that  dis¬ 
trict,  as  the ‘hon.  member  for  Grey  (Mr.  Sproule) 
stated,  is  floated  to  the  United  States.  The  hon. 
gentleman  did  not  have  the  hardihood  to  tell  us 
that  his  company  saws  its  logs  in  Canada,  because 
every  one  knows  that  the  greater  part  are  sawn  in 
the  United  States. 

Mr.  C  HAR  LI  ON.  I  beg  the  hon.  gentleman’s 
pardon.  They  are  sawn  in  Canada. 


Mr.  TV  ES.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  deeply  in¬ 
terested  in  most  of  the  legislation  which  is  calcu¬ 
lated  to  compel  people  to  be  good  and  moral,  and 
we  would  naturally  expect  that  he  would  not  mis¬ 
represent  any  of  the  facts  that  are  pertinent  to  the 
question  under  discussion.  He  told  us  two  or 
three  times  over  that  Canada  imported  three  times 
as  many  logs  as  it  exported.  The  hon.  gentleman 
is  perfectly  well  aware  how  the  figures  are  arrived 
at.  He  knows  in  the  first  place  that  the  Trade 
and  Navigation  Returns  are  incomplete,  as  to  the 
exportation  of  logs,  and  he  knows  in  the  second 
place  that  the  large  importation  of  logs  that  make 
up  those  figures,  which  he  mentioned  to-night,  and 
which  on  many  previous  occasions  he  has  given  to 
the  House,  are  American  logs  cut  by  Americans 
in  a  State  in  the  United  States,  floated  down  a 
treat}'  river,  sawn  on  the  Canadian  side,  because 
the  mill  privilege  is  there,  and  afterwards  taken 
into  the  United  States  free  of  duty  under  a  special 
provision  of  the  American  tariff,  '  and  of  every 
American  tariff  that  has  existed  for  the  last  100 
years.  He  knows  that  this  importation  of  logs  in¬ 
to  Canada,  which  I  have  heard  him  refer  to  in  his 
speeches  on  two  or  three  other  occasions  is  made  up 
almost  wholly  of  the  cut  in  the  Aroostook  district 
of  Maine,  floated  down  the  St.  John  River,  sawn 
on  the  Canadian  side  by  Americans  working  in 
Canada,  but  living  in  the  United  States,  and  rais¬ 
ing  their  family  in  that  country,  and  that  this  lum¬ 
ber  under  the  American  tariff  enters  the  United 
States  free  of  duty,  and,  therefore,  has  no  right  to 
be  mentioned  as  Canadian  lumber  and  as  Ameri¬ 
can  logs  imported  into  Canada.  These  facts  are 
well  known  to  the  hon.  gentleman  and  to  every 
lumberman  in  this  House.  The  Trade  and  Naviga¬ 
tion  Returns  do  not  give  an  idea  of  the  extent  of 
the  exportation  of  logs  from  Canada  to  the  United 
States.  There  are  two  companies,  who  are  my 
immediate  neighbours,  the  Connecticut  Lumber 
Company  and  the  International  Company,  each  of 
whom  in  1891  exported  7,000,000  feet  of  logs, 
or  14,000,000  altogether,  and  there  is  no  mention 
of  these  exportations  in  the  Trade  and  Naviga¬ 
tion  Returns  of  that  year.  And  the  same  occurs 
all  over  the  Dominion.  As  soon  as  the  export 
duty  was  taken  off,  the  customs  officials,  as  they 
saw  no  special  reason  why  an  account  should  be 
taken  of  the  logs,  did  not  take  account  of  them, 
and  it  the  Trade  and  Navigation  Returns  repre¬ 
sent  that  we  import  more  logs  than  we  export, 
the  statement  is  far  from  the  truth.  The  hon. 
gentleman  misled  the  House,  I  will  not  say  inten- 
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tionally,  in  another  particular.  It  will  be  remem¬ 
bered  that  I  adduced  as  one  of  the  most  im¬ 
portant  points  of  my  argument  that  the  American 
people  are  dependent  on  Canada  tor  their  supply  of 
paper  material.  The  hon.  gentleman,  in  reply, 
stated  that  there  was  an  enormous  quantity  of  paper1 
material  in  the  Adirondacks,  Maine,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire  and  Vermont.  I  will  not  argue  that  question 
with  him.  People  living  in  New  England  and  in 
the  paper  business  do  not  say  so.  They  say  the 
limits  are  very  much  worked  out,  and,  as  they  are 
in  the  hands  of  large  holders,  the  ordinary  buyer 
cannot  secure  material.  The  point  to  which  I  wish 
to  come  is  this  :  The  hon.  gentleman  referred  to  the 
illimitable  supply  of  pitch  pine  in  the  southern 
States  which  would  be  available  for  the  paper  makers 
of  the  United  States.  The  hon.  gentleman  must 
know  that  pulp  cannot  be  made  out  of  pitch  or  hard 
pine,  and  he  certainly  was  intentionally  misleading 
the  House  or  was  ignorant  of  the  subject  he  was 
talking  about  when  he  mentioned  southern  pine  as 
being  one  of  the  resources  which  the  United  States 
have  to  fall  back  on  for  their  paper  material.  It  is 
not  so.  The  truth  is,  as  I  have  stated,  that  the 
paper  material  for  this  continent  is  here  in  Can¬ 
ada.  The  point  I  tried  to  make  was  this, 
that  by  protecting  that  material,  even  to  the 
extent  of  the  American  duty  upon  pulp,  we 
would  secure  the  manufacture  of  that  material 
in  Canada  and  give  the  labour  to  our  own  people. 
The  hon.  gentleman  in  still  another  particular  de¬ 
ceived  the  House.  He  attempted  to  convey  the 
impression  that  the  removal  of  the  export  duty 
saved  to  the  white  pine  men  $1  per  thousand  upon 
800,000,000  feet  which  was  manufactured  during 
the  last  year.  That  is  to  say,  $800,000,  according  to 
his  view,  was  saved  to  the  manufacturers  of  white 
pine  last  year.  He  argued  in  this  connection  as 
if  all  this  lumber  were  exported  to  the  United 
States,  as  if  none  of  it  were  used  in  Canada,  as  if 
none  of  it  were  sent  to  England  or  South  America; 
in  fact,  as  if  the  whole  product  were  exported  to 
the  United  States.  The  fact  is  that  if  he  looks  to 
these  same  Trade  and  Navigation  Returns  which 
he  referred  to,  he  will  find  that  less  than  one-half 
of  the  quantity  is  exported  to  the  United  States, 
and  therefore  instead  of  saving  $800,000,  the  sav¬ 
ing,  according  to  his  own  figures,  was  less  than 
that  amount.  Later  on,  the  hon.  gentleman  said 
that  this  reduction  in  duty  had  not  saved  anything 
upon  the  best  grades  of  pine,  and’that  the  saving  was 
only  on  the  inferior  grades.  I,  therefore,  leave  it  to 
himself  to  figure  out  how  much  was  really  saved  to 
the  white  pine  men  by  this  reduction  of  $1  per  thous¬ 
and.  The  hon.  gentleman,  and  several  other  hon. 
gentlemen  who  have  followed  him,  intimated  that 
what  I  was  asking  for  in  the  pulp  matter  was  that 
the  timber  of  Canada  should  be  preserved  to  the 
pulp  manufacturers  of  this  country.  He  says 
that  I  seem  to  have  an  idea  that  the  timber  on 
the  stream  where  I  may  have  a  pulp  mill  is  my 
divine  right,  and  that  the  Government  are  bound 
to  see  that  nobody  else  is  allowed  to  come  there 
and  interfere  with  me.  Well,  Sir,  it  is  not  so  at 
all.  What  I  am  contending  for  is  that  the  pulp 
material  of  Canada,  on  the  principles  of  the 
National  Policy — -which  I  suppose  to  be  in  force  in 
this  country — should  be  manufactured  into  pulp  if 
possible  here  in  Canada,  that  the  labour  should  be 
given  to  Canadian  labourers,  and  the  profits,  if 
any  there  are,  should  be  given  to  the  Canadian 


manufacturer.  I  do  not  ask  that  pulpwood  on  my 
river  should  be  kept  for  me.  I  say  :  Let  it  be  open 
•to  all  Canadians  and  let  it  be  open  to  all  Americans 
too,  who  will  come  and  manufacture  it  here  in 
Canada.  So  far  from  my  having  any  personal 
interest  in  this  matter  I  want  to  tell  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  North  Norfolk  (Mr.  Charlton)  that 
I  have  not  the  slightest  personal  interest  in  it  one 
way  or  the  other.  The  companies  to  which  I  be¬ 
long  and  in  which  I  have  an  interest  have  their 
own  limits  from  which  they  draw  their  own  supply 
of  pulpwood.  They  are  not  purchasers  of  pulp- 
wood,  and  it  will  not  make  one  single  farthing 
difference  to  me  whether  this  policy  is  adopted  by 
the  Government,  or  whether  it  is  not  adopted  by 
the  Government.  It  only  makes  this  difference, 
that  I  want  the  Governnment  to  settle  the  policy 
of  the  country  on  this  point.  If  the  Government 
decide  they  will  not  impose  the  duty  u  pon  pulpwood, 
then  we  know  where -to  build  our  next  pulpmill. 
We  have  had  one  burned  down  this  winter  and  are 
going  to  rebuild  this  summer,  so  that  we  wish  to  be 
guided  by  the  decision  of  the  Government  and  of 
Parliament  on  this  question,  as  to  whether  we  will 
build  it  on  the  Canadian  side  or  on  the  American 
side.  Our  limits  are  just  as  handy  to  enable  us  to 
take  our  pulpwood  south  and  manufacture  it  at 
Stewartstown,  in  New  Hampshire,  as  to  take  it  north 
and  manufacture  it  at  Sawyerville,  or  Cookshire. 
The  railway  freight  is  no  more,  and  the  expense  is 
no  greater.  If  we  are  to  have  no  export  duty  on 
pulpwood  then  we  can  go  to  Stewartstown  and 
take  our  pulpwood  there  and  manufacture  it  into 
pulp  and  save  $6  a  ton.  That  is  not  only  what  we 
are  going  to  do,  but  wdiat  everybody  else  is  going  to 
do.  To  me,  personally,  it  makes  no  difference  what¬ 
ever,  if  it  is  imposed  or  not,  and  I  do  not  care  one 
brass  farthing,  further  than  that  I  wish  to  see  the 
policy  of  the  country  settled  in  this  respect.  If  that 
policy  is  to  be  not  to  impose  an  export  duty,  then 
let  us  know  it  and  we  will  govern  ourselves  accord¬ 
ingly.  If  the  National  Policy  and  the  principles 
of  the  National  Policy  are  to  be  applied  to  this 
question,  as  they  have  been  applied  to  other  ques¬ 
tions,  and  the  export  duty  is  imposed  and  kept 
there  until  such  time  as  the  American  duty  is 
taken  off,  then  we  will  stand  by  the  National 
Policy  as  we  have  stood  by  it  on  all  other 
questions.  So  much  for  the  hon.  member  for  North 
Norfolk  (Mr.  Charlton).  I  now  wish  to  address  a 
few  wrnrds  in  reply  to  my  hon.  friend  from  Muskoka 
(Mr.  O’Brien).  He  started  off  by  telling  the  House 
that  he  had  not  a  great  deal  to  thank  the  lumber¬ 
men  for,  and  that  they  had  never  been  particular 
friends  of  his.  I  should  judge  that  if  they  read 
his  speech  they  will  also  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  they  have  not  a  great  deal  to  thank  him  for. 
The  hon.  gentleman  undertook  to  say  that  I  must 
have  had  some  other  motives  than  the  interest  of 
the  country  in  making  this  motion.  I  do  not 
know  whether  it  is  parliamentary  or  not  for  an 
hon.  member  of  this  House  to  make  such  a  state¬ 
ment,  but  for  my  part  I  do  not  care  whether  it  is 
or  not.  I  simply  wish  to  characterize  it  as  untrue 
and  as  unworthy  of  the  hon.  member  who  made 
the  statement.  I  have  no  financial  motive  as  1 
explained  already,  and  it  makes  no  financial  differ¬ 
ence  to  me  whether  this  motion  is  adopted,  or 
whether  it  furnishes  a  hint  to  the  Government  to 
introduce  tariff  amendments  in  that  direction  or 
whether  they  do  not.  The  only  thing  which  is 
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important  to  me  and  to  other  business  men  en¬ 
gaged  in  the  manufacture  of  lumber  and  paper 
material,  is  to  know  what  the  policy  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  is  to  be,  for  some  years  to  come,  upon  this 
question.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  he  does  not 
know  a  great  deal  about  lumbering  and  that  lie  is 
not  a  lumberman.  I  can  quite  believe  that.  He 
told  us  that  he  looked  over  the  Trade  and  Naviga¬ 
tion  Returns,  and  that  he  found  that,  whereas 
last  year  we  exported  $7,000,000  worth  of  pine 
lumber  we  only  exported  $83,000  worth  of  spruce. 
He  says  they  were  spruce  deals,  and  he  also  says 
they  were  sent  to  the  United  States  ;  but,  in  the 
case  of  pine,  he  takes  the  total  exported,  and  in  the 
case  of  spruce  he  only  takes  the  deals  and  he  con- 
lines  that  export  to  the  United  States.  Now,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  we  do  not  export  spruce  deals  to  the 
United  States  to  any  extent  at  all,  and  I  am 
surprised  that  he  found  even  as  much  as  $83,000 
worth  sent  to  that  country.  It  is,  therefore,  quite 
easy  to  believe  the  hon.  gentleman,  when  he  tells  us 
that  he  does  not  know  anything  about  the  lumber 
business  at  all.  I  venture  to  say,  for  the  informa¬ 
tion  of  the  hon.  member  for  Muskoka  (Mr.  O’Brien), 
that  taking  into  consideration  the  local  consump¬ 
tion  of  lumber  all  over  this  Dominion, 
and  also  the  lumber  exported,  that  there  were 
more  feet  of  spruce  lumber  manufactured  in  the 
last  year  than  there  were  of  pine  lumber. 
I  will  even  go  further  :  I  will  say  that  there  was  a 
greater  value  of  spruce  lumber  manufactured  in  the 
Dominion  last  year  than  of  pine  lumber.  The  lumber 
used  by  the  people  of  this  country  is  very  largely 
spruce  lumber.  Then  our  exports  to  South  America, 
to  England  and  the  United  States  are  not  deals. 
We  do  not  export  spruce  deals  to  the  United  States. 
But  scantling  and  dimension  timber  and  boards  and 
•clapboards  exported  to  the  United  States  amounted 
not  to  $83,000,  but  to  millions  of  dollars’  worth  ; 
so  that  before  the  hon.  member  undertakes  to 
instruct  us  on  the  subject  of  exports  of  lumber  to 
the  United  States,  he  had  better  inform  himself 
more  fully.  He  refers  to  the  great  unfairness  it 
would  be  to  people  who  have  made  contracts  for 
future  delivery,  suddenly  to  make  a  change  and 
impose  export  duties.  Nobody  proposes  suddenly 
to  make  a  change.  We  would  be  quite  willing  to 
have  the  change  go  into  effect  six  months,  or  eight 
months,  or  even  a  year  hence.  All  we  ask  is  to  have 
the  policy  of  the  country  settled  on  this  point 
either  one  way  or  the  other.  Then,  the  hon. 
gentleman  gives  some  further  information  with 
regard  to  pulp  wood.  He  tells  us  that  an 

export  duty  would  be  a  great  injury  lo  the 
owners  of  poplar  pulpwood.  If  the  lion,  gent¬ 
leman  will  read  the  motion,  he  will  find 
that  it  does  not  refer  to  poplar  pulpwood  at  all, 
and  there  has  never  been  the  slightest  intention  to 
extend  it  beyond  spruce  and  pine.  He  tells  us 
that  the  dollar  per  thousand  reduction  which  was 
obtained  in  the  American  duty  has  enabled  the 
Canadian  lumbermen  to  dispose  of  everything  in 
the  way  of  pine  lumber,  whereas  previously  they 
had  to  leave  all  the  poor  lumber  in  the  woods.  Per¬ 
haps  he  will  tell  us  how  $1  a  thousand  makes  that 
difference  ?  As  a  practical  lumberman  I  can  tell 
him  that  if  you  could  not  sell  any  of  the  lower  grades 
of  lumber  before  that  reduction,  you  would  find 
a  good  deal  of  it  left  on  your  hands,  after  the  dol¬ 
lar  a  thousand  was  taken  off.  Other  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  have  referred  to  the  hardship  that  would  be 
Mr.  Ives, 


done  to  the  poor  farmer  if  this  policy  were  adopt¬ 
ed.  My  hon.  friend  from  Charlotte  (Mr.  Oillmor) 
thinks  that  the  farmer  who  owns  his  own  wood 
should *be  allowed  to  be  the  judge  as  to  whom  he 
will  sell  it  to  and  where  he  will  sell  it.  That  raises 
the  same  old  question  of  free  trade  and  protection. 
The  hon.  gentleman  is  a  free  trader.  He  admits  that 
he  would  allow  the  farmer  to  buy  as  well  as  to 
sell  wherever  he  likes ;  he  would  take  off  the  import 
duties  as  well  as  the  export  duties.  Well,  we  cannot 
quite  do  that.  My  proposition  is  simply  this  :  The 
farmer  at  the  present  time  gets  $2.50  a  cord  for  his 
pulpwood,  which  the  hon.  member  for  Muskoka 
says  is  the  price  paid  in  his  district.  At  this  rate 
the  farmer  is  getting  only  what  the  labour  costs  to 
take  out  the  wood,  and  he  is  getting  nothing  at  all 
for  the  wood  itself.  It  is  also  said  that  the  imposi¬ 
tion  of  an  export  duty  would  reduce  the  price  at 
which  the  Canadian  pulp  maker  would  be  able  to 
buy  wood.  Well,  he  could  not  buy  it  at  less  than 
it  costs  to  get  it  out  and  to  haul  it  ;  but  it  is  hoped, 
if  we  adopt  the  principle  of  protection,  and  apply 
it  to  this  question  as  we  have  done  to  every  other, 
that  the  development  of  the  industry  in  Canada 
and  the  competition  among  our  own  people,  will 
raise  the  price  to  such  an  extent  that  the  farmer 
will  get  not  only  sufficient  to  pay  for  his  labour, 
but  also  something  for  the  wood  standing  before  it 
is  cut.  As  to  the  unpopularity  of  this  proposition 
among  the  farmers,  I  quite  admit  that  it  would  not 
be  popular  for  the  moment  ;  but  we  are  here  to 
legislate  for  the  good  of  the  whole  country 
—for  all  classes.  It  is  not  profitable  to  the 
lumbermen  to  have  an  additional  dollar  or  two  of 
duty  put  on  pork  or  10  cents  a  bushel  put  on  oats  ; 
but  they  do  not  make  a  very  great  fuss  about  it. 
You  may  say  that  the  lumberman  ought  to  be  per¬ 
mitted  to  buy  his  oats  and  pork  where  he  can  get 
them  the  cheapest  ;  but  that  is  not  the  policy  of 
the  Government  ;  and  if  we  give  the  farmer  pro¬ 
tection  on  oats  and  pork  and  all  his  grain,  we 
may  say  to  him  :  A  ou  are  not  getting  more  than 
the  cost  of  your  labour  for  thp  pulpwood  you  sell 
to  the  United  States,  and  if  you  help  us  to  establish 
in  Canada  this  industry,  it  will  give  employment 
to  your  sons  in  the  manufacture  of  pulp,  and  in  a 
year  or  two  we  will  give  you  a  better  market  for 
your  pulpwood  instead  of  leaving  you  to  send  it 
to  the  United  States  as  you  are  obliged  to  do  now. 
This  is  the  whole  question.  As  I  said  before,  the 
only  thing  the  pulpmen  and  paper  manufacturers 
of  Canada  ask  is  fair-play  and  a  fair  application  of 
the  principles  of  the  Government  and  the  party  to 
their  business  as  it  has  been  applied  to  every  other 
industry  in  this  country. 

Mr.  ARMSTRONG.  Mr.  Speaker,  before  this 
question  comes  to  a  vote,  I  wish  to  draw  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  a  matter  in  which  I 
think  the  lion,  member  for  Sherbrooke  misrepre¬ 
sented  the  hon.  member  for  North  Renfrew  and 
the  hon.  member  for  North  Norfolk.  He  says 
they  represented  simply  the  pine  interest.  Well, 
both  of  these  hon.  gentlemen  declare  that  they 
represented  the  lumber  interest  of  the  country. 
The  hon.  gentleman  also  says  that  it  was  understood 
that  the  duty  was  only  to  be  taken  off  logs  and 
pulp  timber  when  the  Americans  admitted  lumber 
free.  Now,  Sir,  such  was  not  the  declared 
intention.  The  hon.  member  accuses  the  Govern¬ 
ment  by  implication  of  deceiving  the  people  in  that 
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respect.  Now,  here  is  what  passed  on  the  subject. 
Mr.  White,  of  Renfrew,  put  a  question  on  the 
Order  Paper,  which  was  asked  in  his  absence  by 
Mr.  Bryson.  The  question  was  : 

“  Whether  in  the  event  of  the  United  States  Congress 
reducing  the  import  duty  on  sawn  lumber  to  $1  per 
thousand  feet,  the  Government  will  remove  the  export 
duty  on  pine  and  spruce  logs.  It  is  very  important  that 
this  question  should  be  answered  at  the  present  moment.” 

The  House  will  remember  that  at  that  moment  the 
McKinley  Bill  was  before  Congress.  Here  is  the 
answer  of  the  late  leader  of  the  Government,  Sir 
-John  A.  Macdonald  : 

“  I  will  answer  that  question.  In  the  event  of  the  United 
States  Congress  reducing - ” 

Mark  you,  not  throwing  off — 

— “  reducing  the  import  duty  on  sawn  lumber,  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  will  remove  the  export  duty  on  pine  and  spruce 
logs.  I  will  take  an  opportunity  of  conveying  that 
decision  to  the  proper  quarter.” 

That  is  the  assurance  the  Government  gave.  So 
that  the  country  has  not  been  deceived  or  misled 
in  any  way  by  the  Government.  The  lion,  mem¬ 
ber  for  Sherbrooke  says  that  he  wants  the  Govern¬ 
ment  to  settle  their  policy  on  this  question.  Why, 
■.Sir,  it  seems  to  me,  from  the  drift  of  his  motion, 
that  he  wants  the  Government  to  unsettle  their 
policy  on  this  question.  They  have  settled  their 
policy  by  throwing  off  the  duty ;  now  he  wants  them 
to  unsettle  it  again  by  reimposing  the  duty.  The 
lion,  gentlemanmade  another  important  admission. 
He  said  that  those  who  supply  pulpwood  and 
take  it  either  to  the  factories  or  export  it 
to  •  the  United  States  barely  get  pay  for  their 
labour,  and  get  nothing  for  their  wood.  What 
does  the  hon.  gentleman  by  this  resolution 
propose  to  do  ?  At  present  they  have  two  parties 
competing  for  their  pulpwood,  the  American  mill 
owners  and  the  mill  owners  on  this  side  ;  and  he  pro¬ 
poses  to  prevent  one  of  the  parties  from  competing, 
so  as  to  leave  farmers  at  the  mercy  of  the  mill  owners 
on  this  side.  Ona  question  of  this  kind,  in  voicing  the 
trade  policy  of  the  country,  the  Government  should 
have  stated  at  the  outset  what  their  policj^  in  the 
matter  is.  If  they  had  they  would  have  saved  a 
great  deal  of  needless  discussion,  for  if  the  Govern¬ 
ment  had  declared  it  their  policy  to  let  things  re¬ 
main  as  they  are  scarcely  a  word  would  have  been 
said  on  this  side.  However,  as  the  matter  is  in  un¬ 
certainty,  we  have  to  deal  with  it  as  it  comes  before 
us,  we  must  bear  in  mind  that  the  present  is  a 
peculiarly  important  time  as  regards  the  lumber 
industry.  There  is  a  Bill  before  Congress  to  remove 
the  duty  from  lumber  altogether,  and  allow  our 
manufactured  lumber  to  go  free  to  the  United 
States.  And  mark  this  fact  that,  under  the 
terms  of  the  McKinley  Bill,  that  large  reduction, 
in  most  cases  50  per  cent,  was  made  on  all  lumber 
coming  from  countries  which  do  not  impose  an  ex¬ 
port  duty.  Therefore,  if  this  motion  were  to  carry, 
the  effect  would  simply  be  to  kill,  perhaps  for  many 
years,  the  benefit  our  lumbermen  receive  under  that 
Bill.  I  remember  in  1890  I  had  the  honour  to  point 
out  to  the  Government,  when  their  tariff  Bill  was 
before  the  House  and  they  were  going  toreimpose  the 
duties  we  had  thrown  off  goods  similar  to  those  that 
were  admitted  free  into  the  United  States  ;  when 
the  Government  were  going  to  reimpose  the  duty 
on  similar  articles  coming  into  this  country,  we  on 
this  side  pointed  out  that  it  was  a  direct  encour¬ 
agement  to  the  passage  of  the  McKinley  Bill,  and 
would  almost  certainly  have  the  effect  of  causing 


that  Bill  to  become  law.  The  event  has  shown  that 
we  were  right.  To-day  we  are  met  with  the  same 
difficulty.  There  is  a  Bill  before  Congress  to  make 
lumber  free,  and  if  we  reimpose  this  tax  on  logs  we 
will  furnish  those  who  are  opposed  to  that  Bill 
the  strongest  argument  for  its  defeat.  The  lion, 
member  for  North  Norfolk  says  that  the  Bill  now 
before  Congress  provides  that  the  lumber  shall  only 
be  free  from  countries  which  do  not  impose  export 
duties  on  logs  or  timber  so  that  it  would  be  the 
means  of  actually  defeating  the  object  of  the  Bill 
and  rendering  the  lumber  of  this  country  liable  to 
the  old  duty  prevailing  before  the  McKinley  Bill 
became  law.  The  lion,  member  for  East  Grey 
made  a  strong  plea  in  favour  of  reimposing  the  duty. 
He  said  that  our  lumbermen  formerly  took  out 
only  the  good  timber  and  left  the  inferior,  the 
balance  going  to  waste  in  the  woods. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  I  said  they  do  that  now,  when 
they  are  taking  the  logs  across  they  only  took  the 
best,  because  it  was  not  profitable  to  take  the  rest. 

Mr.  ARMSTRONG.  I  can  tell  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  that  before  the  duty  was  reduced  a  great  part 
of  the  timber  was  left  in  the  woods,  and  that  for 
the  simple  reason  that  the  duty  which  prevailed 
on  the  other  side  prevented  our  exporting  inferior 
lumber  such  as  is  used  in  farm  building.  As  soon, 
however,  as  that  duty  was  lowered  one-half  there 
was  $1  more  profit  in  it,  and  that  was  an  inducement 
to  the  lumberer  to  get  out  the  inferior  wood  as  well. 
A  gentleman  living  in  that  country  told  me  that 
the  lumbermen  were  actually  coming  back,  clearing 
away  the  old  and  getting  out  logs  they  had  left 
before  in  order  to  take  them  to  the  mill. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  I  got  my  information  from 
extensive  lumbermen  who  ought  to  know. 

Mr.  ARMSTRONG.  With  regard  to  this  question 
about  pulp  material,  spruce  logs  to  be  manufactured 
into  pulp,  it  has  been  shown  to-night,  and  that 
statement  has  been  corroborated  by  those  who 
understand  the  question,  principally  by  the  hon. 
member  for  Musk  oka,  that  in  this  country  there 
is  plenty  of  pulp  timber  to  supply  the  whole 
continent.  A  gentleman  told  me  to-night,  who 
lives  in  the  midst  of  the  spruce  country,  that  a 
spruce  forest  renewed  itself  in  fifteen  years,  and 
we  know  that  the  poplar  wood  will  renew  itself  in 
six  or  seven  years,  and  if  you  look  at  the  immense 
stretch  of  country  where  these  woods  grow,  you 
will  see  at  once  that  the  hon.  member  for  Muskoka 
was  perfect^  correct  when  he  said  that  we  had 
resources  of  pulp  timber  sufficient  to  supply  the 
whole  continent.  Now,  what  is  proposed  by  this 
Bill  ?  It  is  proposed  that  only  a  certain  portion  shall 
be  used,  and  the  rest,  so  far  as  we  can  prevent  the 
sale,  shall  be  locked  up.  That  the  people  who  have 
the  timber  shall  not  make  use  of  it,  except  such  por¬ 
tion  as  may  be  used  by  the  pulp  mill  owners  in  this 
country.  The  farmers  are  not  to  be  allowed  to  sell 
to  Americans,  but  only  so  much  as  they  can  find  a 
sale  for  in  this  country.  I  have  been  in  that  Muskoka 
country  and  have  been  in  most  of  the  newer  part 
of  the  country.  The  Local  Government  have  reserved 
the  pine  timber  and  prevent  the  poor  settlers 
bringing  in  revenue  or  making  anything  in  the 
shape  of  profit  or  anything  to  help  their  families 
out  of  the  pine  timber.  They  have  been  deprived  of 
that  advantage  and  the  only  thing  left  the  settlers 
is  the  spruce  timber.  Now,  these  gentlemen  want 
to  prevent  them  having  a  market  for  that.  Now, 
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not  only  is  this  true  of  spruce  timber,  but  it  is  true 
ol'  a  great  many  other  kinds  throughout  the  coun¬ 
try.  The  hon.  member  for  North  Essex  (Mr. 
McGregor)  lias  drawn  the  attention  of  this  House 
to  the  logs  that  are  sold  in  the  western  part  of  On¬ 
tario.  All  along  through  the  three  Counties  of 
Essex,  Kent  and  Lambton,  there  are  still  consid¬ 
erable  tracts  of  wooded  country,  and  that  is  prin¬ 
cipally  wooded  with  what  is  known  as  soft  elm. 
That  is  largely  used  for  manufacturing  purposes, 
and,  as  the  law  now  stands,  with  the  duty  off  the 
logs  for  export,  the  poor  settlers  on  these  lands 
have  the  choice  of  selling  to  the  local  mills  or  sell¬ 
ing  to  the  United  States.  Now,  there  is  a  peculiar 
hardship  of  their  condition.  These  lands  largely 
went  into  the  hands  of  speculators.  Men 
now  buy  wild  lands  for  from  $12  to  $20  an  acre. 
We  all  know  the  hardship  which  there  is  in  going- 
on  wild  lands,  clearing  the  land  up  and  supporting 
a  family  until  the  land  is  cleared  in  order 
that  something  may  be  obtained  for  sustenance. 
This  motion  contemplates  compelling  these  men  to 
sell  the  timber  on  their  wild  lands  at  a  disadvantage 
and  at  a  reduced  rate  to  the  mills  in  the  locality. 
The  hon.  member  for  East  Grey  (Mr.  Sproule)  is 
perfectly  consistent.  He  has  always  been  the 
advocate  of  the  privileges  of  the  classes  against  the 
masses.  His  object  has  always  been  to  foster  and 
protect  the  interests  of  the  few  wealthy  against  the 
interests  of  the  many  and  the  poor,  and  that  is  the 
course  he  is  pursuing  to-night.  I  say  that  the 
House  ought  to  consider  the  interests  of  the  people 
as  well  as  the  interests  of  a  handful  of  speculators, 
and  the  very  object  of  this  resolution  is  to  prevent 
the  poor  settlers  from  having  access  to  two  markets 
and  to  compel  them  to  sell  in  only  one  market, 
and  to  sell  to  that  one  market  at  a  reduced  rate. 
The  hon.  member  for  Charlotte  (Mr.  Gillmor)  said 
he  had  faith  in  the  Government  that  they  would 
not  adopt  such  a  resolution,  and  I  have  faith  in 
the  Government  that  they  will  not  take  a  course 
which  would  injure  the  poor  in  favour  of  the  rich 
and  against  the  interests  of  the  people  in  general. 

Mr.  ALLAN.  I  have  no  desire  to  occupy  the 
time  of  the  House,  but  this  subject  is  one  of  im¬ 
portance,  affecting  the  timber  interests  of  the  coun¬ 
try  and  particularly  the  timber  interest  of  the 
western  peninsula  of  Ontario,  which  comprises  the 
principal  elm  districts  of  the  country.  Various 
movements  have  been  inaugurated  during  the 
last  twelve  years  to  secure  such  legislation 
as  is  sought  for  in  the  motion  now  before 
the  House.  At  one  time  an  effort  was  made 
by  the  elm  manufacturers  to  secure  an  export  duty 
on  elm  logs,  and  that  is  a  question  which,  I  believe, 
is  involved  in  the  motion  now  before  the  House. 
In  1880  the  people  in  that  section  were  very  much 
alarmed  at  the  movement  which  was  made  in 
favour  of  that,  not  so  much  from  the  strength  of  the 
movement  itself,  but  from  the  stealthy  way  in 
which  the  manufacturers  sought  to  obtain  the  im¬ 
position  of  that  duty.  It  was  shortly  after  the 
adoption  of  the  National  Policy,  and  some  of  the 
manufacturers,  by  issuing  a  secret  letter,  hap¬ 
pened  to  obtain  a  meeting  in  the  town  of  Chatham. 

It  happens  that  a  gentleman  who  was  opposed  to 
the  export  duty  attended  that  meeting,  and  he 
found  that  there  were  some  present  who  had  been 
at  Ottawa  and  had  seen  the  Finance  Minister  and 
other  members  of  the  Government  and  had  urged 
Mr.  Armstrong. 


the  imposition  of  this  export  duty  on  elm  logs, 
which  was  as  good  as  promised  to  them,  but  in  the 
letters  which  were  sent  out  through  the  country 
the  utmost  secrecy  was  enjoined,  and  they  hoped 
to  have  this  duty  imposed  by  stealth.  They  knew 
that,  if  the  people  at  large  knew  of  their  object,  it 
would  be  defeated.  What  was  the  result  ?  They 
came  to  Ottawa  and  a  meeting  was  called  of 
those  who  were  opposed  to  the  duty.  At  once 
telegrams  and  letters  were  sent  to  the  representa¬ 
tives  of  the  different  constituencies  from  Essex  to 
Haldimand,  asking  them  to  interview  the  Govern¬ 
ment  and  see  that  legislation  was  delayed  until  the 
other  side  could  be  heard.  That  was  done.  Peti¬ 
tions  were  widely  circulated  throughout  the  coun- 
try,  and  although  it  was  in  the  inclement  season 
of  the  year,  in  the  spring,  when  the  roads  were 
very  muddy,  one  of  the  largest  petitions  ever  pre¬ 
sented  to  this  House,  outside  of  temperance  peti¬ 
tions,  was  presented  against  the  imposition  of  that 
duty.  If  the  record  can  be  found,  it  will  be  seen 
that  petitions  signed  by  about  15,000  names  were 
presented  against  the  export  duty,  and  in  addition 
to  that,  one  of  the  most  influential  deputations 
that  ever  waited  on  a  Finance  Minister,  went  to 
him  and  opposed  the  imposition  of  that  duty, 
accompanied  by  twenty  or  thirty  member  of  Par¬ 
liament.  The  Government,  although  Sir  Leonard 
Tilley,  the  then  Finance  Minister,  stated  at  first 
that  it  was  in  accordance  with  the  National  Policy, 
did  not  impose  that  duty,  and  until  a  year  or  two 
ago  nothing  more  was  heard  of  it.  I  think  this 
should  be  settled  for  all  time  to  come.  At  that 
time  a  vast  expense  was  incurred  in  order  to  pre- 
vent  its  adoption.  Petitions  could  not  be  circu¬ 
lated  in  all  these  counties  from  Haldimand  to 
Essex  at  that  season  of  the  year  without  great 
expense,  and  twenty  or  thirty  men  could  not;  be 
sent  to  Ottawa  to  protest  against  it  without  ex¬ 
pense.  They  were  not  millmen.  It  was  the  wardens 
of  the  counties  and  the  presidents  of  Conservatives 
associations  and  men  of  that  kind  who  had  influ¬ 
ence  with  the  Government  who  came  to  Ottawa  on 
that  occasion.  Now  we  find  that  the  very  same 
movement,  accompanied  by  the  very  same  aro-u- 
ments,  is  being  agitated  by  the  spruce  millmen.  °It 
is  the  same  as  before.  The  interests  of  the  country 
are  to  be  promoted.  They  have  at  heart  the 
interests  of  the  farmer,  the  mechanic  and  the 
labouring  man ;  if  this  were  true  and  if  they  were 
sincere,  their  conduct  would  be  worthy  of  all 
praise,  but  the  people  neither  appreciate  their 
motives  nor  their  action.  In  Western  Ontario, 
their  movements  are  understood  all  along  the  line. 
Now,  even  the  millmen  refuse  to  take  any  part  in 
them  because  they  know  that  it  is  a  movement  for 
self  alone  and  that  the  people  understand  that. 
They,  hope,  by  driving  out  the  exporter  of  timber 
the  producer  will  be  left  at  the  mercy  of  the  mills 
which  are  scattered  all  over  the  country,  and 
thus  they  will  deprive  the  poor  settler  of 
the  market  for  his  logs.  Now,  wherever  railways 
pass  through  the  counties  of  Essex  and  Kent, 
the  poor  settler  can  sell  his  logs.  If  it 
is  in  the  vicinity  of  a  mill  he  has  the  choice 
of  a  market  ;  if  there  is  no  mill,  he  can  sell  to  the 
exporter,  and  the  result  is  that  a  very  large  trade 
is  being  done,  this  timber  is  going  out  of  the  coun¬ 
try,  and  our  forests  are  being  rapidly  denuded,  as 
stated  by  the  hon.  member  for  East  Grey,  but  of  a 
class  of  timber  that  we  can  very  well  spare  in  the 
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west,  of  elm  trees  decaying  and  dying  and  which 
should  be  cut  and  shipped  as  rapidly  as  required  in 
the  interest  of  the  settler.  It  is  far  better  for  the  farm¬ 
ers  in  that  section  of  the  country  not  to  waste  the 
timber  but  to  cut  it  and  get  everything  they  can  for 
it,  it  is  better  to  have  the  land  cleared  up,  as  that  is 
one  of  the  best  portions  of  Ontario,  and  to  allow  the 
settlers  to  continue  selling  their  timber  either  to 
the  mill  men  or  to  the  exporter.  That  is  precisely 
the  position  in  reference  to  the  elm  timber.  I  was 
talking  with  a  leading  lumberman  that  came  to 
Ottawa  the  other  day,  Mr.  Ouellette,  whose  interest, 
I  supposed,  would  be  in  favour  of  an  export  duty, 
but  lie  said  it  would  be  simply  absurd  ;  he  said 
he  did  not  believe  any  mill  men  now  would 
have  the  cheek  to  ask  it.  That  is  the  view 
he  took  of  the  matter.  They  certainly  cannot 
defend  it,  because  it  simply  means  the  des¬ 
truction  of  the  farmers’  market  where  there 
are  no  mills,  and  where  there  are  mills  a 
reduction  in  the  price  of  lumber  to  pretty  nearly, 
if  not  altogether,  the  extent  of  the  duty.  Now, 
that  is  the  position  so  far  as  the  timber  districts  of 
the  country  are  concerned.  I  say  it  is  a  policy 
that  cannot  be  defended,  it  is  an  unjust  policy.  If 
the  mills  cannot  be  continued  in  this  country 
without  taking  from  the  settler  the  logs  he  has  to 
sell,  the  fair  way  would  be  to  eome  to  this  Parlia¬ 
ment  and  ask  the  country  to  bonus  these  mills. 
To  take  off  half  the  price  of  elm  timber  or  of  spruce 
timber,  and  to  say  that  you  must  lose  half  of  the 
value  in  order  to  enable  the  mills  to  run,  would  be 
iniquitous  and  indefensible,  and  divested  of  all  dis¬ 
guises  is  simply  an  attempt  of  the  mill  men  to  depre¬ 
ciate  the  price  of  timber  in  this  country  so  that  they 
can  run  their  mills  more  profitably  than  they  do 
now.  I  do  not  think  it  necessary  for  me  to  say  any¬ 
thing  further  upon  the  subject.  I  know  this  is  the 
feeling  in  the  west  without  reference  to  party  ;  I 
know  that  there  are  no  mill-men  now  who  openly 
advocate  such  a  policy  ;  it  is  simply  indefensible, 
and  has  not  the  support  of  the  people  of  the  west¬ 
ern  peninsula  of  Ontario. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Any  one  who  has  listened  to  this 
debate,  which  has  now  continued  for  so  many 
hours,  will  have  the  conclusion  pressed  pretty 
strongly  upon  him  that  there  are  diverse  interests 
in  connection  with  this  matter.  My  hon.  friend 
who  preceded  the  last  speaker  (Mr.  Armstrong) 
said  that  he  thought  the  policy  of  the  Government 
should  be  announced  on  this  occasion  ;  and  just  a 
few  minutes  before  that  he  took  occasion  to  say 
that  he  thought  the  policy  of  the  Government  had 
been  pretty  well  settled,  and  what  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Sherbrooke  (Mr.  Ives)  seemed  to  wish 
to  do,  was  to  unsettle  that  policy.  So  far  as  the 
policy  of  the  Government  is  concerned,  it  has 
really  been  explained  to-night  by  the  reading  of 
the  records  as  to  what  led  up  to  the  taking  off  of 
the  export  duty.  The  Government  at  that  time 
considered  the  question  and  their  object  was,  as 
was  stated  in  Sir  John  A.  Macdonald’s  letter,  to 
gain  for  the  sawn  lumber  of  this  country  a  reduc¬ 
tion  of  duty  in  the  United  States  markets,  and  to 
give  in  exchange  for  that  the  export  duty  upon 
spruce  and  pine.  That  this  object  was  not  carried 
out  was  certainly  not  for  lack  of  interest  in  the 
spruce  industry  on  the  part  of  the  Government. 
When  the  McKinley  Bill  was  enacted,  as  has 
been  stated,  it  was  found  that  the  reduction 
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of  duty  had  not  been  made  upon  spruce  lumber,  but 
simply  upon  pine  lumber.  The  question  then  con¬ 
sidered  very  carefully  by  the  Government  was  as  to 
whether  it  would  be  good  policy,  under  these  cir¬ 
cumstances,  to  take  the  export  duty  off  from  pine 
and  spruce  logs,  and  thus  get,  for  a  very  large  part 
of  the  lumber  industry  of  this  country,  access  to  the 
market  of  the  United  States  at  less  duty  than  had 
been  enforced  previously,  or  than  would  be  enforced 
provided  these  export  duties  were  not  taken  off.  It 
was  seen  at  that  time,  and  thoroughly  known  by 
the  Government,  that  so  far  as  the  policy  of  the 
Administration  and  of  the  dominant  party  in  the 
United  States  was  concerned,  regarding  the  contin¬ 
uance  of  the  McKinley  Bill,  it  was  not  probable 
that  any  change  would  take  place  with  reference  to 
the  duty  on  spruce  lumber  if  we  refused  to  take  off 
the  export  duty  and  thus  give  the  reduction  of 
$  1  per  thousand  to  the  exported  pine.  It  was 
considered  best  at  that  time  that  the  export  duty 
should  be  removed,  and  thus,  while  placing  spruce 
in  no  worse  position  in  the  United  States  market, 
to  gain  for  the  pine  industry  a  better  position  so  far 
as  taking  off  that  duty  was  concerned.  That  was 
what  led  the  Government  to  take  the  action  it  did, 
even  thougli  only  one-half  had  been  given  by  the 
American  Congress  in  comparison  to  that  which 
the  Government  thought  would  be  given.  So 
far  the  Government  does  not  see  that  any 
change  has  taken  place  in  the  position.  If  we 
imposed  an  export  duty  upon  lumber  to-day,  it 
would  put  the  spruce  industry  in  this  country  in 
no  better  position,  in  so  far  as  the  American  market 
is  concerned  ;  and  it  would  put  the  pine  industry 
in  the  position  of  having  the  duties  doubled,  and  to 
a  certain  extent,  at  least,  it  would  circumscribe  the 
profitable  market  fox  pine,  or  for  certain  qualities 
of  pine,  in  the  markets  of  the  United  States. 
There  is  no  doubt,  as  I  think  every  member  on 
either  side  of  the  House  will  readily  acknowledge, 
that  the  spruce  industry  was  unfairly  dealt  with  in 
that  legislation,  and  the  Government,  and  I  think 
every  member  in  the  House,  regret  that  it  is  so. 
The  whole  point  for  us  to  consider  is  this  :  How 
can  we  help  the  spruce  industry  by  reimposing  ex¬ 
port  duties  upon  spruce  and  pine  logs,  and  may  it 
not  be  that  by  doing  so  we  shall  injure  the  pine 
industry  ?  Therefore,  as  my  hon.  friend  from 
Sherbrooke  has  expressly  asked  us  to  declare  it, 
the  policy  of  the  Government  at  the  present 
time,  considering  the  circumstances  I  have 
mentioned,  and  the  state  of  flux,  so  to  speak, 
of  opinion  in  the  United  States  with  refer¬ 
ence  to  lumber  duties,  the  policy  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  is  not  to  reimpose  export  duties.  In  saying  this 
I  may  add  that  I  have  not  the  least  sympathy  with 
the  arguments  wdiich  have  been  used  by  some  hon. 
gentlemen  in  reply  to  my  hon.  friend  from  Sher¬ 
brooke,  in  that  lie  was  an  interested  party  simply 
standing  up  for  an  advantage  to  himself.  I  think 
that  interest  is  very  apt  to  be  a  prominent  incentive 
with  most  men  in  discussing  these  matters,  or  in  ask¬ 
ing  for  reduction  or  increase  of  duty  ;  but  my  hon. 
friend  from  Sherbrooke  might  just  as  well  have  said 
that  the  pine  men  were  very  deeply  interested  in 
keeping  things  as  they  are,  as  for  them  to  say  that 
he  was  interested  in  championing  the  spruce  interest 
and  in  desiring  to  have  the  export  duty  reimposed. 

I  think  my  hon.  friend  argued  his  case  fairly,  and 
I  must  say,  he  argued  it  well.  But  although  his 
arguments  were  good,  they  do  not  yet  convince 
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me,  and  do  not,  I  think,  convince  this  House,  that 
there  is  any  benefit  to  be  gained  at  the  present  time 
for  the  industries  of  which  he  particularly  speaks, 
by  reimposing  the  export  duties  on  logs.  I  am 
sorry  to  have  to  make  to  him  this  announcement  ; 
but  I  hope  that,  taking  into  consideration  all 
these  circumstances,  my  lion,  friend  will  agree  to 
withdraw  his  motion  and  not  press  it  to  a  vote. 

Mr.  IVES.  As  I  said  before,  it  does  not  make 
any  difference  to  me  individually  whether  the 
motion  is  adopted  or  rejected.  I  am  glad  to  hear 
that  the  Government,  having  done  what  I  consider 
a  very  silly  thing,  have  decided  to  stand  by  it. 
Therefore  1  will  consent  to  withdraw  my  motion. 

Motion  withdrawn. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON  moved  the  adjournment 
of  the  House. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  and  House  adjourned  at  1 1 . 10 
p.  m. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 


Tuesday,  12th  April,  1892. 
The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  Three  o’clock. 
Prayers. 


CROWN  PROSECUTIONS  AND  SUITS 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON  moved  : 

That  in  view  of  the  prosecutions  and  suits,  criminal  and 
which  have  been  instituted  under  instructions  from 
the  Department  of  Justice  arising  out  of  the  proceedings 
and  enquiries  before  the  Standing  Committee  on  Pri¬ 
vileges  and  Elections  in  the  session  of  Parliament  of  1891, 
under  the  Order  of  Reference  of  11th  May,  1891,  and  also 
arising  out  of  the  proceedings  and  enquiries  before  the 
Public  Accounts  Committee  during  the  same  session,  this 
House  deems  it  advisable  and  necessary,  in  aid  of  the  said 
prosecutions  and  suits,  to  allow  to  be  given  in  evidence 
before  the  respective  courts  before  which  the  said  prose¬ 
cutions  and  suits  are  to  be  tried,  the  admissions,  state¬ 
ments  and  evidence  given  before  the  said  committees  re¬ 
spectively  by  the  parties  accused,  and  by  the  defendants 
in  the.  said  several  suits  when  testifying  before  the  said 
committees  respectively.  And  this  House  also  deems  it 
advisable  and  necessary  to  order  that  all  clerks  and 
stenographers  who  were  in  the  employment  of  the  said 
House  attending  the  said  committees  respectively  do  at¬ 
tend,  if  required,  from  time  to  time  before  the  courts 
before  whom  the  said  prosecutions  and  suits  are  being 
tried,  and  give  evidence  as  to  the  statements  upon  oath 
made  by  the  several  parties  accused  and  the  defen¬ 
dants  before  the  said  committees  respectively,  and  that 
the  said  clerks  and  other  officers  do  produce  before  the 
said  courts  respectively,  all  books,  papers,  exhibits  and 
other  documents  received  in  evidence  or  produced  and 
used  before  the  said  committees  respectively,  and  which 
are  necessary  in  connection  with  the  following  prosecu¬ 
tions  and  suits  now  pending  : — 

The  Queen  against  Nicholas  K.  Connolly  and  Thomas 
McGreevy  for  conspiracy. 

The  Queen  against  John  R.  Arnoldi  for  malfeasance  in 
office  and  false  pretenses. 

The  Queen  against  Horace  Talbot  and  A.  C.  Larose  for 
conspiracy  and  false  pretenses. 

Crown  suits  for  the  recovery  of  money : 

The  Queen  vs.  Larkin,  Connolly  &  Co. 

Buntin,  Reid  &  Co. 

The  Barber-Ellis  Co. 

Millar  A  Richard. 

MacLean  &  Roger. 

George  Low. 

Poison  Iron  Works  Co. 

Dominion  Type  Foundry  Co. 

J.  T.  Johnson.  j 

Andr6  Senecal. 

H.  J.  Bronskill. 

Mr.  Foster. 


That  in  case  of  further  indictments-  and  actions  arisino 
out  of  the  Larkin-Connolly  transactions,  this  House  alss 
deems  it  advisable  to  allow  the  use  of  the  evidence  in  itg 
possession  in  support  of  such  indictments  before  both  the 
grand  jury,  and  the  court  and  jury  in  case  such  indict¬ 
ments  are  found  and  go  on  for  trial. 

That  this  House,  while  waiving  its  privileges  in  these 
particular  cases,  with  the  view  of  eliciting  all  the  facts 
and  obtaming  substantial  justice  in  the  premises,  does 
not  in  any  sense  give  up  its  well  established  and  undoubt¬ 
ed  rights  whenever  it  may  deem  it  in  the  public  interest 
hereafter  at  any  time  to  protect  all  witnesses  examined 
before  this  House  or  any  committee  thereof  in  respect  of 
anything  that  may  be  said  by  them  in  their  evidence, 
and  to  refuse  permission  to  any  clerk,  or  officer  of  the 
House,  or  shorthand  writer  employed  to  take  minutes  of 
evidence  before  the  House  or  any  committee  thereof,  to 
give  evidence  elsewhere  in  respect  of  any  proceedings  or 
examination  had  at  the  bar  or  before  any  committee  of 
this  House. 

He  said  :  The  House  has,  of  course,  become  aware, 
although  not  officially  informed,  that  in  pursuance 
of  the  report  of  the  Committee  on  Privileges  and 
Elections  adopted  by  the  House  last  session,  pro¬ 
secutions  were  instituted  against  the  persons  who 
were  concerned  in  the  alleged  malfeasance  which 
that  committee  investigated.  In  addition,  certain 
persons  who  were  implicated  in  proceedings  which 
were  enquired  into  by  the  Committee  on  Public 
Accounts  last  session  were  prosecuted,  and  others 
have  had  suits  brought  against  them  by  the  Crown 
in  the  Exchequer  Court  of  Canada  and  other 
courts  to  recover  sums  of  money  which,  it  is 
alleged,  they  had  improperly  received  from  the 
Government.  The  first  of  these  in  order,  are  the 
proceedings  against  Nicholas  Connolly  and  Thomas 
McGreevy  for  conspiracy  ;  against  John  R. 
Arnoldi,  for  malfeasance  in  office  and  conspiracy  ; 
against  Horace  Talbot  and  A.  C.  Larose,  for 
conspiracy  and  false  pretenses  ;  the  Crown  suits 
for  the  recovery  of  money  against  the  firm 
of  Larkin,  Connolly  &  Co.,  for  sums  of  money 
which,  it  is  alleged  on  the  part  of  the  Crown,  they 
had  improperly  received  in  connection  with 
the  contract  for  the  Levis  Graving  Dock,  Esquimalt 
Graving  Dock  and  Quebec  Harbour  improvements. 
There  are,  also,  sums  of  money  sought  to  be  recov¬ 
ered  from  Buntin,  Reid  &  Co.,  the  Barber-Ellis 
Co.,  Miller  &  Richard,  MacLean  &  Roger,  Geo. 
Low,  Poison  Iron  Works  Co.,  Dominion  Type 
Foundry  Co.,  and  J.  T.  Johnson,  in  relation  to 
sums  of  money  which  it  is  alleged  those  persons 
paid  to  employes  of  the  Government ;  and  prosecu¬ 
tions  against  Andre  Senecal  and  H.  J.  Bronskill  for 
money  which  they  had  received  from  persons  who 
had  dealings  with  the  Government.  As  I  have 
mentioned  to  the  House,  these  prosecutions  and 
these  suits  had  their  origin  in  the  investigations 
which  took  place  before  committees  of  this  House 
last  session.  I  will  refer  the  House  to  the  clause 
of  the  report  of  the  Committee  on  Privileges  and 
Elections,  which  is  the  basis  of  the  prosecutions 
which  have  been  instituted  against  the  members  of 
the  firm  of  Larkin,  Connolly  &  Co.  of  a  civil  char¬ 
acter,  and  thecriminal  proceedings  which  have  been 
instituted  against  Nicholas  Connolly  and  Thomas 
McGreevy  : 

“  The  committee  recommend  that,  in  addition  to  such 
action  as  may  seem  to  be  called  for  under  the  findings 
hereinbefore  expressed,  such  legal  proceedings  as  may  be 
available  be  taken  against  those  who  are  concerned  in 
this  conspiracy,  and  that  for  that  purpose  the  books  and 
papers  which  were  before  your  committee  be  retained  (or 
so  many  of  them  as  may  be  necessary),  in  order  that  they 
may  be  available  for  such  proceedings.” 

Under  that  report  the  action  taken  by  the  Governor 


1285 


[APRIL  12,  1892.] 


1286 


in  Council  was  to  adopt  an  Order  on  14th  October, 
1891,  stating  that  on  the  report  of  the  Minister  of 
Justice,  referring  to  this  report  of  the  Committee 
on  Privileges  and  Elections,  it  is  recommended  that 
such  legal  proceedings  as  may  be  available  may  be 
taken  against  those  concerned — and  so  forth — as 
stated  in  the  report  of  the  committee.  There  is  a 
recommendation  on  the  part  of  the  Minister  that  he 
be  authorized  to  take  such  criminal  or  civil  pro¬ 
ceedings  as  he  may  consider  the  evidence  warrants, 
and  he  be  authorized  to  retain  such  counsel  as  he 
may  consider  advisable  in  connection  with  such 
proceedings,  and  also  to  communicate  with  the 
Harbour  Commissioners  of  Quebec  and  act  with 
them  in  regard  to  any  civil  or  criminal  pro¬ 
ceedings  the  Harbour  Commissioners  may  deem 
it  proper  to  take.  The  Minister  also  recom¬ 
mends  that  the  books  and  papers  in  the  hands 
of  the  committee  of  the  House  may  be  retained  for 
the  purpose  of  these  prosecutions.  The  committee 
submitted  the  recommendation  to  His  Excellency 
for  his  approval,  which  was  given.  Under  that 
power,  Mr.  Speaker,  indictments  were  laid  against 
the  two  Connollys,  Mr.  Thomas  McGreevy  and  Mr. 
Larkin ;  or,  rather,  I  should  say,  that  they  were  first 
summoned  to  appear  before  the  police  magistrate  of 
this  city  for  preliminary  examination,  preparatory 
to  an  indictment  being  presented  to  the  grand 
jury  at  the  following  assizes.  I  must  remind  the 
House  that  a  portion  of  the  claims  which  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  have  against  Larkin-Connolly  arises  out  of 
the  business  of  dredging  in  connection  with  the 
harbour  improvements  of  Quebec,  and  the  claim 
in  regard  to  that  item  would  lie  in  the  Board  of 
the  Harbour  Commissioners  themselves.  It  was  for 
that  reason  I  obtained  authority  from  His  Excel¬ 
lency  to  communicate  with  the  Harbour  Commis¬ 
sioners  of  Quebec  and  act  with  them  in  connection 
with  any  criminal  or  civil  proceedings  the  Harbour 
Commissioners  thought  proper  to  take,  and  the  re¬ 
sult  of  this  communication  was  that  the  Harbour 
Commissioners  made  an  assignment  to  the  Crown 
which  would  enable  the  Crown  to  institute  legal 
proceedings  for  the  recovery  of  money  alleged  to 
have  been  improperly  paid  to  that  firm  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  dredging  operations.  That  assignment 
has  only  been  executed  very  recently,  the  delay 
being  due  partly  to  defects  in  the  organization  of 
the  board.  There  were  some  vacancies  it  was  neces¬ 
sary  to  fill  in  order  to  enable  the  board  to  entertain 
the  proposition,  and  come  to  a  decision  on  the 
question  as  to  whether  this  assignment  should 
be  made  to  the  Crown  or  not.  Before  the  matter 
could  be  investigated  by  the  police  magistrate  in 
this  city,  certain  proceedings  were  taken  in  the 
city  of  Quebec,  which  it  becomes  my  duty  to 
explain  to  the  House,  because  they  are  intimately 
connected  with  the  request  I  am  now  making  to 
the  House.  In  the  course  of  a  criminal  trial  in  that 
province,  a  subpoena  was  issued  by  the  Superior 
Court  of  the  Province  of  Quebec,  demanding  that 
certain  persons,  who  were  supposed  to  have  the 
custody  of  the  books  and  papers  referred  to  in 
the  committee’s  report,  attend  and  give  evidence 
before  that  court  on  the  trial  of  that  criminal  case, 
and  bring  with  them,  and  produce  there,  the 
books  and  papers  which  are  referred  to  in  that 
report,  and  which  were  placed  before  the  Committee 
on  Privileges  and  Elections,  and  which  this  House 
ordered  to  be  detained  in  custody  for  the  purpose 
of  the  prosecution,  and  which  were,  by  order  of 
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His  Excellency  in  Council,  transferred  to  my 
department  for  the  purposes  of  these  prosecutions. 
These  subpoenas  were  directed,  one  of  them  to  the 
Deputy  of  the  Minister  of  Justice,  another  to  the 
clerk  of  the  committee,  in  whose  actual  possession 
the  books  and  papers  were  at  the  time,  and  another 
to  myself.  It  was,  of  course,  incumbent  on  us 
to  obey  the  subpoenas,  and  the  subpoenas  were 
obeyed  with  a  view  to  submitting  to  the  court 
which  had  the  proceedings  before  it,  the  claim  to 
withhold  the  books  and  papers  for  the  purpose 
of  the  prosecution,  but  likewise  for  the  purpose  of 
pressing  every  claim  which  we  could  properly  assert 
in  regard  to  their  custody  and  possession.  With 
that  view  the  Deputy  Minister  of  Justice  and  the 
clerk  of  the  committee  of  the  House  went  to  Quebec, 
in  obedience  to  the-  subpoena,  with  the  books  and 
papers.  While  there,  a  proceeding  was  taken  on 
behalf  of  the  Connollys,  which  I  must  mention  to 
the  House  as  furnishing  one  of  the  reasons  why  I 
am  making  this  motion  to-day,  a  proceeding  for 
the  purpose  of  enabling  them  to  recover  possession 
of  all  those  books  and  papers  which  were  alleged  to 
have  been  deposited  in  the  hands  of  the  committee 
by  Larkin,  Connolly  &  Co.  Under  that  proceeding 
steps  were  taken  which,  it  seems  to  me,  were  in  direct 
violation  of  law  and  an  abuse  of  the  processes  of  the 
court  under  which  these  steps  were  taken,  and  the 
result  of  which  was,  that  for  the  time  being  the  pro¬ 
secution  was  deprived  of  these  books  and  papers. 
The  officer  having  the  execution  of  the  writ,  seized 
not  only  the  boxes  containing  the  books  and  papers, 
but  the  person  who  had  actual  manual  possession  of 
them,  and  took  them  into  his  custody.  They  were 
subsequently  placed  in  the  possession  of  an 
employe  of  the  Connollys,  who  claimed  them 
as  the  guardian  for  the  time  being,  although  he 
was  not  appointed  by  the  court ;  and  it  was 
necessary  for  my  deputy  to  make  a  special 
application  to  the  court,  which  was  based  on  the 
grounds  that  these  books  and  papers  were  privi¬ 
leged  from  seizure,  that  the  books  and  papers  which 
were  seized  included  books  and  papers  which  were 
not  mentioned  in  the  writ  which  the  officer  was 
professing  to  execute,  that  the  Crown  was  entitled 
to  retain  the  custody  of  these  books  and  papers, 
and  that  the  process  itself,  and  the  mode  of  execu¬ 
ting  it,  were  an  abuse.  That  was  followed  by  a 
decision  which  ordered  the  books  and  papers  to  be 
given  up  to  the  custody  of,  I  think,  the  prothono- 
tary  of  the  Superior  Court  at  Quebec,  That  subse¬ 
quently  was  varied  on  appeal,  but  the  substance 
of  the  result  was  this  :  That  the  books  and  papers 
which  were  not  strictly  covered  by  the  writ,  being 
the  books  and  papers  which  had  been  put  in  evi¬ 
dence  and  which  did  not  belong  to  the  firm  of  Lar¬ 
kin,  Connolly  &  Co. ,  were  obtained  possession  of  ;  but 
that  the  books  of  Larkin, Connolly  &  Co.,  and  their 
papers,  remained  subject  to  the  adjudication  of  the 
Superior  Court  of  Quebec. 

ROYAL  ASSENT  TO  BILLS. 

A  Message  was  delivered  by  the  Gentleman 
Usher  of  the  Black  Rod,  as  follows  : — 

Mr.  Speaker,— 

His  Honour,  Mr.  Justice  Strong,  Deputy  Governor, 
desires  the  immediate  attendance  of  your  Honourable 
House  in  the  Chamber  of  the  Honourable  the  Senate. 

Accordingly,  Mr.  Speaker,  with  the  House,  went 
up  to  the  Senate  Chamber. 


1287 


[COMMONS] 


1288 


And  having  returned, 

Mr.  SPEAKER  informed  the  House  that  the 
Deputy  Governor  had  been  pleased  to  give,  in  Her 
Majesty’s  name,  the  Royal  Assent  to  the  following 
Bills  : — 

An  Act  respecting  the  Department  of  Marine  and 
Fisheries. 

An  Act  further  to  amend  Chapter  ninety-six  of  the  Re¬ 
vised  Statutes,  intituled  “An  Act  to  encourage  the 
development  of  the  Sea  Fisheries  and  the  building  of 
Fishing  Vessels.” 

An  Act  respecting  the  Belleville  and  Lake  Nipissing 
Railway  Company. 

An  Act  respecting  the  Nicola  Valley  Railway  Company. 
An  Act  respecting  the  Manitoba  and  South-Eastern  Rail¬ 
way  Company. 

An  Act  to  amend  the  Act  to  incorporate  the  McKay 
Milling  Company. 

An  Act  to  amend  “  The  Canada  Temperance  Amendment 
Act,  1888.”  x 

An  Act  for  granting  to  Her  Majesty  certain  sums  of 
money  required  for  defraying  certain  expenses  of  the 
Public  Service,  for  the  financial  year  ending  30th  June, 
1892,  and  for  other  purposes  relating  to  the  Public 
Service. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  while 
the  result  has  been  that  the  books  and  papers  which 
were  not  put  in  evidence  before  the  Committee  on 
Privileges  and  Elections  by  the  firm  of  Larkin, 

.  Connolly  &  Co.,  have  thus  been  obtained,  for  the 
purposes  of  the  prosecution  and  the  suit  in 
the  Exchequer  Court,  there  still  remained  the 
fact  that  the  books  and  papers  which  are  claimed 
by  them  are  not  for  the  time  being  accessible  to 
the  Crown  for  the  purpose  of  the  prosecution  ; 
the  trial  of  which  will  commence,  as  I  am  informed, 
in  about  one  week  from  the  present  day.  The 
right  to  the  possession  of  these  books  and  papers 
may  not  be  determined  before  that  date  by  the 
Superior  Court  of  Quebec,  which  is  charged  with 
the  litigation  in  regard  to  the  matter.  Under  these 
circumstances,  the  House  will  perceive  that  it  is 
absolutely  necessary  that  the  resolution  which  I 
have  moved  should  be  adopted,  in  order  to  give 
proper  facilities  for  these  proceedings.  The  question 
may  be  asked  :  How  the  prosecution  went  on  in  its 
preliminary  stages  without  the  books  and  papers, 
and  without  the  resolution  which  I  now  move.  On 
the  hearing  of  the  preliminary  examination  before 
the  police  magistrate  in  Ottawa,  a  question  was 
raised  by  the  persons  who  had  thus  obtained  by' 
violent  means  possession  of  the  books  and  papers, 
as  to  the  right  of  the  Crown  to  use  anything  that 
had  transpired  in  evidence  before  a  committee  of 
this  House,  and  they  practically  claimed  the  pro¬ 
tection  of  the  privilege  of  this  House  against  the 
production  of  any  such  evidence  before  the  police 
magistrate.  After  hearing  argument  upon  that 
question,  in  order  to  enable  it  to  be  raised  before  a 
higher  tribunal,  the  magistrate  declined  to  receive 
the  evidence,  and  the  result  was  that  an  application 
was  made  to  the  High  Court  of  Justice  in  the  city 
of  Toronto  for  an  order  compelling  the  police 
magistrate  charged  with  this  investigation  to  receive 
that  evidence.  The  division  of  the  court  which 
heard  the  argument  declined  to  give  the  remedy 
asked  for  on  the  ground  of  want  of  jurisdiction  ; 
but  one  eminent  judge  gave,  without  dissent  on  the 
part  of  his  brethren,  a  statement  of  his  opinion  on 
the  question  which  I  shall  now  repeat  from  recollec¬ 
tion  :  that  was,  that  although  the  court  had  not 
jurisdiction  to  entertain  the  application  to  order 
the  police  magistrate  to  receive  the  evidence,  the 
evidence  was  admissible  and  should  be  received  by 
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him,  and  that  such  evidence  should  indeed  be  re¬ 
ceived  on  the  trial,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  what 
was  practically  claimed  by  the  defendants  was  the 
privilege  of  the  House  of  Commons  of  Canada,  and 
that  the  House  of  Commons  of  Canada  had  ordered 
the  prosecution. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.  E.I. )  Has  the  hon.  gentleman 
got  that  declaration  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  No,  I  have  not  ;  I 
expect  to  have  it,  however,  in  a  few  minutes.  I 
telegraphed  to  Toronto  for  the  exact  text  of  it,  so 
as  not  to  be  obliged  to  rely  on  the  newspaper  re¬ 
port,  but  I  have  not  yet  received  it.  Upon  that 
the  police  magistrate  received  the  evidence  and 
committed  the  accused  for  trial.  The  trial  was 
adjourned  for  a  time  on  the  application^  of  the 
defendant,  and  is  expected,  as  I  have  said, ^  to  be 
commenced  within  one  week  from  the  present  day. 
With  the  view  of  removing  any  doubt  from  the 
question,  in  so  far  as  this  House  can  remove  any 
such  doubt,  I  have  offered  this  resolution,  and  I 
propose  to  state  briefly  to  the  House  what,  in  my 
humble  opinion,  is  the  position  in  which  the  matter 
stands,  from  the  point  of  view  of  this  House  and  its 
privileges.  The  doubt  upon  the  subject  has  arisen 
from  the  fact,  that  certain  rules  were  adopted 
many  years  ago,  by  the  British  House  of  Commons, 
asserting  the  privilege  of  witnesses  appearing 
before  that  House,  and  those  rules  apply  to 
this  House  of  Commons  and  to  proceedings 
taking  place  before  this  House.  There  had 
been  a  decision  come  to  in  the  case  of  Rex 
vs.  Merceron,  reported  in  2  Starkie’s  Nisi  Prius 
Cases,  at  page  366,  in  which  the  chief  justice 
of  that  day,  afterwards  Lord  Tenterden,  ex¬ 
pressed  the  opinion  that  the  evidence  was 
admissible.  The  evidence  referred  to  was  this : 
The  defendant  had  been  compelled  to  appear 
before  a  committee  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  had  upon  examination  delivered  in  a  list  of  cer¬ 
tain  public  houses,  with  the  names  of  the  owners 
and  other  particulars.  Upon  the  part  of  the  de¬ 
fendant  it  was  objected  that  since  this  statement 
had  been  made  under  a  compulsory  process  from 
the  House  of  Commons,  and  underthe  pain  of  incur¬ 
ring  punishments  as  for  a  contempt  of  that  House, 
the  declarations  were  not  voluntary,  and  could  not 
be  admitted  for  the  purpose  of  criminating  the  de¬ 
fendant.  But  Chief  Justice  Abbott  ruled  in  the 
way  that  I  have  stated.  Thereupon  the  contest 
which  raged  for  so  many  years  on  matters  of  pri¬ 
vilege  between  the  House  of  Commons  and  the 
courts,  was  renewed  inconnection  with  this  particular 
subject.  I  need  not  delay  the  House  by  referring  to 
that  historic  contest,  which  was  carried  on  through 
so  many  branches  of  litigation,  and  with  regard  to 
so  many  questions  that  came  before  Parliament  for 
enquiry.  But,  confining  myself  to  the  way  in  which 
the  contest  was  waged  with  regard  to  this  particu- 
lar  subject,  I  would  refer  to  the  fact  that  bn  the 
26tli  of  May,  1818,  in  consequence  of  that  decision, 
Mr.  Speaker  called  the  attention  of  the  British 
House  of  Commons  to  the  matter,  and  suggested 
that  the  House  should  make  some  resolution  on  this 
question  of  its  privileges.  He  stated  as  follows  : — 

“  The  House  would  feel  there  could  not  be  a  more  im¬ 
portant  duty  than  to  protect  its  witnesses  ;  but  it  would  be 
impossible  to  afford  them  that  protection  unless  the  House 
has  some  restraint  on  the  manner  in  which  either  its  pro¬ 
ceedings  or  its  witnesses  were  produced  in  confidence  be¬ 
fore  the  courts  of  law.  All  the  instances  that  he  had  con- 
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sidered  concurred  in  showing  that  an  application  had 
cither  been  made  to  the  House  of  Commons  or  to  the 
Speaker  for  this  permission.” 

The  House  will  readily  understand,  when  I  mention 
it,  and  more  particularly  when  I  read  the  authority 
which  expounds  it  in  clearer  and  terser  language 
than  I  can  devise  the  foundation  of  this  privilege.  It 
has  long  been  one  of  the  most  cherished  privileges 
of  the  British  House  of  Commons,  that  nothing  that 
transpires  within  its  walls  shall  be  reported  else¬ 
where,  and  so  strictly  has  that  rule  been  laid  down 
that  no  member  or  officer  of  the  House  lias  been  per¬ 
mitted  to  testify  or  to  repeat  what  has  occurred  in 
the  House.  Witnesses,  even  though  examined 
before  a  committee  of  the  House,  are  presumed  to 
have  been  examined  by  the  House  itself,  and  to 
have  been  put  in  the  same  position  as  though,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  they  had  been  examined  before  the 
bar  of  the  House.  Accordingly,  on  the  same  day 
Mr.  Bathurst  moved  the  following  resolutions— and 
these  are  the  rules  which  govern  this  branch 
of  the  privileges  of  the  British  House  of  Commons 
now,  and  which,  I  assume,  apply  to  this  House  as 
well :  * 

“  That  all  witnesses  examined  before  this  House  or  any 
committee  thereof  are  entitled  to  the  protection  of  this 
House  in  respect  of  anything  that  may  be  said  by  them  in 
their  evidence. 

“  That  any  clerk  or  officer  of  this  House,  or  shorthand 
writer  employed  to  take  minutes  of  evidence  before  this 
House  or  any  committee  thereof,  do  not  give  evidence 
elsewhere  in  respect  of  any  proceedings  or  examination 
had  at  the  bar  or  before  any  committee  of  this  House, 
without  the  special  leave  of  the  House.” 

Some  argument  may  possibly  be  made — if  any  hon. 
gentleman  should  dissent  from  the  view  I  am  tak¬ 
ing,  and  from  the  adoption  of  this  resolution — as 
to  the  particular  effect  Of  the  rules  which  I  have 
just  read ;  but  I  submit,  as  the  foundation  of  all 
that  I  have  to  say  on  this  subject,  that  the  rule  of 
the  British  House  of  Commons  and  which,  as  I  have 
said,  applies  here,  is  a  rule  not  in  favour  of  the  pri¬ 
vilege  of  witnesses  in  particular,  but  a  rule  guarding 
the  privileges  of  the  House  itself.-  This  will  be 
observed  more  clearly  when  I  remind  the  House, 
-as  there  is,  perhaps,  hardly  occasion  to  do,  that  the 
House  of  Commons,  British  or  Canadian,  cannot, 
by  a  resolution  of  its  own,  vary  any  of  the  rules  of 
evidence,  or  say  that  a  witness  shall  not  be 
interrogated  in  a  court  of  law  if  the  law 
lays  such  witness  open  to  interrogation.  There¬ 
fore  the  House  could  not  do  anything  more, 
and  is  presumed  to  do  nothing  more,  than  declare 
its  own  privilege  in  respect  to  the  evidence  given 
by  witnesses  testifying  before  the  House.  From 
this  explanation  it  will  be  immediately  recog¬ 
nized  that  what  these  witnesses  would  claim,  if 
they  should  claim  to  be  exempt  from  giving  evi¬ 
dence  as  to  what  transpired  before  a  committee  of 
this  House,  would  be,  not  a  right  of  their  own,  but 
a  privilege  that  belongs  to  this  House,  and  this 
House  only.  That  is  more  apparent  from  the 
second  rule  that  I  have  read,  which  forbids  any  clerk 
or  officer  of  the  House  of  Commons  to  testify  as  to 
what  passed  before  the  House  or  in  a  committee  of 
the  House,  without  the  special  leave  of  the  House. 
If  it  could  be  supposed  to  be  an  absolute  right  or 
privilege  on  the  part  of  a  witness  appearing  before 
the  House,  or  before  a  committee  of  the  House,  the 
House  could  not  with  any  degree  of  propriety  give 
leave  to  an  officer  or  a  shorthand  writer  to  testify 
as  to  what  the  evidence  of  that  witness  was.  But 
my  interpretation  of  those  rules  is,  I  think,  clearly 


borne  out  by  the  fact  that  the  rules  themselves 
provide  a  means  by  which  the  House  can  dispense 
with  that  privilege,  which  is,  therefore,  I  contend, 
to  be  regarded  as  a  privilege  of  the  House. 
Inasmuch  as  these  rules  bear  upon  their  face  the 
indication  that  the  privilege  may  be  disregarded 
and  dispensed  with,  I  presume  I  need  say  little 
more  as  to  the  power  of  the  House  to  dispense  with 
them.  But,  if  I  were  to  suggest  a  case  in  which  it 
would  be  proper  for  the  House  to  be  called  upon  to 
dispense  with  this  rule,  this  privilege,  this  protec¬ 
tion  of  secrecy,  I  would  suggest  a  case  which  may 
occur  at  any  time.  Let  us  suppose  a  committee 
charged  with  an  important  investigation  such  as 
this  was,  and  let  us  suppose  that,  in  the  course  of 
the  enquiry,  a  witness  who  testified  here  in  Parlia¬ 
ment  before  a  committee,  manifestly  committed 
perjury,  and  the  House  ordered  him  to  be  prose¬ 
cuted.  He  would  in  that  case  deserve,  of  course, 
the  most  condign  punishment.  But  if  it  were  his 
absolute  right  to  insist  on  immunity  from  the  con¬ 
sequence  of  his  false  testimony  before  committee 
of  the  House,  the  object  of  the  House  would  be 
^defeated,  and  the  House  rendered  powerless  by 
the  assertion  of  its  own  privilege  on  behalf  of 
the  person  whom  it  was  actually  prosecuting 
at  the  time.  I  am  not,  for  the  time  being,  „ 
or  indeed  at ,  any  time,  making  an  accusation 
of  perjury  against  the  persons  concerned  in  this 
particular  transaction  as  defendants.  On  the  con¬ 
trary,  I  desire  to  make  no  such  imputation  against 
them,  but  am  merely  suggesting  an  illustration  as  to 
how  they  stand,  they  being  in  exactly  the  same  posi¬ 
tion, as  regards  thepropriety  of  using  their  evidence, 
as  the  witness  whose  case  I  have  just  suggested  by 
way  of  illustration.  They  are  persons  who  have 
been  concerned  in  important  contracts  with  the 
Crown,  whom  this  House  has  pronounced  to  be 
evidently  guilty  of  a  conspiracy,  and  against  whom 
this  House  has  ordered  a  prosecution.  The  par¬ 
ticular  evidence  which  led  the  House  to  the  con¬ 
clusion  that  they  were  guilty  of  conspiracy  was 
the  accounts  appearing  in  their  own  books  of  several 
of  these  transactions.  These  books  were  produced 
by  order  of  this  House,  and  when  the  House 
ordered  that  the  parties  should  be  prosecuted,  and 
that,  for  the  purposes  of  the  prosecution,  these 
books  should  be  handed  over  to  the  proper  author¬ 
ities,  Mr.  Justice  Ross  pronounced  from  the  bench 
that  this  was  a  prosecution  by  Parliament  and, 
therefore,  no  question  could  arise  as  to  the  privi¬ 
leges  of  Parliament  in  this  matter.  An  eminent 
authority  on  the  law  and  practice  of  legislative 
assemblies — an  American  authority — Mr.  Cushing, 
treats  of  the  subject  thus  : 

“  A'  witness  before  the  House  of  Parliament  cannot  ex¬ 
cuse  himself  from  answering  any  question  that  may  be 
put  to  him  (with  a  single  exception  presently  to  be 
noticed)  on  tbe  ground  that  the  answer  would  subject  him 
to  an  action  or  expose  him  to  a  criminal  proceeding,  or  be 
the  means  of  divulging  the  secret  of  his  client  communi¬ 
cated  to  him  in  professional  confidence,  or  be  any  breach 
of  a  judicial  oatn  as  grand  juror,  Ac.,  some  of  which  would 
be  sufficient  grounds  of  excuse  in  a  court  of  justice.  This 
difference  between  proceedings  in  Parliament  and  in  the 
ordinary  courts  has  been  established  upon  grounds  of 
public  policy  and  is  considered  to  be  fundamentally  essen¬ 
tial  to  the  efficacy  of  a  parliamentary  enquiry,  but 
while  the  law  of  Parliament  thus  demands  the  disclosure 
of  the  evidence,  it  recognizes  to  the  fullest  extent  the 
principle  upon  which  the  witness  is  excused  from  making 
such  disclosure  in  the  ordinary  courts  of  justice  and  pro¬ 
tects  him  from  the  consequence  which  might  otherwise 
result  from  his  testimony,  the  rule  of  Parliament  being 
that  no  evidence  given  in  either  House  can  be  used  against 
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the  witness  in  any  other  place  without  the  permission  of 
the  House,  which  is  never  granted  provided  the  witness 
testifies  truly.” 

The  latter,  of  course,  is  a  mere  dictum  of  the  writer. 
The  rest  of  the  extract  states  in  substance  the  rul¬ 
ing  of  the  authorities  which  the  author  cites  in  sup¬ 
port  of  his  position. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  Has  the  Minister  of 
Justice  found  a  case  in  which  there  is  an  exception 
to  that  dictum,  a  case  where  a  prosecution  has  been 
ordered  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  Yes.  However,  before 
proceeding  further,  and  inasmuch  as  that  writer 
states  the  ground  of  the  exemption,  I  want  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  an  important  distinc¬ 
tion,  which,  I  think,  exists  with  regard  to  the  en¬ 
quiry  which  took  place  last  year  before  the  com¬ 
mittee  of  this  House,  and  which,  I  presume,  would 
mark  any  enquiry  before  a  committee  of  this  House 
in  modern  times.  You  will  observe  that  the  prim¬ 
ary  reason  given  by  this  authority  for  the  existence 
of  such  a  privilege,  such  an  unusual  protection  of 
the  witness,  is  that  in  an  enquiry  before  a  parlia¬ 
mentary  committee,  or  before  the  House  itself,  a 
witness  has  not  the  ordinary  privilege  he  would  be 
allowed  in  the  ordinary  courts.  He  is  not  allowed 
to  excuse  himself  from  answering  on  the  ground  that 
his  answer  might  tend  to  incriminate  him,  and  that, 
as  I  shall  show  the  House,  is  the  case  in  some  other, 
although  very  few,  tribunals.  But  the  foundation 
of  the  principle  I  have  stated  is  that  the  witness 
is  not  excused  from  answering  on  the  ground  that 
his  answer  may  incriminate  him,  consequently  he  is 
deprived  of  the  privilege  which  he  has  in  a  court  of 
law.  The  distinction  I  wish  to  press  on  the  House  is 
that,  in  the  enquiry  which  took  place  last  year — and 
the  same  course  would  be  followed,  I  presume,  in 
any  enquiry  which  would  now  take  place  before  the 
House  or  a  committee — every  claim  that  a  witness 
made  was  allowed  with  as  much  liberality  as 
it  would  be  in  a  court  of  law.  In  the  .committee 
where  these  persons  appeared  and  testified  at  every 
stage,  when  the  witness  declined  to  answer,  on  the 
ground  that  his  answer  might  tend  to  incriminate 
him,  his  claim  to  this  privilege  was  allowed  on  the 
same  principles  as  would  prevail  in  a  court  of  law, 
and  therefore  the  reason  of  the  privilege,  as  stated 
by  this  authority,  the  ground  upon  which  that 
privilege  rests  is  entirely  gone.  The  same  authority 
goes  on  to  say  : 

“  The  parliamentary  law  on  this  subject  is  declared 
and  embodied  in  the  following  resolutions  of  the  House  of 
26th  May,  1818.” 

The  resolutions  I  have  already  read. — 

“It  will  be  observed  that  these  resolutions  do  notin 
terms  prohibit  members  from  giving  evidence  of  the  con¬ 
fessions  or  statements  of  a  witness  before  the  House.  This 
circumstance  having  been  alluded  to  in  the  debate,  Mr. 
Speaker  Manners  Sutton  took  occasion  thereupon  to  make 
the  following  remarks 

“  ‘  Some  expressions  having  fallen  from  the  learned  mem¬ 
ber  which  are  so  directly  at  variance  with  the  first  and 
most  important  privileges  of  this  House,  that  I  feel  it 
my  duty  not  to  allow  them  to  pass  without  notice.  I 
understood  him  to  say  that  it  might  possibly  happen 
that  a  member  of  this  House  might  be  required  to  give 
evidence  in  a  court  of  law  on  what  had  passed  within 
these  walls.  Now,  I  conceive  that  hardly  any  doubt  can 
exist  in  the  mind  of  any  honourable  member  that  he  is 
not  at  liberty  to  give  evidence  elsewhere  of  what  passes 
here,  without  the  direct,  or  at  least  the  implied,  permis¬ 
sion  of  the  House.  I  wish  to  state  this  principle  as 
broadly  as  possible,  for  if  I  am  mistaken  it  is  high  time 
my  error  should  be  corrected.  *  *  *  No  hon¬ 

ourable  member  who  hears  what  passes  within  these 
walls,  and  no  other  person  has  a  right  to  hear  it,  can  be 
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required  or  allowed  to  give  evidence  in  a  court  of  justice 
touching  a  matter  which  he  has  so  heard.’  ” 

The  same  authority  goes  on  to  say  : 

“  If  a  witness  is  thus  sufficiently  protected,  so  far  as 
the  officers  and  members  of  the  House  are  concerned, 
there  yet  seems  to  be  nothing  in  the  law  or  practice  of 
Parliament  which  prevents  other  persons,  reporters  for 
example,  accidentally,  or  perhaps  even  officially  present, 
if  not  under  the  control  of  the  House  and  hearing  the 
statement  of  a  witness,  from  testifying  in  any  court  of 
justice.  If  the  law  of  Parliament  does  not  extend  to 
such  persons,  the  only  effectual  mode  of  securing  the 
protection  of  a  witness  would  be  to  exclude  all  but  mem¬ 
bers  and  officers  during  the  examination. 

“In  the  House  of  Lords . it  has  been  the  practice 

for  many  years,  when  the  evidence  of  such  witness  is 
about  to  be  taken,  to  pass  an  Act,  which  is  agreed  to  by 
the  Commons,  to  indemnify  them  in  the  fullest  manner 
against  the  consequences  of  their  evidence.” 

There  is  a  short  passage  on  the  subject  in  Tay¬ 
lor  on  Evidence,  at  page  758,  7th  edition  : 

“I  hold  it  seems  clear  that  if  a  prisoner, on  being  examined 
as  witness,  has  consented  to  answer  questions  to  which  he 
might  have  demurred  as  tending  to  criminate  himself, 
and  which,  therefore,  he  was  not  bound  to  answer,  his 
statement  will  be  deemed  voluntary  and  as  such  may  be 
subsequently  used  against  himself  for  all  purposes  unless 
he  be  protected  by  the  special  language  of  some  statute.” 

Any  member  who  desired  to  pursue  the  subject 
may  refer  to  the  9th  edition  of  May,  page  174,  and 
will  find  cited  there  a  somewhat  familiar  passage 
in  reference  to  a  question  between  the  courts  and 
the  House  of  Commons  on  a  matter  of  privilege. 
Sir  Orlando  Bridgeman  says  : 

“  The  resolutions  of  either  House  are  not  so  concludent 
upon  courts  of  law  but  that  (with  due  respect  never¬ 
theless,  and  to  their  resolutions)  we  must  give  our  judg¬ 
ment  according  as  we  upon  our  oath  conceive  the  lkw  to 
be,  though  our  opinions  fall  out  to  be  contrary  to  those 
resolutions  or  votes.” 

Lord  Chief  Justice  Willis  said  : 

“  I  declare  for  myself  that  I  will  never  be  bound  by  any 
determination  of  the  House  of  Commons  against  bringing 
an  action  at  common  law  for  a  false  or  double  return.” 

Lord  Mansfield  said  : 

“"That  in  his  opinion  declarations  of  the  law  by  either 
House  were  always  attended  with  bad  effects.  He  had 
constantly  opposed  them  wherever  he  had  an  opportunity, 
and  in  his  judicial  capacity  thought  himself  bound  never 
to  pay  the  least  regard  to  them.” 

Lord  Denman,  in  Stockdale  vs.  Hansard,  said  : 

“  But  having  convinced  myself  that  the  mere  Order  of 
the  House  will  not  justify  an  act  otherwise  illegal,  and 
that  the  simple  declaration  that  the  Order  is  made  in  ex¬ 
ercise  of  a  privilege,  does  not  prove  that  privilege.  It  is 
no  longer  optional  with  me  to  decline  or  accept  the  office 
of  deciding  whether  this  privilege  exists  in  law.” 

Then,  on  page  175  of  Cushing,  there  is  this  passage, 
which,  I  think,  is  very  applicable  to  this  matter.  In 
1889,  there  was  a  Select  Committee  of  the  House  of 
Commons  appointed  to  examine  into  the  proceedings 
of  friendly  societies.  In  the  course  of  that  investi¬ 
gation,  it  was  shown  that  certain  malpractices  had 
occurred  in  reference  to  the  Yorkshire  Provident 
Insurance  Company.  The  special  report  of  the 
committee  stating  that  the  state  of  affairs  disclosed 
by  the  witnesses  put  forward,  shows  how  serious 
are  the  risks  to  which  the  humbler  class  of  assurers 
are  exposed,  at  the  hands  of  unskilful  or  unscrupu¬ 
lous  promoters.  On  the  18th  July,  1889,  the 
Solicitor  General  reported  from  this  Select  Com¬ 
mittee  as  follows  : — 

“Your  committee  have  had  before  them  for  examination 
the  shorthand  notes  of  evidence  given  by  Mr.  Richard 
Martin  before  the  Friendly  Societies  Committee  with 
respect  to  the  Yorkshire  Provident  Insurance  Company, 
and  the  books  and  papers  produced  by  him,  and  also  a 
letter  addressed  to  Sir  Herbert  Maxwell  by  Mr.  Richard 
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Martin,  and  certain  books  forwarded  by  Mr.  Richard 
Martin  to  the  clerk  of  your  committee.  Your  committee 
having  considered  the  special  report  of  the  Friendly 
Societies  Committee,  and  the  evidence  and  other  materials 
mentioned,  are  of  opinion  that  such  evidence,  books,  pa¬ 
pers  and  documents  should  be  placed  in  the  hands  of  the 
public  prosecutor,  in  order  that  criminal  proceedings  may 
be  instituted  against  the  persons  responsible  for  the  ma¬ 
nagement  of  the  Yorkshire  Provident  Insurance  Company. 
—  Commons  Journals,  1889,  Vol.  144,  p.  346.” 

This  resolution  was  carried  on  the  23rd  July,  1889. 
The  hon.  member  for  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills)  asked 
me  a  few  moments  ago  whether  I  had  found  any 
case  in  which  the  rule  was  dispensed  with  in  regard 
to  the  privilege  of  a  witness  other  than  when  a 
witness  had  given  false  testimony.  I  submit  that 
this  is  one  of  those  cases,  because  the  privilege 
in  regard  to  the  testimony  given  before  the  House 
would  be  of  no  use  if  the  House  ordered  that 
the  books  should  be  put  in  the  hands  of  the  public 
prosecutor  for  the  purpose  of  prosecution.  It  is 
true  that  this  does  not  state  that  these  documents 
were  used  on  the  trial,  but  the  privilege  was  com¬ 
pletely  gone  when  they  were  put  in  the  hands  of  the 
public  prosecutor  for  the  purpose  of  the  prosecu¬ 
tion.  If  the  witness  were  protected  from  what 
took  place  before  a  committee  of  the  House,  cer¬ 
tainly  he  would  have  been  protected  against  the  use 
of  the  books  put  in  the  hands  of  the  person  con¬ 
ducting  a  prosecution  against  him.  In  connection 
with  my  remark,  that  in  some  other  tribunals  the 
same  want  of  privilege  exists  as  exists  in  a  commit¬ 
tee  of  this  Honse  as  to  declining  to  answer  a  ques¬ 
tion,  I  may  refer  to  the  case  of  R  egina  vs.  Scott,  7  Cox, 
164,  to  show  that  the  absence  of  privilege  in  answer¬ 
ing  a  question  exists  in  the  Court  of  Bankruptcy,  in 
which  there  was  no  privilege  allowed  the  bankrupt 
from  answering  any  question  on  the  ground  that  it 
might  criminate  him.  While  that  was  a  statutory 
provision,  that  does  not  affect  the  question,  because 
it  was  held  in  the  case  that  I  have  just  named  that 
the  exemption  from  prosecution  did  not  follow 
the  fact  that  the  bankrupt  was  bound  to  answer 
although  the  answer  might  tend  to  criminate 
him.  There  are  several  other  cases  in  which  this 
question  has  been  discussed,  but  I  think  not  use¬ 
fully  discussed  as  far  as  the  purposes  which  we 
have  in  view  were  concerned,  because  the  question 
turned  in  those  cases  on  statutory  provisions  which 
do  not  apply  to  this  case.  What  I  have  said 
on  this  subject  extends  to  the  cases  mentioned  in 
this  resolution.  The  case  against  Larkin,  Connolly 
&  Co.  is  both  civil  and  criminal,  and  so  is  the  case 
against  Thomas  McGreevy.  As  regards  the  other 
cases  I  may  mention  to  the  House  that  in  regard 
to  the  prosecution  against  Talbot  and  Larose,  the 
principal  witness  for  the  Crown,  one  Charlebois,  has 
left  the  country,  and  has  not  only  disobeyed  his  sub¬ 
poena,  but  has  also  forfeited  his  securitjq  and  in  all 
probability  the  prosecution  cannot  succeed  against 
these  men  without  the  evidence  which  was  taken  be¬ 
fore  the  Public  Accounts  Committee  being  allowed 
to  be  put  in.  In  regard  to  all  these  cases,  and  especi¬ 
ally  in  regard  to  what  took  place  before  the  Public 
Accounts  Committee,  I  am,  in  making  this  motion, 
laying  aside  altogether  any  consideration  as  to 
what  view  the  prosecuting  officer  may  take  as  to 
the  propriety  of  using  this  evidence.  It  may 
be,  especially  in  regard  to  such  cases  as  the 
case  of  Talbot  and  Larose,  in  regard  to  which  the 
House  of  Commons  has  not  actually  ordered  the 
prosecution,  that  the  counsel  for  the  prosecution 
may  consider  whether  he  should  use  the  evidence 


which  the  persons  who  are  now  accused  gave  in  pur¬ 
suance  of  a  public  enquiry,  and  that  might  depend 
on  the  good  faith  with  which  they  gave  evidence 
before  the  committee.  I  simply  ask  that  any 
such  consideration  shall  be  laid  aside  for  the  pre¬ 
sent,  and,  simply  that  no  privilege  of  this  House 
shall  affect  the  cases.  A  letter  which  I  have 
received  from  the  counsel  for  the  Crown  in  this 
connection  states  shortly  the  necessity  for  this 
evidence.  Mr.  Osier  writes  me  : 

“  Toronto,  11th  April,  1892. 

“  The  Hon.  Sir  John  S.  D.  Thompson,  K.C.M.G., 

“  Minister  of  Justice,  Ottawa. 

“Sir, — With  reference  to  the  request  made  by  the 
counsel  in  charge  of  the  prosecutions  instituted  by  your 
Department  of  Justice  as  the  result  of  the  enquiries  of 
last  session,  and  in  answer  to  the  request  from  the  Deputy 
that  I  should  particularize  the  evidence  that  I  shall 
require  to  use  I  beg  to  say,  in  Queen  vs.  Connolly  and 
McGreevy,  I  shall  require  to  put  in  the  whole  of  the 
evidence  given  by  them  before  the  Committee  on  Privi¬ 
leges  and  Elections.  I  cannot  put  in  extracts,  for  a  defen¬ 
dant  is  entitled  to  have  the  whole  amount  of  his  admission 
put  in  ;  it  is  to  be  remarked  that  neither  these  defendants 
claimed  pri  vilegesbefore  the  committee, andMr.McGreevy 
was  not  called  by  the  committee  but  called  by  his  own 
counsel  as  a  witness  in  the  matter.  I  may  say  that  the 
necessity  for  using  this  evidence  at  all  arises  from  the 
fact  that  by  the  action  of  the  defendant  Connolly  and  his 
brother  we  have  been  deprived  of  the  books,  papers  and 
exhibits  which  were  ordered  to  be  detained  by  the  House 
of  Commons,  and  that  if  these  books  and  papers  are  re¬ 
turned  in  time  for  use  at  the  trial  I  may  be  able  to  do 
without  putting  in  the  admission  of  the  defendants  be¬ 
fore  the  committee  as  evidence. 

“  Queen  vs.  Arnoldi. 

“  In  this  case  I  may  be  able  to  do  without  the  evidence 
given  before  the  Committee  of  Public  Accounts,  and  I 
have  included  this  case  in  the  requisition  more  for  the 
purpose  of  having  all  the  defendants  treated  alike  than 
for  any  absolute  necessity  that  arises  in  the  case  for  the 
use  of  the  evidence.  It  is  to  be  borne  in  mind  that  the 
defendant  in  this  case  did  not  claim  the  privilege. 

“  Queen  vs.  Talbot  and  Larose. 

“The  principal  witness  for  the  Crown,  one  Charlebois, 
is  not  to  be  found,  and  we  cannot  succeed  in  the  prosecu¬ 
tion  in  his  absence  without  using  the  evidence  given  by 
Talbot  and  Larose  before  the  Public  Accounts  Commit¬ 
tee.  If  the  House  of  Commons  gives  its  consent  to  the 
use  of  this  evidence,  I  shall,  nevertheless,  consider  with 
Mr.  Kerr,  Q.C.,  the  counsel  appointed  by  the  Ontario 
Government  in  connection  with  the  Crown  work  at  the 
ensuing  Ottawa  Assizes,  how  far  it  will  be  proper  for  the 
Crown  officers  to  make  use  of  the  admission  of  Larose  as 
against  himself.  It  may  be  that  he  should  be  treated  as 
an  informer  who  disclosed  a  fraud  against  the  Govern¬ 
ment  to  which  he  had  been  a  party,  and  that  he  should 
be  treated  as  a  Crown  witness,  though  an  accomplice  in 
the  matter. 

“  With  reference  to  the  suits  for  the  recovery  of  money 
the  litigation  has  not  yet  arrived  at  the  stage  of  preparing 
evidence  for  trial,  and  our  requisition  for  the  use  of  the 
evidence  in  these  cases  is  with  a  view  of  its  becoming 
necessary  at  the  trial,  especially  in  the  cross-examina¬ 
tion  of  the  defendants,  should  they  make  statements  in¬ 
consistent  with  their  former  evidence. 

“  I  have  the  honour  to  be,  Sir, 

“  Your  obedient  servant 

“  B.  B.  OSLER.” 

The  requisition  which  Mr.  Osier  refers  to  in  that  letter 
was  sent  me  on  the  8th  inst. ,  and  is  as  follows  : — 

“The  counsel  in  charge  of  the  prosecutions  and  suits, 
criminal  and  civil,  which  have  been  instituted  under 
instructions  from  the  Department  of  Justice  arising  out 
of  the  proceedings  and  enquiries  before  the  Standing 
Committee  on  Privileges  and  Elections  in  the  session  of 
Parliament  of  1891,  under  the  order  of  reference  of  11th 
May,  1891,  and  also  arising  out  of  proceedings  and  en¬ 
quiries  before  the  Public  Accounts  Committee  during  the 
same  session,  deem  it  advisable  and  necessary,  in  aid  of 
the  said  prosecutions  and  suits,  to  have  the  leave  of  the 
House  of  Commons  to  give  in  evidence  before  the  res¬ 
pective  courts  before  which  the  said  prosecutions  and 
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suits  are  to  be  tried,  the  admissions,  statements  and  evi¬ 
dence  given  before  the  said  committees  respectively  by 
the  parties  accused,  and  by  the  defendants  in  the  said 
several  suits  when  testifying  before  the  said  committees 
respectively,  and  they  also  desire  that  it  may  be  ordered 
by  the  House  of  Commons  that  all  clerks  and  steno¬ 
graphers  who  were  in  the  employment  of  the  said  House 
attending  the  said  committees  respectively,  may  be  at 
liberty  to  attend  from  time  to  time  before  the  courts 
before  whom  the  said  prosecutions  and  suits  are  being 
tried,  and  give  evidence  as  to  the  statements  upon  oath 
'made  by  the  several  parties  accused  and  the  defendants 
before  the  said  committees  respectively,  and  that  the 
said  clerks  and  other  officers  be  ordered  to  produce  before 
the  said  courts  respectively,  all  books,  papers,  exhibits 
and  other  documents  received  in  evidence  or  produced 
and  used  before  the  said  committees  respectively. 

“  The  following  are  the  prosecutions  and  suits  now 
pending,  and  in  which  it  is  desirable  to  use  the  said  evi¬ 
dence  : — 

“  The  Queen  against  Nicholas  K.  Connolly  and  Thomas 
McGreevy  for  conspiracy. 

“  The  Queen  against  John  R.  Arnoldi  for  malfeasance 
in  office  and  false  pretenses. 

“  The  Queen  against  Horace  Talbot  and  A.  C.  Larose  for 
conspiracy  and  false  pretenses. 

“  Crown  suits  for  the  recovery  of  money  : 

“  The  Queen  vs.  Larkin,  Connolly  A  Co. 

Buntin,  Reid  A  Co. 

The  Barber-Ellis  Co. 

Miller  A  Richard. 

Mac  Lean  A  Roger. 

George  Low. 

Poison  Iron  Works  Co. 

Dominion  Pipe  Foundry  Co. 

“  J.  T.  Johnson. 

“  The  counsel  in  charge  may  also  think  it  advisable  to 
lay  one  or  more  further  indictments  arising  out  of  the  Lar- 
kin-Connolly  transactions,  and  they  desire  to  use  the  evi¬ 
dence  in  support  of  such  indictments  before  both  the 
grand  jury  and  the  court  and  jury,  in  case  such  indict¬ 
ments  are  found  and  go  on  for  trial.” 

I  have  thought  it  well,  as  these  questions  are  not 
common  in  this  House,  and  as  there  is  no  written 
rule  upon  the  subject  here,  that  while  we  waive  our 
privilege— as  I  have  asked  the  House  to  do,  and 
subject  to  the  consent  of  the  House — to  conclude 
with  a  declaration  which  will  preserve  in  fact,  not¬ 
withstanding  anything  that  may  be  said  in  this 
discussion,  the  privileges  of  the  House  of  Com¬ 
mons.  My  resolution,  therefore,  concludes  : 

That  this  House,  while  waiving  its  privileges  in  these 
particular  cases,  with  the  view  <?f  eliciting  all  the  facts 
and  obtaining  substantial  justice  in  the  premises,  does  not 
in  any  sense  give  up  its  well  established  and  undoubted 
rights,  whenever  it  may  deem  it  in  the  public  interest 
hereatter.  at  any  time  to  protect  all  witnesses  examined 
be  tore  this  House  or  any  committee  thereof  in  respect  of 
anything  that  may  be  said  by  them  in  their  evidence,  and 
to  retuse  permission  to  any  clerk  or  officer  of  the  House, 
or  shorthand  writer  employed  to  take  minutes  of  evidence 
before  the  House  or  any  committee  thereof, to  give  evidence 
elsewhere  in  respect  to  any  proceedings  or  examination 
had  at  the  bar  or  before  any  committee  of  this  House. 

I  think  it  will  be  impossible  to  find,  in  the  course 
of  an  examination  of  the  evidence  which  I  have 
referred  to  as  having  been  taken  last  session,  any 
reason  why  this  evidence  should  not  lie  permitted 
to  be  used  at  any  stage  of  these  prosecutions  or  of 
these  proceedings.  Feeling  confident  in  that  view, 

I  beg  to  offer  this  resolution. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  This  motion  which 
the  lion,  leader  of  the  House  has  asked  the  House 
to  adopt,  seems  to  me  a  very  important  motion, 
and  it  ought  to  receive  the  very  careful  considera¬ 
tion  of  the  House  before  it  is  adopted.  It  is,  Sir, 
no  doubt  the  duty  of  the  House  to  examine  into 
grievances,  into  abuses  of  various  kinds,  that  may 
be  submitted  to  it  for  consideration.  The  House 
has  to  examine  into  acts  of  a  public  character  by 
men  in  the  discharge  of  public  duties,  in  the  fulfil¬ 
ment  of  public  obligations ;  it  has  also  to  enquire 
Sir  John  Thompson. 


into  private  abuses  for  which  the  law  does  not 
make  provision.  Abuses  of  this  sort,  however,  are 
very  much  rarer  in  modern  times  than  they  were 
at  an  earlier  period.  The  general  rule  of  evidence 
taken  before  Parliament,  or  before  a  committee  of 
Parliament,  is  as  the  Minister  of  Justice  has  stated. 
The  rule  is  compulsory.  No  party  can  ask  tu  be 
excused  from  answering  any  question  because  the 
evidence  that  he  is  called  upon  to  give,  the  question 
that  he  is  called  upon  to  answer,  is  self-incriminat¬ 
ing.  That  objection  or  plea  may  be  put  forward  in  a 
court  of  justice.  It  has  no  place  in  parliamentary  en¬ 
quiry.  I  wish  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
statement  of  counsel  in  that  respect  which  the  Min¬ 
ister  read,  because  counsel  had  said  with  respect  to 
testimony  given  by  several  of  these  witnesses,  that 
they  had  not  declined  to  answer,  although  the  evi¬ 
dence  would  be  self-incriminating.  That  would  be 
a  good  reason  for  using  their  evidence  against  them 
if  it  had  been  given  in  a  court  of  justice,  but  no  such 
plea  being  effective  before  a  committee  of  Parliament, 
it  not  being  recognized  as  an  adequate  objection  by 
the  law'  of  Parliament,  the  rule,  I  take  it  to  be  well  es¬ 
tablished,  is  that  all  evidence  given  before  a  par¬ 
liamentary  committee  is  evidence  given  under  com¬ 
pulsion  and,  if  he  speaks  the  truth,  under  the  protec¬ 
tion  of  the  House.  There  is  no  discretion.  There  is 
no  consequence  that  may  follow'  to  the  witness  as  a  re¬ 
sult  of  theanswerhemaygive,  that  would  be  regarded 
as  an  adequate  reason  in  law,  whatever  may  be  the 
personal  action  of  the  committee,  why  a  question 
should  not  be  answered.  That  being  the  case,  it  is 
of  great  consequence  that  Parliament  should  con¬ 
sider  w'hat  w'ould  be  the  effect  if  it  agreed  with  the 
motion  of  the  Minister  of  Justice  in  its  present 
form,  in  the  broad,  comprehensive  and  sweeping 
character  wdiich  that  motion  presents.  Sir,  this 
House  has  certain  inquisitorial  duties  devolving 
upon  it  of  a  very  high  character,  of  very  great  con¬ 
sequences,  and  it  would  be  a  lasting  injury  to  Par¬ 
liament  if  we  were  to  adopt  any  rule  at  the  present 
time,  in  order  to  reach  a  culprit  or  punish  him,  that 
would  have  the  effect  of  destroying  the  power  of  Par¬ 
liament  as  a  body  possessing  inquisitorial  pow'ers. 
If  the  notion  were  once  impressed  on  parties  who 
had  done  wrong  and  whose  conduct  was  about  to 
be  enquired  into,  that  they  were  liable,,  after  the  ex¬ 
amination  w’as  over,  to  be  brought  before  the  courts 
of  justice  and  be  prosecuted  in  such  courts,  and 
condemned  on  evidence  which  they  were  not  at 
liberty  to  refuse  to  give,  it  is  quite  easy  to  see  that 
the  power  of  Parliament  to  effectually  make  en¬ 
quiries  would  be  altogether  gone.  It  would  have 
no  power  to  prosecute  enquiries  such  as  that  for 
which  prosecution  at  this  time  is  sought  in  the 
courts.  A  witnessmight,  underthese  circumstances, 
say  before  a  parliamentary  committee  :  “  I  decline 
to  answer  ;  I  decline  to  answer,  because  I  do  not 
know  what  use  you  may  make  of  the  answer  I  am 
about  to  give  ;  I  cannot  tell  whether  you  will  prose¬ 
cute  me.  I  cannot  tell  beforehand  what  conclusion 
you  will  arrive  at,  because  in  an  important  case, 
prosecution  was  instituted  twelve  months  after  the 
evidence  had  been  taken,  and  you  authorized  the 
use  of  the  statements  made  by  witnesses  for  the 
purpose  of  criminally  convicting  them  before  the 
ordinary  courts  of  law.  ”  That  is  a  very  serious 
matter,  and  when  we  consider  the  law  of  Parlia¬ 
ment  when  w'e  look  into  its  provisions,  when  we  see 
w'ith  what  jealous  care  it  has  protected  its  authority 
and  prevented  the  evidence  that  has  been  gi\en 
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before  one  of  its  committees  being  used  in  a  court  of 
justice,  we  will  see  that  it  is  based  upon 
public  policy  for  reasons  of  state  and  of  great 
consequence  in  the  public  interest  which  are  par¬ 
amount  in  their  importance  to  the  condemnation  or 
conviction  of  any  particular  individual.  I  do  not 
admit  there  is  an  exception  to  the  rule  which  the 
Minister  of  Justice  read  from  Mr.  Cushing’s  work, 
“Law  of  Legislative  Assemblies.”  I  think  there 
is  no  exception  to  that  rule,  and  I  will  be  able  to 
refer  to  two  or  three  cases  that  have  come  before 
the  attention  of  the  Imperial  Parliament  where 
that  rule  was  recognized,  amongst  which  I  may 
name  the  case  of  the  East  Retford  Disfranchise¬ 
ment.  The  Minister  of  Justice  referred  to  the  case 
of  the  King  against  Merceron,  reported  in  the 
second  volume  of  the  Nisi  Prim  reports  of  Starkie, 
and  which  was  delivered  by  Mr.  Abbott,  who 
was  one  of  the  judges  of  the  King’s  Bench.  The 
Minister  of  Justice  stated  the  facts  of  that  case. 
The  party  Merceron  was  the  owner  of  certain 
public  houses.  He  had  committed  a  fraud  iii  the 
discharge  of  a  certain  public  duty,  and  he  had 
given  evidence  before  a  certain  parliamentary 
committee,  evidence,  of  course,  not  taken  upon 
oath,  which  his  counsel  said  ought  not  to  have 
been  used,  but  which  nevertheless  was  allowed  by 
Mr.  Justice  Abbott  to  be  given  against  Merceron 
at  the  trial.  The  Minister  of  Justice  said  that 
was  the  first  case  where  the  matter  fairly  came 
up.  I  do  not  think  so.  I  think  there  are  many 
oarlier  cases,  and  the  rule  was  settled  before 
that  time,  namely,  that  what  was  stated  in 
Parliament  was  not  a  matter  that  could  be  investi¬ 
gated  properly  by  the  courts.  This  rule  was,  at 
very  early  periods,  even  in  the  time  of  Charles  I. 
over  and  over  again  violated  by  the  courts  ;  but  it 
was  over  and  over  again  confirmed  by  the  House 
of  Commons,  and  was  ultimately  recognized  as  the 
settled  law  of  Parliament.  I  find,  in  a  later  case, 
Gilliam’s  case,  where  Sir  Wm.  Follett  wished  to 
quote  the  decision  of  Mr.  Justice  Abbott  in  sup¬ 
port  of  his  contention,  that  Mr.  Justice  Abbott, 
then  sitting  as  Lord  Tenterden  in  the  courts,  said 
that  there  was  some  mistake  about  his  judgment 
in  the  Merceron  case,  that  the  evidence  must  have 
been  given  before  some  committee  where  the  wit¬ 
ness  would  not  be  bound  to  answer.  His  Lordship 
•assumed  that  when  he  admitted  that  evidence  it 
had  been  given  before  some  committee  where  the 
witness  would  not  be  bound  to  answer,  thus  assum¬ 
ing  that  it  was  a  voluntary  statement  and  that  he 
need  not  have  made  it,  and  that  being  a  voluntary 
statement,  which  he  need  not  have  made,  it  was 
properly  used  against  him.  But,  Sir,  this  matter 
came  up  at  a  later  period  in  the  case  of  the  Queen 
vs.  Garbett,  which  was  argued  before  the  Barons  of 
the  Exchequer  and  was  afterwards  taken  before 
the  Exchequer  Chamber,  and  was  very  fully  con¬ 
sidered.  The  Merceron  case  was  again  referred  to, 
and  Chief  Justice  Wilde,  of  the  Common  Pleas  then, 
referring  to  this  decision  of  Mr.  Justice  Abbott  in 
the  case  of  Queen  vs.  Merceron,  said  : 

“  In  a  few  days  after  that  trial  it  was  thought  so  wrong, 
that  such  evidence  should  be  given,  that  a  resolution  was 
passed  that  the  shorthand  writer  should  not  give  evidence 
of  examinations  before  committees  of  the  House  of 
Commons  without  leave  of  the  Hou§e  ;  and  I  have  known 
the  leave  to  be  refused  ;  and  my  lord  Chief  Baron 
(Pollock)  tells  me  he  has  known  judges  to  allow  the 
shorthand  writer  to  refuse  to  give  evidence,  on  the  ground 
that  he  was  forbidden  by  the  House  of  Commons  to  pro¬ 
duce  his  notes.  I  think  there  was  another  objection  to 


the  reception  of  the  evidence  in  Mr.  Merceron’s  ease  as 
being  a  proceeding  in  Parliament,  as  an  examination 
before  a  committee  such  as  that  was,  would  be  a  pro¬ 
ceeding  in  Parliament.” 

Now,  the  assumption  of  Lord  Chief  Justice  Wilde 
in  that  case  was,  that  if  there  were  a  proceeding 
in  Parliament  it  was  not  open  to  the  person  to  use 
it  before  the  ordinary  tribunals,  and  so  we  have  the 
rules  adopted  by  the  House  in  the  Merceron  case 
which  the  Minister  of  Justice  has  read,  and  which 
must  be  regarded  as  the  law  of  Parliament  in  this 
case ;  the  rule  which  affirmed  the  immunity  of 
witnesses  before  parliamentary  committees  from 
being  subject  to  prosecution  or  condemnation  upon 
the  evidence  which  they  had  given  before  those 
committees.  Let  me  now  refer  to  the  case  of  Mr. 
Edmonds.  Mr.  Edmonds  had  been,  I  think, 
Registrar  of  Patents.  He  was  about  to  retire,  or 
had  retired  from  the  office,  and  I  think  some 
relative  of  Lord  Westbury  was  appointed  in  his 
place  ;  but  when  the  office  of  Mr.  Edmonds  came  to 
be  examined  it  was  found  that  he  was  a  defaulter 
to  the  extent  of  several  thousand  pounds,  and  the 
matter  Was  investigated  and  discussed  several  times 
by  the  House  of  Lords.  The  prosecution  of  Mr. 
Edmonds  was  spoken  of,  and  the  Master  of  the 
Rolls  said  that  it  would  be  an  unusual  thing  to 
prosecute  Mr.  Edmonds  on  the  evidence  given  be¬ 
fore  the  committee,  because  it  was  upon  his  own 
evidence  alone  that  the  defalcations  could  be 
established,  and  the  Master  of  the  Rolls  expressed 
the  opinion,  and  in  that  opinion  Lord  Selborne  con¬ 
curred,  that  it  would  be  an  improper  proceeding  to 
undertake  to  use  his  own  evidence  against  him,  or 
to  seek  his  prosecution,  since  it  was  upon  his 
own  evidence  alone  that  his  guilt  could  be 
established.  In  that  opinion  both  the  Attorney 
General  and  the  Solicitor  General  of  the  day 
concurred.  I  might  also  refer  to  other  cases,  Mr. 
Speaker.  I  have  not  undertaken  to  cite  any 
authorities  in  defence  of  the  proposition  that  all 
the  evidence  given  before  a  parliamentary  com¬ 
mittee  must  be  regarded  as  compulsory,  for  the 
reason  that  there  no  privilege  can  be  pleaded  by  a 
witness  before  such  a  committee.  But,  if  it  were  neces¬ 
sary  to  refer  to  any  authority,  I  might  refer  to  the  case 
that  was  cited  before  our  Committee  on  Privileges 
and  Elections  last  year,  where  Colonel  Fairman  had 
private  notes  with  regard  to  the  constitution  of 
Orange  lodges  in  various  portions  of  Ireland,  and  he 
refused  to  produce  his  book  relative  to  some  matter 
under  consideration  of  the  committee,  because  it 
contained  a  great  many  private  notes.  After  con¬ 
sideration  it  was  held  that  he  must  produce  it,  and 
that  he  could  not  withhold  it  on  the  ground 
that  irrelevant  matters  were  contained  in  it. 
When  the  conduct  of  the  Duke  of  York  and  Mrs. 
Clark  was  being  investigated  by  a  committee  of 
the  House,  the  Rev.  Mr.  Williams  was  called  upon 
to  give  evidence,  and  in  that  case  the  committee 
decided  that  there  was  no  privilege  to  shield  him 
from  answering  fully  any  question  that  the  com¬ 
mittee  might  see  proper  to  put.  There  are,  also, 
the  cases  of  Jasper  Parrott,  and  Mr.  Harlow,  and 
Peter  Johnson,  where  persons  were  to  be  prosecuted 
outside,  for  the  evidence  or  statements  that  they 
had  made  before  a  committee  of  the  House  of 
Commons  or  the  House  of  Lords  ;  and  where  Par¬ 
liament  interfered.  In  the  case  of  Jasper  Parrott 
parties  outside  accused  him  of  perjury  and  brought 
an  action  against  him,  and  the  House  came  to  his 
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protection  and  ordered  the  parties  who  had  insti¬ 
tuted  the  action  to  appear  before  the  House.  They 
had  then  to  give  an  assurance  that  the  action  would 
be  abandoned,  or  they  would  have  been  punished 
for  contempt.  The  action  in  each  of  these  cases 
was  declared  to  be  a  contempt  of  the  House.  Now 
with  regard  to  questions  of  public  policy.  We  have 
in  our  statute  relating  to  the  subject  of  larceny, 
express  provision  that  a  party  under  certain  cir¬ 
cumstances  shall  not  be  at  liberty  to  refuse  to 
answer  questions.  We  have  adopted  exactly  the 
same  rule  as  is  adopted  in  Parliament.  Let  me  call 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  what  our  law  provides; 
I  refer  to  chapter  164  of  the  Revised  Statutes, 
section  71.  It  is  as  follows  : — 

“  Nothing  in  any  of  the  twelve  sections  next  preceding 
shall  enable  or  entitle  any  person  to  refuse  to  make  a  full 
and  complete  discovery  by  answer  to  any  Bill  in  equity, 
or  to  answer  any  question  or  interrogatory  in  any  civil 
proceeding  in  any  court,  or  upon  the  hearing  of  any 
matter  in  bankrupt9y  or  insolvency,  and  no  person  shall 
be  liable  to  be  convicted  on  any  of  the  misdemeanours  in 
the  said  sections  mentioned  by  any  evidence  whatsoever 
in  respect  of  any  act  done  by  him,  if  at  any  time  pre¬ 
viously  to  his  being  charged  with  such  offence  he  has  first 
disclosed  such  act  on  oath  in  consequence  of  any  compul¬ 
sory  process  of  any  court  of  law  or  equity  in  any  action, 
suit  or  proceeding  bond  fide  instituted  by  any  party 
aggrieved ;  or  if  he  has  first  disclosed  the  same  in  any 
compulsory  examination  or  deposition  before  any  court 
upon  the  hearing  of  any  matter  in  bankruptcy  or  insol¬ 
vency. 

The  rule  there  is  clearly  this  :  It  is  in  the  public 
interest  that  the  truth  should  be  known,  it  is  in  the 
public  interest  that  full  investigation  should  be 
had,  it  is  in  the  public  interest  that  a  party  should 
not  be  at  liberty  to  refuse  to  answer  any  question, 
and  that  he  must  tell  the  truth  and  the  whole 
truth.  He  must  disclose  in  the  public  interest 
everything  that  he  knows,  but  the  statute  at  the 
same  time  provides  that  when  you  compel  him  to 
testify  against  himself,  it  deals  with  him  fairly  in 
that  particular,  that  you  are  not  at  liberty  to  use 
the  testimony  he  so  gives  in  any  of  these  civil  pro¬ 
ceedings,  against  him  subsequently  in  a  criminal 
prosecution.  That  is  one  case  ;  but  take  the  case 
of  the  Controverted  Elections  Act.  You  undertake 
to  prosecute  or  to  make  enquiry  as  to  corrupt 
practices  ;  you  do  not  allow  a  man  to  refuse  to 
answer,  but  you  insist  that  he  shall  answer  fully. 
If  he  answers  fully  and  fairly  the  judge  may 
give  him  a  certificate  which  will  protect  him 
against  prosecution,  but  you  insist  in  the 
public  interest  that  the  answers  shall  be  full. 
You  seek  to  secure  by  that,  above  everything  else,  a 
complete  and  full  statement  of  what  it  is  important 
to  know  ;  and  you  protect  him  against  prosecution, 
because  you  feel  that  it  is  of  more  consequence  in 
the  public  interest  that  the  truth  should  be  dis¬ 
closed  with  regard  to  any  wrong-doing  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  act,  than  that  he  should  be  punished 
upon  his  own  testimony  for  that  particular  act  ; 
and  so  you  say  to  him  :  You  must  tell  the  truth  ; 
you  cannot  plead  that  your  testimony  is  self-incri¬ 
minating  and  that  you  must  not  answer,  but  the 
law  will  not  punish  you  upon  your  testimony  ;  there 
must  be  the  independent  testimony  of  some  other 
party  before  any  punishment  of  you  can  take  place. 
The  law  with  regard  to  poisoned  grain  is  the  same. 
It  will  not  allow  a  person  in  an  investigation  to 
say  :  I  cannot  testify  or  I  will  incriminate  myself; 
The  law  says  :  Your  testimony  will  not  be  used 
against  you,  but  you  must  disclose  everything  in 
connection  with  the  matter.  The  law  with  regard 
Mr.  Mills  (Bothwell). 


to  merchandise  marks,  and  the  law  with  regard  to 
gaming  houses,  are  the  same.  Any  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  who  looks  at  Taylor  on  Evidence,  section 
1455,  will  see  these  cases  referred  to  and 
the  principle  which  I  have  mentioned  laid' 
down.  Now,  the  principle  in  all  these  cases, 
is  the  one  which  the  motion  of  the  Min¬ 
ister  of  Justice,  if  taken  in  its  broadest  and 
most  comprehensive  sense,  invades.  It  is  one 
thing  to  say  that  the  evidence  may  be  used  in  so 
far  as  it  may  be  the  evidence  of  other  parties  than 
the  parties  themselves  ;  but  is  it  not  going  a  long 
way  to  take  the  testimony  of  Mr.  Connolly  and 
Mr.  McGreevy,  to  convict  Mr.  Connolly  and  Mr. 
McGreevy  of  conspiracy?  You  take  the  testimony 
of  men  that  you  could  not  get  outside.  Suppose 
you  had  put  these  men  on  trial  and  had  examined 
them  in  the  courts,  how  far  could  you  have  gone  ? 
How  far  would  you  have  had  the  right  to  go  ?  Are 
you  going  to  say  that  you  will  go  further  in  their 
prosecution,  in  consequence  of  their  having  been 
examined  before  a .  committee  of  the  House,  than 
you  would  have  gone  if  no  such  examination  had 
been  open  to  you  ?  If  the  rule  you  propose  to 
adopt  in  this  case  is  fair,  if  it  is  one  in  the  public 
interest  and  in  accordance  .  with  the  policy  of  the 
law,  why  should  you  not  make  it  the  law  generally 
and  not  an  exception?  Now,  Sir,  the  House  has 
ordered  the  prosecution  ;  it  did  that  last  year  ;  and 
it  is  open  to  hon.  gentlemen  to  order  the  use  of  the 
evidence  taken  before  the  House  ;  but  how  far  will 
you  go  ?  Will  you  go  so  far  as  to  say  that  the 
answers  which  you  have  compelled  these  men  to 
give,  and  which  you  could  not  have  compelled 
them  to  give  in  a  court  of  justice,  shall  be 
used  against  them  ?  For  instance,  suppose 
you  had  questioned  Mr.  Connolly  or  Mr.  McGreevy 
with  regard  to  the  moneys  that  they  received 
fraudulently  and  improperly  ;  suppose  you  had 
put  these  questions  to  them  before  a  magistrate, 
could  you  have  compelled  them  to  answer  ?  Most 
assuredly  you  could  not.  If  you  had  put  them  in 
a  court  of  justice  upon  trial,  you  could  not  have 
■compelled  them  to  answer.  Well,  are  you  going 
to  use  this  testimony,  which  you  have  compelled 
witnesses  to  give  on  grounds  of  public  policy,  or 
are  you  going  to  allow  that  evidence  to  be  used 
as  against  those  parties  ?  The  Minister  of  Justice 
says,  yes.  Well,  Sir,  if  the  evidence  terminated 
with  the  parties— if  the  rule  laid  down  affected 
them  and  them  only,  and  that  was  the  end  of  the 
thing,  you  might  say  that  these  men  had  acted  in 
a  most  dishonestand  improper  manner,  and  that  they 
were  getting  no  more  than  they  deserved.  But  if 
the  effect  is  to  effectually  destroy  all  enquiry  in  this 
House  in  the  future  ;  if  the  effect  is  that  when  you 
next  investigate  a  matter  before  the  Privileges  and 
Elections  Committee,  the  witnesses  who  appear 
before  that  committee  say  :  We  will  not  answer  ; 
you  may  prosecute  us;  you  may  send  us  to  the  peni¬ 
tentiary  upon  our  own  testimony,  but  we  decline  to 
answer  ;  what  can  you  do  with  them  ?  You  can 
send  them  to  gaol  for  the  rest  of  the  session,  but 
that  is  all.  I)o  you  think  they  would  hesitate  for 
a  moment  as  to  the  choice  they  would  make? 
Would  they  not  say  at  once  :  We  decline  to  answer* 
and  you  may  do  your  worst ;  you  may  send 
us  to  gaol  for  the  rest  of  the  session  ;  but  if  you 
were  to  prosecute  us  afterwards  and  send  us  to  the 
penitentiary  for  five  years,  it  would  be  a  much 
more  serious  matter  ;  and  so  we  defy  your  investi- 
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gation.  I  say  that  you  ’  are  adopting  a  policy 
which  may  have  the  effect  of  destroying  parlia¬ 
mentary  investigation  for  all  time  to  come.  Now, 
that  is  a  very  serious  matter.  I  ask  the  House  to 
consider,  and  to  consider  seriously  this  fact,  that 
it  is  the  rule  of  the  English  House  of  Commons, 
and  it  is  the  rule  of  the  House  of  Lords  as  well, 
that  there  shall  not  be  prosecution  upon  the  testi¬ 
mony  of  parties  given  before  the  House  itself.  I 
have  referred  you  to  Mr.  Edmonds’s  case.  The 
reason  given  in  that  case  for  not  prosecuting  him 
was  that  if  he  were  convicted,  it  must  be  upon  his 
own  testimony  ;  and  that  it  would  be  an  improper 
proceeding,  and  contrary  to  the  policy  of  the  law,  to 
apply  to  persons  who  were  not  examined  before 
a  parliamentary  committee  a  different  rule 
altogether.  If  you  should  say^  to  Mr.  Connolly 
or  to  Mr.  McGreevy,  produce  your  books  and  we 
will  not  use  the  evidence  given  before  the  parlia¬ 
mentary  committee,  that  would  be  another  and  a 
different  proposition  from  the  one  the  Minister  of 
Justice  has  submitted  to  us.  But,  I  say,  that 
where  parties  have  made  a  full  statement,  there  is 
no  instance  of  their  having  been  prosecuted,  so  far 
as  I  know,  upon  their  own  testimony.  There  is 
the  one  case  mentioned,  the  case  of  Merceron, 
which  was  known  to  have  been  an  improper  pro¬ 
ceeding,  one  not  authorized  by  Parliament ;  but  I 
find  no  case  where  Parliament  has  authorized  a 
prosecution,  or  where  it  has  authorized  the  use  of 
a  man’s  own  testimony  given  before  a  committee 
of  either  House,  as  incriminating  testimony  against 
him.  Now,  there  is  another  feature  of  this 
matter.  In  all  cases  where  the  confessions  or 
oaths  given  elsewhere  have  been  allowed  to  be 
used,  against  parties  upon  a  criminal  proceed¬ 
ing,  they  are  cases  where  it  is  presumed  the 
oath,  admission  or  statement  was  voluntary. 
Take  the  case  of  the  Queen  against  Coote,  which 
was  decided,  I  think,  in  the  Province  of  Quebec. 
It  was  taken  to  the  Judicial  Committee  of  the  Privy 
Council.  Mr.  Coote  was  in  charge  of  a  building 
which  had  been  burned.  Nobody  had  been  as 
yet  accused,  but  he  was  examined  by  the  fire  mar¬ 
shals,  and  suspected  upon  his  own  statement.  He 
was  prosecuted  and  convicted  on  the  statement  he 
had  made  on  oath  prior  to  his  being  accused  at  all. 
The  judgment  in  the  Judicial  Committee  of  the 
Privy  Council  was  delivered  by  Sir  Robert  Collier, 
I  think.  Sir  Robert  said  every  man  must  be  pre¬ 
sumed  to  know  the  law  with  respect  to  his  own 
rights,  and  when  he  made  the  statement  it  must  be 
regarded  as  a  voluntary  statement,  and  not  having 
been  made  under  compulsion,  it  was  admissible. 
Whether  an  individual  can  claim  privilege,  even 
after  the  House  granted  permission  or  not,  I  will 
not  here  discuss,  because  that  is  a  question  which 
will  properly  come  before  the  courts  ;  but  what  I 
wish  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  is  that, 
whatever  step  this  House  takes,  it  should  take  cau¬ 
tiously,  bearing  in  mind  the  fact  that  the  great, 
the  paramount  interest  it  has  in  view,  is  the  right 
of  investigating  into  abuses  on  grounds  of  public 
policy.  It  must  not  create  a  powerful  deterrent 
against  the  discharge  of  this  duty  in  all  time  to 
come,  by  bringing  men  before  the  committee,  com¬ 
pelling  them  to  give  evidence,  and  upon  that 
evidence,  given  under  compulsion,  indict  them  be¬ 
fore  a  criminal  court,  convict  them  and  send  them 
to  the  penitentiary.  In  my  opinion,  and  I  bind 
nobody  else  by  what  I  say,  whenever  you  do  that, 


you  are  taking  the  most  effectual  step  ever  taken 
by  any  parliamentary  body  to  render  any  enquiry 
or  investigation  into  abuses  abortive  in  all  time  to 
come. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  I  quite  agree  with  the  hon. 
member  for  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills)  that,  in  a  matter 
of  this  kind,  this  House  should  proceed  cautiously, 
and  I  think  that  the  position  taken  in  support  of 
the  resolution  now  in  your  hands,  Sir,  shows  that 
caution  is  being  exercised.  The  rule  as  laid  down 
by,  and  to  which  I  may  again  refer,  the  authorities 
discussed,  which  is  the  admitted  rule  governing 
practice,  according  to  both  hon.  gentlemen  who 
have  spoken,  is  that  all  witnesses  examined  before 
this  House,  or  before  any  committee  of  this  House, 
are  entitled  to  the  protection  of  this  House  in  re¬ 
spect  of  anything  that  may  be  said  by  them  in  their 
evidence,  and  that  no  clerk  or  officer  of  this  House, 
or  shorthand  writer  employed  to  take  evidence 
therein,  or  in  any  committee  thereof,  shall  give 
evidence  elsewhere  in  respect  of  any  proceedings 
or  examination  had  at  the  bar  or  before  any  com¬ 
mittee  of  the  House,  without  the  special  leave  of 
the  House.  It  goes  no  further  than  this,  to  leave 
each  particular  case  to  stand  upon  its  own  parti¬ 
cular  merits,  and  to  warn  this  House  that  its  each 
particular  case  shall  be  so  decided.  The  cases  re¬ 
ferred  to  to-day,  beginning  with  the  case  of  Rex  vs. 
Merceron  and  other  cases,  vary  in  their  particular 
features,  but  it  is  significant,  in  the  long  array 
of  cases  mentioned  to  the  House  so  far  during  the 
debate,  that  no  particular  case  contravenes  those 
principles  which  seem  to  be  laid  down  by  the 
authority  I  have  just  given.  No  case  countervenes 
the  position  that  when  this  House  has  reached  the 
stage  we  have  reached  in  connection  with  these 
criminal  proceedings,  we  should  then  render  all 
possible  assistance  in  having  the  instructions  of 
the  House  properly  carried  out.  For  instance,  the 
Edmonds  case,  to  which  the  hon.  gentleman 
alluded,  would  have  been  in  point,  and  his  argu¬ 
ment  would  have  been  in  point,  had  he  used  that 
case,  and  the  principles  there  enunciated,  when  this 
House  was  deliberating  as  to  whether  it  should 
prosecute  these  men  or  not.  That  was  a  case  ex¬ 
pressly  connected  with  the  question  to  which  I  have 
just  referred,  as  to  whether  proceedings  should  be 
instituted,  and  it  is  authority  so  far  as  it  goes,  to 
show  that  the  House  should  be  very  careful  in 
directing  criminal  proceedings,  'when  the  evidence 
upon  which  those  criminal  proceedings  shall 
depend,  was  obtained  under  the  powers  of  this 
House  before  a  committee  of  this  House.  But 
I  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  this  im¬ 
portant  feature  in  connection  with  the  matter 
now  before  us,  that  we  have  passed  the  stage  dis¬ 
cussed  by  the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell,  rightly  or 
wrongly.  We  have  exercised  our  discretion,  wisely 
or  unwisely,  and  we  have  not  only  ordered  that 
these  men  be  prosecuted,  the  most  of  them  directly, 
the  others  indirectly,  but  we  have,  indeed,  adopted 
the  very  practice  now  suggested  ;  and  that  is  this, 
that  the  resolution  under  which  the  proceedings 
are  being  carried  on,  directed  not  merely  the  pros¬ 
ecution  of  the  parties,  but  the  impounding  of  their 
books  and  documents  and  papers,  if  my  memory 
serves  me  right,  for  the  very  purpose  of  being  used 
in  the  prosecution,  so  that  practically  the  discretion! 
of  this  House  has  been  expressed.  We  have  all 
agreed  that  a  rule  which  may  very  wisely  be  applied 
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in  certain  instances,  giving  a  protection  that  may 
very  wisely  be  afforded  in  certain  cases,  should  not 
be  applied  in  this,  and  that  in  this  case  the  House 
should  not  be  embarrassed  in  having  this  law  carried 
out.  Many  of  the  cases  referred  to  concern  proceed¬ 
ings  by  outside  parties  against  witnesses  and  parties 
who  have  been  before  parliamentary  committees. 
These  cases,  I  submit,  have  no  application  to  a  case 
as  this,  where  the  Crown  is  acting  practically  under 
the  instructions  or  upon  the  advice  of  Parliament 
itself.  Now,  the  lion,  member  for  Bothwell  laid 
considerable  stress  upon  the  policy  involved,  so  to 
speak,  that  if  Parliament  adopted  the  course  of  pro¬ 
cedure  suggested  in  this  motion,  it  would  tend  to 
prevent  that  frank  avowal  with  reference  to  facts 
or  circumstances  which  Parliament  would  desire 
before  any  future  committee  of  investigation.  I 
submit  that  all  the  difficulties  to  be  raised  in  the 
way  of  a  future  enquiry  we  have  raised  far  more 
effectively  by  having  instituted  this  very  series  of 
criminal  proceedings.  I  say  that  the  step  taken 
last  session,  then,  has  done  all  the  harm,  so  far  as  that 
aspect  of  the  case  is  concerned,  that  can  possibly  be 
done,  because  we  have  intimated  to  witnesses  by 
that  procedure  and  the  course  we  took,  that  we 
will,  on  the  disclosure  of  serious  facts  and  on  the 
proof  of  crime  or  wrongs  committed,  put  into  oper¬ 
ation  the  criminal  law  in  connection  with  them. 
Now,  then,  so  far  as  that  feature  goes,  we  have 
passed  that  stage,  rightly  or  wrongly ;  and  the 
question  is  now,  as  I  submit,  whether  there  could 
be  a  stronger  case  for  obtaining  special  leave  to 
allow  that  assistance  contemplated  in  that  motion, 
and  to  allow  the  officers  who  were  carrying  out 
the  command  and  direction  of  this  House  to  have 
the  benefit  that  the  use  of  this  evidence  and  the 
advantage  this  record  will  afford.  It  seems  to  me 
that  no  stronger  case  could  possibly  appeal  to  the 
discretion  of  the  House,  and  that  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man’s  objections  have  no  application  to  the  present 
state  of  the  proceedings,  whatever  application  they 
might  have  to  the  question  whether  we  should 
prosecute  these  men. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E. I.)  I  think  there  is  practi¬ 
cally  a  substantial  agreement  between  the  gentle¬ 
men  who  have  spoken  on  both  sides  of  the  House 
in  respect  to  the  substance  of  the  resolution,  but 
my  hon.  friend  from  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills;  suggest¬ 
ed  that  there  were  certain  protections  which  the 
law  always  throws  around  a  man  who  is  compelled 
to  testify  in  regard  to  certain  facts  which  may 
criminate  himself,  and  that  any  provision  in  that 
case  has  been  omitted  from  the  resolution.  I  think 
that  is  the  only  question  between  the  resolution 
which  has  been  moved  by  the  Minister  and  the  ex¬ 
ception  taken  to  it  by  my  hon.  friend  from  Both¬ 
well  (Mr.  Mills).  I  think  we  may  start  with  this 
fact,  that  this  House  should  have,  and  every  com¬ 
mittee  of  this  House  should  have,  the  right  to  in¬ 
sist  that  every  witness  shall  answer  any  and  every 
question  put  to  him  to  elucidate  the  facts  referred 
to  a  committee  for  enquiry.  That  is  essential  to  the 
privileges  and  rights  that  Parliament  has  hereto¬ 
fore  exercised.  In  every  public  enquiry  that  is 
made,  it  becomes  necessary  to  ask  questions  of 
witnesses  which,  if  they  were  asked  in  any  court  of 
law,  the  witness  would  decline  to  answer.  Here 
we  do  not  allow  the  witness  to  decline  to  answer. 
We  do  not  allow  the  privileges  which  prevail  in 
•courts  of  law,  and  the  result  is  that,  if  the  witness 
Mr.  Tupper. 


is  compelled  to  answer,  if  the  answer  is  forced  from 
him,  it  should  not  be  used  against  him  when  he 
is  prosecuted.  I  take  it  that  the  evidence 
and  the  books  that  the  committee  which  was 
appointed  by  this  House  had  before  it  last  session, 
were,  according  to  the  statement  of  the  Minister, 
improperly  withdrawn.  I  take  it  that  this  House 
will  do  everything  necessary  to  vindicate  its  privi¬ 
leges  and  its  rights,  and  that  we  will  not  allow 
those  who  withdrew  those  books  from  the  custody 
of  the  House  to  take  any  advantage  of  that  with¬ 
drawal.  It  would  be  monstrous  if,  because  of  that 
withdrawal,  those  who  withdrew  those  books  should 
escape  the  consequences  of  the  evidence  which 
would  be  given  if  the  books  were  present.  They 
certainly  ought  not  to  be  in  any  better  position 
than  they  would  be  if  the  books  were  here,  but 
they  ought  not  to  be  in  any  worse  position.  The 
proposition  is,  that  the  parties  implicated  are  to  be 
prosecuted  for  their  wrong-doing,  and  the  House 
should  certainly  do  everything  which  is  proper  to 
facilitate  that  prosecution,  and  to  see  that  every¬ 
thing  in  the  way  of  books  and  papers  is  placed  in 
the  hands  of  the  public  prosecutor,  but  the  House 
ought  to  be  equally  careful  in  determining  that  no 
man  who  has  been  compelled  to  give  evidence 
against  himself  in  the  committee,  should  be  con¬ 
victed  by  that  evidence  in  a  court  of  law.  If  we  do 
not  put  in  that  proviso,  we  strike  a  vital  blow  at 
all  parliamentary  enquiry.  VVhat  is  the  sense  of 
the  House  referring  such  a  matter  to  a  committee 
and  haling  witnesses  before  a  committee  from 
all  parts  of  the  country,  when,  if  the  witnesses 
give  evidence  which  may  criminate  themselves, 
that  evidence  may  be  used  against  them  in  a 
court  of  law  ?  The  great  surety  we  have  for 
eliciting  the  truth,  and  the  whole  truth,  in  matters 
before  our  committees,  is  that  the  witnesses  know, 
and  parliamentary  law  lays  it  down  as  a  certainty, 
that,  if  they  give  that  evidence,  they  will  be  pro¬ 
tected  against  any  use  of  that  evidence  in  a  court 
of  law  as  far  as  they  are  concerned.  I  do  not  think 
it  necessary  to  go  into  a  discussion  on  what  the 
leader  of  the  House  has  stated  the  law  to  be,  because 
it  seems  to  me  to  be  evident  that  the  answers  to  ques¬ 
tions  given,  under  the  circumstances  to  which  I  have 
referred,  correspond  to  the  answers  which  are 
given  to  a  police  officer  by  a  person  he  has  arrested 
when  he  is  under  duress,  that  is,  that  they  are  not 
to  be  used  against  him  on  a  prosecution,  and  not¬ 
withstanding  all  the  resolutions  of  Parliament 
which  would  compel  a  man  to  give  evidence  against 
himself,  there  is  no  exception  to  the  rule,  that  when 
he  does  answer  a  question,  his  answer  shall  not  be 
used  against  himself  in  a  criminal  prosecution. 
The  reference  the  hon.  gentleman  made  to  the  case 
of  Merceron  was  true  as  far  as  it  went,  but  Mr 
Taylor,  in  commenting  upon  it  in  his  book,  says  : 

“  Though  this  case  is  of  little  authority  on  the  subject 
under  discussion,  as  the  evidence  could  not  then  have 
been  given  on  oath.”,— See  per  Ld.  Tenterden  in  R.  v.  Gil¬ 
liam  1  Moo.  CC.  203. 

The  general  result  of  the  authorities  is  summed 
up  by  Mr.  Taylor  in  his  book  on  Evidence  as  fol¬ 
lows  : — 

“  If  a  prisoner,  on  being  examined  as  a  witness,  has  con¬ 
sented  to  answer  questions  to  which  he  might  have  demur¬ 
red  as  tending  to  criminate  himself,  and  which,  therefore, 
he  was  not  bound  to  answer,  his  statement  will  be  deemed 
voluntary,  and  as  such  may  be  subsequently  used  against 
himself  for  all  purpose,  unless  he  be  protected  by  the 
special  language  of  some  statute.” 
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be  coinpelled  to  do  so,  without  fear  that  his  answer 
shall  be  used  against  himself  afterwards. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  will  add  but  a  few 
words,  as  I  am  reluctant  to  detain  the  House  any 
longer.  I  can  hardly  accept  the  suggestion  which 
the  hon.  member  offers  to  me,  because  it  would 
nullify  all  that  is  in  the  resolution.  What  I  pro¬ 
pose  by  the  resolution  is  to  avail  ourselves  of  the 
evidence  and  statements  given  by  those  parties 
before  the  committee.  The  hon.  gentleman  will 
see  at  once  that  if  I  accepted  his  amendment  I 
would  be  unable  to  offer  the  books  in  evidence,  or 


That  quotation  the  hon.  gentleman  read  as  the 
law,  but  he  will  see  it  is  largely  modified  by  the  foot¬ 
notes  which  say  that  a  large  majority  of  the  Irish 
judges  took  a  different  view  of  the  law  in  R.  v. 
Gillis,  17  Ir.  Law  R.N.S.  512.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  has  said  that  no  privilege  was  claimed  at  the 
time  of  the  examination. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  said  that  wherever 
privilege  was  claimed  it  was  allowed. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I. )  I  was  one  of  the  sub¬ 
committee  that  sat  on  that  matter,  and,  when 
Robert  McGreevy  came  before  that  committee,  the 
first  thing  he  did  was  to  protest,  and  he  said  he 
would  not  produce  his  private  books  or  his  bank 
books,  because  they  would  disclose  matters  that 
should  not  be  disclosed,  and  he  was  informed  by  the 
chairman,  the  hon.  inember  for  Jacques  Cartier  (Mr. 
Girouard),  that  the  ordinary  privilege  in  a  court  of 
law  did  not  exist  here,  and  the  case  which  has  been 
referred  to  by  my  hon.  friend  from  Bothwell  (Mr. 
Mills),  as  to  a  member  of  the  Orange  lodge  in 
England  being  compelled  to  testify  before  a  com¬ 
mittee  what  took  place  in  the  lodge  room  was  cited 
as  an  example  to  show  that  there  was  no  privilege 
existing  before  a  committee  of  the  House  of  Com¬ 
mons. 

Mr.  T  UPPER.  This-  was  not  a  question  of 
privilege. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  It  was  simply  a  mat¬ 
ter  in  regard  to  private  affairs. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  I  do  not  put  this  on  any 
technical  ground,  and  it  has  been  stated  again  and 
again  that  before  a  committee  you  cannot  claim 
any  privilege.  I  am  quite  sure  the  committee 
clearly  expressed  it  time  and  again,  and  the 
chairman  repeated  it  half  a  dozen  times  to 
the  witnesses,  and  told  them,  you  can  claim 
no  privileges.  Now,  I  think  there  is  no 
great  difference  between  the  two  sides  of  the 
House.  I  think  this  House,  having  ordered  the 
prosecution  to  proceed,  is  bound  to  do  everything 
legitimate  and  fair  to  further  the  prosecution,  but  I 
think  there  is  a  point  at  which  the  House  ought  to 
stop.  I  think  that  the  general  principle  which  the 
wisdom  of  our  ancestors  has  laid  down,  and  all 
the  courts  of  law  have  carried  out,  that  a  man  mak¬ 
ing  a  statement  where  he  is  compelled  to  answer, 
shall  not  have  that  statement  used  against  him  in 
any  prosecution  against  himself,  is  one  that  we 
should  adopt  here  ;  and  I  think  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man’s  resolution  might  be  modified  to  that  extent. 
I  would  suggest  to  him  that  we  make  a  provision 
that  no  consent  which  we  give  now,  will  justify  or 
authorize  the  use  of  the  evidence  of  any  man 
against  himself.  While  the  hon.  gentleman  was 
speaking  I  hastily  drew  up  the  following  as  an 
amendment : — 

“  Provided  that  no  consent  on  the  part  of  the  House 
shall  extend  to  any  admissions  or  statements  or  evidence 
given  by  any  one  of  the  said  parties  being  used  against 
himself.” 

That,  I  think,  will  meet  the  ends  of  justice,  and 
to  a  large  extent,  protect  the  absolute  right  of 
this  House  to  make  any  enquiry  which  it  chooses 
to  refer  to  a  committee,  thorough  and  exhaustive, 
and  at  the  same  time  will  make  it  clear  that  no 
man  need  be  afraid  or  ashamed  to  give  the  truth 
and  the  whole  truth  when  he  is  asked  a  question 
before  the  committee ;  but,  on  the  contrary,  he  shall 


the  statements  of  what  the  books  contained, 
because  these  books  were  produced  by  these  par¬ 
ties  and  admitted  under  oath,  in  the  course  of 
their  testimony,  to  be  their  books,  to  be  their 
ledger,  to  be  their  cash  books,  to  be  their  journals. 
If  I  agreed  not  to  put  in  evidence  anything  they 
have  said,  I  have  no  evidence  to  give  as  regards 
any  of  the  proceedings  before  that  committee.  As 
regards  anything  else,  or  any  other  person  I  said  I 
could  understand  there  ought  to  be  some  qualifica¬ 
tion. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  The  books  can  be  pro¬ 
duced  as  independent  evidence  ;  surely  the  pro¬ 
duction  of  the  books  of  these  parties  before  the 
committee  does  not  prevent  their  production  before 
the  courts  just  as  if  they  had  never  been  before  the 
committee. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  The  hon.  gentleman 
misapprehends  the  difficulty  which  I  am  asking  the 
House,  by  this  resolution,  to  meet,  and  that  is  the 
non-production  of  the  books.  If  I  had  the  books 
here  I  would  not  present  this  resolution. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  The  hon.  gentleman  will 
remember,  I  think,  that  all  the  secondary  evidence 
which  he  has  in  his  possession,  and  which  was 
offered  respecting  the  books,  was  evidence  given 
by  Martin  P.  Connolly,  the  book-keeper,  and  that 
could  not,  in  any  sense,  be  said  to  be  evidence 
criminating  himself. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  Not  all  the  evidence. 
Nicholas  Connolly  was  examined  at  great  length 
upon  the  books  ;  I  admit  his  memory  was  ver^ 
defective,  but  he  made  some  very  important  state¬ 
ments. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  He  did  not  make  any 
entries. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  He  did  not  make  any 
entries  ;  but  if  I  were  defending  him  in  a  civil  suit, 
in  the  absence  of  the  books,  and  of  the  statement 
made  upon  the  books,  I  should  challenge  all  the 
testimony  derived  from  the  books  themselves.  I 
think  there  was  a  misapprehension  as  to  the  use 
I  made  of  the  decision  in  the  case  of  Rex  vs. 
Merceron.  I  did  not  rely  on  it  as  an  authority, 
but  for  the  purpose  of  introducing  a  narrative 
as  to  the  way  in  which  these  rules  (fame  to 
be  adopted  in  the  British  House  of  Commons. 
As  regards  the  argument  upon  which  the  whole 
opposition  to  this  resolution  is  based  it  seems  to  me 
to  be  somewhat  overstrained.  The  argument  is  that 
the  House  will  be  less  powerful  in  making  enquiries 
into  public  matters  if  witnesses  know,  when  they 
come  before  these  committees  or  come  before  the 
bar  of  this  House,  that  they  are  liable  to  be  prose¬ 
cuted  for  what  they  shall  say.  My  answer  to  that 
is  that  the  witness  knows  that  now’ ;  he  knowrs  that 
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there  is  in  his  favour  a  general  rule  that  the 
officers,  shorthand  writers,  &c. ,  shall  not  divulge 
what  takes  place  ;  but  he  knows  that  the  rule 
is  accompanied  by  a  proviso,  “unless  the  House 
shall  otherwise  order.”  But,  in  every  other  respect 
a  witness  coining  before  the  bar  of  the  House 
or  before  a  committee  is  practically,  as  I  pro¬ 
pose  to  place  these  parties,  at  the  mercy  of  the 
House  as  regards  the  disclosure  of  what  takes  place 
before  the  bar  or  before  the  committee.  I  am 
strengthened  in  the  belief  that  these  parties  should 
be  placed  at  the  mercy  of  the  House  in  this  par¬ 
ticular,  by  the  fact  that  they  have  committed  a 
wrongful  and  violent  act,  they  have  deprived  this 
House  of  the  evidence  which  was  in  its  possession, 
and  which  was  most  important  for  the  purposes  of 
the  prosecution. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  It  seems  to  me  to  be  agreed 
on  all  sides  that  the  general  form  of  the  law  now 
existing  should  be  adhered  to  so  far  as  possible. 
Under  that  law  it  has  always  been  understood  that 
the  witness  who  comes  before  Parliament  or  a  com¬ 
mittee  of  Parliament,  is  privileged,  and  shall  be  pro¬ 
tected.  I  do  not  know  how  far  the  lion,  gentleman 
who  has  just  spoken,  controverts  this  principle, 
but  to  some  extent  he  does  controvert  it.  But  if  he 
will  allow  me  to  remind  him  of  the  rule  which  has 
been  quoted,  it  seems  to  me  the  proposition  is 
more  broad  than  he  makes  it.  There  are  two 
propositions  in  that  rule.  The  first  is  : 

“  All  witnessess  examined  before  this  House  or  any 
committee  thereof,  are  entitled  to  the  protection  of  this 
House  in  respect  to  anything  that  may  be  said  by  them 
in  their  evidence.” 

Now,  that  is  absolute.  They  are  entitled  to  the 
protection  of  the  House.  The  second  proposition  is 
not  at  all  an  exception,  but  it  is  a  further  rule  for 
the  protection  of  witnesses.  It  reads  thus  : 

“  That  no  clerk  or  officer  of  this  House,  or  shorthand 
writer  employed  to  take  minutes  of  evidence  before  this 
House  or  any  committee  thereof,  shall  give  evidence 
elsewhere  in  respect  of  any  proceedings  or  examination 
had  at  the  bar  or  before  any  committee  of  this  House, 
without  special  leave  of  this  House.” 

What  is  the  meaning  of  these  two  propositions  ? 
Simply  that  a  clerk  of  the  House,  or  shorthand 
writer,  cannot  be  summoned  to  give  evidence  with¬ 
out  leave  being  first  obtained.  Between  these  two 
propositions  there  is  a  great  difference.  The  one 
says  that  the  clerk  or  the  stenographer  who  takes 
the  evidence  shall  not  even  be  summoned  to  appear 
before  another  court  without  leave  being  obtained 
from  this  House  itself  ;  and  that  as  to  the  witness 
who  has  testified  before  Parliament,  he  is  entitled 
to  the  protection  of  Parliament,  and  Parliament 
shall  see  that  everything  that  he  has  stated  upon 
the  floor  of  the  House  in  relation  to  public  matters, 
and  for  the  information  of  the  public,  shall  be  held 
sacred  and  shall  not  be  violated  under  any  circum¬ 
stances  whatever.  Now,  the  hon.  gentleman  him¬ 
self,  it  seems  to  me,  in  his  general  proposition,  has 
controverted  that  proposition,  because,  if  I  under¬ 
stood  him  correctly,  he  based  his  resolution  alto¬ 
gether,  not  upon  general  principles  which  may 
apply  to  all  cases,  but  upon  the  particular  feature 
of  this  case.  That  matter,  I  admit,  does  not  stand 
in  the  same  position  in  which  it  stood  when  Par¬ 
liament  was  prorogued  last  fall.  At  that  time  the 
House  was  in  full  possession  of  all  the  evidence 
adduced  before  the  committee.  Now,  as  the  hon. 
gentleman  has  stated,  by  an  abuse  of  the  process 
in  a  court  of  law,  Parliament  has  been  deprived  of 
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one  portion  of  the  evidence  which  had  been  taken 
before  the  committee.  A  certain  portion  of  the 
evidence,  and  the  books  which  had  served  in  the 
trial,  cannot  be  had,  and  the  hon.  gentleman  simply 
wants  to  place  the  parties  exactly  in  the  position 
in  which  they  were  when  Parliament  prorogued 
So  far  so  good  ;  that  is  substantial  law  and  reason 
that  every  one  will  approve.  It  is  quite  fair,  it  is 
just  and  reasonable,  that  the  men  who  are  accused 
to-day  should  not  gain  any  privilege  nor  obtain 
any  advantage  by  the  undue  process  of  law  which 
they  have  abused  in  order  to  deprive  the  Crown  of 
availing  itself  of  the  evidence  which  had  been 
given  against  them.  Let  the  hon.  gentleman  carry 
his  resolution  to  the  extent  of  placing  the  parties 
in  exactly  the  position  they  formerly  occupied, 
and  as  if  this  abuse  of  process  had  not  taken  place. 
But  the.  hon.  gentleman  is  seeking  to  go  further 
than  that.  -The  resolution  goes  further  than  what 
1  have  suggested,  because,  after  all,  if  the  evidence 
given,  say  by  Robert  McGreevy,  or  Thomas  Me 
Greevy,  or  by  Connolly,  is  to  go  in  its  entirety  be¬ 
fore  the  court,  all  the  admissions  which  have  been 
made  may  go  against  them,  not  only  upon  the 
point  covered  by  the  books  which  are  missing, 
but  upon  other  points  as  well.  In  taking  the 
proposed  action  we  are  violating  law  and  justice, 
which  has  always  been  maintained  in  all  Brit¬ 
ish  courts,  namely,  that  no  one  brought  before 
Parliament  shall  incriminate  himself.  If  we  de¬ 
part  from  that  rule  we  must  introduce  another 
rule.  The  hon.  member  for  Both  well  (Mr.  Mills) 
truly  said,  that  if  we  adopt  the  system  suggested 
there  will  be  difficulty  subsequently  in  obtaining 
evidence  before  this  Parliament’.  If  the  Minister 
of  Justice  were  to  restrict  his  motion,  and  were, 
for  example,  to  say  that  the  evidence,  so  far  as 
related  to  missing  books  should  apply  against  these 
parties,  I  could  understand  his  contention ;  but 
there  is  no  restriction  proposed.  The  resolution 
provides  that  the  whole  of  the  evidence  given  by 
any  of  these  parties  shall  be  used  against  them  at 
the  trial.  I  submit  that  such  a  course  is  in  viola¬ 
tion  of  the  principles  of  justice  and  equity,  and 
especially  British  justice,  and  is  altogether  an¬ 
tagonistic  to  British  law,  to  criminal  law,  to  civil 
law  as  we  understand  it  in  this  country,  and  to  the 
express  will  in  Parliament.  Of  course,  if  the 
Government  decide  otherwise,  they  must  assume 
responsibility  for  their  action.  At  all  events,  I 
must  protest  that  we  have  in  this  resolution  a 
deviation  from  the  well-known  rule,  that  anything 
which  is  spoken  on  the  floor  of  Parliament  or 
before  a  committee  of  Parliament  at  a  public 
investigation  for  the  sake  of  truth,  which  is 
receiving  a  severe  blow  to-day. 

Mr.  OUIMET.  Permit  me,  Mr.  Speaker,  to 
add  a  few  words  to  what  has  already  been  said.  It 
appears  to  me  that  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  are 
advancing  the  arguments  that  will  certainly  be 
adduced  on  behalf  of  the  accused  when  the  suit  is 
before  the  court,  namely,  as  to  whether  the  evidence 
which  will  be  presented  will  be  admissible  against 
them  or  not.  The  only  point  asked  by  this 
resolution  is,  that  notwithstanding  the  privilege 
that  exists  with  respect  to  evidence  taken  before  the 
bar  of  the  House  or  before  any  committee  thereof, 
all  the  evidence  taken  last  year  before  the  com¬ 
mittee  referred  to  in  this  resolution,  shall  be  avail¬ 
able  for  use  in  courts,  but  within  the  rules  of  law. 
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When  this  evidence  is  placed  before,  the  court,  the 
question  will  then  be  discussed  as  regards  its 
admissibility,  either  as  admissions  on  the  part  of  the 
persons  concerned  or  as  secondary  evidence. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.L)  The  objection  raised  on 
this  side  of  the  House  was  not  that  stated  by  the 
hon.  gentleman.  It  was  merely  that  there  should 
be  a  limitation  put  upon  the  consent,  and  the  con¬ 
sent  should  not  extend  to  any  statement  made  by 
a  witness  tending  to  incriminate  himself. 

Mr.  OUIMET.  I  say  what  we  have  to  do  now 
is,  to  decide  if  it  is  expedient  and  judicious  for 
this  House  to  renounce  its  well-known  privileges  in 
order  that  the  ends  of  justice  may  be  attained  in 
the  different  prosecutions  ordered  by  this  House. 
The  first  request  is  : 

“  To  allow  to  be  given  in  evidence  before  the  respective 
courts  before  which  the  said  prosecutions  and  suits  are  to 
be  tried,  the  admissions,  statements  and  evidence  given 
before  the  said  committees  respectively  by  the  parties  ac¬ 
cused,  and  by  the  defendants  in  the  said  several  suits  when 
testifying  before  the  said  committees  respectively.” 

The  second  request  is  : 

“  That  all  the  clerks  and  stenographers  who  were  in  the 
employment  of  the  said  House  attending  the  said  com¬ 
mittees  respectively  do  attend,  if  required,  from  time  to 
time  before  the  courts  before  whom  the  said  prosecutions 
and  suits  are  being  tried,  and  give  evidence  as  to  the  state¬ 
ments  upon  oath  made  by  the  several  parties  accused  and 
the  defendants  before  the  said  committees  respectively.” 

All  that  is  asked  by  this  resolution  is,  in  the  first 
place,  to  allow  the  evidence  taken  before  this  com¬ 
mittee  to  be  sent  before  the  courts,  where  it  will  be 
availed  of  according  to  the  rules  of  evidence  ;  in  the 
second  place,  to  permit  the  stenographers  and  all 
employes  of  the  House  to  give  such  evidence  as  is 
allowed  by  the  court,  and  nothing  else.  If  we  were 
to  go  further  than  that,  surely  we  would  be  antici¬ 
pating  the  decision  of  the  judge.  There  is  no  dan¬ 
ger  involved  in  the  course  which  we  are  now  pro¬ 
posing  to  follow,  for  the  rules  of  evidence  are  well 
known.  If  the  admissions  made  by  the  respondents 
when  examined  as  witnesses  are  to  be  considered  as 
compulsory  admissions,  the  court  w'ill  treat  them 
as  such.  If  there  is  no  just  reason  to  admit 
secondary  evidence,  the  evidence  as  to  the  contents 
of  the  books  that  are  now  missing  will  not  be 
admitted.  We  have  nothing  to  do  with  these 
questions.  All  we  ask  is  that  this  House  renounce 
in  the  present  case  its  well-known  privilege  that 
its  proceedings  shall  not  be  brought  before  the 
courts,  unless  the  necessity  of  such  proceeding  be 
clearly  proved.  Here,  however,  the  necessity  has 
been  shown.  If  the  Order  of  Parliament  for  the 
prosecution  of  these  parties  is  to  be  complied  with, 
it  is  necessary  that  the  permission  now7  asked  should 
be  granted  ;  otherwise,  the  order  of  the  House  will 
be  nullified,  and,  as  the  Minister  of  Justice  has 
intimated,  if  the  Opposition  prevents  the  Govern¬ 
ment  from  obtaining  the  permission  asked  for,  it 
would  be  just  as  well  to  say  that  from  the  present 
moment  we  will  discontinue  all  these  prosecutions. 
The  counsel  for  the  Crown  have  declared  that  it 
would  be  useless  to  proceed  further  without  having 
this  evidence.  That  evidence  will  be  taken  for 
what  it  is  worth,  and  it  will  be  used  according  to  the 
well-known  rules  of  law.  I  do  not  understand  that 
any  inconvenience  will  result  from  the  present  pro¬ 
ceedings,  but  it  is  apparent  to  me  that  the  ends  of 
justice  will  be  promoted  thereby. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  It  has  been  urged  that  every 
witness  who  gives  evidence  before  a  parliamentary 


committee  has  the  full  protection  of  Parliament, 
and  that  nothing  he  says  can  be  used  in  evidence 
against  him  ;  in  fact,  it  has  been  urged  that  the 
evidence  has  been  given  under  compulsion.  If 
there  was  a  law  like  that,  if  Parliament  has  passed 
a  resolution  to  that  effect,  creating  a  contract 
between  Parliament  and  a  witness,  that  what  the 
witness  said  here  would  not  be  used  against  him,  I 
would  most  religiously  advocate  the  securing  to 
such  witness  all  his  rights.  But  I  do  not  construe 
the  rule  that  has  been  cited  as  going  so  far.  The 
rule  has  been  cited,  and  correctly,  no  doubt,  that 
every  witness  in  giving  evidence  before  Parliament 
or  a  parliamentary  committee  is  entitled  to  the 
protection  of  Parliament.  What  is  the  ride  in 
courts  of  law  ?  If  we  wish  to  construe  this  rule  we 
must  construe  it  intelligently,  and  there  is  no 
better  guide  for  construing  a  rule  than  that  fur¬ 
nished  by  courts  of  law.  There  is  no  better  recog¬ 
nized  rule  in  courts  of  law  than  that  a  witness 
cannot  be  compelled  to  incriminate  himself. 
But  when  a  witness  steps  into  a  witness  box 
and  is  asked  a  question,  which,  if  answered, 
might  incriminate  him,  what  is  his  duty  ?  The 
rule  of  law  protects  him,  and  so  he  is 
entitled  to  the  protection  of  the  courts. 
But  suppose  he  fails  to  ask  for  protection,  suppose 
he  wishes  to  waive  his  right  and  to  answer  the 
question,  without  first  obtaining  the  protection  of 
the  court  ;  the  point  is,  that  at  that  stage  he  must 
assert  his  own  right,  and  if  he  fails  to  claim  the 
protection  of  the  court  the  evidence  which  he 
lias  given  against  somebody  else  may  be  used 
against  himself.  I  would  like  to  ask  how  you  can 
draw  a  different  conclusion  from  a  rule  of  Parlia¬ 
ment  that  does  not  go  any  further,  and  I  submit 
that  it  does  not  go  any  further.  My  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  East  Retford  Disfranchisement 
case  in  Vol.  18,  Parliamentary  Debates,  New  Series. 
In  this  case  a  witness  refused  to  answer  certain 
questions,  and  the  rule  of  Parliament  was  in  force 
then  as  it  is  now.  The  witness  was  at  the  bar  of 
the  House  and  refused  to  answer  the  question,  and 
how  did  they  compel  him  to  answer  ?  Parliament 
had  to  read  the  rule  to  him  and  to  undertake  that 
he  would  get  the  protection  that  the  rule  gave  him  if 
he  chose  to  ask  for  it.  They  did  not  say  that  the 
rule  itself  gave  him  protection  without  his 
claiming  the  benefit  of  the  rule,  and  when  at  the 
bar  of  the  House  he  claimed  the  protection  of  the 
rule,  Parliament  then  endorsed  the  rule  again  for 
his  protection  and  he  was  able  to  give  evidence 
which  could  not  be  used  against  him.  I,  therefore, 
say  that  in  the  case  we  are  now  discussing  there  is 
no  decision,  in  my  opinion,  which  construes  the  rule 
in  the  alleged  large  and  far-reaching  character  that 
has  been  assigned  to  it.  Those  witnesses  had  a 
simple  course  open  to  them,  and  when  they  were 
asked  to  give  evidence  before  the  parliamentary 
committee,  they  could  have  said  :  We  claim  the 
protection  of  the  parliamentary  rule  ;  give  us  the 
undertaking  of  Parliament,  and  then  we  will  give 
our  evidence.  Had  that  demand  been  made  upon 
the  committee  at  the  time,  the  committee  would 
have  reported  the  matter  to  this  House  and  the 
House  would  have  given  its  order  of  protection. 
However,  they  chose  not  to  make  that  demand . 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  That  is  hardly  fair,  be¬ 
cause  they  were  told  they  wTere  bound  to  give  evi¬ 
dence. 
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Mr.  MULOCK.  I  was  present  at  most  of  these 
committee  meetings,  and  I  never  heard  it  stated 
that  the  witnesses  were  bound  to  give  evidence 
without  an  order  of  protection.  It  may  have  been 
so  stated,  but  I  have  no  recollection  of  it.  I  remem¬ 
ber  that  they  were  told  that  witnesses  would  be 
examined  touching  the  contents  of  books  in  a  cer¬ 
tain  way,  I  believe,  however,  that  these  witnesses 
did  not  ask  for  the  protection  of  Parliament  before 
they  gave  evidence  that  might  incriminate  them¬ 
selves  ;  but  there  were  stenographers  there,  and  the 
evidence  will  show  whether  they  took  such  a  posi¬ 
tion  or  not. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Both well).  Parliament  asserted  in 
the  examination  of  persons  in  reference  to  the  sale 
of  offices  by  the  Duke  of  York  and  Mrs.  Clarke, 
upon  examination  of  the  Rev.  Mr.  Williams,  that 
there  was  no  privilege  to  claim,  and  that  a  person 
must  answer  any  question  that  the  committee  saw 
proper  to  put. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  The  decision  which  I  have  cited 
in  1828,  was  ten  years  subsequent  to  the  enquiry 
to  which  my  hon.  friend  refers,  and  it,  therefore, 
superseded  any  decision  of  the  committee  of  a  prior 
date.  At  all  events,  I  take  the  ground  that  a  wit¬ 
ness  is  bound  to  protect  himself,  and  it  is  not  for 
Parliament  to  be  astute  to  find  excuses  to  defeat 
the  ends  of  justice.  Those  who  seek  to  defeat 
the  ends  of  justice  must  take  their  own  course  in 
order  to  avail  themselves  of  the  protection  which 
they  can,  under  the  law,  secure  for  themselves. 
For  my  part,  unless  they  can  show  an  undertaking 
on  the  part  of  this  Parliament  to  protect  them,  I 
for  one  am  in  favour  of  giving  them  the  benefit  of 
all  the  evidence  that  is  within  the  reach  of  this 
House  and  the  country. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

ADJOURNMENT  FOR  EASTER. 

Mr.  TAYLOR.  Mr.  Speaker,  before  the  Orders 
of  the  Day  are  called,  1  wish  to  say  that  several 
members  of  the  House  on  both  sides  have  spoken  to 
me,  pointing  out  that  if  the  House  would  adjourn 
at  6  o’clock  to-morrow  evening  until  after  the  holi¬ 
days,  it  would  afford  them  an  opportunity  of  leaving 
for  their  homes  by  the  trains  which  depart  before 
that  hour.  Many  of  the  members  from  Nova  Scotia 
and  the  Eastern  Provinces  Mrill  have  to  take  the 
train  to-morrow  afternoon  which  leaves  here  at  4.40. 
If  it  would  meet  the  views  of  the  Government  and 
the  Opposition  as  well,  that  the  House  should  ad¬ 
journ  to-morrow  evening  at  6  o’clock,  I  know  that 
it  would  meet  with  the  wishes  of  the  majority  of 
the  members  of  this  House. 

Mr.  SUTHERLAND.  I  must  say  that  the  ad¬ 
journment  at  6  o’clock  to-morrow  evening  would 
meet  the  views  of  the  majority  on  this  side  of  the 
House.  It  would  meet  with  general  approval  if  it 
did  not  interfere  with  business. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  In  questions  of  this 
kind  we  are  always  in  the  hands  of  the  House.  I 
thought,  however,  that,  although  the  House  might 
not  sit  Aery  late  to-morrow  evening,  we  could 
carry  on  the  business  until  probably  11  o’clock. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  All  the  trains  leave  here  be¬ 
fore  11  o’clock. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  will 
permit  me  to  refer  to  a  private  conversation  that  I 
Mr.  Mulock. 


had  with  him,  I  stated  that  I  was  of  opinion 
that  we  might  sit  until  11  o’clock,  but  I  have  had 
such  a  shower  of  protesting  since  then,  that  I  think, 
if  the  leader  of  the  House  will  agree,  we  might 
adjourn  at  6  o’clock  to-morrow  evening. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  Under  these  circum¬ 
stances,  and  to  meet  the  views  of  hon.  gentlemen, 
it  is  understood  that  the  House  will  adjourn  at  6 
o’clock  to-morrow  evening. 

It  being  six  o’clock,  the  Speaker  left  the  Chain. 

After  Becess. 

THE  CRIMINAL  LAW. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON  moved  second  reading 
of  Bill  (No.  7)  respecting  the  Criminal  Law.  He 
said  :  I  desire  to  avail  myself  of  the  indulgence 
of  the  House  to  move  that  this  Bill  be  read  a 
second  time  in  advance  of  the  printing  being  done, 
because  the  Bill  is  a  very  large  one,  and  the  mere 
fact  of  its  having  been  printed  and  distributed, 
which  will  no  doubt  be  done  this  evening,  would 
not  have  given  members  time  to  examine  so  bulky 
a  measure  ;  and  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill  and 
its  reference  to  a  select  committee,  which  I  pro¬ 
pose  to  ask  for,  will  somewhat  advance  its  con¬ 
sideration,  will  direct  the  attention  of  the  members 
who  are  to  serve  on  that  committee  to  the  measure 
during  the  Easter  recess,  and  will  enable  that 
committee  to  go  promptly  to  work  when  the  House 
resumes  business.  I  think,  however,  that  I  ought, 
especially  as  I  am  asking  the  indulgence  of  the 
House  on  the  matter,  to  state  shortly  what  the 
principal  provisions  of  the  Bill  are,  because  it  has 
received  considerable  attention  in  the  country,  as  I 
am  reminded  every  day  by  valuable  suggestions  for 
its  improvement,  which  I  am  still  receiving.  The 
objects  of  the  Bill  are  very  tersely  expressed  in  one 
passage  of  the  report  of  the  Royal  Commission 
which  investigated  the  subject  of  the  criminal  law 
in  England,  in  defining  the  effort  at  codification  in 
a  similar  Bill  in  Great  Britain  in  these  words  : 

“  It  is  a  reduction  of  the  existing  law  to  an  orderly 
written  system,  freed  from  needless  technicalities,  ob¬ 
scurities,  and  other  defects  which  the  experience  of  its 
administration  has  disclosed.  It  aims  at  the  reduction 
to  a  system  of  that  kind  of  substantive  law  relating,  to 
crimes  and  the  law  of  procedure,  both  as  to  indictable 
offences  and  as  to  summary  convictions.” 

The  Bill  is  founded  on  the  draft  code  prepared  by 
the  Royal  Commission  in  Great  Britain  in  1880, 
on  Stephens’  Digest  of  the  Criminal  Law,  the 
edition  of  1887,  Burbidge’s  Digest  of  the  Canadian 
Criminal  Law  of  1889,  and  the  Canadian  Statutor  y 
Law.  The  efforts  at  the  reduction  of  the  criminal 
law  of  England  into  this  shape  have  been  carried 
on  for  nearly  sixty  years,  and  although  not  yet 
perfected  by  statute,  those  efforts  have  given  us 
immense  help  in  simplifying  and  reducing  into  a 
system  of  this  kind  our  law  relating  to  criminal 
matters  and  relating  to  criminal  procedure.  The 
contents  of  the  Bill  are  shown  on  the  first  page  of 
the  draft.  It  will  deal  with  offences  against  public 
order,  internal  and  external ;  offences  affecting  the 
administration  of  the  law  and  of  justice ;  offences 
against  religion,  morals  and  public  convenience  ; 
offences  against  the  person  and  reputation  i 
offences  against  the  rights  of  property  and 
rights  arising  out  of  contracts,  and  offences 
connected  with  trade  ;  it  will  deal  with  pro- 


1313 


[APRIL  12,  1892.] 


1314 


eedure  and  proceedings  after  conviction,  and 
actions  against  persons  administering  the  criminal 
law.  I  may  say,  as  regards  any  provisions  of  our 
law  touching  the  subject  of  evidence,  that  I  have 
endeavoured  to  eliminate  them  from  this  Bill,  with 
the  view  of  introducing,  as  I  propose  to  do  im¬ 
mediately  after  the  recess,  a  Bill  relating  to  evi¬ 
dence  in  all  matters  which  are  under  the  control  of 
this  Parliament.  Notice  of  that  Bill  is  on  the 
Notice  Paper.  I  would  further  explain  that  the  Bill 
aims  at  a  codification  of  both  common  law  and 
statutory  law  relating  to  these  subjects,  but  that  it 
does  not  aim  at  completely  superseding  the  common 
law,  while  it  does  aim  at  completely  superseding 
the  statutory  law  relating  to  crimes.  In  other 
words,  the  common  law  will  still  exist  and  be  re¬ 
ferred  to,  and  in  that  respect  the  code,  if  it  should 
be  adopted,  will  have  the  elasticity  which  has  been 
so  much  desired  by  those  who  are  opposed  to  codi¬ 
fication  on  general  principles.  But  it  will  not  pro¬ 
vide  for  the  punishment  of  anything  which  has  been 
hitherto  a  statutory  offence  unless  that  offence 
is  }  roscribed  by  the  terms  of  the  enactment 
itself.  I  will  call  attention  briefly  to  a  few 
changes  in  the  law  now  existing  and  well  under¬ 
stood  which  the  Bill  contemplates.  Substantially 
it  follows  the  existing  law.  It  proposes,  however, 
to  abolish  the  distinction  between  principals  and 
accessories.  It  aims  at  making  punishments  for 
various  offences  of  something  like  the  same  grade 
more  uniform.  It  discontinues  the  use  of  the  word 
“  malice  ”  and  the  word  “  maliciously,”  which  are 
now  so  common  in  both  statutory  and  common  law, 
and  which  have  been  found  to  lead  to  considerable 
uncertainty  and  ambiguity,  in  the  administration 
of  the  criminal  law  by  juries.  A  few  lines  from  the 
report  of  the  Royal  Commission  in  England  will 
explain  that  proposition.  They  say  : 

“  We  have  avoided  the  use  of  the  word  ‘  malice  ’  through¬ 
out  the  draft  code,  because  there  is  a  considerable  differ¬ 
ence  between  its  popular  and  its  legal  meaning.  For  ex¬ 
ample,  the  expression  ‘  malice  aforethought  ’  in  refer¬ 
ence  to  murder  has  received  judicial  interpretation  which 
makes  its  use  positively  misleading.” 

It  defines  murder,  and  in  cases  of  doubt  settles 
what  murder  is.  With  that  view  it  defines  provo¬ 
cation,  which  may  reduce  a  homicide  from  murder 
to  manslaughter.  It  deals  with  the  offence  of 
bigamy,  principally  for  the  purpose  of  removing 
the  doubts  which  exist  now  as  to  the  actual  state 
of  the  law  with  regard  to  the  period  during  which 
belief  of  the  decease  of  the  other  party  to  the 
original  marriage  may  be  an  exoneration.  Questions 
always  arise  as  to  the  bond  fide*  of  the  belief  of 
that  decease  by  the  person  who  has  acted  on  the 
presumption  that  the  decease  has  occurred  ;  and, 
following  the  principle  recommended  by  the  Royal 
Commission,  in  order  to  relieve  from  the  crime  of 
bigamy,  it  makes  the  decease  of  the  husband  or 
wife  of  the  first  marriage  absolutely  necessary..  All 
other  matters  relating  to  belief  as  to  the  decease  of 
the  other  party  to  the  original  marriage  must  be 
treated  as  matters  of  extenuation  and  matters 
moving  the  clemency  of  the  Crown.  It  proposes  to 
abolish  the  term  “  larceny  ”  and  to  adopt  the  term 
“  theft  ”  instead,  as  was  strongly  recommended  by 
the  Royal  Commission  in  England.  With  regard  to 
the  law  of  procedure,  I  propose  to  abolish  the  dis¬ 
tinction  between  felonies  and  misdemeanours.  A 
short  passage  from  the  British  report  will  explain 
the  importance  of  that  change.  It  says : 
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“The  distinction  between  felony  and  misdemeanour 
was,  in  early  times,  nearly,  though  not  absolutely,  identi¬ 
cal  with  the  distinction  between  crimes  punishable  with 
death  and  crimes  not  so  punishable.  For  a  long  time  past 
this  has  ceased  to  be  the  case.  Most  penalties  are  no  longer 
punishable  with  death  and  many  misdemeanours  are  now 
punishable  more  severely  than  many  felonies.  The  great 
changes  which  have  taken  place  in  our  criminal  law  have 
made  the  distinctions  nearly  if  not  altogether  unmeaning. 
It  is  impossible  to  say  on  what  principle  embezzlement 
should  be  a  felony,  and*the  fraudulent  misappropriation 
of  money  by  an  agent  or  the  obtaining  of  goods  by  false 
pretense  a  misdemeanour;  why  bigamy  should  be  a  fel¬ 
ony,  and  perjury  a  misdemeanour;  why  child-stealing  be 
a  felony,  and  abduction  a  misdemeanour.  The  result  of 
this  arbitrary  classification  is  that  the  right  to  be  bailed, 
the  liability  to  be  arrested  without  warrant,  and,  to  a  cer¬ 
tain  extent,  the  right  of  the  court  to  order  the  payment  of 
the  costs  of  prosecutions  vary  in  a  manner  equally  arbi¬ 
trary  and  unreasonable.” 

It  is  proposed  likewise  to  abolish  the  provisions  of 
the  existing  law  with  regard  to  venue.  We 
treat  the  place  of  trial  as  a  matter  of  convenience, 
and  the  accused  may  be  tried  where  he  has  been 
arrested  or  where  he  may  be  in  custody.  It  abo¬ 
lishes  writs  of  error  and  provides  an  appeal  court, 
which  is  practically  the  same  as  the  old  court  of 
Crown  cases  reserved  with  larger  power  than  at 
present.  It  provides  also  for  new  trials  in  certain 
criminal  cases,  and  contains  a  new  provision  that, 
in  certain  cases  and  on  certain  representations,  a 
new  trial  may  be  ordered  at  the  instance  of  the 
Crown,  represented  by  the  Minister  of  Justice  for 
the  time  being.  The  attention  of  the  public  has 
been  directed  very  considerably  to  one  change, 
which  was  mooted  in  connection  with  the  reorgani¬ 
zation  of  the  law  relating  to  criminal  matters  and 
criminal  procedure,  and  that  is  the  proposed  abo¬ 
lition  of  the  system  of  indictment  by  grand  jury. 
The  attention  of  the  Parliament  and  the  public  has 
been  directed  to  that  q  uestion  very  forcibly  indeed 
by  a  member  of  the  other  branch  of  Parliament,  a 
member  to  whom,  I  am  sure,  both  Houses  owe  a 
great  deal  of  gratitude  for  the  pains  and  the 
care  and  the  attention  he  has  devoted  to 
legislation  during  the  many  years  of  a  useful  and 
honourable  life.  I  refer  to  Senator  Gowan.  He 
moved  in  the  matter  a  year  or  two  ago,  and  it  was 
thought  best  that  the  attention  of  the  public  should 
be  drawn  even  more  strongly  to  the  question  than 
it  was  by  the  remarks  he  made  on  the  subject  in 
the  Senate.  The  result  was,  as  the  House  may 
remember,  that  a  circular  was  sent  to  all  the  judges 
in  the  country  who  have  criminal  jurisdic¬ 
tion,  and  indeed  all  the  officers  charged  with 
criminal  prosecutions,  calling  their  attention  to  the 
change  which  that  learned  gentleman  thought 
desirable,  and  asking  their  opinions  as  to  its  pro¬ 
priety  and  expediency.  It  was  felt  that  the 
opinions  of  those  who  are  connected  with  the 
administration  of  criminal  justice  and  have  its  care 
from  time  to  time  would  be  great  assistance  to 
Parliament  in  framing  any  change  that  might  bt; 
thought  desirable  ;  and  we  have  had  in  response  to 
that,  a  great  number  of  replies,  most  of  which 
have  been  published,  and  some  of  which  have  come 
to  hand  since  the  publication  of  the  return  by 
order  of  Parliament.  The  opinions  upon  that  sub¬ 
ject  by  those  who  were  thus  addressed  were 
very  divided  indeed.  Most  of  the  judges  who  are 
accustomed  to  administer  justice  without  juries, 
in  ordinary  proceedings,  were  in  favour  of  the 
change.  The  others  were  divided  in  opinion,  and 
it  is  impossible  to  deny,  in  view  of  so  strong  a 
division  of  opinion  on  the  subject,  that  it  seems 
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unwise,  in  connection  with  this  measure,  to  force 
that  provision  on  the  attention  of  Parliament  at 
present.  I  must  say  that  I  concur  personally  in 
the  opinion  expressed  in  another  place  by  the 
learned  gentleman  to  whom  I  have  made  reference, 
and  1  think  that  in  many  respects  the  administra¬ 
tion  of  justice  would  be  improved  if  we  dispensed 
with  the  intervention  of  grand  juries.  I  will  say 
one  word  as  to  the  disputed  question  of  jurisdiction 
in  this  matter.  The  proposition  was  mooted 
long  ago  that  this  matter  may  be  beyond  the  con¬ 
trol  of  this  Parliament,  and  may  be  more  properly 
exercised  by  the  provincial  legislatures.  \\  hen  w  e 
come  to  deal  practically  with  the  matter,  that 
difference  seems  to  me  to  vanish.  It  is  not  a  ques¬ 
tion  after  all  of  whether  the  grand  jury  forms  a 
part  of  the  organization  of  the  court  or  not,  and 
therefore  is  under  provincial  control.  It  is  a  ques¬ 
tion  whether,  in  criminal  procedure,  it  is  desirable 
to  continue  the  exercise  of  functions  by  the  grand 
jury,  and  in  adopting  an  amended  criminal  pro¬ 
cedure,  I  take  to  be  beyond  doubt  that  the  ques¬ 
tion  as  to  whether  we  should  or  not  dispense  with 
the  services  of  the  grand  juries,  is  one  which  is 
included  in  that  division  of  the  criminal  law.  I 
observe  one  criticism  which  it  may  be  well  to 
notice,  as  affecting  to  some  extent  public  opin¬ 
ion  upon  this  question.  The  circulars  which 
were  addressed  to  the  judges  and  the  prosecutors 
and  attorneys  general  throughout  the  country,  had, 
as  one  result,  the  effect  of  calling  the  attention  of 
the  grand  juries  themselves  to  the  question  and 
even  from  them  diverse  opinions  have  come.  lhe 
criticism  to  which  I  refer  is  this,  that  it  was  most 
unreasonable  to  expect  from  the  grand  jurors  any 
expression  of  opinion  favourable  to  the  discontinu¬ 
ance  of  their  functions,  and  that  it  would  be  practi¬ 
cally  like  consulting  Parliament  as  to  whether  Par¬ 
liament  should  be  abolished  or  not.  Speaking  from 
my  own  experience,  which  has  been  pretty  general 
in  the  province  in  which  I  practised,  the  contrary 
is  the  fact.  The  grand  jurors  of  that  province 
have  nearly  always  been  in  favour  of  the  discon¬ 
tinuance  of  their  services,  because  those  ^  services 
they  consider  onerous  and  unimportant.  I  here  are 
two  strong  reasons  that  induce  me  to  delay  any  re¬ 
quest  to  Parliament  to  alter  the  law  with  regard  to 
this  system.  One  is  the  opinion  expressed  by  high 
authority  that,  for  the  present  at  least,  a  continu¬ 
ance  of  the  functions  of  grand  jurors  leads  to  a 
large  body  of  respectable  persons  in  the  community 
being  present  at  the  exercise  of  the  functions  of  the 
court  and  leads  to  their  assistance  in  the  ex¬ 
ercise  of  those  functions,  the  result  of 
which  is  said  to  be,  and  I  believe  it  to  be, 
that  these  persons  have  their  confidence  in  the 
system  of  justice  as  administered  in  this  country 
increased,  they  feel  a  greater  co-operation  and  sym¬ 
pathy  with  its  administration  ;  and  to  some  extent 
additional  publicity  among  the  best  classes  of  the 
community  is,  in  that  way,  given  to  the  proceedings 
in  our  courts  of  justice.  Another  consideration 
which  has  had  great  weight  with  the  judges  who 
desire  that  the  change  should  not  be  made  at  present, 
is  the  uncertainty  as  to  what  procedure  would 
take  the  place  of  that  before  the  grand  jury.  I  can 
suggest  no  other  as  likely  to  take  its  place,  except 
something  like  this  :  The  requirement  that  every 
person,  before  being  tried,  should  be  committed  for 
trial  after  a  preliminary  investigation  or  an  ex¬ 
amination  by  some  competent  authority,  there 
Sir  John  Thompson. 


are  many  offences,  as  most  members  are  aware,  for 
which  trial  may  take  place  now  without  any  commit¬ 
ment  for  trial  preceding  the  charge  to  the  grand 
jury  and  the  application  to  the  grand  jury  and  in¬ 
dictment  by  the  grand  jury.  It  will  be  absolutely 
necessary  that  we  should  insist  upon  a  provision,  if 
we  should  abolish  the  functions  of  the  grand  jury, 
that  every  person  tried  must  first  be  committed  for 
trial,  and  in  the  second  place  that  the  complaint, 
indictment,  charge,  or  whatever  it  might  be,  which 
would  take  the  place  of  a  grand  jury’s  indictment, 
should  be  approved  by  the  judge  before  whom  the 
trial  is  to  come  on. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  This  Bill  is  not  yet,  according 
to  the  rules  of  the  House,  in  such  a  condition  that 
it  should  come  up  for  discussion,  but,  as  I  under¬ 
stand  that  the  lion,  gentleman  intends  to  refer  it 
at  once  to  a  select  committee,  and  as  the  purport 
of  the  Bill  is  what  the  hon.  geutleman  has  just  ex¬ 
plained,  that  it  will  not  introduce  any  great  changes, 
but  is  to  put  in  statutory  form  what  has  already 
existed  by  statute  modified  by  the  opinion  of 
eminent  jurists,  I  think  it  may  go  at  once  to  a 
second  reading.  There  are  many  new  features  in  the 
Bill,  but  I  think  there  are  none  which  will  startle 
the  country  or  take  the  people  by  surprise.  Most 
of  the  new  features  are  properly  based  on  the 
changes  which  have  taken  place  in  the  criminal  law 
up  to  the  present  time.  There  is  one  feature  in  the 
Bill  with  which  I  concur,  and  that  is  that  the  hon. 
gentleman  maintains  the  functions  of  the  grand 
jury.  He  does  that  more  in  deference  to  public 
opinion  than  in  accordance  with  his  own  view.  In 
this  important  matter  of  the  grand  jury,  I  am  a 
conservative  to  the  hilt.  I  believe  in  the  grand 
jury.  Of  course,  the  grand  jury  has  not  the  same 
functions  to  discharge  now  that  it  formerly  had. 
In  an  earlier  period  of  history,  the  function  of  the 
grand  jury  was  to  review  the  state  of  affairs  in  any 
county  and  point  out  any  abuses  that  existed.  1  his 
function  is  now  largely  performed  by  the  press  of 
the  country,  but  the  most  important  functions  of  the 
grand  jury  still  remains,  and  that  is  the  indictment 
of  criminals.  I  know  of  no  system  that  can  be  devised 
which  offers  not  only  to  society  but  to  the  party 
himself  a  better  protection  against  undue  persecu¬ 
tion  than  the  system  of  a  grand  jury.  There  are 
a  number  of  offences  which  border  on  the  thin  line 
which  separate  criminal  offences  from  others,  and 
I  think  in  these  cases  the  summoning  of  the  grand 
jury,  composed  of  the  best  and  most  substantial 
men  within  a  certain  radius  in  the  community,  is 
the  best  guarantee  that  a  man  will  not  have  his 
liberty  placed  in  jeopardy  unless  he  is  justly 
accused.  If  the  grand  jury  were  to  be  abolished, 
and  a  man  had  simply  to  be  left  to  the  decision  of 
the  magistrate,  I  would  say  that  the  character  of 
the  magistrates  or  the  local  judiciary  would  have 
to  be  very  much  improved.  In  many  places  per¬ 
sons  are  appointed  as  justices  of  the  peace  whose 
ability  and  knowledge  are  A  ery  limited,  and  if  all 
these  matters  were  to  be  left  in  the  hands  of  these 
magistrates,  the  liberty  of  the  subject  might  be 
unduly  interfered  with.  So  far,  I  agree  with  the 
conclusion  of,  I  believe,  the  greater  number  who 
ha\Te  been  consulted,  that  the  time  has  not  come 
and  I  do  not  think  it  will  ever  come  in  a  free 
country — that  the  grand  jury  should  be  dispensed 
with.  I  would  ask  the  hon.  gentleman  one  question, 
simply  tor  my  oavii  information.  He  states  that 
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in  the  new  code  he  has  dispensed  with  the  word 
“malice.”  What  does  he  propose  to  substitute 
for  that  important  word  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  propose  to  substitute 
a  new  definition  of  the  crime  of  murder,  and  new 
definitions  of  those  crimes  in  which  the  word 
“  malice  ”  was  previously  used. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  So  far  as  my  own  per¬ 
sonal  view  is  concerned,  I  am  pleased  that  the  lion, 
gentleman  has  not  dispensed  with  the  constitution 
of  the  grand  jury.  I  am  not  going  into  a  discussion 
as  to  whether  a  grand  jury  is  a  necessary  part  of 
the  criminal  procedure,  but  whatever  may  be  its 
origin  in  that  respect  or  whatever  body  may  have 
control  over  the  appointment  of  a  grand  jury, 
there  is  no  doubt  in  my  mind  as  to  its  importance 
in  the  administration  of  criminal  justice.  I  think 
the  views  expressed  by  Professor  Lieber  on  this 
subject  are  of  very  great  value  and  force,  and  he 
says  that  it  is  important  to  have  a  body  to  ascer¬ 
tain  whether  the  party  accused  ought  or  ought  not 
to  be  put  on  trial.  The  grand  jury  performs  this 
function,  and  it  also  performs  another,  and  that  is 
the  enlistment  of  the  people  in  the  administration 
of  justice.  Even  where  the  intelligence  of  the  people 
might  be  greater  than  it  is  in  England,  the  admin¬ 
istration  of  justice  is  less  satisfactory  where  there 
is  no  jury  system.  Under  this  system  their  sym¬ 
pathies  would  be  enlisted  when  it  is  their  duty 
to  administer  justice  and  to  take  part  in  that 
function,  because  in  that  case  the  people  are 
enlisted  on  the  side  of  the  law.  No  doubt,  where 
you  have  questions  of  disputed  facts,  questions 
as  to  the  determination  of  matters  of  damage 
and  so  on,  it  is  important  that  the  principle  of 
the  petty  jury  should  be  maintained,  and  it  is 
also  of  consequence  that  in  matters  of  criminal 
justice,  both  the  petty  and  the  grand  jury  should  be 
maintained.  You  have  in  the  grand  jury  to  assist 
the  judge  the  best  persons  in  the  community,  the 
best  informed  and  the  most  law-abiding  members 
of  the  community.  They  assist  the  judge  in  en¬ 
forcing  the  law,  and  everywhere  you  find  scattered 
amongst  the  community  those  who  have  taken  part 
in  nearly  every  session  of  the  court,  who  are  there 
to  repel  the  attacks  which  may  be  made  against 
those  whose  friends  have  been  convicted  or  other¬ 
wise  punished  ;  and  I  say  that  those  persons,  both 
on  the  grand  jury  and  on  the  petty  jury,  standing 
up  for  the  administration  of  the  law,  should  be 
retained  as  a  matter  of  very  much  greater  con¬ 
sequence  than  those  who  seek  the  abolition 
of  the  grand  jury  are  willing  to  admit.  The 
Minister  of  Justice  admits  that  some  other 
person  or  body  would  require  to  be  invested 
with  the  powers  and  duties  now  devolving  on 
the  grand  jury  if  the  latter  were  abolished. 
I  do  not  know  who  could  be  vested  with  that 
authority  that  would  discharge  the  duties  more 
satisfactorily.  I  admit  that  you  might  get  some 
one  individual  trained  in  the  law  who,  perhaps, 
would  sometimes  avoid  the  mistakes  into  which  a 
grand  jury  might  fall.  But  that  is  only  one  matter 
to  be  considered.  There  are  the  general  interests 
of  the  public,  there  is  the  feeling  of  confidence  of 
the  public,  there  are  the  advocates  who  assist  in 
the  administration  of  the  law  who  are  scattered 
throughout  the  community  and  who  do  not  a  little 
towards  upholding  the  law  as  it  is  administered 
under  the  present  system.  In  my  opinion  it  is 
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of  very  great  consequence  that  the  grand  jury 
system  should  be  retained,  and  I  should  deeply 
regret  to  see  any  step  taken  to  abolish  it,  and  to 
substitute  something  else  in  its  place.  It  is  a 
popular  element  composed  of  the  most  influential, 
and,  on  the  whole,  among  the  best  informed  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  community  ;  and  these  being  men  of 
social  standing  and  influence,  being  men  of  more 
than  average  intelligence,  it  does  seem  to  me  that 
it  would  be  a  very  great  mistake  and  it  would  be  a 
retrogressive  movement,  it  would  be  the  sacrifice 
of  a  strong  popular  element  in  our  system,  if  the 
grand  jury  were  abolished  and  an  attempt  made  to 
substitute  some  person  or  body  in  its  place. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  cannot  answer  very 
shortly  the  question  put  by  the  leader  of  the  Op¬ 
position  in  regard  to  the  substitution  of  some 
other  phrase  for  the  word  “  malice,”  because  it 
requires  the  examination  of  a  number  of  sections. 
I  will  give  some  specimens  of  how  it  is  proposed 
to  deal  with  the  matter.  Section  215,  for  example, 
says  : 

“  Homicide  may  be  either  culpable  or  not  culpable. 
Homicide  is  culpable  when  it  consists  in  the  killing  of 
any  person,  either  by  an  unlawful  act  or  by  „an  omission, 
without  lawful  excuse,  to  perform  or  observe  any  legal 
duty  or  both  combined,  or  by  causing  a  person,  by  threats 
or  fear  of  violence,  or  by  deception,  to  do  an  act  which 
causes  that  person’s  death,  or  by  wilfully  frightening  a 
child  or  sick  person. 

“  Culpable  homicide  is  either  murder  or  manslaughter. 
Homicide  which  is  not  culpable  is  not  an  offence. 

“  Culpable  homicide  is  murder  in  each  of  the  following 
cases : —  * 

“  (a)  If  the  offender  means  to  cause  the  death  of  the  per¬ 
son  killed  ; 

“  ( b )  If  the  offender  means  to  cause  to  the  person  killed 
any  bodily  injury  which  is  known  to  the  offender  to  be 
likely  to  cause  death ,  and  is  reckless  whether  death  ensues 
or  not ; 

“  (c.)  If  the  offender  means  to  cause  death  or,  being  so 
reckless  as  aforesaid  to  one  person,  and  by  accident  or 
mistake  kills  another  person,  though  he  does  not  mean  to 
hurt  the  person  killed  ; 

“  (cl.)  If  the  offender,  for  any  unlawful  object,  does  an  act 
which  he  knows  or  ought  to  have  known  to  be  likely  to 
cause  death,  and  thereby  kills  any  person,  though  he 
may  have  desired  that  his  object  should  be  effected 
without  hurting  any  one.” 

And  section  223  : 

“Culpable  homicide  is  also  murder  in  each  of  the 
following  cases,  whether  the  offender  means  or  not 
death  to  ensue,  or  knows  or  not  that  death  is  likely  to 
ensue  : 

“(a.)  If  he  means  to  inflict  grievous  bodily  injury  for 
the  purpose  of  facilitating  the  commission  or  any  of  the 
offences  in  this  section  mentioned,  or  the  flight  of  the 
offender  upon  the  commission  or  attempted  commission 
thereof,  and  death  ensues  from  such  injury  ;  or 

“  (6.)  If  he  administers  any  stupefying  or  overpowering 
thing  for  either  of  the  purposes  aforesaid,  and  death 
ensues  from  the  offects  thereof ;  or 

“  (c.)  If  he  by  any  means  wilfully  stops  the  breath  of  any 
person  for  either  of  the  purposes  aforesaid,  and  death 
ensues  from  such  stopping  of  the  breath.” 

And  so  with  regard  to  all  the  offences. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  It  is  still  more  difficult 
to  understand. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  The  difficulty  about 
malice  was  that  it  was  used  in  a  legal  sense  quite 
contrary  to  the  popular  sense. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  Still  everybody  under¬ 
stood  it. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  Nobody  in  practice 
understood  it  but  the  lawyers.  The  first  labour  of 
the  judge  was  to  get  the  jury  to  dispense  altogether 
in  their  minds  with  the  sense  which  everybody  had 
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put  upon  the  words  “malice  aforethought,” -and 
to  tell  them  that  what  the  indictment  said  about 
malice  did  not  mean  what  everybody  in  creation 
except  the  trained  few,  supposed  it  to  mean.  The 
object  is  to  use  the  words  in  their  popular  sense. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Bill  read  the  second  time. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  move  that  the  Bill 
(No.  7)  respecting  Criminal  Law,  be  referred  to  a 
committee  to  be  composed  of  members  of  both 
Houses,  and  that  the  members  on  the  part  of  this 
House  be  :  Messrs.  Adams,  Amyot,  Brodeur, 
Baker,  Carroll,  Coatsworth,  Choquette,  Corbould, 
Curran,  Delisle,  Daly,  Dickey,  Edgar,  Forbes, 
Fraser,  Girouard,  Kirkpatrick,  McLeod,  Langelier, 
Monet,  Mulock,  Masson,  Sir  John  Thompson  and 
Weldon. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  There  are  more  than  fifteen 
members,  I  observe,  on  the  special  committee  to 
Whom  the  motion  proposes  to  send  this  Bill.  It  will 
be  necessary  to  suspend  the  rule. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  beg  to  move  that 
the  rule  be  suspended  in  that  particular.  The 
committee  will  require  to  be  a  large  one,  both  for 
the  ample  examination  ,of  the  Bill  and  to  facilitate 
the  transaction  of  its  business. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON  moved  that  a  Message 
be  sent  to  the  Senate  requesting  their  Honours  to 
unite  with  this  House  in  the  formation  of  a  Joint 
Committee  of  both  Houses  to  examine  and  report 
upon  the  Bill  from  the  Commons  (No.  7)  respecting 
Criminal  Law,  and  to  inform  the  Senate  that  Messrs. 
Adams,  Amyot,  Brodeur,  Baker,  Carroll,  Coats- 
worth,  Choquette,  Corbould,  Curran,  Deslisle, 
Daly,  Dickey,  Edgar,  Forbes,  Fraser,  Girouard, 
Kirkpatrick,  McLeod,  Langelier,  Monet,  Mulock, 
Masson,  Sir  John  Thompson  and  Weldon  will  act 
on  behalf  of  the  House  of  Commons  as  members  of 
said  Joint  Committee  should  the  Senate  agree  to 
its  creation. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

S  UPPLY— PRIVILEGE. 

Mr,  FOSTER  moved  that  the  House  again  resolve 
itself  into  Committee  of  Supply. 

Mr.  DENISON.  In  referring  to  a  matter  that 
was  brought  up  the  other  night  in  the  most  con¬ 
temptible  manner  by  the  member  for  North  Brant 
(Mr.  Somerville) - 

Some  lion.  MEMBERS.  Order,  order. 

Mr.  DENISON.  I  will  withdraw  that  word, 
Mr.  Speaker,  if  it  is  unparliamentary,  but  it  is 
rather  difficult  to  know  what  word  to  use  when 
speaking  of  a  person  of  that  class. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  Order. 

Mr.  DENISON.  I  would  like  to  say  that  it  is 
a  matter  hardly  worth  the  while  of  taking  up  the 
time  of  this  House  to  reply  to,  but  as  it  has  been 
given  a  fictitious  importance  by  being  brought  up 
here  by  the  member  for  North  Brant,  I  think  it  is 
only  my  duty  to  myself  and  my  duty  to  this  House 
that  I  should  explain  the  matter  as  shortly  as  pos¬ 
sible.  It  may  be  d  iv ided  into  two  parts,  one,  a  charge 
against  myself,  and  the  other  a  charge  against  the 
corps  which  I  have  the  honour  to  belong  to.  All 
the  charges  are  of  the  flimsiest  character,  and  1 
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think,  Mr.  Speaker,  as  they  are  allowed  to  remain 
in  the  Hansard,  that  the  original  documents  should 
be  placed  before  us  so  that  we  may  be  sure  that  the 
hon.  member  for  North  Brant  has  not  been  imposed 
upon  by  fictitious  documents.  However,  be  that  so 
or  not,  it  is  not  my  purpose  to  dispute  it.  I  should 
like  to  refer  to  these  affidavits  somewhat  in  the 
order  in  which  they  have  been  read.  The  first  one 
is  that  signed  by  a  man  called  Charles  Black.  The 
items  1 ,  2  and  3  are  practically  true  ;  in  fact,  all 
of  them  are  true  except,  4,  11  and  12,  which  I 
should  like  to  read  to  the  House.  No.  -4  is  as 
follows 

“  4.  That  I  was  ordered  to  sign  four  (4)  blank  pay-sheets, 
(2)  being  smaller  ones  in  said  camp  in  said  year,  said 
order  being  given  by  and  in  said  blank  pay-sheets  (4) 
being  signed  by  me  in  the  presence  of  Capt.  Clarence 
Denison.” 

No.  11  is  as  follows  : — 

“  11.  That  I  now  believe  that  the  aforesaid  two  (2)  small 
blank  pay-sheets  were  officers’  pay-sheets  and  that  I  had 
through  them  being  blank,  been  unwittingly  induced  to 
sign  as  veterinary  surgeon  and  for  a  veterinary  surgeon’s 
pay.” 

No.  12  is  as  follows  : — 

“  12.  That  I  now  believe  and  that  through  having  been 
ordered  to  ride  aforesaid  horse  on  marching  out  parade 
and  also  through  the  pay-sheets  being  blank,  that  I  have 
been  unwittingly  induced  to  sign  for  horse  allowance  ($12> 
during  said  camp  in  said  year.” 

These  allegations  resolve  themselves  into  two 
charges  ;  that  I,  or  my  corps,  improperly  drew  $12 
horse  pay  ;  and  that  we  drew  pay  for  a  veterinary 
surgeon  instead  of  pay  for  a  farrier’s  sergeant.  I 
have  obtained  from  the  department  the  original 
pay-sheets  that  were  put  in,—  and  they  were  there 
for  Black  or  any  one  else  to  see  who  chose  to  go  to 
the  department  for  that  purpose.  I  find  here  the 
last  name  but  onefarrier  sergeant  C.  Black  paid  from 
June  27  to  July  2, 1 2  days  at  90  cents  per  day,  $10.80. 
Blank  column  where  horse  pay  drawn.  This  shows 
that  no  horse  pay  was  drawn,  and  this  disposes  of 
that  charge.  The  only  officers  for  whom  we  drew 
pay  were  nine,  being  six  troop  officers,  a  surgeon, 
an  adjutant  and  quartermaster.  No  pay  was 
drawn  for  a  veterinary  surgeon,  and  we  had  no 
veterinary  surgeon  there.  I  may  also  mention  as  a 
matter  of  fact  that  none  of  this  money  passed 
through  my  hands.  I  merely  certified  that  the 
payments  were  correct  ;  I  made  none  of  the  pay¬ 
ments,  and  received  none,  except  the  small  amount 
of  pay  which  came  to  myself.  The  next  affidavit  is 
one  signed  also  by  Charles  Black  to  about  the  same 
effect  as  the  last  one,  except  that  it  deals  with  the 
North-West  Rebellion.  In  that  he  says  : 

“  4.  That  I  signed  duplicate  blank  pay-sheet  (2)  in 
two  places  after  aforesaid  promotion,  and  that  I  now  be  ¬ 
lieve  that  through  the  pay-sheets  being  blank  that  I  had 
been  unwittingly  induced  to  sign  for  a  veterinary  sur¬ 
geon’s  pay.” 

I  have  also  obtained  the  pay-sheets  for  the  whole 
time  the  corps  served  in  the  North-West,  on  which 
occasion,  I  regret  to  say,  I  had  not  the  honour  of 
being  present.  These  pay-sheets  show  conclusively 
that  no  pay  was  drawn  for  a  veterinary  surgeon, 
the  only  pay  drawn  being  for  the  troop,  officers, 
and  the  staff,  which  consisted  of  the  colonel  in 
command,  the  adjutant,  the  surgeon  and  quarter¬ 
master.  There  is  no  veterinary  surgeon's  pay  drawn 
for  time  during  the  whole  time  the  troop  was  in 
the  North-West.  That,  I  think,  conclusively 
settles  affidavit  No.  2.  Hon.  gentlemen  can  look 
at  these  documents  and  see  the  particulars  for 
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themselves.  The  next  affidavit  is  one  signed  by 
James  Slater,  the  man  who  went  about  seeking  to 
procure  evidence  against  us.  He  says  : 

“  I,  James  Slater,  of  the  city  of  Toronto,  in  the  County 
of  York,  do  solemnly  declare  that  on  and  between  Satur¬ 
day,  the  26th  day  of  September,  1891,  and  Saturday,  the 
3rd  October,  1891,  that  to  my  knowledge  the  Government 
of  the  Dominion  of  Canada  have  been  defrauded  of  cer¬ 
tain  moneys  through  the  false  muster  of  one  R.  M.  Melville 
and  one  John  Hardy,  in  the  Governor  General’s  Body 
Guard,  Canadian  Militia,  said  G.  G.  B.  G.  being  under  the 
command  of  and  mustered  by  one  George  Taylor  Denison, 
a  Lieutenant-Colonel,  Canadian  militia,  and  said  two  men, 
R.  M,  Melville  and  John  Hardy,  being  residents  of  the 
city  of  Toronto.” 

I  may  say  in  reply  that  both  these  men  put  in  the 
whole  of  their  drill,  and  received  their  pay,  and  1 
hold  in  my  hand  the  receipts  for  the  pay  they 
received.  I  think  that  fact  disposes  of  that  affidavit. 
The  next  is  one  by  a  man  name  Wm.  Fenwick,  who 
states  as  follows  : — 

“  I,  William  Fenwick,  of  the  city  of  Toronto,  in  the 
County  of  York,  porter,  do  solemnly  declare  that : 

“  1,  I  served  three  years  in  the  Governor  General’s 
Body  Guard  under  the  command  of  Lieut.-Col.  George 
Taylor  Denison. 

“  2.  About  the  year  1882,  Lieut.-Col.  Fred.  C.  Denison, 
Governor  General’s  Body  Guard,  deducted  a  sum  of  money, 
I  think  it  was  *5,  from  iny  camp  pay  of  that  year,  tell¬ 
ing  me  it  was  for  a  deficit  in  connection  with  a  ball 
given  by  the  Governor  General’s  Body  Guard  for  the 
benefit  of  the  proposed  monument  of  the  men  who  fell 
during  the  NorthWest  rebellion,  as  the  proceeds  were  to 
go  to  said  monument  after  expenses  were  paid  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  said  ball.  ’ 

I  may  say,  in  reply  to  that  affidavit,  that  it  is  of 
very  little  consequence  whether  it  was  true  or  not. 
If  it  was  true,  the  action  complained  of  would  be 
done  with  the  consent  of  the  man  himself,  who 
made  the  affidavit.  But  it  so  happens  that  it  was 
not  true.  I  have  the  different  account  books 
where  the  items  are  charged  against  the  men,  if 
any  are  entered  up.  I  find  in  1888,  the  year  he 
speaks  of,  there  was  no  such  stoppage  against  Fen-  j 
wick  ;  there  were  the  usual  stoppages  for  mess, 
forage,  and  so  on,  but  no  stoppage  for  a  ball.  I 
have  also  examined  the  books  for  1887  and  1889,. 
as  there  might  have  been  a  mistake  of  a  year. 

I  find  no  such  stoppage  for  a  ball  charged 
against  the  men  in  1889.  The  accounts  are  signed 
by  Fenwick.  Hon.  members  of  the  House  are 
quite  welcome  to  look  at*  these  books  and 
satisfy  themselves  in  regard  to  this  matter.  Even 
supposing  the  charge  were  true,  I  would  not  object 
to  it  in  the  slightest  degree  ;  but  it  so  happens  that 
there  is  no  truth  in  that  statement.  The  next  affi¬ 
davit  is  one  of  B.  Marshman,  who  swears — I  need 
not  trouble  the  House  by  reading  the  whole  of  it— 
as  follows  : — 

“I  was  employed,  by  Lieut.-Col.  Fred  C.  Denison,  Gov¬ 
ernor  General’s  Body  Guard,  and  Capt.  Clarence  Denison, 
G.G.B.G. ,  as  a  groom  during  the  annual  camp  of  the  said 
G.G.B.G.,  under  command  of  Lieut.-Col.  George  Taylor 
Denison.  During  said  annual  camp  I  was  ordered  by  said 
Capt.  Clarence  Denison  to  sign  two  papers,  which  I  have 
since  been  informed  were  two  blank  pay-sheets,  and  I 
was  also  ordered  to  answer  my  name  on  a  parade,  which 
I  have  since  been  informed  was  muster  parade  for  pay.’’ 

I  may  mention  that  the  strength  of  a  troop  in  the 
Body  Guard  is  42  men.  We  are  allowed  pay  for 
35  horses  and  42  men.  This  arrangement  is  made 
as  it  would  be  a  useless  expenditure  to  the  country 
to  keep  a  horse  for  every  man,  as  a  certain  number 
of  men  are  required  for  guard,  cook,  officers’  ser¬ 
vants,  and  so  on.  This  practice  has  been  carried 
out  in  order  to  effect  a  saving  of  public  money. 
In  regard  to  uniforms,  we  have  to  be  as  economical 


as  possible,  and  members  of  the  House  will  under¬ 
stand  that  the  rough  usage  which  a  cavalry  man 
gives  his  uniform  in  grooming  his  horse  is  more 
severe  than  that  given  to  the  uniform  by  an  infan¬ 
try  man,  who  performs  no  such  work.  But  the  uni¬ 
form  is  to  last  for  five  years.  On  this  account 
when  a  man  has  put  in  three  years’ service  and  leaves 
we  sometimes  give  his  pair  of  trousers  for  overalls  to 
a  servant  or  cook,  and  that  is  all  the  uniform 
they  get,  and  as  a  matter  of  fact  they  scarcely 
need  any  uniform  at  all.  This  B.  Marshman  says 
he  did  not  enlist,  that  he  did  not  sign  the  service 
roll.  I  sent  for  the  service  roll,  which  I  now  have 
in  my  hand,  and  I  find  that  Benjamin  Marsh¬ 
man  signed  the  roll  on  27th  June,  1887.  The 
lion,  member  for  Brant  (Mr.  Somerville)  said  the 
other  night  it  would  be  a  very  funny  thing  if 
all  these  men  were  drunken  loafers.  I  do  not  refer 
to  the  affidavits  of  Roche  and  Bryan  because  they 
do  not  affect  the  result  one  way  or  the  other,  but  it 
so  happens  that  Bryan  and  Marshman  who  made 
affidavits  are  men  who  have  both  been  up  before 
the  Police  Court  in  Toronto  ;  Bryan  on  two  occa¬ 
sions  for  drunkenness  and  Marshman  once,  so  that 
they  are  hardly  what  you  could  call  the  best  type 
of  witnesses  you  could  procure  for  this  purpose.  The 
affidavit  of  Matthew  Bryan  refers  entirely  to  the 
North-West  and  I  regret  that  Col.  Dunn  who 
commanded  that  troop  is  now  in  Manitoba,  so  that 
I  had  no  time  or  opportunity  to  communicate  with 
him  as  to  the  charge  made  here.  I  find  on  turning 
up  the  pay-sheet,  which  I  have  before  me,  that 
Matthew  Bryan  went  up  there  as  a  dismounted 
man,  and  that  at  Winnipeg  a  horse  was  purchased, 
as  they  had  only  34  out  of  the  35  in  the  troop  which 
must  have  been  assigned  to  Bryan  because  lie  rode 
in  the  North-West,  and  I  remember  hearing  that  he 
was  thrown  from  his  horse,  He  admits  him- 
j  self  that  he  had  a  horse,  for  he  says,  “  nor  did  I  ride 
said  horse  shown  against  my  name  until  my  return 
to  Toronto.”  This  shows  that  he  did  ride  that 
horse.  I  have,  however,  nothing  further  to  say 
with  regard  to  that  as  I  could  not  communicate 
with  Col.  Dunn  on  the  subject,  and  can  only 
speak  from  the  pay-rolls  which  are  before  me. 
Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  as  to  the  affidavit  of  Geo. 
Mclnnerny,  I  may  remark  that  it  confines  itself  to 
a  statement  that  Magistrate  Baxter  did  not  do  his 
duty.  That  of  course  is  none  of  my  business,  and 
I  have  no  desire  or  intention  of  entering  into  that 
question.  If  Mr.  Slater,  or  the  member  for  Brant 
(Mr.  Somerville)  choose  to  report  Mr.  Baxter  they 
are  perfectly  at  liberty  to  do  so.  The  next  two 
affidavits  are  signed  by  Harry  J.  C.  Bryne  and 
Edward  Roche.  I  shall  not  trouble  the  House  to 
read  them,  but  they  are  merely  to  the  effect  that 
Slater  went  to  the  store-room  and  offered  to  de¬ 
liver  up  the  arms.  I  doubt  that  statement,  but 
whether  it  is  true  or  not  it  makes  no  difference, 
for  the  reason  that  it  was  Slater’s  business  to 
bring  me  the  arms,  and  I  had  demanded  them 
from  him  on  several  occasions.  I  may  refer  back 
a  moment  to  state  that  during  the  drill  that  year 
he  was  perfectly  useless,  he  came  there  after  a 
prolonged  spree,  and  the  doctor  said  he  was 
verging  on  D.T’s,  so  that  he  was  no  use  to  us.  I 
told  him  after  the  drill  was  over  to  send  in  his 
arms,  and  I  took  the  further  precaution 
of  sending  a  non-commissioned  officer  to  him 
with  an  order  to  return  the  arms  to  store.  He 
refused  the  non-commissioned  officer  to  do  so,  and 
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being  in  no  particular  hurry  about  them  I  wrote  to 
him,  and  I  wrote  to  him  again,  and  threatened  him 
then  that  if  he  did  not  bring  in  his  arms  I  would 
have  to  prosecute  him.  I  did  it  for  this  reason. 
After  the  14th  September  in  that  year  his  three 
years  were  up,  and  he  still  held  the  arms.  I  had 
either  to  allow  this  man  to  defy  me  and  keep  his 
arms,  or  to  go  before  a  magistrate  and  force  him  to 
return  them.  I  can  assure  you  that  I  was  not  long 
in  making  up  my  mind  which  course  to  pursue. 
The  only  other  statement  I  have  to  make  with 
reference  to  this,  is  in  answer  to  his  assertion  that 
he  did  not  get  a  certificate  of  discharge  until  a 
comparatively  recent  date.  The  cause  of  that  was 
this  :  When  I  notified  him  to  return  his  arms  I 
had  the  discharge  prepared  and  signed  and  waiting 
for  him  to  come  and  call  for  it,  and  hand  in  his 
arms.  He  never  called  for  it  and  it  lay  there  for 
months  and  months,  but  that  was  his  own  fault.  It 
is  his  business  under  the  rules  and  regulations  to 
call  for  the  discharge.  Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  do 
not  knowT  that  there  is  a  single  other  point 
further  that  I  can  touch  upon  which  has  not  already 
been  answered.  If  any  lion,  gentleman  wishes  to 
make  further  enquiries  or  to  ask  for  further  ex¬ 
planations  I  shall  be  only  too  glad  to  give  them, 
but  while  I  do  this,  I  must  say  again  what  I  said 
the  other  night,  that  it  was  a  most  improper  pro¬ 
ceeding,  and  a  most  unparliamentary  proceeding 
for  any  person  sitting  in  this  House  as  a  member 
of  Parliament  to  take  the  course  adopted  by  the 
lion,  member  for  North  Brant  (Mr.  Somerville)  the 
other  night.  He  should  surely,  when  he  is  attack¬ 
ing  the  honour  of  a  member  of  this  House,  have 
taken  a  little  trouble  to  satisfy  himself  of  the  truth 
or  falsity  of  these  charges.  They  were  all  in  the 
department  and  lie  could  have  seen  them  ;  the  de¬ 
partment  looked  over  them  and  said  there  was 
nothing  in  them,  and  if  he  had  chosen  he  could  have 
found  that  out.  But  instead  of  doing  that  he  comes 
to  the  House  with  these  trumped  up  affidavits  and 
the  House  can  see  what  use  he  made  of  them  the 
other  night.  The  power  of  some  to  imagine  evil 
in  others  is  greater  than  in.  other  persons, 
and  I  think  that  every  hon.  member  in  this  House 
will  say  that  the  course  adopted  by  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  Brant  (Mr.  Somerville)  was  a  most  unpar¬ 
liamentary  one,  and  one  that  would  not  commend 
itself  to  any  other  member  of  this  House.  I  may 
say  that  in  the  city  of  Toronto  where  I  come  from 
these  charges  would  have  no  weight,  because 
nobody  would  believe  them  there  ;  but  on  account 
of  their  appearing  in  the  press  and  on  account  of 
them  going  forth  through  the  country  in  the  man¬ 
ner  in  which  they  have  done,  they  might  gain 
credence  in  some  quarters,  and  it  is  therefore  neces¬ 
sary  for  me  to  deny  them.  Before  I  sit  down,  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  must  thank  the  hon.  the  leader  of  the 
Opposition  for  the  kind  manner  in  which  he  re¬ 
ceived  my  statement  the  other  night  and  accepted 
my  word.  I  am  sure  it  is  only  what  I  might  expect 
from  his  character  and  from  the  gentlemanly  in¬ 
stincts  that  I  know  he  possesses.  I  do  not  know, 
Mr.  Speaker,  that  there  is  anything  else  I  can  add 
to  what  I  have  already  said  on  this  matter. 

Mr.  COATSWORTH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  can 
hardly  allow  this  occasion  to  pass  without  saying 
some  words  in  regard  to  the  unwarrantable  attack 
that  has  been  made  upon  my  hon.  friend  and 
colleague  the  member  for  West  Toronto  (Mr. 

Mr.  Denison. 


Denison).  Those  of  us  who  have  known  the  hon. 
gentleman  for  very  many  years  are  surprised 
indeed  that  such  an  attack  should  have  been  made 
upon  him,  because  we  know  that  his  honour 
has  always  been  unimpeachable  and  that  his  inte¬ 
grity  has  never  been  assailed.  There  are  cir¬ 
cumstances  connected  with  this  matter  which, 
when  they  are  made  known,  place  the  member  for 
North  Brant  (Mr.  Somerville)  in  a  very  unpleasant 
light  before  the  public  generally.  This  list  of 
documents  upon  which  the  charge  was  based  is  no 
new  thing  at  all,  because  I  suppose  there  is  hardly 
a  member  of  this  House  who  did  not  receive  that 
bill  of  charges  last  session.  There  are  very  few 
hon.  gentlemen  here  who  have  not  heard  of  this 
crank  who  has  been  making  the  charges,  and  I  feel 
sure  that  the  hon.  member  for  North  Brant 
(Mr.  Somerville)  who  read  the  papers  the  other 
night,  had  these  papers  in  his  hands  last  year,  and 
therefore  that  he  lias  had  abundance  of  time 
for  the  purpose  of  investigating  them.  I  feel 
assured  also  that  if  he  had  taken  the  slightest 
pains  to  make  an  investigation  himself,  if 
lie  had  put  himself  about  in  the  very  least 
degree  to  ascertain  whether  the  charges  were 
true,  he  would  have  learned  that  they  were 
false  as  my  hon.  friend  has  proved  them  to  be 
to-night.  It  appears  to  me,  Sir,  that  not  only 
did  the  lion,  gentleman  wdio  made  the  charges,  owe 
something  to  the  character  and  the  standing  and 
the  reputation  of  the  hon.  gentleman  against  whom 
he  made  those  charges,  but  he  owed  something  to 
his  own  character.  It  appears  to  me  that  he  owed 
something  to  the  dignity  that  ought  to  be  felt  by 
every  member  of  this  House  ;  and  I  must  say  that  I 
feel  sorry  for  any  man  who  could  so  far  forget  his 
position  as  a  member  of  this  House,  and  therefore 
forget  his  position  as  a  gentleman — because  I  think 
every  member  of  this  House  ought  to  be  a  gentle¬ 
man— that  he  should  so  far  forget  all  the  finer  feel¬ 
ings  which  one  man  ought  to  have  towards  another, 
as  to  bring  on  these  papers — not  the  original  papers, 
but  only  copies  of  them — such  charges  as  he  brought 
against  the  hon.  member  for  West  Toronto.  I 
would  go  further.  Now  that  the  matter  has  been 
so  thoroughly  explained,  I  think  that  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  North  Brant, owes  it  not  merely  to  the  hon. 
member  for  West  Toronto,  but  to  this  House  and 
to  the  country,  to  apologize  for  the  statements  he 
has  made  and  the  course  he  has  pursued  ;  and  I 
trust  that  the  hon.  gentleman,  who  has  had  quite 
sufficient  time  for  reflection  since  he  brought  these 
charges,  will  see  fit  to  retract  them  to-night  as 
publicly  as  he  made  them,  and  to  apologize  to  the 
lion,  member  for  West  Toronto  for  having  made 
them. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  I  desire  to  say  a  few 
words  with  regard  to  this  matter,  and  to  bring  to 
the  recollection  of  the  members  of  the  House  the 
occasion  when  these  affidavits  were  read.  It  was 
when  the  House  was  in  Committee  of  Supply  on 
certain  votes  required  for  the  militia,  amounting  to 
something  over  $1,250,000.  Dining  that  discussion 
I  saw  fit  to  make  use  of  certain  affidavits,  which 
had  been  placed  in  m37  hands,  as  I  stated,  by  a  re¬ 
putable  law  firm  in  the  city  of  Toronto. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Name. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  I  will  give  the  name  o 
the  firm.  It  is  Dewart  &  Irving. 
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Mr.  COATSWORTH.  They  are  only  copies  of 
the  affidavits. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  If  thehon.  gentlemen  will 
just  keep  cool,  I  shall  get  along  faster  than  if  they 
interrupt  me.  The  gentleman  informed  me  in  the 
letter  which  enclosed  the  affidavits  that  he  had  the 
original  declarations  made  before  magistrates  in  his 
possession,  and  that  they  would  be  placed  in  my 
hands  whenever  I  required  them.  So  that,  so  far  as 
I  was  concerned,  I  was  acting  in  good  faith  that 
the  original  documents  were  in  the  possession 
of  those  legal  gentlemen  in  the  city  of  Toronto, 
and  that  they  could  be  had  at  any  moment ;  and 
they  are  there  still.  When  the  matter  came  up 
for  discussion  I  saw  fit  to  bring  that  first  set  of 
declarations  before  the  committee,  to  show,  as  I 
believe  they  did  show,  that  the  expenditure  on  the 
militia  force  was  not  just  all  that  it  should  be. 
After  referring  briefly  in  the  commencement  of  my 
remarks  to  the  extravagance  of  the  expenditure  on 
the  militia  system,  I  went  on  to  point  but  some 
particular  instances.  Now,  I  consider  that  it  is 
the  duty  of  every  man  who  seeks  to  guard  the 
interests  of  the  public  and  to  look  after  the  expen¬ 
ditures  of  the  country,  to  use  all  possible  means  to 
get  at  the  truth  of  those  expenditures  and  to  see 
%  that  they  are  justly  and  properly  made.  I  had 
in  my  possession  those  affidavits  setting  forth 
certain  facts,  and  I  believed  those  affidavits  to 
be  true.  I  believed  that  I  had  a  right  to  show 
to  that  committee  that  this  expenditure  was  not 
legitimate  ;  and  certainly  it  must  be  apparent 
to  every  man  in  this  House  that  having  in  my  pos¬ 
session  those  affidavits,  I  had  a  right  to  suppose 
that  I  had  proof  of  what  I  stated  with  regard  to 
those  charges.  Now,  to  make  sure  of  this  matter 
I  referred  to  some  of  the  public  documents,  and  in 
looking  over  the  report  of  the  Department  of 
Militia  and  Defence  for  the  year  ending  the  31st 
December,  1887,  I  found  that  in  Military  District 
No.  2,  Lieut. -Col.  W.  D.  Otter,  Deputy  Adjutant- 
General,  the  actual  strength  present  at  inspection 
of  the  Governor  General’s  Body  Guard,  was  10 
officers  and  76  men,  and  that  the  inspection  took 
place  on  the  2nd  of  July.  Then  I  turned  to  the 
Auditor  General’s  Report  for  the  year  ending  the 
30th  of  June,  1888,  which  included  the  time  when 
this  inspection  took  place,  and  I  found  by  that 
report  that  the  Governor  General’s  Body  Guard 
was  composed  of  86  officers  and  men.  Then  I 
turned  to  the  Militia  Report  again  and  found  the 
officers  composing  the  Governor  General’s  Body 
Guard  numbered  11,  and  I  found  that  the  veterin¬ 
ary  surgeon  was  not  appointed  until  the  23rd  of 
December,  1887,  so  that  it  was  impossible  for  Frank 
Alexander  Campbell,  the  veterinary  surgeon  whose 
name  appears  in  this  report,  to  be  present  at  that 
inspection  ;  and  the  information  contained  in  the 
letter  which  I  received  from  Toronto,  was  to  the 
effect  that  George  T.  Denison  was  in  England  at 
the  time  of  that  inspection.  If  that  is  not  correct, 
I  should  like  my  hon.  friend - 

Mr.  DENISON.  Certainly  it  is  correct. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  Well,  I  also  found— this 
was  after  the  debate  the  other  night — that  the  hon. 
member  for  West  Toronto  made  this  statement : 

“  The  man  Black  imagines  that  he  signed  two  pav-sheets. 
What  he  signed  was  a  pay-sheet  and  a  muster-roll,  which 
are  two  different  things,  and,  instead  of  drawing  pay  as  a 
veterinary  surgeon,  he  drew  the  pay  of  a  farrier  sergeant. 
If  the  hon.  gentleman  had  gone  to  the  department  he 


would  have  found  that  instead  of  my  having  charged  for 
the  pay  of  ten  men  I  only  charged  for  the  pay  of  nine  men , 
and  that  only  nine  men  drew  pay.” 

Mr.  DENISON.  That  means  nine  officers. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  Well,  I  have  shown  to  the 
House  that  ten  officers  drew  pay,  by  the  Report  of 
the  Militia  Department  and  by  the  Auditor  Gen¬ 
eral’s  Report  for  that  year,  and  I  think  I  had  reason 
to  base  some  dependence  on  the  affidavit  made  by 
Mr.  Black.  If  we  are  not  to  depend  on  the  reports 
which  ary  sent  down  by  the  different  departments  to 
Parliament - 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  Will  the  hon.  gentleman  let  me 
ask  him  a  question  ?  Does  the  Militia  Report  state 
that  any  number  of  men  were  paid  ?  Does  it  not 
simply  refer  to  the  number  on  the  muster  roll  ? 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  It  is  just  as  I  said. 

Mr.  BOW  ELL.  I  am  speaking  of  the  Militia 
Report. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  It  reads :  Actual  strength 
present  at  inspection,  10  officers  and  76  men  ;  and 
then  we  find  that,  according  to  the  Auditor  General’s 
Report  86  men  were  paid,  which  is  exactly  the 
number  mentioned  present  at  the  inspection.  There 
are  only  1 1  officers  in  the  corps,  and  there  could 
only  have  been  nine  at  that  time  drawing  pay.  As 
I  said  before,  the  veterinary  surgeon  was  not  ap¬ 
pointed,  and  leaving  out  the  chief  officer  who  was 
in  England,  there  were  only  nine  other  officers,  yet 
the  Militia  Report  shows  that  ten  were  paid.  I  think 
under  those  circumstances,  I  had  good  ground  for 
supposing  and  believing  that  there  was  some  serious 
fault  to  be  found  with  this  payment  of  money  made 
to  the  Governor  General’s  Body  Guard  in  Toronto. 
And,  what  further  confirmed  my  suspicions 
was  a  reference  to  the  Auditor  General’s  Report 
of  this  year.  One  of  the  hon.  gentlemen  who 
criticised  my  remarks  the  other  night  seemed 
to  think  it  was  an  unpardonable  sin  to 
criticise  any  one  in  the  House  connected  with 
the  militia,  and  that  it  was  a  more  enormous  sin 
still  to  criticise  any  one  out  of  the  House  connected 
with  the  militia.  I  find,  by  referring  to  the  Audi¬ 
tor  General’s  Report  of  this  year,  that  a  state  of 
affairs  exists  with  regard  to  the  management  of  the 
militia  of  this  country  which,  no  doubt,  in  some 
respects,  influenced  the  General,  whose  report  was 
referred  to  the  other  night,  in  making  some  of  the 
statements  he  did,  unless  his  report  was  written 
before  ;  but,  at  all  events,  this  is  not  creditable  to 
the  militia  force,  and  it  induced  me  to  think  that 
if  all  the  irregularities  set  forth  in  this  report  did 
occur,  it  is  quite  possible  and  probable  that  the 
statements  of  this  man  Black  with  regard  to  the 
money  paid  to  the  Governor  General’s  Body  Guard 
of  Toronto,  were  correct.  I  will  not  detain  the 
House  with  reading  the  names  of  all  the  officers 
who  are  mentioned  in  the  Auditor  General’s  report 
as  drawing  more  pay  than  was  due  them  and  occu¬ 
pying  higher  positions  than  they  were  entitled  to 
occupy.  The  following  appears  in  the  Auditor 
General’s  Report  : — • 

“  Audit  Office.  Ottawa,  15th  June,  1891. 

“  Sir,— I  wish  to  call  your  attention  to  the  following  over¬ 
payments  and  other  irregularities  in  your  annual  drill 
vouchers  for  the  6  months  ending  the  31st  of  December, 
1890.” 

Then  follow  two  or  three  pages  of  names,  number¬ 
ing  over  90  officers,  all  the  way  up  to  majors  and 
colonels,  who  drew  money,  amounting  from  $3  to  $27 
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each,  which  they  were  not  entitled  tro  draw,  and 
which  they  illegally  drew,  and  which  the  Militia 
Department  illegally  paid,  and  which  illegal  pay¬ 
ments  were  discovered  by  the  Auditor  General. 
It  is  fortunate  for  the  people  of  Canada,  in  more 
ways  than  one,  that  they  have  an  Auditor  General. 
Now,  these  90  men,  I  believe  all  officers,  drew 
sums  of  money  from  $3  up  to  $27  each  illegally, 
and  the  Militia  Department  paid  them.  I  hope 
that,  under  the  management  of  the  present  Minis¬ 
ter,  a  different  state  of  affairs  will  be  brought 
about.  Let  me  read  the  reply  sent  to  the  Auditor 
General,  by  Mr.  Panet,  the  Deputy  Minister,  to 
show  what  he  says  with  regard  to  these  over-pay¬ 
ments  : 

“  Dept,  of  Militia  and  Defence, 

“  Ottawa,  9th  September,  1891. 

“  Sir,— Ad  verting  to  your  letter  of  15th  June  last,  call¬ 
ing  attention  to  over-payments  and  other  irregularities 
in  the  annual  drill  vouchers  for  six  months  ended  31st 
December,  1890, 1  have  the  honour  to  inform  you  that  the 
respective  cases  have  been  duly  investigated,  and  that  all 
the  officers  implicated  in  such  irregularities  have  now 
been  called  upon  to  refund,  by  deposit  receipt  to  the 
credit  of  the  Receiver  General,  the  amounts  which  they 
have  been  improperly  paid.  The  Minister  of  Militia  and 
Defence  has  likewise  ordered  that  stoppages  of  pay,  to 
the  amounts  overcharged,  be  made  in  all  cases  of  officers 
serving  in  present  or  future  camps  or  at  annual  drill  or  on 
other  service,  where  it  is  shown  that  the  refund  has  not 
taken  place.” 

Now,  that  is  a  departmental  document.  That 
ought  to  have  some  weight  with  this  House  in 
forcing  them  to  the  conclusion  that  I  was  justified 
in  believing  the  statements  which  were  declared  by 
this  legal  firm  in  Toronto  to  have  been  sworn  to 
before  certain  magistrates  in  the  city  of  Toronto. 

I  do  not  think,  therefore,  that  I  require  to  make 
any  apology  for  having  discussed  that  question  as 
I  did.  I  think  we  are  here,  as  I  said  before,  to 
discuss  the  estimates  and  discover  any  frauds  that 
may  have  been  committed  upon  the  Government  of 
this  country,  and  I  was  simply  discharging  my 
duty,  and  am  not  prepared  to  say  that  I  did  any 
wrong  in  discussing  this  matter.  The  lion,  mem¬ 
ber  for  Last  Toronto  had  the  hardihood — -and  it  is 
not  the  first  time  he  has  made  remarks  about  me 
which  were  not  justifiable  not  only  in  this  House 
but  in  the  Public  Accounts  Committee  last  year — 
he  had  the  hardihood  to  say  that  lie  believed  I  had 
received  these  affidavits  last  session.  Why  did  he 
believe  that  ?  I  tell  the  hon.  gentleman  that  I 
never  saw  these  affidavits  until  they  were  sent  to 
me  this  session. 

Mr.  COATSWORTH.  They  were  all  over  the 
House  last  Session. 

Mr.  SOMERA  ILLE.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  I 
they  were  circulated  here  last  year.  Let  me  call 
his  attention  to  this  fact,  that  the  whole  of  the 
affidavits  or  declarations,  whatever  you  like  to  call 
them,  which  were  first  presented  by  me  to  the 
House  were  sworn  to,  one  on  the  15th  January, 
1892,  another  on  the  5tli  January,  1892,  another 
on  the  8th  January,  1892,  another  on  the  30th 
October,  1891,  another  on  the  8th  December,  1891, 
another  on  the  28th  December,  1891. 

Mr.  COATS M  ORTH.  They  were  just  resworn 
to  make  you  fresh. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  Now,  I  think  that  the 
hon.  gentleman  ought  to  do  me  justice  and  apologize 
for  making  this  statement,  because  he  had  every 
opportunity  to  verify  it  and  see  what  dates  were 
on  these  declarations,  and  he  stands  up  before  this 
Mr.  SOMERVTLLE. 


House  and  accuses  me  of  having  documents  in  my 
possession  last  session  which  never  had  existence  in 
the  country  at  all  then,  but  are  all  of  recent  date. 
And  I  may  say  further  that  I  had  no  intention 
whatever  of  reading  the  other  declarations  which 
I  did  read,  and  would  not  have  read  them  had  it 
not  been  for  the  statement  made  by  the  member  for 
West  Toronto.  He  has  himself  to  blame  for  my 
bringing  up  those  other  declarations,  which  may 
possibly  have  been  in  the  possession  of  the  hon. 
member  for  East  Toronto  last  session,  but  which  I 
never  saw  until  they  were  sent  to  me.  The  hon. 
member  for  West  Toronto  declared  that  this  man 
Slater  was  a  drunken  old  soldier,  and  that  he  was 
only  a  drunken  loafer.  Now,  the  boast  of  Britons 
has  always  been  that  equal  justice  and  fair-play 
should  be  meted  out  to  rich  and  poor  alike  ;  and, 
Mr.  Speaker,  the  sense  I  have  of  British  justice 
and  fair-play,  compelled  me  to  rise  and  give  to 
this  House  this  man  Slater’s  statement  of  the 
case.  I  had  no  intention  of  presenting  that  state¬ 
ment  at  all,  because  it  was  first  in  the  list  of 
affidavits  and  I  turned  them  oyer  and  went  on  to 
those  of  recent  date  which  bore  strictly  and 
solely  upon  the  expenditure  of  public  money.  But 
since  this  man  Slater  was  charged  with  this 
offence,  knowing  that  he  was  an  old  British 
soldier,  knowing  that  he  had  fought  in  the 
British  army  in  India,  knowing  that  he  ought  to  be 
respected  instead  of  having  his  character  blackened 
in  such  terms  as  those  used  by  the  hon.  member  for 
West  Toronto,  I  did  him  the  justice  of  reading  his 
statement.  Furthermore,  I  have  information  from 
members  of  this  House  and  residents  of  Toronto, 
who  declare  that  James  Slater  is  a  very  respectable 
man,  and,  that  being  the  case,  could  you,  Mr. 
Speaker,  or  any  other  member  of  this  House,  ex¬ 
pect  me  to  sit  silent  when  I  had  this  man’s  own 
defence  in  my  possession  and  not  present 
it  to  the  House  ?  I  was  impelled  to  do  this 
in  justice  to  that  man.  I  will  not  now 
detain  the  House  with  a  recital  of  his  griev¬ 
ances.  I  have  a  record  of  the  Toronto  police 
court,  setting  forth  his  grievances  and  showing 
that  he  thinks  he  has  been  very  wrongfully  and 
very  harshly  treated  in  this  matter.  He  says  so 
in  his  own  affidavit,  and  it  is  true  that  he  used 
very  strong  language  in  that  affidavit.  1  had  not 
read  it  through  before  I  read  it  to  the  House,  and, 
had  I  known  that  some  words  were  contained  in 
that  affidavit  at  the  time,  I  do  not  think  I  would 
have  read  that  affidavit  here,  but  I  think  that  this 
man  Slater  was  harshly  treated  and  that  I  could 
not  be  blamed  for  trying  to  champion  his  cause 
here,  that  is,  presenting  his  case  to  this  House 
from  his  point  of  view.  I  do  not  think  there  is 
anything  unmanly  for  a  man  to  stand  up  in  this 
House  and  declare  that  he  finds  he  has  a  reason  to 
regret  having  made  use  of  statements  which  he 
ought  not  to  have  made.  I  say  that,  if  I  had 
known  that  these  words,  where  he  states  that  he 
had  been  convicted  on  false  and  perjured  evidence 
were  in  that  affidavit,  I  would  not  have  read  it-  I 
think  I  did  wrong  in  reading  that  statement,  and  I 
as  freely  and  cheerfully  retract  that  as  I  can  pos¬ 
sibly  do  in  this  House.  I  had  no  desire,  as  I  said 
before,  to  injure  any  man,  any  member  of  this 
House  or  any  one  outside  in  this  matter.  I  was 
seeking  to  do  my  duty,  and  I  think  I  was  doing 
my  duty  in  endeavouring  to  show  that  the  public 
funds  had  not  been  properly  expended.  1  believe 
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I  had  reason  to  do  that  and  that  was  1  he  course  I 
took,  and  that  is  all  I  have  to  say  in  regard  to  it. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  have  just  a  word  or 
two  to  say,  not  to  continue  the  discussion  in  the 
manner  in  which  it  has  proceeded  so  far,  but  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  hon.  gentleman  to  a  feature 
of  the  discussion  the  other  night  of  which  I  think 
he  has  lost  sight.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  ex¬ 
plained  the  circumstances  as  to  how  he  came  to 
read  these  papers  to  the  House  in  committee.  He 
was  pursuing,  he  thinks,  his  duty  in  making  en¬ 
quiries  into  certain  irregularities  in  the  public 
expenditure,  and  he  has  said  that,  if  he  had  known 
that  the  affidavit  which  he  read  contained  the 
statements  “  perjured  evidence  ”  and  “  false  accu¬ 
sations,”  he  would  not  have  read  that  affidavit. 
The  House,  however,  has  further  to  consider  that 
the  hon.  gentleman,  in  point  of  fact,  made,  although 
not  upon  his  own  responsibility,  two  distinct 
charges  against  the  hon.  member  for  West  Toronto 
(Mr.  Denison).  In  the  affidavits  which  he  read  to 
the  House  the  other  day  there  were  two  very  dis¬ 
tinct  charges  made,  irrespective  of  the  words  which 
he  wishes  the  House  to  consider  withdrawn. 
In  the  first  place  the  accusation  made  against 
the  hon.  member  for  West  Toronto  was  that  he 
had  falsely  certified  to  a  pay-sheet  for  the 
purpose  of  drawing  the  money  irregularly  from  the 
treasury,  and  that  he  did  that  as  an  officer  of  the 
militia.  The  second  charge  was  that  the  hon. 
member  for  West  Toronto  procured  the  conviction 
of  this  man  improperly  for  the  purpose  of  suppress¬ 
ing  a  charge  against  himself.  I  submit  to  the 
good  sense  of  that  hon.  member  himself,  as  well  as 
to  the  opinion  of  the  House,  whether  it  is  right  that 
charges  of  that  kind  should  be  made  in  this  House 
and,  after  the  explanations  which  have  been  made 
by  the  accused  member,  should  not  be  withdrawn. 
I  think  the  least  we  should  expect  from  the  hon. 
member  for  North  Brant  (Mr.  Somerville)  is  that, 
in  addition  to  what  he  has  said  as  to  these  two 
words  in  the  affidavit,  those  two  explicit  charges 
should  be  withdrawn,  after  the  statement  which 
has  been  made  by  the  hon.  member  for  West 
Toronto  (Mr.  Denison)  and  the  proofs  he  has  pro¬ 
duced.  If  the  hon.  member  does  not  take  that 
course  in  regard  to  those  charges  or  does  not  pro¬ 
pose  to  substantiate  them,  I  shall  feel  it  my  duty  to 
place  before  the  House  a  resolution  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  I  am  sure  the  House  will 
be  convinced  from  what  fell  from  the  lips  of 
my  hon.  friend  (Mr.  Somerville)  that  he  has  every 
intention  of  doing  what  is  fair  as  between  himself 
and  the  hon.  member  for  Toronto  (Mr.  Denison). 
Perhaps  I  am  to  some  extent  responsible  in  this 
matter  myself.  In  the  month  of  January  last  I 
received  a  letter  from  this  man  Slater  stating  that 
he  had  been  very  badly  used  by  the  member  for 
Toronto,  who,  I  believe,  had  been  his  colonel,  that 
he  had  been  prosecuted  and  convicted  on  false 
testimony,  and  further  that  false  certificates  had 
been  given  in  the  regiment,  and  he  wanted  to  place 
these  matters  in  my  hands  in  order  to  obtain  justice. 

I  answered  at  once  to  Mr.  Slater  that  I  would  be 
very  slow  to  believe  anything  wrong  on  the  part  of 
the  hon.  member  for  West  Toronto  (Mr.  Denison). 

I  have  not  had  very  much  acquaintance  with  the 
hon.  gentleman,  I  have  only  known  him  as  a  colleague 
in  this  House,  but  I  would  not  believe  that  he  had 
misappropriated  public  moneys  or  anything  of  that 


kind.  At  the  same  time,  the  hon.  gentleman  is  human, 
he  deals  with  soldiers,  and  as  this  man  complained 
that  he  was  badly  treated,  without  believing  that  it 
was  true,  without  knowing  whether  it  was  true 
or  not,  I  stated  in  my  answer  to  him  that  I  would 
be  slow  to  believe  anything  against  the  member  for 
Toronto,  but  I  said  Parliament  was  opened  to  him 
as  to  any  one  else,  and,  if  he  had  a  real  complaint 
to  make,  I  would  take  charge  of  it.  The  matter 
remained  in  that  shape  until  I  received  a  letter 
from  my  friend  Mr.  Dewart,  a  young  lawyer  of 
Toronto,  and  with  it  I  received  a  batch  of  papers 
which  I  placed  in  the  hands  of  my  hon.  friend  from 
Brant  (Mr.  Somerville).  I  never  knew  what  was 
in  them  until  I  heard  them  read  in  this  House. 
The  hon.  member  for  Toronto  was  altogether 
wrong  in  thinking  that  the  hon.  member  for  Brant 
had  these  papers  in  his  possession  last  session. 

Mr.  COATSWORTH.  The  man  saw  me  shortly 
after  my  election  and  showed  me  papers,  last  year, 
similar  to  those  which  were  read  this  session,  and 
I  understood  that  a  similar  batch  of  papers  was 
sent  to  all  the  members  of  the  House.  The  member 
for  Lennox  (Mr.  Wilson)  tells  me  Mr.  Trow  had 
them  last  year.  I  certainly  understood  that  every 
member  on  both  sides  of  the  House  was  in  posses¬ 
sion  of  them  last  year.  I  feel  sure  they  have  been 
simply  resworn  to  make  them  fresh. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  My  hon.  friend  says  that  he 
read  these  affidavits  hastily.  He  explained  the 
other  day,  and  he  explains  again  to-day,  that  he 
had  no  intention  of  conveying  the  impression  to 
the  House  that  the  hon.  member  for  Toronto 
should  be  guilty  of  such  a  low  offence  as  to  appro¬ 
priate  public  moneys.  He  stated  that  the  other 
day,  and  he  reiterates  his  statement  to-day.  All 
I  understood  him  to  mean  the  other  day  was  that 
there  had  been  irregularities  in  the  Militia  Depart¬ 
ment,  and  also  in  the  regiment  in  which  the  hon. 
gentleman  belongs.  Irregularities  may  happen 
everywhere,  but  surely  that  does  not  at  all  imply 
that  the  hon.  member  for  Toronto  is  guilty  of  an 
offence.  My  hon.  friend  does  not  at  all  say  that 
he  intended  to  charge  anything  of  the  kind  against 
the  member  for  Toronto.  Now,  in  face  of  the 
repudiation  which  he  has  made  of  all  intention  of 
saying  anything  against  the  honour  of  the  member 
for  Toronto,  it  seems  to  me  that  his  explanation 
has  gone  as  far  as  the  House  is  entitled  to  exact.  I 
hope  that  after  such  a  frank  explanation  on  the 
part  of  my  hon.  friend,  the  matter  will  be  allowed 
to  rest  where  it  is. 

Mr.  LISTER.  I  have  looked  over  the  Hansard 
and  I  fail  to  find  any  such  charge  as  the  Minister 
of  Justice  mentions. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  In  the  declaration. 

Mr.  LISTER.  There  are  no  charges  made  in 
the  Hansard  by  the  hon.  member  for  Brant  against 
the  member  for  West  Toronto. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  That  is  the  worst 
way  in  which  to  make  charges  in  the  House. 

Mr.  COCKBURN.  I  regret  exceedingly  that 
the  hon.  member  for  North  Brant  (Mr.  Somerville) 
has  not  considered  it  his  duty,  after  the  explana¬ 
tions  that  have  been  made,  to  offer  an  unqualified 
apology  to  this  House  and  to  my  brother  member 
for  West  Toronto  (Mr.  Denison)  for  the  language 
which  he  used  and  the  charges  which  he  made.  I 
am  emboldened  to  think  that  he  will  yet  do  so, 
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from  the  language  that  was  used  in  this  House 
about  eight  and  forty  hours  ago  by  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  who  has  the  honour  of  leading  Her  Majesty’s 
loyal  Opposition.  He  then  told  us  : 

“  There  is  an  unwritten  law  of  Parliament  which  ex¬ 
pects  every  member  of  this  House  to  act  as  a  gentleman  ; 
and  the  common  sense  of  the  country  will  expect  that  if 
any  member  should  be  guilty  of  making  such  a  foul  charge 
against  another  without  having  strong  reasons  for  making 
it,  and  good  evidence  to  support  it,  he  will  not  be  fit  to 
associate  with  gentlemen,  and  he  ought  to  be  expelled 
from  the  House.” 

These  are  the  words,  and  they  are  memorable  words, 
of  the  leader  of  the  Opposition,  and  they  do  credit 
to  his  heart  and  credit  to  those  gentlemanly  in¬ 
stincts  with  which  he  has  always  conducted  the 
Opposition  in  this  House.  I  trust  that  his  follower 
from  North  Brant,  however  humble  he  may  be, 
however  impervious  he  may  be  to  such  influences — 

Some  lion.  MEMBERS.  Order. 

Mr.  COCKBURN.  I  am  in  order  ;  Sir,  I  say  I 
trust  that  this  gentleman  will  try,  as  far  as  in  him 
lies,  to  imbibe  some  of  that  spirit  which  has  been 
inculcated  here  only  eight  and  forty  hours  ago  by 
the  hon.  gentleman  whom  he  now  professes  to  obey 
as  his  leader.  Sir,  since  the  debate  opened  the 
other  evening,  I  have  had  an  opportunity  of  paying 
a  running  visit  to  Toronto,  and  I  can  assure  you 
that  the  charges  made  by  the  hon.  member  for 
North  Brant  are  there  regarded  with  both  ridicule 
and  abhorrence.  There  is  no  family  in  Toronto, 
no  family  in  the  whole  of  Ontario,  that  stands 
higher  in  public  esteem  than  the  family  of  the 
Denisons.  For  seventy  years  they  have  stood  in 
the  front  as  the  defenders  of  their  country,  and  in 
every  clime,  in  Canada,  in  Britain,  in  India,  every¬ 
where  they  have  been  ready  to  shed  their  blood 
and  to  give  their  means  for  the  defence  of  the 
country.  They  are  sprung  from  a  good,  sound 
stock,  they  are  sprung  from  the  old  U.  E.  Loyal¬ 
ists,  and  they  have  never  done  anything,  directly 
or  indirectly,  to  my  knowledge,  or  to  the  know¬ 
ledge  of  any  one,  except  the  hon.  member  for  North 
Brant,  which  would  befoul  the  escutcheon  which 
they  have  borne  so  bravely  before  them.  Sir,  he 
has  tried  to  explain  to  us  the  irregularity  which 
he  alleges  to  have  occurred  with  reference  to  the 
pay-list.  I  hold  in  my  hand  the  pay-list  itself 
which  explains  the  matter  most  clearly.  I  find 
there  the  officers  mentioned  as  having  received  pay, 
with  their  signatures  attached.  Here  are  the  names 
of  the  officers  : 

“  Fred.  C.  Denison,  Captain  and  Bt.  Lt.-Col. 

“  F.  A.  Fleming,  Lieutenant. 

“  F.  B.  Browning,  2nd  Lieutenant. 

“  Orlando  Dunn,  Captain  andBt.  Major. 

Wm.  Hamilton  Merritt,  Lieutenant. 

“  Casimir  Dixon,  2nd  Lieutenant. 

'  ”  F.  L.  M.  Grasett,  Surgeon. 

C.  A.  Denison,  Captain  and  Adjutant. 

“  John  Sloan,  quartermaster.” 

These  are  the  nine  officers  who  are  mentioned  as 
having  received  pay  as  forming  part  of  the  Gover¬ 
nor  General’s  Body  Guard.  Sir,  if  hon.  members 
are  to  be  allowed  with  impunity  to  make  such 
charges,  such  base  charges,  as  have  been  made  by 
the  hon.  member  for  North  Brant,  there  will  be 
a  sensible  lowering  of  the  dignity  of  this  House. 
We  shall  find  that  outside,  by  our  own  constituents, 
the  value  that  we  ar  e  inclined  to  place  upon  our¬ 
selves,  will  be  that  which  will  be  placed  on  us  by 
them.  Sir,  if  the  dignity  of  this  House  is  to  be 
lowered,  if  membersare  to  be  allowed  to  fling  broad - 
Mr.  COCKBURN. 


cast  unfounded  accusations  of  this  kind,  the  result 
will  be  that  in  a  few  short  years  we  shall 
find  the  tone  of  this  House  sensibly  lowered. 
So  far,  since  Confederation,  we  have  striven  to 
maintain  it  as  a  House  in  which  gentlemen  may 
fitly  associate  together.  But  if  charges  of  this  kind 
are  to  be  bandied  about,  if  an  hon.  gentleman  who 
has  served  this  country  in  the  east,  who  has  served 
it  on  the  Nile,  who  has  served  it  everywhere,  and 
has  always  been  ready,  with  every  member  of  his 
family,  to  serve  his  country — if  such  a  gentleman 
is  to  be  treated  in  this  way,  what  are  we  to  expect 
will  be  the  future  of  this  country?  What  sacrifices 
can  we  expect  will  be  made  for  this  country  by 
our  militia  men  and  officers  ?  I  trust,  therefore, 
that  this  gentleman  for  North  Brant  will  duly 
consider  the  statement  made  by  his  hon.  leader, 
and  will  consider  that  if  he  desires  to  remain  a 
worthy  member  of  this  House,  to  be  considered  by 
them  as  fit  to  associate  with  gentlemen,  to  be 
considered  as  a  person  who  ought  not  to  be  expelled 
from  this  House,  he  will  rise  in  his  place  and 
tender  that  ample  apology  which  one  gentleman  is 
supposed  to  be  ready  to  tender  to  another,  as  soon 
as  he  has  learned  that  the  evidence  on  which  he 
has  made  his  charge  is  totally  unfounded,  as  the 
evidence  has  been  on  which  he  made  this  charge. 

Mr.  CASEY.  Although  in  modern  days  the 
hon.  member  for  Centre  Toronto  (Mr,  Cockburn) 
is  a  boy  with  the  boys,  although  he  sometimes 
plays  cricket  out  on  the  green  in  front  of  these 
august  edifices,  the  instincts  of  the  schoolmaster 
survive  in  him  still.  It  seems  to  be  utterly  impos¬ 
sible  for  him  to  let  slip  any  opportunity  of  giving  a 
lecture  to  somebody.  An  hon.  member  behind  me 
suggests  the  word  4  4  scolding,  ”  I  do  not  know  but 
the  word  scolding  would  be  more  proper  under 
present  circumstances.  He  has  jumped  into  the 
middle  of  a  debate  with  which  he  had  nothing  to 
do  ;  he  has  tried  to  jump  upon  an  hon.  member 
who  lias  been  attacked  for  doing  what  he  thought 
was  his  duty,  and  has  lectured  him,  or,  as  my  hon. 
friend  has  suggested,  scolded  him.  I  do  not  know 
what  some  parts  of  his  remarks  had  to  do  with  the 
question,  but  there  is  one  portion  of  them  to  which 
I  must  refer.  He  referred  to  the  family  of  which 
the  hon.  member  for  West  Toronto  (Mr.  Denison) 
is  a  member,  to  their  long  existence  in  Toronto,  to 
their  origin,  and  to  the  distinction  which  they  have 
ahvays  merited  in  that  city.  Now,  Sir,  T  do  not 
think  we  need  to  be  told  these  things.  I  think  the 
family  of  the  Denisons  are  sufficiently  well  known  to 
the  people  of  Ontario  not  to  need  a  certificate 
even  from  the  late  head  master  of  Upper  Canada 
College.  I  think  they  are  quite  as  able  to  stand 
on  their  own  reputation  as  on  his  certificate. 
As  for  the  point  at  issue,  leaving  aside  this  chaff,  I 
think  the  matter  has  been  taken  too  seriously  by 
both  sides  of  the  House.  Since  I  am  as  old  a  par¬ 
liamentarian  as  any  hon.  member  present,  with 
two  or  three  exceptions,  I  may  be  permitted  to  ex¬ 
press  the  opinion  that  it  is  impossible  to  draw  rules 
so  strictly  as  to  prohibit  members  from  reading  affi¬ 
davits  in  the  House  and  asking  explanations  there¬ 
on,  simply  because  they  may  cast  reflections  on 
some  member  of  the  House.  It  would  be  utterly 
destroying  our  liberties  and  privileges  to  draw  the 
rules  so  strictly.  It  is  altogether  unfair  and  untrue 
to  represent  the  member  who  reads  the  affidavits 
as  having  made  the  charges  himself.  He  says, 
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for  example  :  I  have  here  an  affidavit  from 
a  man  who  is  represented  to  me  as  respect¬ 
able  and  he  swears  so  and  so,  leaving  himself 
open  to  the  charge  of  perjury  if  his  statement  is 
incorrect.  The  member  states  that  he  wishes  the 
department  in  question,  such,  for  instance,  as  the 
Militia  Department,  to  enquire  into  the  matter,  or 
he  may  suggest  that  the  enquiry  be  made  by  the 
House  or  in  some  other  manner.  I  do  not  think 
these  present  charges  are  exactly  a  proper  subject 
for  enquiry  by  a  parliamentary  committee,  but  I 
did  not  hear  all  the  explanations  of  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  Toronto  (Mr.  Denison).  In  my  opinion,  an 
enquiry  should  be  made  by  a  proper  military  court 
in  order  to  settle  the  matter  once  and  for  ever.  I 
do  not  wish  to  be  understood,  as  the  hon.  member 
knows,  as  attaching  the  slightest  weight  to  the 
affidavit  of  Slater — I  do  not  know  the  other  men. 
The  hon.  member  is  also  aware  that  I  made  no  at¬ 
tack  against  his  personal  character,  but  after  so 
much  talk  has  been  indulged  in,  the  best  way  to 
settle  the  matter  w  ould  be  to  have  an  enquiry 
which  would  settle  the  matter  beyond  all  doubt, 
especially  as  it  has  gone  broadcast  throughout  the 
country.  Now,  after  wasting  so  much  time  on  the 
subject,  we  should  accept  the  retraction  made  by 
the  hon.  member  for  North  Brant  (Mr.  Somer¬ 
ville). 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  No. 

Mr.  CASEY.  Yes.  I  am  afraid  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  was  not  attending  to  what  .the  hon.  member 
for  North  Brant  said.  We  have  already  wasted 
sufficient  time  on  this  matter,  and  I  hope  this  is 
the  last  we  shall  hear  of  it. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  do  not  intend  to  prolong  the 
debate  further  than  to  say  that  the  fullest  investi¬ 
gation  was  made  into  these  charges  which  have 
been  referred  to  in  this  debate,  and  also  in  the 
debate  which  took  place  the  other  day.  After  the 
discussion  in  the  House,  on  proceeding  to  my  office 
yesterday  morning  I  sent  for  the  General  and 
asked  him  if  these  charges  were  ever  investigated. 
His  reply  only  confirmed  the  statement  made  by 
my  predecessor  during  the  discussion,  that  they 
had  been  fully  investigated,  that  he  had  taken  up 
the  charges  seriatim,  that  he  had  gone  fully  into 
them,  and  there  was  not  one  word  of  truth  in  any 
of  them,  so  far  as  they  related  either  to  Lieut. -Col. 
George  Denison  or  to  the  hon.  member  for  West 
Toronto  in  this  House.  I  asked  him  if  I  was  at 
liberty  to  make  that  statement  in  the  House,  as  no 
doubt  the  matter  would  be  again  referred  to,  and 
he  said  I  was.  I  have  made  this  statement  in 
the  hearing  of  hon.  members  of  the  House,  in 
order  that  we  may  not  again  hear  the  desire  ex¬ 
pressed  that  a  further  investigation  should  be  made. 
That  lias  been  repeated  over  and  over  again.  Had 
there  been  no  investigation,  I  feel  no  hesitation  in 
saying  that  I  would  have  ordered  an  investigation 
to  be  held  at  once,  in  order  to  relieve  the  character, 
if  such  were  necessary,  of  the  hon.  member  for 
West  Toronto,  and  brother,  whose  name  has  been 
referred  to  so  often,  of  any  imputation,  as  I  could 
not  believe  it  possible  that  those  gentlemen  could 
be  guilty  of  that  with  which  they  were  charged 
in  what  purports  to  be  affidavits.  I  regret  to  say 
that  I  cannot  agree  with  the  hon.  member  who 
has  just  spoken  (Mr.  Casey)  or  with  the 
leader  of  the  Opposition,  when  he  says  that  the 
hon.  member  for  North  Brant  (Mr.  Somerville)  had 


made  that  retraction  which  I  think  under  the  cir¬ 
cumstances  should  have  been  made.  He  did,  how¬ 
ever,  make  one  statement  which  any  one  who  knows 
anything  of  the  volunteer  force  or  has  had  any  con¬ 
nection  with  them,  either  past  or  present,  is 
familiar  with,  the  fact  that  irregularities  may  occur, 
arising  principally  from  a  want  of  knowledge 
of  the  regulations  and  orders  which  govern 
the  force.  The  remarks  which  were  made  by 
the  hon.  member  for  North  Branc  (Mr.  Somer¬ 
ville)  in  regard  to  the  overdrawing  of  pay  by 
a  number  of  officers  would  leave  the  impres¬ 
sion  on  the  minds  of  those  who  heard  him,  and 
those  who  may  read  his  remarks,  that  there  had 
been  an  attempt  to  swindle,  if  I  may  use  a  common 
expression,  because  it  was  nothing  more  or  less  if 
it  were  done  intentionally.  It  was  something 
new  to  me,  but  when  I  looked  at  the  Audi¬ 
tor  General’s  Report — and  I  may  as  well  con¬ 
fess  I  had  not  read  it  before — I  could  well 
understand  how  these  irregularities  occurred. 
There  are  many  cases  in  which  a  battalion  when  it 
turns  out  for  annual  drill  is  not  complete — I  have  in 
my  eye  the  15th  Battalion  of  Belleville.  In  it  are 
a  number  of  young  men  who  would  no  more  think 
of  taking  the  $3.50  improperly  than  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  would  think  of  putting  his  hand  in  his  neigh¬ 
bour’s  pocket.  I  find  one  acted  as  captain  during  the 
time  the  battalion  was  at  camp  and  had  command  ; 
his  rank  in  the  volunteer  force  was  only  that  of 
first  lieutenant,  and  under  the  regulations  he  was 
only  entitled  to  a  first  lieutenant’s  pay,  but  as  he 
had  performed  the  duties  of  captain  lie  no  doubt 
thought  it  perfectly  proper  to  claim  captain’s  pay. 
I  am  informed  that  in  some  cases  the  pay 
was  drawn  with  the  consent  of  the  deputy 
adjutant  general  of  the  particular  district,  under 
the  impression  that,  having  acted  in  a  higher 
capacity,  the  officers  were  entitled  to  the  pay  of  that 
rank  of  the  position  in  which  they  acted. 
When  the  Auditor  General  examined  the  record — 
take  the  case  of  the  gentleman  to  whom  I  have 
referred  who  only  held  the  rank  of  first  lieu¬ 
tenant  but  drew  the  pay  of  captain — -he  drew 
the  attention  of  the  department,  and  on  this 
gentleman  being  informed  that  he  had  received 
pay  to  which  he  was  not  entitled,  he  paid  back 
the  amount.  That  is  the  character  of  all  these 
over-payments  that  have  been  made  so  far  as  I  have 
been  able  to  investigate  them,  which  has  been  only 
during  the  past  few  months.  I  make  this  state¬ 
ment  in  justice  to  the  young  gentleman  I  referred 
to,  and  whom  I  know  very  well  in  my  own  city, 
and  I  believe  the  same  is  applicable  to  most  of  the 
other  cases.  It  is  in  this  way  that  irregularities 
would  very  naturally  occur,  from  the  fact  that  the 
men  had  not  studied  the  orders  and  regulations 
governing  the  force.  I  sincerely  regret  that  the  hon. 
member  for  North  Brant  (Mr.  Somerville),  whom 
I  have  known  for  a  great  many  years,  had  not 
thought  proper,  after  the  explanation  which  has 
been  made  by  the  member  for  Toronto,  in  which  the 
leader  of  the  Opposition  must  know,  and 
the  member  for  West  Elgin  must  also  have 
known,  if  he  had  heard  it,  he  proved  every 
statement  which  had  reference  to  himself  in¬ 
dividually  to  be  incorrect,  and  that  he  had  the 
evidence  of  the  pay-list  before  him,  the  original 
document  which  he  obtained  from  the  department 
to  show  that  the  affidavits  were  not  correct.  So 
far  as  these  documents  are  concerned  they  are,  as 
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I  pointed  out  before,  not  affidavits  at  all.  There 
are  some  of  them  not  signed  and  there  is  no  jurat 
attached  to  some  of  the  others  ;  but  apart  from  that 
altogether,  they  make  serious  charges  against  the 
honour  of  the  lion,  member  for  West  Toronto  (Mr. 
Denison)  and  for  that  reason  after  the  evidence 
which  has  been  placed  before  the  lion,  member  for 
Brant  (Mr.  Somerville),  in  justice  to  the  member 
for  West  Toronto  (Mr.  Denison),  and  in  justice  to 
the  House,  the  hon.  member  for  Brant  (Mr.  Somer¬ 
ville)  should  have  made  an  unreserved  withdrawal 
of  the  charges,  and  I  hope  he  will  see  his  way  to  do 
so  yet.  One  thing  struck  me  in  connection  with 
this  matter,  and  it  is  rather  singular.  It  is  that 
the  member  for  Brant  (Mr.  Somerville)  said  over 
and  over  again  that  he  received  these  documents — 
affidavits  as  he  called  them — from  a  reputable  law 
firm.  The  leader  of  the  Opposition  says  that  he 
handed  them  to  the  member  for  North  Brant,  and 
that  he  is  the  gentleman  who  received  them.  I 
leave  that  little  contradiction  to  lie  settled  between 
the  two  gentlemen. 

Mr.  LAURIE R.  There  is  nothing  to  explain  in 
that,  Mr.  Speaker. 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  It  was  a  little  irregularity. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  It  is  not  an  irregularity.  I  have 
explained  to  the  House  in  what  manner  these 
papers  came  here  ;  they  simply  passed  through  my 
hands  and  I  never  looked  at  them. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Not  having  been  present  at  the 
debate  of  last  Friday  evening,  and  not  having  read 
the  debate  except  such  as  appeared  in  the  public 
press,  I  can  only  perhaps  imperfectly  add  to  what 
has  already  been  said.  I  was  struck  with  something 
that  appeared  in  the  public  press  with  regard  to 
this  matter.  I  saw  it  stated  as  a  report  of  the 
debate  in  this  House,  that  Sergeant  Slater  was  a 
person  of  loose  character,  I  forget  the  expression 
used. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  A  drunken  loafer. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Yes,  a  drunken  loafer  I  believe. 
For  some  years  Sergeant  Slater  reported  his  griev¬ 
ance  to  me.  He  called  upon  me  some  years  ago 
and  narrated  how  he  had  been  convicted  for  re¬ 
fusing  to  return  stores,  and  I  must  say  that  I  felt 
then  that  he  had  been  hardly  used  in  that  trans¬ 
action.  My  impression  from  seeing  him  was  that 
he  was  a  man  of  honesty  of  purpose,  not  desiring  to 
do  any  one  wrong,  but  of  an  excitable  disposition 
and  of  very  fixed  views.  For  example,  I  can  re¬ 
member  one  of  the  charges  that  he  thought  was  a 
very  heinous  one,  and  which,  as  at  first  explained 
it  to  me,  seemed  a  very  serious  one.  It  was  this  : 
He  told  me  that  he  was  engaged  to  discharge  some 
duties  and  that  there  was  a  certain  regulation  pay 
attached  to  these  duties  that  he  was  entitled  to, 
but  that  this  pay  had  been  withheld  from  him.  He 
made  himself  believe  that  the  withholding  of  that 
money  had  resulted  most  seriously  in  regard 
to  his  family,  and  I  think  he  said  that  his  wife  had 
almost  died  from  want,  by  reason  of  his  not  receiv¬ 
ing  the  money  which  he  thought  it  was  his  right 
to  obtain.  Not  being  familiar  myself  with  the 
militia  law,  or  the  practice  which  of  course  at 
times  seems  to  supersede  the  law,  I  made  enquiry 
of  some  militia  officers,  one  of  whom  I  think 
was  my  hon.  friend  from  Frontenac  (  Mr.  Kirk¬ 
patrick),  and  he  explained  to  me  that  the  statutory 
allowance  for  such  services  went  to  the  officer  of  | 
Mr.  Bo  well. 


the  company  or  the  regiment  as  the  case  might  be  ; 
that  it  was  for  the  officer  to  get  the  services  per¬ 
formed,  making  such  terms  as  he  chose,  and  that 
the  person  who  made  the  contract  with  a  superior- 
officer  was  only  entitled  to  such  pay  as  was  the 
result  of  the  agreement ;  the  statutory  pay  being  a 
fund  placed  at  the  disposal  of  the  superior  officer. 

That  may  be  the  law,  and  no  doubt  it  is,  but  a  per¬ 
son  hired  to  do  these  services  might  form  a  very 
inaccurate  opinion  as  to  his  rights.  This  man  Slater 
has  no  doubt  drawn  that  conclusion.  He  has  suf¬ 
fered  very  considerably  by  reason  of  his  imprison¬ 
ment,  and  domestic  affliction,  which  he  has  in  some 
way  connected  with  the  treatment  he  has  received. 
The  consequence  has  been,  no  doubt,  that  he  has 
been  over-excited,  but  he  certainly  does  impress 
one  who  has  not  had  the  opportunity  of  seeing  him 
personally  with  the  sincerity  of  his  cause.  He  has 
called  on  me  at  odd  times  during  the  last  two  or 
three  years,  and  in  the  few  times  that  I  have  seen 
him,  his  appearance  in  no  way  indicated  that  he 
was  of  a  drunken  or  dissipated  disposition.  On  the 
contrary  I  have  never  seen  a  person  in  the  service 
more  tidy  in  his  dress,  and  altogether  apparently 
more  respectable  than  lie.  I  was  amazed,  therefore, 
to  find  that  he  was  described  as  being  so  dissipated  a 
character.  If  I  had  not  had  the  opportunity  of  seeing 
him  personally  and  weighing  his  expression,  I 
would  have  been  disposed  to  attach  a  great  deal  of 
importance  to  any  communications  that  he  should 
have  sent  me,  but  having  the  advantage  of  seeing 
him,  I  must  say  that  I  feel  somewhat  inclined — 
while  not  questioning  his  veracity  or  desire  to  tell 
the  truth — to  question  the  accuracy  of  his  general 
statement.  I  do  not  know  that  I  can  say  anything 
further  in  regard  to  this  matter,  except  so  far  as  I 
have  been  able  to  discover  from  what  my  hon. 
friend  *the  Minister  of  Militia  has  said,  all  these 
allegations  have  not  been  investigated.  If  I 
understand  rightly,  the  affidavits  contain  certain 
charges,  and  the  Minister  of  Militia  mentioned 
that  the  Major-General  commanding  has  assured 
him  that  he  has  investigated  these  charges  and  that 
they  are  wholly  inaccurate  as  regard  anything 
chargeable  against  my  hon.  friend  the  member  for 
est  Toronto  (Mr.  Denison)  or  any  of  his  family. 
So  far  as  I  am  concerned  I  can  well  believe  that 
without  any  investigation,  and  if  any  word  from 
me  were  necessary  as  a  vindication  of  the  member 
for  West  Toronto  (Mr.  Denison)  it  certainly  would 
be  forthcoming.  My  hon.  friend  the  Minister 
admits  that  these  documents  contain  other  charges 
than  those  affecting  the  gentleman  to  whom  I  have 
referred. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  They  contain  a  lot  of  charges. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Did  Major  General  Herbert 
say  that  he  had  investigated  these  charges  in  all 
their  ramifications  no  matter  to  whom  they  re¬ 
ferred,  and  did  he  report  that  they  were  absolutely 
without  foundation  as  regards  any  person  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  did  not  say  that. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Then  certain  charges  have  not 
been  investigated  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  We  are  not  discussing  that 
question  at  all.  We  are  not  discussing  the  general 
charges,  but  we  are  discussing  the  imputations 
cast  upon  a  member  of  this  House.  There  will  be 
no  objection  in  the  world  to  give  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  the  result  of  the  investigation.  I  merely 
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refer  to  the  General’s  declaration  that  after  investi¬ 
gating  the  allegations  of  these  affidavits,  he  finds 
that  there  was  nothing  either  directly  or  indirectly 
that  could  reflect  on  the  reputation  of  either  of  the 
two  colonels  referred  to. 

Mr.  M  CLOCK.  I  understood  that  these  two 
documents  were  read  bearing  upon  the  estimates,  and 
of  course  some  allegations  in  these  documents  had 
no  reference  to  my  lion,  friend  from  West  Toronto 
or  to  any  of  his  friends.  Therefore,  to  some  ex¬ 
tent  at  all  events  they  allude  to  charges  not  yet  dis¬ 
posed  of.  I  understood  my  hon.  friend  from  North 
Brant  to  withdraw  any  endorsement  which  he 
might  be  supposed  to  have  given  to  any  charges  in 
these  documents  as  against  my  hon.  friend  from 
West  Toronto,  and,  therefore,  I  was  at  a  loss  to 
understand  wherein  he  had  not  made  that  amende 
which  the  hon.  Minister  of  Justice  seems  to  think 
necessary.  Therefore,  I  would  like  to  know  from 
the  hon.  Minister  of  Justice  what  more  he  thinks 
ought  to  be  done  by  the  hon.  member  for  North 
Brant  in  order  to  meet  the  requirements  of  the 
situation. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  thought  that  was 
well  understood.  I  thought  I  declared  that  the 
hon.  member  for  North  Brant  in  my  opinion  seemed 
called  upon  to  withdraw  the  statements,  made  by 
him  on  the  authority  of  these  affidavits,  in  so  far 
as  they  affected  the  honour  of  the  hon.  member  for 
West  Toronto,  and  to  accept  the  statement  which 
the  hon.  member  for  West  Toronto  had  made  in 
disproof  of  them.  But  if  that  form  of  words  did 
not  contain  that  retraction,  he  should  use  the  words 
of  the  hon.  leader  of  the  Opposition,  which  he  was 
supposed  to  have  used,  but  which  he  had  not  used 
at  all. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  do  not  know  what  took  place 
before  I  came  into  the  Chamber,  but  I  thought 
that  the  hon.  member  for  North  Brant  had  with¬ 
drawn  the  charges. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  He  said  he  regretted 
having  used  two  words  which  imputed  perjury. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  What  other  charges  are  con¬ 
tained  in  the  documents  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  Certifying  falsely  to 
papers  for  the  purpose  of  getting  money,  and  mali¬ 
ciously  prosecuting  a  man  in  order  to  screen  him¬ 
self  from  a  charge. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  There  is  something  definite 
now  for  the  hon.  member  for  North  Brant  to  go 
upon.  I  must  say,  with  regard  to  the  prosecution 
in  question,  that  it  was  in  my  judgment  a  mistake." 
It  was  an  unnecessary  prosecution,  I  think.  While 
it  may  have  been  considered  necessary  for  purposes 
of  discipline,  it  seems  to  me  harsh  treatment  of  a 
good,  honest  citizen  and  soldier.  Now,  I  would 
say  in  conclusion,  that  the  hon.  member  for  North 
Brant  was  only  doing  his  duty,  if  he  believed  in 
the  truth  of  these  statements,  in  bringing  them  to 
the  attention  of  the  House.  Perhaps,  if  it  oc¬ 
curred  to  him  he  might  have  adopted  some  other 
course,  or  made  fuller  enquiry,  if  he  had  known, 
as  perhaps  those  belonging  to  Toronto  would  have 
known,  that  Sergt.  Slater  may  not  have  been  as 
careful  in  the  use  of  language  as  one  ought  to  be. 
But,  under  the  circumstances  in  which  he  received 
the  documents,  coming  to  him  duly  accredited  as 
they  did,  and  in  which  he,  somewhat  inad¬ 
vertently,  without^  great  consideration  and  pre¬ 


meditation,  brought  them  to  the  attention 
of  the  House,  it  appears  to  me  that  he 
has  done  all  that  he  ought  to  be  called  upon  to 
do  in  stating  as  far  as  he  can  wherein  these  are 
in  error.  If  he  has  not  covered  the  points  men¬ 
tioned  by  the  hon.  Minister  of  Justice  in  words,  I 
am  sure  that  he  will  be  ready  to  do  so  if  he  feels 
called  upon.  But  I  suppose  he  is  not  expected  to 
plead,  as  in  a  court  of  law,  with  minute  detail.  I 
presume  it  is  sufficient  for  him  to  say  that  no  wrong 
was  intended.  Members  of  Parliament  are  often 
called  upon  to  air  grievances  ;  and  if  every  time 
they  do  air  a  grievance  which  afterwards  turns  out 
to  be  unfounded,  they  are  to  be  brought  before  the 
House,  intimidated,  and  threatened  with  resolu¬ 
tions,  what  is  to  become  of  the  rights  of  the  people  ? 
The  Minister  of  Justice  threatens  to  do  something 
terrible.  He  is  going  to  bring  a  resolution  before 
the  House.  Now,  that  is  a  species  of  intimidation 
which  is  unworthy  of  the  hon  gentleman.  He  laughs. 
Probably  it  may  be  fun  to  him,  because  he  has  a 
majority  that  will  do  pretty  much  what  he  likes 
and  what  he  wants  them  to  do.  At  the  same  time 
it  is  not  the  way,  I  submit,  to  conduct  parlia¬ 
mentary  proceedings.  Members  of  the  House 
do  not  become  personal  guarantors  of  the 
correctness  of  the  information  which  they 
receive.  If  it  comes  to  them  duly  accredited, 
endorsed  as  it  were  by  the  oath  of  the  people  who 
send  it,  and  if  they  have  no  reason  to  suppose  that 
it  is  incorrect,  I  would  like  to  know  what  their 
duty  is.  If  there  is  any  class  of  members  in  the 
House  whose  duty  it  is  to  bring  grievances  to  the 
attention  of  Parliament,  it  is  the  members  of  the 
Opposition  ;  and  when  my  hon.  friend  from  North 
Brant  received  those  documents  from  the  hands  of 
my  hon.  friend  the  leader  of  the  Opposition,  ac¬ 
companied  as  they  were  by  a  communication  from 
a  reputable  law  firm  of  the  city  of  Toronto,  and 
they  impressed  upon  his  mind  the  existence  of  a 
wrong,  he  was  not  to  blame  if  he  thought  his 
proper  course  was  to  do  what  he  did  ;  and  now 
that  the  matter  has  been  brought  to  his  attention, 
and  a  refutation  has  been  made,  which  I  am  sure 
we  all  accept,  the  remarks  that  have  fallen  from 
the  hon.  member  from  North  Brant  ought,  I  think, 
to  satisfy  every  reasonable  person. 

Mr.  DAVIN.  I  think,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  it  is 
greatly  to  be  regretted  that  my  hon.  friend  from 
North  York  (Mr.  Mulock)  has  spoken  in  the  tone 
he  has  on  this  subject.  The  question  before  the 
House  is  not  the  character  of  Mr.  Slater,  nor  even 
the  character  of  my  hon.  friend  from  North  Brant 
(Mr.  Somerville).  The  question  before  the  House 
at  this  moment  is  the  honour  and  dignity  of  this 
House.  It  was  a  serious  thing,  although  the  hon. 
member  for  North  York  does  not  seem  to  think  so, 
for  an  hon.  member  of  this  House  to  read — I  heard 
them  myself — affidavits  grossly  libelling  a  member 
of  this  House,  without  one  word  of  comment  to 
show  that  he  did  not  entirely  endorse  them.  But 
it  is  a  much  more  serious  thing,  after  the  hon. 
member  for  West  Toronto  has  shown  to  a  demon¬ 
stration  that  there  was  not  a  tittle  of  ground  for 
those  gross  libels,  for  the  hon.  member  for  North 
Brant  to  rise  in  his  place  and  say  that  he 
regretted  using  one  or  two  words,  instead  of  frankly 
and  fully  withdrawing  the  libels  that  were  contained 
in  those  affidavits.  I  regret  very  much  that  my 
hon.  friend  from  North  York  and  my  hon.  friend 
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from  West  Elgin  spoke  in  the  manner  they  did.  I 
think,  Sir,  it  shows  that  there  is  in  the  House  a 
want  of  appreciation  of  wliat  is  due  to  the  dignity 
of  this  assembly,  and  I  must  say  this  :  that  no  man 
can  have  occupied  a  seat  in  this  House  for  three  or 
four  sessions  as  I  have  done  without  having  seen 
that  there  is  in  some  hon.  members  a  desire  to  libel 
other  members  of  this  House — a  desire  to  make 
charges  affecting  the  character  of  members  of  this 
House  and  to  let  them  go  broadcast  throughout  the 
country,  and  in  that  way  to  lower  the  dignity  of 
the  House  and  injure  its  efficiency.  I  repeat  that 
the  question  is  one  affecting  the  honour  and  dignity 
of  the  House.  It  is  a  serious  one,  and  if  the  hon. 
member  for  North  Brant  does  not  fully  withdraw 
the  libellous  statements  made  in  those  affidavits, 
the  House  ought  not  to  be  satisfied. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  I  would  just  say,  with 
regard  tothe  hon.  member  for  Assiniboia  (Mr.  Davin) 
that  when  1  want  to  add  to  my  dignity  as  a  legis¬ 
lator,  I  will  not  go  to  his  school. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Order. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  I  think  I  am  perfectly  in 
order. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  If  the  lion,  gentleman  wishes 
to  add  to  his  retraction  he  can  do  so,  but  he  cannot 
go  further. 

Mr.  CHARLTON  moved  the  adjournment  of 
the  debate. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  I  would  just  say  to  the 
hon.  member  for  Centre  Toronto  that  when  I  want 
to  learn  dignity  and  lessons  as  a  gentleman  I  will 
go  to  another  master  than  to  him,  because  I  think 
his  manner  is  so  pompous,  it  would  not  at  all  be  an 
acquisition.  Now,  with  regard  to  this  matter,  I 
distinctly  declared,  all  through  the  debate  the  other- 
night,  when  these  declarations  or  affirmations  were 
being  read,  that  I  repudiated  any  responsibility 
for  them. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  Why  did  you  read  them  ? 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  You  said  you  believed 
they  were  true. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  I  read  them  as  coming 
from  parties  who,  I  believed,  ought  to  be  credited, 
but  I  have  no  desire  to  prolong  this  debate  at  all, 
as  you  may  well  suppose,  Mr.  Speaker.  I  would 
just  say  this  :  that,  so  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I 
understood  that  I  had,  as  far  as  the  hon.  member 
for  West  Toronto  is  concerned,  withdrawn  any 
charges  with  regard  to  his  character.  I  had  no* 
intention,  as  I  said  before,  of  imputing  any¬ 
thing  against  the  character  of  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man,  and  I  believe  it  is  my  duty  to  say  that, 
as  far  as  he  is  personally  concerned,  I  am  perfectly 
satisfied  with  the  explanation  he  has  made.  I  do 
not  understand  exactly  what  the  hon.  Minister  of 
Justice  meant  with  regard  to  my  not  having  with¬ 
drawn  what  I  ought  to  have  withdrawn,  because  I 
thought,  when  I  made  my  former  statement,  that  I 
had  withdrawn  these  charges,  so  far  as  the  hon. 
member  for  West  Toronto  is  personally  concerned. 

I  wish  to  say  here  that  I  am  not  driven  to  this  ex¬ 
planation  by  any  of  the  threats  made  against  me  in 
this  matter.  I  make  this  explanation  ;  if  it  does  not 
satisfy  the  House  I  cannot  go  any  further. 

Amendment,  to  adjourn  debate,  negatived. 

Mr.  Davin. 


Main  motion  agreed  to,  and  House  again  resolved 
itself  into  Committee  of  Supply. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Militia  Clothing  and  Overcoats . $80,000 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  see  that  the  General  states  in 
his  report  : 

“  The  clothing  is  fairly  good  in  quality,  but  the  system 
of  issue  is  open  to  great  objections.  It  is  complicated, 
expensive  and  suits  nobody.  I  am  of  opinion  economy 
and  efficiency  would  be  better  served,  were  an  annual 
allowance  in  money  granted  the  city  corps  to  enable  them 
to  supply  their  own  clothing,  the  responsibility  of  strict 
inspection  of  such  clothing  being  placed  on  the  inspecting 
officers.” 

I  would  ask  for  some  information  as  to  what  is  the 
present  system  of  issue.  I  notice  that  the  General 
speaks  of  the  clothing  as  being  only  fairly  good. 
Considering  what  has  been  said  about  the  advan¬ 
tage  of  having  all  the  clothing  made  in  Canada, 
and  considering  it  is  made  by  a  firm,  the  leading 
member  of  which  is  a  prominent  member  of  this 
Parliament  in  another  place,  we  ought  to  expect 
something  better  than  fairly  good. 

Mr.  BOW  ELL.  I  am  not  able  to  answer  that 
question  as  satisfactorily  as  I  should  like.  I  have 
not  heard  any  complaint  about  the  quality  of  the 
clothing  for  some  yeai’s.  There  was  a  period  when 
great  complaint  was  made,  but  at  the  last  investi¬ 
gation  in  the  Public  Accounts  Committee,  it  was 
shown  that  the  cloth  out  of  which  the  tunics  and 
overcoats  are  to  be  made  is  a  great  deal  better  than 
that  which  was  imported  from  Great  Britain.  The 
suggestion  that  the  city  corps  should  be  given  an 
allowance  with  which  to  purchase  their  own  cloth¬ 
ing  is  not  a  practical  one,  because  it  would  destroy 
uniformity,  as  there  would  be  any  amount  of 
diversity  in  colour  and  cloth.  The  system  of 
issue  is  that  which  has  prevailed  for  years.  The 
clothing  when  issued  is  for  five  years,  at  the  expira¬ 
tion  of  which  it  is  renewed.  Hon.  gentlemen  who 
have  served  in  camp  must  admit  that  five  years  is 
a  pretty  long  time  to  ask  a  volunteer  to  wear  his 
coat  if  used  in  camp  every  year.  Of  course  city 
corps,  which  do  not  attend  camp,  do  not  wear  out 
their  clothing  to  the  same  extent  as  those  volun¬ 
teers  who  drill  in  camp. 

Mr.  CASEY".  As  the  hon.  gentleman  knows, 
the  men  in  camp  have  simply  to  lie  on  a  blanket 
spread  on  the  ground,  and  in  wet  weather  that  often 
amounts  to  lying  in  water  and  being  soaked  through, 
on  one  side  at  least.  It  would  be  good  economy  to 
take  some  means  of  making  the  tents  more  com¬ 
fortable  and  thus  save  the  clothing.  The  hon. 
gentleman  recommends  that  the  rural  corps  should 
have  an  issue  of  clothing  every  three  years,  and  I 
think  he  is  going  near  what  ought  to  be.  Certainly 
if  the  rural  corps  have  to  go  to  camp  as  they  do 
now,  they  will  require  new  clothes  every  three  years. 
In  the  case  of  city  corps  which  do  not  go  to  camp, 
of  course  the  case  is  different. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Are  these  supplies  obtained  by 
tender  or  how  ? 

Mr.  BOW  ELL.  I  understand  that  tenders  were 
asked  for  the  supply  of  the  cloth  and  the  clothing 
and  that  they  extend  from  the  1st  of  January,  1891, 
for  three  years. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Who  were  the  tenderers,  and 
who  has  the  contract  ? 
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Mr.  BOWELL.  The  contract  for  the  cloth  for 
tunics  was  given  to  the  Almonte  Woollen  Mill  Com¬ 
pany  ;  that  for  the  tunic  sei’ge  was  given  to  Doull  & 
Gibson  of  Halifax  ;  for  cloth  for  the  trousers  to  the 
Almonte  Woollen  Mill  Company  and  to  H.  Shorey 
&  Co.  of  Montreal,  and  also  to  Doull  &  Gibson  of 
Halifax  ;  the  contract  for  breeches  was  given  to 
O’Brien  &  Co. ,  of  Montreal,  and  the  contract  for 
chevrons  to  the  Almonte  Woollen  Mills.  These 
parties  furnished  the  cloth  and  got  the  articles 
made. 

Mr.  PRIOR.  I  would  call  the  attention  of  the 
Minister  to  the  fact  that  the  artillery  is  worthy  of 
having  an  issue  of  clothing  much  oftener  than  the 
infantry.  As  he  knows,  the  artillery  have  to  drill 
with  big  guns  and  have  far  more  heavy  work  to  do 
than  the  infantry,  and,  if  the  infantry  can  get 
along  with  an  issue  of  clothing  every  five  years, 
the  artillery  ought  to  have  an  issue  at  least  every 
three  years.  A  year  or  two  ago  the  Minister  of 
Militia  promised  us  that  he  would  see  that  an  issue 
of  fatigue  clothing  was  made  for  the  artillery  in 
which  they  might  do  their  repository  drill.  As 
yet,  we  have  not  seen  any  of  that  fatigue  uniform, 
and  I  do  not  know  if  any  has  been  ordered,  but  I 
call  the  attention  of  the  Minister  of  Militia  to  the 
fact  that  at  present,  as  1  know  in  my  own  brigade, 
the  uniforms  of  the  artillery  are  almost  unfit  to  be 
seen  in  public,  and  that  is  not  because  they  have 
not  been  taken  care  of,  but  because  so  much  work 
has  been  done  by  the  men  wearing  them.  I  hope 
the  Minister  will  see  that  we  have  fatigue  uniforms 
for  repository  duty,  so  that  we  may  preserve  the 
ordinary  uniforms  for  public  use. 

Sir  ADOLPHE  CARON.  I  think  possibly  my 
lion,  friend  is  going  beyond  the  promises  I  made. 
I  stated,  and  I  still  believe,  that  it  would  be  econ¬ 
omy  to  have  fatigue  uniforms  issued  to  the  artillery, 
from  the  fact  that  to  my  mind  there  would  be  an 
economy  if,  apart  from  the  ordinary  tunic,  that 
branch  of  the  force  had  a  cheap  fatigue  uniform 
served  out  to  them.  I  believe  I  stated  to  the  hon. 
gentleman  on  more  than  one  .  occasion  that  I  was  in 
the  hands  of  Parliament,  and  that,  if  Parliament 
would  extend  the  vote  so  as  to  enable  me  to  get 
that  fatigue  uniform,  I  would  be  happy  to  serve  it 
out  to  the  artillery.  I  may  say  to  my  hon.  friend 
who  now  represents  the  department  that  I  think 
he  will  find,  on  looking  into  the  different  branches 
of  that  department,  that  as  a  question  of  economy 
outside  of  any  other  consideration  it  would  pay  the 
department  to  issue  these  fatigue  uniforms  instead 
of  having  the  men  go  through  their  heavy  gun  drill 
in  the  ordinary  uniforms. 

Mr.  ALLAN.  I  understand  the  hon.  gentleman 
to  say  that  these  uniforms  are  secured  by  contract. 
I  should  like  to  know  what  mode  is  adopted  to  get 
these  contracts  awarded.  Are  firms  throughout 
the  country  asked  to  tender,  or  in  what  way  are  the 
contracts  let  ? 

Sir  ADOLPHE  CARON.  As  the  contracts 
were  given  out  when  I  was  administering  that 
department,  I  may  state  that,  upon  the  full 
reports  of  all  the  officers  of  the  department,  it  was 
considered  that  it  was  better  in  the  public  interest 
to  give  the  contracts  to  firms  who,  for  the  purpose 
of  carrying  out  fully,  as  they  have  done,  the  con¬ 
tracts  confided  to  them  by  the  (government,  had 
gone  to  large  expense  to  obtain  machinery  for  the 


purpose.  When  I  was  first  called  upon  to  take 
charge  of  the  department,  tenders  for  clothing  w  ere 
called  for  every  year.  I  can  safely  say  that,  by 
consulting  the  official  records  and  the  blue-books, 
when  that  system  obtained  in  Canada,  the  depart¬ 
ment  lost  severely  from  the  fact  that  men  tendered 
who  had  no  means  to  carry  out  their  contracts  and 
tendered  at  lower  prices  than  they  could  fulfil  their 
contracts  for,  and  they  failed  in  that,  and  the  force 
had  not  only  to  be  equipped  but  uniformed,  so  that 
at  a  moment  it  became  necessary  forthedepartment 
atany  cost  to  get  the  uniforms  which  the  contractors 
had  failed  to  provide  and  which  we  had  to  furnish 
to  the  force.  I  express  this  opinion  from  my  expe¬ 
rience  of  12  years  presiding  over  that  department. 

I  believe  that  it  is  in  the  interest  of  the  public  to 
award  these  contracts  to  firms  who  are  prepared  to 
invest  a  large  amount  of  capital  in  this  expensive 
machinery  which  had  to  be  imported  from  England. 
The  same  thing  has  followed  in  other  countries 
wdiere  this  system  has  obtained. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Oh,  oh. 

Sir  ADOLPHE  CARON.  I  do  not  know  what 
the  hon.  gentleman  is  laughing  at.  In  England  the 
manufacturers  of  uniforms  in  Pimlico  make  a 
specialty  of  manufacturing  not  only  for  the  English 
but  for  continental  armies,  just  as  the  contractors 
are  making  a  specialty  in  Canada  under  the  newr 
regime.  But  I  wish  to  point  out  that  the  change 
was  made  upon  the  report  of  our  store  inspectors 
and  of  the  officers  in  charge  of  that  branch.  I  can 
say  that  in  my  experience  of  that  department,  the 
officers  who  advised  the  Government  to  adopt  that 
system,  are  officers  in  whom  we  can  place  implicit 
confidence,  from  their  great  experience  and  from 
the  manner  in  which  they  have  conducted  the 
branches  to  wdiich  they  belong.  I  would  still  advise 
that  the  contracts  for  five  years  should  be  given, 
subject,  of  course,  to  the  right  of  a  new  Parliament  to 
sanction  them. 

Mr.  ALLAN.  I  am  afraid  the  Minister  has 
misunderstood  my  question.  I  asked  what  system 
was  adopted  in  the  purchase  of  this  clothing?  The 
hon.  gentleman  has  given  an  explanation  which  I 
think  is  rather  hazy.  He  says  that  the  clothing  is 
supplied  by  firms  who  had  the  contract  hitherto. 
What  I  wish  to  know  is,  how  are  the  prices  arrived 
at  with  the  firms  who  supply  this  clothing,  are  the 
people  generally,  the  large  concerns  throughout 
the  country,  allowed  to  tender  ?  I  think  this  matter 
ought  to  be  cleared  up.  I  recollect  that  last  year 
explanations  were  given  on  this  very  subject  which 
were  unsatisfactory.  I  would  like  to  know  if  con¬ 
tracts  are  made  by  tender,  when  they  are  let,  how 
they  are  let,  and  how  the  prices  are  fixed  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  think  it  is  not  in ‘probable 
that  the  member  for  Essex  (Mr.  Allan)  did  not 
understand  the  explanation  given  by  the  late 
Minister.  The  present  contracts  extend  from  the 
first  of  January,  1891,  to  the  first  of  January,  1894. 

Mr.  ALLAN.  Were  they  let  by  tender  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  If  my  hon.  friend  w  ill  let  me 
proceed,  he  will,  perhaps,  be  able  to  under¬ 
stand  me.  I  am  speaking  now  particularly  of  the 
clothing.  These  tenders  were  advertised  for  in  the 
newspapers,  and  the  prices  given  for  the  clothing 
wrere  the  lowest  at  that  time.  After  the  firms  who 
now  have  the  tenders  had  been  supplying  clothing 
under  contract  prices,  they  were  renewed  without 
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further  tenders,  by  the  late  Minister  for  the 
reason  which  has  been  repeatedly  given  to  the 
committee.  It  was  thought  better  to  continue 
the  contract  in  the  hands  of  those  who  had  been 
making  a  specialty  in  the  manufacture  of  that 
kind  of  clothing.  That  is  a  point,  I  know,  that  is 
subject  to  animadversion  by  those  who  think  that 
in  every  case  tenders  should  be  advertised  for, 
so  as  to  give  every  one  an  opportunity  to  tender. 
As  I  understand  it,  all  the  larger  firms  were 
originally  asked  to  send  in  tenders.  In  some  cases 
tiie  lowest  tender  is  not  always  the  best.  Those 
who  were  in  the  Public  Accounts  Committee  when 
this  matter  was  investigated  a  year  or  two  ago,  will 
remember  that  contracts  were  given  to  parties  in 
this  city  who  tendered  at  a  lower  price  than  those 
who  had  previously  got  the  contract,  and  had 
given  satisfaction.  But  acting  upon  the  principle 
of  accepting  the  lowest  tenderer,  the  contracts 
were  awarded  to  lowest  tenderers,  but  they  failed 
to  supply  as  good  a  material  as  their  predecessors. 
For  this  reason  the  late  Minister  recommended 
to  his  colleagues  the  advisability  of  renewing  the 
tenders  for  three  years,  as  he  indicated.  For  all 
the  other  supplies  and  necessaries,  and  they  are  a 
very  large  quantity  in  addition  to  clothing,  the 
following  advertisement  was  published  in  the 
newspapers  of  the  15th  August,  1891  : 

“  Sealed  tenders,  marked  on  the  left  hand  corner  of  the 
envelope  ‘  Tenders  for  Militia  Store  Supplies  and  Necess¬ 
aries,’  addressed  to  the  Hon.  the  Minister  of  Militia  and 
Defence,  will  be  received  up  to  noon  of  Monday,  the  30th 
of  November,  1891. 

“  Printed  forms  of  tender,  containing  full  particulars, 
may  be  ordered  from  the  department  at  Ottawa,  and  at 
the  following  militia  stores,  where  also  sealed  patterns  of 
all  articles  may  be  seen,  viz.  : — The  offices  of  the  Superin¬ 
tendent  of  stores  at  London,  Toronto,  Kingston,  Montreal, 
Quebec,  Halifax,  N.  S. ,  and  St.  John,  N.  B. 

“  Every  article  to  be  supplied  (as  well  as  the  material 
therein)  must  be  of  Canadian  manufacture. 

“  No  tender  will  be  received  unless  made  on  a  printed 
form  furnished  by  the  department,  nor  will  a  tender  be 
considered  if  the  printed  form  is  altered  in  any  manner 
whatever. 

‘‘Each  tender  must  be  accompanied  by  an  accepted  Cana¬ 
dian  bank  cheque  for  an  amount  equal  to  ten  per  cent  of 
the  total  value  of  the  articles  tendered  for,  which  will  be 
forfeited  if  the  party  making  the  tender  declines  to  sign 
a  contract  when  called  upon  to  do  so.  If  the  tender 
is  not  accepted  the  cheque  will  be  returned. 

“  The  department  does  not  bind  itself  to  accept  the 
lowest  or  any  tender. 

“  A.  BENOIT,  Capt Secretary.” 

I  <lo  not  know  a  better  mode  of  asking  for  tenders 
than  this  to  which  I  refer.  The  remarks  of  my 
lion,  friend,  the  present  Postmaster  General,  only 
referred  to  the  clothing,  and  he  gave  reasons  for 
the  course  that  was  pursued. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  We  are  to  understand 
that,  practically,  the  supply  of  clothing  for  the 
volunteers  of  this  country  is  in  the  hands  of  mono¬ 
polists.  As  was  explained  last  year  by  the  then 
Minister  of  Militia,  they  had  two  or  three  parties 
to  whom  they  sent  circulars  and  asked  them  to 
tender  for  the  clothing,  and  all  the  rest  of  the 
manufacturers  of  this  country  were  deprived  of 
the  opportunity.  He  now  says  that  the  reason  for 
doing  so  was  that  these  manufacturers  have  expend¬ 
ed,  a  large  amount  of  money  in  getting  the  necess¬ 
ary  machinery.  Well,  how  does  he  know  that 
there  are  not  other  people  in  this  country  who, 
being  aware  that  large  sums  of  money  have  been 
made  in  the  manufacture  of  militia  clothing,  are 
themselves  prepared  to  invest  money  in  similar 
machinery  in  order  that  they  may  have  an  oppor- 
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tnnity  of  making  fortunes  as  well  as  other  gentle¬ 
men  have  made  them  in  the  manufacture  of  cloth¬ 
ing  for  the  militia  ?  Every  one  knows  that  large 
sums  of  money  were  made  by  the  Sanford  Manu¬ 
facturing  Company  in  Hamilton.  It  is  a  well 
known  fact  that  the  Mr.  Sanford  who  is  the  head 
of  that  firm,  made  immense  sums  of  money  in 
furnishing  clothing  to  the  militia  of  this  country. 
We  cannot  get  at  the  bottom  of  these  tenders, 
it  appears,  because  I  am  inclined  to  believe 
that  the  manufacturing  is  still  carried  on 
by  the  Sanford  Company  in  Hamilton,  and 
that  it  is  merely  a  change  of  names,  so  far  as 
the  tenders  are  concerned.  The  Almonte  Woollen 
Company  get  contracts  for  the  clothing,  and  they 
make  arrangements  with  the  Sanford  Company  in 
Hamilton,  as  I  understand,  to  manufacture  the 
clothing.  Now,  I  do  not  think  this  system  of 
doing  business  ought  to  be  encouraged.  We  have 
in  this  country  a  system  of  rings  growing  up, 
which  are  established  for  the  purpose  of  getting 
high  prices,  not  only  from  the  people  but  from  the 
Government ;  these  rings  have  succeeded  in  their 
object,  and  this  is  one  instance  in  which  they  have 
succeeded.  We  have  the  late  Minister  of  Militia 
standing  up  here  and  telling  us  that  there  are  only 
one  or  two  firms  in  this  country  that  are  capable 
of  manufacturing  this  clothing.  Well,  if  that  is  so, 
why  is  it  that  the  Government  refuse  to  ask  for 
competition  from  abroad  ?  Why  did  they  not  ask 
for  tenders  from  England  ?  Because  I  was  present 
at  the  examination  before  the  Public  Accounts 
Committee  when  the  clothing  business  was  gone 
into,  and,  if  my  memory  is  correct,  we  had  evidence 
adduced  that  the  clothing  manufactured  in  the  old 
country  was  in  many  respects  superior. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  No,  no. 

Mr.  SOME  RVILLE.  We  had  officers  from  some 
of  the  Toronto  regiments,  the  Queen’s  Own,  I  think, 
who  swore  That  they  would  not  clothe  their  com¬ 
panies  in  the  clothing  provided  by  the  Dominion 
Government,  and  which  was  manufactured  in  Can¬ 
ada,  so  they  put  their  hands  in  their  own  pockets 
and  sent  to  England  for  clothing  for  their  men.  If 
this  does  not  indicate  that  the  officers  of  those 
regiments  consider  English  clothing  much  superior 
to  the  Canadian  article,  I  should  like  to  know  what 
it  did  mean.  We  have  evidence  that  it  is  high 
time  that  the  Government  should  change  their 
method  of  contract  ;  but  it  is  in  accordance  with 
the  whole  system  of  government  pursued  by  the 
occupants  of  the  Treasury  benches.  The  present 
Minister  of  Militia  read  a  few  moments  ago  an  ad¬ 
vertisement  which  called  for  other  supplies  for 
the  Militia  Department,  and  everything  has  to  be 
manufactured  in  Canada.  I  venture  to  say  that  not 
a  member  of  the  Government  will  rise  and  state 
that  the  advertisement  was  not  sent  exclusively  to 
Conservative  newspapers,  and  that  there  was  not 
the  slightest  opportunity  to  publish  in  Liberal 
journals  this  advertisement  for  the  public.  This 
is  a  sample  of  the  whole  method  of  doing  business 
pursued  by  the  Government.  They  believe  in 
supporting  their  supporters  on  e.very  possible 
occasion,  whether  it  is  in  the  interests  of  the 
country  or  not.  I  do  not  think  the  system  of 
letting  contracts  for  clothing  is  one  that  should 
be  followed  any  longer.  The  general  manufacturers 
of  the  country  should  have  an  opportunity  to  ten¬ 
der  for  militia  supplies,  equally  with  a  few  favour- 
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ites  of  the  Government,  who  receive  information 
that  on  a  certain  day  tenders  will  be  received 
for  clothing  Some  tenders  are  accepted  for  over¬ 
coats,  others  for  tunics,  and  others  for  pants,  and 
it  was  shown  during  the  investigation  that  these 
contracts  were  changed  around,  one  firm  receiving 
the  contract  for  tunics  one  year,  and  another  year 
the  contract  for  overcoats.  What  is  to  hinder 
these  contractors  combining — in  fact,  they  have 
combined — for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  higher 
prices  from  the  people  for  these  clothing  supplies  ? 
I  am  satisfied  that  so  long  as  the  present  course  is 
adopted  by  this  Government  injustice  will  be  done 
to  the  people  of  the  country,  so  far  as  this  expendi¬ 
ture  is  concerned. 

Mr.  CASEY.  So  far  as  I  can  understand  from 
the  present  Minister  of  Militia  and  the  ex-Minister, 
tenders  were  called  for  when  the  last  contracts 
were  let. 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  Not  for  the  clothing.  I  said 
tenders  were  asked  for  when  the  contracts  were 
first  made  in  Canada,  and  that  afterwards  the 
contracts  were  renewed. 

Mr.  CASEY.  How  long  has  elapsed  since  the 
first  contracts  were  let  ? 

Sir  ADOLPHE  CARON.  I  could  not  state  from 
memory.  After  the  first  contract  had  been  adver¬ 
tised,  upon  the  report  of  the  officers  of  the  depart¬ 
ment,  the  matter  was  submitted  to  Council,  and  an 
Order  in  Council  was  passed  permitting  the  depart¬ 
ment  to  continue  these  contracts  for  another  year, 
for  which  term  they  had  been  advertised,  and  to 
extend  them  for  a  period  of  three  years.  These  are 
the  contracts  under  which  supplies  are  now  served 
out  to  the  force. 

Mr.  CASEY.  Then  these  are  not  the  original 
contracts  ?  I  find  that  some  of  these  contracts  are 
now  let  to  different  parties  under  different  names. 
When  did  this  change  occur  ? 

Sir  ADOLPHE  CARON.  During  a  long  period 
of  time  we  obtained  the  yearly  tenders,  but  during 
the  last  three  years  the  policy  had  been  adopted  of 
giving  the  contract  for  three  years  instead  of  yearly. 

Mr.  CASEY.  Up  to  that  time  contracts  were 
let  for  one  year  only  ? 

Sir  ADOLPHE  CARON.  Yes. 

Mr.  CASEY.  Not  by  tender. 

Sir  ADOLPHE  CARON.  Yes,  up  to  last  year. 
Last  year  it  was  also  by  tender,  but  the  Order  in 
Council  was  passed. 

Mr.  CASEY.  Does  the  ex-Minister  say  that  the 
contracts  were  let  for  one  year  only,  and  that  ten¬ 
ders  were  called  for  each  year  '? 

Sir  ADOLPHE  CARON.  Yes. 

Mr.  CASEY.  And  not  merely  continued  to  the 
same  contractors  ? 

Sir  ADOLPHE  CARON.  No. 

Mr.  CASEY.  Three  years  ago  an  Order  in 
Council  was  passed  authorizing  the  prolongation 
of  the  contracts  for  three  years  instead  of  one  year. 

Sir  ADOLPHE  CARON.  Yes. 

Mr.  CASEY.  When  tenders  are  called  for 
annually,  it  is  very  strange  this  difficulty  did  not 
crop  up.  The  difficulty  stated  now  is  that  there  is 
only  one  set  of  people  who  can  make  proper  clothing. 
For  some  time  they  asked  for  tenders  every  year, 
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and  changed  the  firms  round.  It  is  a  very  absurd 
idea  to  give  up  buying  militia  clothing  in  the 
cheapest  place,  which  is  undoubtedly  in  the  old 
country.  Even  if  the  tenders  were  restricted  to 
Canadian  manufacturers,  the  amount  is  too  large 
to  be  juggled  with  in  this  way.  $90,000  were 
voted  last  year,  of  which  $73,000  odd  were  spent. 
$80,000  are  asked  this  year,  and  contracts  for  this 
large  sum  were  cpiietly  continued  to  the  same 
contractors  and  new  contracts  made  with  them  on 
1st  January  last  for  three  years,  without  taking 
the  slightest  trouble  to  find  out  whether  any  other 
firms  could  make  the  goods  cheaper.  Taking  two 
cloth  tunics  I  find  the  price  is  $5  and  $6.  The 
Minister  said  the  contracts  were  let  in  January. 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  $6.05  for  artillery,  $5  for  in¬ 
fantry,  and  $5.58  for  rifles. 

Mr.  CAvSEY.  I  understood  the  ex-Minister  of 
Militia  to  say  that  the  contract  had  been  let  at  a  re¬ 
duced  price,  but  the  figures  as  given  in  the  Auditor 
General’s  Report  for  last  year,  coincide  with  the 
figures  for  the  present  year  under  the  new  contracts. 
One  would  naturally  think  that  the  firms — I  believe 
it  is  all  one  combine — which  has  had  the  contract  for 
several  years,  should  be  able  by  this  time,  by  sys¬ 
tematizing  their  work,  and  in  consideration  of  the 
profits  they  have  already  had,  to  do  this  a  good  deal 
cheaper  under  the  spur  of  competition.  Even  50 
cents  a  tunic  for  45,000  tunics  would  be  quite  a 
large  sum.  I  think  we  cannot  let  this  matter  go 
without  protest,  and  I  hope  that  when  we  criti¬ 
cise  these  transactions  in  a  friendly  spirit — I  have 
reason  to  believe  that  we  are  not  talking  to  such 
deaf  ears  as  formerly— that  the  Minister  of  Militia 
will  see  in  future  that  it  does  not  occur  again,  if  he 
has  the  good  fortune  to  remain  in  power. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  think  that  long  before  this 
we  should  have  made  use  of  prison  labour  in  making 
clothing  for  our  militia.  We  have  a  large  number 
of  prisoners  in  our  penitentiaries  and  if  the  Govern¬ 
ment  had  taken  proper  steps  to  turn  prison  labour 
in  that  direction,  we  could  have  got  military  cloth¬ 
ing  made  in  the  past  at  a  very  much  lesser  cost.  I 
see  at  page  33  of  the  Auditor  General’s  Report  that 
there  are  41  tunics  entered  as  costing  $1,373,  or 
$33  each.  What  tunics  were  these  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  The  deputy  informs  me  that 
there  are  no  tunics  bought  for  the  men  at  that  price, 
and  that  he  can  only  account  for  it  by  it  being  a 
misprint.  It  may  possible  be  41  dozen,  but  it  is 
quite  evident  to  my  mind  it  is  a  blunder. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  Did  the  Government  agree 
to  take  these  tunics  for  3  years,  based  on  the  price 
of  cloth  the  time  the  contract  was  let  ?  The  Minister 
of  Militia  will  understand  that  cloth  is  nearly  as 
subject  to  a  rise  and  fall  in  price  as  wheat  is.  What 
arrangement  was  made  for  the  change  in.  the  price 
of  cloth  during  the  continuance  of  this  contract  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  None.  The  contract  is  for  three 
years  and  the  prices  given  are  for  that  whole  time. 
I  scarcely  think  that  the  rise  and  fall  in  the  prices 
of  cloth  is  so  great  as  the  hon.  gentleman  indicates. 
The  cloth  in  these  tunics  is  specially  made  for  the 
purpose,  and  the  only  change  that  could  take  place 
in  its  value  would  be  a  rise  or  fall  in  the  price  of 
the  wool  out  of  which  it  is  made.  As  in  other  con¬ 
tracts  let  for  a  number  of  years,  the  contractor  has 
to  consider  when  he  is  making  his  contract  the  rise 
and  fall  in  the  market  and  take  the  consequences.. 
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If  the  prices  go  down  it  is  to  his  advantage,  and  if 
they  go  up  he  will  lose.  I  may  say  now,  that  it  is 
altogether  a  misapprehension  on  the>  part  of  the 
member  for  West  Elgin  (Mr.  Casey)  when  he  stated 
that  “  difficulties  arose.  ”  No  difficulties  arose  in 
reference  to  these  contracts,  other  than  those  which 
presented  themselves  in  the  inferiority  of  the 
clothing  which  is  supplied  in  compliance  with  our 
contract,  and  that  was  the  cause  of  the  great  com¬ 
plaint  that  the  Queen’s  Own  made,  and  very  pro¬ 
perly  made,  before  the  committee.  It  was  not  the 
clothing  that  was  supplied  by  the  present  contractors 
with  which  they  found  fault,  because  they  admitted 
that  that  was  quite  equa,!  to  the  English  clothmg. 
I  admit  that  the  cloth  could  probably  have  been 
obtained  a  little  cheaper  in  England  from  the 
manufacturers  who  make  for  the  world  than  in 
Canada  ;  but  that  is  a  question  of  policy,  on  which 
those  who  take  the  views  of  lion,  gentlemen  oppo¬ 
site  are  quite  ready  to  condemn  the  Government. 
For  my  part  I  prefer  to  see  it  made  in  Canada, 
even  though  it  costs  a  little  more.  With  regard  to 
the  remarks  of  the  hon.  member  for  North  Brant, 
who  never  speaks  without  attributing  improper 
motives  to  those  who  conduct  the  affairs  of  this 
country,  I  do  not  hesitate  to  say  that  while  occupy¬ 
ing  the  position  I  do,  other  things  being  equal,  he 
may  take  it  for  granted  that  I  will  always  give  the 
preference  to  a  friend,  provided  it  is  not  done  at  the 
expense  of  the  country. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  do  not  think  that  any  one 
would  object  to  the  hon.  Minister  giving  a  Cana¬ 
dian  manufacturer  the  preference  ;  but  what  we 
object  to  is  this  :  that  his  advertisement  asking  for 
tenders,  is  such  as  to  convey  the  impression  that 
tenders  would  only  be  accepted  from  Canadian 
manufacturers.  By  doing  that,  he  places  in  their 
hands — and  there  are  only  two  or  three  of  them — 
the  power  to  state  what  price  the  Government  will 
have  to  pay  for  the  clothing.  I  remember  being 
present  at  the  investigation  that  took  place  with 
regard  to  the  clothing,  and  I  was  glad  to  see  that 
Canada  was  producing  an  article  that  could  be  cre¬ 
ditably  worn  by  our  volunteers,  as  it  appeared  to 
be  both  very  well  made  and  of  very  good  material ; 
but  I  think  it  is  desirable  to  give  every  one,  both 
abroad  and  at  home,  an  opportunity  to  tender ;  and 
when  accepting  the  tenders  you  can  if  you  wish  give 
the  Canadian  manufacturer  the  preference.  There 
was  some  objection  taken  to  the  colour  of  the  cloth, 
some  saying  that  it  did  not  stand  the  sun  and 
weather  as  well  as  the  English  material.  I  would 
like  to  know  if  what  is  made  recently  is  any  more 
durable  in  this  respect  than  what  we  had  before? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  My  predecessor  informs  me 
that  the  information  he  obtained  from  the  reports 
of  those  who  have  made  inspections,  is  to  the  effect 
that  the  cloth  is  not  only  better  than  that  formerly 
imported,  but  that  the  colours  stand  just  as  well. 
A  short  time  ago  I  made  some  enquiry  as  to  the 
colour.  The  cloth  was  supposed  not  to  stand  the 
weather  as  well  as  the  English  cloth  ;  but  the 
Patton  mills  at  Sherbrooke  have  succeeded,  not 
only  in  making  a  good  cloth,  but  in  dyeing  it  so 
that  it  is  nearly  if  not  quite  equal  to  the  English 
cloth  in  colour — my  predecessor  says  quite  equal. 

Sir  ADOLPHE  CARON.  My  hon.  friend  will 
remember  that  during  that  investigation  it  was 
shown  that  the  colour,  as  he  very  properly  stated, 
was  not  equal  to  that  of  the  English  cloth,  but  it 
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was  also  shown  that  some  of  the  clothing  which 
had  been  issued  in  that  period  was  an  inferior 
article,  which  we  had  had  in  store  for  a  number  of 
years.  But  since  that  time  the  reports  sent  into 
the  department  while  I  was  still  at  the  head  of  it, 
indicated  that  the  cloth  and  the  colour  were  latterly 
equal  to  anything  which  we  have  imported  from 
England. 

Mr.  M  CLOCK.  Will  the  Minister  of  Militia 
state  the  prices  at  which  the  infantry  greatcoats 
are  supplied  under  the  last  contract,  which  was 
issued  in  January,  1891  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Cavalry,  $7.47  ;  gar  rison  artil¬ 
lery,  $7.69  ;  mounted  artillery,  $11.25  ;  infantry, 
$5.73  ;  and  rifles,  $5.73. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  The  late  Minister  of  Militia,  if  I 
heard  him  correctly,  stated  that  the  last  contract 
was  made  at  lower  prices  than  the  former  one.  He 
was  mistaken  so  far  as  greatcoats  are  concerned  ; 
and  my  hon.  friend  from  West  Elgin  says  that  all 
the  other  prices  are  the  same  as  before.  Now,  it  is 
shown  in  evidence  that  the  contract  for  greatcoats, 
which  I  think  was  let  in  1888  for  three  years,  was 
let  at  the  same  price  at  which  the  contract  was  let 
some  years  before,  when  the  cost  of  material  was 
somewhat  higher.  Yet,  notwithstanding  the 
fluctuation  in  prices  year  after  year,  the  Govern¬ 
ment  continue  to  give  the  same  prices  for  these 
military  supplies.  My  hon.  friend  the  present  Minis¬ 
ter  of  Militia,  read  an  advertisement  which  I  at  first 
thought  included  these  greatcoats,  and  he  spoke 
with  great  satisfaction  of  the  method  adopted  for 
issuing  contracts  for  military  supplies  ;  but  I 
find  that  his  observation  had  no  reference  to 
clothing  whatever,  but  that  the  supply  of 
clothing  for  the  militia  is  now  practically  in 
the  hands  of  a  ring ;  and  the  reason  assigned 
is  that  this  ring  is  able  to  do  the  work  because 
it  has  the  machinery.  How  long,  then,  are  they 
to  enjoy  this  monopoly  ?  Year  after  year  this 
ring  has  enjoyed  this  monopoly,  and  has  arranged 
and  settled  the  prices  with  the  Department  of 
Militia,  and  I  have  no  doubt  has  been  year  after 
year  making  its  contributions  to  the  election 
funds.  I  have  not  the  slightest  doubt  of  their 
friend  Mr.  O’Brien,  and  I  do  not  think  that  any  one 
will  pass  the  Almonte  Mills  either.  I  understood 
that  tunics  were  formerly  made  by  the  Sanford 
Company.  Now,  the  contract  is  made  with  the 
Almonte  Company,  but  I  understand  that  the  work 
is  done  by  the  Sanford  Company  in  Hamilton  as 
before,  the  Almonte  Company  supplying  the  cloth, 
so  that  it  is  just  a  change  of  front.  It  does  not 
appear  the  same  in  the  public  accounts,  but  the 
difference  is  merely  nominal,  and  the  same  old  fraud 
is  being  perpetrated  on  the  country.  No  attempt 
has  been  made  to  get  this  work  done  at  fair  prices, 
and  the  same  favourites  still  control  it.  Here  we 
have  in  the  Senate  a  leading  supporter  of  the 
Administration,  under  the  shelter  of  a  corporate 
style,  reaping  enormous  profits  from  the  contract  for 
supplying  the  militia  with  clothes.  We  have 
a  prominent  member  of  another  firm  that  sup¬ 
plies  the  clothing  in  this  House,  voting  the 
money,  and  this  money  which  Parliament  votes 
for  the  benefit  of  the  militia  is  being  un¬ 
wisely  and  improvidently  expended  by  the  Admi¬ 
nistration.  This  is  not  the  way  to  administer  a 
public  trust.  The  ex-Minister  of  Militia  set  at 
defiance  every  rule  of  propriety  in  the  action  he 


1349 


[APRIL  12,  1892.] 


1350 


pursued  with  regard  to  the  issuing  of  contracts. 
Year  after  year  he  relet  them  to  his  old  favoured 
friends,  without  so  much  as  letting  the  general 
public  know  about  it,  sending  out  a  private  circular- 
letter,  which,  he  says,  the  military  men  of  his 
department  endorsed.  I  would  like  to  know  how 
they  could  do  anything  else.  He  sent  a  circular- 
letter  to  Mr.  O’Brien,  his  political  friend,  asking 
what  he  would  supply  clothing  for,  and  one  to 
Doull  &  Co.,  of  Halifax,  and  another  to  the  Sanford 
Co.  and  the  Rosamond  Co.  I  believe,  if  the  truth 
could  be  got  at,  that  the  supply  of  military  clothing 
is  as  gross  a  fraud  as  there  is  in  the  service  for 
the  amount.  According  to  the  attitude  now 
assumed  by  the  Government,  there  never  can  be 
a  change.  Because  three  or  four  favourites  of  the 
Government  say  they  have  machinery  for  turning 
out  the  work,  no  one  else  can  have  any 
chance  and  the  result  is  that  the  same  prices 
have  been  paid  year  after  year  for  the  last  fifteen 
years.  In  no  other  business  would  we  find  such  a 
state  of  affairs,  and  I  do  not  wonder  that  the  ex- 
Minister  of  Militia  tries  to  withdraw  from  the 
discussion  under  shelter  of  a  newspaper  or  other 
shelter,  in  order  not  to  be  obliged  to  commit  him¬ 
self  any  further.  The  militia  of  Canada  ought  to 
know  that  the  moneys  voted  to  them  have  been 
largely  frittered  away  by  means  of  these  improvi¬ 
dent  contracts,  so  that  part  of  the  money  which 
ought  to  be  available  for  the  improvement  of  the 
force  is  converted  into  other  channels  for  the 
benefit  of  a  few  favoured  persons.  That  is  what  is 
going  on,  and  what  I  deplore  to  learn,  is  likely  to 
continue  under  the  new  Minister.  It  is  well  for 
the  country  to  know  that. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Better  wait  until  I  say  so. 

Mr.  M  CLOCK.  The  ex -Minister  of  Militia 
declared  it  was  a  sound  policy,  he  endorsed  it  up 
to  the  hilt.  If  the  present  Minister  of  Militia 
repudiates  it,  then  there  is  some  hope,  and  if  he  will 
say  he  does  not  approve  of  that  course,  a  great 
deal  of  the  force  of  my  observations  will  be  lost. 
But  if  he  allows  the  ex-Minister  to  commend  this 
practice  as  being  the  best  one  that  can  be 
adopted,  of  course  he  is  simply  carrying  on  that 
practice  and  I  do  not  see  why  we  should  have 
had  a  change  in  the  head  of  the  department  at  all. 
I  thought  when  the  Government  brought  about 
a  change  that  they  did  it  for  the  public .  good.  I 
suppose  that  the  old  policy  was  shown  to  the  satis¬ 
faction  of  the  Government  to  need  remedy  and  the 
Government,  wishing  to  make  a  change,  allowed  a 
man  more  in  touch  with  business  to  take  charge  of 
the  department.  I  supposed  the  change  was  for 
public  good,  I  hope  so  still ;  but  if  not,  the  militia  of 
Canada  will  have  a  serious  grievance  against  the 
Administration. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  Is  the  person  who  was 
inspector  of  clothing  some  years  ago  still  inspector  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Yes. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  What  is  his  salary  ? 

Sir  ADOLPHE  CARON.  So  much  per  day. 
He  is  an  inspector  of  the  Mounted  Police,  and 
the  Militia  Department  allow  him  so  much  per  day. 

Public  Armouries  and  care  of  Anns. . .  .$60,000 

Mr.  O’BRIEN.  I  would  like  to  know  upon  what 
principle  the  drill  sheds  in  the  various  parts  of  the 
country  are  looked  after  ?  I  find  that  it  costs 

43J 


$3,000  per  year  to  take  care  of  the  drill  shed  at 
Ottawa.  There  are  a  number  of  caretakers  there  at 
$1  per  day  each.  There  are  apparently  six  persons 
employed  for  looking  after  the  building,  besides  the 
expense  of  wood  and  coal,  and  the  cost  of  taking 
care  of  the  ground,  flowers  and  so  forth.  The  drill 
shed  in  my  county,  at  the  headquarters  of  the 
battalion,  costs  only  $29  per  year,  and  I  should  like 
to  understand  how  it  is  we  have  to  pay  such  a  large 
sum  for  looking  after  the  Ottawa  building.  It  may 
be  all  right,  but  it  seems  a  very  large  sum,  especially 
when  we  are  not  overloaded  with  money.  It  seems 
to  me  larger  than  the  expenditure  on  any  other 
drill  shed,  even  in  Montreal,  and  it  appears  to  be 
strange  that  so  many  men  and  so  much  material 
should  be  required  for  a  building  of  that  kind. 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  notice  that  the  pay  for  taking 
care  of  armouries  seems  to  be  very  high  in  nearly 
all  cases  and  remarkably  high  in  some  cases.  As 
a  rule,  also,  the  further  you  go  east  the  larger 
amount  is  paid  for  the  care  of  public  armouries 
although  the  number  of  volunteers  is  not  so  large 
as  in  the  west.  In  No.  1  district,  with  head¬ 
quarters  at  London,  and  including  all  the  western 
peninsula  of  Ontario,  only  $1,968  is  paid  for  the 
care  of  armouries.  In  the  next  district,  Toronto, 
where  there  are  a  very  large  number  of  volunteers, 
$3,097  is  paid.  When  we  come  to  Kingston,  where 
there  are  not  so  many  volunteers,  $4,285  is  paid. 
In  Montreal,  with  a  considerable  number  of  volun¬ 
teers  in  the  city,  $6,335  is  paid,  while  the  Quebec 
district  caps  the  lot  with  a  cost  of  $9,691  for  the 
care  of  public  armouries.  I  do  not  think  it  can  be 
contended  that  there  are  as  many  public  armouries 
in  the  district  of  Quebec  as  there  are  in  Montreal, 
with  its  larger  population  and  its  more  numerous 
city  corps,  and  yet  more  than  $3,000  difference 
exists  between  the  two  districts,  and  the  district 
of  Quebec  costs  about  five  times  as1  much  as  the 
district  of  London,  which  I  believe  includes  as 
many  volunteers.  The  fact  that  the  late  Minister 
of  Militia  represented  a  constituency  adjoining  the 
city  of  Quebec  may  have  something  to  do  with  the 
case.  Now,  as  to  the  individual  prices  paid  for  the 
care  of  armouries,  I  find  a  number  of  men  engaged 
at  $1  a  day  all  the  year  round.  There  is  not  work 
for  a  man  every  day  of  the  year  in  attending  to 
the  arms  of  a  battalion,  yet  I  find  that  the 
great  bulk  of  the  caretakers  of  public  armouries 
have  have  engaged  at  $1  a  day.  Then  I  do  not 
understand  why  some  are  paid  more  than  others. 
In  the  London  district,  I  find  that  M.  D.  Dawson 
is  paid  $50  a  month,  that  is  $600  a  year,  and  three 
men  are  employed  at  $1  a  day  or  $365  a  year  each. 
Another  salary  in  Toronto  of  $600  is  paid  to  W.  L. 
Alger.  Further  down,  I  find  in  Montreal  district 
John  Fletcher  is  paid  $2  a  day  or  $730,  because 
they  reckon  Sundays  as  well  as  other  days,  and  so 
on.  But  the  most  remarkable  payment  I  find  is  in 
Winnipeg,  where  Major  Street  receives  $1,000  for 
the  care  of  armouries  in  addition  to  a  payment  to 
J.  Mason  of  $711;  Col.  Peebles,  $500;  J.  Sutty, 
$507,  and  Williams,  $333.  I  suppose  the  payment 
to  Major  Street  is  to  enable  him  to  engage  care¬ 
takers,  but  I  should  think  even  at  Winnipeg  prices, 
he  could  engage  a  number  for  that  amount.  The 
total  amount  paid  for  the  care  of  armouries  was 
about  $36,000.  That  seems  to  have  been  the 
amount  paid  to  the  caretakers  who  look  after  the 
arms  and  clean  them  and  put  them  in  the  racks, 
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and  so  on,  because  there  was  also  an  amount  paid 
to  the  officers  for  the  care  of  arms  amounting  to 
$24,000.  The  two  items  are  kept  separate  in  the 
Auditor  General’s  Report.  That  payment  to  the 
officers  is  one  of  the  items  to  which  the  Major- 
General  objects  as  being  under  a  wrong  heading, 
and  we  all  know  that  these  amounts  go  to  support 
bands,  or  are  kept  in  the  pockets  of  the  officers 
themselves. 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  The  lion,  gentleman  has  con¬ 
founded  two  things,  but  it  is  not  his  fault  because 
it  is  the  manner  in  which  it  is  put  in  the  Auditor 
General’s  Report.  In  the  London  district  James 
Coffin  receives  $1  a  day  for  this  purpose,  but  the 
Report  of  the  Auditor  General  would  lead  you  to 
imagine  that  Mr.  Dawson,  at  $600,  was  there  for 
the  same  purpose,  whereas  Dawson  is  the  super¬ 
intendent  of  stores.  . 

Mr.  CASEY.  Then  he  should  not  be  under  this 
head. 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  That  is  not  the  fault  of  the 
department  but  of  the  Auditor  General.  Then 
Conroy  is  a  messenger  in  the  brigade  office,  Pratt  is 
caretaker  of  stores,  and  so  is  Cochrane.  Williams 
takes  care  of  the  battery  stores.  In  London,  the 
hon.  gentleman  knows,  there  is  a  permanent  corps. 
These  officers  are  receiving  $1  a  day,  and  I  presume 
are  required  the  whole  year  round.  But  that  is  a 
detail  I  have  not  looked  into. 

Mr.  CASEY.  If  these  men  belong  to  the  per. 
manent  corps  they  ought  to  be  under  that  heading, 

Mr.  BOW  ELL.  I  did  not  say  so.  I  said  there 
were  permanent  corps  stationed  at  London,  the 
infantry  school,  for  instance  ;  consequently  it 
would  require  the  constant  attention  of  caretakers. 

Mr.  CASEY.  The  hon.  gentleman  does  not 
understand  my  point.  Permanent  corps  have  their 
own  caretakers  for  their  own  arms  ;  they  look  after 
their  own  arms  themselves.  But  these  are  armouries 
belonging  to  the  volunteer  force.  If  these  men  are 
caretakers  of  stores,  their  names  should  not  be 
charged  under  the  heading  of  public  armouries. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  In  reference  to  the  point  men¬ 
tioned  by  my  hon.  friend  from  Muskoka  (Mr. 
0  Brien),  there  may  be  an  apparent  extravagance 
in  connection  with  the  maintenance  of  the  drill 
shed  here,  but  I  cannot  say  that  it  is  real.  It  costs 
more  at  headquarters,  where  there  are  public 
armouries,  than  it  does  in  other  localities  where 
there  are  none,  or  not  so  many.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  will  understand  that  the  care  of  the  armoury, 
as  in  Barrie,  for  instance,  is  paid  out  of  the  allow¬ 
ance  made  to  the  officers.  Consequently  that  would 
not  appear  here. 

Mr.  O’BRIEN.  A  battalion  like  mine  gets  $320 
for  the  care  of  their  arms.  If  the  corps  here  were 
paid  in  the  same  proportion,  they  would  get  $240. 
But  as  a  matter  of  fact,  the  drill  shed  here  costs 
the  Government  $3,000.  Now,  the  difference 
between  $3,000  and  $320  is  very  considerable.  It 
seems  to  me  that  there  is  extravagance  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  these  large  drill  sheds.  The  number 
of  men  does  not  account  for  it ;  the  quantity  of 
arms  to  be  taken  care  of  does  not  account  for  it ; 
the  size  of  the  building  does  not  account  for  it ; 
evidently  there  must  be  some  other  cause  for  it. 
I  am  quite  willing  to  leave  the  matter  in  the  hands 
of  the  Minister,  confident  that  if  there  is  anything 
wrong  he  will  put  it  right. 

Mr.  Casey. 


Mr.  CASEY.  The  drill  shed  in  Ottawa  is  used 
for  many  other  purposes.  It  iis  used  for  lawn 
tennis  and  many  other  purposes  of  that  kind,  and 
has  to  be  kept  in  good  shape,  and  the  grounds, 
around  it  have  to  be  kept  pretty.  I  would  again 
call  the  Minister’s  attention  to  the  disproportionate 
amounts  in  the  item  for  public  armouries,  paid  in 
different  districts.  He  says  that  in  London  these 
numerous  employes  are  necessary  on  account  of  the 
permanent  corps.  Coming  to  Toronto,  I  find  that 
we  spend  $3,097,  twice  as  much  there  as  at  London. 
In  Kingston  the  number  of  volunteers  is  not  so  great. 
Here,  certainly,  no  part  of  the  military  school  cost 
should  be  charged  under  this  item,  but  we  have  no 
less  than  11  men  employed  atacost  of  $4,285.  They 
have  nothing  to  do  with  the  taking  care  of  the  drill, 
shed  ;  they  should  not  have  anything  to  do  with 
the  stores,  and  they  are  charged  here  with  taking 
care  of  the  public  armoury.  If  they  are  doing 
something  else  they  are  wrongly  charged  here.  It 
is  quite  impossible  that  these  men  can  be  kept 
busy  in  looking  after  the  public  armoury.  Their 
salaries  range  from  $1  a  day  up  to  $600  a 
year.  In  Montreal  where  there  are  a  considerable 
number  of  corps,  we  find  $6,335  expended,  and 
there  are  about  14  or  15  men.  When  we  come  to 
Quebec  we  have  something  like  20  men  employed, 
costing  $9,771,  although  there  cannot  be  as  many 
city  corps  as  in  Montreal,  and  the  men  cannot 
have  as  many  arms  to  look  after,  yet  the  public 
armouries  in  Quebec  cost  over  $3,000  more  than  the 
public  armouries  in  Montreal.  It  is  a  very  queer 
condition  of  things.  I  may  be  told,  as  I  was  in 
the  case  of  London,  that  these  men  are  not  look¬ 
ing  after  public  armouries  at  all,  that  they  are 
caretakers  of  stores,  that  they  polish  their  guns  in 
the  citadel,  that  they  do  this  and  they  do  that. 
But  unless  they  are  actually  engaged  in  taking 
care  of  arms  they  are  fraudulently  charged  under 
this  item. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Not  fraudulently. 

Mr.  GASEY.  I  mean  to  say  improperly.  It  is  a 
false  pretense  to  put  them  under  this  head.  We 
want  to  know  how  that  number  of  men  can  be 
employed  in  taking  care  of  arms  in  Quebec.  I  do 
not  expect  the  Minister  can  give  a  full  answer  to 
that  question  at  this  moment,  but  when  this  item 
comes  up  for  concur  rence  I  shall  ask  him  to  give  us 
some  further  information.  In  regard  to  the  allowance 
for  the  care  of  arms,  I  am  at  one  with  the  General’s 
opinion  on  that  point.  In  speaking  of  allowances 
he  says  : 

“  Allowances  are  drawn  annually  for  drill  instruction 
and  for  care  of  arms  for  which  the  country  receives  no 
real  value.  They  are  paid  to  officials  who  are  incapable 
of  imparting  instruction  and  unable  to  give  sufficient 
attention  to  the  arms  under  their  charge.  In  the  majority 
of  cases  these  allowances  are  looked  upon  merely  in  the 
light  of  perquisites  attaching  to  the  command  of  a 
battalion  or  company.  The  fault  does  not  rest  with  the- 
officers  but  with  the  system.” 

Now,  the  late  Minister  of  Militia  knows  that  I  have 
frequently  called  his  attention  to  the  impropriety  of 
making  these  allowances  for  doing  what  really  was 
not  done,  and  paying  money  which  was  virtually 
pocketed  as  a  perquisite  by  the  commander  or  paid 
into  the  regimental  fund.  The  General  goes  on 
to  point  out  in  what  shape  these  allowances  should 
be  made.  I  eannot  let  the  item  for  the  care  of 
arms  pass  without  referring  to  it,  and  hoping  that 
the  present  Minister  will  see  that  no  money  is  paid 
for  the  care  of  arms  under  that  head  which  is  not 
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actually  spent  in  taking  care  of  the  arms  of  the 
different  battalions.  If  the  officers  require  allow¬ 
ances  for  different  purposes,  they  should  be  given 
these  allowances  under  the  proper  heads,  and 
frankly  for  the  purpose  represented,  for  keeping 
up  their  battalions,  and  not  under  the  head  of  the 
care  of  arms  or  drill  instruction. 

Military  Stores . $40,000 

Mr.  CASEY.  The  Major-General  suggests  that 
fuel  should  be  purchased  in  larger  quantities  for 
all  public  buildings.  Has  the  Minister  seen  that 
suggestion  ? 

Mr.  BOW  ELL.  The  suggestion  was  made  by 
the  Deputy  Minister,  Col.  Panet.  He  thought  it 
would  be  more  economical  if  some  department 
ascertained  the  quantities  of  fuel  required  for  all 
the  public  buildings,  and  then  tenders  were  asked 
for. 

Mr.  'McMULLEN.  We  pay  $600  annually  for 
the  renting  of  a  building  in  Winnipeg.  Is  there 
no  military  building  there  belonging  to  the  Do¬ 
minion  ?  How  long  has  this  payment  existed,  and 
is  it  likely  to  continue  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  The  building  was  rented  from 
Col.  Scott  before  the  North-West  Rebellion,  at  a 
rental  of  $600  per  annum,  with  the  right  to  con¬ 
tinue  occupation  so  long  as  it  was  required.  It  is 
used  exclusively  as  a  depot  for  arms  for  the  militia 
force.  A  demand  has  been  made  by  Col.  Scott  to 
increase  the  rental  to  $1,200  per  annum.  He  has 
refused  to  receive  the  $50  per  month,  which  has 
been  tendered  to  him,  claiming  the  higher  sum. 
My  information  is  that  the  Militia  Department  can 
hold  the  building  as  long  as  it  pleases  under  the 
contract.  Having  looked  into  this  matter,  and  an 
offer  having  been  made  to  sell  the  property,  at 
first  I  was  inclined  to  pay  the  amount  asked, 
$12,000 — it  is  a  very  large  building — but  on  second 
thought  I  was  inclined  to  the  opinion  that  the 
money  would  be  better  spent  in  erecting  a  build¬ 
ing  on  the  Government  property  near  the  barracks. 

Drill  Instruction.. . $35,000 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  have  only  to  make  the  same 
remarks  I  made  as  to  arms.  We  have  been  pro¬ 
mised  a  rearrangement,  and  I  hope  it  will  be  car¬ 
ried  out  by  the  present  Minister.  I  also  hope  he 
will  look  carefully  at  the  General’s  suggestions  and 
adopt  them,  as  they  are  common  sense  and  prac¬ 
tical. 

Drill  Pay .  $275,000 

Mr.  CASE\.  Perhaps  the  Minister  will  explain 
the  cause  of  the  increase  of  $25,000.  I  again 
desire  to  call  his  attention  to  the  Major-General’s 
Report.  The  General  points  out  that  a  broad  dis¬ 
tinction  has  already  grown  up  between  the  city 
and  rural  corps  in  Canada.  The  city  corps  practi¬ 
cally  work  on  the  lines  of  the  militia  corps  in 
Great  Britain,  serving  without  pay,  inasmuch  as 
on  entering  they  are  asked  to  sign  an  agreement  to 
turn  over  their  pay  to  various  battalion  funds. 
The  General  recommends  that  they  should  be 
recognized  as  volunteers,  as  men  serving  without 
pay,  that  the  British  volunteer  system  should  be 
applied  to  city  corps  as  far  as  possible.  He  admits 
it  is  not  applicable  to  the  rural  corps,  which  should 
be  treated  very  much  as  the  militia  are  treated  in 
England.  He  makes  a  great  many  practical  sug¬ 


gestions  which  no  doubt,  the  Minister  will  look 
over  at  his  leisure.  The  General  says  : 

“The  rural  militia  would  likewise  benefit  by  such  a 
change.  There  is,  in  that  category,  the  best  possible 
material  for  a  national  defensive  force,  and  to  it  the 
militia  system  is  alone  applicable. 

“  An  effect  of  the  existing  anomaly  is  to  make  both 
categories  of  the  Militia  dependent  for  their  pay,  on  a 
single  vote  in  militia  estimates,  without  distinction  as  to 
the  manner  in  which  that  pay  is  earned. 

“  It  appears  to  have  been  assumed,  that  circumstances 
require  the  pay  granted  under  that  vote  to  be  divided  in  a 
proportion,  which  bears  no  relation  to  the  comparative 
strength  of  the  two  categories.  Thus  in  the  current  year, 
the  proportion  of  Vote  No.  100  in  the  Militia  estimates, 
allotted  as  pay  to  each  category,  has  been  : 

“  The  rural  corps ....  44  p.c.  of  the  whole  sum. 

“  To  city  corps  ....  34  do  do 

or  a  difference  of  one-tenth  only  in  favour  of  the  rural 
corps.  The  disadvantage  under  which  rural  corps  labour 
is  sufficiently  evident,  when  it  is  remembered  that  their 
established  strength  exceeds  that  of  city  corps,  in  the 
proportion  of  3  to  1.  It  is  a  disadvantage,  moreover, 
which  is  annually  increasing,  by  the  creation  of  new  city 
corps.  A  striking  instance  of  this  appears  in  No.  2  Mil¬ 
itary  District,  where  in  the  past  year  the  city  militia  has 
been  increased  by  ten  companies,  representing  an  annual 
charge  for  drill  pay  of  $3,736.48.  Under  the  present 
system,  this  sum  must  be  withdrawn  from  the  rural  bat¬ 
talions,  whose  annual  quota  for  drill  is  thereby  propor¬ 
tionately  reduced.  The  only  manner  in  which  this  defect 
can  be  remedied  is  by  separating  the  two  categories  of 
active  militia  (as  alreadv  suggested),  placing  the  annual 
vote  for  pay  under  sub-heads  answering  to  these  cate¬ 
gories,  and  attaching  thereto  the  establishment  list  of 
each.  This  manner  of  dealing  with  pay  is  found  neces¬ 
sary,  not  only  in  England,  but  in  countries  where  the 
right  of  Parliament  to  control  expenditure  is  less  fully 
recognized.” 

As  the  General  points  out  the  pay  of  the  rural  corps 
in  the  Toronto  district  will  be  reduced  by  the 
amount  allowed  for  the  new  kilted  battalion,  and 
whether  the  new  service  justifies  this  injustice  to 
the  rural  battalions  remains  to  be  seen.  I  trust  that 
the  Minister  will  readjust  the  pay-sheet  in  such  a 
manner  that  the  rural  battalions  will  get  their  fair 
share  of  it. 

Mr.  O’BRIEN.  I  would  like  to  remind  the 
Minister  that  only  two  months  inteiwenes  between 
the  present  and  the  time  when  the  annual  drill 
should  begin.  It  is  time  that  orders  should  be 
issued  now  so  as  to  give  an  opportunity  for  those 
interested  to  make  preparations.  It  has  been  a 
weak  point  heretofore  in  the  management  of  this 
matter  that  orders  have  never  been  issued  in  suffi¬ 
cient  time  to  allow  officers  and  men  to  be  prepared 
for  their  camp  duties.  Now  that  the  spring  opera¬ 
tions  are  commencing  they  should  know  who  will 
drill  this  year,  and  when  they  will  drill,  before 
engaging  in  their  work.  I  would  urge  strongly 
upon  the  Minister  that  this  should  be  attended  to 
at  once. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  would  like  the  committee  to 
understand  that  although  there  is  $25,000  addi¬ 
tional  in  the  item  this  year,  it  is  not  for  the  purpose 
of  drilling  more  men,  but  only  to  provide  for  the 
increased  amount  that  has  been  expended  last  year. 
The  average  number  of  officers  and  men  in  the  camp 
for  the  last  3  years  has  been  19,570  and  the  average 
cost  per  annum  $274,688.  The  vote  was  formerly 
taken  only  for  $250,000,  while  it  was  actually  cost¬ 
ing  about  $275,000,  and  on  looking  into  the  matter, 
I  thought  it  better  that  the  full  sum  should  be 
voted  by  Parliament.  I  have  deducted  that 
$25,000  increase  from  other  items,  so  that  the  total 
estimate  is  precisely  the  same  as  in  other  years.  I 
can  assure  my  hon.  friend  from  Elgin  (Mr.  Casey) 
that  many  of  the  suggestions  he  has  made  shall 


1355 


[COMMONS] 


1356 


have  the  consideration  of  the  department  during 
the  year. 

Mr.  WATSON.  I  had  hopes  when  I  saw  this 
increase  in  the  Estimates  that  it  was  put  there  at 
the  suggestion  of  the  Major-General,  in  whose 
report  I  find  a  great  many  practical  suggestions  to 
the  Militia  Department,  which  I  think  this  House 
must  approve  of.  I  call  the  Minister’s  attention  to 
the  condition  of  the  three  battalions  which  we  have 
in  Manitoba.  The  91st  and  95th  Battalions  have 
never  been  in  camp  since  the  rebellion,  now  seven 
years,  and  I  think  it  is  scarcely  necessary  to  occupy 
the  time  of  the  House  by  stating  that  it  is  hardly 
possible  to  find  better  battalions  in  the  Dominion  of 
Canada  than  the  91st  and  the  95th.  I  find  on 
looking  over  the  report  of  Military  District  No.  10 
that  the  total  number  of  men  drilled  in  the  Province 
of  Manitoba  last  year  was  only  427,  belonging  to 
the  90th  Battalion.  The  91st  Battalion  has  not  per¬ 
formed  any  drill  since  it  was  organized.  The  report 
of  the  Adjutant-General  says: 

The  91st  Battalion  has  not  performed  any  drill  since 
organized. 

"  The  different  armouries  were  inspected  and  found  in 
good  order. 

“  Three  officers  of  this  corps  have  taken  first-class  certi¬ 
ficates,  and  one  officer  a  second. 

“Two  companies,  viz.,  Nos.  4  and  5,  having  become 
non-effective,  their  equipment  has  been  returned  into 
store. 

“Iwonew  companies  will  be  recommended  to  replace 
them,  one  at  McGregor,  the  other  at  Oaklake,  both  on  the 
main  line  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway.” 

This  battalion  has  lost  two  of  its  companies  and 
that  can  hardly  be  wondered  at  seeing  that  they 
have  not  been  drilled  for  seven  years.  In  respect 
to  the  95th  Battalion  the  report  says  : 

This  battalion  has  not  been  authorized  to  perform 
annual  drill  since  being  relieved  from  active  service  in 
September,  1885,  the  close  of  the  North-West  Rebellion. 

I  he  armouries  have  been  inspected  by  me.  The  arms 
are  old  and  unserviceable,  the  accoutrements  are  of  an 
obsolete  pattern.” 


Battalion  of  W  innipeg  stands  high  in  the  estimation 
of  the  Adjutant-General.  There  is  not  a  battalion 
in  the  Dominion  which  stands  higher  than  the  90th, 
and  I  have  not  the  slightest  doubt  that  if  the  91st 
and  95th  Battalions  were  allowed  to  go  into  camp 
and  drill  they  would  stand  equally  high  with  the 
90th.  It  was  remarked  here  the  other  night  that 
probably  one  of  the  reasons  why  some  of  these  bat¬ 
talions  were  not  as  good  as  they  might  be,  was  on 
account  of  the  small  pay.  I  believe  that  it  would 
be  much  better  if  we  reduced  the  number  of 
volunteers  in  Canada,  and  have  whatever  number 
of  men  we  should  have  better  equipped  and 
better  drilled.  There  appears  to  be  a  sort  of 
mock  modesty  on  the  part  of  the  authorities  with 
reference  to  reducing  the  militia  force.  If  this 
House  will  not  vote  sufficient  to  drill  the  number 
of  men  at  present  on  the  roll,  then  only  the  best 
companies  should  be  selected  for  camp  every  year. 
We  are  informed  by  the  Minister  of  Militia  that 
only  20,000  men  went  into  camp  last  year  whereas 
we  have  in  the  neighbourhood  of  40,000inthe  volun¬ 
teer  force.  It  is  well  understood  that  in  a  great 
many  cases,  although  an  officer  may  go  into  camp, 
often  the  great  mass  of  the  rank  and  file  never  go 
to  camp  twice,  and  anything  that  they  may  learn 
in  one  year  in  camp  can  be  but  of  little  use  to  them 
if  their  services  should  be  required.  In  reference 
to  the  30th  Battalion  in  the  County  of  Wellington, 
of  which  I  know  something,  I  find  that  the  Adjutant- 
General  says  : 

This  is  a  fine  battalion.  The  ranks  are  well  filled 
with  men  of  proper  age  and  physique.  This  is  doubtless 
due,  in  part,  to  the  extra  allowance  of  25  cents  a  day  per 
man  given  by  the  county  authorities  in  addition  to  the 
Government  pay.” 

Here  is  an  evidence  that  with  increased  pay  a 
letter  lot  of  men  can  be  got  to  join  the  battalions. 
In  reporting  on  the  44th  Battalion,  the  Major- 
General  savs  : 


1  would  infer  from  the  treatment  that  has  been 
accorded  to  the  91st  and  95th  Battalions  that  the 
remarks  made  in  this  House  a  few  evenings  ago  in 
regard  to  the  management  of  the  militia— not  as 
regards  the  men— were  correct,  and  that  the  mana¬ 
gement  of  the  force  is  something  to  be  deplored. 
I  presume  that  it  is  of  as  much  importance  to  have 
militia  in  Manitoba  as  in  any  other  part  of  the 
Dominion,  but  they  should  be  properly  treated  and 
encouraged  to  take  an  interest  in  their  work.  I 
had  hoped  that  the  extra  $25,000  taken  this  year 
was  for  the  purpose  of  allowing  these  battalions  to 
go  into  camp.  In  the  whole  Province  of  Manitoba 
there  is  not  a  rifle  range  furnished  for  either  of 
these  battalions,  and  the  Adjutant-General,  in  his 
report,  says  : 


.  present  there  is  no  rifle  range  available  for  t 
city  corps,  the  one  at  Stony  Mountain,  16  miles  fro 
Winnipeg,  haying  become  unserviceable  (a  sum  of  mon 
was  applied  for  from  the  Government  in  1889,  to  pla 
it  in  proper  repair,  but  was  not  granted).  The  range  nc 
used  belongs  to  the  Winnipeg  Rifle  Club,  and  the  comp 
mes  have  to  pay  for  the  use  of  it  out  of  their  private  func 
and  as  there  is  so  much  practice  going  on  by  members 
the  association  it  is  seldom  they  can  get  the  range  f 
practice.”  6 


The  Adjutant-General  suggests  that  there  should 
be  mounted  men  at  different  points  along  the  inter¬ 
national  boundary,  and  the  Minister  can  easily  see 
v  ithout  much  explanation  what  an  immense  service 
these  men  would  be  on  account  of  their  being  so 
close  to  the  line.  I  find  that  in  the  report,  the  90th 
Mr.  Bo  well. 


Very  weak  in  numbers,  of  wretched  physique,  and 
officers  ignorant  of  their  duties.  The  district  from  which 
this  battalion  is  drawn  cannot,  apparently,  maintain  its 
efficiency.” 

Of  the  56th  Battalion,  it  is  said  : 

Oi is  battalion,  did  not  improve  as  much  as  other 
corps.  The  majority  of  the  officers  were  very  slovenly  in 
neir  dress  and  appearance  on  parade.  The' physique  of 
/his  battalion  was  bad.  Many  mere  boys  in  the  ranks.  It 
appears  questionable  whether  the  district  can  maintain 
an  efficient  battalion.” 

Now,  these  battalions  have  been  inspected,  and  I 
have  no  doubt  have  been  drilled  and  in  camp  ;  and 
it  appears  to  me  a  mistake  that  money  should  be 
wasted  on  such  battalions  when  there  are  good 
battalions,  composed  of  good  men  and  well  equipped, 
ready  to  go  into  camp  every  year.  I  hope,  as  the 
lion,  member  for  West  Elgin  has  stated,  that  with 
a  young  man  now  at  the  head  of  the  department  as 
Minister,  and  with  a  new  Major-General,  we  shall 
have  an  improvement  in  the  militia.  I  think  the 
public  and  this  House  must  be  well  pleased  with 
the  criticisms  which  have  come  from  our  new 
Major-General.  There  is  no  doubt  in  the  minds  of 
those  who  have  any  knowledge  of  military  matters 
that  the  force  has  not  been  in  the  past  what  it 
should  have  been.  We  have  been  spending  a 
million  and  a  quarter  of  dollars  a  year  and  a  great 
deal  of  that  money  has  been  wasted.  I  hope  that 
the  Minister  will  see  that  the  91st  and  the  95th 
Battalions  are  allowed  to  go  into  camp.  To  refuse 
them  this  privilege  is  not  treating  them  fairly  and 
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justly.  When  they  were  called  upon  in  1885  to  go 
upon  active  service  in  the  North-W  est,  they  went 
and  performed  good  service  to  the  country,  but 
they  have  never  been  allowed  to  go  into  camp  since 
that  time.  The  lion,  member  for  West  Elgin  made 
a  comparison  between  the  amounts  allowed  to  the 
city  corps  and  the  amounts  allowed  to  the  rural 
corps,  and  I  find  that  the  Major-General  in  his 
report  appreciates  the  best  class  of  men  to  be 
secured  for  our  militia  force.  Speaking  of  the 
rural  corps,  he  says  : 

“  Powerful  in  physique,  intelligent  and  eager  to  learn, 
the  militia  at  present  contains  the  unorganized  elements 
of  a  strong  national  force.  Moreover,  in  the  men  of  the 
rural  militia,  there  exists  that  capacity  for  adapting 
themselves  to  circumstances,  and  ‘  handiness,’  engend¬ 
ered  by  practical  acquaintance  with  camp  life,  in  their 
ordinary  avocations  which  is  a  most  valuable  quality  for 
a  soldier  in  the  field.  What  is  required  is  system  and 
organization  in  every  department. 

The  Major-General,  from  his  short  experience 
here,  fully  realizes  that  we  have  in  Canada  the 
material  to  make  a  very  efficient  force  ;  he  speaks 
in  the  highest  possible  terms  of  our  rural  militia  ; 
and  I  hope  that  in  compliance  with  the  suggestions 
made  in  the  report  of  the  Major-General,  the  rural 
battalions,  particularly  those  in  Manitoba,  which 
have  given  good  service  in  the  past,  will  be  allowed 
a  sufficient  amount  of  money  to  enable  them  to  go 
into  camp  during  the  coming  season. 

Mr.  DESJARDINS  (LTslet).  I  would  like  to 
say  a  few  words  on  this  item  before  it  is  carried. 
I  joined  the  battalion  which  I  have  the  honour 
to  command  in  1867,  and  I  have  attended  several 
district  camps  to  which  my  battalion  was  ordered. 
I  have  attended  several  camps  as  a  staff  officer.  I 
have  also  followed  closely  the  training  of  the  militia 
in  the  camps,  and  I  feel  it  my  duty  to  make  a  few 
remarks  suggested  by  my  experience  in  those  camps. 
With  regard  to  the  militia  service,  as  with  regard 
to  every  other  branch  of  the  public  service,  the 
object  we  have  to  attain,  the  problem  we  have  to 
solve,  is  how  to  reach  the  maximum  of  efficiency  at 
the  minimum  cost.  We  have  a  permanent  force 
composed  of  several  corps,  and  with  regard  to  that 
the  gallant  officer  commanding  makes  some  impor¬ 
tant  suggestions  in  his  report.  With  regard  to  the 
organization  of  the  nucleus  of  a  permanent  force  in 
Canada,  my  own  idea  is  that  all  things  being  con¬ 
sidered,  subject  to  the  improvements  to  be  made,  this 
permanent  force  is  proving  a  satisfactory  success;  but 
the  schools  of  instruction  in  connection  with  it  are 
not,  I  think,  so  creditable  or  so  satisfactory.  I 
was  myself  one  of  the  officers  in  charge  of  a  military 
school  in  Quebec  under  the  old  system,  and  I  have 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  for  the  supplying  of 
officers  to  our  militia  the  old  schools  really  did 
better  service  than  the  new.  They  were  not  ex¬ 
pensive,  and  every  year  a  large  number  of  young 
men  attended  them  and  received  a  pretty  fair 
training.  Of  course  there  was  this  defect  in  those 
schools,  that  the  men  attending  them  were  not 
doing  garrison  duty,  because  they  were  boarding 
around  in  private  houses  and  earning  their  living, 
and  learning  the  interior  economy  at  the  schools  as 
best  they  could.  But  every  year  a  large  number  of 
the  young  men  were  equipped  at  those  schools  and 
fitted  to  be  officers  and  non-commissioned  officers  ; 
and  a  large  number  of  those  men  who  did  not 
obtain  commissions  in  the  volunteer  force,  or  even 
become  non-commissioned  officers,  would  go  into  the 
ranks  where  they  were  a  great  help  to  the  recruits 


who  had  not  had  the  advantage  of  attending  the 
schools.  I  think  that  one  reason  why  our  schools  are 
not  so  successful  as  we  expected  they  would  be,  is 
that  the  expenses  are  pretty  high  to  the  young  meir 
who  attend  them,  and  I  think  that  this  part  of  the 
service  should  be  revised.  Pride  in  the  uniform  is  a 
good  thing,  but  it  should  not  be  in  proportion  to  its 
cost,  but  to  the  loyal  service  done  with  it  to  the  Crown 
and  the  country.  I  know  a  great  many  young  men 
who  are  debarred  from  attending  the  schools  on 
account  of  the  expense.  Under  the  old  system  the 
men  attending  the  schools  were  allowed  a  uniform, 
which  was  not  very  costly,  and  on  passing  their  ex¬ 
aminations  they  were  allowed  $50  more  for  a  second- 
class  certificate  and  $100  for  a  first-class' certificate. 
Perhaps  it  will  not  be  very  easy  to  re-establish 
those  old  schools,  but  I  am  merely  making  a  com¬ 
parison.  What  we  want  for  the  success  of  our 
brigade  camps,  is,  of  course,  well  trained  officers, 
and  also  a  good  body  of  non-commissioned  officers. 
In  this  country  we  have  to  rely  for  many  years  on 
the  volunteer  system,  as  we  cannot  undertake  any 
heavy  expense  in  organizing  a  permanent  force, 
and  the  permanent  body  we  have  will  suffice  for 
many  years.  The  good-will  of  the  youth  of  the 
country  to  enlist  is  well  known,  but  we  must  bear  in 
mind  that  the  service  shoiild  entail  the  least  possible 
pecuniary  loss  on  the  officers  and  men.  I  am  in 
favour  of  the  brigade  camps.  They  are  doing  fairly 
well,  and  I  heartily  approve  of  the  improvements 
which  the  General  suggests.  I  would  like  to  make 
this  suggestion  :  We  cannot  expect  the  militia 
force  to  turn  out  for  the  summer  camps  for  a  great 
length  of  time,  because  the  number  of  days  before 
harvest  time  is  very  small,  and  I  question  whether 
we  could  increase  it  much.  The  suggestion  is  also 
made  by  the  hon.  member  for  Marquette  that  we 
should  have  the  whole  force  of  40,000  men  in  camp 
every  year.  I  do  not  believe  our  financial  resources 
would  actually  allow  that. 

Mr.  WATSON.  I  said  to  reduce  the  force,  but 
to  get  all  the  active  militia  out  in  camp. 

Mr.  DESJARDINS  (LTslet).  I  would  not  like 
to  reduce  the  total  number,  because  I  do  not  think  it 
is  too  large,  but  would  rather  have  the  camp  every 
two  years  instead.  The  suggestion  I  would  make 
is  this  :  I  think  we  could  utilize  the  winter  season 
for  a  regular  course  of  training  for  a  portion  of  the 
militia.  For  instance  20,000,  or  half  the  total 
number  of  the  force,  might  be  called  out  in  the 
district  camps  in  the  summer.  Then  in  the  winter 
previous  we  might  call  out  one  officer  of  every 
company,  one  non-commissioned  officer  and  a 
certain  percentage  of  the  men,  say  10  per  cent, 
and  organize  them  in  provisional  battalions  where 
we  have  headquarters  and  barrack  accommodation, 
and  where  they  would  undergo  a  regular  courge 
of  instruction,  say  for  forty,  fifty  or  sixty  days. 
Then  these  men  going  into  the  camp  in  the 
summer  following  would  supply  us  with  a  good 
staff  of  instructors  and  a  good  quota  of  well 
drilled  men,  who  would  give  an  impulse  to  the 
whole  force  in  camp.  I  made  a  little  calculation 
to  show  what  the  cost  would  be  in  the  winter  time  of 
this  course  of  instruction.  I  am  confident  there 
would  be  no  difficulty  in  mustering  the  required 
number  of  men  at  an  allowance  of  say  40  cents  per 
day.  Add  30  cents  for  rations  and  the  extra  expense 
for  officers  and  so  on,  and  you  would  have  70  cents 
as  the  whole  expenditure  which  I  am  sure  would 
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not  be  exceeded.  2,000  men  at  this  rate  would  give 
you  an  expenditure  for  50  days  of  $70,000  and  for 
60  days  of  $84,000.  I  really  believe,  if  the  expen¬ 
ditures  on  the  different  items  for  militia  purposes 
were  recast  and  reconsidered,  such  diminution  could 
be  made  as  would  meet  nearly  the  whole  of  this 
expenditure.  Thus  this  system  would  not  increase 
the  amount  required  each  year  for  militia  purposes, 
and  could  not  fail  to  have  a  very  good  result.  Our 
young  men,  of  course,  travel  about  a  good  deal  and 
change  their  occupations,  and  we  cannot  have  the 
same  men  in  camp  for  many  years  in  succession  ; 
but  I  find  the  man  who  enlists  one  year  will  always 
return  to  the  camp,  if  not  the  following  year,  the 
year  after,  if  lie  can  at  all  do  so.  In  my  battalion, 
out  of  eight  companies  strong,  43  non-commissioned 
officers  and  men  in  each,  we  have  always  in  camp 
40  or  50  men  who  have  been  there  for  15  or  20 
years  past.  If  my  suggestion  were  adopted,  you 
would  have  at  each  camp  a  number  of  well  trained 
non-commissioned  officers  and  men  who  had  gone 
through  the  regular  course,  and  who  would 
impart  a  spirit  of  discipline  and  zeal  to  the 
whole  force.  Moreover,  supposing  you  give 
2,000  men  each  winter  a  course  where  you  have 
barracks  and  drill  sheds,  you  could  call  out  in 
succession  the  commanding  officer  and  the  staff 
officers  of  every  battalion  to  take  charge  under  the 
superintendence  of  the  district  staff  officers,  and 
that  would  entail  a  very  small  extra  expense,  as 
the  staff  officers  of  every  battalion  would  be  very 
glad  to  attend  this  annual  course  and  get  there  a 
training  for  the  camp  in  the  following  year.  And 
by  calling  out  this  number  each  winter  you  would 
have  in  a  few  years  several  thousand  men  well 
trained  whom  you  could  depend  on  for  the  defence 
of  the  country.  It  is  useless  to  expect  that  we  can 
add  much  to  our  expenditure  for  militia  purposes. 
If  Parliament  were  willing  to  increase  the  amount, 
I  would  be  glad,  as  a  militia  officer,  to  support 
that  policy,  but  I  know  with  our  financial 
resources  we  cannot  afford  to  pay  very  much 
more  than  we  are  expending  now.  The  question 
is,  as  I  mentioned  in  commencing,  that  we  should 
try  and  solve  the  problem  of  obtaining  the  maximum 
efficiency  at  the  least  cost  to  the  country,  and  I 
think  the  system  which  I  have  suggested,  if  put 
in  practice,  would  have  very  beneficial  results  and 
would  tend  to  the  greater  efficiency  of  the  force. 

Mr.  WATSON.  I  would  ask  the  Minister  of 
Militia  if  we  can  hope  to  have  Battalion  91  or 
Battalion  95  drilled  this  year?  They  have  not 
been  drilled  for  some  years. 

Mr.  PRIOR.  I  cannot  allow  this  item  to  pass 
without  referring  to  some  of  the  remarks  of  the 
hon.  member  for  L ’Islet  (Mr.  Desjardins).  I  know 
that  in  British  Columbia  where  “  C  ”  school  of 
infantry  is  situated,  the  Government  are  doing 
what  they  can,  but  at  the  same  time  it  is  not  a 
school  where*  militia  officers  can  get  a  first-class 
training.  It  is  not  because  the  commanding  officer 
and  the  other  officers  under  him  are  not  perfectly 
competent.  I  believe  there  are  no  better  officers  in 
Canada  than  they  are,  but  there  are  not  proper 
appliances  supplied  to  them,  and  I  hope  the  Minister 
of  Militia  will  see  that  they  are  supplied  with  all  the 
appliances  which  should  be  supplied  to  a  school 
where  the  officers  of  the  local  militia  should 
receive  proper  instruction.  In  Quebec  and  in 
Kingston  the  schools  are  fully  supplied,  and  the 
Mr.  Desjardins  (L’lslet). 


officers  who  go  there  get  all  the  instruction  which 
they  require,  and  which  they  should  get  when 
they  are  attached  to  a  permanent  corps.  In  British 
Columbia  the  barracks  are  good,  the  climate  is 
good  ;  it  is  a  splendid  place,  and  the  physique 
and  the  training  of  the  men  are  good  ;  but  until  the 
officers  are  supplied  with  the  proper  appliances, 
until  they  are  supplied  with  models  of  ammunition 
and  models  of  all  kinds  of  things  which  are  used  in 
modern  warfare,  it  is  impossible  for  them  to  give 
the  proper  training  which  is  required  for  those  who 
go  for  a  three  months,  or  a  six  months  course,  as 
the  case  may  be.  There  is  another  thing.  Coming 
as  I  do  from  British  Columbia,  and  from  Military 
District  No.  11,  and  looking  over  the  report  of  the 
Militia  Department,  I  was  struck  by  the  fact  that 
there  was  no  report  from  the  deputy  adjutant-gene¬ 
ral.  That  district  is  supposed  to  be  one  worthy  of 
attention,  because  there  is  a  deputy  adjutant-gene¬ 
ral  there  and  an  infantry  school  is  there,  though 
the  number  of  volunteers  is  not  very  large.  We 
have  250  men,  and  I  think  I  am  correct  in  saying 
they  are  as  good  men  as  any  in  the  Dominion  of 
Canada,  but  still  there  is  no  report  from  the  deputy 
adjutant-general.  I  should  like  to  know  why  this 
was  left  out.  I  cannot  believe  that  he  would  not 
report  to  the  department.  I  know  that  last  year  he 
made  rather  a  lengthy  report,  showing,  I  will  not  say 
the  disgraceful  condition  of  affairs  there,  but  show¬ 
ing  the  deplorable  condition  in  which  the  militia  of 
British  Columbia  were  left.  I  do  not  know  whether 
it  was  owing  to  the  apathy  of  the  Government,  but 
certainty  it  was  owing  to  the  neglect  of  somebody 
that  this  state  of  affairs  can  exist.  I  know  that 
the  deputy  adjutant-general  has  reported  year 
after  year  as  to  what  was  required  to  put  the  militia 
of  British  Columbia  in  a  decent  state  of  efficiency, 
and  last  year  he  reported  most  fully  on  that 
subject,  but  last  year  nothing  appeared  as  to  what 
was  wanted  there.  Nearly  everything  he  said  as 
to  what  should  be  done  for  the  militia  of  British 
Columbia  was  cut  out.  I  do  not  think  that  is  a 
fair  thing  to  do.  If  an  officer  is  put  in  a  position 
where  he  is  called  upon  to  report  to  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  it  is  only  right  and  fair  that  his  report  should 
be  printed  in  toto.  I  was  surprised  that  last  year 
only  a  portion  was  printed,  but  I  am  more  surprised 
this  year  to  find  that  there  is  nothing  at  all  in  the 
report  in  reference  to  the  militia  in  British  Colum¬ 
bia.  I  cannot  believe  that  Col.  Holmes 
has  not  reported  to  the  Militia  Department. 
We  have  put  in  our  full  drills  in  that  pro¬ 
vince,  our  men  are  as  good  as  any  in  the  Do¬ 
minion  of  Canada,  and  I  cannot  see  why  no  report 
has  been  made.  In  regard  to  what  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  from  L'lslet  (Mr.  Desjardins)  has  said  in  re¬ 
ference  to  uniforms,  I  may  say  that  I  believe  the 
uniforms  now  in  use  are  altogether  too  expensive, 
and  that  is  one  of  the  reasons  why  we  have  so  much 
difficulty  in  getting  officers.  I  know  that  in  the 
artillery  it  is  very  hard  to  find  young  men  to  take 
commissions  who  are  not  simply  willing  but  who 
are  able  to  spend  the  money  required  for  a  uniform. 
It  takes  a  young  man  from  $100  to  $150  at  least  to 
get  a  uniform  fit  to  appear  on  parade  in,  and  if  it 
is  the  case  of  a  captain  or  a  major,  it  will  cost  from 
$500  to  $700  for  the  uniform  and  the  full  kit.  If 
we  were  to  do  away  with  all  the  gold  belts  and  gold 
trappings,  and  were  to  adopt  some  plain  blue  or  red 
uniform,  with  plain  belts  and  trappings,  the  effi¬ 
ciency  of  the  force  would  be  just  as  good  as  if  we 
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preserved  all  the  gold  lace  which  we  have  borrowed 
from  the  Imperial  Army.  I  hope  the  Minister  of 
Militia  will  see  his  way,  not  at  once,  but  gradually,  to 
bring  forward  some  means  of  altering  the  present 
state  of  affairs,  and.  will  see  if  he  cannot  give  the 
young  men  of  Canada  a  chance  to  serve  their  country 
without  hawing  such  enormous  expense  entailed 
upon  them.  I  do  not  think  it  is  of  much 
use  to  say  anything  on  militia  matters  in  this 
House  as  long  as  the  management  of  the  militia  is 
carried  on  as  it  is.  I  am  sure  that  the  Minister 
of  Militia  and  his  staff  do  their  best,  but  so  long 
as  politics  have  anything  to  do  with  the  Militia 
Department,  so  long  will  the  force  be  in  a  state  of 
inefficiency.  If  any  one  says  anything  about  the 
training  of  the  militia,  a  member  who  lias  a  city  or 
a  rural  corps  thinks  his  corps  is  going  to  be  done 
away  with,  and  he  brings  •  his  influence  to  bear  on 
the  Government.  I  do  not  think  politics  should  be 
allowed  to  interfere  in  this  matter  at  all.  We  have 
now  a  General  who  I  think  every  militia  man  in 
this  House  will  say  understands  thoroughly  his 
business,  and  who  is  fearless  in  expressing  any 
opinions  in  reference  to  the  force  openly,  and  we 
had  better,  as  soon  as  possible,  leave  politics  aside 
in  regard  to  this  matter  of  the  militia.  I  hope 
that,  with  the  present  Minister  of  Militia  and  the 
present  General  commanding  the  militia,  we  shall 
have  a  very  different  report  presented  to  us  next 
y*ear  than  we  have  had  presented  to  us  this  year. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL.  I  agree  with  much  that  has 
been  said  by  the  lion,  gentleman  who  has  just  taken 
his  seat.  So  far  as  the  militia  is  concerned,  there 
should  be  no  politics  in  the  administration  of  that 
department.  I  am  glad  to  know  that  both  poli 
tical  parties  are  fairly  well  represented  in  the 
militia  force,  and  therefore  it  ought  to  be  conducted 
from  a  business  standpoint  rather  than  a  political 
standpoint.  Had  this  course  been  pursued  duringthe 
last  few  years  our  force  would  be  in  a  more  effi¬ 
cient  state  than  it  is  now.  I  look  upon  the  vote  we 
are  now  discussing  as  one  of  the  most  important 
we  can  have,  from  a  military  standpoint.  There  is 
no  use  in  having  a  militia  unless  you  drill  them 
thoroughly.  I  notice  that  the  amount  for  this  year 
is  $25,000  more  than  last  year,  and  I  am  glad  that 
it  is  so.  I  see  that  the  report  of  the  Major-General 
bears  out  what  I  have  myself  believed,  that  this 
amount  of  money  has  not  been  used  judiciously  in 
the  past,  or  to  the  best  possible  advantage.  In  this 
report  of  the  Major-General  I  am  glad  to  corro¬ 
borate  what  has  been  said  by  the  hon.  gentleman 
who  has  taken  his  seat,  that  we  are  favoured  by 
having  a  man  at  the  head  of  the  Militia  Depart¬ 
ment  who  is  fearless,  and  ready  to  express  his 
views  and  give  his  opinions  upon  the  state  of  the 
militia,  without  any  bias.  Now,  in  this  report  he 
states  : 

“  It  is  my  belief  that  a  considerably  larger  force  could 
be  annually  trained  than  has  hitherto  been  the  case, 
without  any  increase  in  the  vote  for  drill  and  training. 
I  am  not  prepared  at  present  to  recommend  any  such 
increase  of  expenditure.  I  am  satisfied  that  in  the  past, 
the  results  obtained  in  the  militia  training  have  not  been 
commensurate  with  the  expenditure  ;  and  I  see  only  in 
improved  organization  a  sufficient  guarantee  of  practical 
results  to  justify  such  a  recommendation.  I  snail  sub¬ 
mit  to  you,  in  the  proper  time,  the  programme  I  have 
prepared  for  the  training  of  the  present  year — providing 
for  training  of  an  increased  quota  of  rural  militia,  with¬ 
out  an  increase  of  the  vote  for  that  purpose.” 

I  am  sure  the  House  will  be  glad  to  see  the  pro¬ 
gramme  which  he  says  is  being  prepared,  and 


which  will  enable  us  to  train  a  larger  number  of 
men  without  any  increased  expense.  I  believe 
it  is  much  better  that  we  should  have  even 
10,000  men  properly  trained  than  to  have 
40,000  half  trained.  I  know*  that  the  system 
that  has  prevailed  in  the  western  part  of  Ontario, 
and  I  presume  throughout  the  Dominion,  of  taking 
a  battalion  out  once  in  two  years,  and  drilling 
them  for  ten  or  twelve  days,  is  simply  throwing 
away  money,  because  the  next  time  the  battalion 
is  taken  out  you  will  find  that  nearly  two-thirds  of 
the  men  have  disappeared,  have  moved  away  or 
gone  out  of  the  service,  and  you  have  a  fresh  lot  to 
drill.  I  think  it  wouhTbetter  that  these  battalions 
should  be  drilled  every  year,  and  drilled  a  longer 
time  than  twelve  days.  Take  a  less  number  of 
men  if  necessary,  but  drill  them  thoroughly.  Also, 
I  do  not  believe  that  the  present  system  is  right,  of 
giving  such  a  small  allowance  to  the  men  as  50 
cents  a  day.  Everybody  knows  that  you  cannot 
get  a  good  man,  such  as  you  want  in  the 
service,  to  leave  his  home  and  employment, 
and  go  out  for  50  cents  a  day.  Therefore,  I 
think  the  system  could  be  remedied  in  these  two 
ways  :  First,  by  drilling  the  men  every  year,  a 
smaller  number  of  men  if  necessary  ;  and  second, 
by  increasing  the  pay  of  the  men,  so  that  you  may 
obtain  a  better  class.  I  also  think  that  some 
change  should  be  made  in  another  direction.  Re¬ 
ference  has  been  made  to  the  arms,  accoutrements, 
&c.  I  am  bound  to  say  that  I  believe,  with  the 
hon.  member  for  North  York  (Mr.  Mulock),  that 
the  system  of  giving,  contracts  for  clothing  has 
been  a  huge  farce  and  a  fraud.  I  believe  the 
clothing  has  cost  altogether  too  much,  and  that 
the  Militia  Department,  under  its  present  head, 
should  take  steps  to  see  if  some  economy  cannot  be 
practised  there.  If  the  expenditure  under  that 
head  is  cut  down,  we  can  spend  more  money  for 
drill  and  make  the  men  more  efficient. 

Mr.  WATSON.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  Minis¬ 
ter  if  wre  may  hope  that  the  91st  and  95th  Bat¬ 
talions  will  drill  this  year  ? 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  The  matter  will  depend  in  a 
great  measure  on  the  General.  I  know  the  prac¬ 
tice  is  to  call  out  the  men  one  year  who  were  not 
called  out  the  year  before.  Why  the  two  battalions 
to  which  the  hon.  gentleman  has  called  attention 
have  not  been  drilled  in  camp  I  am  unable  to  say, 
unless  it  be  from  the  fact,  as  I  understand,  that 
the  companies  live  such  a  great  distance  from  each 
other  that  the  cost  of  transportation  would  be  too 
great. 

Mr.  WATSON.  The  95th  Battalion,  whose  head¬ 
quarters  are  at  Portage  la  Prairie,  can  be  got 
together  very  conveniently  by  the  Canadian  Pacific 
or  the  Manitoba  and  North-Western  Railways. 
None  of  the  companies  live  80  miles  distant  ; 
Brandon  is  the  furthest  point.  They  were  pro¬ 
mised  three  years  ago,  and  in  fact  notified,  to  get 
in  readiness,  but  at  the  last  moment  they  were 
informed  that  they  would  not  be  allowed  to  go  into 
camp.  I  think  that,  in  fairness  to  t  lie  men  of  that 
battalion,  they  should  either  be  disbanded  or 
allowed  to  go  into  camp.  It  is  not  fair  to  keep 
these  companies  for  seven  years  without  allowing 
them  to  go  into  camp. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  belonged  to  a  company  fifteen 
years,  and  we  never  went  into  camp. 
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Contingencies  and  general  service  ....  $38,000 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  notice  one  pretty  big  item  here  : 
advertising  the  militia  of  Canada  in  the  anniversary 
number  of  the  Toronto  Empire,  $300.  I  do  not 
know  exactly  what  object  is  to  be  gained  in  adver¬ 
tising  the  militia,  although  it  would  be  an  object 
to  the  Toronto  Empire.  This  item  includes  grants 
to  rifle  associations.  Now,  I  do  not  know  how  it 
is  at  present,  but  some  years  ago,  in  this  city, 
there  used  to  be  a  very  peculiar  arrangement,  by 
which  the  members  of  each  of  the  two  battalions 
formed  a  rifle  association  of  their  own,  and  the  same 
individuals  joined  a  third  rifle  association,  and  so  got 
three  grants  between  them.  I  woidd  beg  to  urge 
upon  the  Minister  in  this  connection  what  I  did 
before  in  connection  with  the  shooting  in  camps. 
A  liberal  allowance  of  free  ammunition  should  be 
allowed,  not  only  to  the  rifle  league,  as  at  present, 
but  to  rifle  associations.  Money  might  be  saved 
from  ornamental  organizations  and  increased  grants 
given  to  these  associations.  In  western  Ontario 
interest  in  rifle-shooting  has  almost  died  out.  For¬ 
merly  we  had  very  good  associations  in  every  county 
battalion  and  a  large  one  at  London,  for  district  No. 

1 ,  and  at  that  time  first-rate  matches  were  held  which 
aroused  general  interest.  Now  the  money  obtainable 
is  not  sufficient  to  induce  the  men  to  come  out,  and 
in  consequence  rifle-shooting  has  greatly  fallen  off. 
I  hope  the  Minister  will  carefully  consider  the 
measures  for  stimulating  rifle  shooting.  The  grants 
made  to  some  of  the  rifle  associations  are  very 
small,  being  only  $50  or  $75,  but  I  observe  the 
Metropolitan  Association  of  Ottawa  receives  $150. 

Dominion  Artillery  Association . $2,000 

Mr.  PRIOR.  I  ask  the  Minister  of  Militia  if  he 
cannot  see  his  way  clear  to  increase  this  grant  a 
little.  It  has  been  impossible  for  three  years  to 
send  an  artillery  team  to  Shoeburyness.  If  he 
will  look  at  the  General’s  Report  he  will  find  that 
the  artillery  branch  of  the  service  is  considered 
most  efficient.  Under  the  circumstances,  the 
Government  might  do  a  little  more  for  that  branch. 
It  is  impossible  to  send  a  team  over  for  the  amount 
voted,  but  this  might  be  done  on  $3,000.  This 
would  be  beneficial,  not  only  to  the  artillery  but 
to  the  country  at  large.  When  there  is  a  chance 
of  a  team  going  to  Shoeburyness,  the  whole  artil¬ 
lery  of  the  Dominion  work,  and  great  interest  is 
displayed,  because  every  man  wants  to  get  on  the 
team.  I  hope  the  Minister  will  place  an  additional 
amount  to  t  his  vote  in  the  Supplementary  Estimates. 

Improved  Rifle  Ordnance . $3,000 

Mr.  CASEY.  How  many  guns  will  be  purchased 
for  this  amount  ?  The  General’s  Report  says  that 
our  ordnance  is  not  in  very  good  condition,  and 
that  not  a  spare  gun- wheel  is  to  be  got  nearer  than 
Woolwich. 

Mr.  ROWELL.  This  item,  although  t  it  has  been 
voted  for  a  number  of  years,  has  not  been  spent  for 
some  years  past.  I  propose  to  spend  it  this  year, 
and  endeavour  to  get  one  or  two  guns. 

Committee  rose  and  reported  the  resolutions. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON  moved  the  adjournment 
of  the  House. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  will  take 
this  opportunity  of  enquiring  of  the  Minister  of 
Justice  whether  any  information  has  been  received 
Mr.  Rowell. 


as  to  the  negotiations  pending  with  the  German 
Empire  ?  The  treaty  was  about  to  terminate,  if  1 
remember  rightly,  and  some  negotiations  were 
reported  to  have  been  going  on  with  Her  Majesty’s 
Government. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  We  h^ve  nothing 
upon  that  subject,  Mr.  Speaker. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  and  House  adjourned  at  1.05 
a.m.  (Wednesday). 

HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Wednesday,  13th  April,  1892. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  Three  o’clock. 

Prayers. 

NEW  MEMBER, 

Mr.  SPEAKER  informed  the  House  that  the 
Clerk  of  the  House  had  received  from  the  Clerk  of 
the  Crown  in  Chancery,  a  certificate  of  the  election 
and  return  of  Isidore  Proulx,  Esq.,  for  the  Electoral 
District  of  Prescott. 

MEMRER  INTRODUCED. 

Isidore  Proulx,  Esq.,  Member  for  the  Electoral  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Prescott  ;  introduced  by  Mr.  Laurier  and  Mr. 
Watson. 

REPORT. 

Report  of  the  Postmaster  General  for  the  year 
ending  30th  June,  1891.— (Sir  Adolphe  Caron.) 

EASTER  RECESS. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON  moved  : 

That  when  Mr.  Speaker  leaves  the  Chair  at  six  o’clock 
this  day,  the  House  shall  stand  adjourned  until  Tuesday 
next. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

FIRST  READING. 

Rill  (No.  68)  to  reviveand  amend  the  Acts  respect¬ 
ing  the  Ottawa,  Waddington  and  New  York 
Railway  and  Rridge  Company. — (Mr.  Ross, 
Dundas. ) 

ORDNANCE  PROPERTY  IN  ANNAPOLIS. 

Mr.  SUTHERLAND  (for  Mr.  Forbes)  asked. 
To  wrhoni  do  the  Government  lease  or  rent  the 
Government  ordnance  property  in  the  County  of 
Annapolis  ?  In  whose  name  are  the  leases  made 
out  ?  What  is  the  amount  of  rent  charged  ?  How 
much  rent  is  due  to  date  ? 

Mr.  ROWELL.  Part  of  the  Government  ord¬ 
nance  property  in  the  County  of  Annapolis,  N.S., 
was,  on  the  1st  of  May,  1879,  leased  to  Lawrence 
Hall,  of  Annapolis,  N.S.,  at  an  annual  rental  of 
£34  10s.  sterling.  The  amount  now  due  of  said 
rent  is  $742.72.  Another  portion  of  the  ordnance 
property  in  said  town  and  county  was,  in  1888, 
eased  to  the  Marine  and  Fisheries  Department  for 
ighthouse  purposes  at  a  rental  of  $21.92,  which 
rent  is  paid  to  the  30th  November,  1891.  The 
terms  of  these  leases  are  still  in  force. 
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FISHERY  INSPECTOR  ROLAND  FINKLE. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN  asked,  When  was  Roland 
Finkle,  of  Bath,  appointed  fishery  inspector  ? 
What  was  his  salary  for  the  years  1890  and  1891  ? 
What  is  his  present  salary  ?  Has  his  salary  been 
increased  ;  if  so,  when  was  the  increase  granted  ? 
Upon  whose  recommendation  was  it  granted  ? 

Mr.  TUPPER.  Roland  Finkle,  of  Bath,  was 
appointed  fishery  inspector  on  the  1st  June,  1885. 
His  salary  for  the  years  1890-91  was  $50  a  year.  His 
present  salary  is  $50. 

SUMMERSTOWN  (ONT.)  POST  OFFICE. 

Mr.  SUTHERLAND  (for  Mr.  Guay)  asked, 
1.  What  is  the  amount  of  receipts  of  the  post  office 
of  Summerstown,  Ont.  ?  2.  What  is  the  salary 
paid  to  the  postmaster  ? 

Sir  ADOLPHE  CARON.  The  revenue  of  the 
post  office  at  Summerstown,  Ont.,  during  the  year 
ending  30th  June,  1891,  was  $146;  revenue  from 
1st  July,  1891,  to  6th  April,  1892,  $186.96  ;  salary 
of  postmaster,  $40  per  annum. 

I.  C.  R.— TARIFF  ON  LIVE  STOCK. 

Mr.  WOOD  (Westmoreland)  asked,  When  was 
the  freight  tariff  on  live  stock,  now  in  force  on  the 
Intercolonial  Railway,  adopted  ?  In  what  does  it 
differ  from  the  tariff  formerly  in  force? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  The  freight  tariff  now  in  force 
on  the  Intercolonial  Railway  was  adopted  by  Order 
in  Council  of  the  24th  April,  1890.  Take  an  example 
of  a  distance  of  100  miles  :  it  differs  from  the  tariff 
which  was  changed  by  the  Order  in  Council  of  the 
24th  April,  1890,  in  the  following  respects  : — 

Small  Lots  less  than  Car  Loads. 


— 

Rate 

changed  by 
Order  in 
Council, 
24th  April, 
1890. 

Rate  under 
Order  in 
Council, 
24th  April, 
1890. 

Weight. 

Rate. 

Weight. 

Rate. 

Lbs. 

$  cts. 

Lbs. 

$  cts. 

Bulls  under  1  year  old,  each  .. . 

1,000 

2  80 

800 

2  24 

“  1  year  old  and  under  2  yrs 

1,000 

2  80 

1,250 

3  50 

“  over  2  years  old . 

1,000 

2  80 

1,500 

4  20 

Cattle  and  horned  animals— 

One  animal . 

1,000 

2  80 

1,000 

2  80 

Two  animals . 

2,000 

5  60 

2,000 

5  60 

Three  “  . . 

3,000 

8  40 

3,000 

8  40 

Each  additional  animal . 

1,000 

2  80 

1,000 

2  80 

Calves  under  6  months  old. . . 

150 

0  42 

200 

0  56 

“  over  6  m.  and  under  lyr 

1,000 

2  80 

500 

1  40 

Cow  and  calf  together  . 

2,000 

5  60 

1,200 

3  36 

Horses  and  mules — 

Colts  under  6  months  old . 

1,000 

2  80 

500 

1  40 

Horses, mules,  Ac., 1  animal. . 

1,000 

2  80 

1,000 

2  80 

“  “  2  animals. 

2,000 

5  60 

2,000 

5  60 

a  K  <>  *  * 

3,000 

8  40 

3,000 

8  40 

Each  additional  animal . 

1,000 

2  80 

1,000 

2  80 

Mare  and  foal  together . 

2,000 

5  60 

1,000 

4  20 

Stallions,  jacks . 

1,000 

2  80 

1,500 

4  20 

Sundries — 

Carried  at 

Sheep,  lambs  and  goats . 

actual 

100 

0  28 

Swine . 

weight  in 

!■  loo 

0  70 

Suckling  pigs . 

boxes,  D 

50 

0  14 

l  1. 

• 

In  car  loads  the  difference  between  the  present 
tariff  and  the  one  previously  in  force  is  from  one- 
half  to  1  cent  per  100  pounds  or  $1  to  $2  per  car, 
equal  to  from  7  to  12),  cents  per  head,  and  this  only 
applies  to  distances  up  to  60  miles  ;  over  that 
distance  there  is  a  slight  reduction. 

QUEBEC  AND  POINTE  AUX  TREMBLES 
MAIL  SERVICE. 

Mr.  LANGELIER  asked,  1.  What  are  the  names 
of  the  parties  who  tendered  for  the  carrying  of  the 
mail  from  Quebec  to  Pointe  aux  Trembles,  in  the 
County  of  Portneuf  ?  2.  What  is  the  amount  of 
the  tender  in  each  case  ?  3.  Has  the  contract  been 

awarded,  and  if  so,  to  whom  ? 

Sir  ADOLPHE  CARON.  1  and  2.  A.  Angers, 
$494  ;  Elzear  Poitras,  $525  ;  Hypolite  Belaud, 
$540;  Roch  Rivard,  $571  ;  Narcisse  Loriot,  $594  ; 
Tlieodule  Dubuc,  $595  ;  Ferdinand  Voyer,  $598  ; 
Samuel  Dussault,  $600  ;  Octave  Naud,  $600  ; 
Joseph  Loriot,  $697  ;  Jos.  Arthur  Bedard,  $700. 
3.  The  lowest  tender  has  been  accepted. 

THE  COPYRIGHT  ACT. 

Mr.  MULOCIv  asked,  Whether  a  proclamation 
has  been  issued  bringing  into  force  the  Act  passed 
in  the  52nd  year  of  Her  Majesty’s  reign,  intituled  : 
“  An  Act  to  amend  ‘  The  Copyright  Act,’  Chapter 
62  of  of  the  Revised  Statutes  ?  ”  If  not,  what  is  the 
cause  of  the  delay  in  the  issue  of  such  proclamation  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  The  proclamation  is 
not  issued.  I  hope  in  a  very  few  days  to  be  able 
to  communicate  the  reasons  more  in  detail  than  I 
can  now. 

COBOURG  CUSTOMS  BUILDINGS. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN  asked  :  Whether  the  Govern¬ 
ment  lease  any  buildings  in  the  town  of  Cobourg 
for  Customs  or  other  purposes  ?  If  so,  from  whom 
do  they  lease  them,  and  what  rent  do  they  pay 
yearly  ? 

Mr.  OUIMET.  None  are  leased. 

BEET-ROOT  SUGAR. 

Mr.  BEAUSOLEIL  moved  for  : 

Statement  showing :  1.  The  quantity  of  beet-root 

sugar  manufactured  in  Canada  for  which  a  bounty  has 
been  granted  and  paid,  in  pursuance  of  the  Act  passed 
during  the  last  session  of  this  present  Parliament.  2.  The 
names  and  addresses  of  persons  and  companies  to  whom 
such  bounty  has  been  paid,  and  the  amount  paid  to  each 
of  them.  3.  The  total  amount  so  paid.  4.  The  total 
quantity  of  sugar-beet  grown  in  Canada,  and  delivered  at 
the  beet-sugar  factories  during  the  years  1890  and  1891, 
respectively. 

He  said  :  My  intention  is  not  to  speak  now  on  this 
question.  I  will  only  ask  the  Government  to  kindly 
cause  the  returns  mentioned  in  the  three  motions  I 
have  just  made,  to  be  prepared  as  early  as  possible  ; 
for  I  intend  to  ask  for  the  opinion  of  the  House  on 
the  continuation  of  the  granting  of  bounties  to  beet¬ 
root  sugar,  as  soon  as  these  returns  are  furnished. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  There  is  no  objection  to  this 
motion,  but  this  return  will  be  simply  a  duplica¬ 
tion  of  the  information  which  1ms  already  been 
laid  on  the  Table  in  answer  to  the  motion  made  by 
the  hon.  member  for  West  Ontario  (Mr.  Edgar)  a 
short  time  ago,  except  that  portion  of  the  motion 
which  refers  to  the  quantity  of  beets  that  were 
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brought  into  the  factory.  That  information  we 
have  not  in  our  possession,  and  I  am  informed  that 
it  cannot  likely  be  obtained  from  the  factory  itself, 
for  the  reason,  my  officials  inform  me,  that  during 
their  investigation  a  short  time  ago,  into  the  manu¬ 
facture  of  sugar  from  beet-root,  they  did  not  find 
any  record  of  the  quantity  of  beets  brought  into  the 
factory. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

CLAIM  OF  JOHN  F.  ROBERTSON. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  moved  for  : 

Return  of  all  petitions,  reports,  correspondence,  tele¬ 
grams  and  other  documents  relating  to  a  claim  for  com¬ 
pensation  or  damages  made  by  John  F.  Robertson  by 
reason  of  injuries  sustained  by  him  in  a  railway  accident 
on  the  Prince  Edward  Island  Railway  in  the  year  1882. 

He  said  :  1  wish  to  call  the  attention  of  the  hon. 
leader  of  the  House  to  the  facts  connected  with 
this  case,  so  that  justice  may  be  done  by  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  to  the  party  on  whose  behalf  I  am  speak¬ 
ing.  In  1882  there  was  a  serious  accident  on  the 
Prince  Edward  Island  Railway,  owing  to  the  break¬ 
ing  of  an  axle  in  one  of  the  railway  carriages.  John 
F.  Robertson  and  his  wife  were  passengers  on  the 
train  on  that  occasion,  and  both  received  very  ser¬ 
ious  injuries  from  which  they  were  confined  to  their 
beds  for  a  long  time.  Mr.  Robertson's  injuries  were 
such  that  for  some  years  he  was  quite  incapacitated 
from  doing  business,  and  when  he  got  out  and  about, 
he  retained  counsel,  and  application  was  made  to 
the  Government  on  his  behalf.  At  the  time,  the 
Supreme  Court  of  Canada  had  decided  the  cases  of 
McFarlane  vs.  the  Queen  and  McLeod  vs.  the 
Queen,  determining  that  there  was  no  liability  on 
the  part  of  the  Government  for  injuries  sustained 
by  a  passenger  travelling  by  a  Government  train, 
even  if  the  accident  were  caused  by  the  negligence 
of  one  of  the  Government  employes.  The  counsel 
acting  for  Mr.  Robertson,  in  the  face  of  these  deci¬ 
sions,  very  wisely  did  not  file  a  petition  of  right. 
There  would  have  been  no  use  in  doing  so, 
because  whatever  opinion  one  may  entertain 
as  to  the  correctness  of  the  judgments  of  the 
Supreme  Court,  until  they  were  reversed  by 
the  Privy  Council  they  were  binding  in  Canada. 
So  that  the  counsel  for  Mr.  Robertson  applied  to 
the  Government  privately.  The  matter  was  re¬ 
ferred  by  the  Railway  Department  to  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Justice,  and  the  opinion  was  given  by  the 
then  Deputy  Minister  of  Justice  to  the  effect  that 
if  the  accident  was  caused  by  a  latent  defect  in 
the  axle,  of  which  the  employes  on  the  railway 
had  no  knowledge  and  no  means  of  knowing,  there 
was  no  liability  ;  implying  that  if  the  accident  had 
been  caused  by  a  defect  of  which  tliej7  did  know, 
the  Government  would  be  liable.  Mr.  Robertson 
alleged  that  the  axle  was  broken  at  the  time  the 
train  started  on  its  journey,  that  the  employes  on 
the  train  had  means  of  knowing  that,  and  did  not 
act  on  that  means  of  knowledge,  and  therefore  were 
negligent,  and  that  if  the  railway  were  the  pro¬ 
perty  of  a  private  company  it  would  have  been 
liable  for  all  the  injuries  the  passengers  sustained. 
However,  the  opinion  of  the  Minister  of  Justice,  of 
which  I  was  kindly  favoufed  with  a  copy  last  year, 
went  upon  the  point, that  if  the  accident  was  not  the 
result  of  negligence,  the  Government  were  not 
liable.  In  1887  the  Exchequer  Court  Act  w  as  passed, 
and  that  Act  appears  to  some  extent  to  have  altered 
Mr.  Bowelj 


the  law  itself,  and  it  is  to  the  condition  of  things 
arising  out  of  that  Act  that  I  desire  to  call  the 
hon.  gentleman’s  attention.  Judge  Burbidge  has 
decided  under  the  statute,  that  although  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  were  not  liable  for  any  injury  caused  to  a 
passenger  by  the  negligence  of  their  employes  pre¬ 
vious  to  the  passage  of  the  Exchequer  Court  Act, 
they  are  liable  since  the  passage  of  that  Act.  I 
hold  in  my  hand  his  decision  in  the  case  of  the 
City  of  Quebec  vs.  the  Queen.  At  page  260  he 
gives  the  text  of  the  15th  and  16th  sections  of  the 
Exchequer  Court  Act,  under  which  he  holds  that  a 
new  liability  arises  on  the  part  of  the  Government. 
After  setting  out  those  sections,  he  says  : 

“  By  comparing  section  15  with  R.S.C.,  c.  135,  s.  75,  it 
will  be  seen  that  the  jurisdiction  which  the  court  had 
formerly  exercised  in  respect  of  any  matters  that  might 
have  been  the  subject  of  a  petition  of  right  is  continued 
with  a  general  definition  of  the  cases  in  which  such  peti¬ 
tions  will  lie.  By  section  16  ( b )  the  court  is  given  the  juris¬ 
diction  formerly  exercisable  by  the  official  arbitrators  in 
respect  of  claims  for  compensation  for  lands  taken  for, 
or  injuriously  affected  by,  the  construction  of  public 
works  ;  by  section  16  (e),  the  jurisdiction  formerly  vested  in 
such  official  arbitrators  with  respect  to  claims  arising  out 
of  any  death  or  injury  to  the  person  or  property  on  any 
public  work,  with  a  limitation  to  which  I  shall  have 
occasion  to  refer ;  and  by  section  16  (cl)  and  (e)‘,  a  jurisdic¬ 
tion  similar  to  that  vested  in  the  Court  of  Claims  by  the 
Revised  Statutes  of  the  United  States,  section  1059.” 

Then  lie  goes  on  to  comment  upon  several  branches 
of  the  case,  and  at  page  269  he  expresses  his  opinion 
in  this  way  : 

“  I  take  it,  however,  that  whatever  opinion  may  be 
entertained  of  the  point  of  view  from  which  this  question 
is  to  be  regarded,  it  is  necessary  to  give  the  words  used 
in  clause  (c)  of  50-51  Vic.,  c.  16,  s.  16,  the  meaning  that  ex¬ 
pressly  or  by  necessary  implication  attaches  to  them  ;  and 
I  do  not  doubt  that  they  recognize  the  Crown’s  liability 
for  certain  torts  committed  by  its  officers  and  servants 
for  which  a  remedy  had  heretofore  been  provided  by  a 
proceeding  on  a  reference  to  the  official  arbitrators,  and 
for  the  redress  of  which  it  was  for  the  first  time  by  such 
Act  provided  that  proceedings  might  be  instituted  in  this 
court. 

“  It  appears  to  me,  too,  that  I  would  fail  to  give  effect 
to  the  language  of  clause  (c)  if  I  limited  its  application  to 
the  special  cases  where  a  liability  for  torts  is  created  by 
statute,  to  which  reference  has  been  made.  Such  cases 
of  statutory  liability,  as  we  have  seen,  fall  within  and  are 
provided  for  by  clause  ( d )  of  the  section  under  discussion. 
There  is  nothing,  I  think,  in  the  conclusion  to  which  I 
have  come  in  any  way  in  conflict  with  the  judgments  in 
McFarlane  vs.  the  Queen  or  McLeod  vs.  the  Queen, 
which  were  decided  under  statutes  differing  very  materi¬ 
ally  from  that  now  under  consideration.  On  the  other 
hand,  it  is  supported  by  the  judgments  of  the  Judicial 
Committee  of  the  Privy  Council  that  have  been  cited.” 

Judge  Burbidge  subsequently,  in  the  case  of  the 
Queen  against  Brady,  arising  out  of  an  accident  at 
Banff  Park,  followed  this  judgment,  and  from  his 
judgment  there  was  an  appeal  to  the  Supreme  Court. 
I  believe,  however,  the  point  now  brought  up  was 
not  decided  one  way  or  the  other,  but  the  case  was 
settled  on  another  ground  altogether.  So  far  as  any 
judicial  decision  has  been  given  by  the  recognized 
courts  on  the  provisions  I  have  referred  to  in  the 
Exchequer  Court  Act,  the  law  now  stands  that  the 
Government,  since  1887,  is  liable  for  injuries  on 
public  works  arising  out  of  torts  or  negligence  on 
the  part  of  Government  officials.  Now,  the  posi¬ 
tion  we  stand  in  is  this.  I  take  it,  Judge  Burbidge’s 
decision  only  affects  cases  which  have  arisen  subse¬ 
quently  to  the  passage  of  the  law.  It  does  not  in¬ 
clude,  or  was  not  intended  to  include  previous  cases, 
and  certainly  the  case  before  him  did  not  oblige 
him  to  make  any  reference  to  cases  which  arose 
previous  to  the  passage  of  the  law.  So  that  we  stand 
in  this  position,  that  if  a  man  suffered  an  injury  or 
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an  accident  on  a  particular  date  in  1887,  he  has  no 
remedy  ;  but  if  he  suffered  accident  under  similar 
circumstances  on  a  Government  road  the  day  after, 
he  would  have  a  remedy.  The  hon.  gentleman  will 
see  that  that  would  be  a  case  of  gross  injustice, 
which  the  Government  would  at  once  interfere  with 
and  prevent.  Now,  in  this  case  there  is  a  question 
of  fact  on  which  the  liability  of  the  Government 
ought  to  depend.  Was  or  was  not  the 
axle  which  caused  the  accident  partially 
broken  before,  so  that  there  would  be  negligence 
on  the  part  of  employes  in  sending  a  train  out 
with  a  broken  axle  ?  If  that  is  found  to  be  so  by  a 
competent  tribunal,  then,  I  submit,  this  man  has  a 
case  which  the  Government  will  recognize.  In  the 
case  of  McLeod  and  the  other  passengers  on  the 
train  which  suffered  the  injury,  and  which  was  be¬ 
fore  1882,  before  the  Robertson  case,  and  in  which 
the  Supreme  Court  gave  judgment  that  the  Crown 
was  not  liable,  the  Government,  notwithstand¬ 
ing,  intervened  and  paid  them  very  reasonable 
sums  of  money.  McLeod,  I  think,  got  $15,000, 
and  the  others  sums  ranging  down  to  $1,000  each. 
But  in  all  cases  where  the  injuries  were  severe,  the 
Government  considered  that,  if  not  legally  liable, 
they  were  morally  liable,  and  recognized  that  by 
paying  something  which  the  parties  accepted.  In 
this  case  we  have  a  wrong,  and  we  are  without 
remedy  simply  because  the  injury  happened  before 
a  particular  day.  If  it  happened  after  the  Ex¬ 
chequer  Act  passed,  we  would  have  had  our  remedy 
in  that  Act ;  and  I  am  quite  sure,  when  I  bring  these 
facts  to  the  notice  of  the  Minister  of  Justice,  he  will 
see  that  some  recognition  of  this  man’s  case  should 
be  made.  That  he  suffered  serious  injuries  is  beyond 
perad venture.  He  was  a  passenger  under  contract 
by  a  ticket.  His  wife  and  he  were  being  conveyed 
from  one  point  to  another  on  the  Government  road. 
The  axle  broke,  the  car  turned  over  two  or  three 
times,  and  his  wife  was  seriously  but,  fortunately, 
not  permanently  injured,  and  the  husband  was  per¬ 
manently  injured,  in  fact,  has  never  been  the  same 
man  since,  and  his  case  is  one  which,  I  think,  ought 
to  receive  recognition  at  the  hands  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment.  All  he  can  do  is  to  throw  himself  upon  the 
mercy  of  the  Government.  At  any  rate,  I  have 
advised  him,  and  I  believe  his  solicitor  did,  that  in 
his,  as  in  the  case  of  the  Queen  vs.  McLeod,  it  is 
useless  to  file  a  petition  of  right,  and  all  he  should 
do  is  to  appeal  to  the  mercy  of  the  Crown.  To  that 
he  has  appealed  through  me,  and  I  respectfully  sub¬ 
mit  his  appeal.  All  the  circumstances  of  the  case, 
and  the  fact  that  Parliament  has  passed  a  law  re¬ 
cognizing  the  liability  of  the  Crown  in  certain  cases, 
impel  me  to  the  conclusion  that  this  man’s  case 
should  receive  recognition,  at  any  rate  to  this  ex¬ 
tent,  that  the  fact  upon  which  the  moral  liability 
of  the  Government  ought  to  depend,  ought  to  be 
investigated,  and  if  found  in  his  favour,  his  claim 
should  be  recognized  ;  and  I  present  the  case  in  his 
behalf.  The  facts  are  all  in  the  Department  of 
Railways,  and  I  think  they  will  be  found  to  be  just 
as  I  have  stated  them. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  The  principle  to 
which  the  hon.  gentleman  refers  is  a  very  import¬ 
ant  one,  and  I  desire  to  say  a  few  words  upon  the 
motion  before  it  passes,  just  for  that  reason.  I 
presume  the  hon.  gentleman  has  carefully  consider¬ 
ed  the  subject.  From  the  motion  he  has  made  to¬ 
day,  I  should  suppose  that  the  case  did  not  come 


within  the  principle  he  relies  upon  as  having  been 
laid  down  in  the  case  of  the  City  of  Quebec  against 
the  Queen,  but  that  it  comes  within  the  class  of 
cases,  in  which  McLeod  vs.  the  Queen  is  the  leading 
one,  as  to  the  remedy  against  the  Crown  for  wrongs 
arising  out  of  a  contract.  If  so,  it  will  be  worthy 
of  consideration,  whether  that  doctrine  has  not 
been  modified  or  overruled  by  the  decision  of  the 
Privy  Council,  in  the  case  of  the  Windsor  and  An¬ 
napolis  Railway  Company  against  the  Queen,  in 
which  the  same  defence  was  relied  upon  by  the 
Crown,  unsuccessfully  with  regard  to  a  lease.  I 
do  not  want  to  say  more  upon  that  point,  because  I 
may  have  to  argue  the  other  side  if  this  case  goes  on, 
but  I  want  to  say  a  few  words  upon  the  question  of 
the  change  of  law  as  represented  by  the  Exchequer 
judgment.  Now,  I  think  that  the  section  upon 
which  the  case  of  the  City  of  Quebec  and  the  Queen 
turns  is  not  intended  to  relate  so  much  to  the  cases 
of  wrongs  arising  from  a  contract,  although  per¬ 
haps  it  covers  those  as  well,  as  to  accidents  in 
the  management  or  construction  of  public  works  by 
persons  who  have  no  contractual  relations  with  the 
Crown.  It  was  not  intended  by  Parliament  to 
change  the  law  upon  that  subject.  The  section 
which  the  judge  says  did  extend  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  court,  and  the  right  of  the  subject  before 
the  Exchequer  Court,  was  previously  contained  in 
the  Public  Works  Act,  and  was  limited  simply  to 
giving  power  to  refer  these  matters  to  the  board  of 
arbitrators,  and  the  effect  was  not  to  give  any  right 
against  the  Crown,  but  simply  to  afford  the 
opportunity  of  having  an  investigation.  The 
learned  judge  of  the  Exchequer  Court  thinks  that 
the  Act  now  gives  a  remedy  against  the  Crown 
which  did  not  exist  before,  in  regard  to  damages 
caused  by  the  faulty  construction  or  operation 
of  a  public  work.  The  contention  of  the  Crown  is 
that  it  was  intended  to  give  jurisdiction  to  that 
court  only  where  the  right  of  the  subject  already 
existed,  and  that  it  was  not  intended  to  enlarge 
the  right.  The  judge  has  further  decided  that, 
in  a  case  against  the  Crown,  where  there  was-  no 
contractual  relation  between  the  party  and  the 
Crown,  where  it  was  a  case  of  a  lad  who  was  put- 
off  the  train,  he  being  a  trespasser,  the  Crown  was 
liable.  We  took  an  appeal  in  that  case,  but  the 
point  was  not  decided.  It  went  off  on  another 
point,  so  we  have  never  had  any  decision  upon  this 
subject  except  that  of  the  Exchequer  Court  judge. 
If  it  should  be  decided  that  the  law  has  been 
changed  in  that  important  feature,  the  matter  will 
have  to  be  carefully  considered  by  the  department. 
The  cases  which  occurred  before  the  present  law 
came  into  force  will  have  to  be  carefully  considered, 
and  Parliament  will  no  doubt  have  to  restore  the 
Act  to  the  same  position  in  which  it  was  before. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  There  is  no  doubt  that 
the  decision  of  the  Privy  Council  in  two  different 
cases  conflicts  with  the  decision  which  was  given 
by  the  Supreme  Court  of  Canada  in  the  case  of  the 
Queen  vs.  McLeod,  but,  while  a  wealthy  man 
might  take  such  a  case  home  to  the  Privy  Council, 
this  man  Robertson  is  not  a  wealthy  man,  and 
cannot  afford  to  run  the  chance  that,  the  decision 
of  the  Exchequer  Court  being  one  way,  and  the 
decision  of  the  Supreme  Court  the  other  way,  he 
might  succeed  before  the  Pidvy  Council.  He  has 
either  to  submit  in  silence  or  to  be  relieved  by  the 
mercy  of  the  Government,  and  it  is  to  that  mercy 
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1  am  appealing.  It  seems  to  me  unjust  and  un¬ 
reasonable  that,  if  the  Government  go  into  the 
business  of  carrying  passengers  between  two 
points,  and  if  in  so  carrying  them  a  man  is  injured 
through  the  neligence  of  their  employes,  that  man 
should  not  have  a  remedy.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
the  Government  have  not  acted  on  that  harsh  view  of 
the  law  in  other  cases.  They  have  always  acted 
upon  the  merits  of  the  case,  as  far  as  I  know,  and 
have  done  justice  to  the  parties  on  the  merits,  and 
in  any  of  these  cases  which  have  been  brought  by 
petition  of  right  in  the  Supreme  Court  of  Canada 
and  decided  against  the  suppliant,  the  Government 
have  said  that,  although  the  letter  of  the.  law  may 
be  against  you,  we  will  pay  you  the  damage  you  have 
sustained.  I  think  the  Government  ought  to  act 
in  that  way  in  any  case  of  this  sort.  These  are  the 
only  two  cases  I  know  of.  This  man  Robertson 
was  for  years,  in  consequence  of  the  injury  he 
received,  jinable  to  attend  to  his  business,  and, 
though  he  is  somewhat  better  now  and  able  to  move 
around,  he  is  really  injured  for  life,  and  I  think  his 
case  should  receive  the  kindest  attention  of  the 
Department  of  Railways.  I  hope  the  Minister  of 
Justice  will  see  his  way  to  advise  such  action  to  be 
taken  as  will  enable  this  man  to  try  his  case  some¬ 
where  or  other,  if  the  Government  does  not  do  him 
justice.  It  would  be  a  gross  injustice  if  he  should 
be  deprived  of  that  right  simply  on  the  grounds 
which  have  been  alleged. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  do  not  see  how  the 
case  could  be  investigated  further  than  it  has  been. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.  E.I. )  It  might  be  left  to  arbi¬ 
tration. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  would  have  no 
objection  to  such  a  reference  being  made  to  the 
Exchequer  Court,  but  it  would  depend  altogether 
upon  the  decision  in  the  McLeod  case. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

INTERCOLONIAL  RAILWAY. 

Mr.  WOOD  (Westmoreland),  for  Mr.  McDougald 
(Pictou),  moved  for  : 

Return  containing  a  statement  of  expenditure  out  of 
income  made  for  permanent  improvements,  extensions, 
additions  and  betterments,  exclusive  of  works  of  ordinary 
maintenance  and  renewals,  on  account  of  the  Inter¬ 
colonial  Railway  from  30th  June,  1881,  to  1st  July,  1891. 
The  return  to  show  such  expenditure  in  summary  form 
for  each  branch  of  service  as  nearly  as  can  be  conveniently 
ascertained  from  the  accounts. 

He  said  :  In  explanation  of  this  motion,  I  wish 
to  say  that  the  opinion  is  generally  prevalent  in 
the  Maritime  Provinces  that  for  some  years  past, 
under  the  method  of  book-keeping  adopted  in 
reference  to  the  Intercolonial  Railway,  very  con¬ 
siderable  expenditures,  which  by  private  companies 
are  charged  to  capital  account,  have  been  charged 
against  ordinary  income.  This  opinion  is  confirmed 
by  the  reports  oi  the  Minister  of  Railways.  In 
several  of  the  annual  reports,  Mr.  Schreiber  has 
called  attention  to  the  fact  that  expenditures  have 
been  made  during  the  year  and  provided  for  out 
of  ordinary  income  which  could  not  be  properly 
considered  as  works  of  ordinary  operating  or  main¬ 
tenance.  In  one  report,  1886,  he  mentions  a 
specific  sum  of  $150,000,  which  was  charged  in 
this  way.  We  have  been  unable  to  gather  from 
the  published  reports  the  amount  of  the  expendi¬ 
tures  of  this  nature,  and  the  object  of  this  motion 
Mr.  Davies  (P.E.I.) 


is  to  obtain  a  return  which  will  show  the  amounts 
which  during  the  last  ten  years  have  been  charged 
to  ordinary  income,  and  which  might  properly  be 
charged  to  capital  account. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

THE  WEST  INDIAN  MISSION. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell)  moved  for  : 

Copy  of  all  reports  made  by  the  Minister  of  Finance 
relating  to  his  official  visit  to  the  British  West  Indies  in 
reference  to  a  more  extensive  trade  with  those  colonies  ; 
also,  the  speeches  which  the  Minister  of  Finance  made  at 
Kingston  and  elsewhere  in  the  West  Indies  on  the  subject 
of  trade  between  the  British  West  Indies  and  Canada, 
together  with  any  correspondence  which  may  have  since 
taken  place  upon  the  subject  ivith  the  Colonial  Office  and 
with  the  Vest  Indian  authorities. 

He  said  :  I  make  this  motion  for  the  purpose  of 
formally  calling  the  attention  of  the  Minister  of 
Finance,  and  the  Minister  who  leads  the  House,  to 
the  subject.  The  Minister  informed  us  that  this 
correspondence  would  be  brought  down,  if  there 
was  any.  I  mentioned  some  of  these  papers  which 
clearly  do  exist,  and  which  are  not  yet  in  possession 
of  the  House. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  made  a  short  ex¬ 
planation  the  other  night  about  this  subject.  1 
said  I  was  under  the  impression  that  no  report  had 
been  made  by  the  Minister  of  Finance  relating  to 
his  visit  to  the  West  Indies  in  reference  to  more 
extensive  trade.  I  am  inclined  to  think  that  is 
still  the  case.  However,  there  can  be  no  objection 
to  the  motion  being  passed.  I  am  sure  the  whole 
House  will  sympathize  with  the  hon.  member’s 
desire  that  any  speeches  which  the  Minister  of 
Finance  may  have  made,  should  be  laid  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House,  because  they  always  contain  a 
great  deal  of  information,  and  are  matters  of  great 
satisfaction  to  the  House.  I  am  sure  that  we  shall 
be  delighted  to  bring  them  down  if  they  have  been 
preserved  in  such  a  manner  as  their  importance 
entitled  them  to  be  preserved,  and  to  be  made  a 
part  of  the  records.  I  do  not  think  that  any  cor¬ 
respondence  has  taken  place  with  the  Colonial 
Office  or  with  any  one  else  upon  the  subject.  In 
case  there  should  be  any  correspondence  with  the 
Colonial  Office  or  with  the  West  Indian  authorities, 
it  will  be  brought  down. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  I  may  say,  in  reply  to 
the  jocsoe  observations  of  the  Minister  of  Justice, 
that  there  are  communications  with  the  Colonial 
Office  that  are  mentioned  in  the  correspondence 
brought  down  last  year,  that  are  not  yet  before  us. 
With  regard  to  the  merit  of  the  speeches  to  which 
I  have  referred,  we  will  be  better  able  to  judge 
when  we  have  an  opportunity  of  reading  them. 
That  they  exist,  or  did  exist,  is  a  fact ;  what  their 
merits  may  be  we  cannot  say,  and  I  think  it  would 
be  premature  to  criticise  them  until  they  are  in 
our  possession.  Some  of  us  may  not  have  the  same 
faith  in  the  supereminent  abilities  of  the  Minister 
in  that  particular,  that  is  possessed  by  his  colleague. 
Our  faith  in  that  respect  may  not  be  a  saving  faith, 
but  that  possessed  by  the  Minister  of  Justice 
very  clearly  is  of  that  character.  But  let  me  say 
this  further,  that  I  know  that  the  uniform  English 
practice,  where  speeches  are  made  in  connection 
with  a  mission,  is  for  these  speeches  to  be  reported 
and  communicated  as  part  of  the  official  proceedings. 
If  the  hon.  gentleman  will  turn  to  the  correspondence 
that  has,  from  time  to  time,  taken  place  between  the 
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Governors  and  the  Colonial  Office,  he  will  find  that 
is  the  invariable  practice ;  and  I  supposed  that  this 
Government,  when  they  send  an  official  representa¬ 
tive  abroad,  would,  to  some  extent,  follow  that  same 
rule  and  hold  him  to  the  ordinary  official  responsi¬ 
bility.  But,  Sir,  I  know  that  parliamentary  gov¬ 
ernment  has  not  a  great  deal  of  merit  in  the  eyes 
of  lion,  gentlemen  opposite,  and  that  they  enjoy  an 
immunity  in  this  respect  not  allowed  to  Imperial 
officers.  So  it  may  be  that  these  papers  have  never 
been  communicated  to  His  Excellency  or  to  His 
Excellency’s  responsible  advisers.  I  assume  that 
the  rule  here  would  be  the  same  as  it  is 
in  the  United  Kingdom,  and  that  when  a 
Minister  goes  abroad  and  acts  officially  on 
behalf  of  any  Government,  he  owes  to  that 
Government  an  extra  ministerial  responsibility, 
similar  to  the  responsibility  which  is  possessed 
by  a  person  appointed  to  that  particular  position 
alone.  But  if  the  ordinary  English  principle  of 
official  responsibility  has  been  disregarded  here,  it 
is  important  that  we  should  know  it  ;  it  is  import¬ 
ant  that  wherever  there  is  a  very  wide  departure 
from  constitutional  usage  and  constitutional  prin¬ 
ciples,  there  should  be  a  reversion  on  the  part  of 
the  Government  to  first  principles,  and  it  is  import¬ 
ant  that  the  House  should  take  its  observations 
anew,  and  ascertain  precisely  where  it  stands,  and, 
perhaps,  correct  the  vagaries  into  which  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  and  their  officials  have  fallen. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

RETURNS  ORDERED. 

Copies  of  the  instructions  issued  to  Prof.  Saunders  when 
he  was  directed  to  enquire  into  the  question  of  the  grow¬ 
ing  of  sugar-beet  and  the  manufacture  of  beet-root  sugar 
in  Canada,  or  since  that  date  up  to  the  time  when  his  re¬ 
port  was  laid  before  this  House. — (Mr.  Beausoleil.) 

Copies  of  all  correspondence,  memorials  and  documents 
exchanged  between  the  Government  or  any  member 
thereof  and  any  persons,  companies  or  corporations,  as  to 
the  granting,  or  the  continuing  of  the  granting  of  a  bounty 
for  sugar  made  in  Canada  from  the  sugar-beet  grown  and 
cultivated  in  Canada. — (Mr.  Beausoleil.) 

IN  COMMITTEE— THIRD  READINGS. 

Bill  (No.  19)  respecting  the  Boiler  Inspection  and 
Insurance  Company  of  Canada. — (Mr.  Coatsworth. ) 

Bill  (No.  30)  respecting  the  Nova  Scotia  Steel 
and  Forge  Company  (Limited). — (Mr.  Fraser.) 

Bill  (No.  41)  respecting  the  Bell  Telephone  Com¬ 
pany  of  Canada. — (Mr.  Curran.) 

Bill  (No.  47)  to  incorporate  the  Victoria  Life 
Insurance  Company. — (Mr.  Cockburn.) 

Bill  (No.  25)  respecting  the  Montreal  Board  of 
Trade.  — (Mr.  Curran. ) 

SUPPLY. 

House  again  resolved  itself  into  Committee  of 
Supply. 

(In  the  Committee. ) 

Care  and  maintenance  of  drill  sheds, 
rifle  ranges,  buildings,  &c . $28,000 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  notice  that  Major-General 
Herbert  in  his  report  recommended  that  a  different 
course  be  adopted  with  regard  to  the  care  of  arms. 
The  impression  I  have  gathered  from  reading  that 
report  is  that  a  great  many  of  the  arms  in  charge 


of  the  volunteers  are  sacrificed  for  want  of  proper 
care,  and  for  want  of  proper  places  in  which 
to  keep  them.  Suggestions  have  been  made  with 
regard  to  the  adoption  of  improved  arms  for  our 
volunteers,  and  if  they  are  obtained  I  think  it  is 
an  absolute  necessity  that  proper  places  should  be 
provided  where  they  can  be  stored  with  safety. 
General  Herbert  recommends  that  there  should  be 
an  officer  attached  to  each  battalion  to  have  the  en¬ 
tire  charge  of  the  arms,  who  should  be  held  respon¬ 
sible  for  their  being  properly  cleaned  and  taken 
care  of.  I  would  like  to  know  whether  there  is 
any  intention,  on  the  part  of  the  new  Minister  of 
Militia,  to  make  any  alterations  in  the  direction  of 
General  Herbert’s  recommendation  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Although  this  question  was  dis¬ 
cussed  the  other  night,  and  although  it  is  not  pro¬ 
perly  under  the  consideration  of  the  committee 
now,  I  have  no  hesitation  in  repeating  what  I  then 
said,  that  it  is  one  that  will  receive  my  most  earnest 
and  careful  consideration.  I  have  long  been  of 
the  opinion  which  the  hon.  gentleman  has 
expressed  ;  but  a  difficulty  always  surrounds 
a  change  of  system,  particularly  in  the  rural 
sections,  where  the  companies  are  so  scattered,  of 
obtaining  proper  places  at  anything  like  moderate 
expense.  But  I  can  assure  the  committee  that  this 
is  one  portion  of  the  Major-General’s  report  to 
which  I  shall  give  my  attention,  with  a  view  to 
effecting  the  improvement,  if  it  is  possible  to  do  so 
within  the  means  at  my  disposal. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.  E.  I. )  I  was  asked  by  a  number 
of  volunteers  who  called  on  me  before  I  came  to  the 
House,  to  bring  to  the  attention  of  the  Minister 
what  they  considered  to  be  something  in  the  nature 
of  a  grievance.  Last  year  the  number  of  men 
allowed  to  drill  was  cut  down  very  largely,  to 
their  very  great  regret.  There  is  a  very  strong 
military  spirit  existing,  particularly  in  the  city 
corps,  and  the  men  are  very  proud  of  their  differ¬ 
ent  corps,  in  drill,  dress  parade  and  everything 
else,  and  they  called  my  attention  to  the  fact  that 
they  have  been  allowed  hitherto  to  drill  more  than 
their  proper  quota.  In  1889  they  were  allowed 
449  men,  in  1890  that  was  cut  down  to  321,  in  1891 
they  drilled  344  or  23  more,  which  the  Militia 
Department  afterwards  sanctioned,  and  last  year 
they  were  cut  down  to  325,  which  they  think  is 
far  below  the  number  they  are  entitled  to. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  There  was  a  practice  that  had 
crept  into  the  service  of  battalions  having  more 
men  for  drill  than  provided  for  in  the  regulations. 
The  Minister  of  Militia,  whenever  his  appropria¬ 
tion  would  allow  him  to  do  so,  paid  the  extra  expense. 
In  fact,  he  went  beyond  his  appropriation  in  almost 
every  case,  and  allowed  it.  The  present  Major- 
General,  being  a  strict  disciplinarian,  refuses  to 
sanction  the  payment  of  more  men  than  the 
number  provided  in  the  regulations.  As  regards 
the  volunteers  of  Prince  Edward  Island  being  cut 
down  in  number,  I  fancy  that  arose  from  the  want 
of  money.  For  a. number  of  years  past  we  have 
voted  only  $250,000  for  drill  purposes,  and  the 
cost  for  the  last  three  years  has  averaged  $275,000. 
The  difference  has  been  paid  out  of  whatever 
amounts  could  be  saved  in  the  other  appropriations. 
The  Auditor  General  pointed  out  that  that  was  not 
strictly  in  accord  with  the  rules  of  Parliament  and 
the  Audit  Act,  and  I  told  him  I  should  endeavour 
to  keep  within  each  individual  estimate,  if  possible, 
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and  would  cut  down  the  estimate  of  those  items, 
the  full  amount  of  which  has  not  been  expended, 
and  add  the  $25,000  to  the  item  of  drill,  as  that 
amount  was  necessary  to  drill  the  number  annually 
drilled  during  the  past  years,  numbering  about 
20,000  men.  Personally,  I  should  be  very  much 
gratified  if  the  Government  could  see  its  way  clear 
to  appropriate  $150,000  more  than  they  do,  as  from 
the  information  I  have  received,  even  exercising  the 
greatest  economy,  it  would  cost  about  $400,000  to 
drill  the  whole  force. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I. )  Of  course  if  the  hon. 
gentleman  is  not  provided  with  money  by  the  House, 
he  cannot  expend  it.  I  would  just  like  to  read  the 
paragraph  in  the  letter  I  received,  in  case  I  have 
not  explained  it  sufficiently  : 

“  Previous  to  the  present  year  four  companies  of  the  82nd 
Battalion,  three  of  artillery,  and  the  Charlottetown  Engi¬ 
neers  were  ordered  for  drill,  whereas  this  year  only  four 
companies  were  ordered  in  all,  two  of  artillery,  one  of 
engineers,  and  one  of  the  82nd  Battalion.  New  Brunswick 
and  Nova  Scotia  do  not  appear  to  have  suffered  in  this 
manner,  because  the  number  called  out  there  is  in  excess 
of  previous  years.” 

I  thought  I  would  bring  this  to  the  attention  of  the 
committee,  so  that  next  year  the  complaints  of  these 
gentlemen  may  be  attended  to. 

Mr.  SUTHERLAND.  Is  it  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  furnish  helmets  to  the  volunteer 
force  ? 

Mr.  BOW  ELL.  That  is  another  instance  where 
it  would  require  a  great  deal  of  money. 

Mr.  SUTHERLAND.  I  have  brought  this 
matter  before  the  attention  of  the  department  on 
several  occasions.  I  believe  it  is  the  desire  of  the 
officers  of  the  force  that  a  helmet  should  be  fur¬ 
nished.  Every  gentleman  connected  with  the  force 
will  agree  that  it  is  in  the  interests  of  the  militia 
that  these  helmets  should  be  furnished,  If  it  is 
for  want  of  money  that  they  are  not  procured,  it 
has  been  intimated  from  both  sides  of  the  House, 
without  dissent,  that  we  are  walling  to  vote  the 
money.  The  hon.  member  for  Frontenac  pointed 
out  on  several  occasions  how  this  provision  could 
be  made  at  a  very  small  cost,  and  I  hope  the 
Minister  will  consider  the  matter.  There  is  no 
reason  why  this  expense  should  fall  upon  those 
officers  who  give  their  time  and  money  in  main¬ 
taining  the  force. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  How  long  will  these  helmets 
last  ? 

Mr.  SUTHERLAND.  About  ten  years. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  If  a  grant  should  be  made  for 
that  purpose,  the  County  Council  of  Simcoe,  who 
have  supplied  the  men  of  the  Simcoe  battalion  with 
helmets,  should  be  reimbursed  the  cost. 

Mr.  INGRAM.  Is  the  department  in  the  habit 
of  furnishing  the  bands  of  battalions  with  uniforms  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  understand  they  are  furnished 
with  the  regular  uniform  and  nothing  beyond  that. 

Royal  Military  College  of  Canada. . $75,000 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  would  ask  the  Minister  how 
many  graduates  there  were  from  this  college  during 
the  past  year  ?  It  appears  to  me  that  there  are 
18  altogether.  If  that  is  correct,  that  there 
were  only  18  graduates  from  this  college  last  year, 
I  would  call  the  attention  of  the  Minister  to  the 
financial  aspect  of  the  case.  During  the  last  year, 
not  having  any  reference  whatever  to  the  capital 
Mr.  Bowell. 


invested  in  buildings,  either  for  the  college  or  for 
any  of  the  staff — and  that  capital  amounts  to  a  good 
deal— having  reference  only  to  the  actual  cost  of 
maintenance  for  the  year  ending  the  30th  June, 
1891,  we  find  that  there  was  expended  in  that  way 
$69,248.49. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  From  that  you  should  deduct 
the  fees  paid,  and  that  will  show  the  actual  ex¬ 
penditure.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  correct  in  stating 
that  the  expenditure  amounted  to  $69,248,  but  the 
annual  subscription  fees  and  payments  for  issue  of 
clothing,  &c.,  amounted  to  $21,306,  making  the 
total  cost  of  the  college,  $47,942. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  No  doubt  that  is  correct,  but 
the  expenditure  for  the  maintenance  of  the  college 
was  $69,248,  and  there  wer-e  only  eighteen  gradu¬ 
ates.  I  find  that,  including  the  staff,  Major-General 
Cameron  and  the  professors,  there  are  about 
eighteen  professors,  and  looking  at  the  Auditor 
General’s  Report,  which  is  my  only  source  of  infor¬ 
mation,  I  find  there  are  some  twenty  non-commis¬ 
sioned  officers  and  others  employed  there  in  addition 
to  the  eighteen  professors,  making  at  least  forty 
persons  who  are  engaged  in  carrying  on  the  work 
of  this  college.  As  there  were  only  eighteen  gradu¬ 
ates  last  year,  and  the  college  cost  $69,248.49,  it 
appears  that  it  cost  us  $3,847.12  for  each  graduate 
we  turned  out  during  the  year.  I  do  not  think  any 
comment  I  can  make  can  add  to  or  detract  from  the 
startling  result  I  have  given  to  the  committee.  I 
am  told  that  these  graduates,  having  got  the  edu¬ 
cation  which  this  college  affords,  in  large  numbers 
leave  the  country,  so  that  we  are  educating  them  for 
other  parts  of  the  world.  I  am  told  that,  whilst  it 
was  originally  part  of  the  policy  in  connection  with 
this  college  that  its  graduates  should  receive  to  some 
extent  inducements  to  enter  the  service  of  Canada, 
that  has  not  been  adhered  to.  I  am  told,  for  ex¬ 
ample,  that,  while  there  is  a  departmental  order  that 
instructors  in  the  permanent  corps  should  be 
graduates  of  this  college,  that  order  has  not  been 
lived  up  to,  and  that  men  have  been  appointed 
instructors  to  the  permanent  corps  without  having 
first  received  that  qualification  they  should  have 
received,  that  they  have  been  appointed  to  instruct, 
and  that,  after  they  were  so  appointed,  they  have 
been  sent  to  the  college  to  learn  their  lessons  in 
order  to  be  qualified.  A  couple  of  weeks  ago,  I 
received  a  communication  from  a  person  bearing 
on  this  subject,  and  he  enclosed  an  extract  from  a 
newspaper  published  in  Canada,  setting  forth  a 
number  of  names  of  gentlemen  who  had  recently 
joined  the  Military  College  at  Kingston,  and 
amongst  those  are  three  gentlemen  who  are  des¬ 
cribed  as  being  at  that  time  instructors  in  the  per¬ 
manent  corps.  They  are  Lieut.  C.  Fiset,  of  St. 
John’s,  Que.,  Lieut.  A.  V.  Fages,  of  St.  John’s, Que., 
and  Lieut.  A.  E.  Carpenter,  of  Fredericton,  N.B. 
These  three,  according  to  the  newspaper  extract  I 
have,  had  the  appointments  and  were  at  that  time 
engaged  as  instructors  in  the  permanent  corps,  and 
were  afterwards  sent  to  the  Military  College 
to  qualify  themselves  and  to  learn  how  to 
instruct.  If  there  were  vacancies  in  the 
'permanent  corps  for  instructors,  when  these 
unqualified  persons  were  appointed,  it  seems 
to  me  that  the  department  should  have  ap¬ 
pointed  those  who  had  graduated,  those  who  had 
at  this  enormous  expense  received  the  instruction 
which  the  college  supplies,  and  should  have  let 
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others  wait  until  they  had  obtained  their  proper 
technical  qualification  before  they  were  appointed 
to  these  offices.  I  do  not  know  whether  the 
Minister  can  inform  the  committee  how  many 
students  there  are  in  attendance  at  the  college,  but 
the  output  shows  that  the  cost  of  18  graduates 
is  between  $3,000  and  $4,000  a  head.  I  do  not 
know  that  it  is  material,  nor  does  it  at  all  get  over 
the  main  feature  of  this  charge— for  I  think  it  must 
be  considered  a  charge  of  looseness  and  extrava¬ 
gance — to  say  that  half  of  the  cost  is  borne  by  the 
cadets.  Whatever  they  pay  goes  into  the  common 
fund,  and  the  administration  of  this  college  results 
in  the  cost  being  at  the  rate  I  have  mentioned,  no 
matter  who  are  the  paymasters.  This  state  of 
affairs,  I  think,  should  not  be  allowed  to  continu^, 
and  I  hope  that  the  new  broom  we  have  will  sweep 
away  a  little  of  the  dust  that  seems  to  be  hovering 
over  the  whole  department. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  have  listened  with  a  good  deal 
of  interest  to  the  remarks  made  by  the  hon.  member 
for  North  York  (Mr.  Mulock).  He  seems  to  be  under 
the  impression  that  the  amount  which  he  says  has 
been  expended,  is  all  borne  by  the  country.  He 
should  have  deducted  the  $21,306  which  were  paid 
by  the  cadets.  It  is  true  that  it  costs  the  amount 
per  head  mentioned  by  the  hon.  member  to  carry 
on  the  school,  but  it  does  not  cost  the  country  quite 
as  much  as  that. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  How  much  do  you  make  it  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  did  not  make  the  computa¬ 
tion.  But  you  may  take  the  sum  of  $47,942 
instead  of  $69,248  and  divide  by  the  number  of 
graduates.  In  reference  to  the  appointment  of 
officers  to  which  the  hon.  gentleman  has  referred, 
I  can  say  to  him  that  I  have  inaugurated  a  new 
policy,  and .  refuse  positively  to  appoint  any  one  to 
a  position,  either  in  the  infantry  schools  or  else¬ 
where  on  the  permanent  force,  until  they  have 
acquired  that  qualification  which  is  provided  for 
them  in  the  military  school.  An  irregularity  may 
have  crept  in  in  the  past,  but  it  is  never  too  late  to 
mend,  and  I  intend  to  begin  at  once  in  that  direction. 
In  reference  to  the  employment  of  the  graduates 
of  that  college,  it  is  to  be  regretted  that  we  have 
not  sufficient  places  to  provide  for  the  whole  of 
them  ;  but  I  find,  in  looking  at  the  returns  which 
have  been  placed  in  my  hands,  that  out  of  175 
graduates,  100  are  now  in  the  employment  of  this 
Government,  or  in  the  Imperial  Army.  I  think  this 
is  a  very  important  fact,  because  it  is  important,  as 
longas  we  are  part  and  portion  of  the  British  Empire, 
that  young  Canadians  should  have  a  fair  share  of 
the  honours  that  are  given  in  the  Imperial  Army. 
The  cadets  to  which  I  refer,  and  which  have  been 
gazetted  to  commissions,  number  :  2  in  the  Cavalry, 
20  in  the  Royal  Artillery,  32  in  the  Royal  Engi¬ 
neers,  and  26  in  the  Infantry,  making  a  total  in  the 
Imperial  service  of  80  graduates  of  our  college.  This 
speaks  well  for  their  qualifications.  As  Canadians, 
we  ought  to  be  proud  of  the  fact  that  so  many  of 
them  are  employed  in  that  service.  In  addition  to 
these,  9  ex-cadets  have  been  appointed  to  commis¬ 
sions  in  the  Mounted  Police,  3  are  in  the  Schools  of 
Artillery,  2  in  the  Schools  of  Infantry,  and  2  on  the 
staff  of  the  Royal  Military  College;  which,  along 
with  the  80  holding  positions  in  the  Imperial  Army, 
make  a  total  of  96  cadets,  who  have  obtained  per¬ 
manent  employment.  In  addition  to  these,  one  is 
now  Assistant  Superintendent  of  the  Government 
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Cartridge  Factory,  one  is  Architect  in  the  Engineer’s 
branch  of  the  Militia  Department,  one  is  on  the 
superior  staff  of  the  college,  and  one  is  in  the  Royal 
Artillery,  making  the  total  number  of  100 ; — so  that 
they  litve  been  tolerably  well  provided  for  in  the 
Imperial  Army  and  in  our  own  service.  I  may  add 
that  there  are  a  number  of  these  graduates  who  are 
employed  in  the  Department  of  Railways  and  Canals, 
some  on  the  railways,  and  more  on  the  canals.  It 
has  been  the  policy  of  the  Government  to  utilize  the 
services  of  these  young  men  who  have  proved  them¬ 
selves  capable  and  have  passed  creditable  examina¬ 
tions,  wherever  we  can  do  so. 

Mr.  CASEY.  How  many  hold  commands  in  the 
military  force  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  CASEY.  Do  you  know  if  any  do  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  cannot  speak  positively.  They 
all  hold  commissions,  that  is,  when  they  pas  8  ex¬ 
aminations  they  leave  the  college  with  the  rank  of 
lieutenant. 

Mr.  CASEY.  But  they  are  not  actually  in  the 
ranks  of  the  volunteers  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Some  are. 

Mr.  CASEY.  Will  the  hon.  Minister,  without  a 
formal  motion,  find  out  and  have  that  brought 
down  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  will  try. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Eventakingthe  Minister’s  mode 
of  dealing  with  the  figures,  it  appears  that  the  cost 
per  capita  of  each  graduate  during  the  past  year, 
was,  as  I  have  stated  before,  $3,847.12.  If  we  di¬ 
vide  that  cost  between  the  country  and  the  gradu¬ 
ates,  it  appears  that  the  country  bore  the  amount  of 
$2,666  per  head,  and  the  cadets  paid  each  $1,181.1 2, 
so  that  the  cost  to  the  country  was  at  least  $2,666 
per  head,  to  say  nothing  of  what  each  graduate  had 
to  contribute  besides  into  the  common  fund.  I  have 
not  made  a  calculation  as  to  the  total  cost  of  the 
maintenance  of  this  college  since  its  establishment  ; 
but  assuming  that  it  has  been  running  for  some 
twelve  years  at  an  annual  expenditure  of  about 
$70,000  a  year,  you  would  have  $840,000. 

Mr.  KIRKPATRICK.  Longer  than  that. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  was  throwing  off  a  few  years 
at  the  commencement  when  the  expenditure  must 
have  been  lighter  tharrit  is  now.  I  presume  that 
this  rate  of  expenditure  was  not  in  full  swing  for 
the  first  few  years. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  think  it  was  established  in 
1876. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  In  order  not  to  make  an  over¬ 
estimate,  I  was  making  an  average  calculation,  and 
estimated  that  this  rate  of  expenditure  has  been 
going  on  for  twelve  years  ;  because  the  Minister 
says  there  has  been  175  graduates  of  the 'college 
since  it  was  established.  I  was  endeavouring  to 
ascertain,  in  a  rough  way,  what  the  cost  has  been 
per  graduate  of  these  175  men.  The  expense  dur¬ 
ing  12  years,  at  the  average  rate  of  the  past  year, 
has  been  $840,000.  In  addition,  a  very  large  sum 
has  been  expended  on  capital  account.  So  it  is 
fair  to  say  that  the  country  has  spent  $1,000,000 
during  this  period  to  turn  out  1 75  graduates,  or, 
in  other  words,  at  a  cost  of  $5,754  per  head.  If  we 
only  took  cognizance  of  those  graduates  who  have 
continued  in  connection  with  Canada,  the  number 
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]  To  would  have  to  he  reduced  one-half  for  those 
who  have  gone  into  another  service.  True,  it  is  a 
service  in  which  we  are  deeply  interested,  and  I 
would  not  he  inclined  to  criticise  that  expenditure 
merely  because  the  cadets  have  joined  the  Imperial 
service,  but  still,  for  the  purpose  of  understanding 
where  our  money  goes  and  where  our  men  go,  it  is 
fair  to  hear  in  mind  so  far  as  direct  benefit  to  Can¬ 
ada  is  concerned,  if  benefit  accrues,  from  these  men 
remaining  in  our  service  in  this  country,  that  one- 
half  of  the  175  have  gone  away,  and  the  remainder 
have  cost  Canada,  on  an  average,  $12,000  per  head. 
That  is  the  position  we  occupy  as  regards  the  main¬ 
tenance  of  this  college. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  It  is  a  pretty  hard  way  of  cal-, 
dilating. 

Mr.  M CLOCK.  It  will  be  found,  on  investigat¬ 
ing  the  accounts,  that  I  have  been  over-liberal.  The 
average  cost  will  prove  to  be  more  than  the  figures 
I  have  named.  I  thought,  two  or  three  years  ago, 
the  Government  w-ere  making  a  very  great  mistake 
in  expending  so  large  a  sum  in  purchasing  a  resi¬ 
dence  for  the  commandant.  His  salary  is  not  suf¬ 
ficient  to  warrant  such  an  expensive  establishment. 
$12,000  was  paid  for  the  house  in  the  first  in¬ 
stance,  a  dwelling  which  was  described  as  some¬ 
what  palatial  in  its  extent.  This  was  an  expendi¬ 
ture  on  capital  account  which  we  were  in  no  way  call¬ 
ed  upon  to  incur,  and  each  year  we  find  the  Public 
Accounts  burdened  with  items  for  its  maintenance. 
Every  time  a  public  building  is  purchased  for  the 
public  service  there  arises  an  annual  charge  for 
maintenance  and  repairs.  These  add  to  the  invest¬ 
ment  of  capital,  and  these  items  are  a  fair  charge 
against  the  institution  with  which  they  are  con¬ 
nected.  The  Government  are  loading  down  this 
institution  with  professors  and  instructors.  I  sup¬ 
pose  there  is  one  servant  in  the  college  for  every 
two  cadets,  and  I  presume  there  are  50  employes 
in  the  college  to-day.  Will  the  Minister  say  how 
many  undergraduates  there  are  in  attendance? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  will  give  the  lion,  gentleman 
the  information  shortly. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  will  leave  the  matter  in  this 
position,  simply  calling  the  attention  of  the  new 
Minister  of  Militia  to  the  abuses  that  exist  there 
and  which  demand  his  immediate  attention. 

Mr.  DENISON.  I  wish  to  say  only  a  word  or 
two.  The  hon.  gentleman  seems  to  imagine  that 
the  men  who  graduate  from  the  college  all  go 
to  the  British  Army  and  are  lost  to  Canada.  Of 
course  that  is  not  the  case,  because  they  are  merely 
continuing  their  education  there.  They  are  con¬ 
tinuing  it  in  an  excellent  school,  a  practical  school, 
in  which  they  have  a  chance  of  serving  in  all 
quarters  of  the  globe,  and  obtaining  a  practical 
knowledge  of  the  duties  of  a  soldier.  They  do 
that  much  in  the  same  way  as  graduates  from  our 
universities  go  to  other  universities  to  complete 
their  studies.  All  this  is  done  at  the  expense  of 
England,  and  causes  a  real  saving  to  this  country. 
These  men  would  be  only  too  glad  to  come  back  to 
Canada  if  she  requires  their  services.  They  do  come 
back,  in  fact,  all  the  time,  and  we  have  them  in  our 
military  college  as  instructors.  There  is  one  sug¬ 
gestion  I  brought  forward  last  session,  or  the  ses¬ 
sion  before,  which  it  is  desirable  the  Minister 
should  see  his  way  to  adopt,  and  it  is  this  :  the 
British  Government  gives  four  commissions  to  the 
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graduates  of  the  Royal  Military  College.  If  the 
Canadian  Government  would  encourage  the  can¬ 
didates  by  giving  four  prizes,  by  way  of  employ¬ 
ment  in  the  Railways  and  Canals  Department,  or 
some  other  department,  where  they  would  be  use¬ 
ful,  or  if,  instead  of  four,  they  gave  two  such  posi¬ 
tions,  this  system  would  allow  those  who  did  not 
desire  to  enter  the  army,  at  once  to  step  into  the 
Civil  Service  where  they  would  prove  useful  men, 
because  they  are  highly  trained  in  all  matters  of 
an  engineering  character.  I  think  it  would  be 
beneficial  if  something  of  that  kind  were  adopted. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  The  number  of  cadets  in  the 
college  I  find  to  be  63. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  So  there  are  16  or  17  professors, 
the  commandant,  nearly  20  non-commissioned  offi¬ 
cers  and  emplo3'es,  or  on  an  average  of  two-thirds  of 
an  employe  for  each  cadet.  The  ex-Minister  smiles  ; 
it  is  a  laughing  matter  to  him,  I  am  sure,  but  not 
to  the  taxpayers. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  happened  to  be  in  the 
House  Avhen  the  question  of  a  residence  for  the 
commandant  was  under  consideration.  The  Oppo¬ 
sition  found  very  serious  fault  with  the  proposal  to 
purchase  a  residence  at  a  considerable  distance  from 
the  Military  College.  It  was  then  urged  that  the 
commandant’s  residence  could  be  erected  within 
the  grounds  of  the  college,  or  in  close  proximity.  I 
understand,  however,  it  is  two  miles  distant.  I  no¬ 
tice  by  a  reference  to  the  Auditor  General's  Report, 
that  street-car  fares  and  other  expenses  are  charged 
in  connection  with  the  residence.  It  also  appears 
that  the  country  has  furnished  the  residence  and 
supplied  it  with  necessary  articles.  At  C-25  of 
the  Auditor  General’s  Report,  I  find  items  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  residence  as  follows  : — Cooking 
stove,  $85;  supplies  for  the  same,  $15.17;  stove 
and  pipes  for  stable,  $25  ;  fire  guards,  $2  ;  fixing 
pipes,  $1.50  ;  hardwood,  4  cords,  $21. GO  ;  bunch 
wood,  H  cords,  $4.38  ;  coal,  15  tons  at  $6.25,  G  at 
$6.40,  G  at $6.55,  5at$6. 70,  makingatotalof  $204.95. 
Then,  waterworks,  one  year,  $34.41  ;  gas,  at  $2  a 
thousand,  $115.40  ;  meter,  $2.02  ;  telephone,  one 
year,  $80.  Now,  all  these  items  for  the  command¬ 
ant’s  residence  in  Kingston,  have  cost  us,  in  addi¬ 
tion  to  his  salary,  $604.43  for  last  year.  I  cannot 
understand  why  we  are  called  upon  to  pay  all  these 
expenses  for  the  commandant’s  residence.  Was  it 
an  understood  arrangement,  when  he  was  appointed 
to  perform  the  duties  of  his  office,  that  we  were  to 
supply  all  the  necessaries  of  his  residence,  down  to 
the  stove,  and  the  stove  for  his  stable  ?  For  my 
own  part,  judging  from  the  remarks  dropped  from 
the  hon.  member  for  York  (Mr.  Mulock),  I  think 
it  is  quite  clear  that  this  college,  from  the  way  it 
has  been  run  at  Kingston,  is  a  white  elephant  on 
our  hands.  It  has  cost  the  country  altogether  too 
much  money,  altogether  more  than  is  necessary  ; 
and  if  it  can  be  run  in  a  more  economical  manner, 
I  earnestly  hope  that  the  present  Minister  of  Militia, 
supporting  the  character  for  economy  that  he  has 
gained,  will  either  wipe  it  out,  or  put  it  on  a 
different  footing.  The  hon.  member  for  York 
states  that  there  are  18  officials,  and  in  addition 
there  are  12  to  15  servants,  that  makes  30,  with 
some  other  minor  officials  in  connection  with  the 
college.  We  have  only  turned  out  the  very  limited 
number  of  graduates  that  was  stated  to  the  House 
last  year  ;  and  the  entire  number  in  attendance  at 
|  the  college,  the  Minister  of  Militia  says,  is  65.  It 
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appears  to  me,  that  if  that  institution  was  under 
proper  care  and  economical  superintendence,  it 
ought  to  be  run  for  a  very  much  less  sum  than  it  is 
now.  I  would  like  to  know  from  the  Minister, 
what  is  the  salary  of  the  commandant  at  present  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  $3,163. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  understood  he  was  engaged 
for  $4,000. 

Mr.  KIRKPATRICK.  The  salary  is  $3,200,  and 
there  was  an  allowance  of  $800  for  ho  use- rent  and 
fuel.  Then  they, purchased  the  house  and  stopped 
the  $800. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  If  I  understand  the  lion, 
member  for  Frontenac  (Mr.  Kirkpatrick),  they  have 
not  stopped  the  furnishing  of  supplies.  How  is  it 
that  the  supplies  are  all  charged  in  the  way  they 
are  here  ? 

Mr.  ROWELL.  I  am  informed  this  charge  for 
supplies  is  an  exceptional  sum  paid  for  some  reason 
or  other.  The  cook  stove  was  a  range  that  was  put 
in,  and  the  pipes  and  fixtures,  of  course,  would  be 
in  connection  with  it.  I  understand  that  he  was  to 
be  paid  a  fixed  salary,  and  that  quarters  were  to 
be  furnished  for  him  ;  whether  it  was  in  the  city 
proper  or  near  the  barracks,  was  a  matter  of  very 
little  consequence.  In  future  I  shall  take  care  that 
these  charges  are  not  incurred  by  the  Government 
unless  the  commandant,  under  his  agreement  with 
the  Government,  is  entitled  to  them.  That  is  the 
only  explanation  I  can  give.  I  remember  distinctly 
the  discussion  that  took  place  when  this  residence 
was  purchased  for  the  commandant,  and  it  was 
then  shown  that  the  rent  which  had  been 
paid  was  more  than  the  interest  at  4  per  cent 
on  the  amount  that  was  paid  for  the  building, 
so  that  as  a  business  transaction  it  was  no  loss  to 
the  country.  The  House  can  understand  that 
repairs  would  have  to  be  made  to  any  residence 
which  would  have  to  be  provided  for  a  gentleman 
like  Major  Cameron,  or  any  one  occupying  his 
position.  If  he  has  a  superior  building,  the  re¬ 
pairs  are  not  likely  to  cost  so  much  as  would  the 
repairs  of  an  inferior  building.  Under  all  the  cir¬ 
cumstances,  considering  the  matter  from  a  financial 
standpoint,  there  is  no  actual  charge  upon  the 
country  over  and  above  that  which  we  would 
have  to  pay  under  the  former  arrangement. 
Whether  the  school  should  be  continued,  or 
whether  some  attempt  should  be  made  to  reduce 
the  expenditure,  is  a  matter  which  shall  receive 
the  attention  of  the  Government.  There  are  many 
reasons  why  the  school  should  be  continued,  al¬ 
though  from  an  economical  point  of  view  it  might 
be  argued  that  the  school  should  be  abolished  alto¬ 
gether.  But  if  we  are  to  have  a  school,  it  must 
be  one  that  will  be  a  credit  to  Canada  in  any  part 
of  the  world  where  the  cadets  may  go  ;  otherwise 
we  had  better  not  have  any  school  at  all. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  am  glad  to  hear  the  state¬ 
ment  made  by  the  Minister  of  Militia  with  regard 
to  eliminating  such  charges  as  are  set  out  in  the 
Auditor  General’s  Report  in  connection  with  the 
commandant’s  residence.  I  think  it  is  better, 
where  we  engage  men  in  that  way  witli  stated 
salaries,  that  they  should  provide  these  things  for 
themselves.  Now,  with  regard  to  the  house.  The 
Minister  looks  upon  it  as  a  fair  investment  at  4  per 
cent.  Any  person  that  has  any  know  ledge  of  pro¬ 
perty  and  of  keeping  buildings  in  repair,  is  aware 
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that  it  wall  take  4  per  cent  at  least  to  keep  build¬ 
ings  in  a  habitable  condition  ;  and  by  the  time  you 
pay  the  insurance  and  make  the  necessary  repairs 
to  the  buildings  every  year,  you  will  find  that  you 
will  not  be  able  to  do  it  for  very  much  less  than  4 
percent.  For  instance,  that  building  cost  $12,000, 
4  per  cent  upon  that  sum  would  lie  $480.  Now, 
you  will  find  that  it  will  cost  a  considerable  sum 
each  year  to  keep  that  building  in  such  a  condition 
as  that  the  commandant  will  be  satisfied  to  live  in 
it,  and  you  will  virtually  have  to  pay  double  that 
sum,  or  $960  a  year.  From  all  I  can  gather  with 
regard  to  the  handling  of  this  institution,  it  ap¬ 
pears  to  be  a  very  expensive  ornament  to  our  mili¬ 
tia  force,  and  I  hope  that  under  the  vigorous  and 
searching  investigation  of  the  new  head  of  the 
department,  we  will  have  a  very  much  reduced  ex¬ 
penditure. 

Mr.  FLINT.  I  do  not  think  the  Military 
College  presents  as  good  a  record  to  the  country  as 
the  Militia  Department  and  the  members  in  this 
House  who  are  members  of  the  militia  force,  would 
like  to  make  it  appear.  I  think  the  department 
themselves,  or  their  officers,  must  be  to  a  certain 
extent  to  blame  for  this  fact.  We  have  positive 
information  given  to  the  House  and  to  the  country 
concerning  this  institution,  that  it  is  costing  from 
$40,000  to  $50,000  a  year.  This  is  certainly  a  sub¬ 
ject  worthy  of  note.  We  have  here  the  report  of 
the  Minister  of  Militia  and  Defence,  which  contains 
the  comments  of  the  General  Officer  Commanding 
on  the  state  of  our  military  affairs.  That  report 
is  recognized  on  all  hands  as  being  a  very  searching 
and  valuable  one  to  those  who  wish  to  look  into  the 
expenditure  and  ascertain  the  condition  of  the 
military  service  ;  and  I  think  that  the  General  will 
receive  the  thanks  of  the  Government  and  the 
people  for  his  comments,  which  are  so  frank  and 
apparently  so  fair.  I  regretted  to  notice,  however, 
that  he  was  not  asked  to  report  on  the  Military  Col¬ 
lege.  I  had  a  sincere  desire  to  study  the  affairs  of  the 
'  college, for  the  purpose  of  information,  and  in  order  to 
assist  the  Government  and  the  House  as  far  aslcould 
in  reaching  sound  conclusions  in  regard  to  its 
management.  I  think  it  would  be  interesting  and 
valuable  to  the  people  of  this  country  that,  in  his 
next  report  to  the  Government,  the  General  should 
be  asked  to  report  on  that  college.  I  think  it  pro¬ 
bable  that  he  has  suffered  some  inconvenience 
from  the  incompleteness  of  the  report  placed  in  his 
hands  by  the  commandant  of  the  college.  Con¬ 
sidering  that  this  institution  costs  us  from  $40,000 
to  $50,000  a  year,  the  report  upon  it  placed  in  his 
hands  is  certainly  very  inadequate.  The  lion,  mem¬ 
ber  for  North  York  (Mr.  Mulock)  searched  in  vain 
|  through  the  very  few  pages  of  the  report  to  find 
some  of  the  items  most  necessary  to  enable  him  to 
look  into  its  affairs.  I  think  the  commandant  of 
that  institution  should  furnish  the  Government  and 
the  people  with  a  full  report  of  it,  along  with  some 
supplementary  pages  bearing  on  its  history,  so  that 
those  who  are  the  friends  of  the  institution,  as  I 
claim  to  be  myself,  would  be  in  a  position  to  defend 
it  if  it  is  defensible, and  that  we  should  find  there  the 
information  which  is  only  now  twisted  and  coaxed 
from  the  Minister,  I  do  not  say  unwillingly,  but  be¬ 
cause  he  has  it  not  ready  under  his  hand.  Those  who 
have  prepared  the  report  are  certainly  blameworthy 
for  not  having  f  urnished  the  Ministry  and  Parliament 
with  all  the  requisite  information  on  these  subjects. 
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Hooked  at  the  report  to  ascertain  the  total  number 
of  students  in  attendance  and  graduating  in  each 
class,  and  the  average  cost  of  each,  but  in  vain. 
There  is  not  a  second  or  a  third  class  college  in  the 
Dominion  that  will  not  give  a  better  report  of  its 
doings.  I  hope  that  when  we  discuss  the  militia 
estimates  another  year,  we  shall  have  such  informa¬ 
tion  in  our  hands  in  regard  to  the  Military  College 
as  will  enable  us  to  reach  a  conclusion  whether  the 
money  spent  in  maintaining  it  is  a  wise  expendi¬ 
ture,  or  whether  it  is,  as  it  appears  on  its  face  to 
be,  a  waste  of  money.  It  appears  that  each  cadet 
costs  the  country  from  $2,000  to  $3,000  a  year. 
Probably  there  are  pupils  in  the  school  who  do  not 
take  the  full  course,  and  on  this  account  there 
should  be  a  deduction  ;  but  owing  to  the  paucity  of 
the  information  given  to  us  we  are  really  not  in  a 
position  to  judge  as  we  ought  to  be. 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  cannot  agree  in  one  respeet 
with  my  hon.  friend  who  has  just  sat  down.  He 
says  he  is  a  friend  of  this  college.  I  believe  this 
college  was  instituted  with  the  best  of  motives — 
with  the  intention  of  turning  out  a  trained  and 
highly -skilled  body  of  officers  to  instruct  our 
volunteers  and  to  form  the  nucleus  of  a  larger 
body  of  well-trained  officers  who  should  be  avail¬ 
able  in  case  of  need.  But,  Sir,  although  that 
college  was  instituted  during  the  time  my  friends 
were  in  power,  I  am  compelled  to  say  that  experi¬ 
ence  has  proved  it  to  be  a  costly  and  useless  fad, 
and  I  cannot  call  it  by  any  other  name.  We  have 
had  it  in  operation  for  fifteen  years,  and  the 
average  yearly  number  of  graduates  in  that  time 
has  been  under  a  dozen.  I  have  not  gone  back 
through  the  Public  Accounts  to  see  what  it  has 
cost  every  year,  but  this  year  it  has  cost  the  sum 
mentioned  by  the  hon.  member  for  North  York 
(Mr.  Mulock),  amounting,  after  the  deductions 
mentioned  by  the  Minister  of  Militia,  to  about 
$2,660  per  graduate  ;  audit  must  be  remembered 
that  those  graduates  have  been  there  four  years 
and  have  cost  about  as  much  every  year  as  they 
have  this  year,  making  a  total  of  something  over 
$10,500  for  each  of  the  dozen  graduates  turned  out 
this  year. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Eighteen  graduates. 

Mr.  CASEY.  Well,  that  increases  the  cost. 
The  fact  is  that  we  are  now  educating  the  sons  of 
wealthy  men,  and  educating  them  at  an  expense 
that  would  keep  them  at  Oxford  or  Cambridge  and 
secure  forthem  a  thoroughly  good  general  education. 
It  is  practically  a  college  for  the  sons  of  the  rich, 
kept  up  at  the  expense  of  the  tax-payers  all  over 
the  country,  be  they  rich  or  poor.  The  hon. 
Minister  is  correct  in  saying  that  the  cadets  have 
to  pay  a  portion  of  their  expenses  ;  but  the  insti¬ 
tution  is  so  costly  in  operation  that  besides  the 
$2,660  which  it  costs  us  each  year  for  each  graduate, 
the  sums  paid  by  the  fathers  of  those  cadets  are 
sufficient  to  prevent  those  of  moderate  means  from 
sending  their  sons  there.  It  is  the  dearest  college 
in  the  country  to  the  parents  of  the  students,  as 
well  as  the  dearest  college  in  the  country  to  the 
state.  I  do  not  deny  that  a  fair  education  is  given 
there,  though  I  do  not  think  it  gives  as  complete 
an  education  in  mathematics  as  can  be  got  at  the 
Provincial  University,  at  Queen’s  College,  or  at 
several  other  institutions  in  the  country.  But  I 
deny  that  there  is  any  justification  for  making  a 
present  of  this  enormous  contribution  of  $10,000 
Mr.  Flint. 


i  for  each  cadet  to  the  parents  who  are  rich 
enough  to  send  their  sons  to  that  college, 
it  is  virtually  a  present  made  by  the  tax -payer  to 
the  parent  of  the  cadet,  and  the  education,  although 
a  very  fair  one,  is  paid  for  at  an  infinitely  extrava¬ 
gant  rate  by  the  country.  Now,  the  Minister  of 
Militia  says  that  a  hundred  out  of  one  hundred  and 
seventy-five  cadets  in  that  college  either  hold  Gov¬ 
ernment  positions  or  are  in  the  Imperial  Army,  and 
nearly  all  are  in  the  latter  service.  Thus,  nearly 
half  of  those  it  costs  us  $10,000  apiece  to  educate 
are  in  the  Imperial  Army.  What  good  does  that 
do  us  ?  The  hon.  member  for  West  Toronto  says 
they  will  be.  only  too  glad  to  come  back  in  case  of 
i  need,  but  it  does  not  rest  with  them  to  come  back. 
They  have  to  go  where  they  are  sent,  and  if  the 
Imperial  Government  orders  them  elsewhere  they 
must  go  there.  They  are  as  much  attached  to  the 
Imperial  service  as  if  they  had  graduated  at  Sand¬ 
hurst  or  Woolwich.  More  than  that,  he  said  they 
are,  as  it  were,  continuing  their  education,  like  the 
graduate  of  a  college  taking  a  post-graduate  course 
in  another  college.  Nothing  of  the  kind.  That 
might  be  true  if  they  entered  the  Imperial 

Army  for  a  fixed  term  and  then  returned 

here  into  our  service.  But  they  leave  us 
for  good,  they  not  only  learn  their  duties  as 
soldiers,  but  acquire  habits  which  unfit  them  to 
command  Canadian  volunteers.  A  man  accustomed 
for  a  long  term  of  years  to  command  regular  soldiers 
is  not  the  man  we  want  as  battalion  or  company 
officer  in  Canada.  He  should  not  stay  longer  in 
the  regular  service  than  is  necessary  to  learn  the 
technique  of  his  profession,  and  then  come 
back  and  give  his  services  to  the  country 
j  which  has  paid  so  enormously  for  his  educa¬ 
tion.  No  cadet  of  Kingston  should  be  allowed 

to  accept  a  commission  in  the  British  Army 
without  signing  an  agreement  to  come  back  at  the 
end  of  a  certain  term  of  years,  and  then  give  his 
services  to  the  Canadian  volunteer  force.  If  this 
entrance  into  the  Imperial  Army  were  limited  to  a 
short  period  of  training  like  that,  nobody  could 
object,  but  I  do  absolutely  protest  against  the  tax¬ 
payers  of  Canada  educating  men  at  a  cost  of 
$10,500  each  to  fill  positions  in  the  Imperial 
Army.  That  army  can  afford  to  educate  its 
own  officers,  and  it  is  none  of  our  business  to  edu¬ 
cate  officers  for  them.  The  Minister  makes  a 
great  point  of  the  fact  that  some  of  the  officers  are 
employed  in  the  Mounted  Police.  Well,  in  the  last 
fifteen  years  we  had  nine  officers,  graduates  of  King¬ 
ston,  serving  in  the  Canadian  force,  and  two  on  the 
staff  of  the  Military  College  itself.  In  return  for  the 
millions  spent  on  this  college  we  have  eleven  officers 
altogether  serving  on  the  Canadian  force.  Then 
we  are  told  there  are  some  in  the  Department  of 
Railways  and  Canals.  Well,  we  did  not  institute 
the  Royal  Military  College  of  Canada  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  educating  engineers  to  serve  in  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Railways  and  Canals.  If  that  college  had 
any  object  at  all,  if  it  was  not  a  mere  fad  on  the 
part  of  somebody,  its  object  was  to  educate 
instructors  and  officers  for  our  Canadian  volunteer 
force,  and  in  that  it  has  utterly  failed.  I  asked 
the  Minister  how  many  actually  hold  commissions 
in  the  volunteer  force.  He  says  they  all  get  a  cer¬ 
tain  rank  on  leaving  the  college  ;  but  how  many  have 
got  commissions  ?  He  could  not  tell,  nor  could  his 
deputy.  It  is  a  pretty  state  of  things  that,  after 
all  this  expenditure,  neither  the  Minister  nor  his 
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deputy  can  tell  us  whether  one  or  how  many  of 
these  expensive  cadets  of  the  Military  College  are 
loing  any  service  in  the  military  force  in  Canada. 
The  whole  thing  is  an  utterly  disgraceful  failure. 
If  it  were  really  useful,  it  would  not  now  be,  in  the 
fifteenth  year  of  its  existence,  only  turning  out 
12  graduates  a  year.  If  it  had  suited  the  genius 
of  Canada,  from  40  to  100  graduates  would  be  turned 
out  every  year  who  would  take  commissions  in  the 
volunteers  and  do  some  service  in  return  for  the 
money  spent  on  them.  If  you  want  a  military  col¬ 
lege,  why  not  have  one  to  which  volunteer  officers 
could  go  and  get  an  inexpensive  training  in  drill 
and  manoeuvres  and  other  matters  which  they  need 
for  the  branch  of  the  force  to  which  they  are  at¬ 
tached.  You  do  not  need  to  give  an  officer  of  infantry 
volunteers  any  elaborate  instruction  in  civil  engin¬ 
eering  and  the  use  of  heavy  guns.  The  training  is  far 
above  what  is  required  of  any  infantry  officer  in  the 
British  Army,  and  then,  what  do  we  do  with  them  ? 
We  do  nothing.  We  give  them  away  to  the  Brit¬ 
ish  Army.  We  let  them  go  to  the  States,  where 
they  get  occupations  as  civil  engineers,  and  we 
loose  sight  of  them  altogether.  It  is  a  most  dis¬ 
graceful  thing  and  a  sign  of  the  utter  failure  of  the 
college  that  after  all  these  years  it  is  turning  out  so 
few  cadets,  and  the  Militia  Department  does  not 
know  what  becomes  of  any  of  them  except  those 
who  have  commissions  in  the  British  Army  and 
those  who  are  employed  in  some  branch  of 
our  service  for  which  they  were  not  intended 
when  sent  to  the  college.  It  would  be  true  econo¬ 
my  and  patriotism,  even  after  all  we  have  spent, 
to  shut  it  up  and  apply  the  building  to  some  other 
use.  The  whole  system  should  be  changed,  and  it 
should  be  made  a  college  from  which  volunteers  of 
this  country  could  be  recruited  with  men  highly 
trained  in  the  duties  belonging  to  their  particular 
branch  of  the  service.  At  present  it  is  nothing  but 
an  aristocratic  first-class  school  for  the  sons  of  rich 
men,  and  it  is  no  part  of  our  duty,  as  the  Dominion 
Legislature,  to  provide  such  a  school  for  that  class 
of  students.  It  is  directly  contrary  to  our  duty. 
It  is  a  waste  of  public  money.  I  shall  not  go  into 
details  of  the  expenditure  of  the  college,  but  I  wish 
to  impress  on  the  Government  what  has  fallen  from 
the  hon.  member  for  Wellington  (Mr.  McMullen)  as 
to  the  accounts  for  maintenance  and  repair.  It  does 
seem  to  me  that  a  college  so  well  built  in  the  first 
place,  should  not  require,  and,  I  believe,  does  not 
require,  such  alarge  amount  of  expenditureannually 
on  repairs. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  'Did  General  Herbert  make 
a  report  on  this  college  or  not  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  The  deputy  tells  me  he  is  not 
aware  whether  there  was  a  report  or  not. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  There  is  no 
doubt,  whatever,  that  the  statements  made  by  the 
Minister  of  Militia  to-niglit,  do  point  to  a  very 
grave  defect  in  the  working  of  this  college.  Of  the 
17b  graduates  to  whom  he  has  referred  since  the 
establishment  of  the  college,  it  appears  that  80 
have  found  employment  in  the  Imperial  service, 
and  a  few  more  than  20  have  found  employment  in 
the  Canadian  service.  My  friends  beside  me  are 
quite  right  in  stating  that  that  was  not  the  inten¬ 
tion  of  those  who  founded  the  college.  That 
college  was  founded,  as  was  stated  at  the  time, 
for  the  double  purpose  of  supplying  a  number  of 
trained  officers  for  our  own  service  in  the  first 


place,  and  in  the  second  place,  it  was  considered 
that  it  might  be  of  very  great  service  that  a 
number  of  paid  engineers  should  be  at  the  dis¬ 
posal  of  the  Government  for  use  in  various  public 
works.  There  are  many  advantages  to  be  found 
in  having  trained  engineers,  trained  in  an 
establishment  like  that,  employed  on  the  great 
works  in  the  construction  of  which  we  have  been 
engaged  for  a  long  time.  But  that  college  was 
planned  originally  for  120  cadets,  and  it  was  sup¬ 
posed  that  24  or  80  would  be  admitted  each  year — - 
I  think  it  was  86  the  first  year  and  24  thereafter. 
Now  I  understand  the  total  number  has  sunk  to 
63.  There  is  no  doubt  that  that  number  is  very 
far  below  what  it  should  be,  in  view  of  the  estab¬ 
lishment  now  maintained  in  the  college,  and  I  am 
not  altogether  surprised  at  the  criticisms  of  some 
of  my  hon.  friends,  as  to  the  cost  of  this  institution. 
Unless  we  should  find  that  there  are  a  sufficient 
number  of  persons  in  Canada  interested  in  getting 
their  sons  into  this  institution  to  bring  up  the 
number  to  24  or  30  per  annum,  these  discrepancies 
will  continue  to  exist.  I  have  for  many  years  in¬ 
sisted  that  the  Government  should  carry  out  the 
pledge  which  was  made  by  Mr.  Mackenzie  when  he 
inaugurated  this  college,  that  a  larger  number  of 
the  qualified  graduates  should  be  employed  in  the 
Canadian  service.  The  facts  stated  by  the  Minis¬ 
ter  of  Militia,  though  1  suppose  it  is  no  fault  of 
his,  showed  very  clearly  that  that  implied  pledge 
has  never  been  carried  out.  This  college  has  been 
sending  out  graduates  for  thirteen  or  fourteen 
years,  and  in  that  time  we  have  found 
employment  in  Canada  for  only  22  or  23  out 
of  175  who  passed.  Leaving  out  the  100,  I  be¬ 
lieve  you  will  find  that  50  or  60  of  the  remaining 
75  have  become  citizens  of  the  United  States. 
That  is  not  at  all  a  state  of  things  which  conforms 
to  the  idea  under  which  the  college  was  founded, 
and  I  may  take  this  opportunity  to  press  upon  the 
attention  of  the  Minister  of  Militia  the  advisability 
of  causing  a  certain  number  of  employments  in  the 
military  or  the  Civil  Service  to  be  placed  at  the 
disposal  of  the  department  for  the  best  qualified 
graduates  from  year  to  year.  We  would  thus 
derive  a  very  considerable  advantage  from  this 
college  ;  but  it  is  clear  that,  if  the  total  number  has 
been  reduced  from  120  to  about  60,  there  will  be 
a  great  objection  raised  on  the  question  of  the 
expense  of  the  college. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  desire  to  say  that,  in  draw¬ 
ing  attention  to  this  matter,  I  do  not  want  it  to  be 
thought  that  I  was  moved  by  any  hostile  feeling 
towards  the  college,  but  simply  I  was  assuming 
that  it  was  in  the  public  interest  that  a  college 
of  this  character  should  be  maintained,  if  it  is  to  be 
maintained,  on  an  economical  basis,  and  I  feel  that, 
in  pointing  out  any  abuses  in  connection  with  that 
college,  I  am  doing  good  service  to  the  public. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  The  hon.  member  for  South 
Oxford  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  stated  that  the 
college  was  intended  for  120.  The  memorandum 
I  have  is  that  the  present  number  is  63,  but,  if  the 
dormitories  are  provided  for,  we  would  have  a 
great  many  more.  We  have  taken  $50,000  for  a 
few  sessions  past  which  has  never  been  used,  and  I 
suggest  that  that  might  be  struck  out  altogether 
until  we  can  see  whether  a  larger  number  can  be 
accommodated  at  a  smaller  cost. 
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Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  Two  things  require 
consideration  in  this  matter.  One  is  the  economic 
point,  and  the  other  the  use  to  be  made  of  these 
young  men  after  they  have  graduated.  Our  North- 
West  Police  force  being  of  a  semi-military  charac¬ 
ter,  there  is  an  excellent  opportunity  to  give  em¬ 
ployment  to  a  number  of  these  men  whose  scientific 
training  would  make  them  very  serviceable  in  con¬ 
nection  with  that  force.  We  know  the  eminent 
services  which  the  West  Point  graduates  have 
rendered  in  the  United  States,  and  this  force  could 
have  absorbed  a  very  considerable  number  of  the 
graduates  of  this  college,  as  well  as  the  Departments 
of  Railways  and  Public  Works.  It  would  be  of  no 
small  consequence  to  the  country,  and  would  do 
away  with  a  good  deal  of  the  opposition  which  this 
institution  has  met  with  of  late,  if  the  Government 
were  to  direct  their  attention  in  that  direction,  and 
were  to  endeavour  to  secure  the  employment  of 
these  parties  in  the  public  service  where  the  public 
service  would  be  benefited  by  the  experience  and 
information  which  they  possessed. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  find  we  purchased  a  sword 
for  $40  for  presentation.  I  would  like  to  know 
something  about  that.  I  would  like  to  know  to 
whom  that  sword  was  presented.  I  also  see  there 
was  an  advertisement  in  the  Ottawa  Citizen  that 
cost  $50.  What  was  that  for  ? 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  I  really  cannot  tell  you  what 
the  presentation  sword  was  for. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  think  this  item  should  be 
held  over  until  we  find  out  w  hy  General  Herbert 
has  not  reported  on  the  condition  of  this  college. 
Y\  hat  is  the  use  of  having  a  General  if  he  is  not  to 
report  on  the  Military  College? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  If  you  will  look  at  the  last 
paragraph  of  the  Major-General’s  report  you  will 
see  that  he  attaches  to  it  a  report  made  by  the 
commandant  of  the  school.  There  can  be  no  object 
in  holding  over  this  item.  But  I  will  made  enquiry 
and  inform  the  committee  when  we  go  into  com¬ 
mittee  again,  why  the  General  has  not  made  a 
report. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  would  suggest  that  the  item 
pass  and  that  when  the  next  item  comes  up,  if  any 
member  desires  to  refer  to  the  college  again,  the 
subject  shall  be  open  to  discussion.  Is  that  under¬ 
stood  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  do  not  think  that  is  a  good 
way.  We  have  been  discussing,  half  the  afternoon, 
items  that  are  already  passed. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  would  like  to  ask  whether 
it  has  been  the  custom  in  past  years  to  provide 
boats  and  yachts  for  this  school  ? 

Mr.  KIRKPATRICK.  There  are  70  young  men 
there,  and  they  have  got  to  be  kept  employed,  they 
must  have  sources  of  amusement  and  enjoyment  to 
keep  them  out  of  mischief  in  their  idle  hours. 
They  are  provided  with  an  athletic  gymnasium. 
Every  one  who  has  ever  been  in  charge  of  a  school 
knows  that  sources  of  amusement  must  be  provided 
for  the  attendants. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  There  must  be  plenty  of 
yachts  and  boats  for  hire  in  the  city  of  Kingston. 

Mr.  KIRKPATRICK.  This  is  not  in  the  city 
of  Kingston  ;  the  college  is  two  miles  away. 

Committee  rose  and  reported  the  resolutions. 

Mr.  Bowel] 


.Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON  moved  the  adjournment 
of  the  House. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  and  House  adjourned  at  6.15 
p.m. 

HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Tuesday,  19th  April,  1892. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  Three  o’clock. 

Prayers. 

DEATH  OF  THE  HON.  ALEXANDER 
•  MACKENZIE. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  think 
that  the  first  ,  duty  which  the  House  owes 
to  its  own  history  and  to  the  country,  on  re¬ 
assembling  after  the  vacation,  is  to  notice  the  great 
loss  which  the  House  has  sustained,  and  which  Can¬ 
ada  has  sustained,  by  the  death  of  the  hon.  member 
for  East  York  (Mr.  Mackenzie).  If  it  devolved 
upon  me  to-day — if  it  devolved  upon  anybody,  in¬ 
deed— tostate  the  great  public  services, the  estimable 
character  and  the  worth  of  the  late  hon.  member 
for  East  York,  I  would  greatly  prefer  that  that 
duty  should  have  fallen  to  some  of  those  among 
whom  he  served  in  public  life  when  he  was  at  his 
prime,  because,  when  it  was  my  good  fortune  and 
my  honour  to  enter  this  Parliament,  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  had  ceased  to  take  that  active  part  in  public 
affairs  in  which,  for  many  years,  he  occupied  so 
commanding  a  position  and  did  himself  so  much 
honour  and  the  country  such  useful,  zealous  services. 
Fortunately,  however,  for  me,  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
history  of  the  country  supplies  what  is  deficient  in 
myself  in  this  regard.  The  achievements  of  the 
late  hon.  gentleman,  his  zeal  in  the  public  service, 
the  great  position  which  he  attained,  not  only  offici¬ 
ally  in  this  country  in  connection  with  its  public 
affairs,  but  in  the  estimation  of  the  people  of  Canada, 
are  all  part  of  the  records  of  this  country  now.  I 
can  only  say,  on  behalf  of  gentlemen  who  are  co¬ 
operating  with  me  in  this  Parliament,  that  I  am 
expressing  their  sentiments  when  I  state  that  the 
services  which  I  have  mentioned  and  the  qualities 
which  I  have  referred  to  evoked  from  us  the  great¬ 
est  esteem — those  of  us  who  were  in  the  House 
when  he  was  active  in  political  struggles  and  those 
of  us  who  had  not  then  entered  on  our  duties 
here — and  that  we  feel  as  deeply,  as  I  am  sure 
hon.  gentlemen  on  the  other  side  of  the  House 
must  feel,  that  a  great  tribute  of  respect  is 
due  to  the  memory  of  the  gentleman  who  devoted 
his  great  abilities,  great  zeal  and  great  talents  dis¬ 
interestedly  to  the  service  of'  Canada.  We  feel, 
therefore,  that  it  is  incumbent  upon  the  House 
out  of  respect,  not  only  as  I  have  said  for  its 
own  history,  but  out  of  respect  for  the  public 
feeling  in  Canada,  that  instead  of  transacting  the 
business  which  is  on  the  Order  Paper  to-day,  we 
should  ask  an  adjournment,  and  that  the  adjourn¬ 
ment  should  take  place  until  Thursday  next  in 
order  that  as  many  members  of  the  House  as  feel 
able  to  do  so  may  be  present  at  the  funeral  obsequies 
which  I  understand  are  to  take  place  in  Toronto 
to-morrow.  With  these  observations,  Mr.  Speaker, 
which  I  am  sure  but  very  feebly  express  the  senti- 
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meats  of  the  House,  but  which  are  very  cordially 
given  not  only  on  my  part  but  upon  the  part  of 
those  of  whom  I  am  the  humble  spokesman  ;  1 
beg  to  move  : 

That  when  this  House  adjourns  this  day,  it  do  stand 
adjourned  until  Thursday  next,  in  consequence  of  the 
lamented  death  of  the  Hon.  Alexander  Mackenzie,  late 
member  of  the  Queen’s  Privy  Council  of  Canada,  and  out 
of  respect  to  his  memory. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  Mr.  Speaker,  twelve  months 
have  not  yet  elapsed  since  death  removed  from 
among  us  the  great  man  who  had  been  for  more 
than  a  quarter  of  a  century  the  leader  of  the  Con¬ 
servative  party,  and  the  most  prominent  figure 
in  the  national  life  of  Canada.  His  demise  was 
mourned  over  by  the  whole  country,  friends  and 
foes  forgetting  the  differences  of  opinion  which 
had  divided  them  only  to  remember  these 
greater  qualities  which  commanded  universal 
admiration.  This  day  we  have  to  deplore  the 
loss  of  one  who  was  for  many  years  the  chief 
opponent  of  Sir  John  Macdonald,  and  who 
was  in  many  ways  as  richly,  although  differently 
endowed  from  himself,  and  who  was  undoubtedly 
in  the  estimation  of  all,  I  believe,  the  strongest 
character  whom  Canada  has  seen  for  many  a  day. 
On  this  occasion  again  I  am  glad  to  know 
indeed  I  knew  it  even  before  the  Minister  of 
Justice  spoke — that  all  parties,  friends  and 
foes  alike,  unite  in  a  common  and  very 
very  sincere  grief.  Although  upon  this  occasion 
grief  cannot  assume  the  same  intensity  of  expres¬ 
sion  which  it  assumed  on  the  other  occasion,  there 
are  various  obvious  reasons  for  that.  It  was  Sir 
John  Macdonald’s  good  luck  that  he  was  struck 
standing  at  his  post,  that  he  died  in  harness,  that  he 
was  removed  under  the  very  gaze  of  the  public  ejre 
from  the  field  of  active  strife  to  eternal  rest ;  whereas 
it  was  Mr.  Mackenzie’s  misfortune  that  he  survived 
for  many  years  his  own  self.  For  many  years  he  has 
been  prostrated  by  illness ;  and  though  his  heart 
continued  as  warm  and  his  mind  as  active  as  ever,  his 
physical  frame  was  fatally  shattered.  He  was  con¬ 
demned  to  silence,  his  services  were  lost  to  the  coun¬ 
try,  and  the  public  had  long  been  reconciled  to  the 
painful ideaof  his  death.  Therecanbeno doubt  what¬ 
ever  that  to  one  of  so  strong  and  energetic  a  nature, 
these  years  of  inactivity  and  of  prostration  must 
have  been  years  of  intense  suffering  and  that  death 
whenever  it  came  was  looked  upon  as  a  relief.  At 
last,  in  the  very  hour  of  Easter  day,  of  that  day 
which  in  the  faith  of  Christians  is  the  symbol  of 
victory  over  death,  his  long  imprisoned  soul  was 
released  from  its  shackles,  and  he  now  lives  forever. 
Already  the  Canadian  people  appreciate  the  magni¬ 
tude  of  the  loss  they  have  suffered.;  and,  indeed, 
Mr.  Mackenzie  was  a  unique  man  in  his  day.  Living 
in  an  age  which  was  not  particularly  distinguished 
for  staunch  adherence  to  principle,  he  always  was  the 
unbending  champion  of  right,  as  God  gave  him  to 
see  the  right.  Living  in  aiLage  where  success 
was  very  often  held  to  be  the  primary  consideration 
success  was  never  with  him  a  primary  nor  even 
a  secondary  consideration.  He  strove  for  the  right 
as  he  saw  the  right,  and  indeed  it  is  a  matter 
of  history  that  when  he  was  in  office  he  could 
have  conciliated  public  opinion  and  perhaps  con¬ 
tinued  to  enjoy  power  if  he  had  consented  to  deviate 
ever  so  little  from  those  principles  of  political 
economy  which  alone  he  held  to  be  true.  But  on 
this  occasion  his  stern  character  again  asserted 


itself  ;  he  risked  everything,  and  he  lost  all,  and  he 
did  it  cheerfully.  Such  examples  are  rarely  met, 
if  ever,  in  our  own  day ;  and  to  find  any  parallel 
you  have  to  go  back  to  the  days  of  Puritan  Eng¬ 
land,  when  men  fought  and  bled  for  principle, 
holding  any  kind  of  compromise  in  scorn.  Such 
were  the  principal  qualities  which  distinguished,  I 
believe  above  all  others,  Mr.  Mackenzie’s  career. 
Indeed,  his  strong  qualities  as  a  public  man  are 
well  known.  There  was,  however,  another  aspect 
of  his  character  little  known  to  the  public  and  per¬ 
haps  entirely  misconceived,  but  well  known  to 
those  who  had  the  privilege  of  his  friendship.  He 
was  supposed  to  be  stern,  cold  and  ungracious  ;  but 
the  very  reverse  was  the  truth.  He  was  richly  en¬ 
dowed  with  that  quaint  humour  peculiar  to  his  own 
race,  little  to  be  suspected  under  a  somewhat 
reticent  exterior,  but  to  which  the  unrestraint  of 
intimate  life  acted  as  a  stimulant,  and  which  then 
broke  forth  into  copious  and  rich  fancy.  To  those 
who  had  the  privilege  of  his  hospitality  he  was  one 
of  the  most  agreeable  of  men  ;  and  with  that  he 
had  a  kind  heart,  a  most  kind  heart  indeed, 
which  always  responded  generously  when  pro¬ 
perly  appealed  to.  In  many  ways  Mr.  Mackenzie 
was  an  exceptional  man.  I  may  say — and  I  am 
sure  that  in  this  all  will  agree  with  me — that  he 
united  many  qualities  seldom  found  together,  and 
which  combined  made  him  one  of  the  truest  and 
strongest  characters  to  be  met  with  in  Canadian 
history.  I  second  the  motion. 

Mi’.  MILLS  (Both well).  I  beg  to  make  a  few 
observations  to  the  House  on  the  important  subject 
now  before  us.  It  was  my  good  fortune,  Sir,  to  be 
very  intimately  connected  with  the  late  member  for 
East  York.  I  knew  him  before  I  became  a  mem¬ 
ber  of  this  House.  I  enjoyed  his  confidence  and 
his  friendship  during  his  public  career  in  Parlia¬ 
ment  ;  and  I  am  sure,  Sir,  that  when  he  ceased  to 
be  able  to  discharge  the  duties  in  which  he  took  a 
prominent  part  in  this  House,  the  country  felt  that 
it  sustained  a  very  great  loss.  I  do  not  think,  Sir, 
that  there  has  been  in  my  day,  nor  do  I  know  that 
there  was  in  any  earlier  period  in  Canadian  history, 
a  representative  of  the  people  in  this  House  who  in 
a  larger  degree  enjoyed  their  confidence  as  a  man. 
I  am  confident  of  this,  Sir,  that  however  much  many 
of  those  outside  of  Parliament  and  those  who  are 
|  representatives  in  Parliament  may  have  differed 
j  from  him,  no  one  questioned  his  high  character, 
his  disinterested  motives,  and  his  fidelity  to  his  con¬ 
victions,  whether  they  were  held  to  be  right  or 
wrong.  He  implicitly  believed  that  that  cause  which 
he  espoused,  those  principles  which  lie  advocated, 
were  those  which  if  they  could  be  made  successful 
would  best  serve  the  interests  of  the  people  of  Canada. 
Mr.  Mackenzie  in  early  life  had  not  the  opportuni¬ 
ties  for  intellectual  culture  and  education  that  were 
!  enjoyed  by  some  others  ;  but  nogreater  mistake  could 
be  made  than  to  suppose  that  he  was  a  man  of  very 
great  natural  ability  and  nothing  more.  Idonotthink 
I  ever  met  one  of  a  more  retentive  memory,  or  one 
who  was  more  industrious  as  a  student  than  the  late 
member  for  East  York.  He  had  an  extraordinarily 
retentive  memory,  and  there  were  few  things  em- 
;  braced  in  English  historical  or  political  literature 
with  which  he  was  not  conversant.  Few  men  sit 
in  this  Parliament  or  have  sat  in  it  at  any  former 
j  period,  who  were  better  informed  than  he  was.  All 
|  know  his  very  great  debating  ability.  Few  sat  in 
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this  Parliament  when  lie  was  in  the  prime  of  life 
and  are  here  now  who  do  not  remember  his  extra¬ 
ordinary  readiness  as  a  debater,  and  few  will  say 
that  he  ever  mingled  anything  like  personal  bitter-' 
ness  with  the  subject  of  controversy,  however  warm¬ 
ly  he  may  have  espoused  the  side  Which  he  believed 
to  be  for  the  best.  I  am*  sure,  Sir,  that  all  lion, 
gentlemen  in  this  House,  whether  they  are  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  Conservative  party  or  members  of  the 
Reform  party,  will  feel  that  the  country  has  lost  a 
representative  of  extraordinary  ability,  of  very 
great  integrity — a  man  of  very  keen  and  tender 
sympathies,  whom  it  will  be  very  difficult  to  replace 
in  this  House  for  a  long  time  to  come. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON  moved  the  at  Ijournment 
of  the  House. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  and  House  adjourned  at  3.35 
p.m. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMON'S. 

Thursday,  21st  April,  1892. 
The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  Three  o’clock. 


Prayers  . 

.  CONTROVERTED  ELECTION. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  I  have  the  honour  to  inform 
the  House  that  the  Clerk  of  the  House  has  received 
from  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Chancery,  a  certi¬ 
ficate  of  the  election  and  return  of  Newton  Ramsay 
Colter,  Esq. ,  for  the  Electoral  District  of  Carle- 
ton,  N.B. 

MEMBER  INTRODUCED. 

Newton  Ramsay  Colter,  Esq.,  Member  for  the  Elec- 
toral  Disfrict  of  Carleton,  N.B.;  introduced  by  Mr.  Laurier 
and  Mr.  Gillmor. 

LAW  OF  EVIDENCE. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON  moved  for  leave  to  in¬ 
troduce  Bill  (No.  69)  respecting  Evidence.  He 
said  :  This  Bill  is  not  a  long  one,  but  it  contains  the 
clauses  which  I  referred  to  in  moving  the  second 
reading  of  the  Criminal  Law  Bill,  that  is,  the 
clauses  which  will  regulate  the  taking  of  evidence 
in  criminal  suits,  including  an  amendment  to  enable 
a  defendant  to  testify  in  his  own  cause,  and  other 
provisions  relating  to  evidence  in  proceedings  over 
which  this  Parliament  has  jurisdiction. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Bill  read  the  first  time. 
COLLECTOR  OF  CUSTOMS  AT  CHATHAM. 

4 

Mr.  McMULLEN  asked,  Whether  the  Collector 
of  Customs  at  Chatham  (Mr.  J.  G.  Pennefather) 
has  been  superannuated  ?  If  so,  the  date  of  his 
retirement,  and  the  amount  of  superannuation 
allowance  granted  him  yearly  ?  Who  has  been 
appointed  in  his  place,  his  age  and  amount  of 
salary,  and  the  amount  of  salary  paid  the  recent 
occupant ? 

Mr.  BOW  ELL.  Mr.  Pennefather  has  been 
superannuated.  The  said  superannuation  took 
etlect  on  the  1st  of  April  last.  His  salary  at  the 
Mr.  Mills  (Bothwell). 


time  of  superannuation  was  SI, 200  per  annum,  and 
his  annual  allowance  is  $840.  Having  served  the 
full  time,  that  is,  over  35  years,  he  claims  the 
maximum  superannuation  allowance.  Mr.  Rufus 
►Stephenson  has  been  appointed  his  successor  at  the 
same  salary,  $1,200  per  annum.  His  age  is  57 
years. 

J.  B.  LEPAGE. 

Mr.  SUTHERLAND  (for  Mr.  Campbell)  asked, 
\\  hether  J.  B.  Lepage  is  in  the  employ  of  the 
Government  ?  If  so,  in  what  department  is  he 
employed  ?  W  hat  are  his  duties,  and  what  is  his 
salary  ?  If  not  now  in  the  employ  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  when  did  he  retire,  and  why  ? 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  Mr.  Lepage  is  in  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Interior.  His  duties  are  connected 
with  the  Surveyor  General’s  Branch,  in  the  engrav¬ 
ing  branch.  His  salary  is,  I  believe,  $75  a  month 
and  a  fraction  over.  I  find  I  have  not  the 
memorandum  of  the  answer  with  me,  but  that  is 
my  impression.  If  it  is  incorrect  I  will  inform  the 
lion,  gentleman  to-morrow. 


SALARIES  OF  JUDGES. 


Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON  moved  that  the  House 
resolve  itself  into  Committee  of  the  Whole,  to¬ 
morrow,  to  consider  the  following  resolutions  :  — 


1.  That  it  is  expedient  to  amend  the  Act  respecting 
the  Judges  of  Provincial  Courts  and  to  provide  that  the 
salaries  of  the  Judges  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  Judicature 
of  Ontario  shall  be  as  follows  : — 

The  Chief  Justice  of  Ontario . $7,000  per  annum. 

Three  Justices  of  Appeal,  each .  6,000  “ 

The  Chief  Justice  of  the  Queen’s 

Bench .  7,000  -  “ 

Two  Judges  of  the  High  Court  of 
Justice,  Queen’s  Bench  Division, 

each . ,  6,000 

The  Chancellor  of  Ontario  .  7,000  “ 

Three  Judges  of  the  High  Court  of 
Justice, Chancery  Division,  each. .  6,000  “ 

The  Chief  Justice  of  the  Common 

Pleas  . 7,000 

lwo  Judges  of  the  High  Court  of 
Justice,  Common  Pleas  Division, 
each .  6,000 

If  the  Chief  Justice  of  the  Queen’s  Bench,  the  Chancel¬ 
lor  of  Ontario  or  the  Chief  Justice  of  the  Common  Pleas 
is  appointed  to  the  Court  of  Appeal,  the  Governor  in  Coun- 
cil  niay  direct  that  he  be  paid  a  salary  not  less  than  that 
previously  enjoyed  by  him  as  such  Chief  Justice  or 
Chancellor.  % 

2.  That  the  salaries  of  the  Judges  of  the  Court  of  Queen’s 
Bench  and  of  the  Superior  Court  in  the  Province  of 
Quebec  shall  be  as  follows 


The  Chief  Justice  of  the  Queen’s 

Bench . $7,000  per  annum. 

T  ive  puisne  Judges  of  the  said  court, 

rn  each  . 6,000 

The  Chief  Justice  of  the  Superior 

Court .  7,000 

thirteen  puisne  Judges  of  the  said 
Superior  Court,  whose  resi¬ 
dences,  within  the  judicial  dis¬ 
tricts  respectively  assigned  to 
them,  are  fixed  in  the  cities  of 

Montreal  or  Quebec,  each .  6,000  “ 

Sixteen  puisne  Judges  of  the  said 

Superior  Court,  each .  4,500  “ 

The  Judge  appointed  to  perform  at 
Quebec  the  duties  of  the  Chief 
J  ustice  of  the  said  Superior  Court , 
if  the  Chief  Justice  resides  at 
Montreal ;  or  the  Judge  appointed 
to  perform  such  duties  at  Mon¬ 
treal,  if  the  Chief  Justice  resides 
at  Quebec,— in  addition  to  his 

other  salary .  1,000  “ 

* 
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3.  That  the  salaries  of  the  Judges  of  the  Supreme  Court 
of  the  Province  of  Nova  Scotia  shall  be  as  follows  : — 

The  Chief  Justice  of  the  said  court. .  $6,000  per  annum. 

Six  Judges  of  the  said  court,  each. .  5.000 

4.  That  the  salaries  of  the  Judges  of  the  Supreme  Court 
of  the  Province  of  New  Brunswick  shall  be  as  follows  : — 

The  Chief  Justice  of  the  said  court. .  $6,000  per  annum. 

The  Judge  in  Equity .  5,000 

Four  puisne  Judges  of  the  said  court , 
each  .  5,000  “ 

5.  That  the  salaries  of  the  Judges  of  the  Supreme  Court 
of  the  Province  of  Prince  Edward  Island  shall  be  as  fol¬ 
lows 

The  Chief  Justice  of  the  said  court . .  $5,000  per  annum. 

One  assistant  Judge,  being  also 
Master  of  the  Rolls  in  Chancery.  4,500 

One  assistant  Judge,  being  also 
Vice-Chancellor .  4,500  “ 

All  fees  heretofore  payable  to  the  said  judges  are 
abolished. 

6.  That  the  salaries  of  the  Judges  of  the  Court  of  Queen’s 
Bench  for  the  Province  of  Manitoba  shall  be  as  follows : — 

TheChief  Justice  of  the  said  court  $6,000  per  annum. 

Three  puisne  Judges  of  the  said 
court,  each .  5,000 

7.  That  the  salaries  of  the  Judges  of  the  Supreme  Court 
for  the  Province  of  British  Columbia  shall  be  as  follows  : — 


TheChief  Justice  of  the  said  court  $6,000  per  annum. 

Four  puisne  Judges  of  the  said 
court,  each .  5,000 

8.  That  the  salaries  of  the  Judges  of  the  Supreme  Court 
of  the  North-West  Territories  shall  be  as  follows  : — 

Five  puisne  Judges  of  the  said 
court,  each  . $5,000  per  annum. 

9.  That  the  thirteenth  section  of  the  said  Act  is 
amended : 


(a)  By  inserting  after  the  word  “  Toronto  ”  in  the  seventh 
line  thereof,  the  following  words,  that  is  to  say:  “Pro¬ 
vided  that  no  judge  shall  be  paid  at  any  such  rate  for 
more  than  ten  courts  in  any  one  year,  and  that  for  attend¬ 
ing  each  additional  court  he  shall  he  paid  six  dollars  for 
each  day’s  absence  from  his  place  of  residence,  together 
with  his  actual  disbursements  for  conveyance.” 

(5)  By  inserting  after  the  word  “  side  ”  in  the  tenth  line 
thereof,  the  following  words,  that  is  to  say  :  “  or  extraor¬ 
dinary  or  additional  term  of  the  court.” 

(c)  By  inserting  after  the  word  “  term  ”  in  the  twenty- 
third  line  thereof,  the  following  words,  that  is  to  say  :  “or 
extraordinary  or  additional  term.” 

(</)  By  inserting  after  the  word  “dollars”  in  the  fif¬ 
teenth  line  thereof,  the  following  words,  that  is  to  say  : 

“To  each  of  the  judges  in  the  Court  of  Queen’s  Bench 
and  to  any  judge  of  the  Superior  Court  acting  as  Assistant 
Judge  of  the  Court  of  Queen’s  Bench  or  appointed  to  re¬ 
place  a  judge  thereof  in  case  of  incompetency,  absence, 
suspension  or  leave  of  absence,  for  every  extra  day  of  a 
term,  and  for  every  -day’s  attendance  elsewhere  than  at 
his  place  of  residence,  at  any  delib6r6  fixed  by  the  Chief 
Justice,  or  the  senior  judge,  six  dollars.” 

10.  That  there  shall  hereafter  be  paid  to  each  Trial 
Judge  of  an  election  petition  under  the  Dominion  Contro¬ 
verted  Elections  Act  for  each  day  he  is  absent  from  his 
place  of  residence,  six  dollars,  together  with  his  actual 
disbursements  for  conveyance,  and  no  more. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

REPORT. 

Annual  Report  of  the  Department  of  Public 
Works,  for  the  fiscal  year  1890-91.  -Mr.  Ouimet. 

THE  LATE  DUKE  OF  CLARENCE  AND 
AVONDALE. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON  presented  a  Message 
from  His  Excellency  the  Governor  General. 

Mr.  SPEAKER  read  the  Message  as  follows  : — 
Stanley- of  Preston. 

The  Governor  General  transmits  to  the  House  of  Com¬ 
mons,  a  copy  of  a  despatch  which  he  has  received  from 
the  Right  Honourable  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies,  in  reply  to  an  address  to  their  Royal  Highnesses 
the  Prince  and  Princess  of  Wales,  expressing  the  sincere 
and  deep  sympathy  of  the  people  of  Canada  with  their 
Royal  Highnesses  on  the  occasion  of  die  lamented  death 
of  His  Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of  Clarence  and  Avondale. 

Government  House, 

Ottawa,  20th  April,  1892. 


(Copy.) 

Lord  Knutsford  to  Lord  Stanley  of  Prexton,  Canada. 

[No.  80.] 

Downing  Street,  31st  March.  1892. 

My  Lord,— I  have  the  honour  to  acknowledge  the 
receipt  of  Your  Lordship’s  despatch,  No.  81,  of  the  11th 
inst.,  and  to  acquaint  you  that  I  have  communicated  to 
their  Royal  Highnesses  the  Prince  and  Princess  of  Wales 
the  addresses  accompanying  it  which  were  presented  to 
you  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Commons  of  Canada  on 
the  occasion  of  the  death  of  His  Royal  Highness  the  Duke 
of  Clarence  and  Avondale. 

The  Prince  and  Princess  of  Wales  have  been  much 
touched  by  these  expressions  of  condolence,  and  have 
desired  me  to  request  that  Your  Lordship  will  convey  to 
both  Houses  of  the  Legislature  of  the  Dominion  their  best 
thanks  for  the  sympathy  expressed  in  these  addresses, 
which  has  been  an  additional  solace  to  them  in  their 
bereavement. 

I  have,  Ac., 

(Sgd.)  KNUTSFORD. 

Governor  General, 

Ac.,  Ac.,  Ac. 

STEAMBOAT  INSPECTION  ACT. 

House  resolved  itself  into  Committee  on  Bill 
(No.  13)  to  further  amend  the  Steamboat  Inspec¬ 
tion  Act. — (Mr.  Tupper. ) 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Mr.  TUPPER.  The  Bill,  as  originally  presented, 
has*  been  reprinted.  The  changes  are  not  radical, 
but  simply  the  form  and  language  have  been  made 
more  suitable  to  the  case.  The  first  section,  which 
is  the  same  in  the  original  Bill,  is  simply  to  con¬ 
form  to  the  resolution  of  the  marine  conference 
held  in  Washington,  by  providing  that  the  Act 
will  extend  to  the  use  of  electricity  or  gas  in  navi¬ 
gation.  The  second  clause  is  simply  for  this  pur¬ 
pose  :  Some  time  ago  it  appeared  that  steamers 
were  plying  between  ports  in  Canada  and  ports  in 
the  United  States,  carrying  passengers,  and  it  was 
feared  that  some  of  them  were  not  in  proper  con¬ 
dition.  The  Steamboat  Inspection  Act  was,  there¬ 
fore,  made  applicable  to  such  steamers,  but  it  has 
been  found  that  in  doing  so  we  obliged  ourselves 
to  apply  every  provision  of  the  Act  in  every  case 
though  such  inspection  be  not  necessary.  There 
was  no  power  in  the  Governor  in  Council  to  make 
a  certain  feature  of  the  ship  subject  to  the  provis¬ 
ions  of  the  Act.  For  instance,  take  the  engines  and 
boilers,  we  had  to  make  the  whole  ship  subject  to 
the  Act  though  the  engineer  was  perfectly  efficient 
and  there  was  no  necessity  to  apply  that  portion  of 
the  Act.  This  amendment  gives  the  Governor  in 
Council  power  to  apply  parts  of  the  Act,  and  not 
needlessly  embarrass  a  ship  which  has  a  regularly 
certificated  officer,  and  so  on.  Under  the  provisions 
of  the  old  Act,  the  engineers  required  to  have  certi¬ 
ficates  from  us,  and  therefore  the  question  of  nation¬ 
ality  came  in,  which  would  lead  to  a  very  awkward 
position  of  affairs  if  we  insisted  on  it.  We  had  no 
choice.  When  we  find  their  engineers  duly  certifi¬ 
cated,  according  to  their  own  laws,  we  have  no 
desire  to  insist  that  they  should  have  certificates 
from  us. 

On  section  3, 

Mr.  TUPPER.  At  present  the  Board  of  Engi¬ 
neers  or  Inspectors  must  meet  whether  there  is 
business  for  them  to  transact  or  not,  and  they  must 
j  meet  at  a  certain  place  every  year,  and  all  this  ex¬ 
pense  is  charged  to  the  Steamboat  Inspection 
fund.  It  has  been  my  effort  to  keep  that  expen¬ 
diture  down,  as  far  as  possible,  in  order  to  prevent 
tlie  necessity  arising  for  increasing  the  rates  on 
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steamers  in  order  to  supply  money  which  would  be 
required.  Sometimes  the  rate  is  7  cents  a  ton 
on  a  vessel,  and  it  was  originally  10  cents  a  ton, 
and  the  amount  varies  according  to  whether  the 
expenses  are  increased  or  reduced.  I  found  last 
year  that  I  was  bound  by  the  law  to  convene  these 
officers,  and  their  expenses  were  paid  out  of  the 
fund.  Under  this  section,  the  Minister  of  Marine 
and  Fisheries  will  have  power  to  say  when  and 
where  the  meetings  of  the  board  shall  take  place. 
That  is  the  only  difference. 

Mr.  WELSH,  I  do  not  altogether  approve  of 
this  clause.  1  think  there  should  be  a  time  named, 
so  that  we  should  understand  when  they  are  to 
meet.  1  think  it  is  putting  great  power  into  the 
hands  of  this  board  and  into  the  hands  of  the 
Governor  in  Council,  and,  as  a  shipping  man,  I 
think  we  should  have  the  duties  of  engineers  pre¬ 
scribed  in  the  Act,  and  all  the  rules  and  regulations 
affecting  the  steamboat  interest.  I  do  not  approve 
of  putting  all  the  power  in  the  hands  of  the  board 
or  the  Governor  in  Council.  We  do  not  know 
what  arbitrary  rules  and  regulations  may  be 
approved  by  the  board  or  by  the  Governor  in 
Council,  and  the  steamboat  interest  might  suffer. 
If  it  were  stated  here  in  this  Act  what  they  intended 
to  do,  what  the  duties  of  the  engineers  were  and 
what  other  matters  they  intended  to  decide,  this 
House  might  have  an  entirely  different  opinion  from 
that  of  the  board  or  of  the  Governor  in  Council. 
I  think  this  is  putting  the  shipping  interest  at  the 
mercy  of  people  who  perhaps  do  not  fully  under¬ 
stand  the  requirements  of  the  day,  and  at  all  events 
it  is  very  vague. 

Mr.  T UPPER.  I  think  I  can  satisfy  my  hon. 
friend  (Mr.  Welsh)  that  there  is  no  danger  in  this 
clause,  nor  is  there  any  great  change  made.  We 
do  not  propose  to  interfere  with  the  advisory 
powers  of  the  Board  of  Inspection,  and,  as  I  said 
before,  the  point  is  to  enable  us  to  so  regulate  these 
meetings  that  they  shall  not  occur  unnecessarily 
and  that  the  expense  levied  on  the  shipping  interest 
shall  not  therefore  be  so  large  as  it  would  other¬ 
wise  be. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  How  many  inspectors  have 
you  ? 

Mr.  T  UPPER.  Speaking  from  memory,  1  think 
there  are  ten. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  And  they  meet  at  Quebec? 

Mr.  TUPPER.  They  meet  at  Toronto. 

Mr.  WELSH.  I  think  the  inspectors  in  the 
Maritime  Provinces  are  very  satisfactory,  but  I 
may  say  that  I  hope  the  Minister  of  Marine  will 
not  require  to  come  down  here  year  after  year  to 
patch  up  these  Acts.  It  would  require  a  couple  of 
legal  men  to  decide  now  what  steamboat  men  have 
to  do.  I  hope  to  goodness  there  will  be  such 
amendments  made  to  the  law7  that  no  more  will  be 
required  for  twenty  years. 

On  section  4, 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  Why  is  this  power  to  be 
delegated  to  the  Governor  in  Council  ?  It  is  a  very 
important  matter  and  it  should  be  defined  in  the 
Steamboat  Inspection  Act.  We  are  too  much  in  the 
habit  of  relegating  our  powers  to  the  Governor 
in  Council.  We  do  not  question  the  ability  of  the 
Governor  in  Council  to  do  this,  but  we  think  this 
matter  should  be  thoroughly  discussed  and  clearly 


understood,  and  the  views  of  steamboat  men  in  this 
House  should  be  given  as  to  the  number  of  boats 
which  a  steamboat  is  to  be  allowed  to  carry. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  This  is  a  very  important  provi¬ 
sion.  It  swreeps  out  of  existence  a  number  of  rules 
under  the  29th  section  of  the  old  Act.  In  regard  to 
the  assumption  of  this  power  by  the  Governor  in 
Council,  in  actual  practice  in  matters  of  this  kind 
affecting  the  navigation  of  steamers  and  the  equip¬ 
ment  of  boats  for  the  safety  of  life,  the  Governor  in 
Council,  and  the  Marine  Department  particularly, 
are  governed  almost  entirely  by  the  opinions  of 
experts.  In  England  the  Board  of  Trade  repre¬ 
sents  almost  entirely  the  Marine  Department  in 
this  respect,  and  there  frequently  changes  are 
required  in  connection  with,  the  changes  in  construc¬ 
tion  and  building  of  vessels.  Then,  new  rules  and 
regulations  are  issued  at  once  which  govern 
all  concerned,  subject  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Merchant  Shipping  Act.  In  Canada — as  I  sub¬ 
mit,  unwisely — when  Parliament  wTas  endeavour¬ 
ing  to  assume  similar  powers,  instead  of  put¬ 
ting  the  exercise  of  those  powers  practically 
in  the  hands  of  the  nautical  advisers  of  the  Crowm 
by  leaving  it  to  the  decision  of  the  Governor  in 
Council,  they  put  it  in  the  main  statute.  In  my 
brief  experience,  wre  have  found  that,  as  to  the 
inspection  of  boilers  for  instance,  it  entailed  a 
great  loss  to  steamship  owners  if  the  rules  which 
applied  some  years  ago  were  still  enforced,  wrhen 
they  did  not  at  all  apply  to  the  boilers  wdiich  are 
constructed  now.  That  view  was  pressed  on  the 
Government,  and  it  was  found  that  the  existing 
legislation  could  give  no  remedy  until  Parliament 
met,  and  that,  even  in  regard  to  ships  constructed 
according  to  modern  requirements  and  according 
to  the  rules  of  the  Board  of  Trade  in  England,  they 
could  not  get  the  proper  certificate  until  Parlia¬ 
ment  here  met  to  consider  the  matter.  Now,  I 
ventured  to  come  to  Parliament  a  year  or  two  ago 
in  reference  to  that  very  question,  and  Parliament 
entrusted  the  Government  with  that  discretion, 
and  a  board  of  steamboat  inspectors  was  allowed 
to  frame  these  rules  subject  to  the  approval  of 
Council.  Now,  instead  of  there  being  a 
long  number  of  sections,  in  force  in  the  statute 
concerning  the  machinery  of  a  ship,  the 
proper  provisions  are  included  in  the  regula¬ 
tions  framed  under  an  Order  of  Council,  and 
there  has  been  mot  only  an  entire  absence  of  em¬ 
barrassment  on  the  part  of  the  owners  of  steamships 
in  that  connection,  but  no  dangerous  consequences 
have  resulted.  Therefore,  in  that  regard,  the 
Marine  Department  have,  practically,  under  the 
Governor  in  Council,  the  same  discretion  that  is 
exercised  in  these  matters  by  the  Board  of  Trade 
in  England.  Now  a  very  strong  case  comes  up. 
We  give  to  no  one  discretion,  neither  to  the  Marine 
Department,  nor  to  the  officers  of  the  department, 
nor  to  inspectors,  and  it  was  found  absolutely 
necessary  to  tie  up,  as  they  are  now  tied  up, 
certain  steamers  in  connection  with  the  River  St. 
John  navigation,  which  in  the  opinion  of  the  very 
eminent  and  very  capable  inspector  at  that  port, 
j  Mr.  Coker,  were  fitted  up  with  the  necessary 
appliances  for  the  safety  of  life  on  those  waters, 

J  and  on  tidal  waters.  For  instance,  the  statute  says 
that  the  lifeboat  on  each  steamship  must  be  con¬ 
structed  in  a  certain  way,  that  it  must  be  a  metallic 
life-boat ;  that  was  a  part  of  the  oldrules  thatwere  in 


1397 


[APEIL  21,  1892.] 


1398 


force  years  ago  when  that  statute  was  before  Parlia¬ 
ment,  and  it  was  also  found  in  the  rules  of  the  British 
Board  of  Trade.  Now,  I  have  been  applied  to,  time 
after  time,  toallowthese  vessels  to  be  given  a  permit 
where  the  officer  was  satisfied  there  were  sufficient 
appliances  on  board  for  the  safety  of  life  in  case  of 
accident.  But  I  had  no  discretion,  I  had  to  answer 
that  this  was  a  matter  under  the  control  of  Par¬ 
liament,  that  Parliament  had  not  entrusted  me 
with  discretion  in  the  matter,  and  I  could  not, 
without  consulting  Parliament,  take  the  responsi¬ 
bility  involved  in  departing  from  the  law.  And  so 
I  had  to  wait  until  the  law  of  the  country  was 
changed.  I  propose  now  to  give  that  permission, 
so  that  on  the  inspector  at  St.  John  being  satisfied 
that  a  boat  is  properly  equipped,  with  appliances 
for  the  safety  of  passengers,  she  may  be  cleared. 
If  lion,  gentlemen  object  to  that  I  shall  at  once 
take  a  different  stand,  and  wait  until  this  Parlia-  | 
ment  has  formally  adopted  such  a  law.  Now,  then, 
all  I  ask  Parliament  to  do  in  this  connection  is, 
that  in  so  far  as  equipment  with  boats  and  life¬ 
buoys  is  set  out  in  this  provision  of  the  Steamboat 
Act,  they  should  put  this  responsibility  on  the  shoul¬ 
ders  of  the  Marine  Department  and  the  Governor 
in  Council,  where  the  responsibility  in  reference  to 
the  inspection  of  steamboats  and  the  machinery  of 
steamboats  now  lies.  I  will  say,  in  conclusion,  that 
in  this  respect  we  will  be  doing  as  is  done  in  Eng¬ 
land  where  the  Board  of  Trade  framed  these  rules, 
but  unfortunately  we  did  not  follow  their  example, 
but  put  the  rules  in  the  shape  of  a  statutory 
enactment. 

\ 

Mr.  HAZEN.  I  think  the  change  proposed  in 
this  Bill  is  not  oidy  a  very  proper  one,  but  a  very 
necessary  one.  The  Minister  has  pointed  out  that 
in  consequence  of  the  law  being  as  it  is  at  the  pre¬ 
sent  time,  the  steamboat  business — and  that  means 
the  whole  of  the  business  on  the  River  St.  John 
is  being-  very  greatly  injured  during  the  present 
season  ;  the  steamboats  are  delayed  in  going  on  the 
route,  thus  causing  great  damage  to  business  in 
that  section  of  the  country.  Though  the  Steamboat 
Inspection  Act  has  been  on  the  Statute-book  for 
some  nine  or  ten  years,  the  fact  is  that  this  provi¬ 
sion  of  it  has  never  been  strictly  enforced.  That 
Act  requires  that  steamers  over  a  certain  tonnage, 

I  think — and  that  relates  to  every  steamer  that 
carries  passengers  on  the  River  St.  John — shall  be 
supplied  with  metallic  life-boats  and  also  with 
buckets  made  out  of  metal.  I  may  say  that  up  to 
the  present  time  that  provision  of  the  statute  has 
never  been  enforced, 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.  E. I.)  Does  the  lion,  gentleman 
mean  generally,  or  specially  with  reference  to  the 
boats  on  the  River  St.  John  ? 

Mr.  HAZEN.  I  mean  specially  with  reference 
to  boats  on  the  River  St.  .John.  I  do  not  pretend 
to  speak  with  regard  to  the  others,  as  I  do  not 
know.  But  I  say  that  so  far  as  those  boats  on  the 
River  St.  John  are  concerned,  though  that  Act  has 
been  on  the  Statute-book  for  nine  or  ten  years,  up 
to  the  present  season  that  provision  of  the  law  has 
not  been  enforced,  and  these  vessels  which  have 
not  had  metallic  life-boats,  and  which  have  not  had 
metallic  buckets,  have  been  allowed  to  go  up  and 
down  the  river  carrying  passengers  and  transacting 
other  business,  and  have  received  the  certificates 
that  it  was  necessary  for  them  to  receive  from  the 
steamboat  inspector  for  the  Province  of  New  Bruns- 1 


wick,  before  they  were  allowed  to  transact  busi¬ 
ness.  Now,  for  some  reason  which  I  do  not  know, 
this  year  the  attention  of  the  steamboat  inspector 
for  the  Province  of  New  Brunswick  was  expressly 
drawn  to  this  provision  of  the  law,  and  he  was 
obliged  to  tell  the  owners  of  these  boats  running 
from  the  city  of  St.  John  up  to  Fredericton,  that 
until  they  provided  their  vessels,  as  required  by 
law,  with  metallic  life-boats  and  buckets  made  out 
of  metal,  he  would  have  to  withhold  their  certifi¬ 
cates,  and  would  not  allow  them  to  start  on  their 
voyage  up  the  river.  The  result  of  that  action  is 
that  at  the  present  time  there  are  lying  in 
the  city  of  St.  John,  or  were  a  day  or  two 
ago,  a  number  of  vessels  engaged  for  busi¬ 
ness  of  carrying  passengers  and  freight,  freight 
which  was  waiting  for  them  at  different  points 
along  the  river,  but  they  have  not  been  able  to 
proceed  up  the  river  and  transact  that  business 
which  is  necessary  to  be  transacted  in  the  interest 
of  the  country,  and  which  has  been  transacted 
under  the  same  conditions  for  the  last  nine  or  ten 
years.  Everybody  who  has  given  attention  to  the 
matter  knows  that  there  is  no  necessity  for  boats 
of  that  sort  to  carry  metallic  life-boats  ;  that  pro¬ 
vision  is  not  necessary  in  the  interest  of  passengers 
who  travel  on  those  boats.  My  lion,  friend  from 
Prince  Edward  Island  (Mr.  Davies)  knows  that 
boats  registered  under  the  American  Record  Register, 
or  at  Lloyds',  or  under  the  Bureau  Veritas,  boats  go¬ 
ing  to  distant  parts  of  the  world  are  allowed  now  to 
carry  wooden  life-boats  insteadof  metallic  life-boats, 
as  they  were  required  to  do  some  years  ago.  The 
provision  is  antiquated,  it  is  obsolete,  there  is  no 
necessity  for  it,  and  the  passengers  are  much  safer 
in  the  inland  waters,  and  I  think  in  ocean  waters 
also,  on  boats  fitted  out  with  wooden  life-boats  in¬ 
stead  of  metallic  life-boats,  because  in  case  of 
accident  wooden  life-boats  are  very  easily  repaired, 
while  a  metallic  life-boat  has  to  be  sent  off  to  a 
blacksmith  shop  or  other  place  where  special  skill 
can  be  obtained  to  put  it  in  repair.  The  same 
thing  is  true  of  metallic  buckets  ;  they  are  not 
necessary  on  board  steamers  of  this  sort.  Wooden 
buckets  are  all  that  is  necessary  in  case  of  fire. 
Further  than  that,  I  have  heard  a  gentleman,  ex¬ 
perienced  in  these  matters,  say  that  wooden  buckets 
are  preferable  in  every  case,  because  in  case  of 
accident  they  may  serve  as  life-buoys  and  can  be 
thrown  out  to  men  in  distress.  If  they  get  out  of 
order  they  can  very  easily  be  repaired  by  almost 
any  man  capable  of  using  tools,  whereas  it  requires 
a  skilled  workman  to  put  metallic  buckets  in  con¬ 
dition  when  they  get  out  of  repair.  The  result  of 
that  law  is,  it  being  a  statutory  enactment,  and  no 
discretionary  power  being  left  in  the  hands  of  the 
Governor  in  Council,  that  the  business  on  the  St. 
John  River  has  this  year,  to  a  great  extent,  been 
paralysed.  Had  there  been  a  provision  of  the  sort 
proposed  on  the  Statute-book,  people  there  who  are 
interested  in  steamers  could  have  applied  to  the 
Governor  in  Council,  and  he  could  have  made  the 
necessary  change  in  order  to  enable  these  steam¬ 
boats  to  go  on  their  way  and  do  business.  But  the 
law  being  a  statutory  provision,  the  Minister  of 
Marine  was  obliged  to  tell  the  people  who  came  to 
him  for  relief  that  he  had  no  discretion  in  the 
matter,  that  the  law  must  be  carried  out  so  far  as  he 
was  concerned,  and  that  he  could  not  change  it  by  any 
regulation  of  the  department  or  by  Order  in  Council. 
I  must  say  that  I  am  pleased  to  hear  the  Minister 


1399 


[COMMONS] 


1400 


say  that  it  is  his  intention,  unless  objection  is 
taken  to  his  proposal  by  the  House,  not  to  enforce 
that  regulation  for  the  present ;  and  that  if  the 
inspector  of  steamboats  there,  Mr.  Coker — who, 
as  he  says,  is  a  most  competent  man  in  every 
respect — says  that  a  boat  is  properly  equipped 
for  the  safety  of  passengers,  he  may  allow  it  to 
start,  though  it  may  not  have  metallic  life¬ 
boats  and  buckets,  anticipating  that  this  law  will 
be  passed,  as  I  trust  it  will  lie,  by  the  House. 
These  regulations  were  especially  obnoxious 
and  especially  burdensome  when  applied  to  a 
river  like  the  St.  John.  Any  hon.  gentleman 
acquainted  with  that  river  knows  that  if  a  steamer 
should  strike  a  snag,  or  a  fire  should  break  out,  the 
vessel  could  \yithin  a  few  minutes  be  run  to  either 
bank,  and  the  passengers  could  get  ashore  without 
danger  to  life.  If  a  boiler  explosion  occurred,  we 
all  know  that  metallic  life-boats  would  be  of  very 
little  use.  There  are  scarcely  any  of  the  river  steam¬ 
ers  carrying  passengers  up  the  St.  John  and  the  diff¬ 
erent  lakes  connected  with  i  t,  but  possess  at  different 
points  along  the  shore  their  own  boats,  or  boats  be¬ 
longing  to  the  company,  well  equipped  with  oars, 
which  could  be  used  as  life-boats,  and  these  boats 
may  be  found  at  different  points  within  one  or  two 
miles  distant  of  one  another,  where  they  are  used 
fortaking  passengers  and  mails  from  theshore  to  the 
steamers.  I,  therefore,  sincerely  trust  that  no  hon. 
gentleman  will  raise  the  slightest  objection  to  what 
the  hon.  Minister  of  Marine  and  Fisheries  has  said, 
that  he  proposes  to  telegraph  at  once,  and  he  cannot 
do  it  too  soon,  that  if  the  inspector  of  steamboats  at 
vSt.  John  is  of  the  opinion  that  the  boats  now  on 
the  steamers  and  the  buckets  are,  in  his  judgment, 
sufficient  for  the  protection  of  life  and  property, 
lie  may  give  the  boats  certificates  and  allow  them 
to  proceed,  although  they  may  not  have  metallic 
life-boats  and  buckets,  which  they  have  never  had, 
although  this  law  has  been  on  the  Statute-book  for 
the  last  nine  years.  The  matter  is  one  of  very  deep 
interest  to  all  the  river  counties  in  New  Bruns¬ 
wick,  and  to  all  the  people  of  St.  John.  The  law, 
if  carried  out,  will  prove  generally  vexatious  and 
annoying  there,  and  all  the  more  annoying  because 
for  many  years  it  has  not  been  carried  out  ;  for 
just  as  the  owners  are  ready  to  send  the  steamboats 
up  the  river  and  commence  the  season’s  business, 
the  inspector,  doing  no  more  than  his  duty — I  do 
not  complain  with  respect  to  him,— has  his  attention 
drawn  to  this  provision  of  the  Act,  that  unless  a 
steamboat  is  provided  with  metallic  life-boats, 
which  they  are  unable  to  secure  at  present  and 
which  would  have  to  be  made  to  order,  and  could 
not,  therefore,  be  procured  for  months,  it  cannot 
proceed,  and  the  whole  business  of  the  river  coun¬ 
ties  may  thus  be  paralysed  for  the  whole  season. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  The  speech  of  the  hon, 
member  for  St.  John  (Mr.  Hazen)  is  a  singular 
commentary  on  the  legislation  of  the  Department 
of  Marine  and  Fisheries,  and  of  the  readiness  with 
which  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  are  ready  to  give 
their  support  to  every  proposition  that  the  Govern¬ 
ment  submits  to  this  House  for  its  consideration.  j 
I  think  the  objections  just  made  by  that  hon.  gentle-  I 
man  show  the  importance  of  this  House  giving 
something  more  than  a  holiday  to  its  mind  when 
measures  relating  to  matters  of  importance  are 
submitted  by  the  various  departments  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment,  I  think  the  observations  of  the  lion. 
Mr.  Hazen. 


gentleman  show  that  it  is  quite  time  that  this 
House  should  give  a  little  attention  to  the  dis¬ 
charge  of  those  duties  which  devolve  upon  it  res¬ 
pecting  the  subject  of  legislation.  What  does  the 
hon.  gentleman  say  ?  The  hon.  gentleman  says 
that  this  measure  which  was  brought  down  to  the 
House  by  theGovernment  some  eight  years  ago,  which 
was  submitted  to  the  House  'and  sanctioned  by 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  which  received  the  sup¬ 
port  of  the  vast  majority  of  the  followers  of  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite,  is  a  measure  that  has  not  yet 
been  put  into  operation,  and  if  it  had  been 
put  into  operation,  it  would  have  practically 
paralysed  the  commerce  and  business  of  the  coun¬ 
try  carried  on  by  means  of  steamboats.  That  is  the  de¬ 
claration  which  the  hon.  gentleman  hasmade.  I should 
like  to  know  whether  it  is  not  time,  if  that  is  so, 
that  this  House,  instead  of  acting  as  a  mere  register¬ 
ing  body,  endorsing  all  measures  submitted  to  it 
by  the  Administration,  should  give  a  little  atten¬ 
tion  to  its  business,  and  exercise  something  like 
judgment  in  the  consideration  of  measures  submitted 
by  the  Administration  ?  Now  the  hon.  gentleman 
pr  oposes  legislation  by  telegram.  He  says  that  the 
Minister,  with  the  sanction  of  this  House,  should 
telegraph  that  this  law  should  remain  inoperative 
— I  am  not  objecting  to  the  law  being  allowed  to 
remain  as  it  has  remained  eight  years — for  a  short 
period  longer,  until  it  is  seen  what  action  this  House 
will  takeontliesubject.  Butitseems  to  me  a  very  ex¬ 
traordinary  state  of  things  that  we  are  asked  every 
session  to  amend  laws  relatingto  the  administration 
of  affairs  by  the  various  departments,  and  we  are 
from  time  to  time  assured  by  the  supporters  of  the 
Administration  that  laws  are  being  allowed  to 
remain  a  dead  letter  under  the  statute,  that  no 
attempt  has  been  made  to  make  them  operative, 
and  that  if  they  had  been  made  operative  they  would 
have  proved  disastrous  to  the  country.  That 
is  the  commentary  of  the  hon.  gentleman  ;  that  is 
the  statement  which  the  hon.  gentleman  has  made. 
Did  not  tlie  hon.  gentleman  know,  did  not  other 
hon.  gentlemen  know,  that  tbis  measure,  if  put  into 
operation,  would  be  mischievous?  Did  they  not 
know  all  about  the  character  of  the  life-boats  that 
were  required  under  the  law  ?  Did  not  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  >St.  John  (Mr.  Hazen)  himself  know, 
in  fact  he  must  have  known,  that  if  this  measure 
was  put  into  operation  the  disastrous  effects,  which 
he  says  are  now  flowing  from  it,  would  have  flowed 
the  very  moment  an  attempt  was  made  to  obey  the 
law.  I  think  the  observations  of  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  constitute  the  most  severe  criticism  that  could 
be  passed  upon  the  legislation  which  has  been  sub¬ 
mitted  to  this  House  from  time  to  time  by  the  Min¬ 
ister  of  Marine  and  Fisheries.  I  think  the  criti¬ 
cisms  of  the  hon.  gentleman  go  to  show  that  those 
measures  which  the  Minister  of  Marine,  in  the  dis¬ 
charge  of  his  duties  as  Minister,  has  felt  it  neces¬ 
sary  to  submit  to  this  House,  must  have  been  inad¬ 
equately  considered  in  the  department  before  they 
were  submitted  to  Parliament  for  its  sanction.  It 
is  high  time  that  Parliament  should  give  a  little  at¬ 
tention  to  its  own  business  and  take  less  on  trust 
than  it  has  been  in  the  habit  of  doing  during  a  few 
years  past. 

Mr.  HAZEN.  I  have  listened  with  pleasure,  as 
I  always  do,  to  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  member  for 
Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills)  :  but  if  there  is  anything  in 
what  lie  says,  and  perhaps  there  is,  it  refers  more 
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particularly  to  the  hon.  gentleman  than  it  possibly 
cau  to  me,  because  when  this  Act  was  before  Par¬ 
liament  the  hon.  gentleman  was  sitting  in  the  House, 
and  I  did  not  at  that  time  have  the  honour  of  being 
a  member.  So  the  hon.  gentleman’s  criticism  as 
applied  to  me  possesses  a  great  deal  more  force 
when  applied  to  the  hon.  gentleman  himself,  and 
those  associated  with  him. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  We  criticised  the  mea¬ 
sure  and  were  voted  down. 

Mr.  HAZEN.  While  the  hon.  gentleman’s  re¬ 
marks  are  intended  to  be  a  criticism  on  the  action  of 
the  Minister  who  introduced  the  measure,  while  he 
reflects  on  the  supporters  of  the  Government  be¬ 
cause  they  did  not  discuss  this  legislation  when  it 
was  going  through  the  House,  I  do  not  think — of 
course  I  cannot  speak  from  recollection,  not  being 
here— when  the  Bill  went  through  that  this  provision 
received  the  slightest  criticism  from  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  or  those  who  were  sitting  on  the  opposite  side 
of  the  House  at  that  time.  If  it  is  proper  to  assail 
the  Government  supporters  because  they  improperly 
allowed  this  legislation  to  pass,  I  think  the  course 
must  be  equally  improper  on  the  part  of  hon.  gen¬ 
tlemen  who  allowed  the  measure  to  pass  without 
opposite  criticism. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  The  hon.  member  had 
better  look  at  the  debates  on  that  question  before 
he  makes  that  criticism. 

Mr.  JLAZEN.  Does  the  hon.  gentleman  say 
that  this  feature  of  the  measure  was  criticised  by 
himself  or  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite?  I  do  not 
understand  the  hon.  gentleman  to  say  so.  The  hon. 
gentleman  says  I  had  better  look  at  the  debates.  I 
may  tell  the  hon.  gentleman  that  he  had  better  look 
at  the  debates  himself  and  see  what  occurred.  The 
hon.  gentleman  has  not  done  so,  nor  have  I  ;  and 
when  he  makes  the  remarks  he  has  offered  with 
respect  to  the  Government  supporters  without 
taking  the  trouble  to  look  at  the  debates,  it  is 
equally  fair  to  apply  his  remarks  to  himself  and 
those  sitting  around  him.  But,  Mr.  Chairman, 
further  than  that,  with  regard  to  his  criticism  of 
the  members  on  this  side  of  the  House  I  may  say 
that  so  far  as  the  River  St.  John  is  concerned,  that 
in  the  year  1882,  when  I  believe  this  legislation 
was  passed,  I  think  without  one  single  exception 
every  county  on  the  St.  John  River  was  represented 
in  Parliament  by  gentlemen  whose  political  views 
were  not  in  harmony  with  those  of  the  Administra¬ 
tion  of  the  day.  If,  therefore,  there  is  any  point  in 
the  charge  that  members  from  that  locality  neg¬ 
lected  their  duty,  the  hon.  gentleman  is  striking  a 
severe  blow  at  those  who  where  associated  with 
him  from  the  St.  John  River  counties  in  the  Pro¬ 
vince  of  New  Brunswick  at  that  time,  and  who  did 
not  endeavour  to  prevent  the  passage  of  that  mea¬ 
sure.  But  times  have  changed.  This  is  not  a  mea¬ 
sure  which  we  want  to  discuss  from  a  party  stand¬ 
point,  and  the  little  by-play  between  my  hon.  friend 
and  myself  will  be  taken  for  what  it  is  worth,  of 
course.  I  desire  to  say  in  fairness  to  the  gentlemen 
who  were  in  Parliament  in  those  days,  that  there 
was  a  time  when  the  Lloyds,  and  the  Bureau  V eritas, 
and  the  American  Record  Register,  required  these 
life-boats  to  be  of  metal.  That  day  has  passed,  and 
wood  has  taken  its  place  ;  but  at  the  time  this  Bill 
was  passed,  it  was,  I  think,  thought  that  metal 
was  perhaps  better  than  wood  for  a  life-boat.  The 
hon.  gentleman  has  stated  that  I,  living  in  the  city 


of  St,  John,  must  have  known  that  the  Bill  if  put 
into  operation,  would  work  an  injury  to  our  busi¬ 
ness  on  the  River  St.  John.  I  am  free  to  confess 
that  I  never  knew  there  was  such  a  provision  in  the 
Bill,  and  further,  I  desire  to  saj  that  the  steam¬ 
boat  owners  and  others  interested  did  not  know 
there  was  such  a  provision  in  the  Bill,  and  it  came 
to  them  almost  like  a  clap  of  thunder  out  of  a  clear 
sky  when  they  were  informed  this  year  that  such 
was  the  law,  and  that  they  would  be  required  to 
comply  with  it.  The  provision  is  useless,  and  I  sin¬ 
cerely  trust  there  will  be  no  hostility  to  the  Minister 
of  Marine  and  Fisheries  carrying  out  his  idea  of 
allowing  the  inspector  to  use  his  own  discretion 
until  this  Bill  now  under  consideration  becomes  law. 

Mr.  WELSH.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  quite  agree  with 
the  remarks  which  have  fallen  from  my  hon.  friend 
from  St.  John  (Mr.  Hazen).  I  think  the  best  way 
to  remedy  this  evil  is  to  alter  the  clause  in  the 
Steamboat  Inspection  Act  so  as  to  allow  life-boats 
to  be  made  of  wood  or  suitable  metal  with  life-lines 
attached.  It  is  quite  easy  to  remedy  the  defect  in 
the  law  as  it  at  present  stands,  and  had  I  been  in 
the  House  when  this  Bill  passed,  I  would  have 
taken  objection  to  it.  As  the  member  for  St.  John 
(Mr.  Hazen)  says,  it  came  like  a  thunder-clap  on 
them  when  they  were  told  that  they  would  have  to 
change  their  life-boats  and  use  metal  instead  of 
wooden  ones.  Suppose  a  metal  life-boat  is  on  board 
a  shi]5  at  sea,  and  it  gets  damaged  I  would  like  to 
know  how  was  it  going  to  be  repaired  ;  whereas  if 
a  wooden  life-boat  gets  damaged,  it  is  very  easy  to 
repair  it  at  sea.  The  law  as  it  at  present  stands  is 
a  bad  law,  and  it  should  be  remedied  by  making  it 
optional  to  use  wood  or  metal.  Hon.  members  in 
this  House  may  not  all  be  sailors,  and  they  may  not 
know  the  technicalities  connected  with  the  business. 
My  hon.  friend  from  St.  John  (Mr.  Hazen)  finds 
fault  with  my  hon.  friend  Rom  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills) 
for  being  in  the  House  and  allowing  this  clause  to 
pass  without  objection.  He  must  remember  that 
every  lawyer  is  not  fully  acquainted  with  life-boats, 
and  I  presume  my  hon.  friend  from  St.  John  would 
not  himself  know  so  much  about  them,  if  some  one 
had  not  posted  him  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  HAZEN.  That  is  so. 

Mr.  WELSH.  I  thought  so.  1  hope,  now  that 
this  matter  is  brought  before  Parliament,  that  the 
clause  will  be  amended  by  inserting  “  wood  ”  or 
“metal.”  I  would  ask  hon.  members,  whether 
they  are  sailors  or  soldiers,  whether  they  would 
rather  depend  on  a  good  metal  bucket  or  on  a  good 
Avooden  bucket. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  It  depends  on  what  is  in  ito 

Mr.  WELSH.  I  say  I  would  depend  on  the 
wooden  bucket.  Now  that  this  matter  has  been 
brought  forward,  I  trust  that  my  hon.  friend  the 
Minister  of  Marine  and  Fisheries  will  adopt  the 
suggestions  offered  to  him  and  alter  this  clause  in 
the  original  Act. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I. )  Mr.  Chairman,  I  under¬ 
stand  that  the  Minister  proposes  to  amend  an  Act 
which  his  predecessor  introduced  some  eight  or  ten 
years  ago. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  Sixteen  years. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  Some  criticism  has  been 
indulged  in  by  the  hon.  member  for  St.  John  (Mr. 
Hazen),  on  the  ground  that  the  objections  were  not 
pointed  out  when  this  Act  was  introduced.  The 
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hon.  gentleman  will  see  that  it  was  introduced  by 
the  then  Minister  of  Marine,  who  stated  that  it 
was  an  Act  simply  incorporating  the  regulations 
adopted  by  the  Board  of  Trade  in  England,  and 
nobody  would  think  of  objecting  to  die  measure 
under  these  circumstances.  The  criticism  which 
my  hon.  friend  from  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills)  ad¬ 
ministered  was,  that  for  a  number  of  years 
past  we  have  been  deluged  with  Acts,  from  the 
Marine  Department  particularly,  amending  the 
statutes  in  force,  and  that  they  were  introduced 
improvidently  very  often,  and  had  not  that  con¬ 
sideration  given  them  which  the  importance  of  the 
legislation  justifies.  I  understand  that  the  Act 
now  before  us,  which  is  a  re-enactment  of  the  regu¬ 
lations  of  the  Imperial  Board  of  Trade,  is  objected 
to  on  certain  grounds.  The  hon.  Minister  does  not 
propose  to  remove  the  objection  by  substituting 
“  wood  ”  in  addition  to  metal,  but  he  proposes  to 
repeal  the  section  altogether  and  vest  the  power 
in  the  Governor  in  Council  to  make  regulations 
in  lieu  of  the  provisions  of  the  section.  I  have 
always  been  opposed  to  that  kind  of  legislation, 
and  1  think  this  House  ought  to  pause  before  dele¬ 
gating  to  the  Governor  in  Council  powers  which 
heretofore  it  has  exercised  itself.  The  Minister 
will  see,  if  he  will  turn  to  the  statute  before  him, 
that  the  statutory  regulation  was  not  a  hard  and 
fast  regulation  in  every  particular.  In  some  res¬ 
pects  the  House  delegated  a  discretion  to  the 
Minister,  and  whether  that  discretion  is  large 
enough  or  not  I  am  not  prepared  to  say  ;  but  if  the 
Minister  tells  us  that  the  discretion  is  too  limited 
and  desires  to  have  it  enlarged,  I  would  suggest  to 
him  to  legislate  in  that  direction.  1  would  call 
his  attention  to  the  7th  sub-section  of  the  section 
now  under  consideration,  which  says  : 

“  The  Minister  of  Marine  and  Fisheries  may  authorize 
the  use  in  individual  specified  cases  of  boats  of  different 
dimensions  from  these  heretofore  specified.” 

That  is  confined  to  the  dimensions  of  the  boats, 
but  if  he  also  incorporates  the  material  of  which 
the  boat  is  built  he  has  all  the  power  he  wants  and 
Parliament  still  retains  the  power' which  I  think  it 
ought  to  retain,  unless  very  good  cause  is  shown 
against  it.  I  submit  that  as  a  proposition  which 
ought  to  be  our  controlling  guide  in  legislation  : 
primd  facie ,  Parliament  should  retain  the  control 
over  all  these  matters.  If  a  thoroughly  good  case 
is  made  out  by  the  Minister  of  a  department  and 
he  shows  Parliament  that  the  public  interest  de¬ 
mands  that  such  power  should  be  delegated  to  him, 
well  and  good,  but  these  instances  will  be  rare, 
and  they  should  be  backed  up  with  very  powerful 
arguments  before  Parliament  should  yield  to  them. 
In  this  case  I  have  no  objection  to  what  the  hon. 
gentleman  has  said.  It  is  evident  that  nautical 
men  on  both  sides  of  the  House  agree  that  the 
boats  might  be  in  some  cases  of  wood  as  well  as  of 
metal.  He  could  attain  that  object  by  investing 
himself  with  the  discretion  which  I  speak  of.  I 
want  to  point  out  to  the  hon.  member  for  St.  John 
that  this  Act  does  not  say  anything  about  the 
buckets.  It  does  not  give  the  Minister  any 
power  in  regard  to  them,  and  it  does  not 
change  the  statutory  declaration  that  the  buckets 
shall  be  of  a  certain  material.  Therefore  all  this  talk 
about  buckets  is  outside  the  question.  If  that  sec¬ 
tion  of  the  Act  relating  to  buckets,  section  34, 
requires  to  be  amended,  you  had  better  amend  the 
Act  in  that  direction,  or  give  the  Minister  power 
Mr.  Davies  (P.  E.I. ) 


to  substitute  a  different  kind  of  material  for  metal. 
All  I  ask  is  that  you  should  not  continue  this 
vicious  system  of  withdrawing  power  from  Parlia¬ 
ment  and  vesting,  it  in  the  department.  When 
the  law  is  on  the  Statute-book,  merchants,  ship¬ 
owners,  mariners  and  others  have  access  to  it  at  all 
times  and  can  .find  out  what  it  is  ;  but  if  the  law  is 
made  by  the  department,  it  is  almost  impossible 
for  an  average  man  to  find  out  what  it  is.  These 
rules  and  regulations  are  subject  to  alteration  at 
the  whim  of  the  Deputy  Minister  for  the  time  being 
or  at  the  whim  of  some  one  who  has  the  ear  of  the 
Deputy  Minister,  and  without  any  consultation 
with  those  chiefly  affected  by  it,  who  wake  up 
some  morning  to  And  legislation  made  by  the  de¬ 
partment  which  nobody  knew  anything  about. 

Mr.  T UPPER.  Of  course,  I  do  not  grudge  the 
hon.  member  for  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills)  his  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  scold  the  Minister  of  Marine  and 
Fisheries  ;  and  altogether  the  scolding  was  very 
good-natured.  But  he  attempted  to  put  on  my 
shoulders  some  blame  which  I  thought  at  the  time 
I  would  just  as  soon  not  have  left  there.  There  is 
nothing  so  very  extraordinary  in  the  fact  that  the 
inspectors  assumed  that  there  was  a  discretion  in 
regard  to  the  material  in  these  life-boats.  The 
remarks  of  the  hon.  member  for  Queen’s, 
P.  E.  I.  (Mr.  Davies),  will  indicate  the  reasons 
for  inspectors  having  hitherto  assumed  that 
these  clauses  were  not  so  hard  and  fast.  He 
has  drawn  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  fact 
that  in  the  7th  sub-section  Parliament  did  leave 
discretion  in  the  Department  of  Marine,  as  to 
altering  all  the  statutory  provisions  except  as  to 
the  material.  It  said  that  it  was  possible  to  dis¬ 
pense  with  the  provision  that  a  boat  should  be  of  a 
certain  length,  width  and  depth  ;  and  I  think  the 
hon.  member  for  Queen’s,  and  the  hon.  member  for 
Bothwell  himself,  will  admit  that  a  layman  would 
not  be  very  reprehensible  for  reading  the  7th 
section  as  practically  having  that  effect. 
But  I  may  state  how  this  was  drawn  to  my 
attention.  The  fact  was  that  the  inspectors 
in  Canada  assumed  hitherto  that  they  possessed 
a  discretion  in  connection  with  the  administration 
of  their  duties,  and  it  was  not  known  to  the  de¬ 
partment,  when  the  certificate  was  given,  whether 
all  things  were  complied  with,  or  whether  there 
had  been  any  incorrect  understanding  or  apprecia¬ 
tion  of  their  duties.  There  is  nothing  extraordinary 
in  that,  and  the  moment  it  came  to  the  attention 
of  the  department  that  a  discretion  of  this  kind 
was  being  exercised,  then  enquiry  was  made  whe¬ 
ther  the  opinion  of  the  inspectors  in  this  particular 
was  correct — not  from  an  amending  spirit,  or  from 
any  whim  of  a  Deputy  Minister  of  Marine.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  the  Deputy  Minister  had  nothing  to 
do  with  the  subject  until  it  came  to  him  in  the 
ordinary  way,  that  is,  on  the  report  of  the  nautical 
inspectors  of  the  department,  after  this  subject 
was  brought  formally  to  their  notice.  These  are 
the  facts,  and  they  make  absolutely  necessary  an 
application  to  Parliament.  The  committee  have 
entirely  misunderstood  my  position.  I  am  not 
concerned  whose  mistake  this  was,  if  it  is  a  mistake 
at  all.  I  have  no  doubt  that  at  the  time  it  was 
considered  a  wise  provision,  and  at  the  time  there 
was  apparent  unanimity  in  its  favour.  In  passing, 
I  find  that  in  31,  32,  36,  37,  40  and  44  Victoria, 
statutes  were  passed  on  this  very  subject,  and 
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there  will  be,  I  do  not  care  under  what  Govern¬ 
ment,  frequent  application?  to  Parliament  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  shipping  law.  In  the  Imperial 
Parliament  you  will  find  an  enormous  number  of 
representatives  of  the  shipping  interest,  experts 
and  representatives  of  the  Admiralty,  and  yet 
there  the  statutes  are  full  of  amendments  to 
the  Merchants’  Shipping  Act  ;  and  the  complaint 
made  on  behalf  of  the  steamboat  owners  as  to  the 
difficulty  of  finding  what  the  law  is,  might  very 
often  come  from  the  professional  man  in  England, 
who  requires  to  search  considerably  to  find  out  the 
various  amendments  to  the  Shipping  Act.  But 
the  case  of  the  ship-owner  is  not  so  bad.  He  re¬ 
ceives  full  notice  of  all  these  amendments  from  the 
Board  of  Trade  of  England,  and  they  are  put  in 
the  most  conspicuous  places  ;  in  fact  his  attention 
is  called  to  them  time  and  again.  In  Canada,  we 
attempt  to  do  the  same  thing.  We  publish  in  the 
Gazette,  the  rules  and  regulations,  and  the  Marine 
Department,  to  my  certain  knowledge,  follows  the 
subject  up  again  and  again.  The  reason  this  law 
was  to  a  certain  extent  inoperative  in  some  dis¬ 
tricts  was  that  the  inspectors  assumed,  and  not  un¬ 
reasonably,  that  they  had  some  discretion  in  the 
matter,  and  they  gave  their  services  to  the  ship¬ 
owners  who  read  the  law  as  the  inspector  for  the  dis¬ 
trict  read  it.  The  committee  have  not  appreciated 
the  one  great  question  before  them  now.  It  is  not 
a  novel  one.  Regardless  of  the  particular  merits 
of  metal  or  wooden  boats,  and  I  am  not  an  author¬ 
ity  in  either,  I  am  asking  Parliament  that  the 
Marine  Department  of  this  country  shall  be  credit¬ 
ed  with  the  same  ability  to  handle  the  shipping 
regulations  that  the  Board  of  Trade  possesses 
quoad  British  shipping.  It  is  a  proud  boast,  and 
has  been  alluded  to,  that  this  Parliament  is  able  to 
judge  of  the  shipping  interests  of  Canada  as  well  as 
the  British  Parliament  is  to  judge  of  the  shipping 
interests  of  Great  Britain  ;  but  I  am  asking,  if  the" 
Marine  Department  is  to  be  held  responsible  when 
difficulties  occur  in  connection  with  shipping,  and 
something  has  happened  that  should  not  have  hap¬ 
pened,  that  that  department  shall  be  just  as  free 
to  meet  emergencies'  and  follow  improvements  in 
connection  with  the  construction  and  equipment  of 
ships  as  the  sister  department,  the  Board  of 
Trade,  to-day,  is  in  England,  and  I  point  out  to 
the  committee  that  none  of  these  things  are  found 
in  the  English  statute.  They  are  rules  adopted 
carefully  on  the  advice  of  experts,  and  they 
are  changed,  not  for  a  particular  ship  or  a  parti¬ 
cular  case  but  as  occasion  arises  for  the  change, 
and  the  Minister  of  the  day  or  the  authorities 
concerned  are  then  properly  held  responsible. 
It  is  still  free  to  every  member  of  this  Parliament, 
as  it  is  in  England,  to  suggest  changes  and  amend¬ 
ments  not  appearing  in  those  regulations,  or  to 
attack  the  existing  regulations.  I  am  not  asking 
Parliament  to  take  a  new  step  or  adopt  a  new 
principle,  for,  as  I  have  pointed  out,  Parliament, 
without  any  injury  to  any  interests  in  Canada  that 
I  am  aware  of,  did  entrust  the  Department  of 
Marine  with  this  discretion  and  these  powers  in 
connection  with  just  as  important,  if  not  a  more 
important,  part  of  the  ship,  and  that  is  the 
machinery  of  the  ship,  the  boiler  of  the  ship,  and 
so  on,  all  requiring  the  knowledge  and  attention  of 
experts  whom  this  Parliament  pays.  Those  rules 
are  now  made  by  Order  in  Council.  Again,  I  would 
call  attention  to  the  argument  of  the  hon.  member 


for  Queen’s,  which,  I  think,  strengthens  my  posi¬ 
tion  on  this,  the  chief  point.  He  alludes  to  sub¬ 
section  7,  and  he  said  that  by  the  insertion  of  a 
word  there  I  could  have  accomplished  all  that  I 
desire.  Yes,  but  by  the  insertion  of  the  word 
“  material,”  there  is  not  a  particle  of  necessity  for 
the  sub-sections  preceding  number  7,  and  there¬ 
fore  in  principle  the  hon.  member  for  Queen’s  and 
I  are  one.  But  the  language  I  would  ask  for  the 
clause  would  be  a  little  different,  because  the  hon. 
member  for  Queen’s,  by  amending  sub-section  7, 
leaves  it  to  the  Minister  of  Marine  to  authorize  the 
use,  in  individual,  specified  cases,  of  any  kind  of  a 
boat  he  thinks  fit.  We  are  one  in  principles  only, 
I  do  not  wish  to  go  as  far  as  the  hon.  gentleman. 
I  wish  to  blot  out  the  power  of  the  Minister  of 
Marine  altogether.  I  leave  that,  not  to  the  Minis¬ 
ter  of  Marine  at  all,  but  to  the  Governor  in  Coun¬ 
cil,  and  the  Governor  in  Council,  in  these  cases, 
never  would  act  but  on  the  advice  of  men  who 
have  a  technical  knowledge. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.  E.I. )  The  difference  is  a  little 
more,  because  Parliament  lays  down  what  should 
be  the  provisions  governing  boats  carried  by 
steamers  generally,  and  a  great  many  details  are 
gone  into,  but  they  give  the  authorities  having 
special  control  over  them  the  discretion  to  limit  or 
enlarge,  in  individual  cases,  on  the  responsibility  of 
the  Minister,  the  lengths  and  breadths  Parliament 
has  fixed.  But  the  Minister  lias  taken  away  the 
entire  section  and  given  the  entire  power  to  the 
Governor  in  Council. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  I  appreciate  the  hon.  gentleman’s 
position,  but  in  fact  there  is  no  difference  be¬ 
tween  us,  because  I  say  that  though  Parliament  has 
intimated  in  No.  6  section  7,  its  particular  idea  of 
the  length  and  breadth  of  a  life-boat,  the  Minis¬ 
ter  may,  by  sub-section,  sweep  that  out  by  a  word. 
I  say,  therefore,  we  are  only  splitting  hairs.  I  sub¬ 
mit  if  there  are  hon.  gentlemen  who  agree  with  the 
hon.  member  for  Queen’s,  my  position  is  far  better, 
because  we  come  then  at  once  to  the  position 
which  is  taken  by  the  Board  of  Trade  in  England, 
and  I  do  not  see  that  there  would  be  any  great 
danger  in  following  the  example  there,  and  placing 
this  discretion,  not  in  the  Department  of  Marine 
or  Ministry  of  the  day,  but  just  as  we  have  done  in 
connection  with  the  boilers,  in  the  Governor ,  in 
Council. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  It  appears  from  what  has  fallen 
from  the  hon.  gentleman  that  for  nearly  forty  years 
at  least,  legislators  of  the  old  Canada  and  the  Dom¬ 
inion  have  chosen  to  frame  legislation  on  this  sub¬ 
ject  in  a  wholly  different  way  and  on  wholly  differ¬ 
ent  lines.  I  understand  that  this  is  for  the  preser¬ 
vation  of  life.  Heretofore,  not  once  but  every  time 
the  matter  has  been  before  the  House,  it  lias  been 
considered  and  pronounced  upon  by  the  House. 
The  House  has  not  chosen  to  delegate  this  import¬ 
ant  matter  either  to  an  individual  Minister  or  the 
Government  of  the  day.  On  the  contrary,  the  House 
appears  to  have  deemed  it  in  the  public  interest  to 
specify  with  a  great  degree  of  minuteness  not  often 
found  in  legislation,  the  particular  safeguards  to 
be  adopted.  Now  we  are  asked  to  ignore  all  that 
is  suggested  by  this  course  of  legislation,  and  to  say 
that  the  Parliaments  have  been  entirely  in  error, 
that  they  belong  to  a  past  age,  that  they  were  slow- 
going  people,  institutions  not  up  to  the  spirit  of  the 
times,  and  that  their  proper  course  would  have 
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been  to  hand  this  most  important  duty  over  to 
the  Government  of  the  day  or  the  Ministers.  For 
my  part,  I  would  rather  approve  of  the  course  that 
has  taken  place  instead  of,  as  now  appears  to  be 
aimed  at,  casting  upon  the  Cabinet  the  respon¬ 
sibility  involved  in  the  proposed  legislation.  The 
Minister  argues  that  because  sub-section  7,  section 
29,  of  the  Steamboat  Inspection  Act  authorizes  him 
in  a  particular  case  to  suspend  the  act - 

Mr.  T UPPER,  In  all  cases. 

Mr.  MULOCK — in  individual  cases.  There  is  no 
general  delegation  of  authority  to  the  Minister,  and 
to  authorize  him  to  act  there  ought  to  be  a  parti¬ 
cular  case  stated  wherein  these  general  regulations 
do  not  apply,  and  can  hardly  be  intended  to  apply. 
Some  such  case  as  that  ought  to  be  made  when  we 
warrant  a  Minister  in  taking  to  himself  the  power 
conferred  upon  him  by  sub-section  7.  The  Minister 
argues  that  because  sub-section  7  authorizes  him  in 
certain  cases  to  suspend  the  Act,  he,  therefore, 
would  have  the  power,  by  passing  a  general  Order 
in  Council,  to  suspend  the  whole  Act  in  all  cases. 

Mr.  T UPPER.  I  am  not  asking  Parliament  to 
enable  me  to  suspend  the  Act.  There  will  be  regu¬ 
lations  of  course  with  reference  to  life-boats.  The 
Governor  in  Council  will  make  such  regulations. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  First  of  all  you  are  repealing  it, 

Mr.  TUPPER.  Perhaps  the  hon.  gentleman 
does  not  understand.  The  Governor  in  Council 
may  make  such  regulations  as  are  deemed  advis¬ 
able.  That  is  in  substitution  of  present  regula¬ 
tions. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  This  is  the  law  at  present.  The 
Statute  of  45  Victoria  describes  the  form  of  the  life¬ 
boat,  the  material  of  the  life-boat,  the  equipment 
of  the  life-boat,  the  appliances  for  launching  her,  and 
so  on.  Those  details  are  part  of  the  law  of  the  land. 
They  are  referred  to  in  section  29  of  the  Steamboat 
Inspection  Act.  Section  29,  having  declared  what 
shall  be  the  proper  equipment,  sub-section  7  goes  on 
to  say  that,  in  specified  cases,  the  Minister  may  sus¬ 
pend  those  provisions.  Now,  supposing  application 
is  made  to  him  to  suspend  those  provisions,  must  he 
not,  first  of  all,  be  satisfied  that  the  case  is  one 
within  the  meaning  of  the  Act  or  one  that  Parlia¬ 
ment  did  not  contemplate  ?  For  example,  it 
might  happen  if  a  vessel  were  plying  upon  some 
inland  water  where  these  provisions  could  not, 
according  to  the  opinion  of  any  man  of  common  sense, 
be  applicable.  In  such  a  case  perhaps  the 
Minister  would  feel  warranted  in  suspending 
the  section.  Does  he  contend  that  under  sub¬ 
section  7  he  could  pass  a  general  Order  in 
Council  relieving  all  boats "  from  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  section  29  V  He  is  asking  Parliament  to 
give  the  Governor  in  Council  that  power.  The 
Minister  would  have  to  proceed  in  the  same  judi¬ 
cial  way  and  to  see  what  duties  were  cast  upon 
him  under  section  29.  He  would  not  be  authorized 
to  exercise  the  power  under  sub-section  7  arbitrarily, 
without  rhyme  or  reason.  Now,  however,  the 
hon.  gentleman  says  there  shall  no  longer  be  given 
any  hint  to  the  Minister  or  to  the  Government  by 
Parliament  as  to  any  safeguards,  but  he  says  it  is 
to  be  the  Governor  in  Council,  which  of  course 
means  the  Minister  of  Marine  and  Fisheries,  or, 
when  he  is  taking  a  less  active  part  in  the  duties 
of  his  department,  the  Deputy  Minister.  That 
means  that  Parliament  is  handing  over  to  an  officer 
Mr.  Mulock. 


who  is  not  responsible  to  Parliament,  but  is  simply 
an  official  receiving  $4,000  a  year,  the  duty  of 
dealing  with  a  matter  which  Parliament  itself 
should  deal  with.  That  is  wholly  contrary  to  the 
spirit  of  the  times  and  to  the  legislation  of  the 
present  day.  When  the  hon.  gentleman  refers  to 
England,  does  he  mean  to  say  that  «the  Board  in 
Canada  is  as  good  as  the  Board  of  Trade  in 
England  ? 

Mr.  TUPPER.  1  say  it  is  much  better. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  will  not  dwell  upon  that 
because  our  views  on  that  subject  are  opposed,  but 
we  are  legislating  for  the  shipping  interests  of 
Canada,  and  I  protest  against  the  assignment  of 
any  power  of  Parliament  to  the  Governor  in 
Council  except  under  very  exceptional  circum¬ 
stances,  and  I  agree  with  my  hon.  friend  from 
Queen’s  that  the  difficulty  can  be  got  over  by  a 
slight  amendment  to  sub-section  7.  When  this  Bill 
was  introduced,  we  understood  that  the  necessity 
for  it  arose  from  some  difficulty  in  St.  John  as  to 
how  life-boats  and  buckets  should  be  built,  but  it 
appears  now  that  that  is  only  an  excuse,  that  that 
is  not  the  real  cause  for  the  introduction  of  this 
measure,  but  is  simply  a  herring  drawn  across  the 
track  to  divert  public  attention. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  The  information  from  St.  John 
came  after  the  Bill  was  introduced.  The  difficulty 
we  found  to  exist  was  that  these  rules  were  statu¬ 
tory  instead  of  being  made  by  Order  in  Council. 
We  could  have  promptly  met  the  difficulty  in  St. 
John  if  we  could  have  made  rules,  but  as  these 
were  statutory  rules,  we  could  not  interfere  with 
them. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  We  have  now  before  us  the  fact 
that  the  real  reason  for  this  measure  is  that  the 
hon.  gentleman  wants  to  aggrandize  power  to 
himself,  and  this  is  an  unwarrantable  procedure 
and  one  which  the  House  should  not  sanction. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  This  subject  is  very 
important,  and  more  important  on  account  of  the 
manner  in  which  the  hon.  gentleman  proposes  to 
deal  with  it  than  on  account  of  the  subject-matter 
of  the  Bill  itself.  I  think  it  should  receive  the 
attention  of  the  Minister  of  Justice,  and  that  it  is 
the  Department  of  Justice,  rather  than  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Marine  and  Fisheries,  which  is  respon¬ 
sible  for  the  character  of  the  legislation  proposed. 
There  is  a  very  great  point  of  difference  between 
the  legislation  in  the  United  Kingdom  and  the 
legislation  in  Canada  as  to  regulations  which  are 
made  outside  of  Parliament,  in  allowing  the 
Sovereign  in  Council  to  make  regulations  which 
are  to  have  the  effect  of  law  in  the  United 
Kingdom  or  in  Canada.  We  know  that  in  the 
United  Kingdom  on  account  of  the  centralized 
character  of  the  Government,  Parliament  is  very 
severely  pressed  for  time  to  legislate,  and  many  of 
the  regulations  which  have  been  made  there  have 
been  justified  on  the  ground  that  there  are  so  many 
matters  brought  under  the  attention  of  Parliament 
that,  unless  such  powers  were  had  to  make  regula¬ 
tions,  it  would  be  utterly  impossible  to  ade¬ 
quately  protect  the  public  interest  if  Parlia¬ 
mentary  legislation  had  to  be  waited  for. 
But  this  excuse  for  allowing  departmental 
regulations  or  Orders  in  Council  to  take  the 
place  of  parliamentary  legislation  does  not  apply 
to  this  country  because  Parliament  meets  here 
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every  year,  as  it  ;loes  in  the  United  Kingdom,  and. 
having  infinitely  less  business  to  attend  to,  there  is 
no  difficulty  whatever  in  considering  every  pro¬ 
position  which  experience  may  suggest  to  any 
department  of  government  as  necessary  in  the 
public  interest.  It  seems  to  me  that  the  proper 
rule — and  it  is  the  rule  recognized  by  those  who 
have  most  carefully  considered  the  subject  to  apply 
to  cases  of  this  kind — is  that,  where  the  Govern¬ 
ment  have  not  the  necessary  information  to  submit 
to  Parliament  ro  enable  it  to  make  a  declaration 
upon  a  subject  requiring  action,  the  Orders  in 
Council  or  departmental  regulations  may  be  sub¬ 
stituted  for  parliamentary  action  until  there  is 
accumulated  sufficient  data  to  enable  the  Govern¬ 
ment  to  propose  to  the  House  such  legislation  as 
may  be  required.  Now,  in  the  case  before  us, 
there  is  no  indication  on  the  part  of  the  Minister 
that  this  is  a  matter  requiring  to  be  altered  from 
time  to  time,  or  at  all  events  more  frequently  than 
from  year  to  year,  and  it  is  for  Parliament  to  con¬ 
sider  it  in  such  a  way  and  to  adopt  such  legislation 
as  to  make  permanent  regulations  for  the  public 
necessities.  The  hon.  gentleman  does  not  propose 
that,  but  he  states  that  on  the  inland  waters  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  commerce  may  be  different  from  its 
requirements  on  the  open  seas,  but  surely  the  hon. 
gentleman  must  have  accumulated  the  necessary 
experience  and  should  have  a  series  of  resolutions 
to  be  embodied  in  a  statute  leading  in  the  direction 
he  desires.  Why  should  Parliament  be  asked  to 
abnegate  its  functions  and  hand  this  over  to  the 
Governor  in  Council  ?  If  the  hon.  gentleman  can 
submit  these  regulations  to  the  Governor  in  Coun¬ 
cil,  why  cannot  he  submit  them  to  Parliament  to 
be  embodied  in  a  statute  ?  The  hon.  gentleman  has 
not,  up  to  this  moment,  undertaken  to  submit  to 
this  House  a  single  proposition  to  show  why  per¬ 
manent  regulations  cannot  be  embodied  in  the  law 
so  as  to  meet  the  requirements  in  this  particular. 
The  first  declaration  has  not  been  made.  He  has 
not  pointed  out  that  this  cannot  be  done ; 
he  has  not  said  that  he  has  not  accumulated 
the  necessary  data  in  the  department  to  en¬ 
able  him  to  propose  legislation.  Now,  when 
it  was  proposed,  years  ago,  in  this  House,  to 
publish,  along  with  the  statutes,  the  Orders 
in  Council  and  departmental  regulations  having 
the  force  of  law,  the  understanding  was 
that  those  were  to  be  published  with  the 
statutes  in  order  that  Parliament  might  have  an 
opportunity  of  seeing  how  far  the  Government 
were  superseding,  by  those  regulations  and  Orders 
in  Councils,  legislation  on  the  part  of  Parliament 
in  the  ordinary  form.  That  was  the  understand¬ 
ing,  and  that  subject  was  discussed  in  this  Honse 
more  than  twenty  years  ago.  It  is  of  the  first  con¬ 
sequence  that  Parliament  should  not  abdicate  its 
functions,  and  that  the  Government  should  exer¬ 
cise  ordinary  industry  in  accumulating  the  neces¬ 
sary  information  to  warrant  legislation  on  the  sub¬ 
jects  before  legislation  is  had.  Now,  the  hon. 
gentleman  says  he  wants  to  repeal,  not  the  whole 
law,  but  enough  of  the  law  to  create  general  con¬ 
fusion.  He  proposes  to  ask  power,  not  to  make 
departmental  regulations,  but  to  make  regulations 
having  the  effect  of  law  by  Orders -in  Council,  and 
he  proposes  to  do  so  by  repealing  a  part  of  the  law 
by  which  those  regulations  are  made  at  the  present 
time.  The  hon.  gentleman  does  not  say  that  the 
matter  is  of  such  a  shifting  and  changing  charac¬ 
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ter  that  legislation  cannot  be  had,  but  he  asks  us 
to  withdraw  from  Parliament  the  portion  of  the 
power  that  it  now  exercises,  and  to  vest  it  in  the 
Governor  in  Council  without  any  necessity  being 
shown  to  justify  such  action.  Surely  the  hon. 
gentleman  ought  not  to  propose  so  retrogressive  a 
course  as  this. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  Progressive. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  Surely  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  does  not  pretend  to  say  that  vesting  in  the 
Crown  the  whole  power  of  legislation,  and  withdraw¬ 
ing  it  from  the  two  Houses  of  Parliament  as  parts 
of  the  legislative  body,  is  a  progressive  measure. 
The  hon.  gentleman  will  not  pretend  to  argue  that 
to  supersede  Parliament,  and  to  establish  so  far  the 
principle  of  absolute  monarchy - 

Mr.  TUPPER.  I  did  not  say  that  ;  I  said  it  was 
antiquated  to  put  those  rules  in  the  statute. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  Are  these  rules  binding 
as  a  part  of  the  law  ?  If  they  are,  then  there  is  only 
one  justification  for  dealing  with  them  otherwise 
than  by  statute,  and  that  is,  that  you  have  the 
necessary  information  to  warrant  you  so  to  deal. 
The  purpose  of  dealing  with  them  by  Order  in 
Council  is  to  give  the  department  the  opportunity 
of  accumulating  the  necessary  knowledge  to  enable 
it  to  propose  to  Parliament  a  systematic  and  well- 
considered  regulation.  But  the  hon.  gentleman  is 
asking  us  to  withdraw  this  power  without  making 
out  any  case.  He  has  already  admitted  Parliament 
has  the  necessary  knowledge  to  deal  with  the  sub¬ 
ject,  and  after  ten  years  he  proposes  to  withdraw 
that  power  from  Parliament,  and  to  vest  it  in  the 
Governor  in  Council.  I  say  it  is  an  improper  pro¬ 
ceeding,  it  is  wholly  contrary  to  the  spirit  of  parlia¬ 
mentary  government,  it  is  a  course  that  ought  not 
to  be  recognized,  and  I  am  surprised  to  see  the 
Department  of  Justice  acquiescing  in  it. 

Mr.  TEMPLE.  As  I  live  on  the  River  St. 
John,  I  would  like  to  say  a  word  upon  this  subject. 
I  am  sorry  to  see  the  opposition  that  is  made  to 
the  proposal  of  the  Minister  of  Marine.  His  pro¬ 
posal  is  made  in  the  interest  of  many  steamers  that 
are  now  loaded  in  the  dock  and  all  ready  for  trans¬ 
porting  freights  up  the  River  St.  John,  but  they 
cannot  proceed  so  long  as  the  law  remains  in  its 
present  shape.  It  seems  that  the  inspector  gave 
them  no  notice  that  he  intended  to  enforce  this 
provision  of  the  law  until  the  vessels  were  all 
ready  to  start ;  so  that  not  only  is  freight  waiting 
to  be  transported,  but  the  mails  also  which  are 
destined  to  places  up  the  river,  are  delayed  on 
account  of  notice  having  been  given  to  the  owners 
that  they  must  provide  certain  metallic  boats  upon 
their  steamers  in  case  of  accident.  Now,  I  have 
never  known  an  accident  to  occur  on  the  River  St. 
John,  and  I  have  lived  there  for  over  forty  years. 
They  have  always  carried  wooden  boats,  which 
have  proved  amply  sufficient  to  guard  against  loss 
of  life.  At  present,  as  I  understand  the  law,  they 
have  to  provide  a  metallic  boat  of  twenty  odd  feet, 
for  each  steamer  ;  and  in  order  to  launch  such 
a  boat  in  case  of  accident,  the  vessels  would  have 
to  carry  double  the  number  of  hands  they  employ 
now.  I  think  this  provision  of  the  law  is  a  very 
great  hardship  to  the  steamboat  owners.  I  would 
remind  the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills) 
that  in  1882  when  that  law  was  passed  the  position 
of  affairs  has  changed  in  this  House.  At  that  time  the 
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river  counties  from  St.  John  to  Victoria  County 
were  all  represented  by  Liberal  members,  but  now 
they  are  all  represented,  by  Conservatives.  This 
makes  a  very  great  difference  in  passing  laws  of  this 
kind  for  the  St.  John  River.  I  hope  that  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  will  cease  their  opposition  to 
this  Bill,  and  allow  the  Minister  to  amend  it  as  he 
thinks  best  in  the  interest  of  the  public. 

On  section  5, 

Mr.  T UPPER.  This  provision  is  made  on  the 
advice  of  steamboat  experts.  It  is  considered  dan¬ 
gerous  for  the  same  person  to  act  in  a  double  capa¬ 
city  of  engineer  and  master,  or  as  engineer  and 
fireman,  except  in  cases  where  the  boiler  is  fired 
from  the  engine  room. 

Mr.  HAZEN.  I  move  that  section  34  be  hereby 
amended  by  adding  the  words  “  or  wood  ”  after 
the  word  “  leather  ”  in  the  fifth  line  of  the  section. 
Mr.  Coker  has  declared  that  wooden  buckets  are 
more  desirable  than  either  leather  or  metal  ones, 
because,  in  the  first  place,  they  are  more  easily 
mended,  and,  in  the  second  place,  they  would  act 
as  life-preservers.  On  board  of  vessels  registered 
at  Lloyds  and  Bureau  Veritas  wooden  buckets 
are  now  allowed  in  place  of  metal  and  leather  ones, 
which  were  used  some  years  ago. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  alluded 
to  what  an  officer  of  my  department  has  told  him. 
Mr.  Coker  has  not  done  his  duty  in  that  respect, 
for  he  has  not  reported  that  information  to  me.  I 
will  not  take  the  responsibility  of  accepting  this 
amendment  at  the  present  time.  It  may  be  a  very 
dangerous  one,  and  I  can  see,  without  possessing 
expert  knowledge,  that  in  case  of  fire,  wooden 
buckets  would  not  be  so  good  as  metal  or  leather 
ones.  I  can  see  that  at  the  outbreak  of  fire  leather 
or  metal  buckets  would  be  available  while  wooden 
buckets  might  be  destroyed.  I  may,  however,  be 
wrong  in  my  opinion.  There  has  been  no  sugges¬ 
tion  made  to  me  with  reference  to  buckets,  and 
before  Parliament  legislates  on  this  subject,  it 
should  be  in  possession  of  all  information  necessary 
to  enable  it  to  arrive  at  a  correct  and  safe  opinion. 
I  am  not  in  a  position  to  advise  Parliament  on  this 
subject,  as  I  have  not  had  an  opportunity  to  con¬ 
sult  those  best  qualified  to  j  udge.  I  do  not  believe 
that  the  amendment  suggested  is  in  operation  under 
any  system  where  there  are  regulations  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  steamboats  ;  and,  under  these  circum¬ 
stances,  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman  should  allow  his 
amendment  to  stand,  so  that  I  at  least  may  have 
an  opportunity  of  looking  into  the  subject,  as  I 
shall  be  very  glad  to  do,  and  he  may  bring  it  for¬ 
ward  at  a  later  stage. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  I  am  sorry  the  hon.  Minis¬ 
ter  desires  to  consult  his  inspector  before  he  makes 
up  his  mind  as  to  whether  wooden  buckets  would 
serve  the  purpose  on  board  of  vessels.  We  have 
in  this  House  members  whose  opinions  are  as  reli¬ 
able  as  any  opinion  the  hon.  Minister  may  obtain 
from  an  inspector.  The  buckets  commonly  used 
on  vessels  are  made  of  oak.  They  are  less  liable 
to  destruction  by  fire  than  are  buckets  of  leather, 
the  latter  being  much  more  easily  injured  and  ren¬ 
dered  unsuitable  for  conveying  water  than  buckets 
of  oak.  Buckets  usually  stand  on  deck  with  water 
in  them,  and  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman’s  fears, 
that  the  first  thing  destroyed  by  fire  would  be 
buckets  full  of  water,  is  entirely  groundless.  1 
Mr.  Temple 


have  no  doubt  that  in  the  opinion  of  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  familiar  with  the  matter,  good,  solid  oaken 
buckets  on  the  deck  of  a  vessel  are  the  best  buck¬ 
ets  that  can  be  used  either  for  extinguishing  fire  or 
for  other  purposes.  It  has  been  urged  with  great 
force  that  they  would  not  only  serve  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  extinguishing  fires,  but  might  be  used 
for  life-preservers,  whereas  buckets  of  leather  or 
metal  are  liable  to  sink.  It  is  the  opinion 
of  all  interested  in  the  subject  that  this  change 
should  be  made,  and  it  strikes  me  as  little  short  of 
an  absurdity  that  the  Minister  should  request  that 
this  matter  should  stand  over  until  he  can  consult 
some  person,  whoseauthority  is  no  better,  and  whose 
opinion  is,  in  fact,  less  reliable  than  that  of  the  hon. 
member  for  Queen’s,  P.  E.I.  (Mr.  Welsh),  who  is 
largely  engaged  in  the  shipping  business,  and  who 
is  as  good  an  authority  as  can  be  found  in  the 
Dominion.  Then  we  have  the  hon.  member  for  St. 
John  (Mr.  Hazen),  representing  the  steamboat 
interest  on  the  St.  John  River,  who  undoubtedly 
has  consulted  many  of  those  parties,  and  who 
spoke  knowing  their  wishes,  and  he  submitted  an 
amendment  in  their  interests,  one  which  will  meet 
the  view  of  every  vessel-owner  in  the  country, 
asking  that  in  addition  to  buckets  of  metal  and 
leather,  wooden  buckets  should  be  permitted  to  be 
used.  It  is  unfortunate  that  the  hon.  gentleman 
does  not  accept  the  amendment  without  further 
delay.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  desires  this  Bill  to 
pass  he  should  not  suggest  this  delay,  which  is  a 
needless  one. 

Mr.  TUPPER,  It  is  not  proposed  to  pass  the 
Bill  through  this  House  at  one  sitting.  I  am  sur¬ 
prised  to  hear  that  it  is  absurd  to  be  cautious  in 
dealing  with  an  important  matter  of  this  kind.  I 
am  very  sorry  I  cannot  take  the  hon.  gentleman’s 
advice  in  shipping  matters.  With  all  due  respect 
to  his  opinion,  I  do  not  think  it  is  better  than  my 
opinion,  and  I  value  my  own  so  little  that  I  declared 
I  am  not  prepared  to  accept  off-hand  an  amend¬ 
ment  of  such  an  important  character  as  that  pro¬ 
posed.  The  hon.  member  for  St.  John  (Mr.  Hazen) 
may  be  perfectly  right,  and  the  amendment  may  be 
a  wise  one.  All  I  ask  is  that  the  House  may  be 
placed  in  possession  of  the  advice  of  the  depart¬ 
ment,  whose  officers,  whatever  may  be  the  value  of 
their  opinions,  follow  very  closely  subjects  of  this 
kind.  I  certainly  object  to  the  amendment  being 
submitted  at  this  stage.  There  will  be  another 
opportunity  for  it  to  be  submitted.  All  I  urge  is, 
and  it  will  be  agreed  to  by  a  large  majority  of 
members  of  the  House,  that  we  have  not  sufficient 
information  on  the  subject  at  present  before  us.  I 
am  not  at  present  stating  that  the  amendment  may 
not  be  accepted. 

Mr.  HAZEN.  The  position  taken  by  the  Minis¬ 
ter  of  Marine  is  a  very  fair  one.  His  attention  not 
having  been  called  to  the  matter,  he  requests  that 
the  amendment  may  stand  over  until  he  has  con¬ 
sulted  his  officers,  who  have  had  experience  in  these 
matters,  and  who  are  able  to  decide  whether  such 
an  amendment  is  in  the  interests  of  the  shipping 
business  or  not.  Under  these  circumstances  I  will 
withdraw  the  amendment  at  .present,  with  the 
understanding  that  I  will  have  an  opportunity  at 
another  stage  to  bring  it  before  the  House. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  Certainly.  I  propose  to  leave 
the  Bill  in  Committee,  and,  therefore,  we  will  come 
again  to  consider  this  amendment. 
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Mr.  MULOCK.  The  Minister  intimates  that  he 
intends  to  express  an  opinion  upon  this  amendment 
of  the  hon.  member  for  St.  John  (Mr.  Hazen)  at  the 
next  sitting  of  the  Committee,  and  he  may  give  his 
■consent  to  such  a  clause  as  this  being  in  the  Bill. 
If  he  is  going  to  do  that,  then  the  House  shall  pro¬ 
nounce  as  to  what  shall  be  the  material  of  the 
bucket  but  shall  have  nothing  to  say  as  to  what 
shall  be  the  material  of  the  life-boat. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  The  argument  of  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  will  be  just  as  forcible  on  a  subsequent  occasion, 
if  he  defers  it.  For  instance,  I  might  meet  the 
■objection  he  is  now  making  by  repealing  both. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.  E.I. )  The  only  objection  I 
think  is  this  :  that  the  Minister  sat  in  his  seat  and 
smiled  very  pleasantly  while  my  friend  from  St. 
John  (Mr.  Hazen)  was  complimenting  him  upon 
his  Bill  and  showing  what  an  improvement  it  was 
on  the  old  Act,  and  that  it  was  absolutely  essential 
for  the  St.  John  boats  that  there  should  be  wooden 
buckets.  I  pointed  ,  out  that  the  Bill  did  not  give 
the  power  to  have  wooden  buckets  at  all,  and  then 
the  hon.  gentleman  from  St.  John  moved  this 
resolution  properly  enough,  and  I  was  prepared  to 
support  it,  but  the  Minister  says  he  will  not  receive 
it  at  all.  He  should  renounce  the  commendation  of 
the  hon.  member  from  St.  John. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  I  cannot  renounce  the  commen¬ 
dation.  I  will  accept  it-  on  the  boats  but  not  upon 
the  buckets. 

On  section  6, 

Mr.  TUPPER.  This  clause  provides  that  the 
inspector  who  inspects  the  boats  shall  collect  the 
fees  instead  of  the  chief  customs  officer.  The 
Auditor  General  has  raised  the  question  as  to  the 
difficulty  of  auditing  the  revenue  accounts,  and  it 
is  to  meet  his  wishes  that  this  change  is  made. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.  E.I. )  As  I  understand  the  law 
now,  the  fee  which  the  steamboat  owner  has  to  pay 
must  be  paid  to  any  one  of  the  chief  collectors  of 
any  port  in  Canada.  If  the  law  is  changed  and 
the  inspector  is  made  to  collect  the  fee,  I  think  it 
will  be  more  inconvenient.  There  is  only  one 
inspector  for  the  whole  Maritime  Provinces,  and  he 
may  be  travelling  around  in  different  parts.  I  do 
not  see  how  the  fee  is  to  be  paid  to  him,  while  if 
it  is  paid  to  the  chief  collector  the  man  is  at  hand 
to  receive  it. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  The  inspector  will  find  the 
person  who  owes  the  fee.  I  think  that  the  change 
will  make  it  more  convenient  fora  steamboat  owner, 
because  the  certificate  is  not  given  until  the  fee  is 
paid. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Why  could  not  the  certificate 
be  left  with  the  custom  house  officer,  and  be  given 
to  the  owner  when  he  pays  the  fees  ? 

Mr.  TUPPER.  I  am  not  anxious  about  this 
■clause  if  there  is  objection  to  it,  and  I  will  let  it  go 
if  you  like. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  The  owner  may  not  be  present 
when  the  inspection  takes  place,  or  he  may  not 
have  the  money  ready,  and  he  has  got  to  hunt  up 
the  inspector  to  transmit  the  money. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  Very  well  ;  I  will  drop  that 
■clause. 
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On  section  8, 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  would  ask  the  Minister  to 
explain  why  in  this  case  he  asks  Parliament  to 
declare  what  safeguard  should  be  adopted  while  in 
the  other  case  he  did  not  ?  This  section  says  that 
the  vessel  must  be  provided  with  certain  anchor 
equipment,  steering  gear,  and  so  on  ;  and  the  hon. 
gentleman  might  as  well  argue  that  that  is  a  matter 
of  detail  which  would  be  better  managed  by  this 
progressive  institution  the  Governor  in  Council 
than  by  the  Act.  I  do  not  wish  him  to  infer  from 
my  observation  that  I  desire  these  matters  also  to 
be  transferred  to  the  Governor  in  Council,  but  it 
seems  to  me  there  ought  to  be  some  consistency  in 
the  Bill. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  I  do  not  understand  why  the 
owner  of  a  tug-boat  should  be  joined  in  responsi¬ 
bility  with  the  owner  of  the  vessal  which  it  tows, 
as  this  action  provides. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  That  is  the  law  now.  The  only 
change  I  am  making  is  obtaining  authority  to 
charge  a  fee  for  the  inspection,  in  accordance  with 
section  58  of  the  main  Act.  A  scow  carrying 
passengers  must  be  inspected,  but  the  law  omitted 
to  provide  for  the  payment  of  a  fee  in  that  case. 

On  section  9, 

Mr.  FLINT.  I  would  like  to  ask  if  there  is  any 
provision  in  the  original  Act  that  these  Orders  in 
Council  relating  to  this  subject  shall  be  laid  on  the 
Table  within  a  certain  number  of  davs  after  the 
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House  meets  ? 

Mr.  TUPPER.  They  are  published  officially  in 
the  Gazette,  and  the  department,  for  convenience 
also,  publishes  printed  slips  containing  them. 

Mr.  FLINT.  It  seems  to  me  that  in  addition 
to  that  the  Orders  should  be  consolidated  and 
placed  on  the  Table  of  the  House,  as  many  mem¬ 
bers  do  not  see  the  Gazette. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  I  will  make  a  note  of  the  hon. 
gentleman’s  suggestion,  and  endeavour  to  meet  his 
wishes. 

On  the  preamble, 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P. E.I.)  I  wish  to  call  the  hon. 
gentleman’s  attention  to  a  couple  of  small  points 
which  I  think  he  had  better  consider  before  he 
reports  the  Bill.  He  has  eliminated  the  29th  section 
altogether,  and  he  takes  power  to  make  similar 
provisions  by  Order  in  Council  if  he  thinks  tit, 
while  he  leaves  the  80th  section  of  the  Act  in  force. 
Now,  these  two  sections  relate  to  subject-matters 
almost  the  same.  The  hon.  gentleman  gives  the 
Governor  in  Council  power  to  make  regulations 
with  respect  to  boats,  and  he  leaves  the  regulation 
with  respect  to  life-preservers  as  a  statutory 
enactment.  I  am  opposed  to  his  giving  the  Gov¬ 
ernor  in  Council  power  to  make  these  enactments, 
but  if  he  does  it  in  one  case  he  should  do  it  in  both. 
It  seems  to  me  that  a  man  should  not  be  required 
to  read  an  Act  and  then  an  Order  in  Council  before 
he  can  ascertain  what  the  law  is.  I  think  the  hon. 
gentleman  will  also  have  to  amend  the  58th  and 
the  60th  sections.  The  58th  section  provides : 

“  If  any  damage  to  any  person  or  property  is  sustained 
in  consequence  of  the  non-observance  of  any  of  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  this  Act,  imposing  any  duty  on  the  owner  or 
master  of  any  steamboat,  the  owner  shall,  in  all  civil  pro¬ 
ceedings,  and  the  master  or  other  person  having  charge 
thereof  shall,  in  all  proceedings,  whether  civil  or  criminal, 
be  subject  to  the  legal  consequences  of  such  default.” 
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Now,  after  the  lion,  gentleman’s  Bill  passes,  the 
provisions  the  non-observance  of  which  will  make 
the  master  liable  to  a  criminal  or  civil  prosecution, 
are  made  an  Order  in  Council,  and  he  should 
amend  the  section  so  as  to  cover  that  change.  The 
same  remark  applies  to  the  60th  section,  providing 
for  penalties  incurred  for  breach  of  the  provisions 
of  the  Act  or  of  the  Order  in  Council  which  shall 
be  substituted. 


full  establishment,  the  proportion  would  rise  to  41  30  per 
cent.  The  presence  of  so  large  a  proportion  of  recruits, 
at  the  schools  of  instruction,  is  a  serious  disadvantage  to 
their  efficiency,  since  the  small  staff  of  instructors  has  to 
be  constantly  employed  in  drilling  them,  while  their 
ignorance  of  discipline  is  apt  to  act  as  a  bad  example  to 
the  attached  men  of  the  active  militia.” 

That  is  to  say,  that  almost  half  the  establishment 
has  disappeared  during  the  year  for  various  reasons, 
which  he  refers  to  later  : 


Committee  rose  and  reported  progress. 

SUPPLY. 

House  again  resolved  itself  into  Committee  of 
Supply. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Militia— Permanent  Forces . $475,000 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Before  we  proceed  with  this 
item,  I  desire  to  set  the  committee  and  myself  right 
with  reference  to  some  remarks  I  made  on  the  items 
charged  to  public  armouries,  and  also  with  reference 
to  the  41  tunics  to  which  the  hon.  member  for  North 
W  ellington  (Mr.  McMullen)  called  the  attention  of 
the  committee.  I  was  under  the  impression  at  the 
time  that  it  was  an  error.  I  have  learned  since 
that  the  41  tunics  were  purchased  for  the  Band  of 
the  Governor  General’s  Foot  Guards,  and  that  they 
cost  $33.50  each  ;  so  that  it  was  not  an  error.  I 
stated  also  that  I  was  under  the  impression  that 
the  Auditor  General  had  mixed  the  accounts  by  in¬ 
cluding  the  storekeepers’  and  paymasters’  accounts 
under  the  head  of  public  armouries,  which  is  cer¬ 
tainly  a  heading  under  which  these  items  should 
not  appear  ;  but  I  ascertained  from  the  Auditor 
General  that  this  is  the  manner  in  which  the  ac¬ 
counts  were  sent  for  audit  to  the  department,  which 
accounts  for  the  fact  of  their  being  published  in 
this  way. 

Mr.  CASEY.  The  item  now  before  the  House 
in  regard  to  our  permanent  corps  seems  to  be  of 
sufficient  importance  to  require  rather  more  atten¬ 
tion  than  has  usually  been  given  to  it.  It  was 
hoped  when  we  instituted  these  permanent  corps 
that  we  would  not  only  provide  a  considerable 
force  of  well-trained  men  ready  for  any  emer¬ 
gency,  but  also  a  large  number  of  thoroughly 
trained  instructors  for  the  ordinary  battalions  of 
volunteers.  It  seems  to  me,  from  the  report  of  the 
Major-General,  that  neither  of  these  anticipations 
have  been  fulfilled.  These  corps  do  not  afford  any 
considerable  number  of  well-trained  soldiers,  see¬ 
ing  that  nearly  half  of  them  are  not  in  the  force 
long  enough  to  have  acquired  that  thorough  train¬ 
ing.  I  will  quote  as  briefly  as  possible  from  the 
General’s  report  in  support  of  these  two  state¬ 
ments  of  mine,  and  I  will  have  to  quote  almost  in 
extenso  because  it  is  so  condensed  that  it  will  not 
bear  further  condensation.  In  speaking  of  the 
actual  strength  of  the  drilled  men  in  these  corps, 
the  General  says  : 

“  Deducting  transfers  and  re-enlisted  men,  the  waste  of 
the  year  is  shown  to  be  497  out  of  a  total  establishment  of 
966  non-commissioned  officers  and  men.  This  waste  may 
be  reduced  by  42  on  account  of  men  tried  by  court-martial 
for  desertion,  who  become  available  again,  at  the  end  of 
their  sentences  ;  and  the  net  loss  for  the  year  placed  at 
455  men,  or  4710  per  cent  of  the  establishment.  It  fol¬ 
lows,  therefore,  that  the  greater  part  of  the  men  in  the 
ranks  must  be  recruits,  of  less  than  one  year’s  service  This 
is  further  proved  to  be  the  case,  since  353  men  are  re¬ 
turned  in  that  category,  or  34*47  per  cent,  while  if  the 
deficiency  in  the  total  strength  were  completed,  to  the 
Mr.  Davies  (P.E.I.) 


“  Of  men  under  two  years’  service  there  are  524,  or  54*24 
per  cent.  These  men  with  a  few  rare  exceptions  are  in¬ 
capable  of  imparting  instruction.  There  remains,  there¬ 
fore,  only  45*76  per  cent  which  can  be  looked  to,  to 
provide  instructors.  Deducting  from  this  number  28  per 
cent,  representing  270  employed  as  artificers,  officers’ 
servants,  bandsmen  and  others  employed  on  duties  not 
connected  with  instruction,  we  have  only  17*76  per  cent, 
from  which  selection  can  be  made  of  trustworthy  non¬ 
commissioned  officers,  for  the  administrative  work  of  the 
permanent  corps,  and  as  acting  instructors  for  the  active 
militia.  Practically,  the  proportion  is  even  smaller. 
Briefly,  the  result  drawn  from  these  figures  may  be  stated 
thus : 


Under  2  years’ service .  54*24 

Employed  on  duties  not  connected  with 

instruction .  28*00 

Non-comissioned  officers  employed  in 
the  active  duties  of  the  permanent 

corps....  . .  16  56 

Balance  nominally  available  to  furnish 
extra  instructors  .  l-20 


100*00  ” 

Now,  Sir,  that  is  sufficiently  severe  condemnation 
of  the  schools  and  other  permanent  corps  as  a 
means  of  providing  an  efficient  force  for  use  in  an 
emergency.  About  half  are  not  really  efficient 
men,  and  the  discipline  is  such  as  to  have  a  bad 
effect  on  men  of  the  active  militia  sent  to  these 
corps  for  training.  He  goes  on  to  discuss  how  many 
are  available  for  the  purpose  of  instructing  the 
volunteer  battalions,  1  *20  men  in  these  corps  are 
available  for  instruction  ;  that  is  to  say,  about  ten 
men  in  the  w  hole  force  of  910,  as  it  stood  on  the 
30th  of  June  last.  It  appears  that  more  than  one- 
fourth  of  these  corps  are  employed  in  duties  not 
connected  with  instruction.  That  is  a  very  large 
percentage,  and,  he  says,  the  balance  available  as 
instructors  is  merely  nominal  since  the  corps  are 
always  below  their  strength.  Of  course,  if  they  are 
below  their  strength  even  this  miserable  percentage 
of  1  *20  disappears.  Those  statements  of  the  General 
bear  out  my  allegation  that  these  permanent  corps 
have  failed  either  to  produce  and  drill  an  effective 
and  always  ready  force  of  trained  men  or  to  provide 
instructors  for  the  active  militia.  The  General 
goes  on  to  point  out  some  reasons  for  this  state  of 
affairs  : 

“  As  I  have  pointed  out,  a  large  number  of  men  in  the 
permanent  corps  are  withdrawn  from  the  regular  instruc¬ 
tional  duties,  which  consequently  fall  more  heavily  on 
the  remainder,  and  I  cannot  but  attribute  to  this  cause 
some  part  of  the  dissatisfaction  with  military  service, 
denoted  by  numerous  desertions  and  discharges  by  pur¬ 
chase.  \V  hen,  as  in  these  corps,  the  establishment  is  re- 
aucecl  to  the  narrowest  limits,  there  is  no  room  for  mere 
show  ;  and  in  the  attempt  to  maintain  it,  there  has  been 
a  serious  sacrifice  of  efficiency.  Steps  will  be  taken  to 
remedy  this  fault.” 

I  hope  the  General  will  have  the  support  of  the 
Minister  in  taking  those  steps.  It  appears  that  in 
this,  as  in  many  other  branches  of  the  service,  effi¬ 
ciency  has  been  sacrificed  for  display.  The  General 
goes  on  to  point  out  the  lack  of  uniformity  in  the 
system  of  instruction.  He  says  : 

l he  establishment  of  a  uniform,  practical  and  sound 
system  oi  instruction,  both  in  di ill  and  administration,  is 
absolutely  necessary.” 
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And  he  adds  : 

“While  I  cannot  express  myself  as  satisfied  with  the 
condition  of  the  permanent  force,  I  must  bear  witness 
to  the  excellent  work  it  has  done  in  spite  of  many  disad¬ 
vantages.” 

The  good  results  achieved,  he  says,  are  due  to  the 
active  exertions  of  certain  officers,  while  the  faults 
of  the  schools  are  rather  owing  to  the  system  than 
to  any  lack  on  the  part  of  those  who  conduct  them. 
In  another  paragraph,  he  points  out  the  necessity 
for  a  wider  and  more  thorough  military  instruction 
of  those  attending  the  schools.  He  says  : 

_  “  My  object  is  to  make  the  schools  of  instruction,  not 
simply  places  for  the  acquirement  of  an  elementary  know¬ 
ledge  of  drill,  but  centres  of  military 'thought,  where 
officers  of  the  militia  can  find  encouragement  and  assist¬ 
ance  in  the  study  of  military  history,  tactics,  adminis¬ 
tration  and  other  subjects.  I  see  no  reason  why  volunteer 
officers  in  Canada  should  not  attain  the  same  eminence, 
as  experts  in  various  branches  of  military  knowledge,  as 
many  busy  men  serving  in  the  English  volunteers  have 
done.” 

I  shall  not  quote  the  whole  paragraph.  It  is  all 
Worthy  of  attention  hut  not  necessary  for  my  argu¬ 
ment  here.  After  referring  to  the  disorganized 
condition  of  the  schools  in  Winnipeg  some  time 
ago  and  the  reformation  he  has  effected  in  it,  he 
speaks  of  “C”  Battery  of  Artillery  at  Victoria,  and 
points  out  that  it  is  impossible,  under  the  present 
arrangement,  to  get  the  troops  in  British  Columbia, 
and  drafts  have  to  be  made  in  the  eastern  provinces 
to  keep  the  corps  up  to  its  proper  strength.  I  think, 
in  view  of  the  peculiar  conditions  existing  in 
British  Columbia  and  the  high  price  of  labour 
there,  it  would  be  on  the  whole  cheaper  and  in 
other  ways  preferable  to  let  us  recognize  the  fact 
that  members  of  the  permanent  corps  in  British 
Columbia  must  be  paid  more  than  the  soldiers  who 
are  enlisted  elsewhere.  If  men  are  drafted  from 
the  eastern  corps  and  sent  to  British  Columbia, 
and  find  the  ordinary  rate  of  pay  so  much  higher 
than  that  they  are  receiving  in  the  battery,  the 
temptation  to  desertion  must  be  great,  and  it  would 
be  better  to  pay  a  higher  rate  of  wages  and  to 
secure  recruits  in  that  country.  The  General 
refers  to  desertions  and  discharges  by  purchase, 
and  so  on.  I  will  call  attention  to  the  figures 
in  this  respect  showing  a  most  extraordinary 
state  of  things,  and  proving,  to  my  mind,  either  a 
grossly  bad  management  or  a  very  bad  system 
which  the  officers  are  not  able  to  remedy.  The 
number  of  those  discharged  by  purchase  last  year, 
that  is  to  say,  those  who  were  tired  of  the  service 
and  who  managed,  either  themselves  or  by  means 
of  their  friends,  to  purchase  their  discharge,  was 
103,  being  more  than  one  in  ten  of  the  total  force. 
The  number  who  deserted  was  153,  being  about  one 
in  six  of  the  total  force,  and  it  seems  to  me  that, 
when  the  service  is  in  such  a  condition  that  one 
man  in  six  deserts  every  year,  there  must  be  some¬ 
thing  rotten  in  that  service.  The  total  number  of 
those  who  were  discharged  by  purchase  or  deserted 
was  2 55,  or  more  than  25  per  cent  who  disappeared 
fromtheforce  during  the  year.  Certainly,  it  is  evi¬ 
dent  that  the  service  has  not  been  made  as  attrac¬ 
tive  as  it  should  have  been  made  to  young  men  with 
a  taste  for  soldiering.  I  find,  also,  that  the  convic¬ 
tions  by  court-martial  amounted  to  128  during  the 
year,  showing,  on  the  average,  that  about  one  man 
in  seven  has  been  punished  for  some  serious  breach 
of  discipline  or  for  insubordination.  That  is  a  very 
serious  state  of  things.  Now  we  come  to  look  at  re¬ 
sults  as  to  the  actual  training  of  officers,  non-commis¬ 


sioned  officers  and  men  belonging  to  the  active  mili¬ 
tia  who  attend  the  Schools.  We  find  that  only  298 
officers  and  men  have  been  trained  in  connection 
with  this  force  of  910  permanent  soldiers.  That  is 
a  very  small  proportion  in  view  of  the  expense  of 
these  corps  and  in  view  of  the  fact  that  one  of  the 
objects  of  their  establishment  was  stated  to  be  to 
secure  the  training  of  officers,  non-commissioned 
officers  and  men.  I  cannot  hold  the  present  Minis¬ 
ter  of  Militia  responsible  for  this  state  of  affairs 
except  in  a  technical  sense,  because  he  has  only 
recently  taken  charge  of  that  department,  but  I 
think  it  is  only  right  to  call  his  attention,  and  the 
attention  of  the  House,  to  the  glaring  failure  of 
these  establishments.  I  desire  also  to  speak  in  re¬ 
gard  to  the  expense  of  these  corps.  Looking 
through  the  Auditor  General’s  Report,  which  gives 
detailed  accounts  of  the  expenditure,  it  seems  that 
no  system  has  been  followed  in  the  purchase  of 
supplies.  We  find  that  almost  every  article  differs 
in  price  at  almost  every  post.  It  may  be  that  the 
contracts  were  let  in  Kington  for  “B”  Battery, 
and  in  Quebee  for  “A”  Battery,  and  so  on, 
but  it  is  evident  that  no  general  system 
was  adopted  of  letting  contracts,  because  I 
find  that  the  prices  for  general  supplies,  in¬ 
cluding  even  clothing  and  boots,  vary  in  the 
different  corps.  I  find,  for  instance,  that  the  price 
of  such  a  staple  article  as  coal  oil  varies  from  12 
and  15  cents  in  London  for  the  school  of  infantry 
there,  to  52  cents  per  gallon  for  the  Mounted  Rifles 
in  Winnipeg.  The  price  of  coal  oil  at  different 
places  I  find  to  be  12  cents,  15  cents,  20  cents,  28 
cents,  24  cents,  down  to  15  cents,  52  cents,  and  then 
32  cents  and  35  cents.  If  coal  oil  can  be  had  for 
12  or  13  cents  in  London,  it  can  be  laid  down  in 
any  part  of  Canada  for  much  less  than  the  price 
here  given.  Then  the  price  of  coal  also  varies  exces¬ 
sively.  The  price  in  Quebec  was  $4.98,  in  Winni¬ 
peg  it  was  $8.85,  and  even  in  Victoria,  which  lies 
almost  at  the  mouth  of  some  of  the  finest  coal  pits 
in  the  country,  coal  varies  from  $7.50  to  $7.75.  I 
do  not  know  whether  that  is  the  local  price  there, 
but  there  are  certainly  great  discrepancies  in  these 
amounts.  I  might  go  into  a  great  many  articles, 
but  I  will  only  call  attention  to  the  system  of  buy¬ 
ing  piecemeal  in  order  to  condemn  it,  and  to  urge 
that  everything  should  be  bought  by  contract  as 
far  as  possible,  and  in  large  quantities  for  the 
whole  force,  and  that,  if  the  cost  of  transporta¬ 
tion  were  added,  it  would  show  less  discrepancies 
than  are  shown  in  the  Auditor  General’s  Report. 
Another  question  is  the  cost  of  water.  I  find 
that  “  C  ”  Battery,  Victoria,  paid  $151  for  water 
during  the  year.  The  cost  of  water  for 
the  Fredericton  infantry  school  is  $300  a  year.  It 
cost  $367  to  supply  the  battery  at  Kingston,  and 
$450  to  supply  the  school  at  Winnipeg.  But  in 
Quebec,  under  what  is  called  a  special  rate,  we 
have  the  enormous  sum  of  $2,000  for  the  supply  of 
water  to  the  battery.  Perhaps  the  Minister  can 
explain  that,  but  it  seems  extraordinary  that  the 
cost  of  water  should  be  about  five  times  in  Quebec 
the  cost  of  water  in  any  other  place  in  the 
Dominion.  As  to  the  provender  for  horses,  hay 
and  oats,  I  see  that  the  accounts  are  given  for  so 
many  rations,  as  they  are  called,  without  distin¬ 
guishing  the  hay  from  the  oats.  The  rations,  of 
course,  are  so  much  for  hay,  and  so  much  for  oats. 
It  is  impossible  from  the  figures  to  get  at  the  exact 
price  of  hay  and  oats  in  most  cases  ;  though  I  see 
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separate  purchasers,  in  some  cases,  pay  as  high  as 
.$24  a  ton  for  hay,  which  seems  to  be  an  extraor¬ 
dinary  price.  Straw,  in  most  cases,  is  bought  at 
from  .$15  to  $18  a  ton.  I  am  sure  the  farmers  in 
the  immediate  neighbourhood  of  these  schools  must 
be  making  very  handsome  profits,  if  these  things 
are  bought  direct  from  the  farmers. 

Permanent  Forces— Pay  and  mainten¬ 
ance  of  “  A,”  “  B  ”  and  “  C  ”  Bat¬ 
teries,  Schools  of  Artillery  at  Que¬ 
bec,  Kingston  and  Victoria,  B.C...-.  $180,000 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  This  question  has  already  been 
elaborately  dealt  with  by  the  hon.  member  for 
West  Elgin  (Mr.  Casey).  Many  of  his  remarks 
deserve  a  good  deal  of  consideration,  but  on  other 
points  he  betrays  a  want  of  knowledge  of  the  facts, 
and  I  may  frankly  state  that  I  am  in  somewhat 
the  same  position  myself.  If  the  whole  facts  were 
known  I  am  sure  the  hon.  gentleman  would  change 
his  opinion.  As  an  illustration,  I  may  say  that  I  am 
just  now  informed  by  the  hon.  member  for  Victoria, 
B.C. ,  that  the  price  which  he  himself  pays  for 
the  coal  which  he  uses  in  his  own  dwelling,  is  $8 
per  ton,  though  he  lives  only  sixty  or  seventy 
miles  distant  from  some  of  the  largest  coal  deposits 
on  the  Island  of  Vancouver.  I  suppose  that  is  to 
be  accounted  for  by  the  fact  that  a  monopoly 
exists  in  the  coal-fields  on  that  Island,  and  when 
we  consider  the  very  high  rate  of  wages  that  is 
paid  in  that  country,  and  the  fact  that  there  is  no 
competition,  we  can  understand  that  the  coal 
companies  may  charge  just  what  prices  they  please. 
Somewhat  of  a  similar  explanation  might  be 
made  with  regard  to  Manitoba.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  knows  that  all  the  coal  taken  to  Winnipeg 
has  to  be  brought  600,  700  or  1,000  miles,  and 
the  fact  that  there  is  very  little  competition  in 
railways,  added  to  the  distance,  explains  why  coalis 
so  high  in  Winnipeg.  My  attention,  and  the  atten¬ 
tion  of  the  department  before  1  came  to  it,  had 
been  called  to  the  large  amount  paid  for  water 
supplied  in  the  city  of  Quebec.  It  must  be  borne 
in  mind  that  that  water  supply  is  not  confined  to 
“A  ”  Battery  alone  ;  other  forces  are  also  supplied. 
I  think  this  item  includes  the  supply  of  water  to 
the  fort  and  the  cavalry,  and  indeed  to  the  whole 
military  force  in  that  city. 

Mr.  CASEY.  Who  occupies  the  fort  besides  the 
battery  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  There  is  a  cavalry  corps  and  a 
cavalry  school.  I  am  inclined  to  think  that,  though 
it  appears  to  be  for  the  water  supply  for  the  bat¬ 
tery  alone,  the  item  includes  the  whole  service  for 
that  city.  Probably  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Que¬ 
bec  Centre  (Mr.  Langelier),  wiio  was  mayor  of  that 
city  when  this  arrangement  was  made,  may  be  able 
to  give  some  information  on  that  point.  This 
much  I  do  know,  however,  that  the  price  paid  for 
the  supply  of  water  to  the  different  corps  and 
forts  in  that  city,  is  much  lower  than  the  price 
that  is  paid  by  the  ordinary  citizen  consumer.  I 
am  not  now  discussing  whether  they  charge  too 
much,  or  how  far  they  have  to  bring  the  water. 
The  General’s  report  is  one  prolific  of  discussion ; 
he  has  given  a  great  deal  of  attention,  I  have  no 
doubt,  to  the  whole  subject.  But  it  is  questionable 
whether  the  House  is  prepared  to  adopt  a  sugges¬ 
tion,  which  has  already  come  under  my  notice,  in 
regard  to  securing  the  services  of  men  for  the  full 
term  in  the  permanent  force.  It  is  pointed  out 
Mr.  Casey. 


by  him,  that  unless  there  is  some  system  of  pension 
adopted  somewhat  similar  to  that  in  the  regular 
service,  these  difficulties  will  continually  arise,  par¬ 
ticularly  in  a  country  like  Canada,  where  labour  is 
scarce.  If  we  are  to  adopt  the  pension  system 
for  all  the  officers  and  all  the  men  of  the  perma¬ 
nent  corps,  we  shall  soon  have  a  large,  charge  on 
the  revenues  of  this  country.  As  to  retaining  the 
men  on  the  force  in  British  Columbia,  there  is 
some  force  in  what  the  hon.  gentleman  has  said 
with  reference  to  the  pay.  There  is  no  great  in¬ 
ducement  for  men  who  have  gone  from  Eastern 
Canada  to  that  province  to  join  the  force  on  ac¬ 
count  of  the  higher  wages  paid  in  other  walks  of 
life.  We  have  not  only  to  consider  the  rate  of 
wages  paid,  but  the  food  and  the  expense  of  living 
do  not  fall  upon  them  any  more  than  they  do  upon 
any  recruit  in  any  part  of  the  service  in  old  Canada 
where  living  is  cheaper.  But  I  repeat,  the  induce¬ 
ment  of  higher  wages  might  be  such  as  to  lead 
them  to  desert  or  to  leave  the  force.  The  question 
will  receive  all  the  consideration  that  I  can  possibly 
give  to  the  subject  in  order  that  we  may  remedy,  if 
possible,  the  defects  that  have  been  complained  of 
by  the  General  in  his  report.  I  cannot,  however, 
concur  in  the  opinion  of  the  hon.  gentleman,  that 
this  is  owing  to  mismanagement  in  the  department, 
particularly  in  reference  to  the  permanent  corps, 
for  the  very  reason  which  he  himself  has  given, 
reasons  which  have  been  advanced  by  the  General. 

A  great  difficulty  surrounds  the  maintenance  of  a 
permanent  force  in  Canada,  by  reason  of  the  small 
rate  at  which  men  are  paid,  and  the  great  facilities 
that  present  themselves  for  leaving  the  force  on  ail 
occasions  whenever  men  think  themselves  impro¬ 
perly  used,  or  when  they  have  been  court-martial- 
led  for  crime.  Those  facilities  are  so  great,  that  I 
doubt  not  the  enforcement  of  strict  military  dis¬ 
cipline  will  result  in  the  continuous  reduction  of 
the  force  by  desertion,  or  in  other  ways.  I  have 
no  good  hope  of  suggesting  any  scheme  by  which 
that  can  be  avoided,  unless  the  country  is  prepared 
to  pay  the  men  two  or  three  times  more  for  their 
services  than  is  paid  at  present.  The  wdiole  ques¬ 
tion  is  surrounded  by  a  great  many  difficulties,  and 
I  can  only  express  the  hope  that  in  the  future  we 
may  be  able,  possibly,  to  carry  out  many  of  the 
suggestions  of  the  General  so  as  to  accomplish 
what  he  has  in  view,  and  what,  I  am  quite  sure, 
the  hon.  gentleman  from  West  Elgin  also  has  in 
view,  that  is,  to  make  the  force  as  effective  as  pos¬ 
sible,  without  making  it  too  burdensome  on  the 
tax- payers  of  this  country. 

Mr.  CASEY.  In  regard  to  desertions,  no  doubt 
the  discrepancy  in  the  pay  of  the  men  as  compared 
with  the  pay  which  men  get  in  other  employments, 
has  a  good  deal  to  do  with  it.  The  General  points  - 
out  in  his  report  that  the  undue  amount  of  labour 
continually  falling  upon  the  active  members  of  the 
force  in  consequence  of  the  withdrawal  of  large 
numbers  of  them  as  bandsmen  and  servants  from 
the  actual  work  of  the  force,  must  make  the  service 
more  unpleasant  than  it  otherwise  would  be. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Does  the  hon.  gentleman  mean 
the  active  volunteer  force,  or  the  permanent  force  ? 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  mean  the  commandant  part  of 
the  permanent  force  as  distinguished  from  bands, 
&c. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  The  only  way  to  avoid  that  is 
to  increase  the  number  and  make  the  companies 
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larger,  so  that  you  can  take  from  them  the  bands¬ 
men  and  .the  fatigue  men,  which  are  taken  from 
all  corps.  When  you  take  the  bandsmen  and  the 
fatigue  men  and  the  servants  from  a  corps  of  only 
42,  you  have  very  few  left  to  drill. 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  am  not  speaking  of  the  fatigue 
men.  My  point  is  that  there  are  so  many  men  em¬ 
ployed  as  bandsmen,  officers’  servants  ami  artificers 
that  the  number  available  for  fatigue  duty  is  largely 
reduced,  and  consequently  their  turn  on  the  ‘  ‘  roster” 
comes  more  frequently  and  the  men  become  dissa¬ 
tisfied.  As  to  the  question  of  pay,  a  very  material 
advance  would  need  to  be  made  in  pay  to  secure 
efficiency.  It  is  possible  to  obtain  very  good 
men  for  $200  per  year  and  “  found,”  especially 
if  you  treat  them  well  and  make  the  service 
pleasant  to  them.  We  are  at  present  paying  .$150 
per  year,  and  if  $50  more  were  added,  or  about 
$50,000  for  the  whole  force,  the  pay  would  be 
sufficient  to  induce  average  men  to  engage  in 
the  service.  The  fact  that  one  man  in  six  has  been 
convicted  by  court-martial  during  the  year  fur¬ 
nished  a  proof  of  mismanagement.  Such  a  state  of 
things  would  not  prevail  unless  there  was  some 
mismanagement  in  the  force.  Courts-martial  are 
the  results  of  niggardliness  towards  the  force,  or 
overwork  or  something  of  that  kind  in  most  cases  ; 
they  cannot  altogether  be  accounted  for  by  the 
innate  “  cussedness  ”  of  the  soldier.  The  Min¬ 
ister  of  Militia  did  not  deal  with  the  question 
of  purchasing  supplies.  I  desire  to  impress  on  him, 
and  the  House,  the  necessity,  in  order  to  effect 
economy,  of  purchasing  supplies  in  considerable 
quantities,  of  securing  them  from  one  or  two  firms 
in  the  whole  Dominion,  who  would  supply  the  differ¬ 
ent  points,  and  the  purchasing  by  this  system  could 
be  done  much  more  economically  and  efficiently 
than  by  the  different  commanders  under  the  pres¬ 
ent  system.  The  General  makes  a  similar  sugges¬ 
tion  in  regard  to  public  buildings,  and  the  same 
principle  is  equally  applicable  to  the  supplies  for 
the  different  corps.  The  only  way  to  secure  these 
supplies  economically  is  to  purchase  them  in  large 
quantities  and  under  the  influence  of  public  compe¬ 
tition,  and  I  hope  the  Minister  will  give  his  atten¬ 
tion  to  this  question  and  arrange  a  plan  for  making 
contracts  for  these  stores  by  wholesale.  With 
respect  to  Quebec  citadel,  J  do  not  understand  that 
the  cavalry  school  is  situated  there.  You  might 
as  well  convert  them  into  horse  marines  as  to  have 
them  drill  at  Quebec  citadel.  The  whole  $2,000 
for  water  supply  is  charged  in  the  Public  Accounts 
to  the  battery.  The  Minister  does  not  appear  to 
know  who  else  obtained  a  share  of  it.  As  to  its 
being  a  special  rate,  it  must  be  a  specially  high  one, 
for  it  is  four  times  as  high  as  that  charged  for  any 
other  corps.  Even  if  two  corps  were  covered,  it 
would  still  be  quite  as  much  for  each  of  them  as  is 
charged  in  connection  with  any  two  other  corps 
in  the  country.  This  item  requires  explanation. 
Perhaps  the  Minister  of  Militia  could  explain  it. 

Mr. McMULLEN.  It  is  well  that  considerable 
attention  should  be  given  to  all  the  expenses  in 
connection  with  the  force,  and  as  we  have  a  new 
Minister  of  Militia  now  installed,  he  will  no  doubt 
be  glad  to  receive  every  item  of  information  and 
criticism  that  can  be  offered  in  connection  with  the 
position  of  the  force.  I  was  rather  surprised  at  the 
remarks  of  the  hon.  member  for  Elgin  (Mr.  Casey) 
with  respect  to  coal  oil.  At  Kingston,  according 


to  the  Auditor  General’s  Report,  C-37,  we  paid 
$36.11  for  129  gallons  of  oil,  or  at  the  rate  of  28 
cents  per  gallon.  Any  one  acquainted  with  the 
value  of  oil  during  last  year  will  understand  that 
this  is  an  enormous  price.  One  would  suppose  it 
was  American  oil.  The  committee  is  entitled  to 
some  explanation  as  to  why  it  is  necessary  to  pay 
such  extravagant  prices.  If  it  was  purchased  at 
retail  and  charged  at  the  outside  figure,  we  could 
clearly  understand  how  we  were  paying  such  a 
price.  It  is  desirable  that  such  extravagance  should 
not  be  repeated.  It  is  absurd  that  we  should  pay 
as  high  as  54  cents  per  gallon  for  coal  oil,  and  even 
in  Kingston,  where  American  coal  oil  can  be  as 
cheaply  laid  down  as  any  point  in  Canada,  28  cents 
per  gallon  for  oil  for  the  military  college. 

Committee  rose,  and  it  being  six  o’clock,  the 
Speaker  left  the  Chair. 

After  Recess. 

House  again  resolved  itself  into  Committee  of 
Supply. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

“A,”  “B”  and  “  C  ”  Batteries, 

Schools  of  Artillery  at  Quebec, 

Kingston  and  Victoria,  B.C -  $18\000 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  have  drawn  the  attention 
of  the  Minister  of  Militia  to  some  irregularities  with 
regard  to  the  prices  of  supplies,  and  I  would  like 
him  to  give  some  idea  with  regard  to  the  course  he 
intends  to  adopt  in  the  purchase  of  supplies  in  the 
future. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  understood  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  to  say  that  he  thought  the  prices  paid  for  some 
supplies  were  too  high,  and  particularly  the  price 
paid  for  coal  oil  at  Kingston,  but  I  did  not  under¬ 
stand  him  to  say  that  there  had  been  any  irregula¬ 
rities  in  securing  the  supplies.  The  deputy  informs 
me  that  in  every  single  instance  supplies  have  been 
purchased  by  tender,  and  that  the  lowest  tender  has 
been  accepted.  I  can  quite  understand  that  the 
price  of  coal  oil  in  Winnipeg  and  British  Columbia 
should  be  high,  on  account  of  freight  charges,  but 
why  that  should  apply  to  Kingston  I  do  not  under¬ 
stand.  I  can  assure  the  hon.  gentleman  that  the 
department  will  exercise  strict  vigilance  over  these 
contracts  in  future,  so  that  I  may  be  able,  when  ques¬ 
tions  are  put  to  me  next  session  if  I  should  live  long 
enough,  to  answer  the  questions  in  reference  to  all 
these  supplies.  I  quite  concur  in  the  remarks  made 
by  the  member  for  West  Elgin  (Mr.  Casey)  and  the 
member  for  North  Wellington  (Mr.  McMullen)  in 
reference  to  the  supplies  for  all  these  schools.  I 
think  that  the  suggestion  made  by  the  Deputy 
Minister  in  the  report  with  reference  to  the  coal 
supply  is  one  that  deserves  attention.  I  am  in 
hopes  that  by  asking  for  supplies  for  all  that  may 
be  required  for  this  section  of  the  country,  and  for 
Quebec  as  well,  we  may  be  able  to  save  some  money 
by  it. 

Cavali'y  and  Infantry  Schools . $290,000 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  do  not  wish  to  detain  the 
committee  by  going  into  details  connected  with 
this  item,  but  I  certainly  think  we  should  have  the 
Minister’s  views  with  regard  to  the  future,  and 
whether  he  intends  to  run  them  in  the  same  way 
as  the  past.  He  knows  there  have  been  exceptions 
taken  under  some  heads  of  this  expenditure,  and 
we  should  like  to  have  his  word  that  he  would  pay 
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his  personal  attention  to  this  matter  as  well  as  to 
the  others. 

Mr.  BOW  ELL.  This  involves  a  larger  ques¬ 
tion  than  I  am  prepared  to  enter  into  at  the 
present  time.  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman  enter¬ 
tains  views  that  are  entertained  by  some  other 
members  of  the  House,  that  it  would  be  advisable 
to  abolish  some  of  these  schools,  that  they  are  not 
accomplishing  what  we  anticipated  ;  while  others 
object  upon  the  general  principle  of  doing  anything 
which  would  have  the  appearance  of  establishing 
what  might  be  termed  a  permanent  force.  That  is 
a  question  which  will  receive  consideration  in  the 
future.  I  am  of  opinion  that  these  schools  have 
done  a  great  deal  of  good  in  encouraging  a  military 
spirit,  and  in  forming  a  nucleus  around  which  a 
larger  army  from  the  reserve  militia  might 
centre,  if  necessity  should  require.  The  question 
\\  hieh  has  arisen  will  receive  my  attention,  1 
as  to  whether  some  means  can  be  adopted  by  which 
volunteer  officers  may  be  enabled  to  obtain  their 
certificates  at  a  less  expensive  rate  than  they  d  o  at  pre¬ 
sent  ;  not,  perhaps,  by  adopting  the  old  system  which 
existed,  when  I  passed  an  examination  as  well  as 
many  other  officers  who  addressed  the  House,  but 
some  modified  system  by  which  I  am  in  hopes  it 
may  be  possible  to  reduce  the  expenditure  under 
this  head,  and  which  would  be  of  a  more  immediate 
and  general  benefit  to  the  volunteers  themselves, 
h  urther  than  that,  I  am  not  in  a  position  to  say  at 
the  present  moment.  For  the  information  of  the 
committee  I  may  add,  that  the  estimate  for  these 
corps  is  For  the  Cavalry  School  at  Quebec, 
$30,000  ;  Mounted  Rifle  Corps,  Winnipeg,  $62,000  ; 
Infantry  Company,  London,  $47,000  ;  Toronto’ 
$4/, 000;  St.  Johns,  P.Q.,  $47,000;  and  Frederic¬ 
ton,  N.B.,  47,000  ;  making  the  total  of  $290,000. 

Mr.  O  BRIEN.  I  do  not  propose  to  enter  into 
a  general  discussion  of  this  subject,  but  there  are 
one  or  two  suggestions  that  I  would  like  to  make 
to  the  Minister.  I  would  be  very  sorry  to  see  any 
organic  change  made  in  the  present  schools  of 
instruction  ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  I  think  great 
economies  might  be  accomplished.  In  the  school 
at  present  while  there  is  a  nominal  strength  of  so 
many  hundred  men,  there  is  a  deficiencv  of  men 
for  the  very  purpose  for  which  these  schools  are 
established,  that  is,  instruction.  The  establishment 
is  too  much  looked  upon  as  a  corps  rather  than  as  a 
school.  A  hile  it  is  very  desirable  that  the  corps 
shouhl  be  efficient,  it  is  not  desirable  that  the 
efficiency  of  the  corps  should  be  maintained 
at  the  expense  of  the  usefulness  of  the  esta¬ 
blishment  as  a  school.  For  instance,  a  num- 
l>ei  of  men  are  taken  from  off  the  strength  to 
serve  as  mess  waiters  and  other  kinds  of  super¬ 
numeraries.  Of  course  there  must  be  some  men 
employed  in  these  ways  ;  but  I  would  suggest  to 
the  Minister  whether  it  might  not  be  reasonable  to 
make  an  allowance  to  the  officers  in  lieu  of  servants 
so  that  no  enrolled  men  should  be  employed  for 
those  purposes  at  all.  In  short,  the  enrolled  men 
should  be  employed  solely  in  the  duties  of  the 
school  and  any  fatigues  should  lie  either 
provided  by  an  allowance  to  the  officers  for  the 
purpose,  or  ordinary  men  should  be  employed  to 
do  the  work.  It  is  absurd  to  enroll  men  and  teach 
them  their  duties  as  soldiers,  and  then  employ 
them  at  all  sorts  of  fatigue  duties  about  the  school. 

I  he  more  men  there  are  the  more  temptation  there 

Mr.  McMullen. 


is  to  the  officers  to  employ  them  in  those  duties 
that  do  not  belong  strictly  to  their  work  as  in¬ 
structors.  If  you  had  forty  men  efficiently  drilled, 
they  would  do  all  the  work  that  one  hundred  do 
under  the  present  system  ;  and  if  you  confined 
them  strictly  to  their  duties  as  instructors,  you 
could  afford  to  pay  them  better,  and  then  they 
would  be  more  likely  to  stay  in  the  corps..  In  this 
way  you  would  accomplish  at  less  cost  very  much 
better  results  than  you  do  at  present.  Another 
suggestion  I  would  make  is  this.  The  whole  school 
might  be  turned  out  into  a  common  or  field  or 
camp  ground  in  the  summer.  You  would  not  then 
be  confined  to  a  small  number  for  the  want  of 
room  ;  instead  of  having  twenty  men,  which  is  now 
the  maximum  of  the  school  at  Toronto,  you  could 
have  a  hundred  and  instruct  them  at  a  proportion¬ 
ately  less  expense.  There  are  many  such  things 
that  might  be  done  which  would  increase  the  effi¬ 
ciency  of  these  schools.  The  primary  thing  to  be 
kept  in  view  is  that  these  schools  are  established 
for  the  purpose  of  instruction,  and  the  moment 
you  sacrifice  the  power  of  instruction  to  the  object 
of  simply  having  an  efficient  corps,  you  at  once 
depart  from  the  purpose  for  which  the  institution 
was  established. 

Experimental  Farms . $75,0C0 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  We  require  to  have  some 
explanations  from  the  Minister  of  Agriculture  with 
regard  to  this  item.  His  attention  was  very  point¬ 
edly  drawn  last  year  to  some  expenses  connected 
with  this  farm,  and  I  think  some  general  idea 
should  be  given  as  to  w  hether  those  expenses  are 
to  be  continued  on  the  same  scale,  or  whether  the 
farm  is  now  in  such  a  complete  condition  that  we 
may  hope  for  a  reduction  in  the  future. 

Mr.  C  AR  LINO.  I  should  be  very  glad  to  <nve 
any  explanations  the  hon.  gentleman  may  wish  or 
the  House  may  require.  I  do  not  think  we  can 
reduce  the  expenditure  at  the  present  time.  The 
$/5,000  that  was  expended  last  year  was  barely 
enough  to  carry  on  the  different  farms  with  efficien¬ 
cy  ;  but  we  expect  in  the  course  of  a  few  years  to 
be  able  to  make  certain  returns  to  the  Receiver 
General  that  will  possibly  reduce  the  general  out¬ 
lay  for  these  farms.  Of  course,  we  have  only  had 
the  farms  in  operation  far  the  last  four  or  five  years 
and  there  has  been  a  great  deal  of  initial  expense 
that  will  not  have  to  be  repeated  ;  but  I  expect 
that  in  the  future  some  additional  works  will  be 
undertaken  with  the  sanction  of  the  House,  though 
I  hope  that  by  means  of  the  returns  I  have  spoken 
of,  we  shall  be  able  to  reduce  the  total  expenditure 
by  quite  a  number  of  thousands  of  dollars.  I  shall 
be  glad  to  give  any  further  explanations  desired. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  see  by  the  Auditor  Gene¬ 
ral  s  Report  that  a  very  large  amount  was  expended 
for  painting.  For  instance,  W.  Howe  received 
$1,390  for  painting  roofs,  blinds,*  &e.  Is  the  hon. 
Minister  prepared  to  say  that  this  kind  of  expen¬ 
diture  is  at  an  end,  or  shall  we  have  a  repetition  of 
it  next  year  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  do  not  expect  that  that 
amount  can  be  expended  every  year1,  but  the  hon. 
gentleman  must  know  that  painting  will  have  to  be 
done  every  four  or  five  years.  The  amount  charged 
here  is,  I  suppose,  for  new  work,  new  buildings 
constructed  on  the  farm. 
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Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  would  like  to  know  whe¬ 
ther  the  stallions  referred  to  last  year  are  still 
under  contract  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  They  are  still  under  contract. 
We  have  not  come  to  that  item  yet. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.  E.I.)  I  think,  before  we  enter 
upon  these  estimates  for  the  experimental  farm, 
the  hon. ,  gentleman  should  do  what  we  asked 
another  hon.  gentleman  at  the  head  of  another 
department  to  do,  that  is,  give  some  general  idea 
of  the  policy  of  the  Government  for  the  coming 
year  with  respect  to  these  farms,  and  tell  us  what 
has  been  the  expenditure  in  round  numbers  during 
the  current  year,  and  what  have  been  the  receipts, 
and  what  is  the  deficit.  The  hon.  gentleman  ought 
to  be  able  to  tell  the  House  what  benefit  we  are 
deriving  from  this  vast  expenditure.  I  decidedly 
object  to  entering  upon  these  estimates,  year  after 
year,  and  criticising  these  little  details  time  and 
again  without  an  exposition  from  the  head  of  the 
department  of  the  policy  of  the  department  with 
respectto  it  and  its  working.  We  should  know  what 
we  are  doing. 

Mr.  McMILLAN  (Huron).  What  is  the  reason 
there  is  such  a  large  sum  in  the  estimates  this  year  ? 
When  the  central  farm  was  established,  $130,000 
was  expected  to  complete  buildings,  stock  and  plant. 
Now,  there  has  been  a  very  large  amount  more  than 
that  expended.  It  was  supposed  that  $240,000 
would  establish  all  the  stations  along  with  the 
central  farm.  I  would  like  to  get  some  statement 
showing  how  it  is  this  amount  of  $75,000  appears 
in  the  estimates  this  year.  Last  year  we  were  told 
that  the  amount  then  voted  was  to  complete  build¬ 
ings  on  the  whole  of  the  farms,  and  I  think  the 
Minister  of  Agriculture  made  a  statement  long  ago 
that  $35,000  to  $40,000  would  be  the  whole  annual 
expenditure.  I  believe  some  time  subsequent  to 
that  he  stated  it  would  take  $50,000,  yet  still  we 
find  $75,000  asked. 

Mr.  CARLING.  Do  I  understand  the  hon. 
gentleman  wants  a  full  statement  of  the  expendi¬ 
ture  made  on  the  five  different  farms  ? 

Mr.  McMILLAN  (Huron).  What  I  want  to 
know  is,  how  it  is  the  Government  required  $75,000 
instead  of  $35,000  to  $40,000,  as  was  estimated  at 
first  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  think  the  hon.  member  for 
South  Huron  and  the  hon.  member  for  Queen’s, 
P.E.I.,  are  well  aware  of  what  has  been  done 
in  the  different  farms,  as  regards  the  very  ex¬ 
tensive  reports  published  at  the  request  of  this 
House  and  distributed  in  all  parts  of  the  Dominion. 
These  reports  give  a  detailed  statement  of  what 
has  been  done  and  what  is  intended  to  be  done, 
and  I  think  I  can  appeal  to  hon.  gentlemen  to  say 
that  the  establishment  of  a  central  and  branch 
farms  has  been  a  very  great  service  to  the  agricul¬ 
turists  of  Canada.  I  think  my  hon.  friend  from 
South  Huron  will  know  the  vast  amount  of  seed 
which  has  been  distributed  to  all'the  leading  farm¬ 
ers  in  the  Dominion.  Any  member  of  this  House 
who  wished  to  distribute  new  varieties  of  seed  had 
only  to  apply  to  the  chief  director  of  the  fanntohave 
specimens  of  seed,  of  oats,  barley,  peas,  wheat  and 
new  varieties  of  grain.  The  farmers  are  most  anx¬ 
ious  for  the  seed,  and  it  has  been  distributed  in  all 
parts  of  the  Dominion.  We  have  very  satisfactory 
reports  from  those  farmers  who  received  seed  as 


to  the  benefit  it  has  been  to  them  and  the  benefit 
it  is  likely  to  be  for  the  whole  country. 
Last  year  we  distributed  4,728  samples  of  oats, 
new  varieties,  that  were  tested  on  the  farm  here 
and  considered  to  be  of  the  very  best  kind.  These 
oats,  in  small  quantities  of  three  pounds,  have  been 
distributed  to  all  parts  of  the  Dominion  to  leading 
agriculturists.  We  distributed  2,804  samples  of 
barley,  2,221  spring  wheat,  959  samples  of  corn,  149 
samples  of  rye,  233  samples  of  potatoes,  altogether 
12,285  samples  distributed  to  the  leading  agricul¬ 
turists  iu  the  different  constituencies,  and  we 
have  reports  from  a  very  large  number  of  these  as 
to  the  results  ;  and  the  results  have  appeared,  I 
believe,  in  the  report  of  the  chief  director  of  the 
central  farm.  We  have  also  been  studying  the 
different  kinds  of  food  best  suited  for  the  raising 
of  stock.  We  have  been  experimenting  with  the 
feeding  of  cattle,  with  the  feeding  of  swine,  and  we 
also  have  dairy  establishments  where  we  have 
been  making  experiments  with  butter,  and  we 
found  that  the  improvement  of  butter-making  in 
Canada  has  been  so  great,  mainly  owing  to  this, 
that  some  20,000  pounds  were  exported  this  last 
winter  and  reported  as  number  one  quality,  and 
we  expect  that  with  the  new  system  of  dairying 
the  butter  trade,  which  had  fallen  off  so  much 
in  Great  Britain,  will  be  much  increased. 
We  soon  hope  to  have  Great  Britain  as  a  chief 
market  for  our  export  of  butter.  Then,  we  are  ex¬ 
perimenting  with  fruitMrees.  We  have  every  kind 
of  fruit  trees  on  the  farm,  and  we  expect  very  soon 
to  be  able  to  show  what  can  be  done  in  the  way  of 
fruit  raising  in  this  particular  locality,  and  also  in 
the  different  stations  throughout  the  Dominion. 
We  are  testing  the  different  varieties  of  fruit  here 
and  in  British  Columbia,  and  we  are  trying  to  see 
what  success  can  be  met  with  in  Manitoba  and  the 
North-West  Territories,  and  also  in  the  Maritime 
Provinces.  These  are  some  of  the  subjects  we 
have  dealt  with,  and  successfully  dealt  with,  and  I 
believe  they  are  received  with  very  great  approval 
in  the  different  sections  of  the  country  where 
the  farms  are  established,  and  in  this  locality 
especially,  where  more  people  have  the  opportunity 
of  visiting  the  farm  and  seeing  what  we  are  doing 
than  in  any  other. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.  E.I. )  I  am  not  competent  to 
discuss,  nor  have  I  the  intention  of  discussing  the 
different  subjects  the  hon.  gentleman  has  mentioned 
in  regard  to  the  practical  work  of  the  farm.  There 
are,  no  doubt,  gentlemen  on  both  sides  of  the  House 
who  will  do  that.  What  I  invited  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  to  state  to  the  House  was  more  the  financial 
part  of  the  operations.  I  would  like  to  know  what 
has  been  the  total  expenditure  on  all  the  farms.  I 
would  like  the  hon.  gentleman  to  divide  that,  and 
to  say  what  the  capital  expenditure  has  been  on 
the  central  farm,  on  the  Manitoba  farm,  on  the 
Maritime  Province  farm  and  on  the  North-West 
farm  ;  I  would  like  him  to  state  what  the  actual 
expenditure  has  been  for  the  current  year  on  those 
farms  ;  I  would  like  to  know  what  the  actual  re¬ 
ceipts  have  been  for  the  current  year,  and  what  has 
been  the  loss  or  the  profit,  leaving  the  capital  ex¬ 
penditure  out  of  consideration.  I  submit  that, 
before  the  House  is  asked  to  vote  such  a  large 
amount  as  this  which  is  asked,  as  my  hon.  friend 
has  pointed  out,  somewhat  in  defiance  of  the  prin¬ 
ciples  which  were  laid  down  by  the  Minister  when 
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he  introduced  this  matter  to  Parliament,  we  ought 
to  know  where  we  stand  financially  up  to  date,  as 
to  capital  expenditure,  as  to  current  expenditure, 
and  as  to  receipts. 

Mr.  CARLING.  The  lion,  gentleman  is  asking 
for  a  great  deal  of  information  which  was  unex¬ 
pected.  Last  year  that  information  was  asked  for 
by  an  lion,  member  and  was  brought  down.  It  was 
then  stated  what  had  been  the  total  amount  ex¬ 
pended  on  each  farm  and  the  annual  expenditure 
on  each  farm.  That  information  is  now  in  posses¬ 
sion  of  the  House.  I  did  not  expect  that  I  was 
going  to  be  asked  for  that  information  now,  but  I 
think  an  lion,  member  has  asked  for  certain  inform¬ 
ation  to  be  brought  down  in  which  that  is  included, 
and  that  will  be  brought  down  in  a  very  short  time, 
but  I  have  not  that  information  at  my  disposal  at 
this  moment. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  Then,  I  think  it  is  most 
unfortunate  and  most  regrettable  that  the  hon. 
gentleman  has  not  that  information  at  his  disposal, 
and,  with  due  respect  to  him,  I  think  he  ought  to 
have  it  at  his  disposal  before  he  asks  the  House  to 
vote  this  amount.  He  ought  to  be  able  to  submit 
to  the  House  a  proper  statement  of  the  receipts  and 
expenditure  of  the  department  for  the  previous 
year. 

Mr.  CARLING.  That  is  not  what  the  hon. 
gentleman  asked. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  Yes;  but  in  addition  to 
that  he  ought  to  have  a  proper  appreciation  of  that 
expenditure  in  order  that  we  might  learn  whether 
the  amount  asked  is  too  much  or  too  little,  and  for 
that  purpose  we  should  have  a  statement  of  the 
total  expenditure.  There  is  not  a  man  in  the 
House  buc  who  will  admit  the  reasonableness  of 
that.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  that  last  year  a 
statement  of  that  kind  was  brought  down.  I  do 
not  know  where  it  is  now,  but  we  should  have  it 
before  us  at  this  moment.  Before  we  were  asked 
to  vote  this  money  we  should  have  been  placed  in 
full  and  ample  possession  of  the  results  of  the  ex¬ 
penditure  of  the  money  we  have  voted  in  previous 
years,  and  I  am  sorry  the  hon.  gentleman  cannot 
state  the  capital  expenditure  up  to  date  as  well  as 
the  expenditure  for  the  current  year.  I  should 
have  thought  he  had  these  things  at  his  ringers’ 
ends,  and  he  should  have  them.  The  House  should 
have  had  before  it  this  information  before  entering 
upon  the  discussion  of  this  expenditure.  No  doubt 
the  discussion  of  the  practical  working  of  the  farms 
will  be  very  interesting,  but  that  is  apart  altogether 
from  what  I  have  asked  as  to  the  financial  condi¬ 
tion  of  each  of  these  farms  at  the  present  day.  If 
the  head  of  the  department  says  that  he  cannot  state 
that,  how  can  he  expect  the  individual  members  of 
the  committee  to  be  able  to  state  it  ?  How  are  we 
to  know  it  if  the  head  of  the  department  himself 
does  not  know  it  ?  I  am  interested  as  a  citizen  of 
Canada  in  all  these  farms,  and  I  am  especially  in¬ 
terested  in  regard  to  the  farm  in  the  Maritime 
Provinces  ;  and  I  expected  to  have  received  a 
statement  of  the  capital  expenditure  up  to  the  pre¬ 
sent  time,  of  the  expenditure  during  the  last  year 
and  the  receipts,  of  the  number  of  employes  who 
were  engaged,  whether  the  expenditure  had  been 
increased  or  reduced,  such  a  statement,  in  fact,  as 
a  head  of  a  private  firm  would  make  to  the  mem¬ 
bers  of  his  firm.  I  say  that  this  haphazard  way 
which  has  become  too  frequent,  of  asking  the  House 
Mr.  Davies  (P.E.I.) 


to  vote  $75,000  or  $100,000  without  that  informa¬ 
tion,  is  absurd.  The  hon.  gentleman’s  information 
should  be  put  in  such  a  form  that  he  could  inform 
the  members  of  the  committee,  and  not  only  the 
members  but  the  thousand  and  one  farmers  through¬ 
out  the  country  who  could  refer  to  Hanmrd,  what 
these  expenditures  have  been.  I  do  not  know 
whether  the  expenditure  is  justified  or  not.  But 
we  all  ought  to  be  informed  on  this  subject,  and 
the  hon.  gentleman  ought  to  have  anticipated  this 
request.  It  is  a  reasonable  one,  and  he  ought  to 
have  been  prepared  to  give  the  information. 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman  is 
unfair. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  I  have  no  intention  of 
being  so. 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  do  not  think  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  expects,  when  an  item  in  the  Estimates  is 
called  in  regard  to  the  Intercolonial  Railway  or 
some  canal  work  or  other  public  work,  that  he 
should  get  the  information  as  to  the  expenditure 
up  to  the  present  time. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  I  certainly  would  ex¬ 
pect  it. 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  do  not  think  he  would  ask 
the  Minister  to  state  the  expenditure  for  the  finan¬ 
cial  year.  Every  item  expended  for  the  financial 
year  is  in  the  Auditor  General’s  Report,  and  is  in 
the  hon.  gentleman’s  hand. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.  E.I. )  That  is  for  1890-91. 

Mr.  CARLING.  The  expenditure  for  this  year 
has  not  been  increased.  But  I  contend  that  the 
hon.  gentleman  is  unfair  in  expecting  me  at  this 
moment  to  make  such  a  statement  as  he  asks, 
when,  as  I  have  already  stated,  an  hon.  gentleman 
asked  in  the  House  last  year  the  total  expenditure 
from  the  commencement  of  these  farms  up  to  the 
present  time,  and  that  statement  has  been  laid 
upon  the  Table.  A  similar  statement  has  been 
asked  for  the  present  year,  and  it  is  being  prepared 
and  will  be  brought  down  to  the  House  in  a  day  or 
two.  I  do  not  think  it  is  fair  to  ask  that  I  should 
have  all  that  ready  at  any  moment. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  I  want  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  to  understand  that  I  am  not  actuated  by  any 
spirit  of  unfairness  in  this  matter.  What  I  have 
said  refers  to  all  other  departments  as  well  as  to 
the  hon.  gentleman’s.  When  the  militia  estimates 
came  up  the  other  night  I  made  the  same  state¬ 
ment.  The  hon.  gentleman  who  had  that  depart¬ 
ment  in  charge  presented  a  report  from  the  Gen¬ 
eral,  making  ten  or  fifteen  recommendations,  and  I 
said  the  hon.  gentleman  ought  to  be  in  a  position 
to  tell  the  House  which  of  these  recommendations 
he  was  prepared  to  ask  the  House  to  adopt,  and  if 
there  were  any  he  was  not  prepared  to  ask  us  to 
adopt,  he  should  give  us  his  reasons  why.  Does 
the  hon.  gentleman  suppose  that  the  Secretary  of 
the  Navy  at  home,  or  the  Secretary  of  the  Army, 
or  the  head  of  any  of  the  great  spending  depart¬ 
ments,  would  come  down  and  ask  Parliament  for 
so  many  millions  a  year  without  making  a  full  and 
detailed  statement  of  the  expenditure  for  the  pre¬ 
vious  year,  and  the  proposed  expenditure  for  the 
next  year,  giving  the  House  ample  and  accurate  in¬ 
formation  with  regard  to  all  these  matters  ?  The 
hon.  gentleman  says  that  in  a  day  or  two  he  hopes 
to  place  us  in  possession  of  information  which  we 
ought  to  have  before  we  vote  this  money.  Why, 
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we  are  not  here  merely  to  record  the  wish  of  the 
Government ;  when  we  vote  money  we  want  to 
vote  it  intelligently,  vote  it  on  accurate  informa¬ 
tion,  on  official  information  which  we  can  rely 
upon  and  hold  the  Minister  responsible  for.  I  make 
these  remarks  in  no  spirit  of  unfairness  ;  the  prin¬ 
ciple  applies  to  every  department ;  every  head,  be¬ 
fore  he  asks  Parliament  to  vote  a  large  sum  of 
money,  should  lay  before  us  detailed  and  accurate 
information  with  reference  to  the  expenditure  in 
the  past,  and  a  full  declaration  of  the  policy  as  to 
the  proposed  future  expenditure. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  It  seems  to  me  that 
fault  should  not  be  found  when  a  question  of  this 
kind  is  asked.  As  the  Minister  has  pointed  out, 
motions  are  made  for  the  very  information  asked 
for  by  my  hon.  friend.  My  hon.  friend  thinks 
proper,  when  a  subject  like  this  comes  up,  that  the 
Minister  should  be  in  a  position  to  make  a  state¬ 
ment  similar  to  that  made  by  the  Finance  Minister 
in  his  Budget  speech.  If  the  head  of  a  depart¬ 
ment  were  to  do  that,  it  w  ould  obviate-  the  neces¬ 
sity  of  calling  for  these  special  reports.  The 
Minister,  by  giving  a  statement  from  year  to  year, 
stating,  for  instance,  in  what  year  a  farm  was  es¬ 
tablished,  what  has  been  expended  on  it,  and  for 
what  it  is  proposed  to  expend  an  additional  sum, 
would  be  given  the  House,  in  a  concise  shape  from 
year  to  year,  infortnatien  which  would  be  of  great 
benefit  to  the  country,  and  he  would  give  it  in  such 
a  way  that  the  press  would  take  notice  of  it  and 
distribute  it  to  the  people.  When  it  is  presented 
in  the  shape  of  a  return,  individual  members  may 
take  notice  of  it, possibly  it  may  find  its  way  into  the 
press,  but  it  is  not  made  generally  known  in  the  way 
it  would  be  if  the  Minister  made  an  annual  statement 
in  concise  shape.  In  reference  to  the  Intercolonial 
Railway  and  other  roads,  it  seems  to  me  reasonable 
and  natural  that  there  should  be  given  by  the  Minis¬ 
ter  in  charge  of  that  department,  from  year  to  year, 
a  statement  letting  the  whole  country  know  what 
that  road  has  cost  from  beginning  to  end,  what 
amount  has  been  added  to  capital  account  year  after 
year,  what  the  assets  are  upon  that  road,  what  the 
expenditure  has  been,  what  the  deficit  has  been,  &c. 
This,  I  understand,  is  what  the  hon.  member  for 
Queen’s,  P.  E.  I.,  has  asked  for,  and  he  thinks  the 
proper  way  would  be  for  the  Ministers  in  the  future, 
not  having  done  it  in  the  past,  when  we  strike  an 
item  of  this  kind,  to  rise  and  give  a  brief  state¬ 
ment  somewhat  like  the  statement  of  the  Finance 
Minister  with  reference  to  the  finances  of  the 
country  in  his  Budget  speech.  It  seems  to  me 
that  it  is  proper  that  it  should  be  done,  and  noth¬ 
ing  unreasonable  has  been  asked  by  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  Queen’s.  I  think  it  would  be  of  interest  to 
the  country.  The  Minister  himself  would  find  it 
beneficial  ;  more  public  interest  would  be  taken  in 
the  matter,  and  if  there  is  anything  in  regard  to 
which  the  management  has  not  been  what  it  should 
be,  the  Minister  will  get  the  benefit  of  the  criti¬ 
cisms  bestowed  upon  it  by  the  public.  The  position 
is  not  taken  against  the  Minister  of  Agriculture 
for  the  first  time,  it  is  not  taken  in  a  captious 
mood,  it  is  taken  as  a  general  principle,  and  it 
ought  to  be  followed  by  all  the  Ministers  at  the 
head  of  spending  departments. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  think  I  must  take  exception  to 
the  doctrine  laid  down  by  the  two  hon.  gentlemen 
who  have  just  spoken.  It  is  a  new  doctrine  en¬ 


tirely  in  this  House,  and  I  think  it  is  a  new  doc¬ 
trine  in  the  British  House  as  well.  It  is  an  idea 
which  is  put  forth  to-night  for  the  first  time,  that 
when  the  Minister  of  Agriculture  comes  down  with 
an  item  of  $75,000,  not  one  dollar  of  which  is  for 
capital  expenditure,  not  one  dollar  of  which  is  to  buy 
land,  or  to  build  a  house,  or  anything  of  that  kind,, 
but  is  simply  a  sum  which  he  proposes  to  expend 
during  the  coming  year  in  working  out  the  farms — - 
that  he  must  take  occasion  to  deliver  a  set  lecture,, 
giving  a  history  of  the  establishment  of  the  farm 
from  the  beginning,  telling  all  the  results  up  to 
the  present  time.  I  do  not  think  chat  is  requisite,, 
it  has  never  been  required  ;  I  think  it  would  intro¬ 
duce  a  very  unwholesome  system  into  the  House. 
The  Minister  is  here  to  give  information  upon  sub- 
jects  which  are,  for  the  time  being,  before  the 
House,  and  it  would  be  altogether  gratuitous  for 
him  to  go  over  the  whole  ground  in  the  way  the 
hon.  gentleman  asks  him  to  do.  For  instance,,  the 
Minister  of  Railways  comes  down  with  a  vote  for 
the  working  of  the  Intercolonial  Railway.  If  this 
demand  is  to  be  carried  out,  the  first  thing  the 
Minister  must  do  is  to  make  a  statement  giving  a. 
history  of  the  Intercolonial  Railway  from  the  time 
it  was  first  started  till  the  present,  giving  the 
amount  of  capital  expended  each  year,  the  amount 
of  capital  expended  during  the  whole  period,  going 
over  a  great  mass  of  detail  which  the  House  might 
not  wish  to  hear.  It  seems  to  me  the  only  thing 
that  can  fairly  be  asked  from  the  Minister  is  to 
discuss  at  this  time  what  is  involved  in  this 
$75,000  and  how  he  proposes  to  expend 
it.  In  discussing  that  point  it  is  germane 
to  discuss  the  expenditure  of  the  past  year,,  and  if 
the  hon.  gentleman  wishes  to  know  about  the  capital 
expenditure,  what  the  farm  has  cost  in  the  way  of 
capital  expenditure,  although  that  item  is  not  under 
discussion,  it  is  fair  for  him  to  ask  it.  But  the 
Minister  cannot  be  expected  to  keep  all  these  things 
in  his  pocket  when  he  is  discussing  an  item  of  this 
sort,  and  no  one  knows  that  better  than  the  hon. 
gentleman.  When  I  come  down,  as  I  shall  a  little 
later,  with  the  steamship  subsidies,  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man’s  theory  will  demand  that  I  should  take  up  the 
history  of  steamship  subsidies  in  this  country  from 
1867  to  the  present  time,  what  has  been  expended 
and  what  have  been  the  results.  I  do  not  think  the 
House  requires  it,  I  do  not  think  it  would  tend  to 
the  sharp  and  quick  management  of  the  business 
of  the  country.  The  item  which  is  before  the 
House  is  oneaboutwhichdiscussionhasto  take  place  ‘r 
any  question  with  reference  to  that,  it  is  certainly 
in  the  province  of  the  hon.  gentleman  to  ask,  and 
of  the  Minister  to  answer  ;  and  whatever  other  infor¬ 
mation  on  cognate  subjects  which  he  may  have  at 
his  fingers  ends.  But  to  ask  on  an  item  of  $75,000, 
expenses  for  the  coming  year,  which  has  nothing  to 
do  with  capital  expenditure,  a  history  of  the 
capital  expenditure  on  the  experimental  farm 
may  be  very  interesting,  but  it  is  not  altogether 
so  pertinent  to  the  question  that  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  should  rise  and  lecture  the  Minister  of 
Agriculture  because  he.  does  not  have  that  infor¬ 
mation  in  his  hand.  We  must  be  reasonable  in  all 
these  matters. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  I  think  the  hon. 
gentleman  has  not  made  a  very  strong  defence. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  As  strong  as  I  could,  but  I 
could  not  compare  with  the  hon..  gentleman. 
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Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  From  the  remarks  of 
the  lion,  gentleman  one  would  suppose  that  four  or 
five  hours  would  be  required  to  give  these  details. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  dare  say  it  would. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  That  is  not  required. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  It  is  not  required. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  But  it  is  thought  to 
be  a  proper  thing  that  such  information  should  be 
given,  and  more  than  that,  a  Minister  fully  up  in 
bis  department  would  be  able  to  give  off-hand  the 
information  now  asked  for.  That  the  country  re¬ 
quires  it  is  evidence  by  the  fact  pointed  out  by  the 
Minister  of  Agriculture  himself,  that  year  by  year, 
in  order  to  obtain  that  information,  motions  have 
to  be  made  asking  for  returns  showing  it.  That 
involv  es  expense,  and  work  on  the  part  of  private 
members  of  the  House.  Private  members  are  really 
looking  after  the  interests  of  the  country  and  com¬ 
pelling  Ministers  to  do  their  duty.  It  is  suggested 
by  the  member  for  Queen’s  (Mr.  Davies)  that,  with¬ 
out  the  pressure  of  independent  members  of  the 
House,  the  Minister  himself  should  take  sufficient 
interest  in  his  department,  and  have  sufficient  ac¬ 
quaintance  with  it,  to  voluntarily  vouchsafe  the 
infoi  mation  required  when  the  item  comes  up  for 
discussion,  without  being  asked  by  a  formal  resolu¬ 
tion,  to  do  so.  This  duty  need  not  occupy  more  than 
a  few  minutes.  Does  the  Minister  of  Finance  mean 
to  say  that  the  Minister  of  Agriculture  should  not 
have  on  his  mind,  or  on  a  slip  of  paper,  what  the 
total  cost  of  these  experimental  farms  has  been 
from  the  beginning  ?  Does  the  Minister  of  Finance 
mean  to  say  that  the  Minister  of  Railways  should 
not  have  on  his  mind  the  amount  of  the  capital 
account  of  the  Intercolonial  from  its  inception  to 
now,  and  also  the  deficiency  between  receipts  and 
expenditure  on  the  road  for  the  past  year,  or  two 
years,  or  ten  years  ?  I  think  the  Minister  of  Fin¬ 
ance  a  ill  admit  that  if  a  Minister  understands  his 
depai  tment  thoroughly,  these  are  the  very  points 
on  which  he  will  be  expected  to  give  information. 

1  he  very  fact  that  members  have  to  move  special 
i  ©solutions  in  order  to  obtain  this  information  shows 
the  need  of  the  Minister  being  in  possession  of  it, 
ami  giving  it  to  the  House,  without  its  being  moved 
for  by  formal  resolution.  All  the  member  for 
Queen’s  (Mr.  Davies)  has  said  is,  that  this  is  the 
proper  time  to  give  the  country  information  on 
these  particular  points,  all  information  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  cost  of  working  and  the  policy  to  be 
pursued  with  respect  to  these  experimental  farms, 
that  is  all  that  has  been  asked.  In  order  to  do 
this,  it  is  not  necessary  to  speak  two  or  three 
hours.  It  could  be  given  in  the  form  of  condensed 
information,  which  would  be  of  value  to  the  coun¬ 
try,  and  which  the  Minister  himself,  if  he  were  an 
efficient  Minister  over  Iris  department,  ought  to  be 
in  a  position  to  give. 

Mt.  CARLING.  I  am  sure  there  is  every  desire 
on  the  part  of  the  Agriculture  Department  to  fur 
nisli  all  information,  and  to  hold  back  nothing  with 
respect  to  the  experimental  farms.  Reports  have 
been  brought  down  yearly.  Last  year  a  report  of 
dOO  pages  was  submitted  to  the  House  by  the  chief 
director  of  the  farm,  giving  every  particular  about 
the  inanagement  of  the  central  and  four  other  ex¬ 
perimental  farms  in  the  Dominion.  The  Auditor 
‘General’s  Report,  which  has  been  brought  down 
'Contains  every  item  of  expenditure  from  1st  July’ 
Mr.  Foster! 


1890,  to  1st  July,  1891.  Hon.  members  are  in  pos¬ 
session  of  that  document,  and  also  the  information 
which  that  hon.  gentleman  asks. 

Mr.  PA1  ERSON  (Brant).  All  the  House  would, 
therefore,  like  now  would  be  for  the  Minister  to 
state  what  information  was  contained  in  that  report 
last  year.  As  the  hon.  gentleman  says  we  are  in 
possession  of  it,  he,  as  Minister,  will  know  all  about 
it. 

Mr.  CARLING.  The  hon.  gentleman  assuredly 
does  not  expect  that  I  can,  at  a  moment’s  notice, 
place  my  hands  on  the  papers  brought  down  to 
the  House,  giving  the  total  capital  expenditure  up 
to  the  present  time.  That  was  given  by  the  de¬ 
partment  to  the  House,  and  it  is  in  its  possession 
at  this  moment.  The  hon.  member  for  Queen’s 
(Mr.  Davies)  asks  for  similar  information  to  that 
brought  down  last  year,  as  to  the  total  expenditure, 
on  each  of  the  farms.  That  information,  I  believe, 
is  in  the  hands  of  the  House  ;  if  such  is  not  the  case, 
it  will  be  supplied  in  the  course  of  a  day  or  two.  It 
has  been  truly  said  by  the  Minister  of  Finance,  that 
this  item  of  175,000  is  for  the  annual  expenditure, 
and  it  is  not  on  capital  account.  Last  year,  1890-91 , 
the  expenditure  was  nearly  $75,000,  and  it  was  found 
after  very  careful  enquiry  that  we  cannot  do  with  less 
for  the  coming  year.  We  hope  we  will  be  able  to 
conduct  the  farm  as  efficiently  in  1892-98  as  we  did 
in  1890-91  within  the  estimates  we  are  now  asking. 

I  am  sure  the  reports  submitted  to  the  House  and 
the  country  are  as  full  as  those  of  any  department, 
and  the  hon.  gentleman  has  only  to  take  up  the 
report  of  the  chief  director  of  the  experimental  farm 
of  last  year  to  obtain  all  the  information  required. 
A  similar  report  for  the  present  year  is  now  in 
the  printer’s  hands  and  will  be  distributed  to  the 
members  in  the  course  of  a  very  few  days.  We 
have  endeavoured  to  push  it  forward  as  rapidly  as 
possible,  but  of  course  it  is  impossible  to  secure  for 
it  precedence  at  the  hands  of  the  printer. 

Mr.  DA\  IES  (P.  E.I. )  If  I  wanted  a  complete 
vindication  of  the  position  I  have  taken  before  the 
Committee  to-night,  I  have  it  in  the  remarks  of 
the  Minister.  As  was  stated  by  my  hon.  friend 
from  Brant  (Mr.  Paterson),  if  the  head  of  the 
department  ought  to  know  anything  at  all,  lie 
ought  to  know  what  the  expenditure  has  been  up 
to  date,  what  the  expenditure  of  the  past  year  has 
been,  whether  there  has  been  a  net  deficit  or  sur¬ 
plus,  and  he  ought  to  be  able  to  tell  Parliament 
whether  he  hopes  that  the  coming  year  will  be  for 
the  good  or  for  the  bad.  What  does  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  say  ?  He  says  :  Any  hon.  gentleman,  if  he 
reads  800  pages  of  the  report  brought  down  last 
year,  and  if  he  goes  down  to  the  printing  office  and 
reads  the  manuscript  of  300  pages  more  which  I 
hope  will  be  printed  in  a  few  days,  he  will  have  all 
the  information.  I  believe  that  it  is  not  the  inten¬ 
tion  of  the  hon.  gentleman  to  treat  this  committee 
with  disrespect,  but  he  must  see,  in  the  very  fact 
that  he  alone  has  had  that  manuscript  in  his  posses¬ 
sion,  that  he  is  himself  the  only  person  who  knows 
the  result  of  the  working,  and  the  expenditure  for 
the  past  year.  1  hat  very  fact  is  conclusive  to 
show  that  before  he  asks  the  House  to  vote  the 
money  for  the  current  year  he  should  tell  us  what 
these  other  300  pages  embody.  I  say  that  his 
answer  is  treating  Parliament  with  disrespect.  I 
am  aw  are  that  we  have  fallen  into  a  careless  system 
in  this  Parliament,  but  I  deny  the  accuracy  of  the 
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statement  made  by  the  Minister  of  Finance  that 
such  is  the  practice  in  England.  Any  man  who 
follows  the  Hansard  Debates  in  England  knows, 
that  when  the  Army  or  Navy  Estimates,  or  when 
Mr.  Chaplin  comes  down  with  his  Agricultural 
Estimate,  or  when  any  other  Minister  comes  down 
with  an  estimate,  he  always  makes  a  full  and  com¬ 
plete  statement  to  the  House. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  On  the  item  before  it. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E. I.)  Noton  the  item  alone, 
because  there  is  no  particular  item,  but  it  is  upon 
the  expenditure  connected  with  that  department, 
the  expenditure  that  he  is  trustee  of.  Parliament 
votes  money  in  a  lump  sum,  and  Parliament 
appoints  a  man  to  control  that  expenditure,  and 
Parliament  has  a  right  to  have  a  report  from  that 
•  Minister.  Before  Parliament  is  asked  to  vote 
money  for  the  coming  year  it  ought  to  know  what 
the  Minister  has  done  with  the  money  entrusted  to 
him  the  previous  year.  That  is  done  in  England, 
and  if  it  were  not  done  they  would  not  get  through 
their  estimates  at  all  because  they  are  much  more 
jealous  there  of  voting  moftey  than  we  are  here.  I 
do  not' propose  that  the  lion,  gentleman  should 
give  a  history  of  all  the  business  since  it  began. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  That  is  what  you  asked  for. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E  I.)  Not  at  all.  What  I 
asked  him  to  give  was  a  statement  of  the  capital 
expenditure  of  each  farm  up  to  the  present  date  ; 
the  current  expenditure  ami  receipts  for  the  past 
year  on  each  farm,  showing  whether  there  has  been 
a  deficit  and  if  so,  how  much  on  each  farm.  The 
Minister  of  Agriculture  must  know  these  particu¬ 
lars,  and  I  suppose  the  Minister  of  Finance  does 
also  know  them,  but  there  is  not  a  gentleman  out¬ 
side  of  the  Goy eminent,  who  can  at  the  present 
moment  state  whether  the  Minister  of  Agriculture 
intends  to  appropriate  any,  and  what  part  to 
capital  expenditure.  We  have  in  our  hands  here 
a  brochure  purporting  to  be  a  report  of  the  Minister 
for  the  coming  year.  I  went  through  that  report 
in  order  to  glean,  if  I  could  from  its  few  pages  the 
information  which  I  thought  I  would  get  from  the 
head  of  the  department,  but  there  is  no  such  infor¬ 
mation  in  it.  There  is  not  a  word  in  that  report 
to  show  what  the  expenditure  has  been  on  any  one 
of  the  farms.  It  is  bald  and  meagre,  and  reflects 
little  credit  on  the  department  that  got  it  up. 
1  repeat  the  protest  I  have  made  on  this  vote,  and 
I  say  it  is  neither  fair  nor  right  that  the  hon. 
gentleman  should  ask  this  money  to  be  voted  until 
he  is  prepared  to  make  a  proper  explanation  to 
Parliament.  He  himself  says  :  I  have  the  infor¬ 
mation  in  manuscript  form,  and  I  have  sent  it  to 
the  printer,  and  after  you  vote  the  money  you  can 
see  it  for  yourself.  That,  I  contend  again,  is  dis¬ 
respectful  to  Parliament,  and  the  hon.  gentleman 
sees  that  he  has  given  a  complete  answer  to  his 
own  argument  on  the  position  I  took  when  this 
debate  commenced. 

Mr.  McMILLAN  (Huron).  I  do  not  believe  that 
we  have  ever  had  a  complete  statement  of  what 
the  real  capital  expenditure  on  this  farm  has 
been.  I  have  called  time  and  again  for  it,  but  it 
never  has  been  forthcoming  in  this  House.  It  is 
fresh  in  the  memory  of  every  hon.  gentleman  pre¬ 
sent  that  last  year  I  fought  the  Minister  of  Finance 
and  the  then  Postmaster  General  to  get  a  certain 
statement.  The  Minister  of  Agriculture  was  not 


in  the  House  and  could  not  come  into  it  at  the 
time,  but  I  never  could  get  a  correct  statement  of 
the  amount  of  money  spent  on  capital  account.  I 
hold  that  if  the  farm  is  to  be  of  full  benefit  to  the 
farmers  of  this  country,  we  should  know  what  has 
been  spent  on  fencing,  draining  and  road-making. 
The  work  of  the  farm  proper  should  be  kept  by 
itself,  as  well  as  the  work  of  the  horticultural 
department,  arid  the  experimental  department 
and  the  other  departments,  so  that  we  should  know 
what  has  been  spent  on  each.  It  is  true  that  we 
have  the  Auditor  General’s  Report,  but  that  gives 
a  lump  sum  for  labour  and  other  matters,  and  there 
is  no  detailed  account.  I  have  always  believed  that 
on  a  farm  like  this,  that  the  farm  proper,  apart 
from  the  experiments  should  come  very  close  to 
paying  its  own  expenditure.  I  want  the  Minister 
of  Agriculture,  and  the  Government,  and  the 
House,  to  understand  that  I  am  not  opposed  to  the 
farm  ;  but  I  want  the  accounts  of  the  farm  to  be 
kept  in  such  a  manner  that  any  intelligent  farmer 
in  taking  the  report  can  tell  how  much  labour  has 
been  spent  on  a  certain  quantity  of  land  and 
how  much  has  been  spent  to  bring  about  the  results 
in  each  department.  Then  with  respect  to  the 
sending  out  of  grain.  I  grant  that  it  is  one  of  the 
greatest  benefits — a  benefit  that  we  can  perhaps 
hardly  estimate— that  the  farmers  are  deriving 
from  this  experimental  farm,  but  I  cannot  under¬ 
stand  how  it  requires  such  a  large  number  of  men 
to  do  the  work.  Although  we  did  send  out  over 
72,000  packages,  that  could  be  accomplished  if  two 
men  put  up  50  packages  each  during  the  150  days 
of  winter,  and  that  would  not  be  too  much  work  for 
them.  We  have  a  statement  of  some  39  men  kept 
on  this  farm,  a  number  of  teamsters,  and  19 
labourers  kept  all  the  year  round,  313  days.  We  » 
ought  to  have  a  statement  of  what  these  men  are 
employed  at.  The  Minister  makes  up  the  dairy 
department  along  with  a  statement  relative  to  the 
farm,  but  the  two  ought  to  be  kept  separate.  I  do 
not  want  to  have  those  two  departments  mixed,  be  • 
cause  there  is  a  vote  of  $20,000  for  dairy  purposes 
which  we  will  discuss  when  it  comes  up  in  proper 
time.  Last  year  I  asked  and  I  ask  again,  that  the 
capital  expenditure  on  the  farm  should  be  given, 
as  well  as  the  annual  running  expenditure.  It  is 
impossible  for  the  farmers  of  Canada  to  derive 
the  benefit  that  the  farm  is  calculated  to  give  unless 
these  things  are  presented  in  such  a  way  that  a 
practical  farmer  can  understand  them  when  he  gets 
the  report.  The  work  of  all  the  men  employed  on 
the  farm  is  mixed  up  together.  Each  of  these  men 
should  have  his  own  department,  so  that  the  coun¬ 
try  could  get  a  statement  of  the  cost  of  each. 

Mr.  CARLING.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  will  look 
at  the  last  report  brought  down  to  this  House,  page 
50,  he  will  find  the  annual  expenditure  of  each 
farm. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I. )  That  is  for  last  year,  not 
this  year. 

Mr.  CARLING.  This  is  for  1890-91.  He  will 
find  there  so  much  spent  on  horses  and  harness,  so 
much  for  cattle,  so  much  for  implements,  drains, 
tiles,  blacksmi thing,  seed  grain,  stable  manure, 
exhibition  expenses,  and  so  forth. 

Mr.  McMILLAN  (Huron).  Will  the  Minister 
state  how  much  of  that  is  for  permanent  improve¬ 
ments  or  capital?  How  much  for  actual  annual 
expenditure  ? 
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Mr.  CARLING.  I  do  not  consider  that  any  of 
this  is  for  capital  expenditure.  The  capital  expen¬ 
diture  is  made  by  the  Department  of  Public 
Works.  On  page  50  the  lion,  gentleman  will  find 
ihe  items  of  expenditure  for  the  central  farm,  and 
■on  page  51  the  items  for  each  of  the  other  farms  ; 
and  every  item  of  expenditure  has  been  brought 
down  in  the  Auditor  General’s  Report  to  the  very 
latest  date. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I. )  Can  the  hon.  gentleman 
now  state  what  the  capital  expenditure  is  on  each 
farm  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  cannot  say  at  the  moment. 
The  information  was  asked  before,  and  is  in  the 
possession  of  the  House  at  the  present  time. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  Can  he  say  what  the 
expenditure  of  last  year  wras  in  comparison  with 
the  expenditure  of  the  previous  year  ?  That  is  in 
the  report  at  present  in  the  printer's  hands. 

Mr.  CARLING.  The  expenditure  will  reach  the 
sum  of  $75,000. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  For  all  the  farms  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  For  all  the  farms. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.  E.  I. )  Exactly  $75,000,  no  more, 
no  less  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  The  hon.  gentleman  must  knowr 
that  nothing  is  kept  back  from  the  House.  Every¬ 
thing  is  brought  down  in  the  proper  way,  through 
the  proper  channels. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  I  think  the  hon.  member  for 
South  Huron  (Mr.  McMillan),  and  the  hon.  member 
for  Queen’s  (Mr.  Davies)  must  be  hard  to  satisfy, 
after  the  information  which  has  been  given  to  them 
and  the  country  with  respect  to  these  farms.  Last 
year  we  voted  money  to  distribute  throughout  the 
country  300,000  copies  of  the  report,  which  gives 
the  very  information  these  hon.  gentlemenare  asking 
for.  I  do  not  think  the  country  is  so  ill-informed 
of  what  is  going  on  at  the  experimental  farm  as  to 
feel  that  any  injustice  is  being  done  by  our  voting 
this  $75,000.  At  present  we  are  asking  that 
100,000  copies  of  the  report  now  in  the  printer’s 
hand  be  struck  off  for  distribution  throughout  the 
country.  The  hon.  member  for  South  Huron  is,  I 
believe,  connected  with  the  experimental  farm  at 
Guelph  ;  at  any  rate,  he  wras  one  of  the  commis¬ 
sioners  appointed  to  look  after  it  ;  and  I  w'ould  ask 
whether  he  gave  the  information  in  the  report  on 
that  farm  which  he  asks  for  to-night  in  regard  to  the 
experimental  farms  of  the  Dominion  ?  I  think  not. 
It  is  true,  part  of  it  is  given.  It  gives  the 
labour  of  all  the  students,  and  it  states  how  much 
was  paid  for  that  labour,  and  how  much  certain 
lines  cost ;  but  in  the  aggregate  that  farm  cost 
$37,000,  while  the  various  farms  of  the  Dominion, 
five  in  number,  and  carrying  on  much  larger  oper¬ 
ations,  are  only  costing  $75,000.  Considering  the 
great  work  that  is  being  done,  I  do  not  think  the 
country  will  grumble  at  that  expense.  For  my  part, 
I  think  the  only  thing  the  country  has  to  com¬ 
plain  of  is  that  a  larger  sum  is  not  voted  for  this 
object.  When  we  consider  the  valuable  work  done, 
we  must  admit  that  this  is  the  best  money  spent  by 
this  Parliament.  One  item  will  afford  an  illus¬ 
tration  of  the  benefit  the  country  receives.  Mr. 
Robertson,  who  was  before  the  Agricultural  Com¬ 
mittee,  announced  to  us  no  longer  ago  than  to¬ 
day,  that,  by  means  of  new  information,  they  were 
Mr.  McMillan  (Huron). 


able  to  tell  the  cheese-makers  how  they  could  get 
one-twentieth  more  cheese  out  of  the  milk  than 
they  have  done  in  the  past.  What  does  that  mean  ? 
We  sold  over  $9,000,000  worth  of  cheese  last  year, 
so  that  it  means  in  round  numbers  an  increase  of 
$450,000  on  that  single  item.  The  same  informa¬ 
tion  enables  the  farmers  to  make  butter  such  as 
that  which  last  year  was  shipped  from  Ontario 
and  sold  at  from  24  to  25  cents  a  pound,  and  when 
we  remember  that,  by  virtue  of  the  operations 
carried  on  there  and  the  information  given,  we  are 
building  up  a  valuable  trade  in  England,  I  think 
we  should  not  grumble  at  the  expense.  There  is  a 
very  strong  demand  for  more  instructors  to  extend 
their  operations,  especially  in  the  dairy  line.  I 
know  from  my  ow7n  knowledge,  there  are  applica¬ 
tions  from  different  parts  of  the  country  to  send 
instructors  to  different  points  which  they  have  not 
been  able  to  reach  yet.  Applications  have  been 
made  to  the  Minister  of  Agriculture  to  send  these 
men,  but  the  complaint  is  that  not  sufficient  money 
has  been  voted  to  do  so.  Not  to  say  anything  of 
the  experiments  in  feeding  and  raising  new 
varieties  of  grain  and  potatoes  and  other  pro¬ 
ducts,  if  you  take  the  one  line  of  cheese,  you  have 
a  return  to  the  country  of  ten  times  the  cost  of  the 
farms.  It  would  be  better  if  wre  extended  their 
operations  and  voted  more  money  for  this  purpose 
than  abuse  the  Minister  of  Agriculture  and  the 
Government  for  expending  what  they  have. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  We  do  not  for  a  moment 
wish  to  be  placed  in  opposition  to  the  grant  for  the 
experimental  farm.  The  hon.  gentleman  need  not 
fancy  he  is  going  to  create  the  impression  in 
this  House  or  the  country  that  we  have  any  desire  . 
whatever  to  frustrate,  in  the  slightest  degree,  the 
beneficial  operations  of  the  farm*  but  we  want 
the  farmers  to  benefit  by  these  operations  to  the 
fullest  extent,  and  we  criticise  the  expenditure 
of  the  people’s  money  so  that  they  will  get 
an  adequate  return.  The  year  before  last  when 
the  discussion  of  the  expenditure  was  before 
the  House,  the  Minister  of  Agriculture  was  not 
uble  to  give  the  committee  the  report  of  the  agri¬ 
cultural  farm  because  it  wras  not  then  printed,  and 
though  we  sat  the  wdiole  night  discussing  the 
question,  he  refused  to  forego  the  passage  of  the 
item  until  such  time  as  that  report  was  brought 
down.  The  First  Minister  then  came  in  at  six 
o’clock  in  the  morning,  and  urged  that  the  de¬ 
mand  of  the  Opposition  for  the  submission  of  the 
report  wras  a  reasonable  one,  and  the  item  was 
dropped  until  the  report  was  laid  on  the  Table. 
We  are  now  in  the  very  same  predicament  as  we 
were  then.  With  regard  to  the  remarks  of  the. 
Minister  of  Finance,  who  took  exception  to  our 
asking  for  a  statement  of  the  expenditure  on  capital 
account,  if  the  Minister  will  read  the  item  he  will 
find  that  it  is  for  the  establishment  and  maintenance 
of  the  experimental  farm.  What  does  he  mean, 
then,  by  telling  us  there  is  no  money  intended  for  the 
establishment  of  a  farm  there  ?  Why  put  it  that 
way  if  he  did  not  intend  it  ?  I  notice  that  we  have 
spent  $1,341  on  the  establishment  of  a  dairy.  Now, 
the  expenditure  last  year  was  $75,000  and  that 
$1,341  was  included  in  it.  Will  the  Minister  say 
he  intends  to  spend  a  sum  equal  to  that  on  the  dairy 
for  the  next  year  ?  Is  that  an  expenditure  on  capi¬ 
tal  account  ?  Will  he  tell  the  committee  that  he  is 
going  to  spend  the  same  sum  next  year  ?  The  two 
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items  are  clearly  mixed.  I  would  ask  the  Minister 
of  Finance,  who  railed  at  us  for  asking  something- 
unreasonable,  whether,  if  we  were  discussing  instead 
an  item  for  the  construction  of  a  post  office  or  other 
public  work,  we  would  be  refused  the  details  of  the 
■expenditure?  Why,  the  Minister  would  give  the 
oommittee  every  item  of  information.  Have  we 
not  the  same  right  to  have  the  details  of  the  ex¬ 
penditure  on  the  Government  farms  as  in  the  case 
of  any  other  public  work  ?  Notwithstanding  the 
fact  that  there  are  items  in  the  account  submitted 
to  the  House  last  year  for  expenditure  on  capital 
account,  is  he  prepared  to  say  that  we  have  closed 
the  capital  account  ?  Has  he  no  intention  whatever 
of  expending  any  more  money  on  capital  account  ? 
Is  he  not  going  now  to  ask  the  House  to  vote 
for  an  expenditure  in  connection  with  capital  ac¬ 
count  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  There  is  no  item  in  this  $75,000 

to  be  expended  on  capital  account.  If  there  is 

anything  more  to  be  expended  on  capital  account, 

it  will  come  down  in  the  estimates  of  public  works. 

There  is  none  in  this  monev  we  are  asked  to  vote. 

%/ 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  Turn  to  page  203  of  the 
Auditor  General’s  Report,  and  add  up  the  items 
expended  on  dairying.  I  notice  for  the  plant  he 
has  paid  $1,341.  Is  that  annual  expenditure  or  on 
capital  account  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  There  was  a  special  item  voted 
in  the  Supplementary  Estimates  last  year  for  dairy 
building  and  appliances,  which  was  not  included 
in  the  $75,000. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  It  is  included  here. 

Mr.  CARLING.  It  was  a  special  vote  in  the 
Supplementary  Estimates  not  included  in  the  gen¬ 
eral  votes  for  the  experimental  farm. 

Mr.  McMILLAN  (Huron).  If  the  hon.  member 
for  North  Grey  will  look  carefully  over  the  report 
of  the  Guelph  farm  he  will  find  the  expenditure  on 
the  farm  proper  is  kept  by  itself,  he  will*  find  the 
expenditure  on  experiments  kept  by  itself,  the  hor¬ 
ticultural  department  by  itself,  and  he  will  find  in 
that  report,  notwithstanding  the  large  amount  of 
student  labour — and  the  hon.  gentleman  has  drawn 
on  his  imagination  in  saying  there  are  300,  for  there 
was  never  more  than  100  in  the  college  at  one  time 
—he  will  find  that  the  professor  of  agriculture  gave 
a  statement  that  he  had  run  the  farm  proper  and 
had  a  surplus  of  $1,700,  notwithstanding  the  fact 
that  some  $4,000  of  student  labour  had  been  applied 
to  that  farm,  which  cannot  be  applied  economically. 
With  respect  to  the  agricultural  farm,  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  East  Grey  (Mr.  Sproule)  has  mixed  up  the  two 
items.  There  are  $20,000  last  year  voted  for  dairy¬ 
ing  exclusive  altogether  of  the  $75,000  for  the  farm, 
so  that  they  bear  no  relation  to  each  other  in  the 
estimates.  And  I  would  ask,  whether  or  not  any 
of  the  butter  manufactured  in  the  experimental 
dairy  was  sent  to  the  English  market  ? 

Mr.  SPROULE.  If  I  understand  anything,  it 
appears  to  me  that  the  information  is  precise  on 
every  subject,  as  it  is  given  in  this  book.  The  ques¬ 
tion  was  asked  by  the  hon.  member  if  any  of  the  but¬ 
ter  had  been  sent  to  the  English  market.  If  he  had 
been  in  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  he  must  have 
heard  Professor  Robertson  say  they  had  been  send¬ 
ing  it  there  all  season,  and  he  stated  where  it  was 
sent,  how  it  took  in  the  English  market,  and  what 
probability  there  was  of  making  a  very  import¬ 


ant  market  there  for  this  product.  As  regards  the 
mixing  up  of  the  two  items  of  expenditure,  I  do  not 
think  I  said  anything  about  that.  It  was  the 
general  work  of  the  farm  that  I  referred  to,  and 
the  items  of  information  that  the  hon.  member 
asked  for  are  in  the  report.  I  have  the  report  be¬ 
fore  me,  and  if  the  hon.  gentleman  turns  to  page 
50  he  will  find,  with  all  the  details,  that  the 
aggregate  expenses  of  the  central  experimental 
farm  amounted  to  $44,801  ;  the  Maritime  Province 
farm, $6, 993 ;  the  Manitoba  farm,  $10,478;  theNorth- 
West  Territories  farm,  $8,072  ;  and  the  British 
Columbia  farm,  $9,204,  and  then  the  totalis  given, 
showing  an  aggregate  expenditure  last  year  of 
$79,448.  I  do  not  think  anything  in  the  shape  of 
book-keeping  could  be  plainer  than  that.  I  also 
think  it  is  very  clear  as  to  the  cost  of  the  experi¬ 
ments,  the  feed,  the  labour  and  so  on. 

Mr.  ARMSTRONG.  1  wish  to  take  exception 
to  the  remarks  of  my  hon.  friend  from  East  Grey 
(Mr.  Sproule).  I  repudiate  the  idea  that  any  hon. 
gentleman  on  this  side  of  the  House  has  ever  ob¬ 
jected  to  the  work  of  the  experimental  farms,  or 
lias  tried  to  belittle  the  operations  carried  on  there. 
But  I  submit  that  the  question  of  the  cost  of  carry¬ 
ing  on  these  operations  is  a  fair  subject  for  criti¬ 
cism,  and  hon.  gentlemen  on  this  side  should  not  be 
blamed  for  exercising  what  is  not  only  their  right, 
but  their  duty  of  subjecting  these  items  to  the  sev¬ 
erest  criticism.  I  agree  thoroughly  with  the  hon. 
member  for  East  Grey  (Mr.  Sproule),  the  chairman 
of  the  Agriculture  Committee,  as  to  what  he  has 
said  in  regard  to  the  experiments  that  Professor 
Robertson  is  carrying  on.  I  thought  his  evidence 
given  to-day  before  that  committee  was  of  great 
importance  and  value,  but  that  is  not  the  question 
now  before  this  committee.  We  are  now  asked  to 
vote  $75,000  for  the  establishment  and  carrying  on 
of  experimental  farms,  and  the  hon.  gentleman 
will  find  that  an  additional  sum  was  asked  last 
year,  and  is  asked  this  year,  of  $20,000  for  the 
dairy  experiments,  so  that  that  has  nothing  to  do 
with  the  matter  which  is  before  the  committee. 
I  think  the  Minister  has  not  met  the  question 
which  was  raised  by  the  hon.  member  for  South 
Huron  (Mr.  McMillan)  who  said  that,  when  these 
farms  were  established,  the  Minister  made  an 
estimate  which  he  said  would  not  be  exceeded  as  to 
the  cost  of  supporting  these  farms.  Now  we  find 
that  double  that  amount  is  asked  for.  The  hon. 
gentleman  to-night  asked,  and  reasonably  asked, 
for  an  explanation  as  to  why  this  additional  amount 
has  been  incurred.  No  one  on  this  side  has  said 
that  there  was  anything  wrong  in  the  increase,  but 
we  have  a  right  to  know  the  reason  for  that  in¬ 
crease,  and  we  insist  upon  knowing  the  reason. 
The  Minister  tried  to  answer  by  saying  that  a  large 
quantity  of  seed  had  been  sent  through  the  coun¬ 
try,  but  that  does  not  account  for  more  than  a  very 
small  part  of  that  expenditure.  A  very  liberal  esti¬ 
mate  of  the  expenditure  on  seed  would  be  $600  or 
$700  or  $800.  Then  the  Minister  said  they  were 
making  dairy  experiments.  The  same  objection 
lies  to  that  statement  as  to  the  statement  of  the 
member  for  East  Grey  (Mr.  Sproule)  because  for 
this  an  additional  sum  of  $20,000  is  asked.  I  sub¬ 
mit  that  the  hon.  gentleman  ought  to  give  some 
explanation  on  the  point  which  has  been  raised.  It 
is  an  explanation  we  have  the  right  to  demand,  it 
is  one  which  the  House  wants  and  the  country 
wants. 
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Sir  RICHARD  CART  WRIGHT.  I  think,  before 
this  is  adopted,  the  Minister  ought,  in  all  con¬ 
science,  to  have  given  us  the  report  on  the  experi¬ 
mental  farms.  There  is  no  subject  which  is  attract¬ 
ing  more  attention,  or  which  deserves  to  attract 
more  attention,  than  the  progress  of  these  experi¬ 
mental  farms.  In  this  report  which  I  have  had 
placed  in  my  hands,  I  find  a  solitary  page  devoted 
to  the  subject  of  experimental  farms.  The  hon. 
gentleman  tells  us  there  is  a  report  being  printed 
which  will  be  submitted  in  a  few  days.  Under 
the  circumstances,  I  think  it  will  appear  to  every 
reasonable  being  that  that  report  should  be  placed 
in  our  hands  before  we  are  called  upon  to  discuss 
this  subject.  More  than  that,  every  one  knows 
that  the  position  of  our  farmers  in  various  parts  of 
the  country  has  been  seriously  affected  by  recent 
legislation  in  the  United  States.  In  this  report,  I 
notice  that  the  hon.  gentleman  makes  a  very  short 
allusion  as  to  how  two-rowed  barley  is  likely  to  suc¬ 
ceed  in  Canada.  A  very  small  quantity  has  been 
sent  forward  by  the  department ,  some  300  or  400 
bushels,  and  that  has  been  very  well  received  by  the 


English  farmers.  I  would  like  to  know  what  are 
the  prospects  of  introducing  two-rowed  barley  in 
Canada  !  If  it  were  possible  to  do  that  successfully, 
it  would  relieve  our  farmers  from  many  of  the 
difficulties  they  are  now  suffering  under,  but  we 
require  more  than  the  very  meagre  report  we  have 
here.  Many  farmers  of  high  standing  have  told  me 
that  under  our  climatic  conditions,  it  will  require 
an  extremely  exceptional  year  before  you  can  hope 
to  produce  that  quality  of  barley  in  fit  condition 
for  the  English  market.  That  is  a  subject  of  first 
t  ate  importance,  and  we  would  like  to  hear  from 
the  Minister  of  Agriculture  the  opinions  he  has 
received  from  the  various  professors  who  have 
experimented  on  this  quality  of  barley  and  what 
conclusion  the  department  have  come  to  on  that 
very  important  subject.  If  it  should  prove,  as  the 
hon.  g-ntleman  seems  to  indicate,  that  we  can 
substitute  the  two-rowed  barley,  for  the  variety 
which  has  been  ordinarily  cultivated  here,  we 
should  be  glad  to  know  it,  and  I  would  like  to 
have  the  information  in  regard  to  it,  and  also  as  to 
the  various  experiments  which  have  been  conducted 
under  the  Department  of  Agriculture  as  to  the 
shipment  of  eggs  and  other  produce  to  England.  On 
these  matters  the  report  of  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  is  dumb.  There  are  only  a  few  lines  as 
to  two-rowed  barley.  I  think  the  Minister  of  Agri¬ 
culture  should  be  in  a  position  to  give  the  House  a 
general  resume  of  the  experiments  which  have  been 
carried  on  in  that  direction  by  the  officers  of  his 
department.  Nothing  is  more  important  to  us  than 
to  find  how  far  we  can  supply  the  markets  which 
we  have  lost  in  the  United  States  by  other  markets 
in  England.  I  hope  the  report  on  this  subject  will 
be  very  full  and  exhaustive,  and  I  think  we  should 
have  that  in  our  hands  before  we  discuss  this  item. 

Mr.  C  ARLING.  I  have  information  from  Profes¬ 
sor  Saunders,  director  of  the  experimental  farm,  that 
wherever  six-rowed  barley  can  be  successfully 
grown  in  Canada,  two-rowed  can  be  successfully 
grown.  I  have  now  in  my  hands  a  report  made  by 
an  expert  in  the  old  country  as  to  the  two-rowed 
barley  that  was  sent  over  there.  We  sent  over 
400  bushels  of  two-rowed  barley,  properly  cleaned 
as  required  by  the  English  maltsters.  The  expert 
says  : 

Mr.  Armstrong. 


•  ‘‘The  stability  I  have  proved  to  be  exceedingly  good, 
indicating  soundness  of  material.  The  extract  was 
equivalent  to  87  pounds  per  quarter;  and,  coupling  all 
the  preceding  facts  with  the  judgment  I  formed  of  the 
malt,  irrespective  of  its  use,  I  assay  its  value  35s.  to  36s. 
per  quarter.  I  may  say  that  had  I  wished  to  obtain  a 
gi eater  extract,  so  as  to  attain  the  maximum  amount 
possible,  I  could  readily  have  increased  it,  but  I 
deemed  it,  under  the  circumstances,  preferable  to  secure 
quality  lather  than  quantity.  The  beer  after  racking  has 
remained  entirely  satisfactory,  and  the  very  numerous 
people  who  have  tasted  it  have  been  almost  without 
exception  of  opinion  that  it  is  extremely  good.  Should 
you  wish  to  have  fuller  and  more  complete  notes  of  a  more 
technical  class,  either  as  to  the  nature  of  the  water  em¬ 
ployed  in  the  brewing  and  of  the  malt  itself,  I  shall  be 
happy  to  place  them  at  your  disposal.  I  assume  the  above 
report  is  sufficient  for  your  present  purposes,  and  I  have 
much  pleasure  in  testifying,  as  a  practical  brewer,  to  the 
value  that  good  malt  of  this  class  would  prove  to  the 
brewers  who  understood  its  use.” 


30  shillings  per  quarter  is  equal  to  92  cents  per 
bushel.  We  have  ascertained  that  barley  can  be 
shipped  from  the  city  of  Toronto,  or  any  other  point 
in  Ontario,  to  the  consumer  in  England,  covering  all 
expenses,  for  27  cents  per  bushel  of  48  pounds,  which 
would  leave  65  cents  per  bushel  net  to  the  farmer. 
Now,  this  is  a  report  from  a  very  competent  man, 
who  values  the  barley  at  35  to  36  shillings  per  quar¬ 
ter,  and  we  have  information  that  we  could  sell 
millions  of  bushels  of  the  same  quality  that  we  sent 
o'er.  1  art  of  that  barley  was  grown  on  the  ex¬ 
perimental  farm,  part  of  it  near  Gananoque,  and 
some  of  it  in  western  Canada.  From  all  the  informa¬ 
tion  we  have,  we  believe  that  if  the  farmers  will  take 
care  of  their  ground,  will  properly  clean  the  seed  and 
see  that  it  is  w^ell  harvested  and  well  cleaned,  fit  for 
the  maltster,  and  such  as  they  prepare  in  England, 
we  can  always  realize  good  prices.  But  all  our  farm¬ 
ers  have  not  been  so  particular  in  cleaning  their 
barley  and  in  putting  it  through  the  threshing  ma¬ 
chine.  A  great  deal  of  our  barley  is  cut  in  threshing, 
which  makes  it  perfectly  useless  for  malting  pur¬ 
poses.  If  our  farmers  would  take  greater  care  in 
getting  clean  seed,  and  having  the  ground  well  pre¬ 
pared,  apd  having  the  barley  w^ell  cleaned,  there  is 
no  difficulty  whatever  in  getting  a  good  price  for  it; 
and  unless  they  do  that,  they  wfill  have  to  take  an 
inferior  price.  Six-rowed  barley  is  not  in  great 
demand  in  England  ;  it  is  not  so  heavy,  it  is  not  so 
plump,  as  the  two-row^ed  barley,  hence  the  desire 
of  the  English  maltsters  to  have  two-rowed  barley 
in  preference  to  six-rowed  barley.  But  unless  it 
is  thoroughly  cleaned  there  is  no  use  sending  it  to 
the  English  market.  The  English  people  want  a 
good  article,  and  they  are  prepared  to  pay  a  good 
price  for  it. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  What  is  the  average 
per  acre  grown  on  the  experimental  farm,  and  on 
the  other  farms  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  The  two-rowred  barley  on  the 
experimental  farm  has  varied  from  something  like 
30  to  about  70  bushels  per  acre,  according  to  the 
soil.  Two-rowed  barley  has  yielded  3  or  4  bushels 
per  acre  more  than  six-rowed  barley,  and  if  our 
farmers  would  see  that  nothing  but  good  seed 
was  put  into  the  ground,  and  if  their  barley  was 
well  harvested  and  well  cleaned,  they  would  be 
sure  of  a  good  market. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  got  two-rowed  barley  year 
before  last,  and  sowed  it  in  the  same  field,  with 
the  same  manuring  and  same  attention* as  the  six- 
rowed  barley,  and  my  experience  has  been  this  : 

It  will  pay  any  farmer  in  Canada  to  grow  six- 
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rowed  barley  and  pay  30  cents  a  bushel  to  send  it 
to  Buffalo  to  market  rather  than  to  grow  two- 
rowed  barley  and  send  it  to  England  ;  it  will  not 
yield  within  one-third  of  what  six-rowed  barley 
will  yield.  I  am  talking  from  personal  experience. 
It  has  got  to  be  sown  earlier  in  the  spring  than 
six-rowed  barley,  it  takes  a  longer  time  to  grow, 
and  the  result  is  that  you  cannot  reap  it  in  time  to 
preserve  the  colour  the  same  as  you  can  with  the 
other  barley.  Everything  considered,  I  maintain 
that  any  man  can  sow  six-rowed  barley  with  the 
expectation  of  paying  30  cents  a  bushel  to  get  it  to 
the  American  market,  and  he  will  make  more  per 
acre  than  by  sowing  two-rowed  barley.  I  have  it 
in  my  barn  now,  arid  there  are  people  all  around 
me  who  will  not  sow  it  because  they  are  satisfied 
it  cannot  be  grown  successfully,  at  least  in  our 
section  of  the  country.  The  statements  of  the 
Minister  that  it  yields  from  50  to  70  bushels  an 
acre  is  a  surprise  to  me.  I  would  like  to  have 
the  name  of  any  man  who  will  say  that  he  has 
grown  50  or  60  bushels  per  acre  of  two-rowed 
barley. 

Mr.  TYR WHITT.  I  have  also  had  a  little  ex¬ 
perience  in  growing  two-rowed  barley.  I  have 
grown  it  for  three  years.  I  began  with  ten  acres 
three  years  ago.  In  that  year  the  experiment  was 
not  satisfactory.  The  last  two  years  I  doubled 
my  acreage  and  the  result  has  been  most  sa¬ 
tisfactory.  The  second  year  I  sold  the  growth  of 
my  crop  as  seed  for  75  cents  per  bushel,  and  the 
last  year  I  could  have  sold  my  entire  crop,  had  I 
kept  it,  for  seed,  but  sold  on  the  market  for  50 
cents  a  bushel  in  the  fall  when  the  ordinary 
barley  was  only  bringing  42  cents.  During  the 
past  three  years  it  has  been  grown  by  a  great 
many  farmers  in  my  neighbourhood,  and  the 
reside  has  been  precisely  the  reverse  of  the 
experience  of  the  hon.  gentleman.  Last  year 
my  whole  crop  averaged  45  bushels  per  acre,  and  I 
have  heard  of  many  other  crops  in  the  neighbour¬ 
hood  which- were  said  to  have  turned  out  50  bushels 
to  the  acre,  although  I  had  no  opportunitj^  of  ve¬ 
rifying  the  statements. 

Mr.  McMILLAN  (Huron).  Less  than  three 
weeks  ago  I  was  talking  with  one  of  the  largest 
grain  dealers  in  western  Ontario,  and  he  told  me 
that  he  did  not  know  a  single  buyer  that  had  bought 
barley  to  send  to  England,  who  had  not  lost  heavily 
Upon  it.  He  said  that  while  it  was  true  that  two- 
rowed  barley  could  be  raised,  and  he  could  get  some 
samples,  he  could  not  obtain  a  sufficient  quantity. 
This  was  the  experience  of  a  man  who  had  been  in 
the  grain  trade  for  over  20  years.  This  is  not  the 
first  time  that  attempts  have  been  made  to  raise  two- 
rowed  barley  here  and  export  it  to  the  old  country. 
I  know  that  two  shipments  were  made  several  years 
ago.  They  were  sent  to  the  old  country  market, 
but  the  shippers  lost  heavily  on  them  and  never 
tried  future  shipments.  I  have  no  doubt  but  that 
grain  buyers  have  done  their  very  best  to  establish 
a  market  there,  but  they  have  failed,  and  have  lost 
money.  With  respect  to  the  yield  of  the  two- 
rowed  variety  :  I  have  tried  it  for  three  years.  One 
year  I  got  a  little  more  of  the  two-rowed  than  the 
six-rowed,  but  for  the  other  two  years  I  did  not  get  a 
crop  within  five  or  six  bushels  to  the  acre  of  the 
six-rowed,  although  they  were  planted  in  the  same 
field.  *  Another  great  drawback  to  the  two-rowed 
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barley  is  that  it  is  8  to  10  days  later  than  the  six- 
rowed. 

Mr.  WALLACE.  I  think  the  experience  of  the 
hon.  member  for  North  Wellington  (Mr.  McMullen) 
is  not  the  experience  of  the  farmers  throughout 
western  Ontario,  especially  in  the  part  of  the  pro¬ 
vince  in  which  I  live,  because  the  universal  testi¬ 
mony  there  is  that  the  two-rowed  barley,  which 
the  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  seem  so  anxious  to 
decry  and  prevent  being  grown  here,  yields  from 
six  to  ten  bushels  per  acre  more  than  six -rowed 
barley. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  No,  no. 

Mr.  WALLACE.  I  am  quoting  from  farmers, 
and  I  can  give  the  names  of  20  farmers  whose  testi¬ 
mony  is  in  that  direction. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  Well,  give  us  the  names, 
and  we  will  put  them  down. 

Mr.  WALLACE.  Mr.  Chas.  McNeill,  Vellore 
P.  O.,  20  acres,  yielding  more  than  50  bushels  per 
acre,  which  is  many  bushels  in  excess  of  the  six- 
rowed  variety.  The  hon.  gentleman  can  write  to 
Mr.  McNeill  and  ask  him  to  verify  that  statement 
also  to  Mr.  Andrew  McNeill.  Mr.  Charles  Me 
Lean,  Vellore  P.  O. ,  is  another.  I  observe  that  the 
hon.  gentleman  is  not  taking  down  the  names. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  They  will  appear  in  Han¬ 
sard. 

Mr.  WALLACE.  Mr.  McLean,  who  is  a  next 
door  neighbour,  has  even  a  better  record.  Others 
include  Sam.  McClure,  Elder’s  Mills  P.O.;  Lochiel 
Cameron,  Elder’sMills  P.O.;  and  Win.  Faar,  Wood- 
bridge.  With  respect  to  the  statement  of  the  hon. 
member  for  South  Huron  (Mr.  McMillan)  that  grain 
buyers  lost  money  on  two- rowed  barley,  I  refer  him 
to  Mr.  Dundas,  of  Lindsay,  who  informed  me  that  he 
had  gone  over  to  the  old  country  and  returned  from 
there  last  January  ;  that  he  had  made  sales  of 
every  bushel  of  two-rowed  barley  he  could  get  at 
very  profitable  figures,  and  he  would  be  prepared 
to  buy  all  the  two-rowed  barley  he  could  purchase 
during  the  next  season.  He  also  stated  that  there 
"was  an  excellent  demand  for  it  in  the  old  country  ; 
that  the  barley  had  been  very  satisfactory  to  the 
purchasers  there,  and  very  satisfactory  to  himself, 
although  he  has  paid  from  4  to  6  cents  a  bushel 
more  in  Canada  than  was  asked  for  six-rowed  barley. 
If  these  are  facts,  they  prove  that  two-rowed  barley 
is  more  productive  than  six-rowed  barley  and  that 
the  price  is  higher.  I  can  easily  understand  the 
motives  of  some  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  who  are 
doing  in  this  House  what  they  have  been  doing  all 
over  the  country,  trying  to  prevent  the  farmers  in¬ 
creasing  their  prosperity.  I  remember  in  May  and 
June  last,  when  the  prospects  of  the  agriculturists 
were  very  dark  indeed,  it  appeared  as  if  the  darker 
the  prospects  of  the  farmer  the  brighter  were  the 
faces  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  In  this  way,  as 
in  all  others  they  saw  their  prosperity  in  the  de¬ 
pression  of  the  farming  interests,  and  they  are 
pursuing  the  same  course  to-night. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  The  remarks  dropped  by 
the  hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  W7allace),  in  regard  to 
members  of  the  Opposition,  are  quite  untrue.  There 
are  no  hon.  members  who  would  be  delighted  to  see 
the  farmers  prospering  so  much  as  would  members 
of  the  Opposition,  and  the  only  reason  we  find 
fault  with  the  policy  of  hon.  members  opposite 
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is  simply  because  it  is  ruining  the  farming  com¬ 
munity  and  pauperizing  them.  With  respect  to 
two-rowed  barley,  the  lion,  member  for  York  (Mr. 
Wallace)  has  spoken  from  what  he  has  heard.  I 
spoke  from  what  I  know  and  from  my  personal  ex¬ 
perience.  He  has  only  given  what  some  other 
people  have  told  him,  and  perhaps  they  have  not 
told  him  all  the  truth.  I  know  that  two-rowed 
barley  requires  to  be  put  in  much  earlier  in  the 
year  than  the  other  barley,  requires  a  much  richer 
soil,  more  attention,  and  is  a  harder  crop  to  raise. 
Moreover,  it  will  not  come  out  so  early  as  the  six- 
rowed  barley.  It  will  yield  one-third  per  acre  less 
than  the  six-rowed  variety.  I  am  prepared  to  prove 
that  by  positive  experience,  because  I  sowed  it  on 
the  same  ground,  cultivated  it  in  the  same  way, 
and  gave  it  the  same  general  attention,  and  I  am 
prepared  to  give  testimony  before  a  committee 
that  the  two-rowed  will  not  yield  within  one-third 
of  thesix-rowed.  In  somesections  thetwo-rowedmay 
be  sown  with  advantage,  and  I  shall  rejoice  in¬ 
deed,  if  we  can  raise  it  successfully  and  find  for  it 
a  good  market  in  Britain  or  elsewhere.  What  we 
want  is  to  secure  the  raising  of  grain  by  the  farm¬ 
ing  community  in  a  way  that  will  tend  to  enrich 
them,  because  they  want  it  badly  enough.  That 
is  my  experience  with  respect  to  two-rowed  barley, 
and  I  speak  by  the  book,  while  the  hon.  member 
for  York  (Mr.  Wallace)  has  only  stated  what  he 
has  heard. 

Mr.  CARLING.  The  report  of  the  department 
states  that  10,015  farmers  in  different  parts  of  the 
Dominion  furnished  the  results  of  their  experience 
with  two-rowed  barley,  and  reported  that  it  yielded 
3 1  bushels  per  acre  more  than  the  six-rowed.  Speci¬ 
mens  of  barley  were  sent  with  the  report.  The 
evidence  of  the  10,015  farmers  should  be  equal  to 
that  of  the  hon.  gentleman,  who  is  not  a  farmer. 

Mr.  McMILLAN  (Huron).  From  what  report  is 
the  hon.  gentleman  reading  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  From  the  experimental  farm 
report. 

Mr.  McMILLAN  (Huron).  Of  this  year? 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  am  reading  from  last  year’s 
report,  page  42.  I  may  say  to  the  hon.  gentleman 
that  the  yield  this  year  has  been  better  than  last 
year  and  more  favourable. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  I  am  sure  all  hon.  members 
will  be  pleased  to  hear  that  the  experiments  that 
have  been  carried  on  in  the  growth  of  the  two- 
rowed  barley,  have  proved  so  successful.  There  is 
no  person  in  this  House,  no  person  in  the  country 
desiring  the  welfare  of  Canada,  who  will  not  rejoice 
that  a  new  species  of  industry  is  to  be  added  to 
our  other  industries,  a  new  production  is  to  be 
added  to  the  other  productions  of  the  country.  I 
was  struck  with  a  remark  made  by  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  W  est  York  (Mr.  Wallace),  with  respect  to 
the  superior  advantages  derived  from  raising  two- 
rowed  barley.  He  informed  us  that  in  the  experi¬ 
ments  made,  which  had  proved  successful  where  he 
lived,  farmers  had  realized  from  this  barley 
4  cents,  6  cents,  and  in  some  cases  8  cents  per 
bushel  more  than  the  value  of  six -rowed  barley 
for  export  to  England,  and  that,  by  engaging 
in  this  business  of  fostering  the  grow'th  of  two- 
rowed  barley,  wre  were  able  to  secure  a  price 
for  that  production  ranging  from  26  cents  down 
Mr.  McMullen. 


to  22  cents  less  than  we  could  secure  for  the 
six-rowed  barley,  which  was  raised  with  so  much 
ease,  if  we  had  free  access  to  the  American  mar¬ 
ket.  That  is  according  to  the  statement  made  by 
the  member  for  West  York  (Mr.  Wallace).  We 
once  had  a  market  in  the  States  for  millions  of 
bushels  of  barley,  it  was  one  of  the  leading  agri¬ 
cultural  productions  of  this  country,  but  now'  we 
are  struggling  to  introduce,  the  growth  of  a  grain 
which  may  or  may  not  be  adapted  to  the  country, 
in  order  to  supply  the  loss  of  the  American  market  to 
our  farmers.  The  best  statement  made  in  the  House 
to-night  as  to  the  advantage  of  raising  this  barley 
for  export  is,  that  w  e  are  getting  a  few  cents  a 
bushel  more  than  we  are  getting  in  the  United 
States  for  the  six-row^ed  barley,  even  though  there 
is  a  duty  of  30  cents  a  bushel  on  it,  which  bj  so 
much  lessens  the  price  to  the  Canadian  farmer.  Hon. 
gentlemen  had  better  turn  their  attention  to  se¬ 
curing  our  natural  market  for  the  kind  of  barley 
the  country  is  adapted  to,  and  which  can  easily  be 
sold  in  the  United  States.  Our  friends  on  the 
opposite  side  are  amusing  the  people  of  the  country 
with  this  talk  of  twro -rowed  barley,  just  as  they 
amused  them  for  a  couple  of  years  with  the  talk 
of  reciprocity  wdth  the  United  States.  They  dis¬ 
solved  this  House  a  year  in  advance  of  the  time, 
because  they  wished  to  refer  this  treaty  to  a  Par¬ 
liament  which  w'as  not  a  moribund  one. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Speak  to  the  item. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  I  am  speaking  to  the  item. 
I  advise  the  Government  to  cease  amusing  the  peo¬ 
ple  by  will-o’-the-wisps,  and  to  get  down  to  the 
principle  of  securing  for  the  people  of  this  country 
the  natural  and  profitable  markets  that  they  should 
enjoy  and  can  enjoy  again,  instead  of  amusing  them 
with  this  talk  about  two-rowed  barley  on  the 
English  market  ;  a  market  3,000  miles  away,  as 
compared  with  the  market  at  our  doors. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  I  suppose  the  hon.  gentleman 
is  accusing  the  Government  of  amusing  the  people 
of  Canada  with  will-o’-the-wfisps,  the  same  as  he 
amused  the  people  of  Buffalo  a  few^  days  ago.  I 
wish  to  refer  to  the  statement  made  by  the  hon. 
member  for  North  Wellington  (Mr.  McMullen) 
that  the  two-rowed  barley  realized  about  one-third 
less  bushels  per  acre  than  the  six-rowed  barley, 
and  also  to  his  statement  that  if  we  are  to  get  a 
yield  from  the  two-rowed  barley  it  must  be  sown 
at  a  much  earlier  period,  and  that  the  seed  must 
be  clearer  and  the  ground  in  a  better  condition. 
If  the  hon.  gentleman  wfill  take  the  experiments 
given  in  this  report,  where  the  two  different  seeds 
were  sow  n  on  the  same  ground  at  the  same  time, 
and  treated  in  the  same  way,  I  think  he  will  admit 
that  he  is  mistaken.  Return  for  six-rowed  barley  : 


Date 

of 

Sowing. 

Date  of 
Har¬ 
vesting. 

Yield 

per 

Acre. 

Baxter’s  Six-rowed . 

April  25. . 

July  31. . . 

Bush. 

25 

Indian,  from  Spiti  Valley.,  .j 

do  25.. 

do  25. . . 

211 

Mensury . 

do  25. . 

do  31. . . 

201 

Odessa  Six-rowed . 

do  25  . . 

do  31... 

181 

Petschora . . 

do  25.. 

do  29... 

.  191 

Rennie’s  Improved . 

do  25. . 

do  30. . . 

251 
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The  following  is  the  return  for  two-rowed  barley  : 


Date 

of 

Sowing. 

Yield 

per 

Acre. 

"Beardless . 

A  nril  95 _ 

Bush. 

261 

233 

Banish  Chevalier 

do 

do 

25  ... 
25. ... 
25 ... . 

Banish  Print, iee  Chevalier . 

26! 

Earlv  Min  finer. . . . 

do 

19 

English  Malting . 

do 

25 ... . 

241 

Golden  Melon,  imnorted  1888 . 

do 

25. . . . 

2o| 

do 

do 

1890 . 

do 

25. ... 

16 

Goldthorpe 
Peerless  White 

do 

1890 . 

do 

25. . . . 

m 

do 

1888 . 

do 

25. ... 

22! 

do 

do 

1890 . 

do 

25. ... 

13 1 
28 

Prize  Pi'olific 

do 

1889 . 

do 

25. . . . 

do 

do 

1890 . 

do 

25. ... 

27| 

Saale 

do 

1889 . 

do 

25.... 

24j 

This  shows  that  in  every  case  where  the  six-rowed 
and  two- rowed  barley  were  sown  on  the  same  day 
and  in  the  same  soil,  and  got  the  same  treatment, 
the  results  have  been  the  same  of  the  two-rowed 
barley.  The  member  for  North  Norfolk  (Mr. 
Charlton)  seemed  to  wander  off  on  the  National 
Policy  and  unrestricted  reciprocity  and  the  British 
market,  but  it  is  not  necessary  now  to  answer  him 
on  that  subject.  I  know  that  Mr.  Stopes,  who 
was  before  the  Agriculture  Committee,  gave  most 
specific  information  upon  an  experiment  with 
two-rowed  barley  made  in  England,  and  the 
information  he  gave  was  that  Canadians  could 
grow  the  two-rowed  barley,  and  if  it  were  of  the 
same  quality  as  he  tested,  they  could  realize,  ac¬ 
cording  to  the  time  they  sent  it  to  England,  from 
75  to  89  cents  a  bushel.  Surely  that  would  pay 
much  better  than  by  exporting  six-rowed  barley  at 
from  43  to  57  cents  a  bushel.  In  every  instance 
which  was  given  to  the  committee  the  yield  of  two- 
rowed  barley  was  quite  as  much  as  the  yield  of  the 
six-rowed  barley,  and  it  commanded  a  higher 
figure  in  the  English  market  than  the  six-rowed 
does  in  the  United  States.  All  the  reports  which 
have  been  presented  to  the  committee  show  that 
the  experience  has  been  that  an  important  trade 
can  be  done  in  that  line  by  the  Canadian  farmer. 


Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  wish  to  draw  the  atten¬ 
tion  of  the  Minister  to  the  report  he  has  in 
his  hands,  and  from  which  he  quotes.  He  says 
there  were  ten  or  eleven  hundred  reports  sent  in 
last  year,  but  I  find  he  has  only  printed  15  or  20 
of  them,  and  I  fancy  these  have  been  the  best  ones. 
If  he  will  turn  to  page  41  he  will  find  the  following 
table  : — 


The  Minister  stated  to  the  House  that  the  experi¬ 
ence  was  that  it  yielded  from  40  to  50  bushels  per 
acre,  and  the  member  for  West  York  (Mr.  Wallace) 
says  that  it  yielded  in  his  case  45  bushels  an  acre. 
I  ask  the  lion,  gentleman  to  turn  to  this  report 
and  he  will  find  that  there  was  only  one  yield  of 
45  bushels  per  acre  in  the  case  of  one  sample  sent 
to  British  Columbia.  I  hope  the  Minister  of  Agri¬ 
culture  will  say  something  in  defence  of  his  own 
report,  because  it  is  quite  clear  he  was  trying  to 
mislead  the  House. 

Mr.  SMITH  (Ontario).  I  am  more  than  sur¬ 
prised  at  the  lion,  members  of  the  Opposition 
telling  us  that  two-rowed  barley  will  not  answer 
in  Canada.  In  the  section  of  the  country  where  I 
live  it  has  worked  admirably,  and  the  crops  last 
year  were  in  every  way  satisfactory.  In  1890  I 
sowed  six  acres.  I  cannot  say  that  the  result  was 
altogether  what  I  would  have  liked,  but  that  was 
perhaps  my  own  fault.  In  the  following  year  I 
sowed  21  acres,  and  I  got  52  bushels  to  the  acre,  of 
a  very  fine  sample,  and  it  was  sent  to  the  old 
country.  I  do  not  yet  know  the  result  of  that 
experiment,  but  I  have  no  doubt  that  it  will  answer 
the  purpose  of  malting  in  England  as  well  as  the 
six-rowed  barley  does  in  the  United  States.  I  am 
not  surprised  at  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  member 
for  North  Wellington  (Mr.  McMullen),  because  for 
some  years  past,  ever  since  I  have  been  in  this 
House,  he  has  been  treating  this  House  and  the 
country  to  similar  remarks.  His  only  hope,  it 
appears  to  me,  is  that  the  farmers  of  Canada  will 
see  adverse  times,  to  help  his  party  into  power.  I 
have  faith  in  two-rowed  barley,  and  I  intend  to  in¬ 
crease  my  acreage  of  it  this  year,  believing  that  it 
will  continue  to  pay  me  as  well  as  it  has  done  in 
the  past. 

Mr.  CABLING.  I  stated  that  from  information 
I  had  received  from  the  chief  director  of  the  farm, 
the  yield  on  the  experimental  farm  was  from  30 
to  70  bushels  to  the  acre.  I  have  a  commun¬ 
ication  which  was  sent  to  the  farm  by  Messrs.  Hogg 
&  Co.,  of  Beaverton,  along  with  a  sample  bag  of 
two-rowed  barley  that  yielded  60  bushels  to  the 
acre  in  20  acres.  This  sample  was  sent  to  England 
as  a  specimen,  and  the  price  realized  there  was  35 
shillings  per  quarter. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  may  have  misunderstood 
the  hon.  gentleman,  but  I  understood  him  to  say 
that  the  reports  received  of  the  product  of  two- 
rowed  barley  showed  that  the  yield  in  the  country 
was  from  30  to  70  bushels  to  the  acre.  I 
would  like  to  enquire  what  quantity  was  sent  to 
England  ? 


Number 
of  Reports 
with 

Samples. 

Yield 

per 

Acre. 

Ontario . 

872 

Bushels. 

25! 

Quebec . 

48 

20| 

Nova  Scotia . 

13 

26! 

New  Brunswick . . 

23 

22  Y4 

Prince  Edward  Island . 

11 

26! 

Manitoba . . 

62 

39 

North-West  Territories . 

22 

27! 

British  Columbia . 

1 

451 

46J 


Mr.  CARLING.  We  sent  400  bushels. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  Where  was  that  purchased ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  Part  of  it  was  grown  ou  the 
experimental  farm,  part  of  it  in  the  district  of 
Gananoque,  and  part  of  it  further  west.  Five  or 
six  different  lots  were  collected  from  so  many 
farmers,  brought  to  the  experimental  farm,  cleaned, 
and  sent  to  the  old  country.  It  weighed  52^  pounds 
to  the  bushel. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  Will  the  hon.  gentleman 
give  us  the  names  of  the  farmers  from  whom  he 
purchased  it  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  cannot  do  that  now.  Mr. 
Pike,  of  Markham,  was  one. 
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Mr.  HUGHES.  I  am  very  much  surprised  that 
the  success  of  two-rowed  barley  in  Canada  is  at  all 
doubted.  It  is  true,  the  year  before  last  a  great 
many  farmers  sowed  it  too  thickly  and  too  late, 
and  the  crop  did  not  do  itself  justice.  But  the  ex¬ 
perience  of  last  year,  I  should  imagine,  would  satisfy 
the  most  pessimistic  men  of  the  Opposition.  In 
Victoria  County,  south  as  well  as  north,  there  were 
hundreds  of  acres  sown  with  it.  One  farmer,  Mr. 
John  Dames,  of  Oak  wood,  had  80  acres,  of  which 
10  or  15  acres  yielded  75  bushels  to  the  acre.  It 
was  all  sold  at  50  cents  a  bushel.  He  had  40  acres 
of  six- rowed  barley,  which  yielded  from  30  to  35 
bushels  to  the  acre,  and  brought  nearly  40  cents  a 
bushel.  Mr.  William  Cannon,  of  Oakwood,  had 
about  2,000  bushels  of  two-rowed  barley.  I  could 
give  the  names  of  forty  or  fifty  farmers  in  Victoria 
County  who  grew  two-rowed  barley  successfully  in 
large  quantities.  It  was  a  very  amusing  sight  to 
see  the  farmers  coming  to  market  with  their  barley. 
When  one  saw  a  good,  honest  Conservative  face 
coming  along,  one  knew  that  he  had  the  British 
or  “Tory”  two-rowed  barley;  but  when  a 
dark  Grit  countenance  was  seen  approaching, 
one  knew  that  he  had  the  Yankee  or  “  Grit  ” 
six-rowed  barley.  The  Hogg  Bros,  of  Oak- 
wood,  purchased  thousands  of  bushels  of  two- 
rowed  barley  to  sell  again  for  seed,  and  up  to 
the  present  time  they  have  disposed  of  nearly  all 
the  seed  they  could  purchase  in  that  locality  at 
very  satisfactory  prices.  We  are  told  that  Great 
Britain  is  not  the  natural  market  for  this  barley. 
Why  the  Americans  are  themselves  shipping  barley 
at  the  present  time  in  large  quantities  to  England. 
For  a  number  of  years  they  have  grown  more  than 
they  require  for  malting  purposes.  Any  one  who 
has  studied  the  markets  and  the  crops  of  the  United 
States  knows  that  for  years  the  annual  product 
there  has  largety  increased.  The  reports  of  the 
American  Secretary  of  Agriculture  indicate  every 
year  a  large  increase  in  the  yield,  and  a  correspon¬ 
ding  decrease  in  the  price.  I  understand  that  Mr. 
Matthews,  of  Toronto,  has  established  a  malting 
house  in  the  old  country  for  six-rowed  barley,  and 
is  going  to  test  the  question  of  placing  six-rowed 
Canadian  barley  on  the  English  market  in  the  form 
of  malt.  The  objection  is  made  to  two-rowed 
barley  that  it  requires  to  be  sown  early,  but  the 
farmers  of  Canada  are  intelligent  enough  to  attend 
to  that.  This  barley  does  not  need  any  richer 
ground  than  the  other.  Mr.  Dames  grew  both 
on  the  same  farm,  and  his  yield  was  from  30  to  40 
bushels  of  six-rowed,  and  50  to  75  bushels  of  two- 
rowed  per  acre,  and  he  received  an  average  of 
from  10  to  12  cents  a  bushel  more  for  the  two- 
rowed  than  he  did  for  the  six-rowed.  It  is  a 
cleaner  crop  to  handle  than  the  six-rowed,  is  easier 
to  raise  and  just  as  easy  to  save.  I  remember  years 
ago  in  Darlington  Township  in  Durham,  and  also 
in  Ontario  County  two-rowed  barley  was  grown 
and  grown  successfully ,  but  the  farmers  abandoned 
it  owing  to  the  fact  that  the  maltsters  could  not 
mix  it  properly  with  the  six-rowed  barley.  How¬ 
ever  it  has  come  in  now,  and  if  farmers  can  keep 
the  seed  free  from  the  six-rowed  barley,  I  am  satis¬ 
fied  they  will  have  one  of  the  most  productive  and 
valuable  crops  in  this  country.  We  have  heard  this 
same  cry  of  ‘  ‘  failure  ”  from  the  Opposition  before. 

I  remember  when  quite  a  young  lad  reading  their 
speeches  in  opposition  to  the  cattle  trade  with  the 
old  country,  which  started  some  years  ago.  It  would 
Mr.  Carling. 


never  succeed  they  said  and  the  American  market 
was  the  only  one  we  had.  I  am  satisfied  that 
in  a  few  years  our  barley  will  be  as  successful  as 
our  cattle  shipments,  not  only  two-rowed  but  six- 
rowed. 

Mr.  McMILLAN  (Huron).  The  United  States 
exported  from  Atlantic  ports  166,000  bushels  of 
barley,  and  from  Pacific  ports  248,000  bushels  last 
year.  That  was  all  that  was  exported  from  the 
United  States,  according  to  the  British  agricultural 
reports  of  1891.  Judging  by  these  returns,  our 
barley  will  have  to  be  of  better  quality  than  the 
average  marketed  now  in  the  British  markets.  In 
1889  the  highest  weekly  average  was  21s.  3d.  and 
the  lowest  19s.  5d.,  and  the  average  for  the  year 
was  25s.  lOd.  In  1890,  the  highest  weekly  average 
was  32s.  3d.,  and  the  lowest  22s.  6d. ,  and  the  aver¬ 
age  was  28s.  8d.  If  we  could  grow  barley  and  send  it 
to  the  British  market  equal  to  the  average  of  bar¬ 
ley  grown  in  other  countries  and  in  Great  Britain, 
it  would  only  bring  us  48  cents  per  bushel,  when 
we  deduct  27  cents  for  sending  it  there  ;  and  I 
hold  we  cannot  send  barley  equal  to  the  average 
placed  on  the  British  market.  In  1887-88  I  stood 
in  the  Glasgow  market  three  weeks,  and  examined 
their  barley  very  closely,  and  I  assure  you,  Sir,  it 
is  of  a  quality  I  never  saw  equalled  in  Canada.  I 
find  that  there  are  seven  teamsters.  Are  they  en¬ 
gaged  the  whole  year  on  the  farm  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  Yes. 

Mr.  McMILLAN  (Huron).  They  have  7  teams. 
How  many  are  kept  occupied  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  They  are  working  teams  and 
the  team  that  drives  the  buss  to  the  citv  every 
day. 

Mr.  McMILLAN  (Huron).  I  find  there  is  con¬ 
siderable  teaming  done  besides  that.  I  find  108 
days'  teams  engaged  on  the  farm  amounting  to  $335, 
besides  the  teams  that  belong  to  the  farm.  What 
are  they  engaged  doing  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  They  were  engaged  during  the 
busy  season.  The  lion,  gentleman  will  understand 
that  in  a  farm  of  400  or  500  acres,  if  we  want  to 
get  work  rapidly  done  we  must  employ  extra  teams 
for  a  short  time. 

Mr.  McMILLAN  (Huron).  At  what  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  Seeding  or  ploughing. 

Mr.  McMILLAN  (Huron).  I  run  a  farm  myself 
of  450  acres.  I  keep  three  teams,  and  I  crop  120 
acres,  and  keep  ahead  with  the  work.  Of  course 
experimental  work  may  require  an  extra  team,  but 
I  think  six  teams  ought  to  do  all  the  work  of  that 
farm. 

Mr.  CARLING,  I  think  you  will  find  that  the 
teams  of  the  central  farm  all  work  as  steadily 
and  as  long  as  on  the  hon.  gentleman’s  farm. 

Mr.  McMILLAN  (Huron).  I  see  that  19  labourers 
are  employed  over  and  above  the  teamsters  and 
cattle  men  and  gardeners.  I  find  that  7  teamsters 
are  engaged  the  whole  year,  and  108  days’  teaming 
besides,  and  4  cattle  men,  and  besides  these  there 
are  19  labourers. 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  am  toldb}'  the  chief  director 
that  6  of  these  men  are  looking  after  experimental 
work,  some  are  employed  in  distributing  seed  of 
which  we  send  out  many  thousand  packages,  and 
some  are  looking  after  cattle. 
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Mr.  McMILLAN  (Huron).  There  are  19  men 
besides  the  cattle  men  and  the  gardeners  and  the 
teamsters.  What  have  the  19  labourers  to  do  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  Some  of  them  are  weeding  and 
assisting  and  doing  experimental  work  on  the  farm. 
I  cannot  give  particulars  of  every  man’s  work. 
Every  man  employed  does  his  work  thoroughly  as 
well  as  any  man  in  any  part  of  the  country. 

Mr.  McMILLAN  (Huron).  Is  that  staff  kept  up 
during  summer  and  winter  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  There  is  a  less  number  during 
the  winter  than  in  the  summer. 

Mr.  McMILLAN  (Huron).  This  shows  the  lie" 
cessity  of  what  I  stated,  that  t lie  farm  proper 
should  be  kept  apart  from  the  experimental  and 
horticultural  department.  It  would  give  greater 
satisfaction  to  those  engaged  in  conducting  the 
farm  and  to  the  farmers  of  the  country.  If  this 
farm  is  to  be  of  any  guide  to  the  farmers,  it  should 
be  conducted  pretty  much  on  the  lines  the  farmers 
themselves  have  to  follow  with  regard  to  their  own 
farms  ;  to  be  a  guide  to  the  farmer,  we  should  know 
every  item  of  expenditure.  I  hold  that  on  an 
experimental  farm  such  as  this,  while  there  should 
be  a  sufficient  amount  of  stuff  bought  for  what  is 
distributed  amongst  the  farmers  in  order  to  keep 
up  the  fertility  of  the  soil,  the  proper  course  would 
be  that  which  is  pursued  by  successful  farmers, 
and  that  the  manure  ought  to  be  made  on  the  farm 
which  is  to  be  put  on  the  farm. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  see  that  the  amount  last 
year  expended  for  labourers  alone  who  were 
engaged  on  this  farm  was  $15,286.  The  Minister 
should  give  some  additional  information  as  to  the 
reason  why  such  an  enormous  amount  is  paid  for 
labour,  and  whether  he  intends  to  continue  that 
enormous  expenditure  on  the  farm  next  year. 

Mr.  CARLING.  This  expenditure  for  labour 
includes  all  the  labour  on  the  farm  with  the  excep¬ 
tion  of  the  heads  of  the  different  branches. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  The  Minister  is  mistaken. 
The  Auditor  General’s  Report  at  page  B  -202  gives 
the  different  officers  and  assistants  and  so  on,  and 
then  the  labourers  are  given  and  the  amount  paid 
for  the  labourers  amounts  to  $15,286,  apart  alto¬ 
gether  from  the  officers  and  the  assistants. 

Mr.  CARLING.  The  name  of  every  one  of  the 
labourers  is  set  out  and  what  he  does,  such  as 
teamster,  gardener,  stableman,  and  so  on. 

Mr.  McMILLAN  (Huron).  There  is  a  certain 
amount  here  for  drugs  and  chemicals.  Where  are 
they  purchased  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  They  are  imported  from  Ger¬ 
many. 

Mr.  McMILLAN  (Huron).  There  is  a  large 
quantity  of  hay  and  straw  here.  I  see  that  15  tons 
of  hay  were  bought.  I  think  there  should  be  some 
experiments  made  in  regard  to  keeping  horses  on 
grain  and  straw.  There  should  not  be  any  more 
animals  kept  than  the  farm  can  properly  keep.  A 
year  ago,  I  saw  a  large  amount  of  straw  lying  out¬ 
side,  and  I  am  afraid  it  had  not  been  properly 
taken  care  of.  Then  I  find  there  is  a  waggonette, 
and  I  should  like  to  know  where  that  was  pur¬ 
chased.  There  is  freight  on  that  waggonette  of 
$33.  The  waggonette  itself  cost  $468.  Then  there  is 
carriage  and  waggon  supplies,  $134,  and  six  robes 
for  the  waggonette,  $70.50.  This  waggonette  and 


the  other  things  seem  to  have  cost  nearly7  $700. 
Where  did  this  come  from  ? 

Mr.  ROWAND.  We  had  a  statement  last  year 
that  certain  experiments  were  to  be  tried  by  which 
an  animal  would  be  kept  on  each  acre  of  land. 

Mr.  McMILLAN  (Huron).  I  should  like  to 
have  an  answer  in  regard  to  the  waggonette. 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  suppose  the  same  thing  was 
done  on  this  farm  as  on  the  farm  in  Guelph,  in 
which  the  lion,  gentleman  is  interested,  that  a 
waggonette  or  omnibus  is  used  for  going  back¬ 
wards  and  forwards  to  the  city  to  carry  officers 
and  people  connected  with  the  farm.  I  think  that 
is  done  on  the  farm  the  hon.  gentleman  is  con¬ 
nected  with,  which  he  says  is  conducted  in  such  an 
economical  manner,  and  which  I  think  cost  nearly 
$63,000  last  yrear. 

Mr.  McMILLAN  (Huron).  We  are  not  dis¬ 
cussing  the  Guelph  Agricultural  College,  but  I 
want  to  know  where  this  waggonette  was  purchased. 
They  have  students  at  the  farm  at  Guelph,  and  I 
have  yet  to  know  any  part  of  the  civilized  world 
where  students  get  such  a  cheap  education  as  they 
do  there. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  I  might  call  attention  to  the 
fact - 

Mr.  McMILLAN  (Huron).  I  have  asked  for  an 
answer  to  my  question. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  Is  the  hon.  gentleman  the  only 
one  who  has  a  right  to  speak  on  this  subject  ? 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  1  rise  to  a  point  of  order. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Order. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  My  question  is  whether  it  is 
in  order  to  entirely  disregard  questions  asked  by 
members  and  treat  them  with  contempt  ? 

The  CHAIRMAN  (Mr.  Denison).  The  lion- 
member  for  East  Grey  (Mr.  Sproule)  has  the  floor- 

Mr.  SPROULE.  I  did  not  understand  the  hon. 
member  for  Huron  (Mr.  McMillan)  had  asked  a 
question -  / 

Mr.  McMILLAN  (Huron).  I  asked  where  it 
was  bought. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  I  understood  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  to  say  that  the  agricultural  farm  at  Guelph 
was  run  upon  proper  principles.  He  also  discussed 
manure  and  a  waggonette  and  some  other  things, 
and  he  said  we  would  not  find  any  institutions  to 
equal  the  one  at  Guelph. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  He  has  not  had  an  answer 
to  any  of  his  questions  yet. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  I  find  that  at  Guelph  the  cost 
of  the  garden  and  lawn  was  for  foreman’s  Salary, 
$499  ;  assistant,  $440  ;  second  assistant,  $216.90  ; 
teamster,  $305.25;  labourers,  $1,183.34;  and  all 
this  to  keep  up  the  lawn,  and  yet  that  is  an  institu¬ 
tion  which  is  kept  up  on  such  fine  principles.  The 
item  of  labour  is  about  the  same  as  it  is  here. 
Then  the  total  expenditure  for  maintenance  of  this 
establishment  which  is  run  on  principles  different 
from  those  here,  which  is  much  less  expensive,  which 
covers  less  area,  where  far  fewer  experiments  are 
made,  amounts  to  $24,371.  The  expenditure  on 
the  farm  proper  is  $4,754.60,  and  on  experiments 
$3,265.20.  Then  the  experimental  dairy  costs  $600 
for  labour,  besides  the  salary  of  the  assistant,  and 
the  amount  expended  for  instruction  is  $1,187.94, 
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making  an  aggregate  net  expenditure  for  main¬ 
tenance  in  all  departments  of  $37,227.94 ;  and  that  is 
run  under  a  commission  of  farmers,  of  which 
the  lion,  member  for  Huron  is  one.  Then 
we  have  the  amounts  for  seeds,  fertilizers,  manures, 
livestock,  waggons,  salaries,  maintenance,  furniture, 
even  down  to  binding  twine,  for  which  $39.10  was 
expended.  For  repairs  and  blacksmithing,  $450  ;  fur¬ 
niture,  $43 ;  implements,  $293.  Advertising,  printing 
and  posting  are  paid  on  the  same  expensive  scale.  So 
the  hon.  gentleman  has  no  right  to  say  that  in 
that  college  farmers  get  instruction  cheaper  than 
in  any  other  place  in  the  country.  I  find  that  they 
had  last  year,  146  students  instead  of  300,  as  I 
erroneously  stated  when  I  spoke  before.  In  my 
judgment  the  province  pays  a  very  large  amount 
of  money  for  the  returns  it  gets  from  that  college. 
It  appears  that  there  was  only  one  team  of  horses 
for  146  students,  I  think  that  team  must  have  been 
ploughed  to  death.  And  all  this  is  done  under  the 
able  management  of  a  board  of  experienced  farmers 
of  which  the  hon.  member  for  Huron  is  one.  I 
think  that  he  is  hardly  in  a  position  of  criticise  the 
management  of  the  experimental  farm  here.  Any 
one  who  will  read  these  two  reports  must  come  to 
the  conclusion  that  the  hon.  member  for  Huron  is 
not  so  great  an  expert  in  farming  as  he  pretends 
to  be. 

Mr.  McMILLAN  (Huron).  I  am  glad  to  learn 
that  the  hon.  gentleman  has  been  studying  the 
report  of  the  Guelph  College.  I  want  to  know  from 
the  Minister  where  this  waggonette  was  purchased  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  It  was  purchased  from  More¬ 
land  &  Co.,  London,  Ontario.  It  is  a  very  good 
carriage,  and  very  cheap. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  The  hon.  member  for  Huron 
complains  of  the  expenditure  for  labour  on  the 
experimental  farm.  I  want  to  remind  him  that 
at  Guelph  they  pay  $1,000  for  labour  in  keeping  up 
a  lawn. 

Mr.  EDWARDS.  As  diversity  is  the  spice  of 
life,  I  propose  that  we  discuss  a  humane  question, 
and  take  up  the  item  for  dehorning  cattle  at  the 
farm. 

Mr.  ROW ANI).  I  have  not  yet  got  any  ex¬ 
planation  from  the  Minister  of  the  result  of  the 
experiment  of  setting  apart  40  acres  for  the  keep¬ 
ing  of  a  certain  number  of  animals.  We  were 
told  they  were  trying  the  experiment  of  keeping 
one  animal  on  one  acre. 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  am  told  that  25  head  of 
cattle  were  kept  on  40  acres  for  ten  months. 

Mr.  CASEY.  How  about  this  waggonette  ? 
The  Minister  said  it  was  a  good  and  cheap  one.  I 
know  perfectly  well  that  for  the  price  paid  for  this 
waggonette,  you  could  get  a  first-class  covered 
carriage. 

Mr.  CARLING.  How  many  would  it  carry  ? 

Mr.  CASEY.  It  would  carry  six. 

Mr.  CARLING.  This  carries  sixteen. 

Mr.  CASEY.  Oh,  I  see,  the  Government  are 
running  a  van  to  the  farm.  It  must  be  a  sort  of 
circus  waggon  to  run  to  and  from  the  farm.  Per¬ 
haps  the  Minister  will  not  object  to  repeating  his 
explanation  as  to  this  waggonette  for  my  benefit, 
as  I  was  not  present  when  he  gave  it  before. 

Mr.  CARLING.  It  is  used  just  as  waggonettes 
are  used  in  other  institutions  ;  it  runs  between  the 
Mr.  Sproule. 


experimental  farm  and  the  city,  two  or  three 
times  a  day,  to  convey  people  connected  with  the 
farm  to  and  from  the  city,  and  also  to  convey 
packages. 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  do  not  see  how  it  can  be  made 
useful  to  the  farm,  although  it  may  be  convenient 
for  the  official  staff.  I  look  upon  it  as  an  unneces¬ 
sary  piece  of  extravagance.  The  difficulty  we  have 
experienced  in  getting  information  from  the  Min¬ 
ister  only  emphasizes  what  I  said  the  other  night 
as  to  the  injudiciousness  of  throwing  upon  the 
director  of  the  experimental  farm  other  import¬ 
ant  duties.  1  have  no  doubt  that  gentleman  is  a 
very  able  man,  but  no  single  man  can  do  more  than 
he  is  supposed  to  do,  and  the  consequence  is  that 
a  great  deal  of  what  he  is  supposed  to  do  must  be 
done  in  a  slip-shod  manner.  Now,  it  is  proposed 
to  load  him  with  other  duties  as  Commissioner  at 
the  Columbian  Exhibition.  I  am  afraid  that  next 
year  we  shall  have  even  more  difficulty  in  getting 
information  about  the  proceedings  at  the  farm  than 
we  have  this  year. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  In  my  opinion  the  experi¬ 
mental  farm  is  conducted  in  the  most  extrava¬ 
gant  way.  The  hon.  member  for  Grey  (Mr. 
Sproule)  stated  that  on  the  agricultural  farm 
at  Guelph  something  over  $1,000  was  expended 
for  labour,  but  here  we  have  $15,250  expended 
for  labour.  The  Minister  says  that  this  wag¬ 
gonette  is  run  from  the  experimental  farm  to  the 
city  twice  a  day.  I  notice  that  over  $200  is 
paid  out  for  cab-hire  in  connection  with  the  farm. 
How  is  it  that  there  is  so  much  cab- hire  when 
there  is  a  waggonette  run  twice  a  day  between  the 
farm  and  the  city  ?  Now,  any  person  reading  this 
report  from  beginning  to  end  can  come  to  no  other 
conclusion  than  that  money  is  uselessly  expended. 
We  are  anxious  that  the  experimental  farm  should 
be  a  success,  we  are  anxious  that  the  farmers  may 
get  the  benefit  of  the  experiments  made  there  ;  but 
as  the  hon.  member  for  Huron  (Mr.  McMillan) 
has  said,  if  they  are  going  to  benefit  by  those 
experiments  they  must  be  conducted  in  some 
degree  according  to  the  usual  custom  of  our 
farmers  throughout  the  Dominion.  If  the 
Government  operate  that  farm  in  a  way  far 
different  from  the  way  in  which  farmers  run  their 
farms,  the  experiments  cannot  be  of  much  value  in 
the  way  of  giving  farmers  an  idea  of  advantages  to 
be  derived  from  adopting  a  particular  system  of 
agriculture.  The  only  advantage  the  farmers  have 
had  so  far  has  been  in  the  samples  of  seed  sent  out 
and  also  from  some  experiments  in  dairying.  These 
are  all  good  in  themselves,  and  it  is  to  be  hoped 
that  the  farmers  will  benefit  by  these  experiments, 
but  while  we  are  willing  to  encourage  anything 
that  will  tend  to  enlighten  the  farmers  and  help 
them  to  develop  the  resources  of  their  farms,  we  are 
not  willing  to  continue  an  unnecessary  expendi¬ 
ture.  There  is  an  expenditure  of  $15,500  on  labour 
for  the  experimental  farm  alone,  in  addition  to  all 
the  teamsters  and  officials  and  attendants.  The 
extravagance  displayed  is  absurd,  and  should  be 
cut  down  at  once. 

Mr.  McMILLAN  (Huron))  I  see  an  item  for 
stabling  horses,  21  weeks.  Where  were  the  horses 
when  we  paid  for  stabling  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  These  horses  come  in  from  the 
farm  and  stay  in  the  city  part  of  each  day,  when  they 
are  stabled,  especially  during  the  winter  months. 


1453 


[APRIL  21,  1892.] 


1454 


Mr.  CHARLTON.  I  see  the  cost  of  maintenance 
of  the  farm  is  $39,000  in  round  numbers  and  the 
revenue  is  $2,400.  Is  this  a  correct  statement  of 
the  sale  of  the  products  of  the  farm  ?  The  discre¬ 
pancy  is  a  very  great  one. 

Mr.  CARLING.  The  hon.  gentleman  will  under¬ 
stand  that  the  bags  of  grain  sent  all  over  the  Domi¬ 
nion  are  not  charged  for  ;  that  samples  of  wheat, 
barley  and  oats  are  sent  to  farmers  in  the  different 
provinces  for  the  purpose  of  improving  their  crops 
and  giving  them  better  varieties.  We  do  not  sell 
any,  because  we  desire  to  improve  the  value  of  our 
cereals. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  I  can  understand  that  the 
farm  would  not  be  a  revenue-making  establishment, 
and  my  enquiry  was  simply  for  the  purpose  of  gett¬ 
ing  information.  Is  a  record  kept  of  the  quantity 
of  grain,  seeds,  and  plants  distributed,  and  can 
their  value  at  a  fair  market  rate  be  arrived  at  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  A  record  is  kept  of  all  the  seeds 
sent  out,  and  a  report  is  secured  from  each  farmer 
as  to  the  results. 

Mr.  McMILLAN  (Huron).  I  understand  there 
is  an  engine  and  grinder  on  the  farm.  How  is  there 
an  item  for  $63  for  grinding  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  The  grinder  was  out  of  order, 
was  broken,  and  had  to  be  repaired. 

Mr.  McMILLAN  (Huron).  I  keep  a  large  num¬ 
ber  of  horses  and  cattle,  but  I  have  not  spent  one 
cent  for  grinding  food  for  many  years.  If  this 
farm  is  to  be  run  economically,  a  similar  line  should 
be  followed.  There  is  an  item  of  $40  for  gravel. 
Is  that  the  cost  of  the  gravel,  or  the  cost  of  draw¬ 
ing  it  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  The  cost  of  drawing  it. 

Mr.  McMILLAN  (Huron).  This  work  could  be 
done  during  the  winter  when  the  horses  were  not 
otherwise  engaged. 

Mr.  CARLING.  They  are  engaged  then  in  draw¬ 
ing  manure,  of  which  we  cannot  get  sufficient. 

Mr.  McMILLAN  (Huron).  With  respect  to  the 
revenue,  I  observe  $466  for  berries,  of  which  Mr. 
Borthwick  paid  $263.  How  is  it  so  many  berries 
were  sold  to  this  gentleman  ?  Is  there  any  oppor¬ 
tunity  given  to  all  parties  to  pur-chase  berries,  or 
how  are  they  sold  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  Two  or  three  of  the  leading 
fruit  dealers  are  written  to,  and  those  who  give  the 
highest  price  receive  the  berries. 

Mr-  McMILLAN  (Huron).  I  have  a  letter  in 
my  possession  making  great  complaint  with  re¬ 
spect  to  certain  parties  receiving  all  the  benefit.  I 
hold  that  every  person  should  have  an  opportunity 
to  buy  berries  on  taking  a  certain  quantity,  and 
that  it  is  not  just  to  sell  all  to  one  or  two  firms,  and 
not  allow  others  the  chance  of  competing.  There 
is  an  item  of  $578  for  cattle.  What  kind  of  cattle 
were  they  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  They  were  bought  to  experi¬ 
ment  with. 

Mr.  McMILLAN  (Huron).  Then  there  is  an 
item  of  $474.70  for  milk.  At  what  price  was  the 
milk  sold  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  Five  cents  in  winter  and  four 
cents  in  summer. 

Mr.  McMILLAN  (Huron).  There  is  an  item  of 
$125.25  for  butter.  Last  year  the  promise  was 


made  that  part  of  the  butter  made  at  the  Ottawa 
dairy  would  be  carefully  packed  and  sent  to  the 
English  market.  Has  any  been  sent  there  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  No,  not  from  the  experimental 
farm  dairy.  • 

Mr.  McMILLAN  (Huron).  Was  all  the  butter 
sold  here  ?  I  have  no  fault  to  find  with  selling  the 
butter,  but  we  are  seeking  to  establish  a  good  mar¬ 
ket  for  our  butter  in  England,  and  a  good  quan¬ 
tity  should  be  sent  there.  We  have  no  guide  as  to 
the  quality  of  the  butter  manufactured,  so  long  as 
it  is  sold  in  the  local  market.  But  if  we  had  a 
quality  established  in  the  English  market,  we 
would  be  able  to  make  a  comparison.  In  future,  a 
certain  quantity  should  be  sent  there. 

Mr.  CARLING.  20,000  pounds  of  butter,  which 
was  made  in  Canada  under  the  supervision  of  the 
dairy  commissioner,  were  sent  to  England  this  year. 

Mr.  McMILLAN  (Huron).  What  price  was  ob¬ 
tained  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  125  shillings  per  cwt. ,  which 
was  equal  to  24  cents  per-  pound  net. 

Mr.  McMILLAN  (Huron).  I  believe  that  it  is 
in  the  interests  of  the  country  that  we  should  have 
all  this  information.  I  think  that  the  creameries 
in  the  west  which  are  not  under  the  care  of  an  in¬ 
spector,  get  something  like  24  and  25  cents  for 
their  butter.  There  are  a  good  many  things  here 
that  are  rather  expensive.  I  find  $15  for  making 
a  plan  of  the  farm,  and  for  survey  and  plan  of 
drain,  $60.  If  there  was  a  good  practical  manager 
on  the  farm  he  should  be  capable  of  doing  all  that 
himself. 

Mr.  SEMPLE.  While  giving  the  Government 
credit  for  the  distribution  of  seed  grain,  yet  it 
must  be  remembered  that  we  have  a  very  imperfect 
knowledge  of  the  operations  of  it  last  year,  on 
account  of  the  report  not  being  before  us.  However, 
we  can  see  in  the  Auditor  General’s  Report  that  the 
expenditure  has  been  very  large  and  extravagant. 
There  was  no  doubt  there  was  a  mistake  made 
when  so  many  stations  were  put  in  operation  in 
different  parts  of  the  country.  I  notice  that  for 
the  experimental  station  at  Agassiz,  British 
Columbia,  there  was  an  expenditure  of  $7,732.34 
and  the  revenue  derived  was  only  $79.05. 

Mr.  CARLING.  That'  farm  has  just  been 
established. 

Mr.  SEMPLE.  I  find  that  among  the  salaries 
there  is  one  Dun  Lee,  a  Chinaman  I  suppose,  who 
laboured  804  days  and  received  $818.  Another 
remarkable  item  I  find  is,  an  item  for  the  rent  of  a 
horse  $240  for  twelve  months.  I  would  like  to  ask 
how  the  Chinaman  put  in  so  many  days’  work,  and 
also  some  information  about  the  horse? 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  am  told  the  Chinaman  was 
the  only  man  who  could  read  or  write  English,  and 
he  signed  the  pay-sheet  for  the  others.  With  re¬ 
ference  to  the  horse  I  think  it  is  a  misprint  and 
that  it  should  read  rent  of  a  “  house”  instead  of  a 
“  horse.” 

Mr.  SEMPLE.  I  have  made  a  calculation  and  I 
find  that  the  hay  appears  to  have  cost  about  $46.42 
a  ton,  which  seems  to  be  an  extraordinary  figure. 
Taking  into  consideration  the  enormous  expense  of 
that  station  and  the  small  return  from  it,  I  M  ould 
ask,  does  the  Minister  intend  to  keep  the  British 
Columbia  station  up  ? 
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Mr.  CARLING.  The  station  at  Agassiz  has  only 
been  established  for  two  years  and  we  were  not 
able  to  raise  the  hay  required.  I  am  told  by  the 
director  that  we  never  paid  higher  than  $25  a  ton 
for*  hay.  It  is  of  course  the  intention  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  to  keep  up  that  station  at  Agassiz,  as  it 
is  a  very  important  station.  It  is  one  of  the  most 
important  stations  in  the  Dominion.  We  want  to 
show  what  can  be  produced  in  British  Columbia. 
It  is  going  to  be  one  of  the  best  fruit  districts  in 
the  Dominion,  and  I  fancy  there  is  no  place  in 
Canada  where  such  a  variety  of  fruit  can  be  grown 
as  in  British  Columbia.  Fruit  will  be  one  of  .the 
chief  articles  produced  there,  although  we  will  raise 
good  stock  and  other  articles  which  are  of  interest 
to  that  part  of  the  Dominion  and  the  country 
generally. 

Mr,  McMILLAN  (Huron).  I  see  that  $118  is 
charged  for  papers  and  magazines  for  the  central 
farm,  and  $13.25  for  papers.  What  kind  of  papers 
are  they  ? 

<  Mr.  CARLING.  They  include  all  the  horticul¬ 
tural  and  agricultural  papers  ;  also  chemical  papers 
and  journals  that  may  be  required  for  the  use  of 
the  officials. 

Mr.  SEMPLE.  The  expenditure  on  the  farm  at 
Indian  Head  was  $10,828.25,  and,  leaving  out  the 
grain  raised,  the  revenue  amounted  to  only  $449.45. 
It  is  wrell  known  that  in  a  country  like  the  prairie 
province  no  experiment  is  required  to  teach  farmers 
grain  growing.  Every  farmer  who  has  practical 
experience  understands  it. 

Mr.  CARLING.  Has  the  hon.  gentleman  read 
any  of  the  reports  of  the  Indian  Head  farm  ? 

Mr.  SEMPLE.  I  have  the  cost  liere^ 

Mr.  CARLING.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  that 
it  is  of  no  use  to  experiment  there.  I  would  ask  if 
he  has  read  the  report  ?  If  he  has,  I  think  he  will 
change  his  opinion. 

Mr.  SEMPLE.  We  do  not  need  an  experimental 
farm  to  teach  the  first  principles  of  grain-growing. 
These  farms  are  well  enough  for  testing  the  best 
kinds  of  grain  to  be  grown  ;  but  the  expenses  of 
this  farm  at  Indian  Head  compared  with  the  small 
revenue,  make  a  very  bad  showing.  The  Brandon 
farm,  too,  leaving  out  the  grain,  yielded  only 
$105.11  of  revenue. 

Mr.  CARLING.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  looks  at 
the  reports,  he  will  see  that  part  of  that  money 
was  spent  for  stock  for  the  farms. 

Mr.  SEMPLE.  It  is  true,  if  we  had  the  report 
of  last  year  before  us,  we  could  discuss  these 
matters  more  satisfactorily,  and  we  might  not  re¬ 
quire  so  much  explanation.  All  we  have  to  go  by 
is. the  Auditor  General’s  Report.  Taking  the  three 
farms,  the  Agassiz,  the  Indian  Head  and  the 
Bjandon,  they  represent  an  expenditure  of  $27,- 
279.56  and  a  revenue,  leaving  out  grain,  of  only 
$232.61.  This  shows  to  my  mind  that  a  great 
mistake  has  been  made  in  establishing  so  many 
experimental  farms  in  different  parts  of  the  country 

Mr.  CASEY.  It  is  all  very  well  for  the  hon. 
Minister  to  say  that  w^e  should  look  at  the  report,  i 
My  hon.  friend  who  has  just  sat  down  has  looked  i 
at  the  Auditor  General’s  Report,  and  he  finds  that  ! 
a  large  amount  has  been  expended  and  very  little  j 
revenue  received.  The  hon.  gentleman  asks  the  s 
reason  for  this  expense,  and  he  is  asked  by  the  1 
Mr.  Semple. 


'  Minister  why  he  does  not  look  at  the  report.  The 
;  hon.  Minister  should  knowr  that  he  is  asking  us  to 
:  look  at  a  report  which  he  has  not  yet  laid  before 
l  us.  In  his  leisurely,  placid,  indifferent  manner,  he 
has  allowed  matters  to  jog  on  from  the  30th  of 
;  June  until  nowr  without  laying  the  report  on  the 
:  Table. 

Mr.  CARLING.  Our  report  is  made  up  to  the 
31st  of  December. 

Mr.  CASEY.  It  is  a  long  time  since  the  31st  of 
December. 

Mr.  CARLING.  It  takes  some  time  to  print  it. 

Mr.  CASEY.  That  is  not  the  reason  it  is  not  on 
the  Table.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  been  too  much 
occupied  with  experimental  voters’  lists  to  pay  at¬ 
tention  to  the  experimental  farms  since  the  3 1st 
December  last  ;  and  in  the  usual  slipshod  way  in 
which  that  department  is  carried  oil,  we  are  here 
discussing  the  management  of  the  farms  for  the 
past  year  without  having  the  materials  for  that 
discussion.  We  have  two  amateurs  running  the 
experimental  farms-  -an  amateur  Minister  of  Agri¬ 
culture,  wliose  former  business  has  certainly  given 
him  no  aptitude  for  the  position  he  holds,  and  the 
director  of  the  experimental  farms,  who  must  have 
acquired  his  practical  knowledge  of  farming  since 
he  became  director.  The  whole  business  has  been 
experimental — we  have  an  experimental  Minister 
and  an  experimental  director,  and  the  result  has 
been  a  lavishing  of  money  to  very  little  use.  I 
venture  to  say  that  if  a  committee  of  representative 
farmers  were  allowed  to  go  through  that  experi¬ 
mental  farm  and  expressed  their  unbiassed  opinion 
of  it,  it  could  only  be  the  same  as  that  which  I  now 
express,  that  the  wliole  thing  has  been  a  costly  and 
wasteful  piece  of  experimenting  from  beginning  to 
end.  There  has  been  a  lavish  expenditure  on 
buildings  for  officials  and  farm  purposes,  costing 
twice  as  much  as  they  ought  to  cost.  There 
has  been  a  great  deal  of  pottering  experi¬ 
menting  with  wild  grasses,  and  with  such 
weeds  as  lambs’  quarter,  which  grows  in  every¬ 
body’s  garden — all  sorts  of  fads  and  fiddle-faddles, 
over  which  there  is  a  great  deal  of  chuckling  in  the 
reports.  There  has  been  a  perfect  deluge  of  copies 
of  this  report  of  1890,  which  I  have  read  carefully, 
and  I  honestly  say  there  is  not  in  that  report  as 
much  information  of  practical  use  to  a  farmer  as  he 
would  find  in  six  months’  subscription  to  an  agri¬ 
cultural  paper.  Look,  for  example,  at  the  experi¬ 
ments  on  barley — two-rowed  barley  yielding  from 
16  to  27^  bushels  to  the  acre.  Does  anybody  sup¬ 
pose  that  these  yields,  collected  from  the  produce 
of  a-tenth  of  an  acre,  can  betaken  as  a  guide  to  the 
production  of  those  kinds  of  barley  on  ordinarily 
good  land  and  with  ordinary  practical  treatment  ? 
Everybody  knows  that  a  very  large  part  of  that 
farm  is  almost  entirely  unfit  for  agricultural  pur¬ 
poses.  I  knew  it  long  before  it  was  purchased,  and 
had  many  a  wralk  over  it.  I  have  seen  the  potatoes 
nearly  uncovered  by  a  strong  wind,  so  light  is  the 
sand  in  which  they  were  planted,  and  this  prac¬ 
tical  Minister  of  Agriculture  or  director  chose  this 
sand  heap  as  the  place  to  make  a  practical  experi¬ 
ment  for  the  benefit  of  average  farmers  on  average 
land.  As  to  the  Brandon  farm,  I  think  the  Min¬ 
ister  ought  to  be  able  to  explain  why  it  wras  neces¬ 
sary  to  expend  this  $11,000.  Not  having  a  report, 
we  must  draw  on  the  immense  sources  of  inform- 
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ation  lodged  in  the  heads  of  the  two  gentlemen 
who  are  furnishing  us  with  information  to-night. 

Mr.  McMILLAN  (Huron).  I  see  they  have  a 
thresher  now  on  the  Indian  Head  farm. 

Mr.  CARLING.  A  tread  thresher. 

Mr.  McMILLAN  (Huron).  I  see  that  there  is 
-$175  besides  paid  for  threshing.  I  see  that  there 
is  a  certain  amount  of  furniture  paid  for.  What 
is  that  for  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  That  furniture  was  bought  for 
an  office  and  for  a  room  to  entertain  strangers. 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  find  experiments  made  in  spring 
wheat  with  the  purpose  of  introducing  new  and 
more  productive  kinds  of  wheat.  I  find  a  great 
number  of  varieties  of  spring  wheat  experimented 
on,  one  of  which  brought  the  tremendous  return  of 
four  bushels  to  the  acre.  The  highest  return  was 
20|  bushels  to  the  acre,  and  not' one  of  the  samples 
weighed  60  lbs.  to  the  bushel  while  some  weighed 
as  low  as  50|  lbs.  Amongst  those  were  White 
and  Red  Fife,  two  kinds  of  spring  wheat  known 
to  farmers  for  generations  and  which,  owing  to  the 
absurd  location  of  the  farm  and  the  kind  of  cul¬ 
tivation  received,  produced  the  tremendous  return 
of  18^  bushels  to  the  acre  in  the  one  case  and  12 
bushels  in  the  other.  And  the  one  weighed  55§ 
lbs.  to  the  bushel  and  the  other  56J  lbs.  Can  any¬ 
thing  be  more  absurd  than  to  conduct  a  series  of* 
experiments  for  the  purpose  of  showing  people 
that  two  kinds  of  wheat  they  have  grown  for  years 
can  be  made  to  produce  such  absurd  results  ?  Any 
medium  farm  in  the  dominion  could  show  better 
results  than  are  shown  by  this  attempt  to  instruct 
our  farmers  as  to  the  kind  of  wheat  or  any  other  grain 
they  should  use.  Another  experiment  was  with 
wheat  sown  in  drills  2b  feet  apart.  I  do  not  q  uite  see 
the  advantage  of  making  experiments  in  growing- 
spring  wheat  in  this  manner.  If  the  results  of  this 
farm  are  to  be  of  any  use,  the  crops  there  must  be 
cultivated  as  they  would  be  in  practical  farming  and 
should  show  results  which  a  practical  farmer  could 
imitate,  and  not  in  rows  2b  feet  apart.  Nine 
varieties  of  wheat  were  sown  in  this  manner  on 
sand  loam  which  was  manured  in  the  spring  of  1890 
with  from  18  to  20  tons  of  stable  manure  per  acre. 
Each  variety  occupied  6  rows,  covering  a  space  of 
one-twentieth  of  an  acre.  These  9  specimens  in  6 
drills  of  2b  feet  apart  produced,  with  the 
IS  to  20  tons  of  stable  manure  per  acre,  the 
following  results  :  Campbell’s  Triumph  yielded  5f 
bushels  per  acre.  This  was  Campbell’s  triumph  but 
not  Professor  Saunders’s  triumph.  Ladoga  produced 
.7^  bushels  per  acre  and  it  weighed  571  lbs.  to  the 
bushel.  Red  Fern  yielded  5b  bushels  per  acre 
and  so  on,  the  highest  yield  for  any  variety 
being  8  bushels  to  the  acre.  What,  in  the  name 
of  common  sense,  was  the  meaning  of  these  exper¬ 
iments  ?  Wheat  planted  in  drills  like  Indian  corn 
could  not  yield  any  sort  of  reasonable  crop  per 
acre  and  would  not  afford  any  results  which  would 
be  of  any  use  to  anybody.  It  was  one  of  the  fiddle- 
faddle  experiments  tried  there  for  what  reason  I 
cannot  imagine,  excepting  to  furnish  material  to  fill 
out  a  report.  Even  with  this  hand  culture  of  these 
kinds  of  spring  wheat,  it  was  impossible  during 
1890  to  raise  wheat  iup  to  the  standard  weight  on 
the  model  farm.  Experiments  in  rye  I  shall  not 
refer  to,  out  of  regard  to  the  feelings  of  the  Minister 
of  Finance.  Experiments  in  winter  wheat  have 


also  been  conducted  on  this  model  farm.  The  idea 
would  not  occur  to  anybody  less  thoroughly 
practical  than  the  Minister  and  the  learned  dir¬ 
ector,  of  trying  experiments  in  winter  wheat  in 
this  neighbourhood.  Everybody  knows  that  this 
section  is  not  fitted  for  growing  winter  wheat. 
To  spend  money,  time,  energy  and  science  in 
struggling  with  the  problem  of  raising  winter 
wheat  in  this  Laurentian  country,  is  something 
which  could  only  have  occurred  to  the  extremely 
great  mind  of  those  who  are  conducting  the  farm. 
I  find  that  the  yields  were  better  than  those  of 
spring  wheat,  but  still  nobody  can  suppose 
any  results  obtained  in  this  peculiar  climate 
of  Ottawa  would  be  of  any  use  to  farmers 
even  15  or  20  miles  from  this  most  favoured 
spot.  I  need  not  go  on  to  the  experiment 
of  mangles,  turnips,  and  so  on,  as  they  do  not 
show  anything  which  every  farmer  does  not  know 
from  his  own  experience.  The  managers  of  this 
farm  have  been  going,  child-like  and  blandly,  over 
experiments  made  scores  of  years  before.  They 
have  been  repeating  old  experiments,  which  every 
farmer  has  to  make  in  the  course  of  long  cultivation. 
Experiments  in  beet-root  are  of  a  certain  value,  as 
the  cultivation  of  this  root  is  not  much  gone  into 
and  not  much  known  in  this  country.  Experi¬ 
ments  in  the  growth  of  grain  are  of  very  little 
value.  I  was  over  that  farm  last  summer  at  the 
time  when  the  crops  were  ripe.  I  am  thoroughly 
satisfied,  if  the  farmers  of  Canada  got  no  better 
crops  than  those  I  saw  on  the  model  farm,  which  is 
supposed  to  be  the  beacon  light  for  the  whole 
Dominion,  the  practical  farmers  could  not  live.  It 
was  simply  an  exhibition  of  how  poor  crops  could 
be  raised  by  scientific  management  on  a  poor  piece 
of  ground.  These  results  are  not  embodied  in  the 
book  which  is  here,  which  does  not  contain  the 
results  of  last  summer’s  operations. 

Mr.  McMILLAN  (Huron).  I  see  there  was  grain 
sold  from  the  Indian  Head  farm.  Was  that  for 
seed  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  Most  of  it  has  been  sold  for 
seed  to  the  farmers  in  that  neighbourhood. 

Mr.  McMILLAN  (Huron).  What  system  is 
adopted  in  selling  this  grain? 

Mr.  CARLING.  It  is  charged  at  from  5  to  10 
cents  a  bushel  more  than  the  ordinary  price  of 
grain. 

Mr.  McMILLAN  (Huron).  Is  the  quantity 
limited  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  To  one  bag. 

Mr.  FEATHERSTON.  The  other  day,  in  the 
Committee  on  Immigration  and  Colonization,  we 
had  a  very  interesting  address  from  Professor 
Saunders  on  experiments,  and  I  think  these  exper¬ 
iments  are  very  necessary,  and  I  think  the  people 
should  have  the  advantage  of  these  experiments. 
While  we  were  discussing  the  question,  we  found 
that  some  of  the  members  from  the  Province  of 
Quebec  thought  they  had  a  grievance  because 
they  did  not  get  a  distribution  of  seeds  from  the 
farm  in  proportion  to  their  population,  but  Mr. 
Saunders  showed  them  that  they  get  a  due  pro¬ 
portion.  Now  I  find  that  we  in  Ontario  have  a 
grievance,  and  the  hon.  member  for  North  Victoria 
(Mr.  Hughes)  has  shown  that  the  Conservatives 
have  the  preference  in  regard  to  the  two -rowed 
barley.  He  says  the  Grits  are  growing  the  six-rowed 
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barley,  and  the  Conservatives  are  growing  the  two- 
rowed  barley.  I  think  some  localities  are  better 
adapted  for  this  than  others.  Those  who  have 
been  growing  two-rowed  barley  have  been  giving 
their  special  attention  to  it,  with  the  results  which 
have  been  shown  here  to-night.  The  hon.  member 
for  West  York  has  stated  that  Mr.  McNeill,  in 
Vaughan  Township,  raised  45  bushels  to  the  acre.  I 
know  that  in  my  constituency,  not  far  from  this  place, 
we  have  had  six- rowed  barley  grown  to  the  extent 
of  40  bushels,  and  in  another  case  it  averaged  54 
bushels.  You  cannot  tell  which  is  the  best  from 
that,  though  it  would  appear  that  the  two-rowed 
barley  is  best  adapted  for  the  English  market, 
although  it  is  only  for  feeding  purposes  because  it 
is  a  larger  and  heavier  grain  than  the  six-rowed. 

I  am  sorry  that  our  barley  is  going  there  simply 
for  feeding  purposes.  I  am  satisfied  that  our  oats 
would  sell  for  as  much  as  our  barley  according  to 
weight,  so  that  we  are  not  gaining  any  ad¬ 
vantage  that  we  would  not  have  bv  growing 
oats  or  peas  or  corn  for  feeding  purposes.  The 
hon.  member  for  North  Victoria  (Mr.  Hughes) 
told  us  that  the  Grits  said  that  England  was  not 
the  proper  place  in  which  to  sell  our  cattle.  He 
is  the  first  from  whom  I  ever  heard  such  a  state¬ 
ment.  Fifteen  years  ago  I  was  one  of  ten  who 
started  to  ship  cattle  to  England.  Six  of  us  were 
Grits  and  four  Conservatives,  but  we  did  not  dis¬ 
agree  on  political  questions,  but  went  in  to  make 
money  out  of  it,  and  we  did  make  money  out  of  it. 
We  did  not  get  assistance  from  the  Government. 
We  did  not  ask  or  require  assistance  at  that  time, 
and  it  was  only  last  year  that  we  got  any  assistance 
in  the  shipping  regulations  which  they  then  pass¬ 
ed,  and  for  which  we  are  grateful  to  them  for. 

Mr.  M  CLOCK.  I  see  that  at  Indian  Head  and 
another  farm  in  the  North-West,  you  have  been 
sowing  seeds  of  trees.  Will  the  Government  say 
what  success  has  attended  that  enterprise  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  am  informed  that  the  native  | 
seeds  have  succeeded  remarkably  well. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Do  you  mean  native  to  the 
North-West  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  Native  to  Manitoba. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Have  you  not  tried  seeds  of  any 
Ontario  trees  ? 

Mr-  CARLING.  I  am  told  that  *200  or  500 
varieties  have  been  tried,  but  none  have  succeeded 
so  well  as  the  native  tree. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  What  do  you  mean  by  native  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  Manitoba  maple,  Manitoba 
ash,  and  Manitoba  elm.  A  number  of  the  seeds 
were  obtained  and  cleaned  and  distributed  to  the 
different  farms  in  the  North-West,  to  see  how  they 
would  turn  out. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Are  the  seeds  referred  to  in  the 
report  of  the  Auditor  General  only  the  seeds  of 
Manitoba  trees,  or  do  they  include  Ontario  seeds  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  These  seeds  were  all  from 
Manitoba  and  the  North-West. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  see  that  you  have  been  ex¬ 
perimenting  with  oak.  Is  that  Manitoba  oak  or 
our  own  oak  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  Manitoba  oak. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Is  that  good  for  timber? 

Mi*.  CARLING.  It  is  quite  a  large  tree. 

Mr.  Featherston. 


Mr.  MULOCK.  I  think  it  would  be  well  to 
have  experiments  with  the  various  woods  foulid  in 
our  Canadian  forests.  For  example,  take  the 
black  walnut.  The  black  walnut  is  supposed  to  be 
a  tree  that  will  only  grow  in  bottom  lands  or 
where  the  climate  is  comparatively  mild  ;  but  I 
have  reason  to  know  that  that  is  an  entire  mistake. 
I  find  that  it  grows  in  northern  latitudes  in.  the 
Province  of  Quebec.  I  think  it  would  be  well  for 
the  experimental  farm  to  make  the  experiment. 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  am  told  by  the  director  that 
the  black  walnut  tree  is  succeeding  very  well  here. 
There  are  a  number  of  them  at  the  experimental 
farm.  We  have  sent  both  trees  and  nuts  to  the 
North-West,  but  they  have  not  succeeded  so  well. 
In  Prince  Edward  Island  they  have  been  much 
more  successful. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Whether  the  North-West  is 
favourable  to  the  cultivation  of  the  black  walnut 
or  not,  there  are  parts  of  eastern  Canada  that  are 
favourable.  In  the  western  States  it  is  becoming 
a  regular  industry,  and  the  same  may  be  said  of 
some  parts  of  the  eastern  States — not  with 
reference  to  black  walnut  so  much  as  to  the  softer 
kinds  of  wood  that  are  used  for  pail  timber,  &c. 
For  example,  in  Massachusetts  and  other  New  Eng¬ 
land  States  where  the  original  supply  of  wood  for 
.manufacturing  purposes  is  exhausted,  manufac¬ 
turers  have  adopted  a  regular  system  of  growing 
their  own  timber,  In  ten  or  fifteen  years  its 
growth  is  sufficiently  large  to  make  timber  for  use  in 
manufactures.  I  think  the  time  has  arrived  when 
theGovernment  might  very  well  direct  theattention 
of  our  farmers  in  that  direction.  Black  walnut 
itself  is  a  most  profitable  crop,  it  is  a  very  rapid 
growing  tree,  and  the  wood  in  the  tree  is  worth  at 
least  fifteen  times  as  much  as  that  of 
pine.  It  is  worth  in  the  tree  perhaps  $80  a  thous¬ 
and,  as  against  pine  in  the  tree  which  is  not 
worth  more  than  $4  a  thousand.  I  think  a  great 
deal  of  attention  has  been  given  by  the  people  to 
the  south  of  us  to  the  cultivation  of  trees  for  these 
purposes,  and  we  cannot  do  better  than  follow  such 
a  good  lead.  If  black  walnut  is  cultivated  for  the 
purposes  of  timber,  it  must  be  grown  under  certain 
conditions,  which,  of  course,  the  department  will 
ascertain  before  they  embark  in  any  such  enterprise. 

I  think,  that  the  farmers  who  can  afford  it  will  find 
that  there  is  far  more  money  in  growing  walnut 
than  in  growing  grain  or  anything  else.  There  are 
spare  bits  of  land  on  almost  every  farm,. that  could 
be  utilized  for  the  growing  of  trees,  which,  perhaps, 
could  be  of  very  little  use  for  anything  else.  Take,, 
for  instance,  the  Muskoka  district,  and  the  rocky 
districts  between  here  and  Peterborough,  the  land 
there  is  of  very  little  use  for  agriculture,  but  it 
might  be  very  valuable  for  the  purpose  of  growing 
trees.  Whether  or  not  trees  of  this  kind  xvill 
flourish  in  the  North-West,  they  certainly  will  in 
older  Canada. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Have  they  been  tested  in  the 
Muskoka  district  ? 

Mr.  MULGCK.  Not  to  my  knowledge. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  know  they  grow  in  the  south¬ 
western  section  of  Ontario. 

Mr.  MLTLOCK.  The  Minister  states  that  they 
grow  at  the  farm,  and  Mr.  Joly,.  the  late  Premier 
of  Quebec,  is  cultivating  them  with  great  success 
somewhere  in  the  vicinity  of  the  city  of  Quebec.  I 
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understood  that  they  grow  well  as  far  north  as 
Barrie,  so  the  experiment  might  be  extended. 

Mr.  CARLING.  We  are  experimenting  with  all 
the  different  kinds  of  forest  trees  here,  and  at  all 
the  other  experimental  farms.  We  have  four  or 
five  hundred  varieties  of  forest  trees,  including  wal¬ 
nut  and  chestnut  now  under  experiment. 


Mr.  MULOCK.  It  would  be  well  to  bear  in 
mind,  if  you  are  going  to  grow  your  trees  from 
nuts  at  the  experimental  farm  here  and  then  trans¬ 
plant  them,  that  it  is  not  giving  them  a  fair 
chance.  A  nut  bearing  tree  is  very  difficult  to 
transplant,  as  a  rule.  While  the  experiment  might 
be  successful  if  commenced  with  nuts,  it  might 
prove  wholly  unsuccessful  if  the  trees  were  trans¬ 
planted.  Now,  I  wish  to  ask  a  question  with  re¬ 
gard  to  Ladoga  wheat.  I  observe  that  the  Govern¬ 
ment  gave  some  attention  to  the  cultivation  of 
Ladoga  wheat  in  the  North-West.  The  Minister 
will  remember  there  was  a  good  deal  of  difference 
of  opinion  amongst  millers  and  grain  men  as  to  the 
value  of  Ladoga  wheat  as  compared  with  Scotch 
Fife.  It  was  advanced  as  an  argument  in  favour 
of  Ladoga  wheat  that  it  matured  earlier.  I  would 
like  to  enquire  whether  the  reports  that  you  have 
in  regard  to  Ladoga  wheat  in  any  way  throw  light 
upon  the  controversy  that  existed  some  years  ago. 
The  Minister  will  remember  that  the  millers’  sec¬ 
tion  of  the  Toronto  Board  of  Trade  passed  a  resolu¬ 
tion  disapproving  of  the  efforts  of  the  Government 
to  encourage  the  growth  of*  Ladoga  wheat  in  lieu 
of  Scotch  Fife,  whilst  I  believe  the  similar  section 
of  the  Montreal  Board  of  Trade  pronoiinced  in 
favour  of  the  Ladoga  wheat.  I  would  like  to  know 
how  the  controversy  has  been  settled. 


Mr.  CARLING.  It  has  never  been  recommended 
in  the  department  that  Ladoga  wheat  should  re¬ 
place  Red  Fife  ;  but  it  has  been  found  that  the 
Ladoga  wheat  will  stand  the  climate  in  some  parts 
of  the  North-West  better  than  the  Red  Fife,  and 
it  matures  some  ten  or  twelve  days  earlier  than  the 
Red  Fife.  It  is  very  much  sought  after  in  the 
district  of  Prince  Albert  and  in  the  northern  part  of 
Manitoba.  We  are  now  experimenting  with  a  car 
load  of  Red  Fife  and  a  car  load  of  Ladoga  wheat,  at 
Toronto.  Our  chemist  has  tested  it  at  the  experi¬ 
mental  farm,  and  he  shows  clearly  that  there  is  as 
much  gluten  in  the  Ladoga  as  there  is  in  the  Red 
Fife.  Bread,  made  from  Ladoga  wheat,  is  considered 
equal  to  that  made  from  Red  Fife,  although  some¬ 
what  darker  in  colour.  Experiments  with  it  have 
also  been  carried  out  throughout  Ontario.  We 
find  that  the  yield  of  Ladoga  is  not  so  much  per 
acre  as  the  yield  of  Red  Fife,  but  it  answers  this 
purpose,  that  it  ripens  earlier  and  has  succeeded 
in  the  North-West  where  Red  Fife  has  not ;  it  is 
well  thought  of,  and  has  been  asked  for  by  many 
farmers  in  the  North-West.  Altogether,  I  would 
not  recommend  that  it  should  replace  Red  Fife, 
because  there  is  no  better  wheat  than  Red  Fife, 
but  it  is  more  suitable  than  it  in  some  districts. 


Mr.  MULOCK.  I  understand  that  one  difficulty 
arises  from  the  fact  that  the  two-rowed  barley  can¬ 
not  be  malted  with  the  six-rowed.  I  have  heard  it 
suggested  that  the  difficulty  can  be  overcome  and  a 
good  market  for  our  six-rowed  barley  obtained  in 
Liverpool,  if  we  can  get  some  maltsters  there  to  take 
it  up  and  malt  it.  English  maltsters  have  become  so 
accustomed  to  the  two-rowed  that  they  are  averse  to 
experimenting  with  the  six-rowed.  But,  surely,  if 


all  that  is  necessary  to  get  a  market  for  our  six- 
rowed  is  the  securing  of  some  firm  to  malt  it,  it  is  a 
difficulty  that  can  be  overcome.  There  is  a  pretty 
settled  conviction  that  we  are  endeavouring  to  grow 
two-rowed  barley  which  will  not  grow  in  Canada.  I 
know  the  Minister  points  with  satisfaction  to  the 
reports,  and  I  only  wish  they  were  borne  out  by 
the  average  experience  of  a  few  years.  But  it 
must  be  borne  in  mind  that  last  year  was  especially 
favourableforcultivatingtwo-rowed  barley,  that  the 
season  was  a  long  growing  one,  that  the  ripening 
season  was  postponed  to  the  end  of  July,  and 
the  grain  was  not  dried  out.  It  is  not  likely  in 
twenty  years  that  we  shall  again  have  as  favourable 
a  barley  season  as  1891  ;  and,  of  course,  the  charac¬ 
ter  of  the  season  benefited  all  kinds  of  grain  crops. 
While  I  would  not  wish  to  discourage  the  two-rowed 
barley  enterprise  if  likely  to  be  successful,  I 
feel  that  we  are  undertaking  a  task  which  is 
destined  to  be  a  failure.  When  the  July  sun 
comes  the  growing  time  of  barley  is  at  an  end,  and 
then  filling  takes  place.  In  England  they  have  a 
long  season,  and  thus  their  barley  grows  to  be 
heavy,  56  pounds  or  over,  but  it  is  not  so  in  Canada. 
The  six-rowed  is  a  lighter  variety,  and  seems,  on  an 
average,  to  be  the  best  we  can  raise.  I  happened 
to  have  a  conversation  with  an  old  experienced 
farmer  not  living  very  far  from  Toronto.  He  raised 
barley,  not  for  market,  but  to  sell  for  seed,  and  he 
is  a  little  more  than  an  ordinary  farmer  in  that 
way.  He  is,  indeed,  one  of  the  best  farmers 
in  Canada,  and  he  obtained  the  gold  medal 
of  the  province,  on  one  occasion,  for  his 
farm.  I  shall  have  no  objection  to  giving 
the  Minister  his  name,  if  he  desireg  it.  This  far¬ 
mer  assured  me  that  he  had  been  growing  two- 
rowed  barley  for  20  years  for  seed  purposes,  and 
only  once  had  it  come  up  to  the  weight  of  56 
lbs.  That  is  an  experience  which  tells  us  pretty 
plainly  that  we  are  not  going  to  be  able  to  raise 
two-rowed  barley  of  the  weight  required  for  the 
English  market.  Therefore,  I  think  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  would  be  acting  wisely  if  they  could 
manage  to  secure  facilitiesfor  malting  our  six-rowed 
barley,  which  we  can  cultivate  to  advantage  here, 
and  thus  surmount  to  a  certain  extent  this  barley 
difficulty.  I  am  not  aware  whether  barley  can  be 
malted  here  and  exported  to  England,  but  a  person 
in  the  trade  made  the  suggestion  to  me,  which  I 
give  to  the  Minister,  that  we  should  endeavour  to 
arrange  for  our  six -rowed  barley  being  malted  in 
England. 

Mr.  CARLING.  20,000  quarters  of  six-rowed 
barley  have  been  shipped  to  England  this  winter, 
and  it  is  being  tested  by  English  maltsters.  When 
the  test  has  been  made,  we  shall  be  able  to  ascer¬ 
tain  whether  it  is  suitable  for  the  English  market. 
1  am  of  the  opinion  that  it  will  not  suit  the  trade 
in  the  old  country,  because  the  two-rowed  variety 
gives  a  much  better  yield,  contains  a  larger  quantity 
of  saccharine  and  makes  a  larger  quantity  of  beer 
than  does  the  six-rowed.  I  have  spoken  to  American 
brewers  and  they  preferthe  two-rowed,  butthey  can¬ 
not  get  it  in  quantity  except  in  California.  I 
consider  the  two-rowed  is  the  best  barley,  taking 
everything  together,  for  it  gives  the  largest  yield 
and  brings  the  best  price.  The  difficulty  is  to  get 
our  people  to  make  the  change.  They  have  been 
growing  the  six-rowed  so  long  that  our  Canadian 
barley  is  nothing  to  what  it  was  20  or  30  years  ago. 
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I  am  satisfied,  I  repeat,  that  the  two-rowed  barley  is 
-of  the  best  quality,  is  the  best  suited  to  the  English 
market  and  also  to  the  American  market.  It  is  to  be 
remembered  that  two-rowed  and  six-rowed  cannot  be 
brought  into  the  same  malt-house  without  keeping 
them  apart,  because  they  will  not  malt  together, 
and  if  malted  a  very  inferior  article  is  produced. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  Have  any  experi¬ 
ments  been  made  on  the  North-West  farm  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  growing  of  the  sugar-beet  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  Experiments  have  been  made 
on  the  central  farm  this  year,  and  they  have  pro¬ 
duced  from  20  to  30  tons  per  acre  in  small  plots, 
of  a  very  good  quality,  averaging  quite  as  much 
saccharine  as  the  beet  in  Germany  and  France. 
The  average  is  about  14  per  cent  of  sugar,  which  is 
about  the  general  average  in  Germany. 

Mr.  McMILLAh  (Huron).  I  approve  of  the 
action  of  the  Government  in  spreading  seed  barley, 
and  I  believe  so  far  as  this  barley  question  is  con¬ 
cerned,  that  it  would  lie  well  for  the  Government 
to  spend  $12,000  or  $15,000  during  the  coming 
year  to  appoint  some  individual  to  bring  the  barley 
to  the  British  market,  and  have  it  thoroughly 
tested.  That  would  decide  at  once  whether  we 
could  i  aise  two-rowed  barley  for  the  English  mar¬ 
ket.  I  would  like  to  know  how  the  silo  is  succeed¬ 
ing  at  the  central  farm,  and  whether  they  have 
tried  anything  but  corn  ?  In  some  parts  they  have 
tried  oats,  peas  and  clover. 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  believe  they  have  tried  oats 
and  clover  and  mixed  feed,  but  none  of  them  has 
given  the  satisfaction  that  corn  has. 

Mr.  McMILLAN  (Huron).  Has  the  silo  been  a 
thorough  success  at  the  farm  this  season  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  \  es,  it  has  been  a  thorough 
success. 

Mr.  McMILLAN  (Huron).  I  see  in  the  report 
from  the  professor  on  dairying  that  he  believes 
ensilage  was  as  good  cut  t  wo  inches  long  as  shorter. 
The  best  silo  ensilage  I  have  ever  seen,  was  half  an 
inch.  Has  the  tuberculosis  among  the  cattle  on  the 
farm  been  eradicated  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  It  has  been  thoroughly  eradi¬ 
cated. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  W  as  an  investigation  made 
as  to  its  origin  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  Mr.  McEachern,  the  chief 
veterinary  surgeon,  was  brought  up  to  inspect  the 
cattle  and  his  instructions  were  carried  out.  The 
origin  of  it  has  not  been  ascertained  yet. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  What  breed  of  cattle  did  it 
break  out  in  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  Different  breeds,  one  Short- 
horn  and  Jersey,  and  Polled  Angus. 

Mr.  FEATHERSON.  I)o  you  remember  which 
was  the  first  affected  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  think  it  was  the  Shorthorn. 
He  had  been  on  the  farm  two  or  three  years. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  The  explanations  of  the  Mini¬ 
ster  are  very  unsatisfactory.  Nobody  could  find 
fault  with  him  because  disease  broke  out  under  the 
circumstances  mentioned,  but  I  think  it  was  his 
clear  duty  on  the  immediate  discovery  of  the  dis¬ 
ease  to  have  at  once  instituted  an  enquiry  as  to  its 
cause  and  origin.  We  are  told  now  that  this  dis¬ 
ease  manifested  itself  shortly  after  the  first  animal 
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was  affected,  and  the  inference  is  that  these  animals 
acquired  it  through  having  come  in  contact  with 
these  diseased  cattle. 

Mr.  CARLING.  Suspected  cattle  were  at  once 
isolated,  no  stock  has  been  sold  from  the  farm,  but 
some  have  been  shipped  to  the  other  farms  in  the 
?s  orth-Y\  est.  There  has  been  no  development 
of  disease  in  those  sent  away  or  in  any  of  those 
remaining. 

Mr.  FEATHERSTON.  I  remember  that  last 
year,  when  some  of  us  were  visiting  the  farm  and 
examining  cattle,  we  came  to  the  conclusion  that 
this  one  Shorthorn  bull  was  in  an  unhealthy  condi¬ 
tion,  and  we  so  reported  to  some  of  the  officials. 
He  was  slaughtered  two  weeks  after  our  visit.  My 
lion,  friend  from  South  Huron  (Mr.  McMillan)  told 
them  that  he  believed  the  animal  had  tuberculosis, 
and  I  understand  that  the  slaughter  of  the  animal 
proved  that  he  was  correct.  I  would  like  to  know 
whether  those  that  took  the  disease  were  stabled 
along  with  this  animal,  or  were  they  with  the 
milch  cattle  in  the  other  stable. 

Mr.  CARLING.  The  bulls  are  all  kept  in  a  sep¬ 
arate  building,  and  I  am  informed  that  none  of 
the  other  bulls  have  had  the  disease. 

Mr.  McMILLAN  (Huron).  I  understood  that 
two  Shorthorn  cows  also  had  it.  Were  they  pur¬ 
chased  from  the  same  herd  as  the  bull  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  One  of  them  was,  and  the 
other  was  purchased  from  another  herd  in  a  differ¬ 
ent  part  of  the  country. 

Mr.  McMILLAN  (Huron).  I  must  say  with 
respect  to  all  the  animals  besides  those  that  were 
destroyed,  that  the  greatest  care  must  be  exercised 
or  there  is  not  the  slightest  doubt  that  the  disease 
will  break  out  again.  That  animal  was  very  far 
gone  last  year,  and  I  have  heard  that  he  was  used 
as  a  breeding  animal  in  the  spring. 

To  promote  the  Dairying  Interests  of 
Canada .  $20,000 

Mr.  McMILLAN  (Huron).  There  is  a  Mr. 
Dillon  who  has  been  paid  for  services  from  the  4th 
of  May  to  the  80th  of  J  line.  What  was  he  engaged 

•  o  o 

ill  ! 

Mr.  CARLING.  As  travelling  instructor,  visit* 
ing  cheese  factories. 

Mr.  McMILLAN  (Huron).  There  were  four  or 
five  engaged  in  lecturing  and  giving  instructions  ? 
Mr.  CARLING.  Yes. 

Mr.  McMILLAN  (Huron).  Did  they  go  to  the 
factories  and  see  the  milk  manipulated  as  they 
went  around  lecturing  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  They  went  to  the  factories  and 
demonstrated  how  to  treat  the  milk. 

Mr.  McMILLAN  (Huron).  I  believe  myself 
that  is  the  most  thorough  and  most  beneficial 
method,  to  go  to  the  factories  and  creameries  and 
show  how  the  work  should  be  done.  There  is  more 
benefit  derived  from  money  expended  in  that  man¬ 
ner  than  in  any  other  Inanner  I  know  of. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  I  think  it  would  be  advanta¬ 
geous  if  the  Government  would  increase  the  vote 
for  this  purpose.  I  know  that  applications  have 
been  made  for  these  instructors  from  different  parts 
of  the  country,  and  the  Minister  refuses  to  send 
them  because  he  lias  not  the  money  to  pay  their 
expenses.  They  are  doing  a  very  valuable  work, 
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which  the  country  appreciates  arid  which  the 
farmers  want,  and  I  think  we  ought  to  supply  the 
necessary  money  to  carry  it  on  effectively. 

The  Haras  National  Co.,  for  the  use  of  6 
stallions  for  the  Experimental  Farm.  $6,000 

Mr.  McMILLAN  (Huron).  I  suppose  these 
horses  are  kept  to  improve  the  stock  of  the  country 
for  export  purposes.  Now,  we  have  heard  a  great 
deal  about  Great  Britain  being  the  best  market  for 
Canadian  horses.  I  have  examined  the  records, 
and  I  find  that  for  the  last  three  years  Great 
Britain  has  imported  only  1 ,026  horses  more  than  she 
has  exported.  I  believe  myself,  that  we  can  never 
establish  a  thoroughly  successful  trade  in  horses 
with  Great  Britain  owing  to  the  long  voyage  across 
the  Atlantic.  Germany  supplies  the  largest  num¬ 
ber  for  the  British  market,  and  Denmark  also  sup¬ 
plies  a  large  number.  Before  the  passage  of  the 
McKinley  Bill  the  United  States  imported  25,000 
horses  more  than  they  exported,  but  after  the  passage 
of  that  Bill,  that  number  has  been  reduced  to 
15,000.  The  horses  used  at  the  experimental  farm 
are  not  the  kind  to  improve  the  breed  of  the 
country,  neither  for  carriage  horses  nor  for  farm 
horses. 

Mr.  FEATHERSTON.  I  would  like  to  ask  if 
these  horses  are  eligible  to  enter  for  the  Chicago 
Exhibition  under  the  standard  regulation  there 
laid  down  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  am  not  able  to  answer  the 
hon.  gentleman’s  question. 

Committee  rose  and  reported  the  resolutions. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON  moved  the  adjournment 
of  the  House. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  and  House  adjourned  at  12.35 
a.m.  (Friday). 

HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Friday,  22nd  April,  1892. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  Three  o’clock. 
Prayers. 

FIRST  READING. 

Bill  (No.  70)  to  incorporate  the  Dominion  Millers’ 
Association.  — (*M r.  Stevenson. ) 

OFFICIAL  DEBATES. 

Mr.  DESJARDINS  (Hochelaga).  (Translation.) 
I  beg  to  move  : 

That  the  First  Report  of  the  Select  Committee  appointed 
to  supervise  the  Official  Report  of  the  Debates  of  this 
House,  during  this  session,  be  concurred  in. 

Mr.  Speaker,  in  accordance  with  the  suggestion 
of  the  Debates  Committee,  this  report  recom¬ 
mends  the  appointment  of  Mr.  Desjardins,  short¬ 
hand  writer,  to  replace  the  late  Mr.  Marceau. 

Mr.  LANGELIER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  wish  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  a  most 
important  question.  This  report,  I  understand, 
suggests  the  appointment  of  Mr.  Alphonse  Des¬ 
jardins  as  French  shorthand  writer  at  a  salary 
of  $2,000  a  year.  I  have  nothing  to  say 


against  the  gentleman  personally.  He  is  very  well 
known  in  Quebec,  is  quite  respected,  and  I  am  gure 
that,  if  all  that  is  necessary  were  to  publish  a  sum¬ 
mary  of  the  debates  of  this  House,  there  would  be 
no  question  in  reference  to  him.  The  gentleman 
referred  to  has  been  publishing  the  report  of  the 
debates  in  the  Legislative  Assembly  of  Quebec,  but 
that  was  only  a  summary  and  was  not  the  same 
thing  as  we  have  here  and  for  which  we 
pay.  In  Quebec  they  had  only  a  summary, 
and  after  each  speech  was  reported,  the  report  was 
handed  over  to  the  member  who  made  the  speech 
to  see  whether  it  was  a  fair  summary  or  not.  But 
that  is  not  what  we  want  here  or  what  we  pay  for. 
We  pay  $2,000  a  year  for  each  shorthand  writer. 
Two  thousand  dollars  for  a  session  is  a  very  big 
salary,  we  must  admit,  and  I  was  under  the  im¬ 
pression  that  Mr.  Desjardins,  although  a  very 
respectable  man  and  a  very  competent  man  to  pub¬ 
lish  a  summary  of  the  proceedings,  was  not  a  short¬ 
hand  writer.  I  did  ask  the  hon.  member  for 
Hochelaga  (Mr.  Desjardins)  if  the  committee,  or  if 
he  himself,  understanding  the  French  language, 
was  aware  whether  Mr.'  Desjardins  was  a  shorthand 
writer  or  not.  He  stated  that  he  was  relying  on 
the  hon.  member  for  Cardwell  (Mr.  White). 

Mr.  DESJARDINS  (Hochelaga).  The  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  has  twice  made  a  statement  which  is  not 
exact.  I  said  that  one  of  those  who  mentioned 
Mr.  Desjardins  as  being  qualified  was  the  hon. 
member  for  Cardwell  (Mr.  White),  but  I  said  I  had 
relied  on  several  members  who  knew  Mr.  Desjar¬ 
dins  better  than  I  did,  because  I  did  not  know  him 
or  his  ability  as  a  stenographer,  but  the  testimonies 
I  received  from  those  who  did  know  him  were  such 
that  the  committee  unanimously  thought  they  were 
justified  in  appointing  him.  As  to  the  testimony 
of  the  hon.  member  for  Cardwell  (Mr.  White),  I 
only  mentioned  him  as  one  of  the  newspaper  editors, 
who  were  supposed  to  be  an  authority  on  the  mat¬ 
ter,  and  I  did  not  confine  myself  to  that  testimony. 
Before  recommending  the  appointment  of  Mr.  Des¬ 
jardins,  the  committee  enquired  as  to  his  capacity 
and  qualifications,  and  the  conclusion  was,  from  all 
we  knew  of  him,  that  he  was  one  of  the  best  quali¬ 
fied  men  we  could  appoint. 

Mr.  LANGELIER.  I  must  say  that  that  is  not 
the  fact.  When  1  first  spoke  to  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  on  this  subject  I  was  not  quite  sure  in  refer¬ 
ence  to  Mr.  Desjardins’  qualifications,  but  I  have 
been  to  Quebec  twice  since  then,  and  have  taken 
information  from  those  who  know  him,  and  I  am 
told  that  Mr.  Desjardins  cannot  write  more  than  50 
or  60  words  a  minute,  which  is  completely  insuffi¬ 
cient  to  take  shorthand  notes  of  the  speeches  in 
this  House.  If  we  pay  $2,000  a  session  for  the 
shorthand  reporter  of  the  French  debates  in  this 
House,  we  have  the  right  to  get  the  best  work  for 
our  money,  and  there  is  no  lack  of  good  shorthand 
reporters  in  the  French  language.  There  are  some 
in  Quebec  who  can  write  easily  200 words  a  minute 
and  there  are  some  in  Montreal,  and  those  I  spoke 
to  told  me  it  was  quite  out  of  the  question  to  sup¬ 
pose  that  Mr.  Desjardins  could  do  the  shorthand 
reports  of  this  House.  If  you  want  abridged 
reports  it  is  all  right,  but  I  think  it  should  be  the 
first  duty  of  the  committee  to  ascertain  whether 
Mr.  Desjardins  is  able  to  write  at  least  150  words 
a  minute,  because  that  is  the  least  rapidity  at 
which  a  shorthand  writer  should  write  in  order  to 
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report  the  debates  of  this  House.  I  am  .informed 
that  the  committee  have  not  done  anything  of  the 
kind,  and  do  not  know7  what  he  can  write  or  what 
lie  can  do  in  that  respect.  They  simply  give  him 
a  pension  of  $2,000  a  year.  When  the  Deflates 
were  established,  it  was  never  understood  that  we 
were  to  give  a  pension  of  $2,000  a  year  to  a  friend 
of  the  Government.  I  am  told  that  the  reason 
why  more  competent  shorthand  writers  have  not 
been  appointed,  is  that  they  do  not  belong  to  the 
Government  party.  If  the  reporting  of  the  debates 
is  to  become  a  matter  of  Government  patronage, 
we  should  know  it  at  once.  In  that  case  we  might 
waste  our  money,  but  we  should  know  that  we  are 
doing  it.  I  repeat  that  the  reporting  of  the  debates 
in  French  would  lie  a  farce  if  it  were  to  be  done  by 
men  not  able  to  write  more  than  50  or  60  words  a 
minute. 

Mr.  DESAULNIERS.  (Translation.)  Should 
the  cpiestion  raised  by  the  hoik  member  for  Quebec 
Centre  (Mr.  Langelier)  have  a  good  result,  I  would 
be  much  pleased,  as  the  French  Debates  of  the 
House  of  Commons  would  gain  importance  thereby. 
I  have  known  personally  the  gentleman  newly 
appointed  to  the  staff  of  the  French  Debates,  Mr. 
Desjardins,  while  I  was  a  member  of  the  Quebec 
Legislature.  I  know  personally  that  this  gentle¬ 
man  took  down  verbatim  every  one  of  the  speeches 
pronounced  in  the  House,  although  he  was  only 
obliged  to  give  a  condensed  report  of  them.  I 
would  not  praise  him  beyond  Ids  due,  but  I  know 
a  former  member  of  the  Quebec  Assembly,  Mr. 
Gagnon,  who  while  he  was  a  Minister  in  the  Mer- 
cier  Government,  complimented  Mr.  Desjardins 
from  his  seat  in  the  House.  I  do  not  wish  to  say 
more  than  I  should.  I  do  not  like  to  weary  the 
House  with  my  speeches.  But  I  would  like  to  see 
the  French  Debates  maintained  even  at  the  cost  of 
heavy  expenditure,  if  necessary,  as  an  encourage¬ 
ment  for  those  who  dare  to  speak  French  in  this 
House.  Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  since  the  Debates 
Committee  have  chosen  a  new  stenographer,  I 
believe — and  I  am  sure  that  I  am  right — that  Mr. 
Desjardins  will  be  able  to  do  justice  to  those 
w7ho  will  have  the  courage  to  speak  French  in  this 
House.  I  believe  he  will  be  able  to  take  down 
verbatim  every  word  they  say.  I  wish  to  add  a 
word  with  regard  to  the  French  translation  of  the 
Debates.  As  well  as  his  colleagues,  the  chief  trans¬ 
lator,  Mr.  Beaulieu,  has  a  driving  task  which 
knows  no  respite.  Has  not  the  House  of  Commons 
the  means  of  paying,  for  the  French  Debates,  offi¬ 
cers  who  should  not  be  overburdened  and  wrho 
should  not  each  one  have  to  do  the  wrork  of  seyeral 
men?  I  speak  in  French.  I  express  my  opinion. 
I  am  not  an  orator,  but  as  to  the  Debates,  if  the 
House  wants  them,  let  us  have  them  translated.  It 
is  a  step  in  the  right  direction  to  adopt  the  report 
of  the  Debates  Committee.  If  wre  must  speak 
English  and  cease  enjoying  the  privilege  granted 
us  by  the  constitution  of  using  our  mother  tongue, 
let  us  know  it,  and  we  may  then  do  w7ell  to  abolish 
the  Hansard  altogether,  both  English  and  French. 

Sir  ADOLPHE  CARON.  I  fully  agree  w  ith  the 
hon.  member  for  Quebec  Centre  (Mr.  Langelier)  in 
his  statement  that  we  should  have  the  very  best 
shorthand  writers  to  report  the  speeches  which  are 
pronounced  in  French  in  this  House,  and  I  am  quite 
certain  that  the  committee  wrho  have  charge  of  this 
Mr.  Langelier. 


important  branch  of  the  service  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  would  not  have  undertaken  to  select  Mr. 
Desjardins  or  any  other  gentleman  to  report  the 
speeches  which  are  delivered  in  French  without 
taking  the  necessary  information  and  getting  the 
recommendations  which  were  considered  to  be  suffi¬ 
cient  as  to  his  qualifications  as  a  shorthand  writer. 
I  am  told  by  members  of  that  committee  that  the 
hon.  member  for  Cardwell  (Mr.  White)  who,  as  we 
all  know,  has  vast  experience  in  these  matters,  has 
gone  to  the  trouble  of  ascertaining  for  himself  the 
qualifications  of  Mr.  Desjardins,  and  I  am  informed 
that  from  the  information  he  has  received,  he  is 
fully  convinced  that  Mr.  Desjardins  is  quite  com¬ 
petent  to  fill  the  position  which  the  committee  have 
assigned  to  him.  I  am,  moreover,  informed  that 
Mr.  Desjardins,  during  the  ten  years  that 
lie  practised  stenography  in  the  Local  House 
of  Quebec,  took  down  verbatim  in  shorthand  every 
word  of  every  speech  delivered  by  any  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  who  spoke  in  the  Legislative  Assembly,  but  his 
means  of  publishing  the  so-called  Quebec  Legislative 
Hansard  were  very  limited  indeed.  He  had  to 
rely  upon  his  own  means  to  publish  the  report  of 
the  speeches  as  they  appeared,  or  as  they  w7ere 
reported  in  the  Legislature  of  the  Province  of 
Quebec.  Then  from  the  full  notes  which  he  had 
taken  in  shorthand  he  made  a  resume  or  synopsis 
of  the  speeches  which  had  been  delivered,  reserv¬ 
ing  to  himself  the  discretion  of  publishing  in 
extenso  only  the  most  important  of  those  speeches. 
Nowr,  I  am  quite  certain  that  Mr.  Desjardins,  from 
all  the  information  which  I  have  been  able  to  col¬ 
lect,  is  fully  competent  to  perform  the  duties 
which  have  been  assigned  to  him,  and  that  he  will 
do  justice  to  the  position  in  which  he  has  been 
placed.  I  have  no  doubt  that  all  the  gentlemen 
who  compose  that  committee,  and  wTho  attach  just 
as  much  importance  to  the  correct  publication  of 
the  speeches  delivered  in  French  as  of  the  speeches 
delivered  in  English,  have  taken  pains  to  satisfy 
themselves  that  Mr.  Desjardins  is  just  as  well 
qualified  to  report  French  speeches  as  the  English 
reporters  are  qualified  to  report  English  speeches. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  The  fact  that  Mr.  Desjardins 
has  been  selected  by  the  committee  is  hardly 
evidence  of  his  competency,  if  we  may  judge  by  the 
remarks  of  the  hon.  member  for  St.  Maurice  (Mr. 
Desaulniers).  The  hon.  member  for  St.  Maurice 
has  referred  to  the  translators  who  also  are 
appointed  by  the  same  committee,  and  I  under¬ 
stand  him  to  say  that  the  work  of'  translation  is 
done,  not  by  these  seven  or  eight  men  who  com¬ 
pose  the  staff,  but  by  two  men  alone,  inferring 
thereby  that  these  two  men  might  be  competent 
and  that  the  others  w7ere  not  so.  As  to  the  qualifi¬ 
cations  of  Mr.  Desjardins  I  have  nothing  to  say, 
because  I  have  no  knowledge,  but  we  cannot 
attach  much  weight  to  the  argument  of  the  Post¬ 
master  General  who  says,  that  because  he  has  been 
selected  by  the  same  committee  who  selected  the 
translators  he  must  therefore  be  competent,  in  view7 
of  the  statement  made  by  the  hon.  member  for  St. 
Maurice.  I  have  been  disposed  to  approve  of  the 
nomination  of  Mr.  Desjardins,  because  I  under¬ 
stood  that  the  president  of  the  committee  had  per¬ 
sonally  satisfied  himself  of  his  qualifications.  I 
understand  now7,  howrever,  that  he  recommends 
him  without  having  taken  the  trouble  to  enquire 
personally  into  his  qualifications. 


1469 


[APBIL  22,  1892.] 


1470 


Mr.  DESJ  ARDINS  (Hochelaga).  I  have  enquired 
into  the  qualifications  of  Mr.  Desjardins  since  objec¬ 
tion  was  raised  by  the  hon.  member  for  Quebec 
(Mr.  Langelier),  and  from  the  testimonies  I  have 
received  I  have  no  doubt  that  he  is  well  qualified. 

Mr. LANGELIER.  From  whom  did  you  receive 
the  testimonies  ? 

Mr.  DESJARDINS  (Hochelaga).  From  several 
members  of  the  Local  Legislature  who  have  seen  him 
at  work.  Since  that  time  he  has  been  practising 
stenography,  and  from  all  the  information  I  can 
gather  he  is  well  qualified.  I  do  not  know  how  to 
t  tke  any  better  means  of  judging  his  fitness. 

Mr.  LANGELIER.  How  many  words  a  minute 
can  he  write  ? 

Mr.  DESJARDINS  (Hochelaga).  I  know  he  can 
write  fast  enough  to  perform  the  work  satisfactorily, 

Mr.  LAURIER.  It  would  have  been  a  very 
simple  matter  to  test  him  before  the  committee. 

Mr.  DESJARDINS  (Hochelaga).  I  think  the 
testimonies  we  received  from  those  who  have  seen 
him  at  work.,  are  worth  as  much  as  that  of  the 
member  for  Quebec  West  who  knows  nothingabout 
Mr.  Desjardins’s  qualifications  except  from  hearsay. 

Mr.  CHOQUETTE.  (Translation.)  There  would 
be  a  very  easy  way  of  settling  this  question.  Per¬ 
sonally  1  have  not  the  slightest  objection  to  Mr. 
Desjardins  ;  but,  as  well  as  the  hon.  member  for 
Quebec  Centre  (Mr.  Langelier)  I  also  have  gone 
down  to  Quebec  since  the  report  was  presented  to 
the  House,  and  have  heard  several  people  speak  of 
Mr.  Desjardins.  Quebec  lawyers  and  stenographers 
told  me  that  he  could  not  take  down  one  hundred 
words  a  minute.  Now,  if  he  does  not  write  one 
hundred  words  a  minute  he  is  hardly  capable  of 
taking  down  evidence  in  a  court  of  justice,  much 
less  is  he  able  to  take  down  the  debates  in  this 
House.  As  I  said  in  the  beginning,  I  have  no 
objection  to  his  appointment,  but  I  think  a  way 
of  solving  the  difficulty  would  be  to  submit  him  to 
an  examination.  If  he  should  not  prove  competent 
let  him  not  be  appointed  ;  if  he  be  so,  then 
appoint  him.  As  to  what  the  hon.  member  for 
St.  Maurice  (Mr.  Desaulniers)  said  of  the  French 
Debates,  lie  is  perfectly  right.  I  am  ready  to  vote 
for  the  complete  abolition  of  the  Hansard  in  both 
languages. 

Mr.  DESAULNIERS.  (Translation.)  I  have  a 
personal  knowledge  of  Mr.  Desjardins’s  compet¬ 
ency,  and  during  the  nine  years  that  I  have  been 
a  member  of  the  Quebec  Legislature,  I  know  that 
this  gentleman  took  down  all  the  speeches  verbatim 
As  to  my  other  remarks  concerning  the  French 
translators  of  the  Debates,  I  would  not  say  that 
they  are  unable  to  fulfil  the  duties  of  their  posi¬ 
tion,  for  I  know  some  of  them  who  are  excellent 
translators  ;  but  I  maintain  that  several  of  them, 
among  others,  the  chief,  Mr.  Beaulieu,  have  a  task 
beyond  their  strength,  and  surely  this  is  not 
justice. 

Motion  agreed  to  on  division. 

INLAND  REVENUE  ACT  AMENDMENTS. 

Mr.  COSTIGAN  moved  for  leave  to  introduce 
Bill  (No.  71)  further  to  amend  the  Inland  Revenue 
Act.  He  said  :  The  first  section  of  this  Act  amends 
section  7  of  the  present  Act.  The  present  Act  is 
applicable  to  all  parts  of  the  Dominion  except  the 
North-West  Territories  and  the  District  of  Kee- 


watin.  We  propose  to  change  that,  and  the 
amended  law  will  be  applicable  to  all  parts  of  Can¬ 
ada  except  Keewatin,  the  North-West  Territories 
coming  under  the  provision  of  the  license  system. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  What  part  of  the  Act  ? 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  The  whole  Act.  There  is  a 
proviso  as  follows  : — 

“Provided  further,  that  the  Minister  of  Inland  Rev¬ 
enue  may,  where  for  any  reason  he  deems  it  in  the  public 
interest  to  do  so,  refuse  to  issue  any  license  authorized  by 
this  Act.” 

The  present  Act  provides  that  all  parties  applying 
for  a  license,  who  have  complied  with  the  rules  laid 
down, can  insist  upon  getting  a  license.  Itwas  thought 
in  the  interest  of  the  revenue  that  the  Minister 
should  have  power  to  refuse  a  license, — for  instance, 
when  the  applicant  had  already  forfeited  a  license 
for  violating  the  law.  Then  there  is  a  change  in 
section  5  of  the  Act  of  1891 ,  with  regard  to  the  bot¬ 
tling  of  spirits.  That  Act  restricts  the  bottler  as  to 
what  he  may  put  upon  the  bottle.  We  find  it 
necessary  to  go  further  and  to  make  it  obligatory 
that  he  shall  put  upon  the  bottle  the  name  and  ad¬ 
dress  of  the  bottler.  The  other  change  is  with 
respect  to  section  *274  of  the  Inland  Revenue  Act, 
regarding  the  manufacture  of  cigars.  As  the  law 
now  stands  cigars  may  be  manufactured  in  packages 
of  three  or  six  or  upwards.  It  is  proposed  to  change 
the  law  in  this  respect,  and  declare  that  while 
cigars  may  be  put  up  in  packages  of  three  or  six  or 
more,  they  shall  not  be  sold  from  the  factory  in  lots 
of  less  than  100.  The  reason  for  this  change  is  that 
the  extension  of  the  privilege  under  the  present  law 
has  enabled  manufacturers  to  do  a  retail  business. 
These  are  all  the  changes  in  the  Bill. 

v  Motion  agreed  to,  and  Bill  read  the  first  time. 

MESSAGE  FROM  HIS  EXCELLENCY. 

Mr.  FOSTER  presented  a  Message  from  His  Ex¬ 
cellency  the  Governor  General. 

Mr.  SPEAKER  read  the  Message,  as  follows  : — 
Stanley  of  Preston. 

The  Governor  General  transmits  to  the  House  of  Com¬ 
mons,  a  copy  of  a  despatch  which  he  has  received  from 
the  Right  Honourable  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colo¬ 
nies  in  reply  to  an  Address  to  Her  Majesty  praying  that 
Her  Majesty  would  take  such  steps  as  might  be  necessary 
to  denounce  and  terminate  the  provisions  contained  in 
the  most-favoured-nation  clauses  of  the  Treaties  with  the 
German  Zollverein  and  the  Kingdom  of  Belgium. 

Government  House. 

Ottawa,  21st  April,  1892. 

( Copy .) 

Canada— General. 

Lord  Knutsford  to  Lord  Stanley  of  Preston. 

Downing  Street,  2nd  April,  1892. 

My  Loro, — I  have  the  honour  to  inform  you  that  Her 
Majesty’s  Government  have  given  very  careful  considera¬ 
tion  to  your  despatch,  No.  276.  of  the  22nd  October,  1891 , 
in  which  you  transmitted  an  Address  to  Her  Majesty  fx-oin 
the  Senate  and  House  of  Commons  of  Canada  in  Parliament 
assembled,  praying  that  Her  Majesty  would  take  such 
steps  as  might  be  necessary  to  denounce  and  terminate 
the  provisions  referred  to  (in  the  Address)  in  the  Treaties 
with  the  German  Zollverein  and  the  Kingdom  of  Belgium. 

2.  I  duly  laid  the  Address  before  Her  Majesty,  who  was 
pleased  to  receive  it  very  graciously,  and  to  command 
that  it  should  be  referred  to  the  Departments  of  Her 
Majesty’s  Government  which  are  concerned  with  the 
subject-matter.  This  has  been  done,  and  it  is  now  my 
duty  to  communicate  to  you  the  following  reply  : — 

3.  The  two  clauses  referred  to  are  Article  XV  in  the 
Anglo-Belgium  Treaty,  and  Article  VII  in  the  Anglo- 
Zollverein  Treaty,  and  the  undoubted  effect  of  these  two 
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clauses  is  to  prevent  lower  duties  being  charged  in  British 
Colonies  on  tne  importation  of  goods  the  produce  of  the 
United  Kingdom,  than  are  charged  on  similar  goods  the 
produce  of  Belgium  or  Germany.  Moreover,  under  the 
most-favoured-nation  clause  contained  in  most  of  the 
treaties  in  force  between  Great  Britain  and  foreign  states, 
this  privilege  which  is  enjoyed  by  Belgium  and  German 
goods  in  the  British  Colonies,  is  extended  to  the  goods  of 
all  the  various  countries  parties  to  those  treaties. 

4.  The  Parliament  of  Canada  desires  the  abrogation  of 
these  clauses  on  the  grounds,  amongst  others,  that  they 
are  incompatible  with  the  rights  and  powers  subsequently 
conferred  by  the  British  North  America  Act  upon  the 
Parliament  of  Canada  for  the  regulation  of  the  trade  and 
commerce  of  the  Dominion,  and  that  their  continuance  in 
force  tends  to  produce  complications  and  embarrassments 
in  such  an  Empire  as  that  under  the  rule  of  Her  Majesty, 
wherein  the  self-governing  colonies  are  recognized  as 
possessing  the  right  to  define  their  respective  fiscal  rela¬ 
tions  to  all  foreign  nations,  to  the  Mother  country  and  to 
each  other 

5.  In  so  far  as  the  right  here  claimed  consists  in  fixing 

rates  of  customs  duties  applying  equally  to  all  foreign  na¬ 
tions,  the  Mother  country,  and  the  British  Colonies,  Her 
Majesty’s  Government  do  not  contest  the  statement.  But 
if  the  statement  is  to  be  taken  as  extending  to  a  claim  of 
right  to  establish  discriminating  treatment  between  dif¬ 
ferent  foreign  nations  or  against  the  Mother  country  or  in 
favour  of  particular  colonies,  Her  Majesty’s  Government 
are  obliged  to  point  out  that  the  claim  is  stated  too 
broadly  ;  for  no  such  general  right  has  hitherto  been  re- 
cognized,norisitclearthatit  would  be  admitted  by  foreign 
countries.  , 

6.  It  is  unnecessary  now  to  examine  the  question  whether 
a  self-governing  colony  is  capable,  with  the  assistance  of 
Her  Ma  jesty’s  Government  and  by  negotiation  in  the  usual 
diplomatic  course, to  enter  into  special  fiscal  arrangements 
with  a  particular  foreign  state,  or  the  question  whether 
such  a  colony  is  competent  without  imperial  legislation, 
similar  to  the  “  Australian  Colonies  Customs  Duties  Act, 
1872, ’’to  grant  discriminating  duties  in  favour  of  particular 
colonies.  For  these  questions,  important  as  they  are,  may 
be  dealt  with  independently  of  the  Anglo-Belgian  and 
Anglo-Zollverein  Treaties,  to  which  the  Address  of  the 
Canadian  Parliament  specifically  relates. 

7.  I  have  to  point  out  that  the  denunciation  of  these 
two  Treaties  would  not  of  itself  confer  upon  the  Dominion 
the  freedom  in  fiscal  matters  which  it  desires  to  obtain, 
and  I  am  disposed  to  doubt  whether  the  extensive  changeg 
that  would  have  to  be  made  have  been  fully  realized 
in  putting  forward  this  proposal. 

8.  Many  of  the  Commercial  Treaties  entered  into  by 
this  country  contain  most-favoured-nation  clauses,  and 
these  Treaties  apply  in  many  instances  to  the  Mother 
country  and  to  all  the  colonies.  In  order,  therefore,  to 
confer  upon  the  Dominion  complete  freedom  in  its  nego¬ 
tiations  with  foreign  powers  it  would  be  necessary  to 
revise  very  extensively  the  existing  Commercial  Treaties 
of  the  British  Empire,  and  a  great  break  up  of  existing 
commercial  relations,  of  which  Canada  now  enjoys  the 
benefit,  is  involved  in  the  suggestion. 

9.  Within  the  last  year  the  system  of  Central  European 
Tariff  Treaties  has  been  inaugurated,  and  under  that  sys¬ 
tem  it  is  more  important  than  ever  that  this  country 
should  not  lose  the  benefit  of  the  clauses  in  the  Belgian 
and  Zollverein  Treaties  which  secure  most-favoured¬ 
nation  treatment  in  tariff  matters  to  British  produce  and 
manufactures,  including  the  produce  and  manufactures 
of  Canada  and  the  Colonies  generally, — clauses  which  it 
might  be  difficult  to  secure  in  any  new  convention. 

10.  It  should  be  borne  in  mind  that  the  Dominion  of 
Canada  has  already  a  trade  of  some  importance  with  Cen¬ 
tral  Europe.  Taking  Germany  alone,  imports  into  Canada 
reached  more  than  three  quarters  of  a  million  sterling  in 
1890  ;  exports  to  Germany  had  increased  from  a  very  small 
amount  to  £100,000.  This  export  trade  includes  cereals, 
meat  and  cheese ;  and  in  all  these  articles  considerable 
reductions  of  duty  are  made  by  the  new  treaties. 

11.  For  these  reasons,  which  I  feel  sure  will  commend 
themselves  to  the  Parliament  of  Canada,  Her  Majesty’s 
Government  have  felt  themselves  unable  to  advise  Her 
Majesty  to  comply  with  the  prayer  of  the  Address  which 
you  have  transmitted  for  submission  to  Her  Majesty. 

I  have,  Ac., 

(Sgd.)  KNUTSFORD. 

Governor  General, 

Ac.,  &c. 

PRINCE  EDWARD  ISLAND  TUNNEL. 

Mr.  PERRY.  Before  the  Orders  of  the  Day  are 
called,  I  wish  to  draw  the  attention  of  the  Minister 
Mr.  Speaker. 


of  Finance  to  the  fact  that  the  papers  which  the 
House  ordered  to  be  brought  down  with  respect  to 
the  Prince  Edward  Island  tunnel  have  not  yet  been 
laid  on  the  Table.  The  Minister  said  they  /would 
be  brought  down  at  an  early  period,  and  that  the 
proper  time  to  discuss  the  question  was  on  the  Esti¬ 
mates.  So  far  they  have  not  been  brought  down 
and  I  have  heard  nothing  of  them,  and  I  must  ad¬ 
mit  that  I  am  desperately  afraid  the  session  will 
slip  away  before  the  hon.  gentleman  will  fulfil  his 
promise.  Does  he  actually  intend  to  bring  down 
the  papers  or  not  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  have  no  hesitation  in  saying 
that  I  intend  to  bring  them  down.  They  will  be 
down  to-morrow  or  the  next  day. 

FISHING  VESSELS  OF  THE  UNITED 

STATES. 

House  resolved  itself  into  Committee  on  Bill 
(No.  11)  respecting  fishing  vessels  of  the  United 
States  of  America. 

(In  the  Commiti.ee.) 

On  section  1, 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  I  should  like  the  lion, 
gentleman  to  state  whether  the  introduction  of  this 
Bill  in  a  permanent  form  is  the  result  of  any  con¬ 
versation  that  took  place  between  the  Canadian 
delegates  and  the  Secretary  of  State  at  Washington, 

Mr.  TUPPER.  None  whatever.  It  had  no 
reference  whatever  to  this. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  The  hon.  gentleman 
has  no  other  object,  in  introducing  the  Bill,  than 
that  of  saving  the  trouble  of  introducing  it  year  by 
year  ? 

Mr.  TUPPER.  As  I  explained  to  the  House 
before. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  The  hon.  gentleman  wil 
recollect  that  when  the  Bill  was  first  introduced 
very  strong  assurances  were  given  to  the  House 
that  the  Bill  introduced  would  be  of  a  temporary 
character.  I  am  the  more  induced  to  recall  this 
assurance  because  of  the  statements  which  were 
made  in  the  early  period  of  those  troubles  arising 
out  of  the  application  of  the  United  States  to  have 
the  right  of  transhipment  and  purchase  of  bait. 
The  hon.  gentleman  will  very  well  recollect  that  it 
was  then  intimated  by  the  present  leader  .of  the 
House,  and  by  the  present  Minister  of  Finance, 
who  at  the  time  was  Minister  of  Marine  and 
Fisheries,  that  if  we  permitted  those  privileges  to 
be  conceded  to  the  United  States  fishermen,  it 
would  be  practically  surrendering  the  whole 
question,  that  it  would  be  giving  them  a  basis  of 
supplies,  and  if  we  permitted  them  to  make  our 
ports  the  basis  from  which  they  could  carry  on  the 
fisheries,  we  would  be  practically  surrendering  to 
them  the  whole  fisheries  question.  I  did  not  share 
in  the  views  which  hon.  gentlemen  then  advanced, 
but  I  should  like  to  have  had  a  more  formal  recan¬ 
tation  of  that  prophecy  so  made  by  themselves  on 
that  occasion,  when  they  are  now  practically  con¬ 
ceding  in  permanent  form  all  that  which  they  de¬ 
clared  that  time  would,  if  granted,  prove  ruinous 
to  our  fishing  interests.  I  notice  also  that  the 
leader  of  the  House  stated  a  short  time  ago,  if  I 
caught  his  remarks  aright,  that  the  amount  we 
receive  from  those  licenses  almost  equalled  the 
expenditure  in  that  respect.  My  curiosity  was  so 
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much  excited  that  I  looked  up  the  question  in  the 
Public  Accounts,  and  I  found,  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
that  we  received  $9,000  in  1891. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  $14,080  for  1890.  It  amounted 
to  $9,000  or  $10,000  last  year. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  The  amount  shown  in 
the  Public  Accounts  as  received  for  licenses  under 
the  modus  vivendi  is  $9,877.  It  is  quite  evident  to 
the  House  and  the  country  that  this  sum  falls  im¬ 
measurably  short  of  the  expenditure  in  that  regard, 
and,  therefore,  the  statement  of  the  leader  of  the 
House  I  take  this  occasion  of  rectifying,  so  that 
there  may  not  be  any  misapprehension  on  our  part. 
If  the  assumption  on  which  he  based  the  celebrated 
despatch  some  years  ago  is  correct,  and  on  which  it 
was  contended  that  this  concession  would  amount 
practically  to  a  surrender  of  the  whole  of  our 
fishery  rights,  we  stand  in  this  pitiable  position  : 
that  to-day  we  are  passing  a  Bill  permanently  to 
provide  for  those  concessions  for  a  sum  of  $8,000, 
$9,000or$10,000annually,  and  that,  if  the  statements 
of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  are  to  be  accepted  as 
true,  we  are  giving  the  Americans  practically  the 
whole  fisheries  of  the  North  American  continent. 
I  myself  took  occasion  to  object  to  these  statements 
at  the  time  because  I  thought  they  Avere  exag¬ 
gerated  and  far-fetched,  and  not  consistent  with 
exact  facts  ;  but  I  take  this  opportunity  of  recall¬ 
ing  that  to  the  House  and  to  the  country,  so  that  it 
may  be  known  what  we  are  doing  in  this  respect. 

Mr.  O’BRIEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  when  this  Bill  was 
introduced  for  second  reading  objection  was  taken 
on  the  other  side  of  the  House  to  the  proposal  to 
enact  this  law  so  as  to  make  its  operation 
dependent  upon  an  Order  in  Council.  I  fully 
sympathized  with  the  objection  that  was  then 
taken,  and  I  think  it  is  an  unfortunate  thing 
that  this  House  should  delegate  such  an  important 
power  to  any  Governor  in  Council,  or  to  any 
Government  that  may  be  in  power  in  this  coun¬ 
try.  It  seems  to  me  that  a  matter  of  such 
great  importance  as  this  should  not  pass  out  of  the 
control  of  Parliament.  1  think  that  this  House 
should  have  an  opportunity  of  expressing  its  opinion 
at  least  once  a  year,  as  to  whether  this  important 
concession  should  or  should  not  be  renewed.  I 
think  there  is  a  tendency  in  all  our  legislation  to 
have  a  great  deal  too  much  Government  by  Order 
in  Council,  and  this  Bill  is  carrying  the  principle 
to  a  much  greater  extent  than  it  has  been  carried 
on  any  previous  occasion.  Not  only  that,  Sir,  but 
it  does  seem  to  me  that  an  Act  of  this  kind  is  to  a 
great  extent  establishing  a  precedent  which  we 
may  find  it  much  more  difficult  hereafter  to  set 
aside.  So  long  as  we  pass  this  Bill  every 
year,  so  long  as  the  consent  of  Parliament 
representing  the  country  is  required  for 
this  concession,  the  country  and  the  House 
knows  what  is  being  done,  and  no  precedent  is  laid 
down  and  no  vested  right  established.  If  we  pass 
a  Bill  of  the  kind  now  before  the  House,  making  it 
so  far  as  this  House  is  concerned  a  permanent  con¬ 
cession,  I  believe  we  are  making  a  great  mistake, 
not  only  as  regards  our  own  constitutional  rights, 
but  also  as  regards  this  very  important  concession 
to  the  United  States.  I  am  sorry  that  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  are  proceeding  with  this  Bill  in  the  form 
in  which  it  was  originally  introduced,  because  I 
believe  that  the  objection  is  well  founded  on  both 
the  grounds  I  have  stated,  and  it  is  one  which 
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ought  to  prevail.  Of  course,  if  the  Government  are 
determined  to  proceed  with  the  Bill  in  its  present 
shape,  I  suppose  that  anything  which  I,  or  any 
member  of  the  House  may  say,  will  have  very 
little  effect.  I  for  one  do  protest  most  strongly 
against  giving  a  concession  of  this  kind  to  the  geny, 
tiemen  who  may  sit  on  the  Treasury  benches  in 
such  an  important  matter  as  this,  and  I  also  protest 
against  doing  what  I  think  may  fairly  be  consid¬ 
ered  as  giving  a  colour  to  the  establishment  of  a 
vested  right,  in  a  matter  which  we  have  always 
proclaimed  and  held  to  be  a  special  privilege  of 
our  own. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  There  is,  I  submit,  an  entire  mis 
conception  of  this  measure  and  its  object,  and  I  say 
that  in  view  of  the  remarks  which  have  just  been 
addressed  to  the  committee.  The  hon.  member  for 
Queen’s  (Mr.  Davies)  has  alluded  to  this  as  involv¬ 
ing  a  permanent  concession.  That  I  consider  an 
extraordinarily  strained  view  to  take  of  the  Bill 
before  the  House.  So  far  from  being  a  permanent 
measure  or  constituting  a  permanent  concession, 
the  preamble  of  the  Bill  and  its  language  shows 
that  it  is  simply  vesting  in  the  Governor  in  Council 
in  any  year,  that  which  Parliament  has  authorized 
them  to  do  without  objection  or  division  for  two 
or  three  years,  on  the  mere  statement  that  for  state 
reasons  it  was  deemed  expedient  to  grant  this.  It 
might  appear  from  the  remarks  of  hon.  gentlemen 
that  this  was  an  extraordinary  request  to  make  to 
Parliament,  but  I  may  mention  as  it  comes  to  my 
mind  at  the  moment,  a  case  in  point  in  the  English 
Parliament  ;  a  Parliament  which  is  just  as  jealous 
of  its  right  as  distinguished  from  the  rights  of  the 
Crown  as  any  Parliament  can  be.  Last  year,  with¬ 
out  any  hesitation,  the  Imperial  Government  obtain¬ 
ed  from  Parliament  the  authority,  in  the 
Behring  Sea  matter  in  which  this  country 
was  interested,  to  take  a  certain  position  under 
an  Order  in  Council,  not  merely  for  one  year, 
but  to  continue  it  if  they  thought  fit  by  Order 
in  Council.  That  Avas  the  institution  of  what  is 
knoAvn  as  the  modus  vivendi  in  Behring  Sea.  The 
Order  in  Council  passed,  as  we  know,  limiting  that 
until  1st  May,'  but  now,  without  consulting  the 
Imperial  Parliament  at  all,  the  English  Govern¬ 
ment  by  Order  in  Council  may  further  continue 
that  arrangement.  Incidentally,  the  Government 
of  this  country  is  placed  in  the  position  of  assuming 
in  the  interests  of  Canada,  in  connection  with  the 
administration  of  a  most  delicate  trust,  the  pro¬ 
tection  of  the  fisheries,  the  adoption  of  a  certain 
policy  from  time  to  time.  The  Government  has 
stated,  when  asking  for  this  power,  that  forobvious 
reasons  it  is  far  better  that  there  shall  be  power  to 
take  the  position  which  Parliament  has  assented  to 
in  the  past,  without  coming  to  Parliament  and  ex¬ 
plaining  exactly  the  reasons.  I  again  submit  that 
the  control  of  Parliament  is  in  no  way  interfered 
with.  This  power  of  the  Governor  in  Council  is; 
not  for  all  time  to  come  to  adopt  any  policy 
or  to  commit  Parliament  to  that  policy.  It 
has  only  power  to  introduce  a  certain  policy 
in  reference  to  our  relations  Avith  the  United  States, 
in  the  protection  of  the  Atlantic  fisheries  for  a  year 
and  for  no  more.  If  Parliament  comes  to  the 
conclusion,  or  if  the  public  opinion  of  the  country 
is  so  shaped  that  there  is  objection  to  the  continu¬ 
ation  of  that  policjq  there  is  nothing  in  the  adop¬ 
tion  of  this  Bill  that  fetters  the  action  of  Parlia- 
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meat,  because  Parliament  can  say  at  any  time  that 
there  should  be  or  should  not  be  a  renewal  of  the 
relations.  Let  me  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  the  fact  that  the  papers  laid  on  the  Table  of  the 
House  show  that  we  are  in  the  very  midst  of  nego¬ 
tiations  on  very  important  subjects  with  the  United 
States  Administration,  some  of  which  relate  to 
the  fisheries,  and  if  there  were  a  reason  before, 
there  is  just  as  strong  a  reason  now  for  bringing  into 
force  the  policy  that  has  been  adopted,  and  without 
any  injury  to  the  interests  which  are  concerned  in 
this  matter. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  I  submit  that  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  has  given  no  satisfactory  reason  for  asking  the 
House  to  depart  from  the  policy  which  we  have 
hitherto  pursued  with  regard  to  this  matter.  I 
would  remind  the  hon.  gentleman  that  this  Act 
which  we  have  passed  annually,  is  in  consequence 
of  an  abnormal  state  of  things  existing  between 
Canada  and  the  United  States.  After  the  failure 
of  the  Washington  Treaty  in  1888,  it  was  deemed 
advisable  to  adopt  the  modus  vivendi  which  was 
suggested  by  the  British  Commissioners,  and  ac¬ 
cepted  by  the  American  Commissioners  ;  and  from 
year  to  year  afterwards  we  have  renewed  that 
privilege.  Now,  we  do  that  simply  because  we 
are  satisfied,  until  our  present  relations  with  the 
United  States  with  regard  to  the  fisheries  are  re¬ 
vised,  to  relinquish  some  of  the  privileges  which 
we  enjoy  under  the  Convention  of  1818.  For  my 
part,  while  I  am  desirous  of  maintaining  the  most 
friendly  relations  possible  with  the  United  States, 
and  of  seeing  this  Act  continued  every  year,  I 
object  very  strongly  to  giving  the  Government 
power  to  issue  the  licenses  as  a  permanent  part  of 
our  policy.  I  think  it  is  right  and  proper  that  the 
American  fishermen  shoidd  understand  that  it  is 
after  all  a  privilege  which  we  grant,  and  not  a 
right. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  Then,  if  you  authorise  the 
Government  every  year  to  give  that  privilege - 

Mr.  TUPPER.  The  preamble  says  that  we 
simply  grant  the  privilege  when  it  may  be  expe¬ 
dient. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  Then,  if  it  ceases  to  be  expe¬ 
dient,  the  Government  will  have  to  come  back 
with  a  Bill  to  repeal  the  law  which  will  be  on  the 
Statute-book,  whereas  by  continuing  the  system 
which  has  hitherto  prevailed,  of  having  annually  an 
Act  on  this  subject,  the  American  fishermen  will 
understand  that  the  privilege  is  one  for  which 
application  must  be  made  every  year  to  the  Govern¬ 
ment  and  people  of  Canada.  To  depart  as  far  as  is 
proposed  by  the  Bill  is,  I  think,  almost  equal  to 
renouncing  the  privileges  of  the  Convention  of  1818. 
I  do  not  say  that  it  would  not  be  wise  to  revise 
that  convention  ;  I  think  it  would  be  ;  but  since 
we  have  not  done  that,  and  the  two  countries  are 
not  agreed  to  reconsider  the  Convention  of  1818,  I 
think,  in  the  interest  of  policy  and  the  protection* 
of  our  own  rights,  we  had  better  continue  the 
system  of  having  an  annual  Act,  instead  of  adopting 
this  measure. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  Iam  sorry  that  my 
hon.  friend  from  Muskoka  (Mr.  O’Brien)  should 
suppose  that  the  Government  is  entirely  proof 
against  the  force  of  any  suggestions  that  may  be 
made  for  the  improvement  of  the  Bill.  I  presume 
Mr.  Tupper. 


that  any  political  feeling  that  existed  in  regard  to 
this  question  at  any  time  is  now  gone  from  it,  and 
I  am  sure  that  we  should  be  very  glad  to  accept 
any  sound  suggestion  for  the  improvement  of  the 
measure,  and  for  making  our  relations  with  foreign 
fishermen  on  the  fishing  grounds  more  agreeable  and 
peaceful  than  they  are,  at  the  same  time  preserving 
our  rights  as  fully  as  we  can.  I  do  not  see,  how¬ 
ever,  I  confess,  that  my  hon.  friend’s  objection  to 
the  Bill,  o*n  the  ground  that  it  is  legislating  by 
Order  in  Council,  is  a  very  strong  one.  I  can  un¬ 
derstand  the  force  of  that  objection,  and  I  am 
disposed  to  defer  to  it  very  often  when  the  sub¬ 
stance  of  an  enactment  is  proposed  to  be  framed  by 
the  Governor  in  Council.  Various  considerations 
may  govern  such  a  proposal.  Occasionally  we 
find  that  an  enactment  requires  more  precision 
than  is  possible  for  the  House  at  the  time  ^technical 
information  may  be  required  ;  and  upon  these 
grounds  it  may  be  that  Parliament  prefers  to  leave 
the  adoption  of  the  precise  form  of  the  enactment 
to  the  Governor  in  Council,  who  may  be  advised 
on  it  from  time  to  time  by  officers  tech¬ 
nically  qualified.  It  may  be  that  from  time 
to  time  elasticity  is  required — that  an  Act  re¬ 
quires  to  be  applied  to  certain  subjects  or  not 
applied  to  certain  subjects,  and  that  the  best 
means  of  securing  flexibility  is  by  leaving  the  Act 
to  be  brought  into  force  or  curtailed  by  Order  in 
Council.  But  with  regard  to  this  Bill,  the  committee 
will  see  that  all  the  provisions  to  be  brought  into 
force  are  contained  in  the  Bill  itself.  It  is  simply 
left  to  the  Governor  in  Council  to  say  whether 
from  year  to  year  the  status  shall  be  continued. 
We  are  not  fixing  the  terms  of  the  enactment  by 
Order  in  Council ;  the  terms  are  fixed  by  this 
House  ;  and  there  is  simply  power  given  to  the 
Governor  in  Council  to  say  whether  those  terms 
shall  be  continued  from  one  year  to  another  with¬ 
out  coming  to  Parliament  for  a  special  enactment. 
Now,  there  is,  I  submit,  good  reason  for  that — the 
reason  that  was  presented  by  the  Minister  of 
Marine  and  Fisheries  the  other  day.  As  a  matter 
of  fact,  ever  since  this  enactment  was  adopted  by 
this  Parliament,  the  Governor  in  Council  has 
been  obliged  by  the  nature  of  things  to  exercise 
his  authority  in  advance  of  the  assent  of  Par¬ 
liament,  for  the  reason  principally  that  the 
outfit  for  the  American  fishing  vessels  has  to  be 
begun  very  early  in  the  year,  before  this  Parlia¬ 
ment  can  meet.  Unless  the  fishermen  know  early 
in  January  whether  they  are  to  have  the  privilege 
of  calling  at  our  ports  for  bait  and  supplies, 
and  for  transhipment,  the  privilege  is  entirely 
useless  to  them  by  the  time  a  statute  can  be 
passed  by  this  Parliament  ;  and  from  year  to  year 
we  have  to  say  in  advance,  taking  the  risk  of 
Parliament  sanctioning  our  action,  and  taking  into 
consideration  the  circumstances  existing  at  the 
time,  whether  the  privilege  of  these  licenses  shall 
be  granted  to  American  fishermen.  That  being  the 
state  of  things,  we  are  simply  requesting  Parlia¬ 
ment  to  authorize  the  Governor  in  Council  so  to 
say  in  advance  of  the  sitting  of  Parliament.  It  is 
not  as  if  the  proclamation  were  permanent.  On  the 
contrary,  the  licenses  to  be  issued  under  our  pro¬ 
clamation  will  expire  every  year,  and  when  this 
1  Parliament  meets  in  January,  or  early  in  February, 
and  ascertains  that  in  the  meantime  these  licenses 
have  been  authorized  by  proclamation,  we  are 
entirely  in  the  hands  of  this  Parliament  to  say 
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whether  the  Act  shall  be  continued  or  not,  whether 
the  proclamation  shall  be  renewed  for  another 
year  or  not.  We  are  simply  taking  power  in  the 
meantime  to  say,  at  the  only  time  when  it  is  of  the 
least  value,  whether  or  not  these  licenses  shall  be 
continued  for  the  coming  season.  I  should  be  very 
sorry  for  one  to  adopt  any  measure  on  this  subject 
which  should  appear,  much  less  be,  a  permanent 
surrender  of  our  contentions  with  regard  to  the 
treaty,  and  I  do  not  recognize  this  Bill  as  having 
that  effect  at  all.  The  lion,  member  for  Queen’s 
(Mr.  Davies)  is  correct  in  saying  that  my  col¬ 
leagues  and  myself  took  very  strong  grounds  on 
this  subject,  and  I  have  not  to  withdraw  one  single 
word  I  said  or  wrote  on  that  subject  on  former  oc¬ 
casions.  What  I  said  with  regard  to  the  inter¬ 
pretation  of  the  Treaty  of  1818  I  stand  by,  and  I 
say  now.  as  the  hon.  gentleman  says  I  said  then, 
that  to  admit  that  what  is  given  by  this  Bill  is  a 
matter  of  right  to  the  fishermen  of  the  United 
States,. notwithstanding  the  Treaty  of  1818,  would 
be  to  give  away  the  whole  protection  of  that 
treaty.  But  there  is  the  greatest  difference  in  the 
world  between  selling,  even  for  a  small  and  inade¬ 
quate  price,  a  right  to  a  neighbour,  and  conceding 
that  that  right  belongs  to  him  by  virtue  of  the  in¬ 
strument  that  he  formerly  claimed  under.  On  the 
contrary,  I  contend,  as  has  been  fully  expressed  in 
this  House  on  former  occasions,  that  our  rights 
under  the  Treaty  of  1818  are  strengthened 
from  year  to  year  by  the  fact  of  the  fish¬ 
ermen  of  the  United  States  taking  out  these 
licenses,  and  purchasing  that  which,  down  to 
1888,  they  claimed  they  had  a  right  to  under 
the  Treaty  of  1818.  It  may  be,  as  the  leader  of 
the  Opposition  says,  that  it  might  be  well  to 
revise  the  Treaty  of  1818.  We  have  always  ex¬ 
pressed  our  willingness  to  revise  it.  We  have 
always  taken  the  position  that  whenever  a  new 
bargain  is  desired,  we  are  prepared  to  discuss  the 
terms,  but  not  to  surrender  the  interpretation  which 
has  been  held  on  the  part  of  the  British  Govern¬ 
ment  and  the  Governments  of  the  provinces  and 
of  Canada,  ever  since  the  treaty  was  made.  It  is 
true,  as  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  has  said,  that 
in  1888,  when  a  somewhat  unusual  state  of  things 
existed,  an  unsuccessful  attempt  was  made  to  settle 
all  the  questions  relating  to  our  Atlantic  fisheries. 
But  both  sides  recognized  the  fact  that  our  failure 
to  settle  matters  in  1888  was  not  a  permanent  fail¬ 
ure,  and  there  is  no  disposition  on  the  part  of 
either  country  to  abandon  faith  in  our  yet  reaching 
a  friendly  adjustment.  There  is  no  disposition  ou 
the  part  of  either  Government  to  refuse  to 
sit  down  and  revise  the  arrangemenf  of  1818, 
and  events  since  1888  indicate  that  questions 
even  more  important  than  this  may  be 
settled  from  time  to  time,  by  friendly  conference 
between  the  two  countries,  and  that,  therefore,  a 
settlement  of  these  questions  relating  to  the 
Atlantic  fisheries  may  be  reached  without  un¬ 
friendly  feeling  and  without  any  very  considerable 
delay.  I  think  that  the  state  of  facts  now  existing 
with  regard  to  the  seal  fisheries  in  the  Pacific 
indicate  that  that  result  may  be  had,  and  I  am  sure 
anybody  who  has  considered  the  question  fully  will 
realize  that  it  is  best  for  all  of  us,  in  the  meantime, 
to  provide  a  means  of  administering  our  rights  in  the 
fishery  grounds  in  a  way  that  may  not  give  offence, 
break  the  peace,  or  create  undue  disturbance,  and 
that  it  is  better  we  should  submit  even  to  parting 


temporarily  with  our  rights  from  year  to  year  for 
an  inadequate  consideration,  as  I  admit  this  is, 
provided  we  keep  intact  our  assertion  of  the 
interpretation  which  we  have  stood  by  so  long,  and 
which  I  hold  now  is  just  as  important  for  the 
interests  of  the  country  as  in  1885,  1886  or  1887 
when  these  questions  were  all  more  burning  and 
of  more  pressing  importance  than  they  are  to-day. 

Mr.  CASEY.  The  hon.  Minister  pointed  to  the 
necessity  of  preserving  good  relations  with  the 
United  States,  and  in  that  respect  the  House  is 
entirely  with  him  The  only  question  is  whether 
this  Bill  does  not  involve  such  a  surrender  of  our 
rights  as  may  injuriously  affect  our  future  negotia¬ 
tions  with  that  country  with  regard  to  the  fisheries. 
The  hon.  Minister  thinks  this  measure  is  saved 
from  being  a  surrender  by  the  fact  that  we  charge 
something  for  the  use  of  our  ports  by  American 
fishermen,  and  that  the  selling  of  these  privileges 
Saves  the  principle  to  which  we  still  adhere.  Now, 
I  think  ’with  my  leader,  who  has  already  pointed 
out  the  difference,  that  if  you  allow  American 
fishermen  to  obtain  these  privileges  every  year, 
without  regard  to  any  temporary  state  of  circum¬ 
stances  such  as  those  which  existed  while  nego¬ 
tiations  were  pending,  they  will  acquire  the  habit 
of  coming  to  our  ports  for  the  privileges,  and  be¬ 
lieve  they  have  a  right  to  them  on  the  payment  of 
a  very  small  fee  ;  and  we  know  how  prompt  Ameri¬ 
can  statesmen  are  in  taking  advantage  of  anything 
that  has  become  customary,  even  although  it 
may  not  have  been  admitted  in  principle.  I  say 
that  the  constant  use  of  our  fisheries  from  year  to 
year,  not  under  a  modus  virendi,  but  under  a  per¬ 
manent  Act  of  Parliament,  will  impress  on  their 
minds  the  idea  that  they  have  the  right  to  use 
these  privileges,  if  not  for  nothing,  at  least  on 
payment  of  a  small  fee.  This  impression  will  reach 
Washington  and  affect  our  relations.  In  the  second 
place,  I  understood  the  Minister  formerly,  in  his 
correspondence  on  this  subject,  not  only  to  contend 
for  the  principle  that  American  fishermen  should 
not  use  our  ports  in  those  waters,  but  further, 
that  if  they  were  allowed  'to  use  them  or  any  terms 
the  damage  to  our  fishermen  would  be  tremendously 
great.  Now,  the  damage  to  our  fishermen  caused 
by  the  competition  of  these  American  fishermen 
will  be  just  as  great,  whether  they  pay  a  license 
of  $1.50  or  go  in  free.  Whatever  may  be  the 
force  of  the  Minister’s  contention  that  we  are  not 
surrendering  a  principle,  the  fact  remains  that 
we  are  surrendering  the  interests  of  our  fisher¬ 
men,  by  allowing  competition  on  the  payment  of 
a  trifling  fee.  How  he  will  make  that  consistent 
with  his  former  utterances,  I  do  not  know.  As 
to  the  question  of  principle,  it  seems  to  me  that 
although,  perhaps,  the  fee  charged  may  save 
the  absolute  principle  and  may  save  our  right  to 
maintain  that  we  have  never  admitted  the 
contention  of  the  United  States  on  this  subject, 
it  is  a  surrender  of  the  principle  to  this  extent  ; 
that  it  is  admitting  that  this  House  is  willing, 
for  *an  indefinite  time  whether  negotiations  are 
pending  or  not  to  allow  the  entrance  of  these 
fishermen  on  certain  terms.  It  is  as  complete  a 
surrender  of  the  right  to  fish  after  paying  a  small 
fee  as  could  possibly  be  made  except  by  a  formal 
treaty.  There  is  a  very  great  distinction  between 
annually  empowering  the  Government  to  make  such 
an  arrangemenf  anil  putting  it  into  a  permanent 
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Act  of  Parliament.  The  Minister  of  Marine  says 
you  can  come  down  next  year  and  repeal  it.  But 
that  is  a  very  different  thing  from  being  in  a  posi¬ 
tion  to  start  cle  novo  and  say  whether  you  will  re¬ 
new  it  or  not.  It  is  a  different  thing  to  repeal  an 
Act  placed  on  the  statutes  as  the  embodiment  of 
the  policy  endorsed  by  this  House,  and  to  refuse  to 
renew  an  arrangement  only  made  for  one  year.  The 
lion,  gentleman  must  see  the  difference  himself  and 
know  that  his  argument  was  utterly  wanting  in 
that  respect.  There  is  no  comparison  between  the 
power  to  renew  an  annual  arrangement  and  the 
power  to  repeal  an  Act  deliberately  placed  on  the 
Statute-book  without  limitation  as  to  time.  The 
Minister  of  Justice  has  made  a  very  just  distinction 
between  the  question  of  terms  and  the  question  of 
policy.  He  has  pointed  out  that  it  is  for  Parliament 
to  say  whether  they  approve  of  the  policy  of  admit¬ 
ting  Americans  on  such  terms,  and  then  it  pro¬ 
perly  lies  with  the  Governor  in  Council  to  fix  the 
exact  method  of  granting  a  license  and  the  way 
in  which  it  should  be  put  in  force.  That  is  a  very 
proper  distinction.  But  by  the  Act  we  are  asked 
to  pass  we  will  pledge  Parliament  for  an  indefinite 
period,  and  I  object  to  pledging  Parliament  forthe 
future,  without  regard  to  circumstances,  to  a 
policy.  I  object  to  giving  the  Governor  General  in 
Council  power  to  decide  on  the  question  of  the 
policy  as  to  whether  these  terms  should  be  granted 
every  year  or  not.  The  House  is  asked  to  divest 
itself  of  the  power  to  change  the  policy  and  is 
putting  it  into  the  hands  of  the  Governor  in  Coun¬ 
cil,  and  that  I  think  is  quite  sufficient  to  justify 
the  remarks  of  the  hon.  member  for  Muskoka. 
The  Minister  of  Marine  and  Fisheries  let  the  cat 
out  of  the  bag  in  his  reply  to  the  hon.  member  for 
Muskoka.  He  said  it  was  advisable,  in  consequence 
of  negotiations  now  going  on  or  which  might  be 
going  on,  that  the  Government  should  have  the 
power  without  explaining  their  reasons  to  Par¬ 
liament,  to  adopt  this  policy  and  continue  it  from 
year  to  year  or  stop  it  when  they  pleased.  He 
said  it  might  not  be  advisable  to  explain  all  the 
reasons  to  Parliament.  I  do  not  think  that  is  a 
contention  that  is  very  flattering  to  the  House. 
I  think  the  House  still  feels  that,  whatever  the 
details  of  the  measure  may  be,  it  should  be  con¬ 
sulted  as  to  a  certain  line  of  policy,  and  that 
it  is  a  very  unwholesome  precedent  to  allow  the 
Governor  in  Council  to  decide  on  the  line  of  policy 
to  be  followed  from  year  to  year.  As  to  the  nego¬ 
tiations,  I  was  quite  interested  in  the  remarks 
made  by  the  Minister.  First  we  were  told  that 
we  were  on  the  eve  of  negotiations,  and  then  he 
told  us  that  we  were  in  the  midst  of  negotiations. 
We  have  been  led  to  hope  that  the  trade  nego¬ 
tiations  and  the  fishery  negotiations  would  be 
carried  on  at  the  same  time.  It  would  be  very  in¬ 
teresting  to  the  House  to  know  whether  any  nego¬ 
tiations  are  going  on  as  to  these  two  questions,  or 
as  to  the  fisheries  question  separately.  Since  the 
hon.  Minister  says  we  are  in  the  midst  of  negoti¬ 
ations,  I  think  he  should  go  further  and  say  when 
the  negotiations  commenced,  whether  there  is  any 
hope  of  arriving  at  a  satisfactory  conclusion,  and 
so  on. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Shelburne).  In  considering  this 
Bill,  we  ought  not  to  lose  sight  of  the  fact  that  a 
very  large  number  of  our  fishermen  are  employed 
in  American  vessels  and  form  an  important  part  of 
Mr.  Casey. 


the  crews  of  United  States  fishing  vessels.  It  is 
an  every-day  practice  for  a  captain  with  some  of 
his  crew  to  go  over  to  Gloucester  or  some  other 
fishing  port  in  the  United  States  and  then  to  sail 
with  their  vessel  to  the  Maritime  Provinces  and 
get  the  balance  of  their  crew.  Every  year,  much 
earlier  than  this,  these  vessels  come  down  to  the 
coast  and  ship  their  crews.  Hitherto  there  has 
been  a  great  deal  of  uncertainty  among  the  fisher¬ 
men  as  to  whether  they  would  be  able  to  get  on 
board  these  vessels  or  not,  and  to  avoid  the 
difficulty,  they  go  to  the  United  States,  pay¬ 
ing  their  passage  there,  and  ship  on  board 
these  vessels,  whereas,  if  more  certainty  were 
introduced  into  the  mode  in  which  these  licenses 
are  issued,  these  people  could  remain  in  their  own 
homes  until  the  American  vessels  came  there  and 
shipped  them.  This  Bill,  I  think,  contains  no  re¬ 
lease  of  our  rights,  but  enables  the  Government  to 
meet  the  difficulties  to  which  I  have  referred.  The 
Minister  of  Justice  has  stated  that  very  frequently 
applications  have  been  made  to  the  Government, 
and  that  they  have  often  issued  licenses,  even  be¬ 
fore  the  Act  was  passed  authorizing  it,  and  these 
applications  often  proceed  from  our  own  people. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.  E.I. )  I  have  heardthe  principle 
of  this  Bill  defended  on  many  grounds,  but  the  one 
suggested  by  my  hon.  friend  from  Shelburne  (Mr. 
White)  has  atleast  the  merit  of  novelty.  If  I  under¬ 
stood  him  correctly,  he  contended  that  it  was  desir¬ 
able  to  embody  the  principle  we  have  been  assenting 
to  year  after  year,  while  still  keeping  control  of  it, 
in  an  Act  vesting  it  in  the  Governor  in  Council  in 
a  permanent  form,  because  the  fishermen  of  the 
Maritime  Provinces  have  been  in  the  habit  of  going 
to  Gloucester  and  because  there  would  be  more 
certainty  about  it  then.  So  this  is  a  Bill  to  facili¬ 
tate  the  exodus  from  the  Maritime  Provinces  to  the 
fishing  centres  of  the  United  States.  I  do  not  think 
that  the  suggestion  will  be  accepted  by  the  Govern¬ 
ment  who  are  promoting  the  Bill.  There  is  no  use 
denying  the  fact  that  this  is  a  grave  and  serious 
departure  from  the  practice  which  we  have  adopted 
for  years  past,  and  whether  Parliament  assents  to 
it  or  dissents  from  it,  it  is  well  to  thoroughly  under¬ 
stand  it.  When,  in  1887,  the  Chamberlain- Bayard 
Treaty  was  adopted,  it  contained  no  provision  con¬ 
ceding  these  privileges  to  the  United  States  fisher¬ 
men  at  all,  but  a  protocol  was  added  to  that  treaty 
and  it  was  suggested  that,  pending  the  ratification 
of  that  treaty  by  the  United  States  Senate  and  in 
order  to  remove  all  possibility  of  ill-feeling  and  mis¬ 
understanding  between  the  two  nations  while  the 
Senate  was  considering  the  treaty,  we  should  con¬ 
cede  to  the  United  States  fishermen  certain  privi¬ 
leges  we  had  theretofore  denied  them.  That  was 
the  origin  of  these  concessions,  and  that  protocol 
went  on  to  say  : 

“  Under  these  circumstances,  and  with  the  further  ob¬ 
ject  of  affording  evidence  of  their  anxious  desire  to  pro¬ 
mote  good  feeling  and  to  remove  all  possible  subjects  of 
controversy,  the  British  plenipotentiaries  are  ready  to 
make  the  following  temporary  arrangement  for  a  period 
not  exceeding  two  years,  in  order  to  afford  a  modus  vivendi 
pending  the  ratification  of  the  treaty.” 

That  wras  the  origin  of  the  proposition.  It  was  in 
the  first  place  recommended  to  Parliament  because  it 
was  temporary,  in  the  second  place  because  the 
period  was  arbitrarily  fixed  at  two  years,  and  in 
the  third  place  because  it  gave  breathing  time  for 
the  ratification  of  the  treaty  by  the  Senate  and 
would  prevent  any  misunderstanding  or  friction 
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during  that  time.  But  the  lion,  gentleman  who 
now  leads  the  House  and  his  friends  stated  that 
they  were  careful  not  to  recede  from  the  practice 
they  had  adopted  in  previous  years  of  arbitrarily 
excluding  the  Americans  from  their  privileges. 
The  Minister  now  says  that  this  is  not  a  permanent 
Bill.  It  is  a  permanent  Bill  in  this  sense,  that  here¬ 
tofore  the  Bills  with  this  object  have  been  passed 
for  one  year  only,  and  the  Minister  of  Marine  and 
Fisheries  has  had  to  come  back  each  year  and  say 
why  he  asked  for  an  extension. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  Was  not  the  first  Bill  for  two 
years  ? 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  Yes,  for  the  special  ob¬ 
ject  and  the  special  purposes  which  I  have  stated. 
Every  year  since  that  time,  the  hon.  gentleman  has 
been  obliged  to  come  to  the  House  and  explain  why 
he  wished  this  provision  continued  for  another 
year.  Why  was  this  done  and  what  reasons  were 
given  for  this  extension  ?  It  was  because  the  hon. 
gentleman  hoped  and  continued  to  hope  that  there 
would  be  a  commercial  treaty  negotiated  between 
this  country  and  the  United  States  and  that,  in 
view  of  that  great  and  desirable  object,  it  was 
eminently  proper  that  we  should  continue  to  con  - ' 
cede  to  the  United  States  fishermen  the  privileges 
we  had  given  them  for  a  temporary  and  specific 
purpose  only.  It  was  in  the  hope  and  on  the  ground 
that  this  concession  would  promote  amicable  feel¬ 
ings  and  further  the  object  that  we  were  supposed 
to  have  in  view,  that  Parliament,  year  after  year, 
assented  to  these  concessions.  But  is  that  the 
ground  which  the  hon.  gentleman  takes  now  ? 
Where  do  we  stand  to  day  ?  The  hon.  leader 
of  the  House  says  he  adheres  to  the  interpre¬ 
tation  of  the  treaty  which  he  gave  in  1887 
in  several  of  his  despatches.  But  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  did  more  than  that.  In  the  despatches  which 
he  penned  previous  to  1888,  he  not  only  laid 
down  what  he  perceived  to  be  the  interpretation  of 
the  treaty  of  1818,  but  he  laid  down  several  pro¬ 
positions,  one  after  the  other,  importing  that  it  was 
absolutely  essential  for  the  protection  of  the  North 
American  fisheries  and  the  reservation  to  our  own 
citizens  of  the  rights  which  we  had  under  the  treaty 
of  1818,  that  the  Americans  should  be  excluded. 
We  did  not  differ  on  both  sides  of  this  House  as 
to  the  interpretation  of  the  treaty  ;  we  did  differ  as 
to  the  policy  of  the  Government  in  carrying  it  out. 
I  need  not  read  to  the  House  the  words  of  the  hon. 
gentleman,  because  almost  everybody  recollects 
them,  but  he  strenuously  urged  that  to  concede 
these  privileges  to  the  American  fishermen  would 
be,  in  effect,  giving  up  the  whole  question.  Now, 
the  hon.  gentleman,  if  I  understand  him  aright, 
proposes,  to  a  large  extent,  to  take  from  this  House 
the  controlling  right  of  determining  from  year  to 
year  whether  we  will  renew  this  concession,  and 
to  vest  it  in  the  Governor  in  Council.  Now,  the 
hon.  gentleman  stated  in  his  despatch,  as  afterwards 
adopted  and  made  a  Minute  of  Council  : 

“  But  that  which  Mr.  Phelps  calls  ‘  literal  interpre¬ 
tation/  is  by  no  means  so  preposterous  as  he  suggests, 
when  the  purpose  and  object  of  the  treaty  come  to  be  con¬ 
sidered.  While  it  was  not  desired  to  interfere  with 
ordinary  commercial  intercourse  between  the  people  of 
the  two  countries,  the  deliberate  and  declared  purpose 
existed  on  the  part  of  Great  Britain,  and  the  willingness 
existed  on  the  part  of  the  United  States,  to  secure  absolute 
and  free  from  the  possibility  of  encroachment  the  fisheries 
of  the  British  possessions  in  America  to  the  people  of  those 
possessions,  excepting  as  to  certain  docalities,  in  respect 


of  which  special  provisions  were  made.  To  effect  this  it 
was  merely  necessary  that  there  should  be  a  joint  declara¬ 
tion  of  the  right  which  was  to  be  established,  but  that 
means  should  be  taken  to  preserve  that  right.  For  this 
purpose  a  distinction  was  necessarily  drawn  between  the 
United  States  vessels  engaged  in  commerce  and  those 
engaged  in  fishing.’’ 

Then  he  goes  on  to  say  : 

“  The  fisheries  could  not  be  preserved  to  our  people  if 
every  one  of  the  United  States  fishing  vessels  that  were 
accustomed  to  swarm  along  our  coasts  could  claim  the 
right  to  enter  our  harbours,  to  post  a  letter,  or  send  a 
telegram,  or  buy  a  newspaper,  to  obtain  a  physician  in 
case  of  illness  or  a  surgeon  in  case  of  accident,  to  land  or 
bring  off  a  passenger,  or  even  to  lend  assistance  to  the 
inhabitants  in  fire,  flood,  or  pestilence,  or  to  buy  medicine, 
or  to  purchase  a  new  rope.” 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  That  is  a  quotation. 


Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  That  last  is  aquotation. 
The  first  part  I  read  is  the  hon. 
language,  viz  : 


gentleman’s  own 


“  The  fisheries  could  not  be  preserved  to  our  people  if 
every  one  of  the  United  States  fishing  vessels  that  were 
accustomed  to  swarm  along  our  coasts  could  claim  the 
right  to  enter  our  harbours.” 


Now,  I  want  to  bring  the  House  to  the  point  where 
we  are  to-day.  That  policy  was  adopted,  and  with 
very  poor  results.  Then  came  the  treaty  for  a 
temporary  and  specific  object  alone,  and  under  that 
treaty  the  modus  vivendi  went  into  operation  for 
two  years.  Then  we  extended  it  in  the  hope  that 
it  might  be  made  the  means  of  conciliating  public 
opinion  in  the  States,  and  a  basis  on  which  nego¬ 
tiations  might  be  made  for  more  extended  trade 
relations.  Now,  if  I  understood  the  statement  of 
the  Minister  of  Finance  the  other  day,  all  possible 
hope  of  obtaining  trade  relations  with  the  United 
States  has  been  abandoned  by  that  side  of  the 
House  to-day.  We  stand  in  this  position  :  that  we 
are  re-enacting  this  law,  and  are  divesting  Parlia¬ 
ment  of  its  control  over  this  question,  and  are 
giving  to  the  Governor  in  Council  sole  and  absolute 
control  over  these  matters,  and  so  we  are  giving  up, 
from  their  standpoint,  the  slightest  hope  of  negoti¬ 
ating  any  treaty  whatever,  We  do  not  stand  in 
that  position  on  this  side  of  the  House.  We  have  a 
strong  hope,  and  a  well-grounded  hope,  that  when 
the  proper  time  comes  and  the  proper  men  are  at 
the  helm,  we  can  negotiate  a  new  treaty.  While, 
therefore,  it  would  not  be  impolitic  for  us  to  renew 
the  modus  vivendi  from  year  to  year,  retaining  by 
Parliament  its  absolute  control  over  it,  I  think  my- 
self,  that  side  of  the  House  having  abandoned  all 
hope  of  negotiating  any  treaty  with  the  States, 
that  we  occupy  a  most  extraordinary  position. 
Therefore,  so  far  as  I  am  personally  concerned,  I 
protest  against  the  policy  which  takes  away  from 
this  House  the  control  it  ought  to  keep,  and  sur¬ 
renders  that  control  up  to  the  Governor  in  Council 
for  the  time  being,  in  a  matter  affecting  national 
rights  and  international  obligations. 


Mr.  KIRKPATRICK.  The  hon.  gentleman  has 
made  a  long  speech  against  the  measure,  and  final¬ 
ly  winds  up  by  asserting  that  he  does  not  oppose 
keeping  the  modus  vivendi  in  force  from  year  to 
yTear.  He  thinks  that  is  quite  right  and  proper,  so 
that,  after  all,  his  argument  is  not  against  keep¬ 
ing  the  modus  vivendi  in  force,  but  simply  against 
the  Government.  Now,  the  argument  of  the  hon. 
member  for  Muskoka  (Mr.  O’Brien)  against  trans¬ 
ferring  from  the  Parliament  to  the  Governor  in 
Council  the  power  to  make  laws  by  Order  in 
Council,  has  much  force  in  it.  I  think  there  has 
been  of  late  years  too  great  a  tendency"  in  that 
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direction.  We  have  now  actually  a  volume  of 
Orders  in  Council  having  the  force  of  law,  as  large 
as  the  volume  of  the  statutes.  I  think  this  ten¬ 
dency  is  to  be  deprecated  in  many  respects.  These 
Orders  in  Council  that  are  issued  always  have 
reference  to  matters  of  domestic  concern,  to  regu¬ 
lations  concerning  the  management  of  the  depart¬ 
ments,  and  matters  of  that  character.  But  this 
matter  is  of  great  importance,  it  is  of  international 
concern,  and  I  think  it  is  important  that  the  sense 
of  Parliament  should  be  obtained  upon  it  year  after 
year,  and  therefore  the  Order  in  Council  should 
not  be  passed  secretly  without  our  knowing 
anything  about  it.  The  Minister  of  Justice  in  the 
remarks  he  has  made  to  the  House  has  given  good 
reasons  why  the  Governor  in  Council  should  have 
power  to  issue  these  licenses  in  this  particular  case, 
because  the  decision  to  issue  them  should  be 
announced  early  in  the  year  before  Parliament 
assembles,  and  sometimes,  from  various  causes, 
the  sessions  of  Parliament  begin  late  in  the  year  ; 
and,  therefore,  the  Governor  in  Council  or  some 
other  authority,  should  have  the  right  to  issue 
these  licenses.  I  think  that  reason  has  much  force 
in  it ;  and  the  objection  of  the  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  to  give  the  Governor  in  Councilthis  power, 
would  be  overcome  if  we  put  in  this  Bill  a  clause 
requiring  that  this  decision  of  the  Governor  in 
Council  should  be  forthwith  communicated  to  both 
Houses  of  Parliament  if  then  in  session  ;  if  not  in 
session,  then  within  ten  days  from  the  commence¬ 
ment  of  the  next  session.  That  will  call  the  atten¬ 
tion  of  Parliament  to  this  important  international 
matter,  and  will  enable  Parliament  to  pass  an 
opinion  upon  it  from  year  to  year  as  it  may  think 
desirable.  At  the  proper  stage  of  this  Bill  I 
intend  to  move  a  clause  to  that  effect. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  I  think  this  is  a  very 
important  measure  and  ought  to  receive  the  very 
careful  consideration  of  the  House.  I  have  listened 
to  the  observations  addressed  to  the  House  on  the 
subject  by  the  Minister  of  Justice,  and  I  have  been 
unable  to  see  that  the  issue  of  these  licenses  is  in 
any  sense  a  recognition  by  the  American  Govern¬ 
ment  of  our  exclusive  right  in  the  fisheries,  or  indeed 
a  recognition  of  our  sovereignty  in  the  disputed  por¬ 
tion  of  the  fisheries.  Sir,  I  would  like  to  know  if  an 
American  fishing  vessel  were  to  come  into  the 
waters  of  Canada,  or  what  we  regard  as  such,  and 
into  bays  more  than  six  miles  wide,  and  were  to  keep 
more  than  three  miles  from  the  coast,  whether  the 
Government  would  feel  themselves  at  liberty 
to  enforce  the  Canadian  view  as  to  Canadian 
sovereignty  against  that  ship.  If  not,  then  it 
appears  to  amount  to  this,  that  permission  has 
been  granted  to  the  American  fishermen  to  come 
within  three  miles  of  the  coast  under  this  license, 
which  they  would  not  have,  in  their  estimation,  if 
no  such  license  were  issued.  Now,  in  what  way 
does  the  obtaining  of  a  license  better  our  position  ? 
In  what  way  is  it  a  recognition  of  any  disputed 
claim  existing  between  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  and  the  Government  of  Canada  ?  It 
seems  to  me  there  is  a  great  deal  of  misapprehen¬ 
sion  on  this  subject,  and  that  misapprehension  is 
in  no  little  degree  created  and  perpetuated  by  the 
observations  which  are  annually  addressed  to  this 
House  upon  the  subject,  by  the  hon.  gentlemen 
upon  the  Treasury  benches.  I  repeat  again  that 
the  issue  of  licenses  to  American  fishing  vessels  is  in 
Mr.  Kirkpatrick. 


no  way  a  recognition  on  the  part  of  the  party 
who  receives  that  license  of  our  pretensions  in  the 
waters  which  the  American  Government  hold  do 
not  belong  to  us,  and  if  they  are  not  a  recognition 
in  those  waters,  then  those  licenses  do  not  in  any 
degree  accomplish  the  object  which  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  has  in  view.  There  are  many  grounds  on 
which  the  Americans  have  set  up  claims  to  joint 
interest  in  the  fisheries  on  the  Atlantic  coast  of 
Canada.  One  claim  they  put  forward  is,  that  they 
were  colonies  at  the  time  that  Nova  Scotia  was 
acquired  from  France  and  at  the  time  the  Treaty  of 
Utrecht  and  the  Treaty  of  Versailles  were  agreed 
to  and  ratified  ;  and  that,  having  assisted  in  the  ac¬ 
quisition  of  the  territories  upon  our  Atlantic  coast, 
and  in  obtaining  control  of  the  fisheries,  they  have  a 
joint  interest  and  property  in  them,  and  that  this 
joint  interest  and  joint  property  were  in  some 
degree  recognized  by  the  Treaty  of  1783.  I  do 
not  admit  that  that  is  a  sound  contention.  I 
hope  no  Canadian  on  either  side  of  the  House 
will  be  ready  to  admit  that  that  is  a  sound 
contention.  V  hy,  the  British  army  assisted  in 
the  conquest  of  the  valley  of  the  Ohio,  the 
British  army  assisted,  and  the  British  treasury 
assisted,  in  obtaining  possession  of  that  valley  from 
the  Crown  of  France  ;  and  when  the  Treaty  of  1783 
was  made  and  boundaries  were  established,  those 
territories  which  had  been  acquired  by  the  mother 
country  and  by  the  colonies  went  to  the  colonies, 
and  those  territories  which  now  form  part  of  Canada 
and  the  rights  incident  thereto  remain  a  part  of  the 
British  possessions.  The  United  States,  upon  the 
ground  of  jointly  assisting  in  the  acquisition  of  those 
fisheries,  can  no  more  set  up  a  claim  to  joint 
sovereignty  than  we  can  to  the  valley  of  the  Ohio. 
There  is  no  distinction  between  the  two  acquisitions 
in  this  respect,  and  the  Treaty  of  1783,  which  settles 
the  boundaries  between  what  remained  to  Great 
Britain  and  what  was  acquired  by  the  United  States, 
also  settled  the  limits  of  the  respective  rights  of  the 
two  countries.  But  wdien  we  look  at  the  histori¬ 
cal  events  that  happened  prior  to  the  American 
revolution  we  will  see  how  the  erroneous  view  re¬ 
specting  this  question,  which  has  always  had  pos¬ 
session  of  the  minds  of  American  statesmen,  came 
to  be  established.  Under  the  Treaty  of  1713,  and 
again  under  the  Treaty  of  1763,  the  French  fisher¬ 
men  were  excluded  from  fishing  within  30  leagues 
of  the  coast,  and  it  was  assumed  by  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  the  colonies  that  this  rule  was  laid  down 
in  these  treaties  in  consequence  of  the  doctrine 
that  the  fisheries  were  appurtenant  to  the  neig’n- 
bouringterritory,  and  even  the  fisheries  on  theGrand 
Banks  and  elsewhere  must  be  regarded  as  belong¬ 
ing  to  the  country  which  was  in  possession  of  the 
land  in  the  neighbourhood,  the  bays  and  harbours 
from  which  these  fishing  operations  were  carried 
on.  This  has  been  the  doctrine  of  Denmark.  It 
was  a  doctrine  disputed  by  England  with  Denmark 
for  two  or  three  centuries  before  these  events  hap¬ 
pened.  The  English  Government  has  maintained 
the  view  uniformly  from  the  days  of  Elizabeth,  that 
fisheries  in  the  open  sea  could  not  be  made 
dependent  or  appurtenant  to  adjoining  territories, 
and  the  state  papers  of  the  time  show  that  in  1713 
and  again  in  1763  the  French  were  excluded  from 
fishing  within  30  leagues  of  the  coast,  because  it 
was  held  to  be  in  the  interest  of  the  English  Gov¬ 
ernment  to  protect  the  shores  by  a  special  provision 
of  this  sort  against  surprise  and  conquest.  That 
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was  the  ground  taken,  and  not  because  the  fisheries 
in  the  neighbourhood  were  appurtenant  to  the 
lands.  That  the  latter  view  was  the  one 
which  took  possession  of  the  colonists  is  shown 
by  the  Treaty  of  1778  between  France  and  the 
new  republic.  There  it  was  expressly  provided 
that  the  rights  to  fishing,  not  merely  in  the  bays 
on  the  coast  and  in  the  vicinity  of  the  land,  but  on 
the  Grand  Banks,  and  in  the  open  sea,  should  be 
divided  between  France  and  the  United  States,  if 
they  could  acquire  possession  of  Nova  Scotia  and 
Newfoundland.  It  was  also  agreed  that  the  terri¬ 
tory  of  Newfoundland,  in  case  of  conquest,  was  to 
be  divided  between  the  two  countries,  in  order  that 
the  French  might  be  possessed  of  part  of  the  island 
and  acquire  a  right  of  sovereignty  over  the  fishing 
in  the  open  sea,  on  the  Grand  Banks,  and  in  the 
vicinity  of  the  territory  which  they  had  acquired. 
But  I  say  this  was  not  the  English  view,  and  it 
will  be  observed  that  when  the  treaty  came  to  be 
negotiated,  the  English  Government  denied  the 
new  republic  any  right  to  those  fisheries  in  conse¬ 
quence  of  having  been  participators  in  the  conquest 
of  Nova  Scotia,  of  Cape  Breton  and  of  Prince  Ed¬ 
ward  Island.  They  admitted  a  liberty  to  fish, 
they  denied  altogether  a  right ;  and  the  words  of 
the  treaty  are  :  They  shall  have  a  right  to  fish  in 
the  Gulf  of  St.  Lawrence,  a  right  to  fish  on  the 
Grand  Banks,  and  they  shall  have  liberty  to  fish 
in  the  vicinity  of  the  bays  and  harbours  on  the 
coast  of  the  British  possessions.  These  liber¬ 
ties  came  to  an  end  with  the  war  of  1812-15. 
The  liberties  acquired  under  the  treaty  ter¬ 
minated,  and  the  privileges  of  the  Americans  on 
the  coasts  of  the  Maritime  Provinces  rest  to¬ 
day  on  the  Treaty  of  1818.  What  I  think 
it  is  always  important  to  bear  in  mind  is  that  there 
is  no  definition  given  of  “  bay  ”  or  “  harbour  ”  in 
that  treaty.  It  is  assumed,  and  the  American  re¬ 
presentatives  and  American  counsel  before  the  Hal¬ 
ifax  Commission  admitted  the  point,  that  “bay” 
and  “harbour ’’and  “coast”  meant  there  what 
they  mean  according  to  the  general  rules  and  prin¬ 
ciples  of  international  law.  There  is  no  declara¬ 
tion  that  a  bay,  to  become  an  exclusively  British 
water  under  the  provisions  of  that  convention, 
should  be  a  bay  not  more  than  six  miles  wide. 
There  is  no  statement  of  that  sort.  We  are  obliged 
to  look  at  the  rules  of  international  law  to  see  what 
waters  adjoining  the  coast  are  part  of  the  posses¬ 
sion  of  the  sovereign  who  holds  the  land,  and  the 
extent  of  the  bay  or  harbour  on  the  Atlantic  coast 
of  Canada  cannot  be  any  less  than  it  would  be  if 
similar  waters  were  upon  the  coast  of  any  other 
sovereign  state.  When  we  look  at  the  United 
States  wre  find  they  claim  jurisdiction  and  sover¬ 
eignty  over  Chesapeake  Bay,  which  is  over  12  miles 
in  width.  They  claim  jurisdiction  and  sovereignty 
over  Delaware  Bay,  which,  at  its  entrance,  is  18 
miles  in  width.  They  claim  jurisdiction  and  sov¬ 
ereignty  over  Cape  Cod  Bay,  which  is  more  than  30 
miles  in  width.  They  claim  jurisdiction  and  sov¬ 
ereignty  over  Pamlico  Sound  and  Albermarle 
Sound,  which  are  large  bodies  of  water  very 
much  more  than  six  miles  wide  at  their  entrances. 
Now  that  being  so,  it  does  seem  to  me  to  be  of  the 
first  consequence  that  we  should  do  nothing  that 
would  in  any  way  leave  the  impression  upon  the 
minds  of  the  American  public  that  we  abandon  any 
portion  of  our  rights  which  under  the  rules  of  inter¬ 
national  law  might  fairly  be  claimed  by  us.  A  land¬ 


locked  bay  very  much  wider  than  six  miles  may 
fairly  be  claimed.  It  may  be  necessary  in  the 
public  interest  to  claim  it.  It  may  be  claimed 
because  it  could  be  commanded  from  the  shore  by 
modern  artillery  to  a  much  greater  extent  than 
formerly.  It  may  be  claimed  also  because  it  may 
be  a  matter  of  necessity  to  the  maintenance  of  the 
sovereignty  of  the  state  that  the  ships  of  any  other 
state  should  be  excluded  from  these  waters.  The 
rule  which  applies  to  an  ordinary  coast-line  does  not 
in  this  respect  apply  to  waters  that  are  land-locked. 
You  have  to-day  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  undertaking  to  uphold  the  doctrine  that  we 
cannot  claim  the  sovereignty  of  bays  more  than  six 
miles  wide  ;  and  you  have  that  same  Government 
undertaking  to  obtain  control  of  a  portion  of  the 
open  sea  that  is  more  than  2,000  miles  in  extent. 
I  do  not  say  that  that  claim  is  a  defensible 
claim  ;  it  seems  to  me  that  it  is  a  preposterous 
one  ;  but  the  fact  remains  that  there  are  large 
bodies  of  waters  upon  our  coasts  over  which 
we  have  claimed  a  sovereign  jurisdiction,  and 
which  claim  you  are  prevented  from  raising, 
in  some  measure  at  all  events,  by  the  constant 
renewal  of  this  modus  vivendi.  I  have  said 
before,  Sir,  and  I  say  it  now,  that  I  am  ready  to 
consider  the  provisions  of  the  Treaty  of  1818  as 
they  would  be  practically  modified  by  the  modern 
policy  of  navigation.  The  old  navigation  laws 
have  disappeared,  and  since  1849  a  different  policy 
has  prevailed  throughout  the  Empire,  and  to  some 
extent  it  may  be  that  these  provisions  of  the 
Treaty  of  1818  are  not  any  longer  capable  of  being 
adjusted  to  the  modern  requirements  of  commerce. 
The  telegraph  and  the  railway  have  come  into  ex¬ 
istence  since  that  time  and  the  relations  of  these 
fishing  operations  to  commerce  have  undergone 
changes.  You  impose  certain  obligations  under 
the  provisions  of  the  Treaty  of  1818,  as  a  matter  of 
effective  police.  You  can  only  justify  their  con¬ 
tinuance  to-day  upon  the  ground  that  they  are 
necessary  to  an  effective  police  now.  I  do  not 
think  that  is  so.  Certainly  the  restrictions  that  were 
recently  imposed  with  regard  to  commercial  matters 
seem  to  be  extremely  vexatious  ;  but  whether  that 
be  so  or  not,  it  is  a  question  altogether  separate 
and  distinct  from  the  question  of  the  sovereign 
rights  of  this  country,  and  while  I  am  pre¬ 
pared  to  agree  to  a  broad  and  liberal  policy 
with  regard  to  matters  of  commerce,  I  am 
not  willing  in  the  smallest  degree  to  con¬ 
cede  any  sovereign  right  or  to  compromise  any 
sovereign  right  of  this  country  in  dealing  with  the 
neighbouring  republic.  Now,  Sir,  that  is  what  I 
complain  was  done  under  the  Treaty  of  1888  when 
there  were  concessions  made  that  ought  not  to  have 
been  made.  I  would  like  to  know  whether  the 
Bay  of  Fundy  is  not  as  much  within  the  exclusive 
jurisdiction  of  Canada  as  the  Chesapeake  Bay  is 
within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  United  States  ?  Do 
not  we  own  the  territories  on  both  sides  of  the  Bay 
of  Fundy  ?  It  is  true  there  was  a  question  raised 
years  ago  and  decided  by  the  arbitration  of  Mr. 
Bates,  but  the  decision  of  that  question  did  not  take 
away  from  us  any  rights  which  we  possessed.  The 
hon.  gentleman  is  establishing  by  this  Bill  a  modus 
vivendi  which  will  be  permanent  in  its  character.  It 
takes  away  from  this  House  that  yearly  supervision 
which  it  has  exercised  heretofore  over  the  subject, 
and  it  permits  rights  to  grow  up  by  acquiescence. 
The  hon.  gentleman  says  :  YV  hy,  we  are  protecting 
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'the  country  against  the  doctrine  of  acquiescence 
when  we  require  a  License  ;  but,  Sir,  1  repeat  again 
that  the  lion,  gentleman  does  not  require  a  license, 
and  will  not  undertake  to  enforce  this  law  against 
vessels  coming  in  bays,  say  ten  miles  wide, 
and  keeping  more  than  three  miles  from  the 
coast.  Unless  you  are  prepared  to  do  that 
in  the  case  of  every  land-locked  bay  on  the 
coast  of  Nova  Scotia  and  Prince  Edward  Island, 
your  measure  accomplishes  nothing  except  to  give 
to  the  United  States  a  very  large  privilege  for  a 
mere  trifle  and  by  doing  so  you  admit  that  these 
powers  are  not  necessary  for  the  purpose  of 
police.  It  is  true,  Sir,  that  under  this  measure  a 
license  may  be  issued  which  will  permit  the  parties 
to  come  within  the  three  miles,  but  when  an  Amer¬ 
ican  vessel  is  in  the  centre  of  one  of  the  large 
bays,  carrying  on  fishing  operations  four  or  five 
miles  from  the  coast,  will  the  lion,  gentleman  under¬ 
take  to  enforce  the  law  against  that  ship  which  has 
no  license  ?  The  hon.  gentleman  will  not  venture 
to  do  it,  and  in  not  venturing  to  do  it  he  is  not 
a  enturing  to  do  anything  to  uphold  the  authority 
of  this  country  as  against  the  pretensions  of  the 
United  States.  It  seems  to  me,  Sir,  thatthis  measure 
is  one  which  is  calculated  to  weaken  the  rights 
of  Canada  in  this  matter  of  the  fisheries.  If  a 
modus  vivendi  is  established  it  ought  to  be  estab¬ 
lished  for  a  particular  purpose.  When  this  was 
first  proposed  it  was  defended  on  the  grounds  that 
negotiations,  were  pending,  and  that  it  was  neces¬ 
sary  to  conciliate  and  to  allow  the  Americans  this 
liberty  until  the  negotiations  could  be  consum¬ 
mated.  Now  there  are  no  negotiations  pending. 
There  is  no  step  taken  towards  the  settlement  of  the 
difficulty  between  us,  and  yet  the  liberty  of  supplies 
for  fishing  is  to  be  granted,  and  a  modus  vivendi  is 
to  be  established  which  is  to  lead  to  nothing.  The 
lion,  gentleman  will  see,  further,  that  the  modus 
vivendi  that  has  recently  been  established  between 
Great  Britain  and  the  States  is  a  modus  vi¬ 
vendi  looking  towards  pending  negotiations. 
A  treaty  has  been  agreed  to,  a  board  of  arbitration 
has  been  established  to  which  disputed  rights  are 
referred,  and  these  parties  are  about  to  engage  in 
the  negotiations  with  a  view  to  a  settlement  of  the 
matter  in  dispute.  This  modus  vivendi  is  a  means 
conti  ibuting  to  an  end  in  that  case,  lint  in  this  case 
the  modus  vivendi  leads  to  nothing  ;  it  is  the  end 
itself.  It  is  not  created  or  established  with  a  view 
to  accomplish  some  other  purpose.  There  are  no 
negotiations  pending,  no  treaty  to  be  consummated, 
and  it  is  simply  a  backing  down  from  the  position 
hitherto  taken.  It  is  an  admission  that  you  have  a 
light  which  you  dare  not  defend,  and  which  you 
are  proposing  to  confer  upon  the  Americans  for  a 
meie  trifle,  which  on  their  part  concedes  nothing 
to  you  of  the  pretensions  which -you  have  hitherto 
put  forward.  \  ou  are  in  exactly  the  same  position, 
so  far  as  that  is  concerned,  as  if  you  had  conceded 
t  o  the  American  Government  their  claims  altogether, 
lour  license  is  a  license  which  they  recognize 
only  within  the  waters  which  they  have  not  dis¬ 
puted  to  lie  yours,  and  which  concedes  nothing  to 
you  "with  regard  to  those  waters  which  they  say 
are  a  part  of  the  high  seas.  It  seems  to  me,  Sir, 
that  our  position  is  every  year  becoming  weaker 
and  weaker.  The  hon.  gentlemen  on  the  Treasury 
benches,  bj  undertaking  to  establish  a  permanent 
regulation  under  which  these  licenses  may  lie  an¬ 
nually  issued,  are  withdrawing  the  subject  from 
Air.  Mills  (Bothwell). 


the  attention  of  Parliament  with  a  view  to  its  being 
lost  sight  of  altogether. 

On  section  2, 

Mr.  TUPPER.  I  propose  to  insert  at  the  end 
of  the  first  line  these  words  :  “On  like  terms  and 
conditions  as  those  issued  under  the  provisions  of 
this  Act.  ”  These  words  were  not  in  the  previous 
Bill,  when  we  were  acting  in  unison  with  the 
colony  of  Newfoundland;  but  without  them  if 
the  policy  at  present  prevailing  in  Newfoundland 
continues,  American  vessels  might  obtain  these 
privileges  there  for  nothing,  and  we  might  find 
ourselves  allowing  United  States  vessels  to  enter 
Canadian  ports  on  licenses  issued  in  Newfoundland 
for  which  no  consideration  was  given.  To  guard 
against  that  I  propose  to  add  these  words. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  As  I  understand,  this  amend¬ 
ment  is  to  provide  that  if  licenses  are  issued  in 
Newfoundland  free  of  cost,  they  shall  not  be  ac¬ 
cepted  in  our  ports. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  No,  that  was  never  the  inten¬ 
tion.  A  e  co-operated  in  a  plan  embodied  in  this 
Act  ;  but  since  Newfoundland  decided  not  to 
co-operate  with  us  in  this  policy,  it  has  issued 
licenses  free  to  United  States  vessels. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  And  you  do  not  propose  to 
accept  them  ? 

Mr.  TUPPER.  No,  we  would  not  recognize 
licenses  issued  free  to  United  States  vessels. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  That  is  a  new  departure. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  Yes,  it  is  a  new  departure 
and  an  important  one,  and  possibly  a  very  unfor¬ 
tunate  one,  and  I  would  suggest  to  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  whether  it  is  desirable  to  proceed  with  that 
amendment  just  now.  Our  relations  with  New¬ 
foundland  are  of  such  a  strained  character  at 
present  that  they  should  receive  at  a  very  early  day 
the  consideration  of  this  House,  and  I  may  say 
that  it  is  my  purpose  at  a  very  early  day  to  invite 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  that  subject,  with  a 
view-  of  seeing  whether  some  modus  may  not  be 
discovered  by  which  the  former  friendly  and 
amicable  relations  between  us  mav  be  resumed.  I 
do  not  propose  to  discuss  the  matter  now.  The 
hon.  gentleman  wished  it  for  public  reasons  to 
remain  in  abeyance,  and  I  do  not  wish  to  preci¬ 
pitate  a  discussion  that  might  be  injurious  to  the 
public  interest.  But  if  I  do  not  receive  an  assurance 
that  it  is  so,  I  will,  at  a  very  early  day,  invite  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  a  consideration  of  those 
relations.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  fee  which  we 
charge  for  these  licenses  is  little  more  than  nominal. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  It  amounts  to  about  $100  on  an 
ordinary  vessel,  and  sometimes  to  $200. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  It  amounted  last  year 
to  $10,000  for  the  whole  of  the  fisheries,  and  that 
is  a  nominal  sum  for  the  privileges  which  we  have 
conceded.  I  hope  there  is  not  a  gentleman  on 
either  side  of  this  House  who  would  call  $10,000  a 
value  for  those  concessions.  I  understand  that  they 
are  given  from  other  motives  and  for  other  reasons 
altogether.  I  know  that  when  we  came  to  value 
these  privileges  a  few  years  ago,  we  valued  them 
more  in  hundreds  of  thousands  of  dollars  than  in 
tens  of  thousands,  and  I  would  be  ver  y  sorry  to  let 
it  go  forth  that  the  sum  which  we  charge  for  them  is 
held  to  be  remuneration  for  them  in  any  sense  or 
way.  It  might  hereafter  come  up  against  uspreju- 
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dicially.  But  assuming  it  to  be,  as  I  take  it  to  be, 
more  in  the  nature  of  a  nominal  fee,  intended  to 
secure  a  recognition  of  our  rights  by  those  who 
take  out  the  licenses,  although  it  is  disputed  that 
it  has  that  effect,  we  would  not  be  acting  wisely, 
if  we  refused  to  recognize  licenses  issued  by  New¬ 
foundland,  perhaps  at  half-price,  or  on  different 
conditions  ;  and  I  take  it  that  it  is  not  desirable 
just  now,  in  view  of  the  negotiations  which  I  un¬ 
derstand  are  pending,  to  introduce  a  clause  which 
might  possibly  tend  to  alienate  further  from  us  the 
good-will  of  the  people  of  Newfoundland,  which 
we  all  desire  to  hold.  This  might  be  considered 
somewhat  in  the  nature  of  a.  challenge  ;  and  seeing 
that  the  feeling  is  already  strained  almost  to  the 
extent  of  breaking,  it  is  not  desirable  that  any¬ 
thing  should  be  done  to  increase  the  tension. 
Therefore,  I  ask  the  lion,  gentleman  not  to  press 
this  important  change  without  giving  us  time  to 
consider  it. 

Mr.  T UPPER.  Of  course  there  will  be  time  to 
consider  it  before  the  Bill  is  proceeded  with  finally. 
Certainly,  the  hon.  gentleman  labours  under  a  mis¬ 
apprehension  with  regard  to  the  motive  of  the 
Government  in  introducing  these  words.  There  is 
not  the  slighest  desire  to  insert  them  from  any 
hostile  spirit.  There  is  not  a  hostile  spirit  existing 
on  the  part  of  the  Government  of  Canada  towards 
Newfoundland,  in  that  sense  or  in  any  other. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  There  is  thought  to  be. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  There  is  not,  unless  the  main¬ 
tenance  of  the  rights  of  Canada  is  thought  to  lie 
hostility  ;  and  we  are  endeavouring,  as  the  papers 
will  show,  to  resume  the  friendly  relations  between 
the  countries  which  existed  when  there  was  no 
misunderstanding.  But  this  measure  in  no  way 
concerns  that  important  subject,  and  the  only 
object  in  suggesting  these  words  is  to  prevent 
the  privileges,  which  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  have 
described  as  so  important  and  valuable,  being  pos¬ 
sessed  by  United  States  fishermen  without  their 
paying  even  that  nominal  sum — without  their  pay¬ 
ing  one  single,  solitary  dollar.  If  these  hon. 
gentlemen  who  have  been  discussing  the  subject 
made  one  point  clear,  it  is  that  we  were  not  suffi¬ 
ciently  valuing  the  great  privileges  on  our  coast, 
and  that  for  this  small  fee  we  were  granting 
tremendous  concessions  and  perhaps  injuring  our 
rights  under  the  Convention  of  1818. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  Giving  up,  as  you  called 
it,  in  1888,  the  whole  question. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  What  I  want  to  prevent  is  a 
United  States  vessel  going  to  Newfoundland  and 
obtaining  free  license,  which  our  vessels  cannot 
obtain,  and  then  coming  back  and  enjoying  on  our 
coasts  the  same  privilege.  We  never  came  to  Par¬ 
liament  with  a  proposition  like  that.  What  we  say 
to  Newfoundland  is  :  If  you  will  co-operate  with 
us,  we  will  carry  out  the  original  plan,  but  if  you 
will  not — and  you  certainly  do  not  if  you  grant  to 
the  United  States  these  privileges  for  nothing  and 
refuse  them  to  Canadian  vessels — it  will  be  im¬ 
possible  for  us  to  recognize  those  free  licenses  which 
may  be  granted  in  the  colony  of  Newfoundland. 
We  must  put  words  of  this  import  into  clause  two, 
or  we  would  be  giving  privileges  to  United  States 
vessels  without  a  farthing  in  return. 

Air.  LAURIER.  I  hope  the  hon.  gentleman 
will  allow  the  amendment  to  stand  and  give  the  | 


House  time  to  consider  it.  For  my  part,  it  seems  to 
me  by  this  amendment  we  are  going  to  check  the 
very  object  of  the  Bill.  This  measure  is  one  of 
conciliation.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  press  this 
Bill  as  a  measure  of  conciliation.  They  are  aware 
of  the  feeling  of  irritation  which  arose  in  the 
United  States  through  our  applying  customs  regu¬ 
lations  to  American  fishermen,  under  our  inter¬ 
pretation  of  the  Convention  of  1818.  In  con- 
sequeuce  of  this  irritation,  the  Treaty  of  1888 
was,  unfortunately,  not  negotiated,  but  the  British 
Commissioners  were  so  much  impressed  by  the 
feeling  of  irritation  in  the  United  States,  that  they 
at  once  offered,  pending  the  negotiation  of  the 
treaty,  to  undertake  that  the  Canadian  Govern¬ 
ment  would  not  only  not  go  back  to  the  system 
adopted  against  American  fishermen  of  subjecting 
them  to  vexatious  customs  regulations,  but  that  for 
a  nominal  consideration  American  fishermen  would 
get  all  the  privileges  they  demanded.  Licenses 
were  then  issued  by  the  Newfoundland  and  the 
Canadian  Governments  allowing  American  fisher¬ 
men  all  the  privileges  denied  them  by  the  Treaty  ot 
1818,  and  if  an  American  fisherman  took  a  license 
from  the  Newfoundland  Government  he  could  enjoy 
these  privileges  on  the  coasts  of  Canada,  and  a 
similar  concession  was  allowed  by  the  Newfound¬ 
land  Government.  Now  the  hon.  gentleman  is 
going  to  depart  from  this.  He  stipulates  that  if 
the  licenses  issue  by  the  Newfoundland  Govern¬ 
ment  are  not  exactly  on  a  par  with  our  own  regula¬ 
tions,  they  will  not  be  recognized  in  our  country. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  The  licenses  which  the  Ameri¬ 
can  fishermen  will  obtain  from  the  Newfoundland 
Government,  on  their  face  and  terms,  grants  only 
privileges  in  the  ports  of  Newfoundland.  They 
are  entirely  different  from  the  licenses  granted  un¬ 
der  the  modus  vivendi,  as  they  limit  vessels  to  the 
ports  of  Newfoundland,  so  that  the  Americans  can 
have  no  reason  to  urge  that  they  are  misled. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  I  accept  the  hon.  gentleman’s 
correction,  but  it  only  shows  the  necessity  for  fur¬ 
ther  argument.  Let  him  give  his  amendment  as  a 
notice,  so  that  we  may  have  time  to  consider  it  be¬ 
fore  it  is  adopted. 

Air.  TUPPER.  I  shall  be  happy  to  meet  the 
hon.  gentleman’s  suggestion.  We  will  go  through 
the  clauses  and  let  the  Bill  remain  in  committee. 

Air.  DAA7IES  (P.E.I.)  The  hon.  gentleman  has 
said  that  the  licenses  granted  by  the  Newfoundland 
Government  were  being  granted  without  fee. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  So  I  understand. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  Is  it  by  statute  that 
these  licenses  are  issued  ? 

Mr.  TUPPER.  Simply  on  the  terms  of  an 
Order  in  Council,  free  licenses  are  granted  to  ves¬ 
sels  of  Newfoundland  and  the  United  States  on 
equal  terms.  There  is  a  bond  given  that  certain 
provisions  of  the  Bait  Act  will  be  recognized. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  Does  the  hon.  gentleman 
state  that  those  licenses  are  being  issued  to  the 
American  fishermen  this  year  free  ? 

Mr.  TUPPER.  Yes. 

Air.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  Because  my  information 
is  different. 

Air.  TUPPER.  I  shall  put  the  hon.  gentleman 
in  possession  of  the  information  I  have.  I  move 
[  that  the  following  clause  be  added  to  the  Bill  : — • 
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ClauseS.  The  authority  of  the  Governor  in  Council 
for  the  issue  of  such  licenses  shall  forthwith  in  each 
year  be  communicated  to  the  Senate  and  House  of  Com¬ 
mons  of  Canada,  if  Parliament  is  then  in  session,  but  if 
not  then  in  session,  within  ten  days  of  the  commence¬ 
ment  of  next  session. 

Committee  rose  and  reported  progress. 

SECOND  READING. 

Bill  (No.  58)  to  authorize  the  conveyance  to  the 
Corporation  of  the  city  of  Toronto  of  certain  Ord¬ 
nance  lands  in  that  city. — (Mr.  Dewdney. ) 

FISHERIES. 

Air.  DAVIES  (P.  E.  I. )  I  would  ask  the  Minister 
if,  in  regard  to  the  subject  we  were  discussing  a 
moment  or  two  ago,  the  House  may  hope  to  be 
placed  in  possession  of  the  despatches  to  which  I 
have  referred  on  previous  occasions,  the  despatch 
of  Lord  Kuutsford  of  the  11th  February,  and  the 
proposal  made  by  this  Government  to  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  Newfoundland  ? 

Mr.  TUPPER.  I  am  now,  as  I  was  then,  in 
daily  expectancy  of  the  requisite  authority  to  lay 
these  papers  on  the  Table  of  the  House,  and  I  will 
do  that  as  soon  as  I  receive  the  authority. 

Air.  LAURIER.  Are  you  not  tired  expecting  ? 

Air.  TUPPER.  Sometimes  I  do  get  tired. 

Air.  DAAHES  (P.E.I. )  Then  there  will  be  no 
reason  for  our  waiting  in  expectation  of  these  ? 

Mr.  TUPPER.  On  Monday  I  will  be  able  to 
speak  more  definitely  on  the  subject. 

THE  BYE-ELECTIONS. 

Mr.  A1ILLS  (Bothwell).  When  may  we  expect 
the  return  for  which  I  asked,  giving  the  reason  for 
the  delay  in  the  issue  of  the  writs  in  the  bye-elec¬ 
tions  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  called  the  attention 
of  the  Secretary  of  State  to  that  about  a  week  ago. 

SUPPLY. 

House  again  resolved  itself  into  Committee  of 
Supply. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Immigration— Agents  in  Canada . $40,125 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Before  we 
discuss  the  items  of  this  vote,  we  ought  in  all  con¬ 
science  to  have  a  statement  from  the  head  of  the 
department  in  reference  to  the  policy  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  in  respect  to  immigration.  As  I  have  very 
frequently  had  occasion  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  this  subject,  the  lion,  gentleman  must 
know  that  his  department  stands  convicted  by  the 
late  census  of  having  most  grievously  misled — I 
will  not  say  deceived — the  people  of  this  country 
by  the  statements  which  have  been  laid  before  the 
House  during  all  these  years.  According  to 
the  reports  of  the  department,  about  900,000 
immigrants  were  brought  to  Canada  during 
the  last  ten  years.  If  there  be  one  particle 
of  foundation  for  these  statements,  if  the 
slightest  dependence  is  to  be  placed  on  the  state¬ 
ments  which  have  been  made  by  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  and  his  predecessors  in  this  regard,  then,  as  I 
have  repeatedly  pointed  out,  the  result  has  been 
Air.  Tupper. 


that  in  the  last  ten  years  we  have  lost  a  million 
and  a-half  of  people  out  of  Canada  ;  but  if,  as  I 
suspect,  the  census  returns  will  show  that  the 
whole  of  the  returns  made  to  us  by  the  Department 
of  Immigration  have  been  based  on  a  huge  mistake, 
to  use  the  mildest  term,  have  been  based  on  a  most 
deplorable  error,  we  should  have  the  explanation 
of  the  head  of  the  department  as  to  the  immigrants 
who  have  been  settling  in  Canada.  We  have  also 
a  right  to  know  what  policy  the  Government  are 
going  to  adopt  in  the  future  in  regard  to  immi¬ 
gration.  On  all  that,  we  should  have  a  very  full 
statement  from  the  Minister  and  from  the  Govern¬ 
ment  generally  before  they  demand  from  us  any 
sum  or  sums  of  money  for  the  purpose  of  immi¬ 
gration,  and  I  hope  the  Minister  will  be  prepared 
to  make  that  statement.  I  find  nothing  in  his  re¬ 
port  shedding  any  light  on  the  subject.  I  find 
there  a  series  of  meagre  references  to  what  has 
occurred,  but  no  explanation  and  no  reason  is 
given  to  us  as  to  why  the  department  should  have 
been  so  egregiously  mistaken  as  to  the  returns  they 
have  made  of  the  immigrants  settled  in  Canada 
during  the  last  ten  years  as  the  census  returns  show 
them  to  have  been. 

Air.  CARLING.  The  returns  which  have  been 
made  to  this  House  as  to  the  number  of  immi¬ 
grants  settled  in  Canada  were  correct  and  accurate 
and  made  by  officers  of  the  department.  Every 
year  when  these  returns  have  been  brought 
down,  they  have  been  certified  by  the  officers 
stationed  at  the  ports  of  entry,  and  the  same 
system  which  has  been  adopted  by  the  present 
Government  was  followed  by  the  Government  of 
which  the  member  for  South  Oxford  (Sir  Richard 
Cartwright)  was  a  member.  We  have  no  reason  to 
doubt  that  the  information  we  have  obtained  from 
our  officers  and  from  the  collectors  of  customs  in 
the  different  ports  in  the  Dominion,  is  accurate 
as  a  record  of  immigration,  but  not  including 
emigration.  With  regard  to  the  number  of  people 
who  may  have  left  the  country,  of  course  we 
have  no  record.  A  record  of  those  who  may  have 
left  the  country  has  not  been  kept,  and  I  think  it 
has  been  admitted  by  the  officials  of  the  United 
States  that  any  attempt  to  keep  a  record  of  the 
number  of  people  who  pass  toandfro  between  the  two 
countries  has  been  a  failure.  That  has  been  admitted 
by  one  of  the  leading  members  of  the  Government 
in  the  United  States.  With  regard  to  the  immigra¬ 
tion  policy  of  the  Government,  it  is,  so  far  as  I  am 
aware,  to  continue  the  same  policy  which  has  been 
in  existence  for  the  last  few  years.  The  Govern¬ 
ment  are  offering  every  inducement  they  possibly 
can  to  intending  immigrants  to  this  country.  We 
have  advertised  the  advantages  of  Canada  on  the 
continent  of  Europe  and  also  in  Great  Britain,  and 
there  has  been  no  time  since  I  have  had  the  honour 
of  being  at  the  head  of  this  department  when  we 
have  had  a  better  prospect  of  immigration  and  of 
obtaining  a  good  class  of  immigrants,  than  we  have 
this  year.t  Last  year  we  endeavoured  to  let  those  of 
our  people  who  had  gone  to  the  western  States  know 
that  we  had  advantages  to  offer  in  Canada  that  were 
better  than  those  they  had  in  the  western 
States,  and  I  am  glad  to  say  that  last  season  we 
had  between  2,000  anil  3,000  settlers  who  came  in 
from  South  Dakota,  North  Dakota,  Nebraska  and 
other  parts  of  the  western  States  and  the 
chances  are  that  this  year  we  will  have  a  very 
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large  immigration  from  the  United  States.  The 
number  of  immigrants  that  came  in  last  year 
was  very  satisfactory,  and,  considering  all  the 
difficulties  we  have  had  to  contend  with  in  the 
North-West,  in  the  past,  I  am  glad  to  say  that 
the  people  seem  to  appreciate  the  offers  we  make, 
and,  as  I  have  said,  we  expect  a  very  large 
immigration  this  year,  not  only  from  Europe, 
but  also  from  the  United  States.  I  think  the 
hon.  gentleman  is  aware  of  the  inducements 
that  the  Government  offer  to  intending  settlers. 
To  every  head  of  a  family  taking  up  160  acres,  a 
bonus  of  $10  will  be  given  and  a  bonus  of  $5 
to  every  member  of  the  family  over  twelve  years  of 
age.  That  offer  is  now  made,  in  addition  to  the  160 
acres  of  land,  to  immigrants  coming  from  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland  ;  and  although  not  many  have, 
so  far,  taken  advantage  of  that  liberal  offer,  we  have 
reason  to  believe  that  in  consequence  of  the  infor¬ 
mation  given  to  people  in  the  old  country  a  large 
number  coming  in  this  year  will  take  advantage  of  it 
and  become  settlers  in  the  North-West.  I  have 
information  from  all  parts,  from  Iceland  and 
from  Great  Britain,  and  from  the  continent  and 
from  our  agents  in  the  United  States,  that  this 
year  a  very  large  number  of  immigrants  will  come 
into  our  country.  I  might  state  that  the  Govern¬ 
ment  have  decided,  after-  very  full  consideration, 
that  it  would  be  wise  to  transfer  the  immigration 
branch  of  the  Agriculture  Department  to  the 
Department  of  Interior.  Nearly  all  the  immigrants 
that  come  to  this  country  go  to  the  west  for  the 
purpose  of  taking  up  free  homesteads  and  free 
grants  of  land.  As  the  Department  of  Interior  has 
a  large  staff  of  officials  connected  with  the  lands  in 
the  North-West,  including  a  land  commissioner, 
land  guides  and  land  agents,  able  to  give  every  in¬ 
formation  that  immigrants  may  require,  it  is 
thought  well  to  make  this  transfer,  and  by  doing 
so  we  hope  to  save  a  good  deal  of  money.  Instead 
of  having  two  staffs,  we  will  have  in  the  future  but 
one  staff,  who,  with  some  additions,  will  be  able 
to  discharge  the  duties  that  will  devolve  upon 
them.  That  is  one  of  the  changes  that  has  been 
arranged  and  will  be  carried  out.  I  believe  that 
the  efforts  of  the  department  and  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  will  be  devoted  to  doing  everything  that  can 
be  done  to  advertise  our  country,  and  to  show  the 
advantages  we  possess  over  almost  every  other 
country  ;  and  we  hope  that  in  consequence  of  the 
publicity  that  has  been  given,  and  the  inducements 
that  are  offered,  a  very  large. immigration  will  find 
its  way  into  our  North-West,  and  that  that  coun¬ 
try  will  soon  be  filled  up  with  a  rugged  and  indus¬ 
trious  population. 

Sir  BICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Well,  Mr. 
Chairman,  this  is  precisely  what  we  have  been  told 
time  after  time  for  the  last  ten  years,  almost  verbis 
ipsissimis ;  and  with  the  statement  I  hold  in  my  hand 
I  must  say  the  hon.  gentleman  does  himself  very  little 
credit,  and  does  his  department  no  credit  at  all,  if 
that  is  all  the  explanation  he  has  to  give  to  us  of 
the  fact  that  whereas  his  department  alleged  that 
886,000  immigrants  were  brought  into  Canada 
within  the  last  ten  years,  our  census  returns  show 
that  our  total  population  has  only  increased  by 
500,000.  The  hon.  gentleman  tells  us  that  he  has 
no  means  of  ascertaining,  and  his  department  has 
no  means  of  ascertaining,  whether  it  was  true  or 
false  that  the  immigrant  settlers  in  Canada 


amounted  to  112,458  in  1881,  133,000  in  1882,  103,- 
000  in  the  succeeding  year,  79,000  in  1885,  84,000 
in  1886,- and  so  on.  Well,  Sir,  if  that  is  all  the 
explanation  the  hon.  gentleman  has  got  to  offer  us, 
he  would  do  infinitely  better  to  save  the  $200,000 
which  he  now  proposes  to  expend  on  immigration. 
The  hon.  gentleman’s  policy  and  the  policy  of  his 
friends  has  resulted  in  this  :  that,  while  they  claim 
to  have  brought  886,000  immigrants  into  Canada, 
we  will  find  when  the  census  returns  according  to 
nationality  are  laid  before  us,  that  of  the  886,000, 
not  200,000,  may  be  not  100,000  of  all  these 
people  who  have  been  brought  here  more  or  less  at 
our  expense,  have  remained  in  Canada.  I  had 
hoped  that  the  hon.  gentleman  and  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  having  considered  this  question,  would  have 
been  prepared  to  submit  to  us  some  rational  ex¬ 
planation  of  what  has  occurred,  and  also  that  they 
would  have  been  prepared  with  some  better  policy 
for  the  future.  Their  policy  has  been  a  total  and 
radical  failure  from  start  to  finish.  They  have 
brought  no  immigrants  of  any  value  to  this  coun- 
j  try,  except  a  few  who  have  displaced  our  native 
population.  I  believe  that  if  the  results  of  the  im¬ 
migration  policy  were  examined,  it  would  be  found 
that  the  only  immigrants  who  have  come  to 
Canada  and  have  remained  here,  of  a  class  whom 
we  desire  to  have  in  Canada,  are  persons  who  come 
in  without  any  reference  whatever  to  the  Immigra¬ 
tion  Department.  The  examination  I  have  been 
able  to  make  into  the  question  leads  me  to  believe 
that,  almost  the  entire  number  of  immigrants  which 
are  alleged  to  have  been  brought  here  by  the  Gov¬ 
ernment,  have  been  brought  more  or  less  at  the 
instigation  of  the  various  transportation  agencies, 
railroad  and  steamboat  companies,  and  they  have 
had  no  sort  of  intention  of  staying  in  Canada,  but 
have  made  Canada  merely  a  temporary  halting  place 
before  they  proceeded  to  the  United  States.  That,  I 
believe,  is  to  a  great  extent  the  whole  history  of 
the  expenditure  that  has  taken  place,  amounting  to 
several  millions  during  the  past  ten  years.  But 
there  is  another  side  to  this  question  which  the 
hon.  gentleman  has  entirely  ignored.  Now,  I  have 
often  contended  in  this  House  and  elsewhere  that 
we  are  committing  an  atrocious  piece  of  folly  in 
bringing  immigrants  from  foreign  countries,  at  a 
great  expense  to  the  people  of  Canada,  who,  to  all 
intents  and  purposes,  such  of  them  as  remain  here, 
simply  thrust  our  own  people  out  of  employment, 
or  simply  drive  our  own  people  over  the  border.  I 
will  be  far  more  disposed  to  assist  the  Government 
with  a  grant  if  they  would  use  it  for  the  purpose  of 
keeping  our  own  people  in  our  own  country,  and 
promotingthe  settlement  of  the  North-West  by  our 
own  countrymen  from  the  older  provinces,  in  place 
of  bringing  European  immigrants  over  here.  It 
appears  to  me  at  this  present  moment  to  be  a  mons¬ 
trous  piece  of  absurdity  for  us  to  pay  for  the  intro¬ 
duction  of  European  immigrants  here,  while  at  the 
|  same  moment  it  was  known  to  every  man  in  this 
!  Parliament  that  tens  and  hundreds  of  thousands 
of  our  own  people  are  yearly  leaving  our  older 
provinces  and  seeking  homes  in  the  United 
States.  I  submit  that  the  true  immigration 
policy  for  the  Government  to  pursue  is  to  direct 
their  attention  to  facilitating  the  settlement  of  out- 
own  people  from  older  provinces  in  the  North- 
t  West  Territories.  I  have  no  objection  whatever  to 
[  men  from  any  other  country,  men  of  good  health 
and  good  habits,  coming  and  settling  in  our  own 
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country  ;  but  I  have  the  strongestobjectiontoseeing 
our  own  people  driven  out  of  this  country,  as  they 
are  being  driven  out,  and  seeing  them  replaced  by 
a  wholly  inferior  class  from  the  more  or  less  pau¬ 
perised  countries  of  the  old  world.  I  do  not  know 
what  result  is  likely  to  arise  from  the  proposed 
transferrence,  of  which  the  Minister  speaks,  of  a 
branch  of  his  department  to  the  Department  of 
the  Interior.  The  mode  in  which  the  Department 
of  the  Interior  has  been  managed  up  to  the  present 
time,  is  not  calculated  to  inspire  with  implicit  con¬ 
fidence  the  members  of  this  House  in  the  wisdom  of 
the  proposed  change.  Up  to  the  present  time  the 
Department  of  the  Interior  has  been  nearly  as  un¬ 
successful  as  the  Department  of  Immigration  in 
•  promoting  settlement  in  our  country.  The  results 
of  the  sale  of  land  in  the  North-West,  the  results 
of  settlement  in  the  North-West,  the  extent  to 
which  we  have  deprived  ourselves  of  all  control 
over  that  territory,  are  anything  but  reassuring. 
On  the  whole  I  am  inclined  to  think,  if  that  is  to 
be  the  policy  of  the  Government,  they  will  do  far 
better  to  place  the  money  in  the  hands  of  the 
Local  Governments  in  the  North-West.  They 
have,  at  all  events,  a  direct  strong  personal 
interest,  so  to  speak,  in  promoting  the  settlement 
of  this  country,  and  I  am  inclined  to  think  they 
would  exert  themselves  to  the  best  of  their  power 
to  promote  it.  I  doubt  very  much  whether  the 
Department  of  the  Interior,  although  it  may  have 
certain  conveniences  such  as  the  lion,  gentleman 
has  alluded  to,  is  likely  to  make  any  more  of  a  suc¬ 
cess  than  the  Department  of  Immigration  has  done 
in  the  way  of  settling  up  the  North-West,  and  so 
far  I  must  say  that  all  we  are  at  present  achieving 
by  this  expenditure  is  simply  to  bring  a  number  of 
people,  more  or  less  unfit  for  settlement  in  Canada, 
into  this  country.  They  drift  to  our  large  cities 
and  towns,  and  there,  as  I  have  seen,  and  as  every¬ 
body  who  has  had  anything  to  do  with  the  charities 
of  these  large  places  know,  they  form  a  section  of 
the  population  of  a  very  undesirable  class.  There 
is  a  small  part  who  no  doubt  form  desirable  citizens, 
but  a  very  large  number  of  then:  indeed  are  men 
whom  Canada  could  do  very  well  without,  and  who 
at  the  very  best  are  exceedingly  inferior  to  the 
people  who  are  daily  and  hourly  leaving  under  the 
present  Administration.  I  must  say  that  I  think 
that  the  whole  of  this  money  we  are  asked  to  vote, 
judging  the  future  by  the  past,  is  likely  to  be  en¬ 
tirely  wasted  unless  most  radical  changes  are  in¬ 
troduced  by  the  Government  in  the  mode  of  ad¬ 
ministration. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  I  wish  to  offer  a  few  remarks, 
before  this  item  passes,  upon  the  policy  of  the 
Government  in  securing  immigration.  If  we  bring 
immigrants  into  this  country  it  is  necessary,  as  a 
preliminary  step,  to  take  measures  to  promote  their 
welfare  and  comfort,  and  the  policy  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  should  be  one  conducive  to  their  prosperity, 
and  one  calculated  to  make  the  country  a  desirable 
one  for  them  to  live  in,  one  calculated  to  assist  them 
when  they  come  here  to  make  progress  in  the  accu¬ 
mulation  of  property,  and  a  policy  that  would  min¬ 
ister  to  the  necessities  and  wants  of  the  citizens. 
That  there  is  something  wrong  with  the  condition  of 
affairs  in  this  country  is  evidenced  by  our  census  re 
turns  and  the  various  sources  of  information  open  to 
us  with  respect  to  this  matter.  We  have,  as  the  hon. 
member  for  South  Oxford  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright) 
Sir  Richard  Cartwright. 


said,  a  very  unsatisfactory  exhibit  made  by  the  last 
census  returns,  an  exhibit  which  I  am  sure  must 
strike  with  pain  every  member  of  the  House  to 
whichever  side  he  belongs.  The  increase  of  a  little 
less  than  12  per  cent  in  our  population  in  the  face 
of  the  fact  that  we  had  received  886,000 
immigrants  during  the  ten  years,  is  a 
very  startling  revelation.  We  started  at 
the  commencement  of  the  decade  closing  in 
1801,  with  a  population  of  4,324,000.  The  natural 
increase  of  population  in  a  country  like  Canada  I 
estimate  at  25  per  cent,  which  is  a  low  estimate. 
The  population  of  the  United  States  increased 
over  30  per  cent  during  each  decade  from  1790  to 
1830  ;  the  natural  increase  of  population  between 
1830  and  1840  was  29  per  cent  and  a  fraction  over, 
and  the  natural  increase  in  population  between 
1840  and  1850  was  over  25  per  cent.  So  I  assume 
that  our  natural  increase  is  at  least  25  per  cent  in 
ten  years.  If  that  is  the  case  we  should  have  added 
to  our  population  1,081,000,  if  we  had  no  immigra¬ 
tion  whatever.  But  in  addition  to  that  natural 
increase,  we  have  received  886,000  immigrants,  or 
we  have  received  380,000  more  immigrants  than 
our  total  increase  of  population  during  ten  years, 
and  this  makes  no  allowance  for  the  difference  be¬ 
tween  the  birth  rate  and  death  rate  of  these  immi¬ 
grants,  which  in  ten  years  would  have  swollen  that 
number  by  50,000  at  least.  This,  however,  is  not 
taken  as  an  element  in  the  calculation.  When  we 
come  to  analyse  these  figures  we  find  that 
we  have  lost  380,000 — to  say  nothing  of  the 
difference  between  the  birth  rate  and  the 
death  rate  of  the  immigrants  we  have  received — 
so  that,  adding  the  natural  increase,  we  have  lost 
1,500,000  of  our  population  in  round  numbers,  or, 
to  be  more  correct,  1,460,000.  This  is  a  condition  of 
things  that  requires  consideration.  A  young  country 
like  this  with  unlimited  resources,  with  millions  of 
acres  of  fertile  lands  not  yet  brought  under  culti¬ 
vation,  with  enormous  mineral  resources,  with 
enormous  timber  resources,  with  the  best  fisheries 
in  the  world,  with  a  good  geographical  position,  one 
of  the  provinces  having  the  best  commercial  position 
on  this  continent  with  respect  to  the  other  common¬ 
wealths — with  all  these  social,  commercial,  and 
climatic  conditions,  and  with  an  energetic  and 
virtuous  population,  I  say  that,  under  all  these 
circumstances,  to  present  such  a  showing  as  we  do, 
with  a  paltry  increase  of  504,000  in  ten  years,  an 
increase  of  less  than  12  per  cent,  calculating  that 
during  that  time  we  received  from  the  old  world 
886,000  immigrants,  it  is  a  state  of  things  that 
requires  most  serious  consideration.  It  is  time  to 
stop  and  see  what  is  the  matter.  This  is  not  a 
party  question  ;  the  life  of  the  nation  is  at  stake. 
If  this  condition  of  things  is  to  continue  it  is 
no  nse  to  talk  of  party  squabbles  and  part}' 
divisions,  because  we  shall  soon  have  no  country 
unless  we  can  remove  the  evils  now  existing 
and  in  progress,  which  threaten  to  destroy 
the  community.  Something  has  to  be  done. 
We  are  not  going  to  cure  this  great  evil  by 
the  voting  of  a  supply  of  money  to  induce  immi¬ 
grants  to  pass  through  this  country  on  their  way  to 
the  United  States.  We  must  do  something  to  keep 
our  own  citizens  here.  We.  must  do  something  to 
keep  immigrants  from  the  old  world  who  come 
here,  and  unless  we  can  do  these  things  we  might 
as  well  close  up  our  experiments  of  creating  a 
nation  here.  What  has  to  lie  done  ?  The  hon. 
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Minister  tells  us  that  he  has  taken  pains  to  inform 
immigrants  that  we  offer  greater  inducements  here 
than  do  the  western  States.  Have  we  greater  in¬ 
ducements  to  offer  ?  I  saw  a  statement  the  other 
day  given  by  the  owner  of  a  consignment  of  horses 
at  Suspension  Bridge.  He  was  sending  several  car¬ 
loads  througli  to  Ne\v  York  to  be  sold  for  use  on 
ice  waggons  in  that  city.  He  shipped  them  from 
Iow7a,  and  he  could  place  them  in  New7  York  at 
prices  which  would  enable  him  to  pay  $25  per  head 
more  in  Iow7a  than  he  could  in  the  Province  of  On¬ 
tario.  The  freight  from  Iowa  to  New7  York  is  $10 
per  horse.  The  freight  from  Ontario  to  New7  York  is 
$5  and  the  duty  $30  per  head,  making  a  total  of 
$35,  and  the  freight  from  Iowa  to  New  York  being 
only  $10,  the  advantage  possessed  by  the  Iow7a* 
farmer  was  equal  to  $25  on  each  horse.  Now7,  that 
is  what  is  the  matter.  The  States  are  practically 
our  only  market  for  horses,  for  sheep  and  for  barley. 
It  was  shown  here  last  night  that  two-rowed  barley 
can  be  sold  in  England  for  4  to  8  cents  per  bushel 
more  than  six-rowed  barley  would  bring  for  export 
to  the  United  States,  but  the  fact  was  not  denied 
that  six-rowed  barley  with  the  duty  taken  off,  could 
be  sold  for  export  to  the  States  for  24  cents  a 
bushel  more  at  this  moment  than  two-rowed  barley 
would  bring  in  England.  We  are  languishing  in 
Canada  because  w7e  are  excluded  from  our  natural 
market,  and  because  we  are  shut  out  from  our 
communication  with  the  great  commonwealths  on 
this  continent.  We  are  debarred  from  the  market 
of  60,000,000  people  at  our  doors,  and  we  are  look¬ 
ing  for  markets  in  the  West  Indies  and  throughout 
the  w7orld. 

Committee  rose,  and  it  being  six  o’clock,  the 
Speaker  left  the  Chair. 

After  Recess. 

SECOND  READING. 

Bill  (No.  68)  to  revive  and  amend  the  Acts 
respecting  the  Ottawa,  Waddington  and  New7  York 
Railway  and  Bridge  Company. — (Mr.  Ross, 
Dundas. ) 

SUPPLY. 

House  again  resolved  itself  into  Committee  of 
Supply. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  at  the  time 
the  Chair  w7as  vacated  at  six  o’clock  I  was  engaged 
in  making  a  few7  remarks  on  this  proposed  vote  for 
promoting  immigration  into  Canada.  The  object  of 
promoting  immigration  is  to  increase  the  population 
of  the  country,  thereby  developing  its  resources, 
adding  to  its  wealth,  and  adding  to  the  greatness 
of  the  country  through  the  increase  of  numbers 
and  productive  capacity  and  power.  While  we 
are  thus  engaged  in  the  business  of  promoting 
immigration,  the  Government  are  pursuing  a  policy 
that  is  at  the  same  time  driving  away  the  popula¬ 
tion  of  the  country.  I  took  the  liberty  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  certain  facts  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  increase  of  population  in  this  country ; 
or  rather,  to  speak  more  properly,  w7ith  the  loss  of 
population  in  this  country  ;  because  the  increase  of 
population  has  been  very  small,  not  as  great  as  the 
natural  increase,  leaving  out  of  the  question  the 
immigration  into  Canada.  I  pointed  out  that  the 


loss  of  population  between  1881  and  1891  had  been, 
in  round  numbers,  1,500,000  souls,  that  our  popula¬ 
tion  according  to  the  census  returns  had  increased 
504,000  in  round  numbers,  and  that  it  was  claimed 
that  wre  had  received  an  immigration  of  886,000 
souls.  I  pointed  out  also  that  the  natural 
increase  of  the  population  during  that  period  was 
nearly  1,100,000  souls,  and  that  we  had  lost  our 
natural  increase,  and  had  lost  very  nearly  380,000 
of  the  immigration  besides  the  natural  increase. 
Now,  Sir,  the  census  of  the  United  States,  in 
1880,  disclosed  the  fact  that  there  were  at  that 
time  719,000  native-born  Canadians  living  in  that 
country.  It  also  gave  the  number  of  children  of 
these  native-born  Canadians,  born  in  the  States,  at 
936,000.  Upon  the  same  basis  of  calculation,  the 
number  of  children  of  native-born  Canadians  in 
the  States  in  1890  would  have  been  about  1,350,000. 
If  we  then  take  into  account  the  1,500,000  popu¬ 
lation  lost  to  this  country  in  the  last  decade,  the 
719,000  that  wrere  in  the  States  at  the  commence¬ 
ment  of  the  decade — of  course  their  numbers  had 
diminished  by  death  during  the  period  since,  but 
that  loss  had  been  more  than  compensated  for  by 
the  children  born  in  the  States  of  immigrants  that 
had  gone  from  this  country  to  the  States,  and 
which  are  not  accounted  for — and  add  to  that  the 
number  of  children  in  the  States  in  1890,  born  of 
Canadian  parents,  we  have  a  loss  to  this  country 
from  this  source  of  3,500,000  souls.  If  this  cal¬ 
culation  is  true,  and  I  believe  it  is,  had  there 
been  no  exodus,  the  population  of  Canada  to-day 
should  have  been  8,350,000.  But  we  do  not  take 
into  account  the  grandchildren  in  the  States  born 
of  children  of  Canadian  parents.  We  do  not  take 
into  account  the  loss  to  this  country  of  immigrants 
leaving  Canada  for  the  States  in  all  these  years 
since  Confederation  and  before.  We  do  not  take 
into  account  the  children  of  these  immigrants  born 
in  the  States,  and  who  would  have  been  born,  w7e 
may  assume,  in  Canada,  had  the  immigrants  who 
came  to  Canada  remained  here.  It  is  susceptible  of 
mathematical  demonstration  that  if  there  had  been 
no  exodus  from  this  country  of  native-born  citizens 
or  of  foreigners  who  came  here  from  the  old  world 
to  make  their  homes  in  Canada,  the  population  of 
this  country  would  be  9,000,000  souls,  and  we  are 
to-night  discussing  an  item  for  getting  into  this 
country  immigrants,  while  the  people  of  this 
country  are  leaving  by  thousands.  We  are  attempt¬ 
ing  to  fill  a  barrel  by  pouring  in  at  the  spigot  and 
leaving  the  bunghole  open.  The  result  is  that 
we  have  got  in  Canada  less  than  half  the  popula¬ 
tion  we  would  have  had  if  the  exodus  from 
this  country  had  not  been  as  it  has  been. 

Now,  w  hat  is  the  matter  ?  Perhaps  I  might  an- 
swerthequestionsomewhatdifferently  from  my  lion, 
friend  the  Minister  of  Finance,  and  the  answer  I 
should  give  to  that  question,  if  1  gave  a  truthful 
answer,  would,  in  my  opinion,  reflect  somewhat 
upon  the  Minister  of  Finance  and  his  colleagues. 
I  do  not  wish  to  be  offensive  to  them,  but  we  must 
deal  w7ith  facts  as  they  exist.  There  are  several 
things  the  matter.  The  whole  policy  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  for  years  has  been  of  a  character  to  produce 
this  result.  We  have  disgusted  the  people  of  this 
country  with  the  character  of  the  policy  of  its 
Government  ;  our  Gerrymander  Bills,  our  Fran¬ 
chise  Acts,  the  corruption  and  boodling  that  prevail, 
the  National  Policy  and  many  other  things,  which 
have  had  a  tendency  to  drive  the  population  out  of 
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this  country.  People  become  disgusted  ;  they  see 
the  debt  piling  up  ;  they  see  the  taxation  from  cus¬ 
toms  increasing  ;  they  see  the  inordinate  increase 
in  the  expenditure  ;  they  see  the  Government  car¬ 
rying  out  the  policy  of  bribing  constituencies  by 
Act  of  Parliament  at  wholesale,  and  bribing  them 
by  means  of  armies  of  boodlers  at  retail  ;  they  see 
the  corruption  pervading  every  department  of  the 
Government  ;  and  our  people  are  leaving  the 
country  in  disgust.  It  is  useless  to  talk  of  redeem¬ 
ing  this  country  by  appropriations  for  immigration, 
as  long  as  these  giant  evils  drive  the  population 
from  the  country.  Now,  the  National  Policy,  so  far 
as  fiscal  reasons  can  be  assigned,  has  produced  very 
grievous  results  in  this  country.  It  has  failed  to 
redeem  one  single  promise  made  in  its  behalf  when 
it  went  into  operation,  not  giving  us,  for  instance, 
a  home  market - 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  do  not  like  to  interrupt  the 
lion,  gentleman.  I  know  that  his  discussion  is 
pleasant  to  himself,  and  at  another  time  it 
might  be  quite  in  order  ;  but  I  do  not  see  that  it  is 
in  order  to-night,  on  an  item  for  immigration,  to 
go  into  a  discussion  of  the  general  policy  of  the 
Government. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  This  opens  a  wide  field. 
Here  is  an  appropriation  for  the  purpose  of  adding 
to  the  population  and  prosperity  of  this  country. 
Am  I  to  be  told  that  it  is  out  of  order  to  point  out 
that  while  we  are  endeavouring  to  bring  people  into 
che  country  the  Government  are  pursuing  a  policy 
which  tends  to  drive  them  out  ?  Surely  the  point 
of  order  taken  by  the  Minister  of  Finance  is  not 
well  taken  in  this  instance. 

Now  we  will  go  on  to  discuss  the  question,  how 
we  can  increase  the  population  and  prosperity  of 
this  country.  We  will  soon  point  out  to  these 
lion,  gentlemen  the  mistakes  they  have  made  ;  we 
will  go  on  to  exhort  them  to  adopt  an  efficient 
policy  for  retaining  and  increasing  our  population  ; 
and  all  this  will  be  strictly  in  order.  The  National 
Policy,  I  was  about  to  say,  has  been,  not  a  pro¬ 
moter  of  immigration,  but  a  great  immigration 
agent  for  the  country  across  the  line  ;  and  if  our 
friends  opposite  wish  to  go  out  of  the  tbusiness  of 
acting  as  immigration  agents  for  the  United  States, 
thei'e  are  certain  things  they  want  to  do.  Of  course, 
an  appropriation  for  bringing  immigrants  to  pass 
through  our  country  to  the  United  States  is  one 
thing ;  but  they  had  better  adopt  some  plan  to 
retain  those  people  when  they  arrive  here,  and  it  is 
quite  in  order  to  discuss  that.  As  I  was  about  to 
say,  the  National  Policy  has  been— — 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN  (Mr.  Sproule).  I  think  I 
must  ask  the  hon.  gentleman  to  confine  himself  to 
the  item  under  consideration,  which  is  a  vote  of 
$1,400  for  agents  at  Montreal  and  Quebec. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  We  are  dealing  with  the 
whole  subject  of  the  immigration  appropriation. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  I  think  that  an  old  parlia¬ 
mentarian  like  the  hon.  member  can  hardly  excuse 
himself  by  saying  that  he  is  dealing  directly  with 
the  question  of  immigration,  when  he  is  discussing 
the  National  Policy. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  Well,  Mr,  Chairman,  if  you 
upon  your  honour  as  a  gentleman  and  in  your  posi¬ 
tion  as  chairman  of  this  committee,  will  risk  your 
reputation  by  asserting  that  the  National  Policy 
has  nothing  to  do  with  peopling  this  country  or  | 
Mr.  Charlton. 


driving  people  from  this  country  and  has  no  bear¬ 
ing  on  the  question  before  us  to-night,  then  I  shall 
have  to  sit  down.  But  I  think  I  am  in  order. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  I  must  say  that  is  my  rul¬ 
ing,  whether  I  am  sustained  by  the  House  or  not 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  Very  well,  we  will  pass  to 
another  subject,  the  subject  of  taxation,  which 
may  possibly  have  some  bearing  on  the  question  of 
retaining  our  population  or  offering  inducements 
to  people  to  come  and  settle  in  the  country.  Under 
the  customs  law  of  this  country - 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Order. 

Mr.  CHARLTON — we  have  taken  out  of  the 
^pockets  of  the  people  by  customs  taxes  in  the  last 
ten  years,  $227,000,000. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman 
is  wandering  into  another  subject  which  is  just  as 
irrelevant  to  the  question  as  the  one  he  left. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  Very  well,  Mr.  Chairman,  we 
will  take  up  another  subject.  I  must  confess  that 
I  am  surprised  that  an  old  member  of  this  House, 
in  attempting  to  deal  with  the  question  under  dis¬ 
cussion,  and  in  pointing  out  facts  entirely  pertinent 
to  the  case,  should  be  ruled  out  of  order  in  the 
arbitrary  manner  in  which  you  have  ruled  me  out 
ou  this  occasion. 

Some  lion.  MEMBERS.  Order,  order.  Apolo¬ 
gize. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  I  will  apologize  to  the  ex¬ 
tent  that  I  do  not  suppose  the  chairman  would  be 
intentionally  arbitrary,  but  he  lias  ruled  me  out  in 
a  manner  which  I  hold,  from  my  standpoint,  to  be 
arbitrary.  Now,  Sir,  I  come  to  another  feature  of 
the  Government’s  policy  which  undoubtedly  has 
very  great  influence  upon  the  question  of  the  desir¬ 
ability  of  this  country  as  a  place  of  residence,  that 
is,  the  policy  which  places  the  settler,  the  labourer 
and  the  producer  at  a  great  disadvantage  in  the 
cost  of  everything  they  have  to  purchase.  For  in¬ 
stance,  when  the  purchaser  spends  $2.25  for  coal 
oil,  he  gets  only  a  dollar’s  w'orth.  When  the  farmer 
wishes  to  purchase  barbed  wire,  he  pays  $1.50 
for  a  dollar’s  worth.  When  he  purchases  binding 
twine,  the  policy  of  the  Government  compels  him 
to  pay  $1.40  for  a  dollar’s  worth.  If  he  wants  to 
buy  a  fork,  he  pays  $1.50  for  what  he  would  get 
for  a  dollar  but  for  the  policy  of  the  Government. 
If  he  wants  to  buy  spades  he  pays  $1.50  where  he 
would  otherwise  only  pay  a  dollar.  He  pays  $1.50 
for  a  dollar’s  worth  of  nails,  $1.35  for  a  dollar’s 
worth  of  cotton,  $1.35  for  a  dollar’s  worth  of  earth¬ 
enware,  from  $1.40  to  $1.80  for  a  dollar’s  worth  of 
woollen  goods,  and  so  on.  I  will  Hot  weary  you,  as 
you  may  think  me  out  of  order,  by  going  exten¬ 
sively  into  this  matter.  When  the  farmer  settles  his 
store  bill  at  the  end  of  the  year  he  pays  $140  for 
what  he  would  get  for  $100  but  for  the  policy  of  the 
Minister  of  Finance.  The  result  is,  that  during  the 
past  ten  years  the  people  of  this  country  have  had 
to  pay  in  customs  taxation  $227,000,000,  and  pro¬ 
bably  twice  as  much  more  in  incidental  taxation  to 
private  interests,  or  a  total  of  $454,000,000  inci¬ 
dental  tax  added  to  the  direct  tax.  This  amounts 
to  $1 50  per  head  for  the  last  ten  years  for  every  man, 
woman  and  child  in  the  country  from  direct  and  in¬ 
direct  taxation  ;  and  that  has  something  to  do  with 
the  question  of  peopling  this  country,  and  promoting 
its  prosperity,  and  it  is  the  policy  pursued  by  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  which  has  brought  this  country 
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to  the  condition  it  is  now  in.  It  is  that  policy 
which  has  shut  it  out  of  its  natural  market.  It  is 
that  policy  which  has  piled  on  the  shoulders  of  the 
people  these  inordinate  burdens.  It  is  that  policy 
which  has  ran  up  our  debt  from  $75,000,000  to 
$234,000,000,  and  has  increased  our  expenditure 
from  $13,000,000  to  $37,000,000.  It  is  that  policy 
which  has  increased  the  customs  taxation  from 
$9,000,000  to  $24,000,000.  It  is  that  policy  which 
has  increased  our  debt,  taxation,  and  expenditure 
from  three  to  five  times  as  fast  as  the  population 
has  increased.  It  is  that  policy  which  has  a  bear¬ 
ing  upon  the  question  whether  this  country  shall 
be  peopled  by  millions  or  become  almost  depopu¬ 
lated.  It  is  that  policy  which  has  a  bearing  on  the 
question  whether  we  will  be  able  to  retain  the  im¬ 
migrants  brought  by  means  of  the  appropriations 
the  Government  call  on  us  to  make,  or-  whether 
they  will  only  arrive  here  to  drift  away  by  the 
million  as  the}7  have  done  hitherto,  and  help  to 
swell  the  greatness  and  the  resources  of  another 
nation.  It  was  perfectly  proper  to  allude  to  these 
matters  in  connection  with  the  discussion  of  the 
item  we  have  under  consideration  to-night. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  wishes 
to  appeal  against  the  ruling  of  the  Chair,  he  has  a 
right  to  do  so,  but  he  has  no  right  to  reflect  upon  it. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  I  deny  that  I  have,  either 
directly  or  indirectly,  reflected  upon  your  ruling, 
Sir,  unless  you  consider  yourself  responsible  for 
this  policy.  I  have  been  talking  about  the  general 
policy  of  the  country,  about  the  particular  cpiestion 
of  the  prosperity  of  the  country,  and  the  means  to 
secure  it,  in  order  to  ascertain  whether  we  will  be 
able  to  people  this  country  or  not. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Tell  us  about  the  Buffalo  inter¬ 
view. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  will 
get  the  item  and  read  it,  1  will  tell  him.  I  chal¬ 
lenge  him  to  produce  that  item  and  read  it  so  that 
we  may  have  it  in  discussion  now. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Pull  it  out  of  your  vest  pocket. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  I  challenge  the  Minister  to 
read  it. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Can  you  not  repeat  it? 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  I  read  it  once  and  my 
memory  is  not  as  good  as  that.  I  disclaim  any¬ 
thing  more  than  a  serious  desire  to  have  that 
matter  placed  before  the  House.  As  reference  has 
been  made  to  it  by  the  Minister  of  Finance,  let 
him  produce  the  article  and  read  it. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  You  want  to  get  it  in  the 
Hansard. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  None  but  a  coward  would 
make  allusion  to  a  thing  and  refuse  to  give  a 
gentleman  upon  whom  imputation  has  been  cast  the 
chance  to  refute  it  by  withholding  the  charge  to 
which  he  alluded. 

If  the  Government  desire  to  promote  the  popu¬ 
lation  and  prosperity  of  this  country,  let  them 
retire  the  monopolists  from  power,  and  let  them 
give  attention  to  the  interests  of  the  farmer 
and  the  labourer.  The  results  of  their  policy  with 
regard  to  the  natural  markets  of  this  country  are 
very  strikingly  set  forth  by  a  comparison  of  the 
Trade  and  Navigation  Returns  with  the  United 
States  for  a  period  of  years.  In  1866  our  exports 
to  that  country  were  $40,000,000  in  round  numbers. 


In  1891  they  were  $41 ,000,000.  Now,  Sir,  taking 
into  account  the  short  returns  of  nearly  $3,000,000 
in  round  numbers  last  year,  our  exports  last  year 
were  less  than  in  I860. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  I  must  ask  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  to  confine  himself  to  the  item. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  Are  we  to  understand  that 
upon  a  question  of  this  kind,  when  the  Government 
are  asking  an  appropriation  for  immigration,  the 
House  is  not  at  liberty  to  discuss  all  questions 
which  have  a  bearing  upon  this  policy  ?  It  seems 
to  me  this  ruling  is  not  in  accord  with  the  rules  of 
the  House,  as  I  understand  them.  At  the  opening 
of  the  committee  to-day  the  hon.  member  for 
South  Oxford  required,  what  is  always  given  in 
England  and  seldom  in  this  country,  from  the 
Minister  in  charge  of  these  estimates,  a  general 
statement  of  the  policy  of  the  country.  This  is 
always  done  in  England.  No  Minister  there  would 
dream  of  asking  the  House  to  vote  an  appropriation 
such  as  this  unless  he  gave  definitely  the  leasons 
for  urging  the  expenditure.  The  hon.  member 
for  South  Oxford  invited  such  an  expose  from  the 
Government.  The  Minister  of  Agriculture  gave  it, 
and  now  the  whole  subject  is  in  order,  and  it  seems 
to  me  the  ruling  of  the  Chair  would  confine  us 
within  unreasonable  limits.  We  are  discussing  the 
policy  of  the  Government  with  regard  to  immi¬ 
gration,  and  anything  bearing  on  that  subject  is  in 
order. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  I  understand  it  would  be 
quite  in  order  to  discuss  the  immigration  policy  of 
the  Government,  but  not  the  commercial  policy. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  Surely,  in  discussing  a  large  item, 
the  money  to  be  spent  in  bringing  immigrants  to  this 
country,  we  ought  to  be  able  to  show  reason  why 
we  think  it  is  wasteful  to  expend  money  in  that 
direction  when  the  field  is  open  in  other  directions. 
If  we  undertake  to  show  that  by  a  prudent  course  in 
other  directions  this  money  will  be  saved,  which 
under  this  proposal  will  be  wasted,  we  ought  to  be 
allowed  to  do  so.  Discussions  in  committ3e  will  be 
utterly  useless  if  we  are  to  be  gagged  by  the  Chair 
in  discussing  the  general  policy  of  the  Government 
on  an  item  like  this. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  There  is  no  desire 
on  this  side,  and  I  am  sure  none  on  the  part  of  the 
Chair,  to  gag  any  hon.  member.  The  hon.  member 
for  North  Norfolk  has  a  wide  scope  in  dealing  with 
the  question  of  immigration,  which,  every  one  must 
admit,  opens  up  a  discussion  to  a  great  extent  of 
the  policy  of  the  Government,  but  the  difference 
between  the  two  sides  of  the  House  as  to  the  scope 
allowed  the  hon.  member  is  this  :  His  contention 
is,  that  because  we  have  asked  a  vote  for  immigra¬ 
tion,  he  can  open  up  every  question  concerning  the 
human  race.  So  far  the  hon.  gentleman  has  been 
good  enough  to  confine  his  observations  to  the 
history  of  Canada,  including  questions  past  and 
present,  and  every  phase  of  the  policy  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment,  but  the  same  logic  that  sustains  him  in 
doing  that  would  sustain  him  in  coming  to  the 
history  of  any  other  country  and  discussing  the 
policy  of  every  country  in  the  globe.  We  do  not 
want  to  restrict  the  hon.  gentleman  undulv,  we  do 
not  object  to  his  discussing  anything  bearing  on 
the  question  of  immigration,  but  let  his  discussion 
be  governed  by  some  rule  which  will  enable  us, 
some  day  or  other,  to  arrive  at  an  end. 
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Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  It  will  be  remem¬ 
bered  that  the  hon.  member  for  South  Oxf  ord  asked 
for  an  explanatory  statement  from  the  Minister 
with  reference  to  the  policy  of  the  Government  in 
immigration  matters,  and  it  was  thoroughly  under¬ 
stood  that  the  discussion  was  to  be  a  general  one  as 
to  the  policy  of  the  Government.  We  are  discuss¬ 
ing  items  under  the  heading  of  immigration,  and 
the  item  following  this  is  $150,000  for  immigration 
expenses.  It  was  thought,  however,  more  convenient 
that  the  general  question  should  be  discussed  now, 
after  we  have  had  the  statement  from  the  Minister 
with  reference  to  their  policy  as  regards  immigra¬ 
tion.  F rom  that  standpoint,  my  hon.  friend  has  been 
pointing  out  that  our  immigration  policy  has  been  a 
total  failure,  and  that  unless  certain  reforms  are 
introduced  in  other  departments  of  our  policy  this 
expenditure  will  be  useless.  That  is  the  basis  on 
which  the  discussion  is  proceeding,  and  I  must  say, 
if  you  were  to  adhere  as  strictly  as  you  did,  Mr. 
Chairman,  to  the  idea  which  I  think  was  in  your 
mind,  that  we  were  discussing  this  one  item,  it  would 
be  impossible  to  have  any  general  discussion  at  all  of 
the  immigration  policy.  Surely  Ministers  will  not 
take  the  point  that  at  no  period  in  the  passage  of 
these  estimates  are  we  to  have  the  opportunity  of 
a  general  discussion  of  the  Government  policy  in 
regard  to  immigration.  That  was  the  desire  ex¬ 
pressed  by  the  hon.  member  for  South  Oxford  (Sir 
Richard  Cartwright),  and  I  would  suggest  to  the 
Minister  that  it  would  tend  to  promote  and  to  ex¬ 
pedite  business  if  that  were  done,  because  he  may 
depend  upon  it  that,  if  the  Chair  should  rule  that 
this  general  discussion  is  inopportune  at  this  time, 
these  questions  will  have  to  be  worked  in  at  some 
other  time  and  perhaps  in  not  so  convenient  a  way. 
Gentlemen  will  not  forego  their  undoubted  right 
to  discuss  this  matter,  if  not  now,  at  some  other 
time,  when  the  discussion  might  be  less  effective. 
That,  I  think,  is  the  view  under  which  my  hon. 
friend  was  proceeding,  and  possibly  the  Minister 
and  the  Chairman  might  agree  that  we  should  dis¬ 
cuss  the  general  policy  now,  and  that  the  Chairman 
should  review  his  decision  that  what  we  are  dis¬ 
cussing  is  the  salary  of  the  agent  at  Quebec. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  There  are  two  things  which 
have  been  stated  on  the  other  side  which  I  cannot 
allow  to  go  unchallenged,  and  which  I  do  not  want 
to  be  understood  as  assented  to  on  this  side  of  the 
House.  The  one  is  the  statement  that  we  objected 
to  the  course  pursued  by  hon.  gentlemen  because  it 
was  getting  warm  for  this  side  of  the  House,  and  that 
the  unpalatable  truths  which  the  hon.  gentleman, 
in  his  opinion,  was  bringing  forward  grated  very 
harshly  on  the  ears  of  hon.  gentlemen  on  this  side. 
The  hon.  gentleman  need  not  lay  that  flattering  unc¬ 
tion  to  his  soul.  We  have  heard  all  this  before.  We 
have  heard  those  statements  from  year  to  year,  we 
have  lived  under  them,  and  we  think  we  shall  still 
live  under  their  repeated  infliction.  It  is  not  that  we 
are  afraid  of  having  facts  brought  out.  The  other 
assertion  is  that  we  are  afraid  of  a  general  discussion 
upon  the  immigration  policy.  We  are  not  afraid  of 
a  general  discussion  of  that  policy,  and  while  these 
items  are  proceeding  is  the  time  to  take  the  general 
discussion  of  that  policy,  but  what  we  objected  to, 
and  what  the  Chairman  properly  ruled  upon,  was 
that  my  hon.  friend  for  North  Norfolk  (Mr.  Charl¬ 
ton),  in  professing  to  discuss  the  general  immigra¬ 
tion  policy,  was  altogether  travelling  out  of  the 
record. 

Sir  John  Thompson. 


Mr.  LAURIER.  No. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  will  appeal  to  my  hon.  friend 
himself.  The  hon.  gentleman  who  provoked  this 
debate  says  he  was  in  order  in  going  into  certain 
matters  in  order  to  show'  that  our  policy  of  immi¬ 
gration  and  the  expenditure  for  immigration  was 
futile  unless  certain  changes  were  made,  and  two 
of  these  things  which  he  was  discussing  were  the 
National  Policy  and  the  keeping  of  this  country 
from  what  he  calls  its  natural  markets  in  the  United 
States.  He  went  on  to  assert  that  he  had  a  perfect 
right,  in  discussing  the  immigration  policy,  to  dis¬ 
cuss  the  National  Policy,  which  is  a  question  of 
tariffs,  and  tq  discuss  our  relations  commercially 
with  the  United  States,  which  is  a  question  outside 
of  this  altogether,  because  they  had  a  remote  bear¬ 
ing  on  this  subject. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  A  direct  bearing. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Well,  a  direct  bearing — that  is 
stronger  still.  Where  would  my  hon.  friend  have 
him  stop?  If  he  can  discuss  these  matters  and 
justify  their  discussion  on  this  vote,  he  can  discuss 
anything  in  the  wide  world.  He  can  discuss 
whether  it  is  opportune  now  to  declare  that  this 
House  and  this  country  had  no  confidence  in  the 
present  Government.  He  can  discuss  whether  or 
not  it  is  better  that  we  should  remain  an  integral 
part  of  the  British  Empire.  He  can  discuss, 
whether  or  not  we  should  become  a  part  of  the 
United  States.  He  can  justify  the  discussion  of 
all  those  on  the  ground  that  they  have  a  remote 
connection  with  the  question  under  debate,  be¬ 
cause  he  might  contend  that  if  it  is  better  for  us  to 
become  a  part  of  the  United  States  it  would  tend 
to  keep  our  people  here,  and,  if  it  is  better  to 
cease  our  connection  with  Great  Britain,  he  might 
say  we  would  have  greater  inducements  for  bring¬ 
ing  people  here  and  retaining  them  in  Canada.  All 
we  ask  is  that  the  rule  of  proper  discussion  should 
be  carried  out  in  committee.  While  we  have  no 
objection  to  fair  discussion  of  the  immigration 
policy,  while  we  would  welcome  one  single  pertin¬ 
ent  suggestion  from  that  side  of  the  House  as  to  any 
better  system  of  carrying  out  that  policy,  which  we 
have  not  had  from  that  side  during  the  hours'  dis¬ 
cussion  which  has  taken  place  and  would  probably 
not  have  during  two  or  three  hours’  discussion 
to-night,  still  the  subject  itself  should  not  be 
departed  from.  The  hon.  gentleman  was  simply 
making  an  attack  upon  the  party  regarding  certain 
lines  of  policy  entirely  outside  of  the  question  before 
the  committee.  No  person  would  welcome  more 
than  myself  a  temperate,  fair,  reasonable  discus¬ 
sion  of  what  is  the  best  thing  to  do  in  connection 
with  the  immigration  policy,  and  the  wisdom  of 
gentlemen  on  the  other  side  of  the  House,  if  they 
would  just  simply  confine  it  to  this  one  topic  and 
give  us  their  suggestions  and  endeavour  to  show  us 
what  should  be  the  right  methods  of  immigration, 
would  be  welcomed  by  every  member  on  this  side 
and  certainly  by  me.  The  item  under  discussion 
is  item  70,  which  is  a  vote  for  the  salaries  of  agents 
in  this  country,  and,  if  one  place  better  than  an¬ 
other  can  be  found  where  the  general  policy  could 
be  discussed  it  would  be  item  79  of  $150,000  which 
is  the  general  vote  for  immigration  purposes,  where, 
of  course,  the  general  policy  of  the  Government 
should  be  properly  defined  and  debated.  I  am 
not,  however,  raising  the  point  that  we  should  not 
now  discuss  the  general  immigration  policy,  but  let 
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us  discuss  the  immigration  policy  and  not  the  tariff 
and  other  matters  outside,  because,  if  we  do,  each 
side  making  assertions  and  the  other  rebutting 
them,  we  may  discuss, the  subject  for  six  weeks  and 
get  no  nearer  to  a  conclusion. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  I  am  glad  to  hear  the  hon. 
gentleman  say  that  he  is  willing  to  receive  any 
good  suggestion  as  to  the  best  immigration  policy 
to  be  pursued. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Yes,  but  we  cannot  get  any. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  The  best  immigration  policy 
this  side  of  the  House  can  suggest  is  a  revision  of 
the  tariff  policy  of  the  Government.  You  have  be¬ 
fore  you  the  fact  that  the  present  policy,  instead 
of  carrying  out  the  promise  which  was  made,  and 
keeping  the  people  here,  is  sending  our  own  popu¬ 
lation  to  the  other  side  by  hundreds  of  thousands. 
Now,  notwithstanding  that,  you  are  asking  this 
House  to  vote  nearly  $200,000  to  bring  immigrants 
to  this  country,  who,  if  the  present  course  con¬ 
tinues,  will  simply  land  at  Quebec  and  pass  on  to 
the  other  side  of  the  line.  My  hon.  friend  is  show¬ 
ing  that  the  whole  system  is  vicious  and  rotten  ; 
that  it  is  useless  to  spend  this  money  as  long  as  the 
present  condition  of  affairs  exists.  Is  that  not 
fair?  What  better  proof  can  you  bring  to  show 
that  the  immigration  policy  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  is  hnsound  than  to  quote  the  results 
of  that  policy  during  the  last  ten  years  ? 
W  e  are  willing  to  bring  immigrants  from  Europe 
to  this  country,  and  for  that  purpose  you  propose 
to  expend  $200,000  next  year.  Now,  I  maintain 
that  if  you  expend  that  amount  of  money  in  the 
way  you  propose,  it  will  be  simply  thrown  into  the 
sea,  you  will  derive  no  benefit  from  it.  If  you 
wish  to  make  the  expenditure  of  this  money  fruit¬ 
ful  in  good  results,  you  must  reverse  the  conditions 
now  existing.  How  is  this  to  be  done  unless  the 
results  of  your  past  policy  are  shown  to  the 
country  ?  I  would  not  discuss  annexation  upon 
this  question,  I  would  not  discuss  imperial  federa¬ 
tion,  nor  any  other  of  the  subjects  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  has  mentioned,  because  they  have  a  very 
remote  bearing  upon  the  question.  But  I  do  say 
that  the  tariff'  policy  of  the  Government  lias  an 
intimate  connection  with  their  immigration  policy, 
and  that  it  is  the  reason  why  we  desire  to  discuss 
it  at  this  time.  If  the  present  Chairman  had  been 
in  the  Chair  before  six  o’clock,  when  this  subject 
was  opened,  I  think  he  would  have  perceived  that 
it  was  the  whole  subject  of  immigration  that  was 
under  discussion,  and  not  this  particular  item  at 
Quebec. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Does  my  hon.  friend  take  the 
position  that  this  vote  of  $197,000  ought  not  to  be 
voted  until  there  is  a  change  in  the  policy  of  the 
country  ? 

Mr.  LAURIER.  I  take  the  position  that  it  is 
a  fair  question  to  discuss  as  long  as  the  present 
tariff  policy  is  persisted  in. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Does  my  hon.  friend  think  that 
if  he  raises  a  large  question  of  policy  like  that  so 
long  as  the  present  tariff  is  maintained,  it  is  useless 
to  expend  this  $197,000  ? 

Mr.  LAURIER.  I  say  this  is  a  question  upon 
which  we  require  more  information,  and  therefore 
it  is  fair  to  debate  it  at  this  moment. 
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Mr.  FOSTER.  Does  not  my  hon.  friend  think 
that  the  better  way  would  be  to  introduce  a  resolu¬ 
tion  on  the  subject  ? 

Mr.  LAURIER.  It  may  be  proper  to  introduce 
a  resolution  at  the  proper  time.  But  the  hon. 
gentleman  knows  that,  according  to  parliamentary 
pi  act  ice,  the  resolution  is  introduced  on  the  motion 
to  go  into  Committee  of  Supply. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  The  House  is  asked  to  vote  a, 
large  sum  of  money  for  the  purpose  of  promoting 
immigration  ;  it  is  acknowledged  that  we  are  in 
need  of  population.  Now,  what  is  the  cause  of 
that  need  ?  What  has  become  of  the  population 
that  has  already  come  in  ?  Surely  there  can  be  no 
more  direct  connection  with  a  proposal  to  bring  in 
population  than  the  condition  which  has  caused  a 
loss  of  population.  Now  suppose  that  in  the 
course  of  this  discussion  my  hon.  friend  should  suc¬ 
ceed  in  convincing  the  Administration  that  a  change 
of  tariff  would  materially  affect  the  whole  ques¬ 
tion,  what  would  the  Government  do  ?  The  Minis¬ 
ter  of  Finance  says  :  Invite  suggestions.  Why,  if 
he  invited  suggestions  and  gave  them  due  weight,  he 
might  discover  reasons  to  convince  him  that  by 
changing  the  tariff  policy  we  might  save  to  the 
country  the  expenditure  of  this  money  altogether. 
Surely  the  commercial  policy  is  intimately  inter¬ 
twined  with  the  immigration  policy.  The  chair¬ 
man  and  all  the  members  of  the  House  admit  that 
the  whole  immigration  policy  is  now  before  the 
committee.  If  that  is  the  case  we  cannot  separate 
it  from  one  of  the  causes  that  makes  it  necessary  to 
bring  this  vote  before  the  House.  If  it  is  admitted, 
as  we  contend,  that  the  necessity  of  bringing  this 
vote  before  the  House  is  caused  by  a  bad  fiscal 
policy,  surely  this  is  the  time  to  point  out  the  cause 
of  the  evil  and  to  seek  a  remedy  for  it. 

Mr.,  CHAIRMAN.  I  do  not  see  any  reason  for 
changing  the  ruling  I  gave.  The  hon.  gentleman 
might,  with  equal  propriety,  discuss  the  financial 
policy,  the  commercial  policy,  or  the  railway  policy 
of  the  Government,  and  wander  over  a  great  many 
subjects  irrelevant  to  immigration.  I  think  it 
would  expedite  business  and  would  be  in  the  interest 
of  the  House,  if  the  hon.  gentleman  would  confine 
himself  a  little  more  closely  to  the  question. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  I  shall  endeavour  to  comply 
with  your  request  and  to  keep  a  little  closer  to  the 
question  in  your  estimation,  although,  in  my  own 
estimation,  I  was  confining  myself  to  the  question 
before.  Now,  I  was  attempting  to  demonstrate 
the  fact  that  the  fiscal  policy  of  this  Government  is. 
in  some  respects  pertinent  to  this  discussion,  its  it 
is  calculated  to  discourage  immigration  to  this, 
country  and  to  promote  emigration  from  it.  Now, 
one  particular  point  with  regard  to  the  fiscal  policy 
of  the  Government  that  I  was  about  to  allude 
to,  was  this  :  There  has  been  on  the  part  of 
this  Government,  and  on  the  part  of  the 
American  Government  as  well,  apparently,  a  settled 
determination,  to  discourage,  and  as  far  as 
possible  to  destroy,  trade  between  the  Dominion 
of  Canada  and  the  United  States.  The  mani¬ 
festation  of  that  purpose,  so  far  as  our  own 
Government  is  concerned,  has  a  direct  bearing  upon 
the  question  under  discussion  ;  it  has  a  most  poten¬ 
tial  influence  upon  the  destinies  and  upon  the  pros¬ 
perity  of  this  country,  and  in  that  respect,  and  to 
the  extent  that  it  lias  a  bearing  upon  the  prosperity 
of  the  country,  it  is  pertinent  to  the  discussion,  t 
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is  pertinent  to  the  question  of  promoting  immigra¬ 
tion  to  this  country,  of  increasing  our  population 
and  developing  our  resources.  I  wish  to  point 
out  the  bearing  of  that  repressive  policy  upon  the 
interests  of  the  country  in  diminishing  its  popula¬ 
tion  and  in  retarding  its  growth.  I  desire  to  point 
out  that  the  trade  with  Canada  and  the  United 
States  has  remained  stationary  for  twenty -live 
years,  that  the  annual  exports  from  this  country  to 
the  United  States  in  1891  were  probably  a  million 
less  than  they  were  in  1866. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  I  must  call  the  lion,  gentle¬ 
man  to  order.  I  do  not  think  he  is  regarding  the 
ruling  of  the  Chair.  If  he  persists,  I  shall  have  to 
call  Mr.  Speaker. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Call  the 
Deputy  Speaker. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  Am  I  to  understand  that  I 
must  drop  this  branch  of  the  question  ? 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  That  is  my  ruling,  and  I 
ask  the  committee  to  sustain  me  in  that  ruling. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  And  I  shall  ask  the  House 
to  sustain  me  in  my  right  to  discuss  this  branch  of 
the  question.  I  do  not  propose  to  be  gagged  in 
this  House  of  Commons  in  a  proper  and  pertinent 
discussion  of  the  question,  unless  the  House  decides 
that  I  am  wrong. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  The  lion,  gentleman, 
I  am  sure,  heard  the  discussion  which  went  on  a 
few  moments  ago,  in  which  his  own  friends  indi¬ 
cated  the  bearing  which  might  be  given  to  the 
question  under  discussion.  I  am  sure  if  he  will 
discuss  any  question  directly  bearing  upon  the 
question  before  the  committee,  the  House  would 
be  very  sorry  to  see  him  restrained.  When  this 
point  was  raised,  the  lion,  gentleman  was  taking  a 
latitude  which,  as  I  said  before,  would  justify  the 
introduction  of  any  question  at  all. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  I  was  about  to  proceed  to 
demonstrate  that  the  particular  line  of  fiscal  policy 
I  was  speaking  of  did  diminish  the  population  of 
this  country,  did  have  a  direct  bearing  on  the  ques¬ 
tion  of  the  development  of  our  resources  and  the 
increase  of  our  population.  I  was  not  allowed  to 
reach  that  point.  I  would  have  demonstrated  that 
it  had  a  direct  bearing,  and  was  a  most  pertinent 
illustration.  I  was  permitted  to  go  so  far,  and 
then  I  was  shut  off. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  Go  on. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  I  have  no  desire  to  occupy 
the  time  of  the  House  unnecessarily.  I  have  no 
desire  to  introduce  matter  irrelevant  to  the  subject 
under  discussion,  1  have  a  line  laid  out,  and  I 
wish  to  proceed  on  it  to  demonstrate  certain  asser¬ 
tions  I  have  made  with  respect  to  the  loss  of  popu¬ 
lation.  I  trust  I  may  be  allowed  to  make  the 
statement  I  desire  to  make.  I  was  proceeding  to 
say  that  the  fiscal  policy  of  this  Government  as  it 
relates  to  our  intercourse  with  the  United  States 
has  been  of  a  character  to  diminish  the  growth  of 
trade  between  these  two  countries,  and  that 
the  exports  to  the  United  States  were  actually 
less  now  than  in  1866.  I  intended  to  proceed 
from  that  point  to  show  that  with  continued  free 
trade  the  increase  of  trade  between  the  two 
countries  would  have  been  enormous,  that  the 
prosperity  of  this  country  from  the  increase 
of  trade  would  have  been  very  great,  and 
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that  the  repressive  policy  of  this  Government, 
acting  i  n  con  j unction  with  the  repressive  policy  of  the 
United  States  Government,  has  been  the  means  of 
repressing  our  energies,  of  driving  our  population 
from  us,  in  short  of  interfering  with  our  growth.  If 
this  is  not  a  matter  pertinent  to  the  discussion  of  this 
question,  why  surely  no  matter  can  be.  Notwith¬ 
standing  the  efforts  to  destroy  the  trade  between 
these  countries,  ourtotal  trade  with  the  United  States 
last  year  was  actually  .$3, 000, 000  more  than  our  trade 
with  Great  Britain  ;  and  had  our  exports  to  the 
United  States  increased  since  1866  in  the  same  pro¬ 
portion  they  increased  from  1854  to  1866,  under  a 
partial  reciprocal  tariff,  in  the  place  of  exporting 
a  value  of  $41,000,000,  we  wotdd  have  exported 
$101, 000, < 000  and  $60,000,000  more  would  have 
been  brought  into  this  country,  in  the  shape  of 
gold  or  its  equivalent,  resulting  from  our 
exports  to  the  United  States  than  we  have  received. 
I  would  ask  if,  assuming  as  true  that  we  lost 
$60,000,000  of  exports  through  a  given  line  of 
policy,  that  policy  has  not  some  bearing  on  the 
growth  of  our  prosperity  and  on  the  increase  of 
population  in  this  country  ?  It  has  more  bearing 
on  this  question  than  this  vote  of  $198,000 — it  has 
more  bearing  than  twenty  votes  of  that  amount.  It 
is  the  policy  of  the  Government,  the  policy  of  re¬ 
pression,  the  policy  that  denies  this  country  its  nat¬ 
ural  markets,  the  policy  of  hostility  to  our  neigh¬ 
bours,  that  accounts  in  a  large  measure  for  the  fact 
that  our  population  is  4,800,000  instead  of  8,000,000 
as  it  should  be.  This  is  a  question  of  the  utmost  im¬ 
portance  to  this  country,  and  it  is  pertinent, 
proper  and  relevant  to  consider  it  to-night. 

We  have  a  certain  line  of  productions  in  this 
country  for  which  we  find  our  export  market  in  the 
United  States,  and  I  wish  in  connection  with  this 
immigration  question  to  show  how  important  it 
would  be  to  this  country,  if  we  had  free  and  unim¬ 
peded  access  to  that  market,  for,  notwithstanding 
the  policy  of  repression,  we  are  obliged  to  sell  in 
that  market  at  great  disadvantage  to  ourselves.  I 
wish  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Minister  of 
Agriculture  to  this  branch  of  the  subject,  and 
he  will  be  then  able  to  judge  more  clearly  as 
to  what  policy  it  is  necessary  to  pursue  in  order  to 
promote  the  interests  of  the  country  and  to  increase 
its  population.  And  you,  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
appreciate  the  force  of  this  as  a  practical  farmer, 
although  you  are  a  professional  man,  and  I  will 
now  take  the  trade  returns  and  show  the  movement 
of  trade  in  certain  articles  between  this  country  and 
the  United  States  and  other  countries.  I  take 
exports  of  horses,  sheep,  poultry,  eggs,  hides,  wool, 
barley,  beans,  hay,  malt,  potatoes,  vegetables  and 
flax.  Last  year  we  exported  these  articles  to  the 
United  States  to  the  value  of  $9,355,531.  We 
exported  to  Great  Britain,  where  there  is  a  free 
market,  whereas  in  the  United  States  the  bars  are 
up  and  we  had  to  climb  over  them,  to  the  value  of 
$830,867,  or  twelve  times  as  much  to  the  United  States 
as  to  Great  Britain.  During  the  previous  year, 
when  the  McKinley  Bill  had  not  gone  into  opera¬ 
tion,  we  exported  to  the  United  States  the  value 
of  $14,124,801,  to  Great  Britain  the  value  of 
$427,876,  or  thirty-four  times  the  value  of  those 
articles  to  the  United  States  as  to  Great  Britain. 
When  we  talk  about  two-rowed  bailey,  lion,  members 
must  remember  that  we  sent  to  Great  Britain  last 
year  barley  to  the  value  of  $75,225,  probably  all 
twm-rowed  barley,  and  to  the  United  States  the 
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value  of  §2,849,269,  or  thirty-eight  times  as  much  to 
the  United  States  as  to  Great  Britain,  with  30  cents 
per  bushel  duty  on  that  sent  to  the  United  States 
and  the  British  market  free  and  open.  That  illus¬ 
trates  the  vast  importance  of  securing  free  access 
to  that  market  where,  notwithstanding  all  these 
circumstances,  we  sold  thirty-eight  times  as  much 
barley  last  year  as  in  the  British  market.  Of  eggs,  we 
sold  to  Great  Britain  last  year  the  value  of  $83,680, 
and  to*the  United  States,  in  the  face  of  the  5  cent 
duty,  the  value  of  $1,074,247.  All  these  facts, 
and  I  only  refer  to  them  briefly  as  illustrating  the 
point  which  I  desire  to  present  in  a  striking  light 
before  the  House,  illustrate  the  main  fact  I  wish 
to  present,  that  wre  are  debarred  from  our  natural 
market ;  that,  in  consequence,  our  prosperity  is 
impaired,  that  our  people  leave  us  and  go  to  that 
country  from  which  our  products  are  shut  out ;  and 
if  this  Government  wish  to  promote  the  prosperity 
of  this  country,  to  increase  its  population,  to  keep 
the  people  who  are  now  dwelling  here,  and 
to  retain  the  immigrants  who  come  to  this  Dom¬ 
inion,  they  must  adopt  a  broader  and  more 
liberal  policy,  a  common-sense  trade  policy  with 
respect  to  the  other  forty -two  commonwealths  on 
this  continent  not  under  the  British  flag. 

I  will  not  detain  the  House  very  much  longer.  I 
would  have  concluded  half  an  hour  ago,  but  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  attempted  to  prevent  me 
saying  what  I  wanted  to  say  on  this  matter.  We 
want  to  change  our  trade  policy,  we  want  to 
reach  the  markets  to  the  south  of  us,  we  want 
to  pay  less  attention  to  the  markets  of  other 
countries  and  more  attention  to  that  great 
natural  market  of  60, 000, (MX)  lying  alongside 
of  us.  Last  year  we  were  talking  about  the 
trade  with  the  West  Indies,  Mexico,  Central  and 
South  America.  Our  exports  of  animals  and  pro¬ 
duce  to  those  countries  last  year  reached  $41,929, 
of  agricultural  products  $292,355,  or  a  total  value 
of  $334,294.  At  the  same  time  we  sent  these 
products  to  the  United  States  to  the  value  of 
$11,608,000,  or  thirty  times  as  much  to  the  United 
States  as  to  all  these  countries  together.  In  the 
face  of  these  facts  it  is  absurd  to  talk  about  devel¬ 
oping  trade  with  the  West  Indies,  Mexico,  Central 
and  South  America,  when  those  markets  are  so  insig¬ 
nificant  compared  with  the  United  States  market. 
I  simply  reiterate  that  the  Government  should 
adopt  a  common-sense  policy,  that  they  should 
adopt  a  wise  immigration  policy,  that  they  should 
seek  to  run  this  country  in  the  interests  of  the  far¬ 
mer,  the  lumberman,  the  mechanic  and  the  labourer, 
to  govern  the  country  so  that  our  people  will  re¬ 
main  in  this  country,  which  is  as  good  as  any  on 
the  continent,  possessing,  as  it  does,  vast  resources, 
and  all  that  is  necessary  to  develop  this  country 
and  increase  its  population  as  rapidly  as  it  should 
increase,  is  to  adopt  a  trade  policy  calculated  to 
promote  its  interests.  Before  I  take  my  seat  I 
must  reiterate  my  request  to  the  Minister  of 
Finance  to  produce  the  article  he  referred  to,  cast¬ 
ing  reflections  on  me,  and  to  read  it  to  this  House, 
so  that  the  House  may  know  what  the  charge  is, 
so  that  I  may  know  what  it  is  and  may  lie  in  a 
position  to  answer  it  here  as  a  member  of  this 
House  where  the  charge  is  made  against  me.  I 
want  to  know  whether  the  Finance  Minister  pro¬ 
poses  to  do  this.  The  allusion  is  made,  and  I  want 
to  know  what  it  is. 
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Mr.  BOY\  ELL.  It  is  on  record  that  you  said  that 
you  read  it. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  It  is  on  record  that  Baron 
Maunchaussen  lived  once  and  tied  his  horse  to  a 
steeple. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  He  has  come  back  again. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  I  say  that  the  Finance  Minis¬ 
ter  should  read  this  article,  so  that  I  may  have  an 
opportunity  of  answering  it  here  when  the  House 
is  made  acquainted  with  its  character. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  If  the  Finance  Minister  is 
not  going  to  defend  the  statement  he  made  with 
regard  to  the  member  for  North  Norfolk  (Mr. 
Charlton)  we  will  have  to  proceed  with  the  discus¬ 
sion.  When  the  Finance  Minister  drew  the  atten¬ 
tion  of  the  committee  to  a  question  of  order,  in 
place  of  dealing  with  the  question  he  went  on, 
to  outline  the  direction  in  which  a  discussion  on  an 
important  matter  of  this  kind  might  take  place. 
He  challenged  the  hon.  member  from  North  Nor¬ 
folk  (Mr.  Charlton)  on  a  question  of  order,  but  in 
place  of  discussing  that  question  when  he  rose 
in  his  place,  he  went  off  in  every  direction  he  could 
think  of  to  outline  what  he  conceived  to  be  the 
proper  discussion  of  a  question  of  this  kind.  I 
contend  that  the  whole  policy  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  on  the  question  of  immigration  is  before 
the  committee  in  connection  with  this  item.  Had 
we  proceeded  to  pass  the  item  now  before  the  com¬ 
mittee,  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  might  claim  that 
since  we  had  passed  the  salaries  to  agents  at  Que¬ 
bec  and  other  points,  we  had  committed  ourselves 
to  the  whole  policy  of  the  Government  on  immigra¬ 
tion.  We  claim  that  now  and  here  is  the  proper 
time  to  criticise  the  policy  of  the  Government  on 
this  important  matter.  The  question  of  our  popu¬ 
lation  has  been  referred  to  by  the  hon.  member 
for  North  Norfolk  (Mr.  Charlton)  as  one  of  vital 
interest.  When  we  come  to  consider  the  fact  that 
within  the  last  ten  years,  under  the  head  of  immir 
gration,  we  have  spent  about  $3,000,000  to  bring 
people  into  the  country,  and  that  we  now  find 
from  the  census  that  they  are  not  here,  I  am  sure 
the  people  of  this  country  will  consider  that  we 
are  discharging  a  very  important  duty  when  we 
are  drawing  the  attention  of  the  House  to  this 
question.  I  agree  in  every  reference  made  by  the 
hon.  member  for  North  Norfolk  (Mr.  Charlton)  to 
the  vicious  policy  of  the  Government  and  its  evil 
results  on  our  population.  When  the  Government 
make  a  country  desirable  to  live  in,  and  give  to  the 
people  the  necessaries  of  daily  life  at  the  lowest 
price,  and  facilitate  people  coming  to  the  country 
by  free  grants  of  land,  and  enable  them  to  obtain 
comfortable  homes,  then  is  the  time  to  seek  for 
immigration  ;  and  it  is  not  while  you  continue  a 
vicious  policy  in  force  which  imposes  taxation  upon 
them  and  makes  them  victims  of  combines  and 
monopolies.  The  people  will  not  stay  here  when 
they  come,  which  clearly  shows  that  the  policy  of 
the  Government  is  responsible  for  the  loss  of  our 
population.  I  am  not  prepared  to  say  that  the 
policy  of  the  Government  is  entirely  responsible 
for  all  the  exodus  ;  but  still  we  must  remember 
that  when  the  hon.  gentlemen  on  the  Treasury 
benches  were  in  the  Opposition,  they  charged  the 
exodus  on  the  Liberal  Administration,  and  they 
promised  that  when  they  got  into  power  they 
would  not  only  prevent  the  exodus,  but  would 
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bring  the  people  back  who  had  left  the  country. 
We  now  can  see  that  our  population  increased 
more  in  proportion  during  the  Liberal  Adminis¬ 
tration  than  it  has  during  the  last  ten  years,  which 
is  a  clear  proof  that  the  policy  of  the  present 
Government  has  been  a  failure.  The  Liberal  Admi¬ 
nistration  were  characterized  by  the  gentlemen  of 
the  Administration  as  being  flies  on  the  wheel,  and 
charged  with  not  giving  encouragement  to  the 
manufacturing  industries — I  believe  they  ventured 
to  say  something  about  the  agricultural  interest — 
but  these  very  gentlemen  have  been  for  12  years  in 
power  now,  and  let  me  ask  them  has  their  policy 
kept  the  people  in  the  country  ?  No,  it  has  not. 
Their  policy  has  been  a  failure  and  our  contention 
is  that  it  should  be  recast.  Their  policy  is  like  the 
man  that  went  to  the  gunsmith  to  get  his  gun  fixed ; 
it  wants  a  new  lock,  stock  and  barrel.  The  whole 
thing  is  wrong.  I  contend  that  before  we  pass  the 
salary  for  a  single  agent,  and  before  we  lend  our 
endorsation  in  the  slightest  degree  to  a  continuation 
of  the  policy  of  the  Government,  it  is  the  duty  of 
the  Opposition  to  draw  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  the  vicious  results  that  policy  has  had  upon  the 
country.  It  is  desirable  that  we  should  have  a 
complete  change  in  that  policy.  The  Minister  of 
Agriculture  has  outlined  the  course  the  Government 
intend  to  pursue  for  the  next  year,  and  he  says  they 
are  going  to  give  a  bonus  of  $10  to  the  head  of  a 
family  and  $5  to  each  person  above  the  age  of  12 
years  who  come  into  the  country.  I  see  that  last 
year  we  paid  out  a  large  sum  for  bonuses  to  agents 
and  others  for  bringing  immigrants  into  this  coun¬ 
try.  I  contend  that  the  question  is  not  so  much 
how  we  are  going  to  get  the  people  here,  as  how 
we  are  going  to  keep  them  here  when  they  do  come. 
We  have  spent  millions  upon  millions  to  bring  po¬ 
pulation  into  the  country,  but  the  population  has 
vanished.  The  policy  we  desire  to  impress  upon 
lion,  gentlemen  opposite  is  the  policy  that  will 
keep  the  people  here  when  they  do  come,  and 
when  we  have  adopted  a  policy  of  that  kind,  then 
let  us  inaugurate  means  to  encourage  immigration. 
As  my  lion,  friend  has  pointed  out,  the  immigrants 
have  taken  advantage  of  all  the  offers  of  bonuses 
and  assisted  passages  ;  they  have  come  across  the 
Atlantic  and  landed  at  Halifax  or  Quebec  or  Mont¬ 
real  ;  they  have  been  treated  kindly  ;  everything 
has  been  done  that  could  be  done  to  keep  them  in 
the  country,  but  they  have  passed  through  and 
passed  out  at  the  other  end.  Now,  w'e  want  some 
system  that  will  prevent  the  continuous  flow  of 
these  immigrants  into  the  United  States,  and  the 
only  way  in  which  you  can  keep  them  when  you 
bring  them  here  is  by  giving  them  evidence  that 
you  are  going  to  make  them  free  and  independent 
here  by  removing  from  them  the  exactions  of  the 
National  Policy.  I  contend  that  the  North-West 
land  policy  of  the  Government  has  had  much  to  do 
with  driving  people  out  of  that  country  instead 
of  attracting  them  to  it.  In  the  first  place  the 
Government  should  never  have  parted  with  the 
control  of  the  public  lands.  Had  they  kept  them, 
subject  to  a  certain  lien  in  favour  of  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway,  so  that  every  man  who  went  there 
would  have  a  free  choice  to  settle  and  build  his 
shanty  wherever  he  liked,  without  restriction,  the 
country  would  have  been  much  more  rapidly 
settled.  But,  as  it  is,  when  men  go  there  to  settle 
and  enter  on  a  lot,  they  are  told  that  that  is  Cana¬ 
dian  Pacific  land  ;  if  they  go  to  another  they  are 
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told  that  it  is  some  colonization  company’s  land, 
another  is  Hudson  Bay  Company’s,  another  is 
school  lands.  The  result  is  that  only  a  remnant  of 
land  is  left  for  people  to  take  up  as  homesteads 
when  they  go  there,  so  that  many  become  disap¬ 
pointed  and  discouraged,  and  write  back  to  their 
friends  in  the  old  country,  saying  :  The  promises 
and  inducements  held  out  to  us  to  come  to  Canada 
have  not  been  fulfilled,  and  we  would  not  advise 
you  to  come  here  ;  you  had  better  go  to  sotne  coun¬ 
try  -where  you  will  be  better  off  than  in  the  Cana¬ 
dian  North-West.  That  has  been  the  unfortunate 
results  in  many  cases.  Another  thing  that  has 
reduced  our  population  is  this  :  Y ears  ago  many 
of  our  people  went  to  Michigan,  Minnesota,  Da¬ 
kota  and  other  parts  of  the  western  States,  and 
in  writing  back  to  their  friends  in  Canada  these 
people  invariably  compare  notes  as  to  the  prices 
they  have  to  pay  for  goods  and  the  prices  they 
get  for  their  produce.  If  the  man  in  Michigan 
took  100  bushels  of  barley  to  market  and  got  $89  for 
it,  while  the  man  in  Canada  for  his  100  bushels  only 
got  $48,  the  latter  would  decide  that  his  brother  in 
Michigan  was  better  off,  and  that  he  had  better  go 
there.  I  know  instances  myself  where  men  have 
been  the  means  of  inducing  their  brothers  to 
go  to  the  United  States,  simply  becaiise  the  prices 
they  received  for  their  agricultural  products  were 
better  than  the  prices  they  received  in  Canada. 
We  have  been  coaxing  and  appealing  earnestly  to 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite  to  honestly  seek  to  obtain 
a  treaty  that  would  wipe  out  the  barriers  between 
the  two  countries  and  give  us  free  access  to  the 
United  States  market.  The  moment  they  do  that 
they  will  stop  the  exodus.  The  Canadian  will  see 
that  he  has  as  free  access  to  the  American  market 
as  his  brother  in  Dakota.  But  as  long  as  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  pursue  the  policy  of  restriction, 
and  put  a  barrier  in  the  way  of  our  people  obtain¬ 
ing  their  natural  market,  so  long  will  they  have  the 
people  of  this  country  leaving  it  and  going  where 
they  can  get  the  advantages  which  they  would  have 
if  these  barriers  were  taken  down.  We  have  been 
trying  to  educate  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  but  they 
appear  to  be  unwilling  to  learn.  But  slow  as  the 
people  of  this  country  are  learning,  I  believe  they 
are  learning  the  truth.  I  believe  they  are  coming  to 
see  that  the  policy  we  are  advocating  must  ulti¬ 
mately  prevail. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  The  bye-elections  do  not 
show  it. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  They  would  show  it  but  for 
the  money  and  the  boodling  and  the  political  cor¬ 
ruption  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  These  hon. 
gentlemen  do  not  go  before  this  country  trusting 
to  the  popularity  of  their  policy  ;  they  trust  to  the 
popularity  of  the  dollars  which  they  have  in  their 
pockets  ;  that  is  the  reason  they  smile  over  the 
bye- elections.  For  these  reasons  we  are  justified 
in  urging  upon  hon.  gentlemen  a  revision  of  this 
whole  policy  of  immigration.  We  want  it  recast. 
Before  there  is  a  single  dollar  granted  or  an  agent 
appointed,  we  insist  that  it  is  a  waste  of  the  peo¬ 
ple’s  money  to  spend  $275,000  or  $300,000  to  bring 
people  here  to  pass  on  to  the  United  States.  The 
people  of  this  country  are  heavily  enough  burdened 
with  debt  now,  without  being  made  financial  slaves 
for  the  purpose  of  increasing  the  population  of  the 
United  States.  We  have  done  that  for  the  last  ten 
years,  because  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  declared  that 
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their  policy  was  going  to  reverse  the  order  of  things 
that  prevailed  before  they  came  into  power  ;  but  it 
has  made  matters  worse,  for  ten  people  leave  the 
country  to-day  to  every  one  that  went  formerly. 
Now,  Sir,  I  want  to  say  a  few  words  with  regard  to 
the  province  from  which  I  come.  The  whole  move¬ 
ment  of  immigration  for  a  number  of  years  past 
has  been  towards  *the  North-West.  Every  pam¬ 
phlet  written  and  sent  across  the  Atlantic  has 
been  for  the  purpose  of  inducing  people  to  go  to 
our  North-West.  Hardly  a  word  has  been  said 
with  regard  to  desirable  locations  that  can  be  had 
for  a  very  reasonable  sum  in  the  older  provinces. 
In  Nova  Scotia,  New  Brunswick  and  Prince  Edward 
Island  there  is  surely  room  for  thousands,  yes,  mil¬ 
lions,  on  arable  land  that  would  provide  them  with 
comfortable  homes.  More  than  that,  there  are  peo¬ 
ple  in  the  Province  of  Ontario,  who  under  the 
operation  of  the  policy  of  lion,  gentlemen  opposite 
have  become  paupers,  whose  lands  have  become 
mortgaged,  who  would  like  to  sell  them  at  a  rea¬ 
sonable  price,  and  who  would  make  the  best 
pioneers  in  the  North-West.  Now,  if  we  could 
get  instead  tenant  farmers  from  the  old  country 
who  would  come  out  with  £2,000  or  £3,000  capital 
and  buy  our  Ontario  farms,  we  could  send  to  the 
North-West  our  Canadian  farmers  who  \vould 
make  more  successful  pioneers  than  the  English 
farmers  ever  will.  But  the  whole  drift  of  the 
Government  has,  on  the  contrary,  been  to  send 
everybody  to  the  North-West.  Of  course  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  have  exercised  a  consider¬ 
able  influence  in  this  direction,  and  you  cannot 
blame  them  for  endeavouring  to  secure  an  influx  of 
population  where  their  chief  interests  lie,  but  that 
is  all  the  more  reason  why  we  should  *iot  lose 
sight  of  the  older  provinces.  In  Ontario,  Quebec, 
N ova  Scotia  and  N e w  Brunswick  that  class  of  settlers 
would  find  comfortable  homes,  which  they  would 
buy  out,  and  enable  the  Canadian  farmers  to  go  to 
the  North-West  and  develop  that  country.  If  a 
policy  of  that  kind  were  adopted,  there  would  be 
two  objects  served.  In  the  first  place,  it  would  tend 
to  relieve  many  of  the  farmers  now  in  financial 
embarrassments  in  the  older  provinces,  by  obtain¬ 
ing  for  them  reasonable  value  for  their  lands, 
many  of  which  are  now  mortgaged  and  will  eventu¬ 
ally  fall  at  a  sacrifice  into  the  hands  of  the  mortga¬ 
gees  ;  and  they  would  thus  have  something  to  start 
with  in  the  North-West  ;  which  they  are  better 
fitted  to  develop  than  immigrants  from  the  old 
country.  That  is  a  change  which  should  be 
adopted,  if  we  are  to  have  an  immigration  policy 
at  all.  Under  the  operation  of  our  immigration 
policy  in  the  past,  our  money  has  gone  and  the 
people  have  gone.  We  have  neither  the  one  nor 
the  other  ;  and  now,  before  a  single  dollar  is  voted, 
is  the  time  to  inaugurate  a  change  and  bring  about 
a  different  condition  of  tilings.  We  want  to  show 
the  people  of  the  old  country  that  we  are  going  to 
give  them  comfortable  homes,  that  every  item 
entering  into  their  every-day  use  can  be  found  in 
Canada  as  chean  as  in  the  United  States.  We  want 
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to  procure  for  them  the  same  markets  for  their 
supplies  and  produce  as  is  given  by  other  portions 
of  the  continent.  We  want  to  give  them  every 
opportunity  to  advance.  We  want  to  throw  off 
shackles  and  restrictions,  make  this  a  free,  pro¬ 
gressive  country  where  every  man  is  given  the 
opportunity  of  selling  in  the  best  markets  and 
buying  in  the  cheapest.  The  people  of  this  genera¬ 


tion  are  not  fools.  You  cannot  get  immigrants 
from  the  old  country,  who  do  not  know  how  many 
beans  make  five.  They  are  not  ignorant  of  the 
history  of  their  own  country  ;  they  know  what  it 
has  suffered  under  protection  ;  and  they  are  con¬ 
vinced  that  protection  is  objectionable.  We  know 
what  it  has  brought  this  country  to.  We  have  a 
condition  of  things  serious  enough  to  be  deplored. 
Take  the  words  used  by  Goldwin  Smith  when 
addressing  an  important  individual  of  the  Austral¬ 
ian  colonies,  upon  the  question  of  the  confedera¬ 
tion  of  those  colonies.  He  said,  and  I  am  sure  it 
was  with  feelings  of  regret  he  said  it,  that  he  had 
to  admit  that  the  demoralized  condition,  the  slough 
of  political  corruption  through  which  the  confede¬ 
racy  of  Canada  was  passing,  was  enough  to  deter 
any  colony  from  entering  into  a  confederacy.  It 
is  time  we  should  put  a  stop  to  the  unfortunate 
condition  of  things  here,  one  extravagance 
after  another  ;  one  expenditure  after  another. 
We  have  throughout  this  country  evidences 
of  the  failure  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  We 
have  railroads  which  now  remain  as  exhibitions 
of  folly,  in  many  cases  not  paying  for  the 
grease  on  the  wheels.  We  have  the  railroad 
built  in  Cape  Breton  that  has  cost  the  country 
over  $2,000,000  and  does  not  pay  running  expenses. 
We  have  our  Intercolonial  Railway  with  its  numer¬ 
ous  branches  on  which  the  people  are  losing 
$100,000  a  month.  Last  year  $684,000  was  lost  in 
the  operation  of  that  road,  and  we  are  paying 
interest  on  $50,000,000  sunk  in  building  it,  or 
$2,000,000  a  year  at  4  per  cent  besides  the  $684,000 
loss  in  running  the  road.  As  the  legitimate  out¬ 
come  of  the  policy  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite, 
there  are  hundreds  of  men  hired  on  the  road  who 
have  nothing  to  do.  160  were  dismissed  the  other 
day  and  300  more  received  notices  that  in  a  short 
time  their  services  would  be  dispensed  with.  Some 
change  will  have  to  take  place.  Let  us  begin  now 
and  reform  this  pernicious  policy  which  has  been 
in  operation  for  ten  years.  Give  the  people  who 
come  here  freeholds  ;  give  them  every  inducement 
to  settle  ;  but  for  the  sake  of  the  taxpayers,  let 
our  policy  be  first  to  inaugurate  a  system  which 
will  keep  the  people  here  we  have,  and  then  we 
will  have  no  difficulty  in  bringing  others  in. 

Mr.  CASEY.  Before  this  item  is  passed,  I  wish 
to  call  attention  to  what  is  almost  a  piece  of  ancient 
history,  and  that  is  the  two  promises  made  so  long 
ago  that  both  sides  seem  to  have  forgotten  them. 
When  we  were  passing  the  charter  of  the  Cana¬ 
dian  Pacific  Railway,  we  were  told  that  it  would 
not  add  anything  to  the  burdens  of  the  country. 
We  were  told  that  it  would  free  us  from  immigra¬ 
tion  expenditure,  as  was  proved  to  be  the  case  in 
the  north-western  States.  There  the  Government 
made  grants  of  land  to  the  railways,  and  the  rail¬ 
ways  in  their  turn  advertised  for  settlers  and  filled 
up  the  country.  We  all  knew  this  to  be  true  about 
the  north-western  States.  We  all  knew  when¬ 
ever  we  saw  a  pamphlet  or  a  poster  advertising 
lands  from  Kansas  to  the  Canadian  boundary,  that 
poster  or  pamphlet  was  issued  in  the  name  of  some 
railway  being  built  in  that  district  and  published 
for  the  purpose  of  getting  settlers  and  traffic  for 
their  lines.  Of  course,  they  not  only  got  traffic 
for  their  lines,  but  were  enabled  to  sell  the  lands 
given  them  by  the  Government.  We  were  told 
that  this  would  be  done  in  the  case  of  the  Canadian 
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Pacific  Railway,  but  now,  eleven  years  have  passed 
and  we  find  that  instead  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail¬ 
way  doing  all  that  was  necessary  to  advertise  the 
lands  and  thereby  relieve  the  Government,  the 
Government  Immigration  Department  has  become 
to  a  large  extent  the  advertising  department  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  \Ye  have  given  them 
lands  and  money  to  build  the  railways,  and  now 
we  are  putting  ourselves  to  the  cost  of  adver¬ 
tising  those  lands  in  Europe  and  elsewhere  for  the 
benefit  of  the  railway,  and,  as  the  hon.  member  for 
North  Wellington  justly  remarked,  we  are  adver¬ 
tising  not  only  at  the  expense  of  Ontario,  but  in 
Ontario.  We  are  spending  money  with  the  effect 
of  inducing  Ontario  farmers  to  remove  to  the 
North-West,  and  thereby  depreciating  the  value  of 
property  in  that  province.  I  suppose  it  is  useless 
to  expect  from  the  Minister  of  Agriculture  any 
statement  as  to  negotiations  between  himself  and 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  with  the  view  of  that 
railway  assuming  the  lion’s  share  of  the  task  of  ad¬ 
vertising  the  North-West.  When  a  Minister  has  not 
sufficient  energy  or  willingness  for  work  to  attend 
to  the  duties  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture,  we 
cannot  expect  him  to  go  outside  of  the  narrowest 
possible  groove  for  the  purpose  of  making  arrange¬ 
ments  with  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  or  any¬ 
body  else.  And  we  cannot  expect  that  this  Govern¬ 
ment  should  ask  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  to 
carry  out  the  promises  made  on  its  behalf  by  its 
godfather,  Sir  Charles  Tupper,  when  he  took  charge 
of  the  measure,  eleven  years  ago,  in  this  House. 
We  cannot  expect  this  Government  to  hold  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  to  any  of  their  agree¬ 
ments  or  promises.  It  is  more  likely  that  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  are  holding  the  Govern¬ 
ment  to  its  promises.  The  compulsion  in  all  deal¬ 
ings  between  the  two  parties  seems  to  be  on  that 
side.  There  is  another  point  to  which  I  must  call 
attention,  the  question  of  assisted  immigration. 
We  are  not  only  paying  bonuses  for  the  importation 
of  adult  persons  from  Europe,  which  I  see  have 
been  very  considerable  in  amount — though  I  am 
not  now  dealing  with  the  amount  but  with  the 
principle- — but,  besides  that,  we  have  been  paying 
bonuses  for  the  importation  of  pauper  children  from 
England.  I  think,  after  a  good  many  years’  experi¬ 
ence  of  this  importation  of  young  paupers,  the 
country  at  large  is  not  inclined  to  look  upon  that 
trade — for  I  can  hardly  call  it  anything  else — with 
great  favour.  In  the  first  place,  the  material  im¬ 
ported  is  necessarily  of  the  worst  class.  Children 
whose  parents  are  so  poor  or  so  vicious  that  they 
cannot,  or  will  not  take  care  of  them,  are  picked 
up  by  the  philanthropic  societies  of  Great  Britain 
and  put  in  training  fora  short  time  there,  and  then 
exported  to Canafia.  Now  there  may  be,  of  course, 
and  no  doubt  are,  many  exceptions  .to  the  rule, 
but  the  rule  is  that  the  children  of  vicious 
and  unhealthy  parents  will  grow  up  to 
be  vicious  and  unhealthy  themselves.  The  child¬ 
ren  of  sucli  parents  are  utterly  degraded  in  mind, 
in  body  and  in  morals.  It  is  surely  not  necessary 
for  a  country  so  rich  in  resources  as  Canada  to 
descend  to  the  importation  of  the  offspring  of  this 
degraded  stock  as  the  basis  for  a  future  population. 
Worse  than  that,  after  they  are  brought  here, 
these  children  are  placed  in  a  position  of  virtual 
slavery  in  the  families  to  whom  they  are  entrusted. 
No  doubt,  as  I  said  when  speaking  of  the  character 
of  these  children,  there  are  exceptions,  and  many 
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of  them  are  received  very  young  into  families 
where  there  are  few  or  no  other  children,  are  re¬ 
ceived  as  members  of  the  family,  and  grow  up  to 
be  good  and  useful  citizens  as  far  as  they  can  be, 
considering  the  breed  from  which  they  come  ;  but 
we  have  constant  reminders  in  the  courts  that 
many  of  these  children  are  brought  into  families 
where  there  are  other  children,  where  there  is 
jealousy  on  the  part  of  the  other  children,  where 
the  father  or  the  mother  singles  them  out  from  the 
rest  of  the  family  and  treats  them  as  slaves  or 
pariahs.  We  have  constant  accounts  in  the  papers 
of  these  children  being  brutally  used,  and  on  the 
other  hand  we  have  accounts  of  these  children 
turning  out  very  badly,  robbing  their  em¬ 
ployers,  or,  as  might  be  readily  expected  on 
the  part  of  the  female  children,  falling  in¬ 
to  very  bad  courses.  Looking  at  all  the 
circumstances,  looking  at  the  very  bad  material 
and  at  the  practical  results  of  the  scheme  as  far  as 
we  have  seen,  I  think  the  country  is  tired  of  the 
importation  of  pauper  children.  I  say  that  in 
families  of  the  kind  I  have  mentioned  these  child¬ 
ren  become  slaves  or  pariahs.  You  cannot  help 
that.  The  people  who  put  them  out  have  no 
means  of  knowing  the  families  to  whom  they  send 
them.  No  doubt  there  is  some  kind  of  inspection, 
but  it  cannot  extend  to  any  practical  care  taken  of 
the  children.  We  do  not  want  the  importation  of 
slave  labour  under  cover  of  philanthropy.  We  do 
not  need  it  in  this  country.  We  are  having  suffi¬ 
cient  trouble  to  prevent  our  own  children  being 
taken  out  of  our  own  country  to  the  United  States 
to  desire  to  import  an  inferior  class  in  their  places. 
My  hon.  friend  from  North  Norfolk  (Mr.  Charlton) 
and  my  ^ion.  friend  from  North  Wellington  (Mr. 
McMullen)  have  done  what  was  perfectly  right, 
what  was  perfectly  in  order,  and  what  was  their 
duty  in  pointing  out  that  it  was  useless  to  expend 
money  to  get  immigrants  when  we  could  not  keep 
our  own  people  at  home.  Look  at  the  comparative 
value  of  the  immigrant  and  of  the  young  Canadian 
who  is  lost  to  us  by  the  policy  of  this  Government 
which  is  importing  foreigners.  The  young  Canadian 
is  generally  a  well  educated,  sturdy,  honest  man. 
After  the  country  has  paid  its  share  in  bringing  that 
child  to  manhood,  how  much  is  he  worth  to  the  coun¬ 
try  ?  A  friend  behind  me  says  $1,000  is  a  very  low 
estimate.  1  should  be  inclined  to  double  or  treble  it. 
In  the  States  they  estimate  that  every  immigrant 
is  worth  $2,000.  If  an  immigrant  is  worth  $2,000, 
what  is  a  mature,  grown  up  young  Canadian, 
educated  as  a  young  Canadian  is  and  coming  from 
the  stock  that  young  Canadians  come  from,  worth  ? 
Double  it  again  and  call  it  $4,000  and  you  will  not 
be  far  off  the  mark.  And  now  you  are  every  year 
losing  these  young  Canadians  and  replacing  them 
either  by  adult  immigrants  from  another  country 
or  by  paupers  from  the  slums  of  London.  Can  we 
call  this  a  patriotic  policy  ?  No.  The  policy  should 
be,  Canada  for  the  Canadians.  Keep  Canadians  in 
Canada  first  and  then  importfother  people  from  out¬ 
side.  The  Government  have  appeared  to  see  that. 
They  are  compelled  to  see  it.  They  are  now  trying 
— and  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  are  assisting 
them  to  a  certain  extent — to  repatriate  the  Cana¬ 
dians  wffio  have  gone  to  the  United  States.  In  the 
Province  of  Quebec  there  are  societies  that  are 
trying  to  do  the  same  thing  in  regard  to  Canadians 
who  have  gone  across  the  border.  But  it  is  a  strange 
commentary  on  our  immigration  policy  that  we  are 
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spending  money  to  bring  in  foreigners  when  at  the 
same  time  we  have  to  send  agents  across  the  line  to 
bring  back  our  own  people  who  have  gone  there. 
I  say  that  the  contented  settler  is  the  best  agent. 
The  man  who  writes  home  to  his  friends  and  tells 
them  of  his  good  circumstances  is  the  best  agent, 
and  it  is  far  better  for  us  to  make 'the  immigrants  we 
get  happy  and  contented  than  to  spend  all  this  money 
in  getting  more.  That  is  worth  more  than  the  628,000 
copies  of  the  farmers’  delegates  reports  that  have 
been  got  and  distributed.  It  is  worth  more  than  the 
4,000  copies  of  the  Brandon  Mail  at  a  cost  of  $700. 
It  is  worth  more  than  the  25,000  copies  of  theSWm- 
din avian -Canadian.  I  wonder  how  many  Scandi¬ 
navians  we  got  by  the  circulation  of  that  paper.  If 
we  make  our  immigrants  happy  after  they  come 
here,  we  need  expend  very  little  on  the  salaries  of 
the  immigration  officers.  How  much  does  the 
United  States  Government  expend  for  immigra¬ 
tion  ?  I  do  not  know  the  figures,  but  I  believe 
the  amount  is  very  trifling  compared  with  ours.  It 
is  the  railway  companies  who  do  the  work  for  them. 
I  say  no  matter  how  much  we  pay  our  immigration 
agents,  no  matter  how  many  pamphlets  we  send 
abroad,  the  census  figures  go  abroad  too,  they  are 
quoted  by  those  who  wish  to  deflect  immigration 
into  other  channels,  and  those  census  bulletins  give 
the  lie,  apparently,  to  everything  that  is  asserted 
by  our  agents,  or  by  our  pamphlets.  I  say  they 
give  the  lie  apparently,  because  after  all,  Canada 
has  the  advantages  in  soil,  and  climate,  and  natural 
resources,  that  are  asserted  in  those  pamphlets  ; 
but  in  face  of  the  fact  that  the  exodus  from  Canada 
has  exceeded  the  immigration  into  Canada  during 
the  past  ten  years,  what  are  foreign  countries  going 
to  believe  ?  They  say  :  It  is  all  very  well  to  tell  us 
about  your  natural  advantages,  but  we  find  that 
more  people  are  leaving  your  country  than  are 
going  into  it.  What  does  this  mean  ?  If  we  tell 
them  it  is  the  result  of  the  Government’s  fiscal 
policy,  they  cannot  go  into  the  minutiae  of  our 
politics.  We  may  say  what  we  like  about  our  pro¬ 
ducts,  about  our  farms  and  forests,  we  cannot  make 
a  favourable  impression  on  foreign  countries  as  long 
as  the  figures  show  that  people  are  going  out  of 
the  country  faster  than  they  are  coming  in.  As 
the  hon.  member  for  North  Wellington  (Mr.  Me 
Mullen)  says,  we  are  getting  rid  of  the  people  and 
the  money  at  the  same  time. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.  E.I. )  As  I  understand  the  dis¬ 
cussion  has,  from  the  outset,  taken  a  somewhat  wide 
range,  I  want  to  make  a  remark  or  two  on  this 
subject  of  immigration  with  special  reference  to  the 
province  from  which  I  come.  I  understand  the  hon. 
gentleman  at  the  head  of  the  department  has  had 
in  his  employment  whether  selected  by  himself  or 
by  the  High  Commissioner,  I  do  not  know,  a  certain 
number  of  skilled  farmers  known  as  teqant  farmers, 
that  they  visited  the  different  Maritime  Provinces 
with  a  view  of  seeing  whether  there  was  any  land 
open  for  settlement,  and  whether  the  inducements 
were  such  that  they  could  fairly  recommend  to  their 
clients  at  home  to  come  and  settle  in  those  provinces. 
I  understand  from  conversation  with  several  gentle¬ 
men  who  themselves  conversed  with  these  tenant 
farmers,  that  they  were  well  satisfied  with  the 
natural  condition  they  found  there  ;  they  thought 
the  climate  was  good,  the  soil  was  good,  and  that 
these  two  combined  conditions  were  favourable  to 
agriculture,  and  they  were  prepared  to  recommend 


to  their  friends  to  make  the  Maritime  Provinces 
their  home.  But  I  understand  that  these  gentle¬ 
men  reported  further- — and  I  think  the  committee 
ought  to  have  this  matter  put  straight  by  the  hon. 
gentleman  if  it  is  not  correct — I  understand  they 
reported  further  that  although  the  natural  con¬ 
ditions  in  the  Maritime  Provinces  were  favour¬ 
able  to  the  development  of  agriculture,  still  the 
fiscal  conditions  overpowered  the  natural  con¬ 
ditions,  and  they  would  be  obliged  to  recommend 
to  their  friends  in  the  old  country  not  to  come  to 
the  Maritime  Provinces.  Now,  when  the  hon. 
gentleman  for  North  Norfolk  (Mr.  Charlton)  was 
making  his  speech  in  the  early  part  of  the  evening, 
and  was  interrupted  by  the  Chair  on  the  ground 
that  he  was  not  in  order,  it  struck  me  he  was  quite 
in  order,  because  the  very  reason  given  by  these 
agents  sent  out  by  the  department  showed  that 
immigration  does  not  flow  into  those  provinces 
because  of  the  artificial  fiscal  regulations  which  are 
enforced  at  the  instance  of  the  Government.  If 
that  is  so,  it  indicates  a  condition  of  matters  which 
ought  to  engage  the  serious  attention  of  this  House. 
If  these  tenant  farmers  found  that  neither  our  soil, 
nor  our  climate,  nor  other  natural  conditions,  were 
unfavourable  to  immigration,  we  would  have  been 
obliged  to  submit  in  silence,  because  we  cannot 
alter  any  of  those  ;  but  when  they  find  that  all 
these  natural  conditions  are  favourable,  and  that 
the  only  unfavourable  conditions  are  those  which 
have  been  introduced  by  the  Government  of  the 
day,  and  that  if  those  unfavourable  conditions  were 
changed  these  men  would  be  prepared  to  recom¬ 
mend  to  their  friends  to  come  to  this  country,  then 
I  say  not  only  that  this  point  is  pertinent  to 
the  discussion  of  the  question  before  the  House,  but 
that  it  is  the  bounden  duty  of  members  to  consider  it 
most  seriously  in  connection  with  the  very  grave 
facts  which  are  found  in  the  census  returns  regard¬ 
ing  the  Maritime  Provinces.  Now,  I  find  that  the 
Maritime  Provinces,  under  the  fiscal  conditions 
that  prevailed  between  1871  and  1881,  increased 
in  population  by  over  100,000.  Now,  what  has 
been  the  result  in  the  last  ten  years,  when  a  new 
fiscal  policy  was  introduced  ?  The  total  increase 
including  cities  has  been  but  10,000.  The  loss  in 
the  three  provinces  during  the  last  ten  years  has 
been  165,000,  allowing  for  the  natural  increase  of  2 
per  cent  alone.  I  say  this  is  one  of  the  most 
lamentable,  one  of  the  most  appalling,  facts  which 
ever  a  free  and  independent  people  had  brought 
befor§  them,  and  it  behooves  this  committee  to  con¬ 
sider  with  great  attention  this  solemn  and  serious 
mat  ter  affecting  the  future  well-beingof  our  country. 
Sir,  while  this  question  is  being  discussed  it  would 
become  hon.  gentlemen  whose  constituents  are 
more  or  less  affected  by  it,  whom  I  see  opposite  to 
me,  the  members  of  the  Government  and  their 
supporters,  either  to  answer  these  facts,  or  to 
give  some  explanation  showing  why  they  intend 
to  persist  in  the  continuance  of  a  policy  which 
is  depopulating  one  of  the  finest  portions  of 
this  Dominion.  Now,  let  us  come  to  details.  I 
see  before  me  the  hon.  member  for  Albert  (Mr. 
Weldon)  a  gentleman  who  occupies  a  high  position 
in  the  respect  and  esteem  of  this  House,  and  who 
is  believed  by  his  friends  to  be  a  pretty  able  man. 
Why,  Sir,  we  find  him  supporting  this  policy,  I  find 
by  the  census  returns  that  the  County  of  Albert 
had  a  total  population  in  1881  of  12,300.  The 
natural  increase  was  2,400  ;  the  total  loss  in  popu- 
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lation  was  1,358,  and  the  natural  increase  lost  be¬ 
sides  was  2,400,  making  a  loss  in  10  years  of  3,758. 
Sir,  looking  at  that  gentleman’s  education  and  posi¬ 
tion,  and  the  influence  which  he  wields  in  his  party, 
I  should  have  expected  him  either  to  insist  that  a 
change  should  take  place  in  the. fiscal  policy  which 
produced  such  results,  or  that  he  should  have  given 
some  explanation  showing  that  these  results  are  not 
attributable  to  that  policy.  I  find  that  in  that 
gentleman’s  county,  in  the  previous  10  years  under 
a  different  fiscal  policy,  the  population  instead  of 
decreasing,  increased  by  1,657.  Sir,  there  is  the 
Minister  of  Finance,  who  comes  from  the  County 
of  King's,  N.  B. ,  the  man  who  controls  the  fiscal 
policy  of  the  country.  I  find  that  the  loss  of  popu¬ 
lation  in  that  county  is  2,527,  and  the  natural  in¬ 
crease  of  5,000  was  lost  besides,  making  a  total 
loss  of  7,527.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  not  in  the 
Chamber  now,  but  these  figures  were  read  to  him 
by  my  hon.  friend  who  sits  at  my  left  (Sir  Richard 
Cartwright)  before,  and  from  that  day  to  this  he 
has  never  assayed  any  reply,  not  to  the  argument, 
but  to  the  fact  recorded  in  the  census  returns  as 
brought  down  by  himself.  Then  we  find  in  the 
county  represented  by  the  leader  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  Antigonish,  there  has  been  a  loss  of  popula¬ 
tion  of  1,948,  in  addition  to  the  natural  increase  of 
3,600,  or  5,548.  Are  these  facts  to  be  ignored?  Has 
the  Minister  of  Agriculture  nothing  whatever 
to  say  in  the  face  of  these  facts  ?  Is  this  the  result 
of  pouring  out  the  money  and  treasure  which  has 
gone  out  from  his  department  during  the  last  10 
years  ?  Lamentable  is  a  mild  word  to  use,  it  is 
disgraceful  to  the  country,  disgraceful  to  the 
department,  and  disgraceful,  I  must  say,  to  the 
men  who  propounded  the  system  under  which  if 
has  taken  place,  and  to  which  it  is  to  be  chiefly 
ascribed.  Take  my  own  county,  which  is  the 
flower  of  all  the  counties  in  regard  to  agriculture. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  No,  no. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P. E.I. )  I  repeat  that  in  regard 
to  agricultural  products  and  agricultural  capabili¬ 
ties  it  is  the  flower  of  all.  Its  population  has  de¬ 
creased  2,132,  and  the  natural  increase,  9,000,  lost, 
gives  a  decrease  of  11,333  in  that  county  alone.  If 
we  take  the  whole  St.  Lawrence  group,  Cape 
Breton,  Victoria,  Inverness,  Antigonish  and 
Pictou - 

Mr.  CAMERON.  You  cannot  take  Cape  Breton 
anyway. 

Mr.  DA\  IES  (P.E.I. )  The  hon.  gentleman  is 
leaping  before  he  reaches  the  stile.  I  was  going  to 
make  a  quotation  from  the  official  records.  The 
hon.  member  may  contradict  it ;  if  he  does  so,  he 
must  give  some  evidence  to  justify  his  contradiction. 
The  St.  Lawrence  group  of  counties,  containing  a 
population  of  123,000  in  1891,  has  increased  its 
population  68  souls  during  the  past  10  years.  So 
that  group  of  counties  alone  has  lost  its  increase  of 
24,000  people,  and  that  in  face  of  the  fact  that 
during  those  years  there  has  been  an  expenditure 
there  of  nearly  $4,000,000  of  public  money  in  the 
construction  of  a  railway.  Although  hundreds  and 
thousands  of  men  were  brought  in  to  assist  in 
building  that  road,  the  natural  increase  of  popu¬ 
lation  of  24,000  even  did  not  occur.  These 
facts  have  to  be  answered — the)  are  not  mere 
statements.  I  remember  some  years  ago  when 
members  who  came  from  the  Maritime  Provinces 
ventured  on  their  responsibility,  and  acting  on 
Mr.  Davies  (P.E.I.)  1 


their  personal  knowledge  made  statements  akin  to 
these  in  the  official  records,  we  were  told  by  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  that  we  wrere  decrying  the 
country,  that  we  were  exaggerating  the  facts,  that 
we  were  no  true  patriots  and  that  we  were  not  to 
be  relied  upon.  I  did  not  blame  at  that  time  the 
head  of  the  department  and  the  leader  of  the 
Government  for  not  accepting  our  statements  w  hen 
they  were  contradicted  by  our  colleagues  who 
supported  the  Government  in  the  Maritime  Pro¬ 
vinces.  Now  every  statement  has  been  verified 
and  shown  to  be  under  the  mark,  and  the  official 
record  shows  that  the  people  are  fleeing  from  those 
provinces  as  from  a  plague,  and  that  the  population 
is  165,000  less  than  it  should  be,  and  it  wrould  be  if 
they  had  retained  their  natural  increase.  It  be¬ 
hooves  the  head  of  the  department  to  take  this 
matcer  into  his  serious  consideration.  The  popula¬ 
tion  is  not  only  depleted,  but  in  material  wealth 
has  fallen  behind  until  the  situation  to-day  is 
appalling. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  Oh,  oh. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  The  hon.  gentleman  who 
laughs  does  not  know  what  he  is  laughing  about, 
and  he  does  not  come  from  that  part  of  the  country. 
Does  he  know  that  there  has  been  an  increase  in 
the  three  chief  cities  of  the  Maritime  Provinces  of 
only  60  people  during  the  last  ten  years  ;  that  the 
value  of  shipping  held  by  the  maritime  people  has 
depreciated  over  $9,000,000 ;  that  the  young  men 
are  not  taking  that  pride  in  the  country  they  ought 
to  take,  considering  its  great  capabilities  as  regards 
agriculture,  fishing  and  mining  ;  that  the  young 
men  who  are  going  from  those  provinces  to  the 
United  States  are  considered  to  be  the  flower  of  the 
population  of  the  republic  ?  Does  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  tell  me  that  a  fiscal  system  which  drives  the 
rising  young  men  of  the  country  out  of  it  is  one  to 
be  continued,  and  that  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
have  nothing  to  say  when  these  facts  are  brought 
before  them  ?  Y\  e  have  reached  a  crisis — I  cannot 
speak  for  the  upper  provinces,  for  I  do  not  know 
how  they  stand — we  have  reached  a  crisis  in  the 
history  of  the  Maritime  Provinces  so  great  and 
severe  that,  unless  something  is  done  in  the  near 
future,  if  they  continue  to  believe  that  statement 
made  by  the  Minister  of  Finance  that  there  is  no 
hope  of  obtaining  better  trade  relations  with  the 
United  States,  I  repeat  to  him  what  I  have 
previously  stated,  that  he  will  make  bne- 
half  of  them  annexationists  within  two 
years.  I  rejoice  to  know  there  is  a  better 
gospel  preached,  there  is  a  brighter  hope  for  our 
people,  but  it  does  not  come  from  the  men  wdio  are 
dumb  to-night  in  the  face  of  these  facts,  and  who 
have  nothing  to  offer  the  people  but  a  policy  of  des¬ 
pair.  What  is  the  sense  of  voting  this  sum  year 
after  year?  The  Minister  says  we  have  been  add¬ 
ing  to  the  population  in  the  North-West  and  are 
now  doing  so.  But  immigrants  would  go  there  with¬ 
out  the  Government  money,  if  the  Administration 
would  remove  the  restrictions  of  which  the  member 
for  North  Wellington  (Mr.  McMullen)  spoke  and 
give  them  fair-play,  and  give  them  the  best  land, 
and  we  would  have  no  need  to  pour  out  money  like 
water,  as  the  Government  has  been  doing,  to  induce 
people  to  go  there.  The  best  people  would  go 
there,  as  they  go  to  Dakota  and  other  western 
States,  without  these  artificial  inducements.  But 
whatever  the  hon.  gentleman  may  be  doing  in  the 


1521 


[APKIL  22,  1892.] 


1522 


North-West  he  is  doing  nothing  in  the  Mari¬ 
time  Provinces.  I  do  not  ask  the  Minister  to 
spend  money  to  bring  immigrants  there,  because 
I  agree  with  the  tenant  farmers  who  reported 
to  him,  and  whose  report  is  in  his  posses¬ 
sion,  that  while  the  present  fiscal  system  remains, 
if  they  came  there  they  would  leave  in  a  short  time. 
But  he  can  awaken  from  his  dream  and  help  his 
colleagues  to  make  this  a  cheaper  and  better  country 
to  live  in,  and  to  secure  theremovalof  the  artificial 
restrictions,  when  we  would  obtain  people  with 
money  in  their  pockets  and  energy  in  their  consti¬ 
tution,  and  hope  in  their  hearts,  who  would  come 
from  the  old  country,  where  there  is  a  surplus  of 
population,  and  make  for  themselves  free  and  happy 
homes  in  that  garden  down  by  the  sea,  a  garden 
once  prosperous,  contented  and  happy,  but  now,  I 
am  sorry  to  say,  exactly  the  reverse.  If  it  is  the 
reverse,  I  charge  it  on  the  hon.  gentleman  and  his 
policy  ;  and  if  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  continue 
another  10  years  with  the  policy  of  despair,  there 
will  not  be  a  slight  increase  of  165,  but  even  that 
will  have  been  wiped  out,  for  the  people  will  have 
left  the  country  altogether: 

Mr.  CAMERON.  It  is  not  my  intention  to  pro¬ 
long  this  discussion  because  I  think  it  has  assumed 
quite  a  sufficient  length  already.  However,  I  can¬ 
not  allow  to  pass  unnoticed  some  of  the  observa¬ 
tions  made  by  my  hon.  friend  from  Queen’s  (Mr. 
Davies).  I  always  take  very  much  pleasure  in  listening 
to  him  because  what  he  lacks  in  argument  he 
makes  up  in  sound,  and  on  nearly  every  occasion 
that  he  speaks  he  must  have  a  liing  at  Cape  Breton. 
I  would  say  at  this  stage  that  it  was  an  unfortunate 
circumstance  that  the  Government  did  not  accept 
some  of  the  suggestions  made  in  1890  by  the  hon. 
members  opposite.  There  are  no  persons  in  this 
House  I  believe  who  more  fully  realize  the  fallacy 
of  the  census  taken  previous  to  1891  than  my  hon. 
friends  from  North  Norfolk  (Mr.  Charlton)  and 
from  Queen’s  (Mr.  Davies).  If  the  suggestions 
made  by  them  in  1890  had  been  taken  by  the 
Government  a  good  deal  of  the  arguments  which 
they  used  to-night,  and  which  they  have  been  using 
on  former  occasions,  would  have  been  taken  from 
under  their  feet.  In  the  same  way  that  their  dis¬ 
cussions  on  the  National  Policy  recoil  upon  them¬ 
selves  every  time  they  I’aise  it  in  this  House,  so 
will  their  discussion  in  reference  to  the  census  of 
the  Dominion  recoil  upon  them  when  the  question 
is  thoroughly  understood  by  the  people  of  this 
country.  My  hon.  friend  from  North  Norfolk  (Mr. 
Charlton)  in  1890,  page  2390  of  the  Hansard,  said  : 

“  I  hope  the  Minister  of  Agriculture  will  not  forget  the 
suggestion  of  the  hon.  member  for  West  Durham  (Mr. 
Blake).  It  is  a  most  important  one  :  that  all  absentees’ 
names  should  be  checked.  It  is  of  the  highest  import¬ 
ance  that  instructions  should  be  given  to  the  enumerators 
with  regard  to  persons  who  have  left,  and  who  may  have 
left  permanently,  although  they  left  but  the  day  before. 
The  errors  that  undoubtedly  exist  in  the  last  census 
render  it,  to  a  great  extent,  untrustworthy — as  a  report 
of  the  population — in  one  province  at  least.” 

That  is  the  basis  of  the  whole  argument.  The 
•census  which  my  hon.  friend  from  North  Norfolk(Mr. 
Charlton)  in  1890  characterized  as  utterly  untrust¬ 
worthy,  he  now  bases  his  argument  upon.  If  it 
were  untrustworthy  as  he  said,  why  does  he  now 
form  an  argument  upon  it  ?  In  order  to  ascertain 
the  real  nature  of  the  suggestion  made  by  him  I 
will  refer  to  what  the  then  leader  of  the  Opposition, 


the  Hon.  Edward  Blake,  said.  At  page  2389  of  the 
Hansard  of  1890,  Mr.  Blake  said  : 

“  As  the  hon.  member  for  Queen’s  County  has  said,  if  a 
father  were  asked  whether  he  expected  his  boy,  who  had 
been  away  some  15  or  20  years,  never  to  come  back,  of 
course  the  father  in  the  hope  of  having  his  son  pay  bim  a 
visit,  would  say  that  certainly  he  expected  him  back. 
The  son’s  name  would  be  put  down.  That  is  the  report 
I  have  received  from  many  parts,  and  my  hon.  friend  from 
Quebec  (Mr.  Langelier)  confirms  it  with  regard  to  that 
province.” 

That  was  the  state  in  Ontario  and  the  state  in 
Quebec,  and  in  order  to  convince  my  hon.  friend 
from  Queen’s,  P. E.I.  (Mr.  Davies)  that  it  was  the 
state  in  the  little  province  whence  he  comes,  I 
shall  quote  an  authority  which  I  believe  he  cannot 
doubt,  and  that  is  himself.  He  said  on  that 
occasion,  page  2387  of  the  Hansard  : 

“  Now  speaking  on  matters  which  came  to  my  know' 
ledge  with  regard  to  the  last  census,  I  noticed  that  many 
enumerators,  taking,  as  they  said,  their  returns  under 
instructions  from  those  who  appointed  them,  took  from 
the  head  of  the  house,  not  only  the  number  of  his  family 
and  of  the  servants  who  were  at  home  with  him,  but  the 
names  and  numbers  of  those  who  had  left  many  years 
before ;  the  only  question  being  asked  was  :  ‘  Do  you 
think  that  he  will  ever  return?’  Well ‘ever’ is  a  big 
word,  and  the  father  of  the  house  did  not  want  to  banish 
all  hope  that  some  time  or  other  his  son  who  had  left 
home  to  make  a  living  abroad,  and  to  be  a  resident  of 
another  country,  might  at  some  future  time  return  ;  and 
in  this  way  the  names  of  hundreds  and  thousands  were 
put  down  who  had,  for  all  practical  purposes,  left  Canada, 
made  a  new  home  for  themselves  in  another  country  and 
become  naturalized  in  the  United  States.” 

In  1881,  then,  according  to  the  evidence  of  my  hon. 
friends  opposite,  there  were  hundreds  of  thousands 
of  the  people  of  this  Dominion  absent  in  the  United 
States,  and  upon  that  census  of  the  Dominion  they 
base  their  whole  argument.  As  I  stated  at  the  be¬ 
ginning,  it  is  almost  a  pity  that  the  Government 
did  not  adopt  the  suggestion  made  by  my  lion, 
friend  from  North  Norfolk  (Mr.  Charlton),  for  if 
they  had  done  so,  a  different  showing  would  be 
made  in  the  last  census.  His  suggestion  was  that 
not  oidy  the  census  would  be  taken  as  they  had 
been  taken  without  a  time-limit,  but  also  that 
the  names  of  those  who  had  been  absent  for  a 
number  of  years  should  be  taken  down  as  well.  If 
that  system  had  been  adopted  in  1891  it  would  show 
an  increase  in  the  population  of  the  Dominion  during 
the  last  decade  in  the  same,  if  not  in  a  greater  pro¬ 
portion,  than  previous  to  that  time.  In  order  to 
show  that  this  would  be  the  case,  it  is  fair  that  I 
should  take  the  Province  of  Nova  Scotia  for  an 
example.  In  1861,  before  Confederation,  the  popu¬ 
lation  of  Nova  Scotia  was  330,857  ;  in  1871,  387,- 
800  ;  in  1881,  440,579  ;  and  in  1891,  450,492.  My 
hon.  friends  opposite  know  very  well  that  there 
was  no  time-limit  in  1861,  1871  and  1881,  and  as 
my  hon.  friend  the  senior  member  for  Queen’s  (Mr. 
Davies)  said,  hundreds  of  thousands  of  our  people 
were  absent  in  the  United  States  in  1881,  who  were 
enumerated  in  the  census  of  that  year.  If  they  had 
been  enumerated  in  the  same  manner  in  1891,  I 
believe  the  increase  of  population  would  have  been 
larger  than  it  was  in  the  decade  before  that.  Nova 
Scotia  increased  in  population  between  1861  and 
1871  nearly  14  per  cent,  and  between  1871  and 
1881  14  per  cent  also  ;  and  if  the  census  had  been 
taken  in  the  same  way  it  would  have  shown  an  in¬ 
crease  at  least  14  per  cent  between  1881  and  1891 
also.  But  the  hundreds  of  thousands  of  people  who 
were  absent  in  1881  continued  to  be  absent  in  1891, 
and  they  were  not  enumerated  as  they  were  not 
here.  The  result  was,  that  instead  of  an  increase 
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of  61,680,  Ave  only  had  an  increase  of  9,920,  because 
the  absentees  for  a  number  of  years  were  not  enum¬ 
erated  as  in  the  taking  of  the  former  census.  If  the 
suggestion  made  by  my  hon.  friend  the  hon.  member 
for  North  Norfolk  had  been  taken,  we  would  have 
not  only  the  real  population  as  it  is  shown  by  the 
census  of  1891,  but  we  would  also  have  the  popu¬ 
lation  based  on  the  same  system  which  was  adopted 
in  1861,  1871  and  1881.  If  you  base  the  population 
of  this  whole  Dominion  on  the  calculation  made  in 
reference  to  No\Ta  Scotia,  instead  of  having  an 
increase  of  half  a  million,  we  would  ha\Te  an  in¬ 
crease  of  at  least  another  500,000,  if  the  persons 
absent  were  enumerated  as  they  were  in  the 
previous  census.  It  is  perfectly  true  that  gentle¬ 
men  opposite  would  find  fault  anyway,  but  that 
does  not  do  much  harm.  My  hon.  friends  opposite 
have  been  making  capital  against  the  National 
Policy,  and  endeavouring  to  make  the  people 
believe  that  it  is  the  cause  of  the  emi¬ 
gration  from  this  country,  but  when  the  census 
of  1901  will  be  taken,  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  will 
have  the  grounds  of  their  argument  taken  from 
under  their  feet,  as  they  will  find  that  when  the 
census  are  taken  upon  the  same  basis  as  this  year, 
the  population  of  this  Dominion  will  show  a  larger 
increase  than  ever  before  was  shown  since  Con¬ 
federation.  If  my  hon.  friends  opposite  continue 
their  agitation  against  the  National  Policy,  if  they 
continue  their  deception  of  the  people,  for  it  is 
nothing  else,  in  regard  to  the  exodus,  it  will  recoil 
upon  their  own  heads  in  the  same  manner  as  their 
arguments  against  the  National  Policy.  My  hon. 
friend  from  Queen’s,  P. E.I.  (Mr.  Davies)  knows  as 
well  as  I  do  that  the  commencement  of  the  exodus 
from  Prince  Edward  Island  and  the  Maritime 
Provinces  generally  was  between  1854  and  1866.  I 
was  one  of  those  who  crossed  the  lines  during  those 
ten  years,  and  I  remained  there  for  many  years  and 
possibly  I  would  not  ha\’e  returned  but  for  the  ex¬ 
hortations  of  friends  at  home,  who  felt  that  it 
would  be  a  great  loss  to  the  country  if  I  did  not 
return.  It  was  during  that  time  the  nuclei  of  the  ! 
agencies  on  the  other  side  were  established.  In 
1861  I  was  in  Boston,  New  York  and  Phila¬ 
delphia  and  other  cities,  and  I  saw  a  number  of  people 
from  Prince  Edward  Island  in  the  different  cities  of 
the  United  States.  The  emigration  of  these  people 
from  the  Maritime  Provinces  commenced  shortly  j 
after  1854  during  the  time  of  the  reciprocity  treaty. 
The  youth  of  this  Dominion  need  to  have  the  facts  | 
explained  to  them  so  as  to  prevent  their  being  de-  | 
ceiA  ed  by  the  fallacies  raised  by  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  opposite  and  by  their  attempts  to  throw  dust 
in  the  eyes  of  the  people.  As. the  hon.  member  for 
North  Y\  ellington  has  said,  many  of  the  people 
who  have  gone  have  been  encouraging  their  friends 
at  home  to  cross  the  line,  and  unless  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  opposite  discontinue  their  blue-ruin  agitation 
a  great  many  more  of  their  friends  will  leave  them. 

I  may  relate  an  incident  that  occurred  in  my  own 
experience  not  long  ago.  As  I  was  coming  up  to  j 
the  last  session  of  Parliament  shortly  after  the  I 
general  election,  I  was  very  sorry  to  see  car  loads 
of  our  people  leaving  for  the  United  States.  Some  of 
my  opponents  who  were  on  their  way  to  the  city  of 
Halifax  to  attend  the  session  of  the  Local  Legisla¬ 
ture,  twitted  me  a  good  deal  on  the  train  on  ac¬ 
count  of  the  emigration  from  our  county  to  the 
United  States.  I  passed  through  the  car  and  I  ob¬ 
served  that  there  Avere  a  large  number,  and  I  was 
Mr.  Cameron. 


sorry  to  see  them  going  ;  but  I  observed  further 
that  there  was  not  a  single  Liberal-Conservatne  in 
the  car  except  one ;  and  when  1  was  twitted 
by  the  remark  that  notwithstanding  all  I  had 
said  in  favour  of  the  National  Policy  our  people 
were  going  away,  my  answer  was  a  simple 
one,  and  it  was  a  true  one  :  My  friend,  I  said,  for 
the  last  four  weeks  you  and  your  political  friends 
have  been  leading  our  people  to  believe  that  they 
could  not  live  in  this  country  ;  they  believed  you, 
and  unfortunately  for  the  country  they  are  leaving 
it ;  the  very  people  who  believed  you  and  Avho  sup¬ 
ported  you  are  leaving.  And  further  than  that,  my 
political  opponent  is  now  in  Michigan  seeking  his  for¬ 
tune.  But  I  believe  he  will  come  back,  a  sadder  and 
a  wiser  man,  and  will  find  that  he  can  make  a  more 
comfortable  living  in  Inverness  than  he  can  on  the 
other  side  of  the  line.  A  great  many  more  people 
have  left  the  country  on  account  of  such  discussions 
as  we  have  heard  to-night,  which  tend  to  dis¬ 
courage  our  people  from  living  in  this  country.  I 
believe  that  many  who  go  will  return  sadder  and 
wiser  men,  but  unfortunately  many  cannot  return, 
though  I  am  glad  to  say  that  many  who  went  to  that 
country  have  made  a  comfortable  living.  My  own 
impression,  after  considerable  experience  in  Parlia¬ 
ment,  is  that  we  should  emulate  the  people  of  the 
United  States.  I  haA^e  been  on  the  other  side  on 
business  and  on  pleasure  as  well  ;  I  am  always 
pleased  to  go  to  the  United  States  ;  but  I  have 
never  heard  any  person  on  that  side  of  the  line 
depreciating  his  own  country — depreciating  its 
products,  its  climate,  its  soil,  its  policy  and  every¬ 
thing  else. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P. E.I. )  Whom  did  you  eArer 
hear  do  it  here  ? 

Mr.  CAMERON.  I  would  ask  my  hon.  friend 
if  he  ever  heard  a  member  of  Congress  telling  the 
people  of  the  United  States  that  the  policy  of 
the  Government  of  the  United  States  is  calculated 
to  ruin  the  people.  Whatever  policy  it  may  be, 
it  is  the  best  in  the  world  ;  whatever  part  of  the 
United  States  your  are  in,  it  has  the  finest  climate 
in  the  world  ;  everything  there  is  better  than  it  is  in 
any  other  part  of  creation  ;  and  if  our  hon.  friends 
would  only  emulate  them  a  little  in  that  respect, 
and  try  to  lead  our  people,  even  to  mislead  them 
if  you  will,  to  take  a  pride  in  their  country,  I  do 
not  believe  so  many  Grits,  as  they  mostly  are, 
would  leave  the  Maritime  Provinces  to  go  to 
the  United  States. 

Mr.  PERRY.  It  was  not  my  intention  to 
address  the  committee  on  this  important  question 
until  I  heard  my  hon.  friend  from  Inverness  (Mr. 
Cameron)  making  such  erroneous  statements  as  he 
has  been  making  so  far  as  Prince  Edward  Island 
is  concerned.  If  he  looks  at  the  census  returns 
from  his  own  province,  he  will  find  that  his 
statements  are  not  borne  out.  I  contend  that 
from  1854  to  1866  the  population  of  Prince 
Edward  Island  increased  and  increased  large¬ 
ly,  and  it  kept  on  increasing  up  to  1881,  when 
Prince  Edward  Island,  and  Nova  Scotia  as  well,  felt 
the  effects  of  the  unpatriotic  administration  of  the 
Government  which  my  hon.  friend  is  so  willing  to 
support.  Y\  hat  is  the  result  shown  by  the  census  ? 
The  population  of  Prince  EdAvard  Island,  NoA^a 
Scotia  and  New  Brunswick  has  not  increased  since 
1881.  To  what  can  we  attribute  this  decrease,  if  not 
to  the  unpatriotic  administration  of  the  present 
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Government?  From  1854  to  1866  we  saw  good 
days.  I  know  people  from  the  United  states  came 
and  settled  in  my  province  and  carried  on  fisheries 
and  other  industries  there  during  that  period,  giv¬ 
ing  employment  to  our  people,  but  since  then  only 
the  memory  of  those  good  days  remain.  If  the 
lion,  member  for  Inverness  will  go  to  Boston  to¬ 
day  he  will  find  a  very  large  population  there  from 
his  own  province,  We  can  hardly  go  five  steps  in 
the  main  street  of  Boston  without  finding  a  man 
from  Cape  Breton,  and  he  will  find  him  a  credit  to 
this  country,  but  these  men  w^ere  driven  from  their 
home  although  my  hon.  friend  will  not  admit  it. 
It  is  not  when  we  had  free  trade  from  1854  to  1866 
that  our  population  diminished.  In  those  years, 
when  there  was  no  Chinese  wall  between  the  Do¬ 
minion  and  the  United  States,  when  people  were 
allowed  to  buy  goods  in  the  cheapest  and  sell  in  the 
dearest  market,  the  people  of  the  Island  made  their 
money  and  were  enabled  to  establish  banks  and 
other  commercial  institutions.  These  were  the 
days  of  prosperity,  but  now  this  money  has  disap¬ 
peared,  prosperity  has  disappeared,  and  discontent 
lias  taken  its  place,  and  the  people  are  seeking 
better  times  in  other  countries.  It  appears  that 
the  Government  are  either  afraid  or  ashamed 
to  have  their  policy  on  the  question  of  immigration 
properly  expounded.  I  do  not  know  exactly  how 
many  immigration  offices  there  are  in  the 
Dominion  besides  what  they  have  in  Europe.  I  do 
not  see  why  there  should  be  so  many.  There  is 
one  in  Halifax,  which  may  be  wanted  there,  one  in 
St.  John,  N.  B. ,  which  may  be  wanted  there,  one 
in  Quebec,  another  in  Montreal,  one  in  Three 
Rivers,  one  in  Hamilton,  two  or  three  in  Ontario, 
many  more  in  the  North-West  and  British  Colum¬ 
bia,  when  two  or  three  in  the  wdiole  Dominion 
would  be  quite  sufficient.  Look  at  the  report  of 
the  Auditor  General  last  year.  It  shows  nearly 
$200,000  spent  in  these  offices.  Can  the  Govern¬ 
ment  show  that  they  had  any  return  for  this 
money?  Can  they  show  that  they  have  successfully 
established  one  immigrant  in  the  North-West  or 
any  part  of  Canada  ?  The  census  returns  show 
they  have  lost  in  the  last  ten  years  all  the  immi¬ 
grants  who  have  come  here,  notwithstanding  the 
fact  that  the  blue-books  show  we  have  got  900,000. 
Not  only  have  we  lost  all  these  immigrants,  but 
we  have  also  lost  our  natural  increase  of  popula¬ 
tion.  If  that  is  not  an  unsatisfactory  state  of 
things,  T  do  not  know  what  is.  Yet  the  hon. 
member  for  Inverness  will  stand  here  and  tell 
us  that-  we  are  prosperous  and  doing  well,  that  the 
population  of  Nova  Scotia  is  increasing,  that  the 
population  of  Prince  Edward  Island  is  increasing, 
that  the  census  is  all  wrong.  He  has  no  faith  in 
the  blue-books  or  Government  returns,  but  is  con¬ 
vinced  that  the  mischief  was  done  from  1854  to 
1866,  when  the  hon.  gentleman  was  hardly  old 
enough  to  read  or  write.  It  would  be  better  if  the 
Government,  instead  of  throwing  away  this 
$250,000  or  $300,000,  would  make  a  present  of  it 
to  our  people,  who  are  going  away,  in  order  to  in¬ 
duce  them  to  remain  here.  We  are  not  able  to 
keep  our  own  population  here,  and  as  the  hon. 
member  for  North  Wellington  has  said,  the  North- 
West  is  in  such  a  condition  that  no  settler  can  dare 
go  into  it.  If  he  will  look  to  the  east  he  will  find 
the  land  monopolized  by  somebody,  and  if  he  will 
look  west  or  north  he  will  see  the  same  result ;  and 
what  is  left,  a  small  tract  of  land  here  and  there, 


only  fit  for  rabbits  and  squirrels.  Does  he  expect 
the  population  from  across  the  Atlantic  is  going  to 
settle  on  such  lands  ?  I  contend  that  immigrants 
who  have  to  be  brought  out  at  the  expense  of  the 
country  are  not  the  class  of  people  fit  to  settle  here 
and  develop  the  resources  of  the  country.  If  there 
are  inducements  to  the  people  across  the  Atlantic  to 
come  here  they  will  come  without  our  paying  their 
passages,  but  the  fact  is  that  when  people  come 
they  are  disappointed.  They  see  that  the  state  of 
the  country  is  not  such  as  it  has  been  represented 
to  them  by  our  agents  at  home,  and  the  moment 
they  find  that  out  they  go  across  the  line  and  settle 
in  Montana,  Dakota,  or  Washington  Territory  or 
some  other  parts  of  the  United  States.  The  hon. 
member  for  Inverness  must  know  that  we  have  now 
in  the  United  States  over  2,000,000  Canadians,  a 
labouring  class  of  people,  who  are  developing  the 
resources  of  that  country  when  we  should  have 
them  here  assisting  to  build  up  this  country. 
When  did  these  go  there  ?  Did  they  go  in  1854  ? 

Mr.  CAMERON.  A  large  proportion  of  them 
did. 

Mr.  PERRY.  I  do  not  know  of  one  emigrant 
from  Prince  Edward  Island  who  went  to  the  United 
States  from  1854  to  1866,  but  I  know  that  many 
Americans  in  that  period  came  and  settled  in  the 
Island.  The  hon.  gentleman  knows  as  well  as  I  do 
that  emigration  from  Nova  Scotia  is  far  greater 
now  than  it  was  from  1854  to  1866.  We  are  losing 
our  population  and  yet  this  Government  are  not 
taking  any  steps  to  keep  them  here.  It  is  time  to 
cry  halt  and  turn  over  a  new  leaf,  if  the  Govern¬ 
ment  intend  doing  anything  for  the  country.  But 
what  do  the  Government  care  ?  They  have  a  strong 
backing  and  can  vote  the  money  they  require,  but 
if  they  expect  the  Liberal  members  to  sit  here  as 
dumb  and  allow  them  to  squander  one-half  the 
revenue  of  the  country  without  protest  they  are 
much  mistaken.  It  would  be  better  for  them  to  cut 
down  this  wdiole  expenditure  and  lower  the  taxes. 
It  would  be  better  that  they  should  adjust  their 
tariff  so  that  there  will  be  no  discrimination  against 
the  poorer  class.  But  there  is  no  danger  of  their 
doing  that,  they  must  have  a  large  revenue  to 
squander  on  elections,  and  'while  such  a  system  is 
allowed  to  be  carried  on  the  country  can  never 
progress. 

Mr.  BAIN  (Wentworth).  I  have  listened  with 
considerable  interest  to  the  discussion  this  evening. 
Perhaps  it  has  not  always  been  confined  closely  to 
the  question  at  issue,  but  I  think  the  most  unkind' 
statement  in  reference  to  the  Minister  of  Agricul¬ 
ture  and  his  policy  made  to-night  it  has  been 
reserved  for  my  friend  from  Inverness  (Mr. 
Cameron)  to  make.  When  he  comes  to  this  House 
and  calmly  accounts-  for  the  present  condition  of 
things  by  saying  that  his  friends  took  the  census 
of  1881,  and  took  so  many  people  who  had  left 
Canada,  when  they  were  under  instructions  to 
number  the  people  of  Canada,  and  that  the  census 
now  taken  really  shows  the  same  natural  increase 
in  the  population,  there  surely  could  be  no  greater 
testimony  to  the  incompetency  of  the  department 
presided  over  by  my  hon.  friend. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  Is  it  true,  all  the  same  ? 

Mr.  BAIN  (Wentworth).  No,  it  is  not.  You 
have  to  take  the  latter  statement  of  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  in  reply  to  his  first  statement.  He  tells  the 
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people  that  to-day  there  is  no  exodus  from  his 
part  of  the  country. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  I  said  nothing  of  the  kind. 
I  said  there  were  car  loads  leaving  when  I  came  up. 

Mr.  BAIN  (Wentworth).  That  is  what  the  hon. 
gentleman  said  at  the  end  of  his  speech,  but  I  leave 
it  to  the  hon.  gentlemen  behind  him  if  he  did  not 
say  in  the  earlier  part  of  his  speech  that  the  people 
had  not  left  the  country,  but  that  the  change  in  the 
numbers  which  appeared  was  in  consequence  of  the 
over-statement  in  the  previous  census.  The  fact 
is  that  these  gentlemen  are  in  a  corner  and  they 
know  it. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  I  think  there  is  another  party 
in  a  corner  too,  and  they  are  getting  smaller  every 
year. 

Mr  BAIN  (Wentworth).  The  fact  is  that  the 
policy  pronounced  by  the  Minister  of  Agriculture 
to-night  will  not  satisfy  any  thinking  citizen  of 
this  country,  no  matter  what  his  political  creed 
may  be.  These  gentlemen  tell  us,  with  the 
calm  assurance  which  characterizes  my  hon.  friend 
from  Inverness  (Mr.  Cameron),  tjiat  the  reason  why 
people  leave  this  country  is  that  gentlemen  on  this 
side  of  the  House  decry  this  cotintry.  I  deny  the 
statement  emphatically,  and  I  defy  them  to  show 
any  statement  to  prove  their  assertion.  We  have 
always  said  that  the  natural  resources  of  Canada 
are  equal  to  those  of  any  country  in  the  world. 
The  northern  portion  of  Ontario  has  untold  mineral 
resources  which  are  only  just  attracting  attention, 
and  the  proof  of  that  is  that,  while  people  are  flying 
from  my  hon.  friend’s  province  as  if  they  were  flying 
from  a  plague,  the  population  of  Algoma  has  doubled 
in  the  last  ten  years.  Turn  to  the  resources  of  the 
great  prairie-plains  of  the  North-West,  and  look 
at  the  mineral  wealth  of  British  Columbia,  to 
which  attention  is  now  being  attracted,  and  we 
have  always  maintained  that  we  have  unrivalled 
natural  resources  in  this  country  ;  but  we  have 
contended  at  the  same  time  that  the  policy  of  this 
Government  was  not  calculated  to  increase  the 
prosperity  of  the  country,  but  that  we  were  cursed 
by  the  worst  Government  that  ever  a  civilized 
country  was  cursed  with.  It  is  because  we  object 
to  the  Government  of  this  country  that  these  gen¬ 
tlemen  turn  around  and  complain  because  we  ob¬ 
ject  to  the  principles  under  which  they  administer 
our  public  affairs,  and  we  point  to  the  returns  of 
their  own  official  census  and  the  figures  furnished 
under  the  Minister  of  Agriculture  during  the  last 
ten  years  as  evidence  that  they  can  neither  rebut 
nor  deny.  Then  they  resort  to  the  old  plan,  when 
you  have  no  case  abuse  the  plaintiffs  attorney. 
It  is  the  old,  old  cry,  personal  abuse  instead  of 
argument.  \Y  hat  object  is  there  for  gentlemen  on 
this  side  of  the  House  to  decry  the  prosperity  or 
the  advancement  of  the  country  if  it  were  not 
true  ?  Are  not  our  interests  as  much  bound  up  with 
the  welfare  of  Canada  as  those  of  my  hon.  friend  from 
Inverness  (Mr.  Cameron)  ?  Our  all  is  embarked  in 
this  country  and  is  involved  in  its  prosperity,  but  I 
tell  that  hon.  gentleman  that  the  last  twelve  years  of 
his  policy  have  not  conduced  to  the  progress  and 
welfare  of  this  country,  and  no  one  knows  it  better 
than  hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  Now,  whatever 
may  be  the  position  of  affairs  in  the  older  provinces 
of  the  country,  let  us  take  a  glance  at  what  has 
been  done  in  the  newer  territories.  What  have  we 
done  for  the  development  of  the  resources  of  the 
Mr.  Bain  (Wentworth). 


great  plains  of  the  North-West,  and  what  facilities 
have  we  offered  to  induce  people  to  go  there?  If 
the  official  records  of  the  department  over  which 
my  hon.  friend  presides  are  of  any  value,  we  have 
increased  the  debt  of  this  country  by  $61,000,000  in 
hard  cash  in  order  to  construct  the  Canadian  Paci¬ 
fic  Railway,  and  we  have  given  that  company  a 
land  grant  besides  of  21,000,000  acres.  For  what  ? 
To  develop  the  great  natural  resources  of  this 
country  and  induce  immigrants  to  go  in  there.  In 
addition  to  that,  we  offer  a  free  grant  of  land  to 
those  immigrants,  and  now  the  Minister  tells  us 
that  he  is  going  to  give  to  each  head  of  a  family 
that  settles  there  $10  in  cash  and  to  eveiy  member 
of  the  family  $5  in  cash  in  addition,  in  order  to  in¬ 
duce  settlers  to  go  in  there.  Besides  that,  we  have 
given  25,000,000  acres  of  land  to  aid  in  building 
branch  railways  to  enable  the  settler  with  fa¬ 
cility  to  get  his  produce  on  to  this  great 
thoroughfare,  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  ;  and 
in  the  last  ten  years,  with  all  these  facilities 
offered,  with  all  this  staff  of  immigration' agencies 
scattered  over  the  whole  of  Europe  and  throughout 
the  length  and  breadth  of  this  Dominion,  what 
have  we  done  ?  We  have  only  succeeded  in  increas¬ 
ing  the  population  in  the  whole  area  extending 
from  Lake  Superior  to  the  Pacific  Ocean  by  179,000 
souls  all  told.  Is  that  a  result  which  is  satisfactory  ? 
I  do  not  care  who  the  judge  is.  I  say  emphatically 
it  is  not,  and  that  we  have  not  returns  for  the  large 
expenditure  we  have  made,  and  that  it  is  time  to 
call  a  halt.  I  regretted  exceedingly  when  I  listened 
to  the  Minister  to-night,  when  he  announced  his 
general  policy,  to  find  that  it  was  a  repetition  of 
the  same  old  round.  He  proposes  to  keep  up  the 
same  agencies,  to  go  on  with  the  same  round  of 
administration,  with  the  addition  of  paying  this 
bonus  to  settlers  who  have  located  in  the  North- 
West.  I  say  that  the  facts  of  the  census  have  a 
great  deal  to  do  with  the  future  of  the  administra¬ 
tion  of  onr  immigration  department.  If  the  census 
returns  are  of  any  value  at  all,  and  if  they  are 
utterly  without  value  the  sooner  we  know  it 
the  better,  if  my  friend  from  Inverness  (Mr. 
Cameron)  can  sustain  his  contention  and  demon¬ 
strate  that  his  friends  are  unreliable  in  taking 
these  figures,  let  us  know  it  and  let  ns  begin  anew 
on  a  solid  basis,  but  if  these  figures  are  of  any  value 
at  all,  the  more  money  we  spend  in  European  agen¬ 
cies  and  the  more  population  we  draw  into  Canada, 
by  so  much  the  more  we  are  increasing  the  popula¬ 
tion  of  the  great  republic  to  the  south  of  us.  I  re¬ 
member  that,  when  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
enterprise  was  presented  to  this  House  for  consid¬ 
eration,  one  of  the  strong  arguments  submitted  to 
the  members  by  the  late  Premier  was  tha  t  in  the 
course  of  a  few  years  we  would  be  able  to  dispense 
entirely  with  our  immigration  machinery  and  that 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  would  become,  like 
the  large  American  railway  corporations  who  are 
owners  of  large  tracts  of  land,  one  great  immigra¬ 
tion  agency,  and  we  would  fill  our  farms  in  the 
North-West  with  a  large  agricultural  population. 

I  remember  that  we  were  promised  by  the  Premier 
of  this  Dominion  in  1881  that  so  rapidly  would  the 
population  flow  into  that  country  that  by  the  year 
1890,  75,000  souls  would  settle  there  in  one  year, 
and  that  in  the  ten  years  we  would  add  to  the 
population  of  the  North-West  at  least  half  a  million. 
But  when  the  result  comes  to  be  brought  down 
alongside  with  their  own  official  figures,  declared  by 
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the  Minister  to  be  correct,  we  have  a  paltry  addi¬ 
tion  of  179,000  souls  all  told.  There,  Mr.  Chairman, 
is  about  the  way  in  which  Tory  promises  pan  out 
in  performance.  I  remember  another  promise 
that  was  made  by  Sir  John  Macdonald  to  this 
House  in  1880  and  I  dare  say  other  older  members 
will  remember  it,  and  that  was  that  we  would  have 
in  the  vicinity  of  $69,000,000  in  cash,  or  mort¬ 
gages  as  good  as  cash,  in  the  treasury  of  this 
Dominion,  at  the  end  of  the  year  1890  from  the 
sale  of  *these  lands  and  the  great  Pacific  Railway 
woidd  not  cost  us  anything.  I  remember  that 
about  $3,000,000,  or  thereabouts,  was  to  be 
taken  out  of  that  sum  for  the  purpose  of  survey¬ 
ing  the  lands  and  administering  the  sales  branch  of 
the  department  ;  but  I  remember  also  that  last  year 
when  the  figures  were  toted  up,  and  the  clear  re¬ 
sult  of  the  managment  of  those  lands  was  made 
known,  and  the  surplus  that  we  had  in  the  treasury 
instead  of  anything  in  the  neighourhood  of  $69,- 
000,000,  we  had  the  paltry  sum  of  less  than 
$1,000,000  all  told,  as  the  clear  result  of  ten  years’ 
operations  under  this  magnificent  administration. 
I  leave  it  to  the  most  prejudiced  Conservative  on 
the  other  side  to  say  whether  their  loud  promises 
have  been  anything  like  fulfilled  in  the  adminis¬ 
tration  of  the  affairs  of  the  North-West.  In  the 
meantime  the  rest  of  the  population  of  this  country 
are  carrying  the  burdens  imposed  upon  them  for 
the  development  of  those  resources.  Hon.  gentle¬ 
men  opposite  may  sit  here  and  shut  their  eyes  to 
the  facts,  but  the  facts  cannot  be  ignored.  I  say 
their  policy  has  not  been  a  success  in  settling  up 
the  vacant  lands  of  this  Dominion.  Now,  the  next 
question  to  consider  is  the  remedy  for  this  state  of 
affairs.  The  hon.  the  Finance  Minister  stands  up 
and  says  that  he  would  be  very  glad  to  have  us 
suggest  some  remedy.  I  would  like  to  know 
what  we  pay  him  $7,000  a  year  for,  if  it  is 
not  to  attend  to  the  affairs  of  this  country.  Are 
we  to  find  a  policy  for  him  ?  Has  he  become  so 
threadbare  in  resources,  so  poverty-striken,  that 
he  has  nothing  to  offer  except  to  go  on  in  the  old 
groove,  in  the  hope  that  some  good  luck  may 
turn  up  in  the  future,  that  something  will  occur 
to  change  the  current,  and  we  will  get  along 
better  ?  No,  Sir,  the  people  of  this  country  will 
not  be  satisfied  with  any  such  administration  of 
their  affairs.  There  is  one  thing  evident,  and 
that  is  that  the  expenditure  has  never  ceased  to 
grow,  and  the  Government  have  carefully  kept  up 
the  expenditure,  whether  the  people  were  able  to 
endure  it  or  not.  Now,  I  say  it  is  time  we  had  a 
new  order  of  things.  If  the  transference  of  immi¬ 
gration  from  the  Department  of  Agriculture  to  the 
Department  of  the  Interior  will  give  us  new  life  and 
new  energy,  by  all  means  let  us  have  the  transfer- 
made.  But  when  they  come  down  to  us  and  offer 
no  better  propositions  than  to  go  on  in  the  old 
groove,  1  fear  that  the  difficulty  is  deeper,  and 
that  we  will  find  ourselves  going  on  in  the  old 
circuit,  spending  money  without  any  satisfactory 
results.  There  is  no  doubt  that  the  circum¬ 
stances  in  which  we  are  placed  are  peculiar. 
We  are  not  separated  from  the  nation 
to  the  south  of  us  by  those  differences  that 
separate  European  nations  which  have  grown 
up  under  different  institutions,  with  differences  of 
language,  of  habit  and  of  custom,  that  form  barriers 
between  the  nations  of  the  old  world.  Here  we 
have  to  recognize  the  fact  that  we  are  practically 


one  people  with  the  nation  south  of  us.  W e  have 
the  same  ideas,  the  same  origin,  we  speak  the  same 
language,  and  in  everything  except  political  pur¬ 
poses  we  are  practically  one  people.  The  difficulty 
is  that  the  larger  nation  to  the  south  of  us  does 
offer  inducements  to  our  young  men  that  we  are 
not  able  to  offer  them  here.  I  point  out  to  our 
friends  opposite  that  they  declared  when  the 
National  Policy  was  inaugurated  that  they  were 
going  to  stop  this  exodus  from  Canada  to  the 
United  States,  they  were  going  to  create  employ¬ 
ment  for  our  people  at  home,  they  were  going  by 
that  means  to  secure  a  market  for  the  surplus 
products  of  the  agriculturists,  and  by  employing 
our  labour  in  manufactures  we  would  keep  our 
people  at  home.  But  the  results  show  that  instead 
of  keeping  them  at  home  we  have  driven  them  out 
of  Canada  at  an  accelerated  rate  ;  and  whereas 
those  gentlemen  used  to  howl  themselves  hoarse  in 
complaining  of  an  exodus  from  Canada  to  the  United 
States  of  30,000  or  40,000  people  yearly,  they  now 
calmly  sit  down  and  say  nothing  when  their  own 
returns  show  that  we  have  lost  at  least  an  average 
of  100, 000 population perannum  forthelast  ten  years, 
and  they  coolly  ask  us  to  be  content  with  things  as 
they  are.  1  say  there  is  something  radically  defec¬ 
tive  in  that  policy,  and  they  have  failed  in  the 
highest  degree  in  fulfilling  the  promises  that  were 
made  to  the  electorate  of  this  country  when  they 
inaugurated  their  National  Policy.  I  ask  if  it  is 
not  a  legitimate  inference  that  that  policy  has  not 
accomplished  what  they  promised  it  would  accom¬ 
plish,  and  that  it  is  a  dismal  failure  as  applied  to 
the  administration  of  Canada’s  affairs.  I  say  that 
the  sooner  we  set  about  endeavouring  to  find  a 
remedy  for  this  condition  of  things,  the  better  it 
will  be  for  the  people  of  Canada,  for  I  can  come  to 
no  other  conclusion  than  that  if  we  keep  on  at  the 
present  rate  we  will  see  our  population  gradually 
melting  away  and  leaving  our  shores  for  a  country 
where  the  conditions  are  more  favourable  for  their 
personal  advancement.  I  say  this  is  a  matter  of 
deep  concern  to  every  lover  of  his  country,  and  it 
is  not  to  be  met  in  the  manner  in  which  hon.  gen¬ 
tlemen  opposite  have  met  it,  by  sneering  at  hon. 
gentlemen  on  this  side  of  the  House,  because  we 
point  out  the  facts  to  them.  The  sooner  those  hon. 
gentlemen  realize  the  condition  of  affairs  and  set 
about  finding  a  remedy,  the  better  it  will  be  for 
themselves  and  the  better  it  will  be  for  the  popula¬ 
tion  and  the  prosperity  of  this  country. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  In  asking  us  to  vote 
this  amount  of  money,  it  would  seem  proper  that 
the  Minister  should  give  us  reasons  why  we  should 
do  so. 

Mr.  CARLING.  This  $1,400? 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  The  whole  item  of 
$197,000  which  is  under  discussion  at  the  present 
time.  It  is  a  continuation  of  the  same  system,  so 
I  would  judge,  as  we  are  asked  for  the  same  amount 
this  year  as  last  year.  It  seems  to  me  that  it  should 
not  need  so  many  gentlemen  to  rise  and  point  out 
the  state  of  the  country  and  the  uselessexpenditure 
of  money  during  the  past  years,  to  have  caused  the 
Minister  to  rise  and  give  some  explanation,  either 
to  state  that  bur  policy  has  not  been  a  failure,  that 
the  money  we  have  expended  by  the  hundreds  of 
thousands,  and  running  into  the  millions  during 
the  past  years,  has  not  been  lost  to  the  country, 
but  that  it  has  brought  people  into  the  country, 
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and  that  they  are  in  the  country  now.  In  order  to 
do  that  he  would  have  to  show  where  the  people 
are  that  he  alleges  were  brought  into  the  country. 
I  notice  that  the  Minister  took  the  ground  that 
there  were  absolutely  886,177  people,  as  stated  by 
him  in  his  reports,  brought  into  Canada  from 
foreign  countries  in  the  ten  years  from  1881  to 
1891.  Then  we  have  the  facts  also  given  to  us  by 
the  lion,  gentleman’s  department  that  when  the 
population  of  this  country  was  counted  it  was 
found  there  had  been  an  increase  of  only  504,000 
souls  during  the  ten  years.  The  Minister  will  see, 
then,  leaving  out  of  the  calculation  the  800,000  ad¬ 
ditional  population  that  we  should  have  had  by 
natural  increase  alone,  that  there  are  380,000 
souls  that  he  says  were  brought  into  this  coun¬ 
try  by  him,  that  are  not  in  this  country  now. 
It  seems  to  me  he  should  state  to  us  where  these 
380,000  have  gone,  and  the  reasons  that  caused  the 
departure  of  these  people,  for  it  surely  must  strike 
the  Minister  of  Agriculture  that  it  cannot  be  a 
wise  policy  to  go  on  expending  money  to  get  peo¬ 
ple  into  this  country,  if  they  are  leaving  it  as  fast 
as  the}”  are  brought  to  it.  If  his  explanation  with 
respect  to  this  matter  be  the  explanation  given  by 
the  lion,  member  for  Inverness  (Mr.  Cameron),  then 
I  want  him  to  avow  that  statement  openly  on  the 
floor  of  the  House.  The  House  while  receiving  any 
statement  from  the  lion,  member  from  Inverness 
with  great  respect,  does  not  look  upon  it  with  that 
authority  it  would  possess  if  it  came  from  the 
Minister  himself,  and  the  Minister  has  the  duty 
devolving  upon  him,  not  of  leaving  some  supporter 
on  the  back  benches  to  give  an  explanation  of  this 
feature,  but  himself  to  show  how  it  is  that,  leaving 
our  natural  increase  of  800,000  aside  altogether, 
386,000  of  the  population,  which  according  to  his 
statement  have  been  brought  in,  are  not  in  the  country 
now.  If  the  lion.  Minister  will  take  the  statement  of 
the  lion,  member  for  Inverness,  that  those  people  have 
not  left  the  country,  that  the  immigrants  have  not 
left  the  country,  but  that  it  is  to  be  accounted  for 
by  the  character  of  the  census  of  1881,  if  lie  is  pre¬ 
pared  to  take  that  statement,  I  want  him  to  make 
the  avowal.  In  that  event  I  want  him  to  endorse 
the  statement  of  the  lion,  member  for  Inverness,  to 
rise  in  his  place  and  tell  the  House  that  when  I  was 
administering  the  department,  that  when  the  count 
was  supposed  to  be  an  honest  count  I  instructed 
the  men  charged  with  the  duty  to  make  fraudulent 
returns,  to  count  men  who  were  not  here,  and  that 
those  officials  gave  me  figures  to  present,  that  were 
a  lie  on  their  face — I  want  the  lion,  gentleman  to 
assume  the  responsibility  of  making  that  statement 
laid  down  by  the  member  for  Inverness.  If  he 
will  do  that,  it  will  relieve  us  from  the  difficulty, 
and  we  will  be  able  to  give  the  Minister  credit  for 
some  of  the  386,000  of  immigrants,  who  according 
to  the  figures  of  the  department,  are  not  in  the 
country  now.  I  fancy  he  will  hardly  take  that 
position,  it  is  a  task  which  any  Minister  would 
hesitate  to  undertake. 

Mr.  CARLING.  Will  the  lion,  gentleman  allow 
me  to  correct  a  statement  ?  The  lion,  gentleman 
has  made  a  statement  that  I  prepared  the  census 
for  1881.  I  was  not  in  the  Government  at  that 
time. 

Mr.  BOW  ELL.  It  makes  no  difference. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  I  was  speaking  of 
the  head  of  the  department,  the  occupant  of  the  office 
Mr.  Paterson  (Brant). 


of  Ministerial  changes.  Last  year  the  lion,  gentle¬ 
man  might  have  been  held  responsible  because  of 
some  statements  made  by  the  lion,  gentleman  who 
represented  him  here  when  he  was  in  the  other 
Chamber.  I  am  not  speaking  about  Ministers  in¬ 
dividually,  but  in  regard  to  the  Minister  of  Agri¬ 
culture  whose  duty  it  was  to  do  this  work.  Will 
the  Minister  of  Agriculture  say  that  he  gave 
instructions  to  have  a  fraudulent  account  made  in 
1881  ? 

Mr.  CAMERON.  I  did  not  say  anything  of  the 
kind. 

Mr.  BOW  ELL.  What  the  lion,  gentleman 
stated  was  what  the  lion,  member  for  Prince  Ed¬ 
ward  Island  (Mr.  Davies)  said. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  Hear,  hear.  If  he  said  what 
was  not  true,  I  cannot  help  it. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  The  Minister  of 
Finance  was  not  here  at  the  time  the  lion,  gentle¬ 
man  was  speaking,  but  that  would  not  make  any 
particular  difference. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  May  I  quote  what  I  said.  It 
is  here. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  I  know  the  lion, 
gentleman  read  his  speech  from  Hansard.  Did  he 
not  give  the  House  to  understand  that  what  was 
stated  in  that  speech  was  the  actual  fact  ? 

Mr.  CAMERON.  No. 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  Nothing  of  the  kind. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  And  how  the  discre¬ 
pancy  was  to  be  accounted  for  was,  that  if  an 
honest  count  had  been  made  in  1881,  there  would 
be  no  difference  shown  between  the  two  counts 
at  the  present  time.  Hansard  will  show  to-morrow 
whether  I  am  mistaken,  or  whether  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  is  mistaken  in  the  statement  he  has  made. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  Will  the  hon.  gentleman 
allow  me.  I  did  not  find  fault  with  the  manner  in 
which  the  census  was  taken  in  1881  or  in  1891.  I 
simply  stated,  in  reply  to  the  hon.  member  for 
Queen’s,  and  another  member  of  the  Opposition, 
that  the  manner  in  which  it  was  taken  included  in 
1881  a  number  of  persons  who  were  absent  from 
the  country.  That  was  the  mode  in  which  it  was 
taken.  I  found  no  fault  with  it.  I  suggested  it 
was  a  pity  it  was  not  taken  in  the  same  manner 
in  1891  ;  and,  if  it  had  been  so  taken  in  1891,  the 
apparent  increase  would  have  been  as  great  be¬ 
tween  1881  and  1891  as  it  was  in  the  former  count. 
The  mode  was  changed  ;  I  did  not  find  fault  with 
one  or  the  other,  nor  did  I  say  there  was  anything 
wrong  in  either.  But  I  say  if  the  present  system 
is  continued,  the  increase  of  population  will  recoil 
on  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  just  as  their  arguments 
against  the  National  Policy  on  former  occasions  have 
recoiled.  That  is  my  argument,  and  there  is  no 
member  in  this  House  who  knows  that  it  is  true 
better  than  the  hon.  member  for  South  Brant  ;  but 
the  hon.  gentleman  is  simply  wasting  time  in  dis¬ 
cussing  the  matter. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  The  hon.  gentleman, 
therefore,  regrets  that  the  fraud  which  he  gives  us 
,to  understand  was  perpetrated  in  1881  -was  not  per¬ 
petrated  for  some  reason  in  1891,  and,  if  it  had 
been  done,  there  would  not  have  been  the  present 
discrepancy.  We  will  allow  the  Minister  of  Agri¬ 
culture  to  accept  the  statement  that  far,  if  he  will. 
I  question  very  much  if  a  Canadian  Minister  will 


1533 


[APRIL  22,  1892.] 


1534 


undertake  to  accept  that  position  in  the  House  ; 
hut  we  will  give  the  lion,  gentleman  an  opportunity 
to  say  whether  he  takes  that  position  in  regard  to 
the  census  of  1881.  If  not,  there  are  386,000  of 
our  immigrants  who  have  been  brought  into 
this  country  during  the  past  10  years  who  have  not 
been  found  here,  in  addition  to  the  800,000  which 
is  the  natural  increase.  I  say  it  is  his  bounden 
duty  now,  when  we  are  entering  upon  the  discus¬ 
sion  and  consideration  of  an  expenditure  of  money 
for  the  purpose  of  promoting  further  immigration 
to  this  country,  to  tell  us  where  these  immigrants 
have  gone  and  why  they  have  left  us  '!  I  have  my 
own  idea  as  to  causes  that  have  produced  it.  I 
lament  the  fact  that  they  have  gone.  The  Minister 
has  taken  the  ground  that  thejr  were  here.  He 
stood  by  his  figures  to-night  and  he  said  there  was 
no  mistke  in  them.  He  will  stand  by  the  census 
of  1891  which  the  Government  claim  is  an  honest 
count,  and  he  will  admit  that  the  people  are  not 
here  now.  He  should  have  some  explanation  of  why 
they  left  the  country  after  having  come  here.  That 
explanation  cannot  be  found  in  the  condition  of 
the  country.  As  pointed  out  by  my  hon.  friend 
from  Wentworth  (Mr.  Bain)  there  is  no  better 
country,  and  no  better  opportunity  for  settlers  than 
upon  our  western  prairies,  and  in  the  western  pro¬ 
vinces,  to  say  nothing  of  the  older  provinces.  The 
explanation  is  not  to  be  found  in  that,  and  it  is  for 
the  Minister  to  declare,  then,  what  causes  have  been 
operating  to  expel  these  men  from  our  midst  after 
they  have  been  brought  here  with  this  expenditure 
of  money.  Mr.  Chairman,  having  regard  to  your 
ruling  I  will  not  be  at  liberty  to  adopt  the  sugges¬ 
tion  of  the  Minister  of  Finance  and  to  give  the  rea¬ 
sons  which  in  my  judgment  have  led  to  the  removal 
of  these  people,  nor  to  suggest  changes  the  legisla¬ 
tion  which  1  think  will  do  much  in  the  direction  of 
tending  to  prevent  such  a  disastrous  result  in  the 
future.  That  would  involve  touching  upon  matters 
which  you  have  ruled  may  not  be  introduced  in 
this  discussion,  but  the  Minister  himself  will  not  I 
am  sure  be  held  to  strict  order  by  you,  when  he 
attempts  to  give  his  explanation  of  how  these 
people  are  not  to  be  found  in  the  country.  I  do 
hold  it  is  his  absolute  duty  before  he  asks  us 
to  pass  one  single  item  of  this  estimate  to 
give  us  the  reasons  that  in  his  judgment 
have  led  to  these  people  leaving  the  country,  and 
if  that  reason  which  he  gives,  is  a  reason  which  is 
found  in  operation  still,  he  will  see  the  foi’ce  of 
not  asking  us  to  expend  one  single  cent  of  that 
money  until  the  causes  that  led  to  the  expulsion, 
or  the  voluntary  leaving  of  this  country  by  those 
people  have  been  remedied  in  our  legislation.  The 
fault  cannot  be  found  as  I  have  said  with  the  coun¬ 
try  itself.  When  the  member  for  Inverness  (Mr. 
Cameron)  volunteered  the  statement  that  he  had 
heard  gentlemen  on  this  side  of  the  House,  of  the 
party  to  which  I  belong,  decrying  this  country, 
running  down  its  resources,  condemning  its  soil 
and  condemning  its  climate,  I  have  to  say  that  the 
member  for  Inverness  (Mr.  Cameron)  has  made  a 
statement  that  he  will  have  difficulty  in  proving. 
He  has  made  a  statement  that  I  defy  him  to  prove 
in  this  House.  If  he  means  to  say  that  he  has 
heard  statements  from  gentlemen  on  this  side  of  the 
House,  declaring  that  the  Government  of  this  coun¬ 
try  during  the  past  ten  years  have  not  administered 
the  affairs  of  this  country  in  such  a  manner  as  to  con¬ 
duce  to  its  welfare,  he  certainly  can  find  these  state¬ 


ments.  The  hon.  gentleman  may  view  the  13  or 
14  gentlemen  who  form  the  Administration, 
as  the  country,  but  gentlemen  on  this  side  of 
the  House  only  consider  them  as  a  portion  of  the 
people  of  this  country  entrusted  for  the  time 
being  with  certain  powers  which  they  are  bound 
to  use  for  the  benefit  of  the  people.  If  the  hon. 
gentleman  has  reference  to  the  fact  that  on  this  side 
of  the  House  he  has  heard  denunciations  of  the 
fiscal  and  commercial  policy  of  the  Government  and 
of  the  governing  party,  he  is  correct  in  that.  But, 
Sir,  denouncing,  and  pointing  out  fallacies  in  the 
fiscal  and  commercial  policy  inaugurated  by  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  is  not  decry  ing  the  country,  and 
is  not,  as  that  gentleman  has  alleged,  decrying  it  in 
its  material  resources,  depreciating  its  qualities,  and 
generally  endeavouring  to  cast  a  slur  upon  it.  Sir, 
the  lion,  gentleman  from  Inverness  (Mr.  Cameron) 
has  ventured  upon  a  statement  that  he  cannot  prove, 
and  he  must  understand  that  when  the  policy  of 
the  Government  is  arraigned  and  condemned  from 
an  honest  belief  that  it  is  not  in  the  best  interests 
of  the  country,  he  is  not  justified  in  making  the 
statement  that  the  soil  and  the  resources  of  this 
country  were  decried  by  hon.  gentlemen  on  this 
side  of  the  House.  We  believe,  Sir,  that  this  country 
is  capable  of  receiving  and  sustaining,  not  only 
the  886,000  immigrants  that  the  Minister  said 
he  brought  in  during  the  past  10  years,  but 
we  believe  it  is  capable  of  s  sustaining  millions 
Upon  millions  of  people,  and  we  are  anxious  and 
desirous  of  having  these  millions  of  people  in 
the  country.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  are  also 
desirous  for  it.  They  would  not  have  placed 
this  item  in  the  estimates  for  our  approval  unless 
they  were  desirous  with  ourselves  of  having  the 
population  of  this  country  increased,  so  that  we 
may  develop  in  the  elements  of  national  life,  and 
with  the  strength  of  a  nation.  We  agree  upon 
that,  but  we  are  found  face  to  face  with  the  fact 
that  taking  the  hon.  gentleman’s  own  figures — not 
trying  to  make  a  point  against  him,  but  honestly 
to  sit  down  now  when  this  matter  is  under  discus¬ 
sion  and  consider  it — we  must  ask,  is  there  not  a 
leak  somewhere  ;  is  there  not  some  fault  ;  is  there 
not  something  that  requires  a  remedy  that  ought 
to  be  applied,  while  we  are  going  on  in  our  efforts 
to  bring  people  to  this  country  ?  Hoes  not  that 
leak,  through  which  our  population  have  left  us, 
require  to  be  stopped  ?  If  there  is  any  policy  or 
any  legislation  enacted  by  the  Government  that 
has  tended  in  the  direction  of  opening  that  door  of 
exit  through  which  these  people  must  have  been  in 
a  measure  forced  to  go — for,  having  come  to  this 
country,  they  would  not  voluntarily  leave  it  except 
there  was  some  impelling  cause — I  ask  is  it  not  the 
duty  of  the  Government  now  to  deliberate 
upon  and  to  ascertain,  if  possible,  why  that 
has  been  brought  about,  and  what  is  the 
cause  of  it  so  that  we  may  apply  the  remedy.  As 
I  said  before,  Mr.  Chairman,  I  have  my  own  views 
in  reference  to  this  matter,  but  your  ruling  pre¬ 
cludes  me  from  stating  what  I  consider  would  be 
wise  and  beneficial  legislation  in  conjunction  with 
this  immigration  policy  of  ours,  if  it  is  to  be  con¬ 
tinued.  I  am  not  at  liberty  to  allude  to  it,  Sir, 
under  your  ruling,  but  the  Minister  must  see  that 
something  is  wrong  and  he  can  give  us  his  views  in 
reference  to  it.  If  there  is  no  remedy  to  be  applied, 
if  the  same  state  of  things  is  to  prevail,  if  the 
immigrants  we  hope  to  bring  into  this  country  by 
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this  expenditure  of  $200,000  are  to  leave  us  when 
they  are  brought  here,  then  it  will  be  for  us  to 
consider  what  shall  be  done  in  the  face  of  the  deter¬ 
mination  of  the  Government  that  they  will  do 
nothing  in  any  direction  to  stop  the  leak.  If  they 
cannot  give  us  an  assurance  that  it  will  stop  of 
itself,  or  that  they  will  take  means  to  stop  it,  is  it 
not  a  consideration  for  us  to  consider  whether  we 
should  not  retain  this  $200,000  in  our  own  hands, 
and  if  we  cannot  get  the  population  to  remain  with 
us,  then  we  can  at  least  save  to  the  people  of  this 
country  the  money  which  we  are  now  asked  to  expend. 
Now,  I  think  it  is  not  unreasonable  that  the  Min¬ 
ister  should  give  us  his  views  in  regard  to  that — 
that  he  should  tell  us  whether  he  believes  that 
these  figures  honestly  represent  the  population  of 
the  country  between  these  periods,  or  whether  he 
believes  there  was  a  dishonest  count  made  in 
1881,  and  an  honest  count  made  in  1891, 
and  that  that  will  account  for  it.  But  even  if  he 
does  that,  I  beg  him  to  remember  the  natural  in¬ 
crease  of  800,000  added  to  the  386,000  immigrants, 
and  when  he  puts  these  together,  it  will  require 
extremely  fraudulent  figures  in  1881  to  account  for 
the  difference.  If  the  Minister  will  take  that 
position,  it  will  help  us  out  in  a  certain  measure, 
though  it  will  cast  discredit  on  the  department 
with  respect  to  the  census  of  1881.  If  he  cannot 
account  for  the  difference,  it  is  for  him  to  show 
what  good  ground  he  lias  for  expecting  that  if  we 
expend  this  $200,000  more  this  year  to  bring  im¬ 
migrants  to  the  country,  they  will  stay  with  us. 
This  is  the  point  on  which  I  think  it  is  proper  the 
Minister  should  give  us  some  information  before 
we  consider  the  individual  items. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  move  that  the  committee  rise, 
report  progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again.  We 
have  been  here  four  mortal  hours,  anxious  to  do 
business  and  to  make  some  progress  in  the  esti¬ 
mates  ;  but  for  some  reason  better  known  to  them¬ 
selves  than  to  us,,  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  That  is  most  unfair. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  As  I  have  not  objected  to  the 
lion,  gentlemen  speaking  for  the  last  two  hours,  I 
think  I  may  be  permitted  to  say  a  few  words,  even 
though  they  may  not  be  pleasant  to  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  Queen’s.  Very  humbly  I  would  ask  his 
permission  to  say  a  few  words.  For  reasons  better 
known  to  themselves  than  to  us,  hon.  gentlemen 
on  the  other  side  do  not  seem  willing  to  make  pro¬ 
gress  in  passing  the  estimates.  It  is  of  no  use  for 
us  to  remain  longer  under  these  conditions,  and, 
therefore,  I  move  that  the  committee  rise,  report 
progress  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I. )  I  do  not  propose  that 
the  hon.  gentleman  shall  make  that  statement  un¬ 
challenged.  In  the  first  place,  the  hon.  gentleman 
has  not  been  in  his  seat  at  all  during  the  discussion. 
He  may  have  been  attending  to  his  duties  else¬ 
where,  but  he  has  not  been  here,  and  is  not  com¬ 
petent  to  form,  an  opinion  as  to  the  character  of 
the  discussion  which  has  taken  place.  I  have  sat 
in  this  House  for  as  many  years  as  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man,  and  I  have  never  listened  to  a  debate  more 
interesting  or  more  instructive  than  the  one  that 
has  taken  place  to-night. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  The  hon.  gentleman  took  part 
in  it. 

Mr.  Paterson  (Brant). 


Mr,  DAVIES  (P.  E.  I.)  I  took  very  little  part 
in  it.  I  spoke  a  very  few  minutes,  entirely  from 
the  standpoint  of  the  Maritime  Provinces.  I  gave 
ther  committee  some  information,  and  drew  some 
deductions  which  the  hon.  the  Finance  Minister 
might  have  been  benefited  by  if  he  had  been  in 
his  place.  I  think  the  statements  made  in  the 
House  in  this  debate  will  be  read  with  a  good  deal 
of  interest  in  the  country,  and  I  resent  the  state¬ 
ment  that  the  time  of  the  House  has  been  wasted, 
and  that  for  some  reason  we  have  prevented  pro¬ 
gress  been  made  in  the  estimates.  We  have  not 
prevented  progress  being  made.  We  have  dis¬ 
cussed,  as  we  had  a  right  to  discuss,  as  it  was  our 
duty  to  discuss,  the  policy  involved  in  the  expendi  ¬ 
ture  of  a  large  amount  of  public  money  ;  and  in 
the  discussion  of  that  question  we  showed  that  for 
the  past  ten  years  the  exodus,  from  the  Maritime 
Provinces  particularly,  has  been  so  great  and  the 
loss  of  population  there  so  grave,  and  that  the 
present  condition  of  the  Maritime  Provinces  is  so 
serious,  as  to  call  for  more  than  a  passing  remark 
from  the  Government  benches.  It  demands  their 
solemn  and  serious  consideration.  We  have  pointed 
out  that  the  continuance  of  the  existing  fiscal  sys¬ 
tem  would  be  ruinous,  is  ruinous,  and  calls  for  a 
change,  and  in  doing  this  we  are  to  be  told  by  the 
hon.  gentleman  that  we  are  obstructing  the  public 
business. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  Does. the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  think  that  we  are  here  merely  to  register  the 
decrees  of  the  Government- -that  the  Opposition 
have  no  duties  to  discharge  ?  I  tell  him  that  we 
have,  and  we  appreciate  them,  and  we  have  been 
discharging  them  to-night. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Both well).  I  think,  Sir,  that  the 
discussion,  so  far  as  it  has  taken  place  since  I  have 
come  into  the  House,  does  not  warrant  the  obser¬ 
vation  made  by  the  Minister  of  Finance. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  You  came  in  late. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Both well).  Well,  Sir,  I  have  heard 
a  portion  of  the  debate,  and  that  portion  has  been 
strictly  pertinent  to  the  subject  before  the  com¬ 
mittee. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  I  think  the  Minister 
of  Marine  was  not  in  the  House  at  all. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  I  escaped  some. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  The  hon.  gentleman, 
as  usual,  is  expressing  an  opinion  on  a  subject  with 
which  he  is  not  very  intimately  acquainted.  Now, 
with  regard  to  the  subject,  the  Minister  of  Agri¬ 
culture  asks  us  to  vote  a  very  large  sum  for  the 
purpose  of  promoting  immigration.  Is  it  not  the 
business  of  this  committee  to  consider  whether 
that  is  a  proper  expenditure  or  not  ?  Are  we  here 
simply  to  vote  every  sum  that  the  Government 
choose  to  ask  at  our  hands  without  considering 
whether  the  proposed  expenditure  is  one  in  the 
public  interest?  Now,  Sir,  the  hon.  gentleman 
has  asked  for  this  appropriation  for  the  last  ten 
years  in  succession.  He  has  had  his  attention 
called  to  the  unsatisfactory  result  of  that  expendi¬ 
ture  in  years  past,  and  what  answer  has  he  made  ? 
What  answer  has  the  Minister  of  Finance  or  any 
other  member  of  the  Administration  made  in  reply 
to  the  criticisms  which  have  been  offered  from  this 
side  of  the  House  ?  The  hon.  gentleman  in  1885 
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took  the  census  of  the  North-West  Territories. 
His  department  kept  an  accurate  record,  so  we 
were  informed,  of  the  immigration  into  that  coun¬ 
try  ;  and  what  was  the  result  of  that  census  ? 
The  result  showed  that  but  one  in  nine  of  the 
population  which  he  stated  had  gone  into  the  coun¬ 
try,  remained  there  when  the  census  was  taken. 
Now,  has  more  than  one  in  nine  of  the  immigration 
that  has  been  assisted  to  this  country  remained  in 
the  other  portions  of  the  Dominion  ?  What  answer 
does  the  hon.  gentleman  make  to  that  question  ? 
What  information  does  he  give  to  this  committee 
to  satisfy  it  that  the  expenditure  is  a  proper  one,  or 
that  we  are  receiving  any  advantage  from  it  ?  I 
have  heard  nothing  at  all.  The  census  shows  that 
there  has  been  an  enormous  depletion  going  on 
during  the  last  ten  years  in  the  population  of  this 
country.  We  have  lost  nearly  the  whole  or  the  greater 
portion  of  the  immigration  along  with  the  natural 
increase.  Now,  Sir,  the  hon.  gentleman  has  only 
shown,  from  the  census  taken  in  1885  and  that 
token  in  1891,  that  we  are  expending  large  sums  of 
money  every  year  for  the  purpose  of  settling  the 
waste  lands  in  the  neighbouring  republic.  Well, 
that  is  perfectly  consistent  with  the  policy  which 
the  Administration  has  pursued  for  years  past.  I 
remember  when  a  certain  section  of  railway  was 
taken  from  the  Grand  Trunk,  one  of  the  conditions 
made  in  paying  for  it  was  that  there  should  be  a 
railway  in  the  State  of  Michigan.  I  remember 
also  that  a  large  sum  of  the  money  of  the 
people  of  Canada  has  been  spent  in  the  State 
of  Maine,  and  so  it  is  perfectly  consistent  with  the 
policy  which  the  Government  have  pursued  in  other 
matters  that  large  sums  of  money  should  be  taken 
out  of  the  public  treasury  of  this  country,  wrung 
from  the  impoverished  inhabitants  of  this  country, 
for  the  purpose  of  promoting  emigration  to  the 
neighbouring  republic.  That  is  the  course  which 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite  have  pursued,  and  when 
they  are  unable  to  justify  an  appropriation,  they 
accuse  us  of  delaying  public  business.  Delaying 
what  public  business  ?  Delaying  an  attempt  to 
appropriate  money  from  the  public  treasury  for  a 
most  improperpurpose.  We  have  asked  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  to  excuse,  if  they  can,  their  policy,  and  they 
are  utterly  unable  to  do  so  ;  and  I  say  again  that 
their  policy  of  expending  money  without  any  results 
is  simply  that  described  by  Hood  as  a  black  job. 
They  are  ready  to  gild  the  man  they  can  no  longer 
bleach.  That  is  precisely  what  the  hon.  gentlemen 
are  engaged  in  doing.  And  when  the  Minister  of 
Agriculture  is  asked  to  point  out  in  what  way  he 
is  going  to  secure  the  retention  in  this  country  of 
these  people,  should  we  succeed  in  bringing  them 
here,  he  is  unable  to  reply.  He  has  up  to  this  hour 
given  no  explanation  to  show  that  he  will  succeed 
any  better  than  he  succeeded  last  year  or  the 
year  before.  At  the  outset  he  said  he  was 
going  to  hand  this  business  over  to  the  Minister  of 
the  Interior,  who  would  accomplish  something 
which  he  had  been  unable  to  accomplish  the  last 
ten  years.  How  is  the  Minister  of  the  Interior 
going  to  accomplish  these  results  ?  Y\  ill  the  hon. 
gentleman  give  some  reasonable  explanation  to  show 
that  this  money  will  not  be  wasted  as  it  has  been 
during  the  past  .ten  years  ?  If  he  does,  he  will  get 
his  item  through,  but  he  has  given  none,  and  yet 
he  expects  that  he  is  going  to  obtain  this  vote  with¬ 
out  any  resistance  from  this  side  of  the  House. 
What  right  has  he  to  expect  this  appropriation  ? 
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Why,  the  most  important  function  of  this  House  in 
committee  is  to  see,  as  guardian  of  the  public 
treasury,  that  money  is  appropriated  for  none  but 
necessary  public  purposes.  All  that  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  has  shown  is  that  for  the  past  ten  years  he  has 
expended  money  in  bringing  people  from  across  the 
Atlantic,  eight  of  whom  out  of  every  nine  have 
gone  across  the  border. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  The  motion  is  that  the  com¬ 
mittee  do  rise. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  There  is  more  than  that. 
There  are  very  offensive  observations  of  the  Minis¬ 
ter  of  Finance,  perfectly  characteristic  but  none  the 
less  offensive.  He  has  thrown  across  the  House, 
the  insulting  observation  that  we  have  for  four 
hours  resisted  a  proper  motion.  I  say  we  have 
properly  resisted  an  improper  demand. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Do  not  get  excited. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  There  was  no  reference  to  the 
hon.  member  for  Bothwell. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  There  was  not  to  me 
particularly,  but  the  whole  Opposition  was  referred 
to. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  The  hon.  gentleman  boasted 
the  other  night  that  he  would  not  allow  us  to  proceed 
with  business. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  I  am  delighted  to  see 
that  those  saints  on  the  Treasury  benches  are 
waiting  for  an  opportunity  to  have  their  rest,  and 
the  most  patient,  the  Job  of  the  Administration, 
the  Minister  of  War,  is  get  ting  into  a  warlike  mood 
just  now  when  he  sees  that  prospect  becoming  more 
distant.  I  would  ask  the  hon.  gentleman  just  to 
cultivate  patience  and  preserve  his  equanimity  of 
which  he  does  not  possess  any  very  extensive  stock. 
The  hon.  gentleman  knows  his  weakness  in  that 
direction,  and  I  would  have  refrained  from  making 
any  remarks,  but  I  rose  for  the  purpose  of  protesting 
against  the  observations  addressed  by  the  Minister 
of  Finance  to  the  committee. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  do  not  know  that  it  is  neces¬ 
sary  to  continue  the  discussion  for  any  length  of 
time.  As  for  my  equanimity,  perhaps  if  I  had  been 
dining-out  and  not  been  listening  to  the  Opposition,  I 
might  possibly  bear  patiently  the  repetition  over 
and  over  again  of  the  statements  we  have  heard 
during  the  last  four  hours  and  preserve  my  equani¬ 
mity  undisturbed. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  Is  it  because  the  hon. 
gentleman  is  not  dining  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Let  me  advise  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  not  to  get  so  excited.  He  is  very  cool  on  most 
occasions  and  perhaps  under  other  circumstances 
he  would  be  less  excited  to-night.  However,  be 
that  as  it  may,  if  the  hon.  gentleman  had  been  here 
himself  during  four  hours  and  listened  to  the  dis¬ 
cussion,  he  might  possibly  have  some  sympathy  for 
those  who  had  to  bear  the  infliction  of  listening  to 
the  same  arguments  repeated  over  and  over  again. 

Mr.  MU  LOCK.  You  ran  away. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  The  hon.  gentleman  could  not 
have  been  speaking,'  or  I  am  sure  I  would  not  have 
gone,  but  I  did  go  away  for  a  few  moments  and  the 
hon.  gentleman  was  away  at  the  same  time*  and  I 
am  sure  he  will  give  me  credit  for  this  at  least, 
that  I  have  sat  as  patiently  as  any  member  on  this 
occasion,  and  as  I  usually  do  throughout  debates, 
unless  called  out  on  business.  We  have  had  on 
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this  question  of  voting  $1,400  to  an  immigration 
agent  a  discussion  of  the  whole  policy  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment.  That  item  is  the  only  one  that  has  been 
before  the  House  since  the  House  resolved  itself 
into  Committee  of  the  Whole.  I  did  not  take  any 
part  in  the  discussion  of  the  question  at  all, 
though  I  thought  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  were 
going  a  long  way  beyond  it.  I  made  up  my  mind 
however  that  as  there  M  as  evident  determinations 
on  the  part  of  the  Opposition  that  we  should  not 
proceed  ndth  business— — 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  No. 

Mr.  ROWELL— Me  might  just  as  well  allow  the 
committee  to  rise,  and  I  suggested  that  to  my  hon. 
friend.  The  leader  of  the  Opposition  told  us  that 
on  this  item,  they  had  a  right  to  discuss  everything 
bearing  on  the  prosperity  of  the  country.  Under 
that  contention,  Me  might  have  a  debate  on  the 
dual  language  in  the  North-West.  Hon.  gentle¬ 
men  opposite  might  point  to  the  hon.  member 
for  Quebec  East,  and  ask  whether  the  country 
Mill  ever  progress  until  he  is  on  the  Treasury 
benches,  and  then  it  would  be  in  order  to  ask 
whether  the  party  could  succeed  under  his  leader¬ 
ship,  on  account  of  his  religion  and  nationality  with 
the  machine  politician  behind  him,  as  described  by 
the  hon.  member  for  North  Norfolk.  That  M  ould 
lie  just  as  pertinent  as  the  whole  question  on  which 
discussion  has  taken  place  to-night.  My  hon.  friend 
who  generally  sits  beside  me  might  also  bring  up  the 
school  system  and  the  use  of  the  French  language, 
and  ask  whether  this  country  could  hope  to  prosper 
M'hile  they  u'ere  allowed  as  they  are  to-day.  As 
the  Minister  of  Justice  has  pointed  out,  they  might 
commence  with  Genesis  and  go  on  to  Revelations. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  The  Genesis  is  followed  by  the 
Exodus. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  They  cannot  pass  the  exodus. 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  At  all  events,  they  always 
stick  at  Lamentations.  They  ahvays  lament  over 
everything  from  the  creation  of  the  world  down  to 
the  present  time.  We  have  heard  the  question  of 
the  census  and  the  question  of  the  exodus  dis¬ 
cussed  most  exhaustively  by  the  member  for  South 
Oxford  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  over  and  over 
again,  and  I  M  ill  ask  any  member  of  the  House 
who  has  listened  to  this  four  hours’  discussion 
whether  a  single  idea  has  been  advanced  which  has 
not  been  many  times  laid  before  the  country  by 
the  member  for  South  Oxford.  If  there  M-ras  no 
other  idea  on  the  part  of  lion,  gentlemen  than  to 
obtain  some  information  which  they  required,  I 
would  ask  why  there  should  be  this  reitera¬ 
tion  for  four  or  five  hours  with  no  other  pur 
pose  except  to  kill  time.  The  hon.  member  for 
Queen’s  (Mr.  Davies)  says  he  spoke  for  a  few  mo¬ 
ments.  His  fen'  moments  are  of  a  very  elongated 
character.  Hisfenr  moments  consisted  of  about  an 
hour. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  Oh. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  He  spoke  for  three-quarters  of 
an  hour  to-night  at  least.  It  is  true  that  we  had  a 
little  badinage  amongst  ourselves  and  did  not  listen 
to  him  very  attentively  because  he  uras  advancing 
nothflig  new.  If  the  object  of  the  hon.  gentleman 
M'as  only  to  seek  information,  the  first  speech  or 
two  would  have  ansn'ered  all  the  purpose,  but  it 
M  ould  seem  to  lie  carrying  out  the  threat  made  by 
the  member  for  Bothn  ell  (Mr.  Mills)  not  a  fort- 
Mr.  Bowell. 


night  ago  that  he  M'ould  obstruct  business  if  certain 
things  were  not  done.  If  the  hon.  gentlemen  on 
the  Opposition  benches  are  determined  to  obstruct 
business,  they  should  intimate  it  in  the  beginning 
of  each  session  of  the  House,  and  then  Mre  would 
meet  and  adjourn  immediately  after  3  o’clock,  and 
go  home  and  sleep  and  come  back  refreshed  the 
next  day.  That  would  be  better  for  all  of  us.  We 
could  then  attend  to  our  departments,  and  the  hon. 
gentleman  could  study  and  prepare  speeches  for  the 
future. 

Sir  RICHARD  C ART W RIGHT.  Itdoes  appear 
to  me,  from  his  language  and  demeanour,  that,  if 
my  hon.  friend  has  dined  well,  the  hon.  Minister 
has  dined  better,  or  perhaps,  as  an  hon.  gentleman 
suggests  to  me,  he  has  not  dined  at  all,  and  that 
Mould  account  for  his  impatience.  However, 
I  want  to  refer  to  a  matter  apart  from  the  dispute 
between  my  hon.  friend  from  Queen’s  (Mr. 
Davies)  and  the  Minister  of  War.  I  want  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  Government,  and  particularly 
the  attention  of  the  Minister  of  Agriculture  to 
this  :  When  a  Minister  comes  to  Paliament  to  ask 
for  a  large  appropriation  of  money,  it  is  the  prac¬ 
tice  in  England  and  it  ought  to  be  the  practice 
here,  that  an  explanation  in  sufficient  and  reason¬ 
able  detail  should  be  offered  to  the  House  of  the 
doings  of  the  department  during  the  past  year  and 
the  policy  of  the  Government  in  respect  to  that 
department,  and  how  the  Government  intends  to 
administer  the  sum  of  money  ndiich  they  ask. 
The  Minister  of  Agriculture  gave  us,  I  must  say,  a 
very  meagre  and  stinted  account  of  what  he  intended 
to  do,  and  the  circumstances  disclosed  to  the  House 
by  the  census  returns  show  that  there  M’as  the 
strongest  possible  reason  for  expecting  the  Govern¬ 
ment  to  account  for  the  extraordinary  discrepan¬ 
cies  betn'een  the  statements  which  have  been  made 
for  many  years  by  the  department  over  which 
that  gentleman  non'  presides  and  the  facts  revealed 
to  us.  We  M’ould  have  been  utterly  recreant 
to  our  duty  if  we  had  not  insisted  on  that  informa¬ 
tion  being  given.  I  say  to  the  Minister  of  War 
that  there  could  not  be  anything  more  necessary  to 
be  explained  to  the  people  of  Canada  than  the 
causes  which  have  led  to  our  losing  a  million  and  a 
half  of  people  in  ten  years.  Could  there  be  imagin¬ 
ed  anything  in  the  discussion  of  which  this  House 
could  better  afford  to  spend  three  or  four  hours 
than  the  causes  M'liich  led  to  that  extraordinary  re¬ 
sult  ?  If  hon.  gentlemen  on  the  Treasury  benches 
do  not  knoM’  the  fact,  they  should  be  informed  of 
the  fact  that  all  over  the  M'orld,  M’herever  Canada 
is  known,  great  attention  has  been  given  to  the 
fact  disclosed  in  this  census,  and  it  is  of  the  great¬ 
est  importance  to  us  that  some  reasonable  explana¬ 
tion  should  be  given  from  the  Treasury  benches 
which  has  not  yet  been  given,  of  the  causes  M'liich 
have  led  to  this  extraordinary  state  of  things,  and 
I  entirely  dissent  from  the  statement  made  by  the 
Minister  of  War  or  the  Minister  of  Finance  that 
any  attempt  has  been  made  to  obstruct  business  on 
the  present  occasion. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (B^ant).  The  Finance  Minis¬ 
ter  at  the  commencement  of  this  discussion  took 
exception  to  some  remarks  Mdiich  were  not  con; 
sidered  pertinent,  and  sought  to  have  them  ruled 
out  of  order,’  and  the  Chair  did  so  rule.  Since 
then  the  discussion  has  been  entirely  confined  to 
the  item  before  the  committee.  Very  few  Minis- 
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ters  have  been  in  their  phtces.  In  fact  they  were  all 
out  except  the  Minister  of  Agriculture.  Even  the 
Minister  of  Marine,  who  knew  all  that  had  taken 
place,  did  not  come  in  until  I  had  nearly  finished 
my  remarks. 

Mr.  T  UPPER.  I  came  as  soon  as  I  knew  you 
were  speaking. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  Yet  he  seemed  to 
know  all  that  had  taken  place  in  his  absence. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  I  could  well  imagine  it.  I  have 
heard  it  all  before. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  We  are  not  here  to 
deal  with  imaginings.  The  Minister  was  absent, 
but  I  was  in  my  place  all  the  time  and  I  know 
whether  the  discussion  was  within  the.  proper 
lines  or  not,  and  I  appeal  to  the  chairman  to  say 
if  I  did  liot  speak  to  the  resolution  and  confine 
myself  to  the  immigration  policy  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment.  Any  remarks  outside  of  that  were  in  refer¬ 
ence  to  what  had  been  said  by  the  member  for 
Iverness  (Mr.  Cameron),  and  they  also  bore  on  the 
discussion.  The  Finance  Minister  desired  to  limit 
the  debate  at  the  outset,  no  Minister  has  attempted, 
none  apparently  being  able,  to  answer  the  ques¬ 
tions  which  have  been  put  to  them,  and  now,  wish¬ 
ing  to  get  out  of  the  dilemma,  the  Minister  of 
Finance  wishes  to  throw  upon  the  Opposition 
the  charge  of  obstruction,  and,  therefore,  he 
moves  that  the  committee  rise.  This  proves 
one  of  two  things.  Either  the  Minister  of  Finance 
is  inclined  to  act  in  a  babyish  manner,  which 
I  could  hardly  suppose,  or  he  considers  him¬ 
self  to  be  a  sort  of  dictator  in  this  House. 
Simply  because  some  estimates  have  been  presented 
£o  this  House  and  that  the  Opposition  do  not 
quietly  sit  in  their  seats  and  perhaps  venture  to 
ask  a  question  now  and  then,  he  is  to  lecture  them, 
he  is  to  move  that  the  committee  rise,  he  is  to 
show  resentment,  he  is  to  show  temper  and  be 
petulant,  Well,  Sir,  we  do  not  propose  to  be  put 
in  any  such  position.  The  discussion  has  been 
one  that  the  country  will  say  is  requisite,  and 
when  the  country  knows  that  while  this  discussion 
was  going  on  Ministers  were  out  of  their  places, 
not  for  minutes  but  for  hours,  when  there  was  no 
attention  being  paid  to  the  subject  under  discus¬ 
sion,  when  but  the  one  Minister  who  is  at  the 
head  of  the  department  was  in  the  House,  when  he 
never  rose  to  answer  a  question,  or  make  a  state¬ 
ment,  or  to  give  the  slightest  information,  I  believe 
the  people  will  say  that  the  Opposition  were  not 
obstructing  business,  but  they  were  discharging 
their  simple  duty.  But  when  it  is  known  that  the 
Ministers  opposite  neglected  their  posts  and  failed 
to  give  the  information  asked  for  when  money  was 
being  voted,  in  face  of  the  revelations  we  have  of 
the  non-effect  of  the  previous  millions  that  have 
been  spent,  I  venture  to  say  the  people  of  the 
country  will  reprobate  that  Ministry  and  their 
silence,  whether  it  is  produced  by  incapacity  or  any 
other  cause.  Thehon.  gentleman  calls  upon  the  com¬ 
mittee  to  rise.  If  he  wants  to  go  home  for  the  purpose 
of  consulting  with  his  colleagues  to  see  if  they  can 
devise  some  means  by  which  they  can  give  the  ex¬ 
planations  required  by  the  House,  if  they  require 
a  night’s  deliberation  and  the  calling  of  a  council 
in  order  to  ascertain  how  it  is  possible  to  make  out 
where  this  386,000  immigrants  have  gone,  besides 
the  800,000  of  native  population,  that  they  may 
explain  these  things  before  asking  for  $200,000 


more  to  go  down  the  same  stream — if  that  be  their 
object,  why,  the  proposition  to  adjourn  will,  I 
have  no  doubt,  be  conceded  by  the  Opposition.  I 
think  the  Finance  Minister  has  no  right  to  com¬ 
plain  of  the  manner  in  which  the  discussion  has 
been  carried  on  by  the  Opposition.  I  think  that 
every  member  who  has  spoken  has  only  spoken 
once  to-night,  and  none  of  the  speeches  have  been 
long.  I  am  now  speaking  to  the  motion  to  adjourn, 
but  I  say  that  on  the  resolution  before  the  House 
none  of  the  members  of  the  Opposition  have  spoken 
more  than  once.  The  Minister  of  Finance  says 
that  when  one  or  two  speeches  were  made  on  tlie 
opposite  side  that  was  enough,  and  that  the  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  House  should  know  enough  to  hold 
their  tongues.  Sir,  the  members  of  the  Opposition 
do  not  recognize  that  their  views  are  to  be  expressed 
by  any  one  or  two  members  in  this  House. 
Gentlemen  opposite  may  be  content  to  sit 
mute  and  dumb,  if  they  see  fit,  but  the 
members  on  this  side  of  the  House  mean  to 
avail  themselves  of  their  rights  to  discuss  these 
questions.  The  Minister  of  Finance,  in  attempting 
to  dictate  to  the  House  by  any  exhibition  of  petul- 
ancy  or  crying  of  a  baby,  will  not  deter  members 
from  exercising  their  rights.  They  refuse  to  be 
told  that  when  they  exercise  their  proper  rights 
they  are  following  a  line  of  obstruction.  Speaking 
for  myself,  I  can  only  say  that  when  the  Minister 
of  War  suggested  there  was  an  understanding  that 
this  item  should  be  delayed,  he  is  entirely  mistaken. 
I  do  not  see  how  he  arrived  at  that  conclusion.  My 
own  opinion  was  that  a  large  amount  of  discussion 
of  this  question  would  take  place  on  the  general 
policy  of  the  Government.  I  told  the  Minister  of 
Finance,  through  the  chairman  at  that  time,  that 
while  he  might  strictly  draw  a  line  with  reference 
to  separate  items  when  they  came  up,  it  would 
conduce  to  the  quicker  transaction  of  business  to 
allow  the  discussion  to  go  on  in  a  general  way  at 
the  outset.  There  is  nothing  to  be  gained  in  the 
way  in  which  the  Finance  Minister  proposes  to 
dispose  of  the  business  of  the  House  ;  and  if  he 
wishes  to  assume  the  responsibility  of  moving  that 
the  committee  rise  when  members  are  prepared  to 
go  on  and  do  business  in  a  legitimate  manner,  then 
I  take  no  exception  to  his  motion. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  I  think  it  is  hardly  fair  to 
charge  us  who  have  been  taking  part  in  this  dis¬ 
cussion,  with  trying  to  obstruct  the  business  of 
this  House.  I  am  one  of  those  who  have  taken 
part  in  this  discussion,  and  I  was  trying  to  con¬ 
vince  my  hon.  friends  opposite  that  the  arguments 
which  they  used  relative  to  the  exodus  from 'this 
country,  and  relative  to  the  National  Policy,  were 
discouraging  to  our  people  and  caused  many  of 
them  to  emigrate  from  the  country,  while  they 
had  discouraged  those  who  left  the  country  years 
ago,  from  returning  to  Canada.  I  was  challenged 
by  the  hon.  member  for  South  Brant  (Mr.  Pater¬ 
son)  to  produce  any  proof  that  the  arguments  used 
on  that  side  had  a  tendency  to  produce  that  unfor¬ 
tunate  result.  Well,  I  need  not  refer  to  the  price 
of  barley  in  the  United  States  compared  with  the 
price  of  barley  here,  I  will  not  refer  to  the  several 
discussions  which  have  occurred  year  after  year  in 
this  House  and  in  the  country  ;  I  will  simply  refer 
to  some  remarks  which  have  fallen  from  the  hon. 
member  for  Wentworth  (Mr.  Bain).  He  said  that 
our  friends  to  the  south  of  us,  meaning  the  Ameri- 
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cans,  offered  people  greater  inducements  than  we 
were  able  to  offer  them  here.  He  will  not  deny  that 
he  made  that  statement.  He  said  that  in  the  hear¬ 
ing  of  every  person  in  the  House  except  the  lion, 
member  for  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills),  who  has  been 
enjoying  himself  in  another  place.  He  said  that 
the  conditions  are  more  favourable  on  the  other  side 
of  the  line  than  they  are  in  Canada.  Is  this  not 
encouraging  our  people  to  leave  the  country  ?  Are 
these  remarks  not  frequently  made  in  this  House 
and  more  frequently  in  the  country  ?  When  will 
our  great  statesmen  from  the  grand  Province  of 
Ontario  cease  to  use  utterances  that  are  calculated 
to  depopulate  the  Dominion  of  Canada  ?  I  believe 
the  expressions  of  lion,  gentlemen  opposite  will 
have  their  effect  when  the  proper  time  comes.  I 
have  only  to  say  that  many  of  the  words  whicli  my 
honourable  friends  put  into  my  mouth  were  never- 
uttered  by  me.  They  said  that  I  denied  that  I 
said  there  was  an  exodus  from  the  country.  I  did 
not  do  anything  of  the  kind. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Y  on  said  they  were  leaving  by 
car  loads. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  I  said  they  were  leaving  by 
car  loads,  and  I  produced  proof  that  they  were  all 
Grits  but  one.  I  have  no  hesitation  in  saying  that 
the  arguments  used  by  lion,  gentlemen  opposite  will 
have  their  effect.  We,  at  all  events,  endeavour  to 
make  the  people  believe  that  we  Canadians  can  live 
under  the  existing  policy  of  the  Government,  or 
under  any  Government  in  this  country,  whether 
right  or  wrong.  The  arguments  which  we  adduce  are 
calculated  to  make  our  people  remain  at  home,  but 
all  the  arguments  used  by  lion,  gentlemen  opposite, 
during  the  number  of  years  I  have  had  the  honour  of 
being  a  member  of  this  House,  have  tended  to  drive 
the  people  out  of  the  country.  My  own  old  opponent 
left  for  Michigan  some  weeks  ago.  He  discouraged 
himself  to  such  an  extent  that  lie  left  the  country. 
But  he  will  come  back,  and  I  have  no  doubt  that 
Hargraft  and  other  Grits  who  have  left  the  country 
will  adopt  the  same  course. 

• 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  have  no  desire  to  occupy  the 
time  of  the  House  at  this  late  hour  except  to  say  a 
few  words.  At  the  commencement  of  the  debate  I 
stated  the  Government’s  immigration  policy  for  the 
coming  year.  That  policy  has  been  the  same  as 
the  policy  of  the  Government  preceding  it,  the 
policy  of  the  Government  of  which  the  lion,  mem¬ 
ber  for  Bothwell  was  a  member,  and  it  is  the  inten¬ 
tion  of  the  Government  to  continue  the  policy  that 
has  existed  for  the  last  few  years,  and  to  improve 
it  as  much  as  possible  by  holding  out  greater  in¬ 
ducements  to  the  people  of  Europe  and  the  United 
States  to  come  to  Canada.  But  I  must  say  that 
what  we  have  had  to  contend  with  as  an  immigra¬ 
tion  department  have  been  the  speeches  made  by 
hon.  gentlemen  on  the  Opposition  side,  unpatriotic 
speeches,  unworthy  of  true,  loyal  Canadians.  We 
have  had  those  speeches  quoted  in  papers  in  the 
western  States,  in  papers  in  the  eastern  States, 
in  papers  in  Europe,  all  going  to  show  that  this  is 
a  country  unfit  to  live  in,  that  we  are  going  to 
ruin,  that  we  have  nothing  but  ruin  and  decay  in 
this  great  country  of  ours. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  So  you  said  in  187S. 

Mr.  CARLING.  The  hon.  member  for  South 
Brant  and  the  hon.  gentleman  for  North  Went¬ 
worth  have  challenged  us  to  show  any  speech  made 
Mr.  Cameron. 


by  lion,  gentlemen  opposite  which  was  detrimental 
to  the  interests  of  this  country.  I  happen  to  have 
a  few  lines  of  a  speech  made  by  a  leading  member 
of  the  Opposition  in  a  flourishing  towrn  in  west 
Ontario,  and  I  was  surprised  that  any  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  on  either  side  of  the  House  or  any  true  patriotic 
Canadian  would  make  use  of  such  language  in 
regard  to  the  country  of  his  adoption.  I  w  ill  read 
the  speech  made  in  that  western  city  of  Ontario  by 
a  leading  member  of  the  Opposition,  and  I  do  so  in 
answer  to  the  request  made  by  the  hon.  member 
for  South  Brant  and  the  hon.  member  for  North 
Wentworth. 

Mr.  BAIN  (Wentworth).  Name  the  man  and 
the  town. 

Mr.  CARLING.  This  is  what  was  said  by  the 
hon.  gentleman  who  made  the  speech  : 

“  Trade  is  stagnant.  Stocks  of  many  kinds  have 
diminished  in  price.  Agriculture  is  greatly  depressed. 
Lands  have  fallen  in  value.  The  farmer  is  over¬ 
whelmed  with  debts.  He  is  no  longer  the  free  man  that 
he  once  was.  To  many  there  is  nothing  left  but  the  air 
and  light.  The  fences  are  going  to  decay,  and  the  build¬ 
ings  are  out  ot  repair,  tor  the  occupier  is  giving  up  the 
struggle— the  land  cannot  be  redeemed.  The  fires  in  new 
factories  have  gone  out ;  the  looms  in  the  cotton  mills 
are  silent ;  the  employes  have  been  dismissed,  and  at 
every  railway  station  from  east  to  west  machinery  and 
industrial  appliances  lie  rusting — the  supply  exceeds  the 
demand.  What  does  it  all  proclaim  ?  Capital  misdirected 
and  lost,  labour  unemployed,  expectations  disappointed, 
hopes  blighted,  hearts  sore  from  pecuniary  losses,  men 
financially  embarrassed  urgently  calling  upon  the  Govern¬ 
ment  to  do  something  to  save  them  from  financial  dis¬ 
aster. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell.)  All  true. 

Mr.  CARLING.  That  was  a  speech  made  by  a 
former  member  of  the  Reform  Government,  the 
hon.  member  for  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills)  at  Hamilton. 
I  ask  this  House,  and  I  ask  the  country,  in  view 
of  a  speech  like  this  I  have  read,  circulated  in 
England,  Ireland,  in  Scotland  or  in  the  western 
States,  and  delivered  to  our  young  men  in  this 
country,  is  it  any  wonder  that  some  of  our  people, 
who  may  have  confidence  in  the  hon.  gentleman 
and  in  the  party  he  represents,  leave  the  country 
and  seek  homes  elsewhere#  than  in  our  own  great 
North-West?  I  have  no  desire  to  take  up  the  time 
of  the  House,  but  I  do  say  the  Government  have 
had  more  to  contend  w-ith  respect  to  people  coming 
here  and  our  retaining  them  in  the  country,  from 
the  speeches  made  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  and 
the  articles  written  in  their  papers,  than  anything 
else. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  The  hon.  gentleman  has 
read  a  speech  made  by  me  in  Hamilton  a  little 
more  than  a  year  ago,  I  think.  I  now  affirm  that 
there  is  not  a  statement  in  that  speech  which  is 
not  true.  The  hon.  gentleman  and  I  are  both  resi¬ 
dents  of  the  city  of  London.  The  hon.  gentleman 
knows  hovjf  many  manufacturing  establishments 
came  into  existence  after  1878.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  knows  that  not  one  of  those  establishments  is 
alive  to-day. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  No,  no. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  That  is  true.  The 
hon.  gentleman  knows  that  every  one  of  those 
establishments  is  closed.  Where  is  the  establish¬ 
ment  of  John  Elliott  ?  W  here  is  the  machinery 
that  he  sent  to  the  North-West  ?  It  was'  lying 
precisely,  as  I  said,  rusting  on  every  platform  and 
going  to  decay  at  every  railway  station  thoughout 
the  whole  North-West  Territories,  because  he  was 


1545 


[APRIL  22,  1892.] 


1546 


deceived  by  you  as  to  the  population.  What  is  true 
of  that  manufacturing  establishment  is  equally  true 
of  others. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  It  is  not  true. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  I  say  it  is,  and  if  a 
committee  is  given  me,  I  will  establish  it  in  this 
House  beyond  question. 

Some  lion.  MEMBERS.  It  cannot  be  done. 

Mr.  DENISON.  Does  that  apply  to  manufac¬ 
tories  at  Toronto  ? 

Mr.  MILLS  (BotWell).  I  should  like  to  know 
whether  all  the  cotton  manufactories  are  in  opera¬ 
tion  to-day.  I  should  like  to  know  if  it  is  not  true 
that  there  is  invested  in  cotton  mills  in  Canada  a 
sufficient  amount  of  capital  and  machinery  to  manu¬ 
facture  for  12,000,000  of  people.  Where  are  the 
1*2,000,000  of  people  to  be  provided  for?  Have  we 
not  combinations  formed  to-day  ?  Have  we  not  a 
number  of  these  establishments  closed  ;  have  we 
not  others  operating,  not  on  full  time,  and  the  pro¬ 
fits  divided  among  those  that  are  idle  as  well  as 
those  in  operation  ?  Is  not  every  statement  in  that 
respect  true  ? 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  No. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  Hon.  members  say,  “  no  ”; 
I  say,  yes.  Is  it  not  true  that  agricultural  property 
has  depreciated  in  value  ? 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  No. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  Hon.  members  may  say 
“no,”  but  there  is  not  a  loan  company  in  Canada 
to-day,  but  knows  that  it  is  true.  Do  the  hon. 
gentlemen  wish  to  discredit  their  own  testimony 
by  shouting  “no”  in  answer  to  a  question  of  that 
sort  ?  Let  me  call  the  attention  of  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  to  the  resolution  proposed  by  their  leader  in 
1878.  The  hon.  gentleman  was  not  in  office  then, 
and  what  representations  did  he  and  his  friends 
make  of  the  country  when  their  opponents  were  in 
office  ?  Did  they  say  it  was  prosperous  ;  did  they 
not  say  there  were  tens  of  thousands  leaving  Canada, 
because  they  could  not  find  employment  at  home. 
Did  they  not  publish  abroad  that  there  were  tens 
of  thousands  of  Canadians  who  were  fed  at  soup 
kitchens  at  all  the  various  cities  of  the  country  ? 

Mr.  TUPPER.  That  is  true. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  The  hon.  gentleman  said 
“  it  is  true,”  but  I  tell  him  that  is  a  slander  upon  the 
country,  that  is  an  unpatriotic  declaration  that  was 
published  abroad  all  over  the  continent  of  America 
and  all  over  the  continent  of  Europe,  and  it  was 
against  just  such  statements  without  a  particle  of 
foundation,  that  the  Government  of  Mr.  Mackenzie 
had  to  contend.  Is  there  an  hon.  gentleman  in  this 
House  who  has  forgotten  the  statements  made  with 
regard  to  the  cries  that  were  heard  from  every  part 
of  the  country  “  John  A.  will  you  come  over  and 
help  us.”  The  Minister  of  War  knows  what 
representations  he  made  as  to  the  condition  of  the 
country;  but  he  never  said  it  was  unpatriotic  then 
to  make  representations  of  this  sort. 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  You  never  heard  me  say  one 
word  against  the  country  ? 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  Ah  !  You  say  “against 
the  country.  ”  We  are  not  speaking  against  the  coun¬ 
try  ;  what  we  are  denouncing,  are  the  flies  on  the 
wheel.  It  is  the  incompetent  men  who  occupy  the 
Treasury  benches  whom  we  are  denouncing.  A  e  say 


we  have  a  good  country,  but  that  no  country  was 
ever  so  scandalously  treated  by  men  entrusted  with 
the  discharge  of  public  duties  as  Canada  has  been  by 
the  hon.  gentlemen  who  sit  opposite.  We  tell  them, 
Sir,  that  if  they  will  get  out  of  their  places,  the 
country  will  at  once  begin  to  prosper.  There  is 
nothing  that  stands  in  the  way  of  the  prosperity  of 
Canada  to-day  except  the  hon.  gentlemen  who 
occupy  the  Treasury  benches,  and  who  declare  their 
inability  to  frame  a  public  policy  that  will  promote 
the  public  interest.  Why,  Sir,  they  are  calling  upon 
hon.  gentlemen  on  this  side  of  the  House  to  give  them 
some  suggestions  by  which  they  may  be  able  to  shape 
out  a  policy.  They  have  gone  to  Washington,  they 
have  consulted  Mr.  Blaine,  they  have  travelled  all 
over  the  continent  in  search  of  a  policy  and  so  far 
they  have  not  succeeded.  These  hon.  gentlemen  say : 
Oh,  it  is  highly  unpatriotic  to  say  that  the  country 
is  not  prospering  under  us,  but  it  was  highly  patri¬ 
otic  when  we  were  in  Opposition  for  us  to  say  that 
the  country  was  not  prospering  under  you.  It 
was  a  proper  thing  to  put  in  a  resolution,  it  was  a 
proper  thing  to  vote  upon,  it  was  a  proper  thing  to 
canvass  this  country  on  from  one  end  to  the  other. 
It  was  proper  when  we  were  in  Opposition  to  declare 
that  the  country  was  in  a  calamitous  condition, 
that  the  people  were  on  the  verge  of  bankruptcy, 
and  that  tens  of  thousands  were  fleeing  from  the 
country  every  day.  What  do  the  reports  of  the 
Bureau  of  Statistics  of  the  United  States  now 
show  ?  They  show  that  during  the  period  of  Mac¬ 
kenzie’s  Administration  that  on  an  average  23,000 
a  year  left?  Canada,  and  that  on  an  average  100,000 
leave  every  year  since  the  present  Government 
came  into  power.  The  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
came  into  office  and  the  young  men  of  Canada  fled 
from  the  country  as  if  from  a  pestilence. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  They  are  coming  back. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  Look  at  the  American 
statistics  for  the  States  of  Massachusetts  and  Ver¬ 
mont,  and  Maine  and  Michigan  and  the  North- 
West  country,  and  see  if  they  are  coming  back. 
Everything  shows  that  the  exodus  is  continuing. 
We  a  A  the  Minister  of  Agriculture  now,  when  he 
is  taking  this  appropriation  for  immigration,  what 
assurance  can  he  give  the  House  that  the  money 
will  not  lie  wasted  as  it  has  been  wasted  for  the 
last  ten  years.  The  hon.  gentleman  answers  us  by 
saying  we  are  pursuing  the  same  policy  as  you  did. 
We  called  you  flies  on  the  wheel  when  in  office,  we 
said  you  were  incompetent  men,  but  now  our 
defence  is  that  we  are  doing  just  as  you  did  13 
years  ago.  If  we  did  wrong  when  in  office,  why 
did  you  follow  our  example  and  why  did  you  not 
adopt  a  different  policy  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  So  we  did. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  The  hon.  gentleman 
justified  himself  a  moment  ago  by  saying  it  was  the 
same  policy. 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  said  the  immigration  policy. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  There  is  this  difference 
between  our  position  and  yours  :  When  we  were 
in  office  we  succeeded  in  retaining  four-tifths  of  the 
people  we  brought  here,  and  you  have  succeeded  in 
running  out  eight-ninths  of  those  you  bring  here. 
I  say,  Sir,  that  this  difference  is  due  to  the  fact 
that  the  Government  have  taxed  the  people  of 
Canada  to  death.  They  have  taxed  the  men  out 
of  the  country,  they  have  depreciated  the  value  of 
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agricultural  products  and  diminished  the  income 
of  the  farming  population,  and  they  have  done  so 
in  the  interests  of  the  Red  Parlour,  and  the  Red 
Parlour  sustains  them,  and  they  sustain  the  Red 
Parlour,  and  so  long  as  there  is  a  copper  in  the 
pockets  of  the  farmers  of  this  country  the  friends 
of  the  Government  will  not  be  permitted  to  want. 

Committee  rose  and  reported  progress. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON  moved  the  adjournment 
of  the  House. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  the  House  adjourned  at  12.15 
a. m.  (Saturday). 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Monday,  25th  April,  1892. 

The  Speaker  took  tlte  Chair  at  Three  o’clock. 

Prayers. 

# 

WRIT  ISSUED. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  I  have  the  honour  to  inform 
the  House  that  I  have  received  information  of  a 
vacancy  in  the  representation  of  the  Electoral 
District  of  the  East  Riding  of  the  County  of  York, 
Ontario,  by  the  demise  of  the  Hon.  Alexander 
Mackenzie,  and  I  accordingly  issued  my  warrant 
to  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Chancery  to  make  out 
a  new  writ  for  the  said  electoral  district. 

CIVIL  SERVICE  COMMISSION. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  Will  the  Minister  state 
when  the  report  of  the  Commission  which  sat  on 
the  Civil  Service  will  be  laid  on  the  Table  of  Par¬ 
liament  ? 

'  JOHN  THOMPSON.  The  report  has  not 
been  received  yet.  I  am  informed  it  has  not  yet 
been  made,  and  it  is,  therefore,  impossible  to  state 
the  day  when  it  will  be  laid  before  the  House.  The 
bill  on  the  Paper  in  the  name  of  the  Secretary  of 
>8tate  is  intended  to  provide  some  temporary  amend¬ 
ments  in  case  the  report  should  be  received  when 
it  would  be  too  late  to  take  up  any  larger  measure. 

BRITISH  COLUMBIA  QUARANTINE. 

Mr.  PRIOR.  Before  the  Orders  of  the  Day  are 
proceeded  with,  I  would  ask  the  Government  if 
they  have  received  any  information  in  regard  to 
quarantine  matters  in  British  Columbia  ?  I  have 
been  informed  that  last  Monday  the  Empress  of 
Japan. ,  a  steamer  sailing  from  Hong  Kong,  China, 
came  into  the  harbour  of  Victoria  with  small-pox  on 
board,  also  that  the  quarantine  officer  there  landed 
some  518  Chinese  passengers  and  that  the  accommo¬ 
dation  was  totally  unfit  for  any  large  number  of  in¬ 
valids  to  be  treated.  I  would  like  to  ask  if  this  is 
correct,  and  also  whether  the  Government  do  not 
think  they  should  put  the  quarantine  station  there 
on  a  good  footing  to  deal  with  a  large  number  of 
invalids  ?  Now  that  these  steamers  are  running 
regularly  from  China  and  Japan,  every  precaution 
ought  to  be  taken  to  have  that  quarantine  station 
in  a  proper  shape,  so  that  no  delay  may  be  caused 
to  the  steamers,  and  that  the  passengers  may  be  so 
Mr.  Mills  (Bothwell). 


treated  as  to  prevent  the  diseases  from  spreading 
over  the  country. 

Mr.  CARLING.  The  ship  mentioned  did  arrive 
at  Victoria  with  over  500  Chinamen,  and  there 
was  a  case  of  small-pox  on  board.  The  wdiole  num¬ 
ber  were  quarantined,  and  are  quarantined  at  the 
present  time.  The  question  of  putting  the  quaran¬ 
tine  at  Albert  Head  is  now  being  considered  by 
the  Government,  with  a  view'  of  putting  it  on  a. 
good  footing  and  preventing  the  spread  of  disease. 

U.  S,  ALIEN  LABOUR  LAW. 

Mr.  LANGELIER.  I  would  call  the  attention 
of  the  Government  to  a  very  important  question 
which  is  referred  to  in  this  morning’s  paper. 
There  is  information  there  from  which  it  appears 
that  about  20  French  Canadian  labourers  were 
stopped  by  the  American  customs  authorities  at 
Rouse’s  Point  and  were  taken  back  to  this  side  of 
the  frontier.  It  would  appear  that  there  w’as  no 
justification  whatever  for  that,  because  these  men 
were  not  hired  but  went  to  that  country  to  look 
for  labour.  I  should  like  to  know  if  the  Govern¬ 
ment  have  taken  cognizance  of  this  matter,  and 
what  action  they  propose  to  take  in  regard  to  it, 
because  if  what  is  stated  is  true,  it  is  a  very  serious 
outrage. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  We  have  no  intima¬ 
tion  in  regard  to  that  except  what  we  have  derived 
from  the  statement  in  the  newspaper.  If  the  facts 
as  they  are  stated  are  correct,  no  doubt  we  shall 
have  before  long  some  representation  on  the  sub¬ 
ject,  because  it  is  a  very  extraordinary  action  to 
take  unless  the  Alien  Labour  Law  was  violated  be¬ 
fore  the  entrance  of  these  men  into  the  States,  or 
some  violation  of  the  amendment  of  1891  took 
place. 

SECOND  READING. 

Bill  (No.  70)  to  incorporate  the  “  Dominion  Mil¬ 
lers'  Association.” — (Mr.  Stevenson.) 

Mr.  J.  L.  PAYNE. 

Mr.  McMULLEN  asked,  Whether  one  J.  L. 
Payne  was  in  the  service  of  the  Government  from 
the  3rd  of  February,  1891,  until  the  7th  March, 
1891  ?  If  so,  what  services  did  he  render,  where 
did  he  perform  such  services,  and  what  amount 
was  he  paid  therefor  ?  Has  said  J.  L.  Payne  been 
in  the  service  of  the  Government  since  30th  June, 
1891  ?  If  so,  tor  what  periods,  what  services  did 
he  render  during  such  periods,  and  what  amount 
was  he  paid  therefor  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  Mr.  J.  L.  Payne  was  in  the 
service  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture  from  3rd 
February,  1891,  to  7th  March,  1891.  His  services 
consisted  in  the  performance  of  the  duties  pertain¬ 
ing  to  a  special  clerk,  and  during  the  period  stated 
in  the  question,  he  was  employed  in  London,  to 
which  place  the  general  correspondence  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture  was  sent  while  the  Minister  was 
there.  He  was  specially  qualified  for  his  work. 
His  pay  was  $3  per  day.  He  was  also  in  the 
service  of  the  department  from  9th  October,  1891, 
to  31st  March,  1892,  performing  work  as  a  special 
extra  clerk,  and  was  paid  at  the  same  rate  as  above 
stated. 
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LAKE  ST.  JOHN  AND  CHICOUTIMI  RY. 

Mr.  FREMONT  asked,  Whether  it  is  the 
intention  of  the  Government  to  take  any  measures 
to  ensure  the  construction  of  a  railway  from  Lake 
St.  John  to  Chicoutimi  and  St.  Alphonse,  which 
will  serve  the  needs  of  three-fourths  of  the  popula¬ 
tion  of  the  Saguenay  district,  who  are  now  from 
50  to  75  miles  distant  from  railway  communication  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Measures  have  been  taken  by 
the  Government  towards  ensuring  the  construction 
of  the  railway  from  Lake  St.  John  to  Chicoutimi. 
By  51  Vic.,  chap.  3,  and  52  Vic.,  chap.  3,  subsidies 
are  granted  in  aid  of  this  road  to  the  extent  of 
$3,200  per  mile,  amounting  to  $160,000.  For  the 
construction  of  the  first  section  of  30  miles  a  con¬ 
tract  is  made  with  the  Quebec  and  Lake  St.  John 
Railway  Company,  and  they  have  applied  to  enter 
into  a  contract  for  a  further  20  miles,  representing 
that  they  are  prepared  to  proceed  with  the  work. 

BRIDGES  OVER  THE  ST.  LAWRENCE. 

Mr.  FREMONT  asked,  Whether  any  repre¬ 
sentations  have  been  made  by  the  Imperial  to  the 
Dominion  Government  as  to  the  danger  in  the  event 
of  war,  of  railway  communication  between  the 
Atlantic  and  the  Pacific  being  severed  by  the  des¬ 
truction  of  the  bridges  over  the  St.  Lawrence  at 
Montreal,  both  of  which  being  in  close  proximity 
to  the  frontier  ?  And,  if  so,  has  it  being  pointed 
out  to  the  Imperial  authorities  that  a  railway 
bridge  at  or  near  Quebec  under  the  guns  of  the 
Citadel  on  one  side,  and  of  the  new  Levis  forts  on 
the  other,  would  be  perfectly  safe  from  attack  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  No  such  representations  have 
been  made  to  the  Canadian  Government  by  the 
Imperial  Government,  consequently  they  have  not 
been  answered. 

CAPE  BRETON  RAILWAY. 

Mr.  McMULLEN  asked,  Whether  the  lands 
chosen  by  the  locating  engineers  of  the  Cape  Breton 
Railway  for  terminal  accommodation  at  North 
Sydney,  have  been  purchased  and  paid  for  ?  If  so, 
what  quantity  of  lands  have  been  appropriated  and 
what  price  has  been  paid  therefor  and  to  whom 
paid  ?  If  any  change  has  taken  place  in  the  loca¬ 
tion  of  terminal  accommodation  on  what  property 
has  the  terminus  been  located,  and  how  many  acres 
purchased  and  at  what  prices  and  from  whom 
purchased  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  The  lands  chosen  for  terminal 
accommodation  at  North  Sydney  have  been  expro¬ 
priated,  but  they  have  not  been  paid  for.  No 
change  has  taken  place  in  the  location  of  terminal 
accommodations,  but  the  town  of  North  Sydney 
now  asks  that  the  terminus  be  established  at  the 
ballast  wharf  instead  of  at  the  Imrie  wharf.  There 
are  3 ‘31  acres  expropriated  at  the  town  wharf  for 
terminal  facilities,  the  value  is  placed  by  the 
official  land  appraiser  at  $5,000  and  by  an  official 
referee  of  the  Exchequer  Court  at  $6,000. 

PROCEDURE— NOTICES  OF  MOTION. 

k  ' 

On  the  order  being  called  for  the  motion  of  Mr. 
McCarthy,  the  same  was'  asked  to  stand  at  the 
request  of  the  Government. 


Mr.  CASEY.  I  would  like  to  call  attention  to 
the  rule  which  requires  that  motions  should  be 
dropped  if  not  gone  on  with  when  they  are  called, 
except  when  the  Government  asks  them  to  stand. 
This  privilege  on  the  part  of  the  Government  should 
not  be  exercised  unless  they  are  prepared  to  give 
reasons  for  so  doing.  It  appears  to  be  customary 
for  some  member  of  the  Government  to  call  “stand” 
whenever  a  notice  given  by  one  of  their  supporters 
comes  up  during  that  gentleman’s  absence  from  the 
House.  We  of  the  Opposition  have  not  the  same 
opportunity  of  using  the  privilege  granted  to  the 
Government  under  the  rule,  and  I  think  the  rule 
should  be  enforced  unless  the  Government  can  give 
satisfactory  reasons  for  asking  the  motion  to  stand. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  am  sure  we  have 
always  desired  to  make  use  of  any  privilege  of  that 
kind  as  much  in  favour  of  one  side  as  the  other,  as 
in  both  cases  it  is  only  done  by  courtesy.  I  am 
quite  willing  to  join  in  the  request  to  have  any  mo¬ 
tion  stand  for  a  member  of  the  Opposition  who  has 
any  reason  to  offer  to  the  House  why  it  ought  to 
stand.  In  this  case,  as  the  Minister  of  Railways, 
who  has  been  unwell  for  some  days,  is  absent,  and 
this  motion  relates  to  the  business  of  his  depart¬ 
ment,  it  was  evidently  necessary  that  the  motion 
should  stand. 

PUBLIC  BUILDINGS  IN  VICTORIA,  B.C. 

Mr.  PRIOR  moved  for  : 

Copies  of  all  correspondence  between  Mr.  Gamble,  the 
resident  engineer  in  British  Columbia,  and  the  Public 
Works  Department,  Ottawa,  in  regard  to  the  Custom  House 
and  Post  Office  buildings  in  Victoria,  B.C.  Also,  all 
reports*by  the  above-named  officer  on  the  said  buildings. 
Also,  all  correspondence  and  reports  from  Mr.  E.  H. 
Fletcher,  post  office  inspector  in  British  Columbia,  in 
regard  to  the  Post  Office  building  in  Victoria,  B.C. 

He  said:  By  this  motion  I  am  asking  to  have 
the  correspondence  between  the  engineer  of  the 
Public  Works  Department  and  the  Government 
brought  down  for  the  purpose  of  seeing  the  opinion 
of  that  gentleman  in  regard  to  public  buildings  in 
Victoria,  B.C.  For  the  last  three  or  four  years  my 
colleague  and  myself,  every  session,  have  spoken 
in  regard  to  the  necessity  that  exists  for  having 
new  buildings  erected  in  that  place.  I  do  not  think 
it  is  needful  for  me  again  to  give  any  statistics  of 
the  business  done  at  that  port,  because  I  have  given 
them  every  year  and  they  do  not  seem  to  have  had 
any  great  effect  on  the  Ministers.  However,  the 
necessity  still  exists  for  having  new  buildings.  The 
present  buildings  in  Victoria  were  put  up  many 
years  ago  when  the  town  was  a  very  small  place 
indeed,  and  every  hon.  member  in  the  House  knows 
that  Victoria  has  grown  very  rapidly  within  the  last 
few  years.  The  revenue  from  Victoria  is  over 
$1,200,000  a  year  from  Customs  alone.  I  am  inform¬ 
ed  by  the  civil  servants  who  are  stationed  in  those 
buildings  that  it  is  almost  impossible  for  them  to 
carry  on  their  work  on  account  of  the  inadequate 
size  of  the  structures.  I  think  the  post  office  cost 
something  like  $40,000,  and  the  custom  house  a 
similar  amount ;  and  any  hon.  member  will  readily 
see  that  the  town  is  entitled  to  public  buildings  more 
in  keeping  with  that  amount  of  revenue  than  the 
buildings  at  present  existing.  The  reason  I  make 
this  request,  Sir,  is  not  solely  because  I  wish  to 
have  the  money  spent  in  Victoria,  although  I  do 
say  we  have  a  perfect  right  to  look  to  the  Govern¬ 
ment  to  spend  that  amount  of  money,  but  my 
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object  in  desiring  proper  buildings  erected  is  that 
public  business  should  be  facilitated  and  carried  on 
in  a  manner  suitable  to  the  requirements  of  that 
city.  I  feel  convinced  myself  that  the  Ministers 
who  have  been  out  there  and  who  have  seen  this 
place  will  admit  that  we  should  have  such  buildings 
erected  there  as  would  be  a  credit  to  the  city  and 
to  the  Dominion.  I  only  hope  that  these  Ministers 
who  have  been  there  will  use  their  influence  in 
Council  to  ensure  that  an  appropriation  will  be 
inserted  in  the  Supplementary  Estimates  sufficient 
at  least  to  make  a  commencement  on  these  public 
buildings,  which  are  so  much  needed  in  Victoria. 
I,  therefore,  move  this  motion,  seconded  by  Mr. 
Mara. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

MOTIONS  TO  STAND. 

On  the  Order  being  called  for  the  motion  of  Mr. 
McC  arthy  relative  to  commercial  interests  between 
the  United  States  and  Canada. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  The  lion,  member  for 
Simcoe  (Mr.  McCarthy,)  intimated  to  me  that  he 
would  be  here  at  4  o  clock.  He  is  detained  in  the 
court  until  then,  and  under  these  circumstances  I 
will  ask  to  let  the  motion  stand. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  suppose  it  is  understood  that 
any  hon.  gentleman  who  has  a  motion  and  who 
intimates  to  the  Government  beforehand  that  he 
will  not,  cannot,  be  present,  will  be  accorded  the 
same  treatment  ? 

Sir  JOHN  1  HOMPSON.  I  said  more  than  that. 

I  said  we  would  be  glad  to  ask  the  same  for  any 
gentleman  on  the  Opposition  side  who  had  a  good 
reason  to  offer,  whether  he  intimated  it  beforehand 
or  not.  I  did  not  ask  that  it  should  be  intimated 
beforehand. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  The  reason  ascribed  here  will, 

I  suppose,  always  be  a  good  reason  :  that  a  gentle¬ 
man  is  occupied  in  the  Supreme  Court. 

NORTH-WEST  ASSEMBLY  RESOLUTIONS. 

Mr.  I)A YIN  moved  for  : 

Copies  of  all  resolutions  and  memorials  passed  by  the 
IS  orth- \\  est  Assembly  at  its  last  session  and  addressed  to 
the  (Jovernment. 

He  said  :  Mr.  Speaker,  some  of  these  resolutions 
relate  to  matters  that  I  think  have  been  already 
satisfactorily  dealt  with  by  the  Government,  but 
there  is  one  resolution  in  regard  to  immigration 
that  I  wish  specially  to  press  upon  the  attention 
of  the  Government  and'  upon  the  attention 
of  this  House.  Any  one  who  reviews  the  history 
of  the  proceedings  of  this  Government  and  of  the 
Government  that  preceded  it,  will,  I  think,  come 
to  the  conclusion  that  they  have  not  erred  in  over¬ 
zeal  for  the  promotion  of  immigration.  Several 
things  have  undoubtedly  combined  to  that  effect  ; 
the  principal  of  which  is,  that  there  has  been  in’ 
the  cities  a  strong  and  influential  party  influencing 
elections,  who  were  opposed  to  assisted  iinmigra- 
tion.  V  ell,  Sir,  the  time  came  when  a  wise  policy 
was  adopted  by  the  Government  of  Canada,  and 
that  policy  was.  this  :  Only  to  pay  for  results  ;  but, 
in  my  opinion,  that  policy  has  fallen  short  of  what 
was  needed  by  the  Dominion  of  Canada  because  of 
unwillingness  on  the  part  of  both  sides  of  this 
House  to  supply  the  money  necessary  for  the  pro- 
Mr.  Prior.  1 


motion  of  immigration.  The  history  of  immigra¬ 
tion  in  the  United  States  has  been  that  immi¬ 
gration  moved  on  from  one  basis  ;  a  basis 
along  the  Pacific  coast,  a  basis  stretching 
down  the  whole  length  of  the  original  states 
that  broke  away  from  England.  Here  in  Canada 
we  have  had  to  proceed  upon  a  different  basis. 
First  you  had  a  short  territory  in  what  were  called  the 
Lower  Provinces  ;  then  you  had  Quebec,  then  you 
had  Ontario,  and  there  you  had  the  great  lakes 
stretching  between  Ontario  and  the  territories, 
and  that  has  necessitated  that  in  Manitoba  and  the 
territories  we  should  proceed  upon  a  perfectly  new 
basis.  That  has  made  migration  difficult  for  us  as 
compared  with  what  it  was  in  the  States.  The 
point, therefore,  I  make  is  this  :  that  if  you  are  going 
to  people  Manitoba  and  the  North-West  Territories 
as  you  ought  to  do,  and  as  rapidly  as  you  ought  to 
do,  you  must  make  you  basis  there  and  act  from 
there  ;  and  the  little  Parliament  in  Regina  has  ask¬ 
ed  that  a  sum  of  money  should  be  devoted  to  their 
use  to  deal  specially  with  immigration.  Now,  Sir, 
what  is  done  by  the  other  provinces  ?  Ontario, 
New  Brunswick,  Quebec,  Manitoba,  has  each  its 
agent  or  agents  who  are  all  active  in  promoting  im¬ 
migration  into  these  provinces,  and  as  a  fact  we  can 
state  the  amount  of  work  that  has  been  done  in 
promoting  immigration  into  Manitoba  by  the  very 
energetic  and  able  man  who  now  controls  immigration 
for  that  province.  You  have  that  man  with  a  num¬ 
ber  of  agents  in  various  parts  of  Ontario  for  instance, 
and  they  are  doing  work  that  he  himself  can  measure. 
He  can  tell  exactly  the  amount  of  work  they  have 
done,  and  show  the  money  value  which  that  province 
has  got  from  those  agents.  Now,  what  we  in  the 
North-West  say  is  this  :  Give  us  the  means  of  doing 
precisely  the  same  thing  for  the  North-West  as  has 
been  done  for  Manitoba.  What  we  need  to  do,  in 
order  to  make  ( ’anadas  posit  ion  secure  in  the  future, 
is  something  large  in  the  way  of  promoting  immi¬ 
gration.  There  is  no  reason  why,  if  you  bring  in 
20, 000 immigrants,  youshould  not  bring  in  a  million. 
Tou  have  a  vast  field  in  Europe  to  draw  from— in 
Germany,  in  Scandinavia,  in  Scotland,  in  England, 
in  Ireland  ;  and  if  that  field  is  properly  exploited, 
there  is  no  reason  whatever  why,  in  a  year  or  a 
couple  of  years,  you  should  not  bring  a  million  of 
immigrants  to  this  country. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  DAY1N.  I  hear  scornful  cheers  from  hon. 
gentlemen  around  me. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  No. 

Mr.  DA  YIN.  Are  they  not  scornful  ?  Then 
hon.  gentlemen  agree  with  me.  If  that  million  of 
men  costs  you  $10,000,000,  then  the  $10,000,000 
are  properly  and  fruitfully  expended,  because  from 
that  moment  you  secure  the  future  of  Canada,  and 
I  will  tell  you  why.  Suppose  the  bringing  in  of 
the  million  men  within  a  year  or  two  should  cost 
$10,000,000,  does  it  not  strike  every  man  of  sense 
that  that  money  is  far  more  fruitfully  expended 
than  if  you  got  a  million  of  men  in  by  the  same 
expenditure  spread  over  ten  or  fifteen  or  twenty 
years  ?  The  fact  of  getting  them  in  within  a  short 
time  not  only  gains  the  result  of  the  expenditure  of 
$10,000,000,  but  it  secures  for  the  country  the  best 
immigration  agents  we  can  possibly  have,  namely, 
successful  settlers.  Now,  Sir,  in  the  past  we  have 
been  trop  fard.  As  the  Minister  of  Agriculture 
knows,  we  have  in  the  last  two  years  been  getting 

V  O  O 


1553 


[APRIL  25,  1892.] 


1554 


most  admirable  settlers  from  Dakota,  but  with 
reference  to  Dakota  we  have  been  ti'0}>  tard  ;  if  we 
had  begun  there  a  year  earlier  we  should  have  had 
far  better  results.  Now,  what  we  want  with 
regard  to  Canada  generally  is  a  large  immigration 
movement.  Without  that,  you  cannot  build  up  in 
Canada  what  we  all  want,  a  nation  ;  but  with  our 
vast  resources,  and  our  magnificent  waterways 
and  harbours,  there  cannot  lie  the  least  doubt 
that  if  we  make  the  same  effort  to  secure  immigra¬ 
tion  frqm  the  congested  districts  of  Europe  that 
the  people  of  the  United  States  have  made,  we  can 
make  the  future  position  of  Canada  secure,  and 
that  is  the  only  way  it  can  lie  made  secure.  So 
much  for  the  general  question.  Now,  in  regard  to 
the  particular  question  of  the  North-West,  it  is  the 
great  field  into  which  we  want  to  pour  the  immi¬ 
grants,  because  even  Manitoba  is  getting  pretty 
well  filled,  as  well  as  the  other  provinces  ;  but  in 
the  North-West  you  have  a  country  that  can 
sustain  a  hundred  million  people,  and  that  country, 
Sir,  is  the  future  backbone  of  Canada.  Make  the 
North-West  a  success,  and  the  future  of  Canada  is 
secured.  I  ask,  therefore,  that  the  Government  here 
should  give  the  little  Government  of  the  North- 
West  at  once  the  means  of  dealing  with  that  pro¬ 
blem,  which  is  the  great  problem  for  Canada  as 
well  as  for  the  North-West.  All  the  other  pro¬ 
blems  will  settle  themselves  ;  but  if  we  go  on 
without  increasing  in  population,  then  failure  will 
be  the  doom  of  Canada.  Suppose  you  gave  the 
North-West  Government  $20,000  or  $30,000 
this  year  to  spend  on  immigration  ;  why, 
Sir,  $100,000  would  be  fruitfully  expended 
on  immigration  to  the  North-West.  Think 
of  our  vast  harvest  of  last  year ;  how  much 
of  the  returns  from  that  has  flowed  into  the  pockets 
of  the  people  of  eastern  Canada?  Merchants  who 
do  business  with  the  west  will  tell  you  that  their 
best  customers,  those  most  certain  in  sending  orders 
and  in  meeting  their  bills,  are  the  people  of  the 
North-West  ;  and  I  say  that  as  a  mere  matter  of 
prudent  investment,  you  cannot  do  better  than 
place  a  large  sum  in  the  estimates  to  be  at  the  dis¬ 
posal  of  the  Government  of  the  North-West  in  pro¬ 
moting  immigration.  On  previous  occasions  I  have 
dealt  with  the  other  questions  involved  in  these 
resolutions,  with  regard  to  some  of  which  I  think 
the  Government  have  already  done  their  part ; 
but  this  question  of  immigration,  as  I  have  said  in 
this  House,  is  the  master  question  for  Canada.  It 
is  the  question  to  which  the  statesmen  desiring  to 
build  up  a  great  nation  here  will  apply  their  whole 
energy  ;  and  instead  of  frittering  away  our  time 
and  spending  a  few  thousand  dollars  a  year  upon 
it,  it  is  something  on  which  we  might  well  concen¬ 
trate  our  attention  and  so  build  up  a  great,  a  pros¬ 
perous,  and  a  united  Canada. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

DECISIONS  ON  ELECTION  PETITIONS. 
Mr.  GILLIES  moved  for  : 

Copy  of  the  petition  presented  and  filed  in  the  Supreme 
Court  of  Nova  Scotia,  under  the  Dominion  Controverted 
Elections  Act,  against  the  election  and  return  of  Joseph 
A.  Gillies  for  the  County  of  Richmond,  Nova  Scotia,  at  the 
general  election  holden  on  the  5th  of  March,  1891;  to¬ 
gether  with  the  dates  of  filing  and  service  of  such  peti¬ 
tion;  and  also,  all  papers  and  documents  in  connection 
with  the  following  proceedings  in  the  Supreme  Court  of 
Nova  Scotia 


1.  Application  to  the  Honourable  the  Chief  Justice  ex¬ 
tending  the  time  for  setting  the  petition  down  for  trial. 

2.  Application  to  set  the  petition  down  for  trial  return¬ 
able  before  the  Honourable  Mr.  Justice  Weatherbe 
and  the  Honourable  Mr.  Justice  Graham,  but  heard  by  the 
Honourable  Judge  Weatherbe,  sitting  alone,  on  the  19th 
day  of  November,  1891. 

3.  The  order  made  by  the  said  Judge  Weatherbe,  sitting 
alone,  for  trial  of  the  said  petition,  fixing  the  8th  of 
December,  1891,  the  date  for  said  trial. 

4.  The  notice  of  appeal,  dated  28th  November,  1891, 
from  this  decision  of  the  Honourable  Judge  Weatherbe,  to 
the  Supreme  Court  of  Nova  Scotia,  the  grounds  of  appeal 
being  as  follows 

(a)  Because  there  was  no  jurisdiction  to  make  said 
order,  or  the  portion  thereof  extending  time. 

( b )  Because  six  months  had  elapsed  since  the  presenta¬ 
tion  of  the  petition. 

(c)  Because  the  time  and  place  of  trial  were  not  fixed 
within  six  months  from  the  presentation  of  the  petition. 

(d)  Because  the  extension  of  time  granted  by  said  order 
was  not  made  on  application  for  that  purpose,  supported 
by  affidavits,  and  it  does  not  appear  from  such  order,  and 
it  was  not  made  to  appear  when  the  same  was  made,  that 
the  requirements  of  justice  rendered  such  enlargement 
necessary. 

(e)  Because  the  respondent  had  no  notice  of  any  appli¬ 
cation  to  extend  the  time  for  the  commencement  of  the 
trial  herein. 

(/)  Because  one  judge  has  no  jurisdiction  tofix  the  time 
and  place  of  trial. 

iff)  Because  the  trial  of  the  petition  cannot  be  com¬ 
menced  during  the  term  of  the  court  at  which  the  judges 
assigned  to  try  the  said  petition  are  bound  to  sit. 

5.  The  notice  of  motion  on  said  appeal  for  the  3rd  day 
of  December,  1891. 

6.  The  appointment  by  the  Honourable  Judge  Weatherbe, 
then  senior  judge,  for  a  hearing  before  the  Supreme 
Court  on  the  said  3rd  day  of  December,  1891. 

7.  The  postponement  of  this  hearing  until  a  later  day. 

8.  The  judgment  of  the  Supreme  Court  upon  this  case. 

9.  The  rule  of  the  Supreme  Court,  dated  the  19th  day  of 
December,  1891,  setting  aside  the  order  of  the  Honourable 
Judge  Weatherbe  fixing  the  date  of  the  trial  of  said  peti¬ 
tion. 

10.  The  date  on  which  the  Honourable  Judge  Weatherbe 
and  the  Honourable  Judge  Graham  received  a  copy  of  the 
order  of  the  Supreme  Court  setting  aside  the  said  order  of 
Jhdge  Weatherbe  for  trial. 

11.  The  date  on  which  the  said  judges  reported  to  the 
Honourable  the  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Commons  that 
the  said  petition  had  been  heard  by  them,  and  that  they 
had  declared  the  election  of  the  said  Joseph  A.  Gillies 
void,  and  his  seat  in  Parliament  vacant. 

12.  The  date  upon  which  application  was  made  to  the 
Honourable  Judge  Weatherbe  to  defer  the  decision  in  the 
petition  pending  the  decision  of  t^ie  Supreme  Court  of 
Nova  Scotia  on  the  question  of  jurisdiction,  and  the  refusal 
of  this  application. 

Mr.  FORBES.  I  presume  the  lion,  member 
desires  to  have  the  papers  in  all  these  various  peti¬ 
tions  before  the  House.  It  has  eome  to  my  notice 
that  different  decisions  have  been  given  upon  the 
same  point  by  the  same  bench  in  Nova  Scotia,  or 
upon  points  very  similar  to  one  another,  and  in 
order  that  the  whole  question  may  be  fairly  before 
the  House,  and  that  there  may  lie  not  an  opinion 
arrived  at  from  one  set  of  facts  only,  I  beg  to  move 
that  the  resolution  be  amended  by  adding  thereto, 
after  the  last  clause,  the  following  words  : — 

Also,  copies  of  the  several  petitions  presented  and  filed 
in  the  Supreme  Court  of  Nova  Scotia  under  the  Dominion 
Controverted  Elections  Act, against  the  election  and  return 
of  Hon.  Sir  John  Thompson,  Hon.  C.  H.  Tupper,  W.  C.  E. 
Kaulbach,  Mr.  J.  B.  Mills,  Mr.  N.  W.  White,  and  Mr. 
Hugh  Cameron,  for  six  of  the  several  counties  of  the 
Province  of  Nova  Scotia  at  the  general  election  held  on 
the  5th  March,  1891;  also,  all  papers  and  documents  in 
connection  with  the  various  proceedings  in  the  said  cases 
in  the  Supi’eme  Court  of  Nova  Scotia. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  do  not  think  there 
is  any  objection  at  all  to  the  adoption  of  the  amend¬ 
ment.  I  would  like  to  suggest  that  this  amendment 
and  resolution  seem  to  me  to  contain  a  good  many 
matters  which  are  probably  of  no  importance  in  the 
question  the  lion,  gentleman  would  like  to  discuss. 
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A  copy,  for  instance,  of  every  petition  is  asked  for, 
and  those  are  documents  which  are  nearly  all  alike. 
I  presume  it  will  be  satisfactory  if  the  return 
brought  down  will  contain  only  one  petition  and 
the  paragraphs  in  the  others  which  are  different. 
A  good  many  of  the  documents  on  the  file,  I  sup¬ 
pose,  would  not  be  required  for  any  practical  pur¬ 
pose  whatever,  and  I  presume  there  will  be  no  ob¬ 
jection  to  our  discriminating  in  making  the  return. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

RETURNS  ORDERED. 

Return  of  the  amount  of  crude  cotton-seed  oil  imported 
into  Canada  during  the  year  1891 ;  also  the  amount  of 
refined  cotton-seed  oil  imported  into  Canada  during  the 
year  1891.— (Mr.  McKay.) 

r  Copies  of  all  papers,  letters,  documents,  correspond¬ 
ence,  petitions  and  resolutions,  with  reference  to  the 
opening  of  a  post  office  at  Cap  St.  Ignace  Station,  in  the 
County  of  Montmagny. — (Mr.  Choquette.) 

PREFERENTIAL  TRADE  WITH  GREAT 
BRITAIN. 

Mr.  McNEILL  moved  : 

That  if  and  when  the  Parliament  of  Great  Britain  and 
Ireland  admits  Canadian  products  to  the  markets  of  the 
United  Kingdom  upon  more  favourable  terms  than  it  ac¬ 
cords  to  the  products  of  foreign  countries,  the  Parliament 
of  Canada  will  be  prepared  to  accord  corresponding 
advantages  by  a  substantial  reduction  in  the  duties  it 
imposes  upon  British  manufactured  goods. 

He  said  :  The  Prime  Minister  of  England,  speak¬ 
ing  at  the  Mansion  House  in  November  last,  made 
use  of  these  remarkable  words  : 

“  The  great  subjects  of  consideration  are  those  treaties 
of  commerce  that  are  to  expire  next  year.  The  great 
question  is  what  tariff  will  the  various  nations  adopt  with 
respect  to  each  other.  Although  with  respect  to  material 
warfare  I  think  we  can  hold  out  to  you  the  most  promis¬ 
ing  anticipations  as  far  as  our  present  prospects  go,  with 
respect  to  this  industrial  warfare  which  has  for  its 
weapon  protective  legislation,  and  has  for  its  prize  the 
markets  of  various  countries,  I  am  afraid  we  must  be 
content  to  occupy  for  a  time  a  peculiar  and  isolated  posi¬ 
tion.  The  cause  of  protection  does  not  sink  ;  it  rises.” 

I  think,  Sir,  that  you  and  the  members  of  this 
House,  having  regafd  to  the  high  position  which 
the  speaker  whom  I  have  quoted  holds  in  the 
councils  of  the  world,  will  be  of  the  opinion  that 
this  is  a  very  grave  and  serious  utterance.  The 
Prime  Minister  of  England  tells  us  that  the  great 
question  which  is  at  present  occupying  the  atten¬ 
tion  of  the  statesmen  of  the  world  is  the  question 
as  to  the  tariffs  which  different  countries  impose, 
one  against  another.  The  warfare  which  we  have 
to  consider  at  present  is,  lie  says,  a  warfare  which 
has  for  its  weapons  protective  legislation,  and 
has  for  its  prizes  the  markets  of  the  world.  Un¬ 
fortunately,  Sir,  vve  in  Canada  have  been  too 
familiar  with  this  warfare  for  many  years  past. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  McNEILL.  I  am  glad  to  find  that  my  hon. 
friend  so  entirely  coincides  with  my  views  in.  that 
regard.  We  have  had,  year  in  and  year  out,  since 
1866,  a  warfare  of  tariffs  waged  against  us  with 
unremitting  and  relentless  hostility  by  our  great 
neighbour  to  the  south.  For  twelve  years  we  took 
no  step,  we  adopted  no  measure,  to  defend  our  in¬ 
fant  industries  which  lay  open  and  exposed  to  this 
unnatural  warfare  ;  and  it  was  not  until  at  length 
Yve  found  that,  under  the  circumstances,  this  un¬ 
natural  condition  of  things  must  result  in  the  stif¬ 
ling  and  trampling  out  of  the  infant  industries  of 
.Sir  John  Thompson. 


this  country  altogether,  that  we  adopted  means  for 
their  protection.  W  hen  we  did  so  we  accompanied 
our  protective  legislation  with  a  statutory  offer  of 
peace  and  good-will  to  our  friends  to  the  south, 
but  this  war  has  still  continued.  It  is  now  about 
a  quarter  of  a  century  since  our  friends  to  the  south 
commenced  to  wage  this  \Y'ar  against  us,  and  in 
place  of  having  received  our  overtures  in  the 
friendly  spirit  in  which  they  were  offered  they 
have,  confident  in  their  great  strength,  con¬ 
fident  in  their  enormous  resources,  spurned  our 
overtures,  and  have,  in  point  of  fact,  apparently 
regarded  them  rather  as  an  evidence  of  weakness 
than  of  a  desire  for  peace  and  good-Yvill.  The  result 
is  that  we  are  now  face  to  face  with  new  batteries 
recently  erected  against  us  on  that  side  of  the 
border.  This  warfare  which  has  been  waged  against 
us  is  not  only  such  a  warfare  as  has  been  described 
by  the  Prime  Minister  of  England,  one  which  has 
for  its  object  the  mastery  of  our  markets, 
but  it  is  only  too  well  known  that  it  is 
designed  also  to  dominate  and  control  our 
country.  I  hear  some  apparent  ironical  cheer  from 
the  other  side  of  the  House,  but  I  make  this  state¬ 
ment,  Mr.  Speaker,  upon  what  1  think  is  sufficient 
authority.  I  think  the  history  of  the  unhappy 
condition  of  things  which  exists  sufficiently  shows 
us’that  one  of  the  objects,  at  all  events,  which  the 
Government  and  people  of  the  United  States  had 
in  view  in  waging  against  us  this  war  of  tariff's, 
was  to  force  us  to  a  political  union  with  them. 
Their  public  men  have  said  so.  We  all  of  us 
remember  a  famous  expression  of  one  of  their  public 
men  when  he  said  that  the  result  of  abrogating  the 
Treaty  of  1886  had  not  been  such  as  they  had  ex¬ 
pected,  namely,  that  they  would  obtain  the  fruit 
“  by  violently  shaking  the  tree, ’’but  the  result  had 
been  to  bring  about  a  consolidation  of  the  British 
provinces  of  North  America  ;  and  just  as  that 
result  was  brought  about  at  that  time,  so  the 
action  which  our  friends  are  taking  at  the  present 
day  is  tending  to  bring  about  a  consolidation  of  the 
outlying  provinces  of  the  Empire,  rather  than,  as 
they  had  hoped,  to  induce  a  disruption  of  that 
Empire,  and  the  falling  of  a  portion  of  it  into  their 
arms.  I  may  say  in  further  prpof  of  the  statement 
I  make,  that  Mr.  Wiman  has  explicitly  admitted 
the  fact  that  the  Treaty  of  1886  was  abrogated  with 
a  view  to  coerce  this  country  into  annexation. 
With  the  permission  of  the  House  I  will  just  read 
an  extract  from  a  speech  of  Mr.  Wiman’s  delivered 
before  the  commercial  bodies  of  Detroit  and 
Buffalo.  He  referred  to  the  United  Empire  Loyal¬ 
ists,  and  he  alluded  to  them  : 

“  Because  there  is  a  tendency  in  the  American  mind  to 
feel  that  isolation  and  a  refusal  to  admit  Canada  to  the 
prhuleges  of  the  markets  of  the  United  States  will  have 
the  effect  of  forcing  them  into  a  humble  position  as  ap¬ 
plicants  for  a  political  alliance.  Doubtless  the  repeal  of 
the  Reciprocity  Treaty  of  1866  was  largely  influenced  by 
this  consideration.” 

Noyv,  Mr.  .Speaker,  I  think  I  have  said  enough  to 
prove  the  point  I  was  making  as  to  the  animus 
which  actuates  our  friends  on  the  south  of  the  line 
in  their  fiscal  policy  towards  us.  But  there  are 
many  other  considerations  which  point  to  the  same 
conclusion.  I  think  it  would  not  be  inappropriate 
if  I  were  to  read  to  this  House  an  extract  from  a 
speech  delivered  by  a  gentleman  in  the  city  of 
Boston,  a  city  of  which  we  have  heard  something 
of  late,  the  city  which  has  been  selected  by  my 
hon.  friend  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  and  by 
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his  friend  the  member  for  South  Oxford  (Sir 
Richard  Cartwright)  in  which  to  give  their  views 
on  the  commercial  relations  which  ought  to  exist 
between  the  two  countries.  I  think  it  might  be 
well  if  I  were  to  call  attention  to  some  utterances 
of  another  gentleman  delivered  in  that  city. 
That  is  the  city  they  select  in  which  to  deliver 
their  addresses,  presumably  because  they  feel  that 
the  people  of  Boston  sympathize  with  them  and 
their  view's.  A  short  time  before  the  hon.  member 
for  South  Oxford  (Sir Richard  Cartwright)  deliver¬ 
ed  his  famous  address  in  Boston,  an  address  was 
delivered  by  another  gentleman  in  that  city  “  by 
invitation  of  prominent  citizens  there.”  I  believe 
the  gentleman  who  delivered  this  address  was  one 
of  those  wrho  .welcomed  the  hon.  member  for  South 
Oxford  to  Boston  on  that  occasion,  and  this  address 
was  thought  so  highly  of  that  it  w'as  printed  by 
prominent  citizens  of  Boston  and  was  circulated  in 
pamphlet  form,  in  handsome  type,  and  actually  a 
copy  of  it  reached  my  hands,  with  the  compliments 
of  the  committee,  away  in  the  north  riding  of 
Bruce.  It  was  thought  to  be  so  valuable  and  of  so 
much  importance  that  it  was  circulated  so  wide 
and  so  far  as  the  north  riding  of  Bruce.  When 
an  address  of  this  kind  is  circulated  throughout 
the  length  and  breadth  of  Canada  it  is  evident 
that  it  is  thought  of  some  value  by  the  leading 
citizens  of  Boston,  and  therefore,  with  the  per¬ 
mission  of  the  House,  I  w'ill  read  a  few  extracts 
from  this  address  in  order  that  hon.  members  may 
see  the  frame  of  mind  of  the  leading  citizens  of 
Boston  as  to  this  “continental  unity,”  of  which 
we  have  heard  so  much.  “  Continental  Unity  ”  is 
the  title  of  this  pamphlet. 

“  So  long  as  ” - 

said  the  gentleman  who  delivered  the  address, 
whose  name  is  W.  H.  H.  Murray  : 

“  So  long  as  Canada  remains  as  she  has  been  ;md  is  to¬ 
day,  comparatively  weak  in  population,  in  developed 
resources  and  in  military  power,  she  is  not  a  subject  of 
serious  concern  to  us,  scarcely  even  of  thought.  But  once 
let  her  begin  to  assume  proportions  of  magnitude  in  those 
directions  ;  once  let  us  discern  that  her  5,000,000  are  soon 
to  become  20,000,000,  and  those  twenty  likely  to  become  in 
the  progress  of  time  40,000,000,  and  the  great  protective 
rinciple  of  our  nationality,  now  lying  latent  as  regards 
er  existence  on  our  borders,  would  suddenly  come  to  the 
surface.  I  do  not  think  I  overestimate  the  American  in¬ 
stinct  touching  the  solidarity  of  thjs  continent  when  I 
declare  that  we  of  the  Republic  shall  never  stand  idly  by 
and  see  a  great  power  built  up  either  on  the  southern  or 
northern  side  of  us. 

“  By  right  of  deeds  done  arid  blood  shed,  of  money  spent 
and  progress  made,  by  the  right  of  trials  numberless 
bravely  borne,  of  sacrifices  beyond  count  freely  offered 
upon  the  altar  of.our  uational  faith,  and,  as  we  believe, 
on  the  altar  of  God,  we  do  solemnly  hold,  that  we  have  a 
right  to  live  and  grow,  unchecked,  unhindered,  unimper¬ 
illed  by  any  other  flag  or  power,  and  that  the  whole 
continent,  from  gulf  to  gulf,  and  ocean  to  ocean,  will, 
must,  shall,  in  the  fullness  of  time,  and  we  hope  by  the 
law  of  benevolent  attraction,  come  under  the  banner  of 
the  Republic,  of  which  to  be  a  citizen,  we  hold,  is  better 
boon  than  to  be  a  king. 

“But  one  thing  Canadians  must  understand,  and  it 
would  be  unwise  and  unfair  for  us  to  conceal  it  from  them, 
and  that  one  thing  is  this:  that  this  Republic  will  never 
see  a  great  power  built  up  on  this  continent,  either  to  the 
north  or  south  of  us,  under  either  French  or  English  flags, 
and  take  no  action  to  prevent  it.  Least  of  all  shall  we 
ever  assist  them  to  become  numerous,  rich  and  powerful, 
with  that  end  on  their  part  in  view.  We  invite  them 
cordially  to  share  with  us  the  destiny  of  the  continent ; 
to  share  with  u«  its  greatness  and  its  glory,  as  historically 
they  have  a  right  to  do  and  should  be  proud  of  doing :  but 
if  they  foolishly  decline  our  invitation  and  undertake  to 
rival  us  and  imperil  us  by  an  alien  development,  then 
must  they  look  for  no  help  from  us,  for  we  shall  certainly 


not  help  them  at  all,  and  we  shall  as  certainly  oppose 
their  progress  to  the  fullest  extent  of  our  power.” 

Now,  these  are  some  of  thetid-bits  of  this  address 
which  was  delivered  at  the  request  and  on  the 
invitation  of.  some  of  the  prominent  citizens  of 
Boston,  and  was  so  highly  valued  that  they 
thought  it  well  to  circulate  it  through  the  length 
and  breadth  of  Canada  for  the  edification  and  in¬ 
struction  of  the  people  of  this  country.  When  we 
add  to  the  facts  I  have  laid  before  you  the  fact 
that  the  people  on  our  southern  border  through 
their  representatives  in  the  Senate  refused  to 
ratify  a  treaty  which  their  own  President,  their 
own  Government  and  their  own  commissioners 
declared  to  be  a  just  and  righteous  treaty  ;  when 
you  add  still  further  the  fact  that  on  the  Pacific  sea¬ 
board  they  have  laid  violent  hands  upon  our  peace¬ 
ful  vessels  pursuing  their  lawful  avocations  on  the 
high  seas  and  carried  them  off  captive  to  their  own 
ports  ;  when,  to  use  the  words  of  Mr.  Mowat  : 

“  The  proofs  (of  unfriendly  feeling)  are  to  be  found  in 
the  school  books  which  are  in  use  ;  in  the  4th  of  July 
orations  ;  in  the  tone  of  newspapers  and  their  European 
despatches  :  in  the  diplomatic  documents  :  in  the  election 
cries  ;  in  the  speeches  of  public  men  in  the  Federal  and 
State  Legislatures  and  elsewhere ;  and  in  many  other 
ways  — 

when  we  add  all  these  facts  and  circumstances  to¬ 
gether,  I  do  not  think  we  have  a  right  to  blame 
Mr.  Mowat  very  much  when  he  describes  the  people 
of  the  United  States  as  a  hostile  people.  I  presume 
Mr.  Mowat  did  not  mean  they  were  hostile  in  the 
sense  in  which  France  and  Germany  are  hostile,  but 
I  presume  he  meant  that  they  were  hostile,  not  in 
a  military  but  in  a  political  sense,  in  the  same  sense 
that  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  are  hostile  to  those 
who  now  occupy  the  Treasury  benches.  We  do  not 
expect  that  the  action  of  hon.  gentlemen  on 
this  side  will  be  very  much  assisted  by  the  action 
of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  but  that,  on  the  con¬ 
trary,  their  action  will  be  hostile,  and  I  presume  it 
is  in  that  sense  that  Mr.  Mowat  speaks,  believing 
that  the  United  States  will  use  every  political 
means  to  injure  and  thwart  the  interests  of  Canada. 
But  I  am  glad  to  say  that  we  are  not  dependent  upon 
them.  I  am  glad  to  say  that  we  can  live  without 
them.  They  have  a  great  country,  they  have  a  vast 
country,  but  we  have  a  far  greater  country.  They 
haveapopulationof  63,000,000of  people,  but  wehave 
a  country  with  a  population  of  366,000,000  of  people 
and,  if  we  add  our  protectorate  territories  to  that, 
we  have  a  population  of  410,000,000  of  people. 
They  have  a  great  trade,  it  is  true,  but  if  you  add 
to  it  the  trade  of  the  great  French  Republic  and 
trade  of  all  the  Russias  and  the  trade  of  the  vast 
German  Empire,  you  will  have  a  trade  only  one- 
sixtieth  part  greater  than  tffe  trade  of  the  British 
Empire.  I  admit  that  we  ought  to  treat  our  friends 
on  the  south  in  a  friendly  and  conciliatory  way.  I 
believe  that  every  member  of  this  House,  on  which¬ 
ever  side  he  sits,  desires  to  do  that,  we  desire  to 
treat  them  in  that  way,  but  at  the  same  time  in  the 
way  in  which  one  honest  and  manly  man  would  deal 
with  another.  Mr.  Speaker,  we  possess  more  than 
one-half  of  the  sea-borne  commerce  of  the  world. 
Our  Empress  Queen  is  by  common  admission  the 
mistress  of  the  waterways  of  the  world.  We  hold 
almost  all  the  most  important  coaling  stations  in 
the  world.  Ours  are  by  far  the  greatest  wheat  areas 
in  the  world  ;  ours  are  overwhelmingly  the  great¬ 
est  wool  markets  in  the  world.  It  is  said  that  in 
one  valley  in  our  Empire  we  can  grow  more  cotton 
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than  all  the  cotton  produce  of  the  United  States. 
Ours  are  the  greatest  diamond  fields  in  the  world, 
and  I  almost  think  that  we  are  to-day  the  first 
country  in  the  world  in  the  production  of  tea  ;  if 
we  are  not  the  first,  we  are  almost  the  first.  In 
coal,  iron,  copper  and  nickel,  we  hold  our  own  with 
all  mankind.  We  have  the  greatest  timber  forests 
in  the  world.  In  sugar  growing  we  hold  a  good 
place  ;  in  tobacco  growing  we  come  third,  and  I  have 
Sir  Charles  Dilke’s  authority  for  saying  that  we  pro¬ 
duce  the  finest  coffee  in  the  world.  Every  variety 
of  climate,  every  variety  of  soil,  everything  that  we 
can  possibly  require  we  possess  in  lavish  abundance 
in  our  own  Empire.  We  are  not,  Mr.  Speaker,  abso¬ 
lutely  and  utterly  mendicant,  we  British  subjects. 
It  is  not  absolutely  necessary  that  we  should  go 
cringing  and  whining  to  the  back  door  of  any 
foreign  power  to  beg  a  little  of  their' trade  for 
charity.  We  are  quite  ready  to  trade  with  them, 
and  anxious  to  trade  with  them,  but  we  will  trade 
with  them  on  fair  terms,  if  you  please.  To  use 
old  Admiral  Blake’s  words  :  “We  are  not  going  to 
be  fooled  by  foreigners.”  As  I  have  said,  we  are 
prepared  to  treat  upon  fair  terms,  but  only  upon 
fair  terms.  But  now,  Mr.  Speaker,  the  trouble  of 
the  matter  is  just  this  :  That  while  we  have  these 
enormous  resources,  resources  which  are  almost  un¬ 
imaginable  in  extent  and  in  value,  we  have  not 
common  action  with  regard  to  them.  We  find,  on 
the  contrary,  that  the  produce  of  our  own  people 
in  our  own  markets  is  taxed  just  as  the  produce  of 
the  foreigner  is.  We  find  that  the  foreigner  who 
excludes  our  goods  from  his  market  has 
all  the  benefits  in  the  markets  of  the  Empire 
that  any  member  of  the  Empire  has.  We  say  that 
that  is  wrong,  we  say  that  ought  to  be  changed, 
and  we  say  that  it  will  be  changed.  \\  e  say  that 
the  day  is  approaching  rapidly  when  a  change  will 
be  made,  and  I  hope  before  I  sit  down  I  will  be 
able  to  convince  you,  Sir,  and  the  members  of  this 
House,  that  that  day  is  rapidly  approaching.  I  do 
not  think  it  is  very  necessary  for  me  to  elaborate 
to  any  great  extent  the  argument  that  it  would  be 
of  enormous  benefit  to  this  country  if  we  had  pre¬ 
ferential  treatment  for  our  goods  in  the  markets  of 
the  mother  country.  I  do  not  think  it  is  necessary 
for  me  to  point  out  to  the  farmer  the  advantage  that 
it  would  be  to  him  if  he  had  preferential  treatment 
in  the  markets  of  Great  Britain  for  his  wheat  and 
oats,  and  for  his  barley,  and  for  his  horses,  his  but¬ 
ter,  his  cheese  and  what  he  has  to  sell.  I  do  not 
think  it  is  necessary  for  me  to  argue  that.it  would 
be  a  benefit  to  our  lumber  interest  if  we  had  pre¬ 
ferential  treatment  in  the  markets  of  the  mother 
country  for  our  lumber,  nor  is  it  necessary  to  point 
out  the  advantage  it»  would  be  to  our  fishing 
interests  if  we  had  the  same  advantage  for  our  fish. 
rI  he  market  of  England  being  our  natural  market, 
and  being  overwhelmingly  the  greatest  mar¬ 
ket  in  the  world,  I  think  the  truth  of  the  state¬ 
ment  that  it  would  be  a  benefit  to  us  to  have  pre¬ 
ferential  treatment  in  that  market  goes  without 
the  necessity  of  argument. 

Mr.  DA\  IES  (P.E.I.)  Do  I  understand  the  lion, 
gentleman’s  argument  to  be  that  it  would  be  bene¬ 
ficial  under  all  circumstances,  or,  only  if  we  got  a 
higher  price  for  our  commodities  there  ? 

Mr.  McNEILL.  I  think,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  the 
mere  fact  of  our  having  preferential  treatment  in 
the  markets  of  the  mother  country  would  be  a  , 
Mr.  McNeill 


benefit  to  us,  even  supposing  that  there  was  not  a 
higher  price  for  the  commodity  we  export  ;  but  I 
do  not  say  we  would  not  get  a  higher  price.  I  say 
that  even  supposing  there  was  not  a  higher  price 
obtained  it  would  be  a  benefit  to  us,  because  we 
would  have  the  first  place  in  that  market  and  we 
would  ensure  the  sale  of  our  goods.  Take  the  case 
of  lumber,  for  example.  Would  it  not  be  an  enor¬ 
mous  advantage  to  us  to  have  the  certainty  of  a 
market  for  the  sale  of  our  lumber  ?  Even  suppos¬ 
ing  that  an  increased  price  was  not  necessarily 
obtained,  the  surety  of  the  market  would  lie  of 
enormous  advantage. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Does  the  hon.  gentlemen  say 
that  England  is  our  natural  market  for  lumber  ? 

Mr.  McNEILL.  I  say  that  England  is  our  natural 
market  for  the  best  lumber  we  produce. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  The  lumbermen  have  not  found 
it  out. 

Mr.  McNEILL.  I  think  they  have,  and  I  think 
my  hon.  friend  has  not  looked  into  the  figures  or  he 
would  discover  that  they  have  found  it  out.  If 
the  hon.  gentleman  will  look  into  the  figures  he 
will  find  that  while  we  sold  the  year  before  last 
to  the  Americans,  some  $10,000,000  worth  of 
lumber,  they  exported  exactly  the  same  amount  of 
lumber  of  the  same  kind,  and  they  were  acting  as 
middlemen  for  us  except  for  the  worst  kinds  of 
lumber. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Y\  here  do  all  those  barges  go? 

Mr.  McNEILL.  I  trust  my  hon.  friend  will  hear 
me  and  not  interrupt.  If  my  hon.  friend  keeps  me 
talking  all  the  afternoon  answering  interruptions, 
as  he  is  in  the  habit  of  doing  when  I  get  up  to  speak, 
it  will  prolong  the  discussion  a  good  deal.  I  was  just 
saying  that  England  was  our  natural  market.  I 
know  we  are  told  that  the  market  lying  alongside 
of  us  is  our  natural  market,  just  because  it  does 
lie  along  side  us.  I  see  my  hon.  friend  opposite  (Mr. 
Laurier)  agrees  with  me  and  he  nods  approvingly* 
Y\  e  are  told  that  just  because  the  market  of  theUnited 
States  lies  alongside  of  us  it  must  be  our  natural 
market,  so  that,  when  I,  as  a  farmer,  take  out  my 
wheat  or  barley  to  sell  it,  I  should  go  to  the  farmer 
uext  me  on  the  same  principle.  I  can  sell  him  a 
few  bushels  of  seed  wheat  or  barley,  or  a  cow  or  a 
horse,  and  therefore  I  am  to  go  to  him,  because  he 
is  my  natural  market  as  he  resides  alongside  of  me. 

1  hat  is  the  argument  of  hon.  gentlemen  on  the  other 
side.  If  my  neighbour  has  ten  thousand  bushels  of 
wheat  and  I  have  only  five  hundred,  still  lam  to  go 
to  him  to  sell  my  five  hundred  bushels  because  he 
lives  alongside  of  me.  I  should  like  to  know  from 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite  why  the  farming  country 
lying  alongside  of  Canada  should  be  the  natural 
market  of  Canada  any  more  than  the  farm  beside 
me  is  my  natural  market.  I  have  just  jotted  down  a 
few  facts  for  the  instruction  of  my  hon.  friend  which 
I  will  give  to  him.  I  find  that  China  does  not  find 
her  near  neighbour,  Japan,  her  natural  market.  She 
sells  more  to  the  United  States  than  to  Japan  ;  and 
she  does  not  find  India  with  all  its  teeming  popula¬ 
tions  her  natural  market  although  it  lies  on  her 
border.  China  sends  six  or  seven  times  as  much  of 
her  produce  away  over  the  ocean  to  the  United 
States  as  she  sells  to  India  ;  and  she  sells  all  the 
way  to  Great  Britain  two  and  a  half  times  as  much 
produce  asshe  sells  to  Japan,  and  nearly  fifteen  times 
as  much  as  she  sells  to  her  neighbour  India.  Vet 
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it  is  her  natural  market  lying  alongside,  and  in 
India  you  cannot  say  it  is  hostile  tariff  which  pre¬ 
vents  the  trade,  because  India  is  as  nearly  a  free 
trade  country  as  you  can  find  anywhere.  Now  let 
me  give  some  facts  with  regard  to  the  trade  of  Japan. 
Japan  sells  to  North  America  twenty  tim^s  as 
much  as  to  India  and  Siam,  and  to  France  ten 
times  as  much  ;  and  France  sells  to  the  United 
States  almost  double  as  much  as  she  does  to  her 
neighbour  Italy.  Belgium  sells  to  the  Argentine 
Republic  nearly  twice  as  much  as  to  Spain,  and 
four  times  as  much  as  to  Norway  and  Sweden. 
Germany  sells  to  the  Argentine  Republic  between 
two  and  three  times  as  much  as  to  Russia,  four 
times  as  much  as  to  Italy  and  ten  times  as  much  as 
to  Spain.  .So  that  I  do  not  think  that  this  argu¬ 
ment  about  the  natural  market  being  necessarily 
alongside  the  trader  will  hold  water  when  you  come 
to  apply  to  it  the  test  of  actual  experience.  Turkey 
sells  to  France  eleven  times  as  much  as  to  Italy.  I 
might  go  on  and  multiply  these  instances,  but  I  will 
conclude  them  with  this  fact,  that  our  very  innocent 
neighbour  Brother  J onathan,  who  through  his  emissa¬ 
ries  is  endeavouring  to  teach  us  that  his  country  is  our 
natural  market  because  it  lies  alongside  of  us,  sells 
to  the  Argentine  Republic,  Central  America,  Mexico 
and  Brazil — all  his  natural  markets  according  to 
this  theory — .$38,000,000  worth,  and  to  that  un¬ 
natural  market  across  the  Atlantic  $444,000,000. 
.So  much  for  the  question  of  the  natural  market. 
When  our  rival  finds  his  markets  in  England,  I  do 
not  see  why  we  should  not  find  ours  there  also  ;  and 
it  is  very  satisfactory  to  find  that  we  are  opening 
up  a  market  there  for  our  products  very  rapidly. 
I  do  not  intend  to  trouble  the  House  with  a  mass 
of  figures,  but  I  will  call  its  attention  to  one  class 
of  figures  for  a  moment.  I  recollect  that  only  last 
session  we  were  told  how  absurd  it  was  to  think 
wecoulddevelopa  market  in  England  for  our  horses. 
W  e  were  told  the  same  with  regard  to  our  eggs.  I 
have  not  the  figures  to  show  the  growth  of  the 
market  there  for  eggs,  but  I  think  it  is  pretty  well 
known  to  the  public  of  Canada.  But  I  will  mention 
the  number  of  horses  sold  in  England  within  the 
last  three  years,  from  which  you  will  seethe  extent 
to  which  we  are  developing  our  trade  with  England. 
In  1889  we  sold  $27,000  worth,  in  1890  $66,000 
worth,  and  in  1891  $245,000  worth.  .So  I  think  we 
have  reason  to  be  satisfied  with  the  progress  we  are 
making  in  that  regard.  Now,  it  is  gratifying  to 
find  that  the  demand  in  England  for  our  goods  is 
steadily  increasing,  while  unfortunately  the  demand 
in  the  United  States  is  steadily  decreasing. 

Mr.  MACDONALD  (Huron).  How  many  horses 
does  England  import  from  the  whole  world  ? 

Mr.  McNEILL.  I  told  that  to  my  hon.  friend 
from  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills)  last  session,  and  my  im¬ 
pression  at  the  present  moment  is  that  England 
imports  between  45,000  and  46,000.  I  suppose  my 
hon.  friend  is  prepared  to  say  15,000  or  17,000. 

Mr.  MACDONALD  (Huron).  Less  than  12,000. 

Mr.  McNEILL.  My  hon.  friend  is  entirely  mis¬ 
taken,  as  the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell  was  last 
year,  as  he  would  find  if  he  looks  into  the  trade 
returns  more  carefully. 

Mr.  MACDONALD  (Huron).  The  Trade  and 
Navigation  Returns,  then,  are  not  correct  ? 


Mr.  McNEILL.  It  is  the  returns  of  the  British 
Government  that  I  am  quoting  from,  and  it  will  be 
found  that  my  statement  is  correct. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  Does  the  hon.  gentleman 
know  that  last  year  we  took  more  horses  from 
England  than  England  took  from  us  ? 

Mr.  McNEILL.  My  hon.  friend  can  look  at  the 
returns  for  himself,  and  correct  me  if  I  am  incor¬ 
rect  ;  but  I  think  it  would  be  better  if  he  would 
let  me  finish  my  rambling  remarks  in  the  mean¬ 
time.  I  was  just  saying  that  the  English  market 
was  developing,  while,  unfortunately,  the  market 
in  the  U nited  States  is  very  much  the  reverse.  The 
demand  in  the  United  States  for  our  products  is 
falling  away  very  rapidly.  The  principal  farm  pro¬ 
duct  that  was  taken  from  us  by  the  people  of  the 
United  States  was  barley,  and  our  exports  of  that 
product  has  fallen  off  within  the  last  two  or  three 
years  by  considerably  moie  than  half,  irrespective 
of  the  McKinley  Bill  altogether.  As  my  hon. 
friend  ought  to  know,  and  as  I  suppose  he  does 
know,  the  farmers  in  the  Western  States  are  devot¬ 
ing  much  more  attention  to  the  cultivation  of  bar¬ 
ley  than  they  did  a  few  years  ago,  with  the  result 
that  they  are  raising  a  better  class  of  barley  than 
they  did  formerly  ;  and  the  fact  that  the  brewers 
of  the  United  States  are  now  using  an  inferior 
quality  of  barley  enables  the  farmers  of  the  United 
States  largely  to  supply  the  demand  for  barley 
there,  and  it  is  only  a  matter  of  a  short  time  when 
our  barley,  with  the  exception  of  small  quantities 
of  the  finest  grades,  will  vanish  from  the  United 
States  market  altogether.  We  have  in  the 
mother  country,  however,  a  market  for  our  barley 
which,  I  am  glad  to  say,  is  likely  to  prove 
much  more  valuable  to  us  than  the  market  in  the 
United  States  ever  did.  I  suppose  I  shall  be  told 
that  however  important  or  valuable  it  would  be  for 
Canada  to  have  preferential  treatment  for  our  goods 
in  the  markets  of  the  mother  country,  the  mother 
country  will  never  agree  to  it.  I  shall  be  told  that 
the  mother  country  will  never  tax  the  food  of  her 
toiling  millions— that  is  the  favourite  expression  ; 
and  that  she  will  never  permit  the  trade  of  Canada, 
a  mere  contemptible  fraction  of  her  whole  trade,  to 
imperil  her  trade  with  the  whole  world.  These 
are  formidable  objections,  and,  with  the  permission 
of  the  House,  I  would  like  to  say  a  word  with  regard 
to  them.  In  the  first  place,  as  to  taxing  the  food 
of  the  toiling  millions,  there  are  two  fallacies 
which  are  rapidly  being  exposed  in  the  mother 
country.  The  first  is,  that  an  actual  increase  in  the 
price  of  wheat  must  necessarily  increase  the  price 
of  the  loaf.  The  imposition  of  a  small  tariff  of  say 
five  shillings  per  quarter,  it  has  been  asserted,  would 
necessarily  increase  the  price  of  the  four-pound 
loaf.  Well,  it  has  been  found  by  the  test  of  actual 
experience,  that  an  increase  in  the  price  of  wheat 
to  the  amount  of  five  shillings,  and  even  more  than 
five  shillings,  does  not  necessarily  raise  the  price 
of  the  four-pound  loaf  to  the  extent  of  one  farth¬ 
ing  ;  but  furthermore,  as  the  Chairman  of  the 
Council  of  the  London  Chamber  of  Com¬ 
merce  recently  pointed  out — and  he  is  a 
sufficiently  good  authority,  one  would  think, 
being  at  any  rate  a  pronounced  free  trader. 
He  said  that  in  France  and  in  Germany,  the  effect 
of  the  imposition  of  a  small  duty  upon  wheat  had 
not  been  to  raise  the  price  of  wheat  at  all.  So 
much  for  the  increase  price  of  the  loaf.  The  second 
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fallacy  which  is  being  exposed  in  England  is  the 
fallacy  that  the  cheap  loaf  for  the  workingman  is 
necessarily  the  large  loaf.  That  used  to  be  accep¬ 
ted  as  an  axiom.  That  fallacy  has  been  exposed  as 
concisely,  recently  in  England,  by  a  leading  public 
man  there,  as  it  very  well  can  be,  when  he  said  : 
Employment,  not  cheapness,  is  the  large  loaf  for 
the  labouring  man ;  want  of  employment  is  the  small 
loaf,  or,  I  may  add,  no  loaf  at  all.  It  is  quite  evi¬ 
dent  that  the  mechanic  having  con  Aant  employment 
at  good  wages,  and  with  money  in  his  pocket,  can 
afford  to  buy  a  large  loaf  even  though  it  be  a  little 
.dearer,  but  the  unfortunate  labouring  man  out  of 
employment,  with  little  or  no  money  in  his  pocket, 
must  be  content  with  a  very  small  one,  however 
cheap  it  may  be.  The  labouring  men  and  mechanics 
of  England  have  come  to  understand  this,  that  the 
first  requisite  is  steady  employment  and  that 
cheapness  comes  second.  They  look  abroad,  and 
they  see  that  the  outlook  for  employment,  and 
steady  employment,  for  them  is  by  no  means  bright. 
They  see  that  one  by  one  great  markets  into  which 
their  goods  were  admitted  a  few  years  ago  are 
being  closed  against  them. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  Oh! 

Mr.  McNEILL.  I  do  not  understand  the  inter¬ 
ruption  of  my  hon.  friend. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  I  would  like  to  hear  the 
truth  of  that  statement. 

Mr.  McNEILL.  I  wonder  that  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  should  require  any  proof  of  the  statement 
that  the  markets  of  France,  Germany,  Russia  and 
the  United  States,  and  all  the  great  civilized 
countries  of  the  world  are  being  closed  against 
England  at  the  present  time.  I  suppose  he  knows 
better  than  Lord  Salisbury,  but  Lord  Salisbury 
says  so.  However,  as  I  was  stating,  these  markets 
are  being  closed,  one  by  one,  against  the  products 
of  England,  and  the  workingmen  feel  that  they 
are  unfairly  handicapped  in  the  industrial  race  ; 
for  while  these  markets  are  being  closed  against 
the  products  of  their  industry,  the  products  of 
these  very  foreign  countries  are  being  poured  on 
the  open  markets  of  England.  Now,  perhaps, 
hon.  gentlemen  may  be  surprised  if  I  tell  them 
that  they  are  being  poured  in  upon  the  open  mar¬ 
kets,  the  products  of  foreign  labour,  almost  to  tire 
extent  of  one-half  the  amount  of  manufac¬ 
tured  goods  that  England  sells  to  foreign 
countries.  What  do  we  see  as  the  condition  of 
things  in  England  to-day  ?  Take  the  condition  of 
the  greatest  of  all  industries  in  England,  that  of 
agriculture,  which  employs  two  million  hands  as 
against  one  million  hands  employed  by  the  textile 
industry,  we  see  that  the  products  of  agriculture  in 
England,  according  to  McCulloch’s  Mercantile  Dic¬ 
tionary  of  1845,  and  the  official  return  of  to-day 
have  fallen  off  to-day  to  the  extent  of  fifty  millions 
sterling,  and  that  there  is  an  increase  in  the  im¬ 
portation  of  foreign  agricultural  products  to  the 
extent  of  eighty -four  millions  sterling.  And  what 
dove  find  in  reference  to  manufactures?  Do  we 
find  that  there  is  such  an  increased  activity  in  manu¬ 
facturing  centres  as  to  compensate  for  this  desolat¬ 
ing  agricultural  loss  ?  No,  we  find  nothing  of  the 
kind.  We  find,  on  the  contrary,  that  the  condition 
of  things  is  most  serious  with  regard  to  the  manu¬ 
facturing  industries  of  England  to-day.  We  find 
that  this  inroad  of  foreign  goods  is  attacking  the 
very  staples  of  her  industry.  We  find  that  her  jute 


and  linen  industry,  one  of  her  staples,  has  been 
attacked  to  this  extent,  that  while  last  year  Eng¬ 
land  exported  $8,000,000  worth  of  manufac¬ 
tured  goods,  she  imported  actually  $10,100,000 
worth,  or  $2,000,000  more  than  they  exported.  We 
find  that  the  export  of  cotton  manufactured  goods 
has  fallen  off.  We  find  that  in  silks  the  industry 
has  been  ruined  altogether. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  Then  England  is  going  to  adopt 
protection  ? 

Mr.  McNEILL.  I  cannot  tell  the  hon.  gentleman 
what  England  is  going  to  do. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  It  ought  to. 

Mr.  McNEILL.  I  am  glad  to  hear  my  hon.  friend 
coming  round  so  rapidly  to  protectionist  views.  I 
am  giving  him  facts  and  figures,  and  he  says  they 
lead  him  to  the  conclusion  that  England  ought  to 
adopt  protection.  Those  facts  and  figures  are  in¬ 
controvertible,  and  I  hope  the  hon.  gentleman  will 
come  over  here  and  support  us  in  our  protective 
policy.  But  1  was  going  to  say,  that,  so  far  as 
woollen  manufactures  are  concerned,  we  have  the 
sainestory  to  tell.  The  woollen  manufactures  import¬ 
ed  into  England  last  year  amounted  to  over  £11 ,000,  - 
000  sterling,  and  she  only  exported  £18,500,000 
sterling,  so  that  in  that  great  staple  of  English  indus¬ 
try,  which  has  been  world  famed,  we  find  the  for¬ 
eigner  has  sent  into  England  more  than  half  what 
she  has  exported.  Then,  as  I  have  said,  the  silk 
industry  has  been  annihilated.  The  silk  looms  of 
Coventry  are  standing  idle,  and  the  foreigner  pour¬ 
ed  into  England  last  year  £11,000,000  sterling- 
worth  of  silk  manufactured  goods.  These  facts 
and  figures  are  producing  theireffectsupontheminds 
of  the  people  of  England  and  they  are  coming  to  the 
conclusion,  many  of  them  at  least,  that  some  remedy 
will  require  to  be  found  for  this  state  of  things  ;  and 
many  are  turning  their  eyes  to  the  colonies  and  the  out¬ 
lying  possessions  of  the  Empire.  And  what  do  they 
find?  They  find  that  while  there  has  been  this  extra¬ 
ordinary  falling  away  in  the  markets  of  foreign  coun¬ 
tries  for  English  manufactured  goods,  in  the  col¬ 
onies  the  very  reverse  has  been  the  case.  Even  at 
the  time  when  there  was  an  increase  of  exports  to 
the  United  States,  to  France  to  Germany,  to  Bel¬ 
gium,  and  to  Holland,  who  are  our  best  customers 
among  foreign  nations,  while  there  was  an  increase 
in  fourteen  years  from  £71,000,000  to  £81,000,000 
sterling  or  one-seventh  of  the  increase,  during  that 
time,  of  manufactured  goods  exported  to  these  coun¬ 
tries,  during  the  same  time  there  was  an  increase 
of  from  £22,000,000  to  £42,000,000  sterling  or  an 
increase  of  ten-elevenths  of  manufactured  exports 
to  the  colonies.  Let  us  look  at  this  from  another 
point  of  view.  Let  us  compare  the  United  States 
and  the  five  great  powers  of  Europe  with  Canada 
and  five  of  the  great  colonies  of  the  Empire.  We  find 
that,  while  the  United  States  takes  over  $2  per  head 
of  her  population  of  English  manufactured  goods, 
Canada  takes  over  $8  per  head.  While  Austria 
takes  16  cents  per  head,  the  West  Indies  takes  $11.65 
per  head.  While  Russia  takes  31  cents  per  head, 
the  Cape  takes  $23  per  head.  While  Italy  takes 
$1.35  per  head,  New  Zealand  takes  $26  per  head. 
While  Germany  takes  $2.06  per  head,  Victoria 
takes  $31  per  head.  While  France  takes  $2.16 
per  head,  New  South  Wales  takes  $31.50  per  head. 

I  do  not  think,  in  face  of  these  facts  and  figures, 
it  is  very  surprising  that  we  should  find  Lord 
Salisbury  stating  that  the  vital  forces  of  the  com- 
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merce  of  the  Empire  were  to  be  found  within  the 
Empire  itself,  and  it  is  too  late  in  the  day  altogether 
to  talk  about  the  insignificant  trade  of  Canada  or 
the  colonies  in  face  of  these  figures.  I  will  give  an 
idea  of  the  class  of  goods  that  the  colonies  take 
from  England  by  the  following  statement  :  — 


Foreign 

Countries 


Colonies. 


Apparel  and  slops . 

Arms  and  ammunition . 

Books,  printed . 

Brass  manufactures . 

Candles  . . . 

Clocks  and  watches  . 

Copper  manufactured  . 

Cordage,  Ac  . 

Cotton  piece  goods . . . 

Cotton  hosiery . ' . 

Furniture  . 

Glass,  all  kinds . 

Haberdashery  and  millinery . 

Hardware  and  cutlery. . . 

Hats  of  all  sorts . '. . 

Iron  and  steel,  railroad  rails . 

Railroad  chairs  and  repairs. 

Iron  wire . . . . . 

Sheets,  galvanized  . . . . 

Nails,  screws  and  rivets . 

Wrought  and  manufactures  of, 

unenumerated . 

Lead,  all  kinds,  manufactured . 

Leather,  wrought,  boots  and  shoes . 

Medicines . 

Musical  instruments.  . . 

Paper  of  all  descriptions . 

Plated  and  gilt  wares . 

Saddlery  and  harness  . 

Silk  handkerchiefs . 

Soaps .  . 

Telegraphic  wires  and  apparatus. . . . 
Woollens — 

Flannels. . . 

Blankets . . 


Rugs,  coverlets  or  wrappers . 

Hosiery . 

Small  woollen  wares,  not  enu¬ 
merated  . 

Umbrellas  and  parasols . 


£ 


£ 


949,000: 
1,000,000 
500,000 
294,000 
110,000 
52,000 1 
825 ,000  i 
285,000 
28,500,000 
313,000 
252,000 
467,000 
500,000 
1,500,000 
bll,000 
2,000,000 
453,000 
483,000 
855,000 
166,000 


4,000,000 
750,000 
750,000 
206,000 
150,000 
70,000 
1,000,000 
209,000 
,25,500,000 
350.000 
396,000 
598,000 
1 ,500.000 
1,100,000 
660,000 
2,000,000 
637,000 
599,000 
1,300,000 
213,000 


1,300,000 
171,000 
330,000 
405,000 
66,000 
500,000 
131,000 
219,000 
106,000 
209, b00 
719,000 


1.084,000 

170,000 

1,500,000 

655,000 

124,000 

1,100,000 

184,000 

422,000 

404,000 

324,000 

882,000 


166,000 

209,000 

258,000 

455,000 


328,000 

392,000 

268,000 

458,000 


98,000  100,000 
150,000  426,000 


I  think  it  is  impossible  for  any  one  to  attempt  to 
say,  in  the  face  of  those  figures,  that  the  trade  of 
the  colonies  is  so  insignificant  that  England  M  ould 
not  dream  of  sacrificing  or  imperilling  any  trade 
she  now  has  for  the  sake  of  that  colonial  trade.  I 
do  not  think  that  can  be  reasonably  maintained. 
The  truth  of  the  matter  is  that  this  colonial  trade 
is,  as  Lord  Salisbury  has  said,  the  trade  which 
gives  the  vital  force  to  the  whole  trade  of  the 
Empire.  Under  these  circumstances  it  is  not  un¬ 
natural  that  one  should  suppose,  on  first  principles, 
that  something  would  be  done  towards  strengthen¬ 
ing  and  developing  this  trade  with  the  colonies  by 
people  in  England.  I  think  I  have  said  enough  to 
give  a  primd  facie  reason  for  expecting  such  action 
to  be  taken,  I  but  want  to  give  more  definite 
grounds  for  expecting  such  action.  In  the  first 
place  I  want  to  give  emphasis  to  the  statement  of 
Lord. Salisbury  that  he  regards  the  trade  with  the 
colonies  as  the  vital  force  on  which  depends  the 
M’hole  trade  of  the  Empire.  I  would  also  call 
attention  to  a  newspaper  called  the  London  Timex, 
and  I  would  especially  call  the  attention  of  my 
hon.  friend  from  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills)  to  this, 
because  he  said  last  session,  when  a  similar  matter 
was  under  discussion,  that  he  had  taken  the  Timex 


for  20  years  and  could  not  believe  that  such  an 
article  could  appear  in  that  newspaper.  I  M  ill 
read  a  few  lines  from  a  leading  article  in  the  Timex , 
and  I  hope  thej^  M  ill  impress  the  mind  of  my  hon. 
friend  : 

“  If  the  federal  idea  makes  progress  among  our 
colonies,  the  desire  to  remain  in  the  Empire  of  Great 
Britain  will  only  give  place  to  an  equally  strong  senti¬ 
ment  in  favour  of  retaining  Great  Britain  in  their  Empire. 
Still,  there  can  be  no  doubt  as  to  their  wisdom  and  even 
the  necessity  of  strengthening  either  sentiment  by  attach¬ 
ing  substantial  benefits  to  the  union. 

“  Sir  Gordon  Sprigs  tell  us  that  free  trade  is  not  a  fetish 
in  the  colonies,  and  that  the  theories  of  the  text  books  are 
not  allowed  to  stand  in  the  way  of  any  fisca  l  measure  that 
seems  advantageous.  As  to  the  text  books  they  are  getting 
somewhat  out  worn  even  here.  Our  modern  economists 
have  so  many  qualifications  to  make  in  the  fine  square  cut 
doctrines  of  the  older  school  that  the  science  is  rapidly  be¬ 
coming  unrecognizable.” 

So  says  the  London  Times — 

“  There  is  still  a  considerable  amount  of  fetish  worship, 
but  the  ideas  upon  which  any  commercial  union  must  rest 
will  not  in  luture  incur  the  furious  and  unreasoning 
hostility  that  would  have  greeted  them  20  years  ago. 

This  is  all  from  the  London  Timex ,  I  wish  to 
tell  the  hon.  member  for  Bothw^ell— 

“  It  is  getting  to  be  understood  that  free  trade  is  made 
for  man,  not  man  for  free  trade,  and  any  change  that  may 
be  proposed  will  have  a  better  chance  of  being  discussed 
upon  their  own  merits,  rather  than  in  the  light  of  high 
and  dry  theories  backed  by  outcries  against  the  thin  edge 
of  the  wedge.  The  British  Empire  is  so  large  and  so  com¬ 
pletely  self-supporting  that  it  could  very  rvell  afford  for 
the  sake  of  a  serious  political  gain,  to  surround  itself  with 
a  moderate  fence.” 

Just  think  of  that — 

“  There  would  of  course  be  some  economic  disadvantage 
in  a  customs  union,  but  if  a  larger  political  advantage 
can  be  gained,  there  is  no  sound  reason  that  we  know  of 
why  the  transaction  should  not  be  regarded  like  any 
other  in  the  light  of  expediency.” 

Nom’ ,  Sir,  when  we  find  an  organ  of  public  opinion 
holding  the  unique  position  that  the  London  Times. 
holds  among  the  journals  of  the  world,  a  position 
of  dignity  and  influence  wrhich  no  other  journal 
holds,  publishing  an  article  of  that  kind,  Mre  have 
pretty  good  evidence  that  a  wonderful  change  is 
passing  over  the  spirit  of  the  British  people  with 
reference  to  this  question. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  If  my  hon.  friend  M  ill 
alloM-  me,  I  would  point  out  that  there  is  a  differ¬ 
ence  betMTeen  the  line  of  argument  of  the  London 
Timex  and  the  one  he  is  now  addressing  to  us. 
The  London  Timex  takes  an  economic  position  with 
a  political  advantage  ;  my  hon.  friend  is  contend¬ 
ing  for  this  union  on  account  of  its  economic 
advantages. 

Mr*  MoNEILL.  I  am  simply  pointing  out  this 
fact,  that  a  proposition  which  a  few  years  ago  would 
not  have  been  entertained  for  a  moment,  in  favour 
of  which  a  letter  had  not  been  inserted  in  the 
columns  of  the  Timex ,  is  nowr,  I  might  almost  say, 
advocated  by  the  London  Timex  itself — at  all  events 
it  is  not  opposed,  for  some  reason  or  other— I  care 
not  w’hat.  I  say  that  is  a  proof  that  an  enormous 
change  has  passed  over  the  minds  of  the  people  of 
England.  But  further  than  that,  Me  find  that 
since  the  commencement  of  last  year  there  has  been 
an  organization  established  in  the  mother  country 
for  the  express  purpose  of  advocating  this  policy 
Mdficli  I  am  attempting  to  place  before  the  House  ; 
and  we  find  that  while  there  were  but  a  few  mem¬ 
bers  of  that  organization  m  lien  we  met  last  in  this 
Chamber,  there  hre  noMr  over  five  thousand  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  United  Empire  Trade  League, and  among 
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them  there  are  over  three  hundred  members  of 
British  Parliaments.  Is  that  not  another  evidence 
that  there  is  a  great  change  passing  over  the  minds 
of  the  people  of  England  in  reference  to  this  ques¬ 
tion  ?  But  further,  I  wish  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  the  fact  that  some  years  ago  when 
the  representatives  of  the  great  Conservative  party 
in  England,  the  ruling  party  in  England,  met 
together  in  convention,  a  resolution  in  favour  of 
such  a  policy  as  this  was  proposed.  There  were  a 
thousand  delegates  present,  and  out  of  the  whole 
number  only  twelve  were  found  to  hold  up  their 
hands  against  this  proposition.  I  want  to  say 
furthermore  that  only  on  the  25th  of  November 
last  another  great  convention  of  the  Conservative 
party  of  the  United  Kingdom  was  held  in  Bir¬ 
mingham,  and  at  that  convention  this  resolution 
was  moved  : 

“  That  the  principles  advocated  by  the  United  Empire 
Trade  League,  favouring  the  extension  of  commerce  upon 
a  preferential  basis  throughout  all  parts  of  the  British 
Empire,  will  be  of  the  highest  collective  and  individual 
advantage  ;  and  further,  that  the  provisions  of  any  treaties 
imposing  limitations  upon  the  full  development  of  trade 
between  the  United  Kingdom  and  other  parts  of  the 
British  Empire  should  be  abrogated. 

“And  that  this  conterence  express  the  earnest  expecta¬ 
tion  that  Her  Majesty's  Government  will  see  their  way 
clear  before  the  next  electoral  campaign,  to  make  some 
decisive  declaration  of  their  intention  to  endeavour  to 
promote  mutually-favoring  customs  arrangements  between 
the  colonies  and  the  home  country.” 

That  resolution  was  moved  at  this  great  meeting  of 
one  of  the  great  parties  of  England,  held  in  Bir¬ 
mingham  so  late  as  the  month  of  November  last, 
and  there  were  only  five  men  in  the  whole  meeting 
who  were  prepared  to  oppose  it  ;  and  the  London 
Time*,  in  its  report  of  the  meeting,  says  that  the 
resolution  was  carried  amid  a  scene  of  great  enthu¬ 
siasm  and  much  cheering.  Is  that  an  evidence,  or 
is  it  not,  that  there  is  a  strong  body  of  opinion  in 
England  in  favour  of  a  policy  of  this  kind  ?  Sir,  I 
wish  to  adduce  still  further  evidence  in  support  of 
what  I  am  saying,  and  I  wish  to  call  the  attention 
of  this  House  to  what  occurred  last  year  in  Dublin 
at  a  meeting  of  the  Associated  Chambers  of  Com¬ 
merce  for  the  United  Kingdom,  at  which  were  pre¬ 
sent  men  representing  trade  and  industry  from  all 
parts  of  the  mother  country.  The  same  matter  was 
brought  up  there  and  the  same  subject  was  dis¬ 
cussed.  A  resolution  had  been  prepared  by  the 
London  Chamber  of  Commerce  in  favour  of  such  a 
policy,  a  resolution  had  been  prepared  by  the  South 
of  Scotland  Chamber  of  Commerce  in  favour  of  such 
a  policy,  and  these  two  resolutions  were  blended 
into  one,  which  was  moved  by  the  chairman  of  the 
council  of  the  London  Chamber  of  Commerce  itself. 
This  gentleman,  in  getting  up  to  move  the  resolu¬ 
tion,  described  himself  as  an  avowed  free  trader. 
Now,  here  is  what  this  avowed  free  trader  says  : 

“  One  of  the  chief  things  that  our  interests  demand  is 
that,  so  far  as  possible,  we  shall  have  open  markets.  If 
we  cannot  get  them  among  foreign  nations  may  we  not 
take  steps  to  secure  them  among  the  colonial  dependen¬ 
cies  as  the  price  of  concessions  to  them  ?  I  concede  that 
the  policy  which  is  suggested  will  inevitably  involve  great 
sacrifices.  It  will  involve  the  sacrifice,  in  some  measure, 
of  the  free  trade  policy  which  has  been  characteristic  of 
this  country  in  the  past.” 

That  from  an  avowed  freetrader,  and  the  chairman 
of  the  council  of  the  London  Chamber  of  Com¬ 
merce.  He  goes  on  to  say  : 

“  It  will  involve  on  the  part  of  the  colonies  some  conces¬ 
sion  in  respect  of  their  protective  tariffs  that  have  so  far, 
with  one  exception,  marked  their  career.  That  sacrifice 
must  be  great  in  the  case  of  growing  colonies,  in  the  early 
Mr.  McNeill. 


stage  of  whose  existence  Stuart  Mill  was  understood— I  do 
not  say  he  said  it— to  admit  that  protective  duties  might 
be  usefully  adopted  to  establish  new  industries.  It  may 
be  that  sacrifice  will  have  to  be  made  by  the  consumer. 
Do  not  let  us  think  that  this  work  can  be  achieved  out  of 
nothing.  *  *  *  *  With  the  duties  imposed  on  corn  in 
Germany  and  France  the  price  of  wheat  has  not  advanced, 
but  quite  contrary.” 

However,  he  says  : 

“  Very  many  commercial  representatives  here  would 
have  to  contemplate  the  raw  material— wool— being  ad¬ 
vanced  in  price.” 

It  just  occurs  to  me  to  mention  now,  what  I  had 
intended  to  mention  previously,  that  so  far  as  the 
danger  of  England  imposing  a  tax  on  the  raw 
material  of  wool,  is  concerned,  it  would  seem  when 
one  looks  into  the  figures,  as  if  that  would  not  be 
a  very  terrible  undertaking  after  all  ;  seeing  that 
out  of  the  £27,000,000  worth  which  she  imports, 
she  only  imports  £3,000,000  worth  from  foreign 
countries.  All  the  rest  she  imports  from  her  own 
Empire,  and  therefore  it  would  be  a  small  matter, 
the  imposing  of  a  duty  on  foreign  wool.  He 
continues : 

“  But  the  prosperity  of  colonies  might  be  augmented  to 
such  an  extent  that  the  result  might  be  a  reduction  in¬ 
stead  of  an  advance  *  *  *  The  days  are  a  little  over 
in  which  the  chief  object  in  existence  was  competition 
and  cheapness.  That  was  the  doctrine  of  a  school  of  very 
high  authority,  the  school  that  gave  us  free  trade.  But 
men  are  giving -their  thoughts  to  wider  aspects,  and  they 
no  longer  believe  that  produce  by  competition— enabling 
some  men  scarcely  to  live,  with  no  leisure,  and  under 
such  conditions  that  life  is  scarcely  worth  living— is  the 
highest  objective  of  social  existence.  The  feeling  is  grow¬ 
ing  in  the  minds  of  the  people  that  the  object  of  national 
existence  is  not  the  accumulation  of  wealth,  but  the  wider 
one  of  the  welfare  of  mankind.  If  it  be  true  that  in  place 
of  mere  competition  we  can  put  before  the  country  a 
noble  and.  practical  ideal  which  can  be  truly  realized, 
then  I  think  even  sacrifices  may  be  justified  for  such 
permanent  and  good  end«  as  the  welfare  and  continuity 
of  the  supremacy,  commercial  and  otherwise,  of  our  great 
Empire.  *  *  *  .  What  is  the  commercial  aspect  of  the 
Empire  ?  I  say  without  hesitation,  that  the  colonies  and 
dependencies  of  England  are  those  who  give  us  not  only 
the  most  secure  portion  of  our  trade,  but  contribute  the 
largest  proportion  of  it  taken  as  a  class.  *  *  *  I  do 
think  by  a  differential  customs  tariff,  based  upon  allow¬ 
ances  by  the  colonies,  our  own  rates  giving  our  kith  and 
kin  advantages  in  their  commerce  with  us,  you  will  be 
able  to  found  a  customs  league  which  will  be  able  te  fulfil 
all  the  requirements  of  their  existence,  and  enable  them 
to  deal  with  the  mother  country  on  terms  of  the  most 
reciprocal  advantage.”  *  *  * 

This  is,  as  I  have  said,  from  the  statement  of  the 
chairman  of  the  council  of  the  London  Chamber 
of  Commerce,  an  avowed  free  trader.  That  resolu¬ 
tion  was  put  to  the  meeting  and  that  resolution 
was  carried  unanimously,  and  the  remarks  which 
I  have  read  were  received  with  rounds  of  applause 
when  the  speaker  resumed  his  seat.  I  think  I  have 
given  evidence  sufficient  to  show,  Mr.  Speaker,  that 
there  is  a  very  strong  and  a  very  influential  body 
of  opinion  in  England  in  favour  of  the  policy  which 
I  am  humbly  endeavouring  to  advocate  here  to-day. 

I  think  it  is  impossible  for  any  fair-minded  man  to 
doubt  for  a  moment  that  there  is  a  reasonable 
probability  of  our  obtaining  that  preferential 
treatment  in  the  markets  of  England  which  would 
be  so  beneficial  to  us.  Not  only  to  us  would  it  be 
beneficial,  but  it  would  be  enormously  beneficial  to 
England  also.  If  we  are  right  in  supposing  it  would 
lie  beneficial  to  us,  then  every  man  in  Canada 
would  be  able  to  buy  more  from  England  than  he 
does  to-day.  At  the  present  time  the  trade  of  the 
colonies—  I  am  speaking  of  the  purchase  by  the 
colonies  of  the  manufactured  goods  of  England — is 
equal  to  considerably  more  than  half  the  amount 
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that  is  paid  to  her  for  her  manufactured  goods  by 
foreign  countries.  The  amount  which  foreign 
countries  pay  to  England  for  manufactured  goods 
is  from  £138,000,000  to  £140,000,000,  and  the 
amount  which  the  colonies  purchased  from  England 
of  manu f act  ured  goods  is  £85 , 00( ), 000  or  £80 ,000,0( )0, 
so  that  you  see  it  is  very  much  more  than  half. 
As  I  have  said,  every  man  in  the  colonies  will  be 
able  to  buy  more  from  England,  and  not  only  so, 
but  England  would  have  a  preference  in  our 
market,  and  therefore  much  more  will  be  purchased 
from  England  than  is  at  present  purchased,  even 
supposing  the  condition  of  our  citizens  was  not 
benefited  by  this  preferential  treatment.  However, 
that  would  be  a*  very  superficial  view  to  take  of 
this  matter,  it  would  be  a  very  superficial  view  to 
take  of  the  advantage  that  would  accrue  to  England 
from  this  policy,  because  it  cannot  be  doubted  that 
there  would  be  a  greatly  increased  flow  of  immigra¬ 
tion  towards  these  favoured  regions  of  the  world 
that  enjoyed  the  enormous  advantage  of  preferen¬ 
tial  treatment,  in  what  is  incomparably  the  greatest 
market  of  the  world.  We  might  naturally  expect 
that  the  population  of  the  Empire  would  increase 
at  a  rate  for  which  we  have  heretofore  no  example 
at  all.  The  advantage  would  act  and  react,  and 
we  must  recollect,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  we  are  all  of  one 
Empire  and  that  each  part  of  this  Empire  is  able  to 
supply  the  .  other  part,  and  all  the  other  parts, 
with  some  of  those  things  they  require.  I  am  not  one 
of  those  who  think  that  the  interests  of  this  coun¬ 
try  must  conflict  with  the  interests  of  the  Empire. 
I  am  one  of  those  who  believe  that  our  interests 
are  inextricably  woven  together.  I  maintain,  Sir, 
that  the  man  who  says  that  the  interests  of  Canada 
must  conflict  with  the  interests  of  the  mother 
country  who  guards  the  interests  of  her  offspring 
all  the  world  over,  I  say  that  the  man  who  says 
so  and  who  thinks  so,  in  my  opinion  takes  a  very 
narrow  view  of  a  great  question.  I  say,  Sir,  that 
the  man  who  goes  up  and  down  this  country,  or 
who  goes  up  and  down  England,  making  the  state¬ 
ment  that  the  interests  of  Canada  must  conflict 
with  the  interests  of  England,  is  no  true  friend, 
and  can  be  no  true  friend  of  British  connection.  I 
say,  Sir,  that  the  man  who  preaches  such  a  per¬ 
nicious  doctrine  as  that  is  seeking  with  subtle 
hand  to  undo  the  golden  links  of  loyalty  and  love 
that  bind  the  Empire  together.  I  care  not  who  he 
be,  whether  he  be  a  Reformer  or  a  Conservative, 
whether  he  be  Grit  or  Tory,  Canadian  or  English¬ 
man,  he  is,  as  I  have  said,  an  enemy  of  the  British 
Empire  whether  he  knows  it  or  not.  No,  Sir,  I 
say  that  the  interests  of  Canada  and  England 
do  not  conflict  in  the  true  sense,  in  the  states¬ 
manlike  sense.  The  interests  of  the  provinces 
of  Canada  conflict  in  a  restricted  sense.  The 
interests  of  the  counties  in  the  provinces 
conflict  in  a  restricted  sense,  the  interests  of  the 
cities  and  towns  and  villages  of  the  counties,  con¬ 
flict  in  a  restricted  sense,  the  interest  of  the  indi¬ 
vidual  tradesmen  in  the  villages  conflict  in  a 
restricted  sense.  Even  the  interests  of  the  indi¬ 
vidual  members  of  a  family  may  conflict  in  a 
restricted  sense,  and  gentlemen  of  the  medical  pro¬ 
fession  tell  us  that  the  interests  of  the  members  of 
our  own  bodies  conflict  in  a  restricted  sense.  But, 
Sir,  just  in  the  same  sense  as  the  interests  of*  the 
provinces  do  not  conflict  with  the  interests  of  the 
Dominion  as  a  whole,  so  is  it  true  that  the  interests 
of  the  different  provinces  of  the  Empire  do  not 
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conflict  with  the  interests  of  the  mother  country. 
I  wonder  what  my  hon.  friend  would  have  thought 
if  the  great  and  good  man  who  so  very  recently 
passed  away  from  amongst  us  ;  when  he  occupied 
the  position  which  my  hon.  friend  fills  now  so 
worthily  and  with  such  satisfaction  I  am  sure  to 
both  sides  of  this  House  ;  I  wonder  what  my  hon. 
friend  would  have  thought  if  that  good  man  had 
risen  in  his  place  and  had  said  as  my  hon.  friend 
said  :  The  interests  of  England  must  conflict 
with  the  interests  of  Canada,  and  when  that  day 
comes  my  guiding  star,  and  my  sole  guiding  star, 
shall  be  the  interests  of  Canada,  first  and  last  and  all 
the  time,  and  not  the  interests  of  England  at  all 
I  wonder  what  lie  would  ha\e  thought  if  the  Hon. 
Alexander  Mackenzie  had  risen  in  his  place  in  this 
House  and  said  :  The  day  must  come  when  the 
interests  of  the  Province  of  Ontario  will  conflict 
with  the  interests  of  the  Province  of  Quebec,  and 
when  that  day  conies,  my  guiding  star,  and  my 
sole  guiding  star,  shall  be  the  interests  of  my  own 
Province  of  Ontario,  and  not  the  interests  of 
Quebec  at  all  ?  I  wonder  if  the  hon.  gentleman 
would  have  thought  that  that  was  a  very  wise, 
salutary  or  statesmanlike  utterance  on  the  part  of 
Mr.  Mackenzie  ?  I  think,  Sir,  that  nothing  could 
be  conceived  better  calculated  to  destroy  the 
harmonious  conditions  which  happily  exist  between 
the  provinces—  to  show7  distrust  and  discord  among 
them,  and  to  shake  Confederation  to  its  centre, 
than  such  utterances  as  that,  delivered  by  politicians 
of  weight  and  influence.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  spirit  and 
the  frame  of  mind  which  induces  such  an  utterance 
is  foreign  to  the  spirit  of  British  institutions  and 
alien  to  the  genius  of  the  British  race.  Not  thus, 
Sir,  v^as  the  British  constitution  built  up.  Not 
thus  have  British  institutions  been  made  so 
successful  and  so  salutary.  Not  thus  would  the 
best  British  statesmanship  deal  with  the  prob¬ 
lem,  should  a  sad  day  dawn  when  the  inter¬ 
ests  of  England  and  of  her  peerless  daughter 
seem  to  conflict.  No,  Sir  ;  not  thus,  but  by  wise  con¬ 
cession,  by  moderation  in  counsel,  and  by  reasonable 
compromise  in  the  interests  of  both  these  countries, 
whose  interests  are  so  inextricably  interwoven, 
would  a  solution  of  the  difficulty  be  sought  and 
obtained.  But  my  hon.  friend  says  that  would  not 
be  his  policy  at  all.  He  says  that  in  that  day  he 
would  not  consider  the  interests  of  England  at  all, 
but  only  the  interests  of  Canada  ;  he  would  leave 
the  people  of  England  to  look  after  their  own 
interests.  I  think,  Mr.  Speaker,  you  will  agree 
with  me  that  this  is  a  new  departure  in  Canadian 
politics — -a  departure  altogether  at  variance  with 
the  principles  which  we  have  always  understood 
to  underly  the  political  life  of  this  country.  This 
is  a  platform  which  I  venture  to  say  will  not  be 
approved  by  the  loyal  people  of  Canada.  It  is  very 
natural  that  my  hon.  friend  should  have  been 
drawn  into  this  position,  since  he  happened  to  be 
drawn  into  a  support  of  the  policy  w  hich  of  late 
he  has  been  advocating.  Hardly  anything  else 
could  have  been  expected  ;  but  I  venture  to  say 
that  if  it  were  possible  that  such  a  policy  could  be 
adopted  and  it  were  persevered  in,  one  result  only 
could  flow*  from  it.  The  children  to  be  born  of  it 
are  discord,  disruption  and  disaster,  imminent  and 
terrible  peril  for  Canada,  and  the  disruption  of 
the  Empire  for  England.  That,  Sir,  is  plain. 
It  is  surely  so  plain  that  a  child  can  see  it  ; 
because  if  we  announced  it  to  be  our  policy 
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that  we  will  not  consider  the  interests  of  Eng¬ 
land  at  all,  England  will  thereby  be  absolved 
from  any  obligation  to  consider  our  interests  at 
all  ;  and  thus,  at  one  fell  swoop,  in  a  paroxysm 
of  political  insanity,  if  I  may  say  so,  we  Hing 
away  all  the  moral  support,  all  the  glory,  the 
prestige,  the  might,  the  armies  and  the  ironclads 
of  the  matchless  Empire  of  which  we  form  a  part — 
prestige,  might,  armies  and  ironclads,  Mr.  Speaker, 
which  cost  us  not  so  much  as  one  poor  cent  but 
which  are  to  all  intents  and  purposes  as  truly  and 
absolutely  at  the  service  of  every  man,  woman  and 
child  who  shall  to-morrow  morning  walk  on  the 
streets  of  Ottawa,  as  they  are  at  the  service  of  any 
one  of  those  who  thronged  at  the  throbbing  heart 
of  the  Empire  a  few  short  months  ago  to  mingle 
their  griefs  with  ours  for  the  death  of  one  who,  how¬ 
ever  highly  we  may  appreciate  his  services  here  in 
Canada,  found  them  if  possible  even  more  highly 
valued  by  the  ’oremost  statesmen  of  the  metropolis 
of  the  world.  No,  Sir,  we  are  one  Empire*  we 
have  common  interests,  and  nothing  but  political 
insanity  can  drive  us  asunder  ;  and  I  for  my  part 
am  convinced  that  if  this  House  passes  the  resolu¬ 
tion  which  I  have  placed  before  it,  and  if  our  action 
is  followed,  as  I  have  no  doubt  it  will  be  followed, 
by  similar  action  on  the  part  of  the  other  colonies 
of  the  Empire,  the  day  will  very  shortly  come 
when  we  shall  find  such  prosperity  reigning  within 
our  Empire  as  no  man  has  yet  dreamed  of. 

Mr.  DESJARDINS  (L'lslet).  Mr.  Speaker,  1 
have  accepted  with  pleasure  the  honour  of  second¬ 
ing  the  motion  of  my  lion,  friend  from  North  Bruce 
(Mr.  McNeill).  I  am  induced  to  do  so  by  the  im¬ 
portance  of  the  question  to  which  this  resolution 
asks  the  serious  consideration  of  this  House,  and 
also  on  account  of  the  good  which,  I  have  no  doubt, 
a  calm,  temperate,  intelligent  and  earnest  discussion 
of  this  subject  will  do  to  the  country.  There  is  no 
doubt,  Sir,  that  whatever  may  be  our  views  as  to 
the  practicability  of  the  proposition,  or  the  difficul¬ 
ties  of  working  it  out,  that  it  is  a  very  tit  subject 
for  debate,  and  that  it  calls  for  the  patriotic  con¬ 
sideration  of  all  the  well-wishers  of  the  prosperity 
of  Canada.  But,  Sir,  I  think  it  is  proper  to  preface 
the  few  remarks  to  which  I  intend  to  solicit  the 
kind  hearing  of  this  House,  with  some  observations 
on  the  relative  importance  of  internal  and  external 
trade  relations.  Whilst  I  fully  appreciate  the 
importance  of  extended  foreign  trade  relations,  and 
recognize  that  it  is  the  duty  of  this  Parliament  to 
do  all  it  can  to  extend  them,  I  cannot  refrain  from 
noticing  that  in  the  discussion  of  the  subject,  either 
in  this  House,  in  the  press  or  on  the  public  plat¬ 
form,  many  speakers  and  writers  are  apt  to  lose 
sight  of  the  paramount  importance  of  internal 
trade  compared  with  foreign  commerce.  If  we 
were  to  judge  the  opinions  of  some  of  them  by 
their  utterances,  we  should  be  almost  driven  to  the 
conclusion  that  they  admit  of  no  other  criterion  of 
the  country’s  prosperity  than  the  more  or  less 
rapid  increase  of  its  external  trade.  With  due 
respect  to  their  way  of  thinking,  with  due  regard 
to  the  weight  of  their  opinion,  I  cannot  help  saying 
that  I  consider  such  a  one-sided  view  of  .so  com¬ 
plicated  a  question  as  entirely  erroneous.  True  it  is, 
that  especially  since  the  beginning  of  this  century, 
the  foreign  commerce  of  the  nations  of  the  world  has 
very  much  increased.  The  cause  is  not  far  to  seek 
nor  difficult  to  find.  This  happy  result, which  con- 
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tributed  so  much  to  the  progress,  the  comfort  and 
the  intellectual  and  moral  advancement  of  human¬ 
ity,  is  the  natural  outcome  of  the  marvellous  devel¬ 
opment  of  the  means  of  production,  and  the  conse¬ 
quent  increase  of  the  consuming  power,  and  also  of 
the  wonderful  development  of  transportation  facili¬ 
ties.  But  if  external  trade  has  so  much  increased, 
on  the  other  hand  internal  trade  has  wondrously 
developed  under  the  powerful  influence  of  the  same 
beneficial  causes.  In  my  humble  opinion,  we  would 
be  taking  a  wrong  view  of  the  question  if  we  were 
to  neglect  our  duty  to  internal  trade,  and  devote 
all  our  care  and  attention  to  external  trade.  The 
public  good  demands  from  us  an  equally  intelligent 
effort  to  foster  the  two  great  classes  of  commercial 
intercourse,  and  not  the  short-sighted  policy  of 
sacrificing  the  former  to  the  latter.  Statistical 
science  has  progressed  a  great  deal  of  late.  Man’s 
mind  is  apt  to  get  enthusiastic  at  the  sight  of  big 
figures,  telling  the  story  of  the  development  of  the 
foreign  trade  of  the  nation,  and  one  so  carried 
away  is  liable  to  forget  the  still  more  interesting 
and  important  increase  of  commercial  intercourse 
among  the  various  parts  of  his  own  country.  A 
few  cases  in  point  will  not  be  out  of  place.  When 
we  read,  for  instance,  of  the  external  trade  of  the 
United  States  and  ascertain  that  the  great  republic 
to  the  south  of  us  exports  nearly  .$900,000,000 
worth  of  its  products  annually,  we  are  somewhat 
appalled  at  the  hugeness  of  these  figures,  but  our 
ideas  of  the  foreign  commerce  of  our  neighbours 
become  sobered  somewhat  when  we  reflect  that  it  is 
small  indeed  compared  with  the  volume  of  internal 
trade.  W  hile  the  export  and  import  trade  combined 
of  the  United  States  amounts  to  about$  1,700, 000, 000 
in  round  figures,  the  internal  trade  of  the  republic 
represents  at  least  $40,000,000,000,  or  more  than 
twenty  times  as  much.  The  same  thing  can  be  told  of 
the  other  leading  nations  of  the  world — of  France, 
of  Russia,  of  Germany,  of  Austria,  and  of  Italy. 
The  country  where  the  disproportion  of  external 
trade  to  internal  trade  is  less  marked  is  England, 
and  this  for  obvious  reasons.  England  is  a  great 
hive  of  industry,  and  will  continue  to  be  in  spite 
of  the  foreign  competition  getting  keener  every 
day.  It  manufactures  for  all  the  world,  and  has 
developed  an  external  trade  much  larger  than  any 
country  of  the  globe.  In  1890,  its  foreign  trade 
amounted  to  $3,725,000,000  or  $100  for  every  head 
of  the  population,  while  the  United  States  have 
only  a  foreign  trade  equal  to  $27  per  head.  Thus 
the  foreign  trade  of  England,  compared  with  that 
of  the  United  States,  is  nearly  four  times  as  large. 
If  we  return  to  Canada,  our  foreign  trade  repre¬ 
sents  an  average  of  $220,000,000  per  year.  This, 
for  a  population  of  5,000,000,  gives  $42  per  head, 
which  is  fifty  per  cent  more  than  the  United 
States.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  are  continually 
discussing  the  question  of  our  trade  relations,  with 
the  view  of  increasing  our  trade  with  the  United 
States.  They  point  to  the  marvellous  growth  of 
the  United  States,  but  when  they  speak  of  the  ex¬ 
ternal  trade  of  the  United  States  as  compared  with 
that  of  Canada,  we  have  the  means  of  answering 
them  by  showing  that  our  foreign  trade  is  nearly 
fifty  per  cent  larger  per  head  than  that  of  the 
United  States.  Such  a  large  foreign  trade 
for  Canada  with  a  population  of  5,000,000  is 
a  pretty  satisfactory  figure,  but  when  we 
come  to  our  internal  commercial  intercourse,  we 
find  that  it  is  at  least  fifteen  times  greater  than 
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our  foreign  trade,  showing  the  great  importance  of 
our  internal  trade.  I  need  not  enlarge  further  on 
the  relative  importance  of  the  two  great  classes  of 
•commercial  intercourse,  because  the  history  of 
Canada  for  the  last  fifty  years  conclusively  proves 
that  the  people  of  our  country  and  their  represen¬ 
tatives  in  Parliament  have  duly  appreciated 
the  great  national  importance  of  developing  our 
internal  trade.  Hence  our  railway  policy,  the 
improvement  of  our  inland  navigation,  the  protec¬ 
tion  given  to  our  manufacturing,  mining  and 
agricultural  interests.  But,  Mr.  Speaker,  admitting 
that  it  is  the  first  duty  of  Parliament  to  do  all  it 
can  for  the  development  of  internal  trade  relations, 
of  course  I  fully  appreciate  also  the  importance  of 
external  trade,  and  the  necessity  of  doing  our  best 
to  increase  our  trade  relations  with  as  many  as 
possible  of  the  nations  of  the  world.  I  need  not  go 
into  a  historical  sketch  of  our  efforts  to  develop 
our  foreign  trade.  Those  efforts  have  been  mainly 
directed  towards  the  United  States  aswell  as  towards 
England.  The  result  of  our  overtures  to  the  United 
States  is  well  known.  I  am  only  repeating  what  is 
known  to  every  member  of  this  House  and  every 
citizen  of  this  country,  when  I  say  that  it  is  no  fault 
of  ours  if  our  trade  relations  with  the  United 
States  are  in  the  position  they  now  occupy.  We 
have  been  fairly  doing  all  that  a  nation,  with 
due  respect  to  itself,  can  do,  to  induce  a 
foreign  power  to  improve  commercial  intercourse. 
We  have  done  our  share.  Unfortunately,  we  have 
not  met  with  a  hearty  response  from  our  neigh¬ 
bours  to  the  south  of  us.  They  have  their  own 
reasons  for  it.  I  am  not  one  of  those  who  believe 
that  the  United  States,  or  the  authorities  of  the 
United  States  for  the  time  being,  have  taken  this 
course  of  action  merely  for  the  purpose  of  injuring 
Canada.  They  have  their  own  internal  policy.  They 
have  their  own  way  of  looking  at  their  interest,  and 
still  I  believe  and  hope  that,  with  deliberate 
consideration,  with  time,  when  the  question  has 
been  more  fully  discussed  over  there  and  public 
opinion  has  matured,  the  day  will  yet  come  when 
we  will  be  in  a  position  to  obtain  a  fair  measure  of 
reciprocity  with  the  United  States.  Fortunately, 
now  we  know  under  what  conditions  the  United 
States  would  be  likely  to  entertain  the  proposal 
of  the  scheme  submitted  to  this  House  and  to 
the  country  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  and,  un¬ 
fortunately,  the  knowledge  of  these  conditions  is 
such  that,  in  honour  bound  to  our  own  country,  we 
cannot  accept  them.  The  three  great  objections 
to  extended  trade  relations  with  the  United  States 
according  to  the  system  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite, 
unrestricted  reciprocity,  I  will  repeat  though  they 
are  now  well  known.  They  are  discrimination 
against  England,  a  common  sea-board  tariff, 
and  the  consequence  for  us  of  taxing  directly 
our  population  to  raise  the  revenue  necessary 
to  carry  on  the  Government  of  the  country.  As  to 
the  first  point,  discrimination  against  England  we 
cannot  grant.  Moreover,  it  depends  also  on  the 
supreme  and  paramount  authority  of  the  British 
Empire,  of  the  Crown,  of  the  Imperial  Parliament, 
and,  even  if  some  amongst  us  were  tempted  to  grant 
this  condition  to  the  United  States,  they  would 
meet  this  great  obstacle  from  the  Imperial  Parlia¬ 
ment,  which  would  naturally  lead  them  to  ask 
either  for  separation  from  England,  or  to  abandon 
this  wild  scheme  forever-.  But  I  will  go  as  far  as 
this,  that,  even  if  England  would  agree  to  discri¬ 


mination  against  herself,  Canada  could  not  agree 
to  a  treaty  of  unrestricted  reciprocity  which  would 
impose  upon  us  a  common  sea-board  tariff  and 
direct  taxation.  These  two  conditions  depend  only 
on  ourselves,  and  these  two  conditions  we  cannot 
for  any  consideration  in  the  world  accept.  Whilst 
we  are  in  such  a  position  in  regard  to  our  trade 
relations  with  the  United  States,  and  waiting  for 
the  time  which  I  hope  w  ill  come,  perhaps  sooner 
than  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  would  like  it  to 
come,  we  are  not  to  stand  still,  and  it  is  our  duty 
to  do  our  best  for  the  extension  of  our  foreign 
trade  with  the  other  nations  of  the  earth.  We 
must  not  look  only  to  this  pretended  natural  mar¬ 
ket  of  the  United  States,  as  if  Canada  was  not  able 
to  trade  with  any  other  nations  of  the  world.  We 
have  already  a  trade  with  other  nations,  with 
France,  Germany,  Belgium,  Spain,  the  West  Indies, 
and  we  are  developing  a  foreign  trade  which  is 
increasing  every  year.  Our  best  efforts  must  be 
directed  in  this  way,  but  of  course  the  greatest 
market  for  Canada  is,  has  been,  and  will  be  in  the 
future,  the  market  of  England.  It  is  in  this  market  , 
it  is  with  Great  Britain  that  we  can  expect  to 
greatly  develop  our  foreign  trade.  Last  year  we 
had  an  external  trade  with  England  to  the  extent 
of  $91,328,384.  The  rapidly -increasing  consuming 
power  of  Great  Britain  is  a  guarantee  to  us  that  we 
can  find  in  this  market  an  increasing  opening  for 
the  products  of  this  country.  We  know  very  well 
that  the  population  of  Great  Britain  as  a  whole  is 
increasing  rapidly.  It  has  more  than  doubled  since 
the  beginning  of  this  century,  when  it  started,  if 
my  memory  serves  me  well,  with  about  16,000,000 
people  in  the  three  kingdoms,  and  that  population 
amounted  in  1891  to  about  38,000,000  people. 
The  increase  is  rapid,  but  of  course  Great 
Britain  cannot  expect  to  increase  its  agricul¬ 
tural  products  to  a  similar  extent.  It  is  rather  de¬ 
creasing  in  that  respect,  as  was  proved  a  little  while 
ago  by  my  hon.  friend  from  Bruce  (Mr.  McNeill). 
The  quantity  of  agricultural  products  required  by 
Great  Britain  will  be  rapidly  increasing,  and  we 
may  expect  by  the  development  of  our  great  North- 
West  to  be  able  to  supply  the  larger  quantity  of 
the  needs  of  this  great  market.  '  I  admit  the  dif¬ 
ficulties  which  are  in  the  way.  The  hon.  mover  of  the 
resolution  and  myself  cannot  expect  this  question 
to  be  settled  at  once.  I  know  very  well  the  objec¬ 
tion  of  the  British  people  generally  to  the  taxation 
of  food  products.  I  have  read  a  great  deal  about 
the  agitation  in  reference  to  the  corn  laws,  but  a 
great  change  has  taken  place  since.  The  means  of 
transport  have  been  very  much  improved.  Great 
wheat  areas  have  been  brought  under  cultivation 
and  more  are,  in  a  few  years,  to  be  brought  under 
cultivation.  For  my  part,  I  have  no  doubt  that 
very  soon  the  British  market  could  be  supplied 
with  all  the  food  products  it  requires  from  within 
the  British  Empire  itself  without  increasing  the 
cost  to  the  British  consumer.  I  base  this  opinion 
on  the  knowledge,  I  may  say,  of  every  one  of  the 
capabilities  of  our  North-West.  But,  whatever  may 
be  our  different  opinions  on  this  point,  I  think  all 
must  agree  that  it  is  very  important  to  let  Great 
Britain  know  what  are  the  views  of  this  Parliament 
on  the  subject,  and  that  is  one  of  the  reasons  that 
induced  me  to  second  the  motion,  and  to  join  with 
my  hon.  friend  (Mr.  McNeill)  in  asking  this  House 
to  vote  for  this  proposition. 

It  being  six  o’clock,  the  Speaker  left  the  Chair. 


1575 


[COMMONS] 


1576 


After  Becess. 

Mr.  DESJARDINS  (L'Islet).  Mr.  Speaker, 
when  you  left  the  Chair  at  six  o’clock,  I  was  re¬ 
marking  that  whatever  may  be  our  different  views 
on  the  question  of  trade  with  England,  and  of 
the  preferential  advantages  which  the  mother 
country  could  grant  to  her  colonies,  at  all  events, 
there  is  certainly  no  inconvenience,  and  there  may 
be  a  great  deal  of  good,  in  letting  Great  Britain 
know  the  feeling  of  this  House  and  the  country 
on  this  question.  I  know  the  several  objections 
which  our  friends  opposite  are  likely  to  make  to 
the  proposition,  and  which  we  have  often  heard 
from  them.  Their  principal  objection  is  this  : 
That  it  is  no  use  to  seek  markets  so  far  away  when 
we  have  the  greatest  market  at  our  doors,  the 
United  States.  On  this,  point,  they  often  speak  to 
us  of  what  they  call  continental  free  trade,  and 
they  say  that  our  first  object,  indeed  our  only  ob¬ 
ject,  ought  to  be  to  cultivate  trade  with  the 
countries  of  this  continent.  Well,  Sir,  I  look  at 
this  as  a  very  erroneous  idea,  and,  for  my  part,  I 
sincerely  and  earnestly  believe  it  would  be  a  very 
bad  policy  indeed  to  place  one  continent  in  per¬ 
petual  commercial  antagonism  to  another.  This  is 
contrary  to  the  history  of  the  whole  world  from 
beginning  to  end.  Just  as  nations  have  al¬ 
ways  tried  to  increase  their  commercial  in¬ 
tercourse  with  one  another,  the  history  of 
the  world  has  continuously  shown  that  the 
different  continents  have  tried  to  develop 
commercial  relations  between  them.  This  was  the 
case  between  Europe,  Asia  and  Africa,  before  the 
discovery  of  this  continent.  Sir,  when  bold  navi¬ 
gators  for  the  first  time  went  on  the  open  sea,  and 
for  the  first  time  braved  the  fury  of  the  ocean 
waves,  were  they  not  looking  out  for  increased 
commerce  between  Europe,  Asia  and  Africa?  And 
when  Columbus  started  on  his  momentous  expedi¬ 
tion,  was  he  not  in  search  of  a  short  passage  to  Japan 
and  China  for  the  purpose  of  fostering  trade  between 
the  eastern  and  western  continents  of  the  old  world? 
\\  hen  he  came  across  the  seas  to  the  new  land 
of  America,  which  was  then  the  insuperable  bar¬ 
rier  to  his  enthusiastic  hope  of  navigating  the  ocean 
over  to  the  Chinese  Empire — which  is  now  ac¬ 
complished  by  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  across 
this  continent— Columbus  little  expected  that  the 
time  would  come  when  American  public  men  would 
maintain  the  astounding  proposition  that  it  would 
be  conducive  to  the  world’s  prosperity  and  peace  to 
place  one  continent  in  a  position  of  commercial  hos¬ 
tility  to  the  other.  It  is  not  after  this  progressive 
nineteenth  century  has  seen  the  building  of  the 
Suez  Canal,  the  oceans  traversed  by  gigantic 
steamers  exchanging  the  natural  and  manu¬ 
factured  products  of  the  different  nations  of 
the  world,  after  railways  are  leading  civiliza¬ 
tion  into  unknown  wildernesses,  that  continents 
can  be  led  to  adopt  such  a  wild  proposition.  Sir, 
it  is  not  after  we  have,  at  great  cost,  established  a 
magnificent  highway  through  our  country,  not  only 
for  the  purpose  of  our  internal  development,  but 
also  for  the  purpose  of  providing  Europe  and  Asia 
with  easier,  cheaper  and  more  rapid  means  of  com¬ 
mercial  intercourse — the  real  north-west  passage 
which  was  long  but  vainly  sought  for  by  daring  ex¬ 
plorers,  and  at  last  given  to  the  world  by  the 
political  foresight  of  our  statesmen  and  the  manly 
courage  of  our  free  people— it  is  not,  I  say,  after 
Mr.  Desjardins  (L’Islet). 


this  wonderful  achievement  that  we  can  accept 
the  erroneous  idea  of  placing  the  whole  continent 
in  a  position  of  perpetual  commercial  antagonism 
and  rivalry  with  the  rest  of  the  world.  Such  a 
policy  would  be  retracing  our  steps,  and  trying,  al¬ 
most,  to  go  back  to  the  times  when  thenew  world  was 
unknown.  It  is  a  dangerous  utopia  to  believe  that 
you  can  isolate  one  continent  from  another  ;  even 
if  you  try  to  do  it  you  can  never  succeed.  The 
forces  of  nature  are  constantly  at  work  against 
such  a  preposterous  scheme.  Steam  and  electricity 
have  overcome  distance,  have  conquered  the  fury 
of  the  ocean  waves,  and  have  given  us  faci¬ 
lities  of  marine  and  inland  transportation  which  are 
daily  drawing  the  different  parts  of  the  world  to¬ 
gether.  Oceans  no  longer  divide  continents  but 
rather  unite  them.  By  the  developements  which 
have  taken  place  on  the  continent  of  Ameri¬ 
ca  during  the  last  century,  we  can  form 
an  idea  of  what  the  future  ought  to  be.  But  when  I 
hear  this  talk  about  continental  trade  as  opposed  to 
commercial  relations  with  the  continent  of  Europe, 
and  when  I  remember  that  the  two  continents  of 
America,  just  as  they  are  now,  have  already  a  total 
trade  with  the  continents  of  the  old  world  of  over 
two  milliards  of  dollars,  I  wonder  how  lion,  gentle¬ 
men  opposite  can  maintain  to  this  House  such  a 
proposition  as  that.  However,  the  question  of  the 
extension  of  our  foreign  trade  will,  of  course,  con¬ 
tinue  to  call  for  the  very  serious  consideration  of  this 
House  and  country.  The  hon.  leader  of  the  Oppo¬ 
sition  and  his  friends  have  once  more  favoured  us 
lately  with  their  matured  thoughts  on  the  subject. 
They  have  two  principal  aspirations  ;  the  first,  in 
their  opinion,  is  of  great  practical  importance  ;  the 
second  is  a  more  or  less  remote  possibility.  They 
claim  that  the  time  has  arrived  when  we  should  be 
allowed  by  England  to  negotiate  our  commercial 
treaties  entirely  free  from  any  kind  of  control  by 
the  Imperial  Parliament.  By  taking  this  import¬ 
ant  step  in  the  direction  of  complete  political 
liberty,  they  aspire  to  national  independence.  These 
aspirations  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  has  openly 
avowed  on  the  floor  of  this  House,  and  on  the  pub¬ 
lic  platform,  in  eloquent  and  enthusiastic  words. 
Sir,  with  regard  to  the  power  of  negotiating 
treaties,  I  need  not  on  this  occasion  dwell  on 
the  very  good  reasons  which  must  induce  us 
not  to  press  for  that  claim.  Although  I  wTill 
have  just  now,  from  a  certain  point  of  view, 
to  congratulate  the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell 
(Mr.  Mills)  upon  his  advanced  ideas  in  reference 
to  the  very  enlarged  measure  of  self-government 
which  he  would  so  much  like  Canada  to  obtain,  he 
will  no  doubt  kindly  allow  me  to  call  his  cordial  at¬ 
tention  to  the  fact  that  very  often  the  philosopher 
is  ahead  of  his  times.  In  the  daily  activity  of  his 
mind,  in  the  large  sphere  of  his  thoughts,  he  is  very 
properly  allowed  this  latitude  of  action,  men  of  the 
times  being  all  the  while  thankful  to  him  for  the 
light  lie  may  throw  on  the  future.  If  such,  how¬ 
ever,  is  the  part  of  the  philosopher,  such  is  not  the 
role  of  the  statesman.  Of  course  the  statesman  is 
also  bound  to  look  to  the  future,  but  he  must  prepare 
it  by  practical  statesmanship  during  the  present. 

I  hough  the  hon.  leader  of  the  Opposition  aspires  to 
national  independence,  he  will  not  pretend  that 
this  question  is  within  the  range  of  practical  poli¬ 
tics.  If  I  pause  to  notice  these  views  of  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite,  it  is  for  the  very  plesant  rea¬ 
son  that  they  are  at  last  obliged  to  couple  the  ex- 
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pression  of  their  aspirations  with  that  of  their  ma¬ 
tured  opinion,  that  we  have  attained  to  such  a 
wonderful  degree  of  progress  that  we  are  fit  for 
national  independence.  We  know  the  feeling  of 
the  lion,  leader  of  the  Opposition.  He  deplores 
that  in  this  country  after  25  years  of  trial  of  the 
system  of  federation,  that,  on  going  around  the 
country,  while  he  hears  a  great  deal  of  pride  of 
race  and  creed,  yet  he  sees  or  hears  very  little  of 
pride  of  nationality,  I  will  join  issue  with  the 
lion,  gentleman  on  this  point  as  on  many  others.  I 
sincerely  believe,  Mr.  Speaker,  contrary  to  what 
has  been  said  by  the  hon.  gentleman,  that,  for  the 
last  25  years,  and  particularly  for  the  last  14  years, 
since  the  return  of  the  Conservative  party  to  power, 
there  has  been  rapidly  developing  in  this  country 
that  pride  of  nationality  which  the  hon.  leader  of 
the  Opposition,  for  the  first  time  in  his  life,  per¬ 
haps,  was  kind  enough  to  tell  us,  the  other  day,  he 
was  longing  for.  I  also  join  issue  with  the  hon. 
gentleman  on  another  point.  I  do  not  deplore  the 
pride  of  race  and  creed  in  the  Dominion  of  Canada, 
but  what  I  do  deplore  is  the  fanaticism  and  pre¬ 
judices  of  race  and  creed,  and  they  are  two  very 
different  feelings.  Providence  has  so  decided  that 
on  this  free  soil  of  Canada  different  creeds  and 
nationalities  are  to  live  together  in  happiness,  and 
in  contentment  to  work  out  their  great  destiny. 
For  my  part,  I  believe  that  the  English  Canadian, 
the  Irish  Canadian,  the  Scotch  Canadian  and  the 
French  Canadian  can  properly  cherish  and  revere 
the  noble  and  patriotic  deeds  of  the  nations  from 
which  they  sprung,  and,  at  the  same  time,  be  not 
the  less  devoted  nor  the  less  loyal  to  the  land  of  their 
birth  or  of  their  adoption,  for  whose  prosperity, 
grandeur  and  honour  it  is  their  sacred  duty  to  work 
and  to  battle.  But,  Mr.  Speaker,  if  we  have  to  deplore 
that  perhaps  there  lingers  around  the  country  too 
much  of  national  fanaticism  and  sectional  prejudices, 
are  we  not  fairly  entitled  to  say  that  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  opposite  are  responsible  for  this  deplorable 
state  of  things  ?  Have  not  their  efforts  for  the  last 
25  years  tended  to  create  and  to  stimulate  this 
fanaticism  and  these  sectional  prejudices  against 
Confederation  ?  The  hon.  the  leader  of  the  Opposi¬ 
tion  went  a  little  further.  He  has  been  given  of 
late  to  lofty  aspirations,  and  he  no  longer  findsThat 
colonial  citizenship  is  sufficient  for  him,  or  that  it 
ought  to  be  sufficient  for  the  people  of  this  country. 
He  aspires  to  national  independence.  We,  on  this 
side  of  the^House,  have  been  battling  for  the  last 
20  years,  and  especially  for  the  last  few  years  against 
the  efforts  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  and  it  is 
certainly  very  pleasant  to  hear,  after  these  years 
of  denials,  and  of  lamentation  on  the  ruinous  state 
of  the  country,  that  these  gentlemen  are  now  obliged 
to  proclaim  that  Canada  has  so  much  progressed  and 
developed  that  the  world  is  to  prepare  to  welcome 
into  the  society  of  nations  a  new  born  independent 
people  with  all  the  promises  of  strength,  of  activity, 
and  of  intelligence.  Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  would 
like  to  know  by  what  miracle  the  hon.  members 
for  Quebec  East  (Mr.  Laurier)  and  for  Both- 
well  (Mr.  Mills)  have  suddenly  arisen  from 
the  slough  of  despond  to  this  unflinching 
enthusiasm  which  they  exhibit.  I  would  ask  why 
is  it  that  looking  with  hope  and  fondness  at  the 
bright  political  horizon  of  Canada,  the  hon.  leader  of 
the  Opposition  is  able  to  behold  with  enthusiasm 
the  dawn  of  bur  national  independence.  Sir,  it  is 
because  for  the  last  50  years  the  world  has  witnessed 


the  untiring  efforts  of  our  free  people  to  work  out 
the  designs  of  Providence  in  this  grand  land  allotted 
to  them  for  their  inheritance.  It  is  because  we  have 
realized  this  great  union  of  the  provinces  stretching 
from  ocean  to  ocean,  and  embracing  half  a  con¬ 
tinent  full  of  resources  and  populated  by  a  people 
full  of  confidence  in  the  future.  It  is  because 
we  have  bound  the  different  provinces  more 
closely  together  by  a  vast  network  of  railways, 
by  improved  inland  navigation,  by  increased 
intellectual  intercourse,  by  developed  friendship, 
by  reciprocal  fair-play  and  respect  for  race  and  creed. 
And  it  is  also  because  we  have  given  the  grand 
example  to  the  world  of  a  generous,  high-minded 
and  liberal  practice  of  religious,  civil  and  political 
liberty.  It  seems  to  me  that  through  the  dawn  of 
this  rising  sun  of  independence,  as  perceived  by 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  we  all  can  admire  with  a 
very  legitimate  pride  that  the  wave  of  fanaticism 
and  sectional  prejudices  is  rapidly  receding  before 
the  advance  of  progress,  leaving  in  full  view  all 
over  the  length  and  breath  of  this  wide  Dominion  the 
landmarks  of  our  past  noble  work,  and  the  unmistak¬ 
able  evidence  of  our  future  national  greatness.  I  am 
sure,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  I  voice  the  sentiment  of  the 
large  majority  of  the  people  of  this  country  when 
I  express  my  earnest  belief  that  it  is  not  advisable  to 
modify  in  any  such  way  our  present  political  status. 
But  whatever  changes  may  be  reserved  for  us  in 
the  future,  I  hope  that,  whether  as  one  of  the 
brightest  gems  of  the  British  Empire,  or  as  a  power 
ful  ally,  Canada  will  forever  lie  the  devoted,  the 
loyal,  the  grateful  offspring  of  the  great,  the 
glorious,  the  dear  old  mother  country. 

Mr.  HAZEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  do  not  rise  for 
the  purpose  of  making  any  extended  or  protracted 
remarks  on  the  question  now  under  the  considera¬ 
tion  of  the  House  ;  but  before  a  question  of  such 
great  importance — exceeding  in  importance,  I 
think,  any  that  has  come  before  this  Parliament 
during  its  present  session — is  disposed  of,  I  would 
like  briefly  to  place  on  record  my  views  concerning 
it.  In  the  first  place,  I  think  it  only  proper  and 
right  that  I  should  extend  my  congratulations  to 
the  hon.  member  for  North  Bruce  (Mr.  McNeill) 
who  introduced  this  resolution  to  the  House,  for  I 
believe  he  is  entitled  to  the  congratulations  and 
the  thanks  of  the  House  for  having  brought  before 
us  a  subject  which  has,  or  at  least  ought  to  have, 
lifted  the  House  for  a  time  out  of  the  rut  of  party 
discussion  into  which  it  is  too  apt  to  fall  :  and  I 
think  he  is  deserving  of  our  congratulations,  also, 
for  having  introduced  it  in  so  able  and  well 
considered  a  speech  as  he  has  made.  I  would 
also  like  to  express  the  surprise  that  I  have  felt  at 
not  hearing  the  hon.  leader  of  the  Opposition  or 
any  of  the  hon.  gentlemen  prominent  on  the  other 
side  of  t lie  House,  express  their  views  on  this  ques¬ 
tion.  In  a  matter  of  such  great  importance,  a 
matter  of  policy,  one  would  naturally  have  ex¬ 
pected  to  hear  the  views  of  the  eloquent  and 
honourable  leader  of  Her  Majesty’s  loyal  Opposi¬ 
tion. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  Of  the  Government. 

Mr.  HAZEN.  No  doubt  we  will  hear  from  the 
leader  of  the  Government  later  on.  I  would  also 
haveexpeeted  thatthe  hon.  gentlemenon  theOpposi- 
tion  benches  would  not  have  let  the  discussion  of 
this  question  be  taken  up  wholly  by  speaker  after 
speaker  on  this  side  of  the  House,  but  that  they 
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themselves  would  have  taken  part  in  it  and  have 
given  us  their  views  either  as  individuals  or  as  an 
Opposition.  However,  on  thisoccasion  lion,  gentle¬ 
men  opposite  have  seen  tit  to  pursue  the  policy  of 
silence.  There  is  an  old  proverb  to  the  effect  that 
speech  is  silver  and  silence  is  golden.  Probably  it 
is  to  follow  out  the  truth  of  this  proverb  that  lion, 
gentlemen  opposite  sit  still  and  mute.  That  is  not 
the  course  usually  pursued  by  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite.  It  is  not  the  course  pursued  by  the  hon. 
member  for  North  Wellington  (Mr.  McMullen),  or 
by  the  lion,  member  for  West  Elgin  (Mr.  Casey),  or 
by  the  hon.  member  for  Queen’s,  P.  E.I.  (Mr.  Davies) 
or  by  many  other  hon.  gentlemen  on  that  side  of 
the  House,  who  generally  give  us  their  views 
on  all  public  questions  whether  they  are  great 
or  small.  I  would  naturally  have  expected,  above 
all  things,  that  the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell 
(Mr.  Mills),  who  a  few  evenings  ago  entertained  this 
House  with  a  most  classical  and  academic  essay 
of  the  question  of  our  treaty  rights,  would,  liot 
have  been  backward  in  giving  us  the  benefit  of  his 
experience  and  advice  on  this  question,  which  is  of 
far  greater  importance.  We  are  bound  to  believe, 
Mr.  Speaker,  that  the  hon.  gentlemen  occupying 
benches  to  your  left  have  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  it  is  not  advisable  at  the  present  time  to  make 
their  views  known  to  the  country  on  a  matter  of 
this  importance,  but  that  it  is  more  prudent  to 
wait  and  see  how  the  proposition  is  received  by  the 
public,  before  they  define  their  position  upon  it. 
Now,  the  resolution  which  has  been  moved  by  the 
hon.  member  for  North  Bruce,  is  one  to  which  I 
think,  from  a  Canadian  standpoint,  very  little  if 
any  exception  can  be  taken.  That  resolution  is  to 
the  effect : 

“  That  if  and  when  the  Parliament  ofGreat  Britain  and 
Ireland  admits  Canadian  products  to  the  markets  of  the 
United  Kingdom  upon  more  favourable  terms  than  it 
accords  to  the  products  of  foreign  countries,  the  Parlia¬ 
ment  of  Canada  will  be  prepared  to  accoi’d  corresponding 
advantages  by  a  reduction  in  the  duties  it  imposes  upon 
British  manufactured  goods.” 

Looking  at  it  from  the  purely  Canadian  standpoint 
it  appears  to  me  that  this  is  a  proposition  to  which 
no  man  in  Canada,  I  care  not  what  his  party  lean¬ 
ing  may  be,  can  offer  any  serious  objection  ;  and 
I  think  it  will  be  generally  admitted  in  this  coun¬ 
try  that  it  would  be  an  advantage  to  the  farmers, 
the  fishermen,  the  lumbermen  and  the  miners  of 
Canada  if  we  were  able  to  send  our  products  to 
Great  Britain,  obtaining  for  them  there  an  advant¬ 
age  of  say  10  per  cent  against  the  products  of 
foreign  countries,  while  we  gave  Great  Britain  a 
corresponding  advantage  of  10  percent  over  the 
United  States  and  other  foreign  countries  in 
the  manufactured  goods  she  sent  to  us.  Any 
hon.  gentleman  who  has  paid  any  atten¬ 
tion  to  the  matter  knows  that  Great  Britain 
affords  a  market  for  everything  that  Canada 
can  produce.  From  a  British  standpoint  the 
objection  offered  to  tin's  proposition  may  be 
urged  that  the  doctrine  of  free  trade  has  become 
such  an  integral  part  of  political  institutions  of  Great 
Britain,  amounting  to  a  tenet  of  the  political  reli¬ 
gion,  if  I  may  use  the  term,  of  its  people,  that  they 
would  not  listen  to  any  proposition  which  would 
involve  a  tax  on  the  breadstuffs  or  any  of  the  food 
products  which  they  consume,  even  if  it  were  for 
the  purpose  of  drawing  the  colonies  and  the 
mother  country  more  closely  together,  and  even 
if  the  effect  of  such  action  would  be  to  give  the 
Mr.  Ha zen. 


manufactured  goods  of  Great  Britain  an  advantage 
in  the  markets  of  Canada  and  the  other  portions  of 
the  Empire  over  those  of  foreign  countries.  That 
might  be  said  from  the  English  standpoint,  and  it 
might  be  said  with  a  great  deal  of  force,  because 
we  all  know  that  the  policy  of  free  trade  is 
strongly  entrenched  in  the  hearts  of  the  British 
public  irrespective  of  party.  Yet,  any  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  who  has  followed  the  'course  of  politics  in 
Great  Britain  for .  a  few  years  past  must  have 
observed  that  the  fair  trade  movement  has  recently 
made  great  progress,  and  that  where  it  was  received 
a  few  years  ago  with  ridicule,  it  has  to-day  got 
beyond  that  stage,  and  is  receiving  the  serious  at¬ 
tention  of  public  men  on  that  side  of  the  water  ; 
and  judging  from  the  progress  in  the  past  and  from 
the  fact  that  to-day  in  Sheffield  and  other  manu¬ 
facturing  centres  in  England,  protectionists,  or 
rather  fair  traders,  are  elected  to  Parliament, 
there  is  no  telling  how  soon  this  question  may  be¬ 
come,  if  it  has  not  already  become,  a  practical 
question  in  the  politics  of  Great  Britain  and  the 
colonies.  When  Great  Britain  adopted  her  free 
trade  policy  it  was  generally  believed  by  the  leaders 
of  that  movement  that  all  the  civilized  countries  of 
the  world  which  follow  her  lead,  and  that  very 
soon  free  trade  would  exist  all  the  world  over  ; 
but  the  expectations  of  the  statesmen  of  that  day 
as  to  the  course  of  events  have  been  disappointed, 
because  we  find  that  with  that  one  exception  every 
country  in  Europe  is  to-day  a  protective 
country,  and  the  United  States,  which  is  the 
greatest  competitor  of  Great  Britain  in  manu¬ 
factured  goods,  has  to-day  the  highest  protec¬ 
tive  tariff  which  the  world  has  ever  seen. 
So  in  that  respect  it  has  been  disappointing.  It  is 
wellknown  to-day  that  in  the  manufacturing  centres 
of  Great  Britain  the  shoe  is  beginning  to  pinch, 
that  they  find  British  capital  is  being  sent  to  the 
United  States  and  used  there,  under  a  protective 
tariff,  to  build  up  the  industries  of  that  country, 
and  that  the  products  of  those  highly  protected 
industries  are  being  sent  across  the  water  to  com¬ 
pete  with  the  fruits  of  the  labour  of  the  British  work¬ 
man  and  artizan.  So  that  while  the  question  to-day 
is  perhaps  not  a  burning  one  in  Great  Britain,  the 
signs  point  to  the  fact  that  the  time  is  coming  when 
it  will  be  seriously  considered,  more  seriously  than 
it  is  to-day,  and  certainly  the  period  has  passed 
when  it  was  greeted  with  ridicule.  The  signs  are 
that  it  will  shortly  become  an  important  question 
in  actual  and  practical  politics  both  in  Great  Britain 
and  her  colonies.  Coming  back  to  Canada,  it 
seems  to  me  there  is  no  Canadian,  no  matter  what 
his  party  feeling  may  be,  who  will  not  say  that  such 
an  arrangement,  giving  Canada,  Australia  and-  the 
other  colonies  the  advantage  of  say  1 0  per  cent 
against  other  countries  in  the  markets  of  Great 
Britain  would  be  of  inestimable  value  to  the  miners, 
the  lumbermen,  and  the  farmers  in  the  Dominion. 
Now,  the  answer  which  may  be  made,  I  do  not  say 
by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  because  I  do  not  know 
that  they  disagree  with  this  resolution - 

Mr.  LAURIER.  By  members  of  the  Government. 

Mr.  HAZEN — I  would  say,  by  any  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  who  does  not  agree  with  the  resolution,  the 
argument  which  might  be  made  would  be  that  it  is 
injudicious  and  unnecessary  for  us  to  try  and  build 
up  a  trade  with  Great  Britain  by  means  of  pre- 
I  ferential  duties,  but  that  it  would  be  more  to  our 
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advantage  to  turn  our  attention  to  the  markets  of 
the  United  States  and  try  and  get  free  admission 
of  our  goods  there.  That  is  the  position  which 
might  be  taken  with  a  certain  degree  of  fairness, 
and  I  may  say,  as  I  have  always  said,  that  I  am 
one  of  those  who  believe  it  would  be,  to  a  consider¬ 
able  extent,  to  the  advantage  of  Canada,  could  we 
make  a  treaty  upon  fair  and  equitable  terms 
with  the  people  of  the  United  States,  provided  we 
could  do  so  without  sacrificing  national  honour  or 
imperilling  in  any  way  British  connection.  Now,  I 
think  at  present  it  is  useless  to  talk  of  getting  a 
market  with  the  United  States.  We  have  the 
statement  which  has  been  made  this  session  by  the 
Finance  Minister  of  the  results  of  the  negotiations 
at  Washington.  That  statement  which  has  never 
been  contradicted  from  Washington — and  no  doubt 
telegrams  have  passed  between  here  and  Washing¬ 
ton  on  the  subject,  yet  there  is  not  a  word  to  show 
that  the  statement  is  not  literally  and  absolutely 
correct — that  statement  is,  that  in  the  negotiations 
with  the  Cabinet  at  Washington  conducted  by  Mr. 
Blaine,  the  Secretaay  of  State,  he  declared,  as  the 
mouth -piece  of  the  American  Cabinet,  that  the 
United  States  would  never  consent  to  reciprocity 
with  Canada  on  any  other  terms  than  that  the 
United  States  should  have  preference  in  the  mar¬ 
kets  of  Canada  over  the  producers  and  manufac¬ 
turers  of  Great  Britain.  That  is,  that  reciprocity 
with  the  United  States  can  only  be  obtained  upon 
terms  involving  discrimination  against  Great  Bri¬ 
tain  in  the  markets  of  Canada,  involving  practically 
the  assimilation  of  the  Canadian  tariff  to  the  Ameri¬ 
can  tariff  and  the  assimilation  of  our  inland  revenue 
duties  to  theirs.  That  is  the  position  in  which  the 
question  of  reciprocity  with  the  United  States 
stands  to-day  ;  and  being  in  that  position,  I  do  not 
think  there  is  a  loyal  Canadian  who  would  say  he 
wants  reciprocity  upon  terms  which  would  destroy 
our  present  political  status  and  our  connection  with 
the  British  Crown.  If  there  is  any  sentiment  strbng 
in  this  country,  it  is  that  in  favour  of  the  mainte¬ 
nance  of  British  connection.  I  believe  that  is  the 

• 

strongest  sentiment  which  animates  the  people  of 
Canada  to-day,  and  the  people  of  Canada  are  not 
willing  to  put  themselves  on  record  as  saying,  or 
offering  to  say,  that  the  times  are  so  bad,  that  their 
circumstances  are  so  straitened,  that  they  are  willing 
to  accept  reciprocity  with  the  United  States 
on  the  condition  of  discrimination  against 
Great  Britain,  sacrificing  what  revenue  they  have 
from  the  customs,  and  imposing  on  themselves 
direct  taxation.  It  is  true,  hon.  gentlemen  who 
argue  in  favour  of  reciprocity  take  the  ground  that 
we  can  have  it  without  discriminating  against 
Great  Britain  and  without  imperilling  in  any  way 
our  British  connection.  The  leader  of  the  Opposi¬ 
tion  in  this  House  has  always  taken  that  view. 
When  he  went  down  to  Boston  after  last  session 
and  was  feted  and  dined  there  by  an  organization 
in  that  city,  he  expressed  that  view.  I  have  no 
doubt  that  generous  hospitality  was  afforded  the 
hon.  gentleman  such  as  is  always  afforded  by  the 
good  people  of  Boston  to  their  guests,  and  I  have 
no  doubt  that  the  people  of  that  city  were  pleased 
with  the  visit  of  the  hon.  gentleman  and  the 
remarks  he  made.  But  the  remarks  he  made,  if 
we  can  judge  by  the  press  of  Boston,  did  not 
impress  the  people  of-  that  city  as  he  would  have 
liked  to  have  them  impressed,  because  I  find  the 
Boston  Journal,  a  leading  organ  of  public  opinion 


there,  the  day  after  the  hon.  gentleman  made 
his  speech  in  which  he  said  that  the  United 
States  are  our  natural  market,  and,  with  a  very 
considerable  disregard  of  the  geography  of  the 
country,  said  that  our  rivers  ran  into  the  United 
States  and  theirs  into  our  country — the  day  after  I 
find  the  Boston  Journal ,  discussing  that  speech, 
said  : 

“  IT  MEANS  ANNEXATION. 

“  ( Boston  Journal.) 

“  Sir  Wilfred  Laurie r  in  his  speech  in  this  city  Tuesday 
evening  protested  with  much  vehemence  that  there  is  no 
necessary  connection  between  i-eciprocity  and  annexation. 
Sir  Wilfred,  no  doubt,  sincerelybelieves  that  the  commer¬ 
cial  union  of  the  United  States  and  Canada  would  have 
no  political  consequences.  His  opinion  in  this  respect  is 
flatly  opposed  to  the  sentiments  that  are  entertained  on 
this  side  of  the  border.  It  seems  to  us  that  the  American 
view  of  the  question  is  the  right  one,  and  that  our  distin¬ 
guished  visitor  is  the  wrong. 

“In  the  beginning,  it  must  be  admitted  that  there  can 
be  no  reciprocity  with  Canada  until  an  agreement  is  reach¬ 
ed  to  maintain  a  joint  tariff  against  Europe.  This  is  a 
proposition  that  is  substantially  undisputed,  and  it  means 
that  Canada’s  tariff  must  be  assimilated  to  that  of  the 
United  States.  For  under  reciprocity  the  two  countries 
would  be,  for  all  commercial  purposes,  one  country , and  the 
maintenance  of  two  rates  of  duty  on  any  given  article 
would  be  the  cause  of  endless  loss  and  confusion.  It  might 
not  be  that  Canada’s  tariff  would  be  dictated  from  Wash¬ 
ington,  but  Washington  would  certainly  have  the  prepon¬ 
dering  vote. 

“  How  would  England  regard  the  spectacle  of  her  most 
important  colony  heavily  taxing  British  manufactured 
products,  while  admitting  the  competing  products  of  her 
bitterest  rival  free  ?  Such  a  situation  would  inevitably 
lead  to  a  still  further  estrangement  between  London  and 
Ottawa.  Meanwhile,  if  the  fruits  of  reciprocity  were  re¬ 
alized,  the  American  and  Canadian  people  would  find 
themselves  drawn  into  closer  and  closer  social  and  politi¬ 
cal  sympathy  through  the  instrumentalities  of  increasing 
commerce.  Under  all  these  circumstances,  it  would  be  a 
marvel  if  the  unnatural  political  connection  between 
Canada  and  England  could  endure  a  single  year. 

“  The  questions  of  commercial  union  and  political  union 
with  Canada  are  not  two  distinct,  separate  questions. 
They  cannot  be  disassociated  in  the  minds  of  statesmen 
and  in  the  minds  of  the  people.  Reciprocity  with  Canada 
is  a  very  different  thing  from  reciprocity  with  the  Latin 
American  nations.  The  latter  policy  contemplates  only 
the  free  interchange  of  a  comparatively  small  number  of 
products— of  articles  as  a  rule  which  only  one  of  the  two 
contracting  parties  produces  in  sufficient  quantities  tor 
home  consumption.  But  the  products  of  Canada  and  the 
United  States  are  largely  identical,  and  the  argument  for 
a  free  interchange  rests  on  a  totally  different  basis  from 
the  argument  for  reciprocity  with  Latin  America,  Reci¬ 
procity  as  applied  to  Canada  is  a  misnomer.  Commercial 
union  is  a  better  term.  And  we  must  face  the  fact  that  , 
with  Canada,  political  union  must  inevitably  follow,  if  it- 
does  not  precede,  commercial  union.  No  boding  of  any 
such  result  from  reciprocity  with  Brazil  or  Venezuela  or 
Mexico.” 

Now,  I  say  it  is  evident  the  leader  of  the  Opposi¬ 
tion,  though  no  doubt  he  charmed  and  interested 
his  Boston  audience,  failed  to  convince  them  that 
it  was  amongst  the  possibilities  that  we  could  have 
reciprocity  with  the  United  States  without  dis¬ 
criminating  in  the  markets  of  Canada  against  the 
British  producer  and  the  British  manufacturer. 
And  I  would  say,  with  all  deliberation,  that  I 
believe  there  are  very  few  people  in  Canada, 
though  they  would  regard  a  fair  measure  of  reci¬ 
procity  with  favour,  who  would  look  with  favour 
upon  a  treaty,  the  result  of  which  inevitably  must 
be,  from  the  logic  of  facts,  and  the  statement  of 
Mr.  Blaine,  to  discriminate  against  the  mother 
country  and  cause  us  a  great  loss  of  revenue,  which 
can  only  be  made  up  by  direct  taxation  and  which 
would  eventually  lead  to  the  change  of  our  politi¬ 
cal  status,  because,  as  the  Boston  Journal  oj  Com¬ 
merce  says,  it  would  be  incredible  that,  under  such 
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an  unnatural  political  system,  our  present  rela¬ 
tions  w  ith  Great  Britain  could  continue  for  a  single 
year.  Now',  touching  the  question  of  reciprocity, 
I  have  always  been  of  the  opinion  that  a  fair  reci¬ 
procity  treaty  along  the  lines  of  the  old  treaty 
would  be  of  advantage  to  some  extent  to  the 
Dominion  of  Canada,  but  it  is  not  the  right  thing 
for  us  in  this  country  to  have  it  go  forth  to  the 
w  orld  or  among  our  own  people  that  it  is  impossi¬ 
ble  for  us  to  make  our  wray  and  be  prosperous 
with  in  ourselves  without  having  the  advantage  of  the 
market  of  the  United  States.  We  all  know  that, 
when  the  McKinley  Bill  was  passed  by  the  states¬ 
men  of  the  adjacent  Republic,  there  was  a  general 
fear  that  there  would  be  something  very  much 
akin  to  a  commercial  crisis  in  Canada.  We  know 
how  public  speakers  on  both  sides  of  politics  as 
w  ell  as  the  public  press  said  it  would  strike  a 
deadly  blow  to  the  interests  of  the  farmers  and 
producers  of  Canada  ;  but,  notwithstanding  the 
passage  of  that  Mill,  which  has  been  in  operation 
for  about  two  years,  we  find  that  during  the 
present  year,  far  from  trade  languishing  and  our 
exports  falling  off,  for  the  first  ten  months  of  this 
\  eai ,  our  exports  exceeded  those  of  the  previous 
}  ear  by  nearly  8 1 1 ,000,000,  and  the  estimate  of 
the  Finance  Minister  is  that  for  the  full  year  end¬ 
ing  the  30th  June  next,  they  will  exceed  them  by 
about  §14,000,000,  and  that  despite  the  fact 
that  the  McKinley  Hill  has  been  in  operation 
during  that  time,  and  the  fear  was  so  generally  felt 
that,  in  consequence  of  that  measure,  there  would 
be  no  market  for  our  agricultural  produce.  In  the 
position  in  which  reciprocity  is  to-day,  it  seems  to 
me  to  be  the  duty  of  members  on  both  sides  of  the 
House,  irrespective  of  party,  to  turn  their  attention 
to  seeing  what  can  be  done  by  our  statesmen  ; 
w  hat  markets  can  be  opened  up  so  that  we  may  get 
a  better  market  for  our  produce  in  Great  Britain, 
andl  believe  this  resolution,  if  carried,  would  give  a 
boom  to  the  agricultural  interests  as  well  as  to  the 
other  interests  in  tliiscountry,and  that  we  could  find 
a  market  for  almost  everything  we  produce  in  Great 
Britain.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  have  always  put 
foi  w  aid  the  statement  that  the  United  States  is  the 
natural  market  of  the  Dominion  of  Canada,  and  that 
it  would  be  an  untold  blessing  for  the  people  of  Can¬ 
ada  to  have  a  market  of  65,000,000  people.  I  be- 
lie\  e  the  term  “natural  in  this  connection  is  a  mis- 
lioinei  •  Markets  are  not  the  result  of  nature,  but 
the  result  of  the  business  carried  on  by  men,  and, 
w  hen  we  talk  of  the  benefits  to  accrue  to  us  from 
the  markets  of  65,000,000  people,  we  must  remem¬ 
ber  that  we  would  only  have  the  benefit  of  a  very 
small  portion  of  the  65,000,000  as  consumers,  be¬ 
cause  a  great  majority  live  in  the  south  and  west 
and  the  only  people  w  e  would  have  to  sell  our  pro¬ 
duce  to  are  those  of  the  New  England  States  and 
the  states  along  the  Atlantic  seaboard.  While 
that  would  be  no  doubt  an  advantage  some  yeats 
in  regard  to  the  sale  of  our  potatoes  and  our 
horses,  I  do  not  believe  it  would  be  the  great  bless¬ 
ing  to  the  agricultural  interest  that  some  gentle¬ 
men  anticipate,  because  I  do  not  see  that  the  in¬ 
creased  market  would  improve  the  value  of  the 
farm  lamR  in  Canada  when  we  find  that  in  the 
State  of  New  York  the  value  of  farm  property 
has  decreased  33  per  cent  in  the  last  ten  years, 
and  the  exodus  from  the  farm  lands  in'  New’ 

Y  ork  has  been  so  alarming  that  the  gover¬ 
nor  of  the  state  called  attention  to  it  in°]890 
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and  the  state  assessors  refer  to  the  decrease 
in  the  \  alue  of  those  lands  in  their  report. 
rl  herefore,  while  I  believe  there  would  lie  an 
advantage  in  our  having  a  free  market  in  the 
United  States,  I  do  not  believe  it  would  have  the 
result  of  increasing  the  value  of  our  farm  lands  to 
the  extent  which  has  been  supposed.  We  send  to 
England  the  largest  portion  of  our  lumber.  That 
is  the  market  for  our  cattle.  In  the  United 
States  there  is  practically  no  market  for  our  cattle, 
and  if  the  duty  w'ere  taken  off  beef,  we  would 
have  Chicago  beef  brought  into  Canada  and  com¬ 
peting  with  our  farmers.  Our  beef  goes  to  Eng¬ 
land.  England  is  the  market  for  the  apples  of 
Nova  Scotia  and  for  the  cheese  of  Ontario.  There  is 
no  market  in  the  United  States  for  our  cheese, 
and  while  the  United  States  produce  every  year 
enough  agricultural  produce  for  their  own  people, 
and  are  aide  besides  to  export  millions  of  dollars’ 
worth,  on  the  other  hand  Great  Britain  imports 
hundreds  of  millions  of  dollars  worth  of  agricul¬ 
tural  produce  every  year,  I  ask  any  reasonable 
man  if  the  latter  is  not  the  natural  market  rather 
than  the  former  V  The  United  States  produces 
more  agricultural  produce  per  capita  than  any 
other  country.  Sending  our  goods  to  the  United 
States  is  like  sending  goods  to  a  middleman,  be¬ 
cause  we  send  the  produce  to  them,  and 
they  send  their  produce  out  of  the  country 
to  the  extent  of  millions  of  dollars  a  year. 
Looking  at  the  question  from  this  stand¬ 
point,  it  seems  to  me  to  be  our  duty,  reciprocity 
being  at  present  out  of  the  question  except  upon 
terms  that  I  do  not  believe  any  loyal  Canadian 
would  accept,  to  devise  some  other  means  by 
w'hich  our  exports  will  be  increased,  and  M  e  will 
get  a  market  for  our  produce.  By  this  resolution 
I  believe  we  are  taking  a  practical  step  in 
that  direction,  apd,  therefore,  it  has  my  hearty 
support  ;  and,  as  no  one  has  risen  to  speak 
against  the  resolution,  I  suppose  we  may  take 
it  for  granted  that  it  has  the  unanimous  sup¬ 
port  of  the  whole  chamber.  Something  has  been 
said  in  this  House  at  different  times  to  the  effect  * 
that  our  alliance  with  Great  Britain  is  little  more 
than  a  sentiment.  To  some  extent  that  may  be 
true,  but,  while  this  might  be  an  advantage  to  us 
in  a  material  point,  I  think,  further,  it  would  ap¬ 
peal  to  the  sentimental  side  of  the  people  of  Canada 
as  well  as  to  their  practical  and  material  side,  be¬ 
cause  I  do  not  believe  there  is  any  sentiment  in 
the  minds  of  the  people  stronger  than  the  senti¬ 
ment  that  exists  in  favour  of  British  connection. 
As  I  said  a  little  while  ago  in  this  debate,  I  do  not 
believe  there  is  any  principle  which  is  so  strong  in 
this  country  to-day  as  the  sentiment  in  favour  of 
British  connection.  I  do  not  believe  that  any 
party  or  any  politician  in  this  country  can  hope 
for  success  w  ho  ignores  that  sentiment  and  is  will¬ 
ing  to  hand  over  our  destinies  to  a  foreign,  and,  I 
believe,  in  many  respects,  a  hostile  country  ;  be¬ 
cause,  while  the  McKinley  Bill  was  framed  as  a 
general  measure  of  protection  for  the  United 
States  industries,  it  w7as,  in  some  respects,  framed 
as  a  hostile  tariff  against  the  Dominion  of  Canada, 
else  the  duties  would  not  have  been  placed  as  they 
were  upon  hay,  upon  eg^s,  upon  berries  and  upon 
lime,  which  articles  go  into  the  United  States  from 
Canada  alone.  I  believe  thg,t  in  imposing  that 
tariff  their  idea  was  that  it  would  strike  a  deadly 
blow  at  the  interests  of  the  Canadian  people,  and 
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would  force  us  into  such  commercial  relations  with 
them  as  would  imperil  our  political  status. 
But,  Sir,  that  is  not  the  sentiment,  I  take  it, 
of  the  people  of  this  country,  that  is  not 
the  kind  of  stuff  the  people  of  this  country 
are  made  of.  They  are  not  going  to  be  forced  into 
any  alliance  that  they  do  not  like.  As  our  late 
chieftain  said  in  his  manifesto  on  the  eve  of  the 
last  election,  this  country  has  existed  for  hun¬ 
dreds  of  years  under  the  protecting  gegis  of  the 
British  Crown.  The  people  of  Ontario  and  the 
people  of  the  Maritime  Provinces  are  descended 
from  men  who,  a  hundred  years  ago,  left  their 
happy  homes  in  the  New  England  States,  and  all 
that  the  world  holds  dear,  and  came  to  New  Bruns¬ 
wick  and  Ontario,  then  little  more  than  a  wilder¬ 
ness,  for  the  sake  of  the  principles  which  they  held 
dear,  for  the  sake  of  their  loyalty  to  British  con¬ 
nection  and  institutions  ;  I  say  the  descendants  of 
those  men  in  Canada  to-day  are  not  prepared  to 
admit  that  their  ancestors  made  a  mistake  at  that 
time,  and  that  they  will  be  less  true  in  their  alle¬ 
giance  to  British  institutions  and  to  the  mother 
country,  than  were  their  forefathers  who  made  such 
great  sacrifices  over  a  century  ago. 

Mr.  SKINNER.  Before  this  question  is  put  to 
the  House  I  wish  to  express  my  views  upon  it.  I 
am  very  glad  it  has  been  introduced,  because  I 
believe  that  in  a  very  few  years  this  question,  and 
those  that  are  related  to  -it,  will  be  among  the 
most  vital  questions  that  will  be  considered  in  the 
Parliament  of  this  Dominion.  All  persons,  no 
matter  whether  they  agree  with  this  resolution  or 
differ  from  it,  must  be  of  opinion  that  our  colonial 
existence  is  not  a  permanent  one.  The  time  of 
colonial  life  is  a  time  of  growth,  a  time  of  prepara¬ 
tion  for  national  existence  in  some  form  or  another. 
There  have  been  throughout  history  no  people  who 
have  always  been  contented  with  colonial  life,  and 
there  never  will  be  in  the  future.  Our  people 
aspire  to  national  existence,  as  all  great  peoples  do. 
I  recognize  that  aspiration  as  among  the  most  lofty 
of  the  Canadian  people  f  rom  one  part  of  the  country 
to  the  other  ;  but  I  do  not,  therefore,  think  it  is  at 
all  necessary  that  we  should  look  forward  to  a 
national  life  distinct  from  that  of  the  great  Empire 
to  which  we  belong.  I  believe  our  national  aspira¬ 
tions  can  be  better  realized  by  maintaining  a  con¬ 
nection  with  the  Empire  rather  than  by  a  severance 
from  it.  While  that  may  be  correct,  still  Canada 
must  some  time  or  other  consider  what  her  future 
status  is  going  to  be.  Shall  we  continue  as 
we  are,  a  part  of  the  Empire,  although  we  are  no 
longer  a  mere  colony  ?  Shall  we  join  the  United 
States,  or  shall  we  become  independent  ?  The  lion, 
gentlemen  who  are  opposing  the  Government  at  the 
present  time,  seem,  so  far  as  we  can  gather  from 
their  speeches  and  from  their  press,  of  the  opinion 
that  we  should  at  once  strive  for  independence 
without  settling  any  of  the  other  questions  at  all. 
My  view  is  that,  first  of  all,  we  should  see  whether 
we  are  not  in  a  position  to  form  a  closer  connection 
with  the  Empire  before  we  consider  the  other 
question.  A  little  over  a  hundred  years  ago,  when 
the  colonies,  now  the  United  States  of  Amer¬ 
ica,  were  considering  their  status  in  the  British 
Empire,  Franklin,  on  behalf  of  the  colonies,  pro¬ 
posed  to  the  British  Government  that  they  should 
be  admitted  into  closer  relations  with  the  mother 
country,  with  representation  in  the  Imperial  Par¬ 


liament.  The  British  Government  of  that  day 
would  not  listen  to  the  proposition,  and  the  result 
was  separation.  If  the  idea  of  Franklin  had  been 
embraced  by  the  Government  of  the  Empire, 
the  British  flag  would  to-day  float  from  the 
borders  of  Mexico  to  the  Hudson  Bay  and  from 
the  Atlantic  to  the  Pacific  Ocean  ;  because  the 
people  of  the  colonies  turned  away  from  their 
mother  country  at  that  time  with  a  great  deal  of 
reluctance.  I  say  now  that  in  view  of  the  changes 
that  have  come  to  pass  in  Canadian  life,  we  should 
first  propose  to  the  Empire,  before  we  take  another 
step,  that  they  consider  what  they  will  do  with  us, 
and  what  we  will  do  with  them.  Now,  this  reso¬ 
lution  does  not  deal  with  the  question  of  reciprocity, 
it  does  not  touch  the  question  of  free  trade,  so  to 
speak,  between  us  and  the  mother  country,  but  it 
takes  a  broader  sweep  than  any  of  these  questions 
indicate.  By  this  resolution  we  ask  the  mother 
country,  in  effect  :  What  do  you  think  of  the  pro¬ 
position  that  we  should  draw  closer  together  in  out¬ 
trade  relations  ?  A  few  moments  ago  some  lion, 
gentleman  opposite  sang  out  :  We  have  that  now. 
Yes,  we  have  free  trade  with  Great  Britain  now 
in  almost  every  article  we  choose  to  send  there. 
While  that  is  true,  it  does  not  meet  the  proposition 
of  this  resolution.  We  want  to  say  to  Great  Britain : 
What  are  you  going  to  do  with  reference  to  the 
commercial  relations  between  these  two  countries  ? 
By  this  resolution  we  declare  in  effect  to  Great 
Britain,  that  Canada  cannot  always  exist  as, a 
colony,  but  higher  questions  are  arising,  and  we 
want  to  know  what  you  are  going  to  do  about  it. 
Hon.  gentlemen  who  oppose  this  movement  say  it  is  no 
use  to  do  that,  Great  Britain  will  not  even  consider 
the  proposition,  Great  Britain  will  never  become  a 
protective  country.  Well,  we  will  find  out  what 
Great  Britain  will  say.  Great  Britain  has  never 
yet  been  asked,  her  public  men  have  never  yet  been 
called  upon  seriously  to  consider  the  question. 
Since  every  other  empire  that  has  adorned  or 
affected  civilization  has  passed  away,  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  who  oppose  us  on  this  movement  say  this 
Empire  also  must  pass  away,  that  it  must  disinteg¬ 
rate  as  other  countries  have  done,  that  Canada 
must  go  away,  that  Australia  must  leave  her 
mother  land,  that  the  West  Indian  colonies 
must  fall  into  the  United  States,  and  this  great 
Empire  must  become  a  thing  of  the  past. 
Well,  so  far  as  Canada  is  concerned  we  are  going 
to  attempt  at  all  events  to  do  something  else.  For 
ten  years  this  country  has  been  growing  up  to  the 
idea  of  British  connection,  and  of  establishing  a 
nation  here  in  connection  with  the  Empire.  Our 
people  have  made  great  sacrifices  to  this  end,  and 
it  was  thought  by  the  yMnericans  when  they  did 
away  with  the  last  reciprocity  treaty,  that  Canada 
could  not  succeed,  but  since  the  repeal  of  that 
treaty  Canada  has  succeeded  as  she  never  did  be- 
fote  ;  she  has  grown  in  a  manner  that  no  one  could 
expect,  and  she  has,  so  to  speak,  become  a  young 
nation  and  is  now  developing  a  commerce  that  is 
astonishing  to  all  who  are  called  upon  to  consider 
the  question  and  who  look  upon  it  from  a  national 
or  historic  point  of  view.  Suppose  that  the  United 
States  should  erect  a  barrier  so  high  and  so  strong 
that  wo  could  not  buy  from  them  nor  sell  to  them, 
and  that  there  should  be  no  trade  at  all  between 
the  two  countries,  Canada  would  even  then  suc¬ 
ceed.  Canada  will  not  be  beaten  down,  but  will 
progress,  as  she  has  progressed  in  the  past,  and  in 
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the  measure  which  the  energies  of  her  people  wish 
her  to  progress.  We  are  going  by  this  resolution 
to  say  to  Great  Britain  that  we  are  considering 
this  question,  that  we  want  them  to  consider  it  also, 
and  I  believe  that  the  people  of  Great  Britain 
will  be  glad  of  the  occasion  to  do  so.  The 
people  of  England  have  always  been  willing  to 
listen  to  the  claims  of  the  people  of  her  colonies  in 
the  past,  and  why  not  with  reference  to  this 
present  question.  I  could  go  on  to  show  if  it  were 
necessary,  that  suppose  they  did  put  10  per  cent 
on  all  foreign  imports  such  as  might  be  produced 
in  Canada,  the  people  of  Great  Britain  would  not 
have  to  pay  any  more  duties  upon  it.  It  is  probably 
not  necessary  that  I  should  argue  in  this  direction. 
Let  us  take  a  few  articles  as  illustration.  The 
colonies  can  produce  all  the  wool  Great  Britain 
require,  the  colonies  can  produce,  or  soon  will  be 
able  to  produce,  all  the  wheat  and  neai'ly  all  the 
lumber  that  she  may  require,  and,  therefore,  it  is, 
that  if  we  are  able  within  ourselves  to  produce  all 
these  things,  the  mere  duty  of  10  per  cent,  or 
whatever  it  may  be  on  these  articles  going  to  Great 
Britain  from  foreign  countries,  would  have  no  other 
result  in  fact,  except  to  give  our  own  people  our  own 
markets.  It  would  be  doing  for  Canada  as  a  part  of 
the  Empire  what  our  friends  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House  say  would  be  done  for  us  in  connection  with 
the  United  States,  if  w’e  were  commercially  united 
with  that  country.  We  all  know  that  so  far  as  pro¬ 
tective  duties  operate  they  do  not  necessarily  raise 
the  price  of  the  article  upon  which  the  duty  is  laid. 
\\  ith  the  tariff  that  now  protects  Canadian  indus¬ 
tries,  we  know  that  cotton  was  never  so  cheap  in 
this  country  as  it  is  now, [and  in  fact  there  is  no  coun¬ 
try  in  the  world  in  which  manufactured  cotton  is 
cheaper  that  in  Canada  at  the  present  time. 

1  he  tariff  has  not  increased  the  price  of  cotton  to 
the  Canadian  people,  while  it  has  given  to  our 
country  an  important  manufacture  in  which  rich 
and  poor  benefit  alike.  The  same  law  worked  out 
will  give  the  same  result  in  regard  to  the  whole 
Empire,  if  it  could  extend  to  the  whole  Empire  in 
the  manner  in  which  I  am  endeavouring  to  show. 
On  the  other  side  of  the  House  they  say  that  Great 
Britain  will  have  nothing  to  do  with  this,  and  that 
she  vv  ill  not  in  fact  make  any  reply  to  our  sugges¬ 
tions.  I  do  not  think  that  a  newspaper  always 
i  epresents  public  opinion,  but  it  was  a  very  impor- 
tant  article  that  was  read  from  the  London 
Times  this  afternoon  by  the  hon.  the  mover  of 
this  resolution.  We  do  know  that  in  Great 
Kiitain  there  is  a  tendency  of  thought  in  reference 
to  questions  of  this  character  that  was  not  to  be 
found  there  even  ten  years  ago.  I  believe  that 
when  the  public  men  of  Great  Britain  come  to 
take  up  the  question,  when  the  Parliament  of 
(Treat  Britain  come  to  have  it  actually  before  it  as 
to  what  it  is  going  to  do  with  this  Empire,  it  will 
not  stand  silently  by  and  see  the  Empire 
dismembered,  but  it  will  be  prepared,  if  ne¬ 
cessary,  to  make  certain  sacrifices  for  the 
purpose  of  sustaining  the  Empire.  The  people 
of  the  Empire  have  never  in  the  past  been  afraid 
of  making  sacrifices.  British  blood  and  British 
money  has  been  expended  all  over  the  world  where 
the  line  of  civilization  has  run,  and  is  it  to  be  said 
that  even  if  the  people  had  to  make  an  economic 
sacrifice  they  would  be  less  brave  in  questions  of 
this  character  than  they  have  been  in  the  past  ?  I 
believe  they  would  not,  and  I  am  the  more  con- 
Mr.  Skinner. 


vinced  of  that  lor  I  know  that  this  is  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  perpetuating  the  Empire.  If  blood  and 
money  had  to  be  sacrificed  to  found  the  Empire, 
and  to  maintain  it  thus  far,  are  the  people  of  Great 
Britain  going  to  say  in  a  question  of  this  character 
that  they  would  not  lose  a  little  money,  if  neces¬ 
sary,  for  the  purpose  of  perpetuating  the  Empire  ? 
Again  I  notice  that  the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell 
(Mr.  Mills)  to-day  said  across  the  floor  that  it  was 
a  very  different  idea  when  Great  Britain  was  called 
upon  to  make  an  economic  sacrifice,  and  that  she 
would  never  do  that.  The  idea  of  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  was  that  Great  Britain  was  too  selfish  to  do  a 
thing  of  that  kind,  and  that  they  would  never  tax 
themselves  a  single  farthing  to  preserve  the  Em¬ 
pire.  If  it  were  necessary  that  the  people  of  Great 
Britain  should  do  so,  I  believe  they  would  tax 
themselves,  but  I  do  not  believe,  on  the  other  hand, 
that  would  be  at  all  necessary. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  My  hon.  friend  is  mis¬ 
taken.  A  hen  the  hon.  member  for  North  Bruce 
(Air.  McNeill)  was  speaking  my  point  was  this  : 
The  hon.  member  for  North  Bruce  (Mr.  AlcNeill) 
was  reading  an  article  which  showed  that  what  the 
comment  contemplated  was  economically  disadvan¬ 
tageous  while  politically  advantageous  ;  while  he 
was  arguing  very  strongly  that  it  was  economically 
advantageous. 

Air.  SKINNER.  I  understand  that,  but  I  un¬ 
derstood  further  that  although  the  hon.  gentleman 
makes  it  clear  enough  that  that  was  the  meaning 
of  the  article  in  the  London  Timex,  that  he  is  of 
opinion  that  if  there  was  to  Vie  any  economic  disad¬ 
vantage  to  the  mother  country,  that  would  settle 
the  whole  question  and  the  mother  country  would 
have  nothing  to  do  with  it. 

Mr,  MILLS  (Bothwell).  I  said  nothing  about 
that, 

Mr.  SKINNER.  I  know  the  hon.  gentleman  did 
not  say  so,  but  I  am  declaring  from  the  course  the 
hon.  gentleman  has  pursued  and  from  the  position 
the  hon.  gentleman  takes  in  this  country — I  am 
declaring  from  the  expressions  that  the  leader  of  the 
Opposition  has  made  in  this  House  and  in  the 
different  parts  of  the  Dominion,  and  from  what  he 
said  in  Boston  as  reported  in  the  press  :  that  he  is 
of  opinion  that  the  time  has  come  when  the  British 
people  will  never  again  make  any  sacrifice  for  the 
sustentation  of  the  integrity  and  perpetuity  of  this 
Empire.  I  say  I  believe  differently,  but  I  do  not 
think  it  would  be  necessary  for  anything  of  that 
kind  to  arise.  I  do  not  believe  that  the  people  of 
Great  Britain  would  lose  a  cent  by  adopting  a 
policy  of  this  kind  The  Empire  is  too  large,  the 
population  too  extensive  and  the  trade  too  vast  for 
that.  If  the  United  States  can  put  walls  around 
themselves  and  say  they  can  live  independently, 
why  they  are  only  pigmies  in  comparison  to  the 
Great  British  Empire  with  which  we  are  connected. 
If  Great  Britain  should,  so  to  speak,  erect  a  tariff 
around  the  British  Empire  as  high  and  as  strong  as 
that  which  the  United  States  have  erected  around 
their  country,  we  could  live  more  independently 
and  more  prosperously  than  the  people  of  the 
United  States  live  under  their  tariff.  But  that  is 
not  necessary.  Why,  Air.  Speaker,  this  Empire 
would  include  every  kind  of  country  under  the  sun. 
\A  e  have  the  frozen  country  ;  we  have  the  tropical 
country  ;  we  have  grown  in  the  Empire  a  portion 
of  all  the  products  the  world  is  capable  of  produc- 
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ing.  There  is  India  for  tea,  cotton,  wheat  and  a 
hundred  other  things  ;  there  is  Ceylon  for  coffee  and 
tea  ;  there  are  the  great  colonies  of  Australia,  New 
Zealand  and  the  Dominion  of  Canada  ;  there  are 
the  West  Indies  lying  at  our  doors  ;  there  is  New¬ 
foundland,  which  has  the  greatest  and  most 
valuable  fisheries  in  the  world.  Therefore,  this 
Empire  has  within  itself  everything  for  its  support, 
everything  that  its  merchants  need  to  trade  in, 
everything  for  the  purpose  of  sustaining  its  people. 
Shall  it  then  be  said  that  if  it  became  necessary, 
we  could  not  live  within  ourselves  ?  I  believe  the 
time  will  come  when  this  Empire  will  say,  even  from 
a  place  near  the  throne,  that  if  the  United  States 
or  the  nations  of  Europe  are  going,  by  hostile 
tariffs  or  in  any  other  way,  to  aim  at  the  life  of 
this  Empire,  or  at  the  life  of  the  most  extreme  or 
insignificant  of  its  colonies,  the  whole  force  of  the 
Empire  shall  be  brought  together,  whether  by 
economic  laws  or  otherwise,  to  sustain  the  whole. 
It  has  been  said  that  this  question  of  independence 
is  forcing  itself  upon  the  people  of  this  country.  I 
do  not  believe  it.  If  we  have  independence 
looming  up  at  all  as  a  question  to  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  the  people  of  Canada,  it  is  be¬ 
cause  of  the  agitation  which  hon.  gentlemen  on 
the  other  side  of  the  House  have  seen  fit  to  bring 
about  in  this  country.  I  can  understand  the  idea 
of  having  free  trade  with  the  United  States,  but  I 
cannot  understand  how  honourable  men  can  propose 
to  have  free  trade  with  the  United  States  and  at 
the  same  time  to  discriminate  against  the  mother 
country  ;  and,  as  was  said  a  little  while  ago,  I  do 
not  believe,  no  matter  what  they  may  suffer,  that 
the  people  of  this  country  will  ever  consent  to  any 
kind  of  a  trade  treaty,  or  to  free  trade  with  the 
United  States,  if  to  secure  it  they  have  to  aim  a 
blow  at  the  mother  country  and  the  other  colonies 
of  the  Empire.  The  hon.  gentlemen  who  differ 
from  the  view  of  this  question  which  I  am  attempt¬ 
ing  to  bring  before  you,  think  that  because  the 
people  suffer,  because  we  may  not  be  able  to 
make  so  much  money  or  to  become  as  prosperous 
while  cut  off  from  the  trade  centres  of  the 
United  States,  we  will  knock  under  to  any 
proposition  they  may  choose  to  make,  or,  in  other 
words,  that  we  will  have  free  trade  at  any  price. 
Never,  Sir,  will  the  people  of  this  Dominion  sub¬ 
mit  to  that.  We  belong  to  a  race  of  people  who 
never  bowed  the  knee  to  any  nation  or  to  any 
people  and  who  will  never  submit  to  being  put 
down  in  any  other  way  than  by  the  force  of  war  ; 
and  I  believe  that  the  people  of  Canada  w  ill  just 
as  surely  maintain  their  independence  and  inte¬ 
grity,  and  their  connection  with  the  Empire  in 
that  respect,  no  matter  what  the  loss  may  be,  no 
matter  what  we  may  suffer  by  doing  so.  We  will 
work  out  our  future-,  maintaining  our  connection 
with  the  Empire,  and  continuing  to  be  Canadians 
whether  we  may  be  better  off  or  not.  Therefore,  I 
say  this  is  a  practical  question  which  we  are  dis¬ 
cussing  to-night.  This  is  almost  the  first  time, 
in  my  experience  in  this  Parliament,  that  we  have 
ventured  to  take  the  step  which  this  resolution 
proposes.  During  the  few  years  that  I  have  been 
here,  I  have  heard  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  always 
sneer  whenever  the  question  of  imperial  federation 
has  been  mentioned.  Why  they  have  done  that  I 
do  not  know.  I  can  understand  that  they  might 
say  it  was  impracticable,  that  the  British  people 


would  not  have  it,  or  that  we  had  not  the  states¬ 
men  who  could  work  the  thing  out ;  but  why  they 
should  sneer  at  it  I  could  never  comprehend. 
It  is  certainly  a  destiny  that  we  ought  to 
look  forward  to  with  pride.  To  be  a  nation 
within  the  British  Empire  ought  to  be  the 
proudest  destiny  that  Canadian  or  any  other  por¬ 
tion  of  the  British  Empire  could  look  forward  to. 
This  is  a  step  in  that  direction,  and  it  is  a  step  that 
will  be  followed  by  others  ;  and  these  steps  will  be 
taken  not  only  in  Canada,  but  in  Great  Britain  as 
well ;  as  I  have  said,  the  safety  and  integrity  of  the 
Empire  will  rise  above  party  considerations  and 
above  every  other  question  of  any  importance.  I 
am,  therefore,  glad  that  this  question  has  been 
brought  up.  In  reading  a  day  or  two  ago  a  des¬ 
patch  from  Lord  Knutsford  in  reference  to  some 
trade  question,  I  observed  that  he  spoke  of  a  self- 
governing  colony.  The  public  men  of  Great  Britain 
will  have  to  understand,  and  they  will  soon  under¬ 
stand,  that  Canada  is  more  than  a  colony.  Canada 
is  a  Dominion  :  and  that  denotes  a  step  of  growth 
in  Canadian  history.  But  we  are  not  satisfied  with 
that,  and  we  are  going  to  take  another  step  towards 
nationality — towards  a  national  life  within  the 
Empire,  if  the  statesmen  of  England  will  have  it ; 
and  if  they  do  not,  we  cannot  help  it.  If  they  scorn 
this  offer  and  cast  us  off,  we  shall  be  found  as  in¬ 
dependent  as  the  United  States  wereahundredyears 
ago,  and  we  will  work  out  our  destiny  after  that 
decision  has  been  declared.  But  I  am  not  prepared 
to  believe  that  the  people  of  Great  Britain  and  of 
the  whole  Empire  will  do  that  until  they  do  it. 
The  world  has  advanced  vastly  in  a  hundred  years. 
The  British  Government  will,  I  believe,  look  at 
matters  differently  from  what  they  did  a  hundred 
years  ago.  It  would  be  easier  for  Canada  to  be  a 
part  of  the  British  Empire  to-day  than  it  was  for 
Ireland  or  Wales  a  hundred  years  ago.  Now 
treaties  are  made  by  telegraph.  One  ambassador 
is  at  Washington,  and  another  with  whom  he  is 
negotiating  is  in  London ;  and  in  a  moment,  so  to 
speak,  the  communications  are  flashed  between 
them,  so  that  the  world  is  practically  one.  Elec¬ 
tricity  and  steam  have  made  possible  what  was  im¬ 
practicable  a  hundred  years  ago.  Therefore,  we 
have  no  right  to  argue  from  the  past  as  to  what 
will  be  done  in  the  future.  The  British  people 
will  consider  this  question,  and  when  this  vote 
is  passed  to-night,  it  will  have  an  effect  I 
believe  on  the  British  Government.  I  may  say  this 
further,  that  while  hon.  gentlemen  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House  keep  silent,  we  shall  be  able  to 
say  tothe  people  of  Great  Britain,  as  the  result  of  this 
vote,  that  the  Parliament  of  Canada  are  unanimous. 
This  will  be  par  excellence  a  case  where  silence 
will  be  consent.  Therefore,  we  shall  be  able  to 
quote,  so  to  speak,  in  the  court  of  the  nation,  that 
the  Opposition  are  with  us  in  this  matter,  that 
they  have  not  said  a  word  against  the  proposition 
and  will  not  vote  against  it,  and  it  will  go  forward 
as  the  unanimous  opinion  of  this  Parliament.  I 
therefore  anticipate,  Mr.  Speaker,  a  good  deal  from 
this  resolution  passing.  1  look  forward  to  it  as  the 
beginning  of  the  movement.  I  expect  that  the 
question  will  continue  to  be  agitated,  and  I  look 
forward  to  the  time  when  this  whole  Empire  will 
j  be  united,  and  when  no  alien  hand  will  attempt  to 
haul  down  the  flag  which  floats  so  proudly  over  us 
in  the  relation  in  which  we  stand. 


1591 


[COMMONS] 


1592 


it 


Mr.  GILLMOR.  I  have  been  much  pleased 
with  the  speeches  of  my  two  hon.  friends  from 
St.  John,  as  regards  their  expressions  of  loyalty, 
though  they  seem  to  me  rather  excessive.  I  lie- 
lie  ve  in  the  unity  of  the  Empire  and  in  rhe  integ¬ 
rity  of  the  Empire,  but  I  fail  to  see  that  the 
Empire  cannot  be  united  as  well  under  free  trade 
as  under  protection.  Nothing  would  please  me 
better  than  to  see  free  trade  among  all  the  English- 
speaking  races.  I  could  understand  that.  If  my 
lion,  friends  had  made  a  proposition  to  meet  the 
mother  country  on  the  same  conditions  as  those  on 
which  she  meets  us,  1  could  understand  it.  I 
could  understand  their  love  for  Great  Britain  if, 
after  Great  Britain  lias  opened  her  ports  not  only 
to  Canada  but  to  all  countries,  certainly  to  Canada, 
because  there  is  nothing  we  produce  that  cannot 
go  into  Britain  free  of  duty,  they  would  move  a 
resolution  in  favour  of  free  trade.  If  my  hon. 
friends  would  move  a  motion  in  favour  of  free  trade 
with  Britain,  I  would  vote  for  it.  But  we  are 
undeitakjng  to  legislate  for  too  large  a  community 
The  400,000,000  people  under  the  British  Empire 
are  more  than  we  can  manage.  We  have  pretty 
hard  work,  as  it  is,  to  legislate  for  less  than 
five  millions  in  Canada.  But  our  friends  are  so 
generous  they  want  to  begin  to  legislate  for 
the  mother  country  for  the  Empire,  and  they 
want  the  mother  country  to  go  back  to  protection, 
restriction  of  trade.  They  want  the  mother  coun- 
try  to  go  back  on  trade  matters,  after  they  have 
had  a  thousand  years  experience  of  protection, 
n  hen  protection  did  for  them  what  protection  is 
doing  for  Canada.  After  long  years  of  experience 
of  restriction  of  trade,  and  of  monopoly,  England 
a\  as  in  a  condition  when  her  people  were  poor, 
v  lien  bread  riots  and  starvation  and  distress  pre¬ 
vailed  everywhere,  when  ships  were  lying  at  anchor, 
with  their  sails  flapping  against  the  masts  and  rot¬ 
ting  in  the  harbour,  when  their  spindles  were  idle  ; 
and  then  they  adopted  free  trade.  I  am  attached  to 
the  mother  country.  I  am  loyal  to  the  British 
Crown.  I  am  a  Briton,  but  my  loyalty  does  not 
ooze  out  in  the  way  the  loyalty  of  some  of  our 
friends  does.  The  fact  is  their  loyalty  is  loyaltv' 
to  the  Prime  Minister,  to  Mr.  Abbott,  loyalty 
to  protected  industries,  and  loyalty  to  a  politi¬ 
cal  party.  I  am  loyal  to  the  mother  country 
for  the  battles  she  has  fought  out  for  the  race.  I 
am  loyal  to  the  mother  country  because  she  has  set 
an  example  to  Canada  and  to  the  wide  world  in 
e\  ery  thing  ;  and  I  would  as  soon  expect  England 
to  go  back  to  African  slavery  as  to  see  her  go  back  to 
protection.  Protection  is  a  selfish,  a  weak,  a  sinful 
thing.  It  is  legislation  for  the  few  at  the  expense 
of  the  many.  It  is  legislation  for  a  party,  and  it  is 
kept  up  by  protected  industries,  and  Great  Britain 
has  had  a  sad  experience  of  that  system  for  hundreds 
and  hundreds  of  years.  They  had  protection  and 
protected  monopolies.  There  was  a  guild  for  every¬ 
thing.  1  his  one  had  the  right  to  make  vinegar, 
another  to  make  hats,  another  to  make  boots  and 
shoes,  and  for  these  privileges  each  paid  into  the 
treasury  and  the  people  suffered.  Great  Britain 
vi  ill  never  go  back  to  that  condition  of  things 
because  of  the  experience  of  which  she  has  had 
under  it.  Great  Britain  adopted  free  trade  from 
con\  iction  ;  she  adopted  it  from  her  experience  of 
the  evils  of  protection  ;  and  I  do  not  think  that 
V\  u  ever  go  back  on  it.  There  are  some1  that 
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w  ant  to  lie  protected  and  enriched  at  the  expense  of 
the  great  mass  of  the  people  ;  but  the  time  never  will 
come  when  thegreat  heart  which  has  fought  so  many 
noble  battles  for  the  world  will  go  back  on  the 
principle  of  free  trade.  What  liberality  is  there 
in  this  resolution  \\  hat  evidence  of  loyalty  to 
(Treat  Britain  is  there  in  this  resolution  ?  None  at 
all.  If  you  will  discriminate  in  our  favour,  they 
say,  we  will  discriminate  in  yours.  If  you  will 
discriminate  in  favour  of  5,000,000  of  people 
against  all  the  rest  of  the  world,  wre  will  go 
in  with  you.  I  hat  is  the  gist  of  this  resolution. 
Do  you  suppose  she  is  going  to  be  blind  to  the 
interests  of  her  people  ?  Is  Great  Britain  going 
to  lie  blind  to  the  interests  of  her  nation?  Is 
she  going  to  tax  a  trade  of  £550,000,000  or 
£560,000,000  sterling  with  the  world  for  £150,000- 
000  or  £160,000,000  of  trade  with  her  colonies?  I 
do  not  believe  she  is.  And  in  matters  of  trade 
there  is  none  of  this  sentiment.  Why  do  we 
trade  with  Great  Britain  ?  Is  it  because  she  is  the 
mother  country  ?  Much  as  w'e  are  attached  to  her 
we  do  not  trade  with  her  any  differently  from  what 
we  do  with  New  Zealand  or  France  or  Russia  or 
any  other  country.  Men  trade  with  their  own 
people  the  same  as  they  do  with  foreigners.  They 
trade  where  they  can  do  the  best,  and  if  I  w^ant  to 
buy  I  buy  where  I  can  buy  the  cheapest.  I)o  not 
you,  Mr.  Speaker  ?  Do  not  you,  gentlemen  on  the 
Treasury  benches,  do  not  you,  gentlemen  from  St. 
John?  Why,  you  will  hunt  around  all  over  the 
city  to  find  a  store  where  you  will  get  a  pound  of 
tea  2  cents  cheaper  than  anywhere  else.  Yes,  and  if 
there  were  duties  on  it  you  would  smuggle  it  after 
that.  I  want  to  live  to  see  the  time  when  the  example 
of  Great  Britain  will  be  adopted  by  the  world,  and 
when  the  world  will  be  one  universal  brotherhood. 
That  is  the  time  when  poverty  will  cease  to  be,  and 
men  w  ill  be  better  off  than  they  are  now  with  their 
tariff  and  restrictions  on  trade.  I  know  that 
thei  e  .  are  a  good  many  Liberals  wrho  linger 
shivering  on  the  brink  on  this  trade  question,  but 
I  do  not.  I  am  going  to  follow  the  mother  coun¬ 
try’s  example,  the  best  example  ever  set  on  the  trade 
question,  and  the  only  one,  and  it  is  that  which 
makes  her  the  greatest  nation  of  the  world,  and  I 
hope  she  will  always  continue  to  occupy  that  proud 
position.  She  was  not  the  greatest  nation  in  the 
world  when  a  protected  country.  Look  at  the 
strides  England  has  made  within  thirty  or  forty 
years  since  she  has  adopted  free  trade  ;  and  you  . 
need  not  be  afraid  that  she  will  ever  forsake  it. 
The  only  trouble  in  this  question  is  that  those  who 
have  been  in  the  habit  of  skinning  the  people  do 
not  want  to  lose  that  privilege.  The  people  in 
Canada  can  raise  their  revenue  without  taxing 
Dade.  If  jou  want  Canada  to  be  a  rich  country, 
let  her  trade  freely.  Let  our  people  make  money, 
and  then  there  w  ill  be  no  difficulty  in  raising  taxes. 
Of  course,  this  may  lie  unpopular,  because  the  rich 
men  feel  they  would  have  to  pay  more  than  they 
d°  now.  \\  ell,  who  should  pay  the  taxes  but 
those  who  have  a  surplus  ?  Should  the  men  raise 
part  of  $40,000,000  wdio  can  hardly  keep  soul  and 
body  together,  and  who  wmrk  from  daylight 
to  dark,  as  I  see  them  around  here,  at  $1 
a  day,  and  have  to  keep  their  families  on  that  ? 
The  country  cannot  prosper  when  it  takes 
the  taxes  out  of  the  poor.  A  few  millionaires  will 
be  made,  and  you  see  a  few  rolling  in  wealth  and 
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talk  about  cotton.  Cotton  ought  to  be  as  cheap 
again  as  it  is.  There  is  such  a  surplus  of  cotton 
that  they  have  to  send  it  off  and  give  it  away  in 
China  and  Japan.  If  the  people  in  Canada  had 
cotton  cheaper,  there  are  200  men  in  this  House 
who  would  have  more  cotton  than  they  possess  now. 
There  are  many  poor  people  who  cannot  keep  up 
their  window  curtains.  They  have  to  take  them 
down  in  order  to  get  them  washed.  There  would 
be  no  surplus  of  anything  if  it  were  cheap  enough 
for  the  people,  and  if  you  want  to  make  it  cheap  to 
the  people  give  them  free  trade  and  let  everybody 
in  this  short  life,  and  this  wilderness  of  woe,  get 
some  benefit.  This  loyalty  of  our  friends  on  the 
other  side  is  of  a  kind  that  I  am  astonished  at.  I 
think  I  am  pretty  loyal,  but  I  am  loyal  to  Great 
Britain,  not  because  of  her  aristocracy,  no.t  because 
of  her  wealth,  I  am  loyal  to  her  because  her  states¬ 
men  have  been  unselfish,  her  statesmen  have  been 
intelligent,  her  statesmen  have  been  true  to 
their  convictions,  her  statesmen  have  been 
true  to  principle.  When  the  time  came  that 
a  great  principle  was  presented  to  them, 
they  presented  it  to  the  people,  and  carried 
their  reforms,  all  the  great  reforms  that  bless  man¬ 
kind,  or  nearly  all.  Freedom  of  thought,  freedom 
of  opinion,  freedom  of  trade,  freedom  of  press — all 
these  things  have  been  fought  out  by  the  mother 
country.  Therefore  I  have  no  idea  of  hurrying  up 
to  be  a  nation.  I  do  not  understand  that  sentiment. 
W  e  can  afford  to  go  a  little  while  longer  before  we 
need  independence.  But  my  friends  here  are  very 
loyal.  If  you  will  discriminate  in  our  favour,  they 
say,  we  will  be  glad  to  continue  a  part  of  this 
great  nation,  and  have  a  share  in  her  ironclad 
ships,  in  the  greatest  navy  in  the  world,  and  in  all 
her  prestige,  if  you  will  discriminate  in  favour  of 
us  and  give  us  some  advantage  in  trade.  That  is 
the  extent  of  their  loyalty.  We  will  be  truly  loyal 
if  you  will  do  something  for  us,  if  you  will  pay  for 
it.  You  want  to  tax  the  workingmen  of  England, 
and  they  do  not  pay  very  much  because  everything 
they  eat,  everything  they  drink  and  everything  they 
wear,  from  the  hat  on  their  head  to  the  shoes  on 
their  feet,  they  get  as  cheap  as  the  world  can  give 
it  to  them.  And  is  not  that  right?  Why  should 
any  man  be  compelled  to  buy  from  any  other 
man  ?  There  is  none  of  this  sentiment  in 
trade.  If  any  one  wants  to  be  generous,  let 
him  put  his  hand  in  his  pocket  and  give,  but 
there  should  not  be  and  is  not  any  friendship  in 
trade.  Trade  is  a  natural  right.  It  is  as  natural 
and  right  to  buy  and  sell  as  to  breathe  and  to  eat. 
and  this  discrimination  in  favour  of  one  country  or 
another,  and  this  system  of  protection  is  an  appeal 
to  men’s  selfishness  and  greed,  and,  as  I  have  heard 
it  called,  a  legalized  robbery,  and  that  is  what  pro¬ 
tection  is.  Great  Britain  will  never  go  back.  If 
she  goes  back  on  her  trade  policy,  there  is  no  hope 
for  the  world,  but  she  never  will.  It  is  that  policy 
that  makes  her  the  greatest  power  in  Europe  and 
in  the  world.  It  is  her  principles  that  have  done 
that.  She  would  not  have  her  navy  now  if  she 
were  a  protected  country.  She  would  have 
been  poor  and  miserable  as  Canada  will  be  if  it 
holds  on  to  protection.  We  have  tried  protection 
a  good  while  in  Canada,  and  what  has  it  done  for 
us  ?  Throw  open  your  ports.  You  have  tried  this 
side  of  the  Atlantic,  and  now  you  are  going  across 
the  Atlantic.  It  seems  the  only  free  trade  you  can 
get  on  this  side  of  the  Atlantic  is  to  the  north  of 


us.  You  cannot  get  it  to  the  south.  Canada  does 
not  want  it  unless  it  can  get  a  partial  free  trade,  which 
it  cannot  get.  I  sympathize  with  idea  of  federa¬ 
tion  if  you  could  get  it  on  proper  principles.  It 
would  be  a  glorious  thing  if  the  English-speaking 
nations  could  be  federated.  But  the  world  was 
not  made  for  the  English-speaking  people.  God 
Almighty  did  not  make  the  world  for  them  alone, 
but  they  are  spreading  all  over  the  world.  I  would 
like  to  read  to  you  some  figures  showing  the  ad¬ 
vances  Great  Britain  lias  made  since  free  trade  was 
adopted.  In  1840,  the  foreign  trade  of  the  United 
Kingdom  (combined  exports  and  imports)  amounted 
to  £172,133,000,  equivalent  to  £6  9s.  1 1  Ad  per 
head  of  the  population.  In  1878,  it  amounted  to 
£614,255,000  or  £18  3s.  fid  per  head,  a  marvellous 
rate  of  increase.  In  the  United  States  the  propor¬ 
tion  of  foreign  trade  to  the  population  is  £4  13s. 
per  head.  In  France,  it  was  in  1876  £8  3s.  per 
head.  In  Russia,  it  was  in  1876,  £1  9s.  per  head, 
The  public  revenue  for  the  year  1840  was  £51,850,- 
000  :  for  the  year  1878,  £81,598,000,  and  the  latter 
sum  pressed  far  less  heavily  on  the  people  than  did 
the  former.  The  income  tax  in  1843,  the  first  year 
of  its  incidence,  yielded  for  every  penny  in  the 
pound,  £801,000.  In  1878,  the  taxable  incomes  had 
so  increased  that  every  penny  in  the  pound  of  income 
tax  yielded  £1.947,000.  In  order  to  show  how  the 
poor  were  benefited  after  free  trade  was  inaugu¬ 
rated,  I  may  make  the  following  statement : — 
The  consumption  of  tea  in  1840  was  1^  pounds,  in 
1878  it  was  nearly  5  pounds  per  head.  Sugar, 
under  the  protective  system,  was  15  pounds  per 
head,  under  the  free  trade  system  it  was  48  pounds 
per  head.  That  shows  you  what  free  trade  does 
for  the  poor.  And  so  in  all  these  articles  that 
were  taxed,  their  consumption  of  clothing  and  food 
was  just  double,  and  instead  of  the  people  starving 
and  suffering  for  the  want  of  food  and  clothing, 
free  trade  enabled  them  to  live  more  comfortably. 
Some  of  you,  I  have  no  doubt,  were  in  England 
when  free  trade  was  introduced.  I  was  there  then, 
and  I  talked  with  the  labouring  classes  in  England 
and  Ireland,  and  I  know  something  about  how  they 
lived  at  that  time,  I  was  there  when  the  agitation 
was  going  on  for  free  trade,  when  there  were  little 
bazaars  held  all  over  England,  and  I  went  in  and 
made  my  small  contribution  to  help  along  free  trade. 
I  did  not  expect  at  that  time,  that  nearly  50  years 
afterwards  Canada  would  go  back  and  adopt  the 
odious  principle  of  protection. 

Mr.  MACDONALD  (Winnipeg).  I  have  listened 
with  great  pleasure  to  the  speech  of  my  hon. 
friend  from  Charlotte  (Mr.  Gillmor)  as  I  always  do 
when  he  rises  to  speak  on  the  question  of  free 
trade.  There  is  a  charming  frankness  and  earnest¬ 
ness  about  his  utterances  which  are  very  pleasant 
i]i  an  age  like  this  when  weare  so  much  accustomed 
to  sham.  I  also  agree  with  him  in  being  proud  of 
being  a  British  subject,  and  having  a  right,  as  such, 
to  share  in  the  past  history  of  England,  But  I  do 
not  agree  with  him  in  reference  to  the  resolution 
now  under  consideration,  as  I  most  heartily  sup¬ 
port  it,  and  I  hope  it  will  be  well  received  by  the 
Government  and  by  this  House.  There  is  no 
donbt,  that  at  the  present  time  we  are  receiving, 
and  for  many  years  past,  in  fact  almost  from  the 
time  that  Canada  emerged  from  the  nursery,  if  I 
may  use  the  expression,  we  have  received  great 
benefits  from  our  connection  with  the  mother 
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country.  For  instance  our  trade  interests  as  well 
as  those  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland  are  looked 
after  at  foreign  courts  by  a  number  of  skilful  and 
trained  British  ministers.  A  small  army  of  British 
consuls  protect  our  citizens  and  look  after  our  com¬ 
mercial  interests  in  all  the  principal  towns  and  cities 
of  the  civilized  and  semi-civilized  world  ;  and  if  the 
moral  influence  of  these  ministers  and  consuls  is 
not  sufficient  for  the  purpose,  and  if  any  power, 
civilized  or  uncivilized,  wishes  to  impose  upon  us, 
physical  force  in  the  shape  of  the  British  army 
and  navy  is  at  our  back,  and  the  party  trespassing 
on  our  rights  knows  that  he  has  to  face,  not  a  small 
country  of  five  millions  or  less  of  inhabitants,  but 
he  has  to  face  the  might  of  England.  This,  Mr. 
Speaker,  is  not  a  small  advantage;  but  we  must 
remember  that  in  time  of  need,  when  we  have 
found  it  necessary  to  raise  large  sums  of  money  in 
the  markets  of  the  world,  and  when  the  scheme  for 
which  the  money  has  been  required  was  of  such 
size  as  to  alarm  financiers,  the  mother  country  has 
come  to  our  assistance  by  guaranteeing  loans  to 
enable  us  to  raise  the  money  for  the  purpose, 
whereas  we  would  not  have  been  able  to  get  it  at 
all,  or  at  any  rate,  we  would  have  had  to  pay  a  much 
higher  rate  for  it,  without  this  guarantee.  How¬ 
ever,  we  have  become  so  accustomed  to  these  advan¬ 
tages,  looking  on  them  so  much  as  a  matter  of  course 
that  when  we  are  summing  up  the  credit  and  debit 
side  of  the  ledgerand considering theadvantages  and 
the  disadvantages  of  our  connection  with  England, 
these  are  considerations  that  we  are  apt  to  over¬ 
look,  and  1  think  we  must  acknowledge  that  at  the 
present  moment  the  main  tie  that  binds  us  to  the 
mother  land  is  that  of  sympathy  and  sentiment.  Now, 
I  am  aware  that  it  is  the  habit  of  many  gentlemen  in 
this  House,  and  outside,  to  laugh  at  sentiment  as 
something  effeminate,  old  fashioned,  old  fogyish, 
and  out  of  date.  But  I  am  not  at  all  in  accord 
with  those  who  hold  that  opinion,  for  I  doubt  if 
there  is  anything  which  has  a  stronger  influence 
over  a  man’s  action  than  sentiment.  Of  course,  I 
am  perfectly  aware  that  there  is  a  kind  of  senti¬ 
ment,  so-callea,  that  is  not  worthy  of  the  name, 
which  can  oidy  be  treated  with  contempt  ;  I  mean 
that  which  you  find  in  the  sentimental  young  school 
girl  who  has  been  re  ading  mawkish  poetry  and  that 
sort  of  thing,  and  who  goes  into  fits  of  tears,  because, 
perhaps,  the  family  cat  has  knocked  over  the 
flower  pot  and  broken  a  lily  from  its  stem.  That 
is  not  the  kind  of  sentiment  1  am  speaking  of.  I 
mean  the  emotion  that  stirs  the  souls  of  brave  men, 
that  which  makes  men  willing  to  sacrifice  their 
money  and  their  lives,  if  necessary,  in  defence  of 
their  homes,  their  country,  or  some  great  principle. 

I  hat  is  not  a  feeling  to  be  laughed  at,  it  is  not  a 
feeling  to  be  despised.  It  is  a  feeling  which  has 
produced  most  of  the  deeds  of  which  we  read  in 
history  with  pride  and  exultation,  and  which  more 
than  anything  else,  more,  even  than  ability  and 
eloquence,  shows  that  there  is  something  divine  in 
human  nature,  and  that  men  are  far  superior 
to  the  brutes  of  the  field.  Now,  sentiment  is 
very  strong  in  this  little  Canada  of  ours,  and  I 
think  that  no  one  can  run  counter  to  it  without 
finding  to  his  cost  that  he  has  made  a  great  mis¬ 
take.  In  my  opinion,  Sir,  the  success,  the  unpre¬ 
cedented  success,  which  the  Government  candidates 
have  met  with  in  the  recent  bye-elections  is  princi¬ 
pally  owing  to  the  fact  that  this  sentiment  of  loy¬ 
alty  in  Canada  has  become  alarmed.  Now,  Sir,  I 
Mr.  Macdonald  (Winnipeg) 


do  not  wish  to  be  misunderstood  in  what  I  am  say¬ 
ing,  I  do  not  wish  to  be  thought  to  hurl  a  charge  of 
disloyalty  across  the  House,  or  even  to  insinuate 
that  the  Reform  party  as  a  party  are  disloyal,  for  1 
know  very  well  that  such  is  not  the  case.  ‘  I  know 
the  vast  mass  of  the  Reform  party  are  as  loyal  as  the 
Conservatives  ;  I  know  they  have  been  too  well 
taught  by  the  late  Hon.  George  Brown  and  the  late 
Hon.  Alexander  Mackenzie,  who  so  lately  left  us, 
and  whose  loss  is  so  much  deplored,  not  to  under¬ 
stand  fully  the  value  of  British  connection,  and  the 
necessity  of  doing  everything  in  their  power  to  pre¬ 
serve  it.  But  I  do  mean  to  say  that  there  are 
some  gentlemen  in  the  Reform  party,  some  gentle¬ 
men  occupying  prominent  positions  in  the  Reform 
ranks,  who  are  supposed  to  be  willing,  at  least,  to 
coqiiette  with  the  United  States,  in  the  hope  of  ob¬ 
taining  seats  on  the  Treasury  benches,  and  who  are 
supposed,  infact,  tolooktoomuchtoourfriendstothe 
south  of  the  line  for  the  sign  by  which  they  shall  con¬ 
quer.  That  feeling  has  come  thoroughly  aroused  in 
the  interval  which  came  between  the  end  of  last  ses¬ 
sion  and  the  beginning  of  this.  For  some  years 
before  the  general  election  of  1891,  several  leaders 
of  the  Opposition,  gentlemen  of  ability  and  elo¬ 
quence,  stumped  the  country  preaching  the 
doctrine  of  unrestricted  reciprocity  or  commercial 
union.  They,  of  course,  showed  only  the  silver 
side  of  the  shield,  and  those  who  listened  to  them, 
hearing  the  arguments  in  favour  of  that  policy  only, 
and  not  having  any  one  to  answer  those  arguments, 
were,  to  some  extent,  impressed  by  them.  When 
dissolution  took  place,  and  the  candidates  who 
were  chosen  by  the  different  constituencies  to  carry 
the  banners  of  the  respective  parties  in  the  coming 
election,  went  to  the  country,  the  people  at  large, 
then  for  the  first  time,  heard  the  other  side  of  the 
story  ;  they  learned  that  all  is  not  gold  that  glit¬ 
ters,  that  while  this  system  of  unrestricted  recipro-  ' 
city  offers  some  advantages  ;  it  also  presents  very 
serious  disadvantages  ;  they  learned  that  there  was 
a  question  of  discrimination  against  the  goods  of 
the  mother  country  in  favour  of  those  of  a 
foreign,  and  as  some  have  described  it,  a  hostile 
country.  They  learned,  moreover,  that  an  ar¬ 
rangement  with  them  could  only  be  made  by 
sacrificing  the  control  of  our  own  tariff,  and  by 
handing  the  regulation  of  our  fiscal  policy  over  to 
the  A  ashington  Government  instead  of  regulating 
it,  as  we  do  now,  in  Ottawa  ;  they  learned,  in 
fact,  that  they  would  be  reduced  very  much  to  the 
position  in  which  the  American  colonies  Mere 
themselves  when  they  rebelled  against  the  British 
( Town,  that  is  to  say,  they  would  be  taxed  Mitli- 
out  representation.  Of  course  the  Reform  party 
when  this  was  mentioned  by  the  Conservative 
speakers  throughout  the  country,  did  not  pay 
much  attention  to  it.  They  thought  this  was 
just  a  little  claptrap  got  up  for  the  purpose  of 
catching  votes,  but  when  after  the  election  was 
over  they  read  the  letter  of  the  former  leader  of 
the  Liberal  party,  the  Hon.  Edward  Blake,  in 
which  he  took  the  view'  that  although  he  was  as 
strongly  opposed  as  ever  to  the  policy,  and  in  fact, 
to  everything  else  connected  with  the"  Conservative 
party  ;  yet  he  was  so  utterly  at  variance  m  ith  his 
own  party  on  this  question  of  unrestricted  reci¬ 
procity  or  commercial  union,  that  fond  as  he  M  as 
of  political  life,  he  found  it  necessary  to  cut  him¬ 
self  adrift  from  them  and  to  retire  to  private  life 
rather  than  support  such  a  policy.  Mr.  Blake 
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announced  in  clear  and  unmistakable  terms  that 
the  adoption  of  that  policy  could  only  end  in 
one  thing,  and  that  was  annexation ;  and  he 
more  than  intimated  that  if  we  were  going  into 
annexation  we  had  better  make  terms  with  the 
States  at  once  when  our  hands  were  free,  instead 
of  waiting  until  we  were  tied  hand  and  foot  by  the 
bonds  which  this  commercial  union  would  bring 
with  it.  When  this  letter  was  read  there  were 
numbers  of  Reformers  throughout  the  country, 
particularly  among  the  young  men,  who  thought 
it  was  time  to  go  slowly,  who  thought  it  was 
time  to  consider  whither  this  policy  of  the  Opposi¬ 
tion  would  lead  them.  They  did  stop,  they  did 
think,  and  the  consequence  was  that  when  the 
elections  came  on  they  were  found  either  staying  at 
home  or  recording  their  votes  for  the  Conservative 
candidates.  Now,  Sir,  it  was  not  only  this  trade 
policy  that  caused  so  many  of  these  Reformers  to 
leave  the  ranks  of  their  party,  it  was  also  the 
utter  want  of  faith  in  their  country  shown  by  the 
leaders  of  the  Opposition.  It  is  a  fact  that  they 
were  tired  of  this  blue-ruin  cry,  tired  of  hearing 
that  we  were  rapidly  becoming  beggars,  while 
they  still  felt  they  had  some  money  in  their  pockets, 
and  that  they  and  their  neighbours  were  getting 
better  instead  of  wofse  off.  They  thought  they 
would  adhere  to  the  party  which  was  trying  at  ail 
events  to  build  up  a  nation,  and  that  they 
would  forsake  the  party  which  wished  to  hand 
it  over  to  a  foreign  state.  They  thought 
they  would  give  their  allegiance  to  a  party  that 
tried  to  make  Canada  a  great  nation  allied  to 
the  British  Crown,  instead  of  to  the  party  that 
tried  to  have  Canada  wiped  off  the  face  of  the 
earth,  and  to  have  her  represented  by  five  or  six 
stars  on  the  American  flag.  From  what  I  have  said 
Mr.  Speaker,  you  will  see  that  I  am  not  inclined  to 
underrate  the  strength  of  the  sentiment  which 
binds  us  to  the  mother  country  ;  but  confirmed  as  I 
think  that  tie  is,  and  strong  as  I  think  that  senti¬ 
ment  is,  I  should  not  be  sorry  to  see  it  strengthened, 
by  another  tie  almost  though  not  quite  so  strong, 
that  is  to  say,  the  tie  of  self  interest.  I  think  that 
the  adoption  of  the  resolution  brought  before  the 
House  by  the  hon.  member  for  North  Bruce  (Mr. 
McNeill)  will  go  very  far  to  strengthen  that  tie,  and 
to  bring  about  a  state  of  affairs  that  will  show  to 
the  people  of  Canada  that  it  is  to  their  interest  to 
maintain  the  connection  which  has  so  long  existed 
between  us  and  England.  I  do  not  think  that  there 
is  any  doubt  that  taking  the  Dominion  as  a  whole 
it  would  obtain  very,  very  great  advantages,  if  a 
policy  such  as  outlined  by  this  motion  were  adopted. 
Speaking  for  my  own  Province  of  Manitoba,  I  can 
say  without  fear  of  contradiction  that  it  would  be 
a  boon  of  the  greatest  importance  to  us,  because  we 
produce  nothing  that  would  not  find  a  ready  market 
in  England.  They  would  take  every  bushel  of 
wheat  we  grow,  and  every  pound  of  beef  that  we 
produce,  whereas  even  if  unrestricted  reciprocity 
with  the  States  were  carried  out,  instead  of  finding 
a  market  to  the  south  of  us,  we  would  simply  be 
flooded  by  their  surplus  wheat  and  beef.  It  is 
true  that  a  small  portion  of  our  produce  at  present 
is  sold  to  the  United  States,  but  what  is  sold  there 
is  for  one  of  two  purposes.  It  is  either  sold  in 
some  places  where  from  local  reasons,  where  because 
of  the  failure  of  a  crop  or  something  similar  there 
is  a  temporary  demand  for  what  we  have  to  sell, 
or  as  in  the  majority  of  cases,  the  people  of  the 


United  States  buy  simply  as  middlemen  to  retail 
it  again  to  England  and  other  European  coun¬ 
tries.  If  this  is  the  case  they,  of  course,  get  the  pro¬ 
fits  that  middlemen  always  obtain,  and  our  farmers 
are  just  so  much  out  of  pocket,  which,  had  we  this 
trade  arrangement  with  the  mother  country,  would 
be  found  in  their  pockets  instead  of  enriching  our 
neighbours.  Now,  Sir,  this  question  is  so  thoroughly 
understood  in  the  province  from  which  I  come,  and 
so  deeply  interested  are  the  people  residing  there 
in  it,  that  a  very  short  time  ago  the  Board  of  Trade 
of  Winnipeg — a  thoroughly  representative  institu¬ 
tion,  a  board  which  is  composed  of  level-headed 
business  men  with  a  keen  eye  to  their  own  interests 
and  who  belong  not  to  the  Conservative  party 
alone,  but  to  both  parties,  and  I  should  think 
to  both  parties  in  nearly  equal  proportions  ; 
— passed  a  resolution  instructing  the  delegates 
that  they  are  sending  to  the  Trade  Congress  which 
is  soon  to  meet  in  England,  to  do  everything  in 
their  power  to  have  some  such  arrangement  brought 
about  as  is  outlined  in  the  motion  now  under  the 
consideration  of  the  House.  They  instructed  their 
delegates  not  to  commit  themselves  in  any  way  to 
imperial  federation,  which  they  consider  as  vision¬ 
ary  and  not  likely  to  be  brought  into  practical 
use  for  some  time  to  come  at  least,  but  to  devote 
their  energies  to  having  some  alteration  made  by 
which  the  mother  country  will  discriminate  in 
favour  of  Canada.  That  shows  how  this  question  is 
viewed  in  Manitoba,  and  under  the  .circumstances 
I  am  not  astonished  that  that  view  is  taken.  Of 
course  hon.  gentlemen  opposite — or  rather  I  should 
say  for  lam  not  justified  in  saying  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite,  as  only  one  of  them  has  spoken,  and  I 
take  it  for  granted  that  most  of  them  are  in  accord 
with  the  motion,  such  gentlemen  in  this  House 
as  are  opposed  to  the  motion  of  my  hon.  friend 
from  Bruce  (Mr.  McNeill)  will  likely  urge  :  It  is 
all  very  well  for  you  to  say  that  this  arrangement 
would  be  a  good  thing  for  us,  but  we  cannot  make 
it  all  by  yourselves.  We  cannot  go  into  a  corner 
and  draw  out  a  Bill  which  would  be  accepted 
and  passed  by  the  English  House  of  Commons  by 
which  this  discrimination  will  be  brought  about. 
The  Parliament  of  England  has  something  to  say 
about,  this,  and  neither  the  English  Parliament  nor 
the  English  people  will  have  anything  to  do  with 
it.  They  may  also  point  to  the  result  of  the  motion 
made  on  this  subject  at  the  opening  of  the  Imperial 
House  of  Commons  when  it  was  defeated  by  an 
overwhelmningmajority.  But,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  would 
point  these  gentlemen  to  the  fact  that  everything 
must  have  a  beginning,  that  when  the  adoption  of 
free  trade  was  first  preached  by  Adam  Smith  it 
found  very  few  supporters,  that  Richard  Cobden 
had  but  few  men  around  him  when  he  undertook 
the  task  of  altering  the  fiscal  policy  of  England.  It 
is  true  that  when  the  Anti -corn  Law  League  once 
got  a  fair  footing  it  went  on  by  leaps  and  bounds 
until  it  overturned  the  protective  policy  which  had 
hitherto  prevailed  in  England.  Why  should  not  a 
similar  thing  occur  again  ?  It  is  known  that  history 
repeats  itself,  and  it  is  rather  a  strange  coincidence 
that  the  very  class  by  which  free  trade  was  carried 
is  the  class  most  in  favour  of  the  policy  now  under 
discussion.  The  horny  handed  artizansof  England 
are  the  persons  who  feel  the  chief  pressure  of  foreign 
competition.  They  are  the  ones  who  find  their 
market  curtailed,  their  wages  reduced,  and  their 
hours  of  work  cut  down  by  the  free,  untaxed 
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importation  of  cheap-made  foreign  goods,  and 
they  are  the  ones  who  are  chiefly  advocating  a 
policy  such  as  that  on  which  I  am  now  speaking. 
As  time  goes  on,  this  feeling  will,  I  believe,  spread 
among  the  artizans  of  England,  and  as  they  are 
voters  they  will  make  their  voices  heard  ;  and  I 
should  not  be  astonished  if  before  long  we  found 
the  hundred  members  of  the  House  of  Commonswho 
are  at  present  in  favour  of  giving  Canada  and  the 
other  colonies  preferential  duties,  vastly  increased 
in  number,  and  able  to  make  more  than  a  fair  fight. 
But,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  do  not  think  it  is  my  place  to 
instruct  the  English  Parliament  what  they  ought 
to  do.  I  think  we  can  fairly  leave  that  to  them. 
All  I  would  advocate  is  that  we  should  show  that 
we  are  willing  to  meet  them  at  least  half-way,  to 
hold  out  to  them  the  right  hand  of  fellowship,  and 
to  say  to  them,  if  you  will  discriminate  in  our 
favour,  we  are  willing  to  do  the  same  in  favour  of 
you.  In  that  way  we  shall  undoubtedly  encourage 
our  friends  in  the  mother  country.  We  shall  show 
that  the  colonies  at  any  rate  are  in  favour  of  the 
change,  and  that  will  give  them  heart,  and  we  all 
know  that  heart  and  perseverance  will  accomplish 
very  much.  My  hon.  friend  from  Charlotte  (Mr. 
Cilimor)  in  his  very  vigorous  denunciation  of  pro¬ 
tection,  said  that  he  would  be  very  glad  to  show 
his  loyalty  by  supporting  a  proposition  for 
wiping  out  duties  altogether  and  returning  to  a 
free  trade  policy — I  suppose  he  meant  with  the 
whole  world*,  at  all  events  with  the  mother 
country.  I  am  afraid  that  the  state  of  affairs  at 
present  existing  in  Europe  as  well  as  on  our  own 
continent,  is  hardly  such  as  to  induce  us  to  adopt 
that  course.  We  see  the  continent  of  Europe, 
instead  of  fulfilling  the  prediction  made  by  the 
leading  orators  of  the  Anti-Corn  Law  League,  that 
within  ten  years  of  the  adoption  of  free  trade  in 
England  it  would  be  uni  versally  adopted  in  Europe, 
going  back  to  the  protective  policy,  and  not  only 
so,  but  becoming  more  and  more  protective.  We 
see  the  United  States  following  in  the  same  foot¬ 
steps,  and  England  almost  alone  in  the  world 
favouring  a  free  trade  policy.  We  see  also  that  the 
effect  of  that  policy  has  been  to  cramp  her  manu¬ 
facturers,  and  to  force  her  labourers  to  work  short 
hours  and  some  of  them  no  hours  at  all  under  the 
strain  of  foreign  competition.  I  do  not  think  these 
things  are  such  as  to  induce  us  to  adopt  at  present 
a  free  trade  policy  in  Canada,  particularly  while 
occupying,  as  we  do,  a  different  position  from  that 
occupied  by  the  mother  country  when  she  adopted 
free  trade.  We  must  remember  that  at  that  time 
England  had  by  a  long  course  of  protection  brought 
her  manufactures  to  such  a  pitch  of  perfection  as 
to  be  able  to  manufacture  goods  at  a  less  cost  and 
to  place  them  on  the  market  at  a  lower  price  than 
any  other  country  in  the  civilized  world.  It 
was,  therefore,  to  her  advantage  to  throw  her  mar¬ 
kets  open  to  other  countries,  and  above  all,  it  was 
her  interest  to  abolish  the  Corn  Laws,  so  as  to  ob¬ 
tain  free  and  untaxed  breadstuffs  for  the  artizans 
who  produced  her  manufactured  goods.  Her  pe¬ 
culiar  position  has  enabled  her  to  maintain  the 
struggle  longer  than  other  countries  could  ;  but  I 
believe  that  she  is  now  feeling  the  pressure  put 
upon  her  by  the  protective  tariffs  adopted  by 
foreign  countries,  and  by  her  practical  exclusion 
from  their  markets.  Under  any  circumstances,  no 
matter  what  policy  may  be  adopted  in  England  or 
in  our  sister  colonies,  I  do  not  think  that  w-e  can 
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do  better  than  adopt  the  motion  of  my  hon.  friend 
and  show  that  we  are  willing  to  take  the  first  step 
in  the  matter.  Then,  if  we  succeed,  we  shall 
have  the  satisfaction  of  saying  that  we  were  the 
first  to  move  in  the  direction  proposed,  and  if  we 
fail  we  shall  know  that  we  at  least  have  not  failed 
in  our  duty,  but  have  done  the  best  we  could  to 
consolidate  the  Empire,  and  especially  to  advance 
the  interests  of  Canada,  which  ought  always  to  be 
our  first  thought. 

Mr..  WATSON.  It  was  not  my  intention  to  take 
part  in  this  debate,  because  1  consider  that  it  is 
occupying  the  time  of  the  House  upon  a  question 
that  is  simply  absurd.  I  do  not  suppose  that  any 
sensible  man  on  either  side  of  this  House  supposes, 
for  a  moment,  that  England  would  return  to  the 
policy  of  protection  or  discriminate  in  favour  of 
Canada  ;  but  when  the  hon.  member  for  Winnipeg 
(Mr.  Macdonald)  says  that  the  Province  of  Mani¬ 
toba  was  opposed  to  reciprocity  of  trade  with  the 
United  States  because  the  produce  of  the  United 
States  would  come  in  and  flood  that  country - 

Mr.  MACDONALD  (Winnipeg).  Excuse  me,  I 
did  not  say  that. 

Mr.  WATSON.  He  said  that  if  our  markets 
were  free  to  the  United  States  we  would  be  flooded 
with  the  produce  of  that  country. 

Mr.  MACDONALD  (Winnipeg).  Precisely,  and 
I  say  so  again. 

Mr.  WATSON.  As  a  representative  of  the 
Province  of  Manitoba  I  am  surprised  to  hear  the 
hon.  gentleman  make  such  a  statement,  because 
in  the  produce  which  is  natural  to  that  province  we 
defy  competition  with  the  world.  The  idea  of  say¬ 
ing  that  we  would  be  flooded  with  the  natural  pro¬ 
duce  of  the  United  States — with  its  wheat,  its 
barley  and  other  gr  ain — in  Manitoba,  where  we  can 
produce  the  greatest  number  of  bushels  to  the  acre 
of  the  best  samples  in  the  world,  is  absurd.  Then, 
as  to  manufactures,  we  have  none,  and  we  ask  for 
no  protection  for  them  ;  we  have  no  interest  in 
manufactures  there  at  all  ;  and  if  the  farmers  of 
Manitoba  are  to  be  taxed  for  the  purpose  of  encour¬ 
aging  hot  house  manufactures  we  do  not  want 
them.  The  hon.  gentleman  knows  that  in  the 
general  elections  last  year  the  trade  policy  was  not 
discussed. 

Mr.  MACDONALD  (Winnipeg).  I  won  my  elec¬ 
tion  on  the  trade  policy. 

Mr.  WATSON.  The  trade  policy  did  not  elect 
a  Conservative  in  Manitoba.  Every  one  was  elect¬ 
ed  on  the  loyalty  cry. 

Mr.  MACDONALD  (Winnipeg).  No. 

Mr.  WATSON.  I  challenged  any  gentleman 
who  appeared  on  the  stump  against  me  to  name 
any  one  Article  produced  in  Manitoba  that  could 
be  benefited  by  protection,  and  no  one  did  so.  I 
challenged  any  one  to  name  any  article  in  the  pro¬ 
tected  list  the  duty  on  which  did  not  injure  the 
people  of  Manitoba,  and  no  one  named  one.  We 
have  no  use  for  protection  at  all.  If  we  had  reci¬ 
procity  of  trade  with  the  United  States  a  year  ago, 
on  wheat  alone  we  would  have  gained  about  7  cents 
a  bushel.  Not  that  I  believe  that  wheat  can  be 
protected  either  in  Canada  or  in  the  United  States, 
because  free  trade  England  regulates  the  price  of 
both  beef  and  breadstuffs.  But  we  would  have 
made  7  cents  a  bushel  by  being  able  to  send  our 
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wheat  to  be  milled  at  Minneapolis,  where  we 
would  have  the  competition  of  seven  railroads  in 
freight  rates.  That  the  hon.  gentleman  would  know 
if  he  consulted  the  Board  of  Trade  of  Winnipeg. 
To-day  we  send  our  beef  and  breadstuff's  to  England, 
but  outside  of  these,  where  is  the  market 
for  our  natural  products  ?  Where  is  the  home  mar¬ 
ket  to-day  which  hon.  gentlemen  spoke  so  loudly 
about  when  they  were  inaugurating  the  National 
Policy  ?  It  is  in  the  United  States  ;  it  certainly  is 
not  in  the  cities  and  towns  of  Canada.  For  almost 
all  our  natural  products,  our  horses,  sheep,  barley, 
potatoes  eggs  and  poultry,  our  natural  home 
market  is  in  the  United  States.  Both  Canada  and 
the  United  States  export  beef  and  breadstuffs  to 
free  trade  England,  whose  markets  regulate  the 
prices.  What  benefit  will  you  derive,  even  if  such 
resolutions  should  pass  ?  I  do  not  expect  that  any 
one  imagines  England  will  discriminate  in  favour  of 
Canada  against  any  of  the  other  colonies  or  any 
other  country  in  the  world.  She  has  had  her  ex¬ 
perience  of  protection  and  free  trade,  and  it  is  free 
trade  which  has  built  her  up  to  the  position  which 
she  holds  to-day.  In  Canada,  take  railway  trans¬ 
portation,  in  which  we  have  reciprocal  relations 
with  the  American  roads,  and  we  find  that  our  rail¬ 
ways  can  compete  with  theirs  and  secure  a  large 
share  of  their  traffic  ;  whereas  if  you  take  our 
shipping,  in  which  there  is  no  reciprocity,  we  find 
that  5  per  cent  of  the  trade  of  Canada  only  is  done 
to-day  in  Canadian  bottoms  under  the  Canadian 
flag.  ' 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  No. 

Mr.  WATSON.  I  am  speaking  of  our  shipping 
on  the  lakes.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  taunt  us 
with  crying  blue-ruin.  But  if  we  take  the  census 
returns,  we  will  find  blue-ruin  there  clearly  depicted. 
We  will  find  that  we  have  lost  either  the  immigra¬ 
tion  or  our  natural  increase.  We  have  in  ten 
years  only  increased  a  paltry  500,000  when  our 
increase  should  have  been  1,800,000.  Take  the 
United  States  right  along  our  border,  and  what  do 
we  find?  We  find  plenty  commercial  activity, 
whereas  along  the  Canadian  side,  you  would 
imagine  there  was  a  plague  of  small-pox  which  had 
driven  the  people  out.  If  we  had  reciprocity  with 
the  other  side,  I  believe  that  we  would  soon  see  as 
thriving  industries  here  as  we  find  over  there.  Hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  speak  of  sentiment  and  dilate 
on  the  pride  we  feel  in  having  England  at  our  back. 
We  are  proud  of  that ;  but  in  what  manner  have 
we  treated  England  in  return  ?  We  pride  ourselves 
on  having  the  British  army  at  our  back  ;  and  how 
have  we  treated  England  ?  The  very  artizan 
who  is  taxed  to  maintain  that  standing  army,  his 
products  we  tax  in  order  to  keep  them  out  of  this 
country.  And  we  tax  them  higher  than  we  do 
those  of  the  Americans.  Our  average  rate  of  duty 
on  goods  coming  from  Great  Britain  is  22^  per  cent 
and  on  goods  from  the  United  States  14^  per  cent, 
but  yet,  still  the  great  party  opposite  boast  of 
their  loyalty,  taking  good  care  all  the  while  to  dis¬ 
criminate  against  Great  Britain.  Take  the  aver¬ 
age  of  duties,  on  dutiable  and  free  goods  from  the 
United  States,  and  it  is  14g  per  cent  compared 
with  '2'2h  per  cent  against  England.  Why,  Sir, 
the  proposition  of  the  hon.  gentleman  is  an  absurd 
one.  We  have  no  objections  to  it,  and  the  whole 
House,  if  it  came  to  a  division,  would  be  in  favour 
of  it,  but  does  any  reasonable  man  expect  that  we 
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are  going  to  secure  what  it  calls  for.  Let  us  dis¬ 
cuss  some  practical  question.  To  imagine  that 
England  is  going  to  discriminate  in  favour  of 
Canada  against  any  one  of  her  colonies  is,  to  my 
mind,  absurd.  When  we  on  this  side  speak  of  the 
advantages  which  the  opening  of  the  great  market 
on  the  other  side  of  the  line  should  be  to  us,  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  say  we  are  disloyal.  But, 
I  believe,  that  if  they  continue  to  pursue 
the  course  they  have  in  the  past,  if  they 
are  going  to  maintain  this  protective  system 
for  another  10  years,  you  will  see  a  great 
many  annexationists  in  Canada,  for  if  the 
people  cannot  change  their  position  commercially, 
they  will  do  it  politically.  I  do  not  accuse  the 
Conservative  party  of  being  disloyal,  and  I  do  not 
think  they  have  any  right  to  accuse  us  of  disloyalty. 
We  know  in  whose  ranks  to  find  the  annexationists. 
Not  one  man  in  the  Liberal  ranks  has  ever  risen  to 
declare  himself  in  favour  of  annexation  ;  but  if  we 
look  to  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  we  can  find  annex¬ 
ationists  in  the  person  of  their  Premier,  among 
their  senators,  and  all  along  their  line.  In  the 
Liberal  ranks,  however,  not  one  man  has  ever 
risen  to  any  position  of  prominence  who  proclaimed 
himself  in  favour  of  annexation.  If  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  would  come  down  to  business  with  hon. 
gentlemen  on  this  side  and  go  to  the  United  States 
and  make  a  fair  attempt  to  negotiate  a  reciprocity 
treaty,  I  think  such  a  move  would  be  practicable. 
We  have  the  English  market  for  our  beef  and 
breadstuffs  free.  They  are  trying  to  force  the 
growth  of  barley  in  our  country  suitable  to  the 
English  brewers,  but  so  far  without  success. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  It  is  a  success. 

Mr.  WATSON.  An  hon.  gentleman  behind  me 
says  it  is.  But  I  know  of  what  I  speak.  I  know 
that  you  require  to  have  a  soil  as  heavy  and  in  as 
good  condition  to  produce  two-rowed  barley  fit  for 
the  English  market  as  to  grow  wheat  ;  and  that 
being  the  case,  the  farmer  prefers  to  grow  wheat. 
We  have  any  amount  of  light  soil,  not  under  that 
state  of  cultivation  which  would  make  it  favourable 
to  the  growth  of  wheat,  but  on  which  we  can  raise 
six-rowed  barley  ;  and  where  does  that  barley  go  ? 
We  exported  4,500,000  bushels  to  the  United 
States  and  only  a  few  thousand  to  Great  Britain. 
Where  do  our  horses  go  if  not  to  the  United  States  ? 
Since  Confederation,  out  of  some  315,000  horses  we 
oidy  sent  5,000  to  Great  Britain,  and  the  balance 
found  their  way  to  the  United  States  despite  their 
tariff.  That  is  our  natural  market  for  nearly  all  the 
produce  we  have  outside  of  beef  and  breadstuffs. 
This  resolution  is  nothing  else  but  a  fad,  impos¬ 
sible  of  attainment.  The  last  gentleman  who  sat 
down  believes  that  imperial  federation  is  a  fad,  and 
I  think  he  is  following  up  in  the  same  line  with 
this  resolution  and  trying  to  draw  a  herring  across  the 
track.  We  are  going  to  stand  by  what  we  think 
is  in  the  interests  of  Canada,  and  that  is  to  secure 
a  market  which  will  give  the  greatest  good  to  the 
greatest  number.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  speak 
of  England  having  had  protection  until  she  built  up 
her  manufactures.  We  have  had  it  until  we  have 
built  up  our  manufactures  to  such  an  extent  that 
they  can  form  combines  and  trusts  for  the  purpose 
of  increasing  prices  to  the  consumer.  An  American 
company  actually  controls  our  cordage  production 
to-day,  and  have  a  little  preserve  in  Canada  by 
which  they  are  enabled  to  charge  3  cents  per  pound 
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for  binding  twine  more  than  what  it  would  other¬ 
wise  cost.  We  have  sugar  rings  and  trusts,  who 
are  even  more  protected  than  they  were  before  the 
reduction  of  the  duty,  and  as  they  bring  in  the 
raw  material  free  we  derive  no  revenue  at  all  from 
the  taxation  they  impose  on  the  people.  While 
the  Americans  only  charge  a  duty  of  half  a  cent  a 
pound,  we  have  of  a  cent  a  pound  and  shut 
out  all  the  light  brown  sugars  which  would  be 
consumed  by  the  farmers  and  labouring  classes.  Our 
refiners  have  more  protection  to-day  than  they  had 
previous  to  the  reduction  of  duty  because  they  can 
bring  the  raw  material  in  free  and  have  entire  con¬ 
trol  over  all  the  sugars  consumed  to  the  extent  of 
yV  cents  per  pound  through  our  restrictions  on 
all  sugars  over  14  Dutch  standard.  If  you  want 
to  benefit  the  people  by  reducing  taxes,  allow  this 
sugar  below  16  Dutch  standard  to  come  in  free, 
and  we  will  relieve  them  of  a  heavy  tax  without 
losing  a  cent  of  revenue,  a  tax  amounting  to  some 
$6,000,000.  But  you  retain  that  protection  for  the 
benefit  of  a  few  refiners  in  Canada.  Then  take  the 
article  of  coal  oil.  These  men  form  a  combine  in 
Canada  and  oil  is  taxed  at  110  percent.  It  is  used 
almost  entirely  by  the  farming  community  and  the 
labouring  classes,  because  gas  and  electric  light 
takes  its  place  in  towns  and  cities,  but  you  find 
that  two-thirds  of  the  tax  goes  into  the  pockets  of 
the  refiners,  because  there  are  15,000,000  or  16,000,- 
000  gallons  used  in  the  country,  and  there  are 
5,000,000  gallons  imported.  You  could  find  instances 
of  this  all  through,  and,  as  my  friend  from  Assini- 
boia  (Mr.  Davin)  stated  the  other  day,  when  it  can 
be  shown  that  any  manufacturer  can  form  a  trust 
or  combine  to  unduly  enhance  the  price  to  the 
consumer,  the  duty  should  be  reduced.  I  hope 
this  side  will  be  heard  from.  Evidently  lion, 
gentlemen  opposite  have  brought  up  this  discussion 
in  order  to  prevent  the  discussion  of  another  matter 
which  is  on  the  paper.  I  gave  way  on  a  motion 
which  I  had  on  the  paper  in  order  to  allow  the 
motion  which  should  have  been  discussed  long 
before  this  to  come  up.  This  question  is  not 
worthy  of  being  discussed,  but  it  serves  to  kill  time 
on  a  private  members’  day.  We  have  only  a  few 
days,  but  I  will  utilize  a  portion  of  a  Government 
day  in  the  discussion  of  the  motion  in  reference  to 
binding  twine,  which  I  dropped  this  afternoon. 
Evidently  lion,  gentlemen  opposite  fear  the  dis¬ 
cussion  of  some  of  the  notices  of  motion  on  the 
paper,  and  put  men  up  to  talk  on  the  idea  of 
England  discriminating  in  favour  of  Canada.  It  is 
absurd,  and  a  waste  of  time,  and  I  will  not  say 
anything  more  about  it  just  now. 

Mr.  McNEILL.  I  wish  to  say  a  word  in  ex 
planation.  It  may  be  soothing  to  the  feelings  of 
my  hon.  friend  from  Charlotte  (Mr.  Gillmor)  and 
my  hon.  friend  who  has  just  spoken  (Mr.  Watson) 
if  I  utterly,  repudiate,  as  I  do,  the  statement  that 
the  resolution  before  the  House  suggests  a  return 
on  the  part  of  England  to  the  system  of  protection. 
The  Prime  Minister  of  England  has  stated  that  he 
does  not  consider  that  discrimination  in  favour  of 
the  colonies  means  protection.  I  also  desire  to 
repudiate  most  emphatically  the  suggestion  that  has 
been  made  that  this  resolution  has  been  brought  up 
by  me  in  order  to  take  the  time  of  the  House.  My 
hon.  friend,  I  think,  should  hardly  have  flung  such 
a  statement  across  the  floor  of  the  House.  He 
knows  that  I  gave  notice  of  this  resolution  long 
Mr.  Watson. 


ago,  and  that  it  has  come  up  in  its  proper  order  on 
the  paper. 

Mr.  DAVIN.  The  question  before  the  House, 
as  it  is  on  the  paper,  does  not  entirely  commend 
itself  to  me,  although  I  agree  with  the  idea.  The 
question  reads  : 

“  That  if  and  when  the  Parliament  of  Great  Britain  and 
Ireland  admits  Canadian  products  to  the  markets  of  the 
United  Kingdom  upon  more  favourable  terms  than  it  ac¬ 
cords  to  the  products  of  foreign  countries,  the  Parliament 
of  Canada  will  be  prepared  to  accord  corresponding  ad¬ 
vantages  by  a  reduction  in  the  duties  it  imposes  upon 
British  manufactured  goods.” 

That  question  as  framed  appears  to  suggest  that 
there  are  limitations  to  be  removed  by  Great 
Britain.  As  a  fact  we  know  there  are  no  limita¬ 
tions  to  be  removed,  and  that  the  suggestion  of  the 
question  is  that  limitations  should  be  imposed. 
Now,  that  is  a  perfectly  new  idea,  and  I  say  it 
ought  to  be  discussed  here,  if  discussed  at  all  in 
this  practical  Parliament,  apart  from  the  National 
Policy,  apart  from  the  extraneous  questions  that 
have  been  introduced  into  it.  The  question  has  to 
do  entirely  with  Great  Britain  herself.  It  has  to 
do  entirely  with  the  interests  of  Great  Britain,  and 
what  it  seems  to  me  to  suggest  is,  can  we  show 
to  Great  Britain  a  reasonable  equivalent  to  induce 
her  to  impose  what  she  would  call  a  duty  on  bread 
or  an  embargo  on  bread  ?  My  hon.  friend  who 
proposed  this  resolution  showed,  I  think  very  co¬ 
gently  and  very  properly  what  has  been  shown  in 
some  leading  periodicals  in  Great  Britain,  that  as  a 
fact  a  duty  on  wheat  has  not  raised  the  price  of 
the  loaf.  If  you  could  raise  the  cry  in  England 
that  the  price  of  the  loaf  would  be  raised, 
it  would  be  simply  impossible  to  have  the 
people  of  England  entertain  this  proposition, 
and,  therefore,  it  is  of  the  most  vital  importance 
to  the  proposition  of  my  hon.  friend  to  be  able  to 
show  that  the  price  of  the  loaf  would  not  be  raised. 
Now,  I  grant  at  the  very  outset  that  it  seems  al¬ 
most  absurd  to  lay  down  the  proposition  that  a 
duty  on  wheat  will  not  raise  the  price  of  that  which 
wheat  produces.  Some  of  my  friends  here  echo 
that  and  say  it  is  absurd,  but  it  has  been  shown  in 
some  English  periodicals  that  a  small  rise  in  the 
price  of  wheat  has  not  raised  the  price  of  bread.  I 
am  not  sure  that  even  that  concludes  the  question. 
I  am  not  at  all  sure  that,  if  you  show  that  in  a  given 
instance  the  rise  of  a  few  shillings  in  the  price  of 
wheat  has  not  raised  the  price  of  the  loaf,  you, 
therefore,  show  that,  if  you  lay  a  discriminating 
duty  on  all  the  wheat  going  into  Britain  except 
what  comes  from  Canada  and  the  other  colonies,  it 
may  not  raise  the  price  of  the  loaf.  Then,  on  the 
other  side,  we  have  to  remember  that  we  do  not 
now  raise  anything  like  the  wheat  we  shall  raise 
within  a  few  years.  I  have  stated  before  that  we 
shall  be  able  to  raise  all  the  wheat  necessary  for  the 
consumption  of  Great  Britain,  and,  if  we  can  do 
that,  then  a  discriminating  duty  might  be  safely 
placed  on  all  foreign  grain  and  yet  not  raise  the 
price  of  the  loaf.  The  proposition  of  my  hon.  friend, 
which  seems,  at  first  sight,  absurd  may,  after  all, 
be  literally  true  Last  year  we  raised,  in  Manitoba 
and  the  North-West,  $20,000,000  worth  of  wheat. 
Next  year  we  may  raise  $30,000,000  worth,  and 
the  year  after  we  may  raise  $100,000,000  worth. 
In  fact  it  is  incontrovertible  that  in  those  vast 
plains  of  Manitoba  and  the  North-W  est  we  can 
raise  enough  grain  to  supply  the  world.  If  we 
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can  raise  enough  grain  to  supply  the  world 
much  tnore  can  we  raise  enough  grain  to  supply 
England,  and  not  raise  the  price  of  the  loaf. 
Now,  this  question  is  a  vastly  important  one.  The 
moment  you  go  to  the  English  Parliament  and 
propose  such  a  policy  as  this,  the  statesmen  of 
England  draw  themselves  up  and  say  :  This  is  a 
vast  proposal,  this  is  entirely  new  to  us.  We  have 
progressed  under  free  trade,  we  have  built  up  a 
vast  commerce  under  this  policy.  This  is  a  new 
thing,  can  you  show  to  us  that  it  will  be  of  advan¬ 
tage  ?  Now,  look  at  the  extent  of  the  British 
colonies,  look  at  the  peculiar  position  of  Europe  ; 
because  as  my  hon.  friend  from  Winnipeg  (Mr. 
Macdonald)  pointed  out,  when  England  adopted 
the  free  trade  policy  this  proposition  was  in  liei 
mind,  as  you  will  see  by  the  speeches  of  Richard 
Cobden  and  John  Bright  :  If  we  can  only  get  free 
trade  we  will  command  the  trade  of  the  world. 
But  the  world  outside  were  determined  not  to 
reciprocate  ;  and  Germany,  France,  Belgium  and 
Italy  have  themselves  built  up  a  vast  trade  and 
industry  under  protection.  Why,  when  I  was 
in  Belgium  in  1887  I  saw  a  thing  that 
surprisedme.  I  sawthere  tradesmen’s  houses  export¬ 
ing  cloth  goods  to  Manchester.  It  utterly  surprised 
me,  I  thought  that  Manchester  was  the  chosen 
home  of  the  manufacture  of  those  goods.  Now, 
Sir,  that  shows  that  in  Belgium  labour  is  cheaper 
than  it  is  in  England,  therefore  they  can  produce 
at  a  less  cost.  Now,  all  these  commercial  questions 
are  founded  on  the  cheapness  of  labour.  If  once 
the  idea  can  be  grasped  by  the  Chinese  that  they 
could  overturn  this  world,  I  am  not  sure  that  they 
could  not  make  a  great  stride  towards  it  in  conse¬ 
quence  of  their  capacity  of  living  cheaply,  because 
cheap  labour  is  the  prime  condition  of  cheap  manu¬ 
facture.  Now,  have  not  the  United  States  taken 
the  true  idea  ?  They  say  :  Here  we  have  in  this 
country  boundless  resources  in  lands  and  mines  ; 
we  shall  take  care  that  every  man  in  this  country 
manufacturer,  labourer  and  merchant,  shall  be  a 
happy  and  prosperous  man  ;  and  so  they  put  on  a 
protective  duty.  That  brings  us  to  the  very  ques¬ 
tion  before  us  at  this  very  moment.  As  my  hon. 
friend  from  Charlotte  (Mr.  Gillmor)  asked,  why 
may  not  the  time  arrive  when  in  this  vast  British 
Empire,  where  you  have  colonies  touchingevery  sea, 
it  would  be  in  the  economic  interest  of  that  Empire 
to  make  such  an  arrangement  as  would  benefit  not 
merely  the  outlying  colonies,  not  merely  the  rami¬ 
fications  of  that  Empire,  but  the  heart  and  soul  of 
the  Empire  itself  ?  I  say  that  is  a  reasonable  ques¬ 
tion  to  ask.  Now,  I  lay  down  this  proposition, 
that  evermore  human  affairs  follow^  economic 
necessities.  You  cannot  look  at  the  history  of  the 
past  without  seeing  that  human  affairs  are  con¬ 
trolled  by  human  interests.  Although  I  know 
that  sentiment  is  a  great  influence,  the  primary 
motive  in  human  affairs  is  material  interest,  and 
unless  this  proposition  can  stand  the  test  of  mater¬ 
ial  interest,  it  cannot  stand  anything.  Unless 
you  can  show  that  this  proposition  of  my  hon. 
friend  can  sf  and  the  test  of  material,  and  economic, 
and  personal  welfare,  that  proposition  cannot 
stand.  But  it  is  at  the  present  moment,  to  some 
extent,  an  abstract  question  with  a  practical  face, 
and  you  throw  it  across  the  broad  Atlantic  over 
which  the  sons  of  England  have  come  to  found 
colonies  and  empires  here  ;  you  throw  that 
proposition  across  to  England,  and  you  say 
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to  her  :  We  believe  that  under  this  policy 
you  can  more  closely,  more  successfully  and  more 
progressively  unite  the  great  British  Empire.  I  say 
under  these  circumstances  it  is  proper  for  us  to  dis¬ 
cuss  the  question.  Away  with  the  tone  taken  by 
the  hon.  member  for  Marquette  (Mr.  Watson), 
away  with  that  tone  of  disparagement,  and  this 
manner  of  appealing  to  our  august  mother  ;  and 
away  with  much  of  the  discussion  we  have  had  ;  be¬ 
cause  much  of  the  discussion  we  have  had  has  not 
been  ad  rem.  But  what  I  say  is  this,  Parliament 
may  fitt  ingly  deliberate  here  as  a  practical  assembly 
and  say  to  the  august  mother  of  nations  :  We  do 
not  want  to  sever  our  connection  with  you,  we  look 
forward  to  a  great  career  side  by  side  with  you,  and 
the  only  way  we  can  look  forward  to  that  career 
is  by  such  an  arrangement  between  your  colonies 
and  yourselves  as  will  bind  more  closely  the  British 
Empire,  and  will  show  the  world  what  it  has  never 
yet  seen,  a  world-wide  empire,  bound  together  by 
economic  and  practical  bands. 

Mr.  KENNY.  As  no  hon.  gentleman  opposite 
seems  disposed  to  take  part  in  this  discussion,  I  rise 
for  the  purpose  of  expressing  very  briefly  my  entire 
accord  with  the  resolution  which  is  now  under  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  House  and  which  aims  at  increasing 
our  trade  with  the  mother  country.  Whilst  offer¬ 
ing  my  congratulations  to  the  hon.  memberforNorth 
Bruce  (Mr.  McNeill)  for  the  manner  in  which  he 
has  placed  this  important  question  before  us — 
and  I  may  say  that  since  I  have  had  an  honour  of 
a  seat  in  this  House,  I  think  we'have  considered 
few,  if  any,  more  important  questions — whilst  con¬ 
gratulating  my  hon.  friend  upon  the  manner  in 
which  he  has  placed  this  important  question  before 
the  Parliament  and  people  of  Canada,  I,  as  a  mem¬ 
ber  of  this  House,  and  as  a  citizen  of  Canada, 
thank  him  for  bringing  it  so  prominently  to  our 
notice.  The  gentlemen  who  have  preceded  me 
in  this  important  debate  have  dealt  so  fully 
and  indeed  so  eloquently  with  the  question,  that  I 
realize  there  is  very  little  for  me  to  say.  I  hail  the 
introduction  of  this  question  upon  our  political 
platform  and  in  this  political  arena,  as  a  happy  relief 
from  the  blue-ruin  cry  to  which  we  have  had  to 
listen  for  so  many  years  ;  I  hail  it  as  a  happy  relief 
from  the  unpatriotic  speeches  which  we  have  been 
condemned  to  read  which  have  been  uttered  by  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  in  the  foreign  city  of  Boston. 
During  the  last  few  years  hon.  gentlemen  opposite, 
the  leaders  of  the  Opposition  in  this  country,  have 
gone  to  the  foreign  city  of  Boston  and  there  pro¬ 
pounded  a  policy  for  the  people  of  Canada.  On  the 
last  memorable  occasion  when  the  present  leader  of 
the  Opposition  visited  Boston,  he  is  reported  in  the 
Canadian  newspapers  to  have  uttered  the  following 
sentiment : — 

“  Canada  and  England  have  interests  apart,  and  the  day 
will  come  and  must  come  when  Canada  and  England  will 
have  to  separate  from  each  other.” 

I  do  not  know  whether  that  statement  has  been  read 
before  in  the  course  of  this  debate,  but .  I  consider 
it  a  very  important  one.  It  surprised  the  people  of 
Canada,  and  the  Hon.  Mr.  Mowat,  the  leader  of 
the  Liberal  party  in  the  Legislature  of  the  import¬ 
ant  Province  of  Ontario,  considered  it  incumbent 
upon  him  to  take  notice  of  it  and  to  some  extent 
to  repudiate  the  sentiments  which  were  uttered  in 
Boston  by  the  hon.  leader  of  the  Opposition.  I  can 
say,  Sir,  that  in  the  province  from  which  I  come 
the  idea  that  England  and  Canada  have  interests 
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apart  is  entirely  repudiated,  and  that  we  do  hope 
the  day  will  never  come  when  England  and  Canada 
will  be  obliged  to  separate.  Therefore,  it  is  that 
if  it  were  only  to  give  us  the  opportunity  to  pub¬ 
licly  repudiate  the  sentiment  in  the  extract  I  have 
read  to  the  House  to-night,  it  is  well  that  we  should 
have  had  this  discussion  upon  the  resolution  now 
under  consideration.  For  myself,  Mr.  Speaker,  com¬ 
ing  as  I  do  from  the  busy  ways  of  commerce,  engaged 
as  I  am  in  commercial  pursuits  all  the  year  round, 
it  seems  to  me  that  the  question  which  is  now  intro¬ 
duced,  and  which  in  one  form  or  another  has  been 
imder  the  consideration  of  the  people  of  Canada 
for  some  time  past,  appears  to  be  beset  with 
certain  difficulties,  and  I  am  glad  to  find  that  hon. 
gentlemen  who  have  more  time  to  devote  to 
the  consideration  of  this  question  than  I  possess  are 
turning  their  attention  to  a  subject  which  is  of  the 
most  vital  im portance  to  Canad  a.  It  is  all  the  more  im¬ 
portant,  Sir,  because  the  predictions  that  the  gentle¬ 
men  on  this  side  of  the  House  made  as  to  the  result 
of  the  unrestricted  reciprocity  agitation  have  been 
verified.  My  hon.  friend  from  Charlotte  (Mr. 
Gillmor),  who  posed  as  a  free  trader,  stated  that  his 
great  objection  to  the  present  conditions  of  things 
in  Canada  was  the  amount  of  taxation  which  was 
imposed  upon  the  people,  and  yet  my  hon.  friend 
voted  for  the  unrestricted  reciprocity  resolutions 
which  were  submitted  to  this  House,  a  policy  which 
would  have  very  much  increased  our  taxation. 
During  the  debate  in  this  House  upon  the  unre¬ 
stricted  reciprocity  resolutions,  and  upon  the 
public  platforms  of  Canada  and  in  the  press  of  our 
party,  we  told  the  people  that  the  unrestricted 
policy  which  the  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  proposed 
could  never  be  obtained  unless  we  agreed  to  discrim¬ 
inate  against  the  mother  country,  and  to  abdicate 
the  power  which  we  had  inherited  and  which  we 
hold,  of  making  our  own  fiscal  arrangements.  Hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  contend  that  such  was  not  con¬ 
templated  by  the  Americans,  who  were  the  other 
party  to  the  bargain.  They  made  certain  pilgrimages 
to  Washington  and  they  came  back  with  the  report 
that  there  would  be  no  difficulty  in  carrying  out 
their  unrestricted  reciprocity  policy,  but  the  organs 
of  the  dominant  party  in  the  States  told  them 
plainly  that  such  a  policy  as  they  advocated  was 
impossible,  and  we  since  have  the  statements  made 
in  this  Parliament  by  Ministers  of  the  Crown,  that 
the  Secretary  of  State  of  the  United  States  had 
told  our  representatives  at  Washington  that,  as 
we  predicted,  the  only  terms  on  which  we  could 
have  reciprocity,  were  that  we  should  agree  to 
discriminate  against  the  mother  country,  and  to 
adopt  the  tariffs  which  the  Americans  choose  to 
impose.  In  other  words,  that  we  shall  submit  our¬ 
selves  to  the  whim  and  the  caprice  and  the  urgencies 
of  a  foreign  nation,  a  position  which  is  a  humiliating 
one,  and  yet  it  is  one  which  these  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite,  in  Boston,  and  I  believe  in  Buffalo,  and  on 
the  floor  of  this  House  and  elsewhere,  have  advo¬ 
cated  not  to  their  advancement  politically  but  rather 
to  their  utter  dismay.  I  agree  with  my  hon.  friend 
from  Winnipeg  (Mr.  Macdonald)  that  the  appeal 
which  was  made  to  the  people  of  Canada  in  1891, 
and  which  was  repeated  so  generally  at  the  bye- 
elections  in  1892,  was  fairly  and  squarely  on  the 
trade  question,  and  on  those  occasions  that  we 
advocated  the  protection  of  Canadian  labour  and 
the  retention  of  our  Canadian  nationality. 
That  was  certainly  the  issue  put  before  the 
Mr.  Kenny. 


people  in  the  province  from  which  I  come,  and 
I  believe  it  was  the  issue  placed  before  the' people 
of  the  entire  Dominion.  I  have  heard  it  also  on 
such  good  authority  that  I  must  believe  it  to  be  true 
that  the  result  of  the  bye-elections  in  the  Province 
of  Ontario  which  so  agreeably  surprised  us  coming 
from  the  eastern  provinces,  the  shreds  and  patches, 
is  due  to  the  fact  that  the  people  of  Ontario  now 
realize  fully  what  would  ensue  from  this  unrestric¬ 
ted  reciprocity  if  it  could  be  obtained.  The  hon. 
member  for  Marquette  (Mr.  Watson)  in  the  course 
of  his  remarks,  appealed  to  the  House  that  we  should 
abandon  the  discussion  of  such  a  trivial  matter  as 
we  are  now  considering  and  proceed  to  the  considera¬ 
tion  of  other  questions.  He  went  further.  He 
threw  across  the  floor  the  insinuation  that  this 
discussion  had  been  purposely  prolonged  to  pre¬ 
vent  the  consideration  of  some  other  notices  of  mo¬ 
tion  which  were  on  the  paper.  I  wonder  if  the  hon. 
gentleman  remembered  what  occurred  in  this 
House  last  week.  When  I  arrived  here  on  Thurs¬ 
day  last  after  the  Easter  vacation,  ready  to  assist 
in  the  deliberations  of  this  House  to  the  extent  of 
my  humble  ability,  I  found  the  whole  night  spent 
and  some  200  gentlemen  wasting  their  time  here  lis¬ 
tening  to  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  discussing  largely 
the  cost  of  a  waggonette.  The  next  night  was  devoted 
entirely  to  a  talk  upon  the  National  Policy  when  the 
matter  under  consideration  was  the  estimates  for 
the  Agriculture  Department  and  the  approp  nation 
for  immigration.  If  we  were  to  say  to  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  opposite  that  that  looked  very  like  obstruc¬ 
tion,  I  suppose  they  would  be  very  much  offended; 
in  fact  I  am  told,  and  I  read  it  in  the  newspapers, 
that  a  prominent  gentleman  opposite  who  came 
late  to  the  House  that  night  was  very  much  offended 
and  so  expressed  himself,  at  the  bare  insinuation  that 
such  conduct  was  meant  to  obstruct,  and  yet  the 
member  for  Marquette  (Mr.  Watson)  states  here 
to-night,  when  we  are  advocating  a  measure  of 
the  greatest  importance  to  the  people  of  Canada, 
that  we  are  wasting  the  time  of  Parliament  and 
that  we  are  debating  an  impractical  question.  Now, 
Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  simply  to  say  that  I  am  very 
glad,  indeed,  that  this  matter  has  been  brought  up, 
and  that  it  has  been  so  fully  discussed,  because 
I  hope  and  I  believe  that  if  some  such  arrange¬ 
ment  as  this  resolution  contemplates  can  be  estab¬ 
lished,  it  will  inure  to  the  material  advantage  of 
the  people  of  Canada,  and  will  strengthen  those 
ties  which  bind  us  in  a  love-knot  to  the  mother 
country  and  to  the  great  Empire  of  which  we  form 
so  important  a  part. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Before  the  vote  is  taken  on  the 
motion  of  my  hon.  friend,  I  desire  to  say  a  few 
words,  and  very  few  they  shall  be.  I  desire  to  join 
with  others  who  have  spoken  in  congratulating  my 
hon.  friend  on  the  able  manner  in  which  he  has 
placed  this  resolution  before  the  House  and  the 
country,  and  I  thank  him  also  for  having  done  it, 
for  this  reason,  if  not  for  any  other,  that  it  has 
given  us  a  debate  out  of  the  ordinary,  in  which  for 
a  time  party  politics  and  attacks  and  counter  attacks 
have  been  pretty  well  lost  sight  of,  and  the  thought 
of  the  House  has  been  directed  to  a  higher  and  lar¬ 
ger  question.  I  think  it  is  a  matter  for  congratula¬ 
tion  when  questions  of  this  higher  kind  can  now  and 
then  be  discussed  in  an  assembly  like  this.  I 
also  thank  him  for  it  on  account  of  its  value,  to 
which  point  several  hon.  gentlemen  have  already 
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spoken,  and  which  I  shall  not  elaborate  further.  It 
has  been  a  little  peculiar  to  notice  the  broad  silence 
with  which  the  question  has  been  treated - 

Some  lion.  MEMBERS.  By  the  Government. 

Mr.  FOSTER— by  gentlemen  who  are  generally 
forward  to  speak  on  most  questions  that  come 
before  this  House.  I  venture  to  say  that  if  any¬ 
thing  having  the  least  suspicion  of  unrestricted 
reciprocity  had  been  involved  in  a  proposition 
brought  before  the  House,  lion,  gentlemen  would 
have  found  their  tongues,  and  we  would  have  had 
the  usual  flood  of  eloquence  and  bubbling  springs  of 
enthusiasm  which  one  naturally  looks  for  in  dis¬ 
cussions  from  that  side  of  the  House.  I  desire  to 
state,  in  connection  with  this  question,  first,  that 
although  it  would  be  a  good  thing  for  Canada  to 
have  reasonable  trade  arrangements  with  the 
country  to  the  south  of  us,  although  it  would  be  a 
better  thing  in  my  belief  for  Canada,  if  it  could  be 
brought  about,  to  have  the  advantage  of  a  proposi¬ 
tion  of  this  kind  practically  carried  out,  I  do  not 
believe  that  the  future  of  Canada,  its  progress,  its 
development,  its  prosperity,  depend  absolutely  upon 
either  the  one  or  the  other.  That  is  the  proposition 
which  I  wish  to  make  now,  and  to  make  as  firmly 
and  as  strongly  as  I  can,  that  it  is  not  because 
Canada  is  in  extremis  that  she  wants  either  the  one 
or  the  other  ;  and  if  it  happens  that  she  can  get 
neither,  her  future  is  not  therefore  beclouded,  and 
her  great  prosperity  is  not  therefore  placed  indoubt. 
I  wish  also  to  state  that  I  dissent  from  the  doc¬ 
trine  which  is  frequently  put  forth  in  the  country 
and  in  this  House,  that  Canada  at  the  present  time 
is  being  hemmed  in  and  restricted  in  her  trade 
relations — is  having  a  cordon  of  restriction  and 
exclusion  drawn  continually  more  tightly  about 
her,  and  that  therefore  she  is  in  a  condition  which 
requires  vigorous  and  active  effort  in  one  direction 
or  another  in  order  to  insure  for  her  any  chance  for 
progress  and  prosperity.  A  glance  at  the  circum¬ 
stances  surrounding  us  is  sufficient  to  place  this  in  a 
stronger  light.  Wherearethe  restrictions  ?  Where  is 
the  hemming- in  process?  Where  is  this  cordon  which 
is  continually  being  drawn  more  tightly  about  her, 
which  closes  her  avenues  of  trade  and  strangles 
the  business  life  of  the  country  ?  Even  in  the  case 
of  the  United  States  it  is  not  a  new  thing  for 
Canada  to  have  a  tariff  against  her.  Since  1860  a 
protective  tariff  has  met  all  Canadian  goods 
going  to  the  border  ;  since  1883  a  very  high 
tariff  has  met  them  ;  and  since  1890  they 
have  been  met  by  a  tariff  which  is  in  some 
respects  higher  and  in  some  lower  than  the 
previous  one.  Such  have  been  the  relations 
between  the  two  countries,  however,  that 
Canadian  goods  have  to  a  large  extent  found  a 
market  in  the  United  States,  notwithstanding  these 
tariffs,  and  until  an  absolutely  prohibitive  tariff  is 
placed  against  them,  they  will  continue  to  find  an 
entrance  to  a  very  large  extent  in  the  market  to  the 
south  of  us.  If  we  go  a  little  further  south  to  the 
West  Indies,  hon.  gentlemeu  opposite  have  some¬ 
times  asserted  that  Ave  were  being  restricted  there  ; 
but  the  facts  do  not  bear  out  that  assertion.  Not 
only  have  we  just  as  free  entrance  into  the  markets 
of  the  West  Indian  Islands,  as  we  ever  had  before, 
but  our  position  has  been  actually  made  better.  If 
it  be  true  in  regard  to  necessary  articles  of  con¬ 
sumption,  that  the  freer  their  entrance  into  the 
country  of  the  consumers,  the  more  will  be  con¬ 


sumed,  we  stand  to-day  in  a  better  position  in 
regard  to  the  West  Indies  than  we  did  before  the 
United  States  made  a  treaty  with  them,  for 
the  effect  of  that  treaty  has  been  to  lessen  the 
duties  on  the  goods,  the  produce  of  this  country, 
which  are  consumed  in  those  islands,  and  there¬ 
fore  to  enable  them  to  consume  more  of  them, 
and  to  require  us  to  send  them  more.  If  we  go 
to  the  Antilles,  although  the  United  States  has 
made  a  favourable  treaty  with  Spain  in  regard  to 
those  islands,  the  Dominion  of  Canada  is  a  sharer 
in  the  advantage,  and  gets  better  terms  in  that 
market  than  it  had  before.  Hon.  gentlemen  may 
say  that  on  the  30th  of  June  this  advantage  may 
cease,  and  we  may  reply  that  it  may  cease  or  it 
may  continue,  and  negotiations  are  at  present  on 
foot  between  Great  Britain  and  Spain  looking  to  a 
continuance  of  the  present  treaty  or  the  negotia¬ 
tion  of  a  new  one.  Going  further  south  the  only 
country  with  regard  to  which  Canada  has  been 
placed  at  a  greater  disadvantage  than  before  is 
Brazil,  a  large  market,  it  is  true,  but  between  which 
and  Canada  the  traffic  has  never  been  very  large. 
Whatever  comes  of  that  disadvantage  we  bear,  but 
it  is  a  small  thing  on  account  of  the  smallness 
of  the  trade  we  have  had  with  Brazil.  With 
all  the  other  South  American  countries,  we 
are  on  the  same  footing  as  before,  and 
at  all  events  our  trade  with  the  countries 
of  South  America  is  not  a  large  trade.  If 
we  go  to  the  eastern  countries,  our  traffic  with 
the  great  east,  the  old  east,  is  continually  develop¬ 
ing.  It  is  not  yet  magnificent  or  immense,  but  it 
is  developing  by  large  and  quick  percentages,  and 
gives  a  prospect  of  opening  widely  into  lucrative 
and  progressive  trade.  So  much  for  this  continent, 
and  that  brief  review  of  it  shows  that  the  trade  of 
Canada  is  not  being  hampered  or  hindered  on  ac¬ 
count  of  the  circumstances  that  exist  in  this  respect. 
With  regard  to  the  old  country,  the  great  market 
of  Britain  is  open  to  us  as  free  as  ever  it  was,  and 
is  opening  to  us  in  larger  measure  and  in  greater 
degree  than  ever  before,  inasmuch  as  our  products 
are  becoming  better  fitted  for  the  particular  uses  of 
customers  there,  and  their  excellence  is  becoming 
recognized.  And  when  once  they  have  overcome 
the  prejudice,  long  and  hard  to  overcome,  against 
Canadian  goods,  they  will,  by  dint  of  long  tenure 
and  durability,  be  able  to  hold  their  own  against 
other  goods  which  had  equally  to  with¬ 
stand  a  similar  prejudice  in  the  first  instance. 
Instead  of  finding  the  avenues  closed  and  our 
trade  hampered,  the  prospects  are  of  an  almost  un¬ 
limited  development  of  trade  in  that  direction  in 
the  great  staple  articles  which  we  can  produce  in 
this  country  to  a  very  large  extent.  How  is  it  in 
the  continental  countries  ?  The  maximum  of  the 
French  tariff  is  applied  against  us  at  present.  We 
hope  it  may  not  be  so  for  a  very  long  while,  but 
our  export  trade  to  France  has  not  as  yet  been 
large,  not  so  large  as  we  would  wish  it  to  be,  but 
even  the  maximum  tariff  which  is  applied  against 
us  there  on  account  of  our  small  export  trade  to 
that  country,  does  not  fatally  injure  us,  and  is  more 
than  compensated  by  the  benefit  we  have  in  other 
markets  in  Europe  on  account  of  the  lowering  of 
rates  for  staples  which  Canada  produces.  Going 
outside  of  France,  we  find  that,  owing  to  the  treaty 
arrangements  made  between  Germany,  Austria, 
Hungary,  Switzerland,  Belgium  and  Italy,  there 
has  taken  place  a  considerable  reduction  in  certain 


1611 


[COMMONS] 


1612 


staple  goods  of  which  Canada  has  a  surplus,  and 
that  by  virtue  of  the  most-favoured  nation  clause 
in  the  treaty  with  England  with  these  countries, 
this  benefit  inures  to  us,  and  our  markets  are  being 
opened  up  in  that  direction.  This  is  proof,  and  I 
refer  to  it  just  to  show,  if  it  were  necessary  to 
show,  that  the  position  is  altogether  unfounded 
and  untenable  that  the  markets  of  Canada  are 
being  circumscribed.  They  are  not  being  circum¬ 
scribed.  They  are  being  developed  and  they  will 
be  developed  more  and  more  in  proportion,  as, 
having  gained  afoothold  in  our  own  markets,  having 
practically  captured  our  own  markets,  our  people 
now,  with  their  enterprise  and  push  and  energy,  are 
opening  up  markets  in  other  parts  of  the  world  and 
are  devoting  the  enterprise  and  energy,  which  at 
first  were  entirely  confined  to  the  exploiting  of  our 
own  markets,  to  exploiting  the  markets  in  foreign 
fields.  Anyway  let  us  come  to  the  practical  proof, 
that  is  as  to  whether  or  not  our  exports  are  increas¬ 
ing  or  decreasing.  Are  they  increasing  or  decreas¬ 
ing?  They  are  increasing  and  increasing  largely, 
and  increasing  more  largely  than  the  trade  returns 
show,  because  the  trade  returns  show  simply  the 
value  and  not  the  volume  of  trade ;  and  if  the 
diminution  in  price  which  has  taken  place  from 
year  to  year  were  added  to  the  increase  in  the 
value  of  our  trade,  there  would  be  shown  a  very 
notable  increase  in  the  export  trade  of  our  country 
over  previous  years ;  and  this  present  year,  when 
the  stress  and  strain  of  this  restrictive  process 
should  have  weight  and  force,  if  it  ever  should 
have,  in  the  nine  months  compared  with  the  cor¬ 
responding  nine  months  of  the  previous  year,  there 
is  an  increase  in  our  exports  of  nearly  $12,000,000.  I 
dismiss  this  trade  question  with  these  few  observa¬ 
tions.  Now  let  me,  if  you  please,  give  a  little  atten¬ 
tion  to  two  or  three  points  of  the  question  in  hand.  I 
have  tried  to  make  this  clear,  that  Canada  is  not  in 
extremis  and  therefore  bound  to  look  in  either  one  or 
the  other  direction  for  benefits  in  trade  in  order  to 
conserve  her  trade  vitality  or  keep  on  progressing 
and  developing,  but  that  is  no  reason  why  we 
should  not  use  every  power  and  energy  to  get  an 
outlet  in  both,  if  possible,  or  in  the  most  beneficial  if 
we  cannot  in  both.  The  next  point  to  which  I  wish 
to  draw  attention  is  this  :  There  are  certain  difficul¬ 
ties  in  the  way  of  carrying  out  the  proposition  of 
my  hon.  friend.  I  do  not  wish  to  say  that  the  pro¬ 
position  is  one  which  will  go  by  the  mere  reading 
of  it.  Neither  does  my  hon.  friend.  No  one 
knows  better  than  he,  for  he  has  studied  the  ques¬ 
tion— and  no  one  will  know  better  than  the  one 
who  studies  it  most  thoroughly— that  before  such, 
can  be  achieved,  there  will  need  to  be  very  great 
changes  in  public  opinion.  There  will  have  to  be 
great  changes  in  existing  fiscal  arrangements  ;  there 
will  have  to  be  great  changes  in  the  circumstances 
and  apportionments  of  trade,  before  that  proposi¬ 
tion  can  be  thoroughly  worked  out  and  adopted, 
involving,  as  it  does,  the  gigantic  undertaking 'of 
revolutionizing  sentiment  on  the  other  side  and 
possibly,  to  some  extent,  sentiment  on  this  side  ; 
but  the  arguments  which  my  hon.  friend  has 
brought  forward  should  teach  us  is  that  we  are 
not  to  be  discouraged,  if  it  is  not  this  year  or  next 
year  or  the  year  after,  or  even  longer  before  the 
Empire  draws  itself  together  in  bonds  of  trade  and 
commerce  as  wide  over  the  world  as  the  flag 
of  the  Empire  floats.  But  there  are  diffi¬ 
culties.  What  are  they  ?  The  first  diffi- 

Mr.  Foster. 


cidty  that  occurs  to  one’s  mind  is  the  force  of 
what  is  called  free  trade  sentiment  in  Great 
Britain,  as  expressed  by  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  Marquette  (Mr.  Watson),  who,  out  of  his 
wealth  of  wisdom  and  long  experience,  flew  in  the 
face  of  all  those  who  were  of  a  different  opinion, 
and  declared  that  the  proposition  was  an  absurd 
one.  No  doubt,  the  force  of  the  free  trade  senti¬ 
ment  which  has  to  be  overcome  in  the  old  country 
is  a  formidable  difficulty,  but  it  is  not  a  diffi¬ 
culty  which  is  insurmountable  in  my  humble  opinion. 
If  I  read  public  opinion  in  the  old  country  aright, 

I  believe  that  the  free  trade  sentiment  pure  ancl 
simple  founded  upon  what  was  thought  to  be 
irrefutable  principles,  almost  divine  in  their  origin, 
is  largely  changing  in  Great  Britain.  I  believe  that 
there,  as  the  wide  world  over,  partly  through  pro¬ 
cesses  internal  and  partly  by  necessities  which  urge 
from  without,  it  is  coming  to  be  felt  that  there  is  no 
such  thing  as  a  fixed  and  divine  principle  underly¬ 
ing  trade  and  that  tariff  conditions  are  simply 
expedients,  which  must  vary  from  age  to  age  and 
from  day  to  day  and  from  circumstance  to  circum¬ 
stance,  and  what  is  a  right  and  good  policy  in  trade 
matters  to-day  for  a  country  may,  in  ten  years  from 
that  time,  not  be  the  policy  at  all  which  should  be 
carried  out.  And  so  the  forces  inside  and  the  forces 
outside  are,  in  my  humble  opinion,  doing  very 
much  in  Great  Britain  to-day  to  make  the  people 
reflect  as  to  whether  or  not  it  is  best  to  continually 
work  on  the  line  of  abstract  free  trade,  or  whether 
there  are  not  larger  and  greater  interests  at 
stake,  which  will  make  them  revise  their  opinions, 
and  to  a  certain  extent  move  them  in  the  interests 
of  their  own  country  and  the  broader  interests  of 
the  Empire,  of  which  they  are  at  the  same  time  the 
heart  and  the  head.  So  I  do  not  look  upon  it  as  v 
being  an  obstacle  insuperable  and  incapable  of  being 
overcome  that  the  free  trade  sentiment  in  Great 
Britain  has  been  strong  and  that  therefore  it  will 
not  vary  to  the  degree  of  making  a  discrimination 
in  favour  of  colonial  produce  in  return  for  a  dis¬ 
crimination  by  colonial  peoples  in  favour  of  British 
manufactured  goods.  The  second  obstacle  which 
shows  itself  to  one’s  mind  is  the  protective  idea  in 
our  own  country.  They  say  to  you  :  What  does 
that  mean  ?  Are  you  going  back  on  your  system  of 
protection  in  Canada  ?  Are  you  going  in  for  free 
trade  ?  That  does  not  follow.  Protection  as  a 
system  in  Canada  was  adopted  for  a  purpose, 
and  it  exists  to-day  for  a  purpose,  but  I 
hold  that,  while  we  are  not  going  to  destroy 
the  industries  which  we  have  brought  into  being 
and  into  successful  development  in  this  country 
by  the  policy  which  was  forced  upon  us  and  which 
was  a  wise  and  enlightened  policy  for  Canada  to 
adopt,  competition  is  a  necessary  balance-wheel 
for  protection,  and  the  residts  of  protection,  and, 
if  we  are  to  have  competition,  it  is  not  a  bad  thing 
that  this  competition  should  be  British  if  we  can 
get  any  compensating  advantages  on  the  other  side 
to  make  it  British  to  the  exclusion  of  competition 
from  other  sources.  So  it  is  not  impossible  neither 
is  it  a.  contradiction  of  the  protective  policy  and 
the  protective  system  in  a  reasonable  way  that  we 
should  enter  into  this  agreement  and  be  mutually 
benefited  thereby.  Another  obstacle  is  the  “most- 
favoured  nation  clauses.  If  we  give  advantages 
to  British  goods,  we  must,  by  these  clauses  in  the 
treaties  of  Great  Britain  with  other  nations,  give 
the  same  advantages  to  the  goods  of  those  countries. 
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These  obstacles  exist  to-day,  but  they  are  not  in¬ 
superable.  Who  that  has  studied  the  changes  in 
regard  to  tariffs  in  Europe  and  the  changes  in 
opinion  in  reference  to  these  matters  within  the 
last  five  years  is  not  prepared  for  greater  changes 
than  those  which  have  taken  place  ?  In  the  last 
ten  years  the  whole  policy  of  Europe  in  this 
regard  has  changed,  and  what  was  considered 
good  policy  in  making  long  treaties  with  “  favoured 
nation  ”  clauses  is  not  to-day  considered  the  best 
policy,  and  the  nations  of  Europe  are  denouncing  by 
wholesale  the  treaties  containing  the  ‘  ‘  most- 
favoured  nation”  clauses,  and  are  obtaining  greater 
freedom  than  these  long  treaties  gave  them  in  their 
commercial  action.  These  changes  have  been 
brought  upon  them  by  great  changes  in  economic 
development,  and  by  the  opening  up  in  the  differ¬ 
ent  parts  of  the  world  of  new  producing  centres 
as  well  as  new  markets,  and  the  same  reasons 
may  create  a  change  in  Great  Britain  which  may 
lead  that  country  to  do,  what  that  country’s 
government  is  in  sympathy  with  doing,  get  rid 
of  the  clogging  effects  of  those  treaties  as  far 
as  the  relations  of  Great  Britain  to  her  colonies 
are  concerned.  So  these  are  not  insuperable  diffi¬ 
culties.  Then  there  is  another  difficulty.  What 
are  you  going  to  do  for  revenue?  If  you  are 
going  to  discriminate  in  favour  of  British  manu¬ 
factured  goods,  you  will  lop  off  so  much  revenue. 
Of  course  that  will  be  considered,  but,  if  the  com¬ 
pensating  advantages  to  the  trade  of  the  country 
should  beso  great  as  is  represented,  we  can  do without 
so  much  revenue  from  that  source  and  get  it  in 
another  way.  That  is  a  difficulty  easily  met  if  the 
compensating  effects  are  in  any  way  commensurate 
with  it.  There  is  also  a  difficulty  to  be  thought 
of,  and  that  is,  suppose  that  Great  Britain  and 
Canada  and  the  colonies  of  the  Empire  at  large 
make  this  discriminating  or  this  differential  ar¬ 
rangement  between  themselves,  it  is  like  raising  a 
barrier  against  the  rest  of  the  world,  and  will  not 
the  other  nations  of  the  world  retaliate  and  raise 
their  tariffs  against  British  and  colonial  products  ? 
That  may  possibly  take  place,  but  there  never  has 
been  and  is  not  to-day  any  empire  in  the  wide 
world  which  is  so  self-contained  and  sufficient  for 
itself  as  the  British  Empire  and  its  dependencies. 
If  this  were  done,  and  retaliatory  tariffs  were  at¬ 
tempted  by  other  peoples  against  such  a  combina¬ 
tion,  there  is  nothing  that  human  beings  eat  or 
wear  or  require  for  enjoyment  or  pleasure  which  is 
not  raised,  and  raised  to  the  full,  in  some- one  or 
other  of  the  countries  which  to-day  are  dependen¬ 
cies  of  the  great  British  Empire.  So.  taking  these 
difficulties  into  consideration  and  not  taking  a  rosy 
view  of  this  matter  at  all,  seeing  all  the  lions  in  the 
path,  I  yet  believe  that,  when  this  people  and  the 
British  people  and  the  greater  British  people  the 
wide  world  over  gettheir  heart  and  their  mind  down 
to  this  matter,  these  lions  will  be  found  to  be  but 
chained,  and  when  this  subject  is  heartily  and  earn¬ 
estly  taken  up,  with  due  consideration  of  the  great 
imperial  and  world- wide  questions,  these  obstacles 
will  be  surmounted  and  these  difficulties  overcome 
without  danger  either  to  the  central  part  of  the 
Empire  or  to  the  dependencies  themselves.  So  I  am 
in  favour  of  what  my  hon.  friend  has  moved.  I 
want  it  to  go  as  the  voice  of  Canada  to  Great  Britain, 
as  our  hand  held  out  to  them.  The  hon.  gentleman 
fromCharlotte(Mr.Gillmor)represented  it  as  a  mean 
and  dickering  proceeding  for  us  to  say  to  Great 
Britain  :  You  do  so  much  for  me  and  I  will  do  so 


much  for  you,  as  if  that  were  undignified  and 
unworthy.  It  struck  me  that  my  hon.  friend  did 
not  make  equally  strong  objection  when  certain 
resolutions  were  introduced  by  my  hon.  friends 
opposite  to  discriminate  against  the  goods  of  Great 
Britain  in  toto  in  favour  of  goods  from  the  United 
States.  He  did  not  say  then  that  it  was  a  mean 
thing  to  do,  but  he  thinks  it  is  a  mean  thing 
for  us  to  dicker  with  Great  Britain  and  to  say  : 
You  do  something  for  us  and  we  will  do  some¬ 
thing  for  you.  I  think  it  is  a  plain  business 
matter,  and  I  hope  this  resolution  will  be  passed 
by  a  strong,  round  majority.  Let  it  go  to  Great 
Britain  as  the  voice  of  one  of  its  premier  colonies,  as 
the  voice  of  this  great  Dominion,  declaring  that  we 
are  willing  to  join  you  hand  in  hand  in  business  and 
economic  matters  as  we  join  you  heart  in  heart  in 
loyalty  and  sentiments  of  devotion  to  the  Empire. 
It  will  have  its  effect.  It  may  not  be  now,  it  may 
be  much  later  when  the  full  effect  comes,  but 
Canada  will  have  done  its  duty,  and  I  as  well  as 
others  cannot  but  be  captivated  with  the  grand 
possibilities  of  the  prospect.  The  great  British  Em¬ 
pire,  disjointed  to  a  certain  extent  with  various 
tariffs  and  policies  in  its  different  parts,  is  yet  the 
greatest  empire  in  the  world.  But  if  you  can  bring 
this  idea  to  work  and  add  the  harmony  and  unity 
of  commercial  and  trade  interests  to  all  the  rest,  you 
will  have  such  an  empire  in  its  strength  and  in  its 
prosperity  as  the  world  has  never  seen  before,  and 
as  the  world  will  never  see  hereafter.  This  propo¬ 
sition  was  not  put  before  the  House  in  order  to 
obstruct  business  ;  this  proposition  has  not  been 
debated  in  the  House  in  any  childish  or  obstructive 
spirit.  It  is  a  calm  and  sober  proposition  which 
has  been  debated  in  a  calm  and  sober  way,  anti  it 
has  within  it  the  elements  of  great  possible  benefit, 
not  only  to  Canada  and  to  Great  Britain  but  to  the 
British  Empire  the  wide  world  through. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.  E.  I. )  I  fear  that  the  ponderous 
platitudes  of  the  Minister  of  Finance  will  hardly  be 
accepted  by  the  hon.  gentleman  who  moved  this 
resolution  to-night  as  compensation  for  the  cold 
water  which  the  Minister  has  thrown  upon  his 
truly  loyal  resolution.  The  hon.  gentleman  was 
cruel,  maliciously  cruel  I  would  say,  in  allowing  my 
hon.  friend  from  North  Bruce  (Mr.  McNeill)  and 
the  gallant  band  of  loyal  members  who  followed 
him,  to  exude  with  loyalty  for  some  five  or  six 
hours  this  evening  in  support  of  a  resolution  upon 
which  he  continued  to  pour  buckets  of  cold  water 
from  the  time  he  stood  up  until  just  before  he 
closed.  Sir,  the  hon.  gentleman  was  surprised  at 
the  ominous  silence  of  the  Opposition.  It  did  not 
strike  him  as  singular  that  a  proposition  amounting 
to  a  fiscal  revolution  was  proposed  by  one  of  his 
followers  and  supported  by  six  or  seven  other  fol¬ 
lowers,  and  that  not  a  member  of  the  Government 
rose  to  lead  the  House,  and  tell  us  what  their  policy 
was.  It  did  not  strike  him  as  at  all  singular  that 
they  had  abdicated  their  functions  in  a  matter  of 
large  fiscal  policy,  and  called  upon  the  Opposition 
to-night,  as  they  have  called  upon  them  time  and 
again,  to  give  them  a  policy  and  to  lead  them  out 
of  the  wilderness  in  which  their  friends  seem  to 
think  they  are  wandering.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man’s  friends  have  lost  their  faith  in  the  National 
Policy  ;  they  are  anxiously  seeking  round  for 
some  exit,  some  way  of  escape,  from  the 
miserable  dilemma,  from  the  commercial  atrophy 
which  surrounds  this  country  everywhere.  And, 
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sir,  the  lion,  gentleman  who  should  lead  them, 
this  political  Moses  who  should  strike  the  rock 
and  make  the  water  to  flow,  looks  across  the 
House  and  asks  the  Opposition  :  Can  you  tell  us 
what  we  ought  to  do  with  this  resolution  ?  Why 
his  position  to-night  was  almost  as  pitiable  as  that 
of  the  Minister  of  Agriculture  last  Friday  night. 
He  did  not  know  what  the  policy  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  was,  and  he  was  afraid  that  if  he  did  know 
it  he  could  not  explain  it.  Now,  what  does  the 
lion,  gentleman  tell  us  ?  He  says  things  are  very 
satisfactory ;  there  is  no  need  of  preaching  blue- 
ruin  or  singing  doleful  songs  about  the  condition  of 
this  country.  Canada  is  not  now  hemmed  in  nor 
is  Canada  being  hemmed  in,  by  the  tariffs  of  any  of 
the  surrounding  countries.  Commercial  prosperity, 
if  one  can  believe  his  statements,  is  abounding.  I 
suppose  the  lion,  gentleman  believes  it  abounds  in 
the  province  which  he  specially  represents.  I  sup¬ 
pose  the  city  of  St.  John  is,  in  his  opinion,  a  good 
example  to-day  of  commercial  prosperity,  and  the 
Province  of  New  Brunswick,  which  never  was  so 
poor,  from  which  there  never  was  such  an  exodus 
before,  the  commercial  metropolis  of  which  is  en¬ 
veloped  in  a  commercial  atrophy  never  felt  before, 
are,  I  suppose,  places  which  he  would  especially 
single  out  as^  examples  of  the  prosperity  of  this 
country.  Y\  e  are  not  being  hemmed  in.  No, 
Sir,  not  when  Newfoundland,  in  response  to 
the  silly  and  childish  retaliatory  policy  which 
the  hon.  gentleman  introduced  a  few  years 
ago  of  taxing  the  trade  between  that  country  and 
this,  has  put  an  almost  prohibitory  tariff*  upon  our 
exports  to  that  country,  and  turned  the  whole 
trade  which  should  flow  into  Canada,  into  the 
United  States  channels.  We  are  not  being  hemmed 
in  from  a  country  to  which  we  sent  a  hundred* 
thousand  barrels  of  flour  last  year,  and  to  which, 
under  existing  circumstances,  we  cannot  send  one, 
a  country  to  which  Prince  Edward  Island  and  the 
eastern  coast  of  Nova  Scotia,  including  Cape 
Breton,  exported  annually  enormous  quantities  of 
food  products,  which  are  now  to  be  excluded  by 
this  prohibitory  tariff  which  the  hon.  gentleman  s 
silly  legislation  has  invited  and  challenged.  Yet 
the  hon.  gentleman  tells  his  friends  we  are  not 
being  hemmed  in  from  Newfoundland.  Sir,  he 
calls  our  attention  to  the  Spanish  Antilles  once 
more,  knowing  well  that  on  the  30th  June'  next, 
our  equal  rights  to  the  entrance  of  our  products 
into  those  ports  will  cease,  and  that  the  United 
States,  with  the  advantages  which  they  possess 
under  the  new  treaty,  will  take  possession  of  those 
maikets  of  which  we  formerly  had  a  large  share, 
and  that  we  will  practically  be  prohibited.  He 
tells  us  the  old  story  about  the  Spanish  treaty. 
\\  hy,  Sir,  I  have  been  10  years  in  this  House,  and 
I  can  nev  er  remember  a  session  in  which  negotia¬ 
tions  were  not  going  on  at  Madrid  about  this 
wonderful  Spanish  treaty.  I  expect  the  results 
next  June  to  be  just  as  they  were  before.  And  the 
M  est  Indies — the  hon.  gentleman  says  there  has 
been  a  new  free  trade  policy  introduced  there,  the 
consequence  of  which  will  be  that  the  people  will  o-et 
their  goods  much  cheaper,  that  there  will  be  a 
larger  consumption,  and  that  we  will  share  in  the  large 
exports  to  that  country  to  supply  the  consumption. 
What  a  specious  argument  to  come  from  that  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman.  If  that  isthe  effect,  why  does  he  not  carry  it 
out  in  the  country  where  he  has  the  power  ?  Why 
does  he  not  give  us  free  goods  here,  by  taking  off 
Mr.  Davies  (P.E.I.)  S 


the  tariff*  and  the  duty  ?  Why  does  he  not  make 
trade  increase  here  as  he  says  it  is  going  to  increase 
there  ?  The  hon.  gentleman  knows,  and  he  should 
have  had  the  courage  and  the  manliness  to  say  it, 
that  under  the  treaty  made  between  the  United 
States  and  the  W  est  Indies,  although  there  is  no 
discrimination  against  Canada,  the  United  States, 
buying  as  they  do  all  the  West  Indies  have  to 
export,  will  sell  in  return  by  natural  process  nearly 
all  the  West  Indies  want  to  buy.  There  is  no 
doubt  about  it,  and  the  hon.  gentleman,  with  his 
silly  and  fatuous  policy,  has  to-day  hemmed  us 
round  in  Newfoundland,  and  the  Spanish  Antilles, 
and  the  West  Indies,  with  a  people  and  a  series  of 
governments  hostile  to  Canada,  and  carrying  out 
policies  antagonistic  to  Canadian  trade.  The  hon. 
gentleman  talks  about  our  trade  not  being  hemmed 
in,  about  the  avenues  of  trade  not  being  closed. 
The  hon.  gentleman  told  us  before  that  the 
McKinley  Bill  was  going  to  close  up  these  avenues. 
He  is  ready  for  any  emergency.  If  the  tariff 
barriers  are  taken  away  in  the  West  Indies,  he 
says  it  is  all  right,  you  are  going  to  have  an 
increased  trade  there.  If  the  tariff  barriers  are 
raised  in  the  United  States,  he  says  it 
it  is  all  right,  they  will  not  stop  our 

trade  with  that  country.  The  hon.  gentleman 
contradicts  himself.  W  here  are  our  horses  going 
now,  our  barley,  our  eggs,  our  beans,  our  sheep, 
and  all  the  products  that  we  have  been  exporting 
to  the  United  States,  if  the  avenues  are  not  closed 
up  ?  Go  down  to  the  Maritime  Provinces  and  ask 
them  where  the  market  for  their  potatoes  is,  for 
their  horses,  and  all  the  articles  they  have  got  to 
sell.  The  hon.  gentleman  will  be  told  by  every 
one  that  he  does  not  know  what  he  is  talking 
about,  or  else  he  is  trying  to  throw  dust  in  the 
eyes  of  the  people  who  do  not  understand  the  con¬ 
ditions  of  trade  there.  Now,  I  do  not  want  to 
paint  the  picture  blacker  than  it  is  ;  God  knows 
it  is  black  enough,  and  we  have  got  to  thank  the 
hon.  gentleman  and  his  policy  for  it.  But,  Sir,  if 
there  is  a  bright  spot  at  all  in  the  commercial  hor¬ 
izon,  that  bright  spot  is  in  the  motherland,  which 
has  thrown  down  those  antiquated  barriers  and  in¬ 
vites  all  quarters  of  the  world,  Canada  included, 
to  come  forward  and  sell  them  what  they  have  got 
to  sell,  without  any  artificial  barrier  being  erected 
to  keep  them  out.  Sir,  he  boasts  that  we  have 
exported  $12,000,000  more  in  value  during  the  past 
nine  months  than  during  the  corresponding 
period  of  last  year,  and  we  are  all  proud  of  it. 
Does  he  think  any  one  is  fool  enough  to  believe  that 
his  fiscal  had  policy  anything  to  do  with  that  ?  The 
hon.  gentleman  knows  that  it  is  to  a  beneficent 
and  bountiful  Providence  and  to  that  alone  that 
the  good  harvest  we  reaped  last  year  is  due  and 
that  we  owe  whatever  advantage  may  be  derived 
from  these  increased  exports.  Therefore,  if  Canada 
is  in  a  position  to  hold  her  own,  it  is  in  defiance 
and  in  spite  of  the  hon.  gentleman’s  policy, 
and  in  consequence  of  blessings  which  have  been 
showered  upon  us  from  on  high.  What  does  the 
hon.  gentleman  propose  ?  He  told  my  hon.  friend 
(Mr.  McNeill)  who  introduced  his  resolutions  to¬ 
day  in  a  very  pleasant  and  agreeable  speech,  filled 
with  interesting  and  pleasant  matter,  delivered  in 
somewhat  of  a  florid  style,  but  relieved  from  any 
dulness  by  the  moral  earnestness  with  which  the 
hon.  gentleman  urged  his  case.  He  always  is  in 
earnest  in  this  cause.  I  believe  he  honestly  thinks 
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in  his  heart  and  soul  that  he  has  discovered  a 
policy  which  is  capable  of  being  practically  carried 
out.  I  admire  the  hon.  gentleman,  I  like  to  see 
him  when  he  rises  enthusiastically  and  presses  and 
forces  his  points,  because  he  has  convinced  himself, 
if  lie  has  convinced  no  one  else,  that  he  can  recon¬ 
cile  his  loyalty  to  the  United  Empire  with  the 
policy  of  taxing  English  goods  which  he  has  been 
advocating  for  years.  What  does  the  Minister 
of  Finance  offer  to  my  hon.  friend  ?  In  the  first 
place,  a  bucket  of  cold  water,  by  telling  him  there 
are  certain  difficulties.  There  is  the  policy  of  free 
trade  in  England  which  permeates  all  classes  of  soci¬ 
ety,  even  down  to  the  artizan  who  wants  to  get  cheap 
bread  ;  and  there  will  be  a  great  difficulty  in  over¬ 
coming  that.  Then  the  Minister  of  Finance  said 
there  was  the  protective  feeling  in  Canada,  which 
he  has  supported  for  the  last  twelve  years  to  build  up 
the  Canadian  manufacturers  and  to  the  exclusion  of 
the  British  manufacturers,  and  you  have  got  to  over¬ 
come  that.  Bucket  of  water  No.  2.  Then  there  is 
a  possible  loss  of  revenue,  bucket  No.  3,  and  the 
Minister  of  Finance  said  :  Possibly  that  may  be 
modified  by  a  possible  compensating  advantage,  I 
could  not  make  out  very  well  what  it  was.  And 
last  of  all  he  says  :  But  if  you  adopt  this  policy 
Great  Britain  may  invite  a  retaliatory  policy  from 
all  the  world.  Bucket  of  water  No.  4.  So,  Sir, 
the  Minister  of  Finance  went  on  throwing  bucket 
after  bucket  of  cold  water,  until  I  looked  for  my 
hon.  friend  from  Bruce  (Mr.  McNeill)  to  see  if  he 
was  alive  and  kicking,  as  I  expected  him  to  jump 
up  and  withdraw  his  policy  altogether.  Now,  Mr. 
Speaker,  what  does  the  Minister  of  Finance  advise 
as  the  policy  of  the  Government.  He  says  :  Carry 
the  resolution  by  a  unanimous  vote  as  a  message  to 
the  old  country  and  it  will  cement  and  unite 
the  great  imperial  and  British  Empire  all 
over  the  world  in  some  love  knot.  Is  this  the 
twaddle  that  sensible  and  practical  men  are  to 
have  addressed  them  by  the  Finance  Minister  ? 
What  nonsense,  Sir.  He  has  proven  to  the  mover 
of  the  resolution  that  the  resolution  is  absolutely 
ridiculous  and  not  capable  of  being  carried  out, 
and  yet  he  calls  upon  Parliament  unanimously  to 
vote  it.  Why,  Sir,  it  is  positively  pitiful,  the  con¬ 
dition  into  which  the  Parliament  of  Canada  is 
being  dragged  to-day  by  the  hon.  gentleman  advo¬ 
cating  a  policy  which  in  one  breath  he  says  is  in¬ 
capable  of  being  carried  out,  and  which  in  the 
next  breath  he  asks  us  to  pass  for  some  fanciful 
reason.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  he  is  going  to 
cement  the  Empire.  I  will  show  him  directly  what 
imperial  statesmen  think  of  the  kind  of  cement  he 
offers.  I  want  to  address  one  word  of  pity,  or 
sympathy  rather,  to  the  unctuous  and  eloquent 
member  for  bfalifax  (Mr.  Kenny),  to  my  friend  from 
St.  John  (Mr.  Skinner),  and  to  our  pleasant,  agree¬ 
able  and  genial  friend  from  Winnipeg  (Mr.  Mac¬ 
donald)  who  supported  this  resolution  under  the 
belief  that  they  were  doing  something  which  is  loyal 
to  the  mother  country,  and  which  was  going 
to  win  the  approval  of  the  gentlemen  on  the  front 
benches.  What  was  the  surprise  of  the  member 
from  Halifax  (Mr.  Kenny)  when  he  found  the  Minis-, 
ter  of  Finance  sitting  upon  him  and  telling  him 
that  this  policy  was  positively  impracticable.  The 
hon.  gentleman  from  Halifax  told  us,  taking  up  the 
statement  of  the  member  from  Winnipeg  (Mr. 
Macdonald),  that  there  was  a  revolution  in  public 
sentiment  in  this  country,  that  the  effect  of 


the  policy  of  the  Opposition  had  only  lately 
been  discovered,  and  that  *■  the  electorate  by  an 
increased  vote  had  set  their  face  against  it. 
Sir,  is  that  true  ?  Perhaps  it  is.  I  remember  that 
an  election  took  place  in  Halifax  a  year  ago.  I 
remember  at  that  time  when  the  hon.  gentleman 
preached  nothing  but  loyalty  that  he  came  out 
with  a  majority  of  1,000  votes.  He  went  back  to 
his  constituents  after  the  people  had  had  twelve 
months  to  think  it  over,  and  he  came  out  with  his 
majority  reduced  66  per  cent.  That  is  the  con¬ 
dition  of  my  hon.  friend  from  Halifax. 

Mr.  KENNY.  That  is  not  the  condition  in  On' 
tario. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.  E.  I.)  Then  all  I  have  got  to 
say  is  that  I  recommend  the  hon.  gentleman  to 
educate  the  people  of  Ontario  as  he  educated  his 
own  people,  and  I  have  no  doubt  that  if  he  talked 
to  them  as  he  talks  to  his  own  friends,  the  results 
will  be  the  same  in  Ontario  as  they  were  in  Hali¬ 
fax.  I  like  to  see  my  hon.  friend  from  St.  John 
(Mr.  Skinner)  speak  as  he  did  to-night,  because  he 
is  known  to  be  a  lo}7al  man.  Why,  Sir,  I  remem¬ 
ber  a  year  or  two  ago  when  the  hon.  gentleman 
pronounced  from  one  of  the  platforms  of  Canada, 
that  the  Tory  party  with  which  he  is  now  allied 
had  done  more  by  their  policy  to  promote  annexa¬ 
tion  than  anything  that  has  ever  happened  in 
Canada.  I  was  not  surprised  at  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man’s  speech  to-night.  He  is  no  political  Bour¬ 
bon,  for  when  it  is  necessary  to  change  his  opinions 
he  can  do  it,  and  more  than  that,  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  can  give  you  as  many  contradictory  opinions 
in  the  same  speech  as  he  pleases.  He  started  out 
to-night  with  a  burst  of  loyalty.  He  warned  us — 
I  did  not  know  whom  he  particularly  addressed, 
but  he  looked  chiefly  towards  the  hon.  member 
for  West  York  (Mr.  Wallace)  ;  I  do  not  know 
that  he  thought  the  member  for  West  York 
was  particularly  disloyal  but  he  looked  in 
that  direction — he  warned  him  and  he  warned 
this  House  that  come  weal  come  woe,  the  Canadian 
people  had  nailed  their  colours  to  the  mast  and  were 
going  to  sink  or  swim  with  the  mother  country. 
But  no  sooner  had  he  finished  a  carefully  prepared 
and  well  delivered  essay  on  that  part  of  the  sub¬ 
ject,  than  he  turned  round  and  said  :  I  tell  you 
that  if  Great  Britain  won’t  keep  us  on  our  own 
terms,  which  are  reasonable,  we  will  repeat  the 
revolution  which  brought  about  the  independence 
of  the  United  States.  Such  are  the  arguments  by 
which  my  honourable  and  earnest  friend  from 
Bruce  (Mr.  McNeill)  has  been  supported  this 
evening.  1  have  a  great  deal  of  sympathy  with 
him  in  many  things,  and  I  have  sympathy  with 
him  in  the  sorrowful  condition  in  which  he  finds 
himself  placed.  Now,  Sir,  let  me  address  a  few 
serious  words  to  my  hon.  friend  upon  his  resolution 
itself.  The  Minister  of  Finance,  although  he  does 
pot  believe  in  the  resolution,  and  showed  by  so  many 
cogent  reasons  that  it  was  incapable  of  being 
practically  carried  out,  said,  if  not  to  flatter  the 
vanity  of  my  hon.  friend,  I  do  not  know  what  for, 
let  us  pass  the  resolution  as  a  message  of  peace 
and  to  “cement  the  Empire.”  That  was  bosh.  I 
want  to  ask  my  hon.  friend  from  Bruce  a  question  or 
two  about  his  resolution,  because  I  think  it  was  not 
drawn  up  by  himself,  but  by  some  old  parlia¬ 
mentary  hand,  and  I  will  tell  him  why.  The 
resolution  says  : 


1619 


[COMMONS] 


1620 


“  That  if  and  when  the  Parliament  of  Great  Britain  and 
Ireland  admits  Canadian  products  to  the  markets  of  the 
United  Kingdom  upon  more  favourable  terms  than  it  ac¬ 
cords  to  the  produce  of  foreign  countries,  the  parliament  of 
Canada  will  be  prepared  to  accord  corresponding  advan¬ 
tages.” 

Now  if  he  had  stopped  there  I  would  have 
understood  the  resolution.  What  corresponding 
advantages  ?  He  confines  them  and  limits  them  by 
saying  : 

“By  a  reduction  in  the  duty  it  imposes  upon  British 
manufactured  goods.” 

But  not  by  discriminating.  The  hon.  gentleman 
does  not  offer  the  prize  of  discrimination  to  them. 
He  will  only  reduce  the  duties  on  their  goods  on 
condition  of  their  discriminating  against  the  rest  of 
the  world.  Does  the  hon.  gentleman  mean  to  dis¬ 
criminate  against  the  rest  of  the  world  if  he  gets 
discrimination  in  England  in  his  favour?  If  he 
does,  why  does  he  not  say  so  ?  Why,  Sir,  I 
am  more  magnanimous  than  he,  for  I  will  pro¬ 
pose  to  reduce  the  duties  on  goods  from  England 
now,  out  of  the  abundance  of  my  loyalty  and 
good-will,  whether  England  discriminates  in  our 
favour  or  not  ;  and  I  want  to  know,  Sir,  whether 
that  loyal  gentleman  and  I  believe  he  is  loyal  and 
the  dozen  or  two  other  gentlemen,  who  followed 
him  and  asserted  their  loyalty,  will  back  me 
up  in  that  proposition?  Sir,  we  have  talked  a 
great  deal  about  loyalty  to  Great  Britain,  and  what 
does  it  amount  to  practically  ?  A  few  years  ago 
you  came  in,  and  when  you  got  into  power  you 
commenced  to  tax  British  goods  as  highly  us  you 
could  tax  them.  Some  hon.  gentlemen  to-night 
told  us  that  we  owe  a  great  deal  to  Great  Britain  ; 
we  have  the  protection  of  her  army  and  her  navy, 
we  live  under  the  segis  of  her  name,  and  we  are 
proud  to  be  a  part  of  the  Empire  ;  but  the  return 
of  thanks  which  we  have  given  to  Great  Britain  for 
all  this  has  been  to  tax  her  goods  to  the  uttermost. 
Sir,  to-day  it  is  a  lamentable  fact  that  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  opposite  not  only  tax  British  goods,  but  prac¬ 
tically  discriminate  against  Great  Britain.  They 
do  not  take  an  article,  such  as  iron  or  coal  or 
soap,  and  say  it  shall  pay  so  much  duty  w hen  it 
comes  from  Great  Britain  and  so  much  when  it 
comes  from  the  United  States.  If  they  did  that, 
I  would  admire  their  courage  and  manliness,  if  I  did 
not  adopt  their  policy.  But  they  were  mean  enough 
to  discriminate  against  Great  Britain  in  an  under¬ 
hand  way.  Their  tariff  was  so  framed  that  on  a 
total  of  $42,000,000  worth  of  goods  imported  from 
Great  Britain  they  collected  $9,114,000,  or  22  per 
cent,  while  on  a  total  of  $53,600,000  worth  of  goods 
imported  from  the  United  States  they  collected 
taxes  amounting  to  $7,734,524,  or  14  per  cent. 

Mr.  O'BRIEN.  Leave  out  the  free  goods. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.  E.I.)  So  that  upon  the  total 
imports  from  Great  Britain,  which  are  $1 1 ,000,000 
less  than  the  total  imports  from  the  States,  the 
taxes  are  $1,500,000  more.  An  hon.  gentleman 
says,  oh,  that  includes  free  goods.  Certainly,  it 
includes  free  goods.  You  have  watched  what 
class  of  goods  come  from  the  States,  and  what 
class  come  from  Great  Britain,  and  you  have 
placed  on  the  free  list  such  an  enormous  propor¬ 
tion  of  the  goods  that  you  know  come  from  the 
States,  that  you  turn  the  tables  entirely  against 
Great  Britain.  You  allow  free  goods  to  come  from 
Great  Britain  to  the  amount  of  $10,599,000,  while 
from  the  United  States  you  allow  free  goods  to 
Mr.  Davies  (P.  E.  I. ) 


come  in  to  the  amount  of  $23,895,255.  Why  do 
you  not  apply  to  the  mother  country  the  same 
measure  that  you  do  to  the  United  States  in  re¬ 
spect  of  free  goods  ?  Why,  Sir,  leave  out  the  free 
goods,  and  take  the  dutiable  goods  alone,  and  you 
tax  those  from  Great  Britain  4  per  cent  more  than 
you  do  those  from  the  United  States.  The  dutia¬ 
ble  goods  from  Great  Britain  are  taxed  29^  per 
cent  against  25|  per  cent  on  those  from  the 
United  States.  The  hon.  gentleman  sees  that  he 
has  been  acting  towards  the  mother  country  as  an 
undutiful  and  disloyal  son.  Why,  Sir,  I  have 
sat  in  this  House  for  eleven  sessions,  and  I 
have  seen  Finance  Minister  after  Finance  Minister 
come  down  with  increased  tariffs,  with  the  object, 
they  said,  not  of  protecting  British  goods,  or  pro¬ 
moting  British  trade,  but  of  protecting  Canadian 
manufactures  ;  and  I  have  never  yet  seen  one  of 
those  superloyal  gentlemen  who  have  spoken  to¬ 
night,  and  who  are  bursting  with  loyalty  to  the 
old  flag,  raise  his  voice  in  protest.  Obediently 
one  after  another  they  have  recorded  their  votes, 
and  the  higher  the  tariff  has  risen  the  higher  they 
climbed  ;  they  got  on  the  top  and  shouted  :  I  am 
loyal  to  the  old  flag.  Let  me  call  the  attention  of 
my  hon.  friend—  who  I  think  is  capable  of  being 
converted — I  hope  so — to  one  or  two  things  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  imports  of  Great  Britain.  I  took 
the  Trade  and  Navigation  Returns  when  the  hon. 
gentleman  was  speaking,  and  went  through  them 
carefully,  selecting  the  figures  showing  the  imports 
of  woollen  manufactures  ;  and  although  it  may  be 
tedious,  I  will  read  over  the  taxes  which  the  hon. 
gentleman  voted  to  place  on  British  woollen  goods 
and  the  taxes  on  the  same  character  of  goods  im¬ 
ported  from  the  United  States ;  and  the  hon. 
gentleman  knew  when  he  voted  for  the  tariff  that 
all  these  wmollen  goods  came  from  England,  and 
would  have  to  come  from  England  ;  yet  he  placed 
an  enormous  duty  upon  them.  Let  me  give  him 
the  result,  which  he  may  send  to  England  as  a 
message  of  peace  and  good-will,  to  show  how  much 
we  love  the  old  flag  : 

WOOL  MANUFACTURES. 


Duty  on 
Imports 
from  Great 
Britain. 

Duty  on 
Imports 
from  United 
States. 

Blankets . 

$  26,215 

$  389  00 

Cassimeres . 

21,696 

26  00 

Cloths . 

482,448 

4,064  00 

Coatings . . . . . . 

236.272 

41  00 

Tweeds . 

306,216 

784  00 

Flannels  . 

57,696 

1,586  00 

Hosiery . 

89,435 

699  00 

Shawls . . . . . 

27,794 

129  00 

Socks  and  stockings . 

140,445 

340  00 

Yarn  . 

Wool  goods,  10  cents  a  yard 

36,368 

222  00 

and  under. . . . 

136,926 

141  00 

do  10  cents  to  14  cents. 

101 ,895 

257  00 

do  14  cents  and  over  - . . 
Ready  made  clothing  for 

543,419 

3,674  00 

women  . 

159,308 

31,188 

4,996  00 
1,287  00 

Ready  made  clothing  for  men 

Shirts,  drawers  and  hosiery. 

7,399 

69  (K) 

Clothing,  N.  E.  S . 

21.979 

941  00 

Carpets.  Brussels . 

120,305 

839  00 

do  Dutch . 

2,768 

1  25 

do  Tapestry  . . . 

126,894 

184  00 

do  2  and  3  ply . 

11,630 

2,054  00 

do  Felt . 

4,705 

1,783  00 

• 

$2,692,950 

$24,506  00 
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Mr.  DAVIN.  Question.  What  has  this  to  do 
with  the  question  ? 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.  E.I. )  What  has  this  to  do 
with  the  question,  says  one  hon.  gentleman,  who  is  a 
little  more  obtuse  to-night  than  he  generally  is,  for 
he  is  generally  very  clear-headed.  It  has  this  to 
do  with  it  :  I  am  pointing  out  that  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  opposite  tax  commodities  which  they  know 
have  to  be  imported  from  Great  Britain,  and  put 
on  the  free  list  those  that  come  from  the  United 
States  ;  and  I  read  a  statement  of  the  articles,  and 
I  intend  to  invite  the  hon.  gentleman  to-night  to 
support  a  resolution  declaring,  not  that  we  will 
concede  to  Great  Britain  a  reduction  of  duties  in 
return  for  some  advantage  which  we  ask  her  to 
grant,  but  out  of  the  abundance  of  our  loyalty  and 
devotion,  and  in  consideration  of  all  she  has  done 
for  us,  what  she  is  doing  now,  and  what  she  will 
do  in  the  future  for  us — in  consideration  of  the 
fact  that  her  markets  are  thrown  open  for  all  the 
products  we  can  grow  and  export— that  for  all  these 
reasons  and  also  because  they  are  unneces¬ 
sary,  we  offer  to  reduce  or  remove  the 
duties  upon  English  manufactures.  Sir,  we 
have  treated  the  mother  country  harshly, 
cruelly  and  selfishly.  There  has  been  no  loyalty, 
no  love,  no  devotion  on  our  part.  Pure  and  un¬ 
adulterated  selfishness  has  marked  the  conduct  of 
this  country  during  the  past;  twelve  years,  in  its 
dealings  with  the  mother  land  to  whom  we  owe  so 
much  and  of  whom  we  speak  so  proudly.  Do  we 
feel  as  truly  as  we  speak  ?  If  we  do,  let  us  show 
our  loyalty  in  something  more  than  loud  phrase¬ 
ology.  The  hon.  gentleman  told  us  he  really 
believed  there  were  evidences  in  England  to  show 
that  this  policy  of  his  had  some  prospect  of  success. 
He  quoted  from  a  <jopy  of  the  London  Times.  I 
failed  to  catch  myself  the  special  pertinency  of  the 
quotation  he  read,  but  nevertheless  I  credit  him 
with  good  intentions,  and  I  have  no  doubt  he 
thought  he  was  quoting  something  which  supported 
his  views.  Further  than  that,  he  quoted  from  the 
resolution  moved  at  the  Birmingham  conference 
of  the  Conservative  party  held  only  last  fall  in 
England,  and  he  told  us  that  a  resolution  embody¬ 
ing  views  similar  to  those  he  had  expressed  here, 
in  behalf  of  a  discriminating  tariff  in  favour  of 
the  colonies  against  the  rest  of  the  world,  was 
received  with  great  applaiise  by  that  conference  as 
representing  the  whole  Tory  party.  He  would  lead 
us  to  believe  that  that  was  some  evidence  that  the 
Tory  party  were  prepared  more  or  less  to  take  up 
this  policy.  Well,  the  hon.  gentleman,  having  been 
in  political  leading  strings  so  long  in  this  House, 
and  knowing  the  extent  to  which  even  the  best 
minded  man  in  the  party  will  follow  their  leaders, 
might  have  known  that  while  the  leaders  were 
throwing  this  fly  at  the  convention,  they  had  no 
idea  of  ever  embodying  it  in  their  policy.  It 
was  supposed  to  catch  some  floating  votes.  There 
was  not  a  man  of  third  rate  or  man  of  fourth 
rate  or  even  tenth  rate  standing  who  spoke  in 
favour  of  it.  But  when  parliament  met,  when  the 
motion  for  an  address  in  reply  to  Her  Majesty’s 
speech  was  moved,  then  came  forward  Mr. 
James  Lowther,  the  leader  of  my  hon.  friend, 
seconded  by  Colonel  Howard  Vincent  with  a  reso¬ 
lution  in  the  direction  in  which  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  moved  to-night.  How  did  it  fall  ?  It  fell 
still-born.  It  got  a  mover  and  a  seconder.  It  had 


a  father  and  step-father,  and  nothing  else.  One 
hon.  gentleman  told  us  to-night  that  there  was  a 
majority  against  it.  Nonsense,  Sir,  there  was  not 
a  third  man  to  be  found  in  the  House.  It  was 
ridiculed  and  laughed  out  of  the  House.  I  hold  in 
my  hand  both  the  resolution  and  the  comments 
made  by  Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach  on  behalf  of  the 
Government.  I  will  quote  the  resolution  for  the 
special  benefit  of  the  hon.  gentleman.  I  was  sur¬ 
prised  that  his  political  repertoire  being  so  well 
filled  with  literature  on  this  subject,  he  did  not 
give  this  speech  to  the  House  to-night,  for  I  know 
he  was  anxious  we  should  have  both  sides,  and 
surely  he  was  anxious  that  the  Canadian  people, 
who  have  not  the  privilege,  many  of  them,  of 
taking  the  Times,  should  know  what  the  Conserv¬ 
ative  leader  of  the  Conservative  party  in  the 
House  of  Commons  said  when  this  question  was 
broached  there.  Here  is  the  resolution  : 

“  Resolution  moved  by  W.  J.  Lowther  in  amendment 
the  Address  on  speech  ‘  regretting  retention  in  certain 
treaties  of  provisions  operating  in  restraint  of  the  estab' 
lishment  of  preferential  trading  relations  amongst  the 
several  portions  of  the  Empire.’  ” 

Nothing  could  be  plainer.  It  is  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man’s  proposition  in  a  nutshell,  freed  from  the  am¬ 
biguity  he  has  introduced  into  his  resolution.  Let 
the  first  step,  he  said,  be  taken  to  denounce 
those  treaties  which  prevent  our  establishing  a 
system  of  preferential  trade  relations  among  the 
several  portions  of  the  Empire.  And  what  did  Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach  say  : 

“  We  are  offered  what  the  right  hon.  gentleman  calls  a 
comprehensive  commercial  policy ;  in  other  words  a  pre¬ 
ferential  arrangement  of  a  very  remarkable  character 
between  our  colonies  and  the  United  Kingdom.  I  confess, 
speaking  for  myself,  that  I  would  go  a  long  way  if  I  could 
secure  a  Zollverein  between  the  colonies  and  the  United 
Kingdom,  a  common  tariff  applicable  to  the  whole  Empire. 
But  this  miserable  substitute  would  injure  us  without 
doing  the  colonies  any  good.  Why  would  it  injure  us  ? 
Because  the  colonies  according  to  my  right  hon.  friend 
desire  a  preference  in  our  market  for  those  goods  which 
they  principally  send  us.  What  are  those  goods?  Corn,  meat 
wool  (cheers),  raw  materials  of  food  the  cheapness  of  which 
is  essential  to  the  best  interests  of  this  country— (cheers). 
Supposing  a  duty  is  imposed  upon  those  articles  coming 
from  foreign  countries  here,  what  would  be  the  natural 
effect?  The  price  would  be  raised  by  something  more 
than  the  duty.  If  the  price  was  not  raised  what  good 
would  it  be  to  the  colonies  ?  We  should  be^  in  fact  adopt¬ 
ing  a  policy  of  protection  upon  imported  food  for  the  be¬ 
nefit  not  of  our  own  agricultural  interests— which  many  of 
us  might  be  anxious  to  do  something  for — but  for  benefit 
of  the  agricultural  interest  of  our  colonies  (cheers).  We 
should  lose  in  that  way  and  how  should  we  gain  ?  Would 
the  colonies  reduce  their  duties  on  our  manufactured 
goods.” 

I  want  to  put  that  questiou  to  the  Minister  of 
Finance  to-night.  I  think  it  is  his  duty  to  tell 
this  House  and  the  country  if  he  favours  this 
policy. 

Mr.  McNEILL.  That  is  the  resolution. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)— 

“  (Mr.  Lowther).  They  would  give  us  a  preference.  (Sir 
M.  Hicks-Beach.)  You  would  leave  them  perfect  freedom 
to  impose  as  high  duties  as  they  chose  upon  manufactured 
goods  going  from  this  country  in  competition  with  their 
own  manufactures — giving  a  small  10  per  cent  preference 
to  our  manufactures  as  compared  with  the  manufactures 
of  foreign  countries.  What  would  be  the  good  of  that  ? 
They  would  take  good  care  to  protect  their  manufactures 
as  against  ours,  and  as  against  the  competition  in  the 
colonial  market.  Why  we  have  these  markets  already  on 
equal  terms,  and  therefore  my  right  hon.  friend’s  scheme 
is  hardly  any  good  at  all.” 

And  when  the  hon.  gentleman  finished  his  speech 
and  sat  down,  the  baby  fell  to  the  floor  still-born, 
and  it  has  never  been  heard  of  since  in  England  ; 
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and  now  the  little  animal  lias  been  brought  across 
the  Atlantic  and  trotted  out  here  to-night,  and  the 
poor  little  puling  infant,  after  being  supplied  with 
milk  from  the  super-loyalists  on  both  sides  of  the 
House,  has  had  its  poor  little  brains  dashed  out 
with  four  buckets  of  cold  water  by  the  Minister  of 
Finance.  I  do  not  think  my  hon.  friend  really  appre¬ 
ciated  the  importance  of  the  demand  he  was  making 
on  this  country.  When  the  hon.  member  for  Assi- 
niboia  was  speaking  about  the  quantity  of  grain 
we  export  to  Great  Britain,  I  turned  up  the  States¬ 
men’s  Year  Book  of  last  year  to  see  the  proportions 
of  grain  supplied.  I  find  that  Great  Britain  imports 
13,262,592  quarters  of  'wheat,  which  makes,  one 
quarter  being  8  bushels,  105,000,000  bushels.  I 
find  that  in  1891  the  United  Kingdom  imported 
3,653,000  quarters  of  wheat  from  her  own  pos¬ 
sessions  and  the  remainder  from  foreign  coun¬ 
tries.  What  are  her  own  _  possessions  from 
which  she  imports  wheat  ?  What  position  has 
Canada  relatively*  to  the  other  possessions  that 
supply  this  enormous  quantity  of  wheat.  The 
United  States  sent  4,838,991  quarters;  Russia  sent 
2,910,581  quarters  ;  India,  2,601,157  quarters  ; 
and  Canada,  634,768  quarters.  That  is  a  large 
quantity,  true  ;  and  I  hope  that  my  hon.  friend 
will  be  right  in  his  prediction  that  in  the  near 
future  we  will  largely  increase  that  quantity,  but 
is  it  not  pitiable  at  present  to  talk  of  our  ability 
to  supply  the  English  market,  when,  out  of  the 
total  of  13,653,000  quarters,  we  only  sent  634,000 
quarters.  Why,  instead  of  the  few  thousand  people 
we  have  in  the  North-West,  we  would  require  to 
have  six  or  eight  or  ten  millions  of  people  there, 
and  God  knows  we  never  will  have  them  there  as 
long  as  we  have  a  National  Policy.  I  think  my 
hon.  friend  from  Assiniboia  (Mr.  Davin),  great  as 
his  faith  was  at  one  time,  has  had  it  very  much 
lessened  of  late  years  in  the  “  cabinet  of  antiques.” 
It  is  so  late  that  I  will  not  delay  the  House  with 
any  more  figures,  but  I  will  invite  my  hon.  friend 
to  join  with  me  in  exhibiting,  not  a  false  or  hypo¬ 
critical  offer  to  Great  Britain,  but  an  offer  to  im¬ 
prove  and  extend  our  relations  with  the  mother 
country  on  a  proper  basis,  and  to  support  an 
amendment  in  the  form  of  a  fair  and  generous  offer 
to  Great  Britain,  something  which  she  has  a  right 
to  expect  from  us.  I  move  that  all  the  words  after 
“that”  in  the  main  motion  be  erased  and  the 
following  substituted  instead  thereof  : 

“  Inasmuch  as  Great  Britain  admits  the  products  of 
Canada  into  her  ports  free  of  duty,  this  House  is  of  the 
opinion  that  the  present  scale  of  duties  exacted  on  goods 
mainly  imported  from  Great  Britain  should  be  reduced.” 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  A  number  of  gentle¬ 
men  who  have  spoken  in  this  debate,  even  the  hon. 
member  from  Prince  Edward  Island  (Mr.  Davies) 
have  congratulated  the  mover  of  the  resolution  which 
we  have  been  discussing  all  the  afternoon  on  the 
manner  in  which  he  presented  it  for  the  considera¬ 
tion  of  the  House,  and  I  am  sure  we  might  well 
include  the  hon.  gentleman  who  seconded  it  in  such 
excellent  terms,  but  I  did  not  rise  for  the  purpose  of 
repeating  congratulations  which  are  by  this  time  un¬ 
necessary,  but  for  the  purpose  of  mentioning  a  new 
cause  of  congratulation  to  our  hon.  friends.  They 
have  succeeded,  after  some  hours  of  debate,  in  con¬ 
verting  a  gentleman  in  the  most  remarkable  manner 
I  have  ever  witnessed.  More  than  that,  it  would 
seem  from  the  resolution  with  which  the  speech  we 
have  just  listened  to  has  been  concluded,  that  my 
Mr.  Davies  (P.E.I.) 


lion,  friends  have  succeeded  in  converting  a  whole 
party  in  this  House  in  a  manner  which  was  never 
witnessed  on  the  floor  of  a  deliberative  assembly  on 
a  previous  occasion.  We  have  seen  a  party  which, 
if  it  has  been  distinguished  for  anything  in  this 
country  for  the  last  six  years,  has  been  distinguish¬ 
ed  for  open,  blatant  declamation  against  any 
policy  that  favoured  the  mother  country,  we  have 
seen  that  party  wheel  about  in  the  course  of  one 
evening  and  not  only  propose  a  resolution  to  the 
House  on  the  pretended  basis  of  favouring  the 
mother  country,  but  hurl  all  kinds  of  objurgations 
against  my  hon.  friends  on  this  side,  when  they 
stood  by  the  interests  of  the  mother  country  and 
by  the  interests  of  the  Empire,  as  having  been  too 
weak  and  undutiful  subjects.  The  men  who 
became  converts  since  8  o’clock,  the  men  whose 
policy  has  changed  since  dinner,  have  reproached 
us  with  treating  the  mother  country  harshly, 
cruelly  and  undutifully,  and  they  have  discovered 
that  my  hon.  friend  from  Bruce  (Mr.  McNeill)  is  an 
undutiful  and  disloyal  son.  Another  gentleman 
who  spoke  this  afternoon  made  a  patriotic  speech 
full  of  ambition,  that  we  should  remain  in  the 
Empire,  to  share  in  the  glories  of  the  Empire 
and  in  its  clangers,  and  they  accuse  him  of  some¬ 
thing  like  disloyalty  because  he  concluded  by 
stating  that  we  desired  to  accomplish  this  within  the 
Empire  and  for  the  Empire,  and  that  we  would  only 
do  it  outside  the  Empire  under  compulsion  of  such  a 
nature  as  would  drive  us  to  stand  upon  our  man¬ 
hood.  That  was  considered  to  be  so  disloyal  that 
the  hon.  member  from  Prince  Edward  Island  (Mr. 
Davies)  represented  it  to  mean  that,  if  Great 
Britain  diet  not  give  us  our  own  way,  we  would 
repeat  the  revolution  of  100  years  ago.  Mark  the 
zeal  which  distinguishes  converts  so  newly  made. 
They  have  suddenly  awakened  to  the  fact  that, 
while  we  have  been  for  fourteen  years  standing  by 
the  interests  of  the  Empire  and  resisting  a  policy 
of  theirs  which,  they  have  to  admit,  when  driven 
to  the  wall,  would  dismember  the  Empire  in  five 
years,  we  have  been  harsh  and  cruel  to  the 
mother  country,  and  that  to  insinuate  that  we  will 
only  remain  in  the  Empire,  while  we  are  allowed  to 
remain  in  it,  is  to  insinuate  that  we  will  repeat  the 
revolution  of  a  century  ago  unless  we  get  our  own 
way.  I  might  have  believed  in  the  sincerity  of  this 
new-born  zeal,  I  might  have  believed  that  it  meant 
a  genuine  though  a  late  abandonment  of  a  policy 
which  has  been  scouted  from  one  end  of  the  country 
to  the  other  and  which  has  only  been  deserted 
when  scarcely  a  candidate  could  be  elected  upon  it 
in  any  constituency,  I  might  have  believed  in  that 
repentance,  though  late,  if  there  had  not  been  a 
ring  of  insincerity  in  everything  that  came  from 
the  hon.  member  for  Queen’s  (Mr.  Davies),  in 
his  allusion  to  the  mother  country,  in  his  allusion  to 
our  policy  in  regard  to  the  mother  country,  and  in 
almost  every  expression  he  used  before  the  House. 
He  spoke  in  the  most  exultant  manner  and  taunted 
the  Finance  Minister  with  ilie  condition  of  things 
which  he  supposed  to  exist  in  the  Province  of  New 
Brunswick  and  in  the  city  of  St.  John,  and  he  went 
over  half  the  hemisphere  and  spoke  of  the  desperate 
condition  of  things  as  to  our  trade  with  Newfound¬ 
land,  the  desperate  condition  of  things  in  the 
Spanish  West  Indies  and  even  in  the  British  West 
Indies,  and,  when  he  called  it  a  black  picture,  he 
could  hardly  keep  his  feet  on  the  floor  because 
of  the  delight  which  beamed  from  every  feature 
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of  his  benevolent  countenance.  I  could  not 
help  thinking  that  if  it  were  a  black  picture, 
it  was  one  that  the  lion,  member  for  Prince 
Edward  Island  enjoyed  to  his  heart’s  content.  But 
the  enjoyment  of  pictures  like  that  is  only  for  the 
artist  who  paints  them,  and  we  are  happy  to  know 
that  when  the  hon.  gentleman  paints  a  picture  it 
is  always  so  widely  different  from  nature  as  to  be  a 
wretched  caricature.  The  hon.  gentleman  took  us 
half  way  around  the  globe  to  tell  us  how  our  trade 
had  been  ruined  with  Newfoundland,  how  it  had 
been  ruined  with  the  West  Indies,  how  this  treaty 
with  Spain  was  coming  to  nothing,  as  it  always 
had  come  to  nothing  when  we  attempted  to  nego¬ 
tiate  it  for  the  past  twelve  years.  He  declared 
if  there  was  a  bright  spot  in  this  dark  picture  we 
found  it  in  Great  Britain  where  the  antiquated 
policy  of  protection  was  utterly  abandoned  and 
abhorred.  Bat  he  forgot  that  within  two  minutes 
he  had  been  showing  that  that  policy,  instead  of 
being  antiquated,  was  gradually  closing  around 
Great  Britain,  and  was  being  adopted  by  nearly 
every  other  country  in  the  world.  He  forgot  that 
it  was  this  antiquated  and  abandoned  policy  which 
was  actuating  Newfoundland,  which  was  actuating 
the  West  Indies,  and  which  governs  almost  every 
country  in  the  world.  Now,  when  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  proceeded  to  address  a  deliberate  argument  to 
this  House  about  the  duty  of  the  House  with 
regard  to  discrimination  against  British  goods,  he 
involved  himself  and  his  party  in  two  or  three  posi¬ 
tions  which  are  absurdly  contradictory.  The  hon. 
gentleman  and  his  friends,  with  their  press,  have 
never  tired  of  making  the  bold  assertion  that  it  is  the 
policy  of  this  Government  to  discriminate  against 
the  mother  country.  They  make  use  of  that  argu¬ 
ment,  not  for  the  purpose  of  addressing  to  the  House 
what  his  resolution  points  to,  but  for  the  purpose  of 
contending  that  a  policy  of  direct  discrimination, 
which  they  propose  under  the  policy  of  unrestricted 
reciprocity,  is  that  which  is  now  adopted  by  this 
Government.  The  Minister  of  Finance  time  and 
again  has  torn  the  mask  from  their  faces,  and 
has  shown  that  nowhere  in  this  tariff  is  there 
discrimination  against  Great  Britain,  and  that 
when  they  use  the  word  discrimination  they  are 
simply  playing  upon  words  to  deceive  the  ignor¬ 
ant  among  the  populace,  and  for  no  other  pur¬ 
pose.  But  they  will  try  in  vain  to  mislead  this 
House  by  any  such  falsification  of  terms.  Sir, 
the  Minister  of  Finance  last  session  put  that  as 
tersely  and  in  as  few  words  as  it  could  be  put.  He 
defied  them  to  name  a  single  product  coming  from 
Great  Britain  which  was  taxed  a  cent  higher  than 
such  a  product  coming  from  any  other  country, 
and  if  they  cannot  do  that  it  is  vain  for  them  to 
talk  about  discrimination.  The  tariff,  as  to  articles 
which  are  to  be  put  on  the  free  list,  or  as  to  any 
other,  must  always  depend  upon  the  policy  which  it 
is  necessary  for  this  country  to  pursue  as  regards  its 
revenue  and  the  conditions  of  its  people  from  time  to 
time.  We  have  never  made,  with  regard  to  the 
mother  country,  nor  with  regard  to  our  own  people, 
any  secret  of  our  policy  in  that  respect.  We  have 
said  boldly  to  the  mother  country,  not  that  we 
desired  to  discriminate  against  her  ;  but  we  have 
said  :  ’  You,  with  our  consent  and  by  our  wish, 
have  laid  certain  burdens  upon  us  as  part  of 
this  Empire ;  we  have,  to  a  certain  extent,  to 
maintain  our  own  defence,  we  have  to  keep  up  the 
British  institutions  which  we  got  from  you,  and 


in  bearing  our  own  financial  burdens,  it  is  abso¬ 
lutely  necessary  that  we  should  be  the  masters  of 
our  own  tariff,  Saving  one  thing  only,  and  that  is 
that  we  shall  not  forget  the  duties  we  owe  to  the 
Empire  by  agreeing  that  any  foreign  country  shall 
have  a  preference  over  you  in  the  tariffs  which  we 
make.  It  is  for  this  country,  as  it  is  for  every 
self-governing  colony,  to  say  what  duties  are 
necessary  to  be  raised  in  order  to  discharge  the 
obligations  which  the  mother  country  has  laid  upon 
us,  and  if  the  hour  comes  when  Great  Britain  should 
say  to  us  :  You  shall  not  make  this  tariff  or  that 
tariff,  the  obvious  answer  we  should  have  to  make 
would  be  that  this  is  the  best  tariff  we  can  frame 
in  the  interest  of  our  own  people,  under  the  con¬ 
stitution  she  had  given  to  us,  and  if  it  did  not  suit 
the  mother  country,  we  would  decline  to  make  any 
other.  I  repeat  that  while  we  are  a  portion  of  the 
Empire  we  shall  never  forget  the  duties  we  owe  to 
that  Empire  and  to  our  sister  colonies.  When  I  say 
that  we  would  decline  to  make  any  other  tariff  than 
that  which  suits  our  own  people,  I  do  not  mean  that 
we  shall  surrender  our  right  to  self-government,  or 
submit  to  a  tariff  made  elsewhere ;  but  I  mean  to  say, 
as  Sir  Alexander  Galt  once  said,  that  when  a  colony 
was  given  the  right  of  self-government  and  charged 
with  the  sustenance  of  British  institutions,  the 
colony  must  be  the  judge  of  the  tariff  which  must  be 
made,  and  that  it  could  be  responsible  to  no  other 
country  in  that  respect.  As  I  have  said,  we  must 
recognize  the  sovereignty  of  the  Monarchy  of  which 
we  are  subjects,  and  our  relations  to  the  Empire 
are  utterly  inconsistent  with  the  idea  of  giving  a  pre¬ 
ference  to  foreign  countries,  in  the  markets  of  this 
country,  over  our  fellow  subjects  in  other  parts  of 
the  Empire,  and  in  Great  Britain  itself.  That  was 
what  we  stood  for  in  our  contest  with  Newfound¬ 
land,  which  the  hon.  member  for  Queen’s  calls 
childish  and  puerile  to-night.  That  was  what  we 
succeeded  in  pressing  upon  the  attention  of  the 
British  Government  then,  and  if  we  had  not  fought 
that  battle  with  Newfoundland,  we  might  have 
had  to  light  it  afterwards  with  the  British  West 
Indies.  In  the  arrangement  with  the  West  Indies 
made  with  the  United  States,  they  started  with 
this  principle  :  that  under  no  circumstances  would 
discrimination  be  entertained  as  regards  the  mother 
country  or  as  regards  the  other  colonies.  That 
battle  fought,  and  for  the  time  being  won  as  regards 
Newfoundland,  it  had  not  to  be  fought  over  with 
regard  to  the  W7est  Indies  ;  but  if  we  had  given 
way  as  regards  Newfoundland  we  should  not  have 
had  any  ground  to  stand  upon  when  the  question 
came  to  be  considered  with  regard  to  the  British 
West  Indies.  Now,  I  do  not  need  to  point  out  that 
this  hon.  gentleman  who  has  spoken  for  the  last 
hour,  and  the  party  for  whom  he  speaks,  have  not, 
by  any  covert  means,  or  in  any  secondary  meaning 
of  the  term  discrimination,  declared  here  during 
this  session,  and  they  have  avowed  everywhere 
else,  while  they  had  the  vestige  of  a  hope  that 
the  policy  of  unrestricted  reciprocity  would  help 
them  into  office,  they  have  avowed  everywhere 
that  that  was  an  essential  part  of  their  unrestricted 
reciprocity  scheme,  and  that  any  man  would  be  a 
fool  who  thought  we  could  get  reciprocity  with  the 
United  States — -without  which  this  country  must 
perish — unless  we  pledged  ourselves  to  direct  dis¬ 
crimination  against  British  goods  and  in  favour  of 
goods  coming  from  the  mother  country.  What  then 
is  the  meaning  of  the  amendment  which  is  brought 


1627 


[COMMONS] 


1628 


before  the  House  to-night  ?  Is  it  a  sincere  change 
of  policy  ?  Can  my  hon.  friend  from  Bruce  claim 
that  we  are,  as  one  time  we  almost  hoped,  secur¬ 
ing  the  conversion  in  platoons  on  the  other  side 
of  the  House,  or  is  it  a  merely  clap-trap  to  deceive 
the  House  and  the  country  ?  Have  they  become 
convinced  that  the  British  sentiment  is  still  strong 
in  the  breast  of  the  people  of  Canada,  and  have 
they  come  to  the  conclusion  that  they  had  better 
appeal  to  that,  even  though  they  were  a  few 
months  ago  running  strongly  in  the  other  direc¬ 
tion,  in  the  direction,  as  the  leader  of  the  Oppo¬ 
sition  pointed  out,  in  which  our  interests  pointed  ? 
Well,  Sir,  it  is  either  that,  or  it  is  this,  which 
has  actuated  these  gentlemen  in  every  step  they 
have  taken  with  regard  to  the  fiscal  policy  of 
this  country.  In  every  resolution  they  have  pro¬ 
posed,  finding  there  is  a  disposition  on  the  part  of 
this  country  to  extend  its  trade  and  to  get  some¬ 
thing  by  giving  an  equivalent,  they  propose  as 
they  have  done  on  so  many  other  occasions,  to 
give  what  we  have  to  give  for  nothing.  This  is  the 
trade  policy  which  these  hon.  gentlemen  recom¬ 
mend, — and  it  is  a  policy  upon  which  I  suppose 
they  would  go  to  Spain  to  negotiate  a  treaty 
as  they  say  we  have  been  trying  to  do  for  the  last 
12  years.  They  would  try  the  same  policy  there 
I  suppose  and  every  place  else  they  would  wish  to 
get  a  treaty  made.  They  would  say  :  Don’t  let  us 
sit  down  and  discuss  what  we  would  exchange, 
but  let  us  start  upon  the  principle  that  we 
will  give  away  everything  before  we  begin.  That 
is  precisely  why  these  hon.  gentlemen  played  so 
ridiculous  a  part  in  regard  to  the  question  of 
reciprocity  with  the  United  States.  They  declared 
everywhere,  by  resolutions  of  legislatures,  and 
by  speeches  and  by  resolutions  put  before  this 
House  on  which  they  staked  the  political  existence 
of  their  party,  that  what  they  were  willing  to -give 
the  United  States  was  all  that  we  had  to  give,  with 
nothing  in  return.  In  the  words  of  one  of  their 
advocates  who  went  to  that  country  and  made  one 
of  these  famous  Boston  speeches  which  have  been  of 
so  much  use  in  the  discussion  of  this  question  in  this 
country,  and  have  thrown  such  marvellous  light 
upon  the  question  of  unrestricted  reciprocity — 

“You  shall  have  the  right  to  come  among  us  and  take,  in 
a  single  word,  everything.” 

The  policy  which  is  indicated  in  the  resolution 
proposed  this  afternoon  is,  on  the  one  hand,  that 
there  is  held  up  a  proposal  to  Great  Britain  to  give 
discrimination  in  our  favour  as  part  of  the  colonial 
empire,  to  give  the  colonial  empire  discrimination 
in  her  markets  in  return  for  discrimination  in  ours. 
The  proposal  which  these  gentlemen  would  have  us 
make  is  :  We  will  give  you  a  reduction  of  duty  on 
your  goods  without  asking  for  any  equivalent  in 
return.  Considerable  fault  was  found,  in  utter 
insincerity  I  am  sure,  with  the  resolution  of  my 
hon.  friend  from  Bruce  (Mr.  McNeill)  because 
it  did  not  declare  that  we  proposed  to  give  a  prefer¬ 
ence  to  British  goods  in  our  markets.  If  it  does 
not  declare  that,  I  am  incapable  of  understanding 
language.  The  words  of  the  resolution  are  : 

“  That  if  and  when  the  Parliament  of  Great  Britain  and 
Ireland  admits  Canadian  products  to  the  markets  of  the 
United  Kingdom  upon  more  favourable  terms  than  it 
accords  to  the  products  of  foreign  countries,  the  Parlia¬ 
ment  of  Canada  will  be  prepared  to  accord  corresponding 
advantages  by  a  reduction  in  the  duties  it  imposes  upon 
British  manufactured  goods.” 

Those  would  not  be  corresponding  advantages  if 
Sir  John  Thompson. 


they  were  advantages  given  to  every  other  country, 
because  the  advantage  with  which  they  are  to  cor¬ 
respond  is  preferential  treatment  in  the  markets  of 
Great  Britain  and  Ireland ;  so  that  if  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Queen’s  (Mr.  Davies)  is  so  desirous 
now  of  treating  the  goods  and  products  of  Great 
Britain  with  discriminating  favour,  he  will  not 
find  any  difficulty  in  voting  for  the  resolution  of 
my  hon.  friend  from  Bruce  (Mr.  McNeill)  which 
he  seems  to  regard  as  so  serious.  As  regards  the 
amendment  to  the  resolution  before  the  House, 
I  have  nothing  to  add  to  what  I  have  said.  It  is 
evidently  intended  to  mislead  the  House,  and 
evidently  intended  to  mislead  the  country  by  pre¬ 
tending  that  it  goes  on  the  basis  of  discriminating 
in  favour  of  the  mother  country  while  it  does 
nothing  of  the  kind.  It  throws  away  the  only 
chance  that  we  have  of  making  to  the  mother  coun¬ 
try  an  offer  which  many  of  us  believe,  that  sooner 
or  later  she  will  be  disposed  to  accept ;  but  an  offer 
which  she  will  be  the  sooner  disposed  to  accept 
the  sooner  we  make  it  to  her.  The  hon. 
member  for  Queen’s  (Mr.  Davies)  put  himself 
to  a  great  deal  of  trouble  to  read  statements  which 
were  made  by  prominent  statesmen  derogatory 
to  the  arrangement  advocated  by  my  hon.  friend 
from  Bruce  (Mr.  McNeill)  and  derogatory  to  its 
adoption  in  the  mother  country.  It  is  something 
new  to  me  to  find  a  gentleman  upon  that  side  of 
the  House  or  upon  this  side,  who  is  willing  to  take 
the  bare  dictum  of  ,any  British  Minister  as  abso¬ 
lutely  concluding  a  great  public  question  in  which 
masses  of  the  population  of  the  whole  Empire 
are  interested.  I  think,  Sir,  that  is  not  the  way 
in  which  changes  have  been  effected  or  improve¬ 
ments  made  in  time  past,  whether  constitutional 
or  economic  ;  but  it  is  rather  by  a  bold  statement 
of  the  principles  or  the  rights  which  are  under  dis¬ 
cussion,  a  statement  likely  to  elicit  respect  in 
the  minds  of  the  people  of  Great  Britain.  In  times 
past  the  people  of  this  country,  and  of  the  other 
colonies  too,  have  never  been  disposed  to  be  daunted 
by  the  frown  of  a  single  British  Minister.  Well, 
Sir,  we  have  the  utterances  of  other  Ministers  upon 
this  question,  and  I  remember  that  it  is  not  so  very 
long  ago  when  Lord  Salisbury,  whose  rank  in  the 
councils  of  the  mother  country,  I  need  not  empha¬ 
size,  discussed  this  question.  The  declaration  that 
he  made  was  not  that  the  policy  was  a  ridiculous 
one  and  would  not  be  entertained  by  Great  Britain  ; 
but  he  said  that  the  time  was  inopportune,  and  he 
declared  that  a  movement  like  this  must  come  from 
the  colonies  themselves  ;  and  if  the  colonies  desire 
it,  the  motion  which  my  hon.  friend  from  Bruce 
(Mr.  McjNeill)  has  made  this  afternoon  is  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  suggestion  of  the  First  Minister  of 
Great  Britain  himself.  Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
hon.  member  for  Queen’s  (Mr.  Davies)  took  some 
trouble  to  treat  the  House  to  a  little  humour  of  a 
rather  fanciful  and  exaggerated  kind,  with  regard 
to  the  fate  of  the  resolution  which  was  proposed  in 
the  British  House  of  Commons  when  this  matter 
was  under  consideration  as  an  amendment  to  the 
Address  in  answer  to  Her  Majesty’s  speech  at  the 
opening  of  Parliament.  Anybody  who  lias  exam¬ 
ined  the  question  with  the  smallest  degree  of 
intelligence  would  fail  to  follow  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man’s  argument  with  any  appreciation.  Nobody 
acquainted  with  parliamentary  institutions  and 
parliamentary  usages  imagines  for  a  single  moment 
that  that  resolution  was  put  before  the  Imperial 
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House  of  Commons  for  the  purpose  of  being  pressed 
to  a  division,  or  for  the  purpose  of  seeing  how  many 
members  would  even  support  it  in  debate,  yet  the 
lion,  member  for  Queen’s  (Mr.  Davies)  was  facetious 
in  declaring  that  a  third  man  could  not  be  found 
to  advocate  it.  As  was  the  case  with  other  impor¬ 
tant  questions,  it  was  moved  at  that  early  part  of 
the  session,  and  at  that  initiatory  stage  of  the  ses¬ 
sion’s  business,  for  the  purpose  of  calling  the  atten¬ 
tion  of  the  Empire  to  the  question,  and  not 
alone  the  attention  of  the  British  House  of  Commons. 
That  purpose  was  served,  and  the  wildest  vision¬ 
ary  having  charge  of  the  question  and  anxious 
for  its  adoption,  could  not  have  done  it  a 
greater  injury  that  to  force  it  to  a  division  at 
a  time  which  was  not  opportune,  and  when  it  must 
have  been  defeated  by  an  overwhelming  majority 
with  even  its  very  best  friends  voting  against  it. 
There  is,  therefore,  no  cause  for  discouragement  in 
the  treatment  which  that  resolution  received  in  the 
British  House  of  Commons.  The  Minister  of  Fin¬ 
ance  has  advised  the  House  to  pass  this  resolution 
as  an  indication  of  the  opinion  of  this  Parliament  to 
be  sent  to  the  mother  country.  We  will,  at  least, 
be  able  to  say  that  it  is  an  expression  of  opinion, 
which  this  Parliament  has  a  right  to  make,  not 
only  upon  its  own  affairs,  but  upon  affairs  of  the 
Empire  with  which  it  is  completely  bound  up  ; 
and,  Sir,  we  will  be  able  to  say  likewise,  that 
we  are  taking  the  step  which  Lord  Salisbury  him¬ 
self  declared  should  be  the  initial  step  in  the 
movement,  and  a  step,  which,  if  taken  by  the 
Parliament  of  this  great  country,  will  not  fail 
to  attract  the  attention  of  our  fellow  colonists,  and 
to  awaken  I  hope  a  large  sympathetic  feeling 
throughout  Great  Britain  and  Ireland  as  well.  It 
will  be  a  resolution  entirely  consistent  with  our 
own  manhood  and  the  independence  of  our  own 
Parliament,  and  it  will  not  be  a  filibustering  reso¬ 
lution  such  as  the  amendment  which  proposes  to 
give  away  something  and  to  get  nothing  in  return, 
and  to  set  up  the  mere  pretense  and  sham  that  the 
policy  of  to-day  is  a  discriminatory  policy  against 
British  goods,  as  British  goods,  instead  of  being  as 
it  is  a  tariff  enactment  which  is  perfectly  fair,  and 
perfectly  free,  and  perfectly  equal  in  its  applica¬ 
tion  as  between  the  mother  country  and  the  foreign 
countries  whose  goods  may  come  into  competition 
from  time  to  time  in  the  Canadian  market. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  I  do  not  intend  to  detain  the 
House  at  any  length  to-night  ;  but  I  wish  to  make 
a  few  remarks  in  reference  to  some  of  the  charges 
made  by  the  Minister  of  Justice  in  the  course  of 
his  speech.  At  the  outset  that  hon.  gentleman 
informed  the  House  that  the  party  noted  for 
opposition  to  the  mother  country  was  now  in  a 
hypocritical  sense  professing  love  for  that  country, 
and  was  offering  a  resolution  to  this  House,  which 
while  professing  to  serve  the  interests  of  the  mother 
country  and  do  justice  to  her,  was  a  hypocritical 
one,  and  in  that  sense  was  characteristic  of  the 
party  offering  it.  Now,  Sir,  the  party  sitting 
opposite  is  responsible  for  a  policy  which  was 
conceived  in  a  spirit  of  hostility  to  Great  Britain, 
which  provoked  the  deepest  resentment  in  Great 
Britain,  and  which  was  presented  to  this  country 
in  a  spirit  the  very  reverse  of  conciliatory.  When 
it  was  represented  that  the  National  Policy  would 
have  an  effect  on  our  relations  with  England,  the 
leaders  of  that  party  said,  in  the  press  and  on  the 


platform,  that  if  that  policy  affected  British  con¬ 
nection,  so  much  the  worse  for  British  connection. 
Sir,  that  policy  has  been  a  hostile  policy  to  England 
and  has  been  recognized  as  such  by  the  English 
people,  and  the  party  on  this  size  of  the  House  has 
never  failed  on  every  occasion  on  which  that  policy 
has  been  under  discussion  to  point  out  its  unfair¬ 
ness  to  England,  and  to  demand  that  it  shall  be 
changed,  and  that  the  burdens  imposed  on  British 
trade  and  the  injuries  offered  to  British  interests 
shall  be  removed.  If  England  has  had  a  friend  in 
this  Parliament,  that  friend  has  been  Her  Majesty’s 
loyal  Opposition.  Not  a  session  has  passed  but  the 
Opposition  has  pointed  out  to  the  people  of  this 
country  the  grievous  injustice  done  to  England  by 
this  National  Policy  for  which  the  party  opposite 
is  responsible,  which  it  has  brought  into  exis¬ 
tence,  and  which  it  is  sustaining  to  this  day.  We 
are  told  that  the  utterances  of  the  hon.  member  for 
Queen’s  in  criticising  the  remarks  of  the  Finance 
Minister  in  regard  to  opening  up  new  avenues  of 
trade  for  the  country,  had  a  ring  of  insincerity, 
and  that  he  referred  to  the  calamities  which  had 
befallen  some  sections  of  this  Dominion  in  a 
spirit  of  jubilation.  I  deny  that  such  was  the  case. 
In  a  very  proper  manner  my  hon.  friend  pointed 
out  that  the  policy  of  the  Government  had  been 
disastrous  to  many  portions  of  this  Dominion, 
and  in  fulfilment  of  his  duty  as  a  critic  he  did  so 
in  a  way  to  refute  the  arguments  of  the  hon.  Min¬ 
ister  of  Finance.  The  Minister  of  Justice  denies 
the  assertions  made  on  this  side  of  the  House  that 
our  tariff  discriminates  against  England.  Sir,  it 
is  impossible  to  deny  that.  The  facts  and  figures 
are  before  us,  and  he  might  as  well  deny  that  we 
have  a  tariff  at  all.  The  fact  that  the  revenue 
collected  on  dutiable  English  goods  is  4  per  cent 
greater  than  that  collected  on  dutiable  Ameri¬ 
can  goods  disproves  the  assertion  made  by  the 
Minister  of  Justice.  At  the  same  time  the  tariff 
admits  a  much  larger  quantity  of  free  goods  from 
the  United  States  than  it  does  from  Great  Britain. 
Every  one  knows  that  the  tariff  is  hostile  to  Eng¬ 
land,  and  discriminates  against  England.  Sir,  we 
are  told  that  the  party  on  this  side  of  the  House 
proposes  to  make  commercial  arrangements  by 
which  we  shall  give  something  and  get  nothing  in 
return.  I  deny  it.  The  Minister  of  Finance  in 
making  this  criticism  referred,  I  suppose,  to  the 
position  of  the  party  on  the  reciprocity  question. 
Well,  Sir,  we  have  never  trifled  or  attempted  to 
trifle  with  the  feelings,  the  interests  or  the  credulity 
of  the  people  with  regard  to  reciprocity  negotia¬ 
tions.  We  have  never  declared  to  the  people  that 
we  could  obtain  a  reciprocity  treaty  on  impossible 
conditions.  We  have  never  attempted  to  deceive 
the  people.  We  have  always  professed,  if  we  were 
to  obtain  a  reciprocity  treaty,  that  we  must  obtain 
it  on  true  reciprocal  grounds,  and  that  if  we  wanted 
to  get  something  we  must  give  an  equivalent. 
These  hon.  gentlemen,  who  attempted  to  get  some¬ 
thing  without  giving  an  equivalent,  who  recently 
went  to  Washington  to  enter  upon  a  negotiation 
which  they  knew  was  foredoomed  to  failure,  who 
attempted  to  deceive  this  country  by  making  state¬ 
ments  which  they  knew  to  be  false,  who  professed 
to  be  able  to  get  a  reciprocity^  treaty,  who  professed 
to  have  a  treaty  under  negotiation,  who  dissolved 
Parliament  in  order  that  they  might  refer  it  to  a 
House  that  was  not  a  moribund  House,  who  were 
all  this  time  making  professions  that  were  without 
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foundation,  professions  which  the  Secretary  of 
State  of  the  United  States  denied  when  these 
election  dodges  were  brought  to  his  ears,  who  in 
carrying  out  their  game  sent  their  commissioners 
to  Washington  where  they  remained  only  a  few 
hours,  who  sent  them  there  again  a  short  time  ago 
to  propose  impossible  conditions,  knowing  that 
they  would  simply  meet  with  a  refusal ;  these  lion, 
gentlemen,  having  played  this  game,  having  made 
it  serve  their  purpose,  seeing  it  now  exposed,  and 
being  unable  any  longer  to  make  it  play  on  the  credu¬ 
lity  of  the  people,  are  taking  up  another  dodge,  and 
are  professing  to  offer  to  the  British  people  pre¬ 
ferences  for  their  goods  in  this  country  if  England 
will  impose  preferential  duties  against  the  food 
products  of  all  countries  for  our  benefit.  They 
are  parading  this  new  dodge,  assuring  the 
people  that  they  are  now  going  to  get  another 
boon,  and  they  will  perhaps  dissolve  Parlia¬ 
ment  again  in  order  that  this  question  may  be 
referred  to  a  House  that  is  not  a  moribund  House. 
Sir,  we  have  no  reason  to  suppose  that  England 
will  concede  this  privilege,  that  she  will  re-enact 
the  corn  laws,  that  she  will  go  back  on  her  policy 
of  half  a  country,  a  policy  which  has  made  her  the 
great  manufacturing  and  commercial  power  of  the 
globe.  The  11911.  gentleman  does  not  suppose  it ; 
the  Finance  Minister  does  not  suppose  it ;  but  it 
will  be  a  good  thing  to  amuse  the  people  with.  Now, 
that  the  reciprocity  dodge  is  played  out,  they  are 
obliged  to  raise  the  cry  of  despair  on  that  subject, 
and  it  is  necessary  to  have  something  else  to  amuse 
the  groundlings  with,  and  this  resolution  they 
think  will  in  all  probability  serve  their  purpose. 
Now,  Sir,  what  reason  have  we  for  supposing  that 
England  will  ever  assent  to  this  proposition  ? 
What  importance  does  her  trade  with  her  colonial 
possessions  bear  in  comparison  with  her  trade  with 
the  rest  of  the  world  ?  What  does  her  trade  with 
Canada  amount  to  in  comparison  with  her  trade 
with  the  rest  of  the  world?  In  1890-91  the  trade  of 
England  with  the  United  States  amounted  to 
•1640,000,000,  while  her  trade  with  Canada 
amounted  to  only  $91,000,000.  Will  England  pay 
more  attention  to  this  $90,000,000  trade  with 
Canada  than  she  will  to  the  $640,000,000  ?  In 
the  same  year  the  trade  of  England  with  all  her 
possessions,  including  India,  amounted  to  £183,- 
000,000,  and  her  trade  with  the  rdst  of  the  world 
to  £500,000,000,  the  former  being  only  36  per  cent 
of  the  latter.  The  trade  of  England  with  the 
United  States  is  two-thirds  as  great  as  her  trade 
with  India,  Australia,  Canada  and  all  the  other 
possessions  over  which  her  flag  waves.  England 
is  not  likely  to  sacrifice  64  per  cent  of  her  trade  in 
order  to  promote  the  interests  of  36  per  cent  of 
her  trade.  She  is  a  great  commercial  nation,  she 
has  built  up  her  business  on  commercial  principles. 
Her  commercial  supremacy  rests  upon  her  ability 
to  obtain  cheap  supplies  of  food  and  raw  material 
and  everything  that  forms  a  component  part  of  her 
manufactured  productions.  This  proposition  is 
that  England  shall  voluntarily  sacrifice  the  advan¬ 
tages  she  possesses  from  her  position  as  the  great 
commercial  and  manufacturing  nation  of  the  globe. 
There  is  no  human  probability  that  this  proposi¬ 
tion  will  ever  be  entertained  in  England,  and  I 
repeat  that  the  proposition  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  is  one  intended  to  deceive  the  people 
of  this  country.  I  repeat  that  they  have  deceived 
the  people  once.  They  deceived  them  on  the 
Mr.  Charlton. 


reciprocity  question,  and  they  plainly  betrayed 
to-night  that  they  are  hostile  to  it.  Every 
speaker  on  that  aide  has  denounced  to-night 
reciprocity,  and  now,  forsooth,  we  are  to  have 
the  proposition  that  England  shall  impose 
discriminating  duties  on  all  the  food  that  she 
imports  for  the  use  of  her  people  for  the  benefit  of 
Canada,  and  that  absurd  proposition  is  to  be  made 
by  the  Parliament  of  Canada  to  England  for  the 
purpose  of  securing — what?  A  mortifying  and 
humiliating  rebuff.  I  think  that  the  object  of  this 
motion,  the  object  of  this  movement,  on  the  part 
of  the  Government  is  so  transparent  that  we  can 
do  no  better  than  vote  it  down.  I  think  the  reso¬ 
lution  offered  by  the  hon.  member  for  Queen’s  is 
on  the  contrary  a  resolution  which  proposes  to 
grant  substantial  justice  to  England  and  to  confer 
a  substani  ial  benefit  on  the  people  of  Canada.  If 
we  wish  to  show  our  good-will  to  the  people  of 
England,  if  we  wish  to  redeem  some  of  the  faults 
of  the  past,  if  we  wish  to  make  some  restitution 
for  the  cruel  discrimination  we  have  practised 
against  England  since  1878,  we  can  do  no  less  than 
pass  this  resolution  which  proposes  to  reduce  the 
duty  on  English  goods  that  we  may  increase 
English  trade  and  reduce  the  cost  of  goods  to  our 
consumers.  Let  us  give  some  evidence  of  our  faith 
by  our  works  and  show  truly  that  we  wish  to  make 
reparation  to  England  for  past  faults.  Let  us 
show  that  we  are  loyal  to  English  interests -and 
ready  to  do  England  justice. 

Mr.  W  HITE  (Cardwell).  Before  the  motion  is 
put  to  the  House,  I  desire  to  address  a  word  or  two 
concerning  more  particularly  this  question  of  dis¬ 
crimination  under  the  present  tariff  and  the  ques¬ 
tion  how  far  the  tariff  in  operation  during  the 
period  of  the  Mackenzie  Government  tended  to 
promote  trade  between  Canada  and  Great  Britain. 
It  is  a  refreshing  novelty  to  hear  from  the  lips  of  the 
hon.  member  for  North  Norfolk  words  championing 
the  cause  of  trade  between  Canada  and  Great  Britain. 
We  are  not  accustomed  to  find  him  in  an  attitude 
of  that  kind,  and  I  do  think  that  the  credit  for  this 
eleventh  hour  repentance  is  to  be  attributed,  not  so 
much  to  the  resolution  introduced  by  the  hon. 
member  for  Bruce  as  to  the  result  of  the  confer¬ 
ence  in  Washington  in  the  month  of  February 
last.  Gentlemen  on  the  other  side  of  the  House 
have  been  in  the  habit  of  charging  that  the  Minis¬ 
ters  who  went  to  Washington  then  utterly  failed 
to  accomplish  any  object,  but  they  will  have  to 
abandon  that  position  hereafter  and  admit  that 
at  least  the  mission  to  Washington  has  had  the 
effect  of  changing  their  attitude  towards  our 
commercial  relations  with  England.  I  may  be 
allowed  to  use  an  apt  quotation,  which  I  remem¬ 
ber  from  my  school-boy  days,  with  reference 
to  the  amendment  of  hon.  gentlemen  :  Timeo 
Da  news  et  dona  ferentes,  and  I  do  think  we  should 
distrust  the  gifts  these  gentlemen  are  offering  to  us 
to-day.  The  hon.  gentleman  who  has  just  taken 
his  seat,  as  near  as  I  could  take  down  his  words,  said 
that  the  Liberal  party  had  never  failed  to  point  out 
the  injustice  of  the  burdens  we  imposed  under  the 
National  Policy  on  our  commercial  relations  with 
Great  Britain.  He  based  that  statement  on  the  asser¬ 
tion  that  our  present  tariff  discriminates  against 
Great  Britain  by  the  imposition  of  duties  averaging 
22  per  cent,  whereas  the  duties  on  goods  imported 
from  the  United  States  into  Canada  are  only  14  per 
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cent.  That  is  perfectly  true  ;  but  what  was  the 
state  of  things  under  the  tariff  in  operation  during 
the  Mackenzie  Government  ?  It  was  this  :  The 
average  rate  of  duty  in  1878  upon  the  total 
imports  into  Canada  from  the  United  States  was 
9  per  cent  and  upon  the  total  imports  from  Great 
Britain  it  was  17  per  cent,  a  discrimination  of  8  per 
cent,  the  same  identically  as  that  which  exists  to¬ 
day.  Did  I  say  identically  ?  Far  from  it.  A  discri¬ 
mination  infinitely  greater,  for  this  reason  :  that  our 
imports  from  the  United  States  consist  now  to  a 
larger  degree  than  ever  before  of  free  goods,  whereas 
from  Great  Britain  they  consist  to  a  larger  degree 
than  ever  before  of  manufactured  products.  Why, 
these  gentlemen  who  are  posing  to-day  as  the 
friends  of  trade  with  Great  Britain,  enjoyed  five 
years  of  power,  and  I  think  we  may  fairly  judge 
them  by  their  works.  What  was  the  trade  of  our 
country  when  they  took  hold  of  the  tariff?  We 
imported  in  1873,  the  last  year  of  Conservative 
rule,  $68,500,000  worth  of  goods  from  the  mother 
country.  In  1878,  after  these  gentlemen  had 
been  five  years  in  office,  we  imported  only 
$37,000,000,  or  a  decrease  of  $31,000,000  ;  where¬ 
as  our  trade  with  the  United  States  increased 
from  $47,750,000  in  1873  to  $48,600,000  in  1878, 
or  three  quarters  of  a  million  of  an  increase,  as 
compared  with $3 1,000, 000  of  a  decrease  in  our  trade 
with  Great  Britain  during  the  period  these  gentle¬ 
men  held  office.  If  our  tariff  to-day  discriminates 
against  Great  Britain,  the  tiade  returns  do  not  bear 
that  statement  out,  because  we  imported  in  1891 
$5,000,000  worth  more  of  goods  into  Canada  from 
Great  Britain  than  we  did  in  1878,  the  last  year 
these  gentlemen  were  conducting  the  affairs  of  the 
country.  The  one  point  I  wish  to  press  upon  the 
House  is  that  there  was  exactly  as  high  a  discrimi¬ 
nation  against  imports  from  Great  Britain  under 
their  tariff  as  exists  to-day,  that  our  trade  with  the 
mother  country,  in  spite  of  the  increase  in  duties, 
is  larger  to-day  than  when  these  gentlemen  left 
office,  and  that  the  discrimination  in  our  tariff,  not 
as  against  British  goods  but  as  against  that  class 
of  goods  which  we  import  from  Great  Britain,  is 
not  greater  than  it  was  when  these  gentlemen  held 
office.  They  know  perfectly  well,  as  the  Minister 
of  Justice  has  said,  that  they  are  attempting  to 
deceive  the  people  of  this  country  when  they  talk 
of  discrimination  against  British  goods  in  our  own 
tariff.  Why  is  it  our  imports  of  free  goods  from  the 
United  States  are  so  large  ?  Last  year  we  imported 
$4,000,000  worth  of  raw  cotton  from  the  United 
States.  Now,  if  we  impose  a  duty  of  50  per  cent  on 
that  article,  would  it  promote  trade  with  Great 
Britain  ?  It  would  simply  have  the  effect  of  adding 
a  tax  on  the  people  without  in  any  way  assisting 
our  trade  with  Great  Britain.  It  is  true,  I 
am  glad  that  it  is  true,  that  within  the  last  two 
years  we  have  had  duties  upon  articles  of  agri¬ 
culture  and  beef  products  for  the  purpose  of 
protecting  the  Canadian  agriculturist,  but  if 
these  goods  were  made  free,  we  should  simply 
admit  more  of  them  from  the  United  States 
without  benefiting  our  trade  with  Great  Britain 
in  any  degree.  If  the  policy  proposed  were  carried 
out,  instead  of  our  importing  as  we  did  last  year 
three  times  as  much  of  manufactured  goods  from 
the  mother  country  as  we  did  from  the  United 
States,  the  effect  would  be  to  revert  to  the  condi¬ 
tion  of  things  which  existed  between  1873  and  1878. 
in  other  words  to  increase  our  imports  from  the 
United  States  and  throw  the  trade  which  we  now 
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do  with  Great  Britain  into  the  lap  of  the  Ameri¬ 
cans. 

House  divided  on  amendment  of  (Mr.  Davies)  : 


Yeas  : 
Messieurs 


Allan, 

Armstrong, 

Bain  (Wentworth) 
Bechard, 

Beith , 

Bourassa, 

Bowers, 

Bowman, 

Brodeur, 

Brown, 

Bruneau, 

Campbell, 

Carroll, 

Cartwright  (Sir  Richard), 
Casey, 

Charlton, 

Choquette, 

Christie, 

Colter, 

Davies, 

Dawson, 

Delisle, 

Devlin, 

Edgar, 

Edwards, 

Featherston, 

Flint, 

Forbes, 

Fremont, 

Gauthier, 

Geoffrion, 

Gillmor, 


Godbout, 

Guay, 

Langelier, 

Laurier, 

Lavergne, 

Leduc, 

Legris, 

Lister, 

Livingston, 
Macdonald  (Huron), 
McGregor, 
McMillan  (Huron), 
McMullen, 
Mignault, 

Mills  (Bothwell), 
Monet, 

Mulock, 

Murray, 

Paterson  (Brant), 
Perry, 

Proulx, 

Rider, 

Rinfret, 

Rowan, 

Sanborn, 

Semple, 

Somerville, 

Sutherland, 

Vaillancourt, 

Watson, 

Welsh,  and 
Yeo. — 64. 


Nays  : 


Messieurs 


Amyot, 

Bain  (Soulanges), 

Baker, 

Barnard, 

Bennett, 

Bergeron, 

Bergin, 

Bowell, 

Boyle, 

Cameron, 

Carignan, 

Carling, 

Caron  (Sir  Adolphe), 
Corbould, 

Curran, 

Davin, 

Davis, 

Denison, 

Desaulniers, 

Desjardins  (Hochelaga), 
Desjardins  (L’lslet), 
Dewdney, 

Dickey, 

Dugas, 

Dupont, 

Dyer, 

Earle, 

Fairbairn , 

Foster, 

Frechette, 

Gillies, 

Girouard  (Two  Mountains) 
Gordon, 

Grandbois, 

Guillet, 

Hazen, 

Henderson, 

Hodgins, 

Hughes, 

Hutchins, 

Ives, 

Kaulbach, 

Kenny, 

Kirkpatrick, 

LaRivi&re, 

Lupine, 

Lipp6, 

Macdonald  (King's), 
Macdonald  (Winnipeg), 


Macdonell  (Algoma), 
Mackintosh, 

McAlister, 

McCarthy, 

McDonald  (Victoria), 
McDougald  (Pictou), 
McDougall  (Cape  Breton), 
McKay, 

McLean, 

McLennan, 

McLeod, 

McMillan  (Vaudreuil), 
McNeill, 

Madill, 

Mara, 

Miller, 

Mills  (Annapolis), 
Moncrieff, 

O’Brien, 

Ouimet, 

Patterson  (Colchester), 
Patterson  (Huron), 
Pelletier, 

P  rid  ham, 

Prior, 

Putnam, 

Reid, 

Robillard, 

Roome, 

Rosamond, 

Ross  (Dun das), 

,  S avard, 

Simard, 

Skinner, 

Smith  (Ontario), 

Stairs, 

Taylor, 

Temple, 

Thompson  (Sir  John), 
Tisdale, 

Tupper, 

Turcotte, 

Tyr  whitt, 

Wallace, 

White  (Cardwell), 

White  (Shelburne), 
Wilmot, 

Wilson,  and 

Wood  (Brockville).— 98. 


Amendment  negatived. 
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House  divided  on  motion  of  Mr.  McNeill : 

Yeas  : 

Messieurs 


Amyot, 

Bain(Soulanges), 

Baker, 

Barnard, 

Bennett, 

Bergeron, 

Bergin, 

Bowell, 

Boyle, 

Cameron, 

Carignan, 

Carling, 

Caron  (Sir  Adolphe), 
Corbould, 

Curran, 

Davin, 

Davis, 

Denison, 

Desaulniers, 

Desjardins  (Hochelaga), 
Desjardins  (L’Islet), 
Dewdney, 

Dickey, 

Dugas, 

Dupont, 

Dyer, 

Earle, 

Fairbairn, 

Foster, 

Frechette, 

Gillies, 

Girouard  (Two  Mountains) 
Gordon, 

Grandbois, 

Guillet, 

Hazen, 

Henderson, 

Hodgins, 

Hughes, 

Hutchins. 

Kaulbach, 

Kenny, 

Kirkpatrick, 

LaRivi^re, 

Lupine, 

Lippe, 

Macdonald  (King’s), 
Macdonald  (Winnipeg), 
Macdonell  (Algoma), 


Allan, 

Armstrong, 

Bain  (Wentworth), 
B^chard, 

Beith, 

Bourassa, 

Bowman, 

Brodeur, 

Brown, 

Bruneau, 

Campbell, 

Carroll, 

Cartwright  (Sir  Richard), 
Casey, 

Charlton, 

Choquette, 

Christie, 

Colter, 

Davies, 

Dawson, 

Delisle, 

Devlin, 

Edgar, 

Edwards, 

Featherston, 

Flint, 

Forbes, 

Fremont, 

Gauthier, 

Geoftrion, 

Gillmor, 

Godbout, 

Motion  agreed  to. 


Mackintosh, 

McAllister, 

McCarthy, 

McDonald  (Victoria), 
McDougald  (Pictou), 
McDougall  (Cape  Breton), 
McKay, 

McLean, 

McLennan, 

McLeod, 

McMillan  (Vaudreuil), 
McNeill, 

Madill, 

Mara, 

Miller, 

Mills  (Annapolis), 
Moncrieff, 

O’Brien, 

Ouimet, 

Patterson  (Colchester), 
Patterson  (Huron), 
Pelletier, 

Pridham, 

Prior, 

Putnam, 

Reid, 

Robiilard, 

Roome, 

Rosamond, 

Ross  (Dundas), 

Savard, 

Simard, 

Skinner, 

Smith  (Ontario), 

Stairs, 

Taylor, 

Temple, 

Thompson  (Sir  John), 
Tisdale, 

Tupper, 

Turcotte, 

Tyrwhitt, 

Wallace, 

White  (Cardwell), 

White,  (Shelburne), 
Wilmot, 

Wilson,  and 

Wood  (Brockville)— 97. 


Yeas  : 

Messieurs 

Guay, 

Langelier, 

Laurier, 

Lavergne, 

Leduc, 

Legris, 

Lister, 

Livingston, 
Macdonald  (Huron), 
McGregor, 

McMillan  (Huron), 
McMullen, 

Mignault, 

Mills  (Bothwell), 
Monet, 

Mulock, 

Murray, 

Paterson  (Brant), 
Perry, 

Proulx, 

Rider, 

Rinfret, 

Rowand, 

Sanborn, 

Semple, 

Somerville, 
Sutherland, 
Vaillancourt, 
Watson, 

Weish,  and 
Yeo.— 63. 


Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON  moved  the  adjournment 
of  the  House. 

Mr.  DAVIN.  Before  you  adjourn  I  wish  to  call 
attention  to  something  that  struck  me  during  the 
recent  debate.  It  is  the  most  forcible  thing  that 
struck  me  from  that  side.  It  is  a  blue-book,  and, 
speaking  seriously,  I  doubt  if  language  too  strong 
could  be  used  in  reference  to  the  conduct  of  any  one 
who  would  throw  a  missile  of  that  kind.  It  is 
simply  a  blackguard  trick. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  I  have  only  to  say  that  I  am 
entirely  powerless  to  prevent  these  occurrences 
unless  the  House  sustains  me. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  and  House  adjourned  at  1.50 
a.m.  (Tuesday). 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Tuesday,  26th  April,  1892. 
The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  Three  o’clock. 
Prayers. 


FIRST  READINGS. 

Bill  (No.  72)  to  incorporate  the  Winnipeg  and 
Atlantic  Railway  Company. — (Mr.  Masson.) 

Bill  (No.  73)  to  incorporate  the  Montreal  Island 
Railway  Company. — (Mr.  Curran.) 

THE  CIVIL  SERVICE  ACT. 

Mr.  PATTERSON  (Huron)  moved  for  leave 
to  introduce  Bill  (No.  74)  to  amend  the  Civil 
Service  Act.  He  said  :  This  Bill  is  to  legalize  the 
employment  of  temporary  clerks.  They  have  been 
employed  heretofore  under  the  Civil  Service  Act, 
and  the  Auditor  General  has  raised  the  point  that 
temporary  clerks  should  not  be  continuously  em¬ 
ployed,  and  this  Bill  is  to  permit  their  employment 
temporarily. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  Is  it  increasing  the  number  of 
clerks  ? 

Mr.  PATTERSON  (Huron).  No. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON .  When  the  Civil  Service 
Act  of  1882  was  passed,  there  were  some  officers 
temporarily  employed.  That  Act  allowed  them  to 
be  continued,  although  they  did  not  pass  the 
examination  under  that  Act ;  but  in  an  amending 
Act  passed  a  year  or  two  ago — I  think  by  inad¬ 
vertence,  although  I  may  be  wrong  about  that — 
the  section  was  dropped  and  the  clause  re-enacted 
without  it.  This  clause  is  simply  to  continue  the 
temporary  clerks  who  were  employed  before  that 
Act  was  passed,  in  accordance  with  the  general 
principle  embodied  in  the  Act,  not  to  interfere 
with  persons  employed  before  the  Act  was  passed. 

Mr.  LAURTER.  In  other  words,  to  allow  clerks 
to  be  kept  in  office  permanently,  under  the  name 
of  temporary  clerks,  without  passing  examination  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  Yes,  those  who  were 
there  when  the  Act  was  passed. 

Mr.  CURR  AN.  This  question  was  raised  when 
the  Bill  was  first  introduced  and  we  went  into  it 
fully,  the  understanding  arrived  at  being  that  the 
temporary  clerks  employed  in  any  particular  de- 
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partment  before  1882  should  be  capable  of  appoint¬ 
ment  without  examination.  In  the  amended  Act 
the  clause  was  omitted.  Some  very  grave  acts  of 
injustice  have  been  committed  against  competent 
men  who  have  been  in  the  service  a  large  number  of 
years. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  But  who  were  unable  to 
pass  the  examination. 

Mr.  CURRAN.  A  certificate  of  competency 
from  the  clerk’s  superior  officer  is  required. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  The  principal  diffi¬ 
culty  was  as  to  age. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Bill  read  the  first  time. 

REPRESENTATION  IN  THE  HOUSE  OF 

COMMONS. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  find  that  the  Bill 
respecting  representation  in  the  House  of  Com¬ 
mons  will  not  be  ready  till  Thursday. 

Order  allowed  to  stand. 

SUPERANNUATION  OF  CIVIL  SERVANTS. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  promised  yesterday  to  answer 
the  question  of  the  lion,  member  for  North  Wel¬ 
lington  (Mr.  McMullen),  which  is  as  follows  : — 

“Whether  any  of  the  vacancies  caused  by  the  super¬ 
annuation  of  civil  servants,  a  return  of  which  had  been 
laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House  since  Parliament  met, 
have  been  filled  ?  If  so,  the  name  of  the  appointee  and 
the  salary  to  be  paid.” 

The  answer  is  as  follows  : — Post  Office  Depart¬ 
ment  :  Name  of  superannuated  officer — F.  Dene- 
chaud,  vacancy  filled  by  transfer  ;  name  of 
appointee,  J.  0.  Pagneau,  salary,  $800  ;  P.  E. 
Bucke,  promotion  ;  new  appointee,  W.  J.  John¬ 
ston,  salary,  $1,400.  Customs  Department — P. 
Collins,  superannuated  ;  appointee,  Samuel  Platt, 
salary,  $150.  Inland  Revenue  Department — F. 
L.  Des  Rivieres,  superannuated  ;  J.  A.  P.  Hebert, 
appointee,  salary,  $500.  The  other  vacancies 
given  in  the  return  as  not  filled  have  not  yet  been 
filled. 

VOTERS’  LISTS. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  when  the  remainder  of  the 
voters’  lists  will  be  presented  ?  We  have  not  yet 
received  the  statement  respecting  South  Grey.  The 
return  was  made  last  year  ;  four  months  have 
elapsed,  and  the  list  is  not  yet  printed.  What  is 
the  cause  of  the  delay,  and  when  may  we  expect  to 
receive  it  ? 

Mr.  PATTERSON  (Huron).  I  have  not  the  in¬ 
formation  with  me,  but  I  will  give  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  full  information  to-morrow. 

RETURNS. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  On  14th  March  I  moved 
for  two  returns,  one  in  connection  with  the  engrav¬ 
ing  contract,  and  one  respecting  the  admission  of 
live  cattle.  I  have  mentioned  the  matter  twice, 
and  the  Minister  has  stated  they  would  be  brought 
clown  immediately. 

Mr.  CARLING.  The  information  with  respect 
to  cattle  has  been  prepared,  and  it  will  be  brought 
down. 

52^ 


Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  When  may  we  expect  the 
papers  in  connection  with  the  engraving  contract  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  The  papers  are  all  ready,  and  I 
have  signed  them.  They  will  probably  be  brought 
down  to-day. 

TENANT  FARMERS’  REPORTS. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Have  the 
Tenants  Farmers’  Reports  yet  been  placed  in  hand, 
and  are  they  ready  for  distribution  ?  They  were 
promised  for  the  day  after  the  discussion  on  immi¬ 
gration. 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  spoke  to  the  hon.  member 
for  Queen’s  (Mr.  Davies),  and  told  him  I  had  not 
yet  the  report  of  the  delegates  who  had  visited  the 
Maritime  Provinces,  but  I  had  the  report  of  the 
other  farmers’  delegates  who  visited  those  provinces 
the  previous  year.  I  am  not  aware  of  any  report 
from  the  gentlemen  who  visited  the  Maritime  Pro¬ 
vinces  a  year  ago  last  spring. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Surely  there 
was  a  report  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  The  report  has  been  made,  I 
suppose,  to  the  High  Commissioner.  Their  visit 
was  arranged  by  him,  and  the  reports  would  be 
made  to  him. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  But  surely 
they  would  be  transmitted  here. 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  suppose  they  will  be  trans¬ 
mitted,  but  I  have  not  yet  received  them. 

CANADA  AND  NEWFOUNDLAND. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  I  want  to  invite  the 
attention  of  the  Government  to  a  statement  made 
in  an  Ottawa  morning  paper  respecting  the  com¬ 
plicated  arrangements  between  the  Dominion  and 
the  colony  of  Newfoundland.  I  see  it  is  stated  in 
the  paper  that  the  reply  of  the  Newfoundland 
Government  has  been  received,  that  is,  the  reply 
to  the  proposal  of  this  Government  to  a  conference 
looking  to  the  establishment  of  the  status  quo  be¬ 
tween  the  two  countries,  and  that  answer  indicates 
certain  reasons  why  Newfoundland  wroulcl  not 
agree  to  a  renewal  of  the  status  quo.  The  proposal 
made  by  the  Government,  and  the  reply  of  the 
Newfoundland  Government  affect  the  obligations 
between  the  twro  Governments,  and  are  therefore 
important,  and  it  is  very  desirable  those  papers 
should  be  laid  on  the  Table  at  an  early  date.  This 
newspaper  appears  to  have  full  information  on  the 
subject,  and  Parliament  should  also  be  advised  as 
quickly  as  a  newspaper  should  be.  We  should  be 
placed  in  possession  of  this  information  at  the 
earliest  possible  moment. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  That  will  be  done. 

MAPS. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  When  may  we  expect 
the  maps  that  were  promised  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  am  under  the  im¬ 
pression  that  they  are  prepared.  They  are  being 
done  under  the  direction  of  the  Minister  of  Rail¬ 
ways,  and  it  is  on  account  of  his  illness  that  I  am 
not  able  to  state  definitely  wrhen  they  will  be 
brought  dow  n.  I  hope  they  will  be  to-morrow' ; 
at  all  events,  I  will  have  information  respecting 
them. 
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UNITED  STATES  FISHING  VESSELS. 

House  resolved  itself  into  Committee  on  Bill 
(No.  11)  respecting  fishing  vessels  of  the  United 
States. 

(In  the  Committee. ) 

Mr.  LAURIER.  I  would  suggest  to  the  lion, 
gentleman  that  he  would  reach  the  same  object, 
and  perhaps  improve  the  Bill,  by  striking  out 
section  2. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  That  suggestion  is  acceptable, 
and  perhaps  it  is  better  to  do  it  in  that  way. 

Bill  reported. 

WRIT  FOR  NORTH  PERTH. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  I  understood  from  the  Minister 
of  Justice  yesterday  that  the  writ  for  North  Perth 
had  been  issued. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  said  it  was  being 
issued  then  ;  I  find  it  was  not  issued  until  to-day. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  It  is  issued  now  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  Yes. 

ORDNANCE  LANDS  IN  TORONTO. 

House  resolved  itself  into  Committee  on  Bill  (No. 
58)  to  authorize  the  conveyance  to  the  Corporation 
of  the  City  of  Toronto,  of  certain  Ordnance  lands 
in  that  city. — (Mr.  Dewdney.) 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Who  has  valued  this  pro¬ 
perty  ? 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  Mr.  Whitney  was  one  of  the 
valuators,  and  the  other  gentleman  was  the  assess¬ 
ment  commissioner,  Mr.  Maughan. 

Mr.  MULOCK  Is  the  amount  that  was  named 
in  the  Bill  the  market  value  of  the  fee  simple  of 
the  land  ? 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  I  believe  that  the  valuation 
was  made  about  nine  months  ago.  I  understand  it 
is  the  fair  valuation  of  the  property  and  if  valued 
to-day  that  it  would  have  been  valued  at  less  than 
the  price  agreed  upon. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Is  the  city  to  get  the  fee  simple 
of  the  land  ? 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  Yes. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Then  what  is  the  meaning  of 
the  section  of  the  Bill  which  says  that  the  grant  is 
to  be  made  subject  to  such  provisions  and  condi¬ 
tions  as  the  Governor  in  Council  may  deem  proper  ? 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  1  think  that  part  refers  to 
the  terms  of  payment. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  It  appears  to  me  that  we  should 
know  what  these  conditions  are  before  legislating. 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  $52,000,  and  my  impression 
is  it  is  to  be  paid  in  five  years,  with  interest  in  the 
meantime  at  5  per  cent  or  6  per  cent. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  We  ought  to  see  the  valuations 
before  assenting  to  the  sale. 

Mr.  DENISON.  I  may  say  that  the  demand 
on  the  part  of  the  city  for  land  has  increased  on 
account  of  the  enormous  increase  in  the  cattle  trade. 
The  ground  they  have  is  altogether  too  small,  and 
the  price  I  am  satisfied  is  a  good  one,  a  larger  price 
Sir  John  Thompson. 


than  could  be  obtained  to-day,  because  when  this 
arrangement  was  made  valuation  of  property  was 
high.  If  valued  to-day,  I  doubt  whether  it  would 
bring  quite  so  much  because  land  is  more  stagnant 
now  in  Toronto. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  I  must  object  to  the 
lion,  gentleman  decrying  the  credit  of  the  city. 

Mr.  DENISON.  I  am  not  decrying  it,  but  I 
say  I  doubt  whether  the  land  would  bring  so  much 
now  as  it  would  have  brought  nine  months  or  a 
year  ago  ;  and  I  know,  as  I  have  said  before,  that 
the  character  of  the  man  who  made  the  valuations 
stands  very  high.  Mr.  Maughan  is  well  known  as 
a  man  whose  character  is  of  the  highest,  and  any 
valuation  he  gave  would  be  received  with  confidence 
by  every  citizen  in  Toronto.  I  may  say  the  same 
of  Mr.  Whitney,  the  other  valuator,  and  I  am  quite 
sure  that  the  hon.  member  for  North  York,  if  he 
wanted  a  valuation  himself,  would  not  wish  for 
better  valuators  than  those  two  gentlemen. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  What  is  the  area  of  this 
property  ?  / 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  Six  acres  and  a  fraction. 

Mr.  CO  ATS  WORTH.  It  is  a  little  over  $1,000 
an  acre,  and  the  value  was  certainly  high,  as  land 
stands  at  this  time. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  COATS  WORTH.  But  that  is  merely 
owing  to  local  causes,  as  the  hon.  member  for  Both¬ 
well  knows  well.  Land  is  notso  saleable  in  Toronto 
to-day,  purely  from  local  causes. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  Blue-ruin. 

Mr.  COATSWORTH.  I  would  like  to  say 
with  regard  to  the  second  clause,  that  there  are  no 
special  restrictions.  It  is  a  sale  in  fee  simple,  and 
the  terms  have  been  arranged  by  contract  between 
the  Government  and  the  city,  and  the  money  is  to 
be  paid  in  five  years  with  interest  at  5  per  cent. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  What  is  the  meaning 
of  this  clause  : 

“  Subject,  however,  to  such  conditions  as  the  Governor 
in  Council  deems  proper.” 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  It  is  only  superabun¬ 
dant  caution  and  nqthing  else. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I. )  The  reason  special  atten¬ 
tion  is  called  to  this  is  that  the  preamble  recites  : 

“  And  whereas  the  said  market  is  largely  used  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  cattle  trade  between  the  Dominion  of 
Canada  and  England,  and  the  said  corporation  have  ex¬ 
pended  large  sums  of  money,  and  have  used  other  means 
to  foster  and  increase  the  said  trade,  which  is  a  matter  of 
interest  and  benefit  to  the  whole  of  Canada  ;  and,  where¬ 
as,  it  is  expedient  that  the  said  grant  be  made  upon  pay¬ 
ment  of  the  said  sum  of  $52,000,  subject,  however,  to  such 
conditions  as  the  Governer  in  Council  deems  proper.” 

That  would  imply  there  are  special  conditions  not 
attached  to  the  usual  grant. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  That  would  naturally 
be  implied,  but  the  fact  is  that  in  other  Bills,  from 
time  to  time,  enabling  us  to  sell  Ordnance  lands,  or 
part  with  them  by  free  grant,  those  words  are  used, 
and  they  have  been  copied  in  drawing  this  Bill,  but 
inasmuch  as  this  is  a  sale  at  full  value,  there  are 
really  no  special  terms  and  conditions. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  The  hon.  Minister  has  been 
good  enough  to  send  me  the  valuation  of  Mr.  Whit¬ 
ney,  but  not  that  of  Mr.  Maughan. 
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Mr.  DEWDNEY.  There  was  a  mistake  made 
in  mentioning  this  gentleman’s  name  as  one  of  the 
valuators.  I  did  not  remember  it  at  the  moment, 
but  I  find  it  is  Mr.  Crosbie. 


that  firm,  and  that  Mr.  Whitney’s  son  does  not 
make  valuations  ? 

Mr.  MULOCK.  If  I  knew  that  I  would  have 
said  so. 


Mr.  MULOCK. 
for  ? 


What  is  the  property  assessed 


I  really  cannot  say. 

I  think  we  should  have  that 


Mr.  DEWDNEY. 

Mr.  MULOCK. 
information. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  In  the  preamble  it  is 
said  that  large  sums  of  money  have  been  expended 
by  the  city  in  promotion  of  the  cattle  trade.  Are 
we  to  understand  that  any  portion  of  the  money  so 
expended  is  to  be  considered  as  part  payment  of 
the  value  of  the  property  ? 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  No  ;  there  is  nothing  paid  at 
all. 


Mr.  MULOCK.  If  we  are  engaged  in  an  ordin¬ 
ary  business  transaction  and  selling  the  public 
domain  for  the  full  value,  I  can  see  no  object  in 
introducing  this  argument  about  the  cattle  trade 
which  is  in  the  preamble.  We  are  all  deeply  in¬ 
terested  in  the  cattle  trade,  and  if  I  were  to  consider 
the  local  interests  of  the  neighbourhood  from  which 
I  come,  I  should  be  doubly  anxious  that  Toronto 
should  make  the  best  bargain  it  can,  but  we  are 
here  representing  the  whole  people,  and  we  ought 
to  understand  whether  the  sale  is  made  solely  for 
commercial  reasons  or  whether  it  involves  certain 
concessions  made  to  the  city  of  Toronto.  If  .$52,000 
be  the  present  value  of  the  property,  why  insert 
this  argument  in  the  recital  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  Strictly  speaking,  there 
should  be  no  sale  of  ordnance  property  otherwise 
than  by  public  auction,  and  we  want  to  have  it 
appear  on  the  face  of  the  Bill  why  we  sell,  even  for 
the  full  value,  otherwise  than  in  the  usual  way. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  That  being  the  case,  I  will  not 
quarrel  with  the  recital,  but  it  would  have  been 
better  if  this  explanation  had  been  stated  on  the 
face  of  the  Bill,  that  inasmuch  as  this  property  is 
acquired  by  the  city  for  this  special  purpose,  it 
was  thought  advisable  to  have  it  valued  and  sold 
at  what  was,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Government,  the 
full  market  value  and  as  much  as  would  be  obtained 
at  an  auctionsale.  I  quite  agree  with  myhon.  friend 
from  West  Toronto  (Mr.  Denison)  that  Mr.  Whit¬ 
ney  is  a  very  capable  man  and  a  thorough  expert 
in  this  class  of  business.  I  do  not  know  whether 
this  valuatien  is  made  by  Mr.  Whitney  himself  or 
by  some  member  of  his  firm,  because  this  is  not 
signed  by  Mr.  Whitney  but  by  the  firm  of  Whit¬ 
ney  &  Son.  If  the  valuation  was  made  by  Mr. 
Whitney,  I  should  have  perfect  confidence  in  his 
judgment.  I  ask  the  Minister  if  this  is  the  opinion 
of  Mr.  Whitney  himself,  or  of  some  employe  of  his 
firm  ? 


Mr.  COATSWORTH.  The  hon.  gentleman 
lived  in  Toronto  long  enongh  to  know. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  The  hon.  member  has  no  right 
to  say  that  I  knew  that. 

Mr.  COATSWORTH.  I  only  said  that  the  hon. 
gentleman  had  lived  in  Toronto  long  enough  to 
know  that  Mr.  Whitney  is  the  valuator  of  the  firm, 
and  all  valuations  are  made  by  Mr.  Whitney  per¬ 
sonally. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  am  speaking  to  the  responsi¬ 
ble  Minister  of  the  Crown.  I  desire  to  know  if 
this  was  made  by  Mr.  Whitney,  personally,  or  by 
some  other  member  of  his  firm  or  some  employe  ? 
Was  it  made  by  Mr.  Whitney  himself  ? 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  That  is  my  impression. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  It  is  the  Minister’s  duty  to 
know  and  not  give  us  his  impression. 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  This  is  on  the  official  paper 
of  Whitney  &  Son,  and  I  suppose  it  is  not  made 
without  Mr.  Whitney’s  knowledge. 

Mr.  COATSWORTH.  And  it  is  Mr.  Whitney’s 
signature. 

Mr.  FEATHERSTON.  I  do  not  think  this  land 
is  worth  as  much  as  the  city  is  allowing  for  it  now. 
The  value  of  property  has  decreased  lately,  and  I 
am  sorry  to  see  the  city  buying  that  at  present, 
because  a  few  years  ago  we  could  have  had  a  larger 
area  of  land  a  mile  and  a  half  out  on  the  railway 
for  $40,000.  The  reason  why  the  city  is  anxious 
to  redeem  that  land  is  that  it  may  not  go  outside 
the  corporation.  They  have  a  net  revenue  of 
$20,000  a  year  from  that  property ,  and,  therefore, 
it  is  to  their  interest  to  give  a  large  amount  for  it, 
but  I  think  it  will  not  be  Very  long  before  the  city 
will  have  to  remove  that  market  as  a  nuisance  to 
that  part  of  the  city. 

Section  2  struck  out. 

Bill,  as  amended,  reported,  and  read  the  third 
time  and  passed. 

STEAMBOAT  INSPECTION. 

House  again  resolved  itself  into  Committee  on 
Bill  (No.  13)  further  to  amend  the  Steamboat 
Inspection  Act. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Mr.  TUPPER.  I  would  like  to  move  a  clause 
which  has  been  suggested  by  the  Board  of  Inspec¬ 
tion  for  the  better  administration  of  the  Act ;  it  is 
similar  to  a  provision  that  obtains  in  the  United 
States  on  the  same  subject.  I  move  that  this 
clause  be  added  : 


Mr.  DEWDNEY.  I  understood  the  valuation 
was  made  by  Mr.  Whitney  himself.  At  any  rate, 
he  would  be  responsible  for  it. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  The  Minister  must  not  come 
down  to  us  in  that  way.  We  are  now  proposing 
to  sell  property,  and  there  is  no  question  of  having 
a  remedy  against  Mr.  Whitney.  We  ought  to 
know  whether  it  was  he  who  made  the  valuation. 

Mr.  COATSWORTH.  Does  not  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  know  that  there  are  only  two  members  in 


Section  41  of  the  said  Act  is  hereby  further  amended 
by  adding  the  following  sub-section  thereto  : — 

“  Every  engineer  holding  a  certificate  of  competency, 
whether  granted  under  this  Act  or  under  the  Act  of  the 
United  Kingdom  relating  to  Merchant  Shipping,  who  is 
employed  on  any  steamboat,  shall  keep  his  certificate  of 
competency  posted  up,  framed,  and  protected  by  glass  in 
some  conspicuous  place  in  the  engine  room  of  such  steam¬ 
boat,  and  any  engineer  neglecting  so  to  do  shall  incur  a 
penalty  of  $20.” 

The  penalty  in  the  States  is  $100,  but  I  think  $20  is 
sufficient  in  this  country.  The  hon.  member  for 
North  York  brought  up  the  propriety  of  making 
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an  amendment  so  that  there  should  be  consistency 
in  connection  with  a  promulgation  of  the  rules, 
and  several  hon.  gentlemen  in  the  committee  who 
differed  with  me  on  the  main  question,  thought 
that  position  a  correct  one  from  my  own  stand¬ 
point.  My  attention  was  not  called  to  the  other 
portion  of  the  Act  at  the  time,  or  I  certainly  would 
have  proposed  that  to  the  committee,  for  it  is  the 
principle  I  advocated  in  the  first  instance.  In 
order,  then,  to  take  the  regulations  concerning  life- 
preservers  and  life-appliances  under  the  control  of 
the  board  and  the  Governor  in  Council,  just  as  has 
been  done  in  connection  with  the  boats,  I  propose 
this  clause  : 

Section  30  of  the  said  Act  is  hereby  repealed  and  the 
following  substituted  therefor  : — 

“  The  Governor  in  Council  may  make  such  regulations 
as  are  deemed  advisable  with  respect  to  life-preservers  or 
other  life-saving  appliances  to  be  carried  by  steamboats 
or  by  other  vessels  mentioned  in  this  Act.” 

Mr.  MILLS  (Both well).  Perhaps  the  hon. 
gentleman  could  tell  us  why  it  is  necessary,  instead 
of  amending  the  Bill  and  leaving  it  part  of  the 
Act,  to  confer  this  power  on  the  Governor  in  Conn 
cil  ?  When  the  Bill  was  in  committee  before  I 
called  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  fact  that 
the  principle  upon  which  they  proceed  in  England 
is  that  the  Crown  in  Council  deal  with  matters  upon 
which  they  have  not  sufficient  data  to  deal  with  by 
legislative  enactment.  Now,  here  is  a  provision 
that  has  been  on  the  Statute-book  for  several  years. 
The  hon.  gentleman  does  not  pretend  to  say  that  he 
does  not  know  what  ought  to  be  done,  what  Par¬ 
liament  ought  to  be  advised  to  do.  The  measure  is 
not  one  of  a  nature  that  requires  to  be  altered  every 
few  months  ;  and  a  permanent  provision  ought  to 
be  made  by  Act  of  Parliament  and  not  by  Governor 
in  Council. 

Mr.  T UPPER.  I  see  nothing  to  change  the 
defence  I  made  of  the  Bill  when  before  the  com¬ 
mittee.  Let  me  remind  the  hon.  gentleman  that 
what  I  advocate  in  this  connection  does  not  involve 
anything  unusual  respecting  the  supervision  over 
steamers.  I  think  the  United  States  and  the 
mother  country  afford  us  very  good  examples  to 
follow.  These  rules  and  regulations  concerning 
the  engines,  boilers,  life-preservers  and  life-boats, 
requiring  frequent  alteration  by  reason  of  the  im¬ 
provements  that  are  constantly  being  made  in 
those  appliances  as  well  as  in  the  construction  of 
ships,  it  is  thought  well  not  to  make  a  drastic  pro¬ 
vision  by  Act  of  Parliament  that  cannot  be  changed 
to  suit  changing  circumstances  except  by  the  for¬ 
mal  method  of  an  Act  of  Parliament,  and  great 
inconvenience  may  occur  in  the  meanwhile.  The 
custom  is  for  the  board  of  trade  in  the  one  country 
that  I  mentioned,  and  the  board  of  steamboat  in¬ 
spectors  in  the  other  country,  to  frame  rules  which 
have  the  force  of  law.  We  began  this  in  1868, 
when  I  find  we  took  these  powers  under  a  former 
Act.  Even  in  the  Inland  Revenue  Act  enorm¬ 
ous  powers  are  taken  of  necessity,  and  for  the  con¬ 
venience  of  the  public,  under  similar  provisions 
and  regulations  by  Order  in  Council.  I  can  assure 
the  hon.  gentleman,  having  looked  into  the  laws, 
of  the  countries  referred  to,  that  there  is  no  new 
departure.  The  departure  was  when  this  Act  was 
framed  and  these  statutory  rules  were  adopted  at 
that  time.  I  may  say  that  having  discussed  the 
subject  with  the  officers  concerned,  I  find  they 
came  under  an  Act  of  Parliament  practically  in 
Mr.  Tupper. 


this  way  :  The  chairman  having  been  asked  to 
frame  these  rules,  these  rules  were  submitted  and 
placed  in  the  statute,  instead  of  the  Minister  at 
the  time  asking  Parliament  to  put  him  in  a  posi¬ 
tion  to  make  these  regulations  effective.  We  dis¬ 
cussed  pretty  thoroughly  this  question  in  commit¬ 
tee  the  other  day,  and  I  very  reluctantly  have 
repeated  the  substance  of  my  argument  then. 

On  section  13, 

Mr.  TUPPER.  As  we  repeal  all  the  rules  by 
this  Bill,  and  as  it  is  proposed  that  the  Bill  should 
go  into  effect  as  soon  as  it  is  assented  to,  we  shall 
find  ourselves  in  a  position  where  we  will  be  un¬ 
able  to  enforce  the  necessary  safeguards  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  shipping  interests.  It  is,  therefore, 
proposed  that  the  Act  shall  come  into  force  on  a 
future  day  to  be  named  by  proclamation  issued  by 
Governor  in  Council. 

Mr.  STAIRS.  A  little  matter  had  been  brought 
to  my  attention  which  I  desire  to  submit  to  the 
Minister.  The  difficulty  has  arisen  in  the  case  of 
certificates  granted  to  vessels  inspected  under  this 
Act.  Inspectors  have  been  in  the  habit  of  giving 
certificates,  allowing  passengers  to  be  carried  on 
those  steamships  to  certain  ports.  For  example, 
take  the  case  of  a  steamer  inspected  and  licensed  to 
carry  passengers  from  Halifax  to  Charlottetown. 
Such  a  vessel  cannot  call  in,  on  an  emergency,  at 
any  other  port  and  land  passengers.  At  the  same 
time,  it  might  be  considered  desirable  to  change  the 
vessel's  route  from  Halifax  to  Charlottetown  to 
Halifax  to  Boston.  It  has  been  reported  to  me  by 
owners  of  some  of  the  steamers  that  difficulty  has 
arisen  in  this  connection.  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
Minister  to  look  into  the  matter  and  see  how  the 
difficulty  may  be  removed. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  This  subject  has  been  brought 
to  my  attention  by  the  same  parties  who  have,  no 
doubt,  discussed  it  with  the  hon.  member  for  Hali¬ 
fax  (Mr.  Stairs).  I  think  the  difficulty  arises  from 
a  misunderstanding  on  the  part  of  the  steamboat 
owners.  It  is  necessary  when  a  vessel  obtains  a 
certificate  that  it  should  have  the  right  to  ply  in 
certain  waters.  In  the  case  mentioned  there  would 
be  no  difficulty  in  the  owner  obtaining  a  different 
certificate  for  a  different  route  so  long  as,  in  the 
opinion  of  the  inspector,  the  vessel  was  qualified  to 
ply  on  that  route.  It  is  a  matter  of  administra¬ 
tion,  and  a  question  submitted  by  one  of  the  owners 
in  question  was  answered,  I  think,  to  his  satisfac¬ 
tion. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  The  Minister  promised  to  deal 
with  the  point  raised  by  the  hon.  member  for  St. 
John  (Mr.  Hazen)  with  respect  to  buckets. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  The  rules  will  deal  with  that 
matter.  In  that  connection  I  may  state  to  the 
House  that,  in  the  opinion  of  the  officers  of  the 
Marine  Department,  it  would  be  very  unwise  to  do 
away  with  the  provision  requiring  metal  or  leather 
buckets.  In  England  there  is  no  provision  as  to 
the  material  of  which  the  buckets  shall  be  con¬ 
structed,  but  on  every  steamer  there  must  be  a 
supply  of  hose  sufficient  to  reach  every  part  of  the 
vessel.  That  is  a  very  heavy  expense  to  the  owner, 
and  the  owners  of  steamers  in  Canada  are  not 
obliged  to  follow  a  rule  of  that  kind.  There  are  cer¬ 
tain  dangers  in  connection  with  wooden  buckets. 
Part  of  the  difficulty  arises  from  neglect  to  maintain 
the  condition  of  the  buckets.  They  get  out  of 
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order  in  a  shorter  period  than  buckets  of  other  ma¬ 
terial.  It  is  absolutely  necessary,  in  order  to  keep 
them  in  good  condition,  that  water  should  be  kept 
in  them  in  order  to  prevent  the  hoops  from  coming 
off.  Experience  has  shown  that  when  an  accident 
occurs  not  one-half  of  those  buckets  are  found  in  a 
condition  to  be  used.  It  was  in  order  to  save  the 
expense  of  putting  in  a  supply  of  hose  that  these 
buckets  are  required  to  be  of  metal  or  leather.  The 
hon.  member  for  St.  John  (Mr.  Hazen)  mentioned 
that  Mr.  Coker  had  spoken  to  him  on  the  subject. 
I  have  made  enquiries,  and  I  find  that  no  represen¬ 
tations  have  been  made  against  that  provision  to 
the  department  by  the  steamboat  owners  or  any  of 
the  inspectors.  So  I  think  the  provision  should  not 
be  changed,  or,  at  all  events,  that  a  change  should 
only  be  made  after  very  careful  enquiry. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  understood  the  Minister  to 
say  that  the  rules  which  would  be  passed  would 
enable  him  to  decide  what  the  material  should  be. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  Yes. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  The  Minister  also  told  us  that, 
according  to  the  best  advice  he  has  at  present, 
buckets  of  wood  are  very  objectionable.  That  is  a 
very  objectionable  power  to  confer  on  the  Gover¬ 
nor  in  Council.  Parliament  should  have  some  say 
in  the  matter.  Now  we  are  told  that  we  have  no¬ 
thing  to  do  with  this  important  life-saving  part  of 
the  Bill,  but  it  is  to  be  left  to  the  all-wise  Governor 
in  Council  to  decide  what  steps  should  be  taken. 
When  the  Bill  Was  before  the  committee  the  mem¬ 
ber  for  St.  John  (Mr.  Hazen)  passed  eulogies  on  it 
because  it  proposed  to  deal  with  this  very  question 
of  buckets.  We  could  not  get  him  to  look  at  any 
other  feature  of  the  Bill  or  see  anything  wrong 
about  it,  because  we  were  going  to  amend  the  law 
on  the  bucket  question.  Now  the  Minister  has 
kicked  the  bucket,  and  we  do  not  hear  anything 
about  it.  Does  the  hon.  gentleman  think  now  it 
is  a  good  Bill  ? 

Mr.  TUPPER.  The  case  of  the  hon.  gentleman 
in  regard  to  the  buckets,  if  he  puts  it  seriously,  is  a 
fair  statement  as  to  what  Parliament  is  doing  in 
regard  to  the  whole  subject,  not  only  as  regards 
the  buckets  but  also  as  regards  boats.  It  does  not 
make  the  case  weaker  or  stronger  to  mention  the 
extraordinary  powers  vested  in  the  Governor  in 
Council  respecting  buckets,  and  all  the  arguments 
that  I  used  on  the  one  question  applied  equally  to 
the  other,  The  lion,  gentleman  admits  there  is 
some  advantage  in  connection  with  the  changes  in 
these  rules  and  regulations  in  treating  them  as  I 
propose  to  treat  them.  They  would  be  adopted  on 
the  advice  of  the  officers  who  are  paid  by  this 
Parliament  to  look  very  carefully  into  these  ques¬ 
tions.  I  take  it  that  the  hon.  gentleman  himself 
if  he  were  dealing  with  a  grave  question  of  this 
kind,  and  had  some  idea  of  his  own  as  to  what  a 
proper  appliance  would  be,  he  would  be  the  first 
man  to  seek  expert  advice.  I  do  not  say  that  these 
experts  are  always  right,  but  their  views  will  be 
shown  in  the  regulations  of  the  department,  and  if 
they  do  not  meet  with  public  approval  it  is  open 
for  the  House  at  any  time  to  rectify  or  change  the 
whole  policy. 

Mr.  HAZEN.  When  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
North  York  (Mr.  Mulock)  attempts  to  be  witty 
at  my  expense  in  the  House,  he  reminds  me  very 
much  of  the  elephant  I  once  saw  in  a  circus  which 


attempted  to  dance.  The  attempt  of  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  at  being  witty  is  equally  ponderous.  How¬ 
ever,  when  he  does  attempt  to  be  witty  he  should 
state  the  facts  and  he  should  not  try  to  be  witty 
on  evidence  that  is  not  correct.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  must  remember  that  when  this  question  was 
before  the  House  the  other  day  I  distinctly  pointed 
out  the  principal  grievance  our  steamboat  owners 
on  the  St.  John  River  had  was  that  this  law  was 
to  be  enforced  which  had  not  been  enforced  for 
eight  years  previously,  and  that  it  was  impossible 
for  them  to  supply  themselves  with  metallic  life¬ 
boats.  It  is  true  I  also  spoke  on  the  question  of 
buckets,  and  if  the  hon.  gentleman  will  refer  to 
Hansard  he  will  find  that  I  made  that  a  secondary 
question,  but  that  the  question  I  laid  most  stress 
on  was  the  question  of  metallic  life-boats,  which  I 
took  pains  to  point  out  to  the  House  were  not 
necessary  for  the  safety  of  passengers,  at  all  events 
so  far  as  the  St.  John  River  is  concerned.  This 
House  has  confirmed  the  principle  that  the  Gov¬ 
ernor  in  Council  shall  deal  with  this  question  of 
life-boats,  and  if  it  is  safe  to  intrust  to  the  Govern¬ 
ment  the  regulations  regarding  life-boats,  it  is  even 
more  safe  to  intrust  to  them  the  question  of  buckets, 
which  is  a  much  less  important  matter.  The  Min¬ 
ister  of  Marine  has,  however,  made  a  statement  that 
I  question.  He  said  that  the  amendment  to  the 
Act  passed  to-day  gives  the  Government  sufficient 
power  to  deal  with  the  question  of  buckets  just  as 
they  have  sufficient  power  to  deal  with  life-boats  ; 
I  doubt  that  very  much.  The  amendment  now 
adopted  is  as  follows  : — 

“  Section  30  of  the  said  Act  is  hereby  repealed  and  the 
following  substituted  therefor  :  The  Governor  in  Council 
may  make  such  regulations  as  are  deemed  advisable  with 
respect  to  life-preservers  or  other  life-saving  appliances  to 
be  carried  on  steamboats  or  other  vessels  mentioned  in 
this  Act.” 

That  only  gives  the  Governor  in  Council  power  to 
make  regulations  concerning  life-saving  appliances, 
but  I  do  not  think  the  wording  of  the  section  is 
broad  enough  to  deal  with  this  question  of  buckets. 
Section  34  of  the  old  Act  says  : 

“Every  steamboat  employed  in  the  carriage  of  pas¬ 
sengers  whether  by  sea,  bay,  lake  or  river  navigation,  shall 
be  provided  with  and  have  on  board,  in  some  convenient 
place,  not  less  than  25  sufficient  fire-buckets  of  metal  or 
leather,  five  axes,  and  six  good  and  sufficient  lanterns, 
approved  of  by  the  inspector  :  Provided  always,  that 
passenger  steamboats  of  more  than  seventy-five  and  less 
than  one  hundred  and  fifty  tons  gross  shall  not  be  requir¬ 
ed  to  be  provided  with  and  have  on  board  a  greater 
number  of  fire-buckets  than  twelve,  and  that  passenger 
steamboats  of  seventy-five  tons  gross  and  under,  and 
steam  tugs  under  one  hundred  and  fifty  tons  gross,  shall 
not  be  required  to  be  provided  with  and  have  on  board  a 
greater  number  of  fire-buckets  than  six.” 

That  section  refers  entirely  to  the  precautions 
against  fire,  while  the  amendment  refers  only  to 
life-preservers  or  other  life-saving  appliances.  It 
would  be  a  very  strained  construction  to  put  on  the 
amendment  if  it  were  taken  to  mean  precautions 
against  fire,  and  I,  therefore,  would  ask  the  Minister 
of  Marine  to  alter  this  section  in  such  a  way,  or  to 
add  another  section,  giving  the  Governor  in  Coun¬ 
cil  power  to  deal  with  this  matter. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman’s 
construction  is  a  little  strained,  but  still  I  see  no 
objection  to  making  it  clear  beyond  dispute  by 
adding  the  word  “  fire-buckets.” 

Mr.  McGREGOR.  There  is  now  manufactured 
a  pulp  bucket  which  is  the  best  life-preserver  and 
life-protector  we  have.  I  have  seen  it  tried  and  it 
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acts  well  and  answers  both  purposes.  It  is  light, 
it  is  substantial,  and  it  can  be  used  as  a  life- 
preserver,  and  is  a  good  fire-bucket.  As  to  the 
metallic  boats,  I  think  that  the  Minister  will  see  that 
on  the  inland  waters  it  would  be  almost  impossible 
for  us  to  allow  vessels  carrying  passengers  out  with¬ 
out  them.  The  wooden  boats  have  been  found  very 
troublesome.  I  think  if  we  had  metallic  boats  on 
the  fresh  waters  and  pulp  buckets  to  act  as  life- 
preservers  and  fire-buckets,  it  would  meet  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  the  case. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  I  think  that  is  a  very  excellent 
suggestion,  and  it  will  be  considered.  At  the  time 
these  rules  were  made,  of  course  these  pulp  buckets 
to  which  the  lion,  gentleman  refers,  were  not  known. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  agree  with  the  hon.  member 
for  St.  John  (Mr.  Hazen)  that  if  we  delegate  to  the 
Governor  in  Council  power  to  say  of  what  material 
life-boats  should  be  constructed,  we  might  very 
consistently  delegate  to  them  the  regulations 
regarding  buckets.  I  pressed  that  opinion  at  the 
last  meeting  of  the  committee  in  consequence  of 
the  member  for  St.  John  (Mr.  Hazen)  insisting  upon 
having  a  clause  inserted  in  the  Bill  making  special 
provision  for  the  use  of  wooden  buckets.  He  was 
not  content  at  the  last  meeting  to  delegate  that 
power  to  the  Governor  in  Council. 

Mr.  HAZEN.  That  is  not  so. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  At  the  last  meeting,  if  I  heard 
the  hon.  gentleman  correctly,  and  I  think  I  did  ; 
before  we  arrived  at  the  proper  stage  of  the  Bill  he 
moved  an  amendment  to  allow  that  wooden  buckets 
should  be  used. 

Mr.  HAZEN.  That  is  true. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Then  I  may  congratulate  the 
member  for  St.  John  on  his  conversion,  because  at 
the  last  meeting  he  was  not  willing  to  delegate  the 
question  of  buckets  to  the  Governor  in  Council. 

Mr.  HAZEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  that  is  not  the 
case  ;  the  hon.  gentleman  might  state  facts. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  What  are  the  facts  ? 

Mr.  HAZEN.  The  fact  is  simply  this  :  that  I 
wanted  that  question  of  the  wooden  buckets  dealt 
with,  and  in  order  that  it  might  be  dealt  with  I 
moved  an  amendment  to  the  Act  as  it  was  then. 
The  question  as  to  whether  we  should  deal  with  it 
in  that  way,  or  refer  it  to  the  Governor  in  Council 
to  deal  with,  never  arose  on  the  last  occasion. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  The  hon.  gentleman  must  re- 
member  that  the  Bill  introduced  by  the  Minister 
repeals  section  27  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  the  gen¬ 
eral  Steamboat  Inspection  Act,  and  substitutes  for 
the  details  set  forth  in  the  Act  such  details  as  may 
be  fixed  by  Governor  in  Council. 

Mr.  HAZEN.  As  regards  life-boats  ? 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Yes,  and  delegated  all  that  to 
the  Governor  in  Council.  That  was  demanded  by 
the  Government  of  the  House,  and  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  conceded  the  wisdom  of  delegating  that  branch 
of  legislation  to  the  Governor  in  Council,  and  when, 
notw  ithstanding  that  delegation,  lie  insisted  upon 
the  House  specifying  that  wooden  buckets  might 
be  used,  I  asked  the  Minister  whether  he  could  not 
very  well  deal  with  the  whole  subject.  It  was  not 
consistent  to  delegate  one  branch  of  the  life-saving 
apparatus  to  the  Governor  in  Council  and  have  the 
House  retain  the  other,  and  the  Minister  said  it 
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was  a  very  proper  suggestion,  and  that  he  would 
consider  it. 

Mr.  HAZEN.  I  would  not  object  to  that. 

Bill  reported. 

INLAND  REVENUE  ACT. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  want  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  item  25,  before  having  it 
formally  called.  The  Bill  is  not  printed  in  French, 
and  I  can  only  go  on  with  it  by  the  unanimous 
consent  of  the  House  ;  but  my  reason  for  asking 
the  House  to  take  it  up  in  advance  is  this  :  By  a 
North-West  Ordinance  passed  after  the  Act  of  last 
session,  the  system  of  permits  in  the  North-West 
Territories  goes  out  of  operation  and  in  its  stead  a 
license  system  comes  into  operation.  It  is  neces¬ 
sary  to  have  the  Inland  Revenue  Act  extended  to 
the  North-West  Territories,  if  possible  before  the 
1st  of  May.  There  are  some  other  provisions  in  the 
Bill,  but  that  is  the  only  one  calling  forui'gency. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  As  this  is  a  very  wide  departure 
from  the  legislation  which  has  hitherto  obtained  in 
the  North-West,  I  cannot  consent  to  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill  at  present,  as  I  wish  to  give  the 
matter  further  consideration. 

GEOLOGICAL  SURVEY. 

Mr.  DEWDNEY  moved  second  reading  of 
Bill  (No.  43)  to  amend  an  Act  respecting  the  D  jpart- 
ment  of  the  Geological  Survey  (from  the  Senate). 
He  said  :  The  object  of  the  Bill  is  only  to  give 
power  to  attach  the  Geological  Survey  branch, 
which  is  now  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Minister 
of  the  Interior,  to  another  department,  just  as 
several  other  branches  have  been  transferred  to 
other  departments.  It  gives  the*  power  to  the 
Governor  in  Council  to  transfer  the  survey  from 
one  department  to  another. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  Objection  has  been  made  during' 
this  session,  time  and  again,  to  the  system,  now 
more  and  more  prevailing,  of  divesting  the  House 
of  its  proper  functions  in  order  to  convey  them  to 
the  Governor  in  Council.  At  present  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Geological  Survey  is  attached  bylaw  to  the 
Department  of  the  Interior.  Now  it  is  asked  to 
vest  in  the  Governor  in  Council  the  power  to 
transfer  this  department  to  any  other  branch  of  the 
Executive.  If  there  is  any  reason  to  make  this 
alteration,  let  it  be  made  by  law.  The  Minister 
himself  should  give  some  reason  why  we  should 
divest  ourselves  of  this  power  and  transfer  it  to  the 
Governor  in  Council. 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  I  think  that  in  all  the  Acts 
for  the  different  departments  to  which  branches  are 
attached,  that  clause  obtains.  Under  the  Act 
relating  to  the  Department  of  Agriculture,  the  * 
immigration  branch  may  be  transferred  to  any 
other  department  by  Order  in  Council,  and  it  has 
been,  under  that  power,  transferred  within  the 
last  week  or  two  to  the  Department  of  the  Interior. 
The  Geological  Survey  branch  has  always  been 
attached  to  the  Department  of  the  Interior.  As 
the  work  may  be  heavy,  and  I  fancy  it  will  be 
from  the  experience  I  have  had  in  the  last  week  or 
two,  it  is  thought  that  the  Interior  Department 
might  be  relieved  of  that  work.  It  has  not  been 
definitely  decided  to  which  department  it  should 
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be  transferred,  and  it  is  only  for  the  sake  of  con 
venience  this  provision  is  asked  for. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  One  of  the  novel  conse¬ 
quences  that  will  flow  from  the  adoption  of  the 
principle  which  the  lion,  gentleman  proposes  to 
extend  to  this  branch  of  the  public  service,  is  that, 
while  we  have  names  given  to  various  departments, 
the  duties  devolving  upon  the  Minister  in  charge 
may  have  no  relevancy  to  the  office  he  holds.  We 
may  by  Order  in  Council  transfer  the  Department 
of  J ustice,  so  called,  to  the  Minister  of  the  Interior, 
and  we  might  transfer  the  Department  of  Public 
Works  to  the  Minister  of  Justice,  and  so  the 
functions  of  the  Minister  would  not  be  at  all  indi¬ 
cated  by  the  name  of  the  office  he  holds.  In  the 
neighbouring  republic,  which  is  a  very  large  coun¬ 
try,  and  the  executive  officers  of  which  have  duties 
to  discharge  not  unlike  those  devolving  upon  the 
various  departments  of  the  Crown  here,  there  is  no 
changing  about  from  one  department  of  the  public 
service  to  another.  The  name  which  the  Minister 
holds  should  be  appropriate  to  the  functions  which 
the  department  is  called  upon  to  discharge.  If 
this  Bill  were  adopted — and  in  this  respect  it  does 
not  differ,  I  admit,  from  the  Bill  relating  to  the 
Indian  Department,  and  many  others — the  so-called 
Minister  of  Interior  might  be  anything  else  than 
the  Minister  of  Interior.  You  could  not  tell  by  the 
name  of  the  office  which  he  held  what  the  duties  were 
which  he  would  be  called  upon  to  discharge.  You 
may  transfer  to  him  the  Department  of  Immigra¬ 
tion,  you  may  take  away  from  him  the  manage¬ 
ment  of  Dominion  lands  and  Indian  lands,  you 
may  make  him  perform  the  duties  of  President  of 
the  Council,  and  yet  he  is  the  Minister  of  Interior 
still.  That  is  absurd.  What  we  should  do  is  to 
organize  the  public  service  with  certain  permanent 
departments  and  give  to  the  Minister  having  con¬ 
trol  of  a  department  a  name  appropriate  to  the 
service  he  is  called  upon  to  perform.  I  am  sure 
the  Minister  of  Justice  would  think  it  absurd  if  he 
were  given  the  Immigration  Department  and  the 
functions  of  the  Department  of  Justice  were  taken 
away  from  him,  and  it  is  the  same  thing  with 
regard  to  every  other  department  in  the  public 
service.  I  am  convinced  that  the  present  prac¬ 
tice  is  not  a  satisfactory  one.  1  know  that  many 
parties  communicating  with  various  public  depart¬ 
ments  do  not  know  with  what  department  to  com¬ 
municate,  because  they  do  not  know  where 
the  functions  of  the  department  as  organized 
by  statute  are  placed,  they  do  not  know  under 
what  Minister  that  department  may  be,  because 
what  may  be  under  the  Minister  of  Agriculture  and 
Statistics  to-day,  may  be  under  another  Minister  to¬ 
morrow.  That  is  not  a  satisfactory  condition  of 
things.  The  Geological  Department  has,  no  doubt, 
from  the  beginning  usurped  duties  which  were  not 
placed  under  its  control  by  the  British  North 
America  Act.  There  is  nothing  in  the  British 
North  America  Act  to  warrant  the  geological 
surveys  which  are  being  carried  on  in  the 
various  provinces,  except  in  the  case  of  British 
Columbia  under  the  terms  under  which  it  was  ad¬ 
mitted  ;  and  I  very  much  doubt  whether  by  Order 
in  Council  you  could  attach  to  that  department 
duties  which  are  inconsistent  with  the  British 
North  America  Act  itself.  No  doubt  we  have  the 
control  of  the  geological  surveys  in  the  territories, 
and  there  has  been  hn  acquiescence  in  this  usur¬ 


pation  of  authority,  and  I  am  not  going  to  say  in 
that  particular  the  practice  ought  to  be  changed, 
but  I  do  say  that  the  departments  ought  to  be 
permanent,  that  they  should  be  properly  organized, 
that  they  ought  to  be  under  a  head  with  an  appro¬ 
priate  designation,  and  that  there  ought  not  to 
exist  a  policy  of  transferring  these  departments 
from  one  Minister  of  the  Crown  to  another.  In 
fact,  this  was  called  originally,  not  a  department, 
but  the  Geological  branch. 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  It  was  made  a  department 
two  years  ago. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  Then  it  ought  not  to 
have  been  made  a  department.  It  ought  to  be  a 
branch  of  the  Department  of  the  Interior,  and  so 
with  regard  to  the  Indian  branch  and  the  Public 
Lands  branch.  They  ought  to  be  nothing  more  than 
branches  of  different  departments.  This  means  a 
deputy  head  for  each  of  these  departments,  and 
there  may  be  some  manipulation  going  on,  there 
may  be  jealousies  and  disputes  in  the  Cabinet,  there 
may  be  a  disposition  on  the  part  of  some  Minister 
to  grasp  more  authority  than  he  is  now  given,  and 
so  branches  are  taken  from  the  department  to  whieh 
they  properly  belong,  and  are  given  to  another 
Minister.  I  do  not  think  that  is  satisfactory.  They 
ought  to  be  properly  organized,  appropriately  desi¬ 
gnated,  and  they  should  be  under  the  Minister  of 
the  Crown  whose  name  will  indicate  the  duties  he 
is  called  upon  to  perform.  We  ought  not  to  have 
to  look  up  Orders  in  Council  to  see  whether  a  branch 
is  under  the  control  of  the  Department  of  the  In¬ 
terior,  the  Department  of  Justice,  the  Secretary  of 
State,  or  the  Minister  of  Marine  and  Fisheries. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  There  would  be  a 
good  deal  in  the  objection  of  the  hon.  member  if  it 
referred  to  the  Bill.  There  is  very  good  reason 
why  the  main  department  should  be  under  the  con¬ 
trol  of  the  Minister  while  he  remains  in  office,  and 
that  the  public  should  know  who  has  control  over  it. 
But  that  is  not  the  question  now  before  us.  The 
Minister  of  Interior  has  control  of  the  Department 
of  the  Interior.  That  department  cannot  be 
transferred  to  another  while  he  holds  the  title, 
and  the  extent  and  scope  of  its  powers  are  defined 
by  statute.  It  is  the  same  thing  with  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Justice,  the  Department  of  Inland 
Revenue,  the  Department  of  Agriculture,  the 
Department  of  Marine  and  Fisheries,  and  the 
other  departments  ;  but  there  are  certain  sub¬ 
ordinate  branches — and  I  agree  with  the  hon. 
gentleman  that  they  would  be  more  properly  design¬ 
ated  as  branches — which  have  been  created  by  this 
Parliament,  and  which  are  not  necessarily  attached 
to  an}'  department  but  may  be  attached  to  one  or 
another.  The  Department  of  the  Geological 
Survey  is  one  of  these.  It  was  erected  into  a  de¬ 
partment  a  year  or  two  ago  with  a  deputy  head, 
but  no  Minister,  and  the  duties  can  be  as  well 
attached  to  the  Department  of  Agriculture,  for 
example,  as  to  the  Department  of  the  Interior. 
There  is  no  misconception  on  the  part  of  the  public 
with  regard  to  that,  because  there  is  nothing  in  the 
title  of  the  Minister  of  Interior  to  indicate  that  he 
has  control  over  the  Geological  Survey.  A  person 
who  does  not  look  at  the  enactments  or  at 
the  Orders  in  Council  has  no  reason  to  believe 
that  this  belongs  to  the  Department  of  the  Interior- 
more  than  the  Department  of  Agriculture.  The 
reason  for  the  present  Bill  is  principally,  however, 
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that  these  subordinate  branches  have  been  created 
from  time  to  time  and  that  Parliament  has  already 
adopted  the  principle  of  making  them  transferable. 
The  Indian  Department,  the  Mounted  Police 
Department,  and  the  Immigration  Department  are 
transferable.  These  being  transferable,  they  have 
been  transferred  from  time  to  time.  The  late  First 
Minister  chose  to  hold  for  a  time  the  direction  of 
the  Department  of  Indian  Affairs,  and  also  of  the 
Mounted  Police  Department.  When  he  took  the 
Department  of  Railways,  he  ceased  to  hold  these 
departments,  and  they  were  handed  over  to  the 
present  Minister  of  the  Interior.  I  think  it  is 
desirable  to  make  this  Geological  Survey  Depart¬ 
ment  transferable.  Otherwise,  all  these  depart¬ 
ments  might  be  grouped  under  one  Minister  and 
might  so  overload  his  department.  The  same 
authority  wTas  taken  to  transfer  the  patent  branch, 
though  it  has  never  been  taken  advantage  of,  but 
it  is  on  the  Statute-book  still.  The  policy  remains, 
and,  if  these  branches  can  be  transferred  to 
different  departments,  that  policy  should  be  made 
uniform  in  order  to  allow  the  work  to  be  equalized 
and  to  prevent  all  these  departments  being  placed 
under  one  Minister  and  overloading  him  with 
wo»*k. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  understand  the  Minister  of  In¬ 
terior  to  say  that  whilst  it  was  thought  advisable 
to  transfer  this  service  from  the  Department  of 
Interior,  it  had  not  yet  been  determined  where  to 
place  it ;  in  other  words,  the  Government  have  not 
yet  decided  how  they  will  use  this  power.  Now, 
the  branch  in  question  has  been  attached  to  the 
Department  of  Interior  for  a  great  many  years. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Both well).  Always. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  It  seems  singular,  then,  that  it 
should  be  necessary,  towards  the  close  of  a  session, 
suddenly  to  legislate  to  enable  the  Government  to 
pass  it  round  from  Minister  to  Minister.  If  they 
are  not  ready  this  session  to  say  where  it  should  be 
placed,  I  think  the  proper  course  for  them  to  adopt 
is  to  let  it  remain  where  it  always  has  been  until 
they  can  confer  with  the  House  and  take  the  ad¬ 
vice  of  the  House.  Now,  these  branches,  accord¬ 
ing  to  the  fitness  of  things,  must  belong  to  one 
department  more  than  to  another.  For  example,  I 
would  think  that  this  branch,  the  Geological  Sur¬ 
vey,  most  naturally  belongs  to  the  Department  of 
Interior.  It  has  to  do  with  land,  with  property,  with 
mineral  interests,  with  our  mineral  development, 
topographical  surveys,  and  so  on.  That  being  the 
case,  it  is  more  in  the  line  of  the  head  of  that  depart¬ 
ment.  It  may  be  that  at  times  an  economical  use  of 
his  staff  will  save  money  to  the  country,  because 
this  survey  might  be  able  to  make  use^  to  some 
extent,  of  the  staff  of  the  department,  whereas  if 
you  attach  it  to  a  department  that  has  not  any 
staff  that  can  be  of  service  to  this  branch,  it 
means  the  duplication  of  the  service,  so  that  as  a 
matter  of  economy  alone,  the  House  ought  to  have 
a  voice  in  saying  where  the  branches  are  to  be 
attached.  I  am  sure,  this  is  one  of  those  questions 
that  the  House  ought  to  be  allowed  to  pass  an 
opinion  upon,  so  far  as  to  say  to  what  department 
it  should  belong.  At  present  the  law  allows  Minis¬ 
ters  to  be  shifted  about  from  department  to  depart¬ 
ment,  and  now  we  are  going  to  add  to  that  by  allow¬ 
ing  the  various  branches  to  be  shifted  around  ;  a 
shuffle  may,  perhaps,  take  place  at  every  Cabinet 
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meeting,  and  we  will  not  know  who  is  responsible 
for  the  proper  discharge  of  the  public  service.  The 
general  principle  of  the  law  is  against  this  course. 
The  general  principle  of  the  law  enumerates  certain 
departments,  it  creates  responsibilities  and  powers, 
and  all  those  responsibilities  and  powers,  going 
with  the  department,  go  to  a  responsible  head.  It 
had  been  wholly  contrary  to  the  genius  of  our 
system  to  allow  the  duties  to  be  changed  from 
individual  to  individual,  and  it  is  now  proposed  in 
this  important  case  to  do  so,  and  I  think  that  it  will 
result  not  only  in  confusion  in  the  public  mind 
which  the  lion,  member  for  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills)  re¬ 
ferred  to,  but  also  to  an  unnecessary  expenditure  of 
public  money.  That  being  the  case,  I  think  that  the 
proper  course  for  the  Government  to  pursue  would 
be  to  wait  until  their  arrangements  on  this  question 
are  matured.  There  can  be  no  urgency.  This  con¬ 
dition  of  affairs  has  lasted  from  the  establishment 
of  the  Geological  Survey  until  now.  Surely  the 
public  interest  will  not  suffer  by  the  matter  being 
postponed  until  another  session,  and  then  the 
House  may  be  asked  to  give  an  opinion  upon  the 
subject  in  the  only  way  it  ought  to  give  it  as  a 
legislative  body.  I  can  only  emphasize  what  has 
fallen  from  the  lips  of  others,  that  there  is  an 
aggressive  spirit,  perhaps  not  intended  but  still 
none  the  less  real ;  the  aggressiveness  of  the  Admin¬ 
istration  to-day  is  rapidly  doing  away,  almost, 
with  the  necessity  of  Parliament,  it  is  robbing  Par¬ 
liament  of  its  powers.  We  find  the  highest  power 
of  Parliament  being  invaded,  we  find  liberty  being 
taken  with  the  public  exchequer,  the  abuse  of 
power  to  use  the  Governor  General’s  warrant.  Now, 
we  have  that  same  spirit  breaking  out  in  this 
aggrandizement  of  the  Council,  in  a  claim  that  the 
Executive  shall  be  the  legislative  power.  Parlia¬ 
ment  cannot  too  soon  awaken  to  the  danger  of  the 
situation.  I  know  that  the  Government  have 
enormous  power,  and  I  think  they  are  making 
an  unwise  use  of  it  when  they  are  practically 
setting  the  people’s  representatives  at  naught  by 
the  very  legislation  they  are  now  proposing  to 
Parliament.  This  is  but  a  development  of  what 
began  a  year  or  two  ago,  but  it  has  now  proceeded 
at  a  rate  of  speed  that  would  certainly  have  alarmed 
the  old  man  who  for  so  many  years  presided  over  the 
destinies  of  Canada.  I  am  sure  that  the  right  lion, 
gentleman  who  was  formerly  Premier  of  Canada, 
would  have  hesitated  a  long  time  before  endeavour¬ 
ing  to  centralize  in  the  Governor  in  Council  the 
powers  which  this  present  Admininistration  seek.  I 
cannot  better  prove  that  than  by  saying  that  so  far 
as  I  am  aware  his  Government  never  abused  the 
power  to  use  the  Governor  General’s  warrants,  or 
made  such  an  unlimited  use  of  it  as  was  made  by 
the  present  Administration.  It  would  be  wise, 
therefore,  I  think,  for  them  to  halt  in  this  case  be¬ 
fore  they  have  created  a  feeling,  as  they  will,  of 
want  of  confidence  in  Parliament  itself.  This  cen¬ 
tralizing  of  power  is  ■wholly  contrary  to  the  repre¬ 
sentative  system  that  we  are  supposed  to  enjoy, 
and  for  my  part  I  deem  it  my  duty,  as  long  as  I  am 
supposed  to  represent  the  people  of  my  constituency, 
to  protest  against  this  system,  and  I.  therefore,  do 
protest  against  this  proposition.  In  this  particular 
instance  I  think  there  can  be  no  question  that  the 
legislation  is  not  warranted,  because  the  Govern¬ 
ment  do  notknow  to-day  whether  it  will  be  required 
or  not,  and  there  is  certainly  no  urgency,  so  far  as 
experience  goes. 
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Mr.  CASEY.  I  agree  with  the  lion,  member  for 
Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills)  andthehon.  memberfor  North 
York  (Mr.  Mulock)  in  most  of  what  they  have  said 
about  this  Bill,  both  on  the  general  principle  and 
in  regard  to  the  exigencies  of  this  particular  depart¬ 
ment.  On  the  general  principle,  I  think  it  is  wrong 
that  departments  of  this  importance  should  be 
capable  of  being  shifted  from  one  political  head  to 
another  at  the  will  of  the  Cabinet  themselves.  As 
has  been  pointed  out  already;  it  gives  an  aggressive 
Minister  the  chance  of  obtaining  more  patronage 
for  his  own  department.  I  understand  that  one  of  the 
arguments  is  that  the  Department  of  the  Interior  is 
overloaded  with  work  on  account  of  including  this 
Geological  Survey.  Now,  there  have  been  times 
within  all  our  memories  when  the  Department  of 
the  Interior  was  much  more  busy  than  it  is  now. 
The  hon.  Minister  of  that  department  shakes  his 
head,  but  I  think  he  will  admit  that  during  the 
period  of  the  boom  in  the  North-West  there  was 
more  doing  in  lands  in  the  Department  of  the  Inter¬ 
ior,  at  all  events,  than  there  has  been  since,  and  we 
had  no  complaint  then  that  the  department  was  over¬ 
worked.  Now,  when  there  is  comparatively  little 
doing  in  that  line,  the  Minister  complains  that  he  is 
overworked,  and  he  takes  the  liberty  of  shifting 
this  department  on  to  some  other  shoulders.  I  say, 
on  the  general  principle,  this  mutability  of  special 
departments  is  most  objectionable,  but  in  this  par¬ 
ticular  case,  as  the  hon.  member  for  North  York 
has  pointed  out,  there  is  a  special  affinity  between 
the  Geologicial  Survey  and  the  Department  of  the 
Interior.  That  department  deals  with  all  the  real 
estate  and  landed  estate  of  the  Crown,  as  represent¬ 
ed  by  the  Dominion  Government.  That  department 
makes  the  ordinary  surveys  of  those  lands,  and  it 
shoidd  also  be  in  possession  of  information  respect¬ 
ing  the  mineral  wealth  in  and  under  those  lands. 
The  two  branches  of  the  Survey  should  go  hand  in 
hand ;  the  Dominion  Lands  Survey  and  the  Geological 
Survey  should  be  under  the  same  political  head,  and 
the  work  should  proceed  in  harmony,  so  that  be¬ 
tween  the  two  the  Dominion  might  know  as  scientifi¬ 
cally  as  possible  the  value  of  the  land  to  be  disposed 
of.  The  conduct  of  the  Geological  Survey  hitherto 
has  not  been  too  much  in  the  general  interests  of 
the  Dominion.  The  moneys  voted  to  that  depart 
ment  have  been  spent  largely  in  developing  private 
property.  At  the  present  time  surveys  in  Nova 
Scotia  and  other  provinces  are  going  on  over  lands 
not  only  the  property  of  the  provinces  but  of  private 
individuals  and  corporations  engaged  in  mining. 
These  lands  are  being  inspected  and  mapped 
out  by  the  Geological  Survey,  no  benefit  resulting 
to  the  Dominion  in  its  position  as  land  owner.  W e 
are  exploring  and  advertising  lands  from  which  the 
Dominion  gets  no  revenue  and  which  do  not  belong 
to  the  Dominion  itself  ;  we  are  developing  private 
property  at  the  Government  expense.  How  it  is 
arranged  as  to  what  properties  shall  be  mapped 
out,  I  do  not  know  ;  I  suppose  it  must  be  done  with 
the  consent  of  the  Minister,  or  by  arrangement  of 
the  Minister  with  certain  parties.  I  do  not  know' 
how  far  investigations  in  Nova  Scotia  are  systema¬ 
tically  carried  out  year  by  year,  but  I  am  satisfied 
that  they  are  conducted  in  respect  to  lands  which 
do  not  belong  to  the  Dominion,  and  which  we 
should  not  be  taxed  to  explore  and  advertise. 
These  surveys  are  very  much  analagous  to  that 
performed  in  England  by  the  ordnance  service. 
They  are  making  careful  and  accurate  maps  of  the 


district,  noting  not  only  the  minerals  but  also  the 
natural  features  in  detail.  In  that  respect  they 
are  fulfilling  the  duties  that  pertain  rather  to  the 
surveyors’  branch  of  the  department  as  distinct 
from  the  Geological  branch,  unless  it  w'ere  under¬ 
stood  that  the  two  branches  of  the  service  were 
run  in  common.  This  might  be  done  to  a  great 
extent.  Officers  should  be  appointed  under  the 
Dominion  Lands  Survey  who  were  capable  of  report¬ 
ing  on  the  mineral  character  of  the  various  dis¬ 
tricts,  so  that  it  would  not  be  necessary  to  go  over 
the  ground  twice,  once  to  map  out  the  township 
boundaries  and  the  quarter  sections,  and  again  to 
explore  the  geological  features.  If  the  two  services 
were  combined  in  that  sense  a  large  amount  might 
be  saved.  While  this  diversion  of  public  money  is 
taking  place  even  under  the  present  management 
of  the  department  which  is  responsible  for  the  care 
of  the  Dominion  lands,  I  fear  that  if  it  were  placed 
under  another  department,  one  not  directly  con¬ 
cerned  with  the  lands  of  the  country,  there  would 
be  even  less  care  taken  to  limit  the  operations  of 
this  survey  to  lands  the  property  of  che  Govern¬ 
ment,  which  alone  should  benefit  by  these  explora¬ 
tions.  All  the  sub-departments  of  the  Government 
should  be  attached  to  the  political  department  for 
which  they  have  the  nearest  political  affinity,  and 
should  not  be  subject  to  continuous  changes.  I  do 
not  attach  much  importance  to  the  difficulty  en¬ 
countered  by  the  public  of  finding  out  the  depart¬ 
ment  to  which  a  sub-department  belongs,  because 
sub-departments  can  be  reached  under  their  own 
names.  My  hon.  friend  from  North  York  has 
referred  to  the  aggregate  number  of  Governoi 
General’s  warrants,  but  I  think  his  memory  had 
failed  him  in  regard  to  the  abuse  of  the  Governor 
General’s  warrants  in  the  Cabinet  which  was  led 
by  the  late  Premier.  During  his  management  of 
public  affairs  some  of  the  most  glaring  abuses  of 
that  power  occurred,  two  years  ago  and  even  last 
year.  I  believe  the  majority  of  the  House  would 
agree  with  me,  if  the  matter  were  called  to  their 
attention,  that  the  executive  branch  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  has  at  present  too  much  power  over  Parlia¬ 
ment.  The  House,  without  regard  to  political 
party,  is  itself  to  blame  if  too  much  power  is  placed 
in  the  hands  of  Ministers.  Hon.  members  sup¬ 
porting  the  Government  should  pay  attention  to 
this  matter,  and  impress  their  views  on  Ministers, 
and  insist  on  their  keeping  within  the  old  consti¬ 
tutional  safeguards. 

Motion  agreed  to,  Bill  read  the  second  time,  and 
House  resolved  itself  into  committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  I  would  ask  to  what 
department  it  is  proposed  to  change  the  Geological 
branch  ?  I  understood  from  the  Minister  of  Justice 
that  if  the  Department  of  Immigration  is  trans¬ 
ferred  from  the  Department  of  Agriculture  to  the 
Department  of  Interior,  it  would  involve  too  great 
a  proportion  of  the  executive  work  of  Government 
on  that  one  department  ;  and  that  it  is  proposed  to 
take  this  branch  from  the  Department  of  the  Inter¬ 
ior  and  transfer  it  to  some  other.  I  suppose  the 
Ministers  know  to  what  department  it  is  to  be  at¬ 
tached,  whether  there  shall  be  any  legislation  in 
regard  to  mines,  and  whether  mining  is  to  go  along 
with  geological  survey  or  whether  it  is  to  be  re¬ 
tained  as  part  of  the  administration  of  public 
lands. 
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Mr.  DEWDNEY.  The  mines  administered 
under  the  Dominion  Lands  Act  will  continue  to  be 
administered  as  at  present.  With  the  exception  of 
publishing  statistics  with  regard  to  mines,  the 
Geological  Department  has  nothing  to  do  with  that. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  There  has  been  no 
decision  arrived  at  as  regards  the  department,  but 
it  is  in  contemplation  to  transfer  it  to  Agriculture, 
from  which  Immigration  is  taken. 

Mr.  CHAKLTON.  I  should  imagine  that  be¬ 
fore  the  Government  asks  the  House  to  consent  to 
an  important  change  of  this  kind  they  would  at 
least  have  arrived  at  a  decision  as  to  what  depart¬ 
ment  they  will  transfer  the  duties  referred  to  in 
the  Bill  It  strikes  me  that  the  legislation  is  im¬ 
mature  if  the  Government  have  not  arrived  at  a 
decision. 

Bill  reported. 

THE  FISHERIES  ACT. 

Mr.  TUPPER  moved  second  reading  of  Bill 
(No.  9)  to  further  amend  the  Fisheries  Act. 
He  said  :  There  are  several  gentlemen  who  take 
an  interest  in  the  chief  sections  of  this  Bill  who  are 
not  at  present  in  the  House,  and  as  I  anticipate  a 
lengthy  discussion  on  the  measure,  I  propose  to 
take  a  stage  on  the  Bill  now,  so  as  to  refer  the 
resolutions  which  relate  to  one  of  its  clauses  to  the 
committee  together  with  the  Bill,  and  so  avoid  a 
repetition  of  discussion.  If  that  proposition  is 
accepted,  I  would  move  the  second  reading  of  this 
Bill,  and  1  will  afterwards  also  move  the  resolu¬ 
tions  and  refer  them  to  the  committee.  We  can 
then  take  up  the  whole  question  and  discuss  it  at 
length. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  So  far  as  I  am  con¬ 
cerned,  I  see  no  objection  to  that. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Bill  read  the  second  time. 

Mr.  TUPPER  moved  that  the  House  resolve  it¬ 
self  into  Committee  of  the  Whole,  to  consider  the 
following  resolutions  : — 

1.  That  it  is  expedient  to  impose  a  fee  of  five  dollars  for 
each  license  granted  by  the  Minister  of  Mai-ine  and  Fish¬ 
eries  to  can,  preserve,  or  cure  lobsters,  or  keep  them  alive 
out  of  close  season  in  ponds  or  other  places. 

2.  That  it  is  expedient  to  impose  a  fee,  at  the  rate  of 
two  cents  for  each  case  containing  four  dozen  one-pound 
cans  of  lobsters,  and  one  cent  for  each  case  containing  two 
dozen  one-pound  cans  of  lobster,  to  be  paid  by  the  packer 
to  the  person  directed  by  the  Minister  of  Marine  and  Fish¬ 
eries  to  mark,  label  or  stamp  such  case. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  I  would  ask  whether  the 
hon.  gentleman  is  in  a  position  to  furnish  the  House 
with  the  information  he  may  have  obtained  on  this 
subject  before  he  introduced  his  Bill  ?  It  has  been 
stated  to  me  that  the  hon.  gentleman  has  had 
reports  from  experts  in  his  department,  as  well  as 
from  outside  the  department,  affecting  this  matter. 
In  a  matter  which  involves  such  important  interests 
as  this  measure  does,  it  is  very  necessary  that  we 
should  be  furnished  with  all  the  information  pos¬ 
sible  to  enable  us  to  have  an  intelligent  debate  and 
to  arrive  at  some  conclusion  which  will  be  in  the 
interests  of  the  Government  on  one  side,  so  far  as 
their  interests  are  distinct  from  the  lobster  fisheries, 
and  on  the  other  hand  in  the  interest  of  those  who 
have  their  money  invested  in  this  industry. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  It  is  my  desire,  as  shown  al¬ 
ready,  that  this  matter  shall  be  fully  and  carefully 
considered,  and  in  no  sense  in  a  party  spirit.  It 
Mr.  Mills  (Bothwell). 


was  for  that  reason  that  I  departed  from  the  prin¬ 
ciple  for  which  I  have  been  contending  lately,  and 
sought  from  the  House  direct,  the  authority  that 
I  perhaps  could  have  obtained  from  the  Governor 
in  Council.  I  would  be  very  happy  to  do  as  the 
hon.  gentleman  has  suggested,  and  to  lay  before 
the  House  some  interesting  information  I  have 
received  from  Mr.  Neilson,  who  is  employed  by 
the  Government  of  Newfoundland,  and  who  has 
been  exceedingly  courteous  in  giving  my  depart¬ 
ment  a  great  deal  of  valuable  information  on  the 
subject.  I  have  also  another  report,  and  I  will 
lay  them  before  the  House  previous  to  the  matter 
being  considered. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  House  resolved  itself  into 
Committee  on  the  resolutions. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Mr.  TUPPER.  My  object  is  to  save  unneces¬ 
sary  repetition  of  the  long  arguments  that  will  be 
advanced  in  considering  this  subject.  I  asked  the 
House  to  take  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill  and. 
then  adopt  these  resolutions,  which  will,  after 
being  adopted  by  this  committee,  be  referred  with 
the  Bill  to  the  committee  of  the  Whole  House  again. 
No  hon.  gentleman  will  be  prejudiced  in  the 
slightest  degree,  because  those  clauses  will  have  to 
be  adopted  and  considered  again  in  committee 
with  the  Bill. 

Mr.  FLINT.  I  presume  there  will  be  no  assump¬ 
tion  that  there  is  any  assent  on  our  part  to  the 
resolution. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  Not  in  the  slightest.  It  is 
simply  to  save  time. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  They  will  be  adopted 
on  that  distinct  understanding. 

Resolutions  read  the  first  and  second  times  and 
reported. 

Mr.  TUPPER  moved  that  the  resolutions  be 
referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  Bill 
(No.  9). 

Motion  agreed  to. 

SUPPLY— DUTY  ON  BINDING  TWINE. 

Mr.  FOSTER  moved  that  the  House  again 
resolve  itself  into  Committee  of  Supply. 

Mr.  WATSON  moved  : 

That  it  is  computed  that  fourteen  millions  of  pounds 
(14,000,000  lbs.)  of'  binding  twine  are  annually  consumed 
by  the  farmers  of  Canada  in  harvesting  their  crops. 

Whereas  they  are  subjected  under  the  present  tariff  to  a 
duty  of  25  per  cent  act  valorem,  having  thereby  inflicted 
upon  them  a  tax  of  $400,000  and  upwards  per  annum, 
while  at  the  same  time  fishermen  are  allowed  to  import 
twine  for  use  in  their  business  free  of  duty,  under  which 
exemption  twine  to  the  value  of  $424,023  is  imported  free 
of  duty,  and  it  further  .appears  that  the  revenue  derived 
from  the  duty  on  binding  twine  for  the  year  1891  amounts 
to  $6,192,  and,  consequently,  a  tax  of  over  $400,000  is 
imposed  upon  the  farmers  of  Canada  without  any  appre¬ 
ciable  advantage  to  the  revenue  ;  such  taxation  being 
doubly  unjustifiable  in  view  of  the  exemption  allowed  the 
fishermen  of  Canada  in  respect  of  twine  used  by  them  : 

That  it  is  therefore  expedient  that  binding  twine  should 
be  placed  on  the  Free  List. 

He  said  :  For  the  last  six  weeks,  I  have  had  a 
resolution  on  the  Paper  providing  that  binder 
twine  should  be  placed  on  the  free  list.  I  allowed 
that  motion  to  drop  last  night  for  the  sake  of 
arriving  at  other  notices  of  motion  on  the  Paper, 
and  I  now  take  the  opportunity  to  move  in 
the  direction  I  have  indicated.  It  is  hardly 
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necessary  for  me  to  take  up  the  time  of  the 
House  in  discussing  this  question,  as  it  has  already 
been  considerably  debated  this  session,  and  also 
during  previous  sessions,  but  I  find  new  evidence 
of  the  necessity  of  placing  this  article  on  the 
free  list  almost  every  day,  and  we  have  had  an 
enormous  amount  of  petitions  presented  to  this 
House  during  this  session  from  the  Patrons  of  In¬ 
dustry  and  other  associations,  asking  that  the  duty 
be  taken  off.  I  hold  in  my  hand  a  copy  of  a 
petition  presented  to  this  House  from  the  Grand 
Association  of  the  Patrons  of  Industry  in  the  Pro¬ 
vince  of  Manitoba,  signed  by  Charles  Braithwhite, 
Grand  President,  and  other  officers  of  the  Grand 
Lodge : 

“  We.  your  petitioners,  members  of  the  Provincial 
Association  of  the  Patrons  of  Industry  in  the  Province  of 
Manitoba,  represented  by  the  undersigned  members  of 
the  Executive  Board  of  the  Grand  Association  for  the  said 
province,  humbly  showeth  : 

“  1.  That  the  duty  now  existing  on  binding  twine  operates 
materially  to  the  disadvantage  of  the  consumer  ; 

“2.  Your  petitioners  desire  to  show  that  the  existing  duty 
has  the  effect  of  preventing  the  increase  of  the  cultivated 
area  ; 

“  3.  That  the  cost  of  binding  twine,  owing  to  the  duty, 
bears  heavily  on  the  farmers  in  this  province. 

“Therefore,  your  petitioners  humbly  pray  that  your 
honourable  body  will  pass  the  necessary  legislation,  at 
this  session  of  your  Parliament,  that  will  have  the  effect 
of  removing  the  said  duty  on  binding  twine,  and  that  the 
said  legislation  asked  for  by  your 'petitioners  may  take 
effect  without  delay. 

“  And  your  petitioners  will  ever  pray. 

“  Signed  for  ex-Board, 

“  CHAS.  BRAITHWAITE,  Grand  Pres. 

JAMES  BURL  AND,  Grand  Vice  Pres. 

W.  C.  GRAHAM,  Grand  Sec.-Treas. 

J.  H.  MARTIN,  ) 

W.  M.  CREIGHTON,  >  Trustees .” 

ANDREW  THOMPSON,  ) 

I  also  find  from  the  Province  of  Ontario,  from  the 
Dominion  Grange,  a  petition  presented  to  this 
Parliament,  which  was  circulated  largely  through¬ 
out  the  country.  This  petition  goes  on  to  state  : 

“  That  the  self-binder  is  one  of  the  most  expensive  as 
well  as  the  most  useful  of  agricultural  machines,  but  in 
its  use  binder  twine  is  indispensable  ; 

“  That  from  two  to  four  pounds  of  twine  is  required  to 
bind  the  crop  grown  upon  an  acre,  according  to  the 
weight  of  the  crop  ; 

“  That  the  retail  price  of  binder  twine  during  the 
harvest  of  1891  was  from  10  to  14  cents  per  pound,  accord¬ 
ing  to  the  brand  ; 

“  That  in  the  great  grain-producing  provinces  of  the 
North-West  and  Ontario,  the  cost  of  binder  twine  is  an 
important  and  ever  recurring  item  each  year  in  the  ex¬ 
pense  of  the  farm  which  must  be  provided  for.  Unlike 
the  twine  in  a  fisherman’s  net,  which  can  be  used  over  and 
over  again,  and  when  broken  can  be  repaired,  binder 
twine  when  once  used  is  done,  and  each  sheaf  requires 
new  twine  ; 

“  That  the  operations  of  trusts  and  combines  are  con¬ 
ducted  with  great  secrecy,  and  much  difficulty  is  experi¬ 
enced  in  procuring  any  information  respecting  them,  but 
there  seems  to  be  scarcely  room  for  a  doubt,  that  the 
supply  of  binder  twine  is  controlled  by  an  American  com¬ 
bine,  called  the  ‘  National  Cordage  Company,’  having  its 
head  office  in  the  United  States,  with  a  branch  office  in 
Montreal  to  supply  the  Canadian  trade,  or  this  same  com¬ 
bine  operating  under  some  other  name  ; 

“  We  therefore  pray,  that  the  duty  upon  binder  twine, 
imported  into  Canada,  be  abolished,  and  that  it  be  placed 
upon  the  free  list,  as  little,  if  any,  revenue  is  derived  from 
its  importation,  and  such  an  Act  would  destroy  the  power 
of  a  body  of  foreign  monopolists  to  levy  and  collect  a  tax 
from  the  Canadian  farmer  for  their  own  aggrandize¬ 
ment.” 

Now,  I  think  the  evidence  in  such  petitions  we 
should  carefully  consider.  No  one  can  doubt  that 
the  farmers  are  entitled  to  some  slight  considera¬ 
tion  in  this  matter.  There  is  little  or  no  revenue 
collected  on  binding  twine,  and,  that  being  the 
case,  there  can  be  no  objection  on  the  score  of 


revenue  to  striking  off  the  duty,  Objection  was 
raised  in  years  gone  by  that  the  binding  twine  in¬ 
dustry  was  one  which  had  grown  up  in  Canada, 
’and  that  it  should  be  protected  ;  but  we  find,  and 
I  think  beyond  doubt  it  can  be  stated  here,  that, 
so  far  as  Canadians  are  concerned,  all  their  interest 
in  the  cordage  company  has  ceased.  There  can  be 
no  doubt  that  the  facts  show  that  the  National 
Cordage  Company  of  the  United  States  control  the 
cordage  interest  in  Canada.  This  matter  is  not 
only  agitating  the  consumers,  but  the  men  who 
deal  in  binding  twiue.  I  received  a  letter  yester¬ 
day  from  Mr.  Charles  Braith waite,  the  Grand  Presi¬ 
dent  of  the  Grand  Association  of  Patrons  of  Industry 
of  Manitoba,  in  which  he  says  : 

“  We  cannot  get  quotations  on  binding  twine  at  present, 
as  the  dealers  are  waiting  to  see  what  the  Government  is 
going  to  do  with  regard  to  removing  the  duty,” 

Showing  that  the  duty  does  affect  the  price  of 
binding  twine,  that  the  dealers  have  not  placed  their 
orders  yet  for  binding  twine  because  of  the  duty. 
Last  year  I  know  a  firm  in  Portage  la  Prairie  that 
handles  both  American  and  Canadian  binding 
twine  told  me  that  it  was  a  toss  up  whether  they 
should  purchase  American  binding  twine  and  pay 
the  duty  or  should  buy  Canadian  twine.  There 
was  little  or  no  difference  between  the  price  of 
Canadian  binding  twine,  showing  that  they  had  to 
pay  every  cent  of  this  25  per  cent  duty  on  binding 
twine.  This  Mr.  Braithwaite  has  been  in  commu¬ 
nication  with  the  manufacturers  of  binding  twine, 
and  he  says  : 

“  I  have  a  guarantee  from  Belfast,  Ireland,  with  a  first- 
class  sample  of  twine  measuring  550  feet  per  pound  ; 
breaking  strain  70  lb.” 

It  must  be  remembered,  in  considering  this  binding 
twine  question,  that  it  is  not  only  the  price  that  is 
to  be  considered  but  the  number  of  feet  per  pound 
in  the  twine,  because  that  affects  the  value.  This 
Mr.  Braithwaite  is  a  practical  farmer,  and  occupies 
the  distinguished  position  of  president  of  the 
Patrons  of  Industry  in  the  Province  of  Manitoba, 
who  number  up  in  the  thousands.  I  find  by  com¬ 
parison  that  the  Red  Cap  brand,  which  is  a  brand 
which  has  been  sold  very  largely  throughout  the 
Dominion,  measures  only  525  feet  per  pound  while 
this  sample  from  Belfast  gave  550  feet  per  pound. 
The  Crown  brand,  which  is  also  sold  very  largely, 
measures  490  feet  per  pound.  So  this  Belfast  sample 
of  550  feet  per  pound,  with  a  breaking  strain  of 
70  lbs.,  can  be  delivered  at  Halifax  for  cents  per 
pound  and  delivered  at  central  parts  of  Manitoba  for 
10^  cents  per  pound,  if  the  duty  were  removed,  but 
with  the  duty  it  would  cost  over  13  cents  per  pound. 
Now,  after  the  motion  which  was  made  in  this 
House  last  night,  we  believe  we  should  do  all  we  can 
to  foster  and  encourage  the  trade  with  Great 
Britain  as  far  as  we  can,  without  making  any  sacrifice 
of  ourselves,  and  now  we  are  practically  deriving  no 
revenue  from  binding  twine,  and  if  the  duty  is  taken 
off  that  article  and  it  can  be  sold  to  the  farmers  in 
Manitoba  for  104  cents  instead  of  the  13  or  14 
cents  a  pound  they  have  to  pay  to-day,  the  Govern¬ 
ment  is  in  duty  bound  to  remove  that  duty.  Last 
session,  while  this  matter  was  under  discussion, 
even  the  member  for  Selkirk  (Mr.  Daly),  who  voted 
against  the  resolution  proposed  by  the  member  for 
North  York  (Mr.  Mulock),  admitted  that  the  people 
of  Manitoba  suffered  from  this  duty  on  binding- 
twine,  but  he  said  he  believed  in  supporting  the 
National  Policy  all  through,  but  if  the  National 
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Cordage  Company  of  the  United  States  was  proved 
to  control  the  sale  of  binding  twine  in  Canada, 
then  he  would  hope  the  Government  would  remove 
the  duty,  and  every  one  else  hoped  the  same.  This 
tax  on  binding  twine  bears  heavily  on  the  farmers 
in  Canada,  but  more  especially  on  the  fanners  in 
the  North-West,  because  we  cultivate  per  capita  a 
much  larger  portion  of  land  than  is  cultivated  in 
any  other  part  of  Canada.  This  is  not  like  a 
tax  on  agricultural  implements,  which  may  last 
for  years,  but  it  is  an  annual  tax,  and  if  you  take 
3  pounds  an  acre,  which  was  the  average  last  year, 
it  runs  up  to  very  large  figures,  because  last  year 
in  Manitoba  alone  we  had  1,300,000  acres  in 
crop,  which,  at  3  pounds  per  acre,  gave  a  total  of 
3,900,000  pounds,  which,  at  an  extra  cost  of  3  cents 
a  pound  to  the  farmer,  amounts  to  $117,000  more 
than  it  should  have  cost  the  farmers  of  Manitoba 
for  the  privilege  of  using  Canadian  binding  twine. 
In  the  North-West  Territories  300,000  acres  were 
under  cultivation,,  requiring  about  900,000  pounds 
of  twine,  or  paying  an  extra  cost  of  $27,000.  The 
total  extra  cost  in  Manitoba  and  the  North-West 
last  year  was  $144,000.  Take  the  small  population 
of  Manitoba  and  the  North-West,  and  you  will  see 
that  they  are,  without  reason,  taxed  that  enormous 
sum,  not  for  the  benefit  of  any  industry  in  Canada, 
but  to  assist  in  making  millionaires  of  the  members 
of  the  National  Cordage  Company  of  the  United 
States,  who  control  the  sale  of  binding  twine  in 
Canada.  There  may  be  some  here  who  may  have 
some  interest  in  that  cordage  company.  I  believe 
the  hon.  member  for  Halifax  had  some  interest  in 
it,  but  it  is  well  known  that  the  National  Cordage 
Company  of  the  United  States  control  the  binding 
twine  in  this  country.  I  find  that  reference  is 
made  to  this  in  the  Boston  Daily  Advertiser ,  which, 
in  the  course  of  a  favourable  notice  of  the  National 
Cordage  Company’s  affairs,  says  : 

“  The  company  actually  has  purchased  all  the  cordage 
mills  in  Canada,  and  the  cordage  business  of  the  Dom¬ 
inion  of  Canada  is  protected  by  a  tariff  wall  which  enables 
the  business  to  work  at  a  profit.” 

They  full}7  realize  the  benefit  which  the  National 
Cordage  Company  have  in  owning  the  cordage  mills 
in  Canada,  in  having  this  protection,  because,  by 
having  this  little  preserve  of  5,000,000  people  di¬ 
vided  off,  they  can  charge  3  cents  a  pound  extra 
on  binding  twine.  I  have  carefully  prepared,  last 
year  and  this  year,  a  statement  showing  the  differ¬ 
ence  of  the  cost  of  binding  twine  in  Canada  and  the 
United  States.  I  have  the  figures  from  the  con¬ 
sumers  and  from  the  sellers  of  binding  twine,  and, 
in  almost  every  case,  the  difference  in  cost  is  about 
the  difference  in  the  duty,  from  2f  cents  to  3  cents 
a  pound.  Last  year  we  imported  196,358  pounds, 
of  the  value  of  $24,595,  on  which  a  duty  was  col¬ 
lected  of  $6,190.00  Divide  the  value,  and  that 
amounts  to  3XV  cents  per  pound.  The  one-tenth  of 
a  cent  per  pound  is  sufficient  to  keep  out  the 
American  article,  and  that  gives  the  branch  of  the 
cordage  company’s  institution  in  Canada  the  ad¬ 
vantage  of  charging  3  cents  extra  per  pound  on  bind¬ 
ing  twine  to  the  farmers  of  Canada.  Taking  the 
statistics  of  all  the  provinces  last  year  and  allowing 
25  per  cent  of  the  crop  in  Canada  to  be  bound  other¬ 
wise  than  by  binding  twine,  it  would  take  14,000,- 
000  pounds  of  binding  twine  to  bind  the  sheaves  on 
our  farms,  so  that  it  means  an  extra  tax  paid  on 
account  of  the  duty  of  3  cents  a  pound,  or  about 
$420,000,  and  all  we  received  in  the  way  of  duty 
Mr.  Watson. 


on  binding  twine  last  year  was  $6,192.  There  ap¬ 
pears  to  be  no  possible  justification  for  the  Govern¬ 
ment  retaining  that  duty  on  binding  twine.  We 
might  hope  from  expressions  made  in  this  House 
by  the  late  Minister  of  Customs,  now  Minister  of 
Militia,  that,  whenever  the  Government  were 
shown  that  there  was  any  increased  price  placed 
on  an  article  on  account  of  a  combine  or  trust  or 
any  foreign  corporation  attempting  to  control  any 
industry  in  Canada,  then  the  Government  should 
step  in  and  relieve  the  people.  I  find  that  on  the 
6th  July,  1891,  the  Minister  of  Militia,  who  was 
then  Minister  of  Customs,  spoke  as  follows  : — 

“  The  Government  are  always  alive  to  that  which  they 
believe  to  be  in  the  interest  of  the  consumer  as  well  as  the 
manufacturer.  Whenever  they  found  that  the  salt  in¬ 
dustry  was  controlled  to  such  an  extent  as  to  become  at 
all  burdensome  to  the  people,  they  took  the  first  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  reduce  the  duty.  And  if  it  be  true  that  the 
American  combination  for  the  manufacture  of  twine  has 
oris  about  to  secure  all  the  cordage  factories  in  this  coun¬ 
try  and  keep  up  the  price,  then  it  will  be  the  duty  of  the 
Government  to  see  how  far  they  will  go  in  regulating  it  in 
order  to  prevent  the  colossal  fortunes  to  which  hon. 
gentlemen  have  referred  being  made  by  the  manufac¬ 
turers.” 

Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  had  hoped  that  it  would  not 
be  necessary  for  any  member  of  this  House  to  rise 
in  his  place  and  offer  a  resolution  asking  these 
duties  to  be  removed,  because  the  Minister  of 
Militia  admitted  in  that  speech  that  so  soon  as 
what  has  taken  place,  had  taken  place,  the  Govern¬ 
ment  would  then  find  it  their  duty  to  step  in  and 
interfere  with  the  protection  on  twine,  but  so  far 
the  Government  have  not  come  down  with  a 
measure  to  relieve  the  farmers  of  this  burden.  I 
hoped,  in  allowing  my  motion  to  stand  from  day 
to  day  and  week  to  week,  that  the  Government 
would  see  their  way  to  come  down  and  make  a 
statement  to  this  House  of  their  intention  to  remove 
the  dutj7  on  binding  twine  and  place  that  article 
on  the  free  list.  Now,  after  we  have  heard  that 
in  the  Province  of  Manitoba  dealers  in  binding 
twine  will  not  give  quotations  to  the  farmers  until 
they  find  whether  the  Government  are  going  to 
remove  the  duty,  I  think  it  is  time  to  move  in  the 
matter.  In  the  session  of  1888  there  was  a  com¬ 
mittee  known  as  the  Combines  Committee,  which 
sat  in  a  room  adjoining  this  Chamber  for  weeks, 
attempting  to  drafta  Bill  to  beplaced  on  the  Statute- 
book  that  would  prevent  these  combinations. 
That  committee  never  amounted  to  much,  in  fact 
I  do  not  know  that  it  has  ever  been  of  any  benefit 
to  the  people  at  all.  I  find  on  the  Journals  of  the 
House,  page  403,  session  of  1888,  the  evidence  of 
Alexander  W.  Morris,  a  manufacturer  of  Montreal. 
Being  examined  by  Mr.  Gillmor,  a  member  of  that 
committee,  he  gave  this  testimony  : 

“  Mr.  Connors  is  in  your  combination? — He  was  in,  but 
there  is  no  combination  now. 

“How  many  were  there  in  the  combination  ?— Five. 

“  You  proportioned  out  what  each  should  make? — Yes, 
we  had  each  a  stated  percentage. 

“What  proportion  of  all  the  quantity  that  was  to  be 
made  for  Canada,  did  he  make? — On  binder  twine  last 
year  he  had  a  percentage,  I  think,  of  10  per  cent  of  the 
whole  ;  and  I  think  he  manufactured  about  two  tons  of 
twine. 

“How  much  did  he  get  last  year  out  of  the  pool,  as 
you  call  it,  as  near  as  you  can  tell?— I  think  about 
$6,000  or  $7,000.  Perhaps  as  much  as  that.  It  might  be 
$5,000. 

“For  making  rope  ? — No,  not  making  binder  twine.” 
Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  clearly  shows  that  a  com- 
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bination  was  formed  even  before  the  National 
Cordage  Company  bought  up  the  cordage  companies 
of  Canada,  and  now  that  they  have  all  been 
absorbed  by  this  great  National  Cordage  Company 
of  the  United  States,  I  think  it  is  certainly  time 
the  Government  should  move  to  relieve  our  farmers 
of  this  burden.  To  my  mind  there  is  no  justifi¬ 
cation  for  retaining  the  duty  any  longer.  Now, 
Sir,  as  this  matter  has  been  discussed  at  some  length 
on  a  previous  notice  of  motion  asking  for  a  return, 
and  as  this  House  are  probably  possessed  of  all  the 
facts  that  can  be  produced,  and  must  be  convinced 
by  this  time  that  this  duty  should  be  remoyed,  I 
do  not  propose  to  take  up  any  further  the  time  of 
the  House,  and  will  simply  leave  the  motion  in 
your  hands. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  As  this  matter  was  pretty 
thoroughly  discussed  last  session  and  has  been 
ventilated  to  some  extent  this  session,  I  shall 
only  speak  for  a  moment.  I  may  say  that  I  recent¬ 
ly  received  a  communication  from  the  Secretary  of 
the  Dominion  Grange  of  Canada,  and  it  contains 
an  item  which  I  will  read  to  the  House,  inasmuch 
as  some  hon.  gentlemen  are  in  the  habit  of  con¬ 
tending  that  this  tax  in  no  way  adds  to  the  cost 
of  the  material.  I  remember  last  session  that  a 
number  of  hon.  gentlemen  took  that  ground.  They 
said  that  the  duty  added  nothing  to  the  cost,  that 
the  farmers  were  supplied  with  a  better  article, 
and  in  proof  that  it  did  not  add  anything  to  the 
cost,  they  turned  to  the  blue-book  and  showed  that 
none  of  the  manufactured  articles  ever  came  in 
through  the  custom  house,  and  so  they  argued 
that  because  no  money  was  dropped  into  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  slot  at  the  custom  house,  none  came  out 
of  the  pockets  of  the  people.  Well,  unfortunately 
for  this  theory,  the  farmers  have  come  to  a  very 
different  conclusion,  and  this  House  has  been 
flooded  with  petitions,  I  understand,  from  the  farm¬ 
ing  community  upon  this  subject.  I  think  we 
might  allow  them  to  know  something  about  their 
own  business.  My  hon.  friend  has  cited  the  evi¬ 
dence  of  the  Grand  Lodge  of  the  Patrons  of  In¬ 
dustry  of  Manitoba  ;  my  communication,  as  I  said 
before,  is  from  the  Dominion  Grange.  My  corres¬ 
pondent  is  the  Secretary  of  the  Dominion  Grange 
of  Canada,  Mr.  Robert  Wilkie,  and  the  paragraph 
to  which  I  wish  to  call  attention  is  as  follows  : — 

“  I  may  just  say  that  while  the  duty  on  binder  twine  here 
is  25  per  cent,  the  American  duty  is  only  7'10  of  a  cent 
per  pound ;  that  standard  twine  cost  American  farmers 
iast  harvest  8^  cents  per  pound  and  the  Canadian  farmers 
all  up  to  12  cents,  or  say  about  3  cents  per  pound  more, 
which  just  about  makes  (he  amount  of  the  duty.” 

My  correspondent  is  writing  from  Ontario,  and  is 
giving  the  cost  of  standard  twine  in  that  province 
as  compared  with  the  cost  of  the  similar  article  in 
the  United  States.  It  will  be  observed  from  the 
above  that  the  evidence  of  the  Dominion  Grange 
harmonized  with  that  of  the  Patrons  of  Industry 
of  Manitoba  in  the  statement  they  both  make  that 
the  cost  is  3  cents  per  pound  higher  than  in  the 
United  States.  There  is  no  controversy  about  this 
point,  that  the  duty  in  the  United  States  is  only  § 
of  a  cent  per  pound. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  &  of  a  cent. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Yes  in  the  States,  while  in 
Canada  it  is  25  per  cent.  In  other  words,  the  oppor¬ 
tunity  given  to  the  manufacturer  to  increase  his 
price  by  the  force  of  combines  by  virtue  of  this 


tariff  is  over  400  per  cent  greater  than  in  the 
United  States.  Whereas  x77  of  a  cent  is  all  the  tax 
the  American  manufacturer  can  impose  on  this 
necessary  article,  the  Canadian  manufacturer  under 
our  tariff  can  impose  3  cents  a  pound,  or  over 
400  per  cent  more  than  the  American.  We  talk 
about  protecting  native  industries.  Here  is  how 
we  are  protecting  Canadian  farmers,  who  have  to 
meet  the  American  wheat  exporters  in  England 
and  in  the  markets  of  Europe.  The  Canadian 
farmer  is  handicapped  a‘s  against  his  rival  to  the 
south,  to  say  nothing  of  the  English  farmer  who 
gets  his  manufactured  articles  free  of  this  duty.  I 
wonder  that  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  who  are  so 
solicitous  for  the  welfare  of  the  Canadian  people, 
especially  when  that  welfare  is  at  all  in  competi¬ 
tion  with  that  of  the  people  to  the  south  of  the 
line,  do  not  on  this  occasion  relieve  them  of  this 
unfair  burden,  one  not  only  onerous,  but  doubly  so 
as  against  the  position  of  our  rivals  to  the  south. 
Last  session  the  Government  had  all  these  facts 
before  them,  as  they  have  them  to-day.  It  is  true 
there  were  differences  of  opinion  expressed  in  the 
House,  but  I  am  not  aware  that  there  has  been 
any  change  in  the  situation.  The  cordage 
combine  in  the  United  States  had  last  session, 
prior  to  our  dealing  with  this  matter,  acquired  the 
whole  manufacturing  trade  of  Canada.  That  is 
the  condition  of  things  to-day  ;  and  I  fail  to  under¬ 
stand,  with  this  information,  why  the  Government 
have  not  before  this  solved  this  problem,  and 
placed  binding  twine  on  the  free  list.  Of  course, 
if  their  contention  is  sound,  that  the  duty  does 
not  enhance  the  cost  to  the  farmer,  we  can  under¬ 
stand  their  not  taking  off  the  tax.  The  arguments 
advanced  by  their  supporters  last  year  must  on 
that  basis  be  correct,  and  then  I  can  understand 
their  doing  what  they  did  last  session,  voting  down 
this  resolution.  Rut  with  the  evidence  supplied 
to  the  country  last  year,  how  that  the  removal  of 
the  duty  on  sugar  was  immediately  followed  by  a 
reduction  in  price  in  Canada,  remembering  that 
the  Minister  of  Finance  had  taken  pains  to  point 
out  that  he  had  taken  off  $3,000,000  of  taxes  from 
the  shoulders  of  the  people  by  removing  those 
duties,  I  should  like  to  know  by  what  process  of 
reasoning  he  can  prove  that  the  removal  of  the 
duty  on  binding  twine  would  not  be  followed  by 
similar  results.  If  there  was  any  possible  argu¬ 
ment  in  favour  of  sugar,  it  is  infinitely  greater  in  the 
other  case.  For  whereas  of  sugar  there  were  several 
manufacturers  who  were  to  some  extent  indepen¬ 
dent  corporations,  and  competed  for  customers,  no 
one  will  contend  that  there  is  any  competition  with 
respect  to  binding  twine  in  Canada.  If,  therefore, 
the  prices  of  sugar  fell  by  the  amount  of  duty 
removed,  which  the  Minister  of  Finance  asserted 
last  session,  much  more  will  a  similar  reduction 
of  price  follow  the  removal  of  the  protection  given 
to  manufacturers  in  Canada — I  will  not  say  to  the 
Canadian  manufacturer,  but  to  the  American — by 
an  American  binding  twine  combine,  which  has 
acquired  control  of  the  Canadian  market.  I  cannot 
conceive  of  anything  more  unpatriotic  on  the  part 
of  the  representatives  of  the  people  than  their  allow¬ 
ing  a  foreign  institution,  citizens  of  a  foreign  coun¬ 
try,  to  come  here  and  take  advantage  of  our  system 
to  tax  our  people.  We  welcome  them  and  their 
capital,  of  course,  and  I  suppose  we  cannot  blame 
them  if  our  institutions  permit  them  to  become 
tax  collectors ;  but  the  time  has  arrived  when 
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legislation  should  not  allow  either  Canadians  or 
foreigners  through  the  means  of  a  protective  system, 
to  tax  the  people  and  put  the  taxes  in  the  pockets 
of  the  American  manufacturers. 

It  being  six  o’clock,  the  Speaker  left  the  Chair. 

After  Recess. 

Mr.  SUTHERLAND.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  do  not 
intend  taking  up  the  time' of  the  House  discussing 
this  question  at  length,  because  it  has  often  been 
discussed  before,  and  the  details  connected  with  it 
are  well  known  to  hon.  gentlemen.  I  hold  in  my 
hand  the  report  of  the  Cordage  Company  of  the 
United  States,  and  it  occurred  to  me  that  the  re¬ 
port  of  that  company  was  such  that  if  it  were 
brought  to  the  notice  of  the  Government  and  of  the 
House,  it  might  have  some  influence  on  any  action 
which  they  may  take  with  regard  to  the  removal 
of  the  duty  on  binding  twine.  I  will  avail  myself 
of  this  opportunity  to  read  a  few  short  clauses  from 
the  report  of  the  president  of  that  cordage  com¬ 
bination,  referring  to  the  properties  controlled 
by  the  company  : 

“  The  properties  now  owned  and  controlled  by  the  com¬ 
pany  are  situated  in  many  states  of  the  Union,  and  the 
provinces  in  Canada,  and  are  49  in  number.  Among  those 
owned  and  controlled  by  the  company  including  all  the 
mills  in  Canada  and  several  of  the  largest  mills  in  Boston 
and  in  the  west  and  south-west.” 

Now,  Sir,  in  the  financial  report  of  the  company, 
submitted  at  the  same  meeting,  I  find  that  the 
profits  on  the  operations  for  the  last  year  are 
$1 ,406,313.45  ;  that  the  dividends  paid  to  the 
stockholders  of  that  combine  were  $1,300,000, 
and  I  find  that  another  paragraph  of  that  financial 
report  says  : 

“  It  is  very  difficult  at  this  time  to  give  a  correct  esti¬ 
mate  of  the  profits  of  the  business  for  the  quarter  ending 
31st  January.  I  feel  safe  in  stating,  however,  that, 
after  deducting  expenses,  rentals  and  all  fixed  charges, 
these  profits  will  be  found  sufficient  to  pay  the  entire 
annual  dividend  of  $400,000  on  the  preferred  stock,  and 
the  quarterly  dividend  of  $250,000  on  the  common  stock, 
besides  leaving  a  large  surplus.” 

Thus  the  estimated  profits  of  this  cordage  combine 
for  one  quarter  of  a  year,  ending  the  31st  December, 
1891,  are  said  to  be  sufficient  to  pay  the  dividends 
on  the  preferential  stock  as  well  as  to  divide  $250,- 
000  among  the  other  stockholders.  Now,  Sir,  while 
it  is  the  policy  of  those  who  favour  protection  in 
this  country  to  protect  our  own  home  industries 
and  to  build  up  manufacturing  institutions  in  Can¬ 
ada,  I  am  satisfied  from  the  statement  which  I  have 
now  submitted  to  the  House  that  no  argument  can 
be  based  in  favour  of  continuing  this  duty  for  the 
purpose  of  protecting  our  own  home  industries, 
because  it  will  be  plainly  seen  that  all  the  cordage 
ccfinpanies  in  Canada  are  under  the  control  of  this 
Yankee  combine,  and  that  by  maintaining  the  duty 
and  taxing  the  farmers  and  the  people  in  this  mat¬ 
ter,  it  is  only  putting  money  into  the  pockets  of 
the  American  stockholders  and  controllers  of  this 
combination.  I  do  not  think  that  is  the  idea  of  the 
National  Policy.  I  do  not  think  that  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  or  the  members  supporting  this  system  are 
desirous  of  taking  the  money  from  the  people  of 
this  country  to  enrich  these  Yankee  manipulators. 
If  this  is  actually  the  state  of  affairs,  and  therecanbe 
no  doubt  but  it  is,  it  is  very  desirable  that  this  reso¬ 
lution  should  prevail  and  that  the  Government 
should  consider  the  desirability  of  removing  the 
Mr.  Mulock. 


duty  from  binding  twine  and  thereby  reducing  its 
cost  to  the  farmers  of  the  country.  It  may  be 
argued,  and  I  heard  the  argument  used,  that  as  the 
American  combination  controls  all  the  mills  in 
Canada,  that  therefore  the  price  would  not  be  re¬ 
duced  to  the  farmers  if  the  duty  were  taken  off. 
In  answer  to  this  I  would  point  out  that  there  are 
only  a  certain  number  of  mills  controlled  by  the 
combine  in  the  United  States,  that  the  price  at  the 
present  time  there  is  lower  than  in  Canada,  and 
that  if  the  duty  were  removed  the  Canadian 
farmers  would  have  the  benefit  of  the  competition 
of  the  American  mills  not  in  the  combine.  Twine 
is  also  manufactured  in  Great  Britain  and  we  could 
import  it  from  there.  It  is,  therefore,  useless  to 
argue  that  because  the  combination  controls  all  the 
Canadian  mills  that  the  price  would  not  be  reduced 
to  our  farmers.  I  think  I  have  clearly  shown  to 
this  House  and  to  the  Government  that  this  com¬ 
bination  having  got  control  of  all  the  factories  in 
this  country,  and  in  view  of  the  immense  profits 
they  are  making  out  of  this  institution,  that  it  is 
desirable  from  every  standpoint  in  the  interests  of 
the  agriculturists  of  this  country  that  some 
action  should  be  taken.  A  leading  supporter  of  the 
Government  and  a  protectionist  has  remarked  that 
a  Government  pledged  to  protection  is  bound  to  act 
against  combines.  I  am  satisfied  that  never  in  the 
past,  nor,  I  suppose,  never  in  the  future  will  we  be 
able  to  so  plainly  show  that  this  is  a  combination 
which  has  full  control  of  the  manufacture  of  the 
article  which  we  are  discussing,  and  in  such  a  manner 
as  to  increase  the  price  w ithout  conferring  any  benefit 
on  the  country.  I  hope  that  it  will  be  considered 
by  the  Government  that  while  we  may  maintain 
the  protective  policy  here  the  object  was  to  build 
up  the  industries  of  our  own  country,  but  that 
through  some  manipulation  and  combine  on  the 
part  of  those  who  have  control  of  a  certain  in¬ 
dustry,  all  the  extra  taxation  on  the  people  of  this 
country  goes  to  the  benefit  of  capitalists  in  a 
foreign  country.  When  this  state  of  affairs  exists 
I  think  it  is  time  that  action  should  be  taken  to 
relieve  our  people  from  the  burden.  I  hope,  Sir, 
that  this  resolution  will  carry.  I  hope  that  the 
Government  will  take  this  into  consideration,  and 
that  they  will  remove  from  the  shoulders  of  the 
agriculturists  of  this  country  the  taxation  which 
they  complain  of  so  bitterly.  We  have  had  peti¬ 
tions  sent  to  us  from  representative  institutions  of 
agriculturists,  and  we  have  had  members  support¬ 
ing  the  Government  in  this  House  state  that  their 
constituents  are  desirous  of  having  this  duty 
removed.  I  believe  that  the  arguments  which 
have  been  offered  in  favour  of  the  removal  of  this 
duty  have  been  such  that  it  is  impossible  to  resist 
them,  and  I  hope  that  the  resolution  of  my  hon. 
friend  from  Marquette  (Mr.  Watson)  will  carry. 

Mr.  O’BRIEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  mover  of  this 
resolution  has  apparently  designedly  framed  it  in 
such  a  form  as  to  make  it  as  objectionable  as  possi¬ 
ble  to  hon.  gentlemen  on  this  side  of  the  House  ; 
even  to  those  who  may  be  inclined  to  take  part  with 
him  in  his  desire  to  see  a  change  made  in  regard  to 
this  particular  article.  He  prefaces  his  resolution 
with  a  preamble  which  is  based  upon  an  assumption, 
which,  if  not  capable  of  disproof,  is  certainly  not 
capable  of  proof  and  has  not  been  proved.  He 
bases  his  preamble  upon  the  assumption  thkt  the 
price  of  binding  twine  in  this  country  has  been  in- 
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creased  exactly  by  the  amount  of  the  duty  levied 
upon  that  article.  That,  Sir,  is  an  argument  which 
has  been  brought  forward  upon  that  side  of  the 
House  whenever  we  have  discussed  anything  in  re¬ 
ference  to  the  National  Policy.  I  entirely  dissent 
from  that  proposition.  If  it  were  a  well-founded 
proposition,  why  then  there  would  be  very  little  to 
be  said  in  favour  of  a  protective  tariff,  because  we 
have  always  contended— those  of  us,  at  any  rate,  who 
are  not  interested  in  manufactures,  and  who  believe 
that  a  certain  degree  of  protection  was, under  certain 
circumstances,  and  will  be  under  certain  circum¬ 
stances  necessary  to  the  protection  of  our  own  in¬ 
dustries — that  the  competition  which  prevails  in 
the  country  has  always  been  sufficient  to  keep  the 
prices  down  to  a  reasonable  figure,  and  I  believe 
that  such  has  been  the  case,  as  has  been  shown  in  a 
variety  of  instances. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  As  in  sugar. 

Mr.  O’BRIEN.  The  hon.  gentleman  talks  about 
sugar.  I  am  a  little  antonished  that  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  North  York  (Mr.  Mulock),  in  endeavour¬ 
ing  to  support  the  argument  of  the  hon.  member 
for  Marquette  (Mr.  Watson),  spoke  about  the  duty 
on  sugar,  and  said  that  because  the  duty  was  taken 
off  sugar  and  that  the  price  of  that  article  was 
reduced,  that  therefore  the  same  thing  must  occur 
in  the  case  of  binding  twine.  The  hon.  gentleman 
surely  does  not  require  to  be  taught  at  this  time  of 
day  the  first  principles  of  the  doctrine  as  to  who 
pays  the  duty.  Surely  there  is  a  distinction  to  be 
drawn  between  an  article  of  raw  material  brought 
into  this  country,  which  this  country  does  not  pro¬ 
duce,  and  an  article  which  is  manufactured  in  this 
country  ;  and  until  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  learn 
that  distinction,  their  discussions  on  the  subject  of 
a  protective  tariff  will  certainly  be  attended  with 
very  little  benefit  to  themselves  or  to  anybody  else. 
Now,'  Sir,  the  hon.  member  for  Marquette  (Mr. 
Watson),  who  moved  this  resolution,  assumes  in 
the  preamble  that  the  price  of  the  article  is  neces¬ 
sarily  increased  by  the  amount  of  the  duty, 
and  he  goes  on  to  base  on  that  assumption 
the  conclusion  that  farmers  pay  a  tax  of 
$400,000  a  year  on  binding  twine.  Now,  his 
premises,  if  not  disproved,  have  not  been  proved, 
and  I  do  not  think  they  are  capable  of  proof, 
because  I  believe  it  has  not  been  and  cannot  be 
established  that  the  farmers  in  the  United  States 
get  their  binding  twine  at  any  less  rate,  the  quali¬ 
ties  of  the  various  articles  being  taken  into  account, 
than  the  farmers  of  this  country.  There  are  certain 
qualities  of  binding  twine  that  have  been  sold  in 
this  country  at  lower  rates  than  any  of  the  rates 
quoted  as  prevailing  in  the  United  States  ;  but  I 
will  not  take  them  as  an  example.  This  long 
document,  which  has  been  laid  before  us  in  the 
interests  of  the  cordage  company,  and  which  I  have 
no  doubt  states  its  case  as  fully  and  strongly  as  it 
can  be  stated,  points  out  that  the  price  in  the 
United  States  of  binding  twine  in  1890  fell  to  an 
unprecedently  low  figure,  a  figure  below  th'e  actual 
cost  of  production  because  there  was  such  compe¬ 
tition  among  the  producers  of  the  article,  that  the 
duty  levied  on  it  made  no  difference  in  the  price- — 
which  effectually  disposes  of  the  argument  which 
the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills)  based 
upon  the  sugar  duty.  Now,  Sir,  the  premises  of  the 
resolution  being,  I  say,  unproved  and  improvable, 
we  can  place  very  little  reliance  on  its  conclusion, 
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and,  therefore,  the  whole  preamble  may  fairly  be 
struck  out,  if  we  desire  to  arrive  at  anything  like 
a  satisfactory  conclusion  on  this  question.  With 
regard  to  the  duty  itself,  I  think  we  may  safely 
lay  down  this  proposition,  and  I  lay  it  down  as  a 
supporter  of  the  National  Policy :  in  the  first 
place,  as  I  have  said  before  in  this  House,  the 
National  Policy  or  a  protective  tariff  is  not  a  thing 
to  be  desired  for  its  own  sake.  It  is  not  like  a 
question  in  morality  with  regard  to  a  thing  which 
is  to  be  esteemed  or  disregarded  on  account  of 
some  intrinsic  merit  of  its  own.  It  is  simply  a 
means  to  an  end,  and  as  long  as  it  attains  that  end 
it  should  be  maintained,  and  when  it  ceases  to  do 
so,  it  may  be  dealt  with  as  something  desirable  of 
reformation.  With  regard  to  this  particular  duty 
I  think  it  is  in  accordance  with  the  principles  of 
the  National  Policy  to  lay  down  this  rule  : 
That  the  moment  an  article  ceases  to  be  the 
product  of  an  independent  Canadian  industry, 
we  are  justified  in  dealing  with  it  as  being  no 
longer  entitled  to  the  benefit  of  any  protection 
whatever.  We  so  dealt  with  the  article  of  salt, 
and  I  think  the  evidence  is  conclusive  that  this  arti¬ 
cle  has  passed  out  of  the  category  of  those  articles 
the  production  of  which  are  independent  Canadian 
industries  ;  and  therefore  if  we  find,  or  even  with¬ 
out  waiting  to  find,  that  an  undue  advantage  has 
been  taken  by  the  combination  which  now  controls 
the  production  of  the  article,  we  have  a  right  to 
deal  with  it  as  though  it  were  a  foreign  production. 
We  should  take  that  course  in  accordance  with  the 
principles  of  the  National  Policy,  and  not  in  oppo¬ 
sition  to  them.  It  is  not  necessary  to  consider  the 
question  whether  or  not  a  productive  duty  should 
any  longer  be  maintained.  It  is  not  necessary  at 
this  time  to' go  into  the  merits  of  the  general  ques¬ 
tion  of  a  protective  or  a  free  trade  tariff.  W7e  have 
to  deal  with  things  as  we  find  them.  It  would  be 
useless  to  take  up  the  time  of  the  House  in  the  dis¬ 
cussion  of  the  effect  of  the  duty  on  every  article 
mentioned  in  the  tariff ;  but  in  regard  to  this  parti¬ 
cular  article,  I  think  the  Government  may  well  con¬ 
sider  whether  the  time  has  not  now  come  to  deal 
with  the  duty  on  binding  twine,  which  is  an  ex¬ 
ceedingly  high  one,  amounting  to  24  cents  per 
pound.  Such  a  duty  may  have  been  justified  at 
the  beginning  as  necessary  to  give  our  manufactur¬ 
ers  the  control  of  our  own  market.  I  have  always 
understood  and  contended  that  one  of  the  objects 
of  the  National  Policy  is  to  secure  for  our  own  in¬ 
dustries  the  control  of  our  own  markets,  and  to 
prevent  them  being  occupied  by  foreigners.  That 
has  been  sufficiently  maintained,  I  think,  in  regard 
to  this  industry,  and  the  article  having  now  pass¬ 
ed  into  the  category  of  those  which  are  not  entitled 
to  protection,  I  think  the  Government  is  not  only 
justified  but  in  duty  bound,  I  would  not  say  to 
take  the  duty  off  altogether,  but  to  make  such  a 
reduction  as  to  prevent  this  combination  obtaining 
the  advantages  they  now  seek  to  obtain.  As  fur¬ 
ther  proof  of  this,  I  am  told  that  one  factory  in  the 
Province  of  New  Brunswick  was  closed  altogether 
by  this  company,  the  owners  of  the  factory  having 
been  paid  a  very  considerable  sum  of  money  to 
shut  it  up.  That  is  enough  to  stamp  the  whole 
combination  as  one  deserving  of  no  consideration 
at  the  hands  of  this  House. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  Quite  consistent  with  pro" 
tection  all  around,  though. 


1667 


[COMMONS] 


1668 


Mr.  O’BRIEN.  Well,  I  am  not  going  to  enter 
into  a  general  discussion  of  protection.  I  am 
dealing  with  this  particular  article  of  binding 
twine,  and  I  say  that  upon  the  principles  of  the 
National  Policy  the  Government  are  justified  in 
taking  into  account  the  circumstances  and  dealing 
with  it  as  they  dealt  with  salt.  The  resolution, 
as  it  stands,  could  not,  I  think,  be  accepted  by  this 
side  of  the  House  even  if  we  were  inclined  to  accept 
the  principle  of  the  resolution,  because  in  the  pre¬ 
amble  propositions  are  laid  down  to  which  we 
could  not  give  our  assent.  Therefore,  I  for  one 
could  never  support  such  a  resolution.  But  while 
I  say  that,  I  am  perfectly  justified  and  consistent 
in  saying  to  the  Government  that  I  think  the  time 
has  come  when  they  may  deal  with  this  article  in 
the  manner  suggested,  either  by  a  total  remission 
of  the  duty  or  by  such  a  reduction  as  will  at  any 
rate  place  it  on  the  same  basis  as  the  American 
article. 

Mr.  CHRISTIE.  It  is  not  my  intention  to 
oocupy  the  time  of  the  House  except  for  a  moment 
or  two.  I  simply  desire  to  say  a  few  words  in 
support  of  the  amendment  now  before  the  House, 
and  to  raise  my  voice  against  that  iniquitous 
system  of  taxation  which  has  built  up  and  fostered 
so  many  of  the  combines  and  monopolies  which  are 
now  preying  on  our  people.  If  this  combine  were 
the  only  one,  it  might  be  tolerated  ;  but  the  com¬ 
bines  are  so  many  that  our  people,  the  farmers 
especially,  are  being  bled  at  every  pore  ;  and  the 
result  has  been  disastrous.  Just  in  proportion  as 
these  combines  and  monopolies  have  flourished  and 
prospered,  the  country  has  become  impoverished, 
the  value  of  property  lias  decreased,  and  the  exodus 
of  our  people  to  the  United  States  has  increased. 
Now,  as  an  illustration  of  the  working  of  this  pro¬ 
tective  system,  I  may  mention  that  in  the  town 
where  I  live  there  was  a  rope  factory.  That 
factory  was  in  existence  for  several  years,  the  pro¬ 
prietor  was  prospering,  and  it  was  a  great  public 
benefit  to  the  town.  About  eighteen  or  twenty 
months  ago,  that  factory  was  leased,  I  suppose, 
by  this  combine,  not  for  the  purpose  of 
being  run,  but  for  the  purpose  of  being 
closed.  I  am  informed  that  the  proprietor  received 
$7,500  per  annum  for  21  years,  and,  besides  that,  a 
guardian  is  paid  for  the  purpose  of  taking  care  of 
this  closed  factory.  In  accordance  with  the  agree¬ 
ment,  the  factory  was  closed,  the  hands  were  all 
dismissed  and  compelled  to  seek  employment  else¬ 
where.  Not  one  of  the  operatives  are  to  be  found 
to-day  except  the  solitary  one  who  is  left  to  guard 
the  closed  building,  and  the  closed  building  remains 
a  standing  monument  of  the  disastrous  results  of 
protection.  Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  would  like  to 
ask  who  it  is  that  pays  the  $150,000  or  $200,- 
000  paid  for  the  closing  of  that  factory,  if  it  is  not 
paid  by  the  farmers  and  every  man  who  requires  to 
purchase  a  piece  of  rope  or  cordage  ?  That  is  not 
all.  The  farmers  are  left  completely  at  the  tender 
mercy  of  a  combine.  There  is  no  competition,  and 
the  combines  can  charge  just  such  prices  as  they 
think  proper  to  demand.  Now,  as  I  said  before,  it 
is  not  my  intention  to  say  anything  further  on  this 
question,  but,  as  this  case  came  under  my  own  ob¬ 
servation,  I  felt  it  was  a  duty  I  owed  my  constitu¬ 
ents  to  bring  the  matter  before  the  House,  and  I 
think  the  time  has  come  when  this  duty  should  be 
removed.  I  believe  free  trade  is  the  only  remedy. 
Mr.  O’Brien. 


If  we  had  free  trade  that  would  wipe  out  the  whole 
legions  of  combines  and  monopolies  that  are  now 
preying  upon  our  people. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  was  rather  amused  listen¬ 
ing  to  the  hon.  member  for  Muskoka  (Mr.  O'Brien) 
endeavouring,  in  a  very  flimsy  way,  to  get  out  of  the 
position  he  fancies  he  occupies  before  the  House 
and  the  country  on  this  important  question.  He 
certainly  is  quite  aware  that  a  notice  of  the  reso¬ 
lution  has  been  before  the  House  since  early  this 
session,  intimating  in  clear  and  distinct  terms  to 
the  Government  that  it  was  the  intention  of  my  hon. 
friend  from  Marquette  (Mr.  Watson)  to  bring  this 
subject  before  the  House.  The  Government  have 
had  ample  time  and  opportunity  to  remove  the  duty 
from  binding  twine,  and  they  have  declined  posi¬ 
tively  to  do  it  both  last  year  and  this  session.  Last 
night  the  question  came  before  the  House,  and  the 
Government  declined  to  allow  it  to  stand  over, 
thereby  forcing  the  hon.  member  for  Marquette  to 
take  this  means  of  bringing  it  before  the  House. 
The  hon.  member  for  Muskoka  fancies  that  because 
this  is  an  amendment  to  the  motion  to  go  into  Sup¬ 
ply,  it  will  give  him  the  opportunity  of  explain¬ 
ing  to  his  people  that  owing  to  his  being  a  Govern¬ 
ment  supporter,  he  will  be  compelled  to  vote  against 
the  amendment,  however  much  he  might  be  otherwise 
in  favour  of  it.  I  doubt  very  much  whether  the 
flimsy  excuse  that,  being  a  supporter  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment,  in  sympathy  with  their  general  policy, 
he  was  bound  to  vote  against  this  resolution, 
brought  up  in  the  way  my  hon.  friend  from  Mar¬ 
quette  has  been  forced  to  bring  it  up,  will  go  down 
with  his  constituents.  I  doubt  very  much 
whether  they  will  consider  this  as  any  justification 
for  his  voting  against  the  very  best  interests  of  the 
farmers,  and  sacrificing  these  interests  to  his  party 
feeling.  My  hon.  friend  has  referred  to  this  matter 
of  binding  twine  in  such  a  way  that  you  would 
fancy  there  is  no  other  portion  of  the  world  in 
which  that  article  is  made  outside  of  the  United 
States  and  Canada.  If  he  is  under  that  impres¬ 
sion,  he  is  quite  mistaken.  You  would  fancy  from 
his  remarks  that  we  must  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  if  the  duty  were  taken  off  binding  twine,  our 
farmers.would  not  get  it  any  cheaper  because  the 
American  farmers  pay  just  as  high  prices.  I  have 
no  doubt  they  do,  and  the  reason  is  that  a  combine 
exists  in  the  United  States  as  well  as  in  Canada. 
As  my  hon.  friend  from  Oxford  (Mr.  Sutherland) 
has  said,  they  control  no  less  than  forty-nine 
factories  in  the  United  States  and  Canada.  Their 
report  has  been  read  to  the  House  to-night, 
and  it  clearly  shows  that  they  control  every 
factory  in  the  .  United  States  and  Canada. 
Well,  if  you  remove  the  duty  as  far  as 
Canada  is  concerned,  we  must  either  get  the 
twine  from  the  United  States  at  reduced  prices  or 
we  will  import  it  from  France,  Germany,  England, 
or  any  place  where  it  is  to  be  got  ;  ?nd  the  result 
will  be  that  the  Americans  will  either  have  to  sell 
at  very  much  reduced  rates  or  be  cut  out  of  our 
market  by  the  European  article.  It  was  rather  a 
striking  commentary  on  the  super-loyalist  profes¬ 
sions  of  my  hon.  friend  from  Muskoka,  and  a 
glaring  evidence  of  the  inconsistency  of  his  profes¬ 
sions  when  compared  with  his  practice,  when  we 
find  him  averse  to  taking  an  opportunity,  in  this 
small  way,  of  granting  an  advantage  to  England  in 
this  matter.  He  is  prepared  to  say  that  the  Amer¬ 
icans  shall  continue  to  enjoy  all  the  privileges 
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they  do  in  Canada  of  selling  twine  at  the  highest 
figures  they  choose  to  fix,  and  to  sink  both  the 
interests  of  the  farmer  and  his  loyalty  to  the 
mother  country  in  his  blind  devotion  to  party.  I 
want  him  to  carry  his  loyalty  only  so  far  as  to  say 
that  he  is  willing  in  this  small  matter  to  give  the 
English  people  a  fair  show  in  our  own  markets, 
and  the  hon.  gentleman  refuses.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  referred  to  the  duty  on  sugar,  and  tried  to 
show  the  House  that  it  could  not  possibly  be  argued 
that  because  the  reduction  of  duty  on  sugar  had 
the  effect  of  lowering  the  price  of  that  article,  the 
same  result  would  not  follow  the  taking  off'  the 
duty  on  twine.  I  do  not  see  why  the  same  effect 
would  not  follow  the  same  cause.  I  would  like  my  hon. 
friend  to  go  down  to  the  fishermen  of  Nova  Scotia 
and  New  Brunswick,  I  would  like  my  hon. 
friend  from  Halifax,  who  has  an  interest 
in  the  cordage  factory  there,  to  go  down  to  the 
fishermen  of  the  Maritime  Provinces,  and  ask  them, 
in  view  of  the  strong  agitation  to  take  the  duty  off 
binding  twine,  to  consent  to  forego  their  privilege, 
which  they  enjoy  at  present,  of  receiving  cordage 
free  of  duty,  on  the  plea  that  the  reimposition  of 
the  duty  would  not  affect  the  price.  I  am  afraid 
they  would  hardly  succeed  in  inducing  these  hardy, 
intelligent  fishermen  to  memorialize  this  House  to 
again  put  the  duty  on  fishing  twine.  These  men 
know  better.  Well,  I  would  ask,  if  the  reimposi¬ 
tion  of  duty  on  fishing  twine  would  increase  the 
price  to  the  fishermen,  why  would  not  the  taking 
off  of  the  duty  on  binding  twine  lower  the  price  to 
the  farmers  ?  The  one  thing  is  just  as  reasonable 
as  the  other.  While  our  friends  opposite  are  very 
glad  to  aid  the  fisherman  by  giving  him  his  twine 
free  of  duty,  at  the  same  time  they  try  to  persuade 
the  farmer  that  the  price  of  his  twine  is  not  at  all  in¬ 
creased  by  the  duty,  and  that  he  would  pay  just  as 
mucn  for  it  if  that  duty  were  taken  off.  I  do  not 
think  you  will  find  many  farmers.  Sir,  prepared  to 
accept  that  statement.  On  the  contrary,  about  20,000 
of  them  petitioned  this  House  last  year  in  favour  of  a 
reduction  of  the  duty,  and  you  may  depend  upon  it 
they  were  sincere  in  that  memorial.  You  may 
depend  upon  it  there  is  not  a  man  who  signed  it 
who  did  not  distinctly  understand  that  he  was 
asking  something  which  would  be  a  benefit  to  him. 
However  much  you  may  try  to  pursuade  him  that 
the  duty  does  not  increase  the  price,  he  has  so  long 
experienced  the  taxation  to  which  he  was  subjected 
in  the  article  of  sugar,  and  is  so  well  aware  of  the 
relief  he  has  gained  by  the  removal  of  the  duty  on 
that  article,  that,  as  a  sensible  man,  he  has  come 
to  the  conclusion  that  if  the  duty  should  be  taken 
off  binding  twine  he  will  get  it  considerably  cheaper 
than  he  does  now.  With  regard  to  this  cordage 
company,  I  think  it  is  well  that  the  House  and  the 
country  should  realize  fully'  the  huge  proportions 
financially  that  this  company  has  assumed.  My 
hon.  friend  from  North  Oxford  (Mr.  Sutherland) 
went  over  some  of  the  items  connected  with  the 
operation  of  this  institution.  Their  report  is  to  hand 
up  to  the  31st  of  October,  1891,  which  was  submitted 
to  the  annual  meeting  of  the  company  on  the  3rd 
of  February,  1892.  According  to  that  report,  their 
machinery  is  valued  at  $3,143,793.  They  had 
accounts  outstanding  due  them  and  bills  re¬ 
ceivable  at  that  date  amounting  to  $2,657,576. 
They  had  cash  on  hand  to  the  amount  of  $540,251. 
This  made  a  total  asset  of  $6,341,620.  They  paid 
a  dividend  upon  the  preferred  stock  of  $5,000,000 
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and  the  common  stock  of  $10,000,000.  I  do  not 
know  what  the  common  stock  of  $10,000,000  is,  but 
probably  it  is  what  is  called  in  the  United  States 
watered  stock.  The  $5,000,000  probably  covered 
the  whole  cost  of  the  institution,  and  the  $10,000,- 
000  is,  no  doubt,  watered  stock,  by  means  of  which 
they  hold  that  the  whole- value  is  $15,000,000,  $5,- 
000,000  of  actual  stock  and  $10,000,000  of  watered 
stock.  On  the  common  stock  they  paid  a  dividend 
of  9  per  cent.  They  have  real  estate,  buildings, 
machinery  and  leaseholds,  amounting  to  $17,077,- 
500,  making  a  total  asset  of  $23,410,190.  The  liabi¬ 
lities  were  :  accounts  and  bills  payable,  $4,712,806  ; 
preferred  stock,  $5,000,000 ;  common  stock,  $10,- 
000,000,  making  a  total  of  $19,712,806,  and  leaving  a 
surplus  of  $3,706,313,  and,  after  paying  the  interest 
on  the  $5,000,000  of  capital  stock,  they  have  this 
surplus.  I  think  that  the  Government  should  at 
least  place  the  farmers  of  Canada  on  the  same  basis  as 
the  farmers  of  the  United  States.  The  duty  on  bind¬ 
ing  twine  has  been  reduced  there,  and  there  hasbeen 
a  great  agitation  in  the  United  States  on  this 
question.  They  have  reduced  that  duty  to  of 
a  cent,  while  the  duty  in  Canada  of  25  per  cent 
amounts  to  from  2^  to  3  cents  a  pound.  If  the  action 
of  the  United  States  forced  the  Government  there 
to  come  down  to  ^  of  a  cent  per  pound  on  binding 
twine,  I  say  that  the  Government  of  this  country 
should  to  that  extent  meet  the  demands  of  the 
farmers  of  Canada.  If  they  did  that,  our  farmers 
might  get  their  twine  for  2  cents  or  2^  cents  per 
pound  less  than  they  are  paying  now.  That  would  be 
a  great  advantage  to  them,  because  the  amount  of 
twine  which  is  used  is  so  large  that  it  must  be  a 
very  considerable  saving.  In  Ontario  we  have 
about  four  million  acres  of  cultivated  land,  as  it  is 
estimated.  Taking  2^  pounds  to  the  acre,  at  24  cents 
per  pound,  that  would  amount  to  $225,000,  or  about 
a  quarter  of  a  million  of  money  that  the  farmers 
are  losing  in  this  tax.  There  is  another  thing. 
If  the  farmer  had  to  pay  the  duty  only  once  in  a 
few  years,  it  would  be  a  different  thing.  A  fisher¬ 
man  can  use  his  twine  for  some  years,  but  the 
farmer,  when  once  he  uses  his  twine  in  binding  a 
sheaf,  loses  the  twine  and  he  has  to  repeat  the 
operation  every  year,  and  pay  the  duty  again.  I 
contend  that  binding  twine  is  just  as  much  a  raw 
material  for  the  farmers  as  the  twine  used  in  fish¬ 
ing  is  a  raw  material  for  the  fisherman.  If 
you  admit  one  for  the  purpose  of  the  fisher¬ 
man,  you  ought  to  admit  the  other  free 
for  the  purpose  of  binding  the  sheaves,  and 
the  farmers  are  the  most  important  class  in  the 
Dominion  and  have  the  greatest  difficulties  to  con¬ 
tend  with  now.  This  would  be  a  little  sop  to  those 
who  suffer  from  all  the  combinations,  the  imple¬ 
ment  combines,  the  plough  combines,  the  harness 
combines,  the  sugar  combines,  the  coal  oil  combines, 
the  cotton  combines  and  many  others,  and,  if  the 
Government  would  commence  to  release  the  farmers 
by  taking  off  the  duty  on  binding  twine,  it  would 
give  them  a  little  encouragement  and  lead  them  to 
believe  that  the  day  would  come  when  things 
would  be  better  than  they  have  been  in  the  past.  I 
have  shown  that  this  would  result  in  a  saving  of  a 
quarter  of  million  of  dollars  to  the  farmers  if  the 
Government  would  accept  the  proposition  now  be¬ 
fore  the  House.  There  is  another  question  to  which 
I  would  call  the  attention  of  hon.  gentlemen  oppo¬ 
site  and  that  is  the  duty  on  salt.  The  fishermen 
are  allowed  to  bring  in  their  salt  free  of  duty. 
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Why  ?  Because  it  is  looked  upon  as  a  raw  material 
for  the  purpose  of  curing  fish.  Then,  is  not  twine 
a  raw  material  for  the  purpose  of  bringing  in  the 
grain,  getting  it  bound  and  putting  it  on  the  market? 
If  you  say  it  is  right  and  good  and  expedient  to  grant 
the  fishermen  the  free  use  of  salt  for  the  curing  of 
fish,  why  should  you  not  give  the  farmers  the  use  of 
twine  free  of  duty  ?  Why,  when  you  allow  the  raw 
material  to  be  free  in  the  Province  of  Nova  Scotia, 
should  you  not  also  allow  it  to  be  free  in  the  Pro¬ 
vince  of  Ontario  ?  I  would  like  to  hear  from  my 
lion,  friend  from  Halifax  on  this  subject.  He  is 
evidently  taking  notes,  and  I  should  like  to  know 
if  it  is  any  more  important  to  the  peoyile  of  this 
country  to  catch  fish  than  it  is  to  grow  wheat.  I 
say  we  could  live  longer  in  this  Dominion  without 
fish  than  without  flour,  and  it  is  more  important 
to  encourage  the  growth  of  wheat  than  to  encourage 
catching  of  fish.  Fish  are  very  nice,  and  we  have 
some  fish  that  we  like  very  much  to  eat.  The 
Atlantic  salmon  are  very  nice  and  sweet,  but  the 
bread  produced  from  Ontario  wheat  is  also 
sweet  and  nice,  and  we  want  to  produce  all  we  can 
of  that  wheat,  and  to  give  the  farmers  all  the  twine 
they  require  to  bind  up  their  sheaves  free  of  duty. 
It  is  a  poor  encouragement  to  the  prairie  farmers 
of  the  North-West  to  compel  them  to  pay  this  duty 
on  their  binding  twine.  I  think  this  is  one  of  the 
most  important  questions  which  have  been  brought 
before  the  House  this  session.  We  are  all  well 
aware  of  the  organizations  we  have  in  this  country 
know  as  Farmers’  Institutes  and  Patrons  of  Indus¬ 
try,  and  there  is  not  one  of  these  organizations, 
composed  of  both  Reformers  and  Conservatives, 
that  has  not  unanimously  '  demanded  that 
the  duty  should  be  taken  off  binding  twine. 
It  is  my  impression  that  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  will  not  be  able  to  persuade  those  farmers 
that  it  would  not  be  to  their  advantage  to  take  off 
this  duty.  My  hon.  friend  from  Muskoka  (Mr. 
O’Brien)  will,  of  course,  tell  the  farmers,  as  he  has 
told  the  House  to-night,  that  on  account  of  this 
motion  being  made  as  an  amendment  to  going  into 
Committee  of  Supply,  lie  had  to  vote  against  it  in 
order  to  show  his  loyalty  to  his  party,  but  if  the 
hon.  member  for  Marquette  had  made  his  motion 
under  other  circumstances,  he  would  have  voted 
for  it.  I  will  read  another  paragraph  that  the  hon. 
member  for  Oxford  omitted  to  read  ;  I  find  it  in 
a  Chicago  paper  called  the  Farm  Implement  News, 
under  date  of  25th  February,  1892.  This  paper  is 
to  be  found  in  the  Library,  and  I  would  respect¬ 
fully  recommend  the  Finance  Minister  to  peruse 
the  contents  of  the  12th  page  with  regard  to  this 
combine  on  twine.  Here  is  the  clause  I  refer  to  : 

“  Many  of  the  properties  now  owned  or  controlled  by 
the  company,  including  all  the  mills  in  Canada  and 
several  of  the  largest  mills  in  Boston  and  in  the  west  and 
south-west,  came  under  its  control  about  the  1st  Novem¬ 
ber,  1891.  Consequently,  the  profits  shown  by  the  Finan¬ 
cial  Director’s  Report,  merely  represent  the  profits  of  the 
mills  formerly  owned  by  the  company,  whereas  now  its 
manufacturing  capacity  has  been  very  largely  increased 
and  its  earnings  should  be  increased  correspondingly.” 

Then  the  article  goes  on  and  outlines  the  operations 
of  the  combine,  and  expresses  the  great  satisfaction 
with  which  the  president  of  this  institution  has 
made  his  annual  statement  to  this  combination. 
Now,  I  earnestly  hope  the  Government  will,  not¬ 
withstanding  the  fact  that  the  resolution  was 
moved  as  an  amendment  to  the  motion  to  go  into 
Committee  of  Supply  accept  the  resolution  of  my 
Mr  McMullen. 


hon.  friend.  It  is  not  too  late  in  the  day  for  them 
to  accept  it.  It  is  better  to  repent  at  the  eleventh 
hour  than  not  to  repent  at  all.  And  they  have  not 
yet  made  any  move  in  the  direction  of  aiding  those 
who  are  suffering  under  the  operation  of  this  com¬ 
bine.  We  shall  hail  with  delight  any  evidence  of 
repentance  on  the  part  of  hon.  gentlemen  op¬ 
posite  with  regard  to  the  combinations  and  the 
restrictions  to  which  the  farmers  have  been 
subjected.  I  earnestly  hope  that  this  favour,  if 
granted,  will  be  the  forerunner  of  others  that  will 
be  granted  in  aid  of  the  farmers  of  this  country 
who  are  struggling  against  combines  of  twine,  com- 
binesof  cotton,  combinesof  sugar,  combines  of  imple¬ 
ments,  combines  in  hats,  combines  in  everything.  You 
can  hardly  put  your  finger  iipon  anything  produced 
in  this  country  that  is  not  the  subject  of  a  combine. 
Even  the  very  coffins  in  which  we  have  to  commit 
our  relations  to  their  last  resting  place,  are  now 
manufactured  in  Canada  imder  the  operations  of  a 
combine  ;  the  very  cord  with  which  you  lower  the 
remains  to  their  last  resting  place,  is  manufactured 
under  a  combine.  Now,  Sir,  I  say  that  it  is  time 
we  should  put  a  stop  to  this  abomination,  kill  the 
combines,  shake  them  off,  release  the  people  from 
their  operations,  and  restrictions  and  extortions. 
There  is  not  a  undertaker  in  the  Dominion  of 
Canada  to-day  who  can  start  business  unless  he 
becomes  a  member  of  the  association  that  has  been 
formed  ;  he  cannot  get  the  necessary  supplies  to 
enable  him  to  pursue  that  calling  unless  he  first 
associates  himself  with  that  particular  combination, 
paying  a  sum  of  .$30  or  $40  to  get  a  certificate, 
after  which 'he  is  allowed  to  engage  in  the  business 
of  undertaking.  This  is  another  form  of  the  combine 
that  we  should  strike  at  as  well  as  the  other  forms. 

I  am  quite  sure  that  if  the  Government  accepts 
the  resolution  of  my  hon.  friend,  the  farmers  will 
appreciate  it  and  be  duly  grateful  therefor. 

Mr.  FAIRBAIRN.  As  a  farmer  and  one  who 
knows  what  he  is  talking  about,  I  desire  to  make 
a  few  remarks  on  this  subject.  Last  session  I 
made  a  short  speech  on  this  subject,  and  when  I 
went  to  my  constituency  for  re-election,  the  Re¬ 
form  papers  said  that  I  had  come  to  the  rescue  of 
the  Government,  to  save  the  monopolists*  and  the 
great  rings  that  surrounded  the  farmers  of  this 
country.  I  want  to  say  to  the  hon.  member  for 
North  Wellington  (Mr.  McMullen)  that  until  he 
can  prove  on  the  floor  of  this  House  that  the  Can¬ 
adian  farmer  is  paying  more  for  his  twine  than  the 
American  farmer  has  done  for  the  last  ten  years, 
he  has  no  case.  Now,  if  I  went  into  his  dry  goods 
store  and  attempted  to  teach  him  about  his  busi¬ 
ness,  he  would  tell  me  to  mind  my  own  business  ; 
and  so  I  can  assure  you  that  I  am  talking  as  a  farmer 
now  about  something  that  I  know.  I  know  nothing 
of  what  stand  the  Government  intends  to  take  on 
this  matter.  Although  I  speak  as  a  farmer,  and 
not  with  the  polished  tongue  of  some  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  who  have  been  born  with  silver  spoons  in  their 
mouths,  still  I  think  I  know  what  benefits  the 
farmer  as  well  as  any  other  member  in  this  House. 
I  would  also  say  to  my  learned  friend  from  North 
York  (Mr.  Mulock),  who  has  been  down  in  my 
riding  talking  binding  twine,  that  if  1  went  into 
his  office  and  told  him  that  he  did  not  know  any¬ 
thing  about  getting  up  a  brief,  then  he  might 
reasonably  say  to  me  :  You  do  not  know  anything 
about  my  business,  but  I  do  myself.  I  want  to 
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say  also  to  the  hon.  member  for  Marquette  (Mr. 
Watson),  that  if  I  went  into  his  machine  shop  and 
told  him  that  he  knew  nothing  about  machinery — 

Mr.  WATSON.  Or  on  my  farm. 

Mr.  FAIRBAIRN.  I  do  not  know  whether  you 
are  on  a  farm  or  not ;  I  understand  you  are  a 
machinist.  The  hon.  member  could  tell  me  the 
same  thing  if  I  undertook  to  instruct  him  in  ma¬ 
chinery.  I  may  say  that  I  have  given  this  subject 
a  good  deal  of  study  ;  it  was  my  duty  to  give  it  a 
perfect  study  before  I  gave  my  last  vote  and  made 
my  last  short  speech  in  this  House  ;  and  I  am  able 
to  say  that  the  American  farmer  has  paid  as  much 
for  his  binding  twine  during  the  last  twelve  years 
as  the  Canadian  farmer.  I  have  affidavits  in  my 
possession  from  six;  different  states  of  the  Union, 
made  under  oath,  and  giving  the  prices  of  binding 
twine.  These  were  sent  to  me  last  year  when  I 
was  assaulted  by  the  binding  twine  ring,  and  they 
proved  conclusively  that  we  are  not  paying  more 
for  binding  twine  than  the  American  farmer,  con¬ 
sequently  the  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  have  no  case. 
This  is  a  broad  question,  and  as  a  farmer  I  have  a 
right  to  express  my  views  upon  it.  Perhaps  in 
the  last  fourteen  months  I  have  had  more  election 
contests  on  my  hands  than  most  men  in  this  House, 
and  I  oxight  to  have  a  fair  idea  of  what  the  views 
of  the  people  of  the  country  are  on  this  and  other 
questions.  My  hon.  friend  from  Bothwell  (Mr. 
Mills)  pointed  across  the  floor  of  this  House  the 
other  evening  to  the  Ministers  of  the  Crown,  and 
he  said  that  they  were  driven  from  pillar  to  post  to 
seek  a  policy.  Let  me  give  hon.  gentlemen  an 
idea  of  the  policy  announced  by  hon.  gentlemen  on 
the  other  side  during  the  three  electoral  campaigns 
in  the  south  riding  of  Victoria.  I  can  see  on  the 
Opposition  benches  six  or  seven  hon.  gentlemen 
who  were  in  my  constituency  propounding  various 
policies  as  the  policy  of  the  Liberal  party.  In  my 
first  bye-election  on  the  18th  December,  the  first 
bill-head  announced  that  the  policy  of  the  party 
opposite  was  commercial  union,  the  next  that  it 
was  tariff  reform,  and  the  next  that  it  was  com¬ 
mercial  union  and  tariff  reform.  But  the  people 
accepted  none  of  these  policies,  and  I  was  elected 
by  a  handsome  majority.  The  general  elections 
came  around,  and  then  they  announced  their 
policy  as  continental  free  trade,  commercial 
union  or  free  trade,  and  finally,  at  the  end 
of  the  campaign,  it  came  down  to  free 
trade  and  straight  goods.  Well,  I  was  elected 
again.  I  can  see  three  hon.  gentlemen  across  the 
floor  who  opposed  me  in  my  next  electoral  cam¬ 
paign,  and  the  placards  distributed  by  their  party 
through  the  country  were  headed,  “  Reciprocal 
trade  and  free  binder  twine.”  One  gentleman  spoke 
for  continental  free  trade  and  tariff  reform,  and  the 
other  gentleman  went  for  reciprocity  and  tariff  re¬ 
form,  and  if  that  is  not  evidence  of  their  hunting 
for  a  policy  on  the  Opposition  benches,  I  do  not 
know  what  hunting  is.  We  as  Conservatives  have 
but  one  plank  in  our  platform,  and  the  platform  is 
as  broad  as  this  fair  Dominion  of  ours.  It  is  : 
Canada  for  Canadians  and  the  National  Policy. 
That  is  our  policy,  and  th,at  is  the  policy  which  the 
people  of  Canada  have  decided  upon.  If  I  were  a 
member  of  the  Opposition,  and  if  I  got  such  rebuffs 
from  the  people  as  they  have  received  time  and 
again,  I  would  be  ashamed  to  say  I  belonged  to  the 
party  at  all.  I  have  come  to  the  conclusion  that 


nothing  but  fault-finding  is  the  policy  of  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite.  The  hon.  member  for  North 
York  (Mr.  Mulock)  came  to  my  riding  last  election 
to  oppose  me,  and  he  spoke  for  five  hours  in  that 
constituency,  addressing  two  meetings  for  two  and 
a  half  hours  each.  I  will  do  him  the  justice  to  say 
that  he  was  different  from  some  of  the  other  Liberal 
speakers,  and  he  did  not  call  me  out  of  my  name. 
However,  he  said  I  was  a  farmer  and  a  very  poor 
one,  but  I  do  not  complain  very  much  at  that.  I 
may  remind  the  hon.  gentleman  that  in  the  two 
places  he  addressed  in  my  riding  for  five  hours  I 
got  198  majority,  and  I  am  thankful  to  him  in  part 
for  that.  If  that  is  not  a  fair  rebuff  to  reciprocity 
and  free  binding  twine,  I  do  not  know  what  is. 
The  hon.  member  for  North  Brant  (Mr.  Paterson), 
a  gentleman  whom  I  know  every  member  in  this 
House  respects  for  his  manhood  and  ability,  did  my 
constituency  the  honour  of  visiting  it,  and  he  so 
addressed  an  audience  on  free  binding  twine  that  in 
that  locality  where  there  were  seven  votes  against 
me  at  the  previous  elections  I  had  64  majority  after 
his  speech.  The  hon.  member  for  South  Oxford 
(Sir  Richard  Cartwright),  who  was  once  Finance 
Minister  of  this  country,  went  into,  a  Reform  hive 
in  my  constituency  the  night  before  the  election.  I 
wish  he  had  come  sooner  and  stayed  longer,  because 
in  the  place  where  he  addressed  an  audience  on 
continental  free  trade  and  free  binding  twine  and 
all  his  other  policies,  I  got  18  more  of  a  majority 
than  the  most  sanguine  of  my  friends  ever  expected. 
I  have  only  one  complaint  to  make  of  that  hon. 
gentleman ;  I  sent  him  a  letter  of  thanks  and 
congratulation  for  the  benefit  he  had  done 
me,  but  he  never  answered  my  letter.  The  hon. 
member  for  Huron  (Mr.  Macdonald)  surprised  me 
the  other  night,  and  I  felt  sorry  for  him,  when  he 
stated  that  the  farmers  of  his  country  had  been 
boodled  and  bought  and  voted  against  their  own 
interests.  I  repudiate  that  charge,  not  only  on  my 
own  behalf,  but  on  behalf  of  my  brother  farmers, 
the  hard  working  and  honest  citizens  of  Canada. 
The  farmers  of  this  country  if  they  are  let  alone 
can  paddle  their  own  canoe  as  well  as  professional 
men,  and  if  they  have  a  grievance  to  be  removed 
they  will  not  go  to  the  doctors  for  advice,  but  will 
appeal  to  the  Ministers  of  the  Crown,  in  whom 
they  have  confidence,  to  remedy  any  burden  they 
may  labour  under.  The  hon.  gentleman  also  said 
that  the  farmers  of  this  country  were  driven  out 
of  their  natural  market— the  United  States.  Does 
he  not  know  that  the  English  and  European 
market  is  the  market  for  the  surplus  Canadian 
products  as  it  is  the  market  for  the  surplus  of  the 
United  States  ?  The  farmer  can  send  all  his  pro¬ 
ducts  to  the  markets  of  the  great  consuming 
emporium  of  the  old  world,  and  I  cannot  see  how 
it  can  be  argued  with  reason  that  the  farmers  of 
Canada  could  get  a  market  in  the  United  States 
when  the  farmers  of  the  United  States  have  ten 
times  more  surplus  products  to  export  than  we  have. 
When  that  Chinese  tariff  wall  was  put  around  the 
United  States,  intended  for  the  benefit  of  the 
American  farmer  I  have  no  doubt,  our  Government 
sent  their  commissioner  abroad  to  seek  for  other 
markets.  We  had  no  more  to  do  with  the  McKinley 
Bill  than  the  man  in  the  moon.  That  was  the  busi¬ 
ness  of  the  American  people  and  they  had  a  perfect 
right  to  do  what  they  thought  best  in  the  interests 
of  their  country.  But  when  the  McKinley  tariff 
was  framed  our  Government  did  not  fold  their  arms 
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and  say  that  they  could  do  nothing  for  the  farmer, 
but  they  sought  and  obtained  other  foreign  markets 
which  areprovingmore  beneficial  to  our  farmersthan 
ever  did  the  markets  of  the  United  States.  I  wish 
to  make  just  one  remark  to  the  hon.  member  for 
North  Wellington  (Mr.  McMullen).  He  said  the 
other  night  that  two-rowed  barley  was  not  worth 
sowing.  He  said  all  he  could  to  discourage  the 
farmers  of  this  country  from  sowing  it,  instead  of 
giving  the  Government  the  credit  of  doing  the  best 
they  could  under  the  circumstances.  He  asked  for 
names,  because  he  said  he  had  tried  it,  and  it  was 
a  failure.  Well,  I  hope  he  is  abetter  dry  goods  man 
than  he  is  a  farmer,  for  I  can  give  him  names 
to-night.  I  know  a  farmer  who  sowed  12  bushels  of 
two-rowed  duck-bill  barley — I  saw  the  bills  and  I 
know  the  Helds,  and  he  had  bills  for  504  bushels 
from  10  acres  with  12  bushels  of  seed.  If  the  hon. 
gentleman  can  make  a  better  showing  than  that, 
by  giving  six-rowed  barley,  I  would  like  to  know 
it.  and  I  think  I  have  grown  as  much  barley  as 
any  other  gentleman  in  this  House.  Now,  I  am 
going  to  give  the  policy-seekers  a  few  figures, 
and  if  it  is  desired  I  will  give  affidavit  after  affi¬ 
davit  from  men  who  have  come  from  the  other  side 
of  the  line,  proving  that  the  American  farmer  pays 
more  for  his  binding  twine  than  the  Canadian 
farmer.  I  am  also  going  to  repeat  a  statement  made 
by  the  President  of  the  Reform  Association  of 
South  Victoria.  I  met  him  on  my  way  co  Ottawa 
the  other  day.  He  had  a  large  farm  in  Dakota,  and 
he  was  over  here  buying  horses.  I  asked  him  : 
“  What  are  you  at  Peterborough  for  ?  ”  “  Well,”  he 
said,  “  Fairbairn,  I  am  going  to  be  a  loyal  man  like 
the  rest  of  you  Canadians  ;  I  am  abandoning  my 
Dakota  farm,  and  I  am  going  to  Manitoba  where  I 
will  meet  my  two  sons,  and  we  are  going  to  break 
up  a  large  farm  and  settle  down  as  loyal  Canadians.  ” 
I  will  give  hon.  gentlemen  his  name  if  they  desire 
it  ;  he  told  me  I  could  use  it  here. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Name. 

Mr.  FAIRBAIRN.  William  Ayers,  Esq.  I  sat 
with  him  in  the  county  council  for  many  years. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  He  was  a  Tory  then. 

Mr.  FAIRBAIRN.  No,  he  was  not  a  Tory,  but 
he  is  a  Tory  now.  Now  let  me  say  that  the  quan¬ 
tity  of  twine  manufactured  in  Canada  is  over¬ 
estimated  by  over  4,000,000  pounds.  I  desire  to 
give  you  some  letters  from  American  manufacturers, 
and  some  from  Canadian  manufacturers,  which  will 
show  the  prices  of  binding  twine  in  the  two 
countries  : 


“  Faribault,  Minn.,  4th  April,  1892. 

“Dear  Sir,— Your  letter  of  2nd  April  received.  Our 
prices  for  twine  to  farmers  were  as  follows  : — 


1887, 

1888 

1889 

1890 

1891 


Sisal. 
131  cts. 
14  “ 

16  “ 
,14  “ 

.  9  “ 


Manila. 

16  cts. 

15  “ 

17  “ 

16  “ 
12  “ 


“  Respectfully, 

(Sgd.)  “  T.  H.  LOYHOD  &  SON.  ” 


“  Webster  City,  Iowa,  2nd  April,  1892. 

“  Dear  Sir,— Answering  your  request  of  this  date,  1  find 
that  retail  dealers  have  charged  farmers  the  following 
prices  for  sisal  and  manila  twine  in  the  five  years  last 
past : — 


Sisal.  Manila. 

1887  .  14  to  15  cts.  16  to  18  cts. 

1888  .  14  to  15  “  16  to  18  “ 

1889  .  15  to  16  “  17  to  18  “ 

1890  .  11  to  m  “  15  to  19  “ 

1891  . 9  to  10'  “  14  to  16  “ 


Mr.  Fairbairn. 


“  The  variation  in  price  being  determined  by  quantity 
bought  and  terms  of  sale. 

“  Respectfully  yours, 

(Sgd.)  “  C.  E.  FISHER.” 


“  La  Fayette,  Ind.,  4th  April,  1892. 

“  Dear  Sir, — The  price  of  pure  manila  and  sisal  hinder 
twine  for  the  five  years  from  1887  to  date,  according  to  our 
books,  are  about  as  follows  : — 


Sisal.  Manila. 

1887  .  13  cents.  15  cents. 

1888  .  13  “  15  “ 

1889  . . . 121  “  13  “ 

1890  (with  variations,  cut¬ 
tings) . 10  “  14  “ 

1891  . 9  “  13  “ 

“  These  prices  varied  one-half  cent  according  to  terms, 
customers,  <fec. 

“  Yours  truly, 


(Sgd.)  “  JAMIESON  BROS.” 


“  Iowa  City, 2nd  April,  1892. 

“  Dear  Sir— Replying  to  your  favour  of  1st,  we  take 
pleasure  in  giving  you  the  prices  at  which  we  have 
retailed  pure  sisal  and  pure  manila  binder  twine,  from 
the  year  1886  to  1891,  inclusive  : 

Pure  Pure 

Manila.  Sisal. 

1886 . . 


1887  .  15  cents.  12  cents. 

1888  .  15  “  13  “ 

1889  .  13  “  16  “ 

1890  . 15  “  13  “ 

1891  .  12  “  09  “ 


“  If  you  have  any  ‘  inside  ’  on  twine  please  quote  us 
prices,  we  have  not  yet  bought. 

“Yours  respectfully, 

(Sgd.)  “  THOS.  C.  CARSON  &  SONS.” 


“  Aberdeen,  9th  April,  1892. 

“  Dear  Sir,— In  answer  to  your  enquiry  as  to  the  prices 
of  binder  twine  in  this  territory,  I  beg  to  submit  the  en¬ 
closed  list  of  prices,  and  being  in  the  binder  trade  I  have 
taken  the  prices  from  the  retail  sales  books  for  the  year 
named.  Our  prices  aro  mostly  for  time  sales ,  as  a  majority 
of  our  farmers  are  compelled  to  buy  that  way,  currency 
being  scarce  until  after  threshing  in  the  fall. 

(Sgd.)  “  S.  HAWKINS.” 
(copy.) 

“  Retail  prices  to  farmers  at  Aberdeen,  South  Dakota. 

Pure  Pure 

Manila.  Sisal. 


1887  .  18  cents.  15  cents. 

1888  .  18  “  15  “ 

1889  .  17  “  13  “ 

1890  .  16  “  12i  “ 

1891  . 13  “  10  *• 


“  Janesville,  Wjs.,  10th  April,  1892. 

“  John  F.  Stairs, 

“  Ottawa,  Can. 

“  Dear  Sir, — I  enclose  a  list  giving  prices  at  which  bind¬ 
ing  twine  has  been  sold  to  farmers  in  this  country  for  the 
last  seven  years.  Hoping  it  will  be  of  use  to  you. 

“  I  am,  yours  respectfully. 

(Sgd.)  “  W.  T.  KING.” 
(copy.) 


Manila.  Sisal. 

1885  .  15  cents.  14  cents. 

1886  .  12i  “  11  “ 

1887  .  15  “  13  “ 

1888  .  17  “  14  “ 

1889  .  17  “  15  “ 

1890  .  14  “  12  &  124  “ 

1891  .  12  &  14  “  8  &  10  “ 


Now  we  come  to  Canada  : 

“  Brampton,  Ont.,  7th  April,  1892. 

“  Dear  Sir, — Your  favour  of  the  6th  ultimo  to  hand, 
contents  duly  noted  ;  in  reply  to  your  request  re  binder 
twine,  we  have  much  pleasure  in  handing  you  memo,  of 
prices,  say  from  1887  up  to  1891 : 
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1677 


First  year  of  1887 

ii 

..  No.  1  Manila . 

. .  No.  2  “  . 

.134  cts.  per  pound. 
.124 

2nd 

ii 

1888 

. .  Mania. . 

.144  “ 

<  i 

ii 

, 

. .  .Mixed . 

.134  “ 

ii 

3rd 

ii 

1889. 

. .  .Red  Star  Manila. . 

•  154  “ 

ii 

i  i 

, 

. .  .Blue  Ribbon . 

.16 

i  i 

i  i 

. .  •  Red  Cap . 

.16 

ii 

4th 

i  i 

1890 

. .  .White  Ribbon. . . 

.15 

a 

a 

. .  .Blue  Ribbon . 

.15 

ii 

ii 

. .  .Crown  Brand  from  124  to  13 

ii 

i  i 

. .  .Red  Cap  from  15  to  154  cts 

ii 

5th 

a 

1891 

. .  Crown  Brand  from  104  to  11 

ii 

. . .  .Red  Cap  froml04  to  11  cts. 

. . .  .Blue  Ribbon  from  13  to  14  cts 


“  The  above  memo,  of  prices  have  been  taken  from  our 
books  and  orders  in  the  years  named  as  above  and  are 
correct. 

“  Yours  truly. 

(Sgd . )  “  PEAKER  &  RUNIANS.” 


“  Port  Hope,  6th  April,  1892. 

“  Dear  Sir, — In  reply  to  your  letter  and  telegram  re 
twine,  would  say  that  I  called  on  the  twine  dealers  here 
and  obtained  the  prices  that  twine  was  sold  to  the  far¬ 
mers,  in  87,  88,  89,  99,  91  ;  and  now  enclose  you  a  list  of 
same.  In  some  cases  twine  was  sold  at  a  cut  price  to  far¬ 
mers  where  the  dealers  were  running  each  other  ;  at 
Cobourg  last  year  Red  Cap  was  sold  to  farmers  at  122 
cash,  134  credit,  and  silver  composite  at  9j  cash,  104 
credit.  Trusting  that  list  enclosed  will  be  of  service  to 
you,  I  remain 

“  Yours  truly, 

(Sgd.)  “  THOS.  CARSON.” 


“  Port  Hope,  6th  April,  1892. 


Cash. 

Credit. 

1887.  MixedTwine.yourmake 

12 

124  cents. 

1888.  Blue  Ribbon.  Pure - 

134 

14“  “ 

1889.  Red  Cap,  Pure.  —  ... 

164 

17  “ 

1890.  Red  Cap,  Pure . 

15 

154  “ 

1890.  RedCap,  Mixed  ... 

14 

144  “ 

1890.  Silver  Composite . 

10 

104  “ 

1890.  Common  Sense . 

10 

104  “ 

1890.  Crown  Brand . 

124 

13  “ 

1891.  RedCap . 

13 

134  “ 

1891.  Crown  Brand . 

12 

124  “ 

1891.  Silver  composite.. . 

10 

104  “ 

1891.  Picture  Tag.  Pure . 

15 

154  “ 

1891.  Common  Sense . 

10 

104  “ 

1891.  “  “  . 

104 

11  “ 

“  Prices  at  which  binder  twine  was  sold  to  the  farmers 


of  the  United  States  under  the  undermentioned  years, 


compiled  from  letters  extracts  of  which  are  attached  : 

Sisal. 

Place. 

1887. 

1888. 

1889. 

1890. 

1891. 

La  Fayette,  Ind. . 

..  13 

13 

124 

10 

9 

Iowa  City . 

..  12 

13 

16 

13 

9 

Wisconsin . 

..  13 

14 

15 

124 

10 

South  Dakota... 

15 

13 

124 

10 

Faribault  ,  Minn.. 

...  124 

14 

16 

14 

9 

Webster  City,  Iowa  14 

14 

15 

11 

9 

Manila. 

Place. 

1887. 

1888. 

1889. 

1890. 

1891. 

La  Fayette,  Ind. . 

..  15 

16 

18 

14 

13 

Iowa  City  . 

..  15 

15 

18 

15 

12 

Wisconsin  . 

..  15 

17 

17 

14 

134 

South  Dakota. . . . 

. .  18 

13 

17 

16 

13 

Faribault,  Minn.. 

...  16 

15 

17 

16 

12 

Webster  City,  Iowa  16 

16 

17 

15 

14 

“  The  average 

price  of  binder 

twine  to  the  farmers  of 

the  United  States  from  the  foregoing  tables  is  about  as 

follows 

Sisal. 

Manila. 

1887  . 

16  cents 

1888 . 

....  14 

ii 

16  “ 

1889; . 

....  144 

H 

174  “ 

1890  . 

....  12 

ii 

13  “ 

1891 . 

.  94 

ii 

13  “ 

“  In  Canada  the  prices  to  the  farmers  as  nearly  as  can 
be  ascertained  were  as  follows 

Sisal.  Manila. 

1887  .  12  cents.  12-134  cents. 

1888  . .  .  .  134  “  131-144  “ 

1889  .  134  “  154-16  “ 

1890  .  124  “  124-15 

1891  . ...104  “  104-15 


Now,  I  feel  that  the  position  of  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  with  reference  to  binding  twine  is  not  a 
logical  one.  We  have  proved  conclusively  by  their 
own  figures  that  the  Canadian  fanner  pays  less  for 
his  twine  than  does  the  American  farmer.  It  is  not 
to-night  that  I  have  learned  that,  because  the 
necessity  was  imposed  on  me  of  defending  myself 
in  this  matter,  as  the  cry  raised  about  my  vote  in 
this  connection  last  session  was  the  strongest  cry 
raised  against  me  during  the  bye-election.  I  wrote 
to  all  the  dealers  and  had  all  the  facts  and  figures 
before  me,  which  satisfied  me  that  my  vote  last 
session  and  my  speech  was  not  against  the  interests 
of  the  farmer,  and  that  vote  and  that  speech  I 
have  never  since  regretted.  I  wish  to  say  that  I 
have  no  knowledge  what  stand  the  Government 
intend  to  take  in  this  matter,  but  as  an  indivi¬ 
dual,  if  I  stood  completely  alone  in  the  House  of 
Commons,  unless  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  could 
prove  to  me  that  the  American  farmer  is  getting 
his  twine  cheaper  than  the  Canadian  farmer,  I 
would  stand  by  the  position  I  have  taken  against 
all  odds.  The  whole  opposition  against  me  at  the 
bye-election  simmered  itself  down  to  the  agitation 
on  the  binding  twine  question.  At  the  first 
audience  I  addressed  I  told  my  constituents 
that  if  they  sent  me  back  to  Parliament  I  was  pre¬ 
pared  to  take  again  the  very  same  stand  that  I 
took  the  previous  session.  I  am  confident  that  I 
understand  this  question  as  well  as  any  professional 
man  in  this  country,  because,  I  have  seen  more  of 
it,  and  I  am  surprised  that  hon.  gentlemen  who 
never  sat  on  a  binder  in  their  life  should  presume 
to  dictate  to  the  farmers  of  this  country.  This 
binding  twine  question  was  a  thing  I  had  to  con¬ 
tend  with,  it  was  that  with  which  the  Reformers 
were  going  to  tie  me  hand  and  foot,  it  was  that 
which  was  going  to  prevent  me,  as  a  public  man, 
ever  holding  up  my  head  again  ;  but  I  am  happy 
to  say  that  my  opponent,  who  is  the  highest 
calibre  of  a  man,  a  man  weighing  250  pounds,  I 
tied  up  so  tight  with  the  binding  twine,  that  he 
and  his  friends  have  been  scarcely  able  to  shake 
him  loose  since.  I  tell  you,  if  you  saw  that  demon¬ 
stration  in  the  town  of  Lindsay  with  80  Union 
Jacks  waving  in  the  breeze  and  every  lad}7  and 
every  gentleman  with  “  rosettes  ”  of  binding  twine 
in  their  button  holes,  you  would  have  come  to 
a  clear  conclusion  that  there  could  not  be  very 
much  in  the  policy  of  the  Opposition  when  it  had 
whittled  down  to  a  ball  of  binding  twine.  I  came 
here  as  a  supporter  of  the  Government,  and  it  would 
be  a  pretty  queer  vote  I  would  not  give  in  favour 
of  that  Government,  especially  when  now  I  am 
pretty  well  acquainted  with  the  Opposition.  It  is  a 
sad  thing  to  find  that  the  policy  of  those  gentlemen 
opposite  has  come  down  to  a  ball  of  binding  twine. 
I  do  not  wonder  at  lion,  gentlemen  getting  a  little 
discouraged  when  all  their  schemes  are  brought  so 
low,  and  I  hope  that,  until  they  change  their  policy, 
they  will  remain  where  they  are,  in  Opposition,  as 
they  will,  unless  I  mistake  the  farmers  of  this  coun¬ 
try,  if  their  policy  is  limited  to  a  ball  of  binder 
twine.  I  am  here  to  support  a  Canadian  Govern¬ 
ment,  I  am  here  to  support  a  Government  that  is 
not  looking  for  a  policy,  I  am  here  to  support  a 
Government  that  has  an  established  policy  that  the 
people  have  fallen  in  line  with,  and  the  longer  they 
know  that  Government  and  its  policy,  the  1  tetter 
they  appreciate  it,  and  the  late  vote  shows  that  to 
be  true.  When  the  hon.  member  for  Both  well  [Air. 
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Mills)  tells  the  Ministers  of  the  Crown  that  they 
are  running  from  pillar  to  post,  running  to  Wash¬ 
ington  and  elsewhere  looking  for  a  policy,  I  think 
it  comes  with  a  very  bad  grace  from  him.  I  now 
resume  my  seat. 

Mr.  McMILLAN  (Huron).  I  am  always  very 
happy  to  meet  a  brother  farmer  who  knows  his 
own  business  better  than  any  other  person.  I  do 
not  pretend  to  know  so  much  about  my  business. 
I  never  pinned  my  faith  to  the  coat  tails  of  an  in¬ 
dividual  or  a  party.  I  heard  a  speech  of  the  hon. 
gentleman  in  1890,  and  his  policy  was  nothing  but 
to  endorse  the  private  and  public  acts  of  Sir  John 
Macdonald,  and  to  say  ditto  to  every  word.  He 
says  that,  if  we  could  show  that  the  Americans  got 
their  binding  twine  cheaper  than  the  Canadians, 
we  would  gain  a  point.  The  hon.  member  for 
Muskoka  said  about  the  same  thing.  You  will  re¬ 
member  the  committee  that  sat  in  1888  when  Mr. 
Massey,  the  implement  manufacturer,  was  brought 
before  the  committee,  and  he  stated  that  he  could 
buy  binding  twine  in  the  United  States,  pay  the 
duty,  and  have  it  as  cheap  as  he  could  buy  it  in 
Canada.  He  also  said  : 

‘‘We  had  to  import  a  large  quantity  for  the  North-West 
last  year.  We  could  not  get  it  in  Canada.  We  laid  it 
down  in  Manitoba  at  about  the  price  we  had  to  pay  in 
Nova  Scotia,  and  duty  added.” 

That  shows  conclusively  that  the  duty  on  binding- 
twine  is  added  to  the  cost  of  the  article  here.  The 
American  farmers  are  being  imposed  upon  by  the 
combines  there,  and  the  combines  that  bleed  the 
American  farmers  will  bleed  the  Canadian  farmers, 
if  they  get  the  opportunity.  Here  is  an  extract  in 
regard  to  the  great  cordage  trust  in  the  United 
States  : 

“  The  greedy  binding  twine  trust  is  not  satisfied  with 
the  enormous  profit  accruing  from  last  yeai-’s  operations. 
One  million  four  hundred  thousand  dollars  was  cleared  in 
.  1891  by  the  trust.  That  sum,  considering  its  opportuni¬ 
ties  in  the  field  of  legalized  robbery,  is  now  regarded  as 
being  short  of  actual  requirements.  It  is  to  be 
greatly  exceeded  this  year,  and  to  that  end  the  price 
ot  twine  for  the  coming  season  has  been  advanced  from  3 
to  4  cents.  Competition  has  been  shut  out  by  the  duty, 
and  this  is  the  secret  of  the  trust’s  unholy  raid  on  the 
pockets  of  the  wheat  growers  of  the  west.  But  what  are 
the  farmers  going  to  do  about  it?  Knowing  that  the  pro¬ 
tection  afforded  the  trust  by  the  Government  makes  the 
robbery  complained  of  possible,  do  they  intend  to  vote  for 
a  continuance  of  the  fiscal  policy  that  bears  so  heavily 
upon  them  ?  That  is  the  question.” 

That  is  the  question  with  us  in  Canada  as  well  as 
with  the  farmers  in  the  United  States,  and  now 
that  this  large  trust  in  the  United  States  has  got 
hold  of  the  cordage  companies  in  Canada,  we  may 
expect  to  suffer  more  in  the  future  than  we  have 
in  the  past,  and,  if  it  is  true  that  they  are  raising 
the  price  of  cordage  from  3  to  4  cents  a  pound  for 
the  next  season,  we  may  expect  that  they  will  not 
give  us  the  binding  twine  any  cheaper.  It  is  one 
of  the  most  grievous  burdens  on  the  farmers  of 
this  country.  There  may  be  some  reason  for  a 
duty  when  the  money  goes  into  the  treasury  of 
the  country,  but,  when  it  goes  simply  into  the 
pockets  of  a  company,  particularly  when  it  is  a 
combination  of  foreigners  who  have  bought  up  all 
the  cordage  manufactories  in  Canada,  it  is  a  dif¬ 
ferent  thing.  I  should  like  to  hear  if  the  Govern¬ 
ment  and  their  supporters  are  willing,  in  view  of 
their  policy,  to  allows  this  binding  twine  to  come 
in  from  another  country.  We  had  a  letter  read  by 
the  hon.  member  for  Marquette  (Mr.  Watson) 
from  a  gentleman  in  Belfast  who  stated  that  he 
Mr.  Fairbairn. 


could  send  binding  twine  in  here  for  9^ 
cents  a  pound.  I  saw  a  statement  that  it  could  be 
manufactured  for  8  cents  a  pound,  which  would 
bear  out  the  statement  of  the  hon.  gentleman  that 
it  could  be  brought  from  the  old  country  and  laid 
down  here  at  9^  cents  a  pound.  During  the  last 
year  we  imported  196,000  pounds  on  which  we  paid 
something  over  $6,000  in  duty,  which  makes  about 
3tV  cents  per  pound  on  binding  twine  imported 
in  Canada.  That  shows  what  the  price  of  the  twine 
was  here  because  the  cordage  companies  were  not 
going  to  sell  their  twine  to  any  extent  lower  than 
the  price  of  the  twine  inported  into  the  country, 
especially  as  they  had  purchased  from  the  cordage 
company.  That  is  proof  that  we  do  not  get  twine 
any  cheaper  than  its  price  in  the  United  States 
with  the  duty  added.  Now,  how  much  money 
has  it  cost  in  the  Province  of  Ontario  to  bind  our 
crops  ?  In  1891  there  were  849,936  acres  of  fall 
wheat  harvested  ;  of  spring  wheat,  510,634  aci-es  ; 
of  barley,  553,166  acres  ;  of  oats,  1,840,636  acres  ; 
of  rye,  67,867 acres,  makinga  total  of  3,822,257  acres. 
But  there  is  a  considerable  quantity  of  barley  that 
is  not  tied,  that  is  cut  and  put  loose  into  the  barn, 
so  that  would  reduce  the  quantity  of  twine  to  be 
used.  If  we  estimate  that  one-half  the  barley 
acreage  is  so  cut,  that  would  leave  3,545,674  acres 
of  grain,  which  at  two  pounds  of  twine  per  acre 
would  give  7,081,348  pounds,  which  at  3TV  cents  per 
pound,  would  give  us  $212,740  that  the  Province 
of  Ontario  had  to  pay  for  binding  twine.  Now,  if 
we  deduct  the  duty  paid  on  imported  twine  $1,612, 
we  find  that  the  Province  of  Ontario  alone,  which 
requires  nearly  as  much  binding  twine  as  all  the 
other  provinces  in  the  Dominion  of  Canada,  paid 
$211,128.44,  which  went  exclusively  into  the 
pockets  of  the  manufacturers.  We  find  that  the 
total  quantity  of  land  in  the  Province  of  Ontario 
that  is  occupied  at  the  present  time  is  something- 
like  21,000,000  acres,  of  which  something  between 
10  and  11,000,000  acres  are  cleared  land  ;  so 
that  for  every  50  acres  cleared  there  is  a  tax  of 
$1  and  for  every  100  acres  of  cleared  land  there  is  a 
tax  of  $2  on  account  of  binding  twine.  Take  the 
County  of  Huron,  one  riding  of  which  I  have  the 
honour  to  represent.  We  find  that  in  1 890  there  were, 
of  fall  wheat,  44,978  acres  ;  of  spring  wheat, 
9,379  ;  of  barley  32,386  ;  of  oats,  94,630;  of 
rye,  306,  making  a  total  of  181,679  acres,  which 
would  employ  363,358  pounds  of  twine,  which 
at  3tV  cents  per  pound,  would  make  $12,717 
for  the  County  of  Huron  alone.  But  as  we  cut 
about  one-half  the  barley  and  put  it  into  the 
barn  loose,  that  would  reduce  the  amount  to  about 
$11,590  which  the  County  of  Huron  has  to  pay  for 
binding  twine.  Now,  I  hold  that  is  something 
that  ought  not  to  exist.  The  Government  mighc 
have  some  plea  for  retaining  the  tax  if  the  money 
went  into  the  treasury,  unless  they  consider  that 
every  article  that  pays  a  tax,  whether  into  the 
combines  or  into  the  treasury,  has  a  right  to  the 
protection  of  the  National  Policy,  as  was  hinted 
at  by  the  hon.  member  for  Muskoka  (Mr.  O’Brien). 
If  that  is  the  case,  we  cannot  expect  to  get  much 
relief  from  the  Government.  But  I  had  under¬ 
stood  from  what  has  passed  in  this  House,  that  the 
Government  was  about  to  submit  some  change  in 
the  tariff,  be  it  little  or  be  it  great.  Now,  I  would 
have  stuck  closely  to  this  question  of  binding- 
twine,  had  it  not  been  for  the  challenge  that  was 
hurled  across  the  House  by  the  hon.  member  for 
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South  Victoria  (Mr.  Fairbairn)  who  said  that  Britain 
was  the  market  where  the  Canadian  farmer  gets 
the  best  returns  for  his  produce.  Does  he  know, 
as  a  practical  farmer,  that  barley  is  the  crop  to-day 
that  pays  the  farmer  in  the  Province  of  Ontario 
better  than  any  other  crop  we  have  raised  for  a 
large  number  of  years?  In  1891,  4,056,848  bushels 
of  barley  went  into  the  United  States,  upon  which 
we  paid  10  cents  a  bushel.  Then  there  was  922,- 
752  bushels  that  paid  30  cents  duty,  so  that 
$682,536  was  paid  to  get  our  barley  into 
the  United  States.  Now,  they  may  tell 
us  that  the  United  States  export  a  large  quantity 
of  barley.  True,  they  do  export  a  certain  quantity, 
something  like  900,000  bushels  during  1891.  But 
if  they  did  export  that  amount,  that  is  an  advan¬ 
tage  to  us  if  the  purchasers  for  the  United  States 
market  will  come  into  Canada  and  give  us  a  better 
price  to-day  than  we  cangetfrom  the  British  market, 
although  it  displaces  a  certain  amount  of  their  own 
grains  ?  That  is  our  profit  and  it  is  theirs  also, 
otherwise  they  would  not  come  and  buy  it  from  us. 
Now,  about  horses.  We  have  been  told  time  and 
time  again  that  England  is  our  best  market  for 
horses.  I  state  without  fear  of  successful  contra 
diction  that  the  English  market  require  very  few 
of  our  horses.  I  find  that  in  1888  there  were  im¬ 
ported  into  England  11,505  horses  ;  in  1889,  13,832  ; 
in  1890,  19,286,  or  44,643  during  those  three  years. 
Now  how  many  horses  did  they  export  during  those 
same  years?  In  1888  they  exported  11,281  ;  in  1889, 
13,668  ;  in  1890,  18,981,  or  altogether  43,930,  so 
that  the  exports  and  the  imports  were  very  nearly 
equal,  with  a  difference  of  only  1,024  in  favour  of 
the  imports  during  those  three  years.  These  figures 
are  taken  from  the  last  British  agricultural  returns, 
showing  conclusively  that  Britain  is  not  a  market 
where  we  can  expect  to  sell  our  horses  with  profit. 
We  find  that  the  continental  countries  of  Europe 
can  supply  the  British  market  much  more  readily  and 
with  far  less  risk  of  loss  than,  we  can.  For  instance, 
Denmark  supplied  the  British  market  in  1890  with 
2,489  horses,  Germany  with  12,600,  Holland  with 
1,575,  Norway  with  294,  Spain  with  156,  the 
United  States  with  364  and  Canada  with  225,  that 
was  the  total  import  of  horses  from  continental 
countries  and  from  the  United  States  and  Canada 
into  England  during  the  year.  Now,  we  find  that 
in  1890  the  United  States  imported  37,675  horses  ; 
that  was  the  year  before  the  McKinley  Bill  came 
into  effect.  In  1891  they  imported  7,631  horses 
at  $30  per  head,  7,965  at  20  per  cent  and  368 
at  30  per  cent.  In  all,  the  United  States  im¬ 
ported  during  that  year  the  McKinley  Bill  came 
into  force,  15,964  horses,  showing  that  there 
was  a  falling  off  in  that  year  of  21,711  horses  on 
account  of  the  change  in  the  duty.  The  United 
States  exported  only  3,110  horses  in  1891,  which 
left  a  market  for  12,854  horses  in  the  United 
States  against  a  market  of  1,026  in  Great  Britain, 
showing  conclusively  that  the  United  States  is  a 
better  market  for  us  than  Great  Britain  can  be 
for  our  surplus  horses.  I  state  from  practical  experi¬ 
ence  that  we  cannot  establish  with  Great  Britain  a 
trade  so  successful  and  profitable  as  we  can  with  the 
United  States.  The  long  sea  voyage  causes  great 
loss,  and  then  we  have  to  pay  heavy  insurance  in 
transporting  our  products  and  ,  animals  across  the 
water.  Let  me  say  that  the  United  States,  instead 
of  increasing  their  imports  of  horses  during  the  last 
year,  decreased  the  number  by  157,000,  showing 


again  that  that  is  the  market  upon  which  we  must 
rely  to  a  greater  extent  than  any  other,  for  horses. 
We  have  been  told  that  Great  Britain  is  our  best 
market  for  all  sorts  of  grain.  I  gave  a  statement 
to  the  House  this  year  in  reference  to  this  and  I 
challenge  its  contradiction.  In  the  Empire  of  the 
23rd  of  April  I  find  the  following  prices  quoted  for 
fall  wheat,  spring  wheat,  and  barley,  in  the  cities 
of  Buffalo  and  Toronto.  Fall  wheat,  Buffalo,  94 
cents  ;  Toronto,  84  or  85  cents  ;  or  a  difference  of  9 
cents  in  favour  of  Buffalo.  Spring  wheat,  Buffalo,  92 
cents  ;  spring  wheat,  Toronto,  82  to  86,  or  a  differ¬ 
ence  in  favour  of  Buffalo  of  7  cents.  This  was  a 
special  despatch  to  the  Empire ,  in  which  it  was 
said  that  7,000  bushels  of  barley  were  sold  in 
Buffalo  at  86  cents  as  compared  with  50  cents  in 
Canada,  or  a  difference  of  36  cents  in  favour  of 
Buffalo. 

Mr.  TAYLOR.  What  has  that  to  do  with  binder 
twine  ? 

Mr.  McMILLAN  (Huron).  It  has  got  to  do 
with*  an  answer  to  the  gentleman  who  spoke  on  that 
side  of  the  House.  Why  do  you  allow  license  to  one 
when  you  attempt  to  circumscribe  another  ;  that 
is  the  policy  of  the  Conservative  party.  I  hold 
that  the  markets  of  the  United  States  are  the  most 
profitable  markets  we  can  have,  provided  we  had 
unrestricted  reciprocity,  and  I  believe  the  day  is 
not  distant  when  the  people  of  this  country,  Con¬ 
servative  and  Reformer  alike,  will  arise  in  their 
might  and  demand  unrestricted  reciprocity.  There 
is  no  country  so  cursed  with  party  politics  as 
Canada  is.  Many  a  Conservative  has  stated  to  me 
within  the  last  three  months  that  he  was  in  favour 
of  unrestricted  reciprocity  with  the  States,  and  that 
he  would  ten  times  rather  have  it  than  allow  the 
Grits  to  come  into  power.  They  are  afraid  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House  that  if  Reformers  come  into 
power  we  will  get  unrestricted  reciprocity,  and 
some  lion,  gentlemen  opposite  have  a  feeling  that 
the  Government  have  not  behaved  honestly  with 
the  people  of  this  country  in  their  late  trip  to 
Washington  with  respect  to  the  question.  This 
binding  twine  is  a  grievous  matter  for  the  farmers, 
and  it  is  one  that  has  to  be  repeated  every  year. 
During  last  year  I  bought  175  lbs.  of  binding  twine 
and  it  took  2§  lbs.  to  each  acre,  or  in  other 
words  it  cost  me  9  cents  per  acre  of  a  duty 
within  a  mere  fraction,  so  that  I  paid  $5.42 
duty  on  that  175  pounds  of  twine.  Every  farmer 
in  Canada  who  has  got  improved  machinery,  and 
who  carries  on  his  farm  in  a  proper  manner,  has  to 
pay  this  tax,  and  it  is  a  burden  that  comes  around 
every  year,  and  when  the  twine  is  used  once  it 
cannot  be  used  again.  Will  the  Government  take 
this  into  consideration,  and  see  that  justice  is  done 
to  the  farmer  of  Canada.  Why  should  the  fisher¬ 
men  of  the  Lower  Provinces  get  free  cordage  and 
free  salt,  and  why  sjiould  the  farmers  of  Ontario  be 
assessed  to  contribute  to  a  bounty  of  $150,000 
annually,  when  they  are  denied  the  same  privilege 
as  the  fishermen  have  of  getting  their  twine  free  ? 
I  hold  that  this  is  a  gross  injustice.  I  believe  my¬ 
self,  that  if  the  Government  do  not  give  us  some 
relief  in  this  matter,  that  next  year  we '  will  be 
worse  pinched  on  binding  twine  than  in  the  past,  on 
account  of  this  large  cordage  company  having  the 
whole  supply  of  the  States  and  Canada  under  their 
control.  I  trust  that  the  Government  will  see 
their  way  to  remove  the  duty  on  twine,  so  that  we 
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can  get  our  supplies  from  the  old  country.  That 
would  encourage  trade  with  Great  Britain,  and  it 
would  be  acting  loyally,  and  gentlemen  opposite 
would  not  be  going  against  their  principles  of 
loyalty  or  waving  the  old  flag.  They  would  be 
assisting  trade  between  the  old  country  and  Canada, 
and  that  is  the  only  way  in  which  I  see  that  we  are 
likely  to  get  relief.  I  hope  that  every  farmer  in 
the  country  will  take  this  into  his  serious  consider¬ 
ation,  because  I  know  that  the  time  has  come  when 
Conservatives  and  Reformers  alike  believe  that  the 
Government  should  give  some  relief  to  the  farmers 
in  this  matter. 

Mr.  SMITH  (Ontario).  I  do  not  intend  to  detain 
the  House  at  any  length  in  discussing  this  question, 
and  I  do  not  know  that  I  would  ask  that  indul¬ 
gence  were  it  not  for  the  fact  that  the  riding  I  have 
the  honour  to  represent  is  deeply  interested  in  this 
matter.  The  National  Policy  has  been  for  thirteen 
years  under  trial,  and  it  has  been  fairly  and  fully 
tested.  It  was  tested  with  a  series  of  bad  crops, 
and  it  has  been  tested  by  the  severest  opposition 
of  our  friends  of  the  Liberal  party.  The  lion, 
gentleman  who  has  just  spoken,  has  on  all  occasions 
since  I  have  had  the  honour  of  a  seat  in  this  House, 
opposed  the  National  Policy.  In  fact,  Sir,  he  re¬ 
minds  me  somewhat  of  the  minister  who  settled  in 
his  riding  a  short  time  ago,  and  who  had  not  long 
been  stationed  there  before  one  of  his  people  died. 
When  the  funeral  service  was  over,  he  thought,  as 
he  was  somewhat  new  to  the  section  of  the  country, 
that  he  could  say  nothing  about  the  deceased,  and 
he  believed  that  it  would  be  well,  perhaps,  to  ask 
some  of  the  neighbours  to  say  a  word  or  two  about  him. 
After  a  pause,  the  hon.  member  for  South  Huron 
(Mr.  McMillan)  rose,  as  the  hon.  member  for  South 
Huron  can  rise  upon  an  occasion  of  that  kind,  and 
he  said  :  Well,  as  no  one  seems  to  care  to  say  any¬ 
thing  about  the  deceased,  I  will  take  this  oppor¬ 
tunity  of  discussing  unrestricted  receprocity  and 
free  binder  twine.  I  say,  Sir,  that  the  National 
Policy  has  been  severely  tested.  The  gentlemen  in 
Opposition  to-day  are  attacking  it  piecemeal  as 
they  have  been  doing  for  the  last  four  or  five  years. 
They  single  out  one  particular  article  and  in  that 
way  they  try  to  bring  influence  to  bear,  especially 
upon  the  farmers  of  this  country,  against  it.  To¬ 
day  they  have  singled  out  binder  twine,  as  an 
object  of  attack.  There  can  be  no  doubt  that,  if 
the  position  taken  by  hon.  gentlemen  of  the 
Reform  party  were  correct,  if  it  were  true  that 
the  farmers  of  Canada  were  actually  losing  by  the 
duty  on  binder  twine,  then  there  would  be  some 
semblance  of  force  in  their  contention,  and  if  it 
were  true,  the  contention  of  these  hon.  gentlemen 
would  soon  make  the  farmers  rich  if  they  were 
once  in  power.  But  from  first  to  last,  during  all 
the  days  that  this  matter  has  been  under  discus¬ 
sion,  they  have  failed,  and  failed  in  every  par¬ 
ticular,  to  prove  in  any  way  that  binder  twine  is 
at  present,  or  has  been  in  years  gone  by,  dearer  in 
Canada  than  in  the  United  States.  That  being  the 
case,  their  whole  argument  falls  to  the  ground. 
If  we  had  the  duty  taken  off  binder  twine,  the  re¬ 
sult  would  undoubtedly  be  that  this  twine,  instead 
of  being  manufactured  in  Canada,  would  be  manu¬ 
factured  in  the  United  States.  Controlled  as  this 
article  is  by  a  large  company  in  the  United  States, 
there  is  no  question  at  all  that  the  whole  of  the 
binder  twine  consumed  in  Canada  would  be 
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manufactured  in  the  large  concerns  in  the  United 
States  if  the  duty  were  removed.  I  may 
also  point  out  that  this  cordage  combination, 
which  we  heard  the  member  for  South  Huron 
(Mr.  McMillan)  speak  about,  has  an  interest 
in  England  as  well  as  on  the  other  side  of  the  line. 
Well,  if  this  is  the  case,  it  appears  to  me  that  it  is 
in  the  interest  of  Canada  and  in  the  interest  of  the 
farmers,  so  long  as  we  cannot  get  the  twine  any 
cheaper,  that  it  shall  be  manufactured  in  the  coun¬ 
try.  If  the  duty  were  taken  off,  there  can  be  no  doubt 
that  on  account  of  the  earlier  harvest  on  the  other 
side  we  would  have  great  difficulty  in  getting  our 
supplies.  We  would  simply  have  to  depend  on 
their  surplus,  and  our  Canadian  dealers  would  be 
afraid  to  invest  in  the  article.  To-day  we  are 
manufacturing  twine  from  flax,  and  I  understand 
that  a  manufactory  of  some  considerable  import¬ 
ance  in  the  western  part  of  Canada  is  employing  in 
the  neighbourhood  of  1 00  hands,  and  that  it  will 
manufacture  this  year  300  tons  of  this  twine. 
This  flax  is  grown  by  our  farmers,  and  they  are  to 
a  certain  extent  engaged  in  the  manufacture. 
These  hands  are  employed  in  Canada,  and  the 
whole  of  the  money  remains  in  the  country.  The 
mover  of  the  amendment  has  in  the  North-West 
the  finest  land  under  the  sun  for  growing  flax,  and 
if  the  duty  is  continued  hundreds  and  hun¬ 
dreds  of  tons  of  twine  necessary  to  bind 
the  grain  of  the  North-West  would  be 
manufactured  there  from  the  flax  grown 
in  that  country.  If  that  is  the  case,  it  would  be 
much  better  all  round  that  the  duty  should  con¬ 
tinue  as  it  is.  Hon.  gentlemen  tell  us  that  we 
can  buy  our  twine  from  the  mother  country,  and 
that  it  can  be  laid  down  here  for  9  cents  a  pound. 
They  know  better  when  they  make  that  statement. 
It  is  laid  down  in  New  York  for  12  cents  a  pound. 
If  we  in  Canada  were  paying  a  so  much  higher 
price  than  we  should  pay,  there  can  be  no  ques¬ 
tion  that  the  twine  would  come  from  the  mother 
country,  even  with  the  duty  left  on.  Now,  allu¬ 
sion  was  made  by  the  hon.  member  for  South 
Huron  (Mr.  McMillan)  to  the  cordage  combine  of 
1S88,  and  he  stated  that  it  was  conclusively  shown 
by  Mr.  Massey  that  the  farmers  of  Canada  were 
paying  more  for  twine  than  the  farmers  of  the 
United  States.  That  may  have  been  Mr.  Massey’s 
contention,  but  the  difference  is  so  small,  amount¬ 
ing  to  something  under  25  cents  a  ton,  that  I  think 
the  hon.  member  for  South  Huron  was  not  justified 
in  making  that  statement.  These  are  my  views  on 
the  amendment  of  the  hon.  member  for  Marquette. 
I  have  stated  them  because  I  did  not  want  to  give 
a  silent  vote  on  this  question,  and  believe  it  is  bet¬ 
ter  to  retain  the  duty  and  to  stand  by  our  country 
when  we  are  not  injuring  ourselves. 

Mr.  HENDERSON.  It  is  not  my  intention  to 
detain  the  House  at  any  length.  I  do  not  think 
it  is  necessary  to  go  around  the  world  to  gather  up 
something  to  throw  in  the  face  of  the  House  and 
call  it  argument  in  a  matter  of  this  kind.  It  seems 
to  me  that  this  question  may  resolve  itself  into  a 
very  small  compass  indeed.  My  reason  for  making 
a  statement  at  all  at  this  time  is  that  during  my 
election  on  the  28th  of  January  last,  I  was  very 
much  interested  in  the  question  of  the  duty  on 
binder  twine,  which  was  a  very  prominent  ques¬ 
tion  in  that  election.  I  told  the  Patrons  of  Indus¬ 
try,  who  opposed  me  on  that  occasion,  that  if  at 


1685 


[APEIL  26,  1892.] 


1686 


any  time  they  would  furnish  me  with  any  evidence 
to  satisfy  me  or  any  reasonable  man  that  by 
reason  of  the  duty  on  binder  twine  it  was  enhanced 
in  price  to  the  farmers  of  this  country,  I  should 
demand  of  the  Government  the  removal  of  that 
duty.  Since  that  time  I  have  not  heard  from  the 
Patrons  of  Industry  in  the  County  of  Halton.  In 
fact,  I  have  not  heard  that  there  are  any  of  those 
so-called  Patrons  of  Industry  left.  I  have  not  had 
any  petition  from  them  to  present  to  this  House 
asking  for  the  removal  of  the  duty,  or  any  suggestion 
whateverfromthem  in  that  direction.  Thearguments 
advanced  on  that  occasion  evidently  so  thoroughly 
convinced  them  that  they  did  not  pay  the  duty  on 
binder  twine  and  that  they  obtained  it  as  cheaply 
as  the  farmers  of  the  United  States,  that  they  are 
contented  that  such  is  the  case.  Now,  I  make  this 
statement  because  I  wish  to  say  why  1  give  the  vote 
I  am  about  to  give  on  this  occasion.  The  resolution 
which  has  been  introduced  by  the  hon.  member  for 
Marquette  was  certainly  introduced  very  briefly.  I 
was  surprised  indeed  that  he  did  not  advance  any 
stronger  argument  than  he  did  in  support  of  his 
contention.  In  fact,  I  think  he  totally  failed  to 
support  his  resolution  in  any  intelligible  way  at  all. 
He  read  a  petition  from  the  Patrons  of  Industry  in 
Manitoba,  which  set  forth,  first,  that  the  duty  oper¬ 
ated  to  the  disadvantage  of  the  consumer,  and 
secondly,  that  the  cost  of  binder  twine,  owing  to 
the  duty,  was  higher  to  the  consumer;  but  he  did 
not  advance  a  single  argument  in  support  of  these 
two  contentions.  He  seems  to  take  it  for  granted 
that  because  there  is  a  duty  on  binder  twine  coming 
into  this  country,  the  article  manufactured  in  this 
country  must  be  necessar  ily  higher  in  price.  Now', 
that  is  certainly  not  true.  If  that  were  the  case 
with  binder  twine,  it  would  be  the  case  with 
other  things,  and  I  am  sure  that  this  House 
is  satisfied  that  that  rule  does  not  prevail.  For 
instance,  take  the  case  of  sugar,  which  has  been 
mentioned  to-night.  One  of  the  arguments  ad¬ 
vanced,  and  I  think  very  unfairly  advanced,  is  that 
by  reason  of  our  having  a  higher  duty  on  refined 
sugar  in  this  country  than  the  United  States  have, 
our  people  pay  a  higher  price  for  sugar.  My  con¬ 
tention  is  that  notwithstanding  the  fact  that  our 
duty  on  refined  sugar  in  this  country  is  three-tenths 
of  a  cent  higher  than  the  duty  in  the  United  States, 
we  have  cheaper  granulated  sugar,  and  a  better 
article,  than  the  people  of  the  United  States. 
Now,  I  do  not  simply  make  that  statement,  because 
a  bald  statement  without  proof  should  go  for  nothing 
in  an  intelligent  House  like  this.  I  remember  on 
the  26th  of  September  last,  when  the  sugar  question 
was  under  discussion  in  this  House,  quotations  w'ere 
given,  I  think  by  the  senior  member  for  Halifax, 
which  were  not  disputed.  He  stated  that  on  that 
very  day  he  had  received  a  quotation  from  New 
York  that  granulated  sugar  was  being  sold  there  at 
44  cents  a  pound,  while  on  the  same  day  at  Halifax 
it  was  being  sold  at  4g  cents  a  pound,  or  4  of  a  cent 
a  pound  less.  Now,  I  was  curious  to  follow  that  up 
and  to  see  whether  it  was  a  single  isolated  case  or 
not,  and  I  made  enquiries  from  the  very  best  available 
market  report  to  be  obtained  in  the  city  of  Toronto. 
They  are  the  most  reliable  men  who  are  engaged 
in  dealing  in  the  article  of  sugar.  On  the  3rd 
October  I  find  the  quotation  in  New  York  was  4| 
cents,  and  in  Canada  4  "27.  On  the  10th  of 
October  it  was  the  same  in  New  York  and  4  27  in 
Canada  ;  on  14th  October  it  was  the  same  in  New 


York,  and  4  *27  in  Canada  ;  on  17th  October  the 
quotation  continued  the  same  in  New  York  and  in 
Canada  ;  and  on  the  21st  November  it  was  4^ 
against  4£.  I  find  that  up  to  the  end  of  the  year, 
at  various  times,  and  at  the  end  of  the  year,  the 
quotations  of  granulated  sugar  in  our  Canadian 
refineries  in  Halifax  and  Montreal  were  in  favour 
of  Canadian  as  against  American  sugar.  There¬ 
fore  I  say  that  the  fact  that  there  is  a  higher  duty 
on  binding  twine  coming  into  this  country  than 
there  is  on  binding  twine  going  into  the  United 
States  is  no  evidence  whatever  that  we  pay  higher 
for  our  binding  twine  than  the  people  of  the  United 
States.  Why,  if  the  duty  would  make  the  article 
higher  in  price,  the  same  argument  would  hold  in 
the  United  States.  If  25  per  cent  duty  on  bind¬ 
ing  twine  makes  it  higher  to  the  farmers  of  this 
country  than  it  is  in  the  United  States,  then 
seven- tenths  duty  in  the  United  States  would 
make  it  higher  to  the  people  there  than 
it  is  in  Canada,  and  I  do  not  see  that 
we  can  place  any  dependence  on  the  argument  in 
either  case.  So  much  then  for  the  argument  ad¬ 
vanced  by  the  hon.  member  for  Marquette  who 
has  introduced  this  resolution.  He  spoke  of  a  Mr. 
Braithwaite,  and  gave  quotations  from  Belfast, 
but  I  think  you  could  not  rely  on  binder  twine  be¬ 
ing  brought  from  Great  Britain  and  Ireland  when 
our  harvest  is  going  on,  because  we  know  this 
article  must  be  put  upon  the  market  and  sales 
made  in  the  short  space  of  about  three  months  of 
the  year,  and  it  would  not  be  safe  for  the  people  of 
this  country  to  rely  upon  getting  an  article,  which 
is  wanted  on  a  few  days’  notice,  three  thousand 
miles  from  home.  I  do  not  think,  therefore,  we 
can  depend  on  Great  Britain  for  an  article  of  that 
kind.  With  regard  to  the  large  profits  referred 
to  by  the  hon.  member  for  Marquette,  I  do  not 
pretend  to  follow  him  on  that  question.  But  as  he 
introduced  the  name  of  A.  W.  Morris,  as  an 
evidence  of  the  profits  made  in  the  manufacture 
of  binding  twine,  I  propose  also  to  introduce  the 
i  name  of  A.  W.  Morris  as  proving  in  the  same 
!  combine  report  that  we  really  have  our  binding 
J  twine  at  lower  rates  than  the  American  people 
j  pay  for  it.  Mr.  Morris’s  opinion  is  given  in 
the  Combines  Committee’s  report.  When  the  ques¬ 
tion  was  asked  him  :  “  How  do  prices  of  Canadian 
binding  twine  compare  with  the  prices  in  the 
U nited  States, say  for  the  year  1887  ?  ”  He  answered : 
‘  ‘  I  think  for  the  greater  portion  of  the  year  Cana¬ 
dian  prices  were  very  much  lower.  At  the  close  of 
the  season  in  the  United  States  there  was  an  ar¬ 
rangement  among  all  the  manufacturers  and  the 
prices  were  reduced  considerably,  but  for  the  aver¬ 
age  of  the  year  I  think  the  Canadian  prices  were 
considerably  lower ;  I  mean  the  prices  to  the 
farmer.  ”  There,  I  think,  is  an  evidence  from  a  gentle¬ 
man  whose  name  the  hon.  member  for  Marquette 
gave  in  testimony,  that  even  if  the  manufacturers 
of  cordage  have  made  money,  the  price  of  twine  is 
cheaper  in  Canada  than  in  the  United  States.  I 
trust  they  do  make  money,  for  it  would  be  an  un¬ 
fortunate  thing  for  this  country  if  people  who  en¬ 
gaged  in  such  industries,  which,  I  understand,  are 
of  a  very  risky  character,  did  not  profit  by  them. 
They  are  risky  because  the  raw  material  they  use 
fluctuates  in  price  very  much,  I  understand,  from 
£25  sterling  per  ton  to  £60  sterling,  and  it  is  quite 
uncertain  when  a  man  buys  the  raw  material, 
whether  he  will  be  able  to  sell  at  a  profit  or  at  a 
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very  great  loss.  I  think,  however,  if  we  accept 
the  testimony  of  Mr.  Morris  with  regard  to  pro¬ 
fits,  the  hon.  gentleman  who  introduced  the  resolu¬ 
tion  must  at  the  same  time  accept  the  evidence  of 
Mr.  Morris  as  to  the  value  of  binding  twine  in  this 
country  as  compared  with  the  United  States.  He 
told  us,  however,  that  the  difficulty  in  this  coun¬ 
try  is  that  there  are  no  quotations  ?  This  season 
he  says  there  are  no  quotations.  I  am  very  much 
surprised  at  that.  I  find  no  difficulty  in  getting  quo¬ 
tations  both  in  this  country  and  the  United  States  as 
to  what  binding  twine  is  likely  to  be  sold  at  during 
the  current  year.  He  tells  us  that  one  of  the  reasons 
he  introduced  this  resolution  so  hurriedly  was  in 
.order  that  quotations  might  be  given  to  the  farmers 
in  the  North-West,  as  the  dealers  there  would  not 
consent  to  do  so  until  the  action  of  the  Government 
was  known.  My  impression  is  that  the  dealers 
out  there  do  not  think  at  all  about  the  actidn  of 
the  Government  but  are  waiting  rather  for  the 
action  of  the  hon.  member  for  Marquette,  because 
his  speech  delivered  to-day  and  the  speech  delivered 
a  short  time  ago  and  the  other  speeches  of  the  hon. 
gentleman  on  this  subject,  which  have  been  printed 
and  circulated  throughout  Manitoba  to  show  that 
by  reason  of  the  duty  on  binding  twine  the  farmers 
have  to  pay  so  much  more  for  it,  have  the 
effect  of  enabling  every  one  of  his  friends  engaged 
in  the  business  to  get  one  to  three  cents  a 
pound  more  for  it.  I  am  convinced  that  is 
the  effect  of  the  hon.  gentleman’s  speeches, 
though  I  do  not  attribute  any  desire  in  that 
sense  to  him.  I  believe  the  farmers  of  this 
country  are  paying  more  for  their  binding  twine 
perhaps  than  they  ought  to  do,  just  because  they 
are  educated  by  such  speeches  to  believe  that  the 
price  is  really  higher  than  it  ought  to  be  ;  and  the 
dealers  take  advantage  of  this  to  extract  from  the 
farmers  of  the  country  a  price  which  they  are  not 
entitled  to  pay  at  all.  The  hon.  gentleman  second¬ 
ing  this  resolution  put  his  statement  very  briefly. 
He  said  he  had  very  little  to  say.  I  do  not 
suppose  he  had,  and  I  dare  say  he  said  all  that 
could  be  said  in  support  of  his  contention.  He 
seemed  to  rely  chiefly  upon  some  letter  which  he 
obtained  from  Mr.  Wilkie,  the  secretary  of  the 
Dominion  Grange.  Mr.  Wilkie  had  told  him  that 
binder  twine  in  the  United  States  was  sold  at 
8^  cents.  Now,  I  assume,  from  what  the  hon. 
member  for  North  York  said,  that  that  was  the 
price  to  the  Grange  for  very  large  lots,  possibly  100 
tons,  very  large  lots  at  any  rate.  But  I  would  like 
to  look  at  the  matter  in  this  way  :  Standard  twine, 
as  I  understand  the  brand,  is  a  brand  in  which,  if 
it  contains  anything  at  all  of  manila,  the  quantity 
is  so  light  that  it  is  scarcely  discernible.  The 
Standard  brand  in  the  United  States  to-day  is 
almost  pure  sisal,  containing  nothing  of  the  better 
quality  of  raw  material  that  enters  into  the  compo¬ 
sition  of  binding  twine.  At  8^  cents,  we  are  told  by 
the  hon.  gentleman  this  article  is  supplied  the 
Grange.  \\  ell,  I  just  like  to  look  at  it  in  this  way. 
We  are  told  by  Mr.  Wilkie  also  that  this  is  a  quality 
of  twine  that  was  sold  last  year  under  the  name  of 
Red  Cap  in  this  country.  There  is  the  unfairness  of 
the  whole  letter.  Red  cap  twine,  I  believe,  consists 
of  about  two-third  of  manila  and  one-third  sisal. 
Crown  twine  has  about  one-half  of  each.  And  I 
say  it  is  unfair  to  compare  a  twine  which  is  almost 
pure  sisal  with  a  twine  two-thirds  manila,  and 
that  is  what  Mr.  Wilkie  is  doing  when  he  informs 
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the  hon.  member  for  North  York  of  the  price.  A 
short  time  ago  I  also  received  a  communication 
from  Mr.  Wilkie.  I  was  desirous  of  getting  all  the 
information  1  possibly  could,  because  I  was  anxious 
to  learn  from  the  farmers  what  their  views  are  and 
what  arguments  the}'  had  in  support  of  the  conten¬ 
tion  of  the  hon.  member  for  Marquette.  I  wrote 
Mr.  Wilkie,  and  told  him  I  would  be  very  much 
obliged  to  him  indeed  if  he  would  kindly  send  me 
down  such  statements  and  arguments  as  he  had  in 
support  of  his  contention,  as  he  desired  my  support 
in  favour  of  the  removal  of  the  duty  from  binder 
twine.  Now,  Mr.  Wilkie  says  this  in  reply  : 

“  All  the  evidence  I  had  has  been  sent  to  Ottawa.” 

I  listened  to  the  hon.  member  for  North  York  (Mr. 
Mulock)  and  all  the  argument  he  used  was  that 
duty  was  imposed  ;  and  he  said  something  in  regard 
to  the  sugar  question  : 

“  All  the  evidence  I  had  has  been  sent  to  Ottawa.” 

I  presume  it  was  sent  to  the  member  for  North 
York.  He  says  : 

“  It  might  not  be  considered  legal  evidence,  but  it  was 
circumstantial  or  corroborative  at  least.” 

It  may  be  circumstantial,  but  I  do  not  think  it 
corroborates  very  much  the  contention  of  hon. 
gentlemen.  It  is  contented  that  twine  at  8^  cents, 
equal  to  our  Crown  brand  or  Red  Cap,  can  be 
manufactured  by  the  people  of  the  United  States. 
I  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  manila  which 
we  use  more  than  sisal,  which  is  generally  used 
in  the  United  States,  is  sold  for  prices  from  £25  up 
to  £58  sterling.  If  we  refer  to  the  combines  which 
have  been  spoken  of  by  the  hon.  member  for  Mar¬ 
quette  (Mr.  Watson),  we  will  find  evidence  that 
the  manila  has  been  sold  for  prices  ranging  from 
£25  to  £40.  Take  the  medium  pric-6  at  £32  a  ton, 
and  you  will  find  that  it  would  amount  to  about  8 
cents  a  pound.  The  raw  material  is  admitted 
free  of  duty  into  this  country  and  into 
the  United  States.  The  manufacturers  start 
on  an  even  basis.  It  is  unreasonable  to  believe 
that  any  manufacturer,  Canadian  or  Americah,  is 
going  to  take  the  raw  material,  allow  for  the 
waste,  the  doing  of  the  work,  and  all  the  rest,  for 
a  simple  advance  of  ^  a  cent  a  pound  on  the  cost  of 
the  raw  material.  That  is  so  unreasonable  that  I 
do  not  think  any  one  will  accept  the  statement  of 
the  member  for  North  York  (Mr.  Mulock)  or  of  Mr. 
Wilkie  as  to  that  being  a  fair  price  at  which  binding 
twine  can  be  sold.  Now,  as  another  evidence  that 
binding  twine  is  sold  as  cheaply  in  this  country  by 
Canadian  manufacturers  as  it  is  sold  to  the  people 
of  the  United  States,  I  will  quote  again  the  same 
article  which  was  read  by  my  hon.  friend  from 
South  Huron  (Mr.  McMillan),  but  I  will  not  read  it 
as  he  read  it.  I  will  read  it  as  it  is.  I  will  not 
change  Nova  Scotia  to  New  York  in  order  to  make 
an  argument,  but  I  will  give  it  as  it  is  in  the  Com¬ 
bines  Report  which  every  one  can  get)  and  can  see 
from  that  whether  I  am  correct  or  not.  I  hope  the 
hon.  gentleman  who  introduced  this  resolution  this 
afternoon,  and  who  made  a  similar  mistake  in  read¬ 
ing  the  evidence  of  Mr.  Massey,  will  not  again 
make  the  same  blunder.  Mr.  Massey  was  asked 
by  Mr.  Bain  : 

“  What  is  the  actual  cost,  including  the  duty,  of  the 
American  article? — We  had  to  import  a  large  quantity 
for  the  North-West  last  year,  We  could  not  get  it  in 
Canada.  We  laid  it  down  in  Manitoba  at  about  the  price 
we  had  to  pay  in  Nova  Scotia,  and  duty  added.  It  cost  us 
about  the  duty  extra.” 
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I  believe  that  now  this  country  is  capable  of  turn¬ 
ing  out  twice  as  much  twine  as  is  required  by  the 
people  of  Canada.  Had  Mr.  Massey  bought  this 
in  Nova  Scotia,  he  would  have  got  it  cheaper  by 
the  amount  of  the  duty,  but  it  cost  him  the  duty 
extra.  But  the  hon.  gentleman  reads  it  in  this  way  : 

“We  laid  it  down  in  Manitoba  at  about  the  price  we 
had  to  pay  in  New  York.” 

Putting  New  York  instead  of  Nova  Scotia.  I  hope 
this  is  the  last  time  we  will  have  that  mistake 
made.  I  think  we  should  not  go  to  the  United 
States  for  names  or  terms.  These  evidences  are 
very  satisfactory.  They  are  sworn  testimonies. 
They  are  honourable  men.  They  must  be  honour¬ 
able  men,  because  the  hon.  gentleman  on  the  other 
side  introduced  their  names  as  honourable  men 
who  should  be  trusted,  and  whose  word  should  be 
accepted  as  a  matter  of  evidence.  Why  should  we 
not  accept  the  testimony  of  such  men  and  give  to 
Canada  the  manufacture  of  its  binding  twine  as 
long  as  that  article  is  supplied  as  cheaply  as  the 
people  of  the  United  States  supply  it.  I  am  not 
going  to  quarrel  with  my  hon.  friends  on  the  other 
side  as  to  the  quantity  of  binding  twine  consumed, 
but  I  think  they  are  a  little  wide  of  the  mark.  I 
think  a  fair  estimate  would  be  about  10,000,000 
lbs.,  but  it  does  not  depend  upon  the  question 
whether  the  farmers  of  Canada  pay  $400, 000, 
$300,000,  $200,000  or  even  $100,000.  If  I  be¬ 
lieved  that  the  cost  would  be  dearer  by  $10 
in  a  year  to  the  farmers  of  Canada  than  it 
would  be  if  there  were  no  duty  on  this  article,  I 
would  support  the  resolution  which  has  been 
moved.  But  I  believe  that  the  duty  has  not 
enchanced  the  cost  to  the  people  of  this  country, 
but  that  they  are  getting  their  twine  as  cheaply  as 
the  people  of  the  United  States,  and  for  that  reason 
I  shall  vote  against  the  motion  in  order  to  give  to 
the  Canadians  the  manufacture  of  their  own 
binding  twine  as  long  as  they  are  prepared  to 
supply  it  as  cheaply  as  the  manufacturers  of  the 
United  States.  I  have  already  said  that  the  raw 
material  is  free  to  the  manufacturers  of  each 
country.  We  can  manufacture  this  twine  as 
cheaply  as  they  can,  we  have  as  good  machinery  as 
they  have,  we  have  as  good  workmen,  and  we  have 
as  good  brains  to  manage  the  cordage  factories,  and 
the  manufacturers  themselves  say  they  make  that 
article  as  cheap  as  the  people  of  the  United  States 
do.  If  that  is  the  case,  why  should  we  remove  the 
duty  and  give  up  the  market  of  this  country  to  a 
foreign  country  ?  The  duty  was  never  put  on 
binding  twine  for  the  purpose  of  raising  a  revenue. 
It  is  altogether  different  from  the  article  of  sugar. 
We  have  been  told  over  and  over  again  that 
when  the  duty  was  taken  off  sugar,  the  price  imme¬ 
diately  went  down.  Well,  was  it  to  be  wondered 
at  ?  Who  in  this  House  or  out  of  it  ever  thought 
that  anything  else  would  occur  ?  When  the  duty  was 
put  on  sugar  long  ago  for  the  purpose  of  raising  a 
revenue,  it  was  done  because  it  was  considered  that 
sugar  wasa  fit  subject  for  duty,  and  soa  duty  was  put 
on  raw  sugar.  But  when  the  Government  of  the  day 
found,  *after  years  of  economical  administration, 
that  they  were  able  to  do  without  the  three  million 
and  a  half  dollars  obtained  from  sugar  duties,  they 
removed  that  duty  and  sugar  went  down  in  price. 
Now,  the  raw  material  of  binding  twine  is  free  of 
duty  just  as  well  as  the  raw  material  for  the  manu¬ 
facture  of  sugar.  We  have  always  contended  that 
if  the  Canadian  manufacturers  can  produce  as  good 


an  article  and  as  cheaply  as  the  manufacturers  of 
the  United  States,  we  are  bound  to  protect  them 
in  their  own  market,  and  so  a  duty  was  put  on 
that  article  for  the  purpose  of  giving  the  Canadian 
manufacturers  their  own  market,  giving  them  an 
opportunity  of  supplying  our  own  workingmen, 
who,  in  turn  will  consume  the  products  of  our  Can¬ 
adian  farms.  Now,  we  want  to  continue  that 
policy,  we  want  to  provide  markets  for  the  pro¬ 
ducts  of  Ontario  farmers  by  those  men  down  east 
who  manufactured  binding  twine,  we  want  to  con¬ 
tinue  that  policy  rather  than  give  an  open  market 
in  binding  twine,  or  in  any  other  commodity,  to 
the  foreign  manufacturers,  so  long  as  that  com¬ 
modity  can  be  supplied  as  cheaply  by  Canadian 
manufacturers  as  it  can  be  bought  elsewhere.  I 
think  the  Canadian  manufacturers  this  season  will 
make  every  effort  to  supply  the  article  of  binding 
twine  as  cheaply  to  the  Canadian  farmers  as  it 
could  be  obtained  if  the  duty  were  removed. 
There  are  reasons  why  we  should  preserve  that 
manufacture  in  our  own  country.  Our  Canadian 
makers  understand  the  requirements  of  this 
country  ;  they  ascertain  by  a  fair  estimate  what 
quantity  will  be  necessary,  and  thej7  make  provi¬ 
sions  for  that  quantity.  Now,  on  the  other  side  of 
the  line  it  is  not  known  what  quantity  will  be 
required  from  year  to  year  because  the  extent  of 
the  crops  is  uncertain  and  variable.  If  they  should 
have  a  very  large  crop  their  whole  supply  of 
binding  twine  might  be  consumed,  and  our  own 
Canadian  farmers  if  we  relied  on  the  United  States 
market,  might  possibly  not  have  enough  to  bind 
25  per  ceut  of  their  crops.  What  a  nice  condition 
our  farmers  would  then  find  themselves  in  were  we 
to  rely  entirely  upon  makers  in  a  foreign  country. 
I  understand,  besides,  that  Canadian  manufacturers 
of  this  article,  take  all  the  reponsibilities  them¬ 
selves,  they  take  all  the  risks  ;  even  when  they  sell 
at  this  season  of  the  year,  or  earlier,  they  do  not  fix 
the  price,  but  they  agree  that  any  drop  in  price  will 
be  allowed  to  the  dealer.  That  dealer  sends  in  his 
order,  and  if  he  fails  to  sell  the  whole  quantity 
on  account  of  a  shorter  crop,  the  manufacturer 
takes  back  the  unbroken  packages.  Now,  we  could 
not  expect  any  such  consideration  from  foreign 
manufacturers.  You  will  readily  see  the  advantage 
this  is  to  the  farmers  of  this  country,  because 
when  a  dealer  is  able  to  buy  from  the  manufac¬ 
turer  on  such  favourable  terms  he  can  sell 
that  article  at  the  very  closest  profits  and 
not  subject  himself  to  loss  by  carrying  the 
articles  over  to  another  season.  Therefore,  I  say 
that  we  had  better  remain  as  we  are,  unless  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite,  before  this  debate  closes,  are 
able  to  show  us  how  we  could  do  better.  It  has 
been  contended,  I  think,  by  the  hon.  member  for 
North  Wellington  (Mr.  McMullen)  and  the  hon. 
member  for  South  Huron  (Mr.  McMillan),  that  the 
fishermen  have  certain  privileges  in  the  lower 
provinces  £hat  are  not  afforded  to  the  farmers  of 
Ontario.  Now,  I  really  think  this  little  privilege 
that  is  granted  to  the  fishermen  is  almost  too  tri¬ 
fling  for  the  wealthy  Province  of  Ontario  to  take 
notice  of.  I  understand  that  there  is  a  certain 
kind  of  twine  used  by  the  fishermen  in  making 
nets,  that  is  not  manufactui'ed  in  this  country,  and 
which  I  am  told  cannot  readily  be  manufactured  in 
this  country.  A  limited  quantity  of  very  fine  twine 
is  allowed  to  come  in  free  for  those  fishermen,  and 
there  never  has  been  a  duty  on  it,  I  am  told,  from 
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the  beginning  of  the  world  to  this  day.  These 
fishermen  had  this  twine  free  to  start  with,  and  the 
Government  did  not  feel  disposed  to  ask  them  to 
pay  a  duty  on  an  article  which  was  not 
manufactured  in  this  country.  That  is  according 
to  the  principle  of  the  National  Policy.  If 
an  article  cannot  be  made  in  this  country 
why  then  let  us  admit  it  free,  so  that  our  people 
can  get  it  at  the  lowest  price.  But  on  the  rope 
and  cordage  used  by  these  fishermen  which  can  be 
manufactured  in  this  country,  they  pay  a  duty 
just  the  same  as  other  people  ;  therefore  there  is 
nothing  in  the  argument  of  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  opposite.  Now,  I  desire  to  draw  attention 
to  a  few  figures  which  I  have  obtained  with  refer¬ 
ence  to  the  great  question  before  us  ;  because  the 
real  question  is  :  Have  we  our  binding  twine  as 
cheap  as  the  farmers  of  the  United  States  have  it  ? 
Now,  in  my  own  province  there  is  a  firm  known  by 
the  name  of  Peaker  &  Runians,  a  firm  that  the  hon. 
member  for  Peel  knows  very  well,  and  every  state¬ 
ment  they  make  I  am  quite  sure  the  hon.  member 
for  Peel  will  accept  as  thoroughly  reliable.  They 
live  within  a  short  distance  of  the  county  I  have 
the  honour  to  represent,  and  they  sell  a  very  large 
quantity  of  binding  twine  in  that  county.  I  have 
had  occasion  to  make  enquiries  there  as  to  the  prices 
which  this  firm  obtained  for  their  binding  twine. 
I  will  mention  a  few  figures  which  have  been  ob¬ 
tained  from  their  own  books  ;  they  are  no  ficti¬ 
tious  prices,  they  are  the  prices  at  which  the 
article  was  actually  sold  by  this  reliable  firm  : 


1st, 

2nd 

3rd 


4th 


5th 


year  of  1887 . . .  .No.  1  Manila...  .  134  cts.  per  pound. 
“  ....No.  2  “  . . . .  124  “ 

1888. . . .Manila . 144  “  *• 

“  Mivprl  i  q1  “  << 

“  1889.. '..Red  Star  Maniia  15*  “ 

- Blue  Ribbon . 16  “  “ 

“  ....RedCap . 16  “ 

1890. . .  .White  Ribbon. ..  15  “  “ 

...  .Blue  Ribbon . 15  “  “ 

. . .  .Crown  Brand  from  124  to  13  “ 

....RedCap  from  ...  15  to  151  “ 

1891. . .  .Crown  Brand  from  104  to  ll  “ 

“  ....Red  Cap  from  . . .  II5  to  12  “ 

...  Blue  Ribbon  from  13  to  14  “ 


Now,  there  is  a  statement  going  over  five  years.  I 
have  other  statements  from  various  parts  of  the 
country  and  from  various  parts  of  the  United 
States.  I  obtained  the  services  of  a  gentleman  last 
winter  to  communicate  with  a  number  of  persons 
in  the  United  States  whose  names  I  gave  him,  for 
the  purpose  of  getting  information  with  respect  to 
this  binding  twine,  and  I  am  glad  to  place  before 
you  quotations  which  I  believe  are  reliable, 
and  they  all  go  to  show  this  fact,  that  binding 
twine  in  this  country  is  as  cheap  to  our  farmers  as 
it  is  to  the  farmers  of  the  United  States.  Now,  I 
want  to  give  a  comparison  of  prices  with  Minnesota 
between  the  years  1887  and  1891.  In  1887,  sisal 
sold  at  12i  ;  in  1888,  at  14  ;  in  1889,  at  16,  and 
m  1890,  at  14  cents.  Manila  sold  ip,  1887  at  16  ; 
in  1888,  at  15  ;  in  1889,  at  17,  and  in  1890,  at 
16  cents.  In  1891,  sisal  sold  at  9  cents  and  maniia 
at  12  cents.  The  average  price  of  binder  twine 
to  the  farmers  of  the  United  States  from  the 
reliable  tables  is  about  as  follows  : — 


1887  . 

1888  . 

1889  . 

1890  . 

1891  . 

Mr.  Henderson. 


Sisal. 


131  cents. 
14"  “ 

141  “ 


12 


i  i 


94  “ 


Manila. 


16  cents. 
16  “ 


17* 

15 

13 


Now,  these  are  the  average  quotations  of  five  dif¬ 
ferent  states  where  this  article  is  sold. 

Mr.  CASEY.  What  was  the  Canadian  price  of 
maniia  in  1891  ? 

Mr.  HENDERSON.  I  will  give  you  for  the  same 
five  years  the  price  to  the  Canadian  farmer  as  nearly 
as  has  been  ascertained. 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  asked  for  that  last  year. 

Mr.  HENDERSON.  Well,  you  will  get  it  now. 
In  Canada  the  prices  to  the  farmers,  as  nearly  as 
can  be  ascertained,  were  as  follows  : — 


1887 . 

to 

134  cents. 

1888 . 

. 134  “ 

. 124  “ 

ii 

144  “ 

16  “ 

1889 . 

it 

1890 . 

(( 

15  “ 

1891 . 

a 

15  “ 

Mr.  CASEY.  Not  for  maniia  ? 

Mr.  HENDERSON.  Manila  would  be  the  highest 
price  and  Crown  brand  is  the  lowest.  I  understand 
there  are  very  few  quotations  indeed  of  15  cents 
and  the  bulk  of  the  sales  last  year  were  104  to 
124  cents  ;  that  is  lO^for  a  mixture  such  as  Crown 
brand,  although  in  some  cases  pure  maniia  used 
only  in  limited  quantities  was  sold  as  high  as  15 
cents.  We,  therefore,  see  that  the  prices  were  lower 
in  Canada  than  in  the  United  States,  as  the  bulk 
of  the  sales  for  twine  used  in  this  country  was  at 
104  to  124  cents.  The  Crown  brand  was  one  of  the 
most  saleable  articles  in  the  country  last  year.  It 
was  a  good  twine,  about  half  and  half  maniia  and 
sisal,  and  answers  the  purpose  well.  With  such 
a  comparison  of  firices  as  I  have  given  I  fail  to  see 
that  any  man  can  come  to  the  conclusion  that  by 
reason  of  the  duty  on  binder  twine  the  farmers  of 
the  country  are  suffering  to  the  extent  of  one  cent. 
After  looking  at  the  matter  fairly  and  without 
being  carried  away  by  prejudices  or  feelings  of  any 
kind,  I  think  we  can  only  arrive  at  the  one  con¬ 
clusion  and  that  is,  that  Canada  can  produce  as 
good  and  as  cheap  an  article  for  the  farmers  of 
this  country  as  the  manufacturers  of  the  United 
States  can  furnish  for  their  people.  We  are 
told  by  hon.  gentlemen  on  the  other  side  that 
no  quotations  could  be  obtained  this  year.  I 
can  quite  understand  that.  The  hon.  "member 
for  Marquette  (Mr.  Watson)  had  not  yet  delivered 
his  speech  in  the  House  of  Commons  and  conse¬ 
quently  the  quotations  were  not  forthcoming,  but 
I  have  no  doubt  that  now  they  will  be  forthcoming 
very  soon.  Just  as  soon  as  the  speeches  of  hon. 
gentlemen  on  the  other  side,  telling  the  farmers 
that  by  reason  of  the  duty  they  will  have  to  pay 
two  or  three  cents  more  per  pound  for  their  twine  ; 
just  so  soon  as  these  speeches  are  scattei’ed  broadcast 
over  Manitoba  and  Ontario,  I  have  no  doubt  that 
the  friends  of  hon.  gentlemen  engaged  in  the 
binding  twine  business  will  issue  their  price  list, 
and  it  may  be  a  high  one  too,  because  these  speeches 
will  be  quoted  as  an  evidence  of  why  these  high 
prices  should  be  paid,  and  the  farmers  may  be 
made  to  pay  a  price  for  the  article  which  they 
ought  not  to  pay.  I  do  not  pretend  to  be  a  prophet 
or  the  son  of  a  prophet,  but  I  have  been  making 
some  enquiries  about  the  probable  price  of  binding 
twine  this  year  and  I  will  leave  the  future  to  verify 
whether  my  figures  are  correct  or  not.  I  under¬ 
stand  that  there  will  be  four  brands  made  in  the 
United  States  this  year.  One  of  them,  the 
standard  brand  of  my  friend  from  North  York, 
will  be  sold  at  1 1  cents  a  pound.  He  quoted  it  at 
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84  cents,  but  that  is  not  the  price  at  which  it  will 
be  sold  to  the  farmers.  The  price  at  which  the 
standard  brand  will  be  sold  to  the  farmers  is  11 
cents.  A  man  taking  ten  or  twenty  car  loads  may 
be  able  to  buy  at  84  or  9  cents,  I  do  not  know  any¬ 
thing  about  that  ;  but  at  any  rate  when  it  gets  to 
the  hands  of  the  farmers  it  will  necessarily  cost  a 
little  more  than  it  would  in  large  quantities.  No 
man  is  going  to  take  a  100-ton  lot  and  sell  it  at 
the  same  price  by  the  50  lbs.  or  the  100  lbs.  He 
will  sell  it  first  to  the  man  who  will  buy  50  tons 
and  he  will  make  a  cent ;  that  man  will  sell  it  by 

10  tons  and  he  will  make  one  half  cent  more,  and 
then  the  man  who  deals  in  small  quantities  of  50 
or  100  lbs.  will  require  another  half  cent,  so  that 

11  cents  is  about  the  price  it  will  be  placed  on 
the  market  to  the  American  farmers.  They  will 
make  standard  mixed  containing  a  small  quantity 
of  manila  which  will  be  put  before  the  farmers  of 
the  United  States  at  12  cents  per  pound.  That  will 
spin  out  about  525  to  550  feet  to  the  pound.  They 
will  manufacture  what  is  called  manila  twine  which 
is  made  to  spin  about  600  feet  to  the  pound,  and 
though  it  may  not  contain  very  much  manila,  it  will 
sell  for  13  cents.  They  have  what  they  call  pure 
manila,  although  I  fear  it  is  not  very  pure,  and  it 
will  sell  for  14  cents.  These  are  the  American 
quotations  at  the  present  time  and  any  lion,  gen¬ 
tleman  can  get  them  the  same  as  I  did.  Now  let 
us  see  what  our  Canadian  farmers  will  pay  for 
twine  during  the  year  1892.  The  prices  and  qual¬ 
ities  I  will  indicate  to  lion,  members  who  are 
farmers  and  they  can  take  note  of  them  because,  I 
have  no  doubt  that  my  statements  will  be  quite 
verified  when  the  season  comes  to  buy  binding 
twine.  At  any  rate  I  give  you  the  advantage  of 
these  quotations,  so  that  when  the  dealers  come  to 
you  and  tell  you  that  by  reason  of  the  duty  binder 
twine  is  going  to  be  dear,  you  can  tell  them  that 
you  are  not  afraid,  you  are  not  going  to  buy  to-day 
you  are  going  to  wait  a  little  and  get  the  proper 
prices.  In  Canada  these,  qualities  will  be  sold  to 
the  farmers  as  follows  : — 


Crown . about  525  feet  to  pound,  11  cents. 

RedCap .  “  550  “  12  “ 

Blue  Cap .  “  600  “  13  “ 


We  have,  therefore,  the  prices  in  Canada  of  11,  12 
and  13  cents,  as  against  11,  12,  13  and  14  cents  in  the 
United  States.  Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  with  such  evi¬ 
dence  as  this  before  hon.  gentlemen,  what  could  in¬ 
duce  them  to  vote  that  the  duty  should  be  removed 
from  binding  twine,  that  the  manufactures  of 
twine  in  this  country  should  be  closed  up,  and  that 
the  whole  manufacture  of  twine  should  be  trans¬ 
ferred  to  a  foreign  country,  and  leave  us  dependent 
upon  a  foreign  country  for  the  supply  of  an  article 
which,  when  we  require,  we  want  to  get  it  in  such 
quantities  as  we  need,  and  at  just  such  times  as  it 
is  necessary  we  should  use  it. 

Mr.  CASEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  all  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  who  have  spoken  on  the  Government  side  in 
support  of  the  tax  on  binder  twine  have  been  giv¬ 
ing  us  the  old  story.  They  have  not  been  dealing 
in  argument,  but  they  have  been  dealing  in  what 
seems  to  be  considered  as  a  sort  of  magic  formula 
on  that  side  of  the  House  to  ease  their  consciences 
and  to  quiet  the  feelings  of  their  constituents  who 
have  thought  that  their  interests  were  injured  by 
this  duly  on  binder  twine.  It  has  been  used  with 
reference  to  every  article  on  which  a  protective  duty 
falls,  and  it  may  be  applied  in  the  same  words  to 


each,  merely  changing  the  name  of  the  article. 
They  say :  This  article  is  made  cheaper  and  better  in 
Canada  and  sold  at  a  lower  price  here  than  the 
United  States,  therefore  we  could  not  endure  the 
competition  of  the  United  States  manufacturers  in 
this  article.  You  cannot  call  it  an  argument,  Sir, 
it  has  not  even  the  form  of  an  argument.  They  said 
thataboutrefined  sugar ;  they  asserted  that  we  made 
better  refined  sugar  here  than  we  could  import, 
that  it  was  sold  cheaper,  and  yet  they  were  not  will¬ 
ing  to  have  competition  with  foreign  manufacturers. 
Well,  Sir,  when  the  duty  on  refined  sugar  came  to 
be  reduced,  it  appeared  that  the  Canadian  article 
did  fall  in  price  in  accordance  with  the  reduction 
of  the  duty.  The  magic  formula  was  broken  in 
regard  to  sugar,  and  these  hon.  gentlemen  do  not 
seem  to  see  that  that  breaks  it  in  regard  to  every 
other  article.  The  great  and  sacred  National 
Policy,  venerated  by  the  Government  like  the  great 
temple  of  Diana  of  the  Ephesians,  has  had  one  of 
its  columns  broken  ;  the  people  find  that  the  con¬ 
sumers  have  to  pay  the  taxes,  and  every  farmer 
who  buys  a  pound  of  binding  twine  knows  that  he 
pays  the  duty  on  it  just  as  he  had  paid  the  duty 
on  every  pound  of  sugar  he  bought  before  that  duty 
was  removed.  Now,  Sir,  if  it  were  not  that  these 
hon.  gentlemen  believed  the  electors  of  Canada  to 
be  utterly  devoid  of  reason,  they  certainly  could 
not  lay  before  them  such  a  formula  as  this,  that 
because  Canadian  binder  twine  is  cheaper  than 
American  binder  twine,  we  are  afraid  to  al¬ 
low  competition.  The  hon.  member  for  Halton 
said  :  Why  should  we  give  our  market  to  the 
Yankees  by  removing  the  protection  from  Cana¬ 
dian  manufacturers  who  give  so  much  better  and 
cheaper  twine  ?  Why,  Sir,  if  the  home  manu¬ 
facturers  are  giving  us  better  and  cheaper  twine, 
how  could  they  fear  that  competition  with  the 
Yankees  would  give  our  market  to  them  ?  Does 
he  suppose  that  the  better  and  cheaper  article 
of  the  Canadian  manufacturer,  is  going  to  be 
driven  out  by  the  dearer  and  inferior  twine 
of  the  United  States  ?  It  is  an  insult  to  the 
intelligence  of  this  House  to  lay  such  a  pre¬ 
tense  of  an  argument  before  us.  Now,  Sir, 
The  hon.  member  for  Halton  displayed  a  great 
deal  of  knowledge  of  this  subject — a  knowledge 
which  he  did  not  possess  at  the  time  he  ran  his  bye- 
election— a  knowledge  which  I  see  him  now  locking 
in  his  desk.  He  held  in  his  hand  the  brief  which 
enabled  him  to  tell  us  exactly  what  binder 
twine  was  going  to  cost  in  the  coming  season.  He 
said:  “I  have  no  doubt  my  statements  will  be 
verified.”  I  have  no  doubt  his' statements  will  be 
verified,  because,  he  evidently  got  them  from  head¬ 
quarters.  Whether  he  got  them  by  the  back  ‘  ‘  stairs” 
or  by  the  front  “stairs”  we  can  only  guess; 
but  we  know  that  there  is  a  “  stairs  ”  which  leads 
to  information  on  that  subject,  and  which  undoubt¬ 
edly  furnished  the  hon.  gentleman  with  his  brief. 
These  stairs  are  reported  to  take  their  origin  in 
Halifax  ;  how  high  they  may  lead,  we  may  find 
out  later  on.  The  hon.  gentleman  who  used  the 
brief,  laughs  at  the  joke  ;  but  the  brief  does  not 
appear  to  have  been  in  his  hands  long  enough, 
because,  when  he  referred  to  the  different  kinds  of 
twine,  speaking  of  sisal,  red  cap,  and  green  cap, 
standard  and  other  kinds  of  twine,  he 
floundered  most  hopelessly,  and  could  not  stand 
the  slightest  cross  examination.  He  got  the  figures 
into  such  a  muddle  that  I  doubt  if  the  author  of 
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them  will  recognize  them  when  they  appear  in 
Hansard  to-morrow.  I  think  the  lion,  gentleman 
to  whom  I  have  been  referring  under  several  aliases 
would  have  done  better  had  he  followed  his  own 
example  of  last  year,  and  plead  his  ca&e  in  his 
own  words.  Now,  let  us  look  at  the  prices  set 
down  in  the  brief.  The  hon.  gentleman  gave  us 
the  prices  of  certain  kinds  of  binder  twine  :  stand¬ 
ard,  mixed  manila  and  pure  manila.  He  has  not 
told  us  that  these  are  the  only  kinds  to  be  had. 
The  prices  he  gave  are  evidently  the  prices  fixed 
by  the  combine,  to  which  my  hon.  friend  from 
North  Oxford  (Mr.  Sutherland)  called  attention  in 
the  earlier  part  of  this  debate,  and  to  which  the 
hon.  member  for  Halifax  (Mr.  Stairs)  belongs. 
They  are  the  combine  prices  for  binder  twine,  and 
they  appear  to  have  been  made  uniform  for  three 
of  these  grades,  both  in  the  United  States  and  Can¬ 
ada.  The  hon.  member  for  Halton  spent  fifteen 
minutes  proving  to  us  that  binder  twine  is  cheaper 
in  Canada  than  in  the  United  States.  The  figures 
he  gave  us  at  the  wind-up  of  his  speech  were  iden¬ 
tical  with  the  prices  in  the  United  States,  dispos¬ 
ing  of  the  argument  that  our  prices  are  lower.  But 
the  hon.  gentleman  wishes  us  to  forget  that  the  com¬ 
bine,  of  which  the  hon.  member  for  Halifax,  who 
instructed  him,  is  a  member,  does  not  include  all 
the  manufacturers  of  binder  twine  in  the  United 
States  ?  That  combine  does  control  all  the  mills  of 
Canada,  but  it  does  not  control  or  pretend  to  con¬ 
trol  all  the  mills  of  the  United  States.  What  does 
its  annual  report  say  : 

“  Many  of  the  properties  now  owned  or  controlled  by 
the  company,  including  all  the  mills  in  Canada  and 
several  of  the  largest  mills  in  Boston,  and  in  the  west  and 
south-west,  came  under  its  control  about  1st  November, 
1891.  Consequently,  the  profits  shown  by  the  financial 
director’s  report  merely  represent  the  profits  of  the  mills 
formerly  owned  by  the  company,  whereas  nowits  manu¬ 
facturing  capacity  has  been  very  largely  increased  and 
its  earnings  should  be  increased  correspondingly.” 

Now7,  Sir,  supposing  that  this  combine,  to  which 
all  our  Canadian  mills  belong,  did  charge  uniform 
prices,  both  in  the  United  States  and  Canada,  it  is 
admitted  by  them  that  they  do  not  control  all  the 
mills  in  the  United  States.  Therefore,  if  you  take 
away  the  duty  on  binder  twine,  you  will  have  com¬ 
petition  with  those  United  States  mills  which  are 
outside  of  the  combine,  and  that  fact  alone  would 
materially  reduce  the  price  of  binder  twine  in  this 
country.  In  another  line  of  figures  which  the  hon. 
gentleman  gave,  he  quoted  what  he  called  the 
average  price  of  twine  in  the  United  States  with  the 
average  price  of  twine  in  Canada.  Now7,  an  average 
price  means  nothing  unless  you  know  the  proportion 
of  the  higher-priced  articles  used  compared  with 
the  lower-priced  articles.  You  cannot  know  wdiether 
a  farmer  buys  more  of  the  higher  or  more  of  the 
lower-priced  twine.  The  average  price  is  one 
part  of  the  confusion  into  which  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  has  managed  to  throw  the  whole  subject. 
Every  one  who  buys  twine  knows  that  the  figures 
he  gave  are  not  the  prices  w7e  have  to  pay.  The 
price  last  year  ran  up  to  18  cents  a  pound  for  the 
ordinary  twine,  aiid  instead  of  the  manufacturers 
being  so  obliging  as  the  hon.  member  says  they 
were,  I  was  told  by  dealers  that  at  that  time  of  the 
year  when  the  use  of  twine  was  reaching  its  maxi¬ 
mum,  they  could  not  get  it  when  they  needed  it, 
but  the  manufacturers  stinted  the  supply,  waiting 
for  an  advanced  price.  Now,  the  hon.  member  for 
Halton  says  that  my  hon.  friend  from  North  Welling- 
Mr.  Casey. 


ton  was  astray  in  saying  that  binder  twine  could  be 
manufactured  at  8^  or  9  cents  a  pound.  Let  me  quote 
from  the  Farm  Implement  News,  which  is  appar¬ 
ently  the  official  organ  of  the  manufacturers  of 
binder  twine,  under  the  head  of  “A  Few  Twine 
Figures.”  After  giving  the  quantities  of  twine 
used  in  the  United  States  at  100,000,000  pounds 
the  article  states : 

“  If  sold  by  the  makers  to  the  iobbers  at  8  cents  a  pound 
1  cent  of  which  was  profit,  by  the  jobbers  to  the 
retailers  at  9|  centsiand  by  them  to  the  farmers  at  13  cents, 
as  it  should,  the  gross  sales  of  the  three  would  be  $30,- 
500,000,  the  gross  profits  $6,000,000.  Of  this  latter  amount 
the  railroads  would  have  received  $500,000  for  freight.” 

This  newspaper  says  that  the  manufacturer  can 
make  a  profit  by  selling  his  twine  at  anything  over 
7  cents,  and  as  this  is  a  manufacturer’s  paper, 
probably  it  is  putting  the  price  as  high  as  it  can  be 
reasonably  be  put.  I  have  seen  during  one  of  the 
late  campaigns  a  letter  which  was  put  in  my  hand 
purporting  to  be  signed  by  a  gentleman  in  the  State 
of  Michigan,  the  head  of  the  organization  of  the 
Patrons  of  Industry  in  that  state,  stating  that  they 
had  made  an  arrangement  with  a  large  firm  of 
twine  makers  in  the  United  States,  evidently  not 
belonging  to  the  combine,  and  they  had  agreed  to 
supply  the  Patrons  of  Industry  with  binding  twine 
at  5  cents  a  pound,  and  this  gentleman  offered  to 
lay  it  down  in  car  lots  at  5  cents  a  pound, 
freight  paid,  in  St.  Thomas,  leaving  the  consumer 
to  pay  the  duty.  It  could  be  laid  dowm  at  that 
price  in  the  County  of  Elgin,  if  there  were  no 
duty.  Hon.  gentlemen  can  compare  at  their  leisure 
that  price  with  the  prices  the  farmers  could  obtain 
it  at  now.  Of  course,  it  would  not  be  so  low  at 
retail,  nor  anything  like  it,  but,  if  it  were  introduced 
in  car  lots  the  retailers  would  not  handle  it  but 
the  farmers  would  buy  in  car  lots  and  divide  it. 
The  hon.  member  for  Halton  (Mr.  Hender¬ 
son)  had  his  fling  at  *  the  Patrons  of 
Industry,  some  of  whom  opposed  him  by 
running  a  candidate  against  him  at  the  last 
election.  He  sneers  at  them  about  their  hav¬ 
ing  said  something  in  regard  to  binder  twine 
during  the  election  and  having  said  nothing  since. 
Of  course,  he  knows  his  own  patrons  best.  If  he 
thinks  they  were  humbugging  when  they  talked 
about  binder  twine  during  his  election,  it  is  for 
him  to  settle  with  them  and  not  for  us.  1  rather 
fear  that  a  number  of  Conservative  Patrons  of 
Industry  preferred  the  interests  of  the  great  Con¬ 
servative  party  and  the  National  Policy  to  the 
interests  of  their  pockets  in  reference  to  binder 
twine,  however  much  their  pockets  might  have 
been  affected  in  any  other  way.  I  notice  that  the 
lion,  gentleman  is  one  of  the  noble  band  who  pro¬ 
mised  their  electors  that,  if  they  saw  that  this  tax 
cost  the  farmer  anything  extra,  they  would  vote 
for  its  removal.  The  hon.  the  Minister  of  Finance 
was  one  of  those  and  the  hon.  member  for  East 
Elgin  (Mr.  Ingram)  was  another.  I  remember, 
when  the  Minister  of  Finance  was  in  St.  Thomas 
supporting  the  member  for  East  Elgin,  he  said 
that,  if  he  found  the  binder  twine  interest  was 
controlled  by  a  combine,  he  would  see  that  the 
duty  .  should  be  removed  and  the  combine 
broken  up.  That  took  place  in  the  drill  shed  in 
St.  Thomas,  and  it  was  largely  on  these  promises 
and  others  similar  to  these  that  those  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  obtained  the  support  of  the  farmers  and 
the  Patrons  of  Industry  in  East  Elgin.  It  is 
since  we  last  voted  on  this  question  that  the 
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’  Canadian  mills  have  gone  into  this  combine, 
viz.,  in  November,  1891,  as  shown  by  the  report 
of  the  twine  combine,  and  I  now  call  upon 
these  gentlemen  to  vote  upon  this  question 
according  to  the  promises  they  made.  I  call 
upon  the  Finance  Minister,  now  that  it  is 
placed  under  his  nose  that  this  is  not  simply  a 
combine  but  a  Yankee  combine  at  that,  to  do  what 
he  pledged  himself  to  do.  I  call  upon  the  hon. 
member  for  East  Elgin  (Mr.  Ingram)  also  to  carry 
out  his  promise  on  the  strength  of  which  he 
received  the  farmers’  votes,  and  to  give  value  for 
the  votes  he  did  receive.  Let  them  carry  out 
their  pledges  or  let  it  be  held  in  future  that  their 
promises  are  to  be  considered  as  mere  pie-crust 
pledges  to  be  broken  whenever  they  have  secured 
seats  in  this  House.  I  think  this  treatment  of 
the  farmer  which  taxes  his  raw  materials,  or  the 
implements  of  his  handicraft,  while  it  admits  free 
the  raw  material  and  many  of  the  implements  and 
tools  used  in  other  callings,  is  an  injustice  to  the 
farmer  and  a  proof  that  his  interests  are  not  con¬ 
sidered  alongside  of  those  of  the  manufacturers, 
who  can  put  their  hands  in  their  pockets  and 
contribute  to  election  funds.  The  farmers  do 
not  form  combines,  and  subscribe  for  election 
funds.  Let  us  see  how  far  the  Government 
have  carried  out  the  plan  of  admitting  the  raw 
material  used  in  different  trades.  We  find  that, 
in  regard  to  pottery,  China  clay  is  admitted  free, 
crude  gypsum  and  plaster  of  paris  are  admitted  free, 
although  they  enter  into  competition  with  our  own 
products.  Nickel  is  admitted  free.  Ores  of  all 
kinds  for  manufacturing  purposes  are  admitted  free. 
Precious  stones  in  the  rough  are  admitted  free.  Dia¬ 
monds  unset,  diamonds  uncut  or  in  the  rough  are 
admitted  free.  That  is  some  consolation  for  the 
farmer  who  has  to  pay  a  duty  on  his  binding 
twine.  Salt  imported  from  the  United  Kingdom 
for  use  in  the  fisheries  is  free.  Salt  for  the  fisher¬ 
man  is  free,  but  nothing  is  free  for  the  farmer. 
Hemlock  wood  is  admitted  free,  oak  and  tanners’ 
bark  is  admitted  free.  There  are  many  farmers 
who  would  derive  very  considerable  revenue  from 
the  sale  of  these  articles  if  they  were  not  subjected 
to  foreign  competition.  Several  articles  of  hickory 
wood  worked  so  as  to  be  used  in  the  manufacture 
of  carriages,  carts  and  sleighs,  are  imported  by  the 
manufacturers  free  when  used  in  the  manufacture 
of  these  vehicles,  but  the  farmer  cannot  import  the 
parts  of  a  vehicle  which  he  may  desire  to  put 
together  himself  without  paying  duty.  The  manu¬ 
facturer  can  import  them  free,  but  the  farmer 
has  to  pay  the  duty.  So  with  regard  to 
hickory  billets  and  other  articles  of  lumber,  our 
farmers  are  run  out  of  the  market  by  the  cheaper 
wood  imported  from  the  United  States.  Hides  are 
admitted  free,  while  leather  is  taxed  heavily  for  the 
benefit  of  the  tanner  who  imports  foreign  hides,  so 
that  he  may  ^et  them  cheaper  and  deprive  the  Can¬ 
adian  farmer  of  the  profits  he  would  otherwise 
derive.  "Wool  not  specified  is  admitted  free.  I 
would  call  attention  to  the  inequality  of  the 
tariff  in  this  respect,  because  here  is  a  point 
at  which  the  farmer  could  be  protected.  If 
a  duty  wTere  put  on  all  kinds  of  wool  imported 
into  Canada,  the  farmer  would  get  exactly 
so  much  more  a  pound  for  wool  than  he  does 
now,  but  of  course  the  dear,  sweet,  kind  woollen 
manufacturers  who  are  so  good  to  the  Government 
about  election  time  must  be  considered  before  the 
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farmer,  who  is  merely  a  clod  wdio  raises  sheep  and 
goes  to  the  trouble  of  cutting  the  wool  off  their 
backs  and  bringing  it  to  market.  It  does  not  mat¬ 
ter  what  price  he  gets  for  his  wool,  so  long  as  the 
poor  dear  manufacturer  gets  his  dose  of  soothing 
syrup.  Therefore,  the  manufacturer  can  receive 
free  all  the  kinds  of  wool  which  enter  into  his  manu¬ 
factured  article  while  the  farmer  has  to  compete 
against  a  foreign  product.  Broom  corn,  a  very  valu¬ 
able  article  grown  largely  in  my  county  and  the 
counties  west  of  that,  is  admitted  free  in  com¬ 
petition  with .  the  Canadian  article.  Esparto 
grass,  and  articles  the  pulp  of  which  is  used 
in  the  manufacture  of  paper,  are  admitted  free. 
Mexican  fibre  for  manufacturing  purposes  is 
admitted  free.  Of  course,  the  raw  material  for  the 
manufacture  of  binder  twine  comes  in  free,  and  the 
hon.  member  for  Halton  says  our  manufacturers 
make  a  cheaper  twine  out  of  it  than  is  made  in  the 
States,  yet  he  is  not  willing  to  enter  into  competi¬ 
tion  with  the  United  States  market.  I  might  go  on 
with  a  number  of  other  articles,  such  as  cotton  yarns 
of  different  kinds,  and  manila  grass,  and  jute  and 
other  raw  materials,  and  nets  and  seines  and  fishing 
twine  for  the  use  of  fisheries — all  sorts  of  raw  mater¬ 
ial,  all  sorts  of  special  articles  designed  for  the  use 
of  special  manufactures  are  admitted  free  to  encoiir- 
age  the  home  manufactures.  But  what  is  admitted 
free  to  encourage  the  farmer  ?  I  challenge  the 
Minister  of  Finance  or  anybody  on  that  side  to  show 
me  an  article  which  is  admitted  free  for  the  benefit 
of  the  farmer.  He  is  not  taken  into  question  at  all, 
but  is  taxed  on  his  wearing  apparel  from  40  to 
75  per  cent ;  he  is  taxed  35  per  cent  on  binders,  and 
on  axes,  hay  knives,  rakes,  forks  and  so  on,  he  is 
afflicted  with  a  compound  tax,  both  specific  and  ad 
valorem,  which  amounts  in  many  cases  to  consider¬ 
ably  over  100  per  cent.  It  is  shown  by  im¬ 
porters  that  large  quantities  of  shovels,  rakes 
and  axes  are  imported  for  the  use  of  farmers, 
on  which  this  compound  tax  amounted  to 
100  percent  or  110 per  cent  duty,  the  whole  of 
which  is  paid  by  the  farmers.  I  say  this  continued 
disregard  to  the  farmers’  interests,  this  continued 
hocussing  by  election  promises,  which  are  falsified 
as  soon  as  a  chance  occurs  to  fulfil  them,  must  lead 
to  some  action  on  the  part  of  the  farmers  calcul¬ 
ated  to  withstand  the  combine,  I  might  call  it  the 
conspiracy,  which  is  organized  against  them.  I 
had  hoped,  when  the  Patrons  of  Industry  came  to 
the  front  in  western  Ontario,  that  it  would  be  an 
effective  society,  that  it  would  put  the  interests  of 
the  farmers  as  a  class  before  the  interests  of  party, 
that  it  would  make  its  organized  weight  felt  in 
this  House  at  the  bye-elections  and  at  the  next 
general  elections.  I  regret  to  see,  however,  that 
the  Patrons  of  Industry  do  not  seem  to  have  been 
as  faithful  to  their  class  as  they  were  to  their  party 
feelings.  I  regret  to  see  that  they  have  sent  from 
the  magnificent  County  of  Halton  a  gentleman  to 
represent  that  county  nominally  on  the  floor  of 
this  House  and  who  has  to-night  represented,  with 
the  aid  of  official  documents,  a  Yankee  combine 
which  has  got  control  of  the  Canadian  twine 
industry  and  which  is  laying  its  plans  to  rob  the 
farmers  further  in  the  future  than  they  have  been 
in  the  past. 

Mr.  LISTER.  Representing  an  agricultural 
constituency,  I  feel  that  upon  this  question  I  would 
not  be  properly  giving  expression  to  the  opinions 
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of  my  constituents,  did  I  give  a  silent  vote.  Sir,  I 
have  waited  until  this  late  hour,  twenty  minutes 
after  eleven,  mainly  for  the  purpose  to  see  whether 
the  hon.  member  for  Halifax,  who,  I  understand, 
is  the  owner  of  one  of  the  most  extensive  twine 
manufactories  in  this  country,  and  which,  I  be¬ 
lieve  to-day  is  one  of  the  great  combines  which  are 
taxing  and  oppressing  the  farming  population  of 
this  country,  would  speak  on  this  question.  We 
had  a  right  to  hear  from  that  hon.  gentleman.  I 
understand  that  all  afternoon  he  and  the  other  hon. 
member  for  Halifax  have  been  in  consultation  with 
the  Minister  of  Finance  here,  no  doubt  discussing 
this  very  important  question,  and  I  think  this 
House  and  the  country  had  the  right  to  hear  from 
that  hon.  gentleman  at  the  very  opening  of  this 
debate.  I  think  it  was  an  impropriety  on  his  part, 
to  put  it  in  the  mildest  form,  to  place  those  figures 
in  the  hands  of  the  hon.  member  for  Halton  who 
knows  nothing  about  this  question,  who,  I  under¬ 
stand,  is  merely  a  merchant  in  a  small  town  up 
there,  and  has  no  practical  experience  or  know¬ 
ledge  of  the  question  he  discussed  with  such  appar¬ 
ent  learning.  This  is  an  important  question  to  the 
farmer.  That  the  farrhers  look  upon  the  tax 
as  a  real  grievance,  there  can  be  no  doubt,  because 
for  the  last  two  or  three  sessions  we  have  had 
petitions  from  every  section  of  the  country  against 
it.  Hon.  members  here  representing  constituencies 
in  the  Province  of  Ontario  and  the  North-West,  as 
well  as  the  Province  of  Quebec,  have  received 
petitions  from  their  constituents,  which  they  pre¬ 
sented,  as  was  their  bounden  duty,  to  this  House, 
asking  the  Government  to  take  off  this  burdensome 
duty  from  the  farmers  of  this  country.  But  the 
fact  is  we  are  paying  in  this  country  greatly  more 
than  they  are  paying  in  the  United  States,  and  it 
is  for  that  reason  that  the  combine  of  the  United 
States,  controlling  the  institution  of  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Halifax,  and  controlling  him  in  this 
House,  opposes  the  removal  of  the  duty  which  the 
farmers  of  this  country  want  removed.  I  venture 
to  say  that  there  is  not  a  farmer  in  Canada,  if  he 
gave  expression  to  his  honest  opinion,  who  would 
not  say  that  this  tax  is  a  burdensome  tax  and  that 
it  ought  to  be  removed.  It  is  nonsense  for  hon. 
gentlemen  to  argue  here  that  this  tax  does  not 
increase  the  price  of  the  article  to  the  consumer, 
because  if  it  did  not  do  so,  and  if  we  produced 
an  article  equal  in  quality  to  that  produced  in  the 
United  States,  then  there  could  be  no  objection 
whatever  to  the  removal  of  the  duty.  Last  year 
the  hon.  the  Finance  Minister  travelled  through 
this  country  trying  to  get  his  Government  sup¬ 
ported,  and  promising  to  the  farmers  that  if  it  was 
shown  that  the  manufacturers  of  twine  had  entered 
into  a  combination,  that  moment  would  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  remove  the  duties  upon  the  productions  of 
these  manufacturers.  Those  were  the  promises 
they  made.  They  have  stated  in  this  House,  both 
with  reference  to  this  article  and  others,  that  if  it 
could  be  shown  that  the  result  of  the  tariff  was  to 
create  combinations,  the  Government  would  consi¬ 
der  it  their  bounden  duty  to  remove  the  tax  from 
those  articles  in  order  that  they  might  break  up 
and  destroy  those  combinations.  Sir,  it  has  been 
shown  here  to-night,  beyond  all  controversy,  that 
all  the  manufacturers  of  twine  in  the  Dominion  of 
Canada  are  members  of  the  North  American  Cord¬ 
age  Company,  that  the  factories  here  are  under  the 
control  of  a  great  foreign  corporation  having  twenty 
Mr.  Lister. 


odd  million  dollars  at  its  back,  that  the  concern  of 
the  hon.  member  for  Halifax  is  in  that  combination, 
that  it  has  bought  out  the  manufacturer  in  the  city 
of  St.  John  and  closed  down  the  factory,  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  limiting  the  production  in  this  country.  That 
state  of  things  is  the  legitimate  offspring  of  the 
infamous  system  of  taxation  this  country  has 
to-day  ;  and  I,  in  the  name  of  the  farmers  of  the 
county  of  Lambton,  call  upon  the  Government  to 
redeem  the  pledges  they  made  during  the  last  elec¬ 
tion,  as  it  has  been  proved  by  incontrovertible  evi¬ 
dence,  namely,  the  reports  of  those  great  combina¬ 
tions  themselves,  and  by  hon.  gentlemen  who  sit  in 
this  House,  that  the  manufacturers  of  binding  twine 
in  Canada  are  members  of  this  combination.  It 
must  be  a  wonder  to  this  House,  and  it  will  be  a 
matter  of  remark  in  the  country,  that  the  hon. 
member  for  Halifax  was  not  the  first  to  speak  upon 
this  all-absorbing  question.  It  is  of  no  consequence 
at  the  present  moment  to  ask  whether  the  price  of 
binding  twine  is  higher  or  whether  it  is  lower  ;  the 
result  of  the  tariff  has  been  to  create  a  great  mono¬ 
poly,  that  monopoly  is  controlled  by  American 
capital,  by  American  citizens,  and  it  is  the  duty  of 
the  Government  to  redeem  the  promises  they  made 
by  taking  off  the  duties  so  as  to  destroy  the  mono¬ 
poly  which  the  farmers  of  Canada  believe  to  be 
burdensome  and  oppressive. 

Mr.  KENNY.  The  hon.  gentleman  who  has 
just  taken  his  seat  in  the  course  of  his  remarks 
undertook  to  lecture  another  member  of  this  House 
and  to  attribute  to  him  what  he  was  pleased  to 
term  an  impropriety.  The  hon.  gentleman  said 
that  he  considered  it  was  an  impropriety  that  the 
member  for  Halifax — I  assume  he  meant  the  junior 
member — had  not  addressed  the  House  during  the 
course  of  this  debate.  When  an  hon.  member 
undertakes  to  lecture  another  member  of  this 
House  on  an  impropriety,  he  should  at  least  be 
satisfied  that  the  statement  which  he  himself  was 
making,  was  strictly  accurate.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  has  been  guilty  of  a  greater  impropriety  than 
any  other  member  of  this  House  during  this  debate, 
when  he  stated  that  the  members  for  Halifax  had 
a  conference  this  afternoon  with  the  Finance 
Minister  for  the  purpose  of  discussing  the  duty  on 
binder  twine. 

Mr.  LISTER.  I  asked  the  hon.  gentleman  if  the 
junior  member  for  Halifax  had  not  had  an  interview 
with  the  Minister  of  Finance  this  afternoon. 

Mr.  KENNY.  The  hon.  gentleman  must  ad¬ 
here  strictly  to  what  he  stated  before  the  House. 
He  stated  distinctly  that  the  members  for  Halifax 
had  a  conference  this  afternoon  with  the  Finance 
Minister  for  the  purpose  of  discussing  binder  twine. 
Sir,  I  may  not  be  as  competent  a  judge  of  an  im¬ 
propriety  as  the  hon.  gentleman,  but  I  say  that 
there  is  not  the  slightest  foundation  in  fact  for 
his  statement.  Neither  to-day,  nor  on  any  other 
day  during  the  last  four  or  five  years  that  I 
have  had  the  honour  of  a  seat  in  this  House,  have 
I  discussed  the  duty  on  binder  twine  with  the 
Finance  Minister,  or  with  any  other  member  of  the 
Government. 

Mr.  LISTER.  How  about  your  colleague  ? 

Mr.  KENNY.  My  colleague  will  be  able  to 
speak  for  himself  when  it  is  necessary.  Some  of 
those  very  gentlemen — I  do  not  know  whether  the 
gentleman  who  spoke  last  was  one  of  them — con- 
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demned  my  colleague  last  year,  and  accused  him  of 
impropriety  because  he  spoke  on  this  question  in 
which  he  was  said  to  be  interested.  These  lion, 
gentlemen  are  exceedingly  difficult  to  pleased  I 
regret  to  have  to  refer  in  this  manner  to  the 
statement  of  any  lion,  member  of  this  House,  but  I 
think  that  the  courtesy  of  debate  might  be  observed, 
and  that  in  referring  to  each  other  we  should  be 
more  accurate  than  the  hon.  gentleman  has  been. 
Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  to  deal  more  immediately  with 
the  question  which  is  before  the  House,  one  hon. 
gentleman  opposite,  I  think  it  was  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  Argenteuil  (Mr.  Christie),  during  the 
-course  of  his  remarks,  stated  that  there  was  in 
his  county  a  factory  in  which  binder  twine  or  rope 
“  had  been  manufactured,  and  that  factory  was  a 
great  public  benefit  to  the  county.  ”  I  hold  to  the 
opinion  that  every  factory  in  the  Dominion  of 
Canada  which  employs  Canadian  labour,  is  a 
benefit,  not  only  to  the  community  in  which  it  is 
placed,  but  to  the  whole  country.  Hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  have  laid  down  the  extraordinary  doc¬ 
trine  this  afternoon  that  the  duty  on  binder  twine 
should  be  removed  immediately  for  the  reason  that 
a  large  amount  of  American  capital  lias  been 
invested  in  this  country  in  the  manufacture  of  that 
twine. 

Mr.  LISTER.  Oh,  no. 

Mr.  KENNY.  That  is  exactly  what  hon. 
gentlemen  have  contended,  that  because  this 
American  capital  has  come  in  here  for  investment, 
in  manufacture,  therefore  we  should  take  the  duty 
off  the  article  they  make.  They  are  pleased  to 
term  it  a  Yankee  speculation,  a  Yankee  invest¬ 
ment,  as  if  that  was  a  good  reason  why  this  Par¬ 
liament  of  Canada,  in  solemn  conclave  assembled, 
should  take  the  duty  off  binder  twine.  Hon.  gentle¬ 
men  in  this  House  know  very  well,  that,  before 
there  was  a  pound  of  binder  twine  made  in  the 
Dominion  of  Canada,  the  Parliament  of  Canada 
had  imposed  a  duty  on  binder  twine.  I  forget 
the  exact  percentage  of  that  duty  I  think  it  was 
very  nearly  the  percentage  which  exists  to-day. 
I  have  no  doubt  that  that  very  duty  which  was 
put  on  binder  twine,  was  an  incentive  to  men  of 
capital  to  invest  their  money  in  it,  and  the  result 
has  been  advantageous  to  Canada,  inasmuch  as  a 
large  number  of  people  have  found  employment 
in  that  industry.  Now  that  it  has  largely  passed  out 
of  the  hands  of  Canadians,  these  gentlemen  lay 
down  the  extraordinary  doctrine — they  must  per¬ 
mit  me  to  call  it  the  immoral  doctrine — that 
because  this  foreign  capital  has  come  into  Canada 
for  investment  and  to  give  employment,  that  this 
is  a  reason  why  this  Parliament  should  remove  the 
duty  on  binder  twine.  Not  one  of  these  gentle¬ 
men  has  dared  to  make  the  statement  that  there 
is  one  Canadian  less  employed  in  the  manufacture 
of  this  binder  twine  since  this  change  of  ownership 
has  taken  place. 

Mr.  LISTER.  The  St.  John  mill  is  closed  alto¬ 
gether. 

Mr.  KENNY.  Does  the  hon.  gentleman  mean 
to  say  that  there  is  less  binder  twine  made  in  Can¬ 
ada  than  before  ? 

Mr.  LISTER.  That  is  another  matter,  alto¬ 
gether. 

Mr.  KENNY.  The  hon.  gentleman  cannot 
show  that  there  is  one  pound  less  of  twine  made, 
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and  consequently  there  are  just  as  many  people 
employed  as  before,  and  there  is  the  same  amount 
of  money  expended  in  labour.  One  gentleman  has 
stated,  and  in  fact  the  resolution  cites  it  as  an  ar¬ 
gument  in  favour  of  the  abolition  of  this  duty,  and 
the  surrender  of  our  National  Policy,  because  that 
is  really  what  it  means  :  that  the  revenue  which 
we  derive  from  binder  twine  only  amounts  to 
the  insignificant  sum  of  $6,000  a  year.  Mr. 
Speaker,  if  that  argument  is  to  have  any  weight 
in  this  Parliament  of  Canada,  we  might  for  the 
same  reason  take  the  duty  off  bleached  and  un¬ 
bleached  cottons  which  are  manufactured  now  so 
extensively  in  this  Dominion  that  the  Customs 
revenue  from  these  articles  is  very  insignificant. 
You  might  also  for  the  same  reason  take  the  duty 
off  plain  woollen  goods,  because  the  ordinary 
tweeds  which  are  used  in  this  country  are 
nearly  all  made  in  the  Dominion  of  Canada. 
These  gentlemen  might  contend  with  as  good 
reason  that  we  should  take  the  duty  off  these 
articles,  and  that  we  should  make  an  onslaught 
on  the  National  Policy  to  please  them,  because  we 
derive  no  Customs  revenue  from  such  articles.  In 
the  same  way  take  the  trade  in  ready-made  clothing. 
There  is  comparatively  little  duty  paid  on  ready¬ 
made  clothing  imported  into  Canada,  and  for  that 
reason  these  gentlemen  may  argue  as  logically  that 
we  should  remove  the  duty  from  that  article.  It  is 
evident  then,  Sir,  that  this  duty  which  has  been 
placed  upon  binder  twine  was  placed  there  largely 
to  encourage  its  manufacture  within  our  own  terri¬ 
tory.  The  figures  which  have  been  submitted  to 
Parliament  by  my  hon.  friend  from  South  Victoria 
(Mr.  Fairbairn)  and  my  hon.  friend  from  Halton 
(Mr.  Henderson),  giving  the  prices  of  binder  twine, 
have  not  been  refuted  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite. 
I  find  that  the  figures  which  have  been  submitted  to 
the  House  are  actual  prices,  with  the  names  of  the 
firms  which  sold  the  binder  twine  at  these  particular 
prices  given  as  a  guarantee  that  they  are  correct. 
When  we  have  such  accurate  and  definite  testimony 
as  that,  it  is  of  infinitely  more  value  to  us  than  any 
mere  wild  assertions  which  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
may  make.  These  figures  prove  incontestably  that 
during  the  last  five  years  the  farmers  in  Canada 
have  on  an  average  bought  their  binder  twine 
cheaper  than  the  farmers  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  LISTER.  That  is  not  so. 

Mr.  KENNY.  I  hold  that  if  these  figures  are 
accurate,  and  there  can  hardly  be  any  doubt  that 
they  are,  that  such  is  undoubtedly  the  case.  After 
all,  Mr.  Speaker,  it  is  very  easy  to  make  mistakes  in 
figures  and  quotations,  and  these  mistakes  may 
occur  very  unintentionally.  Every  business  man 
knows  that  in  the  sale  of  many  articles  there 
are  what  are  called  trade  discounts  allowed 
by  manufacturers  to  the  trade,  but  what  hon. 
gentlemen  on  both  sides  of  this  House  desire  is, 
that  we  shall  endeavour  to  satisfy  ourselves  that  our 
farmers  are  paying  no  more  for  this  important 
article  than  are  the  farmers  across  the  border.  To 
show  how  easy  it  is  for  hon.  gentlemen  to  make 
mistakes  of  this  kind,  I  will  refer  to  the  debate  on 
this  question  which  took  place  on  6th  July  of  last 
year,  when  a  motion  was  made  by  the  hon.  member 
for  North  York,  on  the  same  line  as  that  which  is 
now  under  consideration.  The  hon.  member  for 
North  York  (Mr.  Mulock)  then  stated  as  follows  : 
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“  I  am  informed  on  what  I  consider  reliable  authority 
that  the  prevailing  price  of  binding  twine  in  the  States 
to-day,  in  car  loads  of  ten  tons  is  (and  he  quotes  the 
prices).  In  Canada  in  similar  quantities  (that  is  in  ten- 
ton  loads)  the  prices  are  as  follows  :  Pure  manila!4  cents, 
and  pure  sisal  from  11  to  12£  cents.” 

Now,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  I  am  sure  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  did  not  desire  to  mislead  the  House  when  lie 
made  that  statement,  but  as  a  matter  of  fact  the 
member  for  Halton  (Mr.  Henderson)  has  given  us 
the  prices  at  which  that  twine  was  sold  last  year  to 
the  farmers  in  Ontario.  In  the  town  of  Brampton 
the  firm  of  Peaker  &  Runians,  which  is  stated  to  be 
a  highly  respectable  firm,  state  that  they  sold  their 
manila  at  14  cents,  and  that  they  sold  theCrownbrand 
at  104  to  11  cents  per  pound.  In  other  words  that 
they  sold  this  twine  in  Canada  last  year  as  cheap 
to  the  farmers  in  small  quantities  as  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  North  York  (Mr.  Mulock)  last  year  told  us 
it  could  be  bought  in  ten-ton  lots.  Again,  the  hon. 
member  for  Marquette  (Mr.  Watson)  told  us  m  the 
same  debate  last  year,  that  “Red  Cap,  which  is  two- 
thirds  manila  and  one-third  sisal  ” — I  notice  there 
is  a  disparity  between  the  views  of  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  Marquette  (Mr.  Watson)  and  the  hon. 
member  for  North  York  (Mr.  Mulock)  as  to  the 
quality  of  these  twines,  because  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  North  York  talks  about  pure  sisal,  while 
the  member  for  Marquette,  whom  I  will  accept 
as  an  equally  good  authority,  but  they  can  settle 
that  between  themselves,  told  us  that  there  was  no 
pure  sisal  and  that  the  price  of  Red  Cap  in  Toronto 
was  12  cents.  Now  this  firm  in  Brampton  tells  us 
distinctly  that  they  were  selling  that  twine  to  the 
farmers  at  from  114  to  12  cents,  and  that  the  Crown 
brand  was  sold  to  the  farmers  from  104  to  11  cents. 
I  merely  mention  this  to  show  how  easy  it  is 
for  hon.  gentlemen  to  make  mistakes  as  to  prices. 
Then  again,  the  Blue  Ribbon,  pure  manila,  the  hon. 
member  for  Marquette  told  us  was  selling  in  To¬ 
ronto— I  imagine  he  meant  by  the  jobbers,  be¬ 
cause  he  went  on  immediately  afterwards  to  quote 
the  prices  from  the  jobbers  in  Chicago — at  14  cents 
a  pound.  Now,  this  firm  in  Brantford  told  us  that 
in  the  same  season  they  sold  the  farmers  pure 
manila  at  from  13  to  14  cents. 

Mr.  WATSON.  What  is  the  American  price? 

Mr.  KENNY.  The  American  price  of  pure 
manila  was  12J  cents.  I  do  not  desire  to  question 
the  accuracy  of  the  hon.  gentleman’s  figures,  but 
I  have  shown  that  he  was  mistaken  as  regards  the 
prices  at  which  these  twines  were  sold  last  year  to 
the  farmers  of  Ontario.  It  is  just  possible — I  do 
not  mention  it  is  a  fact,  because  I  do  not  know  it 
as  a  fact — that  he  may  have  been  equally  mistaken 
as  regards  the  prices  of  twine  sold  in  the  United 
States.  I  have  always  been  in  favour  of  a  full 
and  fair  measure  of  protection  to  our  Canadian  in¬ 
dustries.  In  the  community  in  which  I  reside, 
I  have  always  taken  the  stand  that  it  was  to  our  ad¬ 
vantage,  as  a  people,  that  we  should  encourage  in 
every  way  the  development  of  industries  in  our 
own  country,  and  in  many  cases  the  result  has  been 
that  whilst  our  people  have  found  employment  in 
these  various  industries,  the  rest  of  the  commu¬ 
nity  have  not  been  over-taxed.  My  attention  has 
been  directed  specially  to  cotton  goods  and  wool¬ 
len  goods,  with  which  I  am  more  familiar,  being 
my  own  line  of  business.  The  Canadian  con¬ 
sumer  is  buying  these  goods  on  as  favourable  terms 
as  he  did  at  any  previous  date,  and  the  same  is 
Mr.  Kenny. 


true,  I  think,  of  binder  twine.  I  am  glad  to  hear 
from  lion,  gentlemen  who  have  evidently  taken 
pains  to  make  themselves  familiar  with  the  ques¬ 
tion,  that  our  farmers  whom  it  is  ®ur  duty  to 
protect  in  every  way,  are  paying  no  more  for 
their  binder  twine  than  their  competitors,  the 
farmers  of  the  United  States.  When  this  question 
was  brought  up  last  year,  it  was  known  to  both 
sides  of  the  House  that  there  were  a  number  of 
bye-elections  pending,  and  it  was  imagined,  per¬ 
haps  uncharitably,  that  the  resolution  may  have 
been  introduced  to  influence  the  farmers  in  the 
approaching  bye-elections.  Well,  judging  from 
what  has  taken  place  in  Ontario,  I  am  forced  to 
the  conclusion  that  the  appeal  had  not  very  much 
influence  on  the  farmers  of  that  province,  and  to 
that  fact  I  may  probably  ascribe  the  appearance 
in  this  resolution  of  a  reference  to  the  fishermen 
of  the  Maritime  Provinces,  who,  it  says,  pay  no 
duty  on  the  twine  which  is  imported  and  used 
by  the  fishermen.  It  would  seem  as  if  these  hon. 
gentlemen  wished  to  antagonize  the  farmer  and  the 
fisherman — as  if  their  idea  was  to  raise  a  little  sec¬ 
tional  cry  and  set  the  east  against  the  west — an¬ 
other  slight  attack  on  the  shreds  and  patches  of  the 
Maritime  Provinces,  which  never  receive  much 
favour  at  the  hands  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite. 
The  hon.  member  for  Halton  has  explained  to  the 
House  that  the  twine  which  the  fishermen  use  is 
entirely  different  from  binder  twine,  being  made 
from  hemp,  flax  and  sometimes  cotton.  It  has 
never  been  manufactured  in  Canada,  for  the  simple 
reason  that  the  quantity  consumed  is  so  compara¬ 
tively  small  that  it  would  not  pay  to  start  the  man¬ 
ufacture  of  it  in  the  Dominion.  But  it  is  different 
with  binder  twine.  We  import  the  raw  material 
free  of  duty,  and  wre  have  a  measure  of  protection 
on  the  manufactured  article  which  has  encouraged 
people  to  invest  their  capital  in  its  manufacture  ; 
and  we  have  the  satisfaction  of  knowing,  on  posi¬ 
tive  assurance,  that  our  farmers  are  paying  no 
more  for  the  binder  twine  Avhich  they  use  than 
their  competitors  across  the  border.  Now,  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  have  no  desire  at  this  late  hour  to  take 
up  the  time  of  the  House.  The  question  has  been 
very  thoroughly  threshed  out ;  but  as  one  who 
has  always  been  in  favour  of  the  National  Policy, 

I  desire  to  record  my  vote  against  this  onslaught 
on  that  policy.  The  general  attack  on  the  National 
Policy  which  has  been  made  by  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  has  signally  failed,  and  it  would  seem  as 
if  they  had  changed  their  tactics  and  had  now 
decided  to  make  the  attack  in  detail  on  each  out¬ 
post  of  the  manufacturing  industries  of  the  Domi¬ 
nion  ;  and  to  that  motive  I  think  we  may  attribute 
the  resolution  which  has  been  under  the  considera¬ 
tion  of  the  House  to-day. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  The  hon.  gentleman 
who  has  just  sat  down  seems  to  think  that  it  is  very 
important  that  the  tax  should  be  kept  on  binder 
twine,  and  that  it  is  equally  important  that  the  tax 
should  be  kept  off  the  twine  used  by  the  fishermen. 

Mr.  KENNY.  It  is  not  manufactured  in  Canada. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  And  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  I  suppose  would  be  equally  ready  to  tell  us 
that  if  there  was  no  tax  on  binder  twine,  that  would 
not  be  manufactured  in  Canada  either. 

Mr.  KENNY.  During  the  course  of  my  few  re¬ 
marks,  I  reminded  the  House  that  a  duty  had  been 
imposed  upon  binder  twine  before  one  pound  of  it 
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had  been  manufactured  in  the  Dominion  of  Canada, 
and  that  the  consequence  of  the  existence  of  that 
duty  has  been  that  binder  twine  has  been  manufac¬ 
tured  within  our  country.  I  do  not  know  enough 
about  the  business  to  go  into  the  details,  but  I 
believe  that  is  a  fact. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  Well,  the  facts  are  pre¬ 
cisely  as  I  have  stated  them.  The  lion,  gentleman 
says  there  was  no  binder  twine  manufactured  in 
Canada  until  the  duty  was  imposed. 

Mr.  KENNY.  I  said  there  was  a  duty  on  binder 
twine  before  there  was  a  pound  manufactured. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  That  is  precisely  what  I 
have  said,  that  until  there  was  a  duty  imposed  upon 
binder  twine,  there  was  none  manufactured  in 
Canada,  and  the  hon.  gentleman  says  that  the 
binder  twine  used  by  the  fishermen  is  not  manu¬ 
factured  in  Canada.  There  is  no  tax  upon  it,  and 
I  suppose,  that  according  to  the  theory  of  the  hon. 
gentleman,  that  as  long  as  there  is  no  tax  upon  it, 
there  will  be  no  fishermen’s  twine  manufactured  in 
Canada.  That  would  be  the  inference  from  the 
argument  put  before  the  House  by  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  ?  Well,  the  hon.  gentleman  and  his  friends 
have  told  us  more  than  that.  The  hon.  gentleman 
says  that  the  duty  does  not  increase  the  price. 
There  is  some  one  pays  a  duty.  There  is  a  duty 
imposed,  and  it  falls  on  some  person  or  other,  but 
the  hon.  gentleman  said  it  does  not  fall  upon  the 
consumer.  Well,  if  that  be  true,  I  do  not  see  why 
the  hon.  gentleman  and  his  friends  do  not  propose 
a  duty  upon  the  fishermen’s  twine  also,  for,  of 
course,  if  there  was  a  tax  upon  the  fishermen’s 
twine,  it  would  not  be  paid  by  the  fishermen.  The 
Government  would  get  the  tax,  but  not  out  of  its 
own  people.  It  would  be  compelling  the  foreign¬ 
ers  who  produce  this  twine,  to  contribute  a  con¬ 
siderable  sum  to  the  public  treasury.  That  is  the 
argument  which  has  been  addressed  to  the 
House.  We  have  heard  for  several  years 
from  the  Minister  of  Finance  and  his  predecessors 
that  the  imposition  of  a  duty  upon  sugar  did 
not  increase  the  price  of  sugar,  that  it  was  just  as 
cheap  in  Canada  as  it  was  anywhere  else,  in  New 
York  at  all  events,  and  that  as  long  as  the  duty 
was  kept  on,  the  consumer  in  Canada  got  sugar  as 
cheaply  as  he  did  before.  Well,  we  were  told  by 
these  hon.  gentlemen  last  year,  when  it  was  pro¬ 
posed  to  take  the  duty  off  sugar,  that  they  were 
remitting  to  the  people  of  Canada  13,000,000  of 
taxes  which  they  had  before  paid.  If  the  Govern¬ 
ment  propose  to  put  a  duty  on,  it  never  falls  upon 
the  population  of  the  country,  and  when  they  take 
the  duty  off,  they  have  relieved  the  people  of  a 
portion  of  the  burden  they  had  to  bear  before,  and 
so  every  year  we  hear  from  hon.  gentlemen  oppo¬ 
site  the  same  theory.  The  senior  member  for 
Halifax  tells  the  House  that  the  farmers  of  Canada 
get  their  twine  just  as  cheaply  as  do  the  farmers  in 
the  United  States.  I  would  like  to  know  to  what 
extent  the  duty  may  be  increased  without  adding 
anything  to  the  burdens  of  the  farmer.  You  have 
25  per  cent  now.  Can  you  make  it  50  or  100  per 
cent  ?  Can  you  increase  it  to  200  per  cent  and 
leave  the  price  just  as  it  is  now  ?  At  what  point 
is  it  that  the  tax  or  a  portion  of  the  tax  will  begin 
to  fall  on  the  man  who  consumes  the  article. 
Let  us  learn  something  of  this  system  of  poli¬ 
tical  economy  which  is  preached  daily  to  the 
House  and  the  country  by  hon.  gentlemen  on 


the  other  side.  Let  us  know  just  how  much 
taxes  they  may  feel  imposed  upon  a  particular- 
article  before  the  price  of  that  article  will  be  affected 
to  the  party  who  requires  it.  It  would  be  important 
to  us  to  know.  In  some  instances  they  have  imposed 
50  per  cent  and  they  argue  that  that  does  not 
increase  the  price.  They  have  25  per  cent  on  the 
binder  twine,  and  they  tell  us  it  does  not  increase 
thev  price.  If  that  be  so,  why  not  make  it  50  per¬ 
cent  ?  If  the  burdens  do  not  fall  upon  the  farmers, 
to  stimulate  the  article  the  Government  should 
impose  someting  more.  It  is  true  they  do  not  get 
much  taxes,  because  itr  a  large  degree  they  cirt  out 
the  foreign  article,  but  they  get  something,  and 
according  to  their  theory  they  would  get  still  more 
if  the  rate  of  taxation  was  increased.  Hon.  gentle¬ 
men  may  address  a  preposterous  argument  of  that 
sort  to  this  House  and  they  may  get  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  on  that  side  to  prepare  figures  in  order  to 
establish  their  proposition,  but  nobody  outside 
the  House  is  so  far  divested  of  his  rational  faculties 
as  to  suppose  that  the  imposition  of  25  per  cent 
on  a  foreign  article  will  not  affect  the  price  of 
articles  which  enter  into  competition  with  it  and 
are  produced  in  the  country.  It  is  true  if  you 
add  free  production,  the  imposition  of  duties  might 
not  enable  the  party  who  produces  the  article  to 
keep  up  the  price,  but  great  care  is  taken  to 
prevent  over-production.  You  have  a  combine. 
You  have  gentlemen  coming  from  the  other 
side  of  the  line  and  investing  their  money, 
not  in  creating  establishments,  but  in  purchasing 
those  already  existing.  The  hon.  gentleman  asked 
us  if  we  are  opposed  to  the  introduction  of  Ameri¬ 
can  capital  here  ?  Well,  I  say  this,  that  the  intro¬ 
duction  of  American  capital,  if  it  is  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  introducing  new  enterprises,  cannot  do  us 
any  harm  and  will  do  us  good,  if  the  enterprises 
rest  upon  their  own  merits  and  are  conducted  upon 
business  principles,  but  the  investment  of  Ameri¬ 
can  capital  in  establishments  already  existing 
leaves  matters  as  they  were  before.  In  this  case 
matters  were  not  left  as  they  were  before.  The 
hon.  member  for  Argenteuil  (Mr.  Christie)  has 
pointed  out  to-night  that  the  cordage  manufactory 
in  his  constituency  has  been  bought  b}r  these  com¬ 
bines  and  is  closed  up,  and  the  former  proprietors 
are  paid  over  $7,000  a  year  while  the  establishment 
is  kept  closed.  Now,  where  does  that  $7,000  pet- 
year  come  from  ?  And  what  are  the  circumstances 
which  warrant  foreigners  in  coming  here  and  in¬ 
vesting  their  money  in  these  establishments  and 
paying  over  $7,000  a  year  to  the  former  proprie¬ 
tors  for  keeping  their  establishments  closed  ? 
There  was  an  establishment  in  the  city  of  St. 
John  which  had  been  bought  by  Americans  and 
closed,  and  I  understand  the  former  proprietors 
are  receiving  $15,000  a  year  to  keep  it  closed. 
Who  is  paying  this  ?  Where  is  the  money  coming 
from  ?  Are  these  men  coming  to  Canada  and  in¬ 
vesting  their  money  in  an  enterprise  where  they 
are  making  but  a  reasonable  profit  and  another 
going  to  these  establishments  and  closing  them  and  * 
paying  the  parties  from  whom  they  have  purchased 
large  sums  of  money,  as  a  mere  gratuity,  without 
any  advantage  to  themselves  ?  Where  does  the  ad¬ 
vantage  come  in  ?  Certainly  there  is  an  advantage 
somewhere.  How  is  it  that  these  gentlemen  who 
have  made  these  purchases  are  enabled  to  close 
up  these  establishments  and  pay  the  parties  large 
dividends  upon  the  capital  which  was  represented 


1707 


[COMMONS] 


1708 


there,  unless  indeed  they  are  compelling  the  agri¬ 
cultural  population  to  purchase  the  products  of 
their  enterprise  at  a  higher  rate  than  the  actual 
value.  It  is  not  simply  the  cost  of  production  with 
a  fair  profit.  It  is  the  cost  of  production  with  very 
much  more  than  a  fair  profit.  There  is  the  cost  of 
production  and  a  fair  profit  on  the  capital  employed 
and  on  the  capital  unemployed.  If  you  undertake 
to  pay  out  for  a  manufacturing  establishment 
several  times  more  than  it  is  worth,  how  are  you 
to  get  interests  upon  the  capital  you  have  in¬ 
vested  ?  How  are  you  to  get  a  dividend  on 
that  capital,  unless  you  are  charging  for  the 
products  of  that  portion  of  the  business  you  keep 
in  operation  a  larger  sum  than  should  be  paid  ? 
That  is  what  is  done.  We  know  what  combines 
have  done  on  the  other  side.  We  know  that  the 
great  salt  manufacturing  establishments  in  various 
parts  of  the  United  States  were  closed  up  by  a 
similar  combine  and  that  large  sums  of  money 
were  paid  annually  to  the  parties  who  had 
formerly  owned  them — closed  to  the  public  detri¬ 
ment,  and  the  public  seriously  injured.  The  price 
of  what  is  produced  shows  an  enormous  increase  in 
consequence,  and  the  hon.  gentleman  knows  that  is 
the  case  with  regard  to  this  particular  article.  I  do 
not  care  what  the  price  may  be  in  the  United  States. 
I  have  before  m6  evidence  taken  last  year,  which 
shows  that  the  price  in  Canada  for  binder  twine  is 
very  much  higher  than  it  is  the  United  States,  but 
I  do  not  care  how  that  may  be.  I  am  looking  at 
this  fact,  that  the  capital  invested  in  manufacturing 
establishments  is  rendered  idle.  You  have  the 
establishments  closed,  you  have  a  few  of  them  kept 
in  operation,  and  on  those  that  are  kept  in  opera¬ 
tion  you  are  paying  a  dividend.  You  are  paying  a 
profit  not  011I3*  upon  the  capital  of  the  business 
now  in  operation  but  also  upon  the  capital  of 
establishments  that  were  bought  out  and  closed, 
and  I  say  that  cannot  be  done  unless  you  are  ex¬ 
tracting  from  the  population  who  consume  these 
products  a  very  much  larger  sum  than  you  ought 
to  obtain  from  them.  That  is  what  you  are  doing 
with  regard  to  this  article.  It  may  be  shown  that, 
apart  from  this  duty,  it  could  be  laid  down  in  Can¬ 
ada  at  a  eery  much  lower  price.  I  want  to  know 
what  advantage  there  is  in  the  maintenance  of  in¬ 
dustries  of  this  sort  by  high  protective  duties  when 
you  are  imposing  upon  the  community,  the  vast 
majority  of  the  agricultural  population  of  this 
country,  a  far  larger  burden  than  they  would  be 
called  upon,  apart  from  your  legislation,  to  bear. 
I  say  it  is  clear  that  the  rule  laid  down  by  the  hon. 
gentleman  that  the  imposition  of  duties  has  not  af¬ 
fected  the  price  is  an  absurd  one  in  this  case.  The 
closing  of  the  establishments  at  Argenteuil,  at  St. 
John  and  elsewhere,  and  the  payment  of  a  large 
dividend  on  the  capital  of  the  establishments  so 
closed,  contradicts  the  statement  of  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man.  It  shows  that  that  statement  cannot  be  true. 
It  shows  that  the  statistics  read  to  us  as  to  the 
,  comparative  prices  are  altogether  erroneous,  but, 
if  the  United  States  imposed  at  one  time  duties  on 
certain  raw  materials  that  were  free  in  this 
country,  if  the  United  States  have  combinations 
and  trusts  which  put  up  the  prices  far  beyond 
what  the  market  prices  ought  to  be,  the  hon.  gent¬ 
leman  may  institute  a  comparison  in  favour  of  the 
prices  in  Canada,  but -that  only  shows  there  is  a 
wrong  done  elsewhere  as  well  as  a  wrong  done  here, 
and  the  wrong  done  elsewhere  is  no  justification 
Mr.  Mills  (Bothwell). 


whatever  for  the  wrong  which  is  done  by  the  legis¬ 
lation  of  which  complaint  is  made,  and  the  tax 
which  my  hon.  friend  by  his  resolution  seeks  to 
remove.  Now,  what  makes  up  the  price  of  an 
article  ?  We  know  that,  unless  a  profit  can  be 
made,  continued  production  cannot  exist.  You 
have  the  cost  of  the  original  material,  the  amount 
of  capital  invested,  the  cost  of  labour,  the  profit  on 
the  capital,  you  have  repair  and  waste  to  provide 
for,  and,  if  you  impose  a  tax  upon  the  article,  you 
increase  the  price  by  that  tax  until  there  is  such  a 
production  in  the  country  that  competition  will 
cut  it  down.  Where  can  you  have  competition  if  you 
have  a  combination,  when  all  the  factories  pass  into 
the  hands  of  that  one  combination?  The  only  compe¬ 
tition  must  be  foreign  competition,  and  you  put  a 
barrier  in  the  way  of  that  foreign  competition  by 
imposing  a  duty  of  25  per  cent.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  has  not  proposed  that  there  shall  be  a  taxon  the 
twine  used  in  the  fisheries.  He  says  this  is  a  sec¬ 
tional  argument  to  employ  in  this  House,  but  I  say 
the  sectional  argument  is  created  by  the  action  of 
the  hon.  gentleman  and  his  friends.  How  is  it 
possible,  if  you  were  to  treat  the  two  classes  of  the 
population  in  the  same  way,  that  an  argument  of 
this  kind  could  arise  ?  It  can  only  arise  because 
you  place  the  article  consumed  by  one  class  on  the 
free  list  and  tax  the  same  article  consumed  by  the 
other  class.  Why  not  put  them  both  on  the  same 
footing  ?  If  the  price  is  not  affected  by  the  tax, 
there  can  be  '  no  objection  to  this  being  done,  and 
the  hon.  gentleman  ought  to  be  the  first  to  propose 
it.  If  he  has  confidence  in  his  own  theory,  he  ought 
to  give  it  effect  not  only  in  regard  to  the  article 
consumed  by  the  agricultural  population,  but  he 
should  apply  his  rule  to  the  article  consumed  by 
the  fishermen.  I  notice  a  statement  made  by  the 
hon.  member  for  Muskoka  (Mr.  O’Brien)  early 
in  the  evening,  that  he  might  feel  inclined  to  sup¬ 
port  the  proposition  if  the  motion  were  not  made 
on  going  into  Committee  of  Supply.  The  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  is  altogether  mistaken  in  regard  to  the  rule 
of  Parliament  as  to  amendments  or  motions  in 
amendment  to  going  into  Committee  of  Supply.  That 
is  the  proper  occasion  upon  which  to  move  an  amend¬ 
ment  or  propose  a  redress  for  every  grievance  that 
can  be  appropriately  corrected  in  that  way.  That  is 
the  English  parliamentary  rule,  and  I  venture  to 
say  that  a  few  cases  will  be  found  in  the  English 
practice  where  a  Government  have  treated  an 
amendment  to  going  into  Supply  as  a  vote  of 
want  of  confidence  in  the  Administration.  It  is 
the  right  of  Parliament,  when  the  Crown  is  asking 
for  taxes,  to  propose  the  redress  of  every  grievance, 
the  correction  of  every  wrong  that  maj7present  itself, 
and  which  may  require  the  attention  of  Parliament, 
so  that,  when  the  Finance  Minister  proposed  to  go 
into  Committee  of  Supply,  it  was  the  proper  occa¬ 
sion  to  ask  for  the  removal  of  any  grievance  borne 
by  any  section  of  the  population.  It  is  only  two 
years  ago  when  I  proposed  an  amendment  to  the 
proposal  to  go  into  Committee  of  Supply,  and  the 
late  Prime  Minister  accepted  it  and  it  was  carried 
by  the  House.  That  is  the  English  rule,  this 
is  the  proper  occasion  when  redress  should  be  sub¬ 
mitted  to  the  House,  and  it  ought  never  to  be 
treated  as  a  motion  of  want  of  confidence  by  the 
Administration.  The  hon.  member  for  Muskoka 
(Mr.  O’Brien)  gave  that  as  a  reason  for  opposing 
the  motion.  He  admitted  that  the  duty  ought 
to  be  removed,  that  the  article  ought  to  be  placed 
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on  the  free  list,  and  said,  were  it  proposed  other¬ 
wise  than  on  going  into  Supply,  he  would  be  pre¬ 
pared  to  give  it  his  support.  I  am  pointing  out 
that  that  statement  is  founded  on  a  wholly  erron¬ 
eous  idea  of  what  are  the  rights  of  Parliament  on 
the  motion  to  go  into  Committee  of  Supply. 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  The  hon.  gentleman  should  do 
the  hon.  member  for  Muskoka  (Mr.  O’Brien)  jus¬ 
tice.  That  is  not  the  only  reason  he  gave. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  The  hon.  gentleman  is 
always  so  perfectly  fair  in  the  arguments  he  ad¬ 
dresses  to  the  House  that  he  is  beyond  all  others 
the  hon.  gentleman  who  ought  to  correct  an  obser¬ 
vation  made  by  me.  I  will  say  that  the  hon.  gen- 
man  objected  to  the  preamble  of  the  resolution,  as  he 
called  it.  But  that  is  not  a  matter  that  I  am  called 
upon  to  consider.  The  member  for  Muskoka  ap¬ 
proved  of  the  principle  of  the  resoultion,  that  this 
tax  ought  to  be  removed,  and  he  gave  as  his  chief 
reason  for  not  supporting  that  proposition,  that  it 
was  moved  as  an  amendment  to  going  into  Com¬ 
mittee  of  Supply.  I  am  pointing  out  that  it  is  on 
going  into  Committee  of  Supply  that  such  amotion 
ought  to  be  made. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  am  extremely  sorry  that  1 
cannot  return  the  compliment  of  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  as  to  fairness  in  his  arguments. 

Mr.  BAIN  (Wentworth).  I  always  admire  the 
frank  and  open  defence  that  our  friends  opposite, 
like  the  senior  member  for  Halifax  (Mr.  Kenny), 
present  to  this  House  in  defence  of  the  National 
Policy.  I  respect  a  man  who  comes  straight  out 
and  says  he  is  prepared  to  stand  by  that  policy 
when  it  is  applied  to  a  particular  case  like  this. 
He  says  that  the  existence  of  these  duties  on  bin¬ 
der  twine  has  created  the  manufacture  of  that 
article  in  our  midst,  he  attacks  the  hon.  member 
for  Marquette  (Mr#  Watson)  because  he  points  to  a 
large  vacancy  in  the  completeness  of  the  National 
Policy,  where  $425,000  worth  of  twme  and  cor¬ 
dage  comes  free  into  Canada,  because  it  happens  to 
be  wanted  for  the  use  of  the  fishermen.  If  the 
National  Policy  is  so  great  a  benefit  to  the  people 
of  this  country,  if  it  is  no  burden  to  the  consumer 
of  those  articles  upon  fl-hich  the  duty  is  imposed, 
why  make  this  gap  for  the  benefit  of  the  fishermen  ? 
Why  cry  sectionalism  when  we  ask  that  another 
part  of  the  community  be  treated  in  exactly  the 
same  way  as  the  fishermen  ?  I  would  like  to  ask 
the  hon.  member  for  Halifax  how  he  justifies  his 
position  when  he  says  that  binder  twine  is  not  in¬ 
creased  in  price  by  the  25  per  cent  duty,  yet  he 
tells  us  that  it  would  not  do  to  put  a  duty 
upon  fishermen’s  twine,  because  it  might  not  be 
beneficial  to  the  fishermen.  Now,  we  have  learned 
to-night  that  there  are  two  very  large  sections  of 
the  farming  community  who  rightly  or  wrongly  be¬ 
lieve  that  the  imposition  of  a  25  per  cent  duty  on 
twine  increases  the  cost  to  them.  We  have  the 
fact  that  both  from  the  Patrons  of  Husbandry  and 
from  the  Grangers,  both  farmers’  associations,  peti¬ 
tions  have  come  in  large  numbers  asking  that  the 
duty  be  removed.  Side  by  side  with  that  fact  I 
want  to  place  before  you  this  other  fact,  that  it  is 
admitted  by  gentlemen  opposite  that  there  is  now 
no  competition  in  the  production  of  cordage  in  the 
Dominion  of  Canada,  that  it  is  not  even  a  Canadian 
arrangement.  Our  friends  are  very  loyal  when  they 
are  talking  before  country  audiences  and  waving 


the  grand  old  flag,  but  they  do  not  have  any  com¬ 
punctions  of  conscience  in  becoming  a  joint  in  the 
tail  of  a  great  American  combination,  if  they  think 
by  that  means  they  can  add  to  their  profits.  We 
have  the  fact  which  is  not  denied  here  that  several 
of  these  establishments  which  were  formerly  runn¬ 
ing,  are  now  closed  up.  The  hon.  member  for  Both¬ 
well  (Mr.  Mills)  asked  if  the  owner  of  the  cordage 
works  at  Lachute  is  paid  for  doing  nothing  and  is 
drawing  to-day  $6,000  or  $7,000  a  year,  where 
does  it  come  from  when  their  machinery  is  stand¬ 
ing  idle  and  their  factories  have  ceased  to  produce  ? 
And  the  operatives  that  'used  to  be  employed  in 
these  establishments — where  are  they  ?  The  oper¬ 
atives  are  scattered  somewhere  else,  while  the 
burdens  on  the  community  are  still  retained.  I 
sympathize  with  the  position  taken  by  the  hon. 
member  for  Muskoka,  because  I  think  there  are 
other  gentlemen  besides  him  on  that  side  of  the 
House  who  realized  that  this  cordage  combination 
is  rapidly  getting  to  the  position  in  which  the  salt 
operations  were  within  the  last  year  or  two.  The 
lion,  member  for  Halton  (Mr.  Henderson)  has 
quoted  to  us  a  long  array  of  figures.  I  can  only  say 
to  my  hon.  friend  that  when  he  quotes  so  glibly  from 
the  brief  presented  to  him  by  these  parties  inter¬ 
ested  in  the  combine,  perhaps  he  is  not  covering  all 
the  facts  in  the  case.  It  is  only  a  w  eek  ago  when  I 
was  at  home  tlntt  I  talked  with  the  only  remaining 
dealer  in  binding  twine  that  the  National  Policy  has 
left  in  that  town.  I  said  to  him  :  “  W  hat  sort  of 

prices  are  you  going  to  quote  for  binding  owine  this 
year  ”  ?  Well,  he  said  :  “I  have  got  no  prices  at 
all  yet.  The  fact  is  I  have  received  several  cir¬ 
culars  from  the  business  firms  I  usually  deal  with 
and  they  ask  me  to  wait,  we  are  not  prepared  to 
give  you  quotations  now,  but  by  no  means 
place  your  orders  with  anybody  else  ;  just 
wait,  and  we  will  do  as  well  by  you  as  any¬ 
body  else.”  That  was  only  one  week  ago! 
My  hon.  friend  talks  to  you  to-night  with  calm 
assurance  as  if  the  market  bad  been  open  and  these 
goods  could  have  been  bought  and  prices  quoted  all 
along.  Such  are  not  the  facts  in  my  experience  in 
my  own  county.  Now,  with  respect  to  the  quota¬ 
tions  in  these  extracts  that  he  read  from  the  evi¬ 
dence  taken  before  the  Combines  Committee  in 
1888,  I  must  say  that  I  regret  very  much  the  tone 
in  which  he  presented  those  observations.  Hereto¬ 
fore  we  have  been  in  the  habit  of  accepting  each 
other’s  statements  in  good  faith  when  presented  in 
contradiction  to  each  other’s  position.  But  it  has 
been  reserved  to  my  hon.  friend  to  get  up  and  tell 
this  House  that  the  hon.  member  for  Marquette 
(Mr.  WTatson)  and  the  hon.  member  for  Huron  (Mr. 
McMillan)  deliberately  misstated  the  facts  in  con¬ 
nection  with  that  investigation.  I  was  myself  a 
member  of  that  committee,  and  I  think  my  hon. 
friend  has  misapprehended  the  drift  of  Mr.  Mas¬ 
sey’s  evidence.  I  shall  not  accuse  him  of  wilful 
misrepresentation,  I  do  not  deal  in  these  lines  ;  but 
I  think  that  after  due  examination  of  Mr.  Massey’s 
evidence  my  hon.  friend  will  come  to  the  con¬ 
clusion  that  he  ought  to  retract  his  statement. 
Now,  I  will  read  from  Mr.  Massey’s  evidence  a 
little  more  in  extenso.  It  was  given  before  that 
committee  when  he  came,  as  he  said  himself,  to 
give  evidence  in  connection  with  other  branches  of 
his  business.  He  was  asked  to  make  some  state¬ 
ment  before  the  committee  by  the  chairman,  I 
think  it  was  Mr.  Wallace.  This  is  what  he  said  : 
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What  did  you  pay  for  twine  four  years  ago  before 
this  combine  was  formed  ? —  I  cannot  tell  back  as  far 
as  four  5'ears  ago.  This  of  course  is  sprung  upon  me, 
although  I  had  some  figures  in  coming  down  on  some 
business  with  the  Government,  because  we  considered  it 
was  a  grievance  and  an  injury  to  the  public  in  this  com¬ 
bination  putting  prices  on  the  twine,  by  which  the  farmer 
has  to  pay  so  much  more  in  proportion  to  the  raw  mater¬ 
ial  than  he  had  two  or  three  years  ago ;  and  also  so  much 
greater  than  what  we  can  buy  it  for  in  the  American 
market.  We  can  buy  the  same  material  that  is  sold  here, 
the  same  finished  twine,  from  the  Americans,  paying  a 
duty  of  $1.79§  per  100  pounds  cheaper  than  we  can  buy  it 
in  Canada.  On  that  we  pay  the  duty. 

“  Are  you  buying  in  Canada? —  Yes.;  because  we 
prefer  patronizing  the  home  market  if  we  can.  But  we 
say  it  is  an  injustice  to  the  public  when  a  combination  is 
formed  that  will  put  up  the  price  beyond  what  they  are 
warranted  in  doing  in  view  of  the  costof  the  raw  material. 
Combinations  are  an  injury  when  they  exact  extortionate 
prices  from  the  consumer.” 


These  are  Mr.  Massey’s  own  words  recorded  by 
the  stenographer  on  that  occasion  and  they  dis¬ 
tinctly  prove  that  Mr.  Massey  objected  to  the 
combination  that  was  formed  then  ;  a  combination 
not  quite  so  solid  as  it  is  now,  because  there  were 
some  establishments  outside  of  it  then,  while  at 
present  I  understand  that  the  American  Cordage 
Company  has  included  all  the  binder  twine  manu¬ 
facturers  in  Canada.  Again  he  gives  the  figures  : 


‘‘  But  if  you  can  buy  elsewhere  outside  of  this  combi¬ 
nation  at  a  cheaper  rate,  what  would  be  your  complaint  ? 
I  say  that  they  have  that  advantage  :  that  they  get 
the  ra\y  material  free  and  we  have  to  pay  the  duty  on  the 
cord,  which  they  get  the  benefit  of  on  the  cord. 

“If  you  can  buy  elsewhere  and  get  a  better  bargain 
what  is  your  complaint?—  If  you  are  obliged  from  the 
combination  that  would  be  a  different  thing.  I  say  we 
can  buy  it  and  lay  it  down  cheaper  than  we  can  get  it 
from  the  Canadians  after  paying  the  duty  ;  but  then  the 
difference  is  so  small.  I  will  give  you  the  figures.  The 
Canadian  price  for  pure  manila  delivered  in  not  less  than 
50  ton  lots  is  $12.50,  and  then  there  is  a  5  per  cent 
discount  in  15  days  off  that  which  brings,  it  net  $11.83!. 
1  do  not  see  any  advantage  in  the  rebate  because  the 
twine  is  not  used  until  July  and  August.  The  American 
quotation  is  $11.50,  less  one  and  a  half  discount.  That  is 
net.  Freight  25  cents,  total  $11,571  a?  against 
$11.87|-.  Fake  the  duty  from  this,  the  duty  of  1|  cents 
per  pound  on  the  raw  material  paid  by  the  American 
manufacturer,  which  is  not  paid  by  the  Canadian,  and  it 
brings  it  down  to  10!  cents  per  pound,” 


That  was  Mr.  Massey’s  distinct  statement.  Then 
comes  the  question  that  my  friend  from  Halton 
(Mr.  Henderson)  quoted  a  portion  of  to-night  to  i 
establish  that  Mr.  Massey  said  just  the  reverse  : 

“What  is  the  actual  cost,  including  the  duty  of  the 
American  article?  We  had  to  import  a  large  quantity 
lor  the  North-West  last  year.  We  could  not  get  it  in 
Canada.  W  e  laid  it  down  in  Manitoba  at  about  the  price 
we  had  to  pay  in  Nova  Scotia,  and  duty  added.  It  cost 
us  about  the  duty  extra.  The  ground  of  complaint  is  that 
although  the  Americans  are  paying  a  duty  on  it  they  can 
afford  to  offer  it  to  us  at  less  than  the  Canadian  figures.  I  | 
have  been  in  correspondence  with  large  dealers  and  they 
tell  us  they  have  been  buying  it  at  the  same  rates  as  those 
who  sell  to  us.” 


I  say,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  nothing  could  be  clearer 
than  Mr.  Masse} ’s  evidence  that  the  Canadian 
combine  had  the  effect  of  increasing  the  price 
of  binder  twine,  and  that  he  complained  of  that  in¬ 
crease,  and  that  the  result  of  that  combine  was  pre 
judicial  to  the  interests  of  the  Canadian  farmer  I 
do  not  quote  the  evidence  of  a  man  who  says  “  I 
think  as  my  lion,  friend  did  with  respect  to  Mr. 
Morris’s  statement,  that  binder  twine  was  cheaper 
in  Canada  than  on  the  American  side.  Mr.  Massey 
does  not  deal  in  any  such  sayings  as  “I  think,” 
but  he  says  flatly  and  directly  these  are  the  facts, 
and  he  gives  the  figures  in  his  own  case.  Here  is  a 
business  man  who  spoke  of  his  own  business  trans- 
Mr.  Bain  (Wentworth). 


actions  and  who  spoke  whereof  he  knew,  and 
although  he  said  he  was  a  protectionist  himself,  he 
complained  that  this  combination  had  unfairly  and 
unduly  increased  the  price  of  binder  twine  to  the 
Canadian  consumer.  To-day  we  find  ourselves  in 
a  worse  position.  At  that  time  Mr.  Morris  who 
was  a  member  of  the  combine  gave  his  evi¬ 
dence  to  showr  that  one  manufacturer,  Mr.  Con¬ 
ners,  drew  from  $5,000  to  $7,000  per  annum  out 
of  the  combine,  and  only  made  two  tons 
of  binder  twine  the  whole  of  that  year, 
That  is  one  of  the  results  of  the  production 
of  any  line  of  industry  being  in  the  hands  of  one 
concern,  and  I  venture  to  say  that  those  gentlemen 
who  talk  to  us  so  glibly  and  so  fluently  about  binder 
twine  being  cheaper  to  the  Canadian  farmer,  are  the 
very  men  who  will  take  care  that  the  Cana¬ 
dian  farmer  does  not  get  an  even  start  with  them 
or  anybody  else  in  the  consumption  of  this  article. 
If  they  produce  so  cheaply  why  are  they  anxious 
to  keep  a  25  per  cent  duty  on  ?  At  the  time  Mr. 
Massey  speaks  of  the  American  producer  was  handi¬ 
capped  with  a  duty  of  1^  cents  per  pound  on  his 
raw  material,  while  the  Canadian  manufacturer 
got  his  free,  and  at  that  time  we  find  one  man 
drawing  from  $5,000  to  $7,000  a  year  for  allow¬ 
ing  his  machinery  to  stand  practically  idle.  To¬ 
day  we  have  had  the  evidence  from  the  hon. 
member  for  Argenteuil  (Mr.  Christie)  that  one 
of  the  establishments  in  his  constituency  is  closed 
up  and  the  operatives  turned  adrift  to  find  their 
living  as  best  they  could,  for  these  men  care  noth¬ 
ing  for  the  operatives  when  it  is  a  question  of  mak¬ 
ing  money  for  themselves.  They  are  paid  Tor 
allowing  their  machinery  to  stand  idle,  and  where 
does  the  money  come  from  to  pay  for  keeping  it 
idle  if  not  out  of  the  pockets  of  the  consumers  of 
this  twine.  It  is  just  such  cases  as  this  that  will 
discredit  the  National  Policy,  and  I  sympathize 
with  an  honest  supporter  of  that  measure  such  as 
my  hon.  friend  from  Muskoka  (Mr.  O’Brien)  when 
he  feels  that  when  the  manufacture  of  this  article 
is  gathered  into  one  combine,  that  the  farmers 
are  at  the  mercy  of  a  combination  that  will  have  no 
mercy  on  them.  While  these  gentlemen  argue  so 
fluently  that  the  prices  are  low,  they  take  particu¬ 
larly  good  care  to  retain  thl  duty  so  that  they  are 
not  exposed  to  the  competition.  If  the  American 
combine  finds  seven-tenths  of  a  cent  per  pound  suffi¬ 
cient  to  protect  them,  why  doesourCanadian  combine 
demand  a  25  per  cent  duty  to  keep  it  standing 
upon  its  legs  ?  These  gentlemen  may  talk  until 
doomsday,  but  the  farmers  feel  the  difference  and 
they  realize  it,  and  sooner  or  later  they  will  realize 
that  the}7  are  being  taken  advantage  of  for  the 
purpose  of  benefiting  one  huge  monopoly.  If 
that  is  the  line  that  the  National  Policy  is  going 
to  develop  in  Canada,  I  say  farewell  to  the  pros¬ 
pect  of  building  up  the  industries  of  this  country,  be¬ 
cause  it  will  inevitably  result  that  production  will 
be  simply  limited  to  meeting  the  particular  wants 
of  the  community,  and  when  we  come  to  touch  the 
field  of  export,  we  will  find  ourselves  handicapped 
right  and  left,  and  the  result  is  that,  failing  to  com¬ 
pete  on  the  foreign  markets  with  other  manu¬ 
facturers,  we  will  simply  confine  ourselves  to  find 
the  home  demand.  I  do  sympathize  with  the 
farmers  of  the  North-West  on  being  taxed  to  the 
extent  of  25  per  cent  duty,  for  the  purpose  of  keep¬ 
ing  up  this  monopoly  in  binding  twine.  Notwith¬ 
standing  the  fallacious  arguments  that  my  friend 
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from  Halton  (Mr.  Henderson)  with  his  ready¬ 
made  brief  presented  to  this  House  to-night, 
I  say  that  he  will  fail  to  convince  the  farmers 
at  home  whether  they  be  Patrons  of  Industry  or 
Grangers,  or  farmers  outside  of  any  organization, 
that  this  sort  of  thing  is  in  their  interest.  It  is 
fashionable  with  certain  men  to  sneer  at  organi¬ 
zations  of  farmers,  and  I  admit  that  in  a  good 
many  respects  the  farmers’  organizations  have  been 
clumsy  and  ineffective,  but  I  point  you  to  the  fact 
that  while  these  organizations  may  fail,  that  they 
are  immediately  revived  in  some  other  form,  and 
that  it  is  an  indication  when  they  fail,  that  there 
is  a  difficulty  in  existence,  and  that  they  are  not 
getting  fair-play  under  this  National  Policy.  Sir, 
I  would  have  been  pleased  to  have  heard  from  the 
Government  that  they  would  place  our  farmers  on 
at  least  an  equal  basis  with  the  American  farmers 
with  respect  to  protection,  and  not  handicap  them 
to  the  extent  of  25  per  cent  on  this  binder  twine. 
If  seven-tenths  of  a  cent  per  pound  is  sufficient  for 
the  American  manufacturer  against  outside  com¬ 
petition,  it  ought  to  be  sufficient  protection  for  the 
other  end  of  the  great  big  American  concern  that 
has  reached  to  Canada,  and  controls  all  the  cordage 
manufactures  in  this  country.  For  that  reason,  if 
for  no  other,  I  shall  have  great  pleasure  in  support¬ 
ing  the  resolution  presented  by  my  hon.  friend  from 
Marquette. 


House  divided  on 

amendment  of  Mr.  Watson 

Yeas  : 

Messieurs 

Allan, 

Landerkin, 

Armstrong, 

Langelier, 

Bain  (Wentworth), 

Laurier, 

B6chard, 

Lavergne, 

Beith, 

Leduc, 

Bernier, 

Legris, 

Bourassa, 

Lister, 

Bowers, 

Livingston, 

Bowman, 

Macdonald  (Huron), 

Brodeur, 

McGregor, 

Bruneau, 

McMillan  (Huron), 

Campbell, 

McMullen, 

Carroll, 

Mignault, 

Cartwright  (Sir  Richard),  Mills  (Bothwell), 

Casey, 

Monet, 

Charlton, 

Mulock, 

Choquette, 

Murray, 

Christie, 

Paterson  (Brant), 

Colter, 

Perry, 

Proulx, 

Davies, 

Dawson, 

Rider, 

Delisle, 

Rinfret, 

Edgar, 

Rowand, 

Featherston, 

Sanborn, 

Forbes, 

Semple, 

Gauthier, 

Somerville, 

Geoffrion, 

Sutherland, 

Gibson , 

Vaillar  court, 

Gillmor, 

Watson, 

Godbout, 

Welsh,  and 

Guay, 

Innes, 

Yeo.— 63. 

Nays  : 

Messieurs 

Adams, 

Macdonald  (Winnipeg), 

Amyot, 

Macdonell  (Algoma), 

Bain  (Soulanges), 

Mackintosh, 

Baker, 

McAlister, 

Barnard, 

McDonald  (Victoria), 

Bennett, 

McDougald  (Pictou), 

Bergeron, 

McKay, 

Bowell, 

McLean, 

Boyle, 

McLennan, 

Cameron, 

McLeod, 

Carignan , 

McMillan  (Vaudreuil), 

Carling, 

McNeill, 

Carpenter, 

Madill, 

Caron  (Sir  Adolphe), 

Mara, 

Chapleau, 

Marshall, 

Cleveland, 

Masson, 

Coats  worth, 

Miller, 

Corbould, 

Mills  (Annapolis), 

Corby, 

Moncrieff, 

Craig, 

Northrup, 

Curran , 

O’Brien, 

Daly, 

Ouimet, 

Denison, 

Patterson  (Colchester), 

Desaulniers. 

Patterson  (Huron), 

Desjardins  (Hochelaga), 

Pelletier, 

Desjardins  (L’lslet), 

Pope, 

Dewdney, 

Pridham, 

Dugas, 

Putnam, 

Dupont, 

Reid, 

Dyer, 

Roome, 

Earle, 

Rosamond, 

Fairn  bairn, 

Ross  (Dundas), 

Ferguson  (Leeds  &,  Gren.), 

Ross  (Lisgar), 

Foster, 

Ryckman, 

Frechette, 

Savard, 

Gillies, 

Simard, 

Girouard  (Two  Mountains), 

Skinner, 

Gordon, 

Smith  (Ontario), 

Grandbois, 

Stairs, 

Guillet, 

Taylor, 

Hazen, 

Temple, 

Henderson, 

Thompson  (Sir  John), 
Tisdale, 

Hodgins, 

Hughes, 

Tupper, 

Turcotte, 

Hutchins, 

Ives, 

Joncas, 

Tyrwhitt, 

Wallace, 

Kaulbach, 

White  (Cardwell), 

Kenny. 

White  (Shelburne), 

Kirkpatrick, 

Wilmot, 

Langevin  (Sir  Hector), 

Wilson, 

Lepine, 

Wood  (Brockville),  and 

Lippe, 

Macdonald  (King’s), 

Wood  (Westmorland).— 

Mr.  BOUDEN.  My  name  is  recorded  as  having 
voted  in  favour  of  the  amendment.  I  did  not  vote, 
did  not  intend  to  vote,  and  could  not  vote,  because 
I  am  paired  with  Mr.  McKeen  of  Cape  Breton,  and 
I  would  like  my  name  to  be  struck  off. 

Mr.  TAYLOR.  The  hon.  member  for  Cape 
Breton  has  not  voted. 

Mr.  McDOUGALL.  I  am  paired  with  Mr. 
Brown  of  Chateauguay. 

Amendment  negatived,  motion  agreed  to,  and 
House  again  resolved  itself  into,  Committee  of 
Supply. 

Committee  rose  and  reported  resolutions. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON  moved  the  adjournment 
of  the  House. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  and  House  adjourned  at  1  a.m. 
(Wednesday). 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Wednesday,  27th  April,  1892. 
The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  Three  o'clock. 
Prayers. 

FIRST  READING. 

Bill  (No.  75)  to  confer  on  the  Commissioner  of 
Patents  certain  powers  for  the  relief  of  Carl  Auer 
Von  Welsbach.—  (Mr.  Stairs.) 

WORK  ON  YAMASKA  RIVER. 

Mr.  MONET  (for  Mr.  Mignault)  (Translation) 
asked,  1 .  What  is  the  total  cost  of  work  done  at  the 
Yamaska  River,  near  its  mouth  ;  for  the  building  o 
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the  lock  and  dam  and  for  the  dredging  of  the  said 
river  ?  2.  What  has  been  the  cost  of  the  work  of 

maintenance  and  repair  of  the  said  lock  and  dam  ? 
3.  How  many  lock-keepers  are  there,  and  what  is 
their  yearly  pay  ?  4.  How  many  steamers  and 

other  vessels  passed  through  the  said  lock  during 
the  course  of  last  year  ?  5.  Did  the  Government 

receive  tolls  at  the  said  lock,  and  if  so,  what  is  the 
yearly  amount  ? 

Mr.  OUIMET.  (Translation.)  The  cost  of  the 
lock,  the  dam  and  the  dredging  of  the  river  was, 
on  the  31st  of  March  last,  $130,318.06.  The  cost 
of  maintenance  and  repair  of  the  same  works  was 
$14,504.07.  Two  lock-keepers  are  employed  there, 
and  their  salary  is  $40  per  month  during  the  season. 
As  to  questions  4  and  5,  answers  to  them  may  be 
obtained  from  the  Minister  of  Inland  Revenue. 

C.  E.  W.  DODWELL. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN  (for  Mr.  Borden)  asked, 
Whether  C.  E.  W.  Dodwell  was  an  employe  of  the 
Department  of  Public  Works  in  February  last  ? 
And,  if  so,  in  what  capacity  ?  Did  said  Dodwell 
examine  the  works  at  Hall’s  Harbour,  N.  S., 
on  or  about  the  10th  day  of  February  last,  under 
instructions  from,  by  direction  of,  or  with  the  know¬ 
ledge  of  the  department  ?  If  so,  were  the  instruc¬ 
tions  in  writing,  and  what  was  the  nature  of  the 
examination  ?  Has  a  report  been  sent  in  to  the  de¬ 
partment  ? 

Mr.  OUIMET.  Mr.  Dodwell  was  employed  as 
district  engineer.  He  was  at  Hall’s  Harbour  on  the 
10th  of  February,  acting  under  instructions  from 
my  department.  The  instructions  were  ill  writing, 
and  the  object  of  the  examination  was  to  determine 
the  possibility  of  getting  rid  of  the  sand  bar  in  the 
harbour  by  means  of  a  dam  and  sluice-way  at  the 
head  of  the  harbour.  A  report  has  been  sent  in. 

DUTY  ON  SAW-LOGS. 

Mr.  RIDER  moved  for  ; 

Copies  of  all  correspondence,  memorials,  depart¬ 
mental  orders  and  Orders  in  Council,  respecting  or  in 
any  way  relating  to  the  removal  of  the  export  duty  from 
saw-logs  and  other  unmanufactured  lumber  exported 
Irom  Canada  to  the  United  States. 

He  said  :  Mr.  Speaker,  in  explanation  of  this 
motion  I  desire  to  say  that  although  this  subject 
was  quite  thoroughly  discussed  following  the  in¬ 
troduction  of  the  resolution  of  the  hon.  member 
for  Sherbrooke  (Mr.  Ives),  asking  for  re-imposing 
an  export  duty  upon  saw-logs  and  spruce  pulp- 
wood  exported  to  the  United  States,  yet  no  infor¬ 
mation  was  given  by  the  Government  during  that 
discussion  why  the  export  duty  had  been  removed 
from  spruce  saw -logs  exported  from  Canada  to  the 
United  States  without  securing  in  return  a  corre¬ 
sponding  reduction  in  the  United  States  import 
duties  upon  Canadian  spruce  sawn  lumber.  I  hope 
the  papers  when  brought  down  will  give  the  infor¬ 
mation  desired,  and  that  they  will  be  forthcoming 
as  soon  as  possible. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

EXTRA  PAYMENTS  TO  PERMANENT 

CLERKS. 

Mr.  TISDALE  moved  for  : 

Return  showing  all  payments  made  to  permanent  clerks 
tor  extra  work  done  by  them  in  their  own  department  and 


in  other  departments,  during  the  years  1874,1875, 1876, 1877 
and  1878  : — 1.  The  name  of  each  such  clerk  ;  2.  The  page 
of  the  Auditor  General’s  Report  on  Public  Accounts  upon 
which  each  of  such  payments  may  be  found  ;  3.  Depart¬ 
ment  in  which  said  clerk  was  permanently  employed  :  4. 
Department  for  which  extra  work  was  done  ;  5.  Nature 
of  such  work  ;  6.  Amount  of  each  such  payment  ;  7. 
The  fund  from  which  each  such  payment  was  made. 

He  said  :  In  making  this  motion,  I  wish  to  state 
shortly  some  of  the  reasons  why  I  trouble  the  House 
with  it.  During  the  somewhat  lengthy  debate 
which  took  place  in  this  House  some  days  ago,  in 
reference  to  the  irregularities  in  the  Civil  Service, 
I  was  somewhat  surprised,  on  reading  the  speeches,, 
to  discover  that  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  gave  the 
House  and  the  country  to  understand,  that  there 
had  been  no  illegalities  during  the  time  they  were 
in  power  ;  further,  that  there  had  been  very  few,  if 
any,  irregularities  ;  and  lastly,  that  no  permanent 
clerks — at  all  events  none  who  ought  not,  under 
the  terms  of  the  Civil  Service  Act,  to  have  been 
paid  for  extra  work  during  the  time  they  were 
administering  the  affairs  of  the  country — had  re¬ 
ceived  any  considerable  amount.  I  was  still  further 
surprised  to  see  in  the  speeches  of  some  hon.  gentle¬ 
men,  that  it  was  doubtful  if  there  had  been  any 
Civil  Service  Act  at  all  in  force  at  that  time.  Now,, 
to  set  that  question  at  rest,  I  shall  read  to  the 
House  the  clause  of  the  Civil  Service  Act  in  force 
during  the  time  of  the  administration  of  the  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite.  It  was  passed  in  1868,  and  it 
reads  as  follows  : — 

“  No  allowance  or  compensation  shall  be  made  for  any 
extra  service  whatsoever  which  any  officer  or  clerk  may 
be  required  to  perform  in  the  department  to  which  he 
belongs.” 

That  was  not  changed  until  1882,  when  it  was 
made  to  read  as  follows  : — 

“No  extra  salary  or  additional  remuneration  of  any 
kind  whatsoever  shall  be  paid  to  any  deputy  head,  or 
officer  or  servant  in  the  Civil  Service  of  the  Dominion, 
unless  such  sum  shall  have  been  placed  for  that  special 
purpose  in  the  estimates  submitted  to  and  voted  by  Par¬ 
liament.” 

It  will  be  noticed,  therefore,  that,  so  far  as  per¬ 
manent  clerks  were  concerned,  it  was  illegal  for 
them  to  be  paid  for  extra  services  performed  in  the 
department  to  which  they  belonged  ;  and  that  was 
recognized  by  the  House,  and  no  votes  were  taken 
in  the  House  for  such  payments.  Well,  Sir,  I 
find,  by  a  cursory  examination  of  the  Public 
Accounts,  that  permanent  clerks  were  paid  for 
extra  services  in  the  departments  to  which  they 
belonged,  not  only  during  one  year,  but  during 
every  year  of  the  administration  of  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite.  I  find  that  in  1875,  $2,136.29  was  paid  ; 
in  1876,  $2,574;  in  1877,  $2,129.30;  and  in  1878, 
$2,685.51  ;  or  a  total  of  $9,524.23.  These  amounts 
are  what  I  obtained  from  the  contingent  fund  ;  I 
do  not  know  how  many  others  may  have  been  made. 
The  departments  in  which  these  illegal  payments 
were  made  were  the  Interior,  the  Finance,  the 
Customs,  the  Post  Office,  the  Receiver-General’s,  the 
Public  Works,  the  Governor  General’s  Secretary’s, 
the  Secretary  of  State’s,  and  the  Inland  Revenue  ; 
and  the  grossest  and  largest  irregularities  took  place 
in  the  Finance  Department  which  was  under  the 
charge  of  the  hon.  member  for  South  Oxford  (Sir 
Richard  Cartwright).  I  have  taken  the  names  of 
just  four  clerks  by  way  of  illustration  :  W.  L. 
Orde  received  $1,668.40,;  J.  Barry,  $922.50;  T.  F. 
Watters,  $516  ;  and  H.  J.  Morgan,  $685 — a  total  of 
$3,791.90  paid  to  these  four  clerks  for  extra  services 
in  their  own  departments.  Last  but  not  least,  I 
find  in  the  Public  Accounts  of  1874-75  these  items  : 


1717 


[APK'L  27,  1892.] 


1718 


# 


The  lion.  Receiver-General,  amount  paid  sundry 
persons  employed  in  counting  and  destroying  notes, 
$6,278. 70  ;  amount  paid  sundry  persons  for  extra 
services  in  savings  bank  branch,  $629.  In  1875, 
1876,  1877  and  1878  there  was  paid  under  these 
headings  a  total  of  $21,626.80  ;  and  I  find  enough 
to  satisfy  me  that  the  great  bulk  of  that  sum  was 
paid  to  permanent  clerks  for  extra  services  in  the 
departments  to  which  they  belonged.  There  is  no 
further  explanation — no  entries  as  to  thedetails,  and 
no  names  mentioned.  I  presume  that  the  Govern¬ 
ment  will  in  some  manner  be  able  to  trace  those 
payments,  and  see  whether  I  am  correct  or  not.  I 
am  satisfied  that  these  are  not  nearly  all  the  pay  - 
ments  which  have  been  made,  and  I  hope  the  return 
will  disclose  them.  As  so  much  was  said  in  the 
discussion  the  other  day  with  regard  to  the  irregu¬ 
larities  in  the  Civil  Service  during  the  administra¬ 
tion  of  this  Government  and  its  predecessors,  I 
thought  the  statement  I  am  moving  for  would  be 
an  interesting  appendix  to  put  in  the  Hansard ,  so 
that  the  whole  record  of  the  administrations  of 
both  parties  in  this  respect  would  go  to  the  coun¬ 
try. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  The  hon.  gentleman  has 
asked  for  a  return  relating  to  the  years  in  which 
another  Government  were  in  office.  Now,  I  do  not 
know  precisely  in  what  year  the  Act  relating  to 
the  Civil  Service  came  into  operation,  but  I  suppose 
the  hon.  gentleman  does  not  want  a  return  as  to 
the  employment  of  permanent*  clerks  at  a  period  of 
time  when  there  was  no  legal  objection  to  the  em¬ 
ployment  of  these  clerks.  I  suppose  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  wishes  to  ascertain  how  far  the  law  M  as 
violated.  I  have  not  the  statute  before  me,  but  it 
would  be  important  to  look  at  the  year  in  which 
the  statute  came  into  operation,  and  make  the  return 
begin  with  that  particular  period,  and  extend  down 
to  the  present  time.  If  we  are  to  have  a  report,  it 
ought  to  be  a  report  which  would  enable  the  House 
to  see  how  these  irregularities  grew  up,  how'theygrew 
up,  andwhen  steps  were  taken  to  prevent  them.  It 
would  be  important  to  see  M'ho  m  as  responsible  for 
them  and  the  extent  to  which  they  exist,  and  the 
return  asked  for  by  the  hon.  gentleman  Mrill  give  the 
House  no  such  information.  I  apprehend  the 
House  is  not  particularly  interested  as  to  whether 
a  former  Administration  did  as  badly  as  their  pre¬ 
decessors  or  worse  than  their  successors,  but  in 
order  that  a  comparison  may  be  instituted,  in  order 
that  information  may  be  had  of  some  practical 
value  to  the  House,  the  return  for  which  the  hon. 
gentleman  calls  should  begin  with  the  beginning  of 
the  impropriety  and  extend  down  to  the  present 
time,  and  I  ask  the  House  that  the  return  asked  for 
by  the  hon.  gentleman  should  be  corrected  in  that 
particular  ;  I  ask  that  it  should  give  us  the  oppor¬ 
tunity  of  knowing  the  whole  truth,  and  in  order 
that  it  may  be  of  value,  it  should  serve  that 
purpose. 

Mr.  TISDALE.  My  object  is  to  commence  with 
the  time  covered  by  the  discussions  before  the  Pub¬ 
lic  Accounts  Committee,  and  that  was  from  the 
commencement  of  the  Mackenzie  administration. 
That  is  the  reason  I  fix  that  time.  Last  year  ‘and 
this  session,  in  the  House  and  before  th.e  Public 
Accounts  Committee,  the  impression  was  certainly 
given  that  these  irregularities  and  illegal  payments, 
payments  in  contravention  of  the  Civil  Service  Act, 
did  not  exist  during  the  Mackenzie  adminis¬ 


tration,  and  for  this  reason  it  will  be  extremely  in¬ 
teresting  to  have  a  return  covering  the  two  periods. 
Whether  or  not  such  a  return  would  justify  the 
action  of  the  Government  is  a  matter  for  people  to 
judge. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  There  are  fourteen, 
years  since  1878  which  the  hon.  gentleman  is  leav¬ 
ing  out,  and  concerning  which  it  would  be  equally 
important  to  have  information  as  during  the  few 
years  he  has  mentioned.  It  would  also  be  import¬ 
ant  to  have  information  concerning  the  few  years 
before  those  he  has  mentioned,  when  the  Act  was 
also  in  operation. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  These  illegal  payments,  or  what 
are  termed  illegal  payments,  were  investigated  by 
the  Public  Accounts  Committee  from  the  time 
this  Government  took  office. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  No. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Yes,  in  a  great  measure.  At 
the  Public  Accounts  Committee,  last  session,  it  w'as 
;  stated  boldly  that  these  irregular  payments  had 
been  made  by  the  late  Government  alone.  I  read 
at  one  of  the  meetings  of  the  committee  the  clause 
of  the  Act  which  has  been  in  existence  since  1868. 
My  hon.  friend  to  my  right  read  that  clause,  and 
pointed  out  to  the  House,  when  making  his  remarks, 
that  such  illegal  payments  were  just  as  much  a  con¬ 
travention  of  the  Civil  Service  Act  prior  to  1 879  as 
after  that  period,  and  yet  the  hon.  member  for 
Botlwell  rose  and  asked  that  a  return  should  be 
made  and  the  law  should  be  quoted  in  order  to  as¬ 
certain  whether,  during  the  period  he  wras  himself 
in  office,  the  same  irregularities  had  existed,  though 
my  hon.  friend  had  read  the  clause  to  the  House,, 
which  I  have  no  doubt  he  heard,  because  he  usually 
pays  very  close  attention  to  what  is  going  on.  For 
liis  edification  I  will  read  it  again.  It  is  in  the  Act 
31  Victoria,  chapter  34,  passed  in  1878  : 

“  No  allowance  or  compensation  shall  be  made  for  any 
extra  service  whatever  which  any  officer  or  clerk  may  be 
required  to  perform  in  the  department  to  which  he- 
belongs.” 

Such  was  the  law  until  the  amending  Act  was  passed. 
Of  course  it  will  beseen,  by  the  reading  of  this  clause, 
that  it  might  be  held  legal  to  employ  a  clerk  in  any 
other  department  than  that  to  which  he  was 
attached.  But  the  amended  Act  was  passed,  in  order 
to  prevent  what  Parliament  considered  a  wrong  and 
an  abuse  of  the  Act,  providing  that  they  should  not 
be  employed  in  any  department. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  What  year  was  that  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  In  1882,  45  Victoria,  chapter 
4,  section  149. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  The  object  of  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man,  as  he  has  frankly  avowed,  is  to  show  that  these 
irregularities,  which  were  discussed  last  year,  have 
prevailed  d  uring  the  previous  Administration.  The 
Minister  of  Militia  stated  a  moment  ago  that  the 
whole  subject  had  been  investigated,  in  so  far  as  the 
present  Administration  is  concerned.  I  take  issue 
with  the  statement,  which  is  far  too  broad.  It  is 
not  accurate  to  say  that  the  whole  subject  has  been 
investigated,  in  so  far  as  the  whole  period  covered 
by  the  Administration  is  concerned.  On  the  con¬ 
trary,  the  investigation  last  year  only  referred  to  a 
part  of  the  period  covered  by  the  present  Adminis¬ 
tration,  and  to  the  Department  of  the  Interior 
almost  exclusively.  My  hon.  friend  points  out  that 
if  you  want  to  establish  a  comparison  of  guilt,  if 
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you  want  to  show  that  the  late  Government  has 
been  as  remiss  as  the  present,  let  us  have  a  full 
return,  and  certainly  if  any  sense  of  justice  is  to 
prevail,  if  the  lion,  gentleman’s  motion  is  not  simply 
a  catch  motion,  the  suggestion  of  my  hon.  friend  is 
one  that  ought  to  commend  itself  to  his  sense  of 
fair  play.  Therefore  he  should  amend  his  motion 
so  as  to  include  the  whole  period  since  the  law  has 
been  in  existence,  that  is  from  the  year  1868,  and 
then  we  will  see  where  the  guilt  lies  and  what  por¬ 
tion  is  attributable  to  one  party  or  the  other. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  do  not  understand 
from  the  explanation  of  my  hon.  friend  from  South 
Norfolk  (Mr.  Tisdale)  that  he  is  seeking  to  establish 
a  comparison  of  guilt.  I  do  not  understand  it  is  a 
question  of  guilt  at  all.  It  was  alleged  that  certain 
irregularities  have  grown  up  gradually  in  connection 
with  the  Civil  Service  by  infringement  of  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Act,  and  it  is  not  a  question  of  guilt 
in  regard  either  to  the  previous  Government  or  to 
this  Government.  The  other  night,  when  the  Esti¬ 
mates  were  being  discussed,  a  particular  point  was 
in  controversy  as  to  whether  such  irregularities 
existed  under  any  previous  Administration,  and  a 
number  of  members  of  the  House,  including  some 
who  were  members  of  the  previous  Administration, 
were  under  the  impression  that  no  such  irregu¬ 
larities  did  exist  at  that  time.  The  hon.  member’s 
information  is  different  from  that,  and  he  asks  for 
more  light  upon  it.  If  any  other  hon.  member  desires 
to  have  more  information  on  the  subject,  let  him 
move  an  amendment  or  a  substantive  resolution, 
and  it  will  be  carried. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  I  think,  if  we  are  to  have 
a  return  of  any  value  to  the  House,  one  which  will 
enable  the  House  to  see  how  the  question  stands, 
it  will  be  necessary  for  this  motion  to  be  amended 
so  that  we  may  have  an  opportunity  of  seeing 
whether  a  departure  has  been  made  in  any  period 
and  in  what  period.  I,  therefore,  move  in  amend¬ 
ment  that  the  return  shall  include  every  year  from 
1869  to  1891  inclusive. 

Mr.  TISDALE.  I  have  no  objection  to  that. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

RETURN  ORDERED. 

Copies  of  all  correspondence,  documents,  memorials  and 
petitions  m  reference  to  the  proposed  construction  of  a 
system  of  canals  known  as  the  Ottawa  Ship  Canal.— (Mr 
Devlin.)  v 


THE  LONDON  ELECTION. 


Mr.  LISTER  moved  : 


That  a  copy  of  the  petition  laid  upon  the  Table  of  this 
Douse  from  Thomas  Hobbs  and  others,  complaining  of 
^nnc^ucb  William  Elliott,  Esquire,  County  Judge  of 
Middlesex,  in  relation  to  the  revision  of  the  voters’  list 
for  the  Electoral  District  of  the  City  of  London,  be  forth¬ 
with  furnished  him  for  his  information  and  to  enable  him 
to  make  such  statement  or  answer  to  the  charges  therein 
contained  as  he  may  deem  proper,  and  that  the  said 
petition  and  any  such  answer  as  the  said  judge  may  make 
be  referred  to  a  special  committee  of  this  House,  to  en- 
9mre  mtp  the  truth  of  the  several  allegations  therein, 
with  a  view  of  finding  whether  such  charges  should  be 
investigated  by  a  commission. 


He  §aid  :  Before  submitting  the  resolution  which 
stands  in  my  name  to  the  judgment  of  the  House, 
I  shall  take  this  opportunity  of  simply  narrating 
the  facts  involved  in  that  resolution.  I  would  call 
the  attention  of  hon.  gentlemen  to  the  fact  that  on 
the  1st  April  instant,  there  was  printed  in  the 
Mr.  Laurier. 


Votes  and  Proceedings  of  this  House  a  petition 
signed  by  a  number  of  the  electors  of  the  city  of 
London,  and  I  have  no  doubt  that  that  petition 
has  been  read  by  every  hon.  member  of  this  House. 
I  will  say  furthermore,  that  if  the  statements  con¬ 
tained  in  that  petition  are  true,  about  which  I  do 
not  pretend  at  the  present  moment  to  express  an 
opinion,  that  gentleman  who  is  attacked  and  com¬ 
plained  of  in  that  petition  has  degraded  the  high 
office  of  a  judge  and  by  his  action  he  has  deprived 
a  citizen  of  this  country  of  the  right  which  he 
possesses,  of  the  right  which  the  electors  of  the  con¬ 
stituency  have  declared  he  should  have,  and  in  his 
place  an  hon.  gentleman  sits  who  has  no  more  right 
to  a  seat  than  a  messenger  at  the  door.  Hon. 
gentlemen  are  of  course  aware  that  the  conduct  of 
W  illiam  Elliott,  Esquire,  the  judge  of  the  County 
Court  of  the  County  of  Middlesex,  is  involved 
in  this  motion.  That  learned  judge  has  been 
for  many  years  the  judge  of  the  County 
Court  of  the  County  of  Middlesex,  and  his 
son-in-law,  Mr.  Fraser,  was  appointed  by  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  as  the  revising  officer  for  the  electoral  dis¬ 
trict  of  the  city  of  London.  Not  being  a  judge 
under  the  Franchise  Act,  an  appeal  lay  from  the 
final  decision  of  the  revising  officer  to  the  j  udge  of 
the  County  Court  in  matters  pertaining  to  the  revi¬ 
sion  of  the  voters’  lists.  On  the  10th  November 
last  that  court  was  convened,  Mr.  Fraser  presiding 
as  the  revising  officer  for  the  purpose  of  revising 
the  voters’  lists  for  the  electoral  district  of  the  city 
of  London,  and  the  purpose,  or  one  of  the  purposes 
for  which  the  court  was  sitting  was  to  hear  and 
investigate  and  try  the  complaint  of  one  F.  W. 
Lillev,  who  had  objected  to  and  petitioned  against 
600  names  which  had  been  placed  upon  that  list 
which  he  contended  had  no  right  to  be  upon  the 
list.  Objection  was  taken  by  the  legal  gentleman 
who  was  there  to  support  the  right  of  the  names  of 
these  people  to  be  upon  the  list,  that  the  notice  of 
objection  which  had  been  served  in  the  interests  of 
Mr.  Lilley  upon  the  people  whose  names  he  claimed 
had  no  right  to  be  upon  that  list,  was  not  sufficient, 
inasmuch  as  the  words  “  not  qualified  ”  were  the 
words  used  in  the  notice.  That  is  to  say,  the 
people  whose  names  appeared  upon  the  list,  appeared 
there  as  having  a  certain  and  particular  qualification 
under  the  statute,  and  the  notice  that  they 
were  not  qualified  simply  contained  the  words 
“not  qualified,”  traversing  and  contradicting, 
and  putting  in  issue,  the  qualification  upon 
which  they  sought  to  have  their  names  so 
put  upon  that  list.  Now,  the  revising  officer, 
as  he  had  a  right  to  do,  decided  that  the  notices 
were  not  invalid,  that  the  notices  were  not  void, 
but  that  they  were  simply  defective  ;  and  under 
the  powers  which  the  statute  gives  him,  he  had  a 
right  to  adjourn  the  court  and  direct  that  new 
notices  should  be  given  to  the  people  complained 
against.  Acting  within  the  statute,  acting  as  he  had 
a  clear  legal  right  to  do,  acting  as  a  person  wishing 
to  decide  fairly  and  honestly  between  the  two 
parties,  would  have  done,  the  revising  officer 
declared,  as  I  said  before,  that  the  notices  were 
defective,  but  not  void  or  invalid,  and  he  adjourned 
the  court  for  two  weeks,  or  until  the  27th  day  of 
November,  and  directed  that  new  notices  should 
be  given  to  all  the  parties  complained  against. 
Although  I  do  not  think  that  the  revising  officer 
ought  to  have  so  ordered,  as  the  court  has  since 
said  that  the  notices  were  sufficient,  that  they 
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were  legal,  I  think  he  ought  to  have  proceeded 
with  the  hearing  of  the  complaints,  but  in  the 
exercise  of  the  discretion  which  the  statute  gives 
him,  he  adjourned  the  court  for  the  purpose  which 
I  have  stated.  These  notices  were  all  served,  600 
new  notices  were  served  upon  the  persons 
whose  names  appeared  upon  the  list,  and  whose 
qualification  was  objected  to.  Immediately  after 
the  revising  officer  had  so  ordered,  those 
who  were  acting  for  the  people  whose  names 
were  complained  against,  appealed  to  Judge  Elliott 
against  the  decision  of  the  revising  officer,  holding 
that  the  notices  were  defective,  but  not  invalid  and 
void  ;  they  appealed  to  Judge  Elliott  against  that 
decision  of  the  revising  officer,  with  the  hope,  no 
doubt,  that  Judge  Elliott  would  decide  that  the 
notices  were  utterly  invalid  and  void.  Now,  I  may 
state  here  that  the  Coiirt  of  Queen’s  Bench  in  On¬ 
tario  has  unanimously  held  that  there  was  no  appeal 
to  Judge  Elliott  against  tha,t  decision  of  the  revising 
officer,  that  it  was  a  matter  over  which  the  revising 
officer  had  exclusive  and  final  jurisdiction,  and  that 
having  decided  that  these  notices  were  defective 
only,  and  not  void  and  invalid,  there  was  no  appeal, 
and  the  cases  should  have  been  gone  on  with  and 
should  have  been  tried  by  the  revising  officer  with¬ 
out  the  intervention  of  Judge  Elliott  at  all.  How¬ 
ever,  an  appeal  was  taken  to  Judge  Elliott  against 
that  decision  of  the  revising  officer,  and  of  all  the 
decisions  that  a  learned  judge  has  placed  on  record, 
I  challenge  the  production  of  one  equal  to  this.  In 
the  first  place  he  decides  as  follows  : — 

“  I  am  of  opinion  that  under  the  33rd  section  my 
power  is  confined  to  the  action  of  the  revising  officer  in 
dealing  with  the  list ;  that  is  to  say,  as  to^proper  admis¬ 
sion  of  names  or  the  exclusion  of  them  being  as  to  some¬ 
thing  which  is  or  should  be  in  the  list  or  which  ought  not 
to  be  in  it.  It  is  not  said  that  there  is  an  appeal  to  the 
county  judge  as  to  the  proceedings  of  the  revising  officer, 
which  would  be  a  comprehensive  term,  such  as  is  used  in 
section  26.  I  consider  that  I  have  no  authority  to  inter¬ 
fere  with  the  action  of  the  revising  officer  in  amending  or 
adjourning  the  court  to  a  future  time.” 

Then  he  goes  on  to  say  : 

“  Whatever  may  be  the  importance  of  my  ruling  as  to 
the  question  whether  the  notice  in  question  is  insufficient 
or  invalid  and  null  and  void,  as  I  am  pressed  to  decide  I 
do  so,  and  rule  as  I  have  said,  that  it  is  invalid  under  the 
Act  and  so  far  the  appeal  is  sustained,  but  in  respect  to 
my  authority  to  interfere  with  the  revising  officer’s  power 
to  order  amendment  or  to  adjourn  the  court,  I  do  not  en¬ 
tertain  the  appeal.” 

He  holds  that  he  had  no  authority  to  interfere  with 
the  revising  officer.  He  again  expresses  a  doubt, 
as  to  his  right  to  interfere  with  the  revising  officer’s 
power  to  order  an  amendment  or  to  adjourn  the 
court ;  but  he  expresses  the  opinion  that  the  notices 
served  by  Mr.  Lilley  upon  these  people  were 
invalid.  Now,  Sir,  if  that  decision  had  stood,  if 
there  had  been  no  further  investigation  of  the 
matter  by  way  of  appeal,  the  result  of  that  decision 
of  Judge  Elliott  would  have  been  to  leave  600 
names  upon  the  voters’ list  that  it  was  contended  had 
no  rightto  be  upon  that  list.  But  as  soon  as  Judge 
Elliott  gave  that  decision,  the  revising  officer  at  once 
refused  to  proceed  with  the  hearing  of  the  appeals 
which  he  had  ordered  might  be  heard  upon  a  new 
notice  being  given  to  the  people  complained  against. 
He  notified  the  parties  who  were  proceeding,  Mr. 
Lilley  and  of  his  friends,  that  in  view  of  the  j  udgment  of 
Judge  Elliott  he  felt  that  he  could  not  proceed  with 
the  investigation  under  and  in  pursuance  of  the  order 
which  he  made,  directing  that  new  notices  should 
be  given,  and  that  further  consideration  of  these 


appeals  should  takeplace  on  the  27th  day  of  Novem¬ 
ber.  Then  Judge  Elliott  having  so  held,  an  application 
was  made  to  the  Queen’s  Bench  Division  of  the 
High  Court  of  Justice  in  Toronto,  and  the  whole 
matter  was  there  fully  argued,  the  application  being 
made  for  a  mandatory  order  compelling  the  revising 
officer  to  hear  the  appeals  under  the  general  notice 
served,  namely,  the  notice  given  as  a  reason  for  the 
appeal,  that  the  parties  whose  names  were  upon  the 
list  were  not  qualified.  Sir,  the  matter  came  before 
the  Queen’s  Bench  Division  on  that  application,  and 
I  will  read  from  the  judgment  : 

“  A  notice  under  sec.  19  of  the  Electoral  Franchise  Act, 
R.S.C.,  chap.  5,  as  amended  by  52  Vic.,  chap.  9,  sec.  4,  to 
a  person  whose  name  was  objected  to,  for  the  purpose  of 
having  the  name  taken  off  the  voters’  list  at  the  final  re¬ 
vision,  simply  gave  ‘  not  qualified  ’  as  the  ground  of  objec¬ 
tion  : — 

r‘  Held ,  sufficient. 

“  The  revising  officer  (who  was  not  a  judge)  having  ruled 
that  the  notice  was  valid,  the  person  whose  name  was  ob¬ 
jected  to  appealed  from  that  ruling  to  the  county  judge, 
who  held  that  the  notice  was  invalid,  and  the  revising 
officer  thereupon  refused  to  go  on  and  hear  the  complaint. 

“  Held,  that  no  appeal  was  given  by  section  33  of  the 
Act  from  the  revising  officer’s  ruling  ;  and  therefore,  the 
proceedings  before  the  county  judge  were  coram  non 
judice. 

“  A  mandamus  was  granted.” 

The  judgment  of  the  court  is  a  short  one,  and  I  will 
read  it  : 

“  The  court  held  : — 

“  1.  That  the  notice  was  sufficient. 

“2.  That  no  appeal  is  given  by  the  Act  to  the  county 
judge  from  the  revising  officer’s  decision  that  the  notice 
was  valid  ;  and  therefore,  that  the  proceedings  before  the 
county  judge  were  coram  non  judice. 

“  Madamus  order  granted.” 

An  order  was  issued  by  the  court,  in  pursuance  of 
that  judgment,  to  the  revising  officer  commanding 
him  to  go  on  and  hear  the  appeals  of  Mr.  Lilley  and 
to  dispose  of  them,  and  the  trial  of  these  appeals 
was  proceeded  with  and  340  names  appealed  against 
were,  by  order  of  the  returning  officer,  stricken  from 
that  list.  The  respondent,  or  the  persons  who 
were  appealed  against,  then  appealed  from  the  deci¬ 
sion  of  the  Queen’s  Bench  Division  of  the  High 
Court  of  Justice,  to  the  Court  of  Appeal.  After 
the  revising  officer  had  heard  the  appeals,  after  he 
had  stricken  340  names  off  the  voters’  list,  they 
appealed  against  the  judgment  of  the  Queen’s 
Bench  Division  of  the.  High  Court  of  Justice,  to  the 
Court  of  Appeal  of  the  Province  of  Ontario.  The 
matter  came  on  for  argument  and  the  court  therein 
declined  to  give  a  formal  judgment,  for  the  reason 
that  the  mandatory  order  directed  to  be  issued  by 
the  Court  of  Appeal  had  been  obeyed  and 
there  was  nothing  for  that  court  to  do  in  the 
premises.  But,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  will  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  and  yourself  to  the 
fact,  that  upon  that  argument,  and  after  the 
court  had  expressed  its  opinion  that  as  the  man¬ 
damus  had  been  obeyed,  there  could  be  no  object 
in  giving  a  judgment  upon  the  question  in  dispute; 
yet  at  the  request,  at  the  urgent  solicitation  of  Mr. 
Hellmuth,  who  was  acting  for  the  respondent, 
concurred  in  by  the  counsel  who  was  acting  for 
the  appellant,  at  the  joint  solicitation  of  these  two 
learned  gentlemen,  the  court  was  urged  in  the 
strongest  terms  to  give  an  expression  of  opinion  for 
the  guidance  of  Judge  Elliott,  before  whom  an¬ 
other  appeal  had  been  taken.  I  should  mention 
that  after  the  revising  officer  had  stricken  off  these 
names,  they  again  appealed  to  Judge  Elliott ;  that 
appeal  was  pending,  and  for  the  guidance  of  Judge 
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Elliott,  on  the  -solicitation  of  the  counsel  for  all 
parties  stating  expressly  that  that  was  their  object, 
the  court  consented,  after  some  hesitation,  to  give 
an  expression  of  opinion.  I  may  say  that,  before 
this  appeal  was  taken  to  the  Court  of  Appeal,  Judge 
Elliott  had  given  a  judgment  upon  the  second 
appeal  to  him  from  the  revising  officer,  and  his 
language  was  as  follows  : — 

“  An  appeal  was  taken  before  me  on  the  20th  November 
last,  the  question  being  whether  certain  notices  of  the  20th 
October,  1891,  which  had  been  given  by  one  Frank  Lilley 
objecting  to  certain  names  being  allowed  to  remain  on  the 
voters’  list  for  the  city  of  London  were  valid  and  sufficient 
to  authorize  the  removal  of  these  names.  I  then  decided 
that  in  my  opinion  these  notices  were  invalid  for  the 
reason  that  no  grounds  of  objection  were  stated  therein  as 
required  by  the  statute.  The  result  of  this  decision,  if 
carried  into  effect,  would  be  to  retain  on  the  list  these 
ersons  in  respect  of  whom  the  alleged  defective  notices 
ad  been  given.  But  this  decision  was  never  carried  into 
effect,  because  by  a  decision  of  the  Court  of  Queen’s  Bench 
the  said  notices  were  held  to  be  sufficient,  and  under  a 
mandate  of  the  said  court  the  revising  officer  proceeded 
to  deal  with  these  notices  on  that  footing.  This  decision 
of  the  Court  of  Queen’s  Bench  is  now,  it  appears,  appeal¬ 
ed  against,  and  the  appeal  is  now  pending  before  the 
proper  appellate  court.  In  this  situation  of  matters,  I 
reserve  judgment  on  the  question  which  is  now  brought 
before  me  as  to  the  retention  or  removal  of  their  names 
until  the  result  of  this  appeal  shall  be  known.  (Signed), 
W.  Elliot,  Judge,  County  Middlesex,  31st  December, 1891.’ 

Judge  Elliott  had  given  this  statement  upon  the 
second  appeal  to  him  after  the  court  had  issued  its, 
mandatory  order  and  while  there  was  an  appeal 
pending  against  the  judgment  of  the  Queen’s  Bench 
Division  to  the  Court  of  Appeal.  This  judgment, 
Air.  Speaker,  or  rather  these  utterances  of  Judge 
Elliott  showed  that  at  the  time  they  were  penned 
by  him,  his  intention  was  manifest  that  he  intend¬ 
ed  to  give  effect  to  the  opinion,  or  to  the  judgment 
it  may  be,  of  the  Court  of  Appeal,  whatever  that 
opinion  or  judgment  might  be.  He  held  the  judg¬ 
ment  back,  he  reserved  it,  he  retained  it  for  the 
purpose  of  knowing  what  the  opinion  of  the  Court 
of  Appeal  was  upon  the  question  that  had  been  de¬ 
cided  by  the  Court  of  Queen’s  Bench,  the  Court  of 
Queen’s  Bench  having  decided  that  the  notices  were 
valid  and  that  the  revising  officer  should  proceed 
with  them.  As  I  said  a  few  moments  ago,  when 
the  matter  cama  before  the  Court  of  Appeal  that 
court  expressed  the  opinion  that  there  was  nothing 
to  deal  with  because  the  order  issued  by  the  Court 
of  Queen’s  Bench  had  been  obeyed  by  the  return¬ 
ing  officer.  Now,  Sir,  on  the  25th  of  January  last, 
an  appeal  came  before  the  Court  of  Appeal  of  the 
Province  of  Ontario,  and  the  court  dismissed  the 
appeal  on  the  ground  that  the  mandamus  had  been 
obeyed,  but,  as  I  have  also  stated,  the  court  was 
strongly  urged  by  counsel  on  both  sides  to  give  an 
opinion  as  to  the  sufficiency  of  the  notices  for  the 
guidance  of  the  learned  judge,  who  was  holding 
back  his  judgment  until  the  opinion  of  the  court 
should  be  known.  This,  Sir,  is  the  language  of  the 
court : 

“  Both  parties  united  in  requesting  the  opinion  of  this 
court  as  to  the  disputed  sufficiency  of  the  notices  served 
on  the  parties  whose  qualification  was  challenged,  and 
with  some  hesitation  we  have  thought  that  it  is  better 
that  we  should  comply  with  sueh  request/’ 

Chief  Justice  Hagarty,  after  discussing  the  ques¬ 
tion  and  pointing  out  the  difference  between  the 
English  Act  and  ours,  concluded  as  follows  : — 

“  l  am  of  the  opinion  that  the  amendment  allowed  by  the 
revising  officer  was  within  his  power,  and  that  the  notices 
so  amended  sufficiently  comply  with  the  statute.  The 
3olumns  as  to  the  character  in  which  the  voter  is  in  the 
list,  '  Owner,’  ‘  Tenant,’  must  be  read  into  the  notice,  and 
Mr.  Lister. 


I  think  it  sufficient  to  state  *  not  owner  within  the  Act  ’ 
or  ‘  not  tenant  within  the  Act.’ 

“  The  distinction  seems  made  in  the  Imperial  Act  as  to 
objection  to  the  nature  of  the  interest,  and  to  the  value, 
as  discussed  in  Simey  (w.  Dixon.  Our  Act  does  not  draw 
this  distinction,  and  I  do  not  think  we  can  hold  these 
amended  notices  insufficient.  They  specifically  attack 
the  voter’s  interest,  that  is, his  position  as  owner  or  tenant, 
and  his  right  to  that  character  as  defined  in  the  Franchise 
Act.  Under  such  a  notice  he  would  not  I  conceive  be 
liable  to  attack  on  a  merely  personal  ground,  as  a  post 
office  or  customs  official,  etc.,  etc.  The  unamended  notice 
appears  to  me  to  be  more  open  to  argument.  It  amounts 
to  this  :  ‘  You  are  on  this  list  as  assessed  on  income.’  *  I 
object  that  you  are  not  qualified.’  It  may  be  argued  that 
this  is  substantially  the  same  as  if  amended  like  the 
other  cases.  It  is  in  effect :  you  are  assessed  for  income 
and  your  income  (if  any)  does  not  meet  the  requirements 
of  the  Act,’  or  that  you  cannot  fill  the  character  of  one 
qualified  to  vote  on  income.  It  seems  rather  difficult  to 
point  out  a  reliable  distinction  and  I  feel  a  difficulty  in 
attempting  so  to  distinguish.  I  think  on  the  whole  that 
the  unamended  notice  should  be  held  sufficient.” 

Mr.  J  ustice  Burton  said  : 

“  Although  it  is  not  usual  or  desirable  for  a  court  to  give 
a  mere  opinion  upon  questions  not  before  them  in  a  man¬ 
ner  to  be  enforced  by  a  judgment,  I  think  that,  under  the 
circumstances.we  may,  without  impropriety,  make  this  an 
exception  to  the  rule  and  yield  to  the  urgent  request  made 
to  us  by  the  counsel  on  both  sides  to  express  our  opinion 
as  to  the  sufficiency  of  the  original  notice  of  objection 
which  was  alone  before  the  Queen’s  Bench.  I  abstain 
from  offering  any  opinion  upon  the  new  or  amended 
notice. 

“  Speaking  for  myself,  I  cannot  say  that  I  feel  any  doubt 
as  to  the  sufficiency  of  the  notice  of  objection  read  as  a 
whole. 

“  The  list  contains : 

“  1st.  The  name  and  address  of  the  voter. 

“2nd.  His  occupation. 

“3rd.  His  qualification,  whether  as  landlord  or  tenant. 

“4th.  The  description  of  the  property. 

“  To  this  the  complainant  in  his  notice,  after  setting 
forth  the  same  particularly?  objects  that  the  party  so  re¬ 
ferred  to  is  not  qualified. 

“  If  he  had  added  ‘  as  alleged  ’  I  cannot  conceive  how 
a  more  precise  and  definite  issue  could  be  framed. 

“  But  surely  it  cannot  be  expected  that  these  notices 
should  be  framed  with  all  the  niceties  and  formalities  of 
a  plea  in  the  old  days  of  pleading  where  such  an  issue 
without  the  words  ‘  as  alleged  ’  could  only  have  been  ob¬ 
jected  to  by  special  demurrer. 

“  As.  to  the  suggestion  that  the  revising  officer  could 
under  it  enter  upon  the  consideration  of  another  and  dis¬ 
tinct  ground  of  disqualification,  my  inclination  is  against 
it,  although  it  is  unnecessary  to  venture  a  final  opinion  : 

!  but  to  call  in  aid  again  the  old  system  of  pleading  and 
the  reasoning  by  analogy  upon  it,  I  think  it  would  have 
assumed  the  shape  of  a  plea  in  confession  and  avoidance 
— thus :  we  admit  that  you  are  apparently  qualified  as  a 
landlord,  but  we  set  up  that  you  are  disqualified  as  an 
alien  or  as  one  of  the  parties  disqualified  under  the  Act, 
and  posssbly  without  such  an  affirmative  statement  the 
objection  would  not  be  open,  but  there  is  much  force  in 
the  view  entertained  by  some'that  looking  at  the  unlimited 
powers  of  adjournment  and  the  fact  that  if  qualified  the 
:  party  whose  vote  is  objected  to  must  know  it  and  cannot 
be  taken  by  surprise,  the  whole  question  may  be  open  on 
the  general  denial  of  qualification,  the  intention  of  the 
Act  being  to  afford  the  greatest  facility  to  purge  the  list 
of  those  not  entitled  to  be  upon  it.” 

Mr.  Justice  Maclennan  said  : 

“We  are  requested  to  give  our  opinion  upon  the  va- 
I  lidity  of  the  notices  in  question,  and  in  deference  to  that 
j  request,  I  have  considered  them,  and  I  have  no  hesitation 
'  in  saying  that  I  consider  the  notices  sufficient.  The 
notice  must  be  read  with  the  list  to  which  it  refers  just 
as  a  statement  of  defence  is  to  be  read  with  reference  to 
the  statement  of  claim,  and  that  being  so  the  objection 
‘  not  qualified  ’  clearly  and  distinctly  traverses  the  quali¬ 
fication  specified  in  the  list.  It  is  not  necessary  to  go  so 
far  as  to  uphold  the  present  notices,  but  I  am  unable  to 
see  why  such  a  specification  of  objections  as  we  have 
here  should  not  be  sufficient  to  negative  not  merely  the 
property  or  other  qualifications  mentioned  in  the  list,  but 
all  the  qualifications  mentioned  in  section  3  of  the  Act, 
entitled  ‘Qualification  of  Voters,’ .for  the  voter  can 
never  be  taken  oy  surprise  by  any  of  these  objections, 
seeing  that  the  knowledge  in  respect  of  them,  all  must 
be  within  his  own  breast.  The  object  of  the  proceedings 
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of  the  revising  officer  is  to  purge  the  roll  of  persons  not 
entitled  bylaw  to  exercise  the  franchise,  and  the  attain¬ 
ment  of  that  object  should  not  be  bridled  or  degraded  by 
technical  objections  or  by  a  narrow  construction  of  the 
legislation,  but  should  be  promoted  as  far  as  possible, 
without  doing  violence  to  the  language  of  the  enact¬ 
ments.  It  would  be  an  intolerable  scandal  if,  in  an 
ordinary  action  in  the  High  Court,  such  an  objection  as 
we  have  here  under  consideration  could  be  allowed  to 
defeat  the  rights  of  any  of  the  pai’ties,  and  I  do  not  see 
why  it  should  not  be  legally  so,  in  a  proceeding  concern¬ 
ing  the  franchise.  The  very  large  powers  conferred  on 
the  officers  by  sections  24  and  26  of  the  Act,  show  .that 
Parliament  intended  that  the  administration  of  the  Act 
should  not  be  frustrated  by  objections  of  form.” 

Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  the  extracts  which  I  have  read 
are  from  the  judgments  of  three  of  the  four  judges 
of  the  Court  of  Appeal  in  the  Province  of  Ontario. 
I  have  shown  that  it  was  Judge  Elliott's  intention 
to  await  the  judgment  of  the  Court  of  Appeal  be¬ 
fore  he  undertook  to  decide  the  important  matter 
which  had  been  submitted  to  him  by  way  of  ap¬ 
peal  ;  and  the  judgments  of  these  three  gentlemen 
show  beyond  any  question  whatever  that  in  their 
opinion  at  all  events  the  notices  which  had  been 
given  by  Mr.  Lilley,  complaining  of  the  six  hundred 
names  which  were  on  the  list  and  which  he  con¬ 
tended  should  not  be  there,  were  sufficient  under 
the  Act  for  all  purposes,  concurring  in  the  judg¬ 
ments  of  the  three  judges  of  the  High  Court  of 
Justice.  One  would  have  thought,  under  the 
circumstances,  that  the  learned  judge  of  the 
County  Court  would  have  had  no  hesitation  in 
following  the  dicta  of  the  Court  of  Appeal 
and  the  High  Court  of  Justice.  Although 
I  do  not  contend  that  he  was  bound  to 
do  so,  because  I  recognize  that  the  judgment  of  the 
County  Court  would  be,  in  a  proper  matter  of  ap¬ 
peal,  a  final  judgment  ;  yet,  Sir,  in  accordance 
with  the  invariable  practice  in  this  country  and  in 
England,  I  do  not  hesitate  to  aver  that  it  was  the 
plain  and  manifest  duty  of  Judge  Elliott  to  have 
followed  the  decision  of  three  judges  of  a  superior 
court  and  the  expressed  opinion  of  three  judges  of  a 
still  higher  court.  But, Sir,  he  thought  proper  not  to 
do  so,  although  his  own  paper,  penned  with  his  own 
hand,  shows  that  before  the  matter  went  to  the  Court 
of  Appeal  it  was  his  intention  to  follow  the  opinion 
of  the  judges  of  that  court.  When  their  judgment 
turned  out  to  be  against  the  contention  of  the 
respondent,  we  find  Judge  Elliott  suddenly  deter¬ 
mining  in  his  own  mind  that  he  will  not  follow  the 
judgment  of  the  higher  tribunals  of  the  country, 
but  that  he  will  give  a  judgment  of  his  own  ;  he 
made  up  his  mind  not  to  be  governed  by  those 
judgments.  Sir,  for  the  purpose  of  delaying  pro¬ 
ceedings,  because  events  subsequent  to  that  date 
show  that  what  took  place  afterwards  was  merely 
done  for  the  purpose  of  delay,  Mr.  Hellmuth,  acting 
for  the  respondents,  appealed  from  the  judgment  of 
the  court  in  review  to  the  Supreme  Court.  He  gave 
notice  of  the  appeal,  but  nothing  further  was  ever 
•done.  No  steps  were  ever  taken  to  perfect  it,  and 
I  state  here  that  I  believe  bis  object  was  simply  to 
postpone  judgment  in  the  case  until  after  the  election. 
Whether  that  object  was-knownto  Judge  Elliott  or 
not,  I  will  not  say  ;  but,  at  all  events,  he  took  ad¬ 
vantage  of  the  delay,  and  said  that  while  there  was 
an  appeal  pending  before  the  courts  he  would  not 
give  judgment  in  the  matter.  And  so  the  matter 
stood  until  after  the  election  had  taken  place.  Sir, 
two  days  before  the  election,  Judge  Elliott  was 
asked  to  give  judgment,  and  I  state  here,  on  my 
responsibility  as  -a  member  of  Parliament  and  for 


the  purpose  of  showing  the  intention  of  the  judge, 
that  it  can  be  established  that  he  said  he  would  be 
governed  by  the  decision  of  his  colleagues.  Yet 
he  postponed  giving  judgment  until  after  the  elec¬ 
tion,  although  he  had  been  asked  to  give  it  two  days 
before  the  election.  He  was  asked  by  Mr.  Lilley’s 
counsel  to  give  judgment,  and  the  request  was 
opposed  by  the  counsel  on  the  other  side  on 
the  ground  that  the  matter  was  before  the 
Supreme  Court  by  wav  of  appeal.  He  was  asked 
to  postpone  his  judgment,  and  he  did  so.  The 
appeal  to  the  Supreme  Court  was  never  com¬ 
pleted,  it  was  never  perfected  ;  there  never  was,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  anything  in  it ;  and  on  the  26th  of 
February  the  election  took  place  in  the  city  of 
London.  These  names  were  upon  the  revised  list 
still.  Although  they  had  been  struck  off  by  the 
revising  officer,  they  still  remained  upon  the  list  as 
bond  fide  votes,  and  out  of  those  votes  that  were 
stricken  off  by  the  revising  officer,  numbering  131, 
128  voted  for  Mr.  Carling  and  3  voted  for  Mr. 
Hyman.  Striking  off  those  131  names,  Mr.  Hy¬ 
man  had  a  majority  of  16,  previous  to  the  recount 
before  the  junior  judge  of  the  city,  and  after  that 
recount  he  had  a  majority  of  22  of  the  legal  votes 
of  the  electors  of  the  city  of  London.  He  is,  there¬ 
fore,  to-day  entitled  to  the  seat  usurped,  I  say,  by 
the  hon.  Minister  of  Agriculture.  He  is  entitled 
to  it  by  a  majority  of  22  of  the  legal  and  qualified 
voters  of  the  city  of  London.  Sir,  by  the  grossest 
act  of  usurpation  that  has  ever  been  perpetrated  in 
this  or  any  other  free  country,  he  is  prevented 
from  taking  that  seat  and  enjoying  the  honour 
which  his  fellow-citizens  thought  proper  to  confer 
upon  him.  On  the  9th  of  March,  after  the  election 
had  taken  place,  after  the  High  Court  of  Justice 
had  decided  that  those  notices  of  appeal  were  suffi¬ 
cient,  and  ordered  the  revising  officer  to  hear  them, 
after  three  out  of  the  four  judges  of  the  Court  of 
Appeal  had  declared,  at  the  request  of  all  parties 
to  the  proceedings,  that  these  notices  were  suffici¬ 
ent,  after  Judge  Elliott  had  declared  that  he  would 
be  governed  by  the  decision  of  the  Court  of  Appeal 
after  he  knew  that  without  those  bad  votes  Mr. 
Carling  could  not  take  his  seat,  he  decided,  in  the 
face  of  all  this,  that  those  bad  votes  should  be 
counted,  and  it  is  by  virtue  of  those  bad  votes,  and 
by  virtue  of  the  decision  of  Judge  Elliott,  the  hon, 
gentleman  holds  his  seat  in  this  House.  Sir,  I  say 
furthermore  that  it  can  be  shown  that  the  friends 
of  the  Conservative  party  in  the  city  of  London 
knew,  the  day  before  the  judgment  was  given, 
holding  that  these  votes  should  remain  upon  the 
list,  wliat  the  judgment  of  Judge  Elliott  was  going 
to  be.  I  state  here  again  that,  during  the  time 
these  appeals  were  pending  before  the  judge, 
within  a  few  days  of  the  day  in  which  he  gave 
that  judgment,  he  was  taking  an  active  part  in  the 
political  contest  then  going  on  in  the  city  of  Lon¬ 
don.  I  can  prove,  and  I  state  it  here  on  my  res¬ 
ponsibility  as  a  member  of  this  House,  and  if  it  is 
not  true  I  am  willing  to  take  the  conseqences  of 
my  statement,  that  he  was  a  contributor  in  the 
London  Free  Press,  the  Conservative  organ  in  that 
city,  of  leading  articles,  letters  and  correspondence, 
under  an  assumed  name,  favouring  the  candidature 
of  the  gentleman  who  now  sits  here  as  a  represent¬ 
ative  of  that  city  and  opposing  the  gentleman  who 
was  then  contesting  the  seat.  I  say  that  if  these 
facts  are  true,  Judge  Elliott  has  degraded  the  high 
position  he  fills.  He  lias  subordinated  his  duty  as 


1727 


[COMMONS] 


.1728- 


a  judge  to  his  feelings  as  a  partisan,  and  he  has 
forever  destroyed  his  usefulness  as  a  j  udge  in  this 
country.  It  is  charged  that  his  whole  conduct 
showed  that  he  used  the  machinery  of  the  law  for 
the  purpose  of  putting  his  political  friend  into  a 
place  which  the  people  of  London  declared  he 
should  not  occupy.  He  has  defied  the  will  of  the 
people  of  London  in  a  matter  of  the  gravest  import¬ 
ance  to  the  state.  The  dangers  which  we  feared 
when  this  infamous  act  was  first  placed  upon  the 
Statute-book  are  being  verified.  They  are  being 
given  substance,  if  the  charges  contained  in  that 
petition  are  true.  Sir,  that  gentleman  has  defied,  as 
I  say,  the  voice  of  the  electors  of  London  by  placing 
in  the  seat  of  the  gentleman  elected  by  the  major¬ 
ity  of  voters  of  that  city  one  who  received  the  min¬ 
ority  of  votes.  He  has  done  the  greatest  and 
gravest  wrong  that  can  be  done  to  the  citizens  of  a 
free  country  in  defying  their  opinion  and  keeping 
the  candidate  of  the  minority  in  the  seat  he  has  no 
right  to  occupy.  If  these  charges  be  true — and 
their  truth  can  be  proved — Judge  Elliott  has  im¬ 
paired  his  usefulness,  nay  more,  he  has  destroyed 
his  usefulness  as  a  judge,  and  it  becomes  of  para¬ 
mount  importance  to  the  people  that  matters  of  this 
kind  should  be  thoroughly  ventilated  and  investi¬ 
gated.  I  need  not  here  call  the  attention  of  hon. 
gentlemen  to  the  utterances  of  the  independent 
press  of  this  country.  Go  where  you  will  through¬ 
out  Canada,  and  wherever  there  is  an  independent 
newspaper,  with  leanings  to  the  Government,  that 
paper  has  come  out  openly  and  boldly  in  denuncia¬ 
tion  of  this  act  of  Judge  Elliott  as  it  is  possible  by 
words.  I  need  only  call  the  attention  of  the  hon. 
gentleman  to  an  article  which  appeared  in  the 
Evening  Journal  a  short  time  ago.  The  first  few 
lines  of  the  article  place  the  matter  in  a  light  as 
strong  as  it  is  possible  to  place  it  from  the  stand¬ 
point  of  the  independent  journals  of  this  country. 
The  article  says  : 

“  It  is  rarely,  indeed,  that  the  bench  is  impeached  in 
Parliament.  Judge  Elliott  ,  of  London,  attains  a  very  un¬ 
usual  notoriety.  Intrusted  with  the  dispensation  of  just¬ 
ice  to  his  fellow  men,  almost  the  most  sacred  trust  that 
can  he  placed  in  the  hands  of  a  human  being,  Judge  Elliott 
is  accused  of  wilfully,  deliberately,  and  for  low  and  mean 
ends,  violating  his  sacred  trust.  This  which  he  is  accused 
of  doing  is  a  far  graver  crime  than  any  ordinary  felony. 
If  the  accusation  is  proven  in  Parliament  to  be  well-found¬ 
ed,  the  petition  which  a  Liberal  member,  Mr.  Lister, 
offers  calling  for  a  declaration  of  Judge  Elliott’s  unfitness 
to  remain  on  the  bench,  should  neither  be  disregarded  nor 
dodged  by  the  Conservative  majority.” 

Now,  Mr.  Speakerj  I  repeat  that,  if  the  charges 
contained  in  that  petition  are  true,  if  the  representa¬ 
tions  made  by  30  or  40  of  the  leading  citizens  of 
the  city  of  London  and  contained  in  the  petition 
presented  to  this  House,  are  true,  there  is  no  man, 
I  believe,  on  either  side  of  this  House  but  must 
admit  that  that  gentleman  is  unfit  and  unworthy  to 
enrobe  himself  with  the  ermine,  that  he  is  unfit  to 
be  a  judge  of  any  court  in  this  land.  The  charges 
made  are  specific.  They  are  that  he  has  disregarded 
the  judgments  of  a  higher  court,  that  he  has  shown 
himself  to  be  a  politicalpartisan  and  thathehas  sub¬ 
ordinated  his  duties  as  judge  to  his  feelings  as  a 
partisan.  I  do  not  know  what  position  the  hon. 
gentleman  leading  the  Government  intends  to  take 
on  this  question.  It  may  be  that  they  will  say  that 
this  House  has  nothing  to  do  with  investigating  the 
charges  which  have  been  made  against  this  judge. 
If  that  is  their  contention,  I  at  once  take  issue 
with  them  on  that  statement  of  the  case.  W e  have 
Mr.  Lister. 


here  the  fact  that  under  an  old  statute  he  might 
have  been  impeached  before  the  Governor  in 
Council.  We  have  the  Consolidated  Statutes  creat¬ 
ing  a  Court  of  Impeachment  which  was  afterwards 
abolished  by  the  Revised  Statutes  of  the  Dominion 
of  Canada,  and  that  provides  that  the  Governor  in 
Council  may  issue  a  Commission  for  the  purpose  of 
investigating  charges  made  against  a  County  Court 
judge.  I  say  that,  as  far  as  these  charges  are  con¬ 
cerned,  this  House,  being  the  high  court  of  this 
country,  has  a  right  to  investigate  these  charges 
for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining  whether  there  are 
sufficient  grounds  for  asking  the  Government  to 
refer  them  to  a  Commission  under  the  statute,  and 
that  is  the  course  I  am  pursuing  to-day.  Although 
Mr.  Bourinot,  in  his  work  on  Constitutional  History, 
lays  it  down  that  it  is  competent  for  this  House  to 
deal  with  County  Court  judges  the  same  as  Superior 
Court  judges  may  be  dealt  with,  still  the  argument 
may  be  used,  that  a  peculiar  tribunal  having  been 
created  to  investigate  cases  of  this  kind,  these 
charges  should  be  relegated  to  that  tribunal.  I 
repeat  that  we  have  a  right  to  ask  that  these 
charges  contained  in  a  petition  which  has  been  laid 
on  the  Table  of  the  House  should  be  investigated 
by  the  House,  and,  if  these  charges  are  proven, 
then  we  can  invoke  the  power  the  statute  gives,  we 
can  invoke  the  action  of  the  court  the  statute 
creates,  to  investigate  the  charges  contained  in  that 
provision.  I  beg,  therefore,  to  move  the  resolution 
of  which  I  have  given  notice. 

Mr.  MONCRIEFF.  I  think  that  the  importance 
of  this  resolution  requires  that  it  should  have  at 
the  hands  of  this  House  a  careful  consideration. 
To  deal  with  a  charge  affecting  one  of  the  judiciary 
of  this  country  is  a  subject  most  delicate  in  its 
nature  indeed,  and  I  think,  as  Mr.  Bourinot  in  his 
work  says,  in  all  such  matters  the  House  cannot 
proceed  with  too  great  a  caution  and  deliberation, 
and  I  hope  that  both  sides  of  this  House  are  pre¬ 
pared  to  deal  with  this  question  and  to  investigate 
it  according  to  the  language  I  have  used,  with 
great  caution  and  great  deliberation.  I  think,  if  there 
is  any  class  of  people  whom  in  this  country  we 
have  a  right  to  be  proud  of,  it  is  the  bench.  I 
presume  that  at  present  it  is  more  proper  to  speak 
of  the  bench  of  Ontario,  whose  unsullied  repu¬ 
tation,  the  integrity  of  its  judges,  the  ability  they 
have  displayed,  are  all,  I  think,  matters  of  congra¬ 
tulation  for  us,  and,  if  there  is  anything  we  have 
a  right  to  feel  proud  of,  it  is  the  long  list  of  names 
of  the  judges  of  this  country  who  honour  and 
adorn  the  bench.  We  have  a  petition  before  us  to¬ 
day  the  first  four  or  five  pages  of  whichset  out  a  his¬ 
tory  of  the  facts  of  the  different  dates  of  the- judg¬ 
ments  and  the  different  applications  that  were  made 
to  Judge  Elliott  and  to  the  different  courts  in  this 
province.  I  presume  there  is  no  person  in  this  House 
who  dreams  for  one  moment  of  asserting  that  an 
error  of  judgment  is  to  be  a  cause  of  impeachment 
in  this  country.  We  are  to  be  congratulated  that 
such  is  not  a  cause  for  impeachment,  because,  if  it 
were,  the  time  of  our  courts  would  be  constantly 
taken  up  in  reviewing,  in  impeachment  trials,  the 
judgments  of  judges  which  they  were  revising.  Such 
a  course  would  be  absolutely  absurd,  and  every  per¬ 
son  in  this  House,  I  am  sure,  would  repudiate  it. 
There  have  been,  in  this  House,  two  or  three  occa¬ 
sions  where  matters  of  this  kind  have  come  before 
it.  I  will  read  to  you  an  extract  from  the  remarks 
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of  Mr.  Blake,  when  a  member  of  this  House,  on  an 
application  for  the  impeachment  of  a  judge,  I  think 
the  judge  of  the  County  of  Kent.  In  explaining 
what  was  an  impeachable  offence  and  what  action 
of  a  judge  could  be  impeached,  Mr.  Blake  said  : 

“  It  is  not  an  error  of  judgment,  but  a  betrayal  of  trust, 
wilful  and  knowing,  that  is  the  charge  which  alone  could 
make  it  proper  to  have  him  brought  here.” 

1  think  this  House  will  agree  with  me  that  that  is 
a  fair  statement  of  what  should  justify  the  bring¬ 
ing  of  a  judge  before  us  for  impeachment.  Now, 
the  lion,  gentleman  who  has  preceded  me  (Mr. 
Lister),  has  taken  upon  himself  a  certain  amount 
of  responsibility,  and  at  the  same  time  not  a  great 
deal,  either.  That  gentleman,  for  the  purpose  of 
backing  up,  I  presume,  his  opinions  and  this  peti¬ 
tion,  has  said  that  the  independent  press  of  this 
country  have  assumed  to  act  judicially  and  have 
assumed  to  try  Judge  Elliott,  and  have  found  him 
guilty  and  condemned  him  in  their  columns.  Sir, 
I  do  not  think  the  idea  will  commend  itself  to  this 
House  for  one  minute,  that  because  a  few  news¬ 
papers  have  condemned  Judge  Elliott,  therefore 
the  House  is  bound  to  condemn  him  also.  Sir,  if 
there  is  anything  disgraceful  connected  with  this 
London  election,  it  is  the  partisan  and  violent 
articles  that  have  filled  the  columns  of  the  Reform 
newspapers  since  and  before  the  decision  complained 
of  was  given.  The  Reform  press,  prior  to  judgment 
being  given,  attempted,  I  may  say,  to  burke  justice, 
and  by  threats  to  influence  the  judiciary  of  the 
County  of  Middlesex  to  give  a  decision  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  desire  of  the  Reform  party.  The 
result  of  the  London  election  was  to  place  the 
Hon.  Mr.  Carling  at  the  head  of  the  poll ;  I  say 
this  without  fear  of  contradiction,  notwithstanding 
the  assertions  of  the  hon.  member  for  Lambton 
(Mr.  Lister).  Nevertheless,  the  Reform  press,  and 
the  London  Advertiser,  the  press  of  the  gentleman 
whom  Mr.  Carling  defeated,  have  used  expressions 
against  Judge  Elliott  that  no  man  can  possibly 
approve  of  at  the  present  stage  of  matters.  On  the 
1st  April  that  paper,  in  speaking  of  Judge  Elliott’s 
action,  said  : 

“  Every  day  the  press  of  the  country  is  becoming  fully 
seized  of  the  methods  pursued  by  Judge  Elliott  and  his 
co-conspirators  to  secure  a  seat  for  Mr.  Carling  to  which 
he  can  lay  no  legal  claim.” 

Stating  on  their  own  authority  that  Judge  Elliott 
was  a  co-conspirator  to  defraud  the  citizens  of  the 
city  of  London  of  their  due  representation.  Sir, 
that  is  a  very  bold  statement  to  make,  and  it  is 
one  that  no  person,  even  on  the  floor  of  this  House, 
would  dare  to  make.  On  the  22nd  March,  the 
same  paper,  in  speaking  of  this  matter,  describes 
the  Hon.  Mr.  Carling  as  the  member  for  Judge 
Elliott.  Perhaps  that  may  be  taken  as  a  joke,  but 
it  is  not  a  class  of  writing  that  ought  to  find  ac¬ 
ceptance  in  this  country.  He  has  also  been  com¬ 
pared  with  Judge  Jeffries,  in  1685.  Prior  to  any 
investigation  having  taken  place  that  paper,  and 
others  in  the  country  holding  the  same  political 
opinions,  have  chosen  to  speak  of  J udge  Elliott  in 
that  way.  My  hon.  friend  took  a  great  deal  of 
pleasure  a  few  moments  ago  in  quoting  the  judg¬ 
ment  of  the  Court  of  Appeal  in  this  case.  He 
must  know  that  the  Chief  Justice  of  the  Court 
of  Appeal  is  the  Hon.  Mr.  Justice  Hagarty,  a 
man  with  unsullied  reputation  and  a  credit  to 
the  bench  of  this  country.  The  hon.  gentleman 
forgot  that  the  same  Chief  J ustice  Hagarty,  whose 
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judgment  he  is  to-day  quoting  against  that  of 
Judge  Elliott,  but  a  few  years  ago  came  under  the 
lash  of  the  same  paper  from  which  I  have  read 
these  extracts.  Now,  let  me  remind  the  House 
that  a  few  years  ago  an  election  took  place  in  the 
city  of  London  between  the  Hon.  Mr.  Carling  and 
Mr.  Walker,  and  Mr.  Walker  defeated  Mr.  Carling 
by  means  that  I  need  not  waste  a  moment’s  time 
in  attempting  to  describe  to  this  House.  Every 
member  knows  it  who  has  read  the  record..  Sir, 
what  did  the  London  Advertiser  say  at  that  time, 
when  Chief  Justice  Hagarty  pronounced  judgment 
against  Col.  Walker,  disqualifying  him  ?  The  Ad¬ 
vertiser  of  January,  1874,  said  : 

“By  special  telegram  we  learn  from  Toronto  that 
Major  Walker  has  been  disqualified  by  the  bench  of 
judges.  This  prevents  him  from  being  a  candidate  for 
election  to  the  House  of  Commons  during  the  present 
Parliament.  There  were  several  reasons  which  led  to 
the  expectation  that  this  result  would  be  arrived  at. 
Twenty  years  of  Tory  power  have  had  the  effect  of  pack¬ 
ing  the  bench  with  violent  political  partisans,  some  of 
whom  can  ill  conceal  their  leanings  in  favour  of  their  own 
colleagues  and  allies.  *  *  *  *  By  the  assistance  of 
Justices  Hagarty,  Gwynne  and  Galt,  the  Tories  have 
managed  to  have  the  most  severe  penalty  inflicted  upon 
Major  Walker.  Let  them  revel  in  their  short-lived 
triumph,  it  will  do  them  little  good.” 

Sir,  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman  who  moved  this 
motion  might  very  well  have  left  the  comments  of 
his  own  press  alone.  Now  let  us  consider  this 
petition.  The  petition,  as  the  mover  stated,  sets 
out  the  circumstances  in  detail.  For  a  moment  let 
me  call  your  attention  to  what  the  hon.  gentleman 
at  the  time  said  ;  it  was  as  follows  : — “  1  do  not  at 
the  present  moment  attempt  to  express  any  opinion 
as  to  the  truth  of  the  petition.”  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  presented  his  petition  here  as  it  had  been  pre¬ 
sented  to  him,  but  in  his  opening  remarks  he  said 
that  he  wished  it  to  be  understood  that  he  did  not 
attempt  to  express  any  opinion  as  to  its  truth. 
Now,  Sir, what  is  this  petition  ?  The  first  few  pages 
of  it  are  a  detail  of  the  different  applications  that 
were  made  to  the  different  judges.  It  is  true  an  ap¬ 
plication  was  made  on  the  10th  of  November  to 
Judge  Elliott,  in  reference  to  the  validity  of  certain 
notices  that  had  been  served  by  one  Lilley.  I  will 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  fact  that 
at  this  time  the  trial  of  the  Hyman  protest  had 
not  come  off,  and  Judge  Elliott  was  not  even 
aware  that  the  London  election  would  have  been 
upset  and  a  new  election  ordered,  but  at  that  time, 
and  at  the  earliest  moment  when  the  question  was 
brought  before  him,  he  declared  that  the  notice 
was  invalid,  that  it  was  not  a  defective  notice,  but 
that  it  was  one  that  was  invalid  and  thus  incapable 
of  being  amended.  These  proceedings  took  place  as 
you  are  aware,  and  after  the  election  the  question 
came  back  to  that  same  judge  to  decide  upon  the 
validity  of  this  very  same  notice.  What  did  he 
do  ?  He  maintained  his  former  opinion,  he  never 
changed  it,  he  gave  the  question  his  careful 
consideration  and  pronounced  a  judgment  that  is 
abounding  in  authority  and  inlaw,  and  a  judgment 
that  is  approved  of  by  many  a  revising  bar¬ 
rister,  and  by  a  number  of  the  judges  of  the  differ¬ 
ent  County  Courts  of  this  country  to-day.  Before 
going  into  the  petition  any  further  there  are  one  or 
two  things  which  I  think  we  have  a  right  to  look 
into.  The  hon.  gentleman  who  introduced  the 
petition  will  not  vouch  for  its  truth,  therefore  let  us 
see  what  class  of  persons  have  signed  the  petition 
asking  this  House  to  take  the  extraordinary  step 
of  impeaching  Judge  Elliott.  I  look  at  the  list  of 
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names  on  the  petition  and  I  find  it  commences  with 
the  name  of  one  Thomas  S.  Hobbs,  and  it  ends 
with  the  name  of  one  George  M.  Reid.  I  certainly 
am  not  going  to  take  op  the  time  of  this  House  by 
referring  to  all  the  different  names,  but  I  think 
it  would  be  very  interesting  for  the  House  to  know 
what  part  Thomas  S.  Hobbs  took  in  the  election, 
and  I  think  Judge  Elliott  has  a  right  to  know  w  ho 
his  accusers  are.  He  has  a  right  to  know,  scrip- 
tu rally  speaking,  whether  they  are  in  a  position  to 
throw  the  first  stone,  and  so  I  will  occupy  the  time 
of  the  House  for  a  few  moments  in  quoting  from 
the  evidence  at  the  London  election  trial,  which  I 
think  will  show  that  this  Mr.  Hobbs,  the  purist 
who  leads  off  this  petition,  is  a  man  who  was 
around  when  there  was  a  good  deal  of  lager  beer 
and  cheese  going.  It  was  such  evidence  which 
guided  the  judges  who  tried  the  election  petition 
in  declaring  that  Mr.  Hyman  had  not  been  unduly 
elected.  I  will  call  your  attention  now  to  the 
evidence  of  Albion  Jones,  and  I  take  this  from  the 
Mail  as  being  probably  an  independent  paper  : 

“  Was  at  two  meetings  in  band  room.  John  Stevenson 
notified  me  to  attend.  He  first  said  I  was  needed  there 
with  the  band,  and  they  were  engaged,  and  Hobbs  would 
be  responsible.  I  got  there  at  the  first  meeting  about 
nine  o’clock  on  the  20tli  of  February,  the  night  Sir  John 
spoke  in  the  drill  shed.  Brown  and  Hobbs  were  there. 
Hobbs  had  a  list  of  names  ;  called  them  out  and  asked 
how  each  was  going  to  vote.  Hyman  was  not  there  then 
but  came  in  afterwards.  Hyman  made  a  speech  and  said 
if  he  was  elected  it  would  be  for  the  benefit  of  the  coun¬ 
try.  Just  after  he  closed  refreshments  were  brought  in 
by  Halpin  in  a  clothes  basket  about  the  size  of  the  re¬ 
porter’s  desk.  One  basket  had  bottled  ale  and  the  other 
had  glasses.  There  were  somewhere  between  two  and 
three  dozen  bottles  in  the  basket.  The  basket  was  open 
and  passed  close  to  Mr.  Hyman.  The  basket  was  shoved 
under  the  bench.  Frank  Halpin  and  Durkin  opened  the 
keg  and  it  was  then  passed  round.  There  was  a  box  of 
cigars  brought  there  to;  it  was  on  the  desk  ;  they  were 
passed  round.  A  subscription  list  was  passed  round.  It 
was  while  Mr.  Hyman  was  there.  Men  simply  signed 
their  names.  Mr.  Hyman  did  not  sign.  Thomas  Hobbs 
has  it.  Mr.  Hyman  said  he  could  not  have  anything  to  do 
with  it  now  but  he  might  afterwards.  I  was  at  another 
meeting  on  the  24th  or  25th.  Hobbs  was  there.  I  went  at 
eight  o’clock.  There  were  speeches  made.  Hobbs  spoke. 
There  were  two  quarters  of  lager  drunk  that  night.  It  was 
drunk  by  all  that  were  there.  Crackers  and  cheese  were 
given  with  the  beer.  It  was  going  on  when  I  left  about 
10.30.  There  were  25  or  30  present.” 

At  which  Mr.  Justice  Ferguson  remarked  : 

“  Is  it  possible  so  much  liquor  was  drank  in  so  short  a. 
time.” 

So,  Sir,  the  person  who  heads  the  list  of  names  on 
this  petition  was  the  moving  spirit  at  the  lager  beer 
meeting  in  the  city  of  London.  The  gentleman 
whose  name  closes  the  list,  George  M.  Reid,  was 
the  treasurer  of  the  election  fund  during  that  elec¬ 
tion,  and  he  had  charge  of  the  books,  and  when  the 
election  came  on  these  books  were  all  out  of  the 
road,  so  that  his  Lordship  remarked  at  the  trial, 
that  this  manner  of  destroying  books  which  was  so 
frequent  at  the  different  elections  was  something 
that  had  to  be  stigmatized  very  severely  when  the 
opportunity  arose.  This  same  Mr.  Reid,  in  giving 
his  evidence,  said  : 

“  Now,  do  you  know  who  took  that  box  away?— I  don’t 
know,  it  was  taken  away  while  I  was  absent  from  the 
city. 

“  Now, you  took  up  the  subscriptions?— Yes. 

“Where  is  the  book  ?— I  destroyed  it.  It  was  on  that 
condition  that  the  subscriptions  were  entered  in  it. 

“When  did  you  destroy  it?— Not  later  than  May— 
perhaps  April. 

“Will  you  swear  that  you  destroyed  it  before  the 
election  petition  was  filed  ? — No. 

“  Will  you  swear  it  was  after  the  filing  in  April?— No. 

“  You  were  trustee  of  that  fund? — Yes. 
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“  How  much  did  you  collect? — About  $2,000. 

“And  what  did  you  do  with  the  money?— I  kept  no 
account.  .  . 

“  Now,  was  there  only  one  subscription  book?— Yes. 

“  How  did  you  destroy  it?— I  sent  it  to  the  paper  mill.” 

There  is  the  evidence  of  this  Mr.  Reid  who  is  the 
last  named  on  the  list.  Now,  Sir,  it  will  be  also 
interesting  to  look  for  a  moment  at  the  character  of 
a  few  of  the  groups  on  this  list.  There  are  four 
names  here — Williams,  Macpherson,  Ferguson  and 
Sabine — to  which  I  wish  to  call  attention.  I  can 
very  well  understand  how  those  who  carried  around 
the  petition  got  the  signatures.  They  went  into  Mr. 
Pavey’s  store  andasked  him  to  sign  it,  and  he  said: 

I  decline  to  sign  this  petition  against  Judge  Elliott, 
but  there  are  plenty  of  clerks  upstairs,  and  you 
can  go  up  and  get  it  signed  by  as  many  as  you  want. 
So  they  got  all  the  clerks  in  Mr.  Pavey’s  store  to 
sign  it,  but  not  Mr.  Pavey  himself.  Then  they 
went  to  Mr.  Struthers,  who  is  one  of  the  leading 
merchants  of  London,  and  asked  him  to  sign  it. 
He  said:  I  do  not  want  to  sign  any  petition  against 
Judge  Elliott,  I  know  what  kind  of  a  man  lie  is, 
but  you  can  get  my  clerks  to  sign  it.  So  they  went 
upstairs,  and  got  six  of  his  clerks  to  sign  it  ;  but 
Mr.  Struthers’s  name  is  not  on  the  list.  You  can 
very  well  see  the  class  of  people  whose  names  have 
been  brought  forward  and  placed  upon  the  list. 
Now,  immediately  prior  to  the  election,  a  meeting 
in  Mr.  Hyman’s  interest  was  held  of  what  are 
called  the  colouredfolks  in  a  certain  part  of  London, 
at  which  50  or  75  people  were  present.  A  number 
were  there  who  had  come  from  a  tea  meeting  to 
attend  it.  The  chairman  of  that  meeting  was 
examined  at  the  trial,  and  here  are  a  few  quota¬ 
tions  from  his  evidence  : 

“  The  Chairman: 

“They  began  to  leave  the  tea  meeting  for  the  beer? 
When  did  you  think  you  had  enough  to  start  your  meet¬ 
ing?— About  10  o’clock. 

“  How  many? — About  50. 

“You  had  speeches  and  the  band  played? — Yes. 

“What  time  did  Mr.  Hyman  come  in?— About  half¬ 
past  11. 

“  Did  he  make  a  speech  ? — Yes. 

“  Who  served  the  beer? — I  don’t  know. 

‘  *  W ere  the  barrels  empty  ? — No. 

“When  was  the  word  given  to  attack  the  beer? — A. 
quarter  after  12  was  the  first  I  saw  any  beer. 

“Do  you  mean  to  say  the  beer  stood  in  the  corner 
all  that  time,  and  that  you  kept  the  coloured  voters  there 
till  quarter  past  twelve  without  a  drink?— I  saw  no  beer 
drank  before  that. 

“Why  was  it  not  tapped  sooner?— There  were  a  good 
many  people  in  the  room  who  were  not  expected  there. 

“In  fact,  the  less  people  the  more  beer;  24  gallons 
would  not  go  very  far.  And  you  waited  till  the  crowd  re¬ 
duced  before  the  order  4  to  the  taps  ’  was  given?— I  don’t 
know. 

“Where  was  the  beer  kept?  — In  the  corner  of  the 
platform,  near  the  teacher’s  desk.  I  saw  it  when  I  took 
the  chair. 

“You  didn’t  sit  on  the  barrel  ? — No. 

“  Were  there  any  other  form  of  refreshments  there?— 
A  man  came  in  with  a  basket  of  pigs’  feet  pickled. 

“You  did  not  get  anything  to  eat  at  the  social? — No. 

“  What  time  were  the  pigs’ feet  served?— They  were 
passed  around  about  eleven. 

“What  were  the  order  of  proceedings?  —  'We  had 
pigs’  feet,  the  band  played,  and  there  were  speeches 
as  I  told  you.  .  „  , 

“Did  it  [the  beerl  stand  there  openly  in  front  ot  the 
congregation?— There  were  overcoats  on  the  barrel.” 

Now,  Sir,  turning  to  the  petition  itself,  I  find  that 
it  purports  to  make  three  charges,  neither  of  which 
is  specific,  and  neither  of  which,  in  fact,  amounts  to  a 
charge.  One  sets  out  in  detail  the  proceedings 
referred  to  by  the  hon.  member  who  moved  the 
motion,  giving  Judge  Elliott's  judgment  and  the 
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judgment  of  the  Court  of  Queen’s  Bench.  Well,  I 
may  tell  you  that  the  Court  of  Queen’s  Bench  gave 
no  written  judgment,  but  merely  decided  on 
the  spot  that  the  notices  were  sufficient.  The 
petition  also  sets  out  the  views  of  the  judges  of 
the  Court  of  Appeal.  I  admit  that  the  opinion 
expressed  by  the  judges  of  the  Court  of  Appeal 
is  not  in  accordance  with  the  views  entertained 
by  Judge  Elliott  prior  to  the  election  trial,  or 
his  subsequent  decision,  both  of  which,  by  the 
by,  were  the  same.  Now,  this  House  should 
bear  in  mind  that  the  views  expressed  by  the  Court 
of  Appeal  was  no  judgment  whatever.  It  was 
merely  an  expression  of  opinion,  given,  not  at  the 
request  of  Judge  Elliott,  but  at  the  request  of  the 
•counsel  whom  the  mover  of  this  resolution  named, 
and  I  defy  any  lion,  gentleman  here,  who  examines 
the  whole  record  of  Judge  Elliott’s  decision,  as  well 
as  all  the  arguments  and  statements  in  this  whole 
transaction  from  first  to  last,  to  say  that  he  ever 
professed  or  undertook  to  lie  guided  by  or  to  fol¬ 
low  the  opinion  of  the  judges  of  the  Court  of  Appeal, 
as  stated  by  the  mover  of  this  resolution.  In  no  place 
will  you  find  anything  of  the  kind.  Judge  Elliott 
fills  a  responsible  position  ;  he  had  considered  this 
matter  when  it  came  before  him  at  the  first  ;  he 
decided  that  the  notices  were  invalid,  but  out  of 
•deference  to  the  request  of  the  different  lawyers 
engaged  in  the  case,  he  withheld  his  decision  until 
the  Court  of  Appeal  had  expressed  its  opinion. 
That  court  gave  no  judgment,  and  one  of  the  judges, 
Mr.  Justice  Osier,  said  that  he  would  express  no 
opinion  on  the  question,  because  it  would  only  be 
an  obiter  dictum  at  any  rate.  There  is  another 
peculiarity  of  this  petition.  Though  it  states  that 
Judge  Elliott’s  opinion  is  one  way,  and  the  opinion 
of  the  Court  of  Appeal  another  way,  there  is  not 
•a  word  in  it  to  indicate  whether  Judge  Elliott’s 
decision  was  right,  or  the  opinion  of  the  Court  of 
Appeal  was  right.  I  suppose  that  the  person  who 
framed  this  petition,  a  lawyer  in  the  city  of  London, 
must  have  done  it  carefully,  and  must  have  had 
all  the  facts  before  him  ;  and  yet  he  could  not 
frame  a  charge — which  would  be  the  foundation  of 
an  impeachment — to  the  effect  that  Judge  Elliott 
was  knowingly  and  wrongfully  perverse  in  giving 
the  decision  he  did.  If  you  will  read  the  petition 
from  beginning  to  end,  you  will  not  find  a  single 
expression  in  it  indicating  that  Judge  Elliott’s  judg¬ 
ment  is  wrong,  it  may  be  perfectly  right.  It 
is  not  for  this  House  to  say,  and  it  is  not  part 
of  my  argument  to  say,  whether  his  judgment  is 
right  or  not.  The  question  is  whether  it  was 
given  conscientiously  or  not,  and  whether  or  not 
it  comes  within  the  class  of  cases  described  by  Mr. 
Blake  in  the  remarks  he  made  which  I  have 
quoted.  Now,  the  second  charge  in  this  petition 
is  that  Judge  Elliott  has  written  newspaper  arti¬ 
cles  of  a  violent  and  partisan  character  ;  but  be¬ 
fore  passing  to  that  I  think  it  would  be  only 
proper  that  we  should  for  a  few  moments  con¬ 
sider  some  of  the  reasons  that  Judge  Elliott  himself 
has  given  for  coming  to  the  decision  he  did. 
Now,  I  must  tell  you  that  the  Court  of  Queen’s 
Bench  itself  is  the  court  that  directed  the  revis¬ 
ing  barrister  to  proceed  with  a  hearing  of  the  ap¬ 
peal.  They  decided  that  the  original  notice 
of  appeal  was  good,  and  they  issued  a  mandamus 
directing  this  revising  officer  to  go  on  and  hear  the 
appeals.  Now,  only  a  few  weeks  after  that  a  simi¬ 
lar  application  was  made  to  the  Chancery  Division 
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of  the  High  Court  of  this  province,  some  of  the 
judges  of  which  court  had  previously  directed  the 
issue  of  a  mandamus  to  other  revising  barristers  in 
just  such  cases  as  this  ;  but  when  the  three  judges 
of  the  Chancery  Division  came  together,  Chancellor 
Boyd  and  his  associate  judges,  in  the  case  of  the 
North  Perth  voters’  lists,  in  re  Hesson  and  Lloyd, 
they  held  that  they  had  no  authority  whatever  to 
control  the  action  of  a  revising  barrister  by  manda¬ 
mus.  To  quote  a  few  words  from  the  judgment : 

“  To  assert  the  jurisdiction  now  invoked  would  savour, 
to  my  mind,  of  unwarrantable  judicial  usurpation,  both  be¬ 
cause  the  revising  barristers  sittings  are  not  subordinate 
judicial  courts  quoad  the  province,  and  because  these 
functionaries  are  officers  of  Canada  engaged  in  the  public 
work  of  the  Dominion,  over  whom  the  High  Court  of  Jus¬ 
tice  for  Ontario  has  not  inherent  or  statuable  jurisdic¬ 
tion.” 

Now,  you  will  see  that  in  our  own  High  Courts 
we  find  three  judges  of  the  Queen’s  Bench  issuing 
a  mandamus  to  a  revising  barrister,  and  we 
find  in  the  Chancery  Division,  within  a  month 
of  this  decision,  that  division  refusing  to  issue 
a  mandamus  against  the  revising  officer  for  North 
Perth.  Under  such  circumstances,  it  is  almost 
a  wonder  that  the  newspapers  have  not  teemed 
with  abuse  against  one  or  other  of  those  courts 
because  they  have  taken  each  an  entirely  differ¬ 
ent  position,  three  judges  holding  that  there 
is  jurisdiction  and  the  other  three  holding  that 
there  is  no  jurisdiction  whatever  in  the  High  Court 
to  make  such  an  order.  1  would  like  to  refer  for  a 
few  moments  to  the  Act  itself  and  show  the  cause 
of  all  this  trouble.  Now,  the  notice  of  appeal  that 
was  given  in  the  city  of  London  and  w’hicli  is 
the  beginning  of  all  this  trouble,  was  an  appeal 
notice  against  a  number  of  people  who  were  on  the 
voters’  list.  The  notice  did  not  give  any  reason 
of  appeal.  It  simply,  in  the  column  under  which 
a  reason  for  the  appeal  should  have  been  given, 
used  the  words  “  not  qualified.  ”  Now,  the 
judge  of  the  County  of  Middlesex  has  held  through¬ 
out  that  that  was  no  ground  or  reason  whatever, 
that  it  might  have  been  just  as  well  to  leave 
out  the  words  “not  qualified”  and  simply  say: 
“  I  object  to  your  name  being  on  the  voters’ 
list.”  That  is  the  contention.  It  might  be 
fair  to  look  at  a  few  of  his  reasons  and  see 
whether  this  contention  is  not  a  very  reasonable 
one  indeed.  If  you  will  refer  to  the  section  of  the 
Act,  you  will  see  that  any  person  desiring  to  appeal 
against  another  whose  name  is  upon  the  voters’  list, 
shall  give  a  certain  notice  in  a  certain  manner  to 
the  person  whose  name  he  desires  to  have  struck 
off  the  list.  A  form  of  notice  is  given  in  the  sche¬ 
dule,  marked  I).  Let  me  read  it  : 

“I,  of  the  electoral  district  of  under  the 

Electoral  Franchise  Act,  give  notice  that  I  will  apply  to 
have  the  list  of  voters  for  polling  district  number 
of  the  said  electoral  district,  for  the  year  ,  as  pre¬ 

liminarily  revised,  amended  to  add  to  or  corrected  (as 
the  case  may  be.)  ” 

Then  follows :  ‘  ‘  State  the  name  or  names  objected  to, 
with  the  grounds  therefor.”  It  says  distinctly  you 
are  to  give  “  the  grounds  therefor.”  Now,  Judge 
Elliott  held  that  unless  some  grounds  were  given  the 
notice  would  be  invalid  from  the  beginning  and  not 
even  amendable  ;  and  in  support  of  that  opinion,  he 
quoted  an  authority  which  is  well  worth  looking  at. 
He'  quoted,  among  several  others,  the  case  of 
Bridges  vs.  Miller.  That  was  a  case  under  the 
English  Act.  which  is  not  exactly  the  same  as 
ours,  but  which  has  very  large  powers  of  amend- 
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ment.  The  power  of  amendment  in  that  Act  reads 
as  follows  : — “  The  revising  barrister  may  correct 
any  mistake  which  is  proved  to  be  made  in  any 
claim  or  notice  of  objection.  ”  So  that  in  England  the 
revising  barrister  has  power  to  correct  any  mistake 
which  is  known  to  have  taken  place  in  the  notice. 
By  our  statute,  there  is  also  a  very  large  power  of 
amendment.  The  question  as  stated  by  Judge 
Elliott  is  this  :  This  notice  is  invalid,  it  cannot  be 
amended,  and  he  quotes  the  case  of  Bridges  against 
Miller,  Law  Reports,  20  Queen’s  Bench,  page  287. 
That  was  a  case  similar  to  our  own,  in  which  the 
reasons  of  appeal  had  to  be  given,  and  the  reasons 
given  in  that  particular  case  to  have  the  voter’s 
name  struck  out  were  that  he  had  not  resided  at  12 
Clifton  Street,  Norwich.  Well,  a  person  would 
naturally  think  that  when  that  notice  came  before 
the  revising  officer,  he  would  allow  the  party  object¬ 
ing  to  amend  his  notice  by  specifying  the  particular 
qualification  wanting.  The  fact  of  a  person  not 
residing  at  12  Clifton  Place  would  not  be  ground 
for  striking  his  name  off,  but  if  it  were  stated  that 
he  had  not  resided  there  for  six  calendar  months, 
that  would  have  been  a  sufficient  reason.  The  revis¬ 
ing  officer  allowed  the  amendment,  and  the  other 
side  protested.  The  other  party  contended,  as  the 
Conservative  party  in  London  contended,  that  the 
notice  was  bad  ah  initio,  and  they  took  the  case 
before  the  Court  of  Queen’s  Bench  in  England, 
which  is  presided  over  by  Lord  Coleridge.  They 
contended  that  the  revising  barrister  ought  not  to 
have  amended  the  notice,  which  was  wrong  from 
the  beginning.  It  was  argued  by  the  opposite  side 
that  the  notice  was  amendable.  What  dobs  Lord 
Coleridge  say  ?  He  said  : 

“  I  am  of  opinion  that  the  notice  of  objection  was  bad. 
In  oi’der  to  be  registered  as  a  parliamentary  voter,  a  free¬ 
man  of  Norwich  must  have  resided  within  seven  miles  of 
the  city  polling  booths  for  six  months.” 

The  only  insufficiency  in  that  case  was  the  omission 
of  the  words:  You  had  not  resided  at  No.  ^Clif¬ 
ton  Street,  for  six  calendar  months  ;  and  Lord 
Coleridge  held  that  that  omission  vitiated  the 
notice  from  the  beginning  : 

“  This  objection,  which  is  dated  August  12,  simply  says  : 

‘  You  do  not  reside  at  12  Clifton  Street,  Norwich.’  Take 
it  that  Clifton  Street  is  in  Norwich,  and  that  the  non¬ 
residence  imputed  is  proved,  there  is  still  nothing  to  show 
that  the  freeman  either  has  or  has  not  resided  for  the  six 
months  required  by  law.  The  objection,  therefore,  is  no 
objection  at  all.  It  has  been  amended  by  the  revising 
barrister ;  but  there  are  limits  to  his  statutory  power  of 
amendment.  He  can  ‘  correct’  a  *  mistake,’  but  the  defect 
in  this  objection  is  in  no  sense  a  ‘  mistake.’  The  objection 
is  accurate  enough  in  point  of  expression.  Its  fault  is 
that  it  is  bad,  and  the  revising  barrister,  in  making  it 
good,  has  exceeded  his  power  of  amendment.  The  appeal 
must  be  allowed.” 

In  that  Justices  Pollock  and  Hawkins  con¬ 
curred,  and  the  notice  was  held  to  be  bad  from 
the  beginning,  and  the  amendment  mad 6  by  the 
revising  barrister  was  struck  out  and  the  names 
were  allowed  to  remain  on  the  voters’  list  as  if 
they  had  never  been  appealed  against.  Such  is  one 
of  the  decisions  referred  to  by  the  judge  who  has 
given  this  question  his  most  careful  consideration, 
and  it  must  be  remembered  that  his  decision  was 
formed,  not  after  the  seat  was  vacant,  but  weeks 
and  months  before  the  election  trial  came  off  and 
before  it  was  known  that  there  would  be  another 
election  for  the  city  of  London.  Let  us  think  over 
this  matter  for  a  moment.  If  no  reasons  for  appeal 
were  to  be  given,  see  what  a  hardship  you  would 
inflict  upon  the  voter.  There  are  different  classes  of 
Mr.  Moncrieff. 


franchise  voters.  There  are  income-franchise  voters, 
there  are  tenants,  there  are  property  holders,  all 
subject  to  certain  rules  under  the  statute  entitled  to 
be  on  the  franchise  list.  Take  the  case  of  an  income 
voter.  The  first  requisite  is  that  he  shall  be  of  age, 
the  next  is  that  he  shall  be  a  British  subject,  the  next 
that  he  shall  be  a  resident  of  Canada,  the  next 
that  he  shall  have  an  income  of  $300,  the  next  that  he 
has  derived  that  income  for  12  months  preceding, 
and  that  he  has  been  a  resident  of  Canada  for  12 
months  and  is  a  resident  of  the  polling  district.  If 
the  words  “  not  qualified  ”  are  to  be  considered  a 
ground  or  a  reason  to  be  given  to  that  man  for  his 
name  being  struck  off,  see  the  position  in  which  you 
put  him.  He  would  not  know  which  of  all  these 
grounds  his  vote  would  be  challenged  on.  It  would  be 
just  as  well  to  omit  the  words  “  not  qualified  ”  and 
simply  to  give  him  notice  that  he  is  appealed  against. 
Can  it  be  supposed  possible  that  Parliament  intended 
that,  iustead  of  giving  a  reason  for  the  objection,, 
the  appellants  should  throw  a  carte  blanche  notice  at 
the  voter  and  simply  say  he  is  not  qualified.  That 
is  the  position  which  the  judge  took,  and  I  think 
it  is  very  reasonable.  A  man  might  be  ill  and  unable 
to  come  to  court.  What  witnesses  has  he  to  send 
there  ?  He  would  have  to  send  a  witness  to  prove 
that  he  was  of  age.  He  would  have  to  send  another 
witness  to  prove  that  he  was  a  British  subject, 
another  witness  to  show  what  his  income  was,  and 
also  another  witness  who  could  trace  him  twelve 
months  back  and  show  that  he  had  received  that 
income  all  that  time.  Would  it  be  reasonable  to 
suppose  that  that  would  be  a  proper  construction  of 
the  statute  ?  Even  if  you  think  that  this  conten¬ 
tion  of  the  hon.  judge  of  the  County  of  Middlesex 
is  wrong,  and  that  the  notice  is  quite  sufficient,  that 
by  no  means  makes  him  liable  to  impeachment, 
it  is  sufficient  to  consider,  whether  he  came  to  a 
conscientious  conclusion,  or  whether  he  was  perverse 
and  gave  a  judgment  which  was  knowingly  impro¬ 
per  for  the  purpose  of  keeping  Mr.  Carling  in  his 
seat.  Let  me  call  your  attention  to  section  33  of 
the  Act  which  provides  for  an  appeal  from  the 
decision  of  a  revising  barrister  to  the  judge,  and 
about  the  middle  of  the  section  you  will  see  that 
it  is  provided  that,  when  any  person  desires  to 
appeal  from  the  decision  of  the  revising  barrister, 
it  is  not  enough  for  him  to  say  he  appeals,  but  he 
must  give  at  least  one  reason  for  appealing  against 
that  decision.  There  is  no  stronger  language  in 
one  section  than  in  the  other.  The  one  section  says 
he  must  give  his  grounds.  What  are  grounds  but 
reasons  ?  This  section  says  he  must  give  at  least 
one  reason.  Now,  when  this  Franchise  Act  was 
being  discussed  some  remarks  to  which  I  will  refer 
were  made  on  that  very  question  which  we  are 
now  discussing,  as  to  the  meaning  of  the  words  that 
a  reason  or  a  ground  must  be  giyen  for  the  objec¬ 
tion.  I  quote  from  the  Hansard  of  1885,  page  2361. 
Let  us  see  what  the  House  said  on  the  subject 
then.  Sir  John  Macdonald  says  : 

“  At  least  one  reason— we  can  put  it  in  that  way.” 

“Mr.  MILLS.  If  I  understand  the  First  Minister  right¬ 
ly,  he  proposes  to  leave  it  disci’etionary  with  the  judge  to 
say  that,  if  the  party  proposes  to  proceed  upon  any  other 
reason  than  that  expressly  assigned,  he  need  not  investi¬ 
gate  the  matter,  and  may  throw  the  whole  thing  out. 

“  Sir  J OHN  A.  MACDONALD.  No  ;  I  did  not  say  that 
at  all.  That  is  not  my  intention. 

“  Mr.  DAVIES.  I  suppose  the  hon.  gentleman  means 
by  this  that  there  must  be  a  substantial  i-eason  for  appeal¬ 
ing  stated  in  the  notice.  Suppose  while  a  man  is  out  of 
court  for  a  moment  the  revising  officer  strikes  his  name 
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off.  The  man  wants  to  appeal ;  he  may  give  as  a  reason 
for  being  on  the  list,  I  own  a  property  ;  but  what  reason 
would  he  give  for  appealing  against  the  decision?  He 
must  state  that  the  decision  is  wrong  for  some  reason. 

“  Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  No  man  would  appeal 
without  having  some  reason. 

“  Mr.  BOWELL.  Suppose  the  reason  he  gives  is  :  I  am 
qualified,  Suppose  the  revising  officer  says,  you  are  not 
of  age  ;  he  says,  I  am. 

“Mr.  DAVIES.  Even  a  Minister  of  the  Crown  can  be 
astray  on  this  matter.  No  County  Court  judge  would 
receive  the  appeal.” 

That  is  what  the  member  for  Queen's  (Mr.  Davies) 
says.  Further  on,  in  discussing  the  same  section, 
Mr.  Davies  says  : 

“There  is  a  distinction  which,  perhaps,  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  did  not  see.  The  reason  for  appealing  must  be  part 
of  the  notice,  and  without  your  reason  for  appealing  your 
whole  notice  fails.” 

So  that  the  crime  of  the  county  judge  of  the  County 
of  Middlesex  is  that  he  has  given  a  decision  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  common-sense  views  expressed 
by  the  member  for  Queen’s  (Mr.  Davies).  Now, 
having  shown,  I  think,  very  clearly  that  the  judge 
has  not  only  not  acted  in  a  perverse  or  wrong 
manner,  but  that  he  has  the  weight  of  authority 
to  bear  out  the  decision  which  he  gave,  let  me  re¬ 
mind  you  at  the  same  time  that  there  is  no  allega¬ 
tion  whatever  made  that  he  has  come  to  a  wrong 
conclusion,  so  that,  perhaps,  in  arguing  as  I  have 
done,  I  may  have  been  taking  up  the  time  of  the 
House,  because  no  one  will  find  in  the  whole  of  this 
petition  any  charge  or  allegation  of  wrong-doing  in 
the  decision  which  the  judge  has  given.  Now, 
the  next  charge  in  the  petition  is  that  he  has 
been  guilty  of  writing  articles  in  the  public  press 
in  the  city  of  London.  Every  person  knows  that 
when  a  charge  of  impropriety  is  made  against  any 
one,  it  ought  to  be  clearly  and  distinctly  made. 
I  find  it  stated  in  Bourinot’s  work  that  if  it 
is  intended  to  proceed  by  a  petition  against  a 
judge,  all  the  allegations  should  be  specifically 
stated  so  that  the  judge  may  have  a  full  oppor¬ 
tunity  of  answering  the  indictment  as  presented 
against  him.  Now,  I  would  ask  any  hon.  member 
if  there  is  any  indictment  .here  against  the  j  udge  in 
respect  to  the  second  part  of  the  petition  ?  The 
•second  part  of  the  petition  says  that  he  wrote 
articles  in  the  newspapers  of  a  political  character. 
Well,  Sir,  I  never  knew  yet  that  a  judge  was  pre¬ 
vented  from  having  political  opinions  upon  public 
questions.  I  do  not  think  that  that  is  either  law 
or  right.  I  fancy  if  you  polled  the  whole  judiciary 
in  this  country,  you  would  hardly  find  a  judge  who 
would  hesitate  to  give  you  his  views  upon  the  trade 
question  of  this  country.  Have  you  ever  found  a 
judge  yet  who  considered  that  his  mouth  was  closed 
in  respect  to  political  matters  ?  Does  any  man 
in  this  House  consider  that  because  a  man  occupies 
a  seat  on  the  bench,  he  ceases  to  hold  any  views  on 
political  questions,  that  he  never  reads  the  news¬ 
papers,  that  he  never  discusses  political  trade 
questions  ?  I  can  see  no  ground  whatever  for 
impeachment  in  that.  Now,  the  petition  goes  on 
to  say  that  he  wrote  newspaper  articles  of  a  violent 
and  partisan  character,  bearing  upon  the  revision 
of  the  voters’  listsand  upon  the  political  questions  of 
the  day.  Such  an  assertion  is  made  in  the  petition, 
although  the  hon.  member  who  moves  this  motion 
would  not  vouch  for  the  truth  of  it.  If  the  hon. 
gentleman  knew  Judge  Elliott  had  been  guilty  of 
writing  violent  and  partisan  articles  that  would  be 
.condemned  by  people  of  common  sense,  why  does 


not  the  hon.  gentleman  produce  them,  when  he 
has  only  to  step  but  a  little  way  from  this  Chamber 
to  find  them  ? 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.  E.I. )  That  is  not  the  charge. 

Mr.  MONCRIEFF.  I  will  read  the  charge  : 

“  The  said  William  Elliott,  during  the  said  election  and 
while  the  said  appeals  were  pending  before  him,  contri¬ 
buted  editorially  and  also  under  an  assumed  name  to  the 
London  Free  Press  newspaper,  articles  of  a  violent  and 
partisan  character  bearing  upon  the  said  revision  of  the 
voters’ list  and  political  questions  of  the  day,  and  parti¬ 
cularly  upon  the  said  election  for  the  said  electoral  dis¬ 
tinct  and  in  support  of  the  candidature  of  the  said  Carling 
and  against  the  said  Hyman.” 

That  is  exactly  what  I  said  before,  he  is  charged 
with  writing  violent  partisan  articles  concerning 
this  election.  I  repeat  that  we  are  the  tribunal 
who  ought  to  have  an  opportunity  of  judging 
whether  the  articles  are  of  a  violent  or  partisan 
character ;  and  if  the  writings  are  to  be  found 
within  a  few  steps  of  where  we  stand  now,  they 
ought  to  be  produced,  and  the  gentleman  who 
moved  the  resolution  ought  to  take  upon  himself 
the  responsibility  of  saying  :  I  pledge  my  position 
here,  as  member  of  this  House,  that  Judge  Elliott 
wrote  those  articles.  Or,  at  any  rate,  he  ought  to 
produce  the  affidavit  of  some  person  of  veracity 
who  would  say  to  this  House  that  there  was  ground 
for  believing  that  he  did  write  these  articles.  The 
hon.  gentleman,  at  the  beginning  of  his  remarks, 
said  he  would  not  vouch  for  the  truth  of  what  is 
contained  in  the  petition,  but  when  he  comes  to 
that  part  of  the  petition  concerning  articles  in  the 
Free  Press,  and  the  files  of  that  paper  are 
at  hand,  he  should  at  least  bring  them  “forward 
and  point  out  the  articles,  and  let  us  judge 
whether  the  articles  were  proper  to  be  written 
by  a  judge  or  not.  Now,  if  the  judge  came 
here  to  respond  to  charges  in  that  petition,  he 
would  have  a  right  to  know  what  the  articles  were 
that  he  was  charged  with  writmg,  so  that  he  might 
be  asked  whether  he  wrote  them.  The  very  object 
of  bringing  the  charge  here  is,  first,  that  it  may 
be  brought  to  our  knowledge,  and  that  we  may 
ourselves  judge  whether  the  article  alleged  to  have 
been  written  by  this  man  is  one  that,  in  our  opin¬ 
ion,  a  judge  ought  not  to  have  written.  But  such  is 
not  the  position.  The  article  is  not  produced,  we 
have  nothing  whatever  upon  which  to  base  an 
indictment.  Charges  like  this  are  too  vague  upon 
which  to  base  an  indictment  of  the  meanest  crimi¬ 
nal  that  was  ever  brought  before  a  court.  Now, 
can  you  fancy  an  indictment  like  this  which  would 
stand  for  a  moment  ?  The  only  conclusion  I  can 
come  to  is  this  :  I  have  a  right  to  assume 
that  there  was  no  article  in  the  Free  Press  ever 
written  by  J  udge  Elliott  that  would  not  stand  the 
light  of  day  before  this  House  of  Commons.  I 
have  a  right  to  assume  that,  because  this  petition 
has  been  carefully  drawn,  and  the  best  showing  that 
could  be  made  has  doubtless  been  made  by  the 
lawyer  for  the  Reform  interest  in  the  city  of  Lon¬ 
don  who  drew  up  this  petition.  The  next  part  of 
the  charge  is  : 

“  After  the  said  election  and  before  deciding  said 
appeals,  the  said  William  Elliott  in  strong  and  violent 
language  denounced  the  said  Hyman  and  his  supporters 
and  stated  to  several  electors  of  the  said  city,  that  the 
said  Carling  would  certainly  get  the  seat  in  the  House  of 
Commons  for  the  said  electoral  district.” 

Well,  now,  will  any  hon.  gentleman  attempt  to  say 
that  this  is  a  specific  allegation  sufficiently  plain  to 
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be  sent  to  the  judge  for  the  purpose  of  answering 
it  ?  It  does  not  state  the  person  to  whom  the 
language  is  used,  and,  above  all,  it  does  not  state 
the  language  itself  by  which  we  can  judge  if  it  was 
improper  to  be  used  by  a  judge.  I  would  call  at¬ 
tention  to  the  different  cases  of  a  similar  character 
that  have  come  before  us.  There  was  a  case  in  re¬ 
ference  to  Justice  Wood,  of  Manitoba  ;  there  was 
another,  I  think,  in  reference  to  one  of  the  County 
Court  judges.  I  fail  to  find  a  petition  in  any  one 
of  these  cases  that  does  not  specifically  and  clearly 
set  out  the  allegation.  Even  in  the  case  of  Chief 
Justice  Wood,  of  Manitoba,  the  very  position  that 
he  was  in  when  he  made  the  statement  charged 
against  him  as  improper  was  set  forth,  he  is  alleged 
to  have  been  sitting  in  a  barber’s  chair  at  the  time. 
It  was  not  merely  said  that  he  made  an  improper 
statement,  but  the  actual  statement  itself  was 
given  in  the  petition.  No  person  in  this  House 
can  for  a  moment  undertake  to  say  that  the  charge 
made  in  this  case,  which  is  simply  that  he  used 
certain  expressions,  would  be  sufficient  to  entitle 
us  to  call  upon  Judge  Elliott  to  come  here  to  give 
an  answer  to  nothing,  because  that  is  what  the 
petition  really  is.  I  therefore  believe,  Mr. 
Speaker,  that  it  would  be  proper  for  this  House 
to  come  to  the  conclusion  that  no  impropriety 
whatever  is  embraced  in  the  first  part  of  this  peti¬ 
tion,  and  that  neither  the  first  charge,  nor  the 
second  charge,  nor  the  third  charge  in  the  petition 
is  of  such  a  character  that  we  should  call  upon  any 
person  to  answer.  Unable,  as  I  said,  and  as  we  must 
assume  that  the  framer  of  the  petition  was,  to 
specifically  allege  any  charges  of  improper  conduct 
against  the  judge,  it  certainly  was  an  unkind  cut 
indeed  to  make  these  general  charges  without  any 
specific  allegation  against  one  of  the  purest  and 
most  conscientious  judges  who  sits  on  the  bench 
in  Ontario.  The  parties  to  this  petition,  un¬ 
able  to  "make  any  specific  charge  that  would 
hold  water  against  Judge  Elliott,  have  cast 
their  imputation  in  a  general  way  so  that  it  may 
cut  as  deep  as  it  likes.  Sir,  it  would  not  be  out  of 
place  for'  me  to  say,  that  any  person  occupying  the 
position  which  Judge  Elliott  does,  must  feel  deeply 
hurt  at  the  vile  charges  that  are  made  against  his 
decision  in  this  case.  He  must  feel  that  he  has 
been  stabbed  in  the  dark,  and  wounded  by  the 
motion  which  has  been  made  to-day  against  him. 
I  am  sure  if  Judge  Elliott  had  an  opportunity  to 
speak  on  the  floor  of  this  House,  he  would  de¬ 
mand  :  What  charge  is  made  against  me  ;  have  I 
done  any  wrong  in  doing  what  I  did  ?  Neither  the 
petition  nor  the  mover  of  the  petition  have 
charged  him  with  writing  anything  improper, 
and  there  is  not  a  man  in  the  House  who  can  point 
to  an  article  which  J  udge  Elliott  ever  wrote 
that  it  was  improper  for  him  to  have  written. 
If  that  charge  could  have  been  made  it  is  cpiife 
certain  that  it  would  have  been  stated  in  the  peti¬ 
tion.  There  is  no  person  in  this  House  who 
can  state  what  language  Judge  Elliott  used  that 
was  improper  for  him  to  have  used,  or  upon  what 
occasion  he  used  it,  or  else  it  would  have  been  stated 
in  the  petition.  I  say,  therefore,  that  it  was  an 
unkind  cut  to  make  this  general  charge  to  go 
broadcast  to  the  country,  without  making  any 
specific  allegation  against  him.  I  most  sincerely 
hope  for  the  credit  of  the  city  of  London  itself  that 
the  action  of  the  political  promoters  of  this  petition 
has  neither,  as  I  may  say,  been  born  in  defeat  nor 
Mr.  Moncrieff. 


nursed  in  vindictiveness  ;  but  it  does  seem  to  me. 
Sir,  that  this  defeat  and  the  vindictiveness  shown 
is  the  cause  of  this  judge  being  persecuted  in  the 
way  he  is.  Mr.  Speaker,  when  this  House  has 
deliberated  over  this  matter  for  some  time  longer, 
which  it  is  only  proper  that  it  should  do  with  the 
greatest  care  and  the  greatest  of  caution,  I  do  hope 
that  in  the  discussion  which  follows  that  party  feel¬ 
ing  will  not  at  any  rate  go  so  far  as  to  seek  to  con¬ 
demn  a  judge  on  a  petition  of  this  kind.  If  such 
should  take  place  in  this  House,  it  would  show  the 
wisdom  of  the  Act  of  Parliament  which  has  been 
passed  removing  impeachment  trials  from  the 
political  arena,  and  from  the  range  of  party 
feelings.  I  feel  that  if  I  should  come  to  any 
other  conclusion  but  that,  I  should  vote  against 
this  resolution,  I  should  do  myself  wrong,  and  I 
should  do  my  conscience  wrong.  I  cannot,  Sir,  in 
the  face  of  the  petition  and  in  the  face  of  the 
avowal  that  the  mover  of  it  has  made  in  this  House, 
favour  for  one  moment  the  calling  of  Judge  Elliott 
before  the  bar  to  answer  charges  that  are  mythi¬ 
cally  made  in  this  petition,  and  which  I  do  not 
believe  can  be  substantiated.  I  do  not  believe  that 
any  charge  could  be  substantiated  against  the  judge 
which  would  warrant  the  general  aspersions  which 
have  been  made  here.  If  such  specific  charges  could 
be  made,  I  have  no  hesitation  in  saying  that  I  be¬ 
lieve  they  would  have  been  more  particularly  set 
forth  in  this  petition  and  that  we  would  all  have 
had  an  opportunity  of  judging  of  the  articles  that 
it  is  alleged  were  written,  and  of  the  remarks  he 
made.  I  believe,  Sir,  that  the  good  sense  of  hon. 
members  will  cause  them  to  see  the  injustice  done 
to  Judge  Elliot,  by  this  motion. 

It  being  six  o’clock,  the  Speaker  left  the  Chair. 

After  Recess. 

IN  COMMITTEE— THIRD  READINGS. 

Rill  (No.  53)  respecting  the  Qu’Appelle,  Long 
Lake  and  Saskatchewan  Railroad  and  Steamboat 
Company. — (Mr.  Kirkpatrick. ) 

Bill  (No.  96)  respecting  the  St.  John  and  Maine 
Railway  Company  and  the  New  Brunswick  Rail¬ 
way  Company. — (Mr.  Hazen. ) 

Bill  (No.  18)  respecting  certain  Railway  Works 
in  the  City  of  Toronto. — (Mr.  Coatsworth.) 

Bill  (No.  33)  respecting  the  Wood  Mountain  and 
Qu’Appelle  Railway  Company. — (Mr.  Macdonald, 
Winnipeg. ) 

Bill  (No.  37)  respecting  the  Lake  Manitoba  Rail¬ 
way  and  Canal  Company. — (Mr.  Ross,  Lisgar. ) 

Bill  (No.  49)  respecting  the  Cobourg,  North¬ 
umberland  and  Pacific  Railway  Company. — (Mr. 
Guillet. ) 

Bill  (No.  51)  to  incorporate  the  Canso  and  Louis- 
burg  Railway  Company.' — (Mr.  Gillies.) 

SECOND  READINGS. 

Bill  (No.  72)  to  incorporate  the  Winnipeg  and 
Atlantic  Railway  Company. — (Mr.  Masson.) 

Bill  (No.  73)  to  amend  the  Act  to  incorporate 
the  Montreal  Island  Railway  Company. — (Mr.  Des¬ 
jardins,  Hochelaga.) 
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CHARGES  AGAINST  SIR  ADOLPHE 
CARON. 

House  resumed  consideration  of  the  proposed  mo¬ 
tion  of  Mr.  Edgar,  that  certain  charges  of  corrup¬ 
tion  against  Sir  Adolphe  P.  Caron  be  referred  to 
the  Select  Standing  Committee  on  Privileges  and 
Elections. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Mr.  Speaker, 
it  is,  perhaps,  just  as  well  that  a  considerable  inter¬ 
val  of  time  has  been  allowed  to  elapse  between  the 
initiation  of  this  debate  and  its  present  stage. 
Looking  at  the  great  importance  of  the  question 
submitted  for  the  consideration  of  the  House,  it  is 
certainly  desirable  that  every  member  of  this  House 
on  either  side  should  be  in  a  position  to  feel  that 
he  had  considered  fully  and  completely  all  the 
issues  that  are  involved  in  the  proper  decision  of 
this  question,  that  no  man  should  be  allowed  to 
plead  hereafter  that  he  was  taken  by  surprise  or 
that  he  gave  his  vote,  whatever  it  may  be,  hur¬ 
riedly  or  under  a  misconception  of  the  true  issues 
involved  in  this  question  ;  and  I  cannot  but  hope 
that  the  opportunity  for  reflection  which  has  been 
given  to  the  members  of  this  House  will  elicit  from 
both  sides  some  condemnation  of  the  subterfuges  by 
which  it  has  been  attempted  to  diminish  the  rights 
and  dignities  of  Parliament  and  to  screen  the 
alleged  offender  from  the  investigation  which,  under 
the  circumstances,  ought  most  assuredly  to  be  made 
into  the  charges  preferred.  As  I  have  said,  the 
question  is  one  of  the  most  grave  possible  character, 
and  surely  those  of  Us  who  recollect  the  events  of 
the  last  session,  surely  those  of  us  who  know  how 
gravely  the  fair  fame  of  Canada  has  suffered  from 
the  revelations  which  were  made  of  corruption  in  the 
various  departments  of  Government,  should  hesi¬ 
tate  before  committing  this  country  to  the  still 
further  degradation  which  I  regret  to  say  was  pre¬ 
figured  in  the  speech  delivered  to  the  House  on  this 
question  by  the  lion.  Minister  of  Justice.  Up  to 
this  time,  it  has  been  possible,  though  with  some 
reserves,  for  members  on  the  other  side  to  say  that 
at  any  rate  they  had  not  wilfully  and  deliberately 
impeded  the  process  of  investigation  into  charges 
made  against  members  of  this  House.  I  say  with 
some  reserves,  because  I  cannot  at  all  admit  that 
everything  that  was  done  last  session  warranted 
the  assertion  that  the  present  Government  have 
always  abstained  from  wilfidly  putting  obstacles 
in  the  way  of  the  investigation  of  charges  against 
members  of  the  Cabinet.  In  the  first  place,  I  want 
to  call  attention  to  the  nature  of  the  charge  pre¬ 
ferred  by  my  lion,  friend  from  Ontario  (Mr.  Edgar) 
against  the  Postmaster  General.  That  charge, 
which  has  now  been  for  more  than  three  weeks  on 
our  Journals,  sets  forth  in  terms  that  the  lion,  the 
Postmaster  General  was  instrumental  during  the 
period  of  time  from  1882  to  1891  in  procur¬ 
ing  large  sums  of  money  to  be  expended  for 
the  benefit  of  two  railways,  the  Quebec  and  Lake 
St.  John  Railway  and  the  Temiscouata  Railway. 
That  during  the  whole  of  that  time,  if  I  under¬ 
stand  the  charge  aright,  that  hon.  gentleman  was 
actively  engaged  in,  and  profiting  more  or  less 
from,  the  receipt  of  these  large  subsidies  which  he, 
a  Minister  of  the  Crown,  had  advised  to  lie  grant¬ 
ed  to  these  railways  ;  that  besides,  he  had  cor¬ 
ruptly  used  a  large  proportion  of  the  subsidies 
granted  by  Parliament  for  the  purpose  of  debauch¬ 
ing  the  electors  in  a  large  number  of  counties. 


Now?  I  want  the  House  to  understand  that  if 
these  charges  be  proved,  that  the  Minister  beyond 
all  question  stands  guilty  of  conspiracy  and  em¬ 
bezzlement,  he  stands  guilty  of  more,  he  stands 
guilty  of  having  committed  this  embezzlement  for 
political  purposes,  that  being  one  of  the  gravest 
offences  that  can  possibly  be  committed  against 
parliamentary  government.  The  charge  that  is  made 
against  the  Postmaster  General  is,  in  terms,  the 
charge  of  treason  against  this  commonwealth.  He, 
a  Minister  of  the  Crown,  doubly  bound,  first,  as  a 
member  of  this  House,  and  next,  as  a  Minister  of 
State,  to  see  to  it  that  every  farthing  of  the 
people’s  money  is  applied  to  the  object  for  which 
it  was  granted  by  this  House — he  stands  accused 
of  having  conspired  to  steal  the  property  of  the 
whole  people  of  Canada,  and  of  having  used  it  for 
the  purpose  of  debauching  a  large  section  of  the 
electors.-  Sir,  he  stands  guilty,  if  these  charges 
are  proved,  of  a  breach  of  trust  of  the  worst 
possible  kind.  Let  me  ask  this  House  :  For 
what  end  were  these  subsidies  granted  ?  They 
were  granted  on  the  solemn  assurance  of  the 
Government  that  these  railroads  which  it  was 
desired  to  assist,  were  works  calculated  to  ad¬ 
vantage  the  whole  of  this  Dominion.  Whose  duty 
was  it  to  see  that  that  money  so  granted  was  ex¬ 
pended  as  this  House  had  ordered  it  to  be  ex¬ 
pended?  Whose  duty  but  that  of  the  Minister  of 
the  Crown  in  the  first  place,  and  of  this  Parliament 
in  the  second  ?  On  whose  advice,  I  ask  again,  were 
these  large  sums  of  money,  close  upon  $2,000,000, 
granted  to  these  railways  ?  On  the  direct 
advice  and  responsibility  of  the  Ministers  of  the 
Crown,  of  whom  the  Postmaster  General  then  and 
now  was  one.  Now,  Sir,  the  allegation  is  that  the 
Minister,  if  these  charges  be  proved  true,  has 
violated  his  oath  of  office,  and  he  is  charged  clearly 
and  distinctly  with  embezzling  the  public  funds, 
and  doubling  his  crime  by  the  use  to  which  the 
stolen  money  has  been  put.  That  is  the  charge 
specifically  made,  with  full  and  ample  notice, 
placed  several  days  before  it  was  advanced,  in  the 
hands  of  the  Government  and  in  the  hands  of  every 
member  of  this  House ;  and,  Sir,  the  Minister  of 
Justice  rises  in  his  place  to  tell  us  that  he  sees  no 
harm  in  charges  like  this  ;  the  Minister  of  Justice 
of  this  Dominion  can  see  no  ground  for  investiga¬ 
tion,  if  the  facts  stated  by  my  hon.  friend  are 
proved  by  him  to  be  true,  he  dares  to  tell'  us  that 
in  all  this  he  sees  nothing  which  calls  for  the  at¬ 
tention  of  Parliament.  He  presumes  to  talk  to  us 
of  other  courts  being  open  in  which  actions  of  this 
kind  may  be  more  fittingly  brought  than  in  the  high 
court  of  Parliament  ;  lie  presumes  to  talk  of  the 
vagueness  and  indistinctness  of  the  charges  pre¬ 
ferred  by  my  hon.  friend.  Sir,  it  is  not  the  vague¬ 
ness  that  troubles  this  hon.  gentleman,  it  is  the 
fact  that  these  charges  are  clear,  distinct  and 
specific,  involving,  as  they  do,  the  right  of  a  great 
many  members  in  this  House  to  occupy  the  seats 
they  now  hold.  That  is  the  reason,  and  none  other, 
why  the  hon.  gentleman  objects  to  these  charges 
being  investigated.  Mr.  Speaker,  for  my  part,  I 
find  it  very  hard  indeed  to  say  which  the  plea  of 
the  Minister  of  Justice  lacks  most,  whether  it  is 
most  deficient  in  logic, or  whether  it  is  most  deficient 
in  morality.  But  what  it  lacks  in  logic  and  what 
it  lacks  in  morality,  at  least  it  makes  up  in  down¬ 
right  effrontery.  Sir,  I  hold  in  my  hand  two  very 
remarkable  declarations,  one  made  a  very  short 
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time  ago  by  the  lion,  gentleman  himself  ;  another 
made  on  a  somewhat  different  occasion  by  the  pre¬ 
sent  leader  of  this  Government,  which  I  will,  with 
your  permission,  read  to  the  House.  Here  is  what 
the  lion.  Premier  said  in  another  place,  directing 
his  language  to  the  Opposition  in  that  place  : 

“  I  would  ask  lion,  gentlemen  opposite  to  join  with  us 
in  trying  to  find  out  what  the  facts  are  about  this  alleged 
rascality.  We  ask  them  to  give  us  the  benefit  of  their  ex¬ 
perience  in  this  enquiry,  to  assist  us  in  ascertaining  the 
facts  and  placing  them  before  the  public,  in  order  that 
they  may  be  dealt  with  properly,  and,  it  found  guilty, 
that  summary  vengeance  may  be  exercised  upon  those 
who  are  found  guilty  of  appropriating  public  money- 
stealing— be  they  high  or  low.  That  is  the  determination 
of  this  Government  and  this  side  of  the  House.” 

This,  Sir,  was  the  declaration  of  the  Premier  of 
this  Government  no  longer  than  the  7th  August 
last,  as  I  find  it  reported  in  the  Debates  of  the 
Senate  on  the  subject  of  the  Baie  des  Chaleurs 
Railway  Scandal.  That  was  the  virtuous  resolu¬ 
tion  come  to  and  solemnly  announced  by  the  pre¬ 
sent  Premier.  And  not  to  be  behindhand,  a  very 
few  months  after,  we  find  the  present  Minister  of 
Justice  unburdening  himself  in  the  following 
fashion  : — 

“  He  (Sir  John  Thompson)  repeated  the  invitation 
made  elsewhere,  that  if  any  one  has  any  evidence  of 
wrong-doing  against  any  official  or  member  ot  Parliament, 
he  pledged  his  honour  that  the  fullest  investigation 
should  be  made  and  the  information  used  in  the  prosecu¬ 
tion  and  punishment  of  the  guilty  party.  Mr.  Abbott’s 
Government  was  fully  determined  and  pledged  to  investi¬ 
gate,  root  out  and  punish  wrong-doing  wherever  they 
found  it.”  J 

Kra\  e  w  ords,  Mr.  Speaker,  most  excellent  brave 
words.  And  now  that  the  charge  is  made,  now  that 
the  accusation  is  brought  forward  with  all  possible 
due  formality  by  my  hon.  friend,  this  House  had 
the  exhibition,  but  a  few'  weeks  ago,  of  how  the 
Minister  of  Justice  is  prepared  to  redeem  his 
solemn  pledge,  what  interpretation  he  puts  upon 
the  declarations  of  himself  and  of  his  leader.  Sir, 

I  am  not  in  the  slightest  degree  disposed  to  ex¬ 
tenuate  the  offence  alleged  to  have  been  committed 
by  the  Postmaster  General,  if  he  be  found  guilty 
of  what  my  hon.  friend  lias  charged  against  him  ; 
but  I  will  say  that  the  Postmaster  General  is,  in 
my  opinion,  the  honester  man  of  the  two.  There  are 
certain  cases,  and  this  is  one  of  them,  in  which  such  a 
defence  as  was  submitted  to  us  the  other  day,  is  a 
woise  crime,  is  calculated  to  do  more  injury  to 
public  morality,  is  calculated  to  degrade  the  eoun- 
try,  of  which  such  men  are  Ministers,  more,  even, 
than  the  acts  which  we  condemn.  Now',  Sir, 
although,  to  judge  from  the  silence  with  which 
these  remarks  were  received  by  his  own  followers  on 
that  occasion,  they  did  not  agree  with  him  and  I 
might  therefore  pass  them  over  more  lightly.  I  will 
proceed  to  analyse  the  flimsy  sophistries  which  the 
Ministei  of  Justice  was  good  enough  to  entertain 
the  House  with  on  this  momentous  occasion.  He 
told  us  that  charges  such  as  I  have  described, 
charges  of  that  gravity  and  weight,  did  not  really 
call  for  the  attention  of  Parliament.  Let  me  ask 
this  House,  let  me  ask  this  country,  for  what 
purpose  does  Parliament  exist  ?  Sir,  Parliament 
exists,  as  I  understand  it,  for  these  three  chief 
ends  :  Parliament  exists,  first,  to  vote  supplies 
fiom  the  people  of  Canada  for  the  purpose 
of  carrying  on  the.  Government  of  this  country. 

A  ext,  Sir,  Parliament  sits  here  at  great  cost  to  the 
people  of  this  country,  for  the  purpose  of  seeizw 
that  these  moneys  are  honestly  azul  properly  ex° 
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pended,  and  for  the  purpose  of  punishing  any  de¬ 
linquents,  be  they  high  or  low',  who  abuse  the  trust 
that  Parliament  has  reposed  in  them.  I  would 
like  to  know  wdiether  the  Minister  of  Justice,  or 
whether  any  of  his  friends  opposite,  will  dare  to 
rise  in  their  places  and  tell  us  that  they  consider, 
that  if  it  be  true  large  sums  of  money  have  been 
taken  from  these  subsidies  voted  for  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  these  railways  and  have  been  expended 
for  the  purpose  of  debauching  a  large  body  of  the 
electorate,  that  they  consider  that  that  money  w^as 
properly  spent,  that  they  consider  that  a  rightful 
use  of  these  railway  subsidies  is  for  the  purpose  of 
corrupting  and  debauching  the  electorate  of  Can¬ 
ada.  I  would  rather,  for  my  part,  reverse  the  posi¬ 
tion,  and  I  would  rather  ask  these  gentlemen  to 
explain  if  they  can,  what  fault  can  by  possibility 
be  greater  than  the  fault  which  is  charged  against 
the  hon.  Postmaster  General.  It  strikes  not  mere¬ 
ly  at  the  root  of  parliamentary  government,  it 
strikes  at  the  very  foundation  of  our  liberty,  and  I 
cannot  help  but  regretting  that  a  gentleman  like 
the  Minister  of  Justice  of  w  hom  we  once  hoped 
better  things,  should  have  lowered  himself  and 
lowered  the  dignity  of  his  high  office  by  becoming,  or 
appearing  to  become,  the  apologist  for  such  conduct. 
Sir,  I  had  hoped,  and  so  had  others  on  this  side  of  the 
House  a  year  ago,  that  although  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  .was  in  exceedingly  bad  company,  yet  that 
possibly  he  might  have  shaken  himself  free  to  some 
extent  from  the  trammels  of  his  evil  associations  ; 
but  in  his  case  as  in  many  others  we  have  to  repeat 
the  old  adage,  facilisest  descensus  A  verni.  I  likened 
him  some  time  ago  to  a  grey  sheep  among  a  lot  of 
black  ones,  but  I  am  sorry  to  say  that  his  fleece  is 
become  of  quite  as  inky  a  blackness  as  theirs.  I  am 
sorry  to  say  that  these  evil  associations,  or  it  may 
possibly  be  the  imperative  political  exigencies  of  his 
position  have  driven  him  to  assume  an  attitude 
before  this  House,  of  which  I  would  fain  hope  he 
and  his  follow'ers  alike  are  ashamed  in  their  hearts. 

I  tell  the  Minister  of  Justice  that  the  very  chief- 
est  end  and  object  of  Parliament  is  to  form  a 
court  wherein  these  powerful  offenders  who  cannot 
be  dealt  with  by  ordinary  means  and  by  ordinary 
courts  of  law,  may  be  brought  to  justice,  and 
where  their  offences  may  be  exposed.  I  tell  him, 
further,  that  the  man  who  denies  that  that  is  one 
of  the  main  functions  of  Parliament  dees  all  that 
in  him  lies  to  bring  Parliament  and. parliamentary 
government  into  contempt.  Sir,  the^  Minister 
of  Justice  talks  to  us  of  other  courts  being 
open  for  the  purpose  of  impeaching  the  Post¬ 
master  General  for  such  acts.  Where  are 
these  courts  ?  He  did  not  name  them,  nor 
have  I  heard  any  one  of  those  who  followed  him 
on  the  other  side  of  the  House  undertake  to  name 
them.  Let  him  state  the  tribunal,  if  he  can,  wdiicli 
is  capable  of  taking  cognizance  of  such  acts  as  those 
of  which  my  hon.  friend  (Mr.  Edgar)  has  impeached 
the  Postmaster  General.  Let  him  tell  us  in  w'hose 
name  the  action  should  be  brought.  Are  w'e  to 
bring  it  in  the  name  of  the  Minister  of  Justice,  w  ho 
sees  no  harm  in  these  things,  so  that  he  may  at  his 
convenience  and  for  his  colleagues’ advantage,  enter, 

I  suppose,  a  nolle  prosequi  and  put  an  end  to  the 
proceedings.  Mr.  Speaker,  it  is  trifling  with  this 
House,  it  is  trifling  with  this  country,  to  find  a 
gentleman  in  his  position  talking  to  us  of  being- 
able  to  try  these  matters  in  the  election  courts. 
Surely  his  own  experience,  surely  the  experience  of 
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the  Minister  of  Finance,  surely  the  experience  of 
the  Minister  of  Marine  would  have  been  enough  to 
teach  us  what  sort  of  tribunal  these  election  courts 
are  when  you  want  to  indict  Ministers  of  the 
Crown  of  bribery  and  corruption.  Three  of 
these  hon.  gentlemen,  if  my  memory  serves,  have 
been  indicted  of  bribery  and  corruption  ;  not 
one  of  them  has  been  brought  to  trial  yet, 
and  apparently,  judging  from  what  we  see, 
there  is  the  extremes!  difficulty  in  bringing 
any  of  them  to  trial  at  all.  More  than  that, 
Sir,  no  man  knows  better  than  the  Minister  of 
Justice  that  these  facts  have  only  come  into  our 
possession  within  a  very  short  period,  and  that  it 
is  the  merest  mockery  to  talk  now  of  invoking  the 
election  courts  ;  election  courts  which  have  dis¬ 
charged  their  functions  for  years  and  years,  and 
election  courts  which  under  no  possible  circum¬ 
stances  could  be  utilized  for  the  purpose  of  proving 
those  acts  which  my  hon.  friend  from  Ontario  (Mr. 
Edgar)  has  charged.  Is  the  Minister  of  Justice  going 
to  repeat  here  to  us  the  monstrous  doctrine  that  if 
these  lion,  gentlemen  are  able  to  cover  up  their 
tracks,  if  these  hon.  gentlemen  are  able  to  conceal 
from  the  House  and  from  the  country  the  very 
pretty  pranks  they  appear  to  have  been  playing 
during  the  late  elections,  and  the  preceding  elec¬ 
tions,  that  therefore,  because  with  all  the  aid  and 
resources  of  the  Government  to  back  them,  they  can 
conceal  their  tracks  for  a  certain  time,  they  are 
consequently  entitled  to  absolute  immunity?  Was 
a  more  monstrous  absurdity  ever  propounded  ,by 
either  clerk  or  layman  ?  The  Minister  of  Justice 
knows  well,  and  we  are  all  of  us,  I  fancy,  sufficiently 
acquainted  with  legal  proceedings  to  know  that  if 
there  is  one  doctrine  better  known  to  English 
justice  than  another  it  is  :  That  men  who  occupy 
the  position  of  trustees,  as  the  Postmaster  General 
and  his  colleagues  do  in  a  double  sense,  cannot 
under  any  circumstances  plead  limitation  of  time 
as  a  bar  to  action  against  a  breach  of  their  trust. 
Monstrous  as  the  allegation  is,  that  because,  as 
I  have  said,  they  have  succeeded  for  a  time 
in  concealing  their  iniquity,  they  should,  there¬ 
fore,  escape  punishment  and  exposure,  it  is  at 
least  equally  absurd  to  bring  the  charge  of  vague¬ 
ness  against  the  accusation  of  my  hon.  friend 
from  Ontario  (Mr.  Edgar).  If  ever  transactions 
were  plainly  and  distinctly  stated  they  are  stated 
in  this  set  of  charges  which  I  now  hold  in  my  hand. 
You  have  the  dates  given,  you  have  the  places 
given,  you  have  the  modus  operandi  fully  entered 
into  in  every  shape,  and  my  hon.  friend  over  and 
above  all  that  professes  to  be  prepared  and  ready 
to  give  ample  and  minute  proof  of  all  that  he  has 
asserted.  I  repeat  that  what  these  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  really  do  fear  is  not  the  indefiniteness, 
but  the  exceeding  definiteness  and  precision  of  the 
evidence  which  my  hon.  friend  is  prepared  to  sub¬ 
mit.  Then,  Sir,  to  turn  to  another  aspect  of  this 
case.  I  am  amazed,  I  am  astonished  at  the  intoler¬ 
able  cowardice  which  this  Government  with  their 
huge  majority  display  on  an  occasion  like  this.  I 
could  understand  the  action  which  the  Government 
are  taking  if  they  were  being  dealt  with  as  the  Pre¬ 
mier  of  one  of  our  provinces  was  lately  dealt  with  by 
the  Lieutenant  Governor  thereof.  If  they  had  been 
called  upon  to  plead  their  case  before  a  Commission, 
a  hostile  Commission,  mainly  composed  of  men 
known  to  be  hostile  to  them  and  appointed  by  a 
political 'enemy,  then  I  could  have  understood,  per¬ 


haps,  their  hesitation  at  committing  their  fate  to  such 
a  tribunal.  But  what  does  my  hon.  friend  from 
Ontario  (Mr.  Edgar) propose  ?  He  proposes  to  bring 
his  charge  before  a  body  composed,  two-tliirds  at 
least,  of  this  gentleman’s  own  most  staunch  suppor¬ 
ters  ;  two-thirds  of  whom  they  themselves  selected 
and  chose,  according  to  the  rules  of  our  House. 
Why,  Sir,  before  such  atribunaldoes  any  man  doubt 
that'  the  accused  party  would  get  the  benefit  of 
every  possible  doubt  that  could  be  raised  in  his 
favour  ?  Does  any  man  doubt  that  before  such  a 
tribunal  every  legal  plea,  or  every  legal  quibble,  I 
might  say,  which  coidd  be  urged  in  his  behalf,  or 
for  the  purpose  of  averting  and  balking  the  in¬ 
vestigation,  would,  to  say  the  least  of  it,  receive 
its  full  weight  ?  And  yet  the  Government  dare 
not  face  such  a  tribunal  as  that.  Mr.  Speaker, 
the  evidence  is  irresistible,  the  evidence  is  clear, 
the  evidence  is  plain  ;  the  Government  must  know 
that  my  hon.  friend’s  proofs  are  of  a  character 
that  cannot  be  gainsaid  or  denied,  or  otherwise 
it  would  be  their  clear  mterest  to  court  investiga¬ 
tion  before  such  a  body  as  that,  knowing  that  if 
they  could  find  a  flaw  in  my  hon.  friend’s  indict¬ 
ment,  he  could  not  possibly  escape  from  such  a 
tribunal  without  severe  censure  and  rebuke.  Sir, 
the  very  climax  of  absurdity  appeared  to  me  to  be 
reached  in  that  part  of  the  speech  of  the  Minister 
of  Justice  in  which  he  declared  that  he,  forsooth, 
objected  to  going  before  the  Committee  on  Privi¬ 
leges  and  Elections  because  it  was  a  partial  tribunal. 
Consider,  Sir,  his  nice  sense  of  honour — the  Minister 
of  Justice  had  rather  go  before  no  tribunal  at  all 
than  before  a  tribunal  which  he  thinks  might  be 
too  partial  to  himself.  That  is  his  reason  as  given 
in  the  speech  in  Hansard  for  objecting  to  a  reference 
to  the  Committee  on  Privileges  and  Elections.  W ell, 
Sir,  again  I  have  recourse  to  the  old  maxim,  volenti 
non  fit  injuria.  My  hon.  friend  takes  the  risk  ; 
his  is  the  loss,  his  the  danger,  nobody  else’s  ; 
and  the  nice  scruples  of  the  Minister  of  Justice 
surely  cannot  lead  him  any  further,  when  my  hon. 
friend  who  prefers  the  charge  and  takes  the  risk  is 
willing  to  submit  his  case  to  such  a  tribunal  as  I 
have  described.  Sir,  there  is  a  reason,  and  I  sus¬ 
pect  an  exceedingly  good  reason,  why  the  present 
Government  object,  and  object  very  strongly,  to 
deal  with  the  offence  alleged  to  have  been  committed 
by  the  hon.  Postmaster  General.  We  have  not 
sat  in  this  House  so  long  without  understanding 
thoroughly  that  the  hon.  Postmaster  General  has 
been  for  many  years  one  of  the  inner  ring,  and 
thoroughly  familiar  with  all  the  machinery  by 
which  fields  were  fought  and  won  in  electoral  cam¬ 
paigns.  We  have  not  been  here  for  so  many  years, 

|  Sir,  without  knowing  enough  of  the  character  of 
that  hon.  gentleman  to  know  that  being  thus 
thoroughly  familiar  with  all  the  inner  details  of 
those  campaigns,  he  isnot,  and  I  do  not  blame  him  for 
it,  disposed  to  be  made  the  scapegoat  and  to  pay  the 
whole  cost  of  any  little  delinquencies  that  may  come 
to  light.  Mr.  Speaker,  what  my  hon.  friend  has 
brought  to  light,  and  what  I  know  well  he  will 
prove  if  the  opportunity  is  given  him,  is  after  all 
oidy  part  and  parcel  of  that  colossal  scheme  of  cor¬ 
ruption  by  which  and  under  which  Canada  has 
been  governed  for  the  last  fourteen  years.  I  know 
well,  Sir,  and  the  Ministers  of  the  Crown  know  well, 
how  the  elections  of  1882werewon,  how  the  elections 
of  1887  were  won,  how  the  elections  of  1891  were 
won,  and  how  the  recent  bye-elections,  if  they  will 
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have  it,  were  bought  and  sold  likewise.  Sir,  we 
know  that  the  merest  corner  of  the  veil  was  lifted 
by  the  disclosures  of  last  session  ;  and  I  say  to  this 
House  that  if  this  investigation  and  the  others 
demanded  by  the  Opposition,  be  had,  we  shall  see, 
and  all  Canada  will  see,  with  regard  to  the  mode 
in  which  Canada  has  been  governed  for  these  many 
years  past,  that  not  on  this  continent,  Tammany 
Hall  itself  not  excepted,  has  there  ever  been  such  a 
system  of  organized  corruption  as  that  investigation 
and  others  like  it  would  expose.  There  are  many 
other  forms  of  corruption  and  abuse  to  which 
this  system  of  railway  subsidies  has  been 
put.  I  do  not  mean  to  say  that  among  the 
hundred  or  more  subsidies  granted  of  late  years 
there  may  not  have  been  some  half  dozen,  more  or 
less,  which  did  to  some  extent  redeem  the  pledges 
on  which  they  were  given,  and  which  may  have 
•been  for  works  for  the  real  benefit  of  the  country 
at  large.  But  I  do  say  that,  taking  the  railway 
subsidies  as  a  whole,  they  have  been  one  of  those 
sources  of  organized  corruption  by  which  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  have  held  and  kept  their  power ;  and 
I  for  my  part  do  not  wonder  in  the  least  at  finding 
many  men  objecting  to  this  investigation,  knowing 
as  I  do  how  these  same  railway  subsidies  have  been 
used  for  the  corruption  of  members  of  Parliament, 
how  they  have  been  tolled  for  the  private  advantage 
of  members  of  Parliament,  how  stock  formerly 
worthless  has  been  made  valuable  by  means  of 
subsidies  got  by  political  influence,  how  in  many 
ways  they  have  been  used  in  debauching  representa¬ 
tives  and  constituencies  alike  ;  and  it  will  be  well 
for  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  to  remember  that  if 
they  object  to  these  broad  statements,  as  they  call 
them,  their  refusal  to  investigate  charges  like  these 
justifies  and  proves  them  in  the  eyes  of  the  public, 
and  in  the  eyes  of  every  honest  man.  More  than 
that,  Sir,  there  are  other  and  grave  consequences 
which  may  flow  to  the  people  of  this  country  if  the 
ill-advised  declaration  of  the  Minister  of  Justice  is 
sustained  by  his  supporters.  Sir,  I  warn  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  on  the  other  side  of  the  House  that  although 
they  may  vote  this  motion  down,  although  they  may 
abuse  this  majority  of  theirs  got  by  the  means  I 
have  indicated,  for  the  purpose  of  preventing  this 
investigation,  most  assuredly — andlpledge  my  hon¬ 
our  to  the  Minister  of  Justice  to  that  effect — most 
assuredly  the  matter  shall  not  end  there.  Let  them 
refuse,  Sir,  if  they  dare.  I  want  to  see  if  there  are 
enough  among  the  120  or  130  members  who  sup¬ 
port  the  hon.  gentleman  to  save  Sodom  from  de¬ 
struction.  The  number  is  not  great,  and  1  hope 
to  see  them  stand  forward.  But,  Sir,  whether  they 
do  or  not,  I  pledge  these  hon.  gentlemen  that 
whether  or  not  they  vote  us  down,  they  shall  not 
vote  this  matter  down  in  the  public  eye.  I  tell 
them  that  these  things  shall  have  publicity,  and 
that  if  they  refuse  an  investigation,  all  Canada,  all 
England,  the  whole  of  the  United  States,  every 
English-speaking  community,  shall  ring  with  the 
tidings  of  their  shame  ;  and  Sir,  I  leave  it  to  them 
to  consider,  each  and  all  of  them,  how  they  will 
like  it  when  under  these  circumstances  they  find 
themselves  forced  to  bring  actions  in  courts  of  law 
or  sit  down  convicted  and  dishonoured  for  ever.  Sir, 
it  is  easy  to  see  how  one  evil  precedent  brings 
another.  I  could  hardly  have  believed  that  the 
hon.  gentlemen  would  have  ventured  this  length 
but  for  the  political  exigencies  which  compelled 
them,  in  spite  of  their  own  repeated  declara- 
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tions,  to  refuse  last  year  the  investigation 
asked  for  by  my  hon.  friend  from  Lambton  (Mr. 
Lister)  into  the  doings  in  connection  with  Section 
B,  and  I  can  easily  understand  what  a  lever  that 
refusal  has  been  in  the  hands  of  the  hon.  Postmas¬ 
ter  General,  and  how  justly,  for  the  matter  of  that, 
from  his  point  of  view,  he  can  plead  that  if  you  do 
not  investigate  the  misdoings  of  other  members  of 
the  Government,  you  have  no  right  to  investigate 
mine.  Then  there  is  a  third  consideration  which 
most  assuredly  ought  to  have  weight  with  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite.  Those  hon.  gentlemen  are 
continually  talking  to  us  of  the  superior  loyalty  of 
their  policy  and  the  superior  loyalty  of  their  prin¬ 
ciples.  Well,  I  have  often  expressed  here  and  else¬ 
where  my  own  private  opinion  of  the  commercial 
value  of  their  loyalty,  and  not  many  hours  have 
elapsed  since  -we  had  the  opportunity  of  seeing  how 
ill-disposed,  when  called  upon,  they  were  to  give 
effect  to  their  loyalty  to  the  mother  country  by 
touching  the  pockets  of  their  own  supporters.  But  I 
would  ask  the  House  and  these  gentlemen,  and  more 
especially  I  would  ask  the  advisers  of  the  Crown, 
to  consider  well  the  sorry  position  in  which  they 
are  placing  the  Crown  by  the  advice  they  are  appar¬ 
ently  now  giving  the  Crown  to  refuse  all  investiga¬ 
tion  into  charges  brought  against  one  of  its 
Ministers.  I  said  a  little  while  ago  that  the  Post¬ 
master  General  had  a  double  responsibility.  He  is, 
in  the  first  place,  a  member  of  this  House,  and  in 
that  capacity  a  trustee  of  the  people  of  Canada, 
but  he  is  likewise  a  member  of  the  executive  com¬ 
mittee  of  the  Privy  Council  and  a  sworn  adviser  of  , 
the  Crown.  Now,  unfortunately,  perhaps,  for 
Canada'  and  for  the  Crown,  the  Ministers  of  the 
Crown  have,  to  a  certain  extent,  the  honour  of  the 
Crown  in  their  keeping ;  and  I  tell  them  they  have 
given  most  evil  advice  to  His  Excellency  if,  as  I 
must  presume,  before  they  came  down  here  the 
other  day  to  make  the  statement  they  did,  they 
had  advised  His  Excellency  that  it  was  expedient 
to  refuse  an  investigation  into  the  conduct  of  one 
of  his  Ministers.  I  say  that  they  could  do  no  one 
thing  more  likely  to  bring  the  honour  and  dig¬ 
nity  of  the  Crown  into  disrespect  than  to  give  such 
advice.  If  they  had  plotted  to  destroy  the  dignity 
of  the  Crown,  they  could  do  it  in  no  better  way. 
And  when  we  compare  what  took  place  under  our 
own  eyes  in  another  province,  when  we  compare 
the  action  taken  by  a  deputy  of  the  Crown,  under 
circumstances  not  calling  in  half  so  extreme  a  degree 
for  the  action  of  the  Crown  as  those  enumerated  in 
the  charges  brought  forward  by  my  hon.  friend, 
all  I  can  tell  them  is  this,  that  they  are 
doing  their  very  best  to  provoke  men  to  make 
comparisons  in  no  way  to  the  credit  of  the 
responsible  advisers  of  the  Governor  General  here. 

I  make  no  comparison.  It  is  not  my  place  on  the 
present  occasion  to  do  so,  but  I  can  tell  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  that  in  every  part  of  Canada  those  compari¬ 
sons  are  being  drawn,  and  if  the  dignity  of  the 
Crown  suffers,  it  is  owing  to  the  evil  advice  given 
by  these  evil  advisers.  It  is  to  their  disloyal  and 
treacherous  advice  that  any  injury  which  may 
accrue  to  our  present  form  of  government  must 
fairly  be  traced.  But  it  is  not  enough  that  these 
hon.  gentlemen  should  dishonour  the  Crown.  They 
must  likewise  strike  at  the  very  root  of  parliamen¬ 
tary  government,  they  must  likewise  strike  at  all 
public  morality  besides  by  this  refusal  of  theirs  to 
have  the  charges  investigated.  If  this  refusal  be 


1749 


[APEIL  27,  1892.] 


1750 


persisted  in,  if,  when  charges  like  these  are  pre¬ 
ferred,  Ministers  of  the  Crown  continue  to  deny 
the  right  of  Parliament  to  investigate  them  and  as¬ 
certain  on  what  evidence  they  have  been  made,  and 
to  inflict  a  fitting  punishment  if  they  are  sustained, 
then  we  can  come  to  no  other  conclusion  but  that 
the  Ministers  of  the  Crown  in  Canada  are  prepared 
to  proclaim  that  it  is  the  duty  of  Ministers  to 
steal  funds  wherever  they  can  get  them,  to  betray 
their  oaths  of  office,  and  to  use  those  stolen  funds 
for  the  purpose  of  debauching  the  electorate.  For 
that  and  nothing  else  is  implied  by  their  refusal 
to  investigate  the  charges  preferred  by  the  hon. 
member  for  Ontario.  I  repeat,  and  it  cannot  be 
too  often  or  too  clearly  stated,  that  in  a  case 
like  this,  refusal  to  investigate  is  of  necessity 
tantamount  to  a  confession  of  guilt.  All  men  so 
interpret  it,  all  men  must  of  necessity  so  inter¬ 
pret  it,  and  all  men,  I  may  say,  apart  from  the 
pledged  supporters  of  the  Government  in  this 
House,  are  even  now  prepared  to  so  interpret  it. 
It  is  not  a  question  for  casuists,  but  it  is  becom¬ 
ing  a  very  practical  question  whether,  if  the 
Government  of  Canada  confess,  as  by  refusal  to 
investigate  they  do  confess,  that  such  are  the 
doctrines  they  teach  and  preach,  whether  to  a 
Government  like  that  any  allegiance  is  due.  If 
those  charges  be  true,  their  parliamentary  majority 
for  long  years  has  been  maintained  by  means  which 
can  be  characterized  as  nothing  else  than  the  pro¬ 
ceeds  of  deliberate  theft  ;  and  I  again  add  that  if 
that  investigation  be  still  refused  their  parliament¬ 
ary  majority  is  used  as  an  instrument  for  the  con¬ 
doning  and  perpetration  of  robbery.  It  may  well  be 
said  that  in  Canada,  at  any  rate,  parliamentary 
government  is  on  its  trial,  and  it  may  be  added  that 
by  such  a  refusal  as  this  the  very  existence  of  Canada 
is  gravely  imperilled.  Men  are  asking  in  many 
parts  of  Canada  why  they  should  submit  to  bear  the 
tremendous  losses  they  are  daily  obliged  to  encounter, 
when  they  find  such  doctrines  as  this  abound,  when 
they  find  the  most  ordinary  justice  is  denied  to  the 
members  of  the  Opposition  when  they  bring  for¬ 
ward  charges  of  this  gravity.  Do  they  suppose 
that  such  a  course  is  going  to  reconcile  men  to 
bearing  quietly  these  losses  ?  Do  they  suppose 
that  such  a  course  is  going  to  intensify  the  feelings 
of  loyalty  of  the  people  to  the  Crown,  and  make 
them  bear  patiently  losses  which  have  driven  so 
many  of  them  to  seek  a  refuge  in  another  land  ? 
They  may  very  well  ask  what  useful  end  such  a 
Government  as  this  can  profess  to  serve.  If 
Government  is  good  for  anything,  it  is  for  the 
purpose  of  promoting  the  moral  and  material 
welfare  of  the  people.  I  would  ask  what  moral  end 
such  a  Government  as  this  can  subserve?  How  they 
have  advanced  our  material  welfare,  the  records 
of  the  last  census  tell  but  too  well.  Last  year  the 
revelations  then  made  went  a  very  long  way,  I  am 
sorry  to  say,  to  destroy  the  respect  all  men  would 
like  to  feel  for  the  Government  of  the  country  in 
which  they  live,  and  for  the  Parliament  with 
whose  aid  that  Government  administers  the  affairs 
of  the  country.  But  if  this  last  degradation  be  in¬ 
flicted,  I  tell  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  they  go  ex¬ 
tremely  far  towards  destroying  the  last  vestige  of 
national  self-respect.  If  they  wish  that  Canada  shall 
henceforth  be  known  as  a  country,  not  merely  in 
which  shameful  frauds  have  been  brought  to  light, 
but  as  the  one  country,  perhaps,  among  all  English- 
speaking  nations  enjoying  representative  institu¬ 


tions,  where  such  frauds,  when  exposed,  escape 
punishment  and  are  rewarded  with  immunity,  they 
have  merely  to  persist  refusing  this  investigation. 
They  will  not  even  go  through  the  mere  form  of  jus¬ 
tice.  They  will  not  even  allow  my  hon.  friend  to  state 
in  detail  the  reasons  and  give  the  proofs  on  which  his 
charges  are  based,  and  finally,  we  have  of  all  men  in 
the  country,  the  Minister  of  Justice,  the  man  who  is 
bound  by  his  oath  of  office  to  see  that  no  evil-doers 
can  escape  punishment,  if  the  proof  only  be  brought 
forward,  the  man  who  has  pledged  his  honour  again 
and  again  that  any  charge  preferred  in  Parliament 
or  out  of  it  against  any  supporter  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  much  more  against  any  colleague,  shall 
receive  full  and  complete  investigation  ;  we  find 
him,  with  these  words  scarcely  ceasing  to  vibrate 
on  his  lips,  rising  in  his  place,  becoming  the  chief 
apologist  of  criminals  and  deciding  to  use  his  high 
position  and  great  parliamentary  majority  for  the 
purpose  of  thwarting  and  defeating  the  ends  of 
justice. 

Mr.  DICKEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  do  not  propose 
to  follow  the  hon.  member  for  South  Oxford  (Sir 
Richard  Cartwright)  in  the  line  of  argument  he  has 
adopted,  but  1  am  sure  that  he  must  feel  gratified 
that  this  motion  has  been  made,  if  for  no  other  rea¬ 
son  than  because  he  has  had  an  opportunity  afforded 
him  of  scattering  some  of  that  store  of  parliamentary 
vitriol  with  which  he  is  so  largely  supplied.  The 
hon.  gentleman  began  with  an  attack  upon  the 
Minister  of  Justice,  he  followed  that  by  attacking 
the  Conservative  party  generally,  he  then  made 
some  insinuations  which  would  seem  to  be  intended 
to  intimidate  the  representative  of  the  Queen  in  this 
country,  and  he  wound  up  with  a  general  denunci¬ 
ation  of  our  country,  Canada,  itself.  I  am  only 
glad  that  his  remarks  did  not  seem  to  excite  very 
much  enthusiasm  among  the  gentlemen  who  sit 
behind  him.  I  will  proceed  as  shortly  as  I  can  to 
discuss,  I  hope  in  a  somewhat  different  temper  from 
the  hon.  gentleman  who  has  just  taken  his  seat,  the 
serious  question  now  before  the  House,  and  1  hope 
I  feel  the  importance  of  the  question,  one  which  is 
fraught  with  importance  to  the  House  itself  and  to 
this  country.  There  can  be  no  matter  of  greater  im¬ 
portance  to  this  country  than  thepurity  and  integrity 
of  this  Parliament  and  its  members,  and  alongside  of 
that  we  have  to  consider  some  other  interests  which 
are  also  involved.  We  have  to  consider  the  lights 
of  the  members  of  this  House  as  individuals,  and 
we  have  to  consider  the  rights  of  minorities  in  this 
House.  '  I  propose  to  discuss  shortly  the  matters 
involved  in  this  question,  and  in  so  doing  I  would 
like  to  state  briefly  my  view  of  the  law  in  regard 
to  charges  of  this  nature.  This  is  a  pure  matter  of 
law.  It  does  not  seem  to  me  to  be  a  matter  for 
such  declamation  as  we  have  been  treated  to  from 
the  other  side  of  the  House.  It  is  a  purely  legal 
question.  A  proposition  is  made  to  the  House, 
charges  are  made  against  an  hon.  gentleman  simi¬ 
lar  in  character  to  an  indictment  in  a  court,  and  it 
is  a  question  of  law  whether  this  Parliament  should 
enter  into  the  investigation  of  that  charge  or  not. 
Now,  in  the  first  place,  I  wish  to  lay  a  few  words 
with  reference  to  what  charges  have  in  the  past 
been  investigated  by  Parliament  when  made  against 
its  members,  and  I  wish  to  say  that  the  Minister 
of  Justice,  though  perhaps  not  fully  stating  the 
law  on  that  subject,  was  more  correct  than  the 
leader  of  the  Opposition  seemed  to  think  he  was. 
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I  understood  the  Minister  of  Justice  to  say  that 
this  Parliament  was  not  a  court  of  justice  to 
enquire  into  the  private  conduct  of  its  members.  I 
believe  that  statement  is  correct,  and  I  would  like 
to  read  to  the  House  a  statement  of  Mr.  Morley, 
in  his  Life  of  Edmund  Burke,  dealing  with  the 
■question  of  privilege  as  it  existed  in  the  time  of 
Burke,  and  he,  a  philosophic  statesman  of  great 
repute  in  England  and  a  profound  thinker,  gives 
his  opinion  on  page  97  of  the  Life  as  follows  : — - 

“The  bulk  of  the  members  in  those  bad  times,  as  on 
many  previous  occasions  and  some  since,  could  not  divest 
themselves  of  the  idea  that  the  House  is  a  court  of  law. 
The  mischief  flowing  from  such  a  doctrine  is  sufficiently 
obvious.  The  public  liberties  were  as  much  in  peril  from 
these  arbitrary  assumptions  of  an  oligarchic  chamber,  as 
they  had  ever  been  from  the  arbitrary  assumptions  of  an 
unconstitutional  sovereign.” 

And  that  doctrine  is  borne  out  also  by  Hallam’s 
Constitutional  History,  a  work  which,  for  absolute 
; fairness  and  profound  thought,  I  think  any  gentle¬ 
man  in  this  House  will  admit  to  be  an  authority. 
The  hon.  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  was  extremely 
unfortunate  in  the  two  cases  he  selected  as  instances 
against  the  rule  laid  down  by  the  leader  of 
this  House.  The  cases  of  De  Cobain  and  Sadleir 
were  not  cases  supporting  the  leader  of  the  Oppo¬ 
sition.  As  was  pointed  out  by  the  Minister  of 
Marine,  these  gentlemen  were  expelled  from  the 
House  of  Commons  for  altogether  different  reasons. 
The  House  did  not  investigate  the  offences.  Mr. 
Sadleir’s  case  was  investigated  by  a  commission, 
and  he  was  found  guilty  of  the  offence,  but  the 
House  held  no  investigation  into  it,  nor  did  it  into 
the  case  of  Mr.  De  Cobain.  As  far  as  I  have  been 
able  to  arrive  at  a  conclusion  on  this  matter,  the 
House  has  no  power  to  expel  a  member  except  for 
an  offence  committed  in  his  capacity  as  a  member 
of  the  House,  or  when  he  is  convicted  by  some 
outside  tribunal  of  some  serious  offence  such  as  a 
felony,  or  when  he  is  an  outlaw  jpid  has  fled  from 
justice,  as  in  the  case  of  Louis  Riel  in  this  Parlia¬ 
ment.  There  is  another  case,  and  that  is  the  mis¬ 
application  of  public  money.  These,  as  far  as  I 
have  been  able  to  learn,  are  the  only  cases  in  which 
the  House  of  Commons  in  England  has  ever  exer¬ 
cised  its  jurisdiction.  There  is  one  case  to  which 
I  will  call  attention,  and  that  is  the  case  of  Mr. 

(  awthorne.  In  Bourinot ’s  Parliamentary  Practice 
it  was  stated  that  he  was  expelled  from  Parliament 
for  conduct  unbecoming  a  gentleman  and  an  officer. 
If  that  were  a  correct  statement,  it  would  be  go¬ 
ing  a  very  long  distance,  because  any  one  having  a 
seat  in  Parliament  would  be  compelled  to  square 
his  conduct  day  and  night  with  the  views  of  the 
majority  as  to  what  constituted  conduct  becoming 
an  officer  and  a  gentleman,  but  investigation  shows 
that  that  was  not  the  case  in  regard  to  Mr.  Caw- 
thorne.  He  was  found  guilty  by  a  court-martial  of 
i disgraceful  conduct,  and  the  House  based  its 
action  on  that  finding  of  the  court-martial  but 
made  no  investigation  itself,  and  he  was  ex¬ 
pelled  because  he  had  been  found  guilty  by 
the  court  -  martial.  It  is  necessary  that  this 
House  should  proceed  carefully  with  these 
matters.  Thisf  Parliament  of  Canada  has  had 
occasion  more  than  once  to  regret  action  it  has 
taken  on  matters  of  privilege.  The  English  House 
of  Commons  has  also  had  reason  to  regret  it.  We 
are  all  familiar  with  the  case  of  Mr.  John  Wilkes, 
who  was  expelled  and  in  regard  to  whom  the  House 
of  Commons  was  obliged  a  few  years  afte wards  bv 
Mr.  Dickey.  J 


the  force  of  reason  to  expunge  all  the  minutes  in 
regard  to  him  from  their  records  because  they  were 
found  to  be  unconstitutional.  The  same  thing  took 
place  here  in  regard  to  Mr.  Lyon  Mackenzie,  and 
in  England  the  case  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh  was  some¬ 
what  similar.  So  that  it  must  be  quite  clear  to  the 
House  that  in  proceedings  of  such  a  serious  nature 
as  the  investigation  into  the  character  of  one  of  its 
members,  the  House  should  proceed  deliberately, 
temperately  and  calmly.  I  would  like  to  direct  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  procedure  given  in 
May’s  Constitutional  History,  which  is  quoted  by 
Bourinot  with  regard  to  these  matters.  May  says : 

“  Both  Houses  of  Parliament  must  act  within  the  limits 
of  their  jurisdiction,  and  in  strict  conformity  with  the 
law.” 

He  is  now  speaking  of  expelling  members  of  Par¬ 
liament  : 

“  An  abuse  of  privilege  is  even  more  dangerous  than  an 
abuse  of  prerogative.  In  the  one  case  the  wrong  is  done 
by  an  irresponsible  body  ;  in  the  other  the  Ministers  who 
advised  it  are  open  to  censure  and  punishment.” 

I  want  to  draw  particular  attention  to  the  next 
paragraph  where  May  says  : 

“The  judgment  of  offences  should  be  guided  by  the 
severest  principles  of  law.” 

So  I  say  that  in  approaching  this  question  we  are 
not  to  assume  that  because  an  hon.  gentleman  gets 
up  on  the  other  side  of  the  House,  or  upon  this 
side,  and  makes  a  charge,  therefore  the  House  is 
bound  to  enter  into  an  investigation  of  that  charge. 
The  House  has  another  and  a  higher  duty  to  per¬ 
form  ;  it  has  to  regard  the  precedents  that  have 
been  established,  and  it  has  a  duty  to  the  House 
that  will  follow  it  to  establish,  in  its  turn,  good 
precedents  ;  and  this  charge  of  the  lion,  member 
for  West  Ontario  must  now  be  investigated  in  the 
light  of  the  precedents  and  in  the  light  of  the  prin¬ 
ciples  laid  down  by  May  and  Bourinot.  Now, 
coming  to  the  charge  itself,  there  is,  I  may  say,  a 
legal  presumption  that  it  has  been  made  as  strong 
as  it  could  well  be  made.  I  am  quite  sure  that  the 
hon.  member  for  West  Ontario  had  the  assistance 
of  the  many  able  legal  lights  that  sit  close  around 
him.  I  am  quite  sure  they  burned  the  mid-night 
oil  over  this  charge  ;  I  am  sure  that  every  word 
was  carefully  weighed  and  put  in  its  proper- 
place,  and  the  piece  of  mosaic  made  as  highly 
coloured  as  it  could  possibly  be  made.  The 
same  rule  applies  in  criminal  matters  in  courts 
of  law.  Indictments  are  to  be  very  strictly  con¬ 
strued  ;  and  a  charge  of  this  sort  by  one  member 
of  this  House  against  another,  must  be  construed 
strictly,  the  language  must  be  taken  in  the  nat¬ 
ural  sense  in  which  it  is  written,  especially  in  a 
case  like  the  present,  where  it  is  drawn  by  a  legal 
gentleman  of  great  experience,  assisted  no  doubt 
by  others  of  equal  talent.  Therefore,  I  think  the 
House  can,  at  any  rate,  congratulate  itself  that 
these  charges  are  made  as  strong  as  possible. 
There  are  omissions  in  this  charge  which  I  think 
tell  in  favour  of  the  Postmaster  General.  In  the 
first  place,  it  is  only  fair  that  the  attention  of  the 
House  should  be  drawn  to  the  fact  that  there  is  no 
charge  that  the  Postmaster  General  profited  per¬ 
sonally  in  this  matter  ;  there  is  no  charge  that  he 
used  any  of  this  money  for  his  personal  benefit. 
W  hatever  there  may  be  in  this  distinction,  the 
Postmaster  General  is  entitled  to  the  benefit  of  it. 
The  Postmaster  General  is  charged  with  political 
corruption,  if  corruption  it  be,  but  not  for  his  own 
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personal  benefit.  It  is  also  clear  from  the  charge 
that  these  subsidies  were  properly  granted  to  these 
companies.  There  is  not  a  word  in  the  charge 
hinting  that  the  Government  was  wrong  in  grant¬ 
ing  subsidies  to  these  railways.  It  is  clear  these 
subsidies  were  regularly  paid  over  to  these  railways ; 
it  is  clear  that  the  Quebec  and  Lake  St.  John  Railway 
Company  paid  the  subsidy  money  over  to  their  con¬ 
tractors  ;  and  the  wrong-doing,  if  any,  was  between 
the  contractors  and  the  Postmaster  General.  So 
that  as  far  as  that  is  concerned,  we  obtain  some  im¬ 
portant  admissions  from  the  form  in  which  the 
charges  are  drawn.  Now,  I  wish  to  direct  attention 
particularly  to  the  ninth  and  tenth  charges,  and  I 
desire  to  point  out  what  is,  of  course,  evident,  that  in 
a  resolution  of  this  sort  which  weare  invited  to  adopt 
in  its  entirety,  the  charge  is  like  a  rope,  it  must 
be  judged  by  its  weakest  part.  If  there  is  one 
section  containing  a  serious  charge  in  this  indict¬ 
ment  which  this  House  should  not  entertain,  then 
that  paragraph  must  be  struck  out,  or  the  resolution 
must  be  voted  down.  Certainly  it  is  fair  that  a  man 
who  is  put  upon  his  trial  should  have  some  definite 
information  of  what  he  is  charged  with  ;  he  must 
have  some  notice  as  to  what  the  particular  items 
charged  against  him  are.  Now,  we  find  that  this 
charge  covers  the  period  from  the  year  1885  to 
1892.  It  is  important  to  notice  that  in  sections 
9  and  10  there  is  no  allegation  that  the  Postmaster 
General  received  any  of  the  subsidies  ;  there  is 
simply  an  allegation  that  he  received  money  from 
men  who  were  interested  in  the  subsidies.  Now, 
it  must  be  perfectly  clear  that  any  stockholder  in  these 
companies  would  be  interested  in  these  subsidies. 
He  is  also  charged  here  with  receiving  money  from 
other  public  contractors  ;  that  is  to  say,  if  this 
charge  were  allowed  to  go  to  a  committee,  evi¬ 
dence  could  be  given  of  political  subscriptions  by 
any  public  contractor  in  the  Dominion.  It  would 
cover  all  the  numerous  contracts  with  regard  to 
post  offices,  the  number  of  which  we  heard  the 
other  day  ;  it  would  cover  every  public  contractor- 
in  the  Dominion.  Sir,  it  must  be  evident  to  any 
hon.  gentleman  that  it  would  be  grossly  unjust  to 
ask  a  man  to  meet  a  charge  of  that  general  char¬ 
acter,  covering  the  names  of  thousands  of  persons 
who  would  possibly  be  implicated  ;  it  would  be 
grossly  unjust  to  ask  him  to  face  a  charge  of  that 
description,  covering  the  general  election  of  1887 
and  of  1891,  and  all  the  bye-elections  since  1885  up 
to  the  present  time.  It  certainly  must  strike  this 
House  to  be  contrary  to  conscience  to  ask  a  man  to 
stand  his  trial  for  everything  he  has  done  during 
all  these  elections.  I  wonder  how  many  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  would  like  to  be  put  upon  their 
trial  for  everything  they  had  done  since  1885  up  to 
the  present  time,  without  any  more  notice  than 
has  been  given  in  this  matter.  I  think  that  point 
alone  is  quite  sufficient  to  establish  the  absolute 
unfairness  of  charges  of  this  sort.  Supposing 
this  were  a  question  of  larceny,  supposing  a 
charge  of  larceny  was  made  against  some  one, 
committed  within  the  last  seven  years,  and  in  21 
counties  of  the  Province  of  Quebec.  No  court 
would  try  a  charge  of  that  nature,  because,  the  ex¬ 
perience  of  the  criminal  law  from  the  earliest  days  up 
to  the  present  time,  has  shown  that  it  is  only  fair- 
play  to  give  the  accused  party  ample  notice,  not 
only  ample  notice,  but  specific  notice  of  the  charges 
made  against  him,  that  he  may  not  be  taken  by 
surprise,  but  may  be  able  to  make  his  defence.  If 


a  resolution  of  this  sort  were  adopted  you  might  go 
back,  not  only  six,  or  seven  or  ten  years,  but  you 
might  go  back  20  or  30  years  and  make  a  general 
charge,  that  something  had  been  done  during  that 
time  in  election  campaigns  which  caused  a  member 
to  be  guilty  of  personal  corruption,  and  you  might 
therefore  ask  that  he  be  expelled  from  the  House. 
These  grounds  may,  perhaps,  be  held  to  be  techni¬ 
cal,  but  if  technical,  they  are  only  nominally 
so,  because  they  are  founded  upon  the  ex¬ 
perience  of  criminal  lawyers  the  world  over. 
Although  that  ground  would  be  quite  sufficient  to 
show  that  these  charges  should  not  be  entertained,  I 
propose  to  deal  with  the  actual  charges  that  are  made, 
apart  from  the  question  of  their  not  being  ex¬ 
plicit.  If  I  understand  sections  9  and  10  of 
the  motion,  the  substantial  charge  that  is  made 
there,  is,  that  the  Postmaster  General  received 
money  from  public  contractors  of  the  Government 
and  that  he  spent  that  money  illegally  in  elections. 
In  my  humble  judgment  that  is  not  a  charge  that 
this  Parliament  should  investigate,  and  I  will 
shortly  give  the  House  my  reasons  for  so  saying. 
In  the  first  place,  is  it  an  offence  which  Parliament 
should  investigate  to  accept  election  subscriptions 
from  public  contractors,  independent  of  how  it  is 
spent,  and  in  the  next  place  is  it  an  offence  which 
Parliament  should  investigate  to  spend  money  cor¬ 
ruptly  in  elections  ?  It  does  not  make  the  matter  one 
whit  stronger  to  say  that  the  money  came  from  public 
contractors  and  was  spent  in  elections.  If  a  wrong 
is  done  either  in  receiving  money  from  public  con¬ 
tractors  at  all,  or  expending  money  corruptly  in 
elections  at  all.  Now,  Sir,  to  receive  money  from 
public  contractors  whether  it  be  an  act  which  one 
should  condemn  or  not,  is  not  now  the  question. 
The  receiving  of  money  for  election  purposes  from 
public  contractors,  is  not  a  charge  that  this  House 
should  investigate.  Any  gentleman  who  will  look 
over  the  precedents  carefully  will  come  to  the  con¬ 
clusion  that  this  is  a  charge  which  should  not  be 
investigated  in  this  House. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  DICKEY.  The  hon.  member  for  Bothwell 
(Mr.  Mills)  says  “hear,  hear.”  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  assumes  that  the  public  contractors  paid  the 
money  that  they  obtained  from  the  Government, 
and  that  by  a  scheme  between  a  public  contractor 
and  the  Postmaster  General  the  public  money  act¬ 
ually  went  to  the  Postmaster  General.  That,  Sir, 
is  a  thing  which  Parliament  should  investigate. 
But  we  must  remember  that  is  iiot  the  charge  that 
is  made  here,  and  the  hon.  member  for  West  Ont¬ 
ario  (Mr.  Edgar)  best  knows  himself  why  he  did 
not  make  the  charge.  The  fairest  way  to  test  the 
matter  is  this.  What  evidence  would  prove  this 
charge  if  it  were  before  the  committee  ?  That 
charge  would  be  proved  by  showing  that  a  man 
who  had  a  contract  did  subscribe  money  to  the 
Postmaster  General’s  election  fund,  and  I  ask  any 
hon.  gentleman  in  this  House,  even  assuming  it  to 
be  true,  if  that  is  a  matter  which  we  should  inves¬ 
tigate  here  ?  No,  Sir,  it  does  not  come  within  any 
of  the  cases  which  I  have  referred  to  before 
as  having  been  investigated  by  the  English  Parlia¬ 
ment.  I  may  remind  the  hon.  member  from  South 
Oxford  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  that  some  of  his 
political  friends  have  lately  pronounced  their  opin¬ 
ion  with  regard  to  receiving  moneyfrom  public  con¬ 
tractors.  I  believe  that  in  the  Ontario  Assembly, 
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led  by  a  gentleman  who  stands  pretty  high  in 
the  morality  of  the  Liberal  party,  and  I 
believe  also  of  the  country,  he  and  his  supporters 
in  that  Assembly  declared  that  it  was  not  wrong 
for  members  of  that  House  to  receive  money  from 
contractors  of  the  Government.  Perhaps  the  lion, 
member  from  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills)  will  accept  the 
authority  of  the  Hon.  Mr.  Mowat  as  pretty  good 
on  the  question  of  political  morality.  It  would  be 
a  very  serious  thing  if  this  resolution  were  adopted 
on  that  ground,  because  some  person  might  find 
■out  that  the  lion,  member  for  South  Oxford 
i(Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  had  had  an  election  fund. 
I  suppose  I  am  assuming  a  very  improbable  case, 
but  somebody  might  discover  that  a  gentleman 
who  held  a  contract  for  a  post  office  in  the  lion, 
gentleman's  constituency,  had  contributed  to  this 
fund,  and  he  might  charge  the  hon.  member 
with  corruption  and  ask  that  he  be  expelled  from 
the  House,  because  he  had  received  money  for  his 
election  fund  from  a  Government  contractor.  I 
am  sure  that  although  the  hon.  gentleman  himself 
may  be  perfectly  innocent  he  will  have  enough 
regard  for  those  who  sit  behind  him  not  to  intro¬ 
duce  any  such  dangerous  doctrine  as  that.  The 
next  point  is  whether  the  illegal  spending  of  money 
in  elections  is  a  matter  which  we  should  investi¬ 
gate  in  this  House.  It  is  charged  here,  and 
-charged  definitely  enough  in  one  respect,  al¬ 
though  very  indefinite  in  regard  to  time,  that 
the  Postmaster  General  had  spent  money  illeg¬ 
ally  in  elections.  That  also  is  a  question, 
Sir,  which  it  is  not  for  us  to  investigate 
in  this  Parliament.  For  many  years  the 
House  of  Commons  in  England  and  the  House 
of  Commons  here,  investigated  what  was  done  by 
members  during  their  elections,  and  Parliament 
vacated  their  seats  if  corruption  was  found  to  have 
been  committed  during  the  contest.  By  the  delib¬ 
erate  judgment  of  this  House  that  power  was  rele¬ 
gated  to  the  election  courts,  and  the  fundamental 
reason  for  our  relinquishing  that  power  was  that 
the  rights  of  minorities  were  not  safe  if  Parlia¬ 
ment  could  enquire  into  election  matters  and  turn 
men  out  of  the  House  for  alleged  corruption  in 
their  contests.  The  hon.  member  for  Bothwell 
(Mr.  Mills)  put  his  case  very  ingeniously  by  say¬ 
ing  :  Oh,  if  this  money  goes  into  an  election  fund, 
then  enquiry  must  be  stopped,  and  you  must  not 
enter  into  that  sacred  precinct.  That  was  a  very 
ingenious  way  for  the  hon.  gentleman  to  put  his 
argument,  but  he  cannot  escape  from  this  dilemma, 
that  if  enquiry  is  allowed  into  the  expenditure, 
either  personal  or  by  agents  of  members,  at 
election  contests,  all  that  was  done  by  this 
House  formerly  in  divesting  itself  of  that 
authority  is  ineffective,  and  the  House  can  go 
back  twenty  years  and  investigate  charges  of 
corruption  in  elections.  Hoes  any  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  suppose  that  with  a  strong  majority 
having  those  instincts,  which  the.  hon.  member 
for  South  Oxford  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  seems 
to  have  injected  in  his  imagination  into  the  major¬ 
ity  on  this  side,  that  the  rights  of  the  minority 
would  be  safe  ?  Suppose  that  a  majority  was  really 
vicious,  it  is  quite  possible  that  members  of 
the  minority  might  suffer  perhaps  unjustly. 
Instead  of  being  tried  before  an  election  court  or 
before  a  judge,  to  which  he  has  a  right  now,  he 
could  be  taken  before  a  partisan  committee,  and 
the  minority  would  then  be  at  the  mercy  of  a 
Mr.  Hickey. 


vicious  majority,  just  as  they  were  fifteen  or 
twenty  years  ago,  before  the  election  courts  were 
established.  The  hon.  member  for  Bothwell 
shakes  his  head  ;  but  if  the  principle  set  forth  in 
j  this  branch  of  the  resolution  were  adopted,  it 
would  put  the  minority  at  the  mercy  of  a  tyrannical 
majority  ;  and,  Sir,  I  am  rather  surprised  that  the 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite  wish  to  put  themselves  at 
the  mercy  of  a  majority  of  which  they  seem  to 
have  such  a  mean  opinion  as  the  majority  on  this 
side  of  the  House.  The  only  conclusion  I  can  come 
to  is  that  they  think  better  of  us  than  they  say. 
Now,  it  may  be  said  to  me  :  Well,  if  these  charges 
are  not  specific,  why  not  move  an  amendment  and 
strike  out  the  part  that  is  not  specific  ?  Sir,  I 
cannot  make  the  charge  against  the  Postmaster 
General.  I  have  no  papers,  no  information  in  my 
possession  that  enables  me  to  make  any  statement 
on  which  to  found  a  charge  against  the  Postmaster 
General.  The  information  is  in  the  possession, 
presumably,  of  the  hon.  member  for  West  Ontario 
(Mr.  Edgar),  and  upon  him  lies  the  re¬ 
sponsibility  of  making  this  charge  specific. 
He  must  accept  the  responsibility,  and 
he  cannot  throw  it  upon  me  or  upon  any  gentleman 
on  this  side  of  the  House.  So  much  for  the  legal 
aspects  of  these  charges.  I  have  another  objection 
to  them,  which  is  perhaps  in  its  nature  more  espe¬ 
cially  political.  I  do  not  wish  to  impute  motives 
to  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  but  I  must  say  that 
the  form  in  which  these  charges  are  drawn  gives 
colour  to  the  statement  that  they  are  drawn  for 
fishing  purposes.  Sir,  look  at  the  scope  of  the 
charges.  They  include  the  elections  in  twenty- 
two  counties  in  the  Province  of  Quebec.  They  are 
so  framed  that  if  a  committee  were  granted  upon 
them,  every  detail  of  election  expenses  and  election 
proceedings  in  every  one  of  those  counties  could 
be  gone  into  before  that  committee.  That  is  what 
I  call  a  fishing  charge.  Now,  Sir,  I  am  mot  here 
to  say  that  the  Liberal-Conservative  party  is 
always  correct  in  all  its  doings  during  elections. 
I  am  sorry  to  say  that  I  myself  stand  here  as  an 
example  to  the  contrary,  because  I  was  unseated 
by  the  election  court.  But  while  I  do  not  stand 
here  to  say  that  I  am  free  to  confess  that  I  have 
no  absolute  confidence  in  the  entire  purity  of 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  Some  investigations 
have  been  held  with  regard  to  the  record 
of  the  two  parties  in  elections  matters. 
They  have  not  been  held  before  partisans  ;  they 
have  been  held  before  the  sworn  judges  of  this 
country  ;  and,  Sir,  when  the  hon.  member  for 
Quebec  East  who  leads  the  Opposition  considers 
that  he  came  into  this  Parliament  a  little  over  a 
year  ago  with  about  90  members  behind  him  one- 
third  of  whom  were  elected  by  corrupt  means  and 
have  since  been  unseated,  I  think  he  is  quite  right 
in  coming  to  the  conclusion  that  it  is  about  time  to 
change  the  venue  from  the  courts  to  the  Committee 
on  Privileges  and  Elections.  Sir,  the  experience 
of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  with  the  courts  has 
been  singularly  unfortunate.  Now,  they  propose 
a  new  procedure.  They  say  :  We  will  investigate 
you  before  a  committee  ;  we  will  investigate  you 
in  batches  of  22,  and  it  will  be  heads  we  win  and 
tails  you  lose,  because  we  are  not  subject  to  that 
investigation,  we  will  proceed,  because  we  do  not 
take  any  risk  ourselves,  and  we  will  put  you  to  all 
the  trouble  we  can  before  that  committee.  Sir, 
that  does  not  commend  itself  to  my  mind  as 
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a  fair  proposition.  I  have  admitted  that,  so 
far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  do  not  propose  to 
say  that  the  Liberal-Conservative  party  is 
immaculate  ;  but  I  will  say  this,  and  say  it  with 
full  confidence  and  belief,  that  in  an  investiga¬ 
tion  held  on  fair  terms,  the  Liberal-Con¬ 
servative  party  has  nothing  to  fear  in  a  comparison 
with  the  Liberal  party  in  the  matter  of  purity. 
Sir,  these  hon.  gentlemen  have  had  some  experi¬ 
ence  in  fighting  election  protests  and  in  paying 
costs.  They  propose  to  try  the  Liberal-Conserva¬ 
tives  now  with  public  funds.  They  propose  to 
have  an  investigation  at  Ottawa,  into  the  elections 
in  22  constituencies  of  the  Province  of  Quebec,  in 
one  batch,  to  summon  what  witnesses  they  like, 
and  to  pay  them  with  public  funds.  Sir,  that  does 
not  strike  me,  looking  at  the  two  parties  as  con¬ 
tending  for  mastery  in  this  country ,  as  an  eminently 
fair  proposition  ;  and  I  defy  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
to  produce  one  precedent  in  England  or  in  Canada, 
since  the  trial  of  election  petitions  has  been  rele¬ 
gated  to  che  courts,  of  a  proposal  ever  being  made 
to  investigate  the  expenditure  of  money  in  con¬ 
stituencies,  before  a  Committee  on  Privileges  and 
Elections. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  Such  a  case  could  not 
arise  in  England,  because  no  member  could  be 
charged  there. 

Mr.  DICKEY.  Sir,  the  virtue  of  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Queen’s  has  bubbled  over  ;  I  thought 
it  would.  If  there  is  one  recompense  that  one  has 
for  leaving  one’s  home  and  business,  and  coming 
here  at  a  loss  of  money,  it  is  to  observe  from  time 
to  time  the  virtue  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  It 
is  a  constant  object  lesson,  and  if  one  could  forget 
the  past,  if  one  could  forget  the  records  of  the 
election  courts,  if  one  could  forget  the  little  things 
that  have  happened  in  the  Province  of  Quebec,  one 
would  be  perfectly  happy  ;  but  these  recollections 
obtrude  themselves  sometimes.  Now,  Sir,  if  this 
charge  is  bad,  as  I  think  I  have  established,  if  it  is 
a  charge  which  this  House  should  not  entertain,  if 
it  is  a  charge  which  is  not  sufficiently  specific  to  be 
fair  to  the  accused,  if  it  is  a  charge  which  would 
occupy  an  intolerable  deal  of  the  time  of  this  Par¬ 
liament  and  an  unlimited  amount  of  public  money, 
then,  Sir,  this  resolution  as  it  stands  should  not  be 
adopted  by  the  House.  The  charges  in  reference  to 
the  Quebec  and  Lake  St.  John  Railway  are  a  little 
different,  ts  it  charged  that  the  Postmaster  General 
received  money  out  of  the  subsidies  themselves  ?  It 
is  charged  that  he  received  money  out  of  the  said 
subsidies  and  from  money  raised  upon  the  credit 
of  the  same  and  from  parties  beneficially  inter¬ 
ested  in  the  same.  It  is  not  necessary  to  pass 
judgment  upon  that  charge.  It  is  not  necessary 
to  say  whether  that  charge  be  sufficiently  specific 
or  not.  But  I  would  advise  the  hon.  gentleman, 
if  he  is  reframing  his  charges,  to  make  his  state¬ 
ment  with  regard  to  that  one  more  specific.  He 
has  here  strung  together  three  alternatives  :  from 
the  subsidies,  from  moneys  raised  on  the  subsidies, 
and  from  parties  benefieally  interested  in  the  sub¬ 
sidies.  I  think  that  I  have  shown  that  the  state¬ 
ment  that  money  was  received  from  parties  bene- 
fically  interested  in  the  subsidies  is  not  a  charge 
for  this  House  to  investigate.  If  he  means  that 
the  Postmaster  General  received  money  out  of  the 
subsidies,  let  him  say  so.  Let  him  charge  that 
specifically,  and  then  ask  this  House  for  an  inves¬ 


tigation.  To  hear  the  hon.  member  for  South 
Oxford,  and  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  as 
well,  one  would  think  that  the  voting  down  of  this 
resolution  would  conclude  the  matter.  One  woidd 
imagine  that  if  this  motion  were  disposed  of  by 
voting  it  dow  n,  there  never  could  be  an  enquiry  or 
investigation  into  the  matter.  If  the  hon.  member 
for  West  Ontario  desires  to  make  these  charges 
specific,  there  is  ample  time  and  opportunity  for 
him  to  do  so  ;  and  if  he  puts  the  motion  before  this 
House  in  a  shape  so  vague  and  indefinite  as  I  have 
shown  this  to  be,  he  must  take  the  consequences  of 
being  set  right  by  the  House  and  being  instructed 
to  make  his  charge  more  definite  and  bring  it 
more  within  the  precedents  and  rules  of  the  House. 
But  I  do  not  understand  that  this  matter  is  con¬ 
cluded  at  all.  Speaking  for  myself,  and  myself 
only,  I  say  that  if  there  are  definite  charges,  with¬ 
in  the  scope  of  parliamentary  enquiry,  to  be  made 
against  the  Postmaster  General,  npt  only  must 
they  be  investigated,  but  they  will  be.  Because 
this  charge  is  rejected  by  the  House  is  no  reason 
whatever  that  this  matter  should  not  take  another  ' 
form  and  be  brought  to  investigation. 

So7ne  hon.  MEMBERS.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  DICKEY.  I  do  not  exactly  understand  the 
meaning  of  the  ironical  cheering  of  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite.  I  do  not  know  whether  it  foreshadows 
this,  that  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  are  going  to 
shirk  investigation  and  not  make  charges.  Possibly 
it  may  mean  that,  but  time  will  tell.  The  members 
on  this  side,  so  far  as  I  know,  are  willing  and  ready 
and  anxious  to  investigate  any  legal,  proper  and 
definite  charge.  It  matters  not  to  them  who  falls 
or  what  falls  as  a  result  of  the  investigation  into 
those  charges,  but  they  do  not  propose,  in  order  to 
gratify  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  and  assist  them  in 
their  own  political  schemes,  to  violate  all  fair-play 
and  set  a  bad  precedent  for  all  time  to  come,  a  pre¬ 
cedent  which  would  be  capable  of  being  put  to  bad 
uses  by  a  vicious  majority  and  made  an  instrument 
of  oppression  to  the  minority  in  the  future.  I  may 
say  for  myself,  and  this  will  be  a  good  opportunity 
for  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  to  cheer,  that  I  have 
confidence  in  the  Government  as  regards  an  investi¬ 
gation  into  these  and  all  similar  charges.  The 
Government  has  established  a  record  wTith  regard  to* 
investigations.  The  country  has  accepted  and  endor¬ 
sed  the  record  of  the  Government  in  this  matter. 
The  leader  of  the  Opposition  admitted  that  the  coun¬ 
try  had  accepted  the  statement  of  the  leader  of  the' 
House  in  the  matter  of  these  charges.  He  said  that 
the  country  had  taken  him  at  his  word,  and,  Sir,  a 
reputation  of  that  sort  in  this  House  and  before' 
the  country,  endorsed  and  established  by  the  coun¬ 
try,  is  not  to  be  over  borne  by  the  rejection  of  a 
motion  such  as  this,  a  motion  as  I  have  shown 
which  does  not  deserve  the  consideration  of  the 
House.  The  hon.  member  for  South  Oxford 
addressed  some  rather  violent  observations  this 
evening  to  the  leader  of  the  House,  and  the 
leader  of  the  Opposition  also  favoured  the  leader  of 
the  House  with  some  very  strong  remarks.  I 
began  to  tliink  that  it  was  really  the  leader  of  the 
House  who  was  in  the  box.  The  hon.  gentleman 
who  leads  the  Opposition  said  that  Mr.  Pacaud  had 
done  nothing  which  my  hon.  friend  the  Minister  of 
Justice  had  not  justified.  I  do  not  know  whether 
on  reflection  the  hon.  gentleman  is  prepared  to 
take  back  that  remark.  I  regret  very  much  that 
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he  thought  fit  to  make  it.  I  regret  very  much 
that  he  thought  fit  to  connect  the  name  of  Mr. 
Paeaud  and  the  Minister  of  Justice  at  all.  It  is 
not  a  light  matter  that  the  leader  of  the  Opposition 
should  make  a  charge  of  that  character  against  the 
Minister  of  Justice.  From  the  position  of  the  two 
gentlemen,  it  is  in  my  judgment  a  highly  serious 
matter.  It  would  have  been  very  easy  for  the 
leader  of  the  Opposition,  if  the  Minister  of  Jus¬ 
tice  had  said  anything  of  that  character,  to 
quote  what  the  Minister  of  Justice  said,  but 
he  did  not  take  that  course.  His  statement 
was  absolutely  unfounded.  Mr.  Pacaud’s  crime, 
as  I  understand  it,  was  a  bargain  by  which  he 
agreed  to  pay  over  a  subsidy  provided  he  got  a 
certain  portion.  That  charge  is  not  made  in  this 
case  nor  anything  like  it  ;  but  in  any  case  I  defy 
the  lion,  gentleman  who  leads  the  Opposition  to  find 
one  word  in  the  statement  of  the  Minister  of  Justice 
to  justify  the  charge  made  by  the  member  for  West 
Ontario.  He  simply  addressed  a  legal  argument  to 
the  House,  and  instead  of  meeting  that  legal  argu¬ 
ment,  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  took  the  ground 
of  abusing  the  Minister  of  J ustice  in  the  way  I  have 
said.  I  think  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  is  the 
last  man  who  should  have  used  Mr.  Paeaud  as  a 
stalking-horse.  I  think  as  a  matter  of  taste  he  would 
have  done  better  to  have  left  Mr.  Paeaud  alone. 
The  leader  of  the  Opposition  has  said  that  Mr. 
Paeaud  received  his  punishment  at  the  hands  of  the 
Province  of  Quebec.  That  is  perfectly  true.  Mr. 
Mercier  also  received  his  judgment  at  the  hands  of 
the  electorate  of  the  Province  of  Quebec.  Sir, 
when  that  judgment  was  being  held,  when  the 
Province  of  Quebec  was  considering  its  judgment 
on  that  important  question,  what  position  was 
taken  by  the  hon.  the  leader  of  the  Opposition 
himself  ?  Mr.  Mercier,  when  he  appealed  to  the 
Province  of  Quebec,  tried  to  draw  a  herring 
across  the  trail  by  raising  a  constitutional  question. 
The  leader  of  the  Opposition  followed  him  in  that 
effort.  The  leader  of  the  Opposition  invited  the 
people  of  the  Province  of  Quebec  not  to  condemn 
Mr.  Mercier  and  Paeaud.  If  the  views  of  the 
leader  of  the  Opposition  had  been  accepted  by  the 
people  of  the  Province  of  Quebec,  the  leader  of  the 
Opposition  would  not  be  able  to  say  to-day  that 
Mr.  Paeaud  had  received  his  punishment  at  the 
hands  of  the  people  of  the  Province  of  Quebec.  I 
do  not  wish  to  discuss  the  issues  that  were  before 
the  people  of  Quebec  at  the  last  election,  but  I  wish 
to  say  that  Mr.  Mercier  and  Mr.  Paeaud  had  been 
tried  before  they  went  to  the  people,  they  had  been 
tried  by  a  tribunal  to  which  Mr.  Mercier  had  con¬ 
sented  himself.  They  were  then  appealing  to  the 
great  tribunal  in  constitutional  countries,  the  people 
themselves,  and  this  country  will  not  easily  forget 
and  the  gentlemen  who  sit  behind  the  leader  of  the 
Opposition  will  not  forget,  that  the  great  weight  of 
the  talents  of  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  on  that 
occasion  was  used  to  prevent  the  people  of  Quebec 
pronouncing  a  verdict  upon  Mr.  Mercier. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  That  is  not  true. 

Mr.  DICKEY.  The  hon.  gentleman  no  doubt 
reads  the  Toronto  Globe ,  and  on  the  8tli  March, 
the  day  after  the  election,  that  newspaper  said  : 

“  Men  of  all  class,  parties,  races  and  religions  joined  in 
the  general  denunciation  of  the  late  Government.” 

The  Globe  forgot  for  a  moment  that  the  leader  of 
the  Opposition  was  not  one  of  these. — 

Mr.  Dickey. 


“We  cannot  regard  the  result  with  unmixed  feelings 
either  of  regret  or  of  satisfaction.  We  do  not  like  to  see 
even  the  name  of  Liberalism  in  Canada  associated  with 
defeat  or  dishonour.  *  *  The  best  feature  of  the  situation 
is  that  the  people  of  Quebec  have  undoubtedly  acted  from 
worthy  and  honourable  motives.  They  were  determined 
that  whatever  other  result  might  follow  they  would  make 
it  impossible  for  these  men  to  govern  the  province.  They 
were  tired  of  extravagance  and  corruption.  Their  verdict 
was  distinctly  a,  vote  for  better,  more  honest,  more  econo¬ 
mical  government.  It  is  the  most  hopeful  sign  that  has 
been  seen  in  Canada  for  years.” 

In  that  statement,  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  was 
condemned  by  his  own  chief  organ.  By  that  state¬ 
ment  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  was  shown  to 
have  stood  in  the  way  of  an  effort  to  get  “  better, 
more  honest  and  more  economical  government,” 
and  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  was  shown  to  have 
endeavoured  to  prevent  the  exhibition  of  “  the 
best  sign  that  has  been  seen  in  Canada  for  years.” 

I  suppose  the  hon.  gentleman  exercised  his  franchise 
on  that  occasion,  and,  although  it  is  illegal  to  ask 
him  how  he  voted,  I  have  no  doubt  that  he  voted 
as  he' spoke,  and  supported  theMercierite  candidate. 
Now,  this  may  be  somewhat  irrelevant. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I. )  Yes,  rather. 

Mr.  DICKEY.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  “rather.’ 

It  is  not  irrelevant  when  we  take  into  consideration 
the  spirit  the  hon.  gentleman  showed  the  other  ' 
day.  It  all  depends  upon  wdiose  ox  is  gored.  When 
corruption  is  rampant  ill  his  own  party  in  the  Pro¬ 
vince  of  Quebec,  the  hon.  gentleman  endeavours  to 
stifle  enquiry,  he  endeavours  to  prevent  the  people 
of  the  Province  of  Quebec  from  visiting  that  cor¬ 
ruption  with  the  punishment  it  deserves  ;  but,  when 
there  is  supposed  corruption  here  in  the  Liberal- 
Conservative  party,  the  hon.  gentleman  treats  us 
to  an  address  such  as  we  had  the  other  day.  I 
admit  that  the  last  part  of  my  remarks  has  been 
extremely  political.  I  have  endeavoured  to  sepa¬ 
rate  it  from  the  legal  argument  I  made,  and  I  hope 
I  have  induced  some  gentlemen  in  this  House  to 
agree  with  me  that  an  investigation  into  the  charges 
now  as  they  stand  would  be  establishing  a  bad 
precedent  and  would  be  unfair  to  be  accused.  In 
closing,  I  wish  to  reiterate  my  confidence  that  the 
Government  will  deal  justly  but  firmly  with  this 
matter  foreshadowed  in  this  resolution,  and  to 
pledge  myself  to  assist  in  any  investigation  that  I 
believe  honestly  comes  within  proper  parliamentary 
lines. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  stand  here  to¬ 
night  to  reiterate  with  all  the  emphasis  of  which  I 
am  capable  that  I  am  prepared  to  prove  by  sworn 
evidence  the  charges  which  I  have  made  and  the  im¬ 
peachment  which  I  have  levelled  against  a  Minister 
of  the  Crown.  One  word  as  to  the  arguments 
which  we  have  heard  against  this  enquiry  from  the 
hon.  member  for  Cumberland  (Mr.  Dickey).  He 
told  us,  to  start  with,  that  this  was  a  pure  matter  of 
law.  Perhaps  he  is  satisfied  to  take  that  view  of 
it,  but  I  do  think  that  the  people  in  this  country 
believe  that  there  are  some  very  important  facts  at 
issue  in  this  case  and  not  a  mere  quibble  of  law,  as 
he  wishes  to  make  out.  He  began  his  speech  by 
treating  it  as  if  it  were  a  motion  I  was  making  to 
expel  the  Postmaster  General  from  the  House.  His 
quotations  and  arguments  were  with  reference  to 
motions  which  have  been  made  for  the  expulsion  of 
members.  Well,  Mr.  Speaker,  it  may  come  to  that 
later  on,  but  that  is  not  what  is  before  the  House 
to-day.  Take  the  case  last  year.  The  charges 
were  made  from  this  side  of  the  House  in  connec- 
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tion  with  the  Tarte-McGreevy  matter.  One  expul¬ 
sion  arose  out  of  that,  and  there  might  be  out  of 
this  ;  and  there  was  a  case  which  arose  out  of  that 
which  was  not  an  expulsion  from  the  House  but 
was  an  expulsion  from  office,  and  so  that  I  think 
at  least  would  follow  the  investigation  of  these 
charges.  The  hon.  gentleman  told  us,  to  mj? 
amazement,  that  I  had  made  no  personal  charge, 
no  charge  of  a  personal  nature  against  the  Post¬ 
master  General.  Well,  I  do  not  understand  the 
English  language  if  section  5  is  not  a  charge  of  a 
personal  nature.  I  say  that  : 

“  During  this  period  and  while  the  said  railway  was 
being  constructed  in  part  by  means  of  said  subsidies,  the 
said  Sir  A.  P.  Caron  corruptly  received  large  sums  of 
money  out  of  the  said  subsidies.” 

Now,  if  that  is  not  a  personal  charge,  a  specific 
charge,  and  a  charge  of  corruptly  receiving  public 
money,  I  do  not  know  how  the  English  language 
can  make  it  so.  He  also  tells  us  that  this  House 
has  no  right  to  investigate  a  charge  of  taking 
money  from  contractors.  Well,  that  may  be  so 
in  his  view,  but  I  wonder  whether  the  jurisdiction 
of  this  House  over  its  own  members  is  any  narrow¬ 
er  than  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Senate  across  the 
way  over  its  members.  I  wonder  whether  the 
leader  of  the  Government  did  not  last  session 
advocate  that  that  House  should  investigate  the 
charge  of  taking  money  from  contractors.  They 
did  it,  and  did  it  very  thoroughly  and  profoundly. 
The  hon.  gentleman  also  says,  just  as  the  Minister 
of  Justice  told  us  the  other  day,  that  we  must  go 
to  the  courts  to  have  these  charges  investigated. 
He  failed  to  tell  us,  I  was  waiting  to  hear  him  tell  us, 
how  you  could  frame  a  petition  before  the  courts 
of  justice,  now  or  at  any  time,  to  attack  the  expen¬ 
diture,  by  a  Minister  of  the  Crown,  of  $100,000  in  22 
constituencies.  Then  there  is  another  matter,  and 
if  he  will  consider  it  calmly  for  a  few  moments  I 
do  not  think  he  wdll  hear  any  other  argument  of 
that  kind  brought  forward  in  this  debate.  Out  of 
these  22  constituencies  in  which  I  charge  and  be¬ 
lieve  that  so  much  money  was  corruptly  spent  on 
that  occasion  in  1887,  the  Government,  with  all 
their  efforts  and  all  their  expenditure,  were  only 
able  to  carry  seven  seats.  Well,  now,  a  petition 
might  have  been  filed  against  those  seven  mem¬ 
bers  so  elected,  but  I  wonder  how  petitions  could 
have  been  filed  by  us  against  any  of  the  15  cases 
where  we  elected  members.  There  is  only  one 
way,  under  the  electoral  law,  of  raising  a  petition 
against  a  successful  candidate,  and  that  is  for 
the  simple  and  solitary  purpose  of  disqualifying 
him.  Now,  in  those  15  cases  there  is  nothing  in 
my  charge  seeking  to  disqualify  any  of  the  success¬ 
ful  candidates,  therefore,  no  petition  could  lie  for  a 
charge  of  this  kind,  it  is  only  made  against  the 
Postmaster  General,  Therefore,  to  say  that  we 
should  now,  or  at  anj^  former  time,  have  been  re¬ 
legated  to  the  courts  to  investigate  this  charge,  is 
most  unreasonable.  Now,  the  hon.  member  pro¬ 
fessed  himself  horrified  at  the  unfairness  of  our 
trying  in  this  way  to  make  a  one-sided  investigation 
into  election  matters  in  those  counties.  I  am 
sure  if  it  would  please  him,  and  if  he  will  only 
supplement  this  charge,  or  if  the  other  side  will 
agree  to  it  in  any  other  way,  we  will  be  delighted 
to  investigate  all  the  expenses  on  the  Liberal  side 
in  those  counties  on  that  occasion.  Sir,  I  would 
challenge  him  or  them  in  any  way  they  choose, 
before  even  a  tribunal  appointed  by  the  majority 
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of  this  House,  to  go  into  an  investigation  of  our 
election  expenditure  at  any  of  those  elections 
referred  to  here.  So  that  we  do  not  want  to  have 
it  ex  parte  only,  the  hon.  gentleman  must  help  us 
a  little  to  carry  out  the  investigation  if  he  wants 
it  in  that  light.  He  challenged  me  to  produce  an 
English  precedent  for  a  course  of  this  kind.  Well, 
Sir,  I  am  sorry  to  say  for  the  sake  of  Canada,  but 
proud  to  say  for  the  sake  of  the  mother  land,  that 
I  could  not  get  any  precedent  of  this  kind  in 
England.  If  he  wants  to  know  the  reason  why, 
let  him  read  the  English  press  and  their  comments 
upon  the  investigation  that  took  place  before  the 
Committee  on  Privileges  and  Elections  of  this 
House  last  year,  and  he  will  find  out  why  I 
could  get  no  precedent  for  any  such  case  as  this. 
Just  before  he  sat  down  he  referred  to  the  fact 
of  the  Quebec  enquiry.  I  wonder  he  was  not 
ashamed,  after  the  speech  he  had  made,  to  refer  to 
the  enquiries  in  the  Province  of  Quebec.  Why, 
Sir,  they  were  not  resisted  there  by  his  Conserva¬ 
tive  friends.  The  constitution  was  strained  to 
make  these  enquiries,  as  he  knows  ;  and  I  can  tell 
him  that  he  and  his  friends  are  straining  the  con¬ 
stitution  to-night  to  resist  this  enquiry  ;  so  I  think 
he  should  not  have  referred  to  Quebec.  When  I 
brought  forward  these  charges  I  did  not  make  any 
remarks  in  supporting  them  on  the  assumption 
that  they  would  be  at  once  acceded  to  by  the 
House,  by  the  Ministers,  and  especially  by  the 
Postmaster  General  himself.  I  thought  then,  and 
I  think  still,  that  the  Postmaster  General  should 
have  felt  that  these  charges  were  certainly  of  so 
serious  a  character  as  to  demand  the  most  prompt 
and  the  most  thorough  investigation  on  his  own 
account.  Can  he  say  that  they  are  not  serious  ?  I 
suppose  if  he  took  the  views  of  the  hon.  gentleman 
who  has  just  spoken  to-night,  he  might  think  they 
were  only  matters  of  law  and  not  serious  at  all. 
But  I  would  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
what  the  Minister  of  Public  Works,  a  colleague  of 
the  Postmaster  General’s,  said  about  these  charges 
the  other  day.  He  said  : 

“  These  are  charges  by  which,  I  believe,  it  is  intended 
to  take  away  that  gentleman’s  honour.” 

That  is  the  way  the  charges  are  looked  at  by  one 
of  his  colleagues,  a  charge  which  would  take  away 
the  hon.  gentleman’s  honour.  I  think  the  Minister 
of  Public  Works  was  quite  right  in  his  view  of  the 
charges,  and  surely  a  charge  that  would  take 
away  a  colleague’s  honour,  ought  to  be  investigat¬ 
ed.  Now,  I  noticed  shortly  after  making  these 
charges,  an  article  in  the  Quebec  Chronicle ,  a 
Conservative  newspaper,  almost  an  organ,  as  I  un¬ 
derstand  it,  of  the  Postmaster  General  himself  : 

“  Mr.  Edgar  has  brought  a  fearful  accusation  against 
the  Postmaster  General  which,  if  proved,  would  result  in 
his  permanent  retirement  from  public  life.” 

That  is  the  view  the  Chronicle  took  of  it,  and  that, 
I  think,  is  the  view  the  public  will  take  of  it,  and 
the  casuistry  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  will  never 
persuade  the  public  that  that  is  not  the  true 
view.  What  did  the  hon.  member  for  Muskoka 
(Mr.  O’Brien)  say  ?  The  hon.  gentleman  very 
often,  in  his  speeches,  gives  considerable  support 
to  the  views  on  this  side  of  the  House,  but  seldom 
goes  so  far  as  to  give  us  a  vote.  I  suppose  he  con¬ 
siders  his  tongue  is  his  own,  but  that  his  vote 
belongs  to  his  party.  However,  when  his  tongue 
got  loose  the  other  night,  he  said,  although  he  is 
going  to  vote  against  this  enquiry,  I  understand  : 
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“  If  the  statements  which  have  been  made  are  true 
there  has  been  a  arross  and  outrageous  violation  of  trust.” 

“  A  gross  and  outrageous  violation  of  trust,”  and 
still  these  charges  are  too  trifling  to  be  investi¬ 
gated  by  a  committee  of  Parliament.  Most  of  us 
remember,  Sir,  an  investigation  which  was  held 
here  on  a  comparatively  trifling  subject,  in  con¬ 
nection  with  Mr.  Charles  Rykert,  and  which 
resulted  very  seriously  to  him.  I  do  not  know  that 
any  of  us  consider  that  his  opinion  of  parliamentary 
honour  was  too  refined,  but  what  did  he  say  about 
the  charge  from  his  place  in  the  House.  He  said  : 

“  I  ask  hon.  members  to  give  me  an  opportunity  of  de¬ 
fending  myself  before  a  committee,  where  I  can  have 
the  charges  investigated.” 

That  is  what  Mr.  Rykert  said,  but  a  Minister  of 
the  Crown  to-day  in  this  Parliament  thinks  other¬ 
wise  of  infinitely  more  serious  charges.  I  see  the 
hon.  Minister  of  Militia  there,  and  I  remember  and 
he  remembers,  when  some  years  ago  in  this  House, 

I  made  a  charge  from  my  place  with  which  his 
name  was  connected — the  hon.  gentleman  stood  up 
in  his  place  like  a  man  with  the  courage  which  he 
has,  and  he  demanded  prompt  investigation  and 
he  got  it,  although  the  report  has  never  been 
adopted  by  the  House  one  way  or  the  other.  That 
showed  a  sense  of  honour  in  anotherof  the  colleagues 
of  the  Postmaster  General.  I  thought,  Sir,  that  if 
the  Postmaster  General  himself  did  not  consider 
this  a  proper  case  to  investigate,  that  he  would  have 
had  colleagues  who  would  have  insisted  upon 
it,  but  what  do  we  find  ?  I  find  that  the  Minister 
of  Justice  solemnly  stated  in  his  place,  on  his  res¬ 
ponsibility  as  leader  of  the  House,  that  there  was 
no  allegation  of  any  public  money  having  been 
appropriated.  Why,  Sir,  what  does  he  mean  ?  Were 
not  the  subsidies  public  money  were  they  not 
misappropriated  ?  Oh,  I  see,  Mr.  Speaker,  what  the 
Minister  of  Justice  means.  He  knows  they  are 
public  moneys,  but  he  thinksthey  were  appropriated 
for  their  proper  purpose  when  they  were  placed  in 
the  Conservative  fund.  I  see  it  now,  though  I  never 
could  see  it  before.  Therefore,  Mr.  Speaker,  from 
that  point  of  view  these  public  moneys  were  not 
misappropriated  and  the  Minister  of  Justice  is 
probably  correct  as  usual.  These  railways  which  are 
involved  in  this  charge  were  aided  by  the  Dominion 
and  Provincial  Governments,  and  what  I  complain 
of  is,  the  appropriation  of  Dominion  subsidies  by 
the  Postmaster  General.  I  remember  an  occasion 
not  so  very  long  ago,  when  it  was  thought  that  the 
Parliament  of  Canada  had  jurisdiction  to  follow 
up  and  hunt  down  the  expenditure  of  provincial 
subsidies  of  a  railway  because  the  Dominion  also 
had  contributed,  or  was  going  to  contribute,  some¬ 
thing  to  the  same  road.  What  did  the  leader  of  the 
Minister  of  Justice  say  in  the  Senate  on  the  question 
of  an  investigation  before  the  Private  Bills  Com¬ 
mittee  on  the  Baie  des  Chalenrs  Railway.  Mr. 
Abbott,  the  Premier,  said  last  session  : 

“  This  Dominion  is  engaged  in  a  sort  of  joint  account 
with  the  Province  of  Quebec  in  constructing  this  road. 
There  are  $175,000  of  this  public  money  which  our 
copartners  have  invested  with  ourselves,  which  have 
been  diverted  from  the  purpose  of  the  grant,  and  are  we 
not  interested  in  finding  out  what  has  become  of  it  ?  ” 

He  goes  on  to  say  : 

“  This  matter  is  one  in  which  it  strikes  me  we  are 
particularly  interested,  one  that  it  is  particularly  the 
duty  of  this  House  to  investigate,  and  I  think  that  we 
should  insist  upon  making  this  enquiry  as  far  as  the  law 
and  the  practice  of  the  House  enables  us  to  do  so.  ” 

I  could  not  use  language  more  appropriate  than 
Mr.  Edgar. 


this  to  the  present  occasion,  if  I  tried  for  a  long 
time  ;  but  I  could  go  a  great  deal  further  and  say 
that  these  subsidies  now  in  question  are  our  sub¬ 
sidies,  and  that  we  have  a  ten-fold  greater  duty  to 
find  out  what  has  become  of  them.  The  speech  from 
which  I  have  quoted  was  the  celebrated  speech  in 
which  the  Premier  wound  up  by  appealing  to  the 
public  to  assist  him  in  punishing  the  culprits,  be 
they  high  or  be  they  low,  be  they  rich  or  be  they 
poor.  I  do  not  know  whether  the  Postmaster 
General  can  escape  from  some  of  these  descriptions 
of  his  leader, but  I  would  rather  have  supposed  that 
he  was  either  high  or  low  or  rich  or  poor,  and  that 
he  should  be  reached  by  the  strong  arm  of  Parlia¬ 
ment.  Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  remember  that  in  that 
Baie  des  Chaleurs  matter  there  was  no  misappli¬ 
cation  of  Dominion  funds  charged  as  it  is  here  ; 
remember  that  there  was  no  member  of  the  Senate 
charged  with  misapplication  of  these  funds  and 
that  there  is  a  member  of  this  House  charged 
here  ;  remember,  Sir,  that  there  was  no 
Minister  or  Privy  Councillor  implicated  there, 
when  there  is  both  a  Minister  and  a  Privy  Coun¬ 
cillor  implicated  here.  The  Minister  of  Justice 
also  criticised  these  charges  which  I  now  make, 
and  said  that  they  were  vague  and  indefinite. 
Well,  Sir,  I  will  not  repeat  what  his  colleague  the 
Minister  of  Public  Works  said  about  them,  or  what 
the  Quebec  Chronicle  said  about  them,  or  what  the 
member  for  Muskoka  (Mr.  O'Brien)  said  about 
them,  and  I  will  not  further  argue  that  he  can 
possibly  consider  them  vague,  when  the  whole  in¬ 
dependent  press  of  this  country,  without  exception 
as  far  as  I  have  been  able  to  learn,  has  said  that 
these  charges  are  not  vague,  but  that  they  are  ex¬ 
plicit  and  clear  and  ought  to  be  investigated.  Per¬ 
haps  I  had  better  allow  the  Postmaster  General  to 
draw  up  these  charges  himself  and  let  him  have 
them  just  as  he  would  like  them  to  be.  I  do  not 
know  how  else  I  can  satisfy  hon.  gentlemen  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House.  I  dare  say  if  the  Post¬ 
master  General  had  the  drawing  of  these  charges 
he  would  limit  them,  for  instance,  to  the  charge  that 
he  received  from  the  Lake  St.  John  Railway 
Company  so  much  money  out  of  the  subsidies, 
and  another  charge,  that  he  received  from  the  Temis- 
couata  Railway  Company  so  much  money  out  of  the 
subsidies,  and  then  he  would  valiantly  disprove 
those  charges.  I  imagine  that  these  are  the  charges 
he  would  like  to  see  there,  from  the  fact  that  al¬ 
though  there  is  not  a  syllable  of  allegation  in  my 
charge  from  beginning  to  end  that  he  received 
money  from  either  of  these  corporations  as  cor¬ 
porations,  still,  when  he  got  up  he  told  us  with 
a  great  flourish  of  trumpets  that  he  had  volun¬ 
tarily  received  telegrams  or  letters  from  the 
managers  of  those  two  companies  saying  that 
he  had  never  received  any  moneys  from  those 
companies.  Why,  Mr.  Speaker,  nobody  said  he 
did.  Does  lie  imagine  that  anybody  would  think 
or  believe  that  a  railway  corporation  like  that  of 
the  Lake  St.  John  Railway,  with  a  board  formed, 
for  instance,  of  representatives  of  the  city  of  Quebec, 
would  calmly  sit  down  at  their  board  meeting  and 
pass  a  formal  resolution,  or  that  a  meeting  of  share¬ 
holders  would  pass  a  resolution  to  pay  so  much 
money  out  of  their  subsidy  to  the  hon.  Postmaster 
General  for  himself  or  his  elections  ?  No,  Sir,  it  is 
absurd,  and  the  hon.  Postmaster  General  when  he 
made  that  declaration  was  simply  setting  up  a  man 
of  straw  and  knocking  him  down  again.  I  think 
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one  of  the  most  refined  and  beautiful  arguments  that 
I  ever  listened  to  in  my  life,  so  delicate  that 
it  required  the  greatest  possible  attention  to 
catch  it,  was  that  of  the  lion.  Minister  of  Justice, 
when  he  solemnly  contended  that  we  could  not  be 
said  to  be  charging  a  member  of  Parliament  with 
these  political  crimes,  because  he  had  not  the  whole 
time  been  a  member  of  this  House.  That  was  a 
most  refined  and  delicate  argument,  but  the  Minis¬ 
ter  of  Justice  forgot  for  the  moment  that  his  col¬ 
league,  if  not  always  a  member,  was  always  a  Min¬ 
ister  of  State  and  always  a  Privy  Councillor,  and 
that  during  the  whole  of  that  time  he  was  either  a 
member  or  a  candidate.  I  would  like  also  to  draw 
the  lion,  gentleman’s  attention  to  this  fact,  that  the 
election  law  is  levelled  against  candidates  more 
than  against  members,  and  if  he  was  only  a  candi¬ 
date  and  not  a  member  he  was  much  more  open  to 
accusation.  I  do  not  propose,  Sir,  to  go  into  the 
proofs  that  I  am  prepared  to  lay  before  a  commit¬ 
tee  if  I  get  it,  but  I  would  like  just  to  say  that  I 
shall  be  able  to  prove  that  when  the  Postmaster 
General  was  a  candidate,  in  1887,  for  the  County  of 
Quebec,  at  which  election  his  agent  returned  his 
total  election  expenses  of  every  kind,  personal  and 
political,  at  $901,  the  lion.  Minister  personally 
superintended  and  directed  and  authorized  the  ex¬ 
penditure  for  that  election  of  considerably  more 
than  ten  times  that  amount ;  and  I  suppose  that 
would  be  nothing  discreditable  for  a  Minister 
of  the  Crown  to  do.  Perhaps  it  would  not 
be  discreditable  to  a  Minister  or  a  member 
of  this  House,  but  the  statute  makes  it  a 
misdemeanour  and  a  crime  in  a  candidate.’  Then, 
the  Minister  of  Justice  contended  that  we  must 
show,  as  if  I  had  not  shown  or  offered  to  show,  that 
the  offence  was  committed  by  the  Postmaster 
General  in  his  capacity  as  a  member  of  this  House. 
I  do  not  know  what  he  means  exactly  by  that  ; 
but,  he  cannot  perhaps  have  seen  the  case  of  Mr. 
J.  W.  Hastings,  a  member  of  the  English  House  of 
Commons,  who  on  the  21  st  of  March  last,  was  expelled 
from  that  House  unanimously  for  doing  something 
which  certainly  he  did  not  do  as  a  member  of  the 
House.  What  was  it  that  he  did,  Sir  ?  I  find  by 
the  report  of  the  occurrence  in  the  London  Times , 
that  Mr.  Justice  A.  L.  Smith  had  sent  a  letter  to 
the  Speaker  reporting  the  conviction  of  Mr.  Hast¬ 
ings.  The  Times  report  does  not  give  the  nature 
of  that  conviction,  but  a  letter  which  was  read  in 
the  House,  sent  to  the  Speaker  by  Mr.  Hastings 
himself,  and  which  was  commented  upon  and  not 
disputed  by  either  Mr.  Gladstone  or  Mr.  Balfour, 
stated  the  nature  of  the  conviction.  The  letter  is 
to  this  effect  : 

“  I  thought  it  right  to  plead  guilty  to  the  indictment 
preferred  against  me,  as  I  did  undoubtedly  dispose  of 
trust  property  without  due  regard  to  the  provisions  of  the 
will  under  which  it  came  into  my  hands  ;  nevertheless,  it 
was  without  any  intention  of  appropriating  the  money  to 
my  own  use,  or  of  wilfully  defrauding  any  person.” 

Now',  if  the  Minister  of  Justice  can  show  that  this 
was  done  by  Mr.  Hastings  as  a  member  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  he  will  be  a  great  deal  more 
clever  than  I  give  him  the  credit  of  being. 

Mr.  O’BRIEN.  That  was  the  judgment  of  a 
court  of  law. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  That  is  not  the  point  which  I 
am  referring  to,  although  I  will  tell  my  hon.  friend 
what  I  think  about  that  in  a  moment.  What  I 
said  was  this  :  I  said  that  in  the  Hansard  report 
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of  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Minister  of  Justice,  you 
will  see  that  he  claims  that  I  did  not  show  that  the 
offence  was  committed  by  the  hon.  Postmaster 
General  in  his  capacity  as  a  member  of  this  House. 

I  say  that  that  has  nothing  to  do  with  the  matter, 
and  this  case  of  Mr.  Hastings  and  many  other 
English  cases  on  which  it  is  founded,  show  that  a 
member  will  be  expelled  from  the  English  House  of 
Commons  for  an  offence  committed  not  at  all  as  a 
member  of  the  House,  and  even  for  the  compara¬ 
tively  venial  offence  of  misappropriating  trust  mo¬ 
neys  under  a  will.  Now,  Sir,  surely  the  trust  which 
the  hon.  Postmaster  General  had  of  the  public  funds 
was  infinitely  more  sacred  than  the  trust  which  this 
man  had  under  a  will ;  and  if  he  did  what  I  charge 
him  with  doing  with  those  public  funds,  will  the 
hon.  member  for  Muskoka  deny  what  he  himself 
said  the  other  day,  that  this  would  be  a  gross 
breach  of  public  trust  ? 

Mr.  O’BRIEN.  Undoubtedly  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  is  correct  so  far  as  that  goes  ;  but  he  cannot 
avoid  the  distinction  that  only  in  the  case  in  which 
a  felony  has  been  charged  and  proved  against  a 
member  of  the  House  of  Commons  he  would  be 
expelled  — 

Mr.  EDGAR.  That  is  not  a  felony. 

Mr.  O’BRIEN.  Suppose  the  hon.  Postmaster 
General  had  been  tried  at  an  election  court  and 
there  had  been  proved  guilty  of  conduct  unbecom¬ 
ing  a  member  of  this  House,  this  House  would  be 
justified  in  expelling  him.  But  that  is  a  totally 
different  thing  from  this  House  undertaking  to 
investigate  charges  which  should  be  investigated  in 
a  different  court. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  I  am  very  glad  of  the  interrup¬ 
tion  of  the  hon.  gentleman  because  it  will  enable  me 
to  clear  up  that  point  to  his  satisfaction.  His  claim 
is  that  we  cannot  investigate  a  charge  of  that  kind 
against  an  hon.  member  but  that  he  must  be  con¬ 
victed  by  some  court  outside.  Very  well.  The 
Sadlier  case,  which  has  been  quoted  before  in  this 
debate,  is  a  well-known  case.  It  is  not  in  itself  on 
all  fours  with  the  present  one.  It  was  a  motion  for 
expulsion  in  the  first  place,  but  in  the  arguments 
of  eminent  men  who  spoke  on  that  case,  such  as  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  and  Lord  Palmerston, 
we  find  the  principle  laid  down,  as  the  House  will 
see  by  my  quotation,  that  a  man  may  be  expelled 
on  conviction  by  a  court,  on  his  own  confession,  or 
on  the  report  of  a  committee  of  the  House.  In 
the  English  Hansard ,  No.  143,  page  1402,  Mr. 
Fitzgerald,  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  lays 
this  down  as  his  view  of  the  law.  He  says  in  1703 
Mr.  Askill  was  expelled.  The  resolution  stated 
that  the  House  had  examined  several  witnesses  and 
found  that  Mr.  Askill  was  the  author  of  a  certain 
book  and,  therefore,  ordered  him  to  be  expelled. 
Now,  that  was  not  a  court  of  justice  and  it  was  not 
a  conviction.  It  was  an  investigation  by  the  House 
of  Commons.  In  the  same  volume,  at  page  140”), 
Lord  Palmerston,  in  the  Sadleir  case,  says  : 

‘‘We  should  not  take  proceedings  in  the  nature  of  ex¬ 
pulsion  without  being  able  to  found  them  on  some  foiunal, 
indisputable  ground,  such  as  conviction  or  confession  or  a 
report,  after  due  examination  of  a  committee.” 

I  hope  the  hon.  gentleman  now  will  be  satisfied  that 
we  have  English  precedents  for  examining  into 
serious  matters  of  this  kind.  We  have  always  done 
it.  It  was  never  refused  until  last  session,  when  it 
[  was  refused  in  the  case  of  the  then  Postmaster 
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General,  now  the  Minister  of  Railways,  and  that,  he 
will  find,  started  them,  and  the  Government  pro¬ 
pose  to  continue  and  make  precedents  in  this 
country  which  he  will  not  find  in  England,  and 
which  were  never  found  in  Canada  before.  In 
another  volume  of  Hansard,  the  Sadleir  case  comes 
up  again,  remember  that  was  a  case  of  expulsion, 
that  was  a  stage  beyond  this  ;  and  the  arguments 
that  were  advanced  in  favour  of  expulsion  are  not 
necessary  for  an  enquiry  into  the  conduct  of  a 
Minister  and  a  member.  Mr.  Roebuck  first  moved 
it,  and  it  stood  over,  and  then  at  a  later  day  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  Mr.  Fitzgerald, 
moved  it  himself.  He  said  : 

“  I  have  looked  into  the  precedents  and  they  show  the 
right  of  expulsion  may  be  exercised  either  for  (1)  positive 
prime  ;  (2)  offence  against  House  ;  (3)  acts  bringing  religion 
into  discredit ;  (4)  or  that  were  discreditable  ;  (5)  mem¬ 
bers  have  been  guilty  of  fraudulent  practices  ;  or  (6)  other 
acts  which  showed  them  unfit  to  exercise  the  trust  which 
their  constituents  had  reposed  in  them.” 

If  proving  these  charges  does  not  show  that 
the  Postmaster  General  is  unfit  to  exercise 
the  trust  which  his  constituents  have  reposed  in 
him,  what  would  it  show  ?  The  Minister  of  Marine 
made  a  nice  point  when  he  said  I  had  not,  as  I 
should  have,  charged  his  colleague  with  public 
robbery.  Well,  I  did  not  put  it  in  those  words, — 
but  in  words  which  I  certainly  intended  to  mean 
robbing  the  public.  If  it  is  not  public  robbery  for 
a  member  to  take  money  out  of  public  subsidies,  I 
would  like  to  know  what  is.  Then  the  Minister  of 
Public  Works  drew  another  beautiful  defence. 
He  said  that  I  had  failed  to  set  out  conspiracy,  that 
conspiracy  was  not  shown  in  terms  in  my  charge  ; 
and  therefore  it  should  fail.  The  lion,  gentleman 
is  a  lawyer.  Does  he  not  know  the  law  of  con¬ 
spiracy  ?  Let  him  read  up  his  Russell  on  Crimes, 
and  he  will  see  it  is  there  declared  that 
“an  unlawful  conspiracy  is  to  be  inferred 
from  the  acts  of  the  parties.’'  And  I  have 
tried  to  make  clear  what  the  acts  of  his  lion,  col¬ 
league  were,  and  does  not  Russell  go  on  to 
say  that,  “  not  once  in  a  thousand  times  can  it  be 
otherwise  proved  ?”  So  I  think,  if  I  get  a  chance 
to  go  on  and  prove  these  charges,  there  will  be 
what  is  under  the  law,  unless  the  Minister  of  Jus¬ 
tice  should  change  it  in  his  new  criminal  code,  a 
most  abominable  conspiracy.  The  Minister  of 
Public  Works  was  perhaps  more  candid  than  any 
of  them.  He  said  that  I  was  trying  to  draw  the 
Conservative  party  into  the  mire,  and  they  were 
not  ready  to  submit  the  whole  party  to  investiga¬ 
tion.  We  thus  really  find  the  reason  why  the 
party  is  to  be  called  upon  to  vote  down  this 
enquiry.  The  Minister  of  Public  Works  has  stated 
it  squarely  and  frankly,  and  I  have  no  doubt  it  is 
the  real  reason.  They  fear  should  chey  consent 
to  an  investigation,  the  system  of  corruption  of 
the  Conservative  party  will  be  disclosed.  That  part 
of  the  charge  the  lion,  gentleman  thinks  does  not 
only  involve  the  Minister  or  the  Government  but 
involves  the  whole  Conservative  party.  Well,  if  it 
does  involve  one  of  the  great  parties  in  this 
country,  it  calls  all  the  more  for  investigation. 

I  think  the  country  will  believe  that  if  the  Minis¬ 
ter  of  Public  Works  is  right  in  saying  that  we  are 
attempting  to  drag  the  whole  Conservative  party 
into  the  mire  by  proving  the  truth  of  these  charges 
the  sooner  we  do  so  the  better.  Perhaps  the  hon. 
gentleman  is  right.  Twenty-two  counties  are  in¬ 
volved,  only  one-third  of  the  Province  of  Quebec, 
Mr.  Edgar. 


and  one-tenth  of  the  whole  Dominion.  And  if  that 
district  was  attempted  to  be  bought  up  by  $100,- 
000,  a  simple  rule  of  three  will  show  that  it  would 
require,  what  I  have  no  doubt  it  did,  $1,000,000 
for  the  whole  Dominion.  Why  Sir,  after  all 
the  expenditure  of  $100,000  in  22  constituencies 
they  only  carried  seven  or  eight  of  them,  and  I 
wonder  how  much  it  cost  them  to  carry  the  130 
or  so  seats  they  carried  at  that  election.  That  is 
perhaps  again  a  proof  that  the  Minister  of  Piiblic 
Works  was  quite  right  when  he  thought  that 
this  Investigation  would  bring  the  whole  Con¬ 
servative  party  into  the  mire.  Now,  I  think, 
and  I  thought  that  the  whole  Government  as  a 
Government  ought  to  insist  upon  this  investigation, 
because  it  is  not  the  matter  of  the  Postmaster 
General  alone.  Under  our  constitution,  the  whole 
Government  collectively  are  responsible  for  the  act 
of  a  colleague,  and  they  are  not  going  to  say  or  to 
pretend,  I  fancy,  that  they  are  not  the  same  Gov¬ 
ernment,  that  the  shuffle  of  one  or  two  seats  which 
took  place  last  summer  changes  the  Government. 

Y\  hy,  they  are  proud  of  being  the  same  Govern¬ 
ment,  with  the.  same  policy,  and,  if  they  are  the 
same  Government,  they  have  a  retrospective  re¬ 
sponsibility  for  all  the  acts  of  each  colleague  unless 
they  publicly  and  specifically  repudiate  these  acts 
when  they  are  first  brought  to  their  notice.  That 
there  can  be  any  doubt  of  that  I  question.  It  is 
important  enough,  however,  I  think,  to  make  it 
clear.  Lord  Derby,  on  that  subject  of  collective 
responsibility  of  the  whole  Cabinet  for  the  acts  of 
a  colleague,  said,  as  reported  in  the  English  Han¬ 
sard,  No.  150,  on  the  14th  May,  1858  : 

“  Now  with  respect  to  the  liability  of  all  the  members 
of  a  cabinet  for  the  act  of  a  single  member,  I  wish  to  say 
that  no  man  can  put  forth  more  distinctly  or  clearly  than 
I  do  the  constitutional  doctrine  that  every  member  of  the 
Government  is  responsible  for  the  acts  of  every  other 
member,  whether  these  acts  were  previously  known  or 
not,  provided  the  members  of  'the  Government  continued 
to  act  together  as  a  Government.  Remaining  in  office 
and  acting  together  all  the  members  of  the  Government 
take  upon  themselves  a  retrospective  responsibility  for 
what  their  colleague  has  done  which  they  can  in  no  way 
attempt  to  shake  off.” 

Now  the  Ministers  are  absolutely  and  entirely  just 
as  responsible  as  the  Postmaster  General  is  himself 
for  the  weight  of  these  charges,  unless  and  until  they 
have  repudiated  his  conduct  and  disclaimed  re¬ 
sponsibility  for  him  and  expelled  him  from  the 
Cabinet.  The  honour  of  one  is  in  the  keeping  of  all. 
There  is  a  name  they  are  accustomed  to  conjure 
with  on  the  other  side  of  the  House,  and  I  am  sure 
they  will  not  dispute  the  view  Sir  -John  Macdonald 
took  in  a  very  recent  case  indeed  as  to  what  should 
be  the  attitude  of  his  government  when  charges 
were  even  indirectly  levelled  at  them.  Sir  John  * 
Macdonald,  as  reported  in  the  Canadian  Hansard 
of  1890,  page  450,  when  the  Rykert  case  was  un¬ 
der  discussion,  said  : 

“  I  can  only  state  that  if  that  correspondence  in  any 
way,  in  any  phrase  or  sentence,  reflects  upon  the  honour 
of  the  Ministry,  or  of  any  member  of  it,  we  are  quite  ready 
to  defend  ourselves,  and  to  ask  for  the  assistance  of  the 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite  in  the  investigation. 

Perhaps  these  charges  do  not  reflect  on  the  honour 
of  the  Ministry  or  any  member  of  it.  I  rather 
think  they  do.  I  think  the  country  will  say  so, 
and  Sir  John  Macdonald  then  said  that  he  would 
ask  for  the  assistance,  as  he  did  ask  for  the  assist¬ 
ance,  of  members  on  this  side  of  the  House  in  a 
committee  to  investigate  those  charges.  Now,  I 
think  and  I  thought  that,  for  the  honour,  if  not  of 
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themselves,  for  the  honour  of  the  Crown  that  they 
represent,  they  would  have  instantly  demanded  this 
investigation.  They  represent  the  historic  dignity 
of  the  Imperial  Crown  of  England,  and  surely  the 
honour  of  the  representative  of  that  Imperial  Crown 
in  this  country  should  have  been  protected  by  these 
Ministers.  I  am  not  saying  that  the  representative 
of  the  Crown  should  take  this  matter  into  his  own 
hands.  I  am  saying  that  the  Ministers  of  the  Crown 
should  have  been  the  first  to  protect  his  honour,  and 
they  are  his  sworn  advisers.  Then,  what  is  more 
important,  what  I  feel  more  strongly  about,  is  that 
this  Ministry  represents  the  honour  of  the  Crown 
which  is  the  symbol  of  the  dignity  and  the  power 
and  the  majesty  of  the  people  of  Canada,  and 
it  is  that  which  is  insulted  by  a  charge  of 
this  kind  remaining  for  a  moment  uninvestigat- 
ed.  Why  is  it  that  the  Postmaster  General 
is  defended  so  strenuously,  so  bitterly  by  his 
colleagues  ?  What  is  the  reason  ?  It  is  a 
little  puzzling  to  us  on  this  side  of  the  House 
certainly.  He  is  not  a  man  of  signal  ability.  I  do 
not  think  his  friends  will  say  that.  He  is  not  a 
man  of  vast  usefulness  to  the  Cabinet  as  an  admin¬ 
istrator  or  as  a  debater,  but  he  is  a  man  no  doubt 
of  great  boldness  as  an  operator,  and  a  proof  of  it 
is  in  this  transaction  contained  in  these  charges. 
He  is  not  as  meek  as  the  hon.  member  for  Three 
Rivers  (Sir  Hector  Langevin),  he  is  not  as  meek  or 
as  timid  as  that  hon.  member.  I  can  imagine  the 
hon.  the  Postmaster  General  saying  to  his  col¬ 
leagues  :  “  Well,  gentlemen,  what  are  you  going  to 
do  about  it  ?  We  will  hang  together  or  we  will  hang 
separately  ;  ”  and  they  had  determined  to  hang 
together.  Why,  after  all,  should  they  not  defend 
their  colleague,  looking  at  it  from  a  political  point 
of  Aiew — a  short-sighted  point  of  view,  perhaps, 
but  one  which  commends  itself  to  most  men  on  the 
other  side  ?  They  have  a  majority  strong  enough 
to  vote  down  anything  they  like.  Arguments  are 
not  necessary.  The  majority  is  large  enough,  and 
very  well  under  control.  I  am  sure  also  that  the 
Ministers  and  their  followers  feel  now,  and  often 
shake  their  heads  about  it  and  say,  that  the  Tarte- 
McGreevy  enquiry  of  last  session  was  a  great  mis¬ 
take  and  they  should  never  have  given  it  at  all, 
and  they  are  determined  that  that  mistake  shall 
nob  be  repeated,  that  they  must  put  their 
foot  down  at  last  and  have  no  more  enquiries. 
I  can  understand  that  position  as  one  that  com¬ 
mends  itself  to  their  judgment.  Besides,  nearly 
all  those  critical  bye-elections  are  passed  and  the 
danger  is  over  for  about  four  years,  and  hon. 
gentlemen  can  do  just  about  as  they  please,  and 
trust  to  the  shortness  of  public  opinion  to  forget 
all  about  it  before  they  appeal  to  the  country 
again.  Besides,  a  man  who  can  raise  the  wind  for 
election  purposes  so  well  as  the  PostmasterGeneral, 
is  invaluable  to  that  party,  he  cannot  be  spared  : 
they  will  have  more  elections,  and  they  will  want 
him  again.  How  insignificant,  after  all,  were  the 
efforts  proved  last  session  of  the  hon.  member  for 
Northumberland  (Mr.  Cochrane) — here  and  there  a 
miserable  $200  picked  up  from  some  bridge  tender. 
His  intention  was  praiseworthy,  I  admit,  and  he 
is  to  be  commended  for  his  good  intentions,  but  he 
did  not  go  about  it  with  the  hand  of  a  master,  as 
the  Postmaster  General  did,  sweeping  in  his  tens 
and  hundreds  of  thousands  out  of  the  subsidies 
granted  to  these  great  corporations.  Why,  over 
$1 ,000,000  w’as  granted  in  one  case,  and  $650,000  in 


another  case.  During  that  time  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  was  in  the  Cabinet  and  was  voting  for  the 
subsidies.  How  simple  it  would  have  been  for 
him  to  levy  a  toll  of,  say,  10  per  cent  on  those 
subsidies.  I  anq  just  supposing  the  case,  we 
have  not  gone  into  the  evidence  yet,  we  will 
see  that  more  in  detail  when  we  get  there. 
No  doubt  the  supporters  of  the  Government 
will  consider,  and  even  the  Minister  of  Justice,  I 
suppose,  with  the  casuistry  which  distinguishes 
him  sometimes,  will  convince  himself,  that  after 
all  the  end  justifies  the  means.  And  what  is  the 
glorious  end  that  is  accomplished  by  this  boodling  ? 
Why,  Sir,  it  is  to  maintain  the  loyalty  and  unity 
of  Canada  to  the  British  Empire,  to  maintain  the 
old  flag  and  the  old  monopolists,  and  surely  that 
end  justifies  a  great  deal.  The  means  to  that  end 
are  the  votes  of  public  money,'  and  what  object 
could  be  more  patriotic  than  to  allow  a  reasonable 
and  sufficient  proportion  of  those  public  moneys  to 
filter  into  the  pockets  of  the  Minister  and  then  be 
disseminated  among  the  electors  for  the  good  of  the 
old  flag  ?  Quite  as  honest  as  the  Franchise  Act, 
quite  as  honest  as  the  Gerrymander  Act,  I  do  not 
see  much  difference  myself.  But  I  understand 
now  why  they  are  sticking  to  it,  and  going  to  vote 
it  down  ;  the  country  will  understand  it,  too.  Of 
course,  last  session  there  was  an  enquiry  into  the 
charges  made  by  Mr.  Tarte.  They  were  not  as 
direct  as  these,  but  there  was  no  quibbling  about 
them,  they  were  allowed.  The  present  leader  of 
the  House  was  not  the  leader  of  the  House  when 
that  enquiry  was  begun  ;  but  he  became  leader  of 
the  House  as  the  result  of  that  enquiry.  The  hon. 
member  for  Three  Rivers  (Sir  Hector  Langevin)  was 
allowed  by  the  majority  on  the  other  side  to  escape 
with  a  very  narrow  squeeze.  He  was  just  squeezed 
enough  and  blackened  enough  to  put  him  out  of  his 
place  in  the  Cabinet,  and  as  leader  of  the  House,  but 
lie  was  not  blackened  enough  to  put  him  out  of  his 
seat  as  member  for  Three  Rivers,  and  so  he  meekly 
and  mildly  consented  to  retire  from  the  Ministry, 
continuing  to  support  the  Government,  grateful 
for  having  been  let  off  easier  than  his  friend  Mr. 
McGreevy.  Now,  I  will  not  continue  my  remarks 
any  further.  So  far  as  I  am  concerned  I  will  leave 
this  matter,  as  I  must  leave  it,  in  the  hands  of  the 
representatives  of  the  people  in  this  House.  I  hope 
yet,  before  they  vote  this  down,  they  will  hesitate 
longer,  and  perhaps  see  new  light ;  but  if  they  do 
not,  all  I  can  say  is  this  :  that  my  convictions  are 
so  strong,  and  my  knowledge  so  accurate,  as  to  the 
truth  of  these  allegations,  that  I  shall,  if  the 
opinion  of  this  House  is  against  me,  appeal  to  the 
people  and  to  the  press'of  the  country  to  see  what 
they  think  about  it.  I  hope  it  will  not  be 
necessary  to  do  so,  but  I  give  notice  to  all  my  col¬ 
leagues  in  this  Parliament  that  I  am  not  going  to 
let  this  thing  drop,  even  if  there  is  a  hostile  vote 
on  this  motion  to-night. 

Mr.  CURRAN.  The  hon.  gentleman  who  has 
just  resumed  his  seat,  following,  as  he  did,  an  hon. 
gentleman  who  had  made  a  very  learned  and  a  very 
appropriate  address  upon  the  value  of  the  issues 
before  the  House,  has  certainly  disappointed  those 
who  expected  that  he  would  make  some  attempt, 
at  all  events,  to  meet  the  argumeut  put  forth  by 
the  hon.  member  from  Cumberland  (Mr.  Dickey), 
instead  of  contenting  himself  with  speaking  upon 
a  variety  of  subjects  having  more  or  less,  but 
generally  speaking  very  much  less,  reference  to  the 
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point  at  issue,  and  occupying  the  time  of  this 
House  without  any  profit  or  advantage  whatso¬ 
ever.  He  ended  his  speech  by  saying  that  if  this 
motion  was  voted  down  he  would  appeal  to  the 
public  of  Canada  and  to  the  press  of  Canada.  I 
can  tell  him,  speaking  for  myself,  and  speaking,  I 
believe,  for  a  large  number  of  members  on  this  side 
of  the  House,  that  if  the  charges  were  brought 
specifically  and  in  such  a  manner  as  that  they  could 
be  fairly  investigated,  an  investigation  would  be 
granted  if  those  who  think  as  I  do  have  votes 
enough  in  this  House  to  do  it.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  has  refused  to  take  up  the  gauntlet  that 
was  thrown  down  to  him  by  the  hon.  member  for 
Cumberland  when  he  declared  that  the  charges 
were  not  specific  enough,  that  they  were  subject 
to  very  grave  objections.  I  supposed  that  he 
would  have  end eavoured  to  show  that  these  charges 
were  sufficient,  that  they  were  specific,  and  were 
such  as  an  hon.  gentleman  occupying  a  seat  in  this 
House  would  be  expected  to  meet  for  his  own 
honour  and  for  his  own  dignity.  Instead  of  that,  he 
occupied  the  time  of  the  House  with  a  dissertation 
upon  the  joint  responsibility  of  each  and  every 
member  of  the  Government,  just  as  if  any  bod}  had 
challenged  anything  of  that  kind.  He  spent  his 
time  telling  us  how  this  House  had  power  to  in¬ 
vestigate  the  charges  against  any  one  of  its  mem¬ 
bers,  just  as  if  anybody  had  alleged  the  contrary. 
The  only  thing  that  has  been  said  in  an  adverse 
direction  was  that  the  charges  should  be  made  in 
the  same  manner  that  the  meanest  criminal  in  this 
country  has  a  right  to  demand  that  charges  against 
him  should  be  made.  Sir,  we  are  here  in  this 
Parliament  face  to  face  with  what  is  supposed  to 
be  a  charge  against  the  honour  and  the  character  of 
one  of  the  public  men  of  this  country,  and  a 
member  of  •  the  Administration  of  the  day. 
One  would  suppose  naturally  that  in  view  of  that 
fact,  hon.  gentlemen  would  approach  this  question 
with  something  like  a  judicial  spirit.  We  are  told 
by  the  leading  members  on  both  sides  of  the  House 
that  we  are  here  in  our  judicial  capacity  to  investi¬ 
gate  any  such  charge  as  this  ;  but  I  ask  you,  Air. 
Speaker,  and  I  ask  those  who  have  been  listening 
to  the  speeches  that  have  been  made,  what  kind  of 
a  judicial  spirit  has  been  manifested  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House  in  this  matter.  What  kind  of  a 
judicial  spirit  was  manifested  in  the  closing  re¬ 
marks  of  the  hon.  member  for  Ontario  (Air.  Edgar) 
when  he  dragged  in  everything  that  could  possibly 
arouse  party  spirit  and  party  hatred  in  the  breasts 
of  men  here.  What  was  the  judicial  spirit  mani¬ 
fested  by  the  hon.  member  for  South  Oxford  (Sir 
Richard  Cartwright)  to-night,  a  gentleman  who 
commenced  his  speech  some  weeks  ago  in  this 
House,  who  continued  it  at  Ingersoll,  and  who 
wound  it  up  here  this  evening.  In  each  and  every 
sentence  that  he  addressed  to  the  House,  was  there 
a  judicial  spirit  manifested,  or  was  there  not 
merely  an  attempt  made  to  shatter  the  proud 
reputation  of  the  hon.  Alinister  of  Justice 
in  this  country,  a  reputation  which  he  envies, 
a  reputation  which  no  man  on  the  opposite 
side  of  the  House  has  ever  yet  achieved,  and  a 
reputation  that  has  carried  the  Conservative  flag 
to  victory  all  over  Canada.  The  hon.  member  for 
South  Oxford  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  attempted 
to  destroy  that  reputation  when  he  said  to-night 
that  the  defence  made  by  the  hon.  Alinister  of 
Justice  was  worse  than  the  horrible  crimes  that 
Air.  Curran 


were  imputed  to  his  colleague.  The  Alinister  of 
Justice  was  told  by  that  gentleman  that  he  had 
disgraced  his  high  office,  and  that  he  had  degraded 
himself.  In  every  word  from  beginning  to  end  of 
that  speech,  made  by  one  of  the  oldest  parliamen¬ 
tarians  in  the  country,  there  was  an  attempt  made 
at  defamation  and  vilification  of  the  worst  kind. 
I  am  satisfied  when  that  speech  goes  to  the  country 
to-morrow,  side  by  side  with  the  speech  made  by 
the  leader  of  the  Opposition  the  other  day,  the 
people  will  find  that  there  is  no  desire  on  the 
part  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  to  see  justice 
done  to  the  gentleman  accused  here,  or  to  insure 
that  justice  to  him  which  would  be  meted  out  to 
the  meanest  criminal  in  the  land  brought  before 
a  court  of  justice.  There  is  not  merely  an 
attempt  made  to  destroy  his  character,  but  an 
attempt  to  impugn  the  honesty  of  the  Alinister 
of  Justice  and  to  degrade  him  in  the  eyes  of  the 
people  who  now  hold  him  in  such  high  esteem.  I 
will  refer  now  to  the  statement  made  by  the  hon. 
leader  of  the  Opposition  a  few  minutes  ago.  He 
said  : 

“  The  language  of  the  Minister  of  Justice  is  far  different 
when  he  speaks  on  the  hustings  and  when  he  speaks  on 
the  floor  of  the  House.  When  the  hon.  gentleman  was 
before  the  people  of  this  country  and  when  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  which  he  was  a  member  was  assailed  for  bribery 
and  corruption,  for  winning  elections  by  vicious  practices 
the  honourable  gentleman  was  brave,  and  he  stated  that 
he  was  willing  to  give  a  hearing  to  every  man  who  made 
a  charge  against  the  Government  or  any  of  its  members, 
that  he  was  welcome  to  make  that  charge  and  to  have  it 
investigated,  that  the  Government  was  afraid  of  nothing. 
When  the  hon.  gentleman  is  taken  at  his  word,  and 
charges  are  made,  how  does  he  answer?  He  answers  by 
the  merest  quibbling  and  pettifogging  ever  heard  in  any 
court  of  justice  to  defend  a  vicious  case.” 

I  like  to  hear  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  talk 
about  bravery,  especially  with  recent  history  be¬ 
fore  our  eyes  as  to  his  own  conduct  in  matters  that 
are  now  notorious  throughout  the  country.  I  would 
not  have  brought  this  matter  into  the  debate  were 
it  not  that  it  was  introduced  by  the  last  speaker 
and  others  on  the  opposite  side  of  the  House.  Last 
year  when  we  had  an  investigation  against  the  ex- 
Minister  of  Public  Works,  the  leader  of  the  Opposi¬ 
tion  showed  his  bravery  when  he  danced  the  war 
dance,  and  set  up  the  war  whoop,  and  brandished 
his  tomahawk  over  the  prostrate  form  of  his  adver¬ 
sary  in  politics  ;  and  when  I  told  him  on  the  floor 
of  this  House  of  an  investigation  that  was  taking 
place  elsewhere,  and  of  his  politital  friends  that  were 
being  proven  to  be  steeped  to  the  lips  in  corruption 
and  robbery  of  the  public  funds  of  the  country,  he 
said  :  Let  the  proof  be  made,  let  the  charges  be 
established  and  I  will  denounce  those  who  have 
been  guilty  of  these  crimes.  Well,  Air.  Speaker, 
the  charges  have  been  proved,  and  not  only 
was  the  proof  made  of  the  miserable  $100,000  in 
the  Baie  des  Chaleurs  affair,  but  it  was  shown 
that  letters  of  credit  were  teeming  for  fifties 
and  hundreds  of  thousands  of  dollars  and  that 
the  Province  of  Quebec  was  robbed  by  the  band. 
What  was  then  the  position  of  the  brave  man  who 
now  censures  the  hon.  the  Alinister  of  Justice  for 
lack  of  bravery  ?  Why,  in  the  very  opening  of  the 
proceedings,  he  spoke  of  the  conduct  of  the  Lieu¬ 
tenant  Governor,  whose  action  brought  to  light  this 
rascality  by  which  many  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
occupy  their  seats  in  this  House,  and  he  described 
that  action  of  the  Lieutenant  Governor  as  conduct 
that  would  reduce  the  Province  of  Quebec  beneath 
the  position  of  the  republics  of  Spanish  America. 
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According  to  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  it  was  the 
Lieutenant  Governor  of  Quebec  who  was  degrading 
the  province  and  it  was  not  the  band  of  robbers,  it 
was  not  the  rascals,  it  was  not  those  who  say  to 
the  present  day  that  all  they  did  and  all  that  they 
stole  was  for  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  and  his 
friends.  Only  last  week  when  the  constable  was 
at  the  door  of  some  of  these  men  that  utterance 
was  made,  as  it  was  made  on  the  public  hustings 
during  the  election.  The  investigation  in  Quebec 
proved  that  public  honesty  was  outraged,  that 
public  morality  had  been  outraged,  that  honour  had 
been  trampled  under  foot,  and  that  religion  had 
been  degraded,  but  the  honourable  and  brave  man 
who  leads  the  Opposition  in  this  House,  and 
who  attacks  the  Minister  of  Justice  showed  his 
bravery  then  and  fulfilled  his  promise  made  to  this 
House  and  to  this  country,  by  starting  off  to  the 
Province  of  Ontario  and  valiantly  telling  the  peo¬ 
ple  there  that  he  was  ready  to  answer  for  his  own 
sins,  but  not  for  the  sins  of  those  with  whom  he 
had  been  associated.  That  was  the  grand  denun¬ 
ciation,  that  was  the  display  of  bravery.  He  dare 
not  denounce  the  man  who  was  guilty,  because  that 
man  had  him  in  his  power  and  he  has  him  in  his 
power  yet.  Let  me  ask  what  was  the  value  of  the 
taunt  cast  at  the  Minister  of  Justice  and  what  was 
the  basis  for  it  ?  I  will  quote  the  words  of  the 
Minister  of  Justice  on  this  very  subject.  He  said  : 

“  I  have  to  repeat  again  that  if  these  gentlemen  have 
any  charges  to  make  against  any  member  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  in  regard  to  the  propi’iety  of  grantingtliese  subsidies 
we  are  here  to  meet  them  and  this  is  the  place  to  meet 
them.” 

There  he  challenged  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  if  they 
had  any  charge  to  make  in  regard  to  the  granting 
of  these  subsidies,  if  there  had  been  any  conspiracy 
in  the  matter  in  regard  to  the  giving  of  these  sub¬ 
sidies  between  the  Government  and  any  member 
of  the  Government,  that  they  were  prepared  to 
meet  them.  In  another  part  of  that  speech  the 
Minister  of  Justice  says  : 

“  I  have  already  assured  the  House  that  if  any  charges 
are  framed  which  do  come  within  that  category  they  will 
be  entertained,  and  there  will  be  no  opposition  on  this 
side  of  the  House  to  an  investigation.  I  have  already 
stated,  in  so  far  as  the  Government  is  concerned,  that  they 
are  here  to  meet  any  accusations  which  may  be  made  in 
that  regard.” 

Was  this  language  plain  ?  Was  this  language 
emphatic  ?  Did  any  one  misunderstand  it  ?  And 
yet,  in  the  face  of  that,  we  are  told  that  different 
language  was  used  here  on  the  floor  of  this  House 
from  that  used  on  the  hustings  throughout  the 
country,  and  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  expect  that 
the  members  of  this  House  and  the  people  of  the 
country  are  going  to  take  stock  in  such  statements 
so  insolently  made  in  such  an  insulting  language. 
Xow,  this  matter  presents  itself  to  my  mind  in 
three  different  phases.  The  charges  as  laid  refer, 
first,  to  the  Postmaster  General  personally  ;  in  the 
second  place,  they  may  be  treated  as  to  the  allega¬ 
tions  affecting  principally  the  elections  of  1887,  as 
I  understand  the  reading  of  the  document,  although 
other  gentlemen  seem  to  think  that  they  apply  to 
elections  extending  from  1882  to  1891  ;  and  thirdly, 
we  are  asked  to  deal  with  this  question  by  referring 
it  to  a  committee  of  the  House.  Now,  the  position 
we  take  is  this  :  we  complain  of  the  vagueness  of 
these  charges.  We  say  they  should  be  specific  and 
should  present  a  prime l  facie  case  of  guilt  against 
the  accused.  Well,  the  hon.  Minister  of  Justice, 


whose  speech  seems  to  form  the  theme  of  all  that 
has  been  said  on  the  other  side,  made  this  state¬ 
ment  as  to  how  these  charges  should  be  laid  before 
the  House  : 

‘‘ Sir,  before  considering  in  detail  what  these  charges 
are, or  whether  they  come  up  to  the  standard  of  making 
an  accusation  of  misconduct  by  a  member  of  this  House 
in  his  capacity  as  a  member  of  this  House  I  wish  parti¬ 
cularly  to  direct  the  attention  of  the  Houseto  the  impor¬ 
tance  of  observing  that  that  rule  is  strictly  complied  witli 
by  any  person  who  desires  this  House  to  exercise  its 
judicial  functions,  and  to  sit  and  deliberate  upon  the 
conduct  of  a  member.  It  will  not  do  at  all  to  say  that  some 
charge  is  implied,  that  some  charge  is  put  forward  which 
maybe  capable  of  one  construction,  and  equally  capable 
of  another  construction.  The  House  has  to  see  especially, 
when  charges  are  deliberately  framed  as  these  have  been, 
that  they  bear  that  plain  construction  upon  their  face,  and 
that  the  member  who  makes  them  shall  not  afterwards 
b$  in  a  position  to  say  that  he  did  not  intend  to  make  such 
a  charge,  but  that  he  intended  to  charge  some  personal 
impropriety,  some  breach  of  the  election  laws  upon  the 
member  whom  he  accuses.” 

I  propose  to  defend  that  position,  first  by  the 
precedent  established  by  the  Liberal  party  in  the 
Province  of  Ontario  in  1872,  and  secondly,  by  the 
statements  made  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  in 
their  speeches  since  the  beginning  of  this  debate. 
Let  me  first  refer  to  the  motion  made  by  Mr. 
Cameron  in  the  Ontario  Assembly  in  1872,  where¬ 
in  he  asked  for  a  select  committee  on  a  general 
charge  in  the  following  words 

‘‘A  select  committee  to  enquire  whether  any  and  what 
corrupt  inducement  or  olfer  was  made  to  the  Hon.  E.  B. 
Wood,  a  member  of  this  House,  to  induce  him  to  resign 
his  position  as  Treasurer  of  the  Province  of  Ontario,  by 
the  Hon.  Edward  Blake  or  any  other  member  of  the  pre¬ 
sent  Administration  while  members  of  the  Opposition  in 
the  Legislative  Assembly,  said  committee  to  have  power 
to  sent  for  persons  and  papers.” 

Now,  it  would  seem  to  the  non-professional  reader 
that  this  was  very  straighforward  and  plain  lan¬ 
guage,  that  what  was  meant  was  stated  ;  but  let 
us  see  how  this  demand  for  a  committee  was  met 
by  Mr.  Blake,  the  party  accused,  who  was  at  the 
head  of  the  Government,  and  by  members  of  the 
Government,  who  without  being  named  were  also 
implicated.  In  a  very  elaborate  argument  based 
upon  what  had  been  said  by  Mr.  Blake,  during  the 
debate  in  the  House,  the  Globe  of  the  following 
day  said  : 

“  It  might  be  supposed  that,  on  moving  this  resolution 
the  grounds  of  the  charge  would  be  stated  clearly  and 
distinctly  to  the  House.  This  was  the  more  necessary 
from  the  extreme  vagueness  of  the  resolution  itself.  It 
will  be  observed,  first,  that  no  responsibility  was  assumed 
therein  by  the  member  making  it ;  secondly,  that 
the  nature  of  the  alleged  inducement  is  not  specified  ;  and 
thirdly,  that  the  other  members  of  the  Administration 
said  to  have  been  parties  to  the  transaction  are  not  named 
in  the  indictment.” 

The  Globe  lays  down  the  doctrine  further  : 

“  Certain  principles,  perfectly  well  defined,  govern  the 
course  of  the  House  under  such  circumstances.  The  func¬ 
tion  assumed  is  judicial,  and  it  is  necessary  to  provide,  as 
absolutely  as  possible,  in  the  first  place,  that  the  charge 
shall,  if  true,  be  brought  home  ;  and,  in  the  next,  that  the 
accuser  shall  have  no  chance  of  going  back  on  his  words, 
if  he  is  found  to  have  charged  his  fellow  member  falsely. 

“  The  very  basis  of  the  whole  proceeding  should  be  the 
possession  by  the  Assembly  of  a  strong  primd  facie  (case) 
of  guilt  against  whoever  may  be  the  offender  or  accessory 
to  the  proceedings  complained  of.  Without  this  no  such 
charges  should  ever  be  made.  Even  the  meanest  felon  is 
entitled  to  this  much  at  the  hands  of  a  grand  jury  before 
he  can  be  put  upon  his  trial.” 

The  Globe  elaborated  the  same  argument  as  that 
put  forward  this  evening  by  my  hon.  friend  from 
Cumberland  (Mr.  Dickey),  and  went  on  to  show 
what  principles  were  involved,  and  here  is  what  he 
stated : 
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A  principle,  and  a  most  important  one  too  was  at 
stake.  In  an  Assembly  whose  proceedings  are  strictly 
regulated  by  precedent,  a  very  grave  responsibility  rests 
upon  the  Government  representing  the  majority  to  do  or 
allow  to  be  done  nothing  that  will  curtail  the  privileges 
or  jeopardize  the  rights  of  those  who  or  now,  are  may  be 
at  a  future  time,  in  a  minority.  Here  was  a  vague  charge 
levelled  at  five  gentlemen  by  a  member  who  would  not 
say  to  which  of  them  he  expected  to  attach  the  stigma  of 
so  foul  an  act  ns  the  bribing  of  an  adviser  of  the  execu¬ 
tive  to  forsake  his  colleagues  in  the  midst  of  a  crisis  when 
the  existence  of  a  Government  was  trembling  in  the 
balance.  But  suppose. that  the  case  were  reversed  ;  that 
the  accuser  was  a  Minister  with  a  strong  majority  at  his 
back  and  the  accused  some  too  aggressive  member  of  a 
weak  Opposition.  The  charge  might  be  as  vague  as  suited 
the  purposes  of  the  accuser  ;  the  committee  struck  with 
due  regard  to  the  wishes  of  the  Government  ;  the  pro¬ 
ceeding;'  postponed  from  time  to  time, — perhaps  from 
session  to  session ;  the  charge  still  kept  hanging  over  the 
unfortunate  victim,  it  might  be  a  general  election,  and 
the  precedent  of  yesterday  quoted  in  justification  of  a 
refusal  to  ixuike  the  indictment  so  clear  and  specific  that 
there  should  be  no  pretense  for  evading  a  decision  if  a 
satisfactory  answer  were  forthcoming.” 

1  bus  we  find  that  the  very  ablest  man  in  the  party 
of  lion,  gentlemen  opposite,  upon  an  occasion 
similar  to  this,  when  a  charge  was  brought  which 
was  certainly  far  more  pointed,  intelligible  and 
easily  disposed  of  by  way  of  evidence  than  that 
now'  levelled  at  the  Postmaster  General,  attacked 
the  charge  on  account  of  its  vagueness,  and  on  the 
ground  that  it  would  be  unjust  not  to  take  a  legal 
stand,  a  stand  that  would  be  consistent  with  the 
practice  of  the  British  Parliament  and  our  own 
1  arliament  up  to  that  time,  and  to  preserve  in  the 
strictest  integrity  the  rights  of  every  member  of 
the  House,  whether  he  was  a  member  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  or  not.  So  we  find  in  the  mouth  of  their 
strongest  exponent  of  constitutional  doctrine,  the 
\ery  argument  that  we  are  now  placing  before  this 
House  and  the  country  in  meeting  the  charge  which 
has  been  levelled  against  the  lion.  Postmaster 
General.  Now,  will  it  be  contended  that  this 
charge  is  more  specific  than  the  one  presented  by  Mr. 
Cameron  ?  Will  it  be  contended  that  the  Postmaster 
^eneial  is  not  entitled  to  the  same  protection 
as  the  meanest  felon  in  the  country  ?  Is  it  not 
the  duty  of  this  Government,  not  only  to  protect 
the  one  who  is  in  a  majority  here,  but  also  to  hesi¬ 
tate  establishing  a  precedent  which  may  be  most 
dangerous  in  the  future  for  the  minority  and  not  in 
accord  with  the  constitutional  law  of  Parliament. 

W  e  have,  in  the  words  of  the  lion,  member  for  Botli- 
w  ell,  a  justification  of  the  position  taken  bv  the 
Minister  of  Justice.  I  pointed  out,  in  my  opening 
remarks,  whatthe  Minister  of  Justice  said,  and  w  ill 
take  the  liberty  of  doing  so  again.  He  said  that  the 
House  has  to  see  specially,  when  charges  are  deliber¬ 
ately  framed,  as  these  have  been,  that  they  bear  that 
plain  construction  upon  their  face  and  shall  not  be 
susceptible  of  tw  o  or  more  constructions.  Well 
we  find  that  the  lion,  member  for  Bothwell,  with 
these  charges  in  his  hand,  answerin 
of  Justice,  told  us  : 


ig  the  Minister 


thing  wrong,  that  concealment  is  necessarv,  if  the  propo- 
sition  is  voted  down.”  11 

I  am  prepared  to  agree  with  the  lion,  gentleman 
that  if  any  Minister  or  any  member  had  advised 
the  C  rown  to  make  certain  appropriations,  and 
had  an  understanding  with  a  railway  company  to 
receive  a  portion  of  the  amounts,  we  ought  to  know 
all  the  particulars.  Into  a  charge  such  as  that,  if 
brought  before  the  House,  no  Government  could 
refuse  to  grant  an  enquiry.  If  the  charge,  out  of 
which  the  lion,  member  for  Bothwell  says  he  can 
wring  such  an  indictment,  were  properly  laid  in 
unequivocal  terms  before  the  House,  there  could 
be  no  objection  to  an  investigation.  But  there  is 
no  such  charge.  With  all  his  legal  ability,  the  hon. 
gentleman  cannot  find,  from  the  beginning  to  the 
end  of  this  accusation,  a  single  line  to  the  effect 
that  there  wras  an  understanding  between  the  Post¬ 
master  General  and  any  railwray  company,  where¬ 
by  he  advised  the  Crown  to  make  these  appropria¬ 
tions  on  condition  that  the  company  should  make 
him  a  participant  in  the  moneys  they  received. 
There  is  no  man  in  this  House,  including  the  hon. 
member  for  Bothwell,  wdio  can  find  any  such 
charge  in  the  resolution  before  us.  In  that  respect 
we  have  a  justification  of  the  statement  made  by 
the  Minister  of  Justice.  But  wre  have  more  than 
that.  We  have  not  only  the  fact  that  two  or' 
three  hon.  members  opposite  have  each  given  a 
different  construction  to  these  charges,  but  we 
have  the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell  himself  saying 
that  lie  understands  these  charges  to  be  capable  of 
twm  different  constructions  ;-and  he  goes  on  to  say, 
in  speaking  against  the  appointment  of  a  commision 
which  might  possibly  be  granted  in  this  matter,  a 
subject  to  which  I  shall  address  myself  briefly  in  a 
few  moments  : 

‘‘A  commission  is  a  creature  of  the  Administration.  It  is 
appointed,  not  to  investigate  the  conduct  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  but  to  investigate  theconduct  of  those  who  are  sub¬ 
ordinate  to  the  Government  and  who  are  responsible  to  the 
Government.  It  one  of  these  hon.  gentlemen  sitting  on  the 
Ireasury  benches  is  charged  with  wrong-doing,  can  it  be 
iora  moment  said  that  they  themselves  are  the  proper 
parties  to  advise  the  Crown  as  to  who  shall  be  appointed 
to  investigate  their  conduct?  To  whom  is  the  report  to  be 
made  (  Why,  to  themselves.  Who  is  to  advise  the  Crown 
upon  that  report?  Why,  the  very  gentlemen  who  are 
accused,  and  nobody  else.  They  are  the  parties  who  are 
to  tel!  the  Crown  whether  they  ought  to  be  dismissed  or 
whether  they  ought  to  be  retained,  upon  the  evidence  that 
the  commission  has  taken.  Is  it  not  clear  that  if  these 
non.  gentlemen  have  the  appointment  of  the  commission 
by  whom  they  are  to  be  tried,  that  they  will  make  it,  so 

indeed  ’>  &re  concerned*  a  very  merciful  tribunal, 


“  This  House  is  the  custodian  of  the  public  treasurv 
pmfi  t  °n'"  gentdeman  who  holds  the  public  moneys  of  this 
imuntrvisa  mere  a  gent  of  this  House;  and  we  have  a 

back  to?  18S?U11Tf  n  Vev?  thougf  th?  enquiry  should  extend 
i  a  e.har-e  of  misappropriation  of  public 
^  k  ^i  n-ladu  a£aiQst  a  man  in  public  life,  he  is  not  fit 
there  in  charge  of  the  public  treasury,  if  he  advised 
the  Crown  to  make  these  appropriations,  and  had  an 
understanding  with  one  of  the  railway  companies  parti- 
cipatmg  in  them,  that  these  moneys  or  a  portion  of  them 
should  go  to  him,  we  ought  to  know  it ;  we  are  entitled  to 
know  it:  and  Sir  we  are  entitled  to  know  it  by  an  hives? 

by athisnHous?CteThity  bP?S  House-,and  conducted  solely 
carried  ™ Jnf  being,  S(?>  *hls  motion  ought  to  be 
earned,  and  it  will  be  an  admission  that  there  is  some- 

iVIr.  Curran. 


So  that  we  have  it  here,  not  merely  that  the  Post¬ 
master  General  stands  accused  of  having  conspired 
with  this  railway  company,  but  that  the  whole 
Government  of  the  Dominion  are  pointed  to  as  a 
band  of  traitors,  to  use  the  words  of  the  loyal  knight 
who  addressed  us  in  the  beginning  of  the  evening, 
and  are  every  one  of  them  upon  their  trial.  We  have 
it  from  one  hon.  gentleman  that  this  is  a  huge  con¬ 
spiracy,  a  conspiracy  in  the  broadest  and  worst 
possible  form.  But  there  is  no  allegation  to  show 
that  this  is  a  conspiracy.  There  is  nothing  to  show 
that  t  he  position  taken  in  the  first  instance  by  the 
hon.  member  for  Bothwell  has  any  justification,  or 
that  the  position  taken  by  him  in  the  second  case 
is  at  all  justifiable,  and  that  all  the  members  of  the 
Government  are  implicated  and  unable  to  act  in  a 
matter  of  this  kind.  It  will  be  satisfactory  to  all 
those  who  have  followed  this  debate  to  know  that 
the  position  taken  by  the  Minister  of  Justice  is 
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justified,  not  only  by  precedent  of  this  country  as 
well  as  precedent  in  the  mother  land,  but  by  the 
utterances  as-  well  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite. 
There  is  another  point  which  has  been  variously 
dealt  with  by  different  speakers,  and  that  is  the 
statement  of  the  Minister  of  Justice  that  the  second 
branch  of  the  subject  should  have  been  dealt  with 
by  the  election  courts.  He  said  : 

“  We  have  to  consider  whether  the  accusations  which  are 
brought  forward  are  accusations  which  some  better  qua¬ 
lified  tribunal  in  this  country  is  not  clothed  with  powers 
to  determine.  If  the  constitution  has  erected  a  tribunal 
in  the  country  which  has  jurisdiction  over  such  matters 
and  if  the  laws  which  govern  us  all,  us  as  well  as  our 
constituents,  give  to  these  tribunals  a  right  and  a  proce¬ 
dure  to  carry  on  investigations,  it  is  most  proper  that  the 
House  should,  if  possible,  decline  to  exercise  any  judicial 
functions  on  its  part,  and  leave  to  the  tribunal  which  is 
qualified  by  the  constitution  and  the  statutes  of  this 
country,  the  power,  the  right  and  the  duty  to  determine 
and  investigate  the  complaint,  whether  it  be  of  a  member 
who  desires  to  make  an  accusation  here,  or  of  any  person 
outside  of  this  House.” 

Now  this  worried  the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell 
a  great  deal,  and  he  replied  : 

“  Unless  men  interested  in  the  trial  of  election  petition8 
choose  to  file  a  petition,  you  have  no  redress.  Parliament 
is  perfectly  helpless.  A  wrong  may  be  done  in  twenty 
constituencies  :  half  a  million  of  the  public  money  may 
be  stolen  from  the  public  treasury  .and  so  applied  ;  but 
if  you  cannot  find  twenty  men  in  those  constituencies  to 
file  petitions,  the  other  195  constituencies  have  no 
redress.” 

Well,  it  was  the  deliberate  policy  of  this  Parliament, 
as  it  has  been  of  the  Parliament  of  Great  Britain, 
that  these  matters,  which  had  so  long  occupied  the 
House  of  Commons  with  such  very  uusatisfactory 
results,  should  be  referred  to  a  court  of  justice. 
But  the  gentlemen  opposite,  upon  various  occasions, 
whenever  it  suited  their  purpose,  have  never  tired 
of  iterating  and  reiterating  that  this  House  had  not 
abnegated  its  jurisdiction,  that  it  had  concurrent 
jurisdiction  with  election  courts  in  such  matters, 
and  that  it  was  not  only  our  privilege  but  our  duty 
to  drive  men  from  this  House  who  have  been  proved 
guilty  of  corruption,  although  these  matters  should 
be  more  properly  relegated  to  the  courts  of  justice. 
I  like  consistency.  It  is  a  matter  of  congratula¬ 
tion  that  the  policy  enunciated  by  the  Minister  of 
Justice  is  one  which  on  this  side  of  the  House  has 
always  been  followed,  but  I  can  hardly  say  there  is 
much  consistency  in  the  conduct  of  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite.  Let  me  remind  the  House  of  a  case  which 
was  very  widely  spoken  of  and  written  about 
throughout  the  length  and  breadth  of  Canada  a  few 
years  ago.  You  will  all  remember  that  in  1887 
this  side  of  the  House  lost  one  of  its  most  pro¬ 
mising  members,  one  of  the  most  promising  young 
men  in  Canada,  Mr.  Donald  Me  Master,  through 
an  election  held  in  the  County  of  Glengarry,  where 
lie  was  opposed  by  the  late  Mr.  Purcell  w  ho  be¬ 
longed  to  the  other  side  of  the  House.  That  mat¬ 
ter  was  in  the  courts.  Mr.  McMaster  went  before 
the  judge,  and  proved  not  merely  that  corrupt 
practices  had  prevailed  in  that  election,  but  that 
sums  of  money  unprecedented  in  the  history  of 
elections  in  this  country  had  been  lavished  there, 
and  that  he  had  been  defeated  through  that  lavish 
expenditure.  Moreover,  he  proved  to  the  satisfac¬ 
tion  of  the  presiding  judge  that  the  candidate  op- 
.  posed  to  him  had  been  guilty  of  personal  corrup¬ 
tion,  and  not  only  was  the  election  voided  but  Mr. 
McMaster’s  opponent  was  disqualified  for  seven 
years.  According  to  the  present  statement  of  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite,  that  gentleman  was  unfit  and 


unwrorthy  to  sit  in  this  House,  but  his  case  being 
brought  before  the  Supreme  Court,  not  upon  its 
merits,  not  upon  the  merits  of  the  judgment  which 
had  annulled  the  election  and  deprived  him  of  his 
franchise  for  seven  years*  not  because  the  evidence 
was  discredited  of  any  one  out  of  the  host  of  wit¬ 
nesses  who  proved  that  money  had  flowed  like  water 
and  that  Mr.  Purcell  had  expended  it  himself,  but  on 
a  mere  technicality  that  a  few  hours  had  elapsed  after 
a  certain  notice  should  have  been  given  was  not  given 
in  time,  the  judgment  was  reversed  on  that  ground, 
and  that  gentleman  came  into  this  House  and  sat 
here  by  the  side  of  the  leader  of  the  Opposition.  We 
knew  that  the  matter  had  been  referred  to  the 
courts,  we  knew  that  the  policy  of  the  country  ex¬ 
pressed  through  Parliament  had  consigned  those 
matters  to  the  courts  either  on  the  merits  or  on 
technicalities,  as  the  case  might  be,  and  therefore, 
when  he  took  his  seat,  not  one  man  on  this  side  took 
any  objection  or  said  :  This  House  had  not  abne¬ 
gated  its  right,  its  concurrent  jurisdiction  with  the 
courts,  and  had  a  right  to  expel  a  man  who  has  been 
proved  guilty  of  those  crimes  and  offences,  and  we 
might  have  urged  that  this  young  and  reputable 
politician  who  had  been  driven  out  of  public  life  by 
those  nefarious  schemes  should  have  been  given  his 
seat  and  natural  right  prevail.  We  did  not  do  so  ; 
and  the  bon.  gentlemen  opposite  say  that  our  con¬ 
current  jurisdiction  should  be  exercised  there  ?  Not 
at  all.  They  allow'ed  the  matter  to  pass  because 
the  question  had  been  decided  in  the  court.  They 
had  the  vote  of  that  gentleman  from  that  day  to 
the  end  of  the  Parliament,  and  yet  they  have  the 
face  to  stand  up  before  this  House  and  say  they  are 
honest. 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  And  they  applauded  the  deci¬ 
sion. 

Mr.  CURRAN.  Yes,  they  will  applaud  almost 
everything. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  We  draw  the  line  at  you. 

Mr.  CURRAN.  Out  of  all  the  counties  men¬ 
tioned  in  the  motion,  we  find  that  in  Champlain, 
Montmorency,  L’Islet,  Berthier,  Quebec  County, 
Gaspe,  Montmagny,  Quebec  West  and  Three 
Rivers,  election  petitions  were  filed  and  they 
went  before  the  courts,  where  those  who  were 
attacked  had  the  right  to  file  counter-petitions. 
This  is  a  phase  of  the  question  that  forcibly  struck 
me  the  other  day.  We  have  had  these  matters 
before  the  court,  and  now  we  have  all  this  vitupera¬ 
tion  poured  upon  the  head  of  the  Minister  of  Jus¬ 
tice  because  he  asks  that  we  shall  abide  by  the  law 
of  Parliament  which  has  been  on  the  Statute-book  for 
years,  and  which  any  hon.  gentleman  who  felthimself 
aggrieved  qould  have  taken  advantage  of.  We 
have  also  had  from  the  member  for  Bothwell  (Mr 
Mills)  a  warning  that  it  would  never  do  for  this 
House  to  have  these  charges,  improperly  made  and 
levelled  against  an  hon.  member,  referred  to  a 
committee.  I  do  not  knowT  what  the  intention  of 
this  Government  is,  but  I  have  my  own  views  as  to 
what  should  be  done  with  any  charges  properly 
made  which  may  be  laid  before  this  House.  In 
speaking  of  that,  I  w:  11  refer  the  hon.  gentleman 
to  the  remarks  made  b/  my  hon.  friend  the  mem¬ 
ber  for  Jacques  Cartier  (Mr.  GirouarJ)  the  chair¬ 
man  of  our  Committee  on  Privileges  and  Elections 
last  year  at  the  close  of  the  investigation  which 
has  been  so  often  referred  to  to-night.  Speaking 
of  the  majority  and  minority  reports,  he  said  : 
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“  The  consideration  of  this  division  (a  strict  party  one) 
which  took  place  in  the  general  committee  without  any 
debate,  leads  me  at  the  ATery  beginning  to  consider 
whether  the  Committee  on  Privileges  and  Elections  is 
really  the  best  one  that  can  exist  for  the  protection  of 
members  of  Parliament  against  whom  serious  charges 
are  made,  like  the  present  one,  and  at  the  same  time  to 
protect  the  dignity  of  the  House  of  Commons.  A  division 
adopting  the  report  of  the  majority  took  place  in  the 
committee  on  a  strict  party  vote.  I  am  not  surprised  at 
that  result.  It  has  been  the  history  of  the  Committee  on 
Privileges  and  Elections  in  almost  every  instance  since  I 
have  presided  over  that  committee  from  1882  to  the  pre¬ 
sent  time.” 

The  lion,  member  for  North  Simcoe(  Mr.  McCarthy), 
speaking  on  the  same  subject  said  : 

“  It  is  very  unfortunate  that  on  a  question  so  grave  as 
this,  the  decision  is  to  be  left  to  a  popular  assembly  of 
this  kind.  It  may  be  that  under  our  system  of  govern¬ 
ment,  it  is  impossible  that  any  other  or  better  way  could 
be  found,  but  I  think  that  if  the  same  course  that  was 
followed  in  the  Parnell  investigation  had  been  pursued 
here,  if  the  matter  had  been  referred  to  three  indepen¬ 
dent  members  of  the  bench  where  we  know  we  could  find 
judicial  impartiality,  while  this  House  and  this  country 
would  have  been  saved  the  enormous  expense  of  this 
enquiry,  a  more  satisfactory  conclusion  Avould  have  been 
arrived  at.” 

Noav,  I  am  satisfied  that  these  tAvo  gentlemen 
echoed  the  sentiment  and  the  honest  opinion  of 
every  member  who  followed  that  investigation 
from  beginning  to  the  end.  The  subject  is  one  well 
worthy  of  deepest  consideration.  W  hen  we  consider 
the  enormous  expense  attaching  to  the  Committee 
on  Privileges  and  Elections,  the  time  which  is 
taken  up  by  the  members  of  the  House  in  attending 
the  proceedings  of  that  committee,  when  we  con¬ 
sider  that  an  investigation  by  that  committee  may 
so  lengthen  the  session  as  that  members  will  demand 
increased  indemnity,  when  we  consider  the  charges 
that  are  likely  to  be  heaped  up  there,  when  we  con¬ 
sider  the  unsatisfactory  results  of  investigations  of 
this  kind,  and  Avhen  Ave  consider  that  this  country, 
especially  since  the  recent  investigations  in  Quebec, 
will  prefer  that  these  investigations  be  held  before 
honourable  and  upright  judges  who  command  the 
respect  and  confidence  of  the  people,  I  say  that  it 
is  high  time  that  the  Minister  of  Justice  and  his 
colleagues  should  determine  that  the  same  justice 
ought  to  be  meted  out  to  the  Postmaster  General 
or  to  any  other  member  as  was  meted  out  to  Mr. 
Mercier  and  his  colleagues  in  the  Province  of  Quebec. 
There  we  had  a  commission  of  judges,  and  when  ques¬ 
tions  were  put  to  the  witnesses  they  were  ordered 
to  be  answered  or  otherwise,  as  men  trained  in 
the  law  considered  they  ought  or  ought  not  to  be 
answered.  But  before  the  Committee  on  Privileges 
and  Elections  we  have  a  hue  and  cry  raised  if  a 
man  is  not  ordered  to  ansAver  eArnry  question  that 
may  be  asked  him  no  matter  how  irrevelant  or  im¬ 
proper  ;  and  if  a  question  is  put  to  a  vote  in  that 
committee  as  to  whether  any  document  should  be 
submitted,  the  vote  is  always  a  party  vote,  and  on 
the  whole  the  result  is  very  unsatisfactory.  I  haAre 
no  interest  in  this  matter  whatsoever,  except  the 
interest  that  any  member  of  Parliament  may  feel 
in  seeing  the  affairs  of  this  country  properly  car¬ 
ried  out.  I  take  no  stock  in  the  charges  and  counter¬ 
charges  that  are  made  here,  I  approach  a  question 
of  this  kind  in  an  altogether  different  spirit  from 
the  one  which  has  been  manifested  by  some  lion, 
members  in  this  House  when  an  lion,  member  is 
laying  under  an  accusation  of  this  kind.  We 
should  approach  this  question  in  a  spirit  of  sorrow 
rather  than  one  of  exultant  anticipatory  revenge. 
We  should  approach  it  in  a  judicial  spirit,  know- 
Mr.  Curran. 


ing  that  the  people  of  this  country  are  desirous  and 
will  demand  that  every  complaint  properly  lodged 
shall  be  investigated,  either  by  a  committee  of  the 
House  or  by  a  royal  commission  appointed  by 
this  Government.  I  belie\re  that  this  Government 
thoroughly  appreciate  the  responsibility  that 
weighs  upon  them  and  that  they  will  properly 
discharge  that  responsibility.  I  think  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  ha\Te  shown  their  desire  to  do  what 
is  right  in  charges  of  this  kind  in  the  past,  by 
having  them  investigated,  either  by  a  committee  of 
the  House  or  by  the  courts.  They  have  a  record 
to  which  they  can  appeal  with  pride  and  satisfac¬ 
tion.  The  people  have  approved  of  their  course  in 
the  past,  and  I  am  satisfied  the  Government  Avill 
pursue  that  course  in  the  future,  and  that  when  an 
hon.  gentleman  makes  charges  against  another 
member  in  such  a  manner  as  that  they  can  be  in- 
vestigated,  the  in\Testigation  will  be  granted.  I 
think  the  Government  of  this  country  will  meet 
such  a  charge  against  the  Postmaster  general, 
either  by  granting  a  committee  of  the  House  or, 
what  would  be  still  better,  by  appointing  a  royal 
commission  where  a  verdict  could  be  arrived  at 
that  woidd  satisfy  public  opinion.  I  believe  the 
Go\7ernment  to  be  anxious  and  desirous  of  having 
an  honest  and  fair  im'estigation  into  all  charges 
properly  brought  against  members  of  the  House  or 
individuals,  to  use  the  words  of  the  Prime  Minister, 
be  they  high  or  Ioav. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  will  endeavour  to  folloAv  the 
example  of  my  hon.  friend  Avho  has  just  taken  his 
seat  by  bringing  to  bear  upon  this  question  that 
judicial  spirit  which  he  doubtless  thinks  he  has 
done,  and  which  he  commends  to  others.  Ashe  por¬ 
trayed  our  duties,  I  thought  what  a  loss  the  bench 
of  Quebec  has  sustained  in  his  decision,  which  I 
read  in  the  paper  to-day,  not  to  sacrifice  himself 
in  that  way  upon  the  altar  of  his  country  ;  and 
perhaps  I  was  able  to  discoA’er  some  reason  for  the 
earnestness  Avith  which  he  has  come  to  the  rescue 
of  his  friend,  the  Minister  of  Justice,  and  given 
him  a  certificate  of  character.  Having,  as  it  was 
announced  to  the  world  that  he  had,  been  an  un¬ 
successful  kicker  for  a  place  in  the  Cabinet,  he 
wishes  to  let  them  know  that  his  heart  is  still  true, 
and  that  he  is  still  in  the  market  when  they  choose 
to  buy  him.  He  gives  arguments  why  the  motion 
in  question  should  not  be  adopted.  One  of  his 
strongest  arguments,  the  one  that  almost  caused 
him  to  explode,  Avas  his  condemnation  of  the  con¬ 
duct  of  the  leader  of  the  Opposition.  That  was 
the  principal  logical  defence  that  he  adA’anced 
against  the  granting  of  this  resolution.  Having 
fired  his  best  bolt  first,  he  had  little  left  to  say  in 
the  end,  but  that  little  consisted  largely  in  casting 
reflections  upon  the  character  of  a  fellovv-member  of 
this  House,  and  a  felloAv-countryman  of  his  oavii, 
a  gentleman  Avho  is  no  longer  in  the  land  of  the 
lnfing  to  defend  himself  against  the  accusations. 
When  he  attacked  my  hon.  friend  the  leader  of  the 
Opposition,  the  principal  charge  against  him  Avas 
lack  of  courage.  It  occurred  to  me  that  the  hon. 
gentleman  would  haA'e  manifested  possession  of  a 
greater  quantity  of  that  article  if  he  had  made  this 
charge  face  to  face  with  the  person  whom  he  ac-» 
cused  ;  but  he  took  ath^antage  of  his  absence  from 
this  chamber  to  make  these  observations  which 
were  couched  in  that  judicial  spirit  so  apropos  of 
the  discussion.  But  Avhen  the  hon.  gentleman  re- 
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turned  to  the  chamber  we  find  no  allusion  whatever 
to  his  record  from  that  time  on.  It  only  flowed  from 
the  lips  of  my  eloquent  friend  when  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  was  absent  from  the  chamber.  The  member 
for  Montreal  Centre  (Mr.  Curran)  is  general  en¬ 
dorser  for  all  the  members  of  the  Government  who 
protest  against  the  granting  of  this  enquiry.  I  do 
not  discover  that  he  has  advanced  anything  origi¬ 
nal,  but  whatever  these  gentlemen  said,  he  said 
likewise.  I  myself  desire  to  import  nothing  into 
this  discussion  except  what  is  pertinent  to  it,  and  I 
hope  I  shall  carry  out  that  intention  with  better 
success  than  attended  the  probably  well-meant 
efforts  of  the  hon.  gentleman  who  last  spoke.  I 
desire  to  bring  nothing  but  a  fair  spirit  to 
bear  on  the  consideration  of  this  question.  The 
charge  is  that  a  portion  of  public  money  voted 
by  Parliament  for  a  specific  purpose  was  diverted 
for  another  purpose,  and  that  this  misappropriation 
took  place  through  the  connivance  of  a  member  of 
the  Cabinet,  a  gentleman  who  had  been  a  member 
of  every  Cabinet  and  of  every  Parliament  that  had 
to  do  with  the  voting  of  that  money  ;  and  as  an 
incident,  but  not  as  the  gravamen  of  the  charge,  it 
is  said  that  that  money,  after  being  misappropriated 
was  spent  illegally  and  corruptly  in  other  ways. 
There  are  two  distinct  charges,  and  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  opposite  seek  to  escape  any  enquiry  by  cent¬ 
ring  their  objections  upon  the  particular  resolution 
which  refers  to  the  application  of  the  fund.  The 
first  question  however  is:  Was  there  a  misapplica¬ 
tion  of  the  money  ?  If  there  is  anything  that  the 
representatives  of  the  people  shoald  guard  it  is  the 
public  treasury,  and  I  cannot  conceive  of  our  having 
any  more  responsible  duty  cast  upon  us  than  to 
bring  into  the  light  of  day  any  such  transactions  as 
are  alleged  to  have  occurred  in  this  case,  so  that 
there  may  be,  not  only  punishment  for  the  past,  but 
a  warning  against  any  similar  occurrences  in  the 
future.  I  maintain  that  it  is  not  only  our  privilege, 
but  that  it  is  our  duty  to  trace  to  their  ultimate  end 
the  public  moneys  that  are  voted  by  Parliament,  and 
should  any  money  voted  for  a  public  enterprise  be 
d  i  verted  from  its  proper  channel,  i  t  is  due  to  the  people 
that  it  should  be  known,  especially  if  that  diversion 
has  been  occasioned  by  the  action  of  the  trustees  of 
the  people,  the  Government  of  the  day,  who  are 
responsible  for  such  misapplication.  What  is  the 
process  by  which  these  votes  of  money  are  secured  ? 
The  Government  advises  His  Excellency  and  His 
Excellency  then  sends  down  a  message  to  Parlia¬ 
ment  to  express  its  opinion  upon  it.  The  Govern¬ 
ment  of  the  day,  having  a  working  majority, 
practically  controls  the  House,  and  the  decision, 
in  the  first  instance,  in  Council  really  controls 
the  voting  of  the  money.  Under  our  system,  the 
Government  practically  control  the  treasury,  and 
surely,  if  there  is  a  misapplication  of  the  funds 
by  a  member  of  the  Government,  there  can  be  no 
clearer  duty  cast  upon  the  people’s  representatives 
than  to  have  this  misapplication  made  known,  and, 
if  possible,  to  have  the  wrong-doers  punished.  Now, 
let  us  see  what  defence  the  Minister  of  Justice 
has  advanced  ?  The  first  excuse  offered  is,  that 
there  is  no  allegation  of  misappropriation  or  malad¬ 
ministration  of  public  money.  Suppose,  Mr. 
Speaker,  that  it  were  proved,  or  suppose,  for  ex¬ 
ample,  that  the  Postmaster  General  were,  to  stand 
up  and  say  :  I  do  admit  that  I  received,  for  my 
own  personal  use,  corruptly,  a  large  sum  of  money 
out  of  the  subsidies  that  had  been  voted  by  Parlia¬ 


ment  at  my  request  and  when  I  was  a  mem¬ 
ber  of  the  Cabinet  and  a  member  of  Parliament 
to  aid  a  certain  railway,  and  after  it  was  voted 
portions  of  these  moneys  were  handed  over  to 
me  corruptly,  and  I  again  ask  the  Government 
to  ask  His  Excellency  to  get  more  money  from 
Parliament.  Now  Sir,  if  the  Postmaster  General 
were  to  make  that  admission  what  excuse  would 
any  one  offer  ?  Would  any  one  for  a  moment  say 
that  there  should  be  a  refusal  of  an  enquiry 
under  such  circumstances?  And  yet  the  Minister 
of  Justice  has  told  us  that  if  we  prove  every 
single  allegation  in  this  resolution  it  amounts  to 
no  misappropriation  or  maladministration.  If  the 
Minister  cannot  see,  and  if  this  House  cannot  see, 
in  such  a  misapplication  of  money  as  that  a  gross 
breach  of  trust,  then  I  can  conceive  of  no  diversion 
of  public  funds  that  could  be  so  characterized.  The 
Minister  of  Justice  as  a  second  defence  says  that 
whilst  these  transactions  complained  of  were  going 
on,  the  charge  alleges  that  the  Postmaster  General 
was  a  member  of  Parliament,  that  that  is  not  true 
in  fact,  and  for  that  reason  the  charges  should  fail. 
In  repl}’  to  that  I  may  point  out  that  substantially 
the  Postmaster  General  was  a  trustee  from  the 
time  he  first  took  office,  prior  to  the  initiation  of 
these  votes,  until  the  present  day.  It  is  true  that 
for  a  few  odd  days  here  and  there,  in  the  interval 
of  the  three  general  elections  that  have  taken  place, 
he  was  not  a  member  of  the  House  ;  but  from  the 
very  commencement  of  these  transactions  to  this 
moment  he  was  a  member  of  the  Government  and 
had  a  voice  in  effecting  the  decision  of  Parliament 
in  regard  to  procuring  these  public  funds.  It  is 
the  veriest  technicality— one  that  does  not  com¬ 
mend  itself  to  any  fair-minded  person — that  such 
an  excuse  as  that  should  be  offered  as  a  reason  for 
not  granting  this  enquiry.  The  very  fact  that 
such  a  flimsy,  trifling  excuse  as  that  should  be  ad¬ 
vanced  under  such  circumstances,  shows  how  weak 
must  be  the  cause  of  those  who  seek  to  burke  the 
enquiry.  Another  defence  that  the  Minister  of 
Justice  advanced  is,  that  the  proper  place  in  which 
to  try  this  matter  is  the  election  court.  In  reply 
to  that,  I  would  ask  what  election  court  or  what 
court  is  there  in  Canada  in  which  the  first  charge 
can  be  tried  ?  The  first  charge,  practically,  is  that 
public  money  has  been  embezzled.  I  ask  any 
lawyer  in  this  House  to  explain  to  me  what  court 
in  the  land  to-day  could  take  up  the  charge  of  mis¬ 
applying  this  money  ?  If  it  is  within  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  courts,  how  comes  it 
then  that  the  Minister  of  Justice  has  not 
put  the  courts  in  motion,  as  it  is  his  duty  to  do, 
in  view  of  the  warnings  which  are  now"  given  him.  ^ 
Suppose  such  a  charge  were  brought  to  the  know¬ 
ledge  of  an  employer  in  his  private  capacity  ;  sup¬ 
pose  he  were  informed  by  some  responsible  person 
that  his  money  had  been  so  dealt  with  by  his  em¬ 
ploye,  by  his  manager,  do  you  not  suppose  that  he 
would  set  an  enquiry  on  foot  pretty  soon  ?  Do  you 
not  think  that  he  would  say  :  That  charge  is  spe¬ 
cific  enough  ;  I  will  call  upon  my  employe  to  make 
an  answer  to  it.  He  would  say  :  My  employe  was 
entrusted  with  my  money  in  my  absence,  and  in¬ 
stead  of  using  it  honestly  he  is  charged  with  having 
appropriated  a  portion  of  it  to  Ins  own  use.  Do 
you  not  suppose  that  he  wrould  probe  such  a  charge 
to  the  bottom  ?  Now,  who  is  to  look  after  the  proper 
administration  of  the  people’s  money  except  their 
representatives  in  Parliament  ?  Hon.  gentlemen 
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opposite  cannot  be  sincere,  because  not  one  of  them, 
eminent  lawyers  though  they  are,  has  pointed  out 
what  tribunal  outside  of  this  grand  inquest  of  the 
people,  has  jurisdiction  to  enquire  into  such  matters. 
Another  defence  set  up  by  the  Minister  of  Justice 
was  that  the  charges  were  vague.  Paragraph  5  is 
as  follow's  : — 

“That  during  the  said  period  and  while  the  said  railway 
was  being  constructed  in  part  by  means  of  said  subsidies, 
the  said  Sir  A.  P.  Caron  corruptly  received  large  sums  of 
money  out  of  the  said  subsidies,  and  from  moneys  raised 
upon  the  credit  of  the  same,  and  from  parties  beneficially 
interested  in  the  same.” 

It  is  there  charged  in  plain  language  that  Sir  A.  P. 
Caron  received  corruptly  large  portions  of  the  sub¬ 
sidies  voted  by  Parliament  to  the  railway  of  which 
he  was  one  of  the  controlling  spirits  at  both  ends  ; 
he  was  the  man  to  deal  out  the  money  to  the  rail¬ 
way,  and  he  had  an  interest  at  the  other  end,  the 
allegation  being  that  he  obtained  a  portion  of  those 
moneys  corruptly  for  his  own  benefit. 

Mr.  WELDON.  It  does  not  say  that. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  have  read  the  full  text,  and 
now  I  am  giving  the  significance  of  it.  It  means 
that  he  corruptly  obtained  the  money  and  diverted 
it  from  the  purpose  for  which  Parliament  voted  it ; 
aud  it  is  immaterial,  so  far  as  this  branch  of  the 
subject  is  concerned,  what  he  did  with  it  after¬ 
wards — -whether  he  threw  it  into  the  sea  or  not. 
It  went  into  his  own  pocket  corruptly  ;  whether 
after  that  he  took  it  out  and  distributed  it  for 
other  than  his  own  personal  purposes,  is  immaterial 
when  we  are  dealing  with  this  branch  of  the  ques¬ 
tion.  \  et,  in  the  face  of  these  specific  words,  we 
are  told  that  the  charge  is  too  vague.  Why,  Mr. 
Speaker,  what  do  lion,  gentlemen  want  ?  I)o  they 
want  us  to  tell  the  exact  number  of  dollars  he  took, 
the  exact  day  he  got  the  money,  the  messenger  by 
whom  the  money  was  transferred  from  the  treasury 
of  the  railway  or  construction  company  to  the  bank 
account  of  Sir  A.  P.  Caron,  whether  it  passed  by 
cheque  or  by  bills  or  in  some  other  way  ?  These 
are  mere  matters  of  evidence.  The  substance  of 
the  charge  is  that  money  was  voted  by  Parlia¬ 
ment  for  a  certain  purpose,  and  that  Sir  A.  P. 
Caron  corruptly  obtained  a  portion  of  it ;  and 
that  charge  is  plain  enough  and  specific  enough 
for  any  one  who  wishes  to  investigate  it.  The  next 
contention  of  the  Minister  of  Justice  is  that  it  is 
unconstitutional  for  a  committee  of  the  House  to 
try  the  Government.  That  I  think  is  a  proposition 
of  law  which  this  House  should  not  sanction  for 
one  moment — that  a  committee  of  this  House 
cannot  investigate  charges  against  the  Govern¬ 
ment.  Why,  Sir,  it  has  happened  over  and  over 
again  that  committees  of  Parliament  have  had  to 
investigate  matters  affecting  the  Government. 
Last  session  when  we  investigated  the  McGreevy 
charges  were  we  not  then  investigating  charges 
reflecting  on  the  Government.  It  is  true,  the 
Government  chose  to  repudiate  a  certain  amount 
of  i  esponsibility ,  as  technically  they  w'ere  a  newr 
Government,  and  there  was  only  one  Minister  who 
was  in  the  long  run  affected.  But  seeing  that 
Parliament  last  session  took  upon  itself  to  inves¬ 
tigate  the  conduct  of  one  Minister,  could  it  not 
take  upon  itself  this  year  to  investigate  the  con¬ 
duct  of  another  or  of  the  whole  dozen  ?  If  so,  with 
that  precedent  before  us,  I  fail  to  understand  the 
meaning  of  the  expression  of  the  Minister  of 
J  ustice  when  he  says  that  it  is  unconstitutional  for 
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a  committee  of  Parliament  to  try  the  Government 
of  the  day.  On  the  contrary,  Parliament  itself 
can  I  presume  delegate  to  a  committee  such  investi¬ 
gations  as  took  place  last  year.  It  did  so  then, 
and  the  point  was  never  taken  that  the  committee 
had  no  power  to  carry  on  that  investigation.  On  the 
contrary,  it  brought  forth  results,  and  those  results 
appear  to  have  the  sanction  of  the  law.  I  presume 
that  the  course  we  adopted  last  year,  had  the 
sanction  of  the  law  and  will  not  be  repudiated  to¬ 
day.  Moreover,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  would  ask  whether 
it  is  the  duty  of  Parliament  to  endeavour  to  abnegate 
its  powers  and  to  say  that  there  is  no  tribunal  any¬ 
where  to  enquire  into  wrong-doing  if  there  has  been 
any.  I  do  not  desire  to  say  that  there  has  been  ; 
I  am  simply  taking  up  the  charges  and  arguing  the 
matter  in  the  abstract.  I  say  that  the  Parliament 
of  Canada,  being  founded  on  the  principles  of  the 
Imperial  Parliament,  has  within  itself  inherent 
jurisdiction — not  a  juridiction  of  a  latent  character, 
but  jurisdiction  which  it  is  bound  actively  to  use 
in  order  on  all  occasions  to  investigate  such  matters 
as  are  now  inviting  our  attention.  The  Minister  of 
Marine  and  Fisheries  came  to  the  rescue  of  the 
Government  as  he  perhaps  deemed  it  his  duty 
to  do,  and  endorsed  the  arguments  of  the  hon. 
Minister  of  .1  ustice  ;  but  he  dwelt  a  little  more  on 
one  branch  of  the  case.  He  said  that  this  was 
simply  an  attempt  in  a  cheap  way  to  enquire  into 
the  methods  by  which  the  Conservative  party 
carried  their  elections  in  1887  ;  that  was  his  argu¬ 
ment.  Well,  I  do  not  think  he  could  have  given 
the  country  credit  for  common  intelligence  when 
he  presented  that  flimsy  explanation.  I  think  he 
could  not  have  been  sincere  in  offering  that  as  an 
excuse  for  the  Government’s  refusal  to  grant  this 
enquiry.  Again  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  plead 
the  statute  of  limitations.  They  say,  what  you 
should  have  done  was  within  the  time  provided 
by  the  Controverted  Elections  Act,  within  the 
thirty  days  to  have  filed  a  petition  in  each  court 
for  each  county  where  this  money  went,  and 
threshed  the  matter  out  in  that  wray.  But  inasmuch 
as  the  various  persons  wdio  fingered  the  money 
were  clever  enough  to  hide  their  tracks  all  these 
long  years,  they  having  outwitted  you,  there  is  now 
no  remedy.  That  is  the  proposition.  Well,  I  can¬ 
not  assent  to  that.  As  the  honourable  and  judicial 
member  for  Montreal  Centre  (Mr.  Curran)  says,  the 
House  still  retains  its  concurrent  original  jurisdic¬ 
tion,  and  I  am  sure  he  will  admit  this  is  a  most 
opportune  occasion  in  which  to  set  that  jurisdiction 
in  force.  Either  w*e  have  to  resort  to  the  jurisdic¬ 
tion  of  this  House  for  a  remedy  or  there  is  none, 
and  the  hon.  gentleman  can  choose  which  horn  of 
the  dilemma  they  like.  If  they  are  desirous  that 
the  light  of  day  shall  be  let  in  on  these  transac¬ 
tions  and  that  wrong,  if  done,  shall  be  punished  or 
that,  in  case  any  charges  are  wrrongly  made,  the 
character  of  the  person  against  whom  they  are 
made  shall  be  vindicated,  they  will  be  the  first 
to  urge  the  Government  to  recede  from  the  false 
position  in  which  they  have  put  themselves  and  in 
which  they  are  putting  their  loyal  followers.  If 
the  supporters  of  the  Administration  desire  to  do  the 
Government  a  service,  they  cannot  do  a  better  one 
than  to  bring  it  at  the  earliest  moment  from 
this  unsound  and  unpatriotic  position  which  they 
have  taken,  and  stand  by  the  rights  and  liberties 
of  the  peeple.  The  Minister  of  Justice  said  that 
in  his  action  he  w'as  not  moved  by  any  desire  to 
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conceal  wrong-doing,  but  that  lie  felt  impelled  to 
defend  the  liberties  of  the  members  of  the  House. 
He  felt  impelled  to  stand  up  for  the  dignity  of 
Parliament.  Who  is  going  to  stand  up  for  the 
dignity  of  the  people  ?  Who  is  going  to  stand  up 
for  the  rights  of  the  people  ?  Surely  they  are  to 
be  considered,  and  if  the  two  are  to  be  weighed,  I 
would  like  to  know  whether  the  rights  and  liber¬ 
ties  of  the  people  are  not  paramount  to  those  of 
their  servants.  Then  the  Minister  of  Public  Works 
got  into  the  boat,  and  he  advanced  the  most  extra¬ 
ordinary  defence  of  all.  Each  one  had  been 
searching  for  a  defence  and  exercising  his  ingenuity 
in  devising  something  to  add  to  the  record  ;  and 
so  we  have  the  Minister  of  Public  Works  advancing 
this  doctrine.  He  said,  in  so  many  words,  that 
the  only  ground  on  which  you  could  find  the  Post¬ 
master  General  guilty  of  handling  this  money 
would  be  by  alleging  conspiracy  to  rob  the 
treasury.  He  said  : 

“  My  contention  is  this,  that  to  indict  the  Postmaster 
General  as  guilty  of  some  offence  against  the  statutes  or 
the  unwritten  law,  he  ought  to  have  been  charged  with 
having  conspired,  before  the  subsidies  were  granted,  with 
the  parties  applying  for  them,  to  get  the  subsidies  in 
order  to  derive  some  benefit  for  himself.” 

All  these  essentials  must  be  shown,  according  to  the 
reasoning  of  the  Minister  of  Public  Works.  He 
must  beforehand  have  conspired  with  the  parties, 
he  himself  being  one  of  them,  Sir  Adolphe  Caron, 
one  of  the  leading  directors  and  corporators  of  the 
railway  in  question,  comes  down  himself,  a  Minister 
of  the  Crown  and  says  :  I,  an  officer  and  repre¬ 
sentative  of  this  railway,  apply  to  you,  the  trusted 
Minister  of  the  Crown,  to  give  to  me,  through  the 
railway  and  myself,  a  certain  sum,  and  I  want  you, 
Sir  Adolphe  Caron,  Minister  of  Militia,  to  under¬ 
stand  that  when  I  get  that  public  money,  as 
director  of  the  Construction  Company  of  the  St. 
John  Railway,  I  am  going  to  put  some  of  it  in  my 
own  pocket.  That  must  be  proved  to  convict  him 
of  any  corrupt  understanding.  He  must  not  know 
as  Minister  of  Militia  what  Sir  Adolphe  Caron  the 
railway  director  had  in  his  mind.  He,  this  pooh- 
bah,  is  to  be  entirely  double  in  his  mind,  and 
what  he  knows  in  one  capacity  is  not  to  be  known 
to  him  in  another.  Why,  there  is  no  plainer  propo¬ 
sition  and  principle  involved  than  that  if  a  trustee 
chooses  to  bring  his  trust  into  conflict  with  his 
personal  position,  his  trust  position  is  paramount 
and  he  is  responsible  as  a  trustee.  He  cannot 
escape  responsibility  by  confusing  his  two  positions. 
But  does  anybody  suppose  that  when  it  is 
proposed  to  rob  the  treasury,  the  Minister  has  it 
all  put  down  in  black  and  white.  Is  not  a  wink  as 
good  as  a  nod  to  a  blind  horse  ?  And  if  this  year 
the  promoters  of  the  railway  choose  to  come  down 
to  Parliament  and  obtain  through  political  influence 
or  otherwise,  a  grant  of  a  large  sum  for  a  certain 
public  enterprise,  and  if  after  that,  while  the 
money  is  still  in  loco  penitential ,  while  the  money  is 
still  in  the  treasury  or  under  the  control  of  the 
Government,  any  portion  of  it  is  intercepted  on  its 
way  from  the  treasury  to  the  donee,  that  intercep¬ 
tion  amounts  to  a  breach  of  trust ;  or  if  you  choose 
to  go  through  the  form  of  putting  it  into  the  treasury 
of  the  donee,  it  is  after  all  put  there  for  a  special 
trust  purpose,  for  the  construction  of  a  railway,  and 
if  the  donee,  under  the  control  and  guidance,  as 
seems  to  be  the  case  here  of  the  present  Postmaster 
General,  gives  possession  of  that  money  or  part  of  it 
to  the  present  Postmaster  General,  then  Minister 


of  Militia,  I  would  like  to  know  if  that  is  not  a 
conspiracy  after  the  fact.  Yet  the  Minister  of  Public 
Works  adds  his  ridiculous  plea  to  the  record.  I  was 
much  pleased  with  the  general  tone  of  the  speech  of 
the  lion,  member  for  Cumberland  and  although  he 
did  make  amistake,  he  admitted  with  greatsincerity, 
which  pleased  usall,  that  at  one  stage  he  had  branched 
off  into  a  political  argument.  I  would  not  blame  him 
for  that,  because  wTe  must  admit  there  was  some 
provocation.  Neverthless,  although  he  attempted  to 
be  fair  and  temperate  in  his  argument,  he  was  too 
much  of  a  technical  lawyer,  and  thereby  able  to  pick 
holes  to  his  own  satisfaction  in  a  document  which 
he  would  gladly  see  swept  away.  He  made  several 
points,  but  the  strongest  was  that  Parliament 
should  not  appoint  a  committee  to  enquire  into  the 
private  conduct  of  a  member.  Assuming  that  this 
charge  is  correct,  is  the  misapplication  of  public 
money  by  a  Minister  of  the  Crown  a  transaction  of 
a  private  character  ?  I  think  it  is  essentially  of  a 
public  character.  I  cannot  conceive  of  any  trails- 
action  being  more  of  a  public  character  than  the 
one  in  question.  A  Minister  of  the  Crown  obtains 
control  of  a  portion  of  the  public  money  corruptly, 
which  money  was  obtained  by  him,  which  he  knew 
was  voted  by  the  Government  and  Parliament 
for  a  different  purpose  altogether.  That  is  the 
charge  made  against  the  Postmaster  General.  It 
is  a  charge  against  him  in  his  public  character, 
and  so  the  whole  argument  of  the  member  for 
Cumberland  based  on  that  defence  has  to  be  swept 
away,  I  think,  as  inapplicable  to  the  case.  Then 
the  member  for  Cumberland  says  that,  if  the 
money  were  properley  voted,  that  wipes  out  the 
wrong.  I  cannot  agree  with  him  there.  The 
mere  voting  of  the  money  or  paying  over  the 
money  does  not  settle  the  question.  Parliament 
has  a  right  to  know  whether  the  money  was  pro¬ 
perly  voted  and  whether  it  was  devoted  to  the  pur¬ 
pose  for  which  it  was  intended,  and,  if  we  desire  to 
control  our  public  funds  and  to  see  that  the  public 
money  shall  accomplish  what  it  is  intended  for,  if 
we  desire  to  prevent  fraud  and  deception,  we  never 
can  concede  the  proposition  that  the  responsibility 
of  Parliament  ceases  with  the  voting  of  the  money. 
The  money  is  voted  for  a  special  purpose,  and,  if 
it  is  not  devoted  to  that  purpose,  the  Government 
is  responsible.  If  the  Government  calls  upon  Par¬ 
liament  to  vote  a  larger  amount  than  the  public 
necessity  demands,  it  is  responsible  to  Parliament 
for  that.  I  would  like  to  know  why  the 
Government  asked  Parliament,  as  in  this  case 
they  apparently  did,  to  vote  $100,000  more 
than  was  required  for  this  work.  Surely,  if  the 
advisers  of  His  Excellency  and  of  this  House  ask 
us  to  vote  money  for  a  certain  enterprise,  we  have 
a  right  to  assume  that  every  dollar  of  that  money 
is  going  into  that  enterprise,  and  further  I  submit 
that  any  surplus  ought  to  lapse  again  into  the 
treasury.  It  is  voted  for  a  special  end  and  for  that 
only,  and  if  the  money  voted  exceeds  the  needs  of 
the  case,  the  Government  that  misleads  the  House 
by  carelessness  or  otherwise  is  to  some  extent  at 
all  events  responsible  to  Parliament,  so  I  cannot 
agree  to  the  proposition  that  all  responsibility  is 
over  and  that  there  can  be  no  wrong-doing  unless 
it  is  connected  with  the  corrupting  of  Parliament 
or  of  the  Government  in  procuring  the  original 
vote  ;  and  yet  that  is  the  argument  of  the  hon. 
member  for  Cumberland  (Mr.  Uickey).  Then  he 
says  we  ought  to  vote  down  this  resolution  for  the 
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most  extraordinary  reason  of  all.  He  does  not  say 
that  section  5  is  not  a  good  section.  He  practically 
admits  by  his  silence  that  paragraph  discloses  a 
good  charge,  but  he  says  that  because  in  his  judg¬ 
ment  paragraphs  9  and  10  suggest  another  charge 
which  he  thinks  ought  to  be  dealt  with  in  the  elec¬ 
tion  courts,  for  that  reason  he  is  not  in  favour  even 
of  sending  the  good  charge  for  investigation  ;  he 
would  not  lop  off  what  he  considers  the  superfluous 
charge,  but  he  would  take  advantage  of  that  to 
prevent  any  investigation  into  the  real  charge 
with  he  considers  good  and  valid.  No  one  can 
consider  that  a  good  argument.  On  the  contrary, 
if  he  is  convinced  that  the  charge  in  section  5  is 
well  alleged,  it  is  his  duty  to  insist  on  that  going 
to  a  committee,  and,  if  it  is  necessary,  to  cut  off 
paragraphs  9  and  10.  Then  he  says  that  this  is  a 
Ashing  charge.  He  says  that  paragraphs  9  and  10 
are  a  fishing  charge.  They  are  very  specific  in 
their  allegations,  and  I  fail  to  understand  why  we 
should  be  so  anxious  to  prevent  the  discovery 
of  important  evidence,  to  verify  these  charges  if 
they  be  true,  or  to  disprove  them  if  not  true.  I 
would  consider  that  the  Postmaster  General  from 
his  place  in  the  House  has  given  an  emphatic 
denial  to  these  charges.  He  did  not  think  they 
were  vague.  What  was  he  denying  ?  He  evidently 
thought  he  saw  a  charge.  What  did  he  mean 
when  he  got  up  and  said  these  charges  were  not 
true  ?  He  did  not  see  any  vagueness  in  them,  and 
he  did  not  think  these  charges  were  made  against 
him  in  his  private  capacity.  From  his  place  as  a 
Minister  of  the  Crown,  he  said  in  fact,  I  understand 
the  full  force  of  these  accusations.  You  charge  me 
with  having  abused  a  trust  which  Her  Majesty 
reposed  in  me.  You  charge  me  with  having  been 
one  to  abstract  from  the  public  treasury  the  large 
sum  of  $100,000.  You  charge  me  with  having 
misapplied  the  money  which  should  have  gone  to 
another  source,  and  I  have  asked  the  railways 
involved  and  I  have  their  testimony  here.  How  is 
it  then  that,  while  lie  can  see  the  charge,  his  body¬ 
guard  are  unable  to  see  it.  Well,  if  they  cannot 
see  it,  the  public  have  seen  it.  There  are  those 
outside  this  House  who  have  seen  it,  and  they  will 
not  agree  with  lion,  gentlemen  who  are  blind  in 
this  instance.  The  Government,  if  they  are 
anxious  to  free  their  colleague  and  to  have  the 
pledge  of  honour  which  he  has  given  to  the  people 
approved,  will  give  him  an  opportunity  to  prove 
his  innocence  ?  I  am  aware  that  he  must  be  pre¬ 
sumed  to  be  innocent  in  the  eye  of  the  law  until 
the  contrary  is  proved.  I  would  like  to  know  why 
the  person  principally  interested  sees  no  vagueness 
in  this  resolution  while  others  do.  It  seems  to 
me  that  the  Government  have  weighed  the 
chances.  I  will  not  follow  up  the  statement 
of  the  Minister  of  Justice  who  said  that  any  wrong, 
any  stealing  of  the  public  moneys  is  no  matter.  It 
seems  to  me  that  the  Government  had  weighed  the 
chances  and  have  come  to  the  conclusion  that,  bad 
as  it  was  for  them  to  refuse  this  request,  it  would 
now  be  worse  to  accord  it.  I  will  end  with  this 
question.  When  charges  of  this  kind  are  made,  if 
Parliament  says  :  No  matter  what  has  heed  urged, 
we  refuse  to  investigate,  I  would  like  to  know 
what  safeguard  there  is  hereafter  for  the  public 
treasury  ?  If  to-day  it  is  but  $100,000,  which  is 
said  to  have  been  misapplied,  to-morrow  it  may  be 
ten  times  that.  Are  we  going  deliberately  to 
establish  a  precedent  that  such  transactions  can 
Mr.  Mu  lock. 


take  place  and  receive  endorsement  at  the  hands 
of  the  Parliament  of  Canada.  If  so,  Parliament  has 
failed,  parliamentary  institutions  in  Canada  have 
broken  down,  and  the  people  are  practically  power¬ 
less.  I,  therefore,  trust  that  wiser  counsels  will  yet 
prevail,  that  before  this  matter  is  disposed  of  the 
Government  will  see  fit  to  recede  from  their  posi¬ 
tion  and  adopt  the  only  course  I  think  that  is  now 
open,  the  only  one  that  will  satisfy  public  opinion, 
and  that  is,  a  full  and  open  enquiry,  whereby  all 
evidence  that  is  likely  to  cast  any  light  upon  these 
transactions  may  be  given,  that  the  accused,  if 
guilty,  may  be  brought  to  justice,  and  if  inno¬ 
cent,  may  be  so  declared  before  the  people. 
Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  endeavoured  to  avoid  any¬ 
thing  of  a  passionate  character  in  my  remarks 
upon  this  question.  I  feel  that  it  is  one  requiring 
us  to  approach  it  in  a  judicial  spirit,  and  in  that 
spirit  I  have  endeavoured  to  discuss  it.  I  am 
anxious,  as  a  member  of  the  House,  and  for  the 
sake  of  the  House,  that  the  truth  shall  come  out, 
and  being  in  that  position  I  hope  I  have  brought 
to  bear  upon  the  discussion  that  judicial  spirit 
with  was  recommended  by  the  hon.  member  for 
Montreal  Centre. 

Mr.  BENNETT  moved  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  debate  adjourned. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  As  I  understand  there  are  quite 
a  number  of  members  on  both  sides  who  wish  to 
take  part  in  this  debate.  I  would  suggest  to  the 
leader  of  the  House  that  a  day  be  fixed  for  resuming 
it.  It  comes  in  its  natural  order  on  Wednesday 
next  at  8  o’clock  ;  I  would  suggest  that  it  come  at 
3  o’clock  on  that  day. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  have  no  objection 
to  that  arrangement.  I  move  that  the  House  do 
now  adjourn. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  and  House  adjourned  at  1.05 
a.  m.  (Thursday). 


HOUSE  OF  COMMON'S. 

Thursday,  28th  April,  1892. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  Three  o’clock. 

Prayers  . 

CHARGES  AGAINST  SIR  ADOLPHE  CARON. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON  moved  : 

That  the  adjourned  debate  on  the  proposed  motion  of 
Mr.  Edgar  to  refer  certain  charges  against  Sir  Adolphe 
Caron  to  the  Committee  on  Privileges  and  Elections  be 
made  the  first  Order  on  Wednesday  next,  after  Questions 
put  by  Members. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

HARBOUR  OF  THREE  RIVERS. 

Mr.  FOSTER  moved  that  the  House,  to-morrow, 
resolve  itself  into  Committee  of  the  Whole  to  con¬ 
sider  the  following  resolution  : — 

That  it  is  expedient  to  authorize  the  Harbour  Commis¬ 
sioners  of  Three  Rivers  to  raise,  by  the  issue  of  deben¬ 
tures  in  the  manner  provided  by  Chapter  fifty-two  of  the 
Statutes  of  1882,  at  a  rate  of  interest  not  exceeding  six 
per  cent  per  annum,  a  sum  not  exceeding  two  hundred 
and  eighteen  thousand  dollax-s  to  be  applied  to  the  pur¬ 
chase  of  wharves  or  beach  property,  or  the  construction 
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of  wharves  or  other  accommodation  for  vessels,  in  the 
Harbour  of  Three  Rivers. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

THIRD  READINGS. 

Bill  (No.  11)  respecting  Fishing  Vessels  of  the 
United  States  of  America. — (Mr.  Tupper. ) 

Bill  (No.  43)  to  amend  an  Act  respecting  the 
Department  of  the  Geological  Survey. — (Mr. 
Dewdney. ) 

Bill  (No.  13)  further  to  amend  “  The  Steamboat 
Inspection  Act.” — (Mr.  Tupper.) 

* 

SUPPLY— DIPLOMATIC  PAPERS. 

Mr.  FOSTER  moved  that  the  House  again 
resolve  itself  into  Committee  of  Supply. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  Before  you  leave  the  Chair, 
Mr.  Speaker,  I  would  invite  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  following  resolution,  for  which  I 
claim  its  most  favourable  consideration  : — 

That  it  is  a  necessary  constitutional  rule  that  the  sub¬ 
stance  of  all  communications  between  representatives  of 
this  Government  and  the  representatives  of  other  coun¬ 
tries  on  matters  of  public  concern  should  be  committed 
to  writing  and  laid  before  Parliament  as  soon  as  com¬ 
pleted,  and  any  attempt  by  Ministers  of  the  Crown  to 
discuss  the  subject  of  such  communications  without  lay¬ 
ing  them  before  Parliament  is  a  dangerous  infringement 
on  the  rights  of  the  people. 

He  said  :  The  principle  involved  in  this  resolution 
is  such  as  it  seems  to  me  it  is  not  necessary  to 
affirm  at  the  present  day  ;  yet,  if  we  remember 
that  on  a  recent  occasion  this  principle  was  delibe¬ 
rately  violated  by  the  Government,  there  is  nothing 
left  for  Parliament  to  do  on  the  present  occasion 
but  once  more  to  assert  that  principle.  When 
Parliament  assembled  in  the  month  of  February 
last,  there  was  naturally  great  anxiety  to  know  the 
result  of  the  negotiations  which  had  recently  taken 
place  between  the  commissioners  of  the  Canadian 
Government  and  the  commissioners  of  the  American 
Government  with  respect  to  the  subject  of  reci¬ 
procity.  There  was  a  natural  anxiety  to  know  not 
only  the  result  but  the  nature  of  those  negotiations, 
the  nature  of  the  proposals  made  and  of  the  objec¬ 
tions  thereto,  and  what  on  the  whole  was  the  char¬ 
acter  of  the  views  exchanged  by  the  two  parties. 
Parliament  was  dissolved  last  year  upon  this 
very  question  of  reciprocity.  The  excuse  given 
to  the  Canadian  people  for  the  premature  dis¬ 
solution  of  Parliament  was  that  the  Government 
desired  to  test  public  opinion  as  to  the  necessity 
of  a  new  treaty  of  reciprocity  between  Canada  and 
the  United  States.  Naturally,  everybody  expected 
that  the  first  thing  the  Government  would  do 
would  be  to  lay  before  the  House  all  the  papers 
concerning  the  negotiations  which  had  taken  place, 
and  it  was  naturally  expected  that  reference  would 
be  made  in  the  Speech  from  the  Throne  to  the 
subject  and  that  those  papers  would  be  promised. 
The  subject  was  mentioned  in  the  Speech  but  no 
promise  made  that  the  papers  would  be  laid  before 
the  House.  A  motion  would  undoubtedly  have 
been  made  for  the  early  production  of  those  papers, 
but  early  in  the  session,  on  the  8th  of  March,  a 
Bill  was  introduced  by  the  Government  providing 
for  reciprocity  in  wrecking  between  the  two  coun¬ 
tries,  and  in  the  course  of  the  discussion  I  enquired 
if  that  Bill  was  the  result  of  the  negotiations  which 
had  taken  place  with  Washington.  I  was  answered 


in  the  affirmative.  I  asked  whether  there  was  any 
correspondence  on  the  subject  and  was  told  there 
was.  I  asked  if  it  would  be  laid  before  the  House 
and  was  answered  in  the  affirmative.  Sir  John 
Thompson  said  : 

“  There  is  some  correspondence  which  can  .be  laid  on 
the  Table  of  the  House,  and  I  am  able  to  say  that  nothing 
which  transpired  is  precluded  from  being  mentioned  in 
the  House. 

“Mr.  LAURIER.  Is  there  any  writing  to  that  effect 
or  is  it  purely  verbal  ? 

“  Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  Yes,  writing. 

“  Mr.  LAURIER.  I  presume  we  shall  have  it  at  an 
early  day  2 

“  Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  Yes.” 

Some  few  days  afterwards  papers  were  brought 
down  which  purported  to  be  the  substance  of  the 
negotiations.  To  some  extent  no  doubt  they  were, 
but  what  I  now  charge  is  that  they  were  not  to 
the  fullest  extent.  .  There  is  contained  in  those 
papers  the  proposal  of  the  Canadian  commissioners 
and  the  American  commissioners  for  a  settlement 
of  the  boundary  line  between  this  country  and 
Canada.  Then  there  is  another  proposal  for  the  ap¬ 
pointment  of  a  Commission  to  consider  the  restric¬ 
tions  and  regulations  to  be  adopted  for  the  purpose 
of  securing  the  preservation  of  fish  and  fisheries  in 
waters  contiguous  to  the  two  countries.  There  is 
also  the  acceptance  by  the  American  commis¬ 
sioners  of  that  proposition.  Then  there  is  a 
proposition  made  by  the  Canadian  commissioners 
of  reciprocal  legislation  in  wrecking.  This 
was  also  accepted  by  the  American  commissioners. 
Then  it  appears  that  the  proposal  was  made  by  the 
American  commissioners,  and  accepted  by  the 
Canadian  commissioners,  for  the  appointment  of  a 
Commission  to  determine  the  boundary  line  be¬ 
tween  the  two  countries  in  the  waters  of  Passama- 
quoddy  Baj7.  This  is  the  substance  of  the  papers 
brought  down,  but  there  is  not  a  word  on  the  subject 
of  reciprocity,  which  must  have  been  the  primary 
matter  discussed  in  those  negotiations.  There  is 
nothing  at  all  to  show  whether  that  subject  was 
discussed  or  not.  But  we  learned  afterwards  that 
it  was.  In  the  papers  there  is  absolute  silence  on 
the  subject,  leading  one  to  the  conclusion  that  it 
had  been  treated  simply  as  a  purely  confidential  one, 
a  conclusion  to  which  I  came  all  the  more  readily 
from  the  fact  that  it  is  of  record  that  Mr.  Blaine 
stipulated  to  Sir  Julian  Pauncefote  when  he  was 
approached  by  him  last  year  that  the  negotia¬ 
tions  should  be  altogether  irregular  and  kept  con¬ 
fidential,  if  they  did  not  mature  in  any  arrange¬ 
ment,  and  be  only  given  to  the  public  in  case  they 
did  mature  in  an  arrangement.  As  nothing  was  # 
brought  down  of  the  negotiations  which  had  taken 
place,  the  conclusion  was  natural  enough  that 
they  had  been  kept  purely  confidential,  and  were 
not  to  be  disclosed  in  one  or  the  other  country. 
Yet,  Sir,  what  was  our  astonishment,  when 
some  few  daysafterwards,  the  Minister  of  Finance 
in  his  Budget  speech  presumed  to  give  to  the  House 
the  substance,  or  at  least  the  character  of  the  nego¬ 
tiations.  Not  a  written  word  has  been  brought 
down  to  show  their  character,  not  a  written  word 
has  been  given  to  the  House  to  show  that  such 
negotiations  had  taken  place  at  all.  I  need  not  tell 
the  House  that  this  was  a  most  unparliamentary 
proceeding,  that  it  was  an  abuse  of  the  privileges 
of  the  lion,  gentleman  as  a  Minister  of  the  Crown  ; 
and  to  make  the  point  doubly  sure,  I  will  quote  the 
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authority  of  May  on  this  subject.  When  the  lion, 
gentleman  was  making  his  statement,  my  hon. 
friend  beside  me,  the  member  for  Bothwell,  at 
once  called  your  attention,  Sir,  to  the  matter  by 
raising  a  point  of  order.  The  point  of  order  was 
ruled  agafust  him.  It  is  not  my  object  now  to  go 
back  on  this  point.  It  may  be  that  according  to 
parliamentary  procedure  the  point  of  order  was 
not  well  taken,  but  if  the  hon.  gentleman  on  that 
occasion  did  not  violate  the  laws  of  pro¬ 
cedure  such  as  they  apply  to  this  Parliament, 
there  can  be  no  doubt  that  he  violated  a  far 
more  important  law.  There  can  be  no  doubt  that 
he  violated  the  very  principles  upon  which  parlia¬ 
mentary  government  rests  in  all  British  countries. 
I  (piote  from  May,  the  edition  of  1883,  page  378  : 

“  Another  rule  or  principle  of  debate  may  be  here  added. 
A  Minister  of  the  Crown  is  not  at  liberty  to  read  n  quo 
from  a  despatch  or  other  state  papers  not  before  the  House 
unless  he  be  prepared  to  lay  them  on  the  Table.  This  is 
similar  to  that  rule  of  evidence  in  the  courts  of  law,  which 
prevents  counsel  stating  documents  which  are  not  pro¬ 
duced  in  evidence.  The  principle  is  so  reasonable  that  it 
has  not  been  contested  ;  when  the  objection  has  been  made 
in  time  it  has  been  thoroughly  acquiesced  in.” 

Now,  Sir,  it  seems  to  me  that  the  very  authority 
which  is  here  quoted  comes  very  appropriately  on 
the  present  occasion.  The  very  authority  which  is 
here  quoted  is  founded  upon  that  rule  of  evidence 
and  of  common  sense,  I  may  say,  that  no  man  is  at 
liberty  to  use  a  public  document  for  the  purpose  of 
conveying  an  argument  or  stating  a  fact  unless  he 
is  prepared  to  give  to  his  opponents  the  substance 
of  the  authority  which  he  urges.  Otherwise  there 
would  be  no  safety  in  debate,  there  would  be  no 
safety  in  courts  of  justice,  there  would  be  no  safety 
in  public  affairs,  and  the  common-sense  reason  of 
the  rule  has  been  illustrated  by  the  very  language 
of  the  hon.  gentleman,  for  I  am  prepared  to  say  on 
this  occasion,  and  I  call  the  attention  of  the  hon. 
gentleman  to  the  fact  at  once,  that  the  statements 
he  gave  to  the  House  in  the  parts  which  he  did 
give  were,  in  my  opinion  highly  coloured,  and  that 
in  the  other  part,  he  did  not  give  the  whole  sub¬ 
stance  of  the  negotiations  which  then  took  place. 
The  hon.  gentleman  stated  that  one  of  the  first 
things,  if  not  the  very  first  thing,  which  had  been 
referred  to  by  the  American  commissioners  was 
that  there  should  be  in  any  treaty  which  was 
negotiated  a  discrimination  by  the  Canadian  Gov¬ 
ernment  against  British  goods  and  British  wares. 
I  think  this  was,  to  say  the  least,  a  very  highly 
coloured  statement.  If  it  was  not  coloured,  1  want 
to  know  why  the  papers  were  not  brought  down, 
but  in  my  estimation  the  statement  was  coloured, 
•because  it  is  altogether  improbable  that  the  Ameri¬ 
can  commissioners  would  have  required  as  a  sine 
qud  non  that  there  should  be  discrimination  against 
Great  Britain.  If  they  had  said  that  they  wanted 
to  know  whether  the  Canadian  commissioners  would 
agree  to  the  treaty  even  if  it  would  involve  in  dis¬ 
crimination  in  their  favour  I  could  understand  it,  but 
to  say,  as  stated  by  the  hon.  gentleman,  that  it  was 
a  matter  which  the  American  Government  insisted 
on  as  a  sine  qud  non ,  that  there  should  be  absolute 
discrimination  against  Great  Britain,  seems  to  me  to 
be  very  harsh  diplomatic  language  on  the  part  of  the 
American  commissioners,  and  to  be  highly  coloured 
by  the  hon.  gentleman.  The  hon.  gentleman  omitted 
on  that  occasion  to  give  the  full  tenor  of  the  con¬ 
versation.  I  do  not  mean  to  say  that  the  statement  he 
made  is  not  correct  so  far  as  it  goes,  but  there  must 
Mr.  Laurier. 


have  been  some  further  statement  also.  The  hon. 
gentleman  has  not  forgotten  that  he  is  not  the  only 
one  who  has  spoken  on  this  subject.  His  name¬ 
sake,  General  Foster,  the  coadjutor  of  Mr.  Blaine 
in  the  negotiations,  spoke  in  the  city  of  New  York 
on  the  same  subject  shortly  afterwards.  He  spoke 
on  the  subject  of  reciprocity  between  Canada  and 
the  United  States,  and,  after  stating  that  the  diffi¬ 
culties  in  the  way  of  a  treaty  of  reciprocity  between 
the  two  countries  were  very  great,  yet  not  insuper¬ 
able,  he  went  on  to  show  where  lie  thought  the 
principal  difficulty  existed  in  negotiating  a  reci¬ 
procity  treaty  between  the  United  States  and 
Canada.  He  said  : 

“The  fact  that  Canada  does  not  possess  the  right  of 
negotiating  her  own  treaties,  but  must  have  them  negoti¬ 
ated  for  her  by  a  distant  power  which  is  controlled  by 
economic  principles, is  entirely  different  from  those  of  the 
United  States,  and  Canada  constitutes  the  chief  barrier 
to  any  arrangement  so  long  as  other  interests  than  those 
of  Canada  control  negotiations  for  commercial  relations 
with  such  of  our  neighbours  as  recognize  American  (in  its 
broadest  sense)  as  paramount  to  European  influence  on 
this  hemisphere.” 

This  language  of  General  Foster  was  spoken  less 
than  a  fortnight  after  the  negotiations  which  had 
taken  place  upon  this  very  subject.  He  there 
points  out  that  the  primary  obstacle  to  the  nego¬ 
tiation  of  any  treaty  between  Canada  and  the 
United  States  does  not  concern  any  question  of 
discrimination  to  which  the  hon.  gentleman  alluded 
in  his  speech,  but  lies  in  the  fact  that  Canada  has 
not  at  present  the  right  to  negotiate  her  own 
treaties.  It  is  hard  to  believe  that,  when  General 
Foster  pointed  that  out  as  the  chief  obstacle  in  the 
way,  there  was  nothing  mentioned  on  that  subject 
in  the  negotiations  between  the  American  and  the 
Canadian  commissioners.  For  my  part,  I  believe, 
and  unless  I  am  contradicted  by  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  I  shall  persist  in  believing,  that  one  of  the 
reasons  pointed  to  the  Canadian  commissioners 
why  the  treaty  could  not  be  effected  was  this  very 
reason  that  Canada  has  not  the  right  to  nego¬ 
tiate  her  own  treaties.  Under  such  circumstances, 
it  seems  to  me  that  the  rule  laid  down  by  May  is 
well  illustrated  by  what  has  taken  place.  The 
Minister  may  say  that  I  am  doing  him  an  injustice. 
I  do  not  say  that  I  do  not,  but  if  I  do 
he  has  only  himself  to  blame  for  it,  because 
he  had  no  right  to  give  the  substance  of  these 
negotiations  unless  he  was  prepared  to  place  the 
record  on  the  Table,  so  as  to  give  every  man  in  this 
House  the  opportunity  of  scanning  for  himself  the 
negotiations  which  took  place,  and  not  compelling 
him  to  accept  the  version  which  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  chose  to  give.  Far  be  it  from  me'  fo  charge 
the  hon.  gentleman  with  bad  faith,  but  after  all 
the  lion,  gentleman  is  human,  and  he  can  be 
unconsciously  biassed  like  others.  It  is  not  because 
we  must  necessarily  distrust  one  another,  that  the 
law  which  obtains  in  courts  of  justice  must  also 
obtain  here,  but  simply  because  of  the  obvious  fact 
that  the  best  evidence  is  always  to  be  tendered 
and  no  secondary  evidence  is  to  be  used  when 
primary  evidence  is  obtainable.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  had  in  his  hand  the  evidence  of  the  negotia¬ 
tions  which  took  place  in  Washington,  and  yet, 
for  reasons  of  his  own,  he  has  refused  to  give  to  the 
House  the  substance  of  those  negotiations.  What 
reason  can  there  be  for  such  a  suppression  of 
public  documents  ?  The  hon.  gentleman  has  in¬ 
formed  the  House  as  fully  as  he  could  in 
reference  to  the  negotiations  as  to  the  boundary 
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of  Alaska,  in  reference  to  the  measures  to  be  taken 
for  the  preservation  of  our  fisheries,  and  in  regard 
to  other  matters  of  secondary  importance,  but  he 
has  not  chosen  to  give  to  the  House  the  inform¬ 
ation  upon  what  was  after  all  the  very  subject 
upon  which  the  Canadian  people  expected  to  be 
instructed,  and  that  is  in  regard  to  the  treaty  of 
reciprocity.  The  Canadian  people  wanted  to  know, 
above  all  things,  the  proposals  which  were  made  by 
the  Canadian  commissioners  to  the  American  com¬ 
missioners  on  that  subject,  and  what  objections, 
if  any,  they  had  been  met  with  ;  but,  instead  of 
that,  the  hon.  gentjeman  gives  an  ex  parte  state¬ 
ment  which  it  is  impossible  for  any  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  to  challenge,  contradict  or  traverse.  I  say 
this  is  a  violation  of  all  the  principles  of  parliament¬ 
ary  government.  The  rule  has  been  as  old  as 
constitutional  government  in  England,  that  all 
such  matters  must  be  reduced  to  writing,  and 
then  at  the  proper  time  submitted  to  the  House. 
Let  me  quote  the  authority  of  Todd  upon  this 
subject.  Todd,  at  page  355,  speaks  as  follows  : — 

“  It  is  a  necessary  rule  that  the  substance  of  all  personal 
communications  between  the  representatives  of  the  Bri¬ 
tish  Crown  and  the  Ministers  of  any  foreign  country,  upon 
matters  of  public  concern,  should  be  committed  to  writing, 
in  order  that  a  fair  and  complete  record  of  the  transactions 
between  Great  Britain  and  other  states  may  be  presented 
in  the  Foreign  Office,  and,  in  due  course,  submitted  to 
Parliament.  The  English  constitutional  system  requires 
that  Parliament  should  be  informed,  from  time  to  time, 
of  everything  which  is  necessary  to  explain  the  conduct 
and  policy  of  the  Government,  whether  at  home  or  abroad, 
in  order  that  it  may  interpose  with  advice,  assistance,  or 
remonstrance,  as  the  interests  of  the  nation  may  appear 
to  demand.” 

Then,  Sir,  the  author  continues  : 

“  It  is  unquestionably  of  immense  advantage  to  the 
country  that  the  diplomatic  transactions  and  proceedings 
of  the  Government  abroad  should  be  freely  communicated 
to  Parliament,  for  thereby  the  foreign  policy  of  the  Crown 
receives  the  approbation  of  Parliament,  and  is  sustained 
by  the  strength  of  an  enlightened  public  opinion.  This  in 
itself  confers  an  additional  weight  to  our  policy  and 
opinions  abroad.” 

Now,  Sir,  mark  what  follows,  and  this  is  a  quota¬ 
tion  that  I  would  advise  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
to  ponder  well  : 

“  On  the  other  hand,  it  is  notorious  that  the  English 
system  of  giving  publicity  to  information  obtained  by 
Government  in  regard  to  occurrences  in  foreign  countries, 
is  viewed  with  great  disfavour  on  the  continent.” 

This  system  of  publicity,  we  see,  which  prevails  in 
the  British  constitutional  system,  where  nothing  is 
withheld,  where  everything  must  be  brought  to 
light,  never  met  with  much  favour  on  the  continent 
where  negotiations  are  very  often  concealed. 

“  A  knowledge  of  the  fact  that  all  information  procured 
by  our  foreign  agents  is  liable  to  be  made  public,  militates 
somewhat  against  their  usefulness,  and  tends  to  place 
them  occasionally  in  an  embarrassing  position.” 

Now,  the  rule  is  not  absolute.  The  author  says 
there  may  be  occasions  when  a  Minister  of  the 
Crown  is  justified  in  refusing  to  communicate  to 
Parliament  the  negotiations  that  have  taken  place. 
The  author  goes  on  to  say  : 

“  But  a  certain  amount  of  discretion  must  always  be 
allowed  to  the  Government  in  respect  to  communicating 
or  withholding  documents  and  official  correspondence 
which  may  be  asked  for  by  either  House  of  Parliament.” 

There  may  be  occasions,  as  I  said  a  moment  ago, 
when  a  Minister  of  the  Crown  would  be  justified 
in  refusing  to  Parliament  the  substance  of  negotia¬ 
tions,  but  if  the  Minister  of  the  Crown  will  not 
give  to  Parliament  the  substance  of  negotiations 
between  his  Government  and  a  foreign  Government, 
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then  he  is  not  at  liberty  to  use  those  communica¬ 
tions  in  debate  or  argument.  But  if  he  uses  them, 
then  it  is  only  fair  to  accept  from  him  that  he  will 
give  the  evidence  upon  which  he  bases  his  argu¬ 
ment.  Now,  here  is  the  only  occasion  when  a 
Government  is  justified  in  refusing  to  give  to  the 
House  the  substance  of  negotiations  which  have 
taken  place :  it  is  when  those  negotiations  are 
pending.  So  long  as  negotiations  are  pending  the 
Crown  are  justified  in  refusing  to  give  to  Parlia¬ 
ment  the  substance  of  those  negotiations,  for  the 
very  obvious  reason  that  they  are  still  pending  and 
might  be  affected  by  a  premature  disclosure.  Todd 
also  says  : 

“  Thus,  it  is  generally  inexpedient  and  highly  impolitic 
to  communicate  to  Parliament  papers  concerning  diplo¬ 
matic  negotiations  which  are  still  pending.” 

Now,  in  the  present  case  the  negotiations  are  no 
longer  pending  ;  they  were  concluded  when  the 
commissioners  left  Washington.  If  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  had  told  us  at  any  time  that  the  negotia¬ 
tions  were  still  pending  he  would  be  justified  in 
keeping  them  secret  as  long  as  they  remained  in¬ 
complete.  But  they  have  been  completed,  and, 
under  those  circumstances.  I  submit  to  the  judg¬ 
ment  of  the  House  that  it  is  the  right  of  Parlia¬ 
ment  to  require  that  they  be  laid  before  us,  unless 
we  are  to  revert  to  the  old  Star  Chamber  days. 
Therefore,  I  maintain  that  the  Government  of  the 
day  have  no  right  to  keep  those  papers  secret,  and 
they  should  be  submitted  to  the  House.  But  there 
is  more.  These  papers  which  were  denied  to  this 
House  have  been  communicated  to  the  British  Gov¬ 
ernment,  have  been  communicated  to  Lord  Knuts- 
ford,  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies.  That 
fact  has  been  revealed  by  the  correspondence  which 
was  recently  laid  before  the  British  Parliament  on 
the  subject  of  our  negotiations  with  Newfoundland. 
Among  those  papers  I  find  the  report  to  Council 
signed  by  the  Minister  of  Justice  which  was  after¬ 
wards,  on  the  3rd  March,  embodied  in  the  report  of 
Council  and  transmitted  to  His  Excellency  for 
communication  to  the  British  Government.  Here 
is  what  I  find  in  this  report  : 

“  With  further  reference  to  the  despatch  of  Lord  Ivnuts- 
ford  which  transmits  these  documents,  the  undersigned 
note  the  observation  of  His  Lordship,  that,  if  your  Ex¬ 
cellency’s  Ministers  should  not  succeed  in  obtaining  a 
satisfactory  arrangement  with  the  United  States,  the  atti¬ 
tude  of  Her  Majesty’s  Government  in  regard  to  the  signa¬ 
ture  of  the  convention  will  have  to  be  reconsidered.” 

This  is  an  important  statement  which  we  may  have 
to  discuss  at  a  future  date  : 

"  They  venture  to  express  the  hope  that  Her  Majesty’s 
Government  will,  at  the  same  time,  consider  the  principal 
reason  why  your  Excellency’s  Ministers  have  not  suc¬ 
ceeded  in  obtaining  a  satisfactory  arrangement  with  the 
United  States.  The  record  which  has  been  transmitted 
to  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  will  show  Her 
Majesty’s  Government  that  an  arrangement  with  the 
United  States  for  greater  freedom  of  trade  between  the 
two  countries  and  for  a  settlement  of  the  fishery  question 
was  found  to  be  impracticable  unless  Canada  would  con¬ 
sent  to  apply  to  the  mother  country  the  discrimination 
which  Newfoundland  and  the  United  States  proposed  to 
apply  to  Canada.”- 

So  you  have  here  a  Minute  of  Council  that  the 
record  of  the  negotiations  between  Canada  and  the 
United  States,  with,  as  is  alleged,  a  failure  of  those 
negotiations,  has  been  transmitted  to  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Colonies  ;  and  yet  while  that  has 
been  transmitted  to  the  British  Government  it  is 
denied  to  the  Canadian  Parliament.  Now,  what 
reason  can  be  urged  why  Canada  should  be  thus 
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treated  ?  What  reason  can  be  given  by  the  lion, 
gentleman  for  this  high-handed  proceeding  i  The 
Government  of  Great  Britain,  to  which  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  are  not  responsible,  is  favoured  with  a  record 
of  these  negotiations  ;  but  the  Parliament  of 
Canada,  to  whom  the  hon.  gentlemen  is  responsible, 
is  denied  the  communication  of  that  record.  Sir, 
it  is  a  high-handed  proceeding,  it  is  destructive  of 
all  the  principles  of  free  government  upon  which 
our  constitution  rests.  Such  a  thing  should  not  be 
tolerated  in  Canada.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  are 
always  speaking  loudly  of  their  loyalty  to  the 
Crown  and  to  British  institutions,  yet  not  a  year 
elapses  but  that  those  principles  of  British  freedom 
that  they  profess  to  follow,  are  violated  by  those 
who,  notwithstanding,  always  have  them  in  their 
mouth. 


Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  The  resolution  moved 
by  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  has  two  parts  :  The 
first  is  a  denunciation  of  what  is  styled  a  consti¬ 
tutional  principle — a  constitutional  rule  ;  and  the 
second  is  the  application  of  it  to  a  particular  case. 

I  claim  that  the  first  part  of  the  resolution  is  a 
very  great  extravagance,  that  the  application  of 
it  attempted  by  the  second  part  is  exceedingly 
unjust,  and  that  the  remarks  by  which  the  hon. 
gentleman  has  attempted  to  support  both  are  about 
as  extravagant  as  anything  that  could  be  given  to 
this  House.  Now,  let  us  take  up  the  matter 
and  see  whether  the  criticism  I  am  offering  is 
fairly  based.  This  resolution  states  it  to.  be 
a  constitutional  rule  that  all  communications 
between  representatives  of  this  Government  and 
the  representatives  of  other  Governments  upon 
matters  of  public  concern,  should  be  committed  to 
writing  and  laid  before  Parliament  as  soon  as  com¬ 
pleted.  I  think  that  when  the  hon.  gentleman 
undertook  to  ask  this  House  to  assert  that  some¬ 
thing  was  a  necessary  constitutional  rule,  he  might 
at  least  have  cited  some  authority  in  support  of 
that  position  ;  but  the  hon.  gentleman  has  cited  no 
authority  whatever.  He  has  cited  a  passage  from 
May,  to  which  I  will  refer  in  a  moment,  and  which 
has  not  the  slightest  bearing  upon  this  question. 
He  has  cited  from  Todd’s  Parliamentary  Govern¬ 
ment  a  rule  of  propriety,  a  rule  of  diplomacy,  a 
rule  it  may  be,  or  a  practice  of  Parliamant,  but 
nothing  approaching  the  dignity  or  force 
or  importance  of  the  necessary  constitutional  rule 
which  it  is  here  asserted  to  be.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  undertakes,  however,  in  the  second  part  of  his 
resolution  to  declare,  in  reference  to  something 
which  recently  took  place  in  this  House — for  that 
is  the  application  of  the  resolution  according  to  the 
speech  he  made — that  an  attempt  by  a  Minister  of 
the  Crown,  referring  to  the  Minister  of  Finance,  to 
discuss  the  subject-matter  of  such  communications 
without  laying  them  before  Parliament,  is- a  danger¬ 
ous  infringement  upon  the  rights  of  the  people.  I 
venture  to  assert  that  the  rule  which  the  hon. 
gentleman  has  quoted  from  his  authorities  abso¬ 
lutely  annihilates  the  position  which  he  has  taken 
here,  and  so  far  from  showing  that  what  has  occur¬ 
red  in  this  House  has  been  an  infringement  of  that 
principle,  the  authorities  cited  by  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  show  that  what  took  place  here  on  a  recent 
occasion  was  strictly  in  accordance  with  principle 
and  with  British  practice.  The  British  practice  which 
my  hon.  friend  is  continually  setting  up  in  this  House 
as  something  which  we  violate  upon  this  side,  and  to 
Mr.  Laurier. 


which  he  is  so  fond  of  referring,  is  the  branch  of 
British  loyalty  to  which  he  is  most  attached,  and  it 
is  the  only  one,  so  far  as  I  can  learn,  that  he  has 
faith  in.  Let  us  see  what  the  position  is  as  I  under¬ 
stand  it  to  be.  It  is  obviously  a  rule  of  convenience, 
for  the  sake  of  certainty,  and  for  the  sake  of  definite¬ 
ness  and  permanency,  that  communications  which 
take  place  between  the  representatives  of  Govern¬ 
ments  should  be  reduced  to  writing,  whenever  that 
can  be  conveniently  done.  But  there  is  no  consti¬ 
tutional  rule  upon  the  subject  whatever,  and  even 
the  practice  which  exists  in  that  regard  has  grown 
up  in  consequence  of  the  fact  that  Great  Britain,  as 
well  as  other  nations  similarly  situated,  is  repre¬ 
sented  at  foreign  courts  by  diplomatic  agents  of 
various  grades  and  ranks.  Those  agents  are  very 
rarely  Cabinet  Ministers,  and  it  is  most  important 
that  the  Cabinet  should  be  definitely  informed  of 
what  negotiations  their  agents  have  had,  and  even 
of  their  precise  nature  and  effect.  In  the  case 
under  review  the  negotiations  took  place  between 
Ministers  of  this  country  and  the  Minister  of 
another  country,  and  even  the  convenience  upon 
which  the  rule  is  based  does  not  apply  to  the  same 
extent  or  with  the  same  force  to  negotiations  of 
that  character.  Let  us  see  whether  that  is  not  so. 
An  intimation  was  given  that  on  a  certain  day  it 
would  be  convenient  for  the  Secretary  of  State  of 
the  United  States  to  have  a  conference  with  mem¬ 
bers  or  representatives  of  the  Government  of  Can¬ 
ada  on  a  certain  list  of  questions.  It  was  stipu¬ 
lated  then  that  that  should  be  entirely  infor¬ 
mal  and  unofficial,  and  the  hon.  the  leader 
of  the  Opposition  is  quite  mistaken  even  in  apply¬ 
ing  the  term  “  commissioners  ”  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  who  represented  the  United  States.  So 
carefully  was  it  provided  that  the  conference 
should  be  informal  and.  unofficial,  that  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  United  States  stipulated  that  the 
terms  “  conference  ’’and  “  commissioners  ”  should 
be  avoided,  lest  there  should  be  any  appearance  of 
formality  about  the  matter.  If  we  had  not  been 
relieved  to  some  extent  of  the  obligation  as  regards 
informality  and  secrecy  it  would  have  been  im¬ 
possible  for  us  to  have  committed  to  writing,  or 
to  have  reported  in  writing  what  took  place 
during  that  interview,  because  it  was  stipulated,  as 
I  have  said,  that  nothing  should  transpire  as  re-, 
gards  what  took  place  unless  it  came  to  some  result. 
Yet  this  House  is  asked  now  to  affirm  that  in  a 
case  of  that  kind,  it  is  a  necessary  constitutional 
rule  that  all  communications  between  representatives 
of  this  Government  and  representatives  of  the  other 
Government  should  be  reduced  to  writing  and  laid 
on  the  Table  of  the  House.  When  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  admitted  that  there  were  occasions  on  which 
discretion  ought  to  be  exercised,  he  restricted  his 
rule  too  narrowly  when  he  said  that  the  one  case 
was  when  the  negotiations  had  not  yet  reached 
a  conclusion ;  because  obviously,  as  I  have  said, 
this  case  down  to  a  certain  stage  was  precisely 
one  in  which  the  communications  ought  not  to 
have  been  reduced  to  writing,  and  ought  not 
to  have  been  brought  down  to  Parliament.  But, 
Sir,  having  been  invited  to  W  ashington,  what 
occurred  ?  An  informal  but  full  discussion  took 
place  on  a  programme  which  had  been  laid  down 
as  containing  the  subjects  of  conversation,  and 
it  was  not  until  that  negotiation  was  concluded 
that  an  understanding  was  arrived  at  that  what 
had  transpired  might  be  communicated  to  Par- 
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liament.  Now,  then,  the  hon.  gentleman  states 
that  we  were  greatly  at  fault  when  the  conferences 
were  concluded,  in  communicating  the  substance 
of  them  or  referring  to  them  in  a  despatch  to 
another  Government,  and  he  declares  that  such 
a  thing  would  not  be  tolerated  in  Great  Britain. 
The  hon.  gentleman  is  altogether  mistaken  in 
his  comparison.  This  Government  and  this  Par¬ 
liament  are  not  in  the  position  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  and  Parliament  of  Great  Britain,  and  for 
this  obvious  reason  :  We  were  there  conferring 
and  we  were  there  negotiating  in  the  presence 
of  the  British  Minister  and  under  his  authority, 
and  the  first  duty  that  we  had  was  to  communicate 
to  Her  Majesty’s  Government  the  nature  of  the 
negotiations  which  went  forward.  Having  gone  on 
that  confidential  mission  with  the  approval  of 
Her  Majesty’s  Government  and  in  company  with 
Her  Minister  at  Washington,  notwithstanding 
the  fact  that  we  were  at  liberty  as  far  as 
one  Government  was  concerned,  to  make  an 
announcement  of  what  took  place  at  that  con¬ 
ference,  our  first  duty  was  to  connnuuicate 
to  the  Government  which  authorized  us  to  be 
there — because  we  were  directly  there  representing 
the  Government  of  Her  Majesty  although  the 
official  negotiators  were  the  British  Minister  on  the 
one  side  and  the  American  Secretary  of  State  on 
the  other.  I  say,  therefore,  Sir,  that  our  first 
duty  was  to  intimate  to  Her  Majesty’s  Government 
the  substance  and  effect  of  what  took  place,  as  we 
have  done,  and  as  we  have  been  blamed  for  doing, 
and,  as  the  hon.  gentleman  said,  woidd  not  be 
tolerated  in  Great  Britain  in  reference  to  a  foreign 
Government,  and  for  the  purposes  of  his  argument 
he  places  Her  Majesty’s  Government,  of  which  we 
were  quasi  representatives  there,  in  the  position 
of  a  foreign  Government.  The  communication 
which  has  been  made  to  the  Imperial  Parliament 
— if  any  has  been  made,  and  I  am  not  aware  of 
that  at  all — has  been  made  by  Her  Majesty’s 
Government  on  their  own  responsibility.  Another 
important  point  to  bear  in  mind,  when  this  House 
is  asked  to  censure  Ministers  for  not  having  pro¬ 
duced  documents  to  this  House,  is  this  :  That  we 
have  incontestably  produced  to  this  House  all  the 
documents  bearing  in  any  way  upon  negotiations 
which  came  to  any  result  and  in  relation  to  which 
any  action  on  the  part  of  this  Parliament  is  asked. 
In  the  course  of  these  negotiations,  certain 
matters  which  were  under  discussion,  were 
adjusted,  and  a  definite  agreement  arrived  at, 
and  it  was  considered  proper  for  the  sake  of  defi¬ 
niteness  and  for  the  sake  of  precision,  which  are 
entirely  the  foundation  of  the  rule  on  which  the 
hon.  gentleman  is  relying,  that  we  were  asked,  or 
the  other  side  were  asked,  it  is  immaterial  which, 
that  the  propositions  regarding  those  subjects 
should  be  reduced  to  writing  and  submitted  for 
mutual  acceptance.  That  was  done,  and  accord¬ 
ingly  the  arrangements  were  arrived  at  with  regard 
to  wrecking  and  towage,  with  regard  to  the  bound¬ 
ary  of  Alaska,  with  regard  to  Passamaquoddy 
Bay,  with  regard  to  the  protection  of  the  fisheries. 
Those  arrangements  were  reduced  to  writing  in 
accordance  with  the  constitutional  rule  which  the 
hon.  gentleman  states  were  interchanged  and 
were  produced  in  this  Parliament  before  they  were 
asked  for.  With  regard  to  other  matters  as  to 
which  no  result  was  arrived  at,  no  writings  were 
interchanged  ;  but  according  to  the  hon.  gentle¬ 


man’s  resolution,  if  I  understand  it  aright,  it  is  a 
necessary  constitutional  rule  that  conversations 
which  result  in  no  agreement  or  understanding 
shall  nevertheless  be  put  in  the  form  of  diplomatic 
correspondence,  and,  I  suppose,  exchanged  between 
the  two  countries  and  laid  before  Parliament. 
Let  us  consider  whether  this  which  is  styled  a  neces¬ 
sary  constitutional  rule  is  any  rule  at  all.  Let  us 
consider  whether  negotiations  resulting  in  nothing 
should  be  reduced  to  writing,  as  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  asserts  in  his  argument,  if  not  in  his  resolu¬ 
tion.  Let  us  look  at  the  history  of  other  negotia¬ 
tions,  and  I  will  take  the  case  which  seems  to  tell 
the  most  strongly  against  me — The  case  of  a  treaty 
actually  made  ; — let  us  consider  the  Treaty  of 
Washington  of  1888,  or  the  Treaty  of  Washington 
of  1871.  A  result  having  been  arrived  at,  just 
as  in  the  case  of  the  Alaska  boundary,  the  case 
of  Passamaquoddy  Bay,  the  question  of  wreckage 
and  towage  and  the  protection  of  the  fisheries,  the 
result  of  the  negotiations  was  put  into  the  treaty 
and  made  public  at  once.  Were  the  negotia¬ 
tions  which  preceded  it,  I  mean,  the  discussions 
which  took  place  between  the  representatives  of 
the  two  countries,  reduced  to  writing  at  once  ?  I 
have  no  doubt  they  were.  Were  they  submitted 
to  Parliament  ?  No,  Sir  ;  but  by  a  simple  under¬ 
standing  which  prevails  in  all  such  cases  it  was 
agreed  that  those  records  should  not  be  produced 
at  all,  and  they  have  never  seen  the  light  of  day  in 
the  British  Parliament,  in  the  United  States 
Congress,  or  here,  although  here  their  produc¬ 
tion  was  pressed  for  time  and  again.  Now, 
when  the  hon.  gentleman  states  that  it  is 
a  constitutional  rule  that  negotiations  should 
in  all  cases  be  reduced  to  writing,  let  him  show  a 
case  in  which  negotiations  preceding  a  treaty,  con¬ 
ducted  by  word  of  mouth,  were  reduced  to  writing 
and  produced  in  this  House,  and  he  will  at  least 
have  a  precedent  for  demanding  that  we  ought  to 
do  so  ;  but  he  will  have  to  do  something  more 
before  he  can  show  it  to  be  a  constitutional  rule. 
Now  let  us  consider  the  statements  which  the  hon. 
gentleman  has  made  with  regard  to  his  authorities. 
Did  the  quotation  from  May  support  his  position 
that  negotiations  which  take  place  orally  between 
the  representatives  of  two  countries  shall  be  re¬ 
duced  to  writing  ?  Not  at  all.  May  has  never  writ¬ 
ten  on  that  subject.  He  was  simply  writing  on  the 
procedure  in  Parliament,  and  when  he  wrote  the 
dictum  which  the  hon.  gentleman  read  to  the 
House,  he  was  dealing  with  a  question  of  order  in 
debate,  with  a  rule  of  debate,  and  that  rule  of  de¬ 
bate  is  simply  this,  that  when  a  Minister  or  a  mem¬ 
ber  quotes  from  a  public  document  he  ought  to  pro¬ 
duce  it.  But  the  hon.  gentleman’s  necessary  con¬ 
stitutional  rule  for  the  support  of  which  he  invoked 
May  is  not  that  when  a  Minister  quotes  from  a 
document  he  ought  to  produce  it,  but  that  when  a 
conversation  has  taken  place  in  the  course  of  nego¬ 
tiations,  theMinister  should  reduce  it  to  writing  and 
bring  it  down  to  Parliament.  When  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  asks  this  House  to  adopt  a  resolution  affirm¬ 
ing  what  he  calls  a  constitutional  rule,  he  ought  to 
show  some  authority  for  such  a  constitutional  rule, 
to  show  he  is  not  seeking  to  establish  a  rule  differ¬ 
ent  from  that  established  by  British  practice,  for 
which  he  has  so  profound  a  reverence.  The  hon. 
gentleman  referred  to  Todd,  but  he  was  obliged 
to  read  from  that  authority  a  quotation  which 
does  not  refer  to  a  constitutional  rule  at  all,  but  to 


1799 


[COMMON'S] 


I 


1800 


a  rule  of  practice  existing  for  the  convenience  of 
Parliament,  to  a  rule  not  referring  to  negotiations 
conducted  by  Ministers  at  all.  It  said  that  in  due 
course  the  documents  which  were  interchanged 
should  be  laid  before  Parliament — in  due  course  ; 
and  Todd,  not  satisfied  with  that  effort  to  avoid 
a  torturing  and  misconstruction  of  his  authority, 
goes  on  to  say  that  a  due  discretion  must  be  exer¬ 
cised  in  that  regard.  What,  enquires  the  hon. 
gentleman,  is  the  discretion  ?  It  is  to  be  exercised, 
he  says,  in  only  one  case,  and  that  is  where  the 
negotiations  have  not  yet  been  concluded  ;  but  he 
has  no  authority  for  that  position,  which  he  asks 
this  House  to  crystallize  into  the  form  of  a 
necessary  constitutional  rule.  One  can  imagine 
many  cases  in  which  a  discretion  has  to  be  exercised 
in  that  regard,  and  our  memory  will  serve  us  to 
cite  one.  In  the  very  last  treaty  which  we  had  be¬ 
fore  this  House  for  discussion,  the  discretion  which 
Todd  refers  to  was  exercised,  and  the  record  of  the 
proceedings  was  withheld.  In  the  negotiations 
preceding  the  Washington  Treaty  of  1871  the  same 
was  the  case.  We  have  never  yet  had  the  narra¬ 
tive  of  those  negotiations,  and  now  and  then  some 
biographical  history  comes  out  containing  very 
important  and  interesting  notices  of  what  took 
place  during  the  conferences  that  preceded  the 
treaty,  not  one  word  of  which  is  to  be  found  in  the 
protocols  which  have  ever  been  submitted  to  any 
of  the  Parliaments  concerned  in  the  ratification  of 
that  treaty.  Now  let  me  refer  to  the  cases  in  which 
the  hon.  gentleman  asserts  that  the  Minister  of  Fin¬ 
ance  violated  this  important  rule.  The  Minister  of 
Finance  and  two  of  his  colleagues  had  a  conversa¬ 
tion  with  a  foreign  Minister,  and  he  was  stating  to 
the  House  the  subject  and  effect  of  that  conversation 
in  so  far  as  it  bore  on  the  question  before  the  House. 
The  resolution  asks  the  House  to  pass  censure  upon 
him  on  the  ground  that  he  put  the  constitution 
in  great  danger  by  thus  stating  to  the  House  what 
had  taken  place/  On  what  authority?  On  the 
authority  which  the  hon.  gentleman  read  this  after¬ 
noon,  which  wa  s  read  to  the  House  at  the  time  the 
statement  was  made, and  which  has  not  the  slightest 
bearing  on  this  question — the  authority  that  when 
a  Minister  cites  from  a  public  document  he  ought 
to  produce  that  document  in  order  that  the  House 
should  have  the  same  information  that  he  has — -a 
very  sound  and  proper  rule  ;  but  the  reason  for  it 
does  not  exist  here.  The  hon.  gentleman  does  not 
say  :  You  ought,  after  having  had  a  conversation 
with  a  foreign  Minister,  to  put  it  in  writing  so  that 
we  may  know  as  much  about  it  as  you  do  ;  but 
he  says :  Y ou  ought  to  put  that  in  writing  and  bring 
it  here,  because  I  do  not  believe  what  you  said 
about  it. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  Hear,  hear. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  And  when  the  hon. 
gentleman  gave  the  reasons  why  he  did  not  believe 
it,  I  think  he  satisfied  the  House  that  his  reasons 
for  not  believing  the  Minister  of  Finance  were 
anything  but  creditable  reasons  to  be  put  forward, 
and  anything  but  creditable  reasons  to  be  cheered 
at  this  moment  by  the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  Hear,  hear. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  am  glad  that  the  hon. 
member  for  Bothwell  agrees  with  me  that  it  was 
nothing  to  his  credit  that  he  cheered  that  statement 
of  his  leader.  The  hon.  gentleman  had  no  doubt  that 
this  was  a  very  highly  coloured  statement,  because 
Sir  John  Thompson. 


it  was  in  the  first  place  improbable.  Well,  I  do 
not  think  it  was  It  was  what  a  great  many  per¬ 
sons  in  this  country  predicted,  on  high  authority 
in  the  United  States,  as  not  only  probable  but  an 
absolutely  necessary  feature  of  any  arrangement 
which  could  be  entered  upon  with  the  United  States 
on  reciprocity.  The  other  reason  he  gives  is  that  a 
report  has  not  been  made  of  it  and  brought  down, 
and,  further,  because  General  Foster,  not  referring 
to  that  conference  at  all  and  not  pretending  to  quote 
one  word  uttered  in  it,  made  a  speech  on  a  different 
subject  altogether  in  New  York,  two  or  three  weeks 
afterwards,  in  which  he  expressed  his  opinion  that 
one  great  reason  standing  in  the  way  of  Canada 
effecting  a  treaty  with  the  United  States  was 
that  we  had  not  the  right  to  negotiate  our  own 
treaties.  That  is  not  in  the  slightest  degree  a 
contradiction  of  what  the  Minister  of  Finance  said, 
and  I  am  sure  no  one  would  be  more  surprised 
than  General  Foster  hims'elf  at  the  ingenious  twist 
his  language  has  been  given  this  afternoon. 
Why,  he  had  not  in  his  mind  the  conference  which 
had  recently  taken  place,  or  if  he  had,  he  was 
referring  to  a  different  principle  altogether.  But 
my  opinion  is,  he  had  not  that  conference  in  his 
mind  when  he  made  that  speech,  because  it  would 
be  ill-applied  to  a  conference  in  which  Canada 
was  actually  negotiating  for  a  treaty.  We  were 
there  practically  negotiating  a  treaty  arrange¬ 
ment  between  Canada  and  the  United  States, 
and  we  had  the  great  advantage  of  the  presence  of 
Her  Majesty’s  Minister,  so  that  when  we  concluded 
the  arrangement,  the  treaty  would  not  be  ours 
but  would  be  that  of  Great  Britain  herself.  We 
have  the  great  advantage  that  under  the  constitu¬ 
tional  arrangements  under  which  we  live  and  carry 
out  parliamentary  government,  we  not  only  have 
the  power  to  negotiate  treaties  for  Canada,  but  we 
have  in  practice  the  right  to  make  the  treaties  for 
Great  Britain  in  which  Canada  is  concerned.  That  is 
a  much  more  valuable  privilege  than  the  mere  right 
to  appear  in  a,  diplomatic  character  for  ourselves. 
If  General  Foster  really  had  in  his  mind  the  Wash¬ 
ington  conference  of  February  last,  when  he  used 
that  expression,  he  referred  not  to  any  want  on  the 
part  of  Canadian  representatives  to  assume  the  diplo¬ 
matic  character  in  negotiation  but  to  the  nature  of 
the  treaty  arrangements  which  we  were  free  or  not 
free  to  make.  He  did  not,  I  am  sure,  refer  to  any 
technical  obstacle  as  to  the  carrying  on  of  negotia¬ 
tions,  but  he  referred  to  the  fact  that  while  Canada 
remains  a  portion  of  the  British  Empire  she  must 
keep  in  view  her  obligations  to  the  rest  of  the 
Empire,  in  making  any  treaty  arrangement. 
Let  me  refer  for  a  few  moments  to  the  observa¬ 
tions  the  hon.  gentleman  made  with  regard  to  the 
way  in  which  the  papers  were  brought  here.  After 
the  conference  was  concluded,  an  interchange  of 
views  took  place  as  regards  the  expediency  of 
taking  off  the  seal  of  secrecy  and  confidence  under 
which  the  negotiations  were  begun  ;  and  in  so  far 
as  Mr.  Blaine  was  concerned,  he  was  asked  to  say 
w  hether  anything  had  occurred  which  need  not  be 
stated  here  or  elsewhere,  and  he  replied  that 
nothing  had  occurred  which  need  not  be  made 
public.  The  House  is  asked  by  this  resolution  to 
vote  censure  upon  the  Government  for  not  produc¬ 
ing  papers  which  down  to  this  moment  have  never 
been  asked  for  by  the  members  on  the  other  side 
except  in  this  connection,  that  fault  was  found  in 
debate,  when  the  Minister  of  Finance  stated  the 
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nature  of  the  negotiations,  that  the  papers  had  not 
been  brought  down.  The  exception  was  taken  as 
a  point  of  order,  and  it  was  taken  afterwards  by 
the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell  as  a  point  of  sub¬ 
stance,  that  such  a  statement  ought  not  to  be  made 
without  the  record  being  produced  and  laid  before 
the  House. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  The  hon.  gentleman 
himself  promised  me  that  he  would  bring  the  papers 
down. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  If  I  did,  my  memory 
is  entirely  at  fault,  and  I  will  be  obliged  if  the  hon. 
gentleman  would  refer  to  the  report.  But  I  think 
he  is  mistaken.  My  recollection  of  what  took  place 
is  this  :  The  hon.  gentleman  who  leads  the  Opposi¬ 
tion  said,  at  one  stage  of  the  discussion  on  a  Bill 
which  was  before  the  House,  that  he  supposed  the 
Bill  to  be  one  of  the  results  of  the  visit  lately  paid  to 
Washington  by  some  of  the  Canadian  Ministers, 
and  he  took  this  occasion  to  ask  the  Government  if 
they  proposed  to  lay  on  the  Table  any  correspond¬ 
ence  or  any  papers  relating  to  what  took  place  in 
connection  with  the  visit.  My  answer  was :  There  is 
some  correspondence  which  can  be  laid  on  the  Table 
of  the  House,  and  I  am  able  to  say  that  nothing  which 
transpired  is  precluded  from  being  mentioned  in  the 
House.  The  hon.  leader  of  the  Opposition  asked 
whether  there  wras  any  writing  to  that  effect  or  was 
it  purely  verbal,  and  I  replied  :  “  Yes,  there  was 
writing.”  The  hon.  gentleman  then  said  :  “I  presume 
we  shall  have  it  at  an  early  day,”  and  I  replied  : 
“Yes.”  I  produced  that  writing.  I  produced  the 
correspondence  w  hich  the  hon.  leader  of  the  Opposi¬ 
tion  asked  for.  But  he  complained  this  afternoon 
that  there  is  more  correspondence  that  can 
be  laid  on  the  Table.  The  hon.  gentleman 
asked  for  correspondence,  and  I  produced  it. 
As  I  have  assured  the  House  time  and 
again,  all  the  correspondence  wre  have  has  been 
brought  down.  But  what  this  resolution  complains 
of,  and  wdrat  it  calls  upon  the  House  to  censure,  is 
that  we  have  not  made  a  record  of  the  conversa¬ 
tions  and  brought  them  before  this  House,  and  the 
hon.  member  for  Bothwell  says  that  he  asked  me 
to  produce  a  record  of  these  conversations  and  that 
I  promised  to  bring  it  down.  All  I  can  say  is  that 
my  memory  is  widely  astray  if  that  is  so.  I  am  not 
aware  of  his  having  made  such  a  request,  and  I 
certainly  made  no  such  promise.  The  correspond¬ 
ence  that  I  agreed  to  bring  down  I  have  brought 
down.  With  regard  to  any  record  which  may 
have  been  made  of  the  conversations  that  took 
place  regarding  a  matter  wdiich  resulted  in  nothing 
and  on  which  the  action  of  this  House  has  not  been 
asked  and  will  not  be  asked,  there  is  no  constitu¬ 
tional  rule  requiring  that  to  be  brought  down.  It 
wdll  be  brought  down  whenever  it  can  be,  in 
due  course  and  with  due  regard  to  the  caution 
wdiich  should  be  exercised  as  regards  consultations 
writh  other  persons  wdiose  rights  and  interests 
were  affected  in  that  interview.  It  wdll,  no  doubt, 
be  brought  dowm,  but  the  hon.  member  is  somew  hat 
hasty  in  asking  this  House  to  pronounce  censure 
upon  the  Government  for  not  having  done  so  when 
he  has  not  told  us  wdiat  interests  are  affected,  or 
that  they  even  asked,  down  to  this,  that  that 
record  should  be  laid  on  the  Table.  As  I 
have  stated,  as  wdll  have  been  seen  from  the  obser¬ 
vations  I  have  been  offering,  a  great  deal  of  im¬ 
portance  is  to  be  attached  to  the  fact  that  the 


record  the  hon.  gentleman  refers  to  relates  to  the 
reciprocity  question  alone.  It  wfas  upon  that  that 
his  remarks  were  addressed  to  the  House,  and 
with  regard  to  that  subject,  these  negotiations  not 
having  ended  in  any  definite  result  which  requires 
the  action  of  this  Parliament,  no  constitutional  rule 
requires  that  it  should  be  produced,  but  courtesy  to 
the  House  requires  that  it  should  be  produced  wdien 
it  can  be  in  due  course,  and  that  courtesy  w  ill  be 
observed.  Apart  from  that,  no  action  by  this 
Parliament  has  been  called  for  as  a  result  of  those 
conversations,  and  the  hon.  gentleman  has  no  right 
to  ask  that  the  Finance  Minister  should  be  censured 
for  the  reference  he  made  to  these  conversations,  or 
that  the  Government  should  be  censured  because 
down  to  this  moment  the  record  has  not  been  pro¬ 
duced  to  the  House. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  I  have  listened  with 
close  attention,  and  I  must  say  with  some  astonish¬ 
ment,  to  the  observations  addressed  to  the  House  by 
the  hon.  the  Minister  of  Justice.  The  Minister  of 
Justice  says  that  there  is  no  rule  requiring  that  a 
record  shall  be  made  of  the  conversations  and  of  the 
proceedings  or  interviews  that  take  place  between 
the  representatives  of  one  civilized  Government  and 
another  wdien  they  are  discussing  matters  of  inter¬ 
national  or  interstate  concern,  that  there  is  no 
obligation  on  the  part  of  Ministers  to  communicate 
these  interviews  to  Parliament,  and  that  there  is  a 
marked  difference  between  the  position  of  a  Minister 
w  ho  undertakes  to  negotiate  and  the  position  of 
another  party  who  may  be  appointed  on  the  part 
of  an  Administration  if  he  undertakes  to  negotiate. 
Well,  Sir,  I  deny  that  proposition  altogether.  If 
the  hon.  the  Minister  of  Finance  had  come  down 
and  informed  the  House  of  the  financial  circum¬ 
stances  of  the  country,  and  had  said  to  the  House 
at  the  same  time,  I  have  kept  no  record  of  w  hat  the 
Government  have  paid  out  or  of  wdrat  they  have 
received  ;  I  ask  the  House  to  take  my  statement 
upon  this  matter  as  to  what  is  the  present 
position  of  the  financial  affairs  of  the  country, 
every  one  would  have  at  once  seen  how  preposterous 
such  a  contention  wras,  every  one  would  have  said :  We 
care  not  how  honest  the  Minister  of  Finance  may 
be,  wre  care  not  how'  great  his  regard  for  truth  may 
be,  we  care  not  howr  retentive  his  memory  may  be, 
that  is  not  the  manner  in  which  the  public 
affairs  of  this  country  should  be  conducted,  that 
is  not  the  manner  provided  either  by  the  law' 
or  by  the  conventions  of  the  constitution  for  the 
conduct  of  the  public  business.  Now',  the  same 
reasons  which  make  it  necessary  that  there  should 
be  proper  accounts  kept  of  the  receipt  and  payment 
of  public  moneys  require  that  there  should  be  a 
proper  record  of  the  transactions  of  every  depart 
ment  of  Government,  and  this  rule  applies  as 
strictly  under  the  English  constitutional  system  to 
the  proceedings  of  the  Foreign  Office  or  to  the  pro¬ 
ceedings  of  any  Colonial  Government  who  under¬ 
take,  by  permission  or  sufferance,  to  perform  the 
wmrk  of  a  Foreign  Office,  as  to  any  other  depart¬ 
ment.  The  reason  for  the  rule  in  the  one  case  is 
the  same  as  the  reason  for  the  rule  in  the  other 
case,  and  the  obligation  is  just  as  strict  in  one  case 
as  it  is  in  the  other.  A  few  years  ago  a  Minister  of 
the  Crown  in  England,  Lord  John  Russell,  was 
sent  to  Vienna  to  negotiate  with  Russia,  Austria, 
Prussia  and  France  with  a  view  to  the  termination 
of  the  Crimean  wrar,  but,  wdien  he  w'ent  there, 
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although  he  was  a  Minister  of  the  Crown,  it  was  not 
in  his  capacity  as  a  Minister  but  as  an  ambassador, 
and  he  had  in  that  capacity  the  same  duties 
devolving  him  upon  as  if  he  had  not  been  a  Min¬ 
ister  at  all,  and  the  protocols  of  those  abortive 
negotiations  show  the  accuracy  of  my  statement. 
Then,  if  you  take  the  case  of  the  negotiation  of  the 
Treaty  of  Berlin,  in  which  not  only  the  Foreign 
Minister  but  the  Prime  Minister  went  as  the  repre¬ 
sentatives  of  the  Government  of  England,  did  they 
come  back  and  say  :  We  have  kept  no  record  of  our 
proceedings,  we  made  no  note,  we  are  not  in  a  posi¬ 
tion  to  report  to  Parliament  because  we  are  Minis¬ 
ters  of  the  Crown,  we  stand  in  a  position  different 
from  that  of  an  ordinary  or  extraordinary  ambas¬ 
sador  ?  Not  at  all.  These  noblemen,  when  they 
undertook  to  negotiate  the  Treaty  of  Berlin  on  the 
part  of  the  Government  of  the  United  Kingdom, 
stood  in  the  same  position-  as  any  other  negotiators. 
There  was  still  the  same  legal  and  constitutional 
distinction  between  their  duties  as  Ministers  of  the 
Crown  and  their  duties  as  representatives  of  the 
Crown  in  those  negotiations  as  there  would  have 
been  had  the  parties  not  been  Ministers  of  the 
Crown  at  all.  In  that  respect  there  was  no  differ¬ 
ence.  Thus  a  record  is  necessary.  Does  it  depend 
on  the  importance  of  the  Minister  that  there  be  no 
record  ?  Are  the  other  Ministers  who  remained  in 
Canada  during  these  negotiations  of  no  consecpience? 
Are  they  inferior  persons  ?  Are  they  men  to  whom 
the  Minister  of  Finance,  and  the  Minister  of 
Justice,  and  the  Minister  of  War  are  not 
called  upon  to  account  for  what  they  did  ?  Why, 
the  position  of  the  lion,  gentleman  is  a  most 
untenable  one.  It  is  a  preposterous  position,  it  is 
one  utterly  inconsistent  with  the  principles  of  par¬ 
liamentary  government  and  ministerial  responsi¬ 
bility.  If  a  party  outside  had  been  appointed  to 
conduct  these  negotiations,  no  doubt  he  would  be 
called  upon  to  make  a  report.  The  Government 
would  not  have  been  satisfied  with  a  verbal  com¬ 
munication,  with  an  oral  statement  from  such  a 
representative  as  to  what  he  said  and  what  was 
said  to  him.  They  would  have  insisted  upon  a  formal 
report,  upon  a  memorandum  of  the  interviews  that 
were  had,  and  what  would  have  been  the  duty  of 
an  outside  party  who  might  have  been  appointed 
to  conduct  the  negotiations  and  who  would  have 
been  responsible  to  the  Government,  as  the  Govern¬ 
ment  would  be  responsible  to  Parliament  for  his 
conduct,  equally  devolves  upon  these  gentlemen  if 
they  chose  to  substitute  themselves  for  the  ordinary 
party  who  would  be  employed.  They  are  respon¬ 
sible  to  the  Crown,  and  it  is  their  duty  to  report 
to  the  Crown,  but  that  is  not  the  end  of  their  res¬ 
ponsibility.  They  are  responsible  to  Parliament. 
Parliament  has  a  right  to  know'  why  these  negotia¬ 
tions  failed,  as  well  as  to  know  why  other  nego¬ 
tiations  succeeded.  There  can  be  no  difference 
in  that  respect.  How  do  we  know  how  far  these 
gentlemen  have  gone  contrary  to  the  well  under¬ 
stood  wishes  of  the  people  of  this  country  ?  How 
do  we  know  how  far  they  have  sacrificed  in  our 
estimation,  and  in  the  estimation  of  the  people, 
the  interests  of  the  country  in  these  negotiations  ? 
Do  the  hon.  gentlemen  deny  their  responsibility  to 
us  and  to  the  country  ?  Do  they  deny  that  we  are 
entitled  to  know  what  they  proposed  to  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  at  Washington  ?  If  thev  do,  let  us  know 
it,  because  we  have  yet  to  consider  fully  the  prin¬ 
ciples  of  parliamentary  government  and  minis- 
Mr.  Mills  (Bothwell). 


terial  responsibility.  Sir,  there  is  an  important 
constitutional  rule  stated  in  the  resolution  of  my 
hon.  friend,  the  leader  of  the  Opposition,  and  the 
Minister  of  Justice  says  it  is  not  a  constitutional 
rule  at  all.  Well,  I  think  I  read  a  series  of  extracts 
from  the  discussions  that  took  place  on  some  half  a 
dozen  or  more  public  matters  in  England,  to  show 
that  it  is  a  constitutional  rule.  And  I  tell  the 
hon.  gentleman  more,  that  it  is  a  constitutional 
rule  so  well  settled  that  I  defy  him  to  produce  an 
instance  where  the  Government  of  the  United 
Kingdom  has  initiated  a  discussion  upon  a  public 
or  a  foreign  matter,  and  at  the  same  time  have 
withheld  the  papers  upon  which  that  negotiation 
has  been  ba^ed.  When  the  Minister  of  Finance  made 
his  statement  with  regard  to  the  Washington 
Treaty,  I  objected  to  its  being  made  because  the 
hon.  gentleman  has  not  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  those  papers  in  order  to  give  us  an  opportu¬ 
nity  of  judging,  not  only  of  the  skill  and  ability  of 
the  Government  in  those  negotiations,  but  of  the 
propriety  of  the  propositions  which  they  made  and 
the  propositions  which  they  rejected.  We  were 
entitled  to  know  that.  These  hon.  gentlemen  are 
responsible  to  this  House  ;  they  are,  at  all  events* 
still  responsible  notwithstanding  that  they  may 
have  refused  to  exercise  their  judgment  and  to  as¬ 
sert  their  constitutional  right  in  these  matters. 
When  the  hon.  gentleman  came  down  to  Parlia¬ 
ment  and  undertook  to  make  a  statement,  he  ought 
to  have  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  all  the 
papers  necessary  to  enable  Parliament  to  judge 
both  as  to  the  accuracy  of  his  statements  and  the 
propriety  of  what  he  proposed  and  of  what  he  had 
refused.  No  Minister  of  the  Crown  has  any  right 
to  come  down  to  Parliament  and  say  :  We  want 
you  to  accept  our  word  in  this  matter.  No  business 
is  conducted  in  that  way  ;  no  banker  would  for  a 
moment  be  allowed  to  conduct  business  on  behalf 
of  a  great  corporation  in  that  way  ;  and  it  is  not 
in  that  way  that  the  constitutional  functions  of 
Parliament  and  the  responsibility  of  Ministers  to 
the  House,  can  be  discharged.  These  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  are  entitled  to  proceed  in  a  particular  way* 
and  they  ought  to  give  to  Parliament  certain  in¬ 
formation,  and  until  they  are  prepared  to  give  that- 
information  they  ought  not  to  initiate  a  discussion 
on  the  subject.  I  say  again  that  the  Finance 
Minister  will  look  in  vain  through  the  whole 
history  of  English  parliamentary  government  for  an 
instance  where  the  Minister  of  the  Crown  initiated 
a  discussion  on  a  public  matter,  and  at  the  same 
time  withheld  the  papers  which  were  necessary  to- 
enable  Parliament  to  form  a  judgment  on  the 
matter.  Why,  Sir,  I  referred  to  several  cases  on 
the  29th  March,  when  the  same  subject  was  under 
discussion  ;  I  might  refer  to  those  same  cases  again* 
and  observe  that  in  every  instance  where  a  Minister 
was  asked  to  give  the  House  an  opportunity  of  dis¬ 
cussing  a  question,  he  stated  that  the  discussion 
ought  not  to  take  place  until  the  papers  were 
brought  down.  Of  course,  if  a  private  member 
undertakes  to  initiate  such  a  discussion  in  the 
absence  of  the  papers,  and  the  Minister  says  that 
those  papers  cannot,  with  due  regard  to  the  public, 
interests,  be  produced,  then  the  House  will  say 
whether,  upon  that  imperfect  information,  they 
will  go  forward.  But  mind  you,  that  is  not  the 
case  where  a  discussion  has  been  initiated  by  the 
Minister.  There  is  not  an  instance  where  a 
Minister  has  initiated  a  discussion,  and  at  the  same 
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time  has  withheld  the  papers.  If  he  is  not  pre¬ 
pared  to  submit  the  papers,  if  it  is  notin  the  public 
interest  that  they  should  be  brought  down, 
then  it  is  not  in  the  public  interest  that 
the  discussion  should  take  place.  In  this 
case  the  Minister  undertook  to  relate  to  us  what 
was  said  by  himself,  what  was  said  by  Mr.  Blaine 
and  what  was  said  by  General  Foster,  and  what 
transpired  generally,  without  a  single  line  being 
put  before  us  in  which  there  was  a  formal  record 
of  these  negotiations.  That  was  a  most  improper 
proceeding.  1  pointed  out  before  that  the  telegram 
upon  which  the  despatch  to  the  Colonial  Office  was 
based,  which  was  absolutely  necessary  to  enable  us 
to  judge  how  these  negotiations  began,  was  sur¬ 
passed,  that  everjThing  relating  to  the  subject  of 
reciprocity  was  omitted  from  the  telegram,  and 
down  to  this  hour  it  has  not  been  communicated  to 
the  House.  Why,  Sir,  the  rule  that  my  lion,  friend 
has  laid  down  is  as  well  established  as  the  rule 
that  the  House  of  Commons  is  elected  for  five 
years  unless  it  be  dissolved  sooner  by  the  Crown. 
The  one  rule  of  constitutional  procedure  is  not  any 
better  settled  than  the  other.  I  say  again,  there  is 
not  an  instance  in  which  a  Minister  has  initiated  a 
discussion,  or  in  which  he  has  ventured  to  carry 
on  a  discussion,  on  any  matter  of  interstate 
concern,  and  has  at  the  same  time  withheld  the 
papers,  the  correspondence  and  protocols,  or  any 
memorandum  of  conversation,  from  Parliament. 
Parliament  is  entitled  to  full  information  upon 
these  subjects ;  it  is  so  entitled  because  Parlia¬ 
ment  is  the  master  of  the  Government.  It  is 
to  this  House  that  the  Ministers  are  responsible, 
it  is  for  this  House  to  say  whether  confidence  in 
the  Administration  shall  be  continued.  It  is  upon 
this  House,  in  the  last  resort,  that  the  responsibil¬ 
ity  rests  for  the  full  conduct  of  public  affairs.  Now, 
Sir,  the  hon.  gentleman  said  that  in  the  Treaty  of 
1871  the  protocols  were  not  published.  I  think  the 
hon.  gentleman  has  not  looked.  Those  protocols 
of  1871  were  given  to  the  House.  The  protocols 
in  the  Treaty  of  1888  were  very  meagre  indeed,  but 
even  in  the  protocols  of  1888  what  was  brought 
down  was  represented  as  being  the  full  record  that 
was  made  on  that  occasion  ;  if  it  was  not,  then  the 
House  was  deceived.  It  is  true,  those  protocols 
were  very  imperfect,  they  were  not  in  the  form  in 
which  the  protocols  in  every  other  instance  of  nego¬ 
tiations  that  I  know  of,  are  preserved.  When  those 
papers  were  brought  down  here  in  the  returns  that 
were  made  to  the  House  in  1888,  it  was  an  abuse 
to  call  them  protocols,  but  they  professed  to  be  a 
full  record  as  made.  Now,  I  have  here  the  proto¬ 
cols  that  were  made  wheii  the  Treaty  of  Washing¬ 
ton  of  1871  was  being  negotiated,  and  I  find  this, 
for  instance  : 

“  At  the  conference  on  the  19th  April,  the  British  com¬ 
missioners  proposed  to  the  American  commissioners  to 
adopt  the  middle  channel  (generally  known  as  the  Doug¬ 
lass  channel)  as  the  channel  through  which  the  boundary 
line  should  be  run,  with  the  understanding  that  all  the 
channels  through  the  archipelago  should  be  free  and 
common  to  both  parties.  The  American  commissioners 
declined  to  entertain  the  proposal.” 

And  so  on.  What  does  the  hon.  gentleman  call 
that.  • 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  That  is  a  record  of 
the  conversation  ? 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell)— 

‘‘The  American  commissioners  declined  to  entertain 
the  proposal.  They  proposed  that  the  joint  high  com¬ 


mission  should  recognize  the  Haro  Channel  as  the  channel 
intended  by  the  treaty  of  15th  June,  1846,  with  a  mutual 
agreement  that  no  fortifications  should  be  erected  by 
either  party  to  obstruct  or  command  it.” 

And  so  on.  So  you  have  the  propositions  and  the 
counter-propositions  made  from  time  to  time,  from 
the  beginning  to  the  end.  The  hon.  gentleman  has 
said  that  he  has  brought  down  to  the  House  all 
that  there  was  of  record.  Why,  Sir,  look  at  the 
despatch,  look  at  the  Minute  of  Council  which  the 
Minister  of  Justice  and  the  Minister  of  Marine  and 
Fisheries  sent  to  Lord  Knutsford.  There  is  an 
allusion  to  the  record  of  this  very  matter,  and  it  is 
stated  that  it  has  been  communicated  to  Lord 
Knutsford  and  that  has  not  been  communicated  to 
us.  The  hon.  gentleman  says,  that  that  under¬ 
standing  with  regard  to  informality  and  secrecy 
that  was  imposed  before  the  elections  in  March, 
1891,  was  withdrawn.  The  seal  of  secrecy  having 
been  removed,  there  was  nothing  to  prevent  the 
Government  making  these  communications  to  Par¬ 
liament,  and  why,  then,  were  they  not  made  ?  Why 
was  not  as  complete  a  record  laid  before  this  House 
previous  to  this  discussion  taking  place  as  it  was 
possible  for  the  hon.  gentleman  to  present  either 
to  His  Excellency,  to  his  colleagues  who  did  not 
constitute  the  embassy,  or  in  the  communications 
made  to  the  Foreign  Office  and  to  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Colonies  ?  I  repeat  again,  that 
the  Government  have  no  right  to  come  to  Par¬ 
liament  and  ask  us  to  take  an  oral  report  of  this 
conversation.  That  is  not  the  rule  observed  any¬ 
where.  There  is  no  more  propriety  in  asking  it 
with  regard  to  this  than  there  would  be  in  asking 
us  to  take  a  verbal  statement  on  the  whole  business 
of  administration.  They  are  compelled  to  make  a 
record  and  to  conduct  the  business  of  this  country 
in  a  busingss-like  way,  and  it  would  not  be  conduct¬ 
ing  it  in  a  business-like  way  if  they  simply  discuss¬ 
ed  these  subjects  orally  with  these  gentlemen  at 
Washington,  and  made  no  report  of  all  that  tran¬ 
spired  in  these  negotiations.  I  would  like  to  know 
how  it  is  possible  for  this  House  to  approve  of,  or 
to  censure,  what  the  hon.  gentleman  did  at  Wash¬ 
ington,  upon  the  statement  he  has  made  to  this 
House.  What  opportunity  has  he  given  us  of 
judging  of  the  propriety  of  the  proposition  which 
he  made  ?  He  has  given  us  none  at  all,  and  so,  if 
the  hon.  gentleman  persists  in  treating  the  House 
with  contempt  in  regard  to  this  matter,  the  House 
will  be  obliged  to  look  to  the  proceedings  reported 
to  Congress  by  Mr.  Blaine  and  Mr.  Foster  tor  that 
information  which  it  is  entitled  to  from  its  own 
Ministers.  That  being  so,  I  say  that  the  hon. 
gentleman’s  course  was  highly  irregular,  that  his 
conduct  was  highly  improper,  and  that  the  rule  is 
perfectly  clear  and  is  as  well  settled  as  any  rule 
can  be  ;  the  rule  which  my  hon.  friend,  the  leader 
of  the  Opposition,  read  from  Todd  and  which  I  read 
to  the  House  on  the  29th  of  March  last.  I 
contend*  that  the  hon.  gentlemen  went  to 
Washington  as  ordinary  negotiators  ;  informally 
it  may  be,  but  they  went  there  to  accom¬ 
plish  a  certain  result.  They  went  there  for 
the  purpose  of  influencing  the  elections.  The 
newspapers  referred  to  their  visit  to  Washington 
in  every  bye-election  that  took  place,  and  prior  to 
their  return  we  heard  of  their  visit  to  Washington. 
All  these  proceedings  were  not  secret  and  were  not 
intended  to  be  secret,  and  notwithstanding  the 
pledge  of  secrecy  to  Mr.  Blaine,  it  was  disre¬ 
garded  within  a  fortnight  of  the  time  it  was  first 
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made.  The  House  is,  therefore,  entitled  to  the  in¬ 
formation  which  we  ask,  and  the  lion.  Minister  of 
Finance  had  no  right  whatever  to  refer  to  these 
negotiations  or  to  make  them  the  subject  of  dis¬ 
cussion  here,  until  he  was  prepared  to  lay  all  the 
papers  relating  to  them,  the  correspondence,  the 
memorandum  of  interviews,  and  everything  that 
transpired,  before  Parliament.  The  lion.  Minister 
takes  exception  to  the  report  contained  in  the  speech 
of  Mr.  Foster  at  New  York,  and  he  says  that  that 
comprehended  other  matters  than  the  mere  subject 
of  reciprocal  relations.  But  that  statement  although 
broader  is  not  quite  reconcilable  and  will  not  har¬ 
monize  with  the  statement  made  to  this  House 
with  regard  to  what  transpired,  and  this  difference 
of  opinion  leaves  the  House  in  a  condition  of  per¬ 
plexity  with  regard  to  the  matter.  That  is  due 
to  the  fact  that  the  hon.  gentleman  has  disregarded 
the  constitutional  rule  and  treated  the  House  of 
Commons  of  Canada  with  contempt.  He  has  held 
from  it  the  information  to  which  it  is  entitled,  and 
he  has  denied  to  it  the  opportunity  of  forming  a 
judgment  upon  the  negotiations  as  they  actually 
transpired. 

Mr.  WELDON.  It  seems  to  me  that  this  dis- 
‘  cussion,  commenced  by  the  hon.  leader  of  the  Op¬ 
position  and  continued  by  the  hon.  member  from 
Both  well  (Mr.  Mills),  with  some  warmth,  partakes 
somewhat  of  the  nature  of  a  tempest  in  a  teapot, 
and  one  is  led  to  suspect  that  the  warmth  which 
has  inspired  these  hon.  gentlemen  in  respect  to  the 
statement  made  by  the  Minister  of  Finance  in  his 
Budget  speech,  is  due  to  the  substance  and  not  to 
the  form  of  the  matter  which  he  communicated  to 
this  House.  The  faces  of  the  hon.  members  upon 
the  front  bench  of  the  Opposition,  of  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills),  of  the  leader  of  the 
Opposition,  of  the  hon.  member  for  Queen’s  (Mr. 
Davies)  during  the  12  or  15  minutes  in  which  the 
Minister  of  Finance,  in  that  debate,  detailed  coolly, 
calmly,  clearly  and  dispassionately  the  conversation 
which  our  Canadian  representatives  had  with  the 
representatives  of  the  United  States  in  that  matter, 
were  something  that  none  who  saw  them  will,  fora 
long  time,  forget.  The  hon.  gentlemen  were  first  in¬ 
terested,  then  they  were  bewildered,  they  then  began 
to  smart  in  pain,  so  much  so  that  the  member  for 
Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills)  could  not  conceal  his  pain, 
but  like  the  suffering  man  in  the  dentist’s  chair  he 
had  to  cry  out  and  raise  a  point  of  order,  but  Mr. 
Speaker  soon  ruled,  very  properly,  that  there  was 
no  point  of  order,  and  in  raising  that  point  under 
the  circumstances  the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell 
(Mr.  Mills)  indicated  his  frame  of  mind.  This 
afternoon  the  matter  is  brought  up  again,  and  if 
the  words  of  the  hon.  gentleman  opposite  are  taken 
seriously  at  their  face  value,  one  would  think  that 
the  liberties  of  the  people  were  in  danger  by  the 
course  pursued  by  the  Minister  of  Finance  in  this 
matter.  It  will  be  very  difficult  to  make  them  be¬ 
lieve  that  the  liberties  of  our  five  millions  of  Cana¬ 
dians  are  to  be  secured  by  bundles  of  red  tape. 
Are  these  the  fortifications  that  a  free  people  would 
throw  around  them  to  guard  their  liberties  ? 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  A  ELDON.  My  hon.  friend  approves  of  that 
statement  and  I  am  glad  that  he  agrees  with  me. 
It  seems  to  me  that  the  gentlemen  who  are  guiding 
the  councils  of  the  Opposition  are  finding  themselves 
very  badly  off  for  material,  when  they  take  up  a 
Mr.  Mills  (Bothwell). 


half  day  or  more  of  the  time  of  Parliament,  at  this 
stage  of  the  session,  in  introducing  a  want  of  confi¬ 
dence  motion  when  the  substantive  matter  is  no 
graver  than  this.  What  happened  in  this  case  ? 
Here  were  three  of  the  members  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  Canada  invited  to  go  down  to  Washing¬ 
ton,  informally  to  confer  with  leading  American 
statesmen  representing  the  United  States  and  to 
discuss  a  number  of  questions,  some  respect¬ 
ing  international  boundaries  on  the  Pacific  and 
Atlantic  coasts,  some,  I  think,  with  reference  to  the 
pollution  of  rivers,  and  injury  to  the  fish  in  which 
both  nations  have  an  interest,  and  some  with  regard 
to  wreckage  and  towage.  All  these  matters  and 
others  were  opened.  Some  of  them  were  discussed 
at  length,  and  some  briefly.  In  respect  of  some  of 
them  conclusions  were  arrived  at ;  and  as  to  those 
subject-matters  in  which  conclusions  were  arrived  at 
a  report  was  given  to  us  in  writing.  Complaint  is 
made  in  regard  to  certain  discussions  that  were  had 
on  the  subject  of  trade  relations — in  which  no  con¬ 
clusion  was  arrived  at,  in  which  it  would  appear 
but  little  progress  was  made— that  the  Minister  of 
Finance,  when  announcing  in  his  own  Parliament 
the  financial  policy  of  the  Administration  of  which 
he  is  a  member,  took  frankly  into  his  confidence 
his  own  Canadian  people  in  regard  to  a  matter 
in  which  it  is  true  there  was  in  the  public  mind  of 
Canada  very  great  confusion  and  uncertainty. 
The  point  was  taken  in  the  Budget  debate  that  the 
hon.  Minister  was  out  of  order  ;  it  was  taken  again 
in  a  subsequent  discussion  ;  and  that  point  is  once 
more  taken  to-day.  It  is  laid  down  with  a  great 
deal  of  emphasis  that  the  Minister  of  Finance 
initiated  a  discussion  without  producing  the  papers 
on  which  the  discussion  was  based.  That  is  not  a 
correct  statement  of  the  fact.  The  Minister  did 
not  initiate  a  discussion  on  certain  papers.  He 
outlined  a  conversation  which  he  had. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  I  did  not  say  on  cer¬ 
tain  papers. 

Mr.  WELDON.  I  took  down  the  hon.  gentle- 
man’s  words  on  the  instant,  and  I  am  satisfied 
that  I  am  quoting  them  correctly.  That  is  not  a 
statement  of  the  fact  ;  it  does  not  state  correctly 
what  occurred.  Now,  I  challenge  the  rule  of  pro¬ 
cedure  which  the  hon.  gentleman  lays  down  in 
broad  terms.  I  have  under  my  hand  a  precedent 
which  warrants  me  in  doing  so,  and  which  bears 
somewhat  closely  on  the  point  of  controversy  as  to 
whether  the  Minister  of  Finance  was  within  his 
rights  in  referring  to  conversations  which  he  had 
had  with  other  gentlemen  without  laying  on  the 
Table  of  the  House  a  written  record  of  those  con¬ 
versations.  I  am  quoting  from  the  English  Han¬ 
sard,  of  1884,  vol.  286,  page  1022.  One  of  the 
members  of  the  English  House  asked  the  ruling  of 
the  Speaker  on  a  similar  matter.  Mr.  Stanley 
Leighton  rose  and  said  : 

“  I  wish,  Sir,  to  ask  your  ruling  as  to  the  application 
to  the  rules  of  debate  of  the  precedents  laid  down  by 
previous  speakers.  I  desire  to  know  whether  the  Vice- 
President  of  the  Council,  having  cited  official  documents 
—namely,  certain  reports  of  Her  Majesty’s  inspectors  of 
schools,  and  having  stated  the  tenor  of  them— is  not 
bound  to  lay  them  on  the  Table  ?  I  also  wish  to  call 
your  attention  to  these  facts— first  of  all,  that  the  report 
which  I  desire  to  have  laid  on  the  Table  was  made  in 
consequence  of  a  parliamentary  pledge  made  to  the 
House  of  Commons  by  the  right  Lon.  gentleman  last 
session,  and  it  would  be  to  the  public  advantage  that 
the  honest  opinion  of  the  inspectors  on  over-pressure 
should  be  known.  I  wish  also  to  point  out  that  it  is  un- 
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reasonable  for  official  documents  to  be  considered 
confidential  after  the  Minister  in  charge  of  them  lias 
published  their  tenor.” 

The  ruling  of  the  Speaker  was  as  follows  : — 

“  In  reply  to  the  hon.  member  I  hare  to  state  that  it  is 
an  unquestioned  rule  of  this  House  that  public  despatches, 
documents  and  papers  relating  to  public  affairs  should 
be  laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House,  if  quoted  by  a  Minister; 
but  in  this  case,  the  right  hon.  gentleman  the  Vice- 
President  of  the  Council  made,  I  understand,  no  citations 
from  any  document  whatever.  He  merely  said  that  he 
had  consulted  the  inspectors.  The  statement  which  he 
made,  as  to  the  result  of  his  enquiry  as  to  over-pressure  in 
the  elementary  schools,  was  made  on  his  own  responsi¬ 
bility  and  he  is  under  no  obligation  to  lay  any  documents  or 
papers  on  the  Table  of  the  House.” 

I  think,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  that  citation  is  very 
much  in  point.  Now,  I  have  before  me  a  rule 
which  was  quoted  by  a  member  of  this  House  in 
the  previous  discussion  as  to  what  the  rights  and 
limitation  of  Ministers  are  in  respect  of  matters  of 
which  there  may  not  have  been  laid  on  the  Table 
of  the  House  a  full  report.  I  think  the  question 
arose  in  a  discussion  connected  with  the  Chinese 
War.  It  was  in  1863,  when  Lord  Palmerston  was 
First  Minister.  The  objection  was  taken  that 
Lord  Palmerston  was  not  within  his  rights  in 
making  the  statements  he  did  without  laying  on 
the  Table  of  the  House  the  documents  in  contro¬ 
versy,  and  Lord  Palmerston  laid  down  this  rule  in 
reply  to  Lord  John  Manners,  who  took  the  objec¬ 
tion.  He  said  : 

“  It  is  altogether  a  new  doctrine  to  me  that  a  Minister 
making  a  statement  from  information  which  has  come  to 
his  knowledge,  is  bound  to  lay  on  the  Table  of  the  House 
the  document  from  which  that  information  is  derived.  I 
admit  no  such  principle.  It  is  perfectly  true  that  when  a 
Minister  reads  a  paper  he  is  bound  to  lay  it  on  the  Table.” 

In  this  case  there  was  no  document  from  which  the 
information  was  drawn  ;  so  that  Lord  Palmerston’s 
doctrine  was  stronger  than  that  which  we  are 
contending  for  here.  Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  what  is 
the  substance  and  gravamen  of  the  present  com¬ 
plaint?  What  is  the  danger,  what  will  go  wrong, 
if  the  papers  asked  for  are  never  produced  ?  The 
whole  point  in  the  speed  i  of  the  hon.  leader  of  the 
Opposition  is  that  the  memory  of  the  Minister  of 
Finance  may  have  gone  wrong,  and  that  he  may 
not  have  stated  exactly  what  words  passed  between 
him  and  Mr.  Blaine.  The  hon.  member  for  Both- 
well  has  gone  further,  having  expressed  doubts 
whether  the  statement  of  the  hon.  Miniscer  of 
Finance  was  candid  or  not.  Now,  as  I  said  when 
I  began,  so  I  say  now,  the  whole  substance  of  the 
complaint  is  that  in  a  matter  in  which  the  public 
mind  was  greatly  confused,  in  which  there  was 
great  doubt  whether  the  Liberal- Conservative 
party  or  the  Liberal  party  were  telling  the  truth 
us  to  the  real  mind  of  the  public  men  of  the  United 
{States  on  the  subject,  the  Minister  of  Finance  took 
the  tirst  favourable  occasion,  and  the  right  occasion, 
to  put  before  Parliament  and  the  country  what  he 
and  his  colleagues  had  discovered  to  be  the  real 
mind  of  the  United  States  Government  on  the 
question.  If  he  had  not  done  that,  he  would  not 
have  done  his  duty,  and,  for  furnishing  us  with 
that  information,  instead  of  being  censured,  he  is 
entitled  to  our  thanks  and  commendation. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  I  followed  as  well  as  I 
•could  the  last  speaker  (Mr.  Weldon)  who  appeared 
to  me  to  have  a  curious  want  of  appreciation  of  the 
objection  contained  in  the  resolution  of  the  hon. 
leader  of  the  Opposition.  The  hon.  member  has 
not  endeavoured  to  controvert  the  constitutional 


point  raised  in  that  resolution.  He  quoted  some 
precedents  to  show,  if  I  understood  him  correctly, 
that  a  Minister  may  quote  from  an  official  docu¬ 
ment  or  despatch  without  producing  it.  If  he  fol¬ 
lows  up  the  case  to  which  he  referred,  I  think  he 
will  find  that  Lord  Palmerston’s  statement  on  that 
occasion  is  not  borne  out  by  the  general  run  of  the 
authorities.  But  that  is  not  in  question  now.  The 
hon.  gentleman  made  a  curiously  inapt  quotation 
from  the  English  Hansard.  I  do  not  know  why  he 
quoted  it,  for  it  had  no  application  to  the  proposi¬ 
tion  before  us.  Now,  he  says  that  he  sees  no  harm 
at  all  in  the  Finance  Minister  adopting  the  course 
he  did.  In  other  words,  he  sees  no  harm  inMinis- 
ters  representing  Canada,  conferring  with  Ministers 
representing  a  foreign  state  on  matters  of  the  most 
momentous  importance  to  Canadian  interests,  and 
returning  to  this  country  and  submitting  the  result 
of  their  deliberations  to  the  House  in  the  form  of  a 
verbal  statement.  The  hon.  gentleman  cannot  be 
serious  in  that.  As  a  constitutional  lawyer  he 
knows  the  importance  of  such  matters  being  re¬ 
duced  to  writing.  He  knows  how  impossible  it  is  for 
a  large  body  of  the  representatives  of  the  people 
here  to  come  to  a  conclusion  in  one  way  or  the 
ocher  as  to  the  result  of  those  negotiations  unless 
they  have  a  report  of  them  which  they  can  tho¬ 
rough^  rely  upon.  Surely  the  hon.  gentleman 
does  not  contend  that  the  representatives  of  the 
nation  can  consult  with  those  of  a  foreign  nation, 
come  back  to  Parliament,  and  say  :  Our  recollec¬ 
tion  is  that  such  a  thing  took  place,  but  we  do  not 
propose  to  place  before  Parliament  any  record. 
What  are  we  discussing  here  ?  It  is  whether  it  is 
a  constitutional  rule  that  such  consultations  should 
be  reduced  to  writing,  in  the  first  instance,  and 
secondly,  whether  they  should  be  communicated  to 
Parliament.  Nothing  but  the  importance  of  the 
subject  justifies  me  in  calling  the  attention  of  the 
House  again  to  the  quotation  made  by  the  leader 
of  the  Opposition  in  support  of  his  motion.  He 
quoted  from  Todd’s  Parliamentary  Government  in 
England,  not  as  to  whether  it  was  a  point  of  order 
correctly  taken,  not  as  to  the  point  of  order  whether 
the  Minister  of  Finance  could  make  this  statement 
or  not,  because  we  have  passed  by  that.  The  hon. 
member  for  Bothwell  raised  the  point  of  order  at 
the  time  the  Minister  of  Finance  made  the  state¬ 
ment.  But  we  have  passed  away  from  the  point  of 
order  and  are  now  discussing  the  constitutional 
question,  whether  the  action  of  the  Government  in 
this  regard  has  been  in  accord  with  constitutional 
usage,  and  whether  Parliament  has  been  treated 
with  proper  respect  in  the  matter  or  not.  What 
does  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  cite  in  support  of 
his  proposition?  He  cites  the  rule  as  laid  down  by 
Todd,  to  be  found  on  page  355  of  his  work,  based 
on  statements  made  with  respect  to  that  rule  by  no 
less  eminent  authority  than  Mr.  Disraeli  and  Lord 
Palmerston  ;  and  that  rule  is  : 

“  It  is  a  necessary  rule  that  the  substance  of  all  personal 
negotiations  between  the  representatives  of  the  British 
Crown  and  the  members  of  any  foreign  country  should  be 
committed  to  writing,  in  matters  of  public  concern.” 

That  is  the  rule,  and  it  is  embodied  in  my  hon. 
friend’s  resolution,  and  the  reason  of  the  rule  is, 
as  there  explained,  “  in  order  that  a  fair  and  com¬ 
plete  record  of  the  transaction  between  Great 
Britain  and  the  other  states  may  be  preserved  in 
the  Foreign  Office  and  in  due  course  submittted 
to  Parliament.”  So  that  there  are  two  constitu- 
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tional  propositions  involved  in  the  statement  made 
by  Mr.  Disraeli  and  Lord  Palmerston.  One  is, 
that  when  the  representatives  of  Great  Britain 
confer  with  the  representatives  of  a  foreign  coun¬ 
try  on  matters  of  national  concern,  tHeir  con¬ 
sultation  should  be  reduced  to  writing.  And  the 
other  is,  after  they  are  reduced  to  writing,  this 
writing  should,  in  due  course,  be  submitted  to 
Parliament  in  order  that  the  representatives  of  the 
people  may  have  an  opportunity  of  passing  judg¬ 
ment  upon  it.  That  proposition  is  contained  in 
the  resolution  before  the  House  and  nothing  more. 
There  is  a  limitation  placed  upon  that  proposi¬ 
tion  apparently,  and  that  limitation  is  that,  in 
certain  cases,  a  member  of  the  Government  may, 
upon  his  responsibility,  withhold  from  the  public 
certain  information  as  he  may  judge  cannot  be 
afforded  without  detriment  to  the  public  service. 
That  rule  is  universally  recognized.  When  nego¬ 
tiations  are  pending  between  Great  Britain 
and  a  foreign  country  and  it  is  not  in  the 
interests  of  the  public  that  these  negotiations 
should  be  prematurely  communicated  to  Parlia¬ 
ment,  a  Minister  frequently  takes  the  respon¬ 
sibility  of  saying  that  in  such  a  case  he  cannot 
make  a  public  statement.  But  no  such  rule  can 
hold  here.  Why  ?  Because  the  negotiations  are 
concluded  and  the  confidential  nature  of  the  com¬ 
munications  have  been  withdrawn  by  Mr.  Blaine. 
The  lion,  gentleman  knows  that  at  one  period  it 
was  considered  that  the  negotiations  between  the 
representatives  of  Canada  and  the  United  States 
should  be  of  a  confidential  character,  but  in  a 
letter  which  Mr.  Blaine  subsequently  wrote,  the 
confidential  character  of  the  negotiations  was  en¬ 
tirely  withdrawn.  If  it  was  not,  the  Finance  Min¬ 
ister  has  committed  a  gross  breach  of  confidence  in 
making  the  statement  he  did  in  the  House,  but  he 
was  justified  so  far  as  that  phase  of  the  case  is 
concerned,  if  the  confidential  character  was  with¬ 
drawn.  The  question  then  comes,  whether  the 
Government  have  adopted  that  constitutional  rule. 
The  leader  of  the  House  has  stated  that,  so  far  as 
his  knowledge  goes,  it  is  not  customary,  in  nego¬ 
tiations  carried  on  between  commissioners  repre- 
presenting  two  countries  such  as  Canada  and  the 
United  States,  to  reduce  to  writing  offers  made  on 
the  one  side  and  not  accepted  on  the  other  ;  in 
other  words,  that  negotiations  on  any  specific  sub¬ 
ject  which  have  proved  to  be  abortive,  are  not 
made  the  subject  of  a  protocol.  YY  hy,  I  do  not 
know  how  the  lion,  gentleman  can  reconcile  that 
statement  he  has  made  to  the  House  with  the 
knowledge  he  must  perforce  possess  of  the  negotia¬ 
tions  which  took  place  preceding  the  YVashington 
Treaty. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  That  was  a  resume  of 
a  treaty. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  It  is  not  only  a  resume, 
it  is  reduced  to  the  form  of  a  protocol.  The  nego¬ 
tiations  which  subsequently  proved  abortive,  and 
the  suggestions  made  briefly  on  the  one  side  and 
discussed  by  the  other  and  subsequently  rejected, 
are  all  reduced  to  the  form  of  a  protocol  and 
submitted  to  Parliament.  Now,  if  the  lion,  gen¬ 
tleman  will  turn  to  the  papers  on  the  Treaty 
of  YY'ashington,  to  be  found  in  the  year  1872, 
he  will  find  the  substance  of  the  discussion  which 
took  place  between  the  plenipotentiaries  of  the 
two  countries  on  the  subject  of  their  trade  rela- 
Mr.  Davies  (P.E.I.) 


tions  reduced  to  the  form  of  a  protocol  and  sub¬ 
mitted  to  Parliament  afterwards,  and  this  was  done 
with  special  reference  to  those  discussions  which 
proved  abortive  in  themselves.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  will  remember,  in  the  first  instance,  that  the 
proposition  emanated  from  the  United  States  Gov¬ 
ernment,  who  proposed  to  admit  free  of  duty,  on 
and  after  a  certain  date,  coal,  salt  and  fish  in 
return  for  certain  concessions  we  were  asked  to 
make.  He  will  see  their  proposition  set  out  in  full 
in  a  protocol.  He  will  see  the  facts  set  out  in  full 
that  the  Canadian  commissioners  considered  that 
they  transmitted  it  to  the  Canadian  Government, 
that  the  United  States  commissioners  some  days 
after  withdrew  the  proposition.  Every  fact  con¬ 
nected  directly  or  indirectly  with  the  proposition, 
although  verbal  in  its  character,  when 1  first  made, 
was  reduced  to  the  form  of  a  protocol  and  after¬ 
wards  submitted  to  Parliament,  so  that  the  state¬ 
ment  submitted  by  the  Minister  is  entirely  at  vari¬ 
ance  with  the  facts.  He  went  on  to  say  there  is  no 
further  correspondence  than  that  which  is  brought 
down.  YVhat  position  does  the  House  stand  in  to¬ 
day  ?  It  stands  in  this  position,  that  there  is  an 
official  record  made  of  the  negotiations  which 
transpired  between  the  representatives  of  this  Gov¬ 
ernment  and  the  representatives  of  the  United 
States  at  YY'hshington,  and  that  that  record  has 
not  been  brought  down  to  Parliament,  that  the 
Government  have  attempted  to  snatch  a  verdict 
from  a  Parliament  and  the  country  while  at  the 
same  time  they  are  deliberately  withholding  that 
record.  The  hon.  gentleman  states  it  was  not  de¬ 
manded  here.  I  don’t  know  whether  he  was  in  the 
House  or  not,  but  when  I  had  the  privilege  of  ad¬ 
dressing  the  House  in  reply  to  the  Finance  Minister  I 
specially  called  for  this  document  if  it  existed. 

I  stated  it  was  not  conceivable  to  me  that 
these  negotiations  should  have  taken  place  between 
the  representatives  of  the  two  Governments,  unless 
the  official  record  had  been  kept,  and  I  call  upon 
the  Government  to  bring  that  record  down.  Subse¬ 
quently,  the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell,  on  the  11th 
of  April,  1892,  called  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
the  fact  that  the  official  communication  and  reports 
of  the  recent  YVashington  negotiations  had  not  yet 
been  laid  upon  the  Table,  and  that  it  was  of  great 
consequence  they  should  be.  The  hon.  gentleman 
sees  that  not  once,  but  time  and  again,  the  request 
has  been  pressed  upon  the  Government  to  say 
whether  or  not  there  are  official  communications, 
and,  in  the  second  place,  to  bring  the  record  down, 
and  not  urge  hasty  discussion  or  decision  on  this 
momentous  question  before  having  this  report.  The 
hon.  member  for  Albert  talked  about  a  tempest  in 
a  teapot.  I  can  conceive  of  no  question  more  im¬ 
portant  being  brought  before  Parliament  than  the 
one  now  before  us.  The  question  is  whether,  in  a 
matter  affecting  the  trade  of  Canada  and  the  trade 
relations  of  Canada  with  the  neighbouring 
republic,  and  affecting  it  in  a  material  degree, 
the  information  upon  which  alone  a  proper 
opinion  can  be  based  is  to  be  given  to  Parliament 
or  withheld.  The  hon.  gentleman  cannot  now  say 
that  there  is  not  such  a  record.  YY’e  have  before 
us  the  despatch  signed  by  the  leader  of  the  House 
himself  and  by  the  Minister  of  Marine  and  Fish¬ 
eries  on  the  Newfoundland  matters,  wherein  it 
transpires  that  there  was  an  official  record  kept  of 
those  communications  which  passed  between  Mr. 
Blaine  and  the  Canadian  commissioners,  that  that 
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official  record  has  been  transmitted  to  the  Home 
Secretary  for  his  information,  and  the  House 
stands  here  to-day  with  the  knowledge  that  that 
official  record  has  been,  and  is  being,  deliberately 
withheld  from  it.  The  lion,  member  for  Albert 
(Mr.  Weldon),  a  constitutional  authority  of  high 
standing,  says  he  is  quite  satisfied  to  give  his  vote 
without  having  the  official  record,  or  knowing  what 
Mr.  Blaine’s  opinions  were,  except  what  he  may 
derive  from  the  verbal  report  made  by  the  Minister 
of  Finance  in  his  Budget  speech.  We  are  not  so 
satisfied,  and  the  country  will  not  be  so  satisfied. 
If  the  hon.  gentleman  refers  to  that  despatch,  he 
will  find  it  stated  that  : 

“  The  record  which  has  been  transmitted  to  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  will  show  that  an  arrange¬ 
ment  with  the  United  States  for  greater  freedom  of  trade 
between  the  two  countries  and  for  a  settlement  of  the 
fishery  question  was  found  to  be  impracticable - ” 

Unless  such  and  such  took  place.  I  want  to  see 
♦that  myself.  I  want  to  form  my  own  judgment 
upon  it  and  to  read  in  the  record  what  Mr.  Blaine 
did  propose.  I  suppose  it  is  all  down.  They  say 
that  record  has  been  transmitted  to  the  Secretary 
of  State,  and  they  go  on  to  show  what  in  their 
opinion  is  the  result  of  the  record.  Is  Parliament 
to  be  treated  in  that  way,  and  is  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  prepared  to  support  the  Government  in  with¬ 
holding  from  Parliament  a  record  of  the  importance 
of  that  which  has  been  transmitted  to  the  Colonial 
Office  ?  They  never  said  that  it  is  not  in  the  public 
interest  that  this  record  should  be  submitted.  The 
negotiations  are  over,  and  therefore  no  harm  to 
the  public  interests  can  result.  The  Parliament  of 
Canada  are,  or  ought  to  be,  the  masters  of  the 
hon.  gentleman  in  this  respect.  The  commission¬ 
ers  have  made  their  report,  and  they  refuse  to  let 
Parliament  have  that  report.  It  is  not  treating 
Parliament  with  proper  respect,  and  Parliament 
should  not  have  been  asked  to  come  to  a  conclusion 
on  this  subject  until  this  report  was  brought  down. 
The  constitutional  rule  which  is  formulated  in  this 
resolution  is  supported  by  Lord  Palmerston  and 
Mr.  Disraeli,  as  cited  by  Todd,  and  no  pre¬ 
cedent  can  be  found  where  any  Government  held 
a  conference  and  transmitted  a  record  of  it  to  the 
Home  Government  and  then  asked  Parliament  to 
come  to  a  decision  on  the  results  of  that  conference 
while  holding  back  the  record  of  that  conference 
from  Parliament.  It  is  contrary  to  all  usage  or 
precedent,  and  I  defy  the  hon.  gentleman  to  show 
either  in  Canadian  or  British  history  a  precedent 
for  such  action  as  that.  Common  sense  shows  it. 
You  bring  down  the  protocol  with  reference  to 
Alaska,  you  bring  down  the  protocol  with  reference 
to  reciprocity  in  wrecking,  and  in  regard  to  all 
those  subjects  which  are  of  infinitesimal  import¬ 
ance  in  comparison  with  the  great  trade  question 
which  you  went  there  primarily  to  discuss,  and, 
while  you  give  Parliament  all  the  papers  upon  the 
smaller  issues,  you  withhold  the  record  in  reference 
to  the  larger  one.  As  I  read  the  books,  it  is  un¬ 
constitutional  and  contrary  to  reason  and  common 
sense. 

Mr.  TUPPRR.  The  hon.  gentleman,  if  he  has 
not  satisfied  the  House  that  the  authorities  to  which 
he  has  referred  endorse  the  proposition  now  under 
consideration,  has  without  doubt  satisfied  the 
House  that  there  is  an  intense  curiosity  on  the  part  of 
himself  and  his  colleagues,  not  so  much,  I  take  it, 
that  constitutional  usage  shall  be  carefully  observed,  I 


as  that  gentlemen  on  that  side  of  the  House  and 
the  leaders  of  the  Liberal  party  shall  be  in  full  pos¬ 
session  of  all  the  facts  connected  with  the  political 
questions  of  the  day  and  particularly  the  question 
to  which  the  greatest  amount  of  reference  was 
made.  The  hon.  the  leader  of  the  Opposition 
showed,  I  think,  that  he  is  not  only  curious  but  he 
is  dubious.  The  hon.  the  leader  of  the  Opposition, 
suffers  on  account  of  that  anxiety  the  complaint  of 
his  colleagues.  He  stated  to-day  that  he  doubted 
the  accuracy  of  the  report  as  to  the  trade  question 
which  was  given  to  this  House  by  the  hon.  the 
Minister  of  Finance,  and,  if  I  understood  him 
aright,  that  hon.  gentleman  stated  as  one  reason  for 
the  doubt  that  it  seemed  an  impossible  position  for 
Mr.  Blaine  to  have  taken  on  the  question  of  dis¬ 
crimination,  and  to  that  question  the  hon.  gentleman 
referred.  I  must  confess  my  astonishment  that  the 
hon.  the  leader  of  theOppositionwaseithersurprised 
at  the  statement  made  by  the  Minister  of  Finance 
or  that,  having  heard  it,  he  doubted  it  in  the 
slightest  degree.  His  colleagues,  particularly  the 
member  for  South  Oxford  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright), 
and  he  himself,  as  I  have  understood  them,  have 
been  saying  through  this  country  that  the  only 
way  in  which  reciprocity  in  trade  can  be  obtained 
with  the  United  States  is  by  adopting  that  very 
principle  which  Mr.  Blaine  stated  he  intended  to 
adhere  to,  and  that  is,  that  Canada  should  discrimi¬ 
nate  against  other  countries  ;  and  especially  against 
Great  Britain,  if  they  desire  to  share  in  the  great 
benefits  of  the  trade  of  the  United  States.  Let  me 
remind  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  more  forcibly 
of  some  reasons  for  my  considering  that  he  forgot 
for  a  moment  the  history  of  his  party  and  the  policy 
he  himself  has  enunciated  of  recent  years  under 
that  head.  Take,  for  instance,  the  language  of  the 
member  for  South  Oxford  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright) 
at  Oshawa.  Could  anything  be  plainer  ?  He  was 
asked  : 

“  Does  the  Liberal  party  favour  discrimination  against 
Great  Britain  by  admitting  American  manufactures  free, 
and  taxing  manufactures  from  Great  Britain?” 

The  answer  was  straight  and  to  the  point. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Both well).  Question. 

Mr.  TUPPER..  That  is  the  question  which  the 
hon.  gentleman  from  South  Oxford  is  answering. 

I  know  the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills) 
would  rather  hear  me  in  my  own  language,  but  I 
must  ask  him  to  listen  to  the  words  of  the  hon. 
member  for  South  Oxford.  He  said  : 

“  Certainly  we  do,  and  I  will  tell  you  why.  We  have  a 
perfect  right  to  make  our  own  tariff  to  suit  us,  the  people 
of  Canada.  The  interests  of  Canada,  demand  that  we  shall 
have  unrestricted  reciprocity  with  the  United  States.  We 
can  only  get  that  by  taxing  the  goods  of  every  nation  on 
the  face  of  the  earth  except  the  United  States.  That  is 
undoubtedly  our  policy.” 

Then  also,  the  New  York  Tribune,  the  organ  of 
the  Republican  party,  pointed  out,  and  the  extract 
was  republished  in  Canada,  that  that  was  the 
cardinal  feature  of  any  reciprocity  treaty  that 
would  be  possible  between  the  two  countries,  and 
the  report  of  the  Minister  of  Finance  showed  that 
the  two  statements,  the  statement  of  the  member 
for  South  Oxford  and  the  statement  of  the 
organ  of  the  Republican  Administration  published 
in  New  York,  were  on  a  par  with,  and  showed 
exactly  the  views  of  Mr.  Blaine  and  of  the  Admin¬ 
istration  of  the  United  States,  Now,  the  hon. 
member  for  Queen’s,  P.  E.  1.  (Mr.  Davies),  incoming 
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to  the  resolution,  forgot,  I  think,  for  a  moment  the 
exact  language  of  that  resolution  which  is  now 
under  consideration.  He  has  extended  it  to  some 
extent  and  shown  the  object  of  this  resolution  or 
what  he  comprehends  it  to  be.  He  referred,  for 
instance,  to  consultations  and  to  international 
questions  as  the  points  that  should  be  recorded 
in  extenso.  The  resolution  refers  to  all  communi¬ 
cations,  and  the  lion,  member  for  Queen’s  goes  so 
far  as  to  state  that  it  is  an  undoubted  parliament¬ 
ary  rule  that  these  communications,  including  all 
the  questions  that  would  come  up  on  an  occasion 
of  discussion  of  a  treaty,  and  all  the  consultations, 
that  is  to  say,  all  the  conversations,  should  be 
reduced  to  writing.  For  that  proposition  he  has 
given  us  nothing  more  than  his  ipse  dixit. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.  E.I. )  The  Washington  Treaty 
protocols. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  I  am  glad  the  lion,  gentleman 
refers  to  Washington  Treaty  protocols.  He  will 
search  those  protocols  from  first  to  last,  he  will 
search  the  protocols  of  the  Treaty  of  1888  from 
beginning  to  end,  and  he  will  fail  to  find  any  at¬ 
tempt  at  reporting  the  communications  between 
the  two  Governments,  he  will  fail  to  find  any  at¬ 
tempt  to  report  their  consultations.  In  reference  to 
the  Treaty  of  1888  he  will  find  that  this  Parliament 
was  told  by  the  protocols  that  the  commissioners 
met  on  a  certain  day  and  adjourned,  and  going  on 
another  day  they  met  and  adjourned. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.  E.I.)  I  did  not  quote  the 
Treaty  of  1888.  I  quoted  the  Treaty  of  1871,  the 
Washington  Treaty. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  The  lion,  member  falls  back  on 
the  treaty - 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P. E.I. )  I  do  not  fall  back  at  all. 
I  do  not  suppose  the  hon.  gentleman  wants  to  mis¬ 
represent  me.  I  never  referred  to  the  Treaty  of 
1888,  and  why  the  hon.  gentleman  thrusts  it  in  my 
mouth  I  do  not  know.  I  referred  to  the  Treaty  of 
1871.  I  hold  the  protocols  in  my  hand.  I  did  not 
read  them  all  through,  but  I  reaffirm  now  that  they 
contain  the  discussions  between  the  plenipotenti¬ 
aries  on  both  sides. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  more 
discretion  than  I  gave  him  credit  for,  and  he  now 
says  that  he  did  not  refer  to  the  Treaty  of  1888.  I, 
however,  do  refer  to  it,  and  I  call  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  the  protocols  of  that  treaty,  and  to 
the  fact  that  no  one  on  that  side  of  the  House 
thought  it  necessary,  in  maintaining  parliamentary 
customs,  to  force  such  a  debate  as  this  upon  the 
House,  or  to  bring  up  such  a  question  for  consider¬ 
ation.  But  if  the  hon.  member  goes  back  to  1871, 
.he  will  find  that  the  only  difference  between  the 
protocols  of  the  Washington  Treaty  and  those  of 
the  Treaty  of  1888  is  that  the  references  to  the 
meetings  are  a  little  more  full,  and  he  will  find  no 
other  difference  than  that.  To  say  that  these 
^protocols  contain  what  the  hon.  gentleman  con¬ 
tended  to-day  they  contained,  is,  to  my  mind, 
.absolutely  monstrous. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I. )  They  are  there. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  Does  the  hon.  gentleman  pre¬ 
tend  that  those  protocols  contain  the  consultations 
of  the  commissioners  extending  over  the  period  that 
.they  profess  to  cover?  Does  he  suppose  that  any 
Mr.  Tijpp.ek. 


one  reading  those  protocols  ever  imagined  that  they 
purport  to  contain  the  ' consultations  ?  They  con¬ 
tained  just  what  the  papers  before  the  House  con¬ 
tained,  that  is,  the  proposition  on  the  one  side  and 
the  proposition  on  the  other,  the  reason  for  refusing 
one  proposition  and  the  reasons  for  entertaining 
another.  These  are  there,  and  the  information  is 
on  the  Table  of  the  House  to-day  in  reference  to 
all  that  took  place  upon  which  Parliament  is  asked 
to  give  its  consideration.  The  hon.  gentleman  has 
not  shown  that  where  the  Government  of  the  day 
are  not  seeking  for  the  advice  of  Parliament,  in  the 
absence  of  any  request  by  Parliament  for  the  pro¬ 
duction  of  certain  papers,  the  Government  should, 
on  its  own  motion,  produce  those  papers,  or  that 
it  should  produce  them  at  the  suggestion  of  any 
individual  member.  I  submit  that  all  the  hon. 
gentlemen  have  shown  is  that  it  is  the  custom  in 
this  country  and  in  the  mother  country  when 
Parliament  is  asked  to  take  action  upon 
international  matters,  the  information  in  the 
possession  of  the  Government  relating  to  those 
matters  should  be  in  the  hands  of  members 
of  Parliament.  That  position  they  take,  and  that 
position  is  easily  established.  But  they  cannot  go 
on  from  that  to  argue,  without  producing  more  au¬ 
thority  than  they  have  done  yet,  that  such  is  the 
constitutional  rule,  that  every  communication  that 
takes  place  between  the  representatives  of  this 
Government  and  those  of  another,  should  be  laid 
on  the  Table  of  the  House.  Now,  the  hon.  member 
for  Albert  (Mr.  Weldon),  I  think,  gave  all  that 
there  is  to  be  found  in  the  authorities  governing  the 
procedure  of  Parliament  on  this  point.  I  submit 
to  the  consideration  of  this  House  whether  the  hon. 
member  for  Queen’s  dealt  with  reference,  for  in¬ 
stance,  to  the  ruling  of  the  Speaker  in  1884,  in  Eng¬ 
land,  the  case  that  the  hon.  member  for  Albert  refer¬ 
red  to.  I  certainly  did  not  follow  him  if  he  did.  Now, 
then,  the  hon.  gentleman  will  see  that  there  is  no  rule 
for  the  reduction  of  the  oral  discussions  to  writing, 
whatever  has  been  the  custom.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man’s  lecture,  for  the  most  part,  is  not  merely 
directed  against  this  Parliament,  but  his  criticism  is 
upon  international  action.  The  hon.  gentleman  is 
practically  reading  a  lecture  to  the  representatives  of 
all  civilized  countries,  and  he  has  asked  this  Parlia¬ 
ment  practically  to  teach,  not  merely  a  lesson  to 
the  Canadian  representatives  on  this  subject,  but 
to  the  representatives  of  the  United  States  Govern¬ 
ment,  when  he  says  that  all  these  negotiations  and 
all  the  consultations  shall  be  by  the  commission 
reduced  to  writing  and  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House.  The  hon.  member  for  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills) 
referred  to  the  Treaty  of  1888,  and  he  referred  to 
the  alleged  fact  that  the  House  was  misled,  if  there 
were  any  further  information  to  include  in  the  pro¬ 
tocols.  It  was  not  understood  by  the  House  in 
1888  that  the  record  was  a  full  record  of  the  pro¬ 
ceedings  in  the  sense  in  which  he  argued  this  re¬ 
cord  should  be  now.  I  call  his  attention  to  the 
fact  that  that  subject  was  referred  to,  and  this 
House  was  told  that  those  protocols  were  not  full, 
and  the  record  was  not  produced,  because  it  was 
agreed  that  the  record  should  not  be. produced. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  My  statement  was  not 
that  this  was  all  that  transpired,  but  that  these 
documents  professed  to  be  the  protocols,  and  if 
they  were  not  the  whole  of  the  record,  they  were 
not  the  protocols.  That  is  my  point. 
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Mr.  TUPPER.  I  understood  the  lion,  gentle¬ 
man  to  say  that  he  desired  on  the  occasion  that  the 
Government  should  produce  the  record  of  the  con¬ 
sultations  between  the  commissioners  ;  I  understood 
that  to  be  his  view,  because,  otherwise,  I  could  not 
understand  the  application  of  his  argument  to  the 
case  now  under  discussion.  I  remind  the  House 
that  in  1888  the  House  was  informed  that  fuller 
records  could  not  be  produced  without  a  violation 
of  international  confidence.  I  think  that  after  the 
authority  given  by  the  Speaker  of  the  English  House 
of  Commons  in  1884,  in  line  with  the  authorities 
quoted  in  the  text  book,  it  would  have  been  idle 
for  me  to  have  pressed  upon  the  House  a  further 
consideration  of  the  matter.  They  stated  the  rule 
in  reference  to  the  obligation  of  a  Minister  of  the 
Crowm  in  dealing  with  public  documents.  I  agree  with 
the  lion,  member  for  Bothwell  that  in  1888  every¬ 
thing  was  plain  sailing,  and  if  there  was  further 
information  than  is  brought  down  on  that  occasion 
the  House  was  misled.  However,  we  do  not  dis¬ 
agree  on  that  point  and  I  need  not  further  refer  to 
it.  It  was  explained  to  the  House  on  that  occasion 
that  further  information  could  not  be  brought  down 
without  a  violation  of  confidence. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I. )  Is  that  pleaded  now  ? 

Mr.  TUPPER.  I  say  nothing  about  that.  I  am 
dealing  with  the  facts  as  they  are  now  before  the 
House,  and  it  is  not  necessary  for  me  to  express  an 
opinion  on  that.  I  submit  in  conclusion,  Mr. 
Speaker,  that  the  lion,  gentlemen  have  failed  to 
show  that  there  is  such  a  rule  as  they  have  pro¬ 
pounded,  but  it  is  obvious,  that  if  that  rule  as 
understood  and  explained  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
to-day,  should  obtain,  and  the  Government  was  in¬ 
structed  by  Parliament  according  to  that  rule,  it 
would  embarrass  commissioners  or  representatives 
of  this  country  in  their  future  proceedings,  and  the 
commissioners  would,  perhaps,  take  a  good  deal  of 
caution  to  say  as  little  as  possible  upon  such  subject, 
when  all  that  they  would  say,  and  all  that  was 
discussed,  would  find  its  expression  in  public  re¬ 
ports,  and  be  laid  upon  the  Table  of  this  House. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  It  appears 
to  me  that  neither  the  Minister  of  Justice,  nor  the 
hon.  gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down,  has  at  all 
met  the  real  point  in  this  matter.  The  real  ques¬ 
tion  raised  by  my  hon.  friend,  the  leader  of  the 
Opposition,  is  that  it  now  appears  by  documents 
laid  on  the  Table  of  this  House,  that  a  record 
affecting  the  negotiations  recently  held  at  Wash¬ 
ington  was  actually  prepared,  and  was  actually 
sent  by  the  Canadian  Government  to  the  English 
Government.  That  point  has  not  been  denied, 
and  consequently  the  point  raised  by  my  hon. 
friend  has  not  been  met  at  all.  The  position  of 
my  hon.  friend,  the  leader  of  the  Opposition,  is 
this  :  That  if  there  was  such  a  record  the  House 
was  treated  with  grave  discourtesy  by  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  and  notably  by  the  Finance  Minister,  in 
keeping  that  from  us,  and  in  merely  giving  us  a 
verbal  statement  of  a  matter  which  had  been  made 
a  subject  of  record  between  the  negotiators.  That 
is  the  main  complaint,  as  I  understand  it,  which  my 
hon.  friend  made,  and  I  think  no  more  just  ground 
for  complaint  could  well  be  submitted.  Why,  Sir, 
look  at  the  very  gravity  and  importance  of  the 
negotiations  that  took  place  between  our  commis¬ 
sioners,  or  our  representatives,  or  our  Ministers, 
call  them  what  you  will,  and  the  gentlemen  who 


represented  the  United  States  Government  on 
that  occasion.  We  know  perfectly  well  that  all 
the  other  questions,  reference  to  which  was 
made,  were  not  merely  of  secondary,  but  of 
quite  a  third  or  fourth-rate  importance  as  compared 
with  this  question.  It  was  for  the  purpose,  as 
members  of  the  Government  themselves  have  re¬ 
peatedly  stated,  of  obtaining  the  view  of  the 
United  States  Government  on  the  question  of  reci¬ 
procity  between  Canada  and  the  United  States 
that  these  hon.  gentlemen  wTent  to  Washington  at 
all.  It  was  on  that  ground  that  more  than  a  year  ago 
they  dissolved  Parliament.  It  was  on  that  ground  the 
two  parties  in  Canada  have  been  arrayed  against 
each  other.  If  ever,  Sir,  in  the  course  of  any 
negotiations  there  was  the  extremest  necessity 
that  all  possible  precaution  should  be  taken  to 
have  a  written  record  of  what  passed  between  the 
negotiators  of  the  two  countries,  it  was  precisely 
on  this  occasion  w7hich  we  are  now  considering. 
Now,  Sir,  I  will  not  say  that  the  hon.  Minister  of 
Finance  stated  in  so  many  terms  that  there  was  no- 
record,  but  most  assuredly  he  implied  and  gave  the 
House  to  understand  that  there  was  none.  Most 
assuredly  in  repl}  to  the  leader  of  the  Opposition, 
and  to  the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills), 
and  to  the  hon.  member  for  Queen’s  (Mr.  Davies), 
and  most  assuredly  in  reply  to  myself  did  he  time 
and  again  leave  us  under  the  impression  that  the 
reason  that  a  mere  verbal  statement  was  made  was 
because  there  was  no  written  record.  That  was 
the  impression  left  on  our  mind. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  We  are  not  responsible  for  thatc 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  That  was  the 
impression  intended  to  be  conveyed. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  That  is  not  so. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  That  was  the 
impression  left  generally  on  the  mind  of  the  House 
and  the  country,  but  now  in  consequence  of  a 
chance  allusion  made  in  another  despatch  laid  on 
the  Table  with  quite  a  different  purpose,  we  find 
that  all  this  time  there  really  was  a  record  which 
was  deliberately  kept  back  by  the  hon.  gentlemen 
for  their  own  purposes.  We  find  that  they  had 
that  record  and  that  they  refused  to  give  it  to 
Parliament,  although,  forsooth,  they  could  give  it 
to  the  English  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies, 
or  the  English  Foreign  Minister.  I  say  that  in 
keeping  that  back  they  certainly  slighted  the 
Canadian  Parliament,  and  they  certamly  took 
every  possible  opportunity  that  they  could  to 
prevent  us  from  understanding  as  we  had  a  right 
to  understand,  and  to  prevent  us  being  informed  as 
we  had  the  right  to  be  informed,  as  to  exactly 
what  did  pass  between  the  hon.  gentlemen  and  Mr. 
Blaine  and  General  Foster  on  that  occasion.  I 
listened  extremely  carefully  to  the  statements 
made  by  the  Finance  Minister  in  the  Budget 
speech,  and  I  do  not  hesitate  to  tell  the  House 
that  I  came  then  to  the  conclusion  which  I  now 
entertain,  that  these  hon.  gentlemen  went  down  to 
Washington  with  no  honest  purpose  of  nego¬ 
tiating  a  treaty  at  all  ;  that  they  went  down  there 
for  the  full  purpose  of  throwing  a  tub  to  the  whale 
during  the  bye-elections  that  were  going  on,  and 
also  for  the  purpose  of  enabling  them  if  they 
could,  to  return  and  tell  the  people  of  Canada  that 
it  was  impossible  to  effect  negotiations  on  reason¬ 
able  terms  with  the  people  of  the  United  States. 
Sir,  the  wdiole  language,  the  whole  tenor  of  the 
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statement  made  by  the  Finance  Minister,  as  j. 
pointed  out  on  that  occasion,  went  plainly  to  show 
that  the  object  was  not  to  smooth  a  way  for  a 
treaty  of  reciprocity  between  Canada  and  the 
United  States,  but  to  raise  and  suggest  every 
obstacle  which  his  ingenuity  could  imagine  against 
bringing  about  a  treaty  between  the  two  countries. 
We  °know  very  well,  Sir,  what  was  the  language 
used  by  that  hon.  gentleman  on  many  public  occa¬ 
sions  before  his  trip  to  Washington.  We  know 
what  was  the  language  used  by  his  supporters,  we 
know  what  has  been  the  language  used  in  this 
House,  and  we  cannot  fail  to  remember,  Sir,  the 
applause  with  which  the  announcement  was  greet¬ 
ed  by  his  supporters,  when  they  heard  this  question 
was  finally  closed  and  that  there  was  no  chance  what¬ 
ever  for  obtaining  a  treaty  of  reciprocity  with  the 
United  States.  I  say,  Sir,  that  from  first  to 
last,  the  Ministers  went  down  to  Washing¬ 
ton  with  the  deliberate  purpose,  not  of  effect¬ 
ing  a  reciprocity  treaty,  but  with  the  deliberate 
purpose  of  putting  obstacles  in  the  way,  and 
of  presenting  these  obstacles  to  the  mind  of 
the  American  negotiators  in  such  a  fashion  as  to 
induce  them  to  decline  to  proceed  with  the  negotia¬ 
tion.  That,  Sir,  was  their  purpose,  and  I  have  no 
doubt  that  they  attained  it.  It  is  for  that  reason 
that  it  is  of  the  greatest  importance  to  us  that  we 
should  know  precisely  what  these  hon.  gentlemen 
stated  in  Washington,  and  that  we  should  know 
exactly  what  propositions  they  made  to  the  com¬ 
missioners  of  the  United  States,  and  how  these 
propositions  were  met.  All  that  has  been  care¬ 
fully  concealed  from  us,  and  we  are  not  going  to 
get  the  information  from  these  hon.  gentlemen. 
Unless  it  is  brought  before  the  English  Parliament 
or  before  the  United  States  Congress,  we  are  to  be 
left  in  the  dark.  Now,  Sir,  we  have  ascertained 
that  there  have  been  certain  communications,  and 
I  find  that  on  29th  March,  the  leader  of  the  House, 
speaking  on  this  very  subject,  declared  that  every 
shred  of  the  correspondence  as  far  as  he  knew  had 
been  brought  down.  In  another  place  he  says  : 

“All  that  I  say  on  that  subject  is,  that,  in  the  first  place, 
every  particle  of  the  correspondence  has  been  brought 
clown,  and  that  as  regards  any  record  or  memorandum 
that  may  have  been  made  as  to  our  interviews,  we  are 
just  as  free  to  make  a  statement  to  the  House  as  to  what 
transpired  from  our  mission  to  Washington,  as  if  we  had 
never  put  the  matter  in  writing  at  all.” 

Now,  it  is  a  mere  quibble,  a  not  particularly 
worthy  quibble,  for  the  First  Minister  or  his 
colleagues  to  tell  us  that  the  report'  which  it 
appears  was  made  to  the  British  Government,  does 
not  fall  under  the  head  of  correspondence  ;  and 
there  is  no  doubt  that  when  the  hon.  gentleman 
made  this  statement,  he  designed  the  House  to 
understand  that  all  the  information  in  his  power  in 
writing  had  been  put  before  the  House. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  Quite  the  contrary, 
because  I  said  as  to  the  report  that  I  was  afraid  it 
could  not  be  brought  down.  I  admitted  that  there 
was  a  report. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  And  does  the 
hon.  gentleman  mean  to  tell  us  that  he  does  not 
consider  that  a  report  to  the  English  Secretary  of 
State  comes  under  the  head  of  correspondence  ? 
The  hon.  gentleman  is  an  ingenious  sophist,  exceed¬ 
ingly  skilful  in  hair-splitting,  contriving  subtle 
defences,  and  using  words  in  a  non-natural  sense  ; 
and  most  assuredly  the  word  correspondence  was 
Sir  Richard  Cartwright. 


used  by  him  in.  a  11011-natural  sense  if  he  meant  that 
it  should  not  include  the  report  sent  to  the  English 
Secretary  of  State. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  The  hon.  gentleman 
has  just  read  the  answer  to  his  own  unworthy 
insinuation. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  have  just 
read  the  answer  in  which  the  hon.  Minister  de¬ 
clared  that  011  this  subject  every  shred  of  corres¬ 
pondence  has  been  brought  down,  and  at  the  same 
time  keeps  back  the  fact  that  a  most  important 
paper  which  was  sent  to  the  Home  Government  has 
not  been  communicated  to  us  ;  and  I  say  that  in 
so  doing  he  is  trilling  with  the  House,  and  in  using 
words  in  a  non-natural  signification.  W  ith  respect 
to  this  question  of  protocols,  I  very  distinctly  re¬ 
collect  that  in  the  negotiation  of  the  Washington 
Treaty  of  1871,  very  full  information  indeed  was 
given  to  the  House  as  to  the  various  suggestions 
made  from  day  to  day,  as  to  the  various  pro¬ 
positions  which  were  made  by  one  side  and 
refused  by  the  other.  A  very  complete  report  was 
laid  before  Parliament  ;  and  I  do  not  admit  that 
the  very  bad  precedent  which  was  set  in  1888,  of 
greatly  curtailing  and  diminishing  the  amount  of 
information  to  be  communicated  to  the  House,  is 
at  all  a  precedent  which  this  House  ought  to  fol¬ 
low.  If  I  remember  rightly,  it  was  condemned 
at  the  time,  and  whether  it  was  or  not,  it 
is  no  precedent  by  which  we  ought  to  be 
bound  in  considering  negotiations  of  such 
great  importance.  Now,  in  1874-75  we  sent  a 
commissioner  to  W  ashington  in  the  psrson  of  Mr. 
George  Brown  for  the  purpose  of  negotiating  a 
treaty,  in  which  he  made  some  progress,  but 
which  he  failed  to  carry  into  effect  ;  and  I  find  that 
on  his  return,  a  very  full  memorandum  on  the 
whole  subject  was  submitted  to  the  House,  in 
which  a  great  deal  of  information  as  to  all  that  had 
passed  between  the  two  countries  was  given  by  that 
hon.  gentleman  ;  and  it  is  to  be  found  in  the  corres¬ 
pondence  which  was  presented  to  the  English  Parlia¬ 
ment  by  the  command  of  Her  Majesty.  I  think  it 
would  have  been  much  better  for  these  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  to  have  followed  that  example  than  to  have 
taken  the  course  they  have  chosen  of  utterly  re¬ 
fusing  to  communicate  to  us  that  most  important 
part  of  the  negotiations  which  referred  to  the  pro¬ 
positions  made  by  them.  Sir,  everybody  on  both 
sides  of  the  House  knows  quite  well  that  before 
we  can  expect  the  Government  of  the  United  States 
to  enter  into  any  negotiations  with  us  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  framing  a  reciprocity  treaty,  we  must  in  the 
first  instance  convince  the  people  and  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  the  United  States  of  the  sincere  and 
earnest  desire  on  the  part  of  Canada  and  our  negotia¬ 
tors  to  secure  such  a  treaty.  This  has  been  from 
the  first  wholly  lacking  on  the  part  of  these 
hon.  gentlemen.  They  have  had  no  desire  to  secure 
reciprocity,  and  for  the  best  of  all  possible  reasons 
they  know  perfectly  well,  and  we  know  perfectly 
well,  that  a  large  class  of  their  supporters  on  whom 
they  rely  for  the  means  whereby  they  maintain 
themselves  in  power,  have  been  from  first  to  last 
steadily  and  continuously  opposed  to  the  negotia¬ 
tions  with  the  United  States  which  the  great  bulk 
of  their  countrymen  desire  to  see  carried  to  a  com¬ 
pletion  ;  and  I  have  no  doubt  whatever  that  the 
reason  why  the  Government  refuse  to  give  us  the 
full  information  011  this  question  which  reason  and 
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constitutional  precedents  warrant  us  in  demand¬ 
ing,  is  that  they  are  reluctant  to  allow  other 
persons  to  know  to  what  extent  they  were  willing 
to  go  or  how  far  they  went  in  the  way  of  offering 
any  terms  whatever  to  the  United  States.  That, 
Sir,  and  nothing  else,  is,  I  think,  the  real  reason 
why  these  lion,  gentlemen  are  so  extremely  loath 
to  give  us  the  information  which  we  have  a  right 
to  demand  at  their  hands.  Sir,  I  can  hardly 
understand  how  any  business  man  can  come  before 
this  House  or  before  the  country  and  say  that  in  a 
matter  of  the  very  gravest  importance  like  this,  he 
deems  it  enough  to  give  us  a  mere  verbal  statement 
of  what  he  recollects  to  have  taken  place  a  number 
of  days  ago.  jAt  the  time  I  called  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  the  extreme  inconvenience  that  would 
result  from  such  a  practice,  I  specially  enquired 
whether  the  statements  made  in  negotiation  had 
been  recorded  at  all,  or  whether  those  statements 
had  been  submitted  to  the  commissioners  of 
the  United  States  ;  because  I  told  the  hon.  Min¬ 
ister  of  Finance  then,  and  I  now  repeat,  that  unless 
those  statements  had  been  reduced  to  writing  and 
submitted  to  representatives  of  the  United  States 
and  agreed  to  by  them,  there  was  the  very  gravest 
danger  of  discrepancies  arising  between  the  recol¬ 
lection  of  himself — without  necessarily  imputing 
any  blame  to  him — and  the  recollection  of  the 
United  States  authorities.  Now,  Sir,  it  is  so  clear, 
so  plain,  so  obvious,  that  that  as  a  mere  matter  of 
business  precaution  that  should  have  been  done, 
that  I  could  hardly  bring  myself  at  the  moment  to 
believe  that  it  was  neglected  ;  and  now  I  think  it 
will  appear  that  this  was  done,  and  that  the  fact 
was  kept  back  from  us  for  the  reason  that  it  was  not 
convenient  to  the  hon.  gentlemen  to  allow  the  peo¬ 
ple  of  Canada  and  the  members  of  this  House  to 
understand  the  precise  mode  in  which  they  ap¬ 
proached  the  American  Government,  to  know  the 
exact  nature  of  the  propositions  they  made  to 
them,  to  know  how  far  they  were  willing  to  sacri¬ 
fice  their  beloved  friends  of  the  Red  Parlour. 
I  do  not  exactly  know  what  the  hon.  gentleman 
meant  by  the  statement  which  he  made.  That  he 
proposes,  as  I  see  he  states  he  proposes,  a  recipro¬ 
city  treaty  or  certain  modifications  and  extensions 
such  as  the  changed  conditions  of  the  country  might 
render  necessary.  Now,  we  ought  to  know,  we 
should  have  been  informed  then,  it  ought  to  have 
been  made  a  portion  of  these  same  protocols  and 
records,  what  particular  changes  and  modifications 
the  hon.  gentleman  suggested  as  a  basis  for  nego¬ 
tiation.  We  ought  to  know  how  far  he  was  will¬ 
ing  to  go  in  extending  that  same  Treaty  of  1854 
which  referred  to  natural  products  only.  He  was 
told  that  if  lie  desired  really  and  honestly  to  obtain 
an  offer  from  the  United  States  his  own  offer  must 
be  made  clearly  and  definitely.  It  does  not  ap¬ 
pear  from  the  statement  here  that  such  a  thing 
was  .done,  but  I  should  suppose  that  the  hon. 
gentleman  must  have  made  some  more  or  less  de¬ 
finite  proposition  in  order  to  obtain  any  answer 
from  the  United  States  at  all,  because  he  states 
that  immediately  on  this  being  done  he  was  in¬ 
formed  by  Mr.  Blaine  that  they  must  go  a  great 
deal  further,  that  they  must  go  wider  than  natural 
products,  and  include  a  general  reciprocity  in  manu¬ 
factured  articles  as  well.  And  then  he  apparently 
proceeded  to  enquire  of  Mr.  Blaine  whether 
such  a  treaty  of  reciprocity  involved  discrimination 
against  Great  Britain.  Well,  I  have  not  the 


slightest  hesitation  in  repeating  what  I  have  said 
here  often  before.  All  treaties  of  reciprocity,  par¬ 
ticularly  all  treaties  to  be  made  on  as  broad  a  basis 
as  we  propose  to  make  this,  must,  and  will,  of 
necessity,  involve  discrimination  in  favour  of  the 
country  which  grants  reciprocity.  We  never 
denied  that.  It  would  be  perfectly  absurd  for  us 
to  expect  that  we  could  obtain  full  and  perfect 
reciprocity  with  the  United  States  unless  we  are 
prepared  to  give  them  some  reasonable  advantages 
in  return,  and  most  assuredly  it  was  a  very  un¬ 
necessary  question  for  the  hon.  gentlemen  to  bring 
up  and  discuss  with  Mr.  Blaine.  If  they  had  gone 
down  with  any  honest  intention  of  negotiating  a 
reciprocity  treaty,  it  was  perfectly  clear  that  they 
should  have  been  prepared  to  make  certain  definite 
and  distinct  propositions ;  and  the  reason  more 
than  almost  any  other  which  leads  me  to  believe 
and  to  say  that  they  went  down  with  no  such  object 
in  their  minds  is  this  :  that  neither  in  their  public 
statements  nor  in  the  despatch  they  sent  the 
British  Government,  do  they  appear  to  have  sub¬ 
mitted  any  reasonable  proposition  such  as  they 
had  the  slightest  ground  for  believing  the  United 
States  would  entertain. 

It  being  six  o'clock,  the  Speaker  left  the  Chair. 

After  Recess. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  After  the  charges  made 
against  the  Government  to-night,  I  am  surprised 
that  we  have  heard  from  only  one  of  the  Ministers 
of  the  Crown  with  reference  to  the  resolution 
placed  in  your  hand,  Sir,  by  the  leader  of  the  Oppo¬ 
sition.  Since  1878  there  has  always  been  manifested 
a  spirit  of  subserviency  to  the  Ministers,  a  disposi¬ 
tion  to  follow  them  blindly  without  enquiring  into 
motives,  without  enquiring  into  their  conduct, 
without  holding  them  to  their  responsibility,  that 
argues  ill  for  the  independence  of  this  House  and 
for  the  good  government  of  this  country.  It  cer¬ 
tainly  should  lie  demanded  by  this  House  that  the 
Ministers  of  the  Crown,  who  are  not  the  masters 
of  this  Assembly  but  the  servants  of  the  people, 
should  give  a  full  account  of  their  actions  to  the 
representatives  of  the  people,  should  withhold 
nothing  from  us,  but  at  all  times  and  places  should 
put  us  in  a  position  to  judge  fully  and  independently, 
with  all  the  facts  before  us,  as  to  their  conduct  in 
the  management  of  public  affairs  of  every  character. 
This  has  not  been  done  in  the  instance  under  dis~. 
cussion  to-night.  It  has  not  been  the  custom  of 
the  Government  to  do  so.  The  Ministry  has  never 
hesitated  to  trifle  with  Parliament.  They  have 
never  hesitated  to  withhold  from  Parliament  what 
it  might  suit  their  purpose  to  withhold  ;  and  it  is 
time  now,  as  it  has  been  at  any  time  for  the  last 
twelve  years,  for  Parliament  to  assert  its  rights 
and  for  this  House  to  demand  that  the  Ministers 
shall  not  trifle  with  it  but  shall  place  in  our 
hands  all  the  information  which  they  are  now 
withholding.  It  may  be  argued  by  my  hon.  friend 
the  Minister  of  Justice  or  by  my  hon.  friend  the 
Minister  of  Finance  that  the  verbal  statement  of 
the  doings  of  the  Ministers  in  negotiations  is  suffi¬ 
cient  for  this  House.  It  might  well  be  asserted  that’ 
a  verbal  statement  with  regard  to  the  expenditure 
of  public  moneys,  or  with  regard  to  the  tariff  of 
the  country,  or  regarding  transactions  of  any  kind 
of  any  department  of  this  Government,  would  be 
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sufficient.  We  would  not  necessarily  call  into 
account  the  veracity  of  the  Government  by  refus¬ 
ing  to  accept  verbal  statements  in  regard  to  the 
management  of  affairs  in  a  public  department,  but 
we  are  entitled  to  have  something  more  than  verbal 
statements,  and  we  do  have  in  all  these  cases  detailed 
statements  that  can  be  verified,  and  we  are  entitled 
in  a  matter  of  the  kind  under  discussion,  to  all  the 
papers  and  memoranda,  to  all  the  Government 
may  have  done,  to  every  proposition  they  have 
made,  and  every  counter  proposition  they  may  have 
received,  in  fact,  to  everything  concerning  their 
negotiations  at  Washington.  We  have  not  received 
that.  I  will  use  a  word  which  I  think  will  answer  the 
purpose  when  I  say  that  the  insincerity  of  the 
Government  in  regard  to  these  reciprocity  nego¬ 
tiations,  in  regard  to  all  that  preceded  the  assumed 
or  alleged  reciprocity  negotiations,  begets  suspicion 
now  as  to  the  conduct  of  the  Government  at  Wash¬ 
ington  with  reference  to  this  matter.  We  have 
the  reasons  assigned  by  the  Government  for  dis¬ 
solution,  reasons  bearing  upon  this  question  of 
negotiations  for  reciprocity.  It  is  proper  to  allude 
to  this  in  this  connection,  because  it  leads  up  to 
the  state  of  matters  which  we  are  discussing  to¬ 
night,  and  the  circumstances  connected  with  the 
dissolution  of  the  House  warrant  us  in  entertaining 
some  suspicions  as  to  whether  the  .Government 
have  dealt  fairly  and  fully  with  the  House  in  this 
matter,  whether  they  have  placed  the  House  in 
full  possession  of  information  on  this  subject  or 
have  withheld  something  which  is  necessary  to  the 
full  understanding  of  this  question.  You,  Mr. 
Speaker,  will  recollect  that  the  House  was  un¬ 
expectedly  dissolved  on  3rd  February,  1891.  The 
reasons  assigned  for  that  in  the  Government  organ, 
which  I  supposed  were  inspired,  and  which  have 
been  endorsed,  because  they  were  never  disavowed, 
were  that  : 

“  It  is  understood  that  the  Dominion  Government  have 
through  Her  Majesty’s  Government  made  certain  pro¬ 
posals  to  the  United  States  for  negotiations  looking  to  an 
extension  of  our  commerce  with  that  country.  These 
proposals  have  been  submitted  to  the  President  for  his 
consideration,  and  the  Canadian  Government  is  of  the 
opinion  that,  if  the  negotiations  are  to  result  in  a  treaty, 
which  must  be  ratified  by  the  Parliament  of  Canada,  it  is 
expedient  the  Government  should  be  able  to  deal  with  a 
Parliament  fresh  from  the  people,  and  not  with  a  mori¬ 
bund  House. 

“  It  is  understood  that  Canada  will  send  a  delegation  to 
Washington  after  4th  March,  the  date  on  which  the  life  of 
the  present  Congress  expires,  for  the  purpose  of  discussing 
informally  the  question  of  the  extension  and  development 
of  trade  between  the  United  States  and  Canada,  and  the 
settlement  of  all  questions  of  difference  between  the  two 
countries.  .This  delegation  will  visit  the  United  States 
capital,  it  is  said,  as  the  result  of  a  friendly  suggestion 
from  Washington.” 

And  we  had  placed  before  us  a  circular  or  despatch 
of  the  13th  December,  1890,  from  the  Government  of 
Canada  to  the  Colonial  Office  in  which  it  was  pro¬ 
posed  that  commissioners  should  be  appointed  who 
should  have  authority  to  treat  at  Washington  on 
the  basis  of  the  Reciprocity  Treaty  of  1854  with 
certain  modifications,  and  it  was  asserted  that  there 
were  negotiations  on  foot  at  that  date  for  a  recipro¬ 
city  treaty  with  the  United  States.  Upon  that 
assumption  and  representation  of  the  case,  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  dissolved  the  House  and  went  to  the  peo¬ 
ple.  Subsequent  developments  made  it  apparent 
that  no  negotiations  were  on  foot  with  the  Wash¬ 
ington  authorities  at  that  time,  that  the  Government 
of  Canada  had  received  no  invitation,  no  overtures 
from  the  Government  at  Washington,  and  that  the 
Mr.  Charlton. 


statement  made  was  a  statement  destitute  of  foun¬ 
dation,  and,  when  this  state  of  affairs  was  brought 
to  the  attention  of  the  American  Secretary  of  State 
by  a  letter  from  Congressman  Baker  of  Rochester, 
N.Y.,  Mr.  Blaine  in  reply  explicity  stated  : 

“  There  are  no  negotiations  whatever  on  foot  for  a  reci¬ 
procity  treaty  with  Canada,  and  you  may  he  assured  that 
no  such  scheme  for  reciprocity  with  the  Dominion,  confin¬ 
ed  to  natural  products,  will  be  entertained  by  this  Govern¬ 
ment.” 

Then  it  appears  that  there  was  no  friendly  sugges¬ 
tion  emanating  from  Washington,  and  that  no 
negotiations  for  a  reciprocity  treaty  were  on  foot, 
but,  even  if  the  statement  were  true  that  there  were 
negotiations  for  a  reciprocity  treaty  with  Washing¬ 
ton,  the  assertion  that  it  was  necessary  to  dissolve 
the  House  in  order  to  have  that  treat}7  dealt  with 
was  untrue.  A  full  year  must  elapse  before  a  treaty 
could  be  submitted  to  the  United  States  Senate  for 
consideration.  Even  then  it  would  be  fair  to  assume 
that  some  months  would  elapse  before  that  treaty 
would  be  considered  by  the  Senate,  so  that  the 
election  could  have  been  held  a  year  afterwards,  and 
the  new  Parliament  would  have  been  elected  in 
ample  time  to  consider  this  treaty,  even  supposing 
this  statement  made  in  the  public  organ  was  true, 
which  it  was  not.  I  allude  to  this  for  the  purpose  of 
pointing  out  why  wedeem ourselves  entitledtoenter- 
tain  some  suspicions  as  to  the  character  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  manoeuvres  at  Washington,  as  to  the  charac¬ 
ter  of  their  statements  as  to  the  Washington  nego¬ 
tiations.  Their  first  trip  to  Washington  was 
evidently  made  without  invitation,  and  merely  to 
save  appearances.  The  House  was  dissolved  for  other 
reasons  than  those  which  were  assigned,  and  it  was 
necessary  to  carry  out  tlfis  game  of  deception,  as  I 
will  characterize  it,  for  it  was  nothing  else,  to  go  to 
Washington,  as  my  hon.  friends  the  Minister  of  Jus¬ 
tice  and  the  Minister  of  Finance  did,  where  they  re¬ 
mained  for  a  few  hours.  They  were  not  met  by  Mr. 
Blaine,  but  they  received  a  rebuff  and  were  sent 
about  their  business  and  had  to  come  home  again. 
During  all  the  campaign  of  1891  it  was  perfectly 
apparent  to  any  impartial  observer  that  the  Gov¬ 
ernment,  while  professing  to  desire  reciprocity, 
were  not  anxious  for  anything  of  the  kind.  At 
every  meeting  and  in  every  speech  by  every  Tory 
orator,  abuse  of  the  United  States  was  indulged  in, 
and,  while  hollow  professions  were  made  in  favour 
of  reciprocity,  every  opportunity  was  taken  to 
show  why  the  people  of  Canada  would  be  better  off 
without  it.  The  insincerity  of  the  Government 
was  transparent,  and  was  apparent  to  every  candid 
and  close  observer,  and  now,  when  they  have 
thrown  off  the  mask  and  informed  us  that  recipro¬ 
city  is  not  attainable,  and  that  it  is  useless  to  make 
any  further  efforts  in  that  direction,  the  joy  with 
which  they  occupy  that  position  and  abandon  the 
game  they  have  been  playing  and  stand  up  in  their 
true  colours  is  sufficient  to  show  what  their  feelings 
have  been  throughout  that  transaction.  Then,  we 
are  forced  to  believe  that  the  Conservatives  of  this 
country  are  actually  and  truely  enemies  to  the 
arrangements  of  any  reciprocal  arrangements  be¬ 
tween  this  country  and  the  United  States.  It  is 
possible  that  they  might  accept  the  old  Treaty  of 
1854,  which  admitted  the  natural  products  free  of 
duty.  But  beyond  that,  I  venture  the  assertion 
they  are  not  prepared  to  go,  and  would  not  go. 
Dealing  with  this  question  upon  the  basis  of  any 
scheme  of  attainable  reciprocity,  I  do  not  hesitate 


1825 


[APEEL  28,  1892.] 


1826 


to  say,  that  the  Government  are  the  enemiesof  any 
such  arrangement,  and  are  not  prepared,  and  are 
not  willing,  and  will  not  attempt,  to  secure  reci¬ 
procity. 

Now,  that  is  not  the  case  with  the  party  upon  this 
side  of  the  House.  We  would  be  glad  to  get  recipro¬ 
city  in  natural  products,  the  kind  of  a  treaty  our 
friends  opposite  talked  of  getting  when  they  went  to 
Washington.  But  we  know  we  cannot  obtain  it.  We 
know  that  the  uniform  declaration  of  the  American 
Government  since  1866  is  that  they  never  would 
renew  the  treaty  upon  that  basis,  and  that  means 
that  it  is  useless  to  talk  about  getting  it.  We  know 
well  that  to  talk  to  the  people  about  securing  a  reci¬ 
procity  treaty  upon  the  basis  of  the  Treaty  of  1854, 
is  merely  amusing  them  with  a  false  pretense.  We 
would  be  glad  to  get  reciprocity  on  the  basis  of  a 
free  admission  into  the  United  States  of  the  natural 
products  of  this  country,  in  return  for  the  admis¬ 
sion  of  a  large  list  of  American  goods  scheduled  as 
free  goods  ;  we  would  be  glad  if  a  treaty  could  be 
got  upon  that  basis.  That  is  where  we  part  com¬ 
pany  with  our  friends  opposite,  because  they  would 
not,  in  my  opinion,  accept  a  treaty  upon  anj^  such 
basis  as  I  have  named.  We  are  willing  to  go  fur¬ 
ther,  and  if  it  is  not  possible  to  obtain  reciprocity 
short  of  a  treaty  that  is  absolutely  unrestricted  in 
the  free  admission  of  the  products  of  the  labour  of 
each  country,  we  are  willing  to  go  that  far,  and  that 
is  another  point  where  we  differ  from  those  hon. 
gentlemen.  We  are  actually  intent  upon  securing  a 
reciprocity  treaty,  honest  in  our  endeavours  and 
wishes  to  secure  it.  The  Government  are  not,  and 
they  have  played  with  this  question,  they  have  used 
it  as  an  electioneering  dodge,  they  used  in  the  gen¬ 
eral  election  of  1891,  and  they  have  made  use  of  it 
in  the  bye-elections  of  1892  ;  they  have  used  the 
issue  with  great  skill  as  politicians,  there  is  no 
doubt  of  that.  But,  Sir,  they  have  all  the  time 
deceived  the  people  of  this  country,  and  now  they 
stand  out  unmasked  in  their  true  colours  as  the 
natural  enemies  of  reciprocity,  and  as  guilty,  dur¬ 
ing  all  this  time,  of  duplicity  in  their  position  be¬ 
fore  the  people  of  this  country. 

Now,  there  is  something  in  these  negotiations 
that  has  been  concealed,  I  am  convinced  of  that.  I 
am  convinced  that  my  hon.  friends  opposite  have 
not  dealt  in  sincerity  and  truthfully  with  the  people 
of  this  country.  I  want  to  understand  as  a  member 
of  this  House  exactly  what  was  done  at  Washing¬ 
ton.  I  want  to  know  whether  the  Government  made 
any  proposition  whatever  with  regard  to  obtaining 
reciprocity.  If  they  did  make  any  proposition, 
then  I  want  to  know  what  it  was.  I  want  to  know 
when  they  made  that  proposition — whatever  it 
might  be,  if  they  made  one — to  Secretary  Blaine, 
what  his  counter-proposition  was,  what  answer  he 
gave  to  that  proposition.  I  want  to  know  whether, 
after  laying  that  proposition  before  the  Secretary 
of  State  and  receiving  his  reply,  they  made  any 
modification  of  that  proposition  ;  I  want  to  know, 
in  short,  if  there  were  any  negotiations  at  all.  I 
want  to  know,  if  there  were  any  negotiations,  what 
the  character  of  these  negotiations  was.  W e  have 
not  that  in  formation.  I  believe,  Mr.  Speaker,  we 
are  likely  to  get  it.  We  are  not  likely  to  get  it 
from  the  gentlemen  who  ought  to  take  the  House 
of  Commons  into  their  confidence  before  asking 
us  to  pass  upon  this  question.  I  understand  from 
the  Americans  papers  that  the  State  Department 
at  Washington  intend  to  issue  their  version  of  the 
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affair,  and  from  that  statement  we  may  possibly 
get  at  the  truth.  But  we  are  entitled  to  that  state¬ 
ment,  we  are  entitled  to  a  true  statement  of  the 
negotiations,  a  true  statement  of  what  was  done 
and  what  was  not  done  in  regard  to  this  matter, 
from  the  Ministers  themselves,  and  if  they  withhold 
that  information  from  this  House  then  they  are 
trifling  with  the  representatives  of  the  people  of 
this  country,  and  they  are  worthy  of  the  condem¬ 
nation  which  the  resolution  of  my  hon.  friend  the 
leader  of  the  Opposition  throws  upon  them  in  this 
matter,  for  not  having  taken  the  House  into  their 
confidence,  and  for  not  having  placed  before  us  the 
actual  conditions  of  the  negotiations,  what  they 
have  actually  done,  and  what  they  have  not  done. 

We  have  heard  a  great  deal  said  about  loyalty. 
We  had  something  said  this  afternoon  about  the 
sin  of  discriminating  against  England.  It  is  very 
refreshing  to  see  the  care  of  a  certain  party  in 
Canada  with  regard  to  England,  to  see  this  mighty 
country  taking  England  under  its  wing.  They  are 
very  careful  about  British  interests,  very  loyal  to 
those  interests.  In  my  opinion  it  is  our  business 
to  look  after  our  own  interests.  The  British 
people  do  not  ask  us  to  look  after  their  inter¬ 
ests.  They  laugh  at  the  assumption  of  power  on 
our  part  to  care  for  their  interests.  We  are 
placed  here,  occupying  nearly  one- half  of  this  con¬ 
tinent,  to  look  after  the  resources  of  this  country. 
We  have  our  own  future  to  make,  our  own  pros¬ 
perity  to  secure,  we  have  our  own  progress  to  care 
for,  and,  Sir,  we  must  look  after  our  own  interests 
and  move  in  the  light  of  our  own  interests,  and  in 
that  light  exclusively,  if  we  are  to  succeed  in  the 
race  that  is  set  before  us.  All  this  cry  about 
loyalty  is  merely  a  herring  drawn  across  the  trail. 
The  object  is  to  divert  the  attention  of  the  people 
from  the  true  issue  placed  before  them.  I  believe 
in  Canada  for  the  Canadians,  I  believe  in  promoting 
the  interests  of  Canada  first.  England  would  not 
hesitate,  and  has  not  hesitated,  to  discriminate 
against  us  if  her  interests  required  it  ;  and  if  it 
becomes  necessary  in  order  to  promote  our  own 
interests,  to  secure  our  own  progress,  and  add  to 
our  own  prosperity — if  it  becomes  necessary  inci¬ 
dentally  to  discriminate  against  England,  not  be¬ 
cause  we  do  it  as  a  matter  of  choice,  but  because  it 
is  to  our  interest  to  do  it,  I  do  not  hesitate  to  say 
we  should  take  that  course,  and  make  our  own  inte¬ 
rest  the  primary  consideration. 

Now,  very  likely  we  will  hear  a  word  from 
the  Ministers,  and  perhaps  we  will  not.  The 
peculiar  condition  of  affairs  of  this  House,  and  in 
all  Houses  that  have  sat  in  this  Chamber  for 
the  last  twelve  years,  renders  it  quite  unnecessary 
for  the  Ministers  to  say  anything  unless  they 
choose  to  do  so.  They  have  but  to  indicate  their 
wishes  ;  it  is  not  necessary  to  defend  them,  they 
have  merely  to  indicate  their  wishes  to  secure  the 
applause  of  their  followers.  This  is  what  I  com¬ 
plain  of  in  regard  to  parliamentary  government  in 
this  country,  the  fact  that  there  is  a  slavish  sub¬ 
servient  following  that  does  not  require  from  the 
Ministry  a  statement  as  to  its  motives,  a  statement 
as  to  its  conduct,  that  does  not  hold  the  Ministry 
to  accountability,  that  allows  the  Ministry  to 
govern  this  country  by  Orders  in  Council,  and 
allows  Parliament  to  abdicate  its  functions  and 
serve  as  a  mare  make-weight  or  tail  to  the  kite  of 
ministerial  power.  It  is  for  that  reason  that  I 
hold  this  motion  is  most  opportune  ;  it  is  for  that 
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reason  I  hold  that  this  House  should  resume  its 
functions,  should  demand  that  the  Ministry  should 
place  in  its  possession  all  the  information  that  is 
necessary  to  guide  this  House  in  arriving  at  a  just 
conclusion  upon  all  public  affairs.  I  believe  that 
in  this  instance  vital  and  important  information 
has  been  withheld  from  this  House,  and  that  the 
motion  of  my  lion,  friend  the  leader  of  the  Opposi¬ 
tion  is  most  opportune,  most  proper,  and  is  urgently 
called  for  under  the  circumstances. 

House  divided  on  amendment  of  Mr.  Laurier  : 


Yeas  : 
Messieurs 


Allan, 

Godbout, 

Armstrong, 

Innes, 

Bain  (Wentworth), 

Landerkin, 

B6chard, 

Langelier, 

Beith, 

Laurier, 

Bernier, 

Lavergne, 

Bourassa, 

Leduc, 

Bowers, 

Legris, 

Lister, 

Bowman, 

Brodeur, 

Livingston, 

Brown, 

Macdonald  (Huron), 

Bruneau, 

McGregor, 

Campbell, 

McMillan  (Huron), 

Carroll, 

McMullen, 

Casey, 

Mignault, 

Charlton, 

Mills  (Bothwell), 

Christie, 

Monet, 

Colter, 

Paterson  (Brant), 

Davies, 

Perry, 

Dawson , 

Proulx, 

Delisle, 

Rinfret, 

Edwards, 

Rowand, 

Featherston,  ' 

Sanborn, 

Flint, 

Scriver, 

Forbes, 

Somerville, 

Gauthier, 

Vaillancourt, 

Geoff  rion, 

Watson, 

Gibson, 

Gill  mo  r, 

Yeo.— 57. 

'Nays: 


Messieurs 


Adams, 

Lippe, 

Amyot, 

Macdonald  (King’s), 

Bain  (Soulanges), 

Macdonald  (Winnipeg), 

Bernard, 

Macdonell  (Algoma), 

Bennett, 

McAlister. 

Bergeron, 

McDonald  (Victoria), 

Bo  well, 

McDougald  (Pictou), 

Boyle, 

McDougall  (Cape  Breton), 

Burns, 

McKay, 

Cameron, 

McLean, 

Cargill, 

McLennan, 

Carignan, 

McMillan  (Vaudreuil), 

Carling, 

McNeill, 

Carpenter, 

Madill, 

Caron  (Sir  Adolphe), 

Mara, 

Chapleau, 

Marshall, 

Coatsworth, 

Masson, 

Cockburn, 

Mills  (Annapolis), 

Corbould, 

Northrup, 

Corby, 

O’Brien, 

Craig, 

Ouimet, 

Curran, 

Patterson  (Colchester), 

Daly, 

Pope, 

Davis, 

Prior, 

Putman, 

Desaulniers, 

Desjardins  (Hochelaga), 

R-eid , 

Desjardins  (L’lslet), 

Robillard, 

Dewdney, 

Roome, 

Dugas, 

Rosamond, 

Dupont, 

Ross  (Dundas), 

Earle, 

Ross  (Lisgar), 

Fairbairn, 

Ryckman, 

Ferguson  (Renfrew), 

Savard, 

Simard, 

Foster, 

Frechette, 

Skinner, 

Gillies, 

Smith  (Ontario), 

Girouard  (Two  Mountains), 

Stairs, 

Hazen, 

Stevenson, 

Henderson, 

Temple, 

Hodgins, 

Thompson  (Sir  John), 

Hughes, 

Mr.  Charlton. 

Tisdale, 

Hutchins, 

Joncas, 

Ivaulbach, 

Kenny, 

Kirkpatrick, 

Langevin  (Sir  Hector), 
LaRiviere, 

Lupine, 


Turcotte, 

Try whitt, 

Wallace, 

Weldon, 

White  (Cardwell), 
White  (Shelburne), 
Wilson, 

Wood  (Brockville). — 98. 


Ministerial. 

Baker, 

Taylor, 

Dyer, 

Ferguson, 

Hearn, 

Cleveland, 


Pairs  : 

Opposition. 

Fremont, 

Sutherland, 

Rider, 

Carrole, 

Choquette, 

Guay. 


Mr.  RIDER.  Seeing  that  my  name  is  down  as 
having  voted  for  the  amendment  in  place  of  the 
name  of  the  hon.  member  for  Shefford  (Mr.  San¬ 
born),  I  beg  to  say  that  I  did  not  vote.  I  was 
paired  with  the  hon.  member  for  Brome  (Mr.  Dyer) 
or  otherwise  I  would  have  voted  yea. 


Amendment  negatived,  motion  agreed  to,  and 
House  again  resolved  itself  into  Committee  of 
Supply. 


(In  the  Committee). 


Immigration— Salaries, Agents,  Europe.  $5,900 

Mr.  McMULLEN,  I  want  to  know  who  are  the 
agents  in  Europe,  where  they  are  located  and  what 
their  salaries  are  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  There  are  five  agents  in  Europe, 
Mr.  Dyke,  of  Liverpool,  salary,  $2, 100;  Mr.  Gra- 
hame,  of  Glasgow,  salary,  $1,300  ;  Mr.  Connolly,  of 
Dublin,  salary,  $1,000  ;  Mr.  Merrick,  of  Belfast, 
salary,  $1,000,  and  Mr.  Down,  of  Bristol,  $486.60. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  Are  the  duties  of  immigra¬ 
tion  agents  performed  at  the  office  of  the  High 
Commissioner  in  London  or  is  there  a  separate  offi¬ 
cer  there  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  Not  that  I  am  aware  of.  I  am 
quite  sure  that  there  is  no  office  outside  of  the  High 
Commissioner’s  office  in  London,  and  the  work  is 
done  at  his  office  by  Mr.  Colmer  and  the  officials 
connected  with  the  office. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  find  that  Mr.  Grahame,  of 
Glasgow,  has  a  salary  of  $1,300  a  year  and  is  allowed 
$4  a  day  besides  ;  why  are  the  amounts  charged 
separately  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  This  allowance  has  been  given 
to  the  agents  for  the  last  15  years.  It  was  done  by 
the  Government  of  Mr.  Mackenzie  and  it  has  been 
done  by  the  Government  since.  However,  it  is  not 
the  proper  way  to  do  it,  and  it  is  not  intended  to 
continue  them.  It  is  intended  to  revise  the  salaries 
of  the  agents  in  the  old  country,  so  as  to  give  them 
a  fixed  salary  and  allow  them  for  actual  travelling 
expenses.  That  is,  I  believe,  the  intention  of  the 
head  of  the  Department  of  the  Interior,  who  will 
have  charge  of  this  matter  in  the  future. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  lean  understand  that  during 
the  Mackenzie  Government  it  might  be  necessary 
to  make  this  extra  allowance  in  Glasgow  and  Lon¬ 
don  because  we  did  not  have  a  High  Commissioner 
there.  We  have  now  a  High  Commissioner  in 
London  with  a  full  staff  of  officials,  and  I  do  not 
think  it  is  necessary  to  pay  an  extra  $4  a  day  to 
these  agents.  I  am  glad  to  hear  the  Minister  an¬ 
nounce  that  it  is  intended  to  readjust  the  salaries 
and  the  travelling  expenses  of  the  agents.  Could 
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the  Minister  give  us  an  idea  as  to  what  the  changes 
are  to  be  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  It  is  intended  to  change  the 
system  in  the  direction  I  have  indicated. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  When  will  that  come  into 
operation  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  believe  it  is  intended  to  com¬ 
mence  the  next  financial  year. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  Do  these  agents  certify  to 
their  own  travelling  expenses,  or  will  the  High 
Commissioner  have  the  supervision  of  the  different 
offices  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  The  agent  in  Great  Britain 
makes  his  report  to  the  High  Commissioner  and  he 
has  a  general  supervision  over  them.  Vouchers 
will  have  to  be  given  for  the  actual  travelling  ex¬ 
penses  the  same  as  is  done  in  this  country  and 
the  agents  will  have  to  certify  to  them. 

Mr.  GIBSON.  It  would  appear  as  if  Mr. 
Grahame,  the  agent  at  Glasgow,  has  been  travelling 
325  days  in  the  year  at  $4  a  day,  and  that  he  was 
also  15  Sundays  away  from  home.  Being  a  good 
Scotchman,  I  know  that  the  Scotch  people  do  not 
travel  on  Sunday  ;  but  this  man  seems  to  have 
been  travelling  15  Sundays  in  addition  to  the  325 
days,  for  which  he  is  allowed  .$4  a  day  ;  and  cer¬ 
tainly  he  must  have  spent  some  of  his  time  in 
Glasgow.  I  would  like  to  know  from  the  Minister 
if  he  is  all  the  time  on  the  road. 

Mr.  CARLING.  He  is  not  all  the  time  on  the 
road. 

Mr.  GIBSON.  If  the  whole  of  this  amount  is 
not  for  travelling  expenses,  but  part  of  it  for  salary, 
the  exact  amount  paid  for  salary  should  be  put 
under  that  heading. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  On  page  B-221  I  find  that 
the  total  expenses  of  the  London  office  amount  to 
$26,955.46.  Among  the  expenses  there  is  a  charge 
of  $50.37  for  barley  exhibit.  Was  that  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  shipment  of  barley  from  this  country  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  suppose  it  is  the  expenses  in 
connection  with  the  barley  sent  to  the  old  country 
to  be  exhibited,  at  the  request  of  the  High  Com- 
misioner. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  notice  also  a  charge  of 
$321.20  for  expenses  of  the  Doncaster  show.  That 
appears  to  be  a  large  amount  for  one  show. 

Mr.  CARLING.  The  Doncaster  Show  is  the 
chief  exhibition  in  England  every  year,  and  at  the 
request  of  the  High  Commissioner  we  sent  cereals 
from  the  North-West  and  the  various  provinces  to 
to  be  exhibited  there.  It  is  considered  of  very 
great  importance  that  that  should  be  done,  and  this 
charge  represents  the  expenses  connected  with  it. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  There  is  a  charge  of 
$13,639.24  for  printing  628,222  copies  of  the  report 
of  the  delegate  farmers.  W  as  it  printed  here  or  in 
England  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  The  reports  were  made  to  Sir 
Charles  Tupper  and  were  printed  in  England.  It 
was  very  important  that  they  should  be  issued  as 
soon  as  possible,  in  time  for  the  spring  immigration, 
and  the  cost  of  printing  was  much  less  than  it 
would  have  been  in  this  country.  It  was  done  to 
save  time  and  also  to  save  money. 
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Mr.  McMULLEN.  Can  the  hon.  gentleman  say 
whether  tenders  were  asked  for,  and  whether  the 
lowest  tender  was  accepted  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  understand  that  tenders 
were  asked  by  the  High  Commissioner  from  the 
principal  printers  in  London,  and  that  he  accepted 
the  lowest  tender,  and  he  was  authorized  to  have 
the  reports  printed  at  the  price  mentioned,  about 
2  cents  each. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  I  wish  to  ask  the  Minister 
of  Agriculture  whether  any  report  of  the  delegates 
furnished  to  the  Government  were  suppressed. 
There  was  a  rumour  that  two  or  three  of  these 
delegates  who  visited  the  Maritime  Provinces  and 
who  afterwards  visited  Ontario  and  the  North- 
West,  presented  a  report  of  a  character  not  entirely 
satisfactory  to  the  Government.  The  report,  it 
was  rumoured,  set  forth  the  disadvantages  under 
which  the  Canadian  farmer  laboured,  dealt  very 
strongly  upon  the  necessity  that  existed  for  pro¬ 
curing  for  him  free  access  to  the  American  market, 
drew  certain  conclusions  which  were  quite  opposite 
to  the  position  taken  by  my  hon.  friend  and  his 
colleagues,  and  expressed  the  opinion  that  there 
was  no  future  for  the  Canadian  farmer,  except  in 
the  obtaining  of  continental  free  trade.  If  any 
report  of  that  kind  was  submitted  to  my  hon.  friend 
and  has  not  been  published,  it  would  be  a  matter 
of  interest  to  this  House  and  the  country  to  know 
why  the  Government  ventured  to  suppress  the 
report  of  these  delegates  after  they  had  examined 
the  field. 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  have  seen  no  such  report 
and  if  any  report  of  the  kind  mentioned  has  been 
made,  it  has  been  made  to  the  High  Commissioner. 
But  I  am  satisfied  that  no  such  report  has  been 
made  to  the  High  Commissioner,  because  I  had  an 
interview  with  those  delegates  in  Toronto,  and 
they  did  not  indicate  to  me  that  they  were  dissa¬ 
tisfied  at  all  with  the  general  policy  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  or  believed  that  it  was  so  necessary  to  the 
Canadian  farmer  to  obtain  trade  relations  with  the 
United  States.  These  delegates  were  selected  by 
the  High  Commissioner  with  the  approval  of  the 
Government  and  their  reports  would  be  made  to 
him  in  England,  and  they  will  be  printed  by  him 
if  he  considers  it  necessary. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  If  any  report  of  that  kind 
is  in  the  hands  of  the  High  Commissioner,  I  hope 
my  hon.  friend  will  see  that  it  is  published,  what¬ 
ever  may  be  the  conclusions  arrived  at  by  these 
delegates,  whether  they  may  happen  to  tally  with 
the  policy  of  the  Government  or  be  different  from 
that  policy.  The  public  are  entitled  to  the  opinion 
of  these  men,  especially  if  these  opinions  are 
founded  upon  actual  examination  of  the  different 
sections  of  the  Dominion  and  into  the  condition  of 
the  farmers.  I  have  it  on  authority  that  such  a 
report  is  in  existence,  and  that  the  Government 
do  not  wish  it  published.  If  there  is  such  a  report 
it  shoidd  not  be  suppressed. 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  can  only  say  I  have  seen  no 
such  report  and  am  quite  sure  the  Government  has 
not  seen  it. 

Mr.  CASEY.  This  question  of  these  farmer 
delegates  in  their  reports  is  rather  an  important 
one.  They  seem  to  have  cost  us  a  good  deal  of 
money,  first  to  last,  although  the  Public  Accounts 
do  not  enable  us  to  ascertain,  without  a  vast 
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amount  of  labour,  how  much  they  actually  cost. 
Has  the  hon.  gentleman  an  account  of  the  sum 
total  expended  on  the  visit  of  the  tenant  farmers  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  The  total  expense  of  bringing 
them  out  here  and  taking  them  back  to  the  old 
country  will  be  about  $13,000. 

Mr.  CASEY.  The  figures  I  have  been  able  to 
get  out  of  the  Auditor  General’s  account  show  an 
expenditure  of  $8,000,  yet  the  Minister  says  they 
cost  $13,000,  or  $5,000  more  than  I  have  been  able 
to  find.  I  find  that  the  charge  for  postage  and  distri¬ 
bution  among  the  different  agencies  of  England 
foot  up  altogether  to  over  $6,000.  Then  the  cost  of 
printing  in  England  is  $13,639,  all  of  which  added 
together  comes  to  about  $28,000,  and  adding  the 
$5,000  which  the  Minister  gives  over  and  above 
what  I  was  able  to  find,  that  brings  the  total  cost 
of  the  visit  of  these  delegates  and  the  distribution 
of  their  report  to  the  end  of  last  year  to  $33,000. 
This  is  a  very  large  amount  and  I  notice  some  very 
peculiar  things  in  that  connection.  Look  at  the 
item  of  postage.  I  find  under  the  head  of  London 
office  a  charge  of  $1,567  for  postage  on  the  reports 
of  the  delegate  farmers  from  that  office.  I  presume 
the  postage  would  certainly  not  be  more  than  a 
penny  on  each  report.  It  is  oidy  a  cent  in 
Canada  on  each  report,  and  I  am  sure  the  book 
post  in  England  is  no  dearer,  but  supposing 
the  postage  on  each  report  was  a  penny,  this 
amount  of  $1,567  would  pay  for  the  postage  of 
783,500  reports,  whereas  there  were  only  628,000 
printed  altogether.  The  account  reads:  “Re¬ 
ports  of  the  Farmers’  Delegates,  628, 622, :$1 3, 629,” 
or  somewhere  approximating  2  cents  apiece  ; 
so  that  while  under  630,000  reports  have 
been  printed,  we  have  enough  charged  for 
postage  to  mail  over  780,000  at  a  penny  a 
piece,  and  if,  as  I  believe  is  the  case,  book  post  in 
England  cost  but  half  a  cent  apiece,  that  would 
make  postage  charged  on  considerably  over  1,600,- 
000  reports.  We  find  here  in  the  London  office 
more  than  enough  charged  for  postage  to  distribute 
the  whole  of  these  printed  reports.  But  we  also 
find  other  charges,  $2,317  in  one  place,  $937  in  an¬ 
other,  $121  in  another  for  distributing  these  reports 
in  England,  so  that  we  are  charging  for  distribu¬ 
tion  three  or  four  times  over.  We  are  charged 
$6,000  in  all  for  postage  and  distribution  of  these 
reports  which  it  only  cost  $13,600  to  print.  They 
were  printed  in  England  and  under  the  supervision 
of  the  commissioner  in  the  London  office,  and  there 
is  more  than  enough  charged  in  that  office-  for 
postage  to  distribute  the  whole  lot.  Yet,  besides 
that,  we  have  $4,500  charged  in  other  places  for 
distributing  them.  I  do  not  understand  how  we 
can  have  those  two  classes  of  charges.  If  they 
were  mailed  to  individuals  from  the  London  office, 
there  should  be  no  further  charge  for  distributing. 
Evidently  there  is  a.  job  of  some  kind  somewhere, 
and  perhaps  the  Minister  will  explain. 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  am  quite  sure  there  is  no  job 
in  the  distribution.  They  were  large  reports,  and 
I  do  not  believe  you  could  get  one  of  those  reports 
sent  to  parts  of  the  Empire  for  a  penny.  The 
postage  to  Great  Britain  is  charged  by  weight. 
We  have  the  High  Commissioner  and  his  staff 
there,  and  I  am  sure  the  House  has  sufficient  con¬ 
fidence  in  Sir  Charles  Tupper  and  his  staff  to  be¬ 
lieve  that  this  work  will  be  properly  done.  I  am 
sure  that  the  money  has  been  properly  expended. 

Mr.  Casey. 


Mr.  CASEY.  No  doubt  the  Minister  is  sure, 
but  it  is  clear  that  his  attention  was  never  called 
before  to  the  distribution  of  these  pamphlets.  Ha 
says,  with  his  mild  benevolent  smile,  with  thet 
sweet  and  trustful  expression  which  no  doubt  ex¬ 
presses  his  personal  character,  with  the  genial 
confidence  he  has  in  everybody’s  good  conduct, 
that  he  is  sure  that  it  is  all  right,  members  must 
not  expect  him  to  know  anything  about  it,  but  he 
is  sure  that  it  is  all  right,  because  we  have  a  High 
Commissioner  and  a  staff  of  clerks  to  look  after  it. 

I  can  only  put  against  this  confidence  which  he  has 
in  the  absolute  correctness  of  all  the  dealings  of  his 
agents  in  every  neighbourhood,  the  fact  that  stares 
us  in  the  face  that  it  costs  us  half  as  much  to 
distribute  these  pamphlets  as  to  print  them.  We 
have  a  charge  of  $1,546  to  mail  them  from  London 
and  we  have  another  item  of  $2,317  to  distribute 
them  at  Liverpool,  whether  by  mail  or  by  hand 
does  not  appear.  I  know  the  size  of  these  pamph¬ 
lets,  and  they  do  not  weigh  more  than  eight  ounces. 
Even  if  they  weighed  twelve  ounces,  they  would 
go  for  l^d. ,  and  this  amount  would  cover  all  that 
were  printed,  making  the  greatest  allowance.  The 
amount  charged  in  London  for  postage  would  cover 
the  distribution  of  the  whole  of  them,  and  yet  we 
have  $4,500  charged  at  other  points.  I  think  the 
amount  is  too  large  to  be  allowed  to  slip.  It  is  the 
business  of  the  Minister  to  see  that  too  much  is 
not  charged  by  the  High  Commissioner  or  any¬ 
body  else.  I  have  not  been  able  to  find  the  ex¬ 
penses  of  the  Paris  agency  in  the  Auditor  General’s 
Report. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  It  is  there. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  It  is  included  in  the  miscel¬ 
laneous  items. 

Mr.  CASEY.  Then  Mr.  Hector  Fabre  is  not 
under  the  control  of  the  Immigration  Department. 

Mr.  CARLING.  No. 

Mr.  PERRY.  I  have  not  seen  any  of  these 
pamphlets  in  Prince  Edward  Island.  It  appears 
to  me  that  not  only  is  the  report  of  these  delegates 
mysterious,  but  there  is  something  mysterious  in 
the  mission  of  the  delegates  themselves.  I  saw 
one  of  them  and  travelled  with  him  on  the  cars. 
He  said  he  liked  the  country  very  well,  but  he  ap¬ 
peared  to  be  frightened.  The  impression  made 
upon  me -was  that  he  had  instructions  from  some 
members  of  the  Government  or  some  officer  of  the 
Government  to  hold  his  tongue  and  not  to  give  ex¬ 
pression  to  his  own  opinions.  He  appeared  to  be 
hampered  and  not  to  be  willing  to  speak  especially 
on  one  particular  question.  It  would  not  be  fair 
for  me  to  mention  that  question  here.  When  we 
have  paid  hundreds  of  thousands  of  dollars  of  the 
people’s  money  it  this  direction,  I  think  we  have 
a  right  to  know  where  it  has  gone  and  what  the 
people  have  received  in  return  for  it.  I  would  like 
to  know  from  the  Minister  how  many  immigrants 
came  from  London,  how  many  came  from  Liver¬ 
pool,  how  many  came  from  Glasgow,  how  many 
came  from  all  the  other  ports  of  Europe.  We  have 
been  told  what  immigrants  we  have  received  during 
the  past  ten  years.  Where  have  they  gone  1  The 
Government  are  not  even  able  to  keep  our  natural 
population  at  home.  The  hon.  member  for  Inver¬ 
ness  (Mr.  Cameron)  told  us  that  the  emigration 
commenced  in  1854,  and  was  principally  between 
1854  and  1866,  and  he  had  the  audacity  to  say  that 
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it  was  nearly  all  from  Prince  Edward  Island.  I 
think  when  an  lion,  gentleman  talks  about  some¬ 
thing  out  of  his  own  province,  he  should  stick  to 
the  truth,  but  he  was  far  from  doing  that.  I  have 
looked  at  the  census  returns  from  Prince  Edward 
Island  since  1848 - 

Mr.  DEPUTY  SPEAKER.  Order.  \Ve  are  on 
the  question  of  salaries.  We  have  already  gone 
astray  a  good  deal.  When  we  reach  the  item  of 
expenses,  the  lion,  gentleman  can  say  what  he 
likes  on  that  subject,  but  we  will  never  get  through 
if  we  do  not  stick  to  the  item. 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  rise  to  a  point  of  order.  I 
think,  under  salaries  as  well  as  under  anything 
else,  we  are  at  liberty  to  discuss  the  number  of 
immigrants  we  have  obtained. 

Mr.  DEPUTY  SPEAKER.  I  am  very  sorry  to 
have  to  check  the  lion,  gentleman,  but  we  shall 
never  get  through  unless  we  confine  our  attention 
to  the  item  under  discussion.  He  can  make  his 
remarks  on  the  second  item  after  this  one,  as  long 
as  he  pleases. 

Mr.  PERRY.  I  do  not  know  that  we  will  gain 
much  by  splitting  hairs  in  this  way.  It  is  very 
seldom  I  trouble  the  House.  I  want  to  know  from 
the  Minister  whether  the  reports  of  these  farmers’ 
delegates  were  distributed  in  Prince  Edward 
Island  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  *The  delegates’  reports  were 
distributed  in  the  old  country.  Last  session,  by 
order  of  the  House,  50,000  more  of  those  reports 
were  ordered  to  lie  printed  for  distribution  in 
Canada.  Whether  they  have  been  distributed,  I 
do  not  know,  because  it  was  not  done  through  my 
department.  They  were  ordered  to  be  printed  for 
the  use  of  members,  by  the  Printing  Committee. 
The  others  that  were  printed  were  distributed  in. 
the  old  country. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  What  became  of  these 
50,000  that  were  printed  for  circulation  in  Canada  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  They  were  not  printed  by  the 
department,  nor  by  the  authority  of  the  depart¬ 
ment.  The  Agriculture  Committee  recommended 
to  the  House  that  50,000  copies  be  printed  in 
English  and  in  French. 

Mr.  PERRY.  The  Minister  says  he  don’t  know, 
who  is  to  know  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  You  have  just  as  much  right 
to  know  as  I  have,  because  it  was  ordered  by  this 
House,  and  not  the  department. 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  I  dare  say  the  lion,  gentleman 
could  learn  what  he  desires  on  enquiry  from  Mr. 
Botterell,  of  the  Distribution  Office.  All  parlia¬ 
mentary  documents  are  distributed  from  that  office 
under  the  instructions  of  the  Printing  Committee. 
The  Minister  of  Agriculture  had  nothing  whatever 
no  do  with  this,  any  more  than  my  lion,  friend 
from  Prince  Edward  Island  (Mr.  Perry). 

Mr.  PERRY.  We  have  a  right  to  get  the  infor¬ 
mation  from  the  Minister  himself.  He  ought  to 
have  a  return  showing  how  many  of  these  reports 
were  sent  to  each  of  the  provinces.  I  got  none, 
and  I  have  not  heard  of  a  single  person  in  Prince 
Edward  Island  who  has  received  them. 

Mr.  CARLING.  They  may  not  have  been 
printed  yet.  and  therefore  they  may  not  have  been 
circulated  yet. 


Mr.  PERRY.  The  more  the  Minister  says,  the 
more  inconsistent  he  appears.  He  says  perhaps 
they  are  not  printed  yet.  That  is  a  strange  pro¬ 
ceeding.  I  am  not  the  Minister  of  Agriculture,  I 
wish  I  were,  and  I  would  try  to  give  more  satisfac¬ 
tion  than  the  present  Minister  is  willing  to  give. 
Perhaps  he  thinks  Prince  Edward  Island  is  too 
small  and  too  far  away  to  receive  any  considera¬ 
tion  from  him.  I  can  tell  him  that  that  little 
Island  is  a  beautiful  little  Island  ;  it  is  the  best 
country  in  the  whole  Dominion  of  Canada.  Perhaps 
the  Minister  of  Agriculture  told  this  gentleman  not 
to  send  any  papers  to  Prince  Edward  Island  for 
fear  the  people  would  get  some  information.  I 
contend  that  as  we  have  helped  to  pay  the  expenses 
of  these  farmers’  delegates  we  should  have  some  of 
their  reports. 

Mr.  WATSON.  I  do  not  remember  that  the 
Agriculture  Committee  asked  that  50,000  copies  of 
the  reports  of  the  farmers’  delegates  be  printed  for 
circulation  in  Canada. 

Mr.  CARLING.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  will 
enquire  be  will  find  that  the  order  was  given 
by  the  Printing  Committee  and  passed  through 
this  House. 

Mr.  WATSON.  If  so,  I  think  there  would  have 
been  a  discussion  on  it,  because  it  does  not  seem 
right  that  we  should  pay  for  the  circulation  of 
these  farmers’  delegates  reports  in  our  own  coun¬ 
try  ;  they  should  be  circulated  in  the  old  country. 
It  is  the  people  of  the  old  country  that  we  want  to 
ehlighten.  What  means  was  taken  to  have  these 
circulated  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  You  must  enquire  from  Mr. 
Botterell,  of  the  Distribution  Department.  It  is 
not  a  matter  that  comes  under  my  control  at  all. 
There  were  250,000  copies  of  the  reports  of  the 
agricultural  farm  printed  and  distributed  last  year, 
and  these  delegates’  reports  would  be  distributed 
in  the  same  way. 

Mr.  WATSON.  I  agree  that  the  farm  reports 
ought  to  be  printed  and  circulated  in  Canada,  but 
the  farmers’  delegates  reports  should  be  circulated 
in  the  old  country. 

Mr.  CARLING.  All  those  that  were  printed  by 
authority  of  the  department  were  distributed  in 
the  old  country.  We  have  not  distributed  any  in 
Canada,  except  a  few  copies  that  were  sent  out  to 
members  last  session.  They  were  so  well  thought 
of  by  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  that  they 
desired  50,000  more  to  be  reprinted  and  distribut¬ 
ed  in  Canada. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  The  Minister  said  a  short 
time  ago  that  there  were  in  England  five  agencies. 
In  London  alone  we  spent  last  year  $40,364, 
and  we  have  no  immigration  office  there  unless 
in  connection  with  Sir  Charles  Tupper’s  office. 
The  hon.  member  for  Elgin  (Mr.  Casey)  has 
drawn  attention  to  the  enormous  sum  that  was 
paid  for  postage  on  those  various  farmers’  delegates 
pamphlets.  I  find  in  connection  with  emigration 
in  London,  including  the  item  charged  on  the  High 
Commissioner’s  account  for  postage,  and  .the  item 
in  connection  with  general  expenses  under  the 
head  of  immigration,  that  we  paid  altogether  $9.50 
a  day  for  postage.  I  would  like  to  learn  from  the 
Minister,  in  the  recast  he  intends  to  make  of  the 
agencies,  what  reduction  he  expects  to  be  able  to 
make  in  the  general  expenses  next  year.  We 
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would  like  to  know  how  he  expects  to  save  money 
under  the  arrangement  that  he  anticipates  making. 
The  reason  I  ask  this  is  that  the  amount  asked 
this  year  is  the  same  as  was  asked  last  year  and 
there  is  no  provision  made  for  a  reduction. 

Mr.  CARLING.  My  hon.  friend  will  see  that 
the  large  expenditure  in  England  by  the  High 
Commissioner’s  office  includes  printing  the  farm 
delegates’  reports,  the  postage  on  these  reports  and 
the  guide  book  of  Canada  that  was  sent  to  London, 
the  distribution  of  chromos  and  posters,  and  adver¬ 
tising  in  the  English  press.  Of  course  an  important 
thing  is  to  advertise  the  country  and  to  let  the  peo¬ 
ple  know  all  about  our  great  North-West  and  the 
advantages  of  Canada  as  a  field  for  immigrants. 
Every  English  paper  in  which  we  advertise  has 
written  about  Canada  in  a  most  favourable  way 
and  the  articles  have  been  sent  out  to  us.  There 
are  27,000  post  offices  in  Great  Britain  and  the 
Postmaster  General  has  been  good  enough  to  permit 
us  to  hang  up  one  of  our  posters  in  each  one  of  these 
offices  free  of  charge.  Then  we  distribute  pam¬ 
phlets  with  maps  in  all  the  market  towns  and  every 
place  where  they  will  attract  the  attention  of  the 
people.  The  expenses  of  the  farm  delegates,  I 
believe,  were  also  paid  in  London  through  the  High 
Commissioner,  as  well  as  all  the  other  matters  I 
have  mentioned,  and  that  is  the  cause  of  so  much 
expense  in  his  office. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  am  quite  satisfied  that  a 
very  vigorous  effort  has  been  made  by  the  Minister 
and  his  staff  to  get  immigrants  into  the  country. 
However  the  question  I  put  to  the  hon.  gentleman 
was,  what  saving  he  expected  to  effect,  as  there  is 
no  provision  for  any  reduction  in  the  vote  asked  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  do  not  know  as  there  will 
be  any  great  saving  in  Great  Britain,  and  perhaps 
there  will  be  more  expended,  but  as  I  have  pointed 
out,  the  change  will  be  made  in  the  system  of  pay¬ 
ing  the  agents  in  England,  and  perhaps  a  reduction 
will  be  made  in  that  line.  As  the  hon.  gentleman 
is  aware  the  branch  of  immigration  has  been  trans¬ 
ferred  to  the  Department  of  the  Interior,  which  I 
think  was  very  wise,  because  the  Department  of 
the  Interior  has  a  commissioner  at  Winnipeg,  and 
it  has  land  agents  and  land  guides,  and  we  think 
that  a  reduction  in  expenses  can  be  made  in  that 
way. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  earnestly  hope  that  the 
change  to  the  Department  of  the  Interior  will  have 
a  beneficial  effect,  because,  while  the  hon.  Minister 
of  Agriculture  has  made  a  vigorous  effort  to  bring 
immigrants  here,  it  is  a  sad  consideration  for  us  to 
see  that  they  are  not  here  now.  I  hope  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Interior  will  be  better  able  to  keep 
them  in  the  country.  My  hon.  friend  from  Prince 
Edward  Island  (Mr.  Perry)  was  anxious  to  know 
where  the  immigrants  came  from,  but  that  is  not  a 
matter  of  such  vital  importance  as  to  know  where 
they  went  to.  $40,000  per  year  is  an  enormous  sum 
to  expend  in  one  office  in  London  on  immigration, 
and  it  appears  to  me  that  a  very  considerable 
reduction  could  be  made  in  the  item  of  $10  a  day 
for  postage. 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  think  no  money  that  has 
been  expended  has  had  a  better  result  than  the 
bringing  out  of  the  farmers’  delegates.  The  people 
in  the  old  country  look  with  suspicion  on  any  lec¬ 
turers  we  send  from  Canada,  as  they  think  they 
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have  some  object  in  view  and  they  will  not  listen 
to  them  in  the  same  way  as  they  will  listen  to  per¬ 
sons  whom  they  selected  themselves  to  come  out  to 
this  country.  I  believe  that  the  visit  of  the  farmers’ 
delegates  and  the  circulation  of  their  reports  will 
be  the  means  of  bringing  out  a  large  number  of  the 
best  class  of  immigrants  this  year  and  next  year. 
\Y  e  will  not  of  course  have  that  expenditure  this 
year,  but  still  it  is  necessary  that  the  people  should 
be  supplied  with  literature  with  regard  to  the  Domi¬ 
nion  of  Canada.  The  people  of  Great  Britain  want 
to  know  more  about  Canada  and  with  a  population 
of  nearly  40,000,000,  it  takes  a  long  time  and  a 
good  deal  of  expenditure  to  have  literature  distri¬ 
buted.  I  am  glad  to  say  that  the  litterature  has 
been  so  well  distributed  that  we  are  receiving 
benefits  from  it  now  by  having  a  good  class  of  immi¬ 
grants  coming  to  Canada  this  year. 

Mr.  BAIN  (Wentworth).  I  think  the  Minister 
is  in  error  in  saying  that  it  was  on  the  recommend¬ 
ation  of  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and  Colon¬ 
ization  that  50, 000 copies  of  the  report  of  the  farmers’ 
delegates  were  printed  for  Canadian  distribution. 
I  have  the  report  of  the  committee  before  me, 
and  it  only  recommends  the  issue  of  its  own 
report;  but  it  refers  to  the  13  farmers’  delegates 
who  visited  Canada,  and  mentions  that  800,000 
copies  of  their  report  were  printed  for  circulation 
in  Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  and  expresses  the 
hope  that  Canada  will  reap  a  valuable  influx  of  im¬ 
migrants  from  that  circulation.  With  respect  to 
the  copies  which  reached  us  in  Canada,  I  may  say 
that  the  only  copy  I  saw  was  a  single  set  of  the 
English  edition  which  was  sent  to  me.  I  never 
saw  a  Canadian  copy,  and  if  a  Canadian  edition 
was  issued  it  was  never  circulated  that  I  am  aware 
of  in  the  western  portion  of  Ontario.  What  I  want 
to  draw  the  attention  of  the  Minister  to  is  the 
actual  position  of  our  Scotch  and  Irish  agencies. 
The  Scotch  agent  at  Glasgow  presents  his  twentieth 
report,  so  we  must  presume  that  he  is  familiar 
with  his  duties  from  long  experience.  In  that 
report  he  speaks  of  having  visited  many  por¬ 
tions  of  the  country  and  having  circulated  40,- 
000  copies  of  the  report  of  the  Scotch  delegates. 
The  actual  returns  from  Scotland  show  a  steady 
annual  diminution,  and  it  seems  to  me  that  it  is 
only  a  question  of  a  few  years  when  that  immigra¬ 
tion  will  disappear  altogether  very  much  as  our 
immigration  from  France  has  disappeared  under  the 
care  of  Mr.  Fabre.  The  same  remark  applies  in  a 
greater  degree  to  the  immigration  from  Ireland. 
While  our  agent  at  Belfast  makes  a  special  reference 
to  the  competition  he  has  to  meet  with  from  other 
countries  offering  better  inducements,  it  seems  to 
me  that  it  would  be  worth  while  for  the  Department 
of  the  Interior  which  is  now  going  to  take  charge  of 
immigration  to  obtain  a  special  report  from  those 
agents  as  to  the  nature  of  the  competition  they 
met  with  and  as  to  the  probability  of  their  being 
able  to  continue  to  draw  immigrants  from  those 
sources.  If  our  agencies  continue  to  draw  immi¬ 
grants  at  the  steadily  decreasing  rate  which  we 
have  seen  them  doing  for  the  last  ten  years,  it  will 
only  be  five  or  six  years  before  they  will  entirely  cease 
to  bring  any  immigrants  from  Ireland  or  Scotland. 
It  seems  to  me  that  there  is  ground  for  stirring  up 
those  agents  to  present  a  distinct  statement  of  the 
difficulties  they  have  to  contend  with,  so  that  we 
may  understand  whether  we  are  getting  value  for 
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our  money  or  whether  it  is  desirable  to  continue 
those  agencies  in  their  present  form. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL.  I  think  there  is  a  good  deal 
in  what  my  hon.  friend  from  North  Wentworth 
(Mr.  Bain)  says,  and,  for  my  part,  I  think  the  time 
has  come  for  the  Minister  of  Agriculture  to  consi¬ 
der  whether  it  would  not  be  advisable  to  change 
some  of  these  agents.  They  appear  to  have  grown 
rusty  and  to  be  not  as  able  to  do  their  work  as  they 
used  to  be,  while  their  charges  are  constantly  in¬ 
creasing.  I  am  glad  to  know  that  the  visit  of  the 
farmers’  delegates  to  Canada  is  likely  to  prove  bene¬ 
ficial.  At  the  same  time  I  think  there  was  alto¬ 
gether  too  much  expense  connected  with  that  visit. 
Apparently  there  has  not  been  a  proper  audit  of 
the  accounts,  or  some  of  the  items  would  not  have 
been  allowed.  For  instance,  Mr.  G.  H.  Campbell, 
of  Winnipeg,  charges  $10  a  day  for  110  days’  ser¬ 
vices  in  accompanying  the  delegates,  and  other  ex¬ 
penses  besides.  He  is  also  paid  at  the  rate  of  $5  a 
day  as  a  general  agent.  I  also  find  that  Mr.  C. 
Griffith,  photographer,  was  paid  $100,  and  Mr. 
Thomas  Mills,  another  photographer,  $165  for  wait¬ 
ing  on  the  farmers’  delegates.  There  are  a  great 
many  such  charges,  which  I  do  not  think  should  be 
allowed.  I  would  like  to  know  whether  they  have 
been  audited,  and,  if  so,  by  whom  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  Mr.  Campbell  was  selected  as 
a  good  man  to  take  charge  of  the  delegates.  There 
were  twelve  or  thirteen  of  them  altogether,  and  it 
was  very  important  that  we  should  send  some  one 
who  knew  the  geography  of  the  country  well,  to 
take  them  from  one  end  of  Canada  to  the  other,  and 
to  accompany  them  from  the  time  they  arrived  at 
Quebec,  through  the  different  parts  of  the  great 
North-West  and  as  far  as  Victoria,  and  until  they 
left  the  country.  During  that  time  Mr.  Campbell 
was  not  employed  as  an  agent  and  he  did  not  receive 
double  pay.  Since  then,  he  has  been  employed  in 
immigration  work  in  the  western  States,  and  he  has 
done  good  work  there.  Considering  that  Mr. 
Campbell  was  well  adapted  to  the  work,  and  that 
he  gave  good  satisfaction,  not  only  to  the  depart¬ 
ment,  but  to  those  he  took  charge  of,  I  think  that 
the  expenditure  is  not  excessive. 

Mr.  GIBSON.  I  quite  agree  with  the  Minister 
of  Agriculture  that  the  delegates  sent  out  here  will 
do  far  more  effective  service  in  the  way  of  promoting 
immigration  than  the  agencies  which  have  been 
established  for  some  years.  I  have  no  complaint  to 
make  of  the  expense  connected  with  the  visit  of 
those  delegates.  I  find  that  that  there  were  thirteen 
of  them,  and  that  they  cost  -$540  each,  or  in  all 
$7,011.90.  As  I  find  it  in  the  Auditor  General’s 
Report  it  is  $7,01 1.90,  but  the  Minister  says  it  is 
$13,000.  What  I  wish  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
Minister  to  is  the  fact  that  in  addition  to  the 
large  salary  paid  the  Glasgow  gentleman  he  charges 
$1,071  for  distributing  the  pamphlets,  and  his  salary 
and  expenses  in  connection  with  the  duties  of  his 
office  amount  to  $3,038.  This  added  to  the  expense 
of  distributing  these  pamphlets  makes  his  income 
$4,110.  It  seems  to  me  that  the  whole  expense  in 
connection  with  the  printing  and  distributing  of 
these  pamphlets  is  unwarrantable.  The  whole 
amount  is  $18,826  of  which  $13,000  is  for  printing 
and  $5,200  for  distributing.  The  cost  of  distributing 
seems  out  of  all  proportion  to  the  cost  of  printing. 

Mr.  WATSON.  While  we  must  agree  with  the 
Minister  that  we  should  do  all  we  can  to  bring  out 


farmers’  delegates  from  the  old  country,  I  am  a  lit- 
tie  surprised  at  the  statements  he  has  made  that 
the  men  we  sent  from  here  were  of  little  or  no  ser¬ 
vice  because  the  people  would  not  listen  to  them. 
I  remember  the  hon.  gentleman  stating  before  the 
Immigration  ami  Colonization  Committee  that  the 
experiment  of  sending  home  settlers  from  Manitoba 
and  the  North-West  was  one  of  the  best  means 
adopted  by  the  Agriculture  Department  and  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  of  giving  information  to 
intending  immigrants. 

Mr.  CARLING.  Those  were  men  who  had  come 
from  particular  parts  of  Scotlaud  and  who  went 
back  to  visit  their  friends.  The  people  would  not 
believe  those  who  went  as  lecturers  and  whom  they 
did  not  know  anything  about,  but  they  had  faith 
in  the  statements  of  their  own  friends. 

Mr.  WATSON.  I  would  not  like  to  reflect  on 
the  hon.  gentleman’s  department  to  the  extent  he 
has.  I  would  not  suppose  that  he  would  have  sent 
men  to  the  old  country  to  whom  the  people  would 
not  listen.  I  think  he  would  have  selected  re¬ 
presentative  men  who  would  be  listened  to  in  the 
old  country. 

Mr.  CARLING.  So  we  did. 

Mr.  WATSON.  Some  of  these  men  who  went  to 
the  old  country  cost  the  Government  little  or  noth¬ 
ing  and  cost  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  little  or 
nothing. 

Mr.  CARLING.  Those  were  not  lecturers. 

Mr.  WATSON.  Iknowsomewhodidlecturein dif¬ 
ferent  places  and  the  result  was  a  good  many  immi¬ 
grants  of  the  best  class  wrere  got  into  Manitoba. 
Manitoba,  for  a  very  small  expenditure  has  been 
doing  good  work  in  connection  with  immigration  ; 
and  as  the  Government  are  about  to  transfer  the 
immigration  branch  to  another  Minister,  I  hope  when 
that  change  is  made  they  may  work  in  conjunction 
with  the  Manitoba  Government  and  the  North- 
West  Council.  The  president  of  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway,  in  an  interview  a  few'  days  ago, 
referred  in  the  most  favourable  terms  to  the  work 
now  being  done  by  the  Manitoba  Government  and 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  and  it  appears  to  me 
that  the  Dominion  Government,  who  have  the  most 
money  to  spend  on  immigration,  should  work  in 
harmony  with  the  Local  Government  of  Manitoba 
and  the  North-West  Council.  The  hon.  member 
for  Assiniboia  brought  up  a  motion  the  other  day 
which  was  commendable.  The  North-West  Coun¬ 
cil  requested  that  a  portion  of  the  money  set  aside 
for  immigration  should  be  relegated  to  them  to  be 
spent  by  them.  That  would  be  a  good  move.  The 
people  of  Manitoba  and  the  North-West  are  very 
much  interested  on  obtaining  settlers,  and  I  believe 
would  spend  the  money  much  more  economically 
than  would  the  department  here.  The  system 
should  have  been  adopted  a  couple  of  years  ago. 
The  system  of  sending  delegates  from  the  country 
to  act  as  immigration  agents,  giving  each  man  three 
or  four  months’  trip  to  his  native  land,  should  be 
pursued  in  the  future.  If  instead  of  sending  men 
who  are  not  at  all  acquainted  with  the  country, 
the  Government  would  send  men  who  have  settled 
in  the  country  many  years  and  could  answer  ques¬ 
tions  with  regard  to  location,  soil,  &c.,  different 
results  would  be  shown. 

Mr.  CARLING.  As  the  hon.  gentleman  has 
stated  that  no  order  was  given  by  the  House  to 
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print  these  phamplets,  I  would  refer  him  to  the 
report  of  the  Printing  Committee  of  22nd  June 
last,  recommending  that  250,000  copies  of  the  re¬ 
port  of  1890  by  Professor  Saunders  on  the  experi¬ 
mental  farms,  and  100,000  copies  of  the  report  on 
dairying,  and  50,000  copies  of  the  delegates’  re¬ 
port  be  printed  and  distributed. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  I  remember  the  matter 
being  up  for  discussion  in  the  Printing  Committee, 
but  do  not  remember  that  the  recommendation 
made  by  the  Agriculture  Committee  was  adopted. 
However,  if  that  order  was  adopted,  as  no  doubt 
it  was,  it  has  never  been  acted  upon,  because  we 
have  never  been  put  in  possession  of  those  delegate 
farmers’  reports. 

Mr.  CARLING.  They  are  not  printed  yet. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  I  think  the  House  had 
better  set  aside  that  order  now,  because  I  cannot 
see  what  benefit  it  will  be  for  the  people  of  the 
older  provinces  to  have  these  pamphlets  circulated. 
The  hon.  member  for  Marquette  has  said  that  this 
Government  ought  to  act  in  concert  with  Manitoba 
and  the  North-West.  I  think  if  it  were  possible 
that  an  understanding  could  be  come  to  by  the 
Local  Governments  of  the  west  and  the  Dominion 
Government  on  the  subject  of  immigration,  it 
would  be  a  good  thing  for  the  country  in  general, 
because  we  find  that  the  Government  of  Manitoba 
and  the  Government  of  the  North-West  send  men 
down  to  Ontario  to  lecture  about  the  North-West 
and  Manitoba  and  to  induce  the  settlers  of  Ontario, 
and  no  doubt  of  other  provinces,  to  leave  their 
native  provinces  and  go  out  to  the  west.  That  is 
not  going  to  benefit  the  country.  It  is  only  the 
transfer  of  a  man  from  one  province  to  another, 
and  does  not  add  to  the  wealth  of  the  country.  I 
think  the  immigration  should  come  from  the  mother 
countrj  and  other  countries,  but  this  system  is 
only  an  attempt  to  remove  people  from  one 
province  to  another.  That  was  the  contention 
which  was  put  forward  by  a  number  of  the 
members  of  the  Printing  Committee  when  it  was 
proposed  to  have  50,000  copies  of  these  reports  of 
the  farmers’  delegates  printed,  because  we  could 
not  see  that  any  benefit  could  result  from  in¬ 
ducing  the  farmers  of  the  older  provinces  and  their 
sons  to  sell  out  and  go  to  the  newer  provinces.  I 
think  it  would  be  well  for  the  Government  to  come 
to  some  arrangement  with  the  Provincial  Govern¬ 
ments  in  the  west.  I  am  glad  to  see  that  a  new 
order  of  affairs  has  been  instituted  with  reference 
to  this  immigration  literature.  It  used  to  be  the 
fashion  to  print  and  send  out  into  Canada  thou¬ 
sands  of  pamphlets,  but  I  am  glad  to  see  that  has 
been  stopped.  It  is  of  no  benefit  to  the  older  pro¬ 
vinces,  and  we  should  circulate  such  literature  in 
foreign  countries  and  in  the  mother  country.  I 
should  like  to  know  if  the  system  of  granting 
bonuses  to  immigrants  is  to  be  continued.  I  see 
that  last  year  $11, 179  was  paid  in  bonuses  to  adults 
and  children  coming  into  this  country.  Some 
years  ago  the  Government  pledged  itself  not  to  pay 
any  more  money  in  this  way,  but  it  still  keeps  on 
doing  it.  The  matter  was  enquired  into  very  care¬ 
fully  by  a  commission  in  the  Province  of  Ontario 
two  years  ago,  and  the  opinion  which  was  given  by 
most  of  the  men  competent  to  offer  one  was  that  it 
was  not. conducive  to  the  interests  of  the  country 
that  the  system  of  bringing  pauper  children  into 
Canada  should  be  continued.  However,  I  see  that 
Mr.  Carling. 


large  sums  of  money  are  still  paid  for  that  pur¬ 
pose.  It  is  no  benefit  to  Canada  to  have 
those  pauper  children  come  here.  The  young 
people  of  this  country  cannot  find  employ¬ 
ment.  The  sons  of  our  own  people  are  driven 
out  of  the  country,  because  they  cannot  find 
employment  here,  and  they  have  to  go  to  the  States, 
because  you  are  bringing  in  these  pauper  children 
to  take  away  the  bread  and  the  occupation  of  the 
sons  of  Canadian  parents,  and  they  displace  so 
many  native-born  Canadians  who  are  thus  driven 
across  the  border  to  the  United  States.  I  do  not 
see  that  this  is  of  any  benefit  to  the  country,  and, 
as  my  hon.  friend  from  Essex  says,  they  are  not  as 
good  stock.  1  see  also  that  large  sums  of  money 
have  been  paid  for  advertising  in  newspapers.  On 
page  B-219of  the  Auditor  General’s  Report,  I  see 
that  $200  was  paid  for  a  descriptive  article  on  the 
anniversary  of  the  Empire.  I  suppose  that  is  the 
Toronto  Empire.  I  should  like  to  know  what  good 
a  descriptive  article  in  the  Toronto  Empire  would 
do  in  regard  to  iimnigration.  How  was  it  going  to 
bring  foreign  immigrants  to  this  country  ?  The 
Empire  does  not  circulate  largely  in  Europe  or  in 
Great  Britain,  and  why  should  the  Government 
pay  $200  to  the  Toronto  Empire  for  a  descriptive 
article  ?  It  does  not  even  say  whether  the  article 
was  in  reference  to  immigration  or  not.  I  think  it 
is  clear  that  this  was  simply  a  gift  to  the  organ  of 
the  Government.  Then  there  is  the  Brandon  Mail , 
24,000  copies,  $700.  What  was  done  with  that  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  Those  were  distributed  in  the 
western  States.  We  had  agents  in  Dakota,  en¬ 
deavouring  to  induce  Canadians  who  had  gone 
there  to  come  back  to  Manitoba,  and  we  had  the 
post  office  address  of  the  parties  living  in  Dakota, 
and  the  Brandon  Mail  was  sent  to  each  of  these 
parties  by  post  during  the  summer  of  1890. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  I  suppose  the  same  was 
done  with  the  Seandinavian-Canadian,  25,000 
copies,  $575.  I  suppose  that  could  not  have  been 
sent  to  Dakota  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  No,  that  was  sent  to  Scandi¬ 
navia,  and  some  were  sent  to  Iceland. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  I  see  that  the  Western 
World  received  $300  for  advertising,  and  60  copies 
were  purchased.  Where  is  that  paper  published  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  In  Winnipeg. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  Where  was  that  circu¬ 
lated  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  In  different  agencies  in  Canada 
and  in  Great  Britain.  It  is  considered  a  very  good 
paper,  giving  an  illustrated  description  of  the 
country,  and  it  was  thought  well  to  distribute  it. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  Then  we  have  the  Win¬ 
nipeg  Colonist  and  200  almanacs.  Really  the  ex¬ 
penditure  in  that  line  seems  to  have  been  extrav¬ 
agant,  and  I  do  not  think  it  results  in  any  great 
benefit  to  immigration  to  advertise  in  that  way. 

Mr.  CARLING.  You  must  advertise. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  Yes,  but  not  in  that  way. 
I  do  not  think  that  brings  any  direct  benefit  to  the 
country  at  all.  A  question  was  asked  about  2,000 
copies  of  the  Dominion  Illustrated  which  were  ob¬ 
tained  for  distribution  for  immigration  purposes. 
The  answer  was  that  they  were  purchased  at  $2,000 
and  were  circulated  for  the  purpose  of  inducing 
immigration  to  this  country.  I  would  like  the 
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Minister  to  explain  in  what  way  he  expects  a  pub¬ 
lication  of  this  kind  will  help  immigration.  It  is 
an  illustrated  newspaper  published  by  a  company 
that  became  bankrupt,  and  the  stock  fell  into  the 
handsof  a  gentleman  in  the  city  of  Montreal.  He  had 
a  large  number  of  old  copies  of  the  Dominion  Illus¬ 
trated,  on  hand,  and  got  rid  of  them  by  selling  to  the 
Government.  No  doubt  heexercised  all  the  influence 
he  had  with  the  Government  to  induce  them  to  buy 
these  old  copies  of  a  newspaper  that,  perhaps,  did 
not  have  ten  lines  in  six  months  referring  izi  any 
way  to  immigration.  I  want  to  know  what. induced 
the  Minister  to  buy  these  illustrated  newspapers, 
where  they  were  circulated,  and  how  does  he  know 
that  they  were  circulated  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  The  book  was  not  an  old  one. 
I  dare  say  the  lion,  gentleman  has  seen  it.  It  was  a 
volume  of  six  months  of  the  Dominion  Illustrated , 
eontaing  some  300  pages.  It  is  a  book  that  any¬ 
one  would  be  glad  to  consult  who  wanted  to  ascer¬ 
tain  the  resources  of  Canada.  The  actual  cost  of 
the  paper  of  the  book  when  it  was  printed  would 
be  something  like  $2. 75  or  $3.  We  consulted  with 
our  agents  in  the  old  country  and  with  the  Can¬ 
adian  Pacific  Railway  people,  and  we  bought  the 
2,000  books  at  $1  each,  which  was  about  one- 
third  their  original  cost.  They  were  to  be  dis¬ 
tributed  in  all  parts  of  the  United  Kingdom,  in  all 
public  places  or  resorts,  in  reading  rooms  and 
hotels  ;  the  most  important  points  were  selected.  I 
believe  the  circulation  of  that  book  will  result  in 
great  good  to  the  country. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  It  is  cheap  enough,  but 
the  Minister  will  remember  that  that  volume  was 
made  up  of  the  weekly  publications  of  an  illus¬ 
trated  newspaper.  When  it  was  published  there 
was  no  intention  on  the  part  of  the  publisher  that 
it  was  to  be  used  as  immigration  literature. 

Mr.  CARLING.  When  the  book  was  purchased 
and  bound  they  introduced  a  number  of  pages  of 
introductory  remarks,  giving  a  description  of 
Canada,  and  its  advantages  as  a  field  for  immigra¬ 
tion.  That  was  added  to  the  book  before  it  was 
taken  over. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Can  the  hon. 
gentleman  furnish  us  with  a  sample  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  shall  be  glad  to  lay  one  on 
the  Table  to-morrow. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  I  cannot  see  that  this  ex¬ 
penditure  can  be  justified,  because,  although  the 
book  is  cheap  at  $1  a  volume,  still  it  had  no  refer¬ 
ence  to  immigration  matters,  except  the  introduc¬ 
tion  the  Minister  speaks  of,  and  that  introduction 
was  placed  there  for  the  purpose  of  selling  this 
old  stock  that  was  of  no  good  to  anybody.  It 
belonged  to  a  bankrupt  concern,  and  they  appealed 
to  the  Dominion  Government  to  help  them  in  their 
distress,  and  the  Government  bought  out  the  whole 
stock,  a  dead  stock  that  could  not  have  been  sold 
for  10  cents  each. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Who  was  the 
party  in  Montreal  ? 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  I  believe  I  am  correct  in 
stating  that  Mr.  Richard  White,  of  the  Montreal 
Gazette,  was  the  gentleman  who  secured  the  money. 

Mr.  CARLING.  He  may  have  been  interested 
in  it.  It  was  from  the  lithographing  company 
they  were  purchased. 


Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  I  understand  Mr.  White 
is  largely  interested. 

Mr.  CARLING.  Very  likely. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  I  think  there  can  be  no 
justification  of  the  expenditure. 

Mr.  WATSON.  I  have  a  copy  of  the  report  of 
the  Immigration  and  Colonization  Committee  of 
1891,  and  I  fail  to  find  where  any  recommendation  i 
was  made  by  that  committee  to  print  any  number 
of  the  farmers’  delegates  reports. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  That  was  done  by  the  Printing 
Committee. 

Mr.  WATSON.  I  think  the  Minister  of  Agricul¬ 
ture  informs  us  that  was  recommended  by  the 
Immigration  and  Colonization  Committee. 

Mr.  STEVENSON.  No,  the  Printing  Committee* 

Mr.  WATSON.  I  do  not  think  the  Printing 
Committee  would  undertake  to  publish  any  edition 
of  an  immigration  pamphlet  for  circulation  in  the 
old  country  or  Canada,  without  a  recommendation 
of  the  Agriculture  Committee.  The  only  recom¬ 
mendation  I  find  for  printing  any  additional  num¬ 
ber  of  any  report  is  the  report  I  have  in  my  hand, 
and  it  recommends  the  publishing  of  7,000  extra 
copies.  I  find  no  recommendation  for  the  publi¬ 
cation  by  the  Immigration  and  Colonization  Com¬ 
mittee  of  any  of  these  farmers’  delegates  reports. 

I  think  if  such  a  matter  had  been  mentioned  in 
that  committee  they  would  have  objected  to  any 
such  publication.  In  former  years,  in  debating 
this  distribution  of  literature,  I  have  taken  excep¬ 
tion  to  the  principle  adopted  by  the  Agriculture 
Committee  of  giving  members  of  Parliament  these 
documents  by  the  thousand  for  circulation  in 
Canada.  They  are  needed  for  circulation  in  the 
old  country,  not  in  this.  Pamphlets  were  got 
up  describing  different  portions  of  Canada,  but 
they  were  not  for  circulation  in  Canada  at  all.  If 
immigration  pamphlets  are  to  be  published,  they 
should  not  be  distributed  in  Canada  but  in  the 
old  country.  If  these  pamphlets  have  been  printed, 
but  not  yet  distributed,  1  think  they  should  be 
sent  to  the  old  country  and  distributed  there. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  find  that  the  Committee  on 
Agriculture  recommended  that  a  Canadian  edition 
of  the  report  of  the  tenant  farmers’  delegates  be 
printed,  and  then  the  Printing  Committee  reported 
to  the  House  in  favour  of  printing  50,000. 

Mr.  BAIN  (Wentworth).  It  is  plain  it  was  not 
consolidated  in  that  report  of  the  committee.  It 
must  have  been  done  in  some  other  form  on  some 
other  occasion,  because  it  forms  no  part  of  that 
report. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  These  are  the  two  reports  which 
were  presented  to  the  House,  and  which  appear  in 
the  Votes  and  Proceedings,  the  report  of  the 
Department  of  Agriculture  and  the  report  of  the 
Printing  Committee. 

Mr.  ARMSTRONG.  I  do  not  agree  with  my 
hon.  friend  from  North  Brant  (Mr.  Somerville)  in 
his  estimate  of  the  value  of  the  publication  known  as 
the  Dominion  Illustrated.  He  seems  to  think  it  is  of 
no  use  as  an  immigrant  agency.  Now,  I  hold  in  my 
hand  a  copy  of  it,  and  any  gentleman  who  will  look 
through  it  will  find  it  is  admirably  adapted  to  be  an 
immigration  pamphlet.  First  of  all  we  have  a  cut 
— it  is  not  a  very  bright  one,  but  still  it  is  highly 
creditable  to  a  new  country  like  Canada — it  is  call- 
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ed  “  The  Fair  Alsatian.”  You  know  it  is  said,  Mr. 
Speaker,  that  a  thing  of  beauty  is  a  joy  for  ever, 
and  if  you  give  an  immigrant  something  of  that  sort 
that  he  can  look  at  after  his  hours  of  toil,  it  must  be 
a  great  advantage  to  him.  The  next  article  is  on 
what  is  called  “Quakerism.”  You  know  we  have 
an  estimable  section  of  people  in  western  Canada, 
and  I  suppose  in  other  parts  of  the  Dominion,  called 
Quakers  or  Friends,  and  this  magazine  gives  them  a 
good  character,  and  so  far  it  is  correct.  We  have 
next  an  article  on  the  Laurier  Banquet.  We  heard  a 
good  deal  about  it  the  other  day,  that  the  leader  of 
the  Opposition  was  invited  to  a  banquet  in  Boston 
and  he  committed  the  unpardonable  offence  of  taking 
his  mutton  without  the  old  flag  flying  over  him. 
The  worst  of  it  is  that  lion,  gentleman  was  born  with 
a  great  deal  of  the  instincts  of  a  gentleman,  and  as 
his  character  and  training  has  been  such  as  to 
develop  these  traits  of  a  gentleman,  it  seems  he  did 
what  any  gentleman  would  do  when  invited  to  take 
dinner  with  an  honourable  company,  and  instead 
of  looking  around  into  every  corner  of  the  dining 
room  to  see  that  all  was  correct,  he  sat  down  like  a 
gentleman  and  took  what  wa  s  set  before  him.  The 
Jingo  idea  is,  that  before  a  loyal  Canadian  takes  his 
dinner,  he  ought  to  inspect  every  corner  of  the  din¬ 
ing  room  to  see  that  everything  is  in  accordance  with 
the  ideas  of  jingoism.  However,  the  magazine  comes 
to  the  conclusion  that  this  is  a  matter  of  opinion,  and 
that  on  the  whole,  as  it  is  a  kind  of  hollow  cere¬ 
mony,  that  it  is  just  as  well  honoured  in  the  breach 
as  in  the  observance,  and  so  far  we  agree  with  it. 
Then  we  have  a  whole  column  of  literary  and  per¬ 
sonal  notices,  telling  about  the  Hon.  A.  J.  Balfour 
being  elected  Chancellor  of  Edinburgh  University, 
and  notices  of  several  literary  men,  and  two  or 
three  literary  papers,  all  tending  in  the  direction 
of  encouraging  immigration.  Then,  Sir,  we  have  a 
woodcut  of  the  “Brigade  staff  of  Niagara  Camp, 
Ontario,  October,  1891.  ”  It  must  be  encouraging  to 
the  people  who  come  into  this  country  to  know  that 
we  have  brave,  handsome  men  to  defend  them. 
Then  we  have  a  little  bragging  about  “  Our  engrav¬ 
ings.  ”  It  is  well  to  have  a  good  opinion  of  ourselves 
and  the  Dominion  Illustrated  has  cultivated  that 
good  opinion  of  itself.  Then,  Sir,  we  have  an 
article  on  fruit  culture  in  Australia  telling  the  sort 
of  fruits  that  can  be  grown  there  to  perfection,  and 
next  an  article  on  “  High-toned  journalism.”  All 
these  things  are  intended  to  set  forth  the  advan¬ 
tages  of  Canada  as  a  home  for  the  immigrant.  Then 
we  have  another  article  which  makes  out  that 
American  farmers  are  50  years  behind  the  times, 
and  this  is  circulated  in  the  old  country  as  an  in¬ 
ducement  for  these  people  to  come  out  here  and  en¬ 
lighten  the  poor  Americans.  Next  we  have  a  cut 
of  “  Chatauqua  on  the  Lakes.”  What  a  splendid 
thing  it  must  be  for  the  immigrant  when  he  goes 
to  the  backwoods  or  out  on  the  prairie  to  know 
that  when  he  wants  to  cultivate  his  intellectual 
faculties  there  is  such  a  beautiful  place  as  Chatau¬ 
qua  on  the  Lakes. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  It  is  in  the  United  States. 

Mr.  ARMSTRONG.  Certainly.  Then  there 
is  a  little  piece  of  a  serial  article  entitled  “  Out 
West,  No.  4.”  It  is  written  by  a  Mr.  John 
McLean,  and  I  see  that  it  tells  principally  of  the 
hardships  that  the  Indian  women  have  to  undergo. 
It  is  intended  no  doubt  to  encourage  the  wives 
and  daughters  of  our  immigrants  who  settle  out 
Mr.  Armstrong. 


in  the  west  amidst  these  hardships,  that  they  will 
always  have  the  consolation  of  knowing  that  no 
matter  how  great  their  hardships  are  they  are  not 
quite  equal  to  the  sufferings  of  the  Indian  women. 
Then,  we  come  to  “  The  re-interment  ceremony  at 
Lundy’s  Lane  on  the  17th  October,  1891.” 

Mr.  FOSTER.  That  is  patriotic. 

Mr.  ARMSTRONG.  Certainly  it  is,  and  it  must 
be  an  immense  inducement  to  immigrants  to  think 
that  if  they  give  their  lives  in  the  service  of  their 
adopted  country,  that  a  hundred  years  afterwards 
they  will  be  decently  re-interred.  Then  we  have 
“  Cricket  written  by  an  umpire  who  is  well  quali¬ 
fied  to  speak  ”  and  he  gives  a  description  of  cricket 
as  it  is  played  in  Great  Britain  and  Ireland.  I 
think  you  will  agree  with  me,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  it 
is  a  grand  thing  for  the  immigrant  to  know  how  to 
play  cricket.  The  next  is  a  cut  of  “  St.  James’ 
Methodist  Church,  Montreal,  rear  view.”  We 
come  to  the  serial  story  now,  “  The  Romance  of 
Crime.  ”  I  do  not  want  to  read  it  to  the  House, 
but  when  it  comes  to  the  most  interesting  part,  and 
when  you  want  to  hear  more  about  it  it  says  “to  be 
continued.”  The  next  thing  is  something  about 
our  own  country.  It  is  “Niagara  Canon  Falls, 
15  miles  west  of  Victoria,  B.C.,  in  winter,”  and  it 
has  ice  enough  around  it  to  last  all  summer.  The 
next  is  “Part  III,  New  Brunswick  Literary 
Men.”  We  are  glad  to  know  that  we  have 
a  number  of  literary  men  in  New  Brunswick, 
and  I  do  not  know  whether  the  Minister  of 
Finance  is  amongst  them  or  not,  but  if  he  is  not  he 
deserves  to  be.  Then  we  have  a  group  of  gunners 
who  have  been  out  hunting  and  we  have  “  The  red 
and  blue  pencil  ”  which  are  notes  by  the  editor  and 
no  word  about  our  new  country  at  all.  Then  we 
have,  most  important  of  all,  a  history  of  the  Schuy¬ 
ler  family  of  Albany,  New  York,  United  States,  for 
the  last  two  or  three  hundred  years,  with  portraits 
of  these  eminent  men  who  lived  a  hundred  years 
ago,  and  the  very  house  they  lived  in  is  given,  and 
then  we  have  another  chapter  on  sports  and  pas¬ 
times.  It  seems  that  on  Thanksgiving  Day  last 
fall,  there  were  two  games  of  ball  played  in  the  city 
of  Ottawa,  and  you  can  see  here  the  very  positions 
the  men  stood  in. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  Anything  about  fashions  ? 

Mr.  ARMSTRONG.  Nothing  about  fashions  ; 
they  must  have  forgotten  that.  I  have  been  read¬ 
ing  this  publication  during  the  last  year  and  every 
number  of  it  contains  a  conversation  between  a  re¬ 
porter  and  an  Indian  chief  called  the  Sagamore,  and  I 
will  tell  you  what  the  Sagamore  talked  about.  It 
seems  that  there  had  been  an  eclipse  of  the  moon  a 
few  days  before,  arid  the  reporter  went  to  find  out 
what  the  wise  old  Sagamore  thought  of  it.  The 
Sagamore  thought  awhile,  and  then  he  said  that  the 
moon  was  a  long  distance  from  the  earth  and  that 
it  took  a  long  time  for  news  to  travel  there,  but 
that  the  revelations  at  Ottawa  and  Quebec  had 
made  the  man  in  the  moon  so  sick  that  it  caused 
the  eclipse.  So  far  as  the  revelations  at  Quebec  are 
concerned,  I  never  paid  much  attention  to  them. 
I  looked  upon  them  as  a  domestic  matter  which  the 
people  of  Quebec  could  settle  for  themselves,  and  in 
which  any  interference  from  otherprovinces  would  be 
a  piece  of  gratuitous  impertinence.  But  with  regard 
to  the  revelations  at  Ottawa,  I  am  very  much  of 
the  same  opinion  as  the  Sagamore.  So  that,  on  the 
whole,  I  think  my  hon.  friend  from  North  Brant 
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(Mr.  Somerville)  should  take  back  what  he  said  and 
apologise,  for  I  think  after  a  careful  survey  of  the 
situation  he  must  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
though  as  a  means  of  rewarding  a  hungry  supporter 
it  may  be  considered  rather  roundabout  and  clumsy, 
still  as  an  immigration  agency  it  is  a  howling  success. 
I  think  the  hon.  gentleman  should  bear  in  mind 
that  it  is  the  first  duty  of  the  Government  to  feed 
their  hungry  supporters,  and  all  this  talk  about 
using  up  the  funds  of  the  poor  people  of  the  coun¬ 
try  is  nothing  at  all  compared  to  that  great  and 
important  object  of  the  Government,  supporting 
their  hungry  supporters,  all  of  course  for  the  hon¬ 
our  and  glory  of  the  old  flag. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  desire  to  call  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man’s  attention  to  the  fact  that  he  has  transgressed 
a  law  which  is  held  to  be  very  sacred  and  very  dear 
on  his  side  of  the  House  :  he  has  been  quoting  from 
a  public  document  and  has  not  laid  it  on  the 
Table. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  After  this  exhibition  of 
the  merits  of  the  publication  in  question,  I  think 
the  Minister  ought  to  give  us  some  explanation  of 
how  he  came  to  buy  these  books.  I  think  this 
House  and  the  country  are  entitled  to  know  what 
pressure  was  brought  to  bear  on  the  Government 
to  invest  this  $2,000  in  a  publication  of  this  charac¬ 
ter,  which  could  have  no  influence  whatever  in 
inducing  immigrants  to  come  to  this  country. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  If  the  hon.  Minister  is  not 
going  to  answer  the  question  put  by  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  North  Brant,  1  have  a  question  to  ask  with 
regard  to  Mr.  Dyke,  the  agent  at  Liverpool.  I 
notice  that  he  is  allowed  $4  a  day  for  365  days  for 
travelling  expenses,  and  $1,400  or  $1,500  a  year  for 
salary,  and  that  he  also  charges  $90  for  travelling- 
in  Canada.  Why  was  he  paid  for  travelling  in 
Canada  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  He  travelled  to  the  North- 
West  and  British  Columbia  in  connection  with 
immigration  matters,  and  I  think  that  the  $4  a 
day  was  not  expected  to  cover  travelling  in  the 
North-West.  That  is  an  extra  amount  allowed  for 
extra  travelling. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  Was  he  paid  extra  for  trav¬ 
elling  in  Canada  and  did  he  draw  the  old  country 
allowance  at  the  same  time  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  believe  he  did.  I  believe  he 
was  requested  by  Sir  Charles  Tupper  to  come  out 
to  Canada  and  visit  the  North-West  and  British 
Columbia  and  to  inform  himself  as  to  the  country, 
so  as  to  be  in  a  better  position  to  give  information 
to  those  intending  to  come  to  Canada. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  It  is  very  singular  that  he 
should  be  allowed  travelling  expenses  in  Canada  in 
addition  to  the  $4  a  day.  Was  he  with  the  farmer 
delegates  or  alone  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  He  was  not  with  the  farmer 
delegates. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  I  would  like  the  Minister 
of  Agriculture  to  explain  what  inducements  were 
held  out  to  him  to  buy  these  illustrated  journals. 
Did  he  examine  the  work  before  he  bought  it  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  Yes  ;  I  have  a  specimen  book 
which  I  will  be  glad  to  lay  on  the  Table. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  I  understand  this  publi¬ 
cation  is  no  longer  in  existence  and  that  the  pub¬ 


lishers  became  bankrupt.  Were  these  old  copies 
purchased  after  the  newspaper  became  bankrupt  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  It  is  not  dead. 

Mr.  PATERvSON  (Brant).  Why  was  this  work 
selected  at  all  ?  What  pressure  was  brought  to 
bear  on  the  Minister,  and  to  whom  were  the  copies 
given  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  have  already  explained  to 
the  House  that  these  copies  were  distributed  to  all 
the  agencies  and  the  reading  rooms  and  public 
houses  and  other  places  of  public  resort  by  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  who  undertook  to  dis¬ 
tribute  them  without  any  expense  to  the  Govern¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  What  did  the 
Minister  hope  to  accomplish  by  it  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  There  is  an  introduction  in 
this  book  with  regard  to  Canada,  giving  a  descrip¬ 
tion  of  the  country,  and  then  we  had  illustrations 
of  parts  of  Canada  and  the  harvests  in  the  North- 
West.  There  were  also  illustrations  of  scenes  in 
British  Columbia,  Ontario  and  the  Maritime  Prov¬ 
inces. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  I  understood  the  hon- 
gentleman  to  say  this  was  a  half-year’s  newspaper 
bound  up  in  one  volume. 

Mr.  CARLING.  Each  volume  was  six  months 
and  had  some  420  pages. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  Do  I  understand  the  hon. 
gentleman  to  say  that  these  volumes  were  all  for 
the  same  half-year  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  No. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  Then  they  were  the  accu¬ 
mulated  stock  in  the  office  from  year  to  year  which 
had  not  been  sold. 

Mr.  CARLING.  They  were  for  two  or  three 
years,  from  1889  to  1891. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  They  were  simply  the 
overplus  of  stock  on  hand  at  the  time. 

Mr.  CARLING.  They  had  a  large  number  left? 
some  1,500,  and  I  do  not  know  what  they  have 
done  with  these. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  Have  you  secured  the 
balance  ? 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  What  portion  of 
immigration  matter  was  in  the  book  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  Four  pages  or  twelve  columns. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  Was  this  publication  not 
bound  when  purchased  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  No,  the  arrangement  was  that 
the  introduction  should  be  bound  up  with  the 
book.  The  Government  had  nothing  to  do  but  pay 
a  dollar  and  they  had  a  volume  fully  bound. 

Immigration  Expenses . $150,000 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  understand 
this  department  has  been  transferred  to  the  Inter¬ 
ior,  and  I  would  ask  the  Minister  of  the  Interior  to 
explain  this  item. 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  I  have  not  yet  been  able  to 
give  much  consideration  to  the  subject.  The  Im¬ 
migration  Department  was  only  transferred  to  me 
a  week  or  two  ago  and  I  have  not  been  able  to  make 
myself  sufficiently  acquainted  with  its  workings  to 
express  an  opinion  as  to  the  changes  I  may  make, 
and  I  do  not  think  it  will  be  proper  to  make  that 
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announcement  now.  I  may  say,  however,  with 
regard  to  the  agencies  in  the  old  country  concern¬ 
ing  which  an  lion,  gentleman  said  that  enquiry 
should  be  made,  that  I  have  given  instructions, 
and  an  investigation  is  now  being  made  into  the 
amount  of  work  done  by  those  agencies  and  their 
general  management.  As  soon  as  I  receive  the  re¬ 
ports,  I  shall  be  able  to  conclude  whether  it  will  be 
advisable  to  make  any  changes  in  that  respect  or  not. 
A  certain  amount  of  this  expenditure  of  $150,000 
has  been  paid  for  the  farmers’  delegates,  and  a 
certain  sum  I  believe  has  been  paid  for  bonuses 
given  to  settlers  who  came  out  from  Europe  and 
took  up  land  in  the  North-West.  It  is  proposed 
to  utilize  a  part  of  that  money,  and  it  may  be  that 
a  great  deal  will  have  to  be  used  for  that  purpose 
in  the  future.  It  will  depend  upon  the  amount  of 
immigration  we  get  from  the  old  country.  Of 
course  it  is  pretty  well  understood,  I  think,  that 
the  object  of  the  transfer  from  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  to  the  Department  of  the  Interior  is 
that,  as  the  Department  of  the  Interior  has  the 
control  of  the  lands  and  almost  the  first  thing  a 
settler  does  is  to  go  to  the  land  office  and  enquire 
as  to  the  lands,  a  saving  might  be  effected  in  this 
way,  and  we  might  be  saved  the  expense  of  some 
of  our  immigration  agents  in  the  west  and  might 
work  this  matter  almost  entirely  from  our  land 
offices.  I  am  sure  we  shall  be  able  to  do  good 
service  to  the  immigrants  from  those  offices  and 
will  be  able  to  send  men  from  them  to  act  as  land 
guides  and  to  do  good  service  to  these  immigrants, 
better  service  than  they  have  hitherto  received. 
Of  course  this  question  of  immigration  is  very 
large,  but  when  there  is  only  $150,000  to  be  spent 
in  the  work,  it  dwindles  down  to  a  very  small 
affair.  I  think  every  means  should  be  taken  to 
make  every  dollar  go  as  far  as  possible,  and  in  the 
interest  of  immigration  proper.  There  is  a  differ¬ 
ence  of  opinion  in  regard  to  the  value  of  literature, 
in  regard  to  sending  lecturers,  and  in  regard  even 
to  sending  returned  men.  I  agree  to  a  great  extent 
with  the  lion,  member  for  Marquette  (Mr.  Watson) 
in  what  he  said  as  to  the  returned  men,  if  the 
proper  men  are  selected.  There  may  have  been 
instances  where  men  have  been  sent  to  the  old 
country  who  have  not  brought  about  the  results 
anticipated,  but  I  know  a  great  number  who  have 
gone  there  and  have  done  a  great  amount  of  good. 
I  think  where  good  men  .are  selected,  who  have 
been  for  some  years  in  our  country  and  have 
prospered,  they  can  do  good  work  by  go¬ 
ing  among  the  men  among  whom  they  were 
brought  up,  and  by  inducing  their  friends 
to  come  out  and  join  them  in  this  country. 
I  think  also  a  great  deal  can  be  done  in  inducing 
our  prosperous  settlers  to  correspond  with  their 
friends  at  home.  I  think  one  letter  from  a  thriv¬ 
ing  settler  here  to  his  friends  in  the  old  country 
will  do  more^good  than  any  lecturers  or  pamphlets 
or  even  returned  men,  because,  when  a  letter  of 
that  kind  gets  into  a  small  community,  it  becomes 
the  talk  of  the  village  for  days  and  weeks  and  even 
months.  I  think,  speaking  generally,  the  tide  has 
turned  to  some  extent  in  our  direction.  The  colo¬ 
nies  generally  are  now  drawing  in  their  horns  in 
regard  to  immigration.  In  Queensland  they  stopped 
giving  assisted  passages  in  February  last.  In 
Western  Australia  the  same  thing  was  done  except 
in  regard  to  mechanics,  .and  the  assistance  given  to 
them  is  on  a  very  small  scale.  They  are  reduced 
Mr.  Dewdxey. 


passages  but  not  free.  In  Cape  Colony  and  in 
Natal  they  have  done  the  same  thing.  In  Natal, 
they  are  only  giving  assisted  passages  to  mechanics 
and  female  servants.  In  the  States,  we  know  they 
are  enforcing  very  strict  regulations  in  regard 
to  immigration.  The  Argentine  has  been 
a  failure,  and  I  think  people  are  returning  from 
that  country  rather  than  going  to  it.  So  I  think 
we  should  anticipate  and  shall  have  a  much  more 
extended  immigration  into  this  country  in  future 
than  we  have  had  in  the  past.  The  hon.  gentleman 
asked  me  what  I  proposed  to  do  with  the  $150,000. 
It  will  be  expended  virtually,  I  fancy,  for  the  next 
year  as  it  has  been  in  the  past.  I  agree  with  what 
the  hon.  member  for  Marquette  (Mr.  Watson)  says 
as  to  joining  hands  with  Manitoba  and  the  North- 
West  in  regard  to  immigration,  and  I  do  not  see 
why  we  should  not  join  with  all  the  provinces.  I 
think  in  1874  there  was  an  arrangement  made 
with  all  the  provinces,  and  they  agreed  to  take  a 
share  of  all  the  burdens  of  immigration,  but  1  am 
not  sure  whether  that  was  carried  out  in  its  entirety 
or  not.  Manitoba  has  done  her  share  in  a  certain 
class  of  work  by  sending  delegates  to  the  older  pro¬ 
vinces  and  inducing  many  to  go  to  the  North- 
West,  but  this  is  a  kind  of  immigration  which  I  do 
not  think  we  as  a  Dominion  should  take  part  in.  I 
think  the  money  should  be  almost  entirely  spent  in 
inducing  immigration  from  foreign  countries. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  Does  the  Minister  of 
Agriculture  intend  to  continue  to  give  these  assisted 
passages  ?  I  see  that  last  year  $2,960  was  expended 
on  assisted  passages,  and  $4,725  as  bonuses  to  adults 
at  $5  a  head,  or  the  large  sum  of  $7,685,  including 
the  grant  to  the  Women’s  Protective  Society  of 
Montreal  of  $1,000.  . 

Mr.  CARLING.  There  has  been  no  assistance 
given  to  immigrants  in  the  way  of  assisted  passages 
since  1888,  That  amount  was  a  disputed  account 
with  the  Beaver  Line,  and  was  contracted  prior  to 
that  time.  A  reduction  was  made  of  some  $200  or 
$300,  but  no  assisted  passages  have  been  given  since 
1888. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  The  item  is  put  in  the 
Auditor  General’s  Report  without  any  date,  so  I 
could  not  be  aware  to  what  it  referred.  Is  the 
bonus  to  adults  and  children  to  be  continued  ? 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  The  hon.  gentleman  will 
excuse  me  giving  him  an  answer  in  regard  to  that 
because,  until  he  drew  my  attention  to  it,  I  was 
not  aware  whether  that  was  given  or  not. 

Mr.  CARLING.  The  $5  is  given  to  shipping 
agents  on  the  continent.  It  has  been  done  for  some 
years.  If  an  agent  sends  out  an  immigrant  to 
Manitoba,  he  is  allowed  $5  on  the  certificate  of  the 
agent  at  Winnipeg  that  the  immigrant  arrived.  It 
is  the  only  way  we  have  on  the  continent  of  adver¬ 
tising.  We  are  not  allowed  to  have  an  agent  there, 
we  are  not  allowed  to  advertise.  We  have  the 
shipping  agents  and  booking  agents  to  whom  we 
offer  an  inducement  to  send  out  immigrants,  and  on 
their  arrival  in  the  North-West  we  have  paid  them 
a  bonus  of  $5. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  Is  not  that  likely  to  in¬ 
duce  an  inferior  class  of  immigrants  ?  The  ship¬ 
ping  agents,  as  long  as  they  ship  a  man  and  receive 
their  $5  for  him,  do  not  care  what  class  of  a  man 
he  is. 
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Mr.  CARLING.  The  class  of  people  that  come 
out  are  a  good  class  of  people.  There  may  be  occa¬ 
sionally  an  inferior  man. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  As  to  the  bonuses  paid 
for  children  brought  into  the  country,  do  you  in¬ 
tend  to  continue  that  system  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  am  not  prepared  to  say 
whether  we  shall  continue  the  system.  Altogether 
it  has  been  satisfactory.  It  has  been  said  that 
these  were  pauper  children  which  have  been  sent 
out  by  the  Local  Government  boards.  They 
really  were  not  pauper  children.  Our  agents  visit 
the  children  every  year  in  different  parts  of  the 
Dominion;  and  their  reports  are  very  good.  Not  5 
per  cent  of  the  children  turned  out  bad.  We  have 
been  giving  $2  per  head  for  the  children,  of  whom 
1,300  arrived  last  year.  The  reports  we  have  from 
our  agents  are  very  satisfactory  as  to  the  conduct 
of  those  children. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  Is  it  advisable  to  con¬ 
tinue  this  system  when  the  fact  is  the  young  peo¬ 
ple  now  in  our  country  cannot  get  employment  V 
We  are  bringing  these  people  in  to  take  away  the 
work  from  our  own  young  people. 

Mr.  CARLING.  We  have  reports  from  our 
agents  in  Ontario  that  the  farmers  cannot  get  men 
to  work  on  their  farms.  We  have  applications 
from  Toronto,  London  and  Hamilton,  saying  how 
many  people  they  can  place  on  farms,  and  that 
they  cannot  get  a  sufficient  number  to  do  their 
work.  The  ages  of  the  children  range  from  five  to 
eighteen. 

Mr.  GIBSON.  I  observe  that  $385  were  paid  to 
the  steamship  companies  to  induce  immigrants  to 
leave  France  and  come  out  here.  I  want  to  know 
what  Mr.  Fabre  is  for,  if  he  is  not  to  induce  immi¬ 
grants  to  come  out  to  this  country. 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  have  explained  that  the  steam¬ 
boat  booking  agents  are  distributed  in  every  little 
village  and  town  in  France  and  the  other  countries 
of  the  continent.  That  is  the  only  way  we  have  of 
reaching  people  who  desire  to  come  out  to  this 
country.  If  the  agent  is  against  us  and  will  advise 
people  not  to  come  to  our  country,  it  will  be  to  our 
disadvantage.  It  has  been  strongly  urged  by  the 
High  Commissioner  that  that  is  the  best  way  we 
can  take  to  induce  people  to  come  to  this  country. 
W e  have  allowed  $5  to  the  booking  agent  for  every 
man  that  he  sends  to  Manitoba,  on  the  certificate 
of  the  agent  that  he  has  arrived  there. 

Mr.  GIBSON.  Both  these  items  were  paid  to 
the  city  of  Paris,  where  Mr.  Fabre  lives.  I  would 
like  to  know  what  use  he  is  to  this  country  for  the 
$4,000  we  pay  him. 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  suppose  we  do  the  same 
with  him  as  with  Sir  Charles  Tupper.  The  money 
is  paid  by  Sir  Charles  Tupper  to  the  steamboat 
agent,  and  all  we  do  is  to  get  a  certificate  from  our 
agent  that  the  party  bringing  with  him  a  certificate 
of  the  booking  agent  has  arrived,  and  then  the 
money  is  paid. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  I  understand  the 
department  has  adopted  the  policy  of  giving  a 
bonus  both  to  the  agent  and  to  the  settler,  $10  per 
head  to  every  settler  settling  upon  land  west  of 
Ontario,  and  $5  to  every  child  over  12  years  of  age. 

Mr.  CARLING.  The  hon.  member  for  Lincoln 
(Mr.  Gibson)  was  speaking  about  the  $5  that  is 


paid  to  immigrants  who  come  from  the  continent. 
Last  year  the  Government  adopted  the  policy  of 
allowing  $5  to  the  booking  agents  in  Great  Britain 
in  the  same  way  that  we  have  done  on  the  conti¬ 
nent,  on  condition  that  the  immigrant,  on  arriving 
in  the  North-West,  took  up  land.  In  addition  to 
that,  we  paid  $10  to  the  head  of  each  family,  and 
$5  to  each  member  of  the  family  over  12  years  of 
age. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  I  would  like  to  ask 
the  Minister  what  principle  guides  him  ?  I  see  in 
the  report  of  Sir  Charles  Tupper  that : 

“Wide  publicity  was  given  to  the  bonuses  which  the 
Government, in  conjunction  with  the  transportation  com¬ 
panies,  offer  to  pei’sons  settling  upon4land,  no  matter  to 
whom  it  belonged,  in  Manitoba, the  North-West  Territories 
and  British  Columbia.” 

Now,  is  that  what  is  done  ?  If  an  immigrant  conies 
out,  $5  is  given  to  the  agent  who  sends  him  here. 
If  he  goes  up  into  the  North-West  and  settles  upon 
a  farm,  he  gets  $10,  and  each  of  his  children  over  12 
years  of  age  gets  $5.  If  that  is  done  in  the  Province 
of  British  Columbia,  also,  where  they  have  their 
own  lands,  why  is  it  not  applied  to  the  other  pro¬ 
vinces  as  well  ?  Farms  are  being  abandoned  in 
Ontario ;  why  should  not  these  immigrants  be 
allowed  to  settle  upon  them  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  There  are  no  Crown  lands  in 
Ontario  for  immigrants. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  They  go  out  to 
British  Columbia  and  settle  upon  lands  ‘  ‘  no  matter 
to  whom  they  belong.  ”  There  is  land  in  Ontario 
belonging  to  some  one. 

Mr.  CARLING.  It  has  not  been  given  to  parties 
who  settled  on  100  acres  of  land.  It  has  been  given 
to  parties  who  took  up  homesteads  and  became 
actual  settlers.  So  far  they  have  not  availed  them¬ 
selves  of  the  offer  to  a  large  extent,  but  I  expect 
this  year  that  when  the  offer  is  better  known  in 
Great  Britain,  a  very  much  larger  number  will 
avail  themselves  of  the  inducements  we  offer  them. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  Sir  Charles  Tupper, 
in  his  report,  says  : 

“  It  may  be  desirable  to  state,  in  this  report,  the  mea¬ 
sures  taken  by  me,  under  your  directions,  for  the  en¬ 
couragement  of  immigration  to  Canada  during  the  last 
year.  Wide  publicity  was  given  to  the  bonuses  which  the 
Government,  in  conjunction  with  the  transportation  com¬ 
panies,  offered  to  persons  settling  upon  land,  no  matter  to 
whom  it  belonged,  in  Manitoba,  the  North-West  Territo¬ 
ries  and  British  Columbia.  Forms  of  application  were 
supplied  to  all  the  steamship  agents  by  whom  they  were 
to  be  issued:  and  the  steamship  companies,  as  well  as 
their  individual  agents,  advertised  freely  that  the  bonuses 
were  available.” 

According  to  that  interpretation,  Sir  Charles 
Tupper  has  published  that  it  is  the  policy  of  the 
Government  that  any  immigrants  coming  into 
Manitoba  or  the  North-West  or  British  Columbia 
and  purchasing  land  no  matter  whether  it  belong 
to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  or  whether  it  iss 
an  improved  farm,  will  get  the  bonus.  The 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  have  had  large  grants  of 
land  here,  and  at  the  time  there  was  such  extraor¬ 
dinary  privileges  given  to  them  we  were  told  by 
the  leader  of  the  House  and  his  confreres  that  it 
would  relieve  us  of  a  large  amount  of  expenditure 
in  connection  with  immigration,  and  that  the 
company  would  become  the  great  immigrant  agents 
of  the  Dominion.  If  the  bonus  applies  to  immi¬ 
grants  taking  up  improved  land,  why  should  it  not 
apply  to  Nova  Scotia,  Quebec,  Ontario  and  Prince 
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Edward  Island  ?  I  do  not  know  what  precaution  is 
taken  to  ensure  that  the  immigrants  will  remain 
when  they  get  here.  The  report  of  the  Minister  of 
Agriculture  says  that  the  policy  of  granting  a 
bonus  to  immigrants  is  continued  on  the  certifi¬ 
cate  of  the  Dominions  lands  agent  that  the  settler 
has  taken  up  the  land.  According  to  that  the 
Dominion  lands  agent  is  to  certify  before  this 
money  is  paid.  Will  he  certify  with  regard  to 
lands  that  do  not  belong  to  the  Dominion  at  all? 
Suppose  an  immigrant  purchases  a  farm  which  has 
been  cleared  and  improved,  and  wishes  to  remain 
on  it,  will  the  certificate  of  the  Dominion  lands 
agent  entitle  him  to  the  money  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  It  is  understood  that  the  land 
shall  be  wild  land  that  has  not  been  taken  up 
before.  Whether  the  land  belongs  to  a  railway 
company  or  to  the  Dominion,  so  long  as  it  is  wild 
land,  a  bond  fide  settler  coming'h ere  with  his  family 
and  remaining  will  get  the  bonus.  The  object  is  to 
get  the  people  into  the  country  and  it  does  not 
matter  what  lands  they  settle  on. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  If  an  immigrant  goes 
to  British  Columbia  and  buys  an  improved  farm 
from  another  farmer,  is  he  entitled  to  this  bonus  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  do  not  think  so.  It  is  under¬ 
stood  that  he  must  become  a  settler  of  unoccupied 
lands,  but  of  course  we  have  had  no  case  of  that 
kind. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  'It  is  a  matter  that 
should  be  known,  because  Sir  Charles  Tupper  has 
held  out  that  inducement  to  the  immigrants  in  his 
report. 

Mr.  CARLING.  The  object  is  to  get  immigrants 
into  the  country  and  we  pay  the  bonus  when  they 
settle  on  any  wild  land  whether  it  belongs  to  the 
Dominion  or  to  the  railway  companies. 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  I  certainly  think  that  the 
paragraph  from  Sir  Charles  Tupper’s  report,  as  read 
by  the  hon.  member  from  Brant  (Mr.  Paterson),  is 
capable  of  the  interpretation  he  has  put  upon  it.  I 
may  state  that  all  these  payments  made  to  immi¬ 
grants  have  been  made  through  the  land  commis¬ 
sioner  at  Winnipeg,  and  I  feel  quite  sure  that  if  he 
had  been  asked  to  pay  a  bonus  to  a  settler  who  had 
taken  up  an  improved  farm  he  would  have  refused 
to  do  it.  My  impression  is  that  no  bonus  would  be 
paid  to  any  new  settler  until  he  has  settled  on  wild 
land.  Now  that  the  matter  has  been  brought  to 
the  attention  of  the  Government  it  is  well  worthy 
of  enquiry,  and  I  shall  make  very  early  enquiries 
from  the  land  commissioner  in  that  regard. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  I  think  it  would  be 
well  to  call  attention  to  that,  because,  if  Sir  Charles 
Tupper  has  given  publicity  to  the  fact  and  has  given 
people  to  understand  that  they  would  be  entitled 
to  a  bonus  no  matter  where  they  might  settle,  the 
Government  might  be  liable  to  be  charged  with  a 
breach  of  faith. 

Mr.  W  ATSON.  A  hat  length  of  time  is  a  settler 
supposed  to  occupy  this  land  previous  to  receiving 
the  bonus  ? 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  Six  months,  I  think. 

Mr.  WATSON.  What  guarantee  is  furnished 
that  the  settler  is  going  to  remain  in  the  country 
before  the  shipping  agent  receives  his  $5  ? 

Mr.  Paterson  (Brant). 


Mr.  CARLING.  We  do  not  pay  the  shipping 
agent  until  the  settler  has  actually  taken  up  land. 
The  shipping  agents  complain  of  that  and  think 
they  ought  to  be  paid  the  bonus  the  moment  the 
immigrant  arrives  in  Winnipeg,  but  we  have  re¬ 
fused  to  do  so. 

Mr.  WATSON.  I  think  that  is  a  very  wise  pro¬ 
vision,  because  one  can  very  easily  understand  that 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  in  competition  with 
the  American  roads  might  offer  inducements  for 
settlers  for  Dakota  or  Minnesota  to  go  around  by 
Winnipeg  or  St.  Paul,  and  unless  some  precaution 
is  taken  a  large  number  of  the  immigrants  for  the 
States  might  receive  this  bonus  as  being  immigrants 
for  Canada. 

Mr.  GIBSON.  These  continental  steamboat 
agents  are  reported  to  have  sent  out  961  persons, 
and  the  Minister  tells  us  that  $15  foe  the  head  of  a 
family,  and  $7. 50  for  each  adult  member  of  afamily, 
is  paid  to  actual  settlers.  I  find  that  only  $567  was 
paid  to  actual  settlers,  and  assuming  that  to  have 
been  paid  to  a  family  consisting  of  a  man,  his  wife' 
and  two  children,  it  means  that  48  settlers  were 
obtained  in  return  for  these  bonuses.  How  does 
the  hon.  Minister  explain  the  discrepancy  between 
the  961  persons  sent  out  and  only  48  who  became 
settlers  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  We  do  not  exact  from  the 
steamboat  agents  on  the  continent  the  same  con¬ 
ditions  that  we  do  from  the  steamboat  agents  in 
Great  Britain.  When  our  agent  at  Winnipeg  cer¬ 
tifies  to  the  High  Commissioner  in  England  that 
an  immigrant  from  the  continent  has  arrived  there, 
the  shipping  agent  is  paid  the  $5  ;  but  in  the  case 
of  the  ageuts  in  Great  Britain  we  insist  that  the 
immigrants  sent  out  by  them  shall  become  actual 
settlers  before  they  are  paid  the  bonus. 

Mr.  GIBSON.  What  is  the  use  of  encouraging 
these  continental  settlers  to  come  out  if  they  do 
not  settle  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  When  our  agents  certify  that 
they  have  arrived  in  Manitoba,  the  amount  is  paid. 

Mr.  WATSON.  I  suppose  British  Columbia  is 
treated  the  same  as  Manitoba  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  Yes. 

Mr.  WATSON.  Then  it  appears  to  me  that 
this  is  only  a  bonus  of  $5  for  a  large  number  of 
people  who  come  from  the  old  country  to  travel  by 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  because  it  is  well 
known  that  a  great  many  settlers  go  to  British 
Columbia  over  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  on 
their  way  to  Washington  Territory. 

Mr.  CARLING.  We  have  to  run  that  risk.  But 
the  bonus  is  only  paid  to  agents  on  the  continent 
for  advertising  the  country. 

Mr.  WATSON.  I  think  there  is  a  great  risk 
run,  because  the  census  shows  that  the  people  have 
not  remained  in  the  country,  though  we  have  ^een 
charged  with  the  cost  of  bringing  them  in.  I  had 
hoped  to  hear  the  Minister  of  the  Interior  say  that 
he  intended  to  revolutionize  the  whole  immigration 
system,  which,  in  the  past,  has  been  a  failure.  It 
appears  that  Mr.  Dyke  had  actually  to  come  out 
last  year  to  see  the  ebuntry  to  which  he  has  been 
advising  the  people  to  come  for  years  past. 
I  think  that  a  man,  knowing  no  more  of  our 
country  than  Mr.  Dyke  does,  is  not  a  suitable  per¬ 
son  to  be  an  immigration  agent,  because  he  is  not 
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able  to  give  the  information  which  intending  im¬ 
migrants  require.  We  ought  to  have  a  man  there 
well  acquainted  with  the  country,  who  would  be 
able  to  give  everybody  enquiring  good  practical 
information,  so  that  they  would  know  what  to  ex¬ 
pect  when  they  come.  The  Manitoba  Government 
lias  such  an  agent  in  the  old  country  in  the  person 
of  Mr.  McMillan,  and  from  what  I  learn  from  the 
officers  of  the  Government  as  well  as  from  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  officials,  the  work  Mr.  Me 
Millan  individually  is  doing  amounts  to  more  than 
that  of  any  agent  that  either  the  Dominion  Govern¬ 
ment  or  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  have  in  their 
employ. 

Mr.  CARLING.  He  gets  the  advantage  of  all 
that  we  have  done. 

Mr.  WATSON.  And  he  gets  the  advantage  of 
all  his  own  experience  as  a  settler  in  Manitoba,  and 
I  believe  that  is  the  reason  of  his  success.  He  has 
brought  out  a  great  many  immigrants  of  the  very 
best  class.  I  hope  that  the  Minister  of  the  Interior 
will  revolutionize  the  whole  system,  and  that  he 
will  place  agents  in  the  old  country  who  will  be 
able  to  give  people  such  information  as  will  induce 
a  class  of  settlers  to  come  here  who  will  remain  in 
the  country  after  they  come.  I  do  not  object  to 
the  expenditure  of  money  for  bringing  immigrants 
to  our  North-West.  We  have  to  get  that  country 
settled,  and  in  order  to  do  that  we  must  spend 
money.  Rut  we  must  have  the  right  kind  of  set¬ 
tlers,  and  they  can  only  be  selected  by  men  who 
have  a  thorough  knowledge  of  the  country. 

Mr.  DALY.  The  lion,  gentleman  is  entirely 
mistaken  in  believing  that  Mr.  Dyke  is  unacquaint¬ 
ed  with  Manitoba  and  the  North-West.  Mr. 
Dyke  knows  more  of  it  than  the  lion,  gentleman 
does,  because  he  was  there  before  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  was  and  has  travelled  over  every  foot  of  it. 
The  year  before  last,  when  he  came  out,  he  did  so 
only  to  augment  the  information  which  he  had  be¬ 
fore.  I  had  the  pleasure  of  meeting  him  on  that 
occasion,  and  although  I  have  lived  in  the  country 
for  eleven  years,  the  information  he  gave  me  about 
it  was  simply  surprising.  He  travelled  over  every 
foot  of  Manitoba,  the  North-West  and  British  Col¬ 
umbia,  and  it  was  to  inform  himself  on  particular 
portions  of  the  North-West  which  he  had  not 
visited  previously  that  he  came  out.  In  reference 
to  Mr.  McMillan,  the  hon.  Minister  of  Agriculture 
is  probably  as  well  acquainted  with  that  gentle¬ 
man  as  the  hon.  member  for  Marquette.  I  recom¬ 
mended  Mr.  McMillan  to  him,  and  it  was  under  the 
auspices  of  the  hon.  Minister  that  he  first  went  to 
England  in  the  interests  of  immigration.  Mr.  McM  il- 
lan  is  a  good  man,  he  lived  in  Manitoba  and  farmed 
there,  and  he  is  acquainted  with  all  the  require¬ 
ments  necessary  to  bring  out  settlers,  and  he  is  do¬ 
ing  good  work.  In  reference  to  the  general  ques¬ 
tion,  I  am  pleased  to  hear  from  the  hon.  Minister 
of  the  Interior  that  he  desires  to  act  in  concert  with 
the  Government  of  Manitoba  and  the  Government 
of  the  North-West  Territories.  As  a  Canadian  I 
hope  that  he  will  not  only  co-operate  with  those 
Governments  but  that  he  will  induce  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  Ontario,  the  Government  of  Quebec  and 
the  Governments  of  the  Maritime  Provinces  to  co¬ 
operate  with  him  in  immigration.  Although  it  is 
important  to  the  whole  of  Canada  that  Manitoba 
and  the  North-West  should  be  filled  up  with  set¬ 
tlers,  it  seems,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  every  year 


many  people  are  leaving  the  older  provinces  to  set¬ 
tle  in  the  North-West,  that  some  effort  should  be 
made  to  fill  their  places.  In  Great  Britain  they 
would  find  many  tenant  farmers  who  would  be 
delighted  to  come  out  to  Ontario  and  the  older  pro¬ 
vinces  and  take  up  the  homes  of  those  who  have 
gone  to  the  North-West,  because  the  tenant, 
farmer,  as  any  person  who  has  studied  the  sub¬ 
ject  knowrs,  in  Great  Britain,  Scotland  and  Ire¬ 
land,  is  a  man  of  considerable  means.  He  has 
not  been  doing  wrell  during  past  years,  but  has 
the  remnant  of  a  considerable  fortune  left  in 
almost  every  instance,  and  he  comes  to  the  country 
with  from  £1,000  to, in  some  instances,  £4,000.  Such 
a  man  would  be  better  pleased  to  settle  in  an  old 
settled  portion  like  Ontario  and  buy  farms  in  that 
province  for  $45  to  $60  an  acre,  and  it  seems  extra¬ 
ordinary  that  the  attention  of  the  people  of  Ontario 
has  not  been  drawn  to  the  fact,  and  I  hope  it  will 
be  a  matter  of  pleasure  and  duty  to  the  Minister  of 
the  Interior  to  request  the  co-operation  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  of  Ontario  in  this  matter.  It  seems  to  me 
there  is  a  duty  before  the  Minister  which  it  would 
redound  to  his  credit  and  that  of  the  Government 
to  perform,  and  that  is  to  make  considerable 
changes  in  the  organization  in  Great  Britain 
of  to-day  with  reference  to  immigration.  With 
all  deference  to  the  Minister,  I  must  say 
that  a  considerable  amount  of  dry  rot  exists  in 
our  agencies  in  Great  Britain.  Mr.  Dyke  is  a 
capable  man,  but  I  cannot  see  for  the  life  of  me, 
judging  by  the  reports  of  the  agents  in  Glasgow  and 
elsewhere,  what  these  men  have  done  for  their 
money,  and  I  thinkit  wfillbe  the  duty  of  the  Minister 
to  see  that  they  do  something  in  return  for  the  ex¬ 
penditure.  I  do  not  know  that  any  of  the  gentle¬ 
men  at  Dublin,  Glasgow  or  the  other  places  have 
that  acquaintance  with  the  country  which  Mr. 
Dyke  has,  but  it  may  be  that  I  am  doing  them  an 
injustice,  and  that  they  have  been  hampered  in 
their  efforts  through  want  of  money.  I  know  that 
Mr.  Dyke  felt  considerably  hampered  in  this  re¬ 
spect.  I  know  that  some  years  ago,  when  the  esti¬ 
mate  was  considerably  more  than  at  present,  our 
agents  wrere  able  to  branch  ont  in  other  ways,  by 
advertising  and  in  other  lines,  and  meet  the  com¬ 
petition  from  the  United  States, the  British  Colonies 
and  the  Argentine  Republic,  but  as  year  after 
year  the  estimate  was  cut  down,  the  work 
they  had  done  was  dropped  and  might  just  as 
well  not  have  been  done  at  all.  Immigration 
like  any  other  business  has  to  be  built  up  from 
the  beginning,  and  just  as  soon  as  you  can  get  the 
thing  in  working  order  and  induce  people  to 
believe  that  Canada  is  the  country  for  the 
immigrant,  you  must  see  that  the  work  is  not 
allowed  to  slacken  for  lack  of  means.  In  Mani¬ 
toba  particularly,  and  the  North-West,  where  wre 
have  the  great  inducement  of  free  homesteads  to 
the  settler,  which  is  found  in  no  other  country  to¬ 
day,  as  soon  as  that  channel  is  opened  up  and  the 
stream  of  immigration  started,  instead  of  having 
$150,000  on  the  estimates  we  ought  to  have  three 
times  that  amount  in  order  to  enable  those  gentle¬ 
men  to  carry  on  the  wrork  properly.  If  the  work 
has  not  been  what  was  expected,  it  is  due  in  a 
great  measure  to  the  dilatory  and  niggardly  policy 
the  Government  has  pursued.  My  views  were  venti¬ 
lated  considerably  on  this  subject  some  three  years 
ago  ;  and  I  think  as  the  resulte,  the  vote  on  that 
occasion  was  considerably  augmented.  I  am  disap- 
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pointed  that  the  Minister  of  Finance  lias  not  seen  fit 
to  place  a  larger  amount  in  the  estimates.  I  hope 
that  the  work  done  as  the  result  of  the  extra 
amount  voted  which  assisted  to  bring  out  the  dele¬ 
gates  will  be  shown  by  an  increased  immigration 
this  year,  and  will  satisfy  the  Minister  of  Finance 
that  the  expectations  arising  out  of  that  expenditure 
have  been  realized,  and  that  next  year  there  will  be 
a  larger  amount  voted  for  immigration. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  am  sorry  to  break  in  upon  this 
interesting  discussion,  but  as  we  have  now  sat  up 
three  long  nights,  if  there  is  any  more  information 
required  concerning  this  item,  it  would  be  better 
that  we  should  adjourn  and  resume  the  discussion 
another  day. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  1  would  like  to 
know  if  this  bonus  would  apply  to  immigrants  in 
the  United  States  ? 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  No. 

Mr.  WATSON.  It  think  it  would  be  advisable 
to  extend  it  to  American  settlers.  It  is  well  known 
that  many  of  our  Canadians  are  in  the  United 
States,  and  certainly  they  are  much  better  settlers 
to  bring  to  the  North-West  than  the  people  who 
are  not  accustomed  to  the  country. 

Committee  rose  and  reported  the  resolutions. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON  moved  the  adjournment 
of  the  House. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  and  House  adjourned  at  12.15 
a.  m.  (Friday). 

HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Friday,  29th  April,  1892. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  Three  o’clock. 

Prayers. 

REPRESENTATION  BILL. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON  moved  for  leave  to  in¬ 
troduce  Bill  (No.  76)  respecting  Representation 
in  the  House  of  Commons.  He  said  :  I  am  sure 
that  this  Bill  will  be  very  cordially  received  by 
the  House  if  I  may  judge  by  the  anxiety  which 
was  evinced  that  I  should  introduce  it,  and  I  feel 
very  great  pleasure  in  meeting  the  wishes  which 
have  been  evinced  principally  on  the  other  side  of 
the  House  that  it  should  be  brought  down.  I  hope 
that  it  will  not  at  all  justify  the  observation  that 
was  made  from  the  other  side  when  the  last  Redis¬ 
tribution  Bill  was  introduced — that  the  Bill  came 
both  too  early  and  too  late — too  early  in  the  sense 
that  it  ought  never  to  have  been  introduced,  and 
too  late  because  the  end  of  the  session  was  then 
approaching. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  Then  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  wants  a  long  session. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  am  sure  we  shall 
have  the  gratification  of  seeing  the  pleasant  coun¬ 
tenance  of  the  hon.  gentleman  and  his  associates 
for  many  weeks  yet  in  this  House,  irrespective  al¬ 
together  of  the  provisions  of  this  Bill.  The  hon. 
gentleman  knows  the  regret  with  which  we  part 
company  at  the  end  of  the  session,  and  I  am  glad 
to  know  that  the  period  when  we  shall  separate 
Mr.  Daly. 


is  still  so  distant.  There  are  still  estimates 
to  be  brought  down,  and  the  reception  which  those 
that  have  been  brought  down  have  met  at  the 
hands  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  the  pleasant 
discussions  which  take  place  night  after  night  in 
this  House  on  those  estimates,  make  it  a  joy  to  the 
Government  to  bring  down  more.  Therefore,  I  am 
happy  to  know  that  the  time  when  we  shall  part 
company  is  very  remote  indeed,  and  that  there  will 
be  ample  opportunity  to  consider  all  the  merits 
of  the  Bill,  and  there  is  nothing  but  merits  in  it. 
I  looked  to  see  the  date  at  which  the  last  Bill  was 
introduced,  and  I  find  it  was  described  in  one  of  the 
speeches  made  on  the  second  reading  to  have  been 
either  the  tenth  or  the  eleventh  week  of  the  ses¬ 
sion,  I  think  the  eleventh.  This,  therefore,  conies 
down  two  or  three  weeks  earlier  than  the  last. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  Quite  a  progress. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  Yes,  and  I  hope,  when 
my  hon.  friends  opposite  hear  the  contents  of  this 
Bill  they  will  recognize  that  that  is  not  the  only 
improvement.  Notwithstanding  the  fact  to  which 
I  have  referred,  Parliament  was  prorogued  about 
three  weeks  after  the  Bill  was  presented  here, 
shoeing  a  haste  which  I  hope  may  not  be  repeated 
this  session,  in  order  that  we  may  remain  together 
longer. 

Mr.  CHOQUETTE.  We  all  expect  that. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  do  not  claim  that 
this  Bill  will  satisfy  everybody.  That  is  the  only 
misgiving  I  have  on  this  subject.  I  think  that 
those  who  are  disposed  to  criticise  a  measure  of  this 
character,  apart  from  political  considerations  alto¬ 
gether,  will  say  that  those  who  are  not  pleased 
with  it  are  very  hard  to  please,  but  we  must  recog¬ 
nize  the  fact  that,  amongst  friends  as  well  as  op¬ 
ponents,  there  are  those  who,  from  strong  attach¬ 
ment  to  their  constituencies,  are  exceedingly  indis¬ 
posed  to  make  a  change  which  will  appear  in  any 
sense  to  weaken  or  lessen  the  strength  of  these  con¬ 
stituencies,  although  the  provisions  of  the  law  are 
imperative  that  a  redistribution  shall  take  place, and 
although  we  are  bound  to  consider  when  the  period 
of  redistribution  comes,  as  it  has  come,  the  changes 
of  population  which  make  it  necessary  to  re-adjust 
the  representation  of  constituencies  which,  other- 
Avise,  we  would  be  very  reluctant  to  touch.  In 
making  some  preliminary  remarks  in  which  more 
interest  may  be  taken  than  in  the  Bill  itself,  because 
the  Bill  is  of  so  simple  a  character,  I  may  say  that 
we  are  proposing  to  introduce  this  measure  in 
accordance  with  the  proAdsions  of  the  British  North 
America  Act  which  require  that,  after  the  com¬ 
pletion  of  each  decennial  census,  the  representation 
of  the  various  constituencies  in  this  House  shall  be 
re-adjusted  on  certain  well-known  and  well-defined 
principles.  We  haA^e  felt  that,  Avhile  there  might 
lie  no  pressing  necessity  for  our  legislating  on  this 
subject  during  the  present  session,  we  should  be 
more  strictly  within  the  lines  of  the  constitution 
Avere  we  to  do  so,  and  we  have  to  bear  in  mind  the 
cardinal  consideration  that  this  House  must  always 
be  prepared  for  the  contingency  of  having  a  neAV 
representation  called  for  by  the  exercise  of  the  pre- 
rogatHe  of  dissolution,  and  it  might  be  most  incon- 
A^enient  and  detrimental  to  the  free  working  of  the 
constitution,  if,  by  not  bringing  forAvard  this  mea¬ 
sure,  there  should  come  into  a  neAV  Parliament 
provinces  more  strongly  represented  than  they  are 
entitled  to  be,  and  others  more  weakly  represented 
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than  they  are  entitled  to  be.  For  that  reason,  it 
has  seemed  necessary  that  the  Bill  should  be  gone 
on  with  during  this  session.  Now  the  census  re¬ 
turns  give  the  population  of  the  provinces  thus  : 
Ontario,  which  in  1881  had  1,926,922,  is  returned 
with  a  population  of  2,112,989.  Quebec,  which 
had  then  a  population  of  1,359,027,  is  now  return¬ 
ed  as  having  a  population  of  1,488,586.  Nova 
Scotia  had  then  440,572,  and  now  450,523.  New 
Brunswick  then  had  321,233,  and  now  321,294. 
Prince  Edward  Island  had  then  108,891,  and  now 
109,088.  Manitoba  then  had  62,260,  and  now 
154,442.  British  Columbia  had  then  49,459, and  now 
92,767.  The  Territories  then  had  25,515,  and  now 
67,554.  Under  the  provisions  of  the  British  North 
America  Act,  the  representation  would  stand  thus  : 
Ontario  has  now  ninety -two  members,  she  will 
have  the  same  number.  Quebec  has  sixty-live 
members,  she  will  have  the  same  number.  Nova 
Scotia,  by  reason  of  the  fact  that  the  growth  of  her 
population  has  not  been  as  large  as  that  of  other 
provinces,  instead  of  twenty-one  members,  will 
hereafter  have  twenty.  New  Brunswick,  instead 
of  sixteen  will  have  fourteen.  Prince  Edward 
Island  which  has  now  six  will  have  live.  Manitoba 
which  now  has  live  will  be  entitled  to  seven. 
The  representation  of  the  Territories  is  based 
on  an  arbitrary  arrangement  which  it  is  not 
proposed  to  disturb.  They  have  now  four  members, 
and  it  is  proposed  to  leave  that  representation 
untouched.  In  Britisli  Columbia  readjustment 
according  to  the  terms  of  the  census  would 
give  her  four  members,  but  under  the  terms  of 
the  Act  of  Union  she  came  in  with  six  members, 
and  is  entitled  to  remain  with  six  until  she  shall 
become  entitled  to  a  larger  proportion.  Now,  the 
question  arises  as  to  the  readjustment  which  is 
necessary  to  meet  these  conditions.  I  will  refer, 
beginning  at  the  eastward,  to  the  readjustment 
proposed  for  Prince  Edward  Island.  As  I  have 
said,  the  Island  now  possesses  six  members,  and 
with  the  readjustment  will  be  entitled  to  only 
five.  It  will  be  necessary,  therefore,  to  change 
the  boundaries  of  the  constituencies  in  the  Island. 
The  mode  of  division  hitherto  adopted  has  been 
very  convenient,  because  it  corresponds  with  the 
county  lines.  There  were  three  counties  in  the 
Island,  and  they  were  each  represented  by  two 
members.  In  order  to  make  live  constituencies,  it 
will  be  necessary  to  depart  from  county  lines,  and 
the  readjustment  which  I  propose,  and  the  plan 
of  which  I  will  lay  on  the  Table  of  the 
House,  is,  I  think,  the  fairest  that  can  be 
suggested  with  regard  to  that  province.  We 
propose  that  there  shall  be  five  constituencies  named 
West  Prince  County,  East  Prince  County,  West 
Queen’s  County,  East  Queen’s  County,  and  King’s 
County,  each  having  one  member.  The  division 
is  made  according  to  the  description  of  lots  in 
that  Island,  which  I  think  correspond  to  town¬ 
ships  elsewhere,  and  no  lot,  according  to  the 
original  division  of  the  Island,  is  divided.  The 
division  by  population  will  be  thus  :  West  Prince 
County  will  have  just  about  21,000  of  a  population; 
East  Prince  County  will  have  20,723,  this  includes 
the  town  of  Summerside  ;  West  Queen’s  will  have 
a  population  of  22,209,  this  includes  the  city  of 
Charlottetown  ;  East  Queen’s  will  have  a  popu¬ 
lation  of  23,466  ;  and  King’s,  which  includes  George¬ 
town,  will  have  a  population  of  21,684,  so  that 
under  this  plan  the  population  of  the  Island  will 
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have  been  equalized  as  nearly,  I  think,  as  is  practi¬ 
cally  consistent  with  adhering  to  the  township 
lines  I  have  mentioned. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I. )  Does  the  division  which 
the  lion,  gentleman  has  outlined  ignore  county 
lines  altogether  ?  For  instance,  does  East  Prince 
County  embrace  any  portion  of  Queen’s  County,  or 
does  East  Queen’s  embrace  any  portion  of  Queen's, 
or  is  King’s  County  left  intact  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  The  county  lines  are 
departed  from  in  each  case.  Now,  coming  to  the 
Province  of  New  Brunswick,  where,  as  I  have  said, 
the  number  of  seats  will  have  to  be  reduced  by 
two,  the  changes  which  will  have  to  be  made  are 
these - - 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  Will  the  lion,  gentle¬ 
man  state  what  the  population  of  the  counties  of. 
Prince  Edward  Island  is,  following  the  county 
boundaries  ? 

Sir  J OHN  THOMPSON.  Prince  has  a  popula¬ 
tion,  in  1891,  of  36,470  ;  Queen’s  has  a  population  of 
45,977  ;  and  King’s  a  population  of  26,633.  Now, 
coming  to  the  Province  of  New  Brunswick,  the  first 
change  occurs  in  the  City  and  County  of  St.  John. 
The  representation  of  the  whole  province  is  as  fol¬ 
lows  :  Outside  the  City  and  County  of  St.  John  there 
are  thirteen  members,  the  City  of  St.  John  has 
one,  and  there  are  two  for  the  city  and  county 
combined.  The  one  member  representing  the  city 
is  elected,  of  course,  by  the  votes  of  the  citizens 
only,  the  two  members  representing  the  city  and 
county  are  elected  by  the  votes  of  the  citizens  and 
the  residents  of  the  county.  It  is  proposed  to  take 
one  member  from  the  City  and  County  of  St.  John, 
so  that  hereafter  the  representation  will  be  one 
member  for  the  city  and  one  member  for  the  city 
and  county.  It  is  then  intended  to  join  the  Counties 
of  Sunbury  and  Queen’s.  That  will  leave  for  the 
Province  of  New  Brunswick  the  fourteen  members 
which  she  is  entitled  to  under  the  British  North 
America  Act.  The  City  and  County  of  St.  John 
has  a  population  of  49,574  ;  the  united  Counties  of 
Sunbury  and  Queen’s  will  have  a  population  of 
17,935.  No  other  changes  are  contemplated  in  New 
Brunswick. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  What  is  the  population 
of  the  city  and  county  separately  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  St.  John  City  has  a 
population  of  24,184  under  the  city  as  originally 
constituted,  and  the  city  of  Portland,  I  think, 
contains  about  20,000  persons.  St.  John’s  County, 
that  is,  including  the  city  of  Portland,  includes 
25,390. 

Mr.  COLTER.  Do  I  understand  the  lion,  gen¬ 
tleman  to  say  that  the  city  will  be  entitled  to  one 
representative  and  the  county  to  one  ? 

_  Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  No  ;  the  city  is  en¬ 
titled  to  one  and  the  city  and  county  to  one. 

Mr.  COLTER.  Then  a  voter  in  the  city  can 
vote  for  the  city  representative  and  also  for  the 
county  representative,  and  has  two  votes,  while  a 
voter  in  the  county  has  only  one. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  That  remains  as  at 
present.  The  city  has  only  one,  and  the  city  and 
county  combined  have  one. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  That  gives  every  voter 
in  the  city  two  votes,  while  every  voter  in  the 
county  has  but  one. 
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Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  Yes.  Under  the  ( 
present  law  hon.  gentlemen  understand,  I  think,  c 
from  my  explanation,  that  the  city  voter  has  now  s 
three  votes  and  the  county  voter  has  two.  Coming  c 
now  to  the  Province  of  Nova  Scotia,  the  smallest 
constituency  in  that  province  is  the  C  ounty  of  1 
Queen’s,  with  a  population  of  10,610.  The  popn-  ( 
lation  of  Shelburne,  which  is  the  adjoining  county  i 
to  the  westward,  is  14,954.  The  adjoining  county  1 
to  the  eastward  is  Lunenburg  with  31,076.  We  pro-  i 
pose  simply  to  unite  the  Counties  of  Shelburne  and  1 
Queen’s,  and  to  make  the  district  the  electoral  dis-  i 
triet  of  the  Counties  of  Shelburne  and  Queen’s,  with  f 
a  population  of  about  25,000.  The  unit  of  popula-  < 
tion  of  that  province  will  be  about  22,000,  and  the  < 
united  counties  will,  therefore,  somewhat  exceed  that 
unit,  but  not  exceed  it  as  much  as  several  other  i 
counties  in  the  province.  There  is  this  to  be  said  ■ 
in  favour  of  that  method  :  that  the  two  counties 
besides  lying  side  by  side  are  united  in  interest  and 
iu  many  other  points  of  similarity.  I  might  men-  1 
tion  as  regards  these  counties  in  that  pro  vince  which 
will  exceed  the  unit  in  the  way  I  have  described,  < 
that  Colchester  exceeds  the  unit  having  a  popula¬ 
tion  of  27,160,  Cumberland  has  34,529,  Halifax  city 
has  38,556,  Halifax  County  32,865.  Hants  County 
slightly  exceeds  it,  Inverness  has  25,779,  King’s 
slightly  exceeds  it,  Lunenburg  exceeds  it,  having 
31,076,  and  Yarmouth  exceeds  it  also, having  22,218. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  There  must  be  many 
counties  very  much  below  the  unit. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  There  are  several. 
Referring  now  to  the  Province  of  Quebec,  I  will 
mention  first  of  all  some  leading  features  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  population  which  seem  to  require  im¬ 
mediate  attention.  There  are  great  centres  of  popu¬ 
lation  in  that  province  which  require  larger  repre¬ 
sentation  than  they  now  have  in  this  House.  The 
city  of  Montreal,  possessing  three  members  now,  has 
a  population  of  182,695,  Hochelaga  has  a  population 
of  80,998  ;  the  two  combined  having  a  united  popu¬ 
lation,  therefore,  of  263,693  with  but  four  members. 
In  our  opinion  it  is  only  just  that  the  representation 
of  the  city  of  Montreal  should  be  increased  to  five 
members,  and  that  Hochelaga  should  have  two 
members,  so  that  Hochelaga  and  Montreal  will  have 
seven  members.  In  addition  to  that,  and  for  the 
purpose  of  avoiding  increasing  unduly  the  represen¬ 
tation  of  these  large  centres  of  population,  the  redis¬ 
tribution  takes  away  from  these  two  constituencies 
of  Montreal  and  Hochelaga,  parishes  which  will  be 
added  to  Jacques  Caftier  and  Laval.  In  addition 
to  that  the  County  of  Ottawa  calls  for  further  repre¬ 
sentation  on  account  of  its  population  -and  very 
great  extent.  We  propose  to  give  an  addi¬ 
tional  member  to  the  county,  therefore,  and 
under  the  new  arrangement  which  we  propose 
the  County  of  Ottawa  will  have  two  members 
with  a  constituency  of  32,000  population  each,  and 
the  constituencies  of  Hochelaga  and  Montreal  will 
have  a  population  of  35,000  each.  It  will  be  neces¬ 
sary,  of  course,  to  provide  for  these  new  constitu¬ 
encies  by  taking  from  other  portions  of  the  province 
where  the  population  is  not  so  large,  and  I  will 
mention  briefly  the  changes  which  are  proposed  to 
be  made,  and  will  then  read  from  the  Bill  which 
will  give  particulars  of  the  changes.  I  may  state, 
however,  at  this  point,  that  in  the  Province  of  Que¬ 
bec  the  unit  of  population,  I  think,  is  about  22,800 
as  nearly  as  it  can  be  made.  The  population  of  the 
Sir  John  Thompson. 


County  of  Ottawa  is  now  64,000.  Referring  parti¬ 
cularly  to  Montreal,  with  a  population,  as  I  have 
said,  of  nearly  200,000,  it  is  to  be  divided  into  five 
constituencies.  One,  St.  Mary’s  division,  will  have 
38,000  ;  St.  James  division  32,000,  the  St.  Law¬ 
rence  division  42,000,  the  St.  Antoine  division  44,- 
000,  and  the  present  Centre  division  is  left  intact 
under  the  name  of  St.  Anne’s  division,  with  a  popu¬ 
lation  of  28,000.  The  additional  constituency  taken 
for  the  County  of  Ottawa  is  supplied  by  joining  the 
two  constituencies  of  Three  Rivers  and  St.  Maurice, . 
and  the  three  other  constituencies  are  taken  from  the 
southern  counties,  that  is,  these  counties  lying  south 
of  the  St.  LawrenceRiver  from  the  western  boundary 
of  the  Province  of  Quebec  to  the  County  of  Nicolet. 
These  counties,  thirteen  in  number,  are  only  enti¬ 
tled  by  their  population  to  nine  members,  and  three 
counties  being  taken  out,  it  leaves  them  ten  mem¬ 
bers,  or  one  more  than  they  are  entitled  to  accord¬ 
ing  to  the  unit  of  population  which  I  have  just 
described.  Napierville  is  made  to  disappear  and  is 
divided  between  Chateauguay  and  Laprairie.  St. 
John  and  Iberville  are  joined  together,  and  Ver- 
cheres  is  also  made  to  disappear  and  is  divided  be¬ 
tween  Chambly,  St.  Hyaeinthe  and  Richelieu 
which  surround  it.  This  arrangement  gives  to  the 
region  formed  by  the  counties  north  of  Ottawa  and 
of  the  St.  Lawrence,  from  Pontiac  to  Champlain 
inclusive,  thirteen  members  with  a  population  of 
276,214.  That  is  an  average  for  each  county  of 
22,000  as  nearly  as  can  be  stated.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  asked  me^to  state  the  portions  of  the  con¬ 
stituencies  of  Montreal  and  Hochelaga  which 
are  given  to  the  neighbouring  constituencies 
of  Laval  and  Jacques  Cartier.  There  is  a 
new  constituency  called  the  electoral  dis¬ 
trict  of  West  Hochelaga,  which  will  consist  of 
the  town  of  Ste.  Cunegonde  and  St.  Henri,  and  of 
the  parishes  of  St.  Gabriel  Y\  ard  (annexed  to 
Montreal)  and  Cote  St.  Antoine.  East  Hochelaga 
will  consist  of  the  towns  of  Maisonneuve  and  Cote 
St.  Louis,  of  the  villages  of  Cote  "V  isitation  and 
Mile  End,  and  of  the  parishes  of  Hochelaga  Ward 
(annexed  to  Montreal)  and  St.  Jean  Baptiste  Ward 
I  (annexed  to  Montreal).  The  electoral  district  of 
Jacques  Cartier  will  hereafter  consist  of  the  town 
of  Lachine,  of  the  villages  of  Ste.  Anne  de  Bellevue, 
Ste.  Genevieve,  St.  Joachim  de  la  Pointe  Claire,  St. 
Laurent,  Cote  des  Neiges,  Cote  St.  Paul,  Notre 
Dame  de  Grace,  and  Verdun,  and  of  the  parishes 
of  Lachine  (Ste.  Anne  du  Bout  de  l’lsle),  Ste. 
Genevieve,  St.  Joachim  de  la  Pointe  Claire,  St. 
Laurent,  St.  Raphael  de  l’lsle  Bizard,  Cote  St. 
Paul,  Notre  Dame  des  Neiges  Ouest,  and  Outre- 
mont.  The  electoral  district  of  Laval  consists  of 
the  village  of  Ste.  Rose,  and  the  parishes  of  Ste. 
Dorothee,  St.  Francois  de  Salles,  St.  Martin,  Ste. 
Rose,  St.  Vincent  de  Paul,  Sault  au  Recollet,  St. 
Joseph  Riviere  des  Prairies,  St.  Leonard  de  Port 
Maurice,  Longue  Pointe  and  Pointe  aux  Trembles. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  What  is  the  population  in  the 
County  of  Laval  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  About  19,000.  The 
County  of  Ottawa  will  be  divided  thus  :  There 
i  will  be  an  electoral  district  of  South  Ottawa,  con- 
.  sisting  of  the  townships  of  Masham,  Eardley ,  W ake- 
field,  Hull  (including  the  city  of  Hull  and  the  town 
of  Aylmer),  Templeton,  Portland,  Derry,  Buck- 
>  iugham,  Mulgrave,  Lochaber,  Ripon  and  Petite 
;  Nation  ;  and  an  electoral  district  of  North  Ottawa, 
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consisting  of  the  townships  of  Lowe,  Denham, 
Bowman,  &o.,  &c.,  including  all  those  townships 
forming  the  remaining  part  of  Ottawa  County 
as  it  was  constituted  (including  unorganized  terri¬ 
tories)  on  the  31st  of  January,  1861,  by  section  1 
of  chapter  75  of  the  Consolidated  Statutes  of  Lower 
Canada. 

Mr.  LANGE  LIER.  What  will  be  the  popula¬ 
tion  of  each  division  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  About  32,000. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  not 
defined  in  what  manner  the  Counties  of  St.  John 
and  Iberville  are  to  be  constructed. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  They  are  to  be  united. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  I  understood  that  part  of  Na- 
pierville  was  going  to  Chateauguay. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  The  electoral  district 
of  St.  John  and  Iberville  will  consist  of  the  towns 
of  St.  John  and  Iberville,  and  of  the  parishes  of  St. 
Jean  l’Evangeliste,  St.  Luc,  Ste.  Marguerite  de 
Blairfindie  (L’Acadie),  St.  Alexandre,  Ste.  Anne 
de  Sabrevois,  St.  Athanase,  Ste.  Brigide,  St.  Georges 
de  Henriville,  St.  Gregoire  le  Grand,  St.  Sebastien 
and  St.  Valentin.  The  electoral  district  of  Cha¬ 
teauguay  will  consist  of  the  villages  of  St.  Remi 
and  Napierville,  and  of  the  parishes  of  St.  Martin, 
St.  Urbain  Premier,  Tres  St.  Sacrement  (de  St. 
Jean  Chrysostome  and  Ste.  Martine),  St.  Remi,  St. 
Patrice  de  Sherrington,  St.  Edouard,  St.  Cyprien, 
St.  Antoine  Abbe,  Ste.  Clotilde  and  St.  Jean 
Chrysostome. 

Mr.  BRODEUR.  I  understood  that  one  part  of 
Napierville  was  to  be  put  in  Chateauguay,  and  it 
seems  that  some  parishes  of  Chateauguay  are  to  be 
put  iu  Laprairie. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  The  electoral  district 
of  Laprairie  will  be  the  villages  of  Laprairie  and 
Sault  St.  Louis  (Indian  village  of  Caughnawaga), 
and  of  the  parishes  of  Laprairie,  St.  Constant,  St. 
Isidore,  St.  Jacques  le  Mineur,  St.  Philippe,  St. 
Michel  Archange,  St.  Joachim  de  Chat  eaftguay  and 
Ste.  Pliilomene. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  That  is  a  gerrymander  with  a 
vengeance. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  hope  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  will  not  apply  that  awkward  name  to  any 
part  of  this  Bill.  There  is  nothing  in  it  of  that 
character. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  M  ill  the  hon.  gentleman  tell 
us  now  what  becomes  of  Vercheres  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  If  I  read  the  descrip¬ 
tions  of  Chambly,  Richelieu  and  St.  Hyacinthe,  I 
think  they  will  contain  the  remnants  of  Vercheres. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  What  is  left  of  Rouville  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  The  electoral  district 
of  Rouville  shall  consist  of  the  village  of  St. 
Cesaire  and  St.  Dominique. 

Mr.  BRODEUR.  That  is  Bagot. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  The  hon.  gentleman 
does  not  recognize  his  own  province.  It  must  be 
due  to  my  bad  pronunciation.  The  electoral  dis¬ 
trict  of  Rouville  will  consist  of  the  villages  of  St. 
Cesaire,  St.  Dominique,  St.  Pie,  St.  Paul,  L’Ange 
Gardien,  Notre  Dame  de  Bonsecours,  St.  Jean 
Baptiste,  St.  Hilaire,  Beloeil  and  Ste.  Magdeleine 
de  la  Presentation,  St.  Charles  and  Notre  Dame. 


Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  Is  there  any  change  in 
Pontiac  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  No. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  Before  the  hon. 
gentleman  passes  to  Ontario,  would  he  be  kind 
enough  to  say  if  there  are  any  other  changes  in  the 
Province  of  Quebec  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  think  I  mentioned 
all  of  them.  In  the  Province  of  Ontario  very  few 
changes  are  proposed. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  Happy  province. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  It  has  been  well 
attended  to  before. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  Changes  are  not  needed. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  think  there  are  some 
changes  needed,  more  in  the  representation  of  the 
constituencies  in  this  House  than  in  the  constitu¬ 
encies, — 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Hear,  hear. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON — but  we  have  decided 
to  leave  that  in  the  hands  of  the  electors  who  are 
doing  it  so  admirably.  We  do  not  propose  to  pass 
any  statute  on  that  subject. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  But  in  the  other  pro¬ 
vinces  you  propose  to  help  the  electors. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  No,  we  do  not  ;  but 
the  changes  which  have  been  made  are  more 
extensive  in  that  province  for  the  reasons  I  have 
mentioned,  that  it  is  necessary  to  give  these  very 
large  centres  of  population,  Montreal,  Ottawa  and 
Hochelaga,  additional  representation  in  this  House, 
and-  that  could  not  be  done  without  altering  a 
number  of  constituencies  which  have  smaller 
populations.  I  was  about  to  mention  that  the 
reasons  which  call  for  the  change  in  the  Pro¬ 
vince  of  Ontario  are  principally  of  the  kind  I  have 
just  mentioned  with  regard  to  population.  There 
is  the  case  of  the  city  of  Toronto  which,  on  the 
same  principle  as  that  which  has  called  for  a  change 
with  regard  to  Montreal,  requires  additional  repre¬ 
sentation.  There  is  a  necessity  likewise  for  providing 
for  an  additional  representative  for  the  great 
district  of  Algoma,  and  likewise  for  a  portion  of  the 
populationforthe  County  of  Renfrew,  which  popula¬ 
tion  is  at  present  out  of  the  limits  and  range  of  repre¬ 
sentation.  The  district  I  refer  to  is  North  Renfrew. 
We  propose  to  give  a  member  to  the  Nipissing  dis¬ 
trict,  and  this  will  include  a  portion  of  Eastern 
Algoma,  and  we  propose  to  give  an  additional 
member  to  the  city  of  Toronto.  In  order  to  pro¬ 
vide  for  this  additional  representation,  Niagara 
district  is  restricted  so  as  to  bring  the  constituen¬ 
cies  more  nearly  up  to  the  average  representative 
population.  The  only  other  changes  in  the  Bill  are 
the  township  of  Clarence  which  is  taken  from  the 
County  of  Russell  and  added  to  Prescott,  thereby 
tending  to  equalize  the  population  and  place  Clar¬ 
ence  in  a  riding  where  the  people  will  be  more  in 
harmony  with  the  rest  of  the  population  of  the  rid¬ 
ing.  The  Island  of  Scugog  is  taken  from  North 
Ontario  and  placed  in  South  Ontario.  The  island 
properly  belongs,  as  regards  geographical  proxim¬ 
ity,  to  the  constituency  in  which  we  propose  to 
place  it,  and  the  popidation  is  not  large,  about 
600.  The  village  of  North  Elgin  is  taken  from 
North  Bruce  and  placed  in  West  Bruce  to  which 
it  belongs  geographically.  If  I  am  not  mistaken, 
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the  village  a  considerable  distance  from  the 
limits  of  the  constituency  in  which  it  is  placed  now. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  The  same  distance  as 
it  was  ten  years  ago. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  Yes,  and  no  doubt 
the  hon.  gentleman  will  not  be  better  satisfied  now 
than  he  was  ten  years  ago  when  it  was  put  into 
the  constituency  from  which  it  is  now  taken.  The 
Counties  of  Lincoln  and  Welland  are  united. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Do  you  mean 
that  Lincoln  and  Welland  are  one  county  and  one 
member  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  No  ;  I  will  give  the 
details.  The  electoral  district  of  the  County  of 
Lincoln  and  Niagara  will  consist  of  the  town  of 
Niagara,  the  city  of  St.  Catharines,  the  townships 
of  Grantham,  Clinton,  Louth,  Pelham,  and  Gains¬ 
borough,  and  the  villages  of  Beamsville  and  Port 
Dalhousie.  The  electoral  district  of  the  County  of 
Welland  will  consist  of  the  townships  of  Bertie, 
Crowland,  Humberstone,  Stanford,  Thorold  and 
Willoughby,  the  villages  of  Chippawa,  Fort  Erie, 
Niagara  Falls,  Merritton,  and  Port  Colborne,  and 
the  towns  of  Niagara  Falls,  Thorold  and  Welland. 
The  electoral  district  of  the  Counties  of  Haldimand 
and  Monck  will  consist  of  the  townships  of  Oneida, 
Rainham,  Seneca,  North  Cayuga  and  South  Cayuga, 
Canborough,  Dunn,  Moulton,  Sherbrooke,  W  ain- 
fleet,  and  the  villages  of  Caledonia,  Cayuga,  Hagers- 
ville  and  Dunnville. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  Are  Haldimand  and 
Monck  made  into  one  constituency  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  Not  as  they  are  now, 
but  there  will  be  one  county  described  as  I  have 
stated.  South  Wentworth  will  consist  of  the 
townships  of  South  Fleet,  Binbrooke,  Barton, 
Glanford,  North  and  South  Grimsby,  Caister,  East 
and  West  Flamborough,  the  town  of  Dundas,  and 
the  villages  of  Grimsby  and  Waterdown.  The 
electoral  district  of  North  Wentworth  and  Brant 
will  consist  of  the  townships  of  Ancaster,  Blenheim, 
East  Brantford,  South  Dumfries  and  Beverley.  The 
electoral  district  of  the  south  riding  of  the  County 
of  Norfolk  will  consist  of  the  townships  of 
Houghton,  Walsingham,  Charlotteville,  Woodhouse 
and  Walpole,  the  town  of  Simcoe,  and  the  villages 
of  Port  Dover  and  Port  Rowan.  I  think  I  have 
mentioned  the  only  changes  made  by  the  Bill  in 
the  Province  of  Ontario.  It  will  be  observed  that 
the  reconstruction  which  will  take  place  is  confined 
to  the  neighbourhood  of  Toronto  and  the  group  of 
districts  about  Lake  Ontario,  and  every  effort  has 
been  made  to  interfere  as  little  as  possible  with  the 
representation  as  it  exists  at  present,  and  with  the 
geographical  lines. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  I  would  ask  the  Min¬ 
ister  if  the  population  in  the  Niagara  district  is 
not  greater  than  the  population  east  of  Kingston  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  cannot  make  the 
calculation  while  I  am  on  my  feet. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  I  understood  the  object 
was  to  equalize  the  constituencies  and  to  bring 
them  nearly  up  to  the  unit  of  comparison  ;  but  are 
not  the  districts  east  of  Kingston  populated  much 
less  than  those  west  of  Kingston  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  We  could  not  equalize 
all  through  Canada  without  making  a  most  sweep¬ 
ing  change.  We  think  these  changes  are  all 
Sir  John  Thompson. 


necessary  to  give  additional  representation  where 
it  was  called  for,  and  can  be  justified  on  the  ground 
of  numerical  population. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Will  you  give 
us  the  population  of  Haldimand  and  Monck,  and 
North  Wentworth  and  Brant  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  was  about  to  give 
the  population  of  these  constituencies.  I  think  the 
unit  of  population  in  Ontario  is  about  22,000  or 
23,000,  North  Wentworth  had  a  population  of 
14,591,  North  Brant  16,993,  South  Wentworth 
16,770,  Lincoln  21,806,  Welland  25,131,  Monck 
15,315,  Haldimand  16,318,  South  Norfolk  17,/ 80. 
Under  the  proposed  arrangement  Haldimand  and 
Monck  will  have  a  population  of  21,474,  South 
Norfolk  22,702,  North  Wentworth  and  Brant 
21,629,  South  Wentworth  25,725,  Lincoln  and  Ni¬ 
agara  25,230  and  Welland  26,944.  The  population 
will  be  much  more  nearly  equalized  in  these  coun¬ 
ties  and  will  be  brought  nearer  to  the  unit  of  the 
province.  Now  we  will  refer  to  the  I  ro\  ince  of 
Manitoba. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  Before  leaving  the  Province 
of  Ontario,  I  would  ask  the  hon.  gentleman  where 
does  Manitoulin  Island  fall  in  the  division  of  the 
Algoma  district  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  It  remains  in  the 
western  division  where  it  is  now  with  the  other 
islands.  The  House,  of  course,  has  observed  the 
extent  of  the  increase  of  population  in  the  Pro\  ince 
of  Manitoba,  that  population  having  increased  from 
62,260  to  154,442,  requiring  that  her  representa¬ 
tion  in  this  House  should  be  raised  from  five  to 
seven.  I  will  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
the  wav  in  which  that  additional  representation  is 
provided  for.  A  change  has  been  made  by  calling 
the  present  constituency  of  Lisgar,  Selkirk.  The 
reason  for  this  is  that  there  are  the  towns  of  East 
Selkirk  and  West  Selkirk  in  this  constituency,  and 
all  of  Lord  Selkirk’s  old  settlers  live  in  that  con¬ 
stituency.  For  those  reasons  we  think  iSelkiik  is  a 
more  appropriate  name  than  Lisgar.  Provencher 
remains  as  it  was  before.  Old  Selkirk  is  div  ided 
into  two  ridings.  The  reason  for  this  division  in 
the  population  is  that  Lisgar  was  well  and  thickly 
settled.  Brandon,  it  is  to  be  expected,  will,  in 
about  four  years,  fill  up  and  have  more  than  the 
present  population  of  Lisgar,  and  make  them  about 
equal.  Marquette  we  have  divided  into  two  con¬ 
stituencies,  Macdonald  and  Marquette.  I  need  not 
say  to  the  House  that  in  selecting  a  name  for  the 
new  constituency  we  have  give  the  name  of 
the  statesman  who  was  leader  of  the  House  for  so 
many  years,  and  has  devoted  so  much  of  his  life 
to  the  development  of  this  country,  and  especially 
with  matters  connected  with  the  development  of  the 
territories  out  of  which  the  Province  of  Manitoba 
was  created.  For  that  reason  it  was  deemed  pro¬ 
per  to  give  the  name  Macdonald  to  one  of  the  new 
constituencies.  The  discrepancy  in  the  population 
between  Macdonald  and  Marquette,  can  be 
explained  by  the  fact  that  the  Dauphin  country 
is  in  Marquette,  and  the  territory  in  Mar¬ 
quette  will  fill  up  in  a  few  years,  in  all  pro¬ 
bability,  to  equal,  if  not  exceed,  Macdonald.  The 
unorganized  territory  in  Provencher,  it  is  ex¬ 
pected,  will  fill  up  likewise  and  largely  build  up 
the  population  there.  If  the  House  desires  it,  I. 
will  read  the  descriptions  of  the  lines,  but  I  sup¬ 
pose  it  will  only  be  tiresome  to  the  House.  I  will 
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mention  the  population  of  the  constituencies  as 
they  will  exist.  The  city  of  Winnipeg  has  apopu- 
tion  of  25,639  ;  Lisgar  has  29,287,  that  will  be  East 
Selkirk  ;  Brandon  has  22,403  ;  Marquette,  12,509  ; 
Macdonald,  22,104;  West  Selkirk,  23,560;  Pro- 
vencher,  22,104.  I  mentioned  to  the  House  that 
it  was  not  proposed  to  make  any  change  for  the 
present  in  the  representation  of  the  Territories. 
There  is  no  change  required  in  the  number  of  mem¬ 
bers  for  the  Province  of  British  Columbia,  but  a 
change  does  seem  called  for  by  the  peculiar  distri¬ 
bution  of  property,  to  say  nothing  of  territorial 
extent. 

Mr.  WATSON.  Before  the  Minister  leaves 
Manitoba,  would  he  just  give  the  divisions  of  north 
and  south,  east  and  west,  for  Marquette  and  Mac¬ 
donald  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  Marquette  will  com¬ 
prise  the  rural  municipalities  of  Odanah,  Clan  Wil¬ 
liam,  Harrison,  Saskatchewan,  Blanchard,  Strath- 
clair,  Shoal  Lake,  Oak  River,  Miniota,  Archie, 
Birtle,  Ellice,  Russell,  Silver  Creek,  Rossburn, 
Shell  River,  Boulton,  the  town  of  Minnedosa,  the 
town  of  Birtle,  and  the  town  of  Rapid  City  ; 
and  also  all  the  organized  territory  lying  between 
the  western  boundary  of  the  Province  of  Manitoba 
and  the  easternly  limit  of  range  1 7,  west  of  the 
1st  west  principal  meridian,  north  of  township  18  in 
ranges  17  and  22  inclusive  of  west  principal  meri¬ 
dian,  and  also  lying  north  of  township  28  in  ranges 
23  to  29  inclusive  of  west  principal  meridian, 
for  the  northern  boundary  of  the  Province  of 
Manitoba.  The  electoral  district  of  Macdonald 
shall  comprise  the  rural  municipalities  of  South 
Cypress,  South  Norfolk,  North  Norfolk,  North 
Cypress,  Langford,  Rosedale,  Lansdowne,  West- 
bourne,  Portage  la  Prairie,  and  the  town  of  Por¬ 
tage  la  Prairie,  the  town  of  Gladstone,  the  town  of 
Neepawa,  and  the  village  of  Carberry,  together 
with  the  unorganized  territory  lying  within  and 
boupded  by  the  following  limits,  that  is  to  say  : 
On  the  west  by  the  eastern  limit  of  range  17,  west 
principal  meridian,  on  the  east  by  a  line  running 
through  the  middle  of  Lake  Manitoba,  on  the  south 
by  the  northern  boundary  of  township  20,  and  the 
same  produced  east  to  the  same  line  running  to  the 
middle  of  Lake  Manitoba,  and  on  the  north  by 
the  northern  boundary  of  the  Province  of  Manitoba. 
I  was  going  on  to  say,  that  in  the  Province  of 
British  Columbia,  the  only  changes  proposed  are 
made  necessary  by  the  changes  which  the  influx  of 
population  have  created.  That  will  be  apparent 
when  I  mention  the  population,  and  when  it  is 
compared  with  the  extent  of  the  territorial  divisions 
as  now  constituted.  There  are  three  electoral  dis¬ 
tricts  outside  the  Island  of  Vancouver.  These  are 
at  present,  New  Westminster,  Caribou  and  Yale. 
We  propose  that  the  new  electoral  district  of  New 
Westminster  shall  consist  of  New  Westminster 
district  and  the  Coast  district,  as  defined  in  the 
public  notice  issued  from  the  Lands  and  Works 
Office  in  said  colony,  on  the  15th  December,  1869, 
purporting  to  be  in  accordance  with  the  provision 
of  the  39th  clause  of  the  Mineral  Ordinance  of 
1869,  and  to  give  to  that  New  Westminster  dis¬ 
trict  two  members.  We  propose  that  the  electoral 
district  of  Yale  and  Caribou  shall  be  joined,  and 
that  the  new  district  shall  consist  of  Caribou, 
Lillooet,  Yale  and  Kootenay  districts,  as  specified 
in  the  same  public  notice.  That  will,  of  course, 


have  one  member.  The  new  district  of  Yale  and 
Caribou  will  have  a  population  of  about  20,500  ; 
New  Westminster  will  have  42,226,  with  two 
members  ;  Vancouver  electoral  district  will  have 
18,229  ;  and  Victoria,  with  two  members,  18,538, 
as  it  is  now. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  Does  the  lion,  gentle¬ 
man  retain  the  double  constituencies  of  Pictou, 
Halifax  and  Ottawa  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  Yes,  and  Cape  Bre¬ 
ton.  I  was  going  to  say  ,in  mentioning  the  changes 
in  Ontario,  that  I  did  not  refer  to  the  change  in 
the  city  of  Ottawa,  because  it  is  a  very  slight  one. 

It  was  merely  made  in  view  of  the  municipal  , 
change  which  has  brought  Stewarton  into  the  city 
of  Ottawa,  and  which  occurred  after  the  last  dis¬ 
tribution  was  passed.  For  municipal  purposes, 
and  I  believe  for  provincial  purposes  also,  Stew¬ 
arton  was  comprised  in  the  city  of  Ottawa. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  Is  it  proposed  to  divide 
Hamilton  and  Halifax  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  If  it  were  proposed 
to  do  that  I  would  have  mentioned  it  long  before 
this. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  The  lion, 
gentleman  did  not  state  how  Toronto  is  to  be 
divided  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  West  Toronto  will 
be  given  two  members,  and  the  other  two  divisions 
will  remain  as  they  are. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I. )  How  many  districts  in 
Canada  will  have  a  double  representation  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  cannot  tell  on  the 
spur  of  the  moment. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Is  West  To¬ 
ronto  to  be  divided  into  two  districts  or  to  be  given 
two  members  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  West  Toronto,  as  it 
is  now,  will  have  two  members. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  Mr.  Speaker,  it  is  impossible 
at  this  stage  to  discuss  at  all  the  measure  which 
has  just  been  introduced,  because  whatever  good 
or  whatever  bad  there  may  be  in  the  measure  it¬ 
self  consists  in  the  details  of  the  apportionment 
which  has  been  made,  and  at  first  glance  it  is  not 
possible  to  say  whether  the  apportionment  is  fair 
or  unfair,  but  I  must  say  at  once  that  as  far  as  the 
Province  of  Quebec  is  concerned,  in  so  far  as  I  can 
see  it  at  first  sight,  the  apportionment  seems  to  me 
to  have  been  the  most  arbitrary  that  could  have 
been  designed.  I  am  sorry,  Sir,  that  those  who 
were  in  charge  of  that  measure  from  the  Province 
of  Quebec  did  not  choose  to  follow  the  principle 
which  was  laid  down  as  far  as  the  Province  of  New 
Brunswick  is  concerned  ;  that  is  to  say,  of  making 
the  changes  in  the  line  of  existing  divisions.  In 
the  Province  of  New  Brunswick,  two  counties  are 
united  together,  and  in  so  far  as  I  can  see,  whenever 
changes  are  to  take  place,  if  the  changes  are  made 
on  this  line,  it  is  the  least  objectionable  of  all. 
Likewise  in  the  Province  of  Quebec,  the  city  of 
Three  Rivers  and  the  district  of  St.  Maurice  are 
united,  and  at  first  blush  without  looking  at  the 
details  of  the  Bill  I  can  see  no  very  serious  objec¬ 
tion  to  that.  Likewise  the  County  of  Ottawa, 
which  has  a  very  large  extent  in  territory  and  a 
population  exceeding  60,000,  is  divided  into  two 
counties,  and  if  the  division  is  made  on  at  all  a 
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fair  basis,  which  I  cannot  say  at  this  moment,  the 
principle  seems  to  be  one  which  cannot  seriously 
lie  objected  to.  But  when  we  come  to  the  counties 
south  of  the  St.  Lawrence  River  in  the  Province  of 
Quebec,  where  the  strength  of  the  Liberal  party 
lias  always  been  for  twenty  years  or  more,  we 
find  gerrymander  on  such  a  scale  that  it  will  be 
impossible  to  recognize  the  counties  now  in  exist¬ 
ence.  No  attention  has  been  ,  paid  to  ex¬ 
isting  limits,  parishes  which  have  been 
united  together  for  very  many  years  are 
now  divided  and  are  jumbled  over  into  five  or  six 
different  counties.  The  County  of  Vercheres,  an 
old  county  which  was  represented  in  the  old  Parlia¬ 
ment  of  Canada  by  Sir  George  Cartier,  for,  I  believe, 
more  than  1 5  years,  now  disappears  and  is  distri¬ 
buted  into  three  different  counties,  Richelieu,  St. 
Hyacinthe  and  Chambly.  Then  the  County  of 
Chambly  receives  a  portion  of  the  County  of  Rou- 
ville,  and  the  County  of  Rouville  receives  a  portion 
of  St.  Hyacinthe,  if  I  remember  aright,  and  a  por¬ 
tion  of  Bagot  also.  What  reason  or  what  justifi¬ 
cation  can  there  be  for  that  ?  As  far  as  the  city  of 
Montreal  and  the  County  of  Hochelaga  are  concern¬ 
ed,  I  cannot  speak  with  very  great  accuracy  because 
the  limits  have  been  given  in  only  a  very  imperfect 
manner,  but  so  far  as  I  can  see  enough  has  beengiven 
to  enable  me  to  congratulate  the  Minister  of  Public 
Works,  who  had  in  the  County  of  Laval  a  very 
soft  bed  before,  and  who  will  have  in  the  new 
County  of  Laval  a  still  softer  one  now. 

Mr.  OUIMET.  Mr.  Speaker,  thehon.  the  leader 
of  the  Opposition,  in  his  closing  remarks,  said 
that  the  Minister  of  Public  Works  had  a  soft  bed 
before  in  the  County  of  Laval.  I  confess  that 
indeed  I  had,  but  I  won  it  after  a  hard  fight 
and  I  kept  it,  and  nobody  can  blame  me  for  that. 
If  I  had  attended  to  any  selfish  motives,  if  I  had 
listened  to  the  appeals  made  to  me  from  my  friends 
in  my  county,  wdio  have  so  faithfully  fought  for 
me  and  for  the  party,  the  old  county  of  Laval 
wTould  not  have  been  disturbed,  and  there  are 
very  good  geographical  reasons  why  it  should  not 
be  disturbed.  The  lion,  the  leader  of  the  Opposi¬ 
tion  has  mentioned  that  the  County  of  Vercheres 
should  not  have  been  disturbed  on  account  of 
its  historic  name,  but  I  may  remind  him  that 
the  County  of  Laval  bears  a  name  which  is 
certainly  the  equal  of  V ercheres,  and  besides,  geo¬ 
graphically  speaking,  my  county  was  intended  to 
stand  alone,  as  it  is  an  island.  If  I  took  some 
parishes  from  Hochelaga  in  order  to  decrease  the 
already  too  large  population  of  that  county,  I  think 
I  should  have  received  credit  for  having  done  so. 
I  may  say  to  the  lion,  leader  of  the  Opposition, 
besides,  that  the  parishes  wdiich  are  now  added  to 
my  county  were  in  the  last  election  largely  Liberal, 
and  perhaps  after  1 9  years  of  battle  to  remain  in  this 
Parliament,  it  might  have  been  reasonable  for  me 
as  an  old  stager  to  expect  to  be  left  alone.  But  I 
added  these  parishes  to  my  county,  and  I  did  it 
from  no  selfish  purpose,  but  in  order  that  I  might 
not  be  open  to  the  attacks  which  the  lion,  gentle¬ 
man  has  now  made  against  me.  Now  that  my 
personal  case  has  been  settled,  I  will  try  to  explain 
how  I  thought  the  divisions  that  I  assisted  in 
making  in  the  Province  of  Quebec,  are  fair.  I  may 
say  that  we  have  divided  the  province  into  three 
large  groups  for  the  purpose  of  redistribution.  The 
first  group  consisting  of  the  counties  which  we  call 
Mr.  Laitrier. 


the  “  Quebec  Counties  ”  according  to  political  divi¬ 
sions,  are  twenty  in  number.  They  extend  from 
Champlain,  Portneuf  inclusive,  to  Chicoutimi  and 
Saguenay  ;  and  on  the  other  side  of  the  river  from 
Gaspe  up  to  Nicolet.  These  twenty  counties  have 
a  population  of  443,900,  which  divided  by  twenty 
gives  a  population  of  22, 195  for  each.  Thus,  although 
the  average  population  of  each  of  the  twenty 
counties  does  not  reach  the  unit  of  population  fixed 
by  law,  that  is,  22,800  it  comes  pretty  near  to 
that ;  and  it  was  thought  fair,  in  order  to  avoid 
any  friction  or  complaint — though  it  was  a  great 
sacrifice  on  the  part  of  our  friends  from  the  dis¬ 
trict  of  Quebec — not  to  have  any  changes  made  in 
those  counties.  I  think  we  ought  to  be  credited 
for  that.  Now,  the  counties  of  the  Eastern 
Townships  are  ten  in  number,  representing 
an  aggregate  population  of  225,216,  or  an  average 
of  22,540.  In  these  there  were  inequalities  in  the 
representation  to  be  remedied,  but  we  thought  it 
would  be  more  satisfactory  to  the  public,  and  also 
to  the  Opposition,  that  no  change  should  be  made 
there,  since  the  average  was  as  near  as  possible  to 
that  fixed  by  law,  Then,  we  come  to  what  I  call 
the  political  district  or  region  of  Montreal,  which  is 
formed  of  three  great  groups,  that  is,  the  thirteen 
counties  lying  north  of  the  Ottawa  River  and 
the  St.  Lawrence,  from  Pontiac  to  Champlain, 
which  have  common  interests  and  are  pretty 
similarly  situated.  These  thirteen  counties  have 
an  aggregate  population  of  -  276,214,  giving  an 
average  for  each  county  of  21,297.  We  felt  obliged 
to  give  an  additional  representation  to  Ottawa 
County,  for  which  the  hon.  leader  of  the  Opposition 
might  give  us  credit,  for  he  knows  that  Ottawa 
County  is  a  Liberal  county.  If  he  consults  the 
returns  from  the  last  elections  he  will  see  that  in 
each  of  the  divisions  as  made,  the  Liberal  candidate 
had  a  majority.  So  that  from  a  political  point  of 
view — though  we  did  not  and  ought  not  to  consider 
that — we  have  practically  given  the  Opposition  one 
more  member  there. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Both well).  That  escaped  your  at¬ 
tention. 

Mr.  OUIMET.  It  did  not  escape  our  attention. 
We  shall  look  after  it  at  the  next  election.  Now, 
Three  Rivers  and  St.  Maurice  have  not  the  average 
population,  and  although  they  were  two  Conserva¬ 
tive  counties,  and  although  both  are  represented  by 
two  very  valuable  and,  I  may  say,  most  prominent 
members,  we  thought  we  could  not  avoid — though 
we  did  so  very  reluctantly — uniting  these  counties. 

Mr.  BRODEUR.  What  is  the  name  of  the  new 
county  ? 

Mr.  OUIMET.  It  will  be  known  by  the  name 
of  Three  Rivers  and  St.  Maurice.  Their  bound¬ 
aries  are  not  disturbed.  Coming  to  the  group 
which  I  call  the  central  group,  extending  be¬ 
tween  the  Ottawa  River  on  the  one  side  and  the 
St.  Lawrence  River  on  the  other,  formed  by  the 
Counties  of  Soulanges,  Vaudreuil,  Jacques  Cartier, 
Hochelaga,  Laval,  Montreal  West,  Montreal 
Centre  and  Montreal  East,  these  eight  counties 
contain  a  total  population  of  307,312,  an  average 
for  each  of  38,416.  According  to  the  unit  this 
group  is  entitled  to  thirteen  representatives ;  but 
in  order  not  to  be  too  harsh  upon  the  other  groups, 
we  only  give  eleven  representatives  to  this  central 
group,  dividing  it  as  rationally  as  can  be  done 
under  the  circumstances.  Laval  and  Jacques 
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Cartier  are  what  we  might  call  rural  counties. 
Hochelaga  was  composed  before  partly  of  what  I 
call  suburban  population,  and  partly  of  rural  pop¬ 
ulation.  We  thought  it  would  be  fair  to  divide 
between  Laval  on  one  side,  and  Jacques  'Cartier on 
the  other,  the  rural  part  of  Hochelaga,  and  to 
divide  in  two  that  part  of  Hochelaga  composed  of 
suburban  population. 

Mr.  BRODEUR.  The  Counties  of  Soulanges  and 
Vaudreuil  are  not  united  ? 

Mr.  OUIMET.  They  are  not,  and  I  will  give 
the  reasons.  These  two  counties  form  part  of  the 
central  group,  and  if  any  one  has  a  right  to  com¬ 
plain  of  under  representation,  it  is  the  population 
composing  that  central  group,  and  not  the  popu¬ 
lation  of  the  other  counties  which  have  more  than 
their  share  of  representation.  Besides,  I  think  a 
very  good  additional  reason  is  that,  in  future,  the 
increase  of  population  will  likely  take  place  in  that 
central  group  ;  and  it  is  more  than  likely  that  ten 
years  hence,  when  a  new  distribution  is  made, 
this  central  group  will  be  entitled  to  an  increased 
representation,  and  it  will  take  it  from  itself.  Then 
will  be  the  time  to  unite  the  Counties  of  Vaudreuil 
and  Soulanges.  Now,  the  southern  group,  lying 
south  of  the  St.  Lawrence,  is  composed  of  thirteen 
counties,  having  a  total  population  of  224,900, 
which  entitles  them  only  to  nine  members.  At 
the  present  moment  they  have  thirteen  represen¬ 
tatives,  and  we  thought  it  only  fair  to  take  from 
that  group,  Liberal  or  not,  the  three  seats  that  we 
wanted  out  of  the  four  which  they  had  in  excess  of 
their  rightful  number,  and  so  we  have  done  ;  but 
we  have  done  it  with  no  intention  of  injuring  our 
opponents  politically.  We  have  done  it  in  a  way 
to  interfere  as  little  as  possible  with  the  geogra¬ 
phical  boundries,  and  with  a  due  regard  to  popu¬ 
lation.  First,  we  have  done  what  my  hon.  friend 
advised  us  to  do  in  every  case.  That  is,  we  have 
attached  together  two  counties  which  are  lying 
contiguous,  the  Counties  of  St.  John  and  Iberville. 

Mr.  BRODEUR.  They  are  separated  by  a 
river. 

Mr.  OUIMET.  My  county  was  separated  by 
two  rivers.  That  will  be  another  river  for  the 
hon.  member  to  cross.  Now,  we  had  to  take  a 
county  from  the  three  adjoining  counties,  Chateau- 
guay,  Napierville  and  Laprairie.  Laprairie  had 
not  the  requisite  population,  and  in  order  to  com¬ 
plete  the  number  we  had  to  add  to  it  part  of  Cha- 
teauguay,  not  because  it  was  Conservative,  for  I 
think  the  majority  in  the  last  election  was  Liberal 
in  the  parishes  of  Chateauguay  and  Ste.  Philomene. 

Mr.  BRODEUR.  Why  not  add  Ste.  Martine  ? 

Mr.  OUIMET.  We  might  have  very  well  add¬ 
ed  Ste.  Martine  to  Laprairie  and  have  added  to  the 
Conservative  majority  of  Laprairie,  but  we  did  not 
do  so  because  we  thought  it  would  be  an  apparent 
injustice,  and  did  not  want  to  be  open  to  the  charge 
of  having  made  the  division  from  a  purely  political 
point  of  view  and  in  order  to  bring  about  direct 
advantages.  I  am  very  sorry,  on  account  of  my 
hon.  friend  from  Napierville,  that  the  name  of  his 
county  should  disappear,  but,  as  in  the  case  of  St. 
John  and  Iberville,  we  could  not  do  otherwise, 
because  Napierville  had  to  be  divided  in  two, 
and  it  was  impossible  to  add  it  to  the  next 
county.  Now  I  come  to  what  appears  to 
be  a  sore  point,  and  I  am  very  sorry  for  our  old 


friend  from  Vercheres,  and  I  hope  this  will  not  be 
the  means  of  securing  his  disappearance  from  our 
midst  after  the  long  years  he  has  served  his  coun¬ 
try  so  well,  but  it  had  to  be  done  and  we  did  it  in 
order  to  make  the  divisions  of  that  territory  as 
equal  as  possible.  The  County  of  Chambly  was 
the  lowest  in  population,  and  in  order  not  to  spoil 
its  geographical  appearance,  we  just  took  from  the 
County  of  Vercheres  the  two  parishes  of  Laprairie, 
Varennes  and  Ste.  Julie,  and  going  in  that  direc¬ 
tion  we  had  to  cross  the  river  and  take  two  or 
threeparishes  from  Ron  ville.  My  hon.  friend  will  not 
be  sorry  as  these  parishes  were  not  too  overwhelm¬ 
ingly  in  his  favour  during  the  last  election,  and 
it  will  only  improve,  at  all  events,  his  own  position. 
Le  malheur  cle  Vun  fait  le  bonheur  de  V autre  applies 
in  this  as  in  most  occasions  of  life.  The  remain¬ 
der  of  Vercheres  lias  been  attached  to  Richelieu. 
Richelieu  until  last  year  was  a  Conservative  county, 
and  whether  this  change  will  make  it  a  Liberal 
county  I  do  not  know.  If  it  were  a  question  as  to 
whether  the  name  of  Richelieu  would  be  less  dear 
to  the  heart  of  my  hon.  friend  than  the  name  of 
Vercheres,  it  would  be  very  easy  to  make  the  change 
and  call  the  two  counties  Vercheres  instead  of 
Richelieu. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  What  is  there  in  a  name  ? 

Mr.  OUIMET.  It  is  the  electors  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  wants  and  not  the  name.  If  we  had  left  the 
remainder  of  Vercheres  with  Richelieu,  it  would 
have  made  too  much,  and  we  thought  it  would 
be  very  useful  to  temper  the  very  pronounced 
Liberal  colour  of  St.  Hyacinthe  by  adding  to 
St.  Hyacinthe  the  two  parishes  of  St.  Marc 
and  St.  Antoine.  As  to  the  County  of  Rouville, 
I  suppose  I  need  not  justify  the  valuable  addi¬ 
tions  we  have  made  in  favour  of  our  friend  the 
!  present  representative.  As  to  Bagot,  we  had  to 
take  from  Richelieu  the  parish  which  was  next  to 
it  and  which  properly  belongs  to  it,  and  my  hon. 
friend,  the  member  for  Bagot,  was  so  sensitive  that 
he  was  afraid  of  being  open  to  the  charge  of  having 
taken  away  too  many  of  his  opponents  in  the  par¬ 
ishes  of  St.  Pie  and  St.  Dominique,  and  he  took  the 
Liberal  parishes  from  Drummond  and  Arthabaska, 
which  have  already  too  much  population.  These 
two  Liberal  parishes  he  expects  to  manage  so  that 
in  the  future  they  will  be  good  Conservatives. 
Those  are  St.  Guillaume  and  St.  Bonaventure. 
After  these  explanations,  I  am  sure  that  my 
hon.  friend  will  ^withdraw  his  expression  of 
opinion  that  the  changes  we  were  obliged  to 
make  were  most  arbitrarily  made.  I  think  our 
friends  have  more  reason  to  complain  than  our  op¬ 
ponents,  and  if  I  had  been  left  to  myself,  if  we  had 
not  wished  to  avoid  giving  the  slightest  ground  for 
the  charge  of  unfairness,  I  would  rather  than  have 
seen  any  change,  for  reasons  that  willbeobvioustothe 
hon.  member  for  Vercheres,  have  preferred  to  keep 
my  county  as  it  is,  just  as  he  would  like  to  preserve 
his  own.  But  the  inequality  of  representation  was 
so  glaring  that  we  had  to  do  justice  to  the  city 
of  Montreal  and  the  suburbs  of  Montreal  and 
Ottawa  County,  and  it  had  to  be  adjusted  in 
some  way.  Some  one  must  suffer,  and  I  hope  our 
friends  will  not  complain  that  our  opponents  should 
have  really  won  a  county  in  Ottawa  and  one  in  St. 
Maurice,  which  is  really  two  out  of  four.  I  think 
that  on  the  whole  the  present  redistribution  is  fair 
to  all  parties  and  our  opponents  in  the  Province  of 
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Quebec  at  all  events,  will  not  have  reason  to  com¬ 
plain  of  any  gerrymandering. 

Mr.  BARNARD.  I  presume  the  proper  time 
to  discuss  this  measure  will  be  at  the  second  read¬ 
ing.  So  far  as  the  redistribution  in  British  Colum¬ 
bia  is  concerned,  I  do  not  think  it  is  the  best  that 
could  be  devised,  nor  do  I  think  it  is  one  which 
will  be  satisfactory  to  the  people  of  the  mainland. 

I  hope,  before  this  Bill  receives  its  second  reading, 
the  Government  will  see  their  way  to  divide  the 
mainland  into  three  constituencies,  each  with  one 
member,  which  is  quite  possible,  and  which  would 
be  certainly  a  fair  and  proper  division.  I  will  re¬ 
serve  any  further  remarks  for  the  second  reading. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  It  is  not  my  purpose 
to  enter  into  a  discussion  of  the  details  of  the 
measure  the  lion,  gentleman  has  submitted.  Like 
the  lion,  gentleman  who  has  immediately  preceded 
me,  I  think  the  proper  time  to  point  out  what  I  re¬ 
gard  as  the  mischievous  and  the  unjust  character  of 
this  measure  will  be  when  we  come  to  consider  it  on 
the  second  reading,  and  when  we  have  the  measure 
printed  before  us  and  will  be  able  to  compare  the 
Bill  itself  with  the  actual  population  of  the  various 
districts.  I  will  say  this  much  at  the  outset. 

I  may  say  that,  under  the  British  North  Amer¬ 
ica  Act,  there  is  provision  for  the  distribution 
of  representation  according  to  population  among 
the  provinces,  but  there  is  no  provision  nor 
was  it  intended  that  there  should  be  equal  popu¬ 
lation  in  the  various  districts,  that  the  rule 
of  three  should  be  applied  in  the  division  of  each 
province  into  electoral  districts.  The  objections 
which  apply  to  a  measure  of  that  sort  were  well 
stated  a  long  time*  ago  by  Mr.  Burke,  and  there 
may  be  an  opportunity  for  pointing  out  these  rea¬ 
sons,  and  to  some  extent  they  were  stated  by  the 
late  Premier  in  1871.  However,  I  am  not  going 
into  a  discussion  of  that  matter  on  the  present 
occasion.  In  1882  we  were  told,  when  the  measure 
was  submitted  to  Parliament  for  the  redistribution 
of  seats,  that  care  was  had  to  pay  due  regard  to  the 
sacred  principle  of  representation  by  population.  I 
am  about  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  one 
feature  of  the  measure  which  the  hon.  geetleman 
has  submitted  to  us,  so  far  as  it  affects  the 
Province,  of  Ontario.  It  is  only  necessary  to 
look  at  the  census  to  see  that  the  portion  of  the 
Province  of  Ontario  which  lies  west  of  Toronto  is 
under-represented  at  the  present  time,  and  the 
portion  which  lies  to  the  east,  between  the  Ottawa 
and  the  St.  Lawrence  Rivers  and  the  eastern  por¬ 
tion  of  Lake  Ontario,  is  over-represented,  but  the 
hon.  gentleman  and  his  colleagues  have  taken  away 
two  members  from  the  district  which  is  already 
under-represented  and  have  left  that  section  of  the 
province  which  is  at  the  present  time  and  has  been 
all  along  over-represented,  having  in  this  House  a 
representation  out  of  proportion  to  the  numbers 
which  its  population  would  warrant,  just  as  it  is. 
Why  that  is  done  is  perfectly  obvious  to  every 
member  of  this  House  and  will  be  perfectly  obvious 
to  every  citizen  in  the  Province  of  Ontario.  The 
hon.  gentleman  has  in  the  western  portion  of  the 
province  made  but  one  change.  The  city  of  London 
had  its  boundaries  extended  a  few  years  ago.  I 
think  it  is  nearly  ten  years  since  what  was  called 
the  town  of  East  London  containing  a  population 
of  about  6,000  was  embraced  within  the  limits  of 
the  city,  and  two  years  ago  the  district  of  South 
Mr.  Out  met. 


London  was  also  included  in  the  city  of  London.  Now 
the  hon.  gentleman  includes  neither  of  these  in  the 
city,  but  he  takes  from  the  constituency  to  which 
those  two  portions  of  the  city  now  belong  another 
municipal  division,  the  village  of  London  West, 
and  adds  that  to  the  city  of  London.  Why  did  he 
not  add  a  portion  of  the  city  itself?  Why  did  he 
go  outside  of  the  city  and  take  from  the  riding  of 
East  Middlesex  a  portion  of  that  riding  and  add  it 
to  the  city  of  London  ?  The  reason  is  perfectly 
obvious.  London  South  has  a  majority  of  100 
against  the  Administration.  London  East  has  also, 

I  believe,  a  majority  against  the  Administration,  but 
the  village  of  London  West  gave  a  considerable 
Tnajority  to  the  Conservative  candidate  at  the  last 
election,  and  so,  with  the  view  of  strengthening  a 
member  of  the  Administration,  it  is  proposed  to 
take  London  West  and  add  it  to  the  city  and  leave 
out  two  wards  of  the  city  as  portions  of  the 
riding  of  East  and  of  South  Middlesex  to  which 
at  present  they  belong.  Every  one  will  understand 
the  character  of  that  division.  I  wish  also  to  bring 
under  the  attention  of  the  House,  and  under  the 
attention  of  the  country,  the  fact  that  at  this  mo¬ 
ment  the  Government  have  in  this  House,  I  think, 
two-thirds  of  the  representatives  from  the  Province 
of  Ontario.  Giving  the  Government  the  credit  for 
their  success  at  the  bye-elections,  there  were  re¬ 
corded  against  the  Administration  in  the  elections 
for  the  members  sitting  at  this  moment  in  this 
Parliament  a  majority  of  the  electors  of  the  Pro¬ 
vince  of  Ontario.  There  are  some  thousands  of 
the  electors  who  voted  against  the  Administration 
over  those  who  voted  for  them,  and  yet  under  this 
distribution  the  hon.  gentlemen  who  sit  on  that  side 
of  the  House  have  two- thirds  of  the  members  from 
that  province.  That  is  according  to  the  statement 
made  by  Mr.  Johnson,  which  is  an  inaccurate  state¬ 
ment  as  against  us. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Was  not  that  statement  made 
before  the  bye-elections  ? 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  I  am  speaking  after  giv¬ 
ing  credit  to  the  Government  for  the  bye-elections, 
and  they  will  not  do  away  with  that  majority  of 
7,000  against  the  Government  or  with  one-third  of 
it,  as  the  hon.  gentleman  knows,  so  that  you  have 
two-thirds  of  the  members  elected  by  a  minority  of 
the  voters.  Does  the  Government  propose  to 
correct  that  injustice  ?  What  do  the  Government 
do,  in  order  to  give  to  the  minority  in  this  House 
and  to  the  majority  of  the  electors  outside  a 
fair  representation  in  Parliament  ?  Nothing.  They 
undertake  to  still  further  pack  the  representation  in 
Parliament.  They  take  away  from  a  district  already 
under-represented  two  of  its  members,  and  they  leave 
the  sections  of  the  province  which  is  already  over¬ 
represented  all  the  representatives  they  have.  Hon. 

|  gentlemen  may  think  that  that  is  perfectly  fair,  they 
may  think  that  the  principles  of  ethics  do  not  apply 
to  public  matters.  I  have  a  different  opinion,  I  be¬ 
lieve  the  people  of  this  country  will  have  a  difier- 
i  ent  opinion,  and  it  is  the  duty  of  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  who  sit  on  this  side  of  the  House  to 
bring  under  the  attention  of  Parliament  and 
of  the  whole  country  the  character  of  the  measure 
the  hon.  gentleman  has  submitted  to  this 
House.  Let  me  take  t lie  case  of  the  County  of 
Middlesex.  You  have  four  representatives  in  this 
House  from  that  county,  one  Reformer  and  three 
Conservatives.  What  is  the  vote  in  that  county  ? 
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There  is  more  than  500  of  a  Reform  majority  in  the 
County  of  Middlesex.  In  the  Niagara  district,  the 
lion,  gentleman  proposes,  although  the  vote  as  it 
stood  the  last  time  gave  a  majority  in  favour  of  the 
Opposition,  to  give  the  Opposition  one  member 
that  is,  to  give  the  majority  one  member,  and  to 
give  three  to  the  minority.  That  is  the  arrange¬ 
ment  made  by  the  lion,  gentleman  in  this  Bill.  Do 
these  hon.  gentlemen  think  they  can  sustain  an 
injustice  of  that  sort,  that  an  injustice  of  that  sort 
will  be  tolerated  by  the  people  of  this  country  ? 
Sir,  I  remember  in  1882,  when  my  constituency 
was  gerrymandered  and  its  boundaries  were  altered, 
when,  according  to  the  vote  that  had  been  recorded 
before,  I  was  put  in  a  minority  of  300  ;  I  appealed 
to  the  sense  of  justice  and  fairness  of  my  constitu¬ 
ency,  and  I  say  it  to  the  honour  of  the  Conserva¬ 
tives  there,  that  a  large  number  of  them  supported 
me  and  have  continued  to  support  me  ever  since, 
because  they  would  not  wink  at  misconduct  so 
gross,  at  a  system  of  political  warfare  that  was  in 
its  character  so  cowardly.  Nothing  the  lion,  gentle¬ 
men  can  do,  can  be  more  discreditable  to  them  than 
to  undertake  to  secure  themselves  in  possession  by 
altering  the  boundaries  of  constituencies  in  such 
a  way  as  to  enable  a  minority  of  the  electors 
of  this  country  to  elect  a  majority  in  Parliament. 
I  say  it  is  an  outrage  that  ought  not  to  be  tolerated, 
that  it  is  a  principle  as  foreign  to  every  man  of 
proper  British  feeling  as  anything  well  can  be.  1 
can  understand  how  a  policy  of  that  sort  may  lie 
tolerated  in  a  country  like  Mexico  or  Peru,  where 
the  people  have  no  regard  for  principles  of  fairness 
as  applied  to  public  matters  and  public  life  ;  but  I 
say  that  it  is  an  improper,  it  is  an  immoral  and  a 
cowardly  course,  for  any  party  to  pursue ;  and  when 
hon.  gentlemen  propose  to  take  from  a  section  of 
country  that  is  not  adequately  represented  at  the 
present  moment,  two  of  its  representatives  and 
give  them  to  a  section  of  country  that  is  regarded 
as  Conservative,  leaving  the  sections  that  are  over¬ 
represented  because  they  are  Conservative  un¬ 
changed,  they  haveadopteda  course  which  thepeople 
of  this  country  will  not  sustain,  and  I  trust  there  is 
a  sense  of  mauliness,  a  sense  of  fair-play  sufficiently 
strong  on  that  side  of  the  House  to  discountenance 
such  a  course,  and  that  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
M  ill  assist  hon.  gentlemen  on  this  side  of  the  House 
in  making  this  a  fair  measure,  instead  of  being  an 
unfair  measure  as  it  is  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House,  and  as  it  has  been  explained  by  the  Minis¬ 
ter  of  Justice. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  would  sug¬ 
gest  to  the  leader  of  the  House  that  in  bringing 
this  measure  doMui  a  second  time,  it  vmuld  be  con¬ 
venient  if  a  schedule  were  attached,  giving  the 
population  of  the  proposed  counties.  He  can  easily 
do  that  from  the  information  he  has  in  his  hand, 
-and  it  will  save  a  good  deal  of  trouble. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  I  would  ask  the  hon. 
Minister  whether  it  is  intended  to  have  copies  of 
the  maps  made  for  distribution  among  the  members? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  That  cannot  be  done 
without  very  considerable  delay.  It  would  take  a 
long  time  to  draw  the  plans. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  I  would  call  the  attention  of 
the  lion,  gentleman  to  the  fact  that  no  map  of 
Quebec  is  to  be  found  among  those  brought  down. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  There  is  one  prepared. 


Mr.  BOWELL.  These  maps  only  represent  the 
old  constituencies  and  not  the  proposed  ones. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  But  if  the  House  were 
in  possession  of  small  copies  of  these,  we  could 
easily  mark  ourselves  the  proposed  changes.  It 
would  lie  a  matter  of  great  convenience. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  So  far  as  Ontario  is  concerned, 
the  changes  are  so  small  that  they  can  be  easily 
laid  upon  the  Table,  as  suggested  by  the  member 
for  South  Oxford. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Bill  read  the  first  time. 

HARBOUR  OF  THREE  RIVERS. 

Mr.  FOSTER  moved  that  the  House  resolve 
itself  into  Committee  of  the  Whole  to  consider 
resolution  (April  28th)  to  authorize  the  Harbour 
Commissioners  of  Three  Rivers  to  raise  a  sum  to  be 
applied  to  the  purchase  of  wharves  or  beach  pro¬ 
perty. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Before  doing 
so  the  hon.  gentleman  had  better  state  exactly 
M’liat  is  to  be  done  and  how  far  we  are  to  be  made 
liable  for  this  $218,000. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  In  1882  I  find  that  Parliament 
authorized  the  Harbour  Commissioners  of  Three 
Rivers  to  issue  debentures  to  the  amount  of  $300,- 
000,  bearing  6  per  cent  interest.  In  the  interim 
between  1882  and  1885  they  had  issued  debentures 
to  the  amount  of  .$63,000,  and  in  1885  the  Gov¬ 
ernor  in  Council  Mras  authorized  to  advance  this 
.$63,600  already  issued,  and  the  sum  of  $18,400 
necessary  to  complete  the  works  which  at  that 
time  had  been  undertaken,  making  altogether 
$82,000.  Power  to  issue  the  remainder  of  the 
bonds  was  taken  away  from  the  Harbour  Commis¬ 
sioners,  and  the  Government  was  given  the  bonds 
for  this  $82,000  bearing  4  per  cent  interest,  with 
a  sinking  fund  of  one-half  per  cent.  It  is  now 
proposed  to  give  the  commissioners  authority  to 
issue  debentures  for  the  balance  betMeen  the  $82,- 
000  issued  and  advanced  by  the  Government,  and 
for  which  the  Government  hold  bonds,  and  the 
$300,000  which  M'as  originally  proposed  ;  that  is,  to 
give  them  poM’er  to  issue  debentures  for  $218,000, 
bearing  6  per  cent  interest,  or  5  per  cent  inter¬ 
est,  and  1  per  cent  for  sinking  fund,  and  to  give 
these  debentures  $218,000  priority  over  the  $82,- 
000  of  bonds  that  the  Government  hold  at  4 
per  cent.  I  may  say  that  for  a  number  of  years 
no  interest  has  been  paid.  The  Mrorks  have  been 
unproductive,  they  have  not  been  finished,  no  in¬ 
terest  has  been  paid,  and  it  is  a  condition  preced¬ 
ent  to  any  debentures  being  issued  under  authority 
of  this  act,  that  the  arrears  of  interest  up  to  the 
date  of  the  Act  being  assented  to,  shall  be  paid  to 
the  Government. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Are  the  com¬ 
missioners  to  negotiate  these  themselves,  or  is  the 
Government  going  to  advance  the  money  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  The  commissioners  negotiate 
these  bonds,  and  the  Government  have  no  reponsi- 
bility  themselves. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  I  have  no  objection  to  the  hon. 
gentleman  taking  the  present  stage,  but  I  presume 
that  before  he  takes  a  further  stage  he  will  be  pre¬ 
pared  to  lay  on  the  Table  of  the  House  the  corres¬ 
pondence  that  has  taken  place. 
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Mr.  FOSTER.  All  the  papers  will  be  brought 
down. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  House  resolved  itself  into 
Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  As  I  under¬ 
stand,  what  the  Minister  proposes  is  to  give  these 
priority  over  the  existing  debt  of  the  Government? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Yes. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  It  seems  to  me 
that  that  should  not  be  done  without  a  more  satis¬ 
factory  explanation  than  we  have  had.  To  give 
$218,000  priority  over  $80,000  may  amount,  and 
very  often  does  amount,  to  absolutely  wiping  out 
the  second  mortgage,  and  most  people  would  re¬ 
gard  it  as  a  very  unsatisfactory  security.  Before 
we  go  further  with  this,  we  ought  to  know  what 
revenue  the  corporation  possesses,  and  what  are 
the  annual  expenses  of  maintaining  the  harbour, 
or  maintaining  the  works  from  which  this  is  going 
to  be  levied. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  will  endeavour  to  have  an 
estimate,  so  far  as  it  can  be  made,  as  to  what  the 
expected  revenue  of  the  works  when  completed 
will  be.  The  trouble  is  at  the  present  time  that, 
as  it  stands,  although  it  is  an  asset,  it  is  really  a 
dead  asset.  The  works  are  not  even  half  com¬ 
pleted,  they  are  only  about  one-quarter  done,  and 
consequently  the  amount  of  revenue  derived  is 
very  small  indeed.  They  contemplated,  at  first, 
works  to  the  amount  of  $300,000  ;  under  the 
present  legislation,  if  approved,  they  will  be 
authorized  to  make  an  expenditure  to  what  they 
at  first  desired  to  make,  that  is,  up  to  $300,000. 
That,  it  is  thought,  will  place  the  harbour  in  a  com¬ 
plete  state  so  that  revenues  may  be  obtained  from 
it.  As  it  is  at  the  present  time  our  interest  has 
fallen  in  arrears,  simply  because  the  revenues  from 
the  incomplete  work  have  not  been  sufficient,  after 
paying  the  small  expense  of  administration,  to 
yield  any  considerable  amount.  Something  has 
been  paid,  but  a  large  part  of  the  interest  is  in 
arrears.  By  this  legislation  we  do  two  things.  In 
the  first  place,  we  get  our  arrears  of  interest  up  to 
date,  and  in  the  second  place,  by  having  the  harbour 
put  into  a  complete  state,  we  shall  make  the  whole 
a  live  asset,  so  that  probably  if  the  business  at  all 
fills  the  anticipations  of  it,  our  security,  though  it 
is  a  second  lien,  will  certainly  not  be  less  valuable 
than  it  is  to-day,  and  it  stands  a  chance  of  being  an 
available  asset.  As  it  is  at  the  present  time,  I  must 
confess  that  it  is  a  dead  asset. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Looking  at 
it  as  a  purely  business  transaction,  I  would  suggest 
to  the  Minister  that  it  would  be  more  to  our  in¬ 
terest,  if  we  are  to  make  any  considerable  reduc¬ 
tion  of  our  debt,  to  let  them  borrow  $250,000 
or  $300,000  and  pay  us  off.  That  would 
be  a  neat  transaction,  it  would  avoid  the  incon¬ 
venience  of  having  two  mortgages,  and  I  for  one 
would  be  willing,  if  the  other  members  of  the 
House  are  of  the  same  opinion,  to  treat  Three 
Rivers  liberally  and  make  a  handsome  reduction. 
I  would  throw  off  the  interest  and  throw  off  a  little 
bit  of  the  principal  in  order  to  get  the  balance. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  think  we  will  do  better  than 
that. 

Mr.  Laurier. 


Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  do  not  think 
we  will.  The  result  of  this  will  be  practically  that 
we  might  as  well  wipe  out  the  $80,000  altogether. 
That  is  usually  the  result  of  putting  large  sums 
ahead  of  our  claims.  I  have  no  means  of  knowing, 
and  the  hon.  gentleman  has  not  as  yet  the  data  in 
his  hands,  what  amount  of  trade  or  commerce  is 
likely  to  be  developed  there,  but  looking  at  the 
population  of  Three  Rivers  and  looking  at  the  gen¬ 
eral  situation,  it  appears  to  me  that  the  chance  of 
paying  the  interest  on  $218,000  and  of  maintain¬ 
ing  the  works,  and  afterwards  paying  us  back,  is 
very  slim  indeed. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  It  cannot  be  more  slim  than  the 
prospect  of  paying  the  interest  now. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.  E.I.)  Do  I  understand  the  hon. 
gentleman  that  we  postponed  the  priority  that  we 
now  possess,  in  favour  of  the  loan  which  he  autho¬ 
rizes  the  commissioners  to  acquire  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  The  authorized  issue  becomes  a 
preferable  lien  ;  ours  is  put  afterwards. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  I  did  not  catch  the  hon. 
gentleman’s  reason  as  to  why  he  thought  that  by 
putting  ourselves  second  we  would  improve  our 
security. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  The  reasons  I  have  given  were 
these  :  The  works  are  at  present  incomplete,  and 
in  consequence  they  produce  no  adequate  revenue. 
Representations  have  been  made,  and  I  think,  with 
a  good  deal  of  probability,  that  it  is  impossible  that 
the  trade  can  be  carried  on  there  until  the  harbour 
is  put  in  a  complete  state.  At  the  present  time, 
although  we  have  nominally  a  first  lien  it  pays  us 
no  interest,  but  if  the  harbour  is  put  in  a  state  in 
which  it  will  draw  the  trade,  the  revenues  will  be 
increased,  and  the  prospects  will  certainly  be  no 
less  that  we  shall  get  something  from  it.  We  do 
gain  by  this  arrangement  the  arrearage  of  interest 
which  will  be  paid,  and  the  commissioners  will  be 
put  in  a  position  to  make  their  harbour  profitable, 
if  it  is  possible  to  do  so,  by  the  trade  which  will  be 
drawn  there  consequent  upon  the  completion  of  the 
facilities  to  accommodate  it. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  What  are  the  works  to  be 
completed  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Some  property  there  is  to  be 
acquired,  but  the  main  expenditure  is  for  the  build¬ 
ing  of  new  wharves. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  I  look  with  the  greatest 
possible  suspicion  upon  legislation  of  this  kind, 
and  I  think  that  anybody  who  has  followed  the 
legislation  of  the  last  twelve  years  in  respect  to  ad¬ 
vances  we  permitted  the  Quebec  Harbour  Commis¬ 
sioners  to  make  for  alleged  improvements,  will  join 
in  my  feelings  that  in  so  far  as  we  postpone  the  in¬ 
debtedness  now  due  to  us,  we  lose  it  altogether 
very  probably,  and  in  the  not  far  distant  future  we 
will  be  called  upon  to  assume  this  liability..  The 
hon.  gentleman  knows  that  has  been  the  experience 
with  reference  to  the  Quebec  harbour  works,  and 
that  will  be  the  experience  with  respect  to  this  work. 
I  submit  that  it  is  reasonable  and  fair  that,  before 
we  authorize  the  borrowing  of  this  sum  of  money 
by  the  Three  Rivers  commissioners  and  authorize 
the  postponement  of  our  present  claim  in  favour  of 
the  new  loan,  this  House  ought  to  be  more  frilly  in¬ 
formed  as  to  the  character  of  the  works.  I  think 
that  the  Government,  before  introducing  this  reso¬ 
lution,  should  have  been  prepared  with  the  report 
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of  the  engineers  and  the  estimates  of  the  work,  so 
as  to  enable  us  to  see  the  probability  of  interest 
being  paid  upon  this  expenditure.  As  it  is  now, 
the  House  is  absolutely  in  the  dark.  Reasoning  by 
anology  and  judging  of  probable  results  in  this  case 
from  what  has  been  the  actual  results  in  similar 
cases,  I  think  I  am  not  going  too  far  when  I  assert 
that  we  will  not  only  probably  lose  the  $80,000 
which  we  have  already  advanced,  but  that  a  very 
strong  effort  will  be  made  to  induce  us  to  assume 
the  responsibility  for  this  loan  which  these  commis¬ 
sioners  are  authorized  to  make. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  It  is  always  in  our  own  hands. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.  I.)  It  is,  and  this  is  always 
the  preliminary  step  towards  asking  the  Dominion 
to  assume  the  whole  debt  in  order  to  recover  the 
loan  which  is  made.  I  press  upon  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  that  it  is  not  fair  on  his  part  to  ask  Parlia¬ 
ment  to  vote  this  resolution  without  putting  us  in 
possession  of  information,  which  I  assume  he  him¬ 
self  must  have,  as  to  the  precise  character  of  these 
works,  and  such  information  which  would  enable 
an  ordinary  member  of  the  House  to  judge  whether 
there  is  a  reasonable  probability  of  this  money 
earning  interest.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  not  given 
the  House  the  information.  If  there  are  reports 
from  engineers  we  should  have  them. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  perfectly 
right  in  saying  the  House  ought  to  have  information, 
but,  as  the  hon.  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  has 
said,  this  being  only  the  initiatory  stage,  it  was 
not  necessary  that  it  should  be  submitted.  On  the 
introduction  of  the  Bill  I  shall  be  glad  to  give  the 
fullest  information  I  can. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E. I.)  I  submit  that  the  initia¬ 
tory  stage  should  not  be  taken  without  this  infor¬ 
mation.  We  are  taking  a  preliminary  step,  but  a 
necessary  step  to  the  introduction  of  the  Bill,  and 
I  contend  that  the  information  to  justify  us  in 
taking  that  step  should  be  before  us.  Parliament 
will  afterwards  be  more  or  less  committed,  and  I 
enter  my  protest  because  I  have  seen,  in  times 
gone  by,  that  when  Parliament  legislates  in  this 
direction  it  is  not  long  before  we  are  asked  to 
assume  the  entire  debt.  I  have  no  faith  in  this 
proposition,  and  I  certainly  think  the  House  ought 
to  have  the  information  that  has  justified  the  hon. 
gentleman  in  asking  us  to  vote  the  resolution.  That 
he  has  not  given,  although  he  must  have  had  it. 

Committee  rose  and  reported  resolution. 

SUPPLY— WEST  INDIAN  TRADE. 

Mr.  FOSTER  moved  that  the  House  again  re¬ 
solve  itself  into  Committee  of  Supply. 

Mr.  BORDEN.  Before  the  motion  is  carried,  I 
desire  to  make  a  very  few  observations  in  reference 
to  a  matter  to  which  I  called  the  attention  of  the 
hon.  Minister  of  Finance  a  day  or  two  ago  by  a 
private  note.  It  relates  to  the  present  position  of 
trade  relations  between  this  country  and  the  Spanish 
West  Indies.  I  desire  to  get  some  information  as 
to  what  result,  if  any,  has  come,  or  is  likely  tocoine 
from  the  negotiations  now  going  on  between  the 
representatives  of  this  Government  and  the  British 
Government  and  the  Spanish  Government.  About 
a  month  ago  I  put  the  following  question  :  — 

“  Whether  any  and  what  steps  have  been  taken  to  secure 
for  Canada  the  continuation  of  the  present  arrangement, 


ending  on  the  30th  of  June  next,  with  Spain,,  by  which 
Canadian  products,  notably  potatoes,,  fish  and  lumber,  are 
admitted  to  the  Spanish  West  Indies  on  the  same  terms 
as  the  products  of  the  United  States,” 

I  received  the  following  answer  from  the  Minister 
of  Finance  : — 

“The  matter  has  been  represented  to  the  British  Gov¬ 
ernment,  and  Sir  Charles  Tupper  has  been  given  full 
plenipotentiary  powers  with  Sir  Drummond  Wolff  to  enter 
into  negotiations  with  the  Spanish  Government  in  regard 
to  this  matter.” 

Now,  it  seems  that  negotiations  are  going  on,  and 
it  is  with  a  view  if  possible  to  get  some  statement 
as  to  the  present  position  and  the  prospects  with 
regard  to  those  negotiations,  that  I  bring  this 
matter  up  now.  I  may  explain  to  the  House,  in 
justification  of  this  course,  if  any  justification  is 
necessary,  that  the  constituency  which  I  have  the 
honour  to  represent  is  specially  interested  in  this 
matter.  The  export  of  potatoes  from  that  county, 
as  well  as  from  many  other  counties  from  the  Pro¬ 
vince  of  Nova  Scotia,  will  be  seriously  affected  by 
the  loss  of  the  Spanish  West  Indian  market.  At 
the  present  moment  the  Havana  market  is  the  only 
market,  with  the  exception  of  a  very  trifling  one  in 
the  British  West  Indies,  that  we  have  for  our 
potatoes  ;  and  as  the  Finance  Minister  very  well 
knows,  the  product  of  potatoes  in  the  western  part 
of  Nova  Scotia  is  a  very  large  and  important  one. 
A  year  ago,  probably  60,000  barrels  were  shipped 
from  my  constituency  alone.  At  any  rate,  from 
one  port  in  that  county  40,000  barrels  were  shipped 
direct  to  Havana,  and  there  were  no  shipments  to  any 
other  part  of  the  world,  because  the  markets  of  the 
rest  of  the  world  are  absolutely  closed  to  us. 
The  volume  of  the  export  trade  from  Nova  Scotia 
to  the  Spanish  West  Indies  during  the  year  ending 
the  30th  June  last  is  shown  by  the  Trade  and  Na¬ 
vigation  Returns  to  have  been  over  $1,250,000.  Our 
exports  to  the  Spanish  West  Indies  in  fish,  lumber 
and  potatoes  were  nearly  equal  to  our  exports  to 
the  whole  of  the  British  West  Indies.  Therefore 
it  will  be  seen  that  this  trade  is  one  of  very  great 
consequence  to  the  people  of  the  Province  of  Nova 
Scotia.  Now,  I  have  been  urged  by  my  consticu- 
ents  to  obtain  if  possible  an  answer  to  the  question  I 
am  at  present  asking,  because  the  season  for  planting 
potatoes  is  again  approaching,  and  if  we  are  not  to 
continue  to  have  that  market  on  the  same  terms  as  we 
had  it  last  year,  it  will  be  useless  for  the  people 
engaged  in  that  branch  of  agriculture  to  put  in  their 
crops  with  any  hope  of  exporting  the  product.  A  year 
ago,  the  question  was  under  discussion  in  this  House 
whether  our  products  would  have,  during  the  season 
that  is  just  past,  entrance  to  the  Havana  market 
on  the  same  terms  as  similar  products  from  the 
United  States.  At  that  time  I  took  the  view, 
which  was  supported  by  many  members  of  this 
House,  including  the  hon.  Minister  of  Finance,  that 
under  the  treaty  between  England  and  Spain,  then 
existing  and  still  existing, under  the  most-favoured¬ 
nation  clause  of  that  treaty,  Canadian  products 
must  be  admitted  on  the  same  terms  as  the  pro¬ 
ducts  of  the  United  States  under  the  treaty  recently 
negotiated  between  the  United  States  and  Spain. 
It  turned  out  that  that  view  was  correct.  Now 
we  have  approached  a  much  more  important  aspect 
of  this  matter.  We  are  face  to  face  with  the  fact 
that  Spain  has  denounced  the  treaty  under  the  most¬ 
favoured-nation  clause  of  which  the  products  of 
Nova  Scotia  were  admitted  free  to  the  Havana 
market  last  year,  and  that  treaty  will  come  to  an. 
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end  on  the  30th  of  June  next.  Consequently,  we 
are  face  to  face  with  this  state  of  things,  that  after 
the  30th  of  June  next  United  States  products  will 
have  free  entry  to  the  markets  of  the  Spanish  West 
Indies  while  the  products  of  Nova  Scotia  and  this 
Dominion  generally  will  have  to  meet  a  serious 
tax.  In  the  article  of  potatoes  the  duty  is  $1 
per  barrel.  American  potatoes  will  be  ad¬ 
mitted  free.  Canadian  potatoes  will  have  to  meet 
a  hostile  tariff  of  $1  in  Spanish  gold  per  barrel, 
and  you  can  say  that  is  a  prohibitory  duty.  It 
will  be  absolutely  impossible  for  us  to  send  our 
potatoes  to  Havana  if  that  condition  of  things 
happens.  I  can  illustrate  that  to  the  House  by 
something  which  happened  during  the  month  of 
September  last.  A  shipment  of  potatoes  was  made 
of  a  steamer  load  of  5,000  barrels  from  Kingsport 
in  my  county  to  Havana.  The  cargo  reached 
Havana  before  the  Spanish  officer  there  had  re¬ 
ceived  instructions  from  his  Government  not  to 
collect  the  duty.  The  duty  was  imposed  by  the 
Spanish  officer,  and  the  net  product  of  that  cargo 
of  5,000  barrels,  which  was  returned  to  the  shipper 
in  Kingsport,  amounted  to  the  magnificent  sum  of 
$53.  After  instructions  had  been  received  by  that 
officer,  the  duties  were  remitted,  and  a  cheque  was 
sent  to  the  shippers  for  some  $4,500,  which  re¬ 
presents  the  cost  and  profit,  if  there  were  any, 
upon  the  shipment.  Now,  it  is  plain  from  that 
illustration  that  if  we  had  not  succeeded  under 
the  favoured-nation  clause  last  year,  in  getting 
our  products  into  Havana  upon  the  same 
terms  as  those  of  the  United  States,  it  would  have 
amounted  to  simply  giving  away  the  potatoes  after 
they  had  been  exported,  and  it  would  have  been 
absolutely  impossible  to  send  a  single  barrel  of  pota¬ 
toes  to  that  market ;  and  that  is  what  will 
happen  this  year  unless  the  Government  is  able  to 
secure  a  continuation  of  that  treaty.  The  people 
desire  to  know  whether  or  not  there  is  a  reasonable 
prospect  of  obtaining  a  continuation  of  that  treaty. 
I  shall  not  enter  at  any  length  into  the  discussion 
of  the  probability  or  otherwise  of  our  being  able  to 
do  that,  but  I  will  mention  this  fact :  I  observe 
that  in  the  treaty  which  has  been  made  between 
the  United  States  and  Spain,  under  a  provision  of 
the  McKinley  Bill  which  gives  power  to  the  Execu¬ 
tive  to  make  special  reciprocity  treaties,  the  Span¬ 
ish  Minister  says,  in  a  communication  to  Mr.  Blaine, 
that  “  his  Government  has  decided  to  respond  as 
promptly  and  as  fully  as  its  national  interests  and 
international  engagements  permit,  to  the  legislation 
of  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  as  set  forth  in 
the  note  of  3rd  January.  I  observe  that  there  were 
really  two  treaties  made  with  the  United  States.  One 
M  as  but  a  provisional  measure  which  should  termi¬ 
nate  on  the  30th  of  June  next,  and  I  find  that  at 
that  very  moment,  or  shortly  afterwards,  the  (gov¬ 
ernment  of  Spain  gave  notice  to  the  British  Govern¬ 
ment  of  its  intention  to  terminate  the  treaty  existing 
between  Great  Britain  and  Spain  on  the  30th  of  June 
next  ;  and  I  observe  that  a  further  arrangement 
was  made  between  Spain  and  the  United  States, 
which  is  called  a  definitive  arrangement,  to  come  into 
force  after  the  30th  of  June  next.  Consequently  it 
would  seem  as  if  there  was  a  deliberate  intention 
to  terminate  international  engagements  referred  to 
by  the  Spanish  Ministry  existing  between  Spain 
and  other  countries,  in  order  to  enable  the  Spanish 
Government  to  make  this  definitive  treaty  with  the 
United  States.  If  that  view  of  the  case  be  the 
Mr.  Borden. 


correct  one,  then  it  would  look  as  if  we  could 
scarcely  hope  to  procure  an  extension  of  the  exist¬ 
ing  treaty,  because  Spain  would  scarcely  have 
denounced  that  treaty,  and  framed  its  policy  with 
the  view  of  making  a  special  arrangement  with  the 
United  States,  and  then  within  a  few  months  or 
before  the  very  day  when  notice  was  given  to  ter¬ 
minate  the  treaty,  agree  to  an  extension  of  it. 
However,  I  should  be  very  glad  to  hear  that  there 
is  a  prospect  of  an  extension  of  the  treaty  ;  but  if 
not  it  is  open,  of  course,  to  the  Government  to  make 
a  new  treaty,  and  it  is  with  reference  to  these 
matters  and  for  the  reasons  I  have  attempted  to 
give  that  I  desire  the  fullest  information  should  be 
given,  either  uowor  at  the  earliest  possible  moment, 
with  reference  to  this  most  important  question,  a 
question  particularly  affecting  the  trade  of  Nova 
Scotia  in  the  articles  of  lumber,  fish  and  potatoes. 

Mr.  BOWERS.  I  have  had  several  letters  from 
my  constituents  pressing  this  matter  on  me  and 
asking  me  to  obtain  if  possible  information  from 
the  Government.  I  mentioned  the  matter  to  the 
Finance  Minister  but  did  not  get  much  satisfaction, 
but  perhaps  the  lion,  gentleman  had  not  much  in¬ 
formation  to  give.  I  received  a  letter  a  short  time 
ago  from  one  of  my  constituents  in  Bear  River,  a 
member  of  the  firm  of  Clark  Bros.,  who  carry  on  a 
large  lumber  business  there.  He  says  : 

“  I  have  just  received  a  letter  from  our  agent  at  New 
York  in  regard  to  the  effect  the  termination  of  the  pre¬ 
sent  treaty  between  England  and  her  colonies  and  Spain 
will  have  on  our  shipments  to  Spanish  West  Indies.  At 
present  Cuba  draws  her  supply  of  spruce  lumber  almost  if 
not  entirely  from  Nova  Scotia.  After  1st  of  July,  all  lum¬ 
ber  from  Nova  Scotia  going  into  Cuba  will  pay  at  the  rate 
of  $9  (nine  dollars)  per  M.  duty  while  American  lumber 
will  go  in  free.  The  duty  you  will  observe  is  so  great  as  to 
make  it  impossible  to  send  lumber  to  Cuba,  in  fact  it  is 
practically  prohibitory.  This  will  entail  a  very  heavy 
loss  on  lumbermen  all  over  Nova  Scotia,  but  particularly 
on  western  Nova  Scotia,  as  our  shipments  for  some  years 
past  to  Cuba  from  Annapolis,  Bear  River,  Plymouth  and 
Yarmouth  have  covered  more  than  half  the  entire  quan¬ 
tity  cut.  Can  you  ascertain  from  the  Government  if  there 
is  a  probability  of  the  treaty  being  renewed  or  what  the 
outlook  is?” 

I  would  also  call  the  attention  of  the  Government 
to  the  large  amount  of  dry  fish  and  farming  pro¬ 
duce  sent  from  Digby  County  to  the  Spanish  West 
Indies  and  which  form  a  very  large  part  of  the  ex¬ 
ports  from  that  county.  The  several  ports  of  Bear 
River,  Digby,  Weymouth,  and  all  along  the  shores 
of  St.  Mary’s  Bay,  w  ill  deeply  feel  the  loss  of  those 
important  markets,  and  I  sincerely  trust  that  the 
Government  will  soon  be  able  to  assure  the  country 
that  such  treaty  will  be  renewed. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  It  is  not  possible  for  me  to  give 
the  lion,  gentleman  who  has  asked  this  question 
any  definite  information.  The  hon.  gentleman  has 
stated  the  case  very  correctly,  I  think,  and  theanswer 
which  I  gave  on  previous  occasions  have  shown  him 
and  the  House  that  negotiations  are  on  foot. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.  E.I. )  Has  Sir  Charles  Tupper 
gone  to  Madrid  on  this  matter,  or  is  he  still  in 
London  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  will  give  the  House  the  infor¬ 
mation  before  I  have  finished.  Representations 
were  at  once  made  by  this  Government  to  the 
British  Government  in  the  wray  of  negotiating  for  a 
continuation  of  the  same  terms  we  now'  enjoy  or 
for  other  terms  which  would  be  favourable  to  our 
products,  but  the  Spanish  Government  refused 
absolutely  to  make  any  advance  towards  negotia- 
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tions  until  they  saw  the  result  of  the  legislation  in 
the  French  Chambers,  because  the  legislation  at 
that  time  under  way  in  the  French  Chambers 
promised  to  bear  very  heavily  on  Spanish  products, 
and  in  the  end  did  bear  heavily  upon  Spanish  pro¬ 
ducts  ;  and,  while  that  was  in  progress,  the  Spanish 
Government  refused  to  enter  into  any  negotiations 
at  all.  After  that  legislation  became  an  accom¬ 
plished  fact  late  in  the  autumn,  the  Spanish  Govern¬ 
ment  had  an  additional  motive  for  delay  in  study¬ 
ing  the  legislation  which  was  accomplished  and  its 
effect  upon  Spain  herself.  Shortly  after  the  be¬ 
ginning  of  the  year,  however,  circumstances  seemed 
to  be  more  favourable,  and,  after  the  change  of 
ambassadors,  Sir  Drummond  Wolff  was  put  in 
charge  on  the  part  of  Great  Britain,  which  was  also 
anxious  to  undertake  negotiations  for  a  treaty  on 
her  own  account  with  Spain,  and  shortly  after  that 
again  Sir  Charles  Tupper  was  appointed,  as  I  have 
stated,  co-plenipotentiary  with  the  English  ambas¬ 
sador  at  Madrid.  The  English  ambassador  went 
to  Madrid  and  from  that  time  to  this  has  been 
approaching  the  subject,  dependent  of  course  on 
the  amount  of  co-operation  lent  to  him  by  the 
Spanish  Government,  which  up  to  a  late  period 
has  not  been  very  marked.  Sir  Charles 
Tupper  has  not  yet  left  London  for  Madrid, 
but  is  in  daily  expectation  of  being  called 
there.  He  will  be  called  there  as  soon  as 
negotiations  have  progressed  so  far  that  his  ser¬ 
vices  will  be  actually  necessary  ;  there  is  no  use  in 
his  being  at  Madrid  until  the  Spanish  Government 
are  willing  to  undertake  the  pourparlers.  The 
latest  information  we  have  on  the  subject  is  con¬ 
tained  in  a  telegram  just  received  from  Sir  Charles 
Tupper  in  which  he  states  that  he  expects  to  start 
for  Madrid  at  probably  a  few  days’  notice.  As 
negotiations  are  in  that  state,  my  hon.  friend  will 
see  it  is  impossible  for  me  to  give  him  any  definite 
information.  The  only  thing  we  can  do  is  to  hope 
that  the  relations  of  Spain  with  Great  Britain 
which,  on  account  of  the  termination  of  treaties, 
have  placed  prospectively  in  a  different  position 
the  two  countries,  and  one  less  favourable  to  their 
mutual  interest  than  before,  may  make  it  a  point 
of  interest  to  both  nations  to  make  new  arrange¬ 
ments  to  take  the  place  of  those  that  will  come  to 
a  termination  on  the  1st  July,  and  we  may  also,  I 
think,  from  the  treatment  we  have  offered  to 
Spanish  products  by  our  tariff,  which  is  much  more 
favourable  to  them  than  that  of  the  United  States 
on  the  whole,  be  hopeful  that  there  will  be  a 
favourable  outcome  to  the  negotiations  which  are 
in  progress. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  In  what  re¬ 
spect  is  our  tariff  more  favourable  to  them  than  the 
tariff  of  the  United  States  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  say  that  it  is  more  favourable, 
taken  as  a  whole.  The  articles  which  are  the  basis 
of  the  treaty  of  the  United  States  with  Spain  are 
coffee,  hides,  sugar  and  molasses.  Now  the  chief 
exports  from  the  Spanish  Antilles  are  sugar  and 
molasses.  It  wrill  be  in  the  recollection  of  hon. 
gentlemen  that,  while  these  negotiations  were  pro¬ 
ceeding  between  the  United  States  and  Spain, 
Spain  tried  hard  to  get  her  tobaccos  into  the  United 
States  on  more  favourable  rates.  She  did  not 
succeed.  She  pays  the  full  tariff,  which  is  very 
high  in  the  United  States,  on  her  unmanufactured 
tobacco  which  goes  into  that  country,  and,  whilst 


in  the  article  of  molasses,  w’hieh  is  not  a  very  large 
export,  the  United  States  tariff  gives  an  advantage 
over  ours,  and  while  on  sugar  over  No.  14  she  gives 
an  advantage  under  the  tariff,  though  I  am  told  that 
the  sugar  over  No.  14  forms  a  very  small  percentage 
of  the  total  export,  we  give  free  entry  to  all  her 
sugars  up  to  and  including  No.  14,  and  we  give  her 
tobaccos  free  access  to  our  market  in  the  unmanu¬ 
factured  state,  so  that,  taken  on  the  whole,  our 
tariff  conditions  are  more  favourable  to  Spain  than 
those  of  the  United  States.  More  detailed  infor¬ 
mation  it  is  impossible  to  give  except  that  this 
Government  and  the  British  Government  are  pur¬ 
suing  the  negotiations  and  pushing  them  as  rapidly 
as  possible,  but  of  course  there  are  two  parties  to 
these  negotiations  and  one  cannot  proceed  more 
rapidly  than  the  other  will  consent  to. 

It  being  six  o’clock,  the  Speaker  left  the  Chair. 

After  Recess. 

SECOND  READING. 

Bill  (No.  75)  to  confer  on  the  Commissioner  of 
Patents  certain  powers  for  the  relief  of  Carl  Auer 
Von  Welsbach  and  others. — (Mr.  Stairs.) 

SUPPLY— WEST  INDIAN  TRADE. 

Mr.  FLINT.  When  you  left  the  Chair  the 
Minister  of  Finance  had  just  made  a  brief  but 
very  discouraging  statement  to  the  representatives 
of  the  Maritime  Provinces.  In  common  with  all 
the  representatives,  particularly  from  Nova  Scotia, 
I  heard  the  statement  of  the  Finance  Minister  with 
a  great  deal  of  regret  ;  nor  do  I  propose,  in  the  few 
remarks  which  I  shall  make  on  this  important  sub¬ 
ject,  to  lay  any  blame  at  the  door  of  the  Government 
for  any  of  these  unfortunate  results  or  failures  in 
connection  with  the  negotiations  for  the  continuance 
of  the  present  satisfactory  terms  on  which  our  pro¬ 
ducts  are  received  in  the  Spanish  Antilles.  In 
order  that  the  House  may  perceive  the  great  im¬ 
portance  of  this  subject  to  the  people  of  the  Mari¬ 
time  Provinces,  and  particularly  to  those  of  Nova 
Scotia,  I  will  ask  the  liberty  of  again  calling  atten¬ 
tion  to  some  of  the  more  salient  items  of  our  ex¬ 
port  and  import  trade  with  the  Spanish  West 
Indies.  Almost  the  whole  of  the  export  trade  of 
the  Dominion  of  Canada  with  the  Spanish  West 
Indies  is  from  the  Province  of  Nova  Scotia.  From 
the  Province  of  Quebec  the  item  is  so  small  as 
not  to  merit  a  quotation,  and  the  same  may 
be  said  with  regard  to  the  Province  of  Ontario. 
The  small  Province  of  Prince  Edward  Island  ex¬ 
ports  to  the  Spanish  West  Indies  scarcely  anything 
of  importance  ;  but  when  we  come  to  the  Province 
of  Nova  Scotia  we  find  that  ninety-nine- 
hundredths,  I  may  say,  of  all  our  exports  to  the 
Spanish  West  Indies  go  from  that  province,  the 
total  amount  being,  of  products  of  the  Do¬ 
minion,  fl,191,917.  To  show  the  magnitude  of 
this  item,  as  compared  with  our  other  exports,  I 
need  only  say  that  our  exports  to  Great  Britain 
are  $2,263,594  ;  our  exports  to  the  United  States 
are  $3,318,504.  Thus  it  will  be  seen  that  the 
exports  from  Nova  Scotia  to  the  Spanish  West 
Indies  are  about  half  those  to  the  United  States  ; 
and  a  very  large  percentage  in  proportion  to  those 
that  go  to  Great  Britain.  The  largest  item 
in  connection  with  these  exports  is  that  of  the 
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produce  of  the  fisheries,  amounting  to  $941,633. 
The  next  largest  item  is  exports,  the  products  of 
the  forest,  $98,572 ;  of  agricultural  products, 
$137,533.  Now,  if,  as  has  been  said  by  the  hon. 
member  for  King’s,  and  as  must  be  quite  apparent 
from  the  few  remarks  that  he  made  in  illustration, 
the  probable,  and  I  might  almost  say,  inevitable, 
effect  of  the  rescission  of  the  present  advantageous 
terms  under  which  our  products  are  received  in 
the  Spanish  West  Indies,  will  be,  I  think  it  is 
quite  apparent,  that  this  trade  will  almost 
come  to  a  standstill  ;  and  I  cannot  but  ex¬ 
press  my  regret  that  this  comes  at  a  time  when, 
owing  to  complications  with  our  fellow  colonists 
in  Newfoundland,  it  seems  that  a  large  portion  of 
our  trade  with  that  colony  was  also  about  to  be 
intercepted.  I  must  say  that  I  do  not  think  that 
the  Ministry,  whether  the  fault  is  entirely  theirs  or 
partially  theirs,  or  whether  it  be  altogether  the 
fault  of  circumstances,  can  congratulate  itself  upon 
its  success  in  negotiations  for  reciprocal  trade 
arrangements  particularly  during  the  past  few  years. 
They  have  failed,  miserably  failed,  wretchedly 
failed,  in  their  efforts  to  secure  any  amelioration  of 
the  trade  restrictions  with  the  United  States  of 
America.  We  have  also  failed,  notwithstanding,  I 
believe,  the  very  serious  efforts  made  on  behalf  of 
the  Government  by  the  Finance  Minister,  to  secure 
any  alleviation  of  our  trade  condition  with  the 
British  West  Indies.  Then  we  have  this  last  blow 
coming  upon  the  people ,  particularly  of  the  Province 
of  Nova  Scotia,  and  I  must  say  that,  taken  in 
connection  with  the  excessive  tariff  upon  imports 
into  that  province,  anti  the  large  exodus  which  is 
going  on  week  by  week  and  month  by  month, from 
that  province,  the  outlook  is  discouraging  indeed. 
If  there  were  any  words  of  hope  in  the  few  observ¬ 
ations  addressed  to  us  by  the  Minister  of  Finance 
to-day,  they  would  have  been  received  by  the 
representatives  of  that  province  in  this  House,  and 
by  the  people  of  Nova  Scotia,  with  a  degree  of 
satisfaction  which  can  probably  be  imagined  from 
the  broad  statement  of  the  figures  which  have  been 
laid  before  the  House  in  connection  with  our  trade 
relations  with  those  islands.  We  have,  how¬ 
ever,  the  promise  that  the  High  Commissioner 
of  Canada  in  England  is  expecting  to  be 
called  upon  very  shortly  again  to  renew  negoti¬ 
ations  on  this  important  subject  at  the  Court 
of  Spain.  This,  under  some  circumstances, 
might  give  us  a  great  deal  of  encouragement,  know-, 
ing,  as  we  do,  the  energy  and  the  capability  of  that 
hon.  gentleman ;  but,  even  this  is  very  much 
dimmed  when  we  recall  the  fact  that  for  the  last 
eight  or  nine  years  we  have  had  promises  made 
which  have  not  been  fulfilled,  some  of  them  in  very 
strong  terms  indeed,  and  expectations  held  out  of 
a  very  favourable  character,  as  to  what  was  being 
accomplished,  or  was  likely  to  be  accomplished,  by 
the  efforts  of  the  High  Commissioner  with  the 
people  of  Spain.  I  trust  most  sincerely  that  some 
result  may  flow  therefrom,  and  that  the  Ministry 
and  the  Government  may  be  in  a  position,  within 
a  very  short  time*  to  announce  to  this  House,  or  in 
some  other  way  to  the  people  of  this  country,  that 
a  more  favourable  outlook  is  promised  in  regard  to 
our  trade  with  the  Spanish  West  Indies.  We 
have  a  large  import  trade  from  those  islands, 
larger,  perhaps,  than  many  hon.  members  are. 
aware,  certainly  larger  than  a  great  many  people 
throughout  the  country  have  an  idea  of.  The 
Mr.  Flint. 


Province  of  Ontario  imports  about  $37,000,  paying 
a  duty  of  $27,344,  from  those  islands  ;  the  Pro¬ 
vince  of  Quebec  last  year  returned  imports  of 
$1,470,677,  paying  an  import  duty  of  $829,623  ; 
theProvinceof  Nova  Scotia  imported  $318,536,  upon 
which  they  paid  a  duty,  in  round  numbers,  of 
$161,000.  New  Brunswick  imported  $133,454, 
upon  which  they  paid  a  duty  of  $81,312.  I  think 
that  this  large  volume  of  imports  from  the  Spanish 
W  est  Indies,  paying  into  our  treasury  so  large  an 
amount  of  revenue,  certainly  is  a  great*  reason  for 
making  favourable  negotiations  with  the  Govern¬ 
ments  of  those  islands.  I  think  that  in  consider¬ 
ing  any  reduction  of  our  tariff,  the  Government 
might  take  into  consideration  the  circumstances  of 
this  country,  and  the  large  volume  of  imports  from 
the  Spanish  West  Indies  which  pay  duty  into  the 
Dominion  treasury,  to  see  if  they  cannot  make  use 
of  this  fact  as  an  assistance  to  their  negotiations 
in  connection  with  their  efforts  to  obtain  the 
favourable  terms  they  have  alluded  to.  I  presume, 
and  I  think  I  am  right  in  assuming,  that 
none  of  these  features  have  been  neglected, 
and  from  a  personal  knowledge  of  the  unrest 
which  is  felt  in  commercial  circles,  particu¬ 
larly  in  the  fishery  business  circles  of  Nova 
Scotia,  I  can  only  reiterate  to  the  members  of  the 
House  and  to  the  Government,  that  in  all  their 
efforts — if  they  are  making  serious  efforts — through 
their  High  Commissioner  to  ameliorate  our  trade 
relations  with  the  Spanish  W  est  Indies,  particu¬ 
larly  in  anticipation  of  the*30th  day  of  June  next, 
that  they  will  have  the  warm  and  earnest  sym¬ 
pathy  and  co-operation  of  members  on  both  sides 
of  this  House.  This  at  the  present  time  is  a  mat¬ 
ter  of  almost  vital  importance  to  the  people  of 
Nova  Scotia,  and  unless  some  arrangement  is  made 
by  which  our  goods,  particularly  the  produce  of 
our  fisheries,  can  be  sent  to-  the  Spanish  West 
Indies  upon  as  favourable  terms  as  those  of  the 
United  States,  very  great  loss  and  very  great  com¬ 
mercial  depression  will  be  felt  throughout  almost 
every  portion  of  the  Province  of  Nova  Scotia.  I 
presume  that  it  would  be  too  much  to  expect  that 
this  session  we  should  receive  any  important  news 
in  connection  with  this  matter,  but  I  trust  that 
long  before  the  House  meets  again  we  will  be  able 
to  hear  from  the  Government  the  announcement  of 
a  definite  settlement  of  this  important  question. 

Mr.  FORBES.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  would  like  to 
ask  the  Finance  Minister  whether  these  negotia¬ 
tions  at  Madrid,  between  England  and  Spain,  are 
being  transacted  on  behalf  of  the  British  Empire 
and  Spain,  as  a  whole,  or  whether,  through  the 
Colonial  Secretary  and  Home  Government,  on  be¬ 
half  of  the  Dominion  of  Canada  Government 
specially.  I  would  like  to  know  whether  the 
negotiations  have  reference  to  the  trade  of  the 
Dominion  particularly  or  to  the  trade  of  the  whole 
Empire.  The  matter  is  probably  of  no  more 
vital  importance  to  any  part  of  the  Empire  than  it 
is  to  the  Province  of  Nova  Scotia.  I  would  also 
like  to  ask  the  Finance  Minister  if  he  can  tell  us 
why  it  is,  and  for  what  reason,  the  old  treaty, 
was  abrogated  at  the  instance  of  Spain.  Was  it 
because  of  anything  that  Canada  or  Great  Britain 
had  refused  to  do  for  Spain  or  the  Spanish  West 
Indies,  or  was  it  that  requisition  had  been  made 
to  the  Imperial  or  Dominion  Governments  for 
concessions  to  the  Spanish  West  Indies  and  to 
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Spain,  which  could  not  be  conceded?  Why  was  it, 
and  wherein  did  the  obstacles  exist  to  our  having  a 
continuance  of  the  old  treaty,  or  the  establishment 
of  a  new  one  on  possibly  better  relations  ?  Promi¬ 
nence  has  been  given  to  the  great  importance  of 
the  trade  of  the  Spanish  West  Indies  with  the 
Dominion  of  Canada,  and  I  wish  particularly  to 
draw  the  attention  of  the  Finance  Minister — I  have 
no  doubt  that  he  is  well  aware  of  it  already  himself 
—to  the  fact  that  almost  our  entire  trade  with  the 
Spanish  West  Indies  is  from  the  Province  of  Nova 
Scotia.  The  total  export  trade  from  the  Dominion 
to  the  Spanish  West  Indies  amounting  last  year  to 
81,280,212,  and  of  that  $1,249,530  is  from  the  Prov¬ 
ince  of  Nova  Scotia  ;  the  great  bulk  of  it  consisting 
of  the  two-great  matters  of  export  from  that  prov¬ 
ince,  namely,  products  of  thefisheries  and  the  forest. 
Of  products  of  the  fisheries  we  export  $999,000,  and 
of  the  products  of  the  forest  ,$98,275.  From  Quebec 
we  only  export  to  the  Spanish  West  Indies,  $5,950, 
from  New  Brunswick  $1,026,  from  British  Columbia 
$250,  and  from  Ontario  $23,300.  Possibly  it  might 
be  wise  for  us  to  make  certain  concessions  to  the 
Spanish  West  Indies  which  I  have  no  doubt  would 
readily  be  granted  by  the  other  provinces  of  the 
Dominion  inasmuch  as  the  great  part  of  the  trade 
is  with  the  Province  of  Nova  Scotia,  and  she  in  her 
turn  would  be  willing  to  make  equal  concessions  to 
the  other  provinces  in  some  other  line  whereby 
more  extended  trade  relations  might  be  established 
with  the  Spanish  West  Indies.  It  is  of  great  im¬ 
portance  to  the  life  of  the  trade  of  the  Province  of 
Nova  Scotia  that  some  better  trade  relations  should 
be. established  between  the  Dominion  and  the  Spanish 
West  Indies.  It  is  almost  certain  that  we  will  lose 
the  Spanish  West  Indies  trade,  and  after  30th  June 
we  are  in  danger  of  losing  the  British  West  Indian 
trade,  as  it  is  well  known  to  be  a  rule  of  trade 
that  where  a  •  country  sells  her  surplus  pro¬ 
ducts  there  also  will  she  buy  what  is  required. 
Consequently,  when  the  treaty  between  the  British 
West  Indies  and  the  United  States  comes  into 
operation,  it  islikely  that  they  will  buy  their  supplies 
from  the  United  States  and  thus  we  will  lose  that 
avenue  of  trade.  I  do  not  doubt  that  this  matter 
has  been  already  brought  to  the  attention  of  the 
Finance  Minister  and  that  he  is  doing  his  utmost 
to  bring  about  a  better  state  of  things,  but  it  is 
absolutely  necessary  that  every  part  of  the  Domi¬ 
nion  should  be  made  aware  of  the  vast  importance 
of  this  question  to  the  Province  of  Nova  Scotia. 
I  trust  that  if  anything  can  be  done  by  any  repre¬ 
sentatives  of  the  other  provinces  of  the  Dominion 
in  the  Cabinet,  that  they  will  give  way  wherever  it 
may  be  necessary  to  sustain  the  trade  which  we 
have  now  left  to  us,  and  to  promote  more  extended 
relations  writh  these  foreign  markets.  Probably 
the  Minister  of  Finance  will  not  express  an  opinion 
as  to  the  difficulties  that  lie  in  the  way  of  this 
treaty  being  had,  but  that  is  a  matter  for  him  to 
say.  The  merchants  along  the  south  shore  of  Nova 
Scotia  are  anxious  to  know  whether  the  difficulty 
comes  from  Spain  or  her  colonies,  or  whether  it 
comes  from  Great  Britain  and  her  colonies.  The 
reply  of  the  Minister  of  Finance  to  the  hon.  member 
for  King’s  (Mr.  Borden)  leaves  us  exactly  in  the 
position  wre  were  in  twelve  months  ago,  and  it  leaves 
us  with  the  prospect  of  no  better  future  after  the  1st 
of  July  next  than  we  have  to-day.  This  is  a  matter 
of  serious  moment  to  the  Maritime  Provinces,  and 
I  trust  that  a  fair  solution  of  the  matter  will  be 


arrived  at,  and  one  that  will  be  profitable  to  the 
Maritime  Provinces. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  subject 
which  has  been  brought  before  the  attention  of  the 
House  is  well  worthy  of  serious  consideration.  Our 
trade  with  the  Spanish  Antilles  is  of  very  great 
importance  to  the  people  of  the  Province  of 
Ontario  as  well  as  to  the  province  down  by  the 
sea.  It  is  well  known  that  a  great  many  of  the 
articles  which  wre  manufacture  in  the  Province  of 
Ontario,  notably  flour,  have  had  their  markets 
largely  circumscribed  of  late.  We  found  a  profit¬ 
able  market  in  Newfoundland  for  a  large  quantity 
of  our  flour,  and  from  the  beginning  of  the  fiscal 
year  in  July,  to  November,  wdien  the  Newfound¬ 
land  Government  imposed  discriminatory  duties 
against  Canada,  we  sent  to  that  colony  100,000 
barrels  of  flour.  Thaf  afforded  a  very  profitable 
outlet  to  the  millers  of  the  Province  of  Ontario  for 
the  flour  that  they  manufacture,  but  owing  to  the 
obstruction  thrown  in  the  way  by  the  Dominion 
Government  in  imposing  a  duty  on  their  fish,  they 
retaliated  by  imposing  a  duty  on  our  flour,  and 
consequently  that  market  has  been  lost  to  us.  The 
Cuban  and  Porto  Rico  markets  are  very  large  con¬ 
sumers  of  flour,  and  it  is  of  the  utmost  importance 
that  they  should  be  open  to  the  Canadian  millers  as. 
well  as  to  Americans.  I  find  an  article  in  the 
Boston  Journal  of  Commerce  which  shows  the 
great  importance  of  that  market,  and  how  the 
American  people  appreciate  it.  It  says  : 

“  We  have  shown  how  under  the  reciprocity  treaty  our 
exports  of  flour  to  Cuba  have  multiplied  nine-fold  since 
last  year — the  figures  being  118,421  barrels,  valued  at 
$532,949,  for  the  months  of  January  and  February  last 
against  14,386  barrels,  valued  at  $77,310,  for  the  corres¬ 
ponding  months  of  1891,  before  reciprocity  went  into 
operation.  In  sixty  days  after  the  new  treaty  in  its  ap¬ 
plication  to  flour  went  into  effect,  we  sent  nearly  as  much 
flour  to  Cuba  as  we  had  done  in  the  365  days  of  the  year 
preceding.” 

That  shows  the  great  importance  of  those  markets, 
and  howr  highly  they  appreciate  them.  Then,  fur¬ 
ther  on,  the  article  says  : 

“  And  the  effects  of  reciprocity  are  being  only  partially 
felt  as  yet.  For  competing  Canadian  agricultural  pro¬ 
ducts  are  now  being  admitted  into  Cuba  and  Porto  Rico 
under  the  same  conditions  as  our  products.  But  Spain 
has  ‘  denounced’  the  commercial  treaty  with  the  British 
Government,  by  which  the  Canadians  claims  this  ‘  most¬ 
favoured-nation  ’  privilege.  The  treaty  expires  on  1st  July 
next.  Thereafter,  Canadian  products  will  have  to  pay  full 
duty  in  Cuba  and  Porto  Rico,  and  we  shall  enjoy  a  practi¬ 
cal  monoply  of  the  colonial  markets.” 

In  view  of  that  statement,  I  think  it  is  of  very 
great  importance  that  every  possible  step  should 
be  taken  to  prevent  the  abrogation  of  that  treaty 
by  which  we  are  able  now  to  obtain  access  to  the 
markets  of  those  two  countries  on  the  same  terms 
as  the  American  people.  I  understood  from  the 
Finance  Minister,  to-day,  that  our  High  Commis¬ 
sioner  was  waiting  for  a  summons  from  Spain  to 
negotiate  a  treaty.  We  were  told,  last  year,  that 
he  was  waiting  for  the  same  summons,  so  it  seems 
that  he  has  been  waiting  for  twelve  months  and  no 
summons  has  come  yet,  and  I  think  it  likely  that 
he  will  have  to  wait  a  long  while  before  it  will 
come.  Now,  the  manufacturers  of  the  Province  of 
Ontario,  owing  to  the  failure  of  the  negotiations 
for  reciprocity  with  the  United  States,  and  the 
blundering  of  the  Dominion  Government  in  shut¬ 
ting  up  the  Newfoundland  market,  find  it  very 
hard,  indeed,  to  obtain  outlets  for  their  goods  ;  and 
now,  seeing  that  these  new  obstructions  are  likely 


1887 


[COMMONS] 


1888 


to  be  set  up  on  the  1st  of  July  next,  and  that  time 
is  rapidly  approaching,  it  is  of  the  utmost  import¬ 
ance  that  the  Government  should  take  every  means 
in  their  power  to  prevent  any  discrimination  against 
Canada  in  entering  the  markets  of  the  Spanish 
Antilles.  We  can  only  hope  that  the  Government 
will  make  every  effort  to  prevent  the  abrogation  of 
the  privileges  we  now  enjoy. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  I  think  that  some  of  j 
my  lion,  friends  here  must  have  forgotten  the  pro¬ 
positions  embraced  in  the  Address  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  to  the  Imperial  Parliament,  or  at  all  events 
to  the  Colonial  Secretary,  last  year.  It  is  assum¬ 
ed  that  the  Minister  of  Finance  and  his  colleagues 
would  deprecate  the  termination  by  Spain  by  this 
treaty  containing  the  most-favoured-nation  clause. 
Well,  Sir,  I  am  rather  astonished  at  that  expres¬ 
sion  of  opinion,  because  the  Spanish  Government 
has  only  done  what  the  Minister  of  Finance  and 
his  colleagues  asked  the  Imperial  Government  last 
year  by  a  formal  Address  to  do  ;  and  I  suppose  that 
as  long  as  the  result  has  been  accomplished,  as  long 
as  the  treaty  has  been  denounced,  the  practical  con¬ 
sequence  of  its  denunciation  will  be  exactly  the  same, 
whether  that  came  from  the  Government  of  Spain 
or  from  the  Government  of  the  United  Kingdom. 
The  hon.  gentleman,  at  the  close  of  last  session,  after 
nearly  every  member  on  both  sides  of  the  House 
had  gone  home,  asked  the  quorum  that  remained 
to  present  a  formal  Address,  which  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  did  not  think  it  worth  while  to  bring  down  at 
an  earlier  period  of  the  session,  to  the  Imperial 
Parliament,  not  only  advising  the  Ministers  of  the 
Crown  in  the  United  Kingdom  what  they  ought  to 
do  in  the  interest  of  Canada,  but  what  ought  to  be 
done  in  the  interest  of  the  whole  Empire.  The 
hon.  gentleman  followed  the  example  of  the  tailors 
of  Tooley  Street :  he  proposed  to  speak,  not  only 
of  the  country  which  he  represented,  but  for  every 
other  portion  of  the  British  dominions  which  he 
did  not  represent.  Now,  let  me  call  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  the  concluding  paragraph  of  the 
Address  which  the  Minister  of  Finance  asked  this 
House  to  send  to  our  Most  Gracious  Sovereign. 
That  Address  concludes  as  follows  : — 

“  The  Senate  and  House  of  Commons  therefore  humbly 
request  Your  Majesty  to  take  such  steps  as  may  be 
necessary  to  denounce  and  terminate  the  effect  of  the 
provisions  referred  to  as  well  in  the  treaties  with  the 
German  Zollverein  and  with  the  Kingdom  of  Belgium,  as 
with  any  other  nation  in  respect  of  which  such  provisions 
are  now  in  force.” 

Surely  it  could  not  be  supposed  that  the  hon.  Min¬ 
ister  of  Finance,  when  imploring  our  Gracious 
Sovereign  to  denounce  all  the  treaties  containing 
the  most-favoured-nation  clause,  could  be  carrying 
on  a  correspondence  to  prevent  the  denunciation  of 
this  one  particular  treaty  ?  I  think  it  is  a  pretty 
well  recognized  principle  of  logic  that  what  is  said 
of  the  whole  must  be  said  of  each  of  the  parts,  and 
when  the  hon.  gentleman  asked  for  the  denunciation 
of  all  the  treaties  containing  this  clause,  he  included 
in  that  universal  category  the  treaty  between  Spain 
and  the  United  Kingdom  under  which  those  advan¬ 
tages  were  enjoyed  which  are  now  about  to  be  term¬ 
inated.  Well,  Sir,  it  is  quite  clear  from  this  Ad¬ 
dress  what  the  views  of  the  hon.  gentleman  were  as 
to  important  questions  of  public  policy.  The  hon 
gentleman  knew  right  well  that  there  was  not,  at 
all  events  in  his  lifetime,  the  slightest  hope  or  ex¬ 
pectation  that  the  fiscal  policy  of  the  mother  country 
Mr.  Campbell. 


would  be  changed  in  the  direction  pointed  to  in 
that  Address — that  the  Imperial  Government  would 
legislate  to  the  detriment  of  the  trade  of  £500,- 
000,000  with  foreign  states,  in  order  to  confer 
a  special  benefit  upon  the  dependencies  of  the 
Empire,  the  trade  with  which  was  not  one- 
fourth  of  that  amount.  So  the  hon.  gentleman 
knew  that  there  was  not  the  slightest  probability 
or  chance  of  the  adoption  of  the  policy  which  was 
suggested  in  that  Address  ;  but  he  was  looking,  in 
this  as  in  other  matters,  not  to  the  general  well¬ 
being  of  the  community,  but  to  the  political  advan¬ 
tages  which  the  Government  might  enjoy  by  un¬ 
dertaking  to  persuade  the  somewhat  sensitive  loyal 
population  of  Canada  that  this  was  in  the  interest 
of  the  Empire — that  it  would  be  of  very  great  ad¬ 
vantage  to  adopt  between  the  present  day  and  the 
day  of  judgment  the  policy  marked  out  in  this  Ad¬ 
dress.  And  so  the  hon.  gentleman  was  prepared  to 
sacrifice  any  day  that  advantage  that  Canada  might 
enjoy  under  the  arrangements  now  existing  in  order 
to  secure  those  political  advantages  which  an  appeal 
to  the  loyal  sentiment  of  the  country  might  confer 
upon  the  Administration.  And  so  we  find  the  hon. 
gentleman  and  his  colleagues  asking  the  Imperial 
Government  to  denounce  this  treaty.  Well,  the 
Imperial  Government  exercised  a  better  and  a 
more  disinterested  judgment  on  behalf,  not  only 
of  the  people  of  the  United  Kingdom,  but  of 
the  dependencies  of  the  Empire,  and  they  declined 
to  pursue  any  such  course.  They  declined  to 
take  the  line  which  the  hon.  gentleman  suggested 
in  this  Address  at  the  fag  end  of  the  session.  But 
Spain  did  for  the  hon.  gentleman  what  the  mother 
country  refused,  and  so  we  find  the  Government  in 
the  present  position,  that  one  of  the  most  important 
markets  open  to  the  people  of  the  Maritime  Pro¬ 
vinces  for  the  special  products  of  these  provinces 
has  been  closed  in  consequence  of  the  action  of  the 
Spanish  Government,  and  closed,  so  far  as  we  know, 
in  consequence  of  the  action  of  hon.  gentlemen  at 
the  last  days  of  the  session  last  year.  I  think  that 
the  Administration  owes  something  to  the  House. 
Let  those  hon.  gentlemen  get  up  in  their  places  and 
tell  the  people  of  this  country  how  they  came  to 
move  the  Address  which  they  sent  to  the  Imperial 
Government,  in  the  absence  of  a  large  majority  of 
those  who  sit  on  this  side  of  the  House,  in  the 
absence  of  a  large  majority  of  those  who  sit  on  that 
side,  after  the  members  had  left,  after  the  oppor¬ 
tunity  for  full  discussion  had  gone  by.  When  they 
proposed  this  Address  they  must  have  foreseen  what 
the  consequences  of  such  a  proposition  would  be.  Did 
the  hon.  gentleman  want  this  treaty  between  Great 
Britain  and  Spain,  under  which  those  advantages 
were  sustained,  denounced  ?  If  he  did  not,  why 
did  he  ask  for  this  general  denunciation  by  the  Ad¬ 
dress  last  year  ?  The  people  will  hold  the  hon. 
gentleman  responsible  for  that  Address,  and  they 
will  hold  him  responsible  for  the  disastrous  conse¬ 
quences  which  are  likely  to  flow  from  that  Address 
by  the  denunciation  of  this  treaty  by  Spain.  How 
could  the  Imperial  Government  press  upon  Spain 
the  propriety  of  the  continuation  of  this  treaty 
when  the  very  parties  who  were  most  concerned  in 
its  maintenance,  through  those  who,  it  must  be  as¬ 
sumed,  represented  their  opinion,  called  upon  the 
Imperial  Government  for  its  denunciation  ?  That 
responsibility  the  Imperial  Government  were  not 
ready  to  take.  That  responsibility,  therefore,  was 
one  they  left  to  the  hon.  gentleman  opposite  and 
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left  to  the  Government  of  Spain.  But  the  re¬ 
sult,  however  disastrous  it  may  be,  will  lie 
at  the  door  of  the  hon.  gentlemen  who  sit 
on  the  Treasury  benches.  This  address  is  clear 
and  specific  in  its  terms,  and  from  those  terms 
it  will  be  seen  that  the  hon.  gentleman  wanted  not 
only  this  treaty  ’denounced  but  every  other  treaty 
which  secured  any  advantage  to  the  people  of 
Canada  or  the  people  of  any  other  portion  of  the 
British  Empire.  They  did  in  this  address  call  upon 
the  Imperial  Government,  not  only  to  denounce 
these  treaties,  so  far  as  they  affected  Canada,  but 
they  undertook  to  speak  for  Australia  and  Cape 
Colony  and  every  other  possession  of  the  British 
Empire  as  well  as  for  the  British  Islands  ;  and  if 
the  people  of  the  Maritime  Provinces  find  a  market 
which  is  well  nigh  essential  to  their  existence, 
closed  to  them,  they  have  their  representatives 
who  sit  on  the  Treasury  benches,  and  who  are  re¬ 
sponsible  for  the  administration  of  the  affairs  of 
this  country,  alone  to  blame  for  what  has  actually 
transpired. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  House  again  resolved  itself 
into  Committee  of  Supply. 

(In  the  Committee. ) 

Immigration  Expenses .  $150,000 

Mr.  FLINT.  In  connection  with  this  item,  I 
wish  to  call  the  attention  of  the  committee  to  an 
occurrence  which  took  place  last  summer  while  the 
House  was  in  session,  in  connection  with  the  visit 
of  the  farmers’  delegates  to  this  country,  and  I  wish 
to  ask  the  Minister  if  it  is  contemplated  that  there 
shall  be  any  more  attempts  made  to  have  visits  from 
representative  farmers  of  the  mother  country  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  There  is  no  intention  so  far  as 
I  am  aware.  I  do  not  know  what  the  Minister  of 
the  Interior  may  do,  but  so  far  as  I  know  there  is 
no  intention. 

Mr.  FLINT.  In  connection  with  that,  I  wish  to 
express  a  certain  degree  of  regret  that  at  this  stage 
we  have  not  the  report  of  the  delegates  who  visited 
the  Lower  Provinces  during  the  latter  part  of  last 
summer,  because  it  would  be  interesting  to  find 
what  their  views  and  ideas  are  as  regards  the  state 
of  agriculture  there  and  the  prospects  for  carrying 
out  an  immigration  policy  in  those  portions  of  the 
Dominion.  In  connection  with  that  subject,  I 
desire  to  call  the  attention  of  the  committee  to  a 
complaint  which  was  made  about  the  middle  of 
September  last  with  regard  to  certain  official 
courtesies  which  were  attempted  to  be  extended  to 
the  farmers’  delegates  by  the  Provincial  Govern¬ 
ment,  but  which,  owing  to  what  I  shall  at 
present  call  an  unfortunate  misunderstanding,  were 
not  extended.  As  I  recollect  the  circumstances, 
the  High  Commissioner  in  London  sent  a  communi¬ 
cation  to  the  Premier  of  the  Province  of  Nova 
Scotia  asking  him  to  extend  the  courtesies  of  the 
Provincial  Government  to  these  delegates  and 
generally  to  use  his  position  as  Premier  in  influenc¬ 
ing  the  Local  Government  to  make  their  visit  a 
success.  The  Premier,  being  about  to  visit 
England,  left  word  with  his  colleagues  and  particu¬ 
larly  with  the  acting  Premier,  and  through  him  with 
the  head  of  the  Agricultural  Bureau  of  Nova 
Scotia,  to  see  that  these  delegates  were  properly 
looked  after.  The  superintendent  of  the  agri¬ 
cultural  branch  made  arrangements  to  receive  the 
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delegates  on  their  arrival,  to  look  after  their 
hotel  accommodation,  and  to  give  them  such  a 
reception,  and  such  a  view  of  the  country,  and 
such  an  opportunity  to  meet  leading  agriculturists 
as  would  display  in  the  best  possible  light  the 
resources  and  facilities  of  the  province  generally. 
Up  to  almost  the  eve  of  the  arrival  of  the  delegates, 
it  was  understood  that  the  province  would  do  its 
share  to  show  the  resources  of  the  province  to 
them,  and  to  show  proper  courtesy  to  them, 
but  it  transpired  upon  the  arrival  of  these 
gentlemen  that  a  private  gentleman  in  the  city  of 
Halifax  who  was  prominently  connected  with 
the  Conservative  party  had  authority  from 
the  Department  of  Agriculture,  or  from  some  of 
the  Cabinet  Ministers  at  Ottawa,  to  undertake  this 
duty  himself  on  behalf  of  the  Dominion  Govern¬ 
ment,  and  that  one  of  the  deputies  or  subordinates 
of  the  Minister  of  Agriculture  was  detailed  from 
Ottawa  to  meet  the  delegates,  take  charge  of  them, 
see  after  their  comfort,  and  assist  them  in  the  dis¬ 
charge  of  their  duties.  This  created  a  very  painful 
and  disagreeable  feeling  not  only  in  political  circles 
in  Nova  Scotia  but  among  the  people  at  large,  par¬ 
ticularly  among  the  large  number  of  the  people  of 
the  province  who  supported  the  Provincial  Admin¬ 
istration.  It  was  felt  that  here  a  great  opportun¬ 
ity  was  lost  in  the  first  place  to  remove  from  the 
visit  of  these  delegates  all  appearance  of  political 
bias  or  feeling  whatever,  and  in  the  second  place 
there  was  lost,  owing  to  this  error  of  judgment, 
this  misunderstanding  which  I  think  arose  from  the 
great  obliquity  which  was  shown  on  the  part  of 
these  who  acted  in  this  way  in  the  city  of  Halifax 
in  regard  to  what  social  duties  demanded,  an  op¬ 
portunity  for  favourably  impressing  these  delegates 
with  the  resources  of  the  province.  I  do  not  desire 
to  take  up  the  time  by  reading  from  the  long  cor¬ 
respondence  which  took  place  at  that  time,  but  I 
will  sum  it  up  and  will  ask  a  full  and  complete 
explanation  from  the  Minister  in  regard  to  it. 
The  correspondence  amounted  to  this :  that  owing  to 
the  request  of  the  High  Commissioner  to  the 
Premier  of  the  province,  expectations  were  held 
out,  and  the  Local  Government  were  prepared  to 
receive  those  delegates  on  behalf  of  the  province, 
to  throw  the  whole  of  the  resources  of  the  province 
open  to  them,  to  accompany  them  to  various  parts 
of  the  province,  but  that  private  citizens,  pro¬ 
minently  connected  with  the  party  in  power  at 
Ottawa,  and  particularly  in  opposition  to  the  Local 
Government,  including  no  less  a  one  than  the  leader 
of  the  Opposition  in  the  Provincial  Legislature,  took 
charge  of  them  in  order  to  show  them  through  the 
country.  Friction  was  created,  unpleasant  social  re¬ 
lations  existed,  and,  I  think,  the  expectations  of  the 
public  in  the  Province  of  Nova  Scotia  were,  to  a 
great  degree,  frustated,  owing  to  this,  as  it  appears 
to  me,  very  great  social  and  diplomatic  blunder  on 
the  part  of  somebody.  I  think  it  was  unfortunate 
that  the  Local  Government  was  not  taken  cheer¬ 
fully  into  the  confidence  of  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  at  Ottawa,  and  that  the  most  friendly 
relations  were  not  sustained  between  the  two 
Governments.  Then  the  visit  of  these  delegates 
would  have  been  as  great  a  success  as  it  should  have 
been.  Of  course,  I  am  speaking  subject  to  the  disad¬ 
vantage  of  not  seeing  the  report  of  the  delegates.  We 
may  have  that  before  us  at  a  later  period.  I  am  also 
under  the  disadvantage  of  not  knowing  what  has 
taken  place  between  the  high  parties  concerned 
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since  the  correspondence  was  published  in  the  press, 
but  it  seems  to  me  a  little  unfortunate  that,  when 
delegates  are  visiting  us  from  the  mother  country 
in  regard  to  the  publication  of  whose  views  a  great 
deal  of  interest  is  manifested,  the  spirit  of  w  hich 
we  were  speaking  last  evening  should  not  be  dis¬ 
played.  I  trust  that,  in  all  matters  connected  with 
immigration,  there  will  be  an  active  interest  taken 
by  the  Dominion  and  the  executive  bodies  of  the 
various  provinces  to  work  together  harmoniously. 
This  has  been  too  much  neglected  in  the  past,  and, 
if  we  can  cultivate  a  unanimity  of  action  in  the 
expenditure  of  money  in  all  matters  connected 
with  immigration,  I  believe  the  department  wrill 
have  much  greater  success  than  it  has  had  in  the 
past.  In  some  particulars,  I  think  the  interests  of 
the  provinces,  and  particularly  the  interests  of  the 
Maritime  Provinces,  have  been  overlooked  and 
damaged  by  the  over-eargerness  and  zeal  and 
anxiety  of  the  Dominion  Government  to  introduce 
immigrants  into  the  North-West.  There  has  been 
a  tendency  to  overlook  the  needs,  the  resources 
and  the  requirements  of  the  Maritime  Provinces. 
On  this  subject,  I  shall  look  with  interest  for  the 
remarks  of  the  Minister. 

Mr.  T UPPER.  Perhaps  I  may  be  allowed  to 
say  a  few  words  on  this  subject,  as  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  was  good  enough  to  tell  me  in  advance  that 
he  proposed  to  allude  to  this  matter.  No  doubt 
he  gave  me  that  information  because  my  name  was 
connected  with  the  correspondence  which  appeared 
in  the  press  of  Nova  Scotia  last  fall,  and,  though  I 
have  not  refreshed  my  memory  by  perusing  .that 
correspondence  for  the  small  part  I  took  in  it,  in 
reply  to  a  telegram  sent  to  me  by  Dr.  Lawson,  I 
think  I  remember  enough  to  be  able  to  say  that  it 
was  nothing  more  or  less  than  a  misunderstanding 
on  the  part  of  some  members  of  the  Local  Gov¬ 
ernment  of  Nova  Scotia,  and  at  the  same  time  a 
request  to  the  Department  of  Agriculture  that  that 
department  would  see  that  some  one  was  at  Hali¬ 
fax  on  the  arrival  of  these  delegates  to  meet  them 
and  practically  to  guide  them  or  arrange  for  guides 
for  them  in  their  progress  through  the  province. 
I  was  consulted  on  the  subject,  and  I  named  a 
gentleman  to  whom  I  think  the  hon.  member  for 
Yarmouth  (Mr.  Flint)  referred,  Mr.  Cahan,  who 
represents  one  of  the  counties  of  Nova  Scotia 
in  the  Local  Legislature,  and  he  undertook  to  act  for 
the  Department  of  Agriculture  in  that  connection. 
It  appears  that  after  that  the  secretary  of  the  de¬ 
partment  also  went  to  Halifax,  and  I  received 
from  Dr.  Lawson,  wdio  is  the  secretary  of  the 
Board  of  Agriculture,  a  telegram  in  which  he  re¬ 
peated  word  for  word,  apparently,  the  letter  of 
introduction  which  the  High  Commissioner  had 
sent  to  the  Premier  of  Nova  Scotia  by  these  farm 
delegates  ;  there  was  no  other  word  in  the  tele¬ 
gram,  merely  a  repetition  of  that  letter.  Without 
the  slightest  desire  to  be  discourteous,  on  the  con¬ 
trary,  simply  to  state  the  fact,  my  recollection  is 
that  I  answered  Dr.  Lawson’s  telegram.  Though 
no  question  was  asked,  I  mentioned  the  fact  that 
Mr.  Cahan  had  been  asked  by  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  to  look  after  these  gentlemen.  Now, 
I  did  not  read,  I  do  not  read  now,  the  letter  of  the 
High  Commissioner  in  any  other  sense  than,  ap¬ 
parently,  the  sense  in  which  it  was  framed.  He 
was  not  asking  the  Local  Government  to  incur  any 
expense,  nor  to  appoint  any  particular  officer  to 
Mr.  Flint. 


take  charge  of  them,  but  he  was  asking, 
just  as  the  member  for  Yarmouth  (Mr.  Flint) 
understands  the  letter,  that  the  Local  Government 
should  extend  to  them  all  courtesies  in  their  power, 
so  as  to  make  the  visit  of  the  delegates  to  the 
Province  of  Nova  Scotia  as  pleasant  and  profitable 
as  possible.  The  hon.  gentleman-,  I  am  glad  to  say, 
is  wrong  if  he  thinks  that  the  misunderstanding 
lasted  long,  and  that  those  courtesies  were  not 
extended,  because  the  secretary  of  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  is  my  authority  for  stating  that  these 
difficulties  were  overcome,  and  that  the  delegates 
were  courteously  received  and  entertained  by  the 
Local  Government,  who,  so  far  as  they  could,  facil¬ 
itated  their  movements  throughout  the  province. 
For  instance,  I  recollect  that  they  requested  and 
obtained  passes  over  the  Windsor  and  Annapolis 
Railway,  if  I  am  not  mistaken,  and  the  Local 
Government  assisted  in  that  respect  the  secretary 
of  the  Department  of  Agriculture  in  connection 
with  the  commission.  The  unpleasant  feeling  that 
arose  was  happily  dispelled  before  these  gentlemen 
left  the  province.  So  far  as  I  recollect,  I  was  not 
requested,  nor  do  I  believe  any  member  of  the 
Government  was  requested,  to  explain  the  part 
that  was  taken  ;  but  from  the  papers  it  occurs 
to  me  that  Dr.  Lawson  misunderstood  the  request 
as  contained  in  the  letter  which  was  sent  by 
the  High  Commissioner  to  the  Premier  of 
Nova  Scotia.  That  there  was  a  misunderstand¬ 
ing  is  clear  ;  that  there  was  any  intention  to 
offend  the  members  of  the  Local  Government  of 
Nova  Scotia,  I  most  stoutly  and  positively  deny. 
That  intention  never  existed  from  first  to  last,  and 
the  request,  so  far  as  the  department  was  con¬ 
cerned,  for  some  gentleman  to  devote  his  time  to 
the  company  and  act  practically  as  agent  for  these 
delegates,  was  most  naturally  made  to  Mr.  Cahan, 
who  was  in  every  sense  qualified  ;  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  will  not  deny  that  he  was  well  qualified  to 
act  in  a  case  of  that  kind,  being  familiar  with  the 
province  and  its  resources.  He  was  in  every  sense 
well  able,  and  did  very  successfully  inform  these 
delegates  what  portions  of  the  province  to  visit, 
and  the  means  of  getting  there,  and  so  on.  The 
secretary  of  the  department,  as  I  am  informed, 
received  from  the  Local  Government  considerable 
assistance.  The  delegates  received  the  courtesy 
Sir  Charles  Tupper  anticipated  would  be  shown 
them  by  the  Local  Government.  I  speak  now 
without  having  had  recent  reference  to  any  cor¬ 
respondence  that  occurred,  and  my  recollection  is 
that  the  only  correspondence  was  contained  in  the 
telegrams  which  I  have  mentioned. 

Mr.  FLINT.  Do  1  understand  from  the  Minis¬ 
ter  that  all  further  friction  between  the  depart¬ 
ment  and  the  Local  Government  has  ceased  ?  Has 
there  been  any  rapprochement  between  the  two 
Governments  by  way  of  explanation  to  remove  this 
apparent  difficulty  ?  I  think  it  is  to  be  regretted 
that  something  of  this  kind  was  not  done,  because 
we  know  that  in  the  Province  of  Nova  Scotia  local 
politics  run  pretty  high.  I  desire  to  say  here  that 
I  am  speaking  entirely  on  my  own  authority 
without  haAring  had  the  slightest  consultation  or 
word,  direct  or  indirect,  with  the  Local  Govern¬ 
ment  of  Nova  Scotia.  I  am  speaking  solely  from 
impressions  made  upon  my  mind  by  conversation 
with  parties  outside  the  Government  of  Nova 
Scotia. 
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Mr.  T UPPER.  And  Dr.  Lawson’s  letter. 

Mr.  FLINT.  Yes,  I  mean  to  say  that  I  think 
there  was  an  error  of  judgment,  at  the  very  least, 
in  detailing  the  leader  of  the  Local  Opposition 
prominently  to  take  charge  of  the  farmers’  dele¬ 
gates  in  the  Province  of  Nova  Scotia,  particularly 
in  face  of  the  fact  that  the  visit  of  those  delegates 
took  place  after  a  conversation  between  the  High 
Commissioner  and  the  Premier  of  the  province. 
It  seems  that  the  Premier  of  the  province  was  in 
England,  and  I  presume  he  had  a  friendly  conver¬ 
sation  with  the  High  Commissioner  as  to  what 
would  be  the  most  favourable  season  of  the  year 
for  the  delegates  to  visit  the  province,  and  he 
cabled  his  acting  Premier  with  the  result  of  the 
conversation.  So  the  arrival  of  the  delegates  at 
the  time  they  did  arrive,  was  the  result  of  the 
conversation  between  the  Premier  of  the  province 
and  the  High  Commissioner,  and  it  was  very  un¬ 
fortunate,  to  say  the  least,  I  think  it  was  an  error 
of  judgment,  in  asking  the  leader  of  the  Opposi¬ 
tion  to  take  a  too  prominent  part  in  the  public  re¬ 
ception  and  the  public  travels  of  the  agents 
through  the  province,  particularly  in  face  of  this 
misunderstanding.  I  am  glad  to  know  that  the 
breach  has  not  been  any  more  extensive,  and  I 
sincerely  trust  that  on  future  occasions  of  visits  of 
delegations  to  the  province,  there  will  be  a  deter¬ 
mined  effort  on  the  part  of  the  Government  not 
merely  to  avoid  occasion  for  any  feeling  of  this 
kind,  but  that  there  will  be  an  active  desire  to  draw 
the  Local  Administration  into  the  reception,  and 
into  the  journeyings  of  the  delegates,  in  order  that 
they  may  feel  that  they  are  participating  and 
sharing  with  the  Dominion,  perhaps  in  the  expense, 
at  any  rate  in  the  pleasure,  and  the  responsibility, 
of  making  these  visits  agreeable  and  successful. 

Mr.  FORBES.  Do  I  understand  the  Minister 
to  say  that  the  gentleman  whom  he  retained  on 
behalf  of  the  Dominion  Government,  was  the  leader 
of  the  local  Opposition,  Mr.  Cahan,  and  that  he 
has  been  paid  therefor  ? 

Mr.  TUPPER.  I  do  not  say  what  he  was  paid. 
I  say  that  Mr.  Cahan  acted  in  that  capacity,  but  I 
had  nothing  to  do  with  his  pay. 

Mr.  FORBES.  Perhaps  the  Minister  of  Agri¬ 
culture  could  say  whether  he  has  been  paid  for  his 
services,  and  how  much  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  think  Mr.  Cahan  was  paid 
for  his  services,  for  the  time  he  gave  to  conducting 
the  delegates  around  the  provinces. 

Mr.  FORBES.  Can  the  Minister  tell  how  much  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  His  travelling  expenses  only. 

Mr.  FORBES.  Will  it  be  possible  to  get  the 
exact  figures  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  think  so. 

Mr.  FORBES.  Can  the  Minister  give  them 
now  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  think  it  is  $180. 

Mr.  BORDEN.  I  am  very  glad  to  hear  from 
the  Minister  of  Marine  that  there  was  no  affront 
intended  by  this  Government  to  the  Government  of 
Nova  Scotia.  But  I  think  that  the  Minister  must 
agree,  that  at  the  moment,  at  any  rate,  that  this 
matter  occurred,  the  Government  of  Nova  Scotia 
had  a  right  to  think  that  an  affront  was  intended. 
There  was  the  fact  that  the  High  Commissioner 
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had  sent  these  delegates  with  a  letter  to  the  leader 
of  the  Government  of  Nova  Scotia. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  The  existence  of  that  letter  was 
not  known  at  the  time. 

Mr.  BORDEN.  I  did  not  understand  the  Min¬ 
ister  to  say  that,  but  the  fact  that  the  existence  of 
the  letter  was  not  known  puts  an  entirely  different 
construction  upon  the  affair,  I  admit  at  once.  It 
was  very  unfortunate,  however,  that  the  High 
Commissioner  did  not  communicate  the  existence 
of  that  letter  to  this  Government.  It  seems  to  me 
that  it  was  the  most  natural  and  the  most  proper 
thing  in  the  world  for  the  High  Commissioner  to 
send  these  gentlemen  to  those  who  had  charge  of 
public  affairs  in  the  Province  of  Nova  Scotia.  It 
showed  that  the  High  Commissioner  at  any  rate 
recognized  the  fact,  that  so  far  as  questions  of  this 
kind  are  concerned  by  which  the  country  is  to  be 
benefited  irrespective  of  party  politics,  that  it  was 
better  to  utilize  the  powers  that  happened  to  be  in 
charge  of  the  Government  in  that  province  entirely 
outside  of  political  considerations.  I  am  very  glad 
indeed  to  know  that  the  High  Commissioner  took 
that  position,  and  I  say  that  it  is  unfortunate  that 
the  Administration  here  did  not  know  of  the  letter, 
or  did  not  take  the  same  view.  What  parti¬ 
cular  status  had  the  leader  of  the  Opposi¬ 
tion  in  Nova  Scotia  that  he  should  be  placed  in 
charge  of  these  gentlemen  ?  Why  not  have  asked 
Dr.  Lawson  to  look  after  them,  if  there  was  an 
objection  to  the  Government  of  Nova  Scotia,  which 
happened  to  be  Liberal.  They  might  have  been 
entrusted  to  Dr.  Lawson  who  is  a  very  able  man 
and  a  gentleman  known  to  be  a  Conservative  in 
politics,  although  he  occupies  a  high  official  posi¬ 
tion  under  a  Liberal  Administration.  It  would 
have  been  better,  in  the  interests  of  all  concerned, 
had  the  Government  not  chosen  to  place  these  men 
in  charge  of  Mr.  Cahan.  I  have  no  objection  per¬ 
sonally  to  Mr.  Cahan,  but  while  there  was  a  per¬ 
fectly  obvious  reason  for  putting  the  delegates  in 
charge  of  the  Government,  there  could  have  been 
no  reason  whatever  why  they  should  be  placed  in 
charge  of  the  leader  of  the  Opposition.  Now,  with 
regard  to  the  manner  in  which  these  gentlemen 
were  taken  about  in  the  Province  of  Nova  Scotia, 
I  can  say  with  reference  to  my  own  county  that 
these  delegates  were  sent  to  two  or  three  points 
along  the  line  of  the  Windsor  and  Annapolis  Rail¬ 
way,  that  they  were  received  by  two  or  three 
prominent  Conservatives,  and  that  as  the  matter 
seemed  to  be  kept  a  secret,  no  one  outside  of  these 
gentlemen  knew  that  the  delegates  were  to  come 
there  at  all.  I  do  not  believe  that  they  got  any¬ 
thing  like  an  adequate  idea  of  the  western  part  of 
Nova  Scotia  through  which  they  passed.  I  am 
very  anxious,  Mr.  Chairman,  to  see  the  report  of 
these  delegates,  and  I  think  I  understood  the  Min¬ 
ister  to  say  they  would  be  soon  forthcoming  ? 
Does  he  know  whether  it  has  been  printed  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  BORDEN.  This  visit  took  place  in  Sept¬ 
ember  last  and  I  fancy  the  delegates  concluded 
their  visit  in  the  Maritime  Provinces  some  time  in 
October.  Surely  the  Government  ought  to  know 
by  this  time  whether  the  report  has  been  printed 
or  not.  I  have  heard  remarks  that  that  report 
was  not  of  a  nature  particularly  gratifying  to  the 
fiscal  views  of  gentlemen  who  occupy  the  Trea¬ 
sury  benches.  I  have  heard  it  remarked,  I  cannot 
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speak  from  personal  knowledge  of  course,  that 
these  gentlemen  stated  on  more  than  one  occasion, 
and  I  believe  on  one  occasion  publicly,  that  they 
found  Nova  Scotia  and  the  Maritime  Provinces 
blessed  with  a  good  soil,  and  a  good  climate  and 
well  adapted  for  farming,  but  they  could  not  con¬ 
scientiously  recommend  their  fellow-countrymen  to 
come  out  here.  I  have  heard  it  stated  that  a  speech 
was  made  by  one  of  those  delegates,  I  think  at 
Amherst,  in  which  he  expressed  himself  somewhat 
in  that  line,  and  I  have  heard  it  also  that  very 
promptly  instructions  came  from  Ottawa  caution¬ 
ing  that  gentleman  that  he  was  getting  on  dan¬ 
gerous  ground,  and  that  he  must  be  very  careful  to 
abstain  from  any  allusion  to  politics  of  any  kind 
whatever.  When  after  that  the  Island  of  Prince 
Edward  was  visited  and  when  my  hon.  friend  from 
Prince  undertook  to  draw  the  delegate  out  and 
could  get  no  satisfaction  from  him  whatever,  he  had 
probably  got  his  caution.  I  think  that  the  Minis¬ 
ter  ought  to  give  us  some  satisfactory  assurance 
as  to  whether  these  reports  had  been  printed,  or 
ever  will  be  printed,  and  if  so  when  they  will  be 
distributed  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  Perhaps  I  ought  to 
say  a  word,  as  questions  have  been  asked  about 
communications  between  the  Provincial  Govern¬ 
ment  of  Nova  Scotia  and  members  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  here.  As  my  colleague,  the  Minister  of  Ma¬ 
rine,  has  stated,  on  learning  that  the  delegates 
were  coming,  the  first  important  matter  to  be  con¬ 
sidered  seemed  to  be  the  necessity  of  putting  some 
person  in  charge  of  arrangements  for  showing  them 
the  different  parts  of  the  province,  and  Mr.  Cahan 
was  asked  to  attend  to  that.  I  am  sure  that  no 
person  could  be  better  qualified  for  that  purpose, 
irrespective  altogether  of  political  considerations, 
and  I  am  sure  that  nobody  could  take  the  slightest 
objection  to  Dr.  Lawson,  an  officer  of  the  Provin¬ 
cial  Government,  who  is,  in  every  respect,  a  very 
well  qualified  gentleman,  in  whom  any  one  would 
have  implicit  trust  for  business  of  that  kind. 
After  we  had  recommended  Mr.  Cahan,  and  when 
an  officer  of  the  department  here  went  down 
to  help  to  receive  the  delegates  and  show  them  the 
country,  and  while  Mr.  Cahan  was  actually  attend¬ 
ing  to  that  business,  I  received  a  telegram  from  the 
Attorney  General  stating  that  the  delegates  had 
brought  a  letter  of  introduction  to  Mr.  Fielding. 
Mr.  Fielding  was  then  absent,  and  the  Attorney 
General,  I  presume,  was  acting  in  his  place.  I  can 
only  quote  the  substance  of  the  telegram  from  mem¬ 
ory,  because  I  did  not  know  that  the  subject  would 
be  mentioned  and  I  did  not  refresh  my  memory. 

I  immediately  telegraphed  to  the  Attorney  General 
stating  that  Mr.  Cahan  had  been  requested  by  the 
Department  of  Agriculture  here,  to  give  any  assist¬ 
ance  he  could  to  the  delegates,  and  that  I  was  sure 
he  would  be  very  glad  to  co-operate  with  the  Local 
Government,  and  that  we  hoped  they  would 
co-operate  with  him.  I  received  afterwards  a  reply 
from  the  Attorney  General,  stating  that  that  was  not 
at  all  acceptable  to  his  Government,  and  that  they 
could  not  co-operate.  I  have  heard,  as  has  the  hon. 
member  for  Queen’s,  the  rumour  that  these  gentle¬ 
men  had  expressed  strong  views  about  various 
matters  which  they  were  not  sent  out  to  report  upon, 
and  upon  which  I  would  not  have  the  slightest  respect 
for  their  opinion,  because,  I  think  the  people  of  our 
province  are  quite  as  well  able  to  judge  of  their 
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own  affairs  as  these  gentlemen  were.  Neither  by 
natural  advantages  nor  by  education  were  they 
better  qualified  to  decide  those  questions  than  our 
own  people.  But  I  was  afterwards  told  that  when 
they  were  asked  whether  such  was  the  case,  they 
repudiated  the  assertion  that  they  had  interfered 
in  any  way  in  matters  beyond  their  cognizance  or 
control. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.  E.I. )  I  think  it  is  well  under¬ 
stood  that  those  delegates  did  not  venture  to  ex¬ 
press  any  opinion  on  what  is  known  as  party  poli¬ 
tics  pure  and  simple.  When  they  came  to  the 
Maritime  Provinces  they  were  consigned,  if  that  is 
the  proper  expression,  to  the  care  of  gentlemen  in 
political  sympathy  with  the  Government,  and  were 
kept  under  their  control  as  much  as  possible.  But 
they  were  men  of  more  than  ordinary  intelligence, 
and  the  leader  of  the  House  will  see  at  once  that 
being  sent  here  to  advise  their  fellow-tenants  at 
home  as  to  whether  this  was  a  country  to  which 
they  could  properly  recommend  them  to  emigrate, 
their  duty  was  to  report  not  only  on  the  soil  and 
climate,  but  on  those  combined  circumstances 
which  go  to  make  a  country  a  desirable  home  for 
immigrants.  The  fiscal  policy  of  the  country,  the 
cost  of  living,  the  cost  of  producing  different  pro¬ 
ducts  that  we  export  from  the  Maritime  Provinces 
were  some  of  the  main  elements  in  determining 
whether  they  should  recommend  this  country  or 
not.  For  instance,  if  the  markets  of  the  United 
States  are  closed  to  our  products,  and  we  are  com¬ 
pelled  to  send  them  to  the  old  country,  the  question 
arises  whether  the  products  are  such  as  can  be  sent 
to  the  mother  country.  Then  comes  the  question 
of  the  cost  of  production,  and  that  depends 
upon  the  fiscal  policy  we  adopt.  These  delegates 
came  to  the  conclusion  that  our  fiscal  policy  pre¬ 
cluded  them  from  advising  their  co-tenants  in  the 
old  county^  to  come  to  this  country.  They  were 
delighted  with  the  soil  and  the  people,  they  were 
delighted  to  find  that  we  had  so  many  of  the  ele¬ 
ments  of  civilization  here ;  and  they  would  have  been 
delighted  to  have  advised  their  people  to  come  to 
the  country  ;  but  they  said  that  while  the  present 
fiscal  policy  of  the  Government  was  continued  they 
were  not  prepared  to  recommend  them  to  do  so. 
Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  may  not  like  that,  but  it 
is  the  fact ;  and  the  reports,  not  being  satisfactory 
to  the  Government,  are  not  printed.  The  hon. 
Minister  of  Agriculture  does  not  say  that  they  are 
printed.  He  tells  us,  as  he  has  so  often  told  us, 
that  he  does  not  know.  Is  the  hon.  gentleman 
serious  in  that  ?  Is  he  wilfully  abstaining  from  en¬ 
quiring  about  them  ?  The  hon.  gentleman  knows 
that  the  reports  of  these  tenant  delegates  were  such 
as  he  dare  not  publish,  because  they  would  be  the 
condemnation  of  the  fiscal  policy  of  which  he  is  a 
mouthpiece.  As  the  people  of  this  country  have 
paid  a  large  amount  for  the  expenses  of  these 
delegates,  they  have  a  right  to  their  report  ;  and  if 
it  is  a  fact  that  the  fiscal  policy  of  the  Government 
is  preventing  immigration  from  coming  to  Canada, 
the  sooner  we  know  that  and  alter  the  fiscal  policy 
the  better. 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  think  I  owe  an  explanation 
to  the  House.  I  was  asked  last  night  if  the  dele¬ 
gates  who  were  sent  to  the  Maritime  Provinces 
had  made  a  report.  1  may  say  that  I  found  on 
enquiry  at  my  office  to-day  that  a  report  of  one  of 
the  delegates  had  been  sent  out  here  in  the  begin- 
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ning  of  March  last.  It  was  sent  up  to  me  at  Lon¬ 
don  when  I  was  ill  and  confined  to  my  bed,  and  I 
requested  that  it  should  be  returned  to  Sir  Charles 
Tupper,  which  was  done.  I  never  read  the  report, 
no  member  of  the  Government  ever  saw  it,  and  I 
do  not  know  what  was  in  it.  It  was  sent  back  to 
Sir  Charles  Tupper  and  was  dealt  with,  I  under¬ 
stand,  in  the  same  way  as  the  reports  of  the  previous 
delegates  who  came  out  to  Canada.  They  were 
selected  by  Sir  Charles  Tupper,  and  the  reports 
were  made  to  Sir  Charles  Tupper  and  printed  by 
Sir  Charles  Tupper.  Only  one  report  was  sent  to 
me,  that  was  the  report  of  Mr.  McQueen. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  Printed  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  No,  written  ;  and  I  instructed 
that  it  should  be  sent  back  to  Sir  Charles  Tupper 
to  be  dealt  with  by  him  in  the  same  way  as  the 
reports  of  the  delegates  of  the  previous  year.  I 
have  no  knowledge  of  what  was  in  that  report,  and 
if  it  has  been  printed  it  is  without  my  knowledge. 
With  regard  to  the  statements  made  about  Mr. 
McQueen  and  the  other  gentlemen  having  made 
speeches  on  the  trade  policy  of  the  Government,  I 
spoke  to  them  about  that  when  I  saw  them  in  Tor¬ 
onto,  and  they  told  me  that  it  was  not  the  case. 
They  said  that  they  had  been  at  a  meeting  and  that 
some  people  had  tried  to  draw  them  into  a  trap  to 
express  opinions,  and  that  they  had  been  misre¬ 
presented  in  the  press  and  had  not  made  the  state¬ 
ments  attributed  to  them.  I  had  not  much  oppor¬ 
tunity  of  talking  to  the  gentlemen,  but  I  found  them 
very  intelligent  men.  I  saw  them  both  before  and 
after  their  visit  to  the  North-West,  and  altogether 
they  seemed  to  be  very  much  pleased  with  this 
country. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  Who  accompanied  them 
through  the  Province  of  Ontario  and  the  North- 
West  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  We  had  not  charge  of  them 
after  they  came  to  Ottawa.  They  had  letters  of 
introduction  to  our  agents  and  other  people  in  the 
North  West,  and  I  think  I  gave  them  letters  of 
introduction  to  Mr.  Donaldson,  in  Toronto,  and  to 
some  of  the  Ministers  of  the  Local  Government. 
But  they  were  not  paid  when  travelling  in  the 
North-West  or  in  Ontario. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  Were  they  paid  while 
travelling  in  the  Maritime  Provinces  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  Their  expenses  were  paid. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  How  is  it  that  a  differ¬ 
ent  rule  was  adopted  there  from  that  adopted  in 
Ontario  and  the  North-West  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  Because  the  delegates  who 
came  out  the  previous  year  came  out  to  visit 
Canada,  while  the  two  delegates  who  came  last 
autumn  came  specially  to  visit  the  Maritime  Pro¬ 
vinces.  The  delegates  of  the  previous  year  were 
detained  so  long  in  the  western  part  of  the  Domi¬ 
nion  that  they  had  not  time  to  visit  the  Maritime 
Provinces  after  their  return,  it  being  too  late  in  the 
season,  and  Sir  Charles  Tupper,  when  in  Canada  in 
the  following  winter,  requested  that  I  should  allow 
him  to  select  two  gentlemen  specially  to  visit  the 
Maritime  Provinces. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  How  many 
delegates  were  there? 

Mr.  CARLING.  Two,  one  from  England  and 
one  from  Scotland,  Mr.  Davy  and  Mr.  McQueen. 


Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  The  representations 
made  with  regard  to  these  delegates  were  that  they 
were  put  by  the  Government  here  under  the  control 
of  a  political  friend  when  they  came  into  the  Mari¬ 
time  Provinces,  and  that  if  they  had  been  suspected 
of  some  offence  they  could  not  have  been  more 
closely  shadowed.  Care  was  taken  to  keep  them 
from  coming  into  contact  with  any  one  who  held 
views  at  variance  with  those  of  the  Administration. 

Mr.  CARLING.  No  such  thing. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  And  I  understand  that 
when  they  came  to  Ottawa,  very  serious  attempts 
were  made  to  convert  them  into  the  Government 
way  of  thinking. 

Mr.  CARLING.  No. 

,  Mr;  MILLS  (Bothwell).  I  understand  that  the 
Government  failed  in  that  enterprise,  and  abandoned 
these  men  as  hopeless  reprobates,  leaving  them  to 
the  condemnation  and  the  hardness  of  heart  which 
accompanies  depravity  of  so  sweeping  a  character. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  do  not  think  they 
were  so  bad  as  the  hon.  gentleman  represents  them. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  I  am  describing  the 
view  the  hon.  gentleman  took  of  them.  He  has  a 
peculiar  standard  of  uprightness. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  never  saw  them. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  The  Government  speaks 
as  a  unit.  It  is  the  hon.  gentleman  who  sits  opposite 
me  who  has  the  brains  of  the  Administration,  the 
reflective  faculty  for  this  particular  purpose.  My 
hon.  friend  who  leads  the  House  thinks  for  the 
Administration  on  other  matters,  but  on  this 
particular  matter  the  exponent  of  the  views  of  the 
Administration  is  the  Minister  of  Agriculture.  I 
understand  that  these  delegates  tried  to  persuade 
the  Minister  of  Agriculture  that  they  had  not  been 
taken  possession  of  by  the  enemies  of  the  Adminis¬ 
tration  and  been  made  to  believe  that  the  Govern¬ 
ment  were  all  wrong  in  their  fiscal  policy,  and  pursu¬ 
ing  a  course  detrimental  to  the  best  interests  of  the 
country.  I  understand  that  those  opinions  which 
they  expressed,  they  undertook  to  convince  the  Min¬ 
ister  of  Agriculture  were  their  own  views,  formed 
from  their  own  observations,  and  from  such  infor¬ 
mation  as  the  friends  of  the  Administration  had 
placed  within  their  reach.  I  understand  that,  so  far 
as  the  Opposition  was  concerned,  there  was  no 
opportunity  whatever  for  any  member  of  the 
Opposition  to  come  in  contact  with  them.  We 
might  just  as  well  expect  an  accused  party  to  hold 
an  intercourse  with  some  co-conspirator  in  the 
presence  of  a  vigilant  policeman  as  to  suppose  it 
were  possible  for  either  of  these  delegates  to  have 
acquired  any  information  whatever  on  public 
matters,  except  what  was  picked  up  from  the  news¬ 
papers  holding  views  at  variance  with  the  Adminis¬ 
tration.  I  understand  that  they  visited  various 
portions  of  the  Dominion,  and  came  to  the  con¬ 
clusion  that  the  policy  of  the  Government  was  such 
as  not  to  justify  them  in  recommending  tenant 
farmers  to  leave  the  United  Kingdom  and  settle  in 
the  country. 

Mr.  CARLING.  Not  at  all. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  WTe  shall  see  when  their 
report  comes  down.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  has  not 
seen  the  report  how  can  he  tell  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  had  the  pleasure  of  meeting 
the  gentlemen  in  the  Queen’s  Hotel  after  they  had 
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visited  the  Maritime  Provinces  and  the  North-West 
and  were  on  their  way  home,  and  had  a  conversation 
with  them. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  And  the hon.  gentleman 
no  doubt  supposed  he  had  persuaded  them  that  the 
perfection  of  wisdom  existed  on  the  Treasury  benches 
of  Canada.  But  it  seems  he  did  not  succeed  to  the 
extent  he  may  have  supposed,  and  when  we  get  the 
reports  of  those  two  delegates  we  will  be  able  to  see 
what  opinions  they  formed  under  the  guidance  and 
instruction  of  the  lion,  gentleman  in  the  east. 
When  they  got  as  far  as  Ottawa,  they  were  trusted 
to  make  further  progress  on  their  own  account.  If, 
this  report  should  have  the  effect  of  convincing 
hon.  gentlemen  that  the  fiscal  policy  they  have  pur¬ 
sued  during  the  past  fourteen  years  is  a  mistake, 
even  though  it  should  for  a  year-  or  two  prevent 
immigration  to  Canada,  it  will  in  the  end  confer  a 
very  great  benefit  on  this  country. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  would 
remind  the  Minister  of  Agriculture  that  he  promised 
to  produce  a  sample  of  that  investment  of  $2,000  in 
old  newspapers. 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  could  not  put  my  hand  on  a 
copy  to-day,  but  I  have  sent  for  one  and  will  bring 
it  down  Monday. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  understand 
the  item  we  are  now  discussing  is  to  be  placed  under 
the  control  of  the  Minister  of  the  Interior.  I  want  to 
know  from  him  if  he  can  inform  me  of  the  amount 
of  land  at  the  disposal  of  the  Government  in  Mani¬ 
toba,  and  what  amount  is  available  for  free  grants 
in  that  portion  of  Assiniboia  south  of  the  boundary 
and  before  you  come  to  the  inferior  lands  ? 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  I  fancy  the  quantity  in 
Southern  Manitoba  is  very  little. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  In  Manitoba 
generally. 

Mr.  DEM  DNEY .  There  is  a  very  large  amount, 
particularly  in  the  northern  portions  north  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  South  of  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  there  are  very  few  homesteads  now 
available.  In  the  northern  portion,  the  majority 
of  the  homestead  lands  are  still  open.  The  settle¬ 
ment  in  the  north  is  principally  about  the  main 
route  to  Lake  Dauphin,  and  in  the  southern  por¬ 
tions  of  Manitoba  about  Lake  Winuipegosis. 
North  of  that  there  is  very  little  settlement  indeed. 
In  the  southern  portion  of  Assiniboia,  west  of  the 
boundary  of  Manitoba,  the  greater  part  of  the  land 
is  still  open  for  homestead  entry.  Within  the  last 
few  months  a  very  large  quantity  in  the  eastern 
section  has  been  settled  on.  % 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Can  you  tell 
me  generally  how  much  of  it  is  available  for  settle¬ 
ment  south  of  the  boundary  in  that  part  of  Assini¬ 
boia  ? 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  The  country  most  valuable 
for  settlement  will  be  about  70  or  80  miles  west  of 
the  boundary -of  Manitoba.  It  averages  about  100 
miles  from  the  railway  down  to  the  boundary. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Three-fourths 
of  that  is  vacant  to-day.  Practically  speaking,  if 
I  follow  the  hon.  gentleman  aright,  he  has  a  block 
of  about  30  miles  by  100  miles  west  of  the  Province 
of  Manitoba  which  is  available  for  settlement. 
That  is,  I  suppose,  one-half  is  in  the  hands  of  the 
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Government,  and  the  other  half  in  the  hands  of 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  or  other  railways  ? 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  There  is  a  great  portion  of 
that  which  has  not  been  granted  to  any  company. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Has  any  cor¬ 
respondence  at.  all  been  had  with  the  Imperial 
Government  as  to  the  question  of  their  joining- 
hands  with  ourselves,  or  the  Local  Governments, 
for  the  purpose  of  making  any  considerable  coloni¬ 
zation  in  that  quarter  ?  A  good  many  rumours 
have  been  flying  through  the  newspapers  at  various 
times,  and  many  suggestions  have  been  made  from 
time  to  time  in  the  Imperial  Parliament  as  well  as 
in  the  English  press.  Has  anything  crystallized  from 
these  discussions  or  propositions  ?  I  know  that 
one  or  two  attempts  at  colonization  were  made  in 
which  people  from  Scotland  and  possibly  from  one 
or  two  other  portions  of  the  British  Islands  were 
assisted  by  their  landlords  to  settle,  but  I  desire  to 
know  if  any  negotiation  or  correspondence  is  going 
on  with  the  British  Government  with  a  view  to 
their  assisting  people  to  settle  in  Canada. 

Mr.  DEWDNEY".  There  is  no  correspondence 
that  I  know  of  except  that  in  regard  to  the  crof¬ 
ters,  the  last  of  whom  came  out  two  years  ago. 
That  is  the  only  correspondence  we  have  had  with 
the  Imperial  Government  in  regard  to  colonization. 

Mr.  LISTER.  I  think  the  hon.  member  for 
South  Oxford  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  has  got  off 
on  a  side  track.  We  have  not  yet  finished  with 
the  tenant  farmers.  I  would  ask  the  Minister  of 
Agriculture  if  any  agreement  was  made,  or  any  un¬ 
derstanding  come  to,  between  the  Government  or 
the  High  Commissioner  and  these  tenant  farmers* 
as  to  the  payment  of  their  expenses  while  in  Can¬ 
ada,  or  for  any  portion  of  the  time  they  were  in 
Canada  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  The  arrangement  was  that 
they  should  visit  only  the  Maritime  Provinces,  and 
when  they  came  out  here  they  thought  well  to  visit 
on  their  own  account  the  North-West,  and  we  paid 
them  for  their  expenses  from  theAime  they  left  the 
old  country  till  they  came  to  Ottawa  and  from 
Ottawa  back  to  the  old  country.  The  understand¬ 
ing  was  that  we  should  pay  them  on  the  same  basis 
as  we  paid  the  previous  delegates,  but  their  visit 
was  confined  to  the  Maritime  Provinces. 

Mr.  LISTER,  What  was  the  arrangement  as  to 
their  per  diem  allowance,  because  I  suppose  they 
were  paid  the  same  as  the  previous  tenant  farmers’ 
delegates  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  They  were  paid  $5  a  day  and 
any  expenses  they  might  be  put  to  in  carriage -hire 
and  so  on. 

Mr.  LISTER.  Any  railway  fare. 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  think  they  had  passes  pro¬ 
vided  for  them  by  the  railway  companies. 

Mr.  LISTER.  The  other  delegates  had  not 
passes.  I  find  in  the  Auditor  General’s  Report 
the  railway  expenses  are  charged  :  Brown,  $93, 
Edwards,  $96,  and  all  the  delegates  charged  in  the 
same  way  their  railway  expenses,  besides  their  per 
diem  allowance.  How  much  did  those  delegates 
cost  the  country  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  stated  last  night  that  the 
total  expenses  of  the  delegates,  13  in  number,  were 
about  $13,000. 
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Mr.  LISTER.  That  is  not  in  reference  to  the 
last  two  delegates  of  last  year  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  No  ;  I  am  told  the  expenses 
of  the  last  two  delegates  amounted  to-  about  $500 
each. 

Mr.  LISTER.  The  lion,  gentleman  told  us  he 
had  a  conversation  with  these  delegates  in  Toronto. 
Did  he  have  an  interview  with  them  in  the  city  of 
Ottawa  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  Yes  ;  I  had  one  here  and  one 
in  Toronto.  I  met  them  in  Toronto  when  they 
were  on  their  way  home. 

Mr.  LISTER.  Is  it  the  intention  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  to  bring  out  any  other  delegates  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  do  not  know  what  the  in¬ 
tention  of  the  Minister  of  the  Interior  is,  but  as 
far  as  I  am  concerned,  as  I  have  already  stated,  it 
is  not  the  intention. 

Mr.  LISTER.  Who  sent  the  report  to  the  hon. 
gentleman  which  was  sent  to  Sir  Charles  Tupper  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  believe  it  was  sent  by  Sir 
Charles  Tupper  to  me,  and  it  reached  me  while  I 
was  unwell  in  London,  and  I  requested  my  secretary 
to  return  it  to  Sir  Charles  Tupper  for  him  to  deal 
with  in  the  same  way  as  he  had  dealt  with  the  re¬ 
port  of  the  other  delegates  the  previous  year.  The 
delegates  were  all  selected  by  him,  and  the  re¬ 
ports  were  made  to  him,  and  he  looked  after  the 
printing  and  the  proofs,  and  attended  to  them 
altogether. 

Mr.  LISTER.  Is  it  the  custom  of  Sir  Charles 
Tupper,  on  receiving  a  report  in  manuscript,  to 
forward  it  to  the  department  for  approval  before 
publishing  it  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  am  not  quite  sure  whether 
he  sent  any  of  the  reports  of  the  previous  dele¬ 
gates  or  not.  I  know  that  he  was  very  anxious 
that  the  report  of  the  delegates  who  came 
out  the  previous  year  should  be  circulated 
as  soon  as  possible  to  influence  immigration 
for  the  following  year.  I  do  not  think  he  sent  the 
reports  of  the  previous  year  before  printing,  as  it 
was  desired  to  print  them  as  soon  as  possible. 

Mr.  LISTER.  Am  I  correct  in  inferring  that 
this  report  was  sent  to  the  Minister  for  approval, 
or  can  he  suggest  any  reason  why  the  report  was 
sent  to  him  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  cannot,  except  that  it  was  a 
matter  of  courtesy,  and,  as  I  had  had  nothing  to 
do  with  the  selection  of  the  gentlemen,  and  had 
nothing  to  do  with  the  previous  reports,  I  told  my 
secretary  to  return  that  sent  to  me  to  Sir  Charles 
Tupper  to  deal  with  as  before. 

Mr.  LISTER.  Was  the  report  read  by  the  sec¬ 
retary  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  Not  that  I  know  of. 

Mr.  LISTER.  It  was  sent  without  reading  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  Yes,  so  far  as  I  know. 

Mr.  LISTER.  Was  any  letter  sent  with  it  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  cannot  say.  1  do  not  remem¬ 
ber.  I  was  unwell  in  bed  when  the  report  came  to 
London. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  I  would  ask  the  Minister 
to  explain  the  item  on  page  2‘25-B  of  the  Audit¬ 
or  General’s  Report  :  H.  Hurteau,  repatriation 
agent,  salary  one  year,  $1,200  ;  fares,  $29.25  ;  cabs, 


$5;  living,  17  days  at  $2.  It  appears  that  this 
man  was  paid  a  year's  salary  and  only  worked 
some  17  days.  Where  is  this  gentleman  located? 

Mr.  CARLING.  Mr.  Hurteau  was  a  member  of 
this  House  some  years  ago,  and  he  has  been  attached 
to  the  agency  in  Montreal  for  the  last  few  years  as 
an  assistant  of  the  immigration  branch  there,  and 
has  visited  the  eastern  States  on  two  or  three 
occasions  to  induce  his  countrymen  to  come  back  to 
Canada.  He  has  been  paid  for  his  work,  and  has 
been  located  at  Montreal. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  If  he  was  employed  as 
repatriation  agent,  he  ought  to  have  been  over  in 
the  States  a  longer  period  titan  17  days  in  one  year, 
if  he  expected  to  get  any  of  the  Canadians  to  come 
back  to  the  Province  of  Quebec. 

Mr.  CARLING.  He  was  not  expected  to  give 
all  his  time  on  the  other  side. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  It  appears  to  me  there  is 
an  extraordinary  zeal  displayed  by  the  officers  of 
this  department  to  see  that  Government  money  is 
expended.  The  grant  is  a  very  large  one,  $150,000, 
besides  salaries  and  other  contingencies.  We 
have  to  be  careful  to  see  that  the  money  voted  by 
this  House  is  judiciously  expended,  and  we  must 
judge  of  the  methods  of  expenditure  by  what  we 
have  discovered  of  the  Government’s  methods  of 
expenditure  in  the  past.  Now,  I  have  in  my  posses¬ 
sion  an  extraordinary  document  which  I  will  give 
to  this  committee  with  regard  to  an  expenditure  in 
1886-87.  It  appears  in  that  year,  the  Government 
was  in  the  habit  of  giving  out  contracts  for  the 
publication  of  immigration  pamphlets.  The  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  House  who  were  in  former  Parliaments 
will  remember  the  discussions  that  took  place  with 
regard  to  the  extraordinary  price  paid  for  work  of 
this  kind  to  newspapers  all  over  the  country.  Now, 
it  appears  that  in  1886,  a  Mr.  J.  Y.  Shantz, 
who  is  a  resident  of  Berlin,  engaged  in  the 
button  manufacture,  paid  a  visit  to  Manitoba 
and  took  an  interest  in  the  settlement  of  immigrants 
there.  He  wrote  a  German  pamphlet  ;  that  was 
afterwards  entrusted  to  a  man  named  Casper  Hett, 
a  printer  in  the  town  of  Berlin,  to  be  printed. 
The  Government  ordered  50,000  copies  of  it. 
After  the  work  was  performed  a  bill  was  rendered 
by  Mr.  Casper  Hett,  who  also,  I  believe,  published 
the  Berlin  Gospel  Banner ,  and  the  amount  he  de¬ 
manded  for  his  work  was  $750.60.  The  account 
was  placed  in  the  hands  of  the  Queen’s  Printer  to  be 
audited.  The  Queen’s  Printer  audited  the  account 
and  concluded  that  even  at  the  extraordinary 
prices  which  were  allowed  by  the  Government  for 
this  work  by  outside  printers,  he  was  only  entitled 
to  $434.74.  But  Mr.  Hett  was  not  satisfied  with 
the  payment,  and  he  entered  into  communication 
with  the  department  over  which  the  Minister  of 
Agriculture  presides,  asking  that  they  reconsider 
this  matter.  I  have  in  my  possession  the  letter 
which  was  written  in  reply  to  Mr.  Hett  regarding 
this  matter  by  Mr.  John  Lowe,  who  was  then  the 
secretary  of  the  department,  and  who  now,  I 
believe,  is  Deputy  Minister.  I  have  a  copy  of  this 
letter  which  I  will  read  : 

“  Dear  Sir — The  amount  of  your  account  as  audited  by 
the  Queen’s  Printer,  was  $434.74,  of  which  amount  $400 
has  been  paid  to  you— -the  balance  being  retained  for  2,200 
pamphlets  respecting  which  you  wrote  on  the  20th  ultimo 
that  the  covers  had  been  spoiled,  and  we  do  not  seem  to 
have  received  them  since.  With  respect  to  the  paper  for 
the  covers,  I  may  say  that  if  this  was  spoiled  while  in 
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actual  use,  we  would  not  hold  you  responsible  for  it.  but 
would  send  you  other  paper.” 

Now  here  is  the  extraordinary  part  of  the  letter  : 

‘‘  As  respects  the  copyright,  and  referring  to  your  letter 
y>  Inch  1  received  to-day,  I  do  not  see  that  it  is  necessary 
to  make  an  actual  registration  of  the  copyright,  but  you 
might  still  assume  it  to  be  your  property,  and  we  purchase 
it  from  you.  You  mention  also  that  you  would  sell  us 
the  electrotypes  of  the  entire  German  pamphlet.  Would 
you  kindly  inform  me  at  what  price  you  value  these.  I 
ask  this  question  because  the  amount  of  your  account 
was  originally  $750.50  while  the  audit  of  the  Queen’s 
Printer  did  not  allow  you  more  than  $434.74,  making  a 
ditieience  of  $315.86,  which  is  the  amount  I  wish  to  pay 
you.  .Perhaps  the  electrotypes  and  the  copyright  might 
in  this  amount.  $316,86  would  be  a  little 
hiBh  loi  the  copjught  alone  of  that  pamphlet.  Please 
nute  me  by  return  of  post,  and  I  will  endeavour  to  have 
the  matter  settled  with  you  as  soon  as  possible. 

(Signed)  “  JOHN  LOWE.” 


Well,  in  referring  to  the  Auditor  General’s  Report 
for  that  year,  I  find  for  the  year  ending  30th  June, 
1 S S 7 ,  an  account  which  I  presume  is  the  account  I 
speak  of,  because  the  figures  are  exactly  alike,  from 
the  Berlin  Gotpel  Banner  for  50,000  German  pam¬ 
phlets,  and  I  find  that  the  copyright  and  the 
electrotypes  Avere  paid  for  at  the  price  which  was 
mentioned  m  this  letter,  and  the  total  amount  of 
$/o0.60,  the  original  account  rendered  by  Casper 
Hett,  Avas  paid  in  full.  Now,  the  committee  will 
perceive  that  the  Queen’s  Printer  is  an  officer 
entrusted  Avith  the  auditing  of  all  these  accounts, 
and  that  no  account  which  is  not  audited  by  the 
Queen’s  Printer  is  afterwards  to  be  paid  by  the 
GoA-ernment.  He  is  the  authorized  officer  to  do  this 
work.  But  when  the  hoav  Deputy  Minister,  then 
the  secretary  of  the  department,  discovered  that 
lIi.  Casper  Hett  was  not  going  to  get  the  full 
amount  of  his  account,  he  displayed  this  extra¬ 
ordinary  zeal,  and  instigated  Mr.  Casper  Hett,  and 
inspired  him  with  the  idea  that  he  could  get  paid 

1  -ixiV*011 ^  ^USt  f°U°w  his  instructions;  and  he 
wilfully  and  deliberately  took  this  account- 
assuming  that  he  Avas  the  owner  of  the  copyright 
of  this  pamphlet  when  he  knew  that  he  was  not 
the  owner  of  it— and  instructed  Mr.  Hett  not  to 
register  the  copyright,  but  he  might  assume,  he 
says  that  it  Avas  his  property,  and  the  Government 
aa  ould  buy  it  from  him.  Then  he  goes  on  to  tell  him 
that  he  might  sell  the  electrotypes  of  this  pamphlet, 
aa  Inch  I  suppose  would  lie  of  no  use  whatever,  worth 
about  8  or  9  cents  a  pound  forold  type-metal,  because 
then  the  pamphlet  had  already  been  worked  off,  and 
these  pamphlets  I  do  not  suppose  were  ever  dupli¬ 
cated.  Here  we  have  an  official  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  who  is  now  Deputy  Minister  of  that  depart¬ 
ment,  and  a  man  who  Avas  then  secretary  of  the 
department,  instructing  this  man  how  he  could  tret 
round  this  audit  which  was  made  by  the  Queen’s 
Punter  of  this  account,  and  he  deliberately  tells 
him  that  if  he  will  follow  out  his  instructions  he 
AA  in  be  able  to  cheat  the  Government  out  of  $316.- 
1  6.  He  says  :  That  is  the  amount,  and  I  want  to 
pay  you  notwithstanding  the  fact  that  the  Queen’s 

iad  ft!u  lted  tlle  account  and  insisted  that 
$434./ 4  was  the  total  amount  which  this  man  was 
entitled  to  get  for  his  work.  Now,  I  think  that 
tins  aa  as  a  deliberate  fraud,  not  only  on  the  part  of 
Gasper  Hett,  but  on  the  part  of  the  secretary  of  the 
department,  when  he  instructed  that  man  how  he 
was  to  perpetrate  this  fraud,  how  he  was  to  cir¬ 
cumvent  the  Queen's  Printer  and  to  secure  the  pay- 
ment  of  $316  which  he  Avas  not  entitled  to  by 
following  out  instructions.  I  do  not  know  whether 
Mr.  Somerville. 


the  Minister  or  the  department  aaus  conversant 
Avith  these  facts,  I  do  not  know  whether  we  are  to 
hold  him  responsible  for  the  acts  of  his  Deputy 
Minister,  but  I  think  the  country  will  hold  him 
responsible  for  such  acts,  and  if  he  was  not 
fully  informed  Avith  regard  to  these  transactions  he 
ought  to  be  fully  informed  and  he  ought  to  have 
held  the  hand  of  hissecretary  wdien  he  waspennim1' 
this  letter  to  Mr.  Casper  Hett  telling  this  gentle¬ 
man  how  lie  could  defraud  the  Government  out  of 
$316.  It  is  not  a  large  amount,  but  it  is  a  fair 
sample  of  the  w'ay  in  which  the  money  Amted  by 
this  Parliament  for  immigration  purposes  has  been 
expended.  I  his  matter  is  a  serious  one  and  it  is 
one  which  requires  investigation  on  the  part  of  the 
department.  If  it  is  proven  conclusively,  as  I 
believe  it  can  be,  that  this  is  a  genuine  document — 
I  have  every  reason  to  believe  that  it  is  a  genuine 
document  and  if  it  is  so  established  by  iiwestiga- 
tion  on  the  part  of  the  department,  then  I  say  that 
this  man,  John  Lowre,  who  is  iioaa’  Deputy  Minister, 
is  no  longer  worthy  the  confidence  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  and  that  he  ought  to  be  discharged  from 
the  position  which  he  holds.  A  man  who  in  his 
capacity  as  an  important  officer  of  this  Government 
wilfully  and  deliberately  writes  to  a  man  who  is 
performing  work  for  the  Government  and  whose 
account  had  been  audited  and  fixed  at  $434.74  ; 
and  who  wilfully  writes  to  that  man,  and  points 
out  to  him  the  way  in  which  he  might  cheat  the 
Government,  is  not  worthy  to  be  continued  as  an 
officer  in  any  department  of  the  Government.  I  haAre 
referred  to  this  matter  because  I  thought  it  well  to 
show  that  the  closest  supervision  should  be  had 
OA*er  this  expenditure.  We  are  A'oting  large  sums 
of  money  every  session  to  secure  immigrants  for 
this  country,  and  if  the  money  which  we  vote  is' 
wasted  in  this  AAray,  and  in  the  way  which  A\ras 
pointed  out  last  night  by  giAfing  to  a  newspaper 
proprietor  in  Montreal  $2,000  for  a  lot  of  oldneAvs- 
papers,  it  is  time  that  we  should  look  to  what  Ave 
are  doing.  These  old  newspapers  were  printed 
and  left  over  as  e\'ery  newspaper  man  knows  Aveek 
after  Aveek,  and  after  they  had  accumulated  for 
three  years  they  AA-ere  sold  to  the  Government  and 
bound  and  sent  home  as  immigration  literature. 
This  case  now  before  us  is  another  example  of  the 
way  in  which  this  money  is  wasted,  and  I  ask  the 
Minister  to  explain  liow  it  comes  that  he  allowed, 
his  secietary  to  thus  instruct  this  man  Iioaa'  to  per¬ 
petrate  a  fraud  upon  the  department  over  which 
he  presides. 

Mr.  CARLING.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  think  it  is 
hardly  fair  for  the  lion,  gentleman  to  bring  up  a 
matter  that  is  now  six  years  old. 

Mi.  LISTER.  It  does  not  make  any  difference. 

Mr.  C  ARLING.  It  makes  this  difference,  that 
I  do  not  think  that  he  can  expect,  or  that  the 
committee  can  expect,  that  I  can  give  him  an 
explanation  of  a  matter  that  happened  six  years 
ago.  The  hon,  gentleman  will  let  me  have  the 
letter,  and  I  certainly  Avill  enquire  into  the  matter 
ciiid  see  w  hether  it  really  did  take  place  or  not. 

I  would  like  him  to  hand  me  the  letter— I  am 
entitled  to  have  it  as  he  has  read’  it  to  the  House— 
but  it  is  not  fair  to  the  Deputy  Minister  that  this 
statement  should  be  made  without  Mr.  LoAAre  ha\7ing 
an  opportunity  of  explaining,  as  he  can  no  doubt 
explain,  what  Avas  done  on  that  occasion.  It  is 
unfair  to  expect,  and  I  do  not  think  the  House 
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does  expect  that  I,  as  head  of  the  department,  can 
explain  an  account  that  was  paid  so  long  ago  as  the 
date  mentioned. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  I  hardly  expected  that  the 
Minister  would  be  able  to  explain  it.  He  says  it 
was  unfair  for  me  to  bring  the  matter  np  here,  but 
I  would  like  to  point  out  to  the  committee  that 
this  is  the  only  place  where  this  matter  can  be  in¬ 
vestigated.  If  I  had  moved  in  the  Public  Accounts 
Committee  to  have  this  account  of  Casper  Hett  sub¬ 
mitted,  the  probability  is  that  the  committee  or  the 
House  would  have  refused  to  allow'  me  to  have  the 
matter  investigated,  because  it  w'as  an*  old  affair. 
Here,  when  we  are  discussing  the  expenditure  for 
immigration  purposes,  I  think  I  was  perfectly  in 
order  in  bringing  this  matter  up,  and  I  think  if 
Mr.  Lowe  has  any  defence  he  wall  have  an  ample 
opportunity  of  putting  it  before  the  Government.  I 
do  not  think  it  can  be  charged  that  I  have  taken 
any  undue  advantage.  This  is  a  public  matter  and 
if  we  are  not  to  discuss  public  matters  affecting  the 
expenditure  of  the  country  from  any  delicate  feel¬ 
ing  of  offending  some  gentleman  who  may  have  a 
situation  in  one  of  the  departments,  then  we  might 
as  well  quit  discussing  these  appropriations  alto¬ 
gether.  We  are  here  for  the  purpose  of  discussing 
this  kind  of  expenditure,  and  I  cannot  see  that  I 
could  resort  to  any  other  course  than  the  one  I  have 
now  taken. 

Mr.  LISTER.  I  do  not  think  that  the  lion, 
member  for  Brant  (Mr.  Somerville)  is  bound  to 
hand  over  to  the  Minister  of  Agriculture  a  copy  of 
the  letter  which  he  has  read  to  the  department  this 
afternoon.  The  Minister  of  Agriculture  must  re¬ 
member  that  the  letter  purports  to  come  from  an 
officer  of  his  department,  and  under  the  rules  and 
regulations  of  that  department,  if  it  is  carried  on 
in  a  business-like  way,  as  I  suppose  it  is,  a  press 
copy  of  the  letter  must  be  in  the  department,  and 
all  that  the  Minister  can  ask  for  from  the  lion,  mem¬ 
ber  for  Brant  (Mr.  Somerville)  is  that  he  should 
give  the  name  and  date  of  the  letter.  If  the  letter  is 
not  to  be  found  in  the  records  of  his  department 
then  it  bears  the  appearance  of  impropriety  on  the 
face  of  it.  If  it  was  a  proper  transaction  on  the 
part  of  the  Minister’s  present  deputy,  and  his  then 
secretary,  that  letter  ought  to  appear  in  the  letter 
books  of  the  office.  If  it  does  not  appear  there, 
then  I  repeat  it  is  incontestable  evidence  almost  that 
at  the  time  he  penned  that  letter  he  knew  he  was 
guilty  of  an  impropriety.  One  can  hardly  imagine 
an  officer  of  the  Government  occupying  a  high  and 
important  position,  next  in  importance  almost  to 
that  of  the  Minister  himself,  lending  himself  to  a 
wretched  little  piece  of  fraud,  because  it  bears  no 
other  name,  like  that  wffiich  my  lion,  friend  has 
presented  to  this  House.  This  country  and  Eng¬ 
land  and  Ireland  have  been  flooded  with  the  most 
worthless  pamphlets  that  it  is  possible  for  a  Govern¬ 
ment  or  individual  to  issue. 

Mr.  CARLING.  That  is  your  opinion  only. 

Mr.  LISTER.  That  is  my  opinion,  and  I  have 
seen  them,  and  I  venture  to  say  it  is  the  opinion  of 
any  impartial  man  who  reads  them. 

Mr.  CARLING.  No,  it  is  not. 

Mr.  LISTER.  They  are  in  the  majority  of  cases 
simply  ridiculous.  The  wdiole  country  is  flooded 
with  pamphlets,  not  for  the  purpose  of  attracting 
immigration  to  Canada,  but  for  the  purpose  of  pro¬ 


viding  pap  for  the  greedy  and  hungry  supporters  of 
the  Government  throughout  this  country. 

Mr.  CARLING.  The  lion,  gentleman  knows 
that  the  pamphlets  are  all  printed  by  the  Queen’s 
Printer. 

Mr.  LISTER.  This  s  one  was  not. 

Mr.  CARLING.  That  was  six  years  ago.  The 
lion,  gentleman  must  knowr  that  the  rule  adopted 
now  is  that  all  printing  shall  lie  done  by  the 
Queen’s  Printer. 

Mr.  LISTER.  I  understood  from  the  lion,  gentle¬ 
man’s  statement  that  the  farmers’  delegates 
pamphlet  was  to  be  printed  in  England.  That  is 
one  pamphlet  which  has  not  been  printed  at  the 
printing  establishment  in  this  country,  and  I  know' 

I  not  at  howr  late  a  date  the  lion,  gentleman  changed 
the  rule  of  giving  the  printing  of  these  pamphlets 
to  the  obscure  little  sheets  throughout  the  country 
which  could  not  get  a  decent  living  il  they  w’ere 
not  enabled  to  charge  exorbitant  rates  for  the 
printing  of  this  literature.  One  can  scarcely  con¬ 
ceive  of  a  more  miserable  device  than  that  pointed 
out  by  my  lion,  friend  for  the  purpose  of  getting- 
out  of  the  treasury  of  this  country  the  paltry  sum 
of  $316.  Why  should  the  secretary  suggest  to  this 
individual  the  plan  of  selling  something  that  he  did 
not  possess,  the  copyright  of  that  little  pamphlet, 
which  was  of  no  value  to  any  one  except  to  the 
Government,  and  not  even  to  the  Government, 
because  I  think  it  is  perfectly  apparent  that  the 
Government  never  issued  a  second  series  of  the 
pamphlet.  In  addition,  for  fear  that  the  matter 
might  not  look  exactly  right,  this  wmrthy  secretary 
suggests  that  they  should  put  in  the  electrotype, 
wrorth,  as  my  lion,  friend  says,  about  8 
cents  a  pound  ;  and  strange  to  say  the  price 
put  upon  this  precious  article  was  exactly  the 
balance  of  this  individual’s  account  originally  put 
in  for  the  printing  of  these  papers.  Now,  if  this  little 
matter  is  found  out,  it  is  not  a  violent  presumption 
to  suppose  that  there  has  been  a  good  deal  more  of 
this  kind  of  business  going  on  in  that  precious 
department ;  and  if  this  kind  of  thing  is  going  on 
there,  it  is  about  time  the  Government  changed  the 
department,  at  all  events  so  far  as  immigration  is 
concerned,  and  that  the  routine  work  of  that  depart¬ 
ment — I  do  not  pretend  to  say  that  the  Minister 
himself  had  any  knowledge  of  this — were  placed  in 
other  and  I  hope  better,  hands  than  it  has  been  in 
the  past.  I  agree  w'ith  my  lion,  friend  in  saying  that 
it  is  the  bounden  duty  of  the  Minister  to  investigate 
this  matter,  and  if  it  turns  out  to  be  true  that  this 
gentleman  has  suggested  to  this  needy  publisher 
the  w'ay  in  which  he  could  get  his  little  account 
paid,  then  I  say  that  officer  is  not  a  prorper  person 
to  be  in  the  employ  of  this  Government.  It  is  his 
duty  to  economize  the  funds  of  the  people  of  this 
country,  and  to  look  after  them  with  more  care 
than  he  would  his  own.  He  may  spend  his  own 
funds  with  any  prodigality  he  thinks  proper  ;  but 
the  country  expects  him  to  deal  with  the  public 
moneys  entrusted  to  him  with  economy  and  with 
honesty. 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  think  it  is  to  be  regretted 
that  the  lion,  member  for  West  Lambton  (Mr. 
Lister)  has  made  the  statement  he  has  to  this 
House.  The  pamphlets  that  are  being  printed  by 
the  Government  and  distributed  in  Great  Britain, 
and  on  the  continent,  and  the  pamphlets  and  re- 
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ports  which  we  have  distributed,  are  worthy  of  any 
country,  giving  as  they  do  a  description  of  the 
country  and  its  resources,  and  the  hon.  member 
stands  up  and  says  that  they  are  worthless  trash. 

Mr.  LISTER.  I  say  so  now. 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  do  not  think  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  has  read  the  pamphlets. 

Mr.  LISTER.  I  have  glanced  over  them,  but  I 
would  not  take  the  trouble  to  read  them. 

Mr.  CARLING.  Although  the  hon.  gentleman 
has  not  read  them,  he  says  they  are  trash.  I 
think  that  is  unworthy  of  an  hon.  member  of  this 
House. 

Mr.  LISTER.  In  answer  to  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man's  hot  remarks,  I  would  say  that  I  have  not 
read  all  the  pamphlets.  I  glanced  over  a  good 
many  of  them,  but  it  would  require  more  patience 
than  I  possess  to  read  them  through.  I  have  said, 
and  I  repeat — not  in  any  unkindly  spirit  to  the 
hon.  gentleman — that  I  do  not  think  all  of  these 
so-called  immigration  pamphlets  that  I  saw,  with 
the  exception  of  one  relating  to  Manitoba,  are 
worthless  ;  and  I  think  this  is  the  proper  place  for 
me  to  express  my  opinion  on  the  subject,  if  I  have 
an  opinion,  so  that  this  sort  of  thing  may  be 
stopped.  Many  thousands  of  dollars  have  been 
wasted  in  the  publication  of  these  useless  pamph¬ 
lets  ;  and  I  am  sorry  to  say  that  thousands  of 
dollars  have  been  expended  for  the  purpose  of 
bringing  people  to  this  country,  while  the  census 
shows  that  we  have  not  kept  the  immigrants  that 
we  have  brought  here  ;  we  have  lost  them  all,  and 
a  good  many  besides.  We  are  paying  shipping 
companies  and  shipping  agents  for  the  purpose  of 
bringing  immigrants  to  Canada. 

Mr.  CARLING.  Are  we  paying  shipping  com' 
panies. 

Mr.  LISTER.  You  are  paying  a  per  capita 
allowance  to  heads  of  families  and  to  members  of 
families  who  come  to  this  country.  You  have 
taken  no  precaution  before  the  payment  of  that 
money  to  see  that  these  people  would  become  per¬ 
manent  settlers. 

Mr.  C  ARLING.  I  am  not  aware  that  we  are 
paying  shipping  companies  to  bring  out  immi¬ 
grants. 

Mr.  LISTER.  YTou  are  paying  your  agents,  and 
I  suppose  they  are  paying  the  shipping  companies. 
At  all  events  you  are  paying  the  heads  of  families 
and  every  member  of  a  family  for  the  purpose  of 
bringing  them  to  Canada,  and  then  they  only  stay 
here  a  few  days.  The  census  shows  that  you  have 
utterly  wasted  .$100,000  to  bring  immigrants  into 
Canada  who  have  not  remained  here.  Your  state¬ 
ments  from  time  to  time  show  that  you  brought 
800,000  immigrants  into  the  country,  and  the 
census  shows  that  you  have  lost  them  all  and  a 
large  portion  of  the  natural  increase  besides. 
What,  then,  is  the  use  of  wasting  more  money  ? 
You  cannot  point  me  out  a  rural  section  in  Ontario 
where  an  immigrant  from  England,  Ireland  or 
Scotland  has  bought  a  farm  in  the  last  five  years. 
Farms  are  being  sold  there  every  day,  people  are 
leaving  there  and  going  to  Manitoba  or  Dakota  or 
other  parts  of  the  United  States,  and  I  can  safely 
say,  speaking  of  my  own  county,  that  there 
has  not  been  an  English,  Scotch  or  Irish 
immigrant  in  that  county  for  the  last 
Mr.  Carling. 


five  years  who  has  bought  farm  property  there. 
Why  not  stop  this  terrible  waste  of  money  or  else 
adopt  some  other  system  ?  The  blue-books  show 
that  the  agents  stationed  in  England,  Ireland  and 
Scotland,  and  in  Quebec,  Ontario,  Manitoba  and 
the  Maritime  Provinces  are  all  drawing  large  pay,, 
living  like  fighting  cocks  upon  the  Government, 
and  doing  absolutely  nothing.  Their  reports  do 
not  show  that  they  have  done  anything  worth 
keeping  them  there.  We  have  expensive  offices  in 
every  quarter  of  the  country  and  expensive  officers. 
Do  the  United  States  keep  up  these  immigration 
offices  all  through  their  country  ?  Are  they  keeping 
up  expensive  establishments  in  foreign  countries  ? 
No.  They  do  not  depend  upon  such  means  to 
get  immigrants.  We  are  bringing  them  out  by 
excellent  immigration  agents,  no  doubt,  but  we  are 
immigration  agents  for  the  United  States.  There 
is  where  the  money  is  going,  there  is  where  the 
people  are  going,  and  the  sooner  we  stop  the  sys¬ 
tem  the  better  for  the  country. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  This  letter  which  has  just 
been  discovered  by  the  hon.  member  for  North 
Brant  is  certainly  a  matter  of  importance.  The 
Minister,  of  course,  has  seen  the  letter. 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  have  not  seen  it. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  The  hon.  gentleman’s  col¬ 
leagues  have  seen  the  letter,  and  it  is  of  great 
moment  that  we  should  have  very  distinct  and  ex¬ 
plicit  explanation  with  regard  to  how  it  was  that 
the  person  in  charge  of  that  department  should 
have  ventured  to  issue  such  a  letter  to  a  person- 
seeking  to  extract  from  the  Dominion  treasury 
money  that  he  was  not  entitled  to.  That,  along 
with  many  other  facts  revealed  in  connection  with 
investigations  which  took  place  before  this  com¬ 
mittee  as  well  as  before  the  Public  Accounts  Com¬ 
mittee,  go  to  prove  that  under  the  head  of  immi¬ 
gration  enormous  amounts  are  squandered,  both  in 
advertising  and  otherwise.  The  Minister  made 
some  reference  to  the  pamphlets  being  printed  by 
the  Queen’s  Printer.  I  understood  him  to  say  last 
night  that  the  department  had  given  a  very  large 
number  of  these  reports  to  be  printed  in  London, 
and  that  they  had  been  circulated  in  very  large 
quantities  throughout  England,  Scotland  and  Ire¬ 
land. 

Mr.  CARLING.  Y^es,  I  said  so. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  With  regard  to  the  report  of 
the  other  l  wo  delegates  who  came  out  here  last  sum¬ 
mer  and  returned  last  fall,  it  is  high  time  that  their 
report  should  be  laid  on  the  Table.  We  are  here 
investigating  the  expenditure  of  money  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  visit  of  these  delegates  and  yet  that 
report  is  not  before  us.  It  was  sent  out  to  the  hon. 
gentleman,  it  was  laid  on  his  desk,  and  notwith¬ 
standing  the  fact  that  this  was  in  March  last  when 
we  were  about  to  assemble,  he  deliberately  returned 
it  to  Sir  Charles  Tupper,  and  the  hon.  gentleman 
is  not  now  able  to  communicate  its  contents.  He 
cannot  say  whether  in  reality  it  was  a  report  that 
highly  commended  Canada  as  a  field  of  immigra¬ 
tion  or  what  else  it  said.  It  has  already  been  hinted 
by  some  members  of  the  committee  that  it  contains 
reflections  upon  the  policy  of  the  Government  with 
regard  to  this  country.  We  ought  to  have  that- 
report  and  there  has  been  ample  time  to  have  had 
it  printed  and  laid  on  the  Table.  Here  are  two 
men  who  came  out  and  who  with  no  selfish  interest 


1909 


[APRIL  29,  1892.] 


1910 


or  desire  to  serve,  deliberately  report  upon  this 
country,  and  that  report  is  not  laid  before  us. 

Mr.  CARLING.  Do  you  think  we  have  the  re¬ 
port  ? 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  Will  the  lion,  gentleman 
say  that  it  is  not  the  case? 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  have  said  that  I  have  not 
seen  the  report,  that  no  member  of  the  Government 
has  seen  it,  and  the  report  is  in  the  hands  of  the 
High  Commissioner.  Not  a  single  member  of  the 
Government  saw  the  report.  I  did  not  lay  it  on 
my  desk.  It  was  brought  to  me,  and  I  was  not  in 
a  condition  to  look  over  it' 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  Well,  we  have  some  reason 
to  believe  that  such  statements  were  in  the  report. 
The  hon.  gentleman  says  he  is  not  in  a  position  to 
say  whether  they  are  or  not,  but  we  have  good  rea¬ 
son  to  believe  they  are.  Notwithstanding  the 
fact  that  it  has  cost  a  great  deal  of  money  to  bring 
these  delegates  out,  the  hon.  gentleman  is  not  able 
to  tell  us  what  the  report  contained.  Has  the  hon. 
gentleman  had  a  report  from  Sir  Charles  Tupper  on 
the  contents  of  that  report,  or  is  it  to  be  printed  in 
England  as  the  other  report  was  for  circulation  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  suppose  so. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  Is  the  Minister  able  to  say 
definitely  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  No. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  What  were  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man’s  instructions  to  Sir  Charles  Tupper  in  regard 
to  that  report  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  As  I  have  stated  again  and 
again,  I  gave  instructions  to  return  that  report  to 
Sir  Charles  Tupper  to  deal  with  as  he  had  dealt 
with  the  previous  report. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  That  report  was  printed  and 
circulated. .  Were  the  hon.  gentleman’s  instruc¬ 
tions  to  Sir  Charles  Tupper  to  print  and  circulate 
this  report  ? 

Mr.  CARLING,  My  instructions  were  that  he 
was  to  take  the  same  course  with  the  report  of  the 
farmers’  delegates  to  the  Maritime  Provinces  as  he 
took  with  regard  to  the  farmers’  delegates  to  the 
North-West. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  Is  it  not  rather  peculiar  that 
the  Minister  of  Agriculture  has  neglected  to  ex¬ 
amine,  or  even  to  direct  one  of  his  subordinates  to 
examine,  that  report,  but  has  returned  it  to  Sir 
Charles  Tupper  without  knowing  whether  its  con¬ 
tents  are  such  as  he  would  recommend  to  be 
printed  or  not  ? 

Mr.  BAIN  (Wentworth).  It  would  appear  to 
me  that  it  is  about  time  there  was  a  change  in  the 
head  of  the  department.  According  to  the  statement 
of  the  Minister  to-night,  it  appears  that  the  practi¬ 
cal  head  of  this  business  is  not  in  this  department, 
but  in  the  High  Commissioner.  I  have  a  good  deal 
of  respect  for  the  abilities  of  our  High  Commis¬ 
sioner,  but,  if  the  administration  of  this  part  of 
Canada’s  affairs  is  to  be  transferred  to  a  London 
office,  it  is  about  time  we  had  some  new  head  to 
the  management  in  Canada.  If  a  man  who  is  on 
the  spot  with  a  staff  of  officials  to  help  him  has  got 
to  transfer  this  business  to  the  London  office,  we 
should  know  it.  Whatever  may  be  the  administra¬ 
tion  of  the  Department  of  the  Interior,  this  busi¬ 
ness  cannot  get  into  a  much  worse  tangle  in  that 


department  than  it  is  now  in.  I  rose,  however, 
not  to  refer  to  this  matter,  but  to  protest  against 
the  tone  of  the  Minister’s  address  on  the  subject  of 
the  remarks  of  the  member  for  South  Brant  (Mr. 
Somerville).  We  are  tired  of  hearing  that, 
the  moment  we  criticise  the  action  of  a 
Minister  or  of  his  department,  we  are  doing 
something  detrimental  to  the  interests  of  Canada. 
If  the  members  of  this  House  are  to  get  up  only 
when  they  are  ordered  by  the  Minister  of  Agricul¬ 
ture,  and  are  to  sit  down  when  he  tells  them  to  sit 
down,  and  are  to  do  just  as  he  tells  us,  the  sooner 
we  go  home  and  cease  to  exercise  our  functions 
here  the  better.  If  we  are  not  to  have  the  right  of 
a  free  and  independent  criticism  of  the  doings  of 
this  department,  and  of  the  expenditure  of  the 
public  money  of  the  people  of  this  country,  the 
sooner  we  know  it  the  better.  It  seems  to  have 
come  to  this,  that  the  Government  think  they  own 
this  Canada,  that  they  have  supreme  and  absolute 
control  of  the  public  funds,  and  tliose  funds  are 
only  to  be  expended  according  to  their  direction, 
and  the  moment  you  interfere  with  that  smooth  and 
pleasant  current,  you  are  injuring  your  country, 
you  are  traitors  to  your  country,  and  then 
conies  the  waving  of  the  old  flag  and  the  cry  of 
disloyalty  ?  If  hon.  gentlemen  will  turn  back 
to  the  period  up  to  1878,  and  a  number  of  us 
were  in  the  House  at  that  time,  they  will  find  that 
just  as  strong  language  was  placed  on  record  in  the 
Hansard  with  reference  to  the  administration  of 
public  affairs  when  it  was  in  the  hands  of  gentle¬ 
men  who  are  now  in  Opposition  as  has  been  indulged 
in  by  members  on  this  side  of  the  House  to-night. 
The  question  which  has  been  brought  up  by  my  hon. 
friend  from  North  Brant  (Mr.  Somerville)  to-night, 
is  a  question  which  on  the  face  of  it  deserves  the 
careful  consideration  of  the  Minister  and  of  his 
department.  I  do  not  pretend  to  say,  and  my  hon. 
friend  from  Brant  did  not  pretend  to  say,  that  the 
Minister  should  be  in  a  position  to  give  an  explana¬ 
tion  off-hand  ;  but,  if  Parliament  is  not  to  have  an 
opportunity  of  investigating  and  ventilating  these 
matters,  and  if  the  Minister  cannot  bring  his  officers 
to  book  in  regard  to  them,  the  sooner  the  public 
realizes  that  we  are  getting  to  be  under  an  auto¬ 
cracy  in  the  management  of  the  affairs  of  this 
country,  the  better  for  all  concerned.  We  should 
realize  that  the  Opposition  are  here  in  the  interests 
of  the  community,  and,  whether  the  Government 
like  it  or  not,  they  will  have  to  submit  to  criticism 
of  those  affairs. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL.  There  is  no  doubt  that  the 
remarks  of  the  hon.  member  for  Wentworth  (Mr. 
Bain)  are  in  point.  I  think  it  is  a  duty  we  owe  to 
the  country  to  point  out  where  the  money  has  been 
misspent  or  not  spent  to  the  best  advantage.  The 
hon.  member  for  North  Brant  (Mr.  Somerville)  was 
quite  right  in  bringing  a  matter  of  that  importance 
to  the  attention  of  the  committee.  Such  conduct 
as  that,  supposing  the  statements  be  true,  is  cer¬ 
tainly  very  reprehensible  and  should  receive  the 
severe  censure  not  only  of  the  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture  but  also  of  the  whole  House.  There  is  no 
member  of  this  House,  if  the  conduct  of  the 
Deputy  Minister  of  Agriculture  is  what  has  been 
stated,  but  would  say  that  that  man  ought  to  be 
severely  censured,  and  the  Minister  of  Agriculture 
instead  of  objecting  to  the  hon.  member  for  North 
Brant  (Mr.  Somerville)  having  brought  this  mat- 
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ter  forward,  should,  if  he  desired  to  conduct  his 
department  as  it  should  he  conducted,  be  thank¬ 
ful  to  any  hon.  gentleman  bringing  to  his  notice 
such  misconduct  as  that.  There  is  no  doubt 
that  such  a  state  of  affairs  existing  in  any  depart¬ 
ment  is  dangerous  not  only  to  the  country  but  to 
the  Government,  and  the  member  for  North  Brant 
deserves  credit  for  ferreting  out  and  bringing  to 
the  notice  of  the  House  such  conduct  as  he  has 
mentioned.  I  cannot  help  thinking,  considering 
the  enormous  amounts  which  have  been  spent  for 
promoting  immigration  to  this  country,  with  the 
facts  staring  us  in  the  face  that  every  dollar  of 
that  money  has  been  pratieally  thrown  away,  that 
we  must  come  to  the  conclusion  that  there  are  a 
thousand  more  cases  as  bad  as  the  one  mentioned 
by  the  member  for  North  Brant.  I  was  astonished 
to  find  that  the  Minister  of  Agriculture  has  never 
read  the  report  of  the  farmers’  delegates.  Is  it 
possible  that  a  pamphlet  of  such  importance  which 
has  been  circulated  throughout  the  old  country  has 
never  been  read  by  the  Minister  of  Agriculture  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  never  said  that. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL.  I  thought  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  said  he  had  sent  it  back  without  reading  it. 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  explained  that  that  report 
was  sent  back  to  Sir  Charles  Tupper  and  dealt  with 
in  the  same  way  that  he  had  dealt  with  previous 
reports.  I  said  I  had  not  read  it. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL.  It  seems  to  me  most  astonish¬ 
ing  that  the  responsible  head,  and  the  gentleman 
who  is  responsible  to  this  House  for  the  large 
amounts  that  are  spent  under  that  head,  should  be 
so  negligent  of  his  duty  as  that  a  report  that  was 
intended  to-  be  circulated  all  over  the  old  country, 
should  never  have  been  read  by  him.  How  does  he 
know  what  that  report  contained  ?  How  does  he 
know  that  it  would  induce  immigration  to  this 
country  ?  His  first  duty  was  carefully  to  read  that 
report,  or  have  some  person  read  it  for  him.  We 
find  that  over  600,000  copies,  at  an  expenditure  of 
$13,000,  have  been  circulated,  of  a  pamphlet  that 
he  never  read  at  all.  Then  I  find  that  in  circulating 
these  pamphlets  in  the  old  country  we  paid  $4, 520. 74, 
and  we  paid  for  postage,  $3,371,22.  Noav,  I  would 
like  to  know  if  the  hon.  gentleman  considers  it  a 
wise  and  business-like  transaction  for  this  country 
to  make  a  large  expenditure,  not  only  in  printing 
pamphlets  but  in  distributing  them  over  Europe, 
when  the  responsible  head  of  the  department  has 
never  read  them  at  all. 

Mr.  BAIN  (Wentworth).  There  is  one  other 
item,  and  that  is  the  returns  that  we  are  in  the 
habit  of  making  in  connection  with  what  is  known 
as  settlers’  effects,  that  is,  settlers  coming  into 
Canada,  and  their  effects  passing  through  the 
customs  house.  For  a  number  of  years  past  the 
Americans  have  abandoned  the  system  of  counting 
people  going  into  the  United  States  across  the 
frontier  amongst  their  immigrant  returns,  believing 
that,  placed  as  they  were  with  a  long  Canadian 
frontier,  with  a  population  going  and  coming 
all  the  time,  these  returns  w'ere  utterly  un¬ 
reliable.  Now,  if  you  will  turn  to  the  returns  of 
those  who  were  counted  in  as  immigrants  added  to 
Canada  for  the  last  three  or  four  years,  it  will  appear 
to  all  of  us  how  absurd  it  is  to  continue  to  count 
that  class  of  people  as  immigrants  coming  into 
Canada  to  settle.  Take,  for  example,  the  Quebec 
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returns.  In  1888  we  had  18,466  ;  in  1889,  19,663  ; 
in  1890,  19,654  ;  in  1891,  we  had  20,852  returns  of 
settlers  crossing  into  the  Province  of  Quebec  from 
the  United  States  with  settlers’  goods,  and  class¬ 
ified  as  immigrants  coming  into  Canada.  Now,  in 
turning  to  the  summary  of  the  reports  that  are 
made  by  our  repatriation  agents  who  have  been 
working  in  the  eastern  States — because  you  can 
only  consult  a  summary  of  those  reports  for  these 
years-  -in  looking  at  the  original  reports  for  the  past 
year,  I  find  that  the  labours  of  these  men  are  devoted 
not  to  bringing  parties  back  to  the  older  provinces, 
but  to  bringing  Canadians  from  the  United  States 
to  our  North-West  country.  Now,  it  seems  to  me 
that  after  all,  these  thousands  that  go  to  swell 
this  list  are  merely  men  who  go  over  into  the  New 
England  States  for  a  few  months,  taking  their 
effects  with  them  and  returning  at  the  end  of  the  sea¬ 
son,  and  I  think  the  probabilities  are  that  the  same 
individuals  have  been  passing  the  frontier  for  a 
series  of  years,  each  year  being  counted  in  to  swell 
the  number  of  settlers  who  came  back  into  Canada 
with  a  view  of  settling  here  with  their  goods.  It 
is  worthy  of  consideration,  when  the  operations  of 
this  department  are  being  revised,  whether  it 
would  not  be  better  to  drop  that  system  of  noting 
parties  who  come  into  this  country  and  counting 
them  as  immigrant  settlers.  Iam  aware  that  the 
returns  give  us  the  number  coming  into  Canada 
from  foreign  countries  separate  from  those  returns 
of  parties  who  pass  the  customs  with  settlers’ 
goods,  but  in  the  official  returns  you  will  find 
that  they  are  almost  invariably  classified  unit¬ 
edly  as  the  gross  results  of  the  operations  of 
our  immigration  policy.  In  nine  cases  out 
of  ten,  these  figures  are  combined  together  as  the 
results  of  that  year’s  expenditure  for  immigration 
purposes.  Our  agents  in  British  Columbia,  in 
former  years,  referred  to  the  difficulties  in  separa¬ 
ting  the  ordinary  class  of  parties  repassing  back 
and  forth  from  the  class  that  were  going  into  that 
province  to  settle,  and  there  appeared  to  be  a  pro¬ 
cess  by  which  they  sifted  out  about  one-fourth  of 
their  whole  passengers  and  took  the  balance  as 
what  might  be  considered  immigrants  coming  to 
settle  in  that  country.  I  think  there  is  a  strong 
reason  why  we  should  adopt  the  American  system 
and  drop  these  altogether  from  our  returns  as 
parties  coming  into  Canada  to  settle.  If  there  is 
any  process  by  which  we  can  retain  a  check  upon 
those  that  are  coming  into  our  North-  West  Terri¬ 
tories  from  Dakota  and  other  portions  of  the  United 
States  we  shall  be  glad  to  have  some  information 
that  is  correct  and  reliable  on  those  heads. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  The  remarks  made  by  the  hon. 
member  for  North  Wentworth  (Mr.  Bain)  in  refer¬ 
ence  to  customs  returns,  may  be,  to  a  certain  extent, 
correct,  but  there  is  no  sj^stem  that  can  be  devised 
that  will  accomplish  the  object  that  he  has  indi¬ 
cated,  or  the  results  which  he  thinks  should  follow 
from  the  keeping  of  a  full  return  of  those  who 
come  into  the  country.  He  is  quite  in  error  in 
supposing  that  the  same  system  prevails  in  Canada 
that  prevails  in  the  United  States  in  reference  to 
the  noting  of  persons  crossing  the  border  as  immi¬ 
grants  into  their  country.  It  will  be  remembered 
that  a  few  years  ago  when  this  question  was  under- 
discussion,  affidavits  were  produced  from  parties 
living  at  Port  Huron,  and  also  at  Point  Edward, 
that  the  system  that  prevailed  in  the  United 
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States,  and  which  was  afterwards  abandoned  as 
being  utterly  unreliable,  was  to  count  every  passen¬ 
ger  that  crossed  from  Canada  into  the  United 
States  and  add  them  to  the  list  of  immigrants  going 
to  that  qountry.  On  the  contrary,  there  has  been 
no  system  prevailing  in  Canada  other  than  this  : 
That  a  man  alone,  or  with  a  family,  entering  Can¬ 
ada  with  settlers’  goods,  has  to  make  an  affi¬ 
davit  that  he  is  coming  into  Canada  to  reside 
with  the  goods  which  he  is  bringing  with  him, 
thus  bringing  within  the  clause  in  the  Customs 
Act  which  permits  the  importation  into  this 
country  of  settlers’  goods  free  of  duty.  These 
are  the  only  persons  who  have  been  returned 
to  the  Customs  Department  and  reported  to  the 
Agriculture  Department  as  parties  who  came  into 
the  country  as  settlers.  The  hon.  gentleman,  how¬ 
ever,  is  quite  correct  in  saying  that  in  many  cases 
Canadians  have  left  Canada  and  gone  to  the  United 
States,  and  remained  there  for  a  certain  length  of 
time,  and  then  on  returning  claimed  the  privilege 
of  free  admission  for  whatever  effects  they  might 
bring  back.  In  some  cases  it  is  found  that  these 
effects  have  been  purchased  within  the  limits  which 
prevents  the  free  importation  of  goods.  There  are 
other  cases  in  which  they  have  returned  to  Canada 
before  the  expiration  of  one  year,  and  their  effects 
are  admitted  free,  so  that  to  a  limited  extent  the 
remarks  made  by  the  member  for  North  Went¬ 
worth  (Mr.  Bain)  may  be  considered  correct.  I 
agree  with  what  the  hon.  gentleman  says  that  it 
is  highly  desirable  that  we  should  have  as  correct 
returns  as  possible,  but  I  venture  to  assert  that 
there  is  no  system  that  can  be  adopted  better  than 
has  been  in  force  here,  or  that  greater  precautions 
could  be  taken  than  have  been  taken  by  the  Cus¬ 
toms  Department  since  I  have  known  anything  of 
its  working,  in  order  to  have  the  correct  returns 
made  in  the  manner  I  have  indicated.  There  are 
other  settlers  from  Northern  Dakota  or  Minnesota, 
who  originally  left  Manitoba,  settledin  these  states 
and  remained  there  for  six  months  and  sometimes 
for  twro  years  and  sometimes  longer,  and  then  re¬ 
turned  to  Manitoba,  and  they  claimed  the  same 
rights  as  settlers.  They  certainly  were  immigrants 
in  that  sense  of  the  word  on  returning  here,  although 
they  had  previously  gone  to  a  foreign  country.  The 
only  possible  means  to  carry  out  the  suggestion 
made  by  the  hon.  gentleman  would  be  to  ascertain 
where  these  people  were  born,  where  they  former¬ 
ly  lived,  and  to  eliminate  from  the  list  of  immi¬ 
grants  who  come  into  this  country  those  who  had 
previously  lived  in  Canada.  That  is  really  the 
suggestion  made  by  the  hon.  gentleman,  but  he 
will  see  from  the  explanation  that  I  have  made 
that  the  system  which  prevailed  in  the  United 
States  was  altogether  different  from  that  which 
prevailed  in  Canada,  because  we  know  that  the 
system  of  the  United  States  in  reference  to  the  sta¬ 
tistics  on  this  subject  was  to  set  down  as  an  immi¬ 
grant  almost  every  traveller  who  crossed  the  bor¬ 
der.  I  know  no  better  system  that  could  be 
adapted  so  far  as  Canada  is  concerned,  than  that 
which  has  prevailed  in  the  past.  I  may  say  that 
I  listened  to  the  hon.  gentleman’s  remarks  a  few 
moments  ago  with  some  little  degree  of  aston¬ 
ishment  and  surprise  when  he  stated  to  the  House 
that  unless  they,  the  Opposition,  could  discuss  mat¬ 
ters  thoroughly  they  had  better  go  home,  as  the 
Government  seemed  to  own  the  country  and  that 
they  objected  to  any  criticisms.  I  certainly 


have  not  heard  any  objection  on  this  side,  to 
fair,  legitimate  and  even  improper  criticism  of  the 
items.  If  a  stranger  were  to  read  the  remarks 
made  by  the  member  for  North  Wentworth  (Mr. 
Bain)  on  this  subject,  he  certainly  woidd  come  to 
the  conclusion  that  there  was  such  an  immense  and 
powerful  majority  in  this  House,  not  only  numeri¬ 
cally,  but  every  other  way,  that  it  prevented  a  free 
discussion  of  every  item  which  comes  before 
Parliament.  I  am  under  the  impression  that  so  far 
as  this  particular  item  of  immigration  is  concerned, 
we  have  had  three  days  discussion  on  it  already. 
One  day  no  item  was  passed  at  all,  and  the  next 
day  two  items  were  passed.  We  have  been  for 
two  days  and  two  nights  up  to  the  present  time 
discussing  this  question,  and  yet  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  states  that  gentlemen  opposite  are  prevented 
from  discussing  this  question  as  they  ought  to 
discuss  it.  I  confess  I  do  not  know  how  much 
more  liberty  men  can  possibly  have  in  any  part  of 
the  world  than  we  enjoy  here,  and  particularly 
in  the  discussion  of  estimates.  I  am  sure  that 
the  hon.  member  for  Kent  (Mr.  Campbell)  must 
have  misunderstood  the  Minister  of  Agriculture, 
when  he  said  that  the  pamphlets  referred  to  had 
been  circulated  already,  and  that  the  Minister  had 
never  read  them.  I  heard  the  Minister  of  Agri¬ 
culture  say  that  he  did  not  read  the  reports  to 
which  the  attention  of  the  House  had  been  called.  I 
confess  I  never  read  them,  and  I  do  not  know  any¬ 
thing  about  them,  but  I  do  say  that  if  they  were  of 
the  character  indicated  by  the  hon.  member 
for  North  Wellington  (Mr.  McMullen)  I  would,  if 
I  were  Minister  of  Agriculture,  suppress  them  at 
once.  I  would  not  allow  reports  to  be  published 
which  were  derogatory  to  the  country,  or  which 
reflected  upon  its  institutions,  or  upon  any  policy 
which  might  be  adopted  by  the  majority  of  the 
people.  I  do  not  hesitate  to  say  above  board  that  I 
would  suppress  them  without  a  moment’s  thought. 
These  delegates  were  brought  to  the  country,  not 
for  the  purpose  of  criticising  our  institutions  nor 
to  find  fault  with  the  policy  of  the  majority  of  the 
people,  or  to  say  whether  we  should  have  a  system 
of  incidental  protection  or  free  trade.  That  is  a 
matter  on  which  they  had  a  right  to  have  their  own 
private  opinions.  They  came  here  and  their  ex¬ 
penses  were  paid  for  the  purpose  of  visiting  this 
country  to  ascertain  whether  it  was  a  country,  in 
which  the  overplus  of  population  of  the  old  coun¬ 
try  could  settle  with  advantage  to  themselves. 
If  they  made  a  report  that  it  was  not  a  country  fit 
for  settlement,  owing  to  its  fiscal  policy  or  for 
any  other  reason,  and  if  such  report  were  sent 
to  me  as  head  of  the  department,  I  would  at  once 
act  on  the  principle  that  I  have  indicated  to  this 
House,  and  not  publish  it.  I  would  not  permit 
these  delegates  who  had  been  brought  here  at  the 
expense  of  the  country  to  make  any  report  and 
circulate  it  at  our  expense  if  it  were  intended  to 
injure  the  country.  The  contrary  principle  to  this 
may  be  the  one  on  which  my  hon.  friend  thinks 
this  country  should  be  governed,  but  it  is  certainly 
one  for  which  I  would  not  hold  myself  responsible, 
nor  would  I  be  a  party  to  it  if  I  knew  it. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  Would  you  pay  their 
expenses  ? 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  Certainly,  just  as  all  other 
delegates  were  paid,  but  that  is  no  reason,  if  they 
made  a  report  which  would  injure  the  country, 
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that  we  should  put  an  additional  expense  on  the 
country  in  enabling  them  to  print  and  circulate  it.  I 
am  quite  sure  that  the  lion,  member  for  Brant  (Mr. 
Paterson)  would  not  do  so  either,  because  I  think 
he  is  too  much  ol  a  patriot  and  likes  his  country 
too  dearly  to  do  anything  of  the  kind.  If  he  had 
the  misfortune  as  a  responsible  Minister  of  this 
country  to  bring  delegates  to  it,  and  if  they  should 
make  a  report  to  him  and  he  should  read  it,  and 
he  thought  it  was  of  a  character  that  was  going  to 
injure  the  country,  I  question  very  much  if  he 
would  publish  it  to  the  world  in  order  that  it 
might  do  that  mischief. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  Did  they  make  such 
a  report  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  do  not  know.  I  did  not  say 
so.  I  never  heard  of  such  a  report. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL.  Was  it  not  submitted  to  the 
Minister  of  Agriculture  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  do  not  know.  I  am  telling  the 
House  distinctly  what  I  as  a  member  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  would  do  individually  if  it  came  before 
me. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL.  You  would  not  send  it  back 
without  reading  it  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  do  not  know  what  I  might  do. 
I  am  very  much  inclined  to  think  that  if  the  hon. 
gentleman  wrote  me  a  report  I  might  do  as  the 
member  for  West  Lambton  (Mr.  Lister)  did,  I 
might  not  have  the  time,  or  not  think  it  worth 
reading.  Referring  to  Mr.  Lowe’s  letter,  which  I 
have  not  seen  before,  I  fully  agree  with  the  remarks 
made  in  reference  to  it.  It  is  an  improper  letter 
for  any  deputy-head  to  write,  and  I  am  satisfied 
that  the  Minister  of  Agriculture  and  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  which  he  forms  a  part,  will  see  that  the 
deputies  do  not  write  letters  of  that  kind,  or  if 
they  do  that  they  will  receive  what  they  ought  to 
receive  after  it  has  become  known.  If  the  Govern¬ 
ment  paid  for  the  writing  of  that  pamphlet,  then 
the  copyright  belonged  to  the  Government,  and  I 
do  not  hesitate  to  say  that  this  letter  having  been 
made  public — how  my  hon.  friend  obtained  it  I  do 
not  know — d  think  I  can  safely  say  to  this  commit¬ 
tee  and  to  the  public  that  steps  will  be  taken  to  ascer¬ 
tain  why  a  deputy  head  of  a  department  wrote  a 
letter  of  the  kind  in  order  to  extract  moneys  from 
the  coffers  of  the  country  which  should  never  have 
been  paid. 

Mr.  FLINT.  We  have  heard  from  the  hon. 
Minister  of  War  in  regard  to  the  principles  that 
would  actuate  him  in  case  a  report  was  sent  to  him 
of  which  he  disapproved.  He  has  stated  as  Minis¬ 
ter  of  the  Crown  that  he  would  not  have  published 
a  document  of  the  kind  he  has  alluded  to  ;  but  he 
has  not  stated  that  he  would  not  read  it. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  No,  I  did  not  say  that.  Of 
course  I  woidd  read  it,  otherwise  I  would  not  know 
that  it  should  be  suppressed. 

Mr.  FLINT.  And  I  presume  that  a  large  num¬ 
ber  of  the  members  of  this  House  will  agree  that 
if  the  report  of  the  delegates  was  hostile  to  the 
interests  of  the  country  and  to  immigration  which 
the  department  desires  to  promote,  it  would  not  be 
advisable  to  publish  it  as  an  immigration  docu¬ 
ment.  But  I  take  this  ground,  that  the  Govern¬ 
ment  having  invited  these  delegates — men  of  high 
standing  and  exceptional  intelligence  and  ability — 
Mr.  Bowell. 


to  report  on  matters  of  this  kind,  it  was  the  duty 
of  the  Government  to  have  had  that  report  in  their 
archives  in  a  position  to  be  laid  before  this  House, 
in  order  that  the  members  representing  the  con- 
stituences  of  the  country  should  be  aide  to  see  the 
views  expressed  to  the  Government  by  men  tem¬ 
porarily  in  their  service.  I  think  the  complaint 
which  the  representativjes  of  the  Maritime  Pro¬ 
vinces  particularly  have  a  right  to  make  before 
this  committee  is  this  :  These  delegates,  who  were 
peculiarly  qualified  to  report  on  the  capabilities 
and  prospects  of  the  Maritime  Provinces,  were  in¬ 
vited  to  do  so,  their  expenses  were  paid  through¬ 
out  the  Maritime  Provinces,  they  made  a  report, 
and  their  report  is  somewhere  in  the  archives  of 
the  Government  either  in  Canada  or  in  London ; 
and  we  contend  that  the  representatives  of  the  peo¬ 
ple  should  have  an  opportunity  of  examining  that 
report  and  seeing  what  the  views  of  the  delegates 
were.  If  they  referred  to  the  fiscal  policy  of  the 
Government,  if  they  showed  that  those  provinces 
were  not  desirable  fields  for  immigration,  then  I 
think  it  would  be  only  reasonable  that  the  Govern¬ 
ment  should  say,  we  will  not  send  documents  of  this 
kind  abroad,  because  they  may  tend  to  check  immi¬ 
gration  ;  but  I  think  it  is  a  breach  of  faith  towards 
the  representatives  of  the  people  in  this  House, 
particularly  to  the  representatives  of  the  Maritime 
Provinces,  that  we  should  not  have  an  opportunity 
of  seeing  what  the  views  of  those  gentlemen  were. 

I  hope  that  the  impressions  made  on  the  minds  of 
those  delegates  were  not  as  strong  as  they  have  been 
represented  to  be  ;  but  we  have  reason  to  believe 
that  they  reported  to  the  Government  that  the 
conditions  of  life  in  the  Maritime  Provinces  were 
too  severe  to  permit  them  to  recommend  those  por¬ 
tions  of  the  Dominion  at  any  rate  for  immigration. 
If  they  have  made  this  statement,  it  agrees  with 
the  opinion  of  a  large  number  of  the  people  of  the 
Maritime  Provinces  and  their  representatives  in 
this  House.  The  conditions  of  life  in  consequence 
of  what  has  been  termed  by  a  prominent  member 
of  the  Conservative  party  in  Nova  Scotia  this  ini¬ 
quitous  tariff,  and  in  consequence  of  the  enormous 
extravagance  of  the  Government,  the  difficulties 
placed  in  the  way  by  the  failures  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  to  negotiate  a  reciprocity  treaty  with  the 
United  States,  have  created  such  a  depression  in 
the  Maritime  Provinces,  that  not  only  is 
it  unlikely  that  immigrants  can  settle  there  with 
any  prospect  of  improving  their  circumstances, 
but  the  residents  of  the  country  are  fleeing  away 
as  fast  as  they  can,  and  the  reasons  I  have  given 
are  the  true  reasons  for  this  exodus.  We  have  in 
the  Maritime  Provinces,  so  far  as  nature  is  con¬ 
cerned,  as  great  advantages  as  any  other  part  of 
the  Dominion.  I  defy  any  hon.  gentleman  to  point 
out  any  territory  with  greater  resources,  a  more 
agreeable  climate,  a  more  industrious  population 
than  the  Annapolis  Valley  in  Nova  Scotia  ;  and 
yet  in  that  fair  valley,  with  all  its  resources,  and 
its  advantages  of  society,  of  education  and  of  cul- 
ture,  we  find  the  people  leaving  as  rapidly  as  they 
can.  Some  of  the  finest  counties  in  Nova  Scotia  have 
actually  decreased  in  population  in  the  last  ten 
years.  We  have  enormous  fishing,  mineral,  forest 
and  agricultural  resources  of  a  very  superior  char¬ 
acter,  and  the  climate  of  the  country  is  unequalled. 
We  have  the  benefit  of  those  equal  laws  which  are 
the  proud  boasts  of  British  subjects  everywhere. 
There  is  no  possible  complaint  that  can  be  made  of 
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.any  feature  of  life  in  any  portion  of  the  Maritime 
Provinces  except  those  features  connected  with  the 
opportunity  of  the  people  to  make  a  living  and  to 
prosper.  Thesearethe  causeswhy  immigrants  do  not 
come  there  ;  and  I  contend  that  the  best  immigration 
policy  that  this  Government  could  have,  and  the  best 
advertisement  they  could  give  the  Maritime  Provin¬ 
ces  throughout  the  world,  would  be  to  reduce  the 
tariff  and  to  make  an  earnest  endeavour  to  bring  about 
reciprocal  trade  with  our  neighbours  in  the  United 
States.  Then  we  should  have  no  reason  to  squander 
enormous  sums  to  induce  immigrants  to  come  from 
abroad,  because  the  circumstances  of  the  people 
would  be  so  easy  and  the  conditions  of  life  sur¬ 
rounding  them  so  cheerful  and  happy  that  immi¬ 
grants  woidd  seek  our  shores  without  this  enormous 
expenditure  of  money.  Coming  to  the  report  of 
the  farmers’  delegates,  I  think  the  committee  has 
had  before  it  enough  information  to  justify  it  in 
bringing  the  Ministers  before  the  bar  of  public 
opinion  for  not  publishing  this  report.  We  do  not 
ask  them  to  publish  the  report  if  it  is  against  the 
interests  of  the  country,  but  we  do  claim  that 
it  should  be  laid  before  the  House  for  the  inform¬ 
ation  of  the  members,  so  that  we  should  have  an 
opportunity  of  seeing  it  and  judging  whether  it 
should  be  published  or  not.  We  have  had  placed 
before  the  House,  notably  the  last  time  it  was  in 
committee,  some  reasons  from  the  Government 
side  why  the  immigrants  from  abroad  had  not  re¬ 
mained  in  the  country,  why  intending  immigrants 
in  the  old  world  had  declined  to  come  to  Canada, 
and  why  a  large  proportion  of  our  people  had 
from  time  .  to  time  left  the  country  and  are 
now  leaving  the  country  to  go  to  the  United  States. 

I  think  of  all  the  absurd  reasons  ever  given  to  a 
legislature,  the  most  absurd  was  that  given  by  the 
Minister  of  Agriculture  the  other  night,  that  it 
was  in  consequence  of  the  speeches  made  by  the 
Opposition.  Arguments  of  that  kind  may  do  very 
well  as  jocularity  in  a  bar-room,  or  a  hotel  corridor, 
or  at  an  excited  public  meeting  where  people  are 
only  too  ready  to  grasp  at  anything  for  the  sake  of 
turning  an  argument ;  but  as  a  serious  argument  in 
Parliament,  it  is  not  worth  a  moment’s  considera¬ 
tion.  It  seems  to  me  puerile,  in  the  face  of  the 
difficulties  people  have  to  overcome,  in  face  of  the 
conditions  surrounding  them,  owing  to  the  failure  of 
the  Government  to  extend  our  trade,  to  say  that 
the  exodus  is  due  to  speeches  of  public  men.  I 
defy  any  hon.  gentleman  to  point  to  one  address  of 
any  leading  man  in  Canada,  in  which  either  the  re¬ 
sources  of  the  country,  its  capabilities,  climate  or 
the  opportunities  it  affords  for  advancement,  have 
been  decried  or  in  any  way  made  light  of.  Wild 
charges  are  made  that  public  men  have  run  down 
the  Dominion,  but  let  us  have  some  quotations  from 
their  speeches  in  proof  of  such  charges.  If  any 
such  speech  did  exist  or  any  such  statement,  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  would  be  only  too  glad  to  place 
it  in  the  most  glaring  light  possible  before  the 
people  on  every  opportunity.  But  no  such  state¬ 
ment  can  be  found.  I  will  tell  hon.  gentlemen, 
however,  what  does  exist,  and  that  is  free  criticism 
of  the  policy  of  the  Government,  free  and  full 
discussion  of  the  effects  of  their  policy.  It  is 
the  duty  of  members  of  the  Opposition  to  see  how 
the  moneys  have  been  expended,  to  see  where  the 
promises  of  the  Government  have  been  unfulfilled. 
We  know  that  these  gentlemen  made  magnificent 
election  promises  that  when  placed  in  power  pros-  | 


perity  would  be  the  rule,  and  the  exodus  would  be 
stopped.  These  claims,  made  by  them  at  a  time  of 
great  depression,  were  accepted  by  the  people  who 
believed  that  the  Government  could,  in  some  mys¬ 
terious  way,  by  the  policy  they  propounded,  bring 
about  a  new  era.  But  now  we  know  by  hard  experi¬ 
ence  that  the  exodus  isgreater  than  it  ever  was  at  any 
time  during  the  Mackenzie  regime,  and  that  the  taxa¬ 
tion  of  the  people  has  been  enormously  increased. 
We  know  now  that  our  expenditure  has  increased 
threefold,  while  our  population  has  scarcely  increased 
at  all ;  we  know  that  the  old  and  the  weak  remain 
at  home  and  bear  the  burden  of  taxation,  while 
the  young  and  enterprising  leave  the  country  as  if 
it  were  stricken  with  a  pestilence.  With  regard 
to  immigration,  while  we  see  no  signs  of  it  in  the 
estimates  before  the  House,  there  are  indications 
in  various  quarters,  from  sources  supposed  to  be 
inspired,  that  there  will  be  a  tremendous  pressure 
in  the  next  twelve  months  to  induce  some  more 
formidable  expenditure  in  connection  with  it. 

I  warn  the  Government,  however,  that  unless 
they  revise  the  system,  unless  their  agents  are 
made  more  responsible,  unless  they  can  show  clearly 
that  some  material  benefit  will  accrue  from  the  ex¬ 
penditure  of  a  larger  sum,  there  will  arise,  particu¬ 
larly  throughout  the  older  provinces,  such  a  hostility 
to  the  whole  scheme  that  it  will  have  to  be  abandoned. 
It  is  incredible  that  the  fair  provinces  of  New 
Brunswick  and  Nova  Scotiaand  the  wealthy  old  Pro¬ 
vince  of  Ontario,  have  no  attractions  for  immigrants 
from  the  old  world.  It  is  incredible  that  they 
should  have  no  attractions  for  men  with  £1,000  or 
£2,000  sterling,  who  could  find  in  the  fine  Province* 
of  Ontario  a  most  excellent  climate,  splendid  soil 
and  situation,  and  other  attractions  social  and 
otherwise  which  would  be  appreciated  by  the  best 
class  of  immigrants.  Some  other  reason  exists  than 
the  stale  one  that  the  Opposition  speeches  were 
driving  the  people  out  of  the  country.  Let  the 
Government  make  the  conditions  of  life  easier,  let 
them  cut  down  expenses,  let  them  show  that  the 
public  departments  are  not  honeycombed  with  cor¬ 
ruption,  let  them  show  that  the  great  powers  given 
Government  and  the  legislature  were  not  given 
them  to  crush  political  freedom  and  enable  them  to 
give  the  minority  the  representation  which  should 
be  had  by  the  majority.  Then  immigration  will 
come  in,  our  own  population  will  be  kept  at  home, 
and  will  enjoy  the  prosperity  long  promised  ns. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Does  the 
Minister  of  Agriculture  intend  to  make  enquiry 
into  the  authority  of  this  letter  signed  by  his 
deputy,  and  inform  us  whether  that  letter  is  in  the 
archives  of  His  department  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  Certainly,  I  shall  make  the 
enquiry. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  think  that 
is  a  matter  which  should  be  dealt  with  promptly. 
I  desire  also  to  know  whether  we  are  to  under¬ 
stand  that  the  hon.  gentleman  will  obtain  from 
England  and  lay  before  us  the  reports  of  these  two 
delegates  ?  Before  entering  on  a  discussion  of  this 
kind,  we  should  have  had  these  reports.  I  want 
to  know  what  the  hon.  gentleman’s  decision  is  on 
that  point  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  can  only  say  that  the  reports 
made  in  1891  were  all  submitted  to  the  High  Com¬ 
missioner  before  they  were  printed,  and  as  he 
I  selected  these  delegates  in  1891,  I  referred  the 
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report  to  him  to  be  dealt  with  and  examined,  as 
the  High  Commissioner  for  Canada.  That  was  one 
particular  reason  why  I  did  not  go  over  the  report 
and  hold  it,  as  I  might  have  otherwise  done.  There 
was  no  other  member  of  the  Government  who  had 
an  opportunity  of  seeing  or  reading  it,  or,  I  think, 
who  knew  anything  of  it  until  they  heard  about  it 
in  this  House. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  We  are  now 
aware  that  there  is  such  a  report.  Will  you  lay  it 
before  us  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  should  be  very  happy  to  do 
so,  but  I  have  no  doubt  it  is  now  in  the  hands  of 
the  printers  in  England. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  A  cablegram 
will  bring  it  in  a  few  days. 

Mr.  CARLING.  Rut  it  is  probably  in  the 
printers’  hands. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  A  copy  can 
be  sent. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  The  hon.  member  for  Went¬ 
worth  (Mr.  Bain)  has  challenged  any  hon. 
member  on  this  side  of  the  House  to  show  any 
grounds  why  I  should  have  stated  that  the  speeches 
of  hon.  members  opposite  would  have  any  influence 
On  parties  who  emigrated  from  this  country  or  on 
those  who  have  been  absent  in  preventing  them 
from  returning  to  Canada.  It  is  not  necessary  to 
go  into  ancient  history  to  show  that  their  speeches 
would  have  that  effect.  When  this  question  was 
under  discussion  a  few  nights  ago,  my  hon.  friend 
from  North  Wentworth  (Mr.  Bain)  said  : 

“  These  gentlemen  tell  us,  with  the  calm  assurance 
which  characterizes  my  hon.  friend  from  Inverness  (Mr. 
Cameron),  that  the  reason  why  people  leave  this  country 
is  that  gentlemen  on  this  side  of  the  House  decry  this 
country.  I  deny  the  statement  emphatically,  and  I  defy 
them  to  show  any  statement  to  prove  their  assertion.” 

This  was  his  defiant  demand  for  any  evidence  that 
my  representations  were  founded  on  fact,  but,  be¬ 
fore  he  concluded,  he  himself  said  : 

“  I  say  that  the  sooner  we  set  about  endeavouring  to 
find  a  remedy  for  this  condition  of  things,  the  better  it 
will  be  for  the  people  of  Canada,  for  I  can  come  to  no 
other  conclusion  than  that  if  we  keep  on  at  the  present 
rate  we  will  see  our  population  gradually  melting  away 
and  leaving  our  shores  for  a  country  where  the  conditions 
are  more  favourable  for  their  personal  advancement.” 

This  is  the  same  strain  with  the  speech  of  my  hon. 
friend  from  Yarmouth  (Mr.  Flint)  who  has  just  con¬ 
cluded.  On  the  same  evening  my  hon.  friend  the 
senior  member  for  Prince, P.E. I.  (Mr.  Perry)  said: 

“  The  hon.  member  for  Inverness  must  know  that  we 
have  now  in  the  UnitedStat.es  over  2,000,000  Canadians,  a 
labouring  class  of  people,  who  are  developing  the  resources 
of  that  country,  when  we  should  have  them  here  assisting 
to  build  up  this  country.  When  did  these  go  there  ?  Did 
they  go  in  1854  ?  I  do  not  know  of  one  emigrant  from 
Prince  Edward  Island  who  went  to  the  United  States  from 
1854  to  1866,  but  I  know  that  many  Americans  in  that 
period  came  and  settled  in  the  Island.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  knows  as  well  as  I  do  that  emigration  from  Nova 
Scotia  is  far  greater  now  than  it  was  from  1854  to  1866.” 

And  he  went  on  to  show  that  the  conditions  on  the 
other  side  were  of  such  a  character  as  to  induce 
our  people  to  go  across  the  line,  and  that  has  been 
the  tenor  of  all  the  speeches  I  have  listened  to  for 
a  period  of  years  whenever  this  question  of  immi¬ 
gration  has  been  before  this  House.  I  stated  before, 
and  I  think  I  can  prove,  that  the  emigration  that 
left  the  Dominion  of  Canada,  or  the  Maritime 
Provinces  particularly,  was  greater  during  the 
existence  of  reciprocity  between  1854  and  1866  than 
Mr.  Carling. 


the  emigration  which  left  this  country  at  any 
other  period  of  its  existence.  When  this  question 
was  under  the  attention  of  Parliament  in  1880,  it 
did  not  occupy  much  of  its  attention.  At  that 
time,  it  was  pointed  ont  that  the  census  was  not  of 
a  reliable  character,  that  the  entries  in  the  customs 
were  not  reliable,  but  it  was  agreed  on  all  hands 
that  it  could  not  be  remedied.  No  one  felt  com¬ 
pelled  to  change  from  the  de  jure  to  the  de  facto 
system.  However,  in  1890,  when  this  question  was 
under  the  consideration  of  the  House,  it  was 
pointed  out  by  the  hon.  members  opposite,  and 
particularly  by  the  hon.  member  for  Quebec,  the 
senior  member  for  Queen’s,  P.E. I.,  and  other  hon. 
gentlemen  on  that  side,  that  it  was  necessary  to 
change  the  system,  to  abandon  the  de  jure  and 
come  as  near  to  the  de  facto  system  as  possible.  I 
felt  at  the  time  that,  if  an  approach  were  made  to 
the  de  facto  system,  the  result  would  be  dis¬ 
appointing  to  the  people  of  this  Dominion,  but  the 
Minister  of  Agriculture  consented  to  adopt  the 
system  which  was  suggested  by  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite,  and  that  was  concurred  in  by  all  those 
who  were  then  in  attendance.  The  Minister  of 
Agriculture  said  : 

“  There  was  no  fixed  time  in  the  Order  in  Council,  but 
insti’uctions  were  given  each  enumerator  to  consider  those 
who  were  absent  on  employment  during  the  summer  as 
temporarily  absent,  and  to  include  them  as  belonging  to 
the  house.  The  enumerators  are  sworn,  and  receive  in¬ 
structions  as  to  how  the  census  shall  be  taken.  There 
may  be  mistakes,  but  I  am  sure  every  precaution  was 
taken  and  will  be  taken  that  none  shall  be  entered  on  the 
lists  but  those  that  are  in  the  house  at  the  time  and  those 
who  are  considered  temporarily  absent  for  a  month  or 
two  during  the  summer.” 

My  hon.  friends  opposite  have  taken  advantage  of 
the  apparent  decrease  in  the  increase — if  that  term 
may  be  allowed — of  the  population  of  this  Domin¬ 
ion,  but  there  is  one  reliable  source  of  information, 
which  I  believe  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  will  not  re¬ 
fuse  to  accept,  and  that  is  the  census  taken  upon 
the  other  side  of  the  line.  I  do  not  think  that  any 
gentleman  opposite  will  maintain  that  the  census 
of  the  United  States,  as  far  as  it  represents  the 
foreign  birth  of  residents  on  the  other  side, 
is  not  a  reasonably  fair  representation  of 
the  emigration  from  Canada  to  the  United  States. 
The  census  of  the  United  States  will  prove  that 
the  emigration  from  Canada  into  that  country, 
during  reciprocity  between  1854  and  1866,  was 
greater  than  the  emigration  from  Canada  at  any 
period  before  or  since.  In  1830  the  number  of  peo¬ 
ple  in  the  United  States  of  British  North  American 
origin  was  only  2,277  ;  and  in  1840  the  number  was 
31,627;  in  1850  it  was  147,711.  Up  to  this  time 
there  was  no  National  Policy  to  affect  emigration 
from  Canada  into  the  United  States.  In  1860,  which 
decade  included  the  first  six  years  of  reciprocity, 
the  number  of  British  North  Americans  in  the 
United  States  was  249,970.  The  increase  during 
•the  first  six  years  of  reciprocity  was  not  less  than 
101,259.  In  1870  the  number  of  Canadians  in  the 
United  States  amounted  to  493,463,  and  this 
decade  included  the  second  six  years  of  reciprocity, 
showing  an  increase  243,493.  I  say  that  in  no 
twelve  years  since  Canada  was  organized,  did  so 
many  people  emigrate  as  during  that  period.  On  a 
former  occasion  I  gave  reasons  to  show  that  it  was 
not  due  to  the  National  Policy,  but  to  the  free 
trade  relations  that  existed  between  Canada  and 
the  United  States  in  the  products  of  the  sea,  the 
soil,  the  mines  and  the  forest,  that  so  large  a  num- 


1921 


[APRIL  29,  1892.] 


1922 


ber  of  people  emigrated  to  the  United  States,  when 
not  less  then  351,2*29  during  20  years,  in  12  years 
of  which  we  had  reciprocity  with  the  United 
States,  left  this  country  to  cross  the  border.  In 
1871  the  number  I  gave  included  33,208  Nova  Sco¬ 
tians  ;  that  was  over  one-tenth  of  the  population. 
From  New  Brunswick  there  were  26,364,  which  em¬ 
braced  more  than  one-tenth  of  the  population  of  that 
province.  From  Prince  Edward  Island  there  were 
only  1,357  ;  and  any  person  who  knows  that 
that  is  the  garden  of  the  Dominion  can  easily  see 
why,  at  that  time,  it  was  not  necessary  for  them  to 
go  abroad  to  seek  their  fortunes,  because  the  market 
which  reciprocity  in  the  products  of  the  soil  had 
given,  afforded  them  employment  at  home,  and 
enabled  them  to  live  and  to  make  money,  as  the 
senior  member  for  Prince  County  (Mr.  Perry)  said 
when  this  question  was  under  discussion  a  few 
nights  ago. 

Mr.  LANDER  KIN.  What  was  the  increase  in 
Canada  during  these  years  ? 

Mr.  CAMERON.  That  has  no  bearing  what¬ 
ever  on  the  question.  In  1881,  there  were  717,153 
souls  of  British  North  American  origin,  residents 
of  the  United  States,  and  I  would  remind  my 
hon.  friends  opposite  that  that  decade  included  the 
five  years  they  were  in  power. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  During  which 
period  the  agricultural  population  of  Ontario  in¬ 
creased  seven  times  as  fast  as  it  did  during  the 
last  ten  years. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  My  hon.  friend  gets  his  in¬ 
formation  from  sources  which  he  has  declared  to 
be  utterly  unreliable. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  The  hon. 
gentleman  knows  nothing  of  what  he  is  talking 
about. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  I  have  never  been  character¬ 
ized  in  my  earlier  days  as  a  mixer  and  muddler  of 
figures.  In  1880  we  had  610,090  Canadians  of  old 
Canada  in  the  United  States.  We  had  in  that 
year  51,160  Nova  Scotians,  41,788  from  New 
Brunswick,  and  7,537  from  Prince  Edward  Island. 
The  most  of  them  left  during  the  blue-ruin  reign 
of  the  Grit  party  in  this  Dominion. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  Would  you  repeat  those 
figures  again  ?  I  did  not  catch  them. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  I  do  not  think  my  hon. 
friend  is  able  to  catch  anything  just  now.  The 
figures,  then,  prove  that  the  emigration  from 
Canada  to  the  United  States  was  greater,  if  the 
census  of  the  United  States  is  reliable,  during  reci¬ 
procity  than  it  was  at  any  other  period  of  the 
history  of  Canada.  They  also  prove  that  the 
emigration  from  this  country  was  greater  during 
the  regime  of  the  Grit  party  than  at  any  other 
time.  I  venture  the  assertion  on  the  basis  of 
common  sense  that  there  was  a  less  emigration 
during  the  last  ten  years  into  the  United  States, 
than  during  any  other  period  in  the  existence  of 
Canada,  and  that  emigration  decreased  on  account 
of  the  National  Policy  during  the  last  decade. 
There  is  another  point  to  which  I  wish  to  call 
attention.  An  exodus  is  not  always  a  sign  of  blue- 
ruin.  Emigration  from  the  rural  districts  of  this 
Dominion  into  the  United  States,  is  not  a  sign  of 
ruin  and  decay.  If  my  hon.  friends  opposite  would 
only  have  a  little  patience  and  await  the  census 
returns  of  the  industries  of  this  Dominion,  which 
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are  forthcoming,  they  will  find  that  the  popu¬ 
lation  in  the  rural  districts  are  in  better 
circumstances  now  than  they  ever  have  been 
before  in  the  history  of  this  Dominion  ;  they 
will  find  that  although  a  few  young  men  are  leaving 
the  rural  districts  for  the  States,  they  are  going  there 
to  better  their  own  condition  and  better  the  condi¬ 
tion  of  those  whom  they  leave  behind  them.  If  a 
farmer  has  two  or  three  or  four  sons  on  his  farm, 
and  it  only  requires  the  labour  of  half  the  number 
to  operate  the  farm,  is  it  not  to  the  advantage  of 
those  at  home  that  some  of  them  should  leave  the 
farm  to  better  their  condition  in  the  cities,  or  go 
to  the  other  side  of  the  line  as  our  hon.  friends 
opposite  suggest  that  they  should  do.  I  challenge 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite  to  contradict  the  figures 
which  are  given  from  the  United  States  statistics. 

Mr.  LISTER.  They  are  not  correct. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  They  are  not  correct  in  some 
respects,  but  they  cannot  be  incorrect  when  they 
give  the  popidation  of  the  United  States  by  the 
births.  I  have  not  the  slightest  doubt  that  the 
number  which  are  taken  of  foreign  births  in  the 
United  States  or  Canada  are  as  correct  as  any  por¬ 
tion' of  the  census  can  possibly  be.  I  venture  to 
make  another  prediction  which  is  not  always  very 
palatable  to  my  hon.  friends  opposite. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  Are  these  predictions? 

Mr.  CAMERON.  Not  palatable  to  my  philoso¬ 
phic  friend  opposite. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  I  understood  my  hon. 
friend  to  say  that  he  was  stating  facts,  but  lie  now 
states  that  they  were  predictions  and  he  is  going 
to  give  us  another  one. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  I  said  that  I  made  some 
predictions  which  had  been  verified  and  that 
I  would  make  another  one  now.  I  predicted  some 
years  ago  that  so  long  as  the  Grit  party  pursued  the 
policy  of  obstruction  and  howling  blue-ruin,  that 
they  would  not  obtain  power,  and  that  has  been 
verified.  I  also  made  the  prediction  that  they 
never  would  attain  power  while  they  were  encour¬ 
aging  our  people  to  emigrate,  by  the  speeches  they 
were  making  in  the  country  and  in  this  House. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  My  hon.  friend  says 
they  are  leaving  the  country  for  their  own  advan¬ 
tage. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  I  hope  my  hon.  friend  will 
keep  calm. 

Mr.  BOW  ELL.  It  is  a  good  job  for  the  country 
that  they  are  all  Grits  that  are  leaving. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  Yes,  I  proved  that  too. 
I  believe  that  the  census  of  the  United  States 
will  show  conclusively  in  the  enumeration  by  origin 
of  the  people  there,  that  fewer  people  left  Can¬ 
ada  during  the  last  decade  than  left  it  at  any  other 
period.  There  is  not  a  sensible  person  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House  who  will  not  agree  with  me 
that  as  far  as  the  enumeration  by  birth  of  the  people 
of  the  United  States  is  concerned,  that  the  census 
of  that  country  is  reasonably  correct,  and  that  in 
that  respect  it  is  a  better  test  for  us  to  go  by  than 
our  own  census.  We  know  that  as  a  matter  of 
fact  my  hon.  friend  from  Queen’s  (Mr.  Davies) 
and  my  hon.  friend  from  Quebec  (Mr.  Langelier) 
and  in  fact  every  leading  gentleman  opposite, 
proved  conclusively  that  in  the  census  of  1881, 
there  were  hundreds  of  thousands  of  our  people  on 
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the  other  side  of  the  line  at  that  time.  I  firmly  be¬ 
lieve  that  if  the  census  of  1891  were  taken  as  they 
were  taken  in  1881  and  in  the  previous  census,  there 
would  not  be  such  a  great  disappointment  at  the 
results. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  Would  my  lion, 
friend  be  kind  enough  to  say  what  he  considers 
the  difference  in  the  way  in  which  the  census  was 
taken  by  the  Canadian  Government  in  1881  and 
in  1891  ? 

Mr.  CAMERON.  My  lion,  friend  from  Queen’s 
((Mr.  Davies)  and  other  hon.  gentlemen  oppo¬ 
site  stated  positively  in  1890,  that  there  were 
hundreds  of  thousands  of  Canadians  on  the 
other  side  of  the  line  that  were  enumerated  in  the 
census  of  1881.  I  agreed  with  him  at  that  time 
and  I  believe  that  lie  was  right.  I  believe  that 
hundreds  of  thousands  of  our  people  living  in  the 
United  States  were  enumerated  in  the  census  since 
1881.  Up  to  last  year  it  would  not  be  fair  to  take 
the  census  under  the  cle  facto  system  because  the 
few  who  were  on  the  other  side  of  the  line  previous 
to  that  time  were  only  temporarily  absent,  and 
when  the  census  was  taken  here  it  was  like  what 
my  hon.  friend  from  Queen's  (Mr.  Davies)' said, 
that  if  a  father  were  asked  if  a  son  who  was  twenty 
years  away  was  expected  to  return,  he  would  natur¬ 
ally  say  “  yes.”  The  Government  of  the  day  with 
that  parental  desire  to  see  the  children  of  this 
Dominion  return  held  on,  without  a  change  in  mode 
of  taking  the  census,  up  to  the  last  census,  hoping 
that  they  would  return. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  Did  they  do  that 
with  people  who  were  absent  for  twenty  years  ? 

Mr.  CAMERON.  My  hon.  friend  from  Queen’s 
(Mr.  Davies)  said  that  in  1890. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  What  do  you  say  ? 

Mr.  CAMERON.  I  believe  that  my  hon.  friend 
from  Queen’s  was  correct,  and  that  there  were 
hundreds  of  thousands  enumerated. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  That  were  away  20 
years  ? 

Mr.  CAMERON.  He  said  that  some  who 
were  away  20  years  were  taken  in  the  census 
in  Prince  Edward  Island,  and  I  believe  from  my 
experience  that  he  was  correct.  We  cannot  hope 
for  an  absolutely  correct  census  in  this  Dominion 
or  in  the  United  States  or  in  any  other  country 
where  the  people  are  floating  from  one  side  to  the 
other,  and  there  is  no  one  knows  that  better  than 
my  hon.  friend  from  Brant  (Mr.  Paterson). 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  I  beg  the  hon. 
gentleman’s  pardon.  Did  the  census  takers  receive 
instructions  from  the  Government  to  that  effect  ? 
I  would  like  to  know  if  the  Government  instructed 
the  census  takers  in  1881  to  count  people  as  resi¬ 
dents  of  Canada  who  had  been  absent  for  20 
years  ? 

Mr.  CAMERON.  The  hon.  member  for  Queen’s 
(Mr.  Davies)  said  so,  and  Mr.  Blake  said  so,  and 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite  agreed  with  them. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  What  do  you  say  ? 

Mr.  CAMERON.  I  believe  they  were  cor¬ 
rect.  However,  on  the  suggestion  of  these 
gentlemen,  the  mode  of  taking  the  census  was 
changed,  and  if  it  had  not  been  changed  as  my 
hon.  friend  from  Both  well  (Mr.  Mills)  knows,  the 
showing  of  the  census  would  have  been  far  different. 

Mr.  Cameron. 


I  say  that  the  census  of  1901,  which  will  be  taken 
I  have  not  the  shadow  of  a  doubt  by  the  Liberal- 
Conservative  party,  will  show  that  the  increase 
during  the  transpiring  decade  will  be  larger  than 
the  increase  during  any  decade  since  Confederation 
or  before  that  time.  I  do  not  mean  to  say  that  the 
increase  of  population  would  be  very  material ;  but 
owing  to  the  change,  according  to  the  evidence  of 
my  hon.  friend  the  senior  member  for  Queen’s, 
P.  E.I.,  the  evidence  of  the  leader  of  the  Opposition 
of  the  day,  Mr.  Blake,  the  evidence  of  my  hon. 
friend  from  Quebec  and  other  leading  gentlemen 
opposite,  there  were  no  less  than  400,000  people 
on  the  other  side  of  the  line  who  were  enu¬ 
merated  in  the  census  of  1881.  It  is  owing 
to  the  mode  in  which  the  recent  census  was 
taken  that  that  was  changed,  and  not  in  order  to 
gratify  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  ;  but  surely  the 
change  has  given  them  ample  excuse  for  trying  to 
induce  the  people  of  this  country  to  believe  that 
because  our  people  have  been  going  across  the  line, 
the  country  is  going  to  the  dogs.  Why,  no  less 
than  350,000  people  went  to  the  United  States 
between  1854  and  1871 ,  during  a  part  of  which  time 
we  had  reciprocity  ;  and  yet  no  one  would  pretend 
to  say  that  at  that  time  the  country  was  going  to  the 
dogs.  It  is  not  going  to  the  dogs  now.  I  have  no 
doubt  that  when  the  report  showing  the  industries 
of  the  Dominion  will  be  presented  to  this  House,  it 
will  show  that  the  country  is  more  prosperous  now 
than  it  has  been  either  before  Confederation  or 
since. 

Mr.  MACDONALD  (Huron).  I  wish  to  refer  to 
a  few  of  the  remarks  made  by  the  hon.  gentleman, 
who  has  just  taken  his  seat.  He  took  a  great  deal 
of  trouble  to  show  that  we  on  this  side  are  con¬ 
tinually  decrying  our  country.  Now,  I  do  not 
think  that  one  line  can  be  produced  to  show 
that  the  members  of  the  Liberal  party  have  'de¬ 
cried  their  country.  True,  we  have  said  that  our 
country  was  not  as  prosperous  as  we  wished  to  see 
it.  We  have  said  that  a  large  number  of  our  peo¬ 
ple  were  leaving  us,  not  because  of  any  natural 
causes,  but  principally  on  account  of  the  policy 
inaugurated  twelve  years  ago  by  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  sitting  on  the  Treasury  benches.  I  do  not 
think  that  stating  the  facts  in  reference  to  the  con¬ 
dition  of  the  country  is  decrying  the  country  at  all. 
If  I  were  called  in  to  see  the  Minister  of  Militia, 
and  I  found  him  sick  and  I  told  him  he  was  sick,  I 
would  not  in  any  way  be  decrying  his  character. 
Now,  the  constitution  of  the  country  is  good,  and 
its  advantages  are  very  great,  but  it  is  sick, 
it  is  not  as  prosperous  as  it  should  be,  and 
if  the  hon.  gentleman  who  has  just  taken  his 
seat  thinks  that  this  is  decrying  the  country,  I 
would  recommend  him  to  read  some  of  the  speeches 
delivered  by  his  late  leader,  Sir  John  Macdonald, 
in  1877  and  1878.  If  he  would  read  the  speech  de¬ 
livered  at  Sherbrooke  on  one  occasion,  he  would 
find  that  Sir  John  Macdonald  pointed  out  that 
thousands  and  tens  of  thousands  of  the  very  best 
people  of  this  country — for  he  stated  the  young 
men  and  young  girls — were  leaving  Lower  Canada 
and  going  to  the  manufacturing  centres  of  the 
United  States,  there  to  add  to  the  wealth  and  pros¬ 
perity  of  a  foreign  nation.  If  it  was  patriotic  on  his 
part  to  make  such  statements  then,  how  can  it  be 
unpatriotic  on  our  part  ?  Then  he  will  do  well  to 
read  the  speech  delivered  by  Sir  J ohn  Macdonald 
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in  Montreal,  in  which  he  stated  that  we  had  no 
workmen  nowadays,  because  there  was  no  work  in 
Canada  for  them. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  That  was  the  time  of  the  soup 
kitchens. 

Mr.  MACDONALD  (Huron).  And  the}7  were 
compelled  to  leave  this  country  on  account  of  the 
insane  policy  of  the  Liberal  party  then  in  power. 
He  will  do  well  also  to  read  the  speeches  delivered 
by  Sir  David  Macpherson  when  that  gentleman 
travelled  up  and  down  the  length  and  breadth  of 
this  country,  stating  that  this  country  was  in  a 
desperate  condition  and  that  our  people  were  leav¬ 
ing  and  going  to  the  United  States  to  find  employ¬ 
ment.  He  stated  that  there  were  insolvencies  in 
the  country  the  like  of  which  were  never  known  in 
the  country  before.  He  will  do  well  to  read  the 
speeches  of  Sir  Leonard  Tilley  delivered  in  1877 
and  1878,  in  which  he  will  find  the  statement  that 
we  could  not  borrow  money  in  England,  because, 
the  credit  of  the  country  was  gone  under  the  in¬ 
sane  policy  of  the  Liberal  party.  If  he  will  read 
those  speeches  he  will  find  paragraph  after  para¬ 
graph  in  which  it  is  said  that  the  people  were  leav¬ 
ing  our  country  because  it  was  in  a  bad  condition 
under  the  regime  of  the  Liberal  party.  This  was 
untrue  to  a  very  large  extent,  and  I  am  going  to 
prove  it  to  the  hon.  gentleman.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  stated  that  400,000  people  went  to  the 
United  States  from  1854  to  1871,  or  in  about  20 
years,  or  about  20,000  a  year.  Will  he  follow 
a  few  figures  which  I  will  give  in  regard  to 
the  exodus  under  the  National  Policy  ?  The 
hon.  gentleman  will  not  doubt  the  accuracy 
of  the  statement  made  in  the  report  of  the  Minister 
of  Agriculture  that  886,000  immigrants  came 
into  this  country  who  stated  their  intention  of  be¬ 
coming  citizens  of  Canada  during  the  last  10  years. 
Now,  taking  the  natural  increase  of  our  population 
at  the  same  rate  as  that  of  the  United  States  during 
the  last  decade,  that  is  14  per  cent,  it  would 
amount  to  an  increase  of  600,000,  which,  added  to 
the  886,000  immigrants,  would  make  1,486,000 
people  which  should  have  been  the  increase  in  our 
population.  Now,  we  had  an  increase  of  just  504,- 
000,  which  leaves  about  1,000,000  to  be  accounted 
for.  Will  the.  hon.  gentleman  undertake  to  account 
for  them  ?  I  will  sit  down  for  five  minutes  if  he  will 
undertake  to  do  so.  Where  have  they  gone  ?  If 
they  did  not  come  to  the  country  we  were  led  astray 
by  the  statements  that  we  supposed  to  be  true  ;  if 
they  did  come,  the  question  naturally  arises  where 
have  they  gone?  Echo  answers  “where?”  They  are 
not  in  this  country.  They  must  be  in  some  other 
country.  It  is  not  likely  that  they  went  back  to 
England,  and  so  we  conclude  that  they  have  gone 
to  the  United  States.  Divide  that  1,000,000  people 
by  10,  and  the  result  is  that  100,000  people  went 
away  each  year  under  the  National  Policy,  assuming 
that  the  figures  presented  us  were  true. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  Will  my  hon.  friend  just  have 
patience  until  the  census  of  the  United  States  will 
show  the  birthplaces  of  those  who  reside  in  the 
United  States. 

Mr.  MACDONALD  (Huron).  Will  the  hon. 
gentleman  take  the  figures  before  his  eyes  at  pre¬ 
sent,  prepared  by  his  own  Government,  and  will 
he  say  that  those  figures  are  untrue.  What  is  the 
use  of  going  to  the  United  States  when  we  have 
public  documents  prepared  by  ourselves.  Is  the 
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lion,  gentleman  not  willing  to  accept  them  ?  And 
will  he  ask  us  to  wait  un '  il  some  time  when  he  will 
receive  from  some  other  lource  a  contradiction  of 
these  documents.  The  h  >n.  gentleman  says  that 
the  movement  of  the  poj  Ration  can  be  accounted 
for  largely  by  the  number  who  have  gone  from  the 
rural  sections  into  the  city.  Now,  I  have  taken 
ten  cities  of  Ontario,  the  most  prosperous  we  have, 
and  I  have  taken  up  ten  similarly  sized  cities  in 
Ohio,  Michigan  and  Indiana,  the  three  states  ad¬ 
joining  our  own  country,  and  I  find  that  while  our 
cities  increased  about  36  per  cent,  theirs  increased 
about  63  per  cent. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  A  good  place  to  go  to. 

Mr.  MACDONALD  (Huron).  So  a  good  many  of 
our  people  think,  and  the  reason  is  they  think  they 
can  do  better  there  than  at  home.  The  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  knows  very  well  that  it  has  been  estimated 
that  no  less  than  40,000  Nova  Scotians  are  in  the 
city  of  Boston,  irrespective  of  the  large  num¬ 
ber  in  Providence,  Rhode  Island,  and  other  places 
in  the  adjoining  states.  The  hon.  gentleman  has 
tried  to  account  for  the  smallness  of  the  population 
by  saying  that  the  system  used  when  taking  the 
census  in  1881  was  not  the  same  as  that  used  in 
1891.  He  must  know  that  the  two  systems  are 
exactly  the  same  with  the  exception  of  limiting 
the  time  of  the  absentee.  Does  he  not  know  that 
Mr.  Johnson,  the  statistician,  has  stated  that  even 
if  the  two  methods  were  identically  the  same,  it 
would  not  make  any  appreciable  difference,  that 
the  result,  instead  of  having  1 1  ’6  he  would  only  have 
12*6  ;  and  that  is  a  small  increase  compared  with 
25  per  cent  on  the  other  side  of  the  line.  Another 
point  the  hon.  gentleman  brought  up  was  that  Mr. 
Davies,  P.  E.  I.,  stated  some  years  ago  that  there 
were  100,000  in  the  United  States  who  were 
not  in  Canada  in  the  census  of  1881,  and  the  hon. 
gentleman  says  he  believes  Mr.  Davies  before  he 
believes  the  Government,  because,  if  he  believes 
Mr.  Davies  was  right,  he  must  believe  that  the 
Government  had  not  a  proper  system  with  regard 
to  the  method  of  taking  the  census.  If  the  hon. 
gentleman  thinks  that  the  Government  has  so 
little  understood  their  duty  as  to  be  unable  to 
count  our  people  without  counting  large  numbers 
in  the  United  States,  he  believes  they  are  wrong. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  What  Mr.  Johnson  did  say  is 
this : 

“  To  prevent  the  indiscriminate  counting  of  absentees  a 
time  limit  was  introduced  for  the  first  time  in  the  recent 
census.  The  application  of  this  limit  restricted  the  en¬ 
umerators  to  taking  only  those  persons  whose  absence 
from  the  Dominion  or  the  province  was  really  temporary. 
The  absence  of  the  time  limit  in  1881  led  to  considerable 
laxity  and  persons  were  included  in  the  population  who 
had  been  out  of  the  country  for  years.” 

Mr.  MACDONALD  (Huron).  Read  the  bulletin 
of  Mr.  Johnson  and  you  will  find  that  the  differ¬ 
ence  in  his  opinion  would  not  exceed  one  per  cent. 

Mr.  CARLING.  Five  per  cent. 

Mr.  MACDONALD  (Huron).  I  saw  it  one  per 
cent  in  one  of  the  books.  There  is  a  great  differ¬ 
ence  in  the  immigration  we  get  into  the  country 
and  the  exodus  from  the  country.  Those  who 
leave  are  Canadians  born  and  bred,  whom  we  have 
educated  at  great  cost,  and  who,  as  soon  as  they 
have  received  the  full  equipment  to  prepare  them 
for  the  serious  work  of  life,  leave  us.  It  is  the 
healthy,  the  robust,  the  intelligent,  the  vigorous 
and  enterprising  people  who  leave  us,  and  whom  do 
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they  leave  behind  ?  They  leave  the  older  people, 
and  we  have  to  bring  in  large  numbers  from  for¬ 
eign  countries  to  supplement  that  loss.  No  one 
will  say  that  one  immigrant  from  the  old  country 
is  equal  to  a  Canadian,  because  even  though  he  be 
physically  strong  and  energetic  he  must  be  a  few 
years  here  before  he  can  become  habituated  to  the 
work  of  the  country,  and  therefore  he  is  not  as 
good  a  citizen  as  the  average  Canadian.  Again  we 
are  in  the  habit  of  bringing  out  to  this  country  a 
number  of  children,  boys  and  girls,  every  year,  and 
I  would  ask  the  Minister  of  Agriculture  :  Who  has 
the  inspection  of  those  children  before  they  come 
here  ?  Are  they  selected  by  the  poor-house  boards  or 
by  the  parties  who  bring  them  out  and  receive 
$2  a  head  for  them  ?  Who  are  the  parties  appointed 
to  inspect  these  children  as  to  disease  and  heredi¬ 
tary  taint  ?  Are  they  doctors  ?  And  by  whom 
are  they  appointed,  and  by  whom  paid  ?  Are 
they  responsible,  directly  or  indirectly,  to 
the  Government  of  Canada  for  their  inspection  and 
reports  ?  I  maintain  that  a  large  proportion  of 
those  children  are  tainted  with  hereditary  and 
scrofulous  diseases,  and  when  they  grow  up  and 
marry  they  sow  the  seeds  of  disease  and  immoral¬ 
ity  in  our  population.  There  is  not  a  gentleman 
on  either  side  of  the  House  who,  if  he  looked  over 
the  character  of  the  children  coming  out,  would  not 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  quite  a  proportion  are 
unfit  to  be  brought  into  this  country.  I  knew  just 
nine  in  our  neighbourhood  who  were  brought  from  the 
homes  and  adopted  by  people  there,  and  every  one 
of  the  nine  has  been  a  failure.  Some  of  the  girls 
have  lost  their  character,  and  some  of  the  boys  had 
to  be  returned.  They  become  so  profligate  and 
so  dissolute  that  they  are  different  from  other 
parties,  and  it  stands  to  reason  that  there  is  no 
person  in  this  country  who  would  no*t  take  greater 
care  as  to  the  purification  of  the  stock  in  his  barn¬ 
yard  than  we  are  taking  in  the  purification  of  the 
'  people  of  this  country,  because  we  import  these 
people  from  the  slums,  yea,  some  of  them  from  the 
reformatories  to  which  they  have  been  sent  for 
crimes  they  have  committed,  and  they  are  brought 
out  here  from  those  dens  of  infamy  to  mingle  with 
our  people.  Any  one  can  tell  you  that  these  children, 
born  of  dissolute,  immoral  and  scrofulous  parents, 
inherit  to  a  certain  extent,  and  although  the  dis¬ 
eases  may  not  show  in  that  generation,  they 
will  in  a  future  generation,  so  that  it  is  very  dan¬ 
gerous  unless  there  is  some  inspection  by  a  Gov¬ 
ernment  officer,  responsible  to  the  Government  for 
the  duty  he  performs.  This  is  a  question  of  im¬ 
portance  which  I  bring  before  the  Minister,  and  I 
hope  he  will  answer  it.  Of  course,  if  they  were 
examined  by  an  officer  of  the  Government,  paid  by 
the  Government  and  compelled  to  report  to  the 
Government,  they  would  have  taken  all  the  care 
they  could,  but  I  understand  there  is  only  an  in¬ 
spection  made  after  they  land  in  this  country  in 
many  cases.  It  is  said  that  any  person  who  is 
found  tainted  is  returned,  but  I  have  not  heard  of 
any  case  where  they  have  been  returned,  and  it 
would  be  a  sorry  thing  to  return  a  few  bojs  or 
girls  after  they  had  come  to  our  shores,  and  were 
found  to  be  tainted  with  disease.  It  would  be 
better  to  have  the  inspection  made  there  by  per¬ 
sons  who  would  see  the  thing  properly  done  and 
who  would  only  send  out  people  who  were  pure.  It 
is  the  duty  of  the  Government  to  prevent  our 
population  from  being  made  impure  by  the  intro- 
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duction  of  impure  blood  from  abroad.  In  reference 
to  the  letter  which  was  read  by  the  member  for 
Brant  (Mr.  Somerville),  I  was  sorry  that  the  neces¬ 
sity  arose  for  reading  it,  but  I  compliment  the 
Minister  of  Militia  for  the  emphatic  way  in  which 
he  condemned  any  officer  of  the  Crown  who  would 
write  such  a  letter,  and  I  thank  him  for  doing  it, 
and  it  adds  to  his  reputation  as  being  one  of  the 
most  honourable  men  in  the  Conservative  party. 

Mr.  DEPUTY  SPEAKER.  Carried. 

Mr.  MACDONALD  (Huron).  No,  I  want  an 
answer  to  the  question  I  have  put  to  the  Minister 
of  Agriculture. 

Mr.  BOW  ELL.  That  question  has  been  dis¬ 
cussed  in  this  House  repeatedly.  I  think  there  is 
a  good  deal  of  force  in  what  the  hon.  gentleman 
has  said,  but  the  subject  has  been  repeatedly 
brought  under  the  notice  of  the  Government. 

Mr.  MACDONALD  (Huron).  I  brought  it  up 
in  the  Committee  on  Immigration  and  Colonization, 
but  I  should  like  to  have  an  answer  to  the  ques¬ 
tion.  By  whom  are  these  children  selected  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  To  what  children  does  the 
hon.  gentleman  refer  ? 

Mr.  MACDONALD  (Huron).  Those  who  are 
brought  out  by  Dr.  Barnardo  and  Mrs.  Burt  and 
others.  There  are  3,400  children  brought  out  by 
these  societies  for  whom  the  Government  pay  $2 
a  head,  which  amounts  to  $6,800.  By  whom  and 
how  are  they  selected,  and  how  are  they  inspected? 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  understand  that  the  children 
brought  out  by  those  philanthropic  persons  are  not 
inspected  at  all.  It  is  the  pauper  children  brought 
out,  that  we  do  not  pay  for  at  all,  who  are  in¬ 
spected  by  the  Imperial  Government,  and  that  is 
seen  to  by  the  High  Commissioner,  and  our  agents 
in  Canada  inspect  them  each  year  and  report  to 
the  Imperial  Government  as  to  their  condition  and 
how  they  are  getting  along.  The  reports  are  very 
satisfactory,  and  there  are  not  more  than  5  per 
cent  that  have  not  turned  out  to  be  good  boys  and 
girls. 

Mr.  MACDONALD  (Huron).  With  all  due 
respect  to  the  Minister,  I  think  this  is  a  very 
poor  way  of  doing  business  in  regard  to  this 
important  question.  He  says  he  hardly  knows  who 
inspects  them.  He  says  that  those  for  whom  the 
Government  pay  $2  a  head  are  not  inspected  at  all. 

Mr.  CARLING.  Those  are  all  healthy  children. 
There  has  never  been  any  charge  that  they  are  not 
healthy. 

Mr.  MACDONALD  (Huron).  The  Minister  says 
there  is  no  inspection  of  the  children  brought  out 
by  Miss  Rye,  Dr.  Barnardo  and  others.  It  is  shown 
by  his  own  report  that  a  number  of  these  children 
are  taken  from  the  reformatories  of  England.  This 
year’s  report  gives  a  statement  of  the  reformatories 
from  which  they  are  brought.  No  person  can  im¬ 
pose  upon  the  intelligence  of  the  House  by  saying 
that  children  who  have  been  guilty  of  some  crime 
and  have  been  sent  to  the  reformatory  as  a  punish¬ 
ment  and  then  brought  to  this  country,  are  the 
children  who  should  come,  and  there  should  be 
some  inspection  to  guarantee  a  certain  class  of 
children  being  brought  to  this  country.  Again, 
howr  can  the  inspectors  of  this  country  do  any  good 
by  inspecting  children  who  have  arrived  and  re¬ 
mained  in  this  country  ?  Can  we  pick  them  up  from 
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amongst  the  other  children  and  send  them  back  ? 
Is  it  not  reasonable  that  the  inspection  should  take 
place  on  the  ground  where  they  are,  and  that  the 
children  fit  to  be  sent  out  to  this  country  should  be 
selected,  and  that  we  should  have  a  doctor  respon¬ 
sible  to  this  Government  and  paid  by  this  Govern¬ 
ment  so  that  he  would  give  the  benefit  of  the 
doubt  to  the  Government  and  so  that  these  children 
should  be  examined  as  to  scrofulous,  venereal  and 
other  diseases  with  which  many  of  them  are 
affected,  if  not  by  their  own  action,  by  the  action 
of  their  parents.  If  the  children  are  found  pure 
after  their  inspection,  they  could  be  sent  out. 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  am  not  aware  that  they  are 
inspected  at  all.  The  children  that  are  brought 
out  by  these  ladies  and  gentlemen  are  healthy 
children,  and  they  are  pronounced  healthy  when 
they  arrive  here  by  our  agents. 

Mr.  MACDONALD  (Huron).  The  Minister  has 
not  had  the  same  experience  in  examining  these 
children  that  I  have  had.  I  must  assure  him  that 
a  large  proportion  of  them  are  affected  with 
scrofulous  and  skin  diseases,  or  secondary  venereal 
diseases.  I  know  this  for  a  fact,  because  I  have 
examined  children  coming  from  these  homes  ; 
and  it  is  no  use  telling  the  intelligent  people  of 
Canada  that  children  gathered  up  in  England  from 
the  slums  of  large  cities,  are  coming  out  here  with¬ 
out  bringing  with  them  a  certain  cpuintity  of  that 
disease  from  which  Canadian  children,  born  under 
different  conditions,  are  free.  I  think  if  the 
Government  have  no  system  of  inspection  in 
England,  it  is  their  duty  to  establish  one,  so  that 
the  children  coming  out  here,  for  which  we  pay 
two  dollars  a  head,  should  not  be  taken  from  the 
reformatories  of  English  paupers  and  brought  over 
here  to  become  criminals  in  our  country,  and  to  infect 
our  population  with  their  diseases.  It  is  our  duty 
to  protect  the  innocence  of  our  own  people.  Re¬ 
member,  also,  that  from  the  statements  of  police 
magistrates  in  this  country  this  very  class  of  child¬ 
ren  figure  very  largely  among  the  criminal  classes. 
Now,  it  is  no  use  shutting  our  eyes  to  these  facts. 
I  think  it  is  impolicy  on  the  part  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  not  to  decide  at  once  that  these  children  must 
be  properly  inspected,  and  to  allow  none  to  come 
in  to  pollute  the  stream  of  living  humanity  in  our 
country  by  diseases  of  that  character.  I  am  glad 
I  have  put  these  C|uestions,  because  it  has  brought 
out  the  fact  that  there  is  no  inspection.  I  would 
strongly  urge  upon  the  Minister  the  need  of  look¬ 
ing  into  this  matter  with  a  view  of  taking  some 
steps  to  see  that  a  proper  investigation  and  inspec¬ 
tion  is  made  into  the  physical  condition  of  the 
children  brought  over  here  by  public  funds. 

Mr.  WATSON.  I  hope  that  the  debate  that  has 
taken  place,  and  the  evidence  that  has  been  pro¬ 
duced  before  the  House,  notably  the  letter  from  the 
Deputy  Minister  of  Agriculture  which  has  been 
condemned  by  the  Minister  of  Militia,  will  have 
some  good  effect,  and  that  the  arguments  that  this 
side  of  the  House  have  made  will,  at  least,  receive 
the  consideration  of  the  Immigration  Department. 
I  certainly  think  that  the  Deputy  Minister,  who 
has  been  attacked  by  members  on  this  side  of  the 
House  on  different  occasions,  should  be  a  responsi¬ 
ble  gentleman.  It  was  stated  last  night  by  the 
lion,  member  for  Selkirk  (Mr.  Daly)  that,  with  all 
deference  to  the  Minister,  a  considerable  amount  of 
dry  rot  exists  in  the  agencies  in  Great  Britain  ;  the 


only  exception  he  made  was  that  of  Mr.  Dyke.  I 
would  not  go  so  far  as  that  lion,  gentleman  went 
last  night,  even  if  I  knew  Mr.  Dyke  as  well  as  he 
pretends  to  know  him.  I  would  not  admit,  after 
living  in  Manitoba  8  or  9  years  as  he  has, 
that  Mr.  Dyke  or  any  one  else  coming  from  the 
old  country,  could  give  me  information  as  to  the 
wants  of  the  people  of  the  North-West.  The  lion, 
member  for  Selkirk  admitted  that  Mr.  Dyke  was 
able  to  inform  him  of  the  needs  of  the  people  of 
Manitoba  during  his  visit  there  last  year.  I  was 
surprised  to  hear  an  lion,  gentleman  representing 
a  constituency,  who  had  lived  9  years  in  that 
country,  admitting  that  a  gentleman,  casually 
visiting  the  province  from  the  old  country,  could 
inform  him  as  to  the  needs  of  the  province  in 
which  he  lived.  Now,  that  lion,  gentleman  stated 
that  dry  rot  existed  among  all  our  agents  in  the 
old  country,  except  Mr.  Dyke.  As  I  understand 
it,  Mr.  Dyke  is  a  supervisor,  to  some  extent,  of  all 
the  other  agents  in  the  old  country.  I  can  almost 
even  excuse  Mr.  Dyke  when  we  know  that  the 
gentleman  who  has  practically  control  of  the  Im¬ 
migration  Department  is  the  present  Deputy  Minis¬ 
ter  of  Agriculture.  I  have  thought  for  years,  and 
1  think  this  House  must  have  thought  for  years, 
from  the  evidence  given  by  that  gentleman  year 
after  year,  before  the  Immigration  and  Coloniza¬ 
tion  Committee,  that  dry  rot  had  set  in  in  that 
gentleman  long  ago.  It  has  appeared  to  me,  and 
to  all  the  other  representatives  of  Manitoba 
and  the  North-West,  that  a  change  should  be 
made  in  the  deputy  head.  I  have  been  attacked 
in  the  committee  by  that  gentleman  for  speaking 
my  mind  in  the  House,  when  every  statement 
that  I  made  with  regard  to  the  immigration  returns 
was  proved  by  the  census.  Notwithstanding  that 
we  have  had  that  gentleman  year  after  year  telling 
us  the  number  of  immigrants  that  were  coming  to 
our  country,  the  census  clearly  showed  that  they 
had  not  come,  or  if  they  had,  they  were  not  in  the 
country  now.  Then  we  had  lion,  gentlemen  on 
the  Government  side  of  the  House  getting  up  and 
decrying  our  country  in  apologizing  for  the  fact  of 
these  people  not  being  in  the  country.  One  went 
so  far  as  to  say  that  it  was  on  account  of  the  early 
frost  in  the  North-West.  Now,  I  do  not  think  that 
language  has  ever  been  used  by  any  of  the  hon. 
gentlemen  on  this  side  of  the  House  that  was  cal¬ 
culated  to  do  so  much  injury  to  the  North-West  as 
that.  W e  give  reasons  why  the  people  have  left  the 
country  ;  we  believe  it  is  the  fiscal  policy  of  the 
Government,  and  that  being  the  case,  1  certainly 
think,  if  they  are  going  to  retain  that  policy,  that 
their  whole  immigration  policy  should  be  reorgan¬ 
ized.  So  I  think  that  this  reorganization  should 
not  only  include  these  agents  in  the  old  country 
and  Mr.  Dyke,  but  that  it  should  also  include  the 
Deputy  Minister  of  Agriculture.  So  far  as  the 
head  of  that  department  is  concerned,  we  are 
going  to  have  a  change,  and  I  hope  the  change  will 
be  for  the  better.  It  must  be  admitted  that  the 
immigration  schemes  of  this  Government  in  the 
past  have  been  a  failure  ;  for  all  the  money  that 
has  been  spent  for  that  purpose  the  results  are  very 
meagre.  According  to  the  statement  made  to-night 
by  the  hon.  member  for  Inverness  (Mr.  Cameron) 
the  people  who  leave  our  country,  leave  it  for  the 
country’s  good. 


Mr.  CAMERON.  I  said  nothing  of  the  kind. 
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Mr.  WATSON.  The  hon.  gentleman  said  that 
when  these  people  left  Canada  those  whom  they 
left  behind  them  were  better  off.  Then  why  should 
this  House  vote  money  to  bring  people  here  to  take 
the  place  of  those  who  have  left. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  Because  there  are  new  terri¬ 
tories  to  people. 

Mr.  WATSON.  If  there  are  new  territories  to 
people,  those  who  have  left  our  country  ought  to  be 
kept  here  to  occupy  those  territories.  Then  we 
are  told  that  people  leave  the  east  and  go  to  the 
west. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  You  discourage  them  from 
going  there. 

Mr.  WATSON.  When  we  take  the  census  we  find 
that  people  have  left  our  cou  ntry ,  young  m  en  of  en  ergy 
and  enterprise,  who,  as  he  says,  have  left  the  country 
to  benefit  their  condition.  I  believe  they  have  left 
the  country  to  benefit  their  condition,  and  because 
they  are  young  and  enterprising,  and  have  gone  to 
a  foreign  country,  we  must  regret  it,  and  we  ought 
to  try  and  keep  them  at  home.  I  do  not  believe 
that  all  the  money  you  spend  on  immigration  will 
increase  the  population  of  Canada  as  it  should  be 
increased,  and  the  people  that  you  bring  in  here  at 
a  great  expense  to  the  public  treasury  will  not 
replace  the  men  who  have  left  the  country.  We 
claim  that  our  young  Canadians  of  enterprise  and 
energy  are  the  very  class  of  men  we  ought  to 
keep  here,  and  so  far  as  we  are  concerned  in 
Manitoba  and  the  North  West,  we  know  that  one 
good  Canadian  is  worth  two  or  three  settlers  that 
you  can  bring  from  any  country  in  the  world. 
Now,  in  regard  to  these  farmers’  delegates,  we 
know,  from  the  evidence  given  to-night,  that  they 
had  some  reason  for  making  a  report  against 
the  fiscal  policy  of  the  Government,  as  they 
could  not  advise  their  friends  and  relatives  to 
come  to  this  country  on  account  of  that  policy. 
Now,  while  I  would  like  to  see  a  large  amount 
of  money  voted  to  bring  immigrants  to  this  country 
— because  we  must  do  the  best  we  can,  we  have 
got  to  try  something  to  counteract  the  bad  in¬ 
fluence  of  the  fiscal  policy — we  should  see  to  it 
that  the  right  class  of  people  are  brought  here. 
We  have  a  glorious  heritage  in  our  Canadian  North- 
West  ;  it  is  the  backbone  of  Canada,  so  far  as  her 
credit  is  concerned.  But  the  fiscal  policy  of  the 
Government  is  against  that  country,  and  tends  to 
discourage  immigrants  from  coming  here  from 
other  parts  of  the  world.  I  do  hope  that  the  evi¬ 
dence  that  has  been  offered  here  to-night,  especial¬ 
ly  that  letter  signed  by  the  Deputy  Minister  of 
Agriculture  which  was  intended  to  show  a  man 
who  had  published  a  pamphlet  the  means  where¬ 
by  he  could  defraud  the  Government,  will 
be  taken  cognizance  of.  If  that  Deputy  Min¬ 
ister  has  been  guilty  of  such  an  act,  it  certainly 
ought  to  be  an  excuse  for  getting  rid  of  him.  I  do 
not  know  what  particular  ties  exist  between  that 
gentleman  and  the  Government,  but  I  am  satisfied 
that  we  cannot  expect  to  have  a  proper  system  of 
immigration  to  Canada  while  we  have  such  a  man 
controlling  the  department.  I  have  expressed  my¬ 
self  on  this  matter  before  the  Committee  on  Immi¬ 
gration  and  Colonization  and  in  this  House.  I  think 
that  the  members  of  this  House  who  are  members 
of  that  committee  and  have  heard  the  Deputy  Minis¬ 
ter  of  Agriculture,  who  takes  longer  to  say  less 
than  any  man  I  ever  heard  speak,  make  his  annual 
Mr.  Watson. 


statements,  will  come  to  the  conclusion  that  he  is- 
not  a  proper  person  to  direct  the  immigration  de¬ 
partment  of  this  country,  and  have  under  his  control 
the  expenditure  of  a  large  sum  of  money,  after  the 
evidence  we  have  had  here  to-night  over  his  own 
signature,  that  he  showed  a  man  how  to  defraud 
the  treasury.  I  trust  that  when  this  immigration 
department  is  transferred  to  another  department 
of  the  Government,  that  the  men  who  made  such 
a  miserable  failure  of  our  immigration  policy  for 
the  last  ten  years  will  be  supplanted  by  abler  and 
more  active  and  more  energetic  men. 

Mr.  McMCLLEN.  I  earnestly  hope  that  the 
discussion  to-night  will  have  a  beneficial  effect.  I 
am  sure  that  the  Minister  in  charge  of  the  depart¬ 
ment  will  appreciate  the  discussion  and  will  bring 
about  a  better  condition  of  things  during  the  next 
ten  years  than  in  the  past.  We  are  willing  to  spend 
money  to  bring  people  here  if  we  can  keep  them 
here  when  they  come,  but  it  is  a  sad  fact  that  the 
census  shows  that  all  we  have  brought  here  have 
left  us.  The  Minister  of  War  said  to-night,  that 
if  the  report  by  the  delegates  reflected  on  the 
general  condition  of  Canada,  he  would  have  no 
hesitation  in  suppressing  it  at  once.  I  agree  with 
that  to  a  certain  extent,  but  if  these  men  in  their 
wisdom  felt  it  their  duty ,  to  draw  the  attention  of 
the  people  in  the  old  country  to  the  fact  that  the 
policy  of  protection  militated  against  the  prosperity 
of  the  people  here,  these  delegates  would  not  have 
discharged  their  duty  if  they  had  not  made  known 
fully  any  objections  they  had  to  the  fiscal  policy  of 
Canada.  They  felt  it  their  duty  to  do  that,  and  the 
Minister  of  Agriculture  appears  to  have  thought  it 
his  duty  to  prevent  that  report  being  laid  before 
Parliament,  and  here  turned  it  to  the  High  Commis¬ 
sioner.  The  .Auditor  General’s  Report  shows,  in 
the  amounts  paid  to  men  for  trying  to  bring 
immigrants  here,  and  for  trying  to  locate  them  and 
repatriating  those  who  have  gone  to  the  United 
States,  that  a  great  deal  of  this  money  has  been 
wasted.  You  find  that  one  W.  A.  Webster  whom 
you  can  meet  in  every  constituency  in  this  country 
where  there  is  a  bye-election,  and  who  is  nothing 
but  an  electioneering  agent,  has  drawn  $1,928  last 
year  as  immigration  agent.  It  is  undoubtedly  a 
misappropriation  of  public  money  to  keep  a  man  of 
that  stamp  in  such  a  position  and  to  charge  his 
expenses  on  the  country  as  an  alleged  immigration 
agent.  The  letter  which  has  been  referred  to  to¬ 
night,  and  which  from  the  evidence  on  its  face  has 
undoubtedly  been  written  by  the  Deputy  Minister 
of  Agriculture,  is  a  reflection  upon  that  gentleman 
and  upon  the  head,  of  the  department.  A  man 
drawing  a  salary  of  $3,200  who  is  supposed  to 
guard  the  best  interests  of  the  people,  who  would 
lend  himself  to  the  writing  of  such  a  document 
showing  a  person  how  he  could  extort  money  out 
of  the  people  of  this  country  is  not  fit  to  hold  his 
office.  All  these  things  go  to  show  the  reck¬ 
lessness  with  which  our  immigration  system 
has  been  conducted  within  the  past  ten 
years.  Hon.  gentlemen  remember  the  case  of 
Tetu,  the  immigration  agent  at  Emerson,  which 
came  before  the  committee  last  year.  That  man 
has  now  passed  away,  but  after  all  we  should  be 
permitted  to  draw  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
the  irregularities  which  took  place  under  his  man¬ 
agement.  I  may  mention  that  I  notice  by  the 
Auditor  General’s  Report  that  he  drew  his  pay  up 
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to  the  30th  June  last.  It  is  proved  clearly  by 
sworn  testimony  before  the  Public  Accounts  Com¬ 
mittee  that  the  Minister  had  been  informed  that 
this  man  was  extracting  money  out  of  the  public 
treasury  improperly,  and  that  he  was  charging  for 
his  own  brother-in-law,  a  man  named  Fournier, 
$50  a  month  for  1 1  months  as  caretaker  of  the 
office,  while  Fournier  was  away  in  the  States,  and 
that  this  man  had  pocketed  the  money  by  endorsing 
the  cheques  as  drawn  by  Fournier.  That  witness 
stated  that  he  told  the  Minister  of  Agriculture  in 
his  own  office  of  these  irregularities,  but  notwith¬ 
standing  they  were  allowed  to  continue  for  1 1  months, 
and  until  they  came  out  in  the  Public  Accounts  Com¬ 
mittee.  All  these  things  show  that  the  management 
of  the  whole  immigration  system  has  been  reckless 
and  extravagant,  and  without  any  returns.  If  on 
this  side  of  the  House  we  have  pointedly  criticised 
this  expenditure,  it  is  because  we  feel  it  to  be  our 
duty  to  do  so  in  the  face  of  the  revelations  of  the 
census.  It  is  in  the  interest  of  the  country  that 
we  criticise  these  items,  and  we  earnestly  hope 
that  in  no  future  Parliament  will  the  Opposition 
feel  called  upon  to  bring  before  the  House  the 
evidence  of  the  want  of  care  and  proper  manage¬ 
ment  which  have  been  exposed  to-night  as  well  as 
at  other  times  in  this  House.  Now,  I  wish  to  draw 
the  Minister’s  attention  to  the  payment  of  $1,675.40 
last  year  as  salary  to  J.  H.  Metcalfe,  besides  $2.50 
a  day  for  living  allowance  for  112  days.  I  would 
like  to  know  who  Mr.  Metcalfe  is  ?  Is  he  the  man 
who  is  a  member  of  this  House  ?  has  he  been  in 
the  service  of  the  Government  as  an  immigration 
agent ;  where  did  he  perform  the  service,  and  what 
did  he  do  ? 

•  Mr.  CARLING.  I  think  the  lion,  gentleman 
knows  Mr.  Metcalfe  as  well  as  I  do. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  do  not  know  him  at  all 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman 
discussed  him  last  year  very  fully  and  freely.  Mr. 
Metcalfe  is  now  the  member  for  Kingston,  and  he 
was  employed  frequently  in  the  North-West,  in 
Dakota  and  in  Ontario. 

Mr.  MILLvS  (Bothwell).  While  he  was  a  mem- 
bev  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  No,  not  while  a  member;  and 
he  did  good  service  in  inducing  immigration  to  the 
North-West.  I  think  we  succeeded  last  year  in 
bringing  two  or  three  thousand  people  from  Da¬ 
kota  ;  and  the  seed  having  been  sown,  we  expect 
still  better  results  this  year. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  Will  the  hon.  gentleman 
state  what  particular  qualities  Mr.  Metcalfe  pos¬ 
sesses  to  tit  him  to  be  an  immigration  agent  ?. 
Does  he  speak  French  or  German  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  It  is  not  necessary  that  he 
should  speak  French  or  German.  He  is  a  man 
like  Mr.  Webster,  whom  I  think  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  knows. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  Yes,  there  is  not  a  bye- 
election  held  at  which  Mr.  Webster  is  not  present 
working  for  the  Government. 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman 
knows  that  Mr.  Webster  has  done  good  service  for 
the  country.  I  do  not  know  any  man  who  has 
done  more  in  Dakota  than  he  has  in  turning  the 
eyes  of  the  people  of  that  state,  especially  Cana¬ 
dians,  to  the  advantages  of  our  own  North-West. 


Mr.  Metcalfe  lias  been  equally  energetic  in  induc¬ 
ing  people  from  the  western  States  to  come  to 
Canada. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  All  I  have  to  say  is  that  I 
consider  it  an  injustice  to  keep  a  man  like  Mr. 
Webster  to  go  around  to  the  bye-elections.  I  am 
satisfied  that  he  has  not  rendered  service  to  this 
country  for  the  money  lie  has  taken  as  an  immi¬ 
gration  agent.  The  appearance  and  address  of  the 
man,  and  everything  about  him,  are  not  such  as  to 
reflect  credit  on  this  country,  and  I  would  not 
take  him  to  be  a  man  who  would  make  a  very 
active  immigration  agent.  He  is  capable  of  talking 
a  good  deal  in  his  own  way,  but  I  do  not  believe 
he  is  at  all  a  success  as  an  immigration  agent.  With 
regard  to  Mr.  Metcalfe,  he  has  been  a  member  of 
the  Legislature  of  Ontario  in  opposition  to  Mr. 
Mowat,  and  when  he  has  riot  been  there,  this  Gov¬ 
ernment  has  employed  him  and  sent  him  to  Dakota. 
Is  that  because  he  has  no  other  way  of  living? 
Now,  if  the  hon.  Minister  wants  to  prevent  length¬ 
ened  discussions  of  items  of  this  kind,  let  him 
bring  evidences  that  the  money  we  vote  is  properly 
expended  ;  and  if  without  that  he  thinks  we  are 
going  to  allow  items  of  this  kind  to  go  uncriticised 
he  is  very  much  mistaken. 

Mr.  MACDONALD  (Huron).  I  made  a  state¬ 
ment  with  reference  to  the  sources  from  which  the 
children  I  referred  to  were  taken.  I  stated  that  a 
number  of  them  were  taken  from  the  reformatories 
of  England.  I  have  here  the  report  of  the  Minister 
of  Agriculture  for  1888,  and  on  page  27  I  find  a 
table  under  this  heading  :  “The  folllowing  state¬ 
ment  shows  the  number  of  immigrants,  chiefly 
children,  brought  to  Canada  under  the  auspices  of 
charitable  societies  and  individuals  during  the  last 
six  years  : — Kingswood  Reformatory,  Bristol ;  Dr. 
Barnardo,  London  ;  Redliill  Reformatory,  Faith- 
ham  Reformatory,  Bedfordshire  Reformatory,  Suf¬ 
folk  Reformatory,  Oxford  Reformatory,  Ruxton 
Reformatory.”  From  these  were  taken,  in  1888, 
59  children  who  were  brought  to  this  country  and 
on  whom  we  paid  $2  each.  Fifty-nine  juvenile 
criminals  taken  from  England. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  Not  at  all. 

Mr.  MACDONALD  (Huron).  No  person  is  put 
into  tlie  reformatory  unless  for  some  simple  crime. 
Therefore  these  children  may  not  be  very  deeply 
dyed  criminals,  still  they  have  the  elements  of  crimi¬ 
nality  in  them,  and  they  will  sow  the  seeds  of  crimi¬ 
nality  in  the  country.  I  do  not  think  they  are  a  class 
which  ought  to  be  brought  out,  and  I  draw  the 
attention  of  the  Minister  to  it. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  I  would  vote  this 
item  readily  if  the  results  were  not  so  disappoint¬ 
ing.  It  is  very  disappointing  that  we  should  have 
gone  for  years  expending  such  large  sums  and  then 
when  we  take  the  nation’s  stock  and  count  our  assets 
find  that  we  are  short  and  have  done  an  unprofit¬ 
able  business.  It  is  a  matter  of  regret  to  me  that 
we  should  have  to  expend  money  to  secure  settlers 
for  Manitoba  and  the  North-West,  while  at  the 
same  time  we  are  losing  so  many  of  the  older  set¬ 
tlers  of  Canada.  If  there  is  any  way  by  which  we 
could  induce  those  who  feel  impelled  by  circum¬ 
stances  to  leave  the  province  in  which  they  live, 
to  go  to  portions  of  the  Dominion  where  they  would 
have  opportunities  for  bettering  their  circumstan¬ 
ces  more  favourable  than  the  States,  it  seems  to  me 
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we  ought  to  endeavour  to  do  so.  It  seems  to  me 
that  pamphlets  distributed  among  the  farmers  of 
Ontario  and  the  other  provinces,  drawing  the 
attention  of  the  great  possibilities  in  Manitoba 
and  the  North-West  and  the  many  openings  for 
investment  and  enterprise  in  British  Columbia, 
that  would  tend  to  the  welfare  and  benefit  of 
the  people  and  prevent  Canadians  from  going  into 
the  United  States.  It  is  to  be  regretted  that  while 
we  are  trying,  on  the  one  hand,  to  induce  people 
to  come  from  the  older  countries  and  settle  here, 
on  the  other  hand,  the  best  of  our  people  are 
crossing  over  to  the  United  States  from  some  cause 
or  another.  I  was  only  too  glad  to  hear  the  Minister 
state  that  2,000  Canadians  had  been  brought 
from  Dakota  during  last  year.  If  that  be  an  actual 
fact,  I  do  not  begrudge  the  money  spent  in  bringing 
them  over,  but  it  would  be  money  better  spent 
had  it  been  used  in  the  first  instance  to  direct 
their  attention  to  their  own  country.  If  we  could 
impress  on  the  minds  of  our  people  the  fact  that 
there  are  many  opportunities  for  benefiting  their 
condition  in  Manitoba,  the  North-West  and  British 
Columbia,  much  greater  than  the  reare  on  the  other 
side,  and  thus  turn  their  steps  in  that  direction, 
we  would  be  doing  a  good  work.  I  do  not  desire 
the  Government  to  unsettle  the  ideas  of  people 
located  in  the  older  provinces,  but  if  those  who 
feel  impelled  to  remove  by  circumstances  had  their 
attention  turned  in  that  direction  it  would  be 
to  the  benefit  of  the  whole  country.  Mr.  Dyke 
says  that  in  the  United  States  the  fact  there 
have  been  so  many  settlers  from  the  old  coun¬ 
try  who  have  sent  back  money  to  their  friends 
to  bring  them  out,  gives  the  United  States  a  great 
advantage  over  us,  and  besides  there  is  a  large  pro¬ 
portion  of  foreign  population  in  the  United  States 
that  we  have  not  in  Canada,  and  he  suggested  that 
a  plan  should  be  devised  by  which  parties  located 
in  Manitoba  and  the  North-West  could  be  granted 
a  sum  of  money  to  defray  the  expenses  of  some  of 
their  particular  friends  they  wanted  to  bring  out 
from  the  old  country.  It  is  worthy  of  considera¬ 
tion,  but  I  do  not  endorse  it,  not  having  sufficiently 
thought  the  matter  over.  It  would  be  better  per¬ 
haps  than  instead  of  letting  agents  be  the  means  of 
bringing  out  immigrants.  As  those  brought  out  in 
this  way  we  could  rely  on  remaining  here,  which 
we  cannot  do  in  the  case  of  those  who  receive  the 
§10  per  head  or  §5  per  head  on  arriving  at 
Y\  innipeg  which  they  can  use  and  pass  on  to  Bri¬ 
tish  Columbia  or  Washington  Territory.  This  item 
no  doubt  will  be  agreed  to  by  the  committee  and  I 
hope  the  Government  will  be  more  successful  than 
they  have  been  in  the  past.  It  is  most  desirable 
some  way  should  be  devised  by  which  we  could 
induce  those  living  in  the  older  provinces 
to  remain  within  our  borders  where  there  is 
plenty  of  land  and  good  prospects.  I  trust  we 
may  be  favoured  in  that  country  with  a  large 
crop  this  year  again,  and  I  trust  that  the  rich 
mineral  wealth  of  British  Columbia  will  be  deve¬ 
loped  more  and  more  and  that  there  will  be  an 
increase  in  the  population  there,  as  I  believe  there 
has  been.  I  know  that  many  have  turned  their 
steps  in  that  direction  lately.  I  trust  that  employ¬ 
ment  will  be  found  for  them  there,  that  the  country 
will  be  opened  up,  and  that  we  may  obtain  better 
results  in  the  future.  It  has  been  most  discour¬ 
aging,  not  speaking  at  all  from  a  party  point  of 
view,  to  find,  whatever  the  cause  may  be,  that, 
Mr.  Paterson  (Brant). 


when  we  have  expended  so  much  money  for  immi¬ 
gration  purposes,  our  increase  of  population  has 
been  so  small.  The  figures  of  the  Agriculture 
Department  may  be  wrong, but  certainly  there  have 
been  some  immigrants  who  have  come  into  the 
country  during  the  last  ten  years.  Even  if  not  one 
had  come,  and  our  own  natural  increase  had  stayed 
with  us,  we  would  have  had  a  larger  increase  to 
our  population  than  the  census  returns  tell  us  we 
have.  It  is  I  think  in  view  of  these  discouraging 
facts  that  this  discussion  has  arisen,  and  I  think  it 
is  the  duty  of  the  Canadian  Parliament  to  find  out 
what  the  cause  is  for  the  depopulating  of  the  coun¬ 
try.  There  must  be  some  cause  for  it,  and,  if  it  is 
in  our  power  to  remedy  it,  it  is  our  bounden  duty 
to  do  so,  no  matter  on  which  side  of  the  House  we 
may  sit. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  I  would  ask  the  Minister 
of  Agriculture  how  the  agent  was  employed  in 
North  Dakota.  I  can  understand  how  an  agent 
may  be  employed  in  Liverpool  or  in  the  rural  dis¬ 
tricts  of  England,  going  about  addressing  public 
meetings  and  so  on,  in  order  to  encourage  people  to 
emigrate  to  this  country,  but  in  what  way  could 
the  agent  be  employed  in  Dakota  ?  Did  he  go  to 
the  various  farm  houses  where  people  were  just 
settling  to  induce  them  not  to  settle,  or  to  people 
who  had  just  purchased  lands  to  induce  them  to 
abandon  the  lands  and  go  to  Manitoba  ?  In  what 
way  did  he  perform  duties  as  an  agent  to  induce 
immigration  from  Dakota  into  Manitoba  and  the 
North-West  ?  I  confess  that  I  see  a  very  great  deal 
of  difficulty  as  to  how  it  would  be  possible  for  that 
party  to  go  into  a  new  country  which  was  just 
being  settled  up  and  to  act  as  an  immigration  agent 
to  bring  the  people  of  that  country  to  Canada. ' 
The  Government  must  have  a  policy  in  this  respect, 
and  I  should  like  to  know  if  this  party  was  sent 
there  in  good  faith  to  promote  emigration  from 
that  territory  into  Canada  ? 

Mr.  O’BRIEN.  If  the  lion,  gentleman  had 
taken  the  trouble  to  read  the  statement  given  by 
Mr.  Webster  to  the  Committee  on  Immigration  and 
Colonization,  I  think  he  would  have  come  to  the 
same  conclusion  as  I  did,  and  other  hon.  gentlemen 
from  this  side  of  the  House  also  did,  that  that  gen¬ 
tleman  showed  a  great  amount  of  ability  and 
shrewdness,  and  that  his  methods  were  eminently 
successful.  Of  course  his  manner  and  style  did  not 
happen  to  suit  the  refined  taste  of  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  Wellington.  We  can  understand  that  a  . 
man  must  be  very  perfect  in  these  particulars  in 
order  to  come  up  to  the  refined  standard  which 
that  gentleman  would  apply  to  all  the  servants  of 
the  Crown.  As  to  Mr.  Webster  being  given  to 
talking,  perhaps  that  is  a  fault  with  which  the  lion, 
member  (Mr.  McMullen)  might  sympathize  to  a 
certain  extent.  Never  having  seen  him  before,  I 
came  to  the  conclusion  that  the  methods  he  em¬ 
ployed  were  suited  to  the  work  he  has  to  do,  and 
that  he  was  just  suited  for  the  work  he  undertook. 

I  do  not  think  any  money  has  been  spent  by  the 
Department  of  Agriculture  which  was  more  success¬ 
ful,  and  attended  with  better  results  than  that 
spent  on  Mr.  Webster. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  The  hon.  member  may 
have  been  satisfied.  I  have  not  been. 

Mr.  O'BRIEN.  You  have  not  read  his  report. 
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Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  The  report  of  Mr. 
Webster  is  not  the  report  of  Mr.  Henry  Smyth  or 
of  Mr.  Metcalfe,  and  I  have  put  a  question  to  the 
Minister  of  Agriculture  as  to  the  general  policy  of 
the  Administration,  what  instructions  were  given 
and  what  methods  were  adopted  to  obtain  immigra¬ 
tion  to  Manitoba  from  Dakota  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  Perhaps  my  lion,  friend  is 
aware  that  there  are  some  20  or  30  agents  from  the 
United  States  travelling  in  Ontario  and  different 
parts  of  Canada  now,  all  the  time  trying  to  in¬ 
duce  our  people  to  go  to  the  United  States. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL.  They  are  agents  of  railway 
companies  and  not  of  the  Government. 

Mr.  CARLING.  We  are  aware  of  agents  who 
are  sent  here  with  literature  to  do  anything  they 
possibly  can  to  persuade  our  people  to  leave  Cana¬ 
da  and  go  to  the  United  States.  We  found  that 
there  were  a  great  number  of  people  in  the  west¬ 
ern  States,  and  especially  in  Dakota,  who  were  not 
satisfied  with  the  country  they  were  in,  and  most  of 
them  were  Canadians  and  people  who  had  come 
from  the  old  country.  We  sent  Mr.  Webster 
there  to  visit  that  country,  and  he  travelled 
hundreds  of  miles.  He  stopped  at  farm  houses, 
at  agricultural  fairs,  and  at  places  of  public 
resort.  He  met  the  people  and  found  they  were 
discontented  and  dissatisfied,  and  he  pointed  out 
the  advantages  we  had  to  offer  to  them  in  the 
North-West,  and  took  some  of  them  with  him — 
quite  a  number  of  prominent  men  who  lived  in 
the  State  and  in  whom  the  people  had  confidence 
— to  Manitoba  and  the  territories,  and  showed 
them  what  kind  of  land  we  had  there  and  what  in¬ 
ducements  we  had  to  offer,  and  I  am  glad  to  say 
that  mostly  all  of  those  who  were  taken  there, 
went  back  and  reported  favourably  of  our  country. 
We  have  by  that  means  induced  last  year  between 
2,000  and  3,000  to  go  into  Manitoba,  and,  as  I  said 
a  short  time  ago,  we  expect  a  much  larger  number 
from  the  western  States  next  year.  That  is  the 
kind  of  work  that  Mr.  Metcalfe  was  employed  to 
do,  and  Mr.  Webster  has  been  aiding  him,  and  we 
have  now  10  or  12  parties  who  have  been  in  the 
western  States  during  the  last  three  or  four  months, 
who  are  reporting  in  the  most  encouraging  way  as 
to  the  movement  in  the  western  States  towards 
Canada.  I  do  not  think,  if  the  hon.  gentleman 
were  at  the  head  of  the  department,  he  could  do 
anything  better  than  we  are  doing  in  showing  the 
people  who  are  dissatisfied  that  we  have  a  country 
much  better  than  their  own,  and  that  they  can 
do  much  better  in  that  country. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  The  parties  to  whom 
the  hon.  gentleman  refers,  are  agents  of  railway 
companies  in  the  western  States  who  are  operat¬ 
ing  in  Canada.  These  parties  go  to  Toronto  and 
other  centres  of  population  where  they  meet  large 
numbers  of  farmers  coming  to  market  on  market 
days,  and  they  seek  an  opportunity  of  discussing 
these  matters  with  them. 

Mr.  DALY.  Just  what  Mr.  Webster  does. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  But,  -at  the  time 
the  Minister  sent  Mr.  Webster,  and  Mr.  Smith,  and 
Mr.  Metcalfe  into  Dakota,  Dakota  had  no  such 
large  centres  of  population,  and  affords  no  such 
opportunities  of  meeting  with  the  people  from 
rural  districts  as  that  which  is  afforded  in  the 
cities  and  towns  of  an  old  settled  province  like 


Ontario.  I  could  understand  how  an  immigration 
agent  at  St.  Pa^^l,  or  Chicago,  or  Milwaukee, 
might  meet  large  numbers  of  the  agricultural 
population. 

Mr.  DALY.  No. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  Does  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  pretend  to  say  that  if  he  wanted  to  see  the 
agriculturists  of  the  County  of  Middlesex,  he 
could  choose  any  place  as  favourable  as  the  city  of 
London?  The  larger  the  city  is,  the  larger  the 
number  of  the  rural  population  to  come  in  from  the 
surrounding  districts.  He  has  an  opportunity  of 
meeting  in  a  day  a  larger  number  than  he  would 
meet  in  a  month  if  he  went  into  the  country  where 
the  population  was  sparse.  So  if  the  western 
States  are  to  be  made  a  field  in  which  immigration 
operations  are  to  be  carried  on,  then  it  is  of  great 
consequence  that  the  House  should  not  simply  be 
told  that  there  are  agents  in  Dakota,  or  in 
Minnesota,  or  out  in  the  Deadwood  country,  but 
that  the  House  should  be  informed  where  these 
localities  are  in  which  these  persons  ary  carrying 
on  their  operations.  It  does  seem  to  me  that  if 
you  undertake  to  send  agents  into  a  new  country 
where  the  population  is  sparse,  you  are  sending 
agents  into  a  district  where  there  will  be  the 
largest  amount  of  labour  with  the  least  possible 
results. 

Mr.  DALY.  A  pamphlet  has  been  published 
for  circulation  in  Dakota,  Minnesota,  Michigan 
and  other*  States,  signed  by  G.  H.  Campbell, 
General  Immigration  Agent  of  the  Government, 
and  in  that  pamphlet  are  contained  a  number  of 
reports  made  by  the  delegates  that  were  taken 
over  from  South  Dakota  to  Manitoba  and  the 
North- West  by  Mr.  Webster  and  the  other  agents. 
Here  is  a  report  from  the  delegates  from  Dakota 
who  visited  the  Canadian  North-West  in  company 
with  W.  A.  Webster,  during  May  and  June,  1891. 
The  report  says  : 

“  We,  the  undersigned,  farmers  of  South  Dakota,  owin  g 
to  the  repeated  (and  almost  total)  failure  of  crops,  have 
made  up  our  minds  that  we  must  emigrate  somewhere, 
and  after  hearing  the  description  of  the  agricultural  re¬ 
sources  of  Manitoba  and  the  Canadian  North-West  by  W. 
A.  Webster,  Dominion  Immigration  Agent,  and  A.  F. 
Holmes,  colonization  agent,  decided  to  visit  and  person¬ 
ally  inspect  these  provinces,  not  only  in  our  own  interests, 
but  also  in  the  interest  of  very  many  of  our  neighbours. 
Accompanied  by  Agent  Webster,  we  left  Aberdeen,  South 
Dakota,  May  14th,  reached  Winnipeg  May  15th,  spent  a 
day  examining  that  fine  substantial  city  of  28,000  inhabi¬ 
tants.  We  visited  Brandon,  which  is  the  centre  of  a 
grand  wheat-growing  region.  Visited  the  Government 
Experimental  Farm,  saw  here  samples  of  grain,  grasses, 
trees,  shrubs,  and  saw  their  system  of  farming,  which 
seems  to  be  most  complete.  We  visited  the  well-known 
farm  of  William  Sandison,  who  raised  last  year  60,000 
bushels  of  grain  ;  his  wheat  averaged  30  and  oats  90  bush¬ 
els  per  acre  ;  his  teams  and  outfits  being  the  best  we  ever 
saw.  After  driving  over  this  district  and  meeting  some 
old  friends  who  have  made  wealth  farming  here,  we  went 
west  to  Moosomin,  drove  over  this  district,  which  is  a 
splendid  section  foivmixed  farming  ;  visited  the  farms  of 
J.  It.  Netf  &  Thomas  Boubier,  who  have  been  farming 
here  for  the  last  nine  years,  growing  from  25  to  30  bushels 
per  acre,  oats  60  bushels,  and  potatoes,  300.  From  hei*e 
we  went  to  Moose  •  Jaw  ;  drove  over  this  district; 
splendid  soil,  good  grass,  stock  living  out  all  the  year. 
Visited  several  fine  farms  and  prosperous  farmers  in  this 
district.  From  here  we  went  to  Calgary,  a  fine  town  of 
4,000  inhabitants  ;  with  many  costly  buildings  of  free¬ 
stone  quarried  on  the  spot.  From  h  ere  we  had  a  grand 
view  of  the  Rocky  Mountains,  75  miles  distant.  Going 
north  from  here  to  the  famous  Red  Deer  District,  we  ex¬ 
amined  it  pretty  thoroughly  ;  it  is  a  grand  stock  country, 
probably  no  better  known  ;  plenty  of  timber,  water^  hay 
and  good  soil  easily  tille  d.  We  found  very  many  North 
Dakota  farmers  settle  d  in  this  district.  There  is  plenty 
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of  free  homestead  land  here.  Turning  east  we  stopped 
off  at  Regina,  the  capital  of  the  Territories.  We  ex¬ 
amined  this  district  thoroughly  ;  no  richer  soil  than 
here.  North  and  south  of  here  are  fine  stock  stations, 
stock  living  out  almost  the  entire  year  ;  we  hear  nothing 
of  hard  times  here.  From  here  we  went  north  250  miles 
over  a  first-class  railroad  to  Prince  Albert  in  the  Saskat¬ 
chewan  Valley.  We  examined  this  district  very  carefully  ; 
we  find  here  plenty  of  timber  for  all  purposes  ;  water  in 
abundance— rivers,  lakes  and  well  water  of  first  quality, 
at  depths  of  ten  to  fifteen  feet.  Rich,  mellow  soil,  pro¬ 
ducing  a  luxurious  growth  of  grasses  of  a  most  nutritious 
kind— in  short,  a  first-class  country  for  mixed  farming, 
having  good  railway  facilities,  and  where  good  prices  are 
had  for  stock  and  all  kinds  of  farm  products.  There  is 
plenty  of  free  homestead  land  here.” 

And  they  say  at  the  end  : 

‘  In  the  interest  of  our  friends  and  neighbours  in  South 
Dakota,  we  desire  that  this,  our  report,  be  printed,  and 
circulated  in  the  Dakotas,  and  we  say  most  emphatically 
that  the  statements  made  by  Agents  Holmes  and  Webster 
to  us  in  regard  to  the  agricultural  resources  of  Manitoba 
and  the  Canadian  North-West,  are  true  in  every  parti¬ 
cular,  as  we  found  everything  better  than  they  represented 
them  to  us,  and  we  wish  here  to  tell  the  farmers  of  South 
Dakota  that  they  can  place  confidence  in  their  statements.’ 

Then  follow  the  names  of  the  gentlemen  who  com¬ 
pose  the  delegation.  There  are  numerous  other  re¬ 
ports  from  other  delegations  that  went  over  under 
Mr.  Webster  and  the  other  agents.  Now,  in  re¬ 
gard  to  the  methods  adopted  by  Mr.  Webster  and 
his  assistants,  they  merely  go  to  the  centres  of  pop¬ 
ulation  in  the  different  counties  in  South  Dakota  ; 
they  do  not  go  to  St.  Paul  and  Minneapolis,- be¬ 
cause  those  cities  are  not  surrounded  by  as  large 
farming  districts  as  are  a  number  of  small  centres 
of  population  in  South  Dakota.  They  went  to 
Aberdeen  and  to  other  county  seats  in  different 
counties  of  South  Dakota,  and  saw  the  farmers 
there,  and  no  doubt  the  methods  adopted  by  Mr. 
Webster  were  the  same  as  those  adopted  by  the 
American  immigration  agents  here.  I  know  that  he 
has  done  a  great  deal  to  direct  immigration  into 
Manitoba  from  Dakota.  He  was  the  pioneer  agent 
there,  and,  with  the  others  who  have  acted  with 
him,  has  been  able,  asthe  Minister  says,  to  bring  two 
or  three  thousand  people  into  our  country.  I  think 
the  methods  he  has  adopted  will  bear  an  inspection 
in  every  particular.  Every  one  of  the  delegates 
that  have  come  over  to  Manitoba  and  the  North- 
West  reported  most  satisfactorily  of  our  country, 
and  have  stated  that  the  representations  made  by 
Mr.  Webster  were  true  in  every  particular.  Now, 
in  reference  to  another  subject  which  was  dis¬ 
cussed  by  the  lion,  member  for  Brant  (Mr.  Pater¬ 
son)  I  may  say  in  reference  to  the  matter  suggested 
by  Mr.  Dyke  in  the  report  of  the  High 
Commissioner  about  families  sending  over  money 
to  their  friends  in  the  old  country  to  bring  out 
immigrants,  that  method  has  been  adopted  in 
the  United  States  for  a  number  of  years,  and  no 
doubt  the  greater  number  of  the  people  from  the 
United  Kingdom  who  have  gone  in  there,  have 
been  brought  out  through  means  sent  home  by 
their  friends.  Only  a  short  time  ago  my  colleagues 
and  myself  met  the  Premier,  the  Minister  of 
Agriculture  and  Minister  of  the  Interior,  and  we 
laid  before  them  our  views  upon  the  very  subject 
the  hon.  gentleman  was  discussing,  namely,  that 
we  thought  it  a  matter  worthy  of  consideration  on 
the  part  of  the  Government  whether  they  should 
not  afford  the  assistance  that  the  hon.  gentleman 
has  spoken  of,  namely,  to  enable  the  people  who 
are  located  in  Manitoba  and  the  North  -West  Ter¬ 
ritories  to  send  aid  to  their  friends  to  bring  them  out 
here.  If  these  people  desire  aid  to  bring  their 
Mr.  Daly. 


friends  from  the  old  country,  it  is  evident  they  are 
satisfied  with  their  lot  here,  and  the  fact  of  their 
being  successful  and  known  to  be  men  of  respectable 
character  which  it  will  be  necessary  for  the  Govern¬ 
ment  to  first  ascertain,  it  is  evident  that  their 
friends  will  be  as  good  settlers  as  they  are.  I 
hope  sincerely  that  the  representations  which 
are  made  to  the  Government  in  this  particu¬ 
lar  will  bear  weight,  and  that  next  year 
we  will  ascertain  from  the  Minister  when  this  mat¬ 
ter  is  under  discussion  again,  that  the  Government 
have  adopted  that  plan.  Now  with  regard  to  the 
remarks  made  by  the  hon.  member  from  Marquette 
(Mr.  Watson)  as  to  what  I  said  last  night  about 
Mr.  Dyke.  I  simply  said  then,  and  I  repeat  it 
now,  that  from  my  knowledge  of  Mr.  Dyke,  and 
from  the  knowledge  that  a  great  many  other  gen¬ 
tlemen  in  this  House  have  of  him,  that  he  is  a  man 
well  fitted  for  the  position  which  he  holds.  He  is 
a  gentleman  who  as  a  linguist  has  very  few  equals, 
being  a  master  of  five  languages  which  he  can  speak, 
read  and  write.  He  has  immense  experience  in 
immigration,  and  I  repeat  what  I  said  about  that 
gentleman  being  able  to  instruct  me  in  reference  to 
the  North-West  and  British  Columbia  and  Manitoba. 
Although  I  had  been  living  in  that  country  9  years, 
when  I  first  saw  that  gentleman  and  conversed  with 
him,  he  was  able  to  tell  me  a  great  many  things  about 
that  country  that  I  did  not  know.  But  of  course 
I  cannot  place  myself  in  the  same  category  as  the 
hon.  member  for  Marquette  (Mr.  Watson)  who 
will  never,  at  all  events  apparently,  learn  anything. 

I  wish  to  tell  that  hon.  gentleman  that  he  can  be 
taught  a  great  many  things  he  does  not  know  about 
that  country  by  people  who  have  been  in  Manitoba 
only  one  year.  I  am  prepared  and  willing  to  learn 
at  all  times.  Of  course  I  have  not  the  advantage  of 
the  hon.  gentleman  opposite, and  some  of  his  friends 
who  address  this  House  in  such  grammatical  lan¬ 
guage  so  frequently.  I  have  a  little  boy  of  7  or  8 
years  of  age  who  can  teach  them  a  great  deal.  I 
want  to  inform  them  that  there  is  a  great  deal  for 
any  man  to  learn  about  this  great  Canada  of  ours, 
and  there  is  a  great  deal  for  gentlemen  on  the  oppo¬ 
site  side  to  learn.  I  have  been  living  in  the  country 
(Manitoba)  for  1 1  years  and  I  have  a  great  deal  to 
learn  about  it,  and  there  are  a  great  many  gentlemen 
on  the  other  side  of  the  House  who  have  lived  there  a 
great  deal  longer  than  I  have  apparently  and  I  do  not 
think  they  know  they  live  in  one  of  the  grandest 
countries  in  the  world.  They  always  try  to  deride 
our  country,  and  to  run  it  down,  and  to  make  us 
believe  that  if  we  have  not  the  population  in  this 
country  that  we  should  have  it  is  on  account  of 
our  fiscal  policy.  They  say  that  those  people  who 
are  alleged  to  have  left  Canada  with  a  tariff  of  27 
per  cent  taking  it  all  round,  have,  forsooth,  gone 
to  a  country  with  a  tariff  45  per  cent  and  50  per 
cent.  Could  anything  be  more  absurd  ?  It  is  not 
our  fiscal  policy  that  has  given  our  country  away. 
If  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  were  in  power  to-morrow 
there  would  be  the  same  influx  of  people  into  the 
United  States  from  Canada.  We  have  people 
coming  from  the  States  here  and  so  it  will  continue. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  That  is  not  what  your 
friends  said  in  1878. 

Mr.  DALY.  No,  1  >ecause  they  had  reason  then 
to  say  the  country  was  in  ruin.  Have  we  seen  a 
soup  kitchen  in  the  country  for  the  last  fourteen 

years  ? 
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Mr.  MILLS  (Both well).  Lots  of  them. 

Mr.  DALY.  You  and  your  friends  have  been  in 
the  soup  ever  since  and  no  doubt  you  feel  the  effects 
of  it. 

Mr.  LISTER.  You  are  very  impertinent,  Mr. 
Daly.  Whenever  you  get  on  your  feet  you  do  not 
know  what  you  say. 

Mr.  DALY.  I  beg  your  pardon,  Sir. 

Mr.  LISTER.  You  are  impertinent. 

Mr.  DALY.  I  do  not  wish  to  cross  swords  with 
the  hon.  gentleman  from  Lambton  (Mr.  Lister)  but 
if  there  is  one  gentleman  in  this  House  who  can  be 
impertinent,  and  who  has  been  impertinent,  it  is 
that  hon.  gentleman.  I  know  him  of  old,  and  I 
know  no  gentleman  in  this  House  who  can  Vie  as 
impertinent  as  he  is. 

Mr.  LISTER.  No  one  can  surpass  you,  Mr. 
Daly,  in  that  respect. 

Mr.  DALY.  You  take  the  cake,  you  are  above 
me  in  that.  Now,  to  come  back  to, the  subject. 
I  do  not  believe  that  our  fiscal  policy  has  anything 
to  do  with  our  people  going  to  the  other  side  of 
the  line.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  said  the  same 
thing  in  1888,  1889  and  1890,  and  in  1891  the 
people  answered  them,  and  during  the  last  bye- 
elections  the  people  have  answered  them  again  by 
returning  the  Government  by  an  immense  majority. 
If  they  are  not  satisfied  with  this  expression  on  the 
part  of  the  people  they  cannot  understandanything. 
They  give  us  to  understand  that  if  they  were  on 
this  side  of  the  House  presto  change,  everything 
would  be  lovely  and  we  would  have  the  population 
flowing  in  from  Great  Britain  and  the  old  country, 
and  they  would  remain  here.  I  would  like  to 
know  what  was  the  extent  of  the  exodus  between 
1874  and  1878  when  they  were  in  power. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  23,000  a  year,  one-fifth 
of  what  it  is  now. 

Mr.  DALY.  No  amount  of  talk  from  hon.  gen¬ 
tlemen  opposite  will  convince  any  reasonable 
minded  man  in  Canada  that  the  fiscal  policy  of  this 
Government  has  had  anything  to  do  with  the 
people  going  to  the  States. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  want  to  let  the  House 
know  what  that  report  which  the  hon.  gentleman 
has  read  to  the  House  has  cost  the  country.  A.  F. 
Holmes,  served  for  10  months  and  drew  $3,000  for 
getting  up  that  report  and  securing  the  signatures 
of  these  men.  G.  H.  Campbell  served  half  a  year 
and  he  :lrew  for  his  services  $2,050  for  drawing  up 
that  little  pamphlet. 

Mr.  DALY.  He  earned  his  money. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  The  pamphlet  which  my 
hon.  friend  has  read  to  the  House  cost  the  country 
$5,065.  These  are  the  two  men  that  he  trots  out 
to-night  as  evidence  of  the  emigration  that  is  going 
from  Dakota  to  Manitoba.  It  is  simply  because  they 
are  paid  large  sums,  and  they  have  to  show  the 
Minister  of  Agriculture  they  did  something,  so  they 
come  back  with  glowing  accounts  of  what  they 
accomplished  and  the  Minister  of  Agriculture  pays 
them  out  $5,000  of  the  people’s  money. 

Mr.  McMILLAN  (Huron).  I  have  heard  a  great 
deal  about  this  Mr.  Webster,  I  never  met  him  be¬ 
fore  I  met  him  at  the  Agriculture  Committee  and 
the  first  year  he  appeared  there  he  gave  us  some 
very  plausible  reports.  The  second  year  he  made 


statements  that  a  large  number  of  people  were 
leaving  Dakota  and  coming  to  Manitoba,  and  when 
he  was  cornered  and  asked  to  give  the  names  of 
any  he  knew,  he  gave  the  names  of  two  men  who 
were  going  to  leave,  and  that  was  all  he  could 
give.  If  you  examine  the  reports  of  the  Agricul¬ 
ture  Committee  you  will  find  that  that  statement 
is  correct.  These  are  not  the  reports  of  these 
gentlemen  themselves,  but  the  reports  that  were 
made  by  the  agents  and  signed  by  these  individuals. 
Let  me  make  a  statement  now  with  respect  to 
what  I  know  to  be  the  case  in  respect  to  the  Pro¬ 
vince  of  Ontario,  and  that  is,  that  before  you 
spend  large  sums  of  money  to  bring  immi¬ 
grants  into  that  province  you  must  make  the 
country  a  cheap  country  to  live  in.  I  state  fearlessly 
that  the  fiscal  policy  of  the  Government  has 
made  Canada  a  country  in  which  people  cannot 
produce  cheaply.  Two  years  ago  I  had  a  visitor 
from  Glasgow,  a  gentleman  at  the  head  of  the  san¬ 
itary  arrangements  of  that  city.  He  remained 
some  six  or  eight  weeks  in  Canada,  and  also  visited 
the  United  States.  After  he  went  home  I  had  a 
letter  from  him,  in  which  he  told  me  that  if  he 
could  be  the  means  of  preventing  any  person 
coming  to  Canada  he  would  do  it,  because  he  said 
the  fiscal  policy  of  the  Government  was  keeping 
the  farmers  in  actual  bondage,  and  they  were  not 
getting  more  than  two-thirds  the  value  of  their 
labour,  as  it  was  taken  from  them  by  the  policy  of 
the  Government  and  put  into  the  pockets  of  com¬ 
bines  and  rings,  a  small  portion  going  into  the 
treasury.  I  have  a  friend  who  comes  to  this 
country  every  year  to  do  business  and  who  in  the 
old  country  is  a  strong  Conservative,  and  the  last 
time  he  was  here  he  said  to  me  that  as  long  as  the 
policy  of  the  Government  was  such  as  it  was  we 
need  never  expect  immigrants  from  the  old  country 
to  come  to  Canada.  A  large  number  of  young 
men  in  the  old  country  have  come  into  the  Province 
of  Ontario,  and  have  remained  there  one  or  two 
years,  and  then  their  friends  in  the  United  States 
writing  to  them  have  induced  them  to  leave 
Canada  and  join  them.  I  say  that  the  fiscal 
policy  of  the  Government  is  the  sole  cause.  I  agree 
with  the  hon.  member  for  Selkirk  that  we  have  in 
Ontario  one  of  the  finest  countries  under  the  sun, 
but  the  reason  immigrants  do  not  come  there  is 
because  it  is  a  dear  country  to  live  in  and  produce 
in,  and  labouring  people  do  not  get  the  full  reward 
of  their  labour.  The  High  Commissioner  in  his  re¬ 
port  even  strikes  in  a  distinct  manner  at  some  of  the 
causes  why  Canada  is  not  settled.  He  mentions 
the  exodus  to  the  United  States,  and  though  he 
states  that  it  is  too  much  spoken  of,  he  admits  that 
it  has  some  effect.  He  also  says  that  the  immigrants 
from  the  old  country  are  very  easily  led.  The  class 
of  immigrants  we  want  to  obtain  in  Canada  is  a 
class  who  examine  everything  closely  before  they 
leave,  and  the  statements  that  have  been  sent 
abroad,  that  this  country  is  ruled  by  rings  and 
combines,  that  large  sums  of  money  are  taken  from 
the  people  that  do  not  go  into  the  treasury,  and 
that  many  are  leaving  and  going  to  the  United 
States,  are  the  causes  why  they  do  not  come.  There 
is  another  cause  mentioned  by  the  High  Commis¬ 
sioner,  who  says  : 

“I  need  hardly  say  that  the  returns  of  the  census  of 
Canada  were  received  here  with  a  certain  amount  of  dis¬ 
appointment,  as  it  was  expected  that  the  population  would 
exceed  5,000,000.” 
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The  people  from  other  countries  would  naturally 
enquire,  what  is  the  case  of  such  a  small  increase 
in  the  population  in  Canada  ?  If  the  Government 
will  not  adopt  a  policy  of  making  this  a  cheaper 
country  to  live  in  and  to  produce  in,  they  need 
never  expect  that  all  the  money  they  may  spend 
for  immigration  purposes  will  bring  large  numbers 
of  settlers  to  this  country. 

Mr.  MACDONALD  (Huron).  I  was  pleased  to 
hear  the  hon.  member  for  Selkirk  say  that  there 
was  a  prospect  of  many  Canadians  from  Dakota 
going  into  Manitoba,  and  I  hope  that  the  good 
work  will  go  on.  In  ten  or  fifteen  days  Manitoba 
is  to  receive  another  car  load  of  immigrants  who  are 
coming  from  the  far  east,  and  after  I  have  stated 
to  what  class  they  belong,  I  do  not  think  the  hon. 
gentleman  will  say  that  they  are  very  desirable 
settlers.  I  wish  to  corroborate  the  statement  I 
made  as  to  the  children,  by  reading  an  opinion 
expressed  in  London,  England,  in  a  cablegram 
which  came  to  one  of  the  leading  papers  a  day  or 
two  ago.  It  is  as  follows  : — 

“  London,  April  28.— Fifty  stalwart  lads,  whose  ages 
range  from  thirteen  to  seventeen  years,  have  just  started 
for  Canada  under  the  auspices  of  the  Children’s  Aid 
Society,  which  defrays  the  cost  of  clothing  and  passage, 
amounting  to  about  £13  for  each  boy.  The  majority  of 
the  youths  will  go  direct  to  Winnipeg,  whence  they  will 
be  distributed,  it  is  understood,  throughout  the  North- 
West  provinces.  Cynics  predict,  however,  that  the  most 
of  them  will  speedily  find  their  way  to  the  large  cities  of 
Canada  and  the  United  States,  where  they  will  be  likely 
to  resume  the  kind  of  life  that  has  indirectly  led  to  their 
expatriation.  Nearly  all  the  boys  have  been  inmates  of 
industrial  schools,  as  a  consequence  either  of  crime  or 
parental  neglect.  Critics  of  this  sort  of  assisted  immigra¬ 
tion  insist  that  Canada  is  entitled  to  have  a  better  class 
of  persons  sent  out  from  the  mother  country.  They  also 
complain  that  nobody  thinks  of  helping  lads  of  stainless 
character  to  get  homes  in  the  new  world,  the  efforts  of 
the  charitable  in  this  respect  being  almost  exclusively 
lavished  on  persons  from  whom  it  is  unreasonable  to  ex¬ 
pect  good  results.” 

Mr.  WATSON.  I  just  wish  to  say  a  word  and 
give  the  Government  credit,  where  credit  is  due. 
No  doubt  a  large  number  of  immigrants  have 
been  induced  to  come  from  Dakota  to  the  North- 
West  during  the  past  year.  I  hope  that  good 
work  will  continue.  I  have  always  claimed  that 
we  have  better  advantages  to  offer  intending 
settlers  from  the  old  country,  better  natural 
advantages  than  they  can  find  in  Dakota.  Unfor¬ 
tunately  the  Government  policy  was  such  that  a 
great  number  of  people  from  eastern  Canada  went 
to  the  western  States  and  settled  there,  and  they 
now  find  by  the  delegates  who  came  from  the 
United  States  to  Manitoba,  and  viewed  our  land, 
that  we  have  better  advantages  in  Manitoba  than 
they  have  in  Dakota,  and  quite  a  number  of  people 
are  coming  from  Dakota  to  Manitoba.  As  there  is 
a  large  number  of  Canadians  in  Dakota,  I  would 
suggest  that  the  same  encouragement  should  be 
offered  young  Canadians  who  have  gone  to  Dakota 
to  come  to  Manitoba  that  are  offered  English  settlers. 
They  are  a  more  desirable  class  of  people,  and  I 
think  that  this  gift  to  European  emigrants  of  $10 
apiece  to  actual  settlers  in  Manitoba,  to  fathers 
of  families,  and  $5  a  head  for  the  children,  should 
be  given  Canadians  who  return  from  Dakota. 
There  is  no  doubt  a  great  mairy  of  the  European 
emigrants  assisted  in  this  way  find  their  way 
into  the  United  States,  and  the  money  paid  them 
will  be  an  entire  loss.  I  would  suggest,  as  I 
did  last  year,  that  the  Government  should  work 
in  harmony  with  the  Government  of  Manitoba, 
Mr.  McMillan  (Huron). 


as  the  latter  could  do  more,  being  close  at  hand, 
and  could  put  to  practical  use  any  grant  under  the 
supervision  of  the  Local  and  Dominion  Govern¬ 
ment.  Much  better  work  could  be  done  that  way 
by  sending  our  Government  agents  out  to  that  sec¬ 
tion.  It  is  well  known  there  is  a  number  of  immi¬ 
gration  agents  from  the  United  States  .operating  in 
Canada.  I  do  not  believe  the  United  States  Gov¬ 
ernment  pay  any  agents  to  operate  in  Canada,  but 
the  railway  companies  do.  A  few  days  ago  I  saw 
a  gentleman  who  used  to  be  very  energetic  in 
bringing  the  people  from  the  old  country  to  our 
Canadian  North- West, Mr.  Whilhelms,  who  brought 
a  large  colony  to  the  county  I  have  the  honour  to 
represent,  in  the  vicinity  of  Rapid  City.  But 
for  some  reasons  best  known  to  himself  he  has 
gone  to  Dakota  and  is  now  immigration  agent, 
taking  people  from  eastern  Canada  to  the  western 
States.  He  told  me  that  since  the  first  of  March 
he  had  taken  some  fifteen  hundred  people,  adults 
and  children,  from  eastern  Canada  to  the  western 
States. 

Mr.  DALY.  What  part  ? 

Mr.  WATSON.  From  the  vicinity  of  Ottawa, 
the  Eastern  Townships  ;  some  from  the  vicinity  of 
Toronto,  and  all  through  Ontario,  taking  them  over 
the  Northern  Railway.  The  hon.  member  from  Sel¬ 
kirk  said  he  thought  I  could  be  informed  by  Mr. 
Dyke  on  the  requirements  and  necessities  of  Mani¬ 
toba.  I  am  not  prepared  to  admit  that  I  could  be  in¬ 
formed  by  Mr.  Dyke  on  that  subject,  but  1  am  not 
surprised  at  that  hon.  gentleman  saying  so,  because 
any  man  coming  from  Manitoba  and  supporting 
the  fiscal  policy  of  the  Government  cannot  be  con¬ 
sidered  as  very  enlightened — 

Mr.  DALY.  I  had  a  majority  of  455. 

Mr.  WATSON— and  could  be  enlightened  by 
information  from  a  gentleman  who  visited  our 
country  for  a  few  weeks.  Our  people  did  leave 
this  country  for  the  United  States  during  the 
Mackenzie  regime  at  the  rate  of  23,000  a  year,  but 
during  the  present  Administration  they  have  left 
at  the  rate  of  100,000  a  year.  People  will  move 
about,  of  course,  but  there  is  an  immense  loss,  as  the 
census  shows,  over  what  we  suffered  during  the 
Mackenzie  regime.  After  the  census,  taken  in  1885, 
when  it  was  clearly  shown  that  the  number  of 
immigrants  reported  by  the  Agriculture  Committee 
to  have  gone  into  Manitoba  and  the  North-West 
were  not  there,  the  hon.  member  for  Selkirk  gave 
as  an  excuse  that  the  people  had  left  our  country 
on  account  of  the  frost. 

Mr.  DALY.  I  never  said  anything  of  the  kind. 

Mr.  WATSON.  I  expected  contradiction  and  I 
have  the  Hansard.  On  page  742,  2nd  J une,  1887,  it 
will  be  found  that  when  he  made  that  statement, 
I  called  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  fact  that 
frosts  had  not  been  the  means  of  driving  the  people 
from  Manitoba,  and  he  said  :  We  had  frosts  for  two 
years  and  the  hon.  gentleman  cannot  deny  it. 

Mr.  DALY.  That  does  not  say  that  frosts 
drove  the  people  out.  What  the  hon.  gentleman 
says  was  that  I  had  declared  it  was  on  account  of 
the  frosts  that  people  were  driven  out  of  the 
country. 

Mr.  WATSON.  The  debate  was  on  immigra¬ 
tion  and  the  Opposition  challenged  the  Government 
for  not  having  the  people  in  the  North-West.  We 
pointed  out  that  in  five  years  175,000  people  were 
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reported  to  have  gone  into  the  country  and  were 
not  there,  when  we  took  the  census,  and  this  was 
the  reason  the  lion,  gentleman  gave  why  the  people 
were  not  there. 

Mr.  DALY.  I  never  gave  the  reason.  Read 
the  words. 

Mr.  WATSON.  I  have  read  them.  The  hon. 
gentleman  gave  other  reasons,  such  as  that  the 
enumerators  who  had  counted  the  people,  had 
counted  in  navvies,  railway  employes  and  people 
who  had  gone  to  the  coast,  to  British  Columbia  or 
Washington  Territory,  and  among  other  reasons 
he  stated  that  we  had  had  frosts.  That  was  not  a 
patriotic  reason  to  give,  and  I  was  sorry  he  made 
that  statement.  We  have  one  of  the  greatest 
agricultural  countries  in  the  world.  We  believe 
we  have  a  much  better  country  than  the  Dakotas. 
We  know  that  the  people  who  have  gone  to  Dakota 
are  now  coming  back  to  Manitoba,  and  we  have 
had  a  large  number  of  people  who  have  come  in 
there  last  year,  whether  through  the  influence  of  Mr. 
Webster  or  any  one  else.  We  want  those  people 
to  be  brought  into  Manitoba,  and  I  do  not  object 
to  the  money  being  spent  by  the  Government  for 
that  purpose.  We  are  doing  a  charitable  thing  in 
bringing  these  people  to  Manitoba,  because  they 
have  failed  to  get  crops  in  Dakota,  and  we  are  free 
from  those  cyclones  that  trouble  them  there.  We 
grow  the  largest  number  of  bushels  of  wheat  to  the 
acre  grown  in  the  world,  and  the  finest  wheat  in 
the  world,  and  having  all  these  natural  advantages, 
there  must  be  something,  even  outside  of  the  immi¬ 
gration,  work  which  prevents  the  people  settling  in 
that  province.  I  hope  the  Government  will  work 
in  harmony  with  the  Manitoba  Government,  who 
could  bring  these  people  back  to  the  province  and 
see  that  they  get  proper  locations  when  they  come 
back.  I  believe  that,  by  working  in  harmony  with 
the  North-West  Council  and  the  Manitoba  Govern¬ 
ment,  our  moneys  can  be  much  better  spent  than 
by  placing  them  in  the  hands  of  the  agents  of  this 
Government.  I  hope  this  discussion  will  be  of  bene¬ 
fit,  and  that  we  may  have  better  results  in  the 
future,  so  that,  when  we  take  the  next  census,  it  will 
be  shown  that  the  population  is  increasing  not  only 
in  Manitoba  but  in  other  parts  of  the  Dominion. 

Mr.  McMLTLLEN.  Can  the  Minister  state  the 
names  of  the  12  or  14  people  who  he  told  us  were 
operating  in  Minnesota  and  Dakota  with  a  view-  to 
the  repatriation  of  the  people  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  cannot  now. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  Will  he  give  the  names  and 
the  allowances  at  a  future  stage  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  will. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL.  I  hope  the  Minister  of  Agri¬ 
culture  will  recollect  a  little  experience  he  had  with 
Mr.  Henry  Smyth  in  Dakota,  where  $1,800  was  paid 
for  him  to  induce  immigrants  to  come  to  the  Nortli- 
WTest,  and  it  was  shown  that  not  one  farthing’s 
worth  of  benefit  had  accrued  to  the  country,  but 
in  fact  that,  while  Mr.  Smyth  was  sending  glowing- 
reports  from  the  west,  he  was  actually  in  the 
western  part  of  Ontario.  If  we  are  to  believe  the 
statements  which  have  been  made  for  a  number  of 
years  by  the  hon.  member  for  Selkirk  (Mr.  Daly), 
we  would  come  to  the  conclusion  that  the  whole 
North-West  is  filled  up  with  people  and  Dakota 
was  depopulated,  whereas  we  find  we  have  only  a 
bare  54,000  people  in  the  whole  of  Manitoba. 


Mr.  DALY.  154,000.  Try  and  be  correct  for 
once. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL.  The  Minister  of  Justice  said 
54,000  to-day.  He  must  have  been  wrong,  but  we 
find  that  Dakota  is  increasing  its  population  three 
or  four  times  as  fast  as  the  North-West,  and  yet 
there  are  so  many  people  said  to  be  going  to  the 
North-West  from  Dakota.  I  believe  a  number  of 
these  reports  are  pure  nonsense,  and  without  foun¬ 
dation,  and  I  think  the  accounts  of  Mr.  Webster 
and  others  should  be  carefully  audited,  and  it 
should  be  seen  that  the  work  is  done  which  is 
alleged  to  have  been  done. 

Committee  rose  and  reported  the  resolutions. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON  moved  the  adjourn¬ 
ment  of  the  House. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  and  House  adjourned  at  2.05 
a.  m.  (Saturday). 


HOUSE  OF  COMMON'S. 

Monday,  2nd  May,  1892. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  Three  o’clock. 

Prayers. 

FIRST  READING. 

Bill  (No.  77)  to  revive  and  amend  the  Act  incor¬ 
porating  the  Ottawa,  Morrisburg  and  New  Y^ork 
Railway  Company,  and  to  change  the  name  thereof 
to  the  Canadian  American  Railway  Company. — 
(Mr.  Taylor.) 

DUTY  ON  CRUDE  PETROLEUM. 

Mr.  INNES  asked,  Whether  it  is  the  intention 
of  the  Government  to  lower  the  duty  on  crude 
petroleum  or  gas  oil  used  in  the  manufacture  of 
gas? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  The  Government  is  not  yet  in  a 
position  to  indicate  its  intention  on  that  subject. 

NORTH-WEST  TERRITORIES  RANCHING 
COMPANIES. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN  (for  Mr.  McMullen)  asked, 
Whether  any  arrangement  has  been  come  to  with 
the  ranching  companies  of.  the  North-West  Terri¬ 
tories,  whereby  lands  fit  for  cultivation  may  be 
entered  on  and  occupied  for  farming  purposes  ? 
Will  the  persons  ejected  by  the  Waldron  Ranch 
Company  be  permitted  to  re-enter  and  occupy  their 
lands  ?  Will  lands  fit  for  cultivation  in  the 
Waldron  Ranch  Company’s  leased  territory  be 
henceforth  open  to  settlement  for  farming  purposes  ? 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  Negotiations  between  the 
Government  and  the  ranching  companies  in  the 
North-West  Territories  are  now  in  progrees.  I  am 
not  aware  that  any  person  has  been  ejected  by  the 
Waldron  Ranch  Company.  The  negotiations  above 
referred  to  include  the  Waldron  Ranch  Company, 
and  as  they  are  not  yet  concluded  it  would  not  be 
possible  to  answer  this  question  more  definitely  at- 
present. 
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THE  DEPUTY  MINISTER  OF  AGRI¬ 
CULTURE. 

Mr.  LAUR1ER.  I  would  ask  the  Minister  of 
Agriculture  if  he  has  made  the  enquiry  which  he 
promised  as  to  the  letter  of  the  Deputy  Minister  of 
Agriculture  which  was  brought  down  by  the  hon. 
member  for  North  Brant  (Mr.  Somerville),  and  if 
he  is  prepared  to  make  any  statement  in  regard  to 
that  matter  to-day  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  am  not  prepared  to  do  that 
to-day,  because  I  thought  it  would  come  up  when 
the  House  went  again  into  Committee  of  Supply, 
which  will  be  to-morrow. 

RAILWAY  COMMITTEE  OF  THE  PRIVY 
COUNCIL. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY  moved  for  : 

Statement  of  all  applications  or  complaints  made  to 
the  Railway  Committee  of  the  Privy  Council  respecting 
the  matters  or  things  referred  to  in  sub-sections  G),  G), 
(to),  (n)  and  (p)  of  clause  eleven  of  the  Railway  Act. 

2.  By  or  against  whom  such  complaints  were  made. 

3.  The  manner  in  which  the  same  were  dealt  with  or 
disposed  of. 

He  said :  The  clauses  of  the  Railway  Act  to 
which  reference  is  made  in  the  notice  are  as 
follows  : — 

“  The  Railway  Committee  shall  have  power  to  enquire 
into,  hear  and  determine  any  application,  complaint  or 
dispute  respecting  tolls  and  rates  for  the  transportation 
of  passengers  and  freight,  the  adjustment  of  such  tolls  and 
rates  between  companies,  running  powers  or  haulage, 
traffic  arrangements,  unjust  preferences,  discrimination 
or  extortion.” 

I  desire  to  see  whether  any  such  applications  have 
been  made  since  the  Act  was  passed  in  the  year 
1888,  and,  if  such  applications  were  made,  I  desire 
to  know  how  they  were  disposed  of.  It  will  be  in 
the  recollection  of  the  House  that  some  years  ago  a 
Royal  Commission  was  appointed  after  an  agitation 
had  been  carried  on  for  some  years  with  a  view  to 
appointing  a  permanent  Commission.  That  Royal 
Commission  made  a  report  contained  in  the  Sessional 
Papers  of  1888  and  formed  a  basis  for  the  amendment 
made  in  the  Bill  passed  during  that  year.  The  Com¬ 
mission  reported,  with  a  good  deal  of  hesitation  and 
doubt,  as  follows  : — 

“  That  the  powers  of  the  Railway  Committee  of  the  Privy 
Council  be  enlarged  so  far  as  to  enable  them  to  administer 
the  proposed  law,  providing — 

“1.  That  the  committee  shall  itself  hear  and  determine 
all  disputes  arising  between  railway  companies,  with 
power  to  appoint  proper  officers  to  take  evidence  locally. 

“  2.  That  the  committee  shall  itself  decide  all  ques¬ 
tions  of  classification  of  freight,  tariff  and  uniform  railway 
returns. 

“  3.  That  the  committee  shall  have  power  to  appoint 
officers  in  each  province  to  hear  and  determine  all  com¬ 
plaints  against  railway  companies?  subject  to  power  of 
reference  by  such  officer  of  any  point  to  the  committee, 
and  also  subject  to  the  right  of  appeal  to  the  committee 
itself.” 

The  last  provision  was  not  embodied  in  the  Act  of 
Parliament,  and  no  step  has  been  taken  in  regard 
to  that  since  the  report  was  made,  but  I  would  call 
attention  also  to  the  language  of  the  report.  The 
Commission,  having  dealt  with  the  evils  to  which 
they  refer,  made  the  following  statement  : — 

“  The  Commission  desire  to  provide  by  immediate  legis¬ 
lation  for  admitted  evils,  with  the  least  possible  dis¬ 
turbance  to  existing  methods,  only  accepting  such  conclu¬ 
sions  as  have  been  tested  and  proved  to  be  beneficial. 
They  wish  to  avoid  the  hasty  creation  of  any  system  of 
which  experience  in  the  United  States,  England  and 
Canada  may  soon  require  serious  modification.  They 
Mr.  Dewdxey. 


thjnk  it  better  to  test  the  working  of  the  proposed  law  by 
temporary  provision  for  the  execution,  and  after  full  ex¬ 
perience  of  the  results  of  the  Interstate  Railway  Com¬ 
mission  and  of  our  own  legislation  to  consider  whether 
such  system  should  be  made  permanent.” 

Now,  for  my  part,  I  do  not  accept  the  conclusion 
except  in  that  temporary  sense  at  which  this  Com¬ 
mission  arrived.  I  was  not  convinced  then-,  and  I 
am  not  convinced  now,  that  the  Railway  Committee 
of  the  Privy  Council  is  by  any  means  the  best  tribu¬ 
nal  for  determining  matters  of  this  kind.  I  desire 
to  draw  the  attention  of  the  House  to  it,  so  that  if 
that  is  the  opinion  entertained,  either  in  the  House 
or  in  the  country,  some  change  may  be  made  by 
the  Government,  not  in  this,  but  in  another  session 
of  Parliament.  When  we  look  at  the  enormous 
powers  of  the  Railway  Committee,  and  when  those 
who  have  had  something  to  do  with  it  see  how 
those  powers  are  carried  out,  judicial  powers, 
deciding  matters  between  individuals  and  failway 
companies  of  the  greatest  magnitude,  I  think  we 
must  all  see  that  it  is  not  in  accordance  with  the 
general  view  which  we  entertain,  that  where  j  udi- 
cial  powers  are  exercised  it  should  be  by  a  body 
wholly  free  from  political  influence.  Then  there 
are  matters  of  detail,  and  I  think  the  Minister 
of  Railways  will  probably  agree  that  his 
office  is  sufficiently  burdensome,  as  it  is,  with 
its  ordinary  functions,  without  his  being  called 
upon  to  interfere  with  matters  of  this  character. 
I  do  not  know,  and  therefore  I  move  for  returns, 
whether  any  objections  have  been  made  respecting 
traffic,  against  charges,  unjust  preferences  and  dis¬ 
crimination,  or  what  is  called  in  the  Bill,  extortion. 
If  no -such  charges  have  been  made,  it  may,  perhaps, 
be  reasonably  contended  that  there  is  no  complaint  ; 
on  the  other  hand,  it  may  be  that  charges  are  not 
made  because  those  which  are  interested  do  not  be¬ 
lieve  that  they  would  receive  the  justice,  perhaps, 
which  their  merits  demand.  There  may  be,  of 
course,  opposite  views  taken  with  regard  to  that, 
but  so  far  as  my  information  goes  the  public  are  not 
any  more  satisfied  now  with  the  management  of 
railways  and  the  charges  which  they  make,  tariffs 
and  so  on,  than  they  were  several  years  ago,  when 
there  was  a  good  deal  of  agitation  on  the  subject. 
In  that,  however,  my  information  may  not,  of 
course,  be  accurate,  but  that  is  the  information  I 
have.  My  main  object  in  moving  this  and  the  fol¬ 
lowing  resolution  which  stands  in  my  name,  is  that 
we  may  have  the  returns  and  the  information,  and 
that  if  it  be,  as  I  think  it  will  be  found,  that  the 
Railway  Committee  does  not  and  cannot  do  justice 
between  parties  which  the  people  have  a  right  to 
expect,  the  Government  perhaps  will  find  a  more 
simple  and  convenient  means  where  these  cases  may 
be  settled  by  a  tribunal  more  in  accordance  with 
our  judicial  system.  The  one  matter  which  I  have 
observed,  which  I  dare  say  other  gentlemen  have 
observed,  is  this  :  Where,  for  instance,  the  com¬ 
mittee  is  composed  of  a  certain  number  of  Ministers, 
as  the  present  law  provides  : 

“  It  shall  consist  of  the  Minister  of  Railways,  who  shall 
be  chairman  thereof,  of  the  Minister  of  Justice,  and  of 
two  or  more  of  the  other  members  of  the  .Queen’s  Privy 
Council  of  Canada,  to  be  from  time  to  time  appointed  by 
the  Governor  in  Council,  three  of  whom  shall  form  a 
quorum  ;  and  such  committee  shall  have  the  powers  and 
perform  the  duties  assigned  to  it  by  the  Act.” 

Now,  I  have  known  cases  in  which  four  or  five  hon. 
gentlemen  are  sitting  to  hear  a  matter  of  complaint 
between  railway  companies,  or  between  a  munici¬ 
pality  and  a  railway  company.  The  case  stands 
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adjourned,  and  the  next  time  the  committee  meet, 
perhaps  half  of  the  original  members  may  not  be 
present,  and  others  may  have  taken  their  places  ; 
finally,  a  third  meeting  will  take  place  composed 
partly  of  still  other  gentlemen,  on  each  case 
there  being  a  quorum,  but  not  by  any  means  a 
quorum  of  the  same  gentlemen  who  heard  the  com¬ 
plaint  in  the  first  instance.  That  does  appear  to 
be  a  shocking  state  of  things,  that  in  the  end  this 
matter  has  to  be  determined  by  those  members  of 
the  committee  who  happen  to  sit  on  the  last 
occasion,  although  they  may  not  have  heard  any  of 
the  facts  of  the  case,  and  only  know  of  it  from 
reading  the  notes  of  the  shorthand  writer  of  the 
evidence  that  was  offered  in  the  earlier  part  of  the 
enquiry.  For  this  reason,  I  beg  to  move  the  reso¬ 
lution,  which  stands  in  my  name. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  There  can  be  no  possible 
objection  to  the  motion  moved  by  my  hon.  friend. 
In  reference  to  the  cases  which  he  mentions 
under  sections  (k),  (/),  (m),  (»,)  and  (p),  that  is, 
concerning  traffic  arrangements  between  different 
companies,  there  have  been  only  a  couple  of  cases 
appealed  to  the  Railway  Committee,  which  was 
for  the  purpose,  partially,  of  determining  the  rate 
of  freight  that  one  railway  has  to  pay  to  another, 
and  the  traffic  arrangements  between  them  ;  these 
two  cases  have  been  satisfactorily  disposed  of.  The 
other  cases  which  come  before  the  committee  are 
not  judicial  cases  at  all,  they  are  mostly  cases  in 
reference  to  the  crossing  of  railways,  public  high¬ 
ways,  construction  of  branches.  As  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  says,  there  have  been  a  number  of  cases 
before  the  courts,  I  suppose  about  HO  each  year  in 
all,  and  I  think  we  have  managed  to  dispose  of 
them  very  satisfactorily.  There  can  be  no  possible 
objection  to  bringing  down  the  returns  and  giving 
the  information  the  hon.  gentleman  mentions.  The 
class  of  cases  which  may  be  brought  before 
the  Railway  Committee  are  entirely  different  from 
those  brought  before  the  Commission  in  England. 
The  Commission  in  England  is  composed  of  one 
member  for  England,  one  for  Scotland,  one  for 
Ireland,  and  one  of  the  judges  of  the  Superior 
Court  is  the  chairman  of  the  Commission.  The 
class  of  cases  which  come  up  before  that  Commision 
are  mostly  legal  and  judicial  questions,  whereas 
questions  of  that  nature  very  seldom  comeupbefore 
the  Railway  Committee  of  the  Privy  Council  here. 
They  are,  as  I  said,  mostlycases  relating  to  tariffs, 
as  to  the  manner  in  which  one  railway  shall  cross 
another,  the  manner  in  which  a  bridge  should  be 
built,  and  the  crossing  of  a  street  over  a  line  of 
railway,  &c.  All  these  cases,  I  think,  have  been 
satisfactorily  and  quickly  dealt  with  by  the  Rail¬ 
way  Committee  of  the  Privy  Council  as  at  present 
constituted.  Very  few  cases  have  come  before 
that  committee  of  the  class  which' the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  mentions  in  the  latter  part  of  his  resolution, 
as  to  the  traffic  arrangements,  as  to  whether  a  par¬ 
ticular  locality  is  discriminated  against,  as  to 
whether  individuals  have  been  discriminated 
against,  or  as  to  what  traffic  arrangements  should 
be  made  between  different  railways  ;  in  fact,  only 
two  or  three  cases  of  this  kind  have  come  up,  and 
these  were  merely  for  the  purpose  of  making 
traffic  arrangements  between  two  companies.  I 
had  full  information  upon  the  subject  a  day  or  two 
ago,  but  I  have  not  got  the  papers  here  at  present. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  This  is  a  very  important  sub¬ 
ject,  and  I  gather  from  the  words  just  uttered  by 


the  Minister  of  Railways,  that  he  sees  no  reason  to 
alter  the  law,  and  apparently  the  Government  is 
satisfied  with  the  system  which  now  exists.  For 
my  part,  I  have  always  thought  there  was  a  good 
deal  to  be  said  in  favour  of  the  opinion  which,  if  I 
remember  rightly,  was  expressed  a  few  years  ago 
by  the  hon.  member  for  Simcoe,  to  the  effect  that 
the  present  system  was  not  satisfactory,  and  that 
the  whole  subject  had  better  be  referred  to  an 
independent  tribunal.  However,  I  do  not  express 
any  opinion  to-day  upon  it,  but  when  the  papers 
have  been  brought  down,  perhaps  the  subject  may 
be  gone  into  again. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Mr.  McCARTHY  moved  for  : 

Return  stating  for  the  last  year  (1891) : — 1.  The  number 
of  applications  which  were  made  to  the  Railway  Com¬ 
mittee  of  the  Privy  Council  for  an  adjudication,  order,  or 
direction,  respecting  any  of  the  matters  or  things  which, 
under  the  provisions  of  the  Railway  Act,  the  Railway  Com¬ 
mittee  had  power  or  authority  to  deal  with  ;  2.  Showing 
in  general  terms  the  nature  of  the  application  ;  3.  The 
names  of  the  members  of  the  Honourable  the  Privy  Council 
who  (a.)  Heard  each  of  the  applications;  (6.)  Who  were 
present  at  any  one  or  more  adjourned  hearings  thereof, 
and  at  the  final  adjudication  thereof ;  (c.)  In  cases  in 
which  adjournments  took  place,  the  dates  of  hearing,  and 
subsequent  adjournment  or  adjournments  of  final  adjudi¬ 
cation.  4.  Statement  showing  how  each  of  said  applica¬ 
tions  was  disposed  of,  viz.:- -Granted  or  refused  or  partially 
granted. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  wish  to  say  a  few 
words  as  regards  one  of  the  branches  of  the  en¬ 
quiry  referred  to  in  these  resolutions,  and  which 
was  commented  upon  by  the  hon.  member  for 
Simcoe  (Mr.  McCarthy),  that  is,  with  respect  to 
members  of  the  Railway  Committee  of  the  Privy 
Council  joining  in  decisions  of  eases  which  they 
have  not  fully  heard.  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman 
is  entirely  mistaken,  or  rather  that  his  information 
is  erroneous  which  leads  him  to  the  conclusion  that 
this  has  been  in  any  sense  the  practice.  I  think  I 
might  almost  say  that  I  am  confident  such  a  case 
never  occurred.  I  would  not  trouble  the  House 
even  with  this  explanation  at  this  moment  if  the 
return  brought  down  would  remove  that  impres¬ 
sion  from  the  mind  of  the  hon.  gentleman  ;  but 
it  would  not  do  so.  At  nearly  every  meeting  of 
the  Railway  Committee  —  and  I  have  attended 
every  meeting  since  I  took  office  except  two — 
there  are  cases  adjourned,  and  very  likely  it  will 
appear  that  some  members  were  not  present  when 
adjourned  cases  were  decided.  But  they  are  not 
cases  partially  heard  and  decided  at  subsequent 
meetings  ;  they  are  cases  in  which  the  parties  w- ere 
found  not  to  be  ready,  and  at  the  very  opening  of 
the  case  it  was  adjourned  to  a  more  convenient  day 
for  the  parties  or  one  of  them.  But  in  every  case 
where  the  matter  had  been  entered  upon,  the  en¬ 
quiry  was  recommenced  in  order  that  the  members 
present  might  hear  the  case  in  full,  and  I  think  it 
will  be  found  that  no  cases  have  been  decided  by 
members  who  have  not  heard  the  evidence  from 
the  beginning  to  the  end. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

A  CANADIAN  REPRESENTATIVE  AT 
WASHINGTON. 

Mr.  McCarthy  moved  : 

That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  in  view  of  the  vast 
commercial  interests  existing  between  the  United  States  of 
America  and  Canada,  and  of  the  political  questions  from 
time  to  time  requiring  adjustment  between  the  Dominion 
and  the  'neighbouring  Republic,  it  would  tend  to  the  ad- 
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vancement  of  those  interests  and  the  promotion  of  abetter 
understanding  between  the  two  countries  were  a  repre¬ 
sentative  appointed  by  the  Government  of  the  Dominion, 
subject  to  the  approval  of  Her  Majesty’s  Imperial 
Advisers,  and  attached  to  the  staff  of  Her  Majesty’s 
Minister  at  Washington,  specially  charged  to  watch, 
guard  and  represent  the  interests  of  Canada. 

He  said  :  Mr.  Speaker,  I  desire  to  bring  to  the 
notice  of  the  House  a  matter  which  appears  to  me 
to  be  of  some  very  considerable  practical  import¬ 
ance.  The  House  this  session  has  already  consid¬ 
ered  the  question  which  was  mooted  by  the  lion, 
member  for  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills)  with  respect  to 
the  power  of  making  treaties,  and  a  very  interest¬ 
ing  discussion — I  had  not  the  good  fortune  to  be 
present,  but  I  have  read  the  debate  since — took 
place  on  that  occasion,  in  which  the  views  enter¬ 
tained  by  lion,  gentlemen  opposite  and  those  enter¬ 
tained  by  hon.  members  supporting  the  Govern¬ 
ment  were  very  fully  and  prominently  brought 
forward.  I  do  not  in  the  least  desire  to  quarrel 
with  the  conclusion  at  which  the  House  then 
arrived.  I  think,  looking  at  the  history  of  this 
country  for  the  last  few  years,  we  ought  to  be  well 
satisfied,  and  I  for  my  part  feel  that  we  have  had 
substantial  justice  done  to  us  in  the  way  in  which 
treaties  which  have  interested  Canada  or  have 
been  of  moment  to  this  Dominion  have  been 
dealt  with  by  the  Imperial  authorities.  We 
have  had  a  very  great  enlargement  of  our  powers 
during  those  years.  There  was  a  time,  no 
doubt,  when  the  making  of  the  old  treaties 
with  respect  to  this  country  was  not  participated 
in  by  any  person  who  represented  the  Dominion, 
or  rather  the  then  old  Province  of  Canada  ;  but  of 
recent  years  the  policy  of  the  home  Government 
has  been  in  the  opposite  direction,  and  we  have 
not  only  been  invited  to  take  part  in  such  negoti¬ 
ations,  but  on  one  occasion  the  leading  Minister  of 
the  Crown  here  was  appointed  one  of  the  Com¬ 
missioners  to  negotiate  the  treaty  which  became 
known  as  the  Washington  Treaty.  Although  I 
realize  the  practical  impossibility  of  the  country 
making  treaties  irrespective  of  the  Imperial  power 
and  of  the  Imperial  authority,  I  do  not  see  why 
we  should  not  have  a  representative,  not  in  any 
sense  independent  of,  but  acting  in  conjunction 
with,  the  representative  of  the  Crown  at  Washing¬ 
ton,  who  would  be  specially  charged  to  watch  over 
and  guard  Canadian  interests.  That  appears  to 
me  as  a  practical  step,  a  matter  which  should  meet 
the  concurrence,  and  I  hope  will  meet  with  the  con¬ 
currence  of  members  on  both  sides  of  the  House. 
We  have  enormous  interests  at  Washington.  We 
have  larger  interests  with  the  United  States  than 
with  any  other  power  except  the  Imperial  authorities 
in  London.  Whether  we  look  upon  it  from  a  com¬ 
mercial  point  of  view,  when  we  find  that  nearly  one- 
half  of  our  whole  trade  is  done  with  the  United 
States,  or  whether  we  look  at  it  from  the  point  of 
view  of  international  rights  and  privileges,  we  find 
difficulties  are  arising  constantly  between  us  and 
the  Government  of  the  United  States.  We  are 
more  or  less  affected  by  the  Treaty  of  1818,  our 
interests  are  involved  in  .the  Washington  Treaty, 
our  rights  are  constantly  being  invaded  and  brought 
into  question  on  both  sides  of  the  Dominion,  and  in 
addition  questions  are  constantly  arising  in  regard 
to  our  trading  and  bonding  privileges  and  interests 
affecting  our  railways,  and  in  point  of  fact  it  is 
difficult  to  enumerate  the  various  matters  which 
from  time  to  time  are  brought  in  question  between 
Mr.  McCarthy. 


this  country  and  the  great  republic  to  the  south  of 
us.  When  we  look  back  a  few  years  we  shall 
find  that  our  powers  in  connection  with  treaty - 
making  and  matters  of  that  kind  with  respect  to 
foreign  states  have  been  very  much  enlarged. 
Commencing  as  far  back  as  1865, 1  find  that  at  that 
time  Sir  Frederick  Bruce,  then  Minister  at  Wash¬ 
ington,  was  instructed  to  place  himself  in  communi¬ 
cation  with  the  Canadian  Government  and  directed 
to  act  in  connection  with  matters  more  especially 
affecting  Canada  under  the  instructions  of  His  Excel¬ 
lency  the  Governor  General.  That  was  the  first  time 
in  which,  so  far  as  I  know,  there  was  any  recognition 
of  the  peculiar  position  and  interests  of  Canada 
as  between  us  and  the  Imperial  power.  In  1869, 
however,  upon  our  delegates  going  from  Canada  to 
England  they  made  representations  that  no  steps 
should  be  taken  in  regard  to  the  renewal  of  the  re¬ 
ciprocity  treaty  without  previous  communication 
being  had  with  the  Canadian  Government ;  and  our 
views  in  that  respect  also  were  acceded  to.  In  1871 
the  late  Sir  John  Macdonald  was  appointed  a  mem¬ 
ber  of  the  Joint  High  Commission,  and  although  he 
was,  of  course,  acting  in  that  capacity  as  a  represen¬ 
tative  of  Her  Majesty  the  Queen  and  under  the 
direction  of  the  Ministers  of  Great  Britain,  never¬ 
theless  he  was  there  to  point  out,  and  I  have  no 
doubt  he  did  point  out,  how  the  interests  of  Canada 
were  affected,  and  he  did  what  he  could  to  have 
those  interests  protected  and  safeguarded.  Then,  in 
1874,  a  still  stronger  statement  was  made  by  our 
Government,  which  was  not  objected  to  by  the  Impe¬ 
rial  authorities,  and  appears  to  have  been  acqui¬ 
esced  in.  A  claim  was  then  made,  that  it  was 
impossible  for  a  Bxdtish  Minister  to  understand 
questions  involving  the  negotiations  of  a  treaty, 
and  upon  that  representation  the  Hon.  George 
Brown  was  appointed  as  Imperial  Commissioner  on 
behalf  of  the  Canadian  Government.  In  1879,  Sir 
Alexander  Galt  was  commissioned  to  act  on  behalf 
of  the  Canadian  Government  in  connection  with 
the  English  Minister  in  both  France  and  Spain,  and 
in  that  same  year,  I  think  it  was,  a  very  important 
statement  was  made  by  our  Government.  It  will 
be  found  in  the  correspondence  that  led  up  to  the 
appointment  of  our  High  Commissioner  at  London, 
and  there  I  find  this  statement  made  : 

“  It  is  further  submitted  (by  Canada)  that  the  very  large 
and  rapidly  augmenting  commerce  of  Canada  and  increas¬ 
ing  extent  of  her  trade  with  foreign  nations,  is  proving 
the  absolute  need  of  direct  negotiations  with  them  for 
the  proper  protection  of  her  interests.  In  most  of  the 
treaties  of  commerce  entered  into  by  England,  reference 
has  only  been  had  to  their  effect  on  the  United  Kingdom  ; 
and  the  colonies  are  excluded  from  their  operation,  a  fact 
which  has  been  attended  with  most  unfortunate  results  to 
Canada  as  relates  to  France.  *  *  *  The  Canadian 
Government,  therefore,  submit  that  when  needs  occasion 
such  negotiations  to  be  undertaken, Her  Majesty’s  Govern¬ 
ment  should  advise  Her  Majesty  specially  to  accredit  the 
representative  of  Canada  to  the  foreign  Court,  by  asso¬ 
ciation,  for  the  special  object,  with  the  resident  Minister 
or  other  Imperial  negotiator.” 

There  it  will  be  seen  that  the  principle  of  my  re¬ 
solution  was  contended  for  so  long  ago  as  1879,  and 
that  upon  that  representation  the  Canadian  Gov¬ 
ernment  did  appoint  a  Canadian  to  represent  the 
Queen  of  course,  but  still  as  a  special  Minister  or 
delegate  or  representative  from  Canada.  Now, 
looking  at  the  •  interests  involved  between  this 
Dominion  and  the  United  States,  looking  at  the 
difficulties  which  are  continually  arising,  looking 
at  the  misunderstandings  that  will  from  time  to 
time  crop  up  between  countries  having  the  rival 
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interests  which  these  countries  have  in  various 
matters,  it  does  appear  to  me  to  be  a  reasonable 
and  highly  proper  thing  that  a  gentleman  coming 
from  Canada  acting  with,  and  under  the  direction, 
of  course,  of  the  British  Minister,  but  still  to 
be  in  direct  communication  with  this  Govern¬ 
ment,  would  be  an  appointment  of  a  most  bene¬ 
ficial  character,  and  tend  in  every  way  to  pre¬ 
vent  misunderstandings  and  to  promote  good¬ 
will  and  peace  between  us  and  our  neighbours.  It 
is  certainly  in  the  interests  of  all  parties  that  there 
should  be  that  good-will  and  good  understanding 
between  the  people  of  the  United  States  and  the 
people  of  this  country.  It  may  be  said— -I  dare  say 
it  will  be  said,  if  any  gentlemen  think  proper  to 
take  part  in  the  discussion, — that  my  argument 
goes  further  than  simply  the  appointment 
of  a  resident  agent,  and  that  if  pushed  to  its 
legitimate  and  logical  conclusion  as  far  perhaps  as 
my  hon  friend  from  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills)  desired 
the  House  to  go  when  he  moved  in  favour  of  a 
treaty-making  power, — I  am  not  going  to  discuss . 
that,  because  it  seems  to  me  to  be  foreign  to  tlje 
present  question,  but  I  think  it  will  be  seen  that  if 
« there  is  no  practical  difficulty,  if  there  is  no  insu¬ 
perable  diffi culty  in  a  gentleman  appointed  by  Canada 
acting  with  the  British  Minister  at  Washington, 
that  all  parties  in  this  country  would  be  glad  to 
see  such  an  official  representing  us  there.  If  that 
be  so,  Sir,  I  trust  that  if  the  House  approves  of  the 
resolution,  the  Government  will  see  its  way  to 
endeavour  to  give  effect  to  it.  I  do  not  mean  to 
say  that  the  Government  will  not  meet  with  diffi¬ 
culties,  I  do  not  mean  to  say  that  they  will  not 
meet  with  some  objections  from  the  Foreign  Office  ; 

I  dare  say  the  staff  of  the  Foreign  Office  will  put 
forward  many  reasons  why  a  novelty  of  this  kind 
should  not  be  introduced,  but,  nevertheless,  that 
has  not  been  the  spirit  with  which  our  applications 
for  advanced  charge  of  our  own  affairs  has  been 
met  with  in  recent  years,  and  I  have  no  doubt  that 
the  Government  of  Great  Britain  will  yield  to  any¬ 
thing  that  is  practical  and  will  yield  to  any  repre¬ 
sentation  that  is  made  from  this  side,  more  especially 
if  it  is  backed  up  by  the  concurrent  opinion  of  the 
great  body  of  the  members  of  this  House.  After 
the  lengthy  discussions  that  have  taken  place  on 
the  trade  question  this  session,  I  do  not  propose  to 
do  more  now  than  to  make  these  few  observations. 

I  bring  it  to  the  notice  of  the  House,  and  more 
especially  to  the  notice  of  gentlemen  responsible 
for  the  conduct  of  the  affairs  of  the  House  and  of 
the  country,  that  it  would  certainly  be  in  the 
interests  of  Canada,  and  a  proper  representation  of 
this  country,  and  a  proper  advancement  in  our 
political  rights  if  we  could  so  look  upon  it,  to  have 
a  representative  in  Washington,  in  the  same  way 
that  we  now  have  a  High  Commissioner  at  London. 
I,  therefore,  beg  to  move  this  motion,  seconded  by 
the  hon.  member  for  Albert  (Mr.  Weldon). 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  was  waiting  to 
hear  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  gentleman  who  was 
mentioned  as  the  seconder  of  this  motion,  before 
making  any  remarks  upon  the  question  itself.  I 
may  say  at  the  outset,  that  after  the  long  and 
somewhat  thorough  discussion  the  question  with 
reference  to  commercial  treaties  has  received  at  the 
hands  of  this  House,  it  does  not  appear  to  be 
necessary  to  take  up  much  time  in  referring  to  this 
matter  at  very  great  length.  I  sympathize  alto- 
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gether  with  my  hon.  friend  who  has  moved  this 
resolution,  in  so  far  as  it  evinces  a  desire  to  carry 
on,  so  far  as  it  can  be  legitimately  and  properly 
done,  the  extension  of  Canada’s  powers  in  regard  to 
the  management  of  her  own  affairs  ;  her  powers 
and  influence  in  regard  to  the  direction  of  her 
affairs  outside  of  this  country  as  well  as  in  it.  The 
hon.  gentleman  has  very  truly  remarked  in  his 
brief  but  accurate  history  of  the  gradual  develop¬ 
ment  of  Canadian  powers  in  this  direction,  that 
the  Government  of  Great  Britain  have  met 
our  demands  in  a  kindly  and  friendly  spirit ; 
and  a  review  of  ten  or  fifteen  years  history 
of  this  country  will  show  a  very  great  advance 
indeed  in  the  powers  that  Canada,  a  colony  of 
Great  Britain,  has  obtained  in  reference  to  the  full 
and  thorough  representation  of  her  interests,  as  they 
are  dealt  with  in  foreign  countries,  by  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  of  Great  Britain.  The  contrast  between 
this  recent  period  and  twenty  years  ago  is  very 
marked  indeed  in  that  respect,  and  as  I  took  occa¬ 
sion  to  affirm  in  the  course  of  the  debate  which 
happened  here  not  many  days  ago,  Canada  has 
to-day  about  all  the  powers  in  that  respect  that 
she  can  ask  for  consistent  with  the  relations  which 
exist  between  her,  as  a  colony,  and  the  mother 
country  as  an  integreal  part  of  the  Empire. 
The  resolution  which  my  hon.  friend  has  moved 
contemplates  more  than  a  commercial  agency,  it 
seems  to  me,  and  somewhat  less  than  the  status  of 
an  independent  power.  It  asks  that  owing  to 
questions  which  arise  for  adjustment  between  the 
Dominion  and  the  United  States  : 

“  It  would  tend  to  the  advancement  of  those  interests 
and  the  promotion  of  a  better  understanding  between  the 
two  countries  were  a  representative  appointed  by  the 
Government  of  the  Dominion,  subject  to  the  appi’oval  of 
Her  Majesty’s  Imperial  Advisers,  and  attached  to  the 
staff  of  Her  Majesty’s  Minister  at  Washington,  specially 
charged  to  watch,  guard  and  represent  the  interests  of 
Canada.”  ' 

So  that  I  think  my  analysis  of  the  resolution  is  cor¬ 
rect,  that  it  contemplates  less  than  the  status  of  an 
independent  power  and  something  more  than  a 
commercial  agency.  Now,  so  far  as  commercial 
agencies  are  concerned,  I  think  that  the  Canadian 
Government,  as  it  has  been  doing,  may  still  further 
press  its  lines  out  in  that  direction,  aiming  ultim¬ 
ately  at  having  at  every  important  trade  centre  in 
countries  with  which  we  have  large  business  rela¬ 
tions,  some  one  to  represent  this  country  in  a  com¬ 
mercial  trade  way,  much  the  same  as  in  the  consular 
system  which  is  in  vogue  in  all  commercial  coun¬ 
tries  ;  and  any  proposition  looking  in  that  direction 
has  not  only  the  cordial  sympathy  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  but  its  cordial  co-operation.  I  may  say  that 
the  Government  has  already  made  a  commencement 
in  the  direction  of  establishing  such  a  system  of 
commercial  agencies.  The  High  Commisioner  in 
London,  outside  of  all  other  duties  which  he  has  to 
undertake  and  which  he  performs  so  well,  has 
the  duty  of  guarding  and  looking  after  the  com¬ 
mercial  interests  of  Canada  in  relation  to 
those  of  the  mother  country,  and  of  reporting 
his  observations  continuously  and  clearly  to  the 
Dominion  Government.  Sir  Charles  Tupper’s 
duties  have  largely  turned  in  that  direction,  and 
he  has  made  numerous  and  very  important  reports 
to  this  Government,  which  have  been  very  helpful 
and  which  in  the  future  I  hope  may  be  turned  to  still 
more  practical  account.  We  have  also  in  Paris  to¬ 
day  an  agent,  Mr.  Hector  Fabre,  who  outside  of  a 
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general  supervision  of  immigration  matters  in 
France,  has  been  charged,  not  specially  heretofore, 
but  within  the  last  year  and  specially  by  my  own 
department,  with  looking  after  the  commercial 
interests  of  Canada  in  so  far  as  they  are  related  to 
or  affected  by  legislation  or  the  trend  of  business 
in  France.  In  the  West  India  Islands  there  have 
been  within  the  last  six  months  a  half  dozen  or  so 
of  commercial  agents  appointed  at  the  principal 
centres,  whose  duty  will  be  carefully  to  observe 
the  current  of  trade,  the  legislation,  and  whatever 
'else  may  take  place  which  would  in  any  way  affect 
Canadian  commercial  interests,  and  to  report  fully 
and  carefully  on  those  matters,  to  the  Dominion 
Government,  to  the  end  that  their  observations 
and  information  may  be  known  not  only  to  the 
Canadian  Government,  but,  by  means  which  shall 
be  adopted,  may  become  known  to  the  commercial 
bodies  of  this  country  as  well,  so  that  benefit 
may  accrue  to  the  general  trade  and  business 
of  the  country.  With  the  United  States  of  America, 
as  my  lion,  friend  has  remarked,  our  commerce  is 
very  large  and  our  commercial  interests  correspond¬ 
ingly  important.  There  is,  however,  this  differ¬ 
ence  with  regard  to  the  United  States  system  of 
Government  and  that  of  most  other  countries,  that 
in  almost  every  other  country  the  tariffs,  which 
affect  so  largely  the  business  relations  of  different 
countries  with  each  other,  have  their  origin  with 
the  Government  ;  and  representations  made  to  the 
Government  and  negotiations  carried  on  with  the 
Government  in  purely  fiscal  matters,  have  their  in¬ 
fluence,  and  if  favourably  looked  upon  by  the  Govern¬ 
ment  involved,  may  be  directly  carried  out  in  tariff 
regulations  made  under  the  direction  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  and  be  presented  to  the  legislature  ;  whereas 
in  the  United  States  the  Cabinet  is  altogether  out¬ 
side  of  Congress.  There  the  Cabinet  as  a  Cabinet  has 
nothing  to  do  with  the  initiation  or  the  carrying 
through  of  tariff  and  fiscal  regulations.  These 
matters  are  in  the  hands  of  a  committee  of  the  House 
and  are  solely  within  the  powers  of  the  House  itself. 
So  that  the  difficulties  in  the  way  of  influencing 
tariff  legislation  through  the  Government  are 
greater  in  the  United  States  than  they  are  in 
most  other  countries  with  which  we  have  commer¬ 
cial  relations.  Now,  when  we  contemplate  what  is 
proposed  here,  the  question  arises  as  to  whatgreater 
power  a  representative  from  Canada  would  have  as 
an  attache  to  the  staff  of  the  British  ambassador  in 
Washington,  in  the  sense  of  guarding  the  commer¬ 
cial  interests  of  Canada  and  keeping  the  Dominion 
Government  thoroughly  informed  as  to  the  trend  of 
sentiment,  and  as  to  the  initiation  of  measures 
which  may  have  an  effect  upon  the  trade  and  com¬ 
merce  of  Canada,  than  he  would  have  as  a  simple 
commercial  agent  vdiose  duty  it  would  be  to  keep 
himself  en  rapport  with  the  tendencies  in  these 
respects  in  the  United  States,  and  to  keep  the 
Government  of  Canada  fully  informed  in  relation 
thereto.  If  he  is  given  a  position  as  an  attache  of 
the  British  ambassador  at  Washington,  then  the 
practical  difficulties  arise  of  which  my  lion,  friend 
spoke,  and  which  we  must  all  acknowledge. 
What  shall  be  his  powers  ?  He  will,  of  course,  have 
to  be  subordinate  to  the  British  Minister.  It 
would  not  be  possible  that  he  should  act  of  his 
own  motion  in  matters  relating  to  general  Imperial 
policy.  He  must  act  under  the  instructions  of  the 
British  ambassador  ;  and  the  difficulty  arises  as  to 
what  would  be  the  practical  nature  of  his  position,  and 
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as  to  whether  an  advantage  would  be  gained  by 
having  a  Canadian  attached  in  that  subordinate 
way  to  the  staff  of  the  British  ambassador  at 
Washington  above  such  advantages  as  we  have  at 
present.  Any  one  who  has  followed  the  course  of 
events  knows  that  a  major  part  of  the  work  of  the 
British  ambassador  at  the  court  of  the  United 
States  has  to  do  in  one  way  or  another  with 
Canadian  interests,  as  is  the  case  with  no  other 
country  in  the  world,  and,  perforce,  the  British 
ambassador  at  Washington  has  to  make  himself 
acquainted,  and  does  make  himself  acquainted 
with  Canadian  affairs.  He  has  the  interest  of 
Canadian  affairs  at  heart,  and  it  is  his  duty,  as  it 
has  been  his  practice,  to  keep  the  Governor 
General  and  the  Government  of  this  country 
thoroughly  informed  with  reference  to  any  trans¬ 
actions  which  affect  Canada  in  any  of  her  interests. 
So  that  with  this  peculiar  position  of  the  English 
ambassador  at  Washington,  having  to  do  so  much 
with  Canadian  affairs,  and  with  the  quick  means 
of  communication  we  have  with  Washington,  it  is 
a  fact  that  at  present  nothing  goes  on  in  which 
(Canadian  interests  are  involved,  and  with 
reference  to  which  information  ought  to  be 
given  to  the  Canadian  Government,  in  which 
such  information  is  not  given,  and  the 
clearest  observations,  so  far  as  these  things  affect 
Canada,  brought  to  the  notice,  and  that  speedily, 
of  the  Dominion  Government.  Among  the  diffi¬ 
culties  in  the  way  of  having  an  attache  of  our  own  at 
Westminster  in  connection  with  the  embassy,  is 
the  practical  difficulty  as  to  what  powers  he  would 
have  and  what  greater  advantages  would  be  gained 
in  that  respect  than  are  gained  at  present,  and 
over  ami  above  what  might  be  gained  by  having 
an  intelligent  agent  at  Washington,  and  if  the 
idea  is  that  we  should  have  such  an  agent 
there,  that  is  a  policy  which  would  demand  carry¬ 
ing  out,  not  only  with  reference  to  Washington, 
but  all  important  countries  with  which  we  have 
trade  relations.  So  far  as  the  question  stands  at 
present,  without  going  any  further  into  it,  I  see 
the  practical  difficulties  which  surround  the  ques¬ 
tion,  and  whilst  I  sympathize  with  the  spirit  and 
endeavour  of  my  lion,  friend  to  have  the  powers  of 
Canada,  which  have  been  so  extensively  developed 
within  the  last  15  years,  still  further  developed  and 
extended,  in  so  far  as  that  extension  can  be  useful 
to  Canada  and  practically  carried  out,  I  yet  see 
many  practical  difficulties  in  the  wTay,  which  it 
would  be  necessary  to  very  carefully  consider  be¬ 
fore  we  take  a  decisive  step.  The  lion,  gentleman 
has  brought  his  resolution  before  the  House,  and 
it  will  no  doubt  be  discussed  by  the  House,  and 
the  Government  will  listen  attentively  to  the  dis¬ 
cussion  and  carefully  note  the  observations  made 
on  either  side,  with  the  view  of  profiting  by  these 
observations  and  this  discussion  towards  extending 
as  far  as  it  can  be  consistently  and  properly  done, 
in  conjunction  with  the  home  Government,  the 
powers  which  Canada  already  possesses  in  a  large 
degree,  and  which  it  is  the  object  of  my  lion,  friend 
to  still  further  extend  and  develop. 


Mr.  MILLS  (Both well).  We  are  still  in  the 

clouds. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  I  am  very  sorry,  for  my  part, 
that  the  very  clear  and  forcible,  though  concise, 
argument  of  the  lion,  member  forSimcoe  has  failed 
to  convince  the  lion,  gentleman  who  has  just 
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spoken.  That  hon.  gentleman  has  pointed  out 
the  advantages  and  the  disadvantages  arising 
out  of  the  proposed  policy,  and  I  have  not  been 
able  to  gather  from  anything  he  has  said  that, 
between  the  advantage  on  the  one  side  and  the 
disadvantage  on  the  other  side,  he  was  able  to 
form  an  opinion  for  himself.  He  has  not  shown 
us  whether  he  is  fish  or  flesh.  He  may  be 
both,  but  he  has  not  shown  us  that  he  is  either. 
For  my  part,  I  hail  with  great  pleasure  the 
motion  of  the  hon.  member  for  Simcoe.  It  seems 
to  me  that  his  proposition,  though  it  does  not 
go  so  far  as  I  would  wish,  would  still  be  of  great 
advantage  to  the  people  of  Canada  at  large, 
and  a  great  improvement  on  the  present  state  of 
things.  It  is  manifest,  and  it  must  become  more 
and  more  obvious,  that  the  interests  of  Canada  and 
the  interests  of  Great  Britain  are  of  necessity  on 
account  of  their  respective  positions,  distinct  and 
separate  upon  many  things.  Their  commercial 
policies  differ.  One  is  free  trade  and  the  other 
protection  ;  and  the  very  fact  that  Canada,  and  the 
Conservative  party  especially  has  chosen  deliberate¬ 
ly  to  adopt  the  policy  of  protection,  while  by  instinct 
and  by  tradition,  it  seems  to  me,  we  should  have 
favoured  the  other  policy,  is  most  conclusive  evi¬ 
dence  that  the  interests  of  both  countries  cannot  be 
served  equally 'by  the  same  policy.  I  hope  the  hon. 
member  for  Bruce  (Mr.  McNeill)  will  take  a  note 
of  this  motion  of  the  hon.  member  for  Simcoe. 
That  hon.  gentleman  rather  lectured  me  the  other 
day  for  having  repeated  the  opinion  I  had  expressed 
on  a  former  occasion,  that  the  interests  of  Canada 
and  Great  Britain  could  not  be  served  by  the  same 
economic  policy.  I  could  not  have  prevailed  upon 
him,  I  am  sure,  to  go  back  ever  so  little  on  the 
opinions  he  expressed ;  but  I  hope  the  cobwebs 
which  obscured  his  judgment,  usually  clear  in  other 
matters,  will  be  brushed  away  by  the  arguments 
of  the  hon.  member  for  North  Simcoe.  As  I  have 
said,  the  proposition  of  the  hon.  gentleman  is  not 
perhaps  as  broad  as  I  would  desire,  but  I  recog¬ 
nize  the  great  difficulty  which  stands  in  the  way. 
We  are  a  colony  of  Great  Britain,  and  it  is  impos¬ 
sible  for  us  to  have  anything  better  than  what  is 
proposed.  The  Minister  of  Finance  would  prefer 
a  commercial  agent  at  Washington.  I  do  not  say 
that  a  commercial  agent  at  Washington  would  not 
be  of  great  advantage  on  many  occasions  ; 
but  obviously  the  power  of  a  commercial 
agent,  in  so  far  especially  as  international 
relations  are  concerned,  must  be  very  limited,  and 
there  would  be,  even  if  we  had  a  commercial  agent 
at  Washington,  numerous  questions  upon  which 
from  the  very  limited  nature  of  his  functions,  his 
powers  would  scarcely  be  of  any  benefit  at  all  to 
Canada.  I  would  prefer  if  possible  to  have  a  dip¬ 
lomatic  rather  than  a  commercial  agent  at  Wash¬ 
ington,  but  how  are  you  to  have  a  diplomatic  agent 
at  Washington?  What  is  the  suggested  remedy? 
The  hon.  gentleman  suggests  that  there  should  be 
a  Canadian  attache  to  the  British  embassy.  The 
experiment  is  worth  trying.  I  do  not  know  how 
far  it  will  work,  but  for  my  part  I  say  that  a  good 
many  of  the  difficulties  which  marked  our  rela¬ 
tions  in  the  past  with  the  United  States  would  be 
obviously  overcome  if  we  had  such  an  agent.  Let 
us  go  back  to  the  evil  days  of  1888  when  commercial 
war  was  in  sight  between  Canada  and  the  United 
States,  when  we  were  threatened  not  only  with 
commercial  war  but  with  all  the  evils  of  war  itself, 
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because  if  we  had  come  to  this  unfortunate  state 
when  possibly  commercial  intercourse  would  cease 
between  Canada  and  the  United  States,  the 
door  being  thus  opened,  the  results  must 
have  been  very  serious  and  there  is  no  saying 
where  it  would  have  ended.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  said  that  the  British  ambassador  always 
took  a  practical  interest  in  the  affairs  of  Canada. 

I  do  not  altogether  agree  with  him.  On  the 
contrary,  I  charge  British  diplomacy  with  having 
been  on  all  occasions  indifferent  to  Canadian 
interests  and  with  having  sacrificed  Canadian  inter¬ 
ests  wherever  the  interests  of  Canada  came  in 
contact  with  British  interests.  In  those  very 
days  of  1888,  when  commercial  war  was  within 
sight,  I  frankly  avow  that  the  British  ambassador 
at  Washington  was  taking  some  interest  in  what 
was  going  on  before  his  eyes,  but  from  the  very 
necessity  of  the  case,  from  the  fact  that  he  had  to 
report  directly  to  London  and  that  from  London  his 
communications  had  to  come  to  Canada,  war  might 
have  been  declared,  non-intercourse  proclaimed, 
before  the  results  of  his  efforts  had  become  at  all 
available.  Under  such  circumstances  it  was  lucky 
for  Canada — and  in  so  saying  I  have  the  words  of 
Sir  Charles  Tupper — that  a  Canadian  gentleman 
who  resides  in  the  United  States,  Mr.  Wiman,  con¬ 
stituted  himself  the  ambassador  of  Canada  at  Wash¬ 
ington,  interviewed  Mr.  Bayard,  then  Secretary  of 
State,  and  procured  an  interview  between  him 
and  Sir  Charles  Tupper,  an  interview  which  at  once 
brought  up  negotiations  which  afterwards  brought 
on  the  Treaty  of  Washington,  a  treaty  which  I  am 
sorry  to  say  was  abortive,  but  which  at  all  events 
removed  the  clouds  which  threatened  the  amicable 
relations  between  the  two  countries.  Perhaps  it 
is  not  out  of  place  here,  after  giving  the  authority 
of  Sir  Charles  Tupper  as  to  what  Canada  owes  to 
the  action  of  Mr.  Wiman,  to  quote  the  language  of 
Mr.  Bayard,  in  a  letter  which  he  addressed  to  Sir 
Charles  Tupper  as  follows  : — 

“  Washington,  D.  C.,  May  31, 1888. 

“  My  dear  Sir  Charles,— The  delay  in  writing  you  has 
been  unavoidable.  In  the  very  short  interview  afforded 
by  your  visit  I  referred  to  the  embarrassment  arising  out 
of  the  gradual  practical  emancipation  of  Canada  from  the 
control  of  the  mother  country,  and  the  consequent  assump¬ 
tion  by  that  community  of  attributes  of  autonomous  and 
sepai’ate  sovereignty,  not,  however,  distinct  from  the 
Empire  of  Great  Britain.  The  awkwardness  of  this 
imperfectly  developed  sovereignty  is  felt  most  strongly  by 
the  United  States,  which  cannot  have  formal  relations 
with  Canada  except  directly  and  as  a  colonial  dependency 
of  the  British  Crown,  and  nothing  could  better  illustrate 
the  embarrassment  arising  from  this  amorphous  condi¬ 
tion  of  things  than  by  the  volume  of  correspondence 
published  severally  this  year  relating  to  the  fisheries  by 
the  United  States,  Great  Britain,  and  the  Government  of 
the  Dominion.  The  time  lost  in  this  circumlocution, 
although  often  most  regrettable,  was  the  least  part  of  the 
difficulty,  and  the  indirectness  of  appeal  and  reply  was 
the  most  serious  feature,  ending,  as  it  did,  very  unsatis¬ 
factorily.” 

I  would  call  the  attention  of  the  hon.  gentleman  to 
the  ending  of  this  letter  : 

“  The  time  lost  in  the  circumlocution  was  the  least  part 
of  the  difficulty,  and  the  indirectness  of  appeal  and  reply 
was  the  most  serious  feature,  ending,  as  it  did,  very  un¬ 
satisfactorily.” 

Now,  let  us  suppose  that  at  that  time  the  plan 
proposed  by  the  hon.  gentleman  had  been  in  opera¬ 
tion  and  that  we  had  a  Canadian  attache  at  the 
legation  in  Washington,  I  would  believe  that  he 
would  have  to  report  concurrently  to  both  Impe¬ 
rial  and  Canadian  Governments. 
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Mr.  McCarthy.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  He  should  communicate, 
through  the  ambassador,  to  the  Government  of 
England  and  to  the  Government  of  Canada,  and  if 
that  were  done  through  the  British  embassy,  the 
indirectness  of  the  reply  would  be  avoided. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  Partially 

Mr.  LAURIER.  No,  not  only  partially  but 
completely,  because  all  matters  would  have  to  be 
communicated  simultaneously  to  the  British  and 
Canadian  Governments,  and  the  Canadian  Govern¬ 
ment  would  then  act  at  once,  and  the  very  difficul¬ 
ties  which  on  that  occasion  occurred  would  have 
been  in  a  larger  measure  obviated.  It  seems  to  me 
that  the  language  used  by  Mr.  Bayard  gives  one  of 
the  best  reasons  for  the  motion  of  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man.  I  agree  with  the  hon.  gentleman  that  the 
question  is  one  of  very  great  difficulty.  I  am  sure 
that  this  arrangement  would  not  work  as  satisfac¬ 
torily  as  I  would  wish  it  possible  for  it  to  work, 
but,  as  long  as  Canada  continues  to  be  a  dependency 
of  the  British  Crown,  I  can  think  of  no  better 
method  than  that  "which  is  suggested  here  of  Can¬ 
ada  conducting  her  affairs  in  regard  to  our  relations 
with  the  American  people.  Situated  as  we  are, 
the  remedy  the  hon.  gentleman  proposes  will  cer¬ 
tainly  have  my  support,  and  I  think  my  friends  on 
this  side  are  prepared  to  give  it  their  cordial  sup¬ 
port. 

Mr.  W  ELDON.  Seeing  that  the  leader  of  the 
Opposition  has  come  to  such  a  sound  conclusion, 
we  can  scarcely  object  to  the  statement  he  made 
when  he  commenced  his  speech,  that  the  interests 
of  Canada  and  the  interests  of  England  were  separate 
and  distinct.  The  hon.  gentleman’s  speech  proves 
that  he  is  not  a  perfect  Bourbon,  but  that  he  can 
learn  something.  In  1888,  he  spoke  in  a  most  dis¬ 
paraging.  way  of  the  Washington  Treaty,  and  he 
has  to-day  expressed  himself  as  being  sorry  that 
the  Fisheries  Treaty  of  1888  was  abortive.  I  think 
his  remarks  show  that  the  position  of  a  Brit¬ 
ish  ambassador  in  Washington  is  not  adequate  to 
meet  the  needs  of  Canada.  He  illustrated  his 
remarks  by  referring  to  the  representations  which 
Sir  Charles  Tapper  made  in  1888  when  he  returned 
from  Washington,  which  showed  that  there  was, 
in  fishery  matters,  an  intense  degree  of  irrita¬ 
tion  in  the  United  States.  The  Minister  of  Finance 
expressed  his  opinion  more  in  favour  of  a  commercial 
agency  at  Washington,  and  the  leader  of  the  Opposi¬ 
tion  saystliat,  while  tliatwould  be  good,  a  diplomatic 
agency  would  be  better.  He  has  expressed  my 
view  in  that  regard.  He  has  stated  that  British 
diplomacy  has  sometimes  endangered  the  interests  of 
Canada,  and  I  think  that  is  true.  If  we  were  to  go 
over  the  treaties  of  many  years  since  the  commence¬ 
ment  of  this  century,  we  would  find  the  truth  of 
that,  commencing  with  the  Ashbourne  Treaty  and 
going  through  the  others,  the  principal  reason  for 
which  was  that  the  British  plenipotentiaries  were 
imperfectly  informed  as  to  the  facts,  and  as  to  the 
effect  those  treaties  would  have  on  the  interests  of 
Canada.  The  motion  which  has  been  made  by  my 
hon.  friend  from  North  Simcoe  (Mr.  McCarthy)  is 
to  the  eflect  that  we  desire  to  have  the  plenipoten¬ 
tiaries  better  informed  as  to  the  facts  in  regard  to 
Canadian  interests.  I  need  not  multiply  instances 
in  support  of  this  motion.  Some  of  them  were 
given  by  the  Minister  of  Finance,  and  it  appears 
that,  to-day,  England  has  laid  down  the  rule  that, 
Mr.  Laurier. 


where  the  interests  of  Canada  are  to  be  affected  by 
British  diplomacy,  no  conclusion  shall  be  arrived  at 
unless  Canada  has  been  consulted  in  regard  to  the 
state  of  affairs.  In  a  speech  quoted  this  session, 
which  gave  some  pleasure  to  hon.  gentlemen  on  the 
other  side,  and  some  pain  to  my  hon.  friend  from 
North  Bruce  (Mr.  McNeill)  and  others  on  this  side, 
Sir  MichaelHicks-Beach  made  a  distinct  declaration 
on  the  part  of  the  Imperial  Government  in  this  regard. 
I  have  not  the  words  in  my  memory,  but  from  my 
reading  of  the  speech  I  believe  he  said  this  in  effect : 
Nowhere  will  you  find  a  more  distinct  statement 
of  the  rule  that  England  would  take  the  colonies 
into  her  confidence,  and  would  not  treat  for  them 
so  as  to  bind  them  without  their  concurrence.  The 
case  in  favour  of  this  has  been  so  clearly  and  so 
well  stated  by  the  mover  and  by  the  leader  of  the 
Opposition,  that  I  may  not  dwell  upon  it.  I  very 
heartily  support  the  motion  ;  I  think  it  is  capable 
of  doing  much  good  ;  I  think  that  it  is  very  likely 
to  bring  about  a  better  understanding  between  our 
own  people  and  the  American  people.  As  was  said 
by  Mr.  Bayard,  in  the  negotiations  four  years  ago, 
“  God  made  us  neighbours,  and  common  sense 
should  make  us  friends.”  He  is  an  unwise  public 
man,  either  in  the  counsels  of  that  nation  to  the 
south  of  us,  or  in  this  Chamber,  who  uses  words  of 
acerbity  or  bitterness. 

Mr.  CASEY.  The  hon.  member  who  has  just 
sat  down  dissents  from  the  view  of  my  leader  that 
the  interests  of  Canada  and  those  of  Great  Britain 
are  distinct.  He  has  failed  to  show  any  reason 
for  that  dissent.  I  must  call  his  attention  to  the 
fact  that  the  statement  that  those  interests  are 
distinct,  does  not  always  mean  that  they  are  an¬ 
tagonistic  ;  it  may  mean  that,  and  it  may  not. 
The  fact  that  Great  Britain  is  not  directly  inter¬ 
ested  in  most  of  the  questions  that  occur  between 
the  United  States  and  ourselves,  shows  that  those 
interests  are  distinct ;  it  does  not  follow,  of  course, 
that  they  are  antagonistic,  but  it  may  easily  fol¬ 
low  from  the  circumstances  arising  out  of  a  par¬ 
ticular  case.  Let  me  quote  the  fishery  question  in 
the  east  and  the  question  of  the  seal  fisheries,  as 
instances  in  which  they  might  easily  become  an¬ 
tagonistic.  England  has  no  concern  in  the  pros¬ 
perity  of  our  fishermen  in  the  Maritime  Provinces, 
England  has  no  concern  with  the  question  of  who 
kills  the  fur  seals  in  the  North  Pacific  ocean  ;  but 
it  does  matter  to  Canada  who  shall  fish  in  our 
eastern  waters  ;  it  does  matter  to  Canada  very 
much  whether  she  has  a  right  to  kill  seals  on  the 
high  seas.  I  would  instance  this  last  particularly, 
as  a  case  where  the  interests  appear  to  be  antago¬ 
nistic  to  a  certain  extent.  Although  Canada  has 
been  consulted  in  this  matter,  and  our  interests  have 
been  ably  represented,  England  has  dictated  the 
policy  that  the  question  of  killing  seals  on  the  high 
seas  shall  be  an  open  q  uestion  ;  she  has  agreed  to  go 
to  arbitration  on  the  question  as  to  whether  seals 
should  be  killed  on  the  high  seas.  Now,  it  would  be 
to  the  interest  of  Canada  in  this  matterto  have  main¬ 
tained  the  proposition  that  since  the  United  States 
have  admittedly  no  jurisdiction  over  those  open 
waters,  the  question  should  not  be  open  at  all  of 
putting  restrictions  upon  the  killing  of  seals  in  those 
seas.  Now,  another  proposition  of  my  hon.  friend 
was  that  England  had  admitted  the  principle  that 
Canada  should  always  be  consulted,  and  that  she 
should  enter  into  no  treaties  or  no  legislation  bind- 
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ing  upon  the  colonies  without  such  consultation. 
The  hon.  gentleman  has  put  that  much  too  broadly. 
In  the  treaties  between  the  United  States  and  Great 
Britain  affecting  Canada,  Canada  had  representation, 
but  we  were  made  rather  rudely  aware  the  other 
day  of  the  fact  that  other  British  treaties  did  affect 
the  colonies,  and  that  Great  Britain  was  unwilling, 
as  stated  by  Lord  Knutsford  in  his  despatch  which 
has  been  laid  before  the  House,  to  make  any  changes 
in  the  existing  treaties  whatever  at  the  request  of 
Canada  or  any  other  colony.  It  was  laid  down 
very  distinctly  by  the  Colonial  Secretary  that  the 
interests  of  the  colonies  were  not  to  be  taken 
into  consideration  in  regard  to  those  trea¬ 
ties,  that  we  would  just  have  to  put  up 
with  whatever  effect  those  treaties  might  have 
on  our  commerce.  I  am  not  discussing  whether 
that  should  be  .so  or  not,  but  I  am  pointing  out  to 
the  hon.  gentleman  that  such  is  the  case,  that  in 
regard  to  treaties  England  does  not  undertake  to 
consider  the  interest  of  the  colonies  except  where 
the  treaty  is  one  specially  referring  to  the  parti¬ 
cular  colony  in  question.  Now,  as  to  the  usefulness 
of  this  agent  at  Washington,  there  is  no  doubt  he 
would  be  much  more  useful  if  we  had  the  power  of 
making  our  own  commercial  treaties.  I  am  satisfied 
that  if  this  House  had  the  courage,  and  had  the 
knowledge  of  its  own  interests  to  induce  it  to  ask 
for  that  power,  there  would  be  very  little  diffi.cult3r 
in  obtaining  it.  I  do  not  see  why  England  should 
not  be  willing  to  give  us  power  to  make  our  own 
treaties  with  foreign  countries,  just  as  she  has  given 
us  power  to  make  our  own  tariffs,  levying  taxes  upon 
imported  goods,  English  as  well  as  foreign.  Now,  it 
is  the  Government  and  their  supporters  who  have 
seen  fit  not  to  ask  for  this  power.  They  have  refused 
the  suggestion  made  from  this  side  of  the  House  that 
we  should  ask  for  the  power  to  make  our  own  com¬ 
mercial  treaties,  a  request  which,  I  believe,  would 
have  been  granted.  It  is  naturally,  therefore,  awk¬ 
ward  for  them,  specially  for  the  Minister  of  Finance, 
to  give  any  countenance  to  a  proposition  which,  if  it 
has  any  tendency,  will  certainly  tend  in  the  direction 
of  more  independent  governmental  action  of  Canada 
towards  the  United  States,  in  regard  to  treaties. 
It  is  awkward  to  the  Minister  to  sanction  any 
such  proposition,  and  he,  therefore,  proposes  the 
substitution ’of  a  commercial  agent.  Hefailed  to  point 
out  what  commercial  agents  could  do  for  us  in  regard 
to  a  diplomatic  matter.  He  has  equally  failed  to  see 
how  a  diplomatic  agent  attached  to  the  Imperial 
consulate  could  be  of  any  use  to  us.  I  do  not  agree 
with  him  there  ;  I  think  a  Canadian  attache  would 
be  of  some  use  to  us.  But  I  would  point  out  fur¬ 
ther  that  this  agent  would  have  no  powers  of  nego¬ 
tiation  in  himself,  he  would  have  to  do  everything 
concerning  actual  negotiations  through  the  consul¬ 
ate,  and  with  the  authority  of  the  Imperial  Govern¬ 
ment.  But  this  much  he  could  do,  so  far  as  treating 
with  the  United  States  is  concerned:  he  could  conduct 
preliminary  proceedings,  could  arrive  at  such  condi¬ 
tions  as  the  United  States  and  Canada  were  mutually 
willing  to  agree  to,  and  at  that  point  only  need  the 
assistance  of  the  Imperial  Government  be  invoked. 
Everything  could  be  settled  between  the  United 
States  and  Canadian  representatives  before  the  ad¬ 
vice  of  Great  Britain  was  asked  in  the  matter.  I 
think  in  that  way  he  might  be  extremely  useful. 
But  it  remains  to  be  asked  whether  our  agent  need 
be  attached  at  all  to  the  Imperial  staff  at  Washing¬ 
ton.  His  duties  would  be  necessarily  the  duties  of 


an  adviser  merely  ;  he  could  fulfil  those  duties 
equally  well  if  he  were  not  attached,  if  he  were 
merely  a  diplomatic  agent  of  Canada  at  Washing¬ 
ton  for  the  purpose  of  advising  with  the  British  re¬ 
presentatives  on  all  necessary  occasions,  but  not  a 
member  of  his  staff,  and  not  necessarily  under  his 
direct  control.  He  could  send  us  information  of 
what  is  passing  at  Washington,  he  could  sound  the 
leaders  of  Congress  as  to  what  could  possibly  be  ar¬ 
ranged  in  the  way  of  treaty,  and  he  could  give  this 
information  to  this  Government  and  to  the  British 
Government  equally  well  whether  he  were  attached 
to  the  staff  or  not.  On  the  other  hand,  his  attach¬ 
ment  to  the  staff  might  in  many  ways  hamper  his 
action.  I  think  all  our  experience  has  gone  to 
show  that  a  representative  of  Canada  directly,  has 
better  facilities  for  negotiation  with  the  American 
officials,  than  a  representative  of  Great  Britain. 
It  has  always  been  the  case  when  we  send  dele¬ 
gates  there  directly  from  this  country,  that  they 
have  got  along  better  in  negotiations  with  the 
United  States,  the  United  States  have  spoken  a 
little  more  freely  than  they  would  to  the  direct 
representative  of  Britain  alone.  I  think  this  agent 
not  attached  to  the  Imperial  staff  would  be  more 
useful  than  if  he  were  attached,  and  on  other 
grounds  I  think  there  would  be  a  greater  field 
of  usefulness  open  to  him.  However,  taking  the 
motion  as  it  is,  although  there  would  be  diffi¬ 
culties  in  the  way  of  such  a  representative,  I  feel 
with  my  leader  that  the  experiment  is  one  well 
worth  crying,  that  no  harm  could  result  and  some 
good  might  be  accomplished  by  appointing  an  agent 
even  with  such  limited  powers  and  under  the 
supervision  of  the  mother  country,  as  the  hon. 
member  for  East  Simcoe  (Mr.  McCarthy)  asks  to 
have  appointed.  For  that  reason,  if  no  better  pro¬ 
position  is  submitted  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House,  I  am  inclined  to  support  the  motion. 

Mr.  COCKBURN.  As  one  of  the  representa¬ 
tives  of  the  city  of  Toronto,  whose  imports  and 
exports  during  last  year  exceeded  $23,000,000,  a 
large  portion  of  whose  trade  is  with  the  United 
States,  I  naturally  feel  an  interest  in  the  question 
which  has  been  brought  before  the  House  by  the 
hon.  gentleman  for  North  Simcoe  (Mr.  McCarthy). 
At  the  same  time  I  must  say  that  I  was  somewhat 
astonished  at  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  member  for 
Elgin  (Mr.  Casey)  when  he  told  the  House  that 
Canada  and  England  were  antagonistic  in  their 
views,  that  England  had  manifested  no  concern 
whatever  in  the  fisheries  question,  and  that  she  had 
no  interest  in  it.  Surely  it  must  be  within  the 
recollection  of  the  hon.  gentleman  that  only  a  few 
years  ago,  owing  to  the  deep  interest  which  she  took 
in  our  fishery  question,  Canada  was  awarded  over 
$5,000,000  ;  and  surely  he  must  recollect  the  des¬ 
patch,  not  more  than  a  month  old,  of  the  present 
Premier  of  England,  in  which  he  gave  the  United 
States  clearly  to  understand  that  if  Canadian  rights 
in  our  seal  fisheries  were  infringed,  they  would 
be  protected  by  the  whole  force  and  power  of  the 
Empire.  I  think  it  was  absurd,  therefore,  on  the 
part  of  the  hon.  gentleman  to  use  the  tone  he 
did  use  in  speaking  of  the  negotiations  of  treaties, 
when  he  knows  that  every  leading  English  states¬ 
man  for  several  years  past  lias  given  the  colonies 
to  unders  tand,and  has  particularly  given  Canada 
to  understand,  that  no  treaty  will  be  consum¬ 
mated  with  any  power  affecting  the  interests  of 
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Canada  without  the  voice  of  Canada  having  been 
first  heard  and  duly  weighed.  The  question  which 
has  been  brought  up,  as  to  whether  we  should 
have  a  resident  agent  in  Washington  to  protect  our 
interests,  is  indeed  a  vital  question.  We  have 
already  established  Canadian  agents,  inasmuch  as 
we  have  in  London  Sir  Charles  Tapper  ;  and  I 
think  the  experience  we  have  had  of  the  manner 
in  which  those  duties  have  been  performed,  and 
the  profit  which  has  accrued  to  this  country  from 
the  performance  of  those  duties  should  strongly 
encourage  us  to  establish  a  similar  office  in  the  city 
of  Washington. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  COCKBURN.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
say  “  hear,  hear.”  They  are  always  ready  to  make 
an  outcry  when  dollars  and  cents  are  concerned  ; 
but  let  me  call  to  their  remembrance  the  simple 
fact  that  only  a  few  years  ago  Sir  Charles  Tupper, 
being  in  London  as  our  representative,  was  able  by 
the  immediate  action  he  took  to  prevent  our  Cana¬ 
dian  cattle  being  scheduled,  and  to  save  millions 
of  dollars  to  our  farmers,  enough  money  to  defray 
the  expenses  of  the  office  for  a  quarter  of  a  ceii- 
tury. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  That  is  old. 

Mr.  COCKBURN.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  do 
.  not  like  old  truths  to  be  brought  to  their  remem¬ 
brance.  I  trust  this  office  will  be  established  at 
Washington,  and  that  due  power  will  be  given  to 
the  Canadian  representative  to  protect  our  interests 
there.  We  have  in  Paris  an  agent  whose  duty  it  is 
to  protect  our  interests,  and  who,  if  he  has  not  had 
the  same  opportunity  to  distinguish  himself  as  Sir 
Charles  Tupper  has  possessed,  has  been,  no  doubt, 
of  great  service  tt>  this  country.  I  myself  in  my 
experience  in  Toronto  have  again  and  again  had 
occasion  to  observe  the  complications  which  are 
apt  to  arise  between  the  United  States  and  our¬ 
selves  on  commercial  matters ;  and  again  and 
again,  as  I  know,  merchants  of  that  city  are  obliged 
to  go  to  Washington  or  elsewhere  to  have  mistakes 
and  misunderstandings  rectifie:!.  It  is  not  simply 
the  immediate  results  of  the  establishment  of  such 
an  office  to  which  we  are  looking,  but  the  very  pre¬ 
sence  of  a  Canadian  agent  would  prevent  many 
misunderstandings  arising  and  many  acts  culminat¬ 
ing  which  could  not  be  recalled.  If  we  had  such  an 
agent  there  many  difficulties  would  be  avoided  and 
many  misunderstandings  prevented.  The  question 
as  to  whether  he  should  be  a  commercial  agent,  a 
mere  consul,  so  to  speak,  or  whether  he  should  be 
attached  to  the  diplomatic  service,  is  another  ques¬ 
tion.  From  my  own  experience,  and  from  the  time  I 
spent  in  Washington,  I  am  led  to  the  conclusion, 
by  the  general  tenor  of  conversation,  that  the  in¬ 
terests  of  Canada  were  not  looked  after  as  carefully 
as  they  would  have  been  had  we  possessed  there  a 
gentleman  qualified  on  every  occasion  to  represent 
the  views  of  Canada  to  the  Government  of  the  day. 
It  is  true  they  have  not  at  Washington  a  Cabinet 
as  we  have  here,  and  therefore  there  is  not  the 
same  direct  mode  of  influencing  the  opinion  of  the 
Government,  but,  at  the  same  time,  Mr.  Blaine, 
and  other  members  of  the  Cabinet,  although  they 
have  no  seats  in  the  House  of  Representatives, 
possess  great  influence,  and  are  consulted  by  lead¬ 
ing  members  of  the  House,  and,  therefore,  if  we 
had  a  commercial  agent  there,  or  some  gentleman 
attached  to  the  British  Minister,  he  would  be  able, 
Mr.  Cock  burn. 


in  the  course  of  the  year,  to  serve  Canada  infinitely 
better  than  this  country  can  be  served  without 
some  such  representative.  I  trust,  therefore,  the 
proposal  made  by  the  hon.  member  for  North  Sim- 
coe  (Mr.  McCarthy)  will  receive  due  consideration 
from  the  Government,  and  that  they  may  see  their 
way  to  establish  some  officer  there  who  would  care¬ 
fully  guard  the  interests  of  Canada  and  be  in  full 
accord  with  the  Dominion  Government  here. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  It  is  pretty  clear  that 
hon.  gentlemen  on  the  Treasury  benches  have  made 
some  progress  since  they  discussed  the  motion  re¬ 
lating  to  commercial  treaties  a  few  weeks  ago.  The 
Minister  of  Finance  with  respect  to  that  motion 
was  of  the  opinion  that  it  would  necessarily  lead 
to  the  separation  of  Canada  from  the  United 
Kingdom.  The  hon.  gentleman,  in  speaking  for  the 
Administration,  did  not  tell  us  the  Government 
were  prepared  to  support  this  motion,  but  he  did 
tells  us  that  the  Government  might  go  so  far  as  to- 
do  for  Canada  as  regards  the  United  States  what 
they  have  done  six  times  over  with  respect  to  the 
West  Indian  Islands.  Our  commerce  with  the 
West  Indies  is  of  the  value  of  .$2,000,000  a  year 
and  the  Government  have  six  commercial  agents 
there,  and  so  where  onr  commerce  is  something 
more  than  twenty  times  that  of  the  West  Indies, 
the  hon.  gentleman  does  not,  although  he  sees  very 
great  difficulty  in  the  way,  think  but  that  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  might,  in  the  interests  of  the  commerce  of 
Canada  with  the  United  States,  establish  a  com¬ 
mercial  agent  at  Washington.  Well,  Sir,  I  may 
say  this  with  respect  to  the  hon.  gentleman's  pro¬ 
position,  that  I  do  not  think  a  commercial  agent 
at  Washington  woidd  mean  very  much  in  the  in¬ 
terest  of  Canada.  The  people  of  Canada  might 
perhaps  to  some  extent  be  better  served  by  having 
commercial  agents  in  the  United  States,  but  no  more 
at  Washington  than  at  other  points  and  certainly  not 
so  much  at  Washington  as  at  Boston  or  New*  York. 
Sir,  it  is  the  political  duties  which  would  largely 
devolve  upon  a  representative  of  Canada  at  Washing¬ 
ton  that  would  make  the  appointment  of  an  attache 
at  Washington  important,  and  the  appointment 
of  a  commercial  agent  would  be  the  appointment  of  a 
person  who  would  have  none  of  those  important  func¬ 
tions  which  it  is  necessary  that  an  agent  of  Canada 
should  have  who  has  to  deal  with  the  relations  of 
this  country  and  the  neighbouring  Republic.  I 
was  somewhat  amazed  at  the  observations  address¬ 
ed  to  the  House  by  the  hon.  member  for  Centre 
Toronto  (Mr.  Cockburn).  The  hon.  gentleman  did 
not  inform  us,  any  more  than  the  Finance  Min¬ 
ister  did,  whether  he  favoured  a  commercial  agent 
or  a  diplomatic  agent.  The  hon.  gentleman  was 
in  the  clouds  during  his  remarks  and  he  never 
came  down  from  the  clouds.  His  opinions 
were  as  vague,  and  the  House  was  left  in  doubt  as 
to  what  they  were  at  the  conclusion  of  his  speech 
as  it  was  at  the  beginning.  The  hon.  gentleman 
complained  of  the  observation  made  from  this  side 
of  the  House,  that  our  interests  were  not  always 
identical,  or  felt  to  be  identical,  with  the  in¬ 
terests  of  the  United  Kingdom,  and  that,  therefore, 
the  interests  of  Canada  were  not  always  sufficiently 
regarded  in  the  negotiations  that  took  place 
between  the  neighbouring  Republic  and  the  Foreign 
Office.  The  hon.  gentleman  repudiated  that,  and  yet 
before  he  had  done  he  informed  the  House  that  the 
interests  of  Canada  were  not  closely  looked  after 
by  the  embassy  at  Washington. 
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Mr.  COCKBURN.  No. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  I  understood  these  to 
be  the  words  used  by  the  hon.  member. 

Mr.  COCKBURN.  I  said  they  were  not  so 
closely  and  zealously  looked  after  as  they  might 
be  if  we  had  an  agent  there  acting  with  the  British 
ambassabor. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  I  will  accept  the  hon. 
gentleman’s  qualification  of  the  words  I  have 
attributed  to  him.  I  said  that  the  hon.  gentleman 
had  stated  that  our  interests  were  not  closely  looked 
after,  and  the  hon.  gentleman  says  that  I  left  out 
the  conjunction,  and  that  the  words  he  used  were 
“not  so  closely  ”  looked  after.  I  accept  his  quali¬ 
fication,  and  to  the  extent  which  it  minimizes  the 
statement  accordingly.  But,  Sir,  after  all  the  hon. 
gentleman  admits  that  our  interests  are  so  far  dis¬ 
tinct  from  those  of  the  United  Kingdom  that  the 
Government  of  England  sends  a  representative 
who  does  not  so  closely  regard,  and  does  not  extend 
to  our  interests  that  watchful  care  that  a  representa¬ 
tive  of  Canada  would  do.  When  the  hon.  gentleman 
makesthatadmission,  I  think  he  makes  all  theadmis- 
sion  necessary  to  uphold  and  support  the  proposition 
of  the  hon.  member  for  North  Sitncoe  (Mr.  McCarthy). 
Now,  Sir,  whatever  may  be  the  views  of  political 
economists  who  think  that  in  the  highest  and  most 
accurate  sense  the  interests  of  nations  are  never 
antagonistic  to  each  other  on  questions  of  trade 
and  commerce,  that  is  not  the  view  taken  by  the 
hon.  member  for  Centre  Toronto  (Mr.  Cockburn), 
or,  so  far  as  I  know’,  by  any  hon.  gentleman  on  that 
side  of  the  House  ;  and  whatever  views  may  be 
entertained  on  the  subject  of  trade  and  commerce, 
there  are  certain  other  relations  affecting  the  ter¬ 
ritory  and  the  sovereignty  of  this  country,  in  w’hich 
the  feelings  of  the  people  of  Canada  are  not 
adequately  represented  by  any  one  from  the  other 
side  of  the  Atlantic.  We  know'  that  it  does  not 
matter  very  much  to  the  Government  of  the  United 
Kingdom  w’lrether  our  rights  in  the  Atlantic  fish¬ 
eries  are  maintained  according  to  our  contention, 
or  whether  they  are  surrendered  to  the  extent  of 
the  American  contention.  It  matters  very  little 
to  the  Government  of  the  United  Kingdom  whether 
the  seals  in  Behring  Sea  are  regarded  as  American 
property  strayed  away  from  home,  or  whether  they 
are  regarded  as  the  property  of  mankind  generally. 
There  are  other  interests  represented  by  the  Eng¬ 
lish  Foreign  Office  which  attract  the  attention  of 
British  statesmen  and  w’hich  are  considered  para¬ 
mount,  and  so  in  regard  to  all  these  matters  which 
are  of  vital  concern  to  us,  and  which  are  neces¬ 
sary  to  the  building  up  of  a  nationality  in 
this  part  of  the  North  American  continent  which 
have  very  little  interest  for  any  Government  in  the 
United  Kingdom.  It  is  true  that  the  Foreign 
Office  does  take  some  interest  in  our  affairs.  So 
long  as  it  has  charge  of  these  affairs,  the  Foreign 
Office  must  feel  that  it  is  necessary  not  to  dis¬ 
gracefully  abandon  the  just  claims  of  Canada  ;  but 
in  so  far  as  they  can  pursuade  us  to  abandon  them 
for  the  sake  of  a  peaceful  settlement  they  feel  that 
they  may  in  the  interests  of  the  Empire  properly  do 
so.  The  Imperial  Government  is  much  more  con¬ 
cerned  with  the  maintenance  of  their  sovereignty 
in  India,  and  with  the  holding  of  Russian  ambition 
in  check  in  Central  Asia,  than  it  is  in  holding  in 
check  American  aggression  on  the  North  American 
continent,  and  so  I  say  that  the  sovereign  interests 


of  the  Empire  which  specially  affect  Canada  on  this 
continent  are  much  more  likely  to  be  properly 
cared  for,  and  much  more  likely  to  be  adequately 
guarded  by  a  person  responsible  to  the  Parliament 
and  to  the  Government  here,  than  by  one  respon¬ 
sible  to  the  Parliament  and  Government  at  West¬ 
minster.  I  do  not  think  that  there  can  be  any 
doubt  on  this,  because  everything  that  has  tran¬ 
spired  proves  it.  I  need  not  refer  to  anything  more 
than  the  Fenian  raids  to  show  this.  What  was 
there  in  the  claim  of  the  United  States  with  regard 
to  the  Alabama,  that  was  not  equally  strong  against 
the  United  States  and  in  favour  of  Canada  on  the 
subject  of  the  Fenian  raids  ?  Is  there  any  hon. 
gentleman  on  that  side  of  the  House  who  will  for 
one  moment  pretend  that  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  w’ere  to  be  excused  for  permitting 
men  to  arm  and  to  drill  and  fit  themselves  out  in 
a  warlike  manner  and  to  enter  upon  Canadian 
territory  with  a  view  of  committing  hostilities  ? 
Was  not  the  Government  of  the  United  States 
more  responsible  for  what  transpired  in  reference 
to  these  raids,  than  was  the  Government  of  the 
United  Kingdom  responsible  for  the  raids  com¬ 
mitted  by  the  Alabama  and  the  Shenandoah  and 
the  Florida  and  other  vessels  sailing  from  England 
to  commit  depredations  upon  the  commerce  of  the 
American  Republic  ?  Sir,  with  regard  to  these 
matters  our  interests  w'ere  subordinated  to  what 
the  Imperial  Government  felt  to  be  the  interests 
of  the  Empire.  The  Government  of  Great  Britain 
was  seeking  to  hold  Russia  in  check,  was  anxious 
to  avoid  quarrels  with  the  United  States  and  was 
ready  to  make  sacrifices  for  the  purpose  of  recon¬ 
ciliation  in  reference  to  the  United  States  that 
were  perhaps  in  the  interests  of  the  United  King¬ 
dom  but  certainly  were  not  in  the  interests  of 
Canada.  I  could  mention  other  illustrations,  but 
that  one  of  the  Fenian  raids  is  sufficient  to  show 
that  the  interests  of  Canada  and  the  interests  of 
mother  country  in  our  diplomatic  relations  with 
the  neighbouring  Republic  are  not  always  identical. 
Therefore  the  interests  of  Canada,  if  they  are 
to  be  adequately  cared  for  and  properly  pro¬ 
tected,  must  be  under  the  control  and  jurisdiction 
of  Canada.  I  do  not  know,  but  it  does  not  seem  to 
be  that  there  aie  the  difficulties  in  the  way  of 
working  out  this  question  that  have  been  suggested 
by  some  hon.  gentlemen  in  the  discussion  that  took 
place  earlier  in  the  session.  I  have  pointed  out 
before  that  the  tendency  at  the  present  time,  the 
evolution,  if  I  may  be  allowed  the  expression,  of 
our  constitutional  system,  shows  that  the  exercise 
of  executive  authority  with  reference  to  external 
relations  cannot  always  be  continued  in  the  hands 
of  those  who  reside  at  Westminster  ;  and  when  the 
interests  of  any  important  colony  are  paramount, 
when  it  is  the  colony  which  is  chiefly  concerned* 
then  it  is  the  responsible  Government  of  the  colony* 
and  not  that  of  the  United  Kingdom,  which  should 
control  the  negotiations  for  the  settlement  of  the 
question.  Now,  it  is  because  that  is  the  case  with 
Canada  that  I  favour  the  proposition  of  the  hon. 
gentleman.  I  do  not  say  that  as  worded  it  is  in  all 
respects  such  as  would  occur  to  my  mind  ;  but  I 
accept  it  generally  as  a  first  step  necessary  for  the 
establishment  of  our  control  for  the  securing 
of  a  substantial  voice  in  the  management  of  our 
external  affairs.  I  do  not  ask  that  this  shall  be 
done  in  all  matters  ;  but  I  say  that  in  those  cases 
in  which  we  are  the  parties  chiefly  affected,  we,. 
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and  not  the  Government  at  Westminster,  should 
decide  how  the  question  should  be  settled.  .That 
being  so,  I  think  it  is  important  that  the  proposi¬ 
tion  embraced  in  the  resolution  of  the  hon.  member 
for  North  Simcoe  should  receive  the  sanction  of 
the  House.  It  was  said  fifty  years  ago  that  respon¬ 
sible  government  for  domestic  purposes  was  in¬ 
compatible  with  the  maintenance  of  our  connection 
with  the  mother  country.  It  is  said  now  that  the 
granting  of  this  proposition  is  incompatible  with 
the  maintenance  of  those  relations.  Experience  has 
shown  that  the  first  contention  was  altogether 
erroneous.  I  believe  experience  will  show  that  the 
contention  with  regard  to  this  proposition  is  equally 
erroneous  ;  and  that  it  is  possible  to  establish  this 
relation,  and  to  work  out  this  policy  of  giving  to 
the  important  colonies  a  voice  in  the  management 
of  their  external  relations,  without  in  any  way 
weakening  the  connection  between  the  colonies  and 
the  mother  country.  On  the  contrary,  in  my 
opinion,  it  would  rather  tend  to  strengthen  that 
connection,  because  it  would  give  us  the  position 
of  equals  and  not  the  position  of  subordinates 
which  we  have  up  to  this  moment  occupied,  in 
reference  to  external  affairs  in  which  we  are  deeply 
interested. 

Mr.  McNEILL.  I  would  like  to  ask  my  hon. 
friend  which  proposition  he  adheres  to — the  propo¬ 
sition  that  in  matters  mainly  affecting  one  of  the 
colonies  of  the  Empire,  the  colonj^ .  should  have 
the  control  of  the  negotiations,  or  the  other  pro¬ 
position,  which  he  stated  immediately  afterwards, 
that  the  colonies  should  have  a  substantial  voice 
in  the  negotiations,  because  the  two  propositions 
are  very  different  from  each  other. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  I  suppose  that  the 
colony  would  have  a  substantial  voice  if  it  exer¬ 
cised  a  controlling  influence. 

Mr.  McNEILL.  Well,  I  would  like  to  know 
which  proposition  the  hon.  gentleman  wishes  to 
adhere  to.  I  do  not  think  that  was  really  a  very 
candid  reply  on  the  part  of  an  hon.  gentleman  of 
my  hon.  friend’s  standing  in  the  House.  He  knows 
very  well  that  he  has  not  answered  the  question. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  I  do  not  propose  to 
enter  into  a  discussion  of  the  question  the  hon. 
gentleman  has  put  to  me.  I  am  prepared  to  do  so 
whenever  a  proper  motion  for  the  discussion  of 
that  question  is-before  the  House.  I  did  discuss 
it  a  few  days  ago.  I  think  that  the  extent  to 
which  any  dependency  should  have  a  voice  in  the 
management  of  the  interests  which  concern  itself 
will  depend  altogether  on  the  extent  to  which  that 
interest  is  exclusive,  or  paramount,  or  co-ordinate. 

Mr.  McNEILL.  I  am  sure  that  the  House  is 
very  much  enlightened  as  to  the  views  of  the  lion- 
gentleman  in  the  reply  he  has  made.  My  lion- 
friend  is  not  in  the  clouds,  at  all  events.  However, 

I  am  glad  to  find  that  my  hon.  friend,  although  he 
has  given  us  a  treatise  on  this  subject,  does  not  him¬ 
self  feel  that  it  is  one  so  very  easily  dealt  with  as 
one  would  have  supposed  at  one  time  from  his 
remarks.  The  truth  of  the  matter  is  that  when  he 
comes  down  to  a  definition  my  hon.  friend  is  as 
\  ague  as  any  one  can  very  well  be.  He  lays  down 
the  proposition  that  the  colonies  under  certain  cir¬ 
cumstances  should  have  the  control  of  the  negotia¬ 
tions,  and  in  the  next  breath  he  modifies  that  pro¬ 
position  by  the  statement  that  they  should  have  a 
Mr.  Mills  (Bothwell). 


substantial  voice  in  the  negotiations.  Now,  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  do  not  intend  to  occupy  the  time  of  the 
House  further  than  just  to  say  that  from  my  point 
of  view  I  am  heartily  in  accord  with  the  resolution 
which  my  hon.  friend  has  presented  to  the  House. 
It  does  seem  to  me  that  it  would  be  of  very  great 
advantage,  both  to  Canada  and  to  the  representative 
of  the  mother  country  at  Washington,  if  we  had 
there  some  one  thoroughly  familiar  with  affairs  in 
Canada,  who  from  his  intimate  knowledge  of  our 
affairs,  would  be  able  to  inform  the  representative  of 
of  Her  Majesty  as  to  the  best  course  to  follow  in  the 
interest  of  the  Dominion.  For  my  own  part,  I  do  not 
see— it  may  be  simply  because  I  do  not  take  a  suffi¬ 
ciently  accurate  view  of  the  case — why  we  should 
anticipate  anymore  friction  in  that  case  than  we  have 
experienced  from  the  establishment  of  the  Parlia¬ 
ment  which  we  have  in  Canada.  If  it  be  possible 
to  establish  a  Parliament  such  as  exists  in  Canada, 
and  to  give  to  our  people  the  rights  that  they 
possess  to-day,  and  if  that  can  be  done  without 
friction,  and  worked  harmoniously  as  it  has  been, 
and  as  it  is  being  from  year  to  year  more  harmo¬ 
niously  worked,  I  do  not  see  why  any  danger 
should  be  anticipated  from  the  appointment  by  us 
of  a  gentleman  to  be  placed  as  an  attache  on  the 
staff  of  the  representation  of  Her  Majesty  at  Wash¬ 
ington.  I  do  not  see  why  we  need  anticipate  any 
friction.  If  the  gentleman  were  not  so  attached, 
if  he  were  sent  there  to  negotiate  treaties  for 
Canada  irrespective  of  the  mother  country  alto¬ 
gether,  I  do  think  that  we  should  very  soon  find 
that  there  would  be  friction,  and  friction  of  a  very 
serio  us  description  too.  I  cannot  imagine,  for  my  part, 
anything  better  calculated  to  force  this  Empire 
asunder,  or  to  set  the  various  members  of  this 
Empire  at  each  other’s  throats,  than  to  give  them 
power  to  negotiate  treaties  irrespective  of  one 
another  or  of  the  central  authority.  This,  how¬ 
ever,  appears  to  me  to  be  a  very  different  pro¬ 
position,  and  one  which  in  no  way  threatens  the 
danger  which  would  accompany  the  arrangement 
proposed  a  short  time  ago  by  the  hon.  member  for 
Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills).  That  hon.  gentleman  has 
to-day, however,  made  a  remark  in' which  I  do  coincide 
-—sometimes  my  hon.  friend  and  myself  do  coincide 
in  our  views,  but  not  as  often  as  I  should  wish — 
when  he  said  that  the  Imperial  authorities  had  not 
treated  Canada  in  reference  to  the  Fenian  raid 
claims  as  Canada  ought  to  have  been  treated.  I 
agree  with  my  hon.  friend.  I  am  very  far  from 
saying  that  the  Imperial  authorities  have  always 
acted  towards  either  England,  Ireland,  or  Scotland 
or  Canada  just  as  they  ought  to  have  acted,  and  I 
think  they  did  not  act  in  reference  to  Canada  on 
that  occasion  as  they  ought  to  have  acted. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  They  paid  her  to  be 
quiet. 

Mr.  McNEILL.  But  when  my  hon.  friend  says 
that  at  that  time  the  Government  of  Great  Britain 
were  acting  towards  Canada  as  they  did,  because 
their  minds  were  centred  on  India,  and  because  they 
were  watching  Russia  and  were  anxious  to  check 
Russian  ambition  there,  I  think  my  hon.  friend  is 
very,  very  wide  of  the  mark.  I  think  my  hon. 
friend  is  just  as  far  wide  of  the  mark  as  he  caii  very 
well  be.  The  truth  of  the  matter  is  it  was  not  any 
such  spirit  that  actuated  the  British  Government 
of  that  day  at  that  time.  The  truth  of  the  matter 
is  that  the  spirit  which  actuated  the  British  Gov- 
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eminent  in  that  day  was  the  spirit  which  had  con¬ 
fined  England  and  English  politics  to  the  silver 
streak.  The  truth  of  the  matter  is  that  the  spirit 
which  actuated  the  British  Government  of  that  day 
was  the  spirit  which  actuates  the  gentleman 
who  is  a  disgrace  to  this  country,  and  who  is,  from 
his  residence  in  Toronto,  penning  letters  in  Ameri¬ 
can  magazines  to  injure  this  country — I  mean  Mr. 
Goldwin  Smith.  The  spirit  which  actuated  the 
mother  country,  or  rather  the  Government  of  the 
mother  country  at  that  time  was  the  spirit  of  the 
Manchester  school.  My  hon.  friend  (Mr.  Davies) 
shakes  his  head,  but  it  is  the  fact.  That  was  the 
spirit  which  actuated  those  who  held  power  in  the 
mother  country  at  that  time,  and  I  can  assure  my 
hon.  friend  there  were  a  great  many  people  in  the 
mother  country  who  would  agree  with  his  remark  in 
reference  to  that  matter,  who  were  very  much 
ashamed  of  thepositioninwhichEnglandwasplaced, 
as  regards  the  enforcement  of  the  rights  of  the  colo¬ 
nies,  simply  because  of  the  pressure  of  those  who 
dominated  to  a  large  extent  the  press  of  England 
at  that  time  —  I  mean  the  Manchester  school. 
When  my  hon.  friend  says  that  the  Government  of 
England  are  more  concerned  with  questions  con¬ 
nected  with  English  politics  than  they  are  with 
the  fishery  question  on  the  Atlantic  or  the  seal 
troubles  on  the  Pacific,  I  suppose  that  to  some 
extent  my  hon.  friend  is  correct.  I  presume  a  local 
Government  is  generally  more  concerned  with  local 
affairs  in  one  sense.  I  presume  that  local  affairs 
are  more  present  to  the  minds  of  an  English  local 
Government  than  more  distant  affairs,  but  I  think 
it  was  a  little  ungenerous  of  my  hon.  friend  to 
refer  to  the  British  Government  as  not  having  acted 
towards  Canada  with  respect  to  our  fishery  claims 
on  the  Atlantic  as  they  should  have  done.  I  think 
my  hon.  friend  should  recollect  that  the  British 
Government  made  our  claims  their  claims  with 
regard  to  the  fishery  treaty  ;  that  they  sent  over 
here  an  agent  whose  sole  desire  was  to  find  out  the 
wishes  of  the  representatives  of  Canada  in  Wash¬ 
ington  at  the  time  and  give  effect  to  those  wishes. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  J)id  the  Treaty  of  1888 
give  effect  to  our  wishes  with  regard  to  land-locked 
bays  on  our  coasts,  and  was  the  same  rule  adopted 
as  the  Americans  hold  with  regard  to  land-locked 
bays  on  their  coasts  ? 

Mr.  McNEILL.  That  is  not  a  question  affecting 
in  any  degree  what  I  have  been  saying. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  Yes,  it  affects  it  alto¬ 
gether. 

Mr.  McNEILL.  I  would  like  to  ask  my  hon. 
friend  if  he  thinks  that  every  treaty  which  is  ar¬ 
ranged  is  to  be  arranged  just  according  to  the 
views  of  one  side  concerned  in  the  treaty.  I 
would  like  to  ask  him  whether  he  does  not  expect 
that  when  we  enter  into  negotiations  with  the 
United  States,  either  with  regard  to  fishery 
treaties  or  anything  else,  a  certain  amount  of  com¬ 
promise  on  the  one  side  or  the  other  will  probably 
be  wise  ?  I  think,  at  all  events,  that  the  treaty 
which  was  then  negotiated,  had  it  been  carried  into 
effect,  would  have  been  a  good  treaty  for  Canada. 
As  my  hon.  friend  the  Minister  of  Finance  says, 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite  considered  it  a  good 
treaty  ;  at  all  events  they  supported  it.  As  I  was 
about  to  say,  I  think  the  course  my  hon.  friend 
took  was  most  ungenerous  with  regard  to  the 
fishery  treaty,  and  I  think  it  was  especi¬ 


ally  ungenerous  when  lie  referred  to  the  Behring 
Sea  trouble.  He  knows  perfectly  well  that 
had  it  not  been  for  the  interest  the  mother  country 
took  in  the  Canadian  rights  and  privileges  in  the 
Behring  Sea,  we  would  have  been  unable  to  main¬ 
tain  our  position  there  at  all.  He  knows  perfectly 
well  that  if  the  British  Government  had  gone  the 
length  of  forcing  war  between  the  Empire  and  the 
United  States,  Canada  would  have  been  the  main 
sufferer  in  any  such  trouble.  He  knows  perfectly 
well  that  is  the  case.  I  must  say  I  am  very  sorry 
my  hon.  friend  should  have  treated  the  House  to 
such  remarks  as  he  has  treated  us  to  with  reference 
to  this  matter.  I  do  not  think  it  lies  very  well  in 
the  mouth  of  any  member  of  Her  Majesty’s  loyal 
Opposition  to  cast  aspersions  on  the  Imperial  Gov¬ 
ernment  concerning  matters  as  to  whether  they 
have  been  doing  their  utmost  to  further  our  in¬ 
terests,  as  they  have  been,  both  with  regard  to  the 
fisheries  and  the  Behring  Sea  question. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E. I.)  Why  are  you  support¬ 
ing  this  resolution  if  that  is  the  case  ? 

Mr.  McNEILL.  I  am  very  glad  my  hon.  friend 
has  put  that  question.  It  is  perfectly  fair,  and  I  am 
prepared  to  answer  it.  I  support  this  resolution 
because  I  believe  it  will  assist  the  Imperial  Govern¬ 
ment  very  much  in  the  knowledge  that  is  necessary 
to  enable  them  properly  to  defend  and  uphold  our 
interests.  I  say  that  in  most  cases,  in  almost  every 
case  which  can  be  pointed  out,  except  perhaps  the 
the  case  of  the  Fenian  raids,  where  our  interests 
were  not  guarded  as  they  ought  to  have  been  by  the 
Imperial  Government,  it  is  because  the  Imperial 
Government  has  been  deficient  in  information.  This 
is  true  both  with  regard  to  the  boundaries  and  almost 
every  other  question  we  can  refer  to.  And  I  say  that 
the  proposal  of  my  hon.  friend  will  have  the  effect 
of  informing  the  British  Government  or  representa¬ 
tives  in  a  way  in  which  they  would  otherwise  not 
be  informed.  I  do  not  wish  to  take  up  the  time  of 
the  House  further,  but  am  glad  to  say  that  I  think 
the  resolution  of  my  hon.  friend  is  one  worthy  of 
the  support  of  the  House,  and,  further,  from  my 
point  of  view,  and  I  should  imagine,  from  the  point 
of  view  also  of  those  who  agree  with  me  as  to  the 
future  of  the  Empire,  it  has  I  think  this  advantage, 
that  it  will  tend  to  the  benefit  not  onty  of  Canada 
but  of  the  Empire  as  a  whole. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  The  very  great  im¬ 
portance  of  this  question  is  indicated  by  the  range 
of  the  debate,  because  members  who  have  discussed 
it,  without  indeed,  I  must  admit,  departing  very 
much  from  the  principle  of  the  resolution,  have 
discussed  all  the  relations  of  Canada  to  the  Empire. 
We  have  had  a  little  debate  about  the  policy  of 
Great  Britain  in  so  far  as  Canada  is  concerned  ;  we 
have  had  allusions  to  the  history  of  British  diplo¬ 
macy  in  so  far  as  it  affected  Canada,  and  especially 
as  administered  at  Washington.  I  admit,  as  I  have 
said  before,  that  these  subjects  are  somewhat 
touched  upon  by  this  resolution.  I  refer  to  the  extent 
of  the  interests  which  it  does  touch,  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  calling  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
necessity  of  the  greatest  care  before  pronouncing 
a  definite  opinion  upon  this  question,  I  mean  as  to 
the  details  of  the  resolution  it  may  adopt.  Now,  in 
all  the  argument  that  has  taken  place  upon  the  sub¬ 
ject  this  afternoon,  itseemsto  me  that  the  reasoning 
has  not  had  a  tendency  to  support  the  resolution  itself. 
In  the  reasoning  we  have  had  from  illustrations 
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taken  from  British  history  in  regard  to  her  action  t 
as  to  Canada  and  her  diplomacy  as  to  Canada,  1 
and  especially  the  illustrations  of  recent  date  in  1 
which  it  did  seem  that  her  policy  somewhat  1 
disregarded  the  interests  of  Canada,  we  have  had  < 
arguments  in  favour  of  our  having  an  agent  at  . 
Washington  either  of  a  commercial  or  of  a  diplom-  1 
atic  character,  but  the  terms  of  the  resolution  are  < 
distinct  and  look  not  so  much  to  the  appointment  i 
of  an  agent  at  Washington  as  of  an  officer  at-  : 
tached  to  the  staff  of  the  British  Minister  there, 
who,  in  my  humble  judgment,  would  be  of  a  differ¬ 
ent  position  altogether,  from  that  contemplated  ; 
by  the  lion,  gentlemen  who  have  supported  the  i 
resolution.  Let  us  see  whether  the  argument  of 
the  lion,  gentlemen  opposite  are  not  open  to  the 
answer  of  the  Minister  of  Finance,  though  the 
Opposition  may  be  just  in  their  criticism  in  regard 
to  the  term  “  commercial  agent”  as  used  by  him. 
What  was  the  argument  of  the  leader  of  the  Op¬ 
position  himself  ?  It  was  that  an  officer  of  this 
kind  would  be  useful  to  both  Governments,  and 
that  he  ought  to  report  to  both  Governments.  The 
hon.  gentleman,  in  that  argument,  distinctly  put 
the  officer  in  the  position  of  an  agent  of  this 
country  appointed  with  the  assent  of  Her  Ma¬ 
jesty’s  Government  and  having  obligations  both 
to  the  British  Government  and  to  the  Canadian 
Government,  because  he  must  report  to  both. 
There  is  a  great  deal  to  be  said  in  favour  of  that 
view,  and  I  suppose  that  is  the  light  in  which  the 
Minister  of  Finance  framed  his  statements.  There 
is  a  great  deal  to  be  said  in  favour  of  the  appoint¬ 
ment  at  Washington  of  an  agent — let  us  drop  the 
term  “  commercial  agent,”  and  say  simply  “  agent ” 
— who  would  have  the  duty  that  a  consul  has  in 
foreign  countries,  and  would  have  the  powers  of  such 
an  official  where  there  is  not  a  full  diplomatic  agent. 
The  importance  of  that  may  be  seen  in  the  instances 
which  were  adduced  this  afternoon.  While  lam 
not  able  to  agree  with  all  the  leader  of  the  Oppo¬ 
sition  said  as  to  what  took  place  in  1888,  what 
has  taken  place  since  has  shown  that  personal  in¬ 
tercourse  with  a  Government  with  which  we  have 
international  relations,  such  as  we  have  with  the 
United  States,  is  of  great  importance  with  a  view 
to  removing  uncertainty  and  misunderstanding 
on  various  matters.  That  was  the  principal  value  of 
the  negotiations  of  1888,  though  they  did  not  result 
in  a  treaty,  they  did  result  in  a  better  under¬ 
standing  between  the  two  Governments,  and  our 
experience  in  regard  to  commercial  and  other 
affairs  shows  that,  as  to  Governments  as  well  as 
to  individuals,  personal  communications  are  better 
than  any  which  have  to  go  through  the  long 
circuit  through  which  the  ordinary  official  com¬ 
munications  between  Canada  and  Washington 
have  to  go.  Therefore,  a  great  deal  is  to  be 
said  in  favour  of  the  establishment  of  an  agency  of 
that  kind.  I  agree  with  my  hon.  friends  on  this 
side  who  deny  the  desire  of  Canada  to  have  an 
agent  there  with  full  diplomatic  relations.  I  agree 
that  the  practice  of  arranging  that  some  person 
recommended  by  the  Government  of  Canada  should 
act  with  the  plenipotentiary  on  behalf  of  Her 
Majesty  has  been  satisfactory  in  the  negotiation  of 
treaties  of  late  years.  For  many  reasons  which  it 
would  be  unnecessary  for  me  to  discuss  this  even¬ 
ing,  I  think  that  the  criticism  on  the  part  of  our 
friends  on  this  side  is  wise,  and  that  we  ought  to 
rest  satisfied  with  the  arguments  in  favour  of  an 
Sir  John  Thompson. 


agency  established  there,  as  in  other  parts  of  the 
United  States,  such  as  the  hon.  member  for  Both- 
well  (Mr.  Mills)  indicated  in  his  remarks.  But 
whether  we  shall  obtain  the  same  advantage  from' 
an  officer  attached  to  the  staff  of  the  British 
Minister  is  another  question.  I  think  there  is  a 
wide  distinction  there.  In  my  judgment,  not 
only  would  it  not  be  the  duty  of  the  officer 
to  report  to  both  Governments,  but  it  would 
not  be  his  right  or  his  duty  to  report  to  either. 
He  would  be  simply  the  servant,  and  the  confiden¬ 
tial  servant  of  the  British  Minister  himself.  I 
admit  that  there  would  be  some  value  in  having 
such  an  officer  there  because  he  could  afford  infor¬ 
mation  to  the  Minister  on  Canadian  affairs,  which 
would  be  more  correct  than  the  ambassador  could 
get  from  other  sources,  but  he  would  be  powerless 
to  communicate  with  us.  What  would  come  under 
his  observation  from  time  to  time  would  be  within 
the  confidence  of  his  master,  and  he  would  not  be 
at  liberty  to  report  to  us  any  circumstances  what¬ 
ever  without  the  permission  of  his  master.  As  far 
as  that  is  concerned,  we  would  have  no  advantage 
at  all,  because  now,  when  the  British  Minister 
thinks  circumstances  have  arisen  which  the  C  ana¬ 
dian  Government  should  be  made  aware  of,  it  is 
his  duty  and  his  instruction  to  communicate  them 
directly  to  us.  Therefore,  what  the  attache  would 
do  in  communicating  with  us  is  done  now.  A  e 
can  conceive  of  many  cases  in  which  it  would 
be  most  important  that  we  should  know  what  is 
proceeding  between  the  two  Governments,  and  the 
attache  might  know  of  that  and  still  be  powerless 
to  communicate  with  us  upon  it.  For  these  reasons, 

I  think  it  is  undesirable  that  we  should  commit 
ourselves  to  a  proposition  in  favour  of  appoint¬ 
ing  an  officer  who  would  simply  be  attached 
to  the  British  Minister’s  staff.  I  think  the 
time  is  approaching  when  it  may  be  desirable- 
for  us  to  have  an  agent  at  Washington  as  well  as 
at  other  points  in  the  United  States,  an  agent 
appointed  with  the  consent  of  the  British  Govern¬ 
ment,  not  clothed  with  plenipotentiary  powers,  but 
with  such  powers  as  a  ^commercial  agent  is  clothed 
with,  and  that,  with  the  sanction  of  the  British  Min¬ 
istry,  he  should  be  at  liberty  to  communicate  to  us 
any  difficulties  he  may  apprehend,  any  emergencies 
he  may  foresee,  which  an  attache  of  the  British 
Minister  could  not  do  under  the  seal  of  secrecy 
which  would  be  attached  to  the  position  he  would 
hold  on  that  staff.  The  subject  is  of  such  import¬ 
ance  that  I  think  the  House  should  be  very  careful 
in  committing  itself  even  to  the  terms  of  the 
resolution.  I  think,  if  any  agent  should  be  ap¬ 
pointed  there,  he  should  not  be  more  subordinate 
to  the  British  Minister  than  any  consular  agent 
would  be.  For  the  purpose  of  seeing  whether  I 
have  correctly  understood  that  the  arguments  ad¬ 
vanced  in  favour  of  the  scheme  point  rather 
to  the  appointment  of  an  agent  than  to  the 
appointment  of  an  officer  attached  to  the  staff,  let 
us  apply  some  of  the  illustrations  we  have  had  this 
afternoon  ;  let  us  ask  ourselves  in  regard  to  one  of 
the  questions  in  relation  to  which  it  is  said 
that  Great  Britain  has  not  conserved  the 
'  rights  and  interests  of  Canada,  how  much  better 
-  these  would  have  been  treated  if  there  had  been  a 
Canadian  attached  to  the  staff  of  the  British  Min- 
■  ister  at  Washington.  Would  we  have  had 
i  any  more  favourable  consideration  of  our  claims 
i  I  arising  out  of  the  Fenian  raids  from  the  mere  fact 
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of  our  having  an  attache  there  ?  That  question 
was  dealt  with,  I  suppose,  by  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  himself,  as  a  part  of  the 
policy  of  the  British  Government.  If  we  take  up 
any  other  of  the  illustrations  we  have  had  this 
afternoon,  we  find  in  not  one  of  these  cases  could 
our  position  have  been  improved  by  an  officer  sur¬ 
rounded  by  the  embarrassments  which  a  mere 
confidential  servant  of  the  British  Minister  would 
be  in.  I  urge  upon  the  House  again  that  if  we  are 
to  take  the  very  important  step  of  having  a  repre¬ 
sentative  there,  or  in  any  other  foreign  country, 
we  ought  to  insist  that  so  far  as  confidence  is  con¬ 
cerned  he  should  be  independent  of  the  British 
Minister  having  a  right  to  approach  him  daily  and 
to  receive  communications  from  him,  and  the 
Minister  should  be  charged  with  the  duty  of  giv¬ 
ing  him  such  information  as  can  be  properly  given 
in  the  interest  of  Canada  ;  but  that  we  should  not 
have  him  in  such  close  relations  that  he  must  obtain 
theassent  of  the  Minister  himself  before  he  can  make 
'  any  communication  to  this  Government.  The  hon. 
member  for  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills)  says  that  that 
would  be  a  matter  of  arrangement.  He  w  ill  see  at 
once,  I  think,  that  any  arrangements  which  would 
\  make  an  attache  independent  of  the  Minister  would 
be  utterly  incompatible  with  such  a  position.  From 
the  fact  of  his  close  association  with  the  Minister, 
from  the  fact  of  his  being  attached  to  his  staff,  he 
must  learn  many  things  which  only  a  person  in  the 
confidence  of  a  Minister  can  learn,  but  he  is  not  at 
liberty  to  communicate  them  under  any  arrange¬ 
ment  which  can  be  made  without  obtaining  the 
approval  of  that  Minister  himself ;  and  even  if  he 
shall  have  procured  information  elsewhere  than  in 
the  Minister’s  office,  as  to  events  wdiich  he  may 
have  heard  of  from  other  sources,  he  is  not  at 
liberty  to  communicate  them  to  us  without  act¬ 
ing  inconsistently  with  the  terms  which  exist 
between  an  attache  and  the  Minister.  For  these 
reasons,  I  repeat  that  I  think  the  House,  in  dealing 
with  interests  of  such  great  importance,  should 
deliberate  very  carefully  upon  the  kind  of  policy 
which  we  wish  adopted,  or  which  we  wish  to  recom¬ 
mend  ;  and  for  that  reason  I  move  that  the  debate 
upon  this  resolution  be  now  adjourned. 

Mr.  WELDON.  I  would  like  to  add  a  word 
before  this  debate  is  closed,  and  that  is  a  remark 
that  escaped  my  memory  when  I  was  on  my  feet 
before,  with  reference  to  the  omission  of  the  Fenian 
raid  claim  which  was  submitted,  as  my  hon.  friend 
from  Bothwell  said  a  few  moments  ago,  to  the 
Joint  High  Commission  at  Washington.  I  think 
that  -circumstance  affords  the  strongest  proof  in 
the  whole  discussion  in  favour  of  the  motion  of  the 
hon.  member  for  North-  Simcoe.  I  think  that  my 
recollection  of  that  matter  is  correct,  that  when 
the  negotiations  had  been  running  in  the  autumn 
of  1870  during  the  month  of  November  and  early 
in  December,  a  preliminary  agreement  was  come  to 
by  the  British  Minister  and  by  the  American 
Secretary  of  State,  setting  forth  a  memorandum  of 
the  subjects  on  which  the  two  nations  were  to  arbi¬ 
trate,  these  being,  first,  the  damages  wrought  by  the 
Alabama  and  other  Confederate  cruisers  ;  second, 
the  bonding  privileges  ;  third,  the  Oregon  boun¬ 
dary  ;  fourth,  freedom  of  the  St.  Lawrence ;  and  sixth, 
the  Atlantic  fisheries,  and  one  or  two  minor  matters. 
I  have  no  doubt  whatever,  from  my  recollection, 
that  the  question  of  the  Fenian  raids  at  that  early 


stage  in  the  month  of  November,  was  omitted  from 
that  order  of  reference  for  the  simple  reason  that 
the  British  embassy  was  not  sufficiently  in  touch 
with  Canadian  feeling,  and  did  not  know  the  mag¬ 
nitude  of  this  question  from  the  Canadian  point  of 
view.  I  have  no  doubt  they  meant  to  press  the 
Canadian  claims,  but  when  it  was  discovered, 
some  months  later,  that  the  order  of  reference  had 
been  by  this  preliminary  arrangement  fixed,  and 
when  it  came  to  the  knowledge  of  Canada  that  the 
Fenian  raid  question  was  not  incorporated,  and 
when  our  people  pressed  for  a  consideration  of  their 
claims,  the  answer  was  :  It  is  too  late.  My  point 
is  that  if,  in  the  early  months  of  those  negotiations, 
if  in  the  months  of  October  or  November,  1870,. 
there  had  been  a  Canadian  attache  at  Washington, 
in  touch  with  Canadian  feeling,  reading  the 
Canadian  newspapers,  and  knowing  how  strongly 
Canadians  felt  in  this  regard,  that  matter  would 
have  been  put  in  a  much  better  position. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.  E.I. )  I  followed  the  argu¬ 
ment  of  the  leader  of  the  House  carefully,  and  wa& 
sorry  to  observe  the  conclusion  at  which  he  arrived. 
We  frankly  admit  that  if  the  statements  he  made 
are  to  be  accepted  as  the  only  conditions  under 
which  this  official  could  be  appointed,  his  appoint¬ 
ment  would  be  of  very  little  use.  He  has  correctly 
stated  that  the  relations  existing  between  Canada 
and  the  States  are  so  intricate,  and  the  interests 
involved  are  so  great,  that  all  leading  men  acknow¬ 
ledge  that  the  present  fashion  of  making  communi¬ 
cation  between  the  two  countries  is  exceedingly 
cumbersome  ;  we  all  admit  that.  We  all  remember 
when  the  Washington  Treaty  of  1888  was  discussed, 
and  when  the  correspondence  which  led  up  to  that 
treaty  was  laid  before  the  House  ;  and  the  circum¬ 
locution  that  existed  in  exchanging  despatches 
between  the  Government  of  Canada  and  the  Govern¬ 
ment  at  Washington,  and  in  getting  a  reply,  was 
sufficient  to  convince  everybody  who  studied  the 
question  that  some  escape  from  the  existing  difficulty 
must  be  found.  We  found  on  that  occasion,  for  in¬ 
stance,  that  a  despatch  on  a  vital  question  at  which 
the  two  Governments  were  at  variance,  and  in  which 
there  existed  the  possibility,  to  say  nothing  more, 
of  war,  that  it  took  nearly  seven  months  for  a  des¬ 
patch  sent  from  the  Canadian  Government  to  the 
Washington  Government  and  to  have  a  reply. 
There  was,  perhaps,  some  excusable  delay  ;  I  do  not 
know  where  the  fault  occurred,  perhaps  both  sides 
were  to  blame  ;  but  nobody  could  justify  the  exist¬ 
ence  of  a  system  which  permitted  seven  months 
to  elapse  between  a  despatch  going  from 
Canada  and  receiving  a  reply  from  the 
Government  at  Washington.  Now,  we  all  saw 
that  if  practical  common  sense  had  been  applied 
to  the  negotiations,  a  despatch  might  have  been 
forwarded  and  a  reply  received  within  six  weeks, 
giving  both  parties  time  to  consider  the  issues  in¬ 
volved.  The  hon.  gentleman  suggests  that  we  can 
escape  from  the  difficulty  by  appointing  what  he 
calls  an  agent,  what  is  practically  a  consul.  I 
can  see  no  good  reason  why  the  appointment 
of  a  consul  cannot  coincide  with  the  appoint¬ 
ment  of  a  diplomatic  agent.  Their  duties  are  alto¬ 
gether  different.  I  should  suppose  if  you  did 
appoint  a  consul,  or  a  gentleman  who  fills  the- 
duties  which  a  consul  usually  does,  that  Washing¬ 
ton  is  about  the  last  place  to  which  he  should  be 
sent.  New  York,  being  the  great  emporium  of  the- 
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United  States,  or  Boston,  the  city  with  which  we 
do  the  largest  business,  or  Chicago,  would  be  the 
centres  to  which  you  would  send  such  a  gentleman 
as  the  leader  of  the  House  suggests.  It  does  not 
appear  to  me  that  he  would  fill  the  bill  at  all.  The 
difficulty  is  to  have  the  special  views  of  the 
Canadian  Government  upon  questions  especially 
affecting  Canadian  interests,  pressed  upon  the 
Administration  at  Washington.  The  difficulty  is  to 
have  somebody  there  fully  cognizant  with  Canadian 
interests,  and  capable  of  dealing  with  Canadian 
interests  in  the  Washington  Congress  and  reporting 
on  them  to  the  Government  here.  Now,  that  cannot 
be  met  by  the  appointment  of  a  consular  agent.  The 
hon.  gentleman  begins  with  this  statement,  that  if  you 
do  appoint  such  a  diplomatic  agent  he  will  not  be 
permitted  to  report,  as  he  necessarily  ought  to  do, 
and  necessarily  must  do,  jointly  to  this  Govern¬ 
ment  and  to  the  Imperial  Government.  Why  not  ? 
The  hon.  gentleman  sees  we  are  suggesting  a  con¬ 
dition  of  things  for  which  there  is  no  parallel.  We 
are  evolving  out  of  the  old  colonial  status  into 
something  a  little  higher,  for  which  there  has  been 
no  precedent.  He  will  see  that  the  old  hard  and 
fast  rules,  which  governed  the  diplomatic  service 
of  Great  Britain  in  its  dealings  with  foreign  powers, 
cannot  be  applied  to  the  new  condition  of  affairs 
where  one  of  her  colonies  is  permitted  to  appoint 
a  special  attache  to  the  embassy,  charged  with  care 
over  Canadian  interests.  It  necessarily  must  follow 
that  that  special  attache  so  appointed  and  so 
charged,  must  make  a  report  to  those  who  charged 
him.  If  he  is  to  go  there  simply  as  a  Canadian,  not 
having  any  further  communication  with  us,  not 
receiving  instructions  from  us,  and  no  more  in 
contact  with  the  people  of  Canada  after  he  goes 
there,  than  an  attache  from  England,  what  benefit 
would  he  be  ?  None  whatever.  He  must  be  in 
touch  with  the  Canadian  people,  and  he  must 
receive  communications  and  advice  from  the 
Canadian  Government  ;  he  must  report  to  them 
from  time  to  time  jointly  with  such  a  report 
as  he  may  make  to  the  Imperial  Government. 
But  it  is  not  for  us  to  lay  down  the  conditions  and 
limitations  that  should  attach  to  this  appointment. 
The  experience  of  the  Foreign  Office  will  no  doubt 
do  that  successfully  and  well.  What  we  have  to 
bear  in  mind  is  the  great  point  we  have  in  view  : 
the  difficulties  that  exist,  and  the  means  of  meeting 
them.  The  suggestion  which  the  hon.  gentleman 
makes,  not  as  a  final  solution  but  as  a  tentative 
measure  which  would  at  all  events  remove  existing 
difficulties,  is  an  experiment  which  might  be  tried, 
and  we  might  ascertain  how  it  would  work.  I  have 
every  confidence  that  the  Home  Office,  recognizing 
the  principle  underlying  this  resolution,  recognizing 
the  fact  that  we  have  special  interests  which  require 
a  Canadian  appointee  to  guard,  will  be  prepared  to 
go  as  far  as  is  necessary  in  order  to  make  this  officer 
when  appointed  an  effective  one.  It  will  not  do  for 
me  or  for  the  hon.  member  for  East  Simcoe  (Mr. 
McCarthy)  to  attempt  to  lay  down  those  limitations  • 
which  it  might  be  necessary  to  set  out  in  respect 
to  this  appointment,  but  I  have  no  doubt  it  will  be 
a  step  in  the  right  direction  and  that  very  great 
good  will  result  from  it.  If  the  appointee  were 
simply  a  commercial  agent,  he  would  have  nothing 
to  do  with  diplomatic  matters.  He  would  have  no 
right  to  communicate  either  with  the  British 
Minister  or  with  Mr.  Blaine. 

Mr.  Davies  (P.E.I.) 


Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  did  not  speak  of  a 
commercial  agent  only  ;  I  spoke  of  something  be¬ 
tween  a  commercial  agent  and  a  diplomatic  agent. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  A  kind  of  hybrid,  so 
far  as  is  known  to  the  diplomatic  service  at  the 
present  time.  In  order  to  be  effective,  he  must  be 
attached  to  the  British  embassy,  because  all  com¬ 
munications  are  made  between  Great  Britain  and 
the  United  States  through  the  embassy,  and  all 
Canadian  representations  are  communicated  to  the 
United  States  through  the  embassy  after  going 
through  the  Foreign  Office.  He  must,  therefore, 
necessarily  be  attached  to  the  embassy  and  work 
in  unison  with  the  embassy.  Although  I  see  diffi¬ 
culties  in  the  way,  I  see  no  insuperable  difficulties, 
and  the  exercise  of  a  little  common  sense  would 
remove  them,  and  as  I  see  no  objection  to  the  pro¬ 
posal  of  my  hon.  friend  from  East  Simcoe,  I  am 
prepared  to  support  his  motion. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  I  am  sorry  the  hon.  gentleman 
has  moved  the  adjournment  of  the  debate.  1  would 
see  no  objection  to  this  course  being  taken  under 
different  circumstances,  but,  in  view  of  the  remarks 
made  by  the  two  Ministers,  I  cannot  but  regard  the 
proposed  adjournment  with  feelings  of  diffidence. 
The  two  hon.  members  on  the  Treasury  benches 
who  have  spoken  on  the  question  to-day  have  not 
spoken  in  a  manner  favouring  the  resolution.  On 
the  contrary,  both  hon.  gentlemen  who  addressed 
the  House  showed  conclusively  that  they  did  not 
favour  the  resolution  of  the  hon.  member  for  Sim¬ 
coe  (Mr.  McCarthy),  but  that  they  would  favour 
something  else.  Now,  what  is  this  something  else 
which  those  hon.  gentlemen  favour  instead  of  the 
proposal  of  the  hon.  member  for  Simcoe  ?  They  do 
not  propose  a  commercial  ageist,  but  they  propose 
an  agent  of  some  kind,  and  so  far  as  I  understood  the 
Minister  of  J ustice,  what  he  would  propose  would  be 
an  agent  at  Washington  who  would  report  confiden¬ 
tially  to  the  Government.  Well,  this  seems  to  be 
very  objectionable  to  my  mind.  First,  as  the  lion, 
member  for  Queen’s  (Mr.  Davies)  has  stated,  we 
have  to  face  a  new  state  of  affairs  in  this  country. 
We  are  now  a  colony  of  5,000,000  people,  in  many 
respects  a  semi-independent  people  ;  we  are  already 
a  nation,  and  we  claim  to  be  a  nation  ;  yet  so  long 
as  we  are  a  dependency  of  the  British  Crown,  it  is 
impossible  we  can  have  any  accredited  represen¬ 
tative  to  a  foreign  country.  With  our  neighbours, 
with  whom  we  share  the  continent,  it  is  inevitable 
that  we  must  have,  I  will  not  say  difficulties,  but 
international  relations.  The  best  way  to  meet 
them  would  be,  according  to  the  tenets  of  interna¬ 
tional  law,  through  our  own  embassy  at  Wash¬ 
ington.  The  hon.  member  for  Simcoe  (Mr. 
McCarthy)  has  suggested  the  very  best  plan  under 
the  circumstances  ;  that  we  should  have,  so  far  as 
we  are  able  to  acquire  it  under  present  circum¬ 
stances,  an  embassy  of  our  own  at  Washington  in 
the  manner  he  has  suggested,  an  attache  to  the 
British  embassy,  reporting  not  only  to  the  British 
Government,  but  to  the  Canadian  Government  as 
well.  But  what  does  the  Minister  of  Justice 
propose  ?  He  proposes  that  Canada  should  have  an 
agent  at  Washington.  Of  course,  he  would  not  be 
an  accredited  agent  who.  could  be  recognized  by 
the  American  Government.  They  could  not  treat 
with  him  ;  he  could  not  approach  the  Secretary  of 
State  and  have  official  relations  with  him.  Of 
course,  he  could  have  confidential  relations  ;  he 
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could  communicate  confidentially  with  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  State,  if  the  Secretary  of  State  chose  to 
see  him.  He  could  report  confidentially  to 
this  Government ;  but  certainly  that  would  be 
the  most  objectionable  of  all  forms  of  diplomatic 
relations.  It  would  be  practically  the  introduction 
here  of  a  secret  service  which  has  too  often  been  the 
bane  of  European  diplomacy.  For  my  part,  the 
proposal  of  the  hon.  Minister  is  most  objectionable 
for  all  purposes,  because  there  would  be  nothing 
open,  bnt  everything  would  be  secret  and  confiden¬ 
tial.  This  Parliament  could  not  ask  for  the  infor¬ 
mation  which  had  been  received,  because,  it  being 
confidential,  the  Government  could  keep  it  to 
themselves.  Hon.  members  should  not  favour  a 
proposal  of  that  kind.  We  have  recognition  of 
this  fact  that  after  all  we  have  distinct  interests 
from  the  British  Government  and  the  British  peo¬ 
ple,  that  those  interests  are  to  be  served  in  some 
way,  and  so  long  as  we  have  nothing  better  sug¬ 
gested  than  'this  proposition  of  the  hon.  member 
for  Simcoe,  I,  for  my  part,  will  abide  by  it.  Hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  propose  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate.  What  does  that  mean  at  this  stage  of  the 
session  ?  It  means  simply  that  this  question  is  to 
be  shelved  and  is  to  have  no  solution  during  the 
present  session.  This  is  too  important  a  question 
to  be  treated  in  this  manner,  and  for  my  part  I 
shall  oppose  the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  I  think  on  the  whole  I  have 
no  reason  to  be  discouraged  at  the  reception  which 
my  motion  has  met  with  on  both  sides  of  the  House. 
There  seems  to  be,  at  all  events,  a  feeling,  if  not 
from  the  most  conservative  point  of  view,  that  we 
should  have  some  kind  of  representative  to  the 
great  country  to  the  south  of  us.  I  have  felt  for 
many  years,  and  the  longer  I  am  in  public  life  the 
more  strongly  do  I  feel,  that  it  is  impossible  for 
this  great  country  to  thwart  the  natural  develop¬ 
ment  and  the  process  of  evolution  which  is  going 
on.  We  must  remember  that  we  are  a  great  nation  ; 
we  are  recognized  in  that  capacity,  although  we 
have  not  yet  the  full  powers  of  nationality.  I  am 
not  at  all  one  of  those  who  think  that  our  interests 
are  diverse  from  those  of  the  British  Government 
and  that  they  must  inevitably  lead  to  separation 
between  the  Dominion  of  Canada  and  the  Empire. 
In  that  I  know  I  differ  from  hon.  gentlemen  opposite. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  No,  no. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  I  am  glad  to  hear  that  ex¬ 
pression  of  dissent ;  I  thought  that  was  the  view 
taken  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  I  believe  the 
interests  of  this  country  and  the  interests  of  the 
great  Empire,  of  which  we  form  no  insignficant 
part,  are  not  antagonistic.  I  cannot,  for  my  part, 
believe  the  people  of  this  country  will  be  satisfied 
unless  we  are  leading  on,  unless  the  development 
of  a  great  country  like  this  advances  ;  and  I  be¬ 
lieve  further,  that  we  have  only  to  ask,  in  any 
reasonable  way,  the  mother  country  to  receive  at 
the  hands  of  the  great  statesmen  who  guide  her 
destinies,  that  recognition  of  the  growing  power 
of  the  Dominion  of  Canada  to  which  we  are  en¬ 
titled.  It  is  one  of  the  glories  of  the  British  con¬ 
stitution,  it  is  one  of  the  things  that  distinguishes 
it  from  all  other  systems  of  government — the  power 
of  expansion,  the  power  from  time  to  time  to  meet 
the  growing  wants,  whether  those  of  the  growing 
democracy  on  the  native  soil,  or  the  developments, 
in  other  ways,  of  the  dependencies  which  belong  to 


the  empire  of  Great  Britain  ;  and  I  feel  satisfied 
that  when  attention  is  drawn  to  this  subject,  when 
the  close  intercourse  and  intimate  trade  relations 
which  exist  between  Canada  and  the  United  States 
are  recognized,  the  reasonable  proposition  that  we 
should  be  at  liberty  to  have  our  own  representa¬ 
tive  at  Washington,  will  not  be  denied  to  us. 
I  do  not  understand  the  leader  of  the  House  to  dis¬ 
sent  altogether  from  that  view.  The  Minister  of 
Finance  rather  favoured  the  appointment  of  a  com¬ 
mercial  agent.  But  that  does  not  meet  the  point  I 
desire  to  present,  while  at  the  same  time  I  do  not 
mean  to  say  that  that  is  not  important.  I  have 
long  recognized  the  unfortunate  position  the  com¬ 
mercial  people  of  this  country  labour  under  in  having 
no  agent  to  report  to  us  the  special  wants  of  the 
country,  wants  which  we  possibly  would  be  able  to 
fill.  But  we  have  other  interests,  interests  which 
are  more  or  less  embroiling  us  with  the  people  on 
the  other  side  of  the  line  ;  greater,  far  greater  than 
the  interests — except  in  a  commercial  point  of  view, 
— that  the  mother  country  has  with  the  people  of 
the  United  States.  I  am  not  wedded  to  any  former 
words  of  my  own  or  pinned  down  to  any  particular 
course  or  to  any  particular  policy,  but  I  want  to 
know,  consistent  with  our  position  as  a  dependency 
of  the  British  Government,  how  can  we  have  that  re¬ 
presentation  in  international  matters  except  in  the 
way  that  I  suggest  ?  My  hon.  friend  who  has  just 
spoken  has  pointed  out  that  we  could  not  appoint 
an  agent  there.  As  we  are  not  an  independent 
power  our  agent  would  not  be  received  at 
Washington  except  under  the  authority  of  Her 
Majesty’s  Minister.  Well,  surely  my  proposition  is 
more  reasonable  than  that  Her  Majesty  should 
delegate  a  British  Minister  to  represent  England, 
and  a  Canadian  Minister  to  represent  specially 
Canadian  interests,  the  one  independent  of  the 
other.  It  does  appear  to  me  that  the  reasonable 
way  of  carrying  out  this  proposal  is  that  we  should 
ask  that  we  should  have  the  liberty  of  appointing 
a  gentleman  responsible  to  the  Foreign  Office  at 
home,  a  gentleman  who  would  be  under  the  con¬ 
trol  of  the  British  Minister  at  Washington,  but  a 
gentleman  who  would  be  authorized  to  report  to 
our  Government.  If  that  could  be  arranged,  and 
it  is  a  subject  of  arrangement,  the  difficulty  which 
my  hon.  friend  the  Minister  of  Justice  seems  to 
find  would  at  once  disappear.  Granted  now  that 
no  attache  of  the  British  Government  could  report 
except  on  the  authority  of  the  British  Minister, 
granted  that  everything  he  knows  and  acquires  he 
is  bound  to  hold  under  the  seal  of  secrecy,  of 
course  that  leaves  matters  as  they  are  to-day.  But 
if  this  proposition  which  I  venture  to  present  to 
the  House  is  acceded  to,  a  way  and  a  means  must 
be  found  by  which  the  Minister  will  permit,  not 
in  a  hostile  spirit,  but  will  permit  communications 
between  the  Governor  General  here,  who  is  the 
head  of  our  Executive,  and  the  representative  we 
send  to  Washington.  Now,  I  do  not  know 
where  this  may  lead,  but  I  have  the  greatest  con¬ 
fidence  that  it  will  not  lead  in  any  way 
which  will  be  injurious  to  the  interest  which  binds 
us  now  so  happily  to  the  mother  land.  I  have  the 
greatest  confidence  that  the  recognition  of  our  great 
might  and  power  will  be  all  in  favour  of  union, 
and  all  in  favour  of  the  permanency  of  existing 
arrangements,  but  it  is  impossible  for  me  to  doubt 
that  the  great  interest  of  this  country  has  with 
the  people  of  the  United  States  ought  not  to  be 
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permitted  to  receive  direct  representation  at  V\  ash- 
ington.  I  forbear,  Sir,  to  go  into  any  controver¬ 
sial  matter  which  has  been  raised  in  the  course  of 
this  discussion.  I  am  not  going  to  take  up  any  of 
the  illustrations  and  point  them  as  tending  to  one 
conclusion  or  the  other.  I  desire  that  this  should 
not  assume  a  party  aspect  or  be  treated  as  a  party 
question.  It  seems  to  me  it  is  a  question  which  is 
common  to  the  interests  under  which  for  once  at 
least  we  may  sink  our  differences  on  party  ques¬ 
tions,  and  join  together.  Therefore  it  is  that  I 
am  glad  it  has  on  the  whole  been  so  temperately 
and  fairly  discussed.  With  regard  to  the  motion 
for  adjournment,  I  would  ask  my  hon.  friend  the 
leader  of  the  Opposition  not  to  press  the  House 
to  a  division  against  the  opinion  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  in  that  respect.  I  do  not  at  all  fear  that  the 
matter  will  not  be  raised  again,  and  I  think  it 
would  be  perhaps  best  for  the  interests  we  all 
have  at  heart  if  the  Government  were  permitted  a 
fitting  opportunity  to  reconsider,  or  to  come  down 
with  some  definite  proposition,  if  they  have  a 
definite  proposition  to  make.  At  present,  I  do  not 
quite  understand  I  must  confess,  the  views  that 
they  entertain.  If  I  had  to  vote  on  this  question, 
as  proposing  it,  I  should  certainly  do  so,  and  if  I 
have  to  vote  against  the  adjournment  in  the  belief 
that  the  adjournment  would  shelve  the  question  I 
would  vote  against  the  adjournment  ;  but  I  do  not 
quite  understand  that  the  adjournment  of  this 
deflate  will  shelve  this  question  for  the  session.  It 
will  go  on  Public  Bills  and  Orders  and  would  be 
reached  on  Wednesday  week  as  I  understand  it. 
With  that  expression  of  opinion,  in  which  of  course 
my  hon.  friend  on  the  opposite  side  is  as  well  com¬ 
petent  to  deal  as  I  am,  I  think  on  the  whole  that  the 
Government  not  having  given  this  matter  full  con¬ 
sideration,  the  House  should  understand  exactly 
what  alternative  they  propose  and  then  we  would  be 
in  a  position  to  say  that  we  eit  her  accept  the  alterna¬ 
tive  proposition  of  the  Government  or  adopt  the 
one  which  I  have  ventured  to  suggest.  I  can  only 
say  in  conclusion,  that  the  only  means  I  can  see 
of  our  having  a  representative  is  in  the  manner 
suggested  by  my  resolution.  At  the  same  time, 
the  members  of  the  Government  are  much  more 
familiar  with  the  actual  practical  working  of  Gov¬ 
ernment  matters  than  I  can  pretend  to  be,  and  I 
shall  listen  with  very  great  attention  and  care  to 
any  proposal  or  counter  proposal  that  may  be  made. 
But  I  certainly  would  not  be  willing  to  accept  as 
adequate  by  any  means  a  proposition  that  would 
substitute  a  mere  consular  agent  for  the  wider  and 
larger  scope  which  I  think  our  agent  should  hold 
at  Washington. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  more 
confidence  as  a  rule  in  the  Government  than  I  have 
and  in  the  hope  that  deliberation  will  produce  a 
change  for  the  better  in  their  ideas  as  expressed 
to-day  ;  we  will  agree  to  accept  the  adjournment. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  debate  adjourned. 

CANADA  AND  GREAT  BRITAIN. 

On  the  Order  being  called  for  the  motion  of  Mr. 
Fauvel,  with  reference  to  commerce  between  Canada 
and  Great  Britain  ; 

Mr.  LAURIER.  I  would  ask  the  Minister  of 
Justice  to  allow  this  motion  to  stand. 

Mr.  McCarthy. 


Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  have  no  objection 
as  regards  the  absence  of  the  hon.  gentleman  whose 
name  it  appears  in  ;  but  I  would  like  the  hon. 
gentleman  to  consider,  whether  the  motion  could 
be  moved  or  not  ?  It  seems  to  me  to  be  the  same 
question  that  was  disposed  of  the  other  night. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  That  may  be,  but  I  ask  this 
favour  especially  because  Mr.  Fauvel  on  one  or  two 
occasions  was  ready  to  proceed  and  could  not. 
There  is  some  force  in  what  the  hon.  gentleman  says. 
The  hon.  member  is  absent,  however,  and  I  would 
not  like  that  any  step  be  taken  in  his  absence. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  Very  well,  we  will 
allow  it  to  stand. 

COCKBURN  ISLAND— LOCATION  TICKETS. 

Mr.  LISTER  moved  for  : 

Copy  of  location  ticket  granted  to  John  Alexander 
McLellan,  of  Cockburn  Island,  for  lot  15  in  the  5th  con¬ 
cession,  Cockburn  Island.  Also,  copy  of  all  affidavits  or 
declarations,  letters  and  other  papers  from  any  person  or 
persons  to  the  department,  or  any  officer  of  the  depart¬ 
ment,  in  any  way  relating  to  said  lot  or  the  cancellation 
of  the  said  ticket.  Also,  copy  of  any  order  made  for  the 
cancellation  of  said  ticket. 

He  said  :  Mr.  Speaker,  I  would  remind  the  hon. 
Minister  of  the  Interior  that  I  brought  the  subject- 
matter  of  this  motion  to  his  attention  last  session, 
and  I  now  bring  it  before  the  House  in  the  shape 
of  a  motion  for  the  purpose  of  getting  the  informa¬ 
tion  which  he  then  refused  to  give.  If  the  facts  in 
my  possession  are  correct,  the  department  has  acted 
in  a  most  extraordinary  manner  in  refusing  to  give 
Mr.  McLellan  the  information  which  he  has  sought, 
not  only  in  the  House,  but  by  letters  to  the  depart¬ 
ment.  Mr.  McLellan  was  the  locatee  on  lot  15  in 
the  5th  concession  of  Cockburn  Island.  He  haj 
received  his  location  ticket,  and  that  location  ticket 
was  cancelled  by  the  department  without,  so  far 
as  he  has  been  able  to  learn,  any  reason  whatever. 
Mr.  McLellan  applied  to  Mr.  Ross,  who  is  the  agent 
of  the  department  on  Cockburn  Island,  and  he 
was  told  by  Mr.  Ross  that  His  location  had 
been  cancelled  and  that  his  right  to  the 
property  had  been  taken  away  from  him.  Mr.  Ross 
refused  to  give  any  information  as  to  why  the  loca¬ 
tion  ticket  had  been  cancelled  ;  he  simply  told  Mr. 
McLellan  that  declarations  had  been  filed  with  the 
Department  of  the  Interior,  and  upon  these  declar¬ 
ations  this  land,  to  which  he  claimed  he  had  a 
legal  right,  had  been  taken  away.  The  agent  at 
Cockburn  Island  refused  to  give  him  copies  of  the  affi¬ 
davits,  refused  to  give  him  the  name  of  the  person 
or  persons  who  made  them,  refused  to  give  him  the 
grounds  upon  which  the  department  had  based  its 
judgment  that  he  should  be  deprived  of  his  land, 
refused  to  give  him  any  information  about  the 
matter  at  all.  During  the  last  session  of  Parlia¬ 
ment  I  asked  the  Minister  the  reasons  for  the  can¬ 
cellation  of  this  location  ticket,  and  he  said  that 
the  matter  was  a  private  and  confidential  one  and 
could  not  be  made  public.  Now,  Sir,  it  is  astound¬ 
ing  that  in  this  country  and  in  this  age  a  man  who 
has  properly  acquired  the  right  to  a  parcel  of  land, 
and  who  is  to  all  intents  and  purposes  the  owner  of 
that  land,  subject  only  to  the  performance  of  the 
settlement  duties,  should  be  deprived  of  his  land 
and  his  rights  in  it,  and  that  the  Government  of  the 
country  should  refuse  to  tell  him  for  what  reason 
he  has  been  deprived  of  his  property.  Now,  I 
present  this  motion  to  the  House  for  the  pur- 
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pose  of  seeing  once  more  if  it  is  not  pos¬ 
sible  to  extort  from  the  Minister  the  reason 
why  this  land  has  been  taken  away  from  the  settler. 
As  we  all  know,  Cock  burn  Island  was  opened  for 
settlement,  and  it  was  the  right  of  any  individual 
to  go  there  and  locate  land  for  settlement.  This 
man  located  his  land,  and  received  a  location  ticket 
from  the  proper  authority  ;  he  was  as  much  entitled 
to  that  land  as  any  gentleman  in  this  House  is 
entitled  to  his  land,  until  he  made  default  in  the 
performance  of  his  settlement  duties.  He  says  that 
lie  did  not  make  default,  but  that  he  was  informed 
by  the  agent  on  the  island  that  the  land  was  taken 
away  from  him,  and  that  the  Government  had 
decided  that  he  should  not  get  the  patent  for  it  ; 
and  it  was  taken  away  and  given  to  other  people. 
Now,  I  ask  the  Minister  to  lay  on  the  Table  all 
affidavits  presented  to  the  department  on  which 
the  department  has  acted  in  cancelling  this  location 
ticket.  It  is  incredible  that  a  man  should  be 
deprived  of  the  property  to  which  he  is  justly  en¬ 
titled  without  being  informed  of  the  reasons,  the 
pretensions  or  the  claims  which  were  made  against 
him  as  to  the  ownership  of  the  land,  and  that  he 
.should  not  be  allowed  an  opportunity  of  presenting 
reasons  why  his  rights  should  not  be  taken  away 
from  him.  Yet  this  man  says,  and  I  believe  his 
statement,  that  he  has  been  deprived  of  his  rights, 
that  he  is  ignorant  of  what  evidence  was  produced 
before  the  department,  and  that  he  had  no  oppor¬ 
tunity  of  controverting  any  statements  made 
against  him  to  the  department  ;  and  if  his  state¬ 
ment  is  true,  it  is  an  arbitrary  and  tyrannical  act, 
disgraceful  to  the  department. 

It  being  six  o’clock,  the  Speaker  left  the  Chair. 

After  Recess. 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  Before  you  left  the  Chair  at 
six  o’clock,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  was  about  making  a  few 
remarks  on  the  motion  of  the  hon.  member  for 
Lambton  (Mr.  Lister).  I  should  not  have  made 
any  remark  had  it  not  been  for  a  few  words  which 
fell  from  the  hon.  member  indicating  that  he  had 
asked  for  papers  last  year  and  that  they  had 
been  refused.  My  recollection  was  different  from 
that,  and  since  recess  I  have  endeavoured  to  find 
out  the  true  facts  of  the  case.  Looking  at  Hansard , 
I  find  that  the  hon.  gentleman  last  session  asked  a 
question  somewhat  similar  to  what  appears  to-day 
in  his  motion,  and  I  replied  to  the  question,  but  no 
papers  were  asked  for.  If,  up  to  the  time  the 
hon.  gentleman  made  His  motion  this  afternoon, 
there  was  any  objection  to  giving  this  information 
I  am  not  aware  of  it.  I  will  add  for  the  information 
of  the  hon.  gentleman  what  I  had  given  me  with 
regard  to  this  matter  which  occurred  before  I  took 
charge  of  the  department  : 

“  Lot  15,  con.  5,  Cockburn  Island,  was  sold  to  Mr.  John 
Alexander  McLellan  on  the  12th  of  December,  1887. 
Evidence  was  furnished  the  department  by  Agent  Ross 
showing  that  this  lot  was  taken  up  for  the  purpose  of 
stripping  it  of  its  timber.  The  conditions  of  sale  of  the 
lot  were  not  fulfilled,  and  the  sale  was  accordingly  can¬ 
celled  on  the  3rd  of  July,  1888.  The  lot  is  still  unsold  and 
is  covered,  as  it  was  when  sold  to  McLellan,  by  the  tim¬ 
ber  license  of  Hitchcock  &  Foster.” 

That  is  the  position  I  believe  of  this  lot,  about 
which  the  hon.  gentleman  requested  information. 
With  reference  to  the  subsequent  motion  with  re¬ 
gard  to  another  lot,  lot  16,  in  the  4th  concession, 
Cockburn  Island,  which  appears  to  have  been  sold 


to  Thomas  Smith  and  by  him  assigned  to  Peter 
McLellan,  upon  evidence  being  furnished  that  he 
was  taking  the  timber  off  the  lot  covered  by  a  tim¬ 
ber  license  to  another  party,  the  sale  was  cancelled. 
That  is  all  the  information  I  have  on  the  subject, 
and  there  is  no  reason  why  these  papers  should  not 
be  laid  on  the  Table. 

Mr.  LISTER,  So  far  as  the  statement  of  the 
hon.  gentleman  is  concerned  as  to  what  took  place 
last  year,  I  find,  on  referring  to  Hansard ,  that  he 
correctly  stated  the  position  of  the  matter  then. 
All  that  I  did  last  session  was  to  put  a  question 
upon  the  paper.  I  asked  : 

“  Was  John  Alexander  McLellan  entitled  to  lot  15  in 
5th  concession  of  Cockburn  Island  under  location  ticket, 
either  granted  or  assigned  to  him  ?  Has  the  ticket  been 
cancelled  ?  If  so,  when,  and  for  what  reason  ?  Has  any 
person,  since  such  cancellation,  acquired  any  right  or 
interest  in  the  lot  from  the  Government  ?  If  so,  the  name 
and  address  of  such  person.” 

That  question  was  asked  in  June,  1891,  and  the 
answer  was  as  follows  : — - 

“  Lot  15,  concession  5,  Cockburn  Island,  was  sold  to  John 
Alexander  McLellan.  The  sale  of  this  lot  was  cancelled 
on  the,3rd  of  July,  1888,  under  section  46  of  the  Indian  Act, 
for  non-fulfilment  of  the  conditions  of  sale.  No  return 
has  as  yet  been  made  to  the  department  by  the  local  agent 
of  the  resale  of  this  lot.” 

I  stated  a  moment  ago  that  when  addressing  the 
House  this  afternoon,  I  was  under  the  impression 
that  the  Minister  had  stated  that  the  papers  were 
confidential  and  could  not  be  produced.  I  find 
that  that  was  not  his  answer,  and  I  was  led  astray 
by  a  portion  of  a  letter  which  I  received  concerning 
this  matter  in  which  it  is  stated  : 

“  I  have  applied  to  Mr.  Ross  and  the  Indian  Depart¬ 
ment  for  information  and  the  only  answer  I  can  get  is 
that  certain  affidavits  were  filed'which  caused  the  cancel¬ 
lation.  I  cannot  learn  the  contents  of  the  affidavits  or 
who  made  them,  the  department  taking  the  ground,  a 
very  peculiar  one  it  seems  to  me,  that  these  affidavits  are 
confidential.” 

In  speaking  this  afternoon,  I  had  in  my  mind  the 
letter  in  my  possession.  I  have  just  a  few  words 
to  add .  The  Minister  says  there  can  be  no  ob¬ 
jection  to  now  producing  all  the  papers  and  affida¬ 
vits  and  every  document  under  which  the  depart¬ 
ment  acted  in  cancelling  these  sales.  So  far,  so 
well.  I  am  aware  that  the  present  Minister  of  the 
Interior  is  not  to  blame,  if  there  is  any  blame 
attaching  to  any  person,  as  the  transaction  occurred 
before  he  took  office.  This  sale  appears  to  have 
been  cancelled  on  the  3rd  of  July,  1888.  Since 
that  time  up  to  the  present  moment—  for  the 
last  letter  I  have  upon  this  subject  is  dated  only 
a  few  days  ago — the  legal  advisers  of  Mr. 
McLellan  have  been  unable  to  ascertain  from 
the  department  or  their  agent  on  Cockburn  Island 
the  causes^  which  led  the  Government  to  cancel 
these  location  tickets.  They  were  informed 
from  outside  quarters  that  the  evidence  produced 
before  the  department,  which  induced  the  depart¬ 
ment  to  act,  was  certain  statutory  declarations 
made  by  parties  whose  names  they  could  not  find 
out.  I  do  not  know  whether  this  information  is 
correct  or  not,  but  will  know  when  the  papers  are 
on  the  Table.  It  is  somewhat  extraordinary,  how¬ 
ever,  that  this  man  should  have  acquired  a  right, 
whatever  it  might  be  under  that  location  ticket,  to 
purchase  land  upon  certain  terms,  and  should  have 
had  that  right  cancelled  without  any  notice  being 
given  them,  and  without  submitting  to  them  the 
evidence  upon  which  the  department  acted,  or 
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without  calling  upon  them  to  show  cause  why 
their  ticket  should  not  he  cancelled.  That  seems 
to  me  a  very  extraordinary  proceeding.  It  seems 
to  me  the  denial  of  a  trial  to  which  the  humblest 
citizen  of  the  country  is  entitled.  The  Minister 
of  the  Interior  tells  us  that  the  right  to 
cut  the  timber  upon  these  lots  has  been  sold 
to  Messrs.  Hitchcock  &  Foster,  of  the  city 
of  Chicago.  They  are  I  believe  men  who  take 
out  cedar  posts,  which  they  manufacture  in¬ 
to  paving  material  and  with  which  they 
pave  the  streets  of  the  United  States.  My 
information  is  that  they  were  at  the  bottom  of  the 
whole  transaction,  through  their  agent,  Mr.  Davis, 
who  lives  on  the  Island.  They  wanted  the  timber 
on  these  two  lots,  at  all  events  on  one  lot,  and  my 
information  is  on  the  two,  and  their  agent  on  the 
Island  manipulated  the  matter,  as  I  am  credibly 
informed,  through  the  Government  agent  so  as  to 
have  these  licenses  cancelled,  and  the  timber 
upon  the  lands  was  at  once  sold  by  the  depart¬ 
ment  to  Hitchcock  &  Foster,  of  Chicago.  And 
I  am  told  that  the  affidavits  put  into  the 
department  were  put  in  at  the  instance  of  Davis 
and  forwarded  by  the  local  agent  to  the  depart¬ 
ment.  I  will  take  the  liberty  of  reading  a  letter 
I  have  on  this  subject,  and  if  the  facts  stated  in  it 
are  at  all  true,  there  has  been  a  very  grievous 
wrong  done  these  men  : 

“  I  was  the  owner  under  a  location  ticket  which  had 
been  transferred  to  me  of  lot  16,  4th  concession,  Cock- 
burn  Island,  and  my  brother  John  Alexander  McLellan, 
was  the  locatee  of  lot  15  in  5th  concession.  These  are 
Indian  lands  and  are  under  the  management  of  Mr.  B. 
W.  Ross,  the  Indian  agent  on  Cockburn  Island.  The 
location  rights  of  myself  and  my  brother  were  cancelled, 
and  I  cannot  understand  the  reason  why.  My  own  land 
was  cancelled  within  six  months  from  the  time  the  loca¬ 
tion  ticket  was  issued.  I  have  applied  to  Mr.  Ross  and  to 
the  Indian  Department  for  information,  and  the  only 
answer  I  can  get  is  that  certain  affidavits  were  filed  which 
caused  the  cancellation.  I  cannot  learn  the  contents  of 
these  affidavits,  or  who  made  them,  the  department 
taking  the  ground,  a  very  peculiar  one  it  seems  to  me, 
that  these  affidavits  are  confidential.  It  is  strange  that  a 
man’s  rights  can  be  taken  away  from  him  without  his 
being  heard,  and  without  his  knowing  anything  of  the 
reasons  why.  It  happens  that  Hitchcock  &  Foster,  a 
Chicago  firm  which  deals  in  telegraph  poles,  cedar  posts, 
ties,  &c.,  were  instrumental  in  procuring  the  cancellation. 
They  have  been  operating  on  the  Island  for  some  time  and 
have  a  depot  there.” 

There  is  the  statement  made  by  this  man  as  to  thecir- 
cumstances  connected  with  the  cancellation  of  these 
licenses,  and  he  has  never  been  informed  why  his 
license  was  taken  awav  from  him  ;  he  has  never  had 
an  opportunity  of  showing  that  these  statements 
were  true.  I  think  in  all  fairness  the  department 
owes  it  to  these  men  to  give  them  an  opportunity 
of  showing  that  the  statements  made  in  these  affi¬ 
davits  are  not  true,  if  such  is  the  case,  and  if  their 
lands  have  been  improperly  taken  fropi  them  and 
their  license  has  been  improperly  cancelled,  then  I 
am  sure  the  hon.  gentleman  who  presides  over  the 
department  will  not  be  unwilling  to  see  that  justice 
is  done  to  these  men.  If  as  citizens  of  this  country, 
they  have  acquired  rights,  as  they  claim  they  had, 
it  is  their  privilege  and  their  certain  right,  before 
their  property  is  taken  from  them,  to  have  an  op¬ 
portunity  of  showing  why  it  should  not  be  taken. 
That  is  among  the  rights  accorded  to  every  citizen, 
and  this  right  should  not  be  denied  in  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Interior.  In  bringing  this  matter  before 
the  attention  of  the  Minister,  I  have  done  what 
these  people  who  feel  aggrieved  have  asked  me  to  do, 
and  I  ask  from  the  Minister,  for  them,  that  this 
Mr.  Lister. 


matter  shall  be  again  opened  up  and  properly  in¬ 
vestigated  by  the  department ;  for  it  does  seem  to 
me  that  these  unfortunate  men  have  suffered  for  the 
purpose  of  helping  on  other  people  who  were  desir¬ 
ous  of  getting  what  they  had  received  from  the 
department.  I  am  not  blaming  the  department 
except  in  this  that  I  think  it  was  the  duty  of  the 
department  to  have  notified  these  people  that  appli¬ 
cation  was  made  to  cancel  their  license,  and  to  have 
given  them  an  opportunity  of  presenting  their  claims 
to  the  department,  and  to  show  why  the  license 
should  not  be  cancelled. 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  So  far  as  I  have  information 
it  appears  that  Mr.  McLellan  and  Mr.  Smith,  who 
subsequently  sold  one  of  the  lots  to  McLellan,  pur¬ 
chased  those  lots,  subject  to  the  license  which 
Hitchcock  &  Foster  had  at  that  time,  and  that 
McLellan  and  his  agents  were  cutting  timber  on 
land  for  which  Hitchcock  &  Foster  had  a  license  ; 
and  for  that  reason  I  understood  the  license  was 
cancelled. 

Mr.  LISTER.  These  men  were  not  given  any 
opportunity  of  having  their  side  of  the  case  heard. 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  I  shall  take  an  opportunity 
of  looking  into  the  matter,  and  will  bring  down 
these  papers  at  the  earliest  moment. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  I  would  call  the  attention  of 
the  Minister  to  the  fact  that,  from  the  statement 
he  has  just  made,  it  is  obvious  these  men  have 
been  very  harshly  treated.  If  it  was  reported  to 
the  department  that  they  were  cutting  timber 
where  they  had  no  right,  that  is  no  reason  why 
their  location  ticket  should  be  cancelled  and  why 
all  their  own  rights  should  be  forfeited.  It  may 
have  been  a  case  of  trespass,  but  because  they 
were  trespassing,  and  invading  property  that  was 
not  their  own,  that  is  no  reason  why  their  own 
property  should  be  confiscated.  It  seems  to  me 
from  the  facts,  as  stated,  that  there  can  be  no  pos¬ 
sible  reason  why  these  men  should  be  treated  in  that 
manner.  They  took  their  location  in  1887,  and 
about  two  years  afterwards  their  location  ticket 
was  cancelled,  and  they  were  deprived  of  all  the 
rights  they  had  acquired  under  those  tickets  ;  not 
only  that,  but  they  were  so  dealt  with  without  any 
notice  to  them.  If  the  agent  makes  a  report,  I 
understand  that  the  department  may  feel  justified 
in  acting  upon  that  report,  but  it  is  a  very  harsh 
course  for  the  Government  to  take  to  cancel  the 
location  ticket  of  these  men  without  allowing  them 
an  opportunity  to  speak  for  themselves,  and  to 
show  cause  why  they  should  not  be  treated  in  this 
manner. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

ACCOMMODATION  OF  GOVERNMENT  RAIL¬ 
WAYS. 

Mr.  McMULLEN  moved  for : 

Return  showing  the  amount  of  additional  property  pur¬ 
chased  on  or  adjacent  to  Government  railways  for  in¬ 
creased  accommodation  or  other  purposes  ;  the  quantity 
purchased  or  paid  for  within  the  period  from  the  1st  of 
July,  1891,  to  the  1st  of  April,  1892  ;  the  party  from  whom 
purchased  ;  the  price  paid ;  the  purpose  for  which  the 
property  is  used  or  is  to  be  used. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  The  first  part  of  the  return  is 
not  very  clear,  because  that  would  mean  all  the 
purchases  made  since  the  commencement  on  the  In¬ 
tercolonial  Railway,  the  Cape  Breton  Railway  and 
the  different  branches,  and  the  Grand  Trunk  Rail- 
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way.  Does  the  hon.  gentleman  mean  to  coniine  it 
only  to  purchases  made  between  1891  and  1892? 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  My  object  is  to  get  a  return 
of  the  amount  of  property  purchased  from  the  1st 
•July,  1891,  to  the  1st  April,  1892,  not  to  refer  to 
any  property  anterior  to  that  date. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

POSTMASTER  OF  McINTYRE. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN  moved  for  : 

Return  giving  all  papers,  letters,  petitions,  applica¬ 
tions,  and  every  other  document  relating  to  the  dis¬ 
missal  of  the  postmaster  of  McIntyre,  and  the  appoint¬ 
ment  of  his  successor. 

He  said  :  In  moving  for  this  return  I  may  state 
that  I  am  informed  that  the  postmaster  of  Me 
Intyre  was  appointed  some  17  years  ago,  and  since 
that  time  he  has  never  kept  the  office,  but  it 
was  kept  by  a  young  man  who  was  deformed 
and  who  was  disqualified  for  performing  ordinary 
labour.  I  understand  that  he  performed  the  duties 
of  the  office  in  a  manner  very  acceptable  to  the 
people  there.  Lately,  I  understand,  the  post¬ 
master  has  been  dismissed,  and  the  post  office  has 
been  taken  away  from  the  charge  of  this  young 
man,  in  order  to  give  it  to  a  supporter  of 
the  Government,  and  without  any  charge  being 
made  against  the  postmaster,  as  I  am  informed, 
although  I  have  no  personal  knowledge  of  the 
matter.  I  am  informed  by  letter  that  the  post¬ 
master  never  occupied  the  office,  that  the  office  has 
been  kept  in  the  same  place  ever  since  it  was  esta¬ 
blished,  and  by  this  same  family.  So  far  as  I  can 
learn  no  charge  has  been  made  of  any  serious 
character  against  the  postmaster,  but  the  office 
was  transferred  from  this  young  man  who  is  de¬ 
formed,  in  order,  as  I  said  before,  to  give  it  to  a 
Government  supporter. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

POSTMASTER  OF  EUGENIA. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN  moved  for  : 

Return  giving  all  papers,  letters,  petitions,  applications 
and  every  other  document  relating  to  the  dismissal  of  the 
postmaster  of  Eugenia  and  the  appointment  of  his  succes¬ 
sor. 

He  said  :  Mr.  Purdy  has  been  the  postmaster  at 
this  place  for  about  30  years,  and,  as  I  understand, 
has  performed  the  duties  of  the  office  in  a  very 
acceptable  manner.  Lately,  the  office  has  been 
kept  by  a  Mr.  Hogg,  and  I  understand  that  there 
is  no  objection  to  the  management  of  the  office  by 
Mr.  Hogg.  A  short  time  ago,  I  am  informed  that 
Mr.  Purdy  was  dismissed,  and  that  the  office  has 
been  given  to  another  person  wdiose  name  I  do  not 
know  just  now,  but  who  is  a  supporter  of  the 
Government.  I  understand  that  the  party  appointed 
has  not  yet  taken  charge,  and  that  the  post  office 
is  still  under  the  charge  of  Mr.  Purdy  or  Mr. 
Hogg,  his  deputy.  I,  therefore,  move  for  this  return. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

YAMASKA  RIVER  DAMAGES. 

Mr.  LAURIER  moved  for  : 

Copies  of  report  of  any  enquiry  held  under  the  au¬ 
thority  of  the  Department  of  Public  Works  with  a  view 
to  estimate  the  losses  inflicted  on  proprietors  of  the  Com¬ 
mune  of  Yamaska,  by  the  erection  of  a  dam  in  the 
Yamaska  River. 
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He  said  :  I  would  call  the  attention  of  the  present 
Minister  of  Public  Works,  as  I  did  call  the 
attention  of  the  late  Minister  of  Public  Works, 
two  or  three  sessions  ago,  to  the  great  dam¬ 
ages  which  have  been  caused  to  the  propri¬ 
etors  on  the  river  Yamaska  by  the  erection 
of  a  dam.  The  Minister  of  Public  Works 
then  promised  me  that  he  would  enquire  into  the 
matter,  as  to  any  damages  which  might  have  oc¬ 
curred  and  to  what  extent.  I  do  not  know 
whether  anything  has  been  done  since,  but  I  have 
been  given  to  understand  that  the  promise  was 
made  of  an  immediate  enquiry.  In  fact,  I  was 
shown  a  telegram  from  an  engineer  of  the  Public 
Works  Department  just  before  the  late  election  to 
the  effect  that  an  investigation  would  be  made  at 
an  early  date.  I  would  like  to  learn  if  any  enquiry 
has  been  made. 

Mr.  OUIMET.  I  have  enquired  from  the  de¬ 
partment  as  to  whether  anything  has  been  done  in 
connection  with  this  matter,  and  I  am  told  that  no 
such  enquiry  has  ever  been  held.  I  am  not  aware 
myself,  nor  can  I  find  out  from  any  of  my  officers, 
that  any  such  promise  was  made  as  that  to  which 
the  hon.  gentleman  refers. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

PONTIAC  COUNTY  RAILWAY  DEBT. 

Mr.  MURRAY  moved  for  : 

Copies  of  all  correspondence,  memorials,  and  docu¬ 
ments  exchanged  between  the  Government,  or  any  mem¬ 
ber  thereof  and  any  persons,  companies  or  corporations  as 
to  the  propriety  or  advisability  of  relieving  or  recouping 
the  County  of  Pontiac  of  its  railway  indebtedness. 

He  said  :  Before  I  had  the  honour  of  representing  the 
County  of  Pontiac,  I  understood  that  applications 
of  that  nature  were  made  to  the  Government,  and 
in  fact  I  was  one  of  a  deputation  which  last  session 
interviewed  the  late  Premier  in  reference  to  this 
particular  matter.  I  have  also  written  to  the  present 
Minister  of  Railways  on  the  subject,  and  I  have  also 
sent  a  copy  of  my  letter  to  the  present  Premier.  It 
may  be  considered  an  extraordinary  thing  for  me 
to  ask  the  Government  to  come  to  the  relief  of  the 
County  of  Pontiac,  but  I  think  the  position  of  that 
county  is  very  exceptional.  A  large  deputation 
waited  on  the  late  Premier  last  session  asking  to 
be  recouped  for  bonuses  which  had  been  voted 
in  the  Province  of  Ontario,  and  while,  for  my 
part,  I  was  prepared  to  concede  all  justice  to  the 
counties  whose  cases  were  similar  to  that  of  Pontiac, 
I  think  those  counties  obtained  their  railways  and 
participated  in  all  the  advantages.  No  doubt  those 
railways  were  intended  to  increase  the  prosperity 
of  the  districts  and  create  commercial  centres,  and 
the  increase  of  the  growth  of  such  places  in  that 
way  benefited  individuals  and  enabled  them  to  make 
money.  They  represented  very  wealthy  agricultural 
counties  as  a  rule,  and  they  paid  large  sums  and 
did  not  feel  the  burden.  But  I  am  sorry  to 
say  the  condition  of  Pontiac  is  quite  different. 
The  people  voted  in  1881  $100,000  for  the  Pon¬ 
tiac  and  Pacific  Junction  Railway,  a  company  that 
has  not  been  able  to  carry  out  the  original  inten¬ 
tions  as  regards  the  construction  of  the  road.  For 
some  reason  or  other  the  people  were  sorry  im¬ 
mediately  after  they  had  voted  the  money  that 
they  had  done  so,  and  endeavoured  to  prevent  the 
warden  signing  the  debentures.  He  resigned  rather 
than  sign  them  and  they  were  signed  by  his  su  ccessor. 
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The  question  as  to  the  legality  of  the  debentures 
arose,  and  the  county  went  into  litigation  with  the 
bondholders  and  carried  the  case  from  court  to 
court  until  it  finally  reached  the  Privy  Council. 
The  consequence  is,  as  the  House  will  readily  under¬ 
stand,  that  the  county  is  not  only  liable  for  the 
original  amount,  but  also  for  all  the  law  costs  and 
interest  that  has  accrued  since  ;  in  fact  the  whole 
debt  amounts  to  $175,000.  The  question  might 
naturally  be  asked,  why  should  the  County  of  Pon¬ 
tiac  ask  relief  from  the  Government  ?  We  contend 
that  Pontiac  is  a  colonization  county,  that  this  is  a 
colonization  railway  and  interprovincial  and  inter¬ 
national  in  its  character,  that  such  railways  have 
received  liberal  aid  from  the  Government  of  Can¬ 
ada.  Take  the  Northern  Railway  that  extends 
from  Toronto  to  North  Bay.  It  received  $12,000 
per  mile  for  110  miles,  or  $1,300,000  by  way  of 
subsidies.  I  do  not  believe  that  the  munici¬ 
palities  through  which  the  road  passed  were 
asked  to  contribute  one  dollar.  This  road  is 
going  northward,  and  Pontiac  is  one  of  the 
most  western  portions  of  the  Province  of  Quebec,  and 
it  can  fairly  be  considered  as  a  colonizing  railway. 
Moreover,  it  is  intended  to  intersect  with  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  at  Pembroke.  So,  con¬ 
sidering  the  large  subsidies  given,  as  in  the  case  of 
the  Northern  Railway,  and  considering  that  Pem¬ 
broke  has  been  relieved  of  its  indebtedness  of 
$75,000,  which  was  given  to  the  old  Canada  Cen¬ 
tral  Railway,  and  no  doubt  the  town  was  relieved 
from  that  indebtedness  for  just  reasons,  the  request 
of  the  County  of  Pontiac  should  be  granted.  Then 
take  the  County  of  Ottawa.  It  granted  $200,000 
to  the  North  Shore  Railway ;  but  the  people 
escaped  payment  of  their  indebtedness  through 
some  technicality,  or  at  all  events  they  did  not  pay 
it.  The  Dominion  Government  have  authorized 
the  treasury  to  pay  to  the  Province  of  Quebec 
$12,000  a  mile  to  that  railway  from  Montreal  to 
Ottawa.  Considering  all  these  circumstances,  and 
that  Pontiac  is  so  near  to  these  places  that  have  been 
relieved,  and  considering  the  history  of  bonuses 
given  to  railways  since  Confederation,  considering 
further  that  municipalities  which  borrowed  under 
the  old  municipal  loan  fund  both  in  Ontario  and 
Quebec  were  able  to  make  a  favourable  settlement 
of  all  such  bonuses,  and  that  non-borrowing  muni¬ 
cipalities  were  compensated  in  proportion,  this 
concession  should  be  granted  to  the  County  of 
Pontiac.  I  am  sorry  to  say  that  Pontiac  did 
not  participate  in  any  arrangement  under 
this  Act  to  which  I  have  referred,  and  did 
not  receive  any  compensation  in  lieu  of  money 
advanced  under  the  municipal  Act.  Then  I  wish 
to  point  out  the  present  condition  of  Pontiac 
so  far  as  this  debt  affects  the  prosperity  of  the 
people  of  the  county.  During  the  last  ten  years 
the  population  has  not  increased  in  that  county. 
That  it  is  altogether  due  to  this  cause  or  to  other 
causes  combined,  I  am  not  prepared  to  say,  but 
this  burden  of  debt  had  had  a  great  deal  to  do  with 
crippling  the  growth  of  the  county.  In  1881  the 
population  was  19,989  ;  in  1891  it  has  increased 
229,  not  including  the  new  settlement  at  the  head 
of  Lake  Temiscamingue  of  l,96fi  souls.  In  Ottawa 
County  in  1881  the  population  was  49,432  ;  in  1891 
it  had  increased  16,000.  Right  across  the  river  from 
Pontiac  there  is  the  County  of  Renfrew,  with  a 
population  of  38,166  in  1881,  and  in  1891  it  showed 
an  increase  of  8,811.  If  all  the  Dominion  of 
Mr.  Murray. 


Canada  had  increased  in  proportion  the  census 
would  show  a  much  more  happy  state  of  things. 
The  Nipissing  district  had  only  a  population 
of  1,959  in  1881,  but  last  year  the  population 
was  13,000.  The  population  of  Ottawa  County 
was  of  course  largely  increased.  Why  should  not 
the  population  of  Pontiac  have  grown  in  like  pro¬ 
portion  as  compared  with  the  adjacent  counties  ? 
The  county  has  fairly  good  agricultural  advantages 
and  many  advantages  equally  possessed  by  adjacent 
counties,  and  there  is  no  reason  why  the  population 
should  not  have  grown  except  that  this  burden  of 
debt  which  not  only  prevents  people  coming  in 
but  drives  people  away.  Settlers  are  leaving 
the  county,  not  to  go  to  the  Canadian  North-West, 
but  in  too  many  cases  to  the  United  States.  I  know 
that  from  my  own  personal  knowledge,  and  they 
state  as  a  reason  that  there  is  no  encouragement 
to  live  in  a  county  so  long  as  this  large  debt  is 
hanging  over  the  heads  of  the  people.  Parliament 
is  voting  large  sums  of  money  for  in 'migration  pur¬ 
poses,  and  yet  we  are  driving  the  people  out  of  the 
County  of  Pontiac,  where  they  possess  many  ad¬ 
vantages,  and  surely  it  is  not  the  policy  of  the 
Dominion  Government  that  this  state  of  affairs 
should  continue  to  exist.  I  have  conceived  it  to  be 
my  duty  to  bring  this  matter  before  the  House. 
True,  I  was  elected  as  an  opponent  of  the  present 
Government,  but  I  have  sufficient  faith  in  the 
Government  to  believe  they  will  do  an  act  of  simple 
justice  to  the  county.  I  do  not  hesitate  to  ask  for 
the  rights  of  the  people,  and  I  have  some  hope  that 
the  Government  will  see  the  desirability,  in  the 
general  interests  of  the  country,  to  do  justice 
to  Pontiac.  If  that  railway  were  once  completed, 
matters  would  not  be  in  such  a  serious  condition, 
although  the  people  then  would  not  derive  all 
the  advantages  they  expected,  as  it  was  to  be  a 
continuation  of  the  North  Shore  Railway  and  to 
be  extended  to  the  mouth  of  the  Deep  River, 
whereas  it  is  now  contemplated  to  carry  it  20  miles 
east  of  that  to  Pembroke.  If  it  should  be  com¬ 
pleted  to  Pembroke  it  would  shorten  the  distance 
from  Ottawa  to  that  point  by  12  miles  as  compared 
with  the  present  route  by  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway.  That  is  one  reason  among  others  why 
the  Government  should,  I  think,  come  to  the  relief 
of  the  county,  and  release  it  from  the  payment  of 
this  indebtedness.  Besides,  if  that  road  were  com¬ 
pleted  as  proposed,  the  fine  water  power  at 
Allumette  and  other  rapids,  which  is  almost  equal  to 
the  water  power  at  the  Cliaudiere,  could  be  utilized. 
Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  talk  of  the  National 
Policy  increasing  our  manufacturing  industries,  and 
yet  there  is  a  place  where  50  factories  could  spring 
up  at  once.  If  the  road  was  completed 
to  Pembroke,  it  would  be  the  means  of 
utilizing  that  water  privilege  for  manufacturing 
purposes.  Now,  Sir,  speaking  of  myself  being  here 
as  an  opponent  of  the  Government,  in  1878  of 
course  the  people  were  led  to  believe  that  great 
things  would  follow  if  they  would  adopt  the 
National  Policy.  I  do  not  wish  to  enter  into  that 
question  now,  but  I  will  say  that  if  I  am  here  to-day 
as  an  opponent  of  the  Government  it  is  because 
the  National  Policy  has  done  nothing  for  the  people 
of  my  county,  and  there  is  not  in  that  county  any 
direct  evidence  of  any  good  coming  from  it,  because 
we  have  no  manufactories  there  at  all.  The  largest 
incorporated  village  we  have  in  the  county  has 
a  population  of  only  some  seven  hundred  odd  souls, 
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and  although  the  County  of  Pontiac  is  so  near  the 
capital  of  the  country,  yet  the  people  are  isolated, 
and  they  have  no  proper  home  markets  in  which 
to  sell  their  produce.  They  are  in  an  unfortunate 
position,  and  I  do  trust  that  this  question  will 
receive  fair  and  due  consideration  at  the  hands 
of  the  Government  not  only  in  the  interest  of 
the  county  alone,  bnt  in  the  general  interests  of 
the  Dominion,  because  I  contend  that  when  one 
county  is  in  a  depressed  condition  it  reflects  on  the 
whole  Dominion.  I  do  not  wish  to  occupy  the 
attention  of  the  House  at  any  great  length,  but  I 
do  express  the  earnest  hope  that  the  Government 
will  look  at  this  matter  in  a  business-like  way  as  I 
believe  they  will,  and  that  they  will  without  delay 
make  some  provision  by  which  the  people  of  Pontiac 
will  be  relieved  from  that  great  incubus  of  a  rail¬ 
way  debt. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  Mr.  Speaker,  in  reply  to  the 
hon.  gentleman  I  have  to  say  there  are  no  petitions, 
memorials  or  documents  in  possession  of  the  de¬ 
partment  asking  that  the  County  of  Pontiac  be 
relieved  from  its  indebtedness  on  account  of  what 
has  been  given  to  the  Pontiac  Railway  Company, 
except  the  petition  which  I  to-day  received  from 
the  hon.  gentleman  himself.  The  hon.  gentleman 
complained  of  the  action  the  Government  have 
taken  in  this  matter,  bnt  as  this  railway  is  not  an 
undertaking  connected  with  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway,  as  it  is  not  one  of  those  great  undertak¬ 
ings  for  the  purpose  of  connecting  the  centres  of 
commerce  in  the  country,  I  can  say  that  there  is 
no  railway  system  in  the  country  which  has  re¬ 
ceived  in  proportion  a  more  generous  support  from 
the  Government  than  has  the  Pontiac  Railway. 
They  received  from  the  Dominion  Government  a 
subsidy  of  $3,200  a  mile,  and  from,  the  Provincial 
Government  a  subsidy  of  $6,000  a  mile.  I  think  the 
object  of  the  road  is  to  complete  it  to  the  town  of 
Pembroke.  There  is  a  subsidy  yet  unearned  for 
24  miles,  which  the  Government  has  promised  to 
assist  to  the  extent  of  $3,200  a  mile,  and  for  that 
portion  of  the  road  there  is  yet  to  be  obtained  from 
the  Provincial  Government  a  subsidy  of  $6,000 
per  mile.  The  hon.  gentleman  states  that  the 
county  did  not  receive  the  benefit  from  the  rail¬ 
way  which  they  expected  to  receive.  I  presume 
they  made  their  own  bargain  with  the  railway 
company,  and  under  that  bargain  they  were  obliged 
to  pay,  because  the  company,  I  suppose,  have  per¬ 
formed  the  conditions  of  it.  As  I  understand, 
the  arrangement  made  with  the  railway  company 
was  that  they  were  to  build  20  miles  of  railway 
within  the  County  of  Pontiac,  and  upon  doing 
that  they  were  to  receive  $100,000.  The  hon. 
gentleman  states  that  the  County  of  Ottawa  was 
relieved  of  its  indebtedness  by  some  error  in  the 
grant,  and  that  the  County  of  Pontiac  wished  to  be 
relieved  in  a  similar  manner  but  were  not  successful. 
He  states  that  this  section  of  the  country  received 
no  benefit  from  the  National  Policy,  that  the 
people  were  being  driven  away  in  great  numbers 
from  the  county,  and  that  a  similar  state  of  affairs 
does  not  occur  in  the  County  of  Renfrew  on  the 
opposite  side  of  the  river.  The  fact  of  the  matter 
is,  that  the  $100,000  voted  by  the  County  of 
Pontiac  for  the  purpose  of  assisting  this  railway, 
could  have  no  .  effect  on  emigration  there, 
because  the  people  of  the  county  have  not 
paid  one  cent  towards  the  railway  which  they 
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had  promised  to  assist  to  the  extent  of  $100,000. 
The  hon.  gentleman  says  that  the  counties  on 
the  other  side  of  the  Ottawa  River  were  relieved 
from  their  indebtedness,  but  that  is  true  only  to  a 
certain  extent.  They  were  relieved  because  they 
had  a  mortgage  on  the  Brockville  and  Ottawa 
Railway  Company,  and  one  of  the  conditions 
of  the  mortgage  was  that  the  railway  company 
was  to  repay  them  the  amount.  The  railway 
company  had  an  arrangement  with  the  Provin¬ 
cial  Government  by  which  they  were  to  receive 
a  certain  amount  of  land,  and  by  relieving  the 
Ontario  Government  from  their  obligations  to 
pay  that  amount  to  them,  they  were  relieved 
partially  from  the  amount  of  their  indebtedness. 
Besides,  under  the  arrangement  these  counties 
were  entitled  to  a  certain  amount  of  the  municipal 
loan  fund  indebtedness.  They  were  deprived  of 
the  whole  amount  to  which  they  were  entitled  from 
the  Provincial  Government  on  account  of  indebted¬ 
ness  to  the  Government,  because  of  advances  to  the 
railway.  While  other  municipalities  received  their 
share  of  that’  money,  the  Counties  of  Lanark  and 
Renfrew  received  none.  In  fact  they  paid  the 
full  amount  of  indebtedness  to  the  Government, 
either  by  the  claim  they  had  against  the  Brockville 
and  Ottawa  Railway,  or  by  their  not  receiving  their 
share  of  the  municipal  loan  fund  indebtedness.  If 
we  were  to  relieve  the  hon.  gentleman’s  county,  or 
to  pay  the  amount  of  $175,000  towards  this  rail¬ 
way,  the  effect  would  be  that  every  municipality 
throughout  the  Dominion  of  Canada,  which  has  con¬ 
tributed  anything  towards  building  roads,  would  be 
in  as  good  a  position  as  Pontiac  County  to  ask  this 
Government  to  relieve  them  of  the  amounts  they 
advanced  towards  railways.  It  would  be  a  danger¬ 
ous  precedent  for  this  Government  to  set,  in  grant¬ 
ing  any  sum  of  money  for  the  purpose  of  relieving 
the  County  of  Pontiac  of  the  indebtedness  they 
entered  into  in  order  to  construct  that  railroad. 
The  Dominion  Government  have  done  all  they 
could  in  furthering  the  enterprise  which  they  con¬ 
sidered  a  benefit  in  opening  up  that  section  of  the 
country.  They  have  contributed  the  usual  sum  of 
money  towards  the  portion  of  the  road  that  is 
built,  and  they  offer  a  further  sum  of  $3,200  per 
mile  to  the  remaining  portion  of  the  line  when  it  is 
completed.  I  say  that  the  only  documents,  peti¬ 
tions  or  anything  else  winch  the  department  have 
in  their  possession  is  the  simple  petition  which  was 
presented  by  the  hon.  gentleman  to  myself,  which 
I  shall  have  no  objection  to  bring  down  at  any 
time. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  How  does  the  hon.  Minister 
justify  the  relief  given  to  the  town  of  Pembroke? 

Mr.  HAGGART,  I  understood  that  the  portion 
of  the  road  built  through  the  town  of  Pembroke  was 
part  of  the  Canada  Central,  and  was  in  the  interest 
of  the  Dominion  generally,  having  been  built  for  the 
purpose  of  making  connection  between  this  section 
of  the  country  and  the  city  of  Montreal,  and  with 
the  main  artery  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway, 
that  the  town  of  Pembroke  had  contributed  a  certain 
sum  of  money  towards  that  object ;  and  that  as  the 
Government  of  the  day  has  assumed  the  responsi¬ 
bility  of  assisting  largely  in  the  construction  of  that 
road,  the  town  ought  to  be  relieved.  On  these 
grounds  the  Government  of  the  day  felt  perfectly 
justified  in  taking  that  course,  and  I  believe  that 
the  leader  of  the  Opposition  at  that  time,  Mr.  Blake, 
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telegraphed  to  the  hon.  gentleman  who  was  running 
in  the  constituency  at  the  time,  that  he  thought 
the  town  of  Pembroke  should  be  relieved  of  the 
indebtedness. 

Mr.  DEVLIN.  I  am  only  too  happy  to  add  a  few 
words  to  what  has  already  been  so  well  and  so  ably 
said  by  my  hon.  friend  from  Pontiac.  I  know 
very  well  that  the  reply  which  has  just  been  given 
by  the  hon.  Minister  of  Railways  and  Canals  pretty 
much  settles  the  question.  The  reason  why  I  take 
some  interest  in  this  matter  is  that  the  road  passes 
through  a  portion  of  the  county  which  I  represent 
— some  24  or  25  miles,  I  believe.  Unlike  the 
County  of  Pontiac,  the  County  of  Ottawa  did  not 
think  proper  to  vote  a  bonus  in  favour  of  this  road, 
and  we  have  all  the  benefits  of  the  railway,  which 
are  certainly  considerable,  without  being  obliged 
to  pay  towards  its  construction  ;  and  we  can  appre¬ 
ciate  those  advantages,  for  the  road  is  unques¬ 
tionably  one  of  the  most  important  in  the  Province 
of  Quebec.  Now,  the  farmers  of  the  County  of 
Pontiac  have  every  reason  to  view  with  consider¬ 
able  apprehension  the  tax  which  is  about  to  be 
levied  on  them  on  account  of  the  payment  of  this 
bonus.  If  I  understood  the  hon.  Minister  correctly, 
he  said  that  they  had  not  yet  paid  one  cent. 
That  is  true,  but  the  execution  is  now  in 
the  hands  of  the  sheriff  and  may  be  issued 
at  any  moment.  I  do  not  think  it  is  so  much 
assistance  to  the  Pontiac  and  Pacific  Junction 
Railway  Company  that  the  hon.  member 
for  Pontiac  is  asking,  as  relief  to  the  county  which 
has  voted  this  bonus.  The  hon.  Minister  finds 
fault  with  the  County  of  Pontiac  for  asking  to  be 
relieved  of  this  bonus  of  $100,000  ;  but  I  venture  to 
say  that  if  the  County  of  Lanark  had  had  to  pay  for 
the  construction  of  the  Tay  Canal,  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  would  not  offer  an  objection  if  it  were  pro¬ 
posed  that  the  Government  should  relieve  the 
county  from  the  payment  of  the  $400,000  or  $500,- 
000  which  that  canal  cost.  He  found  no  fault 
whatever  with  the  Government  of  the  day  when 
they  thought  proper  to  expend  half  a  million  dol¬ 
lars  on  that  work,  which  is  of  far  less  value  or 
importance  to  the  country  generally  than  the  Pon¬ 
tiac  and  Pacific  Junction  Railway.  Not  a  word  did 
he  say  against  it ;  but  if  I  remember  rightly  he 
spoke  very  eloquently  on  behalf  of  it.  He  has  had 
his  own  reason  for  doing  so,  perhaps  four  or  five 
hundred  thousand  reasons.  However,  I  think  it 
is  quite  right  for  the  County  of  Pontiac  to  ask  to 
be  relieved  from  the  payment  of  this  bonus.  Let 
it  be  borne  in  mind  that  when  the  people 
of  that  county  voted  the  bonus,  they  were 
under  the  impression  that  they  would  eventually 
be  released  from  this  severe  obligation.  It  is  true, 
the  County  of  Ottawa  voted  $200,000  in  favour 
of  the  Quebec,  Montreal,  Ottawa  and  Occidental 
Railway,  as  was  pointed  out,  but  the  warden  of 
the  county  at  that  time  did  not  think  proper 
to  sign  the  bonds,  and  though  I  believe  he  was 
sued,  the  county  contested  the  suit  and  won  it ; 
so  that  the  County  of  Ottawa  has  all  the  advan¬ 
tages  of  the  road  and  has  been  relieved  of  the 
bonus  by  the  action  of  the  warden.  It  was 
not  so  with  Pontiac,  and  I  think  a  great  deal  of 
consideration  should  be  shown  to  this  demand. 
The  hon.  member  pointed  out,  what  is  perfectly 
true,  that  the  County  of  Pontiac  has  not  prospered 
as  a  county  adjoining  the  capital  should  prosper. 

Mr.  Haggart. 


Rear  in  mind  that  this  road  is  not  confined  simply 
to  the  County  of  Pontiac.  The  hon.  Minister  says 
that  it  is  not  a  great  inter-provincial  road.  When 
completed  it  will  be  an  inter-provincial  road.  It 
will  start  from  the  Province  of  Ontario,  cross  the 
Ottawa,  pass  through  the  County  of  Pontiac  and 
also  through  the  County  of  Ottawa,  and  connect 
again  at  Ottawa  city  with  the  Province  of  Ontario. 
It  will  be  a  great  freight  carrying  road,  and  will  be 
of  important  assistance  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail¬ 
way  ;  it  will  be  especially  of  assistance  to  the  Coun¬ 
ties  of  Pontiac  and  Ottawa,  and  as  such  will  be  a 
benefit  to  a  very  important  portion  of  the  country. 
Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  when  I  say  that  the  County  of 
Pontiac  is  not  exactly  as  prosperous  as  it  might  be, 
I  do  not  wish  to  say  that  this  is  due  solely  to  the 
fact  that  the  farmers  are  in  dread  of  the  tax  that 
will  be  levied  upon  them.  Still,  that  fact  exists, 
and  it  is  well  known  that  many  a  man  is  not 
anxious  to-day  to  take  up  farm  land  in  that  county 
because  of  this  impending  tax.  The  obligation  has 
been  disputed  by  the  county,  and  the  question  has 
gone  through  court  after  court,  has  been  carried  to 
the  Privy  Council,  and  has  been  decided  against 
the  county.  This  is  unfortunate.  If  the  hon. 
Minister  has  not  memorials  or  petitions — and  I 
believe  he  has  not,  the  only  person  who  sent  him  a 
memorial  being  I  believe  the  hon.  member  for 
Pontiac  sitting  in  the  House  to-day — he  knows 
well  that  deputations  have  come  repeatedly  from 
the  County  of  Pontiac  and  pressed  their  claim  upon 
the  Government  and  also  brought  it  under  the 
notice  of  the  country.  Sir,  I  am  glad  to  be  able  to 
second  this  motion,  and  I  trust  that  the  hon. 
Minister  of  Railways  and  his  colleagues  in  the 
Government  will  yet  give  this  question  more 
serious  consideration  than  they  have  given  it  this 
evening. 

Mr.  PERRY.  This  appears  to  me  to  be  rather 
a  hard  case  against  the  settlers  in  the  County  of 
Pontiac.  I  understand  that  that  company  who  have 
built  a  portion  of  this  road  through  a  part  of  the 
County  of  Ottawa  and  through  the  County  of  Pon¬ 
tiac  have  already  been  granted  an  extension  of  time 
and  they  are  now  applying  for  a  further  extension 
of  time  without  giving  any  guarantee  whatever  that 
even  at  the  end  of  five  years  they  will  have  the  road 
built.  Now,  we  must  bear  in  mind  that  only  a  very 
small  portion  of  the  people  of  Pontiac  have  the 
benefit  of  this  road,  and  that  if  it  is  not  completed 
as  contemplated  two-thirds  of  the  people  of  that 
county  will  have  no  benefit  whatever  in  return  for 
the  amount  of  money  which  they  voted  and  which 
I  suppose  is  to  be  collected  from  them  if  we  are  to 
judge  from  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Minister  of 
Railways  to-night.  I  contend  that  this  is  a  very 
hard  case.  If  this  $175,000  is  to  be  collected  from 
the  people  rtf  Pontiac,  it  will  be  equal  to  $9  a  head 
on  every  man,  woman  and  child  in  that  county. 
Now,  if  the  Government  mean  to  encourage  immi¬ 
gration,  why  do  they  not  build  that  portion  of  the 
road  ?  Why  not  come  to  the  relief  of  the  County  of 
Pontiac,  and  not  only  that,  but  grant  afurther  subsidy 
sufficient  to  ensure  the  completion  of  the  road  through 
the  county, and  in  that  way  encourage  immigration  ? 
It  will  be  better  for  the  Government  to  take  a 
portion  of  the  $300,000  which  they  had  mis-spent 
in  humbugging  and  bringing  immigrants  here  and 
making  a  present  to  Pontiac,  and  keep  the  popu¬ 
lation  of  the  county.  I  would  like  to  know  what 
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benefit  the  people  of  Canada  has  from  the  Tay 
Canal,  on  which  $200,000  or  $300,000  have  been 
spent  ?  What  benefit  do  the  people  of  the  County  of 
Renfrew  derive  from  the  building  of  that  canal  ? 
That  is  only  another  instance  of  the  wasteful  policy 
of  the  Government.  They  will  squander  away  money 
in  this  way,  but  when  a  member  rises  who  has  a 
case  which  deserves  to  be  heard  and  to  be  done 
justice  to,  they  refuse  to  listen.  There  was  no 
guarantee  in  the  first  instance,  and  the  consequence 
is  that  the  road  has  not  been  completed.  There 
may  be  gentlemen  connected  with  the  railway  who 
are  in  high  positions,  and  who,  I  suppose,  will 
have  influence  enough  to  get  a  Bill  through  giving 
further  extension,  but,  in  the  meantime,  the  poor 
people  of  Pontiac,  who  are  not  now  receiving  any 
benefit  out  of  the  $175,000  which  they  are  called 
on  to  pay  before  the  road  is  completed,  and  with¬ 
out  any  guarantee  that  it  will  be  built,  will  have 
to  suffer.  Is  the  sheriff  to  be  sent  like  a  wolf  on 
to  their  lands  to  seize  every  thing  ?  These  people 
have  a  right  to  be  indemnified,  and  they  have  a 
right  to  a  guarantee  that  the  road  will  be  finished 
before  being  called  upon  to  pay  the  last  instal¬ 
ment  of  $175,000. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  T  understood  the  Minister  of 
Railways  to  say  that  there  had  never  been  a  peti¬ 
tion  asking  for  relief  from  this  railway  subsidy  by 
the  County  of  Pontiac.  Well,  this  is  not  the  first 
time  we  have  heard  of  the  question.  Year  after 
year,  we  have  heard  allusions  to  the  proposed 
scheme  for  giving  relief  to  this  county  ;  and  at  last 
we  learn  that  there  has  never  been  a  petition  to  the 
Government  asking  for  relief,  and  we  learn  now 
that  the  decision  of  the  Government  is  that  there 
shall  be  no  relief.  To  that  extent,  at  all  events,  the 
discussion  has  not  been  profitless.  It  has  given  us 
the  Government’s  final  decision  in  the  matter,  and 
the  people  of  Pontiac  will  know  that  they  have 
nothing  further  to  expect.  I  wish,  however,  to 
correct  the  Minister  of  Railways  in  one  point.  He 
said  that  the  Pontiac  Railway  had  been  treated  as 
generously  as  any  other  railway  in  Canada.  I  would 
remind  him  of  two  exceptions.  One  was  the  Lake 
St-  John  Railway.  I  think  you  will  find  that  the 
aid  which  that  railway  has  received,  Dominion, 
provincial  and  municipal,  far  exceeds  that  which 
this  railway  has  received.  The  railway  in  ques¬ 
tion,  the  Pontiac  Railway,  is  admitted  to 
be  for  the  general  interests  of  Canada,  and 
is  destined  to  connect  ultimately  with  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  It  is  not  only  in¬ 
terprovincial,  connecting  the  two  provinces,  con¬ 
necting  the  capital  of  Canada  with  the  back 
country,  but  it  is  also  destined  to  connect  with  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  It  has  not  received,  if 
the  figures  are  correct,  equal  to  what  was  received 
by  the  Lake  St.  John  Railway.  There  is  another 
railway,  the  Northern  Pacific  Junction,  extending 
from  Gravenhurst  to  North  Bay,  which  has  re¬ 
ceived  in  cash  from  the  Dominion  treasury, 
$12,000  per  mile  for  110  miles.  It  cannot  be 
argued  that  the  location  of  the  Northern  Junction 
was  for  Dominion  purposes,  because  it  has  been 
located  wholly  in  the  interests  of  a  locality,  and 
not  at  all  in  the  interests  of  through  traffic.  It  is 
so  far  easterly,  so  far  out  of  the  line  of  the  shortest 
available  route  to  the  North-West,  that  the  Cana¬ 
dian  Pacific  Railway  Company  has  determined  at  the 
earliest  possible  moment  to  build  an  independent 


line  from  the  provincial  system  up  through  the 
Algoma  District  to  connect  with  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway,  so  that  in  the  case  of  theNorthern 
Pacific  Junction  the  Government  gave  a  bonus  of 
$12,000  cash  per  mile  for  a  railway  to  serve  local 
purposes  only.  I  am  not  aware  whether  the 
country  served  by  the  Northern  Pacific  is 
less  able  to  bear  the  cost  of  railway  con¬ 
struction  than  the  territory  represented  by  the 
hon.  member  for  Pontiac,  but  it  does  seem  to 
me  unfortunate  that  there  is  no  fixed  principle  in 
granting  this  aid,  and  that  it  seems  to  depend  upon 
the  whim  of  the  Government  or  the  degree  of  pres¬ 
sure  that  may  be  brought  to  bear  upon  them  from 
time  to  time.  However,  I  understand  the  Govern¬ 
ment  have  given  this  question  a  quietus.  They 
have  given  their  answer  to  the  people  of  Pontiac, 
and  I  suppose  the  answer  is  that  the  people  of 
Pontiac  can  pay  this  debt  or  suffer  under  it  as  best 
they  may.  Would  it  not  be  better,  if  the  Govern¬ 
ment  desired  to  avoid  abuse,  to  have  a  fixed  policy 
under  which  aid  would  be  given  enterprises  of  this 
character,  regardless  of  political  influence  ?  Instead 
of  that,  there  being  no  fixed  policy  except  one  of 
buying  aid  and  patronage  and  political  support, 
these  questions  are  continually  coming  up.  How¬ 
ever,  the  Government  have  accepted  the  situation, 
and  have  told  the  people  of  Pontiac  to  expect 
nothing.  At  the  same  time,  the  hon.  member  for 
Pontiac  has  certainly  done  his  duty.  He  has 
brought  to  light  a  curious  state  of  affairs.  For 
years  the  people  have  been  told  that  great  pressure 
was  brought  to  bear  on  the  Administration  to  grant 
relief,  and  now  we  learn  that  the  whole  thing  was  a 
sham,  that  the  people  have  been  misled  and  played 
with,  and  now  we  are  told  there  never  has  been  a 
solicitation  offered  up  on  their  behalf  in  this  matter. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  The  members  who  have  re¬ 
presented  Ontario  for  some  years  past  will  be 
rather  surprised  at  the  remark  which  fell  from  the 
hon.  member  for  North  York,  that  $12,000  per  mile 
was  granted  in  aid  of  the  Northern  Pacific  Junc¬ 
tion  Railway  for  local  purposes  only. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  That  is  not  the  statement  I 
used. 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  I  took  down  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man’s  words.  The  statement  he  made  was  that 
the  Government  gave  $12,000  per  mile  to  this  road 
for  local  purposes  only. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  said  nothing  of  the  kind. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  do  not  propose  to  bandy  words 
with  the  hon.  gentleman  and  to  throw  the  lie  across 
the  House. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  It  is  incorrect.  I  stated  that 
the  grant  was  made  for  the  purpose  ostensibly  of 
connecting  the  Ontario  system  with  the  Pacific 
Railway  with  the  purpose  of  connecting  the  old 
Ontario  system  with  the  transcontinental  railway, 
and  that  the  Government  did  not  take  steps  to  see 
that  the  road  was  properly  located,  and  that  they 
allowed  the  connection  between  Gravenhurst  and 
North  Bay  to  be  made  at  the  eastern  end  of  Lake 
Nipissing  so  that  the  railway  was  located  out  of 
its  proper  position  for  connecting  with  the  North- 
West,  and  that  it  practically  became  a  local  road 
for  local  purposes  only. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  made 
another  speech  explanatory  of  what  he  said  before, 
and  the  remarks  which  he  made  could  give  no 
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other  idea  to  the  House  or  to  the  country  than 
that  the  Government  had  granted  this  bonus  to  the 
road  for  local  purposes  only. 

.Mr.  MULOCK.  That  is  the  effect  of  it. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  It  is  true  that  afterwards  the  hon. 
gentleman  said  the  road  was  not  located  in  the 
proper  position,  and  he  says  now  that  the  Pacific 
Railway,  by  which  I  suppose  he  means  the  Cana¬ 
dian  Pacific  Railway,  has  decided  that  that  is  not 
the  correct  route,  and  that  they  have  surveyed 
another.  Any  one  who  knows  the  Canadian  Pacific- 
Railway  Company  and  the  management  of  the  road 
from  Callendar  to  North  Bay,  knows  that  that  is  not 
the  reason  why  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  has 
taken  the  steps  which  it  has  of  late.  It  is 
because  the  road  has  fallen  under  the  control  and 
management  of  the  Grand  Trunk  and  cannot  be 
utilized  by  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  as  origi¬ 
nally  intended. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  That  is  not  the  reason. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  am  speaking,  I  think,  from 
some  knowledge  that  I  have  in  reference  to  the 
construction  of  that  road,  having  had  something  to 
do  with  the  granting  of  .$12,000  a  mile  originally. 
That  grant  was  made  for  the  sole  purpose  of  enabling 
the  mercantile  community,  and  those  interested  in 
trade, particularly  in  Ontario,  to  have  a  western  con¬ 
nection  with  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  Before 
the  construction  of  that  line  of  communication  with 
the  North-West,  they  had  to  send  their  goods 
either  via  the  lakes  to  Port  Arthur,  or  by  coming 
eastward  to  Carleton  Place  and  then  taking  the 
road  to  the  west.  The  road  had  been  located  and 
surveyed,  and  had  been  agitated  for  years  before  any 
aid  was  given  by  the  Canadian  Government  to 
construct  it,  and  the  aid  was  given  for  the  sole  pur¬ 
pose  of  giving  to  the  Province  of  Ontario  as  direct 
communication  as  possible  with  the  great  trans¬ 
continental  road.  Whether  the  location  was  correct 
or  not,  I  am  not  going  to  say,  but  the  Act  giving 
the  grant  stated  that  the  road  was  not  to  be  in  the 
hands  of  one  company  or  the  other,  that  it  was  to 
be  a  neutral  road  ;  but,  subsequently,  the  Grand 
Trunk  Railway  obtained  possession  of  the  Northern 
Railway,  which  had  immediate  connection  with 
the  Northern  Pacific  Junction  Railway,  and  has 
been  managed  and  controlled  by  them  since.  Hence 
the  advantages  which  would  otherwise  have  accrued 
to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  have  not  resulted. 
Whether  that  has  been  detrimental  to  the  interests 
of  Ontario  or  not,  I  will  not  now  discuss,  but  it 
was  not  for  local  purposes,  but  for  provincial  pur¬ 
poses,  that  the  large  grant  of  $12,000  a  mile  was 
made  in  aid  of  this  road.  The  people  of  Ontario 
complained  very  reasonably  that  they  were  not 
derivingany  advantages  from  the  construction  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  except  by  the  circuitous 
route  they  had  to  take  in  order  to  reach  it  ;  and, 
though  a  large  portion  of  the  road  ran  through 
Ontario,  it  was  only  opening  up  the  northern  por¬ 
tion  of  the  province,  while  the  front,  the  settled 
portion,  the  part  of  the  province  where  the  great 
population  was  and  where  commerce  came  from, 
had  no  advantages  whatever.  My  colleagues  from 
the  other  provinces,  recognizing  the  just  demand 
of  Ontario  for  that  immediate  connection,  readily 
consented  to  give  large  aid  towards  the  build¬ 
ing  of  that  road.  In  reference  to  the  St.  John 
Railway,  there  is  no  analogy  at  all  between  the 
bonusing  of  that  road  from  Quebec  to  Lake  St. 
Mr.  Bowell. 


John  and  the  railway  in  the  County  of  Pontiac  or 
any  other  railway  with  which  I  have  any  acquaint¬ 
ance.  The  part  of  the  country  around  Chi¬ 
coutimi  and  around  Lake  St.  John,  which  is 
a  very  fine  country,  was  inaccessible  to  any 
one.  Farmers  might  be  there  for  centuries, 
but  there  was  no  means  of  getting  their  produce  to 
market  except  by  bringing  it  down  by  the  Sague¬ 
nay  or  other  waters  connected  with  the  St.  Law¬ 
rence.  I  confess  I  looked  with  suspicion,  or  rather 
1  looked  not  favourably,  upon  this  project  until  I 
ascertained  from  personal  observation  that  the 
large  section  of  country  there  was  of  great 
value,  capable  of  sustaining  thousands  of  people 
who  would  otherwise  leave  the  Province  of  Quebec 
and  go  to  theUnited  States  or  our  own  North-West ; 
and  I  believe  that  any  one  from  the  Province  of 
Ontario,  no  matter  how  prejudiced  he  might  be,  if 
he  visited  that  region,  would  come  to  the  conclu¬ 
sion  which  the  Government  came  to,  that  it  was  a 
wise  policy  to  grant  large  aid  to  that  road.  The 
policy  which  has  been  ably  advocated  by  the  mem¬ 
ber  for  Pontiac  (Mr.  Murray),  opens  up  a  very  wide 
question,  a  question  much  wider  than  is  involved 
in  the  $150,000  to  which  the  hon.  gentleman  has 
referred.  He  gave  the  House  no  reason,  to  my  mind, 
certainly  no  reason  that  could  not  be  advanced  by 
any  county  in  the  Province  of  Ontario,  and  I  sup¬ 
pose  by  any  county  in  the  Province  of  Quebec,  for 
being  relieved  of  the  amount  they  had  contributed 
to  railway  aid.  I  know  that  in  my  own  county  the 
city  of  Belleville  is  indebted  for  $150,000  given 
to  railways,  and  one  or  two  townships  in  my 
riding  are  indebted  for  a  large  amount  of  money, 
which  they  voted  for  the  construction  of  railways. 
When  this  question  was  before  the  country  and 
when  it  was  urged  upon  the  Government  that  they 
should  relieve  these  municipalities,  I  told  my  con¬ 
stituents  that  it  should  not  be  done,  and  that,  if  it 
wrere  to  be  done,  it  would  cost  from  ten  to  twelve 
millions  of  dollars.  The  hon.  gentleman  spoke  of  the 
success  of  the  County  of  Ottawa  in  relieving  itself 
from  the  payment  of  the  amount  promised.  I  think 
the  city  of  Ottawa  did  precisely  the  same  thing  to 
the  extent  of  $100,000  in  connection  with  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  Had  they  had  as 
pliant  a  Local  Legislature  in  the  Province  of  Quebec 
as  they  had  in  the  Province  of  Ontario,  probably 
they  might  not  have  been  relieved.  I  know  that 
the  city  of  Belleville  contested  the  question  with 
the  Grand  Junction  Railway  to  the  extent  of 
$50,000  ;  it  was  in  court,  they  would  not  fulfil  the 
condition  upon  which  the  grant  was  made,  but  the 
Legislature  of  the  Province  of  Ontario  stepped  in 
and  took  it  out  of  the  court,  legalized  the  by-law 
and  compelled  us  to  pay  it.  Now,  if  there  is  any 
municipality  in  the  Dominion  placed  in  a  similar 
position,  they  would  have  a  better  claim,  for  if  they 
had  been  allowed  to  remain  in  the  courts  of  the 
province,  I  have  not  the  slightest  doubt  that  they 
would  have  been  relieved  of  the  payment ;  but  the 
Legislature  said :  You  obtained  the  railway  forwhich 
you  originally  voted  a  bonus,  true,  they  may  not 
have  complied  with  all  the  conditions  of  the  by-law 
granting  the  aid,  but  as  you  obtained  that  for 
which  you  gave  the  vote,  you  ought  to  pay  it, 
and  they  compelled  us  to  pay  it.  If  my  hon. 
friend’s  county  was  in  that  position  he  would  have 
some  cause  of  complaint,  but  as  intimated  by  the 
Minister  of  Railways,  his  county  tried  to  do  that 
which  the  County  of  Ottawa  did,  and  which  I 
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believe  the  city  of  Ottawa  did,  which  got  relieved 
from  payment  through  some  technicality,  to  use  his 
own  words.  Under  the  circumstances,  considering 
the  amount  of  money  involved  in  the  adoption  of 
the  principle,  which  the  hoti  gentleman  has  laid 
down,  I  do  not  think  the  country  is  prepared  to 
adopt  it.  It  may  sound  very  well,  and  it  may  be  a 
capital,  I  was  going  to  say,  plank,  to  use  a  familiar 
word,  upon  which  to  go  to  the  people,  and  tell  them 
that  the  hon.  gentleman  tried  to  get  this  amount, 
and  that  he  had  the  support  of  one  of  the  influential 
members  of  the  Opposition.  I  fancy  if  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  North  York  (Mr.  Mulock)  ever 
came  to  occupy  the  responsible  position  of  adviser 
to  the  Crown  as  to  the  mode  in  which  the  revenues 
of  this  country  should  be  expended,  he  would  be 
the  last  to  give  his  consent  to  the  relief  of  the 
County  of  Pontiac  of  this  $150,000,  unless  he  in¬ 
cluded  all  the  other  municipalities  in  the  Dominion, 
especially  in  the  Province  of  Ontario.  If  he  did, 
even  with  his  large  majority,  and  in  the  political 
complexion  of  the  County  of  North  York,  I  ques¬ 
tion  whether  he  would  ever  come  back  to  this 
House  again. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  would  have  a  hard  task  to 
.  undo  all  your  mischief,  I  admit. 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  I  am  much  inclined  to  think 
that  he  would  not  attempt  to  undo  such  mischief. 
But  it  is  convenient  for  politicians  of  a  certain  class 
to  advocate  measures,  not  directly,  but  by  innuendo 
and  insinuation,  so  that  they  may  be  used  in  an 
approaching  election.  Having  said  this  much  in 
reference  to  the  Northern  Pacific  Railway,  and  up¬ 
on  the  general  principle  of  relieving  the  munici¬ 
palities,  I  will  close  by  saying  that  I  think  neither 
the  country  nor  this  House  are  prepared  to  adopt 
the  principle  advocated  by  the  member  for  Pontiac. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  I  must  say  that  I  am  very  much 
surprised  at  the  speech  delivered  by  the  Minister 
of  Railways.  I  did  expect  that  he  would  at  least 
consider  the  matter  further  and  would  not  at  once 
decide  adversely  to  the  claims  I  advanced  on  behalf 
of  my  constituents.  I  thought,  at  least,  he  would 
confer  with  his  colleagues  before  taking  this  very 
important  step  and  peremptorily  refusing  our  claim. 
Perhaps  he  may  have  done  so,  I  do  not  know.  At 
all  events,  we  are  told  now,  in  plain  words,  that 
Pontiac  has  nothing  to  expect  from  the  present 
Government  in  the  way  of  getting  relief  from  its 
unfortunate  position.  Now,  the  Minister  says  that 
during  my  remarks  I  stated  that  the  people  were 
dissatisfied  with  the  National  Policy.  I  made  some 
reference  to  the  National  Policy  ;  I  said  that  some 
of  the  promises  made  in  1878  by  the  supporters  of 
the  National  Policy  were  not  realized,  and  that  the 
people  were  disappointed. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  What  I  said  was  that  the  hon. 
gentleman  said  that  they  had  received  no  benefit 
from  the  National  Policy. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  I  said  they  had  received  no 
direct  benefit  from  the  National  Policy.  Now, 
it  is  all  very  well  for  the  hon.  gentleman  to 
say  that  it  would  be  establishing  a  precedent. 
We  know  there  are  exceptions  to  all  rules.  I 
do  not  get  up  from  my  seat  in  this  House 
to  speak  for  the  purpose  of  making  a  plank  to  be 
used  at  some  future  time  for  election  purposes  ;  I 
get  up  to  speak  in  the  interest  of  my  constituents 
in  order  to  ask  for  them  what  I  believe  to  be  their 


rights.  Referring  to  the  history  of  bonuses  and  the 
Government  relief  of  municipalities,  Pembroke 
has  been  mentioned.  What  position  did  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  take  with  regard  to  that  bonus  ?  Why, 
Sir,  I,  as  a  resident  of  the  town  of  Pembroke, 
put  my  name  to  a  memorial  asking  the  Government 
to  give  the  municipality  relief  for  the  reasons  that 
we  set  forth,  because  after  that  money  was  granted 
to  the  Canada  Central  Railway,  it  subsequently 
became  a  link  in  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway. 
What  action  did  the  Government  take  ?  If  it  was 
right  to  recoup  the  town,  why  was  it  not  done 
at  once  ?  There  was  no  action  taken  on  that  me¬ 
morial  for  three  years,  until  the  election,  when  I 
was  myself  a  candidate  against  the  Government 
candidate.  The  Government  then  passed  an  Order 
in  Council  promising  relief  to  Pembroke  subject  to 
the  ratification  of  Parliament.  The  impression  was 
that  it  was  not  done  simply  as  a  matter  of  right,  but 
through  fear  of  losing  the  constituency.  The  Govern¬ 
ment  may  say  to  the  people  of  Pontiac  :  You  made 
a  mistake,  you  should  have  been  wiser,  you  should 
have  protected  yourselves,  you  shouldnothave  voted 
this  money  until  you  got  what  was  promised  and  the 
agreement  was  carried  out.  They  may  say  to  the 
people  of  Pontiac  :  We  have  constructed  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  to  the  North-West,  we 
have  given  $12,000  a  mile  to  that  road  to  be  built 
via  Sudbury  westward,  and  if  you  do  not  like 
the  condition  of  things  it  is  your  own  fault, you  have 
brought  it  on  yourselves,  you  can  leave  Pontiac 
and  go  to  the  North-West  or  to  the  western  States. 
That  is  what  the  Government  are  virtually  telling 
the  people  of  Pontiac  in  the  reply  they  gave  to  my 
motion  this  evening.  That  is  the  effect  it  will  pro¬ 
duce.  Let  the  present  Government  take  the  con¬ 
sequence.  I  have  done  my  plain  duty  and  the 
onus  rests  upon  them.  It  will  take  but  a  very 
short  time  to  convince  the  Government  that  not¬ 
withstanding  all  that  has  been  said,  they  should 
make  an  exception  in  the  case  of  Pontiac,  I  do  not 
care  whether  there  is  any  precedent  or  not.  I  say 
the  condition  and  position  of  Pontiac  are  such  that 
it  has  a  claim  upon  the  favourable  consideration  of 
the  Government,  and  that  the  Government  ought 
to  come  to  the  relief  of  the  people. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

CUSTOMS  COLLECTOR  AT  ST.  THOMAS. 

Mr.  CASEY  moved  for  : 

Correspondence  concerning  the  appointment  of  Mr.  W. 
H.  Ingram  as.Collector  of  Customs  at  St.  Thomas,  Ontario. 

He  said  :  The  office  of  collector  of  customs  at  St. 
Thomas  had  remained  vacant  for  a  very  long  time 
until  a  comparatively  late  date,  since  the  bye-elec¬ 
tion  in  the  Riding  of  East  Elgin.  During  all  this 
time  there  was  naturally  a  great  deal  of  canvassing 
and  discussion  amongst  the  leaders  of  the  Conser¬ 
vative  party  in  that  city  and  riding  as  to  who  should 
receive  the  honour  and  emolument  of  this  posi¬ 
tion.  There  were  many  who  had  claims.  There 
was  a  gentleman  who  had  been  an  active  and 
influential  supporter  of  the  Conservative  party  for 
over  40  years,  who  had  been  frequently  mayor  of 
the  town  of  St.  Thomas,  when  it  was  a  town,  and 
who  had  sat  for  a  term  in  this  Parliament. 
There  were  several  other  gentlemen  whose  claims 
were  somewhat  similar.  There  were  a  couple  of 
ex-mayors  of  the  city  and  the  present  mayor  of  the 
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city,  whose  Tiames  were  canvassed  freely  by  their 
party  friends  and  those  who  did  not  belong  to  that 
party.  It  is  admitted  on  all  hands  that  one  or 
other  of  those  gentlemen,  whose  names  I  need  not 
give  to  the  House,  had  a  right  to  the  position.  The 
appointment  of  any  of  them  would  have  satisfied 
the  general  feeling  that  some  one  of  the  long  tried 
servants  of  the  party  should  obtain  this  valuable 
post.  Some  of  ns  had  our  favourites.  But  after  all 
this  long  waiting,  after  all  the  presentation  of 
claims  on  the  part  of  those  gentlemen,  the  brother 
of  the  member  of  the  riding  has  been  appointed  to 
thisplace.  Thehon.  gentleman  (Mr.  Ingram)  has  been 
successful  in  regard  to  patronage,  for  I  have  been  in¬ 
formed  that  not  only  has  this  brother  been  appointed 
to  the  customs  at  St.  Thomas,  but  that  since  his  ap¬ 
pointment,  another  brother  has  been  appointed  to 
some  position  in  the  North-West— the  position  I 
do  not  at  present  know.  There  was  a  time  in  the 
history  of  constitutional  government  in  this  coun¬ 
try,  when  it  was  not  thought  the  proper  thing  to 
appoint  members  of  one’s  own  immediate  family  to 
public  positions  of  emolument.  There  was  a  time 
when  I  had  occasion  to  interview  a  leading  member 
of  the  late  Administration,  of  which  I  was  a  sup¬ 
porter,  in  respect  to  the  appointment  of  a  gentleman 
in  London.  I  urged  the  gentleman’s  claims  on  the 
Minister,  and  I  was  not  contradicted  as  to  the 
man’s  fitness  to  the  position  and  as  to  his  claims  on 
the  Government ;  but  the  Minister  said  :  “  Do  you 
not  know,  my  dear  Casey,  that  he  is  a  second  cousin 
of  mine,  and  I  dare  not  recommend  him  to  anything?” 
We  do  not  hear  that  given  as  an  excuse  now  for 
not  appointing  a  man  to  office,  as  it  has  become  the 
recognized  thing  that  Ministers  and  members 
should  appoint  their  brothers,  sons,  and  sons-in- 
law  and  their  connections  in  all  degrees  so  far  as  the 
extent  of  the  family  and  the  number  of  offices 
vacant  will  permit.  There  are  several  families  in 
this  House,  or  lately  represented  in  the  Cabinet, 
whose  names  are  proverbial  for  the  extent  to  which 
this  family  provision  has  taken  place.  But  it  was 
hardly  expected  in  Elgin  that  the  new  member  for 
the  East  Riding  would  follow  the  bad  example  set 
him  by  previous  politicians  who  have  gone  in  the 
old  groove.  The  member  for  East  Elgin  owes  his 
place  in  politics  and  his  power  of  appointing 
men  to  positions  of  emolument,  not  so  much  to 
friends  of  the  party  to  which  he  belongs  as  to  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  other  party  who  supported  him  princi¬ 
pally  on  account  of  personal  sympathy.  He  owes 
his  introduction  to  politics  chiefly  to  his  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  labouring  classes.  A  large  number 
of  labourers  of  St.  Thomas  voted  forhim  because 
he  had  been  a  labouring  man  himself.  His  friends 
on  the  railway  supported  him  because  he  was  their 
comrade  and  chum,  and  they  wished  to  see  him 
elected  no  matter  what  his  politics  were.  They  sup¬ 
ported  him  not  on  party  grounds,  but  owing  to  his 
connection  with  the  labour  movement  and  from  pri¬ 
vate  friendships,  and  they  did  not  expect  his  posi¬ 
tion  would  be  made  the  source  of  money  or  advantage 
to  himself  and  family.  I  doubt  whether  they  will 
take  those  appointments  in  good  part.  The  bro¬ 
ther  whom  he  has  placed  in  this  position  in  the 
customs  was  at  one  time  a  resident  of  St.  Thomas 
and  employed  in  the  railway  service,  but  for  some 
time,  I  believe,  he  had  joined  the  exodus  and  started 
business  for  himself  in  Buffalo.  It  was  only  a  short 
time  before  the  general  election  that  he  returned 
home,  and  began  to  take  an  active  part  in  politics. 
Mr.  Casey. 


I  do  not  know  whether  he  had  gone  so  far  as  to 
declare  his  intention  of  becoming  an  American 
citizen  or  not,  for  many  Canadians  hesitate  a  long 
time  before  they  do  so.  All  the  old  party  workers 
were  passed  over  for  this  comparatively  new  as¬ 
pirant,  whose  only  qualification  was  his  relationship 
to  the  member  for  the  riding.  But  on  further  en¬ 
quiry  it  appears  he  had  another  claim.  The  hon. 
gentleman  told  us  in  the  House  about  it  the  other 
night.  He  pointed  out  that  during  the  revision 
this  gentleman  took  an  active  part.  You,  Mr. 
Speaker,  have  called  my  attention  to  the  fact  that 
I  am  referring  to  a  previous  debate.  I  am  merely 
calling  attention  to  a  state  of  facts  applicable  to 
the  present  case,  and  I  do  not  desire  to  debate  the 
question.  I  think  under  these  circumstances  I  am 
entitled  to  quote  from  the  remarks  of  a  previous 
debate. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  The  hon.  gentleman  may  quote 
by  way  of  illustration,  but  he  must  not  refer  to  the 
matter  of  discussion  or  subject  of  debate. 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  merely  wish  to  quote  by  way  of 
illustrating  the  manner  in  which  the  voters’  list 
was  revised,  as  it  affects  his  brother  now  appointed 
to  a  certain  office.  The  hon.  gentleman  said  : 

“  The  revising  officer,  when  he  received  the  proof-sheets 
from  the  Printing  Bureau,  called  my  brother  who  repre¬ 
sented  me  and  called  also  the  representative  of  my  oppon¬ 
ent,  and  they  both  went  deliberately  over  the  list.  My 
brother,  in  my  interests  and  that  of  the  party  I  repre¬ 
sented,  took  care  that  none  of  our  friends  were  omitted, 
as  it  was  his  right  and  his  duty  to  do.  But  the  gentleman 
on  the  other  side,  not  having  attended  the  revision,  as  my 
brother  had,  from  the  commencement  to  the  end,  but 
having,  on  the  other  hand,  sent  a  certain  representative 
to  one  court  and  another  to  another,  thus  rendering  them¬ 
selves  unable  to  say  truthfully  that  such  a  name  should 
be  left  off  and  such  another  one  should  be  put  on,  were  at 
a  disadvantage  in  this  respect.” 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  How  does  the  hon.  gentleman 
propose  to  read  from  a  previous  debate  during  this 
session  by  way  of  illustration  ?  It  is  entirely  con¬ 
trary  to  the  rule. 

Mr.  CASEY.  Then  I  will  state,  as  is  well  known, 
that  the  hon.  gentleman’s  brother  did  attend  with 
the  judge  during  the  whole  of  the  revision  of  the 
list,  that  he  was  called  in  by  the  judge  to  as¬ 
sist  in  comparing  the  proof  sheets  from  the 
Printing  Bureau  with  the  revised  lists  that  were 
sent  down  by  the  judge  to  the  Printing  Bureau. 
The  hon.  gentleman  has  stated,  ami  it  is  well 
known,  that  on  that  occasion  his  brother  obtained 
changes  on  the  list  and  in  the  proofs  as  they  came 
back  from  the  Printing  Bureau.  The  hon.  member 
stated  that  his  brother  took  care  to  see  that  if  the 
printer  by  any  accident  or  misprint  had  omitted 
a  name  that  should  have  been  on,  or  put  on  a  name 
that  should  be  off,  that  that  was  corrected  on  the 
final  revised  proof  by  the  judge,  and  he  has  pointed 
out  to  us  on  different  occasions  that  as  his  brother 
had  been  present  at  all  courts  of  revision,  and  as 
the  other  side  was  not  represented,  his  brother  had 
the  advantage  of  securing  these  corrections  on  the 
revised  proofs,  and  he  availed  himself  of  the  ad¬ 
vantage  to  secure  such  corrections.  The  responsi¬ 
bility  for  this  course  of  conduct  rests  largely  with 
the  revising  officer,  but  I  doubt  very  much  whether 
he  was  within  his  rights  in  asking  any  one  to  sit 
with  him  to  compare  the  printer’s  proof  with  the 
copy.  He  certainly  was  not  within  his  powers 
when  he  made  any  changes  whatever  from  the  copy 
which  he  sent  down  to  the  Queen’s  Printer,  because 
in  so  doing  he  virtually  opened  up  the  whole  case 
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again,  and  was  holding  a  new'  revision  court.  But 
Sir,  the  fact  to  which  I  wish  to  call  particular 
attention  is  that  the  hon.  gentleman’s  brother  took 
advantage  of  this  laxity  on  the  part  of  the  revising 
officer,  and  did  secure  changes  according  to  the 
hon.  gentleman’s  own  statement  as  I  could  under¬ 
stand  it. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  I  hope  my  hon.  friend  sees 
the  relevancy  of  this  to  the  motion,  because  I  do 
not. 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  am  pointing  out,  Mr.  Speaker, 
the  claim  this  gentleman  had  for  appointment  to 
the  office,  and  the  advantages  which  he  had  over 
the  other  competitors.  This  is  one  of  his  claims 
that  he  had  been  able  to  assist  in  gerrymandering 
the  voters’  list  for  the  city  of  St.  Thomas  and  the 
adjoining  townships.  Still  further  it  appears  that 
this  gentleman  was  employed  in  delicate  work  out¬ 
side  of  the  county,  for  we  have  a  letter  published 
in  the  newspapers  written  by  him  in  the  town  of 
St.  Mary’s  to  a  friend  in  St.  Thomas  ;  it  says  : 

“  Dear  Sir, — Your  telegram  to  hand  this  afternoon  and 
am  glad  to  hear  from  you.  Things  were  quite  dull  until 
to-night  and  mayhap  to-morrow  it  may  be  all  0.  K. 
Hold  yourself  in  readiness  at  anytime.  I  will  write  you 
when  to  come  if  0.  K.,  if  not  I  will  write  you  ‘  no  good.’ 

'  Mr.  R.  Bir, . is  not  here  yet ;  keep  patient.” 

I  see  a  part  of  the  letter  is  omitted  from  the  copy 
I  have  before  me  as  compared  with  the  copy  I  first 
saw.  This  gentleman  stated  in  the  letter  as  I  saw 
it  at  first,  that  the  parties  who  had  the  influence 
had  not  yet  arrived  at  the  scene  of  action,  and  wdiat 
the  “  influence  ”  was,  must  be  left  to  politicians  to 
guess.  We  know  what  sort  of  influence  is  alluded 
to,  especially  when  coupled  with  the  name  of  the 
organizer  of  the  party  as  about  to  be  present  upon 
the  scene.  Now,  Sir,  this  active  attention  to  the 
voters’  lists,  this  rather  peculiar  re-revising  of  the 
voters’  lists,  and  this  connection  with  the  distribu¬ 
tion  of  “  influence  ”  in  other  ridings  as  well  as  East 
Elgin,  seem  to  have  been  the  reasons,  in  addition 
to  the  question  of  relationship,  why  this  gentleman 
was  elected  to  this  office.  If  I  am  mistaken  in  that 
supposition  probably  the  papers  for  which  I  move 
will  correct  me. 

Mr.  INGRAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  before  that  motion 
is  put  I  would  like  to  say  a  few  words.  The  hon. 
gentleman  from  West  Elgin  (Mr.  Casey)  has  taken 
this  occasion  to  make  a  personal  attack  upon  my 
oareer  and  conduct  since  I  became  the  representa¬ 
tive  of  the  riding  of  East  Elgin.  The  motion  is  a 
very  small  one  indeed,  and  I  think  that  a  very 
few  words  from  the  mover  would  have  obtained 
the  papers  for  him  to  examine.  Now',  in  respect 
to  my  success  in  Elgin  County,  which  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  has  referred  to,  I  desire  to  say  that  when  I 
first  received  the  nomination  for  the  Local  Legisla¬ 
ture  in  West  Elgin,  the  county  which  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  has  the  pleasure  of  representing  in  this 
House,  I  accepted  the  nomination  for  that  constitu¬ 
ency  from  the  Liberal-Conservative  Association  of 
West  Elgin,  and  I  did  not  receive  it  as  a  labour 
candidate,  though  as  a  labouring  man  I  succeeded 
in  redeeming  that  county  which  was  lost  to  the  Con¬ 
servative  party  for  17  years.  Representing  the  peo¬ 
ple  for  four  years  in  the  Local  Legislature  of  this 
province,  during  that  time  I  learned  from  the  tac¬ 
tics  of  the  leader  of  the  Government  of  Ontario,  who 
appointed  his  son  as  sheriff  of  Toronto,  and  I  suc¬ 
ceeded  so  well  in  learning  from  the  tactics  of  that 
gentleman,  that  I  recognized  the  services  of  my 


brother  to  the  Conservative  party  in  Elgin  County, 
and  in  consequence  of  that  I  appointed  him  Col¬ 
lector  of  Customs. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  His  Excellency  had  nothing  to 
do  with  it  at  all  ? 

Mr.  INGRAM.  I  will  tell  you  about  the  exodus 
after  a  while.  I  should  have  said  I  recommended 
my  brother  for  appointment.  With  reference  to 
the  remarks  of  the  member  for  West  Elgin  (Mr. 
Casey)  in  regard  to  my  brother  in  the  North-West 
Territories,  1  think  the  hon.  gentleman  must  have 
been  reading  the  St.  Thomas  Journal,  a  paper  that 
has  never  shown  very  much  respect  or  considera¬ 
tion  for  me,  and  which  has  never  missed  an  oppor¬ 
tunity  of  abusing  me  from  every  standpoint  ;  but 
notwithstanding  all  its  abuse  I  always  managed  to 
come  out  on  the  top  of  the  heap  just  the  same. 
I  desire  to  correct  the  hon.  member  for  W est  Elgin 
(Mr.  Casey)  in  his  statement  about  my  brother  mov¬ 
ing  away  from  this  country  to  Buffalo.  My  brother 
did  not  leave  St.  Thomas  for  good,  but  on  the  con¬ 
trary  he  has  been  a  resident  of  St.  Thomas  for  20 
years  in  so  far  as  keeping  his  furniture  and  his 
home  there  goes.  It  is  true  he  went  to  Buffalo 
and  leased  a  place  there  for  a  short  time.  But  he 
did  not  move  aw'ay  his  furniture  and  therefore  the 
hon.  gentleman  is  incorrect  in  that  respect.  Again, 
with  reference  to  the  statement  of  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  West  Elgin  (Mr.  Casey)  that  I  had  secured 
an  appointment  for  my  brother  in  the  North-West  I 
have  again  to  deny  that.  My  brother  is  not  look¬ 
ing  for  an  appointment,  and  would  not  accept  one 
if  it  wrere  offered  to  him,  so  that  in  that  statement 
the  hon.  gentleman  is  also  wrong. 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  was  misinformed  then. 

Mr.  INGRAM.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  that 
my  brother  did  a  great  deal  of  work  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  voters’  list.  That  is  quite  true,  but  I 
can  remind  my  hon.  friend  from  West  Elgin  (Mr. 
Casey)  that  when  he  consulted  the  judge  and  after 
the  judge  had  explained  to  him  the  manner  in 
which  the  list  was  revised,  that  hon.  gentleman 
told  the  judge  that  he  wras  perfectly  satisfied  with 
the  manner  in  which  the  revision  had  been  con¬ 
ducted.  I  have  also  in  my  possession,  and  can 
produce  it  to  the  House  in  a  very  few'  moments  if 
necessary,  a  document  signed  by  five  of  the  leading 
Reformers  of  the  County  of  Elgin,  testifying  that  the 
judge  as  revising  officer  of  the  County  of  Elgin  did  his 
duty  and  his  duty  oidy  as  laid  down  in  the  lawr. 
Now',  so  far.  as  the  statement  of  the  member  for 
West  Elgin  goes,  that  I  claimed  in  this  House  the 
other  evening  that  my  brother  had  added  names 
to  the  list  after  the  court  of  revision  had  sat,  or 
taken  names  aw'ay  from  the  list  after  the  court  of 
revision,  I  have  also  to  state  that  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  is  quite  wrong  there.  If  I  did  not  make 
myself  plain  on  that  occasion,  I  desire  to  make 
myself  plain  now,  and  I  distinctly  wish  to  state 
to  the  hon.  gentleman  and  to  the  House,  that 
not  one  name  was  added  to  that  list  nor  not  one 
name  was  J;aken  away  from  that  list,  after  the 
court  of  revision  had  completed  its  work.  With 
respect  to  the  letter  from  South  Perth  which  the 
hon.  gentleman  has  referred  to,  I  wish  him  to 
understand  that  there  is  a  protest  now  pending 
against  the  hon.  gentleman  wdio  represents  the 
county  (Mr.  Pridham),  and  when  that  trial  does 
take  place,  hon.  gentlemen  w'ill  see  wdiere  the  in¬ 
fluence  came  from.  They  w  ill  see  the  reason,  and 
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they  will  find  out  to  their  own  discredit  why  that 
letter  was  written,  and  if  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
will  havenocause  to  complain  after  the  results  of  the 
proceedings  in  thatcourt,  lam  quite  sure  thatthe  Con¬ 
servative  party  in  this  country  will  have  no  cause 
to  complain  either.  That  letter  will  be  shown  up, 
and  will  be  shown  up  in  grand  style,  and  when  it 
is,  it  will  not  be  to  the  advantage  of  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  opposite.  That  is  all  I  wish  to  say  in  respect 
to  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  gentleman.  I  think  it 
is  pretty  near  time  now  that  he  and  a  number  of 
others  in  the  County  of  Elgin  who  have  fared  so 
very  badly  within  the  last  five  or  six  years,  should 
quit  using  the  tactics  of  casting  reflections  on  a 
humble  member  like  myself,  which  they  have  been 
doing  more  or  less  ever  since  I  have  had  anything 
to  do  with  politics  in  the  County  of  Elgin.  I  think 
my  conduct  and  career  have  been  as  creditable  to 
me  arid  to  the  party  I  belong  to  as  the  conduct  and 
career  of  the  hon.  gentleman  have  been  to  him  or 
his  party,  and  it  ill  becomes  him  to  cast  reflections 
on  me  in  the  manner  he  has  done.  I  have  fought 
the  hon.  gentleman  and  his  party  in  Elgin  County 
for  five  or  six  years,  and  so  long  as  I  live  and 
breathe  I  am  prepared  to  fight  them  still  ;  and  any 
thing  that  I  have  done  in  doing  that  has  been 
honourable  and  above  board.  I  am  prepared  to 
continue  that  course  in  the  future  as  1  have  done 
it  in  the  past,  and  I  have  no  doubt  that  the  major¬ 
ity  of  the  electors  of  East  Elgin  will  give  me  their 
support. 

Mr.  CASEY.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  exceed¬ 
ingly  mistaken  if  he  thinks  that  I  am  insinuating 
anything  against  his  character.  I  am  criticizing 
his  public  conduct  as  a  member  of  Parliament  and 
a  dispenser  of  patronage.  So  far  from  attacking 
his  character,  I  have  always  spoken  very  highly  of 
him  as  an  individual,  and  have  defended  his 
character  when  it  has  been  attacked,  and  I  expect 
the  same  courtesy  from  him.  He  evidently 
intended  to  sneer  at  me  in  some  respect  by  some 
remarks  he  made  ;  but  that  is  not  the  course  which 
I  have  followed  towards  him,  and  I  do  not  intend 
to  follow  any  different  course.  The  hon.  member 
said  he  had  redeemed  West  Elgin,  which  had 
been  held  by  Liberals  for  seventeen  years  before. 
That  is  all  a  mistake.  The  hon.  member  never  sat 
for  the  West  Riding  of  Elgin  which  had  been 
represented  by  Liberals  for  seventeen  years  up  to 
that  time  ;  but  he  sat  for  a  new  riding  which  was 
composed  of  what  had  been  the  West  Riding  of  Elgin 
with  the  city  of  St.  Thomas  added  on.  In  the  old 
riding  of  WestdElgin  there  was  a  majority  of  over 
400  against  him.  His  majority  was  made  up  alto¬ 
gether  in  the  city  of  St.  Thomas,  and  principally 
from  among  the  very  worthy  class  of  men  to  whom  I 
have  referred,  who  allowed  their  personal  feelings 
to  overbalance  any  party  leanings  which  they  may 
have  had  ;  a  great  many  have  none  at  all.  The 
hon.  gentleman  says  that  I  assured  Judge  Hughes 
after  the  lists  were  revised  that  I  was  satisfied 
with  the  way  in  which  they  had  been  revised.  I 
never  saw  or  spoke  to  Judge  Hughes  on  the  subject, 
after  the  matters  with  which  I  found  fault  had 
occurred,  after  the  final  revision  of  the  proofs,  and 
after,  as  I  understood  the  hon.  member  to  inform 
us,  irregularities  had  taken  place.  I  never  saw  him 
after  that,  and  expressed  no  opinion  to  him 
whatever.  I  do  not  remember  before  that  time 
having  expressed  my  complete  satisfaction  with  the 
Mr.  Ingram. 


manner  in  which  he  conducted  the  revision.  I  may 
have  expressed  a  modified  satisfaction  with  the 
manner  in  which  he  had  managed  it,  but  I  never 
did  express  complete  satisfaction  with  the  way  in 
which  the  list  was  revised.  I  am  not  complaining 
now  of  the  revision  of  the  list,  but  of  changes  which 
took  place  after  it  had  been  revised,  and  when  noth¬ 
ing  was  to  be  done  but  to  see  that  the  proofs  which 
were  returned  from  the  Printing  Bureau  corre¬ 
sponded  with  the  copy  sent  down.  I  saw  the  hon. 
gentleman’s  own  statement  to  that  effect  made  in  a 
previous  debate  ;  and  now  he  says  that  no  name 
was  added  or  removed.  I  am  unable,  on  account  of 
your  ruling,  Mr.  Speaker,  to  confront  him  with  his 
statement  and  to  show  how  inconsistent  it  is  with 
what  he  says  now  ;  but  there  may  be  another 
opportunity  of  doing  so. 

Mr.  INGRAM.  If  I  am  not  trespassing,  I  would 
like  to  read  this  letter. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  The  hon.  gentleman  cannot 
speak  again,  except  by  the  courtesy  of  the  House, 
and  even  then  I  think  it  should  not  be  allowed.  I 
think  the  House  ought  to  sustain  me  in  maintain¬ 
ing  the  rules. 

Mr.  McKAY.  In  respect  to  the  appointment  of 
Mr.  Ingram  as  collector  of  customs  at  St.  Thomas, 
I  think  the  member  for  the  county  has  a  perfect 
right  to  recommend  to  the  patronage  of  the 
Government  any  person  he  chooses.  In  reference 
to  the  subject  before  the  House,  I  would  like  to 
read  the  following  letter  : — - 

“  Dear  Sir,— That  the  lists  upon  which  the  recent 
election  for  East  Elgin  was  held  were  adverse  to  Liberals 
goes  without  saying,  and  some  feel  inclined  to  lay  all  the 
blame  therefor  upon  Judge  Hughes,  the  revising  officer. 
The  difficulty  rather  arises  from  the  fact  that  under  the 
Franchise  Act  a  revision  becomes  an  expensive  matter  to 
either  party,  and  that  Reformers  are  without  the  means 
which  seem  to  be  accessible  to  our  Conservative  friends. 
Electors  must  also,  while  the  Franchise  Act  remains  in 
force,  learn  that  only  their  individual  attention  to  the 
matter  can  at  all  ensure  their  names  appearing  upon  the 
lists.  We,  who  attended  the  revising  officer’s  court,  were 
treated  with  courtesy  and  fairness,  and  we  think  it  only 
fair  to  Judge  Hughes  to  say  that  such  is  so. 

(Sgd.)  “  W.  E.  STEVENS, 

“  N.  MACDONALD, 

“  JUNIUS  BRADLEY, 

“  F.  HUNT, 

“  R.  J.  MILLER.” 

• 

This  letter  expresses  the  opinion  of  leading  Refor¬ 
mers  of  East  Elgin  in  regard  to  the  conduct  of  the 
revising  officer  in  revising  the  voters’  list  of  that 
county,  and  their  opinion  will  be  endorsed  by  all 
the  members  on  this  side  of  the  House,  and  I  have 
no  doubt  on  the  other  side  as  well. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

PRINCE  EDWARD  ISLAND  RAILWAY. 

Mr.  PERRY  moved  for  : 

Return  showing  the  names  of  all  employes  on  the 
Prince  Edward  Island  Railway  who  have  been  dismissed 
since  the  1st  day  of  July,  1887,  and  the  reason  for  such 
dismissal. 

He  said  :  In  making  this  motion  I  desire  to  say 
that  a  number  of  employes  have  been  dismissed 
from  the  Prince  Edward  Island  Railway  during  the 
last  few  years,  and  it  is  a  matter  of  great  import¬ 
ance  to  some  of  them  to  find  out  the  reason  why 
they  were  dismissed.  In  fact,  the  country  has  a 
right  to  know  whether  these  men  neglected  their 
duty  or  not.  We  see  it  is  stated  in  the  papers  that 
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great  alterations  are  to  be  made  in  the  management 
of  the  railway,  that  several  employes  are  to  be  dis¬ 
missed  and  several  stations  closed,  and  I  want  to 
know  the  reason  why.  I  am  not  aware  that  the 
people  of  Prince  Edward  Island  have  too  much 
accommodation.  They  have  too  little.  If  the 
Government  think  it  is  right  to  keep  the  country 
from  having  the  benefit  of  the  railway  which  they 
built  themselves  and  paid  for,  if  they  think  it  is 
wise  and  sound  policy  to  prevent  the  people  having 
the  benefit  they  ought  to  have  from  their  road,  I 
think  it  is  a  step  in  the  wrong  direction.  It  is 
commencing  to  economize  at  the  wrong  end.  I  think 
they  might  find  some  other  place  to  economize  in 
besides  the  Island  of  Prince  Edward,  and  I  hope 
the  Minister  of  Railways  will  be  magnanimous 
enough  to  see  that  the  people  of  the  Island  ha  ve  the 
accommodation  they  ought  to  have.  I  would  like 
to  have  some  information  about  these  dismissals 
which  are  going  to  take  place.  If  it  is  because  the 
officials  are  incompetent  and  neglectful  of  their 
duty  it  is  all  right,  but  if  it  is  on  the  score  of  econ¬ 
omy  theGovernmentshould  be  careful  that  efficiency 
is  not  sacrificed  to  economy.  I  hear  that  the  track- 
master,  who  has  been  in  the  service  17  or  18  years, 
is  to  be  dismissed.  Is  he  to  be  superannuated  ?  I 
believe  not.  He  is  young  enough  to  work  and  will¬ 
ing  to  work,  and  I  would  like  to  know  why  he  is 
going  to  be  dismissed.  I  am  sure  one  man  is  not 
sufficient  to  look  after  the  whole  road  as  track- 
master,  and  if  the  Government  are  going  to  neglect 
the  management  of  the  road  they  had  better  bear 
in  mind  what  happened  some  years  ago,  through  the 
mismanagement  and  penuriousness  of  the  depart¬ 
ment,  when  the  Government  had  to  pay  a  large 
amount  as  compensation  for  damages. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E. I. )  I  would  invite  the  Min¬ 
ister  of  Railways,  before  this  motion  is  carried,  to 
state  to  the  House,  if  he  can,  the  number  of  those 
who  have  been  dismissed  under  recent  regulations. 
I  understand  that,  in  view  of  the  policy  of  trying 
to  make  both  ends  meet,  it  has  been  determined 
to  make  large  reductions  in  the  staff  of  the  .Island 
Railway  as  well  as  of  the  Intercolonial.  I  do  not 
propose  to  discuss  that  question,  because  I  have 
not  the  data  on  which  to  discuss  it  properly,  but  I 
would  like  to  have  some  information,  and  the 
House  is  entitled  to  know  to  what  extent  this  re¬ 
duction  is  to  be  made.  In  that  connection,  I 
would  say  a  word  on  behalf  of  one  gentleman* 
whose  name  has  been  mentioned  in  the  Island  pap¬ 
ers  as  about  to  be  dismissed.  He  is  a  man  of  very 
great  railway  experience,  a  very  exceptional  man 
in  every  way,  of  the  very  highest  character,  and  I 
believe  the  hon.  gentleman  will  find  that  the  chief 
engineer  of  railways,  who  knows  him  well,  will 
speak  of  him  in  the  highest  possible  terms.  I  refer 
to  trackmaster  John  McPherson.  He  has  been 
on  the  railway  as  trackmaster  over  the  western 
section  of  the  road,  and  has  had  under  his  charge 
70  or  80  miles  or  more  for  the  last  18  years.  He  came 
there  with  a  very  large  railway  experience  and  is  an 
exceedingly  prudent,  careful  man,  who  has  always 
given  the  utmost  satisfaction  to  those  in  whose 
employ  he  has  been.  He  is  a  most  economical  and 
conscientious  man,  and  I  am  sure  there  has  never 
been  an  attempt  made  to  retrench  on  the  part  of 
the  powers  that  be  of  that  road,  which  did  not 
meet,  so  far  as  his  department  is  concerned, 
his  concurrence.  In  addition  to  that,  he  has  the 


advantage  of  always  being  a  very  good  Tory,  and 
I  suppose  will  continue  so  until  the  end  of  his 
days.  However,  apart  from  all  politics,  he  is  one 
of  those  rare  men  you  find  in  communities  who 
are  respected  by  every  one  and  who  bring  to  the 
discharge  of  their  duties  faithfulness,  integrity  and 
a  desire  to  serve  the  public.  Although  I  am  under 
no  compliment  to  him  because  he  has  always  done 
what  he  could  against  me,  I  have  yet  no  complaint 
to  make  against  him,  as  he  is  entitled  to  his  con¬ 
victions,  but,  knowing  him  so  intimately,  and  hav¬ 
ing  had  so  many  opportunities  of  seeing  the  ex¬ 
cellent  character  of  the  work  he  does,  I  take  this 
opportunity  of  saying  a  word  on  his  behalf.  I  am 
quite  sure  the  hon.  gentleman  will  find  every  word 
I  have  said  borne  out  by  the  chief  engineer. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  I  am  not  prepared  at  present 
to  state  what  course  the  Government  intend  to 
take  with  reference  to  the  reductions,  if  any,  they 
intend  to  make  in  Prince  Edward  Island.  There 
has  been  a  recommendation  by  the  engineer- in¬ 
chief  which  has  a  tendency  towards  economy  in  the 
management  of  that  road,  and  I  believe  some 
notices  have  been  given  in  that  direction,  but  the 
Government  have  not  yet  decided  what  course 
they  will  pursue  in  the  matter.  I  shall  have  the 
papers  brought  down. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

RETURNS  ORDERED. 

Detailed  copy  of  the  certificate  of  Acting  Chief  Engineer 
that  $32,000  paid  to  Bancroft  &  Connolly  was  done  in 
addition  to  all  previous  certificates  on  Kingston  Graving 
Dock,  as  mentioned  in  Auditor  General’s  Report,  page  C- 
119.— (Mr.  Gibson.) 

Copy  of  the  location  ticket  granted  for  lot  16  in  the  4th 
Concession,  Cockburn  Island,  and  any  assignment  or 
transfer  thereof  to  Peter  McLellan.  Also,  copy  of  affida¬ 
vits  or  declarations,  letters  and  other  papers  from  any 
person  or  persons  to  the  department  in  any  way  relating 
to  said  lot  or  the  cancellation  of  the  said  ticket.  Also, 
copy  of  any  order  made  for  the  cancellation  of  said  ticket. 
—(Mr.  Lister.) 

FIRST  READINGS 

Bill  (No.  78)  for  the  relief  of  James  Alfred  M* 
Aikins  (from  the  Senate).-  (Mr.  Taylor.) 

Bill  (No.  79)  for  the  relief  of  Ada  Donigan 
(from  the  Senate). — (Mr.  Taylor.) 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON  moved  the  adjournment 
of  the  House. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  When  will  the  Redistribution 
Bill  be  printed  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  will  take  it  up  on 
Thursday. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  and  House  adjourned  at  10.20 
p.m. 

HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Tuesday,  3rd  May,  1892. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  Three  o’clock. 

Prayers. 

FIRST  READING. 

Bill  (No.  80)  respecting  the  Manitoba  and  North- 
Western  Railway  Company  of  Canada. — (Mr. 
Coatsworth. ) 
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THE  INLAND  REVENUE  ACT. 

Mr.  COSTIGAN  moved  second  reading  of  Bill 
(No.  71)  further  to  amend  the  Inland  Revenue  Act. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  stated 
that  the  Bill  is  to  apply  the  Inland  Revenue  Act  to 
the  North-West  Territories,  but  he  has  given  no 
reason  whatever  for  the  changes  he  proposes. 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  1  thought  I  explained  the 
powers  of  the  Bill,  and  stated  that  it  was  to  extend 
the  Act  to  the  North-West  Territories.  The  ex¬ 
planation  I  gave  before  with  respect  to  the  pro¬ 
vision  making  the  law  operative  in  the  North-West 
Territories  is  all  I  can  give  now.  The  law  as  at 
present,  without  the  amendments  I  propose,  is  not 
applicable  to  the  North-West  Territories  or  to  the 
District  of  Keewatin.  By  this  amendment  the  law 
is  made  applicable  to  the  North-West  Territories, 
but  not  to  the  District  of  Keewatin.  On  account 
of  the  changes  which  have  taken  place,  it  is  neces¬ 
sary  that  the  Inland  Revenue  Act  should  be  in 
force  in  those  Territories. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  The  Bill  which  is  now  intro¬ 
duced  by  the  hon.  gentleman  is  far  broader  in  its 
scope  than  the  hon.  gentleman  seems  to  compre¬ 
hend.  The  hon.  gentleman  simply  says  that  this 
measure  provides  for  the  introduction  of  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Inland  Revenue  Act  in  the  North- 
West  Territories  ;  in  other  words,  that  the  restric¬ 
tions  which  have  hitherto  applied  to  the  North- 
West  Territories  with  respect  to  the  manufacture 
and  sale  of  liquor  are  to  be  removed. 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  That  is  not  what  it  means. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  What  does  it  mean  ? 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  It  applies  the  Inland  Revenue 
Act  to  the  North-West  Territories. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  There  is  a  question  as  to 
whether  the  restriction  as  to  the  sale  of  liquor  has 
been  renewed  or  not.  For  my  part,  I  am  not  pre¬ 
pared  to  answer  the  question  in  the  affirmative,  for 
I  am  not  aware  of  any  measure  that  has  removed 
the  prohibition  hitherto  existing  in  the  North-West 
Territories  with  respect  to  the  manufacture  of 
liquor.  If  the  restriction  as  to  the  sale  of  liquor 
has  been  removed,  it  can  only  have  been  done 
according  to  the  Act  of  last  year,  by  which  the 
same  powers  now  enjoyed  by  the  provinces  are  also 
conferred  on  the  Legislature  of  the  North-West 
Territories.  For  instance, theLegislatureof  theNorth- 
West  Territories  is  empowered  to  issue  licenses 
for  shops,  saloons,  taverns  and  other  places  in  order 
to  raise  a  revenue  for  territorial  and  municipal  pur¬ 
poses.  I  am  not  aware  that,  when  this  provision  was 
introduced  last  year,  Parliament  ever  contemplated 
removing  the  prohibition  which  has  existed  to  the 
sale  of  liquor  in  the  North- W  est  Territories.  If 
the  legislation  of  last  year  has  had  that  effect, 
Parliament  never  had  such  idea  until  this  moment. 
The  time  may  have  come  for  the  removal  of  the 
restrictions  which  have  hitherto  applied  to  those 
Territories,  but  I  am  not  sure  the  time  has  arrived. 
That  is  a  subject  to  which  I  invite  the  attention  of 
the  hon.  gentleman.  If  we  adopt  this  Bill  we  are 
taking  a  new  departure  as  regards  the  policy 
hitherto  pursued  in  the  North-West  Territories, 
and  a  very  serious  departure,  and  one  which  de¬ 
serves  more  attention  at  the  hands  of  the  House 
than  the  hon.  gentleman  is  prepared  to  give  to  it. 

Mr.  Hacujart. 


Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  The  hon.  gentleman, 
I  think,  has  not  been  well  served  by  his  recollec¬ 
tion  of  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of  last  year. 
Speaking  from  memory,  I  may  say  there  is  a  dis¬ 
tinct  provision  in  the  Act  that  the  North-West 
Assembly  may  repeal  the  prohibitory  clauses  of 
the  North-West  Territories  Act  as  contained  in  the 
Revised  Statutes,  and  over  and  above  that  power 
is  given  to  them  to  grant  licenses.  They  have 
passed  an  ordinance  repealing  the  provisions  of  the 
North-West  Territories  Act  and  they  have  sub¬ 
stituted  a  license  system  in  their  stead.  So  all 
that  has  been  done. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  I  am  not  aware  of  the  provision 
of  which  the  hon.  Minister  speaks.  But  as  to  the 
other  provision,  it  is  a  general  clause  found  in  the 
British  North  America  Act  giving  power  to  pro¬ 
vinces  to  issue  licenses  to  shops  and  saloons  for  the 
purpose  of  levying  a  revenue,  and  for  no  other  pur¬ 
pose.  This  raises  the  question  whether  in  such  a 
clause  the  power  of  prohibition  which  was  implied 
in  its  enactments  was  removed  by  such  a  disposi¬ 
tion. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  Section  19  of  the  Act 
of  last  session  contains  this  provision  : 

“  Notwithstanding  anything  in  this  Act  or  the  said  Act 
contained,  the  Legislative  Assembly  may  by  ordinance 
repeal  the  provisions  of  section— 26  to  40,  both  inclusive.” 

These  are  the  prohibitory  enactments— 

“  And  also  in  so  far  as  they  apply  to  the  Territories 
comprising  the  several  electoral  divisions  mentioned  in 
the  schedule  to  this  Act,  the  provisions  of  22  to  100,  also 
both  inclusive,  of  the  said  Act,  together  with  all  amend¬ 
ments  thereto,  and  may  re-enact  the  said  provisions  or 
substitute  other  provisions  in  lieu  thereof.” 

Under  that  provision  the  Assembly  passed  the 
ordinance, 

Bill  read  the  second  time,  considered  in  Com¬ 
mittee  and  reported. 

WITNESSES  AND  EVIDENCE. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON  moved  second  reading 
of  Bill  (No.  69)  respecting  Witnesses  and  Evidence. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Bill  read  the  second  time. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON  moved  that  the  Bill  be 
referred  to  the  Select  Joint  Committee  to  which  was 
referred  Bill  (No.  7)  respecting  the  Criminal  Law. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

SUPPLY. 

House  again  resolved  itself  into  Committee  of 
Supply. 

(In  the  Committee. ) 

Quarantine . . $35,500 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  wish  to 
enquire  of  the  Minister,  in  the  first  place,  where 
that  sample  book  is  which  he  promised  to  lay  on 
the  Table  of  the  House  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  will  lay  it  on  the  Table  in  a 
few  minutes. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  want  to 
enquire,  in  the  second  place,  whether  the  hon. 
gentleman  has  examined  into  the  letter  read  by 
my  hon.  friend  from  North  Brant  (Mr.  Somerville) 
and  purporting  to  be  written  by  the  Deputy 
Minister  and  received  by  Mr.  Casper  Hett,  and 
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what  explanation  he  has  to  give  to  the  House  in 
connection  with  it  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  have  made  enquiry  and  I 
have  a  memorandum  from  the  deputy  of  my 
department,  which,  if  the  House  would  like,  I 
will  read,  or  lay  on  the  Table. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Read. 

Mr.  CARLING— 

“Department  of  Agriculture, 

“  Ottawa,  3rd  May,  1892. 

“  My  Dear  Sir,— With  the  sanction  of  the  Minister  of 
Agriculture  I  enclose  to  you,  herewith,  a  copy  of  a 
memorandum  which  I  have  written  in  relation  to  a  pay¬ 
ment  to  Mr.  Casper  Hett,  of  Berlin,  Ont.,  for  copyright 
of  a  German  pamphlet,  in  1887.  I  am  moved  to  do  this 
from  reading  in  the  Hansard  of  29th  April,  in  an  official 
report  of  your  speech,  the  following  words  :— 

“  ‘  If  the  Government  paid  for  the  writing  of  that  pam¬ 
phlet.  then  the  copyright  belonged  to  the  Government.’ 

“  Tne  context  shows  that  you  were  moved  to  express 
this  supposition  on  the  very  positive  but  equally  incorrect 
allegations  which  had  been  previously  made  in  the  debate. 

“  The  point  is  so  important  that  the  whole  matter  in 
question  is  rested  upon  it;  and  it  is,  therefore,  that  I 
pray  you  to  consider  it  by  the  light  of  the  indubitable 
statements  of  fact  in  my  memorandum  herewith. 

“  I  have  an  intimate  conviction  that  no  reference  of 
this  kind  can  be  made  in  vain  to  your  sense  of  justice  and 
honour. 

“  Believe  me,  Ac., 

“  Yours  truly, 

“JOHN  LOWE, 

“  Deputy  Minister  of  Agriculture. 

“To  the  Hon . 

“  Mr.  Mackenzie  Bowell,  M.P. 

“  Minister  of  Militia,  Ac.” 


“  Memorandum  for  the  honourable  the  Minister  of 
Agriculture. 

“  In  reference  to  a  letter  of  mine  to  Mr.  Casper  Hett, 
German  publisher,  of  Berlin,  Ont.,  written  on  26th 
January,  1887, 1  have  to  make  to  you  the  following  re¬ 
marks  ;  a  copy  of  which, with  your  sanction, I  communicate 
to  the  Hon.  Mr.  Mackenzie  Bowell. 

“  It  is  true  that  I  wrote  to  Mr.  Hett  the  letter  read  by 
Mr.  Somerville  in  the  House  on  Friday  night,  not  as 
insinuated  and  alleged  to  enable  him  to  obtain  an  undue 
payment  not  allowed  by  the  audit  of  the  Queen’s  Printer, 
but  as  an  act  of  common  honesty,  to  enable  him  to  obtain 
a  payment  for  authorship,  which  was  his  property,  which 
the  department  had  used,  and  in  accordance  with  the 
established  practice  in  such  cases.  I  had  no  personal  nor 
any  reason  to  favour  Mr.  Hett.  He  was  to  me  an  utter 
stranger. 

“  The  facts  simply  are  :  that  on  your  ministerial  author¬ 
ization  I  ordered  the  printing  of  a  German  pamphlet  at 
the  office  of  Mr.  Hett,  in  Berlin,  Ont.,  in  the  early  part  of 
the  year  1886. 

“  We  had  then  no  pamphlet  which  we  deemed  advisable 
to  publish  adapted  to  the  special  information  of  Germans. 
Mr.  Hett  volunteered  to  have  one  written  and  secured  the 
services  of  Mr.  J.  Y.  Shantz  for  that  purpose.  This  was 
accepted.  Mr.  Shantz  was  well  known  to  the  department. 
He  had  been  largely  instrumental  in  the  bringing  and 
settlement  of  the  Mennonites  in  Ontario.  Mr.  Hett  further 
offered  to  obtain  for  publication  in  the  pamphlet  testimo¬ 
nials  from  the  Russian-German  Mennonite  settlers  in 
Manitoba,  even  at  the  cost  of  Mr.  Shantz  going  personally 
and  specially  to  that  province  to  obtain  that  information. 

“Mr.  Hett  sent  in  his  bill  for  printing  50,000  copies  of 
this  pamphlet  in  the  German  language, containing32 pages, 
for  an  amount  of  $751.60  ;  but  this  amount,  on  the  audit 
of  the  Queen’s  Printer,  on  the  special  tariff  of  rates  of 
which  all  pamphlets  printed  by  the  department  were 
audited,  was  cut  down  to  $434.74;  that  is,  for  printing 
charges  only. 

“  Mr.  Hett  represented  that  a  payment  of  this  amount 
for  his  work  would  land  him  in  actual  loss.  He  told  me 
that  the  prices  charged  in  the  bill  he  had  sent  in  were 
only  the  ordinary  commercial  rates  for  printing  which 
were  usual  in  his  establishment. 

“  I  saw  that  he  had  not  made  any  charge  for  author¬ 
ship,  which  was  his  property,  and  not  that  of  the  depart¬ 
ment;  and  I  ascertained  that  he  was  not  aware  it  was 
the  invariable  practice  of  the  department  in  respect  to 
all  pamphlets  used  by  it,  for  which  it  had  given  no  con¬ 


sideration,  written  by  persons  outside,  that  authorship  be 
paid  for,  at  a  fair  price,  either  in  the  form  of  purchase  of 
copyright,  or  a  royalty  for  the  use  of  it. 

“  I  did  not  consider  that  the  amount  by  which  his  bill 
had  been  cut  down,  in  order  to  bring  it  within  the  print¬ 
ing  tariff  above  referred  to,  would  be  improper  or  unfair 
to  pay  for  the  copyright  of  this  pamphlet,  with  the  electro¬ 
types  in  addition,  from  which  it  was  printed.  In  other 
words,  making  the  cost  of  the  whole  work  done  by  Mr. 
Hett,  for  authorship  containing  special  and  valuable 
information  furnished,  printing  and  presswork,  with  the 
electro-plates  thrown  in,  of  a  pamphlet  of  32  pages,  about 
a  cent  and  a  halfa  copy  ;  or  with  the  paper  added,  which 
cost  about  three-fifths  of  a  cent,  the  total  cost  of  this 
pamphlet,  including  all  the  considerations  stated,  would 
be  a  very  small  fraction  over  two  cents  a  copy. 

“  When  the  account  for  printing  this  pamphlet  was  sent 
in  the  usual  course  to  the  Auditor  General,  he  wrote  a 
letter  under  date  27th  April,  1887,  in  which  he  desired  to 
be  informed  as  to  the  basis  on  which  the  value  of  copy¬ 
right  was  ascertained,  and  in  reply  in  my  official  letter, 
dated  29th  April,  I  furnished  him  with  a  statement  of  the 
facts.  I  repeat  my  adherence  to  that  statement ;  and 
respecting  which  I  may  point  out  that  the  Auditor  passed 
it  without  further  remarks.  The  determination  of  all  such 
values  must  rest  on  the  particular  facts  in  each  case.  In 
that  of  Mr.  Hett,  I  thought  at  the  time,  and  I  think  still, 
that  an  amount  at  least  equivalent  to  the  difference 
between  his  own  commercial  printing  charges  and  the 
amount  by  which  his  bill  had  been  cut  down  by  the  audit 
of  the  Queen’s  Printer,  would  be  fair  and  just. 

“  I  accordingly  made  representations  in  this  sense  to 
you.  and  I  was  authorized  to  make  a  settlement  with  Mr. 
Hett  on  the  basis  stated. 

“  I  do  not  think  that  anything  less  than  this  would  have 
been  even  honest ;  and  while  I  feel  that  it  is  my  first  duty 
to  protect  the  department,  in  so  far  as  lies  in  my  power, 
from  any  undue  charges,  I  cannot  see  that  the  perform¬ 
ance  of  such  duty  in  any  way  called  on  me  to  take 
advantage  of  the  ignorance  of  any  one.  On  the  contrary, 
I  am  sure  my  duty  was  not  to  do  so.  And  I  cannot  see 
why  I  should  not  have  frankly  pointed  out,  by  letter  or 
otherwise,  any  error  which  I  saw  that  any  one  had  com¬ 
mitted  to  his  disadvantage  ;  nor  could  I  believe  any  Gov¬ 
ernment  would  justify  any  other  course.  Had  I  not  done 
so  in  this  case  the  net  practical  result  would  have  been 
that  the  Dominion  would  have  been  $316.80  the  richer,  at 
the  cost  of  a  suppression  of  truth  by  an  official  taking  an 
undue  advantage  of  one  with  whom  the  Government  had 
dealings  ; — that  is  if  the  party  should  not  at  some  date  in 
the  then  future  have  discovered  the  fact  of  difference  be¬ 
tween  copyright  and  printing,  and  have  demanded  his 
rights  accordingly. 

“  I  subjoin  the  correspondence  with  the  Auditor  Gene¬ 
ral,  above  referred  to. 

“  Respectfully  submitted. 

(Sgd.)  “  JOHN  LOWE, 

“  Deputy  Minister  of  Agriculture. 

“  Department  of  Agriculture, 

“  30th  April,  1892.  ” 


“  Auditor  General’s  Office. 

“  Ottawa,  27th  April,  1887. 


“  Sir,— 1  find  that  the  following  sums  have  been  paid  by 
your  department  on  copyright  account  :— 

Le  Cultivateur,  use  of  English  copyright  “Gas- 

pesia” .  ...  $  90  00 

“  “  French  “  “  90  00 

La  Liberte  “  copyright  “Nord-Ouest”. .  100  00 

Casp.  Hett,  copyright  of  German  pamphlet. . ..  316  86 

“  I  would  be  glad  to  know  the  basis  upon  which  the  value 
of  the  copyright  was  determined  in  each  of  the  above  cases. 

“  I  have  the  honour,  Ac.,  Ac., 


(Sgd.)  “  J.  L.  McDOUGALL, 


“  Auditor  General. 

John  Lowe,  Esq., 

“  Acting  Deputy  Minister, 

“  Department  of  Agriculture.” 


“  Department  of  Agriculture, 

“  Ottawa,  29th  April,  1887. 

“  Sir,— I  have  to  acknowledge  your  letter  of  the  27th 
inst.,  in  which  you  ask  to  be  told  the  basis  upon  which 
the  value  of  copyright  is  determined  in  the  cases  cited  by 
you.  There  cannot  of  course  be  any  fixed  standard  on 
which  the  value  of  a  copyright  is  determined,  but  I  may 
state  that  the  considerations  for  the  department  have 
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always  relation  to  the  extent  of  the  work  and  the  value 
of  the  labour,  which,  on  the  face,  would  be  necessary  tor 
the  production,  coupled  in  some  cases  with  considerations 
of  expense  which  maybe  incurred  in  obtaining  the  infor¬ 
mation  contained  in  the  work.  „  ... 

“  The  German  pamphlet  to  which  you  refer,  tor  which 
copyright  was  paid  to  Mr.  C,  Hett  included  the  transfer 
to  the  department  of  the  plates  from  which  the  work  was 
printed,  and  also  the  cost  of  obtaining  certain  informa¬ 
tion  from  the  Mennonites  of  Manitoba. 

“  The  same  kind  of  considerations  came  with  respect 
to  the  items  of  copyright  (referred  to  in  your  letter)  to 
Le  Gultivateur,  for  an  English  and  French  edition  of 
“  Gaspesia,  ”  and  to  La  Liberty  for  a  copyright  of  the 
pamphlet  intituled  “  Nord-Ouest,”  with  the  exception 
that,  in  these  cases,  there  was  no  transfer  of  plates  to  the 

department.  ,  ,  . .  .  , 

I  have  no  doubt  that  the  values  paid  by  the  depart¬ 
ment  in  all  these  cases  were  just  and  reasonable. 

“  I  have,  &c., 

(Sgd.)  “JOHN  LOWE, 

“  Acting  Deputy  Minister  of  Agriculture. 

“  To  the  Auditor  General.” 


On  the  letter  in  answer  to  the  Auditor  General 
from  Mr.  Lowe,  the  Auditor  General  paid  the 


mode  of  payment  arrived  at  was  approved  by  the 
Minister  who  was  authorised  to  carry  it  out. 

Mr.  CARLING.  He  says  in  his  report  that 
when  the  Queen’s  Printer  had  produced  this 
bill,  he  reported  to  him  that  it  would  be  fair  to 
allow  for  the  manuscript  and  for  the  electro-plates, 
and  that  it  would  be  reasonable  that  amount  should 
be  allowed.  It  has  been  the  practice  in  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture,  ever  since  Mr.  Lowe  has  been 
there  and  during  the  time  my  hon.  friend  was  in 
the  Government.  It  had  then  been  the  rule  in  the 
department,  and  there  is  nothing  unusual  in  paying 
for  the  manuscript  and  paying  for  the  plates  of  this 
German  pamphlet. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  suppose  you  * 
have  a  copy  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  have  not  one  by  me. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  suppose  you 
have  a  copy  that  you  can  get,  and  I  would  like  to 
see  a  copy  if  you  will  send  for  it. 


account. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  I  think  the  correspond¬ 
ence  is  not  complete,  because  we  ought  to 
have  the  correspondence  which  led  up  to  the  making 
of  this  contract  with  Mr.  Casper  Hett  for  the 
writing  of  this  pamphlet.  As  it  stands,  the  matter 
is  incomplete,  and  it  is  difficult  to  arrive  at  a  proper 
conclusion.  I  think  the  Minister  will  admit  that 
we  are  entitled  to  the  correspondence  which  led  to 
the  bargain  being  made  with  Mr.  Casper  Hett. 

Mr.  CARLING.  So  far  as  I  am  aware  at  pre¬ 
sent,  the  arrangements  were  made  by  the  depart¬ 
ment  for  printing  the  pamphlet. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  Were  these  plates  pur¬ 
chased  from  Mr.  Casper  Hett  ever  used  afterwards  ? 
Was  a  second  edition  of  the  pamphlet  printed  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  No,  I  do  not  think  so.  At  that 
time  we  were  anxious  to  get  a  German  pamphlet. 
The  Germans  in  the  County  of  Waterloo  joined 
together  and  became  security  to  the  Government 
for  a  loan  of  $1 00,000  some  years  previous,  and 
Mr.  Schantz  was  the  man  who  was  responsible 
for  getting  sufficient  security  to  the  Government 
for  the  $100,000  to  bring  out  Mennonites.  Mr. 
Schantz  resides  in  Berlin,  Waterloo,  and  he 
secured,  prepared  or  assisted  in  preparing  matters 
in  this  pamphlet,  as  he  had  a  great  deal  of  experi¬ 
ence  with  the  Germans  and  Mennonites,  and  these 
pamphlets  were  for  distribution  among  them,  so 
that  they  could  send  them  to  their  friends  in  the 
old  country.  Many  were  distributed  also  among 
other  German  settlements  and  sent  to  the  old  coun¬ 
try  for  distribution  by  our  agents  at  Liserpool  and 
on  the  continent  among  German  people. 

Mr.  SOM  LRVILLE.  I  will  call  the  attention 
of  the  committee  to  the  fact  that  the  Government 
suggested  this,  because  it  appeared  that  the  Minis¬ 
ter  is  responsible  for  the  action  taken  by  Mr.  Lowe 
in  regard  to  this  matter.  As  I  heard  the  letter 
read,  I  think  Mr.  Lowe  said  he  was  instructed  by 
the  Minister  to  write  this  letter  to  Mr.  Casper 
Hett. 

Mr.  CARLING.  No,  he  asked  me  for  my  ap¬ 
proval  of  having  a  German  pamphlet  printed,  and 
on  his  memo,  paper  he  marked  this. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  If  I  followed 
the  hon.  gentleman  when  he  was  reading  the 
pamphlet,  Mr.  Lowe  certainly  said  that  the  peculiar 
Mr.  Carling. 


Mr.  CARLING.  I  shall  be  glad  to  do  so. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  One  question 
is  whether  this  $300  was  a  reasonable  allowance 
for  the  pamphlet,  and  we  might  form  some  idea  in 
regard  to  that  by  seeing  the  pamphlet  itself. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  The  suggestion  made  in 
the  letter  of  Mr.  Lowe  was  that  the  amount  of 
$316.86  would  be  a  little  high  for  that  pamphlet. 
No  doubt  Mr.  Lowe  is  correct  in  that.  I  under¬ 
stand  from  the  Minister  that  it  was  a  3‘2-page 
pamphlet,  and  a  32-page  pamphlet  would  not  cost 
more  than  $16  to  reset  the  whole  pamphlet. 

Mr.  CARLING.  Does  it  not  cost  more  for  Ger¬ 
man  type  than  for  any  other  ? 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  Not  any  more.  German 
type  can  be  set  as  cheaply  as  English  type,  and  it 
would  not  cost  more  than  $16  to  do  that,  and  we 
are  allowing  $316.86.  It  is  true  that  it  is  supposed 
that  some  of  this  is  paid  for  writing  the  pamphlet, 
but  it  appears  that  this  man  did  not  write  it,  and 
it  is  apparent  on  the  face  of  the  statement  that  the 
price  paid  for  the  writing  of  the  pamphlet  was  an 
outrageous  price,  and  was  not  intended  as  a  just 
payment  at  all,  but  was  intended  to  make  up  a 
payment  to  this  man  for  work  which  he  did  not 
perform.  Any  ordinary  writer  could  write  a  32- 
page  pamphlet  in  a  day.  This  man  Schantz  had 
been  out  to  Manitoba  and  knew  the  Mennonite  set¬ 
tlement.  He  knew  all  he  had  to  write  about  per¬ 
fectly  well,  and  Casper  Hett  was  paid  $300  for 
this  copyright  which  he  was  not  entitled  to  at  all, 
because  the  deputy  told  him  he  might  assume  the 
copyright  to  be  his.  I  do  not  think  the  explana¬ 
tion  of  the  Minister  makes  this  any  better  than  it 
was  before.  The  Auditor  General  saw  that  it  was 
an  exorbitant  amount,  and  he  cut  it  down,  and 
then  the  Minister  or  his  deputy  came  to  the 
relief  of  Mr.  Casper  Hett,  and  paid  for  what 
was  worth  certainly  no  more  than  $30  to  the 
Government,  if  it  was  of  any  value  at  all,  the 
amount  of  $300.  It  appears  that  has  been  the 
practice  all  through,  as  I  am  informed,  in  the 
printing  of  these  immigration  pamphlets.  Formerly 
it  went  to  such  an  extent  that,  as  I  proved  before 
the  House  and  before  the  Public  Accounts  Com¬ 
mittee,  14  prices  were  paid,  14  times  more  than 
the  Government  contractors  would  have  done  the 
work  for,  and  in  many  cases  these  outside  persons 
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were  also  paid  for  the  copyright.  It  is  only  another 
way  of  putting  money  into  the  pockets  of  these 
people  which  they  did  not  earn,  and  I  do  not  see 
how  the  Government  can  justify  the  action  of  Mr. 
Lowe,  though  now  he  has  turned  the  responsibility 
over  to  the  Minister  of  Agriculture  himself.  I 
should  like  to  know  if  the  Minister  of  Militia  has 
changed  his  mind  since  he  said  the  other  night  that 
this  conduct  on  the  part  of  a  deputy  head  should 
be  punished.  Is  he  now  prepared  to  say  that  the 
Deputy  Minister  should  not  be  punished,  or  is  he 
prepared  to  carry  out  what  he  said  when  he  con¬ 
demned  the  action  of  the  Deputy  Minister  and  said 
that  he  should  be  punished,  or,  when  the  Minister 
assumes  the  responsibility,  is  he  prepared  to  say 
that  the  Minister  should  be  punished  for  this  action 
which  he  has  condemned  ? 

Mr.  LISTER.  It  is  clear  that,  if  Mr.  Casper 
Hett  had  received  $756,  the  sum  he  charged  against 
the  Government,  we  would  never  have  heard  any¬ 
thing  about  the  copyright.  Now,  it  becomes  very 
important  to  find  what  was  the  arrangement  made 
with  this  Casper  Hett  as  to  the  printing  of  this 
pamphlet,  because  it  is  evident  that  it  was  an  after¬ 
thought  that  Mr.  Casper  Hett  should  be  paid  for 
the  copyright  and  the  electrotype.  I  suppose, 
when  this  was  given  out,  it  was  well  understood 
that  the  price  would  be  fixed  and  audited  by  the 
Auditor  General,  and  it  is  perfectly  clear  from  the 
correspondence  that  nothing  was  said  about  pay¬ 
ment  for  the  copyright  or  the  electrotype.  I  would 
like  to  know  by  what  authority  the  Deputy  Minister 
or  the  secretary  of  the  department,  as  he  was  at 
that  time,  undertook  to  make  this  arrangement.  1 
think  the  Minister  of  Agriculture  told  us  the  other 
night  that  he  knew  nothing  about  the  matter,  that 
it  was  not  done  by  his  authority. 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  said  it  happened  six  or  seven 
years  ago,  and  I  did  not  remember  about  it,  but  I 
would  enquire  into  it,  and  report  to  the  House. 

Mr.  LISTER.  It  is  clear  that  no  arrangement 
was  made  with  this  man  for  the  purchase  of  the 
copyright  or  the  electrotype,  and  it  is  also  clear 
that  if  he  had  been  paid  the  $756  we  would  have 
heard  nothing  further  about  the  copyright  ;  but  it 
is  also  clear  that  the  department  suggested  to  him 
the  purchase  of  the  copyright  which  he  did  not 
own,  because  certain  proceedings  had  to  be  gone 
through  before  he  could  own  the  copyright,  and  as 
a  matter  of  fact  the  copyright  was  not  of  any  value 
at  all.  The  Minister  says  this  was  six  or  seven 
years  ago,  and  consequently  this  payment  of  $300 
was  made  to  this  man  to  cover  the  original  account 
he  put  in,  which  was  reduced  by  the  Auditor.  So 
flagrant  did  this  matter  appear,  so  utterly  unjusti¬ 
fiable  was  it  to  the  House  when  the  matter  was  up 
before — -and  I  venture  to  say  that  the  explanation 
we  had  to-day  is  not  satisfactory  and  does  not  ex¬ 
plain  the  transaction— -that  the  Minister  of  Militia 
stood  up  and  said  : 

“  I  do  not  know  what  I  might  do.  lam  very  much  in¬ 
clined  to  think  that  if  the  hon.  gentleman  wrote  me  a 
report  I  might  do  as  the  member  for  Lambton  (Mr. 
Lister)  did.  I  might  not  have  the  time,  or  not  think  it 
worth  reading.  Referring  to  this  letter,  which  I  have 
not  seen  before,  I  fully  agree  with  the  remarks  made  in 
reference  to  it.  It  is  an  improper  letter  for  any  deputy 
head  to  write,  and  I  am  satisfied  that  the  Minister  of 
Agriculture  and  the  Government  of  which  he  forms  a 
part,  will  see  that  the  deputies  do  not  write  letters  of  that 
kind,  or  if  they  do  that  they  will  receive  what  they  ought 
to  receive  after  they  are  made  public.  If  the  Govern¬ 


ment  paid  for  the  writing  of  that  pamphlet,  then  the 
copyright  belonged  to  the  Government,  and  I  do  not 
hesitate  to  say  that,  having  been  made  public — how  my 
hon.  friend  obtained  it  I  do  not  know — I  think  I  can 
safely  say  to  this  committee  and  to  the  public  tbat  steps 
will  be  taken  to  ascertain  why  a  deputy  head  of  a  depart¬ 
ment  would  write  a  letter  of  that  kind  in  order  to  extract 
moneys  from  the  coffers  of  the  country  which  should 
never  have  been  paid.” 

Now,  there  is  the  statement  of  the  Minister  of 
Militia  who  heard  the  letter  the  other  night,  and 
spoke  upon  the  subject.  The  matter  is  a  small 
transaction,  but  I  think  it  is  only  one  of  a  great 
many  others  which,  if  made  public,  would  show 
that  some  of  the  deputy  heads  in  the  departments 
of  the  Government  are  not  acting  solely  and  simply 
in  the  interest  of  the  Government. 

Mr.  BOW  ELL.  The  remarks  of  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  North  Brant  (Mr.  Somerville)  are,  I  am 
sorry  to  say,  of  the  usual  character,  and  not  exactly 
fair  or  candid.  He  has  a  happy  faculty,  or  an 
unhappy  one,  rather,  of  stating  just  half  the  truth 
and  then  stopping.  I  leave  the  committee  to  judge 
how  far  that  is  fair  in  dealing  with  a  public  officer, 
or  even  in  dealing  with  a  political  opponent.  We 
hear  that  mode  of  argument  very  often  on  the  stump, 
but  here,  among  members  of  Parliament,  where  each 
one  is  supposed  to  know  at  least  something  of  the 
subject  on  which  he  speaks,  I  am  inclined  to  think 
another  course  had  better  be  pursued.  The  hon. 
gentleman,  in  referring  to  this  letter  of  Mr.  Hett, 
quoted  only  a  portion  of  it,  and  that  portion 
was  in  reference  to  the  purchase  of  the  copyright. 
The  hon.  member  for  Lambton  (Mr.  Lister)  says 
that  Mr.  Hett  was  not  the  owner  of  that  copy¬ 
right  ;  that  I  do  not  know.  The  correspondence, 
however,  shows  that  he  procured  the  writing  of  the 
pamphlet,  and  if  he  procured  the  writing  of  the 
pamphlet,  and  Mr.  Schantz  gave  him  the  benefit 
of  his  brains  and  intellect,  and  allowed  him 
to  print  it  and  charge  for  it,  I  suppose  he 
would  be  the  owner  of  it.  However,  that  is  not 
the  point  particularly  at  issue.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  for  North  Brant  says  this  pamphlet  could  be 
reset  for  $16.  Well,  probably  he  may  have  seen 
it  ;  I  have  not  ;  if  that  be  true,  then  it  must  be  an 
exceedingly  small  pamphlet,  and  printed  in  very 
large  type.  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman’s  practical 
knowledge  would  lead  him  to  a  different  conclusion. 
If  there  is  but  one  thousand  ems  per  page  in  each  of 
the  32  pages,  and  that  could  be  set  up  and  a  profit 
given  to  the  proprietor,  certainly  it  could  not  be 
done  for  less  than  50  cents  per  thousand- — I  am  using 
now  the  technical  terms  of  printers  ;  but  I  question 
very  much  whether  a  pamphlet  of  that  character, 
unless  it  was  set  up  in  what  the  printers  term  pica, 
or  somewhat  larger  type,  would  not  contain  a  great¬ 
er  quantity  of  ems  than  would  justify  the  statement 
made  by  the  hon.  gentleman.  Now,  to  my  mind, 
there  must  have  been  over  two  thousand  ems  per 
page  rather  than  one  thousand.  If  it  was  set  in 
smaller  type  than  the  typein  which  I  have  seen  these 
pamphlets  printed,  there  would  be  a  still  greater 
quantity.  The  hon.  gentleman  knows  what  I  mean 
when  I  speak  of  the  different  sizes  of  type,  and 
when  I  speak  of  the  quantity  of  matter  that  is  con¬ 
tained  in  an  ordinary  pamplilet,  say,  perhaps,  the 
size  of  the  Estimates,  or  a  little  smaller. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  Supposing  there  were  two 
thousand  in  it  how  much  would  it  be  worth  each 
page  ? 
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Mr.  BOWELL.  That  would  double  your  estimate; 
if  there  were  32  pages,  it  would  make  it  $32 
instead  of  $16. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  Not  at  all,  because  30 
cents  per  thousand  would  be  enough  for  the  com¬ 
position. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  No,  they  pay  more  than  that 
for  ordinary  newspaper  work. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  Not  in  Berlin. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Perhaps  thehon.  member  thinks 
Beilin  an  out  of  the  way  part  of  the  world  where 
work  is  done  for  nothing.  However,  I  do  not  know 
any  place  in  Canada  where  they  do  work  of  that 
kind  for  so  small  a  sum.  I  know  that  in  an  ordin¬ 
ary  newspaper  office  at  the  present  day,  and  for 
some  years  past,  they  pay  35  or  40  cents  per  thou¬ 
sand,  and  even  as  high  as  42  cents.  Then  the  profit 
of  the  publisher  must  be  added  to  that.  So  much 
for  that  point.  It  must  be  borne  in  mind,  also, 
that  the  Queen’s  Printer  audited  this  account.  I 
suppose  he  had  sufficient  knowledge  of  the  value  of 
the  composition,  that  is,  the  setting  up  of  the 
type,  to  use  a  printer’s  phrase,  to  know  what 
it  was  worth.  Adding  the  value  of  the  press- 
work  and  other  work  in  connection  with  it, 
he  valued  it  at  over  $400.  But  that  is  not 
particularly  what  I  rose  to  discuss.  I  might 
say,  however,  to  the  hon.  member  for  Lamb- 
ton  (Mr.  Lister),  that  the  first  portion  of 
the  remarks  that  he  read  of  what  I  said  the  other 
night,  referred  to  another  subject  altogether,  and 
not  to  this  letter.  What  I  said,  and  what  I  adhere 
to  at  the  present  moment,  was  that  if  this  letter 
had  been  written  to  suggest  to  Mr.  Hett  the  obtain¬ 
ing  of  money  for  the  copyright,  or  for  the  writing 
of  r.  pamphlet  which  had  previously  been  paid  for 
by  the  Government,  then  he  would  have  been  cen¬ 
surable,  and  so  would  every  one  connected  with 
it.  It  was  upon  that  view  of  the  matter  that  I 
made  my  statement  the  other  night.  As  to  the 
propriety  of  writing  the  letter  at  all,  I  am  not  pre¬ 
pared  at  this  moment  to  say  that  I  would  even 
justify  that, but  the  explanation  given  by  Mr.  Lowe, 
I  consider,  fully  exonerates  him  from  any  attempt 
to  extract  from  the  coffers — using  the  words  I  did 
the  other  night— money  improperly.  He  states,  in 
his  letter  to  the  Auditor  General,  and  in  his  ex¬ 
planatory  letter,  that  they  had  paid  for  the 
writing  of  what  he  terms  one  English  copy  of 
the  “  Gaspesia,  ”  $90,  and  for  the  French  copy, 
$90  also  ;  they  paid  for  the  copyright  of  a  pam¬ 
phlet  entitled  “  Nord-Ouest,”  and  upon  that  basis 
lie  suggested  to  Mr.  Hett  the  propriety  of  charg¬ 
ing  for  the  writing,  or  the  copyright  of  this 
work,  and  he  justifies  that  upon  the  ground 
that  such  had  been  the  practice  of  the  department 
ever  since  he  had  had  anything  to  do  with  it, 
and  that  to  do  other  than  to  pay  him  for  the 
copyright,  or  for  the  writing  of  the  pamphlet 
in  addition  to  mechanical  work,  would  be  doing 
Mr.  Hett  an  injustice.  I  am  of  the  opinion  that 
Mr.  Lowe’s  explanation,  taking  into  account  the 
practice  which  prevailed  at  the  time  concerning  the 
payment  of  copyrights — whether  the  sum  paid  was 
too  much  or  not,  I  shall  give  no  opinion— justifies 
him  in  the  course  he  took.  I  am  not  as  ready  a 
writer  as  my  hon.  friend  opposite,  but  I  do  not 
think  he  will  find  many  men  who  are  able  to  sit 
down  and  write  a  pamphlet  of  32  pages  in  10  hours, 
supposing  it  to  contain  the  amount  of  matter  I 
Mr.  Bowell. 


have  indicated,  about  64,000  ems  of  ordinary  type. 
It  requires  a  good  deal  of  study  to  enable  any  per¬ 
son  to  write  a  pamphlet  which  is  fit  for  circulation. 
It  is  not  like  sitting  down  and  dashing  off  a  column 
of  matter  for  a  newspaper  upon  current  subjects  of 
the  day  ;  he  must  have  been  educated,  he  must 
have  educated  himself  in  order  to  obtain  the  infor¬ 
mation  which  was  necessary  for  the  production  of 
a  pamphlet  which  any  department  would  be  justi¬ 
fied  in  sending  forth  to  the  world.  It  is  also  a  fact 
that  the  plates  are  still  in  possession  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  as  well  as  the  copyright, although  I  am  not  giv¬ 
ing  an  opinion  as  to  whether  they  are  of  any  value. 
But  should  the  work  be  considered  of  sufficient 
value  to  be  circulated  among  Germans  in  Germany 
or  other  parts  of  the  world  in  order  to  induce 
immigrants  to  come  from  that  country  to  Canada, 
it  can  be  made  available  at  any  time  for  that 
purpose.  It  is  evident  the  Auditor  General  desired 
an  explanation  of  these  payments,  and  not  only 
in  connection  with  the  German  pamphlet  but  in 
connection  with  the  others.  That  explanation 
having  been  given,  he  came  to  the  conclusion  that 
the  work  had  been  properly  paid  for,  and  he  passed 
the  account  without  further  objection.  Why  this 
correspondence  was  not  published  at  the  time  by 
the  Auditor  General  as  is  the  custom  now,  I  do  not 
know,  except  it  be  that  he  confines  himself  to 
publishing  correspondence  between  the  heads  or 
deputy  heads  of  departments  when  he  does  not 
agree  with  the  conclusions  at  which  they  arrive, 
and  he  leaves  Parliament  to  consider  as  to  whether 
he  is  correct  or  the  department  with  which  he  has 
had  the  correspondence.  If  that  conclusion  be 
correct,  I  take  it  for  granted  that  the  Auditor 
General  must  have  been  satisfied  with  that  explana¬ 
tion,  and  consequently  passed  the  account.  With 
respect  to  the  hon.  gentleman’s  remark,  that  it 
would  not  be  worth  $10  or  $15  to  write  a  pamphlet 
of  that  kind,  1  must  leave  it  for  him  to  judge. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  Do  you  think  it  is  worth 
$300  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  should  like  to  see  the  pamphlet 
first,  and  to  know  what  information  it  contains, 
and  further  ascertain  how  much  labour  was  entailed, 
and  how  much  time  was  expended  to  acquire  the 
knowledge  necessary,  and  whether  the  statement 
made  by  Mr.  Hett  to  Mr.  Lowe  that  Mr.  Schantz 
went  to  the  North-West  in  order  to  obtain  the 
certificates  of  the  Mennonites  and  German  settlers 
in  that  country  is  correct  or  not.  If  that  be  correct, 
I  can  easily  understand  that  the  writing  of  the 
pamphlet  would  be  worth  $300  or  $400.  I  am  very 
glad,  after  the  long  acquaintance  I  have  had  with 
Mr.  Lowe,  to  acquit  him  of  having  written  a  letter 
to  obtain  money  for  work  which  had  previously 
been  paid  for,  and  it  was  because  the  letter  was 
open  to  that  interpretation  I  made  those  remarks. 
I  am  not  going  into  the  general  question  referred 
to  by  thehon.  member  for  North  Brant  (Mr.  Somer¬ 
ville)  as  to  printing  in  the  past.  We  have  discussed 
that  subject  over  and  over  again,  both  in  the 
Public  Accounts  Committee,  during  the  exist¬ 
ence  of  the  present  Government,  and  also  very 
fully  during  the  reign  of  the  hon.  gentleman’s 
friends.  That  has  been  a  prolific  source  of  debate, 
particularly  by  those  who  have  any  practical 
knowledge  of  the  work.  I  believe  that  in  the  future 
the  system  which  had  prevailed  in  regard  to  these 
pamphlets  and  the  extent  to  which  they  have  been 
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circulated  will  not  be  carried  out  to  the  extent  it  has 
been  in  the  past. 

Mr.  LISTER,  I  want  to  ask  the  Minister  of 
Agriculture  if  I  understood  him  correctly  to  say 
the  other  evening  that  this  pamphlet  has  been  pre¬ 
pared  or  written  and  printed  by  order  of  the  de¬ 
partment  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  Yes. 

Mr.  LISTER.  Is  it  not  the  rule  of  the  depart¬ 
ment,  where  those  pamphlets  are  printed  by  order 
of  the  department,  that  the  copyright  belongs  to 
the  department  without  charge  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  No.  It  has  been  the  custom 
of  the  department  for  twenty-one  years  to  pay  for 
copyright. 

Mr.  LISTER.  From  information  I  have  re¬ 
ceived,  I  understand  that  where  a  pamphlet  is 
printed  by  order  of  the  department,  then  the  copy¬ 
right  belongs  to  the  department.  The  price  paid 
for  the  pamphlet  covers  not  only  the  composition 
and  the  printing,  but  all  copyright  interest  in  it. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant.)  That  was  the  view 
of  the  matter  stated  to  the  House  by  the  Minister 
of  Militia,  who  is  a  practical  man.  His  statement 
was  that  if  the  Government  paid  for  writing  the 
pamphlet,  then  the  copyright  belonged  to  the 
Government. 

Mr.  CARLING.  He  had  not  been  paid  for  the 
writing  pf  it,  when  the  work  was  given  to  him  to 
do.  He  was  paid  for  the  copyright  after  the  writ¬ 
ing  was  done. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  The  Government 
simply  paid  for  the  printing  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  $400  was  simply  for  the  print¬ 
ing. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  What  was  paid  for 
the  writing  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  He  was  paid  $400  for  the  print¬ 
ing,  and  his  account  was  taxed  by  the  Queen’s 
Printer. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  How  much  was  he 
paid  for  writing  the  pamphlet  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  The  Auditor  General’s  Report 
shows  it.  I  would  infer  that,  taking  the  account 
of  Mr.  Hett,  it  includes  the  whole  work  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  writing,  copyright — if  he  thought  of  such 
a  thing  at  the  time — and  printing  the  pamphlet. 
When  the  account  was  laid  before  the  Queen’s 
Printer  he  checked  it  so  far  as  regards  the  printing. 
Then  that  having  been  passed,  Mr.  Lowe  said  that 
Mr.  Hett  was  entitled  to  be  paid  for  the  writing  or 
copyright,  whichever  it  may  be  called,  and  for  the 
plates. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  If  we  take  that  view-' 
the  Minister  was  under  a  misapprehension  as  re¬ 
gards  the  rule  of  the  department. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  When  I  made  that  statement, 
I  was  under  the  impression  that  the  department 
had  paid  for  it,  and  then  the  letter  would  be  highly 
improper,  because  it  would  be  exacting  money 
twice. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  So  far  as  the  depart¬ 
ment  is  concerned,  it  is  not  a  question  with  the 
deputy  now,  but  it  is  a  question  with  the  head  of 
the  department,  because  he  authorized  the  prepara¬ 
tion  of  the  pamphlet.  I  do  not  quite  understand  the 
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position  of  the  Minister  of  Militia  to-day  in  view 
of  his  explanation,  because  it  was  not  on  statements 
made  by  the  hon.  member  for  North  Brant  (Mr. 
Somerville),  or  other  members  on  this  side  of  the 
House,  that  the  Minister  formed  his  opinion  of  this 
matter.  He  had  the  letter  in  his  hands,  and  it  was 
after  reading  that  he  came  to  the  conclusion  that 
there  was  only  one  inference  to  be  drawn  from  it, 
and  it  was  the  inference  drawn  by  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  North  Brant,  that  it  was  a  dishonourable 
and  dishonest  transaction  which  the  deputy  forced 
on  the  department.  The  conclusion  at  which  the 
Minister  arrived  is  shown  to  have  been  reached 
under  circumstances  I  have  stated,  because  he  said  : 

“  Referring  to  this  letter,  which  I  have  not  seen  be¬ 
fore,  I  fully  agree  with  the  remarks  made  in  reference  to 
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It  would  appear  from  the  letter  that  there  had 
been  correspondence  previous  to  this,  because  the 
writer  goes  on  to  say  : 

“  As  regards  copyright  and  the  reference  to  the  letter* 
which  I  received  to-day,  Ido  not  see  it  is1  necessary  to 
make  an  actual  registration  of  copyright,  but  you  might 
still  assume  it  to  be  your  property,  and  we  might’purchase 
jt  from  you.” 

So  that  there  would  seem  to  have  been  previous 
correspondence.  I  should  judge  from  this  that  Mr. 
Hett  had  been  asking  :  If  I  am  to  assume  that  the 
copyright  is  mine  it  will  be  necessary  for  me  to  regis¬ 
ter  it,  will  it  not  ?  And  the  reply  to  him  was  in 
effect :  You  need  not  actually  register  it  ;  you  can 
assume  it  to  be  yours,  that  will  answer  our  purpose, 
we  won’t  want  to  be  assured  that  you  are  the  author 
of  it  through  registration  or  anything  of  that  kind. 
The  letter  says  : 

“  As  respects  the  copyright,  and  referring  to  your  letter 
which  I  received  to-day,  I  do  not  see  that  it  is  necessary 
to  make  an  actual  registration  of  the  copyright,  but  you 
migjht  still  assume  it  to  be  your  property,  and  we  purchase 
it  from  you.  You  mention  also  that  you  would  sell  us 
the  eleetrotypes  of  the  entire  German  pamphlet.  Would 
you  kindly  inform  meat  what  price  you  value  these?  I 
ask  this  question  because  the  amount  of  your  account 
was  originally  $750.60  while  the  audit  of  the  Queen’s 
Printer  did  not  allow  you  more  than  $434.74.  making  a 
difference  of  $316.86,  which  is  the  amount  I  wish  to  pay 
you.  Perhaps  the  electrotypes  and  the  copyright  might 
be  included  in  this  amount.  $313.86  would  be  a  little 
high  for  the  copyright  alone  of  that  pamphlet.  Please 
write  me  by  return  of  post,  and  I  will  endeavour  to  have 
the  matter  settled  with  you  as  soon  as  possible. 

(Sgd.)  “JOHN  LOWE.” 

I  think  every  one  will  agree  with  the  Minister  of 
Militia,  who  reads  that  letter  for  himself  as  he  did, 
that  that  was  an  improper  letter,  and  that  any 
Deputy  Minister  who  would  write  it  should  be 
dealt  with.  The  deputy  who  did  write  it  has  been 
dealt  with  and  his  answer  to  the  House  has  been  : 
I  did  write  it,  but  the  Minister  instructed  me  to 
do  so.  The  question,  then,  is  with  the  Minister.  Is 
that  the  way  our  departments  are  managed  here, 
that  when  accounts  are  sent  in  and  audited  by  the 
proper  person,  Ministers  should  instruct  their 
deputies  to  writeback  and  say  to  these  individuals  : 
“I  think  you  might  get  nearly  double  the  amount 
of  what  is  proper  to  pay  you,  if  you  would  only 
follow  out  some  suggestions  which  I  make  to  you. 
There  is  the  copyright,  we  will  not  say  anything 
about  the  right  of  the  Government  to  have  it,  but 
if  you  assume  that  you  are  not  paid  for  it,  and  you 
need  not  go  to  the  trouble  of  registering  it  so  as  to 
make  sure  that  we  have  something  of  value,  but 
assume  it  to  be  yours,  and  we  are  desirous  of 
paying  you  $316  more  than  the  proper  officer  says 
you  are  entitled  to.  It  may  seem  too  much  for 
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the  copyright  alone,  but  cannot  you  throw  in  the  < 
electro- plates  as  well,  as  they  will  not  be  of  any  use  ; 
to  you  and  per  haps  both  together  will  sound  a  little  : 
better.”  So  it  would  sound  better,  because,  accord¬ 
ing  to  the  explanation  given  by  the  deputy  to  the 
Auditor  General,  in  one  similar  case  we  have|90paid 
and  in  another  $100  paid,  and  in  the  case  in  question 
$310  paid.  As  the  deputy  himself  points  out,  the 
only  value  received  from  this  gentleman  more  than 
the  others  wasthe  matter  of  the  electro-plates.  I  can¬ 
not  judge  of  the  value  of  these  myself,  but  my  friend 
from  North  Brant  (Mr.  Somerville),  who  is  familiar 
with  the  business,  says  they  are  worth  about  S 
cents  a  pound,  and  there  might  be,  perhaps,  ten  or 
twelve  pounds  of  them.  We  can  see  that  the  differ¬ 
ence  between  $90  as  paid  to  the  others,  assuming  it 
was  right  to  pay  them  in  their  case  which  the 
Minister  of  Militia  was  not  sure  about,  and  $310.80 
is  a  very  marked  difference  indeed.  But  the  letter 
itself,  the  fact  that  the  suggestion  should  come 
from  the  Minister  that  this  man  should  take  the 
course  he  did,  is  not,  I  think,  justified  even  by  the 
deputy  when  he  attempts  to  do  so.  The  deputy 
takes  the  ground  that  it  was  his  duty,  seeing  that 
Mr.  Hett  had  made  a  mistake,  to  point  out  the 
mistake  to  him  ;  and  he  thinks  it  would  have  been 
very  wrong  if  he  had  not  done  so.  He  says  : 

“  If  I  had  not  done  so,  the  net  practical  result  would  have 
been  that  the  Dominion  would  have  been  $316.86  the  richer 
at  the  cost  of  the  suppression  of  truth,  by  an  official  taking 
an  undue  advantage  of  one  with  whom  the  Government 
had  dealings,  that  is  if  the  party  had  not  at  some  date  in 
the  near  future  discovered  the  fact  of  the  difference  be¬ 
tween  copyright  and  printing  and  have  demanded  his 
rights  accordingly.” 

If  he  did  not  want  to  take  advantage  of  Mr.  Hett 
why  did  he  not  point  out  this  to  him  before  the 
account  was  audited  by  the  proper  officer,  and  how 
did  it  come  that  he  simply  pointed  this  out  to  him 
after  the  account  had  been  audited  and  it  was 
found  that  it  was  $316  more  than  it  should  be?  If 
the  proper  officer  had  passed  the  whole  account  of 
$700,  would  the  truth  have  been  suppressed  then, 
or  would  the  deputy,  on  the  instructions  of  the 
Minister,  have  suggested  to  him  that  there  were 
$316,  which  he  could  claim  for  the  copyright  and 
electroplates?  I  think  not.  The  wdiole  letter  bears 
upon  the  face  of  it  this  construction  :  This  gentle¬ 
man  wanted  to  have  more  money  than  it  was 
proper  for  him  to  receive  for  the  printing  of  this 
pamphlet,  and  the  way  was  very  plainly  suggested 
to  him,  in  such  a  manner  that  when  a  gentleman 
reading  as  the  Minister  of  Militia  did,  not  by  any 
outside  remarks  or  consideration,  but  judging  the 
letter  of  itself,  could  only  come  to  the  one  con¬ 
clusion,  that  it  was  a  letter  written  with  a  view 
as  he  states  : 

“  To  write  a  letter  of  that  kind  in  order  to  extract 
money  from  the  coffers  of  the  country  which  should  never 
have  been  paid.” 

That  is  the  only  construction  that  could  be  put 
upon  the  letter  by  the  Minister  of  Militia  at  that 
time,  speaking  with  all  the  knowdedge  of  a  Minister 
and  also  as  one  conversant  with  this  kind  of  work. 
It  is  a  transaction  on  which  the  Minister  of  Agri¬ 
culture  should  give  further  explanations  than  we 
have  before  us  now.  He  should  bring  down  the 
correspondence  which  took  place  prior  to  this  letter 
and  the  correspondence  which  may  have  followed 
it,  because  it  is  pointed  out  by  the  hon.  member 
for  North  Brant  (Mr.  Somerville)  that  we  find  from 
the  Auditor  General’s  Report  that  this  very  sum  of 
Mr.  Paterson  (Brant). 


$316.86  was  paid,  although  it  was  three  times  the 
amount  that  was  ever  paid  to  any  one  else  before, 
so  far  as  we  have  any  record  of  it,  under  the  plea 
of  paying  him  for  his  copyright. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  I  would  like  to  ask  the 
Minister  if  he  will  bring  down  any  correspondence 
in  the  department  leading  up  to  this  letter  which 
was  written  by  the  Deputy  Minister?  I  think  we 
are  entitled  to  that,  and  we  will  be  better  able  to 
understand  the  matter1  if  we  have  the  whole  of  the 
correspondence. 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  cannot  say  what  correspond¬ 
ence  may  have  taken  place,  but  if  I  have  any  cor¬ 
respondence  I  will  bring  it  dowm  to  the  House. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  Would  the  Minister  be  able 
to  say  whether  there  is  any  minute  in  the  depart¬ 
ment  with  regard  to  the  arrangement  that  was 
made  by  this  man  with  the  department  ?  The 
Minister  says  it  was  not  by  correspondence  that 
the  arrangement  wras  made,  but  would  there  be 
any  memo,  in  the  department  setting  forth  the 
arrangement  before  the  pamphlet  was  printed  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  The  arrangement  was  that 
50,000  German  pamphlets  were  ordered  to  be 
printed  by  Mr.  Casper  Hett,  and  after  the  account 
was  rendered  the  correspondence  spoken  of  here 
was  brought  before  me,  and  it  was  shown  to  me 
that  it  was  the  custom  of  the  department  to  pur¬ 
chase  the  copyright  or  manuscript  and  also  the 
electro-plates,  and  I  certified  to  the  payment  of  the 
account. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  Had  Mr.  Hett  the  manu¬ 
script  with  him  at  the  time  these  pamphlets  were 
ordered  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  do  not  remember.  The 
Deputy  Minister  brought  the  matter  before  me  as 
to  the  printing  of  German  pamphlets.  We  have 
had  a  great  many  demands  for  German  literature 
from  different  parts  of  the  continent  and  from 
Great  Britain,  and  also  from  the  German  population 
of  the  North-West  who  wanted  pamphlets  to  send 
to  their  friends  in  the  old  country.  We  were  very 
glad,  indeed,  to  encourage  that  kind  of  thing,  as 
there  are  no  better  immigration  agents  than  those 
who  have  recently  come  to  the  country  and  are 
doing  well,  and  who  write  to  their  friends  inviting 
them  to  come  and  sending  pamphlets  giving  a  de¬ 
scription  of  the  country. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  Can  the  hon.  gentleman  say 
whether  the  manuscript  was  read  over  by  any  per¬ 
son  in  the  department  and  sanctioned  by  the 
department  before  it  went  to  press  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  am  confident  that  it  was  so, 
though  I  would  not  say  positively,  because  we  have 
a  German  in  the  department  who  looks  over  all 
German  correspondence  and  other  matter.  I  feel 
quite  satisfied  that  it  would  be  looked  over  and 
reported  to  the  deputy  and  approved  of. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Would  the  Minister  be  good 
enough  to  say  what  was  covered  by  the  original 
account  of  $751.50?  Did  it  include  printing,  paper 
and  composition  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  It  did  not  include  paper  ;  it 
included  printing.  That  was  the  account  that  was 
rendered  to  the  department,  and  that  was  the 
account  submitted  to  the  Queen’s  Printer,  who 
:  allowed  him  $400  for  the  printing  only. 
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Mr.  MULOCK.  Would  the  Minister  say  whether 
it  is  correct,  as  stated  in  the  report  of  the 
deputy,  that  the  gentleman  who  wrote  the  manu¬ 
script  went  to  the  North-West  to  get  information  ? 
I  understood  from  the  report  that  Mr.  Hett  had 
been  selected  to  do  this  printing  because  of  the 
interest  which  he  had  taken  in  bringing  out  the 
Mennonites  and  settling  them  in  Manitoba. 

Mr.  CARLING.  No.  I  think  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  must  have  misunderstood  me.  I  said  that  Mr. 
Schantz,  who  was  a  resident  of  Berlin  and  who 
took  a  very  active  part  in  bringing  out  the  Mennon¬ 
ites  and  settling  them  in  the  North-West,  for  which 
the  Government  loaned  him  $100,000,  which  has 
all  been  paid  with  interest,  took  a  great  interest  in 
having  a  German  pamphlet  published,  and  volun¬ 
teered  to  help  in  any  way  he  could  in  the  way  of 
getting  information  and  obtaining  certificates  from 
people  who  lived  in  the  country. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  If  you  strike  out  Mr.  Hett’s 
name  from  my  remarks  and  put  in  Mr.  Schantz’s, 
my  remarks  stand.  I  understood  the  Deputy  Min¬ 
ister  to  say  that  this  allowance  was  made,  not  for 
the  mere  labour  of  compiling  the  pamphlet,  but  to 
defray  the  expenses  of  Mr.  Schantz  going  to  the 
Mennonite  settlement  and  getting  information  from 
which  to  write  it.  Is  it  correct  that  he  went  there 
for  that  purpose  or  not  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  cannot  say  that  he  went 
there. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  The  amount  in  dispute,  $316.86, 
is  apparently  given  without  any  examination  as  to 
what  would  be  fair  and  right  ;  because  for  similar 
work  done  in  French,  a  very  much  smaller  sum 
was  paid.  For  one  in  French  $90  was  allowed,  and 
for  another  on  the  North-West  in  the  French 
language  $100  was  allowed,  while  for  some  extra¬ 
ordinary  reason  the  authorship  of  this  German 
pamphlet  is  valued  at  $316. 

Mr.  CARLING.  No,  there  were  the  plates  also. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Their  value  is  only  nominal.  I 
understood  from  the  hon.  member  for  North  Brant 
that  they  are  worth  only  a  dollar  or  two  as  old 
metal.  They  are  of  no  other  value,  because  you 
never  used  them  again.  There  was  no  second 
edition.  They  were  simply  paid  for  to  afford  some 
foundation  for  paying  the  account.  That  is  ad¬ 
mitted.  The  deputy  seemed  to  be  desirous  of 
affording  some  excuse  or  apology  for  this  demand 
on  the  treasury,  and  so  these  plates,  which  were 
of  no  more  value  than  old  metal - - 

Mr.  CARLING.  We  might  have  used  them. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  But  there  was  no  intention  of 
using  them  at  that  time. 

Mr.  CARLING.  Y  es,  there  was. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Well,  the  plates  have  been  of  no 
practical  use,  and  Mr.  Lowe  says  that  he  is  willing 
that  $316  should  be  allowed,  not  simply  for  the 
labour  of  authorship,  assuming  that  a  man  would 
sit  down  and  with  the  information  at  hand  prepare 
the  pamphlet,  but  he  professes  to  allow  this  very 
large  sum  on  the  theory  that  Mr.  Schantz  in  the 
preparation  of  this  pamphlet  had  gone  to  the  North- 
West  to  inform  himself.  Now,  the  facts  are  wholly 
inconsistent  with  that.  The  M  inis  ter  himself  has  given 
a  denial  of  that.  He  has  told  us  that  Mr.  Schantz 
superintended  the  bringing  out  of  these  settlers, 
accompanied  them  to  their  district,  planted  them 


there,  borrowed  a  large  sum  from  the  Government 
and  paid  it  back,  and  generally  knew  all  about  the 
settlement — knew  the  geography  of  the  country 
where  they  were  settled,  and  was  in  communication 
with  them,  and  did  not  require  to  make  a  special 
trip  to  the  North-West  in  order  to  write  this  pam¬ 
phlet.  But  the  deputy  has  asserted  that  this  large 
sum  is  so  large  because  of  the  expense  of  the  author 
in  making  this  trip  to  the  North-West  to  get 
the  necessary  information.  Now,  it  is  clear  that 
he  did  not  make  a  trip  for  any  such  purpose,  and 
did  not  make  it  at  all.  He  had  been  there  for  some 
purpose  and  had  this  information.  If.  therefore, 
we  strike  out  the  supposed  allowance  for  the  trip 
which  he  did  not  make,  and  the  reference  to  which 
is  a  mistake  on  the  part  of  Mr.  Lowe,  how  much 
ought  the  true  account  to  be  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  think  it  must  be  known  to 
the  hon.  gentleman  that  anyone  writing  a  pamphlet 
of  32  pages  must  gather  information.  He  cannot 
sit  down  and  write  a  pamphlet  out  of  his  fancy 
without  procuring  information. 

Mr.  LISTER.  He  had  all  that  information  be¬ 
fore. 

Mr.  CARLING.  In  what  way  did  he  have  it 
before  ? 

Mr.  LISTER.  He  had  been  with  the  immigrants 
and  knew  all  about  the  country. 

Mr.  CARLING.  He  had  been  with  the  Men¬ 
nonites  and  knew  the  general  advantages  of  Can¬ 
ada,  and  the  nature  of  our  policy  ;  but  we  hive  in 
this  pamphlet  special  information,  as  we  have  in 
other  pamphlets  prepared  for  distribution,  and  I 
think  it  must  be  admitted  that  to  gather  informa¬ 
tion  not  only  with  regard  to  the  Mennonite  settle¬ 
ment,  but  with  regard  to  British  Columbia,  the 
North-West  and  the  advantages  offered  in  Mani¬ 
toba  and  the  older  provinces,  involves  a  great  deal 
of  time  and  trouble.  I  know  that  Professor  Fream 
came  out  to  this  country  and  travelled  through  the 
North-West  and  wrote  a  book  on  Canada.  Pro¬ 
fessor  Tanner  wrote  another,  and  when  able 
writers  have  written  on  the  resources  of  Canada, 
and  we  have  published  and  distributed  in  all  parts 
of  Canada  and  Europe  their  writings,  I  think  that 
you  will  admit  that  they  deserve  compensation  for 
all  they  have  done. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  The  hon.  gentleman  does  not 
answer  the  point  at  all.  This  statement  shows  that 
Mr.  Schantz  was  selected  to  do  this  because  he 
had  been  to  the  North-West  and  because  he  had 
all  the  information  before  him. 

Mr.  CARLING.  He  had  the  information  with 
regard  to  the  men  in  our  settlement,  in  which  he 
took  a  particular  interest,  but  not  information  with 
regard  to  the  whole  country. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  The  Minister  cannot  say  now — 
if  he  can,  let  him  say  it — that  after  the  order  was 
given  Mr.  Schantz  to  prepare  the  report,  Mr. 
Schantz  went  to  the  North-West  to  get  the  neces¬ 
sary  information  to  write  it. 

Mr.  CARLING.  All  I  can  say  is  that  the  order 
was  given  to  Mr.  Hett  to  get  Mr.  Schantz  to  pre¬ 
pare  the  report. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  The  report  laid  on  the  Table  states, 
and  we  have  it  in  evidence,  that  the  authorship  is 
worth  $90  or  $100  because  that  is  what  has  been 
paid  all  along  the  line  by  the  Government  for  simi- 
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lar  work  ;  and  for  what  reason  is  this  large  sum, 
three  or  four  times  that  amount,  paid  Mr.  Schantz  ? 
The  report  purports  to  say  it  was  paid  because  he 
made  a  special  trip  to  the  North-West  to  instruct 
himself,  and  now  we  have  it  he  did  nothing  of  the 
kind.  He  had  the  information  in  his  head,  and 
sitting  in  Berlin,  he  writes  it  for  the  Government 
contractors.  So  that  the  transaction  is  a  fraud  on 
the  face  of  it ;  and  now  we  have  on  the  face  of  that 
document,  a  misstatement  made  by  the  Deputy 
Minister,  because  he  is  suggesting  that  Mr. 
Schantz  made  a  special  trip  to  the  North- W  est  to 
get  the  information  to  write  a  pamphlet.  The 
Minister  has  cut  that  ground  away  because  he  has 
shown  that  Mr.  Schantz  had  all  the  information  in 
his  head  and  did  not  require  to  go  out  of  his  own 
house. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  will  read  the  report,  and  per¬ 
haps  the  lion,  gentleman  will  see  he  is  attributing 
statements  to  the  Minister  of  Agriculture  which  he 
certainly  did  not  make.  Mr.  Lowe  says  : 

“  We  had  then  no  pamphlet  which  we  deemed  advisable 
to  publish  for  the  special  information  of  the  Germans. 
Mr.  Hett  volunteered  to  have  one  written  and  secured  the 
services  of  Mr.  J.  B.  Schantz  for  that  purpose.  This  was 
accepted.  Mr.  Schantz  was  well  known  to  the  depart¬ 
ment.” 

He  had  been  largely  instrumental  in  bringing  the 
settlement  of  Mennonites  into  Ontario.  Mr. 
Hett  further  offered  to  obtain  for  publication  in 
the  pamphlet  testimonials  from  the  Russian  - 
German  Mennonite  settlers  in  Manitoba,  even  at 
the  cost  of  Mr.  Schantz  going  personally  and 
specially  to  that  province  to  obtain  the  information. 
He  does  not  say  that  he  went,  but  he  says  that  he 
would  obtain  this  information  even  at  the  expense 
of  sending  Mr.  Schantz  to  Manitoba  and  the 
North-West  to  obtain  it,  for  the  purpose  of  includ¬ 
ing  testimonials  in  the  pamphlet  for  the  informa¬ 
tion  of  those  who  may  desire  to  come  out  to  the 
country.  I  am  not  aware,  and  I  have  listened  atten¬ 
tively  to  the  debate,  that  the  Minister  of  Agriculture 
has  said  one  word  beyond  what  Mr.  Lowe  says  in 
this  memo.  I  do  not  know — and  I  take  it  from  what 
the  Minister  of  Agriculture  has  said  that  he  does  not 
know — whether  Mr.  Schantz  went  to  Manitoba  or 
not,  but  that  was  a  part  of  the  bargain  made  with 
Mr.  Hett  by  the  department,  that  this  information 
should  be  obtained  even  at  the  expense  of  going  to 
Manitoba.  My  own  interpretation  of  the  account 
— I  am  not  discussing  whether  it  was  too  large  or 
too  small— is  that  Mr.  Hett  charged  $730  to  cover 
all  his  expenses  in  connection  with  the  preparing 
and  the  printing  of  the  pamphlet.  When  the  account 
was  cut  down  by  the  Queen’s  Printer  to  the  amount 
allowed  by  the  department  for  such  work,  Mr.  Lowe 
suggested  he  ought  to  be  paid  for  the  authorship  and 
what  other  expense  he  had  been  put  to.  That  is  borne 
out  by  the  remarks  of  the  lion,  member  for  North 
Brant  when  lie  first  referred  to  the  subject,  because 
he  says  that,  “  on  referring  to  the  Auditor  General’s 
Report,  he  finds  an  account,  which  I  presume  is  the 
account  I  speak  of  because  the  figures  are  exactly 
alike — from  the  Berlin  Gazette  for  50,000  Ger¬ 
man  pamphlets,  and  I  find  that  the  copyright 
and  the  electro-plates  were  paid  for  at  the  price 
mentioned  in  this  letter,  a  total  of  $750.  The 
original  account  rendered  by  Mr.  Hett  was  paid  in 
full.”  That  would  imply  the  hon.  gentleman  took 
the  same  view  of  the  question  as  I  did,  that  Mr. 
Hett  in  rendering  his  account,  rendered  it  for 
Mr,  Mulock. 


all  services  rendered,  including  the  preparation 
of  the  pamphlet  and  printing  and  whatever  other 
work  had  been  done,  but  it  had  been  cut  down 
by  the  Queen’s  Printer  to  the  actual  cost  of  print¬ 
ing  as  allowed  by  the  printing  establishment 
and  Mr.  Hett  was  paid  an  additional  $300  for 
authorship,  &c. ,  and  no  doubt  at  the  suggestion  of 
the  Minister. 

Mr.  LISTER.  How  do  you  know  it  was  the 
actual  cost  of  the  printing.? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  say  the  actual  cost  as  allowed 
by  the  department  in  Ottawa.  If  I  were  doing  a 
job  of  that  kind  myself,  I  would,  as  my  hon.  friend 
would,  charge  a  profit  over  and  above  the  actual 
cost ;  and  judging  from  lawyers’  accounts,  we  know 
very  well  it  is  the  study  of  the  law  and  the  number 
of  years  they  have  applied  in  acquiring  informa¬ 
tion  which  enables  them  to  give  advice  they  charge 
for  in  addition  to  the  actual  labour  performed  at. 
the  moment.  If  it  were  not,  lawyers  would  not  be 
as  rich  as  they  are  to-day. 

Mr.  LISTER.  I  do  not  know  about  the  riches 
of  lawyers,  but  they  do  not  get  the  start  of  Govern¬ 
ment  printers.  The  Minister  of  Agriculture  has 
said  that  it  has  always  been  the  custom  to  pay  for 
the  copyright.  I  have  it  from  the  copyright  branch 
of  the  department,  that  where  an  order  is  given  for 
a  pamphlet  such  as  this,  the  copyright  belongs  to 
the  Government  and  is  the  property  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  without  any  payunent  for  the  copyright  at  all. 
I  have  it  direct  from  the  department,  that  where  a 
pamphlet  is  written  by  order  of  the  department 
the  author  has  no  right  to  a  copyright. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  I  would  like  to  ask  the 
hon.  member  if  he  is  aware  that  information  with 
regard  to  the  whole  country  was  published  in  the 
pamphlet  as  well  as  information  with  regard  to 
Manitoba  ?  He  led  us  to  believe  that  Mr.  Schantz 
not  only  wrote  with  regard  to  the  North-West,  but 
also  gave  information  with  regard  to  the  older 
provinces  and  British  Columbia. 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  understand  the  pamphlet 
speaks  of  the  whole  country  as  suitable  for  immi¬ 
grants. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  Has  the  hon.  gentleman 
read  the  pamphlet  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  do  not  understand  German. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  We  should  have  a  copy 
of  that  pamphlet  brought  down. 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  think  I  can  procure  one  for 
the  hon.  gentleman,  and  will  be  glad  to  bring  it 
down. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  I  think  it  would  be 
advisable  to  have  the  electrotypes  laid  on  the 
Table  as  well.  I  see  that  Mr.  Lowe  says  : 

“  We  had  then  no  pamphlet  which  we  deemed  advisa¬ 
ble  to  publish  adapted  to  the  special  information  of 
Germans.” 

That  is  rather  an  extraordinary  statement  for  the 
Deputy  Minister  to  make.  It  was  not  more  than 
one  or  two  years  previous  to  this  that  the  Govern¬ 
ment  paid  a  man  named  Bennett,  an  English  prin¬ 
ter  down  in  Prescott,  who  had  no  German  type, 
some  $7,000  or  $8,000  for  printing  a  German  pam¬ 
phlet,  and  this  man  Bennett  purchased  the  German 
type  and  started  a  German  printing  office  in  Pres¬ 
cott  where  there  are  no  Germans  at  all.  They  paid 
this  man  Bennett  enormous  sums  of  money  for 
printing  German  pamphlets,  and  then  we  have  a 
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statement  that  the  Government  had  no  German 
pamphlets  for  the  information  of  Germans.  Why, 
they  practically  started  a  German  printing  office 
in  Prescott,  and  they  gave  this  man  named  Bennett 
enough  profit  to  enable  him  to  establish  that  office, 
and  yet  the  Minister  says  they  had  no  German 
pamphlets  to  inform  the  German  people.  I  think, 
before  we  are  through  with  this  investigation,  we 
ought  to  have  the  whole  matter  referred  to  the 
Public  Accounts  Committee  in  order  to  receive 
information  under  oath  in  regard  to  it.  It  was  a 
gross  piece  of  extravagance  and  favouritism  on  the 
part  of  the  Government  and  it  must  be  manifest  to 
any  one  who  reads  this  letter  of  Mr.  Lowe  that  the 
offer  he  made  to  Mr.  Casper  Hett  was  an  attempt 
to  defraud  this  country  of  $316,  because  the  Govern¬ 
ment  obtained  no  value  for  it.  I  think  that,  before 
this  money  is  voted,  we  should  have  the  pamphlet 
itself  laid  on  the  Table. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  In  the  town  of  Berlin,  in 
the  Province  of  Ontario,  there  is  a  large  printing- 
office  which  has  been  long  established  and  is  well 
equipped,  capable  of  doing  all  this  work,  an  office 
where  they  understand  German  and  have  all  the 
facilities  for  getting  out  German  pamphlets.  That 
is  the  office  of  the  Journal.  Then  in  Stratford 
there  is  the  Kolonist,  and  in  the  town  of  Walkerton 
we  have  the  Glocke.  They  have  the  material  to  do 
all  that  work,  and  I  think  it  would  be  better  for 
the  Government  to  give  that  work  to  people  who 
are  doing  a  legitimate  business  among  the  German 
people,  who  are  qualified  to  revise  and  supervise 
the  publication  of  pamphlets  of  this  character  and 
get  them  to  meet  the  views  of  the  Government, 
than  to  act  as  they  have  in  connection  with  this 
transaction  which  is  now  before  the  House.  This 
transaction  is  most  objectionable  and  utterly  inde¬ 
fensible.  I  am  not  surprised  that  the  Minister  of 
Militia  cannot  swallow  this,  though  he  has,  as  a 
rule,  a  great  power  of  swallowing. 

Quarantine— Grosse  Isle .  . . $20,000 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  think  we  ought  to  have 
some  explanation  why  the  man  in  charge  here 
received  such  a  large  amount  last  year  as  $4,659. 
His  salary  is  $3,000  :  and  then  we  have,  additional 
services,  1879,  $600  ;  arrears  of  increased  pay, 
$225  ;  allowance  for  horse  and  livery,  1890,  $200  ; 
ditto,  ditto  for  1891,  $200  ;  ration  allowance  305 
days,  $305  ;  living  allowance,  37  days  at  $3.50, 
$129.50;  and  so  on.  We  should  have  some  ex¬ 
planation  as  to  how  this  man  draws  such  an  enor¬ 
mous  amount  of  money. 

Mr.  CARLING.  The  salary  of  Dr.  Montizam' 
bert  is  $3,000,  and  he  is  allowed  what  should  have 
been  paid  the  previous  year  to  bring  his  salary  up 
to  this  amount. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  Does  the  Minister  mean  to 
say  that  he  did  not  get  his  salary  the  previous 
year  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  Not  his  full  salary. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  What  was  the  portion  not 
paid  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  $225. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  What  is  this  amount  of  $600 
for — additional  services  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  That  includes  this. 


Mr.  McMULLEN.  No;  it  says  :  “Additional 
services,  1889,  $600.”  That  cannot  be  the  arrears 
of  salary. 

Mr.  CARLING.  It  is  not  in  addition  to  the 
$3,000  but  in  addition  to  the  salary  he  had  been 
receiving,  making  it  up  to  the  $3,000. 

Mr.  LISTER.  It  says  for  additional  services. 
What  are  his  services,  anyway  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  said  the  amount  was  for  ad¬ 
ditional  services  for  the  previous  year.  That  is  the 
fact.  He  was  paid  $600  for  additional  services, 
that  is  for  his  salary  for  the  previous  year. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  If  the  lion,  gentleman  will 
turn  up  the  page  of  the  Auditor  General’s  Report, 
he  will  find  “arrears  of  increased  pay,  $225.” 
What  is  that  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  The  two  payments  of  $600  and 
$225  to  Dr.  Montizambert  are  for  extra  services 
arising  out  of  the  quarantine  regulations,  from  the 
1st  January,  1889,  to  June,  1890.  Then  there  is 
the  increase  of  salary  made  by  the  Order  in  Coun¬ 
cil. 

Mr.  LISTER.  When  was  the  salary  increased  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  1st  January,  1889.  Before 
tli at  date  it  was  $2,400. 

Mr.  LISTER.  The  $600  had  nothing  to  do  with 
the  salary  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  It  was  an  addition  to  his 
salary.  He  had  been  receiving  $2,400. 

Mr.  LISTER.  That  cannot  be.  The  item  says 
“  additional  services,”  not  an  addition  to  his 
salary.  The  item  appears  to  be  for  services  over 
and  above  the  services  he  was  to  perform  as  an 
officer. 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  have  only  to  say  to  my  lion, 
friend  that  the  statement  I  have  made  is  correct, 
however  it  is  entered  in  the  book. 

Mr.  LISTER.  What  does  this  item  mean — 
“  arrears  of  increased  pay,  $220  ?  ” 

Mr.  CARLING.  It  was  for  the  time  that  he 
was  entitled  to  his  pay.  $225  made  up  the  amount 
that  he  should  have  had. 

Mr.  LISTER.  Then  did  you  date  back  the 
increase  of  salary  ?  Because  it  is  an  astonishing 
thing  that  if  his  salary  was  increased  in  the  usual 
way,  he  should  have  drawn  increased  pay. 

Mr.  CARLING.  It  w  as  from  the  1st  January* 
1889. 

Mr.  LISTER.  It  appears  that  this  man’s  salary 
was  increased.  That  increase  would  date  from  a 
certain  time.  Did  the  Order  in  Council  relate  to 
back  time  that  had  passed  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  am  not  prepared  to  say  that, 
but  this  was  for  the  salary  that  was  agreed  to  lie 
given  to  him  from  a  certain  date.  I  do  not  know 
the  date. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  think  we  should  have  the 
information  the  committee  asks  for  in  connection 
with  this  item  before  it  passes.  T  would  suggest 
that  the  lion,  gentleman  let  the  matter  stand  until 
after  six  o’clock,  and  bring  down  the  information. 

Mr.  LISTER.  I  do  not  think  the  Minister 
really  understands  the  true  position  of  this  matter. 
The  deputy,  no  doubt,  does,  and  if  the  matter  was 
allowed  to  stand  until  after  dinner,  the  informa¬ 
tion  could  be  obtained  in  the  meantime.  It  does 
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seem  to  me  that  this  man  is  drawing  a  very  large 
salary  indeed  ;  he  may  have  a  great  deal  of  work 
to  do.  He  has  been  drawing  a  salary  of  $3,000, 
and  for  additional  services  a  sum  which  the  Minis¬ 
ter  says  is  additional  to  his  salary,  although  it  is 
not  so  entered  in  the  book.  It  does  look  as  if  this 
$600  was  paid  for  extra  additional  services  over 
and  above  the  service  he  is  supposed  to  perform  as 
superintendent.  Then  there  is  $225  for  arrears  of  in¬ 
creased  pay.  Now,  I  think  the  House  has  a  perfect 
right  to  know  what  that  means  :  when  that  increase 
of  pay  was  first  given,  what  time  he  was  entitled 
to  draw  that  increase  of  pay,  and  what  were  the 
reasons  that  induced  the  Government  to  give  him 
increased  pay  at  all?  Was  it  for  increased  work, 
or  was  it  because  his  efficiency  in  his  profession 
entitled  him  to  it  ?  Then  I  see  he  is  allowed  for  a 
horse  and  livery.  That  is  an  astonishing  item  too. 
If  he  is  allowed  for  a  horse,  he  should  not  have  a 
livery.  If  itis  livery-hire,  we  ought  to  know  it.  If 
he  owns  a  horse  and  charges  it  to  the  country  as  a 
livery  stable  keeper  would,  then  he  has  no  right  to 
get  that  money  at  all.  He  would  only  be  entitled 
for  what  the  keeping  of  the  horse  would  cost.  This 
gentleman  seems  to  be  favoured  by  the  Minister. 

Mr.  CARLING.  Oh,  no. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Will  the 
Minister  inform  us  exactly  what  Dr.  Montizam- 
bert’s  duties  are,  how  many  months’  services  he  has 
to  put  in  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  From  the  opening  of  naviga¬ 
tion  to  the  close.  He  generally  goes  down  about 
the  latter  part  of  April,  and  does  not  leave  until 
November. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  During  the 
other  part  of  the  year  does  he  practice  his  profes¬ 
sion  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  suppose  he  does.  I  think 
he  lives  in  Quebec. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  The  receipts  of  this  gen¬ 
tleman  are  not  confined  to  the  amount  on  page 
227- B  ;  if  you  turn  to  230- B  we  find  he  got  $159.85 
for  making  a  trip  to  Charleston,  South  Carolina. 

Mr.  CARLING.  That  was  for  attending  a  Pub¬ 
lic  Health  Convention,  and,  of  course,  it  was  im¬ 
portant  that  lie,  as  the  head  of  the  quarantine  of 
Canada,  should  attend  a  meeting  of  the  quarantine 
officers  of  the  United  States.  It  was  for  the  bene¬ 
fit  of  our  quarantine. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  Did  he  make  a  report  to 
the  Government  of  that  trip  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  Yes,  it  is  to  be  found  in  the 
report  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture. 

Mr.  LISTER.  Then  I  see  there  is  a  ration 
allowance  for  305  days  ;  how  is  that  ?  He  gets 
$3,000  a  year,  $600  for  additional  services,  $225 
for  arrears  of  increased  pay,  allowance  for  horse 
livery,  $200,  and  he  gets  a  rational  allowance  for 
305  days,  but  he  only  works  six  months  in  the 
year.  Then  he  gets  a  living  allowance  of  $129.50. 
He  will  be  charging  us  for  his  boots  and  socks  after 
,  this. 

Mr.  CARLING.  That  living  allowance  is  only 
when  he  is  travelling. 

Mr.  LISTER.  He  could  not  travel  a  great  deal, 
because  he  is  only  in  the  service  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  as  superintendent  about  six  months  in  the 
year. 

Mr.  Lister, 


Mr.  CARLING.  His  time  is  taken  up  during 
fully  eight  months  in  the  year  in  connection  with 
Government  duties  at  quarantine. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  How  comes  it 
that  this  officer  has  received  rations  for  305  days? 
This  is  a  very  unusual  amount  for  an  officer  to  re¬ 
ceive  with  this  salary. 

Mr.  CARLING.  It  may  cover  more  than  one 
year.  These  officers  are  allowed  $1  per  day  for 
rations  during  the  time  they  are  employed  by  the 
Government. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  How  can  the  amount  of 
one  year  be  placed  in  the  accounts  for  another 
3Tear  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  That  may  very  easily  occur. 
The  June  rations  might  run  into  July. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  We  desire  to  obtain  some 
information  with  respect  to  horse -hire. 

Mr.  CARLING.  The  Island  is  four  or  live  miles 
long,  and  the  officer  has  to  visit  the  hospital  and 
other  places  in  connection  with  quarantine.  He 
is  allowed  to  hire  a  horse  to  enable  him  to  take 
those  journeys  on  the  Island. 

Mr.  LISTER.  Does  he  keep  a  horse,  or  does  he 
hire  one  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  understand  that  the  arrange¬ 
ment  at  present  is  that  the  Government  allow  $200, 
and  the  officer  can  either  hire  or  keep  a  horse. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  Is  the  same  system  in  re¬ 
gard  to  vaccination  pursued  now  as  formerly  ? 
We  have  had  a  system  hitherto  in  operation  on 
vessels  carrying  passengers  under  which  only 
steerage  passengers  are  vaccinated,  the  passengers 
in  the  intermediate  and  saloon  not  being  subject 
to  vaccination.  This  question  is  at  the  present 
time  of  some  importance,  as  there  are  rumours 
abroad  of  small-pox  breaking  out  in  different  parts 
of  the  United  States,  and  it  is  desirable  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  should  exercise  every  precaution  in  order 
to  prevent  the  spread  of  that  most  contagious 
disease. 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  understand  the  passengers 
are  not  vaccinated  at  present,  if  a  satisfactory 
statement  is  obtained  by  the  health  officer  regard¬ 
ing  the  health  of  the  passengers.  Of  course  if  there 
is  small-pox  on  board  the  passengers  will  be  vac¬ 
cinated.  The  practice  in  this  regard  is  not  the 
same  as  it  was  when  the  small-pox  epidemic  pre¬ 
vailed. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  So  you  do  not  compel 
steerage  passengers  to  be  vaccinated  if  they  can 
show  vaccination  marks  on  their  arms  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  No. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  Do  you  apply  the  same  rule 
to  intermediate  and  saloon  passengers  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  At  the  present  time  we  do  not 
insist  on  vaccinating  the  passengers,  as  we  did  a 
few  years  ago.  Of  course  if  small-pox  was  on  board 
ship,  the  doctor  woidd  insist  on  vaccinating  the 
passengers.  I  think  the  vaccination  would  be  con¬ 
fined,  however,  to  the  steerage  and  intermediate 
passengers. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  Was  it  not  formerly  a  por¬ 
tion  of  the  duty  of  the  doctor  at  quarantine  station1 
to  vaccinate  the  passengers  who  arrived  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  Yes. 
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Mr.  LANDERKIN.  If  that  duty  is  taken  away, 
should  not  the  officer’s  salary  he  less  instead  of 
more  ? 

Air.  CARLING.  The  amount  of  work  is  steadily 
increasing,  because  the  number  of  vessels  coming 
up  the  St.  Lawrence  is  larger  than  it  was  two  or 
three  years  ago,  and  all  the  vessels  have  to  be  in¬ 
spected  whether  they  come  up  night  or  day. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  Do  I  understand  that  the 
rule  now  is  that  the  Government  compel  only  those 
in  the  steerage  to  be  vaccinated,  if  they  cannot 
produce  certificates  or  give  evidence  that  they  have 
been  vaccinated,  or  does  this  rule  apply  to  the 
intermediate  and  cabin  passengers  as  well  ?  Is 
there  any  distinction  made  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  believe  the  distinction  is 
caused  by  the  adoption  of  the  system  adopted  in 
the  United  States,  under  which  saloon  passengers 
are  not  vaccinated.  If  we  were  to  insist  on  saloon 
passengers  being  vaccinated,  it  would  drive  travel 
from  our  steamers  coming  up  the  St.  Lawrence  to 
New  York. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  If  that  is  thought  to  be  a 
healthy  regulation,  I  do  not  see  why  it  should  not 
apply  to  saloon  passengers,  because  they  are  not 
less  liable  to  take  small- pox  than  are  steerage  pas¬ 
sengers.  I  do  not  understand  why  a  distinction 
should  be  made,  for  in  reality  the  contagion  would 
be  just  as  bad  in  one  part  of  the  ship  as  in  another. 
I  do  not  think  any  class  is  exempt  from  small-pox, 
or  that  any  locality  is  exempt  from  the  disease.  If 
we  are  going  to  act  in  this  matter  from  policy, 
following  the  example  of  the  United  States,  we 
should  make  a  broad  and  general  rule  and  allow  it 
to  be  applied  to  the  intermediate  and  saloon  as 
well  as  to  the  steerage  passengers.  Do  not  compel 
passengers  to  be  vaccinated  if  they  have  been  vac¬ 
cinated,  for  such  is  a  barbarous  practice.  I  knew 
a  young  man,  who  although  he  had  been  vaccinated, 
was  compelled  to  be  revaccinated,  which  brought 
on  a  serious  illness  from  blood-poisoning  following 
vaccination.  There  was  no  necessity  for  this 
re  vaccination,  because  he  was  already  enjoying  the 
immunity  that  vaccine  virus  could  have  given 
him.  What  was  really  done  was  the  infliction  of  a 
dissecting  wound,  which  endangered  his  life.  It  is 
right  to  accept  certificates  of  examination,  and  let 
the  marks  be  evidence  of  vaccination,  and  then  we 
should  apply  a  general  rule  to  all  passengers  in 
vessels. 

Mr.  MACDONALD  (Huron).  It  is  necessary 
that  we  should  take  the  utmost  precaution  in  order 
to  secure  the  vaccination  of  immigrants  who  come 
to  this  country.  I  understand  that  by  the  rules  of 
the  department  they  have  no  control  over  the 
passengers  who  embark  from  the  old  country  to 
compel  them  to  produce  evidence  of  their  having 
been  vaccinated  previous  to  their  departure.  I 
learn  that  the  vaccination  on  board  vessels  takes 
place  about  the  last  days  of  the  voyage,  and  very 
frequently  after  the  ship  enters  the  St.  Lawrence 
River.  The  reason  given  by  the  ship’s  surgeons  for 
this  is  that  sea-sickness  occurs  almost  immediately 
after  the  departure  from  the  port,  and  that  the 
passengers  are  in  such  a  condition  of  health  that 
it  is  not  wise  to  add  to  their  discomfort  by 
vaccination.  The  consequence  is  that  the  vac¬ 
cination  is  delayed  almost  to  the  very  last 
day  before  arrival.  What  is  the  result  of  that  ? 


The  vaccinal  protection  incubation  period  is 
about  eight  days  ;  while  the  incubation  period  of 
small-pox  is  about  fourteen  days.  Suppose  a  person 
were  exposed  to  the  small-pox  virus  in  England  he 
could  cross  the  ocean  and  pass  to  the  place  of  des¬ 
tination  without  any  indication  that  he  had  the 
disease,  and  as  the  vaccinal  protection  would  take 
eight  days  to  develop,  the  result  will  be  that  the 
small-pox  would  develop  before  the  protective 
effects  of  the  vaccine  operated.  Dr.  Montizambert 
points  this  out  very  plainly  in  his  report,  and  he 
says  it  is  one  of  the  most  important  steps  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  could  take  that  they  should  secure  vaccin¬ 
ation  previous  to  embarkation,  and  require  a 
certificate  of  the  immigrants  previous  to  going  on 
board  ship  that  they  were  vaccinated  within  the 
previous  seven  years.  If  this  were  done  the  pro¬ 
tective  effect  of  vaccination  would  be  fully  estab¬ 
lished  in  the  system  when  they  arrive  here.  Any 
hon.  members  who  have  read  the  report  of  Dr. 
Montizambert  will  find  that  two  years  ago  small¬ 
pox  developed  among  settlers  as  far  west  as 
Minnesota,  from  exposure  in  Norway.  When  the 
immigrants  in  that  case  passed  through  quarantine 
there  were  no  indications  of  disease,  but,  neverthe¬ 
less,  small-pox  developed  in  Minnesota,  it  having 
been  brought  from  Norway  in  the  manner  I  have 
described.  Dr.  Montizambert  says  himself  : 

“That  the  doctors  on  board  ship  are  not  to  be  trusted* 
They  are  not  appointed  by  the  Government,  are  in  no 
way  responsible  to  the  Government,  and  they  try  to  pass 
the  thing  as  quietly  through  their  hands  as  possible.” 

He  gives  this  illustration.  He  says  : 

“  I  have  gone  on  board  at  Rimouski  and  I  found  the 
doctor  gave  a  certificate  under  oath  that  all  the  parties 
on  board  were  either  vaccinated  to  his  own  knowledge  or 
had  marks  of  vaccination  on  them.  I  have  gone  on  that 
ship  from  that  place  to  Grosse  Isle  and  I  found  during 
my  voyage  of  ten  hours  that  I  had  to  vaccinate  318  of  those 
who  were  on  board.  Therefore  if  I  had  taken  the  state¬ 
ment  of  the  doctor  these  318  would  have  passed  through 
the  quarantine  without  being  vaccinated  at  all.” 

He  impresses  upon  the  Government  the  import¬ 
ance  of  seeking  to  secure  some  methods  by  which 
these  persons  will  be  vaccinated  either  on  the  first 
of  the  voyage  or  previous  to  the  voyage  taking 
place.  There  is,  I  believe,  a  law  on  the  English 
Statute-book,  which  makes  provision  that  no 
diseased  person  can  be  accepted  on  board  ship 
while  so  diseased,  as  it  is  supposed  that  that 
diseased  immigrant  would  spread  infection  among 
those  who  are  on  board.  That  disease  is  visible, 
but  a  man  may  be  diseased  by  exposure  to  small¬ 
pox  virus,  and  contain  within  his  system  a  centre 
of  disease  which  is  not  recognizable,  and  therefore 
it  should  be  required  that  these  persons  should  be 
vaccinated  before  they  go  on  board  ship.  Now'  in 
regard  to  quarantine.  It  may  be  said  that  although 
the  Government  spend  a  large  sum  of  money,  yet, 
if  it  is  properly  and  honestly  spent,  it  cannot  be 
spent  to  a  better  purpose,  in  my  opinion.  It  is  the 
duty  of  this  Government  to  protect  the  people  of 
this  country  from  possible  infection  by  immigrants, 
and  I  understand  that  the  apparatus  used  on  Grosse 
Isle  for  the  purpose  of  the  quarantine  is  not  up  to 
the  requirements  of  the  service.  We  find  that  the 
doctor  is  annually  complaining  that  he  is 
unable  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  the  law 
properly  with  the  present  appliances  which 
he  has  at  his  command.  It  is  known  to 
all  those  who  have  given  the  matter  any 
attention  at  all,  that  the  quarantine  officers  have 
to  go  out  sometimes  in  the  middle  of  the  night  and 
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more  frequently  during  the  day,  to  meet  the  ship 
that  is  coming  into  port,  for  the  purpose  of  fumi¬ 
gating  it.  The  apparatus  or  appliances  have  to  be 
carried  on  the  Hygeia  or  other  small  boats,  and 
it  is  stated  by  those  who  know  that,  in  stormy 
weather,  it  is  very  difficult  to  get  the  tug  or  steam¬ 
boat  containing  the  appliances  sufficiently  near  to 
the  ship,  so  that  the  result  is  that  the  fumigation 
of  the  vessel  is  far  from  being  perfect.  If  that  is 
the  case,  I  think  the  Government  would  do  well 
to  see  that  proper  appliances  are  supplied  there. 
The  suggestion  is  made  that  a  deep-water  wharf 
should  be  constructed  which  would  accommodate 
vessels  drawing  22  feet  so  that  the  vessels  will  be 
brought  to  the  wharf  and  upon  that  wharf  the 
necessary  apparatus  could  be  fixed  permanently. 
The  appliances  required  for  this  service  are  a  fan 
for  the  purpose  of  blowing  out  the  impure  air  from 
the  vessel  and  for  blowing  in  the  disinfected  air,  and 
also  a  large  tank  containing  corrosive  sublimate,  a 
solution  used  for  the  purpose  of  disinfection.  I  press 
upon  the  attention  of  theGovernmenttheimportance 
of  placing  the  medical  officer  in  a  position  whereby 
he  can  properly  look  after  the  health  of  the  immi¬ 
grants  so  as  to  prevent  those  who  carry  contagious 
disease  settling  in  the  country  unknown  to  the 
quarantine  service.  I  think  it  is  the  duty  of  the 
Government  to  save  money  in  other  ways,  and  to 
place  proper  appliances  at  these  quarantine  stations 
so  as  to  prevent  immigrants  from  becoming  centres 
of  contagion  and  disease  throughout  the  country, 
and  to  protect  the  health  of  the  inhabitants  already 
here.  Although  I  believe  that  large  sums  of  money 
are  unnecessarily  spent  by  this  Government,  yet  I 
believe  also  that  it  would  pay  this  country  to  spend 
sufficient  money  to  place  the  quarantine  service  in 
an  efficient  condition,  and  to  suppl}-  the  appliances 
known  to  science  to-day.  My  object  in  placing 
this  before  the  Government  is  to  draw  their  atten¬ 
tion  to  this  matter,  because  there  is  no  more  im¬ 
portant  matter  than  the  health  of  our  people. 
In  counteracting  and  preventing  the  importation  of 
disease  from  abroad  I  think  we  should  not  be  stingy 
in  regard  to  spending  a  few  dollars  to  give  the  ad¬ 
vantages  and  facilities  which  are  necessary, provided 
these  few  dollars  are  properly  and  honestly  ex¬ 
pended. 

Mr.  McMULLEN,  The  Minister  stated  that 
the  doctor  received  for  horse-hire  and  livery  $200 
per  year.  Turning  up  the  Auditor  General’s  Report 
for  1890  I  see  that  he  got  $200  for  horse  and  livery, 
and  in  1891  he  got  $400.  How  does  the  Minister 
explain  this  ? 

Mr.  CARLING  It  is  explained  by  the  account¬ 
ant  of  the  department,  that  that  was  payment  for 
two  years. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  But  the  hon.  gentleman 
must  notice  that  the  Auditor  General's  Report  for 
1890  shows  that  he  was  paid  $200  for  that  year, 
and  the  report  for  1891  shows  that  he  was  paid 
$400  for  that  year.  How  does  the  hon.  gentleman 
explain  that  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  The  only  way  I  can  explain  it 
is  that  the  accountant  informs  me  that  the  years 
sometimes  run  into  one  another,  but  he  only  gets 
$200  per  annum. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  notice  that  for  the  year 
ending  30th  June,  1889,  he  was  also  paid  for  travel¬ 
ling  and  horse-hire,  $142.43.  I  could  understand  the 
Mr.  Macdonald  (Huron). 
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hon.  Minister’s  explanation  if  the  Auditor  General’s 
Report  for  1890  did  not  contain  the  item  of  $200  in 
addition  to  the  item  of  $400  in  the  report  for  1891. 

Mr.  CARLING.  The  payment  may  relate  to 
another  year.  The  Auditor  General  looks  after 
those  matters  very  carefully,  and  he  has  never 
questioned  this  allowance  and  I  am  satisfied  that 
this  quarantine  officer  receives  only  $200  a  year, 
although  the  accounts  for  one  year  may  have  run 
into  another  year. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  It  appears  to  me  that  this 
man  is  a  very  expensive  officer.  I  notice  that  be¬ 
sides  his  salary  he  gets  $600  for  services  and  ex¬ 
penses  for  studying  steam  disinfectants.  I  think  the 
hon.  Minister  might  fairly  bring  down  the  particu¬ 
lars  of  this  item  with  the  others  after  six  o’clock. 

Mr.  CARLING.  We  will  allow  this  item  to 
stand. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  I  notice  a  statement 
in  one  of  the  newspapers  that  it  was  the  intention 
of  the  Government  that  quarantine  should  be  at¬ 
tached  to  the  Department  of  Marine.  Is  that  cor¬ 
rect  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  am  not  responsible  for  what 
appears  in  the  newspapers. 

Quarantine— St.  John . $2,500 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  notice  that  there  is  an 
allowance  for  boat  service  of  $600  to  W.  S.  Harding, 
the  inspector,  who  receives  $1,200  a  year.  What 
is  this  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  It  is  an  allowance  made  for  the 
hire  of  boats  and  men  to  go  out  to  meet  vessels. 
Instead  of  paying  so  much  per  day  or  per  month, 
we  make  this  allowance. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  Does  the  officer  keep  a  boat 
of  his  own  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  Yes. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  It  is  quite  clear  that  this 
man  is  getting  $1,800  a  year  in  place  of  $1,200. 
We  pay  him  the  salary  of  $1,200  and  also  $600,  I 
fancy,  to  keep  a  pleasure  boat  to  ride  around  in.  I 
would  like  to  know  what  kind  of  a  boat  it  is  and 
everything  about  it.  It  may  be  another  Joe. 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  can  only  say  that  it  is  a  sail¬ 
boat  and  also  a  row-boat,  and  he  has  to  hire  a  man 
to  look  after  it,  sometimes  two  men.  This  amount 
has  been  allowed  to  the  officers  at  St.  John  and 
Halifax  for  a  great  many  years. 

Quarantine— Halifax . .  .$3,000 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  There  is  a  boat  service  here 
also,  for  which  Dr.  Wickwire  is  allowed  $600.  I 
would  like  to  know  what  kind  of  a  boat  this  is  2 

Mr.  CARLING.  Dr.  Wickwire  hires  a  boat 
because  he  has  no  boat  of  his  own. 

Quarantine— Victoria,  B.C . $5,000 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  What  do  you 
want  $3,000  more  for  ?  Please  explain. 

Mr.  CARLING.  The  increase  is  owing  to  the 
fact  that  at  Albert  Head  Quarantine  Station,  there 
have  been  many  patients  with  small-pox,  and  we 
have  had  to  spend  a  large  amount  of  money  in 
improving  the  accommodation.  There  is  a  large 
number  of  vessels  besides,  with  Chinese  and  Japa¬ 
nese,  which  have  to  be  quarantined. 
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Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  find  an  item  for  horse  and 
buggy-hire,  $145.  Can  the  Minister  explain  that  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  The  hospital  is  over  thirteen 
miles  from  Victoria,  and  the  quarantine  officer  has 
to  drive  to  and  from  the  hospital. 

Committee  rose,  and  it  being  six  o’clock  the 
Speaker  left  the  Chair. 

After  Recess. 

House  again  resolved  itself  into  Committee  of 
Supply. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  Has  the  lion,  gentleman  any 
details  about  charges  for  rations  at  Grosse  Isle  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  The  quarantine  year  begins 
with  the  1st  of  April  and  ends  the  30th  November, 
in  all  244  days.  In  1888-89  Dr.  Montizambert 
received  rations  allowance  for  214  days.  In 
1889-90  he  received  rations  allowance  for  213  days. 
In  1890-91  he  received  rations  allowance  for  305 
days,  making  an  average  of  244  days  for  the  three 
years.  I  understand  this  is  due  to  the  fact  that  the 
amount  lapses  over  from  one  year  to  another,  and 
possibly  we  may  have  run  a  little  short  of  the 
year’s  expenses  and  have  taken  it  out  of  the  next 
year,  and  an  average  may  be  struck  in  that  way. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  The  conclusion  one  would 
naturally  draw  is  that  in  the  years  he  drew  pay 
for  less  days  than  244,  that  would  be  the  actual 
number  of  days  he  drew  rations. 

Mr.  CARLING.  They  are  paid  for  eight  months, 
or  244  days. 

Quarantine— Port  Hawkesbury .  $300 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  What  is  the  explanation  of 
this  small  amount  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  Vessels  passing  through  the 
Gut  of  Canso  have  to  be  inspected  frequently,  and 
it  was  felt  important  we  should  have  some  one 
there  at  a  small  salary  to  look  after  it. 

Cattle  Quarantine . . $15,000 

Mr.  LISTER.  There  is  a  charge  in  the  Auditor 
General’s  Report  of  $1,500  to  Dr.  McEachran, 
veterinary  surgeon.  Where  is  his  office? 

Mr.  CARLING.  In  Montreal. 

Mr.  LISTER.  What  are  his  duties  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  He  is  chief  quarantine  officer, 
and  he  supervises  all  the  cattle  that  are  shipped  to 
the  old  country.  All  the  cattle  are  inspected  by 
him  or  his  assistants. 

Mr.  LANGELIER.  I  w  as  under  the  impression 
that  Dr.  Couture  was  the  chief  quarantine  officer 
for  cattle.  He  is  in  charge  of  the  quarantine  sta¬ 
tion  at  Levis,  which  is  the  only  one  in  the  Domin¬ 
ion.  I  know  Dr.  McEachran  is  a  most  distinguished 
veterinary  surgeon,  perhaps  the  most  distinguish¬ 
ed  in  the  Dominion,  but  he  lives  in  Montreal  and 
the  quarantine  station  is  ip  Quebec,  and  Dr.  Couture 
has  always  been  the  quarantine  superintendent. 

Mr.  CARLING.  Dr.  Couture  is  kept  at  Quebec 
and  Dr.  McEachran  goes  to  all  parts  of  the  Domi¬ 
nion  to  look  after  the  inspection  of  cattle. 

Mr.  FEATHERSTON.  Dr.  McEachran  is  the 
inspector  for  the  export  trade  under  whose  inspec¬ 


tion  cattle  are  marked.  They  are  marked  with  a 
large  V.  R.  in  oil  and  paint.  They  have  letters 
large  enough  to  cover  the  back  of  a  sheep  all  the  way 
from  the  shoulders.  It  looks  very  bad  on  both 
cattle  and  sheep,  especially  those  that  go  to  pasture 
or  go  to  be  fed  when  they  arrive  in  Europe.  The 
dealers  have  been  complaining  a  good  deal  in 
regard  to  this  marking,  and  we  would  like  the 
Government  to  change  the  marking  and  give  the 
animals  some  other  mark  than  has  been  adopted. 
I  think  the  inspection  is  a  good  thing,  and  the 
more  rigid  it  is  the  better  for  our  trade,  but  we  do 
not  want  to  have  these  animals  marked  in  such  a 
way  as  to  make  it  detrimental  to  the  sale  of  cattle 
and  sheep  in  the  English  market.  Probably  they 
could  adopt  some  plan  by  which  it  might  be  shown 
that  the  animals  had  been  inspected  while  at  the 
same  time  it  would  not  be  detrimental  to  their 
sale  on  the  other  side. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  I  see  that  Dr.  Me 
Eachran  noc  only  received  the  salary  of  $1,500, 
but  he  also  received  for  special  service  to  the 
United  States,  November  1  to  21,  21  days  at  $20, 
less  salary  for  same  time,  $87.50,  $332.00  ;  fares, 
$110.05  ;  pullmans,  $29.25  ;  cabs,  $48.50;  board, 
$196.10,  making  an  additional  amount  of  $244.60. 
It  appears  to  be  a  strange  thing,  if  Dr.  McEach¬ 
ran  receives  a  salary  of  $1,500,  that  he  should  be 
allowed  $332.50  extra,  besides  his  travelling  ex¬ 
penses  and  hotel  expenses,  and  I  think  it  should 
be  explained  why  he  gets  this  addition  to  his 
salary. 

Mr.  CARLING.  Dr.  McEachran’s  salary  is  no¬ 
thing  at  all  for  a  professional  man,  and  he  would 
not  think  of  accepting  that  if  he  had  to  give  us 
his  wdiole  time,  but,  when  we  require  his  services 
on  some  special  work,  or  to  go  to  the  United  States 
and  make  some  special  report,  we  have  to  pay  him 
something  additional  as  a  professional  man  besides 
his  travelling  expenses.  I  presume  that  would 
have  to  be  done  with  any  one. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  What  did  he  go  to  re¬ 
port  on  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  He  went  to  report  on  the 
cattle  disease  in  the  United  States.  Pleuro-pneu- 
monia  was  said  to  exist  there,  and  it  was  very  im¬ 
portant  that  we  should  have  a  report  on  the  sub¬ 
ject.  We  had  a  correspondence  with  the  authori¬ 
ties  in  Great  Britain,  through  the  High  Commis¬ 
sioner,  and  an  endeavour  was  made  to  have  our 
cattle  scheduled,  while,  at  the  same  time,  they 
were  trying  to  get  their  cattle  in  without  being 
scheduled.  We  were  anxious  to  ascertain  to  what 
extent  pleuro-pneumonia  existed  in  the  United 
States.  It  was  really  a  confidential  visit  which 
Dr.  McEachran  made  to  various  parts  of  the  United 
States. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  If  his  report  was  confiden¬ 
tial,  I  suppose  it  is  not  published  in  the  official  re¬ 
port. 

Mr.  CARLING.  No  ;  it  is  not  published,  but 
we  gave  as  much  information  as  we  could  to  the 
High  Commissioner. 

Mr.  LISTER.  Then  I  understand  that  this 
gentleman  gets  this  salary  of  $1,500,  but  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  is  not  entitled  to  all  his  time. 

Mr.  CARLING.  He  gets  $1,500  and  has  full 
charge  of  the  quarantine  station  there.  If  anything 
occurs  in  any  part  of  the  Dominion,  in  Nova  Scotia 
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or  theNorth-West,  or  any  other  part  which  requires 
a  clever  man,  we  select  Dr.  McEachran  and  pay 
him  for  his  visits. 

Mr.  LISTER.  When  his  duties  call  him  to  any 
part  of  Canada  outside  of  Montreal,  does  his  salary 
of  $1,500  cover  his  pay,  or  does  he  get  $20  a  day 
besides,  as  it  appears  he  did  while  in  the  United 
States  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  think  his  expenses  in  the 
United  States  were  special,  and  probably  it  was 
necessary  that  we  should  pay  him  more  than  we 
would  for  an  ordinary  service  in  Canada. 

Mr.  LISTER.  Then  you  do  not  pay  him  any¬ 
thing  extra  in  Canada  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  Except  when  he  goes  away 
from  Montreal.  Then  we  have  to  pay  him  extra. 

Mr.  LISTER.  Then  in  Montreal  he  receives 
$1,500  a  year,  which  is  about  $3  a  day,  but  when¬ 
ever  he  goes  away  from  Montreal  he  is  to  receive 
in  addition  to  that  salary  about  $20  a  day,  in  ad¬ 
dition  to  his  travelling  expenses. 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  am  informed  that  this  was 
the  only  time  we  paid  him  anything  extra. 

Mr.  LISTER.  Can  the  hon.  gentleman  state,  or 
does  he  know,  that  Dr.  McEachran  is  the  manager 
of  the  Waldron  Ranch  Company  in  theNorth- 
West  Territories  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  cannot  say  that,  but  I  know 
he  is  connected  with  one  of  the  ranch  companies. 

Mr.  LISTER.  The  Waldron  Ranch  Company  is 
one  of  the  largest  ranch  companies  in  the  Territories, 
and  I  am  told  that  Dr.  McEachran  spends  a  large 
portion  of  his  time  in  looking  after  the  interests  of 
that  company,  and,  that  being  the  case,  I  think  it 
is  incompatible  with  the  performance  of  his  duties 
as  an  officer  of  the  Government.  He  should  be 
either  called  upon  to  resign  his  position  of  manager 
of  this  ranch  company  or  to  resign  his  position  as 
an  officer  of  the  Government.  I  think  the  Minis¬ 
ter  will  find  that  the  greater  portion  of  Dr.  Me 
Eachran’s  time  is  devoted  to  the  ranch  company  in 
which  he  is  interested  not  only  as  a  stockholder 
but  as  manager  under  a  large  salary,  and  it  seems 
to  me  to  be  an  extraordinary  thing  for  the  Govern¬ 
ment  to  allow  him  to  divide  his  time,  a  large  por¬ 
tion  of  it  being  spent  in  a  place  other  than  that  to 
which  his  duty  calls  him. 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  do  not  think  that  we  could 
expect  Dr.  McEachran  to  give  his  whole  time  for 
the  salary  we  pay  him.  His  reputation  in  Canada 
and  in  England  stands  very  high,  and  I  think  we 
are  very  much  indebted  to  him  for  his  efforts  in 
preventing  our  cattle  from  being  scheduled.  He 
does  not  think  that  he  is  paid  anything  at  all  like 
his  services  are  worth.  I  do  not  think  we  could 
afford  to  give  him  a  salary  that  would  secure  his 
whole  time. 

Mr.  LISTER.  I  have  no  doubt  that  his  ser¬ 
vices  are  of  considerable  value,  but  I  do  not  admit 
they  are  indispensable.  If  he  died  to-morrow  no 
doubt  some  other  gentleman  could  be  found  who 
would  discharge  the  duties  of  the  office  quite  as 
efficiently  as  Dr.  McEachran.  The  salary  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  gives  to  a  veterinary  surgeon  in  Montreal 
is  a  very  liberal  salary  indeed,  and  I  have  no  doubt 
that  if  the  Government  so  desired,  they  could  get 
a  gentleman  of  equal  qualifications  to  give  his 
whole  time  for  the  same  salary.  The  hon.  gentle- 
Mr.  Carling. 


man  must  not  forget  that  in  this  Dominion  our 
medical  schools  are  turning  out  many  professional 
men  thoroughly  qualified  to  discharge  every  duty 
that  Dr.  McEachran  could  possibly  be  called  upon 
to  discharge.  I  do  not  think  the  Government 
ought  to  permit  their  officer  to  engage  in  any  enter¬ 
prise  which,  of  necessity,  compels  him  to  be  away 
from  his  official  business  for  a  great  portion  of  the 
year.  I  cannot  help  feeling  that  this  cry  about 
scheduling  our  cattle  is  considerable  of  a  bugaboo 
held  up  to  frighten  people.  No  doubt  if  our  cattle 
happened  to  be  diseased  they  would  be  scheduled, 
and  the  fact  that  Dr.  McEachran  is  a  veterinary 
officer  of  the  Government  does  not  prevent  diseases 
from  attacking  our  cattle,  and  consequently  does 
not  prevent  our  cattle  from  being  scheduled. 

Mr.  DA  YIN.  I  can  speak  from  knowledge  in 
the  North-West  of  the  value  of  Dr.  McEachran’s 
services.  My  hon.  friend  speaks  of  the  number  of 
clever  men  turned  out  of  our  institutions  yearly  ; 
but  he  is  greatly  mistaken  if  he  supposes  that 
turning  out  clever  students  will  give  yon  men  that 
can  with  certainty  diagnose  the  subtle  diseases  to 
which  cattle  are  liable. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Oh,  oh. 

Mr.  DAVIN.  You  know,  Mr.  Chairman,  what 
Oliver  Goldsmith  says  :  “  The  loud  laugh  speaks 
the  vacant  mind  ”  ;  and  the  loud  laugh  of  my  hon. 
friends  around  me  shows  how  completely  vacant 
are  their  minds  on  all  questions  that  affect  cattle 
and  cattle  diseases.  We  had  cases  in  the  North- 
West  where  cattle  were  supposed  by  a  very  clever 
veterinary  surgeon  to  be  infected  with  pi  euro-pneu¬ 
monia,  and  Dr.  McEachran  has  come  there  and 
examined  the  cattle,  and  he  has  declared  author¬ 
itatively  that  those  cattle  suffered  from  no  in¬ 
fectious  disease  whatever  ;  although  a  very  clever 
young  man,  such  as  my  hon.  friend  from  West 
Lambton  (Mr.  Lister)  wants  the  Government  to 
employ,  declared  that  they  were  so  affected. 
Why,  a  clever  young  man  might  land  Canada, 
and  land  the  Government,  and  land  the 
great  interests  of  the  North-West  Territories,  in 
confusion,  by  giving  up  his  whole  time  to  the 
country  at  $1,500  a  year.  What  we  want  is  the 
highest  skill  we  can  have  at  the  least  price,  and  the 
only  way  you  can  attain  that  end  is  by  employing 
a  great  professional  man  to  give  you  all  the  time 
that  is  necessary  in  Montreal  to  deal  with  the  issue 
placed  before  him.  I  will  take  an  illustration  from 
my  hon.  friend’s  profession.  What  would  be  thought 
of  a  man  that  will  rise  up  and  argue,  as  my  hon. 
friend  does,  about  the  vast  fees  that  are  given  to 
some  lawyers.  He  might  say  :  Why,  we  are 
turning  out  from  our  universities,  and  from  Osgood  e 
Hall,  very  able  men,  barristers  learned  in  the  law, 
and  a  complaisant  Government  in  Toronto  will 
make  them  Queen’s  Counsels  for  you,  and  you  could 
get  the  services  of  any  of  these  young  men  for  a 
$20,  $30  or  $50  fee,  whereas  you  give  to  some  emi¬ 
nent  man  a  fee  of  $1,000  or  $2,000,  and  yet  the 
$2,000  lawyer  does  not  give  up  his  whole  time. 
What  you  want  is  all  the  time  of  the  $2,000  man 
necessary  to  win  your  case.'  What  we  want  from 
Dr.  McEachran  is  all  the  time  necessary  to  attend 
with  consummate  skill,  as  he  does,  to  the  veterinary 
business  the  Government  has  for  him  to  do  in  Mon¬ 
treal. 

Mr,  SOMERVILLE.  We  are  to  understand 
from  the  explanation  of  the  Minister  that  this  sum 
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of  $1,500  is  not  a  salary  at  all,  but  it  is  a  retaining 
fee  that  the  Government  gives  Dr.  McEachran.  If 
it  is  a  retaining  fee,  then  it  ought  so  to  be  stated 
in  the  Auditor  General’s  Report. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  Minis¬ 
ter  if  he  has  considered  the  advisability  of  estab¬ 
lishing  a  quarantine  at  Fort  Macleod  ?  In  that  part 
of  the  country,  I  am  told,  there  are  a  great  many 
cattle  crossing  the  line,  and  the  cattle  trade  at  that 
centre  is  a  great  one  at  the  present  time.  Great 
numbers  of  horses  are  brought  in  from  the  other 
side,  and  cattle  are  brought  in  in  many  places  with¬ 
out  any  inspection  whatever.  I  see  from  the  Min¬ 
ister’s  return  that  the  cattle  are  inspected,  but  I 
do  not  think  that  an  ordinary  inspection  is  suffi¬ 
cient  to  detect  or  prevent  danger.  The  number  of 
cattle  in  that  locality  is  very  large,  and  if  cattle 
infected  with  pleuro-pneumonia  were  brought  in 
from  the  other  side,  as  they  may  be  at  any  time,  it 
would  cause  great  loss  to  the  country.  I  fully  agree 
with  the  hon.  member  for  Assiniboia  (Mr.  Davin) 
that  it  is  important  to  have  a  professional  man  in 
charge  of  this  business  whose  reputation  extends 
even  beyond  Canada,  because  it  is  a  guarantee  that 
this  special  matter  is  looked  after,  and  it  will  go  a 
long  way  towards  satisfying  the  people  in  the  old 
country  that  there  is  no  danger  in  buying  cattle 
from  Canada.  Nor  do  I  think  that  paying  him  a 
reasonable  salary  is  objectionable.  If  I  understand 
the  matter  correctly,  the  man  would  naturally  be 
obliged  to  attend  to  different  lines  of  professional 
work  in  different  parts  of  the  country.  It  would 
be  impossible  to  be  in  several  places  at  once,  and 
he  would  be  occasionally  obliged  to  employ  others 
in  connection  with  the  work,  and  the  payment  of  a 
larger  salary  was  therefore  necessary.  Some  por¬ 
tions  of  the  work  can  be  done  by  assistants,  but  in 
detecting  disease  no  better  man  can  be  found  than 
the  one  whom  we  have  there.  Has  the  Minister 
considered  the  desirability  of  establishing  a  quar¬ 
antine  station  at  Macleod,  or  in  that  district  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  Cattle  are  not  coming  in  now 
from  the  United  States,  as  they  have  been  coming 
in  for  a  number  of  years.  We  are  enforcing 
the  same  quarantine  regulations  in  regard  to  the 
western  portions  of  the  North-West  Territories 
and  British  Columbia  that  we  have  enforced 
in  Ontario  and  the  eastern  provinces.  Only  a 
short  time  ago  cattle  were  brought  in  from  British 
Columbia  for  slaughtering  purposes,  and  now  that 
we  are  enforcing  the  regulations  cattle  are  not  com¬ 
ing  in  so  freely.  We  have  now  in  the  North-West 
sufficient  cattle  for  our  own  requirements  and  for 
sale,  and  we  do  not  expect  tinder  the  quarantine 
regulations  that  cattle  will  be  brought  in  from 
the  United  States,  as  they  were  some  years 
ago.  We  have  quite  sufficient  in  our  own  country, 
and  cattle  will  only  be  allowed  to  be  brought  in 
for  improving  our  breeds,  as  is  the  case  in  Ontario, 
Quebec  and  other  provinces. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  I  find  the  importation  into  the 
Dominion  during  1891 ,  by  land,  was  as  follows: — 
Ontario  (Point  Edward)  cattle,  51  ;  swine,  26. 
Emerson,  Man.,  cattle,  1,022;  sheep,  123  ;  swine, 
275;  horses,  1,767.  Manitou,  Man.,  cattle,  320  ; 
swine,  10  ;  mules,  8  ;  horses  362.  Deloraine,  Man., 
cattle,  179;  sheep,  21 ;  swine,  2;mules5;  horses,  147. 
Fort  Macleod,  N.W.T.,  cattle,  945  ;  sheep,  4,004  ; 
horses,  817.  It  thus  appears  that  a  considerable 
number  of  animals  are  coming  into  the  country. 


Mr.  CARLING.  Settlers’  stock  is  allowed  to 
come  in  without  quarantine,  and  the  cattle  arriv¬ 
ing  at  Emerson  and  other  points  were,  no  doubt, 
so  brought  in  by  settlers,  after  inspection.  They 
have  been  brought  in  at  Macleod  because  we  are 
only  now  enforcing  the  regulations  of  the  older 
provinces  there. 

Mr.  GIBSON.  I  think  the  case  so  ably  defended 
by  the  hon.  member  for  Assiniboia  (Mr.  Davin) 
must  have  been  somewhat  defective,  as  I  find  Mr. 
Dyke  has  been  paid  $335  for  travelling  re  cattle  in 
England.  If  Dr.  McEachran’s  services  are  of  such 
value,  why  is  it  necessary  to  pay  Mr.  Dyke  for 
looking  after  these  cattle  after  they  have  arrived  ? 

J  notice  that  gentleman  received  $1,557  for  travel  in 
Liverpool  and  $2,100  for  services,  also  $2,319  for 
the  distribution  of  pamphlets,  or  a  total  of  $6,309. 
Then  the  rent  of  the  office  is  $1,226,  taxes  $268,  or 
a  total  of  $7,804.  The  total  expenses  of  the  office 
at  Liverpool  last  year  were  $10,699.  I  desire  to 
ask  the  Minister  if  he  can  explain  why  Mr.  Dyke 
was  required  to  travel  re  cattle  after  they  had 
been  thoroughly  examined  by  Dr.  McEachran  in 
Montreal  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  The  expenses  to  which  the 
hon.  gentleman  has  referred  are  not  all  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  Mr.  Dyke’s  salary.  Some  are  expenses 
for  publishing  pamphlets,  for  postage,  rent  of  office, 
fuel  and  other  expenses. 

Mr.  GIBSON.  I  find  I  am  quite  correct  in  the 
figures  I  have  given,  because  there  is  an  amount 
for  continental  postage  of  $167;  postage  and  trans¬ 
lating  reports  of  farm  delegates,  $499.  I  find  that 
the  expense  of  the  pamphlets  printed  in  the  High 
Commissioner’s  office  in  London  amounts  to  $13,000. 

I  claim  that  any  man  could  go  from  Land’s  End  to 
John  O’Groats  and  deliver  them  in  person  at  the 
rate  of  $100  a  week,  and  that  there  is  no  reason  why 
this  sum  of  $5,200  should  have  been  paid.  There 
is  an  item  of  $600  for  postage  of  pamphlets,  in 
addition  to  the  amount  of  $2,317  to  which  I  have 
referred. 

Mr.  LISTER.  I  wish  to  say  to  the  Minister 
with  regard  to  this  wonderful  Dr.  McEachran,  so 
lauded  by  the  member  for  West  Assiniboia  (Mr. 
Davin) — who  is  a  very  able  man  no  doubt,  but  is 
nothing  like  so  able  a  man  as  he  thinks  himself  to 
be— that  all  the  work  done  in  Montreal  is  done  by 
his  brother,  C.  McEachran.  While  he  is  out  in  the 
North-West  looking  after  the  Waldron  Ranch  in 
that  country,  while  he  is  lecturing  in  the  college, 
of  which  I  believe  he  is  the  head,  his  brother,  C. 
McEachran,  is  doing  the  work  in  Montreal,  assisted 
by  Mr.  Baker.  It  is  very  well  to  laud  some  parti¬ 
cular  individual,  and  make  it  appear  that  our  whole 
safety  depends  on  his  knowledge  and  qualifications ; 
but  I  apprehend  that  if  the  Provinces  of  Ontario 
and  Quebec  were  canvassed,  there  would  be  found 
other  men  in  the  veterinary  profession,  including  pro  - 
fessors  in  the  veterinary  college,  who  had  as  sound 
judgment  as  Dr.  McEachran,  and  who,  I  believe, 
would  be  prepared  to  give  their  whole  time  to  this  bu¬ 
siness.  It  is  simply  ridiculous  to  employ  this  gentle--, 
man  and  to  allow  him  to  engage  two  other  persons  to 
discharge  all  the  work  in  his  office.  The  Waldron 
Ranch  is  a  large  institution.  There  are  600  or  700 
horses  on  it,  a  large  amount  of  money  is  invested 
in  it,  and  Dr.  McEachran  is  very  deeply  interested, 
and  most  of  his  time  is,  I  am  told,  spent  in  the 
North-West  looking  after  his  personal  interests.  If 
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it  is  necessary  to  have  such  a  skilled  gentleman 
constantly  on  the  scene  to  watch  for  the  dire 
disease  which  we  all  talk  about  so  much,  how  can 
the  Government  spare  this  man  from  Montreal  for 
months  at  a  time  and  leave  the  work  to  some  one 
else  not  nearly  so  skilled  ?  One  of  two  conclusions 
must  be  drawn,  either  that  this  person  is  not 
necessary  in  Montreal,  or  that  other  men  are  suffi¬ 
ciently  skilled  to  discharge  all  the  duties  of  the 
office. 

Mr.  McGREGOR.  Ill  regard  to  Dr.  McEachran, 
with  whom  I  am  acquainted,  I  think  the  Govern¬ 
ment  do  well  to  have  such  a  man  in  their  employ. 
He  is  one  of  the  most  able  veterinary  surgeons  in 
Canada  to-day,  he  is  one  of  the  very  best  we  have, , 
and  as  a  consulting  veterinary  surgeon  he  is  first- 
class.  His  brother,  Chas.  McEachran,  is  also  a  good 
veterinary  surgeon,  and  I  know  him  very  well. 

Mr.  LISTER.  He  is  one  of  the  very  best. 

Mr.  McGREGOR.  He  is  a  Arer}r  good  one.  I 
know  further,  that  the  time  given  by  Dr.  McEachran 
to  the  North-\\  est  is  not  for  any  very  great  period, 
his  duties  lying  principally  in  Montreal.  In  regard 
to  diagnosis  of  disease,  I  am  certain  we  have  no 
better  veterinary  surgeon  than  Dr.  D.  McEachran. 
We  have  also  his  brother  Charles  there,  and  I  am 
satisfied  the  work  will  be  thoroughly  well  done.  It 
is  true  we  might  get  others  to  do  the  work  as  well, 
but  there  would  be  no  great  object  in  changing 
when  we  can  get  a  man  so  eminent  as  Dr.  McEachran. 
If  I  did  not  know  the  two  gentlemen  Avell  I  would 
not  speak  so  highly  of  them.  I  know  them  asgentle- 
men  who  are  first-class  veterinary  surgeons,  and 
men  who  are  anxious  to  do  their  duty  to  their 
country. 

Mr.  SOMER\  IDLE.  Did  I  not  understand 
the  member  for  East  Grey  (Mr.  8proule)to  say  that 
he  was  aware  a  large  number  of  cattle  and  sheep 
were  being  smuggled  into  the  North-West  from  the 
United  States  ? 

Mr.  SPROULE.  Ido  not  know  what  the  hon. 
gentleman  understood,  as  I  am  not  responsible  for 
his  understanding,  but  I  said  that  I  was  informed 
that  such  was  the  case. 

Mr.  SOMERS  ILLE.  Then  I  was  right  in  under¬ 
standing  it  that  way. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  The  lion,  gentleman  is  putting 
a  wrong  construction  on  what  I  said.  I  was  not 
aware  from  my  own  knowledge,  but  I  said  I  was 
informed  of  it. 

Mr.  SOMERA  ILLE.  Then  if  the  hon.  member 
for  East  Grey  (Mr.  Sproule)  was  informed  of  it  he 
must  have  been  informed  of  it  some  time  ago,  and 
he  should  have  told  the  Government  so  that  the 
officers  would  put  a  stop  to  it. 

Mi.  SPROULE.  That  is  what  I  am  doing  now. 

Mr.  SOMER\  ILLE.  It  is  late  in  the  day. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  It  only  lately  came  to  my 
notice. 

Mr.  SOMER\  ILLE.  The  hon.  gentleman  was 
lax  in  discharging  his  duty,  in  my  opinion.  Of 
course  neither  he  nor  any  of  the  members  on  the 
opposite  side  of  the  House  believe  in  smuggling, 
and  it  seems  to  me  that  he  should  have  informed 
the  Goa  eminent  of  this  earlier  so  that  he  might 
put  a  stop  to  it.  It  is  well  known  that  the  cattle 
in  the  United  States  are  scheduled,  and  if  disease 
is  smuggled  into  the  country  with  the  cattle,  Avhat 
Mr.  Lister. 


safety  is  there  for  Canadian  exporters  ?  Even  such 
an  eminent  man  as  Dr.  McEachran  could  not  pre¬ 
vent  us  from  being  scheduled  if  disease  were 
smuggled  into  the  country  in  this  way.  I  see  that 
Mr.  J.  Lowe  Avas  paid  for  some  travel  in  connection 
Avith  quarantine.  I  was  not  aware  that  the  Deputy 
Minister  of  Agriculture  was  an  expert  in  this 
matter,  and  perhaps  the  Minister  can  explain  Avhat 
duties  he  performed. 

^  Mr.  SPROULE.  I  think  the  hon.  member  for 
North  Brant  (Mr.  Somerville)  was  unfair  to  me  in 
what  he  said.  I  did  not  say  the  cattle  Were 
smuggled  across,  but  I  understood  they  were  driven 
across - 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  I  do  not  know  what  is  the 
matter  with  the  hon.  member  for  South  Grey  (Mr. 
Landerkin)  to-night.  I  wonder  is  it  because  that  he 
thinks  that  noone  shouldattemptto  sayanything  on 
behalf  of  the  farmers  or  cattle  trade  except  himself. 
The  hon.  member  for  North  Brant  (Mr.  Somerville) 
says  the  members  on  this  side  are  against  smug¬ 
gling,  and  I  presume  Ave  are  to  infer  the  gentlemen 
on  the  other  side  are  in  favour  of  smuggling.  I 
think  I  did  my  duty  in  this  matter  as  any  member 
of  this  House  should  do.  When  it  came  to  my 
knowledge  I  informed  the  Minister  of  Agriculture. 
It  was  only  recently  that  I  got  the  information,  and 
I  repeated  it  again  to-night  at  what  I  think  was  a 
proper  opportunity  Avhen  this  subject  was  under 
discussion.  I  was  discharging  my  duty  and  I  do 
not  think  I  should  be  subjected  to  the  unfair 
criticism  levelled  at  me  for  so  doing. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  It  appears  to  me  the  hon. 
member  for  East  Grey  (Mr.  Sproule)  has  not  im¬ 
proved  his  position.  He  says  that  the  cattle  Avere 
not  smuggled  but  driven  across,  and  surely  he  does 
not  suppose  that  any  one  in  this  country  would  for 
a  moment  suppose  that  the  Yankees  who  are 
smuggling  the  cattle  would  carry  them  across  ? 
Certainly  they  Avere  driven  across,  but  when  they 
were  driven  across  they  were  smuggled  across. 
Does  he  suppose  they  would  bring  them  across  in  a 
carpet  bag  or  a  Saratoga  trunk  ? 

Mr.  SPROULE.  I  think  some  of  the  hon.  mem¬ 
bers  opposite  could  be  carried  across  in  a  carpet 
bag. 

Mr.  BOV  ELL.  My  lion,  friend  from  North 
Brailt  (Mr.  Somerville)  need  liaA’e  no  fears  as  to  the 
action  the  Government  have  taken  in  looking  after 
the  smugglers  in  the  North- W est.  If  my  hon.  friend 
will  apply  to  the  hon.  member  for  Selkirk  (Mr.  Daly) 
lie  may  find  out  that  some  people  think  there  is  a 
little  too  much  vigilance  there,  and  that  it  gives  him 
a  great  deal  of  trouble  in  protecting  what  he  believes 
to  be  the  interest  of  the  settlers  when  they  cross 
into  Canada.  The  Government  have  been  alive  to 
the  necessity  of  watching  that  frontier  very  closely, 
and  to  such  an  extent  that  instead  of  appointing 
local  officers  to  Avatch  a  frontier  of  some  thousands 
of  miles,  the  Mounted  Police  liaA'e  been  stationed  from 
the  Rocky  Mountains  down  to  Emerson,  and  that 
section  of  the  frontier  is  patrolled  daily  by  the  Police. 
When  cattle  are  brought  across  they  can  usually 
track  them  through  the  prairie  grass,  and  the}7  are 
either  sent  back,  or,  if  smuggled,  seized  and  handed 
over  to  the  customs  officers.  Everything  has  been 
done  that  can  be  done  in  order  not  only  to  protect 
the  revenue  against  this  kind  of  depredation,  but 
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in  order  to  prevent  the  introduction  of  cattle  that 
might  be  supposed  to  be  afflicted  with  disease. 
Whether  they  are  brought  in  at  the  outports,  or 
to  the  south  of  Fort  Macleod  on  the  St.  Mary’s 
River,  and  also  at  Coutt’s,  a  station  on  the  Galt 
road,  where  it  connects  with  the  Montana  road, 
officers  are  there,  and  no  cattle  are  allowed  to 
come  into  the  country  either  for  settlers  or  for 
ranching  purposes  until  they  have  been  thoroughly 
inspected  either  by  a  veterinary  surgeon  or  by  the 
collectors  at  these  ports.  Every  precaution  has 
been  taken  by  the  utilizing  of  the  Mounted  Police 
and  the  customs  officers,  to  prevent  that  which  my 
hon.  friend  from  East  Grey  (Mr.  Sproule)  fears  has 
been  in  existence  for  s^me  years. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  Mr.  Chairman,  I  do  not 
think  that  the  Minister  of  Militia  is  quite  fair  to 
the  hon.  member  for  Selkirk  (Mr.  Daly)  because 
he  intimates  that  the  hon.  member  for  Selkirk 
if  appealed  to  would  be  ready  to  complain  of 
the  vigilance  of  the  customs  officers  along  the 
frontier.  Surely  one  who  is  so  devoted  to  the 
system  of  protection  as  the  hon.  member  for 
Selkirk  would  not  complain  of  the  vigilance  of 
the  customs  officers  ?  The  hon.  gentleman  has 
certainly  far  too  much  faith  in  the  principles  of 
protection,  and  the  vigilant  enforcement  of  the 
customs  laws  to  complain  of  anything  in  that  direc¬ 
tion.  I  could  not  help  noticing  the  extraordinary 
defence  which  the  hon.  member  for  East  Grey  (Mr. 
Sproule)  made  for  the  very  large  payment  to  Dr. 
McEachran  as  veterinary  surgeon.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  says  that  the  doctor’s  services  wer.e  required 
in  the  North-West,  and  he  told  us  of  tlje  very  great 
calamity  that  would  befall  the  inhabitants  of  this 
country  if  there  was  not  one  possessing  the  skill, 
the  vigilance  and  the  devotion  of  Dr.  McEachran 
to  visit  the  North-West  to  prevent  diseased 
cattle  being  imported  from  the  United  States 
into  Canada  ;  yet  the  Minister  of  Agriculture 
spoiled  the  defence  of  the  hon.  gentleman  by 
saying  that  no  cattle  were  being  brought  in. 
The  Minister  of  Agriculture  says  that  Dr.  McEach- 
ran’s  services  are  required  at  Montreal,  and  not  in 
the  North-West  Territories,  as  there  is  another 
party  stationed  at  Fort  Macleod,  who  receives  a 
salary  of  $1,400  for  the  inspection  of  the  cattle  that 
are  no  longer  brought  into  the  country.  Dr.  Me 
Eacliran  received  something  like  $2,400  from  the 
public  treasury  last  year,  of  which  I  suppose  one- 
third  must  be  for  travelling  expenses,  because  we 
are  informed  that  his  salary  was  about  $1,500  a 
year.  Now,  so  far  as  we  can  learn,  Dr.  McEach¬ 
ran  does  not  visit  the  North-West  country  except 
as  a  member  of  a  certain  ranch  company  and  one  of 
its  managers,  and  on  this  account  his  services  to 
the  company  are  required,  not  in  Montreal,  but  in 
the  North-West  Territories.  Now,  has  the  Minis¬ 
ter  of  Agriculture  proposed  to  the  doctor  the  choice 
between  his  services  to  the  public  and  his  services 
to  the  company  ?  Not  at  all.  The  Minister  inti¬ 
mates  that  he  will  not  compel  the  doctor  to  make 
that  choice  ;  and  yet  it  is  perfectly  clear  to  my 
mind  that  the  public  interest  requires  that  the 
doctor  should  either  give  his  time  to  the  discharge 
of  his  duties  at  the  point  where  he  is  called  upon  to 
perform  those  duties,  or  he  should  abandon  them 
altogether  and  devote  himself  to  the  company  with 
which  he  is  associated.  I  think  it  was  last  year  that 
we  had  complaint  made  in  this  House  with  reference 


to  the  conduct  of  Dr.  McEachran  in  connection  with 
this  ranch  company.  If  I  remember  rightly,  he  was 
charged  with  violently  tearing  down  the  houses  of 
some  of  the  settlers  in  that  district.  Is  not  this 
the  same  Dr.  McEachran  who  was  so  accused  ?  I 
think  it  was  pretty  well  established  that  he  attacked 
the  houses  of  parties  who  were  settled  within  the 
limits  of  the  ranch,  and  who  had  acquired  interests 
in  the  property  which  they  occupied,  and  did 
serious  injury  to  those  people  who  had  settled 
there  under  the  authority  of  the  GoVernment. 
This  conduct  on  his  part  goes  a  long  way  to  show 
that  his  devotion  to  the  company  is  much  greater 
than  his  devotion  to  the  public  service  ;  and  if  the 
hon.  member  for  East  Grey  had  referred  to  these 
attacks  by  the  doctor  upon  settlers  in  that  district 
and  had  shown  the  injury  which  he  had  done  to 
them  and  the  extent  to  which  he  was  impeding  the 
settlement  of  the  country  by  spreading  insecurity 
abroad  among  the  settlers,  he  would  have  done  a 
good  deal  more  towards  elucidating  the  interest  of 
Dr.  McEachran  in  the  North-West  than  he  did  by 
attempting  to  show  that  the  doctor  went  there  for 
the  purpose  of  preventing  diseased  American 
cattle  from  coming  into  the  country,  which  the 
Minister  of  Agricultiire  assures  us  are  not 
coming  in.  We  have  the  evidence  of  the 
Auditor  General’s  Report  that  another  party,  an  I 
not  Dr.  McEachran,  is  paid  for  the  discharge  of 
that  duty  in  the  Territories  ;  and  it  does  seem  to 
me  that  the  House  ought  to  insist  on  Dr.  McEach¬ 
ran  making  choice  between  the  public  duties 
that  devolve  upon  him  at  Montreal  and  the  pri¬ 
vate  duties  that  devolve  upon  him  as  a  member  of 
the  ranch  company  in  the  North-West  Territories. 
These  two  points  are  too  widely  separated  from 
each  other  to  admit  of  the  doctor  discharging  his 
duties  properly  in  both  places.  When  required  in 
Montreal  he  may  be  in  the  North-West  Territories, 
and  when  required  in  the  North-West  Territories 
he  may  be  in  Montreal.  It  is  pretty  clear  that  the 
public  interest  in  this  matter  is  likely  to  suffer 
from  his  retention  in  the  post  which  he  now 
occupies.  Certainly,  his  conduct  in  attacking  the 
settlers  in  that  particular  district  shows  that  he 
is  much  more  devoted  to  the  interest  of  the  ranch 
company  than  he  can  be  to  the  public  interest. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  The  hon.  member  for  Both¬ 
well  is  even  more  unfair  to  Dr.  McEachran 
than  he  is  towards  the  member  for  East  Grey. 
He  starts  first  by  misrepresenting  what  the  mem¬ 
ber  for  East  Grey  said,  and  afterwards  minimizes 
the  important  work  which  Dr.  McEachran  has 
done.  I  did  not  say  that  Dr.  McEachran  made 
any  trips  to  the  North-West,  for  the  simple  reason 
that  I  did  not  know  whether  or  not  he  was  in  the 
habit  of  going  to  that  ranch,  nor  did  I  know 
whether  or  not  he  had  any  interest  in  it.  But  I 
think  the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell  discloses  why 
he  and  his  friends  object  so  much  to  Dr.  McEach¬ 
ran.  There  seems  to  be  a  sore  spot  somewhere  on 
account  of  the  work  he  has  been  doing  in  the  North- 
West  Territories.  The  hon.  member  for  West 
Lambton  spoke  of  him  trying  to  keep  out  of  the 
country  a  certain  infectious  disease,  I  suppose 
pleuro-pneumonia.  If  that  were  the  only  disease 
to  which  animals  are  liable  his  duties  might  be  con¬ 
fined  to  that ;  but  it  is  well  known  that  animals 
are  liable  to  almost  as  many  diseases  as  human 
flesh  is,  and  therefore  the  doctor’s  duties  would  be 
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as  numerous  as  those  of  any  doctor  in  his  profes¬ 
sional  practice.  But  the  lion,  member  misrepre¬ 
sented  me  in  this.  I  said,  in  defence  of  the  appar¬ 
ently  large  salary  which  Dr.  McEachran  was  getting, 
that  it  might  be  that  others  were  employed  to  do  a 
portion  of  the  work  that  he  was  supposed  to  do. 
Diseases  may  break  out  at  the  same  time  in  different 
parts  of  the  country,  and  it  is  impossible  for  Dr. 
McEachran  to  attend  to  them  all ;  and,  therefore,  I 
presume  he  must  employ  others  to  do  his  work. 
Dr.  McEachran  is  expected  to  go  to  any  part  of  the 
country  where  diseases  break  out  among  animals. 
I  remember  his  going  to  Essex  to  investigate  a  dis¬ 
ease  which  broke  out  among  the  swine,  and  he  has 
been  employed  several  times  in  the  Maritime 
Provinces  in  a  similar  capacity.  I  also  remember 
when  he  was  obliged  to  go  to  the  North-West  to 
examine  into  diseases  supposed  to  exist  in  that 
country.  He  did  his  work  faithfully  and  well, 
and  his  ability  was  shown  by  the  result  of  his 
investigations  and  his  diagnoses  which  were  correct 
in  every  particular.  Therefore,  he  is  a  suitable 
man  for  the  work  he  is  doing,  and  if  we  do  pay 
him  a  large  salary  he  is  entitled  to  it. 

Mr.  WATSON.  Do  the  Government  inspectors 
pay  any  attention  to  diseased  animals  except  those 
crossing  the  boundary  line  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  They  do  not  make  inspections 
except  when  called  upon  to  do  so.  But  if  there  is 
any  disease  breaking  out,  they  are  at  once  called 
upon  to  make  a  report  to  the  department,  and  if 
the  disease  has  broken  out  to  any  great  extent  we 
send  Dr.  McEachran  to  visit  the  section  of  the 
country  himself  and  consult  with  the  officers 
there. 

Mr.  WATSON.  A  little  over  a  year  ago  the 
Manitoba  Government  passed  an  Act  taking  power 
to  appoint  local  inspectors  for  Manitoba.  Hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  have  admitted  that  animals  in 
the  North-West  Territories  are  subject  to  disease. 
We  have  found  that  such  is  the  case.  Occasionally 
there  is  a  car  load  of  horses  shipped  from  British 
Columbia  and  the  North-West  Territories  into 
Manitoba  which  have  carried  in  disease,  and  the 
Manitoba  Government  felt  it  necessary  to  pass  an 
Act  to  take  power  to  appoint  local  inspectors  who 
would  not  interfere  with  the  Dominion  inspectors. 
That  Act  was  disallowed  by  the  Dominion  Govern¬ 
ment.  Was  the  Minister  of  Agriculture  consulted 
in  the  matter  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  do  not  think  I  was  consulted, 
and  I  do  not  think  I  would  be  in  a  matter  of  that 
kind  which  is  a  question  of  law  and  policy  of  the 
Government. 

Mr.  WATSON.  It  appeared  to  the  people  of 
Manitoba  that  it  was  very  necessary  to  have  such 
local  inspectors  because,  not  only  from  the  west 
but  occasionally  from  tire  east — although  glanders 
are  not  prevalent  in  Ontario — that  disease  was  im¬ 
ported  into  the  country.  It  was  thought  necessary 
to  make  a  thorough  inspection  of  all  animals  im¬ 
ported  either  from  east  or  west  or  the  international 
boundary  line  ;  and  the  people  of  Manitoba  thought 
it  was  not  right  that  the  Government  should  inter¬ 
fere  with  the  Act  passed  by  them  for-  the  purpose 
of  protecting  the  health  of  the  animals.  Of  course 
lion,  gentlemen  know  that  the  disease  of  glanders 
springs  up  very  rapidly,  and  we  think  the  Local 
Government  should  be  allowed  to  appoint  local 
Mr.  Sproule. 


inspectors  who  would  have  power  to  inspect  all 
animals  coming  into  the  province  and  who  would 
not  interfere  with  the  Dominion  inspectors. 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  I  do  not  recollect  the  Act  the 
lion,  gentleman  refers  to,  and  I  can  hardly  believe, 
if  it  had  been  a  question  simply  of  a  contagious  dis¬ 
ease  Act  passed  by  the  Local  Government,  that  it 
would  have  been  disallowed,  because  in  the  North- 
West  Territories  they  have  suehan  Act  in  operation. 
Only  a  few  days  ago  I  had  a  letter  from  one  of  my 
constituents  stating  that  four  or  five  horses  had  been 
destroyed  under  the  Act  and  asking  compensation 
of  the  Dominion  Government. 

Mr.  WATSON.  It  was  disallowed. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  How  long  ago  ? 

Mr.  WATSON.  I  think  it  was  disallowed  some 
six  months  ago.  We  had  an  Act  there  some  years 
ago,  but  there  was  an  Act  passed  of  recent  date  and 
disallowed.  I  do  not  know  whether  the  Act  con¬ 
tained  anything  more  except  to  provide  for  the 
appointment  of  veterinary,  surgeons  or  inspectors, 
but  the  Act  was  disallowed,  and  I  think  that  the 
explanation  given  by  correspondence  from  the 
chief  veterinary  surgeon  of  that  province,  Mr. 
Charles  Liddell,  who  was  one  of  the  inspectors  and 
who  corresponded  with  the  Justice  Department, 
was  that  he  thought  it  necessary  such  an  Act  should 
be  in  existence  in  Manitoba. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  We  have  heard  the  Minis¬ 
ter  of  Agriculture  explain  the  duties  of  Dr. 
McEachran,  and  the  lion,  member  for  East  Grey 
has  declared  that  he  is  called  upon  to  travel  ail 
over  the  country  to  perform  these  duties.  By 
looking  at  the  Auditor  General’s  Report,  the  com¬ 
mittee  will  find  that  Dr.  McEachran  only  paid 
$59.10  railway  fares  during  the  past  year.  Now, 
it  must  be  admitted  that  if  he  travelled  very  much 
he  must  have  paid  a  great  deal  more  in  railway 
fares  than  that.  It  is  therefore  evident  he  travel¬ 
led  very  little  in  Canada  last  year,  and  is  not 
entitled  to  receive  all  the  credit  given  to  him  by 
the  hon.  Minister  to-night  and  by  the  lion,  member 
for  East  Grey,  because  the  Minister  has  admitted 
that  when  he  travels  on  Government  work  he 
charges  the  Government  for  his  fares. 

Mr.  FLINT.  The  matter  was  brought  up  las  t 
session  with  regard  to  the  gentleman  who  occupies 
that  office.  When  I  brought  up  that  question  last 
session  with  regard  to  the  conduct  of  Dr.  McEach¬ 
ran  in  the  matter  of  the  difficulties  between  the 
Waldron  Ranch  Company,  of  which  he  is  presi¬ 
dent,  and  a  large  number  of  settlers  whose  lands 
were  taken  away  by  that  company,  I  was  not  aware 
he  was  then  an  official  of  the  Government,  sup¬ 
posed  to  be  located  at  Montreal.  I  produced  last 
session  the  most  convincing  proofs  that  the  Wald¬ 
ron  Ranch  Company,  or  rather  Dr.  McEachran,  its 
president,  who  has  acted  almost  solely  as  the  com¬ 
pany,  had  in  their  treatment  of  a  number  of 
settlers  so  conducted  themselves  as  to  damage  the 
Government  of  this  country  in  the  minds  of  the 
settlers,  and  had  shown  a  disposition  which  I  con¬ 
sider  as  nothing  short  of  tyrannical  and  arbitrary 
in  the  highest  degree.  So  strong  was  the  case  on 
its  own  merits  that,  without  any  extra  difficulty  in 
presenting  it  to  the  Minister  of  the  Interior,  he  very 
courteously  promised  that  the  matters  which  were 
then  complained  of  'would  be  looked  into  ;  and,  if 
I  understood  him  correctly  early  in  the  session,  he 
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informed  my  lion,  friend  from  North  Wellington  (Mr. 
McMullen)  that  these  matters  were  in  course  ofad- 
j ustment  and  that  the  Go  vernment  would  consider  the 
claims  of  these  unfortunate  settlers.  I  hope  that  he 
will  be  able  to  settle  these  matters  so  as  to  undo  the 
unjust,  harsh,  cruel  and  arbitrary  treatment  of 
these  settlers  by  the  Waldron  Ranch  Company.  I 
would  be  glad  to  read  some  letters  which  I  have  re¬ 
ceived,  which  have  moved  my  indignation  to  a 
high  degree.  A  few  poor  settlers  locating  in  that 
distant  portion  of  the  country  are  placed  at  a  great 
disadvantage  in  fighting,  either  in  the  courts  or  by 
petition  to  the  Government,  the  powerful  Waldron 
Ranch  Company,  of  which  Dr.  McEachran  is  pres¬ 
ident.  The  tenor  of  the  letters  which  I  have  had 
has  given  me  a  very  disagreeable  opinion  of  the 
temper  and  style  of  this  Dr.  McEachran,  though  I 
do  not  know  him  personally.  I  will  read  one  letter 
and  a  portion  of  another,  which  will  show  that  he 
occupies  a  position  of  antagonism  to  some  30  or  40 
settlers  whom  the  Government  has  promised  to  in¬ 
demnify  for  the  injustice  they  have  received  at  his 
hands,  and  I  think  it  is  highly  unbecoming  that  this 
same  man  should  be  an  official  of  the  Dominion 
Government  receiving  a  large  salary.  The  first 
letter  I  have  is  from  Fort  Macleod,  dated  the  8th 
March,  1892,  and  signed  by  Mr.  Harry  H.  Dunbar. 
He  says  : 

“  I  wish  to  make  a  statement  to  you  of  my  grievances 
with  the  Government  and  the  Waldron  Ranch  Company, 
so  that,  through  your  kindness,  they  may  be  laid  before 
the  House,  and  probably  aid  to  open  the  eyes  of  a  now 
blinded  people  to  the  tyranny  and  corruption  of  our 
present  Government.” 

I  am  prepared  to  say  that  the  attack  of  this  gentle¬ 
man  on  the  Government  is  caused  by  the  harshness 
and  cruelty  of  the  Waldron  Ranch  Company,  or, 
in  other  words,  of  the  man  whose  case  we  are  now 
considering,  and,  if  it  is  in  the  mind  of  this  man 
and  others  that  the  Government  is  responsible  for 
their  treatment,  the  Government  has  only  to  thank 
its  own  official  who  has  instilled  this  feeling  into 
these  people  because  of  the  losses  and  the  distress 
they  have  been  compelled  by  him  to  undergo. — 

“  In  September,  1889,  I  made  application  to  the  land 
office  at  Lethbridge  to  homestead  south-east  quarter  of 
section  20,  township  9,  range  28,  also  to  purchase  south¬ 
west  quarter  of  section  21,  township  9,  range  28,  on  which 
was  a  suitable  place  to  build.  Receiving  no  reply,  I  con¬ 
cluded  from  what  information  my  brothers  had  received 
at  the  land  office  at  Lethbridge  that  there  would  be  no 
hindrance  to  actual  settlement.  I  put  up  a  house  on  stone 
foundation,  but  heard  nothing  from  the  land  agent  till 
McEachran,  in  company  with  Pearce,  land  commissioner, 
came  and  ordered  me  with  many  threats  to  cease  opera¬ 
tions.  I  then  in  the  following  July  started  to  cut  hay,  but 
was  forbidden  to  do  so  by  McEachran,  and  as  others  had 
been  served  with  injunctions  of  restraint  I  knew  that  I 
should  be  likewise  dealt  with.  I  was  thus  obliged  to  quit 
the  place.  Thoroughly  disgusted  with  this  usage,  I  left 
the  country  and  went  to  Washington,  United  States,  and 
my  house  was  afterwards  thrown  down  by  McEachran, 
returning  at  the  end  of  a  year  to  find  the  same  state  of 
affairs  still  existing.  Hoping  thatyouandyourpartymay 
be  able  to  awaken  the  people  to  a  true  knowledge  of  the 
settlers’  grievances  in  this  township, 

“  I  remain,  yours  obediently, 

“  HARRY  H.  DUNBAR.” 

I  am  not  putting  this  forward  as  an  absolutely  con¬ 
clusive  answer  to  all  that  might  be  said  from  a 
strictly  legal  standpoint  on  the  part  of  the  Waldron 
Ranch  Company,  but  these  are  the  conclusions  come 
to  by  an  honest,  hardworking,  laborious  and  in¬ 
dustrious  settler  as  to  the  way  in  which  he  was 
treated.  Hon.  gentlemen  who  were  here,  and  I 
suppose  there  are  few  of  them  here  now,  will  recol¬ 


lect  the  circumstances  under  which  this  man  and 
his  brothers  were  driven  off  the  land  they  had  taken 
in  1882.  They  will  recollect  that,  after  the  land 
office  had  granted  them  a  certificate  and  they  had 
entered  into  possession,  had  dug  ditches,  erected 
fences,  sown  seed,  and  were  seeking  to  obtain  the 
result  of  long  years  of  labour,  their  homestead  entry 
was  cancelled  at  the  land  office  at  Lethbridge  and 
they  found  themselves  involved  in  a  lawsuit  and  in 
an  enormous  bill  of  costs,  and  under  that  situation 
they  were  compelled  to  throw  themselves  entirely 
upon  the  mercy  of  the  Government.  The  Govern¬ 
ment  promised  to  consider  their  hard  situation  and 
to  give  them  lands  elsewhere  in  lieu  of  the  lands 
they  had,  which  had  been  granted  over  their  heads 
to  the  Waldron  Ranch  Company.  I  am  not  seeking  to 
enter  into  the  legal  or  equitable  bearings  of  the  dis¬ 
pute  between  these  people  and  the  Waldron  Ranch 
Company,  but  I  think  it  is  improper  that  a  man 
occupying  the  position  of  president  or  manager  of 
that  company  should  be  continued  in  the  position 
of  an  officer  of  the  Government  when  he  is  in 
direct  antagonism  to  a  large  number  of  settlers. 
Last  year  we  quoted  extracts  from  two  newspapers 
published  at  or  near  Fort  Macleod,  which  generally 
support  the  Government,  but  w  hich  objected  to 
the  Waldron  Ranch  Company  and  their  dealings 
with  the  settlers.  They  contended,  as  I  do  now, 
that  that  company’s  dealings  with  the  settlers  has 
disturbed  the  minds  of  those  settlers  as  to  their 
safety  in  settling  on  their  lands  after  they  had 
taken  all  the  steps  which  they  were  expected  to 
take,  and  when  some  of  them  were  ‘driven  from 
their  land,  had  their  houses  torn  down  and  were 
unable  to  obtain  any  redress.  I  have  another  let¬ 
ter  in  my  possession  from  one  of  these  complain¬ 
ants,  and,  as  it  is  more  formal  than  the  one  I  have 
read,  I  will  read  a  few  passages  of  it  for  the  in¬ 
formation  of  the  committee.  This  letter  is  signed 
by  Anthony  Dixon,  and  is  dated  Porcupine  Hill, 
4th  February,  1892  : 

“  Learning  you  are  taking  an  interest  in  this  Waldron 
business  and  glad  to  know  that  we  have  a  friend  who  will 
try  and  protect  the  grieved  settlers,  I  will  let  you  know 
my  grievances. 

“  I  have  been  in  this  country  ten  years  this  spring  and 
living  within  twenty  miles  of  Macleod  ever  since  I  came. 
I  left  my  father’s  house  on  the  25th  of  March,  1882,  and 
was  engaged  for  two  years  to  work  in  the  Indian  Depart¬ 
ment  in  the  North-West;  it  was  the  Superintendent,  of 
Indian  Affairs  whom  I  engaged  with.  There  were  twenty 
of  us  came  out  at  the  same  time  all  engaged  for  the  same 
purpose.  My  father  settled  in  the  County  of  York,  in 
the  township  of  Etobicoke,  over  forty  years  ago.  He  was 
a  farmer,  he  had  seven  sons,  they  all  have  the  same  oc¬ 
cupation  at  present  in  that  locality  except  myself.  My 
father  died  in  1882,  four  months  after  I  left  home.  My 
mother  still  lives  on  the  old  homestead  within  six  miles 
of  Toronto.  (My  father  came  from  England  aged  seventy- 
two  years).  My  ranch  was  taken  up  in  1889  and  has  been 
continuously  occupied  ever  since.  I  purchased  it  from  the 
Rev.  McKay  in  the  spring  of  1885  for  the  sum  of  $500  and 
occupied  it  ever  since  undisturbed  until  July  last.  I  have 
about  100  head  of  stock  to  provide  for,  principally  cattle. 
I  will  write  you  a  copy  of  what  I  sent  to  Jas.  McMullen, 
M.P.,  and  I  also  sent  one  to  the  Minister  of  the  Interior 
as  follows  : — 

“I  am  and  have  been  a  settler  on  the  Waldron  lease 
for  the  past  six  years,  and  have  held  in  undisturbed 
possession  thereon  320  acres  of  land  until  July  last,  when 
I  was  served,  at  the  instance  of  Dr.  McEachran,  the  man¬ 
ager  of  the  Waldron  lease,  with  a  writ  of  injunction  re¬ 
straining  me  from  any  enjoyments  of  said  land.  This  in¬ 
junction  has  been  the  means  of  putting  me  to  serious  loss 
and  inconvenience  in  the  following  manner :  (1.)  That  I 
have  been  prevented  from  improving  my  land  by  fencing, 
I  having,  at  the  time,  my  fields  in  crop  and  only  half 
fenced  when  the  injunction  was  served,  thereby  causing 
considerable  loss  to  my  crop  owing  to  the  cattle  getting  in 
and  partially  destroying  it.  (2.)  That  I  could  not  cut  hay 
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on  what  I  considered,  and  do  now  consider  my  own  land, 
thereby  causing  me  extra  trouble  and  expense  in  procur¬ 
ing  the  same  for  my  cattle  during  the  winter.  If  it  had 
not  been  for  my  cousin  having  a  ranch  about  two  and  a 
third  miles  from  me,  and  being  able  to  buy  hay  from 
him,  I  should  either  have  had  to  sell  my  stoek  or  else  get 
hay  about  twenty  miles  from  my  ranch  which  would  have 
been  utterly  impossible  for  me  to  do,  owing  to  want  of 
means.  (3.)  I  have  lost  very  seriously  so  far  this  winter,  and 
the  cattle,  especially  calves,  have  suffered  greatly  for  the 
want  of  more  buildings  which  I  intended  building  last 
fall,  for  the  calves  have  to  be  taken  up  and  fed  and  prop¬ 
erly  housed  during  the  cold  weather.  (4.)  That  I  have, 
on  previous  occasions,  gone  to  Macleod  (60  miles  each 
time)  in  connection  with  this  injunction,  and  that  Dr. 
McEachran  failed  to  appear,  causing  me  a  loss  of  money 
and  time,  and  leaving  me  in  a  bad  position,  as  I  am  com¬ 
pletely  tied  down  and  cannot  do  anything.  Dr.  McEach¬ 
ran  and  Mr.  Pearce,  the  Government  surveyor,  called  at 
my  ranch  a  year  ago  lastsummerand  looked  at  my  stakes. 
I  asked  Mr.  Pearce  at  the  time,  in  the  presence  of  Dr. 
McEachran,  how  many  acres  of  land  I  could  hold,  and  he 
told  me  320  acres.  Mr.  Pearce  then  asked  Dr.  McEachran 
if  he  had  anything  to  say,  and  he  distinctly  answered  no. 
And  everything  was  very  satisfactory  to  all  parties  at 
that  time.  In  my  opinion,  the  main  cause  of  that  writ  of 
injunction  being  served  on  me,  was  simply  owing  to  the 
fact  of  my  having  refused  to  comply  with  his  wishes  re¬ 
garding  a  piece  of  fencing  which  I  was  going  to  put  up  on 
my  own  land  as  a  protection  to  my  own  crop  and  hay.  I 
consider  what  loss  and  damage  I  have  sustained  through 
this  injunction  being  served  on  me  up  to  the  present  time 
to  be  about  $l,2o0.  Trusting  you  will  give  this  your 
attention  and  kind  consideration.” 


Now,  I  am  not  going  to  enlarge  upon  this  matter, 
but  I  had  no  other  opportunity  to  bring  it  forward 
unless  I  did  so  on  some  formal  resolution.  I  have 
done  so  in  the  interests  of  these  settlers,  and  I 
shall  rely  upon  the  promise  made  by  the  Minister 
of  the  Interior  that  their  grievances,  and  their  losses 
and  injuries  will  be  looked  into  and  considered, 
and  that  the  Government  will  give  them  that  in¬ 
demnity  which  their  case  demands  for  the  unfor¬ 
tunate  position  they  have  been  placed  in,  owing  to 
the  negotiations  between  the  Government  and  the 
Waldron  Ranch  Company,  of  which  Dr.  McEachran 
is  president.  I  think  the  whole  story  shows  that 
that  gentleman  cannot  be  very  actively  employed 
in  the  duties  of  his  office  in  Montreal  or  Quebec, 
and  that  he  has  abundant  time,  it  appears,  to 
manage  the  affairs  of  a  large  and  wealthy  corpor¬ 
ation,  as  well  as  attending  to  too  much  litigation 
in  connection  with  the  difficulties  between  the 
ranch  and  the  settlers.  I  trust  this  discussion 
will  induce  the  Government,  or  the  proper  depart¬ 
ment,  to  take  a  deeper  interest  in  this  matter  than 
they  appear  to  have  done  in  the  past,  and  that  out 
of  it  all  some  measure  of  justice  may  be  vouchsafed 
to  those  poor  settlers. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  I  want  to  say  a  word  in  refer¬ 
ence  to  what  the  lion,  gentleman  said  about  Dr. 
McEachran’s  travelling.  He  said  he  could  not  have 
travelled  much  if  he  only  drew  $59  for  travelling 
expenses.  If  he  will  look  on  page  B-231  he  will  see 
charges  :  Pullmans,  $10  ;  cabs,  $35.  Go  over  to  the 
next  page  and  he  will  find  there  :  fares,  $110.05  ; 
pullmans,  $29.25  ;  cabs,  $48.50,  so  that  the  lion, 
member  was  not  exactly  correct. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  The  item  that  I  mentioned 
was  for  travel  in  the  United  States  when  he  went 
there  on  special  business  in  November,  21  days  at 
$20  a  day. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  Less  his  salary. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  Then  in  addition  are  the 
items  the  lion,  gentleman  has  mentioned,  and  also 
the  items  of  board,  $196.10,  and  telegrams,  40 
cents.  When  1  referred  to  his  travelling,  I  was 
Mr.  Fun  t. 


discussing  a  matter  that  had  been  discussed  by  the 
Minister  of  Agriculture  and  the  member  for  East 
Grey  as  to  the  duties  which  Dr.  McEachran  per- 
foi  med  in  Canada,  not  with  reference  to  the  duties 
which  he  performed  in  making  this  visit  to  the 
United  States,  which  was  a  special  visit  and  for 
which  he  was  paid  specially,  $332.50  more  than  his. 
salary  of  $1,500  which  he  received,  and  he  was 
paid  1  >esides  all  his  travelling  expenses,  pullmancars, 
cab-hire,  board,  &c.,  amounting  to  $196. 10.  The 
hon.  member  for  Grey  will  see  that  I  was  perfectly 
consistent  in  saying  that  Dr.  McEachran  only 
travelled  to  the  extent  of  $59.  IQ  for  fares  in  Canada. 
The  hon.  gentleman  can  verify  my  statement  by 
referring  to  page  231 -B  of  the  Auditor  General’s 
Report. 

Mr.  DALY.  I  wish  to  reply  to  a  remark  of  the 
hon.  member  for  Marquette  (Mr.  Watson),  and  to 
give  some  information  to  that  hon.  gentleman  and 
to  the  House.  I  will  simply  confine  myself  to  the 
question  of  the  disallowance  by  the  Dominion 
Government  of  an  Act  of  the  Local  Legislature  in 
reference  to  the  diseases  of  animals.  In  1890  the 
Manitoba  Legislature  passed  an  Act  respecting  the 
diseases  of  animals,  and  the  reasons  of  the  Domin¬ 
ion  Government,  I  presume,  for  disallowing  that 
Act,  were  that  it  contravened  the  British  North 
America  Act,  as  the  subject  of  quarantine  is  ex¬ 
clusively  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Dominion 
Government  under  sub-section  11  of  section  91  of 
that  Act.  My  recollection  is  that  the  disallow¬ 
ance  of  that  Act  was  solely  on  account  of  its  con¬ 
travention  of  that  provision,  quarantine  being 
clearly  withoutthe  jurisdiction  of  the  Dominion  Gov¬ 
ernment.  In  reference  to  the  inspection  of  animals 
I  may  say  the  Government  of  Manitoba  have  a 
thorough  system,  and  a  thorough  organization  for 
the  inspection  of  animals.  In  every  district,  or 
every  county,  there  is  an  official  for  that  purpose, 
and  they  have  taken  every  possible  means  to 
stamp  out  any  disease  that  may  occur.  I  am  sure 
that  so  far  as  the  Dominion  Government  is  con¬ 
cerned,  in  their  disallowance  of  this  Act,  they  had 
no  desire  to  interfere  with  any  matter  that  was 
clearly  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Legislature 
of  Manitoba.  But  when  that  Legislature  sought 
to  legislate  in  regard  to  quarantine  and  interfere 
with  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Dominion  Parliament, 
the  Act  necessarily  had  to  be  disallowed. 

Mr.  YY  ATSON.  The  hon.  member  stated  that 
we  had  a  system  of  inspection  in  Manitoba,  but 
that  it  was  done  by  veterinary  surgeons  who  could 
only  .be  obtained  occasionally ;  when  they  are 
required.  The  Local  Government  undertook  to 
appoint  provincial  inspectors,  to  attend  to  the  in¬ 
spection  of  all  animals  coming  into  the  province. 
They  had  to  visit  every  point  on  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  where  cattle  crossed  the  boundary 
line  going  into  the  North-West  Territories,  and 
certain  points  east  of  Winnipeg.  The  member  for 
Selkirk  must  agree  that,  whether  this  enactment 
was  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Province  of  Mani¬ 
toba  or  not,  and  whether  it  was  necessary  for  the 
Dominion  Government  to  disallow  it  because  it  was 
ultra  rire-s,  it  was  a  wise  protection  on  the  paid  of 
the  Manitoba  Government  to  pass  such  a  measure 
and  to  enforce  such  inspection,  and  it  would  have 
been  well  if  the  Act  could  have  been  kept  in  force 

Mr.  DAL\  .  The  Act  has  been  re-enacted  with 
the  objectionable  clause  left  out.  The  provision 
for  district  veterinary  surgeons  is  still  in  force. 


2049 


[MAY  3,  1892.] 


2050 


Unorganized  Quarantine  service . $2,000 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  The  expenditure  under 
this  vote  last  year  was  $32.40.  How  does  it  occur 
that  $2,000  is  asked  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  It  is  to  have  funds  with  which 
to  adopt  protective  measures  in  case  of  any  disease 
breaking  out. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  How  many  inmates  are 
there  in  the  lazaretto  at  Tracadie  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  Twenty-two. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  Are  there  less  than  last 
year  ? 

Mr  CARLING.  During  the  year  there  have 
been  three  or  four  admissions,  and  three  or  four 
deaths  have  occurred,  and  the  number  remains 
about  the  same. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  Is  this  the  only  grant 
given  to  the  institution  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  Yes,  $4,500. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  Is  any  aid  given  by  the 
Local  Government? 

Mr.  CARLING.  No. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  Who  has  charge  of  the  in¬ 
stitution  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  The  Sisters  of  St.  Joseph ; 
there  is  also  a  physician  and  a  chaplain  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  it. 

Lachine  Canal . $175,000 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  What  is  be¬ 
ing  done  in  regard  to  the  Lachine  Canal,  and  for 
what  purpose  is  this  vote  intended  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  This  amount  is  for  locks  and 
bridges  and  works  to  secure  the  depth  required  for 
vessels  drawing  14  feet  of  water,  whereas  at  pre¬ 
sent  the  canal  is  only  adapted  for  12  feet  naviga¬ 
tion.  In  order  to  complete  the  enlargement  to 
14  feet,  the  deepening  of  the  canal  will  be  required 
for  six  and  one-half  miles.  This  will  involve  the 
purchase  of  land  on  which  the  excavated  material 
can  be  deposited,  and  in  order  to  avoid  claims  for 
damages  owing  to  the  low-lying  land  in  the  neigh¬ 
bourhood  of  the  canal  being  inundated,  for  which 
in  the  past  the  Government  has  paid  heavy  com¬ 
pensation,  it  is  desirable  there  should  be  an  open 
drain  constructed  at  the  foot  of  the  canal  slope  to 
carry  off  the  water.  It  will  carry  the  water  to 
River  St.  Pierre,  which  will  communicate  with  the 
St.  Lawrence.  The  River  St.  Pierre  will  require  to 
be  deepened  to  the  St.  Lawrence.  The  land  for  the 
drain  has  to  be  purchased.  For  the  purpose  of  con¬ 
structing  the  canal  entrance,  the  town  of  Lachine  has 
been  cut  off,  and  the  adjacent  lands  have  been  sub¬ 
jected  to  flooding  from  the  river.  To  carry  off  the 
water  and  afford  a  regular  discharge,  a  covered 
sewer  6,000  feet  long  is  to  be  built  from  Lachine  to 
the  proposed  canal,  the  land  being  furnished  at  the 
cost  of  the  town.  Wellington  street  at  Montreal 
is  crossed  by  two  bridges,  one  a  highway  bridge, 
and  the  other  a  railway  bridge.  The  opening  for 
the  passage  of  vessels  is  only  46  feet  wide,  while  the 
navigable  depth  is  15  feet.  It  is  proposed  to  re¬ 
place  those  bridges  and  build  a  highway  bridge 
with  four  carriage  tracks  and  two  sidewalks,  and 
increase  the  width  to  60  feet  for  the  passage  of 
vessels,  and  make  it  navigable  to  a  depth  of  18 
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feet.  The  sum  of  $175,000  is  necessary  for  the 
purpose  of  carrying  out  these  works. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Did  I  under¬ 
stand  the  Minister  to  say  that  there  would  be  18 
feet  depth  of  water  in  the  basin  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  From  Wellington  basin  to 
Montreal  harbour. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  What  amount 
of  land  do  you  propose  to  acquire  for  dumping 
purposes  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  It  is  for  land  on  which  to  pile 
material  taken  out  of  the  canal  to  a  depth  of  14  feet, 
and  for  the  ditching. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  How  much 
land  will  be  required  for  the  purpose,  and  what 
price  are  the  Government  going  to  pay  for  it. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  About  30  acres  will  be  taken 
for  the  ditching. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  And  for  the 
mere  purpose  of  dumping. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  It  will  include  the  dumping. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  What  will  be 
the  price  paid  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  The  cost  of  the  land  will  be 
over  $36,000. 

Lake  St.  Louis . $35,000 

Mr.  H  AGG ART.  This  is  for  deepening  the  channel 
between  the  shoals  above  and  below  the  lighthouse, 
to  give  14  feet  depth  of  water. 

Soulanges  Canal . $400,000 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  For  what  is 
this  sum  to  be  expended  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  It  is  for  the  purpose  of  con¬ 
structing  the  canal  that  will  take  the  place  of  the 
old  Beauharnois  Canal.  The  estimated  expendi¬ 
ture  is  $4,750,000.  The  expenditure  already  made 
is  $11,304.  The  estimated  expenditure  up  to  the 
30th  June  will  be  about  $88,000. 

Mr.  GIBSON.  Have  any  of  the  contracts  been 
awarded  on  this  canal  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  Yes,  two  of  them.  One  to 
O’Brien  &  Co.  of  Montreal,  and  the  other  section 
to  Mr.  Goodwin,  of  Ottawa.  They  were  the  lowest 
tenderers  in  both  cases. 

Mr.  DEVLIN.  How  many  tenders  were  re¬ 
ceived,  might  I  ask  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  Eighteen  tenders  were  re¬ 
ceived  for  both  of  them. 

Mr.  GIBSON.  Would  you  be  kind  enough  to 
tell  us  the  number  of  that  section  that  went  to 
Goodwin,  and  the  number  that  went  to  O’Brieu  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  Goodwin’s  is  the  lowest  sec¬ 
tion,  I  think,  No.  11,  and  O’Brien’s  section  is  the 
one  next  to  that  in  which  the  guard  lock  is  pro¬ 
posed  to  be. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  What  is  the  length  of  this 
canal ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  About  thirteen  miles,  I  think. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  What  is  the  length  of 
the  Beauharnois  Canal  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  About  the  same  length,  I 
think. 
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Mr.  MILLS  (Botliwell).  It  does  seem  to  me 
very  extraordinary  that  we  should  begin  to  build  a 
canal  on  the  north  side  of  the  river  when  there  is 
one  already  on  the  other  side,  and  that  we  should  in¬ 
cur  an  expenditure  of  upwards  of  $4,000,000,  which 
will  simply  be  to  do  what  is  already  done  by  the 
existinsr  canal.  One  would  think  that  were  the 
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subject  fully  considered  before  the  canal  was 
located  in  the  first  instance,  and  a  very  large  sum 
expended  on  that  canal,  that  looking  at  the  amount 
of  shipping  on  the  St.  Lawrence  that  passes  there, 
there  will  be  nothing  in  the  advantage,  whatever  it 
may  be  on  the  north  side  of  the  river,  in  the  new 
canal,  to  compensate  for  this  very  large  expendi¬ 
ture  of  money.  Certainly  if  we  were  out  of  debt 
and  quite  free  from  taxation,  and  in  a  very  pros¬ 
perous  condition,  the  expenditure  of  so  large  a 
sum  of  money  for  such  an  undertaking  might  be 
justified,  but  when  we  look  at  the  amount  of  com¬ 
merce  upon  the  St.  Lawrence  and  the  little  dif¬ 
ference  there  can  be  between  these  two  canals 
for  commercial  purposes,  it  does  seems  to  me  a 
great  waste  of  public  money,  and  I  do  not  think 
the  public  opinion  of  this  Dominion  at  the  present 
time,  considering  our  very  high  rate  of  taxation, 
will  justify  this  expenditure.  It  is  to  be  regret¬ 
ted  that  this  expenditure  should  be  commenced 
now.  I  need  not  repeat  what  has  been  said 
a  dozen  times  this  session  with  reference  to  our 
losing  our  population,  but  the  fact  stares  us  in  the 
face  that  we  are  losing  not  only  all  the  immigra¬ 
tion  that  is  coming  here,  but  more  than  half  our 
natural  increase  of  population  besides.  I  do  not 
see  how  the  Government  can  expect  to  retain  the 
population  of  this  country  when  such  heavy  bur¬ 
dens  are  imposed  upon  the  people  for  enterprises 
which  are  really  so  profitless  in  themselves.  If  we 
were  without  a  means  of  water  communication 
altogether,  and  the  question  was  at  the  present 
time,  whether  there  should  be  a  canal  or  no  canal 
at  all,  then  the  expenditure  might  be  warranted, 
but  when  you  have  an  existing  channel  of  commu¬ 
nication  adequate  for  our  present  purposes,  it  does 
seem  to  me  a  great  waste  of  public  money  and  a 
very  unwise  course  to  pursue  at  this  moment. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  think  it  would  be  well 
that  we  should  consider  this  whole  matter.  It  is 
to  lie  regretted  that  this  work  should  have  been 
commenced  at  all  until  its  necessity  was  fully  and 
clearly  decided  upon.  It  is  well  known  two-thirds 
of  the  grain  shipped  from  the  w  est  is  unloaded  at 
Kingston,  and  put  into  barges,  and  run  down 
through  the  canals  to  Montreal  to  be  there  trans¬ 
ferred  to  ocean-going  vessels.  If  we  should  be  able 
to  ship  grain  at  Port  Arthur  and  send  it  direct  to 
Liverpool,  it  would  be  necessary  that  we  should 
have  an  improved  service  so  as  to  accommodate 
ocean-going  vessels,  but  I  do  not  think  it  is  the  in¬ 
tention  to  adopt  that  system-  of  transport  in  the 
near  future.  When  we  consider  that  railways  are 
now  constructed  in  allparts  and  operated  so  cheaply, 
and  that  the  canal  service  is  growing  less  in  every 
country  of  the  world,  even  in  the  United  States 
where  it  is  only  kept  open  for  the  sake  of  competi¬ 
tion  to  railways,  we  must  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  this  is  a  very  unwise  expenditure  now.  If  we 
could  deepen  the  old  canal  I  think  it  would  be 
much  better.  There  may  be  engineering  difficul¬ 
ties  in  the  way  of  this,  but  this  beginning  of  the 
new  canal  with  an  anticipated  expenditure  of  an 
Mr.  Haggart. 


enormous  amount  of  money,  looks  to  me  as  an  un¬ 
necessary  and  imprudent  undertaking  in  our 
present  financial  condition. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  The  policy  of  deepening  the 
canals  was  decided  upon  a  number  of  years  ago, 
and  in  furtherance  of  that  policy  there  has  been 
an  expenditure  in  the  neighbourhood  of  $27,000,000. 
In  order  to  complete  the  St.  Lawrence  canal  sys¬ 
tem,  so  as  to  give  a  depth  of  14  feet,  length 
of  lock  275  feet,  and  45  feet  wide,  to  accommodate 
vessels  of  1,700  or  1,800  tons,  it  will  require  $10,- 
000,000.  The  reason  for  selecting  the  north  shore 
was,  that  the  deepening  of  the  canal  on  the  south 
shore  to  14  feet  would  require  a  greater  expend¬ 
iture  than  it  would  to  build  a  new  canal  on  the 
north  shore.  The  estimated  cost  of  increased  ex¬ 
penditure  for  deepening  the  old  canal  and  making 
it  as  efficient  as  the  new  canal  would  be  a  million 
dollars  more  than  the  construction  of  the  new 
canal. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Who  supplied 
these  estimates  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  Mr.  Munro,  the  engineer,  and 
his  staff.  I  have  a  comparison  here  of  the  cost  of 
enlarging  the  old  canal  on  the  south  shore,  and  the 
construction  of  the  new  canal  on  the  north  shore 
and  I  will  read  it  if  the  hon.  gentleman  wishes.  On 
the  north  shore  the  estimated  cost  of  a  seven-lock 
line  from  Yalleyfield  is  $5,700,000.  Another  plan 
on  the  south  side  is  for  a  seven-lock  line  with  its 
terminus  at  Knight’s  Point,  at  a  total  cost  of 
$5,450,000. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  Does  that  follow  the 
bed  of  the  old  canal  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  One  follows  the  bed  of  the 
old  canal  with  its  entrance  at  Yalleyfield,  and  the 
other  has  its  entrance  at  Knight’s  Point,  a  couple 
of  miles  above  Yalleyfield.  The  estimated  cost  of 
the  north  shore  canal,  including  the  cost  of  right 
of  way,  is  $4,750,000. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  Has  the  right  of  way  been 
purchased  for  the  entire  line  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  There  is  only  a  portion  pur¬ 
chased  yet,  as  the  expenditure  on  the  canal,  last 
year,  was  only  $11,000  or  $12,000. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  Has  the  hon.  gentleman  any 
idea  of  what  the  right  of  way  is  going  to  cost  per 
acre  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  I  cannot  say  exactly,  but  the 
estimate  is  in  the  neighbourhood  of  $50  an  acre. 

Mr.  GIBSON.  While  I  am  opposed  to  this  ex¬ 
penditure  generally  speaking,  I  think  it  is  better 
to  build  a  new  canal  than  to  enlarge  the  old  one. 
There  are  a  good  many  difficulties  in  the  way  of 
deepening  the  old  canal.  Its  construction  was  a 
political  mistake  in  the  first  place,  and  there  is  no 
reason  why  the  Government  should  continue  that 
mistake.  Moreover,  we  find  from  the  estimates 
of  the  engineers  that  this  new  canal  will  be  built 
for  some  $750,000  less,  to  say  nothing  of  the  im¬ 
practicability  of  increasing  the  depth  of  the  old 
canal. 

Mr.  SCRIYER.  It  is  very  easy  for  the  hon. 
gentleman  and  the  hon.  Minister  of  Railways  to  say 
l  that  the  construction  of  a  canal  on  the  south  shore 
in  the  first  place  was  a  political  mistake.  My 
memory  goes  back  to  the  time  when  that  selection 
was  made,  and  I  state  unhesitatingly  and  without 
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fear  of  contradiction  that  the  selection  was  made 
as  the  result  of  a  careful  engineering  examination 
of  both  sides  of  the  river.  I  am  sorry  that  the  hon. 
member  for  Beauharnois  (Mr.  Bergeron)  is  not  in 
his  place  to-night  to  discuss  this  matter  a  little 
further.  His  constituents  are  much  more  interested 
than  mine  ;  but  I  must  say  that  many  of  the  state¬ 
ments  he  made  on  a  previous  occasion,  which 
were  the  result  of  careful  study  and  investigation 
of  the  question,  were  not  satisfactorily  answered  by 
the  hon.  Minister  of  Railways.  It  has  not  been 
shown  that  the  existing  canal  on  the  south  shore  is 
not  amply  adequate  to  supply  all  the  demands 
made  by  the  trade  of  the  country,  and  we  have  no 
reason  to  suppose  that  it  will  not  be  adequate 
to  meet  those  demands  for  some  time  to  come. 
There  is  a  general  disposition  to  assume  that  the 
people  on  the  south  shore  of  the  river  are  satisfied 
with  the  policy  of  the  Government  with  regard  to 
this  matter.  They  are  not  satisfied  that  the  en¬ 
gineer  who  was  charged  with  the  examination  of  the 
alleged  difficulties  in  the  way  of  deepening  the  canal 
on  the  south  shore  made  that  careful  and  thorough 
examination  which  the  circumstances  required, 
and  the  action  of  the  Government  with  regard  to 
this  matter  will  cause  intense  dissatisfaction  to  all 
the  people  on  the  south  shore  of  the  St.  Lawrence 
in  that  part  of  the  Province  of  Quebec. 

Cornwall  Canal . $500,000 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  What  is  this 
vote  for  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  With  the  exception  of  the 
superstructure  of  three  road  bridges  and  other 
small  works,  all  is  required  to  finish  the  deepening 
of  the  canal  to  14  feet.  This  amount  is  required 
to  paj7  for  the  works  under  contract  to  be  executed 
during  the  years  1892  and  1893. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  How  much 
has  been  expended  up  to  date  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  The  estimated  cost  of  the 
whole  is  $4,000,000.  The  total  expenditure  to  date 
is  $1,952,858  ;  and  the  amount  required  to  complete 
is  $2,047,142. 

Mr.  GIBSON.  Can  the  Minister  say  how  much 
of  this  is  going  towards  blasting  the  channel  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  The  advisability  of  abandon¬ 
ing  the  blasting,  which  is  being  done  by  Gilbert  & 
Sons,  and  substituting  a  dam  at  Sheiks’s  Island  in 
place  thereof,  is  under  the  consideration  of  the  de¬ 
partment.  We  are  taking  a  vote  of  $100,000  for 
that  purpose  in  case  the  engineering  staff  should 
think  it  preferable. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  would  like 
to  know  about  what  will  the  deepening  of  the  St. 
Lawrence  Canals  cost  altogether  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  The  deepening  of  the  river 
will  cost  $700,000.  The  Galops  Canal  and  the 
Rapide  Plat  will  cost  $1,700,000,  $1,600,000,  $30,- 
000  and  $600,000.  That  includes  the  Galops  Canal 
and  the  rapids  outside,  the  Rapide  Plat  Canal,  and 
the  river  above  Farran’s  Point  Canal,  and  the  Far- 
ran’s  Point  Canal.  The  estimated  cost  of  the  Corn¬ 
wall  Canal  is  $4,000,000,  the  St.  Lawrence  Canal 
$4,750,000,  and  theLachine  Canal  $7,800,000  ;  alto¬ 
gether  close  on  $20,000,000.  There  has  been  expend¬ 
ed  on  the  Galops  Canal  and  Rapide  Plat,  Farran’s 
Point,  $1,850,000  ;•  on  the  Cornwall  Canal  $2,197,- 
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900  ;  on  the  Soulanges  Canal  about  $100,000  ;  on 
the  Lachine  Canal  $6,549,200.  I  will  give  you  the 
total  estimated  cost  from  Lake  Superior  down  to 
Montreal.  The  total  estimated  cost  of  all  these 
improvements,  including  the  Sault  Canal,  will  be 
$43,000,000,  the  amount  expended  on  which  is  $27,- 
465,000,  leaving  the  completing  of  the  St.  Lawrence 
and  the  Sault  Canal  in  the  neighbourhood  of  $15,- 
000,000. 

Rapide  Plat .  $250,000 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  Where  is  that  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  Just  below  the  Galops  Canal 
at  Morrisburg. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  In  that  a  very 
large  proportion  is  revote.  What  works  are  to  be 
carried  out  there  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  $250,000  is  required  to  pay 
for  the  works  to  be  executed  during  the  year  1892-93. 
The  appropriation  of  1891-92  was  $400,000,  the 
amount  expended  is  $200,000  and  the  amount  re¬ 
quired  to  finish  is  $250,000.  There  are  two  docks. 
The  one  at  the  upper  end  is  completed. 

St.  Lawrence  River  Canal .  $200,000 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  How  is  this 
to  be  expended  and  where  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  This  work  consists  in  the  for¬ 
mation  of  a  channel  33  feet  long  and  200 
feet  wide,  of  a  sufficient  depth  to  allow 
vessels  drawing  14  feet  of  water  to  pass  safely. 
The  contractors  are  Gilbert  &  Sons.  The  sum  of 
$100,000  will  be  required  for  work  done  in  the  new 
channel,  including  settlement  with  the  contractors. 
It  is  right  opposite  the  Galops  Canal  and  is  the 
alternate  plan  proposed  by  Mr.  Page,  a  cut  in  the 
river  itself. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Is  that  the 
particular  section  in  which  there  was  some  state¬ 
ment  to  the  effect  that  the  rocks  had  been  dumped 
back  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  Yes.  The  information  I  have 
from  the  engineer  is  that  some  parts  of  the  channel 
were  not  to  the  depth  they  were  formerly  reported 
to  be.  It  was  alleged  by  the  contractor  that  some 
of  the  material  he  was  ordered  to  spoil  in  a  parti¬ 
cular  place  was  washed  in  again,  and  I  ordered  a 
new  servey  to  be  made  to  find  out  the  facts  of  the 
case.  The  contractors  were  Gilbert  &  Sons  of 
Montreal. 

Murray  Canal .  $60,000 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  What  is  this 
for  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  To  settle  with  the  contractor 
who  built  the  Stone  basin,  and  to  build  a  bridge- 
tender’s  house  and  wharves  and  mooring  posts,  and 
also  for  stone  masonry  and  rip-rapping,  and  $7,000 
for  contingencies. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  What  report 
has  the  hon.  gentleman  as  to  the  position  of  that  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  The  report  is  that  it  has 
worked  very  well.  There  are  1 1  feet  of  water  there 
now,  and  the  average  depth  is  11  feet  unless  at  ex¬ 
treme  low  water,  when  it  is  10J  feet. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Any  trouble 
with  slides  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  No. 
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Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  What  were 
the  receipts  for  tolls  on  that  canal  last  year  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  I  think  the  lion,  gentleman 
will  find  that  in  the  Auditor  General’s  Report. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Is  there  any 
alteration  in  the  tariff  for  the  appointment  of  bridge- 
keepers  and  others  on  that  canal  or  does  that  remain 
unaltered  ?  What  is  the  expense  of  keeping  this 
canal  up. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  .$0,500  for  staff  and  $6,000  for 
repairs. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  find  the 
tolls  received  amounted  to  $796.52.  Does  the  lion, 
gentleman  expect  any  considerable  increase  in  the 
tolls  ?  Because  to  expend  $12,500  on  maintenance 
and  receive  $796  as  a  revenue  is  not  a  very  profit¬ 
able  investment. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  I  do  not  think  the  Govern¬ 
ment  want  to  be  recouped  in  a  direct  manner  from 
the  canals.  The  advantages  are  all  indirect. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  But  that  seems 
an  excessively  small  return. 

Trent  Canal . $74,000 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  think  we 
ought  to  know  what  the  lion,  gentleman  is  going  to 
do  with  this  vote,  and  what  he  is  going  to  do  with 
the  Trent  system  altogether. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  The  $74,000  is  to  be  spent  on 
a  lock  between  Lakefield  and  Balsam  Lake. 

Mr.  DAWSON.  I  should  like  to  know  what 
duties  Mr.  A.  F.  Woo.d  performed  during  the  69 
days  he  was  employed  by  the  department  appar¬ 
ently  in  valuing  damages  on  this  canal.  I  find 
here  his  services  for  69  days  at  $10  ;  living  allow¬ 
ance,  11  days  at  $3,  and  61  days  at  $3.50,  and  I 
find  that  the  amount  of  damages  paid  only  came 
to  $2,556,  although  the  cost  of  valuating  amounted 
to  $1,092.73,  and  the  legal  expenses  to  $819.  The 
cost  of  valuing  appears  to  have  been  $1,912,  while 
the  damages  assessed  were  only  $2,556.  I  would 
like  to  know  how  many  lots  were  valued,  and 
whether  any  more  work  was  done  by  Mr.  Wood 
than  the  valuation  of  the  lands  owned  by  persons 
whose  names  appear  on  page  C-89  of  the  Auditor 
General’s  Report.  I  should  also  like  to  know  if 
this  Mr.  A.  F.  Wood  is  the  member  representing 
North  Hastings  in  the  Provincial  Legislature. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  I  think  he  is  the  same  gentle¬ 
man.  I  suppose  the  reason  for  the  arbitrator’s 
fees  and  the  legal  expenses  being  so  large  is  the 
great  number  of  claims  that  were  put  in  which  were 
not  large  in  amount.  There  might  be  one  for  $8 
or  $10,  or  for  $50  or  $60,  and  no  doubt  the  legal 
expenses  would  almost  come  to  a  half  of  the  amount 
of  the  damages  awarded. 

Mr.  DAWSON.  Does  Mr.  Wood  render  any 
statement  of  his  disbursement  for  living  expenses, 
because  $3.50  a  day  is  rather  excessive  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  That  is  the  regular  allow¬ 
ance. 

Mr.  DAWSON.  Does  he  render  a  statement  of 
his  travelling  expenses  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  Yes. 

Mr.  DAWSON.  I  also  see  that  he  received 
$91.75  in  connection  with  the  Tay  Canal,  and  that 
Mr.  Haggart. 


the  damages  awarded  there  amounted  to  $189.  He 
is  evidently  a  favourite. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  should  like 
to  hear  what  policy  the  hon.  gentleman  intends  to 
pursue  in  regard  to  the  construction  of  this  Trent 
Canal.  All  kinds  of  statements  have  been  made  in 
regard  to  it,  but,  if  I  can  judge  by  the  estipiates 
now  put  before  us,  the  hon.  gentlemen  do  not  pro¬ 
pose  to  go  on  with  the  construction  of  the  Trent 
Canal  at  all,  because  it  is  absurd  to  suppose  that 
$74,000  is  sufficient  to  enable  them  to  go  on  with 
the  work  of  the  character  which  was  stated  to  us  a 
few  years  ago.  I  think  it  is  about  time  that  the 
Minister  told  us  the  intention  of  the  Government 
in  regard  to  this  canal,  because  it  is  clear  that  these 
sums  of  $50,000,  $60,000  or  $70,000,  if  they  are  not 
absolutely  thrown  away,  cannot  be  turned  to 
practical  account  in  the  way  of  carrying  out  this 
scheme  of  navigation. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  The  policy  of  the  Government 
is  the  same  as  it  always  was  in  regard  to  this  work. 
The  reason  why  a  larger  amount  is  not  asked  for 
now  is  that  the  revenue  of  the  country  is  not  such 
as  to  justify  the  Government  in  asking  for  authority 
to  expend  more  money  on  this  work  at  present, 
but  the  Government  hopes  to  have  a  better  oppor¬ 
tunity  in  the  future  in  that  respect. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  That  is  not 
very  satisfactory.  This  has  been  going  on  for 
eleven  years.  There  have  been  half  a  dozen  com¬ 
missions  appointed  and  there  have  been  a  dozen 
promises  made  whenever  an  election  was  coming 
on,  and  it  appears  to  me  that  the  only  reason  for 
this  small  expenditure  being  asked  now  is  to  enable 
the  Government  still  to  hold  out  this  as  a  bait 
before  the  three  or  four  constituencies  that  are  sup¬ 
posed  to  be  interested  in  the  Trent  Valley  Canal. 
The  Government  stated  that  they  had  a  rather 
extensive  report  on  this  canal  made  by  some  gentle¬ 
men  who  were  employed  three  or  four  years  ago  to 
report  in  reference  to  it,  and,  if  now  all  the  Govern¬ 
ment  can  say  is  that  they  take  this  vote  in  order 
to  dangle  the  bait  again  before  the  eyes  of  the  con¬ 
stituencies,  I  think  the  electors  will  be  even  more 
gullible  than  usual  if  they  place  any  more  faith  in 
the  Trent  Valley  Canal. 

Mr.  GIBSON.  '  On  what  basis  were  the  damages 
awarded  by  Mr.  Wood  ?  I  find  the  expenses 
amounted  to  $1,092.73,  and  the  whole  of  the  dam¬ 
ages  amounted  to  only  $2,551.  It  seems  to  me  that 
the  expenses  of  this  man  are  out  of  all  proportion 
to  the  work  he  did. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  The  only  explanation  I  can 
give  to  the  hon.  gentleman  is  the  one  I  gave  a  short 
time  ago,  that  these  damages,  in  a  great  many 
cases,  would  be  comparatively  trifling  ;  and  the  cost 
of  assessing  them,  and  the  legal  expenses  incurred 
to  find  out  whether  the  party  is  entitled  to  the 
amount,  may,  as  the  hon.  gentleman  said,  amount 
to  nearly  one- half  the  amount  of  damages. 

Mr.  GIBSON.  There  were  twenty-two  persons 
awarded  damages,  and  it  took  him  69  days,  or  a  * 
little  over  three  days  for  each  person  to  make  the 
enquiry,  and  his  expenses  in  connection  with  the 
adjudication  of  these  cases  came  to  just  about  half 
the  amount  of  the  damages. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  The  hon.  gentleman  forgets 
that  there  may  be  four  or  five  times  as  many  cases 
examined  as  are  reported  upon  by  Mr.  Wood,  and 
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these  claims  may  remain  unpaid.  He  gets  his  pay 
for  the  work  that  he  does  and  when  his  work  is 
done.  The  titles  have  to  be  enquired  into  and 
reported  upon  by  legal  authority,  and  many  of  these 
people  who  were  claiming  damages  may  not  have 
received  them. 

Mr.  GIBSON.  The  Minister  must  have  over¬ 
looked  the  fact  that  in  addition  to  Mr.  Wood’s 
charges  for  valuation,  there  were  some  $800  paid 
for  legal  expenses  for  looking  into  these  titles. 
Then  Mr.  Wood  was  paid  $1,192  in  addition  to  the 
legal  expenses. 

Mr.  DAWSON.  I  would  like  to  ask  what  the 
Trent  Valley  Commission  are  doing  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  They  were  appointed  8  years 
ago.  I  suppose  their  report  has  been  made  to  the 
department,  and  full  information  has  been  laid 
before  the  House  2  or  3  years  ago. 

Mr.  DAWSON.  The  Minister  ought  to  be  in  a 
position  to  give  some  information  with  reference  to 
such  a  large  expenditure. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  I  have  not  even  had  time  to 
read  the  report  yet. 

Mr.  DAWSON.  What  is  the  object  of  the  com¬ 
mission  ?  What  are  they  engaged  in  doing  now  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  They  are  not  doing  anything  ; 
their  commission  has  expired. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  Can  the  Minister 
state  what  length  of  navigation  they  have  in  that 
Trent  Valley  Canal  altogether  now  ? 

Mi’.  HAGGART.  58§  miles. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  What  is  the  total 
expenditure  on  this  work  ?  What  depth  of  water 
is  there  in  that  canal? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  It  is  intended  for  a  five  foot 
and  a-half  navigation.  The  appropriation  for  1891  - 
92  is  $74,000.  The  total  expenditure  up  to  the 
30th  June,  1891,  has  been  $768,139,  which  does  not 
include  the  appropriation  of  the  $74,000  for  1891- 
92.  Of  this  there  has  been  expended  only  $9,000. 
$64,000  is  a  re  vote. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Practically, 
all  work  has  been  suspended  on  it. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  How  much  of  that 
is  constructed  work,  and  is  in  canal  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  It  is  not  likely  there  is  any 
constructed  canal.  The  reaches  between  the  differ¬ 
ent  places  are  filled  with  water  by  putting  dams 
across  and  raising  the  depth  of  the  water.  I  do  not 
think  any  sections  of  it  are  quite  completed  yet. 
The  expenditure  lias  been  principally  for  land 
damages,  and  for  erecting  dams  to  cause  the  depth 
of  water,  and  for  locks. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  What  is  the 
expenditure  on  the  canal? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  $4,500  for  staff,  and  $3,000 
for  repairs.  This  is  for  capital  expenditure  alone, 
and  it  is  new  work  proposed  to  be  built,  an  ex¬ 
tension  of  the  system. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  How  much  of  an 
extension  does  the  Minister  expect  to  accomplish 
by  this  amount  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  A  good  deal  of  work  is  done 
between  Lakefield  and  Balsam  Lake,  but  there  are 
some  dams  to  be  put  in,  and  the  length  of  naviga¬ 
tion  which  it  makes  is  17f-  miles. 


Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  This  58  miles, 
is  it  all  in  one  piece,  and  where  does  it  extend 
from  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  It  extends  from  Trenton  to 
Frankford.'  There  is  a  section  from  Frankford  to 
Hoard’s  Creek  ;  another  section  from  Hoard’s 
Creek  to  Heeley’s  Falls  ;  another  section  from 
Heeley’s  Falls  to  Peterborough  ;  another  from  Peter¬ 
borough  to  Lakefield  ;  another  from  Lakefield  to 
Balsam  Lake  :  another  from  Balsam  Lake  to  Lake 
Simcoe  ;  another  from  Lake  Simcoe  to  Couchiching; 
and  another  from  that  point  to  Machedash  Bay. 
The  navigable  portions  of  it  are  from  Frankford  to 
Hoard’s  Creek, from  Ileleey’s  Falls  to  Peterborough, 
and  from  Lakefield  to  Balsam  Lake. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  None  of  these 
are  together.  How  many  miles  of  continuous 
navigation  is  there  in  any  one  place,  apart  from 
Lake  Simcoe  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  Fifteen  miles  is  the  longest 
piece  navigable. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  What  is  the 
total  length  of  the  whole  canal,  and  what  will  be 
the  cost  when  it  is  completed  so  as  to  give  a  five 
foot  navigation  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  One  estimate  by  Mr.  Page  is 
$9,000,000,  and  there  is  another  by  Mr.  Rubidge 
of  $8,500,000.  We  remember  that  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  who  represented  North  Victoria  last  session 
criticised  these  figures  severely,  and  said  the  work 
could  be  done  for  about  one-half  these  figures. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  understand 
it  will  cost  $9,000,000  to  build  this  canal,  and 
$700,000  have  been  expended.  Is  that  what  the 
hon.  gentleman  says  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  $775,000. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  In  all  proba¬ 
bility  at  equal  speed  in  the  course  of  500  years  the 
Trent  Valley  navigation  will  be  completed.  Could 
not  the  Government  hurry  up  this  work  a  little  ? 
It  appears  to  me  that  this  Trent  Valley  undertak¬ 
ing  has  become  a  regular  farce,  and  when  we  find 
that  $9,000  is  the  total  amount  expended  in  one 
year,  and  that  the  longest  stretch  of  navigation  is 
fifteen  miles,  it  is  time  for  some  policy  to  be  decided 
upon,  either  that  tlie  amount  shall  disappear  from 
the  Estimates  and  the  announcement  be  made  that 
it  is  not  the  intention  of  the  Government  to  build 
the  canal,  or  that  the  Government  shall  proceed 
with  the  work  and  carry  it  out,  if  it  be  a  work  of 
public  utility. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL.  I  see  by  the  Auditor  Gene¬ 
ral’s  Report  that  this  commission  has  been  a  very 
expensive  body.  Each  commissioner  receives  $20 
per  day  and  a  living  allowance  of  $3  to  $5  per  day 
and  travelling  expenses.  Have  the  commissioners 
finally  completed  their  labours,  and  have  they 
reported  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  The  report  was  presented  six 
months  ago  ;  it  is  printed  and  distributed. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL.  What  has  been  the  total 
cost  of  the  commission  and  report  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  The  whole  evidence  has  not- 
yet  been  received. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  How  many 
miles  above  Treuton  does  navigation  begin  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  7£  miles. 
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Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Then  there 
is  a  stretch  of  how  many  miles  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  lOf  miles  to  Campbellfortl. 

Sir  RICHARD  C ART W  RIGHT.  Then  how 

much  remains  unimproved  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  About  5  miles  that  are  not 
navigable. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  Is  this  amount  to  be 
expended  in  getting  towards  the  outlet  in  order 
that  we  may  have  through  traffic  on  the  canal  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  It  is  to  be  expended  between 
Lakefield  and  Balsam  Lake. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  Do  you  mean  to  start 
to  push  the  work  at  one  end,  as  this  is  intended  to 
be  a  through  route  ?  Is  it  intended  to  start  near 
Trenton  with  this  money  and  work  so  as  to  have 
a  complete  system,  and  construct  a  through  water¬ 
way  ?  At  present  it  is  being  built  in  sections  inland. 
Is  this  expenditure  to  be  made  at  one  end  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  I  could  not  tell  the  lion,  gen¬ 
tleman. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  When  is  it  the  in¬ 
tention  to  begin  at  one  end  of  the  work  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  It  is  not  decided  yet. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  This  work  has  been 
going  on  many  years,  and  if  it  is  in  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest  it  should  be  taken  hold  of  in  a 
business-like  manner  and  pushed  forward.  The 
lion.  Minister  will  admit  that  a  great  public 
work  like  this  should  not  be  used  for  ulterior  pur¬ 
poses  at  election  times.  It  should  either  be  prose¬ 
cuted  if  in  the  interest  of  the  country,  or  it  should 
be  dropped.  If  it  is  to  be  pushed  forward  work 
should  be  commenced  at  one  end  in  order  that 
some  beneficial  results  may  be  derived  from  it. 
What  is  the  nature  of  the  traffic  on  the  completed 
portion  and  what  good  purpose  is  at  present  served 
by  the  canal  ? 

Mr.  HUGHES.  I  may  perhaps  explain  this 
matter,  as  I  am  thoroughly  acquainted  with  the 
route.  Between  Balsam  Lake  and  Cameron  Lake 
there  is  a  lock.  Between  Cameron  and  Sturgeon 
there  is  a  lock.  Between  Sturgeon  and  Pigeon  there 
is  a  lock.  Through  Pigeon  and  Buckhorn  there  is 
a  water  stretch.  Then  there  is  a  lock  between 
Buckhorn  and  Deer,  another  between  Deer  and 
Lovesick,  and  locks  between  Lovesick  and  Stony 
Lake.  Then  there  is  a  water  stretch  through  Stony 
and  Clear  to  Young’s  Point,  where  there  is  a  lock. 
Then  the  river  is  navigable  to  Lakefield,  in  all  a 
direct  navigable  stretch  upwards  of  75  miles, 
or,  including  all  the  lakes,  upwards  of  150  miles. 
A  canal  will  have  to  be  constructed  connecting 
Lakefield  with  Peterborough.  At  the  present  time 
steamers  can  run  from  Peterborough  to  Heeley’s 
Falls  above  Campbellford.  The  river  is  navigable 
with  locks,  one  being  a  couple  of  miles  below 
Peterborough.  There  is  a  stretch  through  Oton- 
abee  River  and  Rice  Lake  to  Hastings.  There  is 
a  lock  at  Hastings.  The  river  is  again  navigable 
to  Heeley’s,  between  which  point  and  Campbellford, 
a  distance  of  about  5  miles,  the  river  is  not 
navigable.  Some  time  ago  a  deputation  waited  on 
the  Minister  of  Railways  and  Canals,  and  although 
the  Government  had  not  yet  completed  their  plan 
of  construction,  we  were  led  to  believe  that  the  por¬ 
tion  bet  ween  Rice  Lake  or  Peterborough  and  Lake- 
field  would  receive  attention.  Then  there  is  astretch 
Mr.  Haggart. 


of  navigable  water  to  Frankford,  with  one  lock  at 
Chisholm’s  Rapids.  Between  Campbellford  and 
Heeley’s  Falls  two  or  three  locks  will  be  required. 
A  work  will  hav^e  to  be  constructed  to  secure  com¬ 
munication  between  Lakefield  and  Peterborough, 
a  distance  of  6  or  7  miles.  The  distance  from 
Frankford  to  Trenton  is  nearly  8  miles  down  the 
rapids.  Were  these  works  completed  it  would 
give  us  communication  from  the  inland  counties  to 
the  seaboard.  The  Government  has  given  us  to 
understand  that  they  are  going  to  do  this  work 
gradually  from  year  to  year,  and  in  my  opinion  it. 
would  be  very  foolish  to  undertake  it  in  any  other 
way. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  I  understand  it  a 
a  little  better  now,  but  I  wish  to  know  when  do  the 
Government  intend  to  undertake  the  construction 
of  that  work  from  Frankford  to  the  Bay  of  Quinte? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  I  answered  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  that  I  was  not  prepared  to  state. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  Would  not  that  be 
the  most  important  part  of  the  work  so  as  to  make 
available  what  is  constructed  already. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  They  think  the  work  at 
present  being  constructed,  and  that  has  been  con¬ 
structed,  the  most  necessary  for  the  amount  of 
money  expended. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  It  would  have  an 
outlet  to  the  bay  if  you  had  the  portion  constructed 
from  Frankford  out.  What  would  be  the  cost  of 
that  particular  work  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  It  would  cost  from  Trenton 
to  Frankford  $1,218,729. 

Mr.  HUGHES.  There  are  a  large  number  of 
lakes  which '  are  connected  with  this  canal  and 
along  these  lakes  and  rivers  are  a  great  many 
various  kinds  of  wood  products.  At  the  present 
time  a  large  number  of  steamers  are  annually 
engaged  in  towing  this  lumber  to  market.  They 
tow  it  to  the  nearest  railroad  station  and  there  is 
a  good  deal  of  local  traffic  at  the  present  time.  If 
the  canal  were  constructed  from  Trenton  to  Frank¬ 
ford  it  would  open  up  only  a  little  bit  of  navigable 
water  from  Campbellford  to  Frankford  where 
there  is  no  timber,  and  where  the  Central  and 
Ontario  Railway,  and  the  Grand  Junction  Railway 
now  accommodate  the  farmers  in  sending  their  pro¬ 
duce  to  the  market.  I  think  the  Government  has 
properly  decided  to  construct  the  canal  so  as  to 
connect  these  large  lakes  and  thus  afford  the  timber 
produce  an  outlet  to  the  market. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  I  understood  from*, 
the  gentleman  who  preceded  the  sitting  member  in 
the  representation  of  that  county  that  this  was  a 
very  important  work,  and  that  all  these  counties 
interested  were  anxious  to  have  the  work  proceed¬ 
ed  with  rapidly.  The  hon.  gentleman  for  North 
Victoria  (Mr.  Hughes)  now  says  that  he  is  quite  satis¬ 
fied  with  the  progress  made  and  that  it  would  be 
wrong  for  the  Government  to  make  any  greater 
haste.  If  he  represents  the  views  of  the  people  of 
these  counties  in  that  way,  it  is  a  little  different 
from  what  has  been  represented  here  before.  I 
have  no  desire  to  see  any  undue  expenditure,  but 
I  think  that  if  the  importance  of  this  Trent  Valley 
Canal  depended  upon  the  representation  of  the 
former  member  for  North  Victoria  and  other  gen¬ 
tlemen  in  this  House,  it  would  be  a  fair  question 
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for  us  to  enquire,  if  we  are  to  duplicate  canals, 
and  build  a  canal  on  one  side  of  the  St.  Lawrence 
when  we  have  one  already  constructed  on  the 
other  side,  whether  the  immediate  construction  of 
the  Trent  Canal  would  not  be  of  equal  importance 
and  equally  justified  ?  Of  course  the  Government 
will  feel  relieved  when  the  representatives  from 
these  counties  assure  them  that  the  Trent  Canal 
is  not  a  work  of  such  importance  that  it  needs  to 
be  hurried  on  any  faster  that  it  has  been. 

Mr.  HUGHES.  I  regret  exceedingly  that  the 
hon.  member  for  Brant  (Mr  Paterson)  should  be 
misled  by  the  representative  who  preceded  me 
from  North  Victoria.  I  regret  that  he  was  not 
better  acquainted  with  that  gentleman  than  to  listen 
to  anything  that  he  would  tell  him. 

Mr.  McMULLEE.  Take  it  back. 

Mr.  HUGHES.  I  will  take  nothing  back. 
However,  what  the  hon.  member  for  Brant  (Mr. 
Paterson)  says  about  us  not  being  anxious  to  have 
the  canal  pushed  forward  to  completion  is  entirely 
wide  of  the  mark.  We  are  anxious  to  have  the 
canal  pushed  forward  and  to  have  all  the  money 
expended  that  the  Government  can  properly 
expend.  But  we  want  it  expended  judiciously  and 
where  it  will  give  us  the  most  benefit.  We  believe 
that  by  building  these  connecting  links,  and  in 
following  the  same  plan  as  the  late  former  leader 
of  the  Liberal  Government  followed,  in  the  con¬ 
struction  between  Port  Arthur  and  Winnipeg,  that 
it  would  give  us  who  represent  that  locality,  more 
immediate  service  and  would  benefit  the  whole 
Dominion  just  as  much.  Just  as  soon  as  we  can 
get  this  inter-lake  communication  complete,  then 
we  will  press  for  the  terminal  links.  We  want  the 
money  expended,  and  we  do  not  save  our  eloquence 
in  pressing  for  it  upon  the  floor  of  this  House.  We 
have  already  for  the  last  two  or  three  months  been 
pressing  this  matter  on  the  attention  of  the 
Government,  and  I  am  glad  to  be  able  to  say  that 
we  have  received  very  satisfactory  encouragement. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  Representing  as  I  do  a  consti¬ 
tuency  greatly  interested  in  this  work,  I  would 
wish  to  make  a  few  remarks  in  reference  to  this 
subject.  In  the  first  place  the  question  of  the 
Trent  Valley  Canal  is  by  no  means  a  new  one  before 
the  public  of  Ontario.  For  a  great  many  years  the 
proposition  has  been  on  foot,  to  connect  the  waters 
of  the  Georgian  Bay  with  the  waters  of  Lake 
Ontario,  and  for  a  great  many  years  I  may  say  that 
proposition  was  formulated  in  advance  by  Mr. 
Capreol,  of  Toronto,  and  other  gentlemen  equally 
interested  in  it.  However,  I  think  it  has  been 
demonstrated  and  proved  that  the  expense  that 
would  be  necessitated  by  the  route  proposed, 
namely  a  canal  scheme  from  the  waters  of  the 
Georgian  Bay  to  the  waters  of  Lake  Simcoe  would 
be  too  expensive  in  that  regard,  and  from  there  to 
the  waters  of  Lake  Ontario  at  some  point  near 
Toronto.  Of  late  years  a  .proposition  has  come 
before  the  public,  and  I  think  it  is  meeting 
with  considerable  approval,  that  there  should 
be  utilized  all  these  water  stretches  which 
run  through  the  northern  part  of  Ontario. 
There,  as  hon.  gentlemen  doubtless  know, 
by  reference  to  the  map,  are  a  great  many 
large  rivers  and  large  lakes  which  can  be  utilized. 
It  is  true,  however,  I  regret  to  say,  that  there  are 
also  there  some  costly  and  expensive  pieces  of  canal 
to  be  constructed  ;  however,  a  considerable  por¬ 


tion  of  the  work  has  been  done,  and  a  large  expen¬ 
diture  will  be  necessitated  to  complete  it.  Now, 
as  I  understand  it  there  are  four  or  five  obstruc¬ 
tions  in  several  portions  of  the  work  and  as  these 
have  been  gone  over  by  the  hon.  member  for  North 
Victoria  (Mr.  Hughes),  I  will  not  detain  the  House 
with  any  lenghty  reference  to  them.  Hon.  gentle¬ 
men  on  the  opposite  side  of  the  House  wish  to  be 
facetious,  or  I  had  better  say  wish  to  be  sarcastic, 
at  the  expense  of  the  hon.  member  for  North  Vic¬ 
toria,  and  they  point  to  the  fact  that  the  gentleman 
who  preceded  him  in  the  representation  of  that 
county  was  much  more  deeply  interested  in  the 
work  than  the  present  member.  All  I  can  say  to 
that  is,  that  the  verdict  of  the  people  of  North 
Victoria  has  not  been  at  all  to  the  effect  that  they 
thought  that  Mr.  Barron’s  remarks  or  actions  in 
reference  to  this  canal,  were  very  sincere  or  very 
honest,  but  they  believed  that  they  were  advanced 
with  the  one  object  alone  of  making  political  capital 
against  the  present  Administration.  I  propose  to 
speak  of  the  work  as  a  great  national  enterprise 
more  than  as  a  local  project,  although  as  a  local 
project  it  is  fraught  with  the  greatest  possible  im¬ 
port  to  the  constituencies  along  the  route.  We 
know  that  at  present  the  export  grain  from  the 
great  North-West  has  been  so  enormous  that,  in 
the  past  year,  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  have 
been  forced  not  only  to  carry  it  to  the  Atlantic 
seaboard  but  also  to  the  Pacific.  As  a  result  of 
the  increasing  trade  which  must  eventually  grow, 
it  must  be  patent  to  every  person  that  another 
means  of  transport  in  addition  to  the  railway  must 
be  had.  We  know  that  it  has  been  established  for 
many  years  past  that  no  carriage  is  cheaper  than 
carriage  by  water,  which  has  been  proved  con¬ 
clusively  in  the  case  of  the  Erie  Canal,  which  is 
only  comparatively  speaking  a  ditch  compared 
with  what  this  water  scheme,  if  carried  into  effect, 
would  be.  And  yet  we  know  as  a  matter  of  fact 
that  millions  of  bushels  of  wheat  are  carried  over 
the  Erie  Canal  in  preference  to  being  carried  by 
the  railroads.  The  general  public,  despite  all  the 
croakings  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  have  still 
faith  in  the  country,  and  if  this  work  can  be  com¬ 
pleted,  and  I  think  it  can,  at  an  expenditure  of 
$5,000,000,  it  is  not  such  a  work  as  should  appal 
the  electorate  of  the  Dominion.  The  people  of  the 
Province  of  Ontario  have  I  think  to  a  major  extent 
contributed  to  the  revenue  of  the  Dominion. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  No,  not  per  head. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  Well,  there  are  so  few  people 
down  there  that  probably  that  is  the  case.  But  I 
say  that  the  large  Province  of  Ontario  has  contri¬ 
buted  to  the  greatest  extent,  while  it  has  not  had 
the  benefit  of  great  public  works  to  an  equal  ex¬ 
tent  with  other  portions  of  the  Dominion.  It  is 
true  that  indirectly  we  have  derived  great  benefits 
from  the  building  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
and  the  Welland  and  other  canals  ;  but  these  works 
benefited  the  Dominion  as  a  whole.  The  Province 
of  Ontario  alone  has  not  had  the  expenditure  to 
which  I  believe  it  is  entitled  in  consideration  of  the 
large  amount  of  revenue  it  contributes  to  the 
general  exchequer.  This  work  is  not  only  a  local 
work,  although  from  that  point  of  view  it  should 
be  considered,  in  view  of  the  revenue  derived  from 
the  Province  of  Ontario  ;  but  I  contend  that  it  is  a 
work  of  the  very  greatest  national  importance.  I  be¬ 
lieve  that  once  completed  it  would  become  one  of  the 
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greatest  national  routes  for  the  carriage  of  grain  to 
the  seaboard.  At  the  town  where  I  live,  Midland,  we 
have  seen  vessels  carrying  100,000  bushels  of  grain 
from  Chicago  and  Port  Arthur;  and  if  this  canal  were 
finished  from  one  lake  to  the  other,  the  result 
would  be  that  many  such  vessels  would  carry  grain 
from  Port  Arthur  to  that  point  to  be  transhipped 
in  barges  carrying  10,000  or  12,000  bushels, 
which  would  be  carried  through  the  canal  to  Mon¬ 
treal,  where,  by  means  of  floating  elevators,  the 
grain  would  be  transferred  to  the  ocean  steamers, 
and  in  return  large  quantities  of  merchandise  would 
be  carried  back  having  for  its  destination  the  North- 
West.  Therefore,  from  a  national  standpoint,  this 
work  should  be  encouraged.  I  regret  that  the 
Ministers  have  not  seen  fit  to  put  a  larger  amount 
in  the  Estimates  this  year  ;  but  I  am  satisfied  from 
the  assurances  given  by  the  Ministers  that  the  work 
will  receive  prompt  action  in  the  coming  fall. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  hardly  think 
that  the  hon.  gentleman  heard  the  Minister  quite 
correctly. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  I  am  not  referring  to  what 
the  Minister  of  Railways  has  stated  in  the  House. 
I  am  referring  to  what  he  and  some  other  Ministers 
stated  to  a  deputation  who  interviewed  them. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  Hon.  gentlemen  laugh- 
Perhaps  they  do  not  know  that  the  loud  laugh 
sometimes  bespeaks  the  vacant  mind.  I  think  it  is 
vacancy  on  this  question  in  the  minds  of  the  hon. 
gentlemen  that  prompts  them  to  laugh  so.  How¬ 
ever,  I  do  trust  that  the  Ministry  will  during  the 
coming  summer  have  a  thorough  survey  made  of 
the  canal,  and  I  hope  that  in  the  estimates  of  next 
year  a  sufficiently  large  amount  will  be  placed  to 
complete  one  of  the  links  along  the  line.  I,  repre¬ 
senting  the  constituency  which  I  do, am  not  to  a 
great  extent  hampered  as  to  which  portion  of  the 
canal  should  be  at  once  put  under  contract.  How¬ 
ever,  I  can  say  this,  that  I  have  sufficient  confidence 
in  the  wisdom  of  the  Minister  of  Railways  and  Canals 
and  the  other  Ministers  to  believe  that  they  will  do 
what  is  right  in  the  premises.  As  the  constituency 
of  North  \  ictoria  has  seen  fit  to  send  here  a  mem¬ 
ber  who  is  really  honest  in  his  desire  to  see  this 
work  go  on,  so  I  think  it  will  be  recognized  that 
my  efforts  in  that  behalf  are  honest  and  not  like 
those  of  my  predecessor  in  this  House.  It  is  said 
that  next  year  the  canal  will  be  under  contract  ; 
and  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  may  have  the  morti¬ 
fication  (if  seeing  more  public  works  in  progress, 
even  though  they  should  have  the  effect  of  sending 
more  members  to  support  the  Government  and 
keeping  those  hon.  gentlemen  in  the  position  they 
seem  to  fit  so  admirably,  the  cold  shades  of  Oppo¬ 
sition. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  The  hon.  Minister  of  Rail¬ 
ways  will  have  some  difficulty,  I  presume,  in  the 
construction  of  this  important  artery  connecting 
the  Georgian  Bay  with  Lake  Ontario,  in  reconcil¬ 
ing  his  supporters  on  the  subject.  The  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  North  Victoria  (Mr.  Hughes)  wants  this 
canal  built  gradually,  very  gradually,  slowly  ;  a 
work  that  was  commenced  before  he  was  born  he 
wants  completed  about  a  thousand  years  after  he 
dies.  That  is  his  honesty.  I  think  he  said  his 
opponent  was  not  honest. 

Mr.  Bennett. 


Mr.  HUGHES.  I  did  not  say  so,  but  if  you 
have  a  mind  to  say  so,  I  would  endorse  the  state¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  I  do  not  think  the  endorse¬ 
ment  would  be  received  in  any  bank  where  the 
hon.  gentleman  is  known. 

Mr.  HUGHES.  The  people  of  North  Victoria 
received  it,  and  received  you  too,  doctor. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  The  Government,  I  think, 
will  meet  the  wishes  of  the  hon.  member  and  build 
the  canal  very  gradually,  very  slowly. 

Mr.  HUGHES.  Hear,  hear ;  that  is  what  we 
want. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  In  place  of  affording  access 
to  the  free  water  stretches,  we  find  the  Govern¬ 
ment  patching  away  in  the  middle.  Sometimes 
the  water  overflows,  but  they  still  patch  away  in 
the  middle,  and  the  great  advantages  which  the 
people  would  gain  by  having  an  outlet  to  the  lake 
so  as  to  get  to  Montreal,  are  not  given  to  them.  I 
cannot  find  any  record  of  the  beginning  of  the  con¬ 
struction  of  this  canal,  though  I  have  searched  for 
it  in  the  archives.  They  started  away  up  in  the 
interior.  It  appears  that  the  canal  goes  through 
several  constituencies,  and  all  of  the  members  re¬ 
presenting  these  constituencies,  with  one  excep¬ 
tion,  want  the  work  done  gradually.  The  hon. 
member  for  East  Simeoe  (Mr.  Bennett)  wants  it 
done  a  little  faster,  and  the  hon.  member  for  North 
Victoria  wants  it  done  a  little  slower.  I  presume 
he  wants  it  to  last  during  his  political  career  in 
the  House.  That  hon.  gentleman  has,  perhaps, 
received  some  consolation  from  this  scheme  in  his 
short  political  career,  and  he  is  afraid,  if  it  were 
expedited,  that  perhaps  the  leverage  which  gave 
him  his  honest  record  might  be  taken  away.  I 
have  looked  at  the  report  of  the  engineer  in  refer¬ 
ence  to  this  great  highway  which  is  to  connect  the 
Georgian  Bay  with  Lake  Ontario,  and  I  am  sur¬ 
prised  at  the  hon.  member  for  North  Victoria  be¬ 
ing  satisfied  with  it.  Speaking  of  Fenelon  Falls, 
the  engineer  says  : 

“  A  breach  was  made  by  ice  in  the  side  darn  leading 
from  the  main  dam.  This  was  repaired,  as  it  alloAved  the 
water  to  fall  below  the  normal  level. 

“  At  Bobcaygeon  a  workshop  was  built  at  the  dry  dock 
for  the  convenience  of  those  using  the  dock.  At  Buck- 
horn  a  large  quantity  of  gravel  was  washed  down  the 
canal  into  the  lock  chamber.  This  was  removed.” 

It  is  very  gratifying  to  know  that  was  done.  That 
is  quite  enough  for  the  fogey  member  for  North 
Victoria.  At  Burleigh  the  report  says  : 

“  The  dams  here  were  thoroughly  gravelled .  It  was 
found  that  a  much  greater  quantity  was  required  to  make 
a  thorough  job  than  was  at  first  thought  necessary.  The 
dams  are  now  tight,  and  there  has  been  no  trouble  since 
in  keeping  the  water  at  its  normal  height.  The  apron 
of  one  of  the  sluices  was  taken  out  by  saw  logs.  This  was 
repaired.” 

That  is  very  gratifying  indeed.  At  Young’s  Point  : 

“A  boat  slide  for  the  passage  of  small  boats  over  the 
dam  was  constructed  at  a  small  expenditure.  This  has 
been  greatly  appreciated  by  the  owners  of  small  boats  who 
are  continually  passing  up  and  down.” 

That  is  very  gratifying.  It  is  the  great  highway 
between  Georgian  Bay  and  Lake  Ontario,  and  they 
will  allow  small  boats  to  go  over  the  dam.  That 
will  be  useful  for  the  canoe  association  up  there.  At 
Lakefield,  which  is  the  great  highway,  one  in  which 
the  people  have  taken  a  deep  interest  and  have 
elected  members  to  support  this  policy  of  going 
slow  : 
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“  A  top  was  built  on  one  of  the  old  piers  at  the  Narrows, 
so  as  to  form  an  ice-break.  Provision  was  also  made  for 
the  placing  of  a  light  on  it.” 

That  is  very  gratifying.  At  Peterborough  : 

“  A  landing  pier  was  built  at  the  south  end  of  the  town, 
extending  from  the  north  side  of  Wolf  street  to  the  Cana¬ 
dian  Pacific  Railway  track.  The  want  of  sufficient  land¬ 
ing  space  has  long  been  felt.  The  landing  pier  was  placed 
in  its  present  position  at  the  solicitation  of  the  street  and 
bridge  committee  of  the  town.  The  ice  did  considerable 
damage  to  the  sluice  piers,  which  were  repaired.” 

Now  if  the  Minister  of  Railways  would  make  an 
opening  into  Lake  Ontario,  would  not  that  obviate 
the  dangers  and  difficulties  of  the  ice  ?  He  keeps 
a  dam  in  order  to  flood  these  places,  and  then  I  see 
by  the  report  he  is  paying  thousands  of  dollars  for 
land  damages  by  the  overflow.  At  Hastings,  when 
the  old  wooden  swing  bridge  was  removed,  it  w  as 
found  that  a  considerable  portion  of  the  pivot  pier 
had  to  be  rebuilt  in  order  to  get  a  good  foundation 
to  set  the  new  iron  swing  bridge  on.  It  rotted  down 
and  had  to  be  replaced  by  iron  and  the  lion,  mem 
ber  for  North  Victoria  will  probably  find  out  by 
this  how  long  it  has  been  built. — 

“  A  new  iron  swing  bridge  made  at  the  Central  Bridge 
Works,  Peterborough,  replaced  the  old  wooden  structure 
and  has  given  every  satisfaction.  The  navigation  channel 
between  Lakefield  and  Bobcaygeon  was  cleaned  out  and 
buoyed.” 

That  is  the  work  done  on  this  canal  last  year. 
That  is  the  great  work  they  took  such  a  deep  in¬ 
terest  in  and  which  is  so  entirely  satisfactory  to 
the  members  who  support  the  Government  after 
they  got  in.  They  are  pleased  with  the  progress. 
I  fancy  the  policy  of  the  Government  with  regard 
to  this  is  slow  enough  to  satisfy  the  most  fossilized 
Tory  that  ever  existed.  Well,  if  they  are  satisfied 
it  is  all  right.  It  is  wonderful  just  before  the 
elections,  you  will  find  a  large  estimate  made  for 
the  building  of  this  canal  a  little  faster  than  it  has 
been  going  on.  As  to  the  observations  made  with 
regard  to  the  gentleman  (Mr.  Barron)  who 
(formerly  represented  Victoria  so  ably  and  well, 
and  made  himself  a  name  and  fame,  who  will 
be  known  long  after  the  present  member  leaves 
this  House,  and  who  will  have  a  glorious 
■resurrection  and  be  in  this  House  again  enjoy¬ 
ing  the  confidence  of  the  people,  wdio  in  a 
moment  of  frenzy  and  a  desire  to  get  the  canal 
built  set  him  aside  for  a  supporter  of 
the  Government  wdio  promised  to  build  the 
•canal  a  little  slowrer,  it  would  be  well  for  the  lion, 
member  for  North  Victoria  were  he  able  to  put 
on  the  shoes  of  that  gentleman  and  wear  them  so 
well  and  so  worthily.  If  there  is  any  benefit  in 
this  canal,  I  would  like  to  see  it  completed.  I  do 
not  want  to  see  it  pushed  the  way  it  is  being  at 
present,  putting  in  a  bridge  here  and  a  workshop 
there,  tearing  up  old  work  that  has  become  rotten, 
but  I  want  to  see  it  constructed  and  not  be  used 
for  all  time  as  an  engine  of  corruption.  If  it  is  to 
be  of  any  advantage,  it  should  be  pushed  ahead 
without  delay.  If  the  Government  are  in  earnest, 
let  them  put  something  in  the  Estimates  w  orthy  of 
the  enterprise  which  is  to  connect  the  two  great 
waters.  If  it  is  not  to  be  of  any  advantage,  let 
the  Government  drop  it  and  not  fritter  away  the 
people’s  money  in  this  way.  Let  them  go  at  it  like 
business  men  or  abandon  it  altogether.  It  is  a 
singular  thing  that  the  people  along  the  line  are 
satisfied  with  the  progress  made.  It  is  a  wonder 
they  are  not  dissatisfied. 


Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  Does  the  Minister 
knowr  how  much  of  this  $775,000  has  been  expended 
in  surveys  and  commissions  and  other  expenses  not 
connected  with  the  actual  construction  of  the 
work  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  None  has  been  expended  on 
commissions.  That  is  not  included  in  the  amount. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  How  much  has  been 
expended  on  surveys  and  commissions  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  I  have  no  idea.  It  does  not 
appear  in  1113^  department  at  all  and  to  find  out  the 
amount  we  would  have  to  go  through  the  public 
accounts. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  This  being  a  work 
of  such  importance  that  the  Minister  promised  the 
lion,  member  for  East  Simcoe  privately  that  it 
would  be  pushed  on  very  lively,  we  should  have 
some  details.  The  lion,  member  for  Simcoe  con¬ 
gratulates  himself  and  the  lion,  member  for  North 
Victoria  that  they  are  honest  champions  of  this 
work  and  have  every  confidence  in  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  and  they  declare  that  their  predecessors 
were  dishonest  in  their  advocacy  of  this  work.  I 
would  like  to  know  whether  the  lion,  member  for 
East  Simcoe,  while  he  thinks  his  predecessor  was 
dishonest  in  this  matter,  when  he  finds  the  Minis¬ 
ter  of  Canals  putting  $69,000  in  the  Estimates  for 
the  prosecution  of  this  work,  after  telling  him 
privately  he  was  going  to  push  the  work,  thinks 
the  Minister  of  Canals  is  particularly  honest  or  not. 
That  would  be  quite  as  pertinent  as  casting  reflec¬ 
tions  on  a  gentleman  not  present  now.  They  were 
not  able  to  discover  from  anything  said  by  the  pre¬ 
decessor  of  those  lion,  gentlemen  that  they  were  not 
sincere  but  the3T  did  not  toady  to  the  Government, 
but  spoke  from  the  belief  that  the  work  they  were 
advocating  was  in  the  interest  of  Canada.  They  did 
not  assume  any  humble,  cringing,  begging,  apolo¬ 
getic  tone  towards  the  Minister, but  pointed  out  why 
they  did  consider  this  work  should  be  proceeded 
with  more  rapidty.  I  suppose  it  may  be  satisf3ring  to 
the  Minister  to  find  gentlemen  now  representing  the 
constituenc}^  commend  him  for  the  slow  progress  he 
has  made.  But  a  work  of  this  kind  ought  not  to 
be  kept  and  used  as  a  means  for  political  advantage 
for  the  party  in  power.  That  that  is  the  case,  that 
it  is  so  viewed,  may  be  fairly  inferred  from  the 
closing  remarks  of  the  lion,  member  for  East  Simcoe 
(Mr.  Bennett),  who  said  he  hoped  the  Government 
would  go  on  and  expend  money  on  this  canal  and 
on  other  public  works  even  at  a  slow  rate,  even  if 
it  should  result  in  bringing  more  supporters  to  the 
Government  from  the  different  constituencies.  A 
more  open  acknowledgment  that  the  public  works 
of  this  country  are  used  by  the  Government  for  the 
purpose  of  corrupting  the  constituencies  was  never 
made,  and  I  think  it  was  a  shameful  statement  to 
be  made  by  any  one  in  the  Canadian  Parliament. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  Can  the  Minister  state  the 
amount  of  tolls  collected  on  this  canal  last  37ear  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  It  appears  in  the  Auditor 
General’s  Report. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  see  that  the  amount  was 
$756.  Can  the  lion,  gentleman  say  what  the  wages 
bill  was  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  The  amount  asked  for  the 
staff  is  $4,500,  and  for  repairs  $3,000. 
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Mr.  McMULLEN.  It  is  quite  clear  that  this  is 
a  very  considerable  loss  to  the  country  every  year. 
It  may  contribute  to  the  advantage  of  a  certain 
class,  but  it  cannot  be  said  to  be  a  work  for  the 
general  advantage  of  Canada.  I  think  it  would  be 
better  to  change  the  name  from  the  Trent  Valley 
Canal  to  the  Tory  Canal. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  With  righteous  indignation, 
most  of  which  I  think  is  affected,  the  lion,  mem¬ 
ber  for  South  Brant  (Mr.  Paterson)  thought  fit  to 
refer  to  me  as  a  champion  of  bribery  and  corrup¬ 
tion.  What  I  said  was  that  I  hoped  this  work 
would  be  completed  by  the  present  Administration, 
and  I  trusted  that  the  people  along  the  route  of 
that  canal  would  acknowledge  the  work  as  a 
national  enterprise,  and  also  the  fact  that  if 
this  Government  carried  it  out,  they  would  return 
supporters  to  this  or  any  other  Conservative 
Administration  that  might  follow.  It  ill  becomes 
the  hon.  gentleman  to  refer  to  the  erection  of  public 
works  for  the  purpose  of  baiting  the  electorate. 
Let  me  tell  you  what  was  done  in  my  own  riding 
by  the  Local  Government. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Order. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  I  am  not  going  to  refer  to 
Quebec.  Gentlemen  opposite  do  not  like  to  hear 
anything  about  that  province.  In  consequence  of 
the  conservative  character  of  the  city  of  Toronto, 
the  Ontario  Government  erected  in  the  East  Riding 
of  Simcoe  an  immense  idiot  asylum,  and  the  result 
is  that  the  idiots,  of  whom  unfortunately  there  are 
too  many  in  the  country,  are  carried  from  all  over 
the  province  at  an  immense  expense,  not  to  the 
centre  of  the  province  but  to  this  asylum  in  the 
East  Riding  of  Simcoe.  That  building  was  put  up 
there  for  no  purpose  other  than  to  keep  it  safe  for 
Mr.  Drury,  who  was  a  member  of  the  Administra¬ 
tion. 

Mr.  WATSON.  The  Tories  are  all  in  the  asylum. 

Mr.  BENNETT.  My  hon.  friend  is  safe  from 
the  asylum  at  the  distance  at  which  he  lives.  I 
attacked  the  hon.  member  for  North  Victoria  of 
last  session  for  a  ring  of  insincerity  which  I  saw  in 
his  advocacy  of  this  scheme.  As  far  as  the  hon. 
member  for  East  Simcoe  was  concerned,  when  a 
large  deputation  came  down  to  place  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  this  canal  before  the  Government,  he  would 
not  come,  and  why  ?  Because  he  could  not  get  a 
pass,  because  he  had  not  his  expenses  paid.  After¬ 
wards,  when  we  applied  to  him  as  the  representa¬ 
tive  of  the  riding,  and  asked  him  if  he  would  favour 
a  grant  of  public  money,  he  said  he  could  not  say 
until  he  found  out  what  Mr.  Laurier  was  going  to 
do  about  it.  He  thought  that  the  party  interests 
must  be  served  first  and  those  of  the  country  after¬ 
wards.  I  trust  that  the  Government  will  go  on 
with  the  work  as  speedily  as  possible,  and  I  trust 
that  a  large  section  will  be  completed  next  year, 
and  that  not  only  the  constituencies  along  the  route 
of  the  canal  will  approve  of  the  work  being  under¬ 
taken  and  return  members  to  support  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  but  that  all  parts  of  the  province  and  of  the 
Dominion,  recognizing  the  importance  of  the  work, 
will  support  the  Government  in  making  any  large 
grants  they  may  propose  in  order  to  secure  the 
consummation  of  the  work. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  The  discussion  of  this  matter 
promises  to  be  as  tedious  as  the  construction  of  the 
Trent  Valley  Canal.  We  have  a  long  day  ahead  of 
Mr.  Haggart 


us  to-morrow,  and  I  propose,  if  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  consent,  that  we  might  pass  this  and  the 
two  succeeding  small  items,  and  then  adjourn,  so  as 
to  give  us  a  season  of  rest  in  preparation  for  to¬ 
morrow. 

Committee  rose  and  reported  the  resolutions. 
FIRST  READING. 

Bill  (No.  81)  for  the  relief  of  Herbert  Rimming- 
ton  Mead— (from  the  Senate). — (Mr.  Taylor.) 

Mr.  FOSTER  moved  the  adjournment  of  the 
Housfe. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  and  House  adjourned  at  11.45 
p.m. 

HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Wednesday,  4th  May,  1892. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  Three  o’clock. 

Prayers. 

MANITOBA  SCHOOL  ACT. 

Mr.  WATSON  asked,  What  amount  has  been 
paid  by  the  Dominion  Government  to  date  for  legal 
and  other  expenses  in  connection  with  testing  the 
constitutionality  of  the  “Manitoba  School  Act,” 
being  a  suit  of  Barrett  vs.  City  of  Winnipeg  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  About  $4,800. 

* 

CHARGES  AGAINST  SIR  ADOLPHE  CARON.. 

House  resumed  adjourned  debate  on  the  proposed 
motion  of  Mr.  Edgar  :  That  certain  charges  of  cor¬ 
ruption  against  Sir  Adolphe  P.  Caron  be  referred, 
to  the  Select  Standing  Committee  on  Privileges  and 
Elections. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Mr.  Speaker,  it  is  not  my  in¬ 
tention  to  enter  at  length  into  the  question  before 
the  House.  It  is  a  matter  of  very  grave  import¬ 
ance  not  only  to  the  body  of  which  we  form  a  part, 
but  more  particularly  to  the  member  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  who  has  been  charged  with  a  grave  dere¬ 
liction  of  duty.  When  the  motion  was  moved  by 
the  hon.  member  for  West  Ontario  (Mr.  Edgar) 
and  the  reply  made  by  the  leader  of  the  House,  the 
Minister  of  Justice,  it  was  then  indicated  that  if 
any  definite  charges  were  made,  involving  the 
honour  or  the  ministerial  conduct  of  the  Post¬ 
master  General,  the  Government  would  not  be  a 
party  to  preventing  an  investigation  into  any 
charges  which  might  be  so  made.  It  was  very 
clearly  and  distinctly  pointed  out  by  the  Minister 
of  Justice,  in  the  remarks  made  by  him  at  that 
time,  that  these  charges  were  not  of  that  distinct 
character  they  should  be  where  a  man’s  reputation 
was  involved,  more  particularly  one  holding  the 
responsible  position  of  a  Minister  of  the  Crown 
and  a  Privy  Councillor,  that  the  resolution  was 
not  of  that  definite  character  it  should  be 
to  justify  its  acceptance.  It  was  then  stated  that 
any  definite  charges  made  against  the  Postmaster 
General,  or  against  any  other  member  of  the  Ad¬ 
ministration,  would  receive  not  only  attention 
but  that  it  would  be  the  duty  of  the  Government 
to  have  the  fullest  investigation  made  into  such 
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charges.  It  was  also  stated  by  the  Postmaster 
General  himself  before  leaving  the  House  that 
he  was  quite  prepared,  not  only  to  meet 
any  charges  which  might  be  made  against 
him,  but  that  he  was  anxious  to  have  an 
investigation  into  his  conduct  so  far  as  the 
charges  related  to  his  action  as  a  Minister  of  the 
Crown  ;  and  in  his  connection  with  the  parties 
with  whom  it  was  said  he  was  associated  in  the  con¬ 
struction  of  a  railway  and  the  subsidies  granted  in 
aid  thereof.  Since  that  time,  much  more  definite 
and  pointed  charges  have  been  made  by  lion,  gen¬ 
tlemen  opposite  during  the  discussion.  The  hon. 
member  for  South  Oxford  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright) 
made  statements  which,  had  they  been  included  in 
the  resolution  would  have  at  once  been  accepted  as 
good  reason  for  immediately  proceeding  with  the 
investigation.  These  were  supplemented  by  the 
hon.  member  for  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills),  who,  on  two 
or  three  occasions  during  the  debate,  made  posi¬ 
tive  and  distinct  statements  as  to  the  malfeasance 
of  office  and  improper  conduct  on  the  part  of  the 
Postmaster  General.  The  hon.  gentleman,  as  is 
his  wont,  shakes  his  head,  but  when  1  read  these 
extracts,  perhaps  he  will  give  me  credit  for  not  mis¬ 
interpreting  the  language  which  he  used,  or  the  in¬ 
terpretation  which  can  be  properly  and  legitimately 
placed  upon  his  statements.  In  addition  to  that, 
the  member  for  West  Ontario  (Mr.  Edgar),  the 
gentleman  who  first  fulminated  the  charges  in  the 
resolution  which  he  proposed,  in  explaining  what 
he  meant,  made  the  charges  much  more  pointed 
and  distinct,  giving  in  addition  to  what  was  already 
stated  in  the  resolution,  sufficient  ground  to  warrant 
the  Government  in  asking  this  House  to  take  such 
steps  as  will  lead  to  a  proper  and  thorough  investiga¬ 
tion  into  the  allegations  which  have  been  made,  such 
as  they  are,  by  insinuation  and  innuendo,  not  only  in 
the  resolution,  but  more  pointedly  and  distinctly  by 
the  member  for  South  Oxford  (Sir  Richard  Cart¬ 
wright),  the  member  for  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills)  and 
the  member  for  West  Ontario  (Mr.  Edgar),  in  the 
speeches  which  they  made.  The  Government  has 
no  desire  to  screen  any  malfeasance  of  office  on  the 
part  of  any  of  its  members,  nor  do  the  members  of 
the  Government  individually  desire  to  shirk  any 
responsibility  in  connection  with  an  investigation 
which  involves  their  character  as  men,  or  their 
reputation  as  Ministers  of  the  Crown.  Having  said 
this  much,  and  without  entering  into  or  combatting 
any  of  the  statements  made  by  the  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  who  have  addressed  the  House  on  this  sub¬ 
ject,  although  there  is  ample  room  to  show  that 
their  statements  in  many  respects  are  not  war¬ 
ranted  by  the  facts,  nor  justified  by  the  remarks 
made  by  the  Minister  of  Justice ; — I  say  that 
although  there  is  ample  room  not  only  to  combat 
biit  to  show  the  unfairness  with  which  a  charge  of 
so  grave  a  character  as  this  has  been  made,  I  do  not 
propose  to  enter  at  all  at  the  present  moment  into 
that  question.  I  shall  simply  contine  myself,  under 
the  circumstances,  to  moving  an  amendment  to  the 
motion  which  has  been  proposed  by  the  member  for 
West  Ontario  (Mr.  Edgar),  an  amendment  which 
I  think  will  meet  the  approval  not  only  of  the 
House  of  Commons  but  of  the  people  of  this 
country.  I  shall,  therefore,  move,  seconded  by 
Mr.  Foster,  that  all  the  words  after  “That”  in 
the  main  motion  be  struck  out  and  the  following 
substituted  therefor  : — 


James  D.  Edgar,  the  member  representing  the  Electoral 
District  of  the  West  Riding  of  the  County  of  Ontario  in 
this  House,  having  stated  from  his  place  in  this  House,, 
that  he  is  credibly  informed  and  believes  that  he  can  es¬ 
tablish  by  satisfactory  evidence  - 

1.  That  during  each  of  the  years  1882  to  1891  inclusive, 
the  Quebec  and  Lake  St.  John  Railway  Company  received 
by  way  of  bonus  from  the  Dominion  of  Canada,  subsidies 
amounting  in  the  aggregate  to  upwards  of  one  million  dol¬ 
lars,  which  subsidies  were  voted  by  Parliament  on  the 
recommendation  of  the  Ministers  of  the  Crown. 

2.  That  arrangements  were  entered  into  by  the  said 
railway  company  whereby  the  expenditure  of  said  sub¬ 
sidies  was  made  by  a  construction  company  through  or  in 
conjunction  with  one  II.  J.  Beemer,  a  contractor— and  the 
said  Beemer  and  those  who  assisted  him  in  financing  for 
the  said  railway  works,  received  the  benefit  of  the  said 
subsidies. 

3.  That  during  the  whole  of  the  said  period  from  1882  to 
1891,  the  Honourable  Sir  Adolphe  P.  Caron  was,  and  still 
is,  a  member  of  the  House  of  Commons  of  Canada,  a 
member  of  the  Canadian  Government  and  one  of  Her 
Majesty’s  Privy  Councillors  for  Canada. 

4.  That  the  said  Sir  A.  P.  Caron  was,  during  the  whole, 
or  the  greater  part  of  the  said  period,  one  of  the  members 
of  the  said  construction  company,  and  thus  had  means  of 
knowledge  of,  and  did  know  of  the  dealings  with  the  said 
subsidies  and  their  destination  after  they  were  paid  over 
by  the  Government  to  the  said  railway  company. 

5.  That  during  the  said  period  and  while  the  said  rail¬ 
way  was  being  constructed  in  part  by  means  of  said  sub¬ 
sidies,  the  said  Sir  A.  P.  Caron  corruptly  received  large 
sums  of  money  out  of  the  said  subsidies,  and  from  moneys 
raised  upon  the  credit  of  the  same,  and  from  parties  bene¬ 
ficially  interested  in  the  same. 

6.  That  during  the  said  period  out  of  said  subsidies,  and 
out  of  moneys  raised  upon  the  credit  of  the  same,  and  from 
parties  beneficially  interested  in  the  same,  large  sums  of 
money  were  from  time  to  time  corruptly  paid  and  contri- 
buted,  at  the  request  and  with  the  knowledge  of  said  Sir 
A.  P.  Caron,  for  election  purposes,  and  to  aid  in  the  elec¬ 
tion  to  the  House  of  Commons  of  the  said  Sir  A.  P.  Caron, 
and  other  members  and  supporters  of  the  Government  of 
which  he  was  a  member,  and  that  after  some  of  such 
last-mentioned  corrupt  payments  and  contributions  were 
made,  further  and  other  subsidies  were  granted  and  paid 
to  the  said  railway  company  by  the  Government  of  which 
Sir  A.  P.  Caron  was  a  member. 

7.  That  the  Temiscouata  Railway  Company  was  given 
incorporation  by  Letters  Patent  issued  by  the  Canadian 
Government  on  6th  October,  1885,  and  since  that  date  the 
said  railway  company  has  received  from  the  Dominion  of 
Canada  subsidies  to  the  extent  of  $649,200 — which  subsidies 
were  voted  by  Parliament  on  the  recommendation  of 
Ministers  of  the  Crown. 

8.  That  since  the  6th  October,  1885,  and  while  the  said 
Temiscouata  Railway  was  being  constructed  in  part  by 
means  of  the  said  subsidies,  the  said  Sir  A.  P.  Caron  cor¬ 
ruptly  received  large  sums  of  money  from  the  persons  who 
from  time  to  time  controlled  the  said  Temiscouata  Railway 
Company  and  the  said  subsidies,  or  who  were  beneficially 
interested  in  the  said  subsidies. 

9.  That  also  since  the  said  6th  October,  1885,tliepersons 
who  from  time  to  time  controlled  the  said  Temiscouata 
Railway  Company  and  the  said  subsidies,  or  who  were 
beneficially  interestedin  the  said  subsidies,  paid  and  con¬ 
tributed  large  sums  at  the  request,  and  with  the  knowledge 
of  the  said  Sir  A.  P.  Caron,  for  election  purposes  to  aid  in 
the  election  to  the  House  of  Commons  of  the  said  Sir  A. 
P.  Caron,  and  other  members  and  supporters  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  of  which  he  was  a  member,  and  that  after  some 
of  such  last-mentioned  corrupt  payments  and  contribu¬ 
tions  were  made,  further  and  other  subsidies  were  granted, 
and  paid  to  the  said  railway  company  by  the  Government 
of  which  the  said  Sir  A.  P.  Caron  was  a  member. 

That  in  the  course  of  the  debate  arising  on  the  resolu¬ 
tion  based  on  such  statements  of  the  said  Mr.  Edgar,  it 
was  stated  by  the  Hon.  Mr,  Mills,  the  member  represent¬ 
ing  the  electoral  district  of  Bothwell,  as  follows  : — 

“  So  when  the  leader  of  the  Government  and  his  col¬ 
league  undertake  to  seriously  argue  that  this  House  is 
denuded  of  all  its  power  to  enquire  into  the  misappropria¬ 
tion  of  public  money  for  the  purpose  of  corrupting  the 
electors  of  this  country,  because  the  trial  of  election  peti¬ 
tions  has  been  referred  to  the  courts,  I  take  issue  with 
those  hon.  gentlemen  on  that  ground.  The  trial  of  elec¬ 
tion  petitions  is  one  thing.  The  use  of  public  money  for 
deliberate  corruption  of  the  electors  by  a  member  of  the 
Administration  is  a  proper  matter  for  enquiry,  by  this 
House,  and  it  is  not  in  the  smallest  degree  restricted  in 
any  way  by  reason  of  the  trial  of  election  petitions  having 
been  referred  to  the  courts.” 
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That  it  was  further  stated  by  the  said  Mr.  Mills  : 

“  These  charges  point  to  a  member  of  this  House  in  his 
official  capacity  as  a  member  of  the  Administration, 
rather  than  to  his  conduct  as  a  member  of  this  House. 
What,  in  effect  ,  are  the  charges  here  made  ?  They  point 
to  the  fact  that  the  Crown  was  advised  to  appropriate 
large  sums  of  money  for  particular  purposes,  and  that 
these  moneys  were  diverted  from  these  public  purposes 
and  placed  in  the  hands  of  a  Minister  of  the  Crown  for 
the  purpose  of  corrupting  the  electorate  in  certain  portions 
of  the  Dominion  of  Canada.” 

That  it  was  further  stated  by  the  said  Mr.  Mills  : 

“  There  is  a  statement  made  here  that  this  hon.  gentle¬ 
man,  the  Postmaster  General,  is  the  Minister  of  the  Crown 
who  advised  these  subsidies  being  appropriated  to  aid 
these  companies.  There  is  a  charge  that  he  obtained  a 
portion  of  the  subsidy  so  voted,  or  its  equivalent,  from 
these  companies,  and  used  it  for  his  own  purpose  in  his 
■own  election,  and  in  the  elections  in  twenty-three  consti¬ 
tuencies  in  this  Dominion.  That  charge  is  specific  and 
clear  enough.  It  is  also  stated  that  after  some  of  these 
moneys  were  received  by  him  this  same  gentleman  advised 
the  Crown  to  grant  other  subsidies  to  other  parties,  and 
that  from  these  other  subsidies,  moneys  were  also 
obtained.” 

That  it  was  further  stated  by  the  said  Mr.  Mills  as 
follows  : — 

“  If  he  advised  the  Crown  to  make  these  appropriations, 
and  had  an  understanding  with  one  of  the  railway  com¬ 
panies  participating  in  them  that  these  moneys,  or  a  por¬ 
tion  of  them,  should  go  to  him,  we  ought  to  know  it ;  we 
are  entitled  to  know  it.” 

That  it  was  stated  in  the  said  debate  by  Sir  Richard 
Cart  wright,  the  member  representing  the  electoral  district 
of  the  South  Riding  of  Oxford,  referring  to  the  said  charges 
of  the  said  Mr.  Edgar,  as  follows: — 

“  What  in  the  name  of  wonder  is  it  that  my  hon.  friend 
beside  me  has  charged  the  Postmaster  General  with  ?  He 
has  charged  him  in  no  vague  language,  but  in  terms,  with 
being  guilty  of  the  most  corrupt  conspiracy,  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  destroying  the  electoral  liberties  of  the  people  of 
Canada,  of  which  any  adviser  of  the  Crown  can  be  found 
guilty.” 

It  was  stated  in  the  said  debate  by  Mr.  Edgar  aforesaid, 
as  follows : — 

“  Those  railways  which  are  involved  in  this  charge, 
were  aided  by  the  Dominion  and  Provincial  Governments, 
and  what  I  complain  of  is  the  appropriation  of  Dominion 
subsidies  by  the  Postmaster  General.” 

And  again : 

“  The  Minister  of  Marine  drew  a  nice  point  when  he  said 
that  I  did  not,  as  I  should  have  done,  charge  his  colleague 
with  public  robbery.  Well,  I  did  not  put  it  in  those  words 
but  in  words  which  I  certainly  intended  to  mean  robbing 
the  public.  If  it  is  not  public  robbery  for  a  member  to 
take  moneys  out  of  public  subsidies,  I  would  like  to  know 
what  is.”  And  again  : 

“  So  I  think  if  I  get  a  chance  to  go  on  and  prove  these 
charges  there  will  be  what  is,  under  the  law,  a  most 
abominable  conspiracy.” 

That,  from  the  aforesaid  statements  made  by  the  said 
J.  D.  Edgar,  and  from  comments  and  arguments  thereon 
by  the  said  David  Mills  and  Sir  Richard  Cartwright  and 
the  said  James  D.  Edgar  from  their  places  in  this  House, 
it  appears  that  it  was  the  intention  of  the  said  J.  D.  Edgar 
by  said  statement  to  charge  Sir  A.  P.  Caron,  a  member  of 
this  House,  and  of  the  Honourable  the  Privy  Council  of 
Canada,  with  grave  offences  and  derelictions  of  duty,  not¬ 
withstanding  that  the  said  statement  of  the  said  J.  D. 
Edgar,  first  above  cited,  did  not  make  any  definite  or  pre¬ 
cise  charge  against  him. 

That  the  following  charges  and  allegations  are  indicated 
by  the  said  statement  made  by  the  said  J.  D.  Edgar,  and 
by  the  comments  and  arguments  of  the  aforesaid  other 
members  of  this  House  and  by  his  own  comments  thereon 
as  intended  to  be  made  in  the  said  statement,  against  the 
said  Sir  A.  P.  Caron,  namely: 

1.  That,  during  each  of  the  years  1882  to  1891  inclusive, 
the  Quebec  and  Lake  St.  John  Railway  Company  received 
by  way  of  bonus  from  the  Dominion  of  Canada,  subsidies 
amounting  in  the  aggregate  to  upwards  of  a  million  of 
dpllars,  which  subsidies  were  voted  by  Parliament ’on  the 
recommendation  of  Ministers  of  the  Crown. 

2.  That,  during  the  whole  of  the  said  period  from  1882 
to  1891,  the  Honourable  Sir  A.  P.  Caron  was,  and  still  is,  a 
member  of  the  Canadian  Government,  and  one  of  Her 
Majesty’s  Privy  Councillors  for  Canada,  and  was  also  a 
member  of  the  House  of  Commons  in  each  Parliament 
which  has  been  elected  since  the  year  1882. 

3.  That,  during  the  said  period,  and  while  the  Quebec 
and  Lake  St.  John  Railway  was  being  constructed  in 
Part  by  means  of  said  subsidies,  the  said  Sir  A.  P.  Caron 
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knowingly  aided  and  participated  in  diverting  the  said  sub¬ 
sidies  from  the  purpose  for  which  they  were  granted,  by 
receiving,  for  election  purposes,  from  the  said  railway 
company,  or  from  a  construction  companv  formed  for  the 
construction  of  the  said  railway,  or  from  one  H.  J. 
Beetner,  as  manager  thereof,  or  contractor  of  the  said 
railway,  large  sums  of  money  out  of  the  said  subsidies, 
and  out  of  moneys  raised  upon  the  credit  of  the  same  ;  and 
also,  during  the  said  period,  did  further  knowingly  so 
aid  and  participate  by  obtaining  from  the  said  companies 
oroneof  them,  the  payment  out  of  said  subsidies,  and 
out  of  moneys  raised  by  the  said  companies,  or  one  of 
them,  on  the  credit  of  the  same,  of  large  sums  of  money 
for  election  purposes,  and  to  aid  in  the  election  to  the 
House  of  Commons  of  the  said  Sir  A.  P.  Caron,  and  other 
members  and  supporters  of  the  Government  of  which  he 
was  a  member. 

4.  That,  after  some  of  the  last-mentioned  payments 
were  so  obtained  and  made,  the  said  Sir  A.  P.  Caron,  in 
consideration  thereof,  corruptly  aided  and  assisted  the 
said  company  to  obtain  further  and  other  subsidies  from 
the  Dominion  Parliament. 

5.  That,  since  the  6th  of  October,  1885,  the  said  Temis- 
couata  Railway  Company  recived  various  subsidies  from 
the  Dominion  of  Canada,  amounting  in  all  to  about  $649,- 
200,  and  that  the  said  Sir  A.  P.  Caron  knowingly  aided 
and  participated  in  diverting  the  said  subsidies  from  the 
purposes  for  which  they  were  granted,  by  receiving  from 
the  said  company  large  sums  of  money  out  of  the 
said  subsidies,  or  out  of  moneys  raised  on  the  credit 
of  the  same,  and  also  by  obtaining  the  payment  by  the 
said  company,  out  of  the  said  subsidies,  or  out  of  moneys 
raised  on  the  credit  of  the  same,  of  large  sums  of  money 
to  aid  in  his  election  as  a  member  of  the  House  of  Com¬ 
mons.  and  to  the  election  of  other  persons  as  members  of 
the  House. 

6.  That  after  some  of  the  last-mentioned  payments  were 
so  obtained  and  made,  the  said  Sir  A,  P.  Caron  ,  in  consi¬ 
deration  thereof  j  corruptly  aided  and  assisted  the  said 
company  to  obtain  further  and  other  subsidies  from  the 
Dominion  of  Parliament. 

7.  That  the  said  Sir  A.  P.  Caron  misappropriated  public 
money  for  the  purpose  of  corrupting  the  electors  of  Canada, 
to  wit,  a  portion  of  the  moneys  voted  as  subsidies  as 
hereinbefore  stated. 

8.  That  the  Crown  having  been  advised  to  appropriate 
large  sums  of  money  for  public  purposes,  to  wit,  the  said 
subsidies,  such  moneys,  ora  portion  of  them,  were  divert¬ 
ed  from  the  purposes  for  which  they  were  so  appropriated, 
and  placed  in  the  hands  of  Sir  A.  P.  Caron  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  corrupting  the  electorate  in  certain  portions  of 
Canada. 

9.  That  the  said  Sir  A.  P.  Caron  had  an  understanding, 
when  the  said  subsidies  or  some  of  them  were  voted  or 
recommended,  with  one  or  more  of  the  railway  compa¬ 
nies  participating  in  said  appropriations,  or  with  a  person 
or  persons  interested  in  said  appropriations,  that  the 
moneys  so  appropriated  by  Parliament,  or  portions  of 
them,  should  go  to  him. 

10.  That  the  said  Sir  A.  P.  Caron,  by  virtue  of  the  fact 
so  alleged,  entered  into  a  corrupt  conspiracy  with  the 
said  companies,  or  one  or  more  of  them. 

That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  is  expedient  that 
enquiry  should  be  made  as  to  the  truth  or  falsity  of  the 
allegations  and  charges  last  mentioned,  and  numbered 
respectively  1,  2,  3,  4,  5,  6,  7,  8,  9  and  10  (being  the  allega¬ 
tions  and  charges  included  in  the  original  statement  of  the 
said  James  D.  Edgar,  and  those  made  in  the  course  of 
the  debate  thereon),  and  that  for  that  purpose  the  House 
deems  it  proper  and  convenient  that  the  evidence  relat¬ 
ing  to  such  allegations  and  charges  should  be  taken 
by  one  or  more  commissioners  to  be  appointed  under 
chapter  114  of  the  Revised  Statutes  of  Canada  and  having 
all  the  powers  mentioned  in  said  chapter,  and  that  such 
evidence  should  be  laid  before  this  House  when  completed. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  The  conclusion  at  which  the 
Government  has  arrived  in  connection  with  this 
matter  seems  to  have  furnished  the  Opposition 
with  a  cause  for  apparent  amusement.  I  am  rather 
inclined  to  think  their  derisive  cheers  are  just 
what  they  would  have  given,  no  matter  what 
course  might  have  been  taken  or  suggested  by 
the  Government.  I  believe  that  the  country 
will  concur  in  the  course  and  approve  of  the  policy 
adopted  by  the  Government  in  this  matter.  I 
believe  the  country  will  be  better  satisfied  that  the 
truth  can  be  arrived  at  much  better  by  a  commis- 
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sion  of  one  or  more  independent  gentlemen,  whose  i 
duty  it  will  be  to  discriminate  and  hear  the  evi¬ 
dence  and  discuss  it,  than  by  a  body  of  politicians 
who  compose  the  Committee  on  Privileges  and 
Elections.  It  must  be  borne  in  mind  that  the 
Government  do  not  propose  in  this  resolution  to 
ask  for  any  opinion  on  the  part  of  the  commis¬ 
sioners  who  may  hold  this  investigation.  They 
ask,  not  to  have  their  finding,  but  the  evi¬ 
dence,  which  will  be  taken  under  oath  and 
laid  before  Parliament  to  deal  with.  I  could 
understand  the  derisive  cheers  of  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  if  we  had  asked  to  have  the  matter  re¬ 
ferred  to  a  commission  and  for  that  commission  to 
report  their  opinion,  and  then  fall  back  upon  the 
opinion  which  they  might  give  as  to  the  falsity  or 
the  truth  of  the  charges  formulated  against  the 
Postmaster  General.  But  in  this  case  we  ^,sk  an 
independent  body,  if  I  may  term  it  so,  or  an  inde¬ 
pendent  individual,  to  take  whatever  evidence  may 
be  produced  by  the  mover  of  the  original  resolution 
and  report  that  evidence  to  this  House  ;  and  then 
it  will  be  for  the  members  of  the  Commons  of 
Canada  to  say  whether  the  Postmaster  General  is 
guilty  of  dereliction  of  duty  and  malfeasance  of 
office  and  the  corrupt  practices  alleged  against  him. 

I  am  convinced  that  the  members  of  the  Opposition 
do  not  desire  an  investigation. 

Mr.  LISTER.  Give  us  a  committee. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Would  hon.  gentlemen  like  to 
stay  here  until  next  spring.  I  could  point  to 
hon.  gentlemen  on  that  side  and  draw  a  line  of  cir¬ 
cumstantial  evidence  which  I  think  they  would  not 
like  to  have  promulgated  in  a  resolution.  Were 
I  to  commence  with  some  acts  which  I  could  trace, 
from  the  robbery  of  a  provincial  treasury,  down 
to  an  election  fund,  which  I  believe  I  could  prove, 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite  would  very  justly  say  to 
the  member  for  Hastings  :  You  had  better  say  you 
believe  they  are  true  before  you  try  to  blacken  the 
reputation  of  any  one. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  We  would  give  you  a  com¬ 
mittee  of  the  House  at  once. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  We  have  had  some  little  ex¬ 
perience  of  committees  in  the  past. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  We  have  had  some  little  experi¬ 
ence  of  committees  of  this  House  as  well  as  where 
gentlemen  on  the  Opposition  had  the  majority  in  a 
province,  and  we  know  what  the  results  have  been. 
It  is  not  necessary  that  I  should  point  to  the  result 
of  the  investigation  which  has  lately  taken  place 
in  a  sister  province.  It  is  not  necessary  that  I 
should  go  back  to  the  time  when  charges  were  made 
against  Ministers  of  the  Crown  in  the  Province  of 
Ontario,  and  where  the  Minister  himself  changed 
the  resolution  so  as  to  make  it  distinct  and  positive 
against  himself,  and  refused  an  investigation  in  the 
manner  demanded  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.  E.  I.)  Against  unnamed 
parties  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  No,  but  against  the  whole  Gov¬ 
ernment.  I  cannot  be  led  away  by  either  the  sophis¬ 
tries  or  the  legal  acumen  of  the  hon.  member  for 
Prince  Edward  Island.  I  know  his  great  aptitude 
for  diverting  the  attention  of  the  House  from  the 
points  at  issue.  I  have  given  reasons  which  I  be¬ 
lieve  should  actuate  every  fair-minded  man  in 
Canada  in  considering  that  this  investigation 
should  be  clear  and  positive,  and  that  the  evidence 
should  be  taken  by  gentlemen  not  influenced  either 


by  political  considerations  or  by  any  other  con¬ 
siderations  except  those  of  arriving  at  the  truth  ; 
believing  that,  and  believing  that  the  truth  can 
be  obtained  much  better  by  the  evidence  being 
taken  as  suggested  in  the  amendment,  and  that 
that  evidence  should  be  referred  to  this  House  to 
deal  with  in  the  future,  I  believe  that  this  course 
is  infinitely  better  than  referring  the  question 
either  to  a  special  committee  or  to  the  Committee 
on  Privileges  and  Elections.  I  may  add  that  the 
hon.  the  Postmaster  General  occupies  precisely  the 
same  position  which  he  occupied  when  he  made  his 
statement  to  the  House,  that  is,  that  he  is  anxious 
that  a  fair  and  impartial  enquiry  shall  be  made 
into  his  conduct  with  regard  to  these  charges. 

Mr.  FLINT.  I  think  the  Minister  of  Militia, 
will  agree  with  me  that  perhaps  it  is  somewhat  un¬ 
fortunate  that  he  has  not  waited  till  the  conclusion 
of  the  debate  before  preparing  and  presenting  his 
amendment,  becaixse,  in  all  probability,  by  that 
time  he  would  have  had  several  more  paragraphs 
which  he  would  have  found  it  advisable  to  include 
in  his  amendment. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  shall  have  no  objection  to  add 
them  afterwards. 

Mr.  FLINT.  Those  who  will  follow  me  will 
touch  on  many  important  matters  which  I  shall 
not  have  time  to  discuss,  and  which  it  is  advis¬ 
able  that  a  Royal  Commission  should  investigate. 
If  those  statements  are  correct,  and  if  they  deal 
properly  with  all  the  charges,  then  I  think  they  also 
should  be  fully  considered.  It  would  seem,  Sir,  that 
since  we  closed  this  discussion  the  other  evening  a 
new  light  has  dawned  upon  the  occupants  of  the 
Treasury  benches,  and  that  they  have  seen  that  it 
was  advisable  to  take  at  all  events  a  portion  of  the 
advice  tendered  them  by  some  of  their  supporters  ; 
advice  tendered  to  them,  no  doubt,  to  the  effect  that 
in  addition  to  the  matters  then  before  the  House 
there  were  so  many  other  subjects  for  consideration 
as  should  have  been  worthy  of  presentation 
either  to  a  committee  of  the  House  or  to  a 
commission  to  be  appointed  in  consequence  of  this 
resolution.  There  are  so  many  new  facts  elucidated 
by  the  amendment,  that,  although  they  have  been 
repeated  in  our  presence  by  the  mover  of  the 
resolution,  and  by  yourself,  Air.  Speaker,  and  have 
been  so  eloquently  and  ably  translated  by  our 
assistant  Clerk  of  the  House,  I  would  not 
venture  to  refer  to  them,  because  I  have  not  had 
an  opportunity  of  going  over  them  seriatim  and 
studying  their  bearing  carefully  in  connection  with 
the  original  charges  made  by  the  hon.  member  for 
West  Ontario  (Mr.  Edgar),  I  may  say,  however,  that 
the  position  which  I  take  is,  that  the  charges  which 
are  now  presented  to  the  House  are  not  the  original 
charges  which  were  brought  for  our  considera¬ 
tion,  nor  is  the  tribunal  to  which  it  is  proposed  to 
refer  them  the  tribunal  which  was  selected  by  the 
member  for  West  Ontario  (Air.  Edgar),  and  which 
has  been  selected  by  the  genius  of  British  institu¬ 
tions  to  try  matters  of  this  kind,  almost  from  the 
earliest  periods  of  constitutional  history  down  to 
the  present  time.  I  contend  that  the  Parliament 
of  the  Dominion,  as  also  the  English  Parliament, 
although  I  agree  with  my  friend  from  Cum¬ 
berland  (Air.  Dickey)  it  is  not,  strictly  speak¬ 
ing,  a  court  of  justice,  yet  it  is  the  high  court 
of  inquisition  of  the  nation — is  the  proper  place 
in  which  to  try  this  matter.  It  is  the  court  of 


'2075 


[COMMONS] 


2076- 


Parliament,  not  bound  by  the  strict  technical  rules 
of  the  courts  of  justice  ;  it  is  the  court  selected 
by  the  people  in  constitutional  form  to  try  the  re¬ 
sponsible  Ministers  of  the  Crown  for  all  high  crimes 
and  misdemeanours  which  may  be  committed  against 
the  people  of  this  country.  We  are  not  discussing, 
nor  do  we  propose  to  discuss  under  the  charges 
which  have  been  brought  here,  offences  cognizable 
by  the  courts  of  the  land  ;  but  we  have  asked,  if 
these  charges  are  true,  to  cause  an  inquest  to  be 
made,  through  the  powers  committed  to  us  by  the 
constitution,  into  constitutional  offences.  We 
maintain  that  this  Parliament  is  the  only  court 
which  has  the  power  and  the  jurisdiction  to  try 
these  charges.  Now,  we  are  met  by  several  objec¬ 
tions,  and  we  are  met  with  a  long  list  of  precedents, 
the  only  object  of  which  is,  in  my  humble  opinion, 
to  narrow  down  the  scope  of  this  enquiry  and  to 
minimize  the  character  of  these  charges  which  were 
brought  before  us.  Hon.  gentlemen  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House  are  now  seeking  to  so  becloud 
these  charges,  and  to  so  mix  them  up  and  confuse 
them  in  the  public  mind,  that  the  real  gravamen 
and  the  weight  of  them  will  be  lost  in  the  confu¬ 
sion  that  must  result  from  any  attempt  to  bring 
their  discussion  fairly  before  the  people.  I  think 
that  these  charges  should  be  discussed  from  another 
standpoint,  and  that  they  should  be  looked  at  from 
a  broader  basis.  There  can  be  no  doubt  that  throughout 
this  country  ever  since  the  days  of  the  celebrated  Paci¬ 
fic  scandal,  there  has  existed  in  the  public  mind 
-whether  well-founded  or  ill-founded  it  is  not  for 
me  to  say — a  strong  impression  that  the  great 
powers  and  the  enormous  funds  placed  at  the  dis¬ 
posal  of  the  Dominion  Administration  have  been 
used  in  an  unwarrantable,  unconstitutional  and  dis¬ 
honest  manner,  in  order  to  exercise  an  improper  in¬ 
fluence  on  the  electors  of  the  country  at  the  polls 
■during  the  periods  of  general  and  bye-elections. 
When  charges  are  made  bringing  to  book  a  respons¬ 
ible  officer  of  the  Crown,  saying  that  he,  by  his  in¬ 
fluence  in  Parliament  and  in  the  Government,  has 
been  a  go-between  between  the  dispensers  of  party 
funds  and  the  public  treasury,  then  I  think  that 
we  should  waive  aside  all  of  these  narrow  technical¬ 
ities  which  are  perfectly  proper  and  consistent  in  a 
court  of  law,  but  which  are  not  proper  in  dealing 
with  matters  of  this  kind  in  the  House  of  Com¬ 
mons.  The  hon.  Minister  of  Justice,  in  opening 
the  discussion  upon  this  question  the  other  evening, 
very  carefully  retraced  one  or  two  of  the  steps  which 
he  had  taken  in  connection  with  former  investiga¬ 
tions  or  former  charges  made  in  this  House.  It 
will  be  in  the  recollection  of  hon.  gentlemen  that, 
during  the  last  session,  I  had  the  honour  to  bring 
charges  of  not  so  serious  a  character  as  these,  in  re¬ 
gard  to  a  fellow-member,  and  which  I  did  with 
much  regret,  but  as  a  public  duty.  I  was  met,  al¬ 
most  at  the  outset,  by  the  statement  of  the  Minis¬ 
ter  of  Justice,  that  the  member  for  Yarmouth  took 
his  official  position  in  this  House  and  his  privi¬ 
leges  as  a  representative  in  his  hands  when 
he  made  these  charges.  The  only  inference 
I  could  draw  from  that  was,  that  if  the 
■charges  were  made  without  any  evidence  whatever, 
that  the  House  under  the  guidance  of  the  Minister 
would  be  justified  in  expelling  the  member  who 
brought  these  charges.  Although  I  differed  from 
the  Minister  at  that  time,  and  although  the  covert 
threat  had  no  influence  on  my  mind,  because  I  felt 
that  if  I  had  discharged  to  the  best  of  my  abilities 
Mr.  Flint. 


the  duties  I  felt  imposed  upon  me  as  a  member  of 
this  House,  my  constituents  would  rise  above  all 
considerations  of  these  threats  and  would  reward 
me  for  attempting  to  carry  out  my  duty  by  a 
re-election  ;  yet  I  felt  the  Minister  of  Justice  was 
laying  down  a  principle  which  I  never  met  with 
before  in  my  readings  in  connection  with  parlia¬ 
mentary  government.  However,  in  the  opening 
of  this  present  discussion  the  Minister  of  Justice 
frankly  stated  that  charges  of  this  or  a  similar 
character  made  by  an  hon.  member  of  this  House 
which  were  not  substantiated  and  were  shown  to 
be  absolutely  groundless,  subjected  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  merely  to  the  censure  of  the  House,  and  then 
he  could  take  whatever  course  seemed  fit  to  him 
when  such  censure  had  been  passed.  At  the  outset 
of  the  charges  made  by  the  hon.  member  for  West 
Ontario  (Mr.  Edgar),  we  were  met  with]a  few  leading 
objections  quite  familiar  to  those  who  practice  in 
the  courts  of  law,  objections,  in  the  first  place,  to 
the  jurisdiction  of  this  House,  or  through  a  com¬ 
mittee  of  this  House,  to  try  charges  of  this  character. 
We  were  met  by  theobjectionthateven  if  thisHouse 
has  jurisdiction,  that  there  are  other  courts,  or  other 
powers  in  the  country  which  have  jurisdiction  of  a  si¬ 
milar  character,  and  that  it  would  be  advisable  to  refer 
charges  of  this  kind  to  some  other  jurisdiction. 
We  were  also  met  with  the  objection  that  even  if 
we  have  the  jurisdiction,  or  even  if  there  is  another 
jurisdiction  equally  powerful  to  sift  the  evidence 
and  to  punish  offenders,  yet  that  these  charges, 
even  if  admitted,  did  not  amount  to  a  constitutional 
offence  ;  and  throughout  the  whole  of  the  speeches 
of  the  Minister  of  Justice  and  of  gentlemen  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House  who  followed  him,  we  find 
the  charges  continually  referred  to  as  if  they  were 
against  the  Postmaster  General  as  a  member  of 
this  House.  I  do  not  so  read  the  charges.  I  read 
the  charges  to  apply  to  the  Postmaster  General 
partly  as  a  member  of  this  House,  but  largely,  how¬ 
ever,  as  an  adviser  of  the  Crown,  and  principally 
as  a  member  of  the  Government  dealing  with  the 
public  funds.  From  that  standpoint,  I  find  very 
little  reference  to  his  position  by  any  of  the  speakers 
who  have  opposed  the  adoption  of  the  resolution  as 
presented  by  the  member  for  West  Ontario  (Mr. 
Edgar).  Then,  again,  in  addition  to  the  objection 
made  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  House,  and  to  the 
conclusion  which  would  be  derived  from  the  word¬ 
ing  of  these  charges  if  substantially  proved,  I  find 
that  there  are  political  objections  urged,  notably 
by  my  hon.  friend  from  Cumberland  (Mr.  Dickey). 
Although  he  frankly  admitted  that  probably  these 
considerations  ought  not  to  have  the  same  weight 
as  strictly  technical  objections,  yet  he  dragged  into 
the  consideration  of  this  question,  as  other  hon. 
members  have,  political  considerations  as  an  offset 
to  the  charges  which  have  been  made.  Now,  I 
contend  that  no  matter  what  charges  may  be  made 
against  any  hon.  gentleman  on  this  side  of  the 
House,  no  matter  how  they  may  have  conducted 
themselves  as  politicians,  no  matter  how  strongly 
they  may  have  been  condemned  for  anything  that 
has  been  proved  against  them,  either  in  elections 
for  this  House  or  for  any  of  the  Local  Legislatures, 
that  forms  no  answer  to  the  charges  made  here 
against  the  Postmaster  General,  and  those  who 
are  charged  with  being  associated!  with  him  in  im¬ 
properly  using  the  public  money  for  the  purpose  of 
corrupting  the  electorate  of  the  country.  My  hon. 
friend  from  Cumberland  quoted  with  considerable 
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•gusto  from  that  great  constitutional  orator  and 
thinker,  Edmund  Burke,  in  his  desire  to  prove  that 
Parliament  was  not  the  proper  body  to  consider 
charges  of  this  kind ;  and  his  reference  seemed  to  me  to 
have  so  little  bearing  upon  this  case,  or  at  any  rate 
to  have  so  little  weight  when  contrasted  with  other 
statements  and  with  the  whole  course  of  life  of  that 
distinguished  man,  that  I  will  beg  pardon  for  allud¬ 
ing  to  it  somewhat  at  length.  Quoting  from  the 
Life  of  Burke  by  Morley,  he  proved  or  contended 
that  Parliament  was  not  a  court  of  justice.  This 
we  are  perfectly  willing  to  admit.  There  were 
attempts  made  in  ancient  times  to  set  up  the  court 
of  Parliament  as  a  court  of  justice,  and  to  hale 
before  it  offenders  against  the  general  laws  of  the 
land,  and  punish  them  by  the  exercise  of  the  powers 
of  Parliament.  Those  efforts  failed,  and  it  was  sub¬ 
sequently  held  by  constitutional  writers  and  think¬ 
ers  and  by  great  jurists  that  Parliament  was  not  a 
-court  of  justice  to  try  and  punish  offenders  who 
could  be  punished  by  the  ordinary  procedure  of  the 
courts  of  common  law.  But  we  have  here  an  offence 
■which,  so  far  as  I  am  able  to  read  it,  is  not  an 
offence  against  any  statute  law  or  against  the 
common  law  ;  but  it  is  an  offence  against 
what  is  recognized  as  the  moral  law,  an  offence 
.against  the  constitutional  rights  of  the  people, 
and  an  offence  against  this  Parliament  as  the  dis¬ 
penser  of  public  money.  Burke  referred  to  the 
matter  of  enquiries  before  Parliament,  of  which  he 
was  a  champion ;  and  any  student  of  his  great 
speeches  will  discover  in  them  all  that  he  was  a 
leader  during  his  political  existence  in  enquiries 
into  abuses  of  power  on  the  part  of  the  adminis¬ 
trators  of  the  Government,  and  on  the  part  of  those 
exercising  the  power  of  England  beyond  the  seas. 
Many  of  the  greatest  enquiries  ever  entered  upon 
by  the  British  Parliament,  notably  those  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  East  India  Company,  in  connection 
with  the  troubles  in  Ireland,  in  connection  with  the 
wars  in  America,  in  connection  with  the  Crown’s 
disposal  of  public  money,  in  connection  with  the 
Hastings  case,  were  either  instigated  or  powerfully 
supported  by  Edmund  Burke.  In  bringing  before 
the  House  in  1768  his  motion  for  an  enquiry  into 
the  military  trouble  which  arose,  some  of  his  obser¬ 
vations  are  so-  pointed  and  seem  to  apply  so  clearly 
to  cases  of  this  nature  that  I  will  quote  them  for 
the  benefit  of  hon.  gentlemen  : 

“  Burke  brought  the  matter  before  the  House  in  a 
motion  tor  a  committee  of  enquiry,  supportedlby  one  of  the 
most  lucid  and  able  of  his  minor  speeches.  ‘  If  ever  the 
time  should  come,’  he  concluded,  ‘  when  this  House  shall 
be  found  prompt  to  execute  and  slow  to  enquire  ;  ready  to 
punish  the  excesses  of  the  people,  and  slow  to  listen  to 
their  grievances;  ready  to  gi’ant  supplies,  and  slow  to 
■examine  the  account ;  ready  to  envest  magistrates,  with 
large  powers,  and  slow  to  inquire  into  the  exercise  of 
them;  ready  to  entertain  notions  of  the  military  power 
as  incorporated  with  the  constitution — when  you  learn 
this  inthe  air  of  St.  James’s,  then  the  business  is  done  ; 
then  the  House  of  Commons  will  change  that  character 
which  it  receives  from  the  people  only.’  ” 

This  was  a  powerful  vindication  of  the  principle 
which  the  preamble  of  these  resolutions  asserts,  that 
this  House  has  granted  large  sums  of  money  for 
useful  public  purposes,  and  that  a  certain  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman,  occupying  a  high  position  in  this  House  and 
in  the  Government  of  the  country,  which  enabled 
him  to  exercise  his  influence  in  regard  to  appro¬ 
priations  by  the  House  and  in  regard  to  their  ex¬ 
penditure  afterwards,  has  conspired  with  those 
who  have  been  the  recipients  of  this  public  money, 
to  share  with  him,  in  the  handling  of  these  funds, 


and  to  use  a  portion  of  the  proceeds  voted  for 
public  purposes  in  order  to  corrupt  the  electorate, 
and  thus  strengthen  himself  and  his  colleagues  in 
power.  My  hop.  friend  from  Cumberland,  referring 
to  the  duties  and  power  of  Parliament,  also  quoted 
from  Hallam’s  Constitutional  History ;  and  although 
he  made  no  particular  reference  to  any  particular 
chapter,  he  spoke  of  the  whole  tenor  of  Hallam’s 
observations  and  comments  on  the  powers  of  Par¬ 
liament  as  supporting  the  position  he  assumed, 
namely,  that  this  was  not  among  the  range  of 
questions  that  Parliament  could  investigate,  and 
that  the  form  of  the  indictment  or  charge  was  not 
such  as  to  invite  this  Parliament  to  appoint  a  com¬ 
mittee  to  consider  it.  Now,  let  us  see  what 
Hallam  says  in  a  brief  passage,  and  almost  the  only 
passage  on  the  subject  of  an  inquiry  by  the  House 
of  Commons,  and  see  if  that  position  is  sustained  : 

“  In  June,  1689,  a  special  committee  was  appointed  to 
enquire  into  the  miscarriages  of  the  war  in  Ireland, 
especially  as  to  the  delay  in  relieving  Londonderry.  A 
similar  committee  was  appointed  in  the  Lords.” 

Here  let  me  observe  that  I  took  the  opportunity 
of  looking  up  the  report  of  this  committee  in  the 
Commons  Journals  of  1689,  and  I  find  that  the 
resolution  asking  for  this  committee  of  enquiry  is 
very  brief.  It  does  not  make  any  statement  as  to 
the  grounds  of  the  belief  entertained  by  the  member 
moving  for  the  committee  of  enquiry,  nor  does  it 
charge  or  at  all  indicate  any  particular  persons  or 
any  specified  times  or  places  as  those  which  are 
solely  and  necessarily  bound  up  in  the  scope  of  the 
enquiry.  The  resolution  is  so  brief  that  I  will 
quote  it  : 

“  Ilesolved,  that  a  committee  be  appointed  to  enquire 
who  has  been  the  occasion  of  the  delays  in  sending  relief 
over  into  Ireland,  and  particularly  into  Londonderry.” 

A  short  resolution  of  four  lines,  which  led  to  such 
important  consequences,  led  to  the  indictment  and 
ruin  of  several  important  military  officers,  led  to 
important  legislation  and  important  action  on  the 
part  of  the  British  Government  in  connection  with 
affairs  in  Ireland.  The  report  of  the  committee  was 
made  about  six  months  after  its  appointment,  and 
the  evidence  taken  by  the  committee  was  exceed¬ 
ingly  lengthy  ;  upon  the  result  of  that  evidence 
presented  to  the  House,  after  notice  given  to  the 
persons  who  were  charged  with  the  Relays  and 
losses  and  sufferings  inlreland,  whereby  the  British 
power  was  abused  and  the  people  injured,  Colonel 
Cunningham  was  put  upon  his  trial,  and  many 
other  officers  found  themselves  defending  them¬ 
selves  in  the  courts  of  law.  Referring  to  this  en¬ 
quiry,  Hallam  says  : 

“  The  former  reported  severely  against  Colonel  Lunday, 
governor  of  that  city ;  and  the  House  addressed  the  King 
that  he  might  be  sent  over  to  be  tried  for  the  treason  laid 
to  his  charge.  I  do  not  think  there  is  any  earlier  prece¬ 
dent  in  the  Journals  for  so  specific  an  enquiry  into  the 
conduct  of  a  public  officer,  especially  one  in  military  com¬ 
mand.  It  marks,  therefore,  very  distinctly  the  change  of 
spirit  which  I  have  so  frequently  mentioned.” 

Thus  we  see  the  introduction  of  the  new  spirit  by 
which  the  Commons  insist  upon  their  rights, 
as  the  Grand  Inquisition  of  the  Realm,  bound  by 
their  duty  to  the  Crown  and  their  duty  to  the  peo¬ 
ple  to  enquire  into  the  injuries  inflicted  upon  the 
people  and  the  violation  of  the  laws  of  the  land,  by 
means  of  commissioners  of  their  own. — 

“  In  Great  Britain  no  courtier  ever  since  ventured  to 
deny  this  general  right  of  enquiry, though  it  is  a  frequent 
practice  to  elude  it.  The  right  to  enquire  draws  with  it 
the  necessary  means,  the  examination  of  witnesses, 
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records,  papers,  enforced  by  the  strong  arm  of  parliamen¬ 
tary  privilege.” 

And  he  says  further  : 

“  It  is  hardly  necessary  to  enumerate  later  instances 
of  exercising  a  right  which  had  become  indisputable,  and, 
even  before  it  rested  on  the  basis  of  precedent,  could  not 
reasonably  be  denied  to  those  who  might  advise,  remon¬ 
strate  and  impeach.” 

So  we  find  that  it  has  been  the  habit  to  elude  this, 
a  habit  which,  no  doubt,  will  be  continued  as  long 
as  Parliament  exists,  because  the  line  of  defence 
which  has  been  indicated  here  is  as  old  almost  as 
the  history  of  law,  and  will  continue  as  long  as 
public  men  are  charged  with  any  offences.  There 
will  always  be  a  denial  of  jurisdiction  ;  there  will 
always  be,  probably,  demurrers  to  the  gravity  of  the 
charge  ;  and  there  will,  probably,  always  be  a  desire 
to  mix  up  a  large  number  of  collateral  non-import- 
ant  questions  with  the  charge,  in  the  effort  to  con¬ 
fuse  the  public  mind  and  becloud  the  charges,  and 
deceive  those  who  are  to  pronounce  judgment. 
Preferring  again  to  Burke’s  position  with  regard  to 
matters  of  this  kind  as  among  the  precedents  which 
have  been  quoted,  I  would  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  famous  case  in  1770  wherein  a  motion 
was  made  for  a  committee  to  enquire  into  the  ad¬ 
ministration  of  criminal  justice  and  the  proceedings 
of  the  judges  in  Westminster  in  cases  relating 
to  the  liberty  of  the  press.  Now,  every  speaker 
who  has  addressed  the  House  on  the  other 
side,  although  supporting  the  hon.  gentlemen 
who  oppose  this  enquiry,  allege  that  the  charges 
made  by  the  hon.  member  for  West  Ontario 
are  vague  and  indefinite,  and  upon  this  ground 
they  ask  that  they  be  thrown  out  of  court  as  not 
amounting  to  sufficient  to  place  a  Minister  of  the 
Crown  upon  his  trial  or  to  demand  an  investiga¬ 
tion  at  the  hands  of  the  representatives  of  the 
people.  Let  us  see  how  that  great  statesman, 
Edmund  Burke,  treated  a  question  of  a  far  more 
important  character,  reflecting  on  the  administra¬ 
tion  of  justice.  One  would  suppose  that  if  the 
judge  or  a  number  of  judges  of  the  bench  at  West¬ 
minster  Hall  were  publicly  attacked  in  the  House 
of  Commons,  their  defenders  there  would  insist 
that  the  charges  be  specific.  One  would  suppose 
that  in  such  a  case  all  the  technicalities  and  pre¬ 
cedents,  if  any,  which  could  be  quoted  favourable 
to  the  pretension  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  would 
be  found  in  a  resolution  brought  before  the  House 
of  Commons  in  connection  with  charges  against  the 
judges  of  the  land.  The  motion  was  : 

“  That  a  committee  be  appointed  to  enquire  into  the 
administration  of  criminal  justice  and  the  proceedings  of 
judges  in  Westminster  Hall,  in  cases  relating  to  the  lib¬ 
erty  of  the  press  and  the  power  and  duties  of  juries.” 

Mr.  Burke  said  : 

“  The  learned  gentleman  who  introduced  it,  boldly  ar¬ 
raigns  the  general  conduct  of  our  courts  of  justice,  and 
the  hon.  gentleman  who  seconded  him,  as  boldly  arraigns 
the  conduct  of  a  particular  judge.” 

Now  we  find  no  particular  judge  charged  in  the 
resolution,  yet  we  find  in  the  speech  of  the  seconder 
of  the  resolution  an  attack  on  a  particular  judge 
and  a  severe  arraignment  of  him. — 

“Either  charge  should  be  alone  sufficient  to  excite  our 
closest  attention.  What  effect,  then,  ought  both  in  con¬ 
junction  to  produce?  They  ought  to  impel  us,  if  not  to 
an  enquiry,  at  least  to  a  minute  and  elaborate  discussion. 
For  what  has  the  mover  of  the  question  arraigned?  He 
has  arraigned  the  general  principles  of  jurisprudence 
now  adopted  by  our  judges,  and  has,  in  his  way,  proved 
them  not  only  unconstitutional  but  illegal.” 

He  then  goes  on  to  say  : 

Mr.  Flint. 


“My  sole  object  in  supporting  the  proposed  enquiry  is 
the  public  welfare  and  the  acquittal  of  the  judges.” 

Although  a  friend  of  the  judges,  although  a  believer 
in  their  integrity,  their  learning,  and  their  impar¬ 
tiality,  he  supported  this  resolution,  in  which  no 
particular  judge  is  named,  on  the  ground  that  the 
enquiry  was  for  the  public  welfare,  and  for  the  object 
of  acquitting  the  judges.  So  I  think  that  those  who 
believe  in  their  hearts  that  the  persons  accused  of 
the  offences  named  in  these  charges  will  be 
acquitted,  should  support  the  enquiry  on  that 
ground  as  well  as  on  the  ground  of  the  public  ben¬ 
efit  which  will  arise  from  the  investigation  into  the 
expenditure  of  the  public  subsidies  to  the  two  rail¬ 
ways  mentioned. — 

“  I  am  satisfied,”  he  says  again,  “  that  an  acquittal  will 
be  the  consequence.  In  acting  thus,  I  think  myself  their 
best  friend,  because  no  other  plan  will  clear  their  char¬ 
acter.  Till  this  step  is  taken,  in  vain  do  they  pretend  to 
superior  sanctity;  in  vain  do  some  gentlemen  tread  their 
halls  as  holy  ground,  or  reverence  their  courts  as  the 
temples  of  the  Divinity.” 

And  so  he  continues,  on  the  line  I  have  mentioned, 
to  support  an  enquiry  into  the  conduct  of  the 
judges.  But  our  hon.  friends,  having  failed  in 
their  enquiry  into  precedents,  even  precedents 
supporting  the  position  taken  by  the  hon.  Minister 
of  Justice  at  the  outset,  have  brought  us  down  to 
modern  times  and  have  drawn  the  proverbial  red 
herring  across  the  trail,  by  referring  to  so-called 
precedents  of  a  recent  date  well  known  to  this 
House.  We  have  had  the  affair  in  Quebec  re¬ 
ferred  to  ;  we  have  had  quoted  with  great  gusto 
the  movement  in  the  Ontario  House  when  the 
Hon.  E.  B.  Wood  was  charged  with  certain 
political  offences  ;  and  we  find  the  investigation 
of  last  session  referred  to,  as  leaning  against  the 
hon.  member  for  West  Ontario  and  those  who 
support  him  in  this  House.  The  Minister  of 
Militia,  in  concluding  his  speech,  referred  to  the 
Ontario  case  of  Wood  as  a  precedent  supporting 
him  in  the  amendment  he  has  moved  to-day.  Now, 
I  will  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  that  case, 
and  ask  their  candid  consideration  of  it,  to  see  if 
it  bears  out  the  contention  made  by  one  of  the 
members  for  Montreal  and  the  Minister  of  Militia 
as  at  all  parallel,  as  at  all  supporting  the  position 
they  have  assumed  in  connection  with  this  matter. 
The  general  charge  against  Mr.  Wood  wTas  made 
by  Mr.  Cameron,  and  he  moved  : 

“  For  a  committee  to  enquire  whether  any,  and  what, 
corrupt  inducement  or  offer  was  made  to  the  Hon.  E. 
B.  Wood,  a  member  of  this  House,  to  induce  him  to 
resign  his  position  as  Treasurer  of  the  Province  of  Ontario, 
•by  the  Hon.  E.  Blake  or  any  other  member  of  the  present 
Administration  while  members  of  the  Opposition  in  the 
Legislative  Assembly.” 

Mr.  Blake  took  exception  to  the  phrase  “any 
other  member  of  the  present  Administration,”  and 
contended  that  that  was  too  wide  and  general  to 
place  indefinitely  before  the  House  charges  against 
the  present  Administration,  and  he  moved  in  amend¬ 
ment  : 

“  That  the  Hon.  M.  C.  Cameron,  a  memberof  this  House, 
having  stated  in  his  place  that  corrupt  inducements  or 
offers  were  made  to  the  Hon.  E.  B.  Wood,  a  member  of 
this  House,  to  induce  him  to  resign  his  position  of  Trea¬ 
surer  of  Ontario,  by  the  Hon.  E.  Blake  and  other  members 
of  the  Administration  while  members  of  the  Opposition  in 
the  Legislative  Assembly.” 

“  Mr.  CAMERON.  I  have  not  stated  that  there  were 
other  members.  That  is  not  my  motion. 

“  Mr.  BLAKE.  I  asked  the  hon.  gentleman  to  state 
what  other  members  he  meant,  and  he  declined.  He, 
therefore,  included  us  all.  If  his  motion  means  to  include 
myself,  I  am  satisfied  ;  or  I  am  satisfied  if  it  includes  the 
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whole  of  the  Government.  But  the  hon.  gentleman  must 
name  those  whom  he  charges,  before  Parliament  is  called 
on  to  grant  him  a  committee. 

“  Mr.  CAMERON.  The  charge  is  that  the  Hon.  E.  B. 
Wood  received  a  corrupt  consideration,  and  that  it  came 
from  the  Hon.  E.  Blake.  I  believe  that  some  of  the 
Government  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  matter.” 

The  motion  which  was  made  in  amendment  to 
the  charge  of  Mr.  Cameron  was  to  the  effect  that 
he  should  make  his  charge  correspond  with  his 
motion.  While  his  charge  mentioned  other  mem¬ 
bers  in  that  vague  and  general  way,  the  motion 
mentioned  only  one  member,  and  the  amendment 
which  was  carried  in  the  House  was  couched  in 
these  terms  : 

“  Resolved,  that  the  Hon.  M.  C.  Cameron,  member  of 
this  House,  having  stated  in  his  place  that  a  corrupt  in¬ 
ducement  or  offer  was  made  to  the  Hon.  E.  B.  Wood,  a 
member  of  this  House,  to  induce  him  to  resign  his  posi¬ 
tion  as  Treasurer  of  the  Province  of  Ontario,  by  the  Hon. 
E.  Blake,  while  a  member  of  the  Opposition  in  the  Legis¬ 
lative  Assembly,  a  select  committee  be  appointed  to 
enquire  whether  any,  and,  if  any,  what  corrupt  induce¬ 
ment  or  offer  was  made  to  the  Hon.  E.  B.  Wood,  a  mem¬ 
ber  of  this  House,  to  induce  him  to  resign  his  position  as 
Treasurer  of  the  Province  of  Ontario,  by  the  Hon.  E. 
Blake,  while  a  member  of  the  Opposition  in  the  Legisla¬ 
tive  Assembly.” 

Consequently  the  House  will  see  that  all  the  ob¬ 
servations  made  during  that  discussion,  in  which 
greater  definiteness  was  demanded,  centred  in  the 
point  as  to  whether  it  was  fair  to  charge  other 
members  of  the  Administration  with  being  parties 
to  an  improper  transaction  unless  their  names 
were  mentioned.  I  think  we  will  all  have  to 
agree,  that,  if  there  were  in  the  charges  of  the 
member  for  West  Ontario  (Mr.  Edgar)  an  allusion 
to  “  other  members  of  the  Administration  ”  in  those 
words,  the  Government  would  be  correct  in  insist¬ 
ing  that  those  members  of  the  Administration  who 
were  charged  should  be  named  or  that  the  whole 
Government  as  a  body  should  be  named,  or  the 
charge  should  be  struck  out  as  unfair  and  inde¬ 
finite  ;  but  in  this  case  we  have  all  the  requisites 
that  can  bring  home  an  offence  of  this  character  to 
the  individuals  who  are  charged.  Let  us  take  the 
case  of  the  Pacific  scandal,  one  so  notorious,  so 
generally  canvassed,  so  thoroughly  discussed  in 
almost  every  phase  and  bearing  it  had  on  the 
public  affairs  of  the  country  and  the  public  men  of 
that  time,  one  involving  such  vast  consequences  to 
the  reputation  of  public  men  and  the  stability  of 
parties  in  this  country,  and  let  us  follow  the 
character  of  the  charges  which  were  made  in  that 
case  and  compare  it  with  the  character  and  form  of 
the  charges  made  in  this  case,  and  see  if  the  charges 
made  in  this  case  do  not  bear  a  favourable  compari¬ 
son  with  the  charges  made  in  1872.  You  are  all 
aware  that  Mr.  Huntington’s  charges  were  very 
brief.  He  rose  in  his  place  and  stated  : 

“  That,  in  anticipation  of  the  legislation  of  last  session, 
as  to  the  Pacific  Railway,  an  agreement  was  made  between 
Sir  Hugh  Allan,  actingfor  himself  and  certain  other  Cana¬ 
dian  promoters,  and  G.  W.  McMullen,  acting  for  certain 
United  States  capitalists,  whereby  the  latter  agreed  to  fur¬ 
nish  all  the  funds  necessary  for  the  construction  of  the 
contemplated  railway,  and  to  give  the  former  a  certain 
percentage  of  interest  in  consideration  of  their  interest  and 
position,  the  scheme  agreed  on  being  ostensibly  that  of  a 
Canadian  railway  with  Sir  Hugh  Allan  at  its  head, — 

“That  the  Government  were  aware  that  negotiations 
were  pending  between  these  parties, — 

“  That  subsequently  an  understanding  was  come  to  be¬ 
tween  the  Government  and  Sir  Hugh  Allan  and  Mr.  Ab¬ 
bott,  M.P.,— that  Sir  Hugh  Allan  and  his  friends  should 
advance  a  large  sum  of  money  for  the  purpose  of  aiding 
the  elections  of  Ministers  and  their  supporters  at  the 
ensuing  general  elections, — and  that  he  and  his  friends 

66 


should  receive  the  contract  for  the  construction  of  the 
railway, — 

“  That  accordingly  Sir  Hugh  Allan  did  advance  a  large 
sum  of  money  for  the  purpose  mentioned,  and  at  the  solici¬ 
tation,  and  under  the  pressing  instances  of  the  Minis¬ 
ters,— 

“  That  part  of  the  moneys  expended  by  Sir  Hugh  Allan 
in  connection  with  the  obtaining  of  the  Act  of  incorporation 
and  charter  were  paid  to  him  by  the  said  United  States 
capitalists  under  the  agreement  with  him, — it  is 

“  Ordered,  That  a  committee  of  seven  members  be 
appointed  to  enquire  into  all  the  circumstances  connected 
with  the  negotiations  for  the  construction  of  the  Pacific 
Railway — with  the  legislation  of  last  session  on  the  subject, 
and  with  the  granting  of  the  charter  to  Sir  Hugh  Allan 
and  others  ;  with  power  to  send  for  persons,  papers  and 
records,  and  with  instructions  to  report  in  full  the  evidence 
taken  before,  and  all  proceedings  of  said  committee.” 

Now,  in  what  particular  are  these  charges  more 
specific  or  more  full  and  detailed  than  those  which 
are  now  before  the  House  ?  Ido  not  allude  to  the 
amendment,  but  I  mean  the  charges  which  have 
been  brought  before  the  House  by  the  member  for 
West  Ontario  (Mr.  Edgar).  They  are  almost  pre¬ 
cisely  alike  in  their  essential  features,  but  how  were 
they  met  on  that  occasion  by  the  Government  of 
that  day  ?  Did  Sir  John  Macdonald  or  his  able 
colleagues  rise  in  their  places  and  contend,  as  has 
been  contended  in  this  discussion,  that  the  charges 
were  vague  and  indefinite,  that  this  was  not  the 
court  before  which  they  should  be  tried,  that  there 
were  other  tribunals  where  they  could  be  better  in¬ 
vestigated,  and  that  the  charges  were  not  properly 
formulated  for  the  consideration  of  the  House  ? 
Not  at  all.  Relying  upon  their  majority,  which 
was  quite  large,  relying  upon  the  belief  that  Parlia¬ 
ment  would  not  deal  further  with  the  matter,  they 
voted  the  motion  down  without  discussion  or 
debate.  Public  opinion  then  rose  to  such  a  height 
that  the  Government  began  to  feel,  as  in  this  case, 
that  something  more  must  be  done,  and  from  the 
representations  coming  in  from  all  parts  of  the 
country  that  they  were  not  dealing  rightly  in 
flouting  such  important  charges  affecting  the  char¬ 
acter  of  statesmen  and  injuring  the  credit  of  the 
country  at  home  and  abroad,  they  had  to  adopt 
another  course,  and  a  few  days  afterwards  the 
Prime  Minister  was  compelled  to  bring  in,  what  ? 
A  resolution  making  the  statement  more  specific 
or  dwelling  upon  newspaper  reports  as  in  this  case  ? 
Not  at  all,  but  he  virtually  accepted  the  charges 
made  by  Mr.  Huntington  as  the  basis  of  the  en¬ 
quiry,  because,  on  the  8th  April  we  find  that  : 

“  On  motion  of  the  Right  Honourable  Sir  John  A.  Mac¬ 
donald,  a  select  committee  of  five  members  (of  which 
committee  the  mover  shall  not  be  one)  was  appointed  by 
this  House  to  enquire  into  and  report  upon  the  several 
matters  contained  and  stated  in  a  resolution  moved  on 
Wednesday,  the  2nd  of  April  instant,  by  the  hon.  Mr. 
Huntington,  member  for  the  County  of  Shefford,  relating 
to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  with  power  to  send  for 
persons,  papers  and  records.” 

So  that  powerful  Government,  when  its  position 
was  at  stake,  accepted  the  charges  as  made  by  Mr. 
Huntington,  without  alteration  of  form  or  exten¬ 
sion  of  detail,  as  the  basis  for  a  committee  of  en¬ 
quiry,  and  they  were  prepared  to  place  themselves 
before  that  committee  on  the  Huntington  resolu¬ 
tions.  The  result  of  this  transaction,  although  so 
injurious  to  the  credit  of  large  numbers  of  public 
men,  although  so  alarming  in  its  revelations  of 
immorality  of  public  life  at  that  time,  that  result 
was  the  downfall  of  the  Government  of  the  day 
and  the  installation  of  a  new  Administration  in  its 
place.  But  the  point  I  wish  to  make  is  that  the 
charges  upon  which,  and  out  of  which,  the  succeed- 
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in o-  events  grew  which  overthrew  the  Macdonald 
Administration,  were  by  no  means  as  full,  and  as 
explicit,  and  as  detailed  as  the  charges  now  before 
the  House.  We  are,  then,  called  upop  to  consider 
the  Quebec  charges,  we  are  called  upon  to  consider 
the  history  of  the  transactions  which  led  to  the 
overthrow  of  the  Mercier  Administration  the  other 
day  in  the  Province  of  Quebec.  I  am  certain  if  an 
instance  is  sought  of  any  great  public  transaction 
wherein  men  strongly  entrenched  in  power  were 
overthrown,  where  public  opinion  was  brought  to 
bear  upon  what  we  all  must  realize  as  corruption 
in  high  places,  hon.  gentlemen  are  very  unfortu¬ 
nate  in  citing  the  enquiry  into  the  Mercier  matter 
in  the  Province  of  Quebec.  How  was  that  brought 
to  public  attention  ?  Was  it  in  consequence  of 
elaborate,  detailed,  complete  and  formal  charges  in 
any  Legislature  ?  That  matter  came  up,  as  we  are 
aware,  almost  accidentally,  in  the  discussion  on  the 
passage  of  a  Bill  through  another  House.  I  am  not 
saying  that  was  not  the  proper  manner  in  which  to 
bring  that  matter  forward.  I  do  not  see  how,  if  a 
Bill  is  before  a  committee  of  this  House,  if  a  com¬ 
pany  come  before  this  House,  or  a  corporation  asks 
for  an  amendment  to  its  charter,  1  am  not  prepared 
to  say  that  the  committee  is  not  empowered  and 
justified  in  enquiring  into  the  bon&jides  of  the 
corporators,  into  the  genuineness  of  the  transaction 
which  they  wish  to  have  legalized.  But  at  any 
rate  the  enquiry  arose  out  of  charges  made  without 
any  names  whatsoever.  In  the  charge  brought  by 
the  solicitor  of  the  Ontario  Bank  before  a  commit¬ 
tee  of  the  Senate,  neither  Mr.  Mercier  nor  any  of 
his  colleagues  were  at  all  involved.  The  commit¬ 
tee  of  the  Senate  merely  investigated,  without 
reference  to  individuals,  the  circumstances  sur¬ 
rounding  this  charter  and  the  proposed  amendment, 
and  as  a  result  of  the  evidence  brought  out,  public 
opinion  in  the  neighbouring  province  was  aroused 
and  was  brought  to  bear  against  those  who 
appeared  to  be  convicted  of  improper  dealing 
with  public  funds,  and  a  great  party  went 
down  in  the  elections  that  followed.  This  was  not 
a  fair  trial  from  the  standpoint  of  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man.  This  was  not  a  fair  manner  in  which  to  bring 
a  public  man  or  his  colleagues  to  book  for  alleged 
malfeasance  in  office,  but  at  the  same  time  hon. 
gentlemen  are  never  weary  of  rejoicingin  this  House 
and  elsewhere,  and  of  expressing  their  congratula¬ 
tions  as  to  the  result  that  followed  those  investiga¬ 
tions,  and  as  to  the  public  opinion  which  was  aroused 
by  them.  Had  the  objection  taken  by  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  opposite  been  successfully  taken  by  those  whose 
guilt  was  implied,  we  would  not  have  had  an  in¬ 
vestigation,  we  would  not  have  had  the  rousing  of 
public  opinion,  we  would  not  have  had  the  condem¬ 
nation  of  those  transactions  in  the  Province  of 
Quebec  which  appeared  to  the  people  of  that  prov¬ 
ince  to  be  improper.  We  had  last  session  a  lengthy 
enquiry  into  charges  made  against  a  Minister  of  the 
Crown,  and  against  a  member  of  this  House,  and 
the  ground  was  not  taken  here  or  elsewhere  that  has 
been  taken  in  opposition  to  the  charges  made  by  the 
memberforWestOntario(Mr.  Edgar).  Now, placing 
all  those  charges  together,  those  at  Quebec,  those  in 
the  Tarte-McGreevy  case,  those  in  the  Pacific  scandal 
in  1872,  they  stand  upon  all-fours  as  regards  their 
formalities,  as  regards  the  details  given  upon  which 
to  base  an  enquiry ;  they  all  stand  upon  the  same 
footing.  In  the  Tarte-  McGreevy  case  we  find  there 
were  subsidies  appropriated  by  this  House  for 
Mr.  Flint. 


great  public  works  ;  there  were  subsidies  appro¬ 
priated  to  assist  railway  construction.  In  these 
charges  we  find*  there  were  subsidies  appropriated 
by  this  House  to  assist  railway  construction  ;  in 
the  other  case  the  charge  was  that  these  subsidies 
were  improperly  made  use  of,  were  paid  to  con¬ 
tractors  with  an  understanding  that  part  of  it  should 
be  remitted  for  political  purposes.  In  this  case  we 
find  there  is  a  construction  company  of  which  a 
Minister  of  the  Crown  is  accused  of  being  a  share¬ 
holder,  and  that  those  funds  went  to  this  construc¬ 
tion  company  ;  in  the  other  case  they  went  to  the 
contractors,  and  by  the  construction  company  a 
portion  of  them  were  handed  back  again  to  the 
Minister  or  to  his  friends  for  political  purposes. 
The  only  difference  in  the  two  cases  is  the  differ¬ 
ence  in  name  ;  in  the  one  case  it  was  a  railway,  in 
the  other  case  it  may  be  a  great  public  dock  or  a 
public  harbour.  In  the  one  case  it  may  be  the 
Minister  of  Public  Works,  in  the  other  case  it  may 
be  the  Postmaster  General.  In  the  one  case  the 
distributors  of  the  money  or  the  go-betweens,  were 
public  contractors,  in  the  other  case  it  was  the 
construction  company  chartered  by  this  Legisla¬ 
ture.  Now,  there  has  been  an  effort  made, 

in  fact  it  has  been  broadly  stated  that  even 
admitting  these  charges  to  be  true,  they  are 
not  such  as  ought  to  merit  an  enquiry  at 
the  hands  of  Parliament,  if  Parliament  has 
the  power.  If  it  is  true  that  $1,000,000 

were  voted  by  Parliament  for  the  Quebec 
and  Lake  St.  John  Railway  Company,  that  a  con¬ 
struction  company,  of  which  a  Minister  of  the 
Crown  was  a  member,  was  to  expend  these  moneys 
in  building  that  railway,  that  the  Minister  who 
recommended  these  sums  to  Parliament,  who  was 
a  member  of  the  construction  company,  corruptly 
received  large  sums  of  money  out  of  these  subsidies 
and  moneys  raised  upon  credit  of  the  same,  I  ask 
this  House,  I  ask  any  hon.  gentleman,  if  that  is 
not  an  offence  which  should  be  investigated  by  the 
representatives  of  this  Legislature?  If  it  is  not  true, 
as  the  person  incriminated  has  stated,  would  they 
not  be  doing  their  duty  by  him,  as  Edmund  Burke 
claimed  he  would  be  doing  his  duty  by  the  judges 
incriminated  in  1770,  to  give  him  an  opportunity 
to  prove  his  innocence,  and  to  bring  forward  such 
evidence  as  would  result  in  his  acquittal  ?  If  it  is 
true  that  during  that  period  the  subsidies  were 
improperly  paid  and  contributed  for  improper  pur¬ 
poses  with  the  knowledge  of  the  Minister,  and  used 
for  election  purposes,  is  it  not  the  duty  of  this  Legis¬ 
lature  to  pass  some  resolution  in  connection  with  it, 
to  ask  for  some  legislation  which  may  prevent  a 
similar  abuse  in  the  future,  and  thus  protect  the  peo¬ 
ple  of  this  country  from  that  misuse  of  public  funds  ? 
Ancient  precedents  may  be  very  useful,  yet  I  con¬ 
tend  in  dealing  with  great  moral  and  constitutional 
questions  like  this,  every  Legislature  must,  from 
the  very  necessities  of  the  case,  emancipate  itself 
to  a  large  degree  from  the  narrow  constructions  of 
ancient  precedents.  From  time  to  time  Parliaments 
have  always  emancipated  themselves  from  the 
precedents  of  the  past,  but  unless  it  can  be  shown 
that  it  is  opposed  to  the  public  interests,  that  it  is 
repugnant  to  the  fairest  and  broadest  principles  of 
justice,  then  hon.  gentlemen  are  not  justified  in 
refusing  to  investigate  these  charges  as  made  by 
the  hon.  member  for  W estOntario  (Mr.  Edgar).  The 
same  charge  is  made,  in  almost  tlie  same  terms,  in 
regard  to  the  subsidy  voted  in  aid  of  the  Temis- 
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couata  Railway,  that  a  Minister  of  the  Crown 
corruptly  received  large  sums  of  money  from  the 
persons  who  controlled  the  construction  of  the 
road,  and  that,  after  those  corrupt  payments  were 
made,  other  and  further  subsidies  were  granted,  and 
that  those  sums  so  contributed  by  public  contrac¬ 
tors  were  dishonestly  expended,  with  the  knowledge 
of  the  Minister  charged,  in  lavish  and  corrupt  amounts 
for  the  purpose  of  influencing  the  electors.  I  cannot 
imagine  why  thereshould  be  this  constant  iteration, 
that  this  is  necessarily  and  solely  a  charge  against 
the  Minister  as  a  member  of  this  House,  that  it 
necessarily  involves,  and  solely  involves,  an  attack 
upon  him.  Indirectly  it  may  do  so,  but  it  is  only 
the  assertion  of  the  right  of  this  House  to  follow 
the  public  monej^s  voted  by  this  Parliament  out  of 
the  taxation  taken  from  the  people.  The  gist  of 
the  resolution  is  in  the  enquiry,  and  not  in  the  other 
part  of  the  resolution.  I  contend  that  Parliament 
should  not  divest  itself  of  this  duty  cast  upon  it  of 
making  an  enquiry  into  the  disposal  and  distribu¬ 
tion  of  these  public  funds.  It  is  notorious,  it  is 
asserted  with  scarcely  any  contradiction,  that 
enormous  sums  of  money  are  used  at  general  elec¬ 
tions  throughout  this  country.  From  the  day  of 
the  Pacific  scandal  down  to  the  present  day  large 
portions  of  the  electorate  are  honestly  of  the  belief 
that  their  rights  have  been  overthrown  by  the  cor¬ 
rupt  use  of  moneys  spent  among  those  of  the  electors 
who  are  immoral  and  who  take  a  low  and  degraded 
view  of  the  franchise.  A  large  majority  of  the 
electors  are  honest  and  straightforward  and  look 
upon  the  franchise  as  a  sacred  trust,  and  use  it  free 
from  improper  influences  ;  but  it  is  well  known 
that  a  moderate  percentage  of  corrupt  voters,  10, 
15  or  20  per  cent,  have  no  principles  in  connection 
with  public  questions,  and  do  not  look  upon  the 
receipt  of  money  as  a  bribe,  certainly  not  as  an 
unpatriotic  bribe,  and  it  is,  unfortunately,  well 
known  that  the  destinies  of  the  country  are  to 
a  large  extent  controlled  by  this  weak,  immoral 
and  dishonourable  vote.  If  this  Parliament  can, 
by  throwing  aside  any  mere  technicalities,  ascertain 
the  means  by  which  vast  sums  of  money  are  taken 
from  the  public  treasury  and  diverted  from  their 
proper  objects  and  brought  to  bear  on  this  per¬ 
centage  of  weak  and  immoral  voters,  who  thus 
shape  the  destinies  of  the  country  in  spite  of  the 
views,  consciences  and  wishes  of  the  great  majority 
of  the  honest  electors,  it  is  our  duty  to  do  so,  no 
matter  who  may  be  hurt  by  the  course  of  the  in  ¬ 
vestigation.  These  charges  are  made  from  time  to 
time  against  both  political  parties.  I  do  not  pre¬ 
tend  to  say  that  the  members  of  the  Liberal  party 
in  some  particulars  may  not  make  improper  use  of 
their  own  funds  in  controlling  elections,  but  I  do 
mean  to  say  that  it  is  impossible  from  the  very 
nature  of  the  case,  they  being  out  of  office  and 
having  no  control  or  influence  over  public  funds, 
that  they  can  be  charged  with  improperly  using 
public  moneys  either  directly  or  indirectly  in 
furthering  the  private  ambitions  of  any  indivi¬ 
dual  members  of  the  party.  Bad  as  it  may  be  to 
corrupt  the  electors  or  any  portion  of  them 
by  the  expenditure  of  private  money,  it  is 
infinitely  worse  to  corrupt  them  with  money  voted 
by  the  representatives  of  the  people  for  public 
purposes  ;  and  I  repeat,  that  bad  as  it  is  to  corrupt 
these  electors  by  the  use  of  party  funds,  it  is 
nothing  like  so  degrading  as  to  use  public  moneys 


actions  must  be  both  to  those  furnishing  the  money 
and  those  receiving  it.  We  have  the  taunt  thrown 
across  the  House,  and  we  must  receive  it  as  plea¬ 
santly  as  possible,  that  the  election  courts  show 
that  Liberal  candidates  and  Liberal  representatives 
have  violated  the  law.  But  any  hon.  gentleman 
who  knows  anything  of  the  courts  and  their  pro¬ 
ceedings  is  aware  that  the  investigation  into  general 
corruption  by  the  election  courts  proves  nothing 
whatever.  It  is  well  known  that  an  election  may 
be  a  very  corrupt  one,  that  there  may  have  been 
a  large  amount  of  money  expended  on  one  side  or 
the  other  in  the  constituency,  and  yet  the  election 
trial  goes  off  on  some  minor  point.  There  is  no 
full  and  real  investigation  into  the  extent  of  the 
corruption  and  the  guilt  of  the  various  parties,  or 
as  to  the  details  of  the  expenditure  of  any  corrup¬ 
tion  fund  on  either  side,  by  means  of  the  election 
courts.  Take  a  case  such  as  frequently  occurs  in  a 
constituency,  where  large  sums  of  money  have  been 
improperly  spent,  yet  the  hon.  member  is  unseated 
in  consequence  of  some  trifling  violation  of  the  law, 
either  because  the  controlling  parties  choose  to  select 
it  as  the  ground  on  which  the  seat  shall  be  vacated, 
or  because  of  the  difficulty  experienced  in  proving 
some  of  the  more  flagrant  cases.  I  contend  that  an 
investigation  of  this  kind  should  be  pursued  by  a 
committee  of  Parliament,  a  committee  made  up  of 
hon.  members  on  both  sides  of  the  House  ;  an  in¬ 
vestigation  pursued  and  based  on  charges  of  this 
kind  would  be  able  to  follow  these  public  moneys, 
and  it  is  only  in  that  respect  we  have  a  right  to  in¬ 
vestigate  the  matter,  and  to  show  the  methods  by 
which  large  constituencies  have  been  improperly  in¬ 
fluenced  in  the  exercise  of  their  franchise  ;  and  it  is 
the  duty  of  Parliament,  following  precedents  act¬ 
ing  upon  constitutional  grounds,  to  accept  the  reso¬ 
lution  moved  by  the  hon.  member  for  West  Onta¬ 
rio  and  to  agree  to  its  reference  to  the  select  stand¬ 
ing  committee,  or  if  that  committee  is  considered 
too  large,  to  a  smaller  committee  for  investigation. 
I  will  not  at  the  present  time  discuss  the  advan¬ 
tages  and  disadvantages  of  a  Royal  Commission.  I 
must  say  I  think  it  exceedingly  strange  that  the 
leaders  of  the  House  should  affirm  that  Parliament 
is  not  competent  to  investigate  charges  of  this  kind, 
that  our  power,  as  exercised,  by  the  Imperial  Par¬ 
liament  of  Great  Britain,  has  completely  broken  down 
and  collapsed  under  the  stress  of  modern  emer¬ 
gencies,  and  hon.  gentlemen  are  going  to  hand 
over  to  a  partisan  commission,  necessarily 
partisan,  because  appointed  by  the  very  persons 
charged  with  the  offence,  and  not  appointed  by  the 
people  of  the  country,  the  investigation  of  this 
case.  It  is  derogatory  to  the  power,  privileges, 
and  dignity  of  the  House  that  such  a  proposition 
should  be  accepted.  If  the  member  charged  should 
resign  his  place  as  one  of  those  appointing  this 
commission,  if  he  should  stand  aloof  while  the 
whole  evidence  is  being  taken,  and  appear  before 
the  commission  simply  as  one  of  those  charged, 
perhaps  something  more  might  be  said  in  favour  of 
this  proposal.  But  as  a  representative  of  the 
people  in  this  House,  I  do  object  to  a  Minister  of 
the  Crown,  charged  with  improperly  using  public 
money,  appointing  his  own  court  to  try  himself  or 
to  investigate  the  circumstances  under  which  an 
improper  use  of  money  has  been  exercised.  Hon. 
gentlemen,  it  seems  to  me,  are  belittling  the  im¬ 
portance  of  this  matter.  During  the  last  session 
we  had  formal  charges  laid  aside  on  the  ground 
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that  the  matters  were  old,  that  the  charge  was  in¬ 
definite,  and  that  even  if  it  were  true,  that  it  was 
not  sufficiently  important — for  that  was  the  sub¬ 
stance  of  the  discussion  upon  the  other  side  of  the 
House— to  cause  an  enquiry.  Again,  we  find 
charges  of  an  important  character  involving  the 
reputation  of  a  leading  member  of  the  Adminis¬ 
tration,  involving  the  disposal  of  enormous  sums 
of  public  money,  involving  the  very  stability  of  our 
electoral  institutions,  thrown  out  of  this  House,  and 
vague,  general  assertions,  extracts  from  speeches  of 
hon.  members  upon  this  side  of  the  House,  brought 
in  to  confuse  the  issue.  I  think  the  people  of  this 
country  are  looking  with  more  interest  than  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  imagine  as  to  the  result  of  this 
matter.  They  are  expecting  that  Parliament  will 
assert  itself,  that  Parliament  will  insist  upon  its 
rights  and  its  privileges,  and  I  believe  that  the 
charges  already  formulated  are  sufficiently  explicit 
and  sufficiently  important  to  require  an  investiga¬ 
tion  at  the  hands  of  a  committee  of  this  House. 
The  hon.  member  for  Cumberland  (Mr.  Dickey)  in¬ 
sisted  that  this  was  purely  a  legal  question,  and  that 
it  should  be  dealt  with  upon  the  strictest  principles 
of  the  courts  of  justice.  Now,  taking  it  from  that 
standpoint  alone,  I  think  he  will  find  that  the 
charges  made  by  the  hon.  member  for  West  Ontario 
(Mr.  Edgar)  conform  to  the  strictest  measure  of  an 
indictment  for  an  offence  in  a  court  of  law.  This  is 
not  an  offence  indictable  in  a  court  of  law.  It  is 
not  an  offence  triable  in  any  court  of  which  we  are 
aware,  and  it  is  not  fair  to  say  that  the  courts  are 
open  to  those  who  object  to  the  electoral  corruption 
of  the  counties  which  are  referred  to  in  the  closing 
paragraphs  of  this  resolution.  Corruption  at  an 
election  is  a  specific  offence  which  can  only  be 
tried  by  carrying  out  the  strictest  construction  of 
the  Controverted  Elections  Act.  Once  let  the  forty 
days  pass  in  which  you  can  file  a  petition,  once 
make  any  error  in  the  service  of  the  papers  upon 
the  person  charged,  once  make  any  error  in  form 
throughout  the  whole  of  these  proceedings,  and  all 
opportunity  for  an  investigation  in  the  courts  of 
law  is  over.  We  know  what  occurred  in  the 
Province  of  Nova  Scotia  within  the  past  few 
months.  Gentlemen  upon  both  sides  of  this  House 
were  petitioned  against  upon  the  ground  that  there 
was  electoral  corruption  by  which  they  became 
members  of  this  House.  The  petitions  were  in  due 
form,  they  were  duly  served  with  all  the  accom¬ 
panying  documents,  the  courts  met,  the  dates  of 
trial  were  arranged,  and  it  was  hoped  and  expected 
by  those  who  brought  these  charges  and  deposited 
their  money  in  order  to  meet  expenses,  that  the 
details  of  these  improper  expenditures  would  have 
been  brought  to  light.  It  was  hoped  that  not  only 
would  their  opponents  be  unseated  but  that  such  a 
flood  of  light  would  be  thrown  on  the  methods 
used,  as  to  lead  to  the  reformation  of  electoral 
habits  in  these  localities.  But  what  occurred  ?  Were 
these  matters  investigated,  did  they  ever  reach  trial  ? 
No,  they  were  thrown  out  upon  technicalities,  and  in 
one  of  the  courts  of  Nova  Scotia,  upon  identically 
the  same  statement  of  facts  under  different  judges, 
in  one  case  the  petition  against  an  hon.  member  was 
dismissed,  and  in  another  case  the  petition  was 
sustained  and  the  hon.  member  must  go  to  trial.  I 
only  allude  to  this  to  show  the  difficulties  in  many 
instances  that  are  in  the  way  of  proving  electoral 
corruption,  even  on  a  limited  scale,  under  the  Con¬ 
troverted  Elections  Act.  Let  us  assume  for  the 
Mr.  Flint. 


sake  of  argument  that  after  the  time  at  which  elec¬ 
tion  petitions  could  be  presented,  it  was  discovered, 
by  a  sincere  public-spirited  man,  that  the  most  un¬ 
heard-of  corruption  had  existed,  that  large  sums  of 
money  had  been  improperly  used  in  corrupting 
voters,  that  threats  and  intimidations  of  the  grossest 
character  had  been  brought  to  bear  in  order  to  carry 
the  election  in  favour  of  the  successful  candidate  ;  is 
it  not  quite  apparent  that  all  their  efforts  would  be 
in  vaifi  to  reach  the  root  of  these  evils  unless  Par¬ 
liament  came  to  the  rescue  and  granted  such  relief 
as  the  importance  and  merits  of  the  case  demanded  ? 
I  fancy  that  in  a  large  degree  this  may  be  one  of 
the  reasons  why  Parliament,  although  having  rele¬ 
gated  the  trial  of  controverted  elections  to  the 
courts,  has  not  entirely  surrendered  it  to  the  courts, 
but  still  holds  in  its  own  hands  the  right  and 
duty  and  privilege  of  still  further  investigating 
charges  which  under  the  Controverted  Elections  Act 
cannot  be  reached.  This  is  precisely  one  of  the 
cases  now  under  review.  It  details  a  constitutional 
offence  which  no  court  can  reach,  and  which  Parlia¬ 
ment  alone  has  the  power  and  the  right  and  the 
duty  to  investigate,  and  if  necessary  to  adequately 
punish.  Suppose  a  Minister  of  the  Crown,  suppose 
the  whole  Government  should  refuse,  after  an 
adverse  vote  in  this  Parliament, to  carry  out  the  con¬ 
stitutional  duty  imposed  on  them,  and  refuse  to 
carry  out  the  instructions  of  Parliament  and  refuse 
to  resign,  what  court  in  this  country  would  have 
jurisdiction  in  this  case  ?  The  only  power  that 
could  be  brought  to  bear  to  compel  the  most 
powerful  combination  in  this  country  to  obey  the 
constitutional  law  is  the  High  Court  of  Parliament, 
and  it  is  to  that  court  we  now  appeal  and  .not  to  a 
commission  appointed  by  the  agency  or  through 
the  power  of  any  of  these  charged  with  the  offence, 
but  to  the  High  Court  of  Parliament,  to  the  repre¬ 
sentatives  of  the  people  of  this  country,  to 
investigate  the  expenditures  of  their  money,  and  to 
trace  to  their  termination  the  funds  which  a 
member  standing  in  his  place  in  this  House  alleges 
that  he  has  satisfactory  evidence  in  his  possession 
to  prove  have  been  used  to  corrupt  the  people  of 
this  country.  I  have  not  had  an  opportunity  of 
reading  or  considering  the  amendment  moved  by  the 
Minister  of  Militia,  but  if  it  beclouds  the  issue  or 
minimizes  its  importance,  I  hope  that  it  will  be  re¬ 
jected  and  that  the  House  will  come  down  to  the  issue 
brought  before  it  by  the  member  for  West  Ontario 
(Mr.  Edgar),  and  will  insist  that  justice  be  done  as 
asked  for  by  him  from  his  place  in  this  House. 
Thus  I  believe  it  would  contribute,  not  merely  to 
the  dignity  of  Parliament,  but  to  the  welfare  of  the 
people.  If  we  can  by  any  means  remove  this  cor¬ 
rupting  influence  from  our  elections  we  will  have 
taken  a  higher  and  nobler  position  than  can  be 
attained  in  any  other  way.  Let  the  people  of  this 
country  be  called  upon  to  condemn  or  support  the 
Ministry,  but  let  them  do  it  apart  from  the  influ¬ 
ence  of  public  funds  used  to  corrupt  a  small  percent¬ 
age  of  the  people,  and  they  the  least  important  of 
the  community.  I  believe,  Sir,  that  even  those 
who  are  most  sincerely  of  opinion  that  the  Minister 
has  not  been  guilty,  will  be  doing  him  a  service  by 
giving  him  an  opportunity  of  proving  his  innocence 
before  the  people  of  this  country,  and  if  he  is  guilty 
they  will  be  consulting  the  dignity  of  Parliament 
and  the  welfare  of  the  people  by  saying  that  all 
offences  against  the  constitutional  and  unwritten 
law  shall  be  punished  as  they  deserve. 
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Mr.  DAVIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  echo  the  words 
used  by  the  lion,  member  (Mr.  Flint)  at  the 
close  of  his  speech  ;  I  think  it  is  most  important, 
for  the  sake  of  the  lion.  Minister  and  for  the  sake 
of  the  dignity  of  Parliament,  that  the  charges 
made  on  the  floor  of  this  House  by  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  West  Ontario  (Mr.  Edgar)  and  supple¬ 
mented  as  they  were,  glossed  as  they  were, 
explained  as  they  were,  by  the  speeches  of  the  hon. 
member  for  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills),  by  the  speech  of 
the  leader  of  the  Opposition,  by  the  remarkable 
speech  of  the  hon.  member  for  South  Oxford  (Sir 
Richard  Cartwright),  and  by  a  speech  subsequently 
made  by  the  hon.  member  for  West  Ontario  him¬ 
self — I  think  it  is  most  important  that  these 
charges  should  be  sifted  to  the  bottom,  should  be 
thoroughly  enquired  into  ;  that  every  means 
should  be  used  to  get  at  the  truth  or  otherwise  of 
these  charges  impugning  the  honour  and  position 
of  a  Minister  of  the  Crown  ;  and,  Sir,  the  hon. 
member  for  Yarmouth  (Mr.  Flint),  who  has  just  ad¬ 
dressed  the  House,  seems  to  me  to  have  taken  a  very 
curious  position,  because  he  says  that  if  we 
take  what  is  certainly  a  vague  charge,  made  by  the 
hon.  member  for  West  Ontario,  we  can  have  a 
very  thorough  and  sifting  investigation  ;  but  if  we 
take  that  charge,  amplified,  extended,  enlarged  as 
it  has  been  by  the  speeches  of  the  hon.  member  for 
Bothwell,  and  especially  by  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
member  for  West  Ontario,  he  seems  to  imply  that 
we  cannot  have  a  full  investigation.  Now,  Sir,  his 
assertion  that  we  cannot  have  a  full  investigation 
if  this  amendment  is  carried,  cannot  be  based  upon 
the  form  of  that  amendment,  save  in  this  one  re¬ 
spect,  that  instead  of  referring  the  issue  to  a  com¬ 
mittee  of  this  House,  it  constitutes  a  Royal  Com¬ 
mission  to  take  evidence  from  whomsoever  may 
go  before  it,  directed  and  guided  as  may  be,  by 
any  counsel  he  may  think  fit  to  choose,  and  report¬ 
ing  that  evidence  to  this  House.  He  asserts  that 
that  cannot  be  a  thorough,  a  sifting,  a  complete 
enquiry. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  DAVIN.  The  hon.  member  for  Bothwell  says 
“hear,  hear, ’’and  in  the  course  of  his  speech  he  spoke 
against  the  appointment  of  a  Royal  Commission  ; 
but  the  Royal  Commission  which  the  hon.  member 
for  Bothwell  had  in  his  mind  was  a  very  different 
one  from  that  proposed  by  the  hon.  Minister  of 
Militia.  The  hon.  member  for  Bothwell  spoke  of 
judges.  This  commission  will  not  be  a  judge.  This 
commission  will  have  the  powers  of  a  court  of  record 
to  compel  witnesses  to  come  before  it,  to  examine  and 
hear  fully  any  evidence  that  may  be  placed  before 
it  ;  but  it  will  not  devolve  upon  the  commission  to 
pronounce  on  that  evidence.  That  is  still  in  the 
possession  of  the  House,  and  the  House  can  declare 
on  the  evidence.  If  the  House  is  dissatisfied  in  the 
least  degree  with  the  way  in  which  the  evidence 
has  been  taken,  it  is  open  to  it  to  have  the  whole 
matter  referred  to  a  committee,  giving  its  reasons, 
showing  that  there  has  been  some  unfairness  on  the 
part  of  the  commission,  or  that  the  commission 
has  been  wanting  in  its  duty  in  some  way 
in  hearing  the  evidence,  and  then  the  country 
will  be  as  ready  to  support  hon.  gentlemen,  I 
suppose,  as  it  is  now  when  they  say,  as  they  pretend 
has  been  the  case,  that  this  commission  has  been 
suggested,  not  for  the  purpose  of  making  the  en¬ 
quiry  thorough,  full  and  complete,  but  in  some  way 


for  the  purpose  of  limiting  and  burking  that  enquiry. 
I  am  afraid,  Mr.  Speaker,  if  I  may  make  such  a  re¬ 
mark  in  passing,  that  our  friends  are  profoundly 
disappointed  at  the  course  taken  by  the  ministerial 
side.  I  am  afraid  that  they  are  very  sorry  that 
this  amendment,  so  wide,  so  extensive,  so  funda¬ 
mental,  has  been  proposed,  and  that  they  expected 
that  instead  of  that  course  being  taken,  the  monster 
majority,  as  they  call  it,  would  be  induced  to  vote 
down  the  original  motion  as  it  stood.  Nobody 
supposes  that  I  am  ready  to  come  here  at  the  bid¬ 
ding  of  any  party  to  cloak  any  man  charged - 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Oh,  no. 

Mr.  DAVIN.  Well,  if  these  incredulous  people 
around  me  do  not  believe  it,  the  public  know  my 
character.  The  people  know  that  I  could  not  be 
brought  here  to  vote  to  screen  a  man  seriously 
charged.  But,  Sir,  if  this  amendment,  or  an 
amendment  something  like  it,  had  not  been  pro¬ 
posed,  if  an  amendment,  as  I  expected,  had  not 
come  from  the  Opposition  side  of  the  House,  em¬ 
bodying  the  definite  charges  that  I  have  read  in 
the  speeches  of  the  hon.  gentlemen  referred  to,  I 
do  not  know  how  any  man  having  regard  to  the 
dignity  of  this  House,  having  regard  to  common 
fairness,  having  regard  to  the  independence  and 
the  liberty  of  the  members  of  this  House,  could  do 
other  than  vote  down  that  original  motion. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  DAVIN.  The  hon.  member  for  Bothwell, 
who  says  “  hear,  hear,”  was  in  his  speech,  as  he 
always  is,  very  learned  on  the  constitutional  posi¬ 
tion  of  this  House  ;  and  the  hon.  member  for 
Yarmouth,  who  is  a  lawyer,  and  who  has  been 
quoting  Hallam  to  us,  is  also  very  learned  on  the 
constitutional  position  of  this  House  ;  and  the 
changes  have  been  rung  on  the  High  Court  of 
Parliament  as  though  this  Parliament  of  Canada 
bore  a  strict  analogy  to  the  High  Court  of  Parlia¬ 
ment  as  described  by  that  phrase  in  constitutional 
history.  Sir,  the  High  Court  of  Parliament  as 
spoken  of  by  that  same  writer  Hallam  and  other 
constitutional  writers,  is  not  the  House  of  Com¬ 
mons  at  all.  It  is  the  House  of  Lords  and  the 
House  of  Commons  of  England  ;  the  House  of 
Commons  of  England  is  the  great  inquest  of  the 
High  Court  of  Parliament,  and  the  reason  for  this 
is  founded  in  constitutional  principles  and  in 
principles  of  justice.  The  reason  why  the  Com¬ 
mons  could  not  be  properly  the  High  Court  of 
Parliament  is  very  clear,  because  since  the  system 
of  impeachment  came  into  existence,  the  court  to 
try  such  cases  has  been  the  House  of  Lords. 
The  court  which  first  enquired  into  the  case  was 
the  House  of  Commons,  and  I  think  Hallam  lays 
it  down — I  am  speaking  now  from  memory,  but  if 
not  Hallam,  it  is  some  constitutional  writer  of 
authority — that  the  House  of  Commons  could  not 
sit  as  a  High  Court  of  Parliament  for  this  reason  : 
that  then  you  would  have  the  judge  and  the  pro¬ 
secutor  one  and  the  same  person  ;  so  that  when  my 
hon.  friend  rings  the  changes  on  the  High  Court 
of  Parliament — I  do  not  know  whether  he  misled 
himself  or  whether  it  is  the  hon.  member  for  Both¬ 
well  who  has  misled  him — he  is  using  a  phrase 
calculated,  as  he  uses  it,  to  mislead  the  community 
and  this  House. 

Mr.  FLINT.  I  said  the  House  of  Commons. 
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Mr.  DAVIN.  At  the  conclusion  of  my  lion, 
friend’s  speech,  he  spoke  of  bringing  these  charges 
before  the  High  Court  of  Parliament,  and  he  justi¬ 
fied  this  technical  constitutional  criticism  of  mine 
by  that  statement.  This  trial  by  committee  is  not 
at  all  as  ancient  as  my  lion,  friend  from  Bothwell 
would  make  out.  Why,  the  committees  of  the 
House  of  Commons  in  England  did  not  get  the 
power  to  hear  evidence  under  oath  until  early  in 
the  eighteenth  century  ;  and  the  position  taken  by 
the  lion,  gentleman,  that  the  House  of  Commons 
is  the  only  body  which  can  constitutionally  try  a 
charge  of  this  kind,  is  not  a  tenable  one  at 
all.  It  so  happens,  although  my  lion,  friend 
from  Bothwell  says  that  no  precedent  or  no  illus¬ 
tration  to  the  contrary  exists  in  English  history, 
that  we  have  in  recent  times  in  England  a  very 
remarkable  illustration  of  the  opinion  which  the 
greatest  Parliament  in  the  world  holds  as  to  the 
incompetence  of  a  committee  of  the  House  of  Com¬ 
mons  for  hearing  certain  charges.  It  will  be  re¬ 
membered  that  out  of  the  Irish  political  discussions, 
a  case  arose  of  O’Donnell  against  Walter.  In  the 
course  of  that  case  most  violent  charges  were  made 
against  Mr.  Parnell  and  others  by  Air.  Webster, 
the  Attorney  General  and  the  counsel  for  the  de¬ 
fence  ;  and  Sir  Wilfred  Lawson,  on  9th  July,  1888, 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Mr.  Smith, 
whether,  in  view  of  the  serious  charges  recently 
made  against  the  hon.  member  for  Cork,  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  would  consent  to  the  appointment  of  a  select 
committee  to  enquire  into  the  truth  of  those  charges. 
Mr.  Parnell  himself  then  called  for  an  enquiry.  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  said  in  reply  : 

“  Mr.  Speaker,  I  received  the  notice  of  the  hon.  baronet 
as  I  entered  the  House,  but  I  have  no  hesitation  in  at 
once  replying  to  the  question  which  he  addressed  to  me. 
I  may  say,  Sir,  that  my  view  remains  precisely  the  same 
as  it  was  last  year.  This  House  is  absolutely  incompetent 
to  deal  with  the  grave  charges  to  which  the  hon.  baronet 
refers,  or  be  at  any  time  a  tribunal  of  the  character  indi¬ 
cated.  I  have  less  hesitation  in  saying  this,  as  there 
exists  tribunals  in  this  country  on  whose  competence  and 
absolute  impartiality  no  doubt  whatsoever  can  possibly 
be  thrown.” 

On  the  12th  July,  1888,  Mr.  Parnell  himself  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether  he  would 
afford  facilities  for  enabling  the  judgment  of  the 
House  to  be  taken  on  a  motion  for  a  select  commit¬ 
tee  standing  in  the  name  of  the  hon.  member  for 
Cork.  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Mr.  Smith, 
said  : 

“  Mr.  Speaker,  the  Government  retain  the  opinion  they 
have  expressed,  and  in  which  the  House  concurred  by  a 
hrrge  majority  last  year,  that  the  proposed  tribunal  is 
altogether  unfit  to  deal  with  the  question — limited  as  it  is 
in  scope  and  character — (mark  these  words) — which  the 
hon.  member  proposes  to  refer  to  it,  but  they  are  willing 
to  propose  to  Parliament  to  pass  an  Act  appointing  a  com¬ 
mission,  which  should  consist  only  or  mainly  of  judges, 
with  full  powers  as  in  the  case  of  other  statutory  commis¬ 
sions  to  enquire  into  the  allegations  and  charges  made 
against  members  of  Parliament  by  the  defendants  in  the 
recent  action  ot  ‘  O’Donnell  vx.  Walter  and  another.’  It 
has  always  appeared  to  the  Government  that  the  proper 
course  for  hon.  members  concerned  was  to  appeal  to 
the  courts  of  law  for  a  complete  examination  of  those 
charges.” 

YV  hat  was  the  result  ?  A  very  remarkable  proceed¬ 
ing  took  place,  unique  in  English  history.  An  Act 
was  passed  appointing  a  commission  of  judges  to 
enquire  into  this  matter.  What  did  the  judges  do  ? 
They  did  precisely  what  the  Government  has  done 
with  regard  to  this  appointment.  They  were  not 
content  to  take  the  charges  as  stated  by  those  who 
were  opposed  to  the  men  whose  characters 
Mr.  Davin. 


were  implicated.  They  actually  took  the  speech 
which  the  Attorney  General,  Air.  Webster,  made  in 
the  case  of  O’Donnell  against  Walter.  They  took 
all  his  violent  language,  and  they  formulated  from 
that  speech,  and  from  the  articles  that  appeared 
in  the  Time. s  headed  “  Parnellism  and  Crime,  ”  a 
series  of  charges  against  Air.  Parnell  and  the  Par- 
nellites,  or  rather  they  insisted  on  having  the 
gentlemen  who  had  made  such  charges  formulate 
them.  But  that  did  not  suit  Sir  Charles  Bussell, 
and  he  added  other  charges,  and  the  consequence 
was  that  before  that  high  court,  one  of  the  most 
august  that  ever  sat  in  England,  whether  you  take 
the  character  of  the  judges  or  the  genius  of  the 
men  who  appeared  before  it,  or  the  prominence  of 
the  men  who  were  to  be  tried,  or  the  issues  at 
stake — you  had  at  that  commission  which  not  even 
the  court  that  tried  Warren  Hastings  can  throw 
into  the  shade  as  a  great  and  august  tribunal, 
precisely  what  has  taken  place  in  Parliament 
to-day.  You  had  not  the  charges  such  as  the 
Attorney  General,  Webster,  wished  them  to  remain 
as  against  Parnell  and  his  followers,  but  you  had 
charges  made  out  of  the  speeches  of  Mr.  Webster 
and  out  of  the  articles  in  the  Timex ;  you  had  these 
charges  formulated,  and  you  had, therefore,  the  full 
and  complete  issue.  I  say  that  that  is  a  very  re¬ 
markable  illustration  of  the  point  I  make,  and  that 
point  is  this  :  It  is  quite  clear  that,  to  begin  with, 
we  are  not  here  in  this  Parliament  what  is  called 
a  High  Court  of  Parliament  in  the  constitutional 
history  of  England  ;  it  is  further  evident  that  it  has 
even  dawned  upon  hon.  gentlemen  and  right  hon. 
gentlemen  in  England  that  the  efficiency  of  a  com¬ 
mittee  of  the  House,  as  a  machinery  for  taking  evi¬ 
dence  even,  but,  above  all,  its  efficiency  as  a  machin¬ 
ery  for  obtaining  judgment,  is  very  doubtful,  to  say 
the  least  of  it.  Now,  the  speech  of  my  hon.  friend, 
the  member  for  Yarmouth — and  I  was  sorry  to  hear  it 
from  him  because  he  is  a  man  for  whom  I  have  very 
great  respect — had,  after  all,  in  it  all  the  characteris¬ 
tics  of  pure  talk  in  court  to  a  jury, just  for  effect.  He 
spoke  about  technicalities.  He  said  that  the  result 
of  having  this  Royal  Commission  would  be  that  we 
should  be  bounded  in  by  technicalities,  and  he  told 
us  that  the  result  of  these  technicalities  would  be 
that  we  might  not  have  that  full  investigation  pro¬ 
per  to  a  High  Court  of  Parliament.  What  is  the 
meaning  of  technicalities  ?  What  are  the  techni¬ 
calities  to  which  he  refers?  They  are  the  laws  of 
evidence,  which  you  will  find  in  three  large  volumes 
of  Taylor.  It  is  the  law  of  evidence  that  the  man 
charged  with  petty  larceny  can  have  the  protec¬ 
tion  of,  if  he  goes  into  court.  Yet  here  you  make 
charges  against  a  man  occupying  one  of  the  highest 
positions  in  the  country,  charges  aiming  at  his  pol¬ 
itical  life  and  honour,  and  you  are  afraid  that  the 
judges  who  may  take  the  evidence  will  have 
their  judgment  biassed  by  conducting  the 
enquiry  in  accordance  with  the  rules  which 
the  experience  of  centuries  has  shown  to  be  good. 
What  the  hon.  gentleman  wanted  was  not  a  fair 
and  full  enquiry,  but  some  kind  of  tribunal  where, 
owing  to  the  incompetence, perhaps, of  the  chairman 
— and  I  hope  the  chairmen  of  our  committees  will 
not  be  offended  with  me  for  saying  so, though  every 
chairman  may  be  perfect  in  all  respects  as  a  mem¬ 
ber  of  Parliament — he  may  permit  of  a  rambling 
license  in  a  committee  which,  instead  of  furthering 
the  efficiency  of  Parliament  and  showing  the  utility 
of  committees  and  reflecting  dignity  on  this  House, 
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strikes  at  all  the  efficiency  which  has  been  supposed 
to  attach  to  these  things  and  brings  the  House  and 
the  committees  into  contempt.  My  hon.  friend 
from  Yarmouth  (Mr.  Flint)  also  spoke  of  narrowing 
down  the  scope  of  the  enquiry.  To  use  the  elegant 
and  classical  language  of  the  hon.  member  for  South 
Oxford  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright) :  “in  the  name  of 
wonder  ”  what  is  the  meaning  of  narrowing  down 
the  scope  of  the  enquiry  ?  How  is  it  narrowed 
down?  You  have  the  same  charge  which  the  mem¬ 
ber  for  West  Ontario  (Mr.  Edgar)  made. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  Not  at  all. 

Mr.  DAVIN.  You  have  the  same  charge,  ampli¬ 
fied  by  the  words  of  the  hon.  member  who  shakes 
his  disappointed  head,  amplified  by  the  extrava¬ 
gant,  gross,  wild  charges  made  by  the  hon.  member 
for  South  Oxford,  and  what  the  Government  say — - 
I  do  not  know  what  the  Postmaster  General  says— 
is  come  not  only  with  one  or  two  little  arrows,  one 
or  two  antagonists,  against  us,  but  the  Government 
takes  the  position  of  one  of  Scott’s  heroes,  and  says 
with  James  Fitz-James : 

“  Come  one,  come  all,  this  rock  shall  fly 
From  its  firm  base  as  soon  as  I.” 

It  being  six  o’clock,  the  Speaker  left  the  Chair. 

After  Recess. 

IN  COMMITTEE— THIRD  READINGS. 

Bill  (No.  22)  respecting  the  London  and  Port 
Stanley  Railway  Company.— (Mr.  Moncrieff. ) 

Bill  (No.  23)  to  incorporate  the  High  River  and 
Sheep  Creek  Irrigation  and  WaterPower  Company. 
— (Mr.  Davis.) 

Bill  (No.  50)  respecting  the  Ontario  Pacific  Rail¬ 
way  Company. — (Mr.  Bergin.) 

Bill  (No.  56)  to  confirm  an  agreement  between  the 
Tobique  Valley  Railway  Company  and  the  Cana¬ 
dian  Pacific  Railway  Company. — (Mr.  Skinner.) 

Bill  (No.  63)  respecting  the  Pontiac  Pacific  Junc¬ 
tion  Railway  Company. — (Mr.  Murray.) 

Bill  (No.  77)  to  revive  and  amend  the  Act  to 
incorporate  the  Ottawa,  Morrisburg  and  New  York 
Railway  Company,  and  to  change  the  name  thereof 
to  “The  Canadian- American  Railway  Company.” 
—  (Mr.  Taylor.) 

SECOND  READINGS. 

Bill  (No.  78)  for  the  relief  of  James  Albert 
Manning  Aikins. — (Mr.  Taylor.) 

Bill  (No.  79)  for  the  relief  of  Ada  Donigan. — (Mr. 
Taylor. ) 

Bill  (No.  80)  respecting  the  Manitoba  and  North- 
Western  Railway  Company  of  Canada.  —  (Mr. 
W  allace. ) 

RELIEF  OF  HERBERT  RIMMINGTON  MEAD. 

Mr.  TAYLOR  moved  second  reading  of  Bill 
(No.  81)  for  the  relief  of  Herbert  Rimmington 
Mead. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  We  are  in  the 
habit  of  taking  a  vote  on  these  Bills.  Am  I  to  un¬ 
derstand  that  the  vote  is  postponed  until  the  Bill 
comes  back  from  the  committee  ? 


Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  think  that  would  be 
the  better  course.  I  have  examined  the  evidence, 
and  it  seems  to  be  in  the  usual  course,  and  I  thought 
it  would  be  better  that  the  Bill  should  have  an 
opportunity  of  going  before  the  committee.  In  fact, 
I  must  admit  that  I  was  under  the  impression  that 
it  was  after  that  investigation  that  the  vote  was 
taken.  I  think  it  would  be  convenient  to  let  it  go 
to  the  committee  first. 

Motion  agreed  to  on  division. 

CHARGES  AGAINST  SIR  ADOLPHE  CARON. 

House  resumed  consideration  of  the  proposed 
motion  of  Mr.  Edgar  :  That  certain  charges  of  cor¬ 
ruption  against  Sir  Adolphe  P.  Caron  be  referred 
to  the  Select  Standing  Committee  on  Privileges  and 
Elections;  and  the  amendment  ofMr.Bowell  thereto. 

Mr.  DAVIN.  Before  dinner  I  had  referred  to 
the  Parnell  case  as  one  illustration  of  the  principle 
on  which  we  are  called  upon  by  the  amendment  of 
my  hon.  friend  the  Minister  of  Militia,  to  act.  Now, 
I  wish  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
state  of  opinion  in  England  just  prior  to  the 
issuance  of  that  commission,  and  for  this  reason  : 
My  hon.  friends  of  the  Opposition,  I  regret  to  say, 
have  been  gffilty  of  giving  us  the  evil  precedent 
of  showing  a  distrust  of  the  judiciary  of  Canada. 
Sir,  I  have  heard  a  great  deal  from  hostile  lips 
against  the  late  illustrious  leader  of  the  Conservative 
party, but  I  never  heard  one  word  in  disparagement 
of  the  manner  in  which  he  filled  up  the  judiciary 
of  Canada.  I  have  heard  from  men  that  could  not 
breathe  one  fair  word  in  respect  to  his  political  life 
eulogies  of  the  manner  in  which  he  selected  men  to 
adorn  the  bench.  Sir,  I  need  not  enlarge  on  the 
great  advantage, the  priceless  heritage  to  a  people  to 
have  a  judiciary  that  is  above  suspicion.  Although 
the  position  of  a  Superior  Court  judge  in  Canada  is 
not  so  distinguished  from  a  social  point  of  view  as 
that  of  a  judge  in  the  old  country,  yet,  so  far  as  I 
have  heard,  we  have  had  a  long  line  of  judges  in 
every  province  of  Canada  not  unworthy  to  sit  side 
by  side  with  the  men  who  have  distinguished  the 
bench  in  England.  Therefore,  if  there  could  be 
any  ground  of  argument  in  the  tone  of  disparage¬ 
ment  we  heard  in  respect  to  the  tribunal  to  which 
the  issue  with  which  we  are  now  concerned  is  to  be 
referred,  there  would  be  the  same  ground  in  respect 
to  a  tribunal  of  the  same  kind  precisely  established 
by  either  Royal  Commission  or  Act  of  Parliament 
in  England.  I  happened  to  be  in  England  in  1887, 
and  those  who  were  not  there  will  yet  be  familiar 
with  what  I  found.  I  found  that  one  of  the  greatest 
managers  of  men  that  ever  played  the  part  of  a  par¬ 
liamentary  leader,  was  held  to  have  been  ruined  by 
the  attacks  of  the  Times  on  his  character.  Mr.  Par¬ 
nell  in  1887  was  under  a  cloud,  and  it  was  supposed 
that  he  was  destroyed.  I  will  tell  this  House  fur¬ 
ther,  that  the  very  man — one  of  the  men  at  any  rate 
— who  was  writing  these  articles  “  Parnellism  and 
Crime,”  one  of  the  most  distinguished  students 
ever  turned  out  of  the  university  of  which  I  happen 
to  be  an  unworthy  alumnus ,  did  me  the  honour  to 
invite  me  to  dinner  at  the  Reform  Club  to  meet 
some  old  literary  friends  ;  and  he  spoke  of  Mr. 
Parnell  as  destroyed,  and  destroyed  by  these  art¬ 
icles.  I  said  to  him  :  “  I  do  not  know  him, I  never 
saw  him,  I  know  nothing  of  him  except  what  I  have 
read ;  butcanyousupposefromthecharacterweknow 
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him  to  be,  a  leader  of  men,  that  lie  is  guilty  of  the 
crime  that  is  laid  at  his  door  by  these  articles  ?  ” 
He  said,  “I  have  him — he  is  a  destroyed  man.” 
Now,  what  was  the  charge?  The  charge  that  was 
laid  at  the  door  of  himself  and  his  friends, 
and  which  made  him,  at  the  time,  probably  the 
most  despised  man  among  the  masses  of  the 
English  people,  was  that,  when,  on  certain  occa¬ 
sions,  they  thought  it  politic  to  denounce,  and 
did  denounce  certain  crimes  in  public,  they  after¬ 
wards  led  their  supporters  to  believe  such  denun¬ 
ciations  were  not  sincere.  Mr.  Parnell  was  accused 
of  being  implicated  in  the  Phoenix  Park  murder. 
And,  as  I  have  said,  he  was  supposed  to  be  a  des¬ 
troyed  man.  Three  judges,  Mr.  Justice  Hannen, 
an  Englishman,  Mr.  Justice  Day,  I  do  not  know 
what  countryman  he  is,  and  Mr.  Justice  Smith,  an 
Englishman,  formed  a  commission  to  try  the 
charges  which  the  leader  of  the  House  of  Commons 
refused  to  submit  to  a  parliamentary  committee. 
Y\  hat  happened?  These  men,  so  far  as  judges 
with  superior  minds  and  learning  could,  shared 
the  prejudices  and  passions  of  their  environment. 
The  trial  went  on.  Public  opinion  was  strongly 
against  the  accused.  Yet  what  happened? 
Did  that  happen  which  hon.  gentlemen  hint  here 
would  happen  if  we  had  a  similar  tribunal  ?  This 
is  the  finding  :  “  We  find  that  the  charge  ‘when  on 
certain  occasions  they  thought  it  politic  to  de¬ 
nounce,  and  did  denounce,  certain  crimes  in  public 
they  afterwards  led  their  supporters  to  believe 
such  denunciations  were  not  sincere,’  is  not  estab¬ 
lished  ;  we  entirely  exonerate  Mr.  Parnell  and  the 
other  respondents  of  the  charge  of  insincerity  in 
their  denunciations  of  the  Phoenix  Park  murder, 
and  find  that  the  fac  simile  letter  on  which  this 
charge  was  chiefly  based  against  Mr.  Parnell  was 
a  forgery.”  The  House  will  remember  that  Mr. 
Parnell  went  into  court  against  the  Times  and  got 
exemplary  damages.  From  that  moment,  Mr. 
Parnell’s  character  as  a  public  man  rose  higher 
than  ever.  The  hon.  member  for  Bothwell  (Mr. 
Mills),  who  is  an  authority  on  constitutional  law, 
dealt  with  the  Minister  of  Justice  in  the  course  of 
his  very  erudite  speech,  and  I  will  compliment 
him  on  the  tone  of  patronage  with  which  he  dealt 
with  the  hon.  and  learned  leader  of  the  House.  In 
criticising  the  Minister  of  Justice,  he  said  : 

“  Why,  Sir,  from  the  days  of  Edward  III  down  to  the 

J present  hour,  the  Government  and  the  Parliament  of 
England  have  adhered  strongly  to  the  principle,  and  have 
maintained  the  right  of  Parliament  to  investigate  such 
niatters,  and  they  have  held  that  the  House  of  Commons 
is  the  sole  body  that  has  the  right  to  conduct  those  in¬ 
vestigations.” 

That  is  as  to  investigation  in  regard  to  charges 
such  as  these  before  the  House.  I  suppose  when 
the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell  goes  back  to  the 
time  of  Edward  III  he  is  referring  to  Latimer’s 
case.  That  was  an  impeachment.  Was  the  hon. 
gentleman  referring  to  Latimer’s  case  ? 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  I  will  tell  the  hon. 
gentleman  by  and  by. 

Mr.  DA\  IN.  What  the  hon.  gentleman  means 
is  this,  that  the  kind  ‘of  trial  he  wants  to  give  to 
the  Postmaster  General  is  the  trial  that  from  the 
time  of  Edward  III  has  been  time-honoured  in 
England.  Either  his  words  meant  that  or  they 
were  absurd  nonsense.  The  hon.  member  might 
as  well  tell  us  whether  they  meant  that  or  not. 
The  hon.  gentleman  said  : 

Mr.  Davin. 


“  And  they  have  held  that  the  House  of  Commons  is  the 
sole  body  that  has  a  right  to  conduct  these  investigations.” 

This  is  of  the  character  of  an  impeachment.  The 
hon.  gentleman  means  investigation  of  a  judicial 
character;  he  does  not  mean  the  enquiries  that 
take  place  in  Parliament  by  reason  of  its  inquisi¬ 
torial  character.  I  will  say  this  for  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man,  who  poses  in  this  House  not  merely  as  a  con¬ 
stitutional  authority  but  as  a  logician,  that  through¬ 
out  the  whole  of  his  speech  we  find  the  fallacy, if  I 
will  not  be  thought  pedantic  in  saying  so,  of  using 
the  principal  term  of  his  argument  in  a  dubious 
sense.  He  again  and  again  confounds  the  character 
of  Parliament  as  a  court,  to  use  his  own  phrase 
“the  High  Court  of  Parliament,”  and  the  charac¬ 
ter  of  Parliament  as  an  inquisitorial  body.  As  an 
inquisitorial  body  there  is  no  limit  to  our  power  to 
enquire  into  anything  any  man  holding  official 
power  can  do,  from  the  conduct  of  the  Prime 
Minister,  or  the  conduct  of  the  commanding 
officer,  down  to  the  most  humble  postmaster 
in  any  country  village.  Anything  that  affects 
the  public  we  can  enquire  minutely  into,  and 
in  committee  we  constantly  exercise  that  in¬ 
quisitorial  character.  But  when  you  come  to 
deal  with  Parliament  as  a  court  it  is  a  dif¬ 
ferent  matter,  and  our  powers  are  by  constitutional 
usage  and  in  the  interests  of  the  public,  in  the 
interests  even  of  the  liberty  of  the  subject,  as  the 
hon.  member  for  Montreal  (Mr.  Curran)  pointed  out, 
and  as  was  shown  in  a  quotation  from  a  speech  made 
by  Mr.  Blake  in  the  Ontario  House,  our  powers  are 
in  all  these  instances  strictly  limited,  although  as  an 
inquisitorial  body  our  powers  have  hardly  a  limit. 
If  the  words  of  the  hon.  gentleman  mean  anything, 
and  he  repeats  them  in  the  language  of  his  speech, 
he  lays  down  the  principle  that  from  the  time  of 
Edward  III,  the  manner  in  which  charges  of  that 
sort  which  are  made  against  Sir  Adolphe  Caron  have 
been  tried  in  England,  is  before  a  parliamentary 
committee.  I  say  here,  and  I  defy  him  to  contra¬ 
dict  it,  that  he  cannot  show  a  single  instance  where 
a  charge  of  this  character  was  ever  tried  in  England 
before  a  parliamentary  committee.  I  have  here 
the  record  of  a  very  remarkable  trial,  the  trial  of 
Lord  Melville,  the  last  impeachment  that  took  place 
in  England,  and  supposing  I  could  only  give 
this  one  case,  the  universal  proposition  laid 
down  by  my  hon.  friend  would  be  destroyed. 
He  laid  down  the  universal  proposition  that 
in  no  case  has  the  usage  been  departed  from, 
from  the  time  of  Edward  III  ;  that  the  mode  of 
trial  of  offences  of  the  class  he  alleges  against  Sir 
Adolphe  Caron,  was  to  refer  them  to  a  committee 
of  Parliament,  or,  in  his  own  language,  to  try 
them  before  the  House  of  Commons.  Was  the 
case  of  Lord  Melville  tried  before  a  parliamentary 
committee  ?  Let  us  see.*  I  may  say  here,  in  pas¬ 
sing,  that  if  these  charges  which  affected  the  honour 
of  Lord  Melville  are  looked  at,  you  will  see  that 
they  are  specific  charges,  and  that  they  state 
specifically  the  actual  things  with  which  Lord 
Melville  was  charged,  so  that  he  knew  what  he 
had  to  reply  to.  Now,  when  Mr.  Whitbred  moved 
the  resolution  charging  Lord  Melville,  what  was 
done  by  Mr.  Pitt,  who  was  then  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  and  leader  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  who  was  then  Prime  Minister  of 
England  and  the  most  powerful  Minister  that  ever 
swayed  the  British  House  of  Commons  ?  He  got  up 
in  his  place  and  he  moved  that  these  charges  be  re¬ 
ferred  to  a  committee  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
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Mr.  MILLS  (Both well).  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  DA  YIN.  My  lion,  friend  says  “  hear,  hear,” 
•but  let  him  wait  awhile.  What  did  the  British 
House  of  Commons  do  ?  The  Imperial  House  of 
Commons  actually  voted  down  the  proposition  of 
their  own  leader,  and  the  result  was,  after  several 
efforts  to  bring  Lord  Melville  to  justice,  he  was 
impeached  before  the  High  Court  of  Parliament, 
in  the  only  manner  known  to  English  constitu¬ 
tional  history  ;  and  a  prosecuting  body  went  up 
from  the  Commons  of  England  to  the  House 
of*  Lords.  When  I  read  and  heard  the  speech 
of  my  hon.  friend  from  Botliwell  (Mr.  Mills), 
I  thought  that  he  was  astray  in  stating  that  it  was 
the  invariable  rule  in  England  to  try  offences  in  the 
manner  in  which  he  wants  to  have  the  Postmaster 
General  tried  now,  for  I  could  not  recall  a  single 
instance  of  such  a  thing.  I  went  to  the  Library 
and  I  took  down  various  books,  amongst  others 
“The  Institutions  of  the  English  Government,”  by 
Cox,  and  the  very  first  charge  mentioned  there — 
although  the  hon.  gentleman  is  afraid  to  admit  it — 
is  evidently  the  charge  that  he  is  thinking  of  when 
he  refers  to  the  time  of  Edward  III.  The  charge 
was  that  against  William  Latimer  and  otheis  for 
misdealings  with  the  public  revenue,  and  the  record 
says  that  Latimer  was  impeached  and  accused  by 
voice  of  the  Commons  before  the  Lords.  He  was 
condemned  by  the  Lords  in  full  Parliament  to  fine 
and  imprisonment.  The  impeachment  fell  into  dis¬ 
use  for  some  time,  but  it  was  again  revived 
in  the  time  of  James  I,  when  the  impeach¬ 
ment  was  again  conducted  before  the  Lords, 
and  so  on  down  to  the  time  of  Lord  Mel¬ 
ville.  I  may  mention  to  the  House  the  familiar 
case  of  Warren  Hastings  as  another  instance 
of  this.  I  call  the  attention  of  hon.  gentle- 
men  to  the  remarkable  case  of  Lord  Melville  in 
which  the  Prime  Minister  of  England  wanted  to 
refer  certain  charges,  very  analogous  in  character 
to  the  charges  we  are  now  considering,  to  a  com¬ 
mittee  of  the  House  of  Commons,  and  the  House 
of  Commons  actually  voted  down  its  own  leader. 
I  am  afraid,  devoutly  believing  as  I  used  to  in  the 
authority  of  my  hon.  friend  froin  Bothwell,  that 
my  faith  in  his  constitutional  law  is  somewhat 
shaken.  Sir,  a  good  deal  has  been  said  about  the 
privilege  of  Parliament.  I  want  to  say  something 
about  the  privilege  of  members  of  Parliament,  and 
I  say  here  that  no  higher  crime  and  no  greater  mis¬ 
demeanour  can  be  committed  by  a  member  of  Par¬ 
liament,  than  to  abuse  his  privilege  of  Parliament 
in  aspersing  the  character  of  another  member  of 
Parliament,  or  any  man  outsidejParliament  either  ; 
and  for  a  man  like  my  hon.  friend  from  West 
Ontario  (Mr.  Edgar)  to  come  to  Parliament  with 
such  vague  charges  as  these,  without  any  particu¬ 
lars,  and  to  try  to  asperse  the  character  of  a  Min¬ 
ister  of  the  Crown,  or  any  member  of  Parliament ; 
and  for  any  hon.  gentlemen  to  get  up  and  make 
the  gross  and  grave  and  dreadful  statements  they 
made  founded  on  this  vicious  and  cowardly 
charge - -  / 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  DA  YIN.  Yes,  this  mountebankish  charge — 
for  the  object  clearly  was  not  to  bring  the  Post¬ 
master  General  to  justice,  but  to  throw  a  vague 
cloud  of  suspicions  about  his  character,  and  about 
the  Ministry.  I  say  that  hon.  gentlemen  who 
make  such  statements  in  this  House  without  the 


fear  of  being  brought  to  book,  abuse  the  privilege 
of  Parliament  to  the  bamboozlement  of  the  public, 
and  the  injury  of  the  character  of  a  Minister. 
Now,  Sir,  what  is  this  charge?  As  they  are  in 
love  with  it,  what  is  it  ?  It  is  a  kind  of  bat,  which 
partakes  of  a  dual  character;  it  is  an  indictment 
improperly  drawn,  and  it  is  a  belated  election  peti¬ 
tion  multiplied  about  twenty-two  fold,  and  as  an 
election  p'etition  it  is  simply  monstrous,  absurd  and 
impudent.  My  hon.  friend  the  leader  of  the  Oppo¬ 
sition  is  more  engaged  in  law  than  I  have  been  for 
many  years,  and  there  are  other  hon.  gentlemen 
who  are  daily  in  the  practice  of  the  law  ;  but, 
though  I  am  not,  I  know  this,  that  the  essence  of 
an  election  petition  is  that  particulars  shall  be 
given. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  No,  no. 

Mr.  DA  YIN.  I  say  you  must  give  particulars 
in  an  election  petition  at  that  stage  of  ripeness  when 
the  charge  is  properly  made.  Are  particulars  given 
here  ?  If  you  look  at  clause  6  of  these  charges,  and 
at  the  phrase  “other  members,”  you  will  see  that  this 
bat  might  have  spread  its  wings  over  half  a  contin¬ 
ent,  but  when  you  look  at  the  charges  against  the 
hon.  Minister,  why,  it  is  a  very  small  mouse  in¬ 
deed,  and  when  you  look  at  that  little  mouse,  at 
the  timidity  in  the  eye,  the  ferocity  in  the  jaw  and 
in  the  claws,  and  at  the  general  character  of  the 
whiskers,  you  can  see  that  it  bears  a  remarkable 
similarity  to  its  parent  from  West  Ontario.  I  say 
that  this  charge  of  the  hon.  member  is  a  kind  of  bat 
which  would  fain  spread  its  filmy  and  flimsy  wings 
as  an  election  petition  over  half  the  continent,  and 
at  the  same  time  fix  its  venomous  claws  and  teeth 
upon  the  character  and  standing  of  the  hon.  Post¬ 
master  General  without  giving  him  an  inkling  of 
what  he  had  to  reply  to. 

Mr.  CASEY.  It  is  more  like  a  battery,  perhaps. 

Mr.  DA  YIN.  Well,  if  it  is,  it  is  so  far  like  the 
mover  of  this  motion  and  like  my  hon.  friend  that 
it  is  a  silenced  battery.  Well,  Sir,  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  West  Ontario  is  as  weak  on  his  reasoning 
pins  as  some  of  his  leaders.  He  thus  deals  with 
one  of  the  leaders  of  the  Government : 

“The  Minister  of  Marine  drew  a  nice  point  when  he 
said  I  had  not,  as  1  should  have,  charged  his  colleague 
with  public  robbery.  Well,  I  did  not  put  it  in  those 
words,  but  in  words  which  I  certainly  intended  to  mean 
robbing  the  public.” 

If  he  intended  to  mean  robbing  the  public,  why  did 
he  not  say  it  ?  He  goes  on  : 

“  If  it  is  not  public  robbery  for  a  member  to  take  money 
out  of  public  subsidies.  I  would  like  to  know  what  is? 
Then  the  Minister  of  Public  Works  drew  another  beauti¬ 
ful  defence.  He  said  that  I  had  failed  to  set  out  con¬ 
spiracy,  that  conspiracy  was  not  shown  in  terms  in  my 
charge  ;  and  therefore  it  should  fail.  The  hon.  gentleman 
is  a  lawyer.  Does  he  not  know  the  law  of  conspiracy  ? 
Let  him  read  up  his  Russell  on  Crimes,  and  he  will  see  it 
is  there  declared  that  ‘  an  unlawful  conspiracy  is  to  be 
inferred  from  the  acts  of  the  parties.’  And  I  have  tried 
to  make  clear  what  the  acts  of  his  hon.  colleague  were, 
and  does  not  Russell  go  on  to  say  that,  ‘  not  once  in  a 
thousand  times  can  it  be  otherwise  proved?’  So,  I  think, 
if  I  get  a  chance  to  go  on  and  prove  these  charges,  there 
will  be  what  is  under  the  law,  unless  the  Minister  of 
Justice  should  change  it  in  his  new  criminal  code,  a  most 
abominable  conspiracy.” 

Now,  you  see  the  reasoning  of  the  hon.  gentleman 
there.  The  hon.  Minister  of  Public  Works  says  : 
You  should  have  set  out  the  charge  of  conspiracy. 
The  hon.  gentleman  replies  :  I  do  not  set  out  the 
charge  of  conspiracy,  but  I  want  you  to  direct  your 
attention  to  this.  What,  if  he  had  been  logical, 
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would  he  have  directed  attention  to  ?  He  should 
have  directed  attention  to  some  authority  which 
would  show  that  if  you  charge  a  man  in  court  with 
conspiracy,  you  need  not  lay  the  charge  ;  that 
would  be  the  logical  answer.  Instead  of  that,  he 
goes  on  to  show  how  you  should  prove  conspiracy. 
Suppose  he  went  into  a  court  before  a  judge  hinting 
at  conspiracy  in  some  vague  and  shadowy  way,  and 
the  judge  said  to  him  :  There  is  no  charge  here  ; 
what  do  you  intend  to  prove  ?  If  it  looks  like  any¬ 
thing,  it  looks  like  conspiracy,  and  if  you  can  prove 
that,  why  don’t  you  lay  the  charge  ?  Thehon.  mem¬ 
ber  replies  :  W  ell,  if  you  will  allow  me  to  go  on, 
my  lord,  I  think  I  may  prove  the  case  by  the  evi¬ 
dence.  Would  not  the  judge  say  to  him,  you  must 
lay  the  charge  or  leave  the  court?  And  now, 
what  are  the  lion,  gentleman’s  friends  argu¬ 
ing  ?  When  he  runs  into  court  and  hints 
at  conspiracy  and  misconduct  on  the  part  of  the 
Minister,  he  and  others  say  in  heated  speeches — 
speeches  all  wanting  in  judicial  tone — which  they 
are  afraid  to  put  into  the  charge  ;  and  the  friends 
and  colleagues  of  the  hon.  Postmaster  General  come 
forward  and  say,  but  that  is  what  you  want  to 
prove — is  it  not? — and  we  will  put  it  into  the  charge ; 
we  will  not  turn  you  out  of  court  ;  we  will  make 
the  charge  and  give  you  an  opportunity  of  proving 
it.  Then  these  hon.  gentlemen  come  and  whine 
and  press  their  ridiculous  bat-like  resolution,  in¬ 
stead  of  being  ready,  honestly  and  sincerely,  if  they 
have  the  facts,  to  prove  them,  and  blessing  God 
and  blessing  the  Government  for  the  opportunity 
which  has  been  given  them  to  do  so.  Now,  the  hon. 
member  for  South  Oxford  went  further,  I  think 
went  further  than  any  other  member  in  this  House 
in  what  he  said.  Part  of  his  language  wTas  quoted 
by  the  hon.  Minister  of  Militia.  But,  Sir,  the  full 
language,  the  atrocious  language,  of  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  was  not  fully  set  out.  He  said — and  mark  the 
words  of  this  hon.  gentleman  who  would  have  to 
be  one  of  the  judges  of  the  hon.  Postmaster  Gen¬ 
eral  : 

‘‘ That  during  the  whole  of  that  time,  if  I  understand 
the  charge  aright  ” - 

Is  it  possible  that  the  hon.  member  for  West  Ont¬ 
ario  laid  such  a  serious  charge  on  the  Table  of  this 
House  and  never  consulted  the  Gamaliel  of  modesty 
and  decency  of  speech  who  comes  from  South 
Oxford  ?  This  hon.  gentleman,  who  wants  the 
Parliament  of  Canada  to  take  action  on  this  charge 
practically  says  :  The  charge  is  this,  if  I  under¬ 
stand  it  aright,  but  the  language  is  so  vague  that 
I  really  do  not  know  whether  I  understand  it 
aright  or  not.  He  says  : 

“  If  I  understand  the  charge  aright,  that  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  was  actively  engaged  in,  and  profiting  more  or  less 
trom,  the  receipt  of  these  large  subsidies,  which  he,  as 
Minister  of  the  Crown,  had  advised  to  be  granted  to  these 
railways  ;  that,  besides,  he  had  corruptly  used  a  large  pro¬ 
portion  of  the  subsidies  granted  by  Parliament  for  the 
purpose  of  debauching  the  electors  in  a  large  number  of 
counties.  Now,  I  want  the  House  to  understand  that  if 
these  charges  be  proved,  the  Minister  beyond  all  question 
stands  guilty  of  conspiracy  and  embezzlement.  He  stands 
guilty  of  more.  He  stands  guilty  of  having  committed  this 
embezzlement  for  political  purposes,  that  being  one  of  the 
gravest  offences  that  can  be  committed  against  parlia¬ 
mentary  government.  The  charge  that  is  made  against 
the  Postmaster  General  is  in  terms  the  charge  of  treason 
against  this  commonwealth.” 

But  that  is  the  very  charge  which  is  not  in  terms. 
Sir,  those  gentlemen  are  guilty  of  an  abuse  of  the 
priv  ileges  of  Parliament  to  such  an  extent  that  they 
put  on  the  Table  a  charge  which  no  honest  man 
Mr.  Bavin. 


can  read,  and  say  with  certainty  that  even  corrup¬ 
tion,  as  properly  understood,  is  charged  against  the 
Postmaster  General  at  all.  He  is  charged  with 
having  corruptly  received  moneys.  What  would 
that  mean  ?  It  might  mean  that  he  received  moneys 
corruptly,  as  defined  by  the  amendment ;  it  might 
mean  that  he  actually  conspired  with  those  men  to 
get  subsidies  in  order  to  get  profits  out  of  them 
eitherfor  elections  or  for  himself  ;  or  itmightmerely 
mean  that  some  contractor,  some  railway  magnate, 
had  given  subscriptions  to  an  election,  and  that  we 
are  to  infer  these  subscriptions  had  been  spent  cpr- 
ruptly.  It  might  mean  one  or  the  other ;  and  I 
ask  you  whether  it  is  a  creditable  thing  to  those 
gentlemen  to  be  capable  of  stating  in  their  speeches 
that  the  Postmaster  General  is  guilty  of  embezzle¬ 
ment,  is  guilty  of  conspiracy,  is  guilty  of  public  rob¬ 
bery,  and  yet,  when  they  come  to  make  a  solemn 
charge,  to  be  only  capable  of  putting  it  in  such  a 
vague  language  that  you  cannot  seize  the  meaning. 
I  say  that  a  graver  abuse  of  the  privileges  of  Parlia¬ 
ment  has  never  been  committed.  The  hon.  member 
for  West  Ontario,  considering  his  long  experience  in 
this  House,  has  set  a  very  bad  example  indeed  in 
this  matter.  Now,  I  wish  to  say  one  word  about 
the  character  of  the  debate.  We  had  a  speech  from 
the  Minister  of  Justice,  in  which  he  declared  twice 
explicitly  that  if  any  definite  charges  are  made, 
they  shall  be  enquired  into.  He  stated  it  twice, 
and  yet,  although  he  thus  stated  it,  we  had  the 
leader  of  the  Opposition,  from  whom,  to  use  the 
language  of  the  hon.  member  for  South  Ontario, 
we  might  have  expected  better  things,  saying  : 

‘‘  When  the  hon.  gentleman  was  before  the  people  of 
this  country,  and  when  the  Government  of  which  he  was 
a  member  was  assailed  for  bribery  and  corruption, for  win¬ 
ning  elections  by  vicious  practices,  the  hon.  gentleman  was 
brave,  and  he  stated  that  he  was  willing  to  give  a  hearing 
to  every  man  who  made  a  charge  against  the  Government 
or  any  of  its  members,  that  he  was  welcome  to  make  that 
charge  and  to  have  it  investigated,  that  the  Government 
was  afraid  of  nothing.” 

And  he  goes  on  to  say  that  now  the  Minister  of 
Justice  draws  back  from  that.  What  did  the 
Minister  of  Justice  say  ?  His  words  were  still 
ringing  in  this  assembly  when  the  leader  of  the 
Opposition  spoke.  He  said  : 

“  I  have  already  assured  the  House  that  if  any  charges 
are  framed  which  do  come  within  that  category,  they  will 
be  entertained,  and  there  will  be  no  opposition  on  this 
side  to  an  investigation.” 

And  again  and  again  throughout  the  debate,  it  was 
sought  to  be  sent  forth  to  the  country  that  the 
Minister  of  J  ustice  had  on  the  public  platform  said 
one  thing  and  had  in  this  House  said  another, 
whereas  the  fact  is  that  what  he  said  here  was  that 
there  are  no  charges  on  which  issue  can  be  joined  ; 
that  this  was  not  a  charge  on  which  we  can  join 
issue.  Make  your  charges,  he  said,  as  men  ought 
to  make  them  ;  make  them  definite,  and  they  shall 
be  entertained.  It  is  discreditable  to  Parliament, 
it  is  discreditable  to  that  great  party,  the  Reform 
party,  the  Opposition  in  this  House,  that  charges 
should  be  made  in  that  way,  and  that  misrepre¬ 
sentation  of  opponents  should  be  sent  broadcast  to 
the  country,  and  no  means  whatever  of  getting  at 
a  large  portion  of  the  people  to  undeceive  them.  I 
say  such  a  procedure  is  discreditable  and  a  dis¬ 
honour  to  the  House.  I  say  we  are  here  discuss¬ 
ing  an  issue  about  as  serious  as  anything  that 
could  occupy  the  attention  of  this  House.  It 
affects  the  honour  of  the  House,  it  affects  the  honour 
of  a  gentleman  who  has  long  had  a  seat  in  this 
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House.  If  these  charges  are  true,  they  can  be 
proved  before  the  tribunal  proposed  by  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  to  receive  the  evidence.  If  they  are  not 
true,  the  evidence  no  doubt  will  fail  to  establish 
them,  and  the  lion,  the  Postmaster  General  will 
have  his  honour  sustained  ;  and  I  should  not  like  to 
describe  the  position  of  dishonour  in  which,  in  such 
case,  the  members  of  the  Opposition  will  stand.  I 
say  that  the  character  of  our  public  men  as  regards 
honour,  public  honesty,  and  intellectual  eminence, 
is  one  that  affects  the  foundation  of  our  prosperity  ; 
and  we  ought  to  be  jealous  to  see  that  we  have  on 
the  Opposition  benches  men  of  the  highest  public 
character  and  men  of  eminent  abilities  and  attain¬ 
ments.  But  I  say  this  also,  that  whether  a  member 
of  this  House  sits  on  the  front  benches  or  be  the 
humblest  member  of  it,  we  should,  in  the  interests 
of  the  House,  and  of  each  one  of  us,  and  of  the 
country,  have  a  strict  regard  for  justice,  and  take 
heed  that  we  do  not  try,  in  order  to  catch  a  petty 
party  victory,  to  lay  down  principles  which  would 
strike  at  the  root  of  our  independence,  impair  our 
efficiency  and  destroy  our  dignity. 

Mr.  BRODEUR.  (Translation.)  Mr.  Speaker, 
the  hon.  member  for  Assiniboia  (Mr.  Davin)  will 
no  doubt  pardon  me  if  I  take  the  liberty  of  answer¬ 
ing  him  in  a  language  which  may  not  be  very 
familiar  to  him.  As  I  fear  that  the  debate  might 
prove  somewhat  tiresome,  both  for  the  House  and 
for  myself,  if  I  should  undertake  to  use  a  language 
which  is  foreign  to  me,  I  prefer  to  speak  in  my 
native  tongue,  which  is  French.  If  I  understand 
clearly  the  question  which  is  before  the  House,  it 
is  whether  we  are  to  have  a  sham  enquiry  or  a 
serious  investigation  into  the  charges  made  before 
the  House  by  the  hon.  member  for  West  Ontario 
(Mr.  Edgar).  For  my  part,  I  consider  that  the 
scheme  proposed  by  the  hon.  Minister  of  Militia  in 
his  amendment,  will  never  lead  to  a  knowledge  of 
the  truth  or  falsity  of  those  accusations.  Mr. 
Speaker,  we  have  had,  in  the  Province  of  Quebec, 
an  opportunity  of  learning  what  good  is  to  be 
expected  from  enquiries  conducted  by  commission¬ 
ers.  We  have  been  able  to  find  out  what  measure 
of  light  such  enquiries  can  bring  to  bear  upon  the 
matters  to  be  investigated.  I  remember  that,  in 
1882,  an  extremely  grave  accusation  was  formulated 
by  a  member  of  the  Quebec  Legislature,  an  accusa¬ 
tion  which  involved  a  large  number  of  members, 
and  endangered  their  seats  in  the  Assembly.  In¬ 
stead  of  referring  the  matter  to  a  serious  tribunal, 
instead  of  referring  it  to  a  committee  of  the  Assem¬ 
bly,  the  Government  appointed  a  Royal  Commis¬ 
sioner,  Hon.  Judge  Routhier,  to  enquire  into  it.  I 
have  nothing  to  say  against  the  character  of  this 
distinguished  magistrate,  but  as  he  alone  had  the 
carrying  out  of  the  enquiry,  without  the  help  of  a 
counsel  for  the  accusing  party,  and  as  he  naturally 
did  not  know  where  the  guilt  rested,  nor  what 
witnesses  could  enlighten  him,  he  simply  called  a 
few  witnesses  designated  by  public  rumour,  and 
there  was  the  end  of  it.  We  see  by  that  the  use¬ 
lessness  of  having  such  enquiries  made  by  Royal 
Commissioners,  beyond  the  control  of  Parliament, 
and  before  whom  witnesses  cannot  be  heard  which 
should  be  heard.  Now,  the  hon.  member  for  Assi¬ 
niboia  has  drawn  upon  the  stock  of  English  prece¬ 
dents  to  show  that  the  appointment  of  Royal  Com¬ 
missions  was  the  practice  followed  in  England. 
But,  Mr.  Speaker,  is  there  any  necessity  to  look  for 


English  precedents.  Have  we  not  one  here,  hardly 
a  year  old,  which  may  show  that  such  matters  may 
be  referred  not  to  Royal  Commissioners,  but  to 
committees  of  this  House?  Last  year,  when  the 
ex-member  for  Montmorency  (Mr.  Tarte)  made  his 
accusations  before  the  House,  why  was  the  matter 
referred  to  a  committee  of  the  House?  While  the 
ex-Minister  of  Public  Works,  now  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  Three  Rivers  (Sir  Hector  Langevin),  was 
submitted  to  so  serious,  so  important,  an  investiga¬ 
tion,  why  is  such  an  investigation  now  refused 
in  the  case  of  the  hon.  Postmaster  General  ? 
Why  was  the  hon.  member  for  Northumberland 
East  (Mr.  Cochrane)  sent  before  a  committee 
of  the  House,  when  to-day  such  a  committee 
is  denied  in  this  case  ?  The  reason  is  that  those 
enquiries,  controlled  by  the  House,  have  brought 
about  monstrous  revelations,  as  black  as  could  be 
brought  to  light,  and  now  it  is  the  intention  that 
the  truth  as  to  similar  accusations  must  be  kept 
from  the  public  gaze.  Such  is  the  only  reason,  Mr. 
Speaker,  why  an  effort  is  now  made  to  refer  these 
charges  not  to  a  committee  controlled  by  the 
House,  not  to  a  responsible  committee,  but  to 
a  single  person  who  will  deal  with  the  matter 
as  he  will  think  fit,  who  will  hear  the  witnesses  he 
will  choose  to,  and  from  whom  the  House  or  the 
country  cannot  expect  justice  full  and  complete. 
The  hon.  member  has  argued  that  the  charges 
made  by  the  hon.  member  for  West  Ontario  were 
vague  and  insufficient,  and  that  consequently  a 
committee  of  investigation  should  not  be  granted 
for  such  accusations.  If,  however,  they  are  carefully 
examined,  they  will  be  found  to  contain  four  counts 
of  indictment,  four  grave,  definite  charges.  Let  us 
take  up  the  first.  The  hon.  member  for  West 
Ontario  charges  the  hon.  Postmaster  General  with 
having,  in  1882  and  later,  been  a  member  of  a  com¬ 
pany  interested  in  a  contract  with  the  Government, 
receiving  subsidies  from  the  latter  from  time  to 
time,  according  to  the  progress  of  work  done  by  it. 
I  am  extremely  surprised  to  find  that  in  the  amend¬ 
ment  proposed  by  the  hon.  Minister  of  Militia,  it  is 
declared  that  the  charges  preferred,  and  into  which 
the  Government  asks  for  an  investigation,  are 
similar  to  those  formulated  by  the  hon.  member 
for  West  Ontario.  Here  is  the  last  part  of  the 
amendment,  to  which  I  have  just  referred.  It  reads 
as  follows  : — 

“  That  in  the  opinion  of  this  House  it  is  expedient  tha  t 
enquiry  should  be  made,  as  to  the  truth  or  falsity  of  the 
allegations  and  charges  last  mentioned  and  numbered 
respectively  1,  2,  3,  4,  5,  6,  7,  8,  9  and  10  ( being  the  allega¬ 
tions  and  charges  included  in  the  original  statement  of 
the  said  James  D.  Edgar.)  ” 

I  regret  exceedingly  to  see  that  the  charges  as 
enumerated  by  the  hon.  Minister  of  Militia  in  the 
latter  part  of  his  amendment,  are  not  at  all  in  ac¬ 
cord  with  the  charges  made  by  the  hon.  member 
for  West  Ontario,  and  that,  among  other  discrepan¬ 
cies,  they  do  not  mention  that  the  hon.  Postmaster 
General  was  a  member  of  a  company  interested  in 
a  contract  with  the  Government.  So  that  when 
the  Government  claim  that  they  want  to  have  an 
investigation  on  the  same  charges  as  those  preferred 
by  the  hon.  member  for  West  Ontario,  they  misstate 
the  facts,  and  shamefully  try  to  deceive  the  public. 
Now',  Mr.  Speaker,  wrhat  is  the  import  of  a  charge 
like  this  ?  1  say  that  not  only  is  this  charge  ex¬ 
tremely  serious,  but  that  it  is  well  defined,  and  that 
if  it  were  proven  the  hon.  Postmaster  General  would 
not  be  wTorthy  a  seat  in  this  House,  and  should 
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consequently  be  expelled.  It  is  sufficient,  Mr. 
Speaker,  to  read  the  statute  concerning  the  Inde¬ 
pendence  of  Parliament,  to  acquire  the  conviction. 
This  charge  made  by  the  hon.  member  for  West 
Ontario  is  extremely  serious,  and  that  even  alone 
should  be  more  than  sufficient  to  warrant  an  in¬ 
vestigation.  This  is  how  I  find  this  charge  formu¬ 
lated  by  the  hon.  member  : 

‘  ‘  4.  That  the  said  Sir  A.  P.  Ciiron  was,  during  the  whole 
or  the  greater  part  of  said  period,  one  of  the  members  of 
said  construction  company,  and  thus  had  means  of  know¬ 
ledge,  or  did  know  of  the  dealings  with  the  said  subsidies, 
and  their  destination  after  they  were  paid  by  the  Govern¬ 
ment  by  the  said  railway  company.” 

Therefore,  Mr.  Speaker,  here  is  an  exceedingly 
serious  charge  in  which  a  member  of  this  House  is 
accused  of  being  interested  in  a  construction  com¬ 
pany,  the  said  company  having  a  contract  with  the 
Government  by  which  it  was  to  derive  some  profits 
from  time  to  time  according  to  the  progress  of  its 
work.  Now,  what  is  the  import  of  a  charge  like 
this  ?  If  we  turn  to  chapter  1 1  of  the  Revised 
Statutes  of  Canada,  we  find  sections  12  and  13  as 
follows  : — 

‘‘  If  any  member  of  the  House  of  Commons  accepts  any 
cilice  or  commission  or  is  concerned  or  interested  in  any 
contract,  agreement,  service  or  work,  which  by  the  ninth 
or  tenth  section  of  this  Act,  renders  a  candidate  incapable 
oi  being  elected  to,  or  of  sitting  or  voting  in  the  House  of 
Commons,  or  knowingly  sells  any  goods,  wares  or  mer¬ 
chandise  to,  or  performs  any  service  for  the  Government 
ol  Canada,  or  tor  any  offices  of  the  Government  of  Canada, 
lor  which  any  public  money  of  Canada  is  paid  or  to  be 
paid,  whether  such  contract,  agreement  or  sale  is  ex¬ 
pressed  or  implied,  and  whether  the  transaction  is  single 
or  continuous,  the  seat  ot  such  member  shall  thereby  be 
vacated,  and  his  election  shall  thenceforth  be  null  and 
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“  13.  If  any  person  disqualified  or  declared  incapable  of 
being  elected  to,  or  of  sitting  or  voting  in  the  House  of 
Commons,  by  the  ninth  or  tenth  section  of  this  Act,  or  if 
any  person  duly  elected,  who  has  become  disqualified  to 
•continue  a  member  or  to  sit  or  vote,  under  the  next  pre¬ 
ceding  section  of  this  Act,  nevertheless  sits  or  votes,  or 
continues  to  sit  nr  vote  therein,  he  shall  thereby  forfeit 
the  sum  ot  two  hundred  dollars  for  each  and  every  day  on 
which  he  so  sits  or  votes;  and  such  sum  shall  be  reco¬ 
verable  from  him  by  any  person  who  sues  for  the  same  in 
any  court  of  competent  civil  jurisdiction  in  Canada.” 

8o,  Mr.  Speaker,  in  the  paragraph  which  I  have 
just  quoted  from  the  declaration  of  the  hon. 
member  for  Y\  est  Ontario,  the  hon.  Postmaster 
General  is  charged  with  having  been  a  member  of 
a  construction  company  having  a  contract  with  the 
Government,  and  according  to  the  sections  12  and 
lo  of  the  law  which  I  have  just  read,  a  member  in 
such  a  case  is  not  only  to  be  expelled  from  the 
House,  but  also  liable  to  a  penalty.  Can  it  be 
claimed,  in  view  of  a  charge  as  precise  as  this,  as 
to  \\  hich  no  pretext  of  ninbiguity  could  be  found, 
that  the  charges  made  by  the  hon.  member  for 
West  Ontario  are  not  serious  and  definite.  Those 
who  say  so,  are  not  serious  themselves,  and  seek  to 
prevent  the  truth  from  being  known.  Let  us  now 
•consider  the  second  charge.  It  is  to  the  effect  that 
the  lion.  Postmaster  General  lias  received  money 
from  subsidies  granted  by  the  Government  to  this 
construction  company.  For  my  part,  Mr.  Speaker, 
if  there  were  only  this  charge  before  us,  it  would 
appear  to  me  sufficient  to  call  for  an  investigation, 
because  it  would  mean  that  subsidies  granted  for 
the  building  of  a  railway,  instead  of  being  applied 
to  that  object,  have  been  illegally  spent  and  handed 
over  to  a  member  of  this  House,  to  a  member  of 
the  Government,  who  had  voted  for  the  granting 
of  these  subsidies.  W  e  all  remember  that  the  hon 
members  of  the  right,  not  so  very  long  ago—  barely 
Mr.  Brodeur.  j 


a  few  months  ago — covered  their  faces  and  talked 
ot  honesty,  when  it  was  a  question  of  bringing 
before  the  Senate  certain  acts  of  the  Quebec 
Government.  We  all  remember  that  this  honest 
people’s  party  submitted  Hon.  Mr.  Mercier  to  an 
investigation  before  the  Senate,  not  because  he  had 
received  moneys  from  the  subsidies  voted  by  the 
Provincial  Parliament,  but  because  one  of  his 
friends,  who  was  not  even  a  member  of  the  Quebec 
Assembly,  had  received  subsidies.  The  hon. 
members  hid  their  faces  and  pretended  they  w^ere 
scandalized.  How  virtuous  they  were  !  To-day 
a  member  of  the  Government  is  charged  wdth  the 
same  offence  as  was  alleged  against  Pacaud,  and 
the  Government  approve  him,  shield  him  with 
their  protection,  and  declare  that  the  charges 
brought  against  him  are  too  vague.  When  the 
question  was  to  saddle  the  Mercier  Government 
with  the  responsibility  of  Pacaud’s  acts,  these 
gentlemen  were  scandalized,  these  virtuous  men 
hid  their  faces,  but  wdien  one  of  their  own  is 
accused,  wdien  the  Pacaud  of  the  Conservative 
party  is  accused  of  taking  money  from  the  public 
chest,  by  diverting  subsidies  from  their  object,  as 
with  one  voice  they  cry  :  Oh,  that’s  all  right !  Let 
him  do  it  again,  and  we  will  protect  him.  But 
more  than  that,  the  hon.  member  from  West 
Ontario  charges  the  hon.  Postmaster  General  of 
having  “corruptly”  received  these  subsidies. 
What  is,  under  the  circumstances,  the  meaning  of 
this  word  “  corruptly  ”  ?  It  means  that  these  sub¬ 
sidies  wrere  given  him  as  a  recompense  for  services 
rendered  this  company,  as  a  payment  for  what  he 
had  done  for  it.  Now,  I  ask,  if  such  a  charge  is 
not  precise  enough,  not  definite  enough?  Now, 
Mr.  Speaker,  is  it  not  remembered  that  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  employe,  the  valet  of  the  Federal  Govern¬ 
ment  who  lives  at  Spencer  Wood,  ordered  tlm  Hon. 
Mr.  Mercier  to  have  an  investigation,  not  on  charges 
as  serious  or  as  definite  as  those  nowr  before  the 
House,  but  simply  saying  :  I  order  you  to  have  an 
investigation  made  of  all  that  preceded,  followed 
and  accompanied  the  Baie  des  Chaleurs  transaction. 
Did  the  Conservatives  then  argue  that  this  investi¬ 
gation  wras  ordered  on  vague  and  ill-defined  charges  ? 
On  the  contrary  they  strongly  justified  the  Lieu¬ 
tenant  Governor  in  his  action,  and  found  just  and 
proper  that  there  should  be  an  investigation  with¬ 
out  any  precise  charge  having  been  made  ;  but  now' 
when  charges  as  categorical  as  those  contained  in 
the  motion  of  the  hon.  member  for  West  Ontario 
are  formulated,  they  are  not  found  definite  enough. 
The  third  charge  is  certainly  as  serious  and  as  im¬ 
portant  as  those  which  I  have  mentioned.  The 
question  is  to  establish  that  the  hon.  Postmaster 
General  corruptly  received  subsidies  for  his  own 
election  and  the  elections  of  other  persons.  These 
charges  are  laid  down  in  paragraphs  6  and  9. 
Paragraph  6  reads  as  follows  : — 

”  6.  That  during  the  said  period,  out  of  said  subsidies, 
and  out  of  moneys  raised  upon  the  credit  of  the  same, 
and  from  parties  beneficially  interested  in  the  same,  large 
sums  of  money  were  from  time  to  time  corruptly  paid  and 
contributed  at  the  request  and  with  the  knowledge  of  said 
Sir  A.  P.  Caron,  for  election  purposes  and  to  aid  in  the 
election  to  the  House  of  Commons  of  the  said  Sir  A.  P. 
Caron  and  other  members  and  supporters  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  of  which  he  was  a  member.” 

Paragraph  9  is  as  follows  : — 

”9.  That  also  since  the  said  6th  October,  1885,  the  per¬ 
sons  who  from  time  to  time  controlled  the  said  Temis- 
couata  Railway  Company  and  the  said  subsidies,  or  who 
were  beneficially  interested  in  the  said  subsidies,  paid 
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and  contributed  large  sums  at  the  request  and  with  the 
knowledge  of  the  said  Sir  A.  P.  Caron,  for  election  pur¬ 
poses  to  aid  in  the  election  to  the  House  of  Commons  of 
the  said  Sir  A.  P.  Caron,  and  other  members  and  sup¬ 
porters  of  the  Government,  of  which  he  was  a  member.’’ 

So,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  believe  that  if  these  two  para¬ 
graphs  are  seriously  examined  they  will  be  found 
to  mean,  that  during  the  period  therein  mentioned 
the  election  of  Sir  A.  P.  Caron,  as  well  as  the  elec¬ 
tions  of  certain  members  of  this  House  in  1887  and 
1891,  were  carried  by  corruption.  There  cannot 
be  any  doubt  as  to  the  import  of  such  a  charge.  Will 
any  one  pretend  that  these  charges  are  so  ill-defined 
that  it  would  be  impossible  to  make  an  investiga¬ 
tion  thereof  ?  But  it  is  said,  as  by  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  Minister  of  Public  Works  (Mr.  Ouimet) 
the  other  day  :  “  We  would  willingly  grant  you  an 
investigation,  but  you  will  compromise  the  whole 
Conservative  party.”  So  honest,  that  party  ! 
“We  would  fain  allow  you  to  come  and  pry  into 
our  papers,  but  you  will  put  our  seats  in  danger, 
and  therefore  we  could  not  grant  an  enquiry.” 
And  yet  it  was  this  very  Minister  of  Public  Works 
who  was  posing  for  virtue  on  the  hustings  only  a 
few  months  ago,  during  the  provincial  elections, 
this  same  Minister  who  to-day  quakes  at  the  pros¬ 
pect  of  his  party  being  subjected  to  an  investiga¬ 
tion.  And  was  there,  forsooth,  so  much  money 
spent  and  so  much  corruption  practised,  that  an 
enquiry  be  refused  as  to  what  took  place  during 
the  elections  ?  The  hon.  Minister  of  Justice  said 
that  this  matter  should  have  been  referred  to  the 
courts  of  justice.  Does  the  hon.  Minister  forget 
what  he  did  last  year  ?  Does  he  forget  that  he 
allowed  an  enquiry  into  the  charges  brought  by 
Mr.  Tarte  against  the  hon.  member  for  Three 
Rivers  (Sir  Hector  Lange vin)  and  against  the 
member  for  Quebec  West  (Mr.  McGreevy)  ?  Does 
he  forget  that  those  accusations  could  have  also  been 
referred  to  the  tribunals  ?  There  is  at  this  very 
moment  a  case  against  Mr.  McGreevy  in  the 
courts  of  justice.  Why  then  did  he  not  do  last 
year  what  he  does  to-day  ?  Why  did  he  not  say  : 
“  You  bring  charges  against  the  member  for  Three 
Rivers,  and  the  member  for  Quebec  West ;  well 
these  accusations  can  be  referred  to  the  courts  of 
justice,  therefore  I  refuse  an  investigation.”  No 
doubt  they  could  be  referred  to  the  courts  of 
justice,  since  the  hon.  Minister  has  even  entered 
proceedings  before  the  tribunals.  But  why  did  he 
not  last  year  adopt  the  same  course  that  he  does 
to-day,  to  protect  the  ex-Minister  of  Public 
Works?  Why  did  he  not  do  the  same  thing  for 
the  ex-member  for  Quebec  West?  What  was 
wanted  then  was  to  get  rid  of  the  ex-Minister  of 
Public  Works.  There  was  a  conspiracy  to  put 
obstacles  in  the  way  of  that  Minister,  and  this 
means  was  resorted  to  to  destroy  him  and  remove 
him  from  the  political  stage.  The  conduct  of  the 
Government,  Mr.  Speaker,  could  not  be  inter¬ 
preted  otherwise.  But,  says  the  hon.  Minister  of 
Public  Works,  how  do  you  expect  an  enquiry  to 
be  made  ?  Y ou  do  not  state  in  your  charge  that 
this  money  was  paid  under  a  previous  understand¬ 
ing  by  which  the  money  was  to  return  to  the 
Postmaster  General.  Well,  I  will  answer  this  to 
the  hon.  the  Minister  of  Public  Works  :  It  is  a 
strange  moral  which  you  are  preaching  there  ; 
and  I  believe  that  the  House  will  understand  as  I 
do,  that  if  such  a  doctrine  were  to  be  adopted, 
grosser  immorality  could  hardly  be  sanctioned. 
The  hon.  Minister  of  Public  Works  has  twenty- 


five  or  thirty  millions  of  dollars  to  spend  annually. 
Let  us  suppose  that  this  money  be  returned  to  him 
in  the  shape  of  testimonials  or  subscriptions  from 
contractors.  Then  should  the  honourableness  of 
his  conduct  be  questioned,  he  could  say  :  Why, 
you  have  no  right  to  bring  charges  against  me  if 
you  do  not  state  that  the  money  was  given  with 
the  understanding  that  it  should  come  back  to  me. 
You  do  not  establish  between  the  contractors  who 
had  received  it,  and  myself,  a  corrupt  understand¬ 
ing  ;  and  the  hon.  Minister  of  Public  Works  with 
a  satisfied  conscience  would  pocket  the  twenty-five 
millions  he  had  given  out,  and  the  Conservative 
party  would  say,  “  What  an  honest  man  !  ” 

Mr.  OUIMET.  (Translation.)  Had  I  twenty- 
five  millions  I  would  share  them. 

Mr.  BRODEUR.  (Translation.)  Yes;  the  hon. 
Minister  would  perhaps  share  with  his  friends,  but 
the  crime  would  be  the  same.  Well,  this  claim  of 
the  Minister  of  Public  Works  to  the  effect  that  a 
corrupt  understanding  should  have  been  alleged,  is 
surely  very  flimsy.  But  however  advantageous 
such  morality  may  be  for  his  party,  as  it  has  been 
in  1887  and  1891,  it  is  not  such  as  should  be  preach¬ 
ed,  nor  be  accepted  by  the  House  and  the  coun¬ 
try.  The  fourth  charge  against  the  hon.  Postmas¬ 
ter  General  aims  to  establish  that  after  having 
received  this  money  from  this  company  he  caused 
new  sums  of  money  to  be  voted  to  the  same  com¬ 
pany.  It  reads  as  follows  : — 

“  That  after  some  of  such  last  mentioned  corrupt  pay¬ 
ments  and  contributions  were  made,  further  and  other 
subsidies  were  granted  and  paid  to  the  said  railway  com¬ 
pany  by  the  Government  of  which  the  said  Sir  A.  P.  Caron 
was  a  member.” 

This  is  to  be  found  at  the  end  of  the  ninth  para¬ 
graph.  I  think,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  there  can  be  no 
doubt  that  the  charge  such  as  formulated,  has 
nothing  ambiguous  in  it,  and  cannot  be  considered 
as  too  vague.  It  is  expressly  charged  that  after 
having  received  these  subsidies  from  the  construc¬ 
tion  company,  the  hon.  Postmaster  General  has 
again  voted,  and  caused  to  be  voted,  new  subsi¬ 
dies  to  this  company.  Well,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
myself  if  the  hon.  Minister  was  disinterested,  if  he 
was  in  a  position  honestly,  equitably  and  justly  to 
cause  such  subsidies  to  be  voted.  Was  he  in  such 
a  position  as  a  member  of  this  House  must  always 
be,  in  view  of  such  things  ?  It  is  not  allowable  for  us 
to  be  paid  money,  and  to  vote  new  subsidies  to  the 
companies  or  parties  who  paid  it.  I  say  that  such 
a  thing  must  not  be  done  in  this  country,  and  that 
the  hon.  Postmaster  General  has  certainly  derogated 
from  the  dignity  of  a  member  of  Parliament.  He  has 
violated  the  rules  of  the  House,  and  thereby  become 
liable  to  be  judged  by  the  House,  and  be  punished 
by  it,  if  the  charges  brought  against  him  are  proven. 
We  have  no  doubt,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  they  can  be 
proven.  No  other  proof  is  needed  than  what  has 
been  published  in  the  Toronto  Globe  where,  after 
having  declared  in  his  election  account,  published 
by  his  agent,  that  he  had  only  spent  from  $900  to 
$1,000  in  his  election,  the  hon.  Postmaster  Gen¬ 
eral  is  shown,  by  papers  bearing  his  own  signature, 
to  have  acknowledged  the  receipt  of  sums  from  ten 
to  twenty  times  larger  than  that.  Therefore,  in 
placing  this  account  in  the  hands  of  the  returning 
officer,  it  must  have  been  an  untruth  that  he  was 
stating.  He  was  deceiving  the  country,  and,  there¬ 
fore,  after  having  been  false  to  the  laws  of  the  land, 
in  this  public  matter,  this  Minister  becomes  liable 
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to  be  judged  by  this  House,  and  an  enquiry  should 
be  made  into  his  conduct.  And  why  is  there  in 
the  statute  a  clause  obliging  the  judges  sitting  in 
election  trials  to  make  a  report  to  this  House 
stating  to  what  extent  money  was  used  in  the 
election,  and  to  what  extent  frauds  and  illegal 
practices  were  resorted  to  ?  Why  this  clause,  if  not 
for  the  information  of  this  House,  in  order  that, 
if  there  be  occasion  it  may  institute  enquiries  to 
determine  whether  such  frauds  have  really  been 
committed,  to  find  out  the  guilty,  and  to  punish 
them.  Since  the  law  provides  for  this  report  from 
the  judges,  and  since  the  House  has  been  deceived 
by  reports  placed  in  the  hands  of  the  returning 
officer,  as  the  thing  is  now  proven  with  regard  to 
the  hon.  Postmaster  General,  I  say  that  this  House 
must  protect  itself  against  such  frauds  committed 
by  the  hon.  Postmaster  General.  If  the  House  is 
well  convinced  that  an  attempt  has  been  made  to 
thwart  justice  and  deceive  the  electorate  by  publish¬ 
ing  false  election  accounts,  I  say  that  it  is  its  duty 
to  protect  itself.  I  believe,  Mr  Speaker,  that  there 
is  no  necessity  of  further  dwelling  upon  this  point. 
If  there  is  in  the  country  an  honest  people’s  party, 
it  is  certainly  not  composed  of  the  hon.  members 
on  the  other  side  of  the  House,  who  have  not  the 
courage  to  face  such  grave  charges  brought  against 
one  of  the  Ministers,  and  to  allow  a  serious  enquiry 
to  be  made  into  charges  so  explicit.  It  is  plain 
that  the  charges  are  not  considered  as  vague  as  has 
been  said,  since  the  Government  does  not  dare  to 
review  them  in  the  amendment  proposed  to  this 
House  by  the  hon.  Minister  of  Militia.  Therefore,  I 
say  in  conclusion,  why  are  not  these  charges  refer¬ 
red  to  a  committee  of  enquiry?  It  is  because  it  is 
feared  that  all  the  turpitudes  that  have  been  com¬ 
mitted  will  come  to  light.  It  is  feared  that  there 
are  still  too  many  honest  men  ready  to  make  an 
enquiry  as  searching  as  possible.  It  is  feared  that 
there  would  be  found  among  the  friends 
of  the  Government,  forming  a  part  of  the 
investigating  committee  members  disinterested 
enough  to  say  :  We  are  not  ready  to  swallow 
everything ;  we  must  dismiss  the  hon.  Minis¬ 
ter  ;  he  must  be  punished.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  believe 
that  the  Government  has  been  afraid  to  have  the 
truth  known,  they  have  been  afraid  of  the  revela¬ 
tion  of  turpitudes  such  as  came  to  light  during  the 
late  investigations.  They  prefer  appointing  some 
safe  man  as  a  commissioner,  shut  him  inside  of  four 
walls,  and  let  him  sham  an  investigation  out  of 
reach  of  the  press  and  the  public  so  that  nothing 
can  be  known.  But  I  am  confident  that  the  honesty 
of  this  House  will  not  permit  it  to  be  so,  that  the 
Liberal  party  will  find  the  support  of  truly  honest 
men,  and  that  the  amendment  of  the  hon.  Minister 
of  Militia  will  be  rejected  by  a  large  majority. 

Mr.  DESJARDINS  (L ’Islet).  (Translation.)  Mr. 
Speaker,  my  hon.  friends  who  speak  French  in  this 
House  will  be  good  enough  to  excuse  me  if  I  use 
the  English  language  this  evening,  since  the  hon. 
member  for  Rouville  (Mr.  Brodeur)  who  has  just 
taken  his  seat  furnishes  me  with  an  opportunity  to 
recall  a  bit  of  the  political  history  of  the  Province  of 
Quebec.  I  wish  to  speak  in  English  in  order  to 
better  inform  the  House.  I  presume  that  the  hon. 
member  for  Rouville  and  his  friends  do  not  desire 
that  what  I  have  to  say  be  not  understood  by  a 
large  number  of  the  members  of  this  House.  As  I 
wish  to  be  well  understood  I  will  use  a  language 
Mr.  Brodeur. 


less  familiar  to  me  perhaps,  but  I  hope,  however, 
to  succeed  in  conveying  my  meaning. 

The  hon.  member  for  Rouville  (Mr.  Brodeur),  in 
the  speech  which  we  have  just  heard  in  support  of 
the  motion  presented  to  the  House  by  the  hon. 
member  for  West  Ontario  (Mr.  Edgar),  and  in 
opposition  to  the  amendment  of  the  hon.  the 
Minister  of  Militia,  has  thought  proper  to  commence 
his  remarks  by  some  comments  on  what  has  taken 
place  in  the  Province  of  Quebec  during  the  last  few 
years.  I  sincerely  thank  the  hon.  member  for 
Rouville  in  having  thus  taken  the  initiative  and 
furnished  me  with  the  opportunity  of  giving  to 
this  House  a  little  piece  of  political  history  in 
regard  to  the  Province  of  Quebec,  during  the  time 
I  had  the  honour  of  sitting  in  the  Provincial  Legis¬ 
lature  and  since  I  have  left  it  to  come  here.  The 
hon.  member  for  Rouville  takes  strong  ground 
against  the  proposition  of  the  Minister  of  Militia  to 
refer  the  enquiry  into  the  charges  made  by  the 
member  for  West  Ontario  (Mi.  Edgar)  to  a  Royal 
Commission,  and  he  points  to  what  has  taken  place 
in  Quebec  lately  with  reference  to  enquiries  held 
|  by  Royal  Commissions  with  a  result  which  is  known 
in  this  House  and  all  over  the  country,  and 
happily  so.  If  the  hon.  member  for  Rouville  had 
had  the  kindness  to  go  a  little  further  back  and, 
before  speaking  of  the  investigations  which  took 
place  in  the  Province  of  Quebec  before  Royal 
Commissions  during  the  last  few  months,  he 
had  also  given  some  information  as  to  enquiries 
held  in  that  province  before  parliamentary  com¬ 
mittees,  he  would  have  fulfilled  his  duty  in  telling 
this  House  when  partisanship  or  partisan  spirit 
runs  very  high,  what  you  can  expect  from  parlia¬ 
mentary  committees.  As  he  has  not  thought  fit  to 
relate  this  part  of  the  story,  it  is  my  bounden  duty 
to  do  so.  Unfortunately,  in  the  Province  of  Quebec, 
for  the  last  few  years,  many  investigations  have 
taken  place— I  say  unfortunately  for  the  good  name 
of  our  good  province  investigations  have  taken  place 
— before  parliamentary  committees,  and  several  in¬ 
vestigations  have  taken  place  before  Royal  Commis¬ 
sions.  The  political  history  of  the  Province  of  Que¬ 
bec  for  the  last  few  years  offers  to  us  the  possibility 
of  making  a  comparison  between  the  investigations 
held  by  these  two  different  bodies — parliamentary 
committees  and  Royal  Commissions.  Before  enter¬ 
ing  into  the  narrative  of  these  investigations,  which  I 
will  make  as  short  as  possible,  because  I  want  to  re¬ 
turn  to  the  question  before  the  House  as  soon  as 
I  can,  I  will  call  the  attention  of  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  Rouville  to  a  few  very  important  errors 
which  he  has  made  in  his  remarks.  In  order  to  con¬ 
vince  this  House  that  it  cannot  expect  a  satisfactory 
investigation  by  a  Royal  Commission,  he  has,  with 
very  little  courtesy  indeed,  alluded  to  the  investi¬ 
gation  made  in  the  Province  of  Quebec  by  the  Hon. 
.Judge  Routhier,  who  is  an  ornament  to  the  bench 
not  only  of  the  Province  of  Quebec  but  of  the  whole 
Dominion  of  Canada,  a  man  of  unsullied  honour, 
and  of  character  beyond  suspicion. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  Question. 

Mr.  DESJARDINS  (L’lslet).  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  who  calls  question  had  better  let  me  go  on 
and  say  what  I  have  to  say.  I  had  the  honour  of 
a  seat  in  the  Legislative  Assembly  in  Quebec  at  that 
time,  and  I  remember  exactly  under  what  circum¬ 
stances  this  investigation  was  ordered,  but  first,  I 
would  call  attention  to  this  point,  which  is  of  con- 
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siderable  importance  in  view  of  the  discussion 
which  is  now  going  on.  Some  charges  had  been 
made  against  the  Ministers  of  the  Crown  in  the 
Province  of  Quebec,  with  regard  to  the  well  known 
question  of  the  sale  of  the  North  Shore  Railway. 
The  following  Government  thought  proper  to 
propose  to  the  House  that  an  investigation  should 
take  place,  and  the  Government  proposed  that  this 
investigation  should  be  made  by  a  Royal  Commis¬ 
sion,  and  it  is  a  surprise  to  me  to-night  to  hear  from 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite  their  denunciation  of  in¬ 
vestigations  made  by  Royal  Commission,  when  I 
remember  very  well  that,  sitting  in  the  House  in 
Quebec,  the  proposition  made  by  the  then  Govern¬ 
ment  was  carried  unanimously  by  the  House,  every 
one  having  full  confidence  in  a  Royal  Commission 
to  make  the  investigation.  The  ground  for  the 
attack  which  the  hon.  member  for  Rouville  (Mr. 
Brodeur)  has  made  upon  Judge  Routhier  is  that 
this  investigation  was  only  a  sham,  that  witnesses 
were  called  almost  in  secrecy  in  a  private  chamber, 
and  that  the  judge  did  only  what  he  thought  it 
was  prudent  to  do  under  the  circumstances, 
in  order  not  to  hurt  those  who  were 
supposed  to  be  his  political  friends.  The  hon. 
gentleman  is  altogether  astray.  Judge  Routhier, 
before  commencing  his  investigation,  advertised 
in  the  papers  and  asked  any  one  in  the  Prov¬ 
ince  of  Quebec,  or  in  the  Dominion  of  Canada,  or  in 
the  wide  world  who  could  give  him  information,  to 
come  forward  and  give  that  information.  He  sum¬ 
moned  almost  all  the  members  of  the  Legislative 
Assembly.  I  myself  had  the  honour  to  appear  be¬ 
fore  that  commission.  All  the  members  of  the 
Provincial  Legislature  who  had  made  strong  charges 
against  the  previous  Government  in  reference  to  this 
railway  were  summoned,  and  we  were  surprised  to 
learn  at  last  that  many  of  these  violent  denuncia¬ 
tors  in  the  House  and  on  the  platform  were  very 
reticent  before  the  commission.  Some  of  them,  I 
believe,  went  away,  but  some  mustered  up  courage 
to  appear,  and  I  will  read  a  list  of  the  witnesses 
belonging  to  the  hon.  gentleman’s  own  party  who 
did  appear.  The  Hon.  Mr.  Mercier  himself  was 
one,  and  his  evidence,  in  the  report  of  the  judge  of 
the  Royal  Commission,  takes  about  48  pages.  There 
was  not  much  secrecy  in  that.  Then  there  was  also 
the  Hon.  Mr.  Irvine,  and  the  Hon.  Mr.  Bresse,  a 
Legislative  Councillor,  who  died  recently.  There 
was  also  Mr.  Bernatchez,  and  there  was  Mr.  Boyer 
who  has  since  been  a  Minister  without  portfolio. 
The  Hon.  Francois  Langelier  also  appeared,  and  his 
brother  the  Hon.  Charles  Langelier.  Then  there 
was  the  Hon.  Felix  Marchand,  since  the  Speaker 
of  the  House,  who  was  almost  selected  the  other 
day  as  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  in  that  Legisla¬ 
ture. 

Mr.  LANGELIER.  Every  one  who  knew  nothing 
about  the  charges  was  called  as  a  witness,  but 
those  who  knew  anything  about  them  were  not 
called. 

Mr.  DESJARDINS  (L’lslet).  I  would  ask  the 
hon.  member  for  Quebec  Centre  (Mr.  Langelier)  to 
inform  the  House  whether  he  was  called  as  a  wit¬ 
ness  and  if  he  appeared  as  a  witness. 

Mr.  LANGELIER.  Yes. 

Mr.  DESJARDINS  (LTslet).  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  says  ‘  ‘  yes.  ”  Then  he  was  one  of  those  who  knew 
nothing  about  the  charges,  and  yet  he  was  called. 
I  ask  the  hon.  gentleman  in  that  case  how  it  was  I 


heard  him  at  least  50  times  all  over  the  Province 
of  Quebec  denouncing  the  sale  of  the  North  Shore 
Railway  as  a  most  corrupt  bargain,  while  now  he 
says  lie  was  called  as  a  witness  because  he  knew 
nothing  about  it,  and  that  as  a  matter  of  fact,  it 
was  true  he  knew  nothing  and  had  nothing  to  say. 

Mr.  BRODEUR.  The  charges  were  made  against 
Conservative  members,  not  against  Liberals. 

Mr.  DESJARDINS  (LTslet).  Well,  I  am  sure 
the  Hon.  Judge  Routhier  did  not  require  this 
vindication  of  his  character  from  me,  but  I 
thought  it  was  my  duty  to  say  this  much  on 
the  question  brought  before  the  House  by  the 
hon.  member  for  Rouville.  Now,  if  the  House 
will  allow  me,  I  will  cite  a  few  more  precedents 
in  Quebec,  where  investigations  were  ordered  to 
be  made  by  Royal  Commissions.  One  day  a 
charge  was  made  in  the  House  by  the  then  leader 
of  the  Opposition,  who  was  Mr.  Mercier  himself. 
He  charged  the  former  Prime  Minister  of  the  Pro¬ 
vince  of  Quebec,  the  Hon.  Judge  Mousseau,  with 
having  sold  the  contract  for  the  parliament  build¬ 
ings  in  Quebec,  and  he  asked  for  the  appointment 
of  a  select  committee  to  enquire  into  the  charge. 
A  committee  was  granted.  I  was  then  a  member 
of  the  House,  and  was  named  a  member  of  the 
committee.  Remember  that  this  took  place  near 
the  end  of  the  session,  when  we  had  nearly  com¬ 
pleted  our  parliamentary  work,  and  when  every¬ 
body  expected  to  go  home.  The  select  committee 
met  the  day  following,  and  I  had  the  honour  of 
being  elected  chairman  of  that  committee.  We 
went  to  work  at  once,  and  ascertained  that  the  in¬ 
vestigation  would  take  a  long  time,  and  we  thought 
it  was  our  duty  to  report  to  the  House  that  if  the 
House  maintained  the  order  they  had  given  us 
to  proceed  with  the  investigation,  it  would  likely 
take  several  weeks,  and,  of  course,  it  was  for 
the  House  to  decide  whether  the  members 
who  had  no  more  parliamentary  work  to  do,  were 
to  remain  there  waiting  until  the  investigation  was 
over.  Moreover,  a  second  charge  was  brought 
against  Mr.  Mercier  himself,  who  was  then  leader  of 
the  Opposition,  charging  him  with  having  sold  his 
election  contestation  against  the  Prime  Minister  in 
the  County  of  Jacques  Cartier.  The  House  ordered 
a  select  committee  to  investigate  that  charge,  and 
I  was  appointed  a  member  of  that  committee  like¬ 
wise,  and  also  appointed  chairman.  We  discovered 
that  the  enquiry  would  be  a  long  one,  and  we  re¬ 
ported  that  fact  the  same  day  to  the  House.  Well, 
the  House  was  reasonable  enough  not  to  decide  to 
remain  there  for  two  or  three  months  at  the  public 
expense,  and  the  House  unanimously  decided  that 
prorogation  should  take  place,  and  that  the  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  committee  should  be  organized  into  a 
Royal  Commission  to  sit  after  the  session.  We 
did  so,  and  the  enquiry  took  place.  Both  parties 
were  agreed  to  the  proposition.  Now,  I  said 
awhile  ago  that  we  were  able  to  judge  of  the  useful¬ 
ness  of  Royal  Commissions  in  the  great  and  respon¬ 
sible  duty  of  making  investigations  into  charges  of 
that  kind.  I  will  give  a  few  more  illustrations  taken 
from  the  Province  of  Quebec.  Later  on  I  was  on 
the  Opposition -side  of  the  House,  and  from  the  very 
first  year  we  could  easily  perceive  that  a  system 
of  organized  corruption  and  of  organized  robbery 
was  being  established,  which  culminated,  after 
four  years  of  practice,  in  the  great  Baie  des 
Chaleurs  scandal,  and  in  the  subsequent  downfall 
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of  the  rascals  who  were  robbing  the  Province  of 
Quebec.  Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  we  tried  to  hold  en¬ 
quiries  on  the  opposite  side  of  the  House.  Charges 
were  formally  laid,  and  we  tried  to  have  investiga¬ 
tions  made  before  the  Committee  on  Public  Ac¬ 
counts,  and  I  suppose  hon.  gentlemen  in  this  House 
would  hardly  believe  what  I  am  going  to  say  if  it 
was  not  a  matter  of  fact  known  to  every  person 
who  was  acquainted  with  affairs  in  Quebec  at  that 
time.  When  the  Public  Accounts  Committee  were 
trying  to  investigate  charges  of  wrong-doing  against 
the  Mercier  Government,  we  often  saw  witnesses 
refuse  to  answer  the  question  that  was  put  to  them, 
and  we  even  saw  Ministers  of  the  Crown,  in  that 
committee,  rising  up,  raising  all  sorts  of  questions 
of  order,  and  telling  the  witness  :  Now,  do 
not  speak,  thus  shutting  the  mouth  of  the  witness. 
To  illustrate  what  I  am  now  saying,  I  will  relate 
one  instance,  which  is  very  characteristic  indeed. 
One  day  we  had  a  witness  before  the  Public  Ac¬ 
counts  Committee.  He  was  being  hard  pressed, 
but  was  very  reticent,  and  at  last  the  question  was 
put  directly  to  him.  It  so  happened  that  the 
friends  of  the  Mercier  Government  had  been  a 
little  over-confident  that  day,  and  the  parties  were 
just  equally  divided  on  the  committee.  Conse¬ 
quently  it  devolved  upon  the  chairman  to  give  the 
casting  vote,  and  to  our  satisfaction  and  to  the 
satisfaction  of  every  honest  man,  he  voted  to  oblige 
the  witness  to  answer  the  question.  We  thought 
at  last  we  had  one  case  which  we  could  report 
to  the  House,  and  which  would  go  before  the 
country,  but  we  were  sadly  deceived.  As 
hon.  members  know,  it  is  a  part  of  parliamentary 
procedure  that  when  a  parliamentary  committee  is 
making  an  enquiry  and  a  witness  refuses  to  answer 
a  question  upon  being  ordered  by  the  committee, 
he  is  then  reported  by  the  committee  to  the  House, 
and  it  is  the  duty  of  the  House  to  sustain  the 
action  of  the  committee,  and  to  bring  the  witness 
to  the  bar  to  answer  the  question.  That  is  what 
took  place  last  year  in  an  investigation  ordered  by 
this  House  when  a  witness  refused  to  answer.  If 
we  consult  the  records  of  the  House  we  will  find 
that  there  have  been  other  instances  of  this  nature 
in  our  history.  But  in  the  Province  of  Quebec, 
when  the  report  of  the  committee  was  taken  up  in 
the  House,  the  Government  itself  asked  the 
House  to  vote  down  the  report  and  order 
that  the  witness  should  not  answer  the  question 
that  had  been  put  to  him.  Now,  I  ask  you, 
Mr.  Speaker,  if  it  was  not  very  unwise  for 
the  hon.  member  for  Rouville  to  bring  up  this 
question  before  the  House,  and  to  cite  as  prece¬ 
dents  against  Royal  Commissions  and  in  favour  of 
parliamentary  committees  to  investigate  charges 
of  that  kind,  the  instances  that  have  occurred  in 
the  Province  of  Quebec  during  the  last  few 
years.  I  deeply  regret,  I  must  say,  and  I  think 
the  hon.  member  for  Rouville,  after  he  has 
sobered  down  a  little  from  his  wild  excitement 
and  his  partisan  fanaticism,  will  also  regret  the 
allusion  he  made  in  this  connection.  The 
hon.  gentleman  made  a  severe  attack  against 
the  person  of  the  Lieutenant  Governor  of  the 
Province  of  Quebec,  who  there  represents  the 
Queen  of  England,  and  the  words  he  used  were 
that  he  was  le  valet  du  (jouvernement  federal — the 
humble  servant  of  the  Federal  Government.  Words 
of  that  kind  should  never  have  fallen  from  the  lips 
of  any  hon.  member  of  this  House.  They  will 
Mr.  Desjardins  (LTslet). 


not  affect  the  feelings  of  the  Lieutenant  Governor 
of  Quebec,  because  he  is  far  above  such  denuncia¬ 
tions,  and  his  character  is  above  such  attacks.  But 
there  was  this  consolation  for  him,  at  all  events, 
that  in  the  stand  he  took  during  the  crisis  in  the 
Province  of  Quebec  he  has  been  sustained  by  a.n 
immense  majority  of  the  electors,  and  by  a  majority 
of  over  25  to  30  to  support  the  new  Government 
who  have  assumed  responsibility  for  the  action  of 
the  Lieutenant  Governor  before  the  Legislature  and 
the  province.  I  have  been  obliged,  in  Consequence 
of  the  remarks  which  fell  from  the  lips  of  the  hon. 
member  for  Rouville  (Mr.  Brodeur),  to  wander  a 
little  from  the  path  which  I  proposed  to  travel  in 
discussing  this  question,  but  I  will  return  to  it.  I 
have  been  somewhat  surprised,  since  the  debate 
opened,  to  find  that  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  from 
their  leader  downward,  ha  ve  discussed  this  question, 
not  from  the  constitutional  point  as  to  the  right  of 
Parliament  to  institute  an  enquiry,  notas  to  the  duty 
of  this  House  to  order  an  investigation,  but  they  have 
spoken  so  as  to  prove  that  the  Postmaster  General 
is  really  guilty.  The  charges  have  been  made,  but 
no  evidence  has  been  taken,  and  no  investigation 
has  been  instituted,  and  yet  those  hon.  gentlemen 
have  advanced  so  far  as  to  find  the  Minister  guilty 
and  have  so  referred  to  him  in  their  speeches, 
although  they  have  not  had  the  courage  to  make 
that  declaration  in  the  motion.  The  hon.  member 
for  Rouville  went  further,  and  with  a  frankness, 
for  which  I  will  not  congratulate  him,  but  which 
calls  for  mention,  declared  that  the  object  was  to 
have  a  general  investigation  for  election  purposes, 
that  they  wanted  nothing  else,  and  that  this  was 
their  prime  object.  He  admitted  that  they  desired 
an  enquiry  as  to  the  manner  in  which  elections  had 
been  carried  on  by  hon.  members  on  this  side  of 
the  House.  It  is  very  easy  to  answer  the  hon. 
member  for  Rouville  on  that  point.  I  am  sure  of 
one  thing,  and  I  voice  the  feelings  of  all  hon.  gen¬ 
tlemen  on  this  side  of  the  House,  that  we  are  ready 
to  challenge  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  to  a  general 
investigation  of  election  affairs,  and  we  are  confi¬ 
dent  as  to  the  party  which  will  come  out  the 
victors.  We  have  only  to  recall  their  misfortunes 
of  the  last  six  months  in  order  to  induce  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  to  suppress  their  enthusiasm  and 
boastfulness.  Another  remark  offered  by  the  hon. 
member  for  Rouville  I  will  deal  with  later  on.  With 
respect  to  the  motion  and  amendment  before  the 
House,  it  is  clear  to  every  one  who  has  given 
thought  to  the  matter  that  we  are  face  to  face  with 
two  important  duties,  what  I  may  call  a  double 
responsibility.  Of  course,  the  duty  of  this  House 
towards  the  country  is  to  vindicate  its  honour. 
But,  on  a  question  like  this,  we  must  not  be  actu¬ 
ated  either  by  favour  or  antipathy,  either  by  per¬ 
sonal  feeling  or  by  personal  hostility.  If  we  owe 
it  to  the  country,  for  the  public  good,  that  wrong 
wherever  found  and  against  whomsoever  proved 
must  be  condemned,  it  is  our  duty  also  to  do  jus¬ 
tice  to  the  accused.  For  this  double  purpose  the 
functions  of  Parliament  are  well  defined.  I  need 
not  read  long  extracts  from  constitutional  authori¬ 
ties  on  the  matter.  No  one  denies  the  right  of 
Parliament  to  enquire  within  the  proper  limits  of 
its  jurisdiction  and  when  charges  are  properly  and 
directly  made  before  the  House.  Of  course,  in  all 
matters  relating  to  the  administration  of  public 
affairs,  as  was  so  well  explained  by  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  Assiniboia  (xMr.  Davin),  the  House  has  a 
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right  to  investigate  and  enquire.  The  Hotise, 
when  it  considers  it  its  duty  to  do  so,  can  visit 
with  censure  a  member  or  a  Minister  of  the  Crown 
or  the  Government  as  a  whole.  When  charges 
are  brought  against  a  Minister  or  against  a 
member,  for  dereliction  of  duty  as  such, 
the  House  has  a  right  to  make  an  enquiry, 
if  it  comes  to  the  conclusion  that  the  charge 
is  of  a  special  nature  and  made  in  such  a 
way  that  investigation  should  be  granted. 
We  need  not  discuss  that  point  further,  but  I  agree 
with  many  hon.  gentlemen  who  have  addressed  the 
House  that  the  motion  as  moved  by  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  West  Ontario  (Mr.  Edgar)  is  not  drafted  in 
such  a  way  that  it  can  be  entertained  by  the  House. 
But  assuming  their  responsibility  of  the  govern¬ 
ment  of  the  country,  one  of  the  Ministers  of  the 
Crown  has  moved  an  amendment,  enlarging  the 
charges  so  made  by  the  member  for  West  Ontario, 
after  the  speeches  which  the  hon.  gentlemen  oppo¬ 
site  have  made,  and  proposing  that  the  whole  sub¬ 
ject  be  referred  to  a  Royal  Commission.  But  after 
this  proposal  has  beeu  made,  hon.  gentlemen  op¬ 
posite  are  no  more  satisfied.  When  I  read  the 
amendment  of  the  Minister  of  Militia  I  felt  sure 
that  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  would  at  once 
rise  and  thank  the  Government  for  the  position 
they  had  taken,  for  the  manly  courage  which  they 
had  shown  in  determining  to  investigate  the  mat¬ 
ter,  and  state  that  he  would  ask  his  friends  to 
vote  in  favour  of  the  amendment.  On  the  con¬ 
trary,  we  have  seen  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  mani¬ 
fest  expressions  of  disappointment.  W  hy  ?  Because 
their  inotion  has  been  made  for  party  objects.  For 
party  objects  the  resolution  cannot  be  considered 
by  the  House.  They  were  sorely  disappointed  be¬ 
cause  their  expectations  and  hopes  have  not  been 
realized,  that  the  Government  would  merely  ask 
their  friends  to  vote  down  the  motion,  and  then 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite  would  raise  the  cry  all  over 
the  country  that  the  Government  had  not  had  the 
courage  to  face  an  enquiry,  and  that  the  supporters 
of  the  Government  were  weak  enough  to  sustain 
it  in  that  position  and  vote  down  the  charges 
and  refuse  all  investigations  into  them.  They 
are  so  disappointed  because  the  matter  is  to 
be  referred  to  a  Royal  Commission,  or  rather  be¬ 
cause  an  investigation  is  to  take  place.  In  decid¬ 
ing  on  this  question,  we  are  not  to  consider  whether 
we  should  please  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  but  we 
are  bound  to  do  our  duty,  whatever  they  may 
think,  of  whatever  kind  of  howl  they  may  raise  in 
the  country.  I  contend  that  the  motion  of  the  hon. 
member  for  West  Ontario  (Mr.  Edgar)  should  not 
be  entertained  by  this  House,  and  my  remarks  will 
be  very  short  on  this  point,  for  I  will  only  say  this  : 
That  the  motion,  as  drafted  by  that  hon.  gentleman, 
is  saturated  with  partisan  hostility.  I  am  sorry 
to  say  that  in  my  humble  opinion  the  hon.  member 
for  West  Ontario  (Mr.  Edgar)  has  certainly  not 
approached  this  question  with  a  due  sense  of  his 
responsibility.  He  has  set  a  very  bad  example  to 
his  political  friends  in  this  House,  and  I  regret  to 
say  that  they  have  followed  that  bad  example  in 
their  speeches.  It  is  easy  to  see,  and  we  have 
ascertained  it  from  the  speeches  of  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  on  the  other  side,  that  they  are  not  at  all 
guided  by  a  judicial  spirit  in  this  matter,  but 
by  the  sheerest  partisan  hostility.  Now,  Mr. 
Speaker,  why  is  the  charge  to  be  referred  to 
a  Royal  Commission,  instead  of  being  investigated 
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by  a  parliamentary  committee  ?  I  will  speak  my 
mind  openly  on  this  matter.  Sir,  I  know  what  is 
the  right  of  Parliament,  and  I  know  what  is  the 
duty  of  Parliament,  but  the  actions  of  men  in  the 
world  must  also  be  guided  by  experience,  and  the 
experience  I  have  had  of  these  investigations  held 
by  parliamentary  committees  in  the  Province  of 
Quebec  ;  and  I  will  go  further  and  say  that  the 
experience  I  have  had  of  the  investigation  made 
here  last  year  by  the  Committee  on  Privileges  and 
Elections,  has  forced  the  conclusion  on  my  mind 
that  a  parliamentary  committee,  when  partisanship 
and  party  fanaticism  run  high,  is  not  a  very  safe 
ground  where  enquiry  can  be  made  with  a  view  of 
giving  full  justice  to  the  accused  and  full  justice  to 
the  country.  There  is  not  the  slightest  doubt  in 
my  mind,  with  regard  to  the  investigation  held  last 
year,  that  over  six  weeks  of  the  time  of  this  House 
was  absolutely  lost  for  nothing,  and  that  the  evi¬ 
dence  could  have  been  taken  just  as  well  and  per¬ 
haps  better  if  there  had  been  less  partisanship  in 
the  committee.  If  I  had  seen  from  the  motion 
made  by  the  hon.  member  for  West  Ontario  (Mr. 
Edgar),  or  if  I  had  ascertained  from  the  speeches 
of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  that  we  could  safely 
rely  or  that  the  country  could  safely  rely  upon  a 
fair  and  impartial  and  just  investigation  before  a 
parliamentry  committee,  I  would  have  been  in 
favour  of  that  course  being  taken.  But,  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  will  say  frankly  and  without  hesitation, 
that  from  the  speeches  1  have  heard,  it  is  my  belief 
that  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  are  not  animated  by  a 
judicial  spirit  and  are  not  fit  to  be  trusted  as 
judges.  I  say  they  are  not  to  be  trusted  as  judges 
because  of  their  fanatical  partisanship.  They  are 
not  to  be  trusted,  and  why  ?  Because  they  are 
preachers  of  purity  and  practitioners  of  corrup¬ 
tion.  They  are  not  to  be  trusted,  because  they  are 
philosophers  of  right  and  doers  of  wrong.  They  are 
not  to  be  trusted,  because  they  are  bold  and  violent 
traducers  of  supposed  offenders,  and  lenient  and 
meek  condoners  of  proven  guilt  and  shame.  I  say, 
Mr.  Speaker,  that  they  are  not  to  be  misted  as  fair 
judges  on  account  of  their  fanatical  partisanship, 
and  need  I  illustrate  my  proposition  otherwise  than 
by  calling  attention  to  the  speeches  we  have  heard 
from  them  ;  when  in  these  speeches  they7  have  been 
debating  for  hours  and  hours,  not  that  the  hon. 
Postmaster  General  should  be  submitted  to  his 
trial,  but  that  he  was  actually  found  guilty  of  these 
charges.  Every  one  knows  that  if  a  man  is  called  to 
be  a  juror,  and  if  it  is  well  known  that  he  has  given 
his  opinion  beforehand  that  the  man  to  be  tried  was 
guilty,  that  juror  would  be  challenged  and  would 
not  be  admitted  on  the  jury  at  ail.  Now,  following 
the  same  good  practice  of  law  and  evidence,  it  would 
be  our  duty,  and  the  accused,  I  think,  would  have 
the  right,  to  challenge  all  these  hon.  gentlemen  op¬ 
posite  and  to  say  that  they  ought  not  to  be  ad¬ 
mitted  as  judges,  because,  beforehand  and  without 
hearing  one  word  of  evidence,  they  have  pronounc¬ 
ed  him  guilty  before  this  House  and  before  the 
country.  I  have  said,  Sir,  that  these  gentlemen 
are  not  to  be  trusted  as  judges,  because  they  are 
preachers  of  purity  and  practitioners  of  corruption, 
and  I  am  right  in  so  saying.  From  the  1st  of  Jan¬ 
uary  to  the  31st  of  December  in  each  year,  every 
time  the  occasion  offers,  we  hear  these  hon.  gentle- 
man  preaching  how  honest,  how  innocent,  how 
above  suspicion,  and  how  wonderfully  pure  they 
are,  and  when  their  deeds  and  actions  are  submitted 
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to  the  courts  of  justice  in  election  trials,  one  by  one 
we  see  them  falling  to  the  ground,  found  guilty  of 
the  grossest  kind  of  corruption.  I  have  said  also 
that  they  were  not  to  be  trusted  as  judges,  because 
they  are  philosophers  of  right  and  doers  of  wrong. 
We  have  the  honour  to  be  treated  here,  almost 
two  or  three  times  a  week,  to  philosophical  teach¬ 
ings  from  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  but  I  regret, 
and  the  country  regrets  that  their  actions  and  deeds 
are  very  little  in  accord  with  their  philosophical 
teachings.  I  have  said  moreover,  Mr.  Speaker, 
that  they  are  not  to  be  trusted  as  judges,  because 
they  are  bold  and  violent  traducers  of  supposed 
offenders,  and  lenient  and  meek  condoners  of  proven 
guilt  and  shame,  and  1  am  also  right  in  saying 
that.  We  have  heard  denunciations  made  against 
certain  supposed  offenders  in  this  House,  when, 
as  a  matter  of  fact,  these  denunciations  came  from 
the  same  men  who  obeyed  meekly,  and  who  sub¬ 
mitted  themselves  to  be  the  partisans  and  instru¬ 
ments  of  the  gang  and  the  clique  which  has 
dishonoured  the  Province  of  Quebec  for  so  many 
years.  I  thought,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  the  party 
record  of  these  hon.  gentlemen  was  already  bad 
enough  ;  but  the  more  I  hear  them  the  more  I  am 
convinced  that  their  extreme  partisanship  is  such 
as  to  disqualify  them  from  acting  as  judges  in  a 
matter  of  this  kind,  after  displaying  that  unfair¬ 
ness  and  want  of  judicial  spirit  which  they  have 
manifested  in  this  House.  Now,  I  must  not  con¬ 
clude  my  remarks  without  saying  a  word  in  answer 
to  a  charge  made  in  the  speech  of  the  hon.  member 
for  South  Oxford,  and  addressed  generally  to  hon. 
members  of  this  House  belonging  to  the  party  to 
which  I  have  the  honour  to  belong.  It  appears, 
according  to  the  hon.  gentleman,  that  from  the 
Prime  Minister  down  to  his  humblest  supporter,  we 
are  all  together  what  he  called  an  organized  cor¬ 
ruption.  Well,  Mr.  Speaker,  of  course  human 
nature  is  to  be  found  everywhere.  I  will  not 
pretend  that  the  Conservative  party  and  the  friends 
of  the  Conservative  party  have  always  done  during 
the  last  thirty  or  forty  years  what  has  been  for  the 
best  interest  of  the  country.  Mistakes  may  have 
been  made  ;  errors  may  have  been  committed  ; 
but  on  the  whole  we  can  claim  the  merit  as  a  great 
political  party  of  having  worked  in  earnest,  with 
intelligence  and  patriotism,  for  the  good  of  the 
country.  And  this  charge  of  an  organized  corrup¬ 
tion  thrown  from  the  other  side  of  the  House  by 
the  hon.  member  for  South  Oxford  I  hurl  back  to 
him ;  and  I  will  add  this,  that  if  there  is  in  the 
history  of  Canada  something  worse  than  an  organ¬ 
ized  corruption,  it  is  the  organized  corruption  of 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  combined  and  doubled 
with  their  organized  hypocrisy.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
do  not  want  to  detain  the  House  any  longer.  I 
will  conclude  by  saying  that  in  my  humble  opinion, 
in  deciding  to  refer  the  charges  made  by  the  hon. 
member  for  West  Ontario,  but  as  explained  and 
amplified  by  the  amendment  of  the  hon.  Minister 
of  Militia,  this  House  will  not  abdicate  its  right  to 
investigate  the  matter.  It  is  only  delegating  one 
part  of  its  power  to  a  Royal  Commission,  to  do 
that  part  of  the  work  for  the  House,  and  to  report 
the  evidence  to  this  House  without  comment,  and 
without  giving  a  judgment  thereon.  The  evidence 
will  be  taken,  and  the  whole  thing  will  be  brought 
back  to  this  House  ;  the  report  will  be  laid  on  the 
Table.  Every  member  will  have  an  opportunity  of 
reading  it  and  forming  his  own  judgment  upon  it ; 
Mr.  Desjardixs  (L’lslet). 


and  then  the  House  will  exercise  its  power  of  in¬ 
vestigation  in  that  part  which  is  the  most  import¬ 
ant— in  rendering  the  judgment  in  the  case. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  Who  is  to  judge  ? 

Mr.  DESJARDINS  (L’lslet).  The  House,  of 
course. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  The  hon.  gentleman 
said  the  House  was  not  fit. 

Mr.  DESJARDINS  (LTslet).  I  have  not  said 
anything  of  the  kind.  There  is  a  difference  be¬ 
tween  making  the  investigations  ourselves  in  this 
House,  where  all  the  passions  and  the  fanaticism 
of  members  can  be  brought  into  play,  and  render¬ 
ing  judgment.  Even  though  the  same  passions 
and  fanaticism  may  be  brought  into  play  when  we 
render  judgment,  I  am  confident  that  there  will 
be  on  the  part  of  the  majority  of  this  House  a 
sufficient  sense  of  responsibility  to  render  a  fair  and 
just  judgment,  and  to  put  down  fanaticism.  Be¬ 
sides  the  reasons  which  I  have  given  for  referring 
the  question  to  a  Royal  Commission,  there  is  an¬ 
other  very  important  one — that  of  convenience. 
The  session  is  pretty  well  advanced  ;  we  are  on 
the  eve  of  summer,  and  it  would  be  against  the 
public  interest  to  detain  the  whole  Parliament  here 
at  a  great  cost,  for  perhaps  two  or  three  months, 
when  the  same  duties  can  be  performed  just  as 
well  and  better,  as  I  conceive,  by  a  Royal  Com¬ 
mission.  Then  we  will  take  the  matter  up  when  it 
comes  before  the  House  in  another  session.  Under 
the  circumstances,  and  for  these  reasons,  I  think  it 
is  my  duty  as  a  member  of  this  House  to  sup¬ 
port  the  amendment  of  the  hon.  Minister 
of  Militia,  to  refer  this  charge  to  a  Royal  Com¬ 
mission.  Before  resuming  my  seat,  I  will 
only  say  this  in  reply  to  a  remark  of  the  hon. 
member  for  Rouville  (Mr.  Brodeur)  in  which  he 
appealed  to  this  House  and  also  appealed  in  sound¬ 
ing  phrases  to  the  country,  to  support  the  party  of 
honest  men.  Well,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  need  not  refer 
again  to  what  has  taken  place  in  the  Province  of 
Quebec.  But  I  think,  all  things  considered,  and 
without  disparagement  of  my  hon.  friend  from  Rou¬ 
ville  or  of  any  of  his  friends  in  this  House,  that  any 
of  us  sitting  on  this  side  of  the  House  and  supporting 
the  Ministry  which  is  now  enjoying  the  confidence 
of  the  Crown,  the  confidence  of  a  large  majority  in 
this  House,  and  the  confidence  of  a  large  majority 
of  the  people,  can  claim  that  we  are  just  as  good, 
just  as  honest,  just  as  true,  and  just  as  patriotic 
men  as  any  of  the  hon.  members  sitting  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House. 

Mr.  CHOQUETTE.  (Translation.)  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  am  not  surprised  that  the  hon.  member  for 
LTslet  should  prefer  to  speak  English  on  this  occa¬ 
sion,  for  if  lie  had  spoken  French  we  could  imme¬ 
diately  have  had  his  speech  distributed  to  his 
electors.  And  it  would  show  him  in  glaring  con¬ 
tradiction  with  what  was  said  on  the  hustings  of 
the  Province  of  Quebec  during  the  local  elections. 

Mr.  DESJARDINS  (LTslet).  (Translation.)  I 
will  save  the  hon.  member  the  trouble,  as  I  intend 
to  have  it  distributed  myself. 

Mr.  CHOQUETTE.  (Translation.)  The  hon. 
member  has  done  so  much  pirouetting  around  his 
chair,  that  it  is  hard  fo  know  what  position  he 
occupied  on  this  question,  as  is  generally  the  case 
on  the  questions  which  bring  him  to  his  feet. 
When  the  hon.  member  touches  questions  of  prov- 
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incial  politics,  he  gets  mixed  up,  and  sees  every¬ 
thing  through  a  mirage  which  makes  truth  very 
hard  to  recognize.  It  is  true  that  for  a  long  time 
he  has  hoped  for  the  position  of  Treasurer,  and 
that  he  has  not  got  it,  and  will  not  likely  get  it  for 
some  time.  Perhaps  this  might  be  considered  as/ 
unfortunate,  for  if  floods  of  words  could  do  any¬ 
thing  towards  filling  the  Quebec  chest,  he  would 
easily  fill  it.  But  not  only  does  the  hon.  member 
contradict  himself,  but  he  also  contradicts  his  chiefs, 
the  Minister  of  J  ustice  and  the  Prime  Minister.  For 
in  a  speech  delivered  in  Halifax  on  the  16th 
January  last,  by  the  hon.  leader  of  the  House,  a 
report  of  which  I  find  in  the  Empire,  I  read  the 
following  words  : — 

“  He  repeated  the  invitation  made  elsewhere,  that  if  any 
one  has  any  evidence  of  wrong-doing  against  any  official  or 
member  of  Parliament,  be  he  private  member  or 
Minister,  he  pledged  his  honour  that  the  fullest'investiga- 
tion  should  be  made  and  the  information  used  in  the  pro¬ 
secution  and  punishment  of  the  guilty  party.  Mr.  Abbott’s 
Government  was  fully  determined  and  pledged  to  inves¬ 
tigate,  root  out  and  punish  wrong-doing  wherever  they 
found  it.” 

It  is  true  that  the  hon.  member  for  LTslet  can  say 
to  himself  that  he  is  in  good  company  in  the  matter 
of  contradiction.  He  is  in  the  company  of  his  chief 
in  the  Senate,  the  Hon.  Mr.  Abbott,  and  of  the 
leader  of  the  House,  Sir  John  Thompson,  but  his 
position  is  not  the  better  for  that.  Such  are  the 
promises  which  were  made  in  Halifax  on  the  hust¬ 
ings  and  in  the  County  of  LTslet,  and  the  same 
promises  were  repeated  by  Hon.  Mr.  Abbott  in  the 
Senate.  He  asked  all  men  of  good  will,  Liberals  as 
well  as  Conservatives,  to  formulate  accusations  in 
the  House,  and  promised  that  a  committee  would 
be  appointed  to  enquire  into  the  charges.  Here  is 
the  solemn  declaration  made  by  Hon.  Mr.  Abbott 
before  the  Senate  : 

“  I  would  ask  the  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  to  join  with 
us  in  trying  to  find  out  what  the  facts  are  about  this 
alleged  rascality.  We  ask  them  to  give  us  the  benefit  of 
their  experience  in  this  enquiry,  to  assist  us  in  ascertain¬ 
ing  the  facts  and  placing  them  before  the  public,  in  order 
that  they  may  be  dealt  with  properly,  and,  if  found  guilty, 
that  summary  vengeance  may  be  exercised  upon  those 
who  are  found  guilty  of  appropriating  public  money — 
stealing— be  they  high  or  low.  That  is  the  determination 
of  this  Government  and  this  side  of  the  House.” 

Well,  what  is  to-day  the  answer  which  we  hear  to 
this  ?  First,  a  refusal  pure  and  simple  of  an  in¬ 
vestigation.  One  thing  surprised  me  particularly. 
It  is  the  solicitude  evinced  by  the  hon.  members  of 
the  right  for  the  hon.  member  for  West  Ontario 
with  regard  to  his  seat.  They  quote  precedents  to 
show  that  the  hon.  member  for  West  Ontario  need 
not  fear  losing  his  seat,  even  should  the  charges  he 
made  remain  unproven.  The  hon.  member  knows 
that  he  stakes  his  seat.  We  feel  on  this  side  of  the 
House  that  a  member  who  from  his  place  in  the 
House  formulates  such  grave,  such  serious  charges 
against  a  colleague,  against  a  Minister  of  the  Crown, 
puts  his  seat  at  stake,  and  I  for  one  consider  that 
if  he  did  not  prove  his  allegations,  he  would  have 
to  resign  his  mandate.  Therefore  I  say  that  on  this 
point  the  position  of  our  hon.  friends  is  not  tenable. 
But  such  is  not  the  reason.  It  is  understood  that 
the  charges  can  easily  be  proved,  and  it  is  feared 
that  they  will  be.  I  hold  in  my  hand  written 
proofs  of  the  charges  which  have  been  made.  I 
will  state  that  the  words  of  the  hon.  Minister  of 
Justice  on  the  hustings,  and  of  the  Conservative 
press,  during  the  last  elections,  went  to  say  that 


an  investigation  would  be  made  before  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Privileges  and  Elections.  I  will  not 
quote  opinions  from  the  Opposition  papers,  for  they 
might  be  suspected  ;  but  I  will  read  from  papers 
of  the  Government  party.  La  Presse,  which  I 
understand  to  be  the  organ  of  the  hon.  Minister  of 
Customs,  said  on  5th  April : 

“  La  Presse  will  make  it  its  duty  to  publish  a  faithful 
report  of  the  developments  of  this  affair  before  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Privileges  and  Elections.” 

It  was  so  well  understood  that  the  charge  would 
be  considered  by  the  House,  that  is,  by  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Privileges  and  Elections,  and  that  the 
House  would  have  to  deal  with  it,  that  the  organs 
of  the  Government  loudly  repeated  it.  Le  Matin, 
a  paper  recently  founded  by  the  honest  Govern¬ 
ment  of  the  Province  of  Quebec,  a  Government 
which  owes  its  existence  to  charges  which  never 
were  proven,  spoke  as  follows  : — 

“  A  Minister  under  Accusation. 

“  One  of  the  lieutenants  of  the  Opposition,  Mr.  Edgar, 
has  finally  brought  forth  his  little  complaint  against  the 
Postmaster  General.  This  indictment  which  was  in¬ 
tended  to  be  made  terrible,  is  nothing  but  a  resume  of  the 
virulent  articles  published  by  L’ Electeur  against  Sir  A. 
P.  Caron  during  the  last  three  or  four  mouths. 

“  However,  the  evidence  in  support  of  the  accusations 
made  by  Mr.  Edgar  .will  be  heard  before  Parliament,  and 
we  will  soon  know  the  real  value  of  these  charges.” 

Here  are  Government  newspapers  which  still 
reiterate  the  promises  made  before  the  electors  : 

“  You  will  be  granted  an  enquiry.  ” 

What  does  Le  Monde  say,  the  organ,  I  believe,  of 
the  ex-Minister  of  Public  Works,  and  of  the  hon. 
Postmaster  General,  according  to  public  rumour  ? 

“  At  last  the  Opposition,  by  the  voice  of  Mr.  Edgar,  has 
formulated  charges  against  the  hon.  Postmaster  Gene¬ 
ral. 

“  Last  night  Mr.  Edgar  accused  Sir  A.  P.  Caron  of  having 
been  a  member  of  the  Lake  St.  John  and  the  Temiscouata 
Railway  Companies,  having  favoured  these  two  compa¬ 
nies,  and  of  having  received  from  them,  in  1887,  $100,000 
for  electoral  purposes. 

“  Sir  A.  P.  Caron  will  meet  his  accusers  before  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Privileges  and  Elections. 

“  It  is  useless  to  prejudge  the  question. 

“  The  wiser  course  is  to  wait  for  the  evidence.  It  cannot 
be  long  coming  now.” 

Another  organ  of  the  Government  which  declares 
that  the  evidence  will  be  taken  before  the  Commit¬ 
tee  on  Privileges  and  Elections,  and  when  the 
matter  comes  up  in  the  House,  it  is  altogether  an¬ 
other  answer  which  is  given  to  the  request  for  an 
enquiry  ;  and  I  must  say,  to  the  shame  of  these 
newspapers  and  the  Conservative  press  of  Quebec, 
that  they  are  ready  to  take  back  their  words,  as 
the  hon.  member  for  LTslet  is  in  the  habit  of  taking 
his  back.  There  is  another  important  Conservative 
newspaper  from  which  I  will  read  for  the  edification 
of  this  House — the  paper  which  spoke  of  an  alleged 
episcopal  charge  directed  against  the  prevaricators 
of  the  Province  of  Quebec,  during  the  last  general 
local  elections — Le  Trifluvien,  on  the  6th  April, 
published  a  letter  from  Mr.  Scott,  secretary  of  the 
Lake  St.  John  Railway  Company,  in  which  this 
gentleman  denies  having  paid  any  money  to  the 
hon.  Postmaster  General.  This  sheet  says  : 

“  If  the  enemies  of  Sir  A.  P.  Caron  are  not  satisfied 
with  this  denial,  all  there  remains  for  them  to  do  is  to  get 
a  member  of  the  Opposition  to  ask  the  House  of  Commons 
for  an  enquiry,  and  without  being  in  the  secrets  of  the 
gods,  we  are  convinced  that  Sir  A.  P.  Caron  will  be  first 
to  accede  to  the  request.  Now,  then,  gentlemen  accusers, 
come  forward.  This  is  the  time  for  proving  your  allega¬ 
tions.  If  you  go  back,  who  will  be  taken  for  liars”  ? 

Mr.  Speaker,  is  it  possible  to  find  in  the  Govern- 
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ment  organs  a  more  complete  ratification  of  the 
words  pronounced  before  the  Senate  and  before  the 
electors  of  the  Province  of  Quebec  last  year,  and 
by  the  hon.  Minister  of  Justice  at  Halifax?  We 
thought  that  these  words  were  sincere,  and  that  as 
soon  as  a  categorical  and  precise  accusation  should 
be  made  these  gentlemen  would  be  only  too  glad  to 
furnish  us  with  the  occasion  of  proving  it,  and  that 
Le  Trijluvitn  was  right  in  saying  that  if  we  drew 
back  we  should  betaken  for  liars.  We  have  come  for¬ 
ward  .  we  have  brought  forth  well-defined  accusations. 
These  gentlemen  had  promised  that  they  would 
accept  the  challenge,  that  at  the  first  opportunity 
they  would  grant  an  enquiry,  and  now  with  shame 
in  the  heart,  they  are  forced  to  quiet  down,  and 
stop  their  bravadoes.  Another  reason  alleged  for 
the  refusal  of  an  enquiry,  is  that  the  charges  are 
too  vague.  When  the  hon.  Postmaster  General  is 
concerned,  we  are  told  that  the  charges  are  too 
vague  ;  when  it  is  the  hon.  Minister  of  Railways, 
they  are  too  stale.  When  shall  we  meet  the  wishes 
of  these  gentlemen  ?  When  the  question  was  to 
carry  elections,  when  there  were  numerous  bye- 
elections  to  be  secured  in  Ontario,  these  gentlemen 
had  their  mouths  full  of  promises  ;  they  were  ready 
to  submit  ministers,  members  and  even  simple 
prevaricating  employes,  to  investigation.  They 
were  ready  to  submit  to  the  Committee  on  Privi¬ 
leges  and  Elections  anything  calculated  to  bring 
out  the  truth.  What  do  we  see  to-day  ?  Now  that 
we  have  accused  them,  and  that  they  have  been 
urged  by  their  own  newspapers  to  grant  an  enquiry 
and  fulfil  positive  promises,  these  gentlemen  offer 
us  a  Royal  Commission  to  lure  their  supporters  in 
the  House  into  docile  voting.  They  will  probably 
rind  a  servile  majority  ready  to  support  their 
scheme  of  a  Royal  Commission  which  the  hon. 
member  for  Rouville  (Mr.  Brodeur)  has  so  elo¬ 
quently  dealt  with. 

Mr.  DESAULNIERS.  (Translation.)  I  rise  to 
a  point  of  order.  The  hon.  member  has  no  right 
to  say  that  the  ministerial  majority  is  servile. 

Mr.  CHOQUETTE.  (Translation.)  I  will  with¬ 
draw  the  expression,  but  I  have  a  full  right  to  hold 
the  view  it  expresses.  Besides,  I  may  say  that  I 
was  not  referring  to  the  hon.  member  for  St.  Mau¬ 
rice,  for  I  know  that  the  hon.  member  is  very  in¬ 
dependent — that  when  opportunity  presents  itself, 
which  is  not  often,  he  votes  against  the  Govern¬ 
ment.  However,  it  is  not  important. 

Mr.  DESAULNIERS.  (Translation.)  Quite  as 
important  as  the  answer  which  the  Bishop  of  Three 
Rivers  made  to  the  hon.  member  for  Montmagny. 

Mr.  CHOQUETTE.  (Translation.)  Now,  it  is 
said  the  charges  are  too  vague.  I  am  going  to  try 
and  show  the  House  that  this  would-be  reason  is  no 
reason  at  all.  I  think  they  are  perfectly  precise 
and  well-defined.  The  English  independent  papers 
which  have  dealt  with  this  question,  and  even  the 
organs  of  the  Government,  have  understood  per¬ 
fectly  the  import  of  these  accusations,  and  they 
have  declared  that  the  Government  could  not  deny 
the  enquiry.  The  Witness  of  5th  April,  says  : 

“  The  charges  against  Sir  A.  P.  Caron  are  of  the  very 
gravest  character,  and  they  are  formally  preferred  in  the 
impressive  way  by  a  responsible  member  of  Parliament.” 

The  Star  of  the  7th,  8th  and  9th  April  says 
that  the  charges  are  precise,  formal,  and  that  the 
Government  cannot  refuse  an  enquiry.  But,  more 
than  this,  La  Minerve  itself,  of  6th  April,  pub- 
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lishes  an  article,  or  rather  a  letter,  written  by  the 
Hon.  Joseph  Tasse,  senator,  in  which  I  find  the 
following  : — 

“  We  have  already  spoken  of  the  charges  of  the  Globe 
against  Sir  A.  P.  Caron.  Mr.  Edgar  has  just  assumed  the 
responsibility  of  these  charges  in  the  House,  and  asked 
that  they  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Privileges  and 
Elections. 

The  Postmaster  General  is  accused  of  having  received 
from  the  Quebec  and  Lake  St.  John  Railway  Company,  as 
well  as  from  the  Temiseouata  Railway  Company,  large 
sums  of  money  taken  from  the  subsidies  voted  Ay  the 
Federal  Parliament. 

“  lie  is  also  accused  of  having  spent,  during  the  general 
elections  ot  1887,  more  than  S100,000  to  corrupt  the  elec¬ 
tors  of  St.  Maurice,  Champlain,  Levis  and  many  other 
counties  in  the  Province  of  Quebec. 

“  The  Government  itself  is  implicated  in  ‘he  accusa¬ 
tions  preferred  by  Mr.  Edgar,  who  charges  he  Adminis¬ 
tration  of  a  full  knowledge  of  the  alleged  illegal  doings 
of  Sir  Adolphe  Caron. 

“  When  the  Postmaster  General  read,  in  February  last, 
the  charges  made  by  the  Globe,  we  know  that  he  lost  no 
time  in  denying  them  most  emphatically.  No  doubt  that 
he  will  know  how  to  vindicate  himself  to  the  entire  satis¬ 
faction  of  all  his  friends,  and  that  the  Liberals  will  come 
olf  with  the  costs  of  their  suits  and  enquiry.” 

Mr.  Speaker,  is  there  not  in  all  this  the  most 
positive  proof  that  this  point  raised,  as  to  the 
vagueness  of  the  charges,  could  not  stand  a  moment 
of  serious  discussion,  when  we  see  newspapers  like 
the  Star  and  the  Witness,  and  even  the  virtuous 
Minerve  state  that  they  understand  the  charges  as 
precise  and  formal,  and  that  the  Postmaster 
General  must  be  the  first  to  ask  for  an  enquiry  for 
his  vindication  ?  Now7,  the  most  interested  man  in 
pleading  that  he  does  not  understand  the  charges 
brought  against  him,  is  the  accused  himself.  Well, 
let  us  see  his  answer.  Did  the  hon.  Postmaster 
General  say  that  he  did  not  understand  the  charge  ? 
Did  he  answer  that  he  did  not  know  what  defence 
he  should  offer  ?  No,  not  at  all.  He  answered  : 

“  I  take  this  the  first  opportunity  which  has  been  given 
me  to  state  to  the  House  that  in  every  particular  the 
charges  made  by  the  hon.  gentleman  are  false.” 

Therefore,  since  he  was  ready  to  plead  guilty  or 
not  guilty,  without  asking  for  a  delay  of  a  day,  to 
prepare  his  defence,  it  shows  that  he  was  ready 
to  meet  his  accuser,  and  that  he  understood 
the  charge.  Is  it  very  becoming  for  these  hon. 
gentlemen  to  say  for  him  that  he  withdraws 
his  plea  of  not  guilty,  that  he  pleads  extenuating 
circumstances,  or  again  that  the  charges  are  so 
vague  that  he  cannot  understand  them  ?  The 
hon.  Minister  of  Marine  stated  that  such  vague 
charges  would  not  be  countenanced  by  any  tribunal. 
It  will  be  sufficient  to  refer  to  the  Criminal  Code, 
sections  58,  48,  111,112,  oh.  174  of  R.  S.  C.  to  show 
that  an  information  or  a  complaint  brought  before 
the  grand  jurors  would  not  be  rejected  on  account 
of  dsfects  in  form.  This  will  show7  that  the  charges 
as  formulated  would  not  be  rejected  by  a  tribunal, 
and  that  much  less  should  an  objection  for  defect 
in  form  be  countenanced  so  as  to  put  aside  in  this 
House  a  charge  made  in  accordance  with  the  law 
and  the  precedents.  This  charge  is  much  more 
explicit  than  that  brought  by  Mr.  Tarte  against 
the  ex-Minister  of  Public  Works,  which  was  refer¬ 
red  to  the  Committee  on  Privileges  and  Elections, 
with  the  consequence  that  we  know.  But  have  not 
the  Conservatives,  or  rather  the  Lieutenant  Gover¬ 
nor  of  the  Province  of  Quebec,  a  man  just  as  pure 
as  they,  who  would  not  be  guilty  of  an  injustice 
against  even  the  Liberals  to  promote  the  end  of 
those  who  appointed  him,  has  not  this  man  taken 
advantage  of  a  charge  made  before  the  Senate  and 
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much  more  vague  than  the  chargeformulated  before 
this  House  ?  Has  not  this  man,  prompted  by  his 
Ottawa  friends,  taken  his  inspiration  from  what 
transpired  in  another  House,  to  ask  for  an  investi¬ 
gation  and  put  his  Liberal  Ministry  under  accusa¬ 
tion,  in  spite  of  the  constitution  ?  Nevertheless, 
the  Conservatives  have  said  that  Mr.  Angers  is  a 
great  man,  that  he  saved  the  Province  of  Quebec  ; 
but  when  the  question  is  to  accuse  one  of  their 
friends  in  this  House,  when  a  linger  is  lifted  against 
one  of  these  gentlemen,  they  seek  refuge  behind  a 
question  of  a  defect  in  form,  to  ward  off  the 
charges  and  refuse  an  investigation.  These 
charges  are  well-founded,  and  would  be  easy 
to  prove.  It  is  enough  to  recall  what  took  place 
in  the  County  of  Montmagny  for  instance,  in  1887. 
The  lion.  Postmaster  General,  in  an  interview  with 
a  reporter  of  the  Gazette  said  that  lie  had  indeed 
spent  a  few  dollars  to  help  moneyless  candidates. 
In  1887,  my  opponent  was  Mr.  Landry,  now  a 
senator,  a  rich  man.  This  is  what  happened.  I 
hold  in  my  hand  facsimile  of  papers  signed  by  Mr. 
Hubert  Hebert,  the  present  revising  officer,  bear¬ 
ing  the  date  4th  of  February,  and  those  who  know 
Mr.  Hebert’s  signature  may  easily  satisfy  them¬ 
selves  that  these  facsimile  were  taken  from  genuine 
documents.  This  gentleman  received  from  Mr. 
McGreevy  on  4th  and  10th  February,  1887,  the 
sum  of  $2,000,  which  was  paid  him  on  Sir  A.  P. 
Caron’s  order  alone.  It  is,  therefore,  proven  that 
in  my  county,  Mr.  Landry  received  of  Mr. 
McGreevy  the  sum  of  $2,000  on  the  order  of  the 
lion.  Postmaster  General.  But  do  you  know  how 
much  he  spent  ?  Here  is  the  account  filed  by  his 
agent,  and  found  in  the  report  of  the  returning 
officer.  He  spent  $140.12.  Now,  here  is  a  man 
who  receives  $2,000  for  legal  expenses,  in  order 
that  he  may  come  in  Montmagny  and  endeavour  to 
defeat  a  poor  candidate,  who  fights  for  a  good  cause 
in  opposing  the  nefarious  policy  of  the  Government. 
And  this  man  who  received  $2,000,  now  declares 
under  his  signature  that  he  only  spent  $140.12.  If 
he  only  spent  this,  then  he  must  have  robbed  Mr. 
McGreevy  ;  and  if  he  spent  $2,000  how  could  he 
declare  that  be  had  only  spent  $140.12  ?  Now,  Mr. 
Speaker,  it  seems  to  me  that  when  one  goes  into 
court  with  proofs  by  wrriting  and  official  docu¬ 
ments,  it  is  easy  to  get  a  decision.  I  must  say  that 
the  lion,  member  for  L’lslet  gave  a  poor  certificate 
to  the  members  of  this  House.  He  stated  that 
they  are  not  fit  to  hold  this  trial.  He  stated  that 
the  lion,  members  lacked,  if  not  intelligence, 
at  least  impartiality  enough,  to  render  a  judg¬ 
ment.  As  to  us  we  are  in  no  way  affected 
by  what  the  hon.  member  for  L’lslet  may 
say  ;  but  it  is  a  poor  certificate  for  him  to  give 
his  friends  who,  as  they  did  last  year,  form  the 
majority  of  the  committee.  For  if  we  had  an 
investigation  before  the  Committee  on  Privileges 
and  Elections,  the  Government  would  be  sure  to 
control  it  by  its  majority.  Moreover,  there  will  be 
present  the  member  for  Bellechasse  (Mr.  Amyot) 
who  always  keeps  a  jealous  eye  over  the  enquiries, 
and  I  am  convinced  that  he  will  do  his  duty  on  this 
occasion  as  he  did  last  year.  I  protest  on  behalf 
of  the  majority  of  the  Conservatives  on  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Privileges  and  Elections,  against  the 
insinuations  made  by  the  hon.  member  for  L’lslet. 
But,  whatever  the  hon.  member  may  say,  shall  we 
not  be  the  final  judges  in  the  matter  in  any  event  ? 
Does  not  the  amendment  read  so  ?  It  says  that 


there  shall  be  a  Royal  Commission  which  will  report 
to  the  House,  and  the  latter  will  pronounce  finally. 
Now,  if  we  are  not  competent  this  year,  why  should 
we  be  more  so  next  ?  I  conceive  that  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  L’lslet  does  not  expect  to  be  called  upon 
to  pass  judgment  over  this  affair,  for,  from  what  I 
hear,  it  appears  that  he  is  looking  to  a  position  in 
Quebec.  Is  that  because  he  would  not  like  to  pro¬ 
nounce  on  this  question  ?  Therefore,  this  last  con¬ 
tention,  that  the  House  is  not  sufficiently  impartial, 
that  the  committee  would  not  be  composed  of 
impartial  judges,  surely  cannot  stand,  since  we 
have  in  any  event  to  pronounce  finally.  And  if  we 
are  not  competent  to  settle  the  question  this  year, 
how  should  we  be  more  so  next  ?  I  protest  with 
all  my  strength  against  a  Royal  Commission  as 
unjust  and  useless.  I  am  here  in  the  House  to 
plead  the  cause  of  the  majority  of  the  electors  of 
my  county,  who  want  an  investigation,  and  I 
oppose  this  amendment.  Without  vainly  boasting  I 
think  Iamintelligentenoughtovote  on  this  question 
before  it  has  passed  through  a  Royal  Commission, 
especially  when  the  Royal  Commissions — as  were 
those  recently  appointed,  particularly  that  against 
Hon.  Mr.  Mercier — are  composed  of  political  friends 
of  the  hon.  gentlemen  of  the  right.  Such  Royal 
Commissions  will  again  be  appointed  when  there 
will  be  some  political  rancour  to  satisfy  against  the 
Liberals,  some  accounts  to  be  paid  for,  or  in  order 
to  bring  about  the  reimbursement  of  some  lost 
deposit.  I  say,  then,  that  the  House  must  keep 
the  control  and  hear  the  trial  of  its  own  members. 
I  am  absolutely  against  this  amendment,  and  say 
that  if  we  have  to  sit  here  for  another  six  months, 
I  am  ready  in  order  to  claim  our  rights,  and 
above  all  to  avenge  public  morality  and  protect  the 
treasuiy  against  organized  plunder  in  Canada. 

Mr.  DUPONT.  (Translation.)  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
have  heard  with  astonishment  the  violent  speeches 
pronounced  by  some  of  our  colleagues  from  the 
Province  of  Quebec  against  the  hon.  Postmaster 
General.  I  thought  first  that  these  hon.  gentle¬ 
men,  who  belong  to  the  Liberal  party  in  this  House, 
after  having  taken  the  precaution  of  causing  the 
charges  against  the  hon.  Postmaster  General  to 
be  made  by  a  member  from  the  Province  of  Ont¬ 
ario,  had  intended  to  abstain  on  this  occasion,  and 
to  try  and  act  as  impartial  judges  in  the  case  of 
one  of  their  French  colleagues  from  their  province. 
Mr.  Speaker,  the  nature  of  Mr.  Pacaud’s  nurslings 
soon  asserted  itself.  The  nature  of  the  disciples 
of  the  Mercier  Government  could  not  be  kept  from 
breaking  out,  and  the  House  of  Commons  is  now 
treated  to  the  violence  of  speech  indulged  in  by 
these  hon.  members  during  the  last  election  cam¬ 
paign  against  the  Conservative  party.  The  mode 
suggested  by  the  Government  to  carry  out  the  in¬ 
vestigation  into  the  charges  brought  against  the 
hon.  Postmaster  General  is  a  very  wise  one. 
First  it  will  save  the  House  the  annoyance  of 
spending  again  the  whole  summer  in  the  city  of 
Ottawa.  It  will  relieve  the  members  from  the 
very  trying  ordeal  of-  spending  here  the  summer 
season,  and  perhaps  the  season  of  the  fall,  in  order 
to  allow  the  lawyers  hostile  to  the  hon.  Post¬ 
master  General  to  wage  war  against  him  before 
the  Committee  on  Privileges  and  Elections,  to  wage 
against  him  an  unwarrantable  war,  to  submit 
witnesses  to  all  kinds  of  irrelevant  questions,  as 
was  done  last  year  during  the  investigation  against 
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the  ex-Minister  of  Public  Works  and  his  depart¬ 
ment  ;  for  it  is  admitted  to-day  by  everybody, 
even  the  hon.  members  of  the  left — and  it  is 
enough  to  read  the  evidence  to  have  a  proof  of  it — 
that  out  of  several  thousand  pages  of  evidence 
about  four  hundred  pages  only  are  relevant  and 
have  any  bearing  on  the  charges  brought  against 
the  hon.  ex-Minister.  These  enquiries  before  the 
Committee  on  Privileges  and  Elections,  cost  the 
country  and  the  members  more  labour  and  money 
than  an  enquiry  before  a  Royal  Commission  or 
before  a  competent  and  an  impartial  judge  could 
cost.  The  hon.  members  want  the  country  and 
this  House  to  believe,  that  the  Conservative  party 
of  the  Province  of  Quebec  dread  the  charges 
brought  against  the  hon.  Postmaster  General,  and 
want  at  all  cost  to  burke  this  enquiry  into  the 
charges  made  by  the  hon.  member  for  West  Ont¬ 
ario.  Mr.  Speaker,  we  do  not  want  to  burke  this 
enquiry  as  the  hon.  member  for  Montmagny  said. 
We  are  the  majority  in  the  Committee  on  Privi¬ 
leges  and  Elections.  We  want  to  give  fair- 
play  to  the  hon.  Minister  before  an  impartial 
judge  who  has  nothing  more  to  do  with 
politics.  We  want  to  give  fair-play  to  the 
hon.  members  of  the  left,  so  that  they  may 
prove  their  accusations.  When  this  enquiry  shall 
have  been  done,  a  report  shall  he  made  to  the 
House,  and  the  House  will  judge,  the  House  will 
not  have  to  complain  that  the  committee  composed 
of  a  Conservative  majority  has  stifled  pertinent 
investigation  and  suppressed  questions  put  to  the 
witnesses  in  the  course  of  the  enquiry.  On  the 
contrary  it  will  have,  within  the  strict  limit  of 
procedure,  the  right  to  put  all  pertinent  questions 
bearing  on  the  accusations  brought  against  the 
hon.  Postmaster  General.  But,  Mr.  Speaker, 
before  trying  an  individual  an  investigation  is 
made.  If  last  year  the  Government  had  listened  to 
all  the  complaints  made  by  the  hon.  members  of 
the  left,  either  against  the  Ministers  or  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  or  against  members  of  the  Conservative  party, 
that  session  would  not  yet  be  over.  The  hon. 
members  could  not  be  exhausted.  They  would 
incessantly  have  new  charges  to  make,  after  a  five 
or  six  months  enquiry,  against  a  Minister.  New 
charges  would  only  have  to  be  made,  and  the  House 
would  be  kept  at  work  permanently.  I  know  that 
the  hon.  members  of  the  Opposition  go  before  the 
people  and  blame  the  Government  for  spending  the 
public  money.  They,  nevertheless,  find  the  means 
to  cause  hundreds  of  thousands  of  dollars  to  be 
spent,  either  in  useless  investigations  or  in  debates 
equally  futile  in  this  House.  Well,  the  Govern¬ 
ment  has  shown  wisdom  in  saving  the  House  and 
the  members  the  annoyance  of  spending  the  sum¬ 
mer  here,  and  in  saving  the  country  the  expendi¬ 
ture  of  several  hundred  thousand  dollars  which 
have  been  spent  to  satisfy  the  spite  of  the  left. 
I  have  the  hope  that  the  enquiry  into  the  charges 
made  by  the  hon.  member  for  West  Ontario  will 
be  full  and  complete  before  the  commission  which 
will  be  chosen  by  the  Government.  And  in  the 
meanwhile  the  House  will  proceed  with  the  legis¬ 
lation,  and  when  the  enquiry  is  finished — if  it  is 
not  this  session  it  will  be  for  the  next— the  hon. 
members  of  the  Opposition  will  have  the  opportu¬ 
nity  to  discuss  the  report  of  the  Royal  Commission. 
But  if  the  evidence  which  shall  he  brought  before 
the  Royal  Commission  is  not  satisfactory,  I  do  not 
see  how  the  hon.  members  of  the  left,  who  have 
Mr.  Dupont. 


such  damaging  proofs  in  their  hands,  could  make 
them  good  before  the  Committee  on  Privileges  and 
Elections.  For,  as  one  of  the  hon.  members  of  the 
Opposition  said,  this  committee  is  largely  composed 
of  political  opponents.  The  hon.  member  for 
Montmagny  declared  awhile  ago,  that  he  was 
confident  that  a  great  number  of  Conservative 
members  were  honest  enough  to  judge  with  impar¬ 
tiality  the  case  of  the  Postmaster  General.  I  regret, 
Mr.  Speaker,  not  to  be  able  to  return  the  compli¬ 
ment,  for,  if  he  has  confidence  in  his  political 
opponents  he  should  have  still  more  in  a  tri¬ 
bunal  which  has  nothing  to  do  with  politics. 
Mr.  Speaker,  I  would  have  been  sorry  if  the 
Government  had  refused  an  investigation,  al¬ 
though  the  charge  made  by  the  hon.  member 
for  West  Ontario,  be  not  precise  in  its  terms.  The 
hon.  members  who  want  an  investigation  made 
before  the  Committee  on  Privileges  and  Elections, 
speak  of  the  hon.  Postmaster  General  as  of  a  man 
already  convicted  and  condemned.  Had  these 
members  the  slightest  notion  of  justice  and  im¬ 
partiality — that  sum  of  justice  and  impartiality 
which  they  hope  to  meet  with  in  their  opponents — 
they  would  exhibit  less  violence,  since  they  have 
the  certitude  of  establishing  their  charges  by  un¬ 
impeachable  proofs.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  will  leave  un¬ 
noticed  the  provocations  of  the  hon.  members  for 
Rouville  and  Montmagny,  and  their  attacks  upou 
our  party.  These  members  derisively  designate  us 
under  the  name  of  “the  honest  people’s  party.’* 
The  same  could  not  be  said  of  their  party,  for, 
neither  derisively  or  otherwise,  will  it  ever  be 
called  the  honest  people’s  party.  Under  this  style 
never  will  the  Liberal  party  be  designated.  The 
verdict  rendered  at  the  last  general  election  in  the 
Province  of  Quebec,  shows  what  degree  of  confi¬ 
dence  the  people  have  in  the  honesty  of  the  cause 
of  those  who  have  been  the  nurslings  and  the  disci¬ 
ples  of  the  Mercier  Government,  of  that  Govern¬ 
ment  which  has  exhausted  all  the  resources  of  the 
province  to  return  men  who  would  support  the 
hon.  leader  of  the  Opposition  and  carry  him  into 
power,  in  order  that,  together,  they  may  be  in  a 
position  to  sack  the  public  treasury,  as  they  had 
that  of  the  Province  of  Quebec.  Mr.  Speaker,  my 
fear  is  not  that  they  will  reach  power  for  awhile,  if 
they  count  on  the  Province  of  Quebec  to  give  them 
a  majority.  That  province  has  had  enough  of  the 
misdeeds  of  the  Mercier  Government,  supported  by 
the  friends  of  the  Liberals  in  this  House.  That 
province  has  had  enough  of  the  allies  of  the  gentle¬ 
men  of  the  Opposition.  The  Province  of  Quebec 
has  had  enough  of  these  men  so  easily  scandalized 
by  the  faults,  alleged  or  real,  of  their  political  op¬ 
ponents,  and  who  have  no  reproach  for  the  guilty 
in  their  own  ranks.  It  has  had  too  much  of  them 
to  ever  give  anew  its  confidence  to  the  nurslings 
and  disciples  of  the  regime  which  it  has  driven  out 
of  power. 

Mr.  CARROLL.  The  gentleman  who  has  pre- 
ceded  me  has  introduced  into  this  debate  a  number 
of  considerations  wholly  foreign  to  the  question 
actually  submitted  to  this  Houses  I  do  not  intend 
to  follow  him  on  that  ground  and  will  simply  say  to 
him  :  If  you  have  any  accusations  to  make  against 
any  member  on  this  side,  take  the  responsibility  of 
them  like  a  man  of  courage,  and  I  am  certain  that 
in  such  a  case  we  will  not  have  recourse  to  the 
special  pleading  indulged  in  by  the  speakers  support- 
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ing  the  Government.  Much  has  been  said  about  Mr. 
Mercier  and  to  hear  the  gentlemen  of  the  other  side, 
one  would  think  that  it  was  not  the  Postmaster 
General  who  was  accused,  but  rather  the  ex-First 
Minister  of  the  Province  of  Quebec.  Sir,  the  acts 
of  Mr.  Mercier  do  not  come  within  the  juris¬ 
diction  of  this  Parliament.  What  concerns  the 
Parliament  of  Canada  is  sufficient  for  us  to 
consider,  without  attending  to  the  provinces 
which  can  take  care  of  themselves.  I  will 
call  the  attention  of  our  opponents  to  the  im¬ 
propriety  of  attacking  men  who  are  not  here  to 
defend  themselves,  and  who  to-day  are  disarmed. 
Do  they  imagine  that  by  using  such  means  of 
defence  they  can  alter  public  opinion  ?  I  accuse 
Peter  of  a  political  crime.  They  answer,  Paul  is 
guilty  to  the  same  extent,  and  they  resume  their 
seats  proud  of  the  magnificent  reply.  What  we 
have  to  ask  ourselves  to-day  is,  whether  if  the 
accusation  made  against  the  Postmaster  General 
is  grave  enough  to  call  for  an  investigation,  and 
whether  the  Government  is  justified  in  refusing 
such  an  investigation  on  the  original  charge  ?  What 
is  the  accusation  ?  The  member  for  West  Ontario 
charges  the  Postmaster  General  with  having  drawn 
for  election  purposes,  subsidies  voted  to  the  Lake 
St.  John  and  the  Temiscouata  Railways — subsidies 
voted  while  he  was  a  Minister  of  the  Crown,  and 
which  he  afterwards  caused  the  companies  in  ques¬ 
tion  to  return  to  him  to  corrupt  the  electorate  of 
the  district  of  Quebec.  The  charges  state  : 

“  That  during  the  elections  of  1887  the  sum  of  $100,000 
of  the  subsidies  to  the  Lake  St.John  Railroad  was  obtained 
at  the  request  and  with  the  knowledge  of  the  said  Sir  A. 
P.  Caron,  and  fraudulently  expended  in  twenty-two 
counties  in  the  Province  of  Quebec,  and  the  accuser  takes 
upon  himself  to  prove  that  this  system  has  been  in  oper¬ 
ation  since  1882,  and  that  it  was  continued  and  at  work 
until  the  general  elections  of  1891.” 

The  gravity  of  the  charge  and  its  preciseness  is 
at  once  seen.  The  Postmaster  General  has  been  a 
Minister  since  1882.  During  this  period,  the  com¬ 
panies  already  referred  to  applied  to  the  Govern¬ 
ment  for  a  grant  of  subsidies  ;  the  Minister  uses 
his  influence  to  obtain  them,  they  are  granted,  and 
a  part  of  the  money  thus  granted  finds  its  way  into 
the  hands  of  the  Minister  who  distributes  it  to 
corrupt  the  electorate.  The  charge  does  not  state 
that  thePostmasterGeneralstole  the  money,  it  is  true. 
It  allows  that  he  gave  it  to  his  friends,  who,  in  return 
for  services  rendered,  gave  him  back  a  part  of  it. 
The  accusation  means  this,  or  it  means  nothing, 
and  dratvn  up  as  it  is,  it  charges  an  abuse  of  con¬ 
fidence  which  is  criminal  from  a  legal  and  moral 
standpoint.  The  Postmaster  General  has  denied 
the  charge.  Of  course  the  accused  pleads  not 
guilty,  but  that  plea  is  always  accepted  subject  to 
verification,  and  I  do  not  believe  the  accused  Min¬ 
ister  should  be  made  an  exception  to  the  general 
rule.  The  charge  is  clear,  precise,  and  leaves  no 
opening  for  any  subterfuge,  yet  the  Government, 
through  the  Minister  of  Justice,  refuses  to  investi¬ 
gate  the  original  charge  and  substitutes  a  resolution 
of  its  own,  on  the  pretext  that  it  is  too  vague,  and 
pretending  that  the  crime,  if  crime  there  be,  does 
not  reach  the  Postmaster  General  in  his  quality 
as  member  of  this  House  ;  that  the  Privileges  and 
Elections  Committee  is  a  tribunal  which  is  too 
partial  ;  that  the  charge  is  too  old ;  the  Min¬ 
ister  of  Justice  pleads  an  exception  to  the 
form  to  which  he  would  not  subscribe  in  a 
court  of  justice,  and  to  which,  indeed,  a  third 


class  lawyer  would  not  subscribe.  The  charge  is 
too  vague.  Such  is  not  the  opinion  of  one  of  the 
Ministers  who  declared  that  it  tended  to  dishonour 
his  colleague ;  and  such  is  not  the  opinion  of  min¬ 
isterial  papers,  such  as  the  Montreal  Star,  the 
Quebec  Chronicle,  the  Evenement,  of  Quebec,  which 
proclaim  its  gravity  and  demand  the  enquiry.  The 
charge  is  too  old  and  does  not  reach  the  accused 
as  a  member  of  this  House  !  I  do  not  know  what 
the  late  member  for  Quebec  West  and  the  hon. 
member  for  Three  Rivers  must  think  of  this 
declaration.  If  we  notice  the  charge  made  by  Mr. 
Tarte  last  year,  we  see  that  the  ex-member  for 
Quebec  West  is  accused  as  far  back  as  the  year 
1882  till  1890,  as  is  shown  by  the  concluding  para¬ 
graph  of  the  different  charges,  which  is  as  follows : — 
That  from  the  year  1883  to  1890,  both  inclusive, 
the  said  Thomas  McGreevy  received  from  Larkin, 
Connolly  &  Co.,  and  from  his  brother,  R.  II.  Me 
Greevy,  for  the  considerations  above  indicated  a 
sum  of  about  $200,000.  “  From  1883  to  1890.”  It 

would  have  been  as  easy  last  session  to  reply 
to  Mr.  Tarte  that  his  charge  did  not  reach 
the  hon.  member  for  Quebec  West,  since  Parlia¬ 
ment,  having  dissolved  in  1891,  he  was  by  the 
fact  absolved  of  the  political  crimes  which 
have  driven  him  to  private  life,  and  I  ask  why 
the  Government  did  not  last  year  take  the  ground 
which  it  takes  now  ?  Is  it  by  chance  that  there  are 
in  the  Cabinet,  Ministers  who  possess  secrets  which 
must  be  kept  inviolate, and  which  it  would  be  danger¬ 
ous  to  reveal,  and  others  whojare  not  in  possession 
of  any  secrets  ?  All  appearances  go  towards  convey¬ 
ing  that  impression.  The  virtue  of  sacrifice  is  evi¬ 
dently  not  the  Postmaster  General's  and  he  appears 
determined  not  to  allow  himself  to  be  immo¬ 
lated  as  his  other  colleague  was — I  do  not  blame 
him  for  defending  his  character,  but  what  must  be 
said  of  the  Government  which  makes  itself  answer- 
able'  for  the  faults  of  the  Minister.  Yet  fine  pro¬ 
mises  were  made,  and  he  must  have  been  touching 
the  Minister  of  Justice  at  the  great  Halifax  meet¬ 
ing  when  he  declared  that  Mr.  Abbott’s  Govern¬ 
ment  was  determined  to  punish  evil  where  evil 
would  be  found  to  exist,  that  the  guilty,  great  or 
small,  would  receive  the  chastisement  deserved.  I 
can  imagine  the  astonishment  of  his  audience,  if 
instead  of  speaking  thus,  he  had  pleaded,  as  he  has 
done  in  this  House.  The  public  in  face  of  the  fact 
that  its  property  had  been  stolen,  would  not  have* 
been  satisfied  with  arguments  over  legal  technical¬ 
ities.  But,  then,  several  bye-elections  were  to  be 
held,  and  it  was  necessary  to  convince  the  public 
that  the  Government  into  which  new  blood  had 
been  infused,  this  strong  Government  which  had  just 
been  formed,  was  more  virtuous  than  that  which  had 
preceded  it,  and  that  the  First  Minister  who  had 
organized  and  put  through  the  Pacific  affair  had  done 
penance  for  his  old  sin,  and  had  been  completely  con¬ 
verted  in  his  old  age.  But  the  elections  are  over,  a 
new  mandate  has  been  confirmed  for  four  years,  and 
when  we  will  accuse  the  Government  of  having  com¬ 
pounded  with  prevaricating ^  Ministers,  we  shall 
be  answered  that  we  are  wanting  in  loyalty  because 
we  oppose  the  diverting  of  railway  subsidies 
from  their  destination  by  Ministers  of  the  Crown. 
For  this  past  fourteen  years,  governments  have 
used  railway  subsidies  to  make  iip  election  funds, 
those  indispensable  sinews  of  war,  so  seems  to 
think  one  of  the  Ministers.  We  have  seen  parties 
entirely  impecunious,  float  companies,  apply  to 
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Parliament,  obtain  charters  and  construct  railroads, 
parties  who  did  not  subscribe  one  cent  of  capital, 
getting  appointed  to  the  presidency  of  companies 
some  line  day  selling  out  their  charter  and  retiring 
from  business,  after  having  secured  incomes  out  of 
the  public  funds,  and  having  given  nothing  to  the 
public  in  return.  This  policy  has  caused  the  loss 
to  the  country  of  millions  which  have  been  absorbed 
by  such  companies  as  I  have  described,  and  which 
have  also  served  to  strengthen  the  faltering  faith 
of  a  number  of  electors  in  this  Dominion.  We  have 
been  able  to  learn  something  of  these  operations 
only  when  the  friends  have  quarelled  among  them¬ 
selves,  and  yet,  though  in  that  way  but  a  small 
corner  of  the  veil  has  been  lifted,  it  has  been  given 
us  to  get  a  glimpse  of  the  gigantic  corruption  which 
has  ravaged  the  country  for  a  number  of  years. 
When  we  discover  any  of  these  frauds  and  ask  for 
the  help  of  those  in  authority  we  are  answered  by 
arguments  which  are  an  insult  to  the  intellect  of 
this  House.  It  is  pretended  by  the  leader  of  the 
House  that  because  of  violent  political  struggles  it 
is  almost  impossible  for  a  committee  such  as  that 
of  Privileges  and  Elections  to  render  an  impartial 
judgment.  I  admit  that  it  is  difficult  to  cause  the  dis¬ 
appearance  of  party  spirit,  but  I  ask  who  is  to  profit 
by  the  partiality  complained  of  in  this  case  ?  Cer¬ 
tainly  not  the  lion,  gentleman  who  has  made  the 
charge.  The  majority  of  the  committee  will  be  com¬ 
posed  of  friends  of  the  accused  Minister,  who,  as 
everybody  knows,  will  do  all  they  can  to  free  him  of 
the  accusations  made  against  him,  and  the  accused 
should  be  happy  to  be  judged  by  his  own  friends  and 
not  by  a  more  impartial  tribunal.  For  my  part,  I  am 
opposed,  though  to  our  disadvantage,  perhaps,  I 
am  opposed  to  the  idea  enunciated  of  transferring 
to  a  Royal  Commission  composed  of  judges,  for  in¬ 
stance,  the  investigation  into  charges  against  a 
member  of  this  House.  Parliament  is  the  natural 
guardian  of  its  own  honour,  and  to  it  belongs  ‘the 
right  to  decide  who  has  a  right  to  sit  in  it  and  who 
has  not.  I  am  opposed  to  Parliament  depriving 
itself  of  a  right  which  belongs  to  it  absolutely. 
The  members  themselves  are  the  natural  judges 
where  questions  affecting  the  honour  of  the  House 
are  concerned.  Moreover,  as  has  unhappily  been 
shown,  judges  acting  in  such  cases,  depart  from 
their  functions,  and  by  meddling  with  our  political 
disputes,  lose  the  prestige  of  impartiality  which  is 
necessary  to  them.  Besides,  judges  appointed  by 
the  executive  are  under  the  control  of  the  execu¬ 
tive  and  should  not  be  called  upon  to  judge  the 
acts  of  those  who  compose  the  executive.  Their 
functions  are  defined — let  us  not  make  them 
depart  from  these  functions.  The  authority  which 
appoints  judges  is  that  which  grants  or  refuses  the 
advancement,  which  is  the  aim  of  the  functionaries 
of  the  judiciary  as  well  as  of  the  administration. 
This  is  sufficient  for  a  judge,  unless  he  be  proof 
against  all  suggestions  which  individual  interest 
may  inspire,  to  feel  that  he  is  not  completely  in¬ 
dependent,  and  to  allow  himself  sometimes  to 
render  services,  when  judgments  inspired  by  justice 
alone  should  be  rendered.  For  these  reasons,  I  am 
opposed  unless  under  extraordinary  circumstances 
which  some  particular  case  might  justify,  to  the 
submitting  of  such  enquiries  to  Royal  Commissions 
composed  of  judges.  A  very  singular  theory  has 
been  advanced  by  one  of  the  Ministers,  the  Minis¬ 
ter  of  Public  W  orks.  It  is  that  to  justify  the 
injury,  on  the  charges  as  drawn  up  by  the  member 
Mr.  Carroll. 


for  West  Ontario  (Mr.  Edgar),  it  would  have  been 
necessary  for  the  member  making  the  accusation  to 
have  charged  the  Postmaster  General  with  con¬ 
spiracy  to  favour  the  companies  referred  to.  But 
the  lion,  gentleman  must  know  that  conspiracy  can 
seldom  be  shown  by  formal  proof.  It  has  never 
entered  into  the  mind  of  any  one  that  parties  who 
conspire  to  defraud  either  draw  up  authenticated 
statements  of  their  crime,  or  leave  behind  them 
incriminating  evidence.  This  is  so  much  the  case 
that  the  authorities  who  have  treated  this  subject 
of  criminal  law,  say  that  “  conspiracy  is  inferred 
from  facts  proven  and  from  circumstances.”  It 
would  be  practically  impossible  to  otherwise  prove 
conspiracy.  The  same  lion,  gentleman  is  unwilling 
to  allow  the  holding  of  the  trial  of  the  Conservative 
party  with  reference  to  the  general  elections  of 
1887.  This  admission  is  so  admirably  frank  that 
it  is  important  to  note  it,  but  I  do  not  see  in 
that  a  very  strong  argument  to  prevent  the  enquiry. 
Our  adversaries  often  boast  that  they  have  made 
the  country  what  it  is.  We  believe  if  Canada  has 
progressed  during  the  past  quarter  of  a  century,  it 
has  done  so  without  the  aid  of  Governments  "and 
since  our  opponents  have  governed  almost  without 
interruption  and  corruption  exists,  to  them  particu¬ 
larly  is  due  the  fact  that  our  population  is  inoccu- 
lated  with  it.  It  is  useless  to  dwell  on  the  past, 
and  notwithstanding  my  conviction  that  the  gentle¬ 
men  on  the  other  side  are  the  great  sinners,  they 
should  in  future,  if  they  have  not  in  the  past,  try 
to  stamp  out  that  great  social  danger  and  try  to 
avoid  the  political  corruption  in  the  future  which 
has  existed  in  the  past.  Political  corruption  has 
this  which  is  peculiar  to  itself.  It  purchases  with 
money  suffrages  which  should  be  accorded  to  con¬ 
fidence  alone,  and  as  a  means  to  achieve  its  ends, 
it  sells  in  the  same  way  for  money  pub¬ 
lic  appointments  and  contracts  which  merit 
and  ability  alone  should  obtain.  The  conse¬ 
quence  is  ,  that  we  have  no  longer  the  free 
expression  of  the  opinion  of  the  majority  of  the 
electors.  Our  Government  is  no  longer  that  of 
the  majority,  but  that  of  the  minority  ;  the  con¬ 
stitution  is  violated.  The  election  of  a  represent¬ 
ative  in  many  counties  resembles  more  a  bargain 
than  a  free  choice.  If  the  evil  continues  to  grow 
in  the  same  proportion,  soon  principles  and  discus¬ 
sion  will  be  out  of  the  question.  A  candidate  will 
not  be  asked  if  he  possesses  the  necessary  qualifi¬ 
cations,  but  if  his  purse  is  well  filled  and  if  he  lias 
an  open  hand.  The  bag  of  dollars  will  be  the  ram 
with  which  all  doors  will  be  broken  in  and  con¬ 
sciences  stormed.  Deep  research  is  not  necessary  to 
show  that  such  a  condition  of  things  constitutes  an 
imminent  danger  to  our  institutions.  It  is  the 
very  negation  of  representative  government.  For 
all  these  reasons  it  is  proper  to  ask  that  those 
traffickers  lie  driven  from  public  life  who  would 
make  of  politics  a  bazaar  and  of  our  country  a 
mart. 

Mr. DESAULNIERS.  (Translation. )  Mr.  Speaker, 
in  the  motion  of  the  lion,  member  for  West  Onta¬ 
rio,  mention  is  made  of  the  County  of  St.  Maurice. 

I  wish  to  state  from  my  place  in  the  House,  that 
at  no  time  when  I  was  a  candidate  for  election, 
either  in  1887  or  1891,  did  I  receive  either  directly 
or  indirectly,  a  single  cent  from  the  hon.  Post¬ 
master  General.  This  statement  may  have  its  im¬ 
portance  under  the  circumstances,  since  my  county 
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is  mentioned  in  the  motion  offered  by  the  lion, 
member  for  W  est  Ontario.  The  lion,  member  for 
Montmagny  made  a  comical  reference  to  the  mem¬ 
bers  from  the  district  of  Three  Rivers.  This  dis¬ 
trict,  Mr.  Speaker,  is  represented  in  this  House  by 
three  Conservatives  and  two  Liberals.  The  latter 
are  the  members  for  Maskinonge  and  Nicolet  ;  the 
Conservatives,  Sir  Hector  Langevin,  Mr.  Carignan 
and  myself.  I  may  add  that  when  I  have  the 
honour  of  addressing  this  House,  I  do  so  under  a 
mandate  entrusted  to  me  by  as  intelligent  a  county 
as  there  is  in  the  Province  of  Quebec  ;  that  the 
electors  of  this  county  are  as  honest  as  those  who 
returned  the  lion,  member  for  Montmagny.  I  will 
also  add,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  my  electors  do  not  like 
the  light  of  the  lion,  member  for  Montmagny  ;  and 
the  reason  for  it  is  very  simple,  for  his  light  is  no 
better  than  that  which  comes  from  elsewhere. 

Mr.  CHOQUETTE.  (Translation.)  Your  county 
is  going  to  be  snuffed  out. 

Mr.  DESAULNIERS.  (Translation.)  If  my 
county  goes  out  of  existence,  it  will  not  be  by  the 
act  of  the  electors,  but  by  effect  of  the  Bill  now 
before  the  House,  the  Gerrymandering  Bill. 

Some  lion.  MEMBERS.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  DESAULNIERS.  (Translation.)  I  think,  Mr- 
Speaker,  it  would  be  an  injustice  to  put  an  end  to 
the  existence  of  the  County  of  St.  Maurice,  and  to 
reduce  to  four  members  the  representation  of  the 
district  of  Three  Rivers.  If  the  county  is  preserved, 
I  am  sure  to  come  back  to  the  House,  and  to  be 
entrusted  with  the  mandate  of  the  electors  by  as 
large  a  majority  as  I  had  before.  Mention  was 
made  of  the  religious  lights  shining  from  Three 
Rivers.  All  I  have  to  say  is  that  such  light  is  well 
worth  the  light  that  conies  from  below  Quebec. 
The  motion  of  the  lion,  member  for  West  Ontario  is 
out  of  the  question,  for  should  it  be  adopted  by  the 
House  we  would  have  to  spend  the  whole  summer 
here.  The  House  will  remember  what  took  place 
last  year.  In  the  Tarte-McGreevy  matter,  the 
-accuser  has  not  had  the  courage  to  be  a  candidate 
again  in  his  county,  and  an  honest  man  against 
whom  nothing  could  be  proven  was  made  to  suffer. 
The  gentlemen  of  the  Opposition  who  to-day  are  so 
adverse  to  Royal  Commissions  have  not  always 
been  of  the  same  mind.  They  all  approved  the 
Royal  Commission  which  was  appointed  to  drive 
out  from  the  Legislative  Council  of  Quebec  the 
Legislative  Councillor  Mr.  Lavallee.  On  that  occa¬ 
sion,  the  Liberals  did  not  go  to  the  Legislative  Coun¬ 
cil  for  an  enquiry  into  the  matter. 

Mr.  LANGELIER.  (Translation.)  Mr.  Lavallee 
had  resigned.  • 

Mr.  DESAULNIERS.  (Translation.)  I  know  all 
about  that  would-be  resignation,  which  was  signed  in 
a  bar  room  at  Joliette. 

Mr.  CHOQUETTE.  (Translation.)  A  dubious 
compliment  to  Mr.  Lavallee. 

Mr.  DESAULNIERS.  (Translation.)  When  these 
gentlemen  are  in  the  Opposition  their  shouts  are 
loud  against  the  extravagance  of  their  opponents  ; 
they  do  their  best  to  scare  the  people  into  giving 
them  the  power,  and  promise  to  do  better  than 
their  predecessors.  We  have  heard  these  gentle¬ 
men  cry  against  the  squanderings  of  the  Conser¬ 
vatives.  The  people  gave  them  a  chance  to  fulfil 
their  promises,  and  what  did  we  see,  Mr.  Speaker  ? 
We  have  seen  them,  to  the  shame  of  the  Province 


of  Quebec,  drag  into  the  mire  the  prestige  of  the 
province.  We  have  seen  these  men  trade  in  public 
contracts,  speculate  on  everything.  The  people 
drove  them  out  of  power,  and  to-day  they  come 
and  throw  mud  on  a  French  Canadian  Minister. 
They  were  successful  against  one  Minister  last  year, 
and  this  year  they  want  to  do  the  same  with  an¬ 
other.  Should  an  enquiry  be  granted,  they  would 
be  at  the  same  game  again  next  year.  The  hon. 
Minister  of  Public  Works  would  perhaps  have  his 
turn.  The  public  would  end  by  saying  that  the 
Conservatives  in  Ottawa  resemble  the  Liberals  in 
the  Province  of  Quebec. 

Mr.  FRASER  moved  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Surely  the  hon.  member  cannot 
be  in  earnest  in  desiring  to  adjourn  the  debate  at 
this  time  of  night,  unless  he  proposes  to  keep  it  up 
for  a  number  of  days.  I  am  sure  if  there  are  any 
others  who  desire  to  speak,  the  House  will  listen 
to  them  very  attentively  and  patiently.  But  that 
we  should  adjourn  before  it  is  12  o’clock  is  some¬ 
thing  unusual  on  a  question  of  this  kind. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  What  does  the  leader  of  the 
House  say  to  this  proposition  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  am  afraid  we  cannot 
agree  to  it.  It  would  be  inconvenient  to  a  large 
number  of  members. 

Mr.  FRASER.  I  had  hoped  that  the  motion  would 
prevail,  because  I  was  anxious  to  hear  from  our 
friends  opposite  some  further  reason  why  the  course 
of  procedure  they  have  proposed  should  be  assented 
to  by  this  House.  I  think  the  speeches  delivered 
upon  this  subject  by  the  Ministers  will  make  nice 
reading,  in  view  of  the  further  proceedings  in  this 
House,  of  the  speeches  delivered  on  the  amendment 
moved  by  the  Minister  of  Militia  ;  I  am  sure  this 
reading  will  gladden  the  hearts  of  all  true  Conser¬ 
vatives  in  this  country.  I  congratulate  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  very  much  that  they  have  had  to 
fall  back  on  the  redoidffiable  Minister  of  War,  who, 
when  he  found  the  Government  in  the  last  ditch, 
boldly,  like  the  Napoleonic  captain  that  he  is, 
came  to  their  relief  and  moved  this  amendment  to 
get  them  out  of  the  difficulty.  It  was  what  might 
be  expected  of  such  a  gentleman.  His  previous 
training  in  that  office,  if  only  for  a  short  time, 
made  him  feel  that  it  was  necessary  in  the  interest 
of  his  party  that  he  should  lead  the  forlorn  hope 
by  such  a  resolution.  Now,  Sir,  it  is  very  strange 
that  we  should  have  this  amendment  made  by  the 
Government.  I  must  say  that  I  am  in  full  sym¬ 
pathy  with  the  remarks  made  by  the  hon.  member 
for  Kamouraska  (Mr.  Carroll).  It  strikes  me  as 
somewhat  remarkable  tha  thon.  gentlemen  opposite 
are  so  anxious  for  a  vote.  Where  are  the  men 
who  have  prided  themselves  on  having  the 
instincts  of  true  Conservatives  as  to  what 
ought  to  be  done  in  this  country  to  put  down 
the  wrongs  that  exist  ?  Where  was  the  voice  of 
the  hon.  member  for  Toronto  (Mr.  Cockburn)  ? 
Where  was  he  when  this  brave  battle  was  being 
fought  ?  Did  he  rise,  as  every  man  in  the  country 
expected  he  would,  and  as  I  believe  the  beatings  of 
his  own  manly  heart  prompted  him  to  do,  and 
stand  up  once  for  all  to  see  that  justice  was  done 
to  this  country  ?  Now,  I  lay  it  down,  first,  that 
this  Parliament  should  give  to  no  tribunal  that 
which  rightly  belongs  to  itself.  The  question  of  a 
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man’s  character  does  not  concern  this  Parliament. 
That  matter  must  be  decided  by  his  constituents 
alone.  But  his  conduct  as  a  member  of  Parliament, 
and  everything  he  does  in  connection  with  the  trust 
confided  in  him  by  his  constituents,  is  a  matter 
which  concerns  this  Parliament,  and  of  which  no 
other  power  can  take  cognisance.  We  are  asked 
to  give  to  men  who  are  nameless,  so  far  as  this 
Parliament  is  concerned,  the  care  of  the  dignity 
and  honour  of  this  House.  When  these  charges 
were  made  by  a  responsible  member  of  this  House, 
was  the  hon.  Minister  against  whom  they  are  made 
afraid  of  an  investigation  ?  Woidd  not  we  expect 
that  the  hon.  member  would  rise  in  his  place  and 
say  :  You  can  pursue  these  charges  as  far  as  you 
like,  prove  them  as  deeply  as  you  may,  for  so 
firmly  entrenched  is  my  name  in  honour,  that 
nothing  this  Parliament  can  investigate  will 
cast  any  blot  on  it.  But  that  is  not  the 
position  the  hon.  member  has  taken.  Is  it  to  be 
said  that  any  member  of  Parliament  is  going  to  con¬ 
ceal  himself  behind  a  Royal  Commission  when 
Parliament  says  that  these  charges  should  be  in¬ 
vestigated  in  the  light  of  day  ?  I  was  waiting  with 
some  anxiety  to  hear  from  other  gentlemen  opposite ; 
I  was  waiting  to  hear  the  aged  members  speak  and 
give  their  experience  of  past  Parliaments.  I  was 
anxious  to  hear  that  hon.  member  who  sits  next  to 
the  Minister  of  Justice  (Mr.  McCarthy).  I  expected 
he  would  rise  and  give  us  the  great  benefit  of  his 
legal  experience  as  to  what  ought  to  be  done.  We 
are  in  this  country  very  unhappy  in  the  position 
in  which  our  knights  are  found.  Why  was  not 
this  thought  of  last  winter,  when  the  charges 
were  made  against  that  hon.  gentleman  who  sits 
now  before  me  (Sir  Hector  Langevin)  ?  Why 
was  it  not  thought  that  a  Royal  Commission 
was  the  fitting  method  of  investigating  his  short¬ 
comings  ?  Why  was  he  subjected  to  the  strain  of 
a  parliamentary  enquiry  and,  according  to  the 
argument  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  an  unfair  en¬ 
quiry,  at  that  time  ?  It  appears  to  me  that  it  is 
rather  unfortunate  for  a  man  to  be  a  knight  in  this 
Parliament.  Whether  or  not  the  mere  fact  that  a 
man  becomes  a  knight  puts  him  in  a  position  to  do 
that  which  he  ought  not  to  do,  I  know  not ;  whether 
he  has  acquired  tliis  distinctive  privilege,  of  making 
night  dark,  Iknownot;  whether  he  has  acquired  his 
virtues  before  he  is  knighted,  I  know  not ;  but  this 
much  I  do  know,  that  those  upon  whom  Her  Majesty 
has  conferred  these  favours  seem  to  have  become  be- 
knighted  afterwards.  It  only  remains  for  the  leader 
of  this  House  now,  who  is  not  in  his  place,  who  seems  to 
be  the  standing  counsel  for  his  brother  knights 
when  they  get  into  difficulties,  to  say  that  this 
Parliament  shall  be  prevented  from  making  that 
enquiry.  Now,  is  this,  after  all,  a  matter  of  proper 
enquiry  ?  Are  the  charges  specific  ;  would  they  be 
subject — and  I  appeal  to  gentlemen  who  are  of  the 
same  profession  as  myself— would  they  be  subject 
to  demurrer  in  a  court  ?  Would  they  be  such  a 
statement  of  facts  in  an  ordinary  case  as  would 
compel  a  defendant  to  answer  ?  Surely  we  are  not 
going  to  stand  upon  the  method  of  our  going  in 
Parliament  ;  surely  hon.  gentlemen  will  not  say 
that  we  are  to  be  debarred  from  proceeding  on 
account  of  the  method  proposed.  Surely  this 
country,  from  one  end  to  the  other,  has  heard 
enough  already  about  the  methods  fhat  prevail  in 
Parliament.  Are  we  still  further  to  give  the 
electorate  of  this  Dominion  to  understand  that 
Mr.  Fraser. 


matters  that  are  considered  wrong  among  honest 
men  outside,  matters  that  an  hon.  member  outside 
would  not  commit  except  with  shame,  shall  find  not 
only  defenders  in  Parliament,  but  those  who  will  say 
that  the  charges  are  not  worthy  of  investigation  ? 
I  hold  that  the  method  proposed  of  sending  this 
matter  to  a  Royal  Commission  is  simply  one  the 
Government  have  taken  for  the  time  being  in 
order  to  avoid  investigation,  in  the  hope  that 
finally  they  will  escape  it  altogether,  and  in  the 
hope  that  they  will  be  able  to  make  the  people 
believe  they  are  honest  men.  There  is  only  one 
way  of  meeting  a  difficulty  like  this,  and  that  is  by 
having  it  probed  to  the  bottom  by  Parliament.  Do 
hon.  gentlemen  think  that  all  the  facts  elicited 
last  winter  would  have  been  brought  to  light  if  the 
method  now  proposed  had  been  pursued  ?  Could  the 
hon.  member  for  Bellechasse  (Mr.  Amyot)  have  dis¬ 
covered  the  entity  of  Bancroft  by  the  method  now 
proposed  ?  I  repeat  there  is  only  one  method  of  deal¬ 
ing  with  a  question  of  this  kind.  When  an  hon. 
member  rises  in  his  place  and  makes  a  statement  such 
as  the  hon.  member  for  West  Ontario  (Mr.  Edgar) 
made,  surely  Parliament  is  not  going  to  feel  it  to 
be  unworthy  of  its  dignity  to  enquire  into  the 
character  of  its  members  ?  A  small  matter  indeed  l 
Although  hon.  gentlemen  talked  at  the  outset  that 
the  charges  were  not  specific  enough — and  it  will 
be  remembered  that  this  was  the  only  defence 
offered  in  the  first  place — now  they  consider  them 
specific  enough,  after  omitting  two  or  three 
statements.  This  is  a  very  strange  position  for 
hon.  gentlemen  to  opposite  to  take.  If  the  Minister 
of  Justice  considered  the  charge  not  sufficiently 
specific,  what  can  be  thought  of  the  action  of  the 
Minister  of  Militia,  when  in  the  amendment  he 
has  proposed  with  the  approval  of  his  party,  he 
admits  that  the  charges  are  sufficiently  specific  to 
warrant  the  appointment  of  a  Royal  Commission  ? 
It  wrill  not  be  forgotten  that  such  an  investigation 
will  proceed  on  the  assumption  that  the  Government 
has  discovered,  not  that  this  Parliament  has  dis¬ 
covered,  that  this  was  a.  matter  that  should  be  sent 
to  a  Royal  Commission,  for  the  very  chapter  under 
which  this  proceeding  is  taken  says  that  Govern¬ 
ment  makes  the  enquiry,  not  Parliament.  I  am  not 
ready  to  give  the  Government  or  any  other  body 
the  privilege  of  enquiring  into  that  which  we  have  a 
right  to  enquire  into,  and  at  some  time,  if  we  forget 
what  is  the  proper  action  in  this  matter,  we  shall  find 
our  power  usurped.  Will  any  hon.  member  fear  an 
investigation  by  Parliament  V  Not  if  he  is  innocent. 
Let  it  not  be  forgotten  that  Parliament  is  now  in 
session.  The  act  under  which  we  are  now  asked  to 
proceed  gives  power  to  the  Government,  if  any¬ 
thing  wrong  occurs  during  recess  or  in  the  admin¬ 
istration  of  government,  to  order  an  enquiry  to 
be  held,  and  the  matters  investigated  fully  ;  but 
this  does  not  apply  to  a  matter  like  the  present  one, 
which  occurs  on  the  floor  of  the  House,  is  not 
related  to  the  government  of  the  country,  but  to 
the  character  of  a  member  of  this  House  and  the 
methods  pursued  during  the  election.  It  is  not 
even  suggested  that  the  Act  was  framed 
for  any  such  purpose.  Does  any  man  think 
Parliament  ever  dreamed  of  giving  to  any  com¬ 
mission,  and  that  a  nameless  commission,  such 
power  ?  I  am  sure  we  would  not  grant  such  power. 
Much  more  than  that,  it  must  not  be  forgotten 
that  Parliament  has  in  the  past  enquired  into  these 
questions  here.  I  cannot  place  too  much  stress  on 
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the  fact  of  the  investigations  which  took  place  last 
winter.  Does  it  follow,  as  I  think  it  must  follow, 
that  lion,  gentlemen  opposite,  having  allowed  the 
investigations  last  year,  have  discovered  that  it 
was  a  dangerous  experiment,  because  they  did  not 
wish  the  light  of  day  to  be  thrown  on  their  conduct, 
and  accordingly  they  are  determined  that  the  light 
of  day  shall  not  be  thrown  on  their  conduct  now, 
and  are  determined  to  prevent  an  investigation 
that  will  reveal  them  in  the  same  light  as  last  year  ? 
Are  they  afraid  that  the  people  are  beginning  to 
feel  that  nothing  but  the  fullest  investigation 
should  take  place,  and  that  they  will  be  able  to 
bring  the  people  to  believe  that  by  proposing  the 
method  of  a  Royal  Commission  they  have  shown 
themselves  to  be  desirous  of  ferreting  out  wrong  ? 
I  observed  in  an  illustrated  paper  a  cartoon, 
which  I  am  sure  anticipated  the  action  of 
the  Government  to-day.  It  represented  the 
Premier  sitting  as  judge,  the  Minister  of  Justice 
acting  as  prosecuting  attorney  ;  the  men  who 
last  year  were  found  to  be  guilty  of  crimes 
for  which,  if  committed  in  private  life,  they  woidd 
have  been  sent  to  goal,  were  the  jury,  and  a  poor 
boy  not  much  higher  than  this  desk  was  standing 
in  the  criminal  box  and  was  the  only  criminal  pro¬ 
secuted.  Did  this  cartoon  anticipate  the  action  of 
the  Government  and  indicate  the  spirit  in  which 
the  Government  has  acted  ?  I  am  appealing  to  lion, 
members  who  in  their  inmost  soul  feel  this  is  not 
the  right  way  to  prosecute  the  enquiry.  I  commis- 
serate  some  hon.  gentlemen  opposite, who  with  their 
high-toned  ideas  of  public  and  private  life,  would 
freely  condemn  such  an  act  if  it  occurred  in  private 
life  ;  yet  such  are  the  depths  of  party  feeling  that 
men  who  would  scorn  in  private  life  to  protect  any 
offender  are  ready  to  protect  some  man  or  men  here 
in  Parliament  to-day.  There  are  hon.  gentlemen 
who  I  suppose  would  vote  for  this  ameadment  to 
whom  we  could  entrust  our  honour,  whose  word 
would  be  good,  who  would  do  no  dishonourable 
action,  and  yet  they  are  forced  by  party  exigencies 
to  support  the  methods  proposed  by  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  fearing  that  their  party  friends  would  have 
to  suffer  if  an  investigation  were  instituted  as  pro¬ 
posed.  Parliament  has  no  right  to  lay  aside  its 
own  conscience  in  trying  the  conduct  of  members 
or  their  acts  as  public  servants  or  as  trustees  of  the 
people  who  sent  them  here.  Nor  will  it  be  for¬ 
gotten  that  this  change  of  base  is  brought  about 
without  any  regard  for  such  cases  as  that  covered 
by  the  resolution.  I  am  sure  all  hon.  gentlemen 
were  very  much  surprised  when  the  hon.  member 
for  West  Ontario  (Mr.  Edgar)  made  the  statements, 
to  observe  the  manner  in  which  it  was  discussed  on 
the  Treasury  benches  ;  they  will  remember  the  ring¬ 
ing  cheers  which  greeted  the  Minister  of  Justice  as 
he  rose  and  announced  that  the  charges  were  not 
sufficiently  specific,  and  in  order  to  strengthen  his 
position  he  mentioned  that  for  some  indefinite 
period  of  time  the  hon.  gentleman  did  not  happen 
to  be  a  member  of  this  House,  because  he  was  seek¬ 
ing  re-election.  Those  same  hon.  gentlemen  op¬ 
posite  cheered  lustily  when  the  Minister  of  Militia 
announced  that  there  was  sufficient  in  the  state¬ 
ment  with  which  to  institute  a  Royal  Commission. 
A  few  days  ago  there  was  not  sufficient  in  the  state¬ 
ment  to  cause  it  to  receive  any  attention,  and  yet 
we  are  now  informed  that  the  Government  are 
read}’  to  appoint  a  Royal  Commission  to  make  en¬ 
quiry — the  last  refuge  of  parliamentarians — an  in¬ 


vestigation  which  might  besmirch  their  reputation 
and  expose  a  Minister,  as  others  have  been  exposed 
in  this  House.  I  contend  that  we  should  follow 
the  methods  pursued  by  this  Parliament.  Perhaps 
the  House  will  permit  me  to  refer  again  to  the  in¬ 
vestigations  of  last  year.  No  one  would  suppose 
the  results  that  have  occurred  would  occur.  Why  ? 
Because  hon.  gentlemen  rose  and  denied  the 
charges,  said  there  was  nothing  in  them,  and 
could  not  be  supported  by  evidence.  Those 
hon.  gentlemen  thought  the  investigation  would 
not  prove  that  which  subsequently  it  did  prove. 
Now,  Sir,  if  that  method  was  proper  when  pur¬ 
sued  in  regard  to  one  knight ;  it  ought  to  be  equally 
proper  in  regard  to  the  other,  nor  will  the  denial  of 
the  Postmaster  General,  who  is  not  in  his  place, 
and  rightly  so,  to-night,  suffice  to  lead  this  coun¬ 
try  to  believe  that  there  is  no  foundation  for  the 
charges.  I  am  sure  that  hon.  gentlemen  will  un¬ 
derstand  from  what  happened  here  last  year  that 
the  court  appointed  by  Parliament  was  not  only  a 
competent  court,  but  that  it  was  the  very  best 
court  to  investigate  such  matters.  As  was  very 
well  said  by  one  of  the  hon.  gentlemen  who  pre¬ 
ceded,  what  have  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  to  fear 
from  a  majority  of  their  own  friends,  with  five 
Government  supporters  to  three  Reformers,  or  a 
like  proportion  in  a  larger  number  ?  What  has  the 
hon.  gentleman  who  has  to  be  tried  to  fear  ?  The 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite  say  you  cannot  have  a  fair 
trial  from  a  parliamentary  committee,  but  I  fear 
that  some  of  these  hon.  gentlemen  themselves  be¬ 
lieve  that  the  evidence  would  be  of  such  a  character 
that  they  themselves  would  stand  in  an  unenviable 
light  before  the  country  unless  they  opposed  this 
motion.  They,  therefore,  want  to  shirk  the  un¬ 
wholesome  responsibility,  so  far  as  they  are  con¬ 
cerned,  by  throwing  it  upon  other  shoulders,  so  that 
they  will  nothave  to  meet  the  difficulty.  I  claim  that 
this  is  not  the  method  that  should  be  pursued  in  this 
case.  My  hon.  friend  from  Assiniboia  (Mr.  Davin) 
said  that  the  gentlemen  on  this  side  of  the  House 
were  disappointed.  There  is  no  doubt  about  it 
that  we  are  disappointed,  but  we  are  not  disap¬ 
pointed  in  the  same  sense  as  he  would  have  us 
understand.  We  had  vainly  hoped  that  the 
statements  made  by  the  Premier  and  by  other 
Ministers,  that  this  country  was  going  to  be  rid 
of  the  evil  which  is  eating  into  the  very  vitals  of 
the  body  politic,  were  true  in  fact.  We  had  hoped 
that  the  promises  in  these  orations,  made  perhaps 
under  the  influence  of  a  large  crowd,  whom  they 
expected  to  gain,  were  going  to  be  carried  into 
effect  when  Parliament  met.  But,  Sir,  are  we 
come  to  this  now,  that  when  a  Minister  of  the  Crown 
makes  a  statement  to  the  effect  that  if  any  person 
has  any  charge  to  make,  and  which  he  is  prepared 
to  prove,  the  matter  would  be  investigated,  that 
we  are  to  suppose  the  Minister  never  meant  it  ? 
Are  we  not  bound  to  suppose  that  they  were 
honest  in  their  statements  ?  Did  ever  any  man 
think  that  these  Ministers  would  have  not  only 
to  eat  their  own  words,  but  to  eat  themselves  ?  We 
accepted  in  good  faith  the  statements  they  made,, 
and  we  came  here  anxious  to  assist  them  in  this 
good  work,  and  the  very  statements  these  Minis¬ 
ters  made  acknowledged  the  fact  that  wrongs  did 
exist.  They  themselves,  from  the  investigation 
that  was  made  last  year,  were  forced  to  conclude 
that  wrongs  did  exist  in  the  public  service,  and  are 
they  not  ready  now  to  carry  out  the  promises  they 
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made?  Do  they  fear  enquiry  ?  Ah,  Mr.  Speaker,  that 
is  just  the  difficulty.  The  light  thrown  by  Parlia¬ 
ment  upon  the  methods  pursued  by  their  friends  is 
not  just  the  light  they  want.  I  am  sure,  however, 
that  if  my  lion,  friend  the  Minister  of  Militia  was 
left  to  his  own  guidance  in  this  matter  he  would 
say  :  Though  it  should  strike  my  nearest  friend, 
let  us  have  this  investigation  ;  though  it  should 
strike  my  follower,  whom  I  love  most  dearly,  let 
the  enquiry  be  made.  I  can  understand  if  lion, 
gentlemen  opposite  said  that  all  questions  of  this 
kind  should  be  submitted  to  a  stated  tribunal 
already  in  existence,  but  as  was  suggested,  rather 
playfully  perhaps  by  the  member  for  South  Grey 
(Mr.  Landerkm),  what  if  the  Government  should 
appoint  a  man  on  this  commission  in  whom  some 
people  in  this  country  are  wicked  enough  not  to 
have  confidence,  for  instance,  the  County  Court 
judge  for  London  ;  or,  what  if  they  should  appoint 
some  prospective  judge,  some  follower  of  their  own 
who  expects  to  be  raised  to  the  bench  ?  Is  it  to  be 
thought  that  this  person  would  be  altogether  un- 
'douded  when  sitting  on  the  bench  investigating 
this  matter  ?  Does  any  man  suppose  that  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  who  shirk  the  responsibility 
■now  are  going  to  be  very  particular  about  the 
appointment  they  make  to  this  tribunal  ?  Do  you 
think  these  gentlemen,  when  they  know  that  it  is 
the  only  method  by  which  they  can  escape  an 
investigation,  and  realizing  as  they  do  the  results 
that  will  follow,  do  you  suppose  that  they  will  be  very 
nice  as  to  whom  they  will  appoint  on  this  Royal  Com¬ 
mission  ?  Does  any  one  suppose  that  they  will  seek 
a  gentleman  who  will  be  above  suspicion  ?  I  do 
not  believe  that  after  the  exhibition  here  to-night 
any  one  would  be  simple  enough  to  believe  that. 
Mr.  Speaker,  there  is  another  point  to  which  I  wish 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  House.  It  was  at¬ 
tempted  to  be  shown  that  in  the  case  of  Parnell  a 
-similar  course  was  pursued  as  is  now  suggested  from 
the  Treasury  benches,  but  I  would  not  insult  the 
intelligence  of  this  House  by  saying  that  there  was 
any  similarity  between  these  two  cases.  The  matter 
referred  to  in  the  Parnell  case  was  a  statement 
made  in  the  conducting  of  the  case,  and  as  nice 
questions  of  law  arose  as  to  how  far  a  counsel  could 
go  in  the  conducting  of  the  case,  the  whole  question 
arose  there.  I  will  call  the  attention  of  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  to  the  fact  that  in  England  such 
a  course  as  is  proposed  here  would  never  have  been 
pursued.  One  hon.  gentleman  on  the  other  side  of 
the  House  asked  us  for  a  similar  case  that  happened 
in  England,  and  the  answer  came  that  no  such  case 
could  exist  in  England.  Only  the  other  day  a  mem¬ 
ber  of  the  Imperial  Parliament  in  his  private  capa¬ 
city  as  a  solicitor  treated  some  trust  funds  in  a 
manner  that  did  not  bring  the  return  they  ought  to 
bring  to  the  owners,  and  did  Parliament  send  that 
case  to  the  courts  ?  That  was  the  proper  place  for 
it,  I  suppose,  if  the  arguments  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  and  their  supporters  here  to-night  are  correct. 
Did  Parliament  tell  the  accusers  to  proceed  and  get 
a  judgment  against  this  man  ?  Not  at  all.  Parlia¬ 
ment  of  its  own  motion  took  the  question  up  and 
they  expelled  the  member. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  There  was  a  judgment  of 
the  court. 

Mr.  FRASER.  Certainly  the  matter  went  into 
the  court,  but  Parliament  did  not  let  it  rest  there, 
and  they  took  cognizance  of  the  fact  that  the  man 
Mr.  Fraser. 


was  dealing  as  a  solicitor  in  a  way  that  he  should 
not.  Will  it  be  said  that  the  taking  of  $100,000 — 
if  the  charge  is  correct,  and  I  am  assuming  for  the 
present  that  it  is — and  the  using  of  this  money  of 
the  people  in  debauching  the  electors  of  this  coun¬ 
try,  is  a  matter  into  which  we  can  have  no  investi¬ 
gation,  or  if  we  do  have  an  investigation  that  it 
should  be  before  a  tribunal  of  which  Parliament 
and  the  people  of  this  country  know  absolutely 
nothing  ?  I  am  certain  that  the  very  statements 
made  by  the  Ministers,  to  the  effect  that  in  their 
righteous  indignation  they  were  rising  to  purge 
this  country  from  the  evils  to  which  it  had  been 
exposed,  did  more  than  anything  else  to  lead  the 
people  to  believe  that  they  were  in  earnest,  and 
caused  them  to  strengthen  the  hands  of  govern¬ 
ment  that  they  might  have  a  strong  majority  in 
purging  this  Government  of  the  excrescences  that 
have  grown  upon  it.  How  have  the  Government 
to-night  answered  the  loyal  response  of  the  people 
of  this  country  ?  In  the  first  instance,  they  have  an¬ 
swered  it  by  simply  stating  that  they  would  not 
have  any  enquiry  into  this  matter  at  all,  and  in  the 
second  place,  that  they  would  consent  to  a  trial  by 
a  Royal  Commission  instead  of  a  trial  before  the 
representatives  of  the  people.  If  I  do  not  misjudge 
the  people  of  t  h  is  country  th  at  will  n  ot  suffi  ce  for  them . 
I  believe  that  our  people  are  thoroughly  in  earnest 
about  having  honest  government,  and  despite  all 
the  authorities  produced  by  Government  supporters 
here,  they  will  not  take  such  a  proposition  as  an 
answer  to  their  demand,  and  they  will  not  assume 
the  fact  that  a  Royal  Commission  which  is  going  to 
be  appointed  some  time  in  the  future  will  be  of  any 
more  benefit  towards  purging  the  country  of  these 
evils  than  will  be  the  appointment  of  the  Royal 
Commission  in  bringing  about  prohibition.  Re¬ 
ference  to  Royal  Commissions  are  a  well-known 
method  of  shelving  questions  that  are  disagreeable 
to  gentlemen  who  happen  to  occupy  the  Treasury 
benches,  and  I  contend  that  the  suggestion  of  the 
Government  was  not  a  proper  way  in  which  to 
meet  these  serious  charges,  nor  is  it  proper,  so  far 
as  our  own  individual  dignity  is  concerned,  or  so 
far  as  the  best  interests  of  the  country  are  con¬ 
cerned.  It  will  not  do  for  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
to  shirk  their  duty  by  naming  a  Royal  Commission, 
and  if  I  mistake  not  the  people  of  Canada,  they 
will  not  accept  such  a  move  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  as  satisfactory.  If  we  place  side  by 
side  the  speeches  made  by  the  members  of  the 
Government  a  few  days  ago  and  the  speeches  made 
to-day  we  see  at  once  Rieir  change  of  front  in  this 
matter.  I  would  like  to  hear  from  hon.  gentlemen 
on  the  Treasury  benches  who  spoke  on  this  question 
before  some  remarks  now  on  this  amendment. 

I  know  their  well-known  ability  to  tack  to 
the  wind  as  closely  as  possible.  Let  it 
not  be  forgotten  that  the  Government  are 
not  treating  the  question  in  this  manner  because 
they  think  it  right.  The  indignation  of  this  coun¬ 
try,  aroused  by  the  fact  that  they  were  trying  to 
burke  this  enquiry,  has  brought  the  Government  to 
their  senses,  even  so  far  as  to  induce  them  to  move 
this  amendment.  I  believe  we  would  not  have 
even  this,  but  that  they  saw  from  the  utterances 
of  the  press,  the  utterances  of  prominent  men,  and 
I  have  no  doubt  also  from  the  number  of  letters 
they  received,  that  something  had  to  be  done ; 
and  I  have  no  doubt  that  in  this  good  work  some 
hon.  gentlemen  who  sit  at  their  backs  had  some 
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part.  I  have  no  doubt  that  conscientious  con¬ 
victions  dawned  in  upon  a  number  of  gentlemen  on 
the  other  side.  I  have  no  doubt  that  the  force 
which  compelled  the  Government  to  act  in  this 
way  came  from  such  high-spirited  gentlemen  as 
the  hon.  member  for  Toronto  and  others,  who  felt 
that,  whatever  happened,  they  could  not  be  brought 
down  to  the  common  level  of  saying  there  should 
be  no  investigation.  What  would  the  loyal  people 
of  Ontario  say  if  the  champion  of  their  rights 'con¬ 
doned  the  faults  of  Sir  Adolphe  Caron  ?  Methinks 
that  the  gentle  tap  of  that  hon.  gentleman  upon 
the  shoulder  of  the  Minister  of  Justice,  and  that 
silvery  voice  of  his  brought  them  to  their  senses,  as 
from  the  well-spring  of  his  great  soul  he  warned 
them  of  the  country’s  desire.  I  stated  a  little 
while  ago  that  I  regretted  very  much  that  these 
thunderbolts  from  a  clear  sky  always  fell  on  a 
knight.  I  would  like  if  we  had  the  luxury  of  a 
commoner  struck  sometimes,  because  it  would 
show  that  after  all  we  are  mortal,  like  the  knights. 
But  when  a  matter  of  this  kind  is  to  be  enquired 
into,  it  is  the  duty  of  Parliament  to  carry  on  the 
enquiry  in  a  constitutional  manner.  Whatever  the 
result  of  this  matter  may  be,  I  am  sure  that  the 
hon.  gentlemen  who  are  now  leading  the  House  in 
the  way  they  are  doing  will  regret  it,  and  I  am 
sure  that  when  the  history  of  Parliament  comes  to 
be  written  the  fact  that  they  have  not  adopted  the 
best  method  of  trying  this  case  will  be  set  down 
against  them.  After  ail,  this  is  not  misspent 
time.  We  talk  of  tariffs,  of  railways,  of  the  busi¬ 
ness  of  the  country.  Shall  it  be  said  that  the  fact 
that  men  do  wrong  with  public  money,  using  it 
for  bribing  constituencies,  is  not  a  greater  question 
than  all  these  questions  combined  ?  What  is  going 
to  exalt  any  nation  but  righteousness  ? 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  FRASER.  I  am  glad  that  a  response 
comes  from  hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  I  know  that 
their  lives  and  conduct  are  in  harmony  with  that 
sentiment.  Are  we  going  to  build  this  country 
upon  a  foundation  of  this  kind  ?  Are  we  going  to 
build  it  upon  the  investment  of  public  money  in 
purchasing  ATotes  ?  Are  we  going  to  make  this 
country  strong  by  making  its  electorate  weak  ?  Are 
we  going  to  have  a  manly  electorate  in  this  coun¬ 
try,  citizens  of  whom  any  country  might  be  proud, 
by  bribing  them  with  the  very  money  extorted 
from  them  by  the  tariff  now  in  existence  ?  It  is 
bad  enough  for  them  to  have  to  pay  more  for  every¬ 
thing  they  have  to  use  inconsequence  of  the  tariff; 
but  when,  added  to  that,  their  very  poverty  is 
made  sport  of  with  the  money  taken  from  them, 
surely  hon.  gentlemen  will  not  say  that  they  are 
building  solid  and  deep  the  foundations  of  this 
country.  You  may  talk  of  loyalty.  The  only 
loyalty  the  people  want  is  loyalty  to  what  is  right 
and  good  ;  and  all  the  buncombe  loyalty  of  all  the 
so-called  loyalists  in  this  country  will  not  make 
this  country  strong  if  its  foundation's  are  not  laid 
in  principles  of  right  and  good.  W  e  have  adopted 
not  only  the  methods  of  taxation  but  the  villainous 
system  of  bribing  the  electorate  which  follows 
naturally  in  the  Avake  of  the  system  of  protection 
prevailing  in  the  United  States,  and  I  have  heard 
men  say  unblushingly  that  this  is  all  right. 
Why,  Sir,  last  session,  at  a  committee  meeting,  I 
heard  a  Privy  Councillor  rise  and  state  that  from 
contractors  and  those  A\rho  profited  from  the  tariff 


he  wTould  ask  for  money  for  election  purposes,  on 
the  ground  that  the  Government  had  helped  them. 
We  shall  never  get  out  of  this  slough  except  in  one 
Avay,  by  inArestigating  in  Parliament  matters  of  this 
kind — not  in  a  room  where  this  man  or  that  man 
may  go,  where  this  or  that  reporter  may  be  present, 
but  here  before  the  members  of  this  House,  sent 
here  to  see  that  the  government  of  the  country  is 
carried  on  by  righteous  methods,  before  men  sent 
here  to  report  for  the  press  in  all  parts  of  the 
Dominion,  and  where  Parliament  can  see  that 
honest  methods  are  adopted.  I  have  no  doubt  that 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite  themselves  feel  that  the 
method  they  propose  is  not  the  correct  method. 
Now,  I  am  not  going  to  detain  the  'House  longer, 
except  to  say  that  I  regret  very  much  that  the 
Government  haA'e  taken  their  present  course.  I  am 
not  here  by  any  means  to  say  that  I  desire  that 
everything  contained  in  these  charges  shall  be 
proven  correct.  For  myself,  I  would  much  prefer 
that  it  should  be  proved  there  is  no  truth  in 
them.  I  am  sure  that  every  man  Avith  a  desire  to 
see  this  country  not  only  stand  well  in  the  hearts 
of  its  own  citizens,  but  gain  credit  abroad,  must 
want  to  see  the  Government  adopt  honest  methods. 
I  am  sure  that  no  true  Canadian  will  want  to  see 
these  charges  proA^ed  to  be  true.  Surely  we  haA^e 
received  enough  chastisement.  Surely  our  name 
has  gone  abroad,  not  with  the  greatest  possible 
praise  ;  and  I  for  my  part  would  much  prefer  that 
these  charges  should  turn  out  to  be  unfounded. 
But  the  very  fact  that  the  beginning  of  the  investi¬ 
gation  is  met  in  this  manner  compels  me  to  feel 
that  there  must  be  much  more  in  these  charges  than 
the  hon.  gentleman  woidd  like  to  admit.  I  cannot 
help  thinking  that  this  method  of  shelving  them  is 
the  very  best  proof  that  there  is  fear  somewhere 
that  they  are  going  to  strike  not  only  the  hon. 
Minister  himself,  but  others  with  him.  What  of 
it  ?  Is  it  not  better  that  we  should  haATe  it  under¬ 
stood  that  whenever  a  matter  of  this  kind  comes  be¬ 
fore  Parliament  it  shall  be  investigated  ?  All  honest 
men  should  join  and  say,  we  must  make  a  new  depar¬ 
ture.  Are  old  methods  to  continue  ?  Or  are  we 
going  to  let  our  people  understand  that  such  things 
must  iioav  corns  to  an  end  ?  You  may  mock  at 
these  things  until  the  people  come  after  a  time  to 
think  that  they  are  right,  and  the  sneer  and  the 
laugh  at  those  who  want  this  country  to  be  estab¬ 
lished  on  the  best  foundations  is  the  reply  that  Ave 
shall  get.  Why,  I  read  of  a  gentleman  stating 
that  he  was  running  for  Parliament,  and  that  he 
was  elected  by  simply  boasting  that  the  whole  in¬ 
vestigation  last  year  did  not  affect  a  single  vote  in 
his  constituency.  God  help  a  constituency  that 
is  not  affected  by  wrong-doing.  It  is  well  repre¬ 
sented  by  a  man  Avho  would  boast  that  nothing  of 
that  kind  would  affect  it.  Are  we  to  stand  up  and 
condone  these  offences  ?  I  am  sure  that  there  are 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite  who  wTould  not,  but  Avho 
are  forced  to  do  it.  For  my  part,  I  am  going  to 
vote  against  this  amendment. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  FRASER.  Hon.  gentlemen  say  ‘ ‘ hear,  hear. ” 
I  may  say  ‘  ‘  hear,  hear,  ”  when  they  vote  for  it.  I  am 
ready  to  have  my  vote  against  it  canA'assed  while 
the  hon.  gentlemen  vote  for  it.  I  am  ready  that, 
not  only  before  the  people  of  this  country  iioav,  but 
any  time  hereafter,  it  shall  be  said  I  A’oted  against 
this  resolution.  Let  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  take 
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the  glory  of  voting  in  favour  of  it.  Let  them 
think  that  the  “  hear,  hear  ”  of  the  present  is  going 
to  absolve  them  from  the  righteous  consequences  of 
their  act — they  are  welcome  to  it.  I  can  under¬ 
stand  the  policy  that  brings  out  their  “  hear,  hears” 
■of  the  present,  but  in  their  cooler  moments  they 
may  regret  the  course  they  have  taken.  We  ought 
to  vote  against  this  amendment,  because  it  is  dero¬ 
gatory  to  Parliament  that  this  matter  should  be 
investigated  in  any  other  method  than  by  a  com¬ 
mittee  of  this  House.  I  shall  vote  against  it,  because 
it  is  in  the  interests  of  the  people  that  the  money 
■collected  from  them  should  be  used  honestly.  I 
-shall  vote  against  it  in  the  interests  of  the  hon. 
gentleman  himself  who  is  charged,  because  1  want 
to  see  a  fair  trial  ;  and  here,  surrounded  by  his 
own  friends,  he  cannot  help  having  a  fair  trial.  I 
want  to  see  him  makegood  his  statement,  if  he  can, 
that  there  is  no  truth  in  the  charges.  For  all  these 
reasons,  I  am  going  to  vote  against  the  amendment, 
and  I  trust,  not  looking  at  the  matter  in  any 
individual  spirit,  not  looking  at  it  in  the  light  of 
to-night  or  in  the  light  of  the  Government  that 
now  exists,  but  in  the  light  of  the  future  of 
the  country,  we  may  here  now  say  that  if  wrong 
exists  this  Parliament  is  independent  enough 
to  put  it  down,  whether  we  strike  high  or 
low,  and  show  the  people  that  this  Parliament 
knows  no  distinction,  except  that  distinction  of 
keeping  our  conduct  in  such  matters  in  line  with 
that  of  the  great  Parliament  of  the  mother  coun¬ 
try.  There  it  never  entered  the  brain  of  Liberal  or 
Tory  to  do  that  which  would  bring  disgrace  on  their 
parliamentary  institutions.  During  the  recess  an 
hon.  Minister  attempted  to  say  that  they  were  just 
as  corrupt  in  England  as  they  are  here.  Perhaps 
so,  but  they  do  not  at  least  think  so  themselves, 
and  it  is  no  answer  to  these  charges  that  we  are  not 
more  corrupt  than  they.  It  is  a  poor  method  of 
defence  to  shield  ourselves  behind  the  backs  of 
others  in  wrong  doing.  For  ourselves,  there  is  a 
straight  line  before  us,  which  we  should  follow ; 
and  it  would  be  well,  if  such  things  exist  in 
England,  and  1  do  not  believe  they  do,  that  we 
should  lead  them  in  progress  in  the  right  direc¬ 
tion  ;  and  I  am  sure  we  shall  best  do  that  by 
voting  down  this  amendment,  by  applying  oursel¬ 
ves,  as  men  sent  here  in  the  best  interests  of  the 
people,  to  see  that  in  this  country  nothing  unjust 
exists  without  bringing  to  speedy  trial  the  wrong¬ 
doer,  whether  he  be  in  high  or  low  places,  whether 
he  be  in  the  Government  or  the  Opposition  ranks, 
so  that  the  people  will  understand  we  are  pleading 
their  cause  and  acting  in  the  best  interests  of  all 
that  is  honourable  and  noble  in  this  country. 

Mr.  COCKBURN.  The  hon.  member  for  Guys- 
borougli  has  twice,  in  the  course  of  his  eloquent 
stump  speech,  been  kind  enough  to  ask  me  if  I 
would  guide  him  in  his  blindness  and  give  him  my 
views  on  the  question  before  this  House.  At  the 
same  time,  he  has  been  so  good  as  to  say  that  he 
has  great  confidence  in  my  integrity  and  honesty  of 
purpose.  I  may  say  that,  for  the  first  time  in  our 
lives,  the  member  for  Guysborough  and  myself  are 
united  on  the  question  of  unrestricted  reciprocity,  as 
whatever  kindly  feelings  he  entertains  towards  me 
1  reciprocate  in  the  most  unqualified  manner.  At 
the  same  time,  he  will  allow  that  there  may  be 
difference  of  opinion  in  this  matter.  I  may  tell 
him  that  I  consider  that  the  charges  preferred  by 
Mr.  Fraser. 


the  hon.  member  for  West  Ontario  are  indeed  of  a 
most  serious  character,  and  deserve  the  mature 
consideration  of  this  House,  whether  that  consider¬ 
ation  be  given  directly  by  the  House  in  the  shape 
of  a  parliamentary  Committee  on  Privileges  and 
Elections,  or  whether  the  House  may  adopt 
another  method  leading  to  the  same  result.  At 
the  same  time,  I  may  state  that  I  consider  such 
enquiries,  unless  they  are  absolutely  required 
by  the  public  welfare,  are  doubly  injurious  to 
the  public  interests,  as  they  tend  to  lessen  the 
dignity  of  every  member  of  this  House,  and 
tend,  .  at  the  same  time,  to  dull  and  blunt, 
and  ultimately  destroy,  the  moral  sense  of  the 
electorate  itself  ;  and  what  may  appear  to  hon. 
gentlemen  on  the  other  side  as  perhaps  still 
worse,  they  inflict  serious  injury  on  our  financial 
credit  in  the  European  market. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  They  should  be  investiga¬ 
ted  in  the  Senate,  too. 

Mr.  COCKBURN.  I  will  come  to  the  Senate, 
and  give  the  hon.  gentleman  the  result  before  I  am 
done  with  this  matter.  The  denial  made  by  the 
Postmaster  General,  his  statement  that  these 
charges  are  false  in  every  particular,  is  such  a  denial 
as  would  be  accepted  by  all  his  friends  and  all 
those  who  know  the  gentleman  best.  His  dis¬ 
claimer,  plain  and  unequivocal  as  it  has  been, 
while  satisfactory  to  his  friends,  has  apparently  not 
been  accepted  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  ;  and, 
in  fact  the  hon.  member  for  Guysborough  went  out 
of  his  way  to  cast  an  insult  on  the  Postmaster 
General  by  stating,  in  his  peculiar  manner,  that  he 
for  one  was  not  prepared  to  receive  any  such 
declaration.  Well,  .Sir,  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  are 
not  only  not  prepared  to  accept  the  statement  of  the 
Postmaster  General,  but  are  prepared  to  press  this 
charge  to  its  final  issue,  and  to  take  full  advantage, 
as  they  have  a  right  to  do,  of  the  offer  made 
publicly  by  the  leader  of  this  House  during  the  bye- 
elections,  that  into  whatever  charges  of  wrong¬ 
doing  which  might  be  brought  against  any 
official  or  any  member  of  Parliament  the  fullest 
investigation  should  be  made,  and  the  information 
used  for  the  prosecution  and  punishment  of  the 
guilty.  His  words  did  credit  to  the  hon.  gentleman, 
and  I  think  that  we  may  at  least  be  honest  enough 
to  admit  that,  from  what  we  know  of  that  gentle¬ 
man,  it  is  his  desire  and  determination  to  carry  out 
the  promise  thus  made.  The  hon.  member  for 
West  Ontario  has  stated  from  his  seat  in  the  House 
that  he  has  assumed  the  great  responsibility  of 
making  charges  against  one  of  his  fellow  members. 
I  do  not  for  a  moment  deny  his  right  to  do  so.  It 
is  a  right  which  every  member  enjoys,  but  he  must 
distinctly  understand  that  he  does  so  at  his  own 
peril. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  The  Minister  of  Justice  says 
“no.” 

Mr.  COCKBURN.  I  am  astonished  to  hear  the 
leader  of  Her  Majesty’s  Opposition  say  “  hear, 
hear  ”  when  I  say  that  the  hon.  member  for  West 
Ontario  makes  those  charges  at  his  own  peril,  because 
if  he  is  unable  to  show  that  in  making  them  he  had 
good  ground,  then,  in  the  words  of  his  leader,  he  is 
not  fit  to  associate  with  gentlemen,  and  he  is  a 
person  who  ought  to  be  expelled  from  this  House. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  That  is  right. 
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Mr.  COCKBURN.  Sir,  mostly  all  the  charges  made 
by  the  hon.  member  for  West  Ontario  are,  I  must 
say,  to  my  mind,  sufficiently  clear  and  specific  to 
entitle  him  to  demand  an  enquiry,  either  by  the 
standing  Committee  on  Privileges  and  Elections,  or, 
if  possible,  by  some  other  body  more  competent  or 
at  leastequally  competent.  ButI  must  confess,  that 
when  I  came  to  paragraph  10  of  these  charges,  and 
saw  the  cool  proposal  made  that  we  should  wade 
through  twenty-two  elections  in  the  Province  of 
Quebec  in  the  year  1882,  twenty-two  elections  in 
1887,  and  twenty-two  elections  in  1891,  or  that  we 
should  try  a  total  of  sixty-six  elections,  together 
with  the  fifteen  bye-elections  which  took  place  there, 
making  a  total  collection  of  eighty-one  electionsthat 
the  lion,  gentleman  was  kind  enough  to  hand  over 
to  the  Committee  on  Privileges  and  Elections,  the 
conclusion  was  forced  on  my  mind  that  knowing 
as  he  did  from  his  long  parliamentary  experience 
that  no  representative  body  with  any  respect  for 
itself  would  grant  such  an  enquiry,  he  was  riding 
all  the  time  for  a  fall,  and  was  merely  trying  to 
force  the  Government  to  throw  out  these  charges, 
simply  because  it  was  unable  to  accept  them  in 
bulk.  When  we  reflect  upon  the  powers  of  Par¬ 
liament  it  ought  to  fill  every  member  with  a  de¬ 
termination  to  live  up  to  the  powers  entrusted  to 
us.  The  powmrs  of  Parliament  are  transcendent 
and  supreme.  There  is  no  fear  of  those  powers 
being  diminished.  They  are  now  embodied  in  Acts 
which  are  the  results  of  long  struggles.  Parlia¬ 
ment,  it  may  be  said,  has  power  over  every¬ 
thing.  It  had  power  during  the  reign  of 
Henry  VIII  to  alter  the  succession  or  to  re¬ 
vise  it,  especially  in  reference  to  his  children, 
Edward,  Mary  and  Elizabeth.  It  had  power  to 
alter  it  again  in  the  case  of  William  and  Mary.  It 
has  power  to  alter  the  constitution  itself,  as  we  see 
in  the  Act  of  Union,  and  also  in  regard  to  the  trien¬ 
nial  and  septennial  parliaments.  As  Delolme  says  : 
It  has  power  to  do  anything  except  to  make  a  man 
a  woman  or  a  woman  a  man.  In  fact,  Queen  Victoria 
herself,  however  much  we  may  love  and  venerate 
her,  has  only  a  parliamentary  title  and  reigns  by 
virtue  of  a  parliamentary  statute.  If  these  are  the 
powers  which  Parliament  possesses,  we  should  be 
very  careful  how  we  exercise  them,  and  therefore 
I  cordially  reciprocate  the  statement  made  by  the 
leader  of  the  Opposition  the  other  day  that,  if 
these  charges  were  lightly  made,  the  man  who  made 
them  should  be  expelled  from  the  House.  That 
was  a  sound  doctrine,  and  one  which  should  always 
be  held.  We  are  told  that  the  charges  are  not 
specific.  My  friend  from  Guysborough  (Mr.  Fraser) 
■says  the  specific  charges  have  been  omitted.  Well, 
as  far  as  I  can  see,  it  is  the  specific  charges  that 
have  been  retained,  and  it  is  this  general  fishing  ex¬ 
pedition  which  has  been  omitted.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  has  kindly  referred  to  the  part  I  took  in  the 
Baie  des  Chaleurs  enquiry.  I  will  read  to  him  the 
•charge  made  in  reference  to  that,  and  per¬ 
haps  the  hon.  gentleman  may  be  able  to  induce 
the  member  for  West  Ontario  (Mr.  Edgar)  to 
model  his  indictment  upon  it.  It  is  honest,  simple 
and  straightforward,  and,  being  honest,  simple  and 
straightforward,  it  has  been  attended  with  great  and 
glorious  results.  It  has  revivified  a  province,  and,  if 
I  had  been  tempted  to  take  advantage  of  the  course 
proposed  by  the  member  for  West  Ontario  (Mr. 
Edgar),  I  could  have  brought  up  evidence  to  make 
the  cheeks  of  gentlemen  opposite  pale  before  me ;  but 
I  thought  it  my  duty  to  confine  myself  to  the  sum  of 


$175,000  which  I  said  had  been  turned  aside  from 
the  purpose  for  which  it  was  intended  ;  and  although, 
in  the  enquiry,  I  came  across  any  amount  of  evi¬ 
dence,  I  did  not  think  it  was  my  duty  to  convert 
Parliament  into  a  moral  sink  or  a  moral  sewer,  but 
rather  to  leave  it  as  a  place  where  gentlemen  could 
meet  together  and  converse  as  gentlemen.  I  there¬ 
fore  refrained  from  bringing  charges  which  I  might 
have  brought.  If,  however,  our  customs  are  to  be 
changed,  if  this  is  no  longer  to  be  an  assembly  of 
gentlemen,  but  a  place  where  we  are  to  meet  in 
order  to  bullyrag  one  another,  I  am  quite  willing 
to  open  up  again  the  question  of  the  Baie  des 
Chaleurs  Railway,  and,  if  I  do,  some  gentlemen 
on  the  other  side,  before  I  have  done  with  them, 
will  be  in  such  a  condition  that  their  best  friends 
will  not  know  them.  I  said  I  would  read  the  charge 
made  before  the  committee  which  was  entrusted 
with  the  investigation  into  the  Baie  des  Chaleurs 
matter  : 

“That  out  of  certain  moneys,  amounting  to  $280,000, 
authorized  by  the  Government  of  the  Province  of  Quebec 
to  be  paid  to  the  company  on  account  of  the  subsidies 
granted  by  the  Legislature  of  the  Province  of  Quebec  in 
consideration  of  the  construction  and  completion  of  the 
Baje  des  Chaleurs  Railway,  a  sum  of  money  amounting  to 
$175,000  had  been  improperly  retained  and  improperly 
applied  to  purposes  other  than  the  construction  and 
completion  of  the  said  road  and  having  no  connection 
therewith.” 

Mr.  EDGAR.  By  whom  ? 

Mr.  COCKBURN.  These  were  the  words  of  the 
charge,  and  I  think  my  hon.  friends  opposite  will 
admit  that  the  investigation  was  conducted,  as  far 
as  its  ends  were  concerned,  most  successfully. 
Perhaps  I  ought  to  have  added  a  rider  to  the  mo¬ 
tion  asking  what  was  done  with  this  money  in  cer¬ 
tain  constituencies  in  Lower  Canada.  I  knew  of  this 
money  having  been  sent  to  certain  counties,  but  I 
refrained  from  doing  that.  In  this  enquiry  we 
have  nothing  to  deal  with  beyond  the  main 
question.  If  it  can  be  established  that  Sir  Adolphe 
Caron,  being  a  Minister  of  the  Crown,  was  at 
the  same  time  a  member  of  a  construction 
company  or  a  contractor,  and  was  assisting  to  divert 
public  money  from  its  proper  purposes,  that  is  quite 
enough.  It  is  the  right  of  Parliament  to  vote  sup¬ 
plies,  and  it  only  obtained  that  privilege  after 
great  struggles,  resulting  in  the  execution  of  one  of 
our  English  kings.  All  we  have  to  do  now  is  to 
punish  those  who  are  reported  to  have  neglected 
their  duty  in  guarding  these  supplies.  But  that 
we  should  go  and  institute  an  investigation  into  G6 
elections,  with  the  knowledge  beforehand  that  we 
cannot  change  one  single  seat,  with  the  knowledge, 
too,  that  many  of  those  who  took  part  in  these 
elections  are  gone  over  to  the  silent  majority,  and 
many  others  have  abandoned  political  life,  is  a 
proposition  that  cannot  be  entertained.  What,  we 
ask,  in  the  name  of  common  sense,  are  we  going 
to  gain  by  this  movement,  which  is  sprung  upon  us 
from  a  desire  of  mud-slinging,  a  desire,  if  possible,  to 
gain  some  petty  party  advantage  ?  Above  such  con¬ 
siderations  the  Liberal  party  ought  to  rise.  It  has 
men  as  leaders  who  have  bigger  souls  than  that,  and  I 
am  more  than  astonished  that  they  ever  allowed  a 
rider  of  this  kind  to  be  annexed  to  the  motion  or 
charge.  I  do  not  know  if  my  hon.  friend  from  Guys¬ 
borough  wishes  any  further  information.  I  may  tell 
him,  however,  that  sofar  from  the  Royal  Commission 
being  what  he  supposes  it  will  be — when  he  says 
there  were  Royal  Commissions  attended  with  bad 
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results — there  was  a  Royal  Commission  in  Quebec, 
and  there  was  a  Royal  Commission  appointed  in 
the  case  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  scandal. 
By  the  114th  clause  of  the  Revised  Statutes  of 
Canada  Royal  Commissions  are  instituted  when¬ 
ever  the  Governor  General  in  Council  deems  it 
expedient  to  cause  an  enquiry  to  be  made  into  any 
matter  concerning  the  good  government  of  Canady, 
dr  the  conduct  of  any  part  of  the  business  thereof. 
Under  the  statute  the  commission  may  summon 
and  enforce  attendance  of  witnesses,  who  may  be 
examined  under  oath.  I  find  in  Bourinot  this  foot 
note  referring  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  in¬ 
vestigation  : 

“  The  commissioners  in  this  trying  case  simply  reported 
the  evidence  they  had  taken,  and  stated  no  conclusion, 
on  the  ground  that  the  execution  of  their  function  should 
not  in  any  way  prejudice  whatever  proceedings  Parlia¬ 
ment  might  desire  to  take.” 

Now,  you  have  there  the  gist  of  the  whole  thing. 
This  Royal  Commission  that  is  proposed  “cannot 
prejudice  whatever  proceedingsParliament  might  de¬ 
sire  to  take.  ”  The  evidence  is  given  to  us,  not  in  the 
way,  perhaps,  some  gentlemen  might  desire.  I  was 
astonished  to  hear  the  eminent  counsel  from  Guys- 
borough  getting  up  and  condemning  commissions, 
and  the  way  in  which  they  take  evidence.  I  am  no 
lawyer,  but  so  far  as  I  understand  it,  the  laws  of 
evidence  by  which  courts  are  guided,  are  the  crys¬ 
tallized  legal  experience  of  twenty  or  thirty  genera¬ 
tions.  They  have  been  found  by  long  experience 
to  be  the  best  methods  of  eliciting  the  truth,  and 
I  am  sure  that  my  lion,  friend  from  Guysborough 
would  be  the  last  man  who  would  try  to  elicit 
a  lie,  or  by  any  innuendo  try  to  cover  up  a  truth. 
Now,  if  the  duties  of  a  Royal  Commission  are  as 
they  are  reported  to  be  in  this  extract  I  have  read, 
it  is  in  our  power,  when  this  report  comes  to  us,  to 
throw  it  aside.  We  can  demand  a  further  investi¬ 
gation,  or  a  new  investigation,  or  we  may  refer  it 
to  the  Committee  on  Privileges  and  Elections. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.  E.I. )  Anything  to  postpone  it. 

Mr.  COCKBURN.  No,  Sir,  I  think  it  is  most 
unfair  to  say  there  is  desire  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  to  postpone  it.  Sir,  we  have  nothing 
to  fear.  Look  at  the  late  elections.  My  hon. 
friend,  the  leader  of  the  Opposition,  entered  this 
House  two  years  ago  with  90  stalwart  men  behind 
him  ;  30  of  them  fell  wdien  the  hand  of  justice  was 
stretched  out.  No,  Sir,  we  have  nothing  to  fear. 
Our  hands  are  so  far  pure  and  clean. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Oh,  oh. 

Mr.  COCKBURN.  Yours  may  be  clean  now7, 
but  there  are  33  per  cent  of  your  members  that 
have  been  washed  out.  It  was  a  long  washing  and 
a  hard  washing,  but  you  needed  to  wash  a  whole 
province,  in  a  manner,  before  you  were  able  to 
stand  forth  in  your  glory. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  The  hon.  gentleman  will  ad¬ 
dress  the  Chair. 

Mr.  COCKBUR  N.  I  shall  not  follow  my  hon.  friend 
from  Guysborough  in  offering  insults  to  the  bench, 
nor  do  1  think  it  necessary  to  follow7  him  in  his  allu¬ 
sions  to  a  gentleman  who  was  expelled  from  the  Brit¬ 
ish  House  of  Commons  after  he  had  been  convicted 
there  by  the  court.  I  hope  he  does  not  go  the  length 
of  saying  that  after  a  man  has  been  convicted  of  felony 
or  murder,  because  he  happens  to  be  a  member  of 
Parliament  therefore  he  should  retain  his  seat.  I 
Mr.  Cockburn. 


do  not  know  that  I  have  any  further  information 
to  give  that  hon  gentleman.  I  know  he  has  an 
ardent  love  for  information,  and  I  know  how  diffi¬ 
cult  it  is  for  hon.  gentlemen  over  there,  some  times, 
to  find  out  the  truth  ;  I  know  that,  beclouded  as- 
that  hon.  gentleman  is,  he  Would  be  unable  to  peer- 
through  the  deep  mists  of  error  that  have  surrounded 
his  party  for  the  last  13  or  14  years.  Day  after  day 
they  seem  to  get  deeper  and  deeper  into  the  internal 
abyss.  There  may  be  a  multitu  de  of  counsellors  in  their 
party,  but  there  is  precious  little wfisdom.  When  an 
offer  is  made  to  facilitate  enquiry  into  charges  which, 
are  made,  instead  of  meeting  it  in  the  spirit  in 
which  it  should  be  met,  instead  of  aiding  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  in  their  desire  to  secure  an  impartial  tribu¬ 
nal,  every  obstacle  is  thrown  in  the  way,  every 
step  is  taken  that  can  retard  justice.  Sir,  we  are 
determined  that  coute  que  coute  we  shall  mete  out 
justice  to  every  one,  be  he  high  or  low.  We  are 
trusted  by  the  country.  We  have  the  confidence 
of  the  people  ;  but  when  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
ask  us  to  try  81  elections  over  again  they  are  perpe¬ 
trating  an  absurdity  that  be  must  apparent,  almost,, 
to  the  weakest  understanding  among  the  electorate.. 
Why,  Sir,  life  is  short,  parliamentary  life  is  nnfor 
tunately  still  shorter.  I  do  not  think,  looking  at 
all  the  chances,  that  if  we  were  to  grant  the  request 
of  gentlemen  opposite  and  put  in  paragraph  10 
and  send  it  to  the  Committee  on  Privileges  and' 
Elections,  we  should  be  able  to  leave  this  House 
within  the  next  twelve  months. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  think,  under 
the  circumstances,  the  hon.  gentleman  might  recon¬ 
sider  his  decision,  because  it  is  almost  impossible 
that  we  should  finish  this  debate  to-night.  It  can 
go  on  to-morrow,  and  might  be  concluded  to-mor¬ 
row  by  mutual  consent,  I  presume. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  should  like  very 
much  to  oblige  our  friend,  but  I  am  informed  that 
it  would  be  a  great  inconvenience  to  a  large  num¬ 
ber  of  members  if  the  debate  were  not  closed  to¬ 
night. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  I  have  three  volumes  of 
Hanmrcl  to  read  by  way  of  illustration. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTW7RIGHT.  As  I  have 
already  spoken  on  the  main  motion,  I  do  not  pro¬ 
pose  to  speak  at  length  on  this  occasion.  At  the 
same  time  I  am  not  disposed  to  allow  the  remarks 
of  the  Minister  of  Militia  to  pass  without  a  few 
comments  from  myself,  more  particularly  as  he 
has  referred  to  my  own  language  on  the  occasion 
of  the  introduction  of  the  motion  of  my  hon. 
friend  from  West  Ontario  (Mr.  Edgar).  I  think, 
also,  it  is  extremely  important  that  the  proposition 
which  is  now  before  us,  should  be  clearly  and  dis¬ 
tinctly  placed  before  the  country  as  well  as  before 
the  House.  I  may  add  that  it  is  a  most  remark¬ 
able  proceeding  on  the  part  of  the  Government  to 
formulate  a  set  of  charges,  10  in  number,  and 
expect  this  House  to  pronounce  an  intelli¬ 
gent  judgment  upon  them  before  we  have 
had  an  opportunity  of  seemg  them  in  print. 
It  is  a  very  extraordinary  proceeding,  and  one 
which  I  think  under  the  ordinary  practice  of  a 
court  of  justice  could  scarcely  be  tolerated  or  recog¬ 
nized.  One  thing  is  very  clear,  at  all  events,  and 
that  is  the  pitiable  position  to  which  Ministers 
have  been  reduced  on  the  present  occasion.  It  is 
perfectly  plain  and  obvious  that  those  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  would  balk  the  investigation  if  they  dare. 
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They  made  that  perfectly  clear  and  evident  in  the. 
speech  of  the  Minister  of  Justice  and  his  colleagues 
on  the  occasion  when  my  hon.  friend’s  motion  was 
presented.  Since  that  time  they  have  found,  per¬ 
haps  through  pressure  from  their  supporters,  much 
more  probably  from  the  evidence  of  the  mode  in 
which  the  country  was  regarding  the  attempt  to 
suppress  all  examination  into  these  charges,  and 
because  their  political  existence  and  that  of  their 
followers,  too,  would  be  imperilled  by  the  refusal, 
and  to  that,  and  not  to  any  new-born  desire  on 
their  part  to  aid  my  hon.  friend  in  his  investigation, 
is  due  the  change  of  front  which  we  witnessed  this 
afternoon.  What  is  the  proposal  which  hon.  gen¬ 
tlemen  have  made  to  us  ?  I  propose  to  consider  it 
very  briefly  ;  I  propose  also  to  consider  the  objec¬ 
tions  which  lie  to  it  in  the  matter  of  prin¬ 
ciple,  and  objections  in  the  way  of  practice  and 
convenience,  and  in  the  last  place,  I  desire  to 
call  the  special  attention  of  members  on  both 
sides  to  the  extent  to  which  the  past  esta¬ 
blished  rights  and  privileges  of  Parliament  are  pro¬ 
posed  to  be  violated  by  the  proposal.  Sir,  this 
proposal  made  to  us  is  a  very  remarkable  one,  and 
a  very  curious  sample  of  the  new  evolutions 
of  doctrine  at  which  the  Minister  of  Justice 
has  been  gradually  arriving.  I  think  this  is  the 
first  time  in  which  it  has  been  gravely  proposed  by 
an  hon.  gentleman  who  once  sat  on  the  bench  of 
Canada  that  the  accused  party  should  be  allowed 
to  draw  the  indictment  against  himself  and 
select  his  own  judge.  It  is  a  most  extraordinary 
development,  and  if  the  hon.  gentleman’s  name 
lives  for  nothing  else  it  will  be  owing  to  the  fact 
that  he  was  the  first  judge  who  deemed  it  right  and 
proper  that  the  man  who  is  accused  should  at  his 
own  will  and  pleasure  substitute  an  entirely  new  set 
of  charges  from  those  originally  preferred  against 
him.  Sir,  I  must  say  that  I  think  this  would  be 
held  as  a  new  gospel,  as  tidings  of  great  joy  by  the 
criminal  classes  generally  if  the  Minister  of  Justice 
proposed  that  it  should  apply  in  the  ordinary  course 
of  law.  I  doubt  whether  any  of  those  unfortu¬ 
nate  and  misguided  people  Avho  now  inhabit 
the  Dominion  penitentiaries  would  have  found 
their  way  there  if  the  same  privileges  had 
been  accorded  to  them,  if  they  had  been 
allowed  to  select  their  own  judges,  and  even  their 
own  prosecutor,  because  that  is  one  of  the  incidents 
which,  as  I  shall  presently  show,  will  probably 
result  from  the  adoption  of  this  proposition.  The 
conduct  of  the  hon.  gentleman  and  of  his  colleagues 
remind  me  exceedingly  of  that  well-known  Irish 
delinquent,  who  on  one  occasion  being  promised  a 
fair  trial,  replied  that  a  fair  trial  was  the  very  thing 
he  did  not  want.  I  do  not  pretend  to  say  that  I 
have  always  the  very  extremest  respect  for  the 
precedents  that  may  have  been  established  at 
various  times.  I  do  not  pretend  to  say  that 
no  occasion  can  arise  when  Parliament  may 
not  proceed  to  make  a  precedent  for  itself ; 
but  as  a  mere  matter  of  curiosity,  as  a  mere 
matter  of  general  information,  I  should  like  to 
know  from  our  exceedingly  well-informed  friend 
from  Toronto,  or  from  the  Minister  of  Justice 
himself,  where  in  British  history,  where,  in  our 
own  history,  he  will  find  a  single  precedent  for  the 
extraordinary  course  which  the  Minister  of  Militia 
has  recommended  to  this  House  ?  Where  will  he  find 
a  precedent  for  the  accused  party  changing  the 
verbiage  and  meaning  of  everv  charge  brought 
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against  him,  and  then  as  I  have  said,  selecting  his 
own  judge  to  boot  ?  Mr.  Speaker,  I  cannot  conceive 
any  proposition  which  is  more  utterly  contrary  to 
common  sense,  natural  justice,  law  and  equity  than 
the  proposal  now  submitted  to  us.  I  do  not  want 
to  blunt  the  natural  and  wholesome  feeling  of 
indignation  which  not  only  every  honest  man  in 
this  House  must  feel,  and  but  for  party  trammels 
would  feel,  at  the  monstrous  innovation,  but  which 
every  honest  man  throughout  Canada  will  feel 
when  the  intelligence  reaches  them  to-morrow  of  the 
mode  in  which  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  propose  to 
comply  with  the  demand  made  by  my  hon.  friend  for 
an  investigation.  I  will  place  before  the  House  before 
I  sit  down  the  thing  in  a  few  clear  and  broad 
words  on  which  hon.  gentlemen  shall  have  an 
opportunity  of  passing  sentence.  The  only  case  at 
all  of  similar  importance  in  which  any  proceeding 
in  the  slightest  degree  resembling  this  was  had 
recourse  to  in  our  Parliament,  was  on  the  memor¬ 
able  occasion  when  Mr.  Huntington  in  his  place 
formulated  certain  charges  against  Sir  John  A. 
Macdonald,  and  it  is  well  remembered  by  all  who 
had  seats  in  the  House  at  that  time  that  Sir  John 
A.  Macdonald  although  he  refused  the  committee 
asked  by  Mr.  Huntington,  immediately  there¬ 
after  of  his  own  motion,  or  of  his  own  alleged 
motion,  granted  a  committee,  and  did  not  attempt 
in  the  slightest  degree  to  vary  or  alter  the  charges 
made  by  Mr.  Huntington.  Nor  even  at  a  later 
date,  when  the  matter  was  referred  to  a  Royal 
Commission,  did  (Sir  John  Macdonald  vary  the 
charges  formulated  by  Mr.  Huntington  in  his 
place.  That  commission  proceeded  to  inves¬ 
tigate  the  charges  as  they  were  presented ;  and  if 
hon.  gentlemen  here  desire  to  shield  themselves 
under  that  example,  the  very  least  they  could  have 
done,  although  as  I  shall  show  even  that  would  not 
have  been  satisfactory,  would  have  been  to  have 
taken  the  charges  precisely,  literally  and  verbatim 
as  they  were  preferred.  Let  us  understand  the 
practical  results  of  this  proposal.  As  to  the  prin¬ 
ciple,  I  have  shown  how  utterly  and  entirely 
erroneous  it  is  of  necessity.  But  let  us  consider 
what  are  the  practical  results.  Is  the  commission 
going  to  sit  while  the  House  is  in  session  ?  Is  it 
proposed  that  a  commission  should  be  appointed, 
forsooth,  and  members  of  the  House  be  required  to 
desert  their  proper  duties  in  this  House  to  appear 
before  a  commission  appointed  by  the  Government 
of  the  day  ?  Or,  is  it  proposed  that  we  shall  wait 
months  until  this  House  has  risen,  and  that  then 
this  connnisson  is  to  sit,  and  then  my  hon.  friend 
and  other  hon.  gentlemen,  at  their  own  proper  cost 
and  charges,  at  great  expenditure  of  money,  for 
the  purpose  of  securing  witnesses  and  evidence,  are 
to  be  called  upon  at  the  close  of  this  session  to 
dance  attendance  at  the  beck  and  call  of  a  commis¬ 
sion  appointed  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  ?  Sir,  it 
is  perfectly  clear  if  that  kind  of  thing  is  adopted, 
the  delay  and  confusion  will  be  simply  intolerable. 
What  right  have  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  to  dare  to 
call  any  hon.  member  to  account  before  their  no¬ 
minees,  before  a  commission  appointed  by  the  Gover¬ 
nor  on  the  recommendation  of  those  hon.  gentlemen  ? 
What  right  have  they  to  call  them  to  account  for 
anything  that  we  may  choose  to  say  or  do  in  this 
House  ?  The  members  in  this  House  speaking  in 
their  places  in  Parliament  are  responsible  to  this 
House  and  are  responsible  to  this  House  alone. 
That,  Sir,  is  the  well  understood  and  thoroughly 
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established  parliamentary  practice  for  300  years  in  . 
the  mother  country,  and  we,  I  trust,  are  not  going 
to  be  the  first  to  interfere  with  it.  It  is  perfectly 
clear  that  wholly  and  entirely  apart  from  the  utter 
change  which  has  been  made  in  the  charges  pie- 
f erred  by  my  hon.  friend,  it  is  perfectly  plain  that 
the  investigation  would  be  crippled  at  all  points. 

It  is  not  true  at  all  that  that  investigation  could  be 
conducted  with  as  free  a  hand  or  as  thoroughly 
before  a  Government  Commission,  as  it  could  be  in 
this  House?  The  tribunal  my  hon.  friend  proposes 
to  appeal  to  is  one  before  which  he  can  summon 
witnesses  and  require  them  to  appear  and  gr\  e 
evidence  without  involving  himself  in  all  the  into¬ 
lerable  toil,  and  delay,  and  expense,  which  would 
be  consequent  upon  its  proceedings  if  he  were 
obliged  to  appear  before  a  commission  such  as  the 
Minister  of  Militia  proposes.  But,  Sir,  before 
and  above  all  that  there  comes  up  the  question  of 
the  rights  and  privileges  of  this  House.  I  repeat, 
Sir,  are  we  to  account  to  the  nominee  of 
this  Government,  are  we  to  account  to  the 
nominee  of  the  Privy  Council  for  our  doings  and 
sayings  here  ?  I  will  tell  the  hon.  gentleman  that  I 
for  one  utterly  and  entirely  refuse,  as  our  friends 
on  the  occasion  of  Mr.  Huntington’s  charges  entirely 
refused,  to  recognize  the  authority  of  any  such 
Royal  Commission  or  to  appear  before  it.  It  is  for 
my  hon.  friend  here  to  say  what  course  he  will 
take,  but  so  far  as  I  can  see  and  judge,  I  do  not 
think  that  he  would  be  justified  either,  in  appearing 
before  any  commission  to  answer  for  one  word 
which  has  been  stated  by  him  in  his  place  in  Par¬ 
liament.  I  cannot  believe,  Sir — although  we  have 
seen  a  great  deal  which  might  lead  us  to  think 
that  the  hon.  gentlemen  have  measured  too  well  the 
sycophancy  of  their  followers  and  the  servility  of 
a  great  number  of  their  supporters  in  the  country— 

I  cannot  for  my  part  believe  that  the  people  of 
Canada  have  sunk  so  low  or  that  they  are  so  entirely 
false-  to  all  the  traditions  of  parliamentary  govern¬ 
ment  well  known  and  well  established  for  hundreds 
of  years,  that  they  will  support  such  an  outrageous 
interference  with  the  prerogatives  of  the  repre¬ 
sentatives  of  the  people  as  is  proposed  in  the  motion 
of  the  Minister  of  Militia.  But,  Mr.  Speaker,  that 
there  shall  be  no  mistake,  that  these  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  shall  not  be  allowed  to  shirk  the  direct  issue, 

J  propose  to  move  an  amendment  to  this  amend¬ 
ment,  and  I  will  do  it  in  the  following  words  :— 

That  all  the  words  of  the  amendment  be  left  out  and 
the  following  words  be  added  to  the  original  motion  : — 

That  this  House  refuses  to  allow  the  investigation 
into  the  charges  preferred  by  Mr.  J.  D.  Edgar,  a  member 
of  this  House,  in  his  place  in  the  House  against  Sir 
Adolphe  Caron,  also  a  member  thereof,  to  be  removed 
from  the  control  of  Parliament,  and  to  be  committed  to 
one  or  more  commissioners  appointed  on  the  recommen¬ 
dation  of  the  said  Sir  Adolphe  Caron  and  his  colleagues. 

That  this  House  views  with  repugnance  the  propo¬ 
sition  to  permit  the  person  accused  to  vary  and  alter 
the  charges  preferred  against  him,  and  instead,  thereof 
to  substitute  a  new  set  of  charges  drawn  up  by  himselt  or 
his  colleagues  ;  and  that  such  a  demand,  not  less  than  the 
proposal  that  the  said  charges  should  likewise  be  investi¬ 
gated  by  persons  to  be  appointed  by  himself  and  his 
colleagues,  is  entirely  unprecedented  and  is  opposed  to 
parliamentary  law  and  usage  as  settled  by  the  practice  of 
the  mother  country  ;  is  a  violation  of  the  privileges  of  the 
members  of  this  House,  and  is  designed  to  elude  and 
defeat  the  ends  of  justice. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  I  was  prepared  for  a  good  many 
curious  results  of  this  discussion,  but  I  certainly  was 
hardly  prepared  to  hear  the  resolution  as  moved  by 
the  Minister  of  Militia  to-day.  I  thought  it  was 
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possible  that  the  Government  might  undertake  to 
refer  the  charges  I  had  made  to  a  Royal  Commission. 
That  would  have  been  a  course  exceedingly  objec¬ 
tionable  on  many  grounds,  but  they  have,  to  a  cer¬ 
tain  extent,  a  precedent  for  that  in  this  House  on 
a  former  occasion.  In  the  Huntington  case,  the 
charges  made  by  Mr.  Huntington,  which,  I  think, 
were  not  nearly  as  definite  as  these,  were  referred 
to  a  Royal  Commission  for  investigation,  but  only 
on  certain  grounds  which  I  willstate.  As  you,  Mr. 
Speaker,  will  remember,  the  charges  were  referred 
to  a  parliamentary  committee  first ;  that  parlia¬ 
mentary  committee  held  its  meetings  and  decided 
that  it  was  desirable  to  examine  witnesses  under 
oath,  and  it  was  necessary  to  obtain  an  Imperial 
Act  of  Parliament  to  grant  that  power  to  the  com¬ 
mittees  of  this  House.  Very  well,  Sir.  These 
charges  were  very  serious  indeed,  and  the  Governor 
General,  under  the  advice  of  his  Ministers,  decided 
that,  in  order  to  have  them  investigated  under  oath, 
a  Royal  Commission  should  be  appointed  for  that 
purpose,  and  there  was  no  other  excuse  attempted  to 
be  given  for  the  appointment  of  a  Royal  Commission 
in  that  case  except  the  one  I  have  mentioned, 
namely,  that  parliamentary  committees  had  no 
power  to  take  evidence  under  oath.  Well,  Sir, 
that  power  has  since  been  invested  in  the  commit¬ 
tees  of  this  Parliament.  It  is  continually  exercised 
by  committees  of  this  Parliament.  I  propose  to 
refer  this  resolution  of  mine  to  the  most  important 
committee  of  this  Parliament  to  investigate  it 
under  oath — a  committee  composed  two  to  one  of 
the  supporters  and  followers  of  the  Ministry  ;  and 
yet,  Sir,  they  are  afraid  to  face  that  tribunal  with 
these  charges.  Not  only  do  they  take  this  investi¬ 
gation  out  of  the  hands  of  Parliament— a  Minister 
afraid  to  meet  his  peers  and  to  be  tried  by  his 
peers — but  they  have  taken  my  charges  and  emas¬ 
culated  them,  weakened  them  and  destroyed 
them,  and  made  them  just  to  suit  the  views  of  the 
accused  Minister  himself.  I  am  not  in  the  con¬ 
fidence  of  the  Ministers  ;  but  I  would  almost  be 
suspected  of  being  in  their  confidence,  because  a 
week  ago  I  told  the  House  exactly  what  the 
accused  Minister  would  like  to  have  done  in  this 
case,  and  I  will  quote  to  the  House  the  language  I 
used.  I  said  : 

“  Perhaps  I  had  better  allow  the  Postmaster  General  to 
draw  up  these  charges  himself  and  let  him  have  them 
just  as  he  would  like  them  to  be.  I  do  not  know  hovv  else 
I  can  satisfy  hon.  gentlemen  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House.  I  dare  say  if  the  Postmaster  General  had  the  draw¬ 
ing  of  these  charges  he  would  limit  them  for  instance, 
to  the  charge  that  he  received  from  the  Lake  St.  John 
jfiailway  Company  so  much  money  out  of  the  subsidies, 
and  another  charge,  that  he  received  from  the  Temiscou- 
ata  Railway  Company  so  much  money  out  of  the  subsidies, 
and  then  he  would  valiantly  disprove  those  charges.  1 
imagine  that  these  are  the  charges  he  would  like  to  see 
there,  from  the  fact  that  although  there  is  not  a  syllable 
of  allegation  in  the  charge  from  beginning  to  end  that  he 
received  money  from  either  of  these  corporations  as  cor¬ 
porations,  still,  when  he  got  up  he  told  us  with  a  great 
flourish  of  trumpets  that  he  had  voluntarily  received  tele¬ 
grams  or  letters  from  the  managers  of  those  two  companies 
saying  that  he  had  never  received  any  moneys  from  those 
companies.  Why.  Mr.  Speaker,  nobody  said  he  did. 
Does  he  imagine  that  anybody  would  think  or  believe 
that  a  railway  corporation  like  that  of  the  Lake  St.  John 
Railway,  with  a  board  formed,  for  instance,  of  represen¬ 
tatives  of  the  city  of  Quebec,  would  calmly  sit  down  at 
their  board  meeting  and  pass  a  formal  resolution,  or  that 
a  meeting  of  shareholder's  would  pass  a  resolution  to  pay 
so  much  money  out  of  their  subsidy  to  the  hon.  Postmas¬ 
ter  General  for  himself  or  his  elections?  No,  Sir,  it  is 
absurd,  and  the  hon.  Postmaster  General  when  he  made 
that  declaration  was  simply  setting  up  a  man  of  straw  and 
knocking  him  down  again.” 
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Why,  Sir,  I  was  prophetic  on  that  occasion.  They 
have  done  exactly  what  I  anticipated,  but  hardly 
believed  would  ever  be  possible.  I  have  examined 
carefully  the  amendment  moved  by  the  hon. 
Minister  of  Militia,  although,  of  course,  I  am  sure 
he  did  not  draw  it.  I  suppose  it  was  drawn  by 
the  Minister  of  Justice  and  the  Postmaster  General. 
What  have  they  done  with  my  charges  ?  In  the 
first  place,  in  the  recital  of  what  my  charges  are, 
they  unfairly  omit  entirely  clause  10.  They  do  not 
even  state  on  the  face  of  the  document  that 

1  have  made  that  charge,  but  drop  it  out 
absolutely  and  entirely.  Why  is  that  ?  Are  they 
so  afraid  of  that  charge  ?  Is  it  not  one  of  great 
importance  ?  Why,  Sir,  they  know  that  I  can 
prove  that  charge.  The  Postmaster  General  must 
have  told  the  Minister  of  Justice  that  I  could  prove 
that  charge,  and  that  is  why  he  ignores  it  absolutely, 
even  in  the  recital.  I  do  not  consider  that  this  is 
treating  Parliament  fairly.  I  do  not  think  it  is 
making  the  parliamentary  record  fair,  that  record 
that  will  be  appealed  to  as  a  matter  of  precedent 
and  law  in  future  years.  I  was  amused  at  the  hon. 
member  for  Centre  Toronto  ( Mr.  Cockburn)  with 
his  gravity,  his  wisdom  and  his  stentorian  voice. 
He  began  by  saying  that  in  clause  10,  I  was  going 
into  the  trial  of  twenty-two  elections  ;  then  he  got 
the  number  up  to  sixty-six,  and  before  he  sat  down 
he  got  it  up  to  eighty-one  election  cases  which  I 
was  going  to  try.  Why,  Sir,  the  hon.  gentleman 
<cannot  have  read  this  amendment  at  all,  from  the 
way  he  talked  about  it.  If  he  has  read  this  section 
10 — and  I  would  recommend  him  to  read  it  before 
he  speaks  again — does  he  not  know'  that  in  clause 
10  I  propose  to  try  only  the  Postmaster  General  ? 
In  that  charge  I  say  : 

“  That  the  said  sums  of  money  hereinbefore  mentioned 
in  paragraphs  6  and  9,  as  paid  and  contributed  for  elec¬ 
tion  purposes,  were  so  used,  together  with  other  sums 
contributed  by  public  contractors  with  the  Dominion 
Government,  and  were  controlled  and  distributed  by  the 
direct  authority  and  with  the  knowledge  of  the  said  Sir 
A.  P.  Caron,  in  lavish  and  illegal  amounts  for  the  purpose 
of  corruptly  influencing  the  electors,  and  in  the  general 
election  of  1887  alone  upwards  of  $100,000  of  moneys  so 
contributed  were  so  used  for  the  purpose  of  corruptly  in¬ 
fluencing  the  electors  in  the  following  electoral  dis¬ 
tricts.” 

Mr.  COCKBURN.  That  is  trying  an  election. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  The  hon.  gentleman  said  he  was 
a  simple  layman.  Well,  he  is  a  very  simple  lay¬ 
man  indeed  if  he  says  that  that  is  trying  an  election. 
As  he  is  a  simple  layman,  I  will  let  him  off,  and 
will  not  try  to  get  that  into  his  head.  What  else 
have  they  done  ?  In  their  reference  to  the  Royal 
Commission,  they  have  absolutely  omitted  clause 

2  and  clause  4,  which  involve  matters  of  consider¬ 
able  importance.  For  instance,  the  hon.  member 
for  Centre  Toronto  told  us  just  now  that  the 
charge  that  the  Postmaster  General  was  a  member 
of  the  Construction  Company  which  received  sub¬ 
sidies  was  a  very  important  one.  Why,  Sir,  I 
know  that  the  hon.  gentleman  had  not  read  the 
charges,  because  both  of  these  charges  have  been 
struck  out  absolutely  by  the  Government.  Every 
word  relating  to  the  Construction  Company  in  these 
two  charges  has  been  struck  out. 

Mr.  COCKBURN.  Will  the  hon.  gentleman 
allow  me  to  explain  ?  I  am  a  layman,  but  the  hon. 
gentleman  will  perhaps  understand  that  I  was 
dealing  with  his  charges,  the  charges  which  I  have 
before  me,  and  therefore  I  deal  with  paragraph  10, 


and  all  the  crudities  in  it,  and  also  with  the 
other  paragraphs.  I  was  not  dealing  with  the 
matter  which  was  brought  before  us  to-day  by  the 
Government  ;  but  I  was  dealing  with  the  charges 
which  the  hon.  member  for  West  Ontario  brought 
up,  and  showing  the  absurdity  of  them. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  The  hon.  gentleman  evidently 
admits  that  he  did  not  know  anything  about  the  new 
charges  of  the  hon.  Minister  of  Militia.  He  was 
only  dealing  with  my  charges,  and  he  thought  it 
important  that  the  connection  of  the  Postmaster 
General  with  the  Construction  Company  should  be 
tried  ;  but  I  tell  him  now  that  that  is  not  to  be 
tried  at  all.  It  is  absolutely  struck  out  in  the 
amendment.  Let  him  reflect  over  that,  and  see  how 
he  will  like  it  and  how  his  constituents  will  like  it 
after  his  speech.  I  would  also  draw  his  attention 
to  something  else  that  perhaps  he  is  not  aware  of. 
There  is  a  charge  5  in  my  charges,  and  I  hope 
he  has  considered  that  there  is  something  serious 
in  that  charge.  And  what  is  that  charge  ? 

“  That  during  the  said  period  and  while  the  said  rail¬ 
way  was  being  constructed  in  part  by  means  of  said  sub¬ 
sidies,  the  said  Sir  A.  P.  Caron  corruptly  received  large 
sums  of  money  out  of  the  said  subsidies  and  from  moneys 
raised  upon  the  credit  of  the  same,  and  from  parties 
beneficially  interested  in  the  same.” 

They  have  quietly  left  that  out  too  in  their  re  * 
ference  to  the  Royal  Commission.  What  does  the 
hon.  member  for  Centre  Toronto  think  of  that  in 
his  calm  moments  when  he  knows  it  for  the  first 
time  ?  Then  how  do  they  treat  the  rest  of  it  ?  They 
go  on,  and  in  their  clause  No.  3,  which  seems  to 
be  intended  to  take  the  place  of  No.  6  in  my 
charge,  what  do  they  do?  Just  as  I  said  a  week 
ago  they  would.  They  charged  that  these  moneys 
were  recived  from  the  said  railway  companies,  the 
Lake  St.  John  Railway  Company,  or  from  the 
Construction  Company,  neither  of  which  was 
charged  in  my  charge,  because  I  knew,  aS  I  explain¬ 
ed  a  week  ago,  that  that  was  not  a  charge  which 
could  be  sustained  or  proved.  So,  of  course, 
especially  after  I  had  explained  that  a  week  ago, 
they  take  great  care  to  make  that  the  greatest  and 
most  important  of  their  charges.  I  find  that  in  the 
latter  part  of  that  charge  they  speak  again  of  the 
receipts  being  from  the  said  companies  or  one  of 
them.  Well,  I  dare  say  they  will  be  able  to  prove 
that  there  were  no  receipts  from  those  companies 
or  one  of  them.  Then  another  clause,  new,  clause  5, 
seems  to  embrace  clauses  7,  8  and  part  of  9  in  my 
charges.  They  also  say  that  these  payments  were 
from  the  said  companies  or  made  by  the  company 
and  so  on,  until  we  come  to  the  final  wind-up  of 
their  charge  10,  to  which  I  will  draw  the  atten¬ 
tion  of  the  hon.  member  for  Centre  Toronto.  The 
wind-up  of  the  whole  charge  is  this:  “That  the 
said  A.  P.  Caron,  by  virtue  of  the  fact  so  alleged, 
entered  into  a  corrupt  conspiracy  ” — with  w'hom, 
Mr.  Speaker — “  with  the  said  companies,  or  one 
or  more  of  them.”  Why,  of  course,  that  is  the 
only  charge  for  a  Minister  of  Justice,  as  the  guard¬ 
ian  and  responsible  trustee  for  the  administration 
of  justice,  to  put  forward  against  his  colleague. 
But  he  knows  perfectly  well,  when  he  makes  that 
charge,  as  everybody  in  the  House  and  the  country 
knows,  that  it  is  not  a  proper  administration  of 
justice,  but  is  tampering  with  justice  on  behalf  of 
his  colleagues.  And  they,  suppose  I  am  going  to  be 
dragged  before  a  commission  of  their  appointment 
to  sustain  such  a  trifling  charge  as  that..  No  ;  I 


2151 


[COMMONS] 


2152 


would  be  lost  to  all  respect  for  myself  as  a  member 
of  this  House  and  a  citizen  of  Canada  if  I  would  do 
so.  That  is  just  the  position  they  want.  I  see  the 
hon.  Minister  of  Railways  pleasantly  smiling.  He 
thinks  it  is  a  neater  way  of  getting  out  of  a  scrape 
than  the  way  he  got  out  last  session.  They  affect 
a  little  anxiety  to  investigate  matters,  and  then, 
after  altering  the  charge  and  taking  it  away 
from  the  committee  of  the  House,  they  get  the 
person  who  makes  the  charge  to  say  that  he 
will  not  go  on  with  it  in  the  shape  they  put  it.  It 
is  very  clever,  but  it  is  too  thin  and  the  people 
will  understand  it.  The  members  of  this  House 
before  very  long  will  understand  it.  I  am 
glad  to  see  the  hon.  member  for  Centre  Toronto 
conferred  with  the  hon.  members  for  Albert  and  St. 
John,  and  I  hope  before  the  vote  that  they  will  find 
out  how  they  have  been  bamboozled,  as  the  hon. 
member  for  Assiniboia  in  his  blatant  and  turgid 
eloquence  stated  earlier  in  the  day.  The  Minister 
of  Militia  to-day,  and  the  hon.  member  for  Mont¬ 
real  the  other  day,  quoted  a  precedent  for  this 
course  of  action,  not  as  to  the  reference  to  a  com¬ 
mission,  but  as  to  the  changing  charges  in  the 
House.  They  quote  the  case  of  Mr.  E.  B.  W  ood 
in  the  Ontario  Legislature  in  1872.  Now,  Sir,  that 
case  was  one  which  I  wish  they  had  followed  here. 

I  would  not  have  found  the  slightest  fault  if  they 
had.  I  tried  to  follow  it  myself,  and  I  think  I  did 
follow  it  in  the  amended  form,  as  amended  by  Mr. 
Blake.  What  was  the  original  charge  ?  \\  hat  was 

the  amendment  ?  Did  Mr.  Cameron  make  a  charge? 
No  ;  he  took  no  responsibility  as  a  member  of  the 
House  of  making  a  charge,  but  he  started  a  distinct 
fishing  expedition,  without  making  any  charge. 
That  is  not  what  I  propose  to  do  here,  and  it  is  not 
what  I  would  ever  do,  I  hope.  I  take  the  responsi¬ 
bility,  whatever  it  may  be.  Mr.  Cameron  moved 
that  a  select  committee  be  appointed  to  enquire 
whether  any,  and  if  any,  what  corrupt  induce¬ 
ments  had  been  offered  Mr.  E.  B.  Wood  to  leave 
the  Ministry.  An  amendment  was  naturally  pro¬ 
posed  to  that  as  follows  : — 

“  That  a  member  of  this  House,  having  stated  in  his 
place,  that  a  corrupt  inducement  or  offer  was  made  to  E. 
B.  Wood.it  should  be  investigated.” 

And  that  is  what  I  did.  I  stated  it  in  my  place,  and  I 
got  a  motion  brought  forward  based  on  that,  with 
a  great  deal  of  difficulty,  and  in  the  face  of  every 
objection  that  could  possibly  be  thrown  in  the  way 
by  the  gentlemen  on  the  Treasury  benches.  Then 
what  else  did  Mr.  Blake  propose  to  amend  in  that  ? 
Why,  the  charge  was  this  : 

“  That  a  committee  be  appointed  to  enquire  whether  the 
Hon.  E.  Blake  or  any  other  member  of  the  present  Admin¬ 
istration  made  these  corrupt  offers.” 

Well,  the  amendment  was  to  enquire  whether  the 
Hon.  E.  Blake  made  these  corrupt  offers.  No 
other  name  was  mentioned,  and,  therefore,  the 
other  members  of  the  Administration  were  struck 
out.  Why,  if  I  had  made  no  charges  at  all  but 
simply  moved  for  a  committee  to  enquire  whether 
any  improper  conduct  had  been  indulged  in  or  not, 
and  if  I  had  got  up  and  said  that  Sir  Adolphe  Caron 
or  some  other  members  of  the  Administration  had 
done  so  and  so,  I  would  have  been  liable  to  be 
checked  and  corrected,  but  I  did  not  say  that.  I 
took  the  responsibility  myself  of  making  the  charges, 
and  I  named  the  Minister  who,  I  claim,  was  re¬ 
sponsible  ;  and  that  is  exactly  what  Mr.  Blake  did 
by  his  amendment  in  the  case  referred  to.  Even  then, 
Mr.  Edgar. 


with  such  a  slight  change  as  that,  such  a  change  as 
to  bring  it  in  conformity  with  the  plan  I  have 
adopted,  even  in  the  face  of  that,  was  there  not  a 
great  deal  of  objection  made  by  Mr.  Cameron  ?  The 
leader  of  the  Conservative  party  said  he  must 
oppose  the  amendment  with  his  utmost  endeavour 
because  it  did  not  provide  for  a  full  enquiry,  and 
he  charged  the  mover  with  being  desirous  to  stifle 
enquiry.  1  am  not  going  to  detain  the  House  any 
longer.  I  have  no  doubt  the  discussion  may  be 
continued  a  little  further.  This  question  is  so 
important  that  I  am  surprised  we  did  not  hear  from 
any  members  on  the  Treasury  benches.  We  have 
not  heard  anything  in  defence  of  the  rather  weak 
statement,  if  he  will  permit  me  to  say  so,  of  the 
Minister  of  Militia,  and  we  have  heard  nothing  in 
reply  "to  the  amendment  moved  by  the  hon.  member 
for  South  Oxford  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright).  If  the 
other  side  are  satisfied,  I  think  we  ought  to  be 
satisfied  from  a  political  point  of  view,  and  I  desire 
to  repeat  in  my  place  in  the  House  that,  if  I  am 
given  a  committee  of  this  House,  I  am  prepared 
absolutely  to  prove  under  oath  every  word  that  I 
alleged  in  that  charge,  and,  if  the  Ministers  of  the 
Crown  take  the  responsibility  of  refusing  that,  it  is 
not  my  fault. 

Mr.  MACDONALD  (Huron).  This  is  an  impor¬ 
tant  question  because  it  involves  the  character  of 
one  of  the  members  of  the  Government.  It  is  an 
important  question,  because  it  involves  the  expendi¬ 
ture  of  a  large  sum  of  money  belonging  to  the  people 
of  this  country,  and,  therefore,  I  think  it  is  the  duty 
of  every  hon.  gentleman  to  look  this  question  fairly 
in  the  face.  I  know  it  is  a  serious  thing  to  bring  a 
charge  against  an  hon.  member  in  this  House,  and 
the  gentleman  who  does  it  assumes  a  great  responsi¬ 
bility  in  so  doing,  and  nothing  short  of  the  public 
interest  could  induce  any  man  to  bring  a  charge 
against  a  fellow  member.  I  am  sure  that  the  mem¬ 
ber  for  West  Ontario  did  not  bring  this  motion 
before  the  House  in  order  to  gratify  any  personal 
interest,  but  simply  in  the  interest  of  the  people 
who  are  said  to  have  lost  a  large  sum  of  money 
through  the  action  of  this  particular  individual,  the 
Postmaster  General.  I  think  this  motion  has  been 
brought  in  largely  in  the  interests  of  the  Postmaster 
General  himself,  for,  if  lie  is  innocent,  he  should  be 
the  first  to  urge,  yea,  to  demand,  an  opportunity 
of  defending  himself  before  a  committee.  He  has 
stated  from  his  place  that  he  is  innocent,  that  he 
never  received  one  dollar  of  the  money  he  is 
said  to  have  received  nor  did  he  spend  one  dollar 
of  that  money  he  is  said  by  the  member  for  Y\  est 
Ontario  (Mr.  Edgar)  to  have  received  ;  therefore, 
he  cannot  neglect  for  a  moment  to  urge  upon  the 
Government  that  the  charges  against  him  should 
be  investigated.  It  appears  to  me,  however,  that 
he  has  pressed  on  the  Government  that  they  should 
refuse  to  grant  a  committee  to  investigate  those 
charges,  for,  otherwise,  they  would  not  have  re¬ 
fused.  This  motion  is  not  only  in  the  interests  of 
the  Minister,  but  also  in  the  interests  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment.  No  Government  can  afford  to  have 
within  its  ranks  a  member  who  is  alleged  to  have 
received  public  moneys  and  spent  them  for  elec¬ 
tion  purposes.  When  we  consider  the  statements 
which  have  been  made  by  various  members  through 
the  country  and  on  the  floor  of  Parliament,  we  are 
led  to  suppose  that  they  had  decided  to  purge  the 
Government  and  the  Civil  Service  of  offences  of 
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this  character.  Last  year  the  Premier  in  the  .Sen¬ 
ate  invited  the  assistance  of  the  Opposition  in 
cleaning  out  dishonest  officials  in  the  various  de¬ 
partments  of  Government  as  well  as  the  Govern¬ 
ment  itself,  and  I  will  read  the  words  used  by  the 
Premier  on  that  occasion. 

Some  lion.  MEMBERS.  Dispense. 

Mr.  MACDONALD  (Huron).  The  lion,  gentle¬ 
men  opposite  would  like  to  dispense  because  they 
do  not  like  to  hear  the  statements  of  the  Premier, 
as  they  are  about  to  vote  in  direct  contradiction  of 
the  statements  he  made.  The  following  was  the 
statement  of  the  Premier  : — 

“  I  would  ask  the  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  to  join  with 
us  in  trying  to  find  out  what  the  facts  are  about  this 
alleged  rascality.  We  ask  them  to  give  us  the  benefit  of 
their  experience  in  this  enquiry,  to  assist  us  in  ascertain¬ 
ing  the  facts  and  placing  them  before  the  public,  in  order 
that  they  may  be  dealt  with  properly,  and,  iffound  guilty, 
that  summary  vengeance  may  be  exercised  on  those  who 
are  found  guilty  of  appropriating  public  money,  stealing, 
whether  high  or  low.  That  is  the  determination  of  the 
Government.” 

If  it  was  the  determination  of  the  Government  to 
find  out  where  any  misappropriation  of  public 
money  or  stealing  had  taken  place,  they  should 
accept  this  motion  when  it  is  made  on  the 
responsibility  of  a  member  of  this  House  who  has 
stated  positively  that  he  lias  evidence  to  establish 
every  charge  he  has  made.  The  charge  is  very 
definite  in  my  opinion.  I  would  not  like  to  have 
a  charge  brought  against  me  for  dishonesty  so  de¬ 
finite  as  that..  The  hon.  member  charges  the  Post¬ 
master  General  with  receiving  moneys  out  of  the 
subsidies  granted  for  the  Quebec  and  Lake  .St. 
John  Railway  Company,  not  only  as  a  member  of 
the  Construction  Company,  but  corruptly.  Then 
there  must  be  an  arrangement  between  him  and 
the  party  who  gave  him  the  money,  and  they  both 
must  act  together.  But  not  only  did  the  hon. 
gentleman  receive  money  corruptly,  but  he  is  said 
to  have  expended  the  money  corruptly.  It  was 
stated  the  other  night  that  the  hon.  gentleman 
realized  no  personal  advantage,  but  the  charge 
says  he  did,  because  he  used  a  portion  of  this 
money  in  carrying  his  own  election,  so  that  he  re¬ 
ceived  direct  personal  advantage  from  the  use  of 
this  money.  It  must  be  remembered  by  the 
Government  that,  as  soon  as  they  voted  sub¬ 
sidies  to  railways,  if  they  discharge  their  duty 
properly,  they  must  see  that  the  money  is  not 
diverted  from  the  purposes  for  which  it  was  voted. 
Their  responsibility  does  not  cease  when  they  have 
voted  the  subsidies.  The  Minister  told  us  the 
other  night  that,  if  we  had  any  fault  to  find  with 
the  voting  of  the  subsidies,  we  should  bring  on  our 
charges.  We  have  no  fault  to  find  with  the  voting 
of  the  subsidies,  but  what  we  find  fault  with  is  the 
diversion  of  the  money  to  other  purposes  than 
those  for  which  they  were  voted.  The  public 
moneys  belonged  to  the  people  of  the  country,  and 
it  was  the  duty  of  the  Government  to  see  that  they 
were  spent  in  the  construction  of  the  work  for 
which  they  were  voted.  And  if  a  charge  is  brought 
against  a  member  of  the  House  or  a  member  of  the 
Government  that  he  received  those  subsidies  so 
voted  and  used  them  for  his  own  personal  advantage, 
or  for  corrupting  the  electorate,  I  say  the  Govern¬ 
ment  is  standing  in  their  own  light  and  against  the 
interest  of  this  country  when  they  refuse  the 
Opposition  an  opportunity  to  bring  home  the 
-charge  to  the  party  if  he  is  guilty,  or  allow 


him  an  opportunity  to  vindicate  his  character  if 
he  is  innocent.  The  Minister  of  Justice  will 
remember  that  last  fall  he  and  seven  or  eight  others 
went  up  to  the  town  of  Perth,  and  the  Minister  of 
Justice  there  discussed  the  scandals  and  said  that 
the  policy  of  the  Opposition  at  that  time  was  mud¬ 
throwing.  Now,  he  knows  very  well  that  the 
scandals  which  were  investigated  last  summer  did 
not  originate  by  the  Opposition  ;  the  information 
upon  which  those  investigations  were  based  came 
from  a  friend  of  their  own  party,  a  man  who  had 
worked  for  them  for  a  number  of  years,  who  had 
conducted  a  Conservative  newspaper  for  many 
years,  and  who  understood  the  secrets  of  their 
operations  ;  I  say  that  the  country  believe  to-day 
that  he  was  justified  in  bringing  that  charge,  and 
the  evidence  was  so  strong  against  the  parties  ac¬ 
cused  that  the  late  Minister  of  Public  Works  ac¬ 
tually  felt  that  he  was  no  longer  of  any  use  in  the 
Government,  and  he  resigned  ;  and  another  mem 
her  of  Parliament  was  expelled.  But  what  did  the 
Minister  of  Justice  say  in  Perth  in  regard  to  these 
scandals?  Let  me  read  what  he  said  as  he  is  re¬ 
ported  by  the  Empire  : 

“  The  Government’s  policy  in  regard  to  irregularities 
and  improprieties  in  the  public  service,  was  to  root  out 
those  committing  them.  The  best  proof  of  this  had  been 
given  by  the  Government’s  action  last  session.  In  purifying 
public  life  the  Government  was  not  only  willing  to  submit 
to,  but  asked  the  aid  of,  every  religious  teacher  in  the 
country.  In  the  discharge  of  the  duty  which  had  fallen  on 
the  Government,  they  were  ready  to  submit  their  action 
to  the  keenest  criticisms  of  the  press,  the  pulpit  and  the 
platform,  but  in  saying  this  he  asked  the  clergy  and  others 
to  judge  fairly  and  not  condemn  without  reading  the 
evidence.” 

So  he  not  only  invited  the  members  of  the  Oppo¬ 
sition,  but  he  invited  the  pulpit,  the  press  and  the 
platform  to  criticise  and  to  assist  them  in  vindicating 
the  position  they  had  taken,  and  to  assist  them  to 
punish  every  one  that  was  guilty  of  any  irregular¬ 
ity.  Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  we  are  here  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  accepting  his  invitation  ;  we  are  here  for 
the  purpose  of  pledgiug  ourselves  that  we  are  in 
possession  of  evidence  that  will  show  that  within 
their  own  ranks,  the  13  or  14  members  constitut¬ 
ing  the  Government,  there  is  a  man  who  should 
not  be  there  if  the  charges  alleged  against  him 
are  true  ;  and  the  hon.  member  for  West  Ontario 
has  pledged  his  honour  that  he  will,  if  that  oppor¬ 
tunity  is  given  him,  prove  conclusively  to  the 
people  of  this  country  that  the  Postmaster  General 
is  unfit  to  hold  the  seat  he  occupies.  Now,  in 
answer  to  the  invitation  of  the  Minister  of  Justice 
the  pulpit  has  spoken,  and  I  will  read  from  an 
address  of  a  prominent  minister  of  this  country  who 
belongs  to  the  party  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite. 
Let  me  read  what  Dean  Carmichael,  of  Montreal, 
has  said  : 

“  Was  there  no  need  to-day  to  rise  to  a  higher  idea  of 
our  duty  to  God  and  to  our  country  ?  Had  not  recent 
events  brought  the  blush  of  shame  to  every  cheek  of 
every  honest  and  God-fearing  lover  of  his  country  ?  We 
need  to  strike  out  afresh  and  take  as  the  ruling  principle 
that  the  laws  of  God  must  be  respected.  Government  by 
party  we  must  have,  but  away  with  those  that  tolerated 
boastful  chicanery  and  the  plundering  of  the  public  purse. 
He  was  not  there  as  the  agent  or  spokesman  of  any  party, 
but  what  could  be  said  of  those  who  pleaded  :  ‘  I  did  not 
use  one  coin  of  money  for  myself,  it  all  went  for  political 
purposes.’  What  an  insult  to  the  magnificent  freedom 
the  mother  land  has  given  us  to  govern  ourselves  ;  what 
an  example  to  the  uprising  generation.  But  the  sins  of 
public  men  were  not  the  sins  of  the  nation,  if  the  nation 
disowned  them  for  their  wrong-doing.  As  long  as  the 
country  recognized  the  need  of  a  healthy  public  opinion, 
there  was  hope.  The  cry  must  be,  and  was,  he  believed 
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for  further  probing  into  the  iniquities,  for  more  justice 
and  greater  punishments  upon  the  criminal,  and  that  cry 
must  be  prolonged  until  the  purest  body  is  the  governing 
power.  Surely  the  day  had  not  gone  by  lor  such  a  change.” 

Now,  Sir,  that  is  the  opinion  expressed  by  one  of 
the  ministers  upon  whom  the  Minister  of  Justice 
had  called  to  criticise  theactionof  the  Government. 
I  would  confirm  his  cry  for  more  investigation  into 
the  corruption  and  dishonesty  that  have  character¬ 
ized  the  public  affairs  of  this  country  for  many 
years  ;  for  all  must  know  that  there  has  been  cor¬ 
ruption  in  high  places,  as  well  as  in  low  places,  in 
the  Conservative  party  during  the  last  ten  or 
twelve  years,  that  has  become  a  by-word  and  a 
reproach  to  this  country,  and  has  given  to  Canada 
a  lower  moral  standard  than  that  occupied  by  many 
other  countries.*  Now,  I  say  that  the  resolution 
brought  before  the  House  this  afternoon  was  a  per¬ 
fect  humbug.  As  has  been  pointed  out  by  the  mem¬ 
ber  for  West  Ontario,  it  departs  entirely  from  the 
charges  made  by  him.  The  idea  that  the  party 
accused  is  to  formulate  the  charges  against  himself 
in  the  way  most  favourable  to  him,  and  then  ask 
Parliament  to  appoint  a  commission  favourable  to 
himself  for  the  purpose  of  trying  him  on  those 
charges — why,  the  thing  is  utterly  preposterous, 
and  no  sensible  person  in  this  country,  looking  at 
the  whole  matter,  in  view  of  the  political  influences 
and  the  political  bias,  will  for  one  moment  come  to 
the  conclusion  that  the  Government  is  acting  just 
in  the  interest  of  the  country.  It  is  time  to 
bestir  ourselves  when  we  know  that  on  the  right 
and  on  the  left  of  us,  thousands  and  millions  of 
public  money  have  been  squandered  by  dishonest 
politicians,  and  the  Government,  for  their  own 
reputation  and  their  own  standing  in  this  country, 
ought  to  accept  the  proposition  made  from'  this 
side  of  the  House,  and  appoint  a  committee  before 
which  this  trial  may  take  place.  What  has  the 
accused  to  fear  ?  If  he  goes  before  the  Committee 
on  Privileges  and  Elections,  does  he  stand  there 
before  a  majority  of  men  who  are  opposed  to  him  ? 
No;  two-thirds  of  that  committee  are  friends  of 
his  own,  and  when  they  report  the  case  back  to 
this  House  it  is  adjudicated  upon  by  a  House  con¬ 
taining  sixty  of  a  majority  of  his  own  friends.  Why, 
then,  should  he  fear  to  go  before  a  committee  of 
that  kind  ?  Sir,  he  knows  very  well  there  is  evi¬ 
dence  behind  ;  he  knows  very  well,  no  doubt,  in 
his  own  mind,  that  if  an  opportunity  wrere  given 
the  member  for  West  Ontario  to  prove  his  charges, 
he  would  be  condemned  before  the  eyes,  not 
only  of  the  committee,  but  of  the  country  at 
large,  and  the  verdict  would  go  abroad 
that  he  was  unfit  to  associate  with  the  other 
gentlemen  of  the  Government,  and  he  would 
have  to  leave  public  life  and  retire  as  his 
predecessor  did.  Now,  the  matter  has  been  dis¬ 
cussed  pro  and  con  for  the  last  few  days  from  various 
standpoints,  and  I  am  satisfied  that  the  Govern¬ 
ment  will  suffer  at  the  hands  of  the  electorate  if 
they  do  not  permit  this  matter  to  be  full}'  and  effi¬ 
ciently  examined  before  a  proper  tribunal.  I  tell 
them  as  sure  as  they  are  sitting  there  to-night,  that 
when  the  electorate  get  an  opportunity  of  expressing 
an  opinion  on  this  matter  at  the  polls,  they  will  do 
so  in  such  a  way  as  will  give  these  gentlemen  to 
understand  that  they  are  going  too  far  in  playing 
with  the  interests  of  the  people,  in  giving  an  op¬ 
portunity  to  their  friends  of  stealing  from  the  pub¬ 
lic  funds  and  appropriating  the  money  to  their  own 
Mr.  Macdonald  (Huron). 


private  ends.  Rest  assured,  therefore,  the  day  of 
reckoning  is  coming,  when  the  people  of  this  coun¬ 
try  will  bring  such  a  tornado  of  influence  uponhon. 
gentlemen  opposite  that  will  sweep  them  from 
power,  and  allow  other  and  better  men  to  occupy 
the  position  in  which  they  are  to  guide  the  affairs 
of  this  country  in  a  more  honest,  upright,  can¬ 
did  and  more  prosperous  wTay  than  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  opposite  have  done  during  the  last  12  years 
they  have  been  in  power. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.  E.I. )  I  ask  the  hon.  leader  of 
the  House  whether,  in  view  of  the  statement  made 
by  the  hon.  member  for  West  Ontario  (Mr.  Edgar)' 
and  in  view  of  the  complicated  character  of  the 
resolution,  the  amendment  which  has  been  moved, 
and  the  vast  importance  of  the  issue  involved  in  it, 
whether  it  will  not  be  in  the  interests  of  both  sides, 
of  the  House  and  of  justice  itself,  that  the  debate 
should  be  adjourned  until  to-morrow,  and  then 
proceeded  with,  when  all  parties  will  have  an  op¬ 
portunity  of  seeing  the  amendments  in  print  and 
of  judging  whether  the  serious  charges  made  by 
the  hon.  member  for  West  Ontario  (Mr.  Edgar)' 
as  to  the  changes  made  are  correct  or  not.  Many 
hon.  members  have  not  had  an  opportunity  of 
examining  the  amendment  very  closely,  and  I  would 
suggest  that  at  this  hour  (2  a.  m.)  it  woidd  be 
prudent  and  reasonable  that  an  adjournment 
should  be  taken  until  to-morrow  when  the  debate 
could  proceed  and  close. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  This  matter  has  been 
before  the  House  for  weeks,  and  if  the  matter  is  to 
be  proceeded  with  at  all,  it  is  time  it  was  disposed 
of.  I  do  not  think  the  observations  of  the  hon. 
member  for  West  Ontario  with  respect  to  suggested 
alterations  in  the  charges  are  entitled  to  any  weight. 
I  do  not  agree  with  him  that  the  charges  have  been 
altered. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.  E.  I.)  Nothing  but  the  very 
serious  nature  of  the  charges  before  the  House 
would  justify  me  at  this  late  hour  in  rising  to  say 
one  word  on  this  matter  ;  but  I  cannot  allow  the 
question  to  be  put  without  recalling  the  attention 
of  hon.  members  to  the  extraordinary  and  anoma¬ 
lous  position  in  which  we  stand  here  to-night.  It 
is  acknowledged  by  all  that  the  charges  made  by 
the  hon.  member  for  West  Ontario  (Mr.  Edgar) 
are  so  grave  and  serious  in  their  character  that,  if 
they  should  be  sustained,  the  Postmaster  General 
would  have  not  only  to  resign  his  position  from  the 
Government,  but  would  probably  lose  his  seat  in 
this  House.  At  all  events,  that  is  acknowledged  to¬ 
night  ;  it  was  not  acknowledged  the  other  night.  We 
are  standing  entirely  on  new  ground  ;  that  is  to  say, 
the  Government  have  taken  an  entirely  new  depar¬ 
ture  on  this  matter.  W  e  would  be  prepared  to  discuss 
and  vote  upon  the  resolution  proposed  from  this  side 
of  the  House,  and  discussed  by  the  leader  of  the' 
House  and  his  supportersbefore.  But  the  matter  has 
very  materially  changed,  and  those  hon.  gentlemen 
who  the  other  day  contended  that  this  matter  should 
not  be  referred  to  a  committee  on  two  grounds, 
now  turn  round  and  say  it  should  be  referred  to 
some  tribunal,  but  not  to  a  committee  of  this  House. 
A  charge  has  been  made  by  the  hon.  member  for 
West  Ontario  (Mr.  Edgar),  that  while  hon.  mem¬ 
bers  opposite  have  withdrawn  from  their  original 
position  and  are  willing  to  have  an  investigation,, 
they  have  deliberately  and  shamefully  emasculated 
and  destroyed  the  character  of  his  charges,  and 
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they  are  now  about  to  deceive  the  House  and  the 
country  by  pretending  to  refer  to  a  tribunal  which 
they  themselves  have  constituted,  charges  which 
they  will  leave  the  people  to  imagine  were  preferred 
by  the  member  for  Ontario,  when  as  a  matter  of 
trul  h  and  fact  they  are  charges  entirely  different. 
We  understand  that  the  Ministers  are  not  respon¬ 
sible  collectively  for  the  malfeasance  of  one  of  their 
number,  provided  always  when  that  member  is 
charged  with  a  malfeasance,  they  repudiate  his 
conduct  and  dissever  themselves  from  him.  But 
if  they  refuse  to  dissever  themselves  from  the  Min¬ 
ister  charged  with  malfeasance  and  endorse  his 
conduct,  they  themselves  are  directly  responsible. 
What  do  we  find  to-night  ?  First,  a  few  words  as 
to  whether  the  matter  should  be  referred  to  a 
committee,  and  then  a  few  words  as  to  what  I 
consider  to  be  a  foul  outrage,  if  the  statements  of 
the  lion,  gentleman  be  true,  which  is  about 
to  be  committed  on  this  House  and  the  country. 
With  respect  to  the  right  of  this  House  to 
consider  charges  of  malfeasance  against  any 
of  its  members,  I  desire  to  say  that  the  lion, 
gentleman  in  question  is  not  only  a  member  of  the 
House,  but  a  member  of  a  committee  of  the  House, 
which  constitutes  the  Government.  If  there  is  one 
'  right  of  the  House  that  should  be  preserved  intact 
and  inviolate,  it  is  the  right  to  retain  control  over 
the  moneys  of  the  country,  expended  by  Govern¬ 
ment.  1  think  the  House  must  have  degraded  very 
much  from  the  House  which  preceded  it,  if  we  are 
prepared  to  surrender  rights  which  our  predecessors 
held  sacred — the  right  to  control  the  expenditure  of 
money,  the  right  to  control  the  manner  of  that  ex¬ 
penditure,  the  right  to  enquire  whether  the  expen¬ 
diture  has  been  misapplied  or  misappropriated.  The 
hon.  Minister  of  Justice  has  announced  that  the 
Government  will  not  refer  the  charge  to  a  committee 
of  this  House,  but  he  is  willing  to  refer  it  to  gentle¬ 
men  to  be  appointed  by  the  Government.  I  will 
not  repeat  what  has  been  so  well  said,  that  as  this 
tribunal  is  to  be  appointed  by  the  man  who  is 
incriminated,  it  is  on  its  face  an  unjust  and  unfair 
proposal.  Is  it  constitutional  ?  If  we  are  to  take 
the  authority  of  Todd  we  find  it  is  unconstitutional 
to  refer  to  a  Royal  Commission  subjects  connected 
with  the  ordinary  duties  of  the  Executive  Govern¬ 
ment  and  with  its  relations  to  Parliament ;  that 
it  is  unconstitutional  to  refer  to  a  Royal  Commis¬ 
sion  an  enquiry  as  to  the  acts  of  misconduct  which 
may  have  been  committed  by  a  judge  or  by 
a  Minister  of  State.  That  is  the  law  as  laid  down 
by  Todd,  to  whose  authority  there  has  been  no  ex¬ 
ception  taken  heretofore.  Yet,  hon.  gentlemen  are 
asking  their  followers  to  adopt  the  course  which  is 
distinctly  laid  down  as  an  unconstitutional  course, 
in  order  that  they  may  evade,  and,  if  possible, 
postpone,  to  a  future  day,  an  exposure  which,  if  al¬ 
lowed  to  go  to  a  committee,  they  feel  is  inevitable. 
The  hon.  gentleman  came  before  us  last  year  in  the 
character  of  a  public  moralist  and  as  a  vindicator 
of  public  justice,  and  he  declared  that  he  was  pre¬ 
pared  to  investigate  every  chai-ge  made  against  a 
Minister  of  the  Crown  or  a  private  member,  be  he 
high  or  low.  The  hon.  gentleman  went  through 
the  provinces.  He  went  down  to  Nova  Scotia,  he 
had  his  own  organ  publish  his  challenge  to  the 
people  to  come  forward  with  their  charges,  and  his 
journal  announced  in  bold  heading  that  the  Minis¬ 
ter  was  prepared  to  push  any  charges  against 
private  members  or  Ministers.  Then  the  hon. 


Minister,  after  his  organ  had  published  these 
headlines,  had  a  notice  issued  that  if  anybody 
had  any  charge  to  make  against  any  member 
of  Parliament,  or  Minister  of  the  Crown,  of  bood- 
ling  in  regard  to  public  works,  or  with  the  money 
voted  by  Parliament,  he  should  bring  it  forward. 
He  pledged  his  public  honour  to  his  constituents 
and  to  the  people  of  Halifax  that  he  would  have 
them  fully  investigated.  Now,  Sir,  the  hon. 
gentleman  stands  charged  to-day  by  the  member 
for  West  Ontario  (Mr.  Edgar)  with  violating  that 
pledge,  with  deliberately  penning  an  amendment 
to  prevent  the  charge  being  investigated  either 
here  or  elsewhere  ;  and  when  he  is  solemnly  charged 
by  that  member  with  twisting  and  destroying  and 
perverting  the  resolution,  so  that  the  substantial 
charges  in  it  will  never  be  investigated  by  any 
commission,  the  hon.  leader  of  the  House  in  the 
face  of  this  pledge  remains  dumb  and  has  not  a 
word  to  say.  He  heard  the  statement  made  here 
that  the  charges  the  hon.  gentleman  for  West 
Ontario  (Mr.  Edgar)  had  preferred  arid  which  he 
was  prepared  to  prove,  have  been  deliberately  and 
designedly  emasculated  for  the  purpose  of  prevent¬ 
ing  the  conduct  of  the  associate  of  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  being  enquired  into.  The  Minister, 
therefore,  stands  to-day  charged  with  almost  as 
serious  an  offence  as  the  Postmaster  General. 
Sir,  he  stated  here  the  other  day  that  he 
opposed  this  resolution  being  referred  to  a 
committee  at  all  and  that  there  were  no  charges 
in  it.  He  induced  numbers  of  his  followers  to 
believe  that  the  charges  were  too  vague.  He 
said  the  charge  of  misconduct  against  the  Post¬ 
master  General  was  not  made  against  him  in  his 
character  as  a  member,  and  that  there  was  no 
allegation  of  public  money  having  been  misappro¬ 
priated  or  maladministered.  The  hon.  gentleman 
found  that  even  his  own  followers  behind  him 
would  not  stand  that  argument.  He  found  that 
when  he  could  not  catch  a  division  on  the  spur  of 
the  moment,  and  when  the  more  independent  mem¬ 
bers  came  to  read  the  charge  they  found  that  his 
construction  of  that  resolution  would  not  bear  a 
moment’s  consideration,  and  then  he  brings  in  this 
new  resolution  which  I  am  bound  to  say  the  Minis¬ 
ter  of  Militia  had  the  decency  to  move  almost 
without  a  word  of  comment.  Let  me  call  the 
attention  of  the  hon.  gentleman  for  one  moment  to 
the  charge  which  he  said  was  so  vague  that  it  ought 
not  to  be  investigated.  Here  is  the  charge  : 

“  That  during  certain  periods  certain  moneys  had  been 
voted  to  certain  railway  companies.  That  arrangements 
were  entered  into  by  the  said  railway  company  whereby 
the  expenditure  of  said  subsidies  was  made  by  a  construc¬ 
tion  company  through,  or  in  conjunction  with,  one  H.  J. 
Beemer,  a  contractor— and  the  said  Beemer  and  those  who 
assisted  him  in  financing  for  the  said  railway  works, 
received  the  benefit  of  the  said  subsidies.” 

Now,  Sir,  that  charge,  which  was  made  and  framed 
in  a  legal  and  proper  way,  has  designedly  and 
deliberately  been  omitted  from  the  amendment. 
Why,  and  for  what  purpose  ?  Does  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  Toronto  (Mr.  Cockburn)  say  that  he  desires 
this  investigated  ?  He  said  so  to-night.  He  said 
he  had  read  the  charges  and  came  to  the  conclusion 
that  they  were  not  vague,  but  were  perfectly  clear 
.and  straight,  and  should  be,  and  ought  to  be,  inves¬ 
tigated.  Is  the  hon.  gentleman  prepared  to  sup¬ 
port  a  resolution  leaving  out  that  important  charge 
in  section  2  ? 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  Yes,  he  is  prepared. 
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Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I. )  He  may ‘be,  but  I  want 
to  call  his  attention  to  the  fact  that  my  hon.  friend 
from  West  Ontario  (Mr.  Edgar)  has  already  stated 
that  the  entire  charge  made  in  sub-section  2  of  the 
resolution  has  been  omitted  in  the  amendment,  and 
designedly  omitted.  The  hon.  member  from  West 
Ontario  (Mr.  Edgar)  was'  careful  to  charge  that 
this  corruption  and  this  diversion  of  public  funds 
from  the  purposes  for  which  Parliament  had  voted 
them,  to  private  and  corrupt  purposes,  was  not 
made  by  either  the  original  company  to  which  it 
was  voted  or  by  the  Construction  Company  which 
had  the  expenditure  of  the  money.  The  men 
who  were  parties  to  this  gross  fraud  upon  the 
public  were  too  shrewd  to  have,  as  he  said, 
the  moneys  voted  in  a  formal  way  by  the 
original  company  or  by  the  Construction  Company, 
but  they  had  it  voted  in  an  underhand  way  and 
the  hon.  member  for  West  Ontario  (Mr.  Edgar) 
explains  how  and  why,  and  gave  the  name  of  the 
man  through  whom  this  money  was  paid.  But  the 
amended  resolution  which  the  Government  propose 
to  refer  to  a  commission  of  their  own  nominating, 
deliberately  and  for  the  purpose  of  burking  that 
enquiry,  omits  that  clause  of  the  charge?  Then,  Sir, 
it  refers  to  a  commission  to  enquire  whether 
moneys  were  not  corruptly  paid  to  the  Postmaster 
General  by  the  Lake  St.  John  or  Temiscouata 
Railway  Company,  or  by  the  construction  compa¬ 
nies  formed  under  them,  when  no  man  ever 
charged  that  such  moneys  were  paid  by  either 
the  original  company  or  the  Construction  Com¬ 
pany.  If  that  commission  sits  with  this  charge 
and  this  indictment  under  the  judge’s  nose,  and 
the  hon.  gentleman  chooses  to  go  before  it  with  the 
evidence  which  lie  says  he  has  to  prove  that  the 
Postmaster  General  having  voted  these  moneys 
here  in  the  House  corruptly  bargained  and  ob¬ 
tained  a  large  portion  of  them  for  private  purposes, 
what  will  he  be  met  with  ?  He  will  be  told  :  Un¬ 
less  you  can  prove  that  they  were  paid  by  one  of 
these  twocompanieslcannothear  your  evidence.'  The 
hon.  member  for  West  Ontario  (Mr.  Edgar)  never 
said  that  they  were  paid  by  the  companies.  He 
anticipated  in  his  speech  something  of  this  kind. 
He  pointed  out  carefully  and  clearly  that  this  had 
been  done  in  an  underhand  way,  not  by  the  com¬ 
pany,  but  through  parties  then  beneficially  inte¬ 
rested  in  the  subsidies.  Yet  the  hon.  gentleman 
opposite  not  only  leaves  out  section  2  of  the 
charges,  not  only  directly  inserts  the  words  “charg¬ 
ing  two  companies  ”  as  having  paid  the  money 
but  deliberately  and  for  the  purpose  of  defeating 
enquiry  omits  the  words  that  they  were  paid  by 
parties  beneficially  interested  in  the  subsidies. 
Therefore  every  clause  of  the  charge  which  my  hon. 
friend  from  West  Ontario  (Mr.  Edgar)  made,  and 
which  he  was  prepared  to  prove,  as  he  says,  by 
evidence  which  could  not  be  resisted,  even  by  a 
committee  of  this  House  composed  of  a  large  ma¬ 
jority  of  the  Postmaster  General’s  own  friends, 
has  been  designedly  omitted  from  this  resolution 
and  we  are  going  before  a  commission  to  try  what  ? 
Who  is  the  father  or  the  sponsor  of  the  charges 
contained  in  the  amendment  moved  by  the  Minister 
of  Militia  ?  Is  the  Minister  of  Militia  going  to 
prove  these  charges?  Nobody  else  ever  made 
them  ;  the  member  for  West  Ontario  (Mr.  Edgar) 
never  made  them  ;  he  cannot  prove  them.  He  says 
he  cannot  prove  them,  he  told  you  a  week 
ago  that  he  could  not  prove  such  charges  ;  he  told 
Mr.  Davies  (P.E.I.) 


you  he  did  not  make  them  in  that  form  because 
he  was  aware  of  the  modus  operandi  when  this 
fraudulent  appropriation  was  made,  and  he  care¬ 
fully  avoided  stating  that  the  money  was  paid  by 
or  through  either  of  the  companies.  He  stated 
they  were  paid  either  out  of  the  subsidies  or  out  of 
money  raised  upon  the  subsidies.  Does  it  matter 
to  the  hon.  member  for  Toronto  (Mr.  Cockburn) 
whether  this  was  done  by  a  sleight-of-hand  trick, 
if  substantially  the  public  moneys  of  this  country 
have  been  stolen  and  diverted  from  the  purpose 
for  which  this  House  voted  them  ?  Sir,  I  say  that 
the  action  of  the  Postmaster  General  in  taking 
these  moneys  from  the  company  has  been  defended 
by  the  Minister  of  Public  Works  as  right ;  but 
wrong  as  it  is  in  my  opinion,  and  wrong  as  it  is  in 
the  opinion  of  most  hon.  members  in  their  hearts, 
it  is  no  worse  than  the  action  of  the  Government 
in  attempting  to  foist  a  falser  resolution  upon  the 
House,  attempting  to  refer  charges  as  if  they  were 
the  charges  of  the  hon.  member  when  they  are 
different  charges  altogether  ;  referring  charges 
which  the  hon.  gentleman  says  he  never  made, 
which  he  cannot  prove  and  does  not  intend 
to  prove,  and  then  going  out  to  the  coun¬ 
try,  and  saving  that  he  has  kept  his  plighted 
word  and  honour  that  any  man  who  brought  a 
charge  against  a  Minister  of  the  Crown  would  have 
it  investigated.  Sir,  the  Ministry  stand  charged 
to-night  before  this  House  and  this  country  with 
deliberately  burking  an  enquiry  because  they  know 
that  we  can  prove  what  we  charge.  There  is  no 
escape  from  this  position.  When  these  charges 
were  made,  the  Postmaster  General  came  before  the 
House  and  he  did  not  say  that  they  were  vague. 
He  acknowledged  that  they  were  specific  enough. 
They  charged  him  with  corruptly  receiving  out  of 
the  moneys  voted  by  Parliament  for  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  the  Lake  St.  John  Railway  a  portion  of 
those  moneys  and  appropriating  them  in  two  ways. 
One  of  these  charges  amounted  to  this,  that  he  had 
got  the  money  for  his  personal  use  ;  at  any  rate,  it 
did  not  say  what  became  of  it.  One  of  the  charges 
was  : 

“  That  the  said  Sir  A.  P.  Caron  was,  during  the  whole,  or 
the  greater  part  of  the  said  period,  one  of  the  members  of 
the  said  construction  company,  and  thus  had  means  of 
knowledge  of,  and  did  know  of  the  dealings  with  the  said 
subsidies  and  their  destination  after  they  were  paid  over 
by  the  Government  to  the  said  railway  company. 

“  That  during  the  said  period  and  while  the  sai  l  rail¬ 
way  was  being  constructed  in  part  by  means  of  said  sub¬ 
sidies,  the  said  Sir  A.  P.  Caron  corruptly  received  large 
sums  of  money  out  of  the  said  subsidies,  and  from  moneys 
raised  upon  the  credit  of  the  same,  and  from  parties  bene¬ 
ficially  interested  in  the  same.” 

There  is  nothing  here  about  elections.  It  is  simply 
a  charge  that  a  Minister  of  the  Crown,  having 
recommended  His  Excellency  that  certain  grants 
should  be  recommended  to  Parliament  and  be 
passed  by  Parliament,  and  having  succeeded  in 
getting  those  grants  through  Parliament,  became  a 
member  of  the  Construction  Company  receiving 
them;  and  succeeded  in  obtaining  a  portion  of  those 
subsidies.  The  charge  was  specific,  and  from  my 
experience  as  a  lawyer  I  would  defy  the  Minister 
of  Justice  or  anybody  else  on  that  side  of  the  House 
to  draw  an  indictment  couched  in  more  specific, 
clear  or  distinct  terms.  Nothing  was  wanted,  the 
corrupt  motive,  the  payment  of  the  moneys,  the 
parties  by  whom  they  were  paid,  the  source  from 
which  they  came,  the  person  to  whom  they  were 
paid  ;  every  essential  ingredient  to  prove  a  corrupt 
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receipt  of  public  moneys  N  oted  for  a  public  purpose 
was  set  out  in  black  and  white.  After  that  was 
done,  another  charge  was  made  that,  in  addition 
to  these  moneys,  the  Minister  received  other 
moneys  which  went  for  electoral  purposes.  Did 
the  Postmaster  General  say  that  these  charges 
were  too  vague  ?  Did  he  say  that  as  they  did  not 
charge  him  as  a  member  of  the  House  with  having 
received  them,  he  was  not  responsible  to  the 
House?  No,  Sir;  the  Postmaster  General  came 
before  the  House  and  said  that  in  every  particular 
the  charges  made  by  the  hon.  member  were  false. 
So  a  distinct  issue  was  raised.  A  distinct  charge 
was  made,  a  distinct  denial  was  given  ;  a  distinct 
issue  was  before  the  country.  Who  was  telling 
the  truth  ?  Where  do  the  facts  lie  ?  Have  public 
moneys  been  misappropriated,  been  stolen,  been 
diverted  from  the  purpose  for  which  Parliament 
voted  them  and  this  by  a  Minister  of  the  Crown, 
or  have  they  not  ?  The  hon.  Minister  of  Justice  was 
asked  to  refer  the  trial  of  the  issue  to  a  committee 
composed  of  his  own  supporters.  He  refused  the 
challenge,  and  in  doing  so  he  did  not  scruple  to  shel¬ 
ter  himself  behind  one  of  the  most  contemptible 
quibbles  ever  used  by  a  public  man,  His  own  follow¬ 
ers  were  ashamed  of  it.  He  argued  that  the  hon. 
Postmaster  General  was  not  a  member  of  Parlia¬ 
ment  during  the  whole  time  ;  there  was  a  parti¬ 
cular  space  of  time,  he  said,  when  Parliament  was 
not  in  session,  during  which  the  Postmaster 
General  was  not  a  member  of  Parliament ;  and  the 
lion,  gentleman  sheltering  himself  behind  that 
quibble,  denied  that  Parliament  had  the  constitu¬ 
tional  right  to  enquire  into  the  misappropriation  of 
public  moneys  voted  for  a  specific  purpose.  But 
when  the  influence  of  some  independent  members 
■around  him  drove  him  from  a  position  which  was 
untenable,  he  turned  around  and  drew  a  resolution 
referring,  not  to  the  charge,  but  another  charge  which 
he  makes  himself,  which  he  knows  will  not  lie  sus¬ 
tained,  which  was  not  made  on  this  side  of  the 
House,  which  he  knows  is  not  true  ;  and  he  tries 
to  foist  this  on  the  country  as  a  fulfilment  of  the 
■simple  pledge  of  his  honour  which  he  gave  to  the 
House  and  country  last  session.  Did  anybody  ever 
see  a  Government  placed  in  a  more  pitiable  or 
contemptible  position  than  this  Government  is  in 
to-day  ?  In  trying  to  shelter  their  colleague  they 
■are  prepared  to  vote  down  a  specific  charge  made, 
and  when  their  independent  followers  will  not 
allow  that,  when  the  pill  is  too  large  for  them  to 
swallow,  they  turn  around  and  recast  the  charge, 
•omitting  from  it  all  those  elements  and  facts  which 
the  hon.  member  for  West  Ontario  could  prove, 
and  substituting  others  which  he  cannot  prove, 
and  then  saying,  we  are  ready  to  leave  this 
to  a  commission.  As  the  hon.  gentleman 
says,  it  would  be  bad  enough  if  they  withdrew 
from  Parliament  the  control  of  charges  made  by 
an  hon.  member  here  on  his  responsibility.  That 
would  be  constitutionally  improper  ;  but  to 
refer  not  the  charges  made,  but  other  charges 
which  were  not  made,  is  an  act  of  indecency  seldom 
if  ever  witnessed  in  this  House.  Sir,  I  remember 
last  year  when  the  hon.  member  for  North  Simcoe 
(Mr.  McCarthy)  was  closing  the  speech  he  made  in 
this  House,  he  said  :  “If  ever  this  young  country 
is  to  be  snatched  from  the  maelstrom  of  corruption 
into  which  it  appears  to  be  drifting,  it  must  be  by 
the  votes  and  voice  of  the  independent  members, 
free  from  the  trammels  of  party,  and  by  young 


men  coming  forward  and  showing  that  party  ties 
are  not  too  strong  to  destroy  public  patriotism.” 
Sir,  is  the  hon.  gentleman,  holding  the  high  legal 
position  which  he  holds  in  this  country,  prepared 
to  accept  this  elaborate  amendment  which  has 
neither  father  nor  sponsor?  Is  he  prepared  coadopt 
this  course  ana  recommend  his  followers  in  this 
House  to  adopt  it  ?  No  one  in  this  House  has  a 
shrewder  and  more  acute  mind  than  he  has.  He 
knows  well  that  by  twisting  and  turning  the  phra¬ 
seology  of  this  resolution,  by  confining  the  payments 
to  the  companies,  by  omitting  the  words  stating 
that  the  payments  have  been  made  by  those  bene¬ 
ficially  interested  in  the  companies,  the  whole  gist 
of  the  charges  has  been  destroyed,  and  that  if  the 
hon.  member  for  West  Ontario  went  before  the 
commission,  he  would  be  told  that  his  proofs  did 
not  come  within  the  words  of  the  indictment.  I 
fear  that  the  hon.  member  will  have  to  do  yet  what 
he  promised  he  would  do  if  his  original  resolution 
were  voted  down.  He  will  have  to  appeal  to  a 
fairer  tribunal  than  this  House — a  tribunal  not 
controlled  by  the  trammels  of  party  to  the  extent 
that  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  are.  He  will  have 
to  appeal  to  the  p?ess  of  the  country  and  the  elec¬ 
torate  of  the  country,  and  if  he  cannot  succeed  in 
getting  a  committee  here  to  receive  the  evidence 
which  he  is  prepared  to  offer  in  proof  of  his  charges, 
he  will  have  to  lay  them  before  the  electorate  of 
the  country  through  the  recognized  press  of  the 
country. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Question. 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  think  the  House  is  not  ready  for 
the  question  yet  ;  and  until  the  real  author  of  the 
amendment  which  was  first  proposed  to  the  motion 
of  my  hon.  friend  from  West  Ontario  has  had  the 
courage  to  come  before  the  House  and  defend  that 
which  he  has  drawn  and  asked  somebody  else  to 
move  the  House  is  not  ready  for  the  question  ;  but 
the  cowards  on  the  Ministerial  benches  will  not 
defend  with  argument  what  they  have  laid  before 
the  House  without  arguments.  The  Minister  of 
Militia  has  moved  the  resolution  in  question, 
but  there  is  in  that  hon.  gentleman  something 
which  prevented  him  from  urging  arguments  in 
favour  of  the  amendment  he  was  compelled  by 
circumstances  to  propose.  The  amendment,  the 
whole  course  of  the  debate  on  the  other  side  pre¬ 
vious  to  the  amendment,  bears  one  character.  The 
trail  of  the  Minister  of  Justice  is  over  it  all.  The 
quasi  defence,  the  defence  so  called,  for  I 
cannot  call  it  a  real  defence  of  the  Post¬ 
master  General,  has  been  committed  to  his 
attorney  who  holds  the  brief.  It  has  been  a  de¬ 
fence  by  a  man  who  holds  a  brief  for  somebody 
else.  It  has  not  been  such  a  defence  as  should  be 
put  forward  by  a  Minister  of  the  Crown  on  the  floor 
of  this  House.  The  Minister  of  Justice,  when  he 
was  discovered  by  the  late  leader  of  the  Conserva¬ 
tive  party  and  introduced  to  this  House,  was 
unknown  to  the  most  of  us.  For  a  time  he  suc¬ 
ceeded  in  impressing,  not  oidy  his  own  side  but 
many  on  this  side,  with  the  opinion  that  his  judi¬ 
cial  manner  of  speaking  was  a  true  index  to  his 
sentiments  and  to  his  individuality.  But  since  the 
latter  end  of  last  session,  we  have  discovered  that 
this  hon.  gentleman,  so  much  prized  by  his 
own  side  of  the  House,  so  much  esteemed  for  a  time 
by  those  who  do  not  belong  to  that  party,  is  really 
a  man  with  a  mask.  We  have  discovered  that  his 
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face  is  his  fortune.  Nobody  could  possibly  look 
more  honest,  more  impartial,  more  judicial  than 
the  Minister  of  Justice. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  wish  I  could  return 
the  compliment. 

Mr.  CASEY.  The  hon.  gentleman  evidently 
feels  hurt  by  the  assertion  that  his  face  and  man¬ 
ner  are  judicial,  and  says  he  wishes  he  could  return 
the  compliment.  I  never  pretended  to  have  a 
judicial  manner  and  face  or  judicial  way  of  speaking. 
I  never  pretended  to  have  anything  more  than  what 
everybody  knows  I  have,  but  the  hon.  gentleman 
has  been  par  excellence  the  man  put  forward  as  the 
judicial,  impartial,  non-partisan  critic  of  the  other 
side  of  the  House.  And  yet  his  conduct  has  been 
such  as  I  cannot  describe  in  parliamentary  language. 
Nobody  could  look  more  impartial,  more  honest,  more 
calm,  more  unpartisan  than  he,  and  nobody  could 
act  more  in  the  opposite  direction.  I  say  that  the 
whole  conduct  of  the  defence  in  this  debate  has 
been  inspired  and  dictated  under  his  auspices.  In 
the  first  place,  the  disloyal,  false  pretension  was 
put  forward  that  these  charges  were  not  specific 
and  not  sufficiently  particularized.  There  is  no 
need  to  inform  the  House  now  that  these  are 
specific  and  particularized.  There  is  no  need  to 
say  the  charges  formulated  in  the  amendment 
moved  by  the  Minister  of  Militia,  to  take  the  place 
of  the  actual  charges  made  on  a  member’s  respon¬ 
sibility,  are  still  more  vague,  still  less  particularized 
than  those  brought  before  the  House.  The  point 
was  taken  that  we  were  invading  the  sphere  of 
election  courts.  Everybody  must  know  how 
little  that  pretension  has  to  support  it.  We  are  not 
proposing  to  usurp  the  functions  of  the  election 
courts.  Nobody  pretends  to  believe  that  we  were 
proposing  to  put  in  jeopardy  the  seat  of  any 
member  whose  election. had  been  carried  by  the 
corrupt  expenditure  of  money.  We  know  that  is 
out  of  our  sphere,  and  nobody  proposed  anything 
of  the  sort.  But  we  were  impeaching  a  Minister, 
we  were  charging  that  a  member  of  the  Cabinet,  a 
member  of  the  Privy  Council,  had  been  untrue  to 
his  charge,  untrue  to  his  oath,  had  violated  his 
trust  to  the  country  by  corrupt  political  dealings 
with  those  to  whom  subsidies  had  been  granted  on 
the  advice  of  the  Ministry  to  which  he  belonged. 
The  hon.  Minister  of  Justice  comes  before  us,  and 
acting  as  the  defendant’s  attorney,  takes  advantage 
of  all  his  legal  subtlety,  the  possession  of  which  we 
do  not  deny,  takes  advantage  of  his  inexpressive 
countenance,  takes  advantage  of  the  limberness  of 
his  backbone  and  the  slipperiness  of  his  conscience, 
to  back  up  the  shallow  defence  put  up  against  these 
charges.  In  what  respect  are  these  charges  less 
particularized  than  those  to  the  investigation  of 
which  he  gave  his  consent  last  year  ?  Are  they 
more  vague  than  the  charges  against  the  Minister 
of  Public  Works  and  against  the  late  member  for 
Quebec  West  (Mr.  McGreevy)  which  were  referred  to 
a  committee  last  year,  and  which  resulted  in  the 
dismissal  of  the  one  from  the  Cabinet  and  in  the 
expulsion  of  the  other  from  the  House  ?  These 
charges  are  more  particularized,  more  specific,  less 
vague  than  those  I  have  just  referred  to,  which 
were  referred  to  a  committee  last  year.  Why 
should  the  late  Minister  of  Public  Works  have  been 
subjected  to  the  inquisition  of  the  Committee  on 
Privileges  and  Elections,  when  the  Postmaster 
General  is  to  be  free  from  that  inquisition  ?  Why 
Mr.  Casey. 


should  Thomas  McGreevy,  Rykert,  and  the  member 
for  East  Northumberland  (Mr.  Cochrane)  have 
been  subjected  to  an  enquiry  last  year  when  this 
particular  Minister  must  be  exempted  from  en¬ 
quiry  before  that  committee?  Why  was  there  no 
objection  to  an  inquisition  held  in  the  Public  Ac¬ 
counts  Committee  in  connection  with  the  Langevin 
Block  ?  Why  was  it  that  a  charge  made  in  the 
latter  end  of  last  session  against  the  Minister  of 
Railways  was  not  investigated?  We  have  the 
answer  in  the  unfortunate  words  of  the  Minister  of 
Militia  when  in  moving  this  resolution  this  after¬ 
noon,  he  said  :  We  have  had  enough  of  enquiries 
before  committees  of  Parliament.  The  Minister 
of  Justice  found  that  out  before  the  end  of  last 
session.  I  do  him  the  justice  to  believe  that  he 
would  prefer  to  do  what  is  right  and  constitutional, 
but  he  found  out  before  the  end  of  last  session 
that  that  did  not  pay  ;  and  when  it  came  to  a  ques¬ 
tion  as  to  whether  the  present  Minister  of  Railways 
was  interested  as  a  partner  in  the  contract  for  Sec¬ 
tion  B  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  he  had  to 
go  down  and  eat  that  proverbial  peck  of  dirt  which 
everybody  is  supposed  to  eat  sometime  in  a  lifetime. 
The  Minister  of  Justice  eats  his  peck  of  dirt.  I  do 
not  think  he  likes  it  but  he  has  got  to  eat  it.  He 
began  on  the  occasion  to  which  I  refer,  and  it  does 
not  seem  to  cost  him  much  at  present  to  take  an¬ 
other  roll  in  the  mud  and  cover  himself  with  it.  It 
is  all  very  well  for  the  Minister  to  laugh.  Ministers 
in  his  position  have  laughed  before  and  have  after¬ 
wards  had  to  laugh  on  the  wrong  side  of  their 
mouths.  It  is  all  very  well  for  the  Minister  to  get 
a  large  vote  on  this  question,  but  he  has  supporters 
behind  him  who  have  memories,  and  he  has  sup¬ 
porters  in  the  country  who  have  memories.  There 
is  the  member  for  Montreal  West  (Sir  Donald  Smith ) 
who  is  now  a  supporter  of  the  hon.  gentleman,  and 
he  remembers  an  enquiry  of  a  nature  no  more 
grave  than  the  one  now  before  the  House,  he  re¬ 
members  the  making  of  the  charges,  the  reference 
of  those  charges  to  a  committee,  and  the  reasons 
why  those  charges  had  to  be  referred  ultimately  to 
a  Royal  Commission.  He  remembers  the  course 
he  took  in  consequence  of  the  finding  of  that 
Royal  Commission  and  what  language  he  had  to 
endure,  what  language  was  addressed  to  him  in  the 
corridors  of  this  House  by  the  then  leader  of  that 
side  of  the  House,  and  the  abuse  he  received  from 
the  Conservative  press  throughout  the  country, 
but  he  had  the  uprightness  and  the  honour  to  stand 
by  his  convictions  and  vote  according  to  his  opinions 
after  hearing  the  report  of  that  commission.  There 
are  many  more  of  the  supporters  of  the  Minister  of 
Justice  who  have  consciences  not  completely  made 
of  India  rubber  as  some  people’s  consciences  seem  to 
be,  who  will  reflect  on  this  matter  afterwards.  It 
is  quite  unnecessary,  after  all  that  has  been  said, 
to  go  into  detail  to  prove  that  the  proposed  action 
is  unconstitutional.  If  you  will  take  your  May  on 
Constitutional  Government  in  England,  or  your 
Todd  on  Constitutional  Government  in  the  Colo¬ 
nies,  or  your  Bourinot,  any  work  you  like  on  con¬ 
stitutional  government,  you  will  find  nowhere  a 
precedent  for  the  reference  to  a  Royal  Commission 
of  any  charge  against  a  Minister  or  a  member 
of  the  House,  which  the  House  or  its  committees 
were  capable  of  enquiring  into.  The  only  seeming 
exception  is  the  one  to  which  I  have  referred,  the 
Pacific  Scandal,  which  was  not  really  an  exception, 
because  the  House  had  not  then  the  power  to  examine 


2165 


[MAY  4,  1892.] 


2166 


into  that  matter  under  oath.  It  is  laid  down  in  these 
books  that  it  is  a  gross  breach  of  the  privileges  of 
Parliament  to  take  any  enquiry  of  this  kind  out  of 
its  hands.  As  I  heard  the  amendment  this  after¬ 
noon,  I  understood  that  it  referred  to  the  statute 
in  reference  to  the  appointment  of  Royal  Commis¬ 
sions,  and  that  it  proposes  that  this  commission 
shall  be  appointed  under  that  statute.  There  is 
no  statute  of  this  House  providing  for  royal  com¬ 
missions  to  investigate  charges  against  Ministers  or 
members  of  the  House.  There  could  be  none  limit¬ 
ing  the  powers  of  this  House.  This  House  has, 
and  the  Governor  General  has  not  the  power  to 
enquire  into  matters  of  this  nature.  The  course 
which  the  hon.  Minister,  nominally  of  Justice, 
proposes  is  one  directly  opposed  to  the  constitution 
of  the  country.  But  there  is  something  worse  to 
it  than  that.  We  have  heard  a  great  deal  of  talk 
on  the  other  side  of  the  House  about  speeches  we 
made  on  this  side  which  they  criticised  as  blue 
ruin  speeches.  I  charge  that  this  one  trans¬ 
action,  this  one  resolution,  contains  more  of  the 
nature  of  blue-ruin  than  all  the  pessimistic 
speeches  that  could  be  made,  but  have  not  been 
made,  by  anybody  else  in  the  country.  There  is 
nothing  that  indicates  so  much  the  utter  ruin,  the 
decadence,  the  rottennes  of  the  country,  as  to  find 
that  he  who  is  supposed  to  be  the  guardian  of 
public  morality  and  of  justice  in  this  country  is 
willing,  without  any  ground  which  he  is  able  to 
defend  on  the  floor  of  this  House,  to  refuse  to  properly 
investigate  a  charge  of  rottenness  and  corruption 
on  the  part  of  a  Minister  of  the  Crown.  I  do  not 
say  that  the  accused  Minister  was  guilty  of  rotten¬ 
ness  and  corruption,  because  it  is  onty  a  charge  so  far, 
and  we  only  ask  the  opportunity  to  prove  it,  but  the 
charges  are  such  that,  if  they  should  be  found  to  be 
true,  the  Minister  has  been  guilty  of  rottenness  and 
corruption,  and  practically  of*treason  to  that 
country  for  whose  interests  and  for  whose  moneys 
he  has  been  a  trustee  for  so  many  years.  I  say 
that  the  Minister  of  Justice  has  given  the  aid  of 
his  versatile  conscience  and  his  legal  subtlety  to 
burke  that  enquiry.  What  will  be  the  result  with 
the  country  ?  Will  it  save  them  with  the  country? 
Will  it  save  the  reputation  of  the  Postmaster- 
General  ? 

Mr.  STEVENSON.  Yes. 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  hear  an  hon.  gentleman  who 
lives  in  Peterborough  say,  “Yes, ’’and  I  am  sorry  for 
the  lack  of  acumen  he  displays  in  that  respect. 
If  the  hon.  gentleman  who  now  leads  this  House, 
when  he  sat  on  the  bench,  had  an  accused  man 
brought  before  him  who  said  ;  I  will  not  be  tried 
on  that  indictment,  I  will  not  admit  that  you 
mean  what  your  charges  signify  when  you  say 
I  have  done  so  and  so  because  you  mean  that 
I  have  done  something  else.  I  will  not  be  tried 
on  that  indictment  nor  will  I  be  tried  by  you,  my 
lord.  I  will  choose  my  own  judge  and  frame  my 
own  indictmept,  and  after  hearing  the  counsel  for 
the  prosecution  and  finding  out  what  they  have  to 
say,  I  will  frame  the  indictment  against  myself  and 
I  will  so  frame  it  that  it  shall  contain  nothing 
which  they  say  they  can  prove — if  a  criminal 
had  come  before  Judge  Thompson  and  had 
spoken  in  that  way,  he  would  have  been  set 
down  as  a  lunatic.  It  would  have  been  utterly 
incomprehensible  that  an  accused  person  should  be 
allowed  to  frame  the  indictment  against  himself,  to 


choose  the  judge  to  try  him,  to  pay  the  judge  who 
tried  him,  to  say  what  evidence  should  be  admitted 
against  him,  and  to  control  the  whole  affairs  of  the 
prosecution  ;  and  yet  that  is  the  course  which  the 
hon.  gentleman,  who  was  Judge  Thompson,  is 
taking  before  the  country.  He  says  :  “  We  will  not 
stand  a  trial  on  the  accusations  made  against  us. 
We  know  from  what  the  prosecutor  has  said  that 
he  thinks  he  can  prove  certain  things,  and  is  not 
sure  that  he  can  prove  other  things.  We  will  only 
be  tried  on  what  you  say  you  cannot  prove,  and 
we  will  choose  the  men  who  are  to  try  us.  ”  It  might 
be  Judge  Elliott,  or  dear  knows  who.  It  was  a 
commission  of  County  Court  judges  who  tried  Sir 
John  Macdonald  at  the  time  of  the  Pacific  Scandal, 
and  this  might  be  another  commission  of  County 
Court  judges.  ■ 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  No. 

Mr.  CASEY.  The  hon.  gentleman  who  says, 
“no  ”  had  better  look  up  what  no  doubt  to  him  is 
ancient  history.  It  may  be  a  commission  of  a 
county  judge,  it  may  be  a  commission  by  Judge 
Elliott,  it  may  be  a  commission  of  dear  knows  who. 
The  amendment  does  not  say  it  shall  be  composed 
of  judges  at  all.  They  may  choose  anybody  they 
please  according  to  the  terms  of  the  amendment. 

I  do  not  know  whether  they  have  the  cheek  to  do 
that.  Some  people  have  cheek  enough  for  anything. 
Certainly  one  of  the  members  for  Toronto  who  sits 
at  the  present  moment  in  the  front  bench  (Mr. Coats- 
worth),  and  the  Minister  of  Justice,  are  not  behind 
in  that  respect.  But  I  say  they  have  left  them¬ 
selves  free  to  choose  their  own  judge  ;  and  you  may 
depend  upon  it  that  he,  if  there  is  to  be  only  one 
judge,  will  not  be  a  man  unfriendly  to  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  he  will  not  be  a  man  impartial  between  the 
Government  and  the  accused.  If  they  choose 
one  commissioner  only,  he  will,  as  a  matter 
of  certainty,  be  known  for  his  favour  towards 
the  Government.  But  they  may  do  as  they 
like  ;  the  country  w ill  know  by  their  refusal  to 
be  tried  on  the  charges  laid  before  the  House, 
by  the  unheard-of  and  unprecedented  refusal  to 
accept  a  trial  on  the  charges  made  on  the  responsi¬ 
bility  of  a  member — the  country  will  know  that 
they  confess  their  guilt.  As  I  said  before,  if  a  man 
accused  of  crime  came  before  the  judge  and  wished 
to  frame  his  own  indictment,  and  choose  his  own 
judge  it  would  be  a  confession  of  guilt.  This  is  a 
confession  of  guilt,  a  cowardly  confession  of  guilt  ; 
1  will  say  a  doubly  cowardly  confession  of  guilt, 
and  I  will  tell  you  wfliy.  They  were  afraid,  in  the 
first  place,  of  trial  on  the  charges  presented  to  the 
House.  The  Minister  of  Justice  made  a  speech 
which  meant  that  they  refused  to  be  tried  on  any 
charges  of  this  kind.  Subsequently  he  found  that 
he  had  to  be  afraid  of  his  own  followers  also,  hav¬ 
ing  first  been  afraid  of  the  Opposition  ;  he  had 
reason  to  fear  a  revolt  on  the  part  of  his  own  fol¬ 
lowers,  and  he  has  patched  up  an  unconstitutional 
compromise  which  he  asks  the  House  to  accept.  I 
was  astonished  at  the  attitude  of  the  hon.  member 
for  Centre  Toronto  (Mr.  Cockburn)in  regard  to  this. 
He  has  been  saying  for  some  time  back  that  there 
n  list  be  an  investigation  into  the  charges  brought 
forward  by  the  member  for  West  Ontario  ;  he 
has  said  that  to  members  of  the  Opposition 
as  well  as  to  his  own  friends,  and  he  has  to¬ 
night  given  assent  by  his  speech  to  a  proposal 
which  means  that  there  shall  not  be  an  enquiry 
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into  those  charges,  that  there  shall  be  an  enquiry 
into  cooked  charges,  cooked  by  the  Minister  of  Jus¬ 
tice  and  put  in  the  mouth  of  the  Minister  of  Militia. 
That  hon.  member  for  Toronto  last  year  was  the 
chief  mover  in  securing  an  enquiry  in  another  place 
in  regard  to  a  question  which  was  not  before  that 
legislative  body  at  all,  an  enquiry  into  alleged  po¬ 
litical  corruption,  in  the  course  of  the  discussion 
of  a  private  Bill.  The  hon.  member  for  Centre 
Toronto,  in  the  alleged  interests  of  a  bank,  was  the 
chief  mover  in  an  enquiry  into  an  alleged  political 
corruption  in  the  case  of  a  provincial  legislature, 
before  a  committee  which  had  nothing  to  do  with  it 
in  the  world.  He  insisted  that  that  committee  should 
enquire  into  the  expenditure  of  provincial  subsidies, 
and  as  to  whether  provincial  Ministers  had  not  had 
a  share  of  those  subsidies  ;  now  he  comes  before 
this  House  and  refuses  to  enquire  as  to  whether  a 
Minister  of  this  House  has  corruptly  shared  in  the 
distribution  of  subsidies  granted  by  this  House,  al¬ 
though  the  charge  is  made  upon  the  responsibility 
of  a  member  o£  the  House.  It  will  be  a 
difficult  task  for  the  member  for  Centre 
Toronto  to  reconcile  his  present  action  and 
his  late  action  before  the  electors  of  his  consti¬ 
tuency.  Their  conclusion  will  undoubtedly  be 
that  to  which  the  whole  country  must  come,  in  view 
of  the  course  of  the  Government  throughout  this 
debate.  The  conclusion  will  be  that  they  refuse 
an  enquiry  into  certain  specific  charges  made  by 
the  member  for  West  Ontario  because  they  knew 
those  charges  were  true,  and  they  dare  not  have 
them  proved.  We  all  know  .  that  the  particular 
Minister  charged  is  not  the  most  popular  Minister 
on  that  side  of  the  House  ;  we  all  know  that  if  it 
were  a  mere  question  of  his  head  falling,  perhaps 
all  this  discussion  might  not  have  taken  place  at  all. 
But  we  do  not  know,  and  the  Minister  of  Justice 
does  not  know,  if  an  enquiry  began  here,  where  it 
might  end,  and  therefore  the  committee  is  refused. 
The  Government  have  gerrymandered  the  charges 
against  the  accused  Minister,  and  are  asking  power 
to  refer  them  to  a  partial  commission  of  their  own 
choosing.  The  report  of  the  commission  will  have 
no  weight  whatever  with  the  country.  The  plea 
of  guilty  practically  entered  by  their  action  in  the 
matter  will  be  believed  by  the  whole  country,  and 
I  warn  the  Government  that  in  this  case,  as  in  a 
former  case,  the  verdict  of  the  country  will  be  the 
same  as  it  was  after  the  Pacific  Scandal  of  1873. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  We  have  patiently  waited 
to  hear  some  interesting  speeches  from  some  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  who  have  not  yet  favoured  the 
House  with  their  views  on  this  all-important 
question.  I  refer  more  particularly  to  the  member 
for  North  Simcoe  (Mr.  McCarthy),  who  has  occu¬ 
pied  a  very  prominent  position  in  this  country  for 
a  great  many  years,  both  as  a  constitutional  lawyer 
and  as  a  member  of  Parliament  ;  and  surely  the 
House  and  the  country  have  a  right  to  get  the 
benefit  of  his  opinion  on  this  important  issue.  We 
can  remember  when  that  hon.  gentleman  was  known 
as  the  brains  of  the  Conservative  party.  He 
was  called  that  by  the  leader  who  is  now  no 
more,  but  he  appears  to  have  lost  that  position 
since  the  Minister  of  Justice  has  taken  the  place 
that  he  now  occupies.  He  is  no  more  credited 
with  being  the  brains  of  the  party,  and  he  appears 
to  be  willing  to  follow  the  lead  of  the  Minister  of 
Justice,  and  is  willing  to-night  to  accept  the 
Mr.  Casey. 


amendment  proposed  to  the  motion  now  before  the 
House.  Now,  I  was  rather  amused  at  the  remarks 
that  dropped  from  the  Minister  of  War.  He  said 
the  Opposition  did  not  want  an  investigation.  Now, 
I  do  not  think  the  Opposition  could  express  their 
desireforaninvestigationin  any  plainer  way  than  by 
the  resolution  offered  by  the  member  for  West 
Ontario.  He  has  clearly  and  explicitly  declared 
his  readiness  to  go  before  a  committee  of  this  House 
and  prove  the  charges  he  has  presented.  Hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  are  not  prepared  to  give  him 
an  opportunity  of  proving  those  charges  before  a 
committee  of  the  House,  but  they  want  to  appoint 
a  Royal  Commission  in  order  to  deprive  this  House 
of  the  right  of  investigating  this  important  charge. 
Last  year  we  had  an  opportunity  of  investigating 
charges  before  a  committee  of  this  House,  and 
acting  upon  past  experience  the  Government  deem 
it  imprudent  to  subject  themselves  to  more  inves¬ 
tigation.  After  the  investigation  that  took  place 
last  year  a  member  of  the  Government  had  to 
resign  his  position,  and  is  now  obliged  to  occupy 
the  humble  position  of  a  simple  member  of  this 
House.  It  is  rather  amusing  to  take  the  history 
of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  from  the  time  of 
the  Pacific  Scandal  down  to  the  present  time. 
One  period  after  another  has  been  charac¬ 
terized  by  acts  of  political  corruption.  During 
the  last  few  years  we  may  fairly  say,  con¬ 
sidering  not  only  the  members  of  the  Government 
but  a  great  many  of  their  friends,  that  the  political 
head  is  sick  and  the  heart  faint ;  from  the  crown 
of  the  head  to  the  sole  of  the  foot  they  have  shown 
evidence  of  corruption.  We  all  remember  the 
introduction  of  the  system  of  railway  subsidies, 
and  these  subsides  were  introduced  for  a  purpose. 
Sir  Charles  Tupper  brought  into  existence  the  plan 
by  which  grants  were  given  to  local  railways  in 
different  province*,  and  from  the  inception  of  that 
scheme  subsidies  to  local  railways  have  been  utilized 
in  that  way,  but  the  men  who  held  the  charters 
and  carried  through  the  schemes  have  contributed 
unquestionably  to  the  support  of  and  political  exist¬ 
ence  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  It  will  be 
remembered  that  we  had  an  exposure  with  respect 
to  the  Caraquet  Railway,  which  was  controlled  by 
a  member  of  the  House.  We  had  the  representa¬ 
tive  of  the  Cape  Breton  Railway  stating  that  the 
road  would  not  pay  running  expenses  the  first  year. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  No. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  The  whole  of  the  transac¬ 
tions  with  respect  to  subsidizing  railways  have 
been  used  directly  or  indirectly  for  political  pur¬ 
poses,  and  it  has  been  clearly  shown  that  corrup¬ 
tion  is  rife  in  all  directions.  I  do  not  know  why 
we  are  not  permitted  to  investigate  these  matters. 
Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  do  not  want  us  to  obtain 
a  roving  or  fishing  commission.  1  do  not  wonder, 
because  a  very  fishy  lot  of  men  have  been  connect¬ 
ed  with  the  railway  subsidies.  If  we  had  com¬ 
menced  with  investigating  railways  some  years 
ago  we  should  have  had  some  remarkable  revel¬ 
ations.  We  all  remember  the  Northern  Pacific 
Junction  Railway.  That  scheme  received  $12,000 
per  mile,  and  bonds  were  issued  for  $20,000  per 
mile,  or  $32,000  altogether  ;  but  it  never  cost  over 
$20,000  per  mile,  and  over  $12,000  per  mile  went 
into  somebody’s  pocket.  Some  hon.  members 
of  this  House  could  explain  where  the  money 
went.  That  was  the  commencement,  but  the  whole 
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scheme  in  connection  with  railway  subsidies  went 
into  effect  later.  Why  did  not  the  Senate  ask 
the  appointment  of  a  Royal  Commission,  or  even 
the  member  for  Toronto,  respecting  the  Baie  des 
Chaleurs  matter  ?  bnt  it  went  before  a  committee 
of  the  Senate.  The  evidence  that  has  been  shown 
by  the  silence  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  parti¬ 
cularly  some  men  who  occupy  prominent  positions 
in  the  ranks  of  the  party,  clearly  demonstrates 
that  they  are  getting  sick  and  tired  of  the  whole 
exhibition  made  by  the  Government  on  this  matter. 

House  divided  on  amendment  of  Sir  Richard 
Cartwright  to  amendment  of  Mr.  Bowell  : 

Yeas: 

Messieurs 


Allan, 

Armstrong, 

Bain  (Wentworth), 
Bechard, 

Beith, 

Bernier, 

Bourassa, 

Bowers, 

Brodeur, 

Brown, 

Bruneau, 

Campbell, 

Carroll, 

Cartwright  (Sir  Richard), 
Casey, 

Choquette, 

Christie, 

Colter, 

Davies, 

Dawson, 

Devlin, 

Edgar, 

Edwards, 

Featherston, 

Flint, 

Forbes. 

Fraser, 

Fremont, 

Geoffrion, 

Gibson, 

Guay, 

Innes, 


Landerkin, 

Langelier, 

Laurie  r, 

Lavergne, 

Leduc, 

Legris, 

Lister, 

Livingston, 
Macdonald  (Huron), 
McGregor, 

McMillan  (Huron), 

McMullen, 

Mignault, 

Mills  (Bothwell), 
Monet, 

Mulock, 

Murray, 

Paterson  (Brant), 
Perry, 

Proulx, 

Rider, 

Riufret. 

Rowan  d, 

Sanborn, 

Scriver, 

Semple, 

Somerville, 
Sutherland, 
Vaillancourt, 
Watson,  and 
Yeo.— 63. 


Nays  : 
Messieurs 


Adams, 

Amyot, 

Bain  (Soulanges), 

Baker, 

Barnard, 

Bennett, 

Bergeron, 

Bowell, 

Boyle, 

Burnham, 

Burns, 

Cameron, 

Cargill, 

Carignan, 

Carling, 

Carpenter, 

Cleveland, 

Coatsworth, 

Cochrane, 

Coekburn, 

Corbould, 

Corby, 

Costigan, 

Craig, 

Curran, 

Daly, 

Davin, 

Davis, 

Denison, 

Desaulniers, 

Desjardins  (Hochelaga), 
Desjardins  (L’lslet), 
Dewdney, 

Dickey, 

Dugas, 

Dupont, 


Lepine, 

Lippe, 

Macdonald  (King’s), 
Macdonald  (Winnipeg), 
Macdonell  (Algoma), 
Mackintosh, 

McAlister, 

McCarthy, 

McDonald  (Victoria), 
McDougald  (Pictou), 
McDougall  (Cape  Breton), 
McKay, 

McLean, 

McLennan, 

McLeod, 

McMillan  (Vaudreuil), 
McNeill, 

Madill, 

Mai^,, 

Marshall, 

Masson, 

Miller, 

Mills  (Annapolis), 

Mon  crieff, 

Montague, 

Northrup, 

O’Brien, 

Ouimet, 

Patterson  (Colchester), 
Patterson  (Huron), 
Pelletier, 

Pope, 

Pridham, 

Prior, 

Putnam, 

Reid, 


Dyer, 

Earle, 

Fairbairn, 

Ferguson  (Leeds  &  Gren.b 
Ferguson  (Renfrew), 
Foster, 

Frechette, 

Gillies, 

Girouard  (Two  Mountains), 
Gordon, 

Grandbois, 

Guillet, 

Haggart, 

Hazen, 

Hearn, 

Henderson, 

Hodgins, 

Hughes, 

Hutchins, 

Ingram, 

Ives, 

Joncas, 

Ivaulbach, 

Kenny, 

Kirkpatrick, 

Langevin  (Sir  Hector), 
LaRivi&re, 


Robillard, 

Roome, 

Ross  (Dundas), 

Ross  (Lisgar), 

Ryckman, 

Savaru, 

Simard, 

Skinner, 

Smith  (Ontario), 

Smith  (Sir  Donald), 
Sproule, 

Stairs, 

Stevenson, 

Taylor, 

Thompson  (Sir  John), 
Tisdale, 

Tupper, 

Turcotte, 

Tyrwhitt, 

Wallace, 

Weldon, 

White  (Cardwell), 

White  (Shelbourne), 
Wilmot, 

Wilson,  and 

Wood  (Brockville).— 125. 


Pairs  : 

Ministeria  l.  Oppos  itio  n . 

Mr.  Temple,  Mr.  Gilmour, 

Mr.  Bergin,  Mr.  Charlton, 

Mr.  Wood  (Westmoreland),  Mr.  Walsh, 

Mr.  Girouard  (Jac.  Cartier),  Mr.  Prefontaine. 

Mr.  Chapleau,  Mr.  Delisle, 

Mr.  Rosamond.  *  Mr.  Bowman. 

Amendment  to  amendment  negatived. 

Amendment  (Mr.  Bowell)  agreed  to  on  the  same 
division  reversed. 

Mr.  McCarthy  moved  : 

That  the  resolution  as  amended  be  further  amended  by 
adding  the  following  words  That  the  names  of  the  said 
Commissioner  or  Commissioners  be  submitted  for  the 
approval  of  this  House  before  his  or  their  appointment.” 

Mr.  LAURIER.  What  do  the  Government  say 
to  that  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  Carried. 

Motion  (Mr.  McCarthy)  agreed  to  on  division. 

Main  motion,  as  amended,  agreed  to  on  the  same 
division. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON  moved  the  adjournment 
of  the  House. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  and  House  adjourned  at  3.45 
a. m.  (Thursday). 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 


Thursday,  5th  May,  1892. 
The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  Three  o’clock. 


Prayers. 


MESSAGE  FROM  HIS  EXCELLENCY. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON  presented  a  Message 
from  His  Excellency  the  Governor  General. 

Mr.  SPEAKER  read  the  Message  as  follows  : — 
Stanley  op  Preston. 

The  Governor  General  transmits  to  the  House  of  Com¬ 
mons,  a  copy  of  a  despatch  from  the  Right  Honourable  Her 
Majesty’s  Principal  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies, 
dated  11th  April,  1892,  respecting  the  Addresses  of  sym¬ 
pathy  from  the  Senate  and  House  of  Commons  of  Canada 
and  from  the  Legislature  of  Ontario,  on  the  occasion  of 
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the  death  of  His  Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of  Clarence 
and  Avondale. 

Government  House, 

Ottawa,  4th  May,  1892. 


(P.C.  1168— H.) 

( Com /•) 

•Canada. — No.  92. 

Colonial  Office  to  the \  Governor  General. 

Downing  Street,  11th  April,  1892. 

My  Lord,— I  have  the  honour  to  acknowledge  the  re¬ 
ceipt  of  your  despatches  Nos.  80  and  91  of  the  11th  and  21st 
of  March,  and  to  acquaint  you  that  I  have  laid  before  the 
Queen  theAddresses  of  sympathy  which  accompanied  them 
from  the  Senate  and  House  of  Commons  of  Canada  and 
from  the  Legislature  of  Ontario,  on  the  death  of  H.R.H. 
the  Duke  of  Clarence  and  Avondale. 

Her  Majesty  has  commanded  me  to  request  that  you 
will  convey  to  the  Senate  and  House  of  Commons  of  Can¬ 
ada,  and  to  the  Legislature  of  Ontario,  respectively,  her 
best  thanks  for  these  expressions  of  loyalty  and  sympathy 
on  their  part,  which  have  been  an  additional  solace  to  her 
in  her  bereavement. 

I  have,  Ac., 

(Sgd.)  KNUTSFORD. 

Governor  General, 

Ac.,  Ac.,  Ac. 

FIRST  READING. 

Bill  (No.  82)  respecting  the  Montreal  and  West¬ 
ern  Railway  Company. — (Mr.  Desjardins,  Iloclie- 
laga. ) 

PRINTING  COMMITTEE. 

Mr.  BERGIN  moved : 

That  the  Fifth  Report  of  the  Joint  Committee  of  both 
Houses  on  the  Printing  of  Parliament  be  amended  as 
follows : — 

2nd  paragraph,  line  2.— Leave  out  the  words  “  or  a 
cabinet.” 

3rd  paragraph,  line  3.— Leave  out  the  words  “  to  the 
Clerk  of  this  Committee,  and.” 

3rd  paragraph,  line  11.— Leave  out  the  words  “from 
time  to  time,”  and  also  the  words  “  as  has  been  the  cus¬ 
tom  hitherto.” 

Leave  out  the  whole  of  the  fourth  paragraph. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  Perhaps  the  lion,  member  will 
explain  to  the  House  what  the  effect  of  his  amend¬ 
ment  will  be.  We  cannot  possibly  understand  it 
from  hearing  it  read. 

Mr.  BERGIN.  It  merely  strikes  out  the  words, 
“or  a  cabinet” — not  this  cabinet. 

Report,  as  amended,  concurred  in. 

ROUND  HILL  SHEAR  DAM. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Annapolis)  asked,  Who  tendered 
for  the  construction  of  the  shear  dam  at  Round 
Hill,  Annapolis  County,  N.  S.  ?  What  was  the 
amount  of  each  tender  ?  Who  is  the  contractor  ? 

Mr.  OUIMET.  The  following  gentlemen  ten¬ 
dered  for  the  said  work  :  William  J.  Loughran, 
Ottawa,  $4,750  ;  J.  H.  Healy  and  W.  M.  Baily, 
Round  Hill,  $5,200  ;  John  T.  McKinnon,  New 
Glasgow,  $6,200 ;  Ralph  Jones,  Ottawa,  $7,200  ; 
Heney  &  Smith,  Ottawa,  $7,850  ;  and  W.  J.  Bell, 
Digby,  $4,650.  The  lowest  tender  was  from  W.  J. 
Bell,  namely,  $4,650.  His  tender  was  only  receiv¬ 
ed  in  the  department  on  the  23rd  of  November, 
and  the  date  for  receiving  the  same  was  the  20th. 
The  next  lowest,  that  of  W.  J.  Loughran,  was 
awarded  the  contract. 

LOCK  IN  THE  RIVER  YAMASKA. 

Mr.  MONETTE  (for  Mr.  Mignault)  (Transla¬ 
tion)  asked,  How  many  steamboats,  or  other  vessels, 
Sir  John  Thompson. 


have  passed  through  the  lock  in  the  River  Yamaska, 
from  the  time  of  its  construction  until  the  closing 
of  navigation  in  the  year  1891  ?  Has  the  Govern¬ 
ment  received  tolls  for  the  use  of  the  said  lock  ?  If 
so,  what  is  the  annual  amount  collected  therefrom  ? 

Mr.  OUIMET.  (Translation.)  The  lock  in  the 
River  Yamaska  was  completed  in  1886.  From 
April,  1886,  to  the  end  of  May,  1889,  the  lock  was 
opened  1,310  times  to  allow  vessels  to  pass.  The 
figures  are  not  in  for  1890  and  1891.  No  toll  was 
.charged  for  the  use  of  the  lock.  The  intention  is 
to  collect  toll  in  the  future. 

COMMISSION  ON  THE  LIQUOR  TRAFFIC. 

Mr.  CHARLTON  asked,  Who  are  the  members 
of  the  Royal  Commission  appointed  to  investigate 
“The  Effects  of  the  Liquor  Traffic  upon  all  in¬ 
terests  affected  by  it  in  Canada,”  &c.,  under 
authority  of  the  vote  of  this  House  of  24th  June, 
1891  ?  2.  V  ho  is  the  chairman  of  the  said  commis¬ 
sion  ?  3.  What  length  of  time  has  the  said  com¬ 
mission  been  engaged  in  prosecuting  its  investiga¬ 
tions,  and  has  it  visited  foreign  countries  for  that 
purpose  ?  4.  Has  the  Government  information  as 

to  when  the  report  of  the  said  commission  is 
likely  to  be  made  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  The  members  of  the  Royal 
Commission  appointed  to  investigate  the  effects  of 
the  liquor  traffic  upon  all  interests  affected  by  it  in 
Canada,  &c. ,  are  Sir  Joseph  Hickson,  Montreal; 
E.  F.  Clarke,  Esq.,  Toronto  :  Judge  McDonald, 
Brockville  ;  Rev.  Dr.  McLeod,  Fredericton,  N.B.  ; 
and  George  J.  Gigault,  Esq. ,  Rouville,  Que.  The 
chairman  of  the  said  commission  is  Sir  Joseph 
Hickson.  The  commission  has  had  two  meetings 
of  short  duration.  Its  third  meeting  is  to  take 
place  in  May.  It  has  not  visited  foreign  countries. 
The  Government  has  no  information  as  to  when 
the  report  of  the  said  commission  is  likely  to  be 
made. 

ENQUIRIES  FOR  RETURNS. 

Mr.  LANDERIvIN.  I  enquired  the  other  day 
as  to  when  the  return  I  moved  for  as  to  the  num¬ 
ber  of  Royal  Commissions  issued  since  Confedera¬ 
tion  will  be  brought  down.  I  would  like  to  know 
when  I  may  expect  that  return  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  will  enquire  and 
inform  the  lion,  gentleman  later. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  About  a  month  ago  a  motion  was 
carried,  which  I  moved,  for  a  return  of  papers 
granting  letters  patent  to  two  cotton  companies. 
I  do  not  think  it  should  have  taken  a  whole  month 
to  get  those  papers  ready.  I  should  be  glad  to 
know  when  they  will  be  brought  down. 

Sir  J OHN  THOMPSON.  I  think  the  return  is 
ready.  Both  these  matters  are  in  charge  of  the 
Secretary  of  State,  and  I  will  send  it  to  him. 

THIRD  READING. 

Bill  (No.  71)  to  further  amend  the  Inland  Rev¬ 
enue  Act. — (Mr.  Costigan. ) 

REPORT. 

Summary  Report  of  the  Geological  Survey  De¬ 
partment,  for  the  year  1891. — (Mr.  Dewdney.) 
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THE  FISHERIES  ACT. 

Mr.  TUPPER  moved  that  the  House  resolve  it¬ 
self  into  Committee  on  Bill  (No.  9)  further  to  amend 
the  Fisheries  Act.  He  said  :  The  main  provisions 
of  the  Bill  have  to  do  with  lobster  fishing.  It  has 
been  deemed  necessary  to  make  regulations  con¬ 
cerning  this  most  important  industry  on  many 
occasions  in  the  last  ten  or  fifteen  years.  It  was 
thought  at  the  outset  that  by  taking  a  close  season 
covering  a  period  when  lobsters  were  spawning,  or 
in  the  condition  known  as  berried,  the  species 
would  be  preserved,  and  the  industry  be  made  a 
permanent  one  in  Canada.  Various  close  seasons 
were  adopted,  but  with  very  little  effect.  The  in¬ 
jury  to  the  fisheries  became  apparent  by  the  very 
best  sign,  and  that  is  the  decrease  in  the  size  of  the 
lobsters  caught  each  season.  A  commission  was 
appointed  some  years  back,  which  made  an  exten¬ 
sive  enquiry  into  the  matter  ;  and  on  their  report, 
the  present  districts  were  established,  with  close 
seasons  and  regulations  as  to  the  size  limit.  I 
may  say,  to  give  the  House  some  idea  of  the 
importance  of  this  industry,  that  the  number  of 
lobsters  preserved  in  cans  or  sold  alive  during  the 
season  of  1890  amounted  to  11,566,732  lbs.  weight, 
representing  a  value  of  $1,648,344.  It  might  seem 
■a  very  healthy  sign  in  connection  with  the  fishery, 
that  twenty  years  ago  it  produced  nothing  at  all 
in  comparison  with  what  it  does  now  ;  but  while 
ten  years  ago  two  or  three  lobsters  were  sufficient 
to  fill  a  can,  six  or  seven  are  required  at  present, 
showing  how  the  fish  have  decreased  in  size.  I  may, 
as  this  is  very  important,  refer  to  the  investigation 
by  the  commission  appointed  in  1886.  A  large 
amount  of  evidence  was  taken,  and  I  particularly 
refer  to  the  evidence  taken  in  Prince  Edward 
Island,  where  there  is,  perhaps,  a  more  noticeable 
falling  off  in  size  in  certain  districts*  than  in  most 
of  the  other  districts  in  Canada  ;  but  even  there  at 
that  time,  lobster  packers  and  men  engaged  in  the 
business  favoured  a  regulation  size  of  lobsters  as 
high  as  ten  and  a  half  inches.  Various  witnesses 
were  called  by  the  commission,  who  mentioned 
that  as  about  the  legal  standard  of  size  which  they 
would  not  object  to.  I  may  refer  to  the  evidence 
of  Mr.  Grant,  a  lobster  packer  of  Charlottetown, 
and  to  that  of  Mr.  Lance  who  is  still  in  the  busi¬ 
ness,  and  who  stated  he  would  not  object  if  the 
legal  standard  of  size  were  raised  to  ten  and  a  half 
inches.  And  Mr.  Prowse,  now,  I  believe,  a  member 
of  the  Senate,  and  conversant  with  this  business, 
stated  he  was  convinced  that  the  closing  of  all  the 
factories  in  the  Dominion  for  at  least  three  years  was 
necessary  to  put  the  fisheries  on  a  good  footing.  I 
wish  to  call  attention  also  to  the  opinion  of  a  prede¬ 
cessor  of  mine  in  the  Department  of  Marine  and  Fish¬ 
eries,  who  was  very  conversant  with  the  requirements 
of  this  industry,  and  who  introduced  practically 
into  Canada  this  regulation  as  to  sizo  as  far  back 
as  1879,  when  the  regulation  was  adopted  by  Order 
in  Council,  upon  his  report,  making  the  standard 
size  nine  inches,  and  also  providing  for  a  close 
season.  It  also  provided  against  lobsters  being 
taken  in  their  berry  condition.  After  this  enquiry 
by  the  commission,  the  season  was  limited  to  a 
very  brief  period,  in  the  face  of  bitter  complaint 
on  the  part  of  the  fishermen,  who  considered  that 
the  Government  wrere  unduly  interfering  with  their 
means  of  livelihood,  and  in  the  face  of  bitter 
■opposition  by  many  packers  who  thought  it  would 


work  to  their  detriment.  But  it  is  satisfactory  to 
know  to-day  that  these  regulations  are  practically 
unimpeached  or  not  attacked  in  any  serious  degree 
in  any  of  the  localities  in  Canada.  On  the  contrary, 
representations  from  Prince  Edward  Island,  to 
which  I  again  allude  because  there  the  subject  has 
been  very  much  discussed  and  there  the  reports 
seem  to  show  that  the  lobsters  are  of  a  smaller  size 
to-day,  are  to  the  effect  that  the  result  of  that  long 
close  season  limit  has  been  so  beneficial  that  the 
department  asked  the  Government  that  Parliament 
should  stop  there  and  allow  the  fisheries  to  be 
operated  unembarrassed  by  other  regulations,  and 
suggested  a  regulation  prohibiting  the  catch  of 
lobsters  under  nine  inches  as  at  present,  the  regula¬ 
tion  having  been  lowered  from  what  it  was 
a  year  or  so  back,  nine  and  a  half  inches. 
I  think  that  these  lion,  gentlemen  should  look  into 
the  facts  and  into  the  statements  and  into  the  re¬ 
commendations  and  regulations,  and  they  will  see, 
that  the  statement  I  started  out  with  is  correct, 
that  there  has  been  a  serious  diminution  in  the 
size  of  lobsters  caught  on  the  coasts  of  Canada,  and 
that  is  to  all  fishery  experts  or  authorities  a  sure 
sign  of  a  failing  fishery.  I  will  call  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  some  statistics  showing  the  condi¬ 
tion  of  the  trade  in  this  respect  for  some  years  back 
and  now,  and  it  will  be  observed  that,  while  a  large 
amount  of  lobsters  are  still  canned,  the  attack  on 
that  industry  has  been  carried  on  with  greater 
vigour  than  ever,  because,  when  the  fisherman  or 
the  packer  found  his  time  for  taking  these  lobsters 
was  limited,  he  at  once  proceeded  to  double  up  the 
gear,  increase  the  traps  and  attack  that  fishery  with 
far  more  vigour  than  before.  And  there  is  very 
good  reason  for  this  on  the  part  of  the  fisherman 
and  the  packer,  because  it  is  notorious  throughout 
the  world  that  the  lobster  species  are  being  exter¬ 
minated  in  many  places,  and  that  the  catch  has  been 
largely  depleted  in  others.  Consequently,  the 
prices  for  good  lobsters  are  very  good  indeed, 
and  inducements  are  held  out  for  too  many 
men  to  go  into  the  business  who  had  not 
given  it  a  thought  in  previous  days,  and  so  make 
in  a  limited  period  more  than  was  made  in  the 
longer  period  that  once  obtained.  In  order  to  show 
the  necessity  of  restricting  further  the  fishery,  of 
safeguarding  it,  I  may  say  that  in  1888,  in  Prince 
Edward  Island,  there  wnre  79  canneries  in  exist¬ 
ence,  while  in  1891  they  had  risen  to  142  canneries, 
and  I  am  told,  I  imagine  on  good  authority,  that 
this  season  will  see  a  larger  increase  in  the  number 
of  canneries  in  Prince  Edward  Island.  In  Newr 
Brunsw  ick  in  1888,  there  w'ere75  canneries,  and  in 
1891,  there  were  143  canneries.  In  Quebec  the 
number  rose  from  38  in  1888  to  46  in  1891.  The 
figures  are  not  now  before  me  in  regard  to  Nova 
Scotia,  but  there  is  this  to  be  said,  that  the  interests 
of  the  fishery  there  are  such  that,  on  a  large  portion 
of  the  coast,  there  is  not  the  same  raid  made  upon 
the  lobsters  as  is  made  elsewhere,  for  the  export  of 
large  lobsters  engages  a  great  deal  of  the  attention 
of  the  people  of  these  districts,  and,  their  market 
being  in  the  United  States  where  the  limit  is  10 
inches  or  10^  inches,  they  are  required  to  get 
large  lobsters  ;  so  that  the  American  regulations 
practically  protect  the  interest  of  the  fishery  in 
Nova  Scotia.  Then  take  the  number  of  traps.  In 
1888,  there  were  in  Newr  Brunswick,  84,00(3  traps. 
In  1891,  there  were  140,000  traps.  Then,  if 
we  take  the  yield  and  value  of  the  lobster 
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fishery  as  a  whole,  we  find  that  in  1869 
it  amounted  to  61,000  pounds  of  the  value  of 
$15,000,  in  187-1  it  had  risen  to  8,000,000  pounds, 
with  a  value  of  $2,000,000,  and  in  1891  there  was  a 
yield  of  26, 000, 000  pounds,  the  value,  however,  being 
very  little  different  from  that  in  1874.  There  are 
many  reasons  for  that,  and  I  do  not  wish  to  rest  on 
the  argument  that  it  is  simply  because  of  the  de¬ 
crease  in  size,  though  I  think  much  might  be  said 
on  that  score,  that  a  great  many  of  the  lobsters 
canned  and  put  on  the  market  cannot  bring  the 
value  which  the  lobsters  did  when  the  run  was  ad¬ 
mittedly  so  much  longer,  and  the  canner  or  packer 
did  not  gain  a  benefit  from  putting  in  a  poor  article. 
That  a  poor  article  is  now  packed  and  canned  is  too 
true,  and  that  affects  the  trade  very  largely  and 
very  seriously  in  the  English  market,  the  moment 
the  character  of  these  goods  is  depreciated  in  that 
way.  Another  comparison  I  might  take  is  the 
'Statement  showing  the  value  and  yield  of  lobsters 
in  Prince  Edward  Island.  In  1881,  6,000,000  one- 
pound  cans  brought  over  $1,000,000,  whereas  in 
1891,  they  had  3,000,000  one-pound  cans  which  re¬ 
presented  a  value  of  $513,000.  The  House  will  be 
interested  in  having  a  statement  corroborative  of 
that  made  by  me  as  to  the  decrease  of  this  fishery 
everywhere  in  consequence  of  the  tremendous  drain 
upon  it.  I  saw  a  few  days  ago  in  the  Fishing 
Gazette,  a  paper  which  is  published  in  New  York 
in  the  interest  of  the  fish  and  oyster  trades,  a  refer¬ 
ence  to  this  effect.  The  editor  states  : 

“  During  the  past  ten  years  there  has  been  a  great  fall¬ 
ing  off  in  the  supply  of  lobsters,  until  the  price  has  in¬ 
creased  fully  100  per  cent.  This  applies  alike  to 
the  New  York  market,  to  the  waters  along  the  New  Eng¬ 
land  coast  and  in  Canada  and  Newfoundland,  where 
lobster  fishing  and  canning  is  an  important  industry.” 

And  the  head  of  the  fishery  bureau  or  depart¬ 
ment  in  Washington,  who  is  now  the  head  of  the 
United  States  Fish  Commission,  Marshall  Mc¬ 
Donald,  says  : 

“  I  have  always  felt  that  the  maintenance  of  the  lobster 
fishery  rested  more  essentially  upon  proper  regulation  of 
the  matter  by  the  states  than  upon  any  efforts  in  the  way 
of  artificial  propagation.  The  most  usual  regulation  is 
that  prohibiting  the  sale  of  lobsters  below  certain  dimen¬ 
sions  ;  the  minimum  limit,  though  varying  with  the  dif¬ 
ferent  states,  being  smallest  in  Massachusetts.  In  Maine, 
where  the  law  is  enforced  and  the  minimum  fixed,  I  be¬ 
lieve,  at  ten  inches,  the  result  has  been  a  marked  im¬ 
provement  in  the  lobster  fisheries  during  the  recent 
years.” 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I. )  Can  the  hon.  gentleman 
tell  me  when  that  was  changed,  because,  in  looking 
up  the  matter,  I  discovered  that  the  regulation  in 
Maine  by  the  law  of  1884  referred  to  less  than  nine 
inches  ? 

Mr.  TUPPER.  I  have  here  the  statute  of  1887, 
and  there  it  is  ten  inches. 

Mr.  BOWERS.  I  think  it  is  ten  and  a  half 
inches. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  I  think  the  hon.  member  for 
Digby  (Mr.  Bowers)  is  right,  but  we  know  that 
the  Legislatures  of  the  States  of  Maine  and  Massa¬ 
chusetts  unfortunately  introduced  that  drastic 
legislation  after  their  fishery  was  practically  ruined, 
but  fortunately  in  Canada  this  Parliament  has  in¬ 
terfered  with  some  success,  notwithstanding  what  I 
have  said  with  reference  to  the  diminution  in  size, 
before  the  fishery  was  ruined.  Taking  the  reports 
that  come  before  me  and  the  statements  which  are 
made  by  those  conversant  with  the  business,  I  am 
led  to  the  opinion  that  our  regulations  are  not  what 
Mr.  Tupper. 


they  should  be,  and  that  there  is  room  for  marked 
improvement,  and  I  recognize  the  difficulty  we  all 
have  to  meet  with  in  making  these  regulations. 
We  come  in  contact  with  an  enormous  body  of 
population  in  the  Maritime  Provinces  which  have 
a  very  hard  time  indeed  to  earn  their  livelihood  and 
I  would  interfere  as  little  as  possible  with  them 
when  dealing  with  the  business  out  of  which  they 
earn  so  much  of  their  annual  income.  But  while  I 
approach  that  duty  with  great  difficulty,  I  none- 
the  less  think  that  it  is  necessary  in  their  interest 
to  interfere.  Now,  although  we  may  have  to  come 
into  collision  with  them,  to  an  extent,  I  believe- 
the  result  will  be,  in  all  probability,  in  the  future,, 
that  we  shall  not  only  secure  their  welfare,  but 
obtain  their  gratitude.  I  mentioned  that  the 
packers  themselves  are  fiercely  opposed  to  the 
regulations  touching  the  close  season,  and  sent  in 
statement  after  statement  to  my  officers  and  to  the 
department  not  to  make  any  relaxation.  Indeed, 
the  hon.  member  for  Queen’s  (Mr.  Davies)  M  ill  re¬ 
collect  that  he  censured  the  Government  and  cen¬ 
sured  myself,  last  year,  for  having  extended  the 
season,  and  not  having  adhered  to  it.  He  knows, 
that  no  one,  a  few  years  before,  would  have 
objected  in  any  part  of  Canada  to  an  extension  of 
that  season  for  a  feM’  months.  But  they  appreciate- 
that,  and  I  think  in  Prince  Edward  Island  Mrhere  this, 
subject  has  been  entirely  canvassed  and  discussed  in 
meetings,  they  have  put  themselves  on  record  in  sup- 
portof  the  policy  of  the  department  so  far  as  the  close- 
season  is  concerned,  and  there  they  ask  us  to  stop. 
I  do  not  think,  and  I  am  endeavouring  to  show  why,. 
wTe  can  stop  there.  I  would  ask  the  House  to  grant 
me  some  indulgence  from  the  fact  that  on  this  sub¬ 
ject  only  a  portion  of  Parliament  are  actually 
or  directly  interested,  as  the  lobster  fishery, 
unfortunately,  does  not  concern  all  the  various 
portions  of  this  great  country.  To  show  the  result 
of  over-fishing,  I  have  mentioned  that  not  only  is 
a  sign  of  it  in  Canada,  but  in  other  countries,  that 
is  equally  true.  In  Scotland  there  are  distinguished 
marine  biologists  who  are  employed  by  the  Govern¬ 
ment  to  study  this  question,  and  Professor  Ewing, 
for  instance,  of  Edinburgh,  recommends  the  closure 
of  the  lobster  fishery  for  a  season,  as  the  only  thing 
that  can  put  that  fishery  in  a  good  condition,  stat¬ 
ing  that  the  regulations  as  to  the  close  season  have- 
been  a  failure.  Now  that  I  mention  by  the  May, 
and  I  would  like  to  give  the  House  some  further 
evidence  as  to  the  signs  of  a  diminution  in  the 
fishery,  notM'ithstanding  the  very  large  and  valu¬ 
able  catch  that  M"as  made  last  year.  But  let  me 
point  out  to  the  House  M’hy  it  is  that  in  the  face  of 
some  healthy  signs  in  the  lobster  fishery  now, 
owing  to  the  close  season,  I  am  asking  Parliament 
to  make  these  careful  regulations  restricting  to 
some  extent  that  fishery  ;  it  is  for  that  reason,  and 
those  from  the  districts  concerned  will  understand 
it,  that  M7hen  the  fishery  failed,  as  it  undoubtedly  did 
to  some  extent,  there  M  as  such  a  falling  off  that  it  be¬ 
came  unremunerative  for  many  packers  to  continue 
business.  When  we  started  out  M'ith  this  close  season 
they  went  out  of  the  business,  and  the  statistics  M'ill 
shoM’  a  sudden  falling  off  of  the  canneries  then  in 
operation.  Now,  the  danger  is  this,  that  having  seen 
the  wants  of  commerce  and  observing  the  prices  in 
the  general  market,  they  are  going  into  the  busi¬ 
ness  again.  I  make  that  statement  with  absolute 
certainty  of  its  correctness.  My  officers  tell  me 
that  even  in  Prince  EdMrard  Island,  there  M-ill  be 
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this  season  a  larger  number  of  canneries  in  opera¬ 
tion  than  ever  before  in  the  history  of  the  Island. 
Now,  that  is  the  danger.  Provided  that  a  certain 
number  of  men  and  a  certain  number  of  traps  only 
had  been  kept  in  the  business,  much  might  be  said 
for  a  close  season  ;  but  we  cannot  say  to  one  man 
that  he  may  go  into  the  business,  and  that  some 
other  enterprising  man  shall  be  kept  out.  We 
cannot  take  that  course,  no  one  advocates  it. 

I  think  we  are  doubly  bound  to  make  such 
provisions  that,  while  allowing  all  who  care 
to  go  into  the  business,  to  do  so,  will  throw  the 
best,  possible  safeguards  around  that  industry. 
Some  ten  or  twelve  years  ago  it  would  take,  as  I 
have  already  said,  two  or  three  lobsters  to  fill  a 
can.  Now  it  requires  six  or  seven,  and  some  of 
my  officers  even  report  that  it  will  take  eight  to 
fill  a  can.  I  have  known  myself  as  to  what  packers 
will  do  ;  I  have  known  of  several  hundred  lobsters 
taken  and  put  in  the  boilers  for  the  purpose  of 
canning,  and  they  are  only  four  inches  from  the 
tip  of  the  beak  to  the  middle  end  of  the  last  flipper 
of  the  tail ;  and  any  man  from  the  lobster  district 
will  know  that  that  lobster  had  very  little  meat  in 
it,  and  that  any  meat  that  could  be  got  from  a  lobs¬ 
ter  of  that  size  was  absolutely  worthless.  I  men¬ 
tion  that,  therefore,  to  show  that  regulations  cer¬ 
tainly  are  necessary,  not  merely  as  to  a  close 
season,  but  also  touching  the  size.  Taking  several 
hundreds  of  thousands  of  those,  it  will  be  apparent 
at  once  what  an  enormous  injury  is  done  to  the 
whole  species  when  not  one  of  them  have  had  a 
chance  of  reproducing,  and  when  each  lobster  is 
capable,  if  it  is  given  an  opportunity  of  reproducing 
but  once,  of  reproducing  thousands  upon  thousands 
of  its  species.  Before  going  on  with  some  authori¬ 
ties  in  support  of  my  position,  I  'would  also 
point  out  that  it  is  admitted  by  students 
of  this  question,  even  by  Professor  Ewing 
himself,  that  one  great  reason  for  the  necessity  of 
protection  of  the  lobster  species,  is  that  the  lobster 
is  not  a  migratory  fish,  in  this  sense,  that  while  he 
can  travel  quickly  and  travel  a  good  deal,  he  is  con¬ 
fined  to  zones,  and  the  Island  packers  evidently  have 
ascertained  that,  because  they  speak  constantly  of 
there  being  a  run  of  a  smaller  lobster  in  the  district 
in  its  best  condition,  than  in  many  other  districts 
of  Canada.  But,  nevertheless,  their  experience  is 
in  accordance  with  the  statements  of  scientists  who 
point  out  the  ease  with  which  men  can  destroy  that 
fishery  in  a  particular  district,  and  have  destroyed 
it,  as  I  have  shown,  in  other  districts  of  the  world. 
They  say  that  the  lobster  is  confined  to  a  certain 
zone,  and  when  that  zone  is  over-fished,  the  lobster 
disappears  entirely  and  none  others  come  to  take 
his  place.  Now,  we  have  the  reports  of  our  officers 
from  Gloucester  and  Kent  Counties  in  New  Bruns¬ 
wick,  for  instance,  and  from  the  counties  on  the 
Northumberland  Straits,  showing  that  the  lobsters 
are  getting  scarcer  and  smaller  from  this  extraordi¬ 
nary  increase  in  the  number  of  traps,  statistics  of 
which  I  have  given  the  House.  They  also  support 
the  statement  as  to  the  larger  number  now 
required  to  fill  these  one-pound  cans.  So  we 
have  much  evidence  from  packers  who  admit  that, 
and  for  that  reason  arfi  all  the  more  anxious 
that  at  least  this  close  season  shall  be  strictly  ad¬ 
hered  to.  The  reports  of  inspectors  of  fisheries  for 
England  and  Wales  for  1886-87,  for  instance, 
speak  of  an  alarming  decrease  in  the  size  of  lobs¬ 
ters  in  Great  Britain.  So  the  official  reports  of 
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the  fisheries  and  fishing  interests  in  the  United 
States  in  1887  show  that  the  fishing  grounds  on  the 
coast  of  Maine  are  now  completely  exhausted,  that 
there  are  no  fish,  and  that  the  grounds  are  not 
worth  fishing  over.  I  again  remind  the  House 
that  this  occurred  before  these  regulations  were 
adopted,  that  are  now  spoken  of,  and  that  is  one 
reason  for  entertaining  the  belief  that  it  will  take1 
a  very  long  time  before  these  grounds  are  recuper¬ 
ated.  The  decrease  in  the  United  States  is  most 
marked  on  the  New  England  coast ;  but  there  it  is 
due,  as  every  one  knows,  to  over-fishing.  One  of 
the  United  States  commissioners  reports  : 

“  Cape  Cod  used  to  be  a  famous  fishing  ground  ;  a  large 
trade  was  started  with  New  York.  Each  lobster  pot 
caught  100  to  200  every  night.  Since  1885,  a  rapid  de¬ 
crease  has  been  noticed.  In  1880  only  eight  men  were 
engaged  in  this  fishing,  and  although  they  used  the  most 
improved  appliances,  their  annual  gross  earnings  did  not 
exceed  $60  each.” 

That  is  in  a  district  where  at  one  time  there  was 
most  remunerative  fishing  carried  on. — 

“  On  the  coast  of  Maine,  although  this  fishing  is  of  much 
more  recent  date,  it  has  already  exhibited  alarming  signs 
of  decay,  while  the  average  size  of  individuals  is  generally 
decreasing.  The  shore  fisheries  are  completely  exhausted 
and  fishermen  are  compelled  to  resort  to  distant  grounds.’? 

The  commissioner  mentioned  different  districts, 
which  it  is  unnecessary  for  me  to  enumerate.  He 
speaks  of  New  Hampshire,  where  the  decrease  for 
the  last  20  years  is  said  to  have  been  from  50  to  75 
per  cent  ;  and  he  also  speaks  of  Rhode  Island  and 
Connecticut,  where  there  has  already  been  a  con¬ 
siderable  falling  off  in  the  number  and  size.  Com¬ 
ing  to  Canada,  I  will  refer  at  the  outset  to  the  Baie 
des  Chaleurs.  Dr.  Lavoie,  then  in  command  of 
the  Gulf  Fishing  Divisions,  reported  in  1875  to  the 
Government  that : 

“  The  apprehensions  entertained  in  1872  from  the  result 
of  previous  excessive  fishing  will  fully  reach  last  season, 
so  far  as  Baie  des  Chaleurs  is  concerned,  where  barely 
9,315  pounds  of  lobsters  were  prepared  against  216,432 
pounds  last  year.” 

In  his  report  of  1876  he  also  says  : 

“  The  ruin  of  the  lobster  fishery  on  the  shores  of  the 
United  States  ought  to  warn  and  at  the  same  time  teach 
us  a  lesson,  which  we  should  take  advantage  of  ;  that  is 
to  regulate,  with  as  little  delay  as  possible,  the  mode  of 
carrying  on  this  fishery  ;  if  we  would  not  suffer  the  same 
results  as  are  already  experienced  at  Carleton  and  Maria 
and  other  places  on  the  shores  of  Baie  des  Chaleurs.  The 
fishing  grounds  of  Maria,  Carleton  and  New  Richmond 
will  require  several  years  rest  before  they  will  become 
as  valuable  as  formerly.” 

Dr.  Wakeham,  his  successor,  draws  attention  to 
the  tremendous  drain  annually  made  on  this  fishery 
and  the  signs  of  diminution  in  size,  and,  therefore, 
diminution  of  the  species  in  so  many  places.  The 
inspector  at  Prince  Edward  Island  has  always  held 
a  very  strong  position  on  this  point,  and,  notwith¬ 
standing  that  he  has  been  in  constant  communica¬ 
tion  with  those  interested  in  the  business,  who  in¬ 
sist  on  a  close  season,  he  has  been  most  persistent 
in  his  arguments  in  support  of  the  absolute  neces¬ 
sity  of  restricting  packers  and  fishermenfrom  taking 
immature  lobsters  or  lobsters  of  a  size  below  that 
at  which  they  are  supposed  to  be  capable  of  repro¬ 
ducing  themselves.  He  has  advised,  under  the 
present  regulations,  the  adoption  of  the  9-inch  li¬ 
mitation  regulation.  He  reported,  in  1887,  that 
lobsters  were  so  small  and  scarce  that  year  that 
several  packers  had  to  close  their  factories  early  in 
the  season  and  not  a  few  of  them  were  driven  into 
bankruptcy.  This  part  of  the  case  naturally  brings 
me  to  a  consideration  of  what  is  a  proper  size  limit, 


2179 


[COMMONS] 


2180 


if  a  regulation  is  necessary,  as  I  believe  it  is, 
in  addition  to  the  close  season.  The  late  Hon. 
Mr.  Pope,  who  was  familiar,  I  take  it,  with 
the  condition  of  the  fisheries  in  Prince  Edward 
Island,  was  of  that  opinion  as  far  back  as  1879. 
He  then  advocated  the  limit  of  nine  inches.  The 
commissioners  to  whose  report  I  have  referred,  re¬ 
commended,  I  think,  nine  and  a  Half  or  ten  inches, 

I  forget  which,  certainly  overnine,  and  the  witnesses 
who  gave  testimony  on  that  point  expressed  various 
opinions,  all,  I  think,  in  favour  of  aregulation  of  nine 
inches.  In  England  and  in  Scotland  a  regulation 
prevails  as  to  the  size  at  which  lobsters  shall  be  taken, 
or  rather  under  which  lobsters  shall  not  be  taken. 
In  Denmark  and  Norway,  from  which  countries 
there  is  an  enormous  export  of  lobsters  to  'the 
English  market,  they  have  also  a  size  limit.  In 
thole  regulations,  except  in  England  and  Scotland, 
where  the  limit  is  below  nine  inches,  the  limit  is 
over  nine  inches. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E. I.)  The  hon.  gentleman  does 
not  mean  to  say  that  in  Norway  the  limit  is  below 
nine  inches  ? 

Mr.  TUPPER.  What  I  should  say  is  that  all 
countries  on  this  side  of  the  ocean  have  no  limit  as 
low  as  the  one  in  Canada  ;  we  have  at  present  the 
shortest  limit,  nine  inches.  In  Newfoundland  the 
limit  is  ten  inches  in  one  part  and  ten  and  a  half  in 
another,  and  in  the  United  States  there  is  no  size 
limit  under  ten  inches.  But  it  is  admitted  that  in 
Europe  the  lobster  in  its  normal  condition  is  much 
smaller  than  in  this  country,  and  in  England  it  is 
smaller  than  in  Scotland,  and  so  the  limit  in  England 
is  seven  inches  and  in  Scotland  eight  inches.  As 
there  is  much  argument  used  to  the  fact  that  we 
are  needlessly  hampering  the  lobster  business  by 
paying  attention  to  the  size  at  which  a  lobster  should 
be  caught,  I  will  refer  to  one  of  the  best  known 
authorities  on  the  subject,  the  late  Professor  Buck  - 
land,  who  was  chief  commissioner  of  fisheries  in 
England,  up  to  the  time  of  his  death.  He  made  a 
special  investigation  into  this  question  when  exam¬ 
ining  into  the  fisheries  of  Noi’folkin  1875.  I  suppose 
that  will  be  about  .the  date  at  which  the  size  regu¬ 
lation  was  made  in  England,  but  I  am  not  aware  of 
that  point. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E. I.)  It  was  in  1878. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  In  1875  Professor  Buckland 
made  a  very  interesting  report  on  this  subject,  and 
it  will  be  found  in  the  reports  of  the  commissioners 
for  1875,  vol.  17,  page  175.  He  speaks  on  this 
subject  that  interests  us  in  considering  the  lobster 
question,  and  I  will  briefly  refer  to  some  of  his 
observations.  He  called  attention  to  the  reason  of 
the  scarcity  of  the  lobsters  on  that  coast,  the  object 
of  his  mission  being  to  ascertain  the  cause  of  the 
falling  off  and  to  make  recommendations  as  to  the 
best  manner  in  which  the  fisheries  could  be  resus¬ 
citated.  He  says : 

“The  lobsters  on  the  above-mentioned  grounds  have 
been  getting  very  scarce  during  the  last  ten  or  twelve 
years;  the  average  size  has  also  been  very  much  dimin¬ 
ished.” 

In  a  foot-note  he  mentioned  that  Mr.  Bayfield 
writes : 

“  Lobsters  are  very  scarce  now.  No  lobsters  should  be 
sold  under  eight  inches  and  they  ought  to  have  a  proper 
time  in  spawning  season.” 

Professor  Buckland  goes  on  to  say  : 

Mr.  Tuppf.r. 


“  That  lobsters  carrying  spawn  when  caught  ,  are  sold 
spawn  and  all,  and  that  lobsters  of  all  sizes  are  sent  to 
market  for  the  last  ten  years ;  numbers  of  lobsters  as 
small  as  three  inches  are  sent  to  the  market.  Lobster  are 
sold  by  the  pound  ;  the  proposed  legal  lobsters  should  be 
seven  inches  or  three  to  the  pound.” 

Apparently  the  lobsters  which  it  refers  to  are  larger 
lobsters  than  ours  as  three  of  these  will  go  to  the 
pound.  He  gives  them  the  life  size  of  the  lobster  of 
(if  inches  in  length,  the  proposed  standard  being  7 
inches,  and  I  find  on  examination  that  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  comparison  their  measurement  is  the  same 
as  the  measurement  adopted  in  Canada,  measuring, 
for  instance,  from  the  end  of  the  tail,  as  he  calls  it, 
to  the  tip  of  the  beak.  The  regulation  in  England 
even  under  this  report,  or  afterwards,  did  not,  I 
admit,  contain  as  wise  a  provision  as  the  existing 
regulations  in  Canada  do,  because  our  season  is,  I 
fancy,  shorter  than  the  seasons  in  any  of  the  places 
to  which  I  refer,  and  there  is  a  great  difficulty  ex¬ 
perienced  from  that.  I  will  not  weary  the  House 
just  now  with  many  of  the  authorities  I  could  give, 
or  the  extracts  from  reports  showing  that  I  have 
not  drawn  too  alarming  a  condition  of  the  fisheries 
in  Canada,  but  those  who  care  to  look  through  the 
fishery  reports  will  see  that  there  is  a  great  unani¬ 
mity  of  opinion  on  the  part  of  those  who  are  not  in 
the  business,  but  who  are  watching  it,  and  who 
have  no  reason  to  embarrass  in  any  way  this  industry. 
Now,  apropos  of  thatandhavingthese  variousreports 
before  me,  I  had  convened  a  meeting  of  the  inspec¬ 
tors  of  the  Department  of  Fisheries  sometime  ago, 
and  they  drew  up  a  scheme  for  the  better  protection 
of  the  fisheries  and  a  scheme  which  was  considered 
not  to  unduly  interfere  with  the  operations  of  the 
fishermen.  I  went  over  that  scheme  and  drafted 
the  proposed  regulations  a  copy  of  which  were  laid 
on  the  Table  of  the  House,  and  I  endeavored  to  as¬ 
certain  to  what  extent  I  could  expect  the  co-oper¬ 
ation  of  those  engaged  practically  in  the  business, 
if  I  attempted  to  carry  out  the  proposal  which  found 
its  existence  in  the  minds  of  the  various  fishery 
officers.  I  was  disappointed  in  this  to  some  extent, 
though,  as  I  stated  to  the  House  in  introducing  the 
Bill,  which  in  its  first  form  was  the  result  of  their 
deliberations,  I  had  sufficient  evidence  to  show  that 
the  outline  of  these  regulations  would  be  acceptable 
to  a  large  portion  of  the  people  interested  in  the 
business.  However,  it  was  represented  most 
strongly  to  me  by  various  gentlemen  in  the  House 
who  are  far  more  conversant  w  ith  the  actual  work¬ 
ing  of  these  methods  than  I  am,  that  the  proposal 
was  too  radical  and  entirely  too  severe  upon  the 
people  who  make  a  livelihood  to  some  extent  out  of 
the  industry,  and  after  frequent  consultations  with 
many  of  these  hon.  gentlemen  who  discussed  the 
subject  with  me  I  remodelled  the  Bill  and  put  it  in 
its  present  shape.  The  people  of  Newfoundland 
have  had  occasion  to  pay  a  great  deal  of  attention 
to  this  subject.  It  is  a  most  valuable  industry 
to  them,  it  has  been  even  a  greater  industry 
there  than  it  is  at  present,  and  having  had 
the  advantage  of  the  services  of  a  very 
eminent  man,  Mr.  Neilsen,  who  is  an  expert  in 
fishery  matters,  he  has  gone  into  the  question,  and 
his  report,  which  I  also  laid  on  the  Table,  goes  to 
show  that  some  new  regulations  are  necessary  on 
that  island.  I  have  taken  advantage  of  his 
opinions  in  the  consideration  of  this  Bill,  and  I 
have  largely,  if  not  altogether,  adopted  the  prin¬ 
ciple  which  he  advocates  in  his  report.  That  is, 
not  merely  a  proper  close  season,  but,  perhaps, 
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more  than  to  anything  else  he  attaches  a  great  deal 
of  importance  to  the  size  limit,  and  he  has  con¬ 
cluded  that  our  regulation  and  the  regulation  of 
Newfoundland  in  that  connection  are  faulty  on  ac¬ 
count  of  the  difficulty,  if  not  the  impossibility,  of  a 
general  enforcement  of  it.  At  present  we  say  that 
to  ascertain  the  size,  the  lobster  shall  be  measured, 
and  the  law  says  that  the  fishermen  must  put  back 
the  lobsters  which  are  under  9  inches  in  length.  In 
practice,  however,  this  is  not  done,  and  Mr.  Neil- 
sen,  and  Professor  Beck,  of  Norway,  are  authori¬ 
ties  to  show’  that  it  is  impossible  to  expect  that 
that  regulation  can  be  carried  out.  Nevertheless, 
they  adhere  to  the  principle  of  it,  but  they  say 
that  we  must  obtain  the  correct  size  somewhat  in 
the  way  we  guard  the  taking  of  other  fish  by  nets, 
and  that  is,  to  adopt  the  principle  of  limitation  of 
the  size  of  the  mesh.  Mr.  Neilsen  has  sug¬ 
gested  a  scheme  which,  I  am  sure,  will  be  univer¬ 
sally  popular  in  Canada.  It  is  said  that  it  is 
already  popular  after  being  tried  one  season 
in  Newfoundland,  and  I  am  quite  satisfied  that  our 
own  fishermen  will  much  prefer  it  to  the  present 
regulation  for  ascertaining  the  size.  That  scheme 
is  :  to  regulate  the  space  or  distance  that  should 
be  between  the  laths  of  the  traps  in  which  the 
lobster  is  taken,  so  that  the  small  or  immature 
lobsters  will  be  able  to  get  out  and  the  large  lobsters 
be  retained.  I  have  discussed  that  subject  with 
hon.  gentlemen,  notably  again  from  Prince  Edward 
Island,  and  my  frequent  reference  to  that  island 
is  that  the  chief  objection  to  our  regulations  comes 
from  that  quarter  owing  to  the  admitted  decrease 
in  the  size  of  lobsters.  Whether  they  were  or  were 
not  originally  smaller,  it  is  certain  that  any  regu¬ 
lation  touching  the  size  limit  affects  that  district 
more  severely  than  any  other  place.  Mr.  Neilsen 
made  some  experiments  in  the  presence  of  the  Hon. 
Mr.  Harvey,  chairman  of  the  commission  and  a 
member  of  the  Newfoundland  Government,  as  to 
the  distance  between  these  laths  in  the  traps,  and 
on  pages  7(i  and  77  of  the  report  he  gives  the  result 
of  his  enquiry.  Therefore,  I  provided  in  the  pre¬ 
sent  Bill  that  the  width  between  the  two  lowest 
laths  or  slats  should  be  lj  inches  apart.  Some  hon. 
gentlemen  from  Prince  Edward  Island  expressed 
the  opinion  that  Mr.  Neilsen’s  experiment  would 
not  be  verified  by  experiments  on  our  lobsters — 
why,  they  did  not  know,  or  did  not  under¬ 
take  to  say.  But  having  made  an  exper¬ 
iment  with  a  dead  lobster  in  this  city, 
they  were  confident  that  that  space  would  be  too 
great,  and  would  allow  a  larger  lobster  than  he 
had  supposed  to  pass  through.  Consequently  I 
had  that  matter  enquired  into  on  the  spot,  and  I 
am  of  opinion  that  what  they  say  is  largely  the 
case,  whether  it  is  on  account  of  the  difference 
between  the  lobster  taken  in  the  straits  and  the 
lobster  in  Newfoundland  I  do  not  care  to  enquire. 
But  I  am  willing  to  accept  their  statement  and  to 
adopt  the  result  of  the  experiment  in  our  own 
country,  and  we  find  that  1^  instead  of  If  inches 
.space  will  stop  an  8-inch  lobster.  That  is  a  con¬ 
siderable  concession  to  the  views  of  those  who 
think  that  the  size  limit  in  Canada  at  present,  9 
inches,  is  too  large.  Now,  to  show  that  I  am  not 
departing  from  the  principle  which  I  believe  to  be 
of  such  great  importance,  I  want  to  point  out  that 
though  the  reduction  in  size  is  made,  we  are  giving 
up  a  regulation  which,  while  beneficial,  is  only 
■effective  at  a  certain  portion  of  the  season  in  the 
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main  ;  that  is  to  say,  while  we  now  impose 
penalties  for  catching  lobsters  under  9  inches,  we 
know  as  a  matter  of  fact  that  that  regulation  is 
violated  time  and  again,  that  there  is  an  uneven 
administration  of  the  penalties,  that  many  escape, 
and  that  even  those  fined  willingly  pay  the  fine  for 
the  privilege  they  get  during  the  larger  portion 
of  the  season  for  taking  lobsters.  I  mentioned 
the  case  where  300  lobsters  were  found  in  one 
factory  only  four  inches  long.  It  was  a  positive 
crime  that  c-hose  lobsters  should  have  been  killed 
and  kept.  At  any  rate  that  regulation  is  more 
honoured  in  the  breach  than  in  the  observance.  But 
we  adhere  to  it  for  this  reason,  that  with  our  pre¬ 
sent  machinery  it  is  absolutely  necessary,  because 
at  the  end  of  the  season  in  the  month  of  July,  there 
comes  so  small  a  run  of  lobsters  that  even  with  the 
laws  in  force  it  does  not  pay  the  packer  to  run  the 
risk.  Therefore,  although  the  regulation  has  been 
productive  of  a  limited  amount  of  good,  we  can 
safely  come  down  to  1^  inches,  stopping  at  a  length 
of  8  inches,  in  view  of  that  slow  season,  which  is 
longer,  I  believe,  with  us  than  with  any  of  the  other 
countries  to  which  I  have  referred.  Then,  I  have 
a  justification  from  the  evidence  as  to  when  a  lobs¬ 
ter  does  mature.  I  have  given  some  authorities  to 
show  the  idea  that  was  in  the  minds  of  many  of  the 
officers  who  studied  the  subject.  But  to  come  down 
to  that  very  question,  it  is  the  experience  of  Ur. 
Wakeham,  an  officer  who  has  been  up  and  down 
the  gulf  for  many  years  in  charge  of  the  Canadian 
fishery  service,  that  a  lobster  under  8i  inches 
was  seldom  found  capable  of  reproducing. 
But  I  had  an  opportunity  of  speaking 
to  him  recently,  and  he  confines  that  opinion 
largely  to  the  medium  waters  with  which  he  is  most 
familiar.  He  admits  that  with  regard  to  the  waters 
of  the  Straits  of  Northumberland  that  would  not  be 
a  correct  statement,  but  that  there  the  size  would 
be  somewhat  smaller.  Mr.  Wilmot,  in  a  limited 
time,  made  some  experiments  in  the  Straits  of 
Northumberland  when  at  Pictou,  and  the  result  of 
bis  enquiries  is  contained  in  his  report  of  1890,  page 
25.  He  concludes  that  a  lobster  capable  of  repro¬ 
ducing  would  be,  on  the  average,  about  8^  inches 
long,  though  smaller  lobsters  are  found  with  eggs. 
Mr.  Neilsen’s  experiments  show  that  they  are  sel¬ 
dom  found  under  8  inches  capable  of  reproducing, 
and  that  in  Newfoundland  they  are  more  often  over 
8  inches  than  under.  I  have  alluded  to  Professor 
Buckland’s  report  on  that  point.  Prof.  Beck  in  Nor¬ 
way  is  of  opinion  that  lobsters  are  capable  of  spawn¬ 
ing  when  they  are  three  years  old  and  reach  the 
length  of  8  inches  ;  lobsters  less  than  8  inches  long 
are  seldom  found  with  ova.  Mr.  Ogden,  who  has 
had  a  great  deal  of  experience  on  the  Atlantic  coast, 
and  who  was  engaged  in  business  not  only  on  the 
Canadian  coast  but  in  the  United  States  when  pack¬ 
ing  was  carried  on  there,  has  followed  this  question 
very  carefully,  and  he  reports  that  in  the  North¬ 
umberland  Straits  90  per  cent  of  8-inch  lobsters 
are  capable  of  reproducing,  and  he  has  noticed 
exuded  eggs  on  smaller  lobsters,  even  on  some  under 
7  inches.  Mr.  Johnson,  who  has  lectured  on  this 
subject,  and  who  is,  I  believe,  an  authority  in  the 
States,  expresses  the  opinion  that  10^  inches  was 
necessary  under  the  Massachusetts  regulations, 
because  that  was  the  size  at  which  the  lobsters 
there  became  capable  of  reproducing.  I  did  not 
lay  Mr.  Ogden’s  report  on  the  Table  the  other  day, 
because  I  wished  to  ascertain  more  definitely  than 
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he  stated  how  his  measurements  were  made,  because 
it  conflicted  with  those  made  by  Mr.  Neilsen  ;  and 
I  have  ascertained  since  that  they  were  made  just 
as  Mr.  Neilsen’s  were,  from  the  beak  to  the  end  of 
the  middle  flipper  of  the  tail ;  so  that  there  must  be 
some  difference  in  the  shape  of  the  lobsters  to 
account  for  the  ease  with  which  the  larger  ones 
pass  throiigh  these  laths.  On  that  point  again 
there  is  this  advantage,  possibly  this  danger,  to 
the  packer,  who  wishes  to  take  a  smaller  lobster 
than  we  contemplate,  namely,  that  every  time  a 
trap  is  picked  up,  at  that  particular  moment  the 
smallest  lobster  in  the  trap  must  be  caught,  because 
the  force  of  the  water  and  the  rapidity  with  which 
the  trap  is  pulled  up  prevents  it  going  through  the 
bars.  There  is  another  advantage,  that  the 
ballast  of  the  trap  will  cover  a  great  deal  of  space 
at  the  bottom,  where  the  lobsters  are  found. 
But,  notwithstanding  that,  I  yield  to  the  force  of 
the  arguments  which  have  been  put  before  me,  in 
coming  to  the  conclusion  that  while  to  that  extent 
there  will  be  many  small  lobsters  taken,  there  will 
not  be  half  so  many  as  are  now  taken  in  spite  of 
the  regulation.  This  regulation  was  extremely 
unpopular  in  certain  districts,  and  unpopular  for 
another  reason  that  it  is  almost  impossible  for  an 
honest  packer  to  comply  with  it.  The  quickness 
of  despatch  required  in  taking  lobsters  from  the 
bed  and  putting  them  into  the  boiling  pots  prevents 
that  careful  sorting  necessary  to  strictly  obey  such 
a  regulation.  Again,  the  advantages  will  be  that 
we  will  be  proceeding  on,  perhaps,  a  more  correct 
principle  in  forming  checks  or  preventives 
against  the  catching  of  immature  fish,  and  I 
think  in  that  connection  it  is  not  necessary  for  me 
to  say  anything  more.  In  one  section  of  the 
Island,  it  has  been  represented  that  even  one  and 
a  half  inch  reduction  there,  limiting  the  size 
practically  to  eight  inches,  will  embarrass  the 
business,  so  as  to  make  it  almost  unprofitable 
for  the  fisheries  in  that  particular  section. 
I  will  not  make  any  stipulation  with  reference  to 
that  particular  district,  but  will  say  that  while  we 
gain  so  much  from  this  limited  fishing  season,  if  it 
is  more  agreeable  to  the  people  concerned  in  that 
district,  if  we  can  get  their  co-operation  and  accom¬ 
plish  our  purpose  working  in  unison  with  them 
instead  of  against  them,  as  to  a  large  extent  we  do 
to-day, — if  they  will  give  up,  say,  ten  days  at  the 
end  of  the  present  open  season,  I  would  recommend 
the  passing  of  an  Order  in  Council,  under  the  Fish¬ 
eries  Act,  to  reduce  that  to  a  one  and  a  quarter 
space.  Speaking  from  Mr.  Ogden’s  report,  that 
will  stop  lobsters  of  seven  and  a  half  inches.  I  have 
taken  rather  long  time  in  referring  to  this  question, 
but  I  believed  it  was  absolutely  necessary  that  I 
should  do  it,  and  I  have  referred  to  these  authori¬ 
ties  in  order  to  convince  the  House  that  these 
regulations  are  made  eminently  in  the  interests  of 
the  fishermen,  and  I  believe  they  will  be  popular 
and  that  is  a  great  point  with  most  of  those  engaged 
in  the  industry.  I  have  not  alluded  to  another 
and  a  very  important  point,  and  that  is  the  pro¬ 
posal  made  in  this  Bill  that  every  packer  or  every 
person  who  preserves  or  cures  lobsters  shall 
take  out  a  license.  On  the  Atlantic  coast,  the 
license  system  does  not  generally  prevail  as  it  does  in 
the  interior,  and  there  has  not  been  the  same  reason 
for  its  extension,  because  in  most  of  the  sea  fisher¬ 
ies  it  is  the  general  theory  that  the  lack  of  this 
system  does  very  little  harm  to  the  different 
Mr.  Tupper. 


species  of  fish  compared  with  what  may  be  done  on 
limited  or  inland  waters  ;  but  in  connection  with 
the  lobster  fishery,  I  have  shown  that  it  is  a  limited 
fishery,  that  the  lobsters  are  confined  to  certain 
districts,  and  in  the  interests  of  the  honest  packer 
and  of  those  who  wish  to  put  up  a  good  article  and 
cany  on  the  business  on  a  systematic  basis,  as  well 
as  in  the  interest  of  a  uniform  administration  of  the 
law,  the  license  system  is,  in  my  opinion,  absolutely 
necessary.  The  fee  proposed  is  nominal,  and  for 
that  fee  we  give  back  full  value.  In  the  opinion 
of  many  packers,  the  certificate  of  the  officer  or  the 
stencilling  will  be  of  considerable  commercial 
value  ;  but  whether  it  be  or  not,  my  experience  in 
these  regulations  has  been  that  a  great  deal  of  com¬ 
plaint  has  come  from  the  bulk  of  those  engaged  in 
the  business  because  when  they  obey  the  rules 
and  close  their  factories,  they  find,  to  their 
detriment  and  the  injury  of  the  fisheries, 
that  all  over  the  coast  little  canneries  or 
something  of  the  kind  spring  up.  With  this 
license  system,  our  police  can  more  effectively 
control  persons,  and  see  that  the  regulations  are 
complied  with.  That  advantage  we  have  in  view, 
aiid  making  the  fee  nominal,  as  we  do,  I  think  the 
regulation  will  be  a  wise  and  also  a  popular  one. 
There  is  an  amendment  I  would  ask  to  be  made  by 
the  Committee  in  committee  to  10a  or  the  second 
clause.  It  has  not  been  printed  but  is  in  my  draft. 
It  is  not  proposed  that* the  fishermen  shall  take  out 
a  license,  or  that  fishermen  who  keep  them  alive  in 
ponds  or  other  places  during  the  open  season,  as 
one  would  imagine  in  the  first  place,  shall  take  out 
the  license  that  is  provided  in  section  10.  Where 
vessels  come  down  to  some  parts  of  the  coast  to 
collect  lobsters,  they  do  not  take  the  lobsters  from 
the  pots  but  from  ponds  where  the  lobsters  are  kept 
after  being  taken  out  of  the  pots  by  the  fishermen. 
1  do  not  propose  that  those  people  shall  take  out  a 
license  ;  but  they  may,  if  they  wish,  keep  them 
during  the  close  season  in  ponds,  which  is  quite  a 
business,  for  instance  in  Yarmouth,  the  lobsters 
being  caught  in  the  open  season  and  kept  in  ponds 
until  the  markets  in  the  States  are  favourable  for 
shipment-.  That  would  not  lead  to  an  abuse,  as  it 
easily  would  if  there  was  no  license  and  no  check 
of  that  kind  on  parties  taking  lobsters  in  close  as 
well  as  open  seasons. 

Mr.  PERRY.  What  did  the  hon.  gentleman  say 
with  reference  to  space  between  the  laths  ? 

Mr.  TUPPER.  The  regulation  in  general  under 
that  clause  will  be  that  there  must  be  a  space  of  1^ 
inches  between  the  two  lowest  slats  on  the  side  of 
every  trap,  box  or  cage.  I  stated  that  I  wished  the 
House  to  understand  that  in  consequence  of  repre¬ 
sentations  made  touching  certain  districts,  that 
where  the  fisheries  are  in  so  bad  a  condition  that 
the  run  will  become  so  small  as  to  prevent  their 
carrying  on  the  business,  rather  than  prohibit  the 
fishery  there  altogether,  which  we  do  not  propose 
to  do,  and  which  is  the  alternative  which  has  been 
suggested  in  Scotland,  if  those  districts  will  give 
up  the  ten  days  of  the  season,  as  I  understand  one 
district  is  willing  to  do,  and  that  is  why  I  allude 
to  Prince  Edward  Island,  I  would  rather  change 
the  season  for  them.  Discovering  that,  I  would  by 
Order  in  Council  change  the  season  for  that  district 
and  change  the  regulations  for  it.  That  is  the 
proposal  I  make,  and,  if  that  does  not  meet  with 
general  acceptation,  it  can  be  reconsidered.  I  give 
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in  this  way  to  two  districts  the  benefit  of  1  or  H 
inches. 

Mr.  McLEAN.  1  have  no  doubt  that  the  Min¬ 
ister  of  Marine  and  Fisheries  in  framing  this  Bill 
has  had  at  heart  the  best  interests  of  those  engaged 
in  the  lobster  business,  and  the  Bill  as  now  pre¬ 
sented  to  the  House  does  not  call  for  that  objection 
on  my  part  that  it  would  have  done  if  it  had  been 
introduced  in  its  first  form,  or  according  to  the 
existing  regulations.  It  is  necessary,  in  regard  to 
the  lobster  industry,  to  make  U  distinction  between 
the  fishery  in  the  Gulf  of  St.  Lawrence  and  that 
of  the  Atlantic  coast  and  of  the  coast  of  Newfound¬ 
land.  I  might  at  first  correct  a  misapprehension 
the  Minister  of  Marine  is  under  regarding  the  law 
in  the  State  of  Maine.  I  have  taken  from  the 
American  fisheries  report  of  the  year  1887,  an  ex¬ 
tract  of  the  state  laws  for  the  different  states 
of  the  Union,  and  I  find  that  the  law  in  the 
State  of  Maine  in  1879  prohibited  the  canning  and 
preserving  of  lobsters  and  the  capture  and  sale 
of  individual  lobsters  under  lO^  inches  long,  be¬ 
tween  the  1st  August  and  the  1st  April,  but  no  re¬ 
strictions  were  placed  on  the  fishery  between  the  1st 
April  and  the  1st  August.  In  1883,  that  law  was 
amended  so  that  the  close  season  extended  from 
the  15th  August  to  the  15th  November,  and  the 
capture  or  sale  of  females  with  spawn  and  of 
lobsters  under  nine  inches  long  was  prohibited 
from  the  1st  April  to  the  1st  August. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  What  clause  was  that  ? 

Mr.  McLEAN.  That  was  in  the  law  of  1883. 
I  did  not  take  the  number  of  the  clause. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  Section  5  of  the  law  of  1887 
says  it  shall  be  unlawful  to  buy,  sell  or  possess  any 
female,  or  any  lobster  less  than  1(H  inches. 

Mr.  McLEAN.  In  this  Act  the  taking  of 
lobsters  over  9  inches  long,  except  females  with 
spawn,  is  permitted  in  the  canning  season.  I  call 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  this  because  in  the 
New  England  States  the  fishing  is  very  much  over¬ 
done,  for  two  reasons.  In  addition  to  the  canning 
season,  lobsters  are  taken  there  nearly  the  whole 
year  round,  whereas,  as  far  as  the  Gulf  of  St. 
Lawrence  is  concerned,  though  we  have  b}?  law 
from  the  1st  January  to  the  15th  July,  still  in 
reality,  owing  to  the  fact  that  the  Gulf  is  frozen 
over  for  a  great  portion  of  that  time,  the  actual 
fishing  season  is  from  about  the  15th  or  the  20th 
May  to  the  15th  July,  or  about  45  days  in 
the  year  is  all  the  time  that  the  lobster  fishing 
is  carried  on  in  the  Gulf  of  the  St.  Lawrence, 
taking  out  stormy  days  when  the  fishermen  cannot 
go  out,  and  holidays  and  Sundays.  This  year  the 
lobster  fishing  season  commenced  about  the  1st 
of  May,  which  is  the  earliest  season  I  have 
known  since  I  engaged  in  the  fishery  fourteen  years 
ago.  As  to  the  statement  that  lobsters  are  scarcer 
now  than  they  were  when  the  factories  w  ere  first 
started,  it  is  true  to  a  certain  extent,  but  the 
actual  value  of  the  fish  taken  last  year  was  pretty 
nearly  equal  to  that  in  the  best  season  we  ever 
had,  which  wras  either  1882  or  1883.  If  vre  refer 
to  the  reports  of  the  inspectors,  we  will  find 
that  in  1883  lobsters  were  about  $4  a  case,  and 
130,000  cases,  representing  a  value  of  $520,000, 
had  been  taken,  $1  representing  the  value  of  the 
case  and  the  cans  ;  whereas  last  year,  though  not 
so  many  lobsters  were  taken,  and  not  so  many  cases 


were  packed,  they  represented  a  value  of  $750,000, 
or  about  $7.50  a  case.  Deducting  $130,000  for  the 
cases  leaves  the  value  of  the  lobsters  packed  in 
1883,  $390,000.  Last  season  100,000  cases  were 
packed.  Deducting  $100,000  for  cases,  we  have 
the  actual  value  of  the  lobsters  packed,  $600,000. 
So  I  take  it  that  the  value  of  the  lobster  fishery 
in  Prince  Edward  Island,  though  the  quantity 
taken  may  not  have  been  so  large,  was  as  valuable 
as  in  any  other  season.  The  reports  do  not  show 
these  particulars,  because  the  inspectors  put  about 
the  same  value  on  the  lobster  from  season  to  season. 
As  regards  the  change  proposed  by  the  Minister  of 
Marine  as  to  the  widths  between  the  slats  in  the 
traps,  I  may  say  that  the  regulations  as  proposed  or 
which  were  in  force  under  the  Order  in  Council 
have  been  admitted  by  the  inspectors  and  by  Com¬ 
mander  Gordon  to  be  impracticable  and  impossible 
to  carry  out,  if  the  industry  was  to  be  profitable. 
I  will  read  Commander  Gordon’s  report  upon  this 
question,  in  regard  to  which  no  man  is  more 
competent  to  speak.  He  says  : 

“  The  present  regulations  in  regard  to  size  limit  and  the 
destruction  of  females  carrying  exuded  ova  are  intended 
as  protective  measures,  and  are  without  doubt  protective 
enactments,  but  the  question  arises  how  far  the  enforce¬ 
ment  of  these  enactments  is  possible  with  the  existing 
means  at  the  command  of  the  department,  and  the  still 
wider  question  of  whether  the  enforcement  of  the  regula¬ 
tion  is  compatible  with  the  existence  of  the  industry.  I 
consider  the  fact  undeniable,  that  taking  the  Gulf  of  St. 
Lawrence  district,  if  the  above  quoted  regulations  were 
strictly  enforced,  not  one  single  packing  factory  could 
run  for  one  single  day ;  and  if  the  packers  whose  interest 
and  desire  it  undoubtedly  is  to  maintain  this  fishery  were 
to  attempt  to  enforce  the  law  ;  the  fishermen  would 
directly  reply  that  they  could  not  make  a  living  at  fishing 
with  adherence  to  those  regulations,  and  therefore  could 
not  fish  for  the  packers.” 

That  was  the  state  of  affairs  at  that  time,  and  that 
has  continued,  notwithstanding  any  reports  to  the 
contrary  made  by  the  inspectors  that  the  law  was 
complied  with.  I  know  Commander  Gordon.  He 
called  upon  me  when  he  got  his  commission  for  the 
protection  of  the  lobster  fisheries,  and  after  he  was 
sworn  in  he  told  me  he  was  going  to  carry  out  the 
regulations  to  the  letter.  I  told  him  that  in  that 
case  he  had  better  fine  every  factory  as  he  went 
along  because  it  was  impossible  to  carry  out  the  re¬ 
gulations.  We  had  to  close  up,  and,  as  a  matter 
of  fact,  every  factory  that  he  did  visit  was  fined. 
I  contend  now,  and  I  have  always  contended,  that 
the  actual  close  season  has  never  been  fairly  tested. 
From  one  season  to  another  there  have  been  exten¬ 
sions  of  time  which  have  made  the  close  seasons 
practically  untested  up  to  the  present  time.  I 
would  like,  myself,  to  see  the  close  season  strictly 
adhered  to,  and,  if  it  was  necessary  for  further  pro¬ 
tection  for  the  lobster  business,  that  the  time  should 
be  shortened.  I  may  say  that  my  colleague  and 
myself  waited  upon  the  Minister  with  reference  to 
having  these  slats  from  the  traps  put  closer  together, 
especially  ^s  regards  Prince  Edward  Island.  I  am 
speaking  of  Prince  Edward  Island  alone,  but  I 
think  what  suits  that  Island  will  suit  all  parts  of 
the  Gulf  of  St.  Lawrence,  with  the  exception  of  a 
small  portion  of  the  Straits  of  Northumberland.  We 
suggested  to  the  Minister  that  from  Cape  Traverse 
pier,  around  south  to  Cape  Bear,  and  around  East 
Point  to  North  Cape,  the  traps  be  allowed  to  be  1£ 
inches  between  the  slats,  and  in  consideration  of  his 
extending  that  favour,  we  would  be  willing  to 
allow  a  shortening  of  the  season  until  the  5th  July. 
But  owing  to  the  fact  that  on  Egmont  Bay  and  in 
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certain  portions  of  the  western  part  of  the  Island, 
the  lobsters  do  not  strike  in  as  early  as  in  some  other 
portions,  we  suggested  that  from  Cape  Traverse 
pier  to  North  Cape,  the  time  be  made  from  the  1st 
May  till  the  loth  July.  I  think  that  while  a  great 
many  fishermen  will  object  to  that  regulation  alto¬ 
gether,  still,  if  it  is  found  necessary  by  the  depart¬ 
ment  that  further  protection  than  the  close  season 
affords  should  be  had,  taking  that  part  of  the  Island 
from  East  Point  and  around  the  North  Side  up  as  far 
in  the  Straits  of  Northumberland  as  Cape  Traverse, 
if  the  regulation  was  made  of  11  inches  between 
the  slats,  and  the  time  shortened  to  the  5th  J uly, 
the  fishermen  would  be  fairly  well  satisfied,  better 
satisfied  than  they  would  be  if  the  slats  were  retained 
11  inches  apart,  although  the  time  was  allowed  to 
remain  up  to  the  15th  July  as  at  present.  I  might 
say  that  I  think  it  is  unfair  to  make  a  comparison 
of  the  Straits  of  Northumberland  and  the  Gulf  of 
St.  Lawrence  with  the  coast  of  Newfoundland,  or 
the  Atlantic  coast,  or  even  the  coasts  of  Great 
Britain  and  of  Norway  and  Sweden.  Me  know 
that  for  21  years,  I  think  it  is  now,  the  lobster 
industry  has  been  prosecuted  in  Prince  Edward 
Island,  and  the  fact  has  been  cpioted  that  people 
have  become  bankrupt  and  that  the  fishing  industry 
is  not  as  profitable  as  it  appears  to  be.  But  the  busi¬ 
ness  varies.  In  some  years,  after  a  great  scarcity 
of  lobsters,  we  will  have  an  abundant  catch.  That 
was  the  case  last  year,  and  on  that  account  this  year, 
and  owing  to  the  high  prices  of  lobsters  last  year,  a 
great  many  men  have  gone  into  the  industry,  and  I 
have  no  doubt  a  great  many  will  overdo  the  business. 
But  the  business  will  regulate  itself  because  next 
year  there  will  not  be  so  many  men  going  into  it. 
The  Straits  of  Northumberland  and  the  Gulf 
of  St.  Lawrence  are  looked  upon  as  being  the 
actual  breeding  ground  for  the  lobsters,  more 
so  than  either  the  Atlantic  coast  or  that  of 
Newfoundland,  and  in  proof  thereof,  if  the 
Minister  of  Marine  wants  proof,  I  have  only  to 
quote  this  fact,  which  will  be  borne  out  by  every 
member  from  Prince  Edward  Island,  that  five  or 
six  years  ago,  when  the  Hon.  Daniel  Davies  went  to 
great  expense  and  removed  some  lobster  factories 
to  the  coast  of  Newfoundland,  after  four  years 
he  had  exhausted  that  fishery  and  came  back  and 
put  his  plant  where  he  had  been  fishing  on  Prince 
Edward  Island  for  20  years  before  ;  and  last 
year  I  understand  that  in  each  of  his  factories  he 
put  up  1,600  or  1,700  cases  of  lobsters.  I  attribute 
that  to  the  fact  that  we  find  in  all  rocky  bottoms, 
say,  for  instance,  at  East  Point  on  Prince  Edward 
Island,  at  the  North  Cape,  and  at  all  other  places 
where  there  are  rocky  bottoms,  the  lobsters  are 
larger  in  size  and  scarcer  than  on  the  great  level 
parts  of  the  Island.  I  think,  also,  that  the  coast  of 
Newfoundland  is  not  a  breeding  ground  for  lobsters 
at  all,  owing  to  the  fact  of  the  water  being  so  very 
deep  and  the  space  of  ground  they  have  to  fish 
over  is  very  much  less  than  it  is  elsewhere,  because 
on  the  coasts  of  Prince  Edward  Island  or  the 
Magdalen  Islands  there  are  not  over  eight  or  ten 
fathoms  of  water.  The  lobsters,  I  believe,  are 
extending  all  over  that  coast,  and  just  move 
in  at  certain  seasons.  So  far  as  shortening 
the  season  is  concerned,  I  have  found  in  my 
experience  that  lobsters  do  not  commence  to  fall 
off  in  size  until  about  the  1st  or  5th  of  July, 
when  we  have  an  ordinary  season.  Now,  take 
this  season,  when  the  lobster  season  commences 
Mr.  McLban. 


about  the  1st  of  May  ;  if  we  should  have  a  warm 
summer  the  probability  is  that  we  would  have  a 
great  many  small  lobsters,  perhaps  soft-shell  lob¬ 
sters,  about  the  1st  of  July.  I  know  thatthe  fish¬ 
ermen  on  the  Island  would  rather  make  a  conces¬ 
sion  in  the  way  of  shortening  the  season  than  to 
have  any  restrictions  which  would  make  the  busi- 
ness  unprofitable  for  the  time  in  which  they  are 
fishing.  To  show  that  I  am  not  alone  in  this  opin¬ 
ion,  that  Prince  Edward  Island  and  the  Gulf  of  St. 
Lawrence  are  differently  situated,  so  far  as  fishing 
and  the  means  of  exhausting  fisheries  are  concern¬ 
ed,  I  will  just  read  a  report  from  the  fisheries  of 
Great  Britain,  and  it  is  taken  out  of  the  report  of 
the  Fishery  Commission  of  the  United  States.  It 
reads  as  follows  : — 

“  The  Fishery  Commissioners  in  England  in  the  years 
1875  and  1876  made  a  thorough  inspection  of  the  crab  and 
lobster  fisheries  of  the  English  and  Scottish  coasts.  All 
the  principal  fishing  stations  were  visited,  and  from  per¬ 
sonal  observations  and  the  testimony  of  fishermen  and 
dealers  a  very  elaborate  report,  embodying  every  detail 
of  their  investigations,  was  prepared  and  published  in 
1877.  The  conclusions  at  which  they  arrived  regarding 
the  state  of  the  fishery,  and  the  suggestions  made  for  its 
improvement  are  contained  in  the  following  extract  from 
their  report.” 

It  goes  on  to  speak  of  the  different  sections,  and 
the  condition  of  the  fish  in  the  different  sections. 
It  says  : 

“  It  is  no  easy  matter,  therefore,  to  compare  the  results' 
of  the  fishing  now-with  those  which  were  experienced  fifty 
or  twenty-five  years  ago.  The  take  now  is  divided  among 
a  greater  number  of  fishermen.  The  area  of  the  fishery 
has  been  greatly  extended.  On  the  whole,  however,  we 
believe  that  we  are  in  the  right  in  concluding  that  in  small 
fisheries,  or  fisheries  in  confined  areas,  there  has  been  in 
every  case  a  marked  decrease  offish  ;  while  in  large  and 
exposed  fisheries  there  has  been  no  decrease  whatever. 
Take,  for  example,  the  fisheries  of  the  Land’s  End,  the 
Lizard  and  the  Start,  All  these  fisheries  comprise  largo 
areas  of  sea  bottom,  all  of  them  in  exposed  situations, 
and  the  powers  of  man  have  been  hitherto  incapable  of 
exhausting  them.  But  there  are  other  fisheries  in  an 
exactly  opposite  position.  A  description  will  be  found, 
for  instance,  in  the  evidence  which  we  received  at  Wenr 
bury.  relating  to  a  small  fishery  off  the  Eddystone  Rocks. 
The  fishery  is  contained  in  a  few  acres,  and,  although  the 
situation  is  exposed,  the  area  is  so  small  that  the  fisher¬ 
men  have  been  able  to  exhaust  it.  The  same  conclusion 
is  true  of  the  fisheries  which  are  situated  in  confined  bays, 
such,  for  instance,  as  that  at  Falmouth.  The  fishermen 
there,  exposed  to  no  bad  weather,  are  able  to  pursue  the 
fishery  at  every  season  of  the  year.  High  prices  have 
induced  them  to  increase  the  efficiency  of  their  gear,  and 
the  gradual  decay  of  the  fishery,  which  over- fishing  has 
occasioned,  has  compelled  them  to  fish  harder  and  harder 
to  earn  a  livelihood.” 

I  claim  that  this  goes  to  prove  that  in  considering 
a  coast  like  that  of  Newfoundland  the  Minister  of 
Marine  and  Fisheries  should  be  very  careful  before 
he  accepts  even  an  expert’s  testimony  on  the  sub¬ 
ject,  when  the  conditions  are  altogether  different 
than  those  which  prevailed  in  the  Gulf  of  St.  Law¬ 
rence.  That  is  why  I  have  no  faith  in  Mr.  Neilsen’s. 
report,  -for  although  his  remarks  may  be  perfectly 
correct  as  regards  Newfoundland,  they  do  not 
apply  to  the  Gulf.  If  there  had  been  in  Newfound¬ 
land  during  the  past  twenty  years  the  same  number 
of  traps  on  the  coast  as  there  have  been  at  Prince 
Edward  Island  and  other  places  on  the  Gulf, 
lobster  fishing  in  Newfoundland  would  have  ceased 
altogether.  This  matter  connected  with  the  lobster 
fishing  industry  is  of  very  great  importance  to  the 
people  of  Prince  Edward  Island,  and,  as  the  Min¬ 
ister  of  Marine  and  Fisheries  has  stated,  it  has 
received  a  great  deal  of  attention  from  them,  and 
no  regulations  can  be  issued  by  the  department 
without  eliciting  great  interest  among  the  people. 
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The  industry  possesses  as  much  interest  to  Prince 
Edward  Island  as  one  involving  $30,000,000  would 
to  the  whole  Dominion,  and  the  House  will 
readily  understand  that  any  action  taken  by  the 
department  is  closely  watched  by  our  people. 
When  the  Bill  was  first  introduced  I,  and  those 
interested  in  this  industry,  strongly  protested 
against  it,  because  we  felt  that  the  industry 
could  not  be  prosecuted  with  profit  any  longer ; 
and  when  the  House  comes  to  consider  the  value 
of  an  industry  amounting  to  $750,000  annually 
to  a  small  province  like  Prince  Edward  Island,  it 
is  obvious  that  any  measure  that  would  make  it 
unprofitable  for  packers  and  fishermen  to  continue 
the  industry  would  be  doing  serious  injustice  to  the 
parties,  especially  if  the  Government  regulations 
proposed  were  not  such  as  were  in  the  interest  of 
the  business.  When  the  report  came  that  Mr. 
Neilsen  had  ascertained  that  a  lobster  of  10  inches 
could  get  through  a  trap  inches  in  width  between 
the  bars,  we  were  surprised,  and  my  own  experience 
has  not  fully  carried  out  this  view.  But  not  having 
tested  the  matter  I  could  not  state  positively  at  the 
time,  and  accordingly  I  requested  the  Minister  to 
allow  the  matter  to  stand  over  until  a  test  could  be 
made.  I  found  on  purchasing  a  dead  lobster  in  the 
city  that  a  94  inch  lobster  could  go  out  of  a  trap  with 
slats  1^  inches  in  width  ;  that  is  to  say,  it  could  be 
pushed  through  such  spaces.  I  claim  that  a  live 
lobster  will  go  through  a  smaller  space  than  you  can 
press  a  dead  one  through.  When  a  great  many 
lobsters  get  into  a  trap,  the  large  ones  drive  the  small 
ones  out.  I  am  not  able  to  say  that  the  results  of 
the  tests  with  live  lobsters  are  as  stated,  although 
I  understand  they  have  been  carried  out  by  Mr. 
Ogden. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  I  stated  to  the  contrary.  Mr. 
Neilsen’s  tests  were  not  borne  out. 

Mr.  McLEAN.  Mr.  Ogden’s  tests  bore  out 
what  I  wras  saying.  If  the  Minister  would  say 
that  he  is  prepared  to  establish  for  the  Island  the 
size  1^  inches  between  the  bars,  taking  the 
section  I  spoke  of,  I  think  the  fishermen  would 
meet  him  half  way  ;  and  if  the  Minister  would 
make  the  regulation  now  so  as  to  meet  the  appro¬ 
bation  of  the  fishermen  and  packers,  it  would  be 
strictly  enforced,  and  they  would  adhere  rigidly 
to  the  close  season.  They  always  have  been 
anxious  that  the  Minister  should  make  it  imper¬ 
ative  that  the  close  season  should  be  adhered  to. 
That  is  a  matter  which  the  packers  and  all  those 
engaged  in  the  factories  have  been  anxious  should  be 
carried  out  for  the  last  four  or  five  years.  I  might 
go  on  to  show  that  the  close  season  is  of  great  benefit 
to  the  lobster  fishery,  and  that  the  very  months 
we  have  the  close  season  are  the  months  which,  in 
my  opinion,  are  the  best  for  lobsters  to  be  pro¬ 
tected,  that  is  to  say  from  15th  July,  in  an  ordi¬ 
nary  season,  to  1  st  October.  In  all  countries  they  are 
protected  at  that  time.  That  being  the  case,  and  the 
lobster  packers  and  fishermen  knowing  that  in  July 
lobsters  cast  their  shells,  and  that  this  is  the  prin¬ 
cipal  breeding  season,  and  that  during  this  period 
the  lobsters  on  the  coast  are  smaller  and  fall  off’  in 
quality,  they  are  satisfied  to  even  shorten  the  sea¬ 
son  to  secure  the  other  concessions.  If  the  Minister 
makes  the  trap  14  inches  between  the  lower 
bars,  so  as  to  allow  8-inch  lobsters  to  escape, 
I  do  not  think  the  industry  can  be  carried  on  at  a 
profit  during  our  present  short  season,  especially 


in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  reports  of  the  factories 
in  the  Gulf,  as  well  as  in  Prince  Edward  Island 
show  that  55  per  cent  of  the  lobsters  taken  for  the 
factories  were  9  inches  and  under.  So  if  you  take 
30  per  cent  off  the  receipts  of  the  factory,  which 
would  be  the  case  if  8-inch  lobsters  were  allowed 
to  escape,  the  factory  being  in  operation  about 
45  days  in  a  year,  the  business  would  become 
unprofitable,  and  when  it  became  unprofitable 
to  the  packers,  it  would  certainly  be  unprofit¬ 
able  to  the  fishermen.  I  might  also  point  out, 
as  regards  the  fishing  in  the  Gulf,  that,  owing  to 
the  absence  of  a  market  for  fresh  lobsters,  it  is 
impossible  to  exhaust  the  supply  in  that  section. 
It  must  be  remembered  that  no  factories  can 
be  run  unless  4,000  lobsters  are  landed 
daily,  and  when  the  supply  falls  below  that 
number,  the  factory  must  be  closed.  This  would 
afford  a  groundwork  for  the  department  to  build 
up  the  industry  by  stopping  packing  altogether, 
and  allowing  the  fishery  to  increase  from  year  to 
year  until  it  has  become  profitable  again.  It 
is  different  where  fresh  fishing  is  carried  out  all 
the  year  round.  We  have  two  months  in  the  year 
during  which  lobsters  are  packed,  but  in  Maine 
fresh  fishing  goes  on  during  the  balance  of  the 
year,  and  for  that  fishing  the  largest  and  best  lob¬ 
sters  are  taken  to  market.  I  believe  these  depart¬ 
mental  regulations,  if  carried  out  in  the  way  I  have 
indicated,  will  be  satisfactory,  while  at  the  same 
time  the  packers  and  fishermen  believe  that  noth¬ 
ing  but  a  shortening  of  the  season  is  necessary. 
Coming  now  to  the  question  of  those  engaged  in 
this  business  being  obliged  to  take  out  licenses,  I 
may  say  that  much  dissatisfaction  was  expressed  at 
the  meeting  of  packers  held  in  Charlottetown  last 
spring,  when  they  learned  that  they  would  have  to 
pay  for  licenses  to  catch  lobsters,  for  in  their  opinion 
lobster-fishingshould  be  as  open  as  any  other  fishing. 
Of  course  the  license  fee  being  so  small,  if  the  other 
concessions  were  made,  I  do  not  think  that  the 
packers  or  the  fishermen  would  very  strongly  ob¬ 
ject.  I  wish  to  point  out  some  suggestions  to  the 
Minister  with  reference  to  the  label.  What  the 
hon.  gentleman  expects  to  do  by  having  a  label  is  to 
detect  those  who  pack  out  of  season,  and  that  no 
man  would  be  furnished  with  labels  to  put  on  his 
cases  who  packs  after  the  15th  July.  While  it  may 
serve  that  purpose  I  believe  it  will  be  an  injury  in 
another  way.  At  present  every  man  who  has  been 
packing  lobsters  for  any  length  of  time  has  his  brand 
pretty  well  established  either  in  the  American  or 
English  market,  and  now  when  these  labels  will  be 
put  on  all  these  cases  in  the  future,  dealers  on  the 
other  side  will  look  upon  it  that  these  lobsters  have 
been  packed  under  the  inspection  of  the  Dominion 
Government,  and  they  will  all  be  put  in  the  same 
category  and  all  be  judged  alike.  I  do  not  wish  to 
detain  the  House  longer  now,  but  I  will  have  some¬ 
thing  to  say  on  the  Bill  in  committee. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  Before  the  House  goes 
into  committee  on  this  Bill  I  wish  to  say  a  few 
words.  I  listened  to  the  statement  of  the  Minister 
of  Marine  and  Fisheries  very  carefully,  and  he  gave 
us  some  very  interesting  information,  and  so  far  as 
some  portions  of  his  Bill  are  concerned  I  think 
they  will  meet  with  universal  approval.  So  far  as 
other  portions  are  concerned  I  wish  to  submit  to 
him  that,  perhaps,  we  are  legislating  unwisely,  and 
we  are  certainly  legislating  somewhat  in  the  dark. 
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His  proposition  is  based,  in  the  first  place,  upon  the 
assumption  that  the  lobster  fisheries  are  being 
depleted  in  the  Maritime  Provinces  and  that  they 
require  the  protection  which  is  proposed,  the  sys¬ 
tem  of  licenses  and  the  close  season.  Of  course  it 
is  necessary  for  us  to  ascertain  whether  that  fact 
is  correct.  The  hon.  gentleman  was  kind  enough 
to  lay  some  statistics  on  the  Table  showing  the 
yield  of  lobsters,  and  my  hon.  friend  from  King’s 
(Mr.  McLean)  referred  to  the  yield  so  far  as  Prince 
Edward  Island  is  concerned.  I  did  not  understand, 
however,  that  he  referred  to  the  yield  of  1891.  As 
a  matter  of  fact  I  find  that  for  the  last  five  or  six 
years,  the  year  1891  has  shown  a  larger  take 
than  any  of  the  previous  five  years  in  the  whole 
Maritime  Provinces.  And  speaking  with  special 
reference  to  Prince  Edward  Island,  I  find  that 
there  were  in  the  year  1891,  3,670,000  one-pound 
cans  packed  at  a  value  of  $513,000,  which  was 
larger  than  for  the  years  1890,  1889,  1888, 

1887  and  1886,  and  as  large  as  in  the  years  1884  and 
1883.  Therefore,  taking  that  period  from  1883  to 
1891  the  returns  go  to  show  that  the  fisheries  there 
are  not  being  depleted,  and  the  same  would  appear 
from  the  total  yield  of  the  provinces.  If  we  take  the 
total  yield  in  value  of  the  lobster  fisheries  since  1885, 
we  find  that  in  1891  the  numberof  pounds  of  lobsters 
taken  was  27,000,000,  valued  at  $2,252,000,  which 
was  larger  than  in  the  year  1890,  1889  or  18S8. 
The  catch  in  1885  was  about  the  same  as  in  1891. 
There  are  nothing  in  the  figures  from  1885  to  1891, 
so  far  as  the  yield  of  the  whole  Maritime  Provinces, 
or  the  special  yield  of  Prince  Edward  Island  is 
concerned,  to  show  that  the  fishery  is  being  in  any 
way  depleted.  If  that  is  the  fact  I  wish  to  impress 
upon  the  hon.  gentleman  this  point :  In  my  humble 
opinion,  we  should  interfere  just  as  little  with  this 
trade  as  is  absolutely  necessary.  Leave  the  trade 
alone,  it  will  regulate  itself,  those  who  have  the 
money  invested  in  it  will  take  care  not  to  use  their 
fishery  in  such  a  way  as  to  destroy  the  goose  that 
lays  the  golden  egg.  It  is  oidy  when  you  establish 
the  position  that  the  fishery  is  depleted  that  you 
justify  legislative  interference  with  this  industry. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.  E.I. )  That  being  the  case  let 
us  see  what  the  remedy  has  been.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  sees  that  in  Prince  Edward  Island  greater 
attention  is  paid  to  this  question  than  in,  perhaps, 
any  other  province. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  I  would  like  to  know  whether 
the  hon.  gentleman  would  go  further  than  these 
figures  he  has  quoted  and  say,  that  in  his  own 
opinion  there  was  no  depletion  of  the  lobster 
fishery  and  that  it  is  in  as  good  condition  to-day  as 
ever  ? 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.  E.  I. )  There  has  been,  but  as 
my  hon.  friend  from  King’s  (Mr.  McLean)  points 
out,  there  is  no  fixed  depletion  from  year  to  year. 
Some  years  they  increase,  and  other  years  they 
are  less.  It  depends  upon  circumstances  which 
the  hon.  gentleman  does  not  know,  and  which  the 
scientists  have  not  yet  discovered.  I  will  acknow¬ 
ledge,  however,  that  the  size  of  the  lobsters  has 
decreased  very  much.  As  regards  the  close  season 
the  hon.  gentleman  knows  that  in  no  part  of  the 
Dominion  is  there  such  a  consensus  of  opinion  in 
favour  of  the  close  season  as  in  Prince  Edward 
Island.  The  people  there  have  been  asking  for  it 
for  years,  and  the  contention  they  have  submitted 
Mr.  Davies  (P. E.I. ) 


to  the  Minister  year  after  year  is  this  :  That  the 
elastic  close  season  which  enables  the  Minister 
from  time  to  time  to  extend  it  a  week  or  a  fort¬ 
night  or  20  days  has  been  the  curse  of  the  fisheries. 
The  people  of  Prince  Edward  Island  are  at  one 
with  him  in  his  proposition  to  have  a  close  season, 
and  to  have  an  arbitrary  time  fixed  which  the  dis¬ 
cretion  of  the  Minister  shall  not  enlarge  or 
diminish.  So  far  as  the  Bill  lays  down  that 
arbitrary  time  we  are  in  perfect  unison  with 
the  Minister.  Personally,  I  cannot  speak  as  to 
the  dates  mentioned  in  the  Bill,  but  I  be¬ 
lieve  that  they  commend  themselves  to  those 
interested  in  the  business.  That  being  the  case,  I 
want  to  submit  to  the*  consideration  of  the  hon. 
gentleman  the  following  facts.  Mr.  Neilsen  is  a 
gentleman  who  is  giving  his  time  and  attention  to 
this  business  and  whose  opinions  are  worthy  of  very 
great  weight.  But  neither  Mr.  Neilsen  nor  any¬ 
body  else  has  yet  been  able  to  master  this  subject 
so  that  his  conclusion  should  be  embodied  in  an 
Act  of  Parliament.  The  fishermen  themselves 
cannot  tell  you  wdiat  is  the  reason  of  the  increase 
or  decrease  from  year  to  year.  We  are  now  only 
in  the  experimental  stage  of  this  science,  and  I 
submit  that  we  should  be  very  careful  in  our  legis¬ 
lation,  and  not  legislate  beyond  our  knowledge.  I 
submit  to  the  hon.  gentleman  that  if  he  passes  his 
law  this  year  in  enacting  an  arbitrary  close  season, 
and  gives  that  a  chance,  and  sees  what  the  result 
of  that  arbitrary  close  season  will  be  ;  if  he  finds 
that  at  the  end  of  one  or  two  seasons  it  is  not  suffi¬ 
cient,  that  the  lobsters  are  being  destroyed,  and 
that  further  legislation  is  necessary,  if  he  comes 
down  to  the  House  I  am  sure  there  will  be  a 
unanimous  desire  to  strengthen  his  hands  in  any 
proper  direction.  I  do  not  think  it  is  desirable  that 
this  industry  should  be  hampered  by  those  engaged 
in  it  being  obliged  to  take  out  licenses  and  being 
placed  more  or  less  in  the  hands  of  local  officers, 
and  liable  to  fine  and  penalty,  and  having  their 
business  interfered  with  in  the  manner  suggested, 
until  the  Minister  or  his  officers  have  so  mastered 
the  subject  that  we  will  know  exactly  what  we 
are  legislating  about.  The  hon.  gentleman  was 
kind  enough  to  give  us  the  opinions  of  some  scien¬ 
tific  men  in  other  parts  of  the  world  on  this  subject. 
He  read  us  the  opinion  of  that  eminent  pisciculturist, 
Prof.  Buckland,  of  England,  who  was  appointed  a 
commissioner  on  the  crab  and  lobster  fisheries  of 
Norway  in  1885.  The  hon.  gentleman  will  remem¬ 
ber  that  the  same  gentleman  was  appointed,  in 
1887,  to  enquire  into  the  lobster  fisheries  of 
Norway  and  England.  Associated  with  him  was 
Spencer  Walpole,  Esq.,  and  they  submitted  a  joint 
report,  in  which  they  held  that  while  the  land- 
lock  bays  and  harbours  were  depleted  by  over¬ 
fishing,  there  was  no  evidence  to  show  that  the  sea 
coast  fisheries  were  being  depleted  at  all.  At  page 
11  of  this  report,  they  say  : 

“  The  whole  of  the  Cornish  evidence  may,  in  fact,  be 
summed  up  in  the  sentence  that  the  fisheries  in  bays  re¬ 
quire  protection,  but  that  the  large  fisheries  off  head¬ 
lands  or  in  deep  water  need  no  protection  from  the 
legislature.” 

Then,  on  page  12,  the  report  goes  on  : 

“  In  a  great  many  cases  it  is  not  very  easy  to  conclude 
whether  the  fishery  is  falling  off  or  not.  The  increase  in 
price  is  certainly  in  almost  every  case  greater  than  the 
decrease  in  the  supply.  The  take  in  many  cases  is  not  so 
large  as  it  used  to  be,  but  in  nearly  every  place  it  is  more 
valuable.  The  increased  price,  and  the  greater  facilities 
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which  railways  have  afforded  for  bringing  the  fish  to  mar¬ 
ket,  have  attracted  more  fishermen  to  the  pursuit,  and 
have  induced  them  to  follow  the  crabs  and  lobsters  into 
much  deeper  water  than  formerly.  It  is  no  very  easy 
matter,  therefore,  to  compare  the  results  of  the  fishing 
now  with  those  which  were  experienced  50  or  25  years  ago. 
The  take  now  is  divided  among  a  greater  number  of  fisher¬ 
men.  The  area  of  the  fishery  has  been  largely  extended, 
On  the  whole,  however,  we  believe  that  we  are  in  the 
right  in  concluding  that  in  small  fisheries,  or  fisheries  in 
confined  areas,  there  has  been  in  every  case  a  marked  de¬ 
crease  of  fish:  while  in  large  and  exposed  fisheries  there 
has  been  no  decrease  whatever.  Take,  for  example,  the 
fisheries  off  the  Land’s  End,  the  Lizard,  and  the  Start.  All 
these  fisheries  comprise  large  areas  of  sea  bottom,  all  of 
them  are  in  exposed  situations,  and  the  powers  of  man 
have  been  hitherto  incapable  of  exhausting  them.” 

i 

This  report  is  from  one  of  the  most  distinguished 
men  in  this  branch  of  pisciculture,  and  it  is  made 
after  a  great  deal  of  labour  and  the  taking  of  a 
great  deal  of  evidence.  He  shows  that,  while  it  is 
easy  to  fish  out  the  small  bays  or  harbours  in  two 
or  three  seasons,  the  shoals  of  lobsters  come  from 
deep  water,  and  it  does  not  seem  probable  at  all 
that  they  can  be  exhausted.  He  goes  on  to  speak 
of  suggestions  for  improvement,  and,  at  page  13, 
says  : 

“  As  regards  the  lobster  fishery,  three  suggestions  have 
been  made  to  us  for  its  improvement,  viz.,  the  institution 
of  a  gauge,  the  enactment  of  a  close  season,  and  the  prohi¬ 
bition  of  the  sale  of  berried  lobsters,  but  the  suggestion 
which  has  found  most  universal  favour  is  the  institution 
of  a  gauge.  In  Cornwall  and  Devonshire,  in  Yorkshire 
and  Northumberland,  the  fishermen  have,  almost  without 
exception,  suggested  that  no  lobster  should  be  sold  under 
a  length  of  about  8  inches.  The  same  recommendation 
was  made  to  us  by  the  great  fish  merchants  who  are  estab¬ 
lished  at  Hamble,  and  by  the  great  salesmen  in  Billingsgate 
market.  The  lobster,  it  must  be  stated,  is  not  measured 
in  the  same  way  in  all  parts  of  the  country.  On  the  north- 
cast  coast  it  is  usual  to  measure  it  from  the  tip  of  the  beak 
to  the  end  of  the  body  or  ‘barrel.’  At  Billingsgate,  at 
Hamble  and  on  the  whole  of  the  coasts  of  Devonshire  and 
Cornwall  the  lobster  is  measured  from  the  tip  of  the  beak 
to  the  end  of  the  tail.  On  the  north-east  coast  of  England 
it  was  suggested  to  us  that  no  lobster  should  be  taken 
under  4  inches  in  the  barrel.  In  the  rest  of  England  the 
almost  unanimous  recommendation  was  that  no  lobster 
should  be  taken  under  8  inches  in  length.” 

He  speaks  of  the  causes  which  in  some  parts  of 
England  have  led  to  a  decrease  in  the  fisheries,  and 
points  out  what  these  causes  are,  none  of  which 
exist  in  Canada.  Large  quantities  of  the  ova  of 
lobsoers  are  used  there  for  culinary  purposes,  and 
of  course  nothing  of  that  kind  exists  in  Canada. 
Leaving  the  lobster  fisheries  of  England,  he  turns 
his  attention  to  those  of  Norway  ;  and  let  us  see 
what  has  been  the  course  of  legislation  in  that 
country.  On  page  15  he  says  : 

“The  matter,  in  fact,  has  been  before  the  Norwegian 
Parliament  for  three  years  running.  ‘  During  the  last  ses¬ 
sion  of  the  Storthing,’  Mr.  Jones  writes,  ‘  a  royal  proposi¬ 
tion  was  laid  before  it,’  that  it  should  ‘  be  unlawful  at  any 
time  to  possess,  sell,  buy  or  receive  lobsters  under  8  inches 
in  length,  as  well  as  lobsters  in  spawn.’  The  rejection  of 
this  amendment  was,  however,  recommended  by  the  com¬ 
mittee  appointed  to  report  upon  it,  on  the  ground  that 
those  best  acquainted  with  the  subject  failed  to  recognize 
its  necessity,  and,  further,  that  the  enforcement  of  the 
provisions  of  the  proposed  amendment  would  be  attended 
with  much  difficulty  ;  that  from  the  statistical  facts  be¬ 
fore  the  committee  there  was  no  evidence  of  a  diminution 
of  the  supply  of  lobsters  of  late,  and  that  consequently 
the  circumstances  did  not  warrant  the  adoption  of  the  ex¬ 
traordinary  regulation  proposed,  which  would  be  justifi¬ 
able  only  when  there  was  a  prospect  that  without  such 
restrictions  the  fishery  in  question  would  materially 
suffer.” 

I  think  that  is  a  very  good  conclusion,  and  it  is 
based  on  very  good  reasons  ;  and  if  the  same  facts 
exist  here,  I  think  we  would  be  justified  in  coming 
to  the  same  conclusion.  The  report  concludes  by 
recommending  the  adoption  of  the  8-inch  gauge, 


and  the  result  of  this  recommendation  was  that  an 
Act  was  passed  in  England. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  That  is  practically  the  sugges¬ 
tion  here. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P. E.I.)  But  they  did  not  recom¬ 
mend  that  the  lobster  fisheries  of  England  should 
be  placed  under  license.  They  said  that  would  be 
resisted  by  the  fishermen  as  an  unnecessary  inter¬ 
ference  with  their  trade  and  business. . 

Mr.  TUPPER.  That  is  the  law  to-day,  the  8- 
incli  gauge. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P. E.I. )  The  gauge  was  enacted 
by  Parliament.  The  Imperial  statute  provided 
substantially  that  8  inches  in  length,  measured 
from  the  end  of  the  beak  to  the  tip  of  the  tail  when 
the  lobster  is  pressed  out  flat,  should  be  the  gauge. 
That  is  the  only  regulation  the  British  Parliament 
adopted.  They  left  the  fisheries  entirely  free,  be¬ 
cause  the  evidence  showed  that  the  fisheries  along 
the  deep-sea  coasts  were  not  depleted,  and  that 
the  powers  of  man  could  not  exhaust  them  ;  and 
they  agreed  with  the  conclusion  of  the  Norway 
commission  that  unless  you  can  prove  that  these 
fisheries  are  in  danger  of  being  destroyed,  you  are 
not  justified  in  hampering  those  engaged  in  them 
with  those  unnecessary  regulations.  I  submit  that 
the  lion,  gentleman  has  not  been  able  to  show  by 
experience,  what  size  of  lobsters  will  go  through 
the  U  inch  space  between  the  slats. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  We  have. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  You  have  Mr.  Neilsen’s 
opinion  obtained  in  Newfoundland.  I  do  not  accept 
that.  The  hon.  member  for  King’s  has  shown  from 
an  experiment  of  his  own  that  Mr.  Neilsen’s  opinion 
is  erroneous  ;  and  before  you  enact  a  hard  and  fast 
regulation  of  this  kind,  which  may  prejudicially 
affect  the  industry,  you  must  be  absolutely  sure  of 
your  facts  ;  there  can  be  no  reason  for  legislating  in 
a  hurry  here.  We  all  agree  that  a  close  season 
should  be  had.  Fishermen,  legislators  and  every¬ 
body  are  agreed  on  that  point,  and  let  us  adopt 
that,  and  see  what  its  adoption  will  result  in.  But 
let  us  interfere  as  little  with  the  business  as  pos¬ 
sible,  for  business  men  know  better  how  to  regulate 
their  business  than  do  legislators.  I  will  not 
discuss  the  details  of  the  Bill,  but  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  must  see  that  if  he  issues  this  license  it  will 
work  very  awkwardly.  It  places  thewhole  industry 
iu  the  hands,  not  of  the  department,  because  there 
would  not  lie  perhaps  so  much  complaint  about 
that,  but  in  the  hands  of  the  local  officials  and 
subordinates  who  can  harass,  worry  and  annoy 
at  their  sweet  will ;  and  there  is  nothing  a  man 
engaged  in  business,  and  whose  business  is 
limited  to  a  few  days,  dislikes  so  much  as  to  be 
hurried  and  annoyed  by  the  unnecessary  interfer¬ 
ence  of  some  petty  jack  in  office.  He  wants  to  be 
left  alone  and  ought  to  be  left  alone,  except  in  so 
far  as  the  necessities  of  the  case  absolutely  re¬ 
quire  and  justify  the  interference  of  Parliament. 
It  is  agreed,  that  we  should  interfere  to  the  extent 
of  having  a  close  season,  but  there  is  110  consensus 
of  opinion  that  we  should  interfere  further.  On  the 
contrary,  the  large  majority  of  business  men  wish 
to  be  left  alone  except  in  that  one  respect.  I  would 
urge  on  the  hon.  gentleman,  particularly  as  he  does 
not  propose  to  bring  that  clause  into  force  this  year, 
not  to  press  it  now,  but  to  take  this  season  for  the 
purpose  of  experimenting  and  ascertaining  with 
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certainty  just  what  length  and  size  of  fish  will  go 
through  the  space  he  proposes  for  these  laths.  We 
are  asked  to  legislate  on  insufficient  data.  If  the 
fishermen  have  notice  of  the  hon.  gentleman’s  in¬ 
tention  to  legislate  in  this  direction  at  some  future 
time,  they  can  try  experiments,  and  the  officers  of 
the  department  can  try  experiments  during  the 
coming  summer,  and  then  we  will  be  in  a  better 
position  to  legislate  next  session.  I  would  ask 
him  not  to  impose  these  licenses,  but  to  confine  his 
Bill. to  an  arbitrary  close  season. 

Mr.  KENNY.  If  I  justly  appreciate  the  argument 
of  the  hon.  gentleman,  he  is  satisfied  with  all  the 
provisions  of  the  Bill  except  that  one  which  relates 
to  a  license.  In  fact,  he  congratulated  the  Minister 
upon  the  success  which  has  attended  his  individual 
efforts,  and  those  of  his  officers  to  protect  this  im¬ 
portant  industry.  The  license,  the  hon.  gentleman 
must  remember,  does  not  concern  the  fishermen 
but  the  packers,  and  in  the  course  of  his  remarks 
he  pointed  out  to  us  that  in  his  opinion  there  is  no 
necessity  for  this  legislation  for  the  protection  of 
the  lobster  fishery,  because  in  the  Island  of  Prince 
Edward,  which  is  so  much  concerned  in  this  matter, 
there  lias  been  no  diminution  of  the  fishery. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  If  the  hon.  gentleman 
will  allow  me  to  correct  him,  I  said  that  last 
year’s  catch  showed  there  had  had  been  no  deple¬ 
tion  of  the  fishery  because  it  was  larger  than  the 
previous  five  years. 

Mr.  KENNY.  The  hon.  gentleman  went  fur¬ 
ther  than  that.  He  gave  us  in  proof  of  that  state¬ 
ment  the  condition  of  the  fisheries  from  1883  to 
1801.  I  desire  to  point  out  to  the  House  that  if 
that  is  the  opinion  which  the  hon.  gentleman  holds 
to-da.y,  it  was  not  his  opinion  in  1887,  when  the 
lobster  fishery  question  was  before  the  House.  He 
has  advised  us  that  we  should  be  absolutely  certain 
about  our  facts  before  we  deal  with  this  question. 
I  find  on  looking  back  to  the  Hansard  of  1887,  that 
Mr.  Flynn,  who  then  represented  the  County  of 
Richmond,  Nova  Scotia,  moved  for  certain  corre¬ 
spondence  connected  with  the  lobster  fisheries  in 
the  Province  of  Nova  Scotia  ;  and,  as  was  very 
natural  when  any  reference  was  made  to  the  lob¬ 
ster  fishery,  the  representatives  of  Prince  Edward 
Island  generally  took  part  in  that  debate.  The 
junior  member  for  Queen’s — I  mention  this  to  show 
how  different  the  views  which  hon.  gentlemen 
entertain  to-day  are  to  the  opinions  they  enter¬ 
tained  in  1887 — is  reported  to  have  said  : 

“  I  wish  to  sajT,  in  my  opinion,  the  whole  fishery  busi¬ 
ness  ought  to  be  put  a  stop  to  for  a  number  of  years.  I 
speak  trom  personal  observation.  I  have  been  in  a  great 
many  fisheries  in  Prince  Edward  Island  and  in  several  in 
New  BrunsAvick,  and  I  find  that  the  lobsters  are  very 
small.  Where  it  used  to  take  one  or  two  lobsters  to  fill  a 
can,  it  now  takes  six  or  seven  ,  and  it  is  really  disgraceful 
to  go  to  one  of  these  lobster  factories  and  see  the  thou¬ 
sands  of  small  fish  taken  out  of  the  sea.” 

My  hon.  friend,  I  notice,  when  his  colleague  from 
Queen’s  just  now  advised  us  to  be  careful  about 
our  facts,  applauded  that  sentiment.  I  wonder  if 
he  remembers  what  he  said  in  1887. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  The  hon.  gentleman  will 
remember  that  in  the  years  1887  and  1888  there 
was  almost  a  panic  among  the  fishermen,  because 
the  catch  had  fallen  to  about  1,446,000  lbs.  from 
3,670,000  lbs.,  which  it  had  been  in  1891,  or  to  one- 
fifth  in  1887  of  what  it  Avas  in  1891. 

Mr.  Davies  (P.E.I.) 


Mr.  KENNY.  That  does  not  change  the  fact 
that  1887  was  one  of  the  years  the  hon.  gentleman 
selected  when  he  quoted  the  whole  period  from 
1883  to  1891.  Let  me  read  what  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  himself  stated.  He  said  : 

“  I  am  glad  the  hon.  gentleman  has  brought  this  matter 
to  the  notice  of  the  House  as  it  is  a  very  important  one  to 
the  Maritime  Provinces.  I  am  very  glad  to  learn  from 
him  that  the  fishery  is  maintained  as  Avell  as  it  is  in  his 
province,  and  Avish  I  could  say  the  same  for  my  province. 
The  lobster  fishery  in  my  province,  Avhich  is  very  valua¬ 
ble,  is  gradually  becoming  diminished.  The  lobsters  are 
becoming  smaller  to  such  an  extent  that  some  of  the 
manufacturers  do  not  think  it  worth  while  to  keep  open 
at  all.” 

Yet  the  hon.  gentleman  has  made  the  statement 
here  this  afternoon  that  there  is  no  danger  of  a  de¬ 
pletion  of  this  important  industry  in  his  own  pro¬ 
vince, because  the  statistics  from  1883  to  1891,  which 
include  the  very  period  to  which  I  have  referred, 
sIioav  that  there  is  no  diminution.  I  remember 
another  debate  which  took  place  on  this  industry 
in  the  sessions  of  1889-90.  I  remember  distinctly 
that  there  was  a  great  conflict  of  opinion  among  the 
representatives  of  the  different  sections  of  the  Mari¬ 
time  Provinces,  and  I  think  Ave  came  to  the  con¬ 
clusion  pretty  unanimously  that  the  regulations 
laid  down  by  the  department,  even  at  that  day, 
were  in  the  general  interests  of  the  industry.  The 
hon.  gentleman  seems  to  draw  a  distinction  betAveen 
the  position  of  the  packers  and  that  of  the  fisher¬ 
men.  The  fisherman  is  charged  no  license  to-day. 
The  license  of  $5  per  annum  is  to  be  imposed  on 
the  packers,  and  I  am  bound  to  say,  from  the  infor¬ 
mation  which  has  reached  me,  the  Act  of  last  year, 
in  so  far  as  it  concerned  the  packers,  was  satisfac¬ 
tory,  and  they  do  not  desire  any  special  change  in 
the  legislation.  That  is  the  opinion  I  have  derived 
from  those  engaged  in  the  business. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  Does  the  hon.  gentleman 
speak  of  the  regulations  proposed  last  December  as 
being  the  last  ? 

Mr.  KENNY.  No  ;  I  speak  of  the  Act  of  last 
year.  No  change  in  legislation  has  really  been  asked 
by  the  packers,  so  far  as  I  am  informed.  Now,  re¬ 
ferring  to  that  debate  of  past  years  it  Avas  shown 
conclusively  that  a  close  season  Avas  necessary,  that 
it  should  be  strictly  enforced,  that  the  slightest  de- 
A’iation  from  it  should  be  punished,  that  it  Avas  a 
question  whether  Ave  should  give  the  Minister  in 
charge  of  the  department  any  discretionary  poAver, 
that  the  more  strictly  the  regulations  were  adhered 
to,  the  better  it  would  be  and  the  more  it  would  be  in 
the  interests  of  both  the  fishermen  and  the  packers. 
I  think  in  one  of  these  debates  it  was  pointed  out 
that,  in  Prince  Edward  Island,  the  indications 
Avere  that  the  fishery  was  diminishing,  and  I  am 
glad  indeed  to  hear  such  is  not  the  case,  but  I  think 
it  is  largely  due  to  the  fact  that  the  regulations 
which  were  imposed  by  the  department  have  been 
strictly  and  closely  adhered  to,  and  I  am  glad  to 
find  this  afternoon  that  on  a  Bill  of  so  much  impor¬ 
tance  there  is  a  very  general  consensus  of  opinion 
that  it  is  in  the  interests  of  the  fishery  and  of 
those  engaged  in  it.  The  only  fault  which  might 
be  found  Avith  the  Bill  is  in  regard  to  the  matter  of 
insisting  that  the  packers  shall  be  subjected  to  a 
license.  I  am  glad  that  the  Bill  receives  such  gene¬ 
ral  assent. 

Mr.  WELSH.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  referred 
to  some  words  that  I  uttered  in  this  House  in 
1887  in  reference  to  this  lobster  business.  Every 
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word  I  stated  in  1887  was  correct,  and  the  hon. 
gentleman  approved  of  it  at  the  time,  or  at  all 
events  he  never  contradicted  it. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  He  says  it  is  correct  now. 

Mr.  WELSH.  It  required  that  a  close  season 
should  be  strictly  enforced  and  that  has  been  done, 
and,  by  the  returns,  we  find  the  lobster  fishery  is 
increasing  and  not  being  depleted,  and  until  there 
is  some  evidence  that  the  fishery  is  growing  less  I 
should  object  to  any  interference  with  the  trade  of 
the  lobster  packers.  My  hon.  friend  the  member 
for  King’s  (Mr.  McLean)  is  fully  posted  in  this 
matter,  and  any  statement  he  makes  on  the  floor  of 
this  House  I  am  prepared  to  stand  by.  He  has  a 
great  deal  of  experience  in  it,  and  I  also  agree  with 
the  remarks  that  have  fallen  from  my  colleague  for 
Queen’s  (Mr.  Davies),  and  would  oppose  any  inter¬ 
ference  with  the  rights  of  the  lobster  packers 
excepting  in  enforcing  this  close  season.  I 
think  the  proposal  to  impose  a  license  is  an 
interference  with  the  rights  of  the  fishermen ; 
and  then,  as  to  the  Stamp  Act,  we  know 
what  has  happened  through  Stamp  Acts  being  en¬ 
forced  on  the  people  before  this.  If  you  are  going 
to  bring  that  in  again  on  our  mercantile  people,  it 
will  be  rather  dangerous.  It  has  a  tendency  also 
to  misrepresent  the  facts.  You  put  a  stamp  on  these 
packages,  and  it  goes  abroad  at  once  that  these 
lobsters  were  packed  under  the  inspection  of  the 
(Government  of  Canada  and  that  they  w'ere  all  good. 
That  is  a  very  dangerous  and  a  very  wrong  princi¬ 
ple.  If  the  lobster  packers  are  to  be  qualified  with 
a  -$5  license  fee  I  will  not  object,  but  yet  I  think 
the  Government  should  not  impose  that  tax.  I 
think  the  Government  is  quite  right  in  enforcing 
the-  close  season,  but  I  think  the  heavy  fine  of  $400 
for  placing  the  laths  at  If  inches  distance  requires 
more  consideration.  I  agree  with  my  colleague 
that  it  would  be  well  to  let  this  matter  stand  over 
for  another  year  that  it  might  be  better  considered. 

Mr.  PERRY.  I  think  the  lobster  industry  in 
the  lower  provinces  is  of  such  importance  that  the 
House  can  profitably  spend  a  few  hours  in  discuss¬ 
ing  it.  I  was  surprised  to  hear  the  senior  member 
for  Halifax  (Mr.  Kenny)  declare  that  the  senior 
member  for  Queen’s  County  (Mr.  Davies)  had  made 
a  serious  mistake  when  he  spoke  in  1887  in  one 
strain  in  regard  to  the  lobster  fishery  in  Prince 
Edward  Island  and  had  now  spoken  in  a  different 
strain.  I  deny  that.  My  hon.  friend  was  quite 
correct.  The  year  1887  was  the  last  year  that 
showed  a  depletion  of  the  lobster  catch  around  the 
shores  of  Prince  Edward  Island,  and  since  that  the 
catch  has  increased,  because  the  regulations  have 
been  enforced.  As  far  as  the  fishermen  themselves 
and  the  packers  have  been  able  since  1887,  they 
have  enforced  the  regulations  which  were  not  en¬ 
forced  before,  and  the  number  of  lobsters  caught 
around  the  shores  of  Prince  Edward  Island  have 
consequently  increased.  I  am  not  going  to  repeat 
what  has  been  so  well  expressed  by  the  member 
for  King’s  County  (Mr.  McLean),  and  the  member 
for  Queen’s  County  (Mr.  Davies).  The  member 
for  King’s  County  is  an  expert  in  this  matter.  He 
thinks  that  an  inch  between  these  laths  is 
sufficient,  but  the  Minister  thinks  it  should  be 
an  inch  and  a  half.  My  opinion  is  that  people 
who  have  hundreds  of  thousands  of  dollars 
invested  in  this  industry  should  be  the 
best  judges.  I  suppose  the  Minister  himself  never 


went  fishing  for  lobsters  and  knows  nothing  about 
it  except  what  other  people  tell  him.  His  infor¬ 
mation  is  gained  at  second  hand,  and  is  not  to  be 
compared  with  knowledge  possessed  by  my  hon. 
friend  from  Queen’s  County.  There  is  a  strong 
determination  on  the  part  of  the  packers  of  Prince 
Edward  Island  in  favour  of  maintaining  a  close 
season.  I  do  not  know  why  there  should  be  a 
difference  made  between  the  breadth  of  the  laths 
on  one  side  and  on  the  other.  I  contend  that  the 
lobsters  are  all  about  the  same  size,  so  that  a  lobster 
under  9  inches  on  the  north  side  of  the  island  is  no 
stouter  and  no  smaller  than  a  lobster  of  the  same 
measurement  on  the  east  side  of  the  island.  I  do 
not  see  the  necessity  for  making  a  difference  between 
the  two,  though  I  think  they  strike  earlier  the  part 
of  the  Island  from  Miminegash  down  than  they  do  on 
the  east  side  from  West  Point  to  Cape  Traverse.  I 
think  it  was  a  step  in  the  right  direction  to  extend 
the  time  there.  There  is  no  comparison  between  the 
catching  of  small  lobsters  in  bays  and  rivers  and 
the  catching  of  small  lobsters  along  the  Gulf  shores. 
In  bays  and  rivers  they  are  in  smooth  water,  and 
there  is  no  hurry  to  get  away  from  a  storm,  and 
they  have  time  to  take  out  any  small  lobster  that 
they  find  in  the  trap  and  put  it  back  in  the  water. 
There  is  a  wide  difference  between  that  and  the 
fishermen  who  are  fishing  on  the  Gulf  shore.  We 
have  been  told  here  by  men  of  experience,  we  have 
been  told  by  the  member  for  King’s  County  (Mr. 
Lean),  we  have  been  told  by  other  gentlemen,  that 
out  of  the  two  months  now  allowed  to  fish  by  the 
regulations,  that  is  from  the  loth  May  to  the  loth 
July,  there  are  only  about  40  fishing  days.  Taking 
out  the  Sundays  and  the  holidays,  the  stormy  days 
must  be  included  to  make  up  the  60  days.  I  can 
tell  you  that  on  many  occasions  these  fishermen 
risk  their  lives  to  go  out  and  catch  a  few  lobsters  ; 
they  are  obliged  to  do  it,  for  they  have  no  other 
way  of  living.  When  the  boat  pitches  in  the  waves 
and  the  wind  blows  hard,  they  have  no  time  to 
watch  and  see  whether  the  lobster  is  shorter  or 
smaller  than  the  size  prescribed.  I  believe  that 
taking  everything  into  account  the  fishermen  have 
carried  out  the  regulations,  so  far  as  size  is  con¬ 
cerned,  as  Avell  as  could  be  reasonably  expected 
by  the  Government  or  by  the  department  ;  and 
having  done  that,  I  think  they  rather  deserve 
credit  and  protection  than  to  be  embarrassed  by 
such  regulations  as  they  will  not  be  able  to  carry 
out.  Now,  the  fishermen  are  not  rowdies,  they  are 
not  men  inclined  to  break  the  law,  in  fact  they  are 
a  very  civil  class  of  people  and  they  would  be 
standing  in  their  own  light  if  they  broke  the  rules 
or  regulations.  Why  do  you  want  to  pass  such  rules 
and  regulations  as  will  drive  the  ten  thousand  people 
on  the  Prince  Edward  shore  engaged  in  the  fishing 
industry  and  helping  to  swell  the  population  of 
this  country — why  do  you  want  to  shut  them  out 
and  send  them  off  to  the  United  States  ?  Keep 
them  there,  and  the  way  to  keep  them  there  is  to 
give  them  a  chance  of  earning  a  living.  Now,  with 
respect  to  this  license,  I  do  not  object  to  the 
amount  of  $5,  I  would  not  even  object  to  $50,  so 
far  as  the  fee  is  concerned,  but  I  object  to  the  prin¬ 
ciple  of  the  license.  The  Minister  has  not  shown 
this  House  any  reason  why  this  fee  should  be  paid. 
He  wants  to  reserve  to  himself  the  power  of  say¬ 
ing  who  shall  have  a  right  to  fish  and  who  shall 
not.  If  I  am  not  a  friend  of  the  Government,  if  I 
am  not  a  friend  of  the  Minister,  I  may  not  get  a 
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license,  I  am  altogether  in  his  hands.  Is  that  the 
way  to  encourage  the  fishing  industry  ?  I  do  not 
understand  why  the  Minister  has  not  shown  reasons 
why  this  license  should  be  given.  Let  me  tell  him 
that  it  requires  the  whole  winter  for  a  man  to 
prepare  himself  to  carry  on  the  lobster  fishery 
around  those  shores.  Supposing  he  begins  in 
January  to  get  ready,  in  April  has  completed  his 
sails,  boats  and  traps,  and  has,  perhaps,  invested 
$5,000  or  $10,000  in  this  industry  ;  he  then  ap¬ 
plies  to  the  Minister  of  Marine  and  Fisheries  ;  the 
Minister  may  know  nothing  about  him,  but  some¬ 
body  on  the  shore,  somebody  else  of  jealous  spirit, 
will  write  to  the  department  and  say  :  Don’t  give 
this  gentleman  a  license,  he  is  a  nuisance,  he 
canvassed  strongly  against  the  Government  on 
election  days.  Now,  these  things  have  been  done; 
I  know  they  have  been  carried  out  in  a  different 
shape,  but  they  will  be  carried  out  in  this  shape. 
They  have  been  carried  out  in  the  matter  of  the 
fishing  bounties.  I  know  in  my  own  district,  in 
the  township  where  I  live,  there  are  12  or  15  fisher¬ 
men  who  made  application  to  the  department  for 
their  bounty  for  last  year,  and  they  have  been  re¬ 
fused,  and  they  are  all  Liberals.  I  am  not  aware 
of  one  Conservative  who  was  refused.  Is  that  not 
carrying  the  powers  given  to  the  department  a 
little  too  far  ?  They  will  be  carried  out  in  the 
same  way  under  this  license  regulation.  Instead 
of  compelling  men  to  carry  out  this  license  regula¬ 
tion  and  throwing  impediments  in  the  way  of  the 
fishermen  opening  out  channels  that  will  enable 
them  to  pursue  an  honest  livelihood,  the  Govern¬ 
ment  ought  to  make  their  lot  easier.  I  am  totally 
opposed  to  the  principle  of  the  license.  The 
Minister  might  as  well  ask  me  to  pay  a  license  for 
farming  so  many  acres  of  land. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  The  Bill  does  not  propose  anj7- 
thing  of  the  kind.  We  do  not  propose  to  ask  the 
fishermen  to  pay  $1  ;  it  is  the  packer. 

Mr.  PERRY.  If  the  packer  does  not  invest  his 
money  in  that  industry,  the  fisherman  will  not  en¬ 
gage  in  fishing.  I  understand  that  well ;  perhaps  the 
Minister  understands  it  too,  but  he  does  not  wish 
to  say  -so.  That  fee  of  $5  must  come  out  of  the 
fishermen.  The  stamps  that  the  packer  has  to  pay 
for  to  put  on  the  box,  must  also  come  out  of  the 
fishermen  in  the  end.  That  is  no  guarantee  that 
the  lobster  is  of  good  quality,  it  merely  goes  to  show 
that  the  lobster  has  been  caught  in  a  lawful  way. 

It  being  six  o’clock,  the  Speaker  left  the  Chair. 

After  Recess. 

Mr.  PERRY.  When  the  House  rose  I  was  offer¬ 
ing  some  remarks  with  respect  to  the  license  which 
the  Minister  of  Marine  and  Fisheries  proposes  to 
impose  on  lobster  packers.  I  am  totally  opposed 
to  the  license  system,  not  so  much  as  to  the  amount 
of  the  fee  but  as  to  the  principle  involved.  I  do 
not  know  what  the  lion,  gentleman  expects  to  gain 
by  imposing  licenses  on  packers,  and  I  observe  from 
the  Bill  that  these  licenses  will  have  to  be  renewed 
from  year  to  year.  I  fail  to  see  the  sense  of  estab¬ 
lishing  these  licenses.  If  the  hon.  Minister  expects 
to  limit  the  number  of  those  who  will  obtain  permits 
to  pack  lobsters,  then  there  will  be  injustice  done. 
A  person  may  be  prepared  to  invest  $10,000  capital 
in  the  packing  business,  and  the  Minister  maj7  come 
to  the  conclusion  that  there  is  no  room  for  him  and 
Mr.  Perry. 


may  refuse  him  a  license.  Surely  in  that  case 
injustice  would  be  done.  If  the  hon.  gentleman 
does  not  intend  to  limit  the  number  of  packers, 
what  is  the  use  of  the  license  ?  We  have  not  yet 
learned  who  is  the  person  to  be  charged  with 
issuing  these  licenses.  It  may  be  a  fishery 
guardian  or  a  special  officer  to  be  appointed. 
At  all  events,  this  Bill  gives  absolute  power  re¬ 
specting  fishery  regulations  to  the  Minister,  or  his 
deputy,  or  his  officers,  as  to  the  parties  who  shall 
obtain  licenses  for  lobstter  fishing.  A  man  might 
be  prepared  to  go  into  the  business  and  have  both 
boats  built,  stages  erected,  three  sets  of  boilers, 
and  other  apparatus  secured,  and  when  all  these 
preparations  have  been  completed  the  Government 
might  refuse  him  a  license.  The  applicant  could 
do  nothing,  and  there  would  be  a  hardship  com¬ 
mitted.  If  the  Minister  is  of  the  opinion  that  it 
is  necessary  to  issue  licenses  in  order  that  the  num¬ 
ber  of  packers  might  not  become  too  numerous,  he 
is  mistaken.  The  people  of  our  provinces  who  en¬ 
gage  in  that  industry  are  not  willing  to  invest 
capital  in  it  with  the  prospect  of  loss,  and  are  well 
aware  that  when  the  business  becomes  over-crowded 
it  will  be  conducted  at  a  loss.  As  I  am  a  free  trader 
in  every  sense  of  the  term,  I  am  a  free  trader  in 
this  matter.  Instead  of  harassing  packers  by 
adopting  a  license  system,  we  should  encourage 
every  man,  who  possesses  courage  and  capital  to 
invest  his  money  in  developing  the  fisheries.  We 
know  it  is  a  risky  business.  We  are  aware  ,  that 
storms  may  sweep  along  the  coast  and  destroy 
valuable  property,  including  the  traps  and 
other  appliances  used  in  fishing  operations. 
The  license  fee  of  $5  is  payable  every  year. 
It  must  ultimately  come  out  of  the  pockets  of  the 
producers,  the  men  who  catch  the  fish,  because 
he  will  receive  so  much  less  per  hundred  for  the 
lobsters  than  they  would  receive  if  this  penalty  or 
license  fee  were  not  imposed  on  the  packers  for 
whom  they  were  fishing.  Then  there  is  to  be  a 
license  fee  of  2  cents  on  every  case  holding  48  one- 
pound  cans  of  lobsters.  The  certificate  to  be  placed 
on  the  can  does  not  show  the  quality  of  the  lobster, 
whether  1st,  2nd  or  3rd,  but  it  only  shows  that  the 
lobster  was  caught  lawfully.  But  it  is  well  known 
that  if  the  fish  is  not  taken  lawfully,  the  law  is 
violated  and  the  offender  is  liable  to  a  penalty.  It 
is  useless  to  issue  a  certificate  to  show  that  it  was 
caught  lawfully  and  not  contrary  to  the  law.  The 
license  says  : 

“  Such  licenses  shall  only  be  granted  after  an  applica¬ 
tion  in  writing  has  been  filed  with  the  nearest  fishery 
officer,  or  collector  of  customs,  by  the  owner  of  the  traps, 
nets  or  other  devices,  setting  forth  the  number  and  de¬ 
scription  of  such  traps,  nets  or  other  devices,  and  after  the 
issue  of  the  license  has  been  authorized  by  the  Minister  of 
Marine  and  Fisheries.” 

This  license  states  positively  the  number  of  traps 
which  the  man  receiving  the  license  is  permitted  to 
use.  Suppose  a  man  got  a  license  for  a  thousand 
traps,  and  he  subsequently  had  one  over  that 
number,  he  would  be  violating  the  regulations  and 
would  be  liable  to  a  penalty. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  The  license  has  nothing  to  do 
with  the  traps. 

Mr.  PERRY.  I  see  it  so  stated  in  the  Bill. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  Not  in  the  reprinted  Bill,  and 
the  first  Bill  has  been  considerably  amended.  The 
hon.  gentleman  will  take  the  statement  from  me 
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that  the  license  only  applies  to  packers  and  not  to 
traps. 

Mr.  PERRY.  I  have  only  one  Bill  before  me, 
and  if  the  Bill  has  been  reprinted  it  should  be  dis¬ 
tributed  to  members.  I  am  not  in  favour  of  the 
proposed  license.  It  is  not  required,  it  will  remedy 
no  evil,  and  I  believe  it  is  objectionable,  because  it 
places  special  powers  in  the  hands  of  the  Minister 
and  his  department.  The  provision  that  a  certificate 
of  the  value  of  two  cents  is  to  be  placed  on  every 
box  of  lobsters  is  a  farce,  and  can  do  no  service.  I 
repeat  that  this  certificate  will  not  be  any  guide  as 
to  the  quality,  and  the  penalty  imposed  for  taking 
fish  out  of  season  is  in  itself  sufficient  protection. 
I  am  aware  that  when  the  lobster  packers  met  in 
Charlottetown  last  winter,  they  unanimously  passed 
strongly  worded  resolutions,  and  no  people  can 
know  the  requirements  of  the  business  better  than 
those  men  who  have  their  money  invested  therein. 
They  were  unanimously  opposed  to  the  license  sys¬ 
tem,  but  they  were  earnestly  in  favour  of  a  close 
season.  Since  the  Minister  has  relaxed  certain 
provisions  of  the  regulations  our  people  are  carry¬ 
ing  out  strictly  the  close  season,  and  since  that 
time  it  has  been  clearly  established  that  the  quantity 
of  lobsters  has  been  increased  and  that  the  catch  last 
year  was  better  than  the  catch  five  years  ago.  This 
goes  to  show  that  instead  of  the  packers  destroying  the 
lobster  fisheries  they  are  acting  in  a  manner  to  protect 
them.  Having  done  that,  I  say  they  ought  to  get  the 
protection  which  the  Government  is  entitled  to  give 
them,  and  they  ought  to  be  encouraged  and  sup¬ 
ported  and  every  facility  afforded  to  them,  instead 
of  having  every  obstacle  thrown  in  their  way.  I 
am  favourable  to  the  close  season.  I  believe  out- 
packers  and  fishermen  are  willing  to  stick  closely  to 
the  regulations' of  the  Minister  of  Marine  and  Fish¬ 
eries  in  that  respect.  They  have  tried  to  carry  out 
the  close  season  as  far  as  they  could,  but  I  think  it 
is  wrong  and  unjust  and  unfair  to  impose  upon 
them  rules  and  regulations  and  penalties  which 
they  are  not  able  to  comply  with.  I  say  that  the 
license  fee,  small  as  it  is,  is  a  penalty  which  inflicts 
a  hardship  upon  the  packers,  and  ultimately  on 
the  catchers  of  the  fish.  I  say  it  is  not  required, 
because  under  a  license  system  the  Minister  shall 
have  power  to  say  who  may  engage  in  the  industry, 
and  he  will  be  able  to  say  Peter  shall  have  a  license 
but  Paul  shall  not.  That  is  an  injustice,  and  I  do 
not  see  any  other  object  to  it  than  to  add  to  the 
number  of  the  staff  who  are  already  representing 
the  Government  welfare  there,  and  who  are  pre¬ 
pared  to  dance  attendance  on  them  at  every  beck. 
I  do  not  say  that  that  is  the  intention  of  the  Min¬ 
ister,  but  I  merely  point  out  that  these  things  can  be 
done.  There  should  be  no  restriction  which  will 
prevent  people  who  wish  to  invest  their  cap¬ 
ital  in  an  important  industry  in  this  country. 
If  a  man  is  willing  to  invest  $10,000  capital  in  this 
industry  and  is  ready  to  feed  two  or  three  hundred 
fishermen  along  the  shores  of  the  Lower  Provinces, 
he  should  have  every  facility  to  do  so  and  should 
not  need  to  seek  a  license.  We  know,  Sir,  that  the 
lobster  fishery  is  not  even  so  well  protected  as 
either  the  cod  or  mackerel  fishery.  We  know  that 
few  of  the  appliances  which  they  need  to  carry  on  this 
industry  come  here  duty  free.  They  are  met  in  the 
United  States  with  a  heavy  duty  on  the  can,  when  for 
want  of  a  market  elsewhere  they  are  obliged  to  send 
their  lobsters  across  the  line.  That  being  the  case 


I  say  that  if  the  Government  is  patriotic  and  takes 
a  proper  view  of  the  case  they  will  place  no  further 
obstacles  in  the  way  of  the  men  who  have  their 
capital  invested,  and  the  hard  working  fishermen 
to  make  a  living  out  of  this  industry.  On  the 
contrary  it  should  be  the  effort  of  the  Government 
to  give  every  facility  for  the  business  and  to  show 
themselves  anxious  to  encourage  trade  into  this 
country.  I  contend  that  •  these  regulations  are  an 
instance  of  another  restriction  which  they  are  plac¬ 
ing  on  trade,  and  the  Bill  introduced  here  last 
year  to  prevent  seining  by  our  people  within  three 
miles  of  the  shore  was  another  example.  The 
Minister  drove  the  thin  end  of  the  wedge  in  then, 
and  now  he  is  putting  the  whole  wedge  in 
and  clinching  it  on  the  other  side  with  a  mallet. 
In  my  opinion,  if  this  legislation  is  carried  into 
operation  a  great  many  of  the  lobster  packers  will 
have  to  close  up. 

Mr.  BURNS.  Mr.  Speaker,  any  measure  that 
has  for  its  object  the  protection  of  such  an  impor¬ 
tant  industry  as  the  lobster  fishery  is  one  that 
should  receive,  and  no  doubt  will  receive,  every 
consideration  at  the  hands  of  this  House.  I  have 
formed  a  very  favourable  opinion  of  the  Bill  as 
proposed  to  be  amended,  from  the  explanations 
given  by  the  Minister  of  Marine  and  Fisheries,  and 
I  think  that  it  has  not  only  for  its  object  the 
protection  of  the  lobster  industry,  but  that  it 
also  has  within  it  the  elements  that  will  give  pro¬ 
tection  to  the  fishermen.  The  opinions  that  I  had 
formed  of  the  Bill  have  not  been  in  any  way  chang¬ 
ed  by  the  observations  addressed  to  the  House  by 
the  gentlemen  who  have  spoken  on  the  other  side. 
What  are  the  main  features  of  this  Bill?  First, 
there  is  a  proposition  to  license  the  factories,  then 
to  fix  the  space  between  the  laths  of  the  lobster 
traps,  and  next  the  imposition  of  a  fee  of  $5.  Now 
Sir,  to  my  mind  the  placing  of  this  fishery,  so  far  as 
the  packers  are  concerned,  under  a  license  system, 
will  go  a  long  way  towards  providing  for  proper 
supervision  of  the  packing.  The  fee  which  it  is 
proposed  to  impose  is  a  nominal  one.  It  is  a  mere 
trifle  and  cannot  be  regarded,  as  was  stated  by 
the  hon.  gentleman  who  has  last  spoken,  in  any  • 
way  as  a  tax.  Neither  can  the  fee  which  it 
is  proposed  to  impose  for  the  stamp,  or  for 
stencilling  the  case,  be  considered  as  a  tax  ;  rather 
it  can  be  said  that  the  payment  of  this  nominal 
amount  will  tend  to  enhance  the  value  of  the  pro¬ 
ducts  of  the  packers.  I  think  it  must  be  appar¬ 
ent  to  every  person  who  has  given  the  trade  any 
thought  whatever,  that  the  value  of  the  lobsters 
packed  will  be  considerably  enhanced  in  the  mar¬ 
kets  to  which  they  may  be  sent,  by  reason  of  this 
stamp,  which  will  go  to  show  that  the  lobsters 
were  packed  under  Government  supervision.  The 
advantage  which  certainly  would  be  derived, 
would  far  more  than  compensate  for  the  mere 
nominal  outlay  that  would  be  required  from  the 
packers.  My  hon.  friend  from  Prince  (Mr.  Perry) 
said,  or  he  led  me  to  suppose,  that  he  believed 
there  was  a  duty  on  the  tin  that  was  used  by  the 
packers.  My  knowledge  of  the  tariff  leads  me  to 
say  that  not  only  is  the  tin  free,  but  the  twine  that 
is  used  in  the  construction  of  the  traps  is  free, .  so 
that  my  hon.  friend’s  argument  on  this  score  has 
no  foundation  whatever.  As  regards  the  second 
feature  of  the  Bill,  the  proposition  to  regulate  the 
space  between  the  laths,  as  a  matter  of  fact 
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*t  is  proposed  to  make  very  little  if  any  alteration 
n  the  regulations  already  in  force.  The  present 
regulation — at  all  events  if  not  established  by 
regulation  it  is  established  by  practice — is  to  leave 
1^  inches  space  which  is  the  width  of  the  lath. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  There  is  no  regulation 
on  that. 

Mr.  BURNS.  I  say  that  the  actual  practice  is 
to  leave  a  space  of  1£  inches  which  is  the  space 
of  the  lath.  It  is  not  proposed  to  interfere  in  any 
way  with  that  practice  by  this  Bill,  except  to 
the  extent  that  if  the  fishermen  choose  to  adhere 
to  that  practice  they  must,  as  stated  by  the  hon. 
Minister,  consent  to  a  reduction  of  ten  days  in  the 
time  of  fishing.  But  if,  on  the  other  hand,  they 
wish  to  adopt  the  space  provided  by  the  Bill,  that 
is,  1^  inches,  then  they  can  have  the  full  period 
allowed  for  fishing  under  the  present  regulations. 
So  that  I  do  not  see  that  any  evil  results  whatever 
can  follow  from  the  operation  of  the  Bill  in  this 
particular.  As  regards  the  falling  off  of  the  fishery, 
from  my  knowledge  of  the  trade — and  I  speak  from 
a  New  Brunswick  standpoint — it  is  quite  evident 
that  a  very  serious  falling  off.  indeed,  took  place 
for  many  years.  Take  the  statistics  read  by  the 
hon.  Minister  to  the  House  this  afternoon,  and 
what  do  you  find?  In  1883,  the  number 
of  lobster  traps  was  something  like  83,000, 
the  catch  of  which  was  4,000,000  cans  ;  in 
1884,  the  number  of  traps  was  105,000,  with  a 
catch  of  5,000,000  cans  ;  in  1885  there  were  127,000 
traps,  writh  a  catch  of  about  5,000,000  cans.  The 
record  of  those  three  years  goes  to  show  that  the 
average  produce  of  each  trap  was  about  50  cans. 
In  1880,  with  a  larger  number  of  traps,  139,000. 
there  was  a  decreased  output  amounting  to  only 
4,600,000  cans.  In  1887  there  were  1 18,000  traps, 
while  the  output  was  decreased  to  2,000,000  cans. 
In  1888,  with  84,000  traps,  it  had  decreased  to 
1,843,000  cans.  Now,  institute  a  comparison  be¬ 
tween  1883  and  1888,  and  you  find  that  with 
practically  the  same  number  of  traps  in  the  2  years, 
82,000  in  1883,  caught  4,000,000  cans,  whereas 
84,000  traps  in  1888  caught  1,800,000  cans.  In  1889 
the  number  of  traps  had  risen  to  93,000,  while  the 
catch  amounted  to  only  1,800,000  cans.  In  1890 
with  118,000  traps,  the  catch  was  2,365,000  cans. 
In  1891,  with  140,000  traps,  the  catch  was  3, 130,000 
cans. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  BURNS.  I  will  tell  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  my  knowledge  of  the  trade  the  cause  of  the 
increase  in  1890  and  1891.  It  was  due  to  the  fact 
that  in  1887  and  1888  and  previous  years  the 
fishery  had  become  so  unproductive  by  reason  of 
the  falling  off  in  the  catch  that  many  people  aban¬ 
doned  the  business,  and  the  department  were  under 
the  necessity  of  more  strictly  enforcing  the  regula¬ 
tions  as  to  close  time. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  On  the  contrary,  they 
enlarged  the  time  last  year. 

Mr.  BURNS.  That  was  only  in  one  district. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  In  Prince  Edward  Island. 

Mr.  BURNS.  The  hon.  gentleman  must  not 
suppose  for  a  moment  that  Prince  Edward  Island 
has  a  monopoly  of  the  whole  lobster  business.  The 
lobster  output  in  the  Province  of  New  Brunswick 
will  compare  very  favourably,  I  think,  with  that  of 
Mr.  Burns. 


Prince  Edward  Island.  Now,  Sir,  if  owing  to  the 
increased  catch  and  owing  to  the  greater  profitable¬ 
ness  of  the  business  the  number  of  factories  will  be 
increased  to  the  same  extent  as  before,  we  shall 
find  that  unless  something  is  done  such  as  is  now 
proposed,  the  same  state  of  affairs  that  existed  a 
number  of  years  ago  will  return.  The  falling  off  of 
the  fishery  was  due  not  only  to  over-fishing  and  to 
the  extended  open  time,  but  also  largely  to  the  fact 
that  small  lobsters  in  immense  numbers  and  also 
berried  lobsters  were  caught.  I  do  not  see  that 
this  Bill  will  impose  any  hardship  at  all  on  those 
engaged  in  the  industry,  while  it  will  tend  to 
protection  wdiich  is  very  important,  and  also  to 
make  the  business  more  profitable  ;  therefore  I 
will  support  the  measure.  The  hon.  Minister  of 
Marine  and  Fisheries  has,  I  am  pleased  to  say, 
shown  every  disposition  to  meet  the  views  of  those 
who  are  interested  in  the  trade,  and  who  spoke  for 
the  constituencies  more  particularly  interested.  As 
a  result  of  the  representations  made  to  him  and  of 
the  interviews  had  with  him,  he  has  reduced  the 
fee  of  $50,  at  first  proposed,  to  the  nominal  sum  of 
$5.  He  has  also  made  other  important  changes, 
and  on  the  whole,  speaking  from  a  New  Brunswick 
standpoint  and  from  my  knowledge  of  the  trade,  I 
am  sure  that  this  Bill,  on  going  into  operation,  will 
be  productive  of  very  good  results  indeed  to  the 
lobster  fishery. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Shelburne).  I  desire  to  express 
my  approval  of  the  present  Bill,  or  at  all  events  of 
the  lobster  clauses  of  it,  and  my  appreciation  of 
the  care  that  the  hon.  Minister  of  Marine  and 
Fisheries  has  taken  in  meeting  the  views  of  the 
fishermen  as  nearly  as  he  possibly  could,  consistently 
with  the  protection  of  this  very  important  industry. 
The  hon.  Minister  stated  that  the  v^due  of  the  lob¬ 
sters  caught  during  the  year  1890  was  $1,648,344, 
which  was  $163,856  greater  than  the  value  of  the 
catch  in  the  previous  year.  But  we  also  find  from 
the  reports  which  have  been  circulated  by  the 
Department  of  Fisheries  that  during  that  year, 
1890,  no  less  than  554,541  traps  were  used  in  the 
catching  of  these  lobsters,  and  that  the  persons 
employed  in  the  business  of  lobster  fishing  and 
canning  numbered  21,445,  without  taking  into 
consideration  the  persons  who  built  the  boats  and 
the  canneries  and  who  prepared  the  traps  and 
the  cases  for  the  lobsters.  So  that  you  will 
see  that  this  is  a  very  important  industry,  and 
one  which  should  not  be  interfered  with  un¬ 
necessarily,  and  which  should  at  the  same 
time  be  protected  from  destruction.  Nowr  it 
strikes  me  that  there  cannot  be  very  much 
doubt  that  the  lobster  fishery  is  being  depleted. 
We  find  at  all  events  that  on  the  coast  of  the  United 
States  it  is  almost  entirely  destroyed,  and  I  think 
that  the  statistics  which  have  been  presented  to  the 
House  by  the  hon.  member  for  Gloucester  go  very 
strongly  to  prove  that  the  lobster  fishery  in  New 
Brunswick,  and  the  other  provinces,  are  also  very 
considerably  diminished.  The  hon.  members  for 
Queen’s  (Messrs.  Davies  and  Welsh)  who  appear 
at  present  to  think  that  the  lobster  fishery  is  not 
being  depleted,  argued  in  1887  exactly  the  contrary, 
and  gave  as  evidence  the  fact  that  the  lobsters  were 
very  much  smaller  than  they  had  been.  That  was 
the  only  argument  they  put  forward  at  that  time 
to  show  the  probable  destruction  of  the  fishery, 
and  if  it  was  good  then  it  is  good  now.  I  think 
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that  the  increase  in  the  catch  of  the  lobsters  is  not 
at  all  owing  to  the  increased  quantity  of  the 
lobsters,  but  to  the  increase  in  the  number  of  peo¬ 
ple  employed  in  catching  them.  We  must  remem¬ 
ber  that  the  price  has  increased,  and  consequently 
there  is  a  greater  inducement  to  catch  them. 
Hon.  gentlemen  have  discussed  this  matter 
as  if  there  were  no  regulations  at  all  at  pre¬ 
sent.  I  maintain  that  the  regulations  which  this 
Act  proposes  to  put  in  force  are  really  more  fav¬ 
ourable  to  the  lobster  fishermen  than  those  at  pre¬ 
sent  imposed  and  that  they  also  will  be  more 
effective.  The  objects  which  this  Bill  aims  at  ac¬ 
complishing  and  which  are  necessary  for  the  pro¬ 
tection  of  the  fisheries  are  three  in  number.  They 
are,  first  the  size  of  the  lobster,  then  the  protec¬ 
tion  of  the  berried  lobster,  and  lastly  the  close  sea¬ 
son.  After  reading  the  various  statements  sent  in 
here  by  the  fishery  officers,  by  the  lobster  fisher¬ 
men,  and  by  the  packers,  it  is  quite  clear  that  the 
present  regulations  with  regard  to  the  size  of  the 
•  lobsters  have  not  been  put  in  force.  It  is  quite 
clear  that  it  has  been  almost  impossible  to  pre¬ 
vent  the  constant  and  continued  violations  of  these 
regulations,  and  almost  every  speaker  who  sup¬ 
ported  the  Bill  has  stated  the  fact  that  in  all 
the  districts  these  regulations  have  been  set  at 
naught.  I  think  the  suggestion  made  by  Mr. 
Neilsen  that  the  distance  between  the  slats  in  the 
traps  should  be  made  larger  so  as  to  enable  the 
small  lobsters  to  escape  is,  perhaps,  the  only  effec¬ 
tive  way  by  which  we  can  prevent  fisher¬ 
men  catching  lobsters  which  are  too  small. 
With  regard  to  the  berried  lobster,  the  pre¬ 
sent  regulations,  I  think,  impose  a  tine  for  the 
catching  of  the  berried  lobsters.  It  has  been  found 
that  that  regulation  has  been  of  no  avail  whatever. 
The  fishermen  are  in  the  habit  of  scraping  off  the 
eggs  from  the  lobster,  and  then  carrying  it  to  the 
factory,  and  it  is  almost  impossible,  without  look¬ 
ing  very  closely,  to  discover  whether  it  was  a  ber¬ 
ried  lobster  or  not.  I  believe,  however,  the  Minister 
of  Marine  intends  to  provide  that  incubators  shall 
be  kept  at  the  various  establishments  and  that  the 
eggs  or  spawn  shall  be  preserved.  Now  we  come  to 
the  question  of  a  close  season.  In  the  county  I  have 
the  honour  to  represent  there  is  a  great  deal  of  dis¬ 
cussion  with  regard  to  the  close  season.  Very  many 
maintain  that  a  close  season  as  contemplated  by 
this  Bill  is  exactly  what  we  ought  to  have.  In 
that  place  there  are  a  great  many  lobsters  caught 
and  shipped  alive  to  the  United  States,  and  the 
consequence  is  that  the  interests  of  those  people 
who  ship  these  lobsters  alive  and  ship  them 
during  the  winter  is  somewhat  antagonistic  to 
the  interests  of  the  packer.  We  find  that 
many  of  the  lobster  fishermen  are  opposed  to 
the  winter  fishing,  while  the  fishermen  who  go 
to  the  banks  and  are  at  home  during  the  winter  are 
very  anxious  they  should  be  allowed  the  privilege 
of  catching  lobsters  in  the  winter  and  sending  them 
off  to  the  United  States.  There  is  so  much  differ¬ 
ence  of  opinion  on  the  subject,  and  that  opinion  is 
governed  so  much  by  the  wishes  of  the  different 
classes  of  fishermen  engaged  in  the  fisheries,  that 
I  think  it  is  better  the  regulations  should  stand 
as  they  are,  as  embodied  in  this  Bill.  I  may 
say  that,  like  my  hon.  friend  from  Prince  Edward 
Island,  I  have  had  a  large  number  of  letters 
and  telegrams  on  this  subject,  but  am  able  to  state 
that  most  of  the  persons  engaged  in  the  lobster 


fisheries  as  well  as  the  packers  are  satisfied  with 
the  provisions  of  the  present  Act.  The  lobster 
packer  expresses  no  objection  to  a  license  fee  nor 
to  the  requirement  of  the  cases  being  stamped,  be¬ 
cause  the  cases  being  stamped  will  show  that  the 
lobsters  were  caught  in  season,  and  they  are  much 
better  than  those  caught  out  of  season  and  much 
more  healthy,  and  therefore  it  is  a  certificate  of 
their  good  character  ;  and  I  have  no  doubt  it  will 
enable  them  to  get  a  better  price  in  the  markets  of 
the  world. 

Mr.  FORBES.  It  does  seem  strange  that  the 
Minister  of  Marine  should  introduce  a  Bill  to  wipe 
out  the  regulations  which  have  been  governing  the 
lobster  fisheries  for  the  past  years,  and  propose  to 
enact  regulations  which  will  satisfy  both  packers 
as  well  as  fishers.  Those  gentlemen  who  preceded 
me,  have  one  and  all  on  that  side  stated  that  the 
Bill  as  proposed  is  favourable  to  the  packers  as  well 
as  to- the  trappers.  Now,  the  fact  is  that  the 
proposition  by  this  Bill  is  to  do  away  with  the 
regulation  size  of  lobsters,  which  is  now  9  inches, 
and  to  substitute  a  clause  describing  that  every 
trap  shall  be  constructed  in  such  a  way  that  it 
shall  have  between  the  slats  a  space  of  H  and  in 
some  cases  1^  inches.  The  Minister  has  also  told 
us  that  this  will  permit,  in  the  case  of  the  1^-ineh 
slabs,  only  8-inch  lobsters  to  pass  through.  It,  there¬ 
fore,  in  the  interests  of  the  trapper,  will  allow  a 
smaller  lobster  to  be  caught,  and  in  the  case  of  the 
packer  it  will  probably  supply  him  with  a  smaller 
fish  and  a  large  quantity  of  smaller  fish,  thus 
tending  to  the  depletion  of  the  great  lobster  fishing 
industry.  I  fail  to  see  how  it  is  that  any  hon. 
gentlemen  who  support  the  Minister  should  advise 
that  this  Bill  become  law  for  the  protection  of 
the  fisheries  in  one  breath,  and  in  the  next  breath 
support  it  because  it  is  proposed  by  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  and  that  it  tends  to  allow  smaller  fish  to 
be  caught.  From  the  nature  of  the  Bill,  it  cannot 
be  accepted  by  those  who  are  anxious  to  preserve 
the  fisheries  for  future  use,  nor  can  it  be  said 
to  be  honest  and  fair  to  the  lobster  packers  them¬ 
selves,  who  thereby  will  be  burning  the  candle  at 
both  ends.  The  Minister  took  pains  to  show  us 
by  the  conclusive  evidence  of  reports*  that  the 
lobster  fisheries  are  being  depleted  around  our 
shores.  He  quoted  a  large  number  of  authorities 
to  show  that,  where  it  took  two  or  three  for¬ 
merly  to  fill  a  one-pound  can,  it  now  takes  six 
or  seven,  showing  a  diminution  in  the  size  of 
the  lobster,  which  is  a  sure  sign  of  a  falling  off 
in  the  catch.  He  went  on  to  quote  that  there  is 
great  necessity  for  the  imposition  of  new  regula¬ 
tions  to  prevent  this  exhaustion  of  that  in¬ 
dustry,  and  he  wound  up  by  proposing  a  law  which 
enables  smaller  lobsters  to  be  caught,  although 
they  should  be  directly  under  his  guidance  and  pro¬ 
tection,  and  not  allowed  to  be  wasted  as  this  Bill 
will  allow  them  to  be.  The  Minister  must  know  that 
the  statements  he  has  made  are  directly  at  variance 
with  those  made  by  his  own  fishery  inspector. 
We  have  in  the  report  of  Mr.  Bertram,  the  in¬ 
spector  of  fisheries  for  District  No.  1,  the  following 
statement.  I  may  say  here  by  way  of  contradic¬ 
tion  of  the  hon.  member  for  Gloucester  (Mr. 
Burns)  that  the  decrease  in  this  industry  of  pack¬ 
ing  lobsters  is  not  due,  as  he  says,  to  the  using  up 
of  the  fisheries  by  the  catching  and  packing  of 
small  lobsters.  Mr.  Bertram  says  : 
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“  The  marked  increase  of  217,344  cans  of  lobsters  over 
the  pack  of  last  season  is  the  most  noticeable  feature  of 
the  year’s  fishery.  The  increase  is  due  to  three  causes  ; 
the  large  number  of  these  crustaceans  found  on  our  coast 
during  the  season,  the  extension  of  ten  days’  fishing 
granted  by  the  department,  and  the  increase  in  the  num¬ 
ber  of  lobster  factories  in  operation.  The  increase  in 
prices  was  of  great  advantage  to  large  dealers  more  than 
to  the  fishermen,  as  prices  advanced  at  the  close  of  the 
season.  There  is  a  prevailing  impression  that  this  fishery 
is  overdone  to  an  extent  which  threatens  its  extinction; 
but  so  far  as  this  district  is  concerned,  and  from  past 
seasons’  experience,  the  increased  quantity  taken  points 
to  an  opposite  conclusion.  The  fact  that  competition  is 
increasing,  consequent  on  an  advance  in  prices,  and  that 
cash  is  paid  by  nearly  all  canners  on  delivery,  tend  to 
lure  fishermen  from  other  branches  of  fishery  to  that  of 
the  lobster.  Having  dealt  with  this  subject  in  previous 
reports,  I  do  not  deem  it  necessary  to  discuss  it  here  at 
greater  length.” 

We  have  also  the  report  of  Mr.  Tilton  that  : 

“Lobsters  show  a  slight  increase,  especially  in  fish 
shipped  fresh  alive.  This  increase  is  ascribed  to  favour¬ 
able  weather  in  some  localities  and  a  general  improve¬ 
ment  in  the  fishery .  ” 

We  have  further  the  report  of  the  inspector  for 
the  south  shore  of  Nova  Scotia,  including  Shel¬ 
burne  and  Queen’s  counties.  He  says  : 

“  In  canned  lobsters  there  is  a  decrease  in  the  output* 
not  due  to  scarcity  of  fish  but  to  the  fact  that  some  packers 
became  frightened  into  a  closer  compliance  with  the 
regulations.  The  export  of  live  lobsters  proved  a  remu¬ 
nerative  business  and  there  are  indications  that  this 
branch  of  trade  will  be  prosecuted  on  a  still  larger  scale 
next  season.  The  lobster  regulations  were  not  well  ob¬ 
served  :  the  high  prices  obtained  proving  too  strong  a 
temptation  to  the  average  fishermen  and  packers.  How 
to  remedy  this  evil  is  a  difficult  problem  to  solve.  I  am 
inclined  to  suggest  that  the  limit  in  size  be  reduced  to  9 
inches.” 

The  Minister  proposes  to  reduce  it  to  8  inches.  So 
it  will  be  seen  by  the  Minister’s  own  reports  that 
the  fisheries  are  not  being  depleted  in  consequence 
of  the  present  use  of  them,  and,  unless  the  Minis¬ 
ter  can  show  some  other  reason,  we  must  conclude 
that  the  lobster  fishery  is  not  being  depleted,  and 
I  know  that  is  the  opinion  of  all  those  on  the  south 
shore.  The  hon.  member  for  Shelburne  (Mr. 
White)  seems  to  agree  whith  the  hon.  member  for 
Gloucester  (Mr.  Burns)  that  the  fishing  industry  is 
depleted  because  of  the  increased  catch  of  lobsters. 
The  Minister  has  told  us  that  on  certain  portions 
of  the  shore  of  Prince  Edward  Island  he  adopted  a 
measurement  of  1^  inches  between  these  laths. 
Will  the  Minister  give  me  his  attention  for  a  mo¬ 
ment.  I  should  like  to  know  why  it  is  proposed 
to  give  that  advantage  to  a  certain  portion  of 
Prince  Edward  Island  and  not  to  Nova  Scotia  at 
all.  We  claim  that  we  have  as  much  right  to  exer¬ 
cise  this  fishery  as  Prince  Edward  Island  has.  In 
1890  we  had  133  factories,  which  put  up  $252,480 
worth  and  in  1891  though  we  had  a  larger  number 
of  factories,  the  value  of  what  we  put  up  was  less, 
being  $213,511.  The  yield  has  grown  from  1869  to 
1891,  as  follows  : — In  1869  it  was  61,100  pounds,  of 
thevalueof$15,275.  Inl891,theyieldwas26,909,157 
pounds,  of  the  value  of  $2,252,421.  That  output  has 
increased  in  a  greater  proportion  in  the  Province  of 
Nova  Scotia  than  in  any  other  province  of  the 
Dominion.  The  provisions  of  this  Bill  will  operate 
against  the  small  factories  in  Nova  Scotia  and  in 
favour  of  the  larger  factories,  because  the  tax  which 
is  imposed  will  operate  very  greatly  to  the  disad¬ 
vantage  of  the  small  factory,  and,  if  the  large 
factory  controls  the  monopoly  of  the  purchase,  it 
will  give  a  smaller  price  for  the  work  in  canning 
the  lobsters  than  the  smaller  factories  would.  The 
smaller  factories  are  induced  to  go  into  the  canning 
Mr.  Forbes. 


business  by  reason  of  the  large  prices  which  are 
offered  by  the  purchasers  in  Halifax,  in  England 
and  in  the  United  States.  There  are  three  clauses 
in  this  Bill  which  will  operate  directly  against  the 
smaller  factories.  Clause  10a  prescribes  a  tax 
directly  on  the  small  factories.  Clause  5  and  also 
subsection  (a)  of  section  5  impose  a  tax  on  the 
small  factories,  and  section  6  is  also  a  tax  on  them. 
Many  of  these  factories  are  only  able  to  make  a  fair 
amount  by  way  of  good  wages  during  the  season. 
If  these  small  factories  are  crowded  out,  the 
large  factories  in  the  hands  of  English  or 
other  capitalists  will  reduce  that  amount  that 
is  paid  to  the  fisher  or  the  trapper  of 
the  fish,  so  that  the  trapper  will  be  heavily 
manacled  by  this  legislation.  It  is,  therefore,  in 
the  interest  of  the  larger  packer  and  against  the 
small  packer  that  this  legislation  is  directed.  The 
lobster  industry  around  the  south  shore  of  Nova 
Scotia  is  to  a  great  extent  carried  on  in  regard  to  the 
delivery  of  fresh  lobsters  alive  in  the  United  States. 
Lobster  smacks  come  from  the  United  States  along 
the  south  shore  and  get  the  lobsters  from  the 
trappers,  who  preserve  them  in  cars  or  boxes 
alive  until  those  smacks  come  along,  and  then  they 
are  transshipped  alive  to  the  American  market. 
Shipments  have  been  made  of  ten,  and  ten  and  a 
half  inch  lobsters  to  the  United  States,  and  they 
have  realized,  all  expenses  paid,  11^  and  12  cents. 
This  is  an  industry  which  is  not  touched,  I  am  glad 
to  say,  by  the  enactments  of  this  Bill.  The  first 
Bill  proposed  by  the  Minister  did  directly  tax  that 
industry,  but  he  has  seen  the  error  of  his  intention 
and  has  been  forced  to  withdraw  the  Bill.  He  now 
proposes  one  that  is,  to  a  great  extent,  and  in  cer¬ 
tain  ways,  perfectly  harmless,  although  it  contains 
the  vicious  principle  of  allowing  the  Minister  to 
control  the  industry  by  license.  There  is  nothing 
which  prevents  the  Minister  from  raising  that  fee 
to  $50  or  $100.  Every  tax  he  puts  upon  the 
industry  falls  upon  the  small  packers  in  the 
interest  of  the  larger  packers.  We,  therefore, 
deem  it  our  duty,  those  of  us  who  come 
from  the  fishing  counties  of  Nova  Scotia,  care¬ 
fully  to  watch  every  attack  that  may  be  made 
upon  this  industry  by  the  Minister  of  Marine.  We 
know  he  is  anxious  to  encroach  upon  the  rights  of 
every  class  of  people  in  order  that  he  may  have 
them,  as  it  were,  under  his  control.  The  Govern¬ 
ment  claim  a  right  to  limit  and  restrict  the  right 
of  the  farmer  to  buy  where  he  wishes,  of  the  fisher¬ 
men  to  sell  where  he  wishes,  and  now,  of  the 
lobster-trapper  to  catch  where  he  will.  It  is  this 
principle  which  we,  on  this  side  of  the  House, 
particularly  rebel  against.  I  am  glad  to  see  that 
the  Minister  has  thought  fit  to  withdraw  the  obnox¬ 
ious  principle  upon  which  his  first  Bill  was  based  ; 
but  there  are  certain  things  in  this  Bill  which,  in 
committee,  I  trust  we  will  be  able  to  point  out 
clearly  enough  to  him  to  induce  him  to  amend 
in  the  interest  of  the  fishermen.  The  right  to 
extend  the  close  season  at  the  will  of  the  Minister 
is  an  obnoxious  one,  and  I  am  glad  it  has  been 
removed  from  the  power  of  the  Governor  in  Coun¬ 
cil.  The  size  of  the  fish,  as  regards  the  provision 
of  this  Bill,  is  one  of  the  features  to  which  I  object. 
It  cannot  be  said  by  the  Minister  that  he  is  hon¬ 
estly  intending  to  preserve  this  fishing  industry 
when  he  is  permitting  smaller  sized  fish  to  be 
caught  by  the  provision  for  making  the  trap  which 
this  Act  allows. 
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Mr.  MACDONALD  (King’s,  RE. I.)  As  this 
question  is  one  in  which  the  people  of  the  Maritime 
Provinces  are  very  much  interested,  I  will  take  the 
liberty  of  saying  a  word  upon  it.  The  importance 
of  this  industry  is  shown  by  the  number  of  people 
that  are  employed  in  it,  amounting  to  about  22,000. 
This  industry  has  been  built  up  within  a  few  years, 
but  owing  to  the  excessive  fishing  that  has  taken 
place,  the  fishery  is  said  to  have  become  exhausted. 
However,  I  am  myself  of  a  different  opinion.  1 
cannot  see  that  the  fishing  shows  very  much  deple¬ 
tion.  I  am  borne  out  in  that  view  by  the  report  of 
the  gentlemen  connected  with  the  inspection  of 
fisheries  in  the  different  provinces,  in  the  reports 
they  have  sent  to  the  department.  I  have  always 
contended  that  all  that  was  necessary  to  keep  this 
fishery  from  being  depleted  was  a  strict  enforce¬ 
ment  of  the  close  season,  and  I  think  that  the  result 
shows  that  my  contention  was  correct.  The  fishery 
is  steadily  holding  its  own  ;  the  quantities  caught 
are  yearly  increasing,  and  the  only  protection, 
as  shown  by  the  reports  of  the  fishery  officers  of  the 
department,  has  been  the  enforcement  of  the  close 
season.  Of  course,  we  all  know  that  there  has 
been  a  regulation  as  to  the  size  of  the  fish  that  are 
to  be  caught,  but  I  think  I  can  show  that  that  re¬ 
gulation  has  not  been  carried  out.  My  colleague 
and  myself  came  here  with  the  full  intention  of  oppos¬ 
ing  the  regulations  that  were  brought  forward  by 
the  Minister  of  Marine  and  Fisheries,  which  regu¬ 
lations  were  sent  down  for  the  inspection  and  re¬ 
port  of  the  packers  in  Prince  Edward  Island.  The 
regulation  then  sent  out  met  with  the  disapproval 
of  the  packers  of  Prince  Edward  Island,  and  we 
came  here  determined  to  oppose  it.  However, 
knowing  that  the  Minister  of  Marine  had  the  same 
object  in  view  as  the  packers  and  fishermen,  that 
is,  the  preservation  of  this  valuable  industry,  we 
thought  it  our  duty  to  lay  our  views  before  him, 
which  we  did  in  a  letter  addressed  to  the  Minister 
of  Marine  some  time  ago.  As  it  is  not  very  long, 
I  will  take  the  liberty  of  reading  it  to  the  House  : 

“  Hon.  C.  H.  Tupper, 

“  Minister  of  Marine  and  Fisheries. 

“  Sir, — Referring  to  our  letter  to  you  of  12th  March,  re 
proposed  Lobster  Fishery  Bill,  we  desire  to  submit  the 
following  suggestion  for  your  consideration  : — 

“  The  license  fee  (although  we  object  to  the  principle  of 
license)  to  be  made  merely  nominal,  and  licenses  to  be 
granted  to  all  applicants  who  will  agree  to  comply  with 
the  law.’  The  provisions  of  the  Bill  regarding  labelling 
and  marking,  to  remain.  The  regulation  as  to  size  and 
sex  to  be  entirely  removed,  and  fishing  under  license  to  be 
allowed  for  a  term  of  three  years,  from  1st  May  to  loth  of 
July  in  each  year,  in  the  Gulf  of  St.  Lawrence.  This 
close  season  to  be  strictly  adhered  to,  and  no  license  to 
be  renewed  to  any  packer  detected  in  the  violation  of  it. 
If,  at  the  end  of  three  years,  this  is  found  to  afford  suffi¬ 
cient  protection,  the  system  to  be  continued  ;  if,  on  the 
contrary,  the  lobster  fishing  is  found  to  be  seriously  im¬ 
paired  from  overfishing,  all  the  factories  to  be  closed  for 
one  or  more  years.  If  these  suggestions  are  accepted,  the 
provisions  of  the  Bill,  as  thus  amended,  to  apply  to  this 
season’s  fishing. 

“  We  have  the  honour  to  be,  Sir, 

“  Your  obedient  servants, 

“  A.  C.  MACDONALD. 

“  J.  McLEAN. 

“  March  18th,  1892.” 

Now,  finding  that  it  was  the  intention  of  the  Min¬ 
ister  to  bring  in  legislation  respecting  this  industry 
we  thought  it  our  duty  to  put  the  matter  before  him 
in  a  way  we  believed  would  be  acceptable  to  the 
fishermen  and  packers  in  Prince  Edward  Island. 
\Ye  were  met  by  the  Minister  in  the  most  friendly 
way,  and  he  appeared  anxious  to  come  to  an 
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arrangement  that  would  be  generally  acceptable  to 
the  fishermen  and  packers  in  our  province,  and  in 
the  Maritime  Provinces  generally.  Finding  that  he 
was  actuated  by  the  same  spirit,  that  of  preserving 
this  valuable  industry,  we  thought  it  our  duty  to 
put  our  views  before  him  as  strongly  as  possible. 
The  next  stage  of  the  proceedings  was  the  Bill  sub¬ 
mitted  to  this  House  in  which  the  Minister  pro¬ 
posed  introducing  a  regulation  trap  which  was  to 
be  one  and  three-quarter  inches  between  the  slats. 
The  people  of  our  province  heretofore  have  entirely 
objected  to  any  regulation  of  that  kind,  but 
finding  that  it  was  the  determination  of  the 
Government  to  enforce  a  regulation  trap,  we 
thought  it  our  duty  to  make  a  concession  with  that 
end  in  view,  to  get  the  most  liberal  measure  in  the 
interest  of  the  fishermen,  brought  in  by  the  Min¬ 
ister.  We  consented  to  have  the  distance  between 
the  slats  in  the  regulation  trap,  made  an  inch  and 
a-quarter  apart,  and  he  agreed  to  accept  such  a 
proposition.  I  must  say  that  the  Minister  showed 
a  desire  at  all  times  to  meet  our  views  in  a  most 
friendly  way,  having  in  view  at  the  same  time  the 
preservation  of  this  important  industry  ;  and  finally 
he  consented  to  make  the  regulations  one  and  a- 
quarter  inch  on  the  understanding  that  any  section 
of  our  fisheries  that  would  accept  the  regulation 
would  be  curtailed  in  their  fishing  season  by  ten 
days.  We  thought  this  was  a  proper  and  reason¬ 
able  concession  to  make  in  the  interest  of  the  fish¬ 
eries  and  the  fishermen,  and  in  order  to  meet  the 
views  of  the  Minister  we  consented  to  that  proposi¬ 
tion,  and  I  think  that  the  present  proposal  of  the 
Minister  is  a  reasonable  one.  The  present  Bill  pro¬ 
poses  a  license.  It  seems  the  determination  of  the 
Government  to  enforce  a  license.  While  opposed  to 
the  principle  of  license  on  this  industry,  I  think 
that  as  the  fee  as  now  laid  down  is  a  nominal  one, 
it  cannot  be  a  great  hardship.  At  the  same  time, 
I  am  only  expressing  the  opinion  of  the  fishermen 
generally  when  I  say  that  even  if  the  license  were 
higher,  if  the  Minister  would  only  take  into  con¬ 
sideration  the  very  great  advantage  that  would 
accrue  to  the  fisheries  generally  by  taking  steps  to 
save  the  lobsters  that  now  go  into  the  boilers, 
to  have  incubators  provided  by  which  the  eggs  of 
the  berried  lobsters  would  be  hatched  out,  that 
would  solve  the  whole  difficulty  in  connection  with 
the  depletion  of  our  fisheries.  We  find  on  looking 
at  the  report  of  Mr.  Neilsen,  who  is  looked  upon 
as  an  authority  in  regard  to  this  industry,  and  in 
regard  to  the  propagation  of  lobsters  in  Newfound¬ 
land,  that  he  has  met  with  extraordinary  success  in 
the  propagation  of  cod  fish  and  lobsters,  and  more 
particularly  lobsters.  I  see  in  his  report  of  March, 
1892,  that,  speaking  of  the  propagation  of  lobsters 
he  says  : 

“  Owing  to  the  great  scarcity  of  lobsters  this  year  in 
Trinity  Bay,  only  one  factory  near  Dildo  was  in  operation, 
and  this  closed  about  the  middle  of  June.  The  only 
factory  from  which  lobster  ova  could  be  obtained  was  in 
Long  Harbour,  Placentia  Bay,  and  to  bring  them  thence 
involved  a  carriage  of  nearly  20  miles,  resulting  in  many 
of  the  ova  perishing.  This  factory,  too,  closed  on  15th  July 
The  total  number  of  lobster  ova  obtained  was  18,5051500  ; 
and  of  these  10,274,300  were  hatched  and  planted.  Last 
year  (1890)  the  total  collection  of  lobster  ova  at  Dildo 
hatchery  was 20,927,200  ;  of  which  72  per  cent,  or  15,070,800, 
were  hatched  and  planted. 

“  The  propagation  of  lobsters  in  floating  incubators  was 
carried  on  in  this  vear  at  nineteen  different  stations. 
Last  year  there  were  fourteen  stations.  In  Notre  Dame 
Bay  this  year,  130,494,600  lobsters  were  hatched,  as 
against  30,398,700  in  1890.  The  only  place  in  which  there 
was  any  falling  off  in  the  supply  of  ova  was  Burges,  Fox 
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Island  and  Sound  Island.  The  cause  of  the  decline  here 
was  the  prevalence  of  “  la  grippe,”  which  prevented  the 
fishermen  from  attending  to  the  traps  for  a  considerable 

tU”  These  figures  show  that  541,190,580  lobsters  have  been 
hatched  and  planted  at  the  various  stations  in  the  bays  of 
Newfoundland,  against  390,934,500  the  previous  year,  or 
an  excess  over  last  season  of  150,261,000.  To  produce  this 
amount  of  young  lobsters  the  ova  from  28,369  lobsters 
have  been  taken  and  preserved,  which  otherwise  would 
have  been  destroyed  in  the  various  factories,  if 
these  incubators  had  not  been  invented  and  used  in 
bringing  them  to  life.  If  we  add  the  lobsters  hatched 
at  Dildo,  we  obtain  the  grand  total  of  551,469,800  brought 
to  life  artificially  and  planted  in  our  waters.  The  cost  of 
the  production  of  these  lobsters  has  been  only  1  cent  for 
everv  2,760  lobsters.  It  is  needless  to  dwell  upon  the 
beneficial  effect  of  these  opei’ations  in  sustaining  the  stock 
of  lobsters,  and  averting  the  deterioration  or  total  destruc¬ 
tion  of  this  valuable  fishery.  If  combined  with  proper 
protective  measures,  there  is  every  reason  to  believe  that 
the  future  of  our  lobster  fishery  is  assured.  If  we  take 
the  very  low  estimate  that  only  10  per  cent  of  the  number 
of  lobsters  planted  this  season  in  the  waters  of  Newfound¬ 
land  should  survive  and  come  to  maturity,  the  value  of 
these  at  8  cents  per  hundred,  would  be  $441,176.” 

I  will  not  detain  this  House  by  reading  at  greater 
length  from  the  very  instructive  report  prepared 
by  Mr.  Neilsen.  Suffice  it  is  to  say  that  he  has 
met  with  unparalleled  success  at  very  small  cost. 
The  150  incubators  only  cost  $800,  while  the  work¬ 
ing  expenses  of  these  lloating  incubators  for  hatch¬ 
ing  750,000,000  of  young  lobsters  only  amounted 
to  $3,000.  It  seems  to  me  that  we  could  not  do 
better  than  impress  on  the  Minister  of  Marine  and 
Fisheries  the  importance  of  giving  attention  to  this 
particular  branch  of  the  fisheries.  For  my  part  I 
think  Mr.  Neilsen  has  solved  the  question  of 
keeping  up  the  supply  of  lobsters,  and  if  the 
Minister  will  spend  a  few  thousand  dollars  on 
saving  the  eggs  of  the  berried  lobsters  that  now 
go  into  the  boilers  of  the  factories,  and  hatching 
the  eggs,  we  would  more  than  counterbalance 
any  depletion  that  could  possibly  take  place  under 
the  most  exhaustive  fishing  during  the  present  very 
short  season.  If  the  Minister  would  turn  his 
attention  to  this  matter,  even  if  he  was  necessi¬ 
tated  to  impose  a  much  larger  fee  than  $5  a 
year,  the  packers  generally  would  fall  into  line 
with  his  views  and  do  everything  possible  to  assist 
the  department  in  saving  what  now  goes  to  de¬ 
struction.  With  respect  to  the  small  fee  of  two 
cents  proposed  to  be  placed  on  each  lobster  case  by 
the  department,  I  think  it  will  have  a  good  effect. 
It  will  showr  the  buyer  that  the  lobsters  have  been 
caught  in  proper  season  and  at  a  time  wdien  they 
are  best  fitted  for  food,  and  in  that  way,  the  fee 
being  small,  it  will  be  more  than  compensated  by 
the  standard  of  quality  introduced  for  our  lobsters. 
The  only  protection  this  industry  has  had  in  the 
past  has  been  the  short  season.  1  am  borne  out  in 
that  statement  by  Lieutenant  Gordon,  wdio,  in 
his  reports  to  the  department,  states  that  from 
hsi  own  experience  he  believes  that  the  size  regula¬ 
tion  that  has  been  enforced  for  many  years  past 
has  not  in  any  instance  been  carried  out,  and  if  it 
were  carried  out  for  one  season  it  would  close  every 
factory  ;  or  words  to  that  effect.  I  have  always 
contended  that  the  short  season  is  all  that  is  neces¬ 
sary.  It  must  be  borne  in  mind  that  our  season  is 
shorter  than  any  season  I  have  been  able  to  find 
set  forth  by  any  country  in  any  regulation  ; 
and  seeing  that  we  have  adopted  this  short  season 
before  our  fisheries  have  altogether  been  depleted, 
I  am  satisfied  that  it  is  all  that  is  necessary  to 
keep  our  fisheries  from  being  fished  out.  While  I 
do  not  agree  with  some  of  the  regulations  proposed 
Mr.  Macdonald  (King’s,  P.E.I.) 


by  the  hon.  Minister,  yet  I  believe  that  he  has  the 
best  interests  of  the  fisheries  at  heart,  as  have  the 
the  packers  and  fishermen  themselves.  I  think,  on 
the  w  hole,  that  possibly  the  regulations  that  are 
now  before  the  House,  with  a  little  amendment 
that  may  lie  made  to  them  before  they  get  through 
the  committee,  will  meet  with  the  approval  of  the 
packers  and  fishermen  through  the  country  gener¬ 
ally,  and  will  tend  to  build  up  and  preserve  this 
important  industry. 

Mr.  BOWERS.  Mr.  Speaker,  as  this  Bill  now- 
brought  before  the  House  by  the  hon.  Minister  is 
so  much  better  than  the  previous  one  submitted  by 
him,  I  must  congratulate  him  upon  it.  I  may  say 
that  I  find  no  particular  fault  with  the  measure, 
except  in  so  far  as  regards  sub-section  4  of  section 
10,  which  regulates  the  space  between  the  laths  of 
the  trap.  In  providing  a  space  of  1^  inches  between 
the  laths  he  is  taking  away  the  only  preservative 
to  the  lobsters,  because,  in  my  opinion,  it  would  be 
much  better  if  the  space  were  fixed  at  If  inches. 
This  regulation  is,  I  believe,  not  in  the  interests 
of  the  preservation  of  the  lobster  fisheries.  I 
was  in  hopes  that  he  w-ould  leave  it  at  If 
inches,  as  I  am  fully  convinced  it  must  take  fully 
that  space  to  save  the  ten-inch  lobsters,  and  that 
anything  less  than  that  is  injurious  to  the  lobster 
fishery.  With  reference  to  sub-section  3,  of  sec¬ 
tion  10,  wherein  it  is  proposed  to  make  unlawful 
the  fishing  for  lobsters  between  the  1st  day  of 
July  and  the  31st  day  of  December,  I  must  say  that 
this  is  a  hard  law-  to  apply  to  the  county  which  I 
represent,  and,  above  all  other  counties  in  the 
Maritime  Provinces,  Digby  is  placed  in  a  bad 
position  by  this  proposal.  At  present,  the  people 
of  my  county,  on  the  Bay  of  Fundy  shore,  have 
not  a  chance  to  catch  lobsters  before  the  middle 
of  May,  and  by  making  the  close  season  on 
the  1st  of  July,  it  will  be  a  great  hardship  on 
our  fishermen.  I  w-ould  ask  the  hon.  Minister 
to  endeavour  to  change  this  provision  so  as  to 
allow  the  people  on  the  southern  shore  of  the  Bay 
of  Fundy  to  fish  until  the  15th  July.  A  petition 
is  now  in  circulation  in  Digby  county,  which  will 
arrive  here  in  a  few-  days,  asking  the  Minister  to 
make  that  change  in  the  existing  lawr.  I  had  a 
letter  only  last  w-eek  from  a  constituent  of  mine 
which  gives  his  receipts  and  expenditure  in  lobster 
fishing  last  w-inter.  His  receipts  w-ere  $50  and  his 
expenditure  $40,  so  that  this  shows  howr  much 
money  is  made  in  the  lobster  fishery  in  that  part 
of  Digby  county.  He  says  in  his  letter  : 

“I  was  figuring  up  my  receipts  and  expenditures  for 
the  winter’s  lobster  fishing  and  the  expenditures  over¬ 
balance  receipts  :  $50  expenses,  receipts  $40.  Through 
the  roughness  of  the  weather  we  cannot  work  at  the 
business,  the  number  of  traps  lost  will  exceed  fifteen 
hundred  at  the  least  calculation,  valued  at  $1,000.  The 
only  chance  there  is  to  favour  the  poor  man  is  to  give  him 
two  more  months  in  the  summer  season, and  as  far  as  pro¬ 
tection  of  the  lobster  fishing  is  concerned  there  is  none. 
They  are  allowed  to  sell  all  nine  inches  in  length,  and 
under  that  size  in  length  are  eaten  by  fishermen,  so  there 
is  no  protection  whatever.  I  have  fished  all  months  in 
the  year  and  find  there  is  just  as  many  spawn  lobsters  in 
the  month  of  January  as  any  month  in  the  year.  All  the 
protection  the  lobster  wants  is  to  throw  away  all  small 
lobsters.” 

Section  10a  says  that  no  one  shall  keep  lobsters 
alive  in  ponds  except  under  license  from  the  Minis¬ 
ter  of  Marine.  I  would  ask  the  Minister  ef  Marine 
and  Fisheries  if  a  man  w'ho  catches  the  lobsters  and 
keeps  them  over  for  a  w’eek  or  ten  days  during  the 
close  season  will  be  required  to  pay  a  fee  of  $5. 
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Mr.  TUPPER.  The  proposition  is  that  during 
the  open  season  no  owner  of  a  pond  for  lobsters 
requires  any  license.  If,  however,  he  desires  to 
catch  the  lobsters  in  the  open  season  and  keep  them 
during  the  close  season,  he  will  be  required  to  take 
out  a  license. 

Mr.  BOWERS.  Why  should  he  pay  a  license  if 
he  catches  these  lobsters  in  the  open  season  and 
keeps  them  in  his  own  car  without  disposing  of 
them  ? 

Mr.  TUPPER.  Simply  to  prevent  the  abuses 
which  would  follow.  It  would  be  almost  impossi¬ 
ble  to  detect  whether  the  lobsters  were  taken  in 
the  open  or  close  season. 

Mr.  BOWERS.  The  fishery  overseers  will  take 
care  that  the  traps  are  taken  up  on  the  1st  or  loth 
of  July,  or  whichever  time  is  fixed,  and  how  could 
there  be  anything  wrong  in  keeping  these  lobsters 
which  are  caught  in  the  open  season  ? 

Mr.  TUPPER.  By  putting  down  another  trap. 

Mr.  BOWERS.  But  the  overseer  will  be  on  the 
.ground  and  he  would  see  that  the  lobster  traps 
were  not  allowed  to  be  put  down  under  a  heavy 
penalty. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  It  is  done,  nevertheless. 

Mr.  BOWERS.  Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  hope  the 
Minister,  if  he  keeps  to  the  space  at  If  inches,  and 
allows  the  people  of  Prince  Edward  Island  by  put¬ 
ting  laths  at  an  inch  and  a  quarter  to  curtail  the 
close  season,  that  lie  will  allow  the  people  of 
Digby  to  have  ten  or  fifteen  days  extra  by  enlarg¬ 
ing  the  space  to  If  inches. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  That  is  not  the  proposition. 

Mr.  BOWERS.  That  is  a  proposition  that  will 
preserve  the  lobster  fisheries,  because  these  small 
lobsters  which  are  caught  below  9  or  10  inches  only 
bring  from  If  to  2  cents  apiece ;  while  in  the 
course  of  a  few  months  when  they  grow  to  1  Cl¬ 
inches,  and  are  allowed  into  the  Boston  market, 
they  will  bring  from  8  to  10  cents,  and  as  high  as 
15  apiece.  It  would  be  a  great  financial  gain  to 
the  country  in  every  way  if  the  lobsters  were  not 
allowed  to  be  handled  under  10,  or  lOf  inches.  We 
find  that  the  lobsters  around  our  shores  are  grow¬ 
ing  smaller  year  after  year,  and  we  think  that  one 
of  the  great  reasons  of  it  is  the  catchiug  of  small 
lobsters.  I  would  ask,  in  the  interests  of  my  con¬ 
stituents,  that  the  time  should  be  extended  from 
the  1st  July  to  the  15th  July  for  the  southern  shore 
of  the  Bay  of  Fundy,  as  our  people  have  no  better 
chance  of  fishing  at  certain  seasons  of  the  year, 
than  have  the  people  of  Prince  Edward  Island  and 
other  parts  of  the  Province  of  New  Brunswick. 

Mr.  YEO.  This  question  has  been  very  fully 
discussed,  and  I  am  sure  that  the  lion,  members 
who  are  not  specially  interested  in  it  must  be  pretty 
tired  of  it  ;  still,  as  it  is  a  matter  in  which  the 
people  whom  I  have  the  honour  to  represent  are 
deeply  interested,  I  will,  with  the  permission  of  the 
House,  make  a  few  remarks.  In  Prince  Edward 
Island  this  is  oue  of  the  most  important  industries 
that  we  have,  and,  therefore,  I  think  the  less  fre¬ 
quently  the  regulations  in  regard  to  it  are  changed, 
and  the  less  frequently  legislation  is  adopted  which 
tends  to  interfere  with  the  industry  in  any  way, 
the  better.  With  us  in  Prince  Edward  Island  there 
is  a  large  amount  of  money  invested  in  this  industry, 
and  very  naturally  the  men  engaged  in  it  will  not 


do  anything  calculated  to  destroy  it.  They  have 
invested  in  buildings,  boats,  traps,  and  various 
other  things  which  are  necessary  to  carry  on  the 
industry,  and  which  are  altogether  useless,  or  nearly 
so,  for  any  other  business.  If  the  lobster  industry 
is  destroyed,  these  outfits  will  be  a  total  loss  to 
their  owners,  so  that  they  will  therefore  do  nothing 
which  would  tend  to  destroy  it. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  hon. 
gentleman  whether  the  packers  on  the  New  Eng¬ 
land  coast  maintained  that  principle  ? 

Mr.  YEO.  If  I  am  correctly  informed,  the  sale 
of  lobsters  along  the  New  England  coast  is  confined 
principally  to  live  lobsters.  The  close  season  there 
is  a  very  short  one,  so  that  the  fishermen  catch 
lobsters  nearly  all  the  year  round. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  I  do  not  think  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  apprehended  my  point.  It  is  this  :  The  hon. 
gentleman  says  that  the  packers  will  in  their  own 
interest  fish  carefully,  and  I  mention  for  his  consi¬ 
deration  the  fact  that  notwithstanding  that  many 
of  the  packers  on  our  coasts  packed  formerly  on  the 
New  England  coasts,  and  were  there  interested  in 
carryingout  that  principle,  they  fished  out  those  dis¬ 
tricts  before  they  came  to  Prince  Edward  Island 
and  Nova  Scotia. 

Mr.  YEO.  Well,  I  suppose,  for  the  very  reason 
I  have  given,  that  there  the  close  season  is  a  very 
short  one,  and  the  catch  would  be  very  much  larger 
than  with  us.  With  us  on  Prince  Edward  Island,  I 
think,  perhaps  forty  or  forty-five  days  each  year  is 
the  full  extent  of  our  fishing  season.  I  know  that  on 
the  north  side  of  Prince  Edward  Island ,  particularly, 
our  fishermen  very  often  do  not  put  their  traps  out 
until  the  latter  end  of  May,  and  they  are  obliged 
to  take  them  up  on  the  15th  of  July,  which  makes 
a  very  short  season.  As  I  said  before,  I  think  this 
trade  will  regulate  itself.  Last  year,  I  believe,  the 
business  in  the  Maritime  Provinces  was  a  fairly 
paying  one,  although  some  parties  lost  money. 
This  year,  there  are,  perhaps,  more  people  engaged 
in  the  business  than  there  were  last,  and  the 
probabilities  are  that  this  year  may  be  an  un¬ 
successful  one.  Prices  may  be  low,  and  there  are 
many  reasons  M'hy  those  engaged  in  the  business 
may  not  do  nearly  as  well  as  they  did  in  the 
previous  year  ;  and  if  that  is  so,  probably  the  next 
and  some  years  following,  there  will  be  a  great 
falling  off  in  the  number  engaged  in  this  business. 
If  I  understand  the  hon.  Minister  of  Marine  aright, 
it  is  intended  that  the  regulation  with  regard  to 
size  which  now  obtains,  is  to  be  done  away  with. 
I  think  this  is  quite  right.  Anybody  who  is 
at  all  acquainted  with  this  business,  knows  that  it 
is  impossible  to  carry  out  the  law  in  this  respect— 
that  it  is  violated  in  every  factory  a  number  of 
times  each  day.  I  quite  agree  that  it  is  very 
wise  to  repeal  this  regulation.  One  of  the  pro¬ 
visions  proposed  by  the  Bill  is  that  the  space 
between  the  lower  laths  shall  be  If  inches.  I  think 
the  hon.  Minister  of  Marine  says  that  he  intends 
to  change  that  to  1  f  inches.  At  present  the  space  is 
If  inches,  and  from  all  I  have  learned  from  those 
engaged  in  the  business,  I  believe  they  consider 
the  space  of  If  inches  quite  sufficient  ;  and  I  think 
the  hon.  Minister  must  be  pretty  well  convinced  of 
this  himself,  because  |ie  has  said  that  he  will  con¬ 
sent  to  make  the  space  If  inches  as  it  is  at  present. 
I  did  not  quite  understand  whether  this  applies  to 
the  whole  coast  or  only  to  a  particular  part. 
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Mr.  TUPPER.  The  whole  coast.  The  Bill  is 
general. 

Mr.  YEO.  I  hope  he  will  embody  that  provision 
in  the  Bill,  making  the  space  1^  inches  where  the 
lobster  packers  consent  to  forego  the  10  days  fishing 
in  the  season.  This  will  not  apply  to  all  parts  of 
Prince  Edward  Island.  On  some  parts  of  the  west 
and  south-west  coast  of  Prince  Edward  Island  the 
lobsters  do  not  strike  in  until  late  in  the  year,  and 
there  the  fishermen  may  be  anxious  to  have  the 
time  extended  to  the  15th  of  July.  On  the  north 
side  they  may  think  it  an  advantage  to  have  the  1| 
inch  space  and  forego  the  10  days.  The  hon.  Min¬ 
ister  of  Marine  very  kindly  favoured  us  with  some 
quotations  from  a  report  made  by  Mr.  Neilsen,  who 
is  at  present  in  Newfoundland,  and  I  have  no  doubt 
they  are  very  valuable.  But  if  my  information  is 
correct  Mr.  Neilsen  is  a  Norwegian,  and  I  under¬ 
stand  that  many  of  the  suggestions  which  he  makes 
as  to  the  preservation  of  lobsters  in  this  country, 
have  not  been  adopted  in  Norway.  I  am  not 
positive  whether  or  not  this  is  the  case,  but  it 
struck  me  as  strange  that  he  should  propose 
regulations  for  this  country  which  have  not  been 
carried  out  in  his  own.  I  have  no  doubt  that  the 
information  he  gives  is  valuable  and  worth  the  con¬ 
sideration  of  this  House ;  but  for  my  own  part 
1  would  be  guided  much  more  by  the  opinions 
of  one  like  the  hon.  junior  member  for 
King’s  (Mr.  McLean),  who  has  had  practical  ex¬ 
perience  in  this  business,  and  knows  all  about  it, 
and  I  know  that  he  would  not  advance  any  argu¬ 
ment  here  which  would  tend  in  any  way  to  injure 
this  valuable  industry.  So  that  whilst  Mr.  Neil- 
sen’s  opinion  may  be  very  valuable,  I  would  prefer 
taking  the  opinion  of  such  as  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  King’s.  Now,  with  regard  to  the  lobsters 
being  depleted  on  the  coast  of  Prince  Edward 
Island.  I  do  not  know  where  this  information 
comes  from.  I  think  it  is  something  over  twenty- 
one  years  since  this  industry  was  begun,  and  al¬ 
though  the  lobsters  are  not  as  large  as  they  were 
in  the  beginning,  still  I  do  not  know  that 
there  are  any  signs  of  depletion  at  all.  I  believe 
the  catches  are  quite  equal  to  what  they  were 
many  years  ago,  and  I  do  not  think  there  is  any 
great  decrease  in  quantity.  While  there  is  not  a 
great  deal  in  this  Bill  to  be  found  fault  with,  there 
is  one  part  I  am  decidedly  opposed  to,  and  that  is 
the  provision  with  regard  to  the  issuing  of 
licenses.  I  do  not  see  why  those  who  are  engaged 
in  the  packing  of  lobsters  should  have  this  license 
imposed  upon  them.  It  is  true  the  fee  asked  is  not 
a  very  large  one.  It  is  only  $5,  but  it  ap¬ 
pears  to  me  to  be  the  entering  of  the  thin  end  of 
the  wedge.  In  the  first  Bill,  it  was  proposed  to 
impose  a  fee  of  $50  ;  and  although  the  Minister 
of  Marine  may  be  very  generous  and  well  dis¬ 
posed  towards  the  people  engaged  in  this  indus¬ 
try,  we  do  not  know  who  may  come  after  him. 
The  hon.  gentleman  will  leave  this  department 
some  time,  and  somebody  less  liberally  disposed 
towards  the  fishermen  may  take  his  place,  and  a 
larger  fee  ma;y  be  imposed.  I  do  not  see  why  those 
engaged  in  this  industry  should  be  taxed  to  even 
this  small  extent  while  others  engaged  in  other  fish 
industries  are  not.  There  is  no  check  in  any  way 
put  upon  other  fishermen,  and  I  do  not  see  why  this 
fee  should  be  imposed  on  the  lobster  packers.  If 
they  got  any  advantage  from  this  license,  it  would 
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be  worthy  of  consideration,  but  I  cannot  understand 
how  they  will  be  benefited  in  any  way.  It  is  just  a 
license  fee  being  imposed  without  anything  being 
given  in  return,  and  I  think  it  is  calculated  to 
bring  about  an  increase  in  the  fee  which  will 
bear  harshly  on  some  of  the  packers.  There  are 
many  people  who  have  invested  their  all  in 
this  industry,  and  if  at  any  time  in  the  near  future 
a  large  fee  should  be  exacted  it  would  bear  very 
hard  on  them,  and,  therefore,  I  am  opposed  to  this 
proposition.  Again  I  do  not  see  the  advantage  of 
putting  on  this  stamp.  It  is  quite  true  the  fee  in 
this  case  is  also  small,  but  it  seems  unnecessary, 
and  only  putting  on  a  restriction  from  which  no 
possible  good  can  arise.  It  is  not  going  to  enhance 
the  value  of  canned  goods.  One  hon.  gentleman 
said  it  would  show  that  the  lobsters  were  caught  in 
the  proper  season.  Well,  there  is  a  great  deal 
more  than  that  necessary  in  the  canning  of  lobsters. 
To  have  good  canned  lobsters,  it  is  necessary  they 
should  be  well  put  up  and  properly  inspected.  If 
anything  in  the  shape  of  inspection  were  intended, 
then  the  stamp  would  be  worth  something,  but  I 
do  not  think  that  is  the  intention  of  the  Minister, 
so  that  the  label  can  be  of  no  possible  value.  I 
have  heard  sotne  hon.  gentlemen  say  that  in  their 
correspondence  with  their  constituents,  who  are 
engaged  in  this  industry,  their  constituents  are  all 
in  favour  of  the  Bill.  I  cannot  say  as  much  for  the 
people  with  whom  I  have  been  in  communication, 
for  they  are  opposed  entirely  to  this  license  fee 
and  also  to  the  fee  for  the  stamp.  I  do  not  say 
this  in  a  spirit  of  opposition  because  •the  Bill  is 
introduced  by  the  Government,  for  the  lobster 
fishery  is  a  branch  of  industry  which  we  cannot  be 
too  anxious  to  assist  the  Minister  of  Marine  in 
protecting  and  improving,  but  I  do  not  think  pro¬ 
tection  of  this  kind  is  at  all  necessary.  I  believe 
the  trade  will  regulate  itself,  and  that  the  people 
engaged  in  it  will  not  do  anything  that  is  likely  to 
destroy  this  business  in  a  very  short  time.  People 
do  not  like  these  unnecessary  restrictions  being 
placed  upon  them.  It  has  been  said  that  this  is 
not  at  all  palculated  to  interfere  with  the  fishermen, 
but  we  all  know  that  anything  which  interferes 
with  the  packers  must  also  interfere  with  the 
fishermen.  Anything  which  injures  the  one  will 
injure  the  other,  and  anything  which  will  help  the 
business,  so  far  as  packing  is  concerned,  will  also 
benefit  the  fishermen.  I  am  sorry  I  cannot  support 
the  Bill,  but  I  cannot  see  any  good  results  which 
will  flow  from  it.  It  will  give  rise  to  a  lot  of 
trouble  without  any  corresponding  benefit. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  House  resolved  itself  into 
Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

On  section  2, 

Mr.  TUPPER.  I  propose  to  alter  this  clause  so 
as  to  make  it  read  : 

“  No  one  shall  in  any  season  can,  preserve,  or  cure 
lobsters,  or  during  close  season  keep  them  alive  in  pondsv 
or  other  places,  except  under  license  from  the  Minister  of 
Marine  and  Fisheries  in  form  A  to  the  schedule  of  this 
Act.” 

Mr.  FLINT.  I  have  been  unable  to  understand 
what  public  benefit  the  Minister  expected  to  arise 
from  this  license.  Most  of  his  speech  was  taken  up 
in  reference  to  the  diminution  in  the  size  of  the 
lobster,  but  he  has  not  touched  upon  this  point. 
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Mr.  TUPPER.  This  is  principally  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  administration.  In  administering  any  of 
these  regulations,  we  are  necessarily  embarrassed 
by  the  extent  of  the  territories  over  which  these 
canneries  extend.  The  extent  of  coast  line  makes 
it  almost  impossible,  without  an  enormous  grant 
from  Parliament,  for  us  to  police  these  points,  so 
that  we  are  compelled  to  make  periodical  visits, 
and  within  the  last  year  or  twTo  this  has  occurred, 
which  is  to  the  detriment  of  the  regular  packers, 
that,  during  the  close  season,  the  small  packers 
will  secretly  and  in  secret  places  start  a  small 
boiler,  sometimes  in  a  glen  or  in  a  back  building, 
and  will  put  up  in  a  rough  kind  of  way  the  lobsters 
which  they  cure  and  pack  themselves,  putting 
them  up  in  tins  and  that  kind  of  thing  so  that 
supervision  was  becoming  all  the  more  difficult. 
Under  a  license  system  we  have  this  protection  that 
we  can  follow  the  violators  more  easily  and  detect 
the  violations  of  the  law  more  easily,  and  it  is  in 
the  interests  of  all  to  have  a  more  even  adminis¬ 
tration  of  the  law.  Every  licensee  will  be  all  the 
more  careful  to  co-operate  with  the  department  and 
not  to  violate  the  law  as  to  packing,  because,  if  a 
packer  persisted  in  extending  his  operations  and 
keeping  his  factory  open  after  the  season,  it  would 
be  possible  to  refuse  him  a  renewal  of  his  license. 
I  think  this  is  one  of  the  best  features  of  the  Bill 
with  a  view  to  secure  a  uniform  observance  of  the 
clause  which  has  received  almost  universal  support, 
that  is,  the  clause  in  reference  to  the  strict  obser¬ 
vance  of  the  close  season. 

Mr,  FLINT.  I  can  appreciate  the  argument  in 
favour  of  a  license  as  a  matter  of  routine  observance, 
and  I  suppose  the  fee  of  $5  is  not  verj'  large  because 
the  profits  are  supposed  to  be  large  ;  but  I  think  it 
is  establishing  a  principle  which  a  large  number  of 
people  in  the  country  will  look  npon  with  great 
disfavour.  It  places  any  parties  who  make  a  slight 
infraction  of  the  law  under  the  power,  I  wilt  not 
say  of  the  department,  but  of  those  who  enforce 
the  law  in  the  various  communities.  It  may  be 
more  serious  to  have  a  license  suspended  or  refused 
than  it  would  be  to  impose  a  fine,  because  a  license 
withheld, in  the  opinion  of  the  man  himself  arbitra¬ 
rily,  would  result  in  practically  ruining  his  business, 
whereas  a  high  fine  which  might  be  imposed  for  the 
violation  of  the  law  might  leave  the  chance  to  argue 
the  matter  out  with  the  department  and  often  to 
get  it  reduced  or  remitted  as  the  case  might  be. 
This  is  a  terrible  powrer  to  accord  to  the  depart¬ 
ment  over  those  who  exercise  the  powers  of  the  de¬ 
partment.  1  would  call  the  attention  of  the  commit¬ 
tee  to  the  form  which  the  license  is  to  take,  and  I 
think  that  should  be  amended  if  the  committee 
insists  on  having  a  license  at  all. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  I  propose  to  change  that,  but 
we  had  better  wait  until  we  reach  it. 

Mr.  FLINT.  The  Bill  has  been  so  largely  re¬ 
duced  from  the  original  form  that  a  great  deal  of 
the  anxiety  which  was  felt  will  no  doubt  be  some¬ 
what  allayed. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  I  have  not  received  a  single  ob¬ 
jection,  though  I  was  in  communication  with  those 
interested,  to  the  Bill  and  its  present  form.  Many 
of  my  correspondents,  though  they  were  all 
strangers  to  me,  objected  very  strongly  to  the  first 
proposition,  but  I  think  the  Bill  in  the  main  has 
been  very  well  received  by  those  concerned. 


Mr.  FLINT.  I  do  not  see  here  to  whom  the 
application  is  to  be  made  for  the  license. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  There  will  be  no  trouble  in  that 
respect,  just  as  now  the  applications  are  made  for 
trap  licenses  and  they  come  to  the  fishery  officers 
and  are  forwarded  in  due  course  and  acted  upon. 

Mr.  FLINT.  They  are  not  issued  locally,  but 
by  the  Fisheries  Department  ? 

Mr.  TUPPER.  Yes. 

Mr.  FRASER.  I  should  like  very  well  if  there 
were  no  fee  at  all.  I  am  opposed  on  principle  to 
charging  the  fishermen  any  fee  Avhatever. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  No  fisherman  has  to  pay  a  fee. 

Mr.  FRASER.  There  are  a  number  of  fisher¬ 
men  who  engage  in  canning  ;  two  or  three  neigh¬ 
bours  in  some  place  work  together,  and  have  a 
cannery,  so  it  is  the  fisherman  after  all  who  pays. 
I  object  to  it  on  principle.  I  think  when  these 
men  are  only  allowed  to  can  lobsters  for  two 
short  months  in  the  year,  it  is  too  hard  to  charge 
ihem  $5.  When  that  section  is  taken  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  sub-section  5  and  section  a  of  5,  it  will 
be  seen  that  it  is  quite  a  tax  on  the  people.  This 
Act  does  not  provide  for  inspection.  If  there  was 
an  inspection,  I  could  understand  the  imposition 
of  a  fee,  but  there  is  no  inspection  at  all  of  these 
canneries.  This  fee  is  collected  simply  for  the 
purpose  of  paying  the  man  who  goes  there  to  get 
the  fee.  Once  upon  a  time  we  had  a  system  of 
inspecting  fish  in  Nova  Scotia,  but  that  is  largely, 
if  not  altogether,  done  away  with  now.  Now, 
why  should  not  these  persons  be  treated  like  per¬ 
sons  in  any  other  industry  ?  Why  should  not  the 
particular  brand  of  a  particular  canner  be  suffi¬ 
cient  ?  Y ou  are  now  going  to  send  an  official 
there  to  see.  Small  as  is  this  fee,  it  is  as 
was  well  said  by  an  hon.  member  from  Prince 
Edward  Island,  the  entering  of  the  thin  end  of  the 
wedge.  Now  I  believe  that  you  ought  not  to  put 
any  tax  whatever  upon  an  industry  that  is  of 
necessity  confined  to  a  short  time  in  the  year.  A 
man  works  on  his  farm  all  the  year  round  ;  manu¬ 
facturers  work  all  the  year  round  making  clothing, 
boots  and  shoes  that  are  needed  in  summer  and 
winter  ;  but  here  is  a  business  in  which  a  man  can 
only  work  two  months  in  a  year,  and  you  are  going 
to  exact  a  fee  from  that  man.  That  is  not  treating 
him  as  you  treat  men  in  other  businesses.  If  the 
purpose  was  to  make  a  thorough  inspection  and  to 
see  that  before  any  lobsters  were  canned  for  sale 
they  should  be  inspected  by  an  officer  of  the 
Government,  then  I  could  understand  it  ;  but  this 
is  simply  a  mode  of  levying  a  tax  upon  these  men 
of  $5,  be  the  cannery  ever  so  small.  In  my  own 
county  there  are  a  number  of  cases  where  a  family 
of  three  or  four  boys  and  three  or  four  girls  go 
with  the  father  and  have  a  small  cannery,  and 
they  do  a  fair  business  in  the  markets  of  the  world, 
if  their  article  is  a  good  one.  This  matter  ought  to 
be  judged, not  from  the  amount  a  man  puts  up, but 
simply  from  the  point  of  view  of  the  character  of 
the  goods  he  produces.  These  men  are  restricted 
already,  and  rightly  enough  ;  in  the  interest  of  the 
fisheries  and  in  their  own  interest  there  should  be 
restrictions  as  to  time  ;  but  when  that  is  done,  I 
do  not  think  you  should  charge  any  fee. 

Mr.  J0NCA8.  I  am  a  little  surprised  at  the 
opposition  of  the  hon.  memberfor  Guysborough(Mr. 
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Fraser)  against  the  license  fee.  The  Bill  as  it  is 
framed,  seems  to  be  acceptable  to  those  engaged  in 
the  business.  The  lion,  member  forgets  that  the 
lobster  fishery  is  not  the  only  one  that  is  subject 
to  a  license  fee.  Take  the  salmon  fishery,  that  is 
subject  to  a  fee  ;  so  is  the  mackerel  fishery,  and  so 
is  the  cod  fishery  with  traps — all  are  subject  to  a 
license  fee.  In  our  counties  on  the  Gulf  of  St. 
Lawrence  where  we  used  to  have  the  richest  fish¬ 
eries  in  the  world,  and  where  we  still  have,  I  think, 
the  richest  fisheries  in  the  world,  I  think  it  is  time 
for  the  Government  to  impose  some  fee  by  means 
of  which  the  Department  of  Fisheries  will  be  in  a 
position  to  regulate  those  fisheries.  This  fee  of  $5 
is  only  a  nominal  fee,  after  all ;  the  fisherman  will 
not  suffer  by  it.  I  represent  a  county  where  we 
have,  perhaps,  200  canneries,  and  I  know  very  well 
that  the  packer  alone  will  pay  the  fees,  the  fisher¬ 
men  will  not  suffer  by  it.  The  hon.  member  for 
Guysborough  speaks  of  small  canneries.  I  think  that 
this  fee  should  be  applied  also  to  small  canneries, 
because  the  small  canneries  have  no  reputation  at 
stake,  whereas  the  large  packers,  who  have  a  reputa¬ 
tion  will  take  care  that  the  goods  they  put  on  the 
market  are  of  a  good  quality. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.  E.I. )  Will  a  $5  fee  ensure 
that  the  small  packers  will  put  better  goods  on  the 
market  ? 

Mr.  JONCAS.  No,  but  I  say  that  a  $5  fee  will 
subject  the  small  canneries  to  an  inspection  by  an 
officer  of  the  Government. 

Mr.  FRASER.  Not  at  all.  There  is  no  in¬ 
spection. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  There  is  no  inspection  as  to 
quality,  but  there  is  inspection  as  to  the  time  at 
which  these  lobsters  are  caught,  whether  they  are 
caught  at  the  season  of  the  year  when  it  is  gen¬ 
erally  admitted  that  they  are  in  their  best  condi¬ 
tion,  or  whether  they  are  caught  illegally  at  a  time 
when  they  are  not  in  good  condition.  That  question 
is  settled  by  the  certificate.  I  am  told  by  men  who 
are  in  the  business  that  the  inspection  clause, 
while  useful  to  the  department  for  another  purpose, 
will  be  in  the  interest  of  packers,  because  every  bit 
of  that  license  fee,  and  the  inspection  fee  itself, 
will  tend  to  give  their  goods  a  certificate  that  will 
be  of  greater  value  to  them  than  the  $5,  and  the 
graded  two  cents  nominal  fee  on  the  cases. 

Mr.  FORBES.  I  fail  to  understand  the  remarks 
of  the  hon.  member  from  Gaspe  (Mr.  Joncas)  when 
he  says  that  this  is  not  a  tax  upon  the  fishermen. 
All  along  the  shores  of  Nova  Scotia,  and  I  dare 
say  along  the  shores  of  Prince  Edward  Island  and 
New  Brunswick  also,  there  are  men  catching  these 
fish  in  what  are  called  cages,  from  which  they  are 
transferred  to  boxes  which,  under  this  Act,  are 
going  to  be  called  traps.  That  practice  is  fol¬ 
lowed  by  fishermen,  and  this  tax  of  $5  will  be 
directly  imposed  on  them. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  How  ? 

Mr.  FORBES.  For  every  box,  which  will  hold 
a  cage  of  12  or  20  lobsters,  the  Minister  will  charge 
a  tax  of  §5. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  The  hon.  gentleman  should  read 
the  Bill  before  he  indulges  in  a  criticism  of  that  kind. 
The  fee  for  the  license  will  be  $5  a  year  ;  the  other 
tax  is  only  2  cents  for  each  case  containing  4  dozen 
1 -pound  cans,  and  1  cent  for  each  case  containing  2 
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dozen  1 -pound  cans,  according  to  the  nature  of  the 
case.  . 

Mr.  FORBES.  Under  section  10  it  is  provided  : 

“  No  person  shall,  in  any  season,  can,  preserve,  or  cure 
lobsters,  or  keep  them  alive  in  ponds  or  other  places,  ex¬ 
cept  under  license  from  the  Minister  of  Marine  and  Fish¬ 
eries  in  the  form  A  in  the  schedule  to  this  Act. 

“  A  fee  of  five  dollars  shall  be  paid  for  each  such  license. ” 

During  the  period  when  fish  can  be  caught,  as  well 
as  during  the  close  season,  the  fishermen  come 
together  and  catch  fish  in  traps  and  transfer  them 
to  ponds  and  other  places. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  It  is  a  custom  well  known  to 
be  followed  by  these  men  during  the  open  season, 
and  during  that  time  vessels  come  along  the  coast 
and  take  the  lobsters  to  the  factories.  We  do  not 
interfere  with  these  operations  in  any  respect. 
They  did  not  require  any  license.  As  the  Act  now 
stands  it  does  not  affect  them  in  the  slightest 
degree.  There  is  growing  up  another  custom ,. 
notably  near  Yarmouth,  where  fishermen  operating 
for  the  United  States  market,  catch  more  lobsters 
during  the  open  season  than  they  can  profitably 
dispose  of,  and  they  wish  to  keep  them  in  ponds 
and  pounds  during  the  close  season.  The  depart¬ 
ment,  observing  this  close  season,  cannot  permit 
those  operations  to  proceed  without  some  check 
being  exercised  ;  but  as  it  is  a  legitimate  operation  if 
properly  guarded,  we  intend  to  compel  these  parties 
to  take  out  a  license  so  that  we  can  prevent  abuses 
arising  that  would  otherwise  occur  from  fishermen, 
keeping  fish  in  ponds,  without  any  officer  being 
present,  during  the  close  season. 

Mr.  FORBES.  I  quite  agree  with  the  principle 
of  imposing  a  $5  license  fee.  There  is  another 
practice  growing  up  in  the  Counties  of  Queen’s  and 
Shelburne  too  which  I  wish  to  call  the  Minister’s 
attention.  The  fishermen  do  not  keep  the  lobsters 
in  large  ponds,  for  which  he  is  going  to  compel 
the  parties  to  take  out  a  license,  but  in  much  smaller 
pounds  called  “cars.  ”  This  “  car  ”  is  a  little  larger 
than  the  ordinary  cage  in  which  the  lobsters  are 
caught.  After  they  have  been  taken  from  the  orig¬ 
inal  trap  or  box,  they  are  transferred  to  a  “  car,” 
and  are  kept  a  few  days  awaiting  the  arrival  of  a 
sailing  smack  or  steamer. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  We  do  not  interfere  with  those 
fishermen. 

Mr.  J ONCAS.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  forgotten 
that  a  little  while  ago,  in  the  committee,  we  amended 
section  10  so  as  to  read  : 

‘‘No  one  shall  fish  for,  catch,  kill,  can,  preserve  or  cure 
lobsters  or  keep  them  alive  in  ponds  or  other  places,  during 
the  close  season,  except  under  license  from  the  Minister 
of  Marine  and  Fisheries.” 

The  difference  lies  in  the  words  “  during  the  close 
season.  ” 

Mr.  FORBES.  Is  there  anything  in  the  Bill  or 
proposed  regulations  to  prevent  the  lobsters  from 
those  “  cars  ”  being  transferred  out  of  season  ? 

Mr.  TUPPER.  No. 

Mr.  BOWERS.  Suppose  a  man  has  a  thousand 
lobsters  in  one  of  these  “  cars  ”  on  the  last  day  of 
the  fishing  season,  two  or  three  days  may  elapse 
before  the.  vessel  which  is  taking  them  away,  comes 
round.  Has  he  to  take  out  a  license  for  those  two 
or  three  days  ? 

Mr.  TUPPER.  That  man  is  liable  to  a  fine 
now.  That  is  one  of  the  frequent  ways  in  which 
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the  regulations  are  evaded,  by  fishermen  pretend¬ 
ing  that  the  lobsters  in  the  “  cars  ”  were  caught 
during  the  open  season. 

Mr.  BOWERS.  A  fisherman  would  be  liable  to 
a  fine  if  those  lobsters  were  in  the  “  cars  ”  24  hours 
after  the  termination  of  the  open  season. 

Mr.  JONCAS.  Thehon.  gentleman  forgets  that 
the  season  for  packers  ends  on  a  certain  day.  The 
fishermen  know  they  have  no  right  to  keep  lobsters 
after  that  time,  ancl  that  it  is  no  use  to  keep  them 
in  “cars.” 

Mr.  BOWERS.  I  am  referring  to  fishermen  who 
keep  lobsters  fresh  for  the  United  States.  At  the 
close  of  the  season  these  men  may  have  two  or  three 
hundred  lobsters  fresh  on  hand.  What  are  they 
going  to  do  ?  They  should  be  allowed  a  few  days 
during  which  to  get  rid  of  them. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  If  a  fisherman  has  such  a  large 
stock  on  hand,  and  is  waiting  for  a  change  in  the 
market,  he  will  have  to  come  under  the  general 
rule  applied  for  the  protection  of  the  fisheries,  so 
that  we  may  know  exactly  where  lobsters  are  being 
kept  during  the  close  season,  and  prevent  the  stock 
being  kept  up  by  lobsters  taken  during  the  close 
season. 

Mr.  STAIRS.  The  hon.  member  for  Digby  (Mr. 
Bowers)  has  raised  a  difficulty  which,  he  says,  will 
occur  under  the  present  Bill.  How  do  fishermen 
under  those  circumstances  act  at  present  ? 

Mr.  BOWERS.  At  the  present  time  the  Minis¬ 
ter,  through  his  overseers,  gives  the  fishermen  four 
or  five  days,  or  a  week,  to  get  clear  of  the  lobsters 
they  have  on  hand. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  Will  the  hon.  gentleman  tell 
me  the  name  of  any  overseer  who  gave  that  per¬ 
mission  ? 

Mr.  BOWERS.  I  do  not  like  to  say. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  I  am  not  providing  for  breaches 
of  the  law. 

Mr.  BOWERS.  If  a  fisherman  has  some  lobsters 
on  hand  during  the  last  day  of  the  open  season, 
has  he  got  to  throw  them  away  ?  At  present  the 
overseer  gives  three  or  four  days  to  allow  him  to 
get  rid  of  them. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  We  do  not  propose  to  change 
the  overseer. 

Mr.  GILLMOR.  My  hon.  friend  from  Digby 
(Mr.  Bowers)  here  understands  this  question  about 
as  well  as  any  gentleman  in  this  House,  and  I  t  hink 
if  the  Minister  understands  it  he  will  see  the  great 
propriety  of  the  suggestion  made  by  him.  1  know 
that  the  suggestion  made  by  the  hon.  member  for 
Digby  (Mr.  Bowers)  is  a  reasonable  one,  and  I  be¬ 
lieve  if  the  Minister  appreciated  it  he  would  try  to 
provide  for  just  such  a  case  as  has  been  mentioned. 
This  has  nothing  to  do  with  the  canneries  at  all, 
but  it  has  to  do  with  the  lobsters  that  are  sold 
alive,  and  there  must  be  always  a  small  stock  of 
lobsters  in  these  “  cars  ”  immediately  after  the  date 
when  the  close  season  commences.  Now,  I  am  sure 
the  Minister  does  not  wish  to  compel  these  persons 
to  take  out  a  license  who  may  have  a  few  lobsters  in 
these  “  cars  ”  at  the  close  of  the  season.  My  hon. 
friend  from  Digby  suggests  that  they  should  not  be 
fined  for  having  these  lobsters  there  two  or  three 
days  after  the  fishing  season,  and  I  believe  that  his 
suggestion  is  a  proper  one  and  ought  to  be  adopted. 
I  know  that  the  Minister  does  not  want  to  oppress 


or  annoy  or  tax  the  fishermen,  but  he  will  do  a 
great  injustice  to  that  class  of  persons  if  he  does 
not  provide  that  they  shall  have  time  to  get  rid  of 
their  stock  without  compelling  them  to  pay  a  li¬ 
cense. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  of  course 
a  free  trader  in  everything,  and  I  know  he  will 
admit  that  he  has  very  little  sympathy  for  any  of 
the  regulations  touching  the  fishermen.  The  ques¬ 
tion  raised  by  the  hon.  member  for  Digby  (Mr. 
Bowers)  is  a  vital  one  and  whatever  there  is  in  it  is 
contrary  to  the  spirit  of  a  close  season.  Most  hon. 
gentlemen  in  the  committee  are  in  favour  of  a  close 
season,  but  the  minute  you  allow  any  nibbling  at 
the  dates  of  the  close  season  you  interfere  with  the 
most  vital  principle  of  it.  The  difficulty  must  al¬ 
ways  remain  of  finding  out  whether  these  lobsters  in 
the  “  cars  ”  were  caught  just  in  the  last  days  of  the 
open  season,  or  were  caught  during  the  close  season. 
We  know  that  lobsters  have  been  taken  during  the 
close  season,  and  if  this  is  allowed  it  will  be  impos¬ 
sible  to  prevent  the  practice.  It  is  most  difficult 
to  detect  the  illegal  fishing,  and  I  believe  it  must 
be  provided  that  if  any  lobsters  are  left  on  hand, 
they  shall  come  under  the  regulation. 

Mr.  GILLMOR.  I  think  the  Minister  is  treating 
The  people  very  harshly  indeed  in  this  matter. 
These  lobsters  are  taken  for  food  and  the  people 
are  allowed  by  law  to  take  them  up  to  a  certain 
time,  and  won’t  you  allow  them  to  keep  them  there 
and  eat  them  without  paying  a  fee  ?  I  think  that 
the  motives  of  the  Minister  are  good,  but  I  think 
he  is  mistaken  in  his  zeal,  and  his  zeal  is  not  accord¬ 
ing  to  knowle  Ige  in  reference  to  this  matter.  With 
regard  to  my  being  a  free  trader  I  may  say  that  I 
do  not  think  it.  is  good  for  the  business  to  restrict 
and  hamper  it  in  this  sort  of  way.  Neither  do  I 
believe  that  the  source  from  which  the  Minister 
gets  his  information  on  these  matters  is  perhaps 
the  most  correct,  because  these  officers  want  to  find 
something  to  do  and  they  interfere  with  the  men 
catching  fish.  I  appreciate  the  Minister’s  motives 
in  trying  to  protect  these  fisheries,  but  they  have 
not  yet  become  exhausted.  I  think,  however,  that 
he  is  justified  in  legislating  so  that  they  shall  not 
become  exhausted,  but  I  believe  that  he  should  not 
hamper  the  business  by  making  people  to  pay  for 
a  license  to  catch  lobsters. 

Mr.  BOWERS.  I  have  no  objection  to  the  prin¬ 
ciple  of  the  Minister  charging  a  license  to  keep 
these  lobsters  alive  in  “  cars.”  If  any  one  should 
wish  to  speculate  in  lobsters  and  buy  them  for  the 
purpose  of  keeping  them  alive  in  close  season,  I 
am  perfectly  willing  that  a  fee  should  be  charged. 
The  Minister  must  remember,  however,  that  during 
the  last  three  or  four  days  of  the  season,  the  fisher¬ 
men  are  employed  in  removing  their  traps  and  bring¬ 
ing  them  ashore.  Suppose  there  has  not  been  a  ves¬ 
sel  around  to  buy  these  lobsters  for  one  week  before 
the  season  closes,  what  are  the  fishermen  to  do  ? 
These  lobsters  are  bought  alive  and  put  into  smacks, 
and  if  the  smack  has  gone  to  Yarmouth,  or  Boston, 
or  Portland,  and  is  not  around  to  buy  the  lobsters, 
does  the  Minister  want  the  fishermen  to  throw  the 
lobsters  away  ?  I  want  the  Minister  to  give  some 
guarantee  to  the  fishermen  that  if  they  put  these 
lobsters  into  their  “  cars,”  they  will  not  have  to 
pay  a  license  fee  of  $5  for  simply  keeping  them  until 
they  can  dispose  of  them. 
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Mr.  FLINT.  I  think  there  is  considerable  in 
what  has  been  said  by  the  hon.  member  for  Digby 
(Mr.  Bowers).  I  do  not  think  that  there  is  any 
reasonable  objection  to  the  license  fee  in  reference 
to  the  ponds.  A  great  deal  must  be  conceded  to 
the  administrative  departments  and  the  fee  is  not 
very  much,  and  provided  that  the  licenses  cannot 
be  made  too  powerful  an  engine  for  exerting 
pressure  on  those  who  hold  them,  I  do  not  think 
there  can  be  any  very  great  objection.  In  regard 
to  those  who  are  in  the  position  so  well  described 
by  the  hon.  member  for  Digby  (Mr.  Bowers)  I 
think  there  might  be  some  proviso  made  in  the  law 
to  cover  the  few  days  that  they  may  have  a  greater 
or  smaller  number  of  lobsters  in  these  “cars” 
awaiting  disposal.  As  a  matter  of  fact  those 
who  have  charge  of  this  matter  have  been 
very  moderate,  1  am  aware,  in  exercising  the 
powers  which  the  law  now  gives  them,  and  I 
think  that  they  do  so  properly,  because  circum¬ 
stances  over  which  neither  the  overseer,  nor  the 
person  having  these  fish,  can  possibly  have 
control  might  prevent  their  disposing  of  them 
during  the  first  few  days  of  the  close  season, 
and  as  a  matter  of  fact  I  think  we  must  admit 
that  the  strict  powers  of  the  law  have  not  been 
enforced  against  these  people.  But  it  might  pos¬ 
sibly  be  advisable  if  a  few  words  were  inserted  as 
a  proviso  which  would  protect  these  people,  and  at 
the  same  time  not  leave  the  overseers  open  to  the 
charge  of  winking  at  an  open  violation  of  the  law. 
Before  the  Bill  is  finally  passed,  I  think  the  Minis¬ 
ter  might  devise  some  proviso  to  cover  a  week  or 
so  of  the  first  part  of  the  close  season  ;  so  that 
these  parties  will  not  be  compelled  to  take  out  a 
regular  license. 

Mr.  BOWERS.  I  would  like  the  hon.  Minister 
to  give  us  a  little  satisfaction  on  this  point. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  I  do  not  know  what  the  hon. 
gentleman  means  by  satisfaction.  I  have  given  my 
opinion  three  or  four  times. 

Mr.  BOWERS.  I  wish  the  hon.  Minister  t° 
enact  a  law  that  will  not  press  too  hardly  on  th 
fishermen.  They  have  hard  work  enough  now  t° 
make  a  living.  They  go  out  in  storms  and  gales 
and  all  kinds  of  weather  pursuing  their  occupation- 
You  are  going  to  charge  them  a  license  for  keeping 
the  very  lobsters  which  you  empower  them  to 
catch.  The  hon.  member  for  Shelburne,  the  hon. 
member  for  Queen’s,  the  hon.  member  for  Yar¬ 
mouth,  and  the  hon.  member  for  Annapolis  are  all 
interested  in  this  matter.  The  fishermen  along 
their  shores  are  placed  in  the  same  situation  as 
those  of  Digby  County,  and  I  think  the  hon.  Min¬ 
ister  might  put  a  clause  in  this  Bill  that  would 
make  it  more  easy  upon  them. 

Mr.  FLINT.  Could  not  the  Minister  allow 
about  three  days  without  the  necessity  of  taking 
out  a  license  ? 

Mr.  TUPPER.  I  think  the  hon.  gentlemen  are 
borrowing  trouble.  You  cannot  fix  a  limit  without 
incurring  some  difficulty.  It  is  a  very  rare  case  in 
which  the  bond  fide,  lobster  fisherman  is  caught  in 
the  predicament  of  having  the  lobsters,  and  want¬ 
ing  to  get  rid  of  them  in  the  close  season.  To 
adopt  the  suggestion  would  practically  be  to  extend 
the  open  season  and  the  opportunities  for  abuse  ; 
and  as  we  are  making  no  change  in  that  regard 
whatever,  the  particular  cases  to  which  the  hon. 
Mr.  Bowers. 


gentleman  has  referred  are  so  few  that  they  have 
not  come  up.  Practically,  I  do  not  think  there  is 
any  trouble. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.  E.I.)  I  have  not  intervened  in 
the  discussion  of  that  particular  part  of  the  sub¬ 
ject  with  regard  to  keeping  lobsters  in  ponds  dur¬ 
ing  the  close  season,  because  it  is  not  a  matter  of 
which  I  have  any  practical  knowledge.  But  if  the 
hon.  gentleman  persists  in  keeping  this  principle 
in  his  Bill,  after  the  discussion  which  has  taken 
place  on  the  second  reading,  it  is  possible  that  at 
a  future  stage  I  may  test  the  opinion  of  the  House 
as  to  the  propriety  of  taking  out  a  license  at  all. 
In  the  Bill  which  the  hon.  gentleman  first  intro¬ 
duced,  he  provided  for  the  manner  in  which  the 
licenses  must  be  obtained  ;  and  I  will  say  frankly 
that  the  manner  in  which  they  can  be  obtained  is  a 
great  deal  more  serious  than  the  granting  of  the 
licenses  or  the  fee  charged.  The  object  of  the  hon. 
gentleman,  I  understand,  is  to  keep  the  lobster 
fishery  more  under  the  control  of  the  department. 
So  far  as  the  department  and  the  superior  officers 
are  concerned,  I  do  not  see  that  very  much  evil  can 
result  ;  but  I  wish  to  know  whether  these  little 
petty  jacks-in-ofiice,  who  harass  every  Liberal  en¬ 
gaged  in  the  business  in  Prince  Edward  Island,  are 
to  have  any  control  over  these  licenses  or  not  ? 

Mr.  TUPPER.  None  whatever. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P. E.I.)  Because  I  may  tell  the 
hon.  gentleman  that  we  have  no  confidence  what¬ 
ever  in  his  officials.  If  the  license  came  from  the 
department,  I  would  be  satisfied  that  every  justice 
would  be  done  to  the  packers,  and  no  enquiry 
would  be  made  whether  a  man  was  a  Liberal  or 
not  ;  but  these  little  jacks-in-ofiice  harass  and 
worry  every  Liberal  engaged  in  the  business  as  far 
as  they  can  to  show  their  authority.  I  speak  now 
from  what  I  know,  for  I  have  fifty  or  sixty  letters 
here -from  those  engaged  in  the  business,  and  many 
of  them  speak  in  this  direction.  Is  an  application 
to  be  made  for  these  licenses  ?  If  so,  how  is  it  to 
be  made,  and  what  length  of  time  must  elapse 
before  it  can  be  obtained  ?  What  red  tape  is  re¬ 
quired  in  order  to  obtain  it  ?  The  hon.  gentleman 
professed  to  frame  this  Bill  somewhat  on  the  lines 
suggested  by  Mr.  Neilsen  in  Newfoundland  ;  but 
Mr.  Neilsen  proposed  that  these  licenses  should  be 
granted  free,  and  that  any  justice  of  the  peace  or 
sub-collector  or  fishery7  warden  -should  be  able  to 
grant  them.  The  object  was  to  keep  the  business 
under  the  control  of  the  department,  and  ensure 
that  every  honest,  bond  fide  packer  would  get  the 
license  without  any  red-tape.  I  want  to  know  in 
what  manner  these  licenses  shall  be  applied  for, 
and  what  restrictions  shall  be  possible  in  the  way 
of  any  man  applying  for  a  license. 

Mr.  MACDONALD  (King’s,  P. E.I.  )  I  must  rise 
to  protest  against  the  aspersion  which  the  hon. 
member  for  Queen’s  has  passed  upon  the  fishery 
overseers  of  Prince  Edward  Island.  He  has  no 
right  to  cast  any  such  aspersions  upon  them.  When 
the  packers  of  Prince  Edward  Island  were  fined 
there  were  as  many  Conservatives  fined  as  Liberals, 
and  when  the  fishery  officers  had  to  do  with  the 
giving  of  the  bounty,  as  many  Conservatives  had 
to  complain  of  not  getting  their  bounty  as  Liberals. 

Mr.  PERRY.  It  is  not  so. 

Mr.  MACDONALD  (King  s,  P.E.I.)  I  can  assure 
the  hon.  gentleman  that  it  is  so,  and  I  can  show 
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him  a  list  of  dozens  of  Conservatives  who  com¬ 
plained.  We  see  these  gentlemen  getting  up  time 
and  again  and  making  assertions  that  are  not  borne 
out  by  the  facts.  The  Minister  of  Marine  and 
Fisheries  can  find  returns  in  his  office,  and  I  can 
name  dozens  of  men  in  my  county,  Conservatives 
as  well  as  Liberals,  who  have  not  received  the 
bounty  because  of  informalities.  It  is  all  very 
well  for  the  lion,  members  for  Queen’s  and 
Prince  to  get  up  here  and  make  assertions 
which  are  not  borne  out  by  the  facts,  but  I  could 
not  allow  them  to  do  it  without  contradicting 
them.  With  respect  to  the  clause  before  the 
House,  this  tu ’penny  ha’penny  “car”  business 
down  in  the  western  part  of  Nova  Scotia,  there  is 
more  time  wasted  about  it  than  the  whole  thing  is 
worth.  The  fact  of  the  matter  is  the  probabilities 
are  that  not  one  of  these  little  “  cars,”  which  are 
very  little  bigger  than  a  lobster  trap,  had  more 
than  fifty  lobsters  in  it,  and  even  if  it  had  a  hun¬ 
dred  it  is  a  very  small  trifle,  and  they  might  take 
the  chance  of  letting  them  loose  and  catching  them 
another  time. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  I  have  not  had  any  serious 
charges  with  reference  to  the  partiality  of  the 
fishery  officers  in  the  Island,  hue  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  must  know,  for  he  has  had  great  experience, 
that  whether  the  Government  in  power  be  Liberal 
or  Conservative,  when  a  party  gets  into  trouble  with 
a  fishery  inspector  he  immediately  jumps  to  the 
conclusion  that  it  is  because  of  his  political  leanings. 
But  I  am  sure  that  not  more  in  Prince  Edward 
Island  than  in  any  other  place  has  partiality  been 
shown  by  the  fishery  officers.  I  can  tell  the  hon. 
gentleman,  if  it  will  be  any  comfort  to  him,  that  I 
am  individually  as  unpopular  with  the  Conserva¬ 
tives  in  the  Island  as  with  the  Liberals,  so  far  as  I 
have  come  in  contact  with  them  in  connection  with 
these  penal  laws,  which  are  very  unpleasant  laws 
to  administer.  It  is  certainly  my  intention  to 
grant  every  application  for  a  canning  license.  I 
left  out  that  clause,  and  the  hon.  gentleman 
naturally  supposed  there  was  an  object  in  drop¬ 
ping  it. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E. I.)  I  did  not  suppose  any¬ 
thing. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  I  will  explain  why  I  did  so. 
The  clause  was  more  essential  in  connection  with 
the  regulation  originally  drafted,  but  which  was 
found,  after  thorough  discussion,  to  be  impractic¬ 
able  and  unnecessary,  because  of  so  much  detail 
being  required.  There  will  be  no  discrimination 
made  in  granting  the  licenses. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E. I.)  How  is  this  to  be  ob¬ 
tained  ?  How  is  a  canner  to  get  his  license  ? 

Mr.  TUPPER.  Just  as  they  do  all  over  Canada, 
on  application.  In  Prince  Edward  Island  there 
will  be  no  difficulty  whatever. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E. I.)  To  whom  will  they 
apply  ? 

Mr.  TUPPER.  Application  naturally  would  go 
to  the  department,  just  as  we  get  applications  for 
all  the  trap  net  licenses  issued.  They  apply  long  in 
advance,  and  there  has  been  no  trouble  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  issue  of  those.  If  a  man  wished,  he 
could  send  his  application  to  the  inspector.  It  is 
for  him  to  apply  to  the  inspector  or  the  head  office. 
If  .the  hon.  gentleman  thinks  it  wise  to  give  direc¬ 


tion  in  the  Bill,  I  have  no  objection  to  publish  in 
it  where  the  application  should  be  made. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E. I.)  Will  the  hon.  gentleman 
furnish  blank  forms  to  all  the  collectors  of  customs 
and  fishery  officers  with  instructions  to  give  them 
to  every  applicant  on  payment  of  a  fee  ?  The  hon. 
gentleman  wants  the  canners  of  the  Island  to  go  to 
the  inspector  of  fisheries.  They  have  not  that  con¬ 
fidence  in  him,  and  he  may  live  on  one  part  of  the 
Island  and  the  applicant  in  another. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  He  need  not  move  about. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.  E.l.)  I  will  accept  the  hon. 
gentleman’s  assurance  if  he  will  tell  me  that  these 
blanks  will  be  supplied  to  the  collectors  of  customs 
and  that  all  applicants  can  obtain  them  from  the 
collector  or  the  agent  of  the  department.  How  is 
an  applicant  in  King’s  County  to  get  to  the  inspec¬ 
tor  at  Tignish  ? 

Mr.  TUPPER.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  making 
unnecessary  trouble.  No  such  trouble  has  occurred 
in  the  administering  of  the  license  system  all  over 
Canada.  Most  of  the  packers  can  read  and  write,  and 
they  can  communicate  with  the  department  at 
Ottawa,  without  cost,  from  any  point  in  the  Island 
and  have  the  answer  back  in  a  short  time.  If  the 
applicant  wishes  to  go  to  the  inspector,  he  can  do 
so,  and  forward  his  application  through  him.  When 
the  Bill  was  drafted,  I  supposed  that,  naturally, 
applications  would  go  straight  to  the  department. 

Mr.  BOWERS.  Could  the  hon.  gentleman  not 
put  in  the  Bill  a  clause  compelling  only  those  who 
keep  live  lobsters  in  “  cars  ”  containing  over  five 
hundred  each  or  over  to  take  out  a  license  V  A 
clause  like  that  would  prevent  parties  who  have  a 
few  lobsters  on  hand  being  fined. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.  E.  I.)  I  understand  the  hon. 
gentleman  to  assure  the  committee  that  any  appli¬ 
cation  made  will  be  granted  without  any  reference 
to  the  inspector. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  I  do  not  make  any  such  pledge* 
It  would  not  be  right  for  me  to  do  so.  I  don’t 
know  what  the  hon.  gentleman  has  against  the 
inspector. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.  E.  I. )  I  am  saying  nothing 
against  him. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  Either  the  inspector  is  fit  for 
his  office  or  he  is  not.  I  believe  he  is.  I  believe 
he  performs  his  duty  well,  and  I  will  make  no 
pledge  as  to  whether  I  will  refer  to  one  officer  or 
another.  In  connection  with  the  administration  of 
my  duties,  I  will  refer  to  any  officer  in  my  depart¬ 
ment  in  the  Island  or  any  part  of  Canada  whenever 
I  see  fit  to  do  so. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E. I.)  That  is  just  what  I  fear¬ 
ed,  that  a  man  is  not  to  have  the  right  to  get  a 
liceiise  when  he  applies  for  it,  and  I  say  that  the 
intention  was  he  should  have  the  right. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  I  have  said  nothing  to  the  con¬ 
trary. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E. I.)  I  only  want  the  hon. 
gentleman’s  assurance  that  on  applying  to  the 
department  every  applicant  shall  have  the  right  to 
have  the  license. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  I  tell  the  hon.  gentleman  that 
was  the  intention.  We  do  not  intend  to  discrimi¬ 
nate.  That  is  not  part  of  the  Bill.  We  intend  to 
grant  licenses  to  every  man  who  is  a  canner  and  has 
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a  factory.  That  is  straight  and  clear.  But  I  will 
not  say  that  I  shall  not  refer  to  Mr.  Hackett  on  any 
subject.  On  the  contrary,  having  confidence  in 
him  I  may  very  often  have  to  refer  to  him. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  I  want  to  have  an  assur¬ 
ance  that  every  applicant  on  forwarding  his  fee  to 
the  office  shall  have  his  license. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  I  have  stated  that  several 
times. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  There  is  a  good  deal  of 
reservation  about  that. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  There  is  no  mental  reservation. 

Mr.  PERRY.  1  see  that  this  is  to  be  signed 
by  “  A.B.,”  and  I  should  like  to  know  where  he  is 
to  be  found.  There  is  no  provision  in  that  Bill 
showing  in  what  way  the  applicant  is  to  get  his 
license,  and  my  hon.  friend  from  Queen’s  (Mr. 
Davies)  says  that  all  he  wants  is  to  find  out  how 
the  applicant  is  to  get  his  license.  It  would  only 
require  a  short  clause  to  show  by  what  means  the 
parties  applying  for  licenses  shall  get  them. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  Does  the  hon.  gentleman 
intend  to  provide  that  the  application  is  to  be 
countersigned  by  the  overseer  of  the  district? 

Mr.  TUPPER.  There  is  not  a  packer  in  the 
Dominion  of  Canada  who  would  not  know  where 
to  apply.  If  there  was  any  question,  he  would 
write  to  the  Department  of  Marine  and  Fisheries, 
but  there  is  nothing  to  prevent  a  canner  applying 
to  an  overseer  and  having  his  application  forwarded. 
There  is  no  objection  at  present  to  an  applicant  for 
traps  applying  in  that  way,  but,  naturally,  they 
know  that  the  applications  go  to  the  Department 
of  Marine  and  Fisheries. 

Mr.  BOWERS.  Many  applications  have  been 
made  from  Digby  County  to  the  fishery  overseer  ; 
but  the  trouble  is  that  on  the  southern  shore  of  the 
Bay  of  F undy  it  is  very  rough  and  they  cannot  fish 
there  before  the  middle  of  May,  as  many  traps  are 
destroyed  if  they  try  to  fish  earlier.  Why  should 
not  they  have  the  right  to  fish  up  to  the  15th  July 
as  well  as  the  people  of  Prince  Edward  Island  or 
those  on  the  north  shore  of  New  Brunswick? 
The  stormy  weather  of  the  early  part  of  the  sea¬ 
son  precludes  the  fishermen  on  the  south  shore  of 
the  Bay  of  Fundy  from  making  a  paying  season  un¬ 
less  they  can  go  to  the  15th  July. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  One  of  the  best  answers  I  can 
give  to  the  hon.  gentleman  is  to  refer  to  the  re¬ 
marks  lie  made  early  in  the  evening,  when  he  re¬ 
presented  that,  in  regard  to  the  laths,  there  was  a 
diminution  in  the  size  and  in  the  run  of  lobsters  in 
his  district,  and  he  hoped  the  regulation  would  be 
made  more  strict. 

Mr.  BOWERS.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  “  hear, 
hear,”  and  that  statement  of  his  affords  the  best 
reason  for  not  extending  the  season.  The  sense 
of  the  whole  committee  is  evidently  against  him  in 
that  matter,  because  it  is  felt  that  the  close  season 
is  the  best  protection  we  can  have. 

Mr.  BOWERS.  Elsewhere  they  can  fish  much 
earlier  than  in  the  Bay  of  Fundy,  and  I  think  the 
season  should  be  extended  to  the  15th  July. 

Mr.'  TUPPER.  It  would  be  difficult  here  at  this 
stage  to  discuss  the  metes  and  bounds  of  districts. 
They  have  stood  various  tests  and  have  been  care- 
Mr.  Tupper. 


fully  drawn,  and  it  would  be  an  unending  task  to 
attempt  to  change  them  now. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  It  seems  to  me  that 
the  hon.  gentleman’s  Bill  does  not  make  provision 
for  the  issue  of  the  license  as  a  matter  of  course. 
If  the  hon.  gentleman  were  to  provide  that,  upon 
the  payment  of  a  certain  fee  by  a  person  applying 
for  a  license  to  the  fishery  overseer,  he  should  give 
a  license  or  a  receipt,  and  provide  for  his  punish¬ 
ment  if  he  refused,  and  that  the  application  should 
be  forwarded  to  the  department  and  the  license 
sent  back  by  the  department,  then  there  would  be 
no  question  of  possible  delay.  As  far  as  I  can  see, 
if  a  party  were  to  make  an  application  to  an  over¬ 
seer,  and  the  overseer  delayed  to  forward  it,  the 
season  might  be  over  before  the  license  would  be 
received,  and  there  should  be  some  provision  by 
which  the  applicant  could  go  on  with  his  fishing 
without  waiting  for  the  receipt,  if  his  application 
was  somewhat  late.  It  seems  to  me  that  there  is 
no  adequate  provision  for  the  enforcement  of  the 
duties  which  should  devolve  upon  the  officer. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  That  affects  the  whole  adminis¬ 
tration  of  the  department,  and  it  is  a  novel  sugges¬ 
tion  on  the  part  of  the  hon.  member  that  the 
officials  of  the  Marine  and  Fisheries  Department 
should  be  held  under  heavy  penalties  if  they  neg¬ 
lect  their  duties. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  So  they  should  be 
everywhere. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  Until  that  is  made  general, 
there  are  many  objections  to  its  being  adopted  in 
the  Marine  and  Fisheries  Department.  I  do  not 
think  a  case  has  been  made  out,  in  our  experience 
of  the  working  of  the  license  system  elsewhere,  to 
warrant  Parliament  in  taking  that  course. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  The  hon.  gentleman 
will  see  this  is  not  a  license  that  operates  over  the 
entire  year,  and  there  is  necessity  for  great  prompt¬ 
ness. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  Certainly,  the  officer  would  be 
responsible.  I  would  be  responsible,  I  take  it,  con¬ 
stitutionally,  if,  through  neglect  of  the  officers, 
this  business  was  embarrassed  by  inattention  to  the 
applications  for  license. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  That  responsibility  is 
very  remote,  and  would  be  practically  of  no  value. 
The  officer  upon  whom  the  duty  immediately  de¬ 
volves  and  out  of  whose  negligence  the  wrong  might 
arise,  is  the  party  who  would  be  made  responsible. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  In  the  provinces  where  canning 
is  carried  on,  practical  operations  begin  about  the 
1st  of  May.  There  is  all  winter,  therefore,  after  the 
last  season,  to  forward  these  applications  for  licenses. 
If  the  hon.  gentleman  had  any  experience  with 
fishermen,  he  would  know  that  the  department  is 
reminded  very  quickly  if  applications  of  that  kind 
are  not  promptly  attended  to.  I  will  not  ask  the 
committee  to  sit  any  longer,  and  I,  therefore,  move 
that  the  committee  rise  and  report  progress,  and 
ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

Committee  rose  and  reported  progress. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON  moved  the  adjournment 
of  the  House. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  and  House  adjourned  at  11.20 
p.m. 
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HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Friday,  6th  May,  1892. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  Three  o’clock. 
Prayers. 

QUESTION  OF  PRIVILEGE. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Before  the  Orders  of  the  Day 
are  proceeded  with,  I  desire  to  rise  to  a  question  of 
privilege.  An  article  has  been  published  in  the 
Ottawa  Citizen  of  the  4th  instant  which  reflects  on 
my  conduct  as  a  member  of  this  House,  and  I 
would  claim  the  attention  of  the  House  for  a  few 
moments  while  I  refer  to  it.  That  paper  has  made 
some  comments  on  my  conduct  in  connection  with 
the  Pontiac  and  Pacific  Junction  Railway  Bill,  of 
which  I  had  charge.  It  says  : 

“  Mr.  Murray,  the  member  for  Pontiac,  cut  a  sorry 
figure  before  the  Railway  Committee  yesterday.  As 
sponsor  for  the  Bill  authorizing  an  extension  of  time  for 
the  completion  of  the  Pontiac  Pacific  Junction  Railway, 
he  is  evidently  acting  in  direct  contravention  of  his  repre¬ 
sentative  obligations,  and  so  was  obliged  to  acknowledge 
to  the  committee  that  the  sentiment  of  the  county  is  in 
favour  of  limiting  the  time  for  finishing  the  road  to  three 
years.  To  complete  his  humiliation,  a  resolution  of  the 
county  council  of  Pontiac  was  read  opposing  the  applica¬ 
tion  for  an  extension  of  time  to  the  railway  company,  and 
reflecting  upon  Mr.  Murray’s  conduct  in  fathering  the 
Bill.  The  council  considered  it  a  pity  that  Pontiac  had  not 
a  member  in  the  House  qualified  to  voice  the  views  of  the 
electorate,  and  appointed  Mr.  S.  McNally  and  Mr.  J. 
Bryson,  ex-M.  P.,  to  represent  the  council  before  the  com¬ 
mittee.  Mr.  Bryson  justified  the  confidence  of  the  council 
by  supporting  their  contention  in  a  strong  and  practical 
address.  Mr.  Beeiner  pointed  out  that  the  county’s  repu¬ 
diation  of  its  obligation  had  delayed  the  construction  of 
the  railway.  The  Bill  was,  however,  amended  to  compel 
the  company  to  build  to  Allumette  Island  within  three 
years,  to  commence  the  work  within  one  year,  and  to 
build  the  bridge  across  to  Pembroke  within  five  years.” 

Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  would  appeal  to  the  members 
of  the  Railway  Committee  w  ho  were  present  at 
the  time  this  Bill  was  before  that  committee,  to 
say  whether  this  newspaper,  which  is  supposed  to 
be  the  organ  of  one  of  the  political  parties  in  this 
country,  and  to  have  some  regard  for  veracity  and 
truth  and  fair  play,  has  fairly  represented  me.  I 
appeared  before  that  committee  in  charge  of  the  Bill, 
and  I  stated  distinctly  that  the  sentiment  of  the 
people  of  the  county  wras  favourable  to  limiting  the 
extension  of  the  charter  to  two  years,  and  not  five 
years.  I  said  that  in  the  beginning.  The  council 
had  seen  fit  to  appoint  a  delegation  to  attend  the 
meeting,  and  that  delegation  was  present.  The 
vice-president  of  the  road,  Mr.  Beemer,  was  there 
also,  and  gave  satisfactory  reasons  for  the  further 
extension  of  time.  I  was  disposed,  though  in 
charge  of  the  Bill,  to  limit  the  time  to  two  years. 
The  chairman  will  bear  me  out  that  I  contended 
for  two  years,  though  we  finally  compromised  at 
three  years  ;  and  Mr.  Bryson,  who  followed  me  in 
addressing  the  committee,  concurred  in  my  opinion. 
I  do  not  think  that  any  member  of  the  present  Gov¬ 
ernment,  whatever  opinion  I  may  have  as  to  their 
political  sins — I  suppose  they  do  not  claim  perfec¬ 
tion — or  any  Conservative  member  of  this  House, 
would  wish  to  see  me  placed  in  a  false  position  as  a 
member  of  this  House.  I  am  sure  that  I  would  be 
sorry  to  countenance  anything  of  this  kind  reflect¬ 
ing  on  the  character  or  reputation  of  any  member 
of  Parliament.  With  these  few  observations,  I 
will  not  further  take  up  the  time  of  the  House. 


THE  FISHERIES  ACT. 

House  again  resolved  itself  into  Committee  on. 
Bill  (No.  9)  further  to  amend  the  Fisheries  Act. — 
(Mr.  Tupper. ) 

(In  the  Committee.) 

On  section  2,  paragraph  4, 

Mr.  FLINT.  Do  I  understand  that  the  Order- 
in  Council  or  legislation  referring  to  the  length  of 
the  fish  is  abrogated  ?  Does  that  also  stand  as  part 
of  the  law,  together  with  this  clause  ? 

Mr.  TUPPER.  No.  When  this  Act  comes  into, 
force,  all  the  regulations  and  Orders  in  Council  as 
to  the  size  of  the  various  lobsters  are  repealed 
absolutely. 

On  section  2,  paragraph  5, 

Mr.  TUPPER.  I  want  to  amend  that  a  little. 
Since  that  was  in  the  Bill,  it  has  been  brought  to, 
my  notice  that  there  is  no  provision  to  prevent  the 
defeat  of  the  object  of  that  clause  in  this  way 
Lobsters  from  other  countries  coming  into  Canadian 
ports  would  not  be,  perhaps,  subject  to  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  this  Bill,  and  therefore  the  very  check  we 
wish  to  have  imposed  on  illicit  packing  would  be 
defeated  ;  and  I  propose  to  make  that  clear  in  this 
way  so  as  to  make  the  clause  read  as  follows  : — 

“  Every  case  of  lobsters,  canned,  preserved  or  cured  in 
Canada,  shall  be  marked,  labelled  or  stamped  in  such 
manner  and  by  such  person  or  persons  as  the  Minister  of 
Marine  and  Fisheries  may  from  time  to  time  direct ;  and 
such  mark,  label  or  stamp  shall  state  that  the  lobsters 
acked  in  the  case  so  marked,  labelled  or  stamped  have 
een  legally  caught  and  packed  ;  and  cases  of  lobsters 
imported  into  Canada  from  other  countries  shall  also  be 
marked,  labelled  or  stamped  in  such  manner  as  the  Minis¬ 
ter  of  Marine  and  Fisheries  may  from  time  to  time 
direct ;  and  such  cases  so  marked,  labelled  and  stamped 
shall  state  that  the  lobsters  packed  in  the  cases  so  marked, 
labelled  or  stamped  are  the  product  of  the  country  of 
origin.” 

In  that  respect  we  will  guard  against  the  abuse  of 
our  own  stamp,  preventing  the  danger  we  are  try¬ 
ing  to  guard  against  of  catching  lobsters  in  our 
country  out  of  season. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I. )  When  lobsters  are  caught 
at  a  cannery  and  put  up  and  then  sold  by  the  can- 
ner  to  a  dealer  in  the  city,  the  said  lobsters  not 
being  marked  or  stamped  at  the  time,  does  the 
hon.  gentleman  propose  that  that  shall  be  illegal  ? 
Does  he  propose  that  there  shall  be  no  sale  or 
transfer  of  any  unmarked  cans,  and  that  the  mere 
fact  of  having  them  in  possession  shall  be  a  breach 
of  the  section,  or  does  he  mean  to  limit  it  in  this 
way,  that  no  lobsters  shall  be  exported  without  a 
stamp  being  on  the  case  ?  Supposing  one  hundred 
thousand  cans  wrnre  caught  at  any  station,  and  a 
dealer  in  Charlottetown  bqught  them  at  that  time 
when  they  are  not  stamped,  would  he  be  liable  to 
have  them  confiscated  ? 

Mr.  TUPPER.  We  will  know  in  the  depart¬ 
ment  exactly  where  there  is  a  legal  cannery,  and 
we  will  then  take  measures  so  that  wre  shall  have 
an  officer  available  to  attend  to  the  stamping  and 
marking,  and  the  case  mentioned  by  the  hon. 
gentleman  would  be  an  infraction  of  the  regulations. 
We  want  to  prevent  the  sale  in  Canada  and  export 
from  a  factory  of  unmarked  cases. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I. )  Suppose  a  canner,  who 
had  cases  of  lobsters  ready  for  export  and  not 
stamped,  sold  them  to  a  dealer  in  the  city,  would 
he  thereby  break  the  law  ? 
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Mr.  TUPPER.  That  is  just  where  we  are 
defeated.  This  is  the  trouble.  In  the  close  season 
there  are  constantly  lobsters  exhibited  for  sale. 
We  get  notice  that  there  is  a  great  deal  of  illicit 
packing  going  on  in  certain  districts.  We  endea¬ 
vour  to  watch  that,  but  when  we  get  the  cases  and 
have  every  reason  to  believe  they  were  packed  in 
the  close  season,  we  are  met  by  the  difficulty  of 
proving  that  the  lobsters  were  not  caught  in  the 
regular  season.  The  parties  having  them  say  they 
were  caught  in  the  regular  season  ;  and  if  an  inno¬ 
cent  party  gets  hold  of  them,  it  is  all  the  harder 
because  he  says  he  did  not  know  anything  about 
when  they  were  caught.  What  we  do  now  is  really 
to  punish  the  innocent  party,  whereas  the  object 
of  this  stamping  is  that  every  person  will  know 
what  he  is  handling,  and  we  will  be  aide  to  know 
if  there  has  been  any  violation  of  the  law. 

Mr.  FRASER.  Who  is  going  to  do  this  work, 
because  if  the  stamp  is  to  be  bought,  as  likely  it 
will  be,  each  individual  packer  will  buy  a  lot  and 
can  use  them  to  stamp  cases  of  lobsters  caught  out 
of  season  ?  If  the  Government  appointed  an  in¬ 
spector  under  whose  inspection  every  can  would  be 
packed,  there  would  be  security,  but  otherwise  there 
will  be  none. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  We  do  not  propose  to  distri¬ 
bute  the  stamps.  The  department  will  look  to  that- 
There  are  many  ways  in  which  that  difficulty  can 
•be  met.  We  have  the  example  of  the  Inland  Rev¬ 
enue  Law  in  regard  to  stamps,  but  for  the  con¬ 
venience  of  the  trade  in  this  particular — and  that 
is  one  of  the  reasons  why  the  small  fee  is  put  on — 
the  department  will  be  enabled  to  keep  a  check  on 
the  export  from  the  factory  by  the  attendance  of  an 
officer. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I. )  The  canner  may  have  a 
thousand  lobster  cans  in  the  factory  for  a  fortnight 
without  their  being  labelled.  Is  it  intended  to 
compel  him  to  stamp  them  before  they  are  sent 
out  ? 

Mr.  TUPPER.  That  is  not  the  intention.  It  is 
only  before  they  are  removed. 

Mr.  STAIRS.  Should  they  not  be  stamped  be¬ 
fore  the  commencement  of  the  close  season  ?  It 
would  not  do  to  allow  the  packer  to  keep  lobsters 
stored  a  month  after  the  end  of  the  open  season  with¬ 
out  being  stamped,  because  others  might  be  put  in 
•all  the  time. 

Mr.  McALISTER.  I  know  some  difficulty  may 
arise  in  consequence  of  a  packer  having  several 
•establishments  along  the  coast  and  canning  the 
lobsters  in  one  factory  and  sending  them  to  another 
to  be  put  up  in  the  cases. 

Mr.  I )A VIES  (P.  E.  I.  f  It  is  necessary  to  fix  with 
•certainty  the  time  when  the  canner  knows  that  he 
cannot  touch  these  lobsters  without  being  stamped. 

Mr.  WELSH.  I  know  a  small  factory  near 
where  I  live  where  the  man  simply  cans  the  lobsters 
•and  does  not  put  them  in  cases  at  all. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  I  see  that  it  is  the  cases 
that  are  to  be  stamped  and  not  the  cans,  so  that 
will  meet  the  difficulty  suggested  by  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  Restigouche  (Mr.  McAlister). 

Mr.  McLEAN.  In  some  cases  in  Prince  Edward 
Island  the  shippers  buy  the  lobsters  unlabelled,  and 
•reopen  the  cases  and  put  on  their  own  labels.  I 
do  not  see  how  this  will  be  covered  under  this  Rill 
Mr.  Davies  (P.E.I.) 


unless  the  stamp  is  put  on  so  as  to  prevent  the  case 
being  opened. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  There  may  be  several  contin¬ 
gencies  of  that  kind,  and  that  is  why  I  proposed 
in  clause  5  to  leave  several  details  of  the  working 
out  of  the  measure  to  the  Minister  of  Marine  and 
Fisheries.  The  general  danger  I  had  in  view  is 
pretty  well  guarded  against  in  the  Act,  though 
there  are  cases  w'hich  may  arise  which  I  have  not 
contemplated,  and  I  admit  that  is  one  of  them. 
What  we  want  to  stop  is  the  most  general  illicit 
traffic  known  to  the  department  and,  I  think,  to  the 
trade,  that  is,  where  the  lobsters  are  packed  in 
secret  and  shipped  to  the  different  cities  and  put 
on  the  market.  I  think  such  cases  as  the  hon. 
gentleman  (Mr.  McLean)  has  suggested  could  be 
covered  by  the  regulations  to  be  made  as  to  man¬ 
ner  and  mode,  but  we  might  insert  the  words 
“  before  being  removed  from  factory  ”  in  this  sec¬ 
tion. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  I  really  think  we  ought 
to  try  here  in  the  House  to  make  it  definite.  If  we 
cannot  do  it  here  where  there  is  a  lot  of  gentlemen 
who  understand  the  matter  thoroughly,  it  will  be 
difficult  for  the  Minister  to  frame  regulations  after¬ 
wards.  If  you  propose  that  no  case  shall  leave  the 
cannery  without  being  stamped,  then  say  so  in  so 
many  words  ;  and  if  you  propose  that  it  shall  be  an 
offence  to  transfer  cans  from  a  marked  case  to 
another  one,  say  so  in  so  many  words.  There  is  no 
offence  provided  in  the  Bill  for  opening  a  stamped 
case  and  transferring  the  cans  to  another  case. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  The  hon.  gentleman  will  see 
that  my  section  covers  what  I  have  in  view.  The 
hon.  gentleman’s  suggestion  is  to  make  the  Bill 
more  stringent  than  I  proposed,  and  he  may  be 
right.  That  might  be  an  additional  guard  to  the 
packer.  But  I  was  aiming  at  the  chief  and  most 
important  purpose.  The  rehandling  of  a  case 
would  be  an  exception.  This,  unfortunately,  is  a 
very  general  practice  ;  I  want  to  stop  that,  and  the 
provision  I  have  there  will  stop  it.  I  admit  it 
would  not  stop  the  other,  and  against  that  I  am 
not  much  concerned  to  guard. 

Mr.  STAIRS.  I  do  not  think  the  Minister  need 
be  much  concerned  about  the  point  raised  by  the 
hon.  member  for  Queen’s  (Mr.  Davies).  I  think  I 
understood  him  to  say  that  lie  was  in  doubt  whether 
it  was  provided  that  cans  cannot  be  removed  from 
a  stamped  case  and  packed  up  in  a  case  which  is 
not  stamped.  Would  that  be  possible  under  the 
law  ?  If  they  removed  cans  out  of  cases  that  had 
been  stamped  and  put  them  in  unstamped  cases, 
they  would  then  be  liable  to  a  penalty  ;  they  could 
not  put  them  on  the  market  for  sale.  Now,  there 
is  no  provision  in  this  Act  under  which  they  could 
be  restamped. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Shelburne).  I  understand  the  hon. 
member  for  King’s  to  say  that  there  are  some  small 
packers  who  sell  their  goods  to  shippers  and  the 
shippers  are  anxious  to  take  these  cans  out  of  the 
boxes,  label  them,  and  repack  them  afterwards. 
But  it  appears  to  me  that  is  easily  obviated  by  the 
shipper  sending  these  labels  to  the  packer  and 
letting  the  packer  put  the  labels  on  the  can. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  If  the  committeeare  of  the  opinion 
that  we  should  guard  against  all  these  various  pos¬ 
sibilities  of  abuses,  I  shall  have  to  recast  this  clause 
materially.  I  would  state,  however,  that  I  accom- 
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plish  my  object  by  the  present  clause.  Now,  the 
hon.  gentlemen  suggest  several  other  considerations 
of  great  importance,  and  they  are  to  be  worked  out 
in  some  detail,  that  is,  guarding  against  other 
abuses  which  I  had  not  in  mind.  I  think  the  com¬ 
mittee  would  be  saving  time  if  it  rose  now  in  order 
to  enable  me  carefully  to  recast  the  regulations  in 
the  direction  of  the  suggestions  that  have  been 
made  ;  because  it  would  be  very  difficult  for  us  to 
do  this  on  the  spur  of  the  moment.  But  I  am,  per¬ 
sonally,  content  to  stop  with  the  present  provision 
of  this  clause. 

Mr.  McLEAN.  The  Minister  can  see,  I  think, 
that  the  illegal  packing  takes  place,  as  a  general 
thing,  with  the  smaller  packers.  Their  factories 
are  not  large  enough  to  enable  them  to  get  labels, 
because  it  costs  more  to  get  a  small  quantity,  and 
they  are  the  very  parties,  I  understand,  the  Bill 
was  aimed  against. 

Mr.  T UPPER.  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman  is 
under  a  misapprehension.  There  will  be  no  cost 
for  labels,  nor  any  other  cost  except  that  4  cent 
case,  and  the  2  cents. 

Mr.  McLEAN.  I  mean  the  labels  of  the  lob¬ 
sters,  not  the  stamps. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I. )  Before  the  committee 
rises  I  would  make  another  suggestion.  As  the 
Bill  now  stands  the  provisions  seem  very  stringent, 
and,  I  think,  may  be  made  to  operate  most  unjustly. 
It  says  here:  “In  all  cases  not  so  marked,  the 
label  or  stamp  shall  be  liable  to  seizure,  and  upon 
seizure  shall  thereby  be  confiscated  ;  ”  so  that  the 
mere  act  of  seizing  would  confiscate  the  property, 
and  it  may  be  there  was  no  wilful  offence  commit¬ 
ted  at  all.  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman  should  pro¬ 
vide  in  some  way  that  they  may  be  liable  to  seizure 
if  found  unstamped,  and  where  found  unstamped 
he  must  prosecute  before  some  tribunal,  and  let 
the  tribunal  confiscate.  It  would  never  do  to  let 
an  officer  go  in  and  seize  four  or  five  hundred  cases 
of  lobsters  and  have  them  confiscated  by  the  mere 
fact  of  the  seizure. 

Mr.  TUPPDP-  If  Uie  facts  do  not  exist  that 
entitle  the  officer  to  seize,  then  there  would  be  no 
confiscation. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  How  could  you  tell  ? 

Mr.  T UPPER.  By  the  facts. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  If  they  are  not  labelled 
they  will  be  seized.  But  if  the  officer  seizes  before 
the' actual  confiscation  takes  place,  the  man  is  de¬ 
prived  of  his  property.  There  ought  to  be  a 
judicial  determination  somewhere. 

Committee  rose  and  reported  progress. 

SUPPLY— COPYRIGHT. 

Mr.  FOSTER  moved  that  the  House  again  resolve 
itself  into  Committee  of  Supply. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  Before  you  leave  the  Chair,  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  would  like  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  present  unsatisfactory  condition,  as  I 
understand  it,  of  the  copyright  laws.  In  May, 
1888,  an  Act  was  passed  by  this  House  making 
important  and  advantageous  changes  in  the  copy¬ 
right  law.  Although  more  than  three  years  have 
passed  since  that  statute  was  assented  to,  it  is  not 
in  operation.  There  was  a  provision  in  that 
statute,  as  you  will  recollect,  that  it  should  not  go 


into  force  until  a  proclamation  was  issued,  by  the 
Governor  in  Council.  Well,  that  proclamation,  as 
I  understand  it,  has  not  yet  been  issued,  that 
statute  has  not  been  disallowed  by  the  Queen,  and, 
therefore,  that  statute  cannot  be  disallowed  by  the. 
English  Government  under  our  constitution.  I 
would  like  to  know  from  the  leader  of  the  House 
what  particularly  good  reason  he  could  give  why 
that  statute,  which  has  become  law,  and 
has  not  been  disallowed  within  the  two 
years  provided  by  the  constitution  for  that 
purpose,  should  not  be  brought  into  force. 
Nobody  in  the  House  has  spoken  more  strongly  of 
the  necessity  of  the  Act  of  1889  than  the  Minister 
of  Justice  himself.  I  know  that  the  Government 
are  willing,  we  know  from  published  correspond¬ 
ence  that  the  Government  here  were  pressing  the 
Home  Government  to  either  assent  voluntarily  to 
our  law  going  into  operation,  or  else,  if  they 
thought  they  could  not  do  so  legally,  to  cause  to 
be  enacted  by  the  Imperial  Parliament  such  legis¬ 
lation  as  would  enable  them  to  assent  to  our  Act  of 
1889.  That  went  on  for  some  time.  The  Govern¬ 
ment  were  pressed  upon  this  side  of  the  House 
several  times  every  session  about  it.  Towards  the 
end  of  last  session  the  Government  introduced  and 
had  passed  an  Address  to  the  Crown,  asking  the 
English  Government  to  take  steps  to  have  Imperial 
legislation  on  the  subject,  if  they  considered  it 
necessary,  and  also  to  take-  steps  to  denounce  the 
Berne  Convention  as  to  copyright  in  so  far  as  it 
was  necessary  to  do  so  to  leave  Canada  out  of  its 
operation.  We  have  heard  nothing  since  as  to  the 
fate  of  that  Address  from  the  Minister  of  Justice, 
whose  words  on  that  occasion  were  unexceptional, 
whose  statement  of  the  position  that  Canada 
should  occupy  in  the  controversy  with  Downing 
Street  was  certainly  unobjectionable.  That  has 
gone  along  a  little  too  far.  Some  fruit  should 
come  from  those  words.  I  should  like  to  have 
some  action  now.  I  should  like  the  Minister  of 
Justice  to  act  according  to  his  undoubted  and  often 
expressed  conviction  on  the  subject,  I  should  like 
to  know  why  he  does  not  bring  this  controversy  to 
a  point  by  issuing  a  proclamation  bringing  that 
Act  into  force.  We  know  that  under  the  law  as  it 
stands  Canadian  publishers  cannot  reprint  an  Eng¬ 
lish  copyright  book.  The  public  have  the  benefit 
of  the  American  reprints  of  English  copyright  works 
under  the  present  law.  It  is  true  that  does  the 
public  some  good,  but  it  does  no  good  to  the  Cana¬ 
dian  printer  and  publisher.  One  of  the  main  objects 
of  the  legislation  of  1889  was  to  enable  Canadian 
publishers  to  reprint  by  license,  British  copyright 
works  unless  they  were  copyrighted  here  and  pub¬ 
lished  here  within  one  month  after  the  copyright 
in  England.  But  I  need  not  point  out  that  the 
operation  of  the  American  Copyright  Act,  which 
came  into  force  last  year,  is  injurious  to  the  Cana¬ 
dian  public  without  doing  any  good  to  the  Canadian 
publisher.  Now,  English  authors  can  copyright 
their  books  in  the  United  States,  and  when 
they  do  that,  there  can,  of  course,  be  no  cheap 
American  reprints  of  those  copyright  books. 
They  cannot  be  reprinted  in  Canada  under 
^he  law  as  it  stands  ;  and,  therefore,  the 
Canadian  public  cannot  obtain  such  books 
at  all.  So  we  are  suffering  more  than  ever, 
both  publisher  and  public,  in  that  respect,  and  it 
is  all  the  greater  reason  why  some  action  of  a 
decided  character  should  be  taken  by  the  Govern- 
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ment  in  respect  to  this  legislation.  So  much,  very 
briefly,  for  our  relations  with  the  mother  country 
on  the  subject  of  copyright,  about  which  I  hope 
we  shall  have  interesting  explanations  from  the 
Minister  of  Justice.  Then,  as  regards  our  relations 
with  the  United  States  on  the  copyright  question, 
I  should  like  a  little  explanation  too.  I  have  seen 
by  the  press  that  there  is  a  feeling,  I  do  not  know 
how  far  it  has  taken  form  officially,  but  there  is  a 
feeling  evidently  in  the  press  against  some  rulings 
and  decisions  of  the  Minister  of  Justice  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  taking  out  of  copyright  in  Canada  by 
American  citizens.  Under  the  American  Copyright 
Act,  which  allows  foreigners  to  take  out  copyright 
in  the  United  States,  under  certain  conditions, 
there  is  the  privilege  granted  that  if  the  copyright 
book  is  set  up  from  type  and  printed  in  the 
United  States,  foreigners  may  take  out  copyright 
there,  provided  “  that  this  Act  shall  only  apply  to 
a  citizen  of  a  foreign  state  or  nation  when  such 
foreign  state  or  nation  permits  to  citizens  of  the 
United  States  of  America  the  benefit  of  copyright 
on  substantially  the  same  basis  as  its  own  citizens.” 
I  cannot  understand  what  cause  of  difference 
should  exist.  I  suppose  Canada  has  been  included 
in  some  way  or  other  within  the  operations  of  this 
United  States  Act  by  a  proclamation  of  the  Presi¬ 
dent  or  otherwise,  and  if  so,  I  suppose  Canadians 
have  taken  out  copyright  under  these  provisions  in 
the  United  States.  In  fact,  I  have  S3en  it  stated 
in  the  press  that  Canadians  have  done  so,  and  that 
every  facility  has  been  given  them  in  that  direction 
at  Washington.  I  suppose  that  an  American  citizen 
can  come  here,  and  if  he  complies  with  the  Canadian 
law,  just  as  a  Canadian  himself  would  have  to 
comply  with  it,  he  can  get  copyright  here.  He 
would  have  to  be  domiciled  here  move  or  less  to 
comply  with  the  law,  as  a  Canadian  has  to  be  do¬ 
miciled,  and  it  is  necessary  that  the  book  should 
be  published  and  printed  here  under  our  law  for  a 
Canadian,  and  therefore  the  same  rule  would  apply 
to  a  citizen  of  the  United  States.  So  far  as  I  can 
see,  our  laws  do  not  discriminate  against  the  citizens 
of  the  United  States  in  favour  of  Canadians.  Perhaps 
they  do  ;  at  all  events, it  would  be  very  interesting  if 
the  Minister  of  Justice  would  tellus  what  claims  have 
been  made  in  the  United  States,  if  any,  on  that 
subject.  It  is  a  little  curious,  of  course,  that  in 
Canada,  in  order  to  get  a  copyright,  the  party 
should  be  obliged  both  to  print  and  publish  in  Can¬ 
ada.  In  England  they  only  require  that  the  work 
should  be  .published  there  simultaneously  with  pub¬ 
lication  in  any  other  country,  and  in  the  United 
States  they  require  only  that  it  should  be  printed 
there  ;  they  do  not  require  publication,  but  we  re¬ 
quire  both  publication  and  printing,  and  probably 
that  may  strike  the  American  people  as  being  unfair 
to  them,  but  still  I  fancy  it  is  the  same  to  them  as 
it  is  to  our  citizens.  On  these  different  points  I 
would  like  to  hear  the  opinion  of  the  Government, 
and  I  hope  sincerely  that  they  will  lie  able  to  report 
some  distinct  progress  after  the  three  years  that 
have  elapsed  since  the  passage  of  the  Act  in  1889. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  am 
very  glad  to  know  from  the  observations  which  tlfk 
hon.  gentleman  has  just  made  that  we  are  still  in 
harmony  upon  this  question.  I  have  not  in  any 
way  receded  from  any  of  the  positions  I  have  taken 
with  regard  to  it,  and  my  views  as  to  what  ought 
to  be  done  have  not  changed  in  the  least.  I  can 
Mr.  Edgar. 


give  the  hon.  gentleman  but  a  very  short  answer 
as  to  the  reasons  why  the  proclamation  has  not 
issued,  and  one  that  I  am  afraid  will  not  convey 
very  much  information  to  him.  The  proclamation 
has  not  issued  for  the  very  reason  why  it  was  re¬ 
quired  by  the  Act  of  1889.  Tt  was  incumbent 
upon  us  to  insert  in  the  Act  a  suspensory  clause  for 
the  reason  that  the  legislation  affected  questions  in 
relation  to  which  the  mother  country  had  a  dis¬ 
tinct  policy  and  to  some  extent  concerned  her  inter¬ 
national  relations.  We  were  obliged,  therefore,  to 
insert  the  clause  suspending  the  Act  until  Her  Ma¬ 
jesty’s  pleasure  should  be  known  in  regard  to  it,  or 
suspending  the  operation  of  the  Act  until  it  should 
be  proclaimed,  which  practically  amounted  to  the 
same  thing,  because  the  object  in  suspending  it  at 
all  was  to  enable  the  policy  of  Her  Majesty’s  Gov¬ 
ernment  to  be  made  known  to  us.  The  proclamation 
of  an  Act  of  that  character  is  not  a  matter  entirely 
within  the  discretion  of  the  Executive  of  the  Domin¬ 
ion,  and  Her  Majesty’s  Government  had  to  be  com¬ 
municated  with  for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining 
whether  objection  existed  on  their  part  to  the  Act 
being  put  into  force.  The  proclamation  has  not  been 
issued  by  us  for  the  simple  reason  that  Her  Majes¬ 
ty’s  Government  have  not  withdrawn  the  objections 
which  they  had  to  the  Act  being  put  into  force. 
Last  year  both  Houses  of  this  Parliament  passed 
an  Address  to  Her  Majesty  to  have  any  objections 
withdrawn,  or  else  to  haye  an  Act  passed  in  the 
Imperial  Parliament  ratifying  the  Act  of  .this  Parlia¬ 
ment.  That  Address  has  not  been  definitely  replied 
to  yet  by  any  communication  which  I  am  at  liberty 
to  lay  on  the  Table  of  this  House.  In  fact  I  am 
sorry  to  have  to  say  that  what  has  transpired  since 
is  not  of  a  character  which  I  am  at  liberty  to  dis¬ 
close.  But  I  have  to  say  this  :  that  no  effort  has 
been  wanting  on  the  part  of  this  Government  to 
press  this  matter  upon  the  attention  of  Her 
Majesty’s  Government,  feeling  as  we  do,  what  the 
lion,  gentleman  has  expressed  this  afternoon  with 
reference  to  the  wants  of  the  Canadian  trade, 
and  the  wants  of  the  Canadian  public  too.  As 
I  stated  to  the  House  last  session,  I  think  that 
the  passage  of  the  American  Act  upon  the  sub¬ 
ject  makes  our  claim  much  stronger  to  have  our 
Act  of  1889  put  iu  force  ;  and  it  removes  at  one 
stroke  a  series  of  objections  which  were  taken  on 
the  part  of  Her  Majesty’s  Government  to  legis¬ 
lation  of  that  kind  down  to  1889.  It  was 
always  anticipated  by  those  who  advised  Her 
Majesty’s  Government  with  regard  to  this  particular 
question  that  there  was  a  probability  of  a  most 
liberal  copyright  law  being  passed  in  the  United 
States,  and  we,  on  the  other  hand,  represented  that 
in  all  probability  when  such  an  Act  would  lie 
passed  it  would  be  found  to  be  an  Act  containing 
the  very  clause  which  we  inserted  in  ours,  with 
regard  to  printing  in  our  own  country.  The  result 
has  justified  our  predictions.  The  American  Act 
contains  the  home  production  clause,  or  what  is 
known  in  the  United  States  as  the  type-setting 
clause.  I  shall  be  very  glad  if  I  am  able  to  state 
fully  to  the  House  what  the  most  recent  communi¬ 
cation  is  upon  this  subject  with  Her  Majesty’s 
Government.  With  regard  to  the  question  which 
has  arisen  as  regards  reciprocity  with  the  United 
States,  I  have  only  to  say  that  our  own  Act  upon 
the  subject  seemed  to  me  to  be  so  clear,  that  1  was 
not  at  liberty  to  give  any  qualification  at  all  to  it 
by  interpretation.  A  complaint  has  been  made, 
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however,  on  the  part  of  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  that  reciprocity  has  not  been  ex¬ 
tended  with  regard  to  copyright.  The  commu¬ 
nication  made  to  Her  Majesty’s  Government  has 
been  forwarded  here,  and  I  think  has  not  been 
replied  to  yet  but  will  be  in  due  course.  The 
matter  is  receiving  the  attention  of  the  officers  of 
the  Department  of  Agriculture  for  the  purpose  of 
giving  some  details,  but  the  provision  of  our 
statute  to  which  I  refer,  and  in  connection  with 
which  my  opinion  was  given,  was  simply  one 
which  only  permits  the  privileges  which  have  been 
claimed,  and  the  refusal  of  which  have  been  made 
a  subject  of  complaint,  to  be  given  to  authors  or 
publishers  in  a  country  having  a  treaty  arrange¬ 
ment  with  the  United  Kingdom. 

Mr.  F.DGAR.  There  is  no  treaty  with  the  United 
States. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  No.  It  was  claimed 
on  the  part  of  the  United  States  that  some  eon- 
versation  which  had  taken  place  between  Lord 
Salisbury  and  the  American  Minister  at  London 
amounted  to  a  treaty  arrangement,  but  there 
was  obviously  no  foundation  for  that  claim  at  all. 
It  was  a  mere  statement  of  Lord  Salisbury  of  what 
his  view  was  of  the  law  with  regard  to  copyright, 
and  inasmuch  as  our  own  statute  w  as  evidently  in 
force  and  Her  Majesty’s  Government  would  not 
dispute  its  validity,  there  would  seem  to  be  no 
claim  on  the  part  of  the  United  States  in  this 
direction  ;  and  I  thought  the  Department  of  Agri- 
•cultmre  was  not  at  liberty  to  reciprocate  without 
changing  the  law' which  says  : 

“  Any  person  domiciled  in  Canada,  or  in  any  part  of 
the  British  possessions,  or  any  citizen  of  any  country 
•which  has  an  international  copyright  treaty  with  the 
United  Kingdom  who  is  the  author  of  any  book,  map, 
chart,  (fee.,  shall  have  the  sole  and  exclusive  right  of 
publishing.” 

I  saw  afterwards  by  the  comments  which  took 
place  in  the  United  States  upon  the  subject, 
and  which  were  the  best  informed,  that  there 
could  be  no  doubt  that  there  was  no  claim  on 
the  part  of  the  United  States  to  demand  an  ex¬ 
tension  of  copyright  privileges  under  our  law  as  it 
stood.  I  have  not  been  disposed  to  alter  that, 
or,  indeed,  to  make  any  change  in  the  copyright 
law  until  the  fate  of  our  Act  of  1889  is  deter¬ 
mined,  and  until  the  negotiations  with  the  Home 
Government  are  concluded.  There  are  some 
changes  which  Her  Majesty’s  Government  desire 
with  regard  to  the  collections  of  imposts  on  foreign 
reprints,  &c.,  and  the  answer  which  was  returned 
from  here  substantially  was  that  we  would  be  dis¬ 
posed  to  consider  that  question  in  due  time,  but 
we  would  only  consider  it  as  an  amendment  to  the 
Copyright  Act  of  1889,  and  would  only  consent  to 
such  amendments  coming  into  operation  when  the 
Act  of  1889  came  into  force.  I  think  it  is  cpiite 
likely  that  before  the  close  of  the  session  I  may 
he  able  to  give  an  answer  which  will  convey  more 
information  than  I  am  in  a  position  to  give  this 
afternoon. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  Minister 
of  Justice  if  the  claim  made  by  the  American 
Government  was,  that  they  should  get  a  patent  for 
publishing  here  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  No,  I  fancy  not.  I 
think  they  are  willing  to  comply  with  these  condi¬ 
tions,  but  they  claim  that  as  a  result  of  the  nego¬ 
tiations  with  Lord  Salisbury  they  are  entitled  to  be 


in  the  same  position  as  if  there  were  a  treaty  ar¬ 
rangement. 

THE  CIVIL  SERVICE. 

Mr.  DEVLIN.  I  would  like  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  Government  to  a  subject  of  considerable 
importance  to  a  large  and  deserving  class  of  the 
residents  of  Ottawa  and  the  surrounding  country. 
Last  year,  as  is  well  known,  public  attention 
was  directed  to  certain  irregularities  in  the  Civil 
Service  by  the  investigations  of  the  Public  Ac¬ 
counts  Committee,  and  I  have  no  doubt  that 
much  good  has  resulted  from  those  investiga¬ 
tions.  It  is  claimed  now,  however,  that  too  much 
severity  is  exercised  against  a  certain  portion 
of  the  employes  in  the  public  service,  and  I  would 
like  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Government 
to  a  statement  which  is  made,  I  know  not  how 
correctly,  in  a  communication  to  a  newspaper,  that 
when  certain  employes  in  the  public  service  fall  sick 
their  payment  is  stopped.  The  statement  is  as 
follows  : — 

“The  Government,  not  satisfied  with  stopping  extra 
clerks’  holidays.  <fec.,  now  that  la  grippe  has  gripped  many 
of  them  and  laid  them  on  beds  of  sickness,  when  they  are 
prostrate  and  helpless,  when  doctor’s  bills  have  to  be 
paid ;  when  their  pay  is  most  needed,  our  paternal  Goa7- 
ernment  steps  in  and  on  ‘  business  principles’  stops  their 
pay.” 

There  are  a  good  many  other  statements  in  this 
letter,  but  they  are  of  a  rather  severe  character, 
and  may  perhaps  be  unwarranted ;  I  do  not 
propose  to  refer  to  them.  However,  I  think 
that  as  a  matter  of  justice  to  those  gentlemen 
who  ma}7  be  thus  afflicted,  out  of  considera¬ 
tion  for  themselves  and  their  families,  they  should 
be  allowed  their  pay.  I  hope  that  the  Government 
will  investigate  the  matter  and  see  that  justice  is 
done  to  these  gentlemen  who  have  been  struck 
down  by  sickness. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  The  statement  which 
the  hon.  gentleman  has  read  from  the  paper  is  too 
sweeping.  With  regard  to  the  stoppage  of  pay  on 
account  of  illness,  that  must  be  to  a  great  extent  left 
to  the  discretion  of  the  heads  of  departments  ;  but 
it  is  true  that  in  many  cases  where  persons  have 
been  employed  by  the  day,  they  have  lost  their  pay 
on  account  of  absence  through  illness.  The  practice 
requires  the  deputy  head  to  certify  only  for  the 
number  of  days’  work  done  by  persons  who  are 
employed  b}7  the  day,  and  he  does  not  feel  himself 
in  a  position  in  these  cases  to  certify  for  a  day’s 
work  which  has  not  been  performed.  The  more 
permanent  employes  do  receive  pay  while  absent 
through  illness. 

Mr.  DEVLIN.  The  hon.  gentleman  will  see 
that  in  the  special  cases  mentioned  la  grippe  was 
the  ailment,  and  the  parties  were  perhaps  detained 
many  days. 

ASSENT  OF  LIEUTENANT  GOVERNORS. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I. )  I  desire  to  bring  to  the 
attention  of  the  Government  a  matter  of  some 
constitutional  importance  which  has  come  to  my 
notice  within  the  last  hour  or  two.  At  the  last 
meeting  of  the  Legislature  of  Prince  Edward 
Island,  a  Bill  was  passed  altering  the  constitution 
of  that  province,  doing  away  with  the  two  Houses 
of  the  Legislature,  and  constituting  one  House 
instead.  That  Bill  was  clearly  within  the  purview 
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of  the  powers  granted  by  the  British  North 
America  Act  to  the  Legislature  of  the  province. 
There  is  not  a  shadow  of  doubt  about  that,  and 
the  Legislature  passed  it  by  a  good  majority.  In¬ 
stead  of  giving  his  assent  to  the  Bill,  the  Lieutenant 
Governor  has  reserved  it  for  the  consideration  of 
the  Governor  General.  The  right  of  a  Lieutenant 
Governor  to  reserve  Bills  which  are  within  the 
competence  of  the  Legislature  to  pass,  has  been 
time  and  again  under  the  consideration  of  the 
Department  of  Justice,  and  the  Department  of 
Justice  has  laid  down  the  rules  from  time  to  time 
which  should  guide  the  conduct  of  Lieutenant 
Governors,  and  which  are  so  clear  and  distinct, 
that  no  Lieutenant  Governor  ought  to  go  astray. 
Dr.  Bourinot,  in  his  book,  says  on  this  subject  : 

44  Section  55  of  the  British  North  America  Act  now  ap¬ 
plies  expressly  to  the  provinces  of  the  Dominion,  and 
consequently  in  reserving,  or  withholding  the  assent  from 
Bills  thcLieutenantGovernorsare  to  act  not  merely  on  their 
own  4  discretion,’  but 4  subject  to  instructions  ’  which  must 
necessarily  emanate  from  the  Governor  General  in  Coun¬ 
cil,  since  these  high  officials  now  occupy  the  same  relation 
towards  the  Dominion  Government  that  the  Governor 
General  occupies  towards  the  Imperial  authorities.  In 
the  absence  of  these  instructions  they  are  thrown  on  their 
own  discretion  and  forced  to  come  to  a  conclusion  on 
such  matters  with  the  assistance  of  any  advice  that  their 
Ministry  may  give  them  under  the  circumstances.” 

Now,  in  the  case  which  I  am  bringing  to  the  notice 
of  the  House,  the  Bill  was  introduced  by  the 
Government,  and  passed  by  the  Government, 
and  they  are  responsible  for  it.  The  Lieu¬ 
tenant  Governor  was  advised  by  them  to  assent 
to  the  Bill.  He  would  not  assent  to  it,  but  reserved 
it  for  the  consideration  of  the  Governor  General. 
In  1873,  a  similar  course  was  taken  by  the  Lieuten¬ 
ant  Governor  of  the  Province  of  Ontario.  The 
matter  was  referred  to  the  late  Sir  John  Mac¬ 
donald,  who  was  then  Minister  of  Justice,  and  he 
made  his  report  upon  that  Bill — it  was  an  Act  to 
incorporate  the  Loyal  Orange  Association  of  East¬ 
ern  Ontario, — in  the  following  words  : — 

44  That  these  Acts  purport  to  incorporate  two  provincial 
associations.  That  the  only  object  of  these  associations 
appearing  on  the  face  of  the  Acts,  is  the  holding  of  pro¬ 
perty,  real  and  personal.  That  this  being  a  provincial 
object,  the  Acts  are  within  the  competence  and  jurisdic¬ 
tion  of  the  Provincial  Legislature. 

44  Such  being  the  case,  in  the  opinion  of  the  undersign¬ 
ed,  the  Lieutenant  Governor  of  Ontario  ought  not  to  have 
reserved  these  Acts  for  Your  Excellency’s  assent,  but 
should  have  giyen  his  assent  to  them  as  Lieutenant 
Governor. 

44  Under  the  system  of  government  that  obtains  in  Eng¬ 
land  as  well  as  in  the  Dominion  and  its  several  provinces, 
it  is  the  duty  of  the  advisers  of  the  Executive  to  recom¬ 
mend  every  measure  that  has  passed  the  Legislature  for 
the  executive  assent. 

44  The  provision  in  the  British  North  America  Act,  1867, 

4  That  Your  Excellency  may  reserve  a  Bill  for  the  signifi¬ 
cation  of  Her  Majesty’s  pleasure,’  was  solely  made  with 
a  view  to  protection  of  Imperial  interests,  and  the  main¬ 
tenance  of  Imperial  policy,  and  in  case  Your  Excellency 
should  exercise  the  power  of  reservation  conferred  on  you, 
you  would  do  so  in  your  capacity  as  an  Imperial  officer 
and  under  royal  instructions. 

44  So  in  any  province  the  Lieutenant  Governor  should 
only  reserve  a  Bill  in  his  capacity  as  an  officer  of  the 
Dominion  and  under  instructions  from  the  Governor 
General.” 

The  correctness  of  that  rule  was  brought  under  re¬ 
view  in  the  year  1882  when  the  present  Chief  Jus¬ 
tice  of  Nova  Scotia  tilled  the  position  of  Minister 
of  Justice,  and  he  adopted  the  language  of  Sir  John 
Macdonald,  and  recommended  that  a  Bill  which 
had  been  reserved  for  the  assent  of  the  Governor 
General  should  be  returned  to  the  Lieutenant  Gov¬ 
ernor,  with  the  quotation  which  I  have  made, 
Mr.  Davies  (P.E.I.1 


showing  that  he  had  been  acting  beyond  his  duty 
in  reserving  any  Bill  for  the  assent  of  the  Governor 
General,  except  under  instructions  from  the  Gover¬ 
nor  General.  In  all  these  cases,  the  rule  laid  down 
by  the  department  and  acted  on  ever  since, 
has  been  followed  b}r  the  Lieutenant  Governors, 
and  it  would  be  a  very  serious  matter,  indeed,  if 
the  Lieutenant  Governor  of  any  province  should 
attempt  to  exercise  personal  discretion  against  the 
advice  of  his  constitutional  advisers,  and  withhold 
or  reserve  Bills  for  the  signification  of  the  Gover¬ 
nor  General’s  assent  at  Ottawa.  It  would  give  rise 
to  very  serious  complications  ;  it  would  introduce 
into  this  House  matters  which  should  be  left  en¬ 
tirely  to  the  Provincial  Legislatures,  and  result  in 
very  grave  inconvenience.  I,  therefore,  desire,  at 
the  present  time,  not  so  much  to  discuss  the  whole 
matter  as  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Government 
to  it,  and  to  ask  whether  general  instructions  have 
been  issued  from  the  department  for  the  guidance 
of  Lieutenant  Governors,  whether  any  special  in¬ 
structions  have  been  given  to  the  Lieutenant  Gov¬ 
ernor  in  this  case,  or  whether,  so  far  as  the  hon. 
Minister  of  Justice  knows,  the  Lieutenant  Gover¬ 
nor  of  Prince  Edward  Island  has  acted  unconstitu¬ 
tionally  on  his  own  discretion  and  against  the 
advice  of  his  Ministers  in  the  course  he  has  taken 
with  respect  to  this  Bill  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  The  hon.  gentleman 
has  asked  me  three  questions,  and  if  I  can  remem¬ 
ber  them  consecutively,  I  will  answer  them  so.  I 
think  the  first  question  was  whether  any  geperal 
instructions  are  given  to  Lieutenant  Governors.  I 
reply  that  under  the  system  which  was  adopted 
three  or  four  years  ago,  instructions  are  annexed 
to  the  commissions  of  Lieutenant  Governors.  I 
would  not  like  to  say  positively  what  the  text  of 
those  instructions  is  on  the  subject  of  the  Royal 
assent  being  given  to  the  Bills,  but  I  am  sure  they 
are  not  in  conflict  with  the  doctrines  laid  down  by 
Sir  John  A.  Macdonald  and  Air.  James  Macdonald, 
when  Ministers  of  Justice.  That  doctrine  I  adhere 
to.  I  think  the  second  question  was  whether 
instructions  were  given  the  Lieutenant  Governor 
of  Prince  Edward  Island  with  regard  to  this 
particular  Bill.  I  beg  to  reply  that  no  instruc¬ 
tions  were  given.  I  haATe  had  no  communica¬ 
tion  with  the  Lieutenant  Governor  on  the 
subject,  and  am  confident  that  no  member  of  the 
Government  has  had,  because  I  had  no  intimation 
that  the  Bill  had  been  reserved,  or  was  likely 
to  be  reserved,  until  the  hon.  gentleman  mentioned 
it  in  his  place  a  moment  ago.  With  regard  to 
the  constitutionality  of  the  conduct  of  the  Lieuten¬ 
ant  Governor,  if  the  hon.  gentleman's  information 
is  correct  as  to  the  Bill  having  been  reserved,  I  can 
only  say  that  I  cannot  think  he  was  correctly  in¬ 
formed  in  being  informed  that  His  Honour  had  done 
anything  contrary  to  the  advice,  or  without  the 
advice,  of  his  executive  council  ;  and  I  presume,  and 
certainly  will  presume  until  the  contrary  is  made 
apparent,  that  whatever  he  has  done  with  regard 
to  any  Bill  has  been  with  the  advice  of  his  execu¬ 
tive  officers. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.  E.I. )  My  information  is  a  tel¬ 
egram  received  from  the  Attorney  General  himself. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  am  sure  the  Attor¬ 
ney  General  would  not  state  what  advice  he  had 
given  to  His  Honour.  I  presume  it  is  a  matter  of 
inference  from  the  Attorney  General’s  question,  and 
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I  can  only  repeat  that  no  instructions  have  been 
given. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  I  am  not  surprised,  but,  at  the 
same  time,  am  very  glad  to  hear  the  language  of 
the  hon.  gentleman  on  this  question.  I  am  glad  to 
hear  that  he  adheres  to  the  doctrine  laid  down 
many  years  ago  as  to  the  duties  of  Lieutenant  Gov¬ 
ernors,  that  they  are  to  act  strictly  in  conformity 
with  the  advice  given  them  by  their  constitutional 
advisers,  and  I  expected  this  from  the  well-known 
views  of  the  hon.  gentleman,  but  if  the  statement 
made  by  my  hon.  friend  is  correct,  that  the  Lieut¬ 
enant  Governor  has  chosen  to  refuse  his  sanction  to 
a  Bill  passed  by  two  branches  of  the  Legislature  of 
his  province,  the  question  is  a  very  serious  one  and 
one  which  will  have  to  engage  our  very  serious  at¬ 
tention  at  an  early  day. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Will  the  Min¬ 
ister  of  Justice,  without  further  notice,  lay  on  the 
Table  a  copy  of  the  instructions  accompanying  the 
commission  ? 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  Yes. 

Motion  agreed  to  and  House  again  resolved  itself 
into  Committee  of  Supply. 

(In  the  Committee. ) 

Sault  Ste.  Marie  Canal . $430,000 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  would  be 
glad  to  have  from  the  Minister  of  Canals  a  some¬ 
what  full  statement  as  to  the  position  of  these 
works  and  as  to  the  sum  likely  to  be  expended  on 
their  completion,  and  when  they  will  be  completed. 
If  I  remember  aright  there  has  been  a  good  deal  of 
discussion  in  this  House  on  the  various  subjects 
connected  with  the  canal,  and  in  particular  with 
respect  to  the  size  of  the  locks  which  have  been 
altered,  I  think,  twTo  or  three  times  over.  I  want 
to  know  exactly  what  position  the  whole  work  is 
in  just  now. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  The  estimated  cost  of  the 
Sault  Canal  is  $4,000,000.  The  total  expenditure 
up  to  the  30th  June,  1889,  is  $544,068,  leaving  $3,- 
455,922  to  be  expended.  There  was  expended 
down  to  the  31st  of  December,  .1891,  $175,736,  the 
estimated  expenditure  to  the  30th  June,  1892,  from 
the  1st  of  January,  1891,  is  $327,269,  making  a  total 
sum  of  $505,000.  This  leaves  a  revote  of  $430,000 
to  be  voted  from  the  amount  appropriated  last 
year,  which  was  $935,430.  That  is  the  amount  we 
ask  for  next  year.  The  work  on  the  Sault  Canal 
comprises  three  sections  : — The  lower  entrance, 
Hugh  Ryan  &  Co.,  contractors  ;  the  canal  and  lock, 
that  is  the  second  section,  Hugh  Ryan  &  Co.,  con¬ 
tractors  ;  and  the  upper  entrance,  Allan  &  Fleming, 
contractors.  The  plans  on  which  these  contracts 
were  let  provided  for  a  16  feet  navigation  with  a 
lock  600  by  85  but  only  60  feet  wide  at  gates.  The 
cost  of  this  work,  including  lock  gates,  machinery, 
&c. ,  was  estimated  at  $3,000,000.  There  was  a 
full  statement  of  that  at  the  time  it  was  introduced 
in  the  House  by  Sir  John  Macdonald.  The  con¬ 
tract  wdth  Hugh  Ryan  &  Co.,  for  the  second  sec¬ 
tion,  the  canal  and  lock,  has  been  twice  modified  by 
changing  the  dimensions  of  the  lock,  which,  as  now 
proposed,  is  to  be  900  by  60  feet  and  the  same  width 
throughout.  The  depth  of  water  on  the  sills  is  the 
same  as  that  adopted  now  for  the  new  American  lock, 
21  feet  at  medium  low  water,  20j  at  extreme  low 
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water.  No  arrangement  has  been  made  as  yet  to 
increase  the  depth  of  the  canal  and  the  approaches 
to  a  greater  depth  than  stated  at  the  time  the 
contracts  were  let.  The  total  cost  of  complating 
the  canal  and  approaches  to  the  same  depth  as  the 
new  American  canal  is  estimated  at  $4,000,000,  so 
from  the  increased  cost  caused  by  the  alteration 
from  1 6  feet  to  20  feet  at  lowest  water  is  estimated 
at  $1 ,000,000.  The  Sault  Canal  has  been  divided 
into  three  sections,  the  lower  entrance,  the  upper 
entrance,  and  the  canal  and  lift  lock.  Lower 
entrance  section,  the  entrance  was  let,  No.  9643, 
the  30th  of  June,  1889.  It  comprises  dredging, 
pier  work,  and  a  beacon,  and  was  awarded  to  Hugh 
Ryan  &  Co.,  to  be  completed  10th  of  April,  1892. 
The  contract  price  was  $299,813.  That  of  course 
contemplates  16  feet  navigation.  The  upper  en¬ 
trance  section,  contract  No.  9645,  comprised  dreg- 
ing,  pier  work  and  a  beacon,  and  was  awarded  to 
Allan  &  Fleming  on  the  26th  March,  1889.  to  be 
completed  10th  April,  1892,  and  the  amount  of  the 
contract  is  $325,926. 

The  canal  and  lift  lock  sectien,  3,500  feet  long,  con¬ 
tract  No.  9,594,  dated  20th  November,  1828,  comprising  the 
lock  masonry,  side  walls,  excavation,  &c.,  was  awarded 
to  Hugh  Ryan  k  Co.,  to  be  completed  10th  May,  1892.  By 
agreement  of  19th  June.  1891,  the  time  was  extended  one 
year.  By  a  further  agreement  the  time  for  the  completion 
of  this  work  has  been  extended  to  31st  December,  1894. 


Amount  of  original  eontract .  $1,282,567 

Saving  by  changes  in  details .  72,700 


$1,209,867 

Under  date  of  19th  June,  1891,  and 
under  provisions  of  the  contract 
ratified  by  the  contractors  and 
Orders  in  Council,  the  lock  was 
to  be  deepened  and  widened  and 
made  os  the  same  depth  as  the 
new  American  lock,  at  an  addi¬ 


tional  cost  of. .  219,000 

By  a  third  agreement  the  lock  was 
lengthened  and  made  of  a  nni 
form  width  throughout,  The 
additional  cost  incurred  by  this 

change  is  . 339,000 

The  sum  of  the  three  agreements 
with  H.  Ryan  k  Co.  for  this  sec¬ 
tion  is,  therefore .  1,768,767 


The  estimated  total  cost  of  canal  for  work  to  be  exe¬ 
cuted  by  Hugh  Ryan  k  Co.,  on  canal  and  lock,  is  as 
follows 


Amount  of  first  contract,  16  feet 

draught .  1,209,867 

Second  contract,  19th  June,  1889..  219,000 

Third  agreement .  339,000 


Culverts,  gates  and  machinery, 

(not  under  contract) .  300,000 


$2,068,767 

Amount  of  H.  Ryan  k  Co’s 
contract  for  lower  en¬ 
trance,  16  feet  draught.  .$299,313 
Amount  to  be  added  to 
deepen  for  20  feet  draught 

(not  under  contract) .  192,000 

-  491,344 

Amount  of  Allan  &  Flem¬ 
ing’s  contract  for  upper 
entrance  16  feet  draught.$325,926 
Amount  to  be  added  to 
deepen  for20  feet  draught 
(not  under  contract)....  276,000 

-  601,926 


$8,262,006 

Engineering  and  contingencies.. . .  737,994 


$4,000,000 

The  amounts  to  be  added  to  the  present  contracts  to 
obtain  the  cost  of  deepening  the  Sault  Ste.  xMarie  Canal 
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and  approaches  for  20  feet  navigation  (which  amounts  re¬ 
present  work  not  now  under  contract)  are,  therefore  : 


Canal  and  lock .  $  100,000 

Lower  entrance .  192,000 

Upper  entrance .  276,000 


$  568,000 

.Culverts,  gates  and  machinery... .  300,000 


$  868,000 


The  United  States  Government  is 
now  excavating  a  20  feet  channel 
(largely  in  their  own  territory). 

This  channel  when  finished  could 
be  used  by  Canadian  vessels,  but 
if  at  any  time  it  should  be  desir¬ 
able  to  improve  the  North  (Can¬ 
adian)  channel  of  the  River  Ste. 

Marie  between  the  Canal  and 
Lake  Huron  so  as  to  have  a  navi¬ 
gation  of  20  feet  in  Canadian 
waters  throughout,  the  cost  of 
this  improvement  as  estimated 
by  Mr.  W.  G.  Thompson  (from 
Capt.Bayfield’s  survey)  would  be.  $  775,000 
To  complete  the  scheme  of  estab¬ 
lishing  a  20  feet  navigation  it 
would  be  necessary  to  deepen 
Port  Arthur  and  Owen  Sound. 

Mr.  Thompson  gives  the  follow¬ 
ing  approximate  estimate  of  the 
cost  of  these  improvements  : — 

Deepening  harbour  of  Port  Arthur.  300,000 
do  do  Owen  Sound.  200,000 


SI, 275, 000 

The  lion,  gentleman  has  asked  for  the  details  of 
the  three  different  changes  in  the  dimensions  of  the 
lock.  On  the  20th  November,  1888,  a  contract  was 
entered  into  with  Hugh  Ryan  &  Co. ,  for  the  con¬ 
struction  of  a  lock  and  canal  at  Sault  Ste.  Marie. 
The  dimensions  of  the  lock  were  : 


Length  of  chamber . 600  feet. 

Width  of  chamber . 85  “ 

,  Gate  width . 60  “ 

Depth  of  water  on  sills. . 191  “ 


By  an  agreement  dated  19th  June,  1891,  the  dimen¬ 
sions  of  the  lock  were  changed  to  the  following  : — 


Length  of  chamber . 650  feet. 

,  Width  of  chamber . 100  “ 

Gate  width . 60  “ 

Depth  of  water  on  sills . . 19J-  “ 

By  a  further  agreement  the  plan  of  the  lock  was 
again  changed,  and  the  dimensions  now  adopted 
are  as  follows  : — 

Length  of  chamber . 900  feet. 

Width  of  chamber .  60  *' 

Gate  width . 60  “ 

Depth  of  water  on  sills .  201  “ 

On  the  American  side  a  new  lock  is  being  built  of 
the  following  dimensions  : — 

Length  of  chamber .  800  feet. 

AVidth  of  chamber . 100  “ 

Gate  width . 100  “ 

Depth  on  sills  same  as  Canadian  side,  21  feet 


at  medium  or  201  feet  at  extreme  low  water. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  If  I  followed 
the  hon.  gentleman  correctly,  in  the  first  place  the 
width  was  85  feet,  then  it  was  increased  to  100 
feet  and  finally  was  diminished  to  00  feet.  That 
seems  to  be  a  very  wide  deviation  from  the  original 
plan,  and  a  width  of  00  feet  for  a  lock  of  900  feet 
length  seems  disproportionately  narrow.  What 
were  the  reasons  for  these  changes  ? 


Mr.  HAGGART.  Originally  it  was  intended 
that  vessels  should  lie  side  by  side  in  the  lock  as 
they  do  on  the  American  side,  but  afterwards  it 
was  thought  that  it  would  delay  locking  and  that 
the  present  dimensions  are  sufficient  to  accommo¬ 
date  all  the  vessels. 

Mr.  Haggart. 


Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  How  does  it 
affect  the  expenditure,  lengthening  it  and  reducing 
the  breadth  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  I  have  given  the  figures. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  What  I  mean 
is,  when  you  construct  a  lock  of  900  feet  by  60,  I 
presume  that  the  cost  is  very  considerably  in  excess 
of  one  of  650  feet  by  100.  But  it  looks  a  little 
curious  that  at  so  late  as  the  19th  June,  1891,  the 
engineers  should  have  advised  the  construction  of 
a  lock  of  650  by  100,  and  then  should  have  suddenly 
wheeled  around  and  altered  their  plan  to  one  of 
900  by  60.  I  think  we  ought  to  have  some  expla¬ 
nation  of  the  reason. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  I  am  following  the  American 
engineers.  The  first  lock  which  was  contemplated 
was  an  exact  copy  of  the  one  they  had  on  the 
American  side  ;  the  second  one,  I  think,  was  a  copy 
of  a  contemplated  American  lock,  and  I  think  the 
American  engineers  changed  their  plan,  and  ours 
followed. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Without  any 
particular  enquiry,  other  than  the  Americans  had 
changed ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  The  third  change  was  not 
exactly  the  same  as  the  American  engineers.  Theirs 
is  a  lock  of  800  feet  long  and  100  feet  wide  ;  ours  is 
one  of  900  feet  long  and  60  feet  wide,  about  one- 
half  the  dimensions  of  the  American  lock. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  What  strikes 
one  as  curious  is  that  within  so  very  short  a  time 
the  engineers  should  have  vitally  altered  the  scheme 
of  construction.  If  I  took  down  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man’s  figures  correctly,  this  first  contract  was  given 
on  the  20th  November,  1888  ;  on  the  17th  June, 
1891,  it  was  modified  to  a  lock  of  650  by  100  feet. 
On  the  30th  March  following  they  entirely  reverse 
their  previous  decision,  and  go  for  a  lock  of  900  feet 
by  60.  Were  the  parties  who  reported,  tlie  same? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  No,  I  think  not. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  In  a  matter  of 
this  consequence,  involving  an  expenditure  of 
four  millions,  it  certainly  does  shake  one’s  faith  in 
the  engineers  employed  by  the  Government,  to  find 
so  extraordinary  a  change  made  in  so  very  short  a 
time.  My  recollection  of  this  matter  is  that  the 
original  cost  was  estimated  at  a  good  deal  less  than 
the  hon.  gentleman  has  stated.  I  myself  believed 
it  would  cost  a  good  deal  more,  but  I  think  the 
original  statement  made  to  us  was  that  the  cost 
would  be  about  one  million  and  a  half,  or  one  million 
and  a  quarter.  But  I  am  speakingf rom  recollection, 
and  if  the  statement  before  the  Minister  is  that  the 
original  estimate  was  three  millions,  I  suppose  that 
is  correct.  Still,  I  remember  a  discussion  which 
took  place  in  this  House  in  which  the  late  member 
for  Glengarry  (Mr.  Purcell)  took  part,  and  in 
which  he  pointed  out  that  the  estimate  laid  before 
us  was  vastly  below  what  the  cost  of  the  work 
would  probably  come  to.  It  is  quite  clear  that  Mr. 
Purcell  has  been  proved  to  be  correct. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  The  Minister  was  then  speak¬ 
ing  entirely  of  the  cost  of  the  lock,  which  he  thought 
would  be  about  $1,500,000.  As  a  fact,  the  contract 
was  let  for  $1,209,000.  He  stated  afterwards  what 
the  total  cost  would  be — I  think  it  was  three  mil¬ 
lions  ;  he  stated  that  in  a  debate  in  the  House. 
But  the  lock  itself,  at  contract  price,  was  about 
$250,000  less  than  what  was  stated  at  the  time, 
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one  million  and  a  half.  All  the  rest  comes  in  in 
the  channel  above  and  below. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  What  length 
above  and  below  do  you  require  to  deepen  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  The  total  length  of  the  canal 
and  approaches  is  18,100  feet. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  How  much 
below  and  how  much  above  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  The  report  does  not  say.  But 
from  the  amount  of  work  to  be  done  on  the  ap¬ 
proaches  above  and  below,  if  there  was  an  equal 
•depth  to  be  excavated,  it  would  be  $299,313  for- 
debouching  into  the  lock  below  ;  above,  it  is 
$325,000.  The  -work  to  be  completed  above  and 
below  is  very  nearly  alike. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Is  that  the 
estimate  of  the  total  cost  for  the  18,100  feet  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  The  actual  contract  price  of 
H.  Ryan  &  Co.,  for  the  part  below,  is  $299,313  ; 
the  amount  of  the  other  section  is  $325,936.  Of 
course  that  is  exclusive  of  superintendence  and 
engineering,  and  it  onty  contemplates  a  depth  of  16 
feet  of  water  in  the  channel. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  That  would 
make  $625,000  added  to  an  original  cost  of  a  million 
and  a  quarter  for  the  first  contract  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  Yes. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  If  I  under¬ 
stand  correctly,  the  original  contract  first  let  for 
the  lock  was  $1,279,000  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART,  $1,209,000. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  $1,200,000  in 
round  numbers.  Then  the  cost  of  the  approaches 
amounts  to  $625,000.  That  makes  up  $1,825,000? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  Then  there*  are  $737,000  for 
engineering  and  contingencies,  including  such  items 
as  the  electric  light,  and  all  the  machinery  and 
apparatus  for  working. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Now,  this 
four  millions  estimate — is  that  supposed  to  provide 
for  the  whole  work,  or  is  there  to  be  a  further 
addition  made  to  that  for  the  extra  deepening  from 
16  feet  to  20? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  That  includes  the  whole 
■work.  That  includes  H.  Ryan  &  Co.’s  contract, 
the  deepening  of  the  approaches,  the  short  distance 
above  and  below  the  lock,  which  would  make 
$2,168,767.  Then  that  includes  an  extra  amount 
for  deepening  from  16  to  20  feet,  of  $192,000  ;  that 
is  on  H.  Ryan  &  Co.  ’s  lower  contract ;  and  an  extra 
amount  to  Allan  &  Fleming  for  deepening  to  20 
feet  above,  $276,000,  and  it  includes  engineering 
and  contingencies,  $737,000.  That  makes  $4,- 
000,000  exactly. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  It  will  not 
be  completed  until  1895. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  December  31st,  1894,  as  at 
present  contemplated. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  That  is,  of 
■course,  independent  of  any  work  that  may  here¬ 
after  be  undertaken  for  the  purpose  of  giving  us  a 
20  foot  channel  in  St.  Mary’s  River  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  Yes. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  That,  I  sup¬ 
pose,  will  be  unnecessary  under  any  circumstances, 
because,  unless  I  am  entirely  in  error,  a  considera¬ 
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ble  portion  of  the  channel  now  used  by  the 
Americans  on  the  St.  Clair  flats  is  undoubtedly 
within  our  territory,  and  they  are  not  likely  to 
interfere  with  our  use  of  the  channel  unless  we 
interfere  with  their  use  of  the  St.  Clair  channel,  I 
presume.  Has  any  correspondence  been  going  on 
with  the  authorities  at  Washington  as  respects 
these  channels  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  No,  none  that  I  am  aware 
of. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  do  not 
know  whether  any  of  the  Ministers  are  aware  of 
the  fact ;  possibly  the  late  Minister  of  Customs 
might  know. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  A  long  time  ago  there  was 
correspondence  in  regard  to  excavations  near  the 
lime  kilns  on  the  St.  Clair  flats. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  should  like 
to  know  if  there  is  any  sort  of  risk  of  this  naviga¬ 
tion  being  interfered  with.  I  should  imagine  there 
would  be  very  little  difficulty  in  coming  to  an 
understanding  with  the  authorities  at  Washington  : 
they  would,  no  doubt,  give  us  free  access  to  the 
channel  there  if  we  gave  them  free  access  to  the 
channel  in  Detroit  River  ;  but  it  would  be  very 
desirable  to  have  this  matter  looked  into  and 
attended  to.  If  there  is  any  risk  of  our  having  to 
spend  nearly  $1,000,000,  and  perhaps  more, 
because  estimates  of  engineers  are  generally 
exceeded,  in  deepening  our  channel  below  Sault 
Ste.  Marie,  itis  desirable  that  we  should  know  it. 

Mr.  McGREGOR.  The  canal  at  St.  Clair  flats 
was  placed  in  Canadian  waters  at  the  time  of  build¬ 
ing,  but  an  agreement  was  come  to  between  the  two 
Governments  that  there  should  be  nothing  said  about 
it  at  the  time.  Some  time  afterwards  the  Dominion 
Government  decided  to  take  out  a  certain  portion 
of  the  rock  in  the  Detroit  River  at  the  lime  kilns. 
Then  the  United  States  Government  appropriated 
$25,000  to  assist  in  taking  the  boidders  out  of  the 
river,  and  afterwards  they  added  to  the  amount 
half  a  million  dollars  and  then  a  million 
dollars,  until  now  we  have  the  depth  increased 
from  14  feet  to  20  feet.  It  is  300  feet  wide  by  800 
feet  long,  and  both  Governments  have  the  use  of 
that  cut  free.  It  is  very  nearly  on  the  Canadian 
shore,  and  is  a  long  distance  from  the  American 
side  and  entirely  out  of  American  waters.  That 
being  the  case,  if  our  neighbours  will  not  act  with 
us  in  regard  to  St.  Mary  River,  we  should  have 
the  advantage  in  respect  to  this  cut  on  which 
they  have  expended  something  over  $2,000,000. 
The  American  Government  are  also  deepening 
the  St.  Clair  Lake  to  a  depth  of  18  feet.  Last 
year  vessels  were  terribly  obstructed  by  shallow 
water,  the  depth  being  14  feet  or  14i  feet  ;  in¬ 
deed,  the  water  during  the  last  two  years  has  been 
much  lower  than  formerly,  and  has  caused  great 
difficulty  in  St.  Mary  River  as  well.  There  is 
another  question  which  I  think  it  proper  to  men¬ 
tion  at  this  time.  While  we  are  speaking  of 
lengthening  the  canal  to  900  feet  and  placing  its 
width  at  60  feet,  would  it  not  be  well  for  the  en¬ 
gineers  to  consider  whether  it  would  not  be  well  to 
make  the  width  100  feet,  as  has  been  done  by  our 
neighbours  across  the  line  ?  Of  course  this  addi¬ 
tional  width  would  cost  a  great  deal  of  money,  but 
that  important  branch  of  industry,  the  carrying 
trade,  has  increased  more  rapidly  than  any  other 
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industry  in  America,  and  cheap  freights  would  re¬ 
duce  the  cost  of  bringing  grain  from  the  great  west 
to  the  great  east.  The  bulk  of  grain,  iron  ore  and 
lumber  is  carried  by  large  steam  vessels,  each  of 
which  draws  from  one  to  five  barges,  and  these  pro¬ 
ceed  down  the  lakes.  The  whole  tow  is  placed  in 
one  lock,  because  it  is  very  important  that  they 
should  be  passed  through  quickly  in  order  to  save 
time  ;  the  lock  is  600  feet  long  by  100  wide,  or 
rather  60  feet  wide  at  present.  In  making  so  large 
an  expenditure  on  our  proposed  canal  it  is  desirable 
to  consider  the  advantage  of  making  it  wider.  The 
principal  difference  in  expense  would  be  the  removal 
of  earth  and  rock  ;  the  cost  of  the  gates  would  not 
be  much  more,  the  cost  of  mitre  sills  would  be 
the  same,  and  the  expense  connected  with  lighting 
and  management  would  be  the  same  on  a  small  as 
compared  with  a  larger  lock.  It  would,  therefore, 
be  well,  as  we  are  about  to  undertake  this  larger 
expenditure,  to  consider  whether  it  would  not  be 
advisable  to  expend  a  little  more  money  and  con¬ 
struct  the  lock  of  the  same  width  as  the  American 
locks  on  the  other  side  of  the  line. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  The  system  contemplated 
will  greatly  increase  the  locking  accommodation  of 
the  canal.  Plans  are  proposed  for  lighting  the 
channel  with  electric  light,  so  that  vessels  can  be 
put  through  the  lock  day  and  night.  With  the 
additional  facilities  provided,  the  capacity  for 
trade  will  be  five  or  six  times  that  at  present. 
The  lock  as  proposed,  together  with  the  lock 
on  the  American  side,  will  suffice  for  the  trade 
of  the  country,  taking  the  most  extravagant  ideas 
of  the  increase,  for  a  large  number  of  years  to 
come.  The  Government  contemplated  widening 
the  lock  and  placing  in  vessels  double,  as  is  being 
done  on  the  American  side  ;  but  the  hop.  member 
for  South  Oxford  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  will 
remember  that  one  of  his  own  friends  suggested 
the  advisability  of  increasing  the  length  of  the  lock 
arid  making  its  width  just  sufficient  for  any  vessel, 
either  built  or  contemplated,  for  like  navigation. 
We  took  into  consideration  the  suggestion  of  the 
hon.  member  for  Lincoln  (Mr.  Gibson),  which  was 
a  correct  one,  and  we  had  the  lock  altered  in 
accordance  with  his  suggestion. 

Mr.  DEVLIN.  I  believe  there  are  considerable 
rapids  at  Sault  Ste.  Marie;  what  is  the  height  of 
the  fall  of  water  there  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  The  fall  is  18  feet. 

Air.  DEVLIN.  And  there  will  be  only  one 
lock  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  Yes. 

Air.  DEATLIN.  Then  the  fall  is  18  feet  from 
the  level  of  Lake  Superior  to  the  level  of  Lake 
Huron  ? 

Air.  HAGGART.  I  suppose  there  will  be  a 
slightly  increased  fall  to  the  level  of  Lake  Huron, 
perhaps  one  or  two  feet. 

Mr.  DEVLIN.  How  far  into  Lake  Superior 
will  the  approach  to  the  upper  end  of  the  canal  go  ? 

Air.  HAGGART.  That  is  the  exact  question 
asked  by  the  hon.  member  from  South  Oxford  (Sir 
Richard  Cartwright),  and  I  told  him  I  did  not 
know  exactly,  I  understand  from  the  officer  here 
that  one  section  is  about  9,000  feet,  and  the  other 
5,000  ;  the  shorter  section  is  the  one  below. 

Mr.  McGregor. 


Air.  DEVLIN.  Does  the  hon.  gentleman  know 
whether  the  approaches  are  longer  or  shorter  on 
the  Canadian  canal  than  on  the  American  canal  ? 

Air.  HAGGART.  They  must  be  about  the  same, 
and  the  excavation  would  be  about  the  same  dis¬ 
tance  for  both  locks.  It  is  nearly  all  rock  cutting. 

Mr.  DEVLIN.  What  is  the  depth  of  the  canal? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  At  present  the  depth  is  16 
feet  of  water  in  the  prism,  but  the  contemplated 
depth — although  we  have  no  contract  for  it,  but 
we  intend,  at  some  future  period,  to  ask  for  con¬ 
tracts  for  the  excavation — is  18  feet,  with  20  feet 
on  the  mitre  sill  of  the  lock. 

Air.  DEVLIN.  Was  there  much  town  property 
expropriated  in  order  to  construct  this  canal  ? 

Air.  HAGGART.  No  ;  it  was  all  Government 
property. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  would  like 
to  know  whether  the  Alinister  or  the  Government 
generally,  propose  to  have  any  kind  of  understand¬ 
ing  with  the  United  States  authorities  touching 
this  question  of  a  canal  in  their  waters  ?  It  seems 
to  me  it  would  be  just  as  well  to  have  some  dis¬ 
tinct  and  definite  agreement  made  with  them,  and 
that  the  opportunity  is  a  very  good  one,  when  we 
are  both  constructing  these  expensive  canals  at 
Sault  Ste.  Alarie,  and  when  they  are,  as  I  under¬ 
stand,  going  to  expend  a  very  large  additional  sum 
in  our  waters  in  the  St.  Clair  flats.  It  may  save 
hereafter  a  good  deal  of  trouble  if  we  utilize  the 
present  opportunity  to  have  a  distinct  convention 
with  them  on  the  subject,  and  I  do  not  think  there 
would  be  much  trouble  in  coming  to  it  ;  there 
ought  not  as  between  two  business  communities. 

Air.  HAGGART.  I  will  draw  the  attention 
of  the  Council  to'tlie  hon.  gentleman’s  suggestion. 

Air.  ARAISTRONG.  I  wish  to  draw  the  Alinis- 
ter’s  attention  to  the  fact  that  a  question  was  raised 
some  time  ago  as  to  whether  the  changes  in  the 
size  of  the  lock  causes  any  increase  in  the  total  cost 
of  the  work  ? 

Air.  HAGGART.  In  some  cases  I  think  it  does 
entail  increase  in  the  particular  items,  and  that  is 
a  subject  I  was  very  careful  about.  I  had  the 
matter  examined  carefully,  and  reports  made  by 
engineers  outside  the  department,  and  I  was  fully 
convinced  before  any  changes  were  recommended 
to  Council  that  the  contractor  was  fairly  entitled 
to  a  change  from  some  circumstances  or  peculiari¬ 
ties  in  the  work. 

Air.  ARAISTRONG.  The  reason  I  draw  atten¬ 
tion  to  this  is,  that  our  experience  in  the  past  was 
that  payments  of  extras  on  account  of  changes  in 
public  works  have  not  been  of  a  very  assuring 
kind.  In  estimating  for  the  construction  of  public 
works,  or  in  the  planning  of  them,  it  is  always 
well  that  the  original  plan  should  be  adhered  to. 
The  next  best  thing  when  a  change  must  be  made 
is  to  see  that  it  is  done  at  the  least  possible  cost,  and 
to  see  that,  unless  the  change  involves  extra  cost 
to  the  contractor,  there  shall  be  no  extra  cost 
put  on  the  work.  The  question  I  asked  was  :  Does 
the  change  made  in  the  dimensions  of  the  lock  add 
to  the  total  cost  of  the  work  ? 

Air.  HAGGART.  The  original  cost  of  the  work 
as  let  according  to  the  original  plan  would  be 
$1,209,867.  Then  there  was  a  change  of  the  plan, 


2249 


[MAY  6,  1892.] 


2250 


which  of  course  entailed  increased  quantities  and 
increased  depths,  and  that  involved  an  extra  cost 
of  8219,000.  Then  the  plans  were  changed  again, 
to  a  900  feet  long  and  a  60  feet  wide  lock,  and 
that  entailed  an  increased  expenditure  over  the 
second  plan  of  .$339,000,  which  makes  the  price 
which  the  lock  is  likely  to  cost  now  $1,768,767,  as 
compared  with  the  original  estimate  on  the  old 
plan  of  $1,209,867. 

Mr.  ARMSTRONG.  The  increased  cost  is 
something  over  half  a  million  dollars. 

Mr.  HAGGAR  r.  Yes,  $550,000  odd. 

Mr.  McGREGOR.  As  we  are  on  the  point  of 
making  some  arrangement  with  our  neighbours 
across  the  line  with  reference  to  the  free  use  of 
both  rivers  and  canals,  this  would  be  a  good  time 
for  the  Government  to  bring  up  this  matter.  The 
American  Government  have  expended  something 
like  $2,500,000  at  the  Lime  kiln  Crossing,  and  they 
are  now  expending  a  large  amount  on  Lake  St. 
Clair,  which  brings  them  into  the  Canadian  chan¬ 
nel.  They  will  also  come  into  the  St.  Clair  flats, 
which  are  also  in  Canadian  waters.  Now,  it  is  im¬ 
possible  for  our  vessels  to  come  down  the  Sault 
River  without  using  the  American  shore,  and  before 
a  depth  of  20  feet  can  be  used  a  very  large  amount 
of  money  must  be  expended  in  deepening  and 
widening  the  channel  in  that  river.  Our  neighbours 
are  doing  that  and  doing  it  quickly,  while  we  give 
them  all  the  advantages  of  our  rivers  and  water¬ 
ways.  At  Amherstburg,  a  very  large  amount  of 
money  is  expended  in  lighting  the  coast.  They 
enjoy  so  many  advantages  given  by  us  that  they 
would  be  glad  to  reciprocate,  if  the  matter  were 
properly  placed  before  them.  They  would  possibly  be 
getting  more  from  us  in  our  waterways  than  we 
would  be  getting  from  them,  though  it  is  true  they 
have  expended  a  great  deal  of  money  in  our  waters. 
Therefore  I  would  urge  on  the  Government  at  once 
to  seek  a  settlement  that  would  be  agreeable  and 
advantageous  to  both  countries.  It  must  be  re¬ 
membered  that  there  is  no  country  growing  as 
rapidly  as  that  around  the  shores  of  Lake  Superior. 
The  carrying  of  iron  ore  to-day  is  greater  than  was 
the  carrying  capacity  of  all  the  vessels  on  our  waters 
ten  years  ago,  showing  the  growth  of  that  industry 
alone,  and  it  is  only  an  infant  yet. 

Mr.  DEVLIN.  The  channel  is  to  be  excavated 
to  a  certain  extent  beyond  the  approaches  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  In  the  channel  below  the 
American  locks  there  has  been  a  large  expendi¬ 
ture  to  increase  the  depth  to  20  feet  to  connect  the 
canal  with  Lake  Huron.  We  did  not  contemplate 
making  a  channel  for  ourselves.  We  contemplated 
the  use  of  the  channel  which  the  Americans  have 
dredged  out  in  the  Sault  Ste.  Marie  River  down 
to  Lake  Huron. 

Mr.  DEVLTN.  At  the  present  moment  what 
toll  is  paid  by  American  vessels  passing  through  the 
American  canal  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  They  are  free. 

Mr.  ARMSTRONG.  Has  the  hon.  gentleman 
heard  anything  about  the  Americans  imposing 
tolls  on  Canadian  vessels  going  through  their 
canal  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  I  saw  that  in  the  papers  ;  that 
is  all  I  know  of  it. 


Lachine  Canal  —  Building  eight 
pairs  of  spare  gates  for  old  and  . 

new  locks . .  $19,500 

Mr.  CASE!.  I  would  like  to  recall  to  the  hon. 
Minister’s  memory  some  returns  which  were  moved 
for  by  the  hon.  member  for  Pontiac  on  4th  April, 
and  which  will  be  necessary  before  we  can  finish 
the  discussion  of  these  votes  for  canals.  Does  the 
hon.  Minister  know  if  they  are  nearly  ready  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  These  returns  have  been  pre¬ 
pared,  and  they  will  be  brought  down  to-morrow. 

Taking  down  and  rebuilding  lock  walls 
of  the  old  lock,  No.  1,  both  sides, 
including  chamber,  upper  and  lower- 
wing  walls . $37,800 

Mr.  CASEY.  In  consequence  of  what  is  this  re¬ 
building  necessary  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  It  has  become  very  old  and 
dilapidated  and  not  safe  to  use. 

Mr.  DEVLIN.  Is  this  work  to  Ire  done  by  the 
staff  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  Yes  ;  by  the  repair  staff. 
There  is  an  engineer  in  charge  of  the  canal,  and  he 
hires  workmen  just  as  they  are  required. 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  think  the  Minister  will  agree 
with  me  it  is  hardly  the  most  economical  manne1' 
to  carry  on  a  work  of  this  extent  and  do  it  by  day 
work. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  You  will  see  at  once  why  it 
is  not  done  by  contract.  You  do  not  know  how 
much  of  the  lock  has  to  be  taken  down  and  cannot 
estimate  exactly  the  amount  of  repairs  required,  so 
that  you  could  not  describe  it  sufficiently  to  invite 
tenders.  It  is  the  repairing  of  old  work. 

Mr.  CASEY.  This  is  an  item  for  taking  down 
and  rebuilding  wralls  of  old  lock  No.  1,  both 
sides,  comprising  the  chamber  and  upper  and 
low-er  wing  walls.  The  work  is  clearly  enough 
described  in  the  estimates  to  invite  tenders  ;  and  as 
this  wrork  has  not  yet  been  done,  I  will  cali  on  the 
Minister  to  ask  for  tenders  before  the  money  is  ex¬ 
pended. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  It  is  described  here  as  taking 
down  and  rebuilding  the  lock  walls  of  old  lock 
No.  1 ,  both  sides  ;  but  some  portions  of  it  need  not 
be  taken  down  at  all.  The  description,  of  course, 
is  in  excess  of  wdiat  may  be  required. 

Mr.  CASEY.  It  could  be  done  by  letting  the 
contract  by  quantities  and  not  in  the  lump. 

Mr.  DEVLIN.  What  is  the  lowest  depth  of  the 
Lachine  Canal  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  Fourteen  feet  on  the  mitre 
sills. 

Rebuilding  the  old  regulating  weir  at 
Lachine  and  improvement  of  the 
present  drainage  system  on  the  south 
side  of  the^anal . $15,000 

Mr.  CASEY.  That  is  another  item  quite  large 
enough  to  be  made  a  matter  of  contract,  and  the 
same  remarks  would  apply  to  that. 

Building  six  stationary  bridges . $5,350 

Mr.  CASEY.  Are  these  new  bridges  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  No,  there  are  twenty -five 
stationary  bridges  on  the  canal,  and  these  are  the 
ones  that  require  to  be  rebuilt. 

Mr.  CASEY.  Also  by  day  work  ? 


2251 


[COMMONS] 


Mr.  HAGGART.  Yes. 

Mr.  CASEY.  Here  is  something  like  over 
$75,000,  all  to  be  done  by  day’swork.  In  the  neigh¬ 
bourhood  especially  of  a  large  town  like  Montreal, 
the  expenditure  of  such  a  large  amount  of  money 
by  day’s  work  certainly  gives  opening  for  the  ex¬ 
ercise  of  a  little  favouritism  here  and  there,  and 
tempts  to  an  unnecessary  expenditure  of  public 
money.  Men  are  out  of  work,  and  their  friends 
want  to  have  them  at  work,  and  the  Minister  should 
see  that  this  is  done  by  contract. 

Mr.  MACDON  ELL  (Algoma).  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  who  has  just  spoken  on  three  different  items 
under  discussion  is  evidently  not  a  practical  work¬ 
man  himself,  or  he  would  know  perfectly  well 
that  the  remarks  he  has  made  are  nothing  but  utter 
bosh.  In  the  first  place,  before  you  let  a  contract 
or  call  for  tenders,  you  have  to  give  a  certain 
amount  of  quantity  in  the  work.  In  these  items 
under  discussion,  the  quantities  could  not  possibly 
be  given.  The  foundations  are  doubtful,  they  may 
be  quicksand,  and  there  may  be  coffer  dams  re¬ 
quired.  For  that  reason  it  is  very  much  better  for 
the  Government  to  do  such  work  as  this  by  day 
work.  They  know  then  exactly  what  it  costs, 
there  are  no  extras  ;  and  when  it  is  done  by  the 
superintendent  in  charge  of  the  work,  that  finishes 
it.  A  common  idea  prevails  in  Ontario  that  all 
work  to  be  done  by  the  Local  Government  should 
be  done  by  day's  labour,  but  in  this  House  it  is 
not  satisfactory  to  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  that 
similar  work  should  be  done  by  day’s  labour.  But 
the  work  is  entirely  different.  In  the  one  case,  it 
is  the  construction  of  roads  where  you  can  figure 
out  the  exact  quantity  of  yards  to  be  thrown  in  to 
construct  the  highway,  while  in  this  case  the 
engineers  cannot  tell  exactly  the  number  of  yards 
to  be  excavated  and  cannot  tell  what  is  necessary 
to  be  put  in  until  a  certain  amount  of  excavation 
has  taken  place.  A  criticism  on  the  Government 
in  this  case  is  most  unfair,  because  any  practical 
man  will  tell  you,  if  he  speaks  fairly,  that  the 
Government  has  let  that  work  in  the  best  possible 
way. 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  am  sure  the  Minister  of  Rail¬ 
ways  must  be  deeply  obliged  to  his  hon.  friend  who 
came  to  his  assistance  in  explaining  this  matter. 
It  appeared  to  me  that  the  Minister  had  given  a 
pretty  clear  statement  with  regard  to  the  question 
I  asked  him.  I  was  satisfied  with  the  clearness  of 
the  statement,  though  not  with  the  proposal  to  do 
this  work  by  day’s  labour,  but  the  hon.  member  for 
Algoma  (Mr.  Macdonell)  evidently  did  not  think 
so,  because  he'tried  to  make  the  matter  clearer,  and 
he  made  it  as  clear  as  mud.  In  the  first  place  he 
told  us  that  the  engineer  in  charge  of  the  depart¬ 
ment  could  not  say  what  quantity  hail  to  be  exca¬ 
vated  before  this  work  could  be  done.  Seeing  that 
I  was  speaking  in  regard  to  the  rebuilding  of  lock 
walls  where  no  excavation  was  needed,  I  do  not 
think  the  member  for  Algoma  had  any  idea  of  what 
I  was  talking  about.  I  was  also  talking  about  the 
rebuilding  of  a  weir  which  does  not  require  any 
excavation,  and  I  also  referred  to  stationary 
bridges,  which  are  not  excavated,  as  a  rule,  but  are 
superstructures,  and  not  dug  out  of  the  ground. 
My  hon.  friend  from  Algoma  is  quite  confident 
that  you  cannot  do  this  work  by  contract  because 
you  cannot  estimate  the  actual  quantity  to  be 
excavated.  I  understood  the  Minister  to  sav  he 
Mr.  Casey. 


thought  it  was  possible  to  estimate  the  amount  of 
work  to  be  done,  and  he  rather  approved  of  the 
idea  and  would  take  it  into  his  consideration. 
Now  his  supporter  objects  to  the  adoption  of  the 
contract  system,  unless  quantities  can  be  exactly 
estimated,  and  I  might  ask  how  a  contract  for 
dredging  can  be  let  when  you  cannot  tell  the 
amount  of  work  to  be  done.  Before  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tlemen  was  a  member  of  this  House,  I  understand 
lie  had  a  contract  for  dredging  at  so  much  a  yard. 
I  do  not  see  why  the  same  plan  should  not  be 
adopted  either  in  regard  to  the  building  of 
masonry  in  a  lock,  or  in  regard  to  the  excavation 
that  might  be  required  in  any  public  work.  On 
the  other  hand,  the  gentleman  contends  that  the 
Ontario  Government  built  colonization  roads  by 
day's  work  which  could  be  more  conveniently  done 
by  contract.  I  cannot  assume  that  he  does  not 
know  what  he'  is  talking  about  when  he  speaks  of 
colonization  roads,  because  he  must  have  seen  such 
once  in  a  while,  but  he  is  not  talking  in  a 
rational  way  when  he  says  a  colonization 
road  can  be  more  easily  let  by  contract  than 
the  construction  of  a  lock  or  a  bridge, 
because  it  is  impossible  to  tell  when  you 
are  starting  to  build  a  road  through  the  bush, 
how  much  timber  you  will  have  to  cut,  how 
many  stumps  you  will  have  to  extract,  how  many 
stumps  you  can  cover  with  earth,  where  you  will  get 
the  filling,  &c. ,  and  it  would  be  impossible  with  any 
degree  of  accuracy  to  let  the  building  of  a  coloniza¬ 
tion  road  by  contract.  Whereas,  in  the  old  settled 
portions  of  the  country  where  our  canals  are 
situated,  it  is  quite  possible  to  estimate  the  amount 
of  the  contract,  and  even  the  bridges  might  be 
built  by  day’s  work  because  of  the  uncertainty  of 
obtaining  supplies  of  timber  and  other  things,  and 
I  think  the  hon.  gentleman  will  admit  that  these 
bridges  have  been  built  as  cheaply  under  the  day’s 
work  system  as  they  could  be  under  any  other- 
system.  I  know  some  of  the  men  who  have  carried 
on  that  work  up  there,  and  I  know  that  the  work 
has  been  done  as  cheaply  as  it  could  be. 

Bridge  over  old  lock  No.  2,  Welland 
Canal  . $5,700 

Mr.  HAGGART.  The  old  bridge  has  been  con¬ 
demned  as  unsafe. 

Mr.  DEVLIN.  Where  is  lock  No.  2  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  At  St.  Catharines. 

Mr.  DEVLIN.  Is  it  proposed  to  build  an  extra 
bridge  over  the  canal  in  the  town  of  Welland  ?  I 
heard  something  about  that  when  1  was  in  the- 
County  of  Welland  last  week. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Perhaps  that 
was  contingent  on  certain  conditions  being  carried 
out.  What  did  the  hon.  gentleman  hear  in 
Welland  ? 

Mr.  DEVLIN.  I  heard  that  a  new  bridge  would 
probably  be  built  across  the  canal  in  connection  with 
a  great  many  other  important  public  works  through¬ 
out  the  county.  The  bridge  which  is  there  now  does 
very  good  service,  but  two  or  three  years  ago  it  was 
proposed  to  construct  a  new  bridge  on  a  line  with  the 
main  street  which  the  present  bridge  is  not.  I  was 
seriously  asking  the  Minister  what  he  intended  to 
do  in  this  matter,  not  on  account  of  pledges  made 
during  the  election,  but  as  a  case  of  urgency  which 
is  felt  in  that  town,  and  no  doubt  this  bridge  would 
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be  of  great  assistance  to  the  traffic  and  an  orna¬ 
ment  to  the  town. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  I  never  heard  of  the  building 
of  that  bridge  before.  My  attention  has  never 
been  called  to  it  before. 

Mr.  DEVLIN.  I  believe  this  measure  has  been 
advocated  very  earnestly  by  the  Welland  Telegraph 
during  the  last  month,  not  at  all  in  connection  with 
the  election,  but  as  a  matter  of  necessity.  I  was  on 
a  visit  to  the  town  of  Welland,  having  been  invited 
there  by  a  few  friends,  and  I  saw  that  the  present 
bridge  was  not  in  the  most  advantageous  spot,  but 
if  the  new  bridge  were  placed  where  it  was  suppos¬ 
ed  it  would  be,  the  site  would  be  well  chosen.  I 
thought  proper  to  call  attention  to  this  subject, 
because  the  gentleman  who  has  been  returned  for 
that  riding  is  not  yet  in  his  seat,  or,  no  doubt,  he 
would  himself  call  attention  to  it.  I  know  his  op¬ 
ponent  intended  to  do  so. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  The  $25,000  asked  for  is  for 
the  reconstruction  of  the  superstructure  of  the  pier. 

Mr.  CASEY.  How  is  it  to  be  done  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  I  think  it  ought  to  be  done  by 
contract. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Do  I  under¬ 
stand  the  Minister  to  say  that  lie  thought  it  would 
be  done  by  contract  ?  Has  he  no  information  on 
the  subject  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  I  have  no  information  on  the 
subject.  If  it  can  be  done  by  contract,  it  will  lie. 

To  repair  banks  damaged  by  high  water 
and  storm  of  9th  February,  1889 . $3,600 

Mr.  CASEY.  How  is  it  that  this  bank  has  got 
along  for  so  many  years,  if  it  was  damaged  in 
1889? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  This  is  a  revote.  They  are 
finishing. 

Towards  the  construction  of  the  culvert 
at  Stromness . $7,500 

Mr.  HAGGART.  The  culvert  is  to  provide  for 
additional  drainage  at  Stromness,  the  original 
culvert  being  insufficient.  The  culvert  can  only 
be  constructed  during  the  winter  season  when 
navigation  is  closed.  Therefore,  no  portion  of  the 
appropriation  will  be  required  till  July,  1892.  None 
of  the  work  is  commenced  yet.  It  has  been  let  by 
contract. 

To  wards  constructing  a  new  swing  bridge 
between  Stromness  and  Buffalo  and 
Brantford  Railway  crossing . $2,000 

Mr.  HAGGART.  That  is  an  additional  bridge 
between  Stromness  and  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway. 

Mr.  DEVLIN.  Have  tenders  been  invited  for 
the  building  of  this  bridge  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  It  is  really  done  now.  Some 
work  has  been  done  by  the  department. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Does  that 
take  the  place  of  an  old  one  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  It  was  commenced  about  a 
week  ago. 

Restoring  outlet  for  drainage,  west  side 
of  canal  at  Port  Colborne . $5,000 

Mr.  CASEY.  How'  did  it  get  blocked  up  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  By  the  banks  tumbling  down 
and  falling  in. 


Mr.  DEVLIN.  Does  that  interfere  with  the 
depth  of  the  canal  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  No. 

Removing  shoal  at  north  of  Chippawa 
River . $3,000 

Mr.  DEVLIN.  Is  this  shoal  in  the  canal  or  is  it 
in  the  river  proper  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  It  is  a  feeder  to  the  Welland 
Canal. 

Mr.  DEVLIN.  Does  it  interfere  with  naviga¬ 
tion  through  the  Welland  Canal  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  Vessels  come  in  that  way. 

Mr.  DEVLIN.  Is  there  considerable  traffic 
from  the  Chippawa  River  into  the  canal  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  There  is  considerable  traffic 
for  small  boats. 

Mr.  DEVLIN.  What  is  the  depth  of  the 
Chippawa  Canal  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  About  the  depth  of  the  old 
canal,  9  to  10  feet. 

Committee  rose,  and  it  being  six  o’clock,  the 
Speaker  left  the  Chair. 

After  Recess. 

ALBERTA  RAILWAY  AND  COAL  COMPANY. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (for  Mr.  Cukran)  moved  that 
the  House  resolve  itself  into  Committee  on  Bill 
(No.  39)  respecting  the  Alberta  Railway  and  Coal 
Company. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  Before  the  House  resolves  itself 
into  committee  on  this  Bill  1  should  like  to  draw  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  fact  that  this  Bill  and 
the  one  next  on  the  Order  Paper  (Canada  Atlantic 
Railway  Company)  have  some  peculiar  features, 
and  we  should  understand  how  far  the  committees 
of  the  House  proceed  on  that  line.  In  the  report 
of  the  Railway  Committee,  which  was  presented 
yesterday  by  the  chairman,  and  adopted  by  the 
House  it  was  distinctly  stated  that  in  this  Bill,  for 
instance,  a  number  of  important  clauses  were  in¬ 
troduced  and  adopted  by  the  committee  and 
reported  to  the  House,  of  which  no  notice  had  been 
given,  and  which  were  not  even  mentioned  in  the 
petition  and  which  had  not  been  passed  by  the 
Standing  Orders  Committee.  The  notice  is  often 
dispensed  with,  as  we  know,  by  the  Standing  Orders 
Committee,  but  a  practice  has  arisen  this  session 
by  which,  in  many  cases,  the  Standing  Committees 
on  Railways  and  on  Banking  and  Commerce,  too, 
passed  clauses  which  have  not  been  reported  upon 
even  by  the  Standing  Orders  Committee.  We  all 
know  there  are  exceptions  made  very  often  by  the 
Committee  on  Standing  Orders  in  favour  of  clauses 
of  which  notice  has  not  been  given  ;  but,  when  it 
comes  to  the  Standing  Orders  Committee  being 
passed  over  altogether,  and  the  application  made  in 
the  first  instance  to  the  Standing  Committee  on 
Railways,  I  really  think  something  should  be  said 
to  prevent  its  recurrence  too  often.  I  do  not  wish 
to  raise  any  objection  here.  Possibly  in  these  cases 
the  reasons  would  have  been  sufficient  if  advanced 
before  the  Standing  Orders  Committee,  but  I  think 
we  should  endeavour  to  impress  on  the  committees 
that  they  should  leave  that  part  of  their  business 
to  the  Standing  Orders  Committee. 
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Mr.  WOOD  (Brockville).  The  subject  brought 
up  by  the  lion,  member  for  West  Ontario  (Mr. 
Edgar)  is  one  which  has  more  than  once  engaged 
the  attention  of  the  House  on  reports  presented  by 
the  chairman  of  the  Standing  Orders  Committee 
and  by  the  chairmen  of  other  committees.  The  rule 
adopted  by  the  Standing  Orders  Committee  is  this  : 
where  it  appears  from  the  petition  which  came  be¬ 
fore  the  committee  that  the  power  sought  was  one 
which  did  not  appear  in  the  notice  published  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requirements  of  the  law — 
not  in  accordance  with  the  rule  laid  down 
by  the  Standing  Orders  Committee,  but  ac¬ 
cording  to  the  law— the  rule  is  that  if  pub¬ 
lic  interests  do  not  in  any  way  suffer,  if  there  is 
no  opposition  to  the  particular  clause  or  power 
sought  in  the  petition,  although  it  does  not  appear 
in  the  notice,  then  a  discretion  is  left  to  the  com¬ 
mittee,  which  it  has  always  exercised  in  favour  of 
the  petition  and  in  favour  of  the  further  power 
asked  for.  But  in  such  cases  the  report  of  the 
Standing  Orders  Committee  mentions  particularly 
absence  of  notice,  and  leaves  it  for  the  House  to 
adopt  the  report,  and  thus  take  the  responsibility. 
During  the  past  session  and  during  every  session 
the  Railway  Committee  as  well  as  the  Committee 
on  Banking  and  Commerce  have  almost  invariably 
been  confronted  by  Bills  referred  to  them  by  this 
House  containing  clauses  as  to  which  the  petition 
on  which  the  Bill  was  based  was  silent.  The  ques¬ 
tion  before  the  Railway  Committee  was  this  :  shall 
we  strike  out  this  particular  clause,  or  shall  we  refer 
it  to  the  House  and  let  the  House  retain  it  if  it 
sees  fit.  During  the  present  session  in  the 
deliberations  of  the  Railway  Committee  the 
very  same  course  has  been  adopted  with  respect 
to  retaining  any  such  clauses  as  were  adopted 
in  the  case  of  the  Standing  Orders  Committee, 
where  a  power  or  privilege  was  asked  which 
does  not  appear  in  the  notice.  Where  there 
is  no  opposition  to  the  insertion  of  that  particu¬ 
lar  clause  before  the  committee,  where  it  does 
not  appear  to  be  antagonistic  to  the  public 
interest,  and  wherein  order  to  make  the  Bill  work¬ 
able  that  power  should  be  given,  then  the  com¬ 
mittee  adopt  the  only  course  that  it  could  fairly 
adopt,  and  that  is,  mention  the  fact  in  the  report 
of  the  Railway  Committee  to  the  House  so  that  the 
House  may  pass  upon  it.  I  presented  the  com¬ 
mittee’s  report  on  this  particular  Bill,  the  Bill  for 
the  Alberta  Railway  and  Coal  Company,  where 
power  as  to  irrigation  was  sought,  in  regard  to 
which  a  lengthy  discussion  occurred  in  the  com¬ 
mittee.  It  is  quite  true  that  no  power  was  asked 
for  in  the  petition  on  which  the  Bill  was  based, 
but  the  Postmaster  General  explained  that  it  was 
the  intention  of  the  Government  during  the  present 
session  to  introduce  a  general  clause  in  the  Land  Act 
dealing  with  the  subject  of  this  particular  legis¬ 
lation,  to  which  I  will  not  say  the  lion,  member  for 
West  Ontario  (Mr.  Edgar)  objected,  but  to  which 
lie  alluded.  This  clause  was  passed  by  that  com¬ 
mittee  in  anticipation  of  legislation  on  that  subject 
at  a  very  early  date  ;  but  in  that  particular  case 
the  committee  was  very  careful  to  state  particularly 
in  the  report  that  the  power  had  not  been  asked 
for  in  the  petition,  and  they  left  the  responsibility 
for  passing  the  report  to  the  House  itself.  I 
submit  that  it  was  the  duty  of  my  learned  lion, 
friend  to  have  seized  that  opportunity  when  the 
question  was  before  the  House  as  to  whether  it 
Mr.  Edgar. 


should  adopt  that  report  or  not,  to  have  then 
brought  the  question  before  the  attention  of  the 
House. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  presume  the  course 
which  the  Railway  Committee  have  taken  is  the  cor¬ 
rect  one  under  the  circumstances.  The  other  mat¬ 
ter  is  one  which  is  left  for  the  Committee  on  Stand¬ 
ing  Orders  to  deal  with,  and  for  the  House  finally 
to  deal  with.  I  agree,  however,  with  the  lion, 
member  for  West  Ontario  (Mr.  Edgar)  with  respect 
to  the  importance,  as  a  general  rule,  of  adhering 
more  strictly  to  our  rules  on  the  subject  of  private 
Bills.  When  these  Bills  came  before  the  Railway 
Committee  they  contained  clauses  which  were  of 
great  importance  and  might  affect  great  public 
and  private  interests,  and  they  authorized  interfer¬ 
ence  with  public  rivers  in  the  North-West  Terri¬ 
tories,  and  thereby,  perhaps,  enabled  a  diver¬ 
sion  of  streams  upon  which  the  fertility  of  vast 
regions  might  depend.  I  think  it  was  a  matter 
— I  say  it  with  all  deference  to  other  committees 
— with  which  great  public  and  private  interests 
were  concerned.  Having  reached  this  stage,  the 
House  having  referred  the  Bill  to  the  Committee 
on  Railways  and  Telegraph  Lines,  all  the  com¬ 
mittee  had  to  do  wy,s  what  it  did,  see  that  every 
clause  was  very  carefully  guarded  and  report 
the  matter  to  the  House.  In  regard  to  what  was 
done  with  this  particular  Bill,  no  exception  can  be 
taken,  but  I,  as  one  member  of  the  House  would 
feel  gratified  if,  as  regards  every  private  Bill,  our 
rules  were  more  strictly  adhered  to,  as  regards 
the  introduction  and  the  requirements  of  notice 
and  everything  of  that  kind.  I  think  it  is  very 
desirable,  and  I  hope  we  will  all  agree  to  it,  that  iii 
future  sessions  the  rules  shall  be  more  strictly  ad¬ 
hered  to.  Against  that  course  there  is  the  weight 
of  a  great  many  precedents  which  have  been  estab¬ 
lished  by  general  concurrence  on  the  part  of  the 
House,  partly  from  sympathy  and  partly  from  in¬ 
difference.  I  think  in  taking  a  new  departure  and 
in  agreeing  to  adhere  more  strictly  to  the  rules, 
every  one  of  which  is  intended  to  protect  both 
public  and  private  rights,  we  shall  have  to  disre¬ 
gard  precedents  altogether,  and  strike  out  a  new 
course,  unless  we  find  an  insistence  of  the  rules 
would  be  a  mere  technical  matter  and  that  no 
right  can  possibly  be  infringed  by  the  waiving  of 
the  rules.  I  think,  we  should  throw  every  pre¬ 
sumption  against  persons  who  ask  the  suspension 
of  the  rules  of  the  House  as  regards  a  private  Bill, 
and  it  is  very  desirable  we  should  follow  that 
course  in  future  sessions. 

Bill  considered  in  committee,  reported,  and  read 
the  third  time  and  passed. 

IN  COMMITTEE— THIRD  READING. 

Bill  (No.  64)  respecting  the  Canada  Atlantic 
Railway  Company. — (Mr.  Curran.) 

SECOND  READING. 

Bill  (No.  82)  respecting  the  Montreal  and 
Western  Railway  Company. — (Mr.  Desjardins, 
Hochelaga. ) 

SUPPLY. 

House  again  resolved  itself  into  Committee  of 
Supply. 
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(In  the  Committee.) 

Chambly  Canal — Taking  down  and  re¬ 
building  east  chamber  wall  of  lock 
No.  5  .  $6,000 

Mr.  LISTER.  What  is  this  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  It  forms  part  of  the  improve¬ 
ments  which  have  heen  in  progress  on  the  Cham¬ 
bly  Canal  during  the  last  ten  years,  and  this  vote 
is  expected  to  complete  them. 

Mr.  LISTER.  Has  the  work  been  done  by  con¬ 
tract  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  No,  never.  It  consists  in 
taking  down  old  locks  and  repairing  them. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL.  I  notice  that  the  superin¬ 
tendent  on  this  canal  receives  a  salary  of  $1,500  a 
year,  and  is  also  allowed  $300  a  year  for  a  house. 
Is  that  usual  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  Each  superintendent  is  allow¬ 
ed  a  house.  In  this  case  there  is  no  house,  and  he 
is  allowed  house-rent. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL.  What  is  the  name  of  the 
superintendent  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  Mr.  Benoit.  ' 

Mr.  CAMPBELL.  Is  he  employed  at  any  other 
Work  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  No. 

Chambly  Canal — Fences  on  canal  front¬ 
age  of  lands  alongside  of  towpath  on 
Isle  Ste.  Th^rese . $2,500 

Mr.  CAMPBELL.  What  is  the  nature  of  this 
work  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  It  is  to  fence  8|  miles  on  each 
side  of  the  canal.  It  is  an  obligation  which  the 
Government  had  to  undertake.  It  was  fenced 
before,  but  the  fences  have  fallen  into  decay,  and 
wire  fences  are  to  be  put  up. 

Chambly  Canal— Building  dry  rubble 
protection  wall  between  Bridge  No.  3 
and  Langelier  Bridge . . $4,000 

Mr.  CAMPBELL.  How  is  this  work  done  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  By  day’s  labour.  Land¬ 
slides  have  taken  place,  especially  last  year,  along 
the  high  banks  at  this  point,  and  at  places  there  is 
danger  to  life  and  property. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL.  I  notice  that  on  this  canal 
a  great  many  supplies  are  bought.  Are  these 
supplies,  such  as  nails,  spikes,  lumber,  &c., 
bought  by  contract  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  All  supplies,  except  the  most 
minor  ones,  are  bought  by  tender. 

Mr.  LISTER.  I  suppose  there  are  no  advertise¬ 
ments  put  in  the  papers  calling  for  tenders  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  I  understand  from  the  officer 
that  requests  are  sent  out  to  different  parties  ask¬ 
ing  them  to  send  in  tenders. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  How  many  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  Eight  or  ten. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL.  I  notice  a  charge  for  831 
feet  of  rock  elm  amounting  to  $581.70.  It  seems 
to  me  that  is  a  pretty  good  price. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  There  must  be  a  great  many 
smaller  supplies  called  for  in  the  same  way  by  in¬ 
vitation  to  individuals,  and  I  think  we  ought  to 


know  what  is  the  list  the  Government  has,  to 
whom  they  send  notices  asking  for  supplies. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  I  have  ordered  the  officer  to 
prepare  a  list  of  those  whom  he  asks  for  supplies, 
and  1  will  furnish  it  to  the  House. 

Mr.  LISTER.  There  are  other  items  besides 
nails  and  spikes.  There  is  lumber  ;  I  suppose  that 
is  done  in  the  same  way. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  It  seems  to  be  a  very  small 
quantity,  831  feet,  and  it  may  be  a  very  large  size. 
I  do  not  think  the  price  is  high  at  70  cents  per 
cubic  foot  for  square  rock  elm. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL.  On  the  top  of  the  page, 
there  is  a  charge  for  tamarack,  1,945  feet,  $935.52. 
That  seems  a  large  price. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  I  do  not  think  so.  It  may 
be  special  sizes,  and  perhaps  7  or  8  cents  above 
the  price.  Forty  cents  would  be  paid  for  good- 
sized  tamarack  by  the  raft. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL.  I  notice  that  the  cylinder  oil 
is  all  charged  at  $1.25  per  gallon.  I  have  been  in 
the  habit  of  buying  cylinder  oil  for  a  number  of 
years,  and  you  can  get  the  best  quality  for  70  to  75 
cents  per  gallon.  You  can  get  Kellogg’s  oil,  New 
York,  which  is  considered  the  best  cylinder  oil 
made,  and  we  do  not  pay  any  more  than  75  to  80 
ceiits. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  In  this  part  of  the  country, 
you  cannot  buy  Kellogg’s  oil  for  less  that  $1  per 
wine  gallon,  and  then  you  have  to  pay  freight. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL.  During  the  past  year,  the 
price  has  been  reduced,  and  you  can  buy  the  best 
Canadian  oil  at  90  cents.  Was  all  this  oil 
bought  by  contract  or  by  tender  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  I  do  not  know  whether  these 
particular  items  were  or  were  not,  but  I  under¬ 
stand  the  system  was  introduced  into  the  depart¬ 
ment  last  year  of  purchasing  all  these  articles  by 
tender. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL.  Hardware  and  sundries, 
$844.43.  No  items  are  given  to  show  what  these 
are  at  all. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  I  suppose  the  articles  were  so 
small  that  the  AuditorGeneral  did  not  think  it  worth 
while  to  extend  them  out  in  his  account. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  There  are 
some  rather  curious  items.  On  C-94  there  is  an  item 
for  breaking  stone  for  macadam  which  is  put  at 
120  toise  at  $12  per  toise.  It  appears  to  me  that 
is  a  very  large  figure. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  I  think,  if  the  hon.  gentleman 
enquires,  he  will  find  that  price  is  very  low. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  have  known 
of  stone  frequently  broken  for  a  very  much  lower 
price. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  In  a  stone  region,  I  suppose 
it  would  cost  $3  to  $4  before  it  is  broken. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Not  by  any 
manner  of  means.  My  recollection  is  that  broken 
stone  for  macadamizing  purposes  is  furnished  fre¬ 
quently  at  $4  to  $5  per  toise. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  I  have  had  experience  and  it 
costs  more  than  that  to  cart  it. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  have  had 
that  done  by  contract  at  $5  per  toise,  and  I  do  not 
think  I  got  it  any  cheaper  than  anybody  else. 
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Mr.  HAGGART.  From  $5  to  $6  per  toise  is  the 
price  for  breaking  it. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Why  should 
we  pay  $12  or  $13? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  You  have  to  add  the  stone 
and  the  delivery  of  it.  That  is  the  breaking  of  it 
alone. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  How  far  had 
you  to  convey  it  ?  Usually  speaking,  in  these 
places  the  stone  is  accessible  very  close. 

Mr.  WATSON.  In  this  item  of  rock  elm, 
70  cents  per  cubic  foot  is  $70  a  thousand  ; 
that  appears  to.be  a  very  high  price,  because  we 
find  oak  in  smaller  quantities  just  below  is  charged 
at  30  cents  per  cubic  foot. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  It  depends  altogether  on  the 
size  of  the  elm,  whether  it  is  a  small  or  a  large 
piece.  This  was  very  likely  required  for  lock 
gates,  for  the  portion  under  water. 

Mr.  WATSON.  It  does  strike  me  that  70 
cents  per  cubic  foot,  or  $70  per  thousand  feet,  is  an 
extravagant  price  for  rock  elm.  Does  it  strike  Mr. 
Speaker,  who  has  some  knowledge  of  timber  him¬ 
self,  in  that  way  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL.  What  kind  of  coal  oil  is  it, 
native  or  American  oil  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  I  cannot  tell  the  lion,  gentle¬ 
man. 

Towards  the  settlement  of  Lamoureux 
Bros.’  claim . .  $1,600 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  How  comes 
it  that  these  claims  are  all  left  over  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  This  is  in  anticipation  of  what 
the  amount  may  be.  It  is  at  present  before  the 
J ustice  Department  for  decision. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Last  year  we 
were  told  that  this  claim  had  been  settled. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  I  am  informed  that  it  awaits 
the  decision  of  the  Minister  of  Justice  and  is  now 
before  that  department. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  I  understand  this  is  for  com¬ 
pensation  to  Mr.  Lamoureux  for  land  which  was 
expropriated.  What  is  the  trouble  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  He  refusestotake  theamount 
awarded,  and  it  was  sent  to  the  Justice  Depart¬ 
ment,  I  suppose,  to  allow  him  to  appeal  to  the  Ex¬ 
chequer  Court  or  to  have  it  settled  in  some  way  or 
other. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  Is  it  before  the  Minister  of 
Justice  to  settle  what  proceedings  are  to  be  taken, 
because,  if  a  man  refuses  to  accept  the  amount 
offered  him,  there  is  nothing  to  do  except  to  ex¬ 
propriate  the  property. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  The  Government  may  take 
the  property  without  anything  being  awarded. 

Mr.  LISTER.  What  is  the  amount  of  the 
award  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  I  think  it  was  $1,200. 

Mr.  LISTER.  Was  it  a  matter  of  investigation 
by  the  official  arbitrators  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  By  the  official  valuators  in 
the  Province  of  Quebec. 

Mr.  LISTER.  Has  the  Minister  any  reason  to 
suppose  that  these  gentlemen  will  not  take  the 
amount  placed  in  the  estimates  ? 

Sir  Rtchard  Cartwright. 


Mr.  HAGGART.  I  cannot  answer  that. 

Towards  the  settlement  of  the  Yule  Es¬ 
tate  claim  and  incidental  expenses. . .  .$1,200 

Mr.  HAGGART.  That  is  in  a  similar  position 
to  the  other  and  is  at  present  before  the  Department 
of  Justice. 

Mr.  PERRY.  I  see  that  162  musk  rats  have 
been  killed,  and  I  should  like  to  know  who  killed 
them  and  what  became  of  the  skins.  Certainly 
the  skins  would  be  worth  something,  and  I  should 
like  to  know  whether  we  have  received  credit  for 
the  sale  of  them.  This  is  a  valuable  fur,  and  I  do 
not  know  if  the  department  should  be  praised  for 
destroying  these  animals.  At  all  events  they 
should  account  for  them  in  some  shape.  I  under¬ 
stood  there  was  a  bounty  given  for  the  killing  of 
wild  animals  such  as  bears,  but  I  did  not  know 
there  was  any  for  the  killing  of  valuable  animals 
like  muskrats. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  I  never  heard  of  this  before, 
but  I  suppose  they  were  killed  because  they  were 
likely  to  do  a  great  deal  of  damage  to  the  banks  of 
the  canals. 

St.  Ann’s  Lock— Earth  excavation 
and  puddling  behind  walls  of  old 
lock .  $5,000 

Mr.  CAMPBELL.  What  is  this  for  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  No  work  was  done  upon  this* 
last  summer,  and  further  examination  has  shown 
that  the  damage  has  attained  greater  proportions 
than  we  supposed. 

Carillon  and  Grenville  Canal— Towards 
rebuilding  masonry  in  main  walls 
above  guard  lock,  Grenville . $14,000 

Mr.  DEVLIN.  The  item  is  down  for  two  years. 
Has  the  work  been  commenced  on  the  Carillon 
and  Grenville  Canal  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  Not  yet,  I  believe. 

Mr.  DEVLIN.  Is  this  work  to  be  done  by  the 
department,  or  will  it  be  let  by  contract  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  I  believe  it  is  to  be  done  by 
day’s  work.  It  is  pulling  down  and  rebuilding  old 
walls  and  putting  in  coffer  dams. 

Mr.  DEVLIN.  Have  the  Government  a  special 
staff  to  do  this  kind  of  work  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  They  employ  their  own  fore¬ 
men,  and  the  foremen  get  labourers  wherever  they 
can. 

Mr.  DEVLIN.  Could  the  Minister  tell  me  what 
is  the  annual  revenue  derived  from  this  canal  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  You  will  find  it  in  the  Audi¬ 
tor  General’s  Report. 

Mr.  DEVLIN.  The  revenue  does  not  seem  to 
amount  altogether  to  $20,000  a  year.  I  observe, 
however,  that  the  expenditure  connected  with  the 
staff  amounts' to  $21,220. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  The  wages  are  $5,967  for  the 
year  on  the  Carillon  and  Grenville  Canal. 

Mr.  DEVLIN.  Of  course  there  is  a  certain 
amount  to  be  deducted  from  this  $21,220,  owing  to 
the  investigation  which  was  held  last  year  and  the 
year  before.  Deducting  that,  I  presume  that  the 
expenditure  connected  with  the  staff  would  be  at 
least  $20,000.  Is  that  not  rather  a  large  expendi¬ 
ture  to  collect  $18,000  ? 
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Mr.  HAGGART.  You  will  find  that  the  stafl 
on  the  Carillon  and  Grenville  cost  $14,225. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  If  the  hon. 
gentleman  will  look  at  the  Estimates  which  have 
been  submitted  to  us,  the  details  for  1892-93  for 
the  Carillon  and  Grenville  Canal,  under  the  head 
of  staff,  are  put  down  as  $23,000.  I  do  not  quite 
understand  the  statement  that  the  staff  is  only 
$5,000.  On  page  80,  in  our  own  Estimates,  you 
will  find  $23,000  put  down  as  the  cost  of  staff  on 
Carillon  and  Grenville. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  That  includes  a  good  many 
other  things. 

Mr.  DEVLIN.  Is  Mr.  Starke,  engineer,  an  offi¬ 
cer  on  that  canal  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  He  has  left  the  service  for 
over  a  year.  He  was  given  a  year’s  gratuity. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL.  It  seems  to  me  that  a  large 
number  of  articles  used  in  these  canals  might  be 
purchased  at  a  great  deal  less  than  they  are'  pur¬ 
chased.  On  every  canal  there  is  an  enormous  quan¬ 
tity  of  coal  oil,  nails,  spikes,  lumber  and  such 
things  purchased.  I  should  think  that  if  a  person 
required  such  a  large  quantity  of  these  articles  they 
could  be  furnished  at  a  much  less  price  than  they 
are.  Coal  oil,  for  instance,  at  29  and  30  cents,  is 
out  of  all  proportion. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  There  were  44  gallons  at  29 
cents,  84  gallons  at  21  cents,  299  gallons  at  17^ 
cents  and  40  gallons  at  17  cents. 

Mr.  WATSON.  How  does  the  Minister  account 
for  the  difference  in  the  price  of  coal  oil  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  I  suppose  the  299  gallons  and 
the  84  gallons  were  purchased  at  wholesale. 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  I  suppose  the  same  principle 
applies  here  that  applies  in  connection  with  the 
purchase  of  coal  oil  for  the  lighting  of  the  barracks 
and  grounds  in  the  military  school.  I  find  that 
the  high  priced  oil  was  of  a  quality  that  had  to  be 
\ised  in  lighting  the  grounds,  and  cost  double  the 
amount  of  the  ordinary  illuminating  oil  burned  in 
houses. 

Towards  strengthening  and  repairing 
dam . $15,000 

Mr.  CAMPBELL.  What  is  the  nature  of  this 
work  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  It  has  been  ascertained  that 
a  portion  of  the  work  has  given  away,  and  this 
amount  is  required  for  repairs. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL.  How  is  the  work  to  be 
done  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  By  day’s  work. 

To  pay  land  damages  and  services  of 
valuators . . $1,000 

Mr.  LISTER.  What  are  these  land  damages  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  $900  of  this  amount  is  a  re¬ 
vote.  The  water  overflowed  and  damages  were 
done  to  the  adjoining  lands,  and  valuators  had  to 
be  employed. 

Rebuilding  dry  retaining  walls, 
approaches  to  Lock  No.  6,  Gren¬ 
ville  Canal  .  $5,000 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  The  sum 
total  of  these  amounts  chargeable  to  income  is  be¬ 
coming  an  excessively  heavy  item.  Altogether,  I 
see  the  hon.  gentleman  requires  this  year  $296,000 


almost  entirely  for  canals.  When  you  add  the  item  for 
staff' and  repairs,  amounting  to  $551,000,  it  will  be 
found  that  these  canals  are  going  to  cost  $800,000 
or  $900,000  a  year,  against  a  total  revenue  of  less 
than  $320,000.  This  Carillon  and  Grenville  Canal 
was  reconstructed  a  few  years  ago,  and  surely  we 
should  not  be  called  on  to  defray  a  heavy  expendi¬ 
ture  for  rebuilding,  if  the  work  was  properly  done. 
I  think  only  last  year  there  were  very  heavy 
claims  from  the  contractors  who  built  the  work 
some  years  ago.  Is  there  any  special  cause  wh} 
these  walls  require  to  be  rebuilt  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  This  expenditure  is  necessary 
to  prevent  the  dry  retaining  walls  at  the  approaches 
to  the  lock  tumbling  down.  It  is  proposed  to 
build  them  with  a  different  quality  of  stone,  and 
in  a  different  manner. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  By  the  words 
“dry  retaining  walls”  the  hon.  gentleman  does  not 
mean  that  the  walls  were  built  without  mortar  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  Yes,  they  were  just  dry 
rubble  walls. 

Mr.  DEVLIN.  I  suppose  this  work  will  be  given 
out  as  day  work.  Would  it  not  be  better  to  give 
it  out  by  contract,  rather  than  place  it  in  the 
hands  of  a  superintendent  to  give  out  as  he  pleased  ? 
He  may  have  his  own  favourites  and  he  may  give  all 
the  work  to  them,  while  others  who  were  more 
competent  were  ready  to  do  it.  The  public  money 
might  also  be  saved  by  adopting  this  course. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  It  would  be  impossible  in  this 
case  to  do  anything  of  the  kind.  Wherever  pos¬ 
sible  the  work  should  be  given  out  by  contract. 
The  Carillon  dam  was,  however,  so  badly  constructed 
that  there  was  danger  of  the  work  being  carried 
away.  The  damage  is  more  than  was  expected, 
and  it  is  not  known  in  detail  as  to  what  repairs  will 
be  required. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Who  is  the 
original  contractor  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  I  think  Mr.  McNamee  was 
the  contractor  for  the  Carillon  dam. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  What  did  it 
cost  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  I  do  not  remember,  but  it 
was  a  very  large  sum. 

Mr.  DEVLIN.  Was  there  not  a  large  expendi¬ 
ture  a  year  ago  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  There  was  an  expenditure  of 
$13,000  last  year.  It  was  in  the  course  of  that  ex¬ 
penditure  that  it  wras  found  that  further  repairs 
were  absolutely  necessary  in  order  to  prevent  the 
dam  being  carried  away. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  So  you  have 
had  an  appropriation  of  $15,000,  and  you  ask  for  a 
further  appropriation  of  $15,000,  and  you  have 
spent  $13,000. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  $15,000  w^ere  voted  in  1892, 
of  which  $13,000  were  spent,  and  $15,000  more  are 
wanted  for  this  year. 

Trent  Valley  Canal — Towards  construc¬ 
tion  of  a  dredge .  $6,000 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  What  kind 
of  a  dredge  are  you  going  to  get  for  $6,000  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  A  small  dredge  with  a  bcorn 
that  dips  down  only  six  feet.  I  think  the  water  on 
the  mitre  sills  there  is  only  54  feet. 
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Mr.  LISTER.  Where  is  it  to  be  built  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  I  think  vve  will  have  to  build 
it  on  the  Trent  River,  because  there  is  no  exit  or 
entrance  to  the  canal  there. 

Rebuilding  Heeley’s  Falls  Dam . $5,000 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Where  is 
that  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  About  15  miles  from  the 
village  of  Hastings.  .  The  dam  has  been  built  for 
about  50  years  and  requires  rebuilding. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  Is  this  work  to  be  done 
by  day’s  labour  or  by  contract  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  The  material  will  be  got  by 
tender,  and  I  understand  the  crib  work  is  to  be 
done  under  the  superintendence  of  the  officer  in 
charge  of  the  canal. 

St.  Peter’s  Canal — Reconstructing  west 
wall . . $10,000 

Mr.  HAGGART.  An  appropriation  of  $37,500 
was  granted  last  year  and  this  balance  is  required. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  This  seems 
to  be  a  very  large  expenditure  for  reconstructing 
the  west  wall  of  a  single  canal. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  It  is  hardly  a  wall.  I  think 
it  is  rock  excavation.  It  was  a  l*eavy  clay  bank 
or  hill  on  the  side  of  the  canal,  as  I  understand  it, 
and  it  was  faced  with  crib  work.  It  was  forcing 
into  the  canal,  and  this  vote  is  for  the  purpose  of 
cutting  down  the  earth  slopes  and  refacing  the 
lower  part  of  it  with  cribwork. 

Culbute  Canal — Settling  of  claims  and 
removal  of  obstructions . $5,000 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  What  are 
these  claims  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  There  werp  dams  erected  on 
both  sides  of  Allumette  Island  for  the  purpose  of 
raising  water  for  the  lock  of  the  Culbute  Canal. 
This,  I  hope,  will  be  the  end  of  the  damages  claimed 
by  parties  who  allege  that  they  were  injured  by 
these  dams. 

Mr.  DEVLIN.  Is  it  the  intention  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  to  deepen  this  canal  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  No  ;  it  is  the  intention  of  the 
Government  at  present  to  abandon  the  canal. 

Mr.  DEVLIN.  What,  then,  is  to  become  of  the 
Ottawa  River  Ship  Canal  ?  I  had  hoped  that 
the  Government  would  have  an  announcement  to 
make  in  regard  to  that  work.  There  is  no  doubt 
that  it  would  prove  one  of  the  most  important 
canals  of  the  country.  As  I  understand,  it  would 
shorten  the  distance  very  much  between  Lake 
Superior  and  the  port  of  Montreal,  pass  through  a 
very  fine  country,  and  be  of  immense  benefit  to  the 
whole  of  Canada.  I  will  not  dwell  upon  this  sub¬ 
ject  now,  but  I  trust  next  session,  after  I  am  put 
in  possession  of  all  the  papers  which  I  have  asked 
for,  to  place  the  question  more  fully  before  the 
House. 

To  meet  salaries  of  officers  not  on  the 
Civil  Service  List . $12,300 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Explain  the 
object  and  meaning  of  this  vote  ? 

Mr.  Ha  on  art. 


Mr.  HAGGART.  Engineers  and  clerks  are 
sometimes  employed  at  the  head  office,  and  their 
salaries  have  been  charged  to  the  particular  work 
on  which  they  have  been  engaged.  I  think  the 
Auditor  General  has  interpreted  the  Act  to  mean 
that  their  salaries  cannot  be  charged  to  a  particu¬ 
lar  work  unless  they  are  employed  in  the  province 
where  the  work  is  going  on ;  so  that  the  new 
method  adopted  is  to  take  a  vote  for  their  salaries. 
There  are  similar  votes  for  the  Public  Works  De¬ 
partment  and  for  the  Marine  Department. 

Surveys  and  Inspections— Railways - $10,000 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  observe 
here  a  very  considerable  reduction.  How  do  you 
come  to  be  able  to  make  it  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  There  is  not  so  many  rail¬ 
ways  being  constructed  now,  and  there  is  not  so 
much  required. 

Canadian  Pacific  Railway— construction. $2,000 

Mr.  HAGGART.  This  is  required  to  pay  the 
salaries  and  expenses  of  engineers  supervising  the 
expenditure  made  for  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
on  the  section  of  the  railway  between  Emory’s 
Bar  and  Savona’s  Ferry,  in  accordance  with  the 
award  of  the  arbitrators. 

Intercolonial  Railway — Increased  ac¬ 
commodation  at  Halifax  . $152,000 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  What  is  this 
wanted  for,  and  is  it  really  wanted  at  all  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  This  is  a  sum  recommended 
for  terminal  facilities  at  Halifax. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  There  can  be 
very  little  urgency  for  this,  as  it  is  a  revote,  and 
we  have  expended  a  really  frightful  sum  for  in¬ 
creased  accommodation  at  Halifax  ;  and,  as  every¬ 
body  knows,  the  Intercolonial  Railway  is  not  in  a 
condition  to  give  us  much  return  for  our  money  at 
present. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  The  report  of  my  department 
states  that  increased  accommodation  is  required  at 
Halifax,  that  the  sheds  are  pretty  well  filled  with 
freight,  and  the  estimate  for  the  proposed  accom¬ 
modation  comes  to  a  very  large  sum.  I  am  taking 
this  vote  at  present,  but  do  not  intend  to  make 
any  expenditure  on  it  as  I  am  new  in  the  depart¬ 
ment,  and  I  want  to  make  an  enquiry  on  the 
spot  myself  as  to  what  the  increased  accommoda¬ 
tion  will  be.  There  are  two  proposed  plans,  either 
of  which  will  require  an  expenditure  of  between 
$500,000  and  $600,000  ;  and  under  those  circum¬ 
stances,  I  think  I  would  be  justified,  before  making 
any  expenditure,  in  making  a  thorough  enquiry 
as  to  the  requirements  and  probable  cost. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P. E.I. )  Then  the  lion,  gentle¬ 
man’s  proposition  is  to  take  $152,000,  though  he 
has  not  made  up  his  mind  as  to  what  extension,  if 
any,  he  will  make,  and  the  amount  he  will  expend. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  The  $152,000  will  be  required 
in  any  event,  and  perhaps  a  much  larger  sum,  but 
I  cannot  speak  authoritatively  on  the  subject. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  How  long 
will  the  hon.  gentleman  require  to  consider  the 
statement  ? 

Mr.  HAGGART.  I  intend  to  go  down  im¬ 
mediately  after  the  session  and  look  over  the 
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ground.  I  do  not  know  what  time  that  will  be, 
but  I  Suppose  about  December  or  January  next. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  If  the  hon.  gentleman 
proposes  to  expend  even  such  a  sum  as  $152,000, 
he  must  have  made  up  his  mind  for  what  purpose 
it  is  to  be  expended.  It  is  only  a  few  yeai’s  ago 
since  we  spent  a  very  large  sum  in  Halifax  in  ex¬ 
tending  the  railway  and  building  *a  new  station. 
He  now  asks  Parliament  to  vote  $152,000,  and  I 
assume  he  must  have  made  up  his  mind  in  some 
direction  to  that  extent  anyway.  In  what  direc¬ 
tion  are  you  going  to  make  the  extension,  because 
you  may  make  an  extension  which,  perforce,  will 
compel  you  to  expend  a  very  much  larger  sum 
afterwards  ?  Before  we  take  the  initiatory  step, 
which  necessarily  must  involve  the  expenditure  of 
a  very  large  sum  of  money,  we  ought  to  be  in¬ 
formed. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  We  had  quite  an  extended  dis¬ 
cussion  on  this  item  last  session,  and  from  the 
statement  of  the  Minister  of  Railways  I  understand 
we  are  practically  in  the  position  we  were  then. 
Parliament  discussed  at  considerable  length  the  pro¬ 
priety  of  voting  an  amendment  before  the  Govern¬ 
ment  stated  definitely  which  plan  they  proposed  to 
take.  The  committee  was  informed  then  that  there 
were  two  proposals,  one  involving  the  expropriation 
of  a  block  of  land  or  houses  and  the  other  being  an 
extension  down  along  the  wharves.  With  reference 
to  this  proposition,  some  co-operation  on  the  part 
of  the  city  was  required,  and  before  coming  to  a 
conclusion  it  is  proposed  to  make  an  investigation 
on  the  spot. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  That  is  hardly  business¬ 
like.  The  department  have  not  made  up  their 
minds  as  to  'whether  there  will  be  any  extension  ; 
and  it  is  unreasonable  to  ask  us  to  vote  such  a  sum 
as  this  until  the  Minister  lias  made  up  his  mind 
after  examining  the  ground.  He  may  then  find, 
and  his  report  may  meet  with  general  approval, 
that  the  extension  will  involve  the  expenditure  of 
$100,000  or  $500,000,  but  I  am  anxious  that  the 
committee  should  not  commit  itself,  for  if  we  vote 
$150,000  and  "ttse  it  in  an  extension  which  in  the 
long  run  may  cost  $500,000,  it  will  be  too  late  for 
us  to  draw  back. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  The  point  that  prevailed  with 
the  committee  last  session  was  this,  that  there  is 
absolute  necessity  for  increased  accommodation. 
This  amount  of  money  would  give  us  a  great  deal 
of  accommodation  on  the  property  owned  by  the 
Intercolonial  Railway,  further  away  from  the  pre¬ 
sent  terminus  at  Halifax,  but  instead  of  making 
this  improvement  on  the  Intercolonial  property 
proper  and  further  away  from  the  city,  we  might 
possibly  come  into  the  city  and  meet  the  wishes  of 
the  business  people  there.  But,  in  any  event,  in¬ 
creased  accommodation  is  absolutely  required. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  It  might  be  as  well  to 
leave  this  item  stand. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  We  can  go  back  to  this  subject 
on  the  other  item  which  is  allowed  to  stand. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I.)  I  am  speaking  my  own 
personal  views,  and  I  think  it  is  indiscreet  to  ask 
this  sum  until  the  lion,  gentleman  has  decided 
what  the  extension  will  be. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  I  understand  from  the  officers 
that  this  amount  will  be  absolutely  necessary,  but 
the  city  authorities  objected  to  our  making  the 


expenditure  even  on  the  property  we  have  there, 
as  so  much  better  accommodation  can  be  obtained 
in  the  city  ;  and  if  afterwards  we  decided  on  that, 
the  expenditure  would  be  made  on  the  new  pro¬ 
perty.  Under  those  circumstances,  we  refuse  to 
make  expenditure  on  our  property,  hoping  that 
some  arrangement  may  be  made  by  which  far  better 
terminal  facilities  may  be  afforded. 

Mr.  FORBES.  I  would  suggest  that  that  item 
stand.  I  know  there  is  a  dispute  between  two 
bodies  of  merchants  as  to  where  the  extension  shall 
be.  There  is  a  proposition,  which  I  trust  will  be 
acceptable  to  the  Government,  to  bring  the  two 
clashing  interests  together  by  means  of  a  medium 
route  down  Water  street  over  the  electric  railway, 
which  it  is  proposed  to  lay  along  that  street.  The 
freight  sheds  on  the  wharves  along  that  route  will 
be  easy  of  access  from  this  proposed  line,  and  the 
sum  required  from  the  Government  by  way  of 
bonus,  which  will  be  to  the  great  extent  recouped 
to  them  from  the  freight  along  this  line, 
will  be  a  much  less  sum  than  is  required  to  be 
voted  here.  The  Nova  Scotia  Power  Co.  has  to¬ 
day  the  right  to  go  along  certain  streets,  in¬ 
cluding  Water  street.  They  propose  to  build 
along  that  street,  which  is  about  being  paved 
by  the  citizens  of  Halifax,  to  accommodate  the 
merchants  along  the  water  front,  and  carry  their 
freight  up  and  down  by  means  of  their  electric  road 
or  a  steam  dummy.  They  will  have  depots  at  sev¬ 
eral  stations  along  the  line  from  the  Intercolonial 
Railway,  and  will  give  ample  accommodation  to  all 
the  freight  and  passenger  traffic.  This  can  be  done 
by  a  grant  much  less  than  that  asked  for  here  in 
this  item,  probably  one-fifth  or  one-sixth  of  this 
amount ;  and,  if  the  proposition  will  be  acceptable 
to  the  Government,  I  know  it  will  be  acceptable 
to  many  of  the  citizens  of  Halifax,  and  I  trust  an 
arrangement  can  be  arrived  at  whereby  it  will  be 
accepted  by  Parliament. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  Do  you  propose  to  reduce  that 
vote  ? 

Mr.  FORBES.  Yes. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  By  how  much  ? 

Mr.  FORBES.  Probably  one-fifth  or  one-sixth, 
if  the  scheme  is  carried  through.  I  know  that,  by 
the  scheme  that  I  speak  of,  ample  accommodation 
can  be  given  to  the  citizens  thereby.  I  suggest 
that  this  item  should  be  allowed  to  stand  unless 
the  Minister  will  say  that  it  is  necessary  for  the 
building  of  sheds  to  hold  freight. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.E.I. )  I  was  disappointed  in 
not  seeing  any  reference  in  the  report  of  the  Rail¬ 
way  Department  to  the  proposed  extensions  in 
Halifax  or  St.  John.  As  there  must  be  a  long 
debate  in  reference  to  the  Intercolonial  Railway, 
and  it  will  be  expected  that  the  Minister  will  lay 
down  such  new  propositions  as  he  will  have  to 
sumbit  to  the  House  for  the  future  government  of 
the  railway,  and  as  it  is  expected,  whether  rightly 
or  not,  that  there  will  be  some  drastic  reforms  in 
regard  to  the  management  of  the  road  in  the  future, 
and  the  House  will  expect  to  be  placed  in  possession 
of  the  policy  of  the  Government  in  reference  to  the 
whole  road,  I  would  suggest  whether  it  would  not 
be  as  well  to  allow  this  item  to  stand.  Last  year 
the  member  for  Albert  (Mr.  W eldon)  submitted  a 
proposition  in  reference  to  these  Government  rail¬ 
ways  being  placed  in  the  hands  of  a  commission, 
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but  that  was  not  accepted  by  the  Government. 
Then  we  understood  that  the  Minister  of  Railways 
who  is  now  the  Minister  of  Militia,  when  he  visited 
the  Maritime  Provinces  formed  some  conclusions 
from  wdiat  he  observed,  and  that  steps  have  been 
taken  to  carry  out  some  suggestions  made  by  him. 
I  think,  after  one  general  discussion  of  this  Inter¬ 
colonial  Railway  question,  the  probabilities  are 
that  the  several  items  will  not  occupy  much  time 
in  passing. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  We  ought  to  have  a 
statement  of  the  policy  of  the  Government  as  to 
the  management  and  conduct  of  the  road,  the 
number  of  men  employed  in  various  parts  of  the 
service  in  connection  with  the  road,  what  changes 
are  intended  to  be  made  and  in  what  respects  the 
staff  is  to  be  reduced,  so  that  we  may  have  before 
us  an  intelligible  scheme.  I  understand  that  the 
cost  of  printing  in  connection  with  this  road  is 
eight  or  ten  times  as  great  as  that  in  connection 
with  the  Grand  Trunk,  and  almost  as  much  in 
comparison  with  that  of  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway.  These  are  serious  blots  on  the  manage¬ 
ment  of  the  road,  and  in  all  these  particulars  we 
should  have  brought  before  us  very  clearly  the 
contemplated  reforms  in  this  department. 

Mr.  ROWELL.  I  would  suggest  that  this  item 
might  stand,  and  the  next  might  be  passed,  and  we 
might  have  the  general  discussion  when  the  ques¬ 
tion  comes  up  again  on  Tuesday,  and  that,  as  sug¬ 
gested  by  the  hon.  member  for  Queen’s,  P.  E.I. 
(Mr.  Davies),  the  individual  items  might  then  pass 
without  much  discussion.  No  doubt  the  longest 
discussion  will  take  place  in  regard  to  the  general 
management  of  the  railway,  and  what  is  proposed 
to  be  done  and  also  in  reference  to  the  extensions 
in  Halifax  and  St.  John. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  And  the  St.  Charles  Branch. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  1  think  that  is  about  done  with, 
except  in  regard  to  the  claims,  and  I  am  afraid,  they 
will  cake  to  the  end  of  the  world. 

Mr.  HAZEN.  The  hon.  member  for  Bothwell 
(Mr.  Mills)  has  made  a  statement  in  regard  to  the 
advertising  on  the  Intercolonial  Railway. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  I  said  nothing  about 
the  advertising. 

Mr.  HAZEN.  Well,  then,  to  the  printing.  Has 
he  any  figures  to  support  his  statement  ? 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  I  simply  made  the 
statement  for  the  information  of  the  Minister  who 
I  understood  was  about  to  give  us  the  plan  of  the 
management  of  the  road  in  the  future,  and  I  called 
his  attention  to  it  so  that  he  would  be  prepared  to 
discuss  the  subject,  but  not  with  a  view  of  discuss¬ 
ing  it  this  evening,  because  I  understood  from  both 
sides  of  the  House  that  the  discussion  was  to  stand 
over. 

Mr.  HAGGART.  At  the  next  meeting  I  will 
be  prepared  to  give  as  full  a  report  as  I  can  as  to 
the  reduction  of  the  number  of  employes,  the  train 
mileage,  and  so  on,  and  I  will  have  such  general 
information  as  will  give  the  hon.  gentlemen  all 
they  desire.  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman  must  be 
mistaken  as  to  the  cost  of  printing,  as  will  be 
shown  by  the  figures  in  regard  to  that  matter 
which  I  will  bring  down  on  Tuesday  next.  I  am 
Mr.  Davies  (P.E.I.) 


informed  that  the  cost  of  printing  for  the  Grand 
Trunk  exceeds  that  of  the  Intercolonial  Railway. 

Committee  rose  and  reported  the  resolutions. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON  moved  the  adjournment 
of  the  House. 

Motion  agreed  to ;  and  House  adjourned  at 
10.15  p.m. 

HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Monday,  9th  May,  1892. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  Three  o’clock. 

Prayers. 

INSTRUCTIONS  TO  LIEUTENANT 
GOVERNORS. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  I  was  asked  to  lay  on 
the  Table  the  instructions  appended  to  the  Commis¬ 
sions  to  Lieutenant  Governors. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  I  would  call  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  the  rule,  also,  in  regard  to  the  pre¬ 
sentation  of  documents.  In  1889,  Mr.  Speaker 
Blanchet  laid  down  the  rule,  which  is  also  the  rule 
in  England,  that  no  papers  can  be  laid  before  Par¬ 
liament  except  under  the  authority  of  a  statute,  an 
address,  or  an  order  of  the  House,  and  I  think  it 
wovdd  be  well  to  have  this,  rule  followed  in  the 
future,  so  that  these  papers  may  appear  on  the 
Journals  of  the  House.  In  England  the  custom  has 
been  that,  where  a  paper  is  asked  for,  a  motion  may 
be  made,  if  it  is  unopposed  and  it  is  desirable  to 
have  the  return  brought  down  when  motions  are 
called,  or  a  motion  may  be  made  by  the  Minister 
himself  when  he  lays  the  papers  on  the  Table. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  In  respect  of  any 
paper  of  this  kind  being  asked  for  by  a  member,  I 
understand  that  I  submit  it  here  for  his  perusal 
and  it  is  not  supposed  to  go  on  the  records  at  all. 
If  it  is  desired  that  any  document  of  this  kind 
should  be  made  part  of  the  records,  a  motion  should 
be  made,  but  I  think  this  was  submitted  formally 
to  the  House  before,  and  is  probably  already  on  the 
records. 

Mr.  LAURIER  moved  for  : 

Copy  of  the  instructions  appended  to  commission  of  the 
Lieutenant  Governors  of  the  Provinces  of  Canada. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

CASCUMPEQUE  HARBOUR,  P.E.I. 

Mr.  PERRY  moved  for  : 

Copy  of  the  report  of  the  engineer  having  in  charge 
the  blasting  of  rock  in  Cascumpeque  harbour,  P.E.I; 
also  a  statement  showing  the  quantity  of  rock  blasted,  and 
the  total  amount  expended  in  connection  therewith. 

He  said  :  The  Cascumpeque  harbour  has  a  sand 
bar  at  the  outside  and  there  is  a  soft  red  stone  rock 
on  the  inside.  In  1885,  the  Department  of  Public 
Works  commenced  operations  there  by  blasting 
that  rock,  but  they  allowed  a  great  portion  of  the 
rock  to  fall  back  into  the  water  and  did  not  clear 
it  as  it  went.  The  result  is  that  the  stones  accumul¬ 
ated  on  the  sand  bar.  In  1890  they  sent  a  dredge 
there  which,  in  eleven  days,  removed  1,146  cubic 
yards  of  stone  from  the  cutting.  A  large  amount 
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of  money  has  been  expended  with  poor  results. 
They  should  have  the  dredge  there  to  dredge 
out  as  the  blasting  goes  on.  The  Government 
should  understand  that  it  is  absolutely  necessary 
that  the  stone  should  be  dredged  out  as  soon  as 
it  is  blasted.  This  is  one  of  the  most  import¬ 
ant  harbours  of  refuge  on  the  northern  side 
of  Prince  Edward  Island,  and  therefore  it  is 
necessary  to  have  this  harbour  kept  clear  enough 
for  vessels  drawing  nine  or  ten  feet  of  water. 
During  storms,  numbers  of  vessels  from  Nova 
Scotia  and  New  Brunswick,  and  also  from  the 
United  States,  have  to  find  refuge  in  that  harbour, 
and  sometimes,  through  there  being  not  water  enough 
there,  they  have  to  shy  the  harbour  and  go  some¬ 
where  else,  running  the  risk  of  being  lost  between 
the  North  Cape  and  Newr  London.  I  believe  the 
return  will  show  that  there  has  been  spent  about 
$16,000  improperly,  as  the  stones  which  were 
blasted  were  allowed  to  remain  in  the  bottom,  with 
the  exception  of  1,180  odd  cubic  feet  taken  out  in 
1890.  It  is  the  balance  remaining  there  which  causes 
the  obstruction.  Blasting  is  of  no  use  unless  the 
stones  are  dredged  out  accordingly  as  they  are 
blasted.  I  hope  the  department  will  go  on  blasting, 
and  in  the  meantime  have  the  stones  dredged  out. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

PUBLIC  LAND  GRANTS  TO  RAILWAYS. 
Mr.  CHARLTON  moved  for  : 

Return  showing  :  1.  The  total  number  of  acres  of  public 
lands  granted  in  Manitoba  and  the  Canadian  North-West 
in  aid  of  railway  construction,  up  to  26th  April,  1892. 
2.  The  name  of  each  railway  company  or  line  to  which  a 
land  grant  has  been  made  ;  the  length  of  each  line  thus 
aided  by  land  grant,  and  the  number  of  acres  granted  to 
each  company  or  line.  3.  The  total  number  of  acres  of  land 
in  Manitoba  and  the  Canadian  North-West  which  have 
been  earned  up  to  26th  April,  1892,  under  provisions  of 
grants  through  completion  of  lines  or  portions  of  lines  to 
which  land  grants  have  been  made.  4.  The  name  of 
each  railway  company  or  line  which  has  earned  the  whole 
or  a  portion  of  its  land  grant,  with  the  number  of  acres 
earned  by  each  of  such  lines. 

He  said  :  We  are  engaged  in  the  development  of 
a  new  region  in  this  Dominion,  and  this  matter 
ought  to  receive  our  earnest  consideration  as  to  the 
proper  methods  to  be  adopted  to  secure,  with  the 
least  expense  to  the  public  treasury  and  the  least 
cost  to  our  public  resources,  the  result  aimed  at. 
It  is  almost  universally  the  case  that  where 
Governments  have  dealt  with  enormous  areas  of 
wild  land,  a  certain  degree  of  recklessness  charac¬ 
terizes  their  management  of  this  trust,  at  least  in 
the  earlier  stages ;  and  if  wre  dispassionately  con¬ 
sider  the  course  which  has  been  pursued  by  the 
Dominion  Government  with  regard  to  the  public 
'd.omain  in  the  North-West,  w*e  will  find  that  this 
Government  has  been  reckless  in  its  management 
of  this  trust.  Of  course  it  is  difficult  to  realize  the 
vast  possibilities  of  the  future.  When  the  United 
States  first  attained  their  independence  and  the 
nation  consisted  of  thirteen  states  with  a  population 
of  3,000,000  souls,  the  public  men  in  that  country, 
in-dealing  with  their  vast  domain,  failed  to  realize 
that  within  100  years  there  would  be  57  addi¬ 
tional  millions  of  population,  that  the  country, 
which  was  then  a  howling  wilderness,  would  have 
large  cities,  30  or  40  in  number,  one  of  them 
with  a  million  inhabitants  and  nearly  a  score 
with  over  one  hundred  thousand  inhabitants, 
•and  that  trade  and  commerce  would  have  made  the 


immense  progress  it  has  in  that  period.  In  the 
same  way  we  stand  at  the  threshold  of  vast  develop¬ 
ments  in  this  country.  We  are  dealing  with  a 
public  domain  of  enormous  extent  and  almost  inex¬ 
haustible  resources,  and  we  are  dealing  with  it,  in 
many  respects,  in  a  way  not  characterized  by  pru¬ 
dence,  forethought  and  proper  consideration  of 
what  lies  before  us.  The  Minister  of  the  Interior  last 
3rear  furnished  us  with  a  statement  with  regard 
to  grants  of  lands  made  in  the  North-West  for  the 
purpose  of  aiding  railway  construction,  and  I  was 
forced  to  the  conclusion  that  our  policy  in  this 
regard  had  been  a  reckless  one,  and  that  our  grants 
for  the  purpose  of  aiding  railways  had  been  very 
far  in  advance  of  the  requirements,  and  very  far  in 
excess  of  what  would  be  a  prudent  limit.  The 
Minister  of  the  Interior,  by  a  statement  submitted 
to  the  House,  informed  the  country  that  the  grants 
at  that  time,  including  the  grants  to  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Road,  amounted  to  42,132,000  acres.  Now, 
that  is  an  area  granted  in  a  country  which  at  that 
time  had  scarcely  200,000  inhabitants.  It  was  a 
provision  made  to  aid  railways  to  the  extent 
of  210  acres  for  every  man,  woman  and  child 
in  that  country,  a  provision  to  the  extent  of 
1,050  acres  for  every  family  of  five  in  that 
country.  It  strikes  me  that  the  bare  statement 
of  these  figures  is  sufficient  to  carry  conviction  that 
the  grants  have  been  recklessly  large. 

The  example  of  the  United  States  in  this  matter, 
from  whom  we  copied  in  aiding  railway  con¬ 
struction  by  land  grants,  should  be  instructive 
to  us,  and  we  should  not  be  above  taking  a 
lesson  from  their  experience.  I  find  in  referring 
to  the  statistics  regarding  United  States  land 
grants,  that  great  as  the  evil  in  that  country 
was — and  it  was  admittedly  an  evil,  every  public 
man  in  the  United  States  to-day  will  acknowledge 
that  the  grants  made  in  aid  of  railway  con¬ 
struction  were  excessively  ,large,  in  a  great  many 
cases  unnecessary— yet  the  grants  in  that  country 
were  small  in  comparison  with  the  grants  made 
by  the  Government  in  this  country,  if  we  take 
into  account  the  relative  population  of  the  two 
countries.  I  find  that  the  number  of  acres  cer¬ 
tified  and  patented  up  to  30th  June,  1882,  in  aid 
of  railway  construction  in  the  United  States,  was 
46,526,000  acres.  Since  that  time  there  have  been 
selected  by  railways,  certified  and  patented,  land 
grants  to  the  amount  of  34,052,000,  acres,  making  a 
total  in  the  entire  United  States  of  80,579,000  acres. 
Now,  that  is,  estimated  upon  the  basis  of  the 
population  in  the  region  in  which  these  roads  were 
constructed,  a  fraction  over  three  acres  granted  for 
each  inhabitant,  as  compared  with  the  grant  of  200 
per  inhabitant  in  our  own  Canadian  North- 
West.  As  I  have  intimated,  this  policy  has  been 
admitted  to  have  been  an  unnecessary  policy,  and  an 
extravagant  policy,  and  the  system  has  been  entirely 
abandoned  in  the  United  States  :  land  grants  for 
the  purpose  of  promoting  the  construction  of  rail¬ 
ways  in  that  country  are  no  longer  made.  The 
country  in  which  these  grants  were  made  comprised 
twenty-six  states  and  territories  ;  the  country 
in  which  our  own  grants,  amounting  to  more  than 
half  the  total  grant  in  the  United  States,  have  been 
made,  comprised  one  province  and  four  territories. 
The  country  in  which  these  grants  have  been  made, 
in  the  United  States,  contained  a  population  in  1880, 
of  24,960,000  souls ;  and  in  this  country,  before  an 
acre  had  been  granted,  before  the  policy  had  beeu 
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inaugurated,  before  the  first  step  had  been  taken  in 
the  direction  of  promoting  railway  construction, 
the  country  in  which  these  grants  were  afterwards 
made,  contained  in  round  numbers  a  population  of 
5.000,000  ;  so  if  we  contrast  our  policy  with  theirs 
w  e  must,  I  think,  arrive  at  the  conclusion  that  if 
their  policy  was  objectionable,  if  their  policy  wTas 
extravagant,  if  their  policy  was  unnecessary,  as 
every  public  man  of  reputation  in  the  United  States 
will'to-day  admit  was  the  case,  then  our  policy  is 
doubly  unnecessary,  and  reckless  and  unjustifiable. 

Now,  there  is  one  particular  evil  it  strikes  me 
that  characterizes  the  policy  this  Government 
is  pursuing,  and  that  is  this:  The  Government 
is  engaged  in  the  business  of  promoting  private 
speculation  ;  the  Government  is  engaged  in  the 
business  of  granting  speculative  charters  to  men 
of  strawy  to  companies  composed  of  men  of 
straw'  ;  and  in  the  great  majority  of  cases  hitherto 
these  railway  charters  could  not  have  been  based  on 
legitimatebusiness.  They  have  been  characterized  by 
the  same  features  as  those  which  characterized  a 
railway  charter  granted  here  some  years  ago,  when 
one  of  the  promoters  of  that  charter  then  made  use 
of  the  celebrated  saying  that  “  something  must  be 
saved  out  of  the  transaction  for  the  boy  ;  ”  and  in 
the  great  majority  of  cases  these  charters  have 
been  granted,  not  only  for  the  purpose  of  saving 
something  out  of  the  concern  for  the  “  boy,  but 
had  been  granted  for  the  benefit  of  the  “  boy 
from  beginning  to  end  ;  and  the  policy  has  simply 
amounted  to  this,  that  the  Government  has  con¬ 
sented  to  act  as  the  agent  of  speculative  parties  for 
the  purpose  of  giving  them  control  of  franchise,  for 
the  purpose  of  locking  up  great  sections  of  land 
until  these  men  could  sell  their  charters,  could 
make  some  arrangement  by  which  they  could 
make  all  that  was  to  be  made  out  of  this  transac¬ 
tion,  and  retire  from  the  speculation.  I  presume 
that  in  a  great  number  of  instances,  if  not  in  a 
majority  of  instances,  this  feature  has  characterized 
the  operations  of  granting  charters,  so  far  as  the 
applicants  themselves  were  concerned,  in  the  North- 
West,  and  I  do  believe  that  the  Government  has 
not  exercised  that  degree  of  caution  and  scrutiny 
that  it  ought  to  have  exercised  in  this  matter. 
I  was  struck  by  an  observation  made  by  the 
Minister  of  Militia  on  one  occasion  in  this 
House,  when,  in  referring  to  the  proposition  to  as¬ 
sume  the  grants  made  by  municipalities  in  Ontario 
for  the  promotion  of  railway  construction,  that 
hon.  gentleman  informed  the  House  and  the 
country  that  this  was  simply  a  proposition  for  add¬ 
ing  millions  of  dollars  to  the  public  debt.  W  ell, 
Sir,  in  the  same  sense  every  charter  carrying  with 
it  a  land  grant,  is  a  proposition  to  subtract  from 
the  public  domain  vast  areas  of  land,  and  this 
policy  has  resulted  in  subtracting  from  that  area 
over  42,000,000  acres.  If  this  system  is  at  all 
necessary — and  it  may  be  necessary,  I  do  not  deny 
that  there  may  be  circumstances  that  would  justify 
the  granting  of  land  for  the  construction  of  a  rail¬ 
way  ;  I  do  not  deny  that  a  Government  that 
pursues  this  policy  judiciously,  may  be  'fostering 
and  promoting  public  interest- -but  even  if  this 
policv  were  in  any  sense  necessary,  there  can  be  no 
doubt  whatever  that  the  whole  system  has  been 
grossly  abused  in  this  country.  There  was  the 
case  of  the  coal  lands  in  Vancouver  Island — I 
remember  protesting  against  that  grant  at 
the  time.  There  w7as  a  little  line  of  raii- 
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w7ay —  I  passed  over  since — running  along  the 
sea  from  Victoria  to  Nanaimo,  a  distance 
of  70  miles,  the  construction  of  which  was  scarcely 
necessary  ;  and  to  promote  the  construction  of  that 
railw7ay  nearly  all  the  coal  lands  of  the  Island  of 
Vancouver  were  granted  to  a  syndicate,  the  greater 
proportion  of  the  capital  being  held  in  San  Fran¬ 
cisco  by  Southern  Pacific  Railway  magnates.  I 
pointed  out  this  fact  at  the  time,  but  the  lobby 
influences  here,  the  backing  here,  were  too  strong, 
the  grant  was  made,  the  coal  lands  have  gone,  and 
the  other  day  we  vrere  informed,  in  discussing  the 
militia  estimates,  that  the  reason  coal  was  so  high 
when  purchased  in  Vancouver  Island,  was  that 
there  was  a  monopoly,  and  we  ourselves  created 
that  monopoly  by  this  grant  to  the  Nanaimo  Rail¬ 
way  Company. 

Now,  I  have  not  the  slightest  doubt  that  many 
branch  lines  have  been  bonus ed  with  land  grants, 
that  would  have  been  constructed,  anyway,  as 
soon  as  the  country  required  them,  lines  that  the 
great  railway  artery  that  passes  through  that 
country  requires  for  the  development  of  its  own 
business  ;  and  we  have  been  giving  millions  of 
acres  of  land  to  promote  the  construction  of  branch 
lines  that  would  be  constructed,  and  must  be  con¬ 
structed,  and  that  it  will  be  profitable  to  construct 
for  the  main  line  to  w7hich  they  act  as  feeders.  My 
opinion  is  that  we  should  wait  before  granting 
the  charter,  before  making  a  land  grant  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  that  charter,  until  that  road  was  wanted; 
that  we  should  consider  whether  it  was  not  proba- ' 
ble  that  the  road  would  be  built  without  public 
aid,  and  if  the  probability  was  not  that  it  would 
be  constructed  within  the  time  the  road  w7as 
wanted  by  the  public,  and  when  the  capital  would 
be  forthcoming.  The  question  arises  whether  we 
are  properly  discharging  our  duties  to  the  people 
if  we  permit  a  charter  far  in  advance  of  the  time  it 
•is  required  to  be  granted,  and  a  land  grant  of  6,400 
acres  per  mile  to  be  made  to  accompany  that 
charter.  We  have  railway  charters  running  to 
Peace  River,  we  have  railways  projected  to  Alaska, 
we  have  railways  projected  in  every  direction  run¬ 
ning  back  into  the  wilderness,  and  year  by  year  in 
advance  of  the  time  where  these  roads  are  wanted 
companies  are  chartered  and  land  grants  made, 
and  in  every  one  of  these  instances  we  are  simply 
fostering  speculative  enterprise,  we  are  putting 
into  the  hands  of  speculators  who  secure  those 
charters  the  power  to  control  those  undertakings 
and  shut  out  legitimate  enterprise  and  legiti¬ 
mate  capital.  When  the  time  comes  that  capital 
is  ready  to  construct  the  road  these  men,  like  the 
dog  in  the  manger,  stand  in  the  way  ;  they  are 
in  possession  of  the  charter  and  the  land  grant  and 
terms  must  be  made  with  them,  although  they 
probably  have  not  put  $1  of  capital  into  the  work 
of  construction.  What  does  it  mean  that  over 
40,000,000  acres  of  land  in  the  North-West  have  been 
granted  to  railway  enterprises  in  a  country  with  a 
population  of  less  than  250, 000,  or  1 , 000  acres  for  every 
family  ?  It  strikes  me  that  the  policy  we  have  been 
pursuing  is  a  reckless  policy,  that  we  have  been 
going  too  fast,  that  we  must  call  a  sharp  halt  in 
dealing  with  that  great  trust  which  is  placed  in  our 
hands,  that  enormous  country  in  the  North-West, 
which  is  to  be  the  home  of  future  millions  of  people. 
We  want  to  hold  it,  we  want  to  keep  the  specu¬ 
lators  from  coming  between  the  Government  and 
the  people,  and  we  can  most  effectively  carry  out 
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that  great  trust  by  seeing  that,  except  under  cir¬ 
cumstances  which  render  the  necessity  of  taking  of 
the  step  an  obvious  one,  the  Government  shall  hold 
the  land  until  they  can  pass  it  from  their  hands  to 
settlers  who  will  actually  cultivate  the  soil.  I  make 
this  motion  for  the  purpose  of  calling  attention  to 
this  matter.  I  do  not  know  that  1  wish  to  be  under¬ 
stood  as  denouncing  very  savagely  the  policy  of  the 
Government,  because  the  policy  they  have  pursued 
under  the  circumstances  is  a  natural  one.  They 
have  been  actuated  by  a  desire  to  develop  the  vast 
region  that  is  now  undeveloped  ;  but  they  have  been 
going  too  fast  and  acting  without  due  exercise  of 
judgment,  so  we  had  better  now  take  stock  and  see 
how  far  we  have  gone  and  what  action  it  may  be 
necessary  to  take  in  future,  and  govern  ourselves, 
not  by  the  clamours  of  charter  brokers,  not  by  the 
clamours  of  men  who  want  to  get  control  and  pos¬ 
session  of  the  public  domain  in  the  North-West, 
but  to  govern  ourselves  by  the  necessities  of  the 
case  and  to  promote  the  construction  of  railroads 
when  they  are  wanted,  and  deal  with  the  question 
in  a  business-like  manner  and  grant  aid  in  the  con¬ 
struction  of  the  railroads  to  the  extent  and  at  the 
time  it  is  requested  — that  and  no  more. 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  There  will  be  no  objection  to 
bringing  down  the  return  asked  by  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man,  and  I  may  add  that  since  a  similar  return  was 
brought  down  last  year  my  information  is  that  no 
other  land  grants  have  been  given.  This  subject 
has  been  brought  to  the  attention  of  the  House  by 
the  hon.  member  for  Norfolk  (Mr.  Charlton),  I 
think,  every  year  I  have  had  the  honour  of  sitting 
in  this  House.  It  has  been  the  same  story,  and 
the  hon.  gentleman  has  enunciated  the  same  views. 
Before  I  came  to  this  House  I  read  the  reports  of 
the  hon.  gentleman’s  speeches  made  during  the  pre¬ 
vious  years,  but  they  were  of  a  very  different  char¬ 
acter  from  those  he  has  delivered  since  I  became  a 
member  of  this  House.  I  have  not  the  Hansard 
with  me,  but  I  can  easily  procure  a  copy,  and  it 
will  be  found  that  in  his  speeches  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  favoured  land  grants  and  was  pronounced  in 
his  views  as  to  the  construction  of  railways  and  as 
to  how  they  should  be  built.  The  hon.  gentleman 
during  those  early  years,  1876  or  1877,  not  only 
held  that  land  grants  should  be  given  for  the  con¬ 
struction  of  railways,  but  that  they  should  be  built 
prior  to  settlement ;  that  we  should  not  wait,  as 
he  suggests  to-day,  until  the  country  is  supposed  to 
he  in  a  condition  to  warrant  expenditure  on  railway 
construction.  If  necessary  I  can  send  for  the  Debates 
and  read  the  hon.  gentleman’s  speeches  which  are, 
I  think,  utterly  at  variance  with  the  views  he  now 
expresses  on  this  subject.  The  hon.  gentleman  has 
been  very  harsh  in  regard  to  the  charters  which 
have  been  granted,  and  he  has  stated  that  more 
than  two-thirds  have  been  speculative  charters.  I 
hold  a  list  of  the  charters  granted.  I  would  ask 
the  hon.  gentleman  if  he  considers  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  charter  a  speculative  charter  ? 
Then  there  is  the  charter  to  the  Manitoba  and 
North-Western  Railway.  That  company  has  car¬ 
ried  out  its  obligations  with  the  Government  faith¬ 
fully  ;  it  has  built  the  road,  and  it  has  carried  out 
its  obligations  better,  perhaps,  than  any  other  cor¬ 
poration  building  railways  in  the  North-West. 
Then  there  is  the  charter  to  the  Hudson  Bay  Rail¬ 
way.  That  undertaking,  as  lion,  gentlemen  know, 
is  in  a  fair  way  of  going  on,  and  it  is  in  the  hands 
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of  responsible  men,  and  I  do  not  think  it  can  be 
classed  as  a  speculative  charter.  Then  there  is  the 
Alberta  Railway  and  Coal  Company.  The  road 
has  been  completed,  the  company  have  received 
the  land  grant,  and  the  country  has  received  benefit 
from  its  construction.  Then  there  is  the  Calgary 
and  Edmonton  Railway,  which  is  now  about  com¬ 
pleted.  That  travels  through  a  fairly  settled  coun¬ 
try,  but  since  its  construction  it  has  added  immense¬ 
ly  to  the  wealth  and  importance  of  that  section,, 
and  to-day  settlers  are  flocking  in  from  all  direc¬ 
tions.  Then  there  is  the  Manitoba  and  South- 
Eastern  Company,  which  road  is  now  in  a  fair 
way  of  being  constructed.  Then  there  is  the  Red 
Deer  Valley  Railway',  the  construction  of  which  we 
authorized  last  year,  and  I  suppose  it  will  be  com¬ 
pleted  this  year.  The  Wood  Mountain  and  Qu’Ap- 
pelle  Railway  has  not  yet  been  started,  although 
the  company  has  for  some  years  possessed  a 
charter.  Altogether  the  acreage  of  land  voted  by 
Parliament  amounts  to  42,000,000.  The  hon. 
gentleman  asks  for  information  in  regard  to  the 
quantities  that  have  already  been  earned.  As 
I  have  that  information  at  hand  I  might  as  well 
give  it  now.  The  quantity  of  land  already  earned 
by  railways  completed,  including  19,000,000  to 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  is  25,218,000.  My 
impression  is  that  several  railway  companies  will 
not  earn  their  land  grants,  and  I  think  that  the 
25,000,000  acres  with  probably  at  most  5,000,000 
acres  added,  will  be  what  I  expect  that  the 
Government  up  to  the  present  will  really  feel  that 
they  are  bound  for. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  Then  some  12,000,000  acres 
will  lapse  ? 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  That  is  my  impression.  With 
regard  to  the  policy  adopted,  I  must  say  that  I 
cannot  agree  with  the  hon.  gentleman,  and  I  am 
sure  that  the  people  who  are  interested  and  who 
are  living  in  the  North-West  would  not  agree  with 
his  statements  either.  Of  course  it  is  well  known 
that  in  this  eastern  country  railways  have  been 
built,  in  a  great  measure,  by  subsidies  ;  and  the 
hon.  gentleman  will  himself  admit  that  railways 
must  be  built  in -that  western  country  before  set¬ 
tlement  will  go  there.  I  hold  the  views  that  the 
hon.  member  for  North  Norfolk  (Mr.  Charlton)  did 
in  1876  ;  I  still  hold  the  view’  that  it  was  a  neces¬ 
sity  to  built  railways  in  the  west  ahead  of  settle¬ 
ment  and  for  the  purpose  of  inducing  settlement  to 
go  there.  We  have  constructed  the  main  line  of 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railwray,  we  have  the  Mani¬ 
toba  and  North-Western  Railway  with  some  230 
miles  running  into  the  territories  from  Winnipeg, 
we  have  the  Calgary  and  Edmonton  Railway,  190 
miles  running  north,  and  the  road  from  Calgary 
running  south  120  miles  which  is  nearly  built. 
This  road  is  completed  to  Edmonton,  and  all  but 
some  10  or  15  miles  of  the  southern  portion  is  also 
constructed.  Then  wTe  have  the  road  running  from 
Regina  to  Prince  Albert  225  miles,  and  settlers 
are  now*  taking  advantage  of  these  railways  to  go 
there.  In  fact  if  it  had  not  been  for  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  these  lines  the  settlers  who  are  now  coming 
in,  especially  from  Dakota  and  the  United  States, 
would  not  have  been  induced  to  go  into  the  North 
Saskatchewan  country.  My  information  is  that 
most  of  them  are  tending  that  way.  A  large 
number  of  them  are  coming  in  on  the  Manitoba  and 
the  North-Western,  and  a  large  number  are  also 
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settling  along  the  Calgary  and  Edmonton  road.  I 
think  it  was  stated  at  the  time  these  charters  were 
granted,  or  when  the  subsidies  Mere  given,  that 
M'ith  the  completion  of  the  main  line  of  the  Cana¬ 
dian  Pacific  Railway  and  these  two  branches,  and 
also  the  branch  running  from  Winnipeg,  which 
will  be  built  to  the  head  of  Lake  Winnipegosis  ;  it 
M  as  thought  that  the  country  would  be  very  well 
supplied  with  railways  for  some  time  to  come.  I 
am  under  that  impression,  and  I  believe  there  will 
be  no  necessity  in  the  near  future  for  an}7  other 
■charters  or  any  other  land  grants  towards  the  con¬ 
struction  of  raihvays.  That  is  my  impression.  So 
far  as  we  have  gone,  I  think  that  the  land  which 
has  been  given  has  brought  us  in  a  good  return,  and 
I  believe  the  hon.  gentleman  would  think  so  him¬ 
self  if  he  paid  a  visit  to  that  country. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  The  Minister  of  the 
Interior  says  that  if  he  had  before  him  the  speeches 
made  by  the  hon.  member  for  Xorth  Norfolk  (Mr. 
Charlton)  in  1877,  that  it  would  be  found  that  the 
hon.  gentleman  expressed  at  that  time  views 
altogether  at  variance  with  those  which  he  had  ex- 
pressed  during  the  period  which  the  Minister  of 
the  Interior  lias  been  a  member  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment.  If  the  Minister  examines  the  speeches  of 
my  hon.  friend  from  North  Norfolk,  I  think  he 
will  find  that  his  statement  is  not  strictly  accurate. 
The  hon.  Minister  confounds  objections  to  land 
grants  altogether,  with  objections  to  land  grants 
under  the  policy  pursued  by  the  present  Adminis¬ 
tration.  The  hon.  gentleman  made  a  statement  to 
the  House  which  shows  that  land  grants  have 
already  been  earned  by  railway  companies  which 
would  furnish  farms  to  162,000  families,  and  grants 
have  been  made  which  would  furnish  farms  to 
200,000  families.  Well,  Sir,  the  objection  which  I 
make  to  the  policy  of  the  hon.  gentleman  is  not 
at  all  that  land  is  given  in  aid  of  railways  ;  but  it 
is  that  land  is  given  in  aid  of  railway  companies 
without  restrictions  and  in  an  improvident  maimer 
m  liich  has  seriously  added  to  the  expense  of  settling 
the  North-West  Territories.  The  hon.  gentleman 
ought  to  know  that  when  grants  are  made  to  half 
a  dozen  railway  corporations  for  the  construction 
of  roads  extending  in  various  directions  through  a 
territory  nearly  as  large  as  Russia  in  Europe,  that 
the  effect  is  to  scatter  a  few  thousand  people 
over  a  country  vastly  greater  than  they  should 
occupy,  and  that  it  adds  to  the  expense  of  gov¬ 
ernment,  and  adds  to  the  cost  of  subsistence  in  the 
Territories.  The  hon.  gentleman  knows  that  if  he 
had  the  people  now  in  the  North-West  Territories 
within  the  limits  of  a  single  county — and  they 
could  be  brought  so  together,  and  not  even  then 
have  a  denser  population  than  is  found  in  one  of 
the  western  counties  of  Ontario — there  would  be 
far  less  expense  for  the  maintenance  of  schools, 
for  the  maintenance  of  roads  and  bridges,  and  for 
the  maintenance  of  churches.  There  are  a  score 
of  Mays  in  which  the  cost  of  living  to  the  people 
would  be  largely  diminished  if  the  settlement  M-as 
more  dense.  I  M  ould  like  to  know  M’liat  the  coun¬ 
try  has  gained  in  the  way  of  settlement  by  the 
construction  of  solai’ge  a  mileage  of  raihvays  with¬ 
in  the  North-West  Territories  ?  A  road  of  100 
miles  in  length  which  furnishes  an  opportunity  for 
a  few  thousand  families  settling,  is  just  as  good  as 
a  road  1,000  miles  in  length  so  long  as  there  is 
room  for  settlement  M'ithin  accessible  distances. 
Mr.  Df.wdxey. 


In  fact  it  is  infinitely  better  than  a  road  1,000  miles 
long,  for  the  longer  the  road  is  the  greater  effect  it 
has  of  scattering  the  population  over  an  unneces¬ 
sarily  large  territory.  What  I  complain  of  in  the 
policy  Mhich  the  Government  have  pursued,  and  of 
Mhich  the  hon.  gentleman  is  in  this  matter 
the  exponent,  is,  that  they  have  unnecessarily 
expended  a  large  sum  of  money  and  pledged  a  large 
area  of  the  public  domain  for  the  construction  of 
railways  beyond  what  the  public  interest  requires. 
The  Minister  must  knoM*,  that  if  you  had  a  railway 
constructed  in  any  portion  of  that  country7  M*ell 
suited  for  settlement,  opening  the  country  and 
making  it  accessible  to  the  population  that  goes 
there,  the  people  would  not  go  into  distant  portions 
far  away  from  a  railway  as  long  as  there  wereTands 
fit  for  settlement  M'ithin  a  reasonable  distance,  and 
when  that  settlement  was  once  established  there 
would  be  little  difficulty7  in  securing  the  settlement 
of  other  contiguous  districts  without  pledging  any7 
portion  of  the  public  lands  for  raihvay  construc¬ 
tion.  A  second  objection  to  the  course  pursued  by7 
the  Government  is  that  lands  have  been  pledged 
for  raihvay*  construction  in  advance  of  settlement, 
where,  if  settlement  had  been  permitted  to  go  on 
in  the  vicinity  of  the  railways  limited  to 
the  actual  requirements  of  the  country,  a 
pledge  would  have  been  altogether  unneces¬ 
sary*  ;  the  lands  could  have  been  held  free 
for  the  use  of  the  public  and  as  a  source 
of  public  revenue.  In  this  improvident  pledge  of 
the  public  lands  for  the  construction  of  railways 
over  a  vast  territory  beyond  what  M  ill  be  settled 
for  fifty  years  to  come,  the  Government  has  limited 
the  price  of  those  lands  to  the  settlers  in  no  M  ay* 
m  hatever.  The  raihvay  company  may  ask  810  or 
820  or  830  an  acre.  It  may  hold  lands  for  an 
increase  in  price,  thinking  that  will  be  more 
advantageous  to  the  company*,  especially*  M'here 
they  are  at  a  considerable  distance  from  the  rail¬ 
way  constructed,  than  it  would  be  to  put  them  on 
the  market  at  once  ;  and  so,  instead  of  having  an 
early  settlement  of  the  territory  which  M  ould  not 
be  immediately  profitable  to  the  railway  as  a 
source  of  traffic,  the  company  holds  it  unsettled 
for  an  indefinite  period  of  time.  If  the  Govern¬ 
ment  had  required  that  once  the  land  reached  a 
particular  value,  all  the  increment  beyond  that 
value  should  be  public  revenue  instead  of  income 
to  the  railway  company,  raihvay  companies  M'ould 
have  had  an  interest  in  selliug  the  lands  not 
exceeding  a  maximum  price.  They  would  have 
had  no  inducement  or  motive  to  hold  on  to  the 
lands  for  an  increased  price.  But  the  rule  of  the 
Government  has  been  to  ptit  these  lands  in  the 
hands  of  companies,  and  to  leave  them  perfectly7 
free  to  deal  M'ith  them  precisely  as  a  private  indi¬ 
vidual  deals  M'ith  property7  which  he  has  bought 
and  paid  for.  I  think  that  rule  should  not  be 
applied  to  raihvay7  corporations  receiving  public 
aid  in  this  M*ay.  The  Government  incorporate  the 
company,  and  give  it  aid  in  the  public  interest 
solely*,  and  therefore  it  is  the  business  of  Parlia¬ 
ment  and  of  the  Government  to  see  that  proper 
restrictions  are  put  upon  the  company7  so  as  to 
secure  the  settlement  of  these  lands  at  the  earliest 
possible  moment.  Now,  that  has  not  been  done, 
and  in  this  respect  the  policy  of  the  Administration 
has  been  objectionable.  The  hon.  gentleman  tells 
us  that  some  of  these  raihvay  companies  M  ill  prove 
abortive — that  they*  will  not  undertake  the  con- 
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struction  of  the  roads  which  they  have  been  chart¬ 
ered  to  construct.  What  sort  of  commentary  is  that 
upon  the  policy  of  the  Administration  in  placing  a 
large  area  of  the  public  domain  at  the  disposal  of 
men  who  are  not  capable  of  constructing  the 
roads  which  they  have  undertaken  to  build  ? 
Were  those  roads  necessary  in  the  public 
interest  ?  Did  the  public  interest  at  that 
particular  time  require  their  construction  ? 
Why  were  the  companies  incorporated,  and  why 
was  aid  promised  to  them  if  they  were  not  ?  The 
•statement  of  the  hon.  gentleman  goes  to  show  that 
there  was  no  pressing  necessity  for  their  incorpora¬ 
tion,  that  it  was  not  in  the  public  interest,  and  that 
these  were  speculative  enterprises  entered  upon  in 
the  interest  of  private  parties,  perhaps  with  a  view 
of  having  a  charter  to  sell  at  a  profit  in  London  or 
New  York.  Now,  Sir,  I  think  that  the  course  pur¬ 
sued  by  the  Administration  with  reference  to  the 
grants  of  public  lands  in  the  aid  of  railways  has 
been  an  improvident  course — that  it  has  not  contri¬ 
buted  to  the  settlement  of  the  country.  On  the 
contrary,  it  has  tended  to  retard  settlement  in  con¬ 
sequence  of  the  facilities  afforded  the  companies  for 
demanding  a  high  price  for  these  lands  ;  it  has 
damaged  the  country  by  scattering  the  population 
over  a  territory  far  larger  than  should  have  been 
opened  for  settlement ;  and  it  has  further  operated 
against  the  public  interest  by  adding  largely  to  the 
cost  of  living  in  the  North-West  country,  owing  to 
the  extra  expenses  imposed  upon  the  population  for 
the  maintenance  of  schools,  churches,  roads,  bridges, 
and  everything  else  necessary  to  their  progress  and 
their  comfort. 

Mr.  WATSON.  It  is  probably  a  little  late  in 
the  day  to  discuss  this  question  now,  as  the  Min¬ 
ister  has  told  us  that  he  does  not  consider  that  it 
will  be  necessary  to  give  land  grants  to  railways  in 
future.  It  would  have  been  interesting  if  the  hon. 
Minister  had  told  us,  as  I  think  he  could  have 
done  honestly,  that  there  are  no  more  lands  in  Man¬ 
itoba  or  the  North-West  to  grant  to  railway  com¬ 
panies.  I  think  that  all  the  lands  available  as 
grants  to  railway  companies  in  the  North-West 
have  already  been  granted.  However,  when  these 
corporations  apply  to  this  House  for  an  extension 
of  time,  t  think  this  House  should  demand  some 
guarantee  from  them  for  the  completion  of  the 
road  for  which  they  hold  the  land  grant  within  a 
certain  time.  It  is  well  known  that  large  tracts 
of  land  have  been  held  for  years  by  railway  corpora¬ 
tions  for  speculation.  It  has  always  been  contended 
on  this  side  of  the  House  that  a  maximum  price 
should  have  been  fixed  on  lands  held  by  railway 
corporations,  so  that  the  settler  would  know  that 
they  were  open  for  settlement,  and  the  terms  on 
which  they  could  be  obtained.  I  know  from  my 
experience  in  the  North-West  that  settlers  have 
gone  into  certain  districts  wh'ere  railways  have 
been  chartered  and  grants  of  land  given  ;  and  these 
people  have  lived  there  for  years  at  great  dis¬ 
advantage  to  themselvss,  expecting  year  after 
year  to  see  the  railways  built.  Some  of  these 
districts  have  been  settled  for  the  last  twelve  or 
fifteen  years,  the  people  waiting  patiently  for  rail¬ 
way  accommodation,  but  in  vain,  because  men  of 
straw  have  held  the  charter.  In  the  meantime  the 
settlers  make  improvements,  build  schools  and 
churches,  and  construct  roads  and  bridges,  which 
improve  the  value  of  the  lands  held  by  the  railway 


corporation  ;  and  when  the  corporation  sees  fit,  or 
when  it  considers  that  it  is  going  to  be  benefited  it 
builds  the  road  and  sells  its  land  all  the  way  from 
$4  to  §10  an  acre.  This  shows  the  profitableness 
of  building  a  railway  in  a  prairie  country  with  a 
land  grant  of  6,400  acres  per  mile.  It  should  lie 
remembered  that  the  land  granted  to  the  Pacific 
Railway  branches  must  be  land  fairly  fit  for  settle¬ 
ment,  which  means  that  the  company  has  its  choice 
of  the  land  ;  and  I  have  no  hesitation  in  saying 
that  the  Government  have  granted  to  railway  cor¬ 
porations  over  half  the  land  fit  for  settlement  in 
the  North-West  and  Manitoba.  The  hon.  Minister 
mentioned  a  number  of  railways  that  had  received 
land  grants,  and  the  number  that  had  earned  land 
grants.  One  mentioned  was  the  Wood  Mountain 
and  Qu’Appelle  Railway  Company.  The  Minister 
himself  is,  I  think,  fairly  well  acquainted  with 
the  gentlemen  who  have  promoted  that  railway. 
They  have  held  the  charter  for  a  number  of  years, 
and  I  have  no  hesitation  in  saying,  judging  from 
their  past  efforts  to  construct  that  road,  that  they 
are  men  of  straw.  The)-  asked  for  a  renewal  of  the 
charter  this  year,  which  was  granted,  and  they  have 
practically  done  nothing.  They  have  held  the  land 
grant  for  8  or  9  years,  and  the  Railway  Com¬ 
mittee  granted  them  an  extension  of  the  charter  for 
the  commencement  and  completion  of  that  road. 
They  are  allowed  to  hold  land  grants,  although 
they  have  only  built  some  130  odd  miles  in  some  13 
or  14  years.  With  the  country  settling  up,  I  do 
not  think  this  House  should  grant  any  railway  cor¬ 
poration  these  extended  powers  and  this  extension 
of  time  for  the  construction  of  a  railway.  I  believe 
when  companies  come  to  this  Government  and  ask 
for  a  land  grant  or  any  assistance  they  should  be  in 
a  position  to  give  some  guarantee  of  good  faith  that 
they  will  construct  the  road.  We  have  a  notable 
instance  where  that  was  necessary  in  the  Great 
INorth- West  Central.  The  hon.  gentleinan  who 
moved  for  this  return  referred  to  that  company  and 
the  famous  telegram  about  wanting  a  little  boodle 
for  the  boy,  and  we  know  what  disgraceful  dis¬ 
closures  were  made  in  connection  with  the  land  grant 
given  to  men  who  absolutely  hadno intention  of  con- 
I  structingamileof  road, and  who  held  thegrantlocked' 
i  up  for  years.  The  charter  of  that  company  was 
granted  in  1878  or  1879  and  has  been  held  ever 
since.  It  has  gone  into  different  hands,  but  to-day 
only  some  50  miles  of  that  road  are  built,  while 
this  company  holds  a  land  grant  for  some  600  miles 
of  that  road.  This  is  unfair  to  the  people  who 
have  land  along  the  proposed  line  of  railway,  and 
some  of  whom  have  been  living  there  12  or  14  years, 
expecting  railway  accommodation.  I  am  not  pre¬ 
pared  to  blame  the  present  company  who  hold  the 
|  charter,  because  I  believe  they  forwarded  a  plan 
of  survey  for  the  extension  of  the  road  some 
months  ago  to  the  Government,  but  were  not 
allowed  to  proceed  with  the  construction  of  the 
road  because  the  Government  did  not  approve 
of  the  plan.  Whatever  interests  are  at  vari¬ 
ance  with  the  construction  of  the  road  I  know 
not,  but  the  company  cannot  go  on  constructing 
|  beyond  the  50  miles  completed,  until  the  Govern¬ 
ment  approve  of. their  plan.  I  do  not  suppose  we  will 
have  the  opportunity  of  opposing  land  grants  being 
given  to  other  railways  in  the  North-West,  because 
the  member  has  told  us,  from  what  he  knows  of 
this  countrv,  that  all  the  valuable  lands  that  could 
be  given  to  railway  corporations  has  been  given 
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away  already  ;  but  what  we  should  consider  is 
w  hether  we  should  renew  charters  held  by  specul¬ 
ators  and  renew  a  land  grant  to  these  people  unless 
they  put  up  some  deposit  and  give  some  guarantee 
of  their  good  faith  to  complete  the  railway  within 
the  time  specified  in  the  charter. 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  If  I  might  be  allowed  to  say 
a  word  with  reference  to  a  remark  which  fell  from 
the  hon.  member  for  Marquette,  I  may  say  that 
although  he  believes,  from  what  I  have  said,  that 
there  is  no  more  land  left  for  railway  companies, 
he  is  mistaken.  There  is  a  good  deal  left  available 
for  railway  companies. 

Mr.  WATSON.  After  all  the  grants  made  now 
are  given  ? 

Mr.  DE  SYDNEY.  Y"es.  In  different  parts  of 
the  North-West.  The  hon.  gentleman  will  recollect 
that  there  are  from  200,000,000  to  250,000,000  acres 
available  for  homestead,  odd  and  even  numbered 
sections. 

Mr.  WATSON.  After  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  collect  their  land  grant,  which  is  land  to 
lie  fairly  fit  for  settlement,  I  think  I  am  right  in 
stating  that  half  the  land  fit  for  settlement  in 
Manitoba  and  the  North-West  has  been  granted 
to  railway  corporations. 

Mr.  REWDNEY.  I  do  not  think  so.  Neither 
the  hon.  member  for  Both  well  nor  the  hon.  member 
for  Norfolk  made  any  remarks  with  reference  to 
what  I  said  regarding  the  policy  which  they  enun¬ 
ciated  in  1878. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  Y"es,  I  did. 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  The  hon.  member  for  Both¬ 
well  stated  this  : 

“  It  was  largely  by  the  construction  of  railways  that  the 
lands  of  the  North-West  were  to  be  made  valuable  ;  their 
value  depended  upon  the  facilities  afforded  for  the  tran¬ 
sport  of  the  products  of  the  settler.  By  constructing 
railways  through  the  North-West, reaching  to  every  fertile 
point  where  a  colony  could  be  established, we  would  largely 
contribute  to  increase  the  traffic  and  travel  over  that  rail¬ 
road  which  must,  for  many  years  to  come,  be  a  single 
line  from  Winnipeg  eastward  to  the  shores  of  Lake 
Superior.” 

The  hon.  gentleman  stated  he  proposed  to  build 
railways  to  every  fertile  point  where  a  colony  could 
be  established. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  DEWDNEY7.  He  now  finds  fault  with  the 
Government  for  building  railways  in  those  very 
directions. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  No,  I  do  not  object  to 
the  Government  proposing  to  build  railways  for 
the  purpose  of  securing  the  settlement  of  the  coun¬ 
try  ;  but  I  am  pointing  out  to  the  hon.  gentleman 
that  he  has  proposed  to  open  up,  at  once,  a  coun¬ 
try  as  large  as  Russia  and  capable  of  holding 
20,000,000  or  80,000,000  of  people,  and  he  scatters 
the  population  over  that  entire  country.  What  it 
is  proper  to  do  by  a  succession  of  charters,  separ¬ 
ated  by  intervals  of  years,  is  a  wholly  different 
thing  from  a  proposal  to  simultaneously  undertake 
the  construction  of  railways  over  the  entire 
country. 

Mr.  DEWDNEY.  The  hon.  gentleman  will  un¬ 
derstand,  with  regard  to  the  two  points,  for  the 
purpose  of  building  a  railway  to  which  we  have 
given  a  subsidy,  Edmonton  district  and  Prince 
Albert,  very  large  settlements  had  gone  into  that 
Mr.  Watson. 


country  before  we  indicated  we  were  going  to  build 
a  railway  there  at  all  ;  and  we  not  only  subsidized 
a  company  to  build  these  lines  for  the  convenience 
of  settlers  at  those  points,  but  also  to  help  opening 
up  the  country  along  the  line.  The  hon.  member 
for  Norfolk  spoke  much  stronger  in  this  sense  in 
1878,  because  he  stated  : 

“  It  was  useless  to  think  of  opening  up  and  settling  this 
country  without  furnishing  it  with  railway  facilities.  Now, 
it  had  been  said  that  the  American  railways  were  subsi¬ 
dized  to  a  greater  extent  than  necessary ;  perhaps  that 
had,  in  some  instances,  been  the  case.  Reference  had 
been  made  to  the  Illinois  Central  Railway.  At  the  time 
that  road  was  projected  nearly  the  whole  interior  portion 
of  the  state  was  a  wilderness  ;  farmers  living  50  miles  from 
Chicago  were  in  the  habit  of  teaming  whea  t  to  the  market 
often,  when  the  roads  were  bad,  at  a  cost  of  one-half  the 
value  of  the  wheat.  The  country  had  a  few  struggling 
settlements  in  the  interior,  but  there  was  no  extent  of 
population.  The  country  would  never  have  been  opened 
and  settled  as  it  has  been  but  for  the  construction  of  a 
system  ot  railways  of  which  the  Central  was  the  chief. 
That  railway  had  populated  the  vast  prairie  region  in  the 
centre  of  the  state  and  had  contributed,  in  an  important 
degree,  to  make  Illinois  the  third  state  in  the  American 
Union,  with  a  population  of  over  3,000,000.  He  recollected 
paying  a  visit  to  Iowa  about  20  years  ago.  Then  it  had  but 
a  few  miles  of  railway  and  but  a  sparse  population,  chiefly 
located  along  the  line  of  the  Mississippi,  yet,  by  means  of 
a  liberal  railway  policy,  by  subsidizing  several  lines  cross¬ 
ing  the  state  from  east  to  west,  it  had  suddenly  risen  into 
an  important  state,  with  a  population  of.  nearly,  if  not 
quite,  1,500,000.  Some  of  the  railways  had',  perhaps,  been 
ubsidized  more  than  was  necessary,  perhaps  more  land 
had  been  given  than  was  advisable  ;  but  capitalists  would 
not  embark  their  money  unless  they  had  a  prospect  of  a 
fair  return,  and  it  was  folly  to  haggle  with  them  about  an 
unimportant  difference  when  important  interests  were  at 
stake.” 

Farther  on,  he  adds  : 

“Now,  in  the  North-West  there  were  untold  millions  of 
acres  of  land.  They  were  told  by  the  hon.  member  for 
Northumberland  that  this  was  the  heritage  of  Canada, 
that  it  had  been  bought  by  the  people’s  money  ;  but,  in  its 
present  shape,  of  what  value  was  this  great,  wild,  lone 
land  to  us?  The  question  was  how  that  land  should  be 
utilized,  and,  for  that  purpose,  the  Minister  of  the  Interior 
had  devised  a  Bill  which,  in  its  conception,  was  admir¬ 
able,  and  Avhich,  in  his  opinion,  would,  if  carried  out,  at¬ 
tain  the  object  of  populating  this  vast  country.” 

What  was  that  Bill  ?  It  was,  as  far  as  I  recollect, 
far  more  liberal  with  regard  to  land  grants  than 
anything  we  proposed.  If  I  recollect  aright,  it  was 
to  grant  land  to  railways,  according  to  their  loca¬ 
tion,  varying  from  25,000  acres  per  mile  down  to 
10,000  or  12,000  acres.  Hon.  gentlemen,  I  think, 
at  that  time  took  a  much  more  liberal  view  than 
we  have  ever  taken  with  regard  to  railway  con¬ 
struction.  I  might  read  still  further  sentiments  in 
the  same  direction  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite, 
sentiments  which,  to  a  very  great  extent,  I  endorse. 

I  believe  that  to  develop  the  country  we  must  have 
railways,  and  I  think  this  Government  has  taken 
the  most  reasonable  plan  in  encouraging  the  build¬ 
ing  of  railways  in  our  western  country. 

Mr.  ARMSTRONG.  The  only  objection  I  have 
to  the  motion  is  that  it  does  not  go  quite  far 
enough.  I  am  sorry  the  mover  has  also  included 
the  lands  locked  up  in  the  hands  of  speculators. 
The  fact  of  the  matter,  as  it  appears  to  me,  is  that 
the  method  of  the  Government  in  dealing  with  the 
lands  in  the  North-West  has  been  a  wrong  method 
from  beginning  to  end.  I  need  not  tell  you, 
Mr.  Speaker,  who  understand  the  matter  of  settling 
up  new  countries,  that  the  best  evidence  of  pros¬ 
perity  is  the  number  of  industrious  settlers  who 
settle  in  a  country,  and  that  nothing  conduces  to 
the  prosperity  or  the  wealth  of  a  country  so  much 
as  to  have  that  country  settled  up  by  an  intelligent 


22SI 


[MAY  9,  1892.] 


2282 


and  industrious  population.  This  being  the  case, 
the  plain  duty  of  the  Government  was  to  adopt 
such  means  as  would  best  be  calculated  to  attain 
this  end,  to  afford  to  those  intending  to  settle  the 
best  opportunities  to  make  a  settlement,  in  other 
words,  to  see  that  the  lands  were  kept  for  the  set¬ 
tlers,  or,  if  they  were  parted  with  at  all,  they 
should  only  have  been  parted  with  on  such  terms 
as  would  make  them  available  for  settlers 
at  a  fair,  reasonable  price.  What  we  complain  of 
is  that  this  plan  was  not  adopted,  that  that 
method  was  not  followed,  that  the  lands  in 
the  North-West  at  the  time  the  great  boom  took 
place  there  were  largely  locked  up  in  the  hands  of 
colonization  companies  and  projected  railway  com¬ 
panies,  and  a  large  quantity  of  them  have  gone 
into  the  hands  of  private  speculators.  Those  who 
were  members  uf  the  Committee  on  Immigration 
and  Colonization  during  the  years  1883,  1884  and 
1885,  will  remember  the  glowing  accounts  which 
the  Deputy  Minister  of  Agriculture  used  to  give  to 
the  committee  of  the  hundreds  of  thousands  of  set¬ 
tlers  who  were  going  into  that  country.  I  believe 
that  so  far  that  gentleman  was  right,  1  believe  that 
large  numbers  went  into  that  country  with  the 
intention  of  settling  there,  and  I  believe  that  these 
men  are  not  there  to-day.  We  know  that  for  a 
fact.  Now,  I  believe  the  principal  reason  why 
these  men  are  not  there  to-day  as  prosperous  and 
industrious  farmers,  is  that  the  land  was  in  such  a 
state  that  they  could  not  find  suitable  locations  for 
.settling,  that  the  land  was  locked  up  in  the  hands 
of  colonization  companies  who  were  not  prepared 
or  had  not  made  arrangements  for  the  settlement 
of  the  lands,  that  it  was  locked  up  in  the  hands  of 
speculators  who  wanted  a  larger  price  than  the 
settlers  would  give,  and  that  it  was  locked  up  in 
the  hands  of  railway  corporations  who  had  not  made 
the  proper  arrangements  for  settlement  and  probal  >ly 
held  these  lands  for  a  higher  price  ;  so  that  the 
result  was  that  these  intending  settlers,  tens  and 
hundreds  of  thousands  in  number,  left  the  country' 
in  disgust.  The  object  of  the  Government  should 
have  been  to  adopt  the  means  best  suited  to  bring 
in  the  best  of  hardy,  industrious  settlers,  in  order 
"to  fill  up  the  waste  lands.  I  am  partially  inclined 
to  agree  with  the  Minister  of  the  Interior  and  to 
disagree  with  my  lion,  friend  from  North  Norfolk 
(Mr.  Charlton),  that  railways  should  go  ahead  of 
settlement,  that  nothing  tends  to  induce  coloniza¬ 
tion  more  than  easy  means  of  transport.  That  is 
another  matter  from  running  thousands  of  miles  of 
railway  through  a  country  which  is  not  likely  to  be 
settled  for  many  years  to  come,  locking  up  the 
lands  in  the  hands  of  these  railway  corporations.  I 
have  always  taken  the  ground  that  building 
railways  by  land  grants  is  a  wrong  method.  I 
know  it  is  claimed  that  the  people  in  the  United 
States  adopted  that  method,  but  I  believe  that, 
with  the  experience  they  have  had,  if  the  United 
.States  had  the  thing  to  do  over  again,  they  would 
not  grant  a  single  acre  to  any  of  these  companies. 
The  fact  is  that  they  adopted  an  excellent 
method  of  settling  their  wild  lands  at  an  early 
day.  They  would  not  give  their  lands  into  the 
hands  of  speculators  at  all.  They  adopted  a  fixed 
rule  that  lands  should  be  sold  to  the  settlers  at 
•$1.25  per  acre,  but  only  a  certain  quantity  to  each 
settler,  and  they  would  give  a  preemption  right  to 
hold  the  land  for  a  year  without  paying  the  money. 
The  result  was  that  the  people  knew,  wherever  there 


were  Government  lands,  or  wild  lands,  they  could 
go  in  and  choose  the  land  that  suited  them  best 
without  any  trouble.  With  regard  to  building 
railways  by  land  grants,  it  might  be  done,  perhaps, 
if  a  proper  system  were  adopted,  that  is  the  system 
of  fixing  a  maximum  price  above  which  these  lands 
must  not  be  sold  by  these  corporations.  We  have 
tried  to  have  this  adopted  in  this  House,  and  we 
have  failed.  These  lands  which  have  been  referred 
to  to-day,  lands  which  are  larger  than  all  the 
cultivated  lands  in  the  whole  Dominion,  have  been 
handed  over  to  railway  corporations  without  the 
slightest  restriction  as  to  the  price  at  which  they 
may  be  sold,  and  not  only  that  hut  additional 
grants  have  been  made  to  colonization  companies 
in  commutation  of  their  claims  in  addition  to  the 
lands  which  have  been  handed  over  to  private 
speculators.  How  has  this  system  worked  ?  We 
were  told,  when  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
Company  received  their  charter,  that  this  was  one 
of  the  great  reasons  for  giving  that  company  such 
great  powers,  that  they  would  really  be  a 
colonization  company,  that  it  would  be  in 
their  interest  to  have  these  lands  ,  settled  up  as 
rapidly  as  possible,  and  the  natural  result  would 
be  that  they  would  be  immigration  agencies,  that 
they  would  have  their  agents  in  the  old  coun¬ 
try  inducing  the  people  to  settle  up  our  North- 
West  lands.  How  have  events  justified  the  pre¬ 
dictions  then  made  ?  They  have  done  absolutely 
nothing.  They  have  held  these  lands  for  purposes 
of  sale  at  the  highest  price  they  can  wring  from  in¬ 
tending  settlers.  And  not  only  that,  you  may  say 
that  it  is  to  their  interest  to  sell  those  lands  as 
soon  as  possible,  but  they  have  an  alternative 
policy.  These  lands  can  be  mortgaged,  and  railway 
companies  have  been  mortgaging  their  lands,  and 
it  becomes  a  question  whether  they  would  rather 
pay  the  rate  of  interest  on  the  mortgage  of  their 
lands  than  sell  the  lands,  whether  they  would  not 
rather  keep  the  land  for  a  rise  in  the  price  and 
make  money  by  the  transaction.  For  example  :  if 
they  can  borrow  money  on  their  land  at  a 
low  rate  of  interest,  and  have  the  prospect  of 
doubling  or  trebling  the  value  of  that  land  in  ten 
years,  the  question  is  whether  it  is  not  better  for 
them'to  pay  the  low  rate  of  interest  than  to  sell 
the  land  now,  and  they  will  adopt  the  plan  by 
which  they  will  make  the  most  money.  I  say  that 
the  system  of  giving  these  lands  into  the  hands  of 
railway  corporations  without  fixing  a  price  at 
which  they  are  compelled  to  sell  them,  has 
been  one  of  the  greatest  hinderances  to  the 
settlement  of  the  North-West,  and  it  seems  to  be  a 
matter  which  this  country  cannot  readily  remedy. 
The  only  way  I  can  see  is  that  the  people  who  have 
municipal  institutions  in  those  countries  shall  tax 
these  lands  at  the  highest  rates  the  law  will  allow. 
It  has  been  pointed  out  to-day  that  this  system  has 
had  disastrous  eiiects  upon  settlement.  We  have 
been  told  again  and  again  that  there  are  lands  yet 
ungranted,  free  to  intending  settlers.  But  where 
are  those  lands  ?  Are  they  anywhere  within  reason¬ 
able  distance  of  railways?  When  a  man  goes  into 
a  new  country  the  first  consideration  is  to  get 
good  land  to  settle  upon  ;  the  next  consideration 
is,  are  there  railway  facilities  for  getting  the  pro¬ 
duce  to  market,  are  there  facilities  for  schools  and 
churches,  are  there  facilities  for  good  neighbour¬ 
hood  ?  But  all  these  inducements  to  settle  a  coun¬ 
try  are  wanting  when  the  lands  are  given  over  to 
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speculators  who  may  hold  them  ten,  twenty  or 
thirty  years,  in  pursuance  of  a  plan  which  they 
think  will  bring  them  the  most  money.  I  am  glad 
the  member  for  North  Norfolk  has  brought  this 
resolution  forward,  because  I  believe  it  will  be  the 
means  of  drawing  public  attention  to  the  fact  that 
enormous  quantities  of  land  have  been  locked  up 
from  settlement ;  and  I  hope  the  resolution  will  be 
the  means  of  bringing  public  opinion  to  bear  upon 
the  Government  so  that  in  the  future  the  lands 
that  yet  remain  will  not  be  locked  up  in  the  same 
way,  and  that  some  means  will  be  adopted  to  have 
these  lands  opened  for  settlement. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  Before  the  motion  is  put  to 
the  House  I  may  be  permitted  a  few  moments  to 
reply  to  some  of  the  points  made  by  my  hon.  friend 
the  Minister  of  the  Interior.  I  doubt  whether  the 
hon.  gentleman  was  justified  in  assuming  that  my 
position  with  regard  to  this  matter  was  one  of 
utter  hostility  to  land  grants  of  any  character  or 
to  any  extent  whatever.  The  drift  of  my  argu¬ 
ment,  I  think,  was  to  show  that  the  grants  made 
for  the  purpose  of  promoting  the  construction  of 
railways  in  the  North A\  est,  had  bden  excessively 
large,  that  the  Government  had  not  exercised  due 
caution  in  this  matter,  and  had  made  land  grants 
far  in  advance  of  the  wants  of  the  country,  had 
made  land  grants  to  speculative  companies,  and 
made  these  grants  to  an  extent  which  was  likely 
to  prove,  in  many  respects,  disastrous  to  the  inter¬ 
ests  of  that  country.  Now,  I  think  the  admission 
made  by  that  hon.  gentleman  himself  goes  far  to 
prove  the  position  I  took  in  this  matter,  when  he 
informs  the  House  that  12,000,000  acres  of  land 
grants  made  to  roads  in  that  country  will  lapse. 
If  that  is  the  case,  certainly  we  are  warranted  in 
assuming  that  the  Government  has  made  land 
grants  to  railway  companies  to  the  extent  of  12,- 
000,000  acres  and  has  not  enquired  with  sufficient 
care  into  the  character  of  each  company,  and  has 
actually  made  grants  to  companies  of  straw,  who 
are  not  likely  to  carry  out  their  stipulations  with 
the  Government,  or  to  construct  the  road  for  which 
these  grants  were  made. 

The  hon.  Minister  refers  to  a  speech  made 
by  myself,  I  understood  him  to  say,  in  *1878. 
The  occasion  upon  which  that  speech  was  made 
was  the  introduction  of  a  Bill  by  my  hon.  friend 
the  present  member  for  Both  well  "(Mr.  Mills), 
then  Minister  of  the  Interior.  That  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  introduced  a  Bill  of  a  general  character  for 
the  purpose  of  promoting  railway  construction  in 
the  No^'th- West,  which  of  course  was  then  a  new 
country  and  had  not  been,  reached  by  railway  at  all. 
The  line  from  Lake  Superior  to  the  Red  River  was 
not  constructed,  and  that  country  had  no  railway 
outlet.  Now,  the  character  of  that  Bill  was  briefly 
this:  The  hon.  member  made  general  provisions  for 
the  aid  of  railway  lines  ;  the  maximum  grant  of 
land,  I  think,  was  12.800  acres  per  mile  in  remote 
districts  ;  but  in  the  Red  River  district  the  grant 
was  to  be  6,400  acres  per  mile.  The  Bill  had  this 
feature  which  commended  it  to  me  and  which  made 
it  infinitely  preferable  to  any  Bill  that  the  Govern¬ 
ment  has  presented,  in  that  it  limited  the  price  that 
railway  companies  receiving  these  land  grants  were 
permitted  to  ask  for  their  lands  ;  the  price  ivas 
limited,  if  my  memory  serves  me,  to  $2  per  acre, 
and  if  lands  were  sold  in  excess  of  that  price, 
such  excess  went  into  the  treasury  of  the  country. 
Mr.  Armstrong. 


1  he  Government  of  that  day  also  reserved  certain 
powers  to  themselves  with  reference  to  acting  as 
trustee  over  these  lands,  and  the  utmost  care  was 
taken  to  guard  the  public  interest,  and  to  prevent 
railways  from  receiving  returns  from  the  land  grants 
in  excess  of  the  amount  required  to  render  aid 
sufficient  to  enable  them  to  construct  their  lines. 
Now,  I  have  nothing  to  retract  in  what  I  may  have 
said  at  that  time  about  the  propriety  or  the  neces¬ 
sity  of  fostering  the  construction  of  railway  lines. 

I  have  not  said  anything  to-day  that  would  war¬ 
rant  the  assumption  that  I  am  utterly  opposed  to 
railway  grants.  What  I  have  said, '  and  w  hat  I 
reiterate  now,  is  that  the  Government,  in 
voting  aid  to  railways,  should  act  in  the  spirit  of 
prudence,  should  examine  the  standing  of  the  com¬ 
panies  proposing  to  eonstru ct  sections  of  roads ,  should . 
satisfy  themselves  as  to  the  bond  fides  of  the  pro¬ 
posals,  should  satisfy  themselves  that  the  company 
had  business  responsibilities  and  a  business  standing 
and  business  methods,  and  intended  to  proceed  with 
the  business  of  the  construction  of  theroad ;  and  the 
Government  having  satisfied  themselves  on  these 
points,  would  then  be  warranted  in  making  grants 
to  such  an  extent  as  was  necessary  and  prudent.  I 
was  aiming  my  criticisms  largely  to  a  condemnation 
of  the  policy  of  fostering  companies  of  straw,  of 
making  grants  far  in  advance  of  the  requirements 
of  the  country,  of  tying  up  enormous  areas  of  land 
by  covering  them  with  charters  for  roads  that  it 
should  be  known  to  the  Government  would  not 
be  constructed  for  many  years.  I  also  made 
allusion  to  the  granting  of  lands  in  aid  of  the 
construction  of  branch  lines,  and  that  was  a  point, 
so  far  as  I  noticed,  that  the  Minister  of  the  Interior 
did  not  refer  to.  I  made  the  assertion  that  grants 
had  been  made  to  branch  lines  that  would  inevit¬ 
ably  be  constructed  without  any  aid  whatever,  by 
the  main  trunk  line,  wdiich  would  construct  them 
as  feeders  just  as  soon  as  their  business  required 
it.  Now,  we  had  a  discussion  here  last  session 
where  it  was  showm  that  a  company  had  receive* l 
a  grant  by  Order  in  Council  for  60  miles  of  road 
that  v^as  actually  built ;  they  had  gone  on  and 
built  that  60  miles  of  road  because  their  interests 
required  that  they  should  reach  certain  coal  fields, 
and  after  building  their  line  they  made  application 
for  this  land,  and  a  grant  for  60  miles  of  road  was 
made  to  them.  Now,  I  hold  that  many  of  these 
branch  lines  required  no  aid  whatever,  and  that  the 
Government  in  pursuing  the  policy  it  has  in  making 
grants  to  an  enormous  extent,  in  locking  up 
42,000,000  acres  of  land  in  the  North-West,  in 
granting  over  a  thousand  acres  for  every  family  in 
that  country  to  provide  means  for  that  family 
to  have  ingress  and  egress,  lias  gone  too  far,  has  gone 
too  fast ;  and  the  prime  object  of  my  motion  was  to 
call  attention  to  this  fact  and  to  exhort  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  to  implore  the  Government  to  be  more  care¬ 
ful  of  the  great  interests  placed  in  their  hands)'  to 
realize  that  the  management  of  millions  of  acres  in 
the  North-West  was  a  trust  of  immense  importance, 
that  that  was  a  country  yet  to  teem  witli  popula¬ 
tion,  that  its  resources  were  to  be  developed,  that 
it  was  the  heart  of  the  nation,  and  that  mismanage¬ 
ment  now  might  be  fatal  to  the  interests  of  that 
country  in  the  future  when  population  poured  in 
there  and  the  resources  were  developed.  I  was  ’ 
simply  asking  them  to  build  wisely  and  to  lay  the 
foundations  properly,  to  guard  the  interests  of  this 
country  with  jealous  care,  and  not  to  pass  into  the 
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hands  of  cormorant  corporations  and  trusts  lands 
that  they  ought  to  keep  and  to  guard  for  the  peo¬ 
ple.  I  hope  that  the  Government  will  be  animated 
by  that  spirit  in  dealing  with  this  question,  and 
when  these  12,000,000  acres  of  land  now  granted 
shall  lapse,  I  trust  the  Government  will  exercise 
the  utmost  care  as  to  the  manner  in  which  they 
will  grant  any  portion  of  those  lands  again  to  cor¬ 
porations  to  aid  in  the  construction  of  railways. 
We  shall  have  no  fault  to  find  with  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  we  shall  have  no  complaint  to  make,  if  their 
policy  in  this  regard  is  a  prudent  policy,  if  they  pro¬ 
ceed  as  fast  as  prudence  requires,  if  they  make 
grants  to  the  extent  that  the  interests  of  the 
country  require — if  they  do  this  it  will  be  well. 
But  I  think  42,000,000  acres  of  land  have  been 
granted  in  that  country  to  promote  the  construction 
of  railroads,  when  there  are  only  a  quarter  of  a 
million  of  inhabitants  there,  a  quantity  one-half 
as  large  as  that  granted  in  the  United  States 
to  develop  a  region  with  a  population  of  over 
25,000,000,  that  fact  bears  on  its  face  a  refu¬ 
tation  of  the  assertion  that  the  policy  of  the 
Government  has  been  justified  in  every  respect. 
I  hope  that  the  discussion  of  this  question,  and  I 
did  not  intend  to  discuss  it  except  in  a  spirit  of 
fairness  and  candour,  will  bear  good  fruit,  and  we 
may  realize  more  fully  than  we  have  done  the 
importance  of  dealing  with  our  public  domain  in 
the  North-West  with  care  and  prudence  and  in  the 
interest  of  the  people. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

I.  C.  R.— LIVE  STO.CK  RATES. 

Mr.  WOOD  (Westmoreland)  moved  for  : 

Return  showing:  1.  Tariffs  in  force  on  live  stock  on  the 
Intercolonial  Railway,  and  all  changes  in  same  during 
the  last  five  years;  2.  Number  of  cattle  shipped  from 
Sackville,  Nappan,  Au  Lac  and  Amherst  stations  each 
year,  with  destination,  distinguishing  between  car  load 
lots  and  less  than  car  load  lots. 

He  said  :  Some  very  important  changes  were  made 
in  the  Intercolonial  freight  tariff  on  live  stock  some 
two  or  three  years  ago.  I  put  a  question  on  the 
Order  Paper  some  weeks  ago,  asking  for  the  last 
changes  which  were  made  in  the  tariff.  The  answer 
given  me  was  that  the  tariff  went  into  force  on  the 
24th  April,  1890.  The  changes,  however,  made  in 
that  were  very  slight  and  unimportant,  and  do  not 
include  the  more  important  changes  which  I  pre¬ 
sume  were  made  some  time  previously,  and  which 
was  the  information  I  desired  to  obtain.  In  the 
first,  part  of  this  motion  I  have  asked  for  the  changes 
that  have  taken  place  during  the  last  five  years,  and 
they  no  doubt  will  include  the  more  important 
changes  and  the  information  sought  for.  Since 
these  important  changes  were  made  we  have  had 
very  frequent  complaints  in  the  County  of  West¬ 
moreland  from  those  engaged  in  the  cattle  trade, 
and  also  from  a  similar  class  of  persons  so  engaged 
in  the  County  of  Cumberland.  The  claim  is  that 
these  changes  have  operated  very  much  to  the  dis¬ 
advantage  of  small  shippers.  It  is  said  that  the 
changes  are  very  considerable,  that  the  increase  in 
rates  on  single  animals  or  on  animals  shipped  in  less 
lots  than  by  the  car  load  was  from  75  to  100  per  cent, 
while  the  rates  on  car  load  lots  were  changed  very 
slightly.  The  effect,  they  claim,  has  been  to  very 
seriously  injure  the  trade  of  the  farmers  and  small 
dealers  in  those  localities.  Before  those  changes 


were  made  farmers  were  in  the  habit  of  dealing 
directly  with  the  butchers  in  the  large  cities,  such 
as  St.  John  and  Halifax.  They  were  able,  in  deal¬ 
ing  in  that  way  directly,  to  obtain  better  prices  for 
their  stock  and  to  ship  them  at  convenient  times. 
They  claim  now  that  the  increase  in  the  tariff  has 
taken  away  any  advantages  which  they  had  from 
this  mode  of  carrying  on  their  business,  and  that  it 
has,  indeed,  placed  the  whole  business  in  the  hands 
of  the  drovers.  It  is  claimed  too  that  the  business 
which  was  formerly  done  with  the  small  towns  has 
been  very  seriously  affected,  particularly  with  the 
towns  of  Chatham  and  Newcastle  on  the  Miramichi. 
The  markets  in  those  places  are  limited.  The 
dealers  are  not  able  to  sell  advantageously  by  car 
load  lots,  and  the  trade  which  was  formerly  done 
has  been,  they  claim,  largely  interfered  with  and 
very  much  lessened  by  those  changes  in  rates.  It. 
is  also  said  that  the  effect  has  not  been  to  the 
advantage  of  the  Intercolonial.  On  this  point  I 
am  not  in  a  position  at  present  to  express  an 
opinion ;  but  the  claim  set  up  by  those  in  the 
trade  is  that  the  receipts  of  the  railway  since  those 
changes  were  made  are  less  than  they  were  before. 
I  have  before  me  freight  rates  between  Sack¬ 
ville  and  some  of  the  points  which  I  have 
mentioned.  I  find  that  the  car  load  rate  from 
Sackville  to  Halifax  is  $25,  that  the  rate  for  a 
single  animal  over  the  same  distance  is  $3.30. 
A  car  carries  from  15  to  18  animals.  Taking  the 
small  number,  15,  this  makes  the  rate  on  small 
lots  just  double  the  car  load  rate,  and  where  a 
larger  number  are  placed  in  the  car,  as  is  often  the 
case  in  those  localities,  where  the  cattle  are  not 
very  large,  the  proportion  is  increased  from  100  to 
150  per  cent.  We  do  not  claim,  of  course,  that 
single  animals  or  small  lots  should  be  carried  at  the 
same  rates  as  animals  are  carried  by  the  car  load, 
but  it  appears  to  some  of  us,  at  all  events,  that  the 
disproportion  is  too  great  It  will  be  seen  that  it 
costs  a  small  shipper,  who  ships  his  animals  singly, 
as  much  to  convey  eight  animals  from  Sackville  to 
the  place  I  have  named,  as  it  would  a  large  shipper 
to  convey  a  car  load.  This  gives  the  large  shipper  as 
against  the  small  one  an  advantage  of  free  carriage 
of  eight  or  ten  cattle  on  every  car  load.  In  the 
motion  which  I  had  placed  on  the  Paper  I  limited 
the  statement  of  places  from  which  cattle  are 
shipped  to  Sackville  and  Nappan  ;  I  should  like  to 
include  Au  Lac  and  Amherst.  These  four  stations 
will  embrace  the  principal  shipping  districts  in 
those  two  counties.  My  object  in  moving  the  motion 
is  to  get  the  information  necessary  in  order  to 
enable  us  to  form  a  correct  judgment  as  to  whether 
there  is  any  ground  for  these  rates  to  be  changed, 
and  to  show  just  what  has  been  the  effect  on  the 
cattle  trade,  and  upon  the  interests  of  the  Inter¬ 
colonial  Railway,  of  the  changes  in  the  tariff  which 
were  made. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

THE  LATE  PIERRE  ALEXANDRE  DENIS 
DE  LA  RONDE. 

Mr.  BERGERON  moved  for  : 

Copies  of  all  papers,  information.  &c.,  respecting  the 
succession  of  the  late  Pierre  Alexandre  Denis  de  laRonde, 
due  de  St.  Simon,  in  his  lifetime  of  the  village  of  Valley- 
field.  in  the  County  of  Beauharnois.  more  especially— 1.  Of 
the  deeds  of  sale  bearing  date  the  19th  December,  1771,  and 
the  22nd  August,  1778,  by  Dame  AngOique  Denis  de  St. 
Simon  to  the  Crown  of  England  ;  2.  Copies  of  a  judgment 
of  date  the  20th  April,  1842,  No.  406,  Court  of  Queen’s 
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Bench,  Quebec— in  which  case  Alexandre  Thibaudiere  de 
la  Ronde  is  plaintiff  and  Mictiel  Tessier,  defendant;  3. 
Copies  of  the  acknowledgments  and  receipts  which  the  de¬ 
ceased  had  given  to  the  English  Government,  either  on 
account  of  the  leasing  of  his  lands,  or  on  account  of  the 
price  of  sale  ;^4.  Copies  of  a  lease  for  99  years,  running 
from  1778  to  1877,  for  the  lands  belonging  to  him ;  6.  Copies 
ot  documents  showing  who  are  the  last  proprietors  of  the 
roperty  derived  from  this  succession  in  the  city  of  Que- 
ec  and  the  Seigniory  of  Rigaud. 

He  said  :  The  gentleman  whose  name  is  mentioned 
in  this  motion  was  Mr.  Pierre  Alexandre  Denis  de 
la  Ronde,  due  de  St.  Simon,  who  died  the  other 
day  in  iny  county.  He  had  a  number  of  papers, 
some  of  which  are  believed  to  be  in  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Justice  or  the  Department  of  Finance,  and 
it  is  asked  that  these  papers  should  be  obtained 
now.  I  know  some  years  ago,  I  got  some  money 
for  him  in  connection  with  certain  titles  to  land, 
and  I  was  told  since,  that  many  of  these  papers, 
titles,  &c. ,  had  been  sent  to  Quebec  by  an  agreement 
between  the  Dominion  and  Provincial  Governments, 
for  matters  concerning  civil  rights,  because  most  of 
the  properties  on  which  he  had  claims  are  in  the 
Province  of  Quebec.  The  old  gentleman  died  the 
other  day  and  his  sons  have  consulted  a  lawyer 
about  these  claims,  and  this  legal  gentleman  has 
written  to  me  asking  me  to  ask  for  these  docu¬ 
ments,  so  that  if  there  are  any  here  he  may  have 
them,  and  if  they  are  not  here  we  will  be  able  to 
find  them  in  possession  of  the  Quebec  Govern¬ 
ment. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  The  only  connection 
which  this  gentleman  had  with  the  Department  of 
-Justice  was  the  fact  that  he  was  entitled  to  rents 
which  were  commuted .  under  the  Act  relating  to 
the  abolition  of  seignorial  tenures.  So  far  as  I 
know  the  matter  was  closed  years  ago. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

ELECTORAL  DISTRICTS  OF  BRITISH 
COLUMBIA. 

Mr,  MARA  moved  for  : 

Return  showing  the  number  of  voters  in  the  several 
‘electoral  districts  of  the  Province  of  British  Columbia, 
and  the  number  of  voters  in  each  polling  district  of  the 
'electoral  district. 

He  said  I  would  ask  that  this  return  be  laid  on 
the  Table  before  the  Redistribution  Bill  comes  up 
for  discussion 

Motion  agreed  to. 


RETURNS  ORDERED. 

Copies  of  all  pleadings,  orders,  and  judgments  and 
■other  papers  in,  or  in  connection  with,  the  suit  of  Logan 
vs.  the  City  of  Winnipeg,  being  a  suit  to  test  the  constitu¬ 
tionality  of  the  “  Manitoba  School  Act.”— (Mr.  Watson.) 

.  A  copy  of  the  report  of  the  Inspector  of  Customs,  N.S.» 
in  reference  to  the  est;*blishmentof  a  port  of  entry  at  West 
Bay,  in  the  County  of  Inverness.— (Mr.  Cameron.) 

A  copy  of  the  report  of  the  Inspector  of  Nova  Scotia,  in 
reference  to  the  establishment  of  a  port  of  entry  at  Why- 
cocomagh,  in  the  County  of  Inverness.— (Mr.  Cameron.) 

THE  CASE  OF  P.  I).  DOI)S. 

Mr.  CURRAN  moved  for  : 

Papers  in  connection  with  the  case  of  P.  D.  Dods, 
and  reports  on  loss  of  glaziers’  diamonds  in  the  customs 
warehouse  at  Montreal. 

He  said  :  I  am  glad  that  my  lion,  friend  the  present 
Minister  of  Militia,  who  was  formerly  the  Minister 
Mr.  Bergeron. 


of  Customs,  is  here,  as  I  wish  to  direct  his  attention 
to  the  facts  of  this  case.  I  am  satisfied  that  when 
he  and  the  Minister  of  Justice  will  have  taken 
cognizance  of  what  has  transpired  in  the  matter, 
justice  will  be  done  to  this  firm.  The  facts  are  very 
few.  It  appears  that  the  firm  of  P.  D.  Dods  &  Co. 
imported  to  Montreal,  from  England,  a  box  con¬ 
taining  glaziers’  diamonds.  The  arrival  of  the 
goods  w'as  reported  in  Montreal,  and  Dods  &  Co. 
went  to  the  customs  house  and  there  paid  the  duty 
on  the  diamonds  imported.  The  customs  carter 
gave  a  receipt  for  the  goods  at  the  Grand  Trunk 
Railway  station  and  brought  them  to  the  customs 
warehouse.  The  amount  of  money  paid  by  Dods 
&  Co.  was  $107  duty  on  about  $350  w'ortli  of  their 
diamonds.  They  asked  for  the  delivery  of  their 
goods,  but  they  were  told  they  could  not  have 
them  until  they  had  been  examined.  For  three  days 
the  firm  called  upon  the  authorities  and  asked  for 
these  goods,  but  on  the  third  day  they  were  in¬ 
formed  that  the  box  had  been  just  opened  and  it  was 
found  to  be  empty.  The  department  was  commu¬ 
nicated  with  and  an  enquiry  was  ordered  under  the 
superintendence  of  the  late  Mr.  Lewis,  surveyor  of 
the  port  of  Montreal.  He  took  evidence  on  the 
matter  and  came  to  the  conclusion  that  the  goods 
had  been  stolen  from  the  warehouse.  That,  it 
appears,  did  not  satisfy  the  department,  and  another 
enquiry  was  ordered,  and  the  surveyor  came  to  the 
same  conclusion  as  before.  They  were  not  neces¬ 
sarily  stolen  by  any  of  the  employes  there,  the 
warehouse  being  open  at  all  hours  of  the  day  it  was 
quite  possible  for  a  stranger  to  have  gone  in  there 
and  to  have  taken  these  goods.  At  all  events,  one 
of  the  reasons  given  by  the  surveyor  of  the  port 
that  the  goods  had  been  stolen,  was,  that  from  the 
state  which  the  box  which  was  supposed  to  con¬ 
tain  these  diamonds,  w'as  in,  it  having  a  nail  pro¬ 
jecting  from  the  side,  it  was  perfectly  evident  that 
a  box  in  that  condition  would  never  have  been 
accepted  by  the  Government  carter  as  being  in 
good  order,  and  that  it  must  have  been  in  good 
order  at  the  time  it  was  received  at  the  warehouse. 
We  made  an  application  to  the  department  for 
reimbursement,  and  it. was  thought  only  reason¬ 
able  that,  if  the  goods  were  not  paid  for,  at  all 
events  the  $107  which  had  been  paid  as  duty  upon 
the  goods  should  be  reimbursed.  But  it  was  all 
in  vain,  and  we  took  a  suit  against  the  department. 
His  Honour  Air.  Justice  Burbidge  held  that  these 
goods,  having  been  imported  into  the  country, 
were  liable  for  duty,  that  the  money  had  been  pro¬ 
perly  collected,  and  that  under  the  law  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  were  not  responsible  for  the  loss  of  the 
goods  in  any  of  the  Government  warehouses.  The 
result  wras  that  the  importer  not  only  lost  his 
goods,  amounting  to  about  $350,  but  lost  his  $107 
paid  for  duty,  and  was  mulcted  in  the  costs, 
amounting  to  $300  more.  That  decision  it  was  im¬ 
possible  to  appeal  from,  owing  to  the  amount  at 
stake  being  less  than  $500.  In  any  case  I  appear 
before  Parliament  to  ask  that  the  Government, 
now  that  the  facts  of  the  case  are  known,  will  take 
it  into  their  consideration  whether  this  firm  should 
not  be  paid  back  their  money  under  the  peculiar 
circumstances  of  hardship  which  1  have  narrated. 
The  customs  law  is  extremely  rigid.  Any  goods 
brought  into  the  country  are  taken  possession  of 
by  the  authorities  for  the  protection  of  the  revenue, 
and  under  the  36th  section  of  the  Customs  Act  it 
is  provided  : 
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“  Unless  the  goods  are  to  be  warehoused  in  the  manner 
by  this  Act  provided,  the  importer  shall,  at  the  same 
time,  pay  down  or  cause  to  be  so  paid,  all  duties  upon  all 
goods  entered  inwards  ;  and  the  collector  or  other  proper 
officer  shall,  immediately  thereupon,  grant  his  warrant 
for  the  unlading  of  such  goods,  and  grant  a  permit  for  the 
conveyance  of  such  goods  further  into  Canada,  if  so 
required  by  the  importer.” 

Section  37  provides  : 

“  In  default  of  such  entry  and  landing,  or  production  of 
the  goods,  or  payment  of  duty,  the  officer  of  customs  may 
convey  the  goods  to  a  customs  warehouse,  or  some  secure 
place  appointed  by  the  collector  for  such  purpose,  there 
to  be  kept  at  the  risk  and  charge  of  the  owner.” 

So  that  the  law  provides  distinctly  and  clearly  that 
where  the  duty  has  not  been  paid  the  goods  shall 
be  taken  possession  of  and  kept  at  the  warehouse 
or  some  secure  place  at  the  risk  and  cost  of  the 
owner.  There  is  no  such  provision  made  where 
the  duty  has  been  paid,  and  the  inference  would 
naturally  be  that  where  the  goods  are  taken  pos¬ 
session  of  in  such  cases,  it  should  be  at  the  risk  and 
cost  of  the  Government.  The  authorities  have  not 
only  the  right  to  take  the  goods,  but  if  they  allow 
the  goods  to  go  out  of  their  possession,  and  at  any 
subsecpient  time  a  suspicion  arises  that  the  duties 
have  not  been  paid,  or  that  goods  have  been  smug¬ 
gled  in  cases  containing  other  goods  on  which 
duties  have  been  paid,  the  packages  can  be  taken  to 
the  custom  house  and  there  examined,  and  if  every¬ 
thing  is  found  right,  they  are  repacked  at  the 
costof  the  Government  and  returned  to  the  importer 
while  on  the  other  hand,  if  everything  is  not 
found  exactly  correct,  the  goods  are  confiscated  and 
penalties  imposed.  If  we  take  for  granted  that 
this  harsh  decision,  which  has  been  enforced  by  the 
Exchequer  Court,  is  really  the  law  of  the  land,  we 
know  that  in  a  great  many  cases,  where  for  instance 
proceedings  havebeen  instituted  againstthe  Govern¬ 
ment  for  damages  on  accountof  accidents  on  Govern¬ 
ment  railways,  and  other  cases  where  theGovernmenf 
was  not  technically  responsible  but  where  the  cir¬ 
cumstances  were  peculiarly  hard  in  their  nature, 
the  Government  took  that  hardship  into  consider¬ 
ation  and  paid  the  parties  the  damages  they  had 
incurred.  Now,  I  do  not  suppose  that  in  25  years 
such  a  case  as  the  present  one  would  likely  occur 
again.  In  view  of  the  uncertainty  of  the  law,  in 
view  of  the  fact  that  this  man  imported  these  goods 
and  paid  the  duty  in  good  faith,  and  waited  for 
three  days  until  those  in  charge  had  an  opportunity 
of  examining  the  box  containing  the  diamonds,  in 
view  of  all  the  circumstances  that  I  have  related,  I 
am  satisfied  that  my  lion,  friend  will  recommend 
that  the  money  be  reimbursed  to  the  importer,  and 
that  substantial  justice  will  be  done.  There  is  no 
equity  whatever  on  the  side  of  the  Government  in 
this  matter.  It  is  a  case  of  the  very  greatest  hard¬ 
ship,  and  I  am  sure  my  lion,  friend  who  resisted 
this  application  was  not  aware  of  all  that  had  taken 
place,  or  he  would  not  have  ordered  the  payment 
of  these  moneys.  This  matter  has  come  up  before 
the  Board  of  Trade  of  Montreal,  I  believe,  and  I 
have  been  requested  to  bring  it  under  the  notice  of 
the  Government,  and  I  am  sure  that  I  shall  not 
have  done  so  in  vain. 

Mr.  BOW  ELL.  There  are  no  objections  that  I 
am  aware  of  to  these  papers  being  laid  before  the 
House.  This  case  illustrates  one  of  the  difficulties 
that  arise  in  enforcing  any  customs  law.  I  do  not 
know  that  Canada  is  singular  in  that  respect.  All 
bonded  goods  are  known  to  lie  held  at  the  risk  of 
.the  owner,  and  consequently,  neither  in  Canada  or 


elsewhere,  has  responsibility  ever  been  assumed  for 
the  loss,  whether  in  warehouse  or  in  transmission 
from  the  vessel  in  which  they  are  brought  to  the 
country,  or  from  the  railway  station  to  the  ware¬ 
house  ;  and  I  think  the  House  will  readily  under¬ 
stand  that  if  any  Government  were  to  become  re¬ 
sponsible  for  the  loss  of  goods  under  such  circum¬ 
stances,  it  would  open  the  door  to  very  great  fraud 
and  that  there  would  be  no  end  to  the  demands 
which  would  be  made  on  the  public  exchequer  on 
account  of  goods  that  may  or  may  not  have  come 
into  the  country.  If  all  that  has  been  laid  down 
by  my  hon.  friend  were  to  be  carried  out,  all  that 
it  would  be  necessary  for  a  rogue  to  do  would  be 
to  pretend  to  import  into  the  country  very  valu¬ 
able  goods  and  send  them  to  the  warehouse,  and 
then,  upon  the  examination  of  the  package,  if  they 
are  not  found  to  be  there,  to  claim,  at  once, 
compensation  for  the  value  of  the  goods.  This 
principle  has  never  been  questioned.  The  practice 
that  prevailed  in  the  past,  and  which  prevails  now, 
is  simply  this  :  Goods  are  brought  into  the  country, 
invoices  are  presented  to  the  computing  clerks,  the 
rates  of  duty  upon  the  various  articles  are  checked, 
and  the  invoices  then  sent  to  the  examining  ware¬ 
houses  where  the  goods  are  examined.  It  may 
be  quite  true,  for  on  that  point  I  have  no  informa¬ 
tion,  that  it  took  three  days  to  have  them  examined, 
but  I  think  commercial  men  will  readily  understand 
that  in  many  cases  goods  are  necessarily  kept  much 
longer  than  three  days  in  the  warehouse  before  they 
can  be  examined.  In  a  large  port  like  Montreal, 
for  instance,  where  the  duties  collected  amount  to 
from  88,000,000 to  810,000,000  a  year,  and  where  the 
importation  is  principally  confined  to  the  spring  and 
the  fall,  it  would  be  utterly  impossible,  unless  we 
had  four  or  five  times  the  accommodation  that  now 
exists  in  that  large  city,  where  the  warehouse  accom¬ 
modation  is  pretty  large  as  it  is,  we  could  not  deliver 
the  goods  immediately  upon  their  arrival.  Certain 
delays  must  of  necessity  occur  ;  and  having  made 
some  enquiry  into  this  particular  branch  of  the 
subject,  which  has  been  discussed  a  good  deal  by 
boards  of  trade,  I  find  that  in  Canada  there  is  less 
delay  in  delivery  of  goods  than  in  any  other 
country  of  which  I  have  received  information,  and 
the  facilities  for  obtaining  goodsin  Canada  are  four¬ 
fold  greater  than  in  the  neighbouring  Republic 
where  the  restrictions  with  reference  to  examina¬ 
tion  and  delivery  are  much  greater.  If  on  the  receipt 
of  the  invoices,  upon  which  the  rate  of  duty  has 
been  fixed  by  the  appraiser  or  those  whose  duty  it 
is  to  examine  the  goods,  they  find  the  goods  are 
not  there,  they  at  once  report  ;  and  then  if,  as  is 
usual  when  the  entry  is  made,  the  duty  has  been 
paid,  the  parties  apply  for  a  refund  and  a  refund  is 
made.  Now,  I  have  made  enquiry  as  to  whether 
an  application  had  ever  been  made  in  this  case  for 
a  refund  of  the  duty.  I  understand  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  Montreal  says  it  was,  but  I  have  been 
informed  by  the  commissioner,  not  an  hour  ago, 
that  none  had  been  made.  I  asked  if  these  goods 
wrere  not  in  the  parcel  when  it  was  examined,  and 
was  informed  they  were  not.  The  presumption, 
therefore,  is  that  they  never  were  imported,  or  if 
the)’  w’ere,  they  must  have  been  stolen  prior  to  being 
sent  to  the  examining  warehouse.  I  enquired  why  the 
same  principle  was  not  acted  upon,  as  is  followed  in 
cases  where  the  goods  are  not  in  accordance  with 
the  order,  and  where  goods  are  returned,  or  where 
there  is  a  less  quantity  in  the  parcel  than  appears 
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in  the  invoice,  a  refund  of  the  duty  being  made  in 
each  case.  The  answer  to  that  was,  that  the  case 
had  been  taken  to  court  at  once,  not  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  obtaining  a  refund  of  the  duty,  but  for  the 
purpose  of  compelling  the  government  to  pay  the 
value  of  the  diamonds  alleged  to  have  been  in  this 
box.  I  quite  agree  that  if  there  was  evidence  of 
the  goods  having  actually  been  imported  but  stolen, 
no  matter  where,  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  to  collect  the  amount  paid  as  duty  ;  but 
acting  upon  the  principle  that  the  diamonds  did  not 
come  into  Canada  a  recommendation  was  made  some 
time  ago  to  the  Treasury  Board  for  the  refunding  of 
the  amount  of  duty  paid,  upon  the  presumption,  not 
that  the  goods  were  stolen  when  in  our  possession 
or  in  transit  from  the  vessel  to  the  customs  ware¬ 
house,  but  upon  the  presumption  that  the  goods 
never  were  imported.  As  the  judge  properly  said, 
if  the  goods  were  imported,  the  duty  was  legally 
and  properly  collected.  If  they  never  were  im¬ 
ported,  or  were  stolen  on  board  ship  or  in  transit 
from  the  vessel  to  the  warehouse,  the  Govern¬ 
ment  equitably  ought  not  to  retain  the  amount 
of  duty  paid.  Acting  upon  that  principle,  the 
recommendation  has  been  made  for  the  refund¬ 
ing  of  the  amount  of  duty  paid.  How  theamoiTnt 
could  have  been  $107  I  am  at  a  loss  to  know,  if  the 
value  of  the  diamonds  were  only  $300  or  $350,  be¬ 
cause  if  they  came  in  the  rough  they  would  be 
free,  and  if  they  came  in  manufactured  or  set  the 
duty  would  be  from  20  to  35  per  cent.  I  am  quite 
satisfied  from  the  practical  experience  I  have  had, 
that  to  change  the  law  in  the  direction  indicated  by 
the  board  of  trade  would  not  be  practical  ;  and  I 
am  inclined  to  think  they  made  their  representa¬ 
tions  to  the  department  without  a  full  knowledge 
of  all  the  facts.  To  change  the  law  in  the  direc¬ 
tion  asked  would  be  to  place  the  Government  in  the 
position  of  being  mulcted  in  very  large  sums  of 
money  upon  goods  never  brought  into  the  country. 
The  whole  system  of  bonding  goods  is  for  the  bene¬ 
fit  of  the  merchants.  The  principle  upon  which 
all  customs  laws  is  founded  is  that  duty  should  be 
collected  at  once  on  the  arrival  of  the  goods  ;  and 
it  is  in  order  to  facilitate  trade  and  assist  the  mer¬ 
chants  by  not  compelling  them  to  pay  large  sums 
in  duty  for  goods  which  they  do  not  require  to  put 
on  the  market  for  some  time,  that  the  system  of 
bonding  warehouses  was  established.  I  hope  that 
the  action  of  the  department  in  making  this  recom¬ 
mendation  to  remit  the  duty  will  be  looked  upon 
favourably  by  the  Governor  in  Council. 

Mr.  CURRAN.  What  about  the  costs  ? 

Mr.  BOA  ELL.  We  will  let  the  lawyers  settle 
that  among  them.  A  e  will  try  to  do  justice  to  the 
importer,  acting  on  the  presumption  that  these 
goods  never  came  into  the  country,  and  he  may 
settle  with  his  lawyers  who  advised  him  to  go  into 
court  in  this  matter.  He  or  they  must  be  the 
sufferers. 

Mr.  CURRAN.  In  reply  to  my  hon.  friend,  I 
would  just  direct  his  attention  to  the  English  Act, 
section  85  : 

If  any  goods  shall  be  taken  out  of  any  warehouse 
without  due  entry,  the  occupier  of  such  warehouse  shall 
forthwith  pay  the  duties  due  upon  such  goods  ;  and  every 
person  taking  out  any  goods  from  any  warehouse  without 
payment  of  duty,  or  who  shall  aid,  assist,  or  be  concerned 
Therein,  and  every  person  who  shall  destroy  or  embezzle 
any  goods  duly  warehoused,  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a 
misdemeanour  and  shall,  upon  conviction,  suffer  the 
Mr.  Bowell. 


unishment  by  law  inflicted  in  cases  of  misdemeanour  ; 
ut  if  such  person  shall  be  an  officer  of  customs  or  excise 
not  acting  in  the  due  execution  of  his  duty,  and  shall  be 
prosecuted  to  conviction  by  the  importer,  consignee  or 
proprietor  of  such  goods,  no  duty  shall  be  payable  for  or 
in  respect  of  such  goods  and  the  damage  occasioned  by 
such  destruction  or  embezzlement  shall,  with  the  sanction 
of  the  commissioners  of  the  treasury,  be  repaid  or  made 
good  to  such  importer,  consignee  or  proprietor  by  the  Com¬ 
missioner  of  Customs.” 

My  hon.  friend  has  suggested  that  it  would  be  a 
very  dangerous  thing  for  the  public  at  large  to 
make  any  change  with  regard  to  the  stringency  of 
our  regulations,  and  he  says  that  any  person  might 
make  a  fictitious  entry  of  goods  which  had  not  been 
imported  at  all,  and  the  Government  would  be 
liable  through  his  dishonest  acts.  That  is  all  very 
well  in  regard  to  the  case  of  rogues,  but  in  the 
case  of  a  firm  occupying  a  respectable  position  in 
the  commercial  world  it  would  not  happen,  and  it 
is  quite  competent  for  the  authorities  to  make 
enquiries  as  to  the  standing  of  a  particular  person 
who  may  have  a  claim  against  the  Government  as 
P.  D.  Hods  had  in  this  case.  I  think  the 
Government  incurs  very  little  danger  in  dealing 
with  people  of  known  responsibility.  My  hon. 
friend  has  stated  that  there  is  nothing  in  the 
department  to  show  that  any  application  was- 
made  for  a  refund  of  that  duty.  If  there  are  no 
papers  there,  I  have  a  recollection  of  going; 
there  twenty-five  or  thirty  times  to  get  the 
matter  settled  before  action  was  finally  taken, 
but  no  offer  was  made  to  refund  the  duty  which  I 
think  was  improperly  exacted.  Two  investigations 
took  place  at  the  instance  of  the  department,  and 
the  matter  was  again  brought  before  the  notice  of 
my  hon.  friend.  I  am  sorry  that  my  hon.  friend,, 
who  states  he  is  going  to  recommend  that  the  $107 
should  be  restored  to  the  pocket  of  my  constituent,, 
has  not  also  thought  it  consistent  with  his  mag¬ 
nanimous  disposition  to  reimburse  the  costs  which 
have  been  paid,  which  would  be  only  fair.  I  am 
satisfied  that  when  this  comes  before  the  Minister  of 
Justice,  who  understands  these  things  thoroughly,, 
he  will  see  that  the  matter  has  been  dealt  with 
unjustly,  and  that  it  is  unfair  that  this  respectable 
merchant  should  be  mulct,  especially  as  the 
department  is  not  likely  to  be  troubled  with  any¬ 
thing  of  the  same  kind  for  a  quarter  of  a  century 
to  come.  * 

Mr.  BCAYELL.  I  did  not  state  that  there  were 
no  papers  in  the  department,  but  that  I  was 
informed,  just  before  coming  to  the  House,  that 
no  application  had  been  made  for  a  refund  of  the 
duties  that  were  paid.  I  would  also  call  the  atten¬ 
tion  of  the  House  to  the  extract  from  the  English 
statute  which  was  read  b}r  my  hon.  friend,  in 
which  there  was  nothing  which  would  conflict  with 
our  own  law. 

Mr.  CURRAN.  The  only  thing  proven  was  that 
the  goods  were  stolen — I  do  not  say  by  any  one  in 
the  department — but  that  they  were  stoien  from 
the  warehouse  department.  I  know  most  of  the 
men  there,  and  I  believe  them  to  be  honest  men, 
but  two  reports  gave  the  opinion  that  they  were  so 
taken. 

Mr.  BO  A7  ELL.  The  surveyor’s  report  was,  that 
after  examining  the  case,  he  had  come  to  the 
conclusion  that  it  had  not  been  shown  whether  the 
goods  were  taken  from  the  case  after  or  before  their 
arrival.  There  was  not  a  particle  of  evidence  to 
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show  that  the  contents  of  the  packages  were  inter¬ 
fered  with  after  they  came  to  the  department. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

LORD’S  DAY  OBSERVANCE. 

House  resolved  itself  into  Committee  on  Bill 
(No.  2)  to  secure  the  better  observance  of  the  Lord’s 
Day,  commonly  called  Sunday. — (Mr.  Charlton.) 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Mr.  TISDALE.  I  have  a  few  remarks  to  offer 
in  connection  with  this  Bill  which  I  shall  conclude 
with  a  motion.  We  have  had  the  hon.  gentleman 
introducing  a  Bill  of  a  similar  sort  every  session 
since  I  have  had  the  honour  of  sitting  in  this  Par¬ 
liament  or  the  last  Parliament.  It  is  true  that 
the  Bill  as  now  introduced  is  much  smaller  than  it 
was  in  the  first  place,  but  I  do  not  think  there  is 
any  clause  in  this  Bill  that  should  occupy  the  at¬ 
tention  or  receive  the  assent  of  this  House.  Every 
provision  of  the  Bill  except  two  items  has  already 
been  regulated  by  the  Provincial  Legislature  of 
Ontario.  I  have  not  examined  the  other  provin¬ 
cial  laws,  but  I  apprehend  there  has  also  been 
legislation  in  the  same  respect  in  the  other  pro¬ 
vinces.  The  hon.  gentleman  who  introduces  this 
Bill  is  a  very  strong  advocate  of  provincial  rights 
upon  many  questions.  I  have  had  the  pleasure  of 
listening  to  him  many  times  in  my  province,  and 
sometimes  at  great  length  in  provincial  elections, 
and  I  have  never  found  a  greater  advocate  of  pro¬ 
vincial  rights.  I  am  also  an  advocate  of  provincial 
rights  within  proper  bounds.  I  deprecate  any 
interference  by  this  Government  or  this  Legisla¬ 
ture  with  the  Local  Legislature  within  proper 
bounds,  and  I  think  it  is  to  be  deprecated  that,  in 
these  matters  where  no  party  politics  is  concerned, 
any  gentleman  should  interfere  or  try  to  induce 
the  House  to  interfere  with  matters  of  provincial 
rights,  and  more  especially  when  these  matters  are 
an  interference  with  what  may  be  called  moral 
rights,  such  as  the  regulation  of  the  Sabbath  day. 
I  claim  liberty  of  conscience  in  all  matters.  I  have 
always  in  public  or  in  private  endeavoured  to  get 
people  to  understand  that,  while  I  have  views  of 
my  own,  I  am  willing  that  all  others  shall  exercise 
their  views  as  they  see  fit.  In  this  Bill,  except  in 
regard  to  the  management  of  the  canals  and  the 
Government  railways,  there  is  not  an  item  which 
any  gentleman  who  has  paid  the  slightest  attention 
to  the  legislative  powers  of  the  provinces  and  of  the 
Legislature  will  not  say  the  Provincial  Legislatures 
have  the  power  to  deal  with.  I  have  examined  the 
law  in  every  particular  that  this  Bill  pretends  to 
affect,  and  I  wish  to  repeat  that  the  Province  of 
Ontario  has  already  passed  laws  in  respect  to  those 
questions.  Now,  I  say  it  would  be  an  unwise,  I 
do  not  think  it  would  be  too  strong  a  term  to  say, 
it  would  be  a  deplorable  thing,  if  this  House,  even 
if  we  have  jurisdiction,  were  to  interfere  with  the 
views  of  the  Provincial  Legislatures  as  expressed  by 
them  or  as  mav  be  expressed  by  them  ;  it  would  be 
a  deplorable  thing,  in  my  opinion,  if  this  House  were 
for  one  moment  to  entertain  such  a  proposition.  As 
to  the  question  of  jurisdiction  there  are,  no  doubt, 
differences  of  opinion.  I  do  not  propose  to  argue 
one  way  or  the  other  upon  that,  because  I  think 
the  members  of  this  committee  and  the  members  of 
this  House  will  agree  with  the  proposition  that  as 
to  matters  where  Provincial  Legislatures  have  juris¬ 


diction,  we  should  leave  them  to  be  regulated  ac¬ 
cording  to  the  sentiment,  and  the  feeling,  and  the 
conscience  of  the  different  provinces  having  control 
over  them.  Now,  with  regard  to  the  management 
of  the  canals  and  the  Government  railways,  I  am 
satisfied  to  leave  it  in  the  hands  of  whatever  Gov¬ 
ernment  may  be  in  power.  If  hon.  gentlemen  op¬ 
posite  were  in  power,  I  would  be  quite  satisfied  to 
leave  in  their  hands  the  control  and  management  of 
these  public  works  on  the  Sabbath  day,  in  such  a 
manner  as  they  might  deem  proper.  I  say  it  is  a 
reflection  upon  the  Government,  it  is  a  reflection 
upon  the  parties,  I  care  not  which  party  may  be  in 
power,  to  say  that  it  is  necessary  to  ask  this  House 
to  pass  a  Bill  compelling  the  Government  of  the  day 
to  follow  a  certain  line  of  conduct  in  reference  to 
the  public  service  on  the  Sabbath  day.  I  beg,  there¬ 
fore,  without  further  remarks,  to  move  that  the 
committee  do  now  rise. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  The  Bill  which  is  now  under 
the  consideration  of  the  committee,  as  the  hon. 
member  for  South  Norfolk  (Mr.  Tisdale)  very 
truly  says,  is  a  Bill  that  I  have  presented  to  the 
House  on  two  occasions  before  this,  or  a  Bill  of  a 
similar  character.  This,  however,  is  the  first 
action  taken  by  the  House  of  Commons  on  this 
Bill.  The  Bill  as  now  presented  was  reported  by 
a  select  committee  last  session,  and  that  select 
committee,  with  all  deference  to  my  hon.  friend 
from  South  Norfolk,  took  a  view  of  this  matter 
quite  different  from  his  own.  The  committee 
eliminated  from  the  Bill  every  portion  of  it  that 
came  within  the  purview  of  provincial  legislation, 
and  retained  only  such  features  as,  in  their  opinion, 
pertained  to  Dominion  legislation.  There  were  six 
sections  of  the  Bill  eliminated,  there  were  four 
sections  retained,  and  the  four  sections  retained  by 
that  committee  are  the  sections  now  under  the 
consideration  of  this  House.  The  first  of  these 
sections  is  that  with  reference  to  the  publication  of 
Sunday  newspapers.  Now,  my  hon.  friend,  the 
Minister  of  Justice,  while  not  agreeing  with  me  as 
to  the  propriety  of  making  this  provision  with  re¬ 
gard  to  the  publication  of  Sunday  newspapers,  did 
agree  that  it  was  within  the  jurisdiction  of  this 
House  and  of  this  Government  to  make  the  provis¬ 
ion  that  this  Bill  asks  shall  be  made.  With  regard 
to  the  canals,  of  course,  it  is  not  necessary 
to  inform  my  hon.  friend  that  the  Provincial 
Legislatures  of  this  Dominion  have  no  jurisdiction 
whatever  in  the  matter  ;  and  when  he  says  he 
considers  it  a  reflection  upon  the  Government 
that  the  House  of  Commons  should  define  what  the 
Government  is  at  liberty  to  do  with  regard  to  the 
canals,  I  quite  disagree  with  the  hon,  gentleman. 
I  think  that  this  House  is  charged  with  certain 
functions,  that  it  is  not  necessary  to  delegate  its 
functions  to  the  Ministry,  and  that  it  is  no  reflec¬ 
tion  upon  the  Ministry,  no  reflection  upon  the 
Government  of  the  day,  to  discuss  the  question 
temperately,  and  after  discussion  to  arrive  at  a  de¬ 
cision,  as  representatives  of  the  people,  as  to  what 
policy  the  Government  shall  follow  with  regard  to 
the  management  of  the  canals.  Now,  the  Minis¬ 
ter  of  Justice  was  kind  enough  to  indicate  to  me 
same  days  ago  the  action  he  proposed  to  take  with 
regard  to  the  second  section  of  the  Bill  referring  to 
the  canals,  and  while  the  proposition  of  that  hon. 
gentleman  does  not  go  so  far  as  I  could  wish,  while 
it  comes  short  of  what  I  believe  to  be  the  proper 
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requirements  of  Divine  law  and  a  proper  regard  for 
the  welfare  of  the  subject  in  securing  to  him  his 
seventh  day’s  rest,  yet  I  shall  be  glad  to  accept  his 
proposition  if  I  cannot  get  more.  I  intended,  when 
this  Bill  was  referred  to  the  committee,  to  accept 
the  suggestion  of  my  hon.  friend  the  Minister  of 
Justice,  and  having  accepted  that  suggestion  and 
secured  what  he  was  willing  to  grant,  if  I  could  get 
no  more,  I  would  perforce,  have  been  satisfied  with 
that.  Now,  I  do  not  think  the  hon.  member  for 
South  Norfolk,  in  taking  the  position  he  docs  upon 
this  Bill,  will  commend  himself  very  strongly  to  the 
christain  sentiment  of  this  country. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  Yah  ! 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  I  hear  a  derisive  yah  !  The 
Dominion  of  Canada  is  a  part  of  the  British  Empire, 
and  the  British  Empire  is  a  Christian  nation,  and 
the  Queen  of  this  Empire  is  declared  to  be  the  Queen 
and  Defender  of  the  Faith  by  the  grace  of  God  ; 
and  there  are  laws  upon  the  Statute-book  of  every 
British  colony,  there  are  laws  upon  the  Statute- 
book  of  Great  Britain,  providing  for  the  observance 
of  the  Lord’s  Day  ;  and  to  assert  gravely  in  this 
House  that  it  is  derogatory  to  the  dignity  of  the 
Government  of  this  country,  and  a  piece  of  inter¬ 
ference  on  the  part  of  this  Dominion  Legislature 
with  the  rights  of  the  people,  to  make  provision 
within  our  jurisdiction  for  the  proper  observance  of 
the  Lord’s  Day  as  a  day  of  rest,  and  to  act  in  con¬ 
sonance  with  legislation  of  the  Empire,  is  a  posi- 
'  tion  I  am  surprised  to  see  the  hon.  gentleman  take. 
The  hon,  gentleman  alludes  with  some  facetiousness 
to  my  want  of  success  in  presenting  this  Bill.  Sir, 
I  am  accustomed  to  that  kind  of  raillery.  I  intro¬ 
duced  a  Bill  into  this  House  some  yeais  ago  and  it 
was  hooted  out  of  the  House.  I  introduced  it 
again,  and  it  was  treated  with  a  little  less  dis¬ 
respect  and  contumely  ;  I  introduced  it  a  third 
time,  and  it  secured  a  small  measure  of 
respect  ;  I  introduced  it  the  fourth  time,  and 
it  passed,  but  it  was  thrown  out  by  the 
Senate  ;  I  introduced  it  the  fifth  time,  and  it  passed 
here  and  the  Senate  treated  it  with  some  measure 
of  regard ;  I  introduced  it  the  sixth  time,  and  it 
passed  this  House  and  passed  the  Senate  ;  and  the 
leader  of  this  House,  the  Minister  of  Justice,  has 
since  approved  of  the  features  of  that  Bill  and 
has  even  gone  further  than  the  Bill  at  first 
asked  the  House  of  Commons  to  go,  although  the 
Bill  was  at  first  scouted  out  of  this  House.  Now, 
the  Bill  I  present  to-day  is  a  Bill  of  more  import¬ 
ance  than  that ;  it  is  a  Bill  that  commends  itself 
as  thoroughly  to  the  Christian  and  moral  sen¬ 
timent  of  this  country  as  that  Bill  did.  Hon. 
gentlemen  in  this  House  who  are  opposed  to  this 
kind  of  legislation,  may  rise  and  cast  discredit  upon 
the  sentiment  that  backs  the  Bill,  but  if  God 
spares  my  life,  if  that  Bill  is  thrown  out  to¬ 
day,  it  will  come  in  here  again,  it  will  come 
in  as  long  as  I  have  the  honour  to  sit 
in  this  House,  until  that  Bill  becomes  law. 
In  introducing  this  Bill  I  am  sustained  by  the 
Christian  sentiment  of  Canada,  by  the  worth  of 
Canada,  and  I  can  inform  the  hon.  member  for 
South  Norfolk  (Mr.  Tisdale),  anti  I  can  inform  other 
members  of  this  House,  that  it  would  be  well  for 
them  at  least  to  treat  this  matter  with  respect  and 
to  give  to  men  who  have  convictions  upon  this 
subject  the  benefit  of  supposing  they  are  acting 
honestly  in  pursuing  their  convictions  and  are 
Mr.  Charlton. 


worthy  of  fair  treatment  by  this  House.  Of  course 
at  this  stage  of  the  matter,  the  Bill  is  in  the  hands 
of  this  committee.  I  do  not  know  what  course 
the  leader  of  the  Government  intends  to  take, 
whether  he  intends  to  implement  his  promise  to 
me,  embodied  in  the  memorandum  I  hold  in  my 
hand,  which  covers  the  amendment  he  proposes  to 
make  to  section  2,  or  not.  Of  course,  I  am  in  his 
hands.  If  he  proposes  to  withdraw  from  that 
arrangement,  and  if  he  declines  to  carry  it  out,  and 
if  the  majority  of  the  committee  choose  to  rise, 
the  Bill  is  lost.  I  rest  the  matter  there  ;  I  rest  it, 
first,  on  the  decision  of  the  Minister  of  Justice  ; 
and,  second,  on  the  decision  of  the  committee  as 
to  what  should  be  done. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  So  far  as  I  am  con¬ 
cerned  I  must  answer  the  reference  which  the  hon. 
gentleman  has  made  to  me  at  this  moment.  I  beg 
to  say  to  him  that  so  far  as  our  understanding  is 
concerned,  I  adhere  to  it.  The  understanding  was 
simply  this  :  I  was  disposed  to  accept,  and  am  still 
disposed  to  accept,  a  provision  similar  in  principle 
to  that  embodied  in  the  second  section  of  his 
Bill,  but  to  make  an  amendment  which  the 
hon.  gentleman  holds  in  his  hands.  Personally  I 
am  unfavourable  to  the  other  sections  of  the  Bill, 
the  reasons  for  this  I  expressed  when  the  Bill  was 
before  the  House  last  session,  not  because  the  Bill 
is  beyond  our  powers,  for  I  think  it  is  not  beyond 
our  powers,  but  because  the  subjects  which  are 
legislated  upon  here  can  be  likewise  legislated  upon 
by  the  Provincial  Parliaments,  and  can  be  legis¬ 
lated  upon  by  them  with  more  effect  and  with  more 
knowledge  of  the  local  circumstances  than  we 
possess.  If  we  take  the  first  section,  w7e  have  an 
illustration  of  what  I  mean.  There  is  no  Sunday 
newspaper  published  in  any  part  of  Canada,  except 
one  in  British  Columbia,  I  am  told.  The  Bill  will 
prevent  the  publishing  of  any  Sunday  newspaper. 

I  think  it  is  more  within  the  duty  of  the  Legisla¬ 
ture  of  British  Columbia  to  say  whether  that  paper 
should  be  suppressed  or  not.  I  think  it  is  more 
competent  for  the  Provincial  Legislatures  in  other 
sections  of  the  country  to  say  wdiether  Sunday 
newspapers  ought  to  be  originated  or  not.  So  far 
as  I  am  concerned,  I  am  against  the  publishing  of 
Sunday  newspapers  ;  but  I  do  not  think  it  wise  for 
this  Parliament  to  legislate  on  this  subject,  and  if 
it  w7ere  left  to  my  choice,  I  would  prefer  very  much 
that  several  of  these  provisions  should  be  left  to 
the  Provincial  Legislatures  to  adopt,  if  they  please, 
for  when  they  were  adopted  by  those  Legislatures 
they  would  be  adopted  from  considerations  of 
policy,  of  which  they  are  better  judges  than  we. 
But  as  regards  the  second  section  of  the  Bill,  I 
stand  to  my  promise  to  the  hon.  gentleman,  and  if 
he  will  accept  my  amendment  I  am  in  favour  of 
the  clause  embodying  that  principle. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  I  am  willing  to  adopt  the 
amendment  of  the  Minister  of  Justice  in  regard  to 
the  second  section. 

Mr.  TISDALE.  I  cannot  allow  the  lecture  which 
the  hon.  member  for  North  Norfolk  (Mr.  Charlton) 
saw  fit  to  address  to  me  to  pass  unnoticed.  I  leave 
it  to  the  intelligence  and  fair-play  of  the  House  to 
decide  wdiether  during  his  wdiole  remarks  he  did 
not  endeavour  to  place  me  in  a  false  position  before 
the  public.  Did  I  say  anything  that  any  fair-minded 
man  could  distort  into  the  idea  that  I  did  not  treat 
the  measure  with  respect  ? 
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Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  No. 

Mr.  TISDALE.  I  think  not.  Did  I  say  anything 
of  a  boastful  nature  ? 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  No. 

Mr.  TISDALE.  I  say  no.  I  did  not  treat  the 
measure  with  disrespect.  On  the  contrary,  I  showed 
the  insincerity  of  the  hon.  gentleman,  either  here 
or  when  he  ascends  the  platform  in  the  ridings  of 
the  county,  from  which  we  both  come.  If  I  am 
correct  in  the  principle  I  advocate,  that  the  Provin¬ 
cial  Legislatures  should  deal  with  this  matter,  it  is 
extremely  unfair  upon  a  matter  on  which  public 
feeling  is  so  strong,  and  properly  so,  namely, 
Sabbath  observance,  to  attempt  to  place  me  in  a 
false  position.  But  was  there  any  want  of  respect 
when  T  took  the  highest  possible  grounds  that  can 
be  taken  on  any  question  of  legislation  in  this 
country,  that  where  subjects  are  properly  relegated 
to  the  provinces,  the  question  of  dealing  with  them 
*  should  be  left  to  the  provinces  ?  When  the  hon. 
gentleman  assumes  to  speak  for  the  Christian  senti¬ 
ment  of  this  country,  for  what  does  he  speak  ? 
The  hon.  gentleman  placed  himself  in  a  most 
inconsistent  position  with  regard  to  Christian  senti¬ 
ment  of  this  country  when  he  endeavoured  to  force 
on  the  people,  whose  religious  feelings  were  differ¬ 
ent  from  his  own,  action  which  they  did  not  think 
fair  to  themselves.  So  long  ago  as  when  the 
Separate  school  question  was  brought  up  in  the 
Province  of  Ontario  the  hon.  gentleman  was  one 
of  those  who  joined  with  his  associates  in 
bitterly  attacking  the  Separate  school  system. 
I  am  a  Protestant  as  he  is,  but  I  believe,  under 
the  circumstances,  that  the  Catholics  are  entitled 
to  Separate  schools,  and  I  never  was  sorry  for 
having  supported  them.  When  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  rises  here,  and  when  he  declares  that  I  am 
attacking  the  Christian  sentiment  of  the  country,  I 
ask  what  is  the  Christian  sentiment  for  which  he 
speaks  ?  Christian  sentiment  does  not  belong  to  any 
kind  of  man  or  to  any  legislation,  but  it  is  that 
broad  right  that  our  thoughts  and  feelings,  on 
moral  questions,  should  be  free  and  should  not  be 
questioned.  Did  I  question  them  ?  On  the  contrary  ; 
and  if  Christian  sentiment  is  not  broad  enough  to 
cover  this  view,  then  I  do  not  agree  with  it.  I  said 
that  all  the  people  in  the  provinces  should  have  the 
right  to  regulate  their  own  affairs  in  regard  to  this 
Christian  sentiment.  That  cannot  be  gainsaid.  I 
have  not  boasted  of  my  Christian  achievements. 
The  Bill  to  which  the  hon.  gentleman  has  referred 
may  have  been,  in  his  opinion,  an  excellent  Bill, 
but  there  was  nothing  in  it  that  attacked  the 
foundations  of  the  constitution  as  between  the 
Provincial  and  the  Dominion  Legislatures,  and  I 
do  not  understand  it  to  be  Christian  sentiment 
.to  induce  people  to  follow  sentiments  which 
they  do  not  accept.  At  all  events,  if  it  is 
Christian  sentiment  which  has  been  presented  to 
us,  I  have  never  been  able  to  embrace  that  sort  of 
Christianity,  '  although  I  claim  to  be  a  Christian 
equally  with  the  hon.  member.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  declares  he  will  keep  on  introducing  the  Bill 
each  year.  Let  him  do  so.  If  it  is  wrong  the 
people's  representatives  will  keep  on  throwing  out 
the  measure  every  year.  Hon.  members  of  the 
House  are  sufficiently  independent,  although  party 
ties  are  so  strong,  to  unite  on  moral  questions  and 
reject  such  a  measure  as  that  now  under  considera¬ 
tion,  and  unless  proper  justification  can  be  adduced 


for  it  by  the  hon.  gentleman,  he  may  bring  in  his 
!  Dill  as  many  times  as  we  sit  here  and  it  will  be  re¬ 
jected.  A  word  as  to  his  last  point.  The  hon. 
gentleman  claims  that  this  Parliament  has  the  right 
to  regulate  the  running  of  Government  railways 
and  to  control  operations  on  the  canals  on  Sunday. 
I  agree  with  him  that  we  have  the  right  to  do  so  ; 
but  I  say  that  not  only  as  regards  this  Government, 
but  the  Government  controlled  by  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite,  it  would  be  a  reflection  to  pass  such  a 
measure,  for  there  is  no  cause  or  complaint  to  be  re¬ 
medied,  and  both  the  Government  of  Mr.  Mackenzie 
and  the  present  Government  so  controlled  the  canals 
that  no  cause  of  complaint  existed.  If  this  Par¬ 
liament  tied  down  the  Government  by  a  strict  set 
of  rules,  an  occasion  might  arise  when  the  restric¬ 
tions  would  appear  to  the  monstrous,  and  when 
there  would  be  no  discretion  left  to  the  Govern¬ 
ment.  We  have  not,  perhaps,  that  hon.  gentleman’s 
sentiment  of  Christianity,  we  may  not  have  his 
peculiar  tenets  on  this  question,  but  I  am  satisfied 
that  we  have,  among  the  leaders  of  the  great  poli¬ 
tical  parties,  sufficient  of  that  sentiment  to  guard 
all  that  should  be  guarded.  The  hon.  gentleman 
endeavoured  to  place  me  in  a  false  position.  I  am 
quite  prepared  to  leave  this  question  with  the 
liberal-minded  Christian  people,  if  it  is  explained 
to  them  in  a  proper  way  so  that  they  will  understand 
it,  and  I  believe  they  will  not  thank  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  for  trying  to  force  on  other  people  his  views. 
Or  if  they  should,  they  ought  to  be  checked,  because 
I  believe  that  each  province  should  have  within 
itself  the  control  over  these  matters.  I  also  believe 
that  the  leaders  of  both  political  parties  in  this 
country  are  sufficiently  God-fearing  and  sufficiently 
upright  to  see  that  the  Sabbath  day  is  not  degraded 
in  the  management  of  our  public  works. 

Mr.  BOW  ELL.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  was  under 
the  impression  that  the  question  of  Sabbath  ob¬ 
servance  had  been  fully  dealt  with  by  the  Legis¬ 
lature  of  the  Province  of  Ontario.  I  remember 
that  after  the  question  had  been  discussed  in  this 
House,  a  somewhat  similar  Bill  to  the  one  brought 
before  this  Parliament  but  more  restrictive  in  its 
provisions,  was  introduced  in  the  Ontario  Legis¬ 
lature  and  after  some  amendments  became  law. 
The  contention  there  was,  that  it  should  be  the 
duty  of  each  province  to  enforce,  so  far  as  it  was 
considered  in  accord  with  the  consciences  of  the 
people,  and  its  practicability,  the  observance  of  the 
Lord’s  Day.  I  am  very  strongly  in  favour,  and  I  have 
always  been  in  favour  of  preventing  the  carrying 
on  of  business  on  the  Sabbath,  and  more  especially 
am  I  against  Sunday  newspapers  and  their  circu¬ 
lation  throughout  the  country.  I  cannot  under¬ 
stand,  however,  that  it  would  be  any  more  wicked 
for  me  or  any  other  printer  to  begin  work  at  6 
o’clock  in  order  to  print  the  Monday  morning’s 
paper,  than  if  work  was  commenced  only  at  9 
o’clock  at  night.  I  do  not  know,  as  we  under¬ 
stand  the  Sabbath,  w  hether  it  is  more  wicked 
for  a  man  to  begin  work  immediately  after 
church  or  in  the-  morning,  than  it  is  if 
he  begins  work  at  9  o’clock  at  night  and  works 
until  12  ;  or,  in  other  words,  that  he  is  to  be 
religious  for  21  hours  of  the  24,  which  are  supposed 
to  constitute  the  Sabbath,  and  as  wicked  as  he 
pleases  during  the  three  hours  between  9  and  12 
o’clock.  However,  to  my  mind,  this  Bill  seems  to 
be  of  a  sort  of  hermaphrodite  character  ;  it  is . 
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neither  one  thing  nor  the  other.  You  provide  by 
it  that  a  man  shall  have  to  observe  the  Sabbath 
during  certain  portions  of  the  day,  and  you  allow 
him  to  violate  it  during  the  remaining  hours.  The 
Bill  provides  also  that  one  milk  traiii  may  be  run  on 
the  Sabbath.  Well,  is  a  milk  cart  to  be  prohibited  ? 
If  it  is  necessary  that  the  people  residing  .in  a  city 
should  have  the  milk  brought  to  them  on  a  train 
on  the  Sabbath  day,  is  it  any  more  wicked  that  a 
farmer  living  immediately  adjacent  to  the  city 
should  bring  in  a  supply  of  milk  in  his  cart  to  the 
doors  of  the  consumers  ?  Then  I  find  no  pro¬ 
vision  in  the  Bill  for  the  closing  of  post  offices 
or  telegraph  offices  on  the  Sabbath  day,  though 
they  are  open  now  during  certain  hours. 
My  principal  object  in  rising  was  to  point  out  one 
or  two  objections  to  the  Bill,  and  to  congratulate 
the  lion,  member  for  North  Norfolk  (Mr.  Charlton) 
on  the  7th  clause.  He  has  evidently  become  a 
convert  to  the  principle  which  in  the  past  he  has 
condemned  most  vigorously  in  this  House.  The 
moiety  system  of  distributing  fines  and  penalties 
among  informers  is  one  for  which  the  Government, 
and  more  especially  the  Customs  Department,  have 
been  most  severely  censured  and  condemned  by 
the  h  on.  gentleman.  However,  he  has  now  carried 
that  principle  a  little  further  in  this  Bill  than  the 
Government  have  ever  gone.  While  he  condemns 
the  distribution  of  the  penalties  imposed  for  violat¬ 
ing  the  Customs  Act  by  giving  the  informers  one- 
third,  and  thereby  creating  an  incentive  for  them  to 
inform,  and  to  become,  as  they  have  been  repeatedly 
described  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  spies  upon 
the  business  people  of  this  country  ;  the  hon. 
gentleman  provides  in  his  Bill  that  the  informer  in 
the  case  of  a  violation  of  this  law  shall  have  one-half 
the  penalty.  The  hon. gentleman  has  carried  the 
moiety  principle  much  further  than  the  former  Gov¬ 
ernment  or  the  present  Government  ever  attempted. 
If  it  be  wrong  to  provide  an  incentive  to  people  to 
inform  on  violators  of  the  law,  in  respect  to  the 
Customs  Department,  surely  it  must  be  equally 
wrong  to  compensate  informers  in  respect  to  this 
law.  At  least,  I  am  unable  to  discover  where  the 
virtue  is  in  informing  upon  a  man  who  happened 
to  deliver  a  pound  of  meat  on  the  Sabbath  day,  or 
sell  a  newspaper,  and  give  the  informer  one-half 
the  penalty,  while  it  is  said  to  be  wrong  to  give 
one-third  of  the  penalty  to  the  informer  on  a  man 
who  had  violated  the  law  by  smuggling  goods  into 
the  country  on  any  day,  whether  it  be  a  Sunday  or 
a  week  day.  However,  in  this,  as  in  most  things, 
I  am  afraid  some  gentlemen  in  this  House,  as  well 
as  out  of  it,  are  too  apt  to  argue  the  principle  in¬ 
volved  in  this  clause,  more  for  the  purpose  of  find¬ 
ing  fault  with  the  Government  of  the  day  than  for 
the  purpose  of  expressing  an  opinion  against  the 
principle  itself.  If  it  is  wrong  in  one  case,  it  is 
wrong  in  the  other.  However,  I  am  of  the  opinion 
that  it  is  quite  right,  if  this  Bill  should  become  law, 
that  there  should  be  an  incentive  to  those  who  de¬ 
sire  to  have  it  enforced  by  informing  upon  the  law¬ 
breakers.  If  this  Bill  is  to  become  law,  let  us  have 
it  a  little  more  stringent  than.it  is  now,  or  throw 
it  out  altogether. 

Committee  rose,  and  it  being  six  o’clock,  the 
Speaker  left  the  Chair. 

After  Recess. 

House  again  resolved  itself  into  Committee. 

Mr.  Bowell. 


Mr.  CHRISTIE.  I  was  much  pleased  when  the 
hon.  member  for  North  Norfolk  (Mr.  Charlton) 
first  introduced  his  Bill  last  session,  because  I 
believed  it  was  a  good  Bill.  The  aim  of  the  Bill 
was  not  to  interfere  with  any  man’s  religious  con¬ 
victions,  be  they  what  they  may  ;  neither  did  it  aim 
at  compelling  any  man  to  observe  the  Lord’s  Day. 
The  chief  aim  of  the  Bill,  1  think,  was  to  secure 
to  the  employes  of  the  Government,  on  railways 
and  canals,  in  the  Post  Office  Department  and  in 
the  public  service  generally,  the  whole  Sunday  rest. 
It  has  been  contended  that  this  Bill  was  unneces¬ 
sary,  that  it  encroached  upon  provincial  rights  ; 
but  if  this  question  is  to  be  dealt  with,  so  far  as  it 
relates  to  our  railways,  our  post  offices  and  our 
canals,  it  must  be  dealt  with  by  this  House  and  this 
Government.  If  the  Bill  as  originally  introduced 
had  been  enacted,  I  have  no  doubt  it  would  have 
been  a  great  boon  to  thousands  of  Government  em¬ 
ployes  who  are  now  robbed  of  their  Sunday’s  rest, 
that  rest  which  is  so  essential  to  their  physical  well¬ 
being,  and  deprived  of  all  opportunity  of  attending 
Divine  worship  and  receiving  religious  instruction. 
Many  of  these  employes  have  been  long  anxiously 
looking  for  the  relief  promised  by  this  Bill.  They 
know  by  sad  experience  that  a  continued  round  of 
toil  and  drudgery,  without  a  Sunday’s  rest,  is  not 
only  disastrous  to  their  physical  well-being,  impair¬ 
ing  their  health  and  shortening  their  lives,  but  is 
demoralizing  in  all  its  tendencies,  and  deprives 
them  of  many  comforts  and  blessings  which  would 
otherwise  brighten  their  lives  and  make  them  better 
and  purer.  Now,  with  this  Bill  as  amended,  and 
as  proposed  to  be  amended,  I  must  say  1  have  very 
little  sympathy.  If  it  is  to  be  cut  down  to  section 
2,  the  title  of  the  Bill  becomes  a  misnomer.  It  does 
nothing  whatever  for  the  employes,  but  leaves  them 
exactly  where  they  were  before.  As  I  understand, 
the  canals  are  now  closed  during  a  portion  of  the 
Lord’s  Day,  under  an  Order  in  Council,  and  this 
Bill  will  simply  provide  for  closing  the  canals  during 
a  portion  of  the  day,  and  keeping  them  open  during 
another  portion.  It  does  nothing  to  advance  or 
promote  the  interests  of  Sabbath  observance,  and 
what  is  worse,  it  completely  ignores  the  Sunday 
labour  and  Sunday  desecration  which  is  carried  on 
now  on  our  railways  and  in  other  departments  of 
the  public  service.  My  contention  is  simply  this, 
that  it  is  our  duty  to  see  that  the  employes  of  the 
Government  are  protected  in  the  enjoyment  of  a 
complete  Sunday  rest,  and  I  think  we  should  be¬ 
ware  how  we  ignore  or  trample  under  foot  the 
Divine  law  by  depriving  our  fellow  men,  so  many 
of  them,  of  that  day’s  rest  which  God  has  given 
them. 

Mr.  O’BRIEN.  This  question  may  be  viewed 
from  one  of  two  aspects,  the  aspect  of  Christianity 
and  the  aspect  of  social  economy.  So  far  it  has 
been  almost  entirely  discussed  from  the  aspect  of 
Christianity.  While  I  hope  the  day  may  never 
come  when  the  teachings  of  Christianity  will  cease 
to  be  the  ruling  spirit  in  both  Government  and  the 
people  of  the  British  Empire,  at  the  same  time  I 
may  point  out  to  the  hon.  Minister  of  Militia  that 
there  is  no  principle  from  which,  if  pushed  to  un¬ 
reasonable  lengths,  a  reductio  ad  absurdum  may  not 
be  drawn.  His  argument  may  be  illustrated  in  this 
way.  He  himself,  I  am  sure,  would  not  allow 
those  in  his  employ  in  private  life  to  do  any  un¬ 
necessary  work  on  Sunday  ;  but  at  the  same  time 
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he  would  not  think  it  wrong  that  they  should  cook 
his  dinner  or  make  his  bed  or  perform  any  of  the 
other  functions  necessary  to  civilized  life.  The 
same  argument  would  apply  to  the  newspapers  to 
which  the  hon.  gentleman  has  alluded.  Logically 
and  strictly  it  may  perhaps  be  as  much  a  breach  of 
Sunday  to  work  after  9  o’clock  in  the  evening  as 
before  12  o’clock  in  the  morning ;  but  to  apply 
the  same  rule  in  both  cases  would  not  be  reason¬ 
able.  Even  this  Bill  admits  it  to  be  necessary 
that  a  newspaper  employe  should  work  after 
9  o’clock  on  Sunday  evening  if  he  is  required 
to  do  so,  and  exempts  him  from  any  legal 
consequences  for  doing  so  ;  but  at  the  same  time 
it  secures  for  him  the  enjoyment  of  the  day  as  well 
as  any  other  class  of  employes.  But  the  great 
object  of  the  Bill,  so  far  as  lam  inclined  to  support 
it,  lies  in  this,  that  there  are  a  certain  class  of  em¬ 
ployes  who  require  the  protection  of  the  law, 
because  in  no  other  way  can  they  possibly  obtain 
protection.  It  is  an  old  saying  that  we  must  deal 
with  corporations  on  a  different  principle  from 
individuals,  because  corporations  have  neither  a 
body  to  be  kicked  nor  a  soul  to  be  saved  ;  and 
while  we  give  them  great  powers  and  privileges, 
it  is  necessary  that  there  should  be  some  limits  to 
their  powers  and  privileges.  I  allude  especially  to 
the  case  of  railways.  Now,  the  railways  in  this 
country  enjoy  many  extraordinary  powers  and 
privileges.  In  fact,  it  is  sometimes  hard  to  say 
who  governs  this  country,  whether  the  gentlemen 
sitting  on  the  right  of  the  Speaker  or  a  great  rail¬ 
way  corporation.  But  at  all  events,  we  are  bound 
to  protect  the  employes  of  those  corporations  by 
law,  because  they  are  at  present  unable  to  obtain 
protection  in  any  other  way.  Now,  I  am  satisfied 
from  my  own  observations,  that  the  railway  com¬ 
panies  impose  upon  their  employes  a  great  deal 
of  Sunday  labour  that  is  not  necessary,  and  that  is 
the  reason  why  I  will  vote  against  the  motion  that 
the  committee  rise.  Where  I  live  I  constantly  see 
trains  passing  on  Sunday,  which  I  know  are  not 
necessary,  and  the  sending  of  which  involves  a 
large  amount  of  labour  from  which  the  employes 
should  be  protected.  I  trust  that  this  Bill  may  go 
to  the  committee,  and  that  the  clause  in  regard 
to  railways  may  be  adopted  in  some  form  or 
other,  for  any  one  who  knows  anything  of  the 
subject  knows  how  difficult  it  is  for  any  employes 
of  the  railway  companies  to  obtain  redress  if 
they  are  called  on  to  work.  They  are  perfectly 
helpless  ;  there  is  no  way  in  which  they  can 
obtain  redress  unless  from  the  strong  hands  of 
the  law.  It  is  all  very  fine  to  talk  about  religi¬ 
ous  liberty  and  all  that  sort  of  thing  :  but  at  the 
same  time  the  object  of  our  legislation  is  to  give 
equal  rights  to  all  classes  of  the  community, 
whether  they  are  employes  of  private  individuals 
or  of  great  corporations  ;  and  I  speak  chiefly  in  the 
interest  of  the  employes  of  great  corporations  who 
are  not  and  will  not  be  liable  to  those  influences 
which  control  the  actions  of  private  individu¬ 
als.  Farmers  are  not  allowed  to  send  their  em¬ 
ployes  into  the  fields  on  Sunday,  though  we 
can  think  of  circumstances  in  which  it  is  reason¬ 
able  that  they  should  do  so ;  but  railway  cor¬ 
porations  have  a  control  over  their  men  such  as 
no  private  employer  has,  and,  therefore,  the  law 
should  step  in  and  give  these  men  that  protection 
which  they  would  not  otherwise  have.  I  shall  vote 
against  the  motion  that  the  commit  tee  rise,  because 


I  think,  with  regard  to  a  measure  of  this  kind, 
some  step  ought  to  be  taken  to  prevent  what  is  an 
abuse  on  the  part  of  railway  corporations,  who 
compel  their  men,  under  circumstances,  which 
would  not  be  tolerated  in  the  case  of  any  private 
individual,  to  work  on  Sundays. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  I  wish  to  say  a  few  words, 
Mr.  Chairman,  before  you  put  that  motion.  The 
hon.  member  for  South  Norfolk,  in  moving  that  the 
committee  do  now  rise,  did  not  perhaps  realize  that 
he  proposed  ignominiously  to  kick  out  of  this  High 
Court  of  Parliament  a  measure  which  interests  a 
large  portion  of  very  respectable  class  of  the  people, 
and  that  in  making  this  motion  he  seeks  to  cast  con¬ 
tumely  and  reproach  upon  a  class  of  people  whom, 
upon  consideration,  he  might  be  disposed  to  treat 
with  more  courtesy.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  a 
very  great  regard  to-night  for  provincial  rights.  I 
quite  sympathize  with  him  in  that  sentiment,  and 
I  certainly  would  desire  to  refrain  from  advancing 
or  attempting  to  advance  any  legislation  in  this 
House  which  would  be  an  infringement  on  the 
rights  of  any  person  in  this  Dominion  ;  and  the  Bill 
now  before  the  committee  is  a  Bill  from  which,  as  I 
have  said  already,  every  feature  was  eliminated 
that  pertained  in  any  sense  to  the  jurisdiction  of 
Provincial  Legislatures,  with  the  single  exception  of 
the  Sunday  newspaper  ;  and  I  will  explain  briefly 
in  a  moment  why  that  feature  was  maintained.  I 
presume  the  hon.  gentleman  will  not  venture  to 
assert  in  this  House  that  Provincial  Legislatures 
have  jurisdiction  over  the  canals  belonging  to 
this  Dominion  or  our  railway  traffic,  or  that 
this  House,  in  making  provision  with  reference 
to  the  management  of  canals  which  are  Dominion 
property  or  with  reference  to  the  management 
of  railways  and  the  traffic  upon  them,  which 
are  of  a  national  character,  is  in  any  way  in¬ 
fringing  upon  provincial  rights.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  would  hardly  be  guilty  of  so  great  an  absur¬ 
dity  as  to  make  such  an  assertion  There  is  but 
one  feature  of  this  Bill  that  can  be  said  to  pertain 
to  legislation  within  the  purview  of  provincial  legis¬ 
latures,  and  that  is  the  feature  with  regard  to  Sun-  ' 
day  newspapers.  We  have  been  informed  by  the 
Minister  of  Justice  that  this  Parliament  has  juris¬ 
diction  in  that  respect,  that  it  is  perfectly  com¬ 
petent  for  this  House  to  deal  with  that  question, 
and  I  may  inform  the  hon.  gentleman  that  the 
committee  to  which  was  referred  this  Bill,  in  con¬ 
sidering  the  question  as  to  the  propriety  of  retain¬ 
ing  the  section  with  regard  to  Sunday  newspapers, 
took  this  view  of  the  case.  First,  they  held  that 
it  was  desirable  that  there  should  be  a  uniformity 
of  law  throughout  the  Dominion  with  regard  to 
that  matter,  for  the  reason  that  the  Government 
of  this  country  has  control  of  the  copyright  laws 
and  the  transmission  of  printed  matter  through  the 
mails,  and  has  control  of  the  introduction  of  litera¬ 
ture  into  this  country  through  the  customs.  For 
these  and  other  reasons  not  necessary  to  mention,  they 
felt  it  was  in  the  highest  degree  desirable  that  the 
law  with  regard  to  Sunday  newspapers  should  be  a 
uniform  law,  and  I  am  happy  to  hear  the  declaration 
of  the  Minister  of  Justice  that,  so  far  as  his  sym¬ 
pathies  and  his  own  private  views  are  concerned, 
he  is  opposed  to  the  publication  of  Sunday  news¬ 
papers  ;  and  I  take  this  occasion  of  expressing  my 
obligations  to  that  hon.  gentleman  for  fair  treat¬ 
ment  and  courtesy  in  all  cases  where  I  have  had 
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anything  to  do  which  has  brought  me  into  contact 
with  him.  The  Provincial  Legislature  or  Govern¬ 
ment  of  Ontario  have  not  met  this  case.  They  have 
made  no  provisions  with  regard  to  the  publication 
of  Sunday  newspaper.  I  hold  in  my  hand  a 
Sunday  newspaper  published  in  the  city  of 
Toronto  by  the  Conservative  candidate  for  East 
York,  the  'Sunday  World  of  Toronto,  the  harbinger 
of  an  evil  swarm  of  foul  birds  which  may  follow 
in  its  wake.  I  remember  when  the  first  Sunday 
newspaper  was  published  in  the  United  States, 
which  Horace  Greeley,  the  editor  of  the  Tribune , 
characterized  as  a  social  demon.  W  hen  one  news¬ 
paper  office  publishes  a  Sunday  newspaper,  others 
are  forced  to  follow  suit ;  and  if  the  Sunday  World 
is  continued  in  Toronto,  the  day  is  not  distant 
when  every  newspaper  in  that  city  will  have  its 
Sunday  edition.  If  we  are  to  deal  with  this 
matter,  we  must  deal  withit  now,  and  as  a  Dominion 
matter,  just  as  we  would  with  the  copyright  ques¬ 
tion,  the  introduction  of  immoral  literature,  or  its 
transmission  through  the  mails.  The  hon.  gentleman 
in  his  remarks  with  respect  to  provincial  jurisdiction, 
did  not  touch  upon  the  case  at  all,  because  we  are 
dealing  with  matters  now  exclusively  pertaining  to 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  Dominion.  When  the  hon. 
gentleman  ignominiously  proposes  to  kick  this  Bill 
out  of  court,  does  he  know  whom  he  is  insulting 
by  this  summary  treatment  of  the  measure  ?  Per¬ 
haps  he  thought  he  was  affecting  only  the  interests 
of  one  poor-  Grit  on  this  side  ;  but  there  are  others 
interested  in  preventing  Sunday  desecration. 
Every  church  court,  synod,  general  assembly, 
conference  or  presbyter}’,  and  the  Catholic  pre¬ 
lates,  Archbishop  Fabre  and  Cardinal  Taschereau, 
have  expressed  themselves  in  favour  of  Sunday 
observance  and  Pope  Leo  XIII  is  also  on  record 
in  its  favour.  I  could  enumerate  ministers, 
bishops,  cardinals,  archbishops,  jurists,  statesmen, 
labour  movement  leaders,  all  over  the  world,  who 
favour  a  law  such  as  the  one  we  have  under  dis¬ 
cussion,  yet  the  hon.  gentleman  moves  that  the 
committee  do  now  rise  and  treat  this  Bill  with  the 
utmost  ignominy  and  contempt.  He  asks  that 
the  committee  refuse  to  consider  a  single  pro¬ 
vision  embodied  in  this  Bill,  and  that  we  should 
say  to  every  church  court,  synod,  general  assem¬ 
bly,  conference  and  other  church  bodies,  that  in 
advocating  a  Sunday  observance  law,  in  send¬ 
ing  their  petitions  and  passing  their  resolu¬ 
tions  in  its  favour,  they  were  not  acting 
in  a  way  worthy  of  the  notice  of  Parlia¬ 
ment.  He  asks  that  we  should  treat  all  their 
fulminations,  petitions,  expressions  of  sentiment, 
with  the  utmost  unconcern,  and  refuse  to  consider 
for  one  moment  ‘any  provision  in  this  Bill  which 
has  received  their  sanction.  That  is  the  position 
that  the  hon.  member  for  South  Norfolk  takes.  It 
is  one  I  hardly  supposed  a  gentleman  of  his  acute¬ 
ness  would  have  voluntarily  taken.  I  am  sorry  he 
has  done  so,  and  I  hardly  believe  the  House  will 
concur  with  him  and  treat  this  Bill  as  he  asks  that 
it  should  be  treated.  I  do  not  know  whether  the 
hon.  gentleman’s  course  will  meet  with  approval 
in  his  constituency.  I  am  sure  some  of  his  consti¬ 
tuents  have  deeply  atheart  thepassage  of  a  measure 
such  as  that  now  proposed.  A  few  words  with  re¬ 
ference  to  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Minister  of  Mi¬ 
litia.  That  hon.  gentleman  has  criticised  this 
Bill  as  hermaphrodite  measure, as  being  neither  fish, 
flesh,  nor  good  red  herring  in  his  estimation.  It 
Mr.  Charlton. 


sacrifices,  he  says,  the  principles  of  Sabbath  obser¬ 
vance  ;  it  is  not  stringent  enough  ;  if  he  went  in 
for  a  Sabbath  Observance  Bill,  he  would  give  us 
something  stronger.  I  am  cpiite  willing  to  second 
the  hon.  gentleman’s  views  in  any  respect  in  this 
regard.  The  Bill  itself  is  not  such  a  one  in  all  respects 
as  I  would  desire,  but  in  arranging  a  measure  of  this 
kind,  you  have  to  conciliate  divergent  views,  you 
have  to  compromise  your  own  views,  or  you  cannot 
get  the  Bill  reported  by  the  special  committee  or 
secure  the  support  of  the  majority  of  the  House 
of  Commons.  Some  provisions  have  to  be  made 
which  people  in  favour  of  strict  observance  would 
not  be  likely  to  approve.  Such  is  the  provision 
with  regard  to  labour  on  newspapers  on  Sunday 
evenings  after  9  o’clock,  and  also  with  regard 
to  milk  delivery  trains.  As  the  hon. '  member  for 
Muskoka  says,  we  have  to  take  various  circum¬ 
stances  into  consideration.  We  cannot  adopt  the 
strict  old  Jewish  method  of  keeping  the  Sabbath. 
We  have  to  decide  what  constitutes  a  work  of 
necessity  and  mercy,  because  under  the  Christian 
dispensation,  works  of  necessity  and  mercy  are 
always  excepted,  and  it  may  be  that  a  little  work, 
two  or  three  hours  of  a  Sunday  evening,  is  a  work 
of  necessity.  It  may  be  that  the  sending  of  milk 
trains  to  the  city,  where  the  supply  of  fresh  milk  is 
necessary  to  the  welfare  and  health  of  the  people,  is 
a  work  of  necessity.  I  think  it  is.  There  are  various 
other  things  which  some  strict  Sabbathterians 
might  not  deem  properly  a  work  of  necessity,  and 
the  Bill  to-night  is  broad  and  liberal  in  its  prov¬ 
isions,  not  going  so  far  as  strict  sabbatherians  would 
like,  a  Bill  not  insuring  strict  religious  observance 
at  all,  but  designed  to  secure  to  the  labourer  his  civil 
right  of  enjoying  one  day’s  rest  in  the  seven  and  to 
protect  him  from  the  exactions  of  the  employer  and 
the  capitalist.  The  hon.  Minister  of  Militia  drew 
attention  to  the  feature  of  the  Bill  with  regard  to 
the  moiety  of  fines,  and  referring  to  some  remarks 
made  by  myself  on  a  former  occasion  about  the 
custom-house  system  of  making  seizures  and  allow¬ 
ing  officials  to  share  in  the  fines  imposed.  That  is 
a  matter  not  pertinent  to  the  consideration  of  the 
Bill  ;  and  although  I  might  easily  show  that  the 
two  cases  are  not  parallel,  I  will  not  stop  to  do  so. 
But  he  goes  on  to  make  various  criticisms  as  to  the 
details  of  the  Bill  in  other  respects.  All  I  have  to 
say  about  that  matter  is  this  :  The  proper  time  to 
discuss  the  different  clauses  is  when  we  are 
in  committee.  The  Bill  is  not  presented  as  a 
perfect  measure,  and  every  clause  may  be 
amended  at  the  discretion  of  the  House.  But 
it  does  not  follow  because  an  hon.  member  may 
consider  this  or  that  section  incomplete  or  requir¬ 
ing  amendment,  that  the  Bill  should  not  be  consi¬ 
dered  at  all,  but  if  there  is  anything  in  this  Bill 
worthy  of  the  consideration  of  this  House,  if  the 
amendment  the  Minister  of  Justice  proposes  is 
worthy  our  consideration,  or  if  anything  whatever 
in  it  is  worthy  of  consideration,  let  the  Bill  be 
considered  in  committee,  let  the  Bill  stand  upon 
its  merits  in  the  committee,  let  each  section  of  the 
Bill  be  adopted  or  rejected,  as  the  case  may  be,  in 
the  committee,  but  do  not  refuse  the  Bill  that 
degree  of  courtesy  which  entitles  it  to  the  consi¬ 
deration  of  the  committee.  Do  not  ignominiously 
throw  the  Bill  out  and  in  that  way  flout  every 
man  in  the  Dominion  who  believes,  either  for  civil 
or  religious  reasons,  in  a  Sabbath  day’s  rest  being 
secured  for  the  toiler.  I  present  these  reasons  and 
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submit  the  Bill  to  this  committee,  trusting  it  will 
not  be  treated  in  the  humiliating  and  ignominious 
manner  proposed  by  the  lion,  member  for  South 
Norfolk,  but  that  it  will  receive  the  consideration 
of  the  committee.  If  there  is  anything  in  the 
measure  worthy  of  consideration,  adopt  it.  If  not, 
reject  it,  but  at  least  give  it  the  courtesy  of  con¬ 
sideration. 

Committee  rose. 

COMPLAINT  AGAINST  JUDGE  ELLIOTT. 

House  resumed  consideration  of  the  proposed 
motion  of  Mr.  Lister  : 

That  a  copy  of  the  petition  laid  upon  the  Table  of  this 
House  from  Thomas  Hobbs  and  others,  complaining  of  the 
conduct  of  William  Elliott,  Esquire,  county  judge  of 
Middlesex,  in  relation  to  the' revision  of  the  voters’  list 
for  the  Electoral  District  of  the  City  of  London,  be  forth¬ 
with  furnished  him  for  his  information,  and  to  enable  him 
to  make  such  statement  or  answer  to  the  charges  therein 
contained  as  he  may  deem  proper,  and  that  the  said  peti¬ 
tion  and  any  such  answer  as  the  said  judge  may  make  be 
referred  to  a  special  committee  of  this  House,  to  enquire 
into  the  truth  of  the  several  allegations  therein,  with  a 
view  of  finding  whether  such  charges  should  be  investi¬ 
gated  by  a  commission. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  The  petition  which  was  laid 
upon  the  Table  of  this  House  on  the  30th  of  March 
last,  contains  certain  grave  charges  reflecting  upon 
the  conduct  of  a  dignitary  in  the  service  of  this 
country,  the  judge  of  the  County  Court  of  the 
County  of  Middlesex,  not  strictly  in  his  capacity 
as  a  County  Court  judge  but  in  his  capacity  as  a 
judge  interpreting  the  Franchise  Act.  That 
petition  received  due  publicity  through  the  jour¬ 
nals  of  this  country.  It  was  endeavoured  at  an 
early  date  to  bring  it  to  the  attention  of  this 
House  in  order  that  the  serious  charges  involved  in 
it  might  at  the  earliest  possible  moment  receive 
that  consideration  which  they  demanded  ;  but  for 
certain  reasons,  which  appear  to  justify  the  Ad¬ 
ministration  in  taking  the  course  they  did,  or  in 
consequence  of  a  ruling  which  hardly  seemed  to  be 
in  harmony  with  precedent,  but  to  which  the  House 
notwithstanding  bowed  submissively,  the  considera¬ 
tion  of  the  petition  was  not  given  that  priority  to 
which  its  importance  entitled  it,  and  through  the 
tedious  process  of  postponement,  which  the  rules  of 
this  House  require,  it  is  now  approaching  almost 
the  close  of  the  session  before  one  of  the  most 
serious  charges  that  could  be  brought  before  Par¬ 
liament  is  investigated.  The  Government  is  re¬ 
sponsible  in  this  regard.  The  Government  had  it 
in  its  own  power,  by  acquiescence,  to  allow  this 
motion  to  be  entertained  at  an  earlier  date,  and 
after  succeeding  in  having  it  postponed  to  this  late 
hour,  I  would  not  be  surprised  to  find  them  com¬ 
plain  that  the  lateness  of  the  session  is  a  sufficient 
reason  for  dismissing  the  application.  I  am  sur¬ 
prised  that  up  to  this  moment,  notwithstanding 
the  great  publicity  that  has  been  given  to  this 
petition,  and  the  charges  involved,  not  one  person 
in  this  House,  or  out  of  it,  has  been  found  cour¬ 
ageous  or  rash  enough  to  give  a  denial  to  the 
charges.  They  stand  before  the  country  to-day 
uncontradicted  by  any  one  in  the  House  or  out  of 
it ;  and  if  ever  there  was  a  confession  of  weakness 
it  was  furnished  by  the  lion,  gentleman  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House  who  has  ventured  to  defend 
the  action  of  the  judge,  and  who,  I  suppose,  ran¬ 
sacked  all  possible  resources  of  ingenuity  in  order 
to  discover  reasons  for  denying  this  application. 
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His  defences  were  very  similar  to  those  that 
cropped  up  on  another  important  occasion  to  which 
the  rules  of  this  House  will  not  allow  me  more 
particularly  to  refer  ;  but  when  I  heard  the  excep¬ 
tions  taken  that  the  charges  were  too  vague,  that 
they  were  not  specific,  that  the  petitioners  were  not 
respectable,  and  so  on,  I  was  very  much  reminded  of 
the  excuses  offered  when  a  motion  was  made  on  a 
certain  occasion  to  investigate  charges  against  the 
Postmaster  General.  Mr.  Speaker,  what  are  the 
charges  made  against  this  judicial  officer,  and  how 
did  the  member  for  East  Lambton  (Mr.  Moncrieff) 
endeavour  to  controvert  them  ?  Without  quoting  at 
this  stage  the  exact  language  of  the  petition,  it  is 
sufficient  to  say  that  the  petition  was  presented  to 
this  House  under  the  signature  of  a  large  number 
of  respectable  citizens  of  the  city  of  London,  a 
petition  which  contained  on  its  face  the  most  spe¬ 
cific  charges  that  could  be  very  well  framed.  I 
fail  to  understand  how  the  English  language  could 
supply  more  apt  terms  for  the  description  of  the 
offences.  The  offences  set  forth  in  that  petition 
are,  that  this  judge  was  partisan  in  the  discharge 
of  his  duties,  and  acted  in  a  partisan  manner, 
that  he  publicly  denounced  a  certain  political 
party  in  the  city  of  London,  that  he  pub¬ 
licly  stated  that  means  would  be  found 
for  seating  Mr.  Carling  ;  that  this  judge  pending 
the  determination  of  this  question,  pending  the 
election,  and  prior  to  his  giving  judgment,  wrote 
inflammatory  or  partisan  articles  and  published 
them  in  the  press  of  the  city  of  London  ;  that  all 
these  things  were  done  by  him  whilst  he  was 
seized  of  this  question  in  his  judicial  capacity,  and 
bound  as  a  man  of  honour  to  administer  justice  im¬ 
partially  between  the  two  parties,  and  so  far 
as  any  action  on  his  part  went,  to  keep  his  mind 
judicially  unbiassed,  and  in  an  unprejudiced  condi¬ 
tion.  That  is  the  simple  statement  contained  in 
the  petition,  those  are  the  charges  that  are  made 
against  this  official ;  and  I  suppose  the  lion,  mem¬ 
ber  for  East  Lambton,  being  the  one,  perhaps,  of 
all  others  in  this  House,  most  deeply  concerned  in 
presenting  the  best  face  of  the  case  on  behalf  of 
the  judge,  has  advanced  the  best  arguments  pos¬ 
sible  why  there  should  not  be  an  enquiry — for  I 
would  remind  the  hon.  gentleman  and  this  House 
that  the  petition  in  question  does  not  ask  that  the 
judge  be  convicted  at  this  stage  ;  the  motion  asks 
nothing  of  that  kind.  The  motion  in  question  is 
couched  in  the  most  temperate  language,  and  I 
think  presents  a  very  fair  proposition  to  this 
House ;  that  motion  is  that  in  view  of  these 
charges  made  in  this  House,  accredited,  as  they 
are  by  the  petitioners  in  question,  these  charges 
are  of  that  serious  character  that  the  House 
would  not  be  justified  in  passing  them  by  in 
silence,  but  should  call  upon  the  official  in  ques¬ 
tion  to  make  answer  to  them,  if  an  answer  he 
can  make.  That  is  a  fair  proposition,  and  thar  is 
one  of  the  least  of  the  duties  that  this  House  can 
discharge  under  the  circumstances.  Now,  what 
were  the  objections  offered  by  the  hon.  member  for 
East  Lambton  ?  He  stated  that  in  connection  with 
the  London  election  the  only  disgraceful  thing  he 
could  discover  was  the  action  of  the  Liberal  press. 
Instead  of  confining  himself  to  defending  the  ac¬ 
cused,  he  endeavours,  I  presume  from  tactical 
motives,  to  carry  the  war  into  Africa,  to  raise  some 
irrelevant  issue,  with  a  view  to  diverting  attention 
from  the  motion  itself.  I  am  not  aware  that  the 
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■conduct  of  the  Liberal  press,  be  it  upright  and 
straightforward  or  the  opposite,  would,  in  the 
slightest  degree,  interfere  with  the  merits  of  this 
issue,  which  is  a  wholly  different  one  altogether. 
We  are  not  now  trying  the  Liberal  press  ;  we  are 
now  considering  the  case  of  an  official  of  the  Crown ; 
therefore,  I  fail  to  understand  what  the  action  of 
the  Liberal  press  of  Middlesex  or  elsewhere  had  to 
do  with  the  alleged  crime  of  Judge  Elliott.  I  may 
say  that  the  Chief  Justice  of  the  Province  of  Ontario 
will  not  thank  the  hon.  member  for  East  Lambton, 
nor  will  those  other  law  officers  to  whom  he  alluded, 
when  he  endeavoured  to  protect  the  position  of 
Judge  Elliott  by  classifying  him  with  them.  He 
attacked  the  standing,  he  said,  of  some  of  the 
petitioners.  He  said  it  was  right  that  Judge  Elliott 
.should  know  who  his  accusers  were,  and  as  if  that 
were  a  defence,  as  if  it  were  a  reason  for  not  con¬ 
sidering  the  conduct  of  Judge  Elliott  who  is  said 
to  have  committed  a  crime,  the  hon.  gentleman  pro¬ 
ceeds  to  attack  the  petitioners  who  had  not  com¬ 
mitted  a  crime.  He  sought  to  discredit  the  first  and 
the  last  of  the  petitioners  ;  I  have  not  counted  the 
number,  but  there  are  at  least  twenty  or  thirty  pro¬ 
minent  citizens.  As  to  the  first  of  these  petitioners 
he  says,  he  is  not  to  be  believed,  he  is  not  to  be 
considered  in  this  House,  because,  forsooth,  he 
took  part  in  a  previous  election  case,  and  because 
on  one  occasion  he  had  partaken  freely  of  pigs’  feet, 
and  on  another  occasion  had  strengthened  his  weary 
nature  with  lager  beer,'  and  for  these  reasons  the 
first  petitioner  was  not  to  be  considered  a  credible 
witness  against  the  judge.  Then  he  made  some 
passing  allusions  to  the  last  petitioner  and  because 
he  could  make  these  running  comments  upon  a 
couple  of  the  petitioners,  he  asks  this  House  to 
ignore  the  charges  that  these  responsible  men  have 
made,  made  openly  and  manfully  over  their  hands, 
and  presented  to  this  House  in  the  only  constitu¬ 
tional  course  open  to  them.  I  fail  to  see  how  the 
status  of  the  petitioners  has  been  so  shaken  by  any¬ 
thing  that  has  fallen  from  the  hon.  member  for  East 
Lambton,  as  not  to  entitle  their  statements,  given 
in  this  petition,  to  that  credence  that  ought 
to  be  given  to  any  given  number  of  men  who, 
up  to  this  moment,  must  be  considered  as  re¬ 
spectable  citizens.  It  is  well  to  bear  in  mind  that 
the  member  for  East  Lambton  was  specially  guard¬ 
ed  in  denying  nothing.  I  presume  if  he  could  have 
given  a  denial  to  one  of  these  charges,  he  would 
have  done  so,  but  as  an  astute  lawyer  he  knew  it 
would  be  better  for  him  not  to  commit  himself  to  such 
a  position,  and  he  simply  took  the  ground  :  Prove 
your  case  if  you  can  ;  in  the  mean  time  I  will  not 
commit  myself  by  saying  these  charges  are  un¬ 
founded.  But  one  of  the  most  extraordinary  reasons 
that  was  ever  assigned  for  a  judge  refusing  to  fol¬ 
low  the  decision  of  the  Court  of  Queen’s  Bench,  was 
that  the  decision  was  not  in  writing,  that  because 
the  Queen’s  Bench  did  not  choose  to  reason  out 
their  decision  but  gave  it  immediately  after  the  ar¬ 
gument,  orally  from  the  bench,  that  that  was  a 
sufficient  reason  for  their  decision  and  their  pro¬ 
nouncement  of  the  law  being  disregarded.  I  am 
sure  there  is  no  member  of  the  bar,  no  man  of  com¬ 
mon  sense,  I  care  not  what  his  calling  may  be,  that 
will  not  see  the  fallacy  of  such  a  reason  as  that. 
He  said  that  Judge  Elliott  was  warranted  in  dis¬ 
regarding  the  decision  of  the  Court  of  Appeal  be¬ 
cause  the  court  had  only  given  an  opinion.  Why, 
they  had  given  a  decision  based  on  argument.  The 
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very  point  in  issue  was  aigued  by  learned  counsel 
on  both  sides  before  the  Court  of  Appeal,  and  al¬ 
though  that  court  at  one  stage,  in  giving  judgment 
held  that  it  was  not  necessary  for  them  to  deal  with 
the  one  point,  yet  when  pressed  by  counsel  on 
both  sides,  they  proceeded  to  deal  with  it.  They 
did  not  deal  with  it  as  a  point  that  had  not  been 
argued  before  them.  The  judgment  of  the  court, 
or  what  the  hon.  gentleman  calls  their  opinion, 
was  on  the  point  on  which  the  case  had  been 
taken  to  the  Court  of  Appeal.  It  was  the  main 
point  in  the  argument  in  the  case  before  the  court, 
and  although  the  judges  chose  to  say  :  “Thiscasemay 
go  off  on  another  point  and  it  is  not  necessary  for 
ns  to  deliver  judgment  on  the  particular  question 
as  to  the  validity  of  the  notice,  yet  as  both  counsel 
ask  us  to  give  judgment,  and  as  we  have  made  up 
our  minds,  we  are  prepared  to  deliver  judgment 
they  gave  judgment  on  both  points,  both  points 
being  decided  against  the  contention  of  Judge 
Elliott.  But  one  point  would  have  been  sufficient 
to  have  determined  what  future  action  should  be 
taken.  The  hon.  gentleman  said  that  although 
those  two  courts  had  given  those  judgments  ad¬ 
versely  to  Judge  Elliott’s  opinion,  Judge  Elliott  in 
reversing  judgment  had  at  no  stage  undertaken  to 
follow  the  judgment  of  the  Superior  Court.  Is 
that  not  an  extraordinary  proposition  ?  A  judge 
who  is  trying  a  case,  which  by  certain  process  gets 
into  appeal,  says  to  counsel:  “  I  reserve  my 
judgment  until  the  Superior  Court,  where  the 
appeal  is  now  carried,  delivers  judgment.” 
On  what  principle  does  he  reserve  judgment, 
if  he  is  not  to  be  governed  by  the  decision 
of  the  Superior  Court  ?  Was  he  performing  an 
empty  and  hollow  sham  when  he  said:  “I 
will  reserve  judgment  to  see  what  the  Superior 
Court  thinks,  to  ascertain  what,  in  that  court’s 
opinion  the  law  is,”  if  after  that  court  has  stated 
what  the  law  is,  he  is  going  to  ignore  the  law  ?  The 
very  fact  that  he  reserved  judgment  until  the 
Court  of  Appeal  gave  judgment  was  an  implied 
undertaking  that  he  was  going  to  act  as  every  up¬ 
right  judge  would  act,  be  governed  as  regards  the 
law  by  the  opinion  laid  down  by  his  superiors. 
Yet  we  are  told  that  because  he  did  not  give  an 
undertaking  that  he  would  follow  the  law,  he  was 
thereby  warranted  in  disregardingthe  law.  Then  the 
hon.  gentleman,  instead  of  having  the  courage  to 
say  that  the  clause  in  the  petition  which  charges 
Judge  Elliott  with  having  inserted  partisan  articles 
in  the  press,  and  with  having  taken  a  partisan 
attitude,  in  talking  to  his  neighbours  in  the  city 
of  London,  was  incorrect,  instead  of  denying  the 
accuracy  of  those  statements,  if  he  could,  what  is 
his  defence  ?  It  is  a  defence  which  goes  to  the  very 
foundation  of  the  very  judiciary  of  the  country. 
He  says,  is  it  to  be  the  case  that  when  a  man  takes 
a  position  on  the  bench,  his  mouth  is  to  be  thereby 
closed  on  political  questions  ?  What  does  he  mean 
by  the  expression  ?  The  first  thing  that  happens 
to  a  man  who  takes  a  position  on  the  bench  is  that 
he  loses  his  qualifications  to  be  an  elector.  What 
is  the  meaning  of  that  feature  in  the  law  ?  We  can¬ 
not  prevent  a  judge  entertaining  opinions.  We  all 
have  our  opinions,  and  I  have  no  doubt  that  judges, 
who  take  office,  politiciaus  as  they  may  be,  and  as 
most  prominent  men  in  Canada  are,  as  a  rule  lay 
aside,  so  far  as  may  be,  their  political  views  once 
they  accept  the  ermine.  I  venture  to  say  there  is 
not  another  case  on  record,  I  can  recollect  none  at 
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all  events,  and  I  am  certain  there  has  not  been  a 
case  in  the  last  40  years,  where  a  judge  on  the 
bench  has  taken  part,  as  this  judge  has  been 
accused  of  having  taken  part,  in  a  political  contest 
of  this  kind.  Is  it  because  the  man  is  on  the  bench, 
because  he  occupies  a  position  so  far  above  his 
brethren,  that  he  can  do  acts  that  unfit  him  for  the 
proper  discharge  of  his  duties  ?  I  want  to  know 
what  can  more  disqualify  a  judge  from  giving  an 
impartial  consideration  on  matters  political,  when 
they  come  before  him  in  his  judicial  capacity,  than 
the  circumstance  that  he  is  allying  himself  actively 
as  an  agent  to  promote  the  candidature  of  one 
candidate  or  another,  for  the  success  of  one  political 
party  or  another.  And  therefore  whilst  the  judges 
may  be  allowed  to  have  their  political  opinions, 
while  it  is  impossible  for  them  to  strip  themselves 
cf  their  political  views,  I  think  no  one  will  say  that 
they  are  warranted  in  saying  that  they  may,  after 
taking  the  ermine,  either  in  the  press,  on  the  street,  or 
on  the  platform,  manifest  party  bias  for  one  political 
party  or  another.  I  therefore  say  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  has  wholly  mistaken  the  issue  if  he  supposes 
these  charges  simply  accuse  Judge  Elliott  of  having 
political  opinions.  They  are  much  more  serious. 
They  charge  him  with  being  an  active  political  party 
man,  nothing  more  nor  less  than  a  party  heeler, 
and  that,  at  the  time  when  he  had  it  in  his  judicial 
power  to  seat  one  candidate  or  the  other,  and 
which  power  we  say  he  has  exercised  in  the  way 
in  which  his  party  leanings  went.  I  will  not  con¬ 
trovert,  at  this  stage,  the  statement  made  by  the 
hon.  gentleman,  that  Judge  Elliott  is  one  of  the 
purest  of  judges  that  ever  adorned  the  Canadian 
bench.  I  think  it  will  be  better  to  reserve  an  ex¬ 
pression  of  that  kind  until  his  particular  conduct 
in  question  is  investigated,  and  if  these  charges  are 
foundationless,  I  shall  rejoice,  as  all  honourable 
men  ought  to  rejoice,  in  his  being  exculpated  ;  but 
the  friends  of  Judge  Elliott,  if  they  believe  in  his 
innocence,  should  be  the  first  men  to  ask  Parlia¬ 
ment  to  carry  this  motion  and  have  his  conduct 
investigated,  and  when  I  find,  on  the  floor  of  this 
House,  efforts  made  to  prevent  enquiry,  I  certainly 
am  compelled  to  arrive  at  the  conclusion  that  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  do  not  believe  that  Judge 
Elliott’s  conduct  is  of  the  purest  of  the  pure.  The 
hon.  gentleman  said  that  nothing  improper  could 
be  implied  from  anything  that  Judge  Elliott  has 
said  or  written.  He  did  not  venture  to  say  that 
J udge  Elliott  did  not  write  any  of  these  articles  ; 
Judge  Elliott  did  not  venture  to  instruct  him  to 
that  extent,  I  venture  to  warrant.  Judge  Elliott 
has  never,  up  to  this  moment,  denied  writing  these 
articles. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  What  articles  ? 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Before  I  am  through,  hon. 
gentlemen  will  have  the  advantage  of  knowing 
what  the  articles  are.  I  have  them  before  me. 
The  hon.  member  for  West  Lambton  (Mr.  Lister) 
did  not  care  to  read  these  articles.  He  proposed  to 
lay  this  case  before  Parliament  to  allow  the  judge, 
as  he  ought  to  have  done,  to  come  before  Parlia¬ 
ment  in  a  manly  way  and  give  his  answer  at  an 
early  stage.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  did  not 
deny  the  existence  of  these  articles,  further  than 
to  say  that  nobody  could  point  to  anything  impro¬ 
per,  but  before  I  take  my  seat  I  will  refer  to  some 
of  those  articles  and  I  will  leave  it  to  the  hon. 
gentlemen  to  say  whether  their  contents  are  pro- 
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per  or  not.  Now,  Sir,  what  did  Judge  Elliott  do  ? 
There  is  a  good  deal  that  is  controversial  in  his 
conduct,  but  there  is  a  good  deal  which  depends 
upon  proceedings  that  have  taken  place  and  about 
which  there  is  no  controversy.  There  is  the 
following  in  evidence  about  which  there  is  no 
controversy.  On  the  20th  November  Judge 
Elliott  held  that  he  had  no  power  to  over¬ 
rule  the  revising  officer  who  decided  that  he 
had  power  to  amend  and  to  adjourn  his  court 
to  permit  an  amendment.  As  the  hon.  member  for 
East  Lambton  (Mr.  Moncreiff)  said,  at  tins  stage 
Judge  Elliott  did  not  know  whether -or  not  there 
would  be  another  election,  because  the  seat  was  not 
vacant.  Assuming  that  to  be  the  case,  I  am  inclined 
to  attach  a  great  deal  more  importance  to  his  deci¬ 
sion  then,  than  to  his  decision  later  on,  when  it 
was  clear  that  his  judgment  was  going  to  have  a 
great  influence  on  the  representation  of  that  con¬ 
stituency.  From  the  decision  of  the  revising  officer 
there  was  an  appeal  to  the  Court  of  Queen’s 
Bench,  and  it  is  not  in  doubt  at  all  that  when  the 
election  was  over,  and  when  it  depended  upon 
overruling  the  decision  of  the  revising  officer 
whether  Mr.  Carling  should  take  his  seat  or  not, 
Judge  Elliott  then  proceeded  to  deal  with  this 
matter,  and  he  did  deal  with  it  in  favour  of  Mr. 
Carling.  But  in  order  to  seat  Mr.  Carling  what 
did  he  have  to  do  ?  In  order  to  seat  Mr.  Carling, 
who  did  not  get  a  majority  of  the  qualified  voters, 
he  had,  in  the  first  instance,  to  find  in  favour  of  the 
qualification  of  128  voters  who  had  been  held  by 
the  revising  officer  to  have  no  vote.  To  that  ex¬ 
tent  he  overruled  the  findings  in  fact  and  law  of 
the  revising  officer.  He  further  had  to  overrule 
the  unanimous  decision  of  the  Court  of  Queen’s 
Bench,  and  in  order  to  explain  why  he  did  this  he 
says  that  the  Court  of  Queen’s  Bench  had  not  given 
a  judgment  with  reasons.  It  is  true  they  decided 
the  law,  but  they  did  not  give  those  reasons  that 
commended  themselves  to  Judge  Elliott.  That  court 
seemed  to  know  what  the  law  was,  it  was  so  plain  to 
them  that  they  did  not,  I  presume,  deem  it  neces¬ 
sary  to  deliver  an  elaborate  judgment,  but 
assumed,  as  they  had  a  right  to  assume,  that 
their  judgment,  without  giving  reasons,  should  be 
accepted  as  an  honest  and  correct  judgment.  Judge 
Elliott  had  to  overrule  that  judgment  too.  He 
did  so,  and  be  says  that  in  doing  so,  he  supposes 
he  would  cover  himself  with  obloquy.  I  think  he 
has  well  prophesied  the  result.  But  he  had  to  go 
further,  and  to  overrule  the  decision  of  the  Court 
of  Appeal.  The  three  judges  of  the  Court  of 
Appeal  who  gave  judgment  unanimously  decided 
in  favour  of  the  decision  of  the  revising  officer,  and 
they  supported  the  decision  of  Judge  Elliott  him¬ 
self  in  the  first  instance.  They  decided  in  the  same 
way  as  the  Court  of  Queen’s  Bench,  and  it,  there¬ 
fore,  became  necessary  for  Judge  Elliott  to  over- . 
rule  the  decision  of  the  Court  of  A.ppeal.  How  did 
he  do  that  ?  His  contention  was  that  these  judges 
of  the  Court  of  Appeal  did  not  know  what  they 
were  about,  that  though  they  had  delivered  judg¬ 
ment  on  a  point  that  had  been  threshed  out  before 
them  by  able  counsel  on  both  sides,  Judge  Elliott 
chose  to  place  the  construction  upon  that  judg¬ 
ment,  that  it  was  not  necessary  to  be  given  in 
order  to  determine  the  case.  And  so  the  junior 
judge  overruled  the  decision  of  the  Supreme 
Court,  the  highest  court  in  the  Province  of  Ontario. 
But  he  had  also  to  overrule  another  judgment. 
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Before  Judge  Elliott  knew  that  his  decision  was 
necessary  in  order  to  seat  Mr.  Carling,  he  had  deeided 
that  the  revising  officer  was  perfectly  within  the  law 
in  allowing  the  amendments  and  adjourning  the 
court,  and  having  so  decided,  he  had  decided  also 
that  the  revising  officer  was  perfectly  within  the 
law  when  on  his  court  reassembling  he  had  disallow¬ 
ed  the  128  votes  which  Judge  Elliott  afterwards 
allowed.  But,  when  after  the  election,  these  128 
votes  had  found  their  way  into  the  ballot  box,  and 
it  became  necessary  to  have  them  counted  in  order 
to  seat  Mr.  Carling,  Judge  Elliott  not  only  had  to 
overrule  the  Superior  Court,  but  he  also  had  to 
overrule  himself,  and  he  who  on  the  20th  November 
had  decided  that  there  "was  no  appeal  to  him  from 
the  revising  barrister,  who  had  allowed  the  amend¬ 
ments,  and  threw  out  these  fagot  votes  ;  afterwards, 
on  the  9th  of  March,  a  couple  of  weeks  after  the 
election,  he  decided  in  favour  of  Mr.  Carling  and 
decided  against  himself.  Now,  Sir,  how  comes  it 
that  his  mind  underwent  such  a  change  ?  Was  he 
throughout  these  whole  proceedings,  so  conducting 
himself  that  he  was  able  to  deliver  an  impartial 
judgment,  and  in  this  connection  I  shall  treat  of 
the  newspaper  articles.  In  the  city  of  London  is 
published  a  daily  newspaper  called  the  Free  Press 
the  Conservative  organ  there.  This  bye-election 
commenced  about  the  month  of  January,  when  I 
understand  Mr.  Hyman  was  unseated,  and  on  the 
5th  day  of  February  there  appeared  in  the  London 
Free  Press  the  following  item  : — 

“  Reasons  for  Voting  for  Carling. 

“  1.  Carling  is  a  Cabinet  Minister  and  is  powerful  with 
the  Government  to  help  in  promoting  the  prosperity  of 
London . 

“  2.  He  asserts  that  to  surrender  our  tariff  system  to  the 
States,  is  hostile  to  our  position,  as  part  of  the  British 
Empire,  and  must  inevitably  lead  to  political  annexa¬ 
tion.” 

I  think  Ave  have  heard  a  certain  political  party  in 
this  House,  and  out  of  the  House,  advance  similar 
arguments  against  another  party. 

Mr.  MONCRIEFF.  I)o  you  know  that  Judge 
Elliott  wrote  that  ? 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  am  sure  that  Judge  Elliott 
wrote  this  article. 

Mr.  MONCRIEFF.  That  is  not  what  I  asked 
you. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  was  told  so  ;  and  lam  reading 
this  article  as  Judge  Elliott's. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  You  were  told  so. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Yes,  told  so,  and  I  believe  so, 
and  I  have  sworn  evidence  that  it  is  so.  I  am  not 
a  witness  now.  I  am  a  member  of  this  House,  and 
I  am  stating  what  I  believe  to  be  true  ;  and  if  any 
hon.  gentleman  does  not  believe  it  to  be  true,  why 
does  lie  not  take  the  chance  of  disproving  it  ?  I 
accuse  Judge  Elliott  of  having  written  it. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  That  is  another  thing. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  My  hon.  friend  from  West 
Lambton  (Mr.  Lister)  has  assured  me  that  Judge 
Elliott  has  written  these  articles  which  I  am  about 
to  quote,  and  I  have  in  my  possession  sworn  testi¬ 
mony  that  he  did  write  these  articles.  It  is  said 
that  so  particular  wras  he  that  there  should  be  no 
errors  in  these  articles  that  he  corrected  the  proofs 
with  his  own  hand,  and  that  the  manuscript  of 
every  one  of  these  articles  w*as  in  his  own  hand¬ 
writing,  and  was  delivered  in  his  own  handwriting 
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to  the  London  Free  Pres*  ;  and  if  hon.  gentlemen 
think  that  he  did  not  write  these  articles  and  can 
prove  that  he  did  not,  will  they  not  place  those  who 
say  he  did  in  a  nice  position  ?  He  is  accused  on  the 
door  of  this  House  of  having  written  these  articles  ; 
and  now  perhaps  the  hon.  gentlemen  having  recov¬ 
ered  from  their  excitement,  w  ill  alloAV  me  to  proceed 
with  my  quotations  from  this  nice  bit  of  literature. 
Tlie  hon.  member  for  East  Lambton  (Mr.  Moncrieff) 
invited  me  to  do  this,  and  I  suppose  he  will  regard 
me  as  meeting  his  views.  I  go  on  to  quote  the 
reasons  which  Judge  Elliott  advanced  for  voting 
against  Mr.  Hyman  : 

“First,  he  has  neither  ability  nor  power  to  help  the 
city.  ” 

That  is  a  patriotic,  a  judicial  sentiment. — 

“  His  want  of  ability  is  shown  by  his  silly  conduct  by 
which  the  city*  lost  the  car-works.  2nd.  He  is  for  sur¬ 
rendering  our  fiscal  policy  to  the  States,  yet  professing  to 
go  against  political  annexation  which  Mr.  Blake  has  an¬ 
nounced  must  inevitably  follow.” 

Well,  about  the  same  time,  on  the  5th  of  February 
last,  there  began  a  series  of  articles  in  the  same 
paper,  the  London  Free  Press,  which  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  will  find  under  the  heading,  “  Questions  by  a 
Liberal  Voter  and  Answers  ;  ”  and  I  may  say  that 
this  series  of  articles  w*ill  be  found  in  the  issues  of 
that  paper  of  the  following  days  :  the  5th  of  Feb¬ 
ruary,  the  6th  of  February,  the  8th  of  February, 
and  the  9th  of  February.  Judge  Elliott,  as  the 
author  of  these  articles,  has  purported  to  represent 
a  Liberal  questioning  him  upon  the  political  issues 
of  the  day.  Perhaps  he  can  show  that  there  was 
a  Liberal  wdio  put  these  questions  to  him,  or  per¬ 
haps  he  was  personating  a  Liberal  and  putting 
questions  in  order  to  answer  them.  I  am  sure 
that  no  hon.  gentleman  would  desire  me  to  read 
these  various  columns  of  articles. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Read. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  have  given  the  dates,  and 
hon.  gentlemen  can  read  them  for  themselves. 
They  are  questions  and  answers  dealing  with  the 
great  political  issues  of  the  day,  principally  the 
great  trade  question.  Hon.  gentlemen  ask  me  to 
read  them.  The  first  question  is  : 

“  Have  you  seen  Mr.  Gibbons’s  address  on  the  trade  ques¬ 
tion  ? — Yes.” 

So  it  goes  on,  and  the  last  question  is  : 

“  There  are  some  other  points  to  which  I  would  like  to 
refer,  but  not  at  present. — I  should  be  happy  to  hear 
you,  and  I  think  I  have  seen  no  argument  urged  on  behalf 
of  the  Liberal  party  in  furtherance  of  their  scheme  of 
commercial  or  political  union  with  the  States  which  can¬ 
not  be  refuted.” 

There  we  accuse  Judge  Elliott  of  having  insinuated 
that  the  Liberal  party  is  in  favour  of  political  union 
with  the  United  States.  I  will  not  quote  the  article 
of  the  6th  of  February,  but  will  leave  that  pleasure 
for  hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  The  one  on  the  8th 
appears  to  be  a  little  over  a  column  in  length  and  is 
made  up  of  questions  and  answers  of  the  same  kind 
containing  arguments  against  the  Liberal  party,  the 
regular  stock  arguments  used  by  the  Conservative 
party  in  the  campaign.  For  example,  this  imagi. 
nary  Liberal  is  supposed  to  have  put  this  question  . 

“  But,  do  you  say  there  is  not  justice  in  the  assertion 
that  the  Liberal  party  are  for  free  trade?— I  say  that 
when  they  assert  free  trade  is  their  object  in  seeking 
to  have  the  American  tariff  to  rule,  they  talk  the  verist 
nonsense.  I  must  say  that  it  is  a  dishonest  cry,  and  those 
Avho  ask  for  such  an  assimilation  of  tariffs  and  say  it  is 
for  free  trade,  must  knoiv  that  the  ery  is  unfounded  and 
dishonest.” 
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I  think  hon.  gentlemen  will  admit  that  that  ques- 
tion  has  something  to  do  with  politics.  The  last  of 
this  series  appeared  on  the  9th  of  February,  and 
the  questions  are  very  much  of  the  same  character 
as  the  others.  For  instance,  I  find  the  following  : — 

“  I  have  read  not  only  Mr.  Gibbons’s  pamphlet,  but  also 
the  various  speeches  on  this  side  of  the  question,  and  so 
far  as  I  can  make  out,  they  all  blame  this  protective  sys¬ 
tem  for  what  they  regard  as  the  unprogressive  state  of 
Canada,  and  yet,  as  I  have  said,  with  matchless  inconsis¬ 
tency  they  advocate  the  adoption  of  the  higher  duties  of 
the  United  States.  This  is  a  fatal  blow  on  their  prescrip¬ 
tion  for  prosperity. 

“  Do  you  regard  Mr.  Blake’s  separation  from  the  Liberal 
mrty  as  an  act  prompted  by  sincere  motive*  ? — We 
lave  no  right  to  impute  any  motive  but  an  honourable 
one  to  Mr.  Blake  ;  and  I  affirm  that  neither  Mr.  Gibbons 
nor  any  other  man  can  effectively  answer  Mr.  Blake’s 
letter  on  his  renunciation  of  the  policy  of  the  Liberal 
party  on  this  question.” 

At  another  place  he  goes  on  to  say  : 

”  Now,  having  advanced  in  this  discussion  so  far,  I  would 
like  to  ask  you,  as  one  of  the  Liberal  party,  what  policy 
you  propose  to  adopt  in  relation  to  the  trade  of  this 
country  ?  Well,  my  feeling  is  this,  that  Canada  is  in  such 
a  condition  that  some  great  change  is  necessary  for  her 
recuperation,  and  I  don’t  wonder  that  Mr.  Story,  Mr. 
Gibbons  and  others  are  discouraged  and  despondent. 
Answer — Yes,  there  it  is.  These  gentlemen  and  others 
who  are  politically  associated  with  them  are  for  ever 
depreciating  the  country.  They  say  :  Behold  how  the 
population  stagnates?  See  how  property  is  appreciating 
in  value.  See  how  our  railways  are  badly  managed.  See 
how  evei*ything,  in  fact,  in  going  to  destruction.  It  seems 
to  give  them  gratification  to  find  fault,  and  to  disparage 
the  country.  Everything  in  the  States  is  so  excellent.  The 
farmers  there  are  so  flourishing,  property  is  so  valuable, 
manufactures  are  so  profitable. But  all  this  laudation  of  the 
States  and  depreciation  of  Canada  is  a  miserable  policy. 
Is  it  not  the  last  resource  of  disappointed  office  hunters? 
Differences  of  opinion  we  shall  always  have,  but  when  party 
rancour  is  carried  so  far  as  to  find  satisfaction  m  repre¬ 
senting  the  country  in  an  unfavourable  light  and  thus 
discourage  immigration  and  create  a  prejudice  against 
the  mother  country,  I  say  when  these  things  are  done, 
as  we  know  they  are,  it  is  time  to  ask  Canadians  to  unite 
in  their  denunciation  of  a  policy  so  unworthy  and  so 
unpatriotic.” 

The  little  narrative  stopped  at  this  stage.  The 
Liberal  did  not  appear  to  have  asked  any  more 
questions.  The  judge  had  succeeded,  in  his  own 
mind,  in  answering  these  questions  satisfactorily. 
Now,  on  the  18th  of  February,  the  Court  of  Appeal 
delivered  the  judgment  to  which  I  have  referred, 
and  up  to  that  time  Judge  Elliott  had  some  chance 
of  a  decision  being  in  his  favour,  enabling  him  to 
decide  in  favour  of  the  allowance  of  these  bad  votes. 
But  on  the  18th  of  February  the  judgment  of  the 
Court  of  Appeal  was  given,  which,  so  far  as  that 
court  could  go,  cut  away  from  him  that  very  last 
chance  ;  and  on  the  following  day  there  appeared 
the  following  article  in  the  London  Free  Press,  which 
article  we  also  charge  having  been  written  by  Judge 
Elliott,  in  proof  of  which  I  have  sworn  evidence. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.  E.I.)  When  his  judgment  was 
pending  ? 

Mr.  MULOCK.  The  Court  of  Appeal  had  de¬ 
livered  judgment,  but  he  had  not.  His  judgment 
had  been  reserved,  and  it  was  not  delivered  until 
15  or  20  days  afterwards.  On  the  19th  February, 
however,  the  pen  that  subsequently  wrote  the 
judgment  seating  Mr.  Carling,  wrote  this  article  : 

“  In  comparing  the  two  candidates  for  this  city  in  a 
personal  sense  thei’e  is  a  vast  inequality.  There  never 
was  in  the  Dominion  a  shrewder  or  keener  judge  of 
human  character  than  Sir  John  Macdonald.  Like 
Disraeli,  it  was  his  strong  forte  instantly,  by  a  sort  of 
intuition,  to  perceive  what  a  man’s  qualifications  were. 
Mr.  Carling  first  appeared  in  Parliament  on  his  election 
in  1857.  As  William  Lyon  Mackenzie  said,  in  good  looks 


he  surpassed  all  others  in  that  assembly.  And  good  looks 
are  not  to  be  despised  as  an  index  to  character.  But  Sir 
John  went  deeper  than  external  appearance.  He  saw 
that  there  was  a  young  man  not  only  of  a  winning  aspect, 
but  that  hi*  qualities  of  mind  and  heart  were  well  repre¬ 
sented  by  his  countenance  and  demeanour,  and  he  at  once 
put  his  trust  in  him,  and  up  to  the  last  moment  of  the  old 
warrior’s  life  he  never  faltered  in  his  confidence  in  John 
Carting.  And  why  had  he  and  others  such  confidence  in 
John  Carling?  Because  they  found  in  him  that  good  solid 
sense,  judgment  and  tact,  and  that  plain,  unfailing  inte¬ 
grity  which  among  men  is  often  more  potent  than  the 
most,  brilliant  talent.  Every  one  possessed  of  any  sagacity 
must.  see  that  Mr.  Carling  possesses  faculties  which 
constitute  an  essential  element  in  cementing  and  influen¬ 
cing  a  party,  and  in  promoting  the  interests  of  his  consti¬ 
tuents.  He  has  been  well  tried  in  the  fire  of  experience 
and  not  a  particle  of  confidence  that  has  been  bestowed 
upon  him  has  ever  been  betrayed,  and  his  influence  is 
scarcely  exceeded  in  the  case  of  any  one  who  can  be  men¬ 
tioned  in  securing  for  his  constituents  all  that  they  can 
by  any  possible  fairness  be  entitled  to.  But  where  are 
Mr.  Hyman’s  qualifications?  There  is  no  brilliance  about 
him,  that  is  certain.  He  has  a  few  sentences  about  trade 
which  he  has  learnt  by  heart.  But  any  one  can  easily  pick 
out  50  young  men  as  gifted  as  he.  Then,  where  is  his 
talent  for  dealing  with  and  managing  men.” 

He  could  not  manage  the  judge,  evidently. — 

“  He  has  passed  through  no  ordeal  like  Mr.  Carling. 
He  is  a  new  experiment.  He  has  shown  no  power  to  influ¬ 
ence  men  or  gain  their  confidence  as  Mr.  Carling  has  done 
He  can  play  a  good  game  of  tennis  with  some  nice  little 
girls,  and  can  sip  his  glass  of  wine  pleasantly  in  their 
company.  But  where  there  is  that  masculine,  strong, 
common  sense  and  tact  of  judgment  which  give  an  im¬ 
mense  advantage  in  obtaining  such  benefits  as  a  constitu¬ 
ency  looks  for  in  fairness  and  equity  ?  It  is  ridiculous  to 
compare  the  two  men  in  capacity  to  accomplish  advan¬ 
tages  for  a  constituency. 

“  Now,  if  Mr.  Carling  were  not  a  Cabinet  Minister,  the 
comparison  would  be  most  unequal.  But  when  we  con¬ 
sider  that  Mr  Carling  occupies  that  position,  and  under 
a  victorious  majority  in  Parliament,  any  comparison  in 
a  personal  sense  is  absurd.  So  much  for  a  personal  com¬ 
parison.  In  a  political  sense,  there  is  something  yet  to 
be  said.” 

The  affidavit  I  have  does  not  cover  further  ex¬ 
tracts  than  these,  but  I  am  told  that  the  Free 
Press  of  that  month,  prior  to  the  election,  was 
teeming  with  similar  articles  emanating  from  the 
same  pen.  Now,  Sir,  I  presume  there  is  no  hon. 
gentleman  here  who  would  say  it  would  be  a  decent 
or  a  proper  thing  for  a  judge,  whether  he  has  to 
deal  with  anything  connected  with  an  election  or 
not,  to  appear  on  a  political  platform  either  in  con¬ 
nection  with  that  or  any  other  election.  I  cannot 
conceive  of  any  justification  nor  of  its  being  possi¬ 
ble  in  any  way  to  palliate  the  action  of  a  judge  in 
appearing  on  one  side  or  the  other  in  a  public 
gathering  and  manifesting  an  active  party  interest. 
If  that  would  be  a  sound  proposition,  much  more 
I  think  should  this  particular  judge  have  been 
guarded  in  his  conduct,  considering  that  he  was 
likely  in  a  few  days  to  be  called  upon  to  deter¬ 
mine  to  whom  the  seat  went,  and  if  it  is  wrong 
if  it  is  indefensible  for  a  judge  to  go  on  the  plat 
form  and  utter  a  political  speech,  to  give  expres¬ 
sion  to  political  sentiments,  much  more  must  it 
be  wrong  if  he  addresses  the  electorate  through  a 
newspaper.  In  addressing  an  audience,  his  words 
may  but  reach  the  ears  of  a  few  hundred  people, 
but,  when  he  writes  in  a  newspaper,  the  audience 
is  much  greater  and  the  influence  is  greater,  and 
under  all  the  circumstances  I  am  unable  to  under¬ 
stand  how  any  hon.  gentleman  can  for  one  moment 
under  the  circumstances  of  the  case  refuse  to  Judge 
Elliott,  if  he  Ire  innocent,  an  opportunity  of  an¬ 
swering  the  petition,  or,  if  he  Ire  guilty  of  enabling 
this  High  Court  of  Parliament  to  deal  with  him  as 
this  motion  proposes.  I  think  the  motion  is  a 
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fair  one  in  every  sense.  It  does  not  prejudge  or 
accuse,  but  it  simply  asks  as  follows  :  — 

“  That  a  copy  of  the  petition  laid  upon  the  Table  of  this 
House  from  Thomas  Hobbs  and  others,  complaining  of 
the  conduct  of  William  Elliott,  Esquire.  County  Judge  of 
Middlesex,  in  relation  to  the  revision  of  the  voter’s  list 
for  the  Electoral  District  of  the  City  of  London,  be  forth¬ 
with  furnished  him  for  his  information  and  to  enablednm 
to  make  such  statement  or  answer  to  the  charges  therein 
contained  as  he  may  deem  proper,  and  that  the  said 
petition  and  any  such  answer  as  the  said  judge  may  make 
be  referred  to  a  special  committee  of  this  House,  to  in¬ 
quire  into  the  truth  of  the  several  allegations  therein, 
with  a  view  of  finding  whether  such  charges  should  be 
investigated  by  a  commission.” 

That  preliminary  investigation  I  think  it  was  the 
duty  of  Parliament  to  make.  Hon.  gentlemen, 
perhaps,  would  like  me  to  present  them  with  the 
affidavit  verifying  the  extracts  I  have  read.  I  do 
not  intend  to  do  so.  I  do  not  intend  at  this  stage 
to  give  them  that  bit  of  information.  I  am  willing, 
however,  if  it  is  desired,  to  place  the  affidavit  and 
the  information  in  regard  to  this  evidence  in  the 
hands  of  Mr.  Speaker  to  be  retained  by  him  in  a 
confidential  way.  I  believe  in  the  absolute  truth 
of  the  charges  in  question  as  to  Judge  Elliott 
having  written  these  articles  in  the  press.  My 
hon.  friend  from  East  Lambton  (Mr.  Moncrieff) 
said  that  these  charges  M  ere  vague.  Let  me  again 
read  them  for  the  information  of  the  House,  and  it 
will  then  be  for  the  House  and  the  country  to  say 
whether  if  these  charges  were  not  sufficiently 
definite  to  enable  Judge  Elliott  to  know  what  he 
was  accused  of.  I  think  they  must  be  sufficiently 
explicit  for  every  member  of  this  House  to  under¬ 
stand,  except  my  hon.  friend  from  East  Lambton 
(Mr.  Moncrieff),  who  thinks  them  vague  and  not 
specific.  Paragraphs  17,  18,  and  19  are  as  follows  : — 

“17.  The  said  William  Elliott,  during  the  said  election 
and  while  the  said  appeals  were  pending  before  him, con- 
tributed  editorially  and  also  under  an  assumed  name  to 
the  London  Free  Press  newspaper,  articles  of  a  violent 
and  partisan  character  bearing  upon  the  said  revision  of 
the  voters’  list  and  political  questions  of  the  day,  and  par¬ 
ticularly  upon  the  said  election  for  the  said  electoral 
district  and  in  support  of  the  candidature  of  the  said  Car¬ 
ling  and  against  the  said  Hyman. 

“  18.  After  the  said  election  and  before  deciding  said 
appeals  the  said  William  Elliott  in  slrong  and  violent 
language  denounced  the  said  Hyman  and  his  supporters 
and  stated  to  several  electors  of  the  said  city  that  the  said 
Carling  would  certainly  get  the  seat  in  the  House  of 
Commons  tor  the  said  electoral  district  . 

7  19.  That  the  conduct  of  the  •said  William  Elliott,  in 
writing  the  said  newspaper  articles  pending  the  said  ap¬ 
peals,  and  in  making  the  said  oral  declarations  and  in 
afterwards  carrying  out.  the  spirit  of  such  articles  and 
declarations  by  overruling  the  judgment  of  the  said 
Queen’s  Bench  Division  and  the  express  decision  of  the 
said  judges  of  the  Court  of  Appeal,  show  him  to  be  a  violent 
political  partisan  incapable  of  giving  an  honest  or  unbias¬ 
sed  judgment  on  the  subject-matter  of  such  appeals.” 

I  think  that  language  is  plain  enough  to  be  under¬ 
stood.  J  do  not  think  any  person  who  desires  to 
know  the  meaning  of  the  charges  cannot  gratify 
his  desires  by  reading  that  section  of  the  petition. 
There  you  find  plain,  serious  and  outspoken 
language  which  demands  the  serious  consideration 
of  this  House. 

Mr.  TISDALE.  I  confess  I  am  somewhat  at  a 
loss,  taking  the  latter  part  of  the  hon.  gentleman’s 
address,  to  decide  as  to  what  he  means  or  what  he 
intends  the  House  to  deal  with.  If  he  intends  or 
contends  for  a  moment  that  these  newspaper 
articles  which  he  has  read  have  anything  to  do 
with  this  discussion,  I  must  totally  disagree  with 
him,  and  I  shall  decline  to  discuss  them,  because 
Mr.  Mui.ock. 


the  only  thing  I  can  say  in  regard  to  them  is  that 
it  is  the  highest  compliment  the  hon.  gentleman 
can  pay  to  the  hon.  member  for  East  Lambton 
(Mr.  Moncrieff)  whose  argument  the  other  day 
he  attempted  to  disparage,  because,  if  he 
means  that  these  are  the  charges  now  under 
discussion,  he  must  admit  beyond  contradic¬ 
tion  that  his  friends  have  abandoned  the 
motion  which  is  now  before  the  House.  He 
cannot  contend  that  these  articles  have  any¬ 
thing  to  do  with  the  matter  at  all.  What  we  have 
to  vote  upon  and  decide  here  is  the  petition  and 
the  charges  contained  in  that  petition.  I  appre¬ 
hend  that  there  can  be  no  two  opinions  about  that 
in  the  position  in  which  we  stand.  If  the  hon. 
gentleman  proposes  to  found  a  charge  on  those 
papers,  let  him  do  so,  but  let  us  not  waste  time  in 
discussing  them  on  this  motion.  If  he  says,  we 
abandon  the  petition,  let  him  do  so.  Hon.  gentle¬ 
men  may  smile,  but  let  us  get  at  sense  and  pro¬ 
priety  and  at  some  rules  in  the  discussion  of  these 
matters.  I  understand  the  motion  now  is  not  to 
send  these  newspaper  articles  or  anything  connected 
with  them  to  a  committee,  but  that  this  petition  is 
under  discussion  and,  in  the  words  of  the  hon. 
gentleman  himself,  the  petition  makes  no  accusation 
and  no  charge. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  beg  the  hon.  gentleman’s  par¬ 
don.  I  said  nothing  of  the  kind. 

Mr.  TISDALE.  He  said  it  contains  grave  mat¬ 
ter  which  should  be  considered,  but  it  contained 
no  charge  against  the  judge. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  said  the  petition  makes  grave 
charges  against  the  judge. 

Mr.  TISDALE.  Then  he  repeats  the  bald 
charges  against  the  judge,  and  he  said,  in  substance, 
that  it  was  not  a  matter  of  accusation  against  the 
judge,  but  simply  something  to  put  him  on  a  preli¬ 
minary  enquiry.  Iproposenow todiscussthematter 
before  the  House.  I  must  confess  that  I  am  dis¬ 
appointed  with  my  hon.  friend,  if  he  means  that 
he  has  a  charge  to  bring,  and  that  these  newspaper 
articles  are  sufficient  to  be  dealt  with  by  the  House. 
We  are  not  dealing  with  that  part  of  the  question 
now.  Let  some  person  who  is  responsible,  such  as 
the  hon.  gentleman  himself,  make  the  charge  and 
it  will  be  dealt  with.  I  wish  to  make  one  correc¬ 
tion  of  a  statement  of  the  hon.  gentleman  before 
taking  up  the  time  I  intend  to  take  in  connection 
with  the  matter  before  the  House.  The  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  was  either  not  fully  advised  of  Judge 
Elliott  s  decision  on  the  20th  November,  or  he 
misinformed  the  House  in  regard  to  it.  I  wish  to 
correct  him  on  that  point,  or  let  him  correct  me. 
\\  hat  Judge  Elliott  decided  was  not  only  what  the 
hon.  gentleman  said,  but  a  great  deal  more.  The 
hon.  gentleman  says  that,  when  the  matter  first 
came  before  him,  the  judge  decided  that  the  revis¬ 
ing  officer  was  within  the  law,  and  that  was  all  he 
said. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  did  not  say  that. 

Mr.  TISDALE.  What  Judge  Elliott  decided 
comprised  two  things.  The  first  was  in  reference 
to  the  power  of  the  revising  officer  to  make  an 
amendment,  and,  that  being  a  matter  of  procedure, 
he  decided  that  he  had  no  jurisdiction  ;  but  he 
decided  then  and  there  that  the  notice  was  bad, 
and  the  hon.  gentleman  said  that  Judge  Elliott’s 
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second  judgment  went  back  and  contradicted  his 
first. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  So  it  did. 

Mr.  TISDALE.  The  hon.  member  for  West 
Lambton  (Mr.  Lister)  read  the  statement  in  the 
first  place  that  the  judge  said  he  had  no  jurisdic¬ 
tion  in  regard  to  that  matter. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  If  you  will  permit  me  for  a 
moment,  I  will  say  that  on  the  20th  November, 
1891,  Judge  Elliott  held  that  he  could  not  inter¬ 
fere  with  an  amendment  made  by  the  revising 
officer,  which  amendment  and  adjournment  of  the 
court  consequent  upon  it  led  this  revising  officer  to 
try  all  these  cases,  and  the  result  was  that  the  re¬ 
vising  officer  disallowed  the  votes  in  question.  On 
the  9th  December,  the  judge  decided  that  the  re¬ 
vising  officer  was  wrong  in  doing  that,  and  restored 
these  votes  to  the  voters’  list. 

Mr.  TISDALE.  At  the  same  time,  on  the  20th 
November,  the  judge  decided  that  the  notice  was 
bad.  As  to  procedure,  he  could  not  decide,  but 
when  it  came  before  him  by  way  of  appeal,  he 
held  that  the  votes  were  bad,  and  he  did  the  same 
thing  the  second  time  the  question  came  before 
him.  That  is  one  point  I  want  to  emphasize,  and 
the  only  point,  because  what  the  hon.  gentleman 
asserted  was  not  the  fact,  that  Judge  Elliott  de¬ 
cided  against  himself.  But  it  is  a  fact  that  the 
notice  of  appeal  was  decided  to  be  bad  on  the  hist 
occasion,  and  on  the  second  occasion  he  decided 
the  same  way.  Now,  I  propose  to  look  a  little 
outside  of  the  legal  proposition,  and  try  to  find  out 
the  circumstances  surrounding  this  whole  matter.  A 
great  deal  has  been  said  outside  of  this  House  and 
something  inside  of  this  House,  about  a  conspiracy 
between  Judge  Elliott  and  Mr.  Carling  to  deprive 
London  of  its  proper  representative  at  the  last  elec¬ 
tion.  Now,  a  more  uncalled  for,  a  more  unjust,  and 
a  mere  impudent  perversion  of  facts,  never  was 
made  in  this  country  nor  in  any  other.  I  say  the  fact 
is  just  the  contrary.  I  agree  with  them  that  there 
was  a  conspiracy  to  defraud  London  of  its  proper 
representation,  a  conspiracy  conceived  in  iniquity 
and  brought  forth  in  sin,  conceived  by  the  political 
heelers  and  wire-pullers  of  Mr.  Hyman  and  his 
machine  in  the  city  of  London  to  deprive  that 
city  of  its  proper  representation,  and  brought  forth 
by  an  organized  system  of  fraud,  of  force,  of  per¬ 
sonation  and  corruption  when  the  election  came  on, 
that  has  seldom  been  equalled  in  an  election  in  this 
or  any  other  country,  and  followed  by  a  deliberate 
attempt  to  force  a  judge,  against  whom  up  to  that 
l^ime  not  a  word  had  been  whispered,  to  give  a  judg¬ 
ment  that  would  suit  them  or  destroy  his  character. 
Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  these  are  strong  words,  but  I 
think  I  will  be  able  to  justify  them  and  to  show 
that  they  are  even  weaker  than  the  facts  warrant. 
Now,  in  arriving  at  conclusions,  the  motives  of  men 
and  the  surrounding  circumstances  often  throw 
a  stronger  light  than  the  acts  themselves.  Let 
us  look  at  the  political  history  of  the  city  of  Lon¬ 
don.  Go  back  to  1857.  What  has  been  its 
political  history  ?  From  that  time  down  to  the 
present  it  has  always  been  largely  Conservative, 
and  on  a  fair  vote  still  is  largely  Conservative  ; 
and  more  than  that,  from  that  time  down  to  the 
present,  except  during  two  sessions  of  Parliament, 
a  Conservative  member  has  always  been  returned, 
and  with  two  exceptions,  that  constituency  has 
returned  the  hon.  Mr.  Carling  during  35  years. 


Look  at  the  record  of  the  two  parties  during 
that  time.  Never  during  all  that  time  has  even 
a  charge  been  made  in  court  against  Mr.  Carling 
or  the  Conservative  party  that  they  ever  attempted 
to  carry  the  election  by  corrupt  practices,  their 
opponents  never  dared  to  file  a  protest.  Now, 
what  is  the  record  of  the  Reform  party,  and  how 
came  they  to  hold  the  seat  two  sessions  ?  In 
1874  a  gentleman  named  John  Walker  carried  the 
city  of  London.  He  sat  one  session.  There  was 
a  protest,  and  what  happened  then  ?  I  will  read 
the  judgment  of  the  court,  after  the  trial,  to  show 
what  happened  : 

“  That  throughout  the  contest  the  agents  of  the  respon¬ 
dent,  acting  on  his  behalf  in  promoting  his  election,  were 
impressed  with  the  strong  conviction  that  in  order  to 
ensure  the  respondent’s  election  it  would  be  necessary  to 
expend  a  very  considerable  sum  of  money  bribing  some 
voters  to  vote  for  respondent,  and  in  bribing  others  not 
to  vote  for  his  opponent;  and  that  the  respondent  himself 
was  impressed  with  the  same  conviction.  (2)  That,  in¬ 
fluenced  by  the  pressure  of  this  conviction,  dozens  of  those 
agents  of  the  respondents  did  commit  acts  of  bribery  upon 
a  very  extensive  scale,  with  the  knowledge  and  consent  of 
the  respondent,  for  the  purpose  of  promoting  his  election 
although  the  respondent  may  have  been  and  very  probably 
was,  kept  in  ignorance  of  each  single  particular  instance  of 
such  acts  of  bribery.  That  corruption  should  have  pre¬ 
vailed  and  that  bribery  could  have  been  committed  upon 
the  extensive  scale,  and  in  the  open  manner  which  the 
evidence  discloses  throughout  the  whole  contest,  and  that 
the  moneys  with  which  this  bribery  and  corruption  were 
consummated  should  have  been  almost  all  disbursed  at  the 
respondent’s  own  headquarters,  and  that  he  should  have 
been  constantly  in  and  out  of  these  headquarters  and  can¬ 
vassing,  as  he  savs,  throughout  the  city,  night  and  day, 
and  be  ignorant  that  acts  of  bribery  in  his  interest— acts 
from  which  he  alone  could  derive  any  benefit— were  being 
constantly  committed  by  his  agents,  is  to  my  mind  utterly 
incredible.  I  do  not  seek  for  any  reported  case  to  sup¬ 
port  the  principle  upon  which  I  proceed.  It  requires  only 
the  honest  application  of  the  common  sense  of  a  conscien¬ 
tious  juror,  to  lead  me  to  a  conclusion  upon  the  matter 
submitted  to  me  in  this  case.  I  can  readily  believe  it 
possible  for  the  respondent  to  have  been  immersed  in  the 
lake  and  to  be  taken  out  dry,  as  that  the  acts  of  bribery 
which  the  evidence  discloses  to  have  been  committed  on 
his  behalf,  almost  under  his  eyes,  in  his  daily  path,  with 
means  of  corruption  proceeding  from  his  own  headquar¬ 
ters,  and  from  the  hands  of  his  confidential  agents  there, 
could  have  been  committed  otherwise  than  with  his  know¬ 
ledge  and  consent.” 

He  goes  on  then  to  disqualify  Mr.  Walker  person¬ 
ally,  and  in  another  clause  of  the  judgment,  he 
finds  no  less  than  19  parties  that  he  names  guilty 
of  corrupt  practices. — 

“  And  further,  that  corrupt  practices  have  extensively 
prevailed  at  the  said  election.” 

Now,  it  took  the  Liberal  party  17  years  to  recover 
from  that  blow,  and  in  1891  Mr.  Hyman  was 
elected.  He  sat  one  session,  and  a  protest  was 
entered.  What  happened  then?  The  hon.  member 
for  East  Lambton  (Mr.  Moncrieff)  the  other  day 
gave  us  some  idea  of  what  happened  then ;  he  gave 
us  some  of  the  reasons  why  Mr.  Hyman  was  un¬ 
seated.  Take  the  history  of  the  three  meetings 
that  he  mentioned.  We  find  that  at  one  meeting 
called  they  consumed  half  a  barrel  of  beer  and  a 
lot  of  crackers  and  cheese.  At  another  meeting, 
where  Mr.  Hyman  was  present,  a  large  uncovered 
basket  was  brought  into  the  meeting  containing 
several  dozen  bottles  of  ale.  At  another  meeting, 
known  as  the  coloured  meeting,  upon  the  very  plat¬ 
form  from  which  Mr.  Hyman  addressed  the  elec¬ 
tors,  there  was  a  whole  barrel  of  beer.  Moreover 
at  that  very  meeting  a  subscription  list  was  passed 
around  and  gentlemen  signed  their  names  but  put 
down  no  amounts,  and  Mr.  Hyman  made  the  remark . 
“  I  cannot  have  anything  to  do  with  that  now,  but 
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I  may  afterwards.”  What  does  that  mean  ?  That 
was  a  hint  for  the  boys  :  “  Put  your  names  down, 

you  won't  be  called  upon  for  any  amounts,  but  I 
will  take  care  of  it  afterwards.  ”  At  that  celebrated 
meeting,  according  to  the  witness,  the  order  of 
proceedings  was  :  the  chair  was  taken  at  10  ;  at  11 
there  were  pigs’  feet  passed  around  ;  at  11.30,  Mr. 
Hyman,  and  at  12  the  beer  was  tapped.  They  had 
a  band,  speeches  with  music,  pigs’  feet  and  beer  at 
intervals,  “a  feast  of  reason  and  a  flow  of  soul”  for 
this  pure  candidate  who  is  now  whining  because 
he  was  defeated,  and  who  is  now  endeavouring  to 
disgrace  a  judge. 

Mr.  LISTER.  Was  Judge  Elliott  there? 

Mr.  TISDALE.  Judge  Elliott  was  not  there, 
Judge  Elliott  does  not  attend  this  sort  of  thing. 
These  meetings  are  reserved  for  those  who  take 
pleasure  in  that  sort  of  thing,  and  who  attempt  to 
destroy  a  man’s  character,  if  they  cannot  reach 
their  end  in  any  other  way. 

Mr.  LAND  ERKIN.  I  presume  jealousy  arose 
because  the  beer  was  not  Carling’s  ? 

Mr.  TISDALE.  Probably  you  think  so.  You 
are  a  very  good  judge  of  some  things,  Doctor.  I 
dare  say  your  heart  would  have  swelled  with  joy 
if  you  had  been  there. 

An  lion.  MEMBER.  With  beer. 

Mr.  TISDALE.  Then  there  was  another  bit  of 
evidence  given.  There  was  a  collector  of  election 
funds  engaged  and  he  collected  $2,000.  That  is  a 
very  small  sum  compared  with  what  must  have 
been  expended.  Now,  does  any  sensible  man 
think  that  a  candidate  wants  $2,000  to  pay  the 
legitimate  expenses  of  an  election  campaign  ? 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.  E.  I.)  Yes. 

Mr.  TISDALE.  At  all  events  we  would  think 
it  a  great  deal  up  in  the  Province  of  Ontario. 
Down  by  the  sea  you  have  different  methods. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  Carling’s  election  cost 

$10,000. 

Mr.  TISDALE.  Some  gentlemen  know  a  great 
deal  about  expenses,  I  have  no  doubt.  Over  in 
Welland  there  is  another  place  where  large  sums 
were  said  to  have  been  expended. 

Mr.  LISTER.  What  about  the  railroad  ? 

Mr.  TISDALE.  \\  hen  the  hon.  gentleman  was 
speaking  the  other  day  I  allowed  him  to  pursue 
his  remarks  without  any  undue  interruption. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  You  did  not  gerrymander 
him  in  his  speech. 

Mr.  TISDALE.  If  some  of  you  would  gerry¬ 
mander  the  parts  of  your  body  that  you  talk  with, 

I  might  get  on  a  little  faster. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  Hon.  gentlemen  will  please 
not  interrupt,  and  the  hon.  gentleman  will  please 
address  the  Chair. 

Mr.  TISDALE.  Now,  there  was  another  signifi¬ 
cant  thing  according  to  this  evidence,  in  connection 
with  this  gentleman  who  collected  the  funds,  and 
that  was  that  he  kept  no  account.  He  had  no 
memory,  he  could  not  remember  what  he  did  with 
any  of  the  money.  Further  than  that,  when  he 
found  there  was  a  protest,  he  destroyed  all  the  books 
and  papers  so  that  if  the  case  ever  came  into  court, 
there  would  be  no  papers  to  expose  him.  What 
was  the  result  of  that  trial  ?  Many  other  dis- 
Mr.  Tisdale. 


closures  were  made,  and  the  result  was  that  Mr. 
Hyman  finalLy  consented  to  accept  unseating  on  the 
evidence,  to  agree  not  to  appeal,  and  to  pay  the 
costs.  This  was  accepted  on  the  other  side  rather 
than  go  on  with  personal  disqualification  and  allow 
him  to  appeal  and  hold  the  seat  much  longer.  I 
have  no  doubt  from  the  disclosures  made  that  Mr. 
Hyman  would  have  gone  the  way  of  John  Walker 
even  then,  if  this  compromise  had  not  been  arrived 
at.  This  brings  us  to  1892,  and  it  is  in  regard  to 
this  election  that  all  the  rowhas  been  kicked  up.  To 
my  mind  it  has  been  entirely  brought  about  to  cover 
the  disgraceful  tactics  resorted  to  by  Mr.  Hyman 
and  his  committee  and  to  draw  public  attention 
away  from  them,  and  those  gentlemen  have  vented 
their  disappointment  by  attacking  the  judge  and 
seeking  to  compel  him  either  to  give  a  judgment  to 
suit  them  or  else  they  would  try  and  ruin  his  char¬ 
acter.  I  would  say  nothing  about  what  happened 
at  this  election  if  Mr.  Hyman  had  acted,  as  the 
Conservatives  did  in  London  both  times  they  were 
defeated,  filed  a  petition  and  brought  forward  dis¬ 
closures,  if  there  were  any,  and  subject  himself  to 
the  cross-fire  of  a  petition.  But,  I  will  mention 
some  matters  that  were  of  public  notoriety  in  Lon¬ 
don,  in  order  to  give  hon.  members  in  this  House, 
who  do  not  know  London,  and  did  not  follow  the 
papers  in  that  connection,  some  information.  The 
first  thing  they  did  was  to  openly  declare  that  Mr. 
Hyman  was  to  be  elected  at  all  hazards,  no  matter 
what  means  had  to  be  resorted  to  or  what  it  might 
cost.  This  alarmed  our  party,  I  do  not  deny.  What 
next  happened  ?  They  established  an  organized  bet¬ 
ting  ring,  that  wagered  tens  of  thousands  of  dollars 
on  the  result  of  the  election,  and  out  of  this  betting 
fund  they  expended  large  sums  in  corrupting  and 
debauching  the  electors.  They  circulated  a  "bogus 
circular  among  the  employes  of  one  of  the  largest 
corporations  in  London,  employing  500  or  600 
voters,  and  by  that  means  thejr  tried  to  make  the 
employes  of  that  corporation  believe  that  the  head 
officials  of  it  were  in  favour  of  Mr.  Hyman, 
though  in  the  offices  and  shops  of  the  corporation  a 
circular  was  issued  by  the  general  manager  stating 
that  in  this  election  they  were  to  vote  as  the}' 
pleased  and  the  management  was  entirely  neutral. 
In  the  third  place  they  organized  a  body  of  ruffians 
— I  use  the  word  advisedly — to  traverse  the  streets 
of  London  and  attack  and  maltreat  in  the  night¬ 
time  different  supporters  of  Mr.  Carling.  They 
went  so  far  as  to  attack  Mr.  Meredith,  the  leader 
of  the  Opposition  in  the  Ontario  Legislature,  who 
went  to  a  house,  and  if  he  had  not  been  well  known 
as  a  man  of  great  physical  capacity  he  would  have 
been  injured.  These  are  facts  which  the  citizens 
of  London  well  know.  On  polling  day  scores  of 
voters  were  hired  to  leave  London  for  the  day 
without  voting.  Down  the  river,  about  four  miles, 
they  hired  a  summer  hotel,  which  happened  to  be 
vacant,  and  a  large  number  of  men  were  made 
drunk  and  taken  down  there  and  kept  drunk  until 
after  the  poll  had  closed.  An  army  of  personators 
invaded  the  city.  These  are  facts  which  are 
notorious  in  London  ;  they  are  some  of  the 
means  resorted  to,  connected  with  the  conspiracy 
which  I  charge  was  attempted  to  wrest  London 
from  Mr.  Carling  and  the  Conservative  party. 
When  they  found  their  machinations  fail  and  their 
schemes  were  in  vain,  then,  in  their  anger,  what 
did  they  do?  Did  they  do  what  the  Conservative 
party  had  done  at  previous  elections  when  they 
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were  defeated  ?  Did  they  file  a  petition  and  go  to 
the  courts  ?  It  is  ridiculous  to  talk  about  Conser¬ 
vatives  entering  into  a  conspiracy  to  wrest  that 
stronghold  of  the  Conservatives  from  the  Reform 
party,  to  which  it  never  belonged.  The  records  of 
the  courts  show  that  it  never  belonged  to  them, 
they  show  that  fact  in  the  case  of  John  Walker, 
and  if  the  personal  charges  had  been  pushed  against 
Mr.  Hyman  it  would  have  shown  the  same  result. 
I  challenge  lion,  gentlemen  opposite  on  that  point, 
because  they  had  the  chance  to  protest  the  election 
and  they  dare  not  protest  it ;  and  when  I  come  to 
the  legal  part  of  my  argument  I  will  have  some 
remarks  to  offer  on  this  subject,  because  it  will 
have  a  strong  bearing  on  the  case.  No,  they  lost 
their  money,  they  lost  their  honour,  and  they  lost 
the  election,  and  something  must  be  done.  They 
dare  not  go  into  the  courts.  They  knew  their  candi¬ 
date  could  not  stand  the  light  of  an  investigation 
and  a  cross-petition.  What  did  they  do?  They 
said  :  “We  will  compel  the  Judge  of  the  County 
Court,  who  had  not  given  judgment  in  regard  to 
the  disputed  votes,  either  to  give  judgment  in  our 
favour  or  we  will  try  to  ruin  and  disgrace  him.” 
Am  I  justified  in  making  this  statement?  I  think 
I  am  by  what  followed.  What  did  follow  ?  Who 
was  the  judge  they  had  ventured  to  attack  ?  He 
is  a  venerable  man  of  70  years  of  age,  who  during 
a  quarter  of  a  century  has  presided  over  the 
hundred  thousand  people  who  live  in  London  and 
the  county,  who  is  respected  and  admired  person¬ 
ally  by  every  person  who  knows  him,  who  is  well 
known  in  the  city,  and  the  country  round,  as 
well  as  in  the  province,  as  an  honest,  straight¬ 
forward,  kindly  Christian  gentleman  in  private 
life.  He  is  revered  and  respected  for  his  up¬ 
rightness,  impartiality  and  wisdom  as  a  judge, 
and  loved  for  his  kindness  of  heart.  This  old 
man,  against  whom  not  a  breath  of  suspicion  had 
ever  even  been  whispered  either  as  to  his  judicial 
or  private  life,  which  the  lion,  member  for  Lamb- 
ton  (Mr.  Lister)  will  no  doubt  admit,  is  the  man 
and  the  judge  whom  they  resolved  to  attack. 
I  say  shame  upon  the  cause  and  shame  upon 
the  men  who  resort  to  such  an  expediency 
when  their  political  passions  are  excited.  I  am 
not  following  up  the  legal  features  of  the  case  as 
closely  as  some  hon.  members  who  have  preceded 
me  have  done,  and  some  who  may  perhaps  follow 
will  do,  but  I  am  dwelling  more  particularly  on 
the  position  of  the  judge.  What  were  the  circum¬ 
stances  ?  Let  us  give  them  fairly,  in  order  to  see 
where  we  stand.  The  House  well  knows  that  Loudon 
has  a  revising  officer,  who  is  not  the  county  judge, 
and  he  proceeded  with  the  work  of  revision.  Then 
there  is  an  appeal,  under  certain  circumstances, 
from  the  revising  officer  to  the  county  judge. 
We  know  that  it  cannot  be  gainsaid  that  on  the 
20th  November,  this  appeal  came  to  him  ;  it  was 
the  first  time  in  which  the  notice  was  in  dispute, 
and  he  decided  that  the  notice  was  bad.  It  is 
important  that  there  should  be  no  question  about 
that  fact.  I  did  not  suppose  any  doubted  it. 

Mr.  MILLS  (Bothwell).  He  expressed  an  opinion, 
but  at  the  same  time  he  said  he  had  not  jurisdiction. 

Mr.  TISDALE.  No.  Now  here  is  Mr.  Lister’s 
own  statement  of  it,  that  is  the  judgment  of  Judge 
Elliott  on  the  20th  November  : 

“  I  am  of  opinion  that  under  the  33rd  section  my  power 
is  confined  to  the  action  of  the  revising  officer  in  dealing 
with  the  list  ;  that  is  to  say,  as  to  proper  admission  of 


names  or  the  exclusion  of  them  being  as  to  something 
which  is  or  should  be  in  the  list  or  which  ought  not  to  be 
in  it.  It  is  not  said  that  there  is  an  appeal  to  the  county 
judge  as  to  the  proceedings  of  the  revising  officer,  which 
would  be  a  comprehensive  term,  such  as  is  used  in  section 
26.  I  consider  that  I  have  no  authority  to  interfere  with 
the  action  of  the  revising  officer  in  amending  or  adjourn¬ 
ing  rhe  court  to  a  future  time.  Whatever  may  be  tbe  im¬ 
portance  of  ray  ruling  as  to  the  question  whether  the 
notice  in  question  is  unsufficient  or  invalid  and  null  and 
void,  as  I  am  pressed  to  decide  I  do  so,  and  rule  as  I  have 
said,  that  it  is  invalid  under  the  Act  and  so  far  the  appeal 
is  sustained,  but  in  respect  to  my  authority  to  interfere 
with  the  revising  officer’s  power  to  order  amendment  or 
to  adjourn  the  court,  I  do  not  entertain  the  appeal.” 

Now  that  is  plain.  He  entertained  the  appeal  so 
far  as  the  notice  of  appeal  was  concerned  and  held 
it  bad,  and  what  happened  subsequently  showed 
that  he  was  quite  consistent.  When  the  revising 
officer  went  on  afterwards  and  struck  off' some  of  the 
names  because  of  his  allowing  them  to  be  amended, 
then  a  subsequent  appeal  was  taken  to  the  judge 
to  restore  them  under  his  ruling  that  the  notice 
was  invalid,  he  the  judge  ordered  them  to  be 
restored  to  the  list  as  he  ha  J  a  perfect  right  to  do. 
Therefore  both  of  his  judgments  so  far  as  that  part 
of  the  case  is  concerned  were  consistent  with  each 
other.  At  the  time  of  the  election  Judge  Elliott  had 
held  that  the  notice  was  not  valid,  and  by  the  pro¬ 
ceedings  against  the  revising  officer,  the  Queen’s 
Bench  had  held  that  the  notice  was  valid.  The 
Court  of  Appeal  declined  to  give  a  judgment,  but 
upon  pressure  as  has  been  stated,  three  of  the 
judges  expressed  an  opinion,  the  other  judges 
declining  to  express  any  opinion  that  the  notices 
were  valid.  An  appeal  was  taken  to  the  Supreme 
Court  from  the  Court  of  Appeal,  so  that  as  far  as 
that  question  goes,  there  has  been  no  final  judg¬ 
ment  yet.  What  else  happened?  The  Court  of 
Chancery,  a  court  of  equal  jurisdiction  with  the 
Court  of  Queen’s  Bench  which  the  hon.  member 
for  West  Lambton  (Mr.  Lister)  quoted,  decided 
that  in  such  cases  no  Superior  Court  had  any  juris¬ 
diction  to  interfere  with  the  judge  at  all.  That  was 
the  position  at  the  time  of  the  election.  Let 
me  summarize  it.  The  Court  of  Queen’s  Bench 
had  given  a  judgment.  It  was  appealed  to  the 
Court  of  Appeal  which  gave  no  judgment,  but  only 
expressed  an  opinion,  and  their  decision  stood 
appealed  to  the  Supreme  Court,  and  the  Court  of 
Chancery  had  decided  in  another  case,  but  on  the 
same  principle,  contrary  to  what  the  Court  of  Queen’s 
Bench  decided,  and  that  was  not  appealed  from. 
That  was  the  way  it  stood  at  the  time  of  Mr. 
Carling’s  election  which  is  now  in  dispute.  Then 
what  happened,  and  who  caused  it  to  happen,  and 
that  is  an  important  point  in  my  opinion.  What 
happened  was  caused  by  the  Hyman  party.  It 
was  not  the  voluntary  action  of  Judge  Elliott  that 
he  gave  any  decision  after  the  further  appeal  had 
been  made  to  him,  but  it  was  the  Hyman  party 
that  insisted  on  his  going  on  and  deciding  it.  Let 
me  show  the  hardship  of  that,  and  let  me  put  that 
as  a  strong  point  justifying  the  line  I  am  taking, 
and  unanswerably  justifying  it  in  my  opinion  under 
these  circumstances.  Had  the  Hyman  party  left 
Judge  Elliott  alone,  he  would  have  pronounced  no 
judgment.  It  is  claimed  that  a  lot  of  these  votes 
should  have  been  left  off’  the  list,  and  were  depend¬ 
ing  on  the  validity  of  the  notice  of  appeal.  There 
was  not  only  a  question  as  to  whether  the 
notice  of  appeal  was  valid  or  not,  but  there 
was  the  question  of  the  jurisdiction  of  the  higher 
court.  Let  me  say  here,  and  no  lawyer  can 
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gainsay  it,  that  if  there  is  no  jurisdiction,  I  do  not 
care  if  ten  Superior  Courts  gave  judgments  or 
opinions,  it  relieves  no  judge  from  the  responsi¬ 
bility  on  his  oath  of  giving  his  own  judgment.  It  is 
a  principle  which  not  even  a  third-rate  lawyer  dare 
gainsay,  that  if  a  court  pronounced  judgment  with¬ 
out  jurisdiction  it  is  totally  void  and  is  not  ({not¬ 
able  as  an  authority  in  another  court.  There  was, 
therefore,  two  questions  involved,  the  question  of 
jurisdiction  and  the  validity  of  the  notice  of  appeal. 
It  was  Mr.  Hyman’s  friends  who  insisted  upon  Judge 
Elliott  giving  judgment.  Why  did  they  not  wait 
to  file  their  protest,  and  then  all  questions  of  law 
and  fact  could  have  been  raised  and  if  advisable  in 
the  opinion  of  either  party  carried  to  the  Supreme 
Court,  and  Judge  Elliott  never  would  have  been 
put  into  the  position  they  forced  him  ?  That  is  in 
my  opinion  a  strong  point.  They  forced  him  into 
this  position,  and  what  did  they  do  before  he  gave 
judgment  ?  Their  party  newspapers  threatened  him 
about  his  judgment,  and  an  lion,  member  of  this 
House  so  far  forgot  himself,  the  day  before  it  was 
rendered,  that  he  got  up  here  and  spoke  of  what 
would  happen  with  regard  to  the  judgment,  and  had 
to  be  called  to  orderby  the  Speaker  and  made  to  with¬ 
draw.  This  shows  a  strong  organized  feeling  which 
is  most  unjust  and  unfair  to  the  judge  in  regard  to 
this  matter.  Mr.  Hyman’s  friends  said  that  he 
must  go  on  and  give  his  decision,  and  that  was  the 
way  they  treated  him  for  complying  with  that  re¬ 
quest.  Let  me  read  from  what  happened  in  the 
court  to  show  how  strong  was  the  insistence  upon 
Judge  Elliott  giving  his  judgment.  Mr.  Ayles- 
worth,  a  counsel  from  Toronto,  went  up  to  London 
on  behalf  of  Mr.  Hyman,  and  he  said  : 

“We  ask  that  judgment  may  be  given  now  on  the  ap¬ 
peals  that  were.before  Your  Honour  in  December  last.  As 
to  what  the  position  of  matters  was  in  December  I  under¬ 
stand  that  on  the  appeals  which  are  now  in  question — 
some  229  in  number— coming  before  Your  Honour,  and  it 
appearing  that  the  only  point  in  question  was  the  suffici¬ 
ency  of  the  notices  of  objections  to  the  votes  that *had 
been  given  by  Mr.  Lilley,  it  was  pointed  out  to  Your 
Honour  that  an  appeal  was  pending  before  the  Court  of 
Appeal  at  Toronto,  and  it  was  thought  by  Your  Honour 
that  it  would  be  wen  to  await  the  decision  of  the  Court  of 
Appeal  before  any  judgment  was  pronounced.  It  was, 
therefore,  postponed.  That  decision  has  now  been  had, 
and  it  is  submitted  on  behalf  of  Mr.  Lilley  that  this  fact 
and  the  facts  shown  in  Mr.  Magee’s  affidavit  as  a  reason 
why  there  should  not  be  any  further  waiting  for  the  deci¬ 
sion  ot  any  other  court.  I  need  not  point  out  that  the 
judgment  of  the  Court  of  Appeal,  of  the  High  Court,  or 
the  Supreme  Court,  are- judgments  that  are  useful  only  in 
interpreting  the  law  in  the  opinion  of  the  learned  judges 
on  any  particular  point  upon  the  decision  of  Your  Honour. 
But  as  a  matter  of  respect  that  one  court  would  pay  to  an¬ 
other  court  Your  Honour  would  be  governed  very  much  by 
these  expressions  of  opinion.  We  are  justified,  we  think, 
in  asking  you  not  to  delay  longer  the  disposing  of  this 
question  which  has  now  become  of  so  much  importance. 
We  urge  upon  your  consideration  the  vital  consequence  to 
the  city  and  people  of  the  whole  country  that  this  case 
should  be  settled.  All  the  parties  are  interested  in  hav¬ 
ing  it  settled,  and  the  man  who  is  the  choice  of  the  major¬ 
ity  of  the  duly  qualified  electors  shall  be  returned,  and 
shall  hold  the  seat.  So  much  depends  on  Your  Honour’s 
decision  in  this  case  that  we’ve  taken  this  somewhat  un¬ 
usual  course,  and  with  Your  Honour’s  permission  pre¬ 
sented  our  reasons  to  you.  The  question  of  the  validity 
of  the  notices  has  already  been  passed  on— not  that  I  argue 
it  as  binding  on  Your  Honour— but  I  draw  vour  attention 
to  that.” 

Mr.  Hellmuth,  representing  the  other  side  of  the 
question,  spoke  as  follows  : — 

“I  contended  upon  that  application,  and  I  opposed 
any_  settlement  of  what  is  really  the  first  question  to  be 
decided  in  these  appeals.  That  is,  as  to  the  sufficiency  of 
the  notice,  until  after  the  Supreme  Court,  to  whom  an 
appeal  had  been  taken,  was  decided. 

Mr.  Tisdale. 


“I  showed  Your  Honour  the  notice  of  appeal  that  had 
been  served  upon  my  learned  friend,  and  I  had  an  affida¬ 
vit  of  the  service  of  that  notice,  admission  having  been 
refused.  But  my  learned  friend  did  not,  at  the  time,  pre¬ 
tend  to  say  that  he  had  not  been  served  with  that 
notice  of  appeal  to  the  Supreme  Court. 

“Your  Honour  then  asked  me  :  Is  it  your  bond  fide  inten¬ 
tion  to  prosecute  an  appeal  to  the  Supreme  Court?  And 
to  that  I  answered,  yes.  And  I  have  yet  to  learn  that 
when  I  make  an  assertion  in  my  capacity  as  counsel  for 
appellants  that  I,  having  a  bond  fide  intention  to  appeal 
to  another  court,  that  assertion  is  to  be  doubted  or 
controverted  in  any  way.  I  still  make  that  assertion,  and 
I  decline  absolutely  to  answer  the  affidavit  which  my 
learned  friend,  Mr  Aylesworth,  must  know,  would  form 
no  ground  whatever  for  the  dismissal  of  the  appeal  to  the 
Supreme  Court,  and  it  is  only  on  such  ground  that  he 
could  come  to  Your  Honour  and  practically  ask  that  you 
should  cut  off  this  appeal  to  the  Supreme  Court. 

“  Now  there  is  a  statement  that  they  are  very  anxious 
for  a  decision  in  the  Supreme  Court.  Now,  I  will  under¬ 
take,  if  my  learned  friend  will  give  me  assistance,  to  ex- 

edite  this  appeal  to  the  Supreme  Court,  so  that  it  shall 

e  heard  at  the  next  sitting.  And  it  could  not,  under 
any  possibility  under  the  rules  of  the  Supreme  Court,  be 
heard  before  the  next  sittings  in  May.  ” 

That  was  the  insistence  of  these  gentlemen  that  the 
judge  should  go  on  and  give  his  judgment.  Well, 
what  did  he  do  and  what  were  the  circumstances  ? 
Mr.  Aylesworth,  you  will  notice,  did  not  pretend 
to  argue  that  the  opinions  of  these  courts  were 
binding  on  the  judge.  The  hon.  member  for  West 
Lambton  also,  in  his  argument  the  other  day,  said  : 

“One  would  have  thought,  under  the  circumstances, 
that  the  learned  judge  of  the  County  Court  would  have 
had  no  hesitation  in  following  the  dicta  of  the  Court  of 
Appeal  and  the  High  Court  of  Justice.  Although  I  do  not 
contend  that  he  was  bound  to  do  so,  because  I  recognize 
that  the  judgment  of  the  County  Court  would  be,  in  a  pro¬ 
per  matter  of  appeal,  a  final  judgment.” 

Now,  neither  the  counsel  for  Mr.  Hyman  nor  the 
hon.  gentleman  in  charge  of  the  motion  contend 
that  the  opinion  of  that  court  is  binding  upon  him  ; 
and  I  reassert,  and  I  am  satisfied  that  no  lawyer 
will  disagree  with  this,  that  if  there  was  no  juris¬ 
diction  in  the  Superior  Courts,  their  judgment 
amounted  to  nothing.  Now,  a  judge  is  supposed  to 
be  a  great  lawyer  ;  but  some  men  at  the  bar  are 
in  my  opinion  greater  lawyers  than  some  of  our 
judges  ;  but  from  how  many  of  them  would  you 
accept  opinions,  and  expect  a  judge  to  pay  attention 
to  them  ?  He  would  laugh  at  them.  Further,  there 
was  no  decision  given  by  either  the  Court  of 
Queen’s  Bench  or  the  Court  of  Appeal  that 
amounted  to  a  decision.  Suppose  the  question  had 
been  allowed  to  go  on  to  the  Supreme  Court.  Hon. 
gentlemen  may  laugh,  but  there  are  too  many  good 
lawyers  among  them  to  disagree  with  this  propo¬ 
sition  ;  and  suppose  the  Supreme  Court  had  said 
that  the  notice  was  good.  Would  hon.  gentlemen 
claim  that  the  Supreme  Court  was  wrong  ?  Suppose 
they  said  the  notice  was  bad,  would  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tlemen  claim  that  this  judge  was  bad  in  his  law  ? 
We  know  that  it  is  a  rule  that  until  the  court  finally 
decides,  if  a  judge  has  a  strong  opinion,  he  should 
follow  it.  Hon.  gentlemen  forget  also  that  the 
English  courts  had  decided  on  all  fours  with  Judge 
Elliott  in  several  cases,  that  the  notices  of  appeal 
were  insufficient.  Hon.  gentlemen  may  shake  their 
heads,  but  they  certainly  do  not  like  the  decision, 
and  they  have  not  attempted  to  answer  and  cannot 
answer  that.  The  only  charge  against  Judge  Elliott, 
so  far  as  his  legal  conduct  is  concerned,  is  not  that 
he  decided  wrongfully  or, even  contrary  to  law,  but 
that  he  would  not  follow  the  opinions,  not  the 
completed  decisions,  of  certain  courts,  though 
another  court  of  equal  jurisdiction  had  decided 
the  other  way  ;  .and  the  English  decision,  in  the 
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opinion  of  our  Supreme  Court  judges,  rank  higher 
than  their  own  decisions,  although  they  do  not 
always  follow  them.  You  might  as  well  say  that 
where  there  is  an  English  decision  and  our  courts, 
though  not  bound  by  them,  do  not  follow  them  they 
ought  to  be  impeached,  as  to  say  that  Judge 
Elliott  ought  to  be  impeached  on  that  branch  of 
the  case.  Now,  what  did  the  judge  do,  and 
what  was  his  position  ?  For  these  are  pertinent 
matters  for  the  laymen  of  the  House  who  do  not 
understand  the  law.  Let  us  look  at  this  matter  in 
a  manly,  fair-minded,  non-partisan  spirit,  with  a 
sense  of  the  high  duty  imposed  upon  us  of  protect¬ 
ing  the  judges  of  the  land,  while  they  act  honestly 

and  fairlv  and  in  accordance  with  their  oath.  It 
*/ 

is  of  the  greatest  possible  importance  to  this  coun¬ 
try  that  a  judge  who  acts  fairly  in  a  proper  case 
'should  have  the  protection  of  Parliament.  What 
was  his  position  ?  Challenged  by  the  partisan 
press  of  London  before  he  gave  judgment  and  by 
the  language  of  the  hon.  member  of  this  House 
to  whom  I  have  alluded  to  dare  to  pronounce 
judgment  in  the  same  way  as  he  had  done  before  ; 
and  confronted  with  the  conflicting  decisions  of 
our  Superior  Courts  and  by  the  decisions  of  the 
English  courts,  what  did  he  do  ?  He  did  what 
an  honest  man  and  an  upright  judge  would  do. 
They  would  not  allow  the  case  to  go  on  to  the 
Supreme  Court  ;  and  remember,  at  this  time 
the  time  for  the  protest  was  not  up.  They 
insisted  on  having  judgment  there  .and  then  ;  and 
with  this  uncompleted  appeal,  which  could  have 
gone  to  the  Supreme  Court  where  the  whole  ques¬ 
tion  could  have  been  decided  by  our  highest  tri¬ 
bunal,  Judge  Elliott  said  :  I  have  to  act  on  my 
own  responsibility,  here  are  these  conflicting  de¬ 
cisions  ;  I  have  sworn  to  give  judgment  honestly 
according  to  my  conscience  ;  the  responsibility  is 
thrown  upon  me  ;  I  will  hear  your  arguments  and 
decide  ;  and  by  a  well-reasoned  judgment  he 
decided  in  consonance  with  his  previous  decision. 
I  say  all  honour  to  the  man  who  in  the  face  of 
threats,  in  the  face  of  these  conflicting  decisions, 
did  as  lie  did,  gave  a  well-reasoned  judgment  in 
the  case.  Another  significant  matter  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  this  case  has  not  been  brought  out,  a 
matter  showing  whether  there  has  been  any¬ 
thing  like  fair-play  towards  Mr.  Carling  or  his 
friends  in  reference  to  the  conduct  of  this  judge. 
During  the  time  they  were  pressing  the  judge  to 
give  judgment,  Mr.  Hellmuth,  who  was  acting  for 
Mr.  Carling,  came  forward  with  a  proposition  to 
Mr.  Aylesworth.  What  was  the  proposition  ?  Mr. 
Hyman  claimed  that  he  ought  to  have  22  majority 
if  all  the  disputed  votes  were  struck  off.  I)o  not 
forget  this  fact,  which  has  not  been  fully  under¬ 
stood — let  me  impress  it  upon  the  hon.  members  of 
this  House— that  of  the  125  or  126  of  these  people 
whose  disputed  votes  were  recorded,  nearly  all 
of  them  had  never  been  heard  upon  the  merits 
whether  they  were  entitled  to  vote  or  not.  They 
had  declined  to  appear  before  the  revising  officer, 
because  their  counsel  had  advised  them  that  they  had 
no  occasion  to  appear  on  the  notice  they  received. 
Mr.  Hellmuth  came  forward  and  said  :  40  or  50  of 
these  men  reside  in  or  about  London,  but  have 
never  been  heard  ;  I  propose,  if  Your  Honour 
will  hear  them,  and  if  Mr.  Aylesworth  will 
consent,  to  produce  them  immediately.  I 
will  say  nothing  but  this.  If  you  wall  abandon 
the  technicalities,  if  you  will  not  say  that  not  having 


appeared  and  therefore  you  have  lost  the  right  to 
be  heard,  I  will  guarantee  to  bring  these  here  ; 
and  out  of  those  50  we  will  establish  more  than 
22  votes.  And  what  wras  the  answer  of  the  counsel 
of  the  Hyman  party  ?  It  was  :  “  No,”  he  wanted 
the  technicality  of  the  law  applied  against  us, 
but  he  did  not  want  it  applied  when  it  was  in 
our  favour  ;  and  he  declined  the  offer  which 
would  have  settled  the  matter  on  its  merits.  That 
brings  me  down  to  the  matter  of  the  petition 
before  the  House.  What  is  the  first  charge  ? 
There  are  three  charges,  'and  any  hon.  gentleman 
who  is  a  lawyer,  at  all  events,  and  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  who  last  addressed  the  House  is  one,  know 
very  well  what  is  meant  by  a  charge.  He  was 
very  careful  not  to  define  anything  himself,  which 
might  be  considered  a  charge  sufficient  to  put  any 
one  on  his  trial.  The  first  clause  substantially 
is  this,  that  Judge  Elliott,  under  the  cir¬ 
cumstances,  with  the  conflicting  decisions  of  the 
different  courts  upon  the  subject,  ventured  to  express 
an  opinion  that  did  not  agree  with  all  these  courts. 
The  petitioners  do  not  say  his  decision  was  wrong, 
they  do  not  say  in  their  petition,  in  any  shape  or 
manner,  that  he  decided  contrary  to  law,  even  the 
hon.  member  for  North  York  did  not  pretend  to  say 
it  was  wrong.  The  law  is  in  a  mixed  condition,  and 
the  question  cannot  be  finally  decided  until  it  goes 
to  the  Supreme  Court  where  they  might  have  let  it 
gone  if  they  had  seen  fit.  He  simply  gave  his  decision 
contrary  to  some  of  the  other  judges  of  the  Superior 
Court.  The  very  people  avIio  argued  the  point  before 
this  judge  did  not,  for  one  moment,  contend  that 
it  was  binding  upon  them.  Now  this  is  no  charge 
at  all.  No  one  knows  better  than  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  West  Lambton  and  the  hon  member  for 
North  York  that  they  must  charge  the  decision 
was  wilfully  corrupt  and  wrong  to  make  it  a 
charge  at  all.  How  would  it  be  in  this  or  any 
country,  if  a  judge  is  to  be  held  up  to  contumely 
by  the  press  and  Parliament,  simply  because 
he  might  make  a  mistake  in  the  law  ?  How 
would  it  be  if  the  high  privileges  of  Parliament 
wTere  to  be  invoked  in  such  a  case?  No  judge 
would  dare  administer  the  law.  What  are  the  two 
other  charges  ? 

“  The  said  William  Elliott,  during  the  said  election  and 
while  the  said  appeals  were  pending  before  him,  contri¬ 
buted  editorially  and  also  under  an  assumed  name  to  the 
London  Free  Press  newspaper,  articles  of  a  violent  and 
partisan  character  bearing  upon  the  said  revision  of  the 
voters’  list  and  political  questions  of  the  day,  and  parti¬ 
cularly  upon  the  said  election  for  the  said  electoral  dis¬ 
trict  and  in  support  of  the  candidature  of  the  said  Carling 
and  against  the  said  Hyman. 

“  After  the  said  election  and  before  deciding  said 
appeals,  the  said  William  Elliott,  in  strong  and  violent 
language,  denounced  the  said  Hyman  and  his  supporters 
and  stated  to  several  electors  of  the  said  city,  that  the 
said  Carling  would  certainly  get  the  seat  in  the  House  of 
Commons  for  the  said  electoral  district.” 

Now  those  gentlemen  know  well  that  those  are  not 
charges.  They  know  that  no  county  magistrate 
would  commit  the  meanest  citizen  in  this  country 
for  trial  unless  they  produced,  in  a  case  where  a 
written  paper  was  in  question,  the  paper  before 
him  containing  the  article  or  proved  it  was  lost  or 
destroyed,  and  in  that  case  proved  its  contents  by 
other  evidence.  That  is  a  clear  rule  of  law.  No 
fair-minded  lawyer  who  knows  anything  about 
law  or  practice  can  gainsay  it.  Secondly,  where 
it  is  spoken  words  which  are  in  question,  they  must 
give  the  words  or  the  substance  of  them,  the  time, 
place  and  circumstances  under  which  they  were 
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spoken  and  the  name  of  the  person  who  uttered 
them,  so  that  the  accused  may  have  a  fair  chance  to 
answer  or  else  the  judge  will  not  put  him  on  trial. 
For  that  reason,  the  petition  does  not,  in  substance, 
amount  to  any  charge  that  a  man  should  plead  to  or 
answer.  I  was  a  little  surprised  to  hear  the  way  the 
hon.  member  for  York  spoke  of  the  respectable 
citizens  of  London  who  signed  this  petition.  How 
many  do  you  think  signed  it  ?  Forty-five  persons 
out  of  the  one  hundred  thousand  over  whom  Judge 
Elliott  has  presided  for  twenty-five  years  in  the 
-county  and  in  the  city'  of  London  the  district 
his  court  covers.  And  who  are  these  men  who 
"signed  the  petition  ?  Sixteen  of  them  are  irres¬ 
ponsible  clerks,  whose  employers  would  not  sign, 
as  mentioned  by  the  hon.  member  for  East  Lambton. 
-Seventeen  are  merchants  and  small  dealers,  strong 
partisans,  and  hon.  gentlemen  from  Ontario  will 
understand  how  strong  partisans  they  are,  by  the 
explanation  that  every  one  of  them  furnishes  the 
London  Asylum  with  supplies.  Hon.  members  for 
Ontario  know  what  that  means,  but  I  will  explain 
it  to  other  hon.  gentlemen.  Under  the  Reform 
Government  in  Ontario,  we  have  the  same  indivi¬ 
duals,  year  after  year,  supplying  our  different 
public  institutions,  which  are  under  the  control 
of  our  Local  House,  with  hundreds  of  thousands  of 
dollars  worth  of  supplies,  and  in  no  case  are  these 
contracts  put  up  to  public  tender  despite  the  fre¬ 
quent  protests  of  the  Opposition  in  the  Local  House. 
And  so  it  comes  these  seventeen  favoured  gentle¬ 
men,  thus  encouraged  by  public  contracts,  had  no 
hesitation  in  signing  this  petition.  Who  else  signed 
it '!  Four  liquor  dealers.  ]  do  not  blame  these  poor 
fellows  for  they  have  no  other  resource  In  Ontario 
we  have  not  the  secret  ballot.  No, they  will  not  give, 
its,  corrupt  Tories,  the  secret  ballot.  A  mark  is 
put  on  every  ballot  and  although  these  ballots  are 
sealed  up,  when  the  election  is  over,  they  are  in 
the  control  of  the  people  in  power,  and  they  either 
open  them  afterwards  or  else  they  tell  falsehoods 
in  the  matter,  because  they  have  told  people  in  my 
riding  that  they  knew  how  they  voted.  It  isin  their 
power  to  know  how,  and  they  either  exercise  that 
poweror  atany  rate  threaten  people  with  its  exercise. 
What  has  happened  ?  There  was  a  time  when  we 
used  to  have  some  municipal  control.  The  glory  of 
Ontario  was  her  municipal  institutions,  and  the  old 
Reformers  who  helped  to  get  them  for  us  deserved 
as  much  credit  as,  and  perhaps  a  little  more,  than 
the  Conservatives,  but  the  people  now  in  power  in 
Ontario  have  restricted  those  municipal  rights. 
The  municipal  councils  used  to  decide  who  should 
have  liquor  licenses,  but  now  this  pure  Government 
which  runs  Ontario  took  that  power  away  into  their 
own  hands,  and  the  greater  part  of  the  money  paid 
for  them  also  which  used  to  go  to  the  municipalities. 
They  appoint  license  commissioners  and  an  in¬ 
spector,  the  latter  generally7  being  a  political  heeler 
for  the  riding,  and  who  goes  around  earning  the 
salary  the  public  pay  him  by  looking  after  the 
elections  and  looking  after  the  lists  of  voters,  and 
as  a  result,  every  hotel  keeper  almost  is  now  a 
Grit.  There  used  to  be  a  large  majority  of  them 
Conservatives  in  Ontario,  but  to-day  you  cannot 
find  one  Conservative  in  ten.  Hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  may  laugh,  but  what  I  tell  them  is 
true,  and  I  can  prove  it.  The  hotel  keeper  has 
either  to  vote  straight  under  the  coercion  of 
this  ballot,  which  is  not  secret,  or  he  cannot 
get  a  license.  Four  of  them  have  signed  the  peti- 
Mr.  Tisdale. 


tion.  A  ho  else?  Two  license  commissioners,  and 
last,  but  not  least,  the  three  witnesses  my  hon. 
friend  referred  to.  Who  are  these  three  witnesses. 
One  is  the  man  who  collected  $2,000  for  election 
expenses,  who  kept  no  accounts,  destroyed  the 
books,  and  had  no  memory.  The  others  are  con¬ 
veners  of  meetings  of  electors  to  be  addressed  by 
Mr.  Hyman,  at  which  speeches,  cigars,  beer  and 
music  were  furnished  at  intervals.  That  is  the 
class  of  men  who  signed  this  petition.  Mr.  Hyman 
had  too  much  sense  of  self-respect  himself  to  sign 
it.  Mr.  Gibbons,  the  great  lawyer  in  London,  of 
whom  the  hon.  member  for  North  York  spoke 
dare  not  sign  it.  There  is  not  a  lawyer,  a  doctor, 
a  clergyman  or  a  professional  man,  or  any  citizen 
ever  known  or  heard  of  ten  miles  from  the  city  of 
London,  who  could  be  got  to  sign  it.  More  than 
that,  there  is  not  an  affidavit  connected  with  it. 
There  is  no  affirmation  of  any  person,  and  it  con¬ 
tains  nothing  for  which  any  county  magistrate 
would  send  up  the  meanest  citizen  for  trial.  What 
is  the  object  ?  We  all  know  that  there  are  men,  be¬ 
ings  in  the  form  of  men,  who  are  so  foul  that  they  will 
go  around  telling  scandals  about  innocent  women. 
No  matter  how  innocent  a  woman  may  be  when 
this  occurs,  when  these  reptiles  once  whisper  their 
tales  about  her,  be  she  ever  so  innocent,  she  can¬ 
not  recover  from  the  insinuations  made  against  her. 
We  all  know  the  system  of  blackmail  is  reduced 
to  a  science  in  some  of  the  large  cities  of  the  con¬ 
tinent,  and  every  day  we  hear  of  innocent  and  most 
estimable,  moral  and  Christian  men  who,  rather 
than  face  the  public  scandal  and  the  talk  which 
would  result,  become  the  prey7  of  these  vampires, 
and  the  more  innocent  they  are  and  the  more 
godly  they  are,  the  more  they  tremble  at  being 
accused  of  vicious  courses,  and  we  sometimes  even 
see  them  driven  to  suicide  when  they  are  made  the 
subjects  of  such  charges  though  perfectly  innocent. 
So  it  is  when  a  judge  is  put  on  his  trial.  In  one  of 
the  large  cities  of  this  continent  since,  the  com¬ 
mencement  of  this  discussion,  an  eminent  divine 
preached  on  this  subject,  and,  with  the  permission 
of  the  House,  I  will  give  a  few  extracts  from  what 
he  said  : 

“  You  have  heard  that  ‘  the  men  brought  up  an  evil 
report  of  the  land  which  they  had  gone  to  view/  albeit 
evidence  to  the  contrary  was  in  their  own  hands.  But 
facts  make  no  difference  with  the  man  determined  to 
blacken  a  character.  He  will  pervert  evidence,  distort 
proofs,  cast  suspicion  upon  motives  and  twist  testimons7  to 
his  sinister  purpose. 

“  The  human  ear  and  mind  seem  to  be  especially  adapted 
for  the  reception  of  ‘evil  reports.’  For  the  good  ,we 
demand  proofs  many  and  strong,  and  unless  favourably 
predisposed  remain  sceptical  in  spite  of  them.  Why  should 
it  be  so  hard  for  us  to  think  well  of  others  and  so  easy  to 
believe  evil  ?  Is  it  because  we  shrink  from  confessing 
ourselves  inferiors  ?  Is  it  because  the  admission  implies 
a  reproach  ?  How  is  it  that  good  actions  are  uninteresting, 
while  failings  and  wrong-doings  carry  with  them  a  spice 
that  makes  them  palatable  ?  Certain  it  is  that  ‘  evil  re¬ 
ports  ’  spread  like  wildfire  through  the  length  and  breadth 
of  our  gossiping  society,  while  the  best  deeds  and  noblest 
efforts  find  so  fevv  to  do  them  homage. 

“  The  rabbis  of  old  denied  paradise  to  those  who  re¬ 
frained  not  from  backbiting,  and  held  it  better  for  man 
to  throw  himself  into  a  fiery  furnace  than  to  commit  the 
sin  of  ‘  lashonhara  ’ — i.  e.,  the  evil  tongue — and  Schiller 
says  in  “  Don  Carlos  ”  that  tale-bearers  have  caused  more 
suffering  in  the  world  than  poison  or  dagger  in  the  mur¬ 
derer’s  hands.” 

Now,  that  is  the  object  :  They7  wish  to  put  this  judge 
upon  his  trial  here.  They  have  not  charged  him, 
but  still  they  wish  to  put  him  on  his  trial.  I  ask 
any  fair-minded  man  to  say  if  a  judge,  once  put  upon 
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his  trial,  is  not  subject  to  disgrace  and  indignity, 
and  those  who  come  after  him  also.  I  say  the  inde¬ 
pendent  members  of  this  House  should  not  allow 
themselves  to  be  made  the  “  lashonhara  ”  or  “evil 
tongue  ”  of  disappointed  partisans.  I  think  we 
should  stand  up  here  and  should  not  allow  the  high 
privileges  of  this  Parliament  to  be  distorted  to  such 
partisan  ends.  At  all  events,  we  should  say  :  You 
shall  not  put  any  judge  of  this  land  upon  his  trial 
unless  you  make  an  accusation  for  such  a  matter 
and  in  such  away  as  would  put  the  meanest  citizen 
of  this  land  on  his  trial.  That  is  but  simple  justice 
and  British  fair-play,  and  I  appeal  to  hon.  mem¬ 
bers  of  this  House  to  uphold  that  proposition  and 
vote  down  this  resolution. 

Mr.  FRASER.  It  is  certainly  an  edifying 
sight  to  listen  to  the  hon.  gentleman’s  peroration 
where  he  talked  about  cursed  reptiles  and  black¬ 
mailing,  where  he  went  into  all  the  purlieus  of 
scandal  and  spoke  of  partisan  scandal,  while  the 
musical  tones  of  his  voice  has  not  ceased  to  ring  in 
the  ears  of  hon.  members  when  he  tried  to  blacken 
the  names  of  the  47  petitioners.  He  did  not  scorn 
to  say  that  these  men  should  not  be  listened  to  be¬ 
cause  17  of  them  were  clerks,  a  few  were  tailors, 
4  were  licensed  dealers,  and  the  rest  were  miser¬ 
able  mechanics. 

Mr.  TISDALE.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  wrong. 
I  said  nothing  about  “  miserable  mechanics.”  I 
said  “merchants  and  small  traders.  ” 

Mr.  FR  ASER.  I  beg  the  hon.  gentleman’s  pardon 
if  he  did  not  say  “  mechanics.” 

Mr.  SPROULE.  He  said  “  mechanics,”  but  not 
“miserable  mechanics.” 

Mr.  FRASER.  He  tried  to  show  how  disreput¬ 
able  they  were  by  showing  that  there  were  no 
lawyers  or  doctors  among  them.  I  have  known 
clerks  and  merchants  and  tailors  and  liquor  dealers 
as  respectable  as  some  lawyers  and  doctors  and 
clergymen,  and  I  will  venture  to  say  that  there  are 
among  these  men  those  who  would  not  do  what 
J udge  Elliott  did.  It  was  very  easy  to  get  up  a 
sympathy  against  47  men  who  are  as  respectable  as 
the  hon.  gentleman  or  myself.  The  fact  they  are 
clerks  or  merchants  supplying  a  certain  asylum 
would  not  shut  them  out  from  their  rights,  or  there 
are  thousands  of  merchants  who  supply  the  Dom¬ 
inion  Government  who  would  be  shut  out.  As  to 
the  liquor  dealers,  they  must  be  in  close  affinity 
with  the  present  member  for  London  (Mr.  Carling) 
who  is  in  that  business  himself.  Then  the  hon. 
gentleman  indulged  in  a  tirade,  as  usual,  against 
the  Mowat  Government.  I  am  not  here  to  defend 
the  Mowat  Government  and  they  need  no  defence. 
I  observe  that  they  seem  to  have  been  working 
into  the  heart  of  the  strong  Conservative  con 
stituencies  in  Ontario,  and  the  people  of  Toronto 
must  have  gone  mad,  according  to  the  hon.  gentleman 
or  they  would  not  support  so  bad  a  Government. 
The  hon.  gentleman,  in  trying  to  make  a  case,  had 
wandered  away  from  the  point  under  discussion, 
which  is,  whether  Judge  Elliott  has  so  miscon¬ 
ducted  himself  that  an  investigation  should  be 
demanded  into  his  conduct.  It  will  not  do  for  the 
hon.  gentleman  to  get  wrathy  at  the  sins  of  others, 
and  to  call  down  the  imprecations  of  Heaven  upon 
their  heads,  and  then  say  that  these  charges  should 
not  be  listened  to  here.  If  these  petitioners  have 
given  us  a  case  worthy  of  attention,  we  should  not 


refuse  to  hear  them,  and  the  hon.  gentleman  should 
be  the  last  man  to  insinuate  anything  against  the 
characters  of  these  people.  Surely  he  is  not  going 
to  show  their  want  of  character  by  stating  what 
their  employment  is.  He  is  like  a  good  many  hon. 
gentlemen  on  that  side  of  the  House  who  believe 
that  only  the  favoured  few  are  entitled  to  be  heard, 
but  that  these  men  should  not  be  listened  to 
because  they  are  poor  clerks  or  tailors.  The 
hon.  gentleman  would  be  a  nice  looking  object 
in  this  House  if  he  could  not  find  a  tailor.  I 
submit  that  the  characters  of  these  people  should 
not  be  judged  according  to  their  employment. 
Now,  he  was  good  enough,  first,  to  speak  upon  the 
points  of  the  law,  then  upon  points  of  morals,  and 
finally  he  wound  up  by  speaking  on  a  question  of 
divinity.  Let  us  see  what  he  has  to  say  upon  the 
points  of  law  ?  Are  we  here  to  discuss  whether 
London  has  been  Conservative  for  so  many  years  ? 
Or  does  his  argument  mean  that  because  it  has 
been  Conservative  so  long,  it  should  never  be  any¬ 
thing  else,  or  that  the  electors  of  London  have 
no  right  to  elect  any  one  else  but  a  Conservative  ? 
That  seems  to  be  the  hon.  gentleman’s  idea.  But 
I  think  the  young  men  of  London  have  got  some¬ 
thing  to  say  upon  the  question  as  to  who  shall  re¬ 
present  that  city.  The  hon.  gentleman  and  his 
friends  think  the  constituency  belongs  to  them,  it 
is  a  hive,  it  is  a  preserve  that  has  always  belonged 
to  Mr.  Carling,  and  he  is  founding  an  argument 
upon  that  fact  to  show  that  London  being  Conser¬ 
vative,  it  could  not  possibly  have  been  won  by  the 
Liberals.  What  have  we  to  do  just  now  with  this 
barrel  of  beer,  this  basket  of  ale,  this  coloured 
meeting,  these  pigs’  feet,  this  bogus  circular,  these 
ruffians  who  attacked  Mr.  Meredith  ?  Did  they 
affect  the  judgment  of  the  court  ?  Are  they  mat¬ 
ters  that  ought  to  be  taken  into  consideration  in  an 
enquiry  as  to  whether  that  petition  is  sufficient  for 
this  House  to  accept  as  a  basis  upon  which  to  order 
an  enquiry  ?  Does  it  make  any  difference  whether 
the  people  of  London  feed  upon  the  finest  beef  or 
upon  pigs’  feet?  Does  it  make  any  difference  to  us 
whether  they  drink  ale,  beer,  or  wine,  or  anything 
else?  The  hon.  gentleman  likes  to  deal  with 
questions  of  this  kind,  and  he  puts  them  into  the 
scale  in  discussing  the  question  as  to  whether  the 
judge  has  done  that  which  is  right  in  his  judicial 
capacity.  Sir,  we  are  here  to  look  into  the  ques¬ 
tion  as  to  whether  the  member  who  now  sits  for 
London,  is  here  by  the  judgment  of  an  unbiassed 
judge,  who  gave  such  a  judgment  as  he  ought  to 
have  given  in  that  instance.  I  see  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  South  Norfolk  has  left  his  seat ;  unfortun¬ 
ately  for  his  argument,  the  judge  and  he  does  not 
agree.  He  says  the  judge  was  right  in  disregard¬ 
ing  the  judgment  that  was  given  by  the  higher 
court  because  it  was  not  a  court  in  which  the  case 
could  be  entertained.  Now,  the  judge  himself  did 
not  think  that.  Here  is  a  very  nice  tinted  little 
pamphlet  that  was  sent,  I  suppose,  to  all  the  mem¬ 
bers,  containing  the  full  text  of  Judge  Elliott’s 
judgment.  It  will  be  noticed  that  Judge  Elliott 
does  not  pretend  to  say  that  that  court  had  no 
jurisdiction  and  that  he  disregarded  it  for  that 
reason.  Here  is  the  reason  the  judge  gives  : 

“  In  the  Court  of  Appeal  to  which  the  case  was  carried 
no  judgment  or  costs  were  given,  but  three  of  the  judges 
expressed  an  opinion  that  the  notices  given  were  sufficient. 
I  entertain  an  unfeigned  respect  for  opinions  expressed  by 
learned  judges  of  that  court,  and  I  would  gladly,  if  I 
could,  shelter  myself  from  inevitable  odium  by  conform- 
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ing  to  their  expression  of  opinion.  But  it  is  evident  from 
the  language  used  by  these  learned  judges,  or  at  least  by 
some  of  them,  that  they  were  rather  reluctantly  drawn 
into  any  expression  of  opinion  on  the  subject,  and  one  of 
them  described  any  opinion  expressed  by  the  court  to  be 
simply  an  obiter  dictum 

The  judge  says  that  the  reason  why  he  will  not  fol¬ 
low  their  judgment  is  that  they  were  drawn  into 
giving  their  judgment,  and  hence  it  must  have  been 
a  hasty  judgment  that  he  did  not  like  to  follow 
because  he  had  give  the  question  more  mature  con¬ 
sideration.  The  hon.  member  said  he  had  a  right 
to  disregard  the  judgment  because  it  was  given  by 
a  court  in  a  case  where  there  was  no  jurisdiction. 
The  judge  himself  did  not  seem  to  think  so.  He 
says  that  his  judgment  is  better  than  that  of  the 
three  judges  of  the  Court  of  Appeal  for  this  reason  : 
that,  first  of  all,  they  were  drawn  into  giving  the 
judgment,  and  next,  one  of  the  judges  said  any 
opinion  expressed  by  the  court,  was  an  obiter 
dictum.  The  two  points  the  judge  makes  were 
these  :  If  it  was  a  judgment  it  was  wrongly  given, 
and  one  of  the  judges  went  so  far  as  to  say  that 
the  judgment  of  the  other  two  judges  was  an 
obiter  dictum ,  and  every  lawyer  knows  very  well 
that  a  judge  does  not  feel  himself  bound  to  follow 
obiter  dictum.  Now,  that  was  the  strange  decision 
for  the  judge  to  give  upon  that  one  point.  I  need 
not  enter  into  the  case  as  far  as  the  learned  gentle¬ 
man  has  done  who  preceded  me.  It  certainly 
must  be  anew  doctrine  to  this  House  that  the  opin¬ 
ions  of  such  eminent  judges  as  sat  on  this  case 
ought  not  to  be  followed  by  Judge  Elliott.  It 
Mould  appear  from  the  argument  of  Judge  Elliott 
that  he  had  the  English  authority,  and  he  was 
bound  to  follow  it  rather  than  the  Canadian  authority, 
and  that  the  Canadian  judges  who  gave  a  judgment 
had  no  English  authority  at  all.  I  always  thought 
that  judges  of  the  Court  of  Appeal  in  Ontario  had 
the  English  decisions  at  hand.  We  know  that  our 
judges  in  the  Lower  Provinces  always  consult 
English  decisions  ;  they  not  only  know  that  such 
judgments  exist,  but  they  have  fully  read  those 
judgments  in  a  particular  case.  More  than  that, 
it  will  be  remembered  that  the  very  men  who  were 
arguing  the  case  before  Judge  Elliott  went  before 
this  Court  of  Appeal.  Did  they  not  mention  these 
cases  that  strengthened  Judge  Elliott  in  giving  his 
decision,  the  English  cases  on  which  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  said  the  judge  ought  to  have  acted  as  being- 
better  law  than  the  law  of  the  Court  of  Appeal  ? 
Did  they  forget  to  show  that  it  was  necessary  that 
this  judge  himself  should  in  the  first  place  find  out 
those  cases  ?  Now,  it  is  very  laughable  to  find  him 
strengthening  his  judgment  by  giving  a  quotation 
from  one  of  the  judges.  He  quotes  from  Hartly  vs. 
liaise,  22  Q.  B.  Div.,  where  Coleridge,  C.J.,  said  : 

“  Where  a  statute  directs  that  a  particular  form  shall 
be  used,  and  a  form  is  used  which  omits  some  essential 
element  in  the  statutory  form,  the  use  of  the  defective 
form  invalidates  the  proceeding.” 

That  is  one  of  the  judgments  upon  which  Judge 
Elliott  based  his  decision.  If  there  had  been  a  form 
of  notice  in  our  statute,  and  that  form  had  not  been 
given  but  a  different  one  had  been  given,  I  could 
understand  how  it  would  strengthen  the  judgment, 
but  no  such  form  prevails.  But  the  learned  judge 
comes  into  conflict  with  all  these  decisions  that  are 
given.  Now,  no  man  has  a  right  in  this  place  to 
impugn  the  motives  of  a  judge.  All  I  say  is  this  : 

I  submit  that  a  County  Court  judge  who  has  read 
the  decision  given  by  the  judges  of  the  Court  of 
Mr.  Fraser. 


A.ppeal,  in  the  province  in  which  he  lives,  and 
gives  contrary  judgment,  does  not  act  as  I  would 
expect  a  judge  of  the  Supreme  Court  to  act.  But 
when  it  is  taken  into  consideration  that  from  his 
judgment  there  could  be  no  appeal,  even  if  he  did 
not  accept  the  judgment  of  the  Court  of  Appeal, 
it  can  be  well  understood,  if  he  had  partisan  ideas, 
if  he  was  kindly  disposed  towards  the  Minister, 
when  his  judgment  could  never  be  attacked  except 
in  this  Parliament,  how  easy  it  was  for  him  to  give 
the  judgment  that  he  did.  That  is  only  one  of  the 
many  things  that  have  happened  from  this  miser¬ 
able  Act,  which  is  framed  in  the  interests  of  men 
who  may  use  it  for  their  own  purposes.  Now, 
when  Judge  Elliott  gave  his  decision,  did  he  have 
any  idea  of  what  he  wanted  done  ?  I  find  in  this 
pamphlet  that  he  states  that  in  November1  last  an 
appeal  was  heard  before  him  as  to  the  validity  of 
a  notice  under  the  Dominion  Franchise  Act,  and 
he  says  : 

‘  I  then  expressed  my  opinion  that  this  notice  was  in¬ 
valid  for  the  reason  that  it  did  not  conform  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Dominion  Franchise  Act.” 

He  goes  on  to  say  : 

.  “  Had  this  expression  of  opinion  been  carried  into  prac¬ 
tical  effect,  the  name  of  Allan  and  others  similarly 
situated  would  have  been  retained  on  the  voters’  list 
unaffected.” 

He  means  by  that  statement  that  if  his  expressed 
opinion  in  November  had  been  taken  by  those 
parties,  those  men  would  have  been  on  the  list,  and 
he  would  have  been  safe  in  giving  this  other  judg¬ 
ment.  Did  it  not  look  at  the  time  he  was  giving 
the  judgment  in  November,  when  he  gave  that  ex¬ 
pression  of  opinion,  that  he  was  looking  forward  to 
the  same  thing  happening  again  ?  I  do  not  say  he 
was,  but  taking  that  expression  of  opinion  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  other  matter,  it  appears  that  he 
understood  from  the  beginning  what  he  was  going 
to  do.  Does  a  judge  do  what  he  likes  in  retaining 
those  names  on  the  list  and  declaring  they  have  a 
right  to  vote  ?  I  take  it  that  the  revising  barrister 
had  just  as  good  an  idea  of  what  votes  should  be  on 
the  list,  particularly  a  revising  officer  appointed  by 
the  present  Government,  as  any  other  man, 
and  no  evidence  that  could  be  given  would  lead 
him  to  do  that  which  was  against  the  inter¬ 
est  of  Mr.  Carling  and  his  party.  This,  to 
my  mind,  is  a  very  important  point,  that  the 
revising  officer  himself  found  that  over  200  names 
were  not  entitled  to  vote  because  they  did  not 
possess  the  franchise.  The  hon.  gentleman 
who  last  addressed  the  House  spoke  of 
the  fairness  shown  in  the  statement  of  Mr. 
Hellmuth  that  he  would  take  a  number  of  those 
votes  and  would  show  that  they  had  a  right  to  be  on 
the  list ;  that  is  to  say,  he  would  go  before  Judge 
Elliott  and  would  prove  that,  although  they  were 
left  out  by  the  revising  officer,  they  were  entitled 
to  vote  according  to  the  decision  of  Judge  Elliott. 
That  was  not  a  great  stretch  of  generosity,  for  if 
the  judge  was  so  much  of  a  partisan  as  to  allow 
himself  to  do  in  his  judicial  capacity  that  which 
he  ought  not  to  do,  it  was  easy  to  get  those  names 
placed  on  the  list.  It  must  not  be  forgotten  in  the 
discussion  of  this  question  that  the  conduct  of 
Judge  Elliott  had  the  effect  of  returning  the  mem¬ 
ber  to  this  House  who  now  sits  here,  not  as  the 
representative  of  London  but  as  the  representative 
of  Judge  Elliott.  If  the  position  taken  by  the  peti¬ 
tioners  is  correct,  namely,  that  these  names  had  no 
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right  to  be  on  the  list  and  that  the  revising  bar¬ 
rister  had  so  decided,  then  the  judgment  of 
Judge  Elliott  made  these  voters  good  which  the 
revising  barrister  decided  to  be  bad.  Consequently 
the  member  returned  has  no  legal  majority.  It 
strikes  me  in  this  connection  as  strange  that  the  lion, 
gentleman  should  sit  here,  that  a  man  in  regard  to 
whom  it  was  a  question  as  to  whether  he  had 
obtained  a  majority,  shall  not  go  again  to  the  same 
electors.  There  is  such  a  thing  as  a  man  throwing 
down  the  gauntlet  and  succeeding,  and  nothing  in 
this  world  receives  the  approbation  of  honourable 
men,  like  the  action  of  a  man  who,  on  being 
accused  of  unfairness,  declares  he  is  ready  to  again 
appeal  to  the  same  people,  who  returned  him  pre¬ 
viously.  Is  it  fair,  on  the  other  hand,  that  the 
candidate  receiving  a  majority  of  the  qualified 
votes  should,  owing  to  the  conduct  of  Judge 
Elliott,  be  deprived  of  his  seat  ?  The  hon.  member 
for  South  Norfolk  (Mr.  Tisdale)  treated  very  lightly 
the  accusation  that  the  judge  wrote  political 
articles,  and  it  seemed  to  be  the  height  of  the 
ridiculous  when  he  said  that  there  should  be  an 
affidavit  produced  to  show  that  this  was  true. 
Fancy  a  petition  coming  into  this  House  with  ah 
affidavit  of  its  truthfulness  attached  ?  How  would 
such  a  petition  be  dealt  with  here?  Whoever 
heard  of  pleadings  in  a  court  being  sworn  to  before 
evidence  was  given.  At  certain  steps  this  must 
be  done  and  in  certain  kinds  of  action,  but  this  is 
not  the  kind  of  subject  in  which  it  is  called 
for.  I  can  understand  also,  if  these  men  are 
unworthy  of  credence,  why  we  should  not  proceed  ; 
but  if  47  petitioners  declare  that  Judge  Elliott  did 
write  the  articles  for  the  newspapers,  then  I  care 
not  wdiether  he  gave  a  wrong  judgment  knowingly 
or  not,  the  fact  that  he  wrote  political  articles  un¬ 
fitted  him  to  be  a  judge.  It  is  very  well  to  talk 
about  this  old  Christian  gentleman  and  about  his 
great  virtues,  but  if  a  man  has  no  more  respect  for 
the  bench,  before  whom  the  parties  may  come,  who 
have  their  political  views,  before  whom  as  he  knew 
these  very  parties  would  come  of  whom  he  was 
writing,  then  during  the  heat  of  an  election  contest 
to  write  for  a  newspaper  on  one  side  is  to  unfit  him 
to  sit  in  the  poorest  court  in  the  land.  Is  this  fact 
irue  or  not  ?  Is  it  worthy  of  being  investigated  or 
not  ?  If  enquired  into,  what  would  be  done  ?  It 
-seems  to  me  that  is  the  whole  point.  I  can  very 
well  understand  how  a  legal  argument  can  be  made 
in  regard  to  this  judgment  and  an  argument  ad¬ 
duced  to  show  that  it  should  not  be  disturbed,  but 
if  behind  the  judgment  there  is  a  judge,  who  at 
that  time  was  writing  political  articles,  then  he 
was  unfitted  to  give  that  judgment  or  any  other. 
I  do  not  believe  there  is  another  judge  who 
would  act  in  this  manner,  but  if  there  should 
be  such  a  one,  the  most  wholesome  action  we 
could  take  with  respect  to  Judge  Elliott  was  to 
have  an  investigation  in  order  that  there  may  not 
be  a  repetition  of  such  an  occurrence.  Have  we 
come  to  this  point,  that  judges  can  write  political 
articles  and  Parliament  should  not  enquire  into  the 
matter?  I  admit  it  is  a  grave  matter  for  Parlia¬ 
ment  to  investigate  the  conduct  of  any  judge,  and 
•except  for  the  fact  that  many  men  had  made  state¬ 
ments  detailing  the  actions  of  the  judge,  I  would 
have  some  difficulty  in  coming  to  the  conclusion 
that  Parliament  should  enquire  into  the  matter. 
If  these  statements  were  true  there  should  be  no 
difficulty  in  making  an  investigation.  I  have  never 


known  any  judge,  with  whom  I  have  come  in  con¬ 
tact,  so  act.  I  know  judges  who  were  heated  par¬ 
tisans  in  the  arena  of  politics,  I  know  men  in  Nova 
Scotia,  on  the  bench  to-day,  who  held  high  posi¬ 
tions  here,  and  whose  political  leanings,  in  the 
different  cases,  have  been,  if  anything,  against  the 
party  with  whom  they  were  originally  associated, 
lest  it  should  be  considered  that,  as  they  were 
nartisans  at  one  time,  this  fact  would  give  them 
leanings  in  a  certain  direction.  But  this  old  Christian 
gentleman,  grey-haired  in  the  service  of  God,  as  he 
was  represented  by  the  member  for  North  Norfolk 
(Mr.  Tisdale),  after  all  these  days  was  removed 
from  the  political  turmoil  of  his  years,  presiding 
with  judicial  dignity  over  a  hundred  thousand 
people — what  a  large  place  that  must  be  over  which 
lie  presides — how  that  he  so  far  forgot  himself  as 
to  write  political  articles  is  a  remarkable  circum¬ 
stance.  He  was  prepared  to  help  his  political  friends. 
Is  that  true  or  is  it  not  ?  Does  the  fact  that  47 
respectable  people  say  it  is  true,  form  a  sufficient 
ground  for  parliamentary  action  ?  If  not,  then  I 
can  understand  the  position  taken,  but  if  it  has  to 
be  verified  by  an  affidavit  I  cannot  understand  it. 
If  the  fact  that  these  people  are  clerks  or  merchants 
or  tailors  is  to  debar  them  from  petitioning  Parlia¬ 
ment  to  enquire  into  the  conduct  of  a  judge  or  any¬ 
body  else,  then  I  say  that  this  Parliament  has 
come  to  be  a  farce.  If  the  only  ground  that  the 
hon.  gentleman  urges  as  to  their  character  is  be¬ 
cause  of  their  associations,  I  do  not  believe  that 
that  is  any  reason  against  their  petition  being  heard. 
The  fact  that  a  clerk  lias  a  yard  stick  in  his  hand 
and  measure  cotton  or  broad  cloth,  or  sells  groceries 
or  that  a  tailor  either  with  his  own  needle  or  a 
new  sewing  machine  makes  a  coat,  does  not  debar 
them  from  petitioning  Parliament.  If  that  were 
the  case  it  would  be  for  Parliament  to  lay  down  a 
rule  as  to  the  character  of  the  petitioners  that  will 
be  heard  ;  it  would  be  for  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
to  have  an  index  expurgatoris  of  all  these  characters 
so  that  none  of  them  can  enter  Parliament  to  peti¬ 
tion,  and  it  would  be  for  those  hon.  gentlemen  to 
have  the  effrontery  to  say  that  because  men  are 
clerks  or  tailors  we  shall  pay  no  heed  to  them.  I 
thought  that  any  man’s  position  in  this  country,  so 
long  as  he  was  an  honest  man,  entitled  him  to  the  ear 
of  Parliament.  I  have  been  vainly  dreaming  that  in 
this  country  we  were  building  up  a  nation  where  class 
distinction  could  not  prevail,  but  I  see  I  am  mis¬ 
taken.  The  lion,  member-  for  South  Norfolk  (Mr. 
Tisdale)  has  dispelled  the  illusion,  and  he  has  dis¬ 
covered  that  the  character  of  these  people  is  such 
as  not  to  entitle  them  to  petition.  Well,  I  do  not 
believe  that.  If  all  that  is  contained  in  this  charge 
is  true,  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Government  to  enquire 
into  it  and  to  ascertain  the  conduct  of  the  judge 
previously  with  regard  to  political  partisanship. 
If  the  Government  do  not  enquire  into  this  matter, 
we  will  soon  have  a  new  word  coined  in  this 
country,  and  when  a  man  by  force  takes  away  his 
neighbour’s  goods  and  keeps  them  we  shall  say,  not 
that  he  stole  them,  but  that  he  “  Elliottized”  them. 
It  is  our  duty  to  proceed  with  this  enquiry,  first, 
in  order  that  we  may  bring  down  on  these  people 
the  just  retribution  which  should  fall  upon  any 
men  who  attack  a  judge  if  they  cannot  prove  what 
they  said,  and  secondly,  if  the  charges  are  true,  to 
show  a  man  who  now  occupies  a  place  on  the 
bench,  that  when  he  gives  judgment  be  must 
remember  that  he  ceases  to  be  a  partisan,  and  that 
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the  bench  is  only  for  men  who  can  la}'  aside  their 
feelings  in  such  matters.  Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  that 
being  the  question  I  shall  vote  that  this  matter  be 
enquired  into,  and  if  we  adopt  that  course  we  shall 
first  of  all  do  Judge  Elliott  justice,  if  it  is  found  to 
be  incorrect  ;  and  we  will  do  him  justice  if  it  is 
found  to  be  correct,  because  he  himself  will  under¬ 
stand  that  it  is  better  he  should  be  brought  to  jus¬ 
tice  now  than  that  he  should  be  allowed  to  go  on 
in  the  same  course  and  do  worse. 

Mr.  McDONALD  (Victoria).  Mr.  Speaker,  1 
think  that  the  hon.  member  for  West  Lambton 
(Mr.  Lister)  and  the  hon.  member  for  North  York 
(Mr.  Mulock)  might  be  excused  for  the  remarks 
they  have  made,  because  they  had  taken  an 
active  part  in  the  election  in  question,  and  they 
were  no  doubt  greatly  disappointed  at  the  result, 
and  want  in  some  way  to  lay  the  blame  of  their 
defeat  on  Judge  Elliott  on  account  of  the  decision 
which  he  has  given.  I  thought  that  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  Guysborough  (Mr.  Fraser)  coming  as  he 
does  from  the  sea,  would  be  somewhat  cooler  and 
would  advance  us  some  arguments  upon  this  point 
in  order  that  those  who  are  willing  to  deal  fairly 
in  this  matter  would  be  enabled  to  vote  intelligently 
on  the  question  before  the  House.  If  there  was 
anything  wanted  to  show  to  the  members  of  this 
House  that  this  motion  should  not  be  entertained, 
the  address  which  we  have  listened  to  from  the 
member  for  Guysborough  (Mr.  Eraser)  would  have 
furnished  it.  The  hon.  gentleman  of  course  told  us 
that  the  object  of  this  petition  was  not  to  discuss 
the  characters  of  the  parties  who  signed  it,  nor  of 
the  great  moral  question  which  he  says  has 
been  brought  forward  by  the  member  for  North 
Norfolk  (Mr.  Tisdale),  but  simply  that  the 
question  was  to  see  whether  or  mot  by  the 
decision  of  this  judge,  a  member  was  sitting  in 
this  House  who  had  no  right  to  sit  here  ;  that  is, 
if  the  decision  of  Judge  Elliott  gave  a  certain  num¬ 
ber  of  votes  to  persons  who  had  voted  for  Mr. 
Carling,  then  of  course  the  matter  must  be  pressed. 
I  am  sure  that  any  person  listening  to  the  hon. 
gentleman  must  have  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
this  is  what  he  meant.  Then  the  hon.  member  for 
Guysborough  (Mr.  Fraser)  told  us  that  the  judges 
in  Nova  Scotia  were  so  pure  that  they  would  not 
give  a  decision  in  favour  of  the  Conservatives,  but 
would  rather  lean  towards  the-Xiberals.  I  have 
not  that  opinion  of  the  judges  in  Nova  Scotia,  nor 
do  I  believe  that  any  person  practising  before 
the  bar  of  that  province  ever  thought  that  any  of 
the  judges  in  any  manner  whatever  undertook  to 
give  a  decision  against  his  friends  in  order  to  win 
a  reputation  of  being  considered  impartial. 

Mr.  FRASER.  I  wish  to  correct  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman.  What  I  said  was  that  I  knew  them  to  be 
so  particularly  careful  that  if  there  was  any  lean¬ 
ing  it  was  considered  to  be  on  the  side  of  their 
own  political  friends.  I  did  not  say  anything  in 
reference  to  their  giving  judgment. 

Mr.  McDONALD  (Victoria).  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  may  qualify  His  statement  now,  and  I  am  quite 
willing  to  accept  that  as  what  he  meant  to  say.  I  am 
sure  he  would  not  wish  to  misrepresent  the  judges 
in  that  way.  Coming  back  to  the  question  before 
the  House,  I  really  cannot  understand  how  gentle¬ 
men  opposite  seem  to  mix  up  the  facts  in  regard  to 
it.  I  believe  it  was  some  time  in  November  or 
October  that  Mr.  Lilley,  of  London,  had  under- 
Mr.  Fraser. 


taken  to  give  notices  objecting  to  500  or  600  names 
on  the  voters’  lists.  In  sending  out  his  notices  the 
only  objection  that  he  made  to  the  parties  on  the 
list  was  simply  the  words  “  not  qualified,”  and 
when  they  appeared  before  the  revising  barrister, 
objection  was  taken  to  the  form,  and  the  revising 
barrister  allowed  him  to  amend.  I  wish  to  draw 
attention  to  the  amendments  which  were  made,  and 
which  were  simply  to  state  “  no  income  within  the 
statute,”  not  “  owner  within  the  Act,”  or  “not 
tenant  within  the  Act.”  These  were  the  amended 
notices  which  were  sent  out  to  these  various  parties. 
The  matter  was  then  brought  before  Judge  Elliott, 
and  I  think  every  one  in  the  House  will  agree  that 
it  was  brought  up  rather  immaturely.  There 
was  no  decision  given ,  as  to  whether  the 
names  should  remain  on  the  list  or  not, 
and  I  believe  that  in  reading  the  statute  every 
person  must  come  to  the  conclusion  that  Judge 
Elliott  had  no  power  to  decide  with  regard  to  any¬ 
thing  the  revising  officer  had  done,  either  in  re¬ 
ference  to  amending  the  notices  or  extending  the 
day  for  hearing.  Judge  Elliott  then  so  decided, 
but  he  intimated  strongly  that  he  believed  that  the 
notices  were  invalid  and  were  not  capable  of  being 
amended.  The  judge  clearly  says  this,  and  in  so  far 
as  the  decision  went,  it  was  in  favour  of  those  who 
appealed  from  the  revising  officer,  but  he  believed 
that  he  had  no  power  at  that  time  to  deal  with  the 
matter.  The  judge  gave  his  decision  and  it  was  the 
same  as  he  gave  afterwards,  and  from  which  he  did 
not  recede  in  any  way  from  beginning  to  end. 
These  proceedings  as  the  House  is  well  aware  came 
before  the  Court  of  Queen’s  Bench  by  a  motion  for 
a  mandamus  to  compel  the  revisingofficer  toproceed. 
I  believe  that  in  the  mean  time  the  revising  officer 
acting  upon  the  suggestion  or  hint  thrown  out  by 
the  County  Court  judge,  declined  to  proceed  any 
further  with  these  names  or  to  pay  any  attention  to 
the  amending  notices  which  he  had  ordered  to  be  given 
himself.  Now,  Ifindtliatamandamuswasappliedfor. 
I  have  the  Ontario  report,  and  there  was  no  written 
decision.  The  judge  simply  said  that  the  notice 
was  sufficient,  and  no  appeal  is  given  by  the  Act 
from  the  County  Court  j  udge.  The  Court  of  Queen’s 
Bench  decided  in  the  same  way.  But  when  we 
come  to  the  decision  that  was  given  by  Chief  Just¬ 
ice  Hagarty,  I  think  we  shall  find  that  the  revising 
barrister,  the  County  Court  judge  and  the  chief 
justice  were  not  so  very  far  apart  ;  and  I  believe 
that  following  the  decision  of  Chief  Justice  Hagarty 
and  Mr.  Justice  Burton,  a  large  number  of  those 
names  that  were  struck  off  by  the  revising  barrister 
would  still  have  remained  on  the  list,  and  the  ori¬ 
ginal  notices  and  the  amended  notices  would  never 
have  touched  them.  Chief  Justice  Hagarty,  in  his 
decision,  says  : 

“  We  cannot  obtain  much  assistance  from  English  au¬ 
thority  as  to  the  requirements  of  a  notice  of  objection. 
The  statutes  differ  much  from  ours  in  this  respect.” 

Further  on  he  says  : 

“  The  notice  to  him  merely  stated  that  it  was  ob¬ 
jected  to,  his  name  being  retained  on  the  list  of  voters 
for  the  south-west  division  of  the  County  of  Lancaster. 
That  was  held  by  the  court  to  be  insufficient,  as  the 
column  of  the  list  on  which  the  objection  was  grounded 
was  not  named,  which  specially  referred  to  county  voters 
on  a  new  franchise.  The  general  Act  had  also  to  be  con¬ 
sidered.” 

Then  he  goes  on  to  say  : 

“  Our  Act  does  not  draw  this  distinction,  and  I  do  not 
think  we  can  hold  these  amended  notices  insufficient. 
They  specially  attack  the  voter’s  interest,  that  is  his  posi- 
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tion  as  owner  or  tenant,  and  his  right  to  that  character 
as  defined  in  the  Franchise  Act.  Under  such  a  notice  he 
would  not  I  conceive  be  liable  to  attack  on  a  merely  per¬ 
sonal  ground,  as  post  office  or  customs  official,  Ac.,  Ac.” 

Chief  Justice  Hagarty  goes  on  to  say  that  he  does 
not  think  they  would  be  allowed  to  go  into 
any  objection  except  as  to  the  qualifications.  Mr. 
Justice  Burton  says  : 

“  As  to  the  suggestion  that  the  revising  officer  could 
under  it  enter  upon  the  consideration  of  another  and 
distinct  ground  of  disqualification,  my  inclination  is 
against  it,  although  it  is  unnecessary  to  venture  a  final 
opinion ;  hut,  to  call  in  aid  again  the  old  system  of  plead¬ 
ing  and  the  reasoning  by  analogy  upon  it,  I  think  it  would 
have  assumed  the  shape  of  a  plea  in  confession  and  avoid¬ 
ance — thus:  we  admit  you  are  apparently  qualified  as  a 
landlord,  but  we  set  up  that  you  are  disqualified  as  an 
alien  or  as  one  of  the  parties  disqualified  under  the  Act, 
and  possibly  without  such  an  affirmative  statement  the 
objection  would  not  be  open.” 

Now,  when  hon.  gentlemen  charge  Judge  Elliott 
with  having  it  in  his  minch  to  allow  these  voters  to 
remain  on  the  list  with  the  object  of  giving  the 
seat  to  Mr.  Carling,  I  say  that  if  he  had  that 
intention  he  could  easily  have  carried  it  out  and  at 
the  same  time  have  appeared  the  fairest  possible 
man.  He  had  there  the  decisions  of  Chief  Justice 
Hagarty  and  Mr.  Chief  Justice  Burton,  and  some 
of  the  other  judges  I  think  went  nearly  as  far,  who 
said  he  could  go  on  to  consider  the  qualifications, 
but  could  not  enquire  into  other  things.  He  could 
not  enquire  whether  a  person  was  of  age,  whether 
he  was  a  British  subject,  whether  he  had  resided 
one  year  in  the  locality,  whether  his  income  was 
derived  in  the  Dominion  or  outside,  whether  he  was 
a  farmery’s  son  or  an  owner’s  son.  Now,  a  list  of  the 
parties  struck  off  is  given  here  by  the  revising 
officer.  Take  the  first  name  on  the  list,  Lewis 
Allan.  Evidence  was  given  to  satisfy  the  revising 
officer  that  he  did  not  reside  in  London.  But 
under  the  amended  notices,  according  to  the 
decision  of  the  judges,  he  would  not  be  permitted 
to  enquire  whether  he  resided  in  London  or  not. 
The  next  case  was  that  of  R.  J.  B.  Moore,  who 
lives  in  South  London,  according  to  the  testimony 
of  his  brother.  He  could  have  enquired  into  that 
case,  even  under  the  amended  notice.  Of  course, 
the  judge  decided  that  the  revising  officer  could 
not  have  gone  on  and  heard  these  cases,  but  limited 
the  matters  into  which  he  could  enquire.  I  think 
there  were  75  names  struck  off  this  list,  for  the 
simple  reason  that  the  parties  were  not  living  at 
the  time  or  had  not  a  sufficient  residence  within 
the  electoral  district  of  London  to  qualify  them  to 
vote.  There  was  nothing  to  show  that  they  had 
not  the  necessary  income  or  were  not  of  age  or 
British  subjects.  The  simple  fact  was  that  they 
did  not  reside  for  the  specified  number  of  months 
previous  to  their  applications  in  London.  These 
are  the  objections  which  are  not  covered  by  the 
notice  given ;  and  so  Judge  Elliott,  if  he  were 
plotting  and  scheming  as  parties  on  the  other  side 
say  he  was,  could  have  gone  into  these  cases  and 
with  the  most  apparent  fairness  have  decided  that 
these  75  names  should  remain  on  the  list,  whereas 
the  revising  officer  struck  them  off ;  and  he  could 
have  done  that  under  the  judgment  delivered  by 
the  Court  of  Appeal.  How  can  any  person 
say  that  Judge  Elliott,  for  the  purpose  of 
returning  the  Hon.  Mr.  Carling  to  this  House  as  the 
member  for  London,  would  undertake  without  good 
reasons  to  give  a  decision  contrary  to  those  of  the 
Court  of  Appeal,  and  the  Court  of  Queen’s  Bench, 
when  he  could  have  decided  quite  as  effectively  and 
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given  a  decision  on  other  grounds  and  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  decision  of  the  majority  of  the  Court 
of  Appeal  ?  Now,  in  the  petition  the  County  Court 
judge  is  not  attacked  for  doing  anything  wrong. 
It  does  not  set  forth  that  he  has  done  anything 
wrong  in  regard  to  the  revision  of  these  lists.  The 
solicitor  who  appeared  on  behalf  of  the  parties 
objecting  said  that  he  was  not  bound  by  the  decision 
of  the  Court  of  Appeal  ;  and  even  if  he  were  bound, 
there  is  nothing  to  show  from  the  evidence  taken 
before  the  revising  officer  that  more  than  twenty 
or  thirty  of  those  who  voted  in  the  election  should 
have  been  struck  off,  and  I  understood  that  in  other 
cases,  in  the  case  of  twenty-three,  on  one  side  or  on 
the  other,  the  County  Court  judge  had  accepted 
evidence  that  was  given  before  the  revising  officer. 
In  this  case  he  might  have  done  the  same 
thing,  and  have  retained  75  of  those  who  had 
voted  for  Mr.  Carling  on  the  list,  and  have  come 
within  the  judgment  delivered  by  the  Court  of 
Appeal.  I  say,  then,  that  I  think  this  shows  a 
considerable  amount  of  fairness  on  the  part  of 
Judge  Elliott.  It  shows  at  least  that  in  the  judg¬ 
ment  he  gave  he  must  have  been  convinced  he  was 
right,  when  he  could  have  resorted  to  another 
matter  if  he  had  been  so  disposed.  If  he  was 
anxious  to  have  the  hon.  member  for  London  re¬ 
turned,  he  could  have  come  within  the  Act  and 
within  the  judgment  of  the  Court  of  Appeal. 
With  regard  to  the  writing  in  the  newspaper,  I  do 
not  think  we  are  bound  to  take  any  notice  of  this. 
I  have  no  doubt  but  what  members  on  the  other 
side  would  judge  very  differently  from  members  on 
this  side  as  to  what  constituted  violent  language  at 
the  time  of  an  election.  I  have  no  doubt  that 
Judge  Elliott  expressed  himself  in  favour  of  Mr. 
Carling  as  a  better  representative,  and  in  this 
he  was  in  accord  with  the  people  of  London. 
Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  would  characterize  his 
expression  of  opinion  no  doubt  as  very  violent 
language.  One  of  the  first  essentials  in  an 
indictment  is  that  the  words  must  be  distinctly  set 
forth.  I  know  of  one  celebrated  case  which  came 
under  an  old  statute  against  swearing.  A  man 
was  brought  before  the  magistrate  for  having 
used  50  oaths,  but  the  magistrate  refused  to  en¬ 
tertain  the  complaint  until  the  party  complaining 
set  out  the  words  which  he  considered  as  con¬ 
stituted  swearing  ;  and  on  his  setting  them  out, 
the  magistrate  found  that  they  did  not  amount  to 
an  offence.  I  have  no  doubt  that  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  would  consider  as  violent  language  at  the 
London  election  what  this  side  would  consider  as 
very  moderate.  I  believe,  in  the  first  place,  that 
the  decision  of  Judge  Elliott  was  strictly  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  the  Franchise  Act, 
and,  in  the  second  place,  I  do  not  see  that  there  is 
anything  in  the  petition  which  Judge  Elliott  should 
be  called  on  to  answer.  I  believe  a  judge  of  a 
County  Court  or  even  of  any  of  the  inferior  courts 
should  not  be  afraid  of  rendering  justice,  and  we 
ought  to  allow  the  judges  full  liberty  to  dispense 
justice  without  any  fear  of  being  brought  before  the 
courts  of  Parliament  or  any  other  courts.  I  believe 
it  would  be  an  injury  to  Judge  Elliott  that  he 
should  be  called  upon  to  answer  a  vague,  indefinite 
charge  of  this  kind,  which,  even  if  true,  he  should 
not  be  called  upon  to  answer,  at  least  until  he  was 
furnished  with  the  very  words,  the  very  language 
he  is  accused  of  having  spoken  during  the  London 
election. 
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Mr.  WELDON.  I  would  not  at  this  time  of  the 
night  rise  to  speak  were  I  not  possessed  strongly  of 
the  opinion  that  the  procedure  which  the  lion, 
member  for  West  Lambton  asks  this  House  to  take 
is  an  unsound  procedure  and  one  which  it  would  be 
unwise  for  this  House,  in  the  best  interests  of  this 
country,  to  follow.  The  House  of  Commons  can 
do  something  to  preserve  the  dignity  of  justice  by 
the  tone  of  its  discussion  in  matters  of  this  kind. 
It  is  a  fair  subject  of  complaint  and  remon¬ 
strance  that  more  than  one  member  of  this  House, 
in  addressing  himself  to  this  question,  has  forgot¬ 
ten  the  nature  of  the  question  to  which  he  was 
speaking  ;  and  I  fully  endorse  the  scathing  rebuke 
which  the  lion,  member  for  South  Norfolk  admin¬ 
istered  to  the  lion,  member  for  North  York  con¬ 
cerning  the  remarks  made  by  that  lion,  gentleman 
with  a  view  to  coercing  J udge  Elliott  a  few  days 
before  his  judgment  was  delivered.  I  speak  with¬ 
out  heat  and  passion,  I  hope,  when  I  say  that  in 
the  six  sessions  during  which  I  have  had  the  honour 
of  having  a  seat  in  this  Parliament,  that  speech 
stands  without  rival  or  parallel  in  our  parliamentary 
record.  It  is  one  which  should  have  called  out 
a  strong  rebuke,  coming  from  a  layman,  but  com¬ 
ing  from  a  barrister  it  merits  a  still  stronger 
-rebuke.  Not  only  can  this  House  do  something  to 
preserve  the  dignity  of  justice  by  the  sobriety 
and  moderation  with  which  hon.  members 
discuss  questions  affecting  the  administration 
of  justice,  but  we  can  do  still  more  by 
laying  down  a  safe  procedure  for  dealing  with 
charges  of  misbehaviour  against  one  of  the  judges 
of  the  land.  I  object,  in  the  strongest  way,  to 
the  procedure  which  the  hon.  member  for  the  West 
Riding  of  Lambton  has  asked  this  House  to  adopt 
in  his  motion  upon  the  Paper.  I  object  to  it  for 
the  reason  that  it  is  adverse  to  the  public  interest, 
that  it  runs  counter  to  a  usage  which  is  well  estab¬ 
lished,  that  it  is  in  conflict  with  an  Act  which  Par¬ 
liament,  ten  years  ago,  in  its  wisdom,  chose  to  pass 
for  our  guidance  in  matters  of  this  kind.  And, 
furthermore,  I  would  urge  that  it  is  in  conflict  with 
the  sound  constitutional  rule  laid  down,  I  think, 
in  one  of  the  sections  of  the  British  North  America 
Act.  In  the  first  place,  we  are  asked  to  take  a 
copy  of  the  petition  which  has  been  laid  upon  the 
Table  of  this  House,  complaining  of  the  conduct  of 
a  county  j  udge : 

“  And  to  furnish  that  petition  to  that  judge  for  his  in¬ 
formation  and  enable  him  to  make  such  statement  or 
answer  to  the  charge  therein  contained  as  he  may  deem 
proper,  and  that  the  said  petition  and  any  such  answer  as 
the  said  judge  may  make  be  referred  to  a  special  commit¬ 
tee  of  this  House  to  enquire  into  the  truth  of  the  several 
allegations  therein,  with  a  view  of  finding  whether  such 
charges  should  be  investigated  by  a  commission.” 

Now,  the  practice  which  we  are  asked  to  adopt  in 
this  debate  is  not  the  practice  which  has  been  pur¬ 
sued  in  this  country  for  a  number  of  years.  I  sub¬ 
mit  that  the  hon.  member  for  West  Lambton  has 
been  misled  by  the  reading  which  he  made  from 
Bourinot’s  book  on  the  Practice  and  Procedure  of 
Parliament,  and  which  is  found  on  page  35.  I 
need  not  read  that  quotation,  but  I  would 
suggest  to  the  hon.  member  that  if  he  would 
take  that  reading  and  follow  out  the  Canadian 
cases  mentioned  in  it,  and  the  English  cases 
cited  in  the  foot-note,  and  then  look  up  in  the 
English  Hansard  the  comments  on  these  cases,  he 
will  find  he  is  not  well  warranted  in  asking  this 
House  to  adopt  the  procedure  he  proposes.  The 
procedure  open  to  us  to  adopt  is  this  :  That 
Mr.  McDonald  (Victoria). 


if  a  member  has  reason  to  complain  of  mis¬ 
behaviour  on  the  part  of  a  County  Court 
judge,  his  duty  is  to  put  those  facts  before  the 
Government,  and  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Government, 
pursuant  to  an  Act  which  I  will  quote  in  a  moment, 
if,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Government  the  charges 
are  of  a  character  so  grave  that,  if  true,  they  will 
call  for  further  enquiry,  to  put  those  charges 
before  the  judge,  and  then  what  comes  next  ?  What 
comes  next  isthe  issue  of  a  Royal  Commission,  should 
the  Government  think  fit  to  do  so.  My  hon. 
friend  from  East  Lambton,  who  has  spoken  so 
clearly  and  so  convincingly  twice  on  this  question, 
says,  we  cannot  be  too  careful  in  this  House  in 
trying  to  maintain  public  respect  for  our  courts  of 
justice.  Let  me  remind  the  House  that  one  of  the 
wisest  law  reformers  of  the  English  race  said  that 
it  was  of  supreme  importance  to  a  free  common¬ 
wealth  that  it  should  have  the  highest  confidence 
in  its  courts  of  justice,  so  much  so  that  he  believed 
it  was  better  that  the  people  should  believe  they 
were  getting  pure  law  from  the  courts  of  justice 
when  they  were  not  than  the  contrary.  I  refer, 
of  course,  to  Jeremy  Bentham,  whose  works  have 
largely  affected  the  jurisprudence  of  some  forty 
English-speaking  commonwealths.  If  we  would 
be  guided  by  the  constitution,  if  we  would  be 
guided  by  the  old  practice  in  the  mother  country 
as  well  as  in  this,  even  if. we  were  making  a  new 
practice,  we  should  take  care  that,  in  the  early 
stages  of  an  attack  upon  a  judge,  the  charges 
were  grave.  I  have  indicated  what  is  the  estab¬ 
lished  usage,  and  I  have  shown  that  the  Quotation 
from  May,  which  my  hon.  friend  from  West 
Lambton  (Mr.  Lister)  relied  on,  will,  if  he  examines 
the  authorities  in  regard  to  it,  bring  him  to 
a  different  conclusion  from  that  which  he  has 
enunciated.  I  have  shown  that  the  usage  we  have 
followed  in  Canada  in  regard  to  County  Court 
judges  for  ten  years  has  been  that  the  complaint 
should  be  put  before  the  Administration  and  that 
they  must  take  the  responsibility  of  dealing  with 
it.  Ten  years  ago,  the  Parliament  of  Canada 
passed  an  Act  dealing  with  cases  of  this  kind.  It 
is  found  in  the  Revised  Statutes,  chapter  18. 
Section  2  of  that  statute  provides  that  judges  of 
the  County  Court  shall  hold  office  during  good 
behaviour.  Then  sub- section  2  of  that  section 
provides  that : 

“  A  judge  of  a  county  court  may  be  removed  from  office 
by  the  Governor  in  Council  for  misbehaviour,  or  for  in¬ 
capacity  or  for  inability  to  perform  his  duties  properly, 
on  account  of  old  age,  ill-health  or  any  other  cause  :  if — 

“  (a).  The  circumstances  respecting  the  misbehaviour, 
incapacity  or  inability  are  first  enquired  into:  and — 

“  (6).  Such  judge  is  given  reasonable  notice  of  the  time 
and  place  appointed  for  the  enquiry,  and  is  afforded  an 
opportunity,  by  himself  or  his  counsel,  of  being  heard 
thereat,  and  of  cross-examining  the  witnesses  and  addu¬ 
cing  evidence  on  his  own  behalf ; 

“  3.  If  any  such  judge  is  removed  from  office  for  any  of 
such  reasons,  the  Order  in  Council  providing  for  such 
removal,  and  all  reports,  evidence  and  correspondence 
relating  thereto,  shall  be  laid  before  Parliament  within 
the  first  fifteen  days  of  the  next  ensuing  session. 

“  4.  The  Governor  General  in  Council  may,  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  making  enquiry  into  the  circumstances  respecting 
the  misbehaviour,  inability  or  incapacity  of  such  judge, 
issue  a  commission  to  one  or  more  judges  of  the  Supreme 
Court  of  Canada,  or  to  any  one  or  more  judges  of  any 
Superior  Court  in  any  province  of  Canada,  empowering 
him  or  them  to  make  such  enquiry  and  to  report,  and  may, 
by  such  commission,  confer  upon  the  person  or  persons 
appointed  full  power  to  summon  before  him  or  them  any 
persons  or  witnesses,  and  to  require  them  to  give  evidence 
on  oath,  orally  or  in  writing  or  on  solemn  affirmation, 
if  they  are  persons  entitled  to  affirm  in  civil  mattery  and  to 
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produce  such  documents  and  things  as  the  commissioner 
or  commissioners  deem  requisite  to  the  full  investigation 
of  the  matters  into  which  they  are  appointed  to  enquire.” 

Now,  when  Parliament  has  deliberately  chosen 
a  way  which  may  be  adopted  in  trying  a  County 
Court  judge  for  misbehaviour,  and  when  ten  years 
of  usage  have  indicated  the  elementary  stages  of 
that  procedure,  what  good  reason  is  there  for 
departing  from  this  usage  and  here  and  now  drag¬ 
ging  the  name  of  a  judge  before  Parliament  and 
leading  Parliament  into  an  acrimonious  discussion 
which,  as  I  said  at  the  outset,  does  little  to  main¬ 
tain  the  dignity  of  Parliament,  and  may  do  much 
to  lower  the  dignity  of  justice  ?  The  existence  of 
such  a  statute  indicates  the  deliberate  intention  of 
Parliament  that  such  matters  should  be  enquired 
into  outside  of  Parliament.  The  third  sub-section 
that  I  have  quoted  clearly  does  not  contemplate 
this  being  done  by  Parliament  at  all,  because 
the  fact  that  all  the  evidence  and  papers  are 
to  be  laid  before  Parliament  early  in  the  next 
session,  indicates  that  this  must  be  done,  as  it  were, 
behind  the  back  of  Parliament.,  So  I  say  that  the 
existence  of  the  Act,  and  the  reading  of  the  third 
sub-section  indicate  that  the  trial  of  County  Court 
judges  should  be  had  in  another  way,  and  that  the 
preliminary  enquiries  should  be  conducted  in  some 
more  guarded  and  quiet  manner  than  can  be 
expected  in  a  discussion  in  this  House.  Further, 
we  find  that,  when  our  constitution  was  drafted, 
there  was  put  in  a  section  which  is  numbered  99, 
which  says  : 

“The  judges  of  the  Superior  Courts  shall  hold  office  du¬ 
ring  good  behaviour,  but  shall  be  removable  by  the  Gover¬ 
nor  General  on  address  of  the  Senate  and  House  of  Com¬ 
mons.” 

It  is  noticeable  that,  in  that  section,  the  judges 
of  the  County  Courts  are  not  named,  and,  when  we 
remember  that  this  Imperial  statute  was  only  the 
crystallization  of  the  regulations  which  were 
drafted  by  Canadian  public  men,  the  omission  is 
more  significant.  To  make  that  more  apparent,  I 
would  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  Quebec 
resolutions  which  were  the  precursor  of  the  British 
North  America  Act,  contained  this  provision  in 
the  same  words.  Article  37  of  the  Quebec  resolu¬ 
tions  uses  the  same  language  : 

“The  judges  of  the  Superior  Courts  shall  hold  their  offices 
during  good  behaviour,  and  shall  be  removable  only  on 
the  address  of  both  Houses  of  Parliament.” 

At  the  union  of  the  provinces  County  Courts  were 
established  in  at  least  two  provinces.  The  framers 
of  the  Quebec  resolutions  were  familiar  with  these 
facts.  The  distinction  between  County  Courts 
and  Superior  Courts  was  well  established  and 
commonly  observed.  Therefore  it  was  the  purpose 
of  the  British  North  America  Act,  to  distinguish 
between  the  Superior  Court  judges  and  the  County 
Court  judges.  Parliament  took  control  of  the 
Superior  Court  judges,  or  rather  the  Senate  and 
the  House  of  Commons  took  control  of  them,  and 
the  Imperial  Parliament  guaranteed  them  a  tenure 
of  their  offices  during  good  behaviour,  subject  to  an 
address  by  the  Houses  of  the  Canadian  Parliament. 
But  it  did  not  give  power  to  the  Senate  and  House 
of  Commons  to  remove  the  county  judges.  As  to 
whether  the  power  to  remove  a  Superior  Court 
judge  involves  the  power  to  remove  a  County 
Court  judge,  there  is  at  least  much  doubt.  If  you 
say  that  the  omission  of  the  words  “County  Court” 
in  Section  99  of  the  Constitution  Act  is  insignifi¬ 
cant  or  is  an  accident,  I  would  answer,  the 
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burden  rests  on  him  who  takes  that  point  to 
prove  it.  I  would  now  direct  the  House  to 
another  aspect  of  the  case.  I  would  call  atten¬ 
tion  to  the  fact  that  in  the  mother  country, 
where  Parliament  has  power  to  remove  the  judges 
by  address,  the  greatest  care  has  been  taken  to 
protect  the  judge  in  the  preliminary  proceeding, 
and  to  see  that  no  injustice  is  done  him,  and  that 
neither  his  reputation  nor  his  cause  is  prejudiced 
in  any  way,  I  will  read  a  case  from  the  English 
Hansard  bearing  on  the  one  we  have  before  us, 
the  case  of  Sir  James  Scarlett,  who  was  then,  I 
think,  Lord  Abinger,  who  was  tried  on  a  charge  of 
having  used  intemperate  political  language  in  ad¬ 
dressing  both  the  grand  jury  and  the  petit  jury  in 
reference  to  a  case  before  him.  He  was  accused  of 
having  used  the  language  of  an  extreme  Tory,  and 
his  conduct  came  under  review  before  the  English 
House  of  Commons.  Lord  John  Russell  spoke  on 
the  subject  of  that  judge’s  conduct,  and  I  will  read 
what  he  said  in  that  debate.  The  case  is  reported 
in  Hansard,  Vol.  66,  page  1071.  Now,  take  note, 
the  judge  was  charged  with  having  on  the  bench 
used  the  language  of  a  violent  political  partisan. 
The  attack  was  made  by  Mr.  Thomas  Buncombe,  a 
famous  man  at  that  time,  some  40  years  ago.  He 
said  that  Lord  Abinger  had  spoken  from  the  bench 
in  terms  that  were  more  appropriate  to  a  politician 
than  to  a  judge.  The  Attorney-General,  Sir  F.  Pol¬ 
lock,  defended  the  conduct  of  the  judge,  and  said  : 

“  It  is  in  fact  an  admitted  principle  that  no  Government 
should  support  a  motion  for  an  enquiry  into  the  conduct 
of  a  judge,  unless  they  have  first  made  an  investigation, 
and  are  prepared  to  say  that  they  think  it  a  fit  case  to  be 
followed  up  by  an  address  for  his  dismissal.” 

There  was  a  case  where  a  charge  was  brought 
before  Parliament,  and  where  the  English  Parlia¬ 
ment  undoubtedly  had  power  to  remove  a  supe¬ 
rior  judge  by  an  address  from  the  Lords  and 
Commons,  and  in  that  case  so  cautious  was  the 
English  Parliament  that  the  Liberal  leader,  al¬ 
though  stung  by  the  conduct  of  the  judge,  never¬ 
theless  saw  fit  to  lay  down  that  rule  that  I  have 
read.  Again,  in  the  same  debate,  Lord  John 
Russell  objected,  “  that  Lord  Abinger  had  spoken 
both  as  a  politician  and  as  a  lawyer,  when  he 
should  have  spoken  as  a  judge  ;  ”  but  nevertheless 
he  said  : 

“  He  regarded  the  independence  of  the  judges  to  be  so 
sacred  that  nothing  but  the  most  imperious  necessity 
should  induce  the  House  to  adopt  a  course  that  might  tend 
to  weaken  their  standing  or  endanger  their  authority.” 

Now,  I  would  be  content  to  stop  here  and  say  that 
these  statutes,  and  these  decisions,  and  these  judg¬ 
ments  are  at  least  some  reason  for  supporting  the 
position  I  took  up  at  the  beginning,  that  the  better 
practice  for  us  to  pursue  was  the  old  practice,  and 
that  the  better  way  for  the  hon.  member  for  West 
Lambton  would  be  to  put  his  charges  in  the  hands 
of  the  Minister  of  Justice  and  ask  him  to  put  these 
before  a  commission  with  the  result  that  whether 
the  charges  were  proved  true  or  not,  the  case  will 
again  come  later  on  before  Parliament.  The  hon. 
member  for  West  Lambton  cannot  say  that  this  is 
giving  him  no  chance,  that  the  Ministry  of  the  day 
will  be  guided  by  partisan  considerations.  If  they 
are,  they  are  blameworthy,  and  if  they  have  not 
discharged  their  duty  under  oath,  their  conduct 
must  come  before  this  House  for  criticism,  and  the 
member  then  has  not  only  his  right,  but  it  is  his 
bounden  duty  to  make  his  statement.  While  on 
my  feet  I  would  like  to  say  a  word,  not  making  any 
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new  argument  at  all,  but  endorsing  heartily  the 
capital  statement  made  by  the  lion,  member  for 
South  Norfolk  (Mr.  Tisdale)  a  few  moments  ago,  as 
to  the  duty  of  the  judge  of  the  County  Court  who, 
if  I  understand  the  law  aright,  was  a  judge  who 
gave  a  final  judgment  from  which  there  was  no 
appeal.  There  was  no  constitutional  duty  cast 
upon  Judge  Elliott,  as  I  understand  it,  to  obey  and 
accept  ex  cathedra  the  law  of  the  judges  of  the  High 
Court  of  Justice,  even  if  they  had  given  a  well  rea¬ 
soned  judgment,  seeing  that  he  was  by  law  the  final 
judge.  The  judgment  of  the  High  Court  of  Justice 
was  no  more  obligatory  upon  Judge  Elliott  than  was 
the  judgment  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
States,  It  was  a  judgment  of  able  lawyers  w'ho  had 
heard  argument  and  were  therefore  able  to  give  a 
valuable  legal  opinion  to  which  every  prudent  man 
sitting  in  a  court  of  lower  rank,  would  give  due 
consideration,  and  that  is  all.  But  how  absurd  to 
impeach  a  judge  in  that  regard  and  to  argue  that 
his  law  was  bad.  It  is  no  ground  for  holding  that 
he  should  be  impeached,  even  if  his  law  was  bad, 
even  if  he  has  misread  those  cases  that  he  cites,  if 
he  has  misconstrued  them,  if  he  has  misunderstood 
the  English  statute,  if  he  is  wrong  in  his  law  from 
top  to  bottom,  that  is  no  reason  in  the  world  for 
dragging  his  name  with  censure  before  this  House. 
But  I  say  that,  in  my  opinion — and  I  have  read 
that  judgment  carefully  and  have  taken  the  trouble 
to  look  up  the  law  reports,  and  the  English  election 
laws  and  compared  them  with  our  own — the  judge 
cannot  be  censured  for  the  position  he  took.  I  have 
had  my  attention  called  to  a  few  cases  which  are 
not  cited  here,  but  which  seem  to  be  very  apposite 
and  to  confirm  the  judgment  of  Judge  Elliott,  and 
I  will  take  the  responsibility  of  saying  that  in 
my  opinion  the  judgment  of  the  County  Court 
judge  seems  to  be  a  carefully  reasoned  judg¬ 
ment.  If  you  follow  the  English  cases,  if  you 
follow  the  spirit  of  the  English  decisions,  it  seems 
to  me  that  they  can  leave  no  doubt  as  to  the 
correctness  of  the  position  he  has  taken.  If 
I  had  time  I  would  like  to  cite  some  other 
English  judgments  much  more  technical  than  ours, 
and  if  you  go  by  the  light  of  these  English  cases, 
you  can  with  difficulty  come  to  any  other  conclu¬ 
sion.  Let  me  refer  to  one  case  very  much  in  point, 
a  case  reported  in  Vol.  12,  Queen’s  Bench  Division. 
No  case  could  be  stronger  to  show  that  the  English 
judges  are  severely  technical  in  construing  their 
franchise  Acts.  I  might  quote  from  Lord  Coleridge 
and  Lord  Esher  to  show  that  the  position  of  a 
voter  who  is  on  the  list  is  stronger  than  that  of 
the  man  who  attacks  it.  Lord  Esher  shows  fur¬ 
thermore  that  the  voter  whose  name  is  on  the  list 
and  attacked  can  only  hold  his  position  as  against 
the  attacking  party  by  being  prepared  to  resist 
some  seven  distinct  allegations  of  non-qualification. 
If,  therefore,  you  go  by  the  law  of  reason,  you  see 
how  unfair  it  is  to  say  that  in  a  doubtful  case  the 
voter  on  this  list  is  bound  to  be  ready  to  defend 
himself  against  attacks  from  seven  different  quar¬ 
ters  rather  than  that  the  man  objecting  shall  spe¬ 
cifically  make  one  challenge.  Here  is  a  case  to 
show  how  extremely  stringent  and  technical  the 
English  courts  have  been  recently  in  interpreting 
their  English  laws.  Hon.  members  have  had  it 
already  explained  to  them  that  the  English  Act 
differs  from  ours  in  that  the  objections  to  names 
on  the  list  are  first  sent  to  overseers.  There 
was  a  case  wThere  an  objection  was  given  to  the 
Mr.  Weldon. 


overseers  and  by  them  sent  on,  as  the  law  re¬ 
quires,  to  the  claimant.  The  notice  of  objection 
given  to  the  overseers  was  in  the  ordinary  form, 
but  ended  thus:  “Dated  this  eighteenth  day 
of  August,  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  eighty 
. . . .  ”  The  year  was  1883,  but  the  word  “three  ” 
was  omitted.  Then  the  name  of  the  party  follows. 
The  overseers  duly  published  a  list  of  persons  ob¬ 
jected  to,  including  the  name  of  the  claimant.  The 
claimant  objected  that  the  notice  given  to  the  over¬ 
seers  was  insufficient  on  account  of  this  omission,  but 
the  revising  barrister  himself  stated  in  his  judg¬ 
ment  that,  as  a  fact,  the  claimant  had  not  been 
inconvenienced  or  misled.  The  court  decided 
that  the  notice  was  bad,  and  their  judgment  may 
be  found  in  Vol.  12,  Queen’s  Bench  Division, 
page  373.  If  Judge  Elliott  had  given  a  ruling  so 
technical  as  that,  the  hon.  member  for  North  York 
(Mr.  Mulock)  would  have  made  all  Canada  ring  in 
denunciation  of  J udge  Elliott’s  action.  Now,  on 
the  point  that  the  judge  wrote  political  articles,  I 
do  not  know  whether  he  did  or  not.  I  have  heard 
gentlemen  who  claimed  to  know,  and  who  have 
denied  that  statement,  that  say  that  my  hon. 
friend  is  all  wrong  in  his  affidavits,  and  that  this 
will  be  found  out  when  the  case  goes  on  to  enquiry. 
These  references  that  I  have  made  show  that  in  the 
mother  country  judges  have  sometimes  used  inju¬ 
dicious  language,  and  when  it  was  attempted  to 
make  siich  the  basis  of  a  parliamentary  enquiry, 
Ministers  of  the  Crown  simply  stopped  the 
thing  there  and  then.  Now,  let  us  remember 
when  we  are  arguing  that  the  judges  should 
have  consideration,  that  we  are  not  arguing 
so  much  for  them,  we  are  not  so  much  concerned  in 
this  case  as  to  the  feelings  of  one  old  man,  whether 
he  be  a  blameless  and  worthy  gentleman,  as  our 
friends  say,  or  on  the  contrary,  a  heated  and 
unwise  partisan  ;  we,  as  public  men,  are  trying 
to  protect  him,  not  for  his  sake,  but  for  our  own 
sake,  and  for  the  good  of  the  commonwealth. 
Judge  Elliott  did  not  seek  his  jurisdiction,  we  put 
it  upon  him  ;  and  I  think  we  ought  to  be  exception¬ 
ally  careful  in  Parliament  when  we  pass  Acts,  as 
we  did  some  years  ago,  divesting  ourselves  of  the 
trial  of  controverted  elections,  and  throwing  that 
unwelcome  duty  upon  the  judges,  not  afterwards 
to  scold  and  lecture  them.  We  cast  this  duty  upon 
them,  it  is  not  of  their  seeking.  I  will  take  my 
seat  by  saying  that  for  the  reasons  I  have  given,  in 
the  light  of  the  statute  I  have  cited,  of  the  opinions 
I  have  referred  to,  of  this  English  debate  at  which  I 
have  glanced,  I  think  Judge  Elliott  gave  a  sound 
decision,  and,  furthermore,  that  this  House  had 
better  promptly  and  flatly  vote  down  the  motion 
of  the  hon.  member  for  West  Lambton. 

Mr.  LISTER.  The  hon.  member  for  Albert 
(Mr.  Weldon)  has  evidently  given  this  matter  a 
good  deal  of  attention,  but  I  do  not  think  that  so 
far  as  the  authorities  are  concerned  as  to  the  con¬ 
stitutional  mode  of  procedure  he  has  thrown  very 
much  light  on  the  subject,  or  given  us  any  infor¬ 
mation  that  we  did  not  possess  before.  When 
this  matter  was  first  brought  before  the  House  I 
undertook  to  state  the  various  modes  in  which 
judges,  who  had  been  guilty  of  corrupt  practices, 
had  heretofore  been  tried  by  Parliament.  I 
pointed  out  that  under  our  statutes  the  proper 
way  to  proceed  against  County  Court  judges  was 
before  the  Governor  in  Council  where  a  regular 
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trial  took  place.  I  then  pointed  out  that  the  Con¬ 
solidated  Statutes  provided  a  court  of  punishment 
for  County  Court  judges,  but  that  statute  was 
repealed,  and  that  we  have  in  its  place,  the 
Revised  Statutes,  chap.  138,  which  provided  that  a 
County  Court  judge  might  be  tried,  for  improper 
conduct,  by  a  commission  appointed  by  the  Gover¬ 
nor  in  Council.  Now,  I  admit  frankly  so  far  as  the 
actual  trial  of  a  judge  is  concerned,  that  that  would 
be  the  proper  course  to  pursue,  but  I  submit  that  we 
are  not  seeking  to  impeach  Judge  Elliott  in  this 
House  ;  but  certain  residents  and  residents  of  this 
country  have  petitioned  thisHouse,  representing  and 
setting  forth  certain  wrong-doings  on  the  part  of 
Judge  Elliott,  and  asking  this  House  to  investigate 
the  facts,  and  if  they  are  sustained  to  have  Judge 
Elliott  tried  by  the  proper  tribunal.  That  we  have 
a  perfect  right  to  entertain  that  petition  and  to  act 
upon  it  is  beyond  question.  So  far  as  the  allegation 
that  a  mistake  has  been  caused  by  reading  Bouri- 
not’s  work,  I  desire  to  say  there  lias  been  no  mis¬ 
take  at  all.  There  never  was  a  mistake.  The 
proceedings  taken  have  been  taken  after  due  deli¬ 
beration  and  a  consideration  of  Bourinot’s  work 
and  all  other  works  on  the  subject.  After  showing 
how  Superior  Court  judges  may  be  impeached  by 
addresses  to  both  Houses  of  Parliament,  speaking 
of  the  British  North  America  Act,  Bourinot  in  his 
“  Constitution  and  History  of  Canada  ”  uses  these 
words  : 

“  B.  N.  A.  Act  of  1867,  Section  99.  This  section  does  not 
apply  to  County  Court  judges,  whose  removal  for  suffi¬ 
cient  cause  is  provided  for  by  45  Victoria,  chap.  12.  It  is, 
however,  always  competent  for  the  House  to  address  the 
Governor  General  for  the  removal  of  such  judicial  officers, 
and  the  procedure  in  Parliament  should  be  as  in  the  case 
of  Superior  Court  judges.” 

Bourinot  lays  down  the  plain  principle  in  unmistak¬ 
able  language,  that  it  is  competent  for  this  House,  if 
it  thinks  proper,  to  investigate  the  conduct  of  a 
County  Court  judge  in  the  same  way  as  the  con¬ 
duct  of  a  Superior  Court  judge  can  lie  investigated 
by  this  House,  But  the  hon.  member  for  Albert 
(Mr.  Weldon)  says  :  “  Oh,  you  may  bring  Superior 
Court  judges  before  Parliament,  you  may  lacerate 
their  feelings  as  much  as  you  like,  you  may  charge 
them  with  high  crimes  and  misdemeanours,  but  you 
must  not  touch  a  County  Court  judge  ;  he  is  more 
sacred  than  a  Superior  Court  judge,  and  his  conduct 
cannot  be  investigated  by  the  High  Court  of  Parlia¬ 
ment.  There  is  no  pleasing  the  supporters  of  the 
Government,  do  what  you  will ;  whatever  proposi¬ 
tion  you  make,  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  will  not 
be  pleased.  Make  a  charge  against  a  member  of 
the  Government  in  the  plainest  English  you  can 
possibly  put  on  paper,  and  the  Government  will  say 
the  charge  is  too  vague,  that  we  cannot  inves¬ 
tigate  it  on  account  of  its  vagueness.  Charge 
a  judge,  if  you  please,  with  high  crimes  against 
the  people  and  an  hon.  gentleman  with  the 
responsibility  of  the  hon.  member  for  Albert, 
who  is  always  spoken  of  as  such  a  fair-minded  man, 
arises  and  declares  that  this  is  not  right  procedure, 
that  we  should  have  proceeded  in  some  other  way 
in  order  to  get  at  this  judge.  And  what  does  lie 
propose  ?  He  says  that  we  ought,  instead  of  bring¬ 
ing  this  matter  before  the  House,  to  present  it  to 
the  Government.  Present  it  to  the  Government  ! 
This  old  man  they  talk  about  has  deprived  a  citizen 
of  his  right  to  sit  in  this  House.  We  are  asked  to 
present  a  charge  to  the  Government,  one  of  the 
members  of  which  is  the  man  whom  he  placed  in 


this  House.  That  is  the  tribunal  which  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  ask  the  citizens  of  London  to  appeal  to.  If 
justice  is  not  done  here,  let  me  tell  hon.  gentlemen 
that  a  petition  will  be  sent  to  the  Governor  General 
of  this  country  in  order  that  it  may  be  seen  if 
something  cannot  be  done.  If  Parliament  and  the 
representatives  of  the  people  refuse  to  accord  to 
those  petitioners  that  what  is  their  right,  an  in¬ 
vestigation  into  these  charges,  then  it  will  be  for 
them  to  consider  whether  their  duty  is  not  to  place 
before  the  Governor  General,  not  before  the  men 
who  advise  him,  the  wrongs  under  which  they 
are  suffering  and  which  they  claim  to  have 
remedied.  What  is  the  position  ?  A  returning 
officer,  appointed  by  the  Government,  has  decided 
that  131  votes  polled  at  that  election  were  bad. 
He  has  decided  that  they  had  not  the  right  to  vote. 
He  struck  them  from  the  list.  They  had  no  right, 
according  to  his  judgment,  and  he  had  the  evidence 
and  tried  the  case,  to  be  on  the  list.  The  effect  of 
the  judgment  of  Judge  Elliott  was  to  keep  them 
there,  and  those  votes  elected  Mr.  Carling,  whom  I 
must  call  the  hon.  member  for  the  city  of  London. 
Without  those  votes,  which  the  returning  officer 
declares  to  be  bad,  which  six  judges  of  this  country 
decided  had  no  right  to  appear,  the  hon.  member 
for  London  could  not  have  been  returned,  and  he 
sits  here  to-day  by  virtue  of  those  bad  votes, 
and  in  defiance  of  the  majority  of  22  good 
votes  for  Mr.  Hyman.  Have  the  people  of  this 
country  no  rights  ?  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  talk 
about  this  old  man.  Has  Parliament  no  right  to 
investigate  this  case  ?  Has  Mr.  Hyman  no  rights  ? 
I  say,  Sir,  that  it  is  essentially  and  eminently  a 
proper  case  for  Parliament  to  investigate.  I  say 
that  when  a  judge  can,  by  citing  authorities  such 
as  my  hon.  friend  speaks  of  ;  English  authorities 
based  upon  statutes  different  from  our  statutes,  and 
decides  in  the  face  of  a  judgment  of  six  judges 
given  upon  our  own  statutes,  I  say  that  it  is  prima 
facie  evidence  that  the  judge  was  acting  corruptly. 
Judge  Elliott,  the  friend  of  the  hon.  member  for 
London  (Mr.  Carling),  the  man  who  owes  his 
position  to  the  hon.  member  for  London,  his  tried 
friend  for  forty  years,  is  that  nothing  ?  Have  we 
not  the  right  to  infer  in  the  face  of  all  these  facts 
that  Judge  Elliott  was  leaning  a  little  more  than 
straight,  that  he  was  leaning  a  little  towards  the 
hon.  member  for  the  city  of  London  ?  We  need 
not  go  into  a  discussion  as  to  whether  this  judg¬ 
ment  was  right  or  wrong.  There  is  the  plain  fact 
of  the  matter  that  our  courts  decided  that  the 
revising  officer  had  power  to  hear  these  appeals, 

( there  is  the  undisputed  fact  that  the  revising  officer 
did  hear  these  appeals,  and  there  is  the  judgment 
of  six  judges  of  the  Province  of  Ontario  deciding 
that  the  revising  officer  had  a  right  to  hear  them 
and  instructing  him  to  hear  them. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.  E.I. )  And  deciding  that  the 
notices  were  good. 

Mr.  LISTER.  As  my  hon.  friend  says  :  and 
deciding  that  the  notice  was  good,  and  it  followed 
as  a  matter  of  course  that  he  had  to  hear  them. 
Then  why  try  to  rake  up  English  decisions  ?  Why 
try  to  bolster  up  the  conduct  of  this  judge  by 
English  decisions  having  no  bearing  upon  this  case  ; 
decisions  on  the  law  of  another  country  in  no  sense 
like  the  statute  under  which  we  are  proceeding 
here.  My  hon.  friend  from  Victoria  (Mr.  McDo¬ 
nald)  did  not  seem  to  know  very  much  about  the 
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case.  He  evidently  did  not  give  it  very  much  con¬ 
sideration  so  far  as  the  facts  are  concerned.  He 
says  that  .Judge  Elliott  had  no  power  to  hear  the 
appeal  at  all  in  the  first  place.  Judge  Elliott  him¬ 
self,  1  believe,  admits  that  he  had  no  power, 
although  it  was  not  contended  by  the  hon.  member 
for  South  Norfolk  (Mr.  Tisdale)  that  that  was  the 
judgment.  There  can  be  no  doubt  at  all  that  so 
fai  the  first  decision  of  Judge  Elliott  is  concerned 
it  was  a  mere  expression  of  opinion,  and  that  he 
himself  was  conscious  that  he  had  not  power  to 
entertain  an  appeal  on  a  matter  of  that  kind  from 
the  revising  officer.  Then,  Sir,  we  come  to  the 
second  judgment.  Isay,  that  after  having  had 
this  matter  argued  before  him  and  all  the  cases 
that  my  hon.  friend  speaks  of  cited,  Judge  Elliott 
himself  places  upon  record  this  statement  : 

The  decision  of  the  Court  of  Queen’s  Bench  is  now,  it 
appears,  appealed  against,  and  an  appeal  is  now  pending 
before  the  properappellate  court.  In  this  situation  of  the 
matter  I  reserve  judgment  on  the  question  which  is  now 
brought  before  me  as  to  the  revision  or  removal  of  their 
names,  until  the  result  of  this  appeal  shall  be  known.” 

So,  Sir,  there  is  the  evidence  in  Judge  Elliott’s 
own  handwriting  that  he  reserved  his  decision 
until  the  judgment  of  the  court  of  appeal  had  been 
gi\en,  I  have  stated  before,  and  I  state  it  now  in 
addition  to  what  is  written  there,  that  Judge 
Elliott  had  stated  that  he  would  be  bound  by  the 
j  udgment  of  the  Court  of  Appeal.  It  was  believed 
that  the  decision  of  the  Court  of  Appeal  would  be 
adverse  to  the  Liberal  party  ;  that  was  the  belief 
m  the  city  of  London  ;  at  least  it  was  so  thought, 
and  there  is  no  doubt  whatever,  that  Judge  Elliott 
at  the  time  he  penned  that  statement  intended  to 
follow  the  decision  of  the  Court  of  Appeal.  When 
that  decision  was  given  he  was  asked  to  render 
judgment  upon  it.  The  counsel  for  the  Conserva¬ 
tives  at  once  gave  a  notice  of  appeal  to  the  Supreme 
(  ourt,  not  with  any  bond  fide  intention  of  carrying 
out  the  appeal,  but  with  the  intention  of  hanging  up 
thejudgmentof  Judge  Elliott  until  after  the  election, 
to  see  how  the  vote  went.  That  is  what  their  object 
vt  as  I  have  no  doubt.  And  after  the  decision  was 
given  Mr.  Hyman’s  friends,  believing  that  the  judg¬ 
ment  given  by  the  Court  of  Appeal,  or  the  dicta 
gn  en  by  the  Court  of  Appeal  would  be  respected 
iy  Judge  Elliott,  asked  him  to  give  judgment,  and 
he  gave  the  judgment  which  is  now  the  subject  of 
investigation.  .  Sir,  I  admit  that  the  judgment 
of  the  county  judge  was  a  final  judgment,  but  I 
say,  looking  at  the  fact  that  six  judges  had  decided 
that  the  notice  of  appeal  was  good,  taking  the  fact 
that  Judge  Elliott  was  a  contributor  to  a  party 
newspaper  of  party  political  articles,  taking  the 
statement  that  he  made  before  his  judgment,  I  say 
that  all  these  together  show  that  Judge  Elliott  was 
animated  and  actuated  by  corrupt  motives  in 
giving  that  judgment.  While  I  say  that  if  it  were 
simply  a  mistake  as  to  the  redding  of  the  decision 
oi  a  mistake  as  to  the  law,  but  an  honest  judgment, 
ns  judgment  could  not  be  cpiestioned  here,  yet  at 
t le  same  timed  say,  taking  all  the  facts  connected 
with  this  matter  from  first  to  last  ;  the  fact  of  his 
judgment  being  given  as  it  were  in  the  face  of  the 
judgment  of  six  judges,  his  whole  conduct  during 
the  bye-election  in  writing  articles,  political  and 
otherwise  in  favour  of  the  present  member  for 
the  city  of  London  (Mr.  Carling)  and  against 
ivir.  Hyman,  his  public  utterances  as  between  the 
two  candidates  ;  taking  all  together,  they 
make  such  a  strong  case  as  to  lead  to  the 
Mr.  Lister. 


almost  resistless  conviction  that  Judge  Elliott, 
while  he  may  have  thought  he  was  acting  right, 
was  acting  in  the  interests  of  Mr.  Carling  and  was 
not  carrying  out  the  law  as  understood  in  this 
country.  The  hon.  gentleman  from  South  Norfolk 
(Mr.  Tisdale)  was  very  unfortunate  in  the  statement 
he  made  to-night.  In  his  speech  he  jumped  from 
Dan  to  Beersheba.  He  tried  to  belittle,  so  far  as 
lay  in  his  power,  the  gentlemen  who  have  signed 
that  petition.  He  described  them  as  insignificant 
individuals,  individuals  whose  petition  ought  not 
to  receive  the  attention  of  this  august  assembly. 
Sir,  the  time  may  come  when  that  hon.  gentleman 
will  have  to  answer  elsewhere  for  the  statement  he 
has  made  here  to-night.  W  hen  a  charge  was  made 
against  a  judge  he  thought  it  was  a  proper  defence 
to  say  that  in  election  proceedings  certain  of  the 
candidates  had  been  guilty  of  corrupt  practices, 
and  I  think  most  unfortunately  for  himself  he  went 
back  to  1874,  and  brought  in  the  name  of  Col. 
W  alker  in  connection  with  an  election  which  took 
place  between  (  ol.  Walker  and  the  present  mem¬ 
ber  for  the  city  of  London  (Mr.  Carling).  He  ought 
to  have  told  all  the  story,  because  John  Carling, 
so-called  ‘  Honest  John,”  in  justice  to  him  ought  to 
have  it  all  told.  The  hon.  gentleman  did  not  tell 
the  House  that  Mr.  Walker  contested  the 
election  with  John  Carling  and  that  it  was 
proven  that  while  a  Minister  of  the  Crown 
and  an  adviser  of  Her  Majesty,  the  Hon.  John 
Carling  was  a  secret  partner  in  the  Canadian  Paci- 
fic  Railway  contract,  and  so  much  did  the  people 
feel  it  that  they  resented  the  impropriety  by  reject¬ 
ing  Mr.  Carling,  and  they  elected  Major  WTalker, 
whose  election  was  after  set  aside.  But  John 
Carling  was  afraid  to  go  back  to  the  electors,  and 
James  H.  Fraser  appeared  before  them  as  a  candi¬ 
date,  and  Mr.  Fraser  is  now  the  revising  officer. 

I  be  short  years  passed  away,  the  public  condoned 
this  great  offence,  and  the  Hon.  Mr.  Carling  was 
again  returned  for  the  city  of  London.  The  hon. 
gentleman  talks  about  voters’  lists  and  corruption. 
Why  does  he  not  tell  this  House  that  for  fifteen 
years  the  city  of  London  was  under  the  complete 
control  of  the  Conservative  party,  which  appointed 
the  assessors  and  every  public  officer  in  the  city, 
and  the  consequence  was  that  the  voters’  lists  of 
that  city  for  all  those  long  years,  had  been  so 
stuffed  that  the  Conservatives  have  come  to  look 
upon  the  city  of  London  as  their  particular  pre¬ 
serve,  and  they  resent  and  become  angry  at  any 
person  who  undertakes  to  interfere  with  them. 

I  he  hon.  gentleman  talks  about  ruffians  patrolling 
,the  streets.  W  hy,  Sir,  it  was  necessary  to  patrol 
the  streets.  Members  of  the  Conservative  party 
were  going  from  house  to  house,  as  the  Liberals 
believed,  bribing  everybody  whom  they  could  bribe, 
and  it  was  necessary  to  follow  those  men  up  and 
enter  every  house  they  entered  to  see  that  the 
funds  known  to  be  in  their  possession  were  not  ex¬ 
pended  in  bribery.  That  is  the  reason  these  things 
were  done.  Hon.  gentlemen  ask  :  Why  did  not  Mr. 
Hyman  go  into  the  courts  ?  Mr.  Hyman  did  not 
go  into  the  courts  because  the  judgment  of  Judge 
Elliott  was  final ;  and  with  130  bad  votes  on  the 
list,  what  could  Mr.  Hyman  hope  by  a  new  elec¬ 
tion  ?  But  if  these  names  had  been  removed,  a 
petition  would  have  been  filed  against  Mr.  Carling, 
and  he  would  have  been  brought  before  the  courts 
to  answer  for  what  took  place  during  the  last  elec¬ 
tion  in  the  city  of  London.  Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
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have  nothing  more  to  add.  It  is  not  necessary  that 
this  debate  should  take  up  a  very  great  length  of 
time,  because  the  facts  involved  are  not  numerous. 

I  repeat  what  I  stated  when  introducing  this  reso¬ 
lution,  that  I  state  here  on  my  responsibility  as  a 
-  member  of  this  House,  that  I  believe  I  can 
establish — I  am  sure  I  can  establish — that  His 
Honour  Judge  Elliott  contributed  political  articles 
during  that  campaign.  I  believe  I  can  show 
that  he  used  words  and  language  undignified  on 
the  part  of  a  judge  during  such  a  time.  We 
have  a  right  to  expect  of  the  judiciary  of  this  coun¬ 
try,  that  the  moment  they  are  appointed  to  that 
position,  they  shall  lift  themselves  above  party  po¬ 
litics,  shall  hold  the  scales  of  justice  evenly  between 
all  parties,  in  order  that  the  people  who  have  fo 
appear  before  them  will  feel  that  only  equal  and 
exact  justice  will  be  meted  out  to  them.  Sir,  when 
we  find  a  partisan  occupying  that  position,  how 
can  we  avoid  feeling  that  political  considerations 
will  enter  into  his  decision  of  the  matters  coming 
before  him  ?  The  moment  a  judge  shows  himself  to 
be  a  partisan  that  moment  he  becomes  unfit  for  his 
duty  and  should  be  removed.  Sir,  this  is  an  im¬ 
portant  matter  in  many  respects,  as  showing  the 
inferior  judges  in  this  country  that  they  must  act 
with  as  much  equity  as  the  judges  of  the  Court  of 
Appeal — that  they  must  discharge  their  duties 
thoroughly  and  equally  and  in  a  manner  that  will 
gain  the  approval  of  the  people  of  this  country. 
That  is  the  tribunal  to  which  they  must  answer.  It 
is  in  the  interest  of  the  people  themselves,  because 
we  know  that  unless  the  liberties  which  we  have 
are  well  protected,  it  may  not  be  long  before  we 
lose  them.  It  is  in  the  interest  of  the  people,  in 
the  interest  of  the  judiciary,  and  in  the  interest  of 
the  community  at  large,  that  the  improper  acts 
charged  against  Judge  Elliott  should  be  investiga¬ 
ted,  and  I  repeat  that  if  the  charges  stated  in  that 
petition  are  true,  Judge  Elliott  is  unfit  to  rill  the 
position  of  a  judge  of  this  land. 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  I  do  not  think  it  is  necessary 
to  prolong  this  debate  ;  but  I  desire  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  a  very  grave  error 
into  which  the  hon.  member  for  West  Lambton 
(Mr.  Lister)  fell.  I  understood  him  to  say  that 
when  Mr.  Carling  contested  the  city  of  London 
with  Mr.  Walker,  he  was  then  a  member  of  the 
Government  of  Canada,  and  at  the  same  time  a 
secret  partner  in  the  corporation  then  being  formed 
for  the  purpose  of  constructing  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway.  I  desire  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  the  fact  that  Mr.  Carling  did  not  become  a 
member  of  the  Government  of  Canada  until  1882, 
and  had  nothing  whatever  to  do  with  advising  His 
Excellency  in  the  awarding  of  the  contract. 

Mr.  LISTER.  Was  he  not  a  member  of  Parlia¬ 
ment  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  That  was  not  what  the  hon. 
gentleman  said.  He  was  a  member  of  Parliament, 
but  that  was  quite  a  different  thing  from  being  an 
adviser  of  the  Crown. 

Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON.  While  the  debate  was 
progressing,  I  felt  that  all  the  questions  involved  in 
it,  and  they  are  principally  questions  of  law,  were 
so  fully  dealt  with  by  others  that  it  was  unneces¬ 
sary  for  me  to  say  a  word  on  the  subject  at  all. 
The  hon.  member  for  Albert  (Mr.  Weldon)  to¬ 
night  put  the  position  which  I  think  this  House 
ought  to  adopt  in  relation  to  a  resolution  of  this 


kind,  better  and  more  forcibly  than  I  could 
do  ;  and  I  would  have  remained  silent,  even 
at  this  late  stage  of  the  debate,  if  I  did  not  think 
that  the  hon.  member  for  West  Lambton  has 
entirely  misapprehended  some  of  the  very  strong 
points  which  my  hon.  friend  from  Albert  put  be¬ 
fore  the  House.  The  hon.  gentleman’s  remarks  with 
reference  to  those  points  might  possibly  have  the 
effect  of  obscuring  the  judgment  of  the  House  on 
this  question,  or  obscuring  the  judgment  of  those 
who  may  review  the  action  of  the  House  itself. 
For  my  part,  I  take  entirely  the  view  that  my 
hon.  friend  from  Albert  did,  that  nothing  is  more 
to  be  deprecated  than  for  this  House  to  undertake 
an  enquiry  of  this  kind  unless  necessity  compels  it 
to  do  so.  In  the  few  remarks  which  I  will  make 
on  the  subject,  I  will  leave  out  of  consideration 
entirely  the  political  arguments  which  have  been 
put  forward — statements  made  with  regard  to 
the  election  contest  which  ended  with  the  decision 
of  Judge  Elliott,  and  the  discussions  of  past  elec¬ 
tions  in  the  city  of  London.  I  think  the  position 
assumed  by  the  hon.  member  for  Albert  was  per¬ 
fectly  sound — the  position  referred  to  by  the  hon. 
member  for  West  Lambton  just  now — that  this 
House  should  not  enter  into  an  enquiry  of  this 
kind  in  reference  to  County  Court  judges.  The 
hon.  member  for  West  Lambton  says  that  it  is 
absurd  to  say  that  petitions  may  be  laid  on  the  Table 
of  this  House,  attacking  the  character  of  Superior 
Court  judges,  that  they  are  to  be  subjected  to  the 
indignity  of  discussion  and  debate  over  the  purity 
of  their  motives  and  to  every  scrutiny  and  enquiry 
that  Parliament  can  adopt,  while  a  judge  of  a 
County  Court  is  a  sacred  thing.  I  submit  to  the 
hon.  gentleman  himself  that  he,  unconsciously  I 
am  bound  to  assume,  entirely  misrepresented  the 
argument  which  was  so  forcibly  stated  by  the 
hon.  member  for  Albert,  in  putting  it  in  that 
way.  The  law  makes  it  obligatory  on  this  House, 
for  very  wise  reasons,  to  deal  with  charges  laid 
before  it  affecting  the  character  and  dignity  of 
a  Superior  Court  judge ;  the  constitution  pro¬ 
vides  that  a  judge  of  a  Superior  Court  shall  hold 
his  office  by  such  an  independent  tenure  that 
the  action  of  the  Executive  cannot  remove  him, 
until  an  address  shall  be  passed  by  both  Houses  of 
Parliament.  It  is  therefore  necessary,  for  the  purpose 
of  securing  the  independence  of  the  bench,  that,  in 
the  case  of  that  class  of  judges,  the  complaint  shall 
come  here  and  be  adjudicated  upon  by  this  House 
before  it  shall  go  to  the  Executive.  But  will  any 
one  say  that  this  is  a  task  which  we  ought  to 
assume  if  the  law  or  the  constitution  provides  an¬ 
other  remedy  ?  Does  any  one  pretend  to  argue  that 
because  in  the  case  of  the  Superior  Court  judges 
the  constitution  compels  us  to  exercise  that  func¬ 
tion,  we  should  therefore  grasp  the  jurisdiction 
and  exercise  it  in  regard  to  other  judges  in  refer¬ 
ence  to  whom  the  same  reason  does  not  exist  ? 
With  reference  to  County  Court  judges,  Par¬ 
liament  has  provided  a  method  of  trial  by  a 
commission  issued  to  one  of  the  higher  judges, 
and  has  made  provision  as  to  the  mode  of  conduct¬ 
ing  that  trial  ;  and  if  the  constitution  had  made 
like  provisions  with  regard  to  the  trial  of  Superior 
Court  judges,  I  take  it  that  this  House  would 
never  desire  to  enter  on  the  enquiry,  but  would 
desire  that  it  should  be  pursued  in  that  course. 
Now,  the  authority  my  hon.  friend  from  Albert 
referred  to,  and  on  which  the  hon.  member  for 
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Lambton  rested  as  an  authority  in  favour  of  his  po¬ 
sition,  is  this :  that  the  House  probably  has  and  that 
both  Houses  probably  have  the  same  authority  and 
the  same  powers  with  regard  to  a  County  Court 
judge  as  with  regard  to  a  Superior  Court  judge.  I 
do  not  propose  to  controvert  that  position  nor  did 
my  lion,  friend  from  Albert  controvert  it ;  but  the 
position  we  take  is  this,  that  while  the  House  may 
have  the  power,  there  is  a  better  tribunal  established 
by  law,  one  having  greater  convenience  for  trial 
and  ample  jurisdiction,  and  that  the  law  should 
take  its  course  with  regard  to  this  matter,  instead 
of  Parliament  undertaking  to  assert  its  authority. 
Now,  the  answer  which  is  made  to  that  by  the  lion, 
member  for  West  Lambton  (Mr.  Lister),  and  which 
was  suggested  by  an  interpolation  in  the  debate 
by  some  other  hon.  member,  was  this  :  “  Are  these 
persons,  who  have  a  grievance  against  Judge  Elliott 
in  respect  of  an  improper  judgment  which  he  gave 
in  the  interest  of  a  member  of  the  Executive,  to  be 
told  that  they  must  go  to  the  Executive  where  that 
member  sits,  and  ask  redress  for  their  grievance  ?  ” 
That  sounds  plausible,  but  let  us  see  what  the 
resolution  of  the  hon.  member  for  Lambton  is.  It  is 
distinctly  a  resolution  that  a  special  committee  of 
this  Houseshall  be  appointed  ‘ ‘  for  the  purpose  of  en¬ 
quiring  into  the  truth  of  the  several  allegations  con¬ 
tained  in  the  petition,  with  the  view  of  finding  out 
whether  such  charges  should  be  investigated  by  a 
commission.”  So  that  after  this  committee,  if  it 
should  be  appointed,  has  done  its  work,  the  report 
is  to  be  whether  or  not  these  petitioners  ought  to 
go  to  the  Executive  to  have  a  commission  appointed 
after  all.  With  regard  to  that,  will  any  one  tell 
me  what  the  difference  is,  the  practical  difference, 
between  letting  these  persons,  who  have  to  state 
their  grievances,  go  to  the  Executive  at  once,  and 
having  them  go  to  a  committee  of  this  House,  to 
see  whether  they  should  go  to  the  Executive  or  not. 
Any  one  I  suppose  can  tell  me  what  the  difference 
is.  The  difference  is  illustrated  by  some  of  the 
phases  of  the  discussion  we  have  had  to-day.  The 
difference  is  that,  while,  as  a  matter  of  course,  the 
member  of  the  Executive  concerned  would  not 
interfere  or  vote  in  Council  on  this  subject  any 
more  than  he  would  sitting  upon  a  committee  here 
for  the  purpose  of  trying  this  case,  in  the  debate 
in  this  House  we  have  this  judge  assailed, 
not  only  in  strong  terms  for  having  done  what  the 
petition  alleges  he  did,  but  for  having  done  many 
other  things  which  these  petitioners,  whether  they 
be  high  or  low,  have  not  ventured  to  say  he  did. 
\\  e  have  him,  for  instance,  accused  by  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  who  moved  the  resolution  with  having  “per¬ 
petrated  one  of  the  greatest  wrongs  that  a  judge 
could  perpetrate.”  We  have  him  accused  of  having 
“deprived  a  member  of  his  seat  and  sent  a  man  here 
who  has  no  more  right  to  sit  than  the  messenger  at 
the  door  ’’—and  not  a  word  of  that  said  in  the  peti¬ 
tion  on  which  we  are  to  try  Judge  Elliott.  We  have 
that  statement  made  to  supplement  a  petition  which 
does  not  even  allege  that  the  decision  of  the  judge 
is  a  wrong  one  ;  and  any  one  who  knows  anything 
of  the  subject  knows  that  we  have  to  do  a  great 
deal  more,  when  we  undertake  to  impeach  a  judge, 
than  to  say  he  has  given  a  wrong  decision.  We 
have  to  show  also  that  he  was  actuated  by  a 
corrupt  motive.  In  this  case  the  hon.  gentleman, 
who  is  to  be  one  of  his  judges,  has  accused 
him  of  things  which  these  forty  odd  petitioners 
have  not  ventured  to  assert  in  their  accusation. 
Sir  John  Thompson. 


Judge  Elliott  is  assailed  on  the  floor  of  this  House  by 
extracts  from  what  is  called  the  independent  press, 
and  a  little  later  on  in  the  debate  another  of  these, 
his  would-be  judges  rises  and  says :  “  Well,  if  it  does 
not  appear  from  the  petition  what  these  partisan 
articles  are  that  the  judge  is  charged  with  having 
written,  I  will  read  some  of  them  to  this  House,  and 
he,  in  the  position  of  an  accuser,  with  ten  times  the 
acrimony  of  the  petitioners,  undertakes  to  assail  the 
character  of  Judge  Elliott  and  to  read  anonymous 
articles,  and  to  assert  that  the  judge  is  the  author  of 
those  articles,  not  on  his,  own  responsibility,  not  on 
his  own  word,  and  not  on  his  own  information,  but 
on  the  strength  of  an  affidavit,  which  he  refuses 
either  to  read  or  submit  to  the  House  and  will 
only  consent  to  put  in  the  hands  of  the  Speaker, 
provided  the  Speaker  puts  it  in  his  pocket  and 
agrees  to  kept  it  secret.  I  should  think  if  anything 
illustrated  the  wisdom  of  the  statute  passed  ten 
years  ago  to  provide  another  way  of  trying  county 
judges,  the  progress  of  this  debate  would  do  so. 
To  the  assertion  that  it  is  unreasonable  that  these 
petitioners  should  be  sent  to  the  Executive  for 
redress,  it  is  an  answer  that  the  statute  pre¬ 
scribes  that  course.  It  is  an  answer  and  a 
conclusive  answer  which  the  hon.  member  for 
Albert  gave  when  he  said :  “If  the  Executive  refuse 
to  do  these  people  justice,  the  Executive  will  be 
answerable  to  this  House,  and  you  will  not  be  as¬ 
sailing  a  judge  whose  character  and  position  and 
claim  to  respect  we  must  all  preserve,  because  of 
the  great  value  which  an  independent  bench  gives 
to  the  community  at  large  ;  you  will  not  be  assail¬ 
ing  the  bench  but  the  Executive  for  an  act  for 
which  they  are  distinctly  responsible.”  Let  me 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  again  to  a  point 
which  the  hon.  member  for  Albert  took  with  regard 
to  the  way  in  which  these  matters  are  viewed  in 
other  Parliaments.  We  have  had  fortunately  but 
little  experience  here  in  dealing  with  charges 
against  members  of  the  bench  ;  but  in  the  reports 
of  the  British  House  of  Commons  we  find  that — I 
was  going  to  say  scores — but  at  least  very  many  of 
the  judges  of  the  land — some  of  them  the  very 
highest  in  eminence  of  those  who  ever  have  sat 
in  YY  estminster  Hall  have  been  made  the  subject 
of  charges  before  the  House  of  Commons  and  the 
House  of  Lords  and  investigation  has  been  asked  into 
their  conduct.  They  have  been  accused —  some  of  the 
greatest  of  them — of  wrong  decisions,  wrong  deci¬ 
sions  influenced  by  partiality  and  corruption.  Surely 
then,  with  the  reverence  which  some  gentlemen  in 
this  House  attach  to  British  practice  and  precedents, 
we  may  safely  look  there  for  guidance  as  to  how 
these  matters  should  be  treated.  How  are  charges 
there  brought  ?  Are  they  brought  in  the  shape  of 
assaults  on  personal  character  ?  Are  they  brought 
by  political  attacks,  by  the  reading  of  anonymous 
articles  which  are  not  even  alleged  in  the  petitions 
to  have  been  written  by  the  judge?  Everywhere 
in  those  discussions  we  find  expressions  such  as 
this:  “That  the  investigation  into  the  conduct 
of  a  judge  is  the  most  grave  function  that  the 
House  can  exercise  ;  ”  that  “  it  is  one  that  the  House 
will  never  enter  upon  without  the  most  imperative 
necessity.”  Sir,  when  the  hon.  member  for  West 
Lambton  told  the  House  that  this  was  not 
an  impeachment  of  the  judge,  that  this  was 
not  an  address  for  the  removal  of  a  judge,  I 
had  recalled  to  my  mind  another  passage  from  a 
speech  of  a  very  eminent  man,  in  the  course  of  one 
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of  these  discussions,  who  laid  down  this  principle, 
that  unless  it  be  necessary  for  the  impeachment 
of  a  judge,  a  petition  against  a  judge  ought  not  to 
be  entertained.  So  reluctant  is  that  House,  so  re¬ 
luctant  are  both  Houses  of  Parliament  in  the  United 
Kingdom  to  enter  into  an  enquiry  which  will  in 
the  least  degree  appear  to  limit  the  independence 
of  the  bench  or  lower  the  dignity  and  reputation  of 
the  judges,  that  unless  for  the  exercise  of  an  inevit¬ 
able  function,  namely,  for  the  passing  of  an  address 
by  way  of  an  impeachment,  they  will  not  entertain 
any  petition  or  complaint  against  a  judge.  But  the 
House  here  is  told  that  one  reason  for  this  motion 
is  that  it  is  not  a  motion  for  impeachment  or  for 
passing  an  address  at  all.  Let  me  call  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  some  of  the  observations  in  regard 
to  the  independence  of  the  bench  which  have 
occurred  in  the  investigations  which  have  taken 
place  in  England.  The  independence  of  the  bench 
is  always  spoken  of  in  terms  which  I  shall  read  in 
a  few  moments  by  such  high  authorities  as  were 
cited  by  my  hon.  friend  from  Albert  (Mr.  Weldon), 
such  as  Lord  John  Russell,  Sir  Robert  Peel  and 
others.  Lord  Chief  Justice  Holt,  when  he  was 
called  to  the  bar  of  the  English  House  of  Commons 
for  having  given  a  decision  which  was  supposed  to 
have  infringed  upon  the  rights  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  made  the  noble  answer  which  was  after¬ 
wards  reiterated  and  endorsed  by  some  of  the 
greatest  statesmen.  He  said  : 

“  I  hold  an  authority  independent  of  yours.  I  gave  my 
reasons  for  the  judgment  I  delivered  in  that  place  in 
which  I  was  sworn  to  administer  justice.  By  this  House, 
1  look  to  be  protected  and  not  to  be  arraigned,  and  I  will 
not  assign  the  reasons  here  on  which  I  founded  my 
judgment.” 

In  one  of  these  discussions  it  was  said  to  be  a  prin¬ 
ciple  well  established  that  “  enquiry  should  not  be 
instituted  otherwise  than  with  a  view  to  addressing 
the  Throne  in  order  to  remove  a  judge,  and  if  any 
other  principle  were  adopted  the  independence  of 
the  bench  would  be  a  mockery.”  Sir  Robert  Peel 
said  on  another  occasion  : 

“  To  exercise  the  function  of  enquiring  into  the  conduct 
and  the  character  of  a  judge  for  any  other  purpose  than 
removing  him  from  the  bench  on  grounds  which  would 
justify  an  impeachment  would  be  simply  to  hang  a  label 
around  the  neck  of  the  judge  so  that  he  would  be  held  in 
contempt  by  the  country.” 

And  he  further  said  that  “by  doing  that” — by 
appointing  such  a  committee  as  we  are  asked  now 
to  appoint — “  yoti  evade  the  law  which  requires 
that  you  should  take  action  by  an  address  for  the 
judge’s  removal.”  Let  me  refer  also  to  the  re¬ 
marks  which  were  quoted  by  my  hon.  friend  from 
Albert  (Mr.  Weldon)  at  the  beginning  of  his  address, 
which  were  made  by  Lord  John  Russell,  on  21st 
February,  1843,  when  he  said  he  “regarded  the 
independence  of  the  judges  to  be  so  sacred  that 
nothing  but  the  most  imperious  necessity  should 
induce  the  House  to  adopt  a  course  w'hicli  might 
by  any  means  imply  that  the  judges  w7ere  to  depend 
for  the  future,  not  on  the  sanction  of  an  Act  of 
Parliament — not  on  that  tenure  wdiich  had  pro¬ 
tected  them  as  long  as  they  were  not  guilty  of  any 
crime,  but  on  the  particular  viewrs  of  a  particular 
portion  of  their  fellow  countrymen.”  To  apply 
that  at  present,  if  any  judge  gives  a  judgment  in 
favour  of  some  one  in  political  life,  or  against  him, 
that  is  to  be  a  subject  of  debate  and  investigation 
by  a  committee,  though  the  lawr  provides  another 
mode  of  investigation  and  though  the  proceed¬ 


ings  are  not  in  the  wray  of  an  address  to 
the  Crowm  to  have  the  judge  removed,  but  are 
simply  designed  to  hang  a  label  round  his  neck. 
The  judges  will  then  no  longer  be  independent 
and  will  no  longer  hold  their  office  on  the  tenure 
which  Parliament  has  prescribed,  and  the  inde¬ 
pendence  of  the  bench  then  becomes  a  mockery  and 
a  matter  dependent  on  the  whims  or  notions  of  one 
section  of  the  judge’s  fellowr  countrymen.  Let  us 
consider  the  ran^e  this  discussion  has  taken  as 
indicating  the  necessity  of  adopting  another  course, 
if  it  can  be  done.  The  petition  does  not  even  allege 
a  wrongful  decision.  The  statements  have  been 
made  that  certain  articles  which  have  been  pro¬ 
duced  in  the  House  and  which  w^ere  published  in  a 
newspaper  wrere  w'ritten  by  the  judge.  Those  state¬ 
ments  have  been  made  on  no  authority  whatever 
but  simply  by  way  of  attack,  by  way  of  invective 
against  the  judge — and  revengeful  invective  too — 
and  we  have  heard  the  time  of  the  House  taken  up 
hour  after  hour — by  the  member  for  Guysborough 
(Mr.  Fraser)  for  instance — in  reviewing  the  deci¬ 
sion  of  Judge  Elliott,  in  declaring  that  it  was  bad 
lawq  in  holding  up  to  ridicule  the  kind  of  law'  wdiich 
he  administered  in  keeping  Mr.  Hyman  out  of  his 
seat,  as  if  this  House  were  a  court  of  appeal  from 
the  county  judge  of  Middlesex.  That  is  the  posi¬ 
tion  the  House  wrill  lie  in  if  it  adopts  what 
the  hon.  gentleman  suggests,  and  this  resolu¬ 
tion  does  stop  short  of  that  because  it  looks 
to  the  final  investigation  by  a  Royal  Commission, 
and  the  investigation  which  would  take  place  before 
a  committee  of  the  House  is  to  be  a  second  trial  con¬ 
ducted  for  no  purpose  that  it  is  possible  to  conceive. 
If  that  investigation  takes  place,  if  it  is  favourable 
to  furtherproceedings,  the  petitioners  are  directed  to 
pursue  those  further  proceedings.  I  have  endea¬ 
voured  to  refrain,  and  I  shall  endeavour  to  refrain, 
from  saying  anything  as  to  wdiat  might  be  the  result 
of  an  application  to  the  Executive,  because  it  may 
come  to  that  in  the  future.  I  simply  express 
myself  in  regard  to  the  policy  of  this  House  dealing 
with  so  important  a  question  in  this  way,  dealing 
with  a  matter  involving  the  independence  of  the 
bench  when  the  law  provides  another  tribunal  for 
the  purpose,  which  Parliament  ten  years  ago 
thought  a  better  tribunal,  and  a  tribunal  which  has 
exercised  its  functions  in  three  or  four  cases  since, 
and  wdiich  may  exercise  its  functions  nowT  if  the 
petitioners  choose  to  exercise  their  rights  in  the 
direction  pointed  out  to  them. 

Mr.  DAVIES  (P.  E.I.)  To  many  of  the  proposi¬ 
tions  of  the  hon.  gentleman  I  take  no  objection, 
but  to  some  of  them  I  certainly  do  take  exception, 
and  I  think  it  will  be  apparent  to  those  who  fol¬ 
lowed  the  hon.  gentleman  in  his  speech  to-night 
that,  if  his  argument  is  carried  to  its  logical  con¬ 
clusion,  there  is  no  possible  conduct  which  any 
County  Court  judge  could  take  which  could  come 
under  the  animadversion  of  this  House.  That  is 
the  result  of  his  reasoning.  I  take  exception  to 
the  hon.  gentleman’s  statement  in  that  regard,  and, 
when  we  come  to  look  at  the  position  the  County 
Court  judges  hold,  and  at  the  statute  defining  their 
tenure  of  office,  we  must  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  not  only  is  it  open  and  proper  for  this  House 
to  take  the  initiatory  step  in  advising  the  Governor 
in  Council  to  proceed  under  the  statute  we  have 
passed,  but  this  House  would  be  neglecting  its  plain 
and  direct  duty  if,  when  a  plain  an  .1  proper  case  is 
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laid  before  it,  it  refrained  from,  pursuing  that  duty. 
This  House  forms  part  of  the  great  council  of  the 
state,  established  for  the  purpose  of  advising  the 
Crown  as  to  the  course  it  ought  to  pursue.  The  Gov¬ 
ernor  General  is  the  Executive  officer,  he  executes 
according  to  the  direction  of  this  House,  practically, 
under  the  constitution  ;  and  Parliament  has  vested 
certain  powers  in  the  Governor  in  Council,  under 
certain  circumstances,  to  direct  an  enquiry  into  the 
conduct  of  a  public  functionary,  and  the  tribunal 
above  all  others,  I  should  surmise,  which  ought 
to  be  in  a  position  to  determine  whether  the 
time  has  come,  and  whether  the  acts  justify  the 
issue  of  an  inquisition,  is  the  House  of  Commons 
and  the  Parliament  of  Canada.  Sir,  if  any  hon. 
gentleman  will  look  at  the  statutes  he  will  find 
that  every  judge  of  the  County  Court  shall  hold  his 
office  during  good  behaviour,  that  a  judge  of  a 
County  Court  may  be  removed  from  office  by  the 
Governor  in  Council  for  misbehaviour.  How  are 
the  initiatory  steps  to  be  taken  ?  Who  is  to  advise 
the  Executive  in  the  first  instance  ?  Who  is  to 
control  the  Executive  ?  Is  the  Executive  Council  of 
His  Excellency  to  stand  a  body  removed  from 
Parliament,  not  amenable  to  Parliament,  and  not 
to  take  the  advice  of  Parliament  ?  The  thing  is 
preposterous.  Hon.  gentlemen,  therefore,  will  see 
that  the  argument  of  the  Minister  of  Justice,  when 
followed  to  its  logical  conclusion,  removes  from 
this  House  matters  of  great  public  concern  with 
respect  to  the  administration  of  justice,  for  which 
this  House  cannot  relieve  itself  of  responsibility, 
and  for  which,  when  the  facts  are  brought  properly 
before  it,  they  are  bound  to  take  the  responsibility 
of  advising  one  way  or  the  other.  Now,  let  us  see 
what  position  these  judges  occupy.  I  am  one  of 
those  who  feel  disposed  to  pay  all  proper  respect 
and  deference  to  County  Court  judges  or  Superior 
Court  judges  ;  but  I  draw  a  broad  distinction  be¬ 
tween  the  manly  respect  which  I  entertain  for  the 
bench,  and  the  cringing  servility  that  we  very 
often  see  exhibited  towards  it.  These  are  merely 
men  of  like  passions  with  ourselves,  and  I  regret 
to  say  that  I  cannot  join  in  the  expression  which 
has  fallen  from  hon.  gentlemen  on  both  sides,  my 
experience  does  not  justify  me  in  joining  in  the 
opinion  that  when  these  gentlemen  go  on  the  bench 
they  leave  their  politics  behind  them.  Sir,  I  sub¬ 
mit  to  this  House  as  a  proposition  of  so  grave  a 
nature  that  it  should  not  be  cast  to  one  side,  that 
when  the  conduct  of  a  County  Court  judge  is  alleged 
by  47  petitioners,  voters  of  full  age,  British  sub¬ 
jects,  competent  to  vote  for  members  of  this  House 
— when  they  allege  with  particularity  that  the  con¬ 
duct  of  a  particular  County  Court  judge  in  a  matter 
affecting  the  election  of  one  of  its  members,  has 
been  such  that  if  the  facts  were  proved  his  removal 
from  the  bench  must  follow,  the  House  ought  not 
to  hesitate  for  one  moment  as  to  what  course  it 
should  take.  This  is  a  proposition  which  hon.  mem¬ 
bers  should  bear  in  mind.  Admitting  every  fact 
alleged  in  the  petition  to  be  true,  is  it  possible  that 
J udge  Elliott  could  with  self-respect,  or  with  credit 
to  himself,  or  to  the  state,  remain  any  longer  upon  a 
County  Court  bench  ?  If  he  can,  it  is  no  use  going  on 
with  the  enquiry.  If  this  House  of  Commons  deter¬ 
mines  that  pending  a  judicial  enquiry  before  a 
judge  of  the  land,  it  is  competent  and  proper  for 
the  judge  to  rush  to  the  party  press,  to  write  edi¬ 
torial  articles  of  a  violent  partisan  character,  and, 
to  use  the  words  of  the  petition,  to  write  letters  to 
Mr.  Davies  (P.E.I.) 


the  public  under  an  assumed  name,  violently  attack¬ 
ing  a  litigant  whose  case  is  before  him  for  judg¬ 
ment  ;  if  this  House  determines  that  a  judge  can 
decide  with  judicial  impartiality  who  writes  vio¬ 
lent  and  bitter  diatribes  against  the  man  whose 
case  he  is  deciding,  then  I  tell  them  to  vote  against 
the  enquiry.  Let  the  public  know  that  a  man  can 
be  a  judge,  not  as  an  English  judge  is  understood 
to  be,  but  a  violent  pqlitical  party  hack  and  a 
judge  at  the  same  time.  But  I  do  not  think  that 
is  the  rule  this  Parliament  is  going  to  take.  These 
judges  occupy  positions  which  make  them  differ 
from  all  other  public  functionaries.  No  action  will 
lie  against  them  for  any  judicial  act ;  even  if  that 
act  is  alleged  to  be  done  maliciously  and  cor¬ 
ruptly,  the  courts  of  the  land  aie  closed  and 
you  have  no  redress  ;  I  would  almost  go  so 
far  as  to  say  that  if  a  judge  expressed  that 
his  judgment  was  malicious  and  corrupt,  you 
have  no  remedy  in  the  courts  of  the  land.  And 
where  are  you  drifting?  From  time  immemorial 
there  has  been  a  high  court  to  which  every  subject 
having  a  grievance  can  appeal.  That  high  court  is 
in  session  now,  that  high  court  has  before  it  the 
petition  of  electors  in  London  who  say  that  the 
constituency  to  which  they  belong  has  been  wronged 
by  a  judge  who  forgot  the  position  he  occupied — 
mind  you,  my  argument  is  entirely  based  upon  the 
admission  that  these  statements  can  be  proved— 
who  failed  to  remember  that  he  occupied  a  position 
which  precluded  him  from  becoming  a  political 
partisan  ;  and  that  being  the  case,  they  call  upon 
us  to  do  justice  in  the  premises.  Sir,  we  have  had 
it  called  in  question  whether  this  Parliament  has  a 
right  to  interfere  in  matters  where  the  administra¬ 
tion  of  justice  is  concerned.  I  will  not  rely  upon 
my  own  opinion,  but  like  the  Minister  of  Justice,  I 
would  ask  the  House  to  read  and  reflect  upon  the 
decisions  given  by  the  high  court  of  Parliament  of 
Great  Britain  and  the  opinions  given  to  that  Parlia¬ 
ment  by  some  of  its  most  eminent  men.  Some 
years  ago  a  resolution  was  brought  into  the 
House  of  Commons  condemning  Baron  Smith,  one 
of  the  barons  of  the  Exchequer  of  Ireland,  because 
he  had  forgotten  himself  so  far  in  his  addresses  to 
the  grand  juries  of  some  counties  as  to  import 
strong  political  matter  into  these  addresses.  A 
resolution  was  proposed  based  not  in  a  petition  from 
electors,  but  emanating  from  a  member  of  the 
House,  on  his  responsibility  as  a  member.  That 
resolution  condemning  Baron  Smith,  was,  in  the 
first  instance,  carried  by  a  majority  of  the  members 
of  the  House  of  Commons  and  afterwards  reversed 
by  a  small  minority.  Upon  that  occasion  a  very 
eminent  man,  the  late  Lord  Derby,  who  was  for 
some  years  Prime  Minister  of  Great  Britain,  laid 
down  what  the  law  was  in  his  opinion  upon  these 
matters — and  I  am  now  speaking  upon  the  one 
point  whether  it  is  proper  or  ilnproper  for  Par¬ 
liament  to  interfere  at  all  in  these  matters,  or 
whether  they  are  to  be  left  to  some  other  tribunal. 
He  says : 

“  Ihe  propriety  of  the  administration  of  justice  is  one 
of  interest  and  importance  to  all  persons  in  the  country, 
and  being  so  it  is  a  subject  that,  without  false  delicacy  as 
without  unnecessary  interference,  this  House  is  bound  to 
watch  over  as  that  which  is  dearest  to  the  country.” 

Sir,  that  was  the  opinion  of  the  most  distinguished 
statesman  of  Great  Britain,  anti  I  call  upon  the  Com¬ 
mons  of  Canada  to  adopt  that  opinion  in  the  present 
case.  Here  is  a  case  where  the  propriety  of  the 
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administration  of  justice  has  been  challenged ; 
here"  is  a  case  which,  above  all  others,  we  are 
called  upon,  to  use  the  words  of  that  eminent 
statesman,  “  to  watch  over  that  which  is  dearest 
to  the  country  ;  ”  here  is  a  case  in  which  not  only 
the  petty  pounds,  shillings  and  pence  of  John 
Smiths  and  John  Browns  are  involved,  but  as  to 
whether  the  people  of  a  large  and  important  con¬ 
stituency  have  been  cheated  outof  their  rights,  one 
of  the  most  important  questions  that  could  engage 
the  attention  of  Parliament  at  any  time.  What 
do  we  find  in  that  debate  laid  down  as  the  proper 
rule  which  should  guide  Parliament  in  receiving 
matters  of  this  kind  ?  We  find  no  less  an  authority 
than  the  late  Sir  Robert  Peel  laying  down  the  rule 
which  I  hold  to  be  clear  and  explicit.  He  laid  it 
down  in  terms  which  I  am  prepared  to  adopt  and 
which  I  am  prepared  to  recommend  this  House  to 
adopt.  He  said  in  the  same  debate  : 

“  We  ought  to  ask  ourselves  the  preliminary  question  : 
Is  the  question  a  grave  one?  Does  it  so  far  affect  the 
impartiality,  the  integrity  or  the  moral  character  of  the 
judges  that,  if  proved,  it  will  justify  an  appeal  to  the 
Crown  for  his  removal  ?  ” 

I  am  prepared  to  adopt  that  as  the  rule  in  this 
House,  and  I  ask  lion,  members  whether  the 
charge  submitted  in  this  petition  is  a  grave  one  ? 
Do  they  think  the  charge,  that  this  constituency 
has  been  robbed  of  its  rights  (we  are  not  talking  as 
to  whether  it  can  be  proved,  but  as  to  the  charge 
itself,  the  proof  will  come  afterwards)  a  grave  one  ? 
Is  the  charge  that  this  man  sitting  here  as  London’s 
representative  has  no  more  right,  if  the  facts  stated 
are  true,  to  sit  in  this  House  than  has  the  messen¬ 
ger  at  the  door;  that  this  man  is  sitting  in  this 
House,  joining  in  making  the  laws,  a  sworn  mem¬ 
ber  of  the  Privy  Council,  a  member  of  the  Execu¬ 
tive  Council  advising  His  Excellency  the  Governor 
General,  a  grave  one  ?  Is  it  true  that  the  consti¬ 
tution  has  been  violated,  that  the  judge  trying 
the  case  has  prostituted  his  judicial  position  and 
tainted  the  ermine  ?  Is  the  charge  a  grave  one  ? 
If  so,  it  comes  within  the  first  proposition  Sir 
Robert  Peel  lays  down.  Then  he  asks  : 

“  Does  it'  so  far  affect  the  impartiality,  the  integrity 
or  the  moral  character  of  the  judge,  that  if  proved  it  will 
justify  an  appeal  to  the  Crown  for  his  removal  ?  ” 

The  question  need  only  to  be  asked  in  the  British 
House  of  Commons  to  answer  itself.  Do  you  think 
any  judge  in  the  United  Kingdom  would  be  found 
guilty  of  such  charges  as  these  laid  at  the  door  of 
Judge  Elliott  ?  I  do  not  know  whether  they  arc 
true  ;  I  am  not  assuming  they  are  true.  I  am  ask¬ 
ing  that  in  the  case  of  these  grave  charges,  made 
by  forty-seven  representative  men,  a  committee  of 
enquiry  should  be  appointed  to  see  whether  there 
are  sufficient  grounds  for  the  issue  of  a  commis¬ 
sion  to  try  the  truth  of  the  charges.  I  find  the 
charges  as  follows  :  — 

“  The  said  William  Elliott,  during  the  said  election  and 
while  the  said  appeals  were  pending  before  him,  contri¬ 
buted  editorially  and  also  under  an  assumed  name  to  the 
London  Free  Press  newspaper,  articles  of  a  violent  and 
partisan  character  bearing  upon  the  said  revision  of  the 
voters’  list  and  political  questions  of  the  day,  and  par¬ 
ticularly  upon  the  said  election  of  the  said  electoral  dis¬ 
trict  and  in  support  of  the  candidature  of  the  said  Carling 
and  against  the  said  Hyman. 

“  After  the  said  election  and  before  deciding  said  ap¬ 
peals  the  said  William  Elliott  in  strong  and  violent 
language  denounced  the  said  Hyman  and  his  supporters 
and  stated  to  several  electors  of  the  said  city  that  the  said 
Carling  would  certainly  get  the  seat  in  the  House  of  Com¬ 
mons  for  the  said  electoral  district.” 


And  the  petitioners  went  on  to  express  their  opinion 
on  the  judge’s  conduct,  I  care  not  what  their  opinion 
is  ;  I  want  to  know  what  is  the  opinion  of  the  high 
court  of  Parliament.  Have  we  fallen  so  low  in  this 
House  of  Commons,  have  our  party  feuds  and  fights 
become  so  bitter,  that  we  are  prepared  to  declare 
affirmatively  in  this  House  that  conduct  such  as  is 
described  in  this  petition,  does  not  merit  even  en¬ 
quiry  ?  Great  heavens,  what  can  we  hope  for  the 
country  if  the  Parliament  of  Canada  determine,  as 
it  will  determine  if  this  motion  is  voted  down,  that 
such  a  prostitution  of  the  judicial  position  does  not 
deserve  even  enquiry  at  the  hands  of  this  court  ? 
Arguments  need  go  no  further.  If  you  say  this 
judge  is  right  in  sneaking  into  a  newspaper  office 
and  under  an  assumed  name  attacking  violently,  as 
this  petition  says  he  did,  one  of  the  men  whose 
case  he  had  in  hand  judicially  to  determine,  if  you 
say  he  was  right  in  trying  to  excite  popular  passion 
and  popular  prejudice  against  one  of  these  litigants, 
if  you  say  he  was  right  in  denouncing  the 
man  as  unworthy  and  unfit  to  occupy  his 
seat  about  which  he  wms  to  give  his  judicial 
determination  in  a  day  or  two,  say  so  and  let 
the  whole  County  Court  judges  throughout  the 
Dominion  know  it.  Let  them  know  that  if  they 
serve  one  party,  the  party  in  power,  no  enquiry 
will  be  permitted  into  their  conduct.  You  may  do 
that,  but  you  will  almost  prostitute  your  position 
as  badly  here  as  Judge  Elliott  prostituted  his  posi¬ 
tion.  Are  we  treating  Judge  Elliott  himself  pro¬ 
perly  ?  Charges  have  been  made  of  a  very  serious 
character,  and  if  you  do  not  intend  to  investigate 
them  you  should  never  have  allowed  that  petition 
to  have  gone  on  file.  That  petition  charges  him 
with  conduct  which  in  any  other  country  would 
not  only  drive  him  into  obscurity  but  cover  him 
with  disgrace.  You  have  received  the  petition. 
You  have  placed  it  on  the  records  of  this  country. 
How  are  you  going  to  treat  Judge  Elliott  ?  Are  you 
not  going  to  give  him  any  chance  to  reply  ?  Are  you 
going  to  say  that  this  charge  shall  remain  on  the 
records  of  Parliament  and  this  record  shall  go 
down  to  time  immemorial  unanswered  ?  You  have 
received  the  petition  and  placed  it  on  file,  and 
published  it  to  the  world,  and  you  are  going  to 
refuse  this  man  an  opportunity  of  saying  whether 
the  charge  is  true.  Talk  about  age.  He  will  be 
disgraced.  Talk  about  infamy.  Of  course  he 
will  be  considered  infamous.  The  result  can¬ 
not  be  anything  else,  if  the  charge  is  true,  so 
long  as  uprightness  and  honesty  distinguish  the 
bench.  When  we  find  the  opposite  qualities 
prevail,  when  Ave  find  qualities  which  would  dis¬ 
grace  a  western  justice  of  the  peace  distinguish¬ 
ing  a  County  Court  judge  of  the  great  Dominion 
of  Canada,  and  the  declaration  is  made  that  Par¬ 
liament  should  not  interfere,  are  we  doing  justice 
in  the  case  ?  Let  me  read  what  a  great  and  dis¬ 
tinguished  man,  the  late  Lord  Derby  said,  on  an 
occasion  of  this  kind  when  Parliament  had  received 
charges  of  a  serious  nature  against  a  judge.  He 
said  : 

“  If  not  being  a  member  of  this  House  and  not  having 
an  opportunity  of  making  statements  before  this  House 
an  accusation  were  preferred  against  me  here,  which  on 
the  face  of  it  should  lead  the  House  to  think  that  they 
ought  to  enquire  into  the  conduct  which  I  had  pursued, 
so  far  from  deprecating  that  enquiry  I  should  implore  to 
be  allowed  to  meet  it  and  I  should  entreat  that  the 
House  would  not  leave  me  under  a  half  expressed  vote  of 
censure  without  a  possibility  of  justification  or  vindica¬ 
tion  on  my  part.  Sir,  this  is  the  course  which  I  should 
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adopt,  and  which  I  think  would  be  adopted  by  every 
honourable  and  high-minded  gentleman.” 

Your  ideas  of  what  is  right  and  wrong  may  differ 
from  those  of  Lord  Derby  and  the  gentlemen  who 
were  associated  with  him,  but  he  laid  down  a 
principle  which  gentlemen,  at  all  events,  are  in  the 
habit  of  being  guided  by.  That  principle  is  one 
underlying  the  whole  course  of  British  justice, 
that  if  a  charge  is  made  against  a  man  he  should 
have  an  opportunity  of  replying  to  it.  You  have 
made  yourselves  parties  to  this  by  receiving  the 
petition  and  putting  it  upon  your  file,  and  you  are 
bound  to  give  the  man  implicated  an  opportunity 
to  reply  if  you  believe  in  his  innocence.  But,  Sir, 
I  doubt  very  much  whether  some  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  do  believe  in  his  innocence.  What  a 
spectacle  did  we  see  presented  here  to-night  !  A 
few  days  ago  the  hon.  gentleman  from  East  Lambton 
(Mr.  Moncrieff)  held  this  House  by  the  half  hour 
denouncing  his  colleague  from  West  Lambton  (Mr. 
Lister)  because  he  presented  this  petition  and  made 
a  speech  in  support  of  it,  without  reading  the 
evidence  on  which  he  hoped  to  support  some  of  the 
charges.  4  ‘  How  dare  you,  ”  he  said,  ‘  ‘  speak  in  support 
of  your  resolution  without  reading  the  evidence.” 
Where  are  your  newspaper  articles,  why  do  you  not 
read  them, and  he  looked  triumphantly  when  he  added 
“because  you  have  not  got  any.”  Now,  to-night, 
when  his  demand  was  gratified,  when  what  he 
asked  was  done,  when  a  few  of  the  articles  were 
read,  the  Minister  of  Justice  rises,  and,  with  well 
simulated  anger,  denounces  in  the  most  violent, 
and  I  would  almost  say,  unbecoming  terms,  my 
hon.  friend  from  North  York  (Mr.  Mulock)  for 
having  ventured  to  take  the  course  which  the  hon. 
member  for  East  Lambton  (Mr.  Moncrieff)  de¬ 
manded  should  be  taken.  I  never  heard  the  Min¬ 


that  W'e  find  the  charge  failed,  and  let  the  old  man 
of  whom  you  speak  with  his  seventy  years  on'  his 
shoulders,  before  he  goes  to  his  grave,  get  the 
verdict  of  the  House  of  Commons  that  he  is  inno¬ 
cent.  But  if  he  has  forgotten  himself,  if  he  has 
soiled  the  ermine,  if  he  has  deregarded  his  position 
on  the  bench,  if  he  has  sent  here  a  man  whom 
the  people  did  not  send,  and  kept  back  one 
whom  they  did  send  ;  then  I  say  whether  he 
is  70  or  79  years  let  him  be  punished.  I  say, 
Sir,  he  is  a  political  coward,  no  matter  on  what  side 
of  the  House  he  is,  who  will  shirk  from  doing  his 
duty  in  this  matter.  I  say  that  we  are  called  upon 
on  this  occasion  to  rise  above  party,  and  to  showr 
that  there  are  some  crimes  committed  against  the 
commonwealth  which  we  will  shake  hands  across 
the  House  and  unite  in  punishing.  I  say  that  one 
of  these  crimes  is  the  prostitution  of  his  office  by  a 
judge,  I  care  not  whether  he  is  a  judge  of  the 
Superior  or  a  judge  of  the  County  Court.  I  will 
not  go  into  the  question  of  whether  the  judgment 
of  Judge  Elliott  was  right  or  wrong.  I  have  my 
own  opinion  on  it  and  it  is  not  necessary  to  express 
it.  I  dare  say  if  the  judge  had  given  his  judgment, 
and  had  refrained  from  prostituting  his  position  by 
giving  to  the  press  and  public  denunciations  of  the 
man  against  whom  he  was  to  give  the  judgment, 
he  might  have  escaped  impeachment  in  this  House. 
But  whether  his  judgment  itself  was  bad  or  good, 
it  was  in  defiance  of  the  judgment  of  the  Queen’s 
Bench  of  Ontario  and  the  Court  of  Appeal  of  Ontario, 
and  that  in  itself  would  be  enough  to  invite  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  it.  I  pronounce  no  opi¬ 
nion,  but  I  believe  from  all  the  charges  made  against 
this  judge,  that  we  cannot  refrain  without  loss  of 
self  respect  from  asking  that  an  enquiry  be  insti¬ 
tuted. 


ister  of  Justice  speak  more  severely  of  an  hon. 
member  of  this  House  than  he  did  of  the  hon. 
member  for  York  (Mr.  Mulock),  for  having  done 
what  the  member  for  East  Lambton  (Mr.  Moncrieff) 
demanded  should  be  done,  or  failing  which  that 
the  case  should  be  thrown  out  of  court.  Now,  Sir, 
you  have  got  the  petition  and  these  articles  read 
to-night,  some  of  the  articles  which  will  be  pro¬ 
duced  in  support  of  the  charges  which,  in  my  mind, 
are  the  most  grave  and  the  most  serious,  and  in  the 
face  of  that,  if  the  Government  choose  to  say  :  Ave 
will  vote  down  an  enquiry,  they  will  have  to  do  it 
under  the  miserable  subterfuge  that  Parliament  has 
delegated  the  control  over  this  matter  to  the  Gov¬ 
ernor  in  Council,  and  has  no  control  itself.  Sir,  if 
we  were  impeaching  a  Superior  Court  judge,  we 
would  do  what  the  hon.  gentleman  with  irony 
attempted  to  say  to-night  the  hon.  members  were 
doing  here  ;  we  would  be  assailing  the  judge  whom 
we  were  going  to  try.  We  are  not  assailing  the 
man  we  are  going  to  try  ;  we  contend  for  the  great 
constitutional  right  of  the  Commons  of  Canada  to 
advise  the  Crown.  We  say  that  Parliament  has 
given  the  Governor  in  Council  the  power  of  insti¬ 
tuting  an  enquiry  into  the  conduct  of  a  County 
Court  judge  when  he  is  accused  of  misbehaviour, 
and  we  say  that  the  tribunal  above  all  others  that 
is  qualified  to  advise  the  Governor  General  as  to 
whether  there  is  a  proper  case  on  which  an  enquiry 
should  be  based,  is  the  House  of  Commons.  We 
do  not  say  that  the  charges  are  true,  but  we  ask 
for  a  committee  to  find  out  if  they  are  true.  If  they 
are  not  true,  let  us  proclaim  it  to  the  world,  with 
the  same  publicity  that  we  have  given  to  the  charge, 
Mr.  Davies  (P.E.I. ) 


House  divided  on  motion  of  Mr.  Lister  : 

Yeas: 


Messieurs 


Allan, 

B6chard, 

Beitli, 

Bernier, 

Borden, 

Bowers, 

Brodeur, 

Brown , 

Bruneau, 

Campbell, 

Cartwright  (Sir  Richard) 
Casey, 

Charlton, 

Christie, 

Davies, 

Dawson, 

Devlin, 

Featherston, 

Flint, 

Forbes, 

Fraser, 

Geoffrion, 

Gillmor, 

Godbout, 

Guay, 


Landerkin, 

Laurier, 

Leduc, 

Lister, 

Livingston, 
Macdonald  (Huron), 
McGregor, 
McMillan  (Huron), 
Mignault, 

Mills  (Bothwell), 
Monet, 

Mulock, 

Paterson  (Brant) , 
Perry, 

Proulx, 

Rider, 

Rinfret, 

Rowand, 

Sanborn, 

Semple, 

Somerville, 
Sutherland, 
Yaillancourt, 
Watson,  and 
Yeo.— 50. 


Nays  : 


Bain  (Soulanges), 
Baird, 

Barnard, 

Bennett, 

Bergeron, 

Bowell, 

Boyle, 

Burns, 

Cameron, 


Messieurs 

Mackintosh, 

McAlister, 

McDonald  (Victoria), 
McDougald  (Pictou), 
McDougall  (Cape  Breton), 
McKay, 

McLean, 

McLennan, 

McLeod, 
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Cargill , 

Caron  (Sir  Adolphe), 
Coatsworth, 

Cochrane, 

Corbould, 

Costigan, 

Craig, 

Curran, 

Davis, 

Denison, 

Desjardins  (Hochelaga), 
Desjardins  (L’Islet), 
Dewdney, 

Dickey, 

Dupont, 

Earle, 

Fairbairn, 

Foster, 

Frechette, 

Gillies, 

Gordon, 

Guillet, 

Haggart, 

Hazen, 

Hearn, 

Henderson, 

Hodgins, 

Hughes, 

Hutchins, 

Kaulbach, 

Kenny, 

Kirkpatrick, 

Langevin  (Sir  Hector), 
LaRiviere, 


McMillan  (Yaudreuil), 
McNeill, 

Madill, 

Mara, 

Marshall, 

Miller, 

Mills  (Annapolis), 
Moncrieff, 

O’Brien, 

Ouimet, 

Patterson  (Colchester), 
Patterson  (Huron), 
Pridham, 

Reid, 

Roome, 

Rosamond, 

Ross  (Dundas), 

Ross  (Lisgar), 
Ryckman, 

Savard, 

Smith  (Ontario), 
Sproule, 

Stairs, 

Taylor, 

Temple, 

Thompson  (Sir  John), 
Tisdale, 

Tupper, 

Turcotte, 

Tyrwhitt, 

Wallace, 

Weldon, 

White  (Cardwell), 
White  (Shelburne), 


Lipp6, 

Macdonald  (King’s), 
Macdonald  (Winnipeg), 
Macdonell  (Algoma), 


Wilmot, 

Wilson,  and 

Wood  (Brockville).— 93. 


Pairs  : 


Ministerial. 


Mr. 

Mr. 

Mr. 

Mr. 

Mr. 

Mr. 

Mr. 

Mr. 

Mr. 

Mr. 

Mr. 

Mr. 

Mr. 

Mr. 

Mr. 

Mr. 

Mr. 

Mr. 


Pope,  Mr. 

Masson,  Mr. 

Prior,  Mr. 

Bergin,  Mr. 

Girouard  (Jac.  Cartier), Mr. 


Carpenter, 

Northrup, 

Chapleau, 

Hearn, 

Lupine, 

Macdowall, 

Cleveland, 

Adams, 

Joncas, 

Putnam, 

Wood  (Westmoreland), 
Stevenson, 

Grandbois, 


Mr. 

Mr. 

Mr. 

Mr. 

Mr. 

Mr. 

Mr. 

Mr. 

Mr. 

Mr. 

Mr. 

Mr. 

Mr. 


Opposition. 

Choquette, 

McMullen, 

Edgar, 

Armstrong, 

Pr6fontaine, 

Bain  (Wentworth), 
Innes, 

Bowman, 

Fremont, 

Delisle, 

Fauvel, 

Carroll, 

Colter, 

Beausoleil, 

Edwards, 

Welsh, 

Scriver, 

Bourassa. 


Motion  negatived. 


Sir  JOHN  THOMPSON  moved  the  adjournment 
of  the  House. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  and  House  adjourned  at  1.35 
a.m.  (Tuesday). 


I  N  D  E  X 


SECOND  SESSION— SEVENTH  PARLIAMENT,  1892. 


Abbreviations  of  well  known  words  and  Parliamentary  expressions  are  used  in  the  following  : — 1°,  2°, 
3°,  First  Reading,  Second  Reading,  Third  Reading  ;  3  m.  h.,  6  m.  h.,  6  w.  h.,  Three  Months’  Hoist,  Six 
Months’  Hoist,  Six  Weeks'  Hoist ;  *,  without  remark  or  debate  ;  Acts.,  Accounts  ;  Adj.,  Adjourn  ;  Adjd.’ 
Adjourned ;  Amt.,  Amendment;  Amts.,  Amendments;  Amalg.,  Amalgamation;  Ans.,  Answer;  Ass., 
Assurance;  B.,  Bill;  B.  C.,  British  Columbia;  Can.,  Canada  or  Canadian;  C.  P.  R.,  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway;  Com.,  Committee;  Co.,  Company;  Cone.,  Concur.,  Concurred,  Concurrence;  Consd.,  Consider; 
Consdn.,  Consideration  ;  Cor.,  Correspondence  ;  Deb.,  Debate  ;  Dept.,  Department ;  Depts.,  Departments  ; 
Div.,  Division;  Dom.,  Dominion;  Govt.,  Government;  His  Ex.,  His  Excellency  the  Governor  General; 
Hse.,  House  ;  H.  of  C.,  House  of  Commons  ;  Incorp.,  Incorporation  ;  Ins.,  Insurance  ;  I.C.R.,  Intercolonial 
Railway;  Man.,  Manitoba;  Mess.,  Message;  M.,  Motion;  m.,  moved ;  Neg.,  Negatived;  N.B.,  New 
Brunswick  ;  N.W.T.,  North-West  Territories  ;  N.S.,  Nova  Scotia  ;  O.C.,  Order  in  Council ;  Ont.,  Ontario  ; 
P.E.I.,  Prince  Edward  Island  ;  P.O.,  Post  Office;  Par.,  Paragraph  ;  Prop.,  Proposed  ;  Q.,  Quebec  ;  Ques., 
Question  ;  Recom.,  Recommit ;  Ref.,  Refer,  Referred,  Reference  ;  Rep.,  Report,  Reported  ;  Reps.,  Reports ; 
Res.,  Resolution  ;  Ret.,  Return  ;  Ry.,  Railway  ;  Rys.,  Railways  ;  Sel.,  Select ;  Sen.,  Senate ;  Sp.,  Special ; 
Stmnt.,  Statement;  Sup.,  Supply;  Suppl.,  Supplement,  Supplementary  ;  Wthdn.,  Withdrawn;  Withdrl., 
Withdrawal ;  Y.  N.,  Yeas  and  Nays  ;  Names  in  Italic  and  parentheses  are  those  of  the  mover. 


Adams,  Mr.  M.,  Northumberland,  N.B. 

Supply  : 

Railways— Capital :  I.C.R.  (St.  John,  accommoda¬ 
tion)  2598  (ii). 

Allan,  Mr.  H.  W.,  South  Essex. 

Post  Offices,  Erection,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2862  (ii). 
Prosser,  Win.,  Fishery  Overseer,  Dismissal 
(Ques.)  2490  (ii). 

- (M.  for  Cor.,  &c.)  3114  (ii). 

Railway  Subsidies,  in  Com.  on  Res.,  4580  (ii). 
Representation  in  H.  of  C.  B.  76  (Sir  John 
Thompson)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Somerville)  to  M.  for 
2°,  3665  (ii). 

Saw  Logs,  &c.,  Export  Duty,  on  prop.  Res.  (Mr. 

Ives)  1279  (i). 

Supply  : 

Militia  (Clothing)  1341  (i). 

Public  Works— Income:  Buildings  (Que.)  2862  (ii). 

Amyot,  Mr.  &.,  Bellechasse. 

Beet-Root  Sugar  Bounty,  in  Com.  on  Res.,  4700. 
Budget,  on  the,  564  (i). 

Compulsory  Voting  (B.  46,  1°*)  578  ;  2°  and 
ref.  to  Sel.  Com.,  1083  (i). 

Criminal  Code  B.  7  (Sir  John  Thompson)  in  Com., 
2702  (ii). 

Lord’s  Day  Observance  B.  2  (Mr.  Charlton)  in 
Com.,  3097,  3368,  3381  (ii). 

Militia,  Active,  on  M.  for  Ret.,  676  (i). 

Railway  Subsidies,  in  Com.  on  Res.,  4533  (ii). 
Trudel,  Edmond,  Emplymt.  by  Govt.  (Ques. 
3237  (ii). 


Armstrong,  Mr.  J.,  South  Middlesex. 

Debates,  Official,  2nd  Rep.  of  Com.,  on  Amt. 

(Mr.  Wallace)  to  cone.,  4600  (ii). 

Land  Grants  to  Rys.,  Man.  and  N.W.T.,  on  M. 
for  Ret.,  2280  (i). 

Lord’s  Day  Observance  B.  2  (Mr.  Charlton)  on 
M.  for  2°,  1080  (i) ;  in  Com.,  3393  (ii). 

N.  W.T.  Act  Amt.  B.  27  (Mr.  McCarthy)  on  M. 
to  set  Day  for  2°,  2485  (ii). 

• - Education  and  Dual  Languages  (prop. 

Res.)  3062  (ii). 

Representation  in  H.  of  C.  B.  76  (Sir  John 
Thompson)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Laurier)  to  M.  for 
2°,  3160 ;  in  Com.,  3937,  3957,  4123,  4326  (ii). 
Saw  Logs,  &c.,  Export  Duty,  on  prop.  Res.  (Mr. 

Ives)  1276  (i). 

Supply  : 

Arts,  Agriculture,  &c.  (Experimental  Farms)  1438. 
Canals — Capital  (Sault  Ste.  Marie)  2248  (i). 

Civil  Government  (Interior)  851  (i). 

Immigration  (Agents’  Salaries)  1842  (i). 
Miscellaneous  (C.  S.  Commissioners)  1005  (1). 
Voters’  List,  1891,  B.  67  (Sir  John  Thompson)  on 
M.  for  3°  (Amt.)  4501  ;  neg.  (Y.  30,  N.  63) 
4505  (ii). 

Wilson,  Convict  Ed.,  Release  (M.  for  Ret.) 2642. 

Bain,  Mr.  J.  W.,  Soulanyes. 

Address,  The,  in  Answer  to  His  Ex.’s  Speech 
(seconded)  18  (i). 

Soulanges  and  Beauharnois  Canals,  Engineers” 
Reps.,  &c.,  on  M.  for  copies,  19,  209,  224  (i). 
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Bain,  Mr.  T.,  North  Wentworth. 

Binding  Twine,  on  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Watson)  in 
Amt.  to  M.  for  Com.  of  Sup.,  1709  (i). 

Milk  Cans,  Inspection  under  Act  (Ques.)  4262. 
Representation  in  H.  of  C.  B.  76  (Sir  John 
Thompson)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  McCarthy )  to  M. 
for  2°,  3577  ;  in  Com.,  3912,  3934,  3957  (ii). 

Saw  Logs,  &c.,  Export  Duty,  on  prop.  Res.  (Mr. 

Ives)  1269  (i). 

Supply : 

Arts,  Agriculture,  &c.  (Census)  983  (i). 

Civil  Government  (High  Commissioner)  contin¬ 
gencies,  904  (i). 

Collection  of  Revenues  :  Customs  (Detective  Ser¬ 
vice)  1019  (i). 

Immigration  (Agents’  Salaries)  1526, 1836,  1909  (i). 

Baker,  Mr.  G-.  B.,  Missisquoi. 

Railway  Subsidies,  in  Com.  on  Res.,  4522  (ii). 
Representation  in  H.  of  C.  B.  76  (Sir  John 
Thompson)  in  Com.,  4095 ;  on  Amt.  (Mr. 
Bichard)  to  M.  for  3°,  4339  (ii). 

Barnard,  Mr.  F.  S.,  Cariboo. 

Representation  in  H.  of  C.  B.  76  (Sir  John 
Thompson)  on  M.  for  1°,  1871  (i). 

Indian  Reserves,  B.C.  (M.  for  Ret.)  511  (i). 

Beausoleil,  Mr.  C.,  Bcrthier. 

Beet  Root  Sugar  Bounty  (Ques.)  751  (i). 

- Bounty  for  Manufacture  (M.  for  Cor.) 

1373  (i). 

- Cultivation,  French  Reps.  (Ques.)  750  (i). 

- Prof.  Saunders’  Rep.  (M.  for  copies)  1373. 

- Manufacture,  &c.  (M.  for  Stmnt.)  1366  (i). 

Fishing  License,  on  St.  Lawrence  (Ques.)  2641. 
Lake  St.  Peter,  Fishing  Privileges,  (Ques.)  2955. 
Montreal  and  Lake  Maskinonge  Ry.  Co.’s  (B.  87, 
1°  *)  2700  (ii). 

National  Mutual  Loan  and  Building  Society’s  B. 
53  (M.)  to  ref.  to  Sel.  Com.,  3556;  neg.  (Y.  53, 
N.  96)  3563  (ii). 

Bechard,  Mr.  F.,  Iberville. 

Beet-Root  Sugar  Bounty,  in  Com.  on  Res.,  4702. 
Budget,  on  the,  423  (i). 

Eaton ville  Harbour  (N.S.)  Expenditure  (Ques.) 
2641  (ii). 

Fishing  Licenses  on  St.  Lawrence  (Ques.)  2641. 
Montreal  and  Lake  Maskinonge  Ry.  Co.  Pet. 
(M.)  2482  (ii). 

N.W.T.  Act  Amt.  B.  27  (Mr.  McCarthy)  on  M. 

to  set  Day  for  2°,  2484  (ii). 

Railway  Subsidies,  in  Com.  on  Res.,  4532  (ii). 
Representation  in  H.  of  C.  B.  76  (Sir  John 
Thompson)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Laurier)  to  M.  for 
2°,  3174;  in  Com.,  3992,  4042,  4046,  4093; 
on  M.  for  3*  (Amt.)  4336  ;  neg.  (Y.  54,  N.  89) 
4342  (ii). 

Ste.  Angele  Postmaster,  Dismissal  (remarks)  4646. 
ThreeSisters’  Harbour,  N.S.,  Expenditure  (Ques. ' 
2489  (ii). 


Bennett,  Mr.  W.  H.,  East  Simcoe. 

Representation  in  H.  of  C.  B.  76  (Sir  John 
Thompson)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  McCarthy)  to  M.  for 
2°,  3459  ;  in  Com.,  3965,  4324  (ii). 

Supply — on  the  Budget,  423  (i). 

Canals — Capital  (Trent)  2061  (i). 

Militia  (Drill  Sheds,  &c. ,  1375  (i). 

Bergeron,  Mr.  J.  G.  H.,  Beauhamois. 

Coteau,  Water  Overflow  (remarks)  914  (i). 

Debates,  Official,  2nd  Rep.  of  Com.,  on  Amt.  (Mr. 

Wallace)  to  cone.,  4599  (ii). 

De  LaRonde,  late  Pierre  A.  Denis  (M.  for  Ret.) 
2286  (i). 

Employes  in  Customs  Department,  on  M.  for 
Com.  of  Sup.  (remarks)  2506  (ii). 

Soulanges  and  Beauharnois  Canals,  Engineers’ 
Reps.,  &c.  (M.  for  copies)  191,  229  (i). 

Bergill,  Mr.  D.,  Cornwall  and  Stormont. 

Chinese  Immigration  Act  Amt.  B.  44  (Mr. 

Chaplcau)  in  Com.,  4726  (ii). 

Criminal  Code  B.  7  (Sir  John  Thompson)  in  Com., 
2977  (ii). 

Ont.  and  Pacific  Ry.  Co.’s  (B.  50  1°*)  823  (i). 
Printing  Com.  (Joint)  5th  Rep.  cone.,  (M.)  2171. 

- - 8th  Rep.,  cone.  (M.)  3643  (ii). 

St.  Lawrence  River  Canals,  Deepening,  on  prop. 

Res.  (Mr.  Denison)  144  (i). 

Ways  and  Means — The  Tariff,  in  Com.  on  Res. 
4682  (ii). 

Bernier,  Mr.  M.  E.,  St.  Hyacinthe. 

Cap  St.  Ignace  Station  P.  O.  (Ques.)  290  (i). 
Railway  Subsidies,  in  Com.  on  Res.,  4527  (ii). 
Representation  in  H.  of  C.  B.  76  (Sir  John 
Thompson)  in  Com.,  4056,  4066,  4101  (ii). 

Borden,  Mr.  F.  W.,  King's,  N.S. 

C.  P.  R.,  P.  O.  and  Militia  Services,  Payments 
(Ques.)  3331  (ii). 

Dodwell,  C.  E.  W.,  Emplymt.  by  Govt.  (Ques.) 
1715  (i). 

General  Inspection  Act  Amt.  B.  95  (Sir  John 
Thompson)  on  M.  for  2°,  4135  (ii). 

I.  C.  R.,  Passenger  Cars,  Amount  paid  C.  P.  R. 
(Ques.)  399  (i). 

Kentville  Postmaster,  Suspension  (Ques.)  1088  (i), 
3752  (ii). 

Montreal  Cadets,  Duty  on  Presentation  Flag 
(Ques.)  509  (i). 

Post  Offices,  Erection,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2750, 
2769  (ii). 

Representation  in  H.  of  C.  B.  76  (Sir  John 
Thompson)  in  Com.,  3838,  4082  (ii). 

Sheet  Harbour  Wharves,  Dues  collected,  &c. 
(Ques.)  1032  (i). 

Spanish  West  Indies,  Exports  (Ques.)  509  (i). 
Supply : 

Civil  Government  (Interior)  843  (i). 

Immigration  (Expenses)  1893  (i). 
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Borden,  Mr.  F.  W .—Continued. 

Supply — Continued. 

Legislation  :  House  of  Commons  (Salaries,  Ac.)  764, 
770, 782  (i). 

Public  Works — Consolidated  Fund  :  Buildings 
(N.B.)  989  (i). 

Income:  Buildings  (N.S.)  2750  (ii). 

Railways:  I.  C.  R.  (Expenses)  2389  (i). 

West  Indian  Trade,  on  M.  for  Com.  of  Sup. 
(remarks)  1877  (i). 

Bowell,  Hon.  M.,  North  Hastings. 

American  Cattle  in  Bond  (Ans.)  400  (i). 

Beef  and  Pork  (American)  Lumbermen’s  Im¬ 
ports  (Ans.)  291  (i). 

- on  M.  for  Ret.,  294  (i). 

Beet-Root  Sugar  Bounty,  Sums  paid  (Ans.)  41  (i). 

- Manufactured,  &c.,  on  M.  for  Simnt.,  1366. 

Bridges,  St.  Lawrence  River  (Ans.)  1549  (i). 
Cape  Breton  Ry.,  Terminal  accommodation 
(Ans.)  1549  (i). 

Caron,  Sir  Adolphe,  Charges  against,  on  prop. 
Res.  (Amt.)  2068;  agreed  to  (Y.  125,  N.  63) 
2169  (i). 

Chatham  Customs  Collector  (Ans. )  1391  (i). 
Chinese  Immigration  Act  Amt.  B.  44  (Mr. 

Chapleau)  in  Com.,  4716  (ii). 

Civil  Servants,  Permanent  Clerks,  Extra  Pay, 
on  M.  for  Ret.,  1718  (i). 

Debates,  Official  Rep.,  Select  Com.  (M.)  34  (i). 

- 2nd  Rep.  of  Com.,  on  cone.,  4586  (ii). 

- on  Amt.  (Mr.  Wallace)  4598  (ii). 

Dods,  P.  B.,  case  of,  re  Loss  of  Diamonds,  on 
M.  for  Ret.,  2289  (i). 

Esquimalt,  Defence  of,  Imp.  and  Can.  Govts., 
on  M.  for  Cor.,  222,  244  (ii). 

Drill  Hall,  Ottawa,  Contract  for  Roofing  (Ans.) 
4602  (ii). 

Exports  and  Imports,  on  M.  for  Ret.,  100  (i). 
- (remarks)  111  (i). 

Eai'm  Produce,  Exports,  on  M.  (Mr.  McMullen ) 
for' Ret.,  292  (i). 

Fertilizers,  Artificial,  Imports,  on  M.  for  Ret., 
528  (i). 

Fortifications  at  Esquimalt,  Imp.  and  Can. 
Govts.  (Ans.)  222  (i). 

- on  M.  for  Cor.,  244  (i). 

General  Inspection  Act  Amt.  B.  95  (Mr.  Costi- 
gan)  in  Com.,  4489  (ii). 

Globe  Printing  Co.’s  B.  31  (Mr.  Inne.s)  in  Com., 
1229  (i). 

Gov.  Gen.’s  Body  Guard,  Affidavits  re  Pay  List 
(remarks)  1203,  1219  ;  on  Ques.  of  Priv.  (Mr. 
Denison )  1333  (i). 

Granite,  Manufactured,  Imports  and  Exports, 
(Ans.)  509  (i). 

Hammond,  E.,  Seizures  (Ans.)  2782  (ii). 

Inland  Revenue  Officer  at  Quebec  (Ans.)  2639. 
I.C.R.,  Receipts  and  Expenditures  (Ans.)  3897. 
Lake  St.  John  and  Chicoutimi  Ry.  (Ans.)  1549. 
London  Election,  Charges  against  Judge  Elliott, 
on  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Lister)  2349  (i). 


Bowell,  Hon.  M.— Continued. 

Lord’s  Day  Observance  B.  2  fMr.  Charlton)  in 
Com.,  2298  (i),  3103,  3366  (ii). 

Military  District  No.  9,  Suspension  of  Officers 
(Ans.)  3332,  3643  (ii). 

Militia,  Active,  on  M.  for  Ret.,  680  (i). 

Militia  and  Defence  Depth  Rep.  (presented) 
1153  (i). 

- 60th  Battalion,  Annual  Drill  (Ans.)  4500. 

Montreal  Cadets,  Duty  on  Presentation  Flag 
(Ans.)  509  (i). 

Mounted  Police,  Reduction  of  Force,  on  prop. 

Res.  (Mr.  McMullen )  2689  (ii). 

Newfoundland  and  Canada,  Bonding  Privileges 
(Ans.)  189  (i). 

- Duty  collected  on  Fishing  Outfits  (Ans.) 

189  (i). 

-  Discriminating  Tariff  (Ans.)  454  (i). 

- Papers,  Ac.,  re  Trade,  on  M.  for  copies, 

687  (i). 

Ordnance  Lands,  Annapolis  (Ans.)  1364  (i). 
Pontiac  County  Ry.  Debt,  on  M.  for  Cor.,  1994. 
Post  Offices,  Erection,  in  Com.  of  Sup.  2764, 
2892  (ii). 

Preferential  Trade  with  G.  B.,  Despatch  to 
London  Times  re  Deb.  (remarks)  2495  (ii). 
Railway  Subsidies,  in  Com.  on  Res.,  4535  (ii). 
Representation  in  H.  of  C.  B.  76  (Sir  John  Thomp¬ 
son)  in  Com.,  3908,  3924,  3961  (ii). 

Rheaume,  Antoine,  Land  Grant  (Ans.)  2490  (ii). 
Saw  Logs,  &c.,  Export  Duty,  Removal  (Ans.) 
1032. 

Standing  Corns.,  Rep.  of  Sel.  Com.  (Lists  pre¬ 
sented)  101 ;  cone.,  106  (i). 

- additional  Names  (M.)  217,  563  (i). 

Supply  : 

Arts,  Agriculture,  Ac.  (Jamaica  Exhibition)  977  (i). 
Civil  Government  (Customs)  268  ;  (High  Commis¬ 
sioner)  277  :  (Interior)  869  (i),  cone.,  4208  (ii). 
Collection  of  Revenues:  Customs  (Craven,  Geo., 
Gratuity)  1007;  (Detective  Service,  Ac.)  1018; 
(Inspectors’  Travelling  Expenses)  821 ;  (B.  C.) 
820;  (N.  S.)  811  ;  (Ont.)  812.  Excise  (Customs 
Officers’  Commissions)  1016  (i). 

Immigration  (Agents’  Salaries)  1538,  1833  1912; 

(Printing  Pamphlets)  2014,  2023  (i). 

Justice  (Exchequer  Court)  cone.,  1086  (i). 
Legislation :  House  of  Commons  (Printing  Voters’ 
Lists)  976  (i)  ;  (Publishing  Debates)  cone.,  4205 
(ii).  Senate, 974  (i). 

Mail  Subsidies,  Ac.  (Halifax,  Ac.,  and  West 
Indies)  4301  (ii). 

Militia  (Ammunition)  1161  (i),  cone.,  4209  (ii)  ; 
(Armouries,  Ac.)  1351,1415;  (Clothing)  1340; 
(District  Staff)  1161 ;  (Drill  Pay)  1354  (i),  cone., 
4209  (ii) ;  (Drill  Sheds,  Ac.)  1374 ;  (Military 
College)  1376  (i) ;  (Monuments)  cone.,  4210  (ii); 
(Permanent  Forces)  1419 ;  (Rifled  Ordnance) 
1363  (i),  cone.,  4210  (ii) ;  (Stores)  1353  (i). 

Miscellaneous  (International  Customs  Bureau) 
1006 ;  (International  Educational  Association) 
1006  (i). 

Pensions  (Veterans  of  1812)  1018  (i). 
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Bowell,  Hon.  M.  — Continued. 

Supply — Continued. 

Public  Works — Capital :  Harbours  and  Rivers 
(Ont.)  2626.  Income:  Buildings  (B.C.)  2951; 
(N.S.)  2764 ;  (Que.)  2914  ;  (Gas  and  Electric  Light) 
4243  ;  (Telephone  Service)  4246  (ii). 

Quarantine  (Cattle)  2040  (i). 

Railways— Capital :  I.C.R.  (Halifax, accommoda¬ 
tion)  2267  (i)  ;  (St.  John,  accommodation)  2577, 
2606  (ii). 

Superannuation  (W.  Wallace)  797  (i). 

Territorial  Account  (N.  W.  Rebellion)  1018  (i)  ; 
cone.,  1087  (i). 

Supply  (B.  62)  Res.  in  Com.  and  1°*,  1087  ;  2°  m., 
1090  (i). 

Trade  and  Navigation  Rets,  (presented)  37  (i). 

U.  S.  Newspapers,  Free  Admission  (Ans.)  1231. 
Ways  and  Means — The  Tariff,  on  M.  for  Com., 
4673  ;  in  Com.  on  Res.,  468  0  (ii). 

Worsley,  Lieut.  Col.  and  Lieut.  Col.  Murray 
(Ans.)  3332,  3643  (ii). 

Wrecking  in  Can.  Waters  (B.  8,  1°)  106  ;  2°  m., 
173  ;  2*  in.,  970  ;  in  Com.,  1091  (i). 

Bowers,  Mr.  E.  C.,  Digby. 

Bear  River  Railway  Bridge  (Ques.)  398  (i). 
Bounties  to  Fishermen,  Distribution  (Ques.)  190. 

- Applications  Granted,  &c.  (M.  for  Ret.*) 

417  (i). 

Canvas  Coal  Bags,  Tenders  for  making  (Ques.) 
2954  (ii). 

Church  Point  Wharf,  Expenditure  for  Repairs 
(Ques.)  398  (i). 

Copyright,  Reciprocity  with  U.  S.  (Ques.)  137  (i). 
Fisheries  Act  Amt.  B.  9  (Mr.  Tupper)  on  M. 

for  Com.,  2213  ;  in  Com.,  2220  (i). 

Post  Offices,  Erection,  in  Com.  of  Sup., 2751,  2769. 
Raquette  Pier,  completion  (Ques.)  398  (i). 

St.  Mary’s  Bay,  Hatcheries  (Ques.)  398  (i). 
Supply  : 

Collection  of  Revenues :  Post  Office  (Mail  Service, 
cone.,  4471  (ii). 

Fisheries:  (Fish-Breeding)  4318;  P.E.I.  (Salaries) 
4316  (ii). 

Lighthouse  and  Coast  Service  (Maintenance,  Ac.) 
4305  (ii). 

Mail  Subsidies, Ac.  (Halifax  and  St.  John  (4304  (ii). 
Marine  Hospitals,  4310  (ii). 

Penitentiaries  (St.  Vincent  de  Paul)  741  (i). 

Public  Works— Income  :  Buildings  (N.  B.)  4441 ; 
(N.S.)  2751;  (Telephone  Service)  4246.  Harbours 
and  Rivers  (Raquette  Pier)  4247,  4448.  Tele¬ 
graphs  (Nanaimo,  Ac.)  4259  (ii). 

Railways— I.  C.  R.  (St.  John,  accommodation 
2599  (ii). 

Superannuation  (W.  "Wallace)  798  (i). 

Westport  Harbour,  Can  Buoys  (Ques.)  399  (i). 

West  Indian  Trade,  on  M.  for  Com.  of  Sup.  (re¬ 
marks)  1880  (i). 

Bowman,  Mr-  I.  E.,  North  Waterloo. 

Representation  in  H.  of  C.  B.  76  (Sir  John 
Thompson)  in  Com.  3869  (ii). 


Boyle,  Mr.  A.,  Monck. 

Representation  in  H.  of  C.  B.  76  (Sir  John 
Thompson)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  McCarthy)  to  M.  for 
2°,  3566;  in  Com.,  3780,  3847,  3882,  3914;  on 
Amt.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright )  to  M.  for  3°, 
4333  (ii). 

Brodeur,  Mr.  L.  P.,  Rouville. 

Beet-Root  Sugar  Bounty,  in  Com.  on  Res., 
4707  (ii). 

Caron,  Sir  Adolphe,  Charges  against,  on  Amt. 
(Mr.  Bowell)  to  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Edgar)  2101  (i). 

- Approval  of  Commissioners,  on  Amt.  (Mr. 

Laurier)  3040  (ii). 

Fishing  Rights  on  Richelieu  River  (Ques.)  35  (i). 
Judiciary  of  Prov.  of  Quebec  (Ques.)  2639  (ii). 
Mail  Conductors,  Superannuation  (M.  for  Ret.) 
2699  (ii). 

Post  Offices,  Erection  (West  Farnham)  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  2902  (ii). 

Representation  in  H.  of  C.  B.  76  (Sir  John 
Thompson)  on  M.  for  1°,  1861  (i) ;  on  Amt.  (Mr. 
Laurier)  to  M.  for  2°,  31 64;  in  Com.,  3978, 
4025,  4044,  4053  (ii). 

Ste.  Angele  Postmaster,  Dismissal  (M.  for  Pets., 
Ac.*)  100  (i). 

- —  (remarks)  4645  (ii). 

St.  Cesaire  Postmaster,  Money  Deposits  (M.  for 
Cor. )  400  (i). 

Supply : 

Arts,  Agriculture,  d'c.  (Columbian  Exhibition) 
cone.,  4474  (ii). 

Public  Works.— Income :  Buildings  (Que.)  2902. 
Dredging  (Que.,  Ac.)  4456  (ii). 

Brown,  Mr.  J.  P.,  Chateauguay. 

Post  Offices,  Erection  (Laprairie)  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  2866  (ii). 

Representation  in  H.  of  C.  B.  76  (Sir  John 
Thompson)  in  Com.,  4032,  4092  (ii). 

Supply : 

« 

Public  Works — Income:  Buildings  (Que.)  2866  (ii) 

Bruneau,  Mr.  A.  A.,  Richelieu. 

Lavalliere  Bay,  Dredging  (M.  for  Ret.*)  2457  (ii). 
McCarthy,  Messrs.,  Lease  of  Land  in  Sorel 
(Ques.)  3184  (ii). 

Representation  in  H.  of  C.  B.  76  (Sir  John 
Thompson)  in  Com.,  4102  (ii). 

Richelieu  River,  Subsidy  for  Bridge  (M.  for  Ret.) 

2453  (ii). 

Supply  : 

Legislation :  H.  of  Commons  (Salaries,  Ac.)  775  (i),.- 

Burns,  Mr.  K.  F.,  Gloucester. 

Fisheries  Act  Amt.  B,  9  (Mr.  Tupper)  on  M.  for 
Com.,  2202  (i). 

Calvin,  Mr.  H.  A.,  Frontenac. 

Representation  in  H.  of  C.  B.  76  (Sir  John 
Thompson)  on  Amt.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright ) 
to  M.  for  3°,  4330  (ii). 


INDEX. 


v 


Cameron,  Mr.  H.,  Inverness. 

Ontario  Pacific  Ry.  Co.’s  B.  (M.  to  introd.)  666. 
Railway  Subsidies,  in  Com.  on  Res.,  4520  (ii). 
Supply — on  the  Budget,  567  (i). 

Immigration  (Agents’  Salaries)  1521,1919  (i). 
Public  Work s — Income:  Buildings  (Que.)  2901  (ii). 
West  Bay,  Customs  Inspectors’  Rep.  (M.  for 
copy*)  2287  (i). 

Whycocomagh,  Port  of  Entry  (M.  for  Ret.*) 
2287  (i). 

Campbell,  Mr.  A.,  Kent,  Ont. 

Binding  Twine,  Imports  (M.  for  Ret.)  537  (i). 
Budget,  on  the,  482  (i). 

Coal  Oil  and  Kerosene,  Imports,  on  M.  for  Ret., 
3059  (ii). 

General  Inspection  Act  Amt.  B.  95  (Sir  John 
Thompson)  on  M.  for  2°,  4140  (ii). 

Gov.  Gen.’s  Body  Guard,  Affidavits  re  Pay  List 
(remarks)  1201  (i). 

•  Home  Rule  for  Ireland,  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Tisdale) 
to  prop.  Res.,  3342  (ii). 

Lepage,  J.  B.,  Emplymt.  by  Govt.  (Ques.) 
1392  (i). 

Post  Offices,  Erection,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2869, 
2891,  2915  (ii). 

Representation  in  H.  of  C.  B.  76  (Sir  John 
Thompson)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Laurie r)  to  M.  for 
2°,  3286  (i) ;  in  Com.,  3882  (ii). 

Rheaume,  Antoine,  Land  Grant  (Ques.)  2490  (ii). 
Supply — on  the  Budget,  482  (i). 

Arts,  Agriculture,  Ac.  (Criminal  Statistics)  1160. 
Canals — Capital  (Trent)  2058.  Income  (Carillon 
and  Grenville)  2261 ;  (Chambly)  2257  (i). 
Collection  of  Revenues:  Customs  (Detective  Ser¬ 
vice)  1021  (i).  (Excise)  4430  (ii). 

Immigration  (Agents’  Salaries)  1837  ;  (Expenses) 
1910, 1945  (i). 

Mail  Subsidies,  Ac.  (Halifax,  Ac.,  and  West 
Indies)  4299  (ii). 

Militia  (Ammunition)  1186  ;  (Drill  Pay)  1361  (i). 
Miscellaneous  (Clerical  Assistance)  4460  ;  (Printing 
Bureau,  Plant)  4430  (ii). 

Penitentiaries  (St.  Vincent  de  Paul)  740  (i). 

Public  Works — Capital:  Harbours  and  Rivers 
(Ont.)  2624.  Income — Buildings  (Que.)  2869, 2915  ; 
(Gas  and  Electric  Light)  4244  :  (Heating  Ottawa 
Buildings)  4242.  Harbours  and  Rivers  (Ont., 
Kingston  Harbour)  4257  (ii). 

Railways — I.  C.  R.  (Expenses)  2427  ;  (Flour  Rates) 
2559  (ii). 

Superannuation,  802  (i). 

Sydenham  River,  Obstructions,  in  Com.  of  Sup. 
(remarks)  4453  (ii). 

West  Indian  Trade,  on  M.  for  Com.  of  Sup.  (re¬ 
marks)  1886  (i). 

Carling,  Hon.  J.,  London. 

Agriculture,  Depth  Rep.  (presented)  1062  (i). 

- Letter  of  Dep.  Minister  (Ans.)  1947  (i). 

Archives  of  Canada  (presented)  1153  (i). 

Butter  and  Cheese  Industry  (Ques.)  3331  (ii). 
Canada  Illustrated,  Purchase  of  Volumes  (Ans.) 
397  (i). 


Carling,  Hon.  J  .—Continued. 

Census  and  Statistics,  Maps  (Ans.)  824  (i). 

- Origins  and  Religions  (Ans.)  190  (i),  2491, 

3566  (ii). 

Dairies  and  Cheese  Factories,  Prov.  of  Que. 
(Ans.)  2781  (ii). 

Experimental  Farm  (Central)  Dairy,  on  M.  for 
Ret.,  4Q2  (i). 

- French  Ed.  of  Reps.  (Ans.)  397  (i). 

- Papers  respecting  (remarks)  3185  (ii). 

High  Commissioner’s  Rep.  (presented)  1062  (ii). 
London  Election  on  B.  76  on  M.  for  2°,  (remarks) 
3249  (ii).  ' 

Mennonite  Settlers  and  Census  Returns  (remarks) 
4264  (ii). 

Nationalities,  &c.,of  the  Population  (Ans.) 824  (i). 
Patent  Act  Amt.  B.  (90,  1°*),  3300;  2°  m.,  3729  ; 
in  Com.,  4215  (ii). 

Payne,  J.  L.,  Payments  for  Services  (Ans.) 
1548  (i). 

Quarantine  in  B.  C.  (remarks)  1548  (i). 

Supply  : 

Arts,  Agriculture,  Ac.  (CeDsus)  983;  (Columbian 
Exhibition)  983  (i),  4433  (ii) ;  (Criminal  Statistics) 
1160 ;  (Dairy  Industry)  1464 :  (Experimental 
Farms)  1424;  (Jamaica  Exhibition)  976  ;  ( Patent 
Record)  1159  (i ;. 

Civil  tyouernmentfPrintingand  Stationery)  cone., 
4204  (ii). 

Immigration  (Agents’  Salaries)  1492,  1828,  1852 ; 

(Expenses)  1889  ;  (Printing  Pamphlets)  2009  (i). 
Public  Works— Income :  (Experimental  Farms) 
4448  (ii). 

Quarantine  (Cattle)  987,  2033  ;  (Grosse  Isle)  2026, 
2033;  (St.  John,  Halifax  and  Victoria)  2032  (i)  ; 
(Tracadie  Lazaretto)  cone.,  4212  (ii)  ;  (Unorgan¬ 
ized  Service)  2049  (i). 

Tenant  Farmers’  Delegates  Reps.  (Ans.)  1638  (i). 

- on  M.  for  copy,  2452  (ii). 

- Visit,  C.  H.  Cahan’s  Services  (Ans.)  2432. 

Caron,  Hon.  Sir  A.,  K.C.M.G- ,  Rimouski. 
Atlantic  Mail  Service  (Ans.)  1231  (i). 

Berthier  (Montmagny)  P.  O.,  Management 
(Ans.)  2638  (ii). 

Cap  St.  Ignace  Station,  Appmnt.  of  Postmaster 
(Ans.)  223  (i). 

- Opening  (Ans.)  290,  751  (i). 

C.  P.  R.,  P.  O.  and  Militia  Services,  Payments 
(Ans.)  3331  (ii). 

Debates,  Official,  1st  Rep.  of  Com.,  on  cone., 
1467  (i) 

Des  Aulnets  P.  O.,  Management  (Ans.)  750  (i). 
Gov.  Gen.’s  Body  Guard,  Affidavits  re  Pay  List, 
1197  (i). 

Hull  P.  O.,  Sunday  Opening  (Ans.)  3184  (ii). 
Kentville  Postmaster,  Suspension  (Ans. )  1088  (i), 
3752  (ii). 

Letter  Postage,  Reduction  (Ans.)  190  (i). 

L’Lslet,  Appmnt.  of  Postmaster  (Ans.) 750  (i). 
Lotbiniere  County,  Mail  Service  (Ans.)  4585  (ii). 
Mail  Service,  Imperfect  (remarks)  4399  (ii). 
Montmagny  Postmaster  (Ans.)  2638  (ii). 
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Caron,  Hon.  Sir  A..— Continued. 

Ocean  Mails,  Train  Service  (Ans. )  3185  (ii). 

Point  Tupper  and  Sydney  Mail  Service  (Ans.) 
2641  (ii). 

Postmaster  Gen.’s  Deptl.  Pep.  (presented)  1364  (i) 
Quebec  and  Pointe  aux  Trembles  Mail  Contract 
(Ans.)  1366  (i). 

Railway  Subsidies,  in  Com.  on  Res.,  4524  (ii). 
Ste.  Anne  de  la  Pocatiere  Mail  Service  (Ans.) 
2954  (ii). 

Ste.  Louise  Postmaster,  Rep.  of  Enquiry  (Ans.) 
2431  (ii). 

Ste.  Angele  Postmaster,  Dismissal  (remarks) 
4646  (ii). 

St.  Cesaire  Postmaster,  Money  Deposits,  on  M. 
for  Cor.,  400  (i). 

Savings  Bank,  Interest  on  Deposits  (Ans.)  916. 
Stadacona  P.O.,  Opening  (Ans.)  222  (i). 
Summerstown  P.O.,  Receipts  (Ans.)  1365  (i). 
Supply  : 

Militia  (Ammunition)  1197  (l),  cone.,  4209  (ii) ; 
(Clothing)  1341  (i). 

Public  Works — Consolidated  Fund:  Buildings 
(Ont.)  990  (i).  Income :  Buildings  (B.C.)  4445  (ii). 

Carpenter,  Mr.  F.  M.,  South  Wentworth. 

St.  Catharines  and  Niagara  Central  Ry.  Co.’s 
(B.  40,  1°*)  315  (i). 

Carroll,  Mr.  H.  C.,  Kamouraska. 

Caron,  Sir  Adolphe,  Charges  against,  on  Amt. 

(Mr.  Bowell)  to  prop.  Res.,  2124  (i). 

I.  C.  R.,  Accident  at  St.  Joseph  de  Levis  (M.  for 
Cor.,  &c.*)  292  (i). 

Kamouraska  Wharf,  Construction  (M.  for  Ret.) 
510  (i). 

Ste.  Anne  de  la  Pocatiere  Mail  Service  (Ques.) 
2954  (ii). 

Cartwright,  Hon.  Sir  R.,  K.C.M.G-.,  South 
Oxford. 

Beet-Root  Sugar  Bounty,  in  Com.  on  Res.,  4697. 
Budget,  The  (Ques.)  161  ;  (Reply)  335  (i). 
Business  of  the  House  (remarks)  4714  (ii). 

Caron,  Sir  Adolphe,  Charges  against,  on  prop. 
Res.  (Mr.  Edgar)  1060,  1741  (i). 

- on  Amt.  (Mr.  Boivcll)  to  prop.  Res.  (Mr. 

Edgar)  2144:  Amt.  to  Amt.,  2147  (i);  neg. 
(Y.  63,  N.  125)  2169  (i). 

Census  and  Statistics  (remarks)  824  (i). 

- Origins  and  Religions  (Ques.)  824  (i), 

2491,  3566  (ii). 

Civil  Service  Commissioners’  Rep.  (Ques.)  751  (i). 
Criminal  Code  B.  7  (Sir  John  Thompson) in  Com., 
2783,  3330  (ii). 

Diplomatic  Papers,  on  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Laurier) 
in  Amt.  to  M.  for  Com.  of  Sup.,  1817  (i). 
Election  Expenses,  Publications  in  Toronto  Globe 
(Ques.)  3734  (ii). 

- on  M.  for  Com.  of  Sup.  (remarks)  4348  (ii). 

Estimates,  Suppl.,  1892  (remarks)  822  (i). 


Cartwright,  Hon.  Sir  R.— Continued. 

Exports  and  Imports  (M.  for  Ret.)  100  (i). 

-  (remarks)  111  (i). 

Gov.  Gen.'s  Warrants,  on  presentation  (remarks) 
34  (i). 

- ref.  to  Pub.  Acts.  Com.  (M. )  50  (i). 

Govt  Short  Loans  (Ques. )  137  (i). 

I. C.R.,  Receipts  and  Expenditures  (Ques.)  41  (i), 
4392  (ii). 

1 - Running  Privileges,  &c.,  granted  C.P.R., 

on  M.  for  Ret.,  562  (i). 

Kingston  Graving  Dock,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2739. 

- Penitentiary,  Coal  Contract  (Ques.)  4393. 

Lieut.  Gov.’s  Assent,  on  M.  for  Com.  of  Sup. 

(remarks)  2241  (i). 

Marine  and  Fisheries  Dept.  Amalgamation  B.  12 
(Mr.  Tupper)  in  Com.,  183  (i). 

National  Mutual  Loan  and  Building  Societys’  B. 
53  (Mr.  Beausoleil)  on  M.  to  ref.  back  to  Sel. 
Com.,  3561  (ii). 

Nationalities,  &c.,  of  the  Population  (Ques.)  824 
(i),  2491,  3566  (ii). 

Newfoundland,  Papers,  &c.,  re  Trade,  on  M.  for 
copies,  688  (i). 

Order,  Ques.  of,  2923  (ii). 

Ordnance  Lands  (Toronto)  Conveyance  B.  58  (Mr. 
Deicdney)  in  Com.  on  Res.,  174  (i). 

Patent  Act  Amt.  B.  90  (Mr.  Carling)  on  M.  for 
2°,  3730  ;  in  Com.,  4215  (ii). 

Post  Offices,  Erection,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2798, 
2802,  2890,  2894,  2905  (ii). 

Preferential  Trade  with  G.  B.,  despatch  to  Lon¬ 
don  Times  re  Deb.  (remarks)  2496  (ii). 

Railway  Subsidies,  in  Com.  on  Res.,  4576  (ii). 

Representation  in  H.  of  C.  B.  76  (Sir  John 
Thompson)  on  M.  for  1°,  1863  (i). 

- on  Amt.  (Mr.  McCarthy)  to  M.  for  2°, 

3445  (ii). 

- in  Com.,  3836,  3929,  3949,  4125,  4322  (ii). 

- on  M.  for  3°  (Amt.)  4329;  neg.  (Y.  51, 

N.  90)  4334  (ii). 

Supply : 

Arts,  Agriculture,  d'c.  (Columbian  Exhibition) 
983  ;  (Experimental  Farm)  1439  ;  (Jamaica  Ex¬ 
hibition)  979  (i). 

Canals— Capital  (Carillon  and  Grenville)  cone., 
4213  (ii)  ;  (Cornwall)  2053;  (Lachine)  2049  (i), 
cone.,  4212  (ii) ;  (Murray)  2054;  (St.  Lawrence 
River,  Sec.)  2054 ;  (Trent)  2055 ;  Sault  Ste. 
Marie)  2241.  Income  (Carillon  and  Grenville) 
2261 ;  (Chambly)  2258  ;  (Rideau)  988 ;  (St.Peter’s) 
2263  ;  (Trent  Valley)  2262 ;  (Welland)  2252  (i). 

Charges  of  Management  (Brokerage,  <fcc.)  254  ; 
(Public  Debt, Commission)  253;  (Dominion  Notes) 
Printing)  255  ;  (Inspector,  Ac.)  250  (i). 

Geological  Survey,  4386  (ii). 

Government  of  N.  W.T.  (Schools)  994  (i). 

Civil  Government  (Auditor  General’s  Office)  237  ; 
(High  Commissioner)  contingencies, 896,  cone., 
*  1085;  (Interior)  257,  825,  844,  867  (i),  cone., 

4206  (ii) ;  (Mounted  Police)  265;  (Printing  and 
Stationery)  256  (i),  cone.,  4204  (ii) ;  (Privy  Coun¬ 
cil  Office)  255 ;  (Railways  and  Canals)  274  (i). 
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Cartwright,  Hon.  Sir  R.-  -Continued. 

Supply — Continu  ed. 

Collection  of  Revenues  :  Adulteration  of  Food, 
4430  (ii).  Canals  (Lachine)  1017.  Excise 

(Tobacco  Stamps,  Ac.)  1010  ;  (General  Vote)  811 ; 
(Detective  Service)  1019,  cone.,  4205  (ii)  ;  CST.S.) 
811 ;  (Ont.)  818  (i).  Railways  (Windsor  Branch) 
2629  (ii). 

Fisheries  (Commissioners’  Expenses)  993  (i). 
Immigration  (Agents’  Salaries)  1491,  1540,  1846, 
cone.,  4210  (ii);  (Expenses)  1899,1918;  (Printing 
Pamphlets)  2008  (i). 

Legislation :  H.  of  Commons  (Printing  Paper, 
Ac.)  794;  (Salaries,  Ac.)  763  ;  (Printing  Voters’ 
Lists)  cone.,  1086.  Library  (Salaries,  Ac.)  789. 
Senate  (Salaries,  Ac.)  754  (i). 

Lighthouse  and  Coast  Service  (Maintenance,  Ac.) 
4308  (i). 

Mail  Subsidies,  Ac.  (Halifax,  Ac.  and  West  Indies) 
4293  (ii). 

Militia  (Ammunition)  cone.,  4209  (ii) ;  (Military 
College)  1385  (i)  ;  (Rifled  Ordnance)  cone.,  4210. 
Miscellaneous  (Fabre,  Mr.,  Salary)  4424 ;  (Old  Re¬ 
cords’  Classification)  4429  (ii). 

Mounted  Police  (Pay  of  Force)  4423  (ii). 

Ocean  and  River  Service  (Govt.  Steamers)  4305  (ii). 
Pensions  (Fraser,  H.  A  R.)  1018  (i). 

Penitentiaries  (Kingston)  cone.  4205;  suppl., 
4433  (ii) ;  (St.  Vincent  de  Paul)  972  (i). 

Public  Works — Capital  (Kingston  Graving  Dock) 
2739  (ii).  Consolidated  Fund  :  Buildings  (N.B.) 
988,  cone.  ,1086;  (Ont.)  990.  Dredging  (Man.) 
992  ;  (Que.)  989(i).  Income :  Buildings  (B.C.)  2952 ; 
(N.B.)  2798;  (N.S.)  2767;  (N.W.T.)  2936,  2941; 
(Ont.)  2918  ,  2929 ;  (Que.)  2802,  2905  ;  (Repairs, 
Ac.)  4240;  (Gas  and  Electric  Light)  4243.  Har¬ 
bours  and  Rivers  (Kingston  Harbour)  4257  (ii). 
Quarantine  (Grosse  Isle)  2027  (i) ;  (Tracadie  Lazar¬ 
etto)  cone.,  4212  (ii). 

Railways — Capital:  C.  P.R.  (construction)  987  (i). 
I.C.R.  (Expenses)  2509  (ii)  ;  (Halifax,  accomoda¬ 
tion)  2264  (i);  (St.  John, accommodation)  2616  (ii). 
Scientific  Institutions  (Meteorological  Service)  4309 
(ii). 

Superannuation  (W. Wallace)  796  (i). 

Territorial  Accounts  (N.  W.  Rebellion)  1017 ;  cone., 
1087  (i). 

Supply  B.  02  (Air.  Rowell)  on  M.  for  2°,  1091  (i). 

- B  100  (Air.  Foster )  on  M.  for  3°,  4715  (ii). 

Tenant  Farmers’ Delegates  Reps.  (Ques.)  163S(i). 
Three  Rivers  Harbour  Commissioners  B.  (Air. 
Foster)  on  Al.  for  Com.  on  Res.,  1874  ;  in  Com., 
1875  (i). 

Trade  Relations  with  Spain  (remarks)  4602  (ii). 
Treaty  Negotiations  with  Germany(remarks)1363. 

- Despatch  to  London  Times  (remarks)  110. 

Unparliamentary  Language,  on  withdrawal  (re¬ 
marks)  69  (i). 

Voters’  Lists,  1891,  B.  67  (Air.  Patterson,  Huron) 
on  AI.  for  2°,  3301  (ii). 

Way  and  Means — The  Tariff, on  Al.for  Com. ,4672  ; 
in  Com.  on  Res.,  4677  (ii). 

Casey,  Mr.  Gr.  E.,  West  Elgin. 

Binding  Twine,  on  prop.  Res.  (Air.  Watson)  in 
Amt.  to  AI.  for  Com.  of  Sup.,  1693  (i). 


Casey,  Mr.  G.  E.  — Continued. 

Canadian  Representative  at  Washington, on  prop. 

Res.  (Air.  McCarthy)  1960  (i). 

Caron,  Sir  Adolphe,  Charges  against,  on  Amt.  to 
Amt.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  to  prop.  Res. 
2162  (i). 

Criminal  Code  B.  7  (Sir  John  Thompson)  in  Com., 
3643  (ii). 

Dom.  Cotton  Alills  Co.,  Letters  Patent,  on  AI. 
for  Ret.,  924  (i). 

Electoral  Lists,  Revising  Officers,  Ac.,  on  AI. 
for  Ret.,  955  (i). 

Geological  Survey  Dept.  B.  43  (Air.  Dewdney)  on 
Al.  for  2°,  1653  (i). 

Gov.  Gen.  ’s  Body  Guard,  on  Ques.  of  Priv.  (Air. 
Denison)  1332  (i). 

Post  Offices,  Erection,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2760^ 
2768,  2806,  2888,  2911  (ii). 

Preferential  Trade  with  G.  B.,  despatch  to  Lon¬ 
don  Times  re  Deb.  (remarks)  2500  (ii). 
Procedure  (Ques.  of)  on  Notices  of  Alotion,  1550. 
Prohibition,  Plebiscite  on,  prop.  Res.  (Air. 
Charlton)  2657  (ii). 

Representation  in  H.  of  C.  B.  76  (Sir  John 
Thompson)  on  Amt.  (Air.  McCarthy)  to  Al.  for 
2°,  3441  (ii). 

St.  Thomas,  Appinnt.  of  Customs  Collector 
(AI.  for  Cor.)  1998,  2003  (i). 

Supply  : 

Arts,  Agriculture,  &c.  (Census)  983  ;  (Columbian 
Exhibition)  984 ;  (Experimental  Farms)  1455  ; 
(Jamaica  Exhibition)  978  (i). 

Canals— Income  (Lachine)  2250  (i). 

Immigration  (Agents’  Salaries)  1514, 1830  (i). 
Legislation  :  House  of  Commons  (Salary,  Dep. 
Speaker)  975.  Senate  (Debates)  974  (i). 

Militia  (Ammunition)  1164;  (Armouries, Ac. )1350  ; 
(Contingencies,  Ac.)  1363  ;  (Clothing)  1340  ;  (Drill 
Pay)  1353  ;  (Military  College)  1383  ;  (Permanent 
Forces)  1415  ;  (Rifled  Ordnance)  1363  ;  (Stores) 
1353  (i). 

Miscellaneous  (C.  S.  Commissioners)  1004  (i). 

Public  Works — Income :  Buildings  (B.C.)  2951 ;  (N.  S.) 
2760;  (Que.)  2806,  2884,2911  (ii). 

Tenant  Farmers’ Delegates  Reps.,  on  AI.  for  copy, 
2435  (ii). 

U.  S.  Fishing  Vessels  B.  11  (Air.  Tupper)  in 
Com.,  1478  (i). 

Chapleau,  Hon.  J.  A.,  Terrebonne. 

Caron,  Sir  Adolphe,  Charges  against,  Approval  of 
Commissioners,  on  Amt.  (Air.  Laurier)  2991  (ii). 
Chinese  Immigration  Act  Amt.  B.  44  (Air.  Gor¬ 
don)  2°  m.,  4631  (ii). 

Criminal  Code  B.  7  (Sir  John  Thompson)  in  Com., 
2977,  3324,  4233  (ii). 

Customs  Seizures,  Commissions  Paid  (Ans.)  3238. 
Lord’s  Day  Observance  B.  2  (Air.  Charlton)  in 
Com.,  3107  (ii). 

Railway  Subsidies,  in  Com.  on  Res.,  4525  (ii). 
Representation  in  H.  of  C.  B.  76  (Sir  John 
Thompson)  in  Com.,  4034,  4093  (ii). 

- on  Amt.  (Air.  Bechard)  to  Al.  for  3°,  4341. 
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Chapleau,  Hon.  J.  A. — Continued. 

Ste.  Angele  Postmaster,  Dismissal  (remarks)  4646. 
Supply  : 

Civil  Government  (Customs)  4433  (ii). 

Collection  of  Revenues :  Customs  (Detective 
Service,  &c.)  cone.,  4205  (ii). 

Miscellaneous  (Fabre,  Mr.,  Salary)  4426  (ii). 

Trudel,  Edmond,  Emphnnt.  by  Customs  (Ans.) 
3237  (ii). 

Charlton,  Mr.  J.,  North  Norfolk. 

Adjmnt.,  Ascension  and  Queen’s  Birthday 
(remarks)  2781  (ii). 

Columbian  Exhibition,  Sunday  Observance  (prop. 
Res. )  1037  (i). 

Criminal  Code  B.  7  (Sir  John  Thompson)  in 
Com.,  3320  (ii). 

Diplomatic  Papers,  on  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Laurier ) 
in  Amt.  to  M.  for  Com.  of  Sup.,  1822  (i). 

Dom.  Lands  Act  Amt.  B.  89  (Mr.  Bewdney)  in 
Com.,  3313  (ii). 

Electoral  Lists,  Revising  Officers,  &c.,  on  M.  for 
Ret.,  935  (i). 

Geological  Survey  Dept.  B.  43  (Mr.  Bewdney)  in 
Com.,  1655  (i). 

Govt.  Business,  on  M.  to  take  in  Wednesdays, 
2490  (ii). 

Labrador,  reported  Distress  (Ques)4263  (ii). 

Land  Grants  to  Rys.,  Man.  and  N.W.T.  (M.  for 
Ret.)  2269,  2283  (i). 

Lindsay,  Bobcaygeon  and  Pontypool  Ry.  Co.’s 
B.  45  (Mr.  Fairbairn)  in  Com.,  1228  (i). 

Liquor  Traffic,  Members  of  Royal  Commission 
(Ques.)  2172  (i). 

Lord’s  Day  Observance  (B.  2,  1°*)  40  ;  2°m.,  1062. 

- (M.)  to  place  B.  on  Order  Paper,  2431  (ii). 

- on  M.  that  Com.  rise,  2294,  2302  (i). 

- M.  for  Com.  agreed  to  (Y.  77,  N.  40)  3090 ; 

in  Com.,  3091,  3363,  3374  (ii). 

Obscene  Literature,  &c., Suppression  (B.  21)  2°m., 
2457  (ii). 

Ocean  Mails,  Train  Service  (Ques.)  3184  (ii). 
Preferential  Trade  with  G.  B.  on  Amt.  (Mr. 
Bavies,  P.E.I .)  to  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  McNeill) 
1629  (i). 

- -  Despatch  to  London  Times  re  Deb.  (re¬ 
marks)  2507  (ii). 

Prohibition,  Plebiscite  (prop.  Res.)  2646,  2664. 
Representation  in  H.  of  C.  B.  75  (Sir  John 
Thompson)  on  M.  for  1°,  1864  (i). 

- on  Amt.  (Mr.  Laurier)  to  M.  for  2°,  3136. 

• - in  Com.,  3820,  3849,  4121,  4172  (ii). 

St.  Lawrence  River  Canals,  Deepening,  on  prop. 

Res.  (Mr.  Benison)  155  (i). 

Sault  Ste.  Marie  Canal,  Tenders  for  Deepening 
(Ques.)  3184  (ii). 

Saw-Logs,  &c.,  Export  Duty,  on  prop.  Res.  (Mr. 
Ives)  1240,  1271  (i). 

Steamboat  Inspection  Act  Amt.  B.  13  (Mr. 
Tapper)  in  Com.,  1395  (i). 


Charlton,  Mr.  J  .—Continued. 

Supply  ; 

Arts,  Agriculture ,  Ac.  (Census)  983 ;  (Columbian 
Exhibition)  984  :  (Experimental  Farms)  1443  (i). 
Civil  Government  (Interior)  1158  (i). 

Government  of  N.  W.T.  (Schools)  1001  (i). 
Immigration  (Agents’  Salaries)  1495,  1830  (i). 
Militia  (Ammunition)  1161  (i). 

Public  Works — Capital :  Harbours  and  Rivers 
(Ont)  2622  ;  (Que.)  2619. 

Tenant  Farmers’  Delegates  Reps.,  on  M.  for  copy, 
2437  (ii). 

U.  S.  Vessels  in  Hudson  Bay  (Ques.)  4262  (ii). 
Wrecking  in  Can.  Waters  B.  8  (Mr.  Bowell)  on 
M.  for  2°,  173;  on  M.  for  2°,  970;  in  Com., 
1091  (i). 

Choquette,  Mr.  P.  A.,  Montmagny. 

Alert ,  Str.,  Accident  (Ques.)  750,  917  (i). 

Berthier  (Montmagny)  P.O.,  Management  (Ques.) 
2638  (ii). 

Butter  and  Cheese  Industry  (Ques.)  3331  (ii). 

Cap.  St.  Ignace  Station,  Appmnt.  of  Postmaster 
(Ques.)  223  (i). 

- Opening  (Ques.)  290,  751  (i). 

- M.  for  Ret..*  1555  (i). 

- M.  for  Cor.,  2667  (ii). 

Caron,  Sir  Adolphe,  Charges  against,  on  Amt. 

(Mr.  Bowell)  to  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Edgar)  2116  (i). 
Criminal  Code  B.  7  (Sir  John  Thompson)  in  Com., 
4229  (i). 

Debates,  Official,  1st  Rep.  of  Com.,  on  cone., 
1469  (ii). 

Des  Aulnets  P.O.,  Management  (Ques.)  750  (i). 
Experimental  Farms,  Papers  respecting  (remarks) 
3114,  3185  (ii). 

Franchise  Act,  Legislation  (Ans.)  916  (i). 
Hammond,  E.,  Seizures  (Ques.)  2782  (ii). 

Inland  Revenue  Officer  at  Quebec  (Ques.)  2639. 
La  Riviere  du  Sud,  Works  (M.  for  Cor.*)  2699. 

- (remarks)  4656  (ii). 

L’Lslet,  Appmnt.  of  Postmaster  (Ques.)  750  (i). 
Montmagny  Postmaster  (Ques.)  2638  (ii). 

Post  Offices,  Erection  (Laprairie)  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  2803,  2853  (ii). 

Quebec  Legislature,  Sessions  (Ques.)  3644  (ii). 
Representation  in  H.  of  C.  B.  76  (Sir  John 
Thompson)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Laurier)  to  M.  for  2°, 
3186  (ii). 

- in  Com.,  4001,  4049  (ii). 

Riviere  du  LoupP.  0.,  Workmen’s  Claims  (Ques.) 
3238  (ii). 

Ste.  Louise  Postmaster,  Rep.  of  Enquiry  (Ques. ) 

2431  (ii). 

Supply  : 

Public  Works — Income :  Buildings  (Que.)  2801, 
2853,  2880  (ii). 

Christie,  Mr.  T.,  Argenteuil. 

Binding  Twine,  on  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Watson)  in 
Amt.  to  M.  for  Com.  of  Sup.,  1667  (i). 
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Christie,  Mr.  T.— Continued. 

Chinese  Immigration  Act  Amt.  B.  44  (Mr.  Chap- 
lean)  on  M.  for  2°,  4637  (ii). 

Lord’s  Day  Observance  B.  2  (Mr.  Charlton)  on 
M.  for  2°,  1079 ;  in  Coin.,  2300  (i). 

Prohibition,  Plebiscite,  on  prop.  Res.  (Mr. 
Charlton)  2660  (ii). 

Representation  in  H.  of  C.  B.  76  (Sir  John 
Thompson)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  McCarthy)  to  M.  for 
2°,  3634  (ii). 

Coatsworth,  Mr.  E.,jun„  East  Toronto. 

Boiler  Inspection  and  Ins.  Co.  of  Canada  (B.  19, 
1°*)  129  (i). 

Gov.  Gen.’s  Body  Guard,  on  Ques.  of  Priv.  (Mr, 
Denison)  1323  (i). 

Lord’s  Day  Observance  B.  2  (Mr.  Charlton)  in 
Com.,  3105,  3391  (ii). 

Man.  and  North-Western  Ry.  Co.  of  Canada  (B. 
80,  1°*)  2006  (i). 

Nipissing  and  James’  Bay  Ry.  Co.’s  (B.  29,  1°*) 
245  (i). 

Ordnance  Lands  (Toronto)  Conveyance,  B.  58  (Mr 
Dewdney)  in  Com.,  1640  (i). 

Patent  Act  Amt.  B.  99  (Mr.  Carling)  on  M.  for 
2°,  3730 ;  in  Com.,  4222  (ii). 

Representation  in  H.  of  C.  B.  76  (Sir  John 
Thompson)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  McCarthy)  to  M.  for 
2°,  3545  (ii). 

- in  Com.,  4073  (ii). 

Cockburn,  Mr.  Gr.  R.  R.,  Centre  Toronto. 

Baie  de  Chaleurs  Ry.,  Workmen’s  Claims,  &c. 
(M.  for  Sel.  Com.)  42  (i). 

Canadian  Representatives  at  Washington,  on 
prop.  Res.  (Mr.  McCarthy)  1962  (i). 

Caron,  Sir  Adolphe,  Charges  against,  on  Amt. 

(Mr.  Boicell)  to  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Edgar)  2139  (i). 
Gov.  Gen.’s  Body  Guard,  on  Ques.  of  Priv.  (Mr 
Denison)  1330  (i). 

Railway  Act  Amt.  B.  84  (Mr.  Haggart)  on  Amt. 

(Mr.  Maclean ,  East  York)  to  M.  for  3°,  4622  (ii). 
Representation  in  H.  of  C.  B.  76  (Sir  John 
Thompson)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  McCarthy)  to  M.  for 
2°,  3590  (ii). 

- in  Com.,  4070,  4143  (ii). 

Victoria  Life  Ins.  Co.’s  incorp.  (B.  47, 1°*)749  (i). 

Colter,  Mr.  N.  R.,  Carleton,  N.B. 

Representation  in  H.  of  C.  B.  76  (Sir  John 
Thompson)  on  M.  for  1°,  1858  (i). 

Supply  : 

Public  Works— Income  :  Harbours  and  Rivers 
(N.B.)  4256  (ii). 

Tenant  Farmers’ Delegates  Rep.,  on  M.  for  Com. 

of  Sup.  (remarks)  4404  (ii). 

Woodstock  Public  Building,  Caretaker  (Ques.) 
3480  (ii). 


Corbould,  Mr.  Gr.  E.,  Neio  Westminster. 

Burrard  Inlet  Tunnel  and  Bridge  Co.’s  incorp. 
(B.  65,  1°*)  1153  (i). 

Lobsters  and  Whitefish  for  B.C.  (Ques.)  751  (i). 
Representation  in  H.  of  C.  B.  76  (Sir  John 
Thompson)  in  Com.,  3727,  4090  (ii). 

Saw-Logs,  &c.,  Export  Duty,  on  prop.  Res.  (Mr. 
Ives)  1239  (i). 

Corby,  Mr.  H.,  West  Hastings. 

Belleville  and  Lake  Nipissing  Ry.  Co.’s  (B.  28, 1°) 
245  (i). 

Post  Offices,  Erection  (St.  Henri)  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  2880  (ii). 

Railway  Act  Amt.  B.  84  (Mr.  Haggart)  on 
Amt.  (Mr.  Maclean ,  East  York)  to  M.  for  3°, 
4616  (ii). 

Costigan,  Hon.  J.,  Victoria,  N.B. 

Apples,  Export,  under  Inspection  Act  (Ans.) 
3238  (ii). 

General  Inspection  Act  Amt.  (B.  95)  in  Com., 
4482  (ii). 

Home  Rule  for  Ireland,  on  Amt.  to  Amt.  (Mr. 

McCarthy)  to  prop.  Res.,  3361  (ii). 

Inland  Revenue  Act  Amt.  (B.  71,  1°)  1469 :  2°  m., 
2007  (i). 

Inland  Revenue  Depth  Rep.  (presented)  751  (i). 
Milk  Cans,  Inspection  under  Act  (Ans.)  4262, 
4647  (ii) 

Railway  Subsidies,  in  Com.  on  Res.,  4553 ;  cone., 
4662  (ii). 

Supply : 

Collection  of  Revenues  (Adulteration  of  Food) 
4430  (ii).  Excise  (Customs  Officers’  Commis¬ 
sions)  1015 ;  (Preventive  Service)  1014 ;  (To¬ 
bacco  Stamps)  1007  ;  (Weights  and  Masures)  con¬ 
tingencies,  1016  (i). 

Tobacco,  &c.,  Law  respecting  (Ans.)  750  (i). 

Craig,  Mr.  T.  D.,  East  Durham. 

Supply — on  the  Budget,  465  (i). 

Curran,  Mr.  J.  J.,  Centre  Montreal. 

Adjmnt.,  Ascension  and  Queen’s  Birthday  (re¬ 
marks)  2781  (ii). 

Alberta  Ry.  and  Coal  Co.’s  (B.  39,  1°*)  315  (i). 
Bell  Telephone  Co.  of  Can.  (B.  41,  1°*)  315  (i). 
Buckingham  and  Lievre  River  Ry.  Co.’s  incorp. 
(B.  86,  1°*)  2699  (ii). 

Caron,  Sir  Adolphe,  Charges  against,  on  prop. 

Res.  (Mr.  Edgar)  1770  (i). 

Chinese  Immigration  Act  Amt.  B.  44  (Mr.  Chap- 
leau)  in  Com.,  4723  (ii). 

Civil  Service  Act  Amt.  B.  74  (Mr.  Patterson .» 

Huron)  on  M.  for  1°,  1636  (i). 

Criminal  Code  B.  7  (Sir  J ohn  Thompson)  in 
Com.,  2704,  2968,  3648,  4225  (ii). 

Dods,  P.  B.,  case  of,  re  Loss  of  Diamonds  (M.  for 
Ret.)  2287  (i). 

Gear  and  Tackle  Inspector,  Appmnt.  (Ques.)  224. 
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Curran,  Mr.  J.  J .—Continued. 

Home  Rule  for  Ireland,  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Tisdale) 
to  prop.  Res.,  3349  (ii). 

Lachine  Canal,  New  Bridge  at  Montreal  (M.  for 
Ret. )  524  (i). 

Montreal  Board  of  Trade  (B.  25,  1°*)  161  (i). 
Montreal  Island  Ry.  Co.’s  incorp.  (B.  73,  1°*) 
1636  (i). 

Prohibition,  Plebiscite,  on  prop.  Res.  (Mr. 
Charlton)  2655  (ii). 

Representation  in  H.  of  C.  B.  76  (Sir  John 
Thompson)  in  Com.,  4030  (ii). 

Daly,  Mr.  T.  M.,  Selkirk. 

Dom.  Lands  Act  Amt.  B.  89  (Mr.  Dewdney)  in 
Com.,  3305  (ii). 

Gov.  Gen.’s.  Body  Guard,  Affidavits  re  Pay  List 
(remarks)  1212  (i). 

Supply  : 

Arts,  Agriculture,  &c.  (Columbian  Exhibition) 
986  (i). 

Immigration  (Expenses)  1853, 1938  (i). 

Militia  (Ammunition)  1212  (i). 

Quarantine  (Cattle)  2048  (i). 

Davies,  Mr.  L.  H.,  Queen's,  P.E.I. 

Binding  Twine,  Imports,  on  M.  for  Ret.,  553  (i). 
Budget,  on  the,  629  (i). 

Canadian  Representative  at  Washington,  on 
prop.  Res.  (Mr.  McCarthy)  1974  (i). 

Canals,  Contracts  for  Enlargement,  &c.  (M.  for 
Ret.*)  417  (i). 

Caron,  Sir  Adolphe,  Charges  against,  on  Amt.  to 
Amt.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  2156  (i). 
Approval  of  Commissioners  on  Amt.  (Mr. 
Laurier)  3027  (ii). 

Commercial  Relations  with  U.S.,  Sir  C.  Tupper’s 
Speech  (remarks)  224  (i). 

Crown  Prosecutions  and  Suits,  on  prop.  Res. 

(Sir  John  Thompson)  1303  (i). 

Criminal  Code  B.  7  (Sir  John  Thompson)  in 
Com.,  2702,  2786,  2827,  2958,  3637,  3644, 
4225  (ii). 

Diplomatic  Papers,  on  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Laurier) 
in  Amt.  to  M.  for  Com.  of  Sup.,  1809  (i). 
Electoral  Lists,  Revising  Officers,  &c.,onM.  for 
Ret.,  960  (i). 

Electric  Lighting,  Public  Buildings  in  Can.  (M. 
for  Ret.*)  417  (i). 

Fisheries  (Lobster)  Act  Amt.  P>.  9  (remarks)  160. 
Fisheries  Act  Amt.  B.  9  (Mr.  Tupper)  in  Com. 
on  Res.,  1655  (i). 

- on  M.  for  Com.,  2190  ;  in  Com.,  2225,  2230 

Fishing  Vessels  {Modus  Vivendi)  of  U.S.  B.  11 
(Mr.  Tupper)  on  M.  for  2°,  177  ;  in  Com.,  1472. 
Gov.  Gen.'s  Body  Guard,  Affidavits  re  Pay  List 
(remarks)  1217  (i). 

Govt.  Rys.,  Employes,  on  M.  for  Ret.,  694  (i). 
Indian  Reserves,  B.C.,  on  M.  for  Ret.,  523  (i). 

I.  C.  R.,  Arrangements  with  C.  P.  R.  (Ques.) 
667  (i). 


Davies,  Mr.  L.  H.  —Continued. 

I.  C.  R.,  Employes,  Salaries  and  Dismissals  (M. 
for  O.C.’s)  293  (i). 

Running  Privileges,  &c.,  Amount  paid  by 
C.  P.  R.  (Ques.)  510  (i). 

- (M.  for  Ret.)  556  (i). 

- St.  John,  Expropriation  of  Property 

(Ques.)  1031  (i). 

Lieut.  Gov.’s  Assent,  on  M.  for  Com.  of  Sup. 
(remarks)  2238  (ii). 

- (remarks)  2457,  2491,  3089  (ii). 

- (Ques.)  2957  (ii). 

London  Election,  on  Ques.  of  Priv.  (remarks)  246. 

‘ - Charges  against  Judge  Elliott,  on  prop. 

Res.  (Mr.  Lister)  2354  (i). 

Lord’s  Day  Observance  B.  2  (Mr.  Charlton)  in 
Com.,  3094  (ii). 

Marine  and  Fisheries  Dept,  amalgamation  B.  12 
(Mr.  Tupper)  in  Com.,  181  (i). 

National  Mutual  Loan  and  Building  Society’s  B. 
53  (Mr.  Beausoleil)  on  M.  to  ref.  back  to  Sel. 
Com.,  3557  (ii). 

Newfoundland,  Admission  into  Can.  (M.  for 
Cor.,  &c.*)  695  (i). 

- Negotiations  re  Settlement  of  difficulties 

(Ques.)  825  (i),  2956  (ii). 

- Despatch  re  complications  (remarks)  1638 . 

- -  Papers  respecting  (Ques. )  508,  684,  914, 

1088,  1227,  1491  (i). 

- Discriminating  Tariff  (Ques.)  454  (i). 

N.  W.  T.  Act  Amt.  B.  27  (Mr.  McCarthy)  on  M. 

to  set  Day  for  2°,  2486  (ii). 

Ordnance  Lands  (Toronto)  Conveyance  B.  58 
(Mr.  Dewdney)  in  Com.,  1640  (i). 

Piers,  Breakwaters,  &c.  (P.  E.  I. )  Expenditure, 
on  M.  for  Stmnt.,  237  (i). 

Preferential  Trade  with  G.  B.,  on  prop.  Res. 
(Mr.  McNeill)  1614  ;  (Amt.)  1623  ;  neg.  (Y.  64, 
N.  98)  1634  (i). 

- —Despatch  to  London  'Times re  Deb.  (remarks) 

2492  (ii). 

P.  E.  I.  Ry.,  Dismissal  of  Employes,  on  M.  for 
Ret.,  2005  (i). 

Representation  in  H.  of  C.  B.  76  (Sir  John 
Thompson)  on  M.  for  1°,  1858  (i). 

- on  Amt.  (Mr.  Laurier)  to  M.  for  2°,  3239. 

- in  Com.,  3725,  3753,  4109,  4146,  4184  (ii). 

- on  Amt.  (Mr.  Somerville)  3697  (ii). 

Robertson,  J.  F.,  Claim  re  Ry.  Accident  (M.  for 
Ret.)  1367  (i). 

Sea  Fisheries  Development  B.  5  (Mr.  Tupper)  on 
M.  for  2°,  162;  in  Com.,  166  (i). 

Steamboat  Inspection  Act  Amt.  B.  13  (Mr. 

Tupper)  on  Res.,  752  ;  in  Com.,  1402  (i). 

Supply — on  the  Budget,  629  (i). 

Arts,  Agriculture,  &c.  (Criminal  Statistics)  1160  ; 

(Experimental  Farms)  1425  (i). 

Civil  Government  (Civil  Service  Examiners)  283 ; 
(High  Commissioner)  277,  contingencies,  909 ; 
(Interior)  258,  832,  848,  1155;  (Justice)  913; 
(Marine)  270:  (Public  Works)  271;  (Railways 
and  Canals)  273  (i). 
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Davies,  Mr.  L.  H.  —Continued. 

Supply — Continued. 

Collection  of  Revenues  :  Railways  (P.E.I.)  2635. 
Dominion  Police,  313  (i). 

Immigration  (Agents’  Salaries)  1517  ;  (Expenses) 
1896  (i). 

Justice,  Administration  of  (Circuit  Allowances, 
B.C.)311;  (Exchequer  Court)  971 ;  (Registrar  in 
Admiralty,  Que.)  313;  (Supreme  Court,  Re¬ 
porter)  312  (i). 

Legislation  :  House  of  Commons  (Printing,  Paper, 
Ac.)  794;  Library  (Purchase  of  Books)  792; 
(Salaries,  Ac.)  789.  Senate  (Salaries,  Ac.  753, 
59  (i). 

Militia  (Ammunition)  1167, 1217  ;  (Brigade  Majors) 
1161 ;  (Drill  Sheds,  Ac.)  1374  (i). 

Penitentiaries  (Man.)  973  (i). 

Public  Work 8 — Capital :  Harbours  and  Rivers 
(N.B.)  2618.  Income:  Buildings  (N.W.T.)  2943; 
(Gas  and Electi-ic  Light)  4242,  (Ottawa  Grounds) 
4240.  Harbours  and  Rivers  GST.S.)  4251  ;  (P.E.I.) 
4252  (ii). 

Railways — Capital:  I.  C.  R.  (Halifax,  accommo¬ 
dation)  2264,  2530  ;  (St.  John,  accommodation) 
2563  (ii). 

Superannuation  (W.  Wallace)  796  (i). 

Three  Rivers  Harbour  Commissioners  B.  (Mr. 

Foster)  in  Com.,  1876  (i). 

Tunnel  (Submarine)  P.E.I.  and  Mainland,  on  M. 
for  Cor.,  413  (i). 

U.  S.  Fishing  Vessels  B.  11  (Mr.  Tupper )  on 
M.  for  2°,  177 ;  in  Com.,  1472  (i). 

Winter  Communication  with  P.  E.  I.  (remarks) 
187  (i). 

Davin,  Mr.  N.  F.,  West  Assiniboia. 

Beet-Root  Sugar  Bounty,  in  Com.  on  Res.,  4708. 
Binding  Twine,  Imports,  on  M.  for  Ret.,  544  (i). 
Blue-Books,  Ac.,  Throwing,  on  Adjmnt.  (re¬ 
marks)  1636  (i). 

Budget,  on  the,  648  (i). 

Caron,  Sir  Adolphe,  Charges  against,  on  Amt. 
(Mr.  Bowell)  to  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Edgar)  2089  (i). 

- - Approval  of  Commssioners,  on  Amt.  (Mr. 

Laurier)  3001  (ii). 

Chinese  Immigration  Act  Amt.  B.  44  (Mr.  Chap, 
lean)  in  Com.,  4727  (ii). 

Criminal  Code  B.  7  (Sir  John  Thompson)  in  Com., 
3322  (ii). 

Debates,  Official,  2nd  Rep.  of  Com.,  on  cone.,  4588. 
Dom.  Lands  Act. :  prop.  Amt.  (wthjn. )  3183  (ii). 
Dom.  Lands  Act.  Amt.  B.  89  (Mr.  Dewdney)  in 
Com.,  3307  ;  on  M.  for  3J,  3815;  (Amt.)  3818, 
4204  (ii). 

"  Gov.  Gen’s  Body  Guard,  on  Ques.  of  Priv.  (Mr. 
Denison)  1338  (i). 

Land  Grants  to  Militia  B.  96  (Mr.  Dewdney)  in 
Com.,  4264  (ii). 

Lord’s  Day  Observance  B.  2  (Mr.  Charlton)  in 
Com.,  3092,  3397  (ii). 

Man.  and  Assiniboia  Grand  Junction  Ry.  Co.’s 
(B.  88,  1°)  3183  (ii). 

North-West  Assembly  Resolutions  (M.  for  copies) 
1551  (i). 


Davin,  Mr.  N.  F .—Continued. 

Preferential  Trade  with  G.B.,  on  prop.  Res.  (Mr. 
McNeill)  1604  (i). 

- Despatch  to  London  Times  re  Deb.  (re¬ 
marks)  2498  (ii). 

Representation  in  H.  of  C.  B.  76  (Sir  John 
Thompson)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Laurier)  to  M.  for  2°, 
3279  (ii). 

- in  Com.,  4011,  4153  (ii). 

- on  M.  to  adjn.  deb.  (personal  explanation) 

3472  (ii). 

St.  Lawrence  River  Canals,  Deepening,  on  prop. 

Res.  (Mr.  Denison)  151  (i). 

Supply — on  the  Budget,  648  (i). 

Civil  Government  (Mounted  Police)  266  (i). 
Government  of  N.  IT.  T.  (Schools)  999  (i). 
Quarantine  (Cattle)  2036  (i). 

Tenant  Farmers’  Delegates  Rep.,  on  M.  for  copy, 
2452  (ii). 

Davis,  Mr.  D.  W.,  Alberta. 

High  Creek  and  Sheep  Creek  Irrigation  and 
Water  Power  Co.’s  (B.  23,  1°*)  161  (i). 

Dawson,  Mr.  G.  W.  W.,  Addington. 

Electoral  Lists,  Revising  Officers,  &c.,  on  M.  for 
Ret.,  965  (i). 

Representation  in  H  of  C.  B.  76  (Sir  John  Thomp¬ 
son)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Somerville)  to  M.  for  2°,  3675 
(ii). 

Supply — on  the  Budget,  456  (i). 

Canals — Capital  (Trent)  2055  (i). 

Delisle,  Mr.  A.,  Portneuf. 

Judges  on  Commissions  (Ques.)  37  (i). 

Post  Offices,  Erection  (Laprairie)  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  2814  (ii). 

St.  Raymond  P.  O.  (Ques.)  37  (i). 

Supply  : 

Public  Works— Income  :  Buildings  (Ques.)  2814  (ii). 

Denison,  Mr.  F.  C.,  C.M.G.,  West  Toronto. 

Debates,  Official,  2nd  Rep.  of  Com.,  on  cone., 
4590  (ii) ;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Wallace)  to  cone.,  4600. 
Dom.  Lands  Act  Amt.  B.  89  (Mr.  Dewdney)  in 
Com.,  3315  (ii). 

Gov.  Gen.’s  Body  Guard,  Affidavits  re  Pay-List 
(denial)  1192  (i);  on  M.  for  Com.  of  Sup.  (Ques. 
of  Priv.)  1319  (i). 

Lord’s  Day  Observance  B.  2  (Mr.  Charlton)  in 
Com.,  3100  (ii). 

Militia,  Active,  on  M.  for  Ret.,  678  (i). 

N.  W.  T.  Act  Amt.  B.  27  (Mr.  McCarthy)  on  M. 

to  set  Day  for  2°,  2483  (ii). 

Ordnance  Lands  (Toronto)  Conveyance  B.  58  (Mr. 
Dewdney)  in  Com.  on  Res.,  175  ;  in  Com.  on  B., 
1639  (i). 

Preferential  Trade  with  G.  B.,  Despatch  to 
London  Times  re  Deb.  (remarks)  2505  (ii). 
Private  Bills,  Reps,  from  Com.,  extension  of 
time  (M.)  3564  (ii). 
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Denison,  Mr.  F.  C.— Continued. 

Representation  in  H.  of  C.  B.  76  (Sir  John 
Thompson)  in  Coni.,  3962,  4070,  4121  (ii). 

St.  Lawrence  River  Canals,  Deepening  (prop. 

Res.)  138  (i). 

Supply : 

Collection  of  Revenue:  Customs  (Ont.)  819  (i). 
Militia  (Ammunition)  1161,  1188;  (Military  Col¬ 
lege)  1379  (i). 

Toronto  Ry.  Works  (B.  18,  1°*)  129  (i). 

Desaulniers,  Mr.  F.  S.  L.,  St.  Maurice. 

Caron,  Sir  Adolphe,  Charges  against,  on  Amt. 

(Mr.  Bowdl )  to  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Edgar)  2128  (i). 
Debates,  Official,  1st  Rep.  of  Com.,  on  cone., 
1467  (i). 

Representation  in  H.  of  C.  B.  76  (Sir  John 
Thompson)  in  Com.,  4104  (ii). 

Desjardins,  Mr.  A.,  Hochelaga. 

Debates,  Official,  1st  Rep.  of  Com.  (presented) 
1153  (i). 

- cone.  (M.)  1465  (i). 

- 2nd  Rep.  of  Com.,  cone.  (M.)  4585  (ii). 

Montreal  and  Western  Ry.  Co.’s  (B.  82, 1°*)  2171. 
School  Savings  Bank  incorp.  Act  Amt.  (B.  36, 
1°*)  314  (i) ;  in  Com.,  4638  (ii). 

Supply  : 

Legislation:  Senate  (Salaries,  Ac.)  755  (i). 

Desjardins,  Mr.  L.  G.,  V Islet. 

Caron,  Sir  Adolphe,  Charges  against,  on  Amt. 

(Mr.  Bowell)  to  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Edgar)  2107  (i). 
Preferential  Trade  with  G.  B.,  on  prop.  Res. 
(Mr.  McNeill)  1571  (i). 

Railway  Subsidies,  in  Com.  on  Res.,  4516  (ii). 
Representation  in  H.  of  C.  B.  76  (Sir  John 
Thompson)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Laurier)  to  M.  for  2°, 
3205  ii). 

Suppply  : 

Militia — (Drill  Pay)  1357  (ij. 

Devlin,  Mr.  C.  R.,  Ottawa  County. 

Budget,  on  the,  498  (i). 

Civil  Service  Employes,  Stoppage  of  Pay,  on 
M.  for  Com.  of  Sup.  (remarks)  2238  (i). 
Commercial  Treaties,  on  prop.  Res  (Mr.  Mills , 
Both  well)  in  Amt.  to  M.  for  Com.  of  Sup., 
1150  (i). 

Culbute  Canal,  Cost  of  Construction,  on  M.  for 
Stmnt.  929  (i). 

Experimental  Farm  Reps.,  French  Ed.  (Ques) 
397  (i). 

Govt.  Business,  on  M.  to  take  Mondays,  3565  (ii) 
N.  W.  T.,  Education  and  Dual  Languages,  ou 
prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Armstrong)  3072  (ii). 

Ottawa  Ship  Canal,  prop.  Construction  (M.  for 
Cor.*)  1719  (i). 

Pontiac  County  Ry.  Debt.,  on  M.  for  Cor.,  1991 
Post  Offices,  Erection,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2749,  2816, 
2879,  2892,  2899  (ii). 


Devlin,  Mr.  C.  R. — Continued. 

Representation  in  H.  of  C.  B.  76  (Sir  John 
Thompson)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Laurier)  to  M.  for  2°, 
3147  (ii). 

- in  Com.,  4018  (ii). 

Home  Rule  for  Ireland  (prop.  Res.)  3335  (ii). 

- despatch  in  London  Times  (Ques.  of  Priv. ) 

3815  (ii). 

Hull  P.  O.,  Sunday  Opening  (Ques.)  3184  (ii). 
Ottawa  City.  Passenger  Ry.  Co.’s  B.  16  (Mr. 

Robillard)  in  Com.,  2939  (ii). 

Saw-Logs,  &c.,  Export  Duty,  on  prop.  Res.  (Mr. 
Ives)  1267  (i). 

Supply— on  the  Budget,  498  (i). 

Canals— Capital  (Sault  Ste.  Marie)  2247.  Income 
(Carillon  and  Grenville)  2260;  (Culbute)  2263; 
(Welland)  2252  (i). 

Government  of  N.  W.T.  (Schools)  1000  (i). 

Justice,  Administration  of  (Judges  Queen’s  Bench, 
Man.)  312  (i). 

Legislation:  House  of  Commons  (Salaries,  Ac.,) 
765  (i). 

Public  Works — Consolidated  Fund :  Harbours  and 
Rivers  (Que.)  991  (i).  Income  :  Buildings  (N.S.) 
2749  ;  (Que.)  2879,  2899  (ii). 

Railways :  I.C.R.  (Halifax,  accomodation)  2542. 

Dewdney,  Hon.  E-,  East  Assiniboia. 

Boundaries  of  Prov.  of  Que.,  on  M.  for  Cor.,  &c., 
119  (i). 

Cockburn  Island,  Location  Tickets,  on  M.  for 
copies,  1981  (i). 

Dom.  Lands  Act  Amt.  (B.  89, 1°)  2979  ;  in  Com., 
3302,  3733;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Davin)  to  M.  for  3°, 
3819,  4204  (ii). 

Geological  Survey  Dept.  Act  Amt.  (B.  43,  1°*) 
578  ;  2°  in..  1648  ;  in  Com.,  1655  (i). 

Geological  Survey,  Depth  Rep.  (presented)  2172. 
Govt.  Land  Sale  in  Quebec  City  ( Ans. )  1089  (i). 
Indian  Affairs  Depth  Rep.  (presented)  112  (i). 

- Management,  on  M.  for  Com.  of  Sup. 

(remarks)  4414  (ii). 

- Reserves,  B.C.,  on  M.  for  Ret.  513  (i). 

Indians,  B.C.  and  Proclamation  (Ans.)  289  (i). 
Interior,  Depth  Rep.  (presented)  3300  (ii). 

Land  Grants  to  Militia  (B.  96,  1°*)  4203;  2 
and  in  Com.,  4264 ;  3°  m.,  4399  (ii). 

Lind  Grants  to  Rys.  (Man.  and  N.VV.T.)  on  M. 
for  Ret.,  2273  (i). 

Land  Office,  Edmonton,  Removal  (remarks)  4392 
Lands  Sold  or  Leased  in  Man.  and  N.W.T.,  on 
M.  for  Ret.,  242  (i). 

Lapage,  J.  B.,  Emplymnt.  by  Govt.  (Ans.)  1392. 
Man.  North-Western  Ry.  Co.’s  B.  80  (Mr.  Wal¬ 
lace)  on  M.  for  2°,  2638  (ii). 

Morton  Dairy  Co.’s  Claims  (Ans.)  916  (i). 
Mounted  Police,  Reduction  of  Force,  on  prop. 
Res.  (Mr.  McMullen)  2673,  2698  (ii). 

- Rep.  (presented)  4320  (ii). 

N.  W.  T.  Act  Amt.  (B.  61,  1°*)  1062  (i). 

Ordnance  Lands  (Toronto)  Conveyance  (prop. 
Res.)  129  ;  (M.  for  Com.  on  Res.)  174  ;  in  Com., 
1639  ;  (B.  58,  1°*)  825  (i). 
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Dewdney,  Hon.  E . — Continued. 

Ranching  Companies,  N.W.T.  (Ans.)  1946  (i). 
Settlers’  Claims  (Ans. )  223  (i). 

-  Grievances,  on  M.  for  Com.  of  Sup. 

(remarks)  4408  (ii). 

Supply : 

Civil  Government  (Interior)  258,  825,  845, 1154  (i) ; 
cone.,  4206,  4472  (ii). 

Collection  of  Revenue  :  Dom.  Lands,  4431  (ii). 
Dominion  Lands — Capital  (Surveys,  &c.)  4431  (ii). 
Geological  Survey,  4386  (ii). 

Government  of  N.  W.  T.  (Schools)  993  (i). 
Immigration  (Expenses)  1846, 1899  (i)  ;  cone.,  4210. 
Indians,  4460  ;  (B.C.)  cone.,  4479;  (D.  Chisholm’s 
Claim)  cone.,  4479;  (Reserve  Commission)  4423  ; 
(Schools)  4421  (ii). 

Miscellaneous  (Banff  Springs)  4428 ;  (Bulmer  vs. 
Queen,  Expenses)  4461  (ii) ;  (Jukes,  Dr.A.,  medi¬ 
cal  Services)  1003  (i) ;  (Refunds)  4462  (ii) ;  (Ross, 
Hon.  J.  (4.,  Refund)  1002  (i). 

Mounted  Police  (Pay  of  Force)  4423  (ii). 

Pensions  (Fraser,  H.  &  R.)  1018  (i). 

Public  Works — Income:  Buildings  (N.W.T.)  2942  ; 
cone.,  4468  (ii). 

Temperance  Colonization  Society,  on  M.  for  Ret., 
930  (i). 

Waldron  Co.’s  Ranehe,  Settlers’  Claims  (Ans.) 
223  (i). 

White  Pine  Timber  Areas, on  M.  for  Map,  293(i). 

Dickey,  Mr.  A.  R.,  Cumberland. 

Caron,  Sir  Adolphe,  Charges  against,  on  prop. 

Res.  (Mr.  Edgar)  1750  (i). 

Chignecto  Transport  Ry. Co.’s  (B.  831,°*) 2361(h). 
Criminal  Code  B.  7  (Sir  John  Thompson)  in  Com., 
2829,  3320,  4268  (ii). 

Lord’s  Day  Observance  B.  2  (Mr.  Charlton)  in 
Com.,  3384  (ii). 

National  Mutual  Loan  and  Building  Society’s  B. 
53  (Mr.  Beau  soldi)  on  M.  to  ref.  back  to  Sel. 
Com.,  3563  (ii). 

Prohibition,  Plebiscite,  on  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Charl¬ 
ton)  2654  (ii). 

Representation  in  H.  of  C.  B.  76  (Sir  John 
Thompson)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  McCarthy)  to  M.  for 
2°,  3414  (ii). 

- in  Com.,  4191  (ii). 

Supply  : 

Railways:  I.C.R.  (Coal  Tariff)  2548  (ii). 

Dugas,  Mr.  L.  E.,  Montcalm. 

Dairies  and  Cheese  Factories,  Prov.  of  Quebec 
(Ques.)  2781  (ii). 

Dupont,  Mr.  F.,  Bagot. 

Caron,  Sir  Adolphe,  Charges  against,  on  Amt. 

(Mr.  Boioell)  to  prop.  Res.  (M.r. Edgar)  2122  (i). 
Post  Offices,  Erection,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2857  (ii), 
Railway  Subsidies,  in  Com.  on  Res.,  4526  (ii). 
Representation  in  H.  of  C.  B.  76  (Sir  John 
Thompson)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Lauricr)  to  M.  for 
2°,  3192  (ii). 

- in  Com.  4054,  4061  (ii). 

Supply  : 

Public  Works— Income  :  Buildings  (Que.)  2857  (ii). 


Edgar,  Mr.  J.  D.,  West  Ontario. 

Alberta  Ry.  and  Coal  Co.’s  B.  39  (Mr.  Curran) 
on  M.  for  2°,  2254  (i). 

Alien  Labour  Prohibition  B.  4  (Mr.  Taylor)  on 
M.  for  2°,  306  (i). 

Beet-Root  Sugar  Bounty,  Sums  Paid  (Ques.)  41  (i). 
Canal  Tolls  and  U.  S.  (remarks)  4643  (ii). 

Caron,  Sir  Adolphe,  Charges  against  (Stmnt.  read) 
1032  (i). 

- (prop.  Res.)  1038,  1760  (i). 

- on  Amt.  to  Amt.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright) 

2147  (i). 

Copyright  Laws,  on  M.  for  Com.  of  Sup.  (re¬ 
marks)  2233  (i). 

Dom.  Cotton  Mills  Co.,  Letters  Patent  (M.  for 
copies)  920  ;  (enquiry)  2172  (i). 

Elliott,  Judge,  Charges  against, on  M.  (Mr.  Lister) 
re  Pet.,  666  (i). 

Favoured  Nations  Clause  (Ques.)  34  (i). 

Globe  Printing  Co.’s  B.  31  (Mr.  Innes)  in  Com., 
1230  (i). 

Lands  Sold  or  Leased  in  Man.  and  N.  W.  T.  (M. 
for  Ret.)  241  (i). 

Ontario  Pacific  Ry.  Co.’s  B.,  on  M.  to  receive 
Pet.  (objection)  667  (i). 

Order  (Ques.  of)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1502  (i). 
Railway  Act  Amt.  B.  84  (Mr.  Haggcirt)  on  Amt. 

(Mr.  Maclean,  York)  to  M.  for  3°,  4614  (ii). 
Railway  Subsidies,  in  Com.  on  Res.,  4506;  on 
cone.  (Amt.)  4657  ;  neg.  (Y.  45,  N.  92)  4667  (ii). 
Representation  in  H.  of  C.  B.  76  (Sir  John 
Thompson)  in  Com.,  3857  (ii). 

Supply  : 

Legislation :  Senate  (Salaries,  &c.)  758  (i). 
Wrecking  in  Canadian  Waters  B.  8  (Mr.  Bowell ) 
in  Com.,  1093  (i). 

Edwards,  Mr.  W.  C.,  Russell. 

Representation  in  H.  of  C.  B.  76  (Sir  John 
Thompson)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Laurier)  to  M.  for  2°, 
3234(h). 

- on  Amt.  (Mr.  McCarthy)  to  M.  for  2°, 

3630  (ii). 

- in  Com.,  3780  (ii). 

Supply  : 

Arts,  Agriculture,  &c.  (Experimental  Farms) 
1451  (i). 

Fairbairn,  Mr.  C.,  South  Victoria. 

Binding  Twine,  Imports,  on  M.  for  Ret.,  550  (i). 

- on  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Watson)  in  Amt.  to 

M.  for  Com.  of  Sup.,  1672  (i). 

General  Inspection  Act  Amt.  B.  95  (Mr.  Costi- 
gan)  in  Com.,  4487  (ii). 

Lindsay,  Bobcaygeon  and  Pontypool  Ry.  Co.’s 
Act  Amt.  (B.  45,  1°*)  578  (i). 

Supply : 

Public  Works — Income:  Buildings  (Que.)  2898  (ii). 

Fauvel,  Mr.  O.  Le  B.,  Bonaventure. 

Post  Offices,  Erection,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2824, 
2898  (ii). 
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Fauvel,  Mr.  O.  Le  B . — Continued. 

Supply  : 

Penitentiaries  (St.  Vincent  de  Paul) 742  (i). 
Public  Works — Income:  Buildings  (Que.)  2824  (ii). 

Featherston,  Mr.  J.,  Peel. 

Milk  Cans,  Inspection  under  Act  (Ques.)  4262, 
4647  (ii). 

Ordnance  Lands  (Toronto)  Conveyance  B.  58 
(Mr.  Dewdney)  in  Com.,  1642  (i). 

Supply  : 

Arts,  Agricult  tire,  Ac.  (Columbian  Exhibition) 
985 ;  (Experimental  Farms)  1458 ;  (Haras 
National  Co.)  1465  (i). 

Collection  of  Revenues  :  Weights  and  Measures 
(contingencies)  1016  (i). 

Quarantine  (Cattle)  987,  2033  (i). 

Ferguson,  Mr.  C.  F.,  Leeds  and  Grenville. 

Binding  Twine,  Imports,  on  M.  for  Ret.,  548  (i). 

Flint,  Mr.  T.  B.,  Yarmouth. 

Can.  Temp.  Act  Amt.  (B.  6,  1°)  98  ;  2°  m.,  418  ; 
in  Com.,  455  (i). 

C.  P.  R.,  P.  O.  and  Militia  Services,  Payments 
(Ques.)  3331  (ii). 

Caron,  Sir  Adolphe,  Charges  against,  on  Amt* 
(Mr.  Bowell )  to  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Edgar)  2074  (i). 

- Approval  of  Commissioners,  on  Amt.  (Mr. 

Laurier )  2995  (ii). 

Criminal  Code  B.  7  (Sir  John  Thompson)  in  Com., 
2785,  2837,  2967,  3320,  4346  (ii). 

Dom.  Millers’  Association  B.  70  (Mr.  Stevenson ) 
on  M.  for  3°,  2940  (ii). 

Electoral  Lists,  Revising  Officers,  &c.  (M.  for 
Ret.)  930,  962  (i). 

Fisheries  Act  Amt.  B.  9  (Mr.  T upper)  in  Com., 
2216',  2230  (i). 

Fishing  Bounty,  Ret.  (Enquiry)  914  (i). 

Judges,  Prov.  of  Que.,  Travelling  Expenses 
(Enquiry  for  Ret.)  3115  (ii). 

Kentville  Postmaster,  Suspension  (Ques.)  1088  (i). 
Point  Tupper  and  Sydney  Mail  Service  (Ques.) 
2641  (ii). 

Post  Offices,  Erection  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2747, 
2770,  2845,  2890  (ii). 

Representation  in  H.  of  C.  B.  76  (Sir  John 
Thompson)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  McCarthy)  to  M.  for 
2°,  3481  (ii). 

Sandford  Breakwater  (Ques.)  398  (i). 

Steamboat  Inspection  Act  Amt.  B.  13  (Mr.  Tap¬ 
per)  in  Com.,  1414  (i). 

Superior  Court  Judges,  Que.,  Travelling  Ex¬ 
penses,  &c.  (M.  for  Ret.*)  695  (i). 

Supply  : 

Arts,  Agriculture,  <f-c.  (Criminal  Statistics)  1160  (i). 
Civil  Govvernment  (High  Commissioner)  contin¬ 
gencies,  910  (i). 

Geological  Survey,  4388  (ii). 

Immigration  (Expenses)  1889, 1915  (i). 

Legislation:  House  of  Commons  (Salaries,  &c.) 
774,  781  (i). 

Militia  (Military  College)  1382  (i). 


Flint,  Mr.  T.  B. — Continued. 

S  upply — Co  nt  inu  ed. 

Penitentiaries  (Kingston)  664  (i),  4441  (ii) ;  (St. 
Vincent  de  Paul)  741  (i). 

Public  Works — Income :  Buildings  (N.B.)  4441 ; 
(N.S.)  2747;  (N.W.T.)  2937;  (Ont.)  2926;  (Que.) 
2845.  Harbours  and  Rivers  (N.S.)  4448  (ii). 
Quarantine  (Cattle)  2044  (i). 

Railways — Capital:  I.  C.  R.  (Halifax,  accommo¬ 
dation)  2552  ;  (St.  John,  accommodation)  2600. 
Superannuation,  807  (i). 

Tenant  Farmers’  Delegates  Reps.,  on  M.  for 
copy,  2444  (ii). 

Ways  and  Means — The  Tariff,  in  Com.  on  Res., 
4681  (ii). 

West  Indian  Trade,  on  M.  for  Com.  of  Sup. 
(remarks)  1882  (i). 

Worsley,  Lieut.  Col.,  and  Lieut.  Col.  Murray 
(Ques.)  3643  (ii). 

Forbes,  Mr.  F.  G.,  Queen's.  N.S. 

Annapolis  and  Atlantic  Ry.  Co.  (M.  for  Cor., 
&c.)  688  (i). 

Beef  and  Pork  (American)  Lumbermen’s  Imports 
(Ques.)  291  (i). 

- (M.  for  Ret.)  294  (i). 

Election  Pets.,  Decisions,  on  M.  for  Ret.,  1554. 
Fisheries  Act  Amt.  B.  9  (Mr.  Tupper)  on  M.  for 
Com.,  2206  ;  in  Com.,  2219  (i). 

Ordnance  Lands,  Annapolis  (Ques.)  1364  (i). 

Post  Offices,  Erection,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2773  (ii). 
Printing-  Bureau,  Sale  of  Type  (Ques.)  2954  (ii). 
Railway  Subsidies,  in  Com.  on  Res.,  4542  (ii). 
Representation  in  H.  of  C.  B.  76  (Sie  John 
Thompson)  in  Com.,  4075  (ii). 

Spanish  West  Indies,  Exports  (Ques.),  4499  (ii). 
Supply  : 

Collection  of  Revenues  :  Post  Office  (Mail  Service) 
cone.,  4471  (ii). 

Fisheries  (Ont.)  4310;  (P.E.I.)  4315  (ii). 
Immigration  (Expenses)  1893  (i). 

Legislation :  House  of  Commons  (Salaries,  &c.) 
772  (i). 

Mail  Subsidies  (San  Francisco  and  Victoria,  B.C.) 
4281  (ii). 

Public  Works— Income :  Buildings  (N.S.)  2773. 
Dredging  (Mar.  Provs.)  4455.  Harbours  and 
Rivers  (N.S.)  4252  (ii). 

Railways:  I.  C.  R.  (Halifax,  accommodation) 
2266,  2543  (ii). 

Treaty  with  Spain  (remarks)  4474  (ii). 

West  Indian  Trade,  on  M.  for  Com.  of  Sup.,  1884. 

Foster,  Hon.  G.  E.,  King's,  N.B. 

Adjmnt.  for  Holidays  ^remarks)  4260  (ii). 

Auditor  Gen.’s  Rep.  (Ans.)  36  (i). 

- (presented)  188  (i). 

Beet-Root  Sugar  Bounty  (prop.  Res.)  4697;  in 
Com.,  4698  ;  (B.  102,  1°*)  4715  (ii). 

- Bounty  (Ans.)  751  (i). 

- Cultivation,  Frehch  Reps.  (Ans.)  750  (i). 

— t -  Prof.  Saunders’  Rep.  (presented)  71  (i). 

Budget,  The  (Ans.)  161,  663  (i). 

- (Annual  Stmnt.)  315  (i). 
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Foster,  Hon.  G.  E. — Continued. 

Canadian  Representative  at  W ashington,  on  prop. 

Res.  (Mr.  McCarthy)  1953  (i). 

Canal  Tolls  and  U.  S.  (remarks)  4042  (ii). 

Civil  Service,  Rep.  of  Privy  Council  (presented) 
751  (i). 

Commercial  Treaties,  on  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Mills, 
Bothwell)  in  Amt.  to  M.  for  Com.  of  Sup. 
1124  (i). 

Crude  Petroleum,  Duty  (Ans.)  1946  (i). 

Customs  Act  Amt.  (B.  103,  1°*)  4715  ;  in  Coin., 
4728  (ii). 

Estimates,  The  (presented)  138  (i). 

- Suppl.,  1892  (remarks)  822  (i). 

- Suppl.,  1893,  (presented)  4265  (ii). 

Favoured  Nations  Clause  (Ans.)  35  (i). 

-  Despatch  re  Treaties,  Mess,  from  His  Ex. 

(presented)  1470  (i). 

Gov.  Gen.’s  Warrants  (presented)  34  (i). 

- on  M.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  to  ref.  to 

Pub.  Acts.  Com.,  50  (i). 

Govt.  Short  Loans  (Ans.)  137  (i). 

High  Commissioner’s  Rep.  (presented)  665  (i). 

I.  C.  R.  Audit  of  Accts.,  on  M.  for  Com  of  Sup., 
4276  (ii). 

Kingston  Penitentiary,  Coal  Contract  (Ans.) 
4393  (ii). 

Lieut.  Gov.’s  Assent  (remarks)  2457  (ii). 

Liquor  Traffic,  Members  of  Royal  Commission 
(Ans.)  2172  (i). 

Members’  Indemnity  (Res.  and  1°  of  B.  104) 
4715  (ii). 

National  Mutual  Loan  and  Building  Society  B. 
53  (Mr.  Beausoleil)  on  M.  to  ref.  back  to  Sel. 
Com.,  3557  (ii). 

Newfoundland  and  Canada,  negotiations  (Ans.) 
2957  (ii). 

Order  (Ques.  of)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1499  (ii). 

Post  Offices,  Erection,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2818, 
2895,  2905  (ii). 

Preferential  Trade  with  G.  B.,  on  prop.  Res. 
(M.  McNeill)  1608  (i). 

Prohibition  (Plebiscite)  on  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Charl¬ 
ton)  2661  (ii). 

Public  Accounts,  (presented)  37  (i). 

Quebec  Harbour  Police  B.  (wthdn.)  4482  (ii). 
Railway  Subsidies,  in  Com.  on  Res.,  4514, 
4536  (ii). 

St.  John  Harbour  Commission  (prop.  Res.)  4398. 

- (M.  for  Com.)  4493  (ii). 

St.  John  Harbour  Commission  (B.  99)  Res.  cone. 

in  and  1°*  of  B.,  4506  ;  in  Com.,  4649  (ii). 
Savings  Bank  at  St.  John,  Mr.  McLeod’s  ap¬ 
pointment  (Ans.)  3644  (ii). 

Savings  Banks,  Superannuation  of  Officials,  on 
M.  for  Com.  of  Sup.  (remarks)  4274  (ii). 
Saw-logs,  &c.,  Export  Duty,  on  prop.  Res.  (Mr. 
Ives)  1281  (i). 

Spanish  West  Indies,  Exports  (Ans.)  509  (i), 
4500  (ii). 

Superannuation  of  Civil  Servants  (Ans.)  1637  (i). 


Foster,  Hon.  G.  E. — Continued. 

Supply —  Res.  for  Coin.,  33  (i). 

Arts,  Agriculture,  Ac.  (Columbian  Exhibition) 
cone.,  4474  (ii) ;  (Experimental  Farms)  1429  (i). 
Charges  of  Management  (Brokerage,  Ac.)  254  ; 
(Dom.  Notes,  Printing)  255:  (Inspector)  250; 
(Pub.  Debt,  Commission)  253  (i). 

Civil  Government  (Auditor  Gen.’s  Office)  267  ; 
(Civil  Service  Examiners)  283  ;  (Customs)  267  ; 
(Depth  Buildings,  care,  Ac.)  contingencies,  286  ; 
(Finance  and  Treasury  Board)  contingencies, 
285 ;  (Gov.  Gen.’s  Sec.’s  Office)  255,  contingencies, 
284;  (High  Commissioner)  275,  contingencies, 282, 
896  ;  (Interior)  257, 826, 844, 1154  (i),  4432  ;  (Ma  rine 
and  Fisheries)  4432  (ii)  ;  (Militia  and  Defence) 
.  256  ;  (Mounted  Police)  265 ;  (Printing  and  Sta¬ 

tionery)  256  ;  (Public  Works)  271 ;  (Privy  Coun¬ 
cil)  255  (i),  4433,  4440  (ii) ;  (Railways  and  Canals) 
contingencies,  286  (i). 

Collection  of  Revenues :  Adulteration  of  Food. 
4430  (ii).  Customs  (General  Vote)  811 ;  (Ont.)  820 
(i).  Post  Office  (Mail  Service)  cone.,  4471  (ii). 
Dominion  Police,  314  (i). 

Fisheries  (Behring  Sea  Arbitration)  4460  ;  (Fish- 
Breeding)  4317,  cone.,  4479  ;  (B.C.,  Salaries)  4317 ; 
(N.S.)  4311 ;  (Ont.)  4310;  (P.E.I.)  4312  ;  (Protec¬ 
tion  Steamers)  4319  (ii). 

Immigration  (Agents’  Salaries)  1842  (i);  cone., 
4467  (ii). 

Legislation :  House  of  Commons  (Printing,  Paper, 
Ac.)  794  ;  (Salaries,  Ac.)  777.  Library  (Purchase 
of  Books)  794;  (Salaries,  Ac.)  791.  Senate  (Sal¬ 
aries,  Ac.)  752  (i). 

Lighthouse  and  Coast  Service  (Maintenance,  Ac.) 

4308  ;  (Salaries,  Ac.)  4305  (ii)J 

Mail  Subsidies,  Ac.  (Can.  and  Liverpool)  cone.. 
4478  ;  (Canso,  Arichat,  Ac.)  4277  ;  (Halifax,  Ac., 
and  West  Indies)  4282,  cone.,  4469;  (Magdalen 
Islands)  4277 ;  (San  Francisco  and  Victoria, 
B.C.)  4279  (ii). 

'  Marine  Hospitals,  4310  (ii). 

Miscellaneous  (Arbitration,  Costs)  4430,  cone.,  4470  ; 
(Str.  Bayfield,  Supplies)  4461 ;  (Clerical  assist¬ 
ance)  4457  ;  (Commercial  Agencies)  4427 ;  (Geor¬ 
gian  Bay  Survey)  cone.,  4470;  (International 
Customs  Bureau)  4463 ;  (Litigated  matters) 
4426 ;  (Mr.  Fabre’s  Salary)  4424  ;  (Monument, 
late  Sir  John  Macdonald)  4458  ;  (Old  Records, 
classification)  4429  ;  (Survey,  P.E.I.  and  Main¬ 
land)  4463  (ii). 

Ocean  and  River  Service  (Tidal  Observations)  4305. 
Penitentiaries  (Kingston)  4433,  4440  (ii). 

Public  Works — Income:  Buildings  (B.C.)  4442; 
(Que.)  2818,  2898.  Harbours  and  Rivers  (Ship 
Channel)  4439.  (Major’s  Hill  Park)  cone.,  4468. 
Scientific  Institutions  (Meteorological  Service) 

4309  (ii). 

Superannuation  (W.  Wallace)  796  (i). 

Supply  B.  62  (Mr.  Bowell)  on  M.  for  2°,  1090  (i). 

- (B.  100)  Res.  in  Com.,  4506  ;  1°,  4603  ;  2° 

m.,  4655  ;  3°  m.,  4715  (ii). 

Sydenham  River  Floods  (remarks)  4465,  4500  (ii). 
Three  Rivers  Harbour  Commissioners  (prop. 
Res.)  1788  (i). 

- (M.)  for  Com.,  1874;  in  Com.,  1875. 

- Res.  cone,  in,  4265  (ii). 

Three  Rivers  Harbour  Commissioners  (B.  98,  1°*) 
4265  (ii). 
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Foster,  Hon.  G.  E. — Continued. 

Trade  Relations  with  Spain,  Ac.  (remarks)  4602. 
Treaty  with  Spain  (remarks)  4474  (ii). 

Treaty  with  Germany,  Despatch  to  London 
Times  (remarks)  110  (i). 

Tunnel  (Submarine)  P.E.  I.  and  Mainland  (Ans. 

9S  (i). 

- on  M.  for  Cor.,  417  (i). 

TTcn/s  and  Means — prop.  Res.  for  Com.,  34  (i). 

- The  Tariff  (M.  for  Com.)  4668  (ii). 

- in  Com.  on  Res.,  4677  (ii). 

West  India  Trade,  on  M.  for  Com.  of  Sup.  (re¬ 
marks)  1880  (i). 

Fraser,  Mr.  D.  C.,  Guy  thorough. 

Adjmnt.  for  Holidays  (remarks)  4261  (ii). 

Alien  Labour  Prohibition  B.  4  (Mr.  Taylor)  on 
M.  for  2%  297  (i). 

Caron,  Sir  Adolphe,  Charges  against,  on  Amt. 
(Mr.  Boicell)  to  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Edgar)  2130. 

- Approval  of  Commissioners,  on  Amt.  (Mr. 

Laurier)  3007  (ii). 

Criminal  Code  B.  7  (Sir  John  Thompson)  in  Com., 
2840,  2976,  3321,  4269  (ii). 

Fisheries  Act  Amt.  B.  9  (Mr.  Tapper)  in  Com., 
2218,  2231  (i). 

Fishery  Regulations,  Mackerel  (Ques.)  3054  (ii). 
Home  Rule  for  Ii  eland,  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Me 
Carthy)  to  prop.  Res.,  3362  (ii). 

I.  C.  R.,  Accident  at  New  Glasgow  (remarks) 
3088  (ii). 

- -  Passenger  Cars,  Amount  Paid  C.  P.  R. 

(Ques.)  399  (i). 

- Traffic  at  Mul grave  Station  (M.  for  Stmnt.) 

35  (i). 

- Receipts  and  Expenditures  (Ques.)  3896. 

Liabilities  of  the  Dom.,  Amount  (M.  for  Ret.*) 
969  (i). 

London  Election,  Charges  against  Judge  Elliot, 
on  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Lister)  2329  (i). 

Lord's  Day  Observance  B.  2  (Mr.  Charlton)  in 
Com.,  3100  (ii). 

Midland  Ry.  Co.  of  Can.  B.  93  (Mr.  Tisdale)  in 
Com.,  3775  (ii). 

Military  District  Xo.  9,  Suspension  of  Officers 
(Ques.)  3332  (ii). 

Nova  Scotia  Steel  and  Forge  Co.’s  (B.  30,  1°*) 

•  245  (i). 

Point  Tupper  and  Sydney  Mail  Service  (Ques.) 
2641  (ii). 

Post  Offices,  Erection,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2913  (ii). 
Printing  Bureau,  Sale  of  Type  (Ques.)  2954  (ii). 
Prohibition,  Pets,  presented  to  H.  of  C.  (M.  for 
Stmnt.*)  100  (i). 

Railway  Subsidies,  in  Com.  on  Res.,  4522  (ii). 
Rimouski,  Change  of  Route  (Ques.)  3183  (ii). 

Sea  Fisheries  Development  B.  5  (Mr.  Tupper)  in 
Com.,  170  (i). 

Telegraph  Line  in  Victoria,  X.S.  (Ques.)  3897. 
Supply  : 

Civil  Government  (Interior)  261  (i). 


Fraser,  Mr.  D.  C.— Continued. 

Supply — Contin  ued. 

Collection  of  Revenues:  Customs  (Detective  Ser¬ 
vice)  1030  (i;.  P.  0.  (Mail  Service)  cone.,  4471. 
Fisheries  (Fish-Breeding)  4317:  (X.  S.  Salaries) 
4310  :  (P.E. I.)  4312  :  (Protection  Vessels)  4319. 
Indians  (D.  Chisholm’s  Claim)  cone.,  4479  (ii). 
Legislation  :  House  of  Commons  (Salaries,  Ac. 
783  (i). 

Mail  Subsidies  (Canso,  Arichat,  Ac.)  4277;  (San 
Francisco  and  Victoria,  B.C.)  4279  (ii). 

Militia  (Ammunition)  1163, 1210  (i). 

Public  1 Yorks  Consolidated  Fund :  Buildings  (X.B.) 
989  (i).  Income:  Buildings  (X.W.T.) 2946 :  (Que.) 
2914.  Harbours  and  Rivers  (X.S.)  cone.  4477  (ii). 
Ra  ihcays :  I.  C.  R.  (Expenses)  2398  (ii). 

Fremont,  Mr.  J.  J.  T.,  Quebec  County. 

Bridges,  St.  Lawrence  River  (Ques. )  291, 1549  (i). 
C.  P.  R.,  North  Shore  Section  (Ques.)  3480  (ii). 
Experimental  Farms,  Location  Ac.  (M.  for 
Stmnt. )  682  (i). 

-  Papers  respecting  (remarks)  3114  (ii). 

Govt.  Land  Sale  in  Quebec  City  (Ques.)  1089  (i). 
Grain  Shipments  via  New  York  Ac.  (Ques.)  291. 
I.  C.  R.,  Transfer  to  a  Company  (Ques.)  3055  (ii). 
Lake  St.  John  and  Chicoutimi  Ry.  (Ques.)  1549. 
Railway  Bridge  at  Quebec,  construction  (Ques.) 
291  (i). 

Stadacona  P.O.,  Opening  (Ques.)  222  (i). 

Gauthier,  Mr.  J.,  V Assumption. 

Great  Northern  Ry.  Engineer's  Rep.  (Ques.)  915. 
Tobacco,  Ac.,  Law  respecting  (Ques.)  750  (i). 

G-eoffrion,  Hon.  F.,  Vercheres. 

Representation  in  H.  of  C.  B.  76  (Sir  John 
Thompson)  in  Com.,  4044,  4052  (ii). 

German,  Mr.  W.  M.,  Welland . 

Welland  Election,  on  M.  (Mr.  Tisdale)  declaring 
Seat  vacant,  578  (i). 

Gibson,  Mr.  'W’.,  Lincoln  and  Niagara. 

Kingston  Graving  Dock,  Payments  to  Bancroft, 
Connolly  A  Co.  (M.  for  Ret.*)  2006  (i). 

- in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2716  (ii). 

Post  Offices,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2883  (ii). 

Seditious,  Ac.,  Associations  and  Oaths  B.  85 
(Mr.  Kirkpatrick)  on  M.  for  1=,  2489  (ii). 

Supply : 

Canals — Capital  (Soulanges)  2050  ;  (Trent)  20-56  (i). 
Collection  of  Revenues :  Customs  (Detective  Ser¬ 
vice)  1022  (i). 

Immigration  (Agents’  Salaries)  1829, 1849  (i). 

Public  Works — Capital  (Kingston  Graving  Dock) 
2716.  Income:  Buildings  (Que.)  2883  (ii). 
Quarantine  (Cattle)  2038  (i). 

Gillies,  Mr.  J.  A.,  Richmond,  N.S. 

Canadian  Ry.  Co.’s  incorp.  (B.  51,  1°*)  823  (i). 

-  2nd  Rep.  of  Com.,  on  cone.  (Amt.)  4601. 

Election  Pets.,  Decisions  (M.  for  copies)  1553  (i). 
Representation  in  H.  of  C.  B.  76  (Sir  John 
Thompson)  in  Com.,  4079  (ii). 
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Gillies,  Mr.  J.  A. — Continued. 

Supply  : 

Fisheries  (Fish-Breeding)  cone.,  4473  (ii). 

Public  Work* — Income  :  Dredging  (Mar.  Provs.) 
4454  (ii). 

Railway*:  L  C.  RJHalifax,  aceommudation)  2537. 

Gillmor,  Mr.  A  H.,  Charlotte. 

Binding  Twine,  Imports,  on  M.  for  Ret.,  554  (i) 
Electoral  Lists,  Revising  Officers,  <fcc.,  on  M.  for 
Ret.,  057  (i). 

Fisheries  Act  Amt.  B.  9  (Mr.  Tapper)  in  Com., 
2221  (i). 

Granite,  Manufactured,  Imports  and  Exports 
(Ques. )  500  (i). 

Saw-Logs,  &c.,  Export  Duty,  on  prop.  Res.  (Mr. 

Ives)  1264  (i). 

Supply  : 

Railway*  :  I.C.R.  (Expenses)  2527  (ii). 
Superannuation,  804  (i). 

Gordon,  Mr.  D.  W.,  Vancouver  Island. 

Chinese  Immigration  Act  Amt.  B.  44  (Mr.  Chap- 
leau)  on  M.  for  2°,  4631  ;  in  Com.,  4717  (ii). 
Representation  in  H.  of  C.  B.  76  (Sir  John 
Thejrnpson)  in  Com.,  3728  (ii). 

Supply  : 

Fisheries  (B.  C.,  Salaries)  4317 :  (Fish-Breeding) 
4218  :  (Protection  Vessels)  4320  (ii). 

Lighthouse  and  Coast.  Service  (Maintenance,  Arc.) 
4306  (ii). 

Mail  Subsidies,  &c.  (San  Francisco  and  Victoria, 
B.C.)  4281  (ii). 

Public  Works — Income:  Dredging  (B.C.)  4456  (ii). 

Guay,  Mr.  P.  M.,  Levis. 

Alert,  Str.,  Accident  (Ques.)  017  (i). 

Butter  and  Cheese  Industry  (Ques.)  3331  (ii). 
Franchise  Act,  Legislation  (Ques.)  016  (i). 

Great  Northern  Ry.  Co.,  Engineer  s  Rep.  (Ques.) 
015  (i). 

L  C.  R.,  Drake,  Alfred,  Dismissal  (Ques.)  2490 
(ii). 

- Quinn,  Michael,  Dismissal  (M.  for  Ret.) 

401  (i). 

- (M.  for  Cor.)  3332  (ii). 

•Judiciary  of  Prow  of  Quebec  (Ques.  )  2639  (ii). 
Longueuil  Wharf,  Expenditure  (Ques. )  1231  (i). 
Post  Offices,  Erection,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2815  (ii). 
Summerstown  P.  O.,  Receipts  (Ques.)  136o  (i). 
Supply  : 

Public  Works — Income  :  Buildings  (Que.)  2815  (i). 

Guillet,  Mr.  G.,  West  Northumberland. 

Cobourg,  Northumberland  and  Pacific  Ry.  Co.’s 
(B.  49,  1°*)  823  (i). 

Ontario  Pacific  Ry.  Co.’s  B.  (M.  to  receive  Pet.) 
667  (i). 

Privilege  (Ques.  of)  Northumberland  Election, 
3058(h). 

Railway  Subsidies,  in  Com.  on  Res.,  4517  (ii). 

B 


Haggart.  Hon.  J.  G..  South  Lanark. 

Coteau,  Water  Overflow  (remarks)  015  (i). 

Culbute  Canal,  Cost  of  Construction,  on  M.  for 
Stmnt.,  028  (i). 

Fertilizers,  Artificial,  Imports,  on  M.  for  Ret., 
535  (i). 

Galops  Rapids,  Str.  Traveller,  on  M.  for  Ret., 
132  (i). 

Govt.  Rys.,  Employes,  on  M.  for  Ret.,  41,  694 (i). 

- Property  accommodation,  on  M.  for  copies, 

1084  <i). 

Great  Northern  Ry.,  Engineer's  Rep.  (Ans.  i  916. 

I.  C.  R.,  Arrangements  with  C.  P.  R.  (Ans.  I  667. 

- Drake,  Alfred,  Dismissal  (Ans. )  2490  (ii). 

- Employes,  Salaries  and  Dismissals,  on  M. 

for  O.  C.  's,  293  (i). 

- Live  Stock  Tariff  (Ans.)  1365  (i). 

- Passenger  Cars,  Amount  paid  C.  P.  R. 

(Ans.)  399  (i). 

- Quinn,  Michael,  Dismissal  on  M.  for 

Ret.,  401  (i)  :  on  M.  for  Cor.,  3335  (ii>. 

- Receipts  and  Expenses  I  Ans.)  41  (i),  4393. 

-  Running  Privileges,  Vc.,  Amount  Paid  by 

C.P.R.  (Ans.)  510  (i). 

- Running  Privileges,  &c.,  granted  C.P.R., 

on  M.  for  Ret.,  561  (i). 

- St.  John.  Expropriation  of  Property  ( Ans) 

1031  (i). 

- Shipment  of  Hay  (Ans.)  4644  (ii). 

- Stationery  Supplies  ( Ans.  1 1032  i  i '. 

- Transfer  to  a  Company  (Ans.  i  3055  « ii). 

Lachine  Canal,  New  Bridge  at  Montreal,  on  M. 
for  Ret.,  526  (i). 

Lake  St.  John  Ry.,  Gro-s  Traffic  Earnings  •  Am.) 
4262  (ii). 

Midland  Ry.  Co.  of  Can.  B.  93  (Mr.  Tisdale)  in 
Com.,  3774  (ii). 

Miscouche  Station,  Closing  Ans.  2563  ( ii  . 

Pontiac  and  Pacific  .Junction  Ry.  Co.'s  Subsidy, 
on  M.  for  Ret.,  919  (i). 

Pontiac  County  Ry.  Debt,  on  M.  for  C<jr., 
1989  (i). 

Pridham,  Mr.,  Salary  Paid,  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
4213  (ii). 

P.  E.  I.  Ry.,  Employes  dismissed, on  M.  for  Ret., 
2006  (i). 

Railway  Act  Amt.  (B.  84,  1°)  2488  ;  iu  Com., 
4481  (ii). 

Railways  and  Canals,  Depth  Rep.  (presented) 
1052  (i). 

Railway  Bridge  at  Quebec,  Construction  (Ans.) 
291  (i). 

Railway  Com.  of  Privy  Council,  Applications  or 
Complaints  on  M.  for  Stmnt.,  1949  (i). 

Railway  Statistics  Ans.  \  3398  (ii  . 

Railway  Subsidies,  prop.  Res.  (1st  4394  :  (2nd 
4466  :  (3rd)  4644  (ii). 

- in  Com..  4506,  4629,  4644,  ii  . 

- (B.  101, 1°*)  4669  (ii). 

Representation  in  H.  of  C.  B.  76  » Sir  John 
Thompson)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  McCarthy)  to  M.  for 
2°,  3436  (ii). 
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Haggart,  Hon.  J.  Gk— Continued. 

Representation  in  H.  of  C.,  in  Com.,  3787, 
3949  (ii). 

Richelieu  River,  Subsidy  for  Bridge,  on  M.  for 
Ret.,  2456  (ii). 

St.  Lawrence  River  Canals,  Deepening,  on  prop. 

Res.  (Mr.  Denison)  153  (i). 

Sault  Ste.  Marie  Canal,  Contract  for  Deepening, 
&c.  (Ans.)  2954,  3184,  4261  (ii). 

Soulanges  and  Beauharnois  Canals,  Engineers’ 
Reps.,  &c.,  on  M.  for  copies,  227  (i). 

.Summerside  and  Richmond  Branch  Ry.  (Ans.) 

40  (i). 

Supply  : 

Can  ah— Capital  (Carillon  and  Grenville)  cone., 
4213(h);  (Cornwall) 2053;  (Lachine)2049;  (Murray) 
2054;  (Rapide  Plat)  2054;  (St.  Lawrence  River, 
Ac.)  2054 ;  (Sault  Ste.  Marie)  2241 ;  (Soulanges) 
2050;  (Trent)  2055  (i) ;  cone.,  4476  (ii).  Income: 
(Carillon  and  Grenville)  2260:  (Chambly)  2257 ; 
(Culbute)  2263  ;  (Lachine)  2250  ;  (Miscellaneous) 
2264  (i),  4439  (ii) ;  (Rideau)  988;  (Ste.  Anne’s 
Lock)  2260;  (St.  Peter’s)  2263;  (Trent  Valley) 
2262;  (Welland)  2252  (i). 

Civil  Government  (Railways  and  Canals)  273  (i). 
Collection  of  Revenues  :  Canals  (Lachine)  1017  (i). 
Railways  (I.C.R.)  2628  (ii)  ;  (P.E.I.)  1017  (i), 
2632  ;  (Windsor  Branch)  2629  (ii). 

Mail  Subsidies,  Ac.  (Halifax,  Ac.,  and  West  In¬ 
dies)  4302  (ii). 

Public  Works — Capital  :  Harbours  and  Rivers 
(Ont.)  2625  (ii). 

Railways— Capital :  C.  B.  Ry.  (Train  Ferry)  cone., 
4475.  C.  P.  R.,  4438;  (Arbitrators’  Award)  4438 
(ii);  (Construction)  987,2264  (i).  I.  C.  R.  (Halifax, 
accommodation)  2563 ;  (Expenses)  2361,  2379, 
2516,  2524.  Oxford  and  New  Glasgow  (Con¬ 
struction)  cone.,  4475  (ii). 

Trent  Valley  Canal,  Commissioner’s  Rep.  (Ans.) 
397  (i). 

Hazen,  Mr.  J.  D.,  St.  John,  N.B.,  City  and  County. 
Debates,  Official,  2nd  Rep.  of  Com.,  on  cone., 
4594  (ii). 

Gov.  Gen.’s  Body  Guard,  Affidavits  re  Pay-List 
(remarks)  1214  (i). 

Lord’s  Day  Observance  B.  2  (Mr.  Charlton )  in 
Corn.,  3388  (ii). 

Marine  and  Fisheries  Dept.  Amalgamation  B.  12 
(Mr.  Tupper)  in  Com.,  185  (i). 

Pilotage  Act  Amt.  B.  10  (Mr.  Tupper )  on  M.  for 
2°,  173  (i). 

Preferential  Trade  with  G.  B.,  on  prop.  Res.  (Mr. 
McNeill )  1578  (i). 

Railway  Subsidies,  in  Com.  on  Res.,  4561  (ii). 
Representation  in  H.  of  C.  B.  76  (Sir  John 
Thompson  in  Com.,  4199  (ii). 

St.  John  Harbour  Commissioners  B.  99  (Mr.  Fos¬ 
ter)  in  Com.,  4651  (ii). 

Steamboat  Inspection  Act  Amt.  B.  13  (Mr. 

Tupper)  in  Com.,  1397,  1645  (i). 

Supply  : 

Lighthouse  and  Coast  Service  (Maintenance,  Ac.) 
4306,  4366  (ii). 


Hazen,  Mr.  J.  D. — Continued. 

Supply—  Con  tinned. 

Mail  Subsidies  (Halifax,  Ac.,  and  West  Indies) 
4283  (ii). 

Militia  (Ammunition)  1168  (i). 

Railways — Capital:  I.  C.  R.  (St.  John,  accommo¬ 
dation)  2581 ;  (Expenses)  2418  (ii). 

Henderson,  Mr.  D.,  Halton. 

Binding  Twine,  on  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Watson)  in 
Amt.  to  M.  for  Com.  of  Sup.,  1684  (i). 

Supply : 

Collection  of  Revenues:  Weights  and  Measures 
(contingencies)  1017  (i). 

Hughes,  Mr.  S.,  North  Victoria,  Ont. 

Budget,  on  the,  443  (i). 

Exports  (Can.)  to  Nfld.  (M.  for  Ret.*)  113  (i). 
Fenelon  Falls  Ry.  Bridge,  Govt,  and  G.  T.  R. 

Agreement  (M.  for  Ret.*)  133  (i). 

Flour  (Can.)  admitted  into  Nfld.  (M.  for  Ret.)  112. 
General  Inspection  Act  Amt.  B.  95  (Mr.  Costigan) 
in  Com.,  4489  (ii). 

Meat  and  Farm  Products  (American)  Imports  (M. 
for  Ret.*)  291  (i). 

Militia,  Active  (M.  for  Ret.)  667,  681  (i). 

Pork  and  Hog  Products,  Imports  from  U.  S.  (M. 
for  Ret.*)  292  (i). 

Representation  in  H.  of  C.  B.  76  (Sir  John 
Thompson )  on  Amt.  (Mr.  McCarthy)  to  M.  for 
2°,  3493  (ii). 

- on  M.  to  adjn.  Hse.  (personal  explanation) 

3541  (ii). 

Supply — on  the  Budget,  443  (i). 

Arts,  Agriculture,  Ac.  (Columbian  Exhibition) 
4437  (ii) ;  (Experimental  Farms)  1447  (i). 

Canals— Capital  (Trent)  2059  (i),  4438  (ii).  Income 
(Trent)  cone.,  4475  (ii). 

Collection  of  Revenues:  Post  Office  (Mail  Service) 
cone,,  4470  (ii). 

Militia  (Ammunition)  1163  (i). 

Ingram,  Mr.  A.  B.,  East  Elgin. 

Alien  Labour  Prohibition  B.  4  (Mr.  Taylor)  on 
M.  for  2°,  309  (i). 

Canada  Southern  Ry.  Co.’s  (B.  34,  1°*)  245  (i). 
Electoral  Lists,  Revising  Officers,  &c.,  on  M.  for 
Ret.,  955  (i). 

Post  Offices*  Erection,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2912  (ii). 
St.  Thomas,  appointment  of  Collector  of  Customs, 
on  M.  for  Cor.,  2001  (i). 

Supply : 

Militia  (Brill  Sheds,  Ac.)  1375  (i). 

Public  Works— Income :  Buildings  (N.  S.)  2762; 
(Que.)  2912  (ii). 

Innes,  Mr.  J.,  South  Wellington. 

Crude  Petroleum,  Duty  (Ques.)  1946  (i). 

Globe  Printing  Co.’s  (B.  31,  1°*)  245  (i). 

U.  S.  Newspapers,  Free  Admission  (Ques.)  1230. 


INDEX. 


xix 


Ives,  Mr.  W.  B.,  Sherbrooke. 

Alien  Labour  Prohibition  B.  4  (Mr.  Taylor)  on 
M.  for  2°,  307  (i). 

Canadian  White  Pine  Areas  (M.  for  Map)  217  (i). 
Fertilizers,  Artificial,  Imports,  on  M.  for  Ret., 
530  (i). 

N.  W.  T.  Act  Amt.  B.  27  (Mr.  McCarthy)  on  M. 

to  set  Day  for  2°,  2487  (ii). 

Saw-Logs,  &c.,  Export  Duty  (prop.  Res.)  1231, 
1270  (i). 

Transfer  of  Shares  in  Corporations  (B.  48,  1°) 
749  (i). 

White  Pine  Timber  Areas  (M.  for  Map)  293  (i). 

Jeannotte,  Mr.  H.,  VAssomption. 

Representation  in  H.  of  C.  B.  76  (Sir  John 
Thompson)  in  Com.,  3999,  4027  (ii). 

Joncas,  Mr.  L.  Z.,  Gaspe. 

Fisheries  Act  Amt.  B.  9  (Mr.  Tapper)  in  Com., 
2218  (i). 

Kaulbach,  Mr.  C.  E.,  Lunenburg. 

Dominion  Day  (remarks)  4320  (ii). 

- on  M.  for  Com.  of  Sup.  (remarks)  4399  (ii). 

License  Fees,  Refund  by  Nfld.  (Ques.)  190  (i). 
Modus  Vivendi ,  on  Prorogation  (remarks)  4729. 
Newfoundland  Bait  Act,  Cor.,  &c.  (Ques.)  98  (i). 

- and  Canada,  Bait  Sales  to  St.  Pierre 

Fishermen  (Ques.)  189  (i). 

- Bonding  Privileges  (Ques. )  189  (i). 

- Duty  collected  on  Fishing  Outfits  (Ques.) 

189  (i). 

Post  Offices,  Erection,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2770. 
Supply : 

Fisheries  (Fish-Breeding)  4318  ;  (P.E.I.,  Salaries, 
Ac.)  4314  (ii). 

Public  Works — Income:  Buildings  (N.S.)  2770  (ii). 

Kenny,  Mr.  T.  E.,  Halifax. 

Binding  Twine,  on  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Watson)  in 
Amt.  to  M.  for  Com.  of  Sup.,  1700  (i). 

Fisheries  Act  Amt.  B.  9  (Mr.  Tapper)  on  M.  for 
Com.,  2195  (i). 

Preferential  Trade  with  G.B.,  on  prop.  Res.  (Mr. 
McNeill)  1606  (i). 

Railway  Subsidies,  in  Com.  on  Res.,  4522  (ii). 
Supply  : 

Mail  Subsidies, &c.Ql&\\£&±,  Ac.,  and  West  Indies) 
4302  (ii). 

Railways — Capital  (Expenses)  2381  (i) ;  (Halifax, 
accommodation)  2533  (ii). 

Kirkpatrick,  Hon.  G.  A.,  Frontenac. 

C.  P.  Ry.  Co.’s  (B.  38,  1°*)  315  (i). 

Library  of  Parlt.,  1st  Rep.  of  Com.,  cone.  (M.) 
2826  (ii). 

London  Election,  Original  Voters’  Lists,  on  M. 

(Mr.  Mills,  Bothwell)  to  lay  on  Table,  38  (i). 
Ordnance  Lands  (Toronto)  Conveyance  B.  58  (Mr. 

Dcwdney)  in  Com.  on  Res.,  174  (i). 

Qu’Appelle,  Long  Lake  and  Saskatchewan  Rail¬ 
road  and  Steamboat  Co.’s  (B.  53,  1°*)  823  (i). 


Kirkpatrick,  Hon.  G.  A..— Continued. 

Seditious,  &c.,  Associations  and  Oaths  (B.  85,  1°) 
2488  (ii). 

Supply  : 

Legislation  :  House  of  Commons  (Salaries,  Ac.) 
765,  784  (i). 

Militia  (Ammunition)  1162;  (Brigade  Majors) 
1161 ;  (Military  College)  1387  (i). 

U.  S.  Fishing  Vessels  B.  11  (Mr.  Tapper)  in 
Com.,  1482  (i). 

Wrecking  in  Canadian  Waters  B.  8  (Mr.  Boivell) 
in  Com.,  1094  (i). 

Landerkin,  Mr.  G.,  South  Grey. 

Budget,  on  the,  725  (i). 

Canadian  Cattle  scheduled  in  England  (remarks) 
249  (i). 

Charges  against  a  Member  (Ques.)  4499  (ii). 

Civil  Servants,  Permanent  Clerks  Extra  Pay,  on 
M.  for  Ret.,  1719  (i). 

Cobourg  Customs  Buildings,  Lease  (Ques.)  1366. 
Controverted  Election  Act,  Legislation  (Ques.) 
134  (i). 

Criminal  Code  B.  7  (Sir  John  Thompson)  in  Com., 
2828  (i). 

Dodwell,  C.  E.  W.,  Emplymt.  by  Govt.  (Ques.) 
1715  (i). 

Election  Statistics  (remarks)  3185  (ii). 

Electoral  Lists,  Revising  Officers,  Ac.,  on  M.  for 
Ret.,  931  (i). 

Eugenia,  Dismissal  and  Appmnt  of  Postmaster 
(M.  for  Ret.)  1985  (i). 

Finkle,  Roland,  Appmnt.  as  Fishery  Inspector 
(Ques.)  1365  (i). 

General  Inspection  Act  Amt.  B.  95  (Mr.  Costigan) 
in  Com.,  4490  (ii). 

Govt.  Rys.,  Employes  (M.  for  Ret.)  41  (i). 

Land  Grants  to  Militia  B.  96  (Mr.  Deivdney)  in 
Com.,  4265  (ii). 

McIntyre,  Dismissal  and  Appmnt.  of  Post¬ 
master  (M.  for  Ret.)  1985  (i). 

Mennonite  Settlers  and  Census  Returns  (remarks) 
4263  (ii). 

Montreal  Cadets,  Duty  on  Presentation  Flag 
(Ques.)  509  (i). 

Mounted  Police,  Reduction  of  Force,  on  prop. 

Res.  (Mr.  McMullen )  2694  (ii). 

Population  of  Electoral  Districts,  Ret.  (enquiry) 
2700  (ii). 

Post  Offices,  Erection,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2752, 
2798,  2812,  2870  (ii). 

Preferential  Trade  with  G.  B.,  despatch  to  Lon¬ 
don  imes  re  Deb.  (remarks)  2498  (ii). 

Pub.  Works,  Return  re  Expenditure  (Ques.)  1090. 
Railway  Subsidies,  in  Com.  on  Res.,  4519,  4562. 
Ranching  Companies,  N.W.T.  (Ques.)  1946  (i). 
Representation  in  H.  of  C.  B.  76  (Sir  John 
Thompson)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Laurier)  to  M.  for  2°, 
3247  (ii). 

- in  Com.,  3808,  3956  (ii). 

Rets,  (enquiry)  100  (i),  2700  (ii). 
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Landerkin,  Mr.  Gr. — Continued. 

Royal  Commissions  since  Confederation  (M.  for 
Ret.*)  39  (i). 

- enquiry  for  Ret.,  2089,  2172  (i),  2700, 

3239  (ii). 

St.  Maurice  Public  Words  (Ques.)  3564  (ii). 
Supply— on  the  Budget,  725  (1). 

Canals — Capital  (Trent)  2063  (i). 

Civil  Government  (High  Commissioner)  contingen¬ 
cies,  902  ;  (Interior)  853  (i). 

Government  of  N.  W.T.  (Schools)  994  (i). 
Immigration  (Printing  Pamphlets)  2025  (i). 
Legislation :  Senate  (Salaries,  Ac.)  753  (i). 

Mail  Subsidies, &c. (Halifax ,  Ac., and  W  est  Indies) 
4284;  (San  Francisco  and  Vic.,  B.C.)  4279  (ii). 
Miscellaneous  (Ross,  Hon.  J.  G.,  Refund)  1003  (i). 
Public  Works— Income  :  Buildings  (N.B.)  2798  ; 
(N.S.)  2752:  (Que.)  2802,2870,  2889;  (Heating, 
Ac.)  4246  ;  (Major’s  Hill  Park)  cone.,  4468  (ii). 
Quarantine  (Grosselsle)  2028  ;  (Unorganized  Ser¬ 
vice)  2049  (i). 

Voters’  Lists,  1891,  B.  67  (Sir  John  Thompson ) 
on  Amt.  to  M.  for  3°,  4504  (ii). 

Voters’  Lists  (Ques.)  1637  (i). 

- Cost  of  Revision  (M.  for  Ret.)  683  (i). 

Langelier,  Mr.  F.,  Centre  Quebec. 

Beet-Root  Sugar  Bounty  (Ques.)  751  (i). 

- Cultivation,  French  Reps.  (Ques.)  750  (i). 

Bic  Wharf,  Collector  (Ques. )  2638  (ii). 

Criminal  Code  B.  7  (Sir  John  Thompson)  in  Com., 
2701  (ii). 

Debates,  Official,  1st  Rep.  of  Com.,  on  cone., 
1465  (i). 

Divorce,  Mead,  H.  R.,  Relief  B.  81  (Mr.  Taylor) 
on  M.  for  3°,  2636  (ii). 

National  Mutual  Loan  and  Building  Society’s 
(B.  55,  1°*)  823  (i). 

Post  Offices,  Erection,  in  Com.  ofSup.,  2816  (ii). 
Quebec  and  Pointe  aux  Trembles  Mail  Service 
(Ques.)  1366  (i). 

Supply  : 

Arts,  Agriculture,  &c.  (Jamaica  Exhibition)  977. 
Canals— Income  (Chambly)  2259  (i). 

Legislation  :  House  of  Commons  (Salaries,  Ac.)  775. 
Quarantine  (Cattle)  2033  (i). 

U.  S.  Alien  Labour  Law  (remarks)  1548  (i). 

Langevin,  Hon.  Sir  H.,  K.C.M.G.,  Three 

Rivers. 

Boundaries  of  Prov.  of  Que.  (M.  for  Cor.,  &c.) 
115  (i). 

- (remarks)  99  (i). 

Census,  Origin  and  Religious  Creeds  (Ques.)  190. 
Divorce,  H.  R.  Mead  Relief  B.  81  (Mr.  Taylor) 
on  M.  for  2°,  2093  (i). 

Representation  in  H.  of  C.  B.  76  (Sir  John 
Thompson)  on  M.  for  1°,  1862  (i). 

LaRiviere,  Mr.  A.  A.  C.,  Provencher. 

Barret  vs.  City  of  Winnipeg,  Supreme  Court 
Judgt.  (M.  for  copy)  158  (i). 

Man.  and  South-Eastern  Ry.  Co.’s(B.  35,  1°*)  245. 
N.  W.  T.  Act.  Amt.  B.  27  (Mr.  McCarthy)  onM. 
for  1°,  221  (i). 


Laurier,  Hon.  W.,  East  Quebec. 

Address,  on  the,  23  (i). 

Adjmnt.,  Ascension  Day  and  Queen’s  Birthday 
(re-marks)  2700,  2781  (ii). 

- Easter  (remarks)  1311  (i). 

Agriculture,  Letter  of  Dep.  Minister  (Ques.) 
1947  (i). 

Alien  Labour  Prohibition  B.  4  (Mr.  Taylor)  on 
M.  for  2°,  304  (i). 

Allan,  Messrs.,  &c.,  Duties  on  Iron  (M.  for 
Pets.*)  159  (i). 

Baie  de‘Chaleurs  Ry.,  Workmen’s  Claims,  on  M. 
(Mi.  Cockburn)  for  Sel.  Com.,  50  (i). 

Beef  and  Pork,  American  Imports,  on  M.  for 
Ret.,  295  (i). 

Beet- Root  Sugar  Bounty,  in  Com.  on  Res., 
4700,  4714  (ii). 

Behring’s  Sea  Seal  Fisheries,  Press  despatch  re 
Treaty  (read)  36  (i). 

Cacouna  Pier,  Expenditure  (Ques.)  137  (i). 

Canadian  Representative  at  Washington,  on 
prop.  Res.  (Mr.  McCarthy)  1956,  1976  (i). 

- on  Amt.  (Mr.  Tapper)  to  prop.  Res.  (Mr. 

McCarthy)  2467  (ii). 

Canadian  White  Pine  Areas,  on  M.  for  Map 
(objection)  217  (i). 

Canal  Tolls  in  U.  S.  (remarks)  4642  (ii). 

Caron,  Sir  Adolphe,  Charges  against,  on  Mr. 
Edgar's  Stmnt.  (remarks)  1035  (i). 

- on  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Edgar)  1047  (i). 

- Approval  of  Commissioners  (Amt.)  2981  ; 

neg.  (Y.  32,  N.  79)  3053  (ii). 

Charlebois,  F.,  Claim  against  Fisheries  Dept. 
(M.  for  Cor.)  1036  (i). 

Civil  Service  Act  Amt.  B.  74  (Mr.  Patterson , 
Huron)  on  M.  for  1°,  1636  (i);  in  Com., 
4639  (ii). 

Civil  Servants,  Permanent  Clerks  Extra  Pay,  on 
M.  for  Ret.,  1718  (i). 

Cockburn  Island,  Location  Tickets,  on  M.  for 
copies,  1984  (i). 

Commercial  Treaties,  on  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Mills , 
Bothwcll)  in  Amt.  to  M.  for  Com.  of  Sup., 
1136  (i). 

Compulsory  Voting  B.  46  (Mr.  Amyot)  on  M.  for 
2°,  1083  (i). 

Criminal  Law  B.  7  (Sir  John  Thompson)  on  M. 
for  2°,  1316  (i) ;  in  Com.,  2709,  2966,  2782,  3322, 
3646,  4228  (ii). 

Crown  Prosecutions  and  Suits,  on  prop.  Res.  (Sir 
John  Thompson)  1307  (i). 

Customs  Act  Amt.  B.  103  (Mr.  Foster)  in  Coin., 
4728  (ii). 

Debates,  Official,  1st  Rep.  of  Com.,  on  cone., 
1468  (i). 

- 2nd  Rep.  of  Com.,  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Gillies) 

4601  (ii). 

Diplomatic  Papers  (prop.  Res.)  in  Amt.  to  M. 
for  Com.  of  Sup.,  1789;  neg.  (Y.  57,  N.  98) 
1827  (i). 
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Laurier,  Hon.  W.— Continued. 

Edmonton  Land  Office,  Removal  (remarks)  4043, 
4392  (ii). 

Election  Expenses, Publications  in  Toronto  Globe , 
on  M.  for  Com.  of  Sup.,  4377  (ii). 

Electoral  Lists,  Revising  Officers,  Ac.,  on  M.  for 
Ret.,  930  (i).* 

Elliott,  Judge,  Charges  against,  on  M.  (Mr.  Lis¬ 
ter)  re  Hobbs’,  &c.,  Pet.,  606  (i). 

Esquimalt,  Defences  of,  Imp.  and  Can.  Govts. 
(M.  for  Cor.)  244  (i). 

Fertilizers,  Artificial,  Imports,  on  M.  for  Ret., 
536  (i). 

Fishing  Rights  on  Richelieu  River  (Ques.)  35  (i). 

Fishing  Vessels  ( Modus  Vivendi)  of  U.S.  B.  11 
(Mr.  Tapper)  on  M.  for  2°,  176  ;  in  Com.,  1475, 
1639  (ii). 

General  Inspection  Act  Amt.  B.  95  (Mr.  Costigan) 
in  Com.,  4485  (ii). 

Geological  Survey  Dept.  B.  43  (Mr.  Dewdnen)  on 
M.  for  2°,  1648  (i). 

Govt.  Business,  on  M.  (Sir  John  Thompson)  to 
take  in  Thursdays,  699  (i), 

- Wednesdays,  2491  (ii). 

- Mondays,  3565  (ii). 

Govt.  Rys.,  Employes,  on  M.  for  Ret., 41,  694  (i). 

Govt.  Measures  (remarks)  1153  (i). 

Gov.  Gen.’s  Body  Guard,  Affidavits  re  Pay  Lis^ 
(remarks)  1215  (i). 

- -  on  Ques.  of  Priv.  (Mr.  Denison)  1329  (i). 

Inland  Revenue  Act  Amt.  B.  (Mr.  Costigan)  on 
M.  for  2°  (objection)  1648  ;  on  M.  for  2°,  2007. 

Land  Office,  Edmonton,  Removal  (remarks)  4043, 
4392  (ii). 

L’Assomption  and  Pontiac  Writs  (Ques.)  2700. 

Lieut.  Gov.’s  Assent,  on  M.  for  Com.  of  Sup. 
(remarks)  2241  (i). 

Lieut.  Gov.’s  Instructions  (M.  for  copy)  2268  (i). 

London  Election,  Original  Voters’  Lists,  on  M. 
(Mr.  Mills,  Bothwell)  to  lay  on  Table,  38,  64  (i). 

- on  Ques.  of  Priv.  (remarks)  248  (i).' 

Mackenzie,  late  Hon.  Alex,  (remarks)  1389  (i). 

Ministers’  Visit  to  Washington,  Papers  respect¬ 
ing  (remarks)  333  (i),  3239,  3398  (ii). 

Mounted  Police,  Reduction  of  Force,  on  prop. 
Res.  (Mr.  McMullen)  2684  (ii). 

National  Mutual  Loan  and  Building  Society’s  B. 
53  (Mr.  Beausoleil )  on  M.  to  ref.  back  to  Sel. 
Com.,  3558  (ii). 

Newfoundland  Bait  Act,  Cor.,  Ac.  (remarks)  98. 

- Fishing  Licenses  (remarks)  135  (i). 

- Papers  respecting  (Ques.)  315  (i). 

- on  M.  for  copies,  686  (i). 

N.  W.  T.  Act  Amt.  B.  27  (Mr.  McCarthy)  on 
M.  to  set  Day  for  2°,  2484  (ii). 

Order,  Ques.  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1502  (i). 

Ordnance  Lands  (Toronto)  Conveyance,  B.  58 
(Mr.  Dcwdney)  in  Com.  on  Res.,  174  (i). 

Perth,  North  Riding,  Issue  of  Writ  (Ques.)  1639. 

Pontiac  Electoral  District,  Issue  of  Writ  (Ques.) 
2700,  2980,  3054  (ii). 


Laurier,  Hon.  W .—Continued. 

Post  Offices,  Erection,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2820  (ii). 
Preferential  Trade  with  G.  B.,  despatch  to  Lon¬ 
don  Times  re  deb.  (remarks)  2499  (ii). 
Prohibition,  Plebiscite,  on  prop.  Res.  ( Mr. Charl¬ 
ton)  2652  (ii). 

Railway  Act  Amt.  B.  84 (Mr.  Haggart)  in  Coin., 
4481;  on  M.  for  3°  (Amt.)  4728  (ii). 

Railway  Com.  of  Privy  Council,  Applications  or 
Complaints,  on  M.  for  Stmnt.,  1949  (i). 

Railway  Subsidies,  on  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Haggart) 
4398  (ii). 

- on  2nd  prop.  Res.,  4467  (ii). 

- in  Com.  on  Res.,  4510,  4629  (ii). 

Representation  in  H.  of  C.  B.  76  (Sir  John 
Thompson)  on  M.  for  1°,  1866  (i). 

- on  M  for  2°  (Amt.)  3116  ;  (Y.  58,  N.  100) 

3299  (ii). 

- in  Com.,  3727,  3782,  3912,  3966,  4022,  4026, 

4037,  4047,  4098,  4187,  4321  (ii). 

- on  Amt.  (Mr.  Bechard)  to  M.  for  3°,  4340. 

Returning  Officers,  &c., Duties,  on  Amt. (Sir  John 
Thompson)  to  prop.  Res.,  90  (i). 

St.  Cesaire  Postmaster,  Money  Deposits,  on  M. 
for  Cor.,  401  (i). 

St.  John  Harbour  Commission,  on  M.  for  Com. 
on  Res.,  4494  ;  in  Com.,  4498  (ii). 

- B.  99  (Mr.  Foster)  in  Com.,,  4647 ;  on  M. 

for  3°  (Amt.)  neg.  (Y.  53,  N.  93)  4654  (ii). 

Sick  Mariners’  Dues,  Circular  issued  by  Marine 
Dept.  (M.  for  copies*)  159  (i). 

Sittings  cf  the  Hse.,  on  M.  (Sir  John  Thompson ) 
3897  (ii). 

Soulanges  and  Beauharnois  Canals,  Engineers’ 
Reps.,  Ac.,  on  M.  for  copies,  232  (i). 

Supply : 

Civil  Government  (High  Commissioner)  277  ;  (In¬ 
terior)  837,  884  (i),  cone.,  4207  4472  (ii) ;  (Printing 
and  Stationery)  912;  (Public  Works)  272  (i). 
Collection  of  Revenues :  Post  Office  (Mail  Service) 
cone.,  4471.  Railways  (I.  C.  R.)  2628  (ii). 
Dominion  Police,  314  (i). 

Fisheries  (Behring  Sea  Arbitration)  cone.,  4478. 
Indians  (Reserve  Commission)  4422  (ii). 
Legislation  :  House  of  Commons  (Salaries,  Ac.) 
779  (i). 

Mail  Subsidies,  Ac.  (Can.  and  Liverpool)  cone., 
4478;  (Halifax,  Ac.,  and  West  Indies)  4283; 
cone.,  4469  (ii). 

Marine  Hospitals,  4310  (ii). 

Miscellaneous  (Monument,  late  Sir  John  Mac¬ 
donald)  4458  (ii). 

Penitentiaries  (St.  Vincent  de  Paul)  736  (i). 

Public  Works— Income :  Buildings  (N.W.T.)  2950, 
cone,  4467 ;  (Que.)  2303.  Harbours  and  Rivers 
(N.S.)  4251 ;  (Que.) 4257, 4449.  Slides  and  Booms, 
4457  (ii). 

Supply  B.  100  (Mr.  Foster)  on  M.  for  1°,  4603 ;  on 
M.  for  2°,  4655  ;  on  M.  for  3°,  4715  (ii). 

Tenant  Farmers’  Delegates  Rep.,  on  M.  for 
copy,  2435,  2444  (ii). 

Three  Rivers  Hai’bour  Commissioners  B.  98  (Mr. 
Foster)  on  M.  for  Com  on  Res.,  1874. 


xxii 


INDEX. 


Laurier,  Hon.  W. — Continued. 

Trade  Relations  with  G.  B.  (Ques.)  1979  (i). 

- with  Spain  (remarks)  4602  (ii). 

U.S.  Fishing  Vessels  B.  11  (Mr.  Tupper)  on  M.  for 
2°,  176 ;  in  Com.,  1475,  1639  (ii), 

Voters’  Lists,  1891,  B.  67  (Mr.  Patterson,  Huron ) 
on  M.  for  2°,  3300  ;  in  Com.,  4480  ;  on  Amt. 
(Mr.  Armstrong)  on  M.  for  3°,  4503  (ii). 

Wavs  and  Means — The  Tariff,  in  Com.  on  Res., 
46S7  (ii). 

Welland  Election,  on  M.  (Mr.  Tisdale)  declaring 
Seat  vacant,  396,  583  ;  (Amt.)  584  (i). 

Wrecking  in  Can.  Waters  B.  8  (Mr.  Bowell )  on 
M.  for  1°,  106  (i). 

Writs  for  Elections,  on  enquiry  for  Ret.,  3115  (ii). 

- Ques.,  2700,  2980,  3054  (ii). 

Yamaska  River,  Damages  through  Dam  (M.  for 
Ret.)  1985  (i). 

Lavergne,  Mr.  J.,  Drummond  and  Arthcibaska. 

I.  C.  R.,  Shipment  of  Hay  (Ques.)  4643  (ii). 

Pmsonneault,  Alfred,  Resignation,  &c.  (Ques.) 
749  (i). 

Representation  in  H.  of  C.  B.  76  (Sir  John 
Thompson)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Laurier)  to  M.  for  2°, 
3151  (ii). 

- in  Com.,  4102  (ii). 

Saw-Logs,  &c.,  Export  Duty,  on  prop.  Res.  (Mr. 
Ives)  1264  (i). 

Leduc,  Mr.  J.  H.,  Nicolet. 

Drummond  County  Postal  Service  (Ques.)  289  (i). 

Post  Offices,  Erection,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2850, 
2861  (ii). 

Representation  in  H.  of  C.  B.  76  (Sir  John 
Thompson)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  La  urier)  to  M.  for  2°, 
3229  (ii). 

Supply  : 

Public  Works — Income:  Buildings  (Que.)  2850, 
2861  (ii). 

Legris,  Mr.  J.  H.,  Maskinonge. 

Beet-Root  Sugar  Bounty,  in  Com.  on  Res.,  4711. 

Supply : 

Public  Works — Income  :  Buildings  (Que.)  2861  (ii). 

Lepine,  A.  T.,  East  Montreal. 

Gear  and  Tackle  Inspector,  Appmnt.  (Ques.)  224. 

Lippe,  Mr.  U.,  Joliette. 

Railway  Subsidies,  in  Com.  on  Res.,  4574  (ii). 

Lister,  Mr.  J.  F.,  West  Lambton. 

Binding  Twine,  on  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Watson)  in 
Amt.  to  M.  for  Com.  of  Sup.,  1698  (i). 

Cockburn  Island,  Location  Tickets  (M.  for 
copies)  1980,  2006  (i). 

Criminal  Code  B.  7  (Sir  John  Thompson)  in  Com., 
2704,  4267  (ii). 

Debates,  Official,  2nd  Rep.  of  Com.,  on  cone., 
4593  (ii). 


Lister,  Mr.  J.  F.— Continued. 

Drill  Hall,  Ottawa,  Contract  for  Roofing  (Ques. ) 
4601  (ii). 

Elliott,  Judge,  Charges  against  (M.  re  Pet.)  665. 
Granite,  Manufactured,  Exports  and  Imports 
(Ques.)  509  (i). 

Kingston  Graving  Dock,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2723  (ii) 
London  Election,  Charges  against  Judge  Elliott 
(prop.  Res.)  1719  (i). 

- Res.,  2344  (i) ;  neg.  (Y.  50,  N.  93)  2361  (i). 

- Papers  respecting  (remarks)  1089  (i). 

- Ret.  of  last  Election  (M.)  245  (i). 

- Voters’  Lists,  &c.  (M.)  245  (i). 

- (M.  for  copies)  292  (i). 

Post  Offices,  Erection,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2722,  2756, 
2870,  2894  (ii). 

Preferential  Trade  with  G.B.,  despatch  to  London 
Times  re  Deb.  (remarks)  2505  (ii). 

Privilege,  Ques.  of  (Mr.  Patterson,  Huron)  North 
Perth  Election  (remarks)  3056  (ii). 

Railway  Subsidies,  in  Com.  on  Res.,  4554  (ii). 
Representation  in  H.  of  C.  B.  76  (Sir  John 
Thompson)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  McCarthy)  to  M.  for 
2°,  3612  (ii). 

Supply : 

Arts,  Agriculture,  &c.  (Columbian  Exhibition) 
4437  (ii). 

Canals— Income  (Chambly)  2257  (i). 

Immigration  (Expenses)  1900;  (Printing  Pamph¬ 
lets)  2013  (i). 

Public  Works— Capital :  Harbours  and  Rivers 
(Ont.)2620;  (Kingston  Graving  Dock)  2722.  In¬ 
come:  Buildings  (N.S.)  2756 ;  (Ont.)  2933  ;  (Que.) 
2994  (ii). 

Quarantine  (Cattle)  2033  (i). 

Railways  :  I.C.R.  (St.  John, accommodation) 2604. 
Tenant  Farmers’  Delegates  Rep.,  on  M.  for  copy, 
2441  (ii). 

Lowell,  Mr.  J.  A.,  South  Waterloo. 

Representation  in  H.  of  C.  B.  76  (Sir  John 
Thompson)  in  Com.,  3889  (ii). 

Supply  : 

Public  Works— Income:  Buildings  (Que.)  2865  (ii). 

Macdonald,  Mr.  A.  C., King's,  P.E.I. 

Adjmt.,  Ascension  Day  and  Queen’s  Birthday  (re¬ 
marks)  2781  (ii). 

Fisheries  Act,  Amt.  B.  9  (Mr.  Tupper)  on  M.  for 
Corn.,  2209;  in  Com.,  2224  (i). 

Representation  in  H.  of  C.  B.  76  (Sir  John 
Thompson)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Somerville)  to  M.  for 
2°,  3705  (ii). 

- in  Com.,  4127,  3754,  4189  (ii). 

Supply : 

Fisheries  (P.E.I. ,  Salaries)  4312  (ii). 

Public  Works— Income :  Harbours  and  Rivers 
(P.E.I.)  4449  (ii). 

Macdonald,  Mr.  H.  J.,  Winnipeg. 

Preferential  Trade  with  G.B.  on  prop.  Res.  (Mr. 
McNeill)  1594  (i). 
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Macdonald,  Mr.  H.  J .—Continued. 

Representation  in  H.  of  C.  B.  76  (Sir  John 
Thompson )  in  Com.,  3014  (ii). 

Wood  Mountain  and  Qu’Appelle  Ry.  Co.’s  (B.  33, 
1°*)  245  (i). 

Macdonald,  Mr.  P.,  East  Huron. 

Binding  Twine,  Imports,  on  M.  for  Ret.,  546  ; 
Budget  on,  the,  460  (i). 

Caron,  Sir  Adolphe,  Charges  against  on  Amt.  to 
Amt.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwriyht)  to  prop.  Res., 
2152  (i). 

Coal  Oil  and  Kerosene,  Imports,  (M.  for  Ret.) 
3050  (ii). 

Contracts  (Govt.)  since  Confedn.  (M.  for  Stmnt.) 
00;  Wthdn.,  110  (i). 

Contracts  (Govt.)  1887  to  1801  (M.  for  Stmnt.*) 
110  (i). 

Electoral  Lists,  Revising  Officers,  &c.,  on  M.  for 
Ret.,  051  (i). 

Fertilizers,  Artificial,  Imports,  on  M.  for  Ret., 
532,  (i). 

N.  W.T.,  Education  and  Dual  Languages,  on  prop. 

Res.  (Mr.  Armstrong)  3075  (ii). 

Post  Offices,  Erection,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2021  (ii). 
Railway  Subsidies,  in  Com.  on  Res.,  4572  (ii). 
Representation  in  H.  of  C.  B.  76  (Sir  John 
Thompson)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  McCarthy)  to  M.  for 
2°,  3528  (ii). 

- in  Com.,  3811,  3837,  3016,  4326  (ii). 

Tenant  Farmers’  Delegates  Rep.,  on  M.  for  copy, 
2438  (ii). 

Supply — on  the  Budget,  460  (i). 

Arts,  Agriculture ,  Ac.  (Criminal  Statistics)  1161  (i). 
Immigration  (Expenses)  1924, 1943  (i). 

Legislation  :  House  of  Commons  (Salaries,  tfcc.) 

7b7.  Senate  (Salaries,  See.)  753  (i). 

Public  Works — Income:  Buildings  (Ont.)  2921. 

Slides  and  Booms,  4457  (ii). 

Quarantine  (Grosse  Isle)  2029  (i). 

Macdonell,  Mr.  G.  H.,  Algoma. 

Kingston  Graving  Dock,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2727. 
Niagara  Falls  and  Queenston  Ry.  and  Bridge 
Co.’s  incorp.  (B.  54,  1°*)  823  (i). 

Post  Offices,  Erection,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2776, 
2884  (ii). 

St.  Lawrence  River  Canals,  Deepening,  on  prop. 

Res.  (Mr.  Denison)  149  (i). 

Supply  : 

Canals — Income  (Lachine)  2251  (i). 

Public  Works— Capital  (Kingston  Graving  Dock) 
2727.  Harbours  and  Rivers  (Ont.)  2625.  Income  : 
Buildings  (Que.)  2884  (ii). 

Mackintosh,  Mr.  C.  H.,  Ottawa  City. 

Representation  in  H.  of  C.  B.  76  (Sir  John 
Thompson )  on  Amt.  (Mr.  McCarthy)  to  M.  for 
2°,  3620  (ii). 

Maclean,  Mr.  W.  F.,  East  York. 

Midland  Ry.  Co.  of  Can.  B.  03  (Mr.  Tisdale) 
in  Com.  (Amt.)  3771  (ii). 


Maclean,  Mr.  W.  F. — Continued. 

Railway  Act  Amt.  B.  84  (Mr.  Haggart)  on  M. 

for  3°  (Amt.)  4603  ;  neg.  (Y.  20,  N.  128)  4628. 
Representation  in  H.  of  C.  B.  76  (Sir  John 
Thompson)  in  Com.,  4074  (ii). 

McAlister,  Mr.  J.,  Restigouche. 

Fisheries  Act  Amt.  B.  9  (Mr.  Tupper)  in  Com., 
2231  (i). 

Supply  : 

Railways :  I.  C.  R.  (Expenses)  2377  (i). 

McCarthy,  Mr.  D.,  North  Simcoe. 

Canadian  Representative  at  Washington  (prop. 
Res.)  1950,  1077  (i). 

- on  Amt.  (Mr.  Tupper)  2480  (ii). 

Caron,  Sir  Adolphe,  Charges  against,  Approval  of 
Commissioners  (M.)  2170  (i). 

Criminal  Code  B.  7  (Sir  John  Thompson)  in 
Com.,  2705,  2788,  3324  (ii). 

Globe  Printing  Co.’s  B.  31  (Mr.  Innes)  in  Com., 
1230  (i). 

Home  Rule  for  Ireland,  on  prop.  Res.  (Amt.  to 
Amt.)  3357  (ii). 

N.  W.  T.  Act  Amt.  (B.  27,  1°)  217  ;  2°,  neg. 

(Y.  33,  N.  132)  241  (i)  ;  Day  for  2°  (M  )  2483. 

N.  W.  T.  Education  and  Dual  Languages,  on 
prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Armstrong)  3076  (ii). 

Railway  Com.  of  Privy  Council,  Applications  or 
Complaints  (M.  for  Stmnt.)  1937,  1950  (i). 
Representation  in  H.  of  C.  B.  76  (Sir  John 
Thompson)  on  M.  for  2°,  3399;  (Amt.)  3414; 
neg.  (Y.  62,  N.  109)  3636  (ii). 

- in  Com.,  3785  (ii). 

- on  M.  to  adjn.  Deb.,  (personal  explana¬ 
tion)  3472  (ii). 

Supply  : 

Civil  Government  (Interior)  848  (i). 

Legislation:  House  of  Commons  (Salaries,  &c.) 
784  (i). 

Welland  Election,  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Laurier)  to 
ref.  to  Com.  on  Priv.  and  Elec.,  588  (i). 

McDonald,  Mr.  J.  A.,  Victoria,  N.S. 

London  Election,  Charges  against  J udge  Elliott, 
on  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Lister)  2335  (i). 

Supply : 

Civil  Government  (Interior)  847  (i). 

McDougall,  Mr.  H.  F.,  Cape  Breton. 

Mail  Service,  Imperfect  (remarks)  4398  (ii). 

McDougald,  Mr.  J.,  Pictou. 

I.C.R.,  Accident  at  New  Glasgow  (remarks)  3088. 

- Expenditure  out  of  Income  (M.  for  Ret. ) 

1371  (ii). 

Supply : 

Railways  :  I.  C.  R.  (Expenses)  2410  (ii). 

McGregor,  Mr.  W.,  North  Essex. 

Mounted  Police,  Reduction  of  Force,  on  prop. 
Res.  (Mr.  McMullen)  2697  (ii). 
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McGregor,  Mr.  W.— ■ Continued. 

N.  W.  T.  Act  Amt.  B.  27  (Mr.  McCarthy)  on  M. 

to  set  Day  for  2°,  2485  (ii). 

Railway  Subsidies,  in  Com.  on  Res.,  4580  (ii). 
Saw  Logs,  &c.,  Export  Duty,  on  prop.  Res.  (Mr. 
Ives)  1262  (i). 

Steamboat  Inspection  Act  Amt.  B.  13  (Mr. 

Tupper)  in  Com.,  1646  (i). 

Supply  : 

Canals — Capital  (Sault  Ste.  Marie)  2246  (i). 
Collection  of  Revenues :  Customs  (Detective 
Service)  1026  (i). 

Militia  (Ammunition)  1183  (i). 

Quarantine  (Cattle)  2039  (i). 

Superannuation,  804  (i). 

Wilson, Convict, Ed.,  Release,  on  M.  for  Pet.,  &c., 
2645  (ii). 

Wrecking  in  Canadian  Waters  B.  8  (Mr.  Boivell) 
in  Com.,  1096  (i). 

McKay,  Mr.  A.,  Hamilton. 

Alien  Labour  Prohibition  B.  4  (Mr.  Taylor)  on 
M.  for  2°,  306  (i). 

Cotton  Seed  Oil,  Imports  (M.  for  Ret.*)  1555  (i). 
National  Mutual  Loan  and  Building  Society’s  B. 
53  (Mr.  Beausoleil)  on  M.  to  ref.  back  to  Sel. 
Com.,  3559  (ii). 

Representation  in  H.  of  C.  B.  76  (Sir  John 
Thompson)  in  Com.,  3911,  3945  (ii). 

McLean,  Mr.  J.,  Queen’s,  P.E.I. 

Fisheries  Act  Amt.  B.  9  (Mr.  Tupper)  on  M.  for 
Com.,  2185  ;  in  Com.,  2231  (i). 

Representation  in  H.  of  C.  B.  76  (Sir  John 
Thompson)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Somerville)  to  M.  for 
2°,  3711  (ii). 

• - B.  76  in  Com.,  4132,  4181  (ii). 

Supply  : 

Collection  of  Revenues :  Railways  (P.E.I.)  2634  (ii). 
Public  Works — Income:  Harbours  and  Rivers 
(P.E.I.)  4448  (ii). 

McLeod,  Mr.  E.,  St.  John,  N.B. 

Criminal  Code  B.  7  (Sir  John  Thompson)  in  Com., 
4226,  4347  (ii). 

St.  John- Harbour  B.  99  (Mr.  Foster)  in  Com., 
4648  (ii). 

- Commission,  on  M.  for  Com.  on  Res., 

4495;  in  Com.,  4498  (ii). 

Lord’s  Day  Observance  B.  2  (Mr.  Charlton)  in 
Com.,  3103  (ii). 

Supply : 

Public  Works — Income :  Buildings  (N.B.)  4441  (ii). 
Railways:  I.  C.  R.  (St.  John,  Accommodation) 
2572  (ii).  ' 

McMillan,  Mr.  H.,  Vaudreuil. 

Ottawa  A'alley  Ry.  Co.’s  incorp.  (B.  59,  1°*)  970. 

McMillan,  Mr.  J.,  South  Huron. 

Beet-Root  Sugar  Bounty,  in  Com.  on  Res.,  4702, 
4713  (ii). 

Binding  Twine,  Imports,  on  M.  for  Ret.,  543  (i). 


McMillan,  Mr.  J .  -  Continued. 

Binding  Twine,  on  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Watson)  in 
Amt.  toM.  for  Com.  of  Sup.,  1679  (i). 

Budget,  on  the,  701  (i). 

Dom.  Millers’  Association  incorp.  B.  70  (Mr. 

Stevenson)  on  M.  for  3°,  2940  (ii). 

Electoral  Lists,  Revising  Officers,  &c.,  on  M.  for 
Ret.,  954  (i). 

Experimental  Farm  (Central)  Dairy  (M.  for  Ret.) 
402  (i). 

Fertilizers,  Artificial,  Imports  (M.  for  Ret.)  526. 
General  Inspection  Act  Amt.  B.  95  (Sir  John 
Thompson)  on  M.  for  2°,  4140;  in  Com.,  4483. 
Patent  Act  Amt.  B.  90  (Mr.  Carling)  in  Com., 
4224  (ii). 

Post  Offices,  Erection,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2877  (ii). 
Railway  Subsidies,  in  Com.  on  Res.,  4557  (ii). 
Representation  in  H.  of  C.  B.  76  (Sir  John 
Thompson)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  McCarthy)  to  M.  for 
2°,  3595  (ii). 

- in  Com.,  3864  (ii). 

Supply — on  the  Budget,  701  (i). 

Arts.  Agriculture,  &c.  (Dairy7  Industry7)  1454 ; 
(Experimental  Farms)  1425  ;  (Haras  National 
Co.)  1465  (i). 

Immigration  (Expenses)  1941  (i). 

Ocean  and  River  Service  (Cattle  Inspection)  992. 
Penitentiaries  (Kingston)  4441  (ii). 

Public  Works — Income :  Buildings  (Que.)  2877. 
Experimental  Farms,  4448.  Harbours  and 
Rivers  (Que.)  4451  (ii). 

Tenant  Farmers’  Delegates  Rep.  (M.  for  copy) 
2432  (ii). 

- (Ques.)  3116,  3566,  3637  (ii). 

- on  M.  for  Com.  of  Sup.  (remarks)  4401. 

McMullen,  Mr.  J.,  North  Wellington. 

Adjmt.  for  Holidays  (remarks)  4260  (ii). 

Auditor  Gen.’s  Rep.  (Ques.)  36  (i). 

Binding  Twine,  on  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Watson)  in 
Amt.  to  M.  for  Com.  of  Sup.,  1668  (i). 

Budget,  on  the,  4  9  (i). 

Cape  Breton  Ry.,  Terminal  Accommodation 
(Ques.)  1549  (i). 

Caron,  Sir  Adolphe,  Charges  against,  on  Amt. 
to  Amt.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  2167  (i). 

- Approval  of  Commissioners,  on  Amt. 

(Mr.  Laurier)  3047  (ii). 

Chatham,  Customs  Collector  (Ques.)  1391  (i). 

Civil  Service  Act  Amt.  B.  74,  in  Com.,  4641  (ii). 

- Commissioners’  Rep.  (Ques.)  1547  (i). 

Customs  Seizures,  Commissions  Paid  (Ques.) 
3238  (ii). 

Debates,  Official,  2nd  Rep.  of  Com.,  on  cone., 
4591  (ii). 

Dom.  Lands  Act  Amt.  B.  89  (Mr.  Dcwdney)  in 
Com.,  3306  ;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Bavin)  to  M.  for 
3°,  3819  (ii). 

Electoral  Lists,  Revising  Officers,  &c.,  on  M.  for 
Ret.,  940  (i). 

Farm  Produce,  Exports  (M.  for  Ret.)  292  (i). 
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McMullen,  Mr.  J . — Continued. 

Fisheries  Dept.,  Irregularities  by  Dep.  Min.  (M. 

for  Ret.*)  418  (i).  , 

General  Inspection  Act  Amt.  B.  95  (Mr.  Costi- 
gan)  in  Com.,  4487  (ii). 

Gov.  Gen.’s  Body  Guard,  Affidavits  re  Pay  List 
(remarks)  1223  (i). 

Govt.  Rys.,  Employes  (M.  for  Ret.)  41 ;  Deb. 
rsmd.,  692,  699  (i). 

- Propertj”  accommodation  (M.  for  Ret.) 

1984  (i). 

I.  C.  R.,  Employes,  Number,  &e.  (M.  for  Ret.*) 
969  (i). 

- Stationery  Supplies,  value  (Ques.)  1032. 

Kingston  Graving  Dock,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2715. 
Labrador,  reported  Distress  (Ques.)  4263  (ii). 
Land  Grants  to  Militia  B.  96  {Mr.  Dcivdney )  in 
Com.,  4264  (ii). 

Lord’s  Day  Observance  B.  2  (Mr.  Charlton )  on 
M.  for  2°,  1078  (i)  ;  in  Com.,  3099  (ii). 

Marine  and  Fisheries  Dept.  Amalgamation  B. 

12  (Mr.  Tapper)  in  Com.,  183  (i). 

Morton  Dairy  Co.’s  Claims  (Ques.)  916  (i). 
Mounted  Police,  Reduction  of  Force  (prop.  Res.) 
2668,  2699  (ii). 

N.  W.  T.  Act  Amt.  B.  27  (Mr.  McCarthy)  on  M. 
to  set  Day  for  2°,  2483  (ii). 

-  Education  and  Dual  Languages,  on 

prop  Res.  (Mr.  Armstrong)  3069  (ii). 

Patent  Act  Amt.  B.  90  (Mr.  Carling)  in  Com., 
4216  (ii). 

Payne,  J.  L.,  Payments  for  Services  (Ques.) 
1548  (i). 

Post  Offices,  Erection,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2742, 
2768  (ii). 

Prohibition,  Plebiscite,  on  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Charl¬ 
ton)  2660  (ii). 

Railway  Statistics  (Ques.)  3398  ;  (remarks)  3185. 
Railway  Subsidies,  in  Com.  on  Res.,  4506  (ii). 
Ranching  Companies,  N.W.T.  (Ques.)  1946  (i). 
Representation  in  H.  of  C.  B.  76  (Sir  John 
Thompson)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  McCarthy)  to  M.  for 
2°,  3499  (ii). 

- in  Com.,  3762,  3778,  3878,  3906,  3933, 

4332  (ii). 

- on  Amt.  (Sir  Richard  Cartivright)  to  M. 

for  3°,  4332  (ii). 

- on  Ques.  of  Order,  3545  (ii). 

St.  John  Harbour  Commission,  on  M.  for  Com. 
on  Res.,  4498  (ii). 

Savings  Banks,  Superannuation  of  Officials,  on 
M.  for  Com.  of  Sup.  (remarks)  4272  (ii). 
Settlers’  Grievances,  on  M.  for  Com.  of  Sup. 

(remarks)  4407  (ii). 

Supply — on  the  Budget,  429  (i). 

Arts,  Agriculture,  Ac.  (Census)  4437;  (Columbian 
Exhibition)  986  (i),  4435,  cone.,  4475  (ii) ;  (Crim¬ 
inal  Statistics)  1160  ;  (Experimental  Farms) 
1424  ;  (Jamaica  Exhibition)  976  :  ( Patent  Record ) 
1159  (i). 

Canals— Capital  (Soulanges)  2051 :  (Trent)  2066 
(i),  4438  (ii).  Income  (Rideau)  988  (i). 


McMullen,  Mr.  J. — Continued. 

Supply — Continued. 

Charges  of  Management  (Public  Debt,  Commission) 
253  ;  (Country  Savings  Banks)  250  (i). 

Civil  Government  (Agriculture)  contingencies,  286  ; 
(Civil  Service  Examiners)  283  ;  (Customs)  269  ; 
(Depth  Buildings,  care,  Ac.)  contingencies, 286  ; 
(Finance  and  Treasury  Board)  contingencies, 
285 ;  (Gov.  Gen.’s  Sec.’s  Office)  contingencies, 
284;  (High  Commissioner)  275,  contingencies* 
282,  898  ;  (Interior)  261,  847,  895,  1154  ;  (Printing 
and  Stationery)  912  ;  (Public  Works)  271;  Rail¬ 
ways  and  Canals)  273  (i). 

Collection  of  Revenues :  Customs  (Detective  Service) 
1031;  (B.CJ821;  (N.SJ811;  (Ont.)817;  (Craven, 
Geo.,  Gratuity)  1007.  Excise  (Customs  Officers’ 
Commissions)  1015  ;  (Tobacco  Stamps)  1009  (i). 
Fisheries,  (N.  S.,  Salaries)  4311;  (Ont.)  4310; 
(P.E.I.)  4312  (ii). 

Government  of  N.  W.T.  (Schools)  995  (i). 
Immigration  (Agents’  Salaries)  1510,  1828;  (Ex¬ 
penses)  1908,  1932;  (Printing  Pamphlets)  2020- 
Justice,  Administration  of  (Circuit  Allowances, 
B.C.)  311:  (Judges,  Queen’s  Bench,  Ac.,  Man.) 
312;  (Judges’  Travelling  Expenses,  N.W.T.) 
310  (i). 

Legislation:  House  of  Commons  (Committees,  Ac.) 
788;  (Salaries,  Ac.)  762;  (Salary,  Dep.  Speaker) 
974.  Senate  (Salaries,  Ac.)  752  (i). 

Mail  Subsidies,  &q.  (Halifax,  Ac.,  and  West  Indies) 
4284;  cone.,  4469  (ii). 

Militia  (Ammunition)  1185 ;  (Clothing)  1346 ;  (Dis¬ 
trict  Staff)  1161;  (Drill  Sheds,  Ac.)  1373:  Mili¬ 
tary  College)  1380;  (Permanent  Forces)  1421; 
(Stores)  1353  (i). 

Miscellaneous  (Clerical  Assistance)  4457  (ii)  ; 
(Jukes,  Dr.  A.,  Medical  Services)  1003  (i) ;  Monu¬ 
ment,  late  Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  4458  (ii) 
(Ross,  Hon.  J.  G.,  Refund)  1003  (i). 

Penitentiaries  (Kingston)  4440  (ii)  ;  (Man.)  744, 
973 ;  (Regina  Gaol)  748 ;  (St.  Vincent  de  Paul) 
736,  972  (i). 

Public  Works  —  Capital :  (Esquimalt  Graving 
Dock)  4439  ;  (Kingston  Graving  Dock)  2715,  2741. 
Income :  Buildings  (Heating)  cone.,  4477 ;  (N.  S.) 
2742;  (Major’s  Hill  Park)  cone.,  4468  (ii). 
Quarantine  (Grosse  Isle)  2025;  (St.  John  and 
Halifax)  2032  (i). 

Railways — Capital:  I.  C.  R.  (Accomodation,  St. 
John)  988  (i) ;  (Expenses)  2367,  2515  (ii).  Oxford 
and  New  Glasgow  (Construction)  cone.,  4475  (ii). 
Superannuation  (W.  Wallace)  798  (i). 

Unprovided  Items,  1018  (i). 

Tenant  Farmers’ Delegates  Rep.,  on  M.  for  copy, 
2450  (ii). 

LT.  S.  Vessels  in  Hudson  Bay  (Ques.)  4262  (ii). 
Voters’  Lists,  1891,  B.  67  (Sir  John  Thompson)  on 
Amt.  (Mr.  Armstrong)  to  M.  for  3°,  4503  (ii). 
Waldron  Ranch  Co.,  Settlers’  Claims  (M.  for  Cor., 
Ac.*)  292  (i). 

- Settlers’  Claims  (Ques.)  223  (i). 

McNeill,  Mr.  A.,  North  Bruce. 

Atlantic  Mail  Service  (Ques.)  1231  (i). 

Canadian  Representative  at  Washington,  on  prop. 
Res.  (Mr.  McCarthy)  1967  (i). 
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McNeill,  Mr.  A. — Continued. 

Debates,  Official,  2nd  Rep.  of  Com.,  on  cone., 
4595  (ii). 

Preferential  Trade  with  G.B.  (prop.  Res.)  1555 
(i) ;  agreed  to  (Y.  97,  N.  63)  1635  (i). 

- despatch  to  London  Times  re  Deb.  (re¬ 
marks)  2497  (i). 

Representation  in  H.  of  C.  B.  76  (Sir  John  Thomp¬ 
son)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Laurier )  to  M.  for  2°,  3295. 

- on  Amt.  (Mr.  McCarthy)  to  M.  for  2°, 

3603  (ii). 

Supply  : 

Civil  Government  (Interior)  876  (i). 

Madill,  Mr.  F.,  North  Ontario. 

Representation  in  H.  of  C.  B.  76  (Sir  John 
Thompson)  in  Com.,  4327  (ii). 

Mara,  Mr.  J.  A.,  Yale. 

B.  C.  and  Southern  Ry.  Co.’s  (B.  20,  1°*)  129  (i). 

Electoral  Districts  in  B.C.  (M.  for  Ret.)  2287  (i). 

Indian  Reserves,  B.C.,  on  M.  for  Ret.,  519  (i). 

Nelson  and  Fort  Sheppard  Ry.  Co.’s  incorp.  (B. 
26,  1°*)  189  (i). 

Nicola  Valley  Ry.  Co.’s  (B.  24,  1°*)  161  (i). 

Railway  Subsidies,  in  Com.  on  Res.,  4511  (ii). 

Representation  in  H.  of  C.  B.  76  (Sir  John 
Thompson)  in  Coin.,  3725,  4091  (ii). 

Ways  and  Means — The  Tariff,  in  Com.  on  Res., 
4690  (ii). 

Masson,  Mr.  J.,  North  Grey. 

Criminal  Code  B.  7  (Sir  John  Thompson)  in  Com., 
2845,  2960,  3326,  3638,  4225,  4267  (ii). 

Dom.  Lands  Act  Amt.  B.  89  (Mr.  Bewdney)  in 
Com.,  3304  (ii). 

Railway  Act  Amt.  B.  84  (Mr.  Haggart)  in  Com., 
4481  (ii). 

Representation  in  H.  of  C.  B.  76  (Sir  John 
Thompson)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  McCarthy)  to  M.  for 
2°,  3449  (ii). 

- in  Com.,  4169  (ii). 

Welland  Election,  on  M.  (Mr.  Tisdale)  declaring 
Seat  vacant,  580  (i). 

Winnipeg  and  Atlantic  Ry.  Co.’s  incorp.  (B.  72, 
1°*)  1636  (i). 

Mignault,  Mr.  R.  M.  S.,  Yamaska. 

Yamaska  River  Lock,  Navigation,  &c.  (Ques.) 
2171  (i). 

- Works,  Total  Cost  (Ques.)  1714  (i). 

Mills,  Hon.  D„  Both  well. 

Adjmnt.  for  Holidays  (remarks)  4260  (ii). 

Alien  Labour  Prohibition  B.  4  (Mr.  Taylor)  on  M. 
for  2°,  307  (i). 

Behring’s  Sea  Seal  Fisheries,  Seizure  of  Say  ward 
(remarks)  36  (i). 

Binding  Twine,  on  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Watson)  in 
Amt.  to  Ms-fjjr  Com.  of  Sup.,  1704  (i). 

Boundaries  of  Prov.  of  Que.,  on  M.  for  Cor.,  &c., 
121  (i). 


Mills,  Hon.  D. — Continued. 

Budget,  on  the,  589  (i). 

Bye  Elections,  Enquiry  for  Rets.,  1491  (i). 

Canadian  Representative  at  Washington,  on  prop. 
Res.  (Mr.  McCarthy)  1964  (i). 

- on  Amt.  (Mr.  Tupper)  2470  (ii). 

Canal  Tolls  and  U.  S.  (remarks)  4643  (ii). 

Caron,  Sir  Adolphe,  Charges  against,  on  prop. 
Res.  (Mr.  Edgar)  1052  (i). 

- —  Approval  of  Commissioners,  on  Amt.  (Mr. 

Laurier)  2984  (ii).  . 

Census  and  Statistics,  Maps  respecting  (Ques.) 
824  (i). 

Chinese  Immigration  Act  Amt.  B.  44  (Mr.  Gor¬ 
don)  in  Com.,  4721  (ii). 

Civil  Servants,  Permanent  Clerks  Extra  Pay,  on 
M.  for  Ret.,  1717  (i). 

Civil  Service  Act  Amt.  B.  74,  in  Com.,  4641  (ii). 

Commercial  Treaties  (prop.  Res.)  in  Amt.  to  M. 
for  Com.  of  Sup.,  1104;  neg.  (Y.  62,  N.  106) 
1151  (i). 

Criminal  Code  B.  7  (Sir  John  Thompson)  on  M. 
for  2°,  1317  (i). 

- in  Com.,  2702  2785,  2828,  2959,  3641,  3645, 

4228,  4265,  4345  (ii). 

Crown  Prosecutions  and  Suits,  on  prop.  Res.  (Sir 
John  Thompson)  1295  (i). 

Debates,  Official,  2nd  Rep.  of  Com.,  on  cone., 
4594  (ii). 

- —  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Wallace)  4598  (ii). 

Diplomatic  Papers,  on  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Laurier) 
in  Amt.  to  M.  for  Com.  of  Sup.,  1802  (i). 

Dom.  Lands  Act  Amt.  B.  89  (Mr.  Bewdney)  in 
Com.,  3302  (ii). 

Elections,  General,  1891-92,  Ret.  re  Returning 
Officers  (remarks)  2491  (ii). 

Electoral  Lists,  Revising  Officers,  &c.,  on  M.  for 
Ret.,  932  (i).  • 

Extra  Clerks’  Pay,  Reduction,  4732  (ii). 

Fisheries  Act  Amt.  B.  9  (Mr.  Tapper)  in  Com., 
2228  (i). 

Fishing  Vessels  ( Modus  Vivendi)  of  U.S.  B.  11 
(Mr.  Tupper)  on  M.  for  2°,  178  ;  in  Com.,  1483. 

Flour  (Can.)  admitted  into  Nfld.,  on  M.  for  Ret., 
112  (i). 

General  Inspection  Act  Amt.  B.  95  (Sir  John 
Thompson)  on  M.  for  2°,  4140  (ii). 

Geological  Survey  Dept.  B.  43  (Mr.  Bewdney)  on 
M.  for  2°,  1649  ;  in  Com.,  1654  (i). 

Globe  Printing  Co.’s  B.  31  (Mr.  Innes)  in  Com., 
1230  (i). 

Govt.  Business,  on  M.  (Sir  John  Thompson)  to 
take  in  Thursdays,  700  (i). 

Govt.  Rys.,  Employes,  on  M.  for  Ret.,  696  (i). 

Incomes  of  the  People  (remarks)  456  (i). 

Indian  Affairs,  Management,  on  M.  for  Com.  of 
Sup.,  4408  (ii). 

- Reserves,  B.C.,  on  M.  for  Ret.,  515  (i). 

- School  Fund,  Expenditure  (remarks)  4214. 

Land  Grants  to  Rys.,  Man.  and  N.W.T.,  on  M. 
for  Ret.,  2275  (i). 
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Mills,  Hon.  D. — Continued. 

Lieut.  Gov.,  N.B.  (remarks)  4732  (ii). 

London  Election,  Original  Voters’  Lists  (M.  to 
lay  on  Table)  37,  52,  72  (i). 

Lord’s  Day  Observance  B.  2  (Mr.  Charlton )  in 
Com.,  3094  (ii). 

Mackenzie,  late  Hon.  Alex,  (remarks)  1390  (i). 

Marine  and  Fisheries  Dept.  Amalgamation  B.  12 
(Mr.  Tapper)  in  Com.,  180  (i). 

Midland  Ry.  Co.  of  Can.  B.  93  (Mr.  Tisdale)  in 
Com.,  377G  (ii). 

Minister’s  Visit  to  Washington,  Rep.  respecting 
(Ques. )  332  (i). 

Mounted  Police,  Reduction  of  Force,  on  prop. 
Res.  (Mr.  McMullen)  2G8G  (ii). 

National  Mutual  Loan  and  Building  Society’s 
B.  53  (Mr.  Beausoleil )  on  M.  to  ref.  back  to 
Sel.  Com.,  3559  (ii). 

Newfoundland,  Papers,  Ac.,  re  Trade,  on  M.  for 
copies,  684  (i). 

N.  W.  T.  Act  Amt.  B.  27  (Mr.  McCarthy)  on 
M.  to  set  Day  for  2°,  2484  (ii). 

- Education  and  Dual  Languages,  on  prop. 

Res.  (Mr.  Armstrong)  3082  (ii). 

Ordnance  Lands  (Toronto)  Conveyance  B.  58 
(Mr.  Dewdney)  in  Com.,  1641  (ii). 

Patent  Act  Amt.  B.  90  (Mr.  Carling)  on  M.  for 
2°,  3730  ;  in  Com.,  4218  (ii). 

Post  Offices,  Erection,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2743, 
2775  (ii). 

Polling  Rets,  at  General  Elections  (M.  for  Map, 
Ac.)  112  (i). 

Preferential  Trade  with  G.  B.,  despatch  to  Lon¬ 
don  Times ,  re  Deb.  (remarks)  2496  (ii). 

Prohibition,  Plebiscite,  on  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Charl¬ 
ton)  2656  (ii). 

Railway  Subsidies,  on  M.  for  Com.  of  Sup. 
(remarks)  4275  (ii). 

- in  Con.  on  Res.,  4512  ;  cone.,  4664  (ii). 

Representation  in  H.  of  C.  B.  76  (Sir  John 
Thompson)  on  M.  for  1°,  1858,  1871  (i). 

- on  Amt.  (Mr.  Laurier)  to  M.  for  2°,  3262. 

- on  Amt.  (Mr.  Somerville)  3682  (ii). 

- in  Com.,  3720,  3756,  3781,  3839,  3878, 

3913,  3920,  3940,  4007,  4023,  4051,  4089,  4149, 
4186,  4197,  4221  (ii). 

Returning  Officers,  Ac.,  Duties  at  Elections  (prop. 
Res.)  73  (i). 

St.  John  Harbour  Commission,  on  M.  for  Com. 
on  Res.,  4493  (ii). 

- B.  99  (Mr.  Foster)  in  Com.,  4651  (ii). 

St.  Lawrence  River  Canals,  Deepening,  on  prop- 
Res.  (Mr.  Denison)  156  (i). 

Speaker’s  Warrants,  &c.,  Issued  since  last  Ses¬ 
sion  (M.  for  Ret.*)  71  (i). 

- incomplete  Ret.  (remarks)  100  (i). 

Steamboat  Inspection  Act  Amt.  B.  13  (Mr. 
Tapper)  in  Com.,  1399,  1643  (i). 

Supply — on  the  Budget,  589  (i). 

Art*,  Agriculture ,  Ac.  (Columbia  Exhibition) 
4436  (ii). 


Mills,  Hon.  D.-  Continued.. 

Supply  ^-Continued. 

Canals — Capital  (Soulanges)  2051  (i). 

Civil  Government  (Customs)  268;  (High  Commis¬ 
sioner)  contingencies,  896 ;  (Interior)  259,  827, 
864,  1154  (i),  suppl.,  4432,  cone.,  4432,  4206  (ii) ; 
(Printing  and  Stationery)  913  (i). 

Collection  of  Revenues :  Railways  (I.C.R.)  2628  (ii). 

Dominion  Lands — Capital  (Surveys,  Ac.)  4431  (ii). 

Fisheries  (Fish-Breeding)  4318  (ii). 

Geological  Survey,  4390  (ii). 

Immigration  (Agents’  Salaries)  1536  ;  (Expenses) 
1897,  1936  (i) ;  cone.,  4212  (ii). 

Legislation  :  Library  (Salaries,  Ac.)  790.  Senate 
(Salaries,  Ac.)  759  (i). 

Mail  Subsidies,  &c.  (Halifax  and  West  Indies) 
4282  ;  (San  Francisco  and  Vic.,  B.C.)  4279  (ii). 

Militia  (Military  College)  1387  (i). 

Miscellaneous  (Clerical  Assistance)  4459 ;  (Bul- 
mer  vs.  The  Queen,  Expenses)  4461 ;  (Printing 
Bureau,  Plant)  4430  ;  (Survey,  P.E.I.  and  Main¬ 
land)  4463  (ii). 

Penitentiaries  (Kingston)  664  (i),  4440  (ii)  ;  (St. 
Vincent  de  Paul)  743  (i). 

Public  Works — Capital :  Harbours  and  Rivers 
(Ont.)  2622  (ii). 

Income:  Buildings  (B.C.)  4444;  (N.  S.)  2743  ;  (N. 
W.  T.)  2938,  2942.  Harbours  and  Rivers  (Ont., 
Kingston  Harbour)  4258 ;  (Que.)  4451.  Miscel¬ 
laneous,  4259  (ii). 

Quarantine  (Cattle)  2041  (i). 

Ra  ilways — Capital :  I.  C.  R.  (Expenses)  2521  (ii)  ; 
(Halifax,  accommodation)  2267  (i) ;  (St.  John, 
accommodation)  2588  (ii). 

Sydenham  River,  Obstructions,  in  Com.  of  Sup. 
(remarks)  4451,  4464,  4500  (ii). 

Voters  ’  Lists,  1891,  B.  67  (Mr.  Patterson,  Huron) 
on  M.  for  2°,  3300  ;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Armstrong) 
to  M.  for  3°,  4501  (ii). 

Washington  Conference  (remarks)  1228  (i). 

Ways  and  Means — The  Tariff,  on  M.  for  Com., 
4675  ;  in  Corn.,  4686  (ii). 

Welland  Election,  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Laurier)  to 
ref.  to  Com.  on  Priv.  and  Elec.,  587  (i). 

West  Indian  Trade,  on  M.  for  Com.  of  Sup. 
(remarks)  1887  (i). 

West  Indies,  Minister’s  Visit  (remarks)  1224, 
1228  (i). 

- Reps.,  Ac.  (M.  for  copy)  1372  (i). 

Wrecking  in  Canadian  Waters  B.  8  (Mr.  Bowell) 
in  Com.,  1096  (i). 

Writs  for  Bye-Elections  (remarks)  3186  (ii). 

Writs  of  Election,  delay  in  Issuing  (remarks) 
1089  (i),  3115  (ii). 

Mills,  Mr.  J.  B.,  Annapolis. 

Apples,  Export,  under  Inspection  Act  (Ques.) 
3238  (ii). 

General  Inspection  Act  Amt.  B.  95  (Sir  John 
Thompson)  on  M.  for  2°,  4137  (ii). 

Militia,  60th  Battalion,  Annual  Drill  (Ques.) 
4500  (ii). 

Private  Bills,  Pets.,  Extension  of  Time  (M.)  454, 
970  (i). 

- Presentation,  Extension  of  Time  (M.)  823. 
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Mills,  Mr.  J.  B. — Continued. 

Round  Hill  Shear  Dam,  Tenders  (Ques.)  2171  (i). 
Supply  : 

Legislation:  House  of  Commons  (Salaries,  etc.) 
769  (i). 


Moncrieff,  Mr.  G-.,  East  Lambton. 

London  and  Port  Stanley  Ry.  Co.’s  (B.  22,  1°*) 
161  (i). 

London  Election,  Charges  against  Judge  Elliot, 
on  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Lister)  1728  (i). 

- Original  Voters’  Lists,  on  M.  (Mr.  Mills, 

Bothwell)  to  lay  on  Table,  64  (i). 

Returning  Officers,  &c.,  Duties  at  Elections,  on 
Amt.  (Sir  John  Thompson)  to  prop.  Res.,  92  (i). 
Winding-Up  Act  Amt.  (B.  94,  1°)  8479  (ii). 


Monet,  Mr.  D.,  NapierviUe. 

Post  Office,  Erection,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2806  (ii). 
Railway  Subsidies,  in  Com.  on  Res.,  4582  (ii). 
Representation  in  H.  of  C.  B.  76  (Sir  John 
Thompson)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Laurier)  to  M.  for  2°, 
3223  (ii) 

- in  Com.,  4039,  4093  (ii). 

Supply  :  . 

Public  Works — Income:  Buildings  (Que.)  2806  (ii). 
Yamaska  River  Lock,  Navigation,  &c.  (Ques.) 
2171  (i). 

- Works,  Total  Cost  (Ques.)  1714  (i). 

Montague,  Mr.  W.  H.,  Haldimand. 

Debates,  Official,  2nd  Rep.  of  Com.,  on  cone., 
4592  (ii). 

- on  Amt,  (Mr.  Wallace)  4597  (ii). 

Representation  in  H.  of  C.  B.  76  (Sir  John 
Thompson )  on  Amt.  (Mr.  McCarthy)  to  M.  for 
2°,  3618  (ii). 

- in  Com.,  3910,  3919,  3939  (ii). 


Mulock,  Mr.  W.,  North  York,  Ont. 

Adjmnt.  for  Holida}7s  (remarks)  4260  (ii). 
Binding  Twine,  Imports,  on  M.  for  Ret.,  550  (i). 

- on  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Watson)  in  Amt.  to  M. 

for  Com.  of  Sup.,  1661  (i). 

Can.  Temp  Act  Amt.  B.  6  (Mr.  Flint)  in  Com., 
455  (i). 

Caron,  Sir  Adolphe,  Charges  against,  on  prop. 

Res.  (Mr.  Edgar)  1780  (i). 

Civil  Service  List,  Number  of  Employes  (Ques.) 
917  (i). 

Copyright  Act,  Proclamation  (Ques.)  1366  (i). 
Criminal  Code  B.  7  (Sir  John  Thompson)  in  Com., 
2701,  2784,  2826,  2964,  3639,  4265,  4272,  4345  (ii). 
Crown  Prosecutions  and  Suits,  on  prop.  Res.  (Sir 
John  Thompson )  1309  (i). 

Fertilizers,  Artificial,  Imports,  on  M.  for  Ret., 


528  (i). 

Geological  Survey  Dept.  B.  43  (Mr.  Dewdney)  on 
M.  for  2°,  1651  (i). 

Globe  Printing  Co.’s  B.  31  (Mr.  Innes)  in  Com., 
1229  (i). 


Mulock,  Mr.  "W. — Continued. 

Gov.  Gen.’s  Body  Guard,  on  Ques.  of  Priv.  (Mr. 
Denison)  1335  (i). 

Gov.  Gen.’s  Warrants  issued  since  Recess  (M. 
for  Ret.*)  Ill  (i). 

- on  M.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  to  ref.  to 

Pub.  Accts.  Com.,  51  (i). 

Indian  Affairs,  Management,  on  M.  for  Com.  of 
Sup.  4419  (ii). 

I.  C.  R.,  Audit  of  Accounts,  on  M.  for  Com.  of 
Sup.  (remarks)  4276  (ii). 

- Running  Privileges,  &c.,  granted  C.  P.  R., 

on  M.  for  Ret.,  560  (i). 

Lake  St.  John  Ry.,  Gross  Traffic  Earnings 
(Ques.)  4261  (ii). 

London  Election,  Charges  against  Judge  Elliott, 
on  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Lister)  2305  (i). 

- Original  Voters’  Lists,  &c.,  on  M.  (Mr. 

Mills,  Bothwell)  to  lay  on  Table,  67  (i). 

Midland  Ry.  Co.  of  Can.  B.  93  (Mr.  Tisdale)  in 
Com.,  3777  (ii). 

Newfoundland,  Papers,  &c.,  re  Trade,  on  M.  for 
copies,  687  (i). 

Ordnance  Lands  (Toronto)  Conveyance  B.  58 
(Mr.  Deicdney)  in  Com.,  1639  (i). 

Patent  Act  Amt.  B.  90  (Mr.  Carling)  on  M.  for 
2°,  3729,  3731;  in  Com.,  4216  (ii).  * 

Post  Offices,  Erection,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2759, 
2799,  2810,  2871,  2890,  2896  (ii). 

Pontiac  County  Ry.  Debt,  on  M.  for  Cor.,  1993. 
Procedure,  Notices  of  Motion  (remarks)  1551  (i). 
Representation  in  H.  of  C.  B.  76  (Sir  John  Thomp¬ 
son)  in  Com.,  3806,  4048,  4178  (ii). 

Sault  Ste.  Marie  Canal,  Deepening,  Tenders 
.  (Ques.)  2954,  3184,  4261  (ii). 

Steamboat  Inspection  Act  Amt.  B.  13  (Mr.  Tup- 
per)  in  Com.,  1406,  1644  (i). 

Supply : 

Arts,  Agriculture,  &c.  (Experimental  Farms) 
1459  (i). 

Civil  Government  (Interior)  849,877  (i). 

Collection  of  Revenues :  Customs  (Ont.)  813  (i). 
Immigration  (Printing  Pamphlets)  2020  (i). 

Justice  (Exchequer  Court)  cone.,  1085  (i). 
Legislation  :  House  of  Commons  (Printing,  Paper, 
etc.)  795;  (Printing  Voters’  Lists)  cone.,  1086; 
Library  (Purchase  of  Books)  793.  (Senate,  Sala¬ 
ries,  etc.)  754  (i). 

Mail  Subsidies,  Ac.  (Halifax,  etc.,  and  West  Indies) 
4300  (ii). 

Militia  (Clothing)  1348  ;  (Military  College,  1375  (i). 
Public  Works — Income:  Buildings  (N.B.)  2799; 
(N.S.)  2762  ;  (N.W.T.)  2936  ;  (Ont.)  2918  ;  (Que.) 
2802,  2810,  2896  (ii). 

Railways — Capital :  I.  C.  R.  (Expenses)  2379  (ii). 
Superannuation,  799  (i). 

Tenant  Farmers’  Delegates  Rep.,  on  M.  for 
copy,  2440  (ii). 

Murray,  Mr.  T.,  Pontiac. 

Culbute  Canal,  Cost  of  Construction  (M.  for 
Stmnt.)  927  (i). 

Dredging,  Ottawa  River  (M.  for  Stmnt.)  926  (i). 
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Murray,  Mr.  T. — Continued. 

Electoral  Lists,  Revising  Officers,  &c.,  on  M.  for 
Ret.,  958  (i). 

Pontiac  and  Pacific  Junction  Ry.  Co.’s  (B. 
63,  1°*)  1153  (i). 

- Subsidy  (M.  for  Ret.)  917  (i). 

Pontiac  County  Ry.  Debt  (M.  for  Cor.,  &c.) 
1986,  1997  (i). 

Northrup,  Mr.  W.  B.,  East  Hastings. 

Address,  The,  in  Ans.  to  His  Ex.’s  Speech 
(moved)  7  (i). 

O’Brien,  Mr.  W.  E.,  Muskoka. 

Binding  Twine,  on  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Watson )  in 
Amt.  to  M.  for  Com.  of  Sup.,  1664  (i). 

Caron,  Sir  Adolphe,  Charges  against,  on  prop. 

Res.  (Mr.  Edgar)  1058  (i). 

Commercial  Treaties,  on  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Mills, 
Bothwell)  in  Amt.  to  M.  for  Com.  of  Sup., 
1146  (i). 

Criminal  Code  B.  7  (Sir  John  Thompson)  in  Com., 
3328  (ii). 

Lord’s  Day  Observance  B.  2  (Mr.  Charlton)  in 
Com.,  2300  (i),  3092  (ii). 

Militia,  Active,  on  M.  for  Ret.,  673  (i). 

Post  Offices,  Erection,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2856  (ii). 
Railway  Subsidies,  in  Com.  on  Res.,  4507  (ii). 
Representation  in  H.  of  C.  B.  76  (Sir  John 
Thompson)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Laurier)  to  M.  for  2°, 
3233  (ii). 

- on  Amt.  (Mr.  McCarthy)  to  M.  for  2°, 

3442  (ii). 

Saw-Logs,  Ac.,  Export  Duty,  on  prop.  Res.  (Mr. 
Ives)  1254  (i). 

Treaty  with  Germany,  despatch  to  London  Times 
(remarks)  109  (i). 

Supply : 

Collection  of  Revenues :  Customs  (Inspectors’  Trav¬ 
elling  Expenses)  821  (i). 

Immigration  (Expenses)  1936  (i). 

Legislation  :  House  of  Commons  (Salaries,  Ac) 
767  (i). 

Militia  (Ammunition)  1162  ;  (Armouries,  Ac.)  1349 ; 
(District  Staff)  1161 ;  (Drill  Pay)  1354  ;  (Perman¬ 
ent  Forces)  1423  (i). 

Miscellaneous  (Georgian  Bay  Survey)  cone.,  4470. 
Public  Works — Income  (Que.)  2856  (ii). 

U.  S.  Fishing  Vessels  B.  11  (Mr.  Tapper)  in  Com., 
1473  (i). 

Ouimet,  Hon.  J.  A.,  Laval. 

.  Beet-Root  Sugar  Bounty,  in  Com.  on  Res.,  4703. 
Dodwell,  C.  E.  W.,  Emplymt  by  Govt.  (Ans.) 
1715  (i). 

Flatonville  Harbour  (N.S.)  Expenditure  (Ans.) 
2641  (ii). 

Election  Plxpenses,  Publications  in  Toronto  Globe, 
on  M.  for  Com.  of  Sup.,  4381  (ii). 

Kingston  Graving  Dock,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2715. 
Cacouna  Pier,  Expenditure  (Ans.)  137  (i). 

C.  P.  R.,  North  Shore  Section  (Ans.)  3480  (ii). 


Ouimet,  Hon.  J.  A..— Continued. 

Caron,  Sir  Adolphe,  Charges  against,  on  prop. 

Res.  (Mr.  Edgar)  1056  (i). 

Church  Point  Wharf,  Expenditure  for  Repairs 
(Ans.)  399  (i). 

Cobourg  Customs  Buildings,  Lease  (Ans.)  1366. 
Criminal  Code  B.  7  (Sir  John  Thompson)  in  Com., 
4233,  4348  (ii). 

Crown  Prosecutions  and  Suits,  on  prop.  Res.  (Sir 
John  Thompson)  1308  (i). 

Little  Miminegash  Breakwater  (Ans.)  190  (i). 
Longueuil  Wharf,  Expenditure  (Ans.)  1231  (i). 
Lord’s  Day  Observance  B.  2  (Mr.  Charlton)  in 
Com.,  3372  (ii). 

McCarthy,  Messrs.,  Lease  of  Land  in  Sorel  (Ans.) 
3184  (ii). 

Miminegash  Breakwater,  Contract  (Ans.)  40  (i), 
2431  (ii). 

N.  W.  T.  Act  Amt.  B.  27  (Mr.  McCarthy)  on  M. 

to  set  Day  for  2°,  2487  (ii). 

Piers,  Breakwaters,  Ac.,  P.  E.  I.,  Expenditure, 
on  M.  for  Stmnt.,  239  (i). 

Post  Offices,  Erection,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2743, 
2768,  2798,  2802,  2859,  2868,  2890,  2894  (ii). 
Public  Works  Depth  Rep.  (presented)  1393  (i). 
Railway  Subsidies,  in  Com.  on  Res.,  4533  (ii). 
Raquette  Pier,  Completion  (Ans.)  398  (i). 
Representation  in  H.  of  C.  B.  76  (Sir  John 
Thompson)  on  M.  for  1°,  1867  (i). 

- on  Amt.  (Mr.  Laurier)  to  M.  for  2°,  3130. 

- in  Com.,  3766,  3826,  3973,  4021,  4037,  4044, 

4103  (ii). 

Riviere  du  Loup  P.  O.,  Workmen’s  Claims  (Ans.) 
3238  (ii). 

Riviere  du  Sud  Works  (remarks)  4656  (ii). 

Round  Hill  Shear  Dam  (Ans.)  2171  (i). 

St.  Maurice  Public  Works  (Ans.)  3564  (ii). 
Sandford  Breakwater  (Ans.)  398  (i). 

Sheet  Harbour,  Wharves,  &c.  (Ans.)  1032  (i). 

Supply  : 

Collection  of  Revenues :  Public  Works  (Esquimalt 
Graving  Dock)  1017  (i). 

Civil  Government:  (Public  AVorks)271  (i). 
Legislation  House  of  Commons  (contingencies) 
788  ;  (Salaries,  Ac.)  780  (i). 

Lighthouse  and  Coast  Service:  (Maintenance, 
Ac.)  4308  (ii). 

Miscellaneous  (Clerical  Assistance)  4457  (ii). 
Public  Works — Capital:  Harbours  and  Rivers 
(Esquimalt  Graving  Dock)  4439  (ii) ;  (N.B.)  2617  ; 
(Ont.)  2619  ;  (Que.)  2619  ;  (Kingston  Graving 
Dock)  2715  (ii).  Consolidated  Fund :  Buildings 
(N.B.)  988,  cone.,  1086;  (Ont.)  990;  (Que.)  989. 
Dredging  (Man.)  992.  Harbours  and  Riv¬ 
ers  (Mar.  Provs.)  990  (i).  Income  :  Build¬ 
ings  (B.C.)  2951,  4442;  (Gas  and  Electric 
Light)  4242;  (Heating  Public  Buildings)  4241, 
cone.,  4477;  (Man.)  2936;  (N.  B.)  2798,  4441; 
(N.S.)  2742  ,  4441  ;  (N.W.T.)  2936  ,  2941  ;  (Ont.) 
2918  ,  2929;  (Que.)  2801,  2860;  (Repairs,  Ac.) 
4240.  Dredging  (Mar.  Provs.)  4455 ;  (N.S.) 
4458.  Harbours  and  Rivers  (N.  B.)  4256; 
(N.S.)  4247,  4258,  4448 ;  (Ont.,  Kingston 
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Ouimet,  Hon.  J.  A..— Continued. 

Supply —  Cont  inu  cd . 

Public  Work# — Income — Continued. 

Harbour)  4257  ;  (P.E.I.)  4252  ;  (Que.)  4449. 
Miscellaneous,  4259  ;  (Ottawa  Grounds)  4240). 
Slides  and  Booms,  4457.  Telegraphs  (Nanaimo, 
&c  )  4259  ;  (Telephone  Service)  4245  (ii). 
Unprovided  Item s,  1018  (i). 

Sydenham  River,  Obstructions,  in  Com.  of  Sup. 
(remarks)  4453  (ii). 

Three  Sistexs  Harbour,  N.S.,  Expenditure  (Ans.) 
2490  (ii). 

Woodstock  Public  Building,  Caretaker  (Ans.) 
3480  (ii). 

Yamaska  River,  Damages  through  Dam,  on  M. 
for  Ret.,  1980  (i). 

. - Lock,  Navigation,  &c.  (Ans.)  2172  (i). 

- Works,  Total  Cost  (Axxs.)  1715  (i). 

Paterson,  Mr.  W.,  South  Brant. 

Adjmnt.  for  Holidays  (remarks)  4260  (ii). 

B.C.  Indians  and  Proclamation  (Ques.)  289  (i). 
Budget,  on  the,  381  (i). 

Indian  Reserves,  B.C.,  on  M.  for  Ret.,  520  (i). 
Order,  Ques.  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1503  (i). 

Patent  Act  Amt.  B.  90  (Mr.  Carling)  on  M.  for 
2°,  3733  (ii). 

Post  Offices,  Erection,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2876  (ii). 
Pi’eferential  Trade  with  G.B.,  despatch  to  London 
Times  re  Deb.  (remarks)  2508  (ii). 
Representation  in  H.  of  C.  B.  76  (Sir  John 
Thompson )  on  Amt.  (Mr.  McCarthy )  to  M.  for 
2°,  3454  (ii). 

- in  Com.,  3796,  3876,  3911,  3937,  4159,  4323. 

Supply — on  the  Budget,  381  (i). 

Arts,  Agriculture,  &c.  (Columbian  Exhibition)  986 
(i),  4433  (ii) ;  (Experimental  Farms)  1429  (i). 
Canals — Capital:  (Trent)  2057,  2066  (i). 

Civil  Government :  (Customs)  267  (i) ;  (Finance  and 
Treasury  Board)  contingencies,  285  ;  (High  Com¬ 
missioner)  279,  contingencies,  897 ;  (Interior) 
262,  880  ;  (Marine)  271  ;  (Militia  and  Defence) 
256  ;  (Public  Works)  272  (i). 

Collection  of  Reveuves:  Customs  (Detective  Ser¬ 
vice)  1019  (i).  Dom.  Lands,  4431  (ii).  Customs  (In¬ 
spectors’  Travelling  Expenses)  821  ;  (Ont.)  818. 
Excise  (Customs  Officers’  Commissions)  K)15; 
(Preventive  Service)  1015 ;  (Tobacco  Stamps) 
1008  (i). 

Immigration  (Agents’  Salaries)  1530;  (Expenses) 
1850,1923, 1934;  (Printing  Pamphlets)  2017  (i). 
Indians  (Schools)  4421  (ii). 

Legislation  :  Senate  (Salaries,  .fee.)  757  (i). 

Mail  Subsidies ,  d:c.  (Halifax,  <fec.  and  West  Indies) 
4300  (ii). 

Miscellaneous  (Banff  Springs)  4428  ;  (Commercial 
Agencies)  4426  ;  (Printing  Bureau,  Plant)  4429  ; 
(Str.  Bayhcld,  Supplies)  4461  (ii). 

Penitentiaries  (Kingston)  664;  (St.  Vincent  de 
Paul)  740  (i). 

Pensions  (Veterans  of  1812)  1018  (i). 

Public  Works — Income:  Buildings  (B.C.)  4442; 
(N.S.)  4441  ;  (Ont.)  2931;  (Que.)  2876;  (Heating) 
4241,  cone.,  4477 ;  (Telephone  Service)  4245  (ii). 
Ways  and  Means — The  Tariff,  on  M.  for  Com., 
4675;  in  Com.,  4678  (ii). 


Patterson,  Hon.  J.  C.,  West  Huron. 

Civil  Service  Act  Amt.  (B.  74,  l8)  1636  (i). 

Civil  Service  List,  Number  of  Employes  (Ans.) 
917  (i). 

Election  Statistics  (remarks)  3185  (ii). 

Electoral  Lists,  Revising  Officers,  &c.,  on  M.  for 
Ret.,  930  (i). 

Franchise  Act,  Legislation  (Ans.)  916  (i). 

London  Election,  Papers,  &c.  (Ans.)  914  (i). 
Printing  and  Stationery,  Depth  Rep.  (presented) 
3734  (ii). 

Printing  Bureau,  Sale  of  Type  (Ans.)  2954  (ii). 
Privilege  (Ques.  of)  North  Perth  Election,  3055. 
Railway  Subsidies,  in  Com.  on  Res.,  4573  (ii). 
Supply : 

Civil  Government  (Printing  and  Stationery)  912  (i.) 
Legislation :  House  of  Commons  (Printing,  Paper, 
&c.)  795;  (Printing  Voters’  Lists)  cone.,  1086  (i). 
Miscellaneous  (Old  Recoi'ds,  Classification)  4429; 
(Printing  Bureau,  Plant)  4429  (ii). 

Voters’  Lists  (Ans.)  1637  (i). 

Voters’  Lists,  1891  (B.  67,  1°)  1227  (i) ;  2°  m., 
3300;  in  Com.,  4480  (ii). 

Writs  for  Bye-Elections  (remarks)  3186  (ii). 

Patterson,  Mr.  W.  A.,  Colchester. 

I.  C.  R.,  Accident  at  Truro  (M.  for  Ret.*)  969  (i). 

Pelletier,  Mr.  L.  C.,  Laprairic. 

Post  Offices,  Erection,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2851  (ii). 

Representation  in  H.  of  C.  B.  76  (Sir  John 
Thompson)  on  M.  for  3°  (Amt.)  4342  (ii). 

Supply  : 

Public  Works— Income :  Buildings  (Que.)  2851  (ii). 

Perry,  Mr.  S.  F.,  Prince,  P.E.I. 

Cascumpeque  Harbour,  Engineers’  Rep.  (M.  for 
copy)  2268  (i). 

Fisheries  Act  Amt.  B.  9  (Mr.  Tapper)  on  M.  for 
Com.,  2197  ;  in  Com.,  2227  (i). 

Little  Miminegash  Breakwater  (Ques.)  190  (i). 
Miminegash  Breakwater,  Contract  (Ques.)  40  (i), 
2431  (ii). 

Miscouche  Station,  Closing  (Ques.)  2563  (ii). 
Mounted  Police,  Reduction  of  Foi’ce,  on  prop. 

Res.  (Mr.  McMullen)  2681  (ii). 

Piers,  Breakwaters,  &c.,  P.E.I.,  Expenditure  (M. 
for  Stmnt. )  233,  241  (i). 

P.  E.  I.  Ry.,  Employes  Dismissed  (M.  for  Ret.) 
2004  (i). 

Pontiac  County  Ry.,  Debt,  on  M.  for  Coi\,  1992. 
Post  Offices,  Erection,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2825 -(ii). 
Representation  in  H.  of  C.  B.  76  (Sir  John 
Thompson)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Somerville)  to  M.  for 
2°,  3713  (ii). 

- on  Amt.  (Mr.  Laurier)  to  M.  for  2°,  3157. 

- in  Com.,  4129,  4195  (ii). 

Summerside  and  Richmond  Bay  Branch  Ry. 
(Ques.)  40  (i). 

Supply — on  the  Budget,  504  (i). 

Canals — Income  (Chambly)  2260  (i). 
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Perry,  Mr.  S.  F.— Continued. 

Supply  —Continued. 

Civil  Government  (Interior)  866  (i). 

Collection  of  Revenues  :  Railways  (P.E.I.)  2629. 
Immigration  (Agents’  Salaries)  1524, 1832  (i). 
Legislation:  House  of  Commons  (Salaries,  Ac.) 
768  (i). 

Public  Works — Capital:  Harbours  and  Rivers 
(N.B.) 2619  (ii).  Consolidated  Fund:  Dredging 
(N.S.)  991.  Harbours  and  Rivers  (Mar.  Provs.) 
990  (i).  Income:  Buildings  (Que.)  2825.  Har¬ 
bours  and  Rivers  (P.E.I.  4254  (ii). 

Railways — Capital:  I.  C.  R.  (Expenses)  2373; 

(St.  John,  accommodation)  2613  (ii). 
Superannuation,  806  (i). 

Tignish  Wharfinger,  Fees  Collected  (Ques.)  98  (i). 
Tunnel  (Submarine)  P.  E.  I.  and  Mainland 
(Ques.)  98  (i). 

-  (M.  for  Cor.,  Ac.)  403  (i). 

- Papers  respecting  (remarks)  1471  (i). 

Prefontaine,  Mr.  R.,  Chambly. 

Longueuil  Wharf,  Expenditure  (Ques.)  1231  (i). 

Prior,  Mr.  E.  G-.,  Victoria ,  B.C. 

Fortifications  at  Esquimalt  and  Imp.  H.  of  C 
(Ques.)  222  (i). 

Quarantine  in  B.  C.  (remarks)  1547  (i). 

Supply  : 

Militia  (Ammunition)  1167  ;  (Clothing)  1341 ;  Drill 
Pay)  1359  ;  (Dom.  Artillery  Asson.)  1363  (i). 
Victoria,  B.C.,  Public  Buildings  (M.  for  Cor.) 
1550  (i). 

Putnam,  Mr.  A.,  Hants. 

Railway  Subsidies,  in  Com.  on  Res.,  4522  (ii). 

% 

Reid,  Mr.  J.  D.,  South  Grenville. 

Galops  Rapids,  Str.  Traveller  (M.  for  Ret.)  130. 
St.  Lawrence  River  Canals,  Deepening,  on  prop. 
Res.  (Mr.  Denison )  148  (i). 

Rider,  Mr.  T.  B,,  Stanstead. 

Post  Offices,  Erection,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2893  (ii). 
Saw-Logs,  &c.,  Export  Duty,  Removal  (Ques.) 
1032. 

- (M.  for  Cor.)  1715  (i). 

Supply  : 

Public  Works — Income:  Buildings  (Que.)  2893  (ii). 
Vote  (explanation)  1828  (i). 

Rinfret,  Mr.  C.  I.,  Lotbiniere. 

General  Inspection  Act  Amt.  B.  95  (Mr.  Costi- 
(jan)  in  Com.,  4484  (ii). 

Railway  Subsidies,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  4583  (ii). 
Representation  in  H.  of  C.  B.  70  (Sir  John 
Thompson)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Laurier )  to  M.  for 
2°,  3201  (ii). 

Ste.  Anne  de  la  Pocatiere  Mail  Service  (Ques. ) 

2954  (ii). 

Supply  : 

Public  Works — Income:  Harbours  and  Rivers 
(Que.)  4453  (ii) . 


Robillard,  Mr.  H.,  Ottawa  City. 

McKay  Milling  Co.’s  incorp.  Act  Amt.  (B.  15, 
1°*)  129  (i). 

Ottawa  City  Passenger  Ry.  Co.’s  (B.  16,  1°*)  129. 

Ross,  Mr.  A.  W.,  Lisgar. 

Dom.  Lands  Act  Amt.  B.  89  (Mr.  Dewdney )  in 
Com.,  3312  (ii). 

Lake  Manitoba  Ry.  and  Canal  Co.  (B.  37,  1°*) 
315  (i). 

Supply  : 

Penitentiaries  (Man.)  746  (i). 

Ross,  Mr.  H.  H.,  Dundas. 

Ottawa,  Waddington  and  New  York  Ry.  and 
Bridge  Co.’s  (B.  68,  1°*)  1364  (i). 

Rowand,  Mr.  J.,  West  Bruce. 

Supply  : 

Arts,  Agriculture ,  Ac.  (Experimental  Farms)  1450. 

Ryckman,  Mr.  S.  S.,  Hamilton. 

Alien  Labour  Prohibition  B.  4  (Mr.  Taylor )  on 
M.  for  2°,  305  (i). 

Scriver,  Mr.  J.,  Huntingdon. 

Beet-Root  Sugar  Bounty,  in  Com.  on  Res.,  4701. 
Debates,  Official,  2nd  Rep.  of  Com.,  on  cone. 
4592  (ii). 

Lord’s  Day  Observance  B.  2  (Mr.  Charlton)  in 
Com.,  3108  (ii). 

National  Mutual  Loan  and  Building  Society’s  B. 
53  (Mr.  Bcausoleil)  on  M.  to  ref.  back  to  Sel. 
Com.,  3563  (ii). 

N.  W.  T.  Act  Amt.  B.  27  (Mr.  McCarthy)  on  M. 
to  set  Day  for  2°,  2487  (ii). 

- Education  and  Dual  Language,  on  prop. 

Res.  (Mr.  Armstrong)  3075  (ii). 

Post  Offices,  Erection,  in  Com.  of  Sup.^  2803  (ii). 
Prohibition,  Plebiscite,  on  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Charl¬ 
ton)  2666  (ii). 

Railway  Subsidies,  in  Com.  on  Res.,  4579  (ii). 
Representation  in  H.  of  C.  B.  76  (Sir  John 
Thompson)  in  Com.,  4034,  4041,  4043,  4092,  4100. 
Supply  : 

Canals — Capital  (Soulanges)  2052  (i). 

Collection  of  Revenues :  Customs  (Detective  Ser¬ 
vice)  1024  (i). 

Legislation:  Library  (Purchase  of  Books)  793; 
(Salaries,  Ac.)  789  (i). 

Public  Works— Income :  Buildings  (Que.)  2803  (ii). 
Ways  and  Means—  The  Tai'iff,  in  Com.  on  Res., 
4691  (ii). 

Semple,  Mr.  A.,  Centre  Wellington. 

Binding  Twine,  Imports,  on  M.  for  Ret.,  553  (i). 
Representation  in  H.  of  C.  B.  76  (Sir  John 
Thompson )  on  Amt.  (Mr.  McCarthy)  to  M.  for 
2«,  3550  (ii). 

Supply  : 

Arts,  Agriculture,  Ac.  (Experimental  Farms 
1454  (i). 

Superannuation,  805  (i). 
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Skinner,  Mr.  C.  N.,  St.  John ,  N. B. ,  City  and  Co. 
Preferential  Trade  with  G.  B.,  on  prop.  Res. 
(Mr.  McNeill)  1585  (i). 

St.  John  and  Maine  Ry.  Co.,  &c.  (B.  57,  1°*) 
823  (i). 

St.  John  Harbour  Commission,  on  M.  for  Com. 
on  Res.,  4496  (ii). 

Tobique  Ry.  Co.  and  C.P.R.  Co.’s  (B.  56,  1°*) 
823  (i).  * 

Smith,  Mr.  W.,  South  Ontario. 

Binding  Twine,  on  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Watson)  on 
Amt.  to  M.  for  Com.  of  Sup.,  1683  (i). 

Supply  : 

Arts,  Agriculture,  Ac.  (Experimental  Farms) 
446  (i). 

Somerville,  Mr.  J.,  North  Brant. 

Debates,  Official,  2nd  Rep.  of  Com.,  on  cone., 
4587  (ii). 

- on  Amt.  (Mr.  Wallace)  4597  (ii). 

Dominion  Illustrated,  Purchase  of  Volumes 
(Ques.)  397  (i). 

Engraving  and  Printing  since  1882,  Tenders  and 
Contracts  (M.  for  Ret.*)  159  (i). 

Galops  Rapids,  Work  done  by  Tug  Iroquois  (M. 
for  Ret.*)  159  (i). 

Gov.  Gen’s.  Body  Guard,  Affidavits  re  Pay-List 
(read)  1189  (i). 

- on  Ques.  of  Priv.  (Mr.  Denison)  1324, 1339. 

Letter  Postage,  Reduction  (Ques.)  190  (i). 

Live  Cattle  admitted  from  U.S.  (M.  for  Cor.*) 
159  (i). 

Post  Office,  Erection,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2804  (ii). 
Representation  in  H.  of  C.  B.  76  (Sir  John 
Thompson )  on  M.  for  2°,  3649  ;  (Amt.)  3665; 
neg.  (Y.  60,  N.  95)  3717  (ii). 

- in  Com.,  3879,  3912,  3936  (ii). 

Returns  (Enquiry)  1637  (i). 

Savings  Bank  at  St.  John,  Mr.  McLeod’s 
Appmnt.  (Ques.)  3644  (ii). 

Supply  : 

Arts,  Agriculture,  &c.  (Columbian  Exhibition) 
984;  (Jamaica  Exhibition)  977  (i). 

Charges  of  Management  (Dom.  Notes,  Printing) 
255  (i). 

Civil  Government  (Customs)  267 ;  (High  Commis¬ 
sioner)  276,  contingencies,  282,  898  ;  (Interior) 
257,828,  846,851  (i),  cone.,  4472  (ii)  ;  (Printing 
and  Stationery)  256;  (Public  Works)  271  ;  (Rail¬ 
ways  and  Canals)  273,  contingencies,  286  (i). 
Collection  of  Revenues  :  Excise  (Customs  Officers’ 
Commissions)  1016  ;  (Tobacco  Stamps)  1008  (i). 
Government  of  N.  W.T.  (Schools)  1002  (i). 
Immigration  (Agents’  Salaries)  1839  ;  (Expenses) 
1848, 1901 ;  (Printing  Pamphlets)  2011  (i). 
Legislation  :  House  of  Commons  (Printing  Voters’ 
Lists)  976.  Senate  (Debates)  974  (i). 

Militia  (Ammunition)  1189;  (Clothing)  1343  (i). 
Miscellaneous  (Jukes,  Dr.  A.,  Medical  Services) 
1003  (i). 

Public  Works — Income  :  Buildings  (Que.)  2804  (ii). 
Quarantine  (Cattle)  2034  ;  (Crosse  Isle)  2027,  2033  ; 
(Unorganized  Service)  2049  (i). 

Voters’  Lists,  Revised,  Printing  (Ques.)  2641  (ii). 


Speaker,  Mr.  (Hon.  Peter  White)  North  Ren¬ 
frew. 

Address,  The,  His  Ex.’s  Reply  (read)  129  (i). 

Canada  and  Nfld.,  Recognition  of  Licenses, 
Mess,  from  His  Ex.  (read)  245  (i). 

Can.  White  Pine  Areas,  on  M.  for  Map  (remarks) 
217  (i).  _ 

Caron,  Sir  Adolphe,  Charges  against  (ruling) 
1035  (i). 

Charges  against  a  Member,  Ques.  ruled  out  of 
Order,  4499  (ii). 

Civil  Service  Act  Amt.  B.  74,  in  Com.,  4639  (ii). 

Civil  Service  Commissioners’  Rep.,  Mess,  from 
His  Ex.  (read)  2917  (ii). 

Controverted  Elections,  1,  6,  39,  96,  1062,  1152 
1391  (i),  2461,  2714,  2979,  3681.  4731  (ii). 

Criminal  CodeB.  7  (Sir  John  Thompson)  in  Com., 
3329  (ii). 

Coal  Oil  and  Kerosene,  Imports,  on  M.  for  Ret. 
3059  (ii). 

Debates,  Official,  2nd  Rep.,  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Wallace) 
to  cone.,  4598  (ii). 

Duke  of  Clarence  and  Avondale,  Address  of  Con¬ 
dolence,  Mess,  from  Sen.  (read)  71,  96  (i). 

- Mess,  from  His  Ex.  (read)  1393  (i). 

- Reply,  Mess,  from  His  Ex.  (read)  2170  (i). 

Elliott,  Judge,  Charges  against,  on  M.  (Mr .Lister) 
re  Hobbs’  Pet.,  665  (i). 

Estimates,  The,  Mess,  from  His  Ex.  (read)  138, 
822,  (i),  4265  (ii). 

Favoured  Nation  Clauses,  despatch  re  Treaties, 
Mess,  from  His  Ex.  (read)  1470  (i). 

Fisheries,  Pacific  and  Atlantic  Coasts,  Mess, 
from  His  Ex.  (read)  667  (i). 

Frontenac  Electoral  District,  Issue  of  Writ,  3055. 

Internal  Economy  Commission,  Mess,  from  His 
Ex.  (read)  71  (i). 

L’Assomption  and  Pontiac,  Writs  (remarks) 
2700  (ii). 

Lennox  Electoral  Lists,  notification  of  produc¬ 
tion,  287  (i). 

Lieut.  Gov.’s.,  Instructions,  on  presentation  of 
Documents,  2268  (i). 

London  Election,  on  Ques.  of  Priv.  (remarks)  246 
248,  287  (i). 

- Original  V oters’  Lists,  Clerk  of  Crown  in 

attendance,  72  (i). 

- on  M.  (Mr.  Lister)  for  copies  (remarks) 

292  (i). 

- Returns,  attendance  of  Clerk  of  Crown 

notification,  287  (i). 

- Pet.  of  T.  S.  Hobbs,  &c.,  M.  (Mr.  Suther¬ 
land)  ruled  out  of  Order,  824  (i). 

Marquette  Electoral  District,  Issue  of  Writ,  4393. 

Members,  New,  notification  of  Return,  3,  6,  40, 
97,  111,  114,  133,  138,  453,  1364,  1391  (i) ;  2431, 
3183,  3649,  3770,  3815,  4715  (ii). 

Member’s  remarks  checked,  1833,  2000,  2004  (i) ; 
3185,  4321,  4628,  4645,  4657  (ii). 

Member’s  Resignation  (notification)  4393  (ii). 
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Speaker,  Mr.— Continued. 

Mess,  from  His  Ex.  (read)  71,  129,  138,  216,  245, 
667,  822,  1088,  1393,  1470,  2170  (i),  2461,  2917, 
4265  (ii). 

Ministers’  Visit  to  Washington  (ruling)  334  (i). 
Newfoundland  and  Canada,  Papers  respecting, 
Mess,  from  His  Ex.  (read)  1088  (i),  2917  (ii). 

- Sale  of  Bait,  Mess,  from  His  Ex.  (read) 

2461  (ii). 

Newspaper  Paragraphs,  Reading  checked,  2561. 
N.  W.  T.  Act  Amt.  B.  27  (Mr.  McCarthy )  on  M. 

to  set  Day  for  2°,  2485  (ii). 

Ontario  Pacific  Ry.  Co.’s  B.,  on  M.  (Mr.  Cameron) 
to  in  trod.,  667  (i). 

Privilege,  Ques.  of  (Mr.  Patterson,  Huron)  North 
Perth  Election,  3056  (ii). 

Prorogation,  Communication  from  Gov.  Gen.’s 
Acting  Sec.,  4731  (ii). 

Railway  Subsidies,  in  Com.  on  Res. ,  4537,  4629 ; 
cone.,  4660  (ii). 

Representation  in  H.  of  C.  B.  76  (Sir  John 
Thompson)  in  Com.,  3908,  3962  (ii). 

- Ques.  of  Order,  3542,  3615,  3664  (ii). 

Serjeant-at- Arms,  Deputy,  Appmnt.  (notifica¬ 
tion)  749  (i). 

Speech  from  the  Throne  (Rep. )  4  (i). 

Supply  : 

Canals — Income  (Chambly)  2258  (i). 

Collection  of  Revenues  Ont.)  817  (i). 

Legislation :  House  of  Commons  (Committees  Ac.) 
788;  (Salaries,  Ac.)  763;  (Salary,  Dep.  Speaker) 
975 ;  (Serjeant-at-Arms)  789  (i).  Library  (Ses¬ 
sional  Messengers)  976.  Senate  (Salaries,  Ac.) 
755,  974  (i). 

Public  Works— Income  (Gas  and  Electric  Light, 
4244  (ii). 

Superannuation,  808  (i). 

Trade  Extension,  Canada  and  U.S.,  Mess,  from 
His  Ex.  (read)  216  (i). 

Vacancies,  2,  1547  (i),  4393  (ii). 

York,  East  Riding,  Ret.  of  Member  (notifica¬ 
tion)  2917  (ii). 

- —  Vacancy  in  Representation,  Issue  of  Writ, 

1547  (i). 

Unparliamentary  Language,  69  (i). 

Speaker,  Deputy  (Mr.  J.  G.  H.  Bekgeron) 
Beauharnois.  * 

Lord’s  Day  Observance  B.  2  (Mr.  Charlton)  in 
Com.  (ruling)  3374  (ii). 

Members  called  to  Order,  774,  904  (i),  3754,  3767. 
Member’s  Remarks  checked,  1833  (i). 

Ways  and  Means — The  Tariff,  in  Com.  on  Res. , 
4689  (ii). 

Sproule,  Mr.  T.  S.,  East  Grey. 

Alien  Labour  Prohibition  B.  4  (Mr.  Taylor)  on 
M.  for  2°,  299  (i). 

American  Cattle  in  Bond  (Ques.)  399  (i). 

Debates,  Official,  2nd  Rep.  of  Com.,  on  cone., 
4589  (ii). 

-  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Wallace)  4598  (ii). 


Sproule,  Mr.  T.  S  . — Continued. 

Electoral  Lists,  Revising  Officers,  &c.,  on  M.  for 
Ret.,  947  (i). 

Lord’s  Day  Observance  B.  2  (Mr.  Charlton)  in 
Com.,  3371  (ii). 

Midland  Ry.  Co.  of  Can.  B.  93  (Mr.  Tisdale)  in 
Com.,  3774  (ii). 

Obscene  Literature,  &c.,  Suppression  B.  21  (Mr. 

Charlton)  on  M.  for  2°,  2460  (ii). 

Order  (Ques.  of)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1499  (i). 

Post  Offices,  Erection,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2748, 
2881  (ii). 

Railway  Act  Amt.  B.  84  (Mr.  Haggart)  on  Amt. 

(Mr.  Maclean,  East  York)  to  M.  for  3°,  4617  (ii). 
Representation  in  H.  of  C.  B.  76  (Sir  John 
Thompson)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  McCarthy)  to  M.  for 
2°,  3516  (ii). 

- in  Com.,  3781,  3804,  3838,  4193  (ii). 

Saw-Logs,  &c.,  Export  Duty,  on  prop.  Res.  (Mr. 
Ives)  1250  (i). 

Supply — on  the  Budget,  715  (i). 

Arts,  Agriculture,  &c.  (Dairy  Industry)  1464  ;  (Ex¬ 
perimental  Farms)  1435  (i). 

Civil  Government  (Interior)  858  (i). 

Militia  (Ammunition)  1206  (i). 

Public  Works — Income:  Buildings  (N.S.)  2748  ; 

(Que.)  2881  (ii). 

Quarantine  (Cattle)  2037  (i). 

Railways  :  I.C.R.  (Expenses)  2396  (i). 
Temperance  Colonization  Society  (M  for  Ret.) 
929  (i). 

Ways  and  Means — The  Tariff,  in  Com.  on  Res., 
4670  (ii). 

Stairs,  Mr.  J.  Fitz-Wm.,  Halifax. 

Carl  Auer  Von  Welsbach  Patent  Relief  (B.  75, 1°*) 
1714  (i). 

Binding  Twine,  Imports,  on  M.  for  Ret.,  553  (i). 
Fisheries  Act  Amt.  B.  9  (Mr.  Tapper)  in  Com., 
2221,  2231  (i). 

Post  Offices,  Erection,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2746  (ii). 
Steamboat  Inspection  Act.  Amt.  B.  13  (Mr. 

Tapper)  in  Com.,  1644  (i). 

Supply  : 

Geological  Survey,  4390  (ii). 

Mail  Subsidies,  &c.  (Halifax,  Ac.  and  W est  Indies) 
4284  (ii). 

Public  Works — Income:  Buildings  (N.  S.)  2746  ; 
(Gas  and  Electric  Light)  4244.  Dredging  (N.S.) 
4258  (ii). 

Railways:  I.  C.  R.  (Halifax,  accommodation) 
2557  (ii). 

Ways  and  Means— The  Tariff,  in  Com.  on  Res., 
4682  (ii). 

Women’s  Baptist  Missionary  Union  of  Maritime 
Provs.  incorp.  (B.  32,  1°*)  245  (i). 

Stevenson,  Mr.  J.,  West  Peterborough. 

Dominion  Millers’  Association  (B.  70,  1°*)  1465. 
Trent  Valley  Canal,  Commissioners’  Rep.  (Ques. ) 
397  (i). 
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Sutherland,  Mr.  J.,  North  Oxford. 

Adjmnt.,  Easter  (remarks)  1311  (i). 

Beet-Root  Sugar  Bounty,  Sums  Paid  (Ques.)41. 
Binding  Twine,  on  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Watson )  in 
Amt.  to  M.  for  Com.  of  Sup.,  1663  (i). 

Civil  Service  List,  Number  of  Employes  (Ques.) 
917  (i). 

Elliott,  Judge,  Charges  against,  Printing  Pet.  in 
Votes  and  Proceedings  (M.)  823  (i). 

Exports  and  Imports  (M.  for  Ret.)  100  (i). 

Govt.  Short  Loans  (Ques.)  137  (i). 

Lepage,  J.  B.,  Employment  by  Govt.  (Ques.) 
1392  (i). 

London  Election  Returns  (M.)  to  lay  on  Table, 
287  (i). 

- Papers  respecting  (Ques.)  824,  914  (i). 

- Pet.  of  T.  S.  Hobbs  and  others  (M.)  1037. 

Midland  Ry.  Co.  of  Can.  B.  93  (Mr.  Tisdale)  in 
Com.,  3775  (ii). 

National  Mutual  Loan  and  Building  Society’s  B. 
53  (Mr.  Beausoleil)  on  M.  to  ref.  back  to  Sel. 
Com.,  3560  (ii). 

Ordnance  Lands,  Annapolis  (Ques.)  1364  (i). 
Patent  Act  Amt.  B.  90  (Mr.  Carling)  on  M.  for 
2°,  3731  (ii). 

Representation  in  H.  of  C.  B.  76  (Sir  John 
Thompson)  in  Com.,  3946  (ii). 

Post  Offices,  Erection,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2821  (ii). 
Returning  Officers  and  General  Election  (M.  for 
Cor.*')  969  (i).  -s 

Soulanges  Canal,  Tenders,  &c.  (M.  for  Ret.)  128. 
Sunnnerstown  P.  O.,  Receipts  (Ques.)  1365  (i). 

Supply  : 

Collection  of  Revenues :  Customs  (Detective  Ser¬ 
vice)  1027 ;  (Ont.)  815  (i). 

Legislation:  House  of  Commons  (Salaries,  &c.) 
786  (i). 

Militia  (Ammunition)  1174;  (Drill  Sheds,  Ac.) 
1375  (i). 

Public  Works — Income:  Buildings  (Que.)  2821  (ii). 

Taylor,  Mr.  G-.,  South  Leeds. 

Adjmnt.,  Easter  (remarks)  1311  (i). 

Alien  Labour  Prohibition  (B.  4,  1°*)  40 ;  2°  m., 
295  (i). 

Brockville  and  New  York  Bridge  Co.  ’s  incorp.  Act 
Amt.  (B.  42,  1°*)  454  (i). 

Canada  Atlantic  Ry.  Co.’s  (B.  64,  1°*)  1153  (i). 
Debates,  Official,  2nd  Rep.  of  Com.,  on  cone., 
4593  (ii). 

Divorce,  Aikins,  J.  A.  M.,  Relief  (B.  78,  1°*) 
2006  (i). 

- Donigan,  Ada,  Relief  (B.  79,  1°*)  2006. 

- Mead,  H.  R.,  Relief  (B.  81, 1°*)  2068;  2°  on 

adiv.,  2093 (i) ;  3°  agreed  to  (Y.  63,  N.  31)  2636. 
General  Inspection  Act  Amt.  B.  95  (Sir  John 
Thompson)  on  M.  for  2°,  4141 ;  in  Com.,  4485. 
Govt.  Business,  on  M.  to  take  in  Mondays,  3565. 
Great  Northern  Ry.  Co.’s  (B.  60,  1°*)  1031  (i). 
Macdonald,  Sir  John,  Erection  of  Monument 
(Ques.)  917  (i). 


Taylor,  Mr.  G-.  —Continued. 

Ottawa,  Morrisburg  and  New  York  Ry.  Co.’s 
Act  Amt.  (B.  77,  1°*)  1946  (i). 

Post  Offices,  Erection,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2824  (ii). 
Prohibition,  Plebiscite,  on  prop.  Res.  (Mr. 
Charlton)  2654  (ii). 

Representation  in  H.  of  C.  B.  76  (Sir  John 
Thompson)  in  Com.,  3922  (ii). 

Supply  : 

Civil  Government  (Interior)  891, 1157  (i), 

Public  Works — Income  :  Buildings  (Que.)  2824. 
2887,  2897  (ii). 

Temple,  Mr.  T.,  York,  N.B. 

Steamboat  Inspection  Act  Amt.  B.  13  (Mr. 

Tupper)  in  Com.,  1410  (i). 

Supply  : 

Railways:  I.  C.  B.  (St.  John,  accommodation) 
2596  (ii). 

Thompson,  Hon.  Sir  J.,  K.C.M.G-.,  Anti- 

gonish. 

Address,  on  the,  30  (i). 

- Com.  to  draft  Ans.  (M.)  33  (i). 

- - His  Ex.’s  Reply  (presented)  129  (i). 

Adjnmt.,  Absence  of  Leader  of  Opposition  (M.)  6. 

-  Ascension  Day  and  Queen’s  Birthday 

(remarks)  2700  ;  (M.)  2780  (ii). 

- -  Annunciation  Day  (M.)  392  (i). 

- -  Ash  Wednesday  (M.)  35  (i). 

- Corpus  Christi  (M.)  3752  (ii). 

• - Dom.  Day,  &c.  (remarks)  4214  (ii). 

- Easter  (M. )  1088,  1364  ;  (remarks)  1311  (i). 

Alberta  Ry.  and  Coal  Co.’s  B.  39  (Mr.  Curran) 
on  M.  for  2°,  2256  (i). 

Alien  Labour  Prohibition  B.  4  (Mr.  Taylor)  on 
M.  for  2°,  299  (i). 

Annapolis  and  Atlantic  Ry.  Co.,  on  M.  for  Cor., 
690  (i). 

Baie  de  Chaleurs  Ry.,  Workmen’s  Claims,  on  M. 

(Mr.  Cockburn)  for  Sel.  Com.,  48  (i). 

Bear  River  Railway  Bridge  (Ans.)  398  (i). 
Behring’s  Sea  Seal  Fisheries,  Press  despatch  re 
Treaty  (remarks)  36  (i). 

Boundaries  of  Prov.  of  Que.,  on  M.  for  Cor.,  &c., 
120  (i). 

Budget,  on  the,  614  (i). 

Business  of  the  House  (remarks)  7  (i). 

- Adjmnt.  for  Holidays  (M.)  4259  (ii). 

- Adjmnt  (M.)  4697  (ii). 

- See  “Govt.  Business.” 

Canadian  Representative  at  Washington,  on  prop. 
Res.  (Mr.  McCarthy)  1970  (i). 

- on  Amt.  (Mr.  Tupper)  to  prop.  Res.  (Mr. 

McCarthy)  2477  (ii). 

Canal  Tolls,  IT.  S.  and  Canada  (M.  for  Address 
to  His  Ex.)  4644  (ii). 

Caron,  Sir  Adolphe,  Charges  against,  on  Mr. 
Edgar’s  Stmnt.  (objection)  1035  (i). 

- on  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Edgar)  1040  ;  M.  to 

set  Day  for  Deb.,  1788  (i). 

- Approval  of  Commissioners  (M.)  2980;  M. 

agreed  to  (Y.  79,  N.  32)  3053  (ii). 
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Thompson,  Hon.  Sir  J.— Continued. 

Census  and  Statistics,  Maps  respecting  (Ans.) 
824  (i). 

Chicoutimi  and  Saguenay  Election,  Judges’ Rep. 
(remarks)  3733  (ii). 

- Issue  of  Writ  (M.)  3890  (ii). 

Chinese  Immigration  Act  Amt.  B.  44  (Mr.  Gor¬ 
don)  M.  to  transfer  to  Govt.  Orders,  4263 ;  on 
Amt.  (Mr.  Laurier)  3015  (ii), 

Civil  Servants,  Permanent  Clerks’  Extra  Pay,  on 
M.  for  Ret.,  1719  (i). 

Civil  Service  Act  Amt.  B.  74  (Mr.  Patterson, 
Huron )  on  M.  for  1°,  1636  (i) ;  in  Com.,  4639. 

Civil  Service  Commissioners’  Rep.  (Ans.)  751, 
1547  (i). 

- Mess,  from  His  Ex.  (presented)  2917  (ii). 

Civil  Service  Employes,  Deduction  of  Pay,  on  M. 
for  Com.  of  Sup.  (remarks)  2238  (i). 

Columbian  Exhibition,  Sunday  Observance,  on 
prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Charlton )  1038  (i). 

Commercial  Relations  with  U.  S.,  Sir  Charles 
Tupper’s  Speech  (remarks)  224  (i). 

Compulsory  Voting  B.  46  (Mr.  Amyot )  on  M.  for 
2°,  1083  (i). 

Contracts  (Govt.)  since  Confedn.,  on  M.  for 
Stmnt.,  99  (i). 

Controverted  Elections  Act,  Legislation  (Ans.) 
134  (i). 

Copyright  Act,  Proclamation  (Ans.)  1366  (i). 

- on  M.  for  Com.  of  Sup.  (remarks)  2235  (i). 

- -  Reciprocity  with  U.  S.  (Ans.)  137  (i). 

Criminal  Code  (B.  7,  1°)  106  (i). 

- 2°  m.,  1312  ;  2°  and  ref.  to  Sel.  Joint 

Com.,  1319  (i). 

- in  Com.,  2701,  2783,  2958,  3320,  3638,  3645, 

4225,  4266,  4272,  4343  (ii). 

Crown  Prosecutions  and  Suits  (prop.  Res.)  1283. 

Debates,  Official,  2nd  Rep.  of  Com.,  on  cone., 
4586(h).  ' 

De  la  Ronde,  late  Pierre  A.,  on  M.  for  Ret.,  2287. 

Diplomatic  Papers,  on  prop.  Res.  (Mr  Laurier) 
in  Amt.  to  M.  for  Com.  of  Siyx,  1795  (i). 

Divorce,  Mead,  H.  R.,  Relief  B.  81  (Mr.  Tay¬ 
lor)  on  M.  for  2°,  2094  (i). 

Dom.  Cotton  Mills  Co.,  Letters  Patent,  on  M. 
for  Ret.,  923  (i). 

Dom.  Lands  Act  Amt.  B.  89  (Mr.  Dcivdncy)  in 
Com.,  3301  (ii). 

Drummond  County  Postal  Service  (Ans.)  289  (i). 

Duke  of  Clarence  and  Avondale,  Joint  Address 
of  Condolence  to  Her  Maj.  (M.)  72  (i). 

- Prince  and  Princess  of  Wales,  (M.)  73  (i). 

-  Mess,  from  His  Ex.  (presented)  1393  (i). 

- Reply,  Mess,  from  His  Ex.  (presented) 

2170  (i). 

Edmonton  Land  Office,  Removal  (remarks)  4043. 

Election  Expenses,  Publications  in  Toronto  Globe 
(Ans.)  3735,  3750  (ii). 

- on  M.  for  Com.  of  Sup.,  4368  (ii). 

Elections,  General,  1891,  Ret.  re  Returning 
Officers  (remarks)  2491  (ii). 


Thompson,  Hon.  Sir  J  .—Continued. 

Election  Pets.,  Decisions,  on  M.  for  Ret.,  1554  (i). 
Electoral  Lists,  Revising  Officers,  &c.,  on  M.  for 
Ret.,  961  (i). 

Elliott,  Judge,  Charges  against,  on  M.  (Mr. 

Lister)  re  Hobbs’  Pet.,  665  (i). 

Experimental  Farms,  Location,  &c.,  on  M.  for 
Stmnt.,  683  (i). 

- Papers  respecting  (remarks)  3114  (ii). 

Estimates,  Suppl.,  1892,  Mess,  from  His  Ex. 
(presented)  822  (i). 

Extra  Clerks,  Reduction  of  Pay  (remarks)  4732. 
Fishing  Vessels  ( Modus  Vivendi)  of  U.  S.,  B.  11 
(Mr.  Tupper)  on  M.  for  2°,  179;  in  Com., 
1475  (i). 

General  Inspection  Act  Amt.  (B.  95,  1°*)  3896  ; 
2°  m.,  4135  (ii). 

Geological  Survey  Dept.  B.  43  (Mr.  Dewdney)  on 
M.  for  2°,  1650  ;  in  Com.,  1655  (i). 

Govt.  Business,  precedence  on  Mondays  (M. ) 
3564  (ii). 

- Wednesdays  (M. )  2490,  2980  (ii). 

- Thursdays  (M.)  699  (i). 

- Sittings  of  the  Hse.  (M.)  3897  (ii). 

Govt.  Employes,  on  M.  for  Ret.,  697  (i). 

Govt.  Measures  (remarks)  1153  (i). 

Gov.  Gen.’s  Body  Guard,  Affidavits  re  Pay-List 
(remarks)  1216  (i). 

- on  Ques.  of  Priv.  (Mr.  Denison)  1329  (i). 

Grain  Shipments  via  New  York,  &c.  (Ans.)  291. 
Incomes  of  the  People  (Ans.)  456  (i). 

Inland  Revenue  Act  Amt.  B.  71  (Mr.  Costigan) 
on  M.  for  2°,  1648,  2008  (i). 

Internal  Economy  Commission,  Mess,  from  His 
Ex.  (presented)  71  (i). 

I.C.R.,  Accident  at  New  Glasgow  (remarks)  2089. 
Judges  on  Commissions  (Ans.)  37  (i). 

- Prov.  of  Que.,  Travelling  Expenses  (Ans.) 

3115  (ii). 

- Salaries,  Increase  (prop.  Res. )  1392  (i). 

Judiciary  of  Prov.  of  Que.  (Ans.)  2640  (ii). 
Labrador,  Reported  Distress  (Ans.)  4263  (ii). 
L’Assomption  and  Pontiac  Writs  (Ans.)  2700  (ii). 
Library  of  Parlt.,  Joint  Com.  (M.)  112  (i). 

- 1st  Rep.  of  Com.,  on  cone.,  2826  (ii). 

Lieut.  Gov.’s  Assent  (remarks)  2492,  2957,  3089. 

- on  M.  for  Com.  of  Sup.  (remarks)  2240  (i). 

- Instructions  (presented)  2268  (i). 

Lieut.  Gov.  of  N.B.  (remarks)  4732  (ii). 

Lobster  Packing  Fee  (prop.  Res.)  699  (i). 

London  Election,  Original  Voters’  Lists,  on  M. 

(Mr.  Mills,  Bothioell)  to  lay  on  Table,  3756  (i). 
- Pet.  of  T.  S.  Hobbs,  &c.,  M.  (Mr.  Suther¬ 
land)  objected  to,  823  (i). 

- on  Ques.  of  Priv.  (remarks)  247  (i). 

- - —  Papers  respecting  (remarks)  1089  (i). 

- Charges  against  Judge  Elliott,  on  prop. 

Res.  (Mr.  Lister)  665,  2349  (i). 

Lord’s  Day  Observance  B.  2  (Mr.  Charlton)  on 
M.  for  2°,  1076;  in  Com.,  2296  (i),  3091, 
3364  (ii). 
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Thompson,  Hon.  Sir  J. — Continued. 

Macdonald,  Sir  John,  Erection  of  Monument 
(Ans.)  917  (i). 

Mackenzie,  late  Hon.  Alex,  (remarks  and  M.  to 
adjn.  Hse.)  1388  (i). 

Man.  School  Act,  Legal  Expenses  (Ans.)  2008  (i). 

Ministers’  Visit  to  Washington,  Ques.  (Mr. 
Mills)  objected  to,  333  (i). 

- (remarks)  3239,  3398  (ii). 

Modus  Vivendi,  on  Prorogation  (remarks)  4731. 

Mounted  Police,  Reduction  of  Force,  on  prop. 
Res.  (Mr.  McMullen )  2685  (ii). 

National  Mutual  Loan  and  Building  Society’s  B. 
53  (Mr.  Beciusoleil)  on  M.  to  ref.  back  to  Sel. 
Com.,  3559  (ii). 

Newfoundland  and  Canada,  Duties  on  Can.  pro¬ 
ducts  (remarks)  3054  (ii). 

- Negotiations  re  Settlement  of  difficulties 

(Ans.)  825  (i),  2957  (ii). 

- Papers  re  Fishing  Vessels,  Mess,  from  His 

Ex.  (presented)  2917  (ii). 

- re  Trade,  on  M.  for  copies,  685  (i). 

- Sale  of  Bait,  Mess,  from  His  Ex.  (pre¬ 
sented)  2461  (ii). 

- Recognition  of  Licenses,  Mess,  from  His 

Ex.  (presented)  245  (i). 

N.  W.  T.  Act  Amt.  B.  27  on  M.  (Mr.  McCarthy) 
to  set  Day  for  2°,  2483  (ii). 

Oaths  of  Office  (B.  1,  1°  *)  4  (i). 

Obscene  Literature,  Ac.,  Suppression  B.  21  (Mr. 
Charlton )  on  M.  for  2°,  2460  (ii). 

Order,  Ques.  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1502  (i). 

Ordnance  Lands  (Toronto)  Conveyance  B.  58 
(Mr.  Dewdney)  in  Com.  on  Res.,  176;  in  Com. 
on  B.,  1640  (i). 

Ottawa  City  Passenger  Ry.  Co.’s  B.  16  (Mr.  Robil- 
lard)  in  Com.,  2939  (ii). 

Patent  Act  Amt.  B.  90  (Mr.  Carling)  in  Com., 
4217  (ii). 

Penitentiaries  Rep.  (presented)  397  (i). 

Perth,  North  Riding,  Issue  of  Writ  (Ans.)  1639. 

Polling  Rets,  at  General  Election,  on  M.  for  Map 
of  Dom.,  113  (i). 

Population  of  Electoral  Districts  (remarks)  2700, 
2827  (ii). 

Preferential  Trade  with  Great  Britain,  on  Amt. 
(Mr.  Davies,  P.E.I.)  to  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  McNeill) 
1623  (i). 

- despatch  to  London  Times  re  Deb. 

(remarks)  2495  (ii). 

Printing,  Joint  Com.  (M.)  112  (i). 

-  8th  Rep.  of  Com.,  on  cone.,  3643  (ii). 

Private  Bills  Pets.,  Extension  of  Time  (M.)  72. 

Procedure,  Ques.  of  (Mr.  Casey)  on  Notices  of 
•  Motion  (remarks)  1550  (i). 

Quebec  Legislature,  Sessions  (Ans.)  3644  (ii). 

Railway  Com.  of  Privy  Council,  Applications 
or  Complaints,  on  M.  for  Stmnt.,  1950  (i). 

Railway  Subsidies,  in  Com.  on  Res.,  4511,  4631; 
cone.,  4660  (ii). 

- on  M.  for  Com.  of  Sup.  (remarks)  4276  (ii). 


Thompson,  Hon.  Sir  J  .—  Continued. 

Representation  in  H.  of  C.  (B.  76,  1°)  1855  (i). 

- 2°  m.,  3116,  3254  ;  agreed  to  (Y.  97,  N.  60) 

3719  (ii). 

- in  Com.,  3721,  3755,  3781,  3790,  3910,  4002, 

4048,  4073,  4084,  4114,  4148,  4193,  4321  (ii). 

-  3Q  m.,  4329 ;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Pelletier) 

4343  (ii). 

Returning  Officers,  &c.,  Duties  at  Elections,  on 
prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Mills,  Bothwtll)  85;  (Amt.)  89. 

Returns,  on  Enquiry  for  (remarks)  2172  (i). 

Rimouski,  Change  of  Route  (Ans.)  3183  (ii). 

Robertson,  J.  F.,  Claim  re  Ry.  Accident,  on  M. 
for  Stmnt.,  1369  (i). 

Royal  Commissions,  Ret.,  on  Enquiry,  2700,  3090, 
3239  (ii). 

St.  Raymond  Post  Office  (Ans.)  37  (i). 

Sittings  of  the  Hse.  (M. )  3897  (ii). 

Soulanges  Canal,  Tenders,  &c.,  on  M.  for  Ret., 

128  K). 

Speaker’s  Warrants,  on  incomplete  Ret.  (re¬ 
marks)  101  (i). 

Speech  from  the  Throne,  consdn.  (M.)  5  (i). 

Standing  Committees  (M.)  5  (i). 

- Com.  to  prepare  Lists  (M.)  34  (i). 

Supply— on' the  Budget,  614  (i). 

Canals — Capital  (Lachine)  cone.,  4213  (ii). 

Civil  Government  (High  Commissioner)  278,  con¬ 
tingencies,  cone.,  1085  :  (Interior)  260,  830,  862, 
(i),  cone.,  4208  (ii)  ;  (Justice)  913  ;  (Mounted 
Police)  266  ;  (Public  Works)  272  (i). 

Collection  of  Revenues  :  Excise  (Tobacco  Stamps) 
1011  (i). 

Dominion  Police,  313  (i). 

Immigration  (Expenses)  1895  (i). 

Justice,  Administration  of  (Circuit  Allowances, 
B.C.)  311 ;  (Exchequer  Court,  Publishing  Re¬ 
ports)  313,  cone.,  1085  ;  (Judges,  Queen’s  Bench, 
Ac.,  Man.)  311;  (Judges,  Travelling  Expenses,. 
N.W.T.)  311;  (Registrar  in  Admiralty,  Que.)313; 
(Supreme  Court)  312,  971  (i). 

Legislation :  House  of  Commons  (Printing,  Paper, 
Ac.)  795  ;  (Salaries,  Ac.)  772;  (Printing  Voters’ 
Lists)  cone.,  1086.  Library  (Purchase  of  Books) 
793;  (Salaries,  Ac.)  789.  Senate  (Salaries,  Ac.) 
754  (i). 

Miscellaneous  (C.  S.  Commissioners)  1004  (i). 
Penitentiaries  (B.C.)  748  ;  (Dorchester)  972  ;  (King¬ 
ston)  664  (i),  cone.,  4205  (ii) ;  (Man.)  744,973; 
(Regina  Gaol)  748,  973;  (St.  Vincent  de  Paul) 
736,  972  (i). 

Public,  Works— Income :  Buildings  (N.W.T.)  2937, 
2944;  (Ont.)  2923  (ii). 

Railways— Capital :  I.C.R.  (Halifax,  accommoda¬ 
tion)  2267;  (St.  John,  accommodation)  988  (i), 
2571  (ii). 

Superannuation,  803  (i). 

Territorial  Accounts  (Rebellion,  N.W.T.)  cone., 
1087  (i). 

Supply  B.  100  (Mr.  Foster)  on  M.  for  1°,  4603  ; 
on  M.  for  2°,  4655  (ii). 

Telegraph  Line,  Victoria,  N.S.  (Ans.)  3897  (ii). 

Tenant  Farmers’ Delegates  Rep.,  on  M.  for  copy, 
2435,  2443  (ii). 

- (remai’ks)  3116,  3566  (ii). 
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Thompson,  Hon.  Sir  J.— Continued. 

Trade  Extension,  Canada  and  U.S.,  Mess,  from 
His  Ex.  (presented)  216  (i). 

Trade  Relations  with  Great  Britain  (Ans.)  1980. 

U.  S.  Alien  Labour  Law  (remarks)  1548  (i). 

U.  S.  Vessels  in  Hudson  Bay  (Ans.)  4263  (ii). 

Voters’  Lists,  1891,  B.  67  (Mr.  Patterson ,  Huron) 
3°  m.,  4500  (ii). 

Voters’  Lists,  Revised,  Printing  (Ans.)  2641  (ii). 

West  Indies,  Minister’s  Visit  (remarks)  1224  (i). 

- Reps.,  &c.,  on  M.  for  copy,  1372  (i). 

Welland  Election,  on  M.  (Mr.  Tisdale)  declaring 
Seat  Vacant,  396  (i). 

- Day  suggested  for  Deb.,  454  (i). 

- on  Amt.  (Mr.  Laurier)  to  ref.  to  Com.  on 

Priv.  and  Elec.,  584  (i). 

Wilson,  Convict  Ed.,  Release,  on  M.  for  Pet., 
&c. ,  2642  (ii). 

Winding-Up  Act  Amt.  (B.  97,  1°*)  4204  (ii). 

Witnesses  and  Evidence  (B.  69,  1°)  1391  ;  2°*  and 
ref.  to  Com.  on  B.  7,  2008  (i). 

Wrecking  in  Can.  Waters  B.  8  (Mr.  Bowell)  on 
M.  for  1°,  107  (i). 

Writs  for  Elections,  on  enquiry  tor  Ret.,  3115. 

Tisdale,  Mr.  D.,  South  Norfolk. 

Civil  Servants,  Permanent  Clerks  Extra  Pay 
(M.  for  Ret.)  1715  (i). 

Civil  Service  Act  Amt.  B.  74  (Mr.  Patterson, 
Huron)  in  Com.,  4639  (ii). 

Criminal  Code  B.  7  (Sir  John  Thompson)  in  Com., 
4232  (ii). 

Debates,  Official,  2nd  Rep.,  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Wal¬ 
lace)  to  cone.,  4597  (ii). 

Divorce,  Hattie  Adele  Harrison,  Relief  (B.  92,1°) 
3300  (ii). 

- Wright,  James,  Relief  (B.  91,  1°)  3300  (ii). 

Dom.  Lands  Act  Amt.  B.  89  (Mr.  Dewdney)  in 
Com.,  3317  (ii). 

Home  Rule  for  Ireland,  on  prop.  Res.  (Amt.) 
3340  (ii). 

Kingston  Belt  Line  Ry.  Co.’s  incorp.  (B.  52,  1°*) 
823  (i). 

G.  T.  R.  Co.  of  Can.  (B.  14,  1°*)  129  (i). 

Gov.  Gen.’s  Body  Guard,  Affidavits  re  Pay-List 
(remarks)  1199  (i). 

London  Election,  Charges  against  Judge  Elliott, 
on  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Lister)  2315  (i). 

Lord’s  Day  Observance  B.  2  (Mr.  Charlton)  M. 
that  Com.  rise,  2293  (i)  ;  in  Com.,  3364,  3386. 

Midland  Ry.  Co.  of  Can.  (B.  93,  1°*)  3300  (ii). 

P.  O.  Savings  Banks,  Interest  on  Deposits  (Ques. ) 
916  (i). 

Privilege  (Ques  of)  par.  in  Free  Press  re  Trades 
and  Labour  Council,  2561  (ii). 

Railway  Act  Amt.  B.  84  (Mr.  Dewdney)  in  Com., 
4481 ;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Maclean,  East  York)  to  M. 
for  3°,  4624  (ii). 

Railway  Subsidies,  in  Com.  on  Res.,  4549  (ii). 

Representation  in  H.of  C.  B.  76  (Sir  John  Thomp¬ 
son)  3915  (ii). 


Tisdale,  Mr.  D. — Continued. 

Supply  : 

Arts,  Agriculture,  &c.  (Columbian  Exhibition)  4436. 
Militia  (Ammunition)  1199  (i). 

Voters’  Lists,  1891,  B.  67  (Sir  John  Thompson)  on 
Amt.  (Mr.  Armstrong)  to  M.  for  3°,  4502  (ii). 
Welland  County  Election,  Proceedings  at  Trial, 
&c.  (M.  for  Ret.*)  244  (i). 

- - (M.)  declaring  Seat  Vacant,  392  (i). 

- on  Amt.  (Mr.  Laurier)  to  ref.  to  Com.  on 

Priv.  and  Elec.,  588  (i). 

Tapper,  Hon.  C.  H.,  Pictou. 

Alert,  Str.,  Accident  to  (Ans.)  750,  917  (i). 

Bic  Wharf,  Collector  (Ans.)  2638  (ii). 

Bounties  to  Fishermen,  Discribution  (Ans.)  190. 
Canadian  Representative  at  Washington,  on 
prop.  Res.  (Mr.  McCarthy)  2463  ;  (Amt.)  2467. 
Canadian  Cattle  scheduled  in  England  (remarks) 
249  (i). 

Canvas  Coal  Bags,  Tenders  for  Making  (Ans.) 
2954  (ii). 

Caron,  Sir  Adolphe,  Charges  against,  on  prop. 

Res.  (Mr.  Edgar)  1049  (i). 

Charlebois,  F.,  Claim  against  Fisheries  Dept., 
on  M.  for  Cor.,  1036  (i). 

Criminal  Code  B.  7  (Sir  John  Thompson)  in  Com., 
2841  (ii). 

Crown  Prosecutions  and  Suits,  on  prop.  Res. 

(Sir  John  Thompson)  1302  (i). 

Diplomatic  Papers,  on  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Laurier) 
in  Amt.  to  M.  for  Com.  of  Sup.,  1813  (i). 
Finkle,  Roland,  Appmnt.  as  Fishery  Inspector 
(Ans.)  1365  (i). 

Fisheries,  Lobster  (prop.  Res.)  130;  (remarks) 
160  (i). 

Fisheries  Act  Amt.  (B.  9,  1°)  107  ;  2°  m.,  1655 
in  Com.  on  Res.,  1656  ;  M.  for  Com.  on  B., 
2173  ;  in  Com.,  2216,  2230  (i). 

Fisheries,  Depth  Rep.  (presented)  3237  (ii). 
Fisheries,  Pacific  and  Atlantic  Coasts,  Mess. 

from  His  Ex.  (presented)  667  (i). 

Fishery  Regulations,  Mackerel  (Ans.)  3055  (ii). 
Fishing  Rights  on  Richelieu  River  (Ans.)  35  (i). 
Fishing  Vessels  ( Modus  Vivendi)  of  the  U.  S. 
(B.  11,  U)  109;  2°  m.,.  176;  in  Com.,  1474, 
1639  (i). 

Gear  and  Tackle  Inspector,  Appmnt.  (Ans.)  224. 
Gov.  Gen.’s  Body  Guard,  Affidavits  re  Pay-List 
(remarks)  1222  (i). 

Harbour  and  River  Police  (Que.)  Repeal  (B.  66, 
1°)  1225  (i). 

Flour  (Can.)  admitted  into  Nfld.,  on  M.  for  Ret., 
112  (i). 

Lake  St.  Peter,  Fishing  Privileges  (Ans.)  2956. 
License  Fees,  Refund  by  Nfld.  (Ans.)  190  (i). 
Lobsters  and  Whitefish  for  B.C.  (Ans.)  751  (i). 
Marine  and  Fisheries  Dept.  Amalgamation  (B. 

12,  1°)  109;  in  Com.,  181  (i). 

Marine,  Depth  Rep.  (presented)  913  (i). 
Newfoundland  Bait  Act,  Cor.,  &c.  (Ans.)  98  (i). 
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Tupper,  Hon.  C.  H . — Continued. 

Newfoundland  Bait  Act,  Bait  Sales  to  St.  Pierre 
Fishermen  (Ans.)  189  (i). 

-  Fishing  Regulations,  enforcing  (Ans.)  134. 

- Imperial  Assent  (Ans.)  136  (i). 

- Papers  respecting  (Ans.)  315,  508,  914, 

1228,  1491  (i). 

-  Mess,  from  His  Ex.  (presented)  1088  (i). 

Pilotage  Act  Amt.  (B.  10,  1°)  108;  2°  m.,  173  (i). 
Pinsonneault,  Alfred,  Resignation,  &c.  (Ans.) 
749  (i). 

Prosser,  Wm.,  Fishery  Overseer,  Dismissal  (Ans.) 
2490  (ii). 

St.  Mary’s  Bay  Hatcheries  (Ans.)  398  (i). 

Sea  Fisheries  Development  Act  Amt.  (B.  5,  1°) 
97  ;  2°  m.,  161  ;  in  Com.,  167  (i). 

Sheet  Harbour,  Dues  Collected  (Ans.)  1032  (i). 
Steamboat  Inspection  Act  (prop.  Res.)  129;  on 
Res.,  752  (i). 

- (B.  13,  1°)  114  ;  in  Com.,  1394,  1642  (i). 

Supply — on  the  Budget,  358  ;  (remarks)  386, 
577,  630  (i). 

Civil  Government  (Marine)  270  (i). 

Fisheries  (Commissioners’  Expenses)  993  ;  (Intel¬ 
ligence  Bureau)  992  (i). 

Immigration  (Expenses)  1891  (i). 

Militia  (Ammunition)  1222  (i). 

Ocean  and  River  Service  (Cattle  Inspection)  992. 
Raihcays — Capital:  I.C.R.  (Halifax,  accommoda¬ 
tion)  2265  (i). 

Tignish  Wharfinger,  Fees  Collected  (Ans.)  98  (i). 
Westport  Harbour,  Can  Buoys  (Ans.)  399  (i). 

Tyr whitt,  Mr.  R.,  South  Simcoe. 

Gov.  Gen.’s  Body  Guard,  Affidavits  re  Pay-List 
(remarks)  1208  (i). 

Supply  : 

Arts,  Agriculture,  Ac.  (Experimental  Farms)  1441. 
Militia  (Ammunition)  1208  (i). 

Vaillancourt,  Mr.  C.  E.,  Dorchester. 

Judges  on  Commissions  (Ques.)  37  (i). 

St.  Raymond  Post  Office  (Ques.)  37  (i). 

Wallace,  Mr.  N.  C.,  West  York ,  Ont. 

Debates,  Official,  2nd  Rep.  of  Com.,  on  cone. 
(Amt.)  4597  (ii). 

Electoral  Lists,  Revising  Officers,  &c.,  on  M.  for 
Ret.,  938  (i). 

Home  Rule  for  Ireland,  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Tisdale) 
to  prop.  Res.,  3345  (ii). 

N.W.T.,  Act  Amt.  B.  27  (Mr.  McCarthy)  on  M. 
to  set  Day  for  2°,  2486  (ii). 

- - Education  and  Dual  Language,  on  prop. 

Res.  (Mr.  Armstrong)  3067  (ii). 

Preferential  Trade  with  Great  Britain,  despatch 
to  London  Times  re  Deb.  (remarks)  2500  (ii). 
Pub.  Accounts  and  Auditor  Gen.’s  Rep.,  ref.  to 
Standing  Com.  (M.)  188  (i). 

Representation  in  H.  of  C.  B.  76  (Sir  John  Thomp¬ 
son)  in  Com.,  3836,  3951,  3842,  3893  (ii). 

Supply : 

Arts,  Agriculture,  Ac.  (Experimental  Farms) 
1442  (i). 


Watson,  Mr.  R.,  Marquette. 

Binding  Twine,  on  M.  for  Ret.,  540  (i). 

- (prop*  Res.)  in  Amt.  to  M.  for  Com.  of 

Sup.,  1656 ;  neg.  (Y.  63,  N.  107)  1713  (i). 
Budget,  on  the,  656  (i). 

Land  Grants  to  Rys.,  Man.  and  N.  W.  T.,  on 
M.  for  Ret.,  2277  (i). 

Man.  School  Act  (M.  for  Ret.*)  2287  (i). 

- Legal  Expenses  (Ques.)  2068  (i). 

Mounted  Police,  Reduction  of  Force,  on  prop. 

Res.  (Mr.  McMullen)  2678  (ii). 

Preferential  Trade  with  Great  Britain,  on 
prop.  Res.  (Mr.  McNeill)  1600  (i). 
Representation  in  H.  of  C.  B.  76  (Sir  John 
Thompson)  on  M.  for  1°,  1865  (i). 

Supply — on  the  Budget,  656  (i). 

Canals — Income  (Chambly)  2259  (i). 

Immigration  (Agents’  Salaries)  1834,  1851 ;  (Ex¬ 
penses)  1931, 1943  (i). 

Militia  (Drill  Pay)  1355  (i). 

Penitentiaries  (Man.)  745  (i). 

Quarantine  (Cattle)  2043  (i). 

Superannuation,  800  (i). 

Tenant  Farmers’  Delegates  Rep.,  on  M.  for 
copy,  2449  (ii). 

Weldon,  Mr.  R.  C.,  Albert. 

Beet-Root  Sugar  Bounty,  in  Com.  on  Res.,  4707. 
Canadian  Representative  at  Washington,  on 
prop.  Res.  (Mr.  McCarthy)  1959,  1973  (i). 

Caron,  Sir  Adolphe,  Charges  against,  Approval  of 
Commissioners,  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Laurier)  3034  (ii). 
Criminal  Code  B.  7  (Sir  John  Thompson)  in  Com., 
2705,  3324  (ii). 

Diplomatic  Papers,  on  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Laurier) 
in  Amt.  to  M.  for  Com.  of  Sup.,  1807  (i). 
Debates,  Official,  2nd  Rep.  of  Com.,  on  cone., 

•  4592  (ii). 

I.  C.  R.  Running  Privileges,  &c.,  granted  C.P.R., 
on  M.  for  Ret. ,  559  (i). 

London  Election,  Charges  against  Judge  Elliott, 
on  Res.  (Mr.  Lister)  2339  (i). 

Post  Offices,  Erection,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2759  (ii). 
Railway  Subsidies,  on  cone.,  4660  (ii). 
Representation  in  H.  of  C.  B.  76  (Sir  John 
Thompson)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  McCarthy)  to  M.  for 
2°,  3464  (ii). 

- in  Com...  3872,  3912,  3918,  4177  (ii). 

Supply  : 

Public  Works — Income:  Buildings  (N.S)  2759  (ii). 
Raihcays  :  I.C.R.  (Halifax,  accommodation)  2547. 

Welsh,  Mr.  W.,  Queen’s,  P.E.I. 

Fisheries  Act  Amt.  B.  9  (Mr.  Tupper)  on  M.  for 
Com.,  2196,  2231  (i). 

Representation  in  H.  of  C.  B.  76  (Sir  John 
Thompson)  in  Com.,  3755,  4106  (ii). 

Steamboat  Inspection  Act  Amt.  B.  13  (Mr.  Tup¬ 
per)  in  Corn.,  1395  (i). 

Supply : 

Railways:  I.C.R.  (Halifax,  accommodation)  2513. 
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White,  Mr.  N.  W.,  Shelburne. 

Criminal  CodeB.  7  (Sir  John  Thompson)  in  Com., 
2829  (ii). 

Electoral  Lists,  Revising  Officers,  &c.,  on  M.  for 
Ret.,  964  (i). 

Fisheries  Act  Amt.  B.  9  (Mr.  T upper)  on  M.  for 
Com.,  2204;  in  Com.,  2232  (i). 

Fish,  Fish  Oil,  &c.,  Imports  from  Nfld.  (M.  for 
Ret.*)  159  (i). 

Fishing  Vessels  ( Modus  Vivendi)  U.S.  B.  11  (Mr. 

T upper)  in  Com.,  1479  (i). 

Nfld.  Bait  Act,  Imperial  Assent  (Ques.)  136  (i). 

- Fishing  Regulations,  enforcing  (Ques.) 

134  (i). 

Newfoundlanders  in  Labrador,  &c.  (M.  for  Ret.*) 
159  (i). 

Tenant  Farmers’  Delegates  Visit,  C.  H.  Cahan’s 
Services  (Ques.)  2432  (ii). 

White,  Mr.  R.  S.,  Cardie  ell. 

Insurance  Act  Amt.  (B.  3,  1°)  40  ;  2°  m.,  456  (i). 
Lord’s  Day  Observance  B.  2  (Mr.  Charlton)  in 
Com.,  3101  (ii). 

Preferential  Trade  with  Great  Britain,  on  Amt. 
(Mr.  Davies ,  P.E.I.)  to  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  McNeill) 
1632  (i). 

Wilson,  Mr.  U.,  Lennox. 

Lennox  Voters’  List  (M.  for  Ret.*)  159  (i). 
Representation  in  H.  of  C.  B.  76  (Sir  John 
Thompson)  on  Amt.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright) 
to  M.  for  3°,  4330  (ii). 

Supply  : 

Superannuation  (W.  Wallace)  798  (i). 

Wood,  Mr.  J.  F.,  Brockville. 

Alberta  Ry.  and  Coal  Co.’s  B.  39  (Mr.  Curran) 
on  M.  for  2°,  2255  (i). 

Criminal  Code  B.  7  (Sir  JohnThompson)  in  Com., 
2712  (ii). 

Debates,  Official,  2nd  Rep.  of  Com.,  on  cone., 
4593  (ii). 

Edwards,  W.  C.,  Co.’s  incorp.  (B.  17,  1°*)  129  (i). 
National  Mutual  Loan  and  Building  Society’s  B. 
53  (Mr.  Beausoleil)  on  M.  to  ref.  back  to  Sel . 
Com.,  3561  (ii). 


Wood,  Mr.  J.  F. — Continued. 

Ottawa  Valley  Ry.  Co.’s  (B.  59)  M.  to  place  on 
Order  Paper,  4214  (ii). 

Private  Bills,  Reps,  from  Com.,  Extension  of 
Time  (M.)  4214  (ii). 

Railway  Act  Amt.  B.  84  (Mr.  Haggctrt)  on  Amt. 
(Mr.  Maclean ,  East  York)  to  M.  for  3°,  4610. 

Supply : 

Legislation :  House  of  Commons  (Salaries,  &c.) 
771.  Senate  (Salaries,  &c.)  755  (i). 

Wood,  Mr.  J.,  Westmoreland. 

Live  Stock,  Tariff  (Ques. )  1365  (i). 

- —  (M.  for  Ret.)  2285  (i). 

I.  C.  R.,  Expenditure  out  of  Income  (M.  for  Ret.) 
1371  (i). 

National  Mutual  Loan  and  Building  Society’s  B. 
53  (Mr.  Beausoleil)  on  M.  to  ref.  back  to  Sel. 
Com.,  3558  (ii). 

Private  Bills,  Reps,  from  Com.  Extension  of 
Time  (M.)  3815  (ii). 

School  Savings  Bank  B.  36  (Mr.  Desjardins, 
Hochelaga)  M.  to  place  on  Orders  of  the  Day, 
4466  (ii) 

Supply : 

Railioays :  I.C.R.  (Expenses)  2405  (ii). 

Yeo,  Mr.  J.,  Prince,  P.E.I. 

Fisheries  Act  Amt.  B.  9  (Mr.  T upper)  on  M.  for 
Com.,  2214  (i). 

Little  Miminegash  Breakwater  (Ques.)  190  (i). 
Representation  in  H.  of  C.  B.  76  (Sir  John 
Thompson)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Somerville)  to  M.  for 
2°,  3707  (ii). 

- in  Com.  4164  (ii). 

- on  M.  for  3°  (Amt.)  4335;  neg.  (Y.  54, 

N.  87)  4335  (ii). 

Supply : 

Collection  of  Revenues:  Railways  (P.E.I.)  2631  (ii). 
Fisheries  (P.E.I.,  Salaries,  &c.)  4312  (ii). 

Public  Works— Income :  Harbours  and  Rivers 
(P.E.I.)  4255  (ii). 

Tunnel  (Submarine)  P.E.I.  and  Mainland,  on  M. 
for  Cor.,  411  (i). 
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“A,”  “B”  and  “C”  Batteries,  &c.  :  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  1419  (i). 

Active  Militia,  Drill,  Qualified  Officers,  &c.  : 

M.  for  Bet.  (Mr.  Hughes)  667  (i). 

Addington  Controverted  Election  :  Judges’ Bep., 

l(i). 

Address  in  Ans.  to  His  Ex.’s  Speech  :  moved  (Mr. 
Northrup)  7 ;  seconded  (Mr.  Bain ,  Soulanges)  18. 

- His  Ex.’s  Beply,  129  (i). 

ADJOURNMENTS,  Annunciation  Day:  M.  (Sir 
John  Thompson)  392  (i). 

- Ash  Wednesday  :  M.  (Sir  John  Thompson)  35. 

- Corpus  Christi  :  M.  (Sir  John  Thompson) 

3752  (ii). 

-  Dominion  Day,  &c.  :  Bemarks  (Sir  John 

Thompson)  4214  (ii). 

- M.  (Sir  John  Thompson)  4260  (ii). 

- - —  Easter  :  M.  (Sir  John  Thompson)  1088,  1364. 

- Bemarks  (Mr.  Taylor)  1311  (i). 

- Queen’s  Birthday,  &c.  :  Bemarks  (Sir  John 

Thompson)  2700  (ii). 

- M.  (Sir  John  Thompson)  2780  (ii). 

Administration  of  Justice.  See  “Justice.” 

Administration  of  Oaths  of  Office  B.  No. 

1  (Sir  John  Thompson).  1°*  {pro  forma)  4  (i). 
Admiralty  Court,  Que.,  Begistrar  :  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  313  (i). 

Adulteration  of  Food  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  4430  (ii). 
Agents’  (Dom.  Lands)  Salaries,  &c.  :  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  4431  (ii). 

- See  “Immigration.” 

Agriculture  and  Colonization  Com.  :  List  of  Mem¬ 
bers,  105  (i). 

AG  B ICULTUBE  : 

British  Farmers’  Delegates  Hep.  :  M.  for  copy 
(Mr.  McMillan,  Huron)  2432,  3637  (ii). 

- See  “  Tenant  Farmers.” 

Butter  and  Cheese  Industry,  Pamphlet  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  ChoQuette)  3331  (ii). 

Cattle  Shipments,  Inspection:  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
992,  2033  (i). 

Dairying  Interests  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1464  (i). 
Deptl.  Contingencies  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  286  (i). 

- Rep.:  Presented  (Mr.  Carling)  1062  (i). 

- in  Com.  of  Sup.,  286  (i). 

Deputy  Minister,  Letter  re  Pamphlets  :  in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  Ques.  (Mr.  Laurier)  1947  (i). 
Experimental  (Central)  Farm,  Dairy  Stock,  &c.  : 

M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  McMillan,  Huron)  402  (i). 
- French  Cor.  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Frimont)  3114. 


AGBICULTUBE — Continued. 

Experimental  Farms  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1424,  4448. 

- Number,  Location,  Expend.,  &C. :  M.  for 

Stmnt.  (Mr.  Fremont)  682  (i). 

- Reps.,  French  Edition:  Ques.  (Mr.  Devlin) 

397  (i). 

- Remarks  (Mr.  Frhnont)  3185  (ii). 

Haras  National  Co.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1465  (i). 
High  Commissioner’s  Office  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  275, 
282,  896  ;  cone.,  1085  (i). 

Intelligence  Bureau,  Daily  Reps.  :  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  992  (i). 

Morton  Dairy  Co.’s  Claim  :  Ques.  (Mr.  McMullen) 
916  (i). 

Nationalities  of  the  Population  :  Ques.  (Sir 
Richard  Cartwrigh  t)  824  (i). 

“  Patent  Record  ”  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1159  (i). 
Sugar-Beet  Cultivation,  French  Edition  of  Reps.: 

Ques.  (Mr.  Beausoleil)  750  (i). 

- See  “  Beet-Root.” 

Tenant  Farmers’  Delegates  Reps.:  Ques.  (Mr. 
McMillan,  Huron)  3166,  3566  (ii). 

- Ques.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  1638  (i). 

- Remarks  (Mr.  McMillan,  Huron)  on  M.  for 

Com.  of  Sup.,  4401  (ii). 

- - M.  for  copies  (Mr.  McMillan,  Huron)  2432, 

3637  (ii). 

- Visit,  Mr.  C.  Cahan’s  Expenses  :  Ques.  (Mr. 

White,  Shelburne)  2432  (ii). 

[See  “Arts  and  Statistics;”  “Immigration;” 
“  Supply.”] 

Alberta  Ry.  and  Coal  Co.’s  B.  No.  39  (Mr. 
Curran).  1°*,  315  ;  2°*,  418  ;  M.  for  Com.,  2254  ; 
in  Com.  and  3°*,  2256  (i).  (55-56  Vic.,  c.  30.) 

Aikins,  Jas.  A.  M.  See  “Divorce.” 

“Alert,”  Str.,  Enquiry  re  Loss:  Ques.  (Mr.  Cho- 
quette)  750,  917  (i). 

Algoma,  Controverted  Election  :  Judges’  Rep., 

Mi). 

Alien  Contract  Labour  Prohibition  B. 

No.  4  (Mr.  Taylor).  I0*,  40;  2°  m.,  295  ;  deb. 
adjd.,  310  (i)  ;  Amt.  (Sir  John  Thompson)  6  m. 
h.,  agreed  to,  2457  (ii). 

Alien  Labour  Law  (U.  S.)  Press  Despatch:  Re¬ 
marks  (Mr.  Langelier)  1548  (i). 

Allan,  Messrs.,  &c.,  Decrease  of  Customs  Duties  : 

M.  for  Pets.  (Mr.  Laurier)  159  (i). 

American  Cattle  in  Bond,  Imports  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Sproide)  399  (i). 

Ammunition,  Manufacture,  &c.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup. 
1161  (i)  ;  cone.,  4209  (ii). 
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Annapolis  and  Atlantic  Ry.,  &c.,  Cor.,  &c.,  re 
Subsidy  :  M.  for  Cor.  (Mr.  Forbes)  688  (i). 

Apples,  Export,  Inspection  underAct  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Mills ,  Annapolis)  3238  (ii). 

Arbitration  re  Provincial  Accounts  :  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  4430;  cone.,  4470  (ii). 

Archibald,  H.  D.,  Conductor  on  I.  C.  R.,  Dis¬ 
missal  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Patterson,  Colchester) 
969  (i). 

Architects,  Engineers,  &c.,  Public  Works:  in 
Com.  of  Sup.,  4259  (ii). 

Armouries  and  Care  op  Arms  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
1349  (i). 

Arpin,  Mr.,  Charges  for  Demurrage  :  Ques.  (Mr. 

Lavergne)  4643  (ii). 

Artificial  Fertilizers,  Quantity  Imported  :  M. 
for  Ret.  (Mr.  McMillan,  Huron)  526  (i). 

ARTS  and  STATISTICS : 

Census  and  Statistics,  Map  showing  Boundaries  : 
Ques.  (Mr.  Mills,  Bothwell)  824  (i). 

- Birthplaces,  <fcc. :  Ques.  (Sir  Richard  Cart¬ 
wright )  3566  (ii). 

- Enquiry  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright )  4135  (ii). 

- in  Com.  of  Sup., 983  (i), 4437  (ii). 

- Origin  and  Religious  Creeds  :  Ques.  (Sir 

Hector  Langevin)  190  (i),  2490  (ii). 

Criminal  Statistics  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1160  (i). 

Election  Statistics  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Patterson, 
Huron)  3185  (ii). 

Jamaica  Exhibition  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  976  (i). 

Mennonites,  Enumeration  in  Census  :  Remarks 
(Mr.  Landerkin )  4263  (ii) . 

Population  of  Electoral  Districts  :  Enquiry  for 
Ret.  (Mr.  Landerkin)  2700  (ii). 

Railway  Statistics,  Delay  in  presenting:  Re¬ 
marks  (Mr.  McMullen)  3185  (ii). 

- Ques.  (Mr.  McMullen)  3398  (ii).  • 

World’s  Columbian  Exhibition:  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
983  (i),  4433;  cone.,  4474  (ii).  . 

[See  “  Agriculture  ;  ”  “  Immigration.”] 

Arts,  Agriculture  and  Statistics  :  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  976,  983,  1159,  1424,  1464  (i),  4433  ;  cone., 
4474  (ii). 

Assistant  Receiver  Gen.,  Vic.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
250  (i). 

Atlantic  Coast  Fisheries  and  Newfoundland  : 
Mess,  from  His  Ex.,  1088  (i). 

Atlantic  Mail  Service  :  Ques.  (Mr.  McNeill)  1231. 

'  Sunday  Train  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Charlton )  3184  (ii). 

Auditor  General’s  Office  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  267  (i). 

- Rep.  :  Presented  (Mr.  Foster)  188  (i). 

Audit  of  Accounts,  I.C.R.  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Mulock) 
on  M.  for  Com.  of  Sup.,  4276  (ii). 

Baie  des  Chaleurs  Ry.  :  M.  for  Sel.  Com.  (Mr. 
Cockburn)  42  (i). 

Bain,  Jas.  Wm.,  Esq.,  Member  for  Soulanges  :  In¬ 
troduced,  3  (i). 

Bancroft  &  Connolly.  See  “Kingston  Graving 
Dock.” 

Banff  Springs,  Survey,  &c.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  4428. 

Banking  and  Commerce  Com.  :  List  of  Members, 

104  (i). 

Baptist  Missionary  Union.  See  “Woman’s.” 


Barrett  vs.  City  of  Winnipeg,  Supreme  Court 
Jdgt.  :  M.  for  copy  (Mr.  LaRiviere)  158  (i). 

- Legal  Expenses  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Watson)  2068. 

“Bayfield,”  Str.,  Supplies,  Enquiry:  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  4461  (ii). 

Bear  River  (N.S.)  Railway  Bridge:  Ques.  (Mr. 
Bowers)  398  (i). 

Beauharnois  Canal,  Engineers’  Reps.,  &c.,  re 
Building  :  M.  for  copies  (Mr.  Bergeron)  191, 
224  (ii). 

Beef  and  Pork,  LT.S.  and  Can.  Fishermen  :  M.  for 
Ret.  (Mr.  Forbes)  294  (i). 

- Lumbermen’s  Imports:  Ques.  (Mr.  Forbes) 

291  (i). 

Beet-Root  Sugar,  Prof.  Saunders’  Rep.  :  Presented 
(Mr.  Foster)  71  (i). 

- Instructions  :  M.  for  copies  (Mr.  Bcausoleil) 

1373  (i). 

- Bounty  on  Manufacture  :  M.  for  Stmnt. 

(Mr.  Beausoleil)  1366,  1373  (i). 

- Bounties  Paid  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Edgar)  41  (i). 

- See  “Sugar  Beet.” 

Beet-Root  Sugar  Bounty  B.  No.  102  (Mr. 

Foster).  Res.  prop,  and  in  Com.,  4697  ;  1°*  and 
2°*  of  B.,  4715  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  4727  (ii).  (55-56 
Vic.,  c.  8.) 

Behring’s  Sea  Arbitration  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  4460  ; 
cone.,  4478  (ii). 

- Seal  Fisheries,  Press  Despatch  :  Remarks 

(Mr.  Laurier)  36  (i). 

Belleville  and  Lake  Nipissing  Ry.  Co.’s 

B.  No.  28  (Mr.  Corby).  1°*,  245;  2°*,  289  ;  in 
Com.  and  3°*,  696  (i).  (55-56  Vic.,  c.  31.) 

- Subs  idy  :  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Haggart)  4395  ;  in 

Com.,  4535  (ii). 

Bell  Telephone  Co.  of  Can.  B.  No.  41  (Mr. 

Curran).  1°*,  315  ;  2°*,  418 ;  in  Com.  and  3°*, 
1373  (i).  (55-56  Vic.,  c.  67.) 

Bennett,  Wm.  H.,  Esq.,  Member  for  East  Simcoe  : 
Introduced,  129  (i). 

Berthier  (Montmagny)  P.O.,  Management  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Choquette)  2638  (ii). 

Bic,  Collector  at  Wharf,  Salary,  &c.  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Langelier)  2638  (ii). 

Big  Fortune  Breakwater  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  4448. 
Big  Tracadie  Breakwater  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  4252. 
Bill  (No.  1)  Respecting  the  Administration  of  Oaths 
of  Office. — (Sir  John  Thompson.) 

1°*,  4  ;  pro  forma. 

Bill  (No.  2)  To  secure  the  better  observance  of  the 
Lord’s  Day,  commonly  called  Sunday. — (Mr. 
Cha  rlton. ) 

1°*,  40  ;  2°  m. ,  1062 ;  2°,  1083  ;  in  Com.,  2293  ;  Com. 
rose,  2305  (i) ;  Ms.  to  recom.,  2431,  3090  ;  agreed 
to  (T  .  77,  N.  50)  and  in  Com.,  3091 ;  again  in 
Com.,  3363  (ii). 

Bill  (No.  3)  To  amend  the  Insurance  Act. — (Mr. 
White,  Cardwell.) 

1°*,  40  ;  2°,  456  (i). 
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Bill  (No.  4)  To  prohibit  the  importation  and  migra¬ 
tion  of  foreigners  and  aliens  under  contract  or 
agreement  to  perform  labour  in  Canada. — (Mr. 
Taylor. ) 

1°*,  40;  2°  m.,  295;  deb.  adjd.,  310  (i)  ;  Amt.  (Sir 
John  Thompson)  6  m.  h.  agreed  to,  2457  (ii). 

Bill  (No.  5)  To  amend  Chap.  96  of  the  Revised 
Statutes,  to  encourage  the  development  of  the 
Sea  Fisheries  and  the  building  of  Fishing  Vessels. 
— (Mr.  Tapper.) 

1°,  97 ;  2°*,  130  ;  M.  for  Com.,  161  ;  in  Com.,  166  ; 
3°*,  249  (i).  (55-56  Vic.,  c.  18.) 

Bill  (No.  6)  To  amend  the  Canada  Temperance 
Amendment  Act  of  1888. — (Mr.  Flint.) 

1°,  98;  2°,  418;  in  Coin.,  455;  3U*,  692  (i).  (55-56 

Vic.,  c.  26.) 

Bill  (No.  7)  Respecting  the  Criminal  Law, — (Sir  John 
Thompson.) 

1°,  106  ;  2°,  1312  (i) ;  in  Com.,  2701,  2782,  2795,  2826, 
2958,  3320,  3637,  3640,  3644,  4225,  4230,  4265, 
4313  ;  3°,  4348  ;  Sen.  Amts.  cone,  in,  4732  (ii). 
(55-56  Vic.,  c.  29.) 

Bill  (No.8)  Respecting  aid  by  United  States  Wreckers 
in  Canadian  waters. — (Mr.  Bowell.) 

1°,  106;  2°  m.,  173;  2°,  970  ;  in  Com.,  1091;  3°*, 
1153  (i).  (55-56  Vic.,  c.  4.) 

Bill  (No.  9)  Further  to  amend  the  Fisheries  Act. — 
(Mr.  T  upper.) 

Res.  prop.,  130;  1°,  107 ;  2°,  1655;  Res.  in.  Com., 
1656  ;  M.  for  Com.  on  B.,  2173  ;  in  Com.,  2216, 
2230  (i). 

Bill  (No.  10)  To  amend  the  Pilotage  Act. — (Mr. 
Tapper. ) 

1°,  108;  2°,  173;  in  Com.,  970  ;  3°*,  1090  (i).  (55- 
56  Vic.,  c.  20.) 

Bill  (No.  11)  Respecting  Fishing  Vessels  of  the 
United  States  of  America. — (Mr.  Tapper.) 

1°,  109 ;  2°,  176  ;  in  Com.,  1472,  1639 ;  3°*,  1789  (i). 
(55-56  Vic.,  c.  3.) 

Bill  (No.  12)  Respecting  the  Department  of  Marine 
and  Fisheries. — (Mr.  Tapper.) 

1°,  109  ;  2°  and  in  Com.,  181 ;  3°*,  249  (i).  (55-56 
Vic.,  c.  17.) 

Bill  (No.  13)  To  further  amend  the  Steamboat 
Inspection  Act. — (Mr.  Tapper.) 

Res.  prop.,  129;  1°,  114  ;  2°,  752;  Res.  in  Com., 
752;  B.  in  Com.,  1394,  1642  ;  3°*,  1789  (i). 
(55-56  Vic.,  c.  19.) 

Bill  (No.  14)  Respecting  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway 
Company  of  Canada. — (Mr.  Tisdale.) 

1°*,129 ;  2°*,  134 ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  695  (i).  (55-56 

Vic.,  c.  39.) 

Bill  (No.  15)  To  amend  the  Act  to  incorporate  the 
McKay  Milling  Company. — (Mr.  Robillard.) 

I0*,  129;  2°*,  134;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  855  (i).  (55-56 

Vic.,  c.  73.) 

.v»  /  >{  ’  *  ■» 

Bill  (No.  16)  Respecting  the  Ottawa  City  Passenger 
Railway  Company. — (Mr.  Robillard.) 

1°*,  129 ;  2°*,  134  (i) ;  in  Com.,  2939  ;  3**,  2940  (ii). 
(55-56  Vic.,  c.  53.) 


Bill  (No.  17)  To  incorporate  W.  C.  Edwards  and 
Company. — (Mr.  Wood,  Brockville.) 

1°*,  129  ;  2°*,  134 ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  855  (i).  (55-56 
Vic.,  c.  72.) 

Bill  (No.  18)  Respecting  certain  Railway  Works  in 
the  City  of  Toronto. — (Mr.  Denison.) 

I0*,  129 ;  2°*,  134  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  1740  (i).  (55-56 
Vic.,  c.  61.) 

Bill  (No.  19)  Respecting  the  Boiler  Inspection  and 
Insurance  Company  of  Canada. — (Mr.  Coats- 
worth.  ) 

1°*,  129 ;  2°*,  134  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  1373  (i).  (55-56 

Vic.,  c.  68.) 

Bill  (No.  20)  Respecting  the  British  Columbia 
Southern  Railway  Company. —(Mr.  Mara.) 

1°*,  129 ;  2°*,  134  (i). 

Bill  (No.  21)  For  the  suppression  of  obscene  litera¬ 
ture,  and  to  provide  for  the  punishment  of  certain 
immoral  and  criminal  practices. — (Mr.  Charlton.) 

1°*,  133  (i) ;  2°  m.,  2457  ;  2°  and  ref.  to  Sel.  Com.  on 
B.  (No.  7)  2461  (ii). 

Bill  (No.  22)  Respecting  the  London  and  Port  Stan¬ 
ley  Railway  Company. — (Mr.  Moncricff.) 

1°*,  161 ;  2°*,  275  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  2093  (i).  (55-56 

Vic.,  c.  43.) 

Bill  (No.  23)  To  incorporate  the  High  River  and 
Sheep  Creek  Irrigation  and  Water  Power  Com¬ 
pany. — (Mr.  Davis.) 

1°*,  161 ;  2°*,  275  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  2093  (i).  (55-56 
Vic.,  c.  66.) 

Bill  (No.  24)  Respecting  the  Nicola  Valley  Railway 
Company. — (Mr.  Mara.) 

1°*,  161 ;  2°*,  275 ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  695  (i).  (55-56 

Vic.,  c.  50.) 

Bill  (No.  25)  Respecting  the  Montreal  Board  of 
Trade. — (Mr.  Curran.) 

1°*,  161 ;  2°*,  275  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  1373  (i).  (55-56 
Vic.,  c.  70.) 

Bill  (No.  26)  To  incorporate  the  Nelson  and  Fort 
Sheppard  Railway  Company. — (Mr.  Mora.) 

I0*,  189  ;  2°*,  275  (i). 

Bill  (No.  27)  To  further  amend  the  Acts  respecting 
the  North-West  Territories.  — (Mr.  McCarthy.) 

1°,  217  (i) ;  2°  m.,  2461 ;  neg.  (Y.  33,  N.  132)  2462 ; 
M.  to  recom.,  2483  (ii). 

Bill  (No.  28)  Respecting  the  Belleville  and  Lake 
Nipissing  Railway  Company. — (Mr.  Corby.) 

1°*,  245  ;  2°*,  289 ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  696  (i).  (55-56 
Vic.,  c.  31.)  , 

Bill  (No.  29)  Respecting  the  Nipissing  and  James’ 
Bay  Railway  Company. — (Mr.  Coatsworth.) 

1°*,  245  ;  2°*,  289  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  695  (i).  (55-56 
Vic.,  c.  51.) 

Bill  (No.  30)  Respecting  the  Nova  Scotia  Steel  and 
Forge  Company  (Limited). — (Mr.  Fraser.) 

1°*,  245  ;  2°*,  289 ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  1373  (i).  (55-56 
Vic.,  c.  74.) 

Bill  (No.  31)  Respecting  the  Globe  Printing  Com¬ 
pany. — (Mr.  Innes.) 

1°*,  245;  2°*,  289  ;  in  Com.,  1229  ;  3U*,  1230  (i). 
(55-56  Vic.,  c.  75.) 
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Bill  (No.  32)  To  incorporate  the  Women’s  Baptist 
Missionary  Union  of  the  Maritime  Provinces. — 
(Mr.  Stairs.) 

1°*,  245,  2°*,  289  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  1228  (i).  (55- 

56  Vic.,  c  76.) 

Bill  (No.  33)  Respecting  the  Wood  Mountain  and 
Qu’Appelle  Railway  Company. — (Mr.  Macdonald, 
Winnipeg. ) 

1°*,  245;  2°*,  289  ;  in  Com.  and  3Q*,  1740  (i).  (55- 

56  Vic.,  c.  63.) 

Bill  (No.  34)  Raspecting  the  Canada  Southern  Rail¬ 
way  Company. — (Mr.  Ingram.) 

T*,  245  ;  2°*,  289  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  1228  (i)  (55-56 
Vic.,  c.  34.) 

Bill  (No.  35)  Respecting  the  Manitoba  and  South- 
Eastern  Railway  Company. — (Mr.  LaRiviere.) 

1°*,  245  ;  2°*,  289  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  696  (i).  (55-56 

Vic.,  c.  46.) 

Bill  (No.  36)  To  amend  the  Act  to  incorporate  the 
School  Savings  Bank. — (Mr.  Desjardins,  Hoche- 
laga.) 

1°*,  314  ;  2°*,  418  (i) ;  M.  to  transfer  to  the  Orders 
of  the  Day,  4466  ;  in  Com.  and  3J*,  4638  (ii). 

Bill  (No.  37)  Respecting  the  Lake  Manitoba  Rail¬ 
way  and  Canal  Company. — (Mr.  Ross,  Lisgar.) 

1°*,  315 ;  2°*,  418  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  1740  (i).  (55- 

56  Vic.,  c.  41.) 

Bill  (No.  38)  Respecting  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail¬ 
way. — (Mr.  Kirkpatrick.) 

1°*,  315  ;  2°*,  418 ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  1228  (i).  (55- 

56  Vic.,  c.  35.) 

Bill  (No.  39)  Respecting  the  Alberta  Railway  and 
Coal  Company. — (Mr.  Curran.) 

1°*,  315  ;  2°*,  418  ;  M.  for  Com.,  2254  ;  in  Com. 
and  3°*,  2256  (i).  (55-56  Vic.,  c.  30.) 

Bill  (No.  40)  Respecting  the  Saint  Catharines  and 
Niagara  Central  Railway  Company. — (Mr.  Car¬ 
penter.  ) 

1°*,  315  ;  2°*,  418  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  1228  (i).  (55- 
56  Vic.,  c.  58.) 

Bill  (No.  41)  Respecting  the  Bell  Telephone  Com¬ 
pany  of  Canada. — (Mr.  Curran.) 

1°*,  315  ;  2P*,  418  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  1373  (i).  (55- 

56  Vic.,  c.  67.) 

Bill  (No.  42)  To  revive  and  amend  the  Act  to  incor¬ 
porate  the  Brock ville  and  New  York  Bridge 
Company. — (Mr.  Taylor.) 

1Q*,  454  ;  2°*,  509  (i) ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  2461  (ii). 
(55-56  Vic.,  c.  64.) 

Bill  (No.  43)  To  amend  an  Act  respecting  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Geological  Survey — [from  the  Senate). 
— (Mr.  Dewdney.) 

1°*,  578;  2°,  1648  ;  in  Com.,  1654  ;  3°*,  1789  (i). 
(55-56  Vic.,  c.  16.) 

Bill  (No.  44)  Further  to  amend  the  Chinese  Immigra¬ 
tion  Act. — (Mr.  Gordon.) 

1°*,  508  (i) ;  M.  (Sir  John  Thompson)  to  transfer  to 
Govt.  Orders,  4263;  2°  m.,  4631  ;  in  Com., 
4637,  4716  ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Gordon)  4726 ;  neg.  and 
3°,  4727  (ii).  (55-56  Vic.,  c.  25.) 


Bill  (No.  45)  To  revive  and  amend  the  Act  to  incor¬ 
porate  the  Lindsay,  Bobcaygeon  and  Pontypool 
Railway  Company.— (Mr.  Fairbairn.) 

1°*,  578;  2°*,  696;  in  Com.,  1228  ;  3°*,  1229  (i). 
(55-56  Vic.,  c.  42.) 

Bill  (No.  46)  To  make  Voting  compulsory. — (Mr. 
Amyot. ) 

1°*,  578;  2°  and  ref.  to  Sel.  Com.,  1083  (i). 

Bill  (No.  47)  To  incorporate  the  Victoria  Life  Insur¬ 
ance  Company. — (Mr  Cockburn.) 

1°*,  749  ;  2°*,  855  ;  in'  Com.  and  3°*,  1373  (i).  (55- 
56  Vic.,  c.  69.) 

Bill  (No.  48)  Respecting  the  transfer  of  Shares  in 
Corporations. — (Mr.  Ives.) 

1°,  749  (i). 

Bill  (No.  49)  Respecting  the  Cobourg,  Northumber¬ 
land  and  Pacific  Railway  Company. — (Mr. 
Guillet. ) 

M.  to  read  and  receive  Pet.,  667  ;  1°*,  823  ;  2°*,  915  ; 
in  Com.  and  3°*,  1740  (i).  (55-56  Vic.,  c.  38.) 

Bill  (No.  50)  Respecting  the  Ontario  Pacific  Railway 
Company. — (Mr.  Bergin.) 

M.  to  introd.,  666 ;  1°*,  823 ;  2°*,  915 ;  in  Com.  and 
3°*,  2093  (i).  (55-56  Vic.,  c.  52.) 

Bill  (No.  51)  To  incorporate  the  Canadian  Railway 
Company  (name  changed  to  “Canso  and  Louis- 
bourg”). — (Mr.  Gillies.) 

1°*,  823 ;  2°*,  915;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  1740  (i).  (55- 

56  Vic.,  c.  36.) 

Bill  (No.  52)  To  incorporate  the  Kingston  Belt  Line 
Railway  Company. — (Mr.  Tisdale.) 

1°*,  823 ;  2°*,  915  (i). 

Bill  (No.  53)  Respecting  the  Qu’Appelle,  Long  Lake 
and  Saskatchewan  Railroad  and  Steamboat 
Company. — (Mr.  Kirkpatrick. ) 

1°*,  823  ;  2°*,  915  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  1740  (i).  (55- 

56  Vic.,  c.  57.) 

Bill  (No.  54)  To  incorporate  the  Niagara  Falls  and 
Queenston  Railway  and  Bridge  Company. — (Mr. 
Macdonell,  Algoma.) 

1°*,  823  ;  2°*,  1061  (i). 

Bill  (No.  55)  To  amalgamate  the  National  Mutual 
Loan  and  Building  Society  of  Montreal  and  the 
National  Mutual  Loan  and  Building  Society  of 
Hamilton  under  the  name  of  “The  National 
Mutual  Loan  and  Building  Society. — (Mr.  Lan- 
gelier. ) 

1°*,  823;  2°*,  1061  (i)  ;  M.  to  ref.  Rep.  back  to 
Banking  and  Commerce  Com.,  3556 ;  neg.  (Y. 
53,  N.  96)  3563  (ii). 

Bill  (No.  56)  To  confirm  an  agreement  between  the 
Tobique  Valley  Railway  Company  and  the  Can¬ 
adian  Pacific  Railway  Company. — (Mr.  Skinner.) 

1°*,  823  ;  2°*,  915  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  2093  (i).  (55-56 
Vic.,  c.  60.) 

Bill  (No.  57)  Respecting  the  St.  John  and  Maine 
Railway  Company  and  the  New  Brunswick  Rail¬ 
way  Company. — (Mr.  Skinner.) 

1°*,  823 ;  2°*,  915 ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  1740  (i).  (55- 
56  Vic.,  c.  59.) 
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Bill  (No.  58)  To  authorize  the  conveyance  to  the  Cor¬ 
poration  of  the  City  of  Toronto  of  certain  Ord¬ 
nance  Lands  in  that  city. — (Mr.  Dewdney. ) 

Res.  prop.,  129  ;  in  Com.,  174 ;  1°*,  825  ;  2°*,  1491 ;  in 
Corn.,  1639 ;  3°*,  1642  (i).  (55-56  Vic.,  c.  7.) 

Bill  (No.  59)  To  incorporate  the  Ottawa  Valley  Rail¬ 
way  Company. — (Mr.  McMillan ,  Vaudreuil.) 

I0*,  970  ;  2°*,  1062  (i) ;  in  Com.  and  3^*,  4230  (ii). 
(55-56  Vic.,  c.  54.) 

Bill  (No.  60)  Respecting  the  Great  Northern  Railway 
Company.  — (Mr.  Taylor. ) 

1°*,  1031 ;  2°*,  1181  (i) ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  2594  (ii). 
(55-56  Vic.,  c.  40.) 

Bill  (No.  61)  To  amend  the  North-West  Territories 
Act.— (Mr.  Dewdney.) 

V*,  1062  (i). 

Bill  (No.  62)  For  granting  to  Her  Majesty  certain 
sums  of  money  required  for  defraying  certain  ex¬ 
penses  of  the  Public  Service,  for  the  financial 
year  ending  the  30th  June,  1892,  and  for  other  pur¬ 
poses  relatingto  the  Public  Service. — (Mr.  Bowell. ) 

Res.  in  Com.  and  1°*  of  B.,  1087;  2°,  1090  ;  3°*, 
1091  (i).  (55-56  Vic.,  c.  1.) 

Bill  (No.  63)  Respecting  the  Pontiac  Pacific  Junc¬ 
tion  Railway  Company. — (Mr.  Murray.) 

1°*,  1153  ;  2C*,  1230  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  2093  (i).  (55  - 
56  Vic.,  c.  56.) 

Bill  (No.  64)  Respecting  the  Canada  Atlantic  Rail¬ 
way  Company. — (Mr.  Taylor.) 

1°*,  1153  ;  2°*,  1230 ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  2256  (i).  (55- 
56  Vic.,  c.  33.) 

Bill  (No.  65)  To  incorporate  the  Burrard  Inlet  Tun¬ 
nel  and  Bridge  Company. — (Mr.  Corbould.) 

1°*,  1153;  2°*,  1230  (i)  ;  Com.,  in  Com.  and  3°*, 
3207  (ii).  (55-56  Vic.,  c.  65.) 

Bill  (No.  66)  To  repeal  the  Act  respecting  the  Har¬ 
bour  and  River  Police  of  the  Province  of  Quebec. 
— (Mr.  Tapper.) 

1°,  1225  (i)  ;  B.  wthdn.,  4482  (ii). 

Bill  (No.  67)  Respecting  the  Voters’  Lists  of  1391. — 
(Mr.  Patterson,  Huron.) 

1°,  1227  ;  2°  m.,  3300  ;  2°,  3301  ;  in  Com.,  4480  ;  3° 
m.,  4500;  Amt.  (Mr.  Armstrong)  4501;  neg. 
(Y.  30,  N.  63)  4505  (ii).  (55-56  Vic.,  c.  12.) 

Bill  (No.  68)  To  revive  and  amend  the  Acts  respect¬ 
ing  the  Ottawa,  Waddington  and  New  York 
Railway  and  Bridge  Company. — (Mr.  Ross,  Dun- 
das.) 

1°*,  1364  ;  2°*,  1497 ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  3511  (ii). 
(55-56  Vic.,  c.  55.) 

Bill  (No.  69)  Respecting  Witnesses  and  Evidence. 
— (Sir  John  Thompson.) 

1°,  1391 ;  2°*  and  ref.  to  Sel.  Com.  on  B.  7,  2008  (i). 

Bill  (No.  70)  To  incorporate  The  Dominion  Millers’ 
Association. — (Mr.  Stevenson.) 

1°*,  1465 ;  2°*,  1548  (i) ;  in  Com.  and  3°,  2940  (ii). 
(55-56  Vic.,  c.  71.) 

Bill  (No.  71)  Further  to  amend  the  Inland  Revenue 
Act. — (Mr.  Costigan.) 

1°,  1469.;  2°  objected  to,  1648  ;  2°  and  in  Com., 
2007 ;  3°*,  2172  (i).  (55-56  Vic.,  c.  22.) 


Bill  (No.  72)  To  incorporate  the  Winnipeg  and  At¬ 
lantic  Railway  Company. — (Mr.  Masson.) 

1°*,  1636 ;  2°*,  1740  (i) ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  2461  (ii). 
(55-56  Vic.,  c.  62.) 

Bill  (No.  73)  To  amend  the  Act  to  incorporate  the 
Montreal  Island  Railway  Company. — (Mr.  Cur¬ 
ran.  ) 

1°*,  1636  ;  2°*,  1740  (i). 

Bill  (No.  74)  To  amend  the  Acts  respecting  the 
Civil  Service. — (Mr.  Patterson,  Huron.) 

1°*,  1636  (i) ;  2°*,  4638  ;  in  Com.,  4639  ;  3°*,  4641  (ii). 
(55-56  V,c.,  c.  14.) 

Bill  (No  75)  To  confer  on  the  Commissioner  of  Pat¬ 
ents  certain  powers  for  the  relief  of  Carl  Auer 
Von  Welsbach  and  others. — (Mr.  Stairs.) 

1°*,  1714  ;  2°*,  1882  (i) ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  2594  (ii). 
(55-56  Vic.,  c.  77.) 

Bill  (No.  76)  To  readjust  the  representation  in  the 
House  of  Commons. — (Sir  John  Thompson.) 

V  m.,  1855  (i) ;  2°  m.,  3116;  Amt.  (Mr.  Laurier) 
3129  ;  deb.  rsmd.,  3186,  3239  ;  neg.  (Y. 
58,  N.  109)  3298  ;  2°  m.,  3398  ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Me 
Carthy)  3414  ;  deb.  rsmd.,  3480,  3566  ;  neg. 
(Y.  62,  N.  109)  3636  ;  deb.  rsmd.  on  M.  for  2°, 
3649  ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Somerville)  3665  ;  deb.  rsmd., 
3682  ;  neg.  (Y.  60,  N.  95)  3717  ;  2°  agreed  to 
(Y.  97,  N.  60)  3718  ;  in  Com.,  3720,  3753,  3778, 
3820,  3898,  3966,  4043,  4143,  4321  ;  3°  m.,  Amt. 
(Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  4329 ;  neg.  (Y.  51, 
N.  90)  4334  ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Yco)  4335  ;  neg.  (Y. 
54,  N.  87)  4335  ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Bechard)  4336  ; 
neg.  (Y.  54,  N.  89)  4341  ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Pelletier) 
neg.  and  3°  of  B.,  4343  (ii).  (55-56  Vic.,  c.  11.) 

Bill  (No.  77)  To  revive  and  amend  the  Act  incor¬ 
porating  the  Ottawa,  Morrisburgh  and  New  York 
Railway  Company,  and  to  change  the  name 
thereof  to  the  Canadian  American  Railway  Com¬ 
pany.— (Mr.  Taylor.) 

1°*,  1946  ;  2°,  2093  (i). 

Bill  (No.  78)  For  the  relief  of  James  Albert  Manning 
Aikins — (from  the  Senate). — (Mr.  Taylor.) 

1°*,  2006  ;  2°*,  2093  (i)  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  2636  (ii). 
(55-56  Vic.,  c.  78.) 

Bill  (No.  79)  For  the  relief  of  Ada  Donigan — ( from 
the  Senate). — (Mr.  Taylor.) 

V*,  2006  ;  2°*,  2093  (i)  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  2636  (ii). 
(55-56  Vic.,  c.  79.) 

Bill  (No.  80)  Respecting  the  Manitoba  and  North- 
Western  Railway  Company  of  Canada. — (Mr. 
Coatsworth. ) 

1°*,  2006  ;  2°*,  2093  (i)  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  2638  (ii) . 
(55-56  Vic.,  c.  45.) 

Bill  (No.  81)  For  the  relief  of  Herbert  Rimmington 
Mead — ( from  the  Senate). — (Mr.  Taylor.) 

I0*,  2068  ;  2°  on  a  div.,  2093  (i) ;  3°m.,  2636  ;  agreed 
to  (Y.  63,  N.  31)  2637  (ii).  (55-56  Vic.,  c.  81.) 

Bill  (No.  82)  Respecting  the  Montreal  and  Western 
Railway  Company. — (Mr.  Desjardins,  Hochelaga.) 

1°*,  2172  ;  2°*,  2256  (i)  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  3321  (ii). 
(55-56  Vic.,  c.  49.) 
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Bill  (No.  83)  Respecting  the  Chignecto  Marine  Trans¬ 
port  Railway  Company.— (Mr.  Dickey.) 

1°*,  2361  ;  2°*,  2461 ;  in  Com.  and  3°*  3207  (ii). 
(55-56  Vic.,  c.  37.) 

Bill  (No.  84)  To  amend  the  Railway  Act. — (Mr. 
Haggart. ) 

1°,  2488  ;  2°*  and  in  Com.,  4481  ;  3°  m.  and  Amt. 
(Mr.  Maclean)  4603  ;  neg.  (Y.  20,  N.  128)  and 
3°  of  B.,  4628  (ii).  (55-56  Vic.,  c.  27.) 

Bill  (No.  85)  Further  to  amend  the  10th  Chapter  of 
the  Consolidated  Statutes  for  Lower  Canada, 
respecting  seditious  and  unlawful  associations 
and  oaths. — (Mr.  Kirkpatrick.) 

1°,  2488  (i). 

Bill  (No.  86)  To  incorporate  the  Buckingham  and 
Lievre  River  Railway  Company — ( from  the  Sen¬ 
ate). — (Mr.  Curran.) 

1°*,  2699  ;  2°*,  2795  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  3207  (ii). 
(55-56  Vic.,  c.  32.) 

Bill  (No.  87)  Respecting  the  Montreal  and  Lake 
Maskinonge  Railway  Company.— (Mr.  Beau- 
soleil. ) 

1°*,  2700  ;  2°*,  2795  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  3207  (ii). 
(55-56  Vic.,  c.  46.) 

Bill  (No.  88)  To  amend  an  Act  to  incorporate  the 
Manitoba  and  Assiniboia  Grand  Junction  Rail¬ 
way  Company — ( from  the  Senate).—  (Mr.  Darin.) 

1°,  3183 ;  2°*,  3321  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  3511  (ii). 
(55-56  Vic.,  c.  44.) 

Bill  (No.  89)  To  amend  the  Dominion  Lands  Act, 
and  amendments  thereto. — (Mr.  Dewdney .) 

1°,  2979 ;  2°*  and  in  Com.,  3301,  3733 ;  3°  m.,  Amt. 
(Mr.  Darin)  3815  ;  deb.  adjd.,  3820 ;  deb.  rsmd., 
B.  reconsid.  and  3°*,  4204 (ii).  (55-56  Vic.,  c.  15.) 

Bill  (No.  90)  To  amend  the  Patent  Act  and  Acts 
amending  the  same. — (Mr.  Carling.) 

lc*,  3300;  2°,  3729;  in  Com.,  4215;  3°*,  4264  (ii). 
(55-56  Vic.,  c.  24.) 

Bill  (No.  91)  For  the  relief  of  James  Wright — ( from 
the  Senate).—  (Mr.  Tisdale.) 

V  on  a  div.,  3300 ;  2°*,  3363  ;  in  Com.  and  3°  on  a 
div.,  3640  (ii).  (55-56  Vic.,  c.  82.) 

Bill  (No.  92)  For  the  relief  of  Hattie  Adele  Harrison. 
—(Mr.  Tisdale.) 

1°  on  a  div.,  3300  ;  2°*,  3363  ;  in  Com.  and  3°  on  a 
div.,  3640  (ii).  (55-56  Vic.,  c.  80.) 

Bill  (No.  93)  Respecting  the  Midland  Railway  of 
Canada.— (Mr.  Tisdale.) 

1°*,  3300;  2 °*  3363;  in  Com.,  3771;  3°*,  3778  (ii). 
(55-56  Vic.,  c.  47.) 

Bill  (No.  94)  To  amend  the  Winding-Up  Act.— (Mr. 
Moncricff. ) 

1°,  3479  (ii). 

Bill  (No.  95)  Further  to  amend  the  General  Inspec¬ 
tion  Act. — (Sir  John  Thompson.) 

1°*,  3896;  2°  m.,  4135;  in  Com.,  4482;  3y*,  4506 
(ii).  (55-56  Vic.,  c.  23.) 

Bill  (No.  96)  To  make  further  provision  respecting 
grants  of  land  to  members  of  the  Militia  force  on 
Active  service  in  the  North-West  Territories.— 
(Mr.  Dewdney.) 


1°*,  4201 ;  2°  and  in  Com.,  4264  ;  3°,  4399  (ii).  (55-56 
Vic.,  c.  6.) 

Bill  (No.  97)  To  amend  the  Winding-Up  Act. — (Sir 
J ohn  Thompson. ) 

1°*,  4202 ;  2°*,  in  Com.  and  3°*,  4506  (ii).  (55-56 
Vic.,  c.  28.) 

Bill  (No.  98)  Respecting  the  Harbour  Commissioners 
of  Three  Rivers. — (Mr.  Foster.) 

Res.  prop.,  Res.  cone,  in  and  1°*  of  B.,  4265;  2°*, 
in  Com.  and  3°*,  4499  (ii).  (55-56  Vic.,  c.  10.) 
Bill  (No.  99)  To  amend  the  Act  relating  to  the  Har¬ 
bour  of  St.  John,  in  the  Province  of  New  Bruns¬ 
wick. — (Mr.  Foster.) 

Res.  prop.,  4398;  M.  for  Com.,  4493;  in  Com., 
4498,  4603;  1°  of  B.,  4506  ;  2°*,  4603  ;  in  Corn., 
4647  ;  3°  m.  and  Amt.  (Mr.  Laurier)  neg.  (Y. 
53,  N.  93)  4654  (ii).  (55-56  Vic.,  c.  9.) 

Bill  (No.  100)  For  granting  to  Her  Majesty  certain 
sums  of  money  required  for  defraying  certain  ex¬ 
penses  of  the  Public  Service,  for  the  financial  year 
ending  the  30th  June,  1893,  and  for  other  purposes 
relating  to  the  Public  Service. 

Res.  in  Com.,  4506;  cone,  in  and  1°  of  B.,  4603 ;  2°, 
4715;  3°*,  4729  (ii).  (55-56  Vic.,  c.  2.) 

Bill  (No.  101)  To  authorize  the  granting  of  Subsidies 
in  aid  of  the  construction  of  the  lines  of  railway 
therein  mentioned.— (Mr.  Haggart.) 

Res.  prop.  (1st)  4394;  in  Com,,  4506;  M.  for  cone, 
and  Amt.  (Mr.  Edgar)  4657  ;  neg.  (Y.  45,  N.  92) 
4667;  (2nd  Res.)  4466;  in  Com.,  4629  ;  (3rd 
Res.)  4644  ;  in  Com.,  4667  ;  1°*  and  2°*  of  B., 
4668 ;  3°*,  4727  (ii).  (55-56  Vic.,  c.  5.) 

Bill  (No.  102)  Respecting  a  Bounty  on  beet-root  sugar. 
— (Mr.  Foster.) 

Res.  prop,  and  in  Com.,  4697  ;  1°*  and  2°*  of  B., 
4715  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  4727  (ii).  (55-56  Vic.,  c.  8.) 
Bill  (No.  103)  To  amend  the  Act  respecting  Customs 
Duties.— (Mr.  Foster.) 

Res.  prop.,  4670;  in  Com.,  4677;  cone,  in  and  lc* 
and  2°*  of  B.,  4715;  in  Com.,  4728;  3°*,  4729 
(ii).  (55-56  Vic.,  c.  21.) 

Bill  (No.  104)  To  amend  the  Act  respecting  the 
Senate  and  House  of  Commons. — (Mr.  Foster.) 
Res.  cone,  in  and  1°*  of  B.,  4716  ;  2°*,  in  Com.  and 
3°*,  4727  (ii).  (55-56  Vic.,  c.  13.) 

Bills,  Royal  Assent,  1286,  2370  (i),  4732  (ii). 

Binding  Twine,  Quantity  Imported  :  M.  for  Ret. 
(Mr.  Campbell)  537  (i). 

Deb.  (Mr.  Watson)  540;  (Mr.  McMillan ,  Huron)  543; 
(Mr.  Danin )  544;  (Mr.  Macdonald,  Huron)  546; 
(Mr.  Mulock)  550;  (Mr.  Ferguson)  548;  Mr.  Fair- 
bairn)  550 ;  (Mr.  Semple)  553 ;  (Mr.  Stairs)  553 ; 
(Mr.  Davies,  P.E.I.)  553  ;  (Mr.  Gillmor)  554  (i). 
Binding  Twine,  Duty,  Removal  :  Amt.  (Mr.  Wat¬ 
son)  to  M.  for  Com.  of  Sup.,  1656;  neg.  (Y.  63, 
N.  107)1713  (i). 

Deb.  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Mulock)  1661 ;  (Mr.  Sutherland) 
1663;  (Mr.  O'Brien)  1664;  (Mr.  Christie)  1667; 
(Mr.  McMullen)  1668;  (Mr.  Fairbairn)  1672;  (Mr. 
McMillan,  Huron)  1679;  (Mr.  Smith,  Ont.)  1683; 
(Mr.  Henderson)  1684;  (Mr.  Casey)  1693;  (Mr. 
Lister)  1698 ;  (Mr.  Kenny)  1700 ;  (Mr.  Mills,  Both- 
well)  1704;  Mr.  Bain,  Wentworth)  1709  (i). 
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Board  of  Customs  and  Detective  Service  :  in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  1018  (i) ;  cone.,  4205  (ii). 

Boiler  Inspection  and  Ins.  Co.  of  Can.  B. 
No.  19  (Mr.  Coatsivorth).  I0*,  129;  2°*,  134; 
in  Com.  and  3°*,  1373  (i).  (55-56  Vic.,  c.  68.) 

Books,  Purchase  of  :  in  Corn,  of  Sup.,  792  (i). 
Borden,  W.  W.,  Esq.,  Member  for  King’s,  N.S.  : 
Introduced,  36  (i). 

Bothwell,  Controverted  Election  :  Judges’ Rep., 
l(i). 

Boundaries  of  Quebec  Prov.  :  Remarks  (Sir  Hector 
Langevin)  99  (i). 

- M.  for  Cor.  (Sir  Hector  Langevin )  115  (i). 

Bounties  to  Fishermen  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Bowers)  190  (i). 

- Applications  and  Refusals  :  M.  for  Ret. 

(Mr.  Boivers)  417  (i). 

Bowers,  Chas.  Ed.,  Esq.,  Member  for  Digby  :  In¬ 
troduced,  7  (i). 

Boyle,  Arthur,  Esq.,  Member  for  Monck  :  Intro¬ 
duced,  454  (i). 

Bracebridge  and  Baysville  Ry.  Co.’s  Subsidy: 
prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Haggart)  4397 ;  in  Com., 
4575  (ii). 

Brandon  Public  Building  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
2936  (ii). 

Breakwaters,  &c.,  in  Prince  Co.,  Govt.  Expend.: 

M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Perry)  233  (i). 

Bridge  over  Richelieu  River  at  Sorel  :  M.  for 
Cor.,  &c.  (Mr.  Bruneau)  2453  (ii). 

Brigade  Majors  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1161  (i). 
BRITISH  COLUMBIA  : 

Customs  and  P.  0.  Buildings,  Victoria  :  M.  for  Cor. 
(Mr.  Prior)  1550  (i). 

Electoral  Districts  in  B.C.,  Voters  :  M.  for  Ret. 
(Mr.  Mara)  2287  (i). 

Esqutmalt  Defences,  Imp.  and  Can.  Govts.,  Cor.: 
M.  for  copy  (Mr.  Laurier)  244  (i). 

- prop.  Fortification  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Prior)  222. 

Gamble  and  Fletcher,  Cor.  re  Pub.  Buildings, 
Victoria:  M.  for  copies  (Mr.  Prior)  1550  (i). 
Indians,  Proclamation  of  1892:  Ques.  (Mr.  Pater¬ 
son,  Brant)  289  (i). 

Lobsters  and  Whitf.fish  for  B.C.:  Ques.  (Mr. 
Corbould,)  751  (i). 

Military  Buildings,  Victoria:  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
2952  (ii). 

Nanaimo  to  Comox  Telegraph:  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
4259  (ii). 

Nicola  Valley  Ry.  Co.’s  Subsidy  :  prop.  Res.  (Mr. 

Haggart)  4394 ;  in  Com. ,  4521  (ii). 

Penitentiary:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  748  (i). 

Revelstoke  and  Arrow  Lake  (C.  P.  R.)  Subsidy: 

prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Haggart)  4394  ;  in  Com., 4510  (ii). 
Small-pox  on  “  Empress  of  Japan  ”  :  Remarks  (Mr. 
Prior)  1547  (i). 

Wallace,  W.,  ex-Postmaster,  Victoria:  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  796  (i). 

Vancouver  P.  0.,  Ac. :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2951, 4442. 
Victoria  Drill  Hall  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2951  (ii). 

B.  C.  Southern  Ry.  Co.’s  B.  No.  20  (Mr. 

Mara).  1°*,  129 ;  2°*,  134  (i). 

British  Farmers’  Delegates  Rep.  :  M.  for  copy 
(Mr.  McMillan,  Huron)  2432  (i). 

- See  “  Tenant  Farmers.” 


Brockville  and  New  York  Bridge  Co.’s 
(revival)  B.  No.  42  (Mr.  Taylor).  1°*,  454  ; 
2°*,  509  (i) ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  2461  (ii).  (55-56  Vic., 
c.  64.) 

Brockville,  Westport  and  Sault  Ste.  Marie  Ry. 
Co.’s  Subsidy  :  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Haggart)  4396  ; 
in  Com.,  4539  (ii). 

Brome  Controverted  Election  :  Judges’  Rep.,  1. 
Bruce,  East  and  North,  Controverted  Elections  : 
Judges’ Rep.,  1  (i). 

Bruneau,  Arthur  Aime,  Esq.,  Member  for  Riche¬ 
lieu  :  Introduced,  3  (i). 

Bryson,  John,  Esq.,  Member  for  Pontiac:  Intro¬ 
duced,  4715  (ii). 

Buckingham  and  Lievre  River  Ry.  Co.’s 
incorp.  B.  No.  86  (Mr.  Curran).  1Q*,  2699  ; 
2°*,  2795  ;  in  Com,  and  3°*,  3207  (ii).  (55-56  Vic., 
c.  32.) 

Buctouche  and  Moncton  Ry.  Co.  ’s  Subsidy  :  prop. 

Res.  (Mr.  Haggart)  4394;  in  Com.,  4516  (ii). 
BUDGET,  The,  Annual  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Foster)  315 ; 
Reply  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  335  (i). 

Deb.  (Mr.  Tapper)  358;  (Mr.  Paterson,  Brant)  381; 
(Mr.  Bennett)  423 ;  (Mr.  McMullen)  429 ;  (Mr.  Hughes) 
443;  ((Mr.  Dawson)  455:  (Mr.  Craig)  465;  (Mr. 
Macdonald,  Huron)  469;  (Mr.  Campbell)  482;  (Mr. 
Devlin)  498  ;  (Mr.  Perry)  504  ;  (Mr.  Amyot)  564  ;  (Mr. 
Cameron)  568  ;  (Mr.  Mills,  Bothwell)  589  ;  (Sir  John 
Thompson)  614;  (Mr.  Davies,  P.EI.)  629;  (Mr. 
Darin)  648;  (Mr.  Watson)  656;  (Mr.  McMillan, 
Huron)  701 ;  (Mr.  Sproule)  715 ;  (Mr.  Landerkin) 
725  (i). 

- Remarks  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  161  (i). 

Bulmer  vs.  The  Queen,  Litigation  :  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  4461  (ii). 

Burgess,  A.  M. :  ref.  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  825,  1157  (i). 
Burrard  Inlet  Tunnel  and  Bridge  Co.’s 
incorp.  B.  No.  65  (Mr.  Corbould).  1°*, 
1153;  2°*,  1230  (i);  in  Com.  and  3°*,  3207  (ii). 
(55-56  Vic.,  c.  65.) 

Business  of  the  House.  See  “Govt.  Business.” 
Butter  and  Cheese  Industry,  Pamphlet  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Choquette)  3331  (ii). 

Bye-Elections,  Issuer  of  Writs  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Mills,  Bothwell)  1491  (i). 

Cacouna  Pier,  Expenditure:  Ques.  (Mr.  Laurier) 
137  (i). 

Calgary  P.O.,  &c.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2938,  2941  (ii). 
Cameron,  D.  M.,  Emplymnt.  by  Govt.:  Ques.  (Mr. 
Choquette)  2639  (ii). 

Can.  and  Liverpool  Mail  Service:  cone.,  4478  (ii). 
Can.  Atlantic  Ry.  Co.’s  B.  No.  64  (Mr. 
Taylor).  1°*,  1153  ;  2°*,  1230  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*, 
2256  (i).  (55-56  Vic.,  c.  33.) 

Can.  Cotton  Mills  Co.’s  Letters  Patent  :  M.  for 
copies  (Mr.  Edgar)  920  (i). 

Can.  Southern  Ry.  Co.’s  B.  No.  34  (Mr.  In¬ 
gram).  1°*,  245  ;  2°*,  289  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*, 
1228  (i).  (55-56  Vic.,  c.  34.) 

Can.  Temp.  Act  Amt.  B.  No.  6  (Mr.  Flint). 
1°*,  98  ;  2°,  418  ;  in  Coin.,  455 ;  3°*,  692  (i).  (55-56 
Vic.,  c.  26.) 
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Canadian  Cattle  in  Eng.  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Lander - 
kin)  249  (i). 

- Representative  at  Washington  :  prop.  Res. 

(Mr.  McCarthy)  1950  (i)  ;  Deb.  rsmd.,  2463  ; 
Amt.  (Mr.  Tupper)  2467  ;  agreed  to,  2482  (ii). 
Deb.  (Mr.  McCarthy)  1950,  1977,  2480  ;  (Mr.  Foster) 
1953  ;  (Mr.  Courier)  1956,  1976,  2467  ;  (Mr.  Weldon) 
1959, 1973  ;  (Mr.  Casey)  1960  ;  (Mr.  Cockburn)  1962  ; 
(Mr.  Mills,  Bothwell)  1964,  2470;  (Mr.  McNeill) 
1967  ;  (Sir  John  Thompson)  1970, 2477  ;  (Mr.  Davies, 
P.  E.  I.)  1974  (i). 

-  Immigration  Agents  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

1491  (i),  4431 ;  cone.,  4467  (ii). 

C.  P.  R.,  P-  O.  and  Militia  Services,  Payments  : 
Ques.  (Mr.  Flint)  3331  (ii). 

- Arrangements  with  I.C.R. :  Ques.  (Mr. 

Davies,  P.E.I . )  510,  667  (i). 

- Construction  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  987,  2264  (i), 

4438  (ii). 

- North  Shore  Section  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Fremont) 

3480  (ii). 

C.  P.  R-  Co.’s  B.  No.  38  (Mr.  Kirkpatrick).  1°*, 
315  ;  2°*,  418  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  1228  (i).  (55-56 
Vic.,  c.  35.) 

CANALS  : 

Canals,  Deepening:  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Denison )  138. 
Canals,  Harbours,  Docks,  Ac.,  Contracts  for 
Enlargement,  Ac.  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Davies, 
P.E.I.)  417  (i). 

- - in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1017,  2049,  2241  (i). 

Canal  Tolls,  Discrimination  against  U.  S. :  Re¬ 
marks  (Mr.  Foster)  4642  (ii). 

- U.  S.  and  Canada,  Address  to  His  Ex.: 

M.  (Sir  John  Thompson)  4644  (ii). 

Beauharnois,  Engineers’  Reps.,  Ac., re  Building  : 

M.  for  copies  (Mr.  Bergeron)  191,  224  (i). 
Carillon  and  Grenville  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2260  (i) ; 
cone.,  4213  (ii). 

Cornwall  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2053  (i). 

Chambly  :  in  Com,  of  Sup.,  2257  (i). 

Culbute,  Cost  of  Construction,  Ac.  :  M.  for 
Stmnt.  (Mr.  Murray)  927  (i). 

Galops  Rapids,  Surveys,  Plans,  Ac.:  M.  for  Ret. 
(Mr.  Reid)  130  (i). 

- M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Somerville)  159  (i). 

Lachine  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1017,  2049  (i)  ;  cone., 
4212  (ii). 

- New  Bridge  at  Montreal  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr. 

Curran)  524  (i). 

Lake  St.  Louis  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2050  (i). 

Murray  :  in  Com.  of  Sup  ,  2054  (i). 

Rapide  Plat  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2054  (i). 

Rideau,  Valuator’s  Expenses  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
988  (i). 

St.  Lawrence  River  and  Canals  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
2054  (i). 

Sault  Ste.  Marie  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2241  (i). 

- Tenders  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Sutherland)  128. 

- in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2050  (i). 

- Contracts  for  Deepening:  Ques.  (Mr.  MulocJc) 

3184  (ii). 

- Low'est Tender  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Mulock)  4261  (ii). 

Soulanges,  Engineers’  Reps.,  Ac.,  re  Building  : 

M.  for  copies  (Mr.  Bergeron)  191,  224  (i). 

Trent  Valley  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2055,  2262  (i),  4438  ; 
cone.,  4473  (ii). 

Welland  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2252  (i). 


Canned  Lobsters,  Fee  :  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Tupper) 
699  (i). 

- See  “  Fisheries  B.  9.” 

Canso  and  Louisburg  Ry.  Co.’s  incorp. 
B.  No.  51*Mr.  {Gillies).  1°*,  823  ;  2°*,  915;  in 
Com.  and  3°*,  1740  (i).  (55-56  Vic.,  c.  36.) 

Canso,  Arichat,  Port  Hood,  &c.,  Steam  Com.  :  in 
Com.  of  Sup.,  4277  (ii). 

Canvas  Coal  Bags,  Tenders  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Bowers ) 
2954  (ii). 

Cape  Breton  Ry.,  Construction  and  Equipment: 
in  Com.  of  Sup.,  988  (i). 

- Terminal  Accommodation  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Me 

Mullen)  1549  (i). 

Cap.  St.  Ignace  Station,  Postmaster  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Choquette)  223  (i). 

- Opening  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Choquette)  290,  751  (i). 

- M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Choquette)  1555  (i). 

- M.  for  Cor.  (Mr.  Choquette)  2667  (ii). 

Cape  Tormente  and  Murray  Bay  Ry.  Subsidy 
prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Haggart)  4395  ;  in  Com.,  4524  (ii). 
Cape  Tormentine  Harbour  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2617. 
Cargill,  H.,  Esq.,  Member  for  East  Bruce  :  Intro¬ 
duced,  36  (i). 

Carillon  and  Grenville  Canal  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
2260  (i) ;  cone.,  4213  (ii). 

Carleton  (N.B.)  Controverted  Election  :  Judges’ 
Rep.,  39,  1391  (i). 

Carling,  Hon.  John,  Member  for  London  :  Intro¬ 
duced,  161  (i). 

Caron,  Sir  Adolphe,  Charges  against  :  Stmnt. 
read  (Mr.  Edgar)  1032  ;  M.,  1038  (i). 

Deb.  (Mr.  Edgar)  1038 :  (Sir  John  Thompson)  1040 ; 
(Mr.  Laurier)  1047  ;  (Mr.  Tupper)  1049  ;  (Mr.  Mills,. 
Bothwell)  1052;  (Mr.  Ouimet )  1056;  (Mr.  O'Brien) 
1058 ;  (Sir  Richard  Cartioright)  1060,  1741 ;  (Mr. 
Dickey)  1750;  (Mr.  Edgar)  1760;  (Mr.  Curran) 
1770  ;  (Mr.  Mulock)  1780  ;  (Mr.  Bowell)  2068;  Amt.. 
2068  (i). 

- Amt.  (Mr.  Bowell)  to  prop.  Res.,  2068  ;  agreed 

to  (Y.  125,  N.  63) ;  Amt.  to  Amt.  (Sir  Richard 
Cartwright)  2144 ;  neg.  (Y.  63,  N.  125)  2169 ; 
prop.  Res.  (Mr.  McCarthy)  to  ref.  Commissioners’ 
Names  for  approval  of  Hse.,  2170  (i). 

Deb.  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Flint)  2074:  (Mr.  Davin)  2089;: 
(Mr.  Brodeur)  2101 ;  (Mr.  Desjardins,  L’ Islet)  2107  ; 
(Mr.  Choquette)  2116;  (Mr.  Dupont)  2122;  (Mr. 
Carroll)  2124;  (Mr.  Desaulniers)  2128  ;  (Mr.  Fraser) 
2130;  (Mr.  Cockburn)  2139  ;  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright) 
Amt.  to  Amt.,  2144  (i). 

Deb.  on  Amt.  to  Amt.  (Mr.  Edgar)  2147 ;  (Mr.  Mac¬ 
donald,  Huron)  2152  ;  (Mr.  Davies,  P.E.I.)  2156 ;  (Mr. 
Casey)  2162  ;  (Mr.  McMullen)  2167  (i). 

- approval  of  Commissioners  :  Res.  (Sir  John 

Thompson)  2980  ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Laurier)  2984  ;  n eg. 
(Y.  32,  N.  79)  3053  (ii). 

Deb.  (Mr.  Laurier)  2981r;  Amt.  (Mr.  Mills,  Bothwell) 
2984;  (Mr.  Chapleau)  2991;  (Mr.  Flint)  2995;  (Mr. 
Davin)  3001 ;  (Mr.  Fraser)  3007  ;  (Sir  John  Thomp¬ 
son)  3015;  (Mr.  Davies,  P.E.I  )  3027;  (Mr.  Weldon) 
3034;  (Mr.  Brodeur)  3040;  (Mr.  McMullen)  3047  (ii). 

- M.  (Sir  John  Thompson)  setting  day  for  Deb,,. 

1788  (i). 
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Cascumpeque  Harbour,  Rep.  re  Blasting  :  M.  for 
copy  (Mr.  Perry)  2268  (i). 

Cattle  Disease  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  987,  2033  (i). 

- Live,  Admission  from  U.  S.  :  M.  for  Cor.* 

(Mr.  Somerville)  159  (i). 

-  Shipments,  Inspection  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

992,  2033  (i).  . 

Census  and  Statistics,  Map  showing  Boundaries  : 
Ques.  (Mr.  Mills ,  Bothwell)  824  (i). 

- in  Com.  of  Sup.,  983  (i),  4437  (ii). 

- Origin  and  Religious  Creeds  :  Ques.  (Sir 

Hector  Langevin )  190  (i). 

- Ques.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  2491  (ii). 

- Birthplaces,  &c.  :  Ques.  (Sir  Richard  Cart¬ 
wright)  3566,  4135  (ii). 

Chambly  Canal  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2257  (i). 
Champlain  Controverted  Election  :  Judges’  Rep., 
1  (i). 

Charges  of  Management  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  250  (i). 
Charges  against  a  Member  :  asking  Ques.  checked 
(Mr.  Speaker)  4499  (ii). 

Charlebois,  F.,  Claims  against  Fisheries  Dept.  : 

M.  for  Cor.  (Mr.  Laurier)  1036  (i). 

Charlevoix  Controverted  Election  :  Judges’ 
Rep.,  6  (i). 

Chatham  Customs  Collector,  Superannuation  : 
Ques.  (Mr.  McMullen)  1391  (i). 

- Post  Office  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2798  (ii). 

Chicoutimi  and  Saguenay  Controverted  Election  : 
Judges’  Rep.,  2971,  3733  (ii). 

- Evidence  :  Remarks  (Sir  John  Thompson) 

3896  (ii). 

Chignecto  Marine  Transport  Ry.  Co.’s  B. 
No.  83  (Mr.  Dickey).  1°*,  2361 ;  2°*,  2461  ;  in 
Com.  and  3°*,  3207  (ii).  (55-56  Vic.,  c.  37.) 

Chinese  Immigration  Act  Amt.  B.  No.  44 

(Mr.  Gordon).  1°*,  508  (i) ;  M.  to  transfer  to  Govt. 
Orders,  4263 ;  2°*  m.,  4631 ;  in  Com.,  4637,  4716  ; 
Amt.  (Mr.  Gordon)  4726 ;  neg.  and  3°,  4727  (ii). 
(55-56  Vic.,  c.  25.) 

Chisholm,  D.,  Land  Damages  :  cone.,  4479  (ii). 
Church  Point  Wharf,  Digby,  N.S.,  Repairs  : 

Ques.  (Mr.  Bowers)  398  (i). 

Circuit  Allowances,  B.C.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  311. 
Civil  Government  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  255,  267,  825, 
896,  1007,  1154  (i),  4205,  4432,  4440,  4472  (ii). 
Civil  Servants  and  Extra  Pay  :  Remarks  (Mr. 
Casey)  on  M.  for  Com.  of  Sup.,  2500  (ii). 

- Sick  Pay  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Devlin)  on  M.  for 

Com.  of  Sup.,  2238  (i). 

- Superannuated,  &c.  :  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Foster) 

1637  (i). 

Civil  Service  Acts  Amt.  B.  No.  74  (Mr. 
Patterson,  Huron).  1°*,  1636  (i) ;  2°*,  4638  ;  in 
Com.,  4639  ;  3°*,  4641  (ii).  (55-56  Vic.,  c.  14.) 

Civil  Service  Commission  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1004. 

- Commissioners’  Rep.  :  Presented  (Mr.  Foster) 

751  (i). 

- Ques.  (Mr.  McMullen)  1547  (i). 

- Examiners  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  283  (i). 

D 


Civil  Service,  Extra  Clerks,  Payments  for  Deduc¬ 
tions  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Mills,  BothweU)  4732  (ii). 

- Extra  Payments,  1874-1878  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr. 

Tisdale)  1715  (i). 

- List,  Number  of  Employes  :  Ques.  (Mr. 

Mulock)  917  (i). 

Claims  re  Rebellion,  N.  W.  T.  (1885) :  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  1017 ;  cone.,  1087  (i). 

Claims,  &c.,  Settlement  of:  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
2259  (i),  4450  (ii). 

Clerical  Assistance  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  4457  (ii). 
Clothing  and  Overcoats:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1340  (i). 
Coal  Oil  and  Kerosene,  Imports  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr. 
Campbell)  3059  (ii). 

Cobourg  Customs,  &c.,  Buildings,  Lease  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Landerkin)  1366  (i). 

Cobourg,  Northumberland  and  Pacific 
Ry.  Co’s  B.  No.  49  (Mr.  Guillet).  1°*,  823; 
2°*,  915;  M.  to  read  and  receive  Pet.,  669;  in 
Com.  and  3°*,  1740  (i).  (55-56  Vic.,  c.  38.) 

- —  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Haggart)  4394,  4396 ;  in  Com., 

4516,  4546  (ii). 

Cockburn  Island,  Location  Ticket  of  Peter 
McLennan  :  M.  for  copy*  (Mr.  Lister)  2006  (i). 

- J.  A.  McLennan  :  M.  for  copy  (Mr.  Lister) 

1980  (i). 

Collection  of  Revenues  :  in  Com.  of  Sup. ,  811, 
1007  (i),  4430  ;  cone.,  4205  (ii). 

Columbian  Exhibition  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  983  (i), 
4433  ;  cone.,  4474  (ii). 

Commercial  Agencies  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  4426  (ii). 

- Relations,  Can.  and  Great  Britain  :  prop. 

M.  (Mr.  Fauvel)  1979  (i). 

- Treaties  :  Amt.  (Mr.  Mills,  Bothioell)  to  M. 

for  Com.  of  Sup.,  1104  ;  neg.  (Y.  62,  N.  106) 
1151  (i). 

Commissioners’  (Fisheries)  Expenses  :  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  993  (i). 

Commissions  on  Customs  Seizures:  Ques.  (Mr. 

McMullen)  3238  (ii). 

COMMITTEES : 

Agriculture  and  Colonization^  List  of  Members, 
105  (i). 

Baie  des  Chaleurs  Ry.  :  M.  for  Sel.  Com.  (Mr. 
Cockburn)  42  (i). 

Banking  and  Commerce  :  List  of  Members,  104  (i). 
Debates,  Official  Rep.  :  M.  for  Sel.  Com.  (Mr. 
Bowell)  34  (i). 

- 1st  Rep.  :  Presented  (Mr.  Desjardins,  Hoche- 

laga)  1153  ;  cone.,  1465  (i). 

- 2nd  Rep.  :  cone.,  M.  (Mr.  Desjardins,  Hoche- 

laga)  4585  (ii). 

Expiring  Laws  :  List  of  Members  101  (i). 

Library  of  Parliament  :  List  of  Members,  104  (i). 

- Joint  Com.  :  M.  (Sir  John  Thompson)  112  (i). 

Printing  :  List  of  Members,  104  (i). 

- Joint  Com.  :  M.  (Sir  John  Thompson)  112  (i). 

- 5th  Rep.  :  cone.,  M.  (Mr.  Bergin)  2171  (i). 

- 8th  Rep.  :  conc.,M.  (Mr.  Bergin)  3643  (ii). 

- 11th  Rep.  :  cone.,  M.  (Mr.  Bergin)  4693  (ii). 

Privileges  and  Elections  :  List  of  Members,  101  (i). 
Private  Bills,  Miscellaneous  :  List  of  Members, 
103  (i). 

Public  Accts  :  List  of  Members,  104  (i). 
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COMMITTEES — Continued. 

Railways,  Canals  and  Telegraph  Lines  :  List  of 
Members,  102  (i). 

Select  Standing:  prop.  M.  (Sir  John  Thompson)  5. 

_ _ Special  Com.  to  prepare  Lists :  M.  (Sir  John 

Thompson)  34  (i). 

- Lists  presented  (Mr.  Boro  ell)  101  (i). 

- Addition  of  Names:  M.  (Mr.  Boivell )  217, 

563  (i). 

Standing  Orders  :  List  of  Members,  103  (i). 
Committees,  Sessional  Clerks,  &c.  :  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  788  (i). 

COMPANIES.  See 

Bell  Telephone  Co. 

Boiler  Inspection  and  Insurance  Co. 

Brockyille  and  New  York  Bridge  Co. 

Burrard  Inlet  Tunnel  and  Bridge  Co. 

Edwards,  AY.  C.,  Co. 

High  River,  &c.,  Irrigation  and  AYater  Power  Co. 
McKay  Milling  Co. 

National  Mutual  Loan  and  Building  Society. 
Noya  Scotia  Steel  and  Forge  Co. 

Ottawa  City  Passenger  Ry.  Co. 

Victoria  Life  Insurance  Co. 

{See  “Railways;”  “Subsidies;”  &c.] 

Compulsory  Voting  B.  No.  46  (Mr.  Amyot). 

1°*,  578;  2°  and  ref.  to  Sel.  Com.,  1083  (i). 
Concurrence,  1084  (i),  4204, 44G3  (ii). 

Contingencies:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  282,  788,  1007, 
1363  (i),  4433  (ii). 

Contracts.  Nee  “Govt.” 

Contract  Labour.  Nee  “Alien.” 
Controverted  Elections,  1,  6,  39,  96,  1062,  1152, 
1391  (i),  2461,  2714,  2979,  3681,  4731  (ii). 
Controverted  Elections  Act,  Legislation  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Landerkin)  134  (i). 

Copyright  Act,  Proclamation  respecting:  Ques. 
(Mr.  Mulock)  1366  (i). 

- Remarks  (Mr.  Edgar )  on  M.  for  Com.  of  Sup., 

2233  (i). 

- Reciprocity  with  U.S. :  Ques.  (Mr.  Bowers ) 

137  (i). 

Cornwall  Canal:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2053  (i). 

Coteau,  Overflow  of  Land  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Ber¬ 
geron)  914  (i). 

Cotton-seed  Oil,  Crude,  Imports  for  1891 :  M.  for 
Ret.  (Mr.  McKay)  1555  (i). 

Coulter,  N.  R.,  Esq.,  Member  for  Carleton,  N.B.  : 
Introduced,  1391  (i). 

Court  House  and  Lock-Ups,  N.W.T. :  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  2943  (ii). 

■Craven,  George,  Gratuity  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1007. 

(Criminal  Law  Amt.  (Witnesses  and  Evi¬ 
dence)  B.  No.  69  (Sir  John  Tho7npson).  1°, 
1391 ;  2°*  and  ref.  to  Sel.  Com.  on  B.  7,  2008  (i). 

(Criminal  Law  (Codification)  B.  No.  7  (Sir 
John  Thompson).  1°,  106  ;  2°,  1312  (i);  in  Com., 
2701,  2782,  2795,  2826,  2958,  3320,  3637,  3640,  3644, 
4225,  4230,  4265,  4343 ;  3°,  4338 ;  Sen.  Amts, 
.cone,  in,  4732  (ii).  (55-56  Vic.,  c.  29.) 


Criminal  Statistics  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1160  (i). 

Crown  Prosecutions  and  Suits  :  prop.  Res.  (Sir 
John  Thompson)  1283  (i). 

Deb.  (Mr.  Mills,  Bothwell)  1295 ;  (Mr.  Tapper)  1302 ; 
(Mr.  Davies,  P.  E.  I.)  1303 ;  (Mr.  Laurier)  1307 ; 
(Mr.  Ouimet)  1308  ;  (Mr.  Midock)  1309  (i). 

Culbute  Canal,  Cost  of  Construction,  &c.  :  M. 

for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Murray)  927  (i). 

Cumberland  Controverted  Election:  Judges’  Rep., 

l(i). 

CUSTOMS  : 

Allan,  Messes., Decrease  of  Customs  Duties  :  M. 

for  Pets.*  (Mr.  Laurier)  159  (i). 

Apples,  Export,  Inspection  under  Act:  Ques.  (Mr. 
Mills,  Annapolis)  3238  (ii). 

Beef  and  Pork  (American)  Lumbermen’s  Importa¬ 
tion:  Ques.  (Mr.  Forbes)  291  (i). 

-  U.  S.  and  Can.  Fishermen  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr. 

Forbes)  294  (i). 

Binding  Twine,  Imports  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Camp¬ 
bell)  537  (i). 

- Duty,  Removal  :  Amt.  (Mr.  Watson)  toM.  for 

Com.  of  Sup.,  1656  ;  neg.  (Y.  63,  N.  107)  1713  (i). 
Board  of  Customs  and  Detective  Service  :  in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  1018  (i)  ;  cone.,  4205  (ii). 

Bonding  Privileges,  Newfoundland  and  Can.  : 

Ques.  (Mr.  Kaidbach)  189  (i). 

Cattle  (American)  in  Bond,  Imports  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Sproule)  399  (i). 

Coal  Oil  and  Kerosene,  Imports  :  M.  for  Ret. 
(Mr.  Campbell)  3059  (ii). 

Commissions  on  Customs  Seizures  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
McMullen)  3238  (ii). 

Cotton-seed  Oil,  Crude,  Imports  for  1891 :  M.  for 
Ret.  (Mr.  McKay)  1555  (i). 

Craven,  George,  Gratuity  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1007. 
Customs  and  P.  0.  Buildings,  Victoria,  B.C. :  M. 
for  Cor.  (Mr.  Prior)  1550  (i). 

- in  Com.  of  Sup.,  267,  1007,  1018  (i)  ;  cone., 

4205  ;  suppl.,  4433  (ii). 

Customs  Officers’  Commissions  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
1015  (i). 

Customs  :  in, Com.  of  Sup.,  811,  1007  (i),  4431 ;  cone., 
4205  (ii). 

Dods,  P.  D.,  Case  re  Loss  of  Diamonds  :  M.  for 
Papers  (Mr.  Curran)  2287  (i). 

Eggs  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  4677  (ii). 
Exports  and  Imports  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Sir  Bichard 
Cartwright)  100  (i). 

- Can.  Produce  to  Newfoundland  ;  M.  for 

Ret.  (Mr.  Hughes)  113  (i). 

- Free  Produce  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  McMullen) 

292  (i). 

Fertilizers,  Artificial,  Imports  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr. 
McMillan,  Huron)  526  (i). 

Flour  (Can.)  Trade  and  Newfoundland  :  M.  for 
Cor.  (Mr.  Hughes)  112  (i). 

Grain  Shipments  via  New  York  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Fremont)  291  (i). 

Granite,  Exports  and  Imports  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Gillmor) 
509  (i). 

Hammond,  E.,  Seizures  and  Share  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Choquette)  2782  (ii). 

Ingram,  W.  H.,  Appmnt.  as  Col.  of  Customs,  St. 

Thomas  :  M.  for  Cor.  (Mr.  Casey)  1998  (i). 
Inspectors  of  Ports,  Travelling  Expenses  :  in 
Com.  of  Sup.,  821  (i). 
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CUSTOMS — Continued.  * 

International  Customs  Bureau  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
1006  (i),  4463  (ii). 

Meat  and  Farm  Produce,  Imports  :  M.  for  Stmnt. 
(Mr.  Hughes)  291  (i). 

Molasses  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  4678  (ii). 
Petroleum,  Crude,  Reduction  of  Duty:  Ques. 
(Mr.  Innes)  1946  (i). 

Pork  Imports  from  U.  S. :  M- for  Ret.  (Mr.  Hughes) 
292  (i). 

Presentation  Flag,  Remission  of  Duty:  (Mr. 
Landerkin)  509  (i). 

St.  Thomas,  Col.  of  Customs,  Appmnt.  :  M.  for  Cor. 
(Mr.  Casey)  1998  (i). 

Saw-Logs,  Export  Duty  :  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Ives)  1231. 

- Ques.  (Mr.  Rider)  1032  (i). 

- M.  for  Cor.,  Ac.  (Mr.  Rider)  1705  (i). 

Spanish  West  Indies,  Exports  to:  Ques.  (Mr. 
Forbes)  4499  (ii). 

Trudel,  Edmond,  Seizures  and  Shares  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Am,yot)  3237  (ii). 

U.  S.  Newspapers,  Free  Entry  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Innes) 
1230  (i). 

West  Bay  as  a  Port  of  Entry,  Inspector’s  Rep.  : 

M.  for  copy  (Mr.  Cameron)  2287  (i). 
Whycocomagh  as  a  Port  of  Entry,  Inspector’s 
Rep.  :  M.  for  copy  (Mr.  Cameron)  2287  (i). 

Customs  (Duties)  Act  Amt.  B.  No.  103 

(Mr.  Bowell).  Res.  prop.,  4670;  in  Com.,  4677  ; 
cone,  in  and  1°*  and  2°*  of  B.,  4715;  in  Com., 
4728  ;  3°*,  4729  (ii).  (55-56  Vic.,  c.  21.) 

Dairies  and  Cheese  Factories,  Prov.  of  Que.  : 

Ques.  (Mr.  Dugas)  2781  (ii). 

Dairying  Interests  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1464  (i). 
Dartmouth  Post  Office:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2742  (ii). 
Debates  (H.  of  C.)  Official  Rep.  :  M.  for  Sel. 
Com.  (Mr.  Bowel!)  34  (i). 

- 1st  Rbp.  of  Com.  :  Presented  (Mr.  Desjardins, 

Hochelaga)  1153  (i). 

- cone.,  M.  (Mr.  Desjardins,  Hochelaga)  1465  (i). 

- 2nd  Rep.  of  Com.  :  cone.,  M.  (Mr.  Desjardins, 

Hochelaga)  4585  (ii). 

- in  Com.  of  Sup.,  974  (i);  cone.,  4205  (ii). 

De  la  Ronde,  late  Pierre  A.  Denis,  Papers,  &c., 
re  Succession  :  M.  for  copies  (Mr.  Bergeron) 
2286  (ii). 

Departmental  Buildings,  Care,  &c.  :  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  286  (i). 

Deposits  in  Peel  Savings  Bank,  Interest:  Ques. 
(Mr.  Tisdale)  916  (i). 

DesAulnets,  P.O.,  Management:  Ques.  (Mr.  Cho- 
quette)  750  (i). 

Peel  Controverted  Election  :  Judges’  Rep.,  1  (i). 
Detective  Service,  Customs  :  cone.,  4205  (ii). 
Dickey,  Arthur  R.,  Esq.,  Member  for  Cumber¬ 
land  :  Introduced,  6  (i). 

Digby  Controverted  Election  :  Judges’  Rep.,  1  (i). 
Diplomatic  Papers  :  Amt.  (Mr.  Laurier)  to  M.  for 
Com.  of  Sup.,  1789  ;  neg.  (Y.  57,  N.  98)  1827  (i). 
Deb.  on  Amt.  (Sir  John  Thompson)  1795 ;  (Mr.  Mills, 
Bothwell)  1802 ;  (Mr.  Weldon)  1807  ;  (Mr.  Davies, 
P.E.I.)  1809  ;  (Mr.  Tapper)  1813  ;  (Sir  Richard 
Cartwright)  1817 ;  (Mr.  Charlton)  1822  (i). 


DIVISIONS  : 

Binding  Twine,  Removal  of  Duty  :  on  M.  for  Com. 
of  Sup.,  Amt.  (Mr.  Watson)  1656  ;  neg.  (Y.  63,  N. 
107)  1713  (i). 

Caron,  Sir  Adolphe,  Charges  against  :  prop.  Res. 
(Mr.  Edgar)  to  ref.  to  Com.  on  Privileges  and 
Elections,  1032  ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Bowell)  2068  ;  Amt. 
to  Amt.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  neg.  (Y.  63, 
N.  125)  2169  ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Bowell )  agreed  to  (Y. 
125,  N.  63)  2170  (i). 

- prop.  Res.  (Mr.  McCarthy)  approving  appoint¬ 
ment  of  Commissioners,  agreed  to  (Y.  125,  N.  63) 
2170  (i). 

- Res.  (Sir  John  Thompson)  approving  appoint¬ 
ment  of  Commissioners,  2980  ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Laur- 
ier)  2981 ;  neg.  (Y.  32,  N.  79)  3053  (ii). 

Commercial  Treaties:  on  M.  for  Com.  of  Sup., 
Amt.  (Mr.  Mills,  Bothwell)  1104;  neg.  (Y.  62, 
N.  106)  1151  (i). 

Diplomatic  Papers  :  on  M.  for  Com.  of  Sup.,  Amt. 

(Mr.  Laurier)  1789  ;  neg.  (Y.  57,  N.  98)  1827  (i). 
Divorce  (Mead, Herbert  R.)  B.  81 :  M.  (Mr.  Taylor) 
for  3°  agreed  to  (Y.  63,  N.  31)  2637  (ii). 

Elliott,  Judge,  Charges  against  :  prop.  Res.  (Mr. 
Lister)  to  ref.  Hobbs’  and  others  Pet.,  re  London 
Election,  to  Special  Com.,  1719  ;  neg.  (Y.  50,  N. 
93)  2360  (i). 

Lord’s  Day  Observance  B.  2:  M.  (Mr.  Charlton) 
to  reeom.  agreed  to  (Y.  77,  N.  50)  3090  (ii). 
National  Mutual  Loan  and  Building  Society: 
M.  (Mr.  Beausoleil)  to  ref.  back  Rep.  of  Sel. 
Standing  Com.  on  Banking  and  Commerce, 
3556;  neg.  (Y.  53,  N.  96)  3563  (ii). 

N.  W.  T.  Act  Amt.  B.  27 :  M.  (Mr.  McCarthy)  for  2°, 
neg.  (Y.  33,  N.  132)  2462  (ii). 

Preferential  Trade  with  Great  Britain:  prop. 
Res.  (Mr.  McNeill)  1555 ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Davies, 
P.E.I.)  1623;  neg.  (Y.  64,  N.  98)  1634;  Res. 
agreed  to  (Y.  97,  N.  63)  1635  (i). 

Railway  Act  Amt.  B.  84  :  on  M.  (Mr.  Haggart)  for 
3Q,  Amt.  (Mr.  Maclean)  two  cent  per  mile  rate, 
4610  ;  neg.  (Y.  20,  N.  128)  4628  (ii). 
Representation  in  House  of  Commons  :  on  M.  lor 
2° ,  Amt.  (Mr.  Laurier)  to  refer  B.  to  a  Confer¬ 
ence,  3129  ;  neg.  (Y.  58,  N.  109)  3298;  Amt.  (Mr. 
McCarthy)  basis  of  equality  of  population,  &c., 
3414;  neg.  (Y.  62,  N.  109)  3636;  Amt.  (Mr. 
Somerville)  Provinces  and  Census,  3665 ;  neg. 
(Y.  60,  N.  95)  3717  ;  2°  agreed  to  (Y.  97,  N.  60) 
3718;  on  M.  for  3°,  Amt.  (Sir  Richard  Cart- 
toright)  Ontario,  neg.  (Y.  51,  N.  90)  4334;  Amt. 
(Mr.  Yeo)  P.  E.  I.,  neg.  (Y.  54,  N.  87)4335;  Amt. 
(Mr.  Btchard)  Missisquoi  and  Iberville  coun¬ 
ties,  neg.  (Y.  54,  N.  89)  4341  (ii). 

St.  John  Harbour  Commissioners  B.  99:  on  M. 
(Mr.  Foster)  for  3°,  Amt.  (Mr.  Laurier)  to  ref. 
back  to  Com.,  neg.  (Y.  53,  N.  93)  4654  (ii). 

Subsidies  to  Rys.— Concurrence  :  on  Res.,  Temis- 
couata  Ry.,  Amt.  (Mr.  Edgar)  neg.  (Y.  45,  N. 
92)  4667  (ii) . 

Supply— Concurrence  :  Res.,L.  C.  Pereira’s  Salary, 
Dept,  of  Interior,  neg.  (Y.  86,  N.  61)  1084  (i). 

- on  Res.,  Chief  Clerk’s  Salary,  Dept,  of 

Interior,  Amt.  (Mr.  Laurier)  neg.  (Y.  34,  N.  47) 
4473  (ii). 

Voters’  Lists  B.  67 :  on  M.  (Sir  John  Thompson)  for 
38,  Amt.  (Mt.  Armstrong)  to  ref.  back  to  Com., 
neg.  (Y.  30,  N.  63)  4505  (ii). 
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Divorce  (Aikins,  Jas.  A.  M.)  B.  No.  78  (Mr. 
Taylor).  I0*,  2006  ;  2°*,  2093  (i)  ;  in  Com.  and 
3°*,  2636  (ii).  (55-56  Vic.,  c.  78.) 

- (Donigan,  Ada)  B.  No.  79  (Mr.  Taylor). 

I0*,  2006  ;  2°*,  2093  (i) ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  2636  (ii). 
(55-56  Vic.,  c.  79.) 

- (Mead,  Herbert  R.)  B.  No.  81  (Mr. 

Taylor).  I0*,  2068  ;  2°  on  a  div.,  2093  (i) ;  3°  m., 
2636  ;  agreed  to  (Y.  63,  N.  31)  2637  (ii).  (55-56 
Vic.,  c.  81.) 

- (Harrison,  Hattie  A.)  B.  No.  92 

(Mr.  Tisdale).  1°  on  a  div.,  3300  ;  2°*,  3363  ;  in 
Com.  and  3°  on  a  div.,  3640  (ii).  (55-56  Vic.,  c. 

80.) 

- (Wright,  Jas.)  B.  No.  91  (Mr.  Tisdale). 

1°  on  a  div.,  3300  ;  2°*,  3363  ;  in  Com.  and  3°  on 
a  div.,  3640  (ii).  (55-56  Vic.,  c.  82.) 

Dods,  P.  D.,  Case  re  Loss  of  Diamonds  :  M.  for 
Papers  (Mr.  Curran)  2287  (i). 

Dodwell,  C.  E.  W.,  Employment  by  Govt.  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Borden)  1715  (i). 

Dom.  Artillery  Association  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
1363  (i). 

Dom.  Buildings  in  Can.,  Electric  Lighting  :  M. 

for  Ret.  (Mr.  Davies,  P.E.I.)  417  (i). 

Dom.  Cotton  Mills  Co.  ’s  Letters  Patent  :  M. 

for  copies  (Mr.  Edgar)  920  (i). 

Dom.  Day  Celebration  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Kaulbach) 
4320  (ii). 

- Remarks  (Mr.  Kaulbach)  on  M.  for  Com.  of 

Sup.,  4399  (ii). 

‘‘Dom.  Illustrated,”  Copies  Purchased:  Ques. 

(Mr.  Somerville)  397  (i). 

Dom.  Lands  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  4431  (ii). 

Dom.  Lands  Act  Amt.  B.  No.  89  (Mr. 
Dewdney).  1°,  2979 ;  2°*  and  in  Com.,  3301,  3733 ; 
3°m.,  Amt.  (Mr.  Davies,  P.E.I.)  3815  ;  deb.  adjd., 
3820;  deb.  rsmd.,  B.  recom.  and  3°*,  4204  (ii). 
(55-56  Vic.,  c.  15.) 

Dom.  Millers’  Association  incorp.  B.  No. 

70  (Mr.  Stevenson).  I0*,  1465 ;  2°*,  1548  (i) ;  in 
Com.  and  3°,  2940  (ii).  (55-56  Vic,.,  c.  71.) 

Dom.  Notes,  Printing  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  255  (i). 
Dom.  Police  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  313  (i). 

Dorchester  Penitentiary  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  972  (i). 
Donig'an,  Ada.  See  “Divorce.” 

Dredge,  Construction  of  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
2262  (i). 

Dredging  Ottawa,  between  Pembroke  and  Des 
Joachims  :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Murray)  926  (i). 

-  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  991  (i),  4258,  4454  (ii). 

Drill  Pay  and  Instruction  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
1353  (i) ;  cone.,  4209  ;  suppl.,  4437  (ii). 

Drill  Sheds,  &c.,  Care  and  Maintenance  :  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  1373  (i). 

Drummond  County  Ry.  Co.  ’s  Subsidy  :  prop.  Res. 
(Mr.  Haggart)  4644;  cone.,  4657  (ii). 

- Postal  Service  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Leduc)  289  (i). 

Dugas,  Louis  E.,  Esq.,  Member  for  Montcalm  :  In¬ 
troduced,  161  (i). 


Duke  of  Clarence  and  Avondale,  Address  of 
Condolence  :  M.  (Sir  John  Thompson )  72,  96  (i). 

- Reply  to  Address  :  Mess,  from  His  Ex., 

1393,  2170  (i). 

Dual  Languages  in  N.  W.  T.  :  prop.  Res.  (Mr. 
Armstrong)  3062  (ii). 

Duty-Pay,  Excise  Officers  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1014. 
Dyer,  Eugene  A.,  Esq.,  Member  for  Brome  :  Intro¬ 
duced,  161  (i). 

Eatonville  Harbour,  Total  Expenditure  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Bechard)  2641  (ii). 

Edmonton  Land  Office,  Removal:  Remarks  (Mr. 
Laurier)  4043,  4392  (ii). 

- in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2936;  cone.,  4467  (ii). 

Edwards,  W.  C.,  Co.’s  incorp.  B.  No.  17 
(Mr.  Wood,  Brockville).  I0*,  129  ;  2°*,  134  ;  in 
Com.  and  3°*,  855  (i).  (53-54  Vic.,  c.  72.) 

Eugenia  Postmaster,  Dismissal,  &c.  :  M.  for  Ret. 

(Mr.  Landerkin )  1985  (i). 

Eggs  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  4677  (ii). 
Election  Expenses,  Publications  in  Toronto 
“Globe”:  Ques.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  3734- 
3751  (ii). 

- Remarks  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  on  M.  for 

Com.  of  Sup.,  4349  (ii). 

Election,  General,  Polling  Rets.  :  M.  for  Map 
(Mr.  Mills,  Bothivell)  112  (i). 

- Officials’  Duties  :  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Mills, 

Bothivell)  73  (i). 

- Petitions.  See  “ London ;”  “Richmond.” 

- Statistics  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Patterson,  Huron) 

3185  (ii). 

Elections,  1891-92,  Cor.,  Ret.  Officers  and  Govt., 
&c.  :  M.  for  copy  (Mr.  Sutherland)  969  (i). 

- Last  General,  Cor.  ,  Govt,  and  Ret.  Offi¬ 
cers  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Mills ,  Bothivell)  2491  (ii). 

- See  “Controverted.” 

Electoral  Districts  in  B.C.,  Voters:  M.  for  Ret. 
(Mr.  Mara)  2287  (i). 

Electoral  Lists.  See  “Lennox;”  “London;” 
“  Voters’  Lists.” 

Elgin,  E.,  Controverted  Election,  Judges’ Rep., 
l(i). 

Elliot,  Judge.  See  “  London  Election.” 
Engraving  and  Printing,  Tenders  and  Con¬ 
tract  :  M.  for  copies*  (Mr.  Somerville)  159  (i). 

- Returns  :  Enquiry  (Mr.  Somerville)  1637  (i). 

Esquimalt  Graving  Dock  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1017  (i), 
4439  (ii). 

- Defences,  Imp.  and  Cak  Govts.  :  M.  for 

Cor.  (Mr.  Laurier)  244  (i). 

- Fortifications  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Prior)  222  (i). 

Essex,  S.,  Controverted  Election  :  Judges’  Rep.,  1. 
ESTIMATES,  The,  1892-93,  Mess,  from  His  Ex.  : 
Presented  (Mr.  Foster)  138  (i). 

- Suppl.,  1891-92  :  Mess,  from  His  Ex.,  822  (i). 

- Suppl.,  1892-93  :  Mess,  from  His  Ex.,  4265  (ii). 

European  Immigration  Agents  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
1491,  1828  (i). 

- See  “  Immigration.” 

Evidence.  Sec  “Criminal  Law.” 
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Exchequer  Court,  Editing  Reports  :  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  313,  971  (i). 

Excise  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1007  (i),  4430  (ii). 
Experimental  (Central)  Farm,  Dairy  Stock,  &c.  : 
M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  McMillan,  Huron)  402  (i). 

- French  Cor.  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Fremont)  3114. 

- Reps.  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Fremont)  3185  (ii). 

- French  Edition  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Devlin)  397  (i). 

- Number,  Location,  Expend.,  &c.  :  M.  for 

Stmnt.  (Mr.  Fremont)  682  (i). 

- in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1424  (i),  4448  (ii). 

Expiring  Laws  Com.  :  List  of  Members,  101  (i). 
Exports  and  Imports  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Sir  Richard 
Cartwright)  100  (i). 

- Can.  Produce  to  Newfoundland  :  M.  for 

Ret  (Mr.  Hughes)  113  (i). 

- Free  Produce  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  McMullen) 

292  (i). 

- See  “  Customs.” 

Extra  Clerks,  &c.,  Salaries  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
4439  (ii). 

Fabre,  Mr.,  Salary,  &c.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  4424  (ii). 
Fairbairn,  Chas.,  Esq.,  Member  for  South  Vic¬ 
toria  :  Introduced,  3  (i). 

Farmers’ Delegates.  ^“British”;  “Tenant.” 
Farm  Produce.  See  “Exports.” 

Favourable  Nations’  Clause  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Edgar) 
34  (i). 

- Imp.  Despatch  :  Mess,  from  His  Ex.,  1470. 

Featherston,  Jos.,  Esq.,  Member  for  Peel  :  Intro¬ 
duced,  3  (i). 

Fenelon  Falls  Ry.  Bridge,  Agreement  between 
Govt,  and  G.  T.  R.  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Hughes) 
133  (i). 

- Swing  Bridge  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  4438  ;  cone., 

4475  (ii). 

FINANCE  : 

Assistant  Receiver  Gen.,  Victoria.,  B.C. :  in 
Com.  of  Sup.,  250  (i). 

Auditor  General’s  Office  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  267. 
Beet-Root  Sugar,  Bounty  on  Manufacture  :  M. 
for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Beausoleil)  1366, 1373  (i). 

- Bounties  Paid  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Edgar)  41  (i). 

- Bounty,  Continuation  :  QuesJMr.  ReaitscdeiO 

751  (i). 

- Res.  prop,  and  in  Com.  (Mr.  Foster)  4697  (ii). 

Budget,  The  :  Annual  Statement  (Mr.  Foster)  315. 
Charges  of  Management  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  250  (i). 
Civil  Service,  Extra  Clerks,  Payments  for  De¬ 
ductions  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Mills,  Both  well)  4732. 
Civil  Servants,  Superannuated,  Ac.:  Stmnt.  (Mr. 
Foster)  1637  (i). 

Deposits  in  Peel  Savings  Bank,  Interest  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Tisdale)  916  (i). 

Dominion  Notes,  Printing  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  255. 
Finance  and  Treasury  Board:  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
285  (i). 

Financial  Inspector  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  250  (i). 

Gov.  Gen.’s  Warrants  :  Stmnt.  presented  (Mr. 
Foster)  34  (i). 

- M.  to  ref.  to  Pub.  Accts.  Com.  (Sir  Richard 

Cartwright)  50  (i). 

- Reps,  of  Ministers  and  0.  C.’s*:  M.  for 

copies  (Mr.  Mulock)  111  (i). 


FINANCE — Continued. 

Incomes  of  the  People,  Statement:  Ques.  (Mr. 
Mills ,  Bothwell)  456  (i). 

Loans,  Govt.  Short:  Ques.  (Sir Richard  Cartwright) 
137  (i). 

Public  Accts.  of  Can.  :  M.  to  ref.  to  Sel.  Com. 
(Mr.  Wallace)  188  (i). 

Public,  Debt  Commission  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  253  (i). 
Savings  Banks,  N.  B.,  N.  S.,  P.E.I. :  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  250  (i). 

- St.  John  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Somerville)  3644  (ii). 

Sinking  Fund,  Brokerage,  Ac.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
254  (i). 

Statutory  Votes,  Dom.  Liabilities  under  :  M.  for 
Ret.  (Mr.  Fraser)  969  (i). 

Superannuation:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  796  (i). 

- Mail  Conductors  :  M.  for  Ret  (Mr.  Brodeur) 

2699  (ii). 

Unprovided  Items  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1618  (i). 

[See  “Supply.”] 

Finkle,  Roland,  Fishery  Inspector,  Appmnt.  : 

Ques.  (Mr.  Landcrkin)  1365  (i). 

FISHERIES  : 

Atlantic  Coast  Fisheries  and  Newfoundland  : 

Mess,  from  His  Ex.,  1088  (i). 

Behring  Sea  Arbitration,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  4478  (ii). 
Bounties  to  Fishermen  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Bowers)  190  (i). 

- Applications  and  Refusals*  :  M.  for  Ret. 

(Mr.  Bowers)  417  (i). 

Canned  Lobsters  Fee  :  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Tapper) 
699  (i). 

Charlebois,  F.,  Claims  against  Fisheries  Dept.: 

M.  for  Cor.  (Mr.  Laurier)  1036  (i). 

Deptl.  Rep.:  Presented  (Mr.  Tapper)  3237  (ii). 
Finkle,  Roland,  Fishery  Inspector,  Appmnt.  : 

Ques.  (Mr.  Landerkin)  1365  (i). 

Fish-Breeding:  cone.,  4478  (ii). 

Fisheries,  Deputy  Minister,  Letters,  Complaints  , 
Ac.  :  M.  for  copies  (Mr.  McMullen)  418  (i). 

- in  Com.  of  Sup.,  992  (i),  4310,  4460  (ii) . 

- Papers  respecting  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Davies, 

P.E.I.)  1491  (i). 

Fishery  Officers,  Salaries  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  4310. 

- Regulations,  Alteration  :  Ques.  (Mr. Fraser) 

3054  (ii). 

Fish,  Fish-Oil,  Ac.,  Imported  from  Newfound¬ 
land*:  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  White,  Shelburne)  159. 
Fishing  Bounty  :  Enquiry  for  Rets.  (Mr.  Flint)  914. 

- Licenses,  North  Shore  and  St.  Lawrence 

River:  Ques.  (Mr.  Beausoleil)  2641  (ii). 
Hatcheries,  St.  Mary’s  Bay,  N.S. :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Boroers)  398  (i). 

Lobster  Fisheries,  on  M.  for  Adjmnt.  :  Remarks 
(Mr.  Davies,  P.E.I.)  160  (i). 

- Hatcheries:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  4317  (ii). 

Prosser,  Wm.,  Fishery  Overseer,  Dismissal  :  M. 

for  Cor.  (Mr.  Allan)  3114  (ii). 

Protection  Vessels  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  4319  (ii). 
Richelieu  River,  Fishing  Rights  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Brodeur)  35  (i). 

U.S.  Vessels  in  Hudson  Bayt,  alleged  Poaching  : 
Ques.  (Mr.  Charlton)  4262  (ii). 

Fisheries  Act  further  Amt.  B.  IN  o.  9  (Mr. 

Tupper).  1°,  107  ;  2°,  1655  ;  Res.  prop. ,  699  ;  in 

Com.,  1656  ;  M.  for  Com.  on  B.,  2173  ;  in  Com., 

2216,  2230  (i). 
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Fisheries  B.  No.  9 — Continued. 

Deb.  on  M.  for  Com.  (Mr.  Tupper)  2173  ;  (Mr.  McLean) 
2185;  (Mr.  Davies,  P.E.I.)  2190;  (Mr.  Kenny) 
2195;  (Mr.  Welsh)  2196;  (Mr.  Perry)  2197;  (Mr. 
Burns)  2202 ;  (Mr.  White,  Shelburne)  2204 ;  (Mr. 
Forbes)  2206 ;  (Mr.  Macdonald,  P.E.I.)  2209 ;  (Mr. 
Bowers)  2212 ;  (Mr.  Yeo)  2213;  (Mr.  Flint)  2216  (i). 
Fisheries  Dept.  See  “  Marine.” 

Fishing  Vessels.  See  “Sea  Fisheries  Develop¬ 
ment.” 

Fishing  Vessels,  U.S.  (Modus  Vivendi)  B.  No. 
11  (Mr.  Tapper).  1°,  109 ;  2°,  176 ;  in  Com., 
1472,  1639  ;  3°*,  1789  (i).  (55-56  Vic.,  c.  3.) 

Flour  (Can.)  Trade  and  Newfoundland:  M.  for 
Cor.  (Mr.  Hughes)  112  (i). 

Forbes,  Francis  G.,  Member  for  Queen’s,  N.S.  : 
Introduced,  97  (i). 

Franchise  Act,  Legislation  respecting  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Choquette)  916  (i). 

Fraser,  Miss  H.  and  Mr.  Roderick  :  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  1018  (i). 

Frontenac  Election,  Issue  of  Writ  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Laurier)  3116  (ii). 

- Writ  Issued  (Mr.  Speaker)  3055  (ii). 

Galops  Rapids  Survey,  Deepening  :  M.  for  Ret. 
(Mr.  Somerville)  159  (i). 

- Surveys,  Plans,  &c.  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Reid) 

130  (i). 

Gamble  &  Fletcher,  Cor.  re  Pub.  Buildings,  Vic¬ 
toria,  B.C. :  M.  for  copies  (Mr.  Prior)  1550  (i). 
Gas  and  Electric  Light  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  4242  (ii). 
Gaudet,  Benj.,  Warfinger  at  Tignish  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Perry)  98  (i). 

Gear  and  Tackle  Inspector  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Curran) 
224  (i). 

General  Inspection  Act  Amt.  B.  No.  95 

(Sir  John  Thompson).  1°*,  3896  ;  2°  m.,  4135  ;  2°, 
4143;  in  Com.,  4482  ;  3°*,  4506  (ii).  (55-56  Vic., 
c.  23.) 

Geological  Rep.:  Presented  (Mr.  Dewdney)  2172  (i). 
Geological  Survey  Dept.  Act  Amt.  B.  No. 
43  (Mr.  Dewdney).  1°*,  578  ;  2°*,  1648  ;  in 
Com.,  1654  ;  3°*,  1789  (i).  (55-56  Vic  ,  c.  16.) 

Geological  Survey  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  4386  (ii). 
Georgian  Bay  Survey  :  cone.,  4470  (ii). 

German  Treaty,  Press  Despatch  :  Remarks  (Mr. 
O’Brien )  109  (i). 

“Gerrymander.”  See  “Representation.” 

Gibson,  William,  Esq.,  Member  for  Lincoln  and 
Niagara  :  Introduced,  3  (i). 

Gillies,  Joseph  A.,  Esq.,  Member  for  Richmond., 
N.S.  :  Introduced,  3  (i). 

Girouard,  Joseph,  Esq.,  Member  for  Two  Moun¬ 
tains  :  Introduced,  106  (i). 

Glaziers’  Diamonds.  See  “  Dods,  P.  D.” 
Glengarry  Controverted  Election  :  Judges’Rep.,  1. 
“Globe”  Printing  Co's.  B.  No.  31  (Mr. 
Innes).  1°*,  245  ;  2°*,  289  ;  in  Com.,  1229  ;  3°*, 
1230  (i).  (55-56  Vic.,  c.  75.) 

“Globe.”  See  “Election  Expenses.” 

Goderich  and  Wingham  Ry.  Co.’s  Subsidy  :  prop. 
Res.  (Mr.  1 Taggart)  4397 ;  in  Com.,  4572  (ii). 


Govt.  Business,  Adjournment  :  Change  of  Time, 
M.  (Sir  John  Thompson)  4697  (ii). 

- M.  (Sir  John  Thompson)  to  take  in  Mondays, 

3564  (ii). 

-  M.  (Sir  John  Thompson)  Wednesdays,  2490. 

- M.  (Sir  John  Thompson)  Thursdays,  699  (i). 

- Remarks  (Sir  John  Thompson)  4259,  4714  (ii). 

Govt.  Contracts  since  Confdn.  :  M.  for  Stmnt. 
(Mr.  Macdonald,  Huron)  99  ;  wthdn.,  110  (i). 

- since  30th  June,  1887,  to  30th  June,  1891: 

M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  McDonald,  Huron)  110  (i). 
Govt,  of  N.  W.  T.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  993  (i). 

Govt.  Rys.,  additional  Property  Accommodation: 
M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  McMullen)  1984  (i). 

- Names,  &c.,  Employes  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr. 

McMullen)  41,  692  (i). 

Gov.  Gen.  ’s  Body  Guard,  Affidavits  re  Pay-List  : 
read  (Mr.  Somerville)  1189  (i). 

Deb.  (Mr.  Daly)  1212 ;  (Mr.  Hazen)  1214  ;  (Mr. 
Laurier)  1215,  1329  ;  (Sir  John  Thompson)  1216, 
1329  ;  (Mr.  Davies,  P.E.I.)  1217  ;  (Mr.  Bowell) 
1219  ;  (Mr.  Tapper)  1222 ;  (Mr.  Denison)  1319 ; 
(Mr.  Coatsworth)  1323  ;  (Mr.  Somerville)  1324, 
1339  ;  (Mr.  Cockburn)  1330 ;  (Mr.  Casey)  1332  ; 
(Mr.  Bowell)  1333  ;  (Mr.  Mulock)  1335  ;  (Mr. 
Davin)  1338  (i). 

Gov.  Gen.’s  Warrants:  Stmnt.  presented  (Mr. 
Foster)  34  (i). 

-  M.  to  ref.  to  Pub.  Accts.  Com.  (Sir  Richard 

Cartwright)  50  (i). 

- Reps,  of  Ministers  and  O.  C.’s:  M.  for 

copies  (Mr.  Mulock)  111  (i). 

Gov.  Gen.’s  Sec.’s  Office:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  255, 
284  (i). 

Grain  Shipments  via  New  York  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Fre¬ 
mont)  291  (i). 

Grand  Trunk  Ry.  Co.  of  Can.  B.  No.  14 

(Mr.  Tisdale).  1°*,  129  ;  2°*,  134  ;  in  Com.  and 
3°*,  695  (i).  (55-56  Vic.,  c.  39.) 

Granite,  Exports  and  Imports  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Gillmor) 
509  (i). 

Great  Northern  Ry.  Co.’s  B.  No.  60.  (Mr. 
Taylor).  I0*,  1031 ;  2°*,  1181  (i)  ;  in  Com.  and 
3°*,  2594  (ii).  (55-56  Vic.,  c.  40.) 

Great  Northern  Ry.  Co.,  Engineer’s  Rep.  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Gauthier)  915  (i). 

Great  Village  River  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  4251  (ii). 
Grieve,  James  Nicol,  Esq.,  Member  for  North 
Perth  :  Introduced,  3183  (ii). 

Grosse  Isle  Quarantine  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2025, 
2033  (i),  2801  (ii). 

Grounds,  Ottawa  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  4240  (ii). 
Guillet,  Geo.,  Esq.,  Member  for  West  Northum¬ 
berland  :  Introduced,  454  (i). 

Guindon,  Mrs.  N.,  Settlement  of  Claim  :  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  4450  (ii). 

Guysborough  Controverted  Election  :  Judges’ 
Rep.,  1  (i). 

Haldimand  Controverted  Election  :  Judges’  Rep., 
l(i). 

Halifax,  &c.,  and  West  Indies,  &c.,  Steam  Com.  : 
in  Com  of  Sup.,  4282;  cone.,  4469  (ii). 
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Halifax  and  St.  JohnUg  Yarmouth,  Steam  Com.  : 
in  Com.  of  Sup.,  4304  (ii). 

- Controverted  Election  :  Judges’  Rep.,  1. 

- Drill  Hall  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  4441  (ii). 

- Increased  Accommodation,  I.C.R.  :  in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  2264  (i),  2362,  2509  (ii). 

- Public  Buildings  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2742  (ii). 

- Quarantine  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2032  (i). 

Hall’s  Harbour  (N.  S.)  Works,  Examination  : 

Ques.  (Mr.  Borden)  1715  (i). 

Halton  Controverted  Election  :  Judges’ Rep.,  1. 
Hammond,  E.,  Seizures  and  Share  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Choquette)  2782  (ii). 

Haras  National  Co.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.  1465  (i). 
Harbours  and  Rivers:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  990  (i), 
4240,  4448;  cone.,  4477  (ii). 

Harbour  Commissioners.  See  “St.  John 
“  Three  Rivers.” 

Harrison,  Hattie  A.  See  “Divorce.” 
Hastings,  E.,  Controverted  Election  :  Judges’ 
Rep.  1  (i). 

Hatcheries,  St.  Mary’s  Bay,  N.  S. :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Boivers )  398  (i). 

Hearn,  John,  Esq.,  Member  for  Quebec  West  : 

Introduced,  508  (i). 

Heating  Pub.  Buildings  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  4241  ; 
cone.,  4477  (ii). 

Healey’s  Falls  Dam,  Repairing  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

2263  (ii). 

Henderson,  David,  Esq.,  Member  for  Halton:  In¬ 
troduced,  3  (i). 

Henry,  K.  J.  :  Ref.  to,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  844  (i). 
Hereford  Ry.  Co.’s  Subsidy:  prop.  Res.  (Mr. 
Haggart)  4397  (ii). 

High  River,  &c.,  Irrigation  and  Water 
Power  Co.’s  incorp.  B.  No.  23  (Mr. 
Davis).  I0*,  161 ;  2°*,  275  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*, 
2093  (i).  (55-56  Vic.,  c.  66.) 

High  Commissioner’s  Office  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
275,  282,  896  ;  cone.,  1085  (i). 

- Rep.  :  Presented  (Mr.  Carling)  1062  (i). 

Home  Rule  for  Ireland  :  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Devlin) 
3335 ;  Amt.  (Mr.  McCarthy)  3361  (ii). 

- Remarks  (Mr.  Devlin)  3815  (ii). 

HOUSE  OF  COMMONS  : 

Adjournment  :  Remarks  (Sir  John  Thompson ) 
2730  (ii). 

- See  general  heading. 

Address  iN  Ans.  to  His  Ex.’s  Speech  :  moved 
(Mr.  Northrup)  7 ;  seconded  (Mr.  Bain ,  Sou- 
langes)  18  (i). 

- His  Ex.’s  Reply,  129  (i). 

Bills,  Royal  Assent,  1286  (i),  2370  ,  4733  (ii). 
Bye-Elections,  Issue  of  Writs:  Ques.  (Mr.  Mills, 
Bothwell )  1491  (i). 

Caron,  Sir  Adolphe,  Charges  against.  See  gen¬ 
eral  heading. 

Chicoutimi  and  Saguenay  Election,  Judges’  Rep.  : 
Remarks  (Sir  John  Thompson )  3733  (ii). 

- Evidence  :  Remarks  (Sir  John  Thompson) 

3896  (ii). 

Charges  against  a  Member  :  Ques,  checked  (Mr. 
#  Speaker)  4499  (ii). 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS — Continued. 

Committees.  See  general  heading. 

- Sessional  Clerks,  &c. :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

788  (i). 

Contingencies  :  in  Com.  of  Sup. ,  788  (i). 
Controverted  Elections  Act,  Legislation:  Ques. 
(Mr.  Landerkin)  134  (i). 

.  - Judges’ Reps.,  1,  39,  96,  1062,  1152,  1391  (i), 

2461,  2714,  2971,  2979,  3681,  4731  (ii). 

Debates,  Official.  See  general  heading. 

Election  Expenses,  Publications  in  Toronto 
“  Globe  ” :  Ques.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright )  3734- 
3751  (ii). 

- on  M.  for  Com.  of  Sup. :  Remarks  (Sir  Richard 

Cartwright)  4348  (ii). 

Franchise  Act,  Legislation  respecting  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Choquette)  916  (i). 

Frontenac  Election,  Issue  of  Writ  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Laurier)  3116  (ii). 

Govt.  Business,  Adjournment,  Change  of  Time: 

M.  (Sir  John  Thompson)  4697  (ii). 

- M.  (Sir  John  Thompson)  to  take  in  Wednes¬ 
days,  2490  (ii). 

- M.  (Sir  John  Thompson)  Thursdays,  699  (i). 

- Remarks  (Sir  John  Thompson)  4259,  4714  (ii). 

- M.  (Sir  John  Thompson)  Mondays,  3564  (ii). 

In  Com.  of  Sup.  :  762,  974;  cone.,  1086  (i),  4205  (ii). 
Lennox  Co.  Electoral  Lists,  Original,  &c.  :  M. 
for  Ret.  (Mr.  Wilson)  159. 

L’Assomption  and  Pontiac,  Issue  of  Writ:  Ques. 
(Mr.  Laurier)  2700  (ii). 

Library  of  Pari.t.,  1st  Rep.  of  Com.:  cone.,  M. 
(Mr.  Kirkpatrick)  2826  (ii). 

- Purchase  of  Books  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  792  (i). 

- Salaries  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  789  (i). 

London  Election.  See  general  heading. 
Mackenzie,  IIon.  Alex.,  Decease  :  M.  (Sir  John 
Thompson)  to  adjn.  House,  1388  (i).  4 

Members’  Indemnity:  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Foster) 
4715  (ii).  See  B.  (No.  104). 

- Introduced,  3,  71,  97,  454,  508,  1364,  1391  (i), 

2700,  2918,  3183,  3815,  4715  (ii). 

- Resignation:  Notification  (Mr.  Speaker)  4393. 

New  Members,  Return  :  Notification  (Mr.  Speaker) 
3,  6,  40  ,  453,  1364,  1391  (i),  2431,2917,3183,3649, 
3815,  4717  (ii). 

Order,  Privilege,  &c.  See  general  heading. 
Parliament,  7th,  2nd  Session  :  Opening,  1  (i) ;  Pro¬ 
rogation,  4736  (ii). 

Perth,  North,  Issue  of  Writ:  Remarks  (Mr. 
Laurier)  1639  (i). 

Pontiac  Election,  Issue  of  Writ:  Ques.  (Mr. 
Laurier)  2980,  3115  (ii). 

Printing,  Paper  and  Binding:  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
794, 976  (i). 

Private  Bills.  See  general  heading. 
Prorogation:  Com.  from  Gov.  Gen.’s  Acting  Sec., 
4731  (ii). 

Richmond  Controverted  Election,  Petitions  and 
Decisions  :  M.  for  copy  (Mr.  Gillies)  1553  (i). 
Salaries  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  762  (i). 

Select  Standing  Committees.  See  “  Committees.” 
Serjeant-at-Arms,  Deputy,  Appmnt.  :  Notification 
(Mr.  Speaker)  749  (i). 

- Estimate  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  789  (i). 

Sessional  Clerks,  &c.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  975  (i). 
- Messengers  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  976  (i). 

Sittings  of  the  House,  Change  of  Time:  M.  (Sir 
John  Thompson)  3897  (ii). 
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Speaker,  Deputy,  Salary  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  974  (i). 

Speeches  from  the  Throne  :  Opening,  4  (i) ;  Pro¬ 
rogation,  4733  (ii). 

Vacancies:  Notification  (Mr.  Speaker )  1  (i), 3055, 
4393  (ii). 

Voters’  List,  Printing  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  976 ;  cone., 
1086  (i). 

Warrants  and  Writs  of  Election,  Incomplete 
Ret.  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Mills,  Bothwell )  100  (i). 

Welland  Controverted  Election.  See  general 
heading. 

Writs  for  Elections,  Issue  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Mills, 
Bothwell )  3115  (ii). 

- Delay  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Mills,  Bothwell )  1089. 

- Bye-Elections  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Mills,  Both- 

well)  3186  (ii). 

- East  York,  Issue  :  Notification  (Mr.  Speaker) 

1547  (i). 

- Frontenac,  Vacancy  and  Issue  :  (Mr. 

Speaker)  3055  (ii). 

-  Marquette,  Vacancy  and  Issue  :  (Mr. 

Speaker)  4393  (ii). 

[See  “Order,  Privilege;  “Representation.”] 

Hughes,  Sam.,  Esq.,  Member  for  North  Victoria  : 
Introduced,  3  (i). 

Hull  P.  O.,  Sunday  Service  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Devlin) 
3184  (ii). 

Huron,  W.,  Controverted  Election  :  Judges’ 
Rep.,  1  (i). 

IMMIGRATION : 

Agents’  Salaries,  Ac.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  4431  (ii). 

Canadian  Agents  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1491  (i) ;  cone., 
4467  (ii.) 

Deputy  Minister,  Letter  re  Pamphlets  :  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  Ques.  (Mr.  Laarier)  1947  (i). 

“Dom.  Illustrated,”  Copies  Purchased:  Ques. 
(Mr.  Somerville)  397  (i). 

European  Agents  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1828  (i). 

Expenses  ($150,000):  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1889  (i) ; 
cone.,  4210  (ii). 

Fabre,  Mr.,  Salary,  Ac.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  4424  (ii). 

Hett’s  German  Pamphlet  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2008. 

High  Commissioner’s  Rep.  :  Presented  (Mr.  Car¬ 
ling)  1062  (i). 

- Rates,  Taxes,  Insurance,  &c.  :  in  Com.  of 

Sup., 896;  cone.,  1085  (i). 

In  Com.  of  Sup.:  1491,  1828,  1889,  2008  (i) ;  cone., 
4210,  4467  (ii). 

Immigration  Agents’  Salaries  : 

Deb.  in  Com.  of  Sup.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  1491, 
1540  ;  (Mr.  Carling)  1492, 1547, 1828, 1853, 1896, 1909, 
1928,  1937,  2009  ;  (Mr.  Charlton)  1495,  1830  ;  (Mr. 
Foster)  1499 ;  (Mr.  Laurier)  1502 ;  (Mr.  Edgar) 
1502;  (Sir  John  Thompson)  1502,  1895;  (Mr. 
.  Paterson,  Brant)  1503,  1850,  1934,  2017 ;  Mr. 
Mulock)  1506,  2020  ;  (Mr.  McMullen)  1510,  1828, 
1908,  1932;  (Mr.  Casey)  1514,  1830;  (Mr.  Davies, 
P.E.I.)  1517,  1896  ;  (Mr.  Cameron)  1521, 1532,  1543, 
1919;  (Mr.  Perry)  1524,  1832;  (Mr.  Bain,  Went¬ 
worth )  1526, 1836, 1909  ;  (Mr.  Mills,  Bothwell)  1536; 
(Mr.  Boivell)  1538,  1912,  2014,  2023 ;  (Mr.  Gibson) 
1829,  1837 ;  (Mr.  Campbell)  1837,  1910,  1945 ;  (Mr. 
Watson)  1838,  1929,  1943  ;  (Mr.  Somerville)  1839, 
1905,2011,2024;  (Mr.  Armstrong)  1842 ;  (Mr .  Dewd- 
ney)  1846;  (Mr.  Daly)  1853,  1938;  (Mr.  Flint) 
1889, 1915  ;  (Mr.  Tapper)  1891 ;  (Mr.  Borden )  1893 ; 
(Mr.  Lister)  1905,  2013 ;  (Mr.  Macdonald,  Huron) 


Immigration  Agents’  Salaries — Continued. 

1924,1943;  (Mr.  O'Brien)  1936 ;  (Mr.  McMillan, 
Huron)  1941 ;  (Mr.  Landerkin)  2025  (i). 

[See  “  Agriculture,”  &c.] 

Immigration.  See  “  Chinese.” 

Immoral  and  Criminal.  See  “  Obscene.” 
Imports  of  Artificial  Fertilizers,  Quantities  : 
M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  McMillan,  Huron)  526  (i). 

- Binding  Twine,  Quantity  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr. 

Campbell)  537  (i). 

- Crude  Cotton-seed  Oil  for  1891 :  M.  for 

Ret.  (Mr.  McKay)  1555  (i). 

- Pork  from  U.  S. :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Hughes) 

292  (i). 

- Meat  and  Farm  Products  :  M.  for  Stmnt. 

(Mr.  Hughes)  291  (i). 

Incomes  of  the  People  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Mills,  Botlnvell) 
456  (i). 

INDIANS : 

B.  C.  Indians,  Proclamation  of  1892:  Ques.  (Mr. 
Paterson,  Brant)  289  (i). 

Chisholm,  D.,  Land  Damages  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
4479  (ii). 

Deptl.  Rep.  :  Presented  (Mr.  Dewdney)  112  (i). 

In  Com.  of  Sup.  :  4408,  4460;  cone.,  4479  (ii). 
Management  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Mills,  Botlnvell)  on  M. 
for  Com.  of  Sup.,  4408  (ii). 

Reserves,  B.  C.,  Number,  Location,  &c.  :  M.  for 
Ret.  (Mr.  Barnard)  511  (i) . 

Ingram,  A.  B.,  Esq.,  Member  for  East  Elgin  :  In¬ 
troduced,  36  (i). 

- W.  H.,  Appmnt.  as  Col.  of  Customs,  St. 

Thomas  :  M.  for  Cor.  (Mr.  Casey)  1998  (i). 

INLAND  REVENUE : 

Inland  Revenue  Act,  Procedure:  Remarks  (Sir 
John  Thompson)  1648  (i). 

- Detective  Service  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Choquette) 

2639  (ii). 

Deptl.  Rep.  :  Presented  (Mr.  Costigan)  751  (i). 
DutyAPay,  Excise  Officers:  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
1014  (i). 

In  Com.  of  Sup.  :  1014  (i),  4430  (ii). 

Tobacco  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  4685  (ii). 

- Law  re  Manufacture  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Gauthier) 

750  (i). 

- Stamps  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1007  (i). 

Weights  and  Measures,  contingencies  :  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  1016  (i). 

Inland  Revenue  further  Act  Amt.  B.  No. 

71  (Mr.  Costigan).  1°,  1469 ;  2°  objected  to, 
1648 ;  2°  and  in  Com.,  2007  ;  3°*,  2172 (i).  (55-56 
Vic.,  c.  22.) 

Inspection.  See  “  Boiler  “Steamboat.” 
Inspectors  of  Ports,  Travelling  Expenses  :  in 
Com.  of  Sup.,  821  (i). 

Insurance  Act  Amt.  B.  No.  3  (Mr  White, 
Cardwell).  1°,  40  ;  2°,  456  (i). 

Intelligence  Bureau,  Daily  Reps.  :  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  992  (i). 

INTERCOLONIAL  RAILWAY  : 

Accident  at  New  Glasgow  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Fraser) 
3088  (ii). 

- St.  Joseph  de  Levis  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Car- 

roll)  292  (i). 
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Accident  at  Truro,  Reps.,&c.:  M.  for  copies  (Mr. 

Patterson ,  Colchester)  969  (i). 

Archibald,  H.  D.,  Dismissal:  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr. 

Patterson ,  Colchester )  969  (i). 

Arrangements  with  C.P.R. :  Ques.  (Mr.  Davies, 
P.E.I.)  667  (i). 

Dismissal  of  Employes,  0.  C.’s :  M.  for  copies  (Mr. 
{Davies,  P.E.I.)  293  (i). 

Disposal  to  a  Company  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Fremont)  3055. 
Drake,  Alfred,  Dismissal:  Ques.  (Mr.  Guay )  2490. 
Employes,  all  Grades,  Number  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr. 
McMullen)  969  (i) . 

Expend,  under  Income  for  Permanent  Improve¬ 
ment:  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  McDougald,  Pictou) 
1371  (i). 

Expropriation  of  Property  at  St.  John  :  Ques. 

Mr.  Davies,  P.E.I.)  1031  (i). 

Halifax,  Increased  Accommodation  :  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  2264  (i),  2362,  2509,  2628  (ii). 

Live  Stock  Tariff  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Wood,  Westmoreland) 
1365  (i). 

- M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Wood,  Westmoreland )  2285. 

Passenger  Cars  and  C.P.R. :  Ques.  (Mr.  Fraser) 
399  (i). 

Receipts  and  Expenditures  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Fraser) 
3896  (ii). 

- Ques.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  41  (i),  4393  (ii). 

Running  Privileges  granted  C.P.R.  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Davies,  P.E.I.)  510  (i). 

St.  John,  Increased  Accommodation  :  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  988  (i),  2563  (ii). 

Shipment  of  Hay  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Lavergne)  4643  (ii). 
Stationery  Supplies  :  Ques.  (Mr.  McMullen)  1032. 
Traffic,  &c.,  Mulgrave  Station:  M.  for  Stmnt. 
(Mr.  Fraser)  35  (i). 

- Quinn, Michael,  Dismissal  :  M.  for  Cor.,  Ac. 

(Mr.  Guay)  401  (i),  3332  (ii). 

[^“Railways;”  “Subsidies  “Supply.”] 

I.  C.  Ry.,  Statement,  Expenses  : 

Deb.  in  Com.  of  Sup.  (Mr.  Haggart)  2362,  2380,  2516, 
2524,  2563  ;  (Mr.  McMullen)  2368,  2517  ;  (Mr.  Perry) 
2373,  2613 ;  (Mr.  McAlister)  2377  ;  (Mr.  Kenny)  2382  ; 
(Mr.  Borden)  2389 ;  (Mr.  Hazen)  2394,  2418,  2581 ; 
(Mr.  Sproule)  2396  ;  (Mr.  Fraser)  2398  ;  (Mr.  Wood, 
Westmoreland)  2405  ;  (Mr.  McDougald,  Pictou) 
2410  ;  (Mr.  Campbell)  2427,  2559 ;  (Sir  Richard 
Cartwright)  2509,  2517,  2616;  (Mr.  Welsh)  2513; 
(Mr.  Mills,  Bothwell)  2521 ;  (Mr.  Gillmor)  2527  ; 
(Mr.  Davies,  P.E.I.)  2530,  2564,  2586  ,  2594,  2615; 
(Mr.  Gillies)  2537  ;  (Mr.  Devlin)  2542  ;  (Mr.  Forbes) 
2543;  (Mr.  Weldon)  2547;  (Mr.  Dickey)  2548;  (Mr. 
Mint)  2552,  2600 ;  (Mr.  Stairs)  2557 ;  (Mr.  Bowell) 
2564,  2569,  2606, 2616  ;  (Mr.  McLeod)  2572,  2587,  2597, 
2605  ;  (Sir  John  Thompson)  2594 ;  (Mr.  Temple)  2596  ; 
(Mr.  Adams)  2598  ,  2611 ;  (Mr.  Bowers)  2599 ;  (Mr. 
Lister)  2604  (ii). 

INTERIOR  : 

Interior  Dept.,  Chief  Clerk’s  Salary:  cone,  in 
(Y.  34,  N.  47)  4472  (ii). 

- in  Com.  of  Sup.,  257,  825  ,  844,  1154;  con., 

1084  (i),  4266,  4432  ;  cone.,  4472  (ii). 

Banff  Springs  Survey,  Ac.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  4428. 
Burgess,  A.  M. :  Ref.  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  825  (i). 
Deptl.  Rep.  :  Presented  (Mr.  Dewdney)  3300  (ii). 
Henry,  J.  K. :  Ref.  to  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  844  (i). 
Pereira,  L.  C. :  Ref.  to  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  844,  849-876. 
-  Salary  :  Res.  cone,  in  (Y.  86,  N.  61)  1084  (i). 
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Rheaume,  Antoine,  Land  Grant  for  Services  : 

Ques.  (Mr.  Campbell)  2490  (ii). 

Turner,  H.  H.:  Ref.  to  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  844  (i). 
White  Pine  Areas  :  prop.  M.  for  Map  (Mr.  Ives)\211. 

[See  “Mounted  Police.”] 

Internal  Economy  Commission  :  Mess,  from  His 
Ex.,  71  (i). 

International  Customs  Bureau  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
1006  (i) ;  4463  (ii). 

-  Education  Association  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 

1006  (i). 

Inverness  and  Richmond  Ry.  Co.  ’s  Subsidy  :  prop. 
Res.  (Mr.  Haggart)  4394  ;  in  Com.,  4519  (ii). 

Jamaica  Exhibition  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  976  (i). 

Jeannotte,  Hormidas,  Esq.,  Member  for  L’As- 
SOMPTION  :  Introduced,  3815  (ii). 

JOLIETTE  AND  St.  JEAN  MaTHA  Ry.  Co.’s  SUBSIDY  : 
prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Haggart)  4397  ;  in  Com.,  4574. 

Judiciary  of  the  Province  of  Que.,  Reorganiz¬ 
ation  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Brodeur)  2639  (ii). 

Jukes,  Dr.  A.,  Medical  Services  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
1003  (i). 

JUSTICE  : 

Administration  of:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  310,  971; 
cone.,  1085  (i). 

Admiralty  Court,  Que.,  Registrar  :  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  313  (i). 

Alien  Labour  Law,  U.S.  Press  Despatch:  Re¬ 
marks  (Mr.  Langelier)  1548  (i). 

Arbitration  re  Provincial  Accounts  :  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  4430,  4470  ;  cone.,  4470  (ii). 

Barrett  vs.  City  of  Winnipeg,  Supreme  Court 
Judg’t:  M.  for  copy  (Mr.  LaRivih'e)  158  (i). 
- See  “  Logan.” 

Behring’s  Sea  Arbitration  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  4460 ; 
cone.,  4478  (ii). 

- Seal  Fisheries,  Press  Despatch  :  Remarks 

(Mr.  Laurier)  36  (i). 

Bulmer  vs.  The  Queen,  Litigation:  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  4461  (ii). 

Cost  of  Litigated  Matters  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  4426. 
Crown  Prosecutions  and  Suits:  prop.  Res.  (Sir 
John  Thompson)  1283  (i). 

Circuit  Allowances,  B.  C. :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  311  (i). 
Exchequer  Court,  Editing  Reports:  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  313,  971  (i). 

Judges  acting  on  Commissions  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Delisle) 
37  (i). 

Judges  in  Prov.  of,Quebec,  Travelling  Expenses  : 
Ques.  (Mr.  Flint)  3115  (ii). 

Judges’  Salaries,  Increase:  prop.  Res.  (Sir  John 
Thompson)  1392  (i). 

- Remarks  (Mr.  Choqnette)  4693  (ii). 

Justice  Dept.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup. ,  913  (i). 

Kingston  Penitentiary,  Coal  Contract:  Ques. 

(Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  4393  (ii). 

Logan  vs.  City  of  Winnipeg,  Pleadings,  &c.  :  M. 

for  copies  (Mr.  Watson)  2287  (i). 

Miscellaneous  Expenditure,  Gov.  Gen.’s  War¬ 
rant:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  972  ;  cone.,  1085  (i). 
Miscellaneous  Expenses:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1085. 
Paige,  W.  W.,  Repayment  of  Costs:  in  Com.  of 

'  Sup.  1014  (i). 

Privy  Council,  Complaints  to  :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr. 
McCarthy)  1947  (i). 

Refund  ,  Sundry'  Persons  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  4462  (ii). 
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JUSTICE— Continued, 

Supreme  Court,  Reporter  and  Librarian  :  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  312  (i). 

Travelling  Expenses,  Judges,  N.W.T. :  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  310  (i). 

Wilson,  Convict  Edward,  Pets.,  &c.,  for  Release  : 
M.  for  copies  (Mr.  Armstrong)  2642  (ii). 

[-See  “Penitentiaries  “Supply.”] 
Kaministiquia  River,  Turning  Basin  :  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  2619  (ii). 

Kamouraska  Wharf,  Construction,  Accts,  &c.  : 

M.  for  copies  (Mr.  Carroll)  510  (i). 

Kent  (Ont.)  Controverted  Election  :  Judges’ 
Rep.,  1  (i). 

Kentville  (N.S.)  Appmnt.  of  Postmaster:  Ques. 

(Mr.  Borden)  10S8  (i). 

- Suspension  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Borden )  3752  (ii). 

Kenny,  Thomas  E.,  Esq.,  Member  for  Halifax  : 
Introduced,  161  (i). 

Kerosene  Oil,  Imports  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Campbell) 
3059  (ii). 

King’s  (N.S.)  Controverted  Election:  Judges’ 
Rep.,  1  (i). 

Kingston  Belt  Line  Ry.  Co.’s  incorp.  B. 

No.  52  (Mr.  Tisdcde).  1°*,  823  ;  2°*,  915  (i). 

Kingston  Graving  Dock,  Certificate  re  $32,000 
paid  Bancroft  &  Connolly  :  M.  for  copy  (Mr. 
Gibson)  2006  (i). 

- in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2715  (ii). 

- Harbour:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  4257  (ii). 

Kingston,  Napanee  and  Tamworth  Ry.  Co.’s  Sub¬ 
sidy  :  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Haggart)  4396 ;  in  Com., 
4545  (ii). 

- prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Haggart)  4395  ;  in  Com.,  4523. 

Kingston  Penitentiary,  Coal  Contract:  Ques. 
(Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  4393  (ii). 

- in  Com.  of  Sup.,  664  (i) ;  cone.,  4205  ;  suppl., 

4433,  4440  (ii). 

Kingston,  Smith’s  Falls  and  Ottawa  Ry.  Co.’s 
Subsidy  :  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Haggart)  4395 ;  in 
Com.,  4535  (ii). 

Labour  Prohibition.  See  “Alien.” 

Labrador,  alleged  Distress,  Relief  :  Ques.  (Mr. 

Charlton)  4263  (ii). 

Lachine  Canal  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1017,  2049  ;  cone., 
4212  (ii). 

- New  Bridge  at  Montreal  :  M.  for  Ret. 

(Mr.  Curran)  524  (i). 

Lake  Erie  and  Detroit  River  Ry.  Co.’s  Subsidy: 
prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Haggart)  4394  ;  in  Com.,  4580. 

Lake  Man.  Ry.  and  Canal  Co.’s  B.  No.  37 

(Mr.  Ross,  Lisgar).  1°*,  315  ;  2°*,  418  ;  in  Com. 
and  3°*,  1740  (i).  (55-56  Vic.,  c.  41.) 

Lake  St.  John  and  Chicoutimi  Ry.  :  Ques.  (Mr. 

Fremont)  1549  (i). 

Lake  St.  John  Ry.,  Traffic  Earnings  :  Ques.  (Mr. 

Mulock)  4261  (ii). 

Lake  St.  Louis  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2050  (i). 

Lake  St.  Peter,  Fishing  Privileges  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Beausoleil)  2955  (ii). 


Lake  Temiscamingue  Colonization  Co.’s  Subsidy  : 

prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Haggart)  4396  ;  in  Com.,  4550. 

- prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Haggart)  4397  ;  in  Com.,  4571. 

Lamoureaux’s  Bros’.  Claim  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2259. 
Lands,  Conveyance.  See  “Ordnance.” 
Land  Grants  to  Militia  (provision)  B.  No. 
96  (Mr.  Bewdney).  I0*,  4201  ;  2°  and  in  Com., 
4264  ;  3°,  4399  (ii).  (55-56  Vic.,  c.  6.) 

Land  Grants  to  Rys.,  Man.  and  N.  W.  T.  :  M. 

for  Ret.  (Mr.  Charlton)  2269  (i). 

Land  Office  at  Edmonton,  Removal  :  Despatch 
respecting,  4392  (ii). 

Land  Sales  in  Quebec  City  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Fremont) . 
1089  (i). 

Lands  Sold,  Granted  or  Leased  in  Man.  and  N. 

W.T.  :  M.  for  Ret,  (Mr.  Edgar)  241  (i). 
Laprairie,  Controverted  Election  :  Judges’ Rep., 
3681  (ii). 

- P.O.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2802,  2845  (ii). 

Lavalliere  Bay,  Dredging:  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr. 
Bruneau)  2457  (ii). 

Larouche  and  Gagne’s  Claims  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
4456  (ii). 

L’Assomption,  Controverted  Election  :  Judges’ 
Rep.,  2714  (ii). 

Legislation  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  752,  974  (i). 

Lennox  Co.  Electoral  Lists,  Original,  &c.  :  M. 
for  Ret.  (Mr.  Wilson)  159  (i). 

- laid  on  Table,  287  (i). 

- Controverted  Election  :  Judges’  Rep.,  1. 

Lepage,  J.  B.,  Emplymnt.  by  Govt.  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Campbell)  1392  (i). 

Letter  Postage,  Reduction  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Somerville) 
190  (i). 

Lethbridge  Custom  House,  &c.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
2938  (ii). 

Levis  Controverted  Election  :  Judges’ Rep.,  1  (i). 
Library  of  Parliament,  Joint  Com.  :  M.  (Sir  John 
Thompson)  112  (i). 

- in  Com.  of  Sup.,  789,  976  (i). 

- 1st  Rep.  of  Com.  :  cone.  (M.)  2826  (ii). 

Lieut.  Governors’  Commission  :  M.  for  copy  (Mr. 
Laurier)  2268  (i). 

- Commissions,  Instructions  :  Presented  (Sir 

John  Thompson)  2268  (i). 

- Assent  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Davies,  P.E.I.)  2238 

(i),  2491,  2547,  2957,  3089  (ii). 

Lieut.  Governor  (N.B.)  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Mills,  Both- 
well)  4732  (ii). 

Lighthouse  and  Coast  Service  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
4305  (ii). 

Lincoln  and  Niagara,  Controverted  Election: 

Judges’  Rep.,  1  (i). 

Lindsay,  Bobcaygeon  and  Pontypool 
Ry.  Co.’s  (revival)  B.  No.  45  (Mr.  Fair- 
bairn).  1°*,  578;  2°*,  696  ;  in  Com.,  1228  ;  3°*, 
1229  (i).  (55-56  Vic.,  c.  42.) 

-  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Haggart)  4396  ;  in  Com., 

4591  (ii). 

L’Islet,  Appmnt.  of  Postmaster  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Choquette)  750  (i). 
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L’Islet  Controverted  Election  :  Judges’  Rep.,  1  (i). 
Litigated  Matters,  Costs  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  4420. 
Live  Stock  Rates  on  I.  C.  R.  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr. 

Wood ,  Westmoreland)  2286  (i). 

Loans,  Govt.,  Short  :  Ques.  (Sir  Richard  Cart¬ 
wright)  137  (i). 

Lobsters  and  White  Fish  for  B.  C.  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Corbould)  751  (i). 

Lobster  Fisheries,  on  Adjnmt.  :  Remarks  (Mr. 
Davies,  P.E.I.)  160  (i). 

- See  “  Fisheries  ”  B.  9. 

Lobster  Hatcheries  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  4317  (ii). 
Logan  vs.  City  of  Winnipeg,  Pleadings,  &c.  :  M. 

for  copies  (Mr.  Watson)  2287  (i). 

Loiselle,  B.,  Postmaster,  Ste.  Angele,  Dismissal, 
Pets.,  &c.  :  M.  for  copies  (Mr.  Brodeur)  100  (i). 

London  and  Port  Stanley  Ry.  Co.’s  B. 

No.  22  (Mr.  Moncrieff).  1°*,  161  ;  2°*,  275 ;  in 
Com.  and  3°*,  2093  (i).  (55-56  Vic.,  c.  43.) 

LONDON  ELECTION  :  Judges’  Rep.,  1. 

- Elliott,  Judge,  Charges  against,  Hobbs’, 

&c.,  Pet.  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Lister)  665  (i). 

- - prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Lister)  823  ;  M.,  1719 ;  neg.  (Y. 

50,  N.  93)  2361 ;  Deb.  rsmd.,  2305  (i). 

- M.  (Mr.  Mills,  Bothwell)  52  (i). 

— —  Original  Yoters’  Lists  :  laid  on  Table  (Mr. 
Speaker)  72  (i). 

- Papers  respecting  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Lister) 

1089  (i). 

• - Ques.  of  Priv.,  Original  Voters’  Lists  :  M. 

(Mr.  Mills,  Bothwell)  37  (i). 

- Ques.  of  Priv.  (Mr.  Lister)  245  (i). 

- Returns  :  Clerk  of  Crown  in  attendance,  287. 

- - Electoral  Voters’  Lists  :  M.  for  copies  (Mr. 

Lister)  292  (i). 

Longueuil  Wharf,  Expenditure:  Ques.  (Mr.  Pre- 
fontaine)  1231  (i). 

Lord’s  Day  Observance  at  World’s  Exhibition  : 

prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Charlton)  1037  (i). 

Lord’s  Day  Observance  B.  No.  2  (Mr. 
( Charlton).  1**,  40  ;  2°  m. ,  1062 ;  2°,  1083 ;  in  Com. , 
2293  ;  Com.  rose,  2305  (i)  ;  Ms.  to  recom.,  2431, 
3090;  agreed  to  (Y.  77,  N.  50)  3091  ;  in  Com., 
3363  (ii). 

Lotbiniere  and  Megantic  Ry.  Co.’s  Subsidy: 

prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Haggart)  4395  (ii). 

Lotbiniere  Mail  Service  :  Ans.  (Sir  Adolphe  Caron) 
4585  (ii). 

Lowell,  James  A.,  Esq.,  Member  for  Welland  :  In¬ 
troduced,  2700  (ii). 

Lunenburg  Post  Office,  &c.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
2768  (ii). 

Macdonald  Bros.,  Services  at  Wreck  :  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  4460  (ii). 

Macdonald,  Sir  John,  Monument  to  Memory  . 

Ques.  (Mr.  Taylor)  917  (i). 

- in  Com.  of  Sup.,  4458  (ii). 

Mackenzie,  Hon.  Alex.,  Decease  :  M.  (Sir  John 
Thompson )  to  adjn.  Hse.,  1388  (i). 

Maclean,  Wm.  F.,  Esq.,  Member  for  East  York  : 
Introduced,  2918  (ii). 


McCarthy,  Messrs.,  Lease  of  Land  at  Sorel  : 

Ques.  (Mr.  Bruneau)  3184  (ii). 

McDonald,  John  A.,|Esq.,  Member  for  Victoria 
N.S.  :  Introduced  6  (i). 

McIntyre,  Dismissal,  &c.,  of  Postmaster  :  M.  for 
Ret.  (Mr.  Landerkin)  1985  (i). 

McKay  Milling  Co.’s  incorp.  B.  No.  15  (Mr. 
Robillard).  1°*,  129 ;  2°*,  134  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*, 
855  (i).  (55-  56  Vic. ,  c.  73. ) 

McLennan,  Jno.  A.  and  Peter.  See  “Cockburn 
Island.” 

McLennan,  Roderick  R.,  Esq.,  Member  of  Glen- 
garry  :  Introduced  6  (i). 

McMillan,  Hugh,  Esq.,  Member  for  Vaudreuil  : 
Introduced  133  (i). 

McQueen  and  Davie,  Messrs.  See  “British;” 

“  Tenant  Farmers.” 

MARINE : 

“  Alert ”  Str.,  Enquiry  re  Accident  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Choquette)  750,  917  (i). 

“  Bayfield,”  Str.,  Supplies,  Enquiry  :  in  Com.  of 
Sup.  4461  (ii). 

Deptl.  Rep.  :  Presented  (Mr.  Tapper )  913  (i). 

Gear  and  Tackle  Inspector:  Ques.  (Mr.  Curran) 
224  (i). 

Macdonald  Bros.,  Services  at  Wreck  :  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  4460  (ii). 

Maintenance  and  Repairs,  Lighthouses,  &c.  :  in 
Com.  of  Sup.,  4305  (ii). 

Marine  and  Fisheries  Dept.  :  in  Com,  of  Sup.,  270 
(i ) , 4432  (ii). 

Marine  Hospitals  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  4310  (ii). 
Meteorological  Service  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.  4309  (ii). 
“  Quadra,”  Str.,  Enquiry  re  Accident:  Ques.  (Mr. 
Corbould)  3331  (ii). 

“  Rimouski,”  Str.,  Change  of  Route  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Fraser)  3183  (ii). 

Sick  Mariners’  Dues,  Circular  Issued  :  M.  for 
copy*  (Mr.  Laurier)  159  (i). 

Tidal  Observations  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  4305  (ii). 
Marine  and  Fisheries  Dept.  Amalg.  B.No. 
12  (Mr.  Tupper).  1°,  109  ;  2°  and  in  Com.,  181  ; 
3°*,  249  (i).  (55-56  Vic.,  c.  17.) 

Map  of  Dom.  re  Polling  Returns  at  G.  E.  :  M.  for 
copy  (Mr.  Mills,  Bothwell)  112  (i). 

Marshall,  Jos.  H.,  Esq.,  Member  for  East  Mid¬ 
dlesex  :  Introduced,  36  (i). 

MANITOBA  : 

Barrett  vs.  City  of  Winnipeg,  Legal  Expenses  : 

Ques.  (Mr.  Watson)  2068  (ii). 

Brandon  Public  Building  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2936. 
Land  Grants  to  Rys.,  Man.  and  N.W.T. :  M.  for 
Ret.  (Mr.  Charlton)  2269  (i). 

Lands  Sold,  Granted  or  Leased  in  Man.  and 
N.W.T. :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Edgar)  241  (i). 

Logan  vs.  City  of  Winnipeg,  Pleadings,  &c.  :  M. 

for  copies  (Mr.  Watson)  2287  (ii). 

Man.  School  Act,  Legal  Expenses  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Watson)  2068  (i). 

“  Manitoba  School  Case,”  Supreme  Court  Judg’t.  : 

M.  for  copy  (Mr.  LaRivtire)  158  (i). 
Penitentiary  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  744,  973  (i). 

Man.  and  Assiniboia  Grand  Junction 
Ry.  Co.’s  Act  Amt.  B.  No.  88  (Mr. 
Bavin).  1°,  183 ;  2°*,  3321 ;  in  Com.  and  3°*, 
3511  (ii).  55-56  Vic.,  c.  44.) 
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Man.  and  North-Western  Ry.  Co.’s  B.  No. 

80  (Mr.  Coatsworth).  1°*,  2006  ;  2°*,  2093  (i)  ; 
in  Com.  and  3°*,  2638  (ii).  (55-56  Vic.,  c.  45.) 

Man.  and  South-Eastern  Ry.  Co.’s  B.  No. 

35  (Mr.  LaRivilre).  1°*,  245  ;  2°*,  289 ;  in  Com. 
and  3°*,  696  (i).  (55-56  Vic.,  c.  46.) 

Manitoulin  and  Nokth  Shore  Ry.  Co.’s  Subsidy  : 

prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Haggart)  4396 ;  in  Com.,  4541. 
Magdalen  Islands,  Steam  Com.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
4277  (ii). 

Mail  Conductors  Superannuated  :  M.  for  Ret. 

(Mr.  Brodeur )  2699  (ii). 

Mail  Service  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  4470  (ii). 

Mail  Subsidies  and  Steamship  Subventions  :  in 
Com.  of  Sup.,  4277  ;  cone.,  4469  (ii). 

MEMBERS  INTRODUCED  : 

Bain,  Jas.  Wm.,  Esq.,  Soulanges,  3  (i). 

Bennett,  Wm.  H.,  Esq.,  East  Simcoe,  129  (i). 
Borden,  W.  W.,  Esq.,  King’s,  N.S.,  36  (i). 

Bowers,  Chas.  Ed.,  Esq.,  Digby,  7  (i). 

Boyle,  Arthur,  Esq.,  Monck,  454  (i). 

Bruneau,  Arthur  Aim£,  Esq.,  Richelieu,  3  (i). 
Bryson,  John,  Esq.,  Pontiac,  4715  (ii). 

Cargill,  Henry,  Esq.,  East  Bruce,  36  (i). 

Carling,  Hon.  John,  London,  161  (i). 

Coulter,  N.  R.,  Esq.,  Carleton,  N.B.,1391  (i). 
Dickey,  Arthur  R.,  Esq.,  Cumberland,  6  (i). 

Dugas,  Louis  E.,  Esq.,  Montcalm,  161  (i). 

Dyer,  Eugene  A.,  Esq.,  Brome,  161  (i). 

Fairbairn,  Chas.,  Esq.,  South  Victoria,  3  (i). 
Featherston,  Jos.,  Esq.,  Peel,  3  (i). 

Forbes,  Francis  G.,  Esq.,  Queen’s,  N.S.,  97  (i). 
Gibson,  William,  Esq.,  Lincoln  and  Niagara,  3  (i). 
Gillies,  Joseph  N.,  Esq.,  Richmond,  N.S.,  3  (i). 
Girouard,  Joseph,  Esq.,  Two  Mountains,  106  (i). 
Grieve,  James  Nicol,  Esq.,  North  Perth,  3183  (ii). 
Guillet,  Geo.,  West  Northumberland,  454  (i). 
Hearn,  John,  Esq.,  West  Quebec,  508  (i). 

Henderson,  David,  Esq.,  Halton  3  (i). 

Hughes,  Samuel,  Esq.,  North  Victoria,  3  (i). 

Ingram,  A.  B.,  Esq.,  East  Elgin,  36  (i). 

Jeannotte,  Hormidas,  Esq.,  L’Assomption,  3815  (ii). 
Kenny,  Thomas  E.,  Esq.,  Halifax,  161  (i). 

Lowell,  James  A.,  Esq.,  Welland,  2700  (ii). 
Maclean,  Wm.  F.,  Esq.,  East  York,  2918  (ii). 
McDonald,  John  A.,  Esq.,  Victoria,  N.S.,  6  (i). 
McLennan,  Roderick  R.,  Esq.,  Glengarry,  6  (i). 
McMillan,  Hugh,  Esq.,  Vaudreuil,  133  (i). 
Marshall,  Jos.  H.,  Esq.,  East  Middlesex,  3  (i). 
Metcalfe,  Jas.  H.,  Esq.,  Kingston, 3  (i). 

Miller,  Arch.  C.,  Esq.,  Prince  Edward,  3  (i). 
Northrup,  Wm.  B.,  Esq.,  East  Hastings,  3  (i). 
Ouimet,  Hon.  Joseph  A.,  Esq.,  Laval,  3  (i). 
Patterson,  Hon.  James  C.,  West  Huron,  161  (i). 
Pridham,  Wm.,  Esq.,  South  Perth,  508  (i). 

Proulx,  Isidore,  Esq.,  Prescott,  1364  (i). 

Rosamond,  Bennett,  Esq.,  North  Lanark,  3  (i). 

Smith,  WM.,Esq.,  South  Ontario,  40  (i). 

Stairs,  John  Fitz-William,  Esq.,  Halifax,  71  (i). 
Turcotte,  A.  J.,  Esq.,  Montmorency,  188  (i). 

Wilson,  Uriah,  Esq.,  Lennox,  3  (i). 

Members’  Resignation:  Notification  (Mr.  Speaker) 
1547  (i),  4393  (ii). 

Mennonites,  Enumeration  in  Census  :  Remarks 

(Mr.  Landerkin)  4263  (ii). 


MESSAGES  FROM  HIS  EXCELLENCY : 

Atlantic  Coast  Fisheries,  Papers,  Ac.  :  Presented 
(Mr.  Tupper)  1088  (i). 

Civil  Service,  Commissioners’  Rep.:  Presented 
(Sir  John  Thompson)  2917  (ii) 

Duke  of  Clarence  and  Avondale,  Reply  to  Ad¬ 
dress  of  Condolence  :  Presented  (Sir  John 
Thompson)  1393,  2170  (i). 

Estimates,  The,  1892-93  :  Presented  (Mr.  Foster)  138. 

- Suppl.,  1891-92 :  Presented  (Mr.  Foster)  822  (i) 

- Suppl.,  1892-93  :  Presented  (Mr.  Foster) 

4265  (ii). 

Favoured  Nation  Clauses,  Ac.,  German  Zoll- 
verein,  Ac.,  Termination,  Ac.  :  Presented  (Mr. 
Foster)  1470  (i). 

Internal  Economy  Commission;  Presented  (Mr. 
Foster)  71  (i). 

Newfoundland  Bait  Act  :  Presented  (Mr.  Tapper) 
2461,  2917  (ii). 

- Recognition  of  Licenses:  Presented  (Sir 

John  Thompson)  245  (i). 

Pacific  and  Atlantic  Coasts  Fisheries  :  Presented 
(Mr.  Tapper)  b67  (i). 

Speech  from  the  Throne,  His  Ex.’s  Reply  :  Pre¬ 
sented  (Sir  John  Thompson)  129  (i).'i 
Trade  Relations  with  the  U.  S.,  Papers,  Ac.: 
Presented  (SirJoAn  Thompson)  216  (i). 

Metcalfe,  J.  H.,  Member  for  Kingstoo  :  Intro¬ 
duced,  3  (i). 

Meteghan  Cove  Pier  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  4448  (ii). 

Meteorological  Service  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  4309  (ii). 
Midland  Ry.  of  Can.  B.  No.  93  (Mr.  Tisdale). 
1°*,  3300  ;  2°*,  3363  ;  in  Com.,  3771 ;  3°*,  3778 
(ii).  (55-56  Vic.,  c.  47.) 

Middlesex,  E.,  W.  and  N.,  Controverted  Elec¬ 
tions  :  Judges’  Rep.,  1  (i). 

MILITIA  AND  DEFENCE : 

“A,”  “B”  and  “C”  Batteries,  Ac. :  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  1419  (i). 

Active  Militia,  Drill,  Qualified  Officers,  Ac.  : 

M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Hughes)  667  (i). 

Ammunition.  Manufacture,  Ac. :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
1161  (i) ;  cone.,  4209  (ii). 

Armouries  and  Care  of  Arms:  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
1349  (i). 

Brigade  Majors  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1161  (i). 

Claims  re  Rebellion  N.  W.  T.  (1885) :  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  1017 ;  cone.,  1087  (i). 

Clothing  and  Overcoats  :  in  Com.  of  Sup,,  1340  (i). 
Contingencies,  Ac.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1363  (i) 

Dept.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  256  (i). 

Dom.  Artillery  Association:  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
1363  (i). 

Drill  Pay  and  Instruction:  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
1353  (i) ;  cone.,  4209 ;  suppl.,  4437  (ii). 

Drill  Sheds,  Ac.,  Care  and  Maintenance:  in 
Com.  of  Sup.,  1373  (i). 

Fraser,  Miss  H.  4nd  Mr.  Roderick,  Pensions  :  in 
Com.  of  Sup. ,  1018  (i). 

Military  Branch  and  District  Staff:  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  1161  (i). 

- Buildings,  Victoria,  B.C.:  in  Com,  of  Sup., 

2952  (ii). 

- District  No.  9,  Suspension  of  Officers  : 

Ques.  (Mr.  Fraser)  3332  (ii). 

- Stores  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1353  (i). 

Militia  and  Defence,  Dept.:  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
256  (i). 
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MILITIA  AND  DEFENCE — Continued. 

Militia,  69th  Battalion  Annual  Camp  :  Ques.  (Mr. 

Mills,  Annapolis)  4500  (ii). 

Monuments,  Battle  Fields  of  Can.:  cone.,  4210. 
Murray,  Lieut.-Col.,  Dismissal,  &c.  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Flint)  3643  (ii). 

Permanent  Forces  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1415  (i). 

Rifled  Ordnance:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1363;  cone., 
4210  (ii). 

Royal  Military  College  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1375  (i). 
Territorial  Account,  Rebellion,  N.  W.  T. :  in 
Com.  of  Sup. ,  1087  (i). 

Veterans  of  1812 :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1018  (i). 
Worsley,  Lieut.  Col.  ,  Dismissal,  &c.  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Flint)  3643  (ii) 

[See  “  Gov.  Gen.’s  Body  Guard  “  Supply. ”1 
Milk  Cans,  Inspection  under  Act  :  Ques.  (Mr. 

Feather ston)  4202,  4647  (ii). 

Miller,  Arch.  C.,  Esq.,  Member  for  Prince  Ed¬ 
ward  :  Introduced,  3  (i). 

Miminegash  Breakwater,  Contract  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Perry)  40  (i). 

- Tenders  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Perry)  2431  (ii). 

- (Little)  Breakwater  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Perry)  190. 

Ministers’  Visit  to  Washington,  Papers  respect¬ 
ing  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Laurier)  3239,  3398  (ii). 

- Remarks  (Mr.  Mills, -Bothwell)  333,  1228  (i). 

- See  “  West  Indies.” 

Miscellaneous:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1002,  2264  (i), 
4424,  4461  (ii). 

Miscouche  (P.E. I.)  Station,  Closing:  Ques.  (Mr. 
Perry)  2563  (ii). 

Missisquoi  Controverted  Election  :  Judges’ Rep., 

l(i). 

“Modus  Vivendi,”  G.  B.  and  U.  S.  :  Remarks  (Mr. 
Kaulbach)  4728  (ii). 

Molasses:  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  4678  (ii). 
Monck  Controverted  Election:  Judges’s  Rep., 
l(i). 

Monfort  Colonization  Ry.  Co.’s  Subsidy:  prop. 

Res.  (Mr.  Haggart)  4394;  in  Com.,  4515,  4580. 
Montcalm,  Controverted  Election:  Judges’ Rep., 
l(i). 

Montmagny,  Postmaster  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Choqucttc) 
2638  (ii). 

Montmorency  Controverted  Election  :  Judges’ 

Rep.,  1  (i). 

Montreal  and  Champlain  Junction  Ry.  Co.’s 
Subsidy  :  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Haggart)  4394  ;  in 
Com.,  4581  (ii). 

Montreal  and  Lake  Maskinonge  Ry.  Co.,  Pet.  : 
M.  (Mr.  Bechard)  2482  (ii). 

Montreal  and  Lake  Maskinonge  Ry.  Co.’s 

B.  No.  87  (Mr.  BeausoleU).  1°*,  2700  ;  2°*, 
2795  ;  in  Com.  and  3C*,  3207  (ii).  (55-56  Vic.,  c. 
46.) 

Montreal  and  Western  Ry.  Co.’s  B.  No. 

82  (Mr.  Desjardins,  Hochelaga).  I0*,  2172  ;  2°*, 
2256  (i)  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  3321  (ii).  (55-56  Vic., 

c.  49.) 

Montreal  Board  of  Trade  B.  No.  25  (Mr. 
Curran).  1°*,  161  ;  2°*,  275  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*, 
1373  (i).  (55-56  Vic.,  c.  70.) 


Montreal  Cadets.  See  “Presentation  Flag.” 

Montreal  Island  Ry.  Co.’s  incorp.  Act 
Amt.  B.  No.  73  (Mr.  Curran).  I0*,  1636  ; 
2°*,  1740  (i). 

Monuments,  Battlefields  of  Can.  :  cone.,  4210  (ii). 

Moosomtn  Station,  C.P.R.,  to  Cannington  :  in 
Com.  of  Sup.,  4258  (ii). 

Morton  Dairy  Co.’s  Claim  :  Ques.  (Mr.  McMullen) 
916  (i). 

Mounted  Police  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  4423,  4463  (ii). 

- Reduction  of  Force  :  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Me 

Mullen)  2668  (ii). 

- Rep.  :  Presented  (Mr.  Dewdney)  4320  (ii). 

Mulgrave  and  Point  Tupper  Train  Ferry  :  cone., 
4475  (ii). 

Mulgrave  Station,  I.C.R.,  Traffic,  &c.  :  M.  for 
Stmnt.  (Mr.  Fraser)  35  (i). 

Murray'  Canal  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2054  (i). 

Murray,  Lieut.  Col.,  Dismissal,  &c.  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Flint)  3643  (ii). 

Muskoka  and  Parry  Sound  Controverted  Elec¬ 
tion  :  Judges’  Rep.,  1  (i). 

Nanaimo  to  Comox  Telegraph  Line  :  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  4259  (ii). 

Napierville  Controy'erted  Election  :  Judges’ 
Rep.,  1  (i). 

Nationality  of  the  Population  :  Ques.  (Sir  Richard 
Cartiuright)  824  (i). 

National  Mutual  Loan  and  Building 
Society’s  B.  No.  55  (Mr.  Langelier).  1°*, 
823  ;  2°*,  1061  (i) ;  M.  to  ref.  Rep.  back  to  Banking 
and  Commerce  Com.,  3556  ;  neg.  (Y.  53,  N.  96) 
3563  (ii). 

NEW  BRUNSWICK  : 

Big  Fortune  Breakwater:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  4448. 

Buctouche  and  Moncton  By.  Co.’s  Subsidy  :  prop. 
Res.  (Mr.  Haggart)  4394;  in  Com.,  4516  (ii). 

Carleton  Controverted  Election:  Judges’  Rep., 
39, 1391  (i). 

Chatham  Post  Office  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2798  (ii). 

Dodwell,  C.  E.  W.,  Employment  by  Govt.  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Borden)  1715  (i). 

Dorchester  Penitentiary  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  972. 

Kentvillf.  Postmaster,  Suspension  ;  Ques.  (Mr. 
Borden)  1088  (i),  3752  (ii). 

Lieut.  Governorship,  N.  B. :  Remarks  (Mr.  Mills, 
Bothwell)  4732  (ii). 

Maitland  Wharf:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  4448  (ii). 

Meteghan  Cove  Pier  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  4448  (ii). 

Mulgrave  and  Point  Tupper  Train  Ferry  : 
cone.,  4475  (ii). 

Plaistf.r  Rock  Island  Ry.  Subsidy  :  prop.  Res. 
(Mr.  Haggart)  4394  ;  in  Com.,  4514  (ii). 

Queen’s  Controverted  Election:  Judges’ Rep., 
96  (i). 

St.  John  Custom  House  Fire  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  988 ; 
cone.,  1086  (i). 

- Custom  House  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  4441  (ii). 

- Harbour  Commission  :  prop.  Res.  (Mr. 

Foster)  4398,  4493  (ii).  See  B.  (No.  99). 

St.  John  to  St.  Rosalie  Ry.  Subsidy':  prop.  Res. 
(Mr.  Haggart)  4395;  in  Com.,  4525  (ii). 

Sheet  Harbour,  Cost  of  Construction  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Borden)  1032  (i). 

- Fees  Collected  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Borden)  1032. 
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NEW  BRUNSWICK—  Continued. 

Stewiacke  Valley  and  Musquodoboit  Ry.  (I.C.R.) 
Subsidy  :  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Haggart)  4395 ;  in 
Com.,  4521  (ii). 

Woodstock  Public  Building,  Caretaker:  Ques. 
(Mr.  Colter)  3480  (ii). 

Newfoundland  and  Canada,  Bonding  Privileges  : 
Ques.  (Mr.  Kaulbach)  189  (i). 

- Discriminating  Tariff  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Davies, 

P.E.I .)  454  (i). 

- Enforcement  of  Bait  Act  :  Mess,  from  His 

Ex.,  2917  (ii). 

- Exports  Can.  Produce  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr. 

Hughes)  113  (i). 

- Fisheries  :  M.  for  Cor.  (Mr.  White,  Shel¬ 
burne)  159  (i). 

- Flour  Trade  :  M.  for  Cor.  (Mr.  Hughes)  112. 

- Imperial  Despatches  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Davies, 

P.E.I.)  914,  1227  (i). 

- Negotiations  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Davies,  P.E.I.) 

825  (i),  2956  (ii). 

- Papers  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Laurier)  315,  508  (i). 

- Papers  re  Licenses  :  Mess,  from  His  Ex., 245. 

- Press  Despatch  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Davies,  P.E. 

I.)  1638  (i). 

•  - Regulations  re  Fishing  :  Ques.  (Mr.  White, 

Shelburne)  134  (i). 

•  - Remarks  (Sir  John  Thompson)  3054  (ii). 

- Cor.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Kaulbach)  98  (i). 

- Bait  Act  :  Mess,  from  His.  Ex.,  2461  (ii). 

New  Glasgow  Iron  Coal  and  Ry.  Co.’s  Subsidy: 

prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Haggart)  4396 ;  in  Com.,  4539  (ii). 

Nelson  and  Fort  Sheppard  Ry.  Co.’s  in- 
corp.  B.  No.  26  (Mr.  Mara).  I0*,  189;  2°*, 
275  (i). 

Niagara  Falls  and  Queenston  Ry.  and 
Bridge  Co.’s  incorp.  B.  No.  54  (Mr.  Mac- 
donell,  Algoma).  1°*,  823  ;  2°*,  1061  (i). 

Nicola  Valley  Ry.  Co.’s  B.  No.  24  (Mr. 
Mara).  1°*,  161  ;  2°*,  275  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*, 
695  (i).  (55-56  Vic.,  c.  50.) 

- prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Haggart)  4394  ;  in  Com.,  4521. 

Nicolet  River,  Improvements  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
4449  (ii). 

- Controverted  Election  :  Judges’ Rep.,  1  (i). 

Nipissing  and  James’  Bay  Ry.  Co.’s  B. 
No.  29  (Mr.  Coatsworth).  1°*,  245;  2°*,  289; 
in  Com.  and  3°*,  695  (i).  (55-56  Vic.,  c.  51.) 

Nipissing  and  James’  Bay  Ry.  Co.’s  Subsidy  :  prop. 

Res.  (Mr.  Haggart)  4397 ;  in  Com.  4575  (ii). 
Norfolk,  N.  and  S.,  Controverted  Election  : 
Judges’  Rep.,  1  (i). 

Northrup,  Wm.  B.,  Esq.,  Member  for  East  Hast¬ 
ings  :  Introduced,  3  (i). 

North-West  Mounted  Police  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  265. 
North-West  Territories.  See  “Government.” 

N.W.T.  Act  Amt.  B.  No.  61  (Mr.  Deivdney). 
I0*,  1062  (i). 

N.W.T.  further  Act  Amt.  B.  No.  27  (Mr. 
McCarthy).  1°,  217  (i) ;  2°  m.,  2461  ;  neg.  (Y.  33, 
N.  132)  2462  ;  M.  to  recom.,  2483  (ii). 


NORTH-WEST  TERRITORIES  : 

Assembly,  Res.  and  Memorial  :  M.  for  copies  (Mr. 
Davis)  1551  (i). 

Calgary  P.O.,  &c. :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2938,  2941  (ii). 
Court-House  and  Lock-Ups  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2943. 
Dual  Languages  in  N.W.T. :  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Arm¬ 
strong)  3062  (ii). 

Edmonton  Land  Office,  Removal  :  Remarks  (Mr. 
Laurier)  4043,  4392  (ii). 

- in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2936  ;  cone.,  4467  (ii). 

Jukes,  Dr.  A.,  Medical  Services  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
1003  (i). 

Lethbridge  Custom  House,  &c. :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
2938  (ii). 

Moosomin  Station,  C.  P.  R.,  to  Cannington:  in 
Com.  of  Sup.,  4258  (ii). 

Mounted  Police,  Reduction  of  Force  :  prop.  Res. 
(Mr.  McMullen)  2668  (ii). 

- in  Com.  of  Sup.,  265  (i). 

Old  Man’s  River,  Bridge:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  992. 
Regina  Court  House,  &c.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2937. 

- Gaol:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  748  ,  973  (i). 

Schools  in  N.  W.  T. :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  993  (i). 
Settlers’  Grievances,  N.  W.  T. :  Remarks  (Mr. 

McMullen)  on  M.  for  Com.  of  Sup.,  4407  (ii). 
Walrond  Ranch  Co.  and  Settlers’  Claims  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  McMullen)  223  (i). 

- Ejected  Settlers  :  Ques.  (Mr.  McMullen) 

1946  (i). 

- Settlers’  Claims  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  McMxdlen) 

292  (i). 

Nova  Scotia,  Salaries  and  Contingencies  :  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  811  (i). 

Nova  Scotia  Steel  and  Forge  Co.’s  B.  No. 

30  (Mr.  Fraser).  1°*,  245 ;  2°*,  289  ;  in  Com. 
and  3°*,  1373  (i).  (55-56  Vic.,  c.  74.) 

NOVA  SCOTIA  : 

Annapolis  and  Atlantic  Ry.,  &c.,  Subsidy  :  M.  for 
Cor.  (Mr.  Forbes)  688  (i). 

Bear  River  Railway  Bridge  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Bowers) 
398  (i). 

Big  Tracadie  Breakwater  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  4252. 
Church  Point  Wharf,  Repairs  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Bowers) 
398  (i). 

Cumberland  Controverted  Election  :  Judges’ 
Rep.,  1  (i). 

Dartmouth  Post  Office  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2742  (ii). 
Digby  Controverted  Election  :  Judges’  Rep.,  1. 
Guysborough  Controverted  Election  :  Judges’ 
Rep.,  1  (i). 

Halifax  Controverted  Election  :  Judges’  Rep.,  1. 

- Drill  Hall:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  4441  (ii). 

- Public  Buildings  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2742  (ii). 

Hall’s  Harbour  Works,  Examination  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Borden)  1715  (i). 

Inverness  and  Richmond  Ry.  Co.’s  Subsidy  :  prop. 

Res.  (Mr.  Haggart)  4394;  in  Com.,  4519  (ii). 
King’s  Controverted  Election  :  Judges’  Rep.,  1. 
Lunenburg  Post  Office,  &c.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
2768  (ii). 

New  Glasgow  Iron,  Coal  and  Ry.  Co.’s  Subsidy  : 

prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Haggart)  4396;  in  Com.,  4539. 
Ordnance  Lands  in  Annapolis  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Forbes) 
1364  (i). 

Point  Tupper  and  Sydney  Mail  Service,  Con¬ 
tract  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Fraser)  2641  (ii). 
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NOVA  SCOTIA — Continued. 

Queen’s  Controverted  Election  :  Judges’  Rep., 

1  (i). 

Raquette  Pier,  Digby,  Time  for  Completion  : 
Ques.  (Mr.  Bowers)  398  (i). 

- in  Com.  of  Sup.,  4247  (ii). 

Richmond  Controverted  Election  :  Judges’ Rep., 
l(i). 

Round  Hill  Pier  Dam,  Tenders  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Mills, 
Annapolis)  2171  (i). 

Sandford  Breakwater:  Ques.  (Mr.  Flint)  398  (i). 
Sandpoint  to  New  Germany  Ry.  Subsidy:  prop. 

Res.  (Mr.  Haggart)  4396  ;  in  Com.,  4542  (ii). 
Shelburne  Controverted  Election:  Judges’  Rep., 
4731  (ii). 

Sydney  and  Louisburg  Ry.  Subsidy:  prop.  Res. 

(Mr.  Haggart)  4395 ;  in  Com.,  4534  (ii). 

Three  Sisters  Harbour,  Total  Cost:  Ques.  (Mr. 
Bichard)  2489  (ii). 

Truro  and  Stewiacke  to  Newport,  &c.,  Ry.  Sub¬ 
sidy  :  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Haggart)  4395  ;  in 
Com.,  4525  (ii). 

Victoria  Controverted  Election:  Judges’  Rep., 
1  (i). 

Westport  Harbour,  Can  Buovs  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Bowers)  399  (i). 

Oaths  of  Office.  See  “  Administration.” 
Obscene  Literature,  <fcc.,  Suppression  B. 
No.  21  (Mr.  Charlton).  I0*,  133  (i) ;  2°  m., 
2457 ;  2°  and  ref.  to  Sel.  Coin,  on  B.  (No.  7) 
2461  (ii). 

Ocean  and  River  Service  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  992, 
2033  (i),  4060;  cone.,  4475  (ii). 

Old  Man’s  River,  Bridge  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  992. 
Old  Records,  Classification  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
4429  (ii). 

Ontario  Pacific  Ry.  Co.’s  B.  No.  50  (Mr. 
Berrjin).  M.  to  introd.,  666;  1°*,  823;  2°*,  915; 
in  Com.  and  3°*,  2093  (i).  (55-56  Vic.,  c.  52.) 

ONTARIO  : 

Addington  Controverted  Election  :  Judges’  Rep., 
1  (i). 

Algoma,  Controverted  Election:  Judges’  Rep., 
l(i). 

Belleville  and  Lake  NipissingRy.  Co.’s  Subsidy  : 

prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Haggart)  4395;  in  Com.,  4535  (ii). 
Bothwell  Controverted  Election:  Judges’ Rep., 
1  (i). 

Bracebridge  and  Baysville  Ry.  Co.’s  Subsidy: 

prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Haggart)  4397  ;  in  Com. ,4575  (ii). 
Brockville,  Westport  and  Sault  Ste.  Marie  Ry. 
Co.’s  Subsidy  :  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Haggart)  4396  ; 
in  Com.,  4539  (ii). 

Bruce,  E.  and  N.,  Controverted  Elections  : 
Judges’  Reps.,  1  (i). 

Chatham  Customs  Collector,  Superannuation  : 

Ques.  (Mr.  McMullen)  1391  (i). 

Chippewa  Shoal,  Welland  Canal  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
2254  (i). 

Cobourg,  Northumberland  and  Pacific  Ry.  Co.’s 
Subsidy  :  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Haggart)  4394  ;  in 
Com.,  4516  (ii). 

- prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Haggart)  4396;  in  Com.,  4546. 

Cockburn  Island,  Location  Ticket  of  J.  A.  Me 
Lennan:  M.  for  copy  (Mr.  Lister)  1980  (i). 

- Peter  McLennan  :  M.  for  copy*  (Mr.  Lister) 

2006  (i). 


ONTARIO — Continued. 

Culvert  at  Stromness,  Welland  Canal  :  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  2253  (i). 

Elgin,  E.,  Controverted  Election:  Judges’  Rep., 

1  (i). 

Essex,  S.,  Controverted  Election:  Judges’ Rep., 

1  (i). 

Eugenia,  Dismissal,  &c.,  of  Postmaster:  M.  for 
Ret.  (Mr.  Landerkin)  1985  (i). 

Fenelon  Falls,  Ry.  Bridge,  Agreement  between 
Govt,  and  G.  T.  R. :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Hughes) 
133  (i). 

Glengarry  Controverted  Election  :  Judges’ 
Rep.,  1  (i). 

Goderich  and  Wingham  Ry.  Co.’s  Subsidy:  prop. 

Res.  (Mr.  Haggart)  4397  ;  in  Com.,  4572  (ii). 
Haldimand  Controverted  Election  :  Judges’  Rep., 

1  (i). 

Halton  Controverted  Election  :  Judges’  Rep.,  1. 
Hastings,  E.,  Controverted  Election  :  Judges’ 
Rep.,  1  (i). 

Huron,  W.,  Controverted  Election  :  Judges’  Rep., 
1  (i). 

Kaministiquia  River,  Turning  Basin:  in  Com.  of 
Sup., 2619  (ii). 

Kent  Controverted  Election  :  Judges’ Rep.,  1  (i). 
Kingston  Graving  Dock,  Certificate  re  $32,000 
paid  Bancroft  &  Connolly  :  M.  for  copy*  (Mr. 
Gibson)  2006  (i). 

- in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2715  (ii). 

- Harbour  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  4257  (ii). 

- Penitentiary:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  664  (i) ;  cone., 

4205  ;  suppl.,  4433,  4440  (ii). 

Kingston,  Napanee  and  Tamworth  Ry.  Co’s  Sub¬ 
sidy  :  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Haggart)  4395;  in  Com., 
4523  (ii). 

- prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Haggart)  4396  ;  in  Com.,  4545. 

Kingston,  Smith’s  Falls  and  Ottawa  Ry.  Co’s 
Subsidy  :  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Haggart)  4395 ;  in 
Com.,  4535  (ii). 

Lake  Erie  and  Detroit  River  Ry.  Co’s  Subsidy  ; 
prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Haggart)  4394  ;  in  Com., 
4580  (ii). 

Lennox  Controverted  Election  :  Judges’  Rep.,1  (i) 
Lincoln  and  Niagara  Controverted  Election  : 
Judges’  Rep.,  1  (i). 

Lindsay,  Bobcaygeon  and  Pontypool  Ry.  Co’s 
Subsidy':  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Haggart)  4396;  in 
Com.,  4591  (ii). 

London  Controverted  Election:  Judges’  Rep., 
1  (i). 

Manitoulin  and  North  Shore  Ry.  Co’s  Subsidy: 

.  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Haggart)  4396;  in  Com., 
4541  (ii). 

McIntyre,  Dismissal,  &c.,  of  Postmaster:  M.  for 
Ret.  (Mr.  Landerkin)  1985  (i). 

Middlesex,  E.,  W.  and  N.,  Controverted  Elec¬ 
tions:  Judges’  Reps.  ,1  (i). 

Monck  Controverted  Election  :  Judges’  Rep., 
1  (i). 

Muskoka  and  Parry  Sound  Controverted  Elec¬ 
tion:  Judges’  Rep.,  1  (i). 

Nipissing  and  James’  Bay  Ry.  Co’s  Subsidy':  prop. 

Res.  (Mr.  Haggart)  4397  ;  in  Com., 4575  (ii). 
Norfolk,  N.  and  3.,  Controverted  Elections: 
Judges’  Reps.,  1  (i). 

Ontario  and  Pacific  Ry.  Co’s  Subsidy  :  prop.  Res. 
(Mr.  Haggart)  4397 ;  in  Com.,  4580  (ii). 
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Ontario,  Belmont  and  Northern  Ry.  Co’s  Sub¬ 
sidy  :  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Haggart)  4394;  in  Com., 
4516  (ii). 

Ontario,  S.,  Controverted  Election  :  Judges’ 
Rep.,  1  (i). 

Orillia  Public  Building:  in  Com.  of  Sup,  2918  (ii). 

Ottawa,  Arnprior  and  Parry  Sound  Ry.  Co’s 
Subsidy  :  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Haggart)  4394 ;  in 
Com., 4506  (ii). 

- prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Haggart)  4396;  in  Com., 

4550  (ii). 

Ottawa  Post  Office,  &c.,Fire:  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
990  (i). 

Oxford,  S.,  Controverted  Election  ;  Judges’ 
Rep.,  1  (i). 

Peel  Controverted  Election  :  Judges’  Rep.,  1  (i). 

Perth,  N., Controverted  Election:  Judges’  Rep., 
1152  (i). 

Perth,  S.,  Controverted  Election  :  Judges’ 
Rep.,  1  (i). 

Peterborough  Controverted  Election  :  Judges’ 
Rep.,  1  (i). 

Petrolia  Public  Buildings  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2919. 

Picton  P.  0.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2934  (ii). 

Port  Arthur,  Duluth  and  Western  Ry.  Co.’s 
Subsidy  :  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Haggart)  4466 ;  in 
Com.,  4629  (ii). 

Port  Colborne  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2253  (i). 

Prince  Edward  Controverted  Election:  Judges’ 
Rep.,  1  (i). 

Prosser,  Wm.,  Fishery  Overseer,  Investigation: 
Ques.  (Mr.  Allan)  2490  (ii). 

Sault  Ste.  Marie  Canal,  Contractors  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Mulock)  2954  (ii). 

St.  Catharines  and  Central  Ry.  Co.’s  Subsidy  : 
prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Haggart)  4466  (ii). 

St.  Catharines  and  Niagara  Central  Ry.  Co.’s 
Subsidy:  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Haggart)  4395;  in 
Com.,  4537  (ii). 

Simcoe,  E.,  Controverted  Election:  Judges’  Rep., 
1  (i). 

Smith’s  Falls  P.  O.,  Ac. :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2929  (ii). 

Sydenham  River  Floods  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Mills, 
Bothwell)  4464,  4500  (ii). 

Thousand  Islands  Ry.  Co.’s  Subsidy  :  prop.  Res. 
(Mr.  Haggart)  4396  ;  in  Com.,  4541  (ii). 

Tilsonburg,  Lake  Erie  and  Pacific  Ry.  Co.’s 
Subsidy  :  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Haggart)  4397 ;  in 
Com.,  4571  (ii). 

Victoria,  N.  and  S.,  Controverted  Elections: 
Judges’  Reps.,  1  (i). 

Waterloo,  N.,  Controverted  Election:  Judges’ 
Rep.,  1  (i). 

Welland  Controverted  Election  :  Judges’  Rep., 
1062  (i). 

- See  general  heading. 

Wellington,  Centre  and  N.,  Controverted  Elec¬ 
tions  :  Judges’  Reps.,1  (i). 

Wentworth,  N.,  Controverted  Election  :  Judges’ 
Rep.,  1  (i). 

White  Pine  Timber,  Map  of  Areas:  M.  for  copy 
(Mr.  Ives)  293  (i). 

Woodstock  and  Centreville  Ry.  Co.’s  Subsidy: 
prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Haggart)  4397  ;  in  Com.,  4571  (ii). 

- prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Haggart)  4396  (ii). 

York,  E.  and  N.,  Controverted  Elections  :  Judges’ 
Reps.,  1  (i). 


ORDER,  PRIVILEGE  AND  PROCEDURE  : 

ORDER : 

Charges  against  a  Member  :  Asking  Ques.  contain¬ 
ing  newspaper  articles  reflecting  on  a  Member, 
checked  and  ruled  out  of  order  as  being  improper 
(Mr.  Speaker)  4499  (ii). 

Diplomatic  Papers  :  Ministers’  visit  to  Washing¬ 
ton  referred  to  by  Mr.  Foster  in  Budget  Speech  ; 
Mr.  Mills  ( Bothwell )  raised  a  Ques.  of  Order, 
there  being  no  official  Rep.  of  negotiations  before 
the  House  the  same  should  not  be  discussed ,  333. 
Ruled  by  Mr.  Speaker  that  the  Minister  of 
Finance  was  in  Order  in  referring  to  same,  there 
being  no  Rule  of  Parlt.  preventing  him  from 
making  those  statements,  334  (i). 

Elliott,  Judge,  Charges  against:  Mr.  Mulock’s 
reference  to  his  speech  re  London  Election 
impugning  conduct  of  the  Judge  checked  by  Mr. 
Speaker,  69  (i) ;  exception  being  taken  by  Sir 
Richard  Cartwright,  the  Rule  respecting  the 
protection  of  Members  and  impeachment  of 
Judges  read,  70  (i). 

Hobbs,  S.T.,  and  others,  Pet.  :  M.  (Mr.  Sutherland) 
to  forward  same  to  Judge  Elliott,  objected  to 
by  Sir  John  Thompson  and  ruled  out  of  Order, 
823  (i). 

Interruptions  by  Members  :  In  Deb.  on  Repre¬ 
sentation  B.,  on  objection  Mr.  Speaker  ruled 
“  When  a  Member  is  speaking  no  Member  shall 
interrupt,  except  to  Order,”  3615  (ii). 

Irrelevancy  of  Debate  :  In  Com.  of  Sup.,  Members 
called  to  Order  and  requested  by  Mr.  Chairman 
to  confine  themselves  to  the  item  before  the 
Chair,  1499  (i),  2922,  2932,  3664  (ii). 

Personal  Explanation  :  In  Deb.  on  Representation 
B.,  the  Member  for  North  Victoria  took  excep¬ 
tion  to  remarks  made  by  the  Member  for  North 
Wellington;  explanation  objected  to  by  Mr. 
Charlton,  the  Member  having  already  spoken. 
Rule  read  by  Mr.  Speaker  and  Member  allowed 
to  proceed  on  M.  for  adjmnt.,  3542  (ii). 

Representation  B. :  On  M.for  2°,  Member  requested 
by  Mr.  Speaker  to  confine  himself  to  Question 
before  the  House,  3663;  reference  to  a  previous 
debate  a  violation  of  the  Rules  (Mr.  Speaker) 
3664  (ii). 

PRIVILEGE : 

Caron,  Sir  Adolphe,  Charges  against:  M.  (Mr. 
Edgar)  with  unanimous  consent  of  the  House  to 
refer  to  Com.  on  Priv.  and  Elec.,  objected  to  by 
Sir  John  Thompson  and  sustained  by  Mr. 
Speaker  ;  there  being  no  question  of  urgency  it 
cannot  be  taken  out  of  its  place  on  the  Notice 
Paper,  1035  (i). 

Governor  General’s  Body  Guard  ;  Affidavits  re 
Pay-List ;  personal  explanation  (Mr.  Denison) 
on  M.  for  Com.  of  Sup.,  1319  (i). 

North  Perth  Election  :  Reference  having  been 
made  by  the  Member  for  Lambton  to  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  State’s  visit  to  that  constituency,  the 
same  was  denied,  by  Mr.  Patterson  {Huron) 
3055  (ii).  Further  discussion  stopped  by  Mr. 
Speaker,  there  being  no  motion  before  the 
Chair ;  Member  allowed  to  proceed  on  M.  for 
adjmnt.,  3056  (ii). 
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ORDER,  PRIVILEGE,  &c .—Continued. 

PRIVILEGE — Continued. 

London  Election  :  Mr.  Lister's  M.  ordering  Clerk 
of  Crown  to  attend  with  certain  papers,  &C., 
respecting  the  London  Election,  as  a  Qaes.  of 
Priv.  ruled  by  Mr.  Speaker  in  Order ;  but  M. 
calling  for  certain  other  papers  ought  to  be 
moved  when  reached  in  its  proper  Order  on 
Notice  Paper,  246,  248  ;  further  ruling  and 
authorities  quoted,  287  (i). 

Ottawa  Trades  and  Labour  Council  :  Res.  pub¬ 
lished  in  Free  Press  censuring  the  Member  for 
South  Norfolk  brought  to  the  attention  of  the 
House,  and  the  language  imputed  to  have  been 
used  therein  repudiated  by  Mr.  Tisdale,  2561  (ii). 

Pontiac  and  Pacific  Junction  Ry.  B. :  Attention 
of  House  called  by  Mr.  Murray  to  a  paragraph 
in  the  Ottawa  Citizen  reflecting  on  him  as  a 
Member  of  the  House,  2229  (i). 

PROCEDURE  : 

Debates,  Official  :  on  2nd  Rep.  of  Com.,  Amt.  (Mr. 
Wallace )  to  ref.  back  to  Com.  if  carried  would 
supersede  the  M.  for  adoption  (Mr.  Speaker) 
4598  (ii). 

Canadian  White  Pine  :  Mr.  Ives'  M.  for  map  show¬ 
ing  areas  ;  Mr.  Speaker  stated  that  the  Rules  of 
the  House  should  not  be  violated,  even  with 
unanimous  consent,  217  (i). 

Elliott,  Judge  :  Pet.  of  T.  S.  Hobbs  and  others 
impugning  character.  Mr.  Lister  moved  its  re¬ 
ception  and  reading  ;  Mr.  Speaker  ruled  that  it 
not  being  a  question  of  urgency  the  House  would 
not  be  justified  in  passing  it,  665.  M.  to  print 
Pet.  ruled  out  of  Order,  the  same  not  having 
been  received;  reference  should  also  be  made  to 
the  Printing  Committee  for  authority,  666  (i). 

Lieut.  Governor’s  Instructions  :  Presentation  of 
Documents.  Attention  of  House  called  by  Mr. 
Speaker  to  the  Rule  respecting  the  same,  2268. 

Motions  Standing  in  other  Members’  Names  ;  on 
Mr.  Macdonald  {Huron)  moving  for  Mr.  Camp¬ 
bell  a  motion  in  reference  to  Imports  of  Coal  Oil, 
Ac.,  Mr.  Speaker  drew  attention  to  the  Rule 
that  no  discussion  can  take  place  except  with 
general  consent  of  the  House,  3059  (ii). 

Notices  of  Motion:  On  Motion  being  allowed  to 
stand  at  the  request  of  the  Govt.,  Mr.  Casey 
called  attention  to  the  Rule  which  requires  that 
Motions  should  be  dropped  unless  gone  on  when 
called,  1550  (i). 

N.  W.  T.  Act  Amt.  B.  27  (Mr.  McCarthy) :  on  M.  to 
restore  to  Order  Paper  for  2°,  the  2°  having  been 
previously  voted  on  and  negatived,  ruled  by 
Mr.  Speaker  in  Order;  M.  to  withdraw  M.  ob¬ 
jected  to  ;  Rule  laid  down  by  Bourinot  relating 
to  same  read  by  Mr.  Speaker,  2486  (ii). 

Ordnance  Lands  in  Annapolis  ;  Ques.  (Mr.  Forbes) 

1364  (i). 

Ordnance  Lands  (Toronto)  Conveyance 

B.  No.  58  (Mr.  Deivdney).  Res.  prop.,  129  ; 

in  Com.,  174  ;  1°*,  825  ;  2°*,  1491 ;  in  Com., 1639  ; 
3°*,  1642  (i).  (55-56  Vic.,  c.  7.) 

Orillia  Public  Building  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2918  (ii). 
Ottawa,  Arnprior  and  Parry  Sound  Ry.  Co.’s 

Subsidy  :  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Haggart)  4394 ;  in 

Com.,  4506  (ii). 

- prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Haggart)  4396  ;  in  Com., 

4550  (ii). 

E 


Ottawa  City  Passenger  Ry.  Co.’s  B.  No. 

16  (Mr.  Robillard).  I0*,  129;  2°*,  134  (i);  in 
Com.,  2939  ;  3°*,  2940  (ii).  (55-56  Vic.,  c.  53.) 
Ottawa  Deptl.  Buildings,  Heating  :’conc.,  4477  (ii). 

- Drill  Hall,  Contract  for  Roofing  :  Ques. 

(Mr.  Lister)  4601  (ii). 

Ottawa,  Morrisburg  and  New  York  Ry. 
Co.’s  (revival)  B.  No.  77  (Mr.  Taylor). 
1°*,  1946  ;  2°,  2093  (i). 

Ottawa  Post  Office,  &c.,  Fire  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
990  (i). 

- River  Dredging,  Cost,  &c.  :  M.  for  Stmnt. 

(Mr.  Murray)  926  (i). 

Ottawa  Valley  Ry.  Co.’s  incorp.  B.  No. 

59  (Mr.  McMillan,  Vaudreuil).  1°*,  970  ;  2°*, 
1062  (i)  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  4230  (ii).  (55-56  Vic., 

c.  54.) 

Ottawa,  Waddington  and  New  York  Ry. 
and  Bridge  (revival)  B.  No.  68  (Mr. 

Ross,  Dundas).  I0*,  1364  ;  2°*,  1497  ;  in  Com. 
and  3°*,  3511  (ii).  (55-56  Vic.,  c.  55.) 

Ouimet,  Hon.  Joseph  A.,  Member  for  Laval  : 
Introduced,  3  (i). 

Oxford  and  New  Glasgow  Ry.,  Construction  :  in 
Com.  of  Sup.,  4437  ;  cone.,  4475  (ii). 

Oxford,  S.,  Controverted  Election  :  Judges’ 
Rep.,  1  (i). 

Pacific  and  Atlantic  Coast  Fisheries  :  Mess, 
from  His  Ex.,  667  (i). 

Paige,  W.  W.,  Repayment  of  Costs  :  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  1014  (i). 

Parliament,  7th,  2nd  Session  :  Opening,  1  (i) ;  Pro¬ 
rogation,  4736  (ii). 

Patent  Act  Amt.  B.  No.  90  (Mr.  Carling ). 
V*,  3300 ;  2°,  3729  ;  in  Com.,  4215  (ii).  (55-56 

Vic.,  c.  24.) 

“  Patent  Record  ”  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1159  (i). 
Patent  Relief.  See  “Welsbach,  C.  A.  Von.” 
Patterson,  Hon.  Jas.  C.,  Member  for  West  Huron; 
Introduced,  161  (i). 

Payne,  J.  L.,  Payments  for  Services  :  Ques.  (Mr. 

McMullen)  1548  (i). 

Pensions  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1018  (i). 

Penitentiaries  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  736,  972  (i),  4433  ; 
cone.,  4205  (ii). 

- Kingston  Coal  Contract  :  Ques.  {Sir  Richard 

Cartwright)  4393  (ii). 

- Rep.  :  presented  (Sir  John  Thompson)  397  (i). 

Pereira,  L.  C.  :  Ref.  to  in  Com.  of  Sup. ,  844,  849,  896. 

- Salary  :  Item  cone,  in  (Y.  86,  N.  61)  1084  (i). 

Permanent  Forces  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1415  (i). 
Perth,  N.,  Controverted  Election  :  Judges’ 
Rep.,  1152  (i). 

- Issue  of  Writ  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Laurier)  1639. 

Perth,  S.,  Controverted  Election  :  Judges’  Rep., 

l(i). 

Peterborough  Controverted  Election  :  Judges’ 
Rep.,  1  (i). 

Petroleum,  Crude,  Reduction  of  Duty  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Innes)  1946  (i). 

Petrolia  Public  Buildings  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2919. 
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Philipsburg  Junction,  Ry.  and  Quarry  Co.’s  Sub. 
SIDY  :  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Haggart)  4395  ;  in  Com. , 
4592  (ii). 

PiCTON  P.  O.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2934  (ii). 

Piers,  &c.,  in  Prince  Co.,  P.E.I.,  Govt.  Expend.  : 
M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Perry)  233  (i). 

- Repairs  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  4252  (ii). 

Pilotage  Act  Amt.  B.  No.  10  (Mr.  Tapper).  1°, 
108 ;  2°,  173  ;  in  Com.,  970  ;  3°*,  1090  (i).  (55-56 
Vic. ,  c.  20.) 

PlNSONNEAULT,  ALFRED,  RESIGNATION  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Laver gne)  749  (i). 

Plaister  Rock  Island  Ry.  Subsidy  :  prop.  Res. 

(Mr.  Haggart)  4394 ;  in  Com.,  4514  (ii). 

Point  Tupper  and  Sydney  Mail  Service,  Contract  : 

Ques.  (Mr.  Fraser)  2641  (ii). 

Police.  See  “  Dominion  ”  and  “Mounted.” 

Pontiac  Controverted  Election  :  Judges’  Rep., 
2461  (ii). 

- - Issue  of  Writ  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Laurier)  3115  (ii). 

- County,  Ry.  Debt.  :  M.  for  Cor.  (Mr.  Mur¬ 
ray)  1968  (i). 

- and  Pacific  Junction  Ry  ,  further  Sub¬ 
sidy  :  M.  for  Reps.,  &c.  (Mr.  Murray)  917  (i). 
Pontiac  Pacific  Junction  Ry.  Co.’s  B.  No. 
63  (Mr.  Murray).  1°*,  1153  ;  2°*,  1230 ;  in  Com. 
and  3°*,  2093  (i).  (55-56  Vic.,  c.  56.) 

- Subsidy  :  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Haggart)  4467  ;  in 

Com.,  4629  (ii). 

Population  of  Electoral  Districts  :  Enquiry  for 
Ret.  (Mr.  Landerkin)  2700  (ii). 

Pork.  ^“Imports.” 

Port  Arthur,  Duluth  and  Western  Ry.  Co.’s 
Subsidy  :  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Haggart)  4466  ;  in 
Com.,  4629  (ii). 

Port  Hawkesbury  Quarantine  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
2033  (i). 

Ports  (Quarantine)  Unorganized  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
2049  (i). 

Postal  Service  (N.S.)  Imperfect:  Remarks  (Mr. 

McDougall,  Cape  Breton)  4398  (ii). 

POST  OFFICE  : 

Atlantic  Mail  Service  :  Ques.  (Mr.  McNeill)  1231. 

- Sunday  Train  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Charlton)  3184. 

Cap  St.  Ignace  Station,  Postmaster  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Choquette)  223,  290,  751  (i). 

- P.  0.*  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Choquette)  1555  (i), 

2667  (ii). 

Deptl.  Rep.  :  Presented  (Sir  Adolphe  Caron)  1364. 

-  DesAulnets  P.  0.,  Management:  Ques.  (Mr.  Cho¬ 
quette)  750  (i). 

Drummond  County  Postal  Service:  Ques.  (Mr. 
L4duc)  289  (i). 

Hull  P.  0.,  Opening  on  Sunday  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Dev¬ 
lin)  3184  (ii). 

Letter  Postage,  Reduction  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Somerville) 
190  (i). 

Lotbiniere  Mail  Service  :  Ans.  (Sir  Adolphe  Caron) 
4585  (ii). 

Mail  Conductors  Superannuated  :  M.  for  Ret. 

(Mr.  Brodeur)  2699  (ii). 

Mail  Service:  cone.,  4470  (ii). 

Postal  Service  (N.S.)  Imperfect  :  Remarks  (Mr. 
McDougall,  Cape  Breton)  4398  (ii). 


POST  OFFICE— Continued. 

Ste.  Anne  de  la  Pocatiere  Mail  Service  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Carroll)  2954  (ii). 

Ste.  Ang^le  Postmaster,  Pets.,  Ac.  re  Dismissal  : 
M.  for  copies  (Mr.  Brodeur)  100  (i). 

- Remarks  (Mr.  Brodeur)  4645  (ii). 

St.  Cesaire  Postmaster,  Money  Deposits  :  M.  for 
Cor.  (Mr.  Brodeur)  400  (i). 

San  Francisco  and  Victoria  Mail  Service:  in 
Com.  of  Sup.,  4279  (ii). 

Summerstown  (Ont.)  Post  Office,  Receipts  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Guay)  1365  (i). 

[See  “  Public  Works  “  Supply.”] 

Post  Offices  : 

Deb.  in  Com.  of  Sup.  (Mr.  McMullen)  2743,  2768  ;  (Mr. 
Ouimet)  2743,  2768,  2798,  2802,  2859,  2868,  2890,  2894; 
(Mr.  Mills,  Bothwell)  2743,  2775;  (Mr.  Stairs) 
2746;  (Mr.  Flint)  2747,  2770,  2845,  2890;  (Mr. 
Sproule)  2748,  2881 ;  (Mr.  Devlin)  2749,  2816,  2892, 
2899;  (Mr.  Borden)  2750,  2769,2902;  (Mr.  Bowers) 
2751,  2769  ;  (Mr.  Landerkin)  2752,  2798,  2812  ;  (Mr. 
Lister)  2756,  2772,  2870,  2894  ;  (Mr.  Weldon)  2759 ; 
(Mr.  Muloclc)  2759,  2810,  2871,  2890,  2896:  (Mr. 
Casey)  2760,  2768,  2806  ,  2888  ,  2911 ;  (Mr.  Boxcell) 
2764  ,  2892  ;  (Mr.  Kaulbacli)  2770  ;  (Mr.  Forbes) 
2773  ;  (Mr.  Macdonell ,  Algoma)  12116,  2884 ;  (Sir 
Richard  Cartier iglit)  2798,  2802,  2890,  2894,  2905; 
(Mr.  Scriver)  2803;  (Mr.  Somerville)  2804;  (Mr. 
Monet)  2806;  (Mr.  Choquette)  2803  ,  2853;  (Mr. 
Delisle)  2814 ;  (Mr.  Guay)  2815 ;  (Mr.  Langelier) 
2816;  (Mr.  Foster)  2818,  2895,  2905;  (Mr.  Laurier) 
2820;  (Mr.  Sutherland)  2821;  (Mr.  Taylor)  2824; 
(Mr.  Fauvel)  2824  ;  (Mr.  Perry)  2825;  (Mr.  Leduc) 
2850;  (Mr.  Pelletier)  2851;  (Mr.  O'Brien)  2856; 
(Mr.  Dupont)  2857  ;  (Mr.  Legris)  2861 ;  (Mr.  Allan) 
2862 ;  (Mr.  Brown)  2866 ;  (Mr.  Campbell)  2869, 
2891,  2915 ;  (Mr.  Paterson,  Brant)  2876  ;  (Mr.  Me 
Millan,  Huron)  2877;  (Mr.  Corby)  2880;  (Mr. 
Gibson)  2883 ;  (Mr.  Rider)  2893 ;  (Mr.  Fairbairn) 
2898;  (Mr.  Brodeur)  2902;  (Mr.  Ingram)  2912; 
(Mr.  Fraser)  2913  (ii). 

Preferential  Trade  with  Great  Britain  :  prop. 
Res.  (Mr.  McNeill)  1555 ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Davies, 
P.E.I.)  1623;  neg.  (Y.  64,  N.  98)  1634;  Res. 
agreed  to  (Y.  97,  N.  63)  1635  (i). 

Deb.  (Mr.  McNeill)  1555;  (Mr.  Desjardins,  V Islet) 
1571 ;  (Mr.  Hazen)  1578  ;  (Mr.  Skinner)  1585 ;  (Mr. 
Macdonald,  Winnipeg)  1594;  (Mr.  Watson)  1600; 
(Mr.  Davin)  1604  ;  (Mr.  Kenny)  1606 ;  (Mr.  Foster) 
1608  ;  (Mr.  Davies,  P.E.I.)  Amt.  1623  (i). 

Deb.  on  Amt.  (Sir  John  Thompson)  1623;  (Mr.  Charl¬ 
ton)  1629;  (Mr.  White,  Cardwell)  1632  (i). 

- Remarks  (Mr.  Davies,  P.E.I.)  2492  (ii). 

Presentation  Flag,  Remission  of  Duty  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Landerkin)  509  (i). 

Pridham,  Wm.,  Esq.,  Member  for  S.  Perth  :  In¬ 
troduced,  508  (i). 

Prince  Edward  Controverted  Election  :  Judges’ 
Rep.,  1  (i). 

Prince  (P.  E.  I.)  Controverted  Election  :  Judges’ 
Rep.,  1  (i). 

P.  E.  I.  Ry.,  Dismissed  Employes  :  M.  for  Ret. 
(Mr.  Perry)  2004  (i). 

PRINCE  EDWARD  ISLAND  : 

Breakwaters,  Ac.,  in  Prince  Co.,  Govt.  Expend.  : 
M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Peri'y)  233  (i). 
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PRINCE  EDWARD  ISLAND — Continued. 

Cascumpeque  Harbour,  Rep.  re  Blasting  :  M.  for 
copy  (Mr.  Perry)  2268  (i). 

Gau,det,  Benj.,  Wharfinger  at  Tignish  :  Ques. 

(Mr.  Perry)  98  (i). 

Lieut.  Gov.,  P.E.I.,  Assent :  Ques.  (Mr.  Davies,  P. 
E.I.)  2491,  2957  (ii). 

- Remarks  (Mr.  Davies,  P.E.I.)  2238  (i),  2547, 

2957,  3089  (ii). 

Miminegash  Breakwater,  Contract:  Ques.  (Mr. 

Perry)  40  (i). 

- Tenders  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Perry)  2431  (ii) . 

- (Little)  Breakwater  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Perry) 

190  (i). 

Miscouche  Station,  Closing  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Perry) 
2563  (ii). 

Piers,  Ac.,  in  Prince  Co.,  Govt.  Expend.:  M.  for 
Stmnt.  (Mr.  Perry)  233  (i). 

Prince  Controverted  Election  :  Judges’  Rep.,  1. 
P.E.I.  Ry.,  Dismissed  Employes:  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr. 
Perry)  2004  (i). 

Queen’s  Controverted  Election  :  Judges’  Rep.,  1. 
Robertson,  John  F.,  Claim  re  Accident  on  P.E.I- 
Ry.  :  M.  for  Pets.,  Ac.  (Mr.  Davies,  P.  E.I  ) 
1367  (i). 

Submarine  Tunnel,  P.E.I.,  and  Mainland:  M.  for 
Cor.  (Mr.  Perry)  403  (i). 

Summerside  and  Richmond  Bay  Ry.  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Perry)  40  (i). 

Tignish  Wharfinger,  Fees  Collected  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Perry)  98  (i). 

vTunnel  between  P.E.I.  and  Mainland:  Ques. 

(Mr.  Perry)  98,  403  (i). 

- Remarks  (Mr.  Perry)  1471  (i). 

Printing  and  Stationery  Dept.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
256,  912  (i) ;  cone.,  4204  (ii). 

- Rep.  :  Presented  (Mr.  Patterson,  Huron)  3734. 

Printing  Bureau  Plant  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  4429  (ii). 

- Sale  of  Type  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Forbes )  2954  (ii). 

- Com.  :  List  of  Members,  104  (i). 

- Joint  Com.  :  M.  (Sir  John  Thompson)  112  (i). 

- 5th  Rep.  :  cone.,  M.  (Mr.  Bergin)  2171  (i). 

- 8th  Rep.  :  cone.,  M.  (Mr.  Bergin)  3643  (ii). 

- 11th  Rep.  :  cone.,  M.  (Mr.  Bergin)  4693  (ii). 

- Paper  and  Binding  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  794,  976. 

- See  “  Engraving.” 

Private  Bills,  Miscellaneous,  Com.  :  List  of  Mem¬ 
bers,  103  (i). 

- M.  to  introd.  objected  to,  666  (i). 

- Pets.,  Reception  :  M.  to  extend  time  (Sir 

John  Thompson)  72  (i). 

- M.  (Mr.  Mills,  Annapolis)  454  (i). 

- Presentation,  Extension  of  Time  :  M.  (Mr. 

Mills,  Annapolis)  823  (i). 

- Receiving  Pets.  :  M.  (Mr.  Mills,  Annapolis) 

970  (i). 

- Reps,  from  Com.,  Extension  of  Time  :  M. 

(Mr.  Denison)  3564  (ii). 

- M.  (Mr.  Wood,  Westmoreland)  3815  (ii). 

- M.  (Mr.  Wood,  Brockville)  4214  (ii). 

Privileges  and  Elections  Com.  :  List  of  Members, 
101  (i). 

Privilege.  See  “Order,  Privilege,  &c.” 


Privy  Council,  Applications  to  Ry.  Com.  for  Ad¬ 
judication,  &c.  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  McCarthy) 
1950  (i). 

- Complaints  to  Ry.  Com.  :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr. 

McCarthy)  1947  (i). 

- Office  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  255  (i),  4433,  4440  (ii). 

Procedure.  See  “  Order,  Ppivilege,  &c.” 
Prohibition  of  Liquor  Traffic,  Members  of  Royal 
Commission  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Charlton )  2172  (i). 

— - Petitions  presented,  Session  1891  :  M.  for 

Stmnt.  (Mr.  Fraser)  100  (i). 

PROHIBITION,  PLEBISCITE  :  prop.  Res.  (Mr. 
Charlton)  2646  (ii). 

Deb.:  (Mr.  Charlton)  2646,  2664;  (Mr.  Laurier)  2652; 
(Mr.  Taylor)  2654 ;  (Mr.  Dickey)  2654 ;  (Mr.  Cur¬ 
ran)  2655 ;  (Mr.  Mills,  Bothivell)  2656 ;  (Mr. 
Casey)  2657  ;  (Mr.  Christie)  2660 ;  (Mr.  McMullen) 
2660;  (Mr.  Foster)  2661;  (Mr.  Scriver)  2666;  (Mr. 
Deivdney)  2673  ,  2698 ;  (Mr.  Watson)  2678 ;  (Mr. 
Perry)  2681 ;  (Mr.  Laurier)  2684 ;  (Sir  John  Thomp¬ 
son)  2685;  (Mr.  Mills,  Bothivell)  2686;  (Mr.  Bowell) 
2689;  (Mr.  Landerkin)  2694;  (Mi’.  McGregor)  2697; 
(Mr.  McMullen)  2699  (ii). 

Prorogation:  Com.  from  Gov.  Gen.’s  Acting  Sec., 
4731  (ii). 

Prosser,  Wm.,  Fishery  Overseer,  Dismissal:  M. 
for  Cor.  (Mr.  Allan)  3114  (ii). 

-  Investigation  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Allan)  2490  (ii). 

Protection  Vessels  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  4319  (ii). 
Proulx,  Isidore,  Esq.,  Member  for  Prescott  :  In¬ 
troduced,  1364  (i). 

Public  Accts.  Com.  :  List  of  Members,  104  (i). 
Public  Accts.  of  Can.  :  M.  to  ref.  to  Sel.  Com.  (Mr. 
Wallace)  188  (i). 

- Presented  (Mr.  Foster)  37  (i). 

Public  Buildings.  See  “Dominion.” 

Public  Debt  Commission  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  253  (i). 
Public  Works,  Expenditure  :  Enquiry  for  Ret. 

(Mr.  Landerkin)  1090  (i). 

PUBLIC  WORKS : 

Architects,  Engineers,  Ac.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
4259  (ii). 

Bancroft  &  Connolly.  See  “  Kingston  Graving 
Dock.” 

Bear  River  (N.S.)  Railway  Bridge  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Bowers)  398  (i). 

Beauharnois  Canal,  Engineers’-  Rep.,  Ac.,  re 
Building  :  M.  for  copies  (Mr.  Bergeron)  191, 
224  (i). 

Breakwaters,  Ac.,  in  Prince  Co.,  P.  E.I.,  Govt. 

Expend.  :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Perry)  233  (i). 
Bridge  over  Richelieu  River  at  Sorel:  M.  for 
Cor.,  Ac.  (Mr.  Bruneau)  2453  (ii). 

Cacouna  Pier,  Expend.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Laurier)  137. 
Canals,  Harbours,  Docks.  Ac.,  Contracts  for  En¬ 
largement,  Construction,  Ac.  :  M.  forBet.  (Mr. 
Davies,  P.E.I.)  417  (i). 

Cape  Tormentine  Harbour  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2617. 
Cap  St.  Ignace  Station,  New  P.0. :  M.  for  Cor. 
(Mr.  Choquette)  2667  (ii). 

Cascumpeque  Harbour,  Rep<  re  Blasting  :  M.  for 
copy  (Mr.  Perry)  2268  (ii). 

Clerical  Assistance  :  in  Com,  of  Sup.,  4457  (ii). 
Cobourg  Customs,  Ac.,  Building,  Lease  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Landerkin)  1366  (i). 
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PUBLIC  W O RKS—  Continued. 

Contracts.  See  “  Govt.” 

Coteau,  Overflow  of  Land  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Ber¬ 
geron)  914  (i). 

Culbute  Canal,  Cost  of  Construction,  Ac.  :  M.  for 
Stmnt.  (Mr.  Murray)  927  (i). 

Customs  and  P.  0.  Buildings,  Victoria,  B.C. :  M. 

for  Cor.  (Mr.  Prior)  1550  (i). 

Deptl.  Rep.  :  Presented  (Mr.  Ouimet)  1393  (i). 

Dom.  Buildings  in  Can.,  Electric  Lighting:  M. 

for  Ret.  (Mr.  Davies,  P.E.L)  417  (i). 

Dredging  Ottawa  between  Pembroke  and  Df.s 
Joachims  :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Murray)  926  (i). 

- in  Com.  of  Sup.,  4258,  4456  (ii). 

- Mar.  Provs.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 991  (i),  4254  (ii). 

Edmonton  Crown  Lands  Office,  Ac.  :  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  4467  (ii). 

Eatonville  Harbour,  Total  Expend.  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
B 6 chard)  2641  (ii). 

Esquimalt  Graving  Dock  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  4439. 

- Maintenance,  Ac.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1017  (i). 

- prop.  Fortification  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Prior)  222  (i). 

Galops  Rapids,  Survey  for  Deepening  :  M.  for 
Ret.  (Mr.  Somerville)  159  (i). 

- M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Reid)  130  (i). 

Gamble  &  Fletcher,  Cor.  re  Pub.  Buildings,  Vic¬ 
toria,  B.C. :  M.  for  copies  (Mr.  Prior)  1550  (i). 
Gas  and  Electric  Light  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  4242  (ii). 
Georgian  Bay  Survey  :  cone.,  4470  (ii). 

Govt.  Contracts  since  Confdn.  :  M.  for  Stmnt. 
(Mr.  Macdonald,  Huron)  99;  wthdn.,  110  (i). 

- since  30th  June,  1887,  to  30th  June,  1891:  M. 

for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Macdonald,  Huron)  110  (i). 
Grounds,  Ottawa:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  4240 (ii). 

Hall’s  Harbour  (N.  S.)  Works,  Examination: 

Ques.  (Mr.  Borden)  1715  (i). 

Harbours  and  Rivers,  Mar.  Provs.  :  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  4247  ,  4448,  4477  (ii). 

Heating,  Ac.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  4241 ;  cone.,  4477  (ii). 
Kamouraska  Wharf,  Construction,  Accts-,  Ac. : 

M.  for  copies  (Mr.  Carroll)  510  (i). 

Kingston  Graving  Dock,  Certificate  re  $32,000 
paid  Bancroft  &  Connolly*  :  M.  for  copy  (Mr. 
Gibson)  2006  (i). 

Lachine  Canal,  New  Bridge  at  Montreal:  M.  for 
Ret.  (Mr.  Curran)  524  (i). 

Lavalliere  Bay,  Dredging:  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr. 
Bruneau)  2457  (ii). 

Longueuil  Wharf,  Expenditure  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Prd- 
fontaine)  1231  (i). 

Major’s  Hill  Park:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  4463;  cone., 
4468  (ii). 

Miminegash  Breakwater,  Contract  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Perry)  40  (i). 

- Tenders  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Perry)  2431  (ii). 

- Ques.  (Mr.  Perry)  190  (i). 

Ottawa  Deptl.  Buildings,  Heating  :  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  4477  (ii). 

- Drill  Hall,  Contract  for  Roofing  :  Ques. 

(Mr.  Lister)  4601  (ii). 

Ottawa  River  Dredging,  Cost,  Ac.  :  M.  for  Stmnt. 
(Mr.  Murray)  926  (i). 

Piers,  &c.,  in  Prince  Co.,  P.  E.  I.,  Govt.  Expend.  : 
M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Perry)  233  (i). 

Public  Buildings.  See  “  Dominion.” 

Public  Works  Dept.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  271  (i). 

- Expenditure  :  Enquiry  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Lander- 

kin)  1090  (i). 


PUBLIC  WORKS—  Continued. 

Raquette  Pier,  DigbyY  (N.S.)  Time  for  Comple¬ 
tion  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Boicers)  398  (i). 

Repairs,  Furniture,  Heating, Ac.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
4240  (ii). 

Riviere  du  Loup  P.  0.,  Workmen’s  Claims  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Choquette)  3238  (ii). 

- (Fraserville)  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2868  (ii). 

Riviere  du  Sud  Public  Works:  M.  for  Cor.  (Mr. 
Choquette)  2699  (ii). 

- Remarks  (Mr.  Choquette)  4656  (ii). 

Round  Hill  Pier  Dam,  Tenders:  Ques.  (Mr.  Mills, 
Annapolis)  2171  (i). 

St.  Maurice  Public  Works  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Landerkin ) 
3564  (ii). 

St.  Raywiond  P.  0.,  Erection  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Delisle) 
37  (i). 

Sandford  Breakwater,  N.S. :  Ques.  (Mr.  Flint ) 
398  (i). 

Sault  Ste.  Marie  Canal,  Contractors  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Midock)  2954  (ii). 

- Lowest  Tender  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Mulock)  4261. 

Soul anges Canal,  Engineers’  Reps.,  &c.,re  Build¬ 
ing  :  M.  for  copies  (Mr.  Bergeron)  191,  224  (i). 

- Tenders  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Sutherland)  128. 

Straits  of  Northumberland,  Survey:  in  Com.  of 
Sup., 4463  (ii). 

Sydenham  River  Floods  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Mills, 
Bothwell)  4464,  4500  (ii). 

Telegraph  Line,  B.  C.  and  N.  S.,  Cost  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Fraser)  3897  (ii). 

Telephone  Service  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  4245  (ii). 
Three  Sisters  Harbour,  (N.S.)  Total  Cost  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Btchard)  2489  (ii). 

Woodstock,  N.B.,  Public  Building,  Caretaker  : 

Ques.  (Mr.  Colter)  3480  (ii). 

Yamaska  River  Lock,  Nayugation  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Mignaidt)  2171  (i). 

-  Losses  through  Erection  of  Dam  :  M.  for 

Rep.  (Mr.  Laurier)  1985  (i). 

- Works,  Total  Cost  :  (Mr.  Mignault)  1714  (i). 

[See  “  Provinces  ;  ”  “  Supply,”  <fcc.] 

“  Quadra,”  Str.,  Enquiry  re  Accident  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Corbould)  3331  (ii). 

Qu’Appelle,  Long  Lake,  &c.,  Railroad 
and  Steamboat  Co.’s  B.  No.  53  (Mr. 

Kirkpatrick).  1°*,  823  ;  2°*,  915 ;  in  Com.  and 
3°*,  1740  (i).  (55-56  Vic.,  c.  57.) 

QUARANTINE  : 

British  Columbia  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Prior)  1547  (i). 
Canadian  Cattle  in  Eng.  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Lander¬ 
kin)  249  (i). 

Cattle  Disease  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  987,  2033  (i). 

- Inspection  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  992,  2033  (i). 

- Live,  Admission  from  U.  S.:  M.  for  Cor. 

(Mr.  Somerville)  159  (i). 

Grosse  Isle  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2025,  2033  (i). 

Halifax  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2032  (i). 

Port  Hawkesbury  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2033  (i). 

St.  John  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2032  (i). 

Tracadie  Lazaretto:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  4212  (ii). 
Unorganized  Ports  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2049  (i). 
Victoria,  B.C.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2032  (i). 

Quebec  Harbour  and  River  Police  (re¬ 
peal)  B.  No.  66  (Mr.  Tupper ).  1°,  1225  (i);  B. 
wthdn.,  4482  (ii). 
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QUEBEC  : 

“  Alert,”  Str.,  Enquiry  re  Loss  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Cho- 
quette)  750,  917  (i). 

Berthier  (Montmagny)  P.  0.,  Management  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Choquette )  2633  (ii). 

Bic, Collector  at  Wharf,  Salary,  Ac.  :  Ques.(  Mr. 
Langelier )  2638  (ii). 

Boundaries  of  Quebec  Prov.  :  Remarks  (Sir  Hector 
Langevin )  99  (i). 

- M.  for  Cor.  (Sir  Hector  Langevin)  115  (i). 

Bridge  oyer  Richelieu  River  at  Sorel  :  M.  for 
Cor.,  Ac.  (Mr.  Bruneau)  2453  (ii). 

Brome  Controverted  Election  :  Judges’  Rep.,  1. 
Cacouna  Pier,  Expenditure  :  Ques.  (Mr  Laurier) 
137  (i). 

Cameron,  D.  M.,  Emplymnt.  by  Govt.:  Ques.  (Mr. 
Choquette)  2639  (ii). 

Cap.  St.  Ignace  Post  Office,  Opening  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Choquette )  290,  223, 751  (i). 

- New  P.  0. :  M.  for  Cor.  (Mr.  Choquette)  2667  (ii). 

- M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Choquette)  1555  (i). 

Cape  Tormente  and  Murray  Bay  Ry.  Subsidy  : 

prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Haggart)  4395  ;  in  Com.,  4524  (ii). 
Champlain  Controverted  Election  :  Judges’  Rep., 
1  (i). 

Charlevoix  Controverted  Election  :  Judges’ 
Rep.  6  (i). 

Chicoutimi  and  Saguenay  Controverted  Elec¬ 
tion:  Judges’  Rep.,  2971,  2979  (ii). 

Coteau,  Overflow  of  Land:  Remarks  (Mr.  Ber¬ 
geron)  914  (i). 

Dairies  and  Cheese  Factories,  Prov.  of  Que.  : 

Ques.  (Mr.  Dugan)  2781  (ii). 

De  la  Ronde,  late  Pierre  A.  Denis,  Papers,  Ac. ,  re 
Succession:  M.  for  copies  (Mr.  Bergeron)  2286. 
Drummond  Co.  Ry.  Co.’s  Subsidy:  prop.  Res.  (Mr. 

Haggart)  4644  ;  cone.,  4657  (ii). 

Great  Northern  Ry.  Co.,  Engineer’s  Rep.  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Gauthier)  915  (i). 

Grosse  Isle  Quarantine  Station  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
2801  (ii). 

J oliette  and  St.  Jean  Matha  Ry.  Co.’s  Subsidy: 

prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Haggart)  4397 ;  in  Com.,  4574  (ii). 

Judiciary  of  the  Prov.  of  Que.,  Reorganization: 

Ques.  (Mr.  Brodeur)  2639  (ii). 

Kamouraska  Wharf,  Construction,  Accts.,  Ac.  : 

M.  for  copies  (Mr.  Carroll)  510  (i). 

Lake  St.  John  and  Chicoutimi  Ry.  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Frimont)  1549  (i). 

Lake  St.  Peter,  Fishing  Privileges  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Beausoleil )  2955  (ii). 

Lake  Temiscamingue  Colonization  Co.’s  Subsidy  : 
prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Haggart)  4396  ;  in  Com.,  4550  (ii). 

- prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Haggart)  4397  ;  in  Com.,  4571. 

Lamoureaux  Bros.’  Glaim  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2259  (i). 
Land  Sales  in  Quebec  City:  Ques.  (Mr.  Fremont ) 
1089  (i). 

Laprairie  Controverted  Election:  Judges’  Rep., 
3681  (ii). 

Laprairie  P.  0. :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2802,  2845  (ii). 
Lavalliere  Bay,  Dredging:  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr. 
Bruneau)  2457  (ii). 

Larouche  and  Gagne’s  Claims  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
4456  (ii). 

L’Assomption  Controverted  Election  :  Judges’ 

Rep.,  2714  (ii). 

Levis  Controverted  Election:  Judges’  Rep.,  1  (i). 
L’Islet,  Appmnt.  of  Postmaster:  Ques.  (Mr. 
Choquette)  750  (i). 


QUEBEC — Continued. 

L’Islet  Controverted  Election  :  Judges’  Rep.  1  (i). 
Longueuil  Wharf,  Expend.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Prifon- 
taine)  1231  (i). 

Lotbiniere  and  Megantic  Ry.  Co.’s  Subsidy  :  prop. 

Res.  (Mr.  Haggart)  4395  (ii). 

- County  Mail  Service  :  Ans.  (Sir  Adolphe 

Caron)  4585  (ii). 

McCarthy,  Messrs.,  Lease  of  Land  at  Sorel: 

Ques.  (Mr.  Bruneau)  3184  (ii). 

Missisquoi  Controverted  Election  :  Judges’ 
Rep.,  1  (i). 

Monfort  Colonization  Ry*.  Co.’s  Subsidy:  prop. 

Res.  (Mr.  Haggart)  4394  ;  in  Com.,  4515,  4580  (ii). 
Montcalm  Controverted  Election:  Judges’ Rep., 
1  (i). 

Montmagny,  Postmaster  :  Ques. (Mr.  Choquette)2638. 
Montmorency  Controverted  Election  :  Judges’ 
Rep.,  1  (1). 

Montreal  and  Champlain  Junction  Ry.  Co.’s 
Subsidy:  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Haggart)  4394;  in 
Com.,  4581  (ii). 

Montreal  and  Lake  Maskinonge  Ry*.  Co.:  Pet. 
(Mr.  Bichard).  2482  (ii). 

Napierville  Controverted  Election  :  Judges’ 
Rep.,  1  (i). 

Nicolf.t  Controy*e rted  Election:  Judges’  Rep.,  1. 

- River  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  4449  (ii). 

Ottawa  River  (Mrs.  N.  Guindon)  :  in  Com.  of  Sup*., 
4450  (ii). 

PlNSONNEAULT.  ALFRED,  RESIGNATION  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Lavergne)  749  (i). 

Pontiac  Pacific  Junction  Ry*.,  further  Subsidy  : 

M.  for  Reps.,  Ac.  (Mr.  Murray)  917  (i). 

- Controverted  Election:  Judges’  Rep.,  2461. 

- Pacific  Junction  Ry*.  Co.’s  Subsidy:  prop. 

Res.  (Mr.  Haggart)  4467  ;  in  Com.,  4629  (ii). 

- County*  Ry*.  Debt  :  M.  for  Cor.  (Mr.  Murray) 

1968  (i). 

Quebec  and  Lake  St.  John  Ry.  Co.’s  Subsidy*: 

prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Haggart) 4467  ;  iD  Com.,  4630  (ii). 
Quebec  and  Pointe  aux  Trembles  Mail  Service, 
Tenders  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Langelier)  1366  (i). 

- Centre  Controy'ERTEd  Election:  Judges’ 

Rep.,  1  (i). 

- Drill  Hall:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  989  (i). 

- Harbour  and  Ruyer  Works,  Repairs  :  in 

Com.  of  Sup. ,  991  (i). 

- Legislature,  Sittings,  Legal:  Ques.  (Mr. 

Choquette)  3644  (ii). 

Quinn,  Michael,  Evidence  re  Dismissal  :  M.  for 
copies  (Mr.  Guay)  401  (i). 

Railway  Bridge  at  Quebec  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Frimont) 
291  (i). 

Restigouche  and  Victoria  Ry*.  Co’s  Subsidy  : 
prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Haggart)  4395 ;  in  Com., 
4525  (ii). 

Richelieu  Controverted  Election:  Judges’ Rep., 
l(i). 

Richelieu  Riy*er,  Bridge  at  Sorel  :  M.  for  Cor., 
Ac.  (Mr.  Bruneau)  2453  (ii). 

Richmond  P.0. :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2890  (ii). 

Rimouski  Controverted  Election:  Judges’  Rep., 
1  (i). 

Riy*iere  du  Loup  (Fraservillk)  P.0. :  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  2868  (ii). 

- Workmen’s  Claims  :  Dues.  (Mr.  Choquette) 

3238  (ii). 
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QUEBEC  —Continued. 

Riviere  du  Sltd  Works  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Choquette) 
4656  (ii). 

- M.  for  Cor.  (Mr.  Choquette )  2699  (ii). 

Ross,  Hon.  J.  G.,  Refund  to  Representatives  :  in 
Com.  of  Sup.,  1002  (i). 

Ste.  Angele  Postmaster,  Pets,  Ac.,  re  Dismissal: 

M.  for  copies  (Mr.  Brodeur )  100  (i). 

- Dismissal:  Remarks  (Mr.  Brodeur)  4645  (ii). 

Ste.  Anne  de  la  Pocatiere  Mail  Service:  Ques. 
(Mr.  Carroll )  2954  (ii). 

Ste.  Anne’s  Lock  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2260  (i). 

Ste.  Louise  (L’Islet)  Postmaster,  Enquirv  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Choquette)  2431  (ii). 

St.  Flavie  and  Little  Metis  to  Matane,  Ry.  Sub¬ 
sidy:  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Haggart)  4397;  in  Com., 
4577  (ii). 

St.  John  Valley  and  Riviere  du  Loup  Ry.  Co’s 
Subsidy:  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Haggart)  4396;  in 
Com.,  4545  (ii). 

St.  Joseph  de  Levis  Ry.  Accident:  M.  for  Ret. 
(Mr.  Carroll)  292  (i). 

St.  Lawrence  and  Adirondack  Ry.  Co’s  Subsidy  : 
prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Haggart)  4297 ;  in  Com., 
4579  (ii). 

St.  Henri  P.  O. :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2868  (ii). 

St,  Hyacinthe  P.O. :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2889  (ii). 

.  St.  Lawrence  and  Adirondack  Ry.  Co.’s  Subsidy  : 
prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Haggart)  4645  ;  cone.,  4567  (ii). 
St.  Lawrence  River  Ry.  Bridges  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Fremont)  1549  (i). 

- Ship  Channel  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2619  (ii). 

•  St.  Maurice  Public  Works  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Landerkin) 
3564  (ii). 

St.  Placide  to  St.  Andrew’s  Ry.  Subsidy:  prop. 

Res.  (Mr.  Haggart)  4395;  in  Com.  ,4525,  4533  (ii). 
St.  Raymond  P.  0.,  Erection:  Ques.  (Mr.  Delisle) 
37  (i). 

St.  R&mi  to  St.  Cyprien  Ry.  Co.’s  Subsidy  :  prop. 

Res.  (Mr.  Haggart)  4394 ;  in  Com.,  4582  (ii). 

St.  Vincent  de  Paul  Penitentiary  :  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  736,  972, 990  (i),  2889  (ii). 

Soulanges  Controverted  Election  :  Judges’  Rep., 
1  (i). 

Stadacona  P.  0. :  Ques.  (Mr.  Fremont)  222  (i). 
Temiscouata  Controverted  Election  :  Judges’ 
Rep.,  1  (i). 

Temiscouata  Ry.  Co.’s  Subsidy  :  prop.  Res.  (Mr. 

Haggart)  4396  ;  in  Com.,  4552  (ii). 

- conc.  :  Amt.  (Mr.  Edgar)  4657 ;  neg.  (Y.  45, 

N.  92)  4667  (ii). 

Three  Rivers  Controverted  Election  :  Judges’ 
Rep.,  1  (i). 

Three  Rivers  Harbour  Commissioners  :  prop.  Res. 
(Mr.  Foster)  1788  (i). 

Vallee,  Mr.  J.  S.,  Postmaster,  Montmagny  :  Ques, 
(Mr.  Choquette)  2638  (ii). 

Vaudreuil  Controverted  Election  :  Judges’ Rep., 
1  (i). 

West  Farnham  P.  0. :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2894  (ii). 
Yale  Estate  Claim  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2260  (i). 
Yamaska  River  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  4257  (ii). 

- Lock  Navigation  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Mignault)  2171. 

- Losses  through  Erection  of  Dam:  M.  for 

Rep.  (Mr.  Launer)  1985  (i). 

- Works,  Total  Cost  :  Ques.  (Mr .  Mignault) 

1714  (i). 

[See  “  Public  Works,”  “Supply,”  &c.] 


Queen’s  (N.B.)  Controverted  Election:  Judges’ 
Rep.,  96  (i). 

- (N.S.)  :  Judges’  Rep.,  1  (i). 

- (P.E.I. )  :  Judges’  Rep.,  1  (i). 

Quinn,  Michael,  Evidence  re  Dismissal  :  M.  for 
copies  (Mr.  Guay)  401  (i). 

Ry.  Act  Amt.  B.  No.  84  (Mr.  Haggart). 
1°,  2488  ;  2°*  and  in  Com. ,  4481 ;  3°  m.  and  Amt. 
(Mr.  Maclean )  4603 ;  neg.  (Y.  20,  N.  128)  and  3° 
of  B.  4628  (ii).  (55-56  Vic.,  c.  27.) 

Rys.  and  Canals,  Deptl.  Rep.  :  Presented  (Mr. 
Haggart)  1062  (i). 

- in  Com.  of  Sup.,  273,  286  (i),  4440  (ii). 

Ry.  Bridge  at  Quebec  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Fremont)  291. 
Rys.,  Canals  and  Telegraph  Lines  :  List  of  Mem¬ 
bers,  102  (i). 

Ry.  Committee.  See  “Privy  Council.” 

Ry.  Statistics,  Delay  in  Presenting  :  Remarks 
(Mr.  McMullen)  3185  (ii). 

- Ques.  (Mr.  McMullen)  3398  (ii). 

Ry.  Subsidies  :  Amt.  (Mr.  Laurier)  neg.  on  a  div., 
4728  (ii). 

Ry.  Works  (Toronto)  B.  No.  18  (Mr.  Denison). 
1°*,  129 ;  2°*,  134  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  1740  (i). 
(55-56  Vic.,  c.  61.) 

RAILWAYS : 

Arpin,  Mr.,  Charges  for  Demurrage  :  Ques.  (Mr. 

Lavergne)  4643  (ii). 

Cape  Breton  Ry.,  Construction  and  Equipment: 

in  Com.  of  Sup.,  988  (i). 

- Terminal  Accommodation  ;  Ques.  (Mr.  Me 

Mullen)  1549  (i). 

C.  P.  R.,  Arrangements  with  I.  C.  R. :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Davies,  P.E.I.)  399  (i). 

- Construction:  in  Com.  of  Sup., 987,  2264  (i), 

4438  (ii). 

- North  Shore  Section:  Ques.  (Mr.  Frdmont) 

3480  (ii). 

- Passenger  Cars  and  I.  C.  R. :  Ques.  (Mr. 

Fraser)  399  (i), 

- Running  Privileges  over  I.  C.  R. :  Ques. 

(Mr.  Davies,  P.E.I.)  510  (i). 

Extra  Clerks,  Ac.,  Salaries  :  in  Com.  of  Sup. ,4439. 
Govt.  Rys.,  Additional  Property  Accommodation  : 
M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  McMullen)  1984  (i). 

- Names,  Ac.,  of  Employes  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr. 

McMullen)  41,692  (i). 

Intercolonial  Ry.  See  general  heading. 

Lake  St.  John  Ry.,  Traffic  Earnings:  Ques.  (Mr. 
Mulock)  4261  (ii). 

Oxford  and  New  Glasgow  Rv.  Construction:  in 
Com.  of  Sup.,  4437 ;  conc.,  4475  (ii). 

P.  E.  I.  Railway,  Dismissed  Employes  :  M.  for  Ret. 
(Mr.  Perry)  2004  (i). 

Privy  Council  Applications  to  Ry.  Com.  for  Ad¬ 
judication,  Ac.:  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  McCarthy) 
1950  (i). 

Surveys  and  Inspections  of  Rys.  :  in  Com  of  Sup. , 
2264  (i). 

Windsor  Branch:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2629  (ii). 

See  also  : 

Alberta  Ry.  and  Coal  Co. 

B.  C.  Southern  Ry.  Co. 

Belleville  and  Lake  Nipissing  Rv.  Co. 
Buckingham  and  Lievre  Rv.  Co. 
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RAILWAYS — Continued. 

Canada  Atlantic  Ry.  Co. 

Canada  Southern  Ry.  Co. 

Canadian  Pacific  Ry.  Co. 

Canso  and  Louisbuhg  Ry.  Co. 

Chignecto  Marine  Transport  Ry.  Co. 

Cobourg,  Northumberland  and  Pacific  Ry.  Co. 
Government  Rys. 

Grand  Trunk  Ry.  Co. 

Great  Northern  Ry.  Co. 

Kingston  Belt  Line  Ry.  Co. 

Lake  Manitoba  Ry.  and  Canal  Co. 

Lindsay,  Bobcaygeon  and  Pontypool  Ry.  Co. 
London  and  Port  Stanley  Ry.  Co. 

Manitoba  .and  Assiniboia  Grand  Junction  Ry.  Co. 
Manitoba  and  North-Western  Ry.  Co. 

Manitoba  and  South-Eastern  Ry.  Co. 

Midland  Ry.  of  Canada  Co. 

Montreal  and  Lake  Masklnonge  Ry.  Co. 
Montreal  and  Western  Ry.  Co. 

Montreal  Island  Ry.  Co. 

Nelson  and  Port  Sheppard  Ry.  Co. 

Niagara  Falls  and  Queenston  Ry.  and  Bridge  Co. 
Nicolet  Valley  Ry.  Co. 

Nipissing  and  James’  Bay  Ry.  Co. 

Ontario  Pacific  Ry.  Co. 

Ottawa,  Morrisburgh  and  New  York  Ry.  Co. 
Ottawa  Valley  Ry.  Co. 

Ottawa,  Waddington  and  New  York  Ry.  and 
Bridge  Co. 

Pontiac  Pacific  Junction  Ry.  Co. 

Qu’Appelle,  Long-  Lake,  Ac.,  Railroad  and 
Steamboat  Co. 

St.  Catharines  and  Niagara  Central  Ry.  Co. 

St.  John  and  Maine  Ry.  Co.  and  N.  B.  Ry.  Co. 
Tobique  Valley  Ry.  Co.  and  C.  P.  R. 

Winnipeg  and  Atlantic  Ry.  Co. 

Wood  Mountain  and  Qu’Appelle  Ry.  Co. 

[, See  “Subsidies,”  “Supply,”  &c.] 

Rapide  Plat  Canal  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2054  (i). 
Raquette  Pier,  Digby  (N.S.)  Time  for  Completion  : 
Ques.  (Mr.  Boicers)  398  (i). 

- in  Com.  of  Sup.,  4247  (ii). 

Rates,  Taxes,  Insurance,  &c.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
896;  cone.,  1085  (i). 

Refund,  Sundry  Persons  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  4462  (ii). 
Regina  Court  House,  &c.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2937  (ii). 
Regina  Coal  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  748,  973  (i). 

Repairs,  Furniture,  Heating,  &c.  :  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  4240  (ii). 

Repairs,  &c.,  Maritime  Provinces  :  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  990  (i). 

REPORTS  PRESENTED : 

Agriculture  :  (Mr.  Carling )  1062  (i). 

Auditor  General  :  (Mr.  Foster)  1S3  (i). 

Beet-Root  Sugar,  Prof.  Saunders’  :  (Mr.  Foster) 
71  (i). 

Civil  Service  Commissioners’  Rep.  :  (Mr.  Foster) 
751  (i). 

Fisheries  :  (Mr.  Tupper)  3237  (ii). 

Geological.  Report,  :  (Mr.  Detodney)  2172  (i). 

Indian  Affairs  :  (Mr.  Deicdney)  112  (i). 

Inland  Revenue  :  (Mr.  Costigan)  751  (i). 

Interior  :  (Mr.  Deicdney)  3300  (ii). 

Marine  :  (Mr.  Tapper)  913  (i). 

Mounted  Police  :  (Mr.  Deicdney)  4320  (ii) . 
Penitentiaries  :  (Sir  John  Thompson)  397  (i). 


REPORTS  PRESENTED— Continued. 

Postmaster  General  :  (Mr.  Haggart)  1364  (i). 
Printing  and  Stationery:  (Mr.  Patterson,  Huron) 
3734  (ii). 

Public  Accounts  :  (Mr.  Foster)  37  (i). 

Public  Works:  (Mr.  Ouimet)  1393  (i). 

Railways  and  Canals  :  (Mr.  Haggart)  1062  (i). 
Trade  and  Navigation  Returns  :  (Mr.  Bore  ell)  37. 
Representation  in  H.  of  C.  B.  No.  76  (Sir 
John  Thompson).  l°m.,  1855;  1°,  1874  (i);2~'m., 
3116  ;  Amt.  (Mr.  La  wrier)  3129  ;  deb.  rsmd.,  3186, 
3239  ;  Amt.  neg.  (Y.  58,  N.  109)  3298;  2°  m.,  3398  ; 
Amt. (Mr.  McCarthy)  3414 ;  deb.  rsmd.,  3480.  3566; 
neg.  ( Y.  62,  N.  109)  3636  ;  deb.  rsmd.  on  M.  for  2°, 
3649;  Amt.  (Mr.  Somerville)  3665  ;  deb.  rsmd., 
3682 ;  neg.  ( Y .  60,  N.  95)  3717 ;  2°  agreed  to  (Y. 
97,  N.  60)  3718;  in  Com.,  3720,  3753,  3778,  3820, 
3898,  3966,  4043,  4143,  4321  ;  33  m..  Amt.  (Sir 
Diehard  Cartwright)  4329  ;  neg.  (Y.  51,  N.  90) 
4334  ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Yeo)  4335  ;  neg.  (Y.  54,  N.  87) 
4335 ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Bechard)  4336  ;  neg.  (Y.  54,  N. 
89)  4341 ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Pelletier)  neg.  and  3°  of  B., 
4343  (ii).  (55-56  Vic.,  c.  11.) 

Deb.  on  M.for  1°  (Sir  John  Thompson)  1855  ;  (Mr.  Davies, 
P.E.I.)  1853 :  (Mr.  Mills,  Bothxcell)  1853, 1871 :  (Mr. 
Colter)  1858:  (Mr.  Laurier)  1866;  (Mr.  Brodeur) 
1861;  (Sir  Hector  Langevin)  1862;  (Sir  Bichard 
Cartwright)  1863;  (Mr.  Charlton)  1864;  (Mr. 
Watson)  1865 ;  (Mr.  Ouimet)  1867 ;  (Mr.  Bar¬ 
nard)  1871  (i). 

Deb.  on  M.  for  2s  (Mr.  Laurier)  3116;  Amt.  (Mr. 
Laurier)  3129  (ii). 

Deb.  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Ouimet)  3130  ;  (Mr.  Charlton)  3136  ; 
(Mr.  Devlin)  3147 ;  (Mr.  Lavergne)  3151 ;  (Mr. 
Perry)  3157  ;  (Mr.  Armstrong)  3160  ;  (Mr.  Brodeur) 
3164:  (Mr.  Bechard)  3174:  (Mr.  Choguette)  3186; 
(Mr.  Dupont)  3192:  (Mr.  R infret)  3201 :  (Mr.  Des¬ 
jardins,  L' Islet)  3205;  (Mr.  Monet)  3223 ;  (Mr. 
Leduc)  3229:  (Mr.  O'Brien)  3233;  (Mr.  Edicards) 
3234;  (Mr.  Davies,  P.E.I.)  3239;  (Mr.  Landerkin) 
3247:  (Mr.  Mills,  BothiceU)  3262;  (Mr.  Davin) 
3279;  (Mr.  Campbell)  3286:  (Mr.  McNeill)  3295; 
(Mr.  McCarthy)  Amt.,  3319  ,  3414,  3472  (ii). 

Deb.  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Dickey)  3414:  (Sir  Richard  Cart¬ 
icright)  3425 ;  (Mr.  Haggart)  3436 ;  (Mr.  Casey) 
3441 ;  (Mr.  O'Brien)  3442  :  (Mr.  Masson)  3449  ;  (Mr. 
Paterson,  Brant)  3454  :  (Mr.  Bennett) 3459  ;  (Mr. 
Weldon)  3464  :  (Mr.  Davin)  3472  ;  (Mr.  Flint)  3481; 
(Mr.  Hughes)  3493,  3541 ;  (Mr.  McMullen)  3499, 
3545  ;  (Mr.  Sproule)  3516;  (Mr.  Macdonald,  Huron) 
3528;  (Mr.  Coatsicorth)  3545;  (Mr.  Semple)  3550; 
(Mr.  Boyle)  3566;  (Mr.  Bain,  Wentworth)  3577'; 
(Mr.  Cockbum)  3590:  (Mr.  McMillan,  Huron) 
3595:  (Mr.  McNeill)  3603:  (Mr.  Lister)  3)12;  (Mr. 
Montague)  3618;  (Mr.  Mackintosh)  3620;  (Mr. 
Edwards)  3630 ;  (Mr.  Christie)  3634  ;  (Mr.  Som¬ 
erville)  3649  :  Amt.,  3665  (ii). 

Deb.  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Allan)  3665;  (Mr.  Patron)  3675; 
(Mr.  Mills,  Bothwdl)  3682 ;  (Mr.  Davies,  P.E.I.) 
3697  :  (Mr.  Macdonald,  P.E.I.)  3705 :  (Mr.  Yeo) 
3707;  (Mr.  McLean,  P.E.I.)  3711;  (Mr.  Perry) 
3713  (ii). 

Deb.  in  Com.  on  section  1 — Tbe  Dominion  (Mr.  Mills, 
BothwelD  3720;  (Sir  John  Thompson)  3721;  (Mr. 
Mara)  3725:  (Mr.  Davies,  P.E.I.)  3725;  (Mr. 
Laurier)  3727 ;  (Mr.  Corboufd)  372 <  ;  (Mr.  Gor¬ 
don)  3728  (ii). 
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Representation  in  H.  of  C.  B.— Continued. 
Deb.  on  section  2 — Electoral  Districts  (Mr.  Davies, 
P.E.I.)  3753;  (Mr.  Macdonald,  P.E.I.)  3754;  (Mr. 
Mills,  Bothwell)  3756,  3898,  3920 ;  (Mr  McMullen) 
3762,  3/oS,  3878,  3906,3933;  (Mr.  Edwards)  3780; 
(Mr.  Boyle)  3780,  3862;  (Sir  John  Thompson)  3781, 
3790;  (Mr.  Laurier)  3782;  (Mr.  McCarthy)  3785, 
3789;  (Mr.  Haggart)  3787,  3949;  (Mr.  Paterson, 
Brant)  3796,  3876,  3937  ;  (Mr.  Spronle)  3804  ;  (Mr. 
Mulock)  3806;  (Mr.  Landerkin)  3808 :  (Mr.  Mac¬ 
donald,  Huron)  3811,  3838,  3916;  (Mr.  Charlton) 
3820,  3849 ;  (Mr.  Wallace)  3838  ;  (Sir  Richard 
Cartwright)  3839,  3891,  3929,  3949;  (Mr.  Edgar) 
385  (  ;  (Mr.  McMillan ,  Huron)  3864;  (Mr  .Bowman) 
3869;  (Mr.  Weldon)  3872,  3913;  (Mr.  Somerville) 
3879  ;  (Mr.  Campbell)  3882;  (Mr.  Lowell)  3889; 
(Mr.  Wallace)  3893,  3951;  (Mr.  Tisdale)  3915; 
(Mr.  Montague)  3919,3939;  (Mr.  Bowell)  3924; 
(Mr.  Bain,  Wentworth)  3934,  3957 ;  (Mr.  Somer¬ 
ville)  3936;  (Mr.  Armstrong)  3937,  3956;  (Mr. 
Mills,  Bothwell)  3940 ;  (Mr.  Boyle)  3944 ;  (Mr. 
McKay)  394-5;  (Mr.  Sutherland)  3946,  3950;  (Mr. 
Denison)  3962,  4074;  (Mr.  Bennett)  3964;  (Mr. 
Cockburn)  4070;  (Mr.  Coatswortli)  4073;  (Mr. 
Maclean,  ( East  York)  4074  (ii). 

Deb.  on  section  2,  sub-section  3— Quebec  (Mr.  Laurier) 
3966,  4020 ;  (Mr.  Ouimet)  3973,  4021,  4050,  4102 ; 
(Mr.  Brodeur)  3978,  4025,  4053;  (Mr.  B 6 chard) 
3992,  4042,  4093 ;  (Mr.  Jeannotte)  3999,  4027 ;  (Mr. 
Choguette)  4001,  4099  ;  (Sir  John  Thompson)  4002, 
4048,4075;  (Mr.  Mills,  Bothwell)  4007,  4023,  4051; 
(Mr.  Davin)  4011 ;  (Mr.  Devlin)  4018  ;  (Mr.  Chap- 
leau)  4028,  4034,  4094;  (Mr.  Curran)  4030;  (Mr. 
Brown)  4032;  (Mr.  Scriver)  4034,  4041,  4100;  (Mr. 
Monet)  4038;  (Mr.  Geoff r ion)  4044  ;  (Mr.  Laurier) 
4047,4098;  (Mr.  Mulock)  4048  ;  (Mr.  Dupont)  4054, 
4061 ;  (Mr.  Bernier)  4056,  4066  ;  (Mr.  Baker)  4095  ; 
(Mr.  Lavergne)  4102  ;  (Mr.  Desaulniers)  4104  (ii). 
Deb.  on  section  4— Nova  Scotia  (Mr.  Forbes)  4075, 
4087 ;  (Mr.  Gillies)  4079  ;  (Mr.  Borden)  4082 ;  (Sir 
John  Thompson)  4084  (ii). 

Deb.  on  section  6— Prince  Edward  Island  (Mr.  Welsh) 
4106;  (Mr.  Davies,  P.E.I.)  4109,  4119,  4146,  4184: 
(Sir  John  Thompson)  4114,  4118  ,  4184,  4193  ,  4198; 
(Mr.  Armstrong)  4123;  (Mr.  Charlton)  4121,  4172; 
(Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  4125;  (Mr.  Macdonald, 
P.E.I.)  4127,  4189;  (Mr.  Perry)  4129,  4195;  (Mr. 
McLean,  P.E.I.)  4133;  (Mr.  Cockburn)  4143;  (Mr. 
Mills,  Bothwell)  4149,  4186,  4197;  (Mr.  Davin) 
4153;  (Mr.  Paterson,  Brant)  4159  ;  (Mr.  Yeo)  4164; 
(Mr.  Masson)  4169;  (Mr.  Weldon)  4177;  (Mr. 
Mulock)  4178 ;  (Mr.  Laurier)  4187 ;  (Mr.  Dickey) 
4191 ;  (Mr.  Ilazen)  4199  (ii). 

Restigouche  and  Victoria  Ry.  Co.’s  Subsidy  : 

prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Haggart)  4395;  in  Com.,  4525  (ii). 

RETURNS,  STATEMENTS,  &c.  : 

Active  Militia,  Dkill,  Qualified  Officers,  &c.  : 
Mr.  Hughes,  667  (i). 

Allan,  Messrs.,  Ac.,  Pets,  re  Decrease  of  Customs 
Duties*  :  Mr.  Laurier,  159  (i). 

Annapolis  and  Atlantic  Ry.,  &c.,  Cor.,  Ac.,  re  Sub¬ 
sidy  :  Mr.  Forbes,  688  (i). 

Archibald,  H.  D.,  Condr.  on  I.  C.  R.,  Dismissal*  : 

Mr.  Patterson  ( Colchester )  969  (i). 

Artificial  Fertilizers,  Quantities  Imported  :  Mr* 
McMillan  ( Huron)' 526  (i). 

Bancroft  &  Connolly.  See  “  Kingston  Graving 
Dock.” 


RETURNS,  STATEMENTS,  &c .-Continued. 

Barrett  vs.  City  of  Winnipeg,  Sup.  Court  Judgt.  : 
Mr.  LaRivibre,  158  (i). 

Beauharnois  Canal,  Engr.’s  Reps.,  &c.f  re  Build¬ 
ing  :  Mr.  Bergeron,  191,  224  (i). 

Beef  and  Pork,  U,  S.  and  Can.  Fishermen  :  Mr. 
Forbes,  294  (i). 

Beet-Root  Sugar,  Bounty  on  Manufacture  :  Mr. 
B eausoleil,  1366,  1373  (i). 

- Prof.  Saunders’  Instructions  :  Mr.  Beau- 

soleil,  1373  (i). 

Binding  Twine,  Quantity  Imported  :  Mr.  Campbell, 
537  (i). 

Boundaries  of  the  Province  of  Quebec  :  Sir 
Hector  Langevin,  115  (i). 

Breakwaters,  Ac.,  in  Prince  Co.  (P.  E.  I.)  Govt. 

Expend.  :  Mr.  Perry,  233  (i). 

Bounty'  to  Fishermen,  Applications  and  Refu¬ 
sals*  :  Mr.  Bowers ,  417  (i). 

Bridge  over  Richelieu  River  at  Sorel  :  Mr. 
Bruneau,  2453  (ii). 

British  Farm  Delegates’  Reps.  :  Mr.  McMillan 
( Huron )  2432  (ii). 

- See  “  Tenant  Farmers.” 

Can.  Cotton  Mills  Co.’s  Letters  Patent  :  Mr. 
Edgar,  920  (i). 

Canals,  Harbours,  Docks,  Ac.,  Contracts  for  En¬ 
largement,  Construction,  Ac.*  :  Mr.  Davies 
( P.E.I .)  417  (i). 

Cap  St.  Ignace  Station  P.  0.* :  Mr.  Choquette, 
1555  (i),  2667  (ii). 

Cascumpeque  Harbour,  Rep.  re  Blasting  :  Mr. 
Perry,  2268  (i). 

Cattle,  Live,  Admission  from  U.  S.* :  Mr.  Somer¬ 
ville,  159  (i). 

Charlebois,  F.,  Claims  against  Fisheries  Dept.  : 
Mr.  Laurier,  1036  (i). 

Civil  Servants,  Extra  Payments,  1874-1878 :  Mr 
Tisdale,  1715  (i). 

Coal  Oil  and  Kerosene,  Imports  :  Mr.  Campbell, 
3059  (ii). 

Cockburn  Island,  Location  Ticket  of  J.  A.  McLen¬ 
nan  :  Mr.  Lister,  1980  (i). 

- Location  Ticket  of  Peter  McLennan*  :  Mr. 

Lister,  2006  (i). 

Contracts.  See  “  Govt.” 

Cotton-seed  Oil,  Crude,  Imports  for  1891* :  Mr. 
McKay,  1555  (i). 

Culbute  Canal,  Cost  of  Construction,  &c.  :  Mr. 
Murray,  927  (i). 

Customs  and  P.  0.  Buildings,  Victoria,  B.C. :  Mr. 
Prior,  1550  (i). 

De  la  Ronde,  late  Pierre  A.  Denis,  Papers,  <fcc., 
re  Succession  :  Mr.  Bergeron,  2286  (i). 

Dods,  P.  D.,  re  Loss  of  Diamonds  :  Mr.  Curran, 
2287  (i). 

Dom.  Buildings  in  Can.,  Electric  Lighting*:  Mr. 
Davies  {P.E.I.)  417  (i). 

Dom.  Cotton  Mills  Co.’s  Patent:  Mr.  Edgar,  920. 
Dredging  Ottawa  between  Pembroke  and  Des 
Joachims  :  Mr.  Murray,  926  (i). 

Elections,  1891-1892,  Cor.  Ret.  Officers  and 
Govt.,  Sec.*  :  Mr.  Sutherland,  969  (i). 

Election  Petitions.  See  “  Richmond.” 

Electoral  Districts  in  B.  C.,  Voters:  Mr.  Mara, 
2287  (i). 

Electoral  Lists.  See  “  Lennox,”  “  London,” 

“  Voters’  Lists.” 

Elliott,  Judge.  See  “  London  Election.” 
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RETURNS,  STATEMENTS,  See.— Continued, 

Engraving  and  Printing,  Tenders  and  Contracts*: 

Mr.  Somerville,  159  (i). 

Esquimalt  Defences,  Imp.  and  Can.  Govts.,  Cor.  : 

Mr.  Laurier,  244  (i). 

Eugenia,  Dismissal,  Ac.,  of  Postmaster  :  Mr. 
Landerkin,  1985  (i). 

Experimental  Farms,  Number,  Location,  Expend., 

Ac.  :  Mr.  FrSmont,  682  (i). 

Experimental  (Central)  Farm,  Dairy  Stock,  Ac.  : 

Mr.  McMillan  {Huron)  402  (i). 

Exports  and  Imports  :  Sir  Richard  Cartwright, 

100  (i). 

Exports  of  Can.  Produce  to  Newfoundland*  : 

Mr.  Hughes,  113  (i). 

- Farm  Produce  :  Mr.  McMullen,  292  (i). 

Farmers’  Delegates.  See  “  British  “  Tenant.” 
Farm  Produce.  See  “  Exports.” 

Fenelon  Falls  Ry\  Bridge,  Agreement  between 
Govt,  and  G.  T.  R.*  :  Mr.  Hughes,  133  (i). 

Fish,  Fish  Oil,  Ac.,  Imported  from  Newfound¬ 
land*  :  Mr.  White  { Shelburne )  159  (i). 
Fisheries,  Deputy  Minister,  Letters,  Complaints, 
Ac.*  :  Mr.  McMullen,  418  (i). 

Flour  (Canadian)  Trade  and  Newfoundland  :  Mr- 

Hughes,  112  (i;. 

Galops  Rapids,  Survey's,  Plans,  Ac.  :  Mr.  Reid, 
130  (i). 

Galops  Rapids,  Survey  or  Deepening*  :  Mr.  Somer¬ 
ville,  159  (i). 

Gamble  A  Fletcher,  Cor.  re  Pub.  Buildings, 
Victoria,  B.C. :  Mr.  Prior,  1550  (0. 

Glaziers’  Diamonds.  See  “  Dods,  P.  D.” 

Govt.  Contracts  since  Confedn  ;  Mr.  Macdonald, 
{Huron)  99  :  wthdn.,  110  (i). 

- 30th  June,  1887,  to  30th  June,  1891*  :  Mr.  Mac¬ 
donald  (Huron)  110  (i). 

Gov.  Gen.’s  Warrants,  Reps,  of  Ministers  and 
0.  C.’s*  :  Mr.  Mulock,  111  (i). 

Govt.  R\rs.,  additional  Property  Accommodation  : 
Mr.  McMullen,  1984  (i). 

- Names,  Ac.,  Employes:  Mr.  McMullen, 

41,  692  (i). 

Intercolonial  Ryl  See  general  heading. 

Imports  of  Artificial  Fertilizers,  Quantities: 

Mr.  McMillan  {Huron)  526  (i). 

- Binding  Twine,  Quantity-:  Mr.  Campbell, 

537  (i). 

- Crude  Cotton-seed  Oil  for  1891*  :  Mr. 

McKay,  1555  (i). 

- Pork  from  U.  S.*  :  Mr.  Hughes,  292  (i). 

- U.  S. ,  Meat  and  Farm  Products*  :  Mr, 

Hughes,  291  (i). 

Ingram,  W.  H.,  Appmnt.  as  Col.  of  Customs,  St. 

Thomas  :  Mr.  Casey,  1998  (i). 

Indian  Reserves,  B.C.,  Number,  Location,  Ac.  ; 
Mr.  Barnard,  511  (i). 

Kamouraska  Wharf,  Construction,  Accts.,  Ac. 
Mr.  Carroll,  510  (i). 

Kerosene  Oil,  Imports  :  Mr.  Campbell,  3059  (ii). 
Kingston  Graving  Dock,  Certificate  re  $32,000 
paid  Bancroft  A  Connolly-*  :  Mr.  Gibson,  2006. 
Lachine  Canal,  New  Bridge  at  Montreal  :  Mr. 
Curran,  524  (i). 

Land  Grants  to  Rys.,  Man.  and  N.W.T.  :  Mr. 
Charlton,  2269  (i). 

Lands  Sold,  Granted  or  Leased  in  Man.  and  N. 
W.T  :  Mr.  Edgar,  241  (i). 

Lavalli^re  Bay*,  Dredging*  :  Mr.  Bruneau,  2457. 


RETURNS,  STATEMENTS,  Sic.— Continued. 

Lennox  Co.  Electoral  Lists,  Original,  Ac.*  :  Mr* 
Wilson,  159  (i). 

Lieut.  Governors’  Commissions,  Instructions  : 

Mr.  Laurier,  2268  (i). 

Live  Stock  Rates  on  I.  C.  R. :  Mr.  Wood  ( Westmore¬ 
land)  2286  (i). 

Logan  vs.  City  of  Winnipeg,  Pleadings,  Ac.*  : 
Mr.  Watson,  2287  (i). 

Lotsei.le.B.,  Postmaster,  Ste.  Angele,  Dismissal, 
Pet.,  Ac.*  :  Mr.  Brodeur  100  (i). 

London  Election,  Pet.  of  T.  Hobbs,  Ac.,  re  Judge 
Elliott  :  Mr.  Lister,  1719  (i). 

- Electoral  Voters’  List*  :  Mr.  Lister,  292. 

Mail  Conductors  Superannuated  :  Mr.  Brodeur, 

2699  (ii). 

“  Manitoba  School  Case,”  Supreme  Ct.  Judg’t.  : 

Mr.  LaRiviere,  158  (i). 

- See  “  Logan.” 

Militia.  See  “  Active,”  and  general  heading 
“  Militia.” 

Map  of  Dom.,  re  Polling  Returns  at  G.  E. :  Mr. 
Mills  {Bothicell),  112  (i). 

McIntyre,  Dismissal,  Ac.,  of  Postmaster:  Mr. 
Landerkin,  1985  (i). 

McLennan,  Jno.  A.  and  Peter.  See  “  Cockburn 
Island.” 

McQueen  A  Dayey.  See  “British”  and  “Ten¬ 
ant  Farmers’  Delegates.” 

Mulgray-e  Station,  I.  C.  R.,  Traffic,  Ac.:  Mr* 
Fraser,  35  (i). 

Newfoundland  and  Can.  Flour  Trade  :  Mr. 
Hughes,  112  (i). 

-  Can.  Fisheries*  :  Mr.  White  {Shelburne) 

159  (i). 

North-West  Assembly,  Res.  and  Memorials  : 

Mr.  Bavin,  1551  (i). 

Ottawa  River  Dredging,  Cost,  Ac.:  Mr.  Murray, 
926  (i). 

P.  E.  I.  Ry.,  Dismissed  Employes  :  Mr.  Perry, 
2004  (i). 

Piers,  Ac.,  in  Prince  Co.,  P.E.I.,  Govt.  Expend.: 
Mr.  Perry,  233  (i). 

Pontiac  and  Pacific  Junction  Ry\,  further  Sub¬ 
sidy  :  Mr.  Murray,  917  (i). 

- County  Ry-.  Debt  :  Mr.  Murray,  1968  (i). 

Pork.  See  “  Imports.” 

Printing.  See  “  Engraving.” 

Privy  Council,  Applications  to  Ry*.  Com.  for  Ad¬ 
judication,  Ac.  :  Mr.  McCarthy,  1950  (i). 

- Complaints  to  Ry.  Com.:  Mr.  McCarthy, 

1947  (i). 

Prohibition  Petitions  Presented,  Session  1891*: 
Mr.  Fraser,  100  (i). 

Prosser,  Wm.,  Fishery  Overseer,  Dismissal:  Mr. 
Allan,  3114  (ii). 

Public  Buildings.  See  “  Dominion.” 

Quinn, Michael, Evidence  ^Dismissal:  Mr.  Guay, 
401  (i),  3332  (ii). 

Ry.  Committee.  See  “  Privy  Council.” 

Rys.  See  “  Govt.”  and  general  heading. 

Richelieu  River,  Bridge  at  Sorel  :  Mr.  Bruneau, 
2453  (ii). 

Richmond  Controverted  Election,  Petitions  and 
Decisions  :  Mr.  Gillies,  1553  (i). 

Riviere  du  Sud,  Public  -Works*  :  Mr.  Choquette, 
2699  (ii). 

Robertson,  John  F.,  Claim  re  Accident  on  P.  E.  I. 
Ry-.  :  Mr.  Davies  {P.E.I.)  1367  (i). 
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RETURNS,  STATEMENTS,  kc.— Continued, 

Royal  Commission  Issued  since  Confedn.*:  Mr. 
Landerkin,  39  (i). 

Saw -Logs,  Removal  of  Export  Duty  :  Mr.  Rider, 

1715  (i). 

Settlers’  Claims  and  Waldron  Ranch  Co.*  :  Mr. 
McMullen,  292  (i). 

1  Sick  Mariners’  Dues,  Circular  issued*  :  Mr. 
Laurier,  159  (i). 

Soulanges  Canal,  Engineers’  Reps.,  <fcc.,  re  Build¬ 
ing:  Mr.  Bergeron,  191,  224  (i). 

Soulanges  Canal,  Tenders  :  Mr.  Sutherland,  128. 
Statutory  Votes,  Dom.  Liabilities  Under*  :  Mr. 
Fraser,  969  (i). 

Ste.  Angele  Postmaster,  Pets.,  &c.  ,  re  Dismissal*  : 
Mr.  Brodeur,  100  (i). 

St.  Cesaire  Postmaster,  Money  Deposits  :  Mr. 
Brodeur,  400  (i). 

St.  Joseph  de  Levis,  Ry.  Accident*  :  Mr.  Carroll, 
292  (i). 

St.  Thomas,  Coll,  of  Customs,  Appmnt.  :  Mr.  Casey, 
1998  (i). 

Sugar  Bounty.  ^“Beet-Root.” 

Submarine  Tunnel,  P.  E.  I.  and  Mainland  :  Mr. 
Perry,  403  (i) . 

Superannuation,  Mail  Conductors*  :  Mr.  Brodeur, 
2699  (ii). 

Temperance  Colonization  Co.,  Stock  and  Scrip 
Holders,  &c.  :  Mr.  Sproule,  929  (i). 

Trade  with  Newfoundland,  Proclamations,  Ac.  : 

Mr.  Davies  ( P.E.I .)  684  (i). 

Tunnel.  ^“Submarine.” 

Voters  in  Electoral  Lists,  B.  C. :  Mr.  Mara, 
2287  (i). 

Voters’  Lists,  Revision,  1886,  1889,  1891,  Total 
Cost:  Mr.  Landerkin,  683  (i). 

- Amounts  paid  Revising  Officers  :  Mr.  Flint, 

930  (i). 

Waldron  Ranch  Co.,  Settlers’  Claims*:  Mr. 
McMullen,  292  (i). 

Welland  Controverted  Election,  Proceedings 
at  Trial,  Ac.  :  Mr.  Tisdale,  244  (i). 

West  Indies,  Fin.  Min.’s  Visit,  Reps.,  Ac.:  Mr. 
Mills  ( Bothwell )  1372  (i). 

West  Bay  as  a  Port  of  Entry,  Inspector’s  Rep.': 
Mr.  Cameron,  2287  (i). 

White  Pine  Timber,  Map  of  Areas  :  Mr.  Ives,  293. 
Whycocomagh  as  a  Port  of  Entryt,  Inspector’s 
Rep.*  :  Mr.  Cameron,  2287  (i). 

Wilson,  Convict  Edward,  Pets.,  Ac.,  for  Release  : 
Mr.  Armstrong ,  2642  (ii). 

Yamaska  River,  Losses  through  Erection  of  Dam  : 

Mr.  Laurier,  1985  (i). 

Revelstoke  and  Arrow  Lake  (C.  P.  R.)  Subsidy: 

prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Haggart)  4394;  in  Com.,  4510  (ii). 

Rheaume,  Antoine,  Land  Grant  for  Services: 

Ques.  (Mr.  Campbell)  2490  (ii). 

Richelieu  Controverted  Election:  Judges’ Rep., 
l(i). 

Richelieu  River,  Bridge  at  Sorel  :  M.  for  Cor., 
&c.  (Mr.  Bruneau)  2453  (ii). 

- Fishing  Rights  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Brodeur)  35  (i). 

Richmond  (N.S.)  Controverted  Election,  Peti¬ 
tions  and  Decisions  :  M.  for  copy  (Mr.  Gillies) 
1553  (i). 

- Judges’  Rep.,  1  (i). 

Richmond  P.O.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2890  (ii). 

Rideau  Canal:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  988  (i). 


Rifled  Ordnance,  Improved  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
1363  (i) ;  cone.,  4210  (ii). 

Rimouski  Controverted  Election  :  Judges’  Rep., 

l(i). 

“Rimouski/’  Str.,  Change  of  Route:  Ques.  (Mr. 
Fraser)  3183  (ii). 

Riviere  du  Loup  (Fraserville)  P.O  :  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  2868  (ii). 

- P.O.,  Workmen’s  Claims:  Ques.  (Mr.  Cho- 

quette)  3238  (ii). 

Riviere  du  Sud,  Public  Works  :  M.  for  Cor.*  (Mr. 
Choquette)  2699  (ii). 

- Remarks  (Mr.  Choquette)  4656  (ii). 

Roads  and  Bridges  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  992  (i). 
Robertson,  John  F.,  Claim  re  Accident  on  P.E.I. 

Ry.  :  M.  for  Pets.,  &c.  (Mr.  Davies,  P.E.I.)  1367. 
Rosamond,  Bennett,  Esq.,  Member  for  North 
Lanark  :  Introduced,  3  (i). 

Ross,  Hon.  J.  G.,  Refund  to  Representatives  :  in 
Com.  of  Sup.,  1002  (i). 

Round  Hill  Pier  Dam,  Tenders  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Mills , 
Annapolis)  2171  (i). 

Royal  Assent  to  Bills,  1286  (i),  2370,  4732  (ii). 
Royal  Commissions  Issued  since  Confedn.*:  M.  for 
Ret.  (Mr.  Landerkin)  39  (i). 

- - Ques.  (Mr.  Landerkin)  2172  (i),  2700,  3089  (ii). 

- Incomplete  Ret.  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Landerkin) 

3239  (ii). 

Royal  Military  College  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1375  (i). 
Ste.  Angele  Postmaster,  Pets.,  &c.,  re  Dismissal  : 
M.  for  copies  (Mr.  Brodeur)  100  (i). 

- Dismissal  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Brodeur)  4645  (ii) . 

Ste.  Anne  de  la  Pocatiere  Mail  Service  :  Ques. 

(Mr.  Carroll )  2954  (ii). 

Ste.  Anne’s  Lock  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2260  (i). 

Ste.  Louise  (L’Islet)  Postmaster  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Choquette)  2431  (ii). 

St.  Catharines  and  Central  Ry.  Co.’s  Subsidy: 

prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Haggart)  4466  (ii). 

St.  Catharines  and  Niagara  Central  Ry. 
Co.’s  B.  No.  40  (Mr.  Carpenter).  1°*,  315  ;  2°*, 
418  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  1228  (i).  (55-56  Vic.,  c.  58. ) 

- Subsidy  :  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Haggart)  4395 ;  in 

Com.,  4537  (ii). 

St.  Cesaire  Postmaster,  Money  Deposits  :  M. 

for  Cor.  (Mr.  Brodeur)  400  (i). 

St.  Elavie  and  Little  Metis  to  Matane,  Ry. 
Subsidy  :  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Haggart)  4397  ;  in 
Com.,  4577  (ii). 

St.  Henri  P.  O.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  286.8  (ii). 

St.  Hyacinthe  P.  O.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2889  (ii). 

St.  John  and  Maine  Ry.  Co.  and  N.B.  Ry. 
Co.’s  B.  No.  57  (Mr.  Skinner).  I0*,  823 ;  2°*, 
915  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  1740  (i).  (55-56  Vic.,  c.  59). 
St.  John  Custom  House  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  4441  (ii). 

- Eire  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  988  ;  cone.,  1086  (i). 

St.  John  (N.B.)  Harbour  Commissioners’ 
B.  No.  99  (Mr.  Foster).  Res.  prop.,  4398  ;  M. 
for  Com.,  4493;  in  Com.,  4498,  4603;  1°  of  B., 
4506  ;  2°*,  4603  ;  in  Com.,  4647  ;  3°  m.  and  Amt. 
(Mr.  Laurier)  neg.  (Y.  53,  N.  93)  4654  (ii).  (55-56 

Vic.,  c.  10.) 
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St.  .John  River,  including  Tobique  :  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  4256  (ii). 

- Increased  accommodation  (I.C.R.)  :  in  Com. 

of  Sup.,  988  (i),  2563  (ii). 

- Quarantine:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2032  (i). 

St.  John  to  St.  Rosalie,  Ry.  Subsidy  :  prop.  Res. 

(Mr.  Haggart)  4395 ;  in  Com.,  4525  (ii). 

St.  John  Valley  and  Riviere  i>u  Loup  Ry.  Co.’s 
Subsidy  :  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Haggart)  4396  ;  in 
Com.,  4545  (ii). 

St.  Joseph  de  Levis,  Ry.  Accident  :  M.  for  Ret. 
(Mr.  Carroll)  292  (i). 

St.  Lawrence  and  Adirondack  Ry.  Co.’s  Subsidy  : 
prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Haggart)  4297  ;  in  Com.,  4579  (ii). 

- prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Haggart)  4645  ;  cone.,  4567. 

St.  Lawrence  River  and  Canals  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
2054  (i). 

- Ry.  Bridges  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Frdmont)  1549  (i). 

- Ship  Channel  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2619  (ii). 

St.  Maurice  Public  Works  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Landerkin) 
3564  (ii). 

St.  Peter’s  Canal:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2263  (i). 

St.  Placide  to  St.  Andrew’s,  Ry.  Subsidy  :  prop. 

Res.  (Mr.  Haggart)  4395;  in  Com.,  4525,  4533  (ii). 
St.  Raymond  P.  O.,  Erection  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Delisle) 
37  (i). 

St.  Remi  to  St.  Cyprien  Ry.  Co.’s  Subsidy  :  prop. 

Res.  (Mr.  Haggart)  4394  ;  in  Com.,  4582  (ii). 

St.  Thomas,  Col.  of  Customs,  Appmnt.  :  M.  for 
Cor.  (Mr.  Casey)  1998  (i). 

St.  Vincent  de  Paul  Penitentiary  :  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  736,  972,  990  (i),  2889  (ii). 

Sandford  (N.S.)  Breakwater:  Ques.  (Mr  Flint) 
398  (i). 

Sandpoint  (N.S.)  to  New  Germany,  Ry.  Subsidy: 
prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Haggart)  4396  ;  in  Com., 
4542  (ii). 

San  Francisco  and  Victoria  (B.C.)  Steam  Com.  : 
in  Com.  of  Sup.,  4279  (ii). 

Sault  Ste.  Marie  Canal,  Contracts  for  Deepen¬ 
ing  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Mulock)  3184  (ii). 

- - Contractors  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Mulock)  2954  (ii). 

- in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2241  (i). 

- Tenders  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Mulock)  4261  (ii). 

Savings  Bank  at  St.  John  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Somerville) 
3644  (ii). 

- N.B.,  N.S.,  P.E.I. :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  250  (i). 

- Remarks  (Mr.  McMullen)  on  M.  for  Com.  of 

Sup.,  4272  (ii). 

Saw-Logs,  Export  Duty  :  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Ives) 
1231  (i). 

Deb.  (Mr.  Ives)  1231,  1270;  (Mr.  Corboukl)  1239; 
(Mr.  Charlton)  1240,  1271;  (Mr.  Sproule)  1250; 
(Mr.  O’Brien)  1254;  (Mr.  McGregor)  1262;  (Mr. 
Lavergne)  1264  ;  (Mr.  Gillmor)  1264  ;  (Mr. 
Devlin)  1267  ;  (Mr.  Bain,  Wentworth)  1269;  ‘(Mr. 
Armstrong)  1276 ;  (Mr.  Allan)  1279 :  (Mr.  Foster) 
1281  (i). 

- - Export  Duty,  Removal  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Rider) 

1032  (i). 

—  M.  for  Cor.,  &c.  (Mr.  Rider)  1705  (i). 


School  Saving's  Bank  incorp.  Act  Amt. 

B.  No.  36  (Mr.  Desjardins,  Hochelaga).  1°*, 
314 ;  2°,  418  (i)  ;  M.  to  transfer  to  Orders  of  the 
Day,  4466  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  4638  (ii). 

Scientific  Institutions  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  4309  (ii). 

Sea  Fisheries  Development,  <fcc.,  B.  No. 

5  (Mr.  Tapper).  1°,  97  ;  2°*,  130  ;  M.  for  Com., 
161 ;  in  Com.,  166  (i) ;  3°*,  2490  (ii).  (55-56  Vic., 

c.  18.) 

SECRETARY  OF  STATE  : 

Can.  Cotton  Mills  Co.’s  Letters  Patent  :  M.  for 
copies  (Mr.  Edgar )  920  (i). 

Civil  Service  Commission  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1004  (i). 

- Examiners  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  283  (i). 

- List,  Number  of  Employes  :  Ques.  (Mr. 

Mulock)  917  (i). 

- Extra  Payments,  1874-1878 :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr. 

Tisdale)  1715  (i). 

Commercial  Agencies  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  4426  (ii). 
Copyright  Act,  Proclamation  respecting:  Ques. 
(Mr.  Mulock)  1366  (i). 

- Reciprocity  with  U.  S. :  Ques.  (Mr.  Bowers) 

137  (i). 

Dom.  Cotton  Mills  Co.’s  Letters  Patent:  M.  for 
copies  (Mr.  Edgar)  920  (i). 

Elections,  General,  Polling  Returns  :  M.  for 
Map  (Mr.  Mills,  Bothwell)  112  (i). 

- 1891-92,  Cor.,  Ret.  Officers  and  Govt.,  Ac.  : 

M.  for  copy  (Mr.  Sutherland)  969  (i). 

- Cor.,  Govt,  and  Rf.t.  Officers  :  Ques.  (Mr. 

Mills,  Bothwell)  2491  (ii). 

Election  Officials’  Duties  :  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Mills, 
Bothwell)  73  (i). 

Electoral  LisTS.  See  “  Lennox,”  “  London,”  “  Vo¬ 
ters’  Lists.” 

Engraving  and  Printing, Tenders  and  Contracts: 

M.  for  copies  (Mr.  Somerville)  159  (i). 

- Contract,  Ac.  :  Enquiry  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Somer¬ 
ville)  1637  (i). 

International  Education  Association  :  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  1006  (i). 

Lieut.  Governors’  Commissions  :  M.  for  copy  (Mr. 
La  urier)  2268  (i). 

- Instructions:  Presented  (Sir  John  Thomp¬ 
son)  2268  (i). 

London  Electoral  Voters’  Lists*  :  M.  for  copies 
(Mr.  Lister)  292  (i). 

Map  of  Dom.  re  Polling  Returns  at  G.  E. :  M.  for 
copy  (Mr.  Mills,  Bothwell)  112  (i). 

Old  Records,  Classification:  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
4429  (ii). 

Printing  and  Stationery  Dept.:  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
256,  912  (i) ;  cone.,  4204  (ii).  • 

- Bureau  Plant  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  4429  (ii). 

- Bureau,  Sale  of  Type  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Forbes) 

2954  (ii). 

Prohibition  of  Liquor  Traffic,  Members  of  Royal 
Commission:  Ques.  (Mr.  Charlton)  2172  (i). 
Royal  Commissions,  Incomplete  Ret.  :  Remarks 
(Mr.  Landerkin)  3239  (ii). 

- Issued  since  Confedn.  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr. 

Landerkin)  39  (i). 

- Ques.  (Mr.  Landerkin)  2172  (i),  2700,  3089  (ii). 

Temperance  Colonization  Co.,  Stock  and  Scrip 
Holders,  Ac.  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Sproule)  929  (i). 
Voters  in  Electoral  Districts,  B.  C. :  M.  for  Ret. 
(Mr.  Mara)  2287  (i). 
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SECRET  A  R\  OF  STATE — Continued. 

Voters’  Lists,  Amounts  Paid  Revising  Officers  : 
M.  for  List  (Mr.  Flint)  930  (i). 

- Final  Printing  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Somerville )  2641. 

- Delay:  Ques.  (Mr.  Landerkin )  1637  (i). 

- Printing  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1086  (i). 

- Revision,  1886-89-91,  Total  Cost:  M.  for 

Ret.  (Mr.  Landerkin )  683  (i). 

Seditious  and  Unlawful  Associations 

Act  ( Chap.  10  Consolidated  Statutes,  L.  C.) 
Amt.  B.  No.  85  (Mr.  Kirkpatrick).  l°m.,  2488. 
Select  Standing  Committees.  See  “Committees.” 

Senate  and  House  of  Commons  Act 
Amt.  B.  No.  104  (Mr.  Foster).  Res.  cone,  in 
and  1°*  of  B.,  4716;  2°*  in  Coni,  and  3°*,  4727 
(ii).  (55-56  Vic.,  c.  13.) 

Senate  :  in  Coni,  of  Sup.,  752,  974  (i). 

See je ant- at- Arms,  Deputy,  Appmnt.  :  Notification 
(Mr.  Speaker)  749  (i). 

- Estimate  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  789  (i). 

Sessional  Clerks,  &c.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  975  (i). 
Messengers  (Library)  :  in  Com.  of  Sup. 
976  (i). 

Settlers’  Claims  and  Waldron  Ranch  Co.  :  M.  for 
Ret.  (Mr.  McMullen)  292  (i). 

- N.  W.  T.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  McMullen)  223  (i). 

—  Grievances,  N.  W.  T.  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Me 
Mullen)  on  M.  for  Com.  of  Sup.,  4407  (ii). 

Shares.  See  ‘  ‘  Transfer.  ” 

Sheep  Creek.  See  “High  River.” 

Sheet  Harbour,  Cost  of  Construction  :  Ques* 
(Mr.  Borden)  1032  (i). 

- - Fees  Collected  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Borden)  1032  (i). 

Shelburne  (N.S.)  Controverted  Election  :  Judges’ 
Rep.,  4731  (ii). 

Sick  Mariners’  Dues,  Circular  Issued:  M.  for 
copy  (Mr.  Laurier)  159  (i). 

Simcoe,  E.,  Controverted  Election  :  Judges’ Rep 
1  (i). 

Sinking  Funds,  Brokerage,  &c.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
254  (i). 

Sittings  of  the  House,  Change  of  Time  :  M.  (Sir 
John  Thompson)  3897  (ii). 

Slides  and  Booms  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  4456  (ii). 
Small-pox  on  “  Empress  of  Japan  ”  :  Remarks  (Mr. 
Prior)  1547  (i). 

Smith’s  Falls  P.  O.,  &c.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2929  (ii). 
Smith,  Wm.,  Esq.,  Member  for  S'.  Ontario:  Intro¬ 
duced,  40  (i).  * 

Soulanges  Canal,  Engineers’ Reps.,  &c.,  re  Build¬ 
ing  :  M.  for  copies  (Mr.  Bergeron)  191.  224  (i). 

- in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2050  (i). 

- Tenders  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Sutherland)  128. 

Soulanges  Controverted  Election  :  Judges’  Rep 
l(i). 

Spain  and  Spanish  W.  Indies,  Trade  Relations  : 

Remarks  (Mr.  Foster)  4602  (ii). 

Spanish  W.  Indies  and  Can.,  Trade  Relations: 
Ques.  (Mr.  Borden)  509  (i). 

- Export  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Forbes )  4499  (ii). 

Speaker,  Deputy,  Salary:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  974  (i). 


Speeches  from  the  Throne  :  4  (i),  4734  (ii). 
Stadacona  Post  Office  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Fremont)  222. 
Stairs,  J ohn  Fitz-Wm.,  Esq.,  Member  for  Halifax  : 
Introduced,  71  (i). 

Standing  Orders  Com.  :  List  of  Members,  103  (i). 
Statistics.  See  “  Arts  ;  ”  “  Agriculture.” 
Statutory  Votes,  Dom.  Liabilities  under*  :  M. 

for  Ret.  (Mr.  Fraser)  969  (i). 

Stewiacke  Valley  and  Musquodoboit  Ry.  (I.C.R.) 
Subsidy  :  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Haggurt)  4395;  in  Com., 
4521  (ii). 

Steamboat  Inspection  Act  Amt.  B.  No. 

13  (Mr.  Tupper).  1°,  114  ;  2®,  752  ;  Res.  in  Com., 
752 ;  B.  in  Com.,  1394,  1642  ;  3°*,  1789  (i).  (55-56 
Vic.,  c.  19.) 

Straits  of  Northumberland,  Survey  :  in  Com.  of 

Sup.,  4463  (ii). 

Submarine.  See  “  Tunnel.” 

Subsidies  (Money)  to  Rys.  B.  No.  101  (Mr. 
Haggart).  Res.  prop.  (1st)  4394  ;  in  Com.,  4506  ; 
cone,  and  Amt.  (Mr.  Edgar)  4657  ;  neg.  (Y.  45, 
N.  92)  4667  ;  (2nd)  4466  ;  in  Com.,  4629  ;  (3rd) 
4644  ;  in  Com.,  4667  ;  l°*and  2°*of  B.,  4668  ;  3°*, 
4727  (ii).  (55-56  Vic.,  c.  5.) 

Subsidies  to  Railways  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Mills,  Both- 
well)  on  M.  for  Com.  of  Sup.,  4275  (ii). 
SUBSIDIES.  See 

Annapolis  and  Atlantic  Ry. 

Belleville  and  Lake  Nipissing  Ry.  Co. 
Bracebridge  and  Baysyille  Ry,  Co. 

Brockvjlle,  Westport  and  SaultSte.  Marie  Ry. 

Co. 

Buctouche  and  Moncton  Ry.  Co. 

Cape  Tormente  and  Murray  Bay  Ry. 

Cobourg,  Northumberland  and  Pacific  Ry.  Co. 
Drummond  County  Ry.  Co. 

Goderich  and  Wingham  Ry.  Co. 

Hereford  Ry.  Co. 

Inverness  and  Richmond  Ry.  Co. 

Joliette  and  St.  Jean  Matha  Ry.  Co. 

Kingston,  Napanee  and  Tamworth  Ry.  Co. 
Kingston,  Smith’s  Falls  and  Ottawa  Ry.  Co. 

Lake  Erie  and  Detroit  River  Ry.  Co. 
LakeTemiscamtngue  Colonization  Co. 

Lindsay,  Bobcaygeon  and  Pontypool  Ry.  Co. 
Lotbiniere  and  Megantic  Ry.  Co. 

Monfort  Colonization  Ry.  Co. 

Montreal  and  Champlain  Junction  Ry.  Co. 

New  Glasgow  Iron,  Coal  and  Ry.  Go. 

Nicola  Valley  Ry.  Co. 

Nipissing  and  James’  Bay  Ry.  Co. 

Ontario  and  Pacific  Ry.  Co. 

Ontario,  Belmont  and  Northern  Ry.  Co. 

Ottawa,  Arnprior  and  Parry  Sound  Ry.  Co. 
Philipsburg  Junction  Ry.  and  Quarry  Co. 

Plaister  Rock  Island  Ry. 

Pontiac  and  Pacific  Junction  Ry. 

Port  Arthur,  Duluth  and  Western  Ry.  Co. 

Quebec  and  Lake  St.  John  Ry.  Co. 

Restigouche  and  Victoria  Ry.  Co. 

Revelstoke  and  Arrow  Lake  (C.P.R.) 

St.  Catharines  and  Niagara  Central  Ry.  Co. 

St.  Flavie  and  Little  Metis  to  Matane  Ry. 

St.  John  to  St.  Rosalie  Ry. 

St.  John  Valley  and  Riviere  du  Loup  Ry.  Co. 

St.  Lawrence  and  Adirondack  Ry.  Co. 
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SUBSIDIES — Continued. 

St.  Placidk  to  St.  Andrew’s  Ry. 

St.  Remi  to  St.  Cyprien  Ry.  Co. 

Sandpoint  (N.S.)  to  New  Germany  Ry. 

Stewiacke  Valley  add  Musquodoboit  Ry.  (I.C.R.) 
Sydney  and  Louisburg  Ry. 

Temiscouata  Ry.  Co. 

Thousand  Islands  Ry.  Co. 

Manitoulin  and  North  Shore  Ry.  Co. 

Tilsonburg,  Lake  Erie  and  Pacific  Ry.  Co. 

Truro  and  Stewiacke  to  Newport,  Ac.,  Ry. 
Woodstock  and  Centreville  Ry.  Co. 

Sugar-Beet  Bounty,  Continuation  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Bcausoleil)  751  (i). 

- Cultivation,  French  Edition  of  Reps.  : 

Ques.  (Mr.  Bcausoleil)  750  (i). 

-  See  “Beet-Root.” 

Summerside  and  Richmond  Bay  Ry.  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Perry)  40  (i). 

Summerstown  (Ont.)  Post  Office,  Receipts:  Ques. 
(Mr.  Guay)  13G5  (i). 

Sunday  Observance.  See  “Lord’s  Day.” 
Superannuation  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  796  (i). 

• - Mail  Conductors*  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Bro- 

deur)  2699  (ii). 

Supply  B.  (1892)  No.  62  (Mr.  Bowell).  Res.  in 
Com.  and  1°*  of  B.,  1087 ;  2°,  1090  ;  3°*,  1091  (i). 
(55-56  Vic.,  c.  1.) 

Supply  B.  (1893)  No.  100  (Mr.  Foster).  Res.  in 
Com.,  4506  ;  cone,  in  and  1°  of  B.,  4603 ;  2°,  4715  ; 
3°*,  4729  (ii).  (55-56  Vic.,  c.  2.) 

SUPPLY  : 

[Only  subjects  which  caused  remark  or  discussion 
noticed  under  this  head.] 

Amts,  and  Remarks  to  Ms.  for  Com.  :  Amt.  (Mr. 
Mills,  Bothwell)  Commercial  Treaties,  1104  ;  neg. 
(Y.  62,  N.  106)  1151.  Ques.  of  Privilege  (Mr.  Deni¬ 
son)  Affidavits  re  Gov.  Gen.’s  Body  Guard,  1319. 
Amt.  (Mr.  Watson)  Duty  on  Binding  Twine,  1656  ; 
neg.  (Y.  63,  N.  107)  1713.  Amt.  (Mr.  Banner)  Diplo¬ 
matic  Papers,  1789;  neg.  (Y.  57,  N.  98)1827.  Re¬ 
marks  (Mr.  Borden,  Ac.)  West  Indian  Trade,  1877  ; 
(Mr.  Edgar)  Copyright  Laws,  2233;  (Mr.  Davies, 
P.E.I- )  Lieut.  Governor’s  Assent  to  Bills,  2238  ;  (Mr. 
Devlin)  Civil  Servants,  2238  (i);  (Mr.  Davies,  P.E.I.) 
Preferential  Trade  with  Great  Britain,  2492;  (Mr. 
Casey)  Civil  Servants  and  Double  Pay,  2500 ; 
(Mr.  McMullen)  Savings  Banks,  4272;  (Mr.  Mills, 
Bothwell)  Railway  Subsidies,  4275  ;  (Mr.  Mulock) 
Audit  of  Accounts,  I.C.R.,  4276  ;  (Sir  Richard  Cart¬ 
wright)  Election  Expenses,  Publications  in  Toronto 
Globe,  4349  ;  (Mr.  Kaulbach)  Dom.  Day  Celebration, 
4399  ;  (Mr.  McMillan ,  Huron)  Tenant  Farmers’  Del¬ 
egates  Reps. ,  4401 ;  (Mr.  McMullen)  Settlers’  Griev¬ 
ances,  N.W.T.,  4407;  (Mr.  Mills,  Bothwell)  Indian 
Affairs,  Management,  4408  (ii). 

Mess,  from  His  Ex.  :  Transmitting  Estimates  for 
1892-93,138:  Supph,  1891-92,  822  (i);  Suppl.,  1892-93, 
4265  (ii). 

Res.  (Mr.  Foster)  for  Com.,  33  ;  Ms.  for  Com.,  249,  310, 
589,  752,  825,  971, 1104, 1153, 1319, 1373, 1415, 1491, 1656, 
1789,  1877,  2008  ,  2233  (i),  2362,  2492,  2563,  2715,2798, 
2845,  2918,  4240,  4272,  4348  ,  4399  (ii). 

In  Com.,  250,  310,  664,  752,  825,  971, 1152, 1154, 1340, 1373, 
1415,  1491,  1714,  1828,  1889,  2008  ,  2241,  2257  (i),  2.362, 
2509,  2563,  2715,  2798,  2845,  2918,  4240,  4277,  4386,  4408. 


SUPPLY — Continued. 

Committee  : 

Administration  of  Justice.  See  “  Justice.” 

Arts,  Agriculture  and  Statistics : 

Census,  983  (i),  4437  (ii). 

Columbian  Exhibition,  983  (i),  4433;  cone.,  4474  (ii). 
Criminal  Statistics,  1160  (i). 

Dairying  Interests,  1464  (i). 

Experimental  Farms,  1424  (i). 

Haras  National  Co.,  1465  (i). 

Jamaica  Exhibition,  976  (i). 

Patent  Record,  1159  (i). 

Adulteration  of  Food.  See  “  Collection  of  Revenues.” 
Canals.  See  “  Collection  of  Revenues  ;”  “  Railways.” 
Charges  of  Management : 

Assistant  Receiver  Gen.,  Victoria,  250  (i). 

Dominion  Notes,  Printing,  255  (i). 

Inspector,  250  (i). 

Public  Debt,  Commission,  253  (i). 

Savings  Banks,  N.B.,  N.S.,  P.E.I.,  250  (i). 

Sinking  Funds.  Brokerage,  Ac.,  254  (i). 

Civil  Government : 

Auditor  General’s  Office,  267  (i). 

Contingencies,  Deptl. : 

Agriculture,  286  (i). 

Departmental  Buildings,  care,  Ac.,  286  (i). 
Finance  and  Treasury  Board,  285  (i). 

Governor  Gen.’s  Sec.’s  Office,  284  (i). 

Railways  and  Canals,  286  (i), 

Civil  Service  Examiners,  283  (i). 

Customs  Dept.,  267, 1007,  1018  (i) ;  cone., 4205  ;  supph, 
4433  (ii). 

Governor  General’s  Sec.’s  Office,  255  (i). 

High  Commissioner’s  Office,  275  (i). 

Contingencies,  282  (i). 

Rates,  Taxes,  Insurance,  Ac.,  896;  cone.,  1085  (i). 
Interior  Dept.,  257  ,  825  ,  844,  1154;  cone.,  1084  (i). 
4206,  4432,  4472  (ii). 

North-West  Mounted  Police,  265  (i). 

Justice  Dept.,  913  (i). 

Marine  and  Fisheries  Dept.,  270  (i),  4432  (ii) . 

Militia  and  Defence  Dept.,  256  (i). 

Printing  and  Stationery  Dept-.,  256,  912  (i)  ;  cone., 
4204  (ii). 

Privy  Council  Office,  255  (i),  4433  ,  4440  (ii). 

Public  Works  Dept.,  271  (i). 

Railways  and  Canals  Dept.,  273  (i)),  4440  (ii). 

Collection  of  Revenues  : 

Adulteration  of  Food,  4430  (ii). 

Canals  :  Lachine,  1017  (i). 

Customs  : 

Board  of  Customs  and  Protective  Service,  1018  (i); 
cone.,  4205  (ii). 

Craven,  George,  Gratuity,  1007  (i). 

General  Vote,  811  (i). 

Inspectors  of  Ports,  Travelling  Expenses,  821  (i). 
Nova  Scotia,  Salaries  and  contingencies,  811  (i). 
Ontario,  Salaries,  Ac.,  812  (i). 

Dominion  Lands  :  Agents’  Salaries,  Ac.,  4431  (ii). 
Excise : 

Customs  Officers’  Commissions,  1015  (i). 

Duty-pay,  Excise  Officers,  1014  (i). 

General  Vote,  4430  (ii). 

Paige,  W.  W.,  Repayment  of  Costs,  1014  (i). 
Tobacco  Stamps,  1007  (i). 

Post  Office  : 

Mail  Service,  cone.,  4470  (ii). 
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SUPPLY — Continued. 

Committee—  Continued. 

Collection  of  Revenues — Continued. 

Public  Works  : 

Esquimalt  Graving  Dock,  Maintenance,  Ac., 
1017  (i). 

Railways : 

Intercolonial,  2628  (ii). 

Prince  Edward  Island,  1017  (i),  2629  (ii). 

Windsor  Branch,  2629  (ii). 

Weights  and  Measures : 

Contingencies,  1016  (i). 

Customs.  See  “  Collection  of  Revenues.” 

Dominion  Lands.  See  “  Collection  of  Revenues.” 
Dominion  Police  :  General  Vote,  313  (i). 

Excise.  See  “  Collection  of  Revenues.” 

Fisheries : 

Behring’s  Sea  Arbitration,  4460 ;  cone.,  4478  (ii). 
Commissioners’  Expenses,  993  (i). 

Fish-Breeding,  cone.,  4478  (ii). 

Fishery  Officers,  Salaries,  4310  (ii). 

Intelligence  Bureau,  Daily  Reps.,  992  (i). 

Lobster  Hatcheries,  4317  (ii). 

Protection  Vessels,  4319  (ii). 

Geological  Survey  :  General  Vote,  4386  (ii). 
Government  of  N.  W.T. :  Schools,  993  (i). 

Government  Steamers.  See  “  Ocean  and  River 
Service.” 

Immigration  : 

Canadian  Agents,  1491  (i) ;  cone.,  4467  (ii). 
European  Agents,  1828  (i). 

Expenses  ($150,000)  1889  (i) ;  cone.,  4210  (i). 

Hett’s  German  Pamphlet,  2008  (i). 

Indians,  4408,  4460 ;  cone.,  4479  (ii). 

Justice,  Administration  of : 

Admiralty  Court,  Que.,  Registrar,  313  (i). 

Circuit  Allowances,  B.C.,  311  (i). 

Exchequer  Court,  Editing  Reports,  313,  971  (i). 
Miscellaneous  Expenditure,  Gov.  Gen.’s  Warrant, 
972  ;  cone.,  1085  (i). 

Supreme  Court,  Reporter  and  Librarian,  312  (i). 
Travelling  Expenses,  Judges,  Man.,  311  (i). 

- Judges,  N.  W.T.,  310  (i). 

Legislation : 

House  of  Commons : 

Committees,  Sessional  Clerks,  Ac.,  788  (i). 
Contingencies,  788  (i). 

Debates,  Official,  cone.,  4205  (ii). 

Deputy  Speaker’s  Salary,  974  (i). 

Printing,  Paper  and  Binding,  794,  976  (i). 
Salaries,  762  (i). 

Serjeant-at-Arms’  Estimate,  789  (i). 

Sessional  Clerks,  Ac.,  975  (i). 

Voters’  List,  Printing,  976  ;  cone.,  1086  (i). 
Library : 

Purchase  of  Books,  792  (i). 

Salaries,  789  (i). 

Sessional  Messengers,  976  (i). 

Senate : 

Reporting  Debates,  974  (i). 

Salaries  and  contingencies,  752  (i). 

Lighthouse  and  Coast  Service  : 

Maintenance  and  Repairs,  4305  (ii). 

Mail  Subsidies  and  Steamship  Subventions : 

Canada  and  Liverpool,  cone.,  4478. 

Canso,  Arichat,  Port  Hood,  Ac.,  4277  (ii). 

Halifax  and  St.  John  vid  Yarmouth,  4304  (ii). 
Halifax,  Ac.,  and  W.  Indies,  Ac.,  4282 ;  cone.,  4469. 
Magdalen  Islands,  4277  (ii). 


SUPPLY — Continued. 

Committee —  Continued. 

Mail  Subsidies,  &c. — Continued. 

Tidal  Observations,  4305  (ii). 

San  Francisco  and  Victoria,  B.C.,  4279  (ii). 
Marine  Hospitals,  4310  (ii). 

Militia  : 

“  A,”  “  B  ”  and  “  C  ”  Batteries,  Ac.,  1419  (i). 
Ammunition,  Manufacture,  Ac.,  1161  (i) ;  cone., 
4209  (ii). 

Armouries  and  care  of  Arms,  1349  (i). 

Brigade  Majors,  1161  (i). 

Clothing  and  Overcoats,  1340  (i). 

Contingencies,  Ac.,  1363  (i). 

Dom.  Artillery  Association,  1363  (i). 

Drill  Pay  and  Instruction,  1353  (i) ;  cone.,  4209  ; 
suppl.,  4437  (ii). 

Drill  Sheds,  Ac.,  Care  and  Maintenance,  1373  (i). 
Military  Branch  and  District  Staff,  1161  (i). 
Military  Stores,  1353  (i). 

•  Monuments,  Battle  Fields  of  Can.,  cone.,  4210  (ii). 
Permanent  Forces,  1415  (i). 

Rifled  Ordnance,  Improved,  1363  (i) ;  cone.,  4210. 
Royal  Military  College,  1375  (i). 

Mounted  Police,  4423  (ii). 

Miscellaneous  : 

Arbitration  re  Provincial  Accounts,  4430;  cone., 
4470  (ii). 

Banff  Springs,  Survey,  Ac.,  4428  (ii). 

Bayfield,  Str.,  Supplies,  Enquiry,  4461  (ii). 

Bulmer  vs.  The  Queen,  Litigation,  4461  (ii). 

Civil  Service  Commission,  1004  (i). 

Commercial  Agencies,  4426  (li). 

Costs  of  Litigated  Matters,  4426  (ii). 

Fabre,  Mr.,  Salary,  Ac.,  4424  (ii). 

Georgian  Bay  Survey,  cone.,  4470  (ii). 
International  Customs  Bureau,  1006  (i),  4463. 
International  Education  Association,  1006  (i). 
Jukes,  Dr.  A.,  Medical  Services,  1003  (i). 

Mounted  Police  Commission,  4463  (ii). 

Old  Records,  Classification,  4429  (ii). 

Printing  Bureau,  Plant,  4429  (ii). 

Refund,  Sundry  Persons,  4462  (ii). 

Ross,  Hon.  J.  G.,  Refund  to  '  Representatives, 
1002  (i). 

Straits  of  Northumberland,  Survey,  4463  (ii). 
North-West  Territories.  See  “  Government.” 

Ocean  and  River  Service  : 

Cattle  Shipments,  Inspection,  992,  2033  (i). 
Macdonald  Bros.,  Services  at  Wreck,  4460  (ii). 
Mulgrave  and  Point  Tupper  Train  Ferry,  cone., 
4475  (ii). 

Penitentiaries : 

British  Columbia,  748  (i). 

Dorchester,  972  (i). 

Kingston,  664  (i)  ;  cone.,  4205  ;  suppl.,  4433,  4440. 
Manitoba,  744,  973  (i). 

Regina  Gaol,  748,  973  (i). 

St.  Vincent  de  Paul,  736,  972  (i). 

Pensions  : 

Fraser,  Miss  H.  and  Mr.  Roderick,  1018  (i). 
Veterans  of  1812, 1018  (i). 

Police.  See  “  Dominion  ”  and  “  Mounted.”* 

Public  Works * — Capital : 

Cape  Tormentine  Harbour,  2617  (ii). 

Esquimalt  Graving  Dock,  4439  (ii). 

Kaininistiquia  River,  Turning  Basin,  2619  (ii). 

*See  “  Collection  of  Revenues.” 
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SUPPLY — Continued. 

Committee — Continued. 

Public  Works—  Capital— Continued. 

Kingston  Graving  Dock,  2715  (ii). 

St.  Lawrence  River,  Ship  Channel,  2619  (ii). 

Public  Works — Consolidated  Fund : 

Buildings : 

Ottawa  Post  Office,  Ac.,  Fire,  990  (i). 

Quebec  Drill  Hall,  989  (i). 

St.  John  Custom  House,  Fire,  988  :  cone.,  1086. 
St.  Vincent  de  Paul  Penitentiary,  990  (i). 
Dredging: 

Manitoba,  Red  River,  992  (i). 

Nova  Scotia.  P.E,I.  and  N.B.,  991  (i). 

Harbours  and  Rivers : 

Maritime  Provinces,  Repairs,  Ac.,  990  (i). 
Quebec  Harbour  and  River  Works,  Repajrs, 
Ac.,  991  (i). 

Roads  and  Bridges : 

Old  Man’s  River,  Bridge,  992  (i). 

Public  Works — Income  : 

Buildings : 

British  Columbia : 

Military  Buildings,  Victoria,  2952  (ii). 
Vancouver  P.  0.,  Ac.,  2951,  4442  (ii). 

Victoria  Drill  Hall,  2951  (ii). 

Manitoba : 

Brandon  Public  Building,  2936  (ii). 

New  Brunswick : 

Chatham  Post  Office,  2798  (ii). 

St.  John  Custom  House,  4441  (ii). 

North-West  Territories: 

Calgary  P.  0.,  Ac.,  2938,  2941  (ii). 

Court  Houses  and  Lock-Ups,  2943  (ii). 
Edmonton  Registry  Office,  2936  ;  cone.,  4467. 
Lethbridge  Custom  House,  Ac.,  2938  (ii). 
Regina  Court  House,  Ac.,  2937  (ii). 

Nova  Scotia: 

Dartmouth  Post  Office,  2742  (ii). 

Halifax  Drill  Hall,  4441  (ii). 

Halifax  Public  Buildings,  2742  (ii). 

Lunenburg  Post  Office,  Ac.,  2768  (ii). 

Ontario : 

Orillia  Public  Buildings,  2918  (i). 

Ottawa  Depth  Buildings : 

Gas  and  Electric  Light,  4242  (ii). 

Grounds,  4240  (ii). 

Heating,  4241 ;  cone.,  4477  (ii). 

Major’s  Hill  Park,  cone.,  4468  (ii). 
Telephone  Service,  4245  (ii). 

Petrolia  Public  Building,  2919  (ii). 

Picton  P.O.,  2934  (ii). 

Smith’s  Falls  P.O.,  Ac.,  2929  (ii). 

Quebec : 

Grosse  Isle  Quarantine  Station,  2801  (ii). 
Laprairie  P.O.,  2802,  2845  (ii). 

Riviere  du  Loup  (Fraserville)  P.O.,  2868  (ii). 
St.  Henri  P.O.,  2868  (ii). 

St.  Hyacinthe  P.O.,  2889  (ii). 

St.  Vincent  de  Paul  Penitentiary,  2889  (ii). 
Richmond  P.O.,  2890  (ii). 

West  Farnham  P.O.,  2894  (ii). 

Dredging: 

British  Columbia,  4456  (ii). 

Maritime  Provinces,  4454  (ii). 

Nova  Scotia,  4258  (ii). 

Ontario  and  Quebec,  4456  (ii). 
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Committee — Continued. 

Public  Works — Income — Continued. 

Experimental  Farms,  4448  (ii). 

Harbours  and  Rivers : 

New  Brunswick  : 

St.  John  River,  including  Tobique,  4256  (ii). 
Nova  Scotia : 

Big  Tracadie  Breakwater,  4252  (ii). 

Great  Village  River,  4251  (ii)- 
Maitland  Wharf,  4448  (ii). 

Meteghan  Cove  Pier,  4448  (ii). 

Raquette  Pier,  4247  (ii). 

Ontario : 

Kingston  Harbour,  4257  (ii). 

Prince  Edward  Island  : 

Bay  Fortune  Breakwater,  4448  (ii). 

Piers  and  Breakwaters,  Repairs,  4252  (ii). 
Quebec : 

Nicolet  River,  4449  (ii). 

Ottawa  River  (Mrs.  N.  Guindon)  4450  (ii). 
Yamaska  River,  4257  (ii). 

Miscellaneous : 

Architects,  Engineers,  Ac.,  4259  (ii). 

Clerical  Assistance,  4457  (ii). 

Macdonald,  late  Sir  John,  Monument,  4458  (ii). 
Repairs,  Furniture,  Heating,  Ac.,  4240  (ii). 

Slides  and  Booms : 

Saguenay  District  (Larouche  and  Gagne’s 
Claims)  4456  (ii). 

Telegraph  Lines : 

Moosomin  Station.  C.  P.  R. ,  to  Cannington,  4258. 
Nanaimo  to  Comox,  4259  (ii). 

Quarantine : 

Cattle  Disease,  987,  2033  (i). 

Grosse  Isle,  2025,  2033  (i). 

Halifax,  2032  (i). 

Port  Hawkesbury,  2033  (i). 

St.  John,  2032  (i). 

Tracadie  Lazaretto,  4212  (ii). 

Unorganized  Ports,  2049  (i). 

Victoria,  B.C.,  2032  (i). 

Railways  and  Canals* — Capital : 

Canals  : 

Cornwall,  2053  (i). 

Lachine,  2049  (i). 

Lake  St.  Louis,  2050  (i). 

Murray,  2054  (i). 

Rapide  Plat,  2054  (i). 

St.  Lawrence  River  and  Canals,  2054  (i). 

Sault  Ste.  Marie,  2241  (i). 

Soulanges,  2050  (i). 

Trent,  2055  (i). 

Railways 
Canadian  Pacific  : 

Construction,  987  (i),  2264,  4438  (ii). 

Cape  Breton : 

Construction  and  Equipment,  988  (i). 
Intercolonial : 

Halifax,  accommodation,  2264,  2362,  2509  (i). 
St.  John,  accommodation,  988  (i),  2563  (ii). 
Miscellaneous : 

Surveys  and  Inspections,  2264  (ii). 

Extra  Clerks,  Ac.,  Salaries,  4439  (ii). 

Oxford  and  New  Glasgow  : 

Construction,  4437  ;  cone.,  4475  (ii). 


*See  “  Collection  of  Revenues.” 
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SUPPLY —  Cont  inu  cd. 

Committee — Continued. 

Railways  and  Canals — Income  : 

Canals : 

Carillon  and  Grenville : 

Dorn,  Strengthening  and  Repairing,  2260  (i). 
Guard  Lock,  Grenville,  2260  (i) ;  cone.,  4213  (i i), 
Lock  No.  6,  Dry  Retaining  Walls,  2260  (i). 
Chambly : 

Dry  Rubble  Protection  Wall,  2257  (i). 

East  Chamber  Wall,  Lock  5,  2257  (i). 

Fences  on  Canal  Frontage,  2257  (i). 
Lamoureaux  Bros.’  Claim,  2259  (i). 

Supplies  Purchased,  2257  (i). 

Yale  Estate  Claim,  2260  (i). 

Culbute  :  Settlement  of  Claims,  »fcc.,  2236  (i). 
Lachine  :  Lock  Walls,  &c.,  Rebuilding,  2250  (i) ; 
cone.,  4212  (ii). 

Rideau  :  Valuator’s  Expenses,  988  (i). 

Ste.  Anne’s  Lock,  2260  (i). 

St.  Peter’s,  2263  (ii). 

Trent  Valley : 

Construction  of  Dredge,  2262  (ii). 

Fenelon  Falls,  Swing  Bridge,  4438  ;  cone., 
4475  (ii). 

Heeley’s  Falls’  Dam,  repairing,  2263  (ii). 
Welland : 

Bridge  over  old  Lock  No.  2  ,  2252  (i). 

Chippewa  Shoal,  2254  (i). 

Culvert  at  Stromness,  2253  (i). 

Port  Colborne,  Restoring  Drainage,  2253  (i). 
Swing  Bridge,  2253  (i). 

Statistics.  See  “  Arts,  Agriculture.” 

Steamship  Subventions.  See  “  Mail  Subsidies.” 
Superannuation : 

Wallace,  W.,  ex-Postmaster,  Victoria,  B.C.,  796. 

Scientific  Institutions : 

Meteorological  Service,  4309  (ii). 

Territorial  Account  : 

Claims  re  Rebellion,  N.W.T.,  1017 ;  cone.,  1087  (i). 

Unprovided  Items : 

Per  Auditor  Gen.’s  Rep.,  1890-91,  1818  (i). 

Concurrence : 

Ammunition,  4209  (ii). 

Arbitration  re  Provincial  Accounts,  4470  (ii). 
Behring’s  Sea  Arbitration,  4478  (ii). 

Canada  and  Liverpool  Mail  Service,  4478  (ii). 

Carillon  and  Grenville  Canal,  4213  (ii). 

Chisholm,  D.,  Land  Damages,  4479  (ii). 

Columbian  Exhibition,  4474  (ii). 

Debates,  Official,  4205  (ii). 

Detective  Service,  Customs,  4205  (ii). 

Drill  Pay,  Militia,  4209  (ii). 

Edmonton  Crown  Lands  Office,  Ac.,  4467  (ii). 
Fish-Breeding,  4478  (ii). 

Georgian  Bay  Survey,  4470  (ii). 

Halifax,  <fcc.,  and  West  Indies,  &c.,  4469  (ii). 
Harbours  and  Rivers,  N.S.,  4477  (ii). 

High  Commissioner,  Rates,  <fcc.,  1085  (i). 
Immigration,  4210,  4467  (ii). 

Indians,  4479  (ii). 

Interior  Dept.,  Chief  Clerk’s  Salary  (Y.  34,  N.  47) 
4472  (ii). 

Justice,  Miscellaneous  Expenses,  1085  (i). 

Lachine  Canal,  4212  (ii). 

Mail  Service,  4470  (ii). 

Major’s  Hill  Park,  4463  (ii). 

Monuments,  Battle  Fields  of  Can.,  4210  (ii). 


SUPP  LY — Continued. 

Concurrence — Continued. 

Mulgrave  and  Point  Tupper  Train  Ferry,  4475  (ii). 
Ottawa  Depth  Buildings,  Heating, 4477  (ii). 

Oxford  and  New  Glasgow  Ry.,  4475  (ii). 

Pereira,  L.  C.  (Y.  86,  N.  61)  1084  (i). 

Printing  and  Stationery  Dept.,  4204  (ii). 

Rifled  Ordnance,  4210  (ii). 

St.  John  Custom  House  Fire,  1086  (i). 

Territorial  Account,  Rebellion,  N.W.T.,  1087  (i). 
Trent  Valley  Canal,  4475  (ii). 

Tracadie  Lazaretto,  4212  (ii). 

Voters’  Lists,  &c.,  Printing,  1086  (i). 

Supreme  Court  Reporter  and  Librarian  :  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  312  (i). 

Surveys  and  Inspections  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2264  (i). 
Sydney  and  Louisburg  Ry.  Subsidy  :  prop.  Res. 

(Mr.  Harjgart)  4395  ;  in  Com.,  4534  (ii). 
Sydenham  River  Floods  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Mills, 
Bothwell )  4464,  4500  (ii). 

Tariff  Changes  :  (Eggs)  4677  ;  (Molasses)  4678  ; 

(Tobacco)  4685.  See  Res.,  4670  (ii). 

Telegraph  Lines,  B.  C.  and  N.  S.,  Cost  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Fraser)  3897  (ii). 

- in  Com.  of  Sup.,  4258  (ii). 

Telephone  Service  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  4245  (ii). 
Temiscouata  Ry.  Co.’s  Subsidy:  prop.  Res.  (Mr. 
Haggart)  4396  ;  in  Com.,  4552  (ii). 

- cone.,  Amt.  (Mr.  Edgar)  4657  ;  neg.  (Y.  45, 

N.  92)  4667  (ii). 

- Controverted  Election  :  Judges’ Rep.,  1  (i). 

Temperance  Colonization  Co.,  Stock  and  Scrip 
Holders,  &c.  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Sproule)  929  (i). 
Tenant  Farmers’  Delegates  Reps.  :  M.  for  copies 
(Mr.  McMillan,  Huron)  3637  (ii). 

- Ques.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  1638  (i). 

- Ques.  (Mr.  McMillan,  Huron)  3566  (ii). 

-  Remarks  (Mr.  McMillan,  Huron)  3116  (ii). 

-  Remarks  (Mr.  McMillan,  Huron)  on  M.  for 

Com.  of  Sup.,  4401  (ii). 

- M.  for  copies  (Mr.  McMillan,  Huron)  2432  (ii). 

Deb.  (Sir  John  Thompson)  2435,  2443 ;  (Mr.  Laurier > 
2435,2444  ;  (Mr.  Casey)  2435  ;  (Mr.  Charlton)  2437  ; 
(Mr.  Macdonald,  Huron)  2438  ;  (Mr.  Midock )  2440  ; 
(Mr.  lister)  2441  ;  (Mr.  Flint)  2444 ;  (Mr.  Watson) 
2449  ;  (Mr.  McMullen)  2450  ;  (Mr.  Carling)  2452  ; 
(Mr.  Davin)  2452  (ii). 

V isit,  Mr.  Cahan’s  Expenses  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
White,  Shelburne)  2432  (ii). 

Territorial  Account,  Rebellion,  N.W.T.  :  cone., 
1087  (i). 

Thousand  Islands  Ry.  Co.’s  Subsidy  :  prop.  Res. 

(Mr.  Haggart)  4396  ;  in  Com.,  4541  (ii). 

Three  Rivers  Controverted  Election  :  Judges’ 
Rep.,  1  (i). 

Three  Rivers  Harbour  Commissioners’  B. 
No.  98  (Mr.  Foster).  Res.  prop.,  1788  (i)  4 
cone,  in  and  1°*  of  B.,  4265  ;  2°*  in  Com.  and 
3°*,  4499  (ii).  (55-56  Vic.,  c.  10.) 

Three  Rivers  Harbour  Commissioners  :  prop. 
Res.  (Mr.  Foster)  1788  (i). 

Three  Sisters  Harbour  (N.S.)  Total  Cost  :  Ques.. 
(Mr.  Bechard)  2489  (ii). 
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Tidal  Observations  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  4305  (ii). 
Tignish  Wharfinger,  Fees  Collected  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Perry)  98  (i). 

Tilsonburg,  Lake  Erie  and  Pacific  Ry.  Co.’s 
Subsidy  :  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Haggart)  4397 ;  in 
Com.,  4571  (ii). 

Tobacco,  Can.,  Law  re  Manufacture  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Gauthier)  750  (i). 

- in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  4685  (ii). 

- Stamps  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1007  (i). 

Tobique  Valley  Ry.  Co.  and  C.  P.  R. 
(agreement)  B.  No.  56  (Mr.  Skinner).  1°*, 
823 ;  2°*,  915 ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  2093  (i).  (55-56 

Vie.,  c.  56.) 

Tracadie  Lazaretto  :  cone.,  4212  (ii). 

Trade  and  Navigation  Returns  :  Presented  (Mr. 
Bowetl)  37  (i). 

Trade  Relations  with  U.S.  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Davies, 
P.E.I.)  224  (i). 

Trade  with  Newfoundland,  Proclamations,  &c.  : 

M.  for  copies  (Mr.  Davies,  P.E.I.)  684  (i). 
Transfer  of  Shares  in  Corporations  B.  No. 

48  (Mr.  Ives).  1°,  749  (i). 

TREATIES,  &c.  : 

Canal  Tolls,  U.  S.  and  Canada,  Address  to  His 
Ex.  :  M.  (Sir  John  Thompson)  4614  (ii). 
Commercial  Relations,  Canada  and  G.  B. :  prop. 

M.  (Mr.  Fauvel)  1979  (i). 

Favoured  Nations  Clauses,  Imp.  Despatch  :  Mess, 
from  His  Ex.,  1470  (i). 

- Clause  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Edgar)  34  (i). 

German  Treaty,  Recent,  Press  Despatch:  Remarks 
(Mr.  O'Brien)  109  (i). 

Ministers’  Visits  to  Washington:  Remarks  (Mr. 
Mills,  Bothwell)  1228  (i) . 

- Remarks  (Mr.  Laurier)  3239,  3398  (ii). 

“  Modus  Vivendi,”  G.  B.  and  U.  S. :  Remarks  (Mr. 
Kaulbach)  4728  (ii). 

Newfoundland.  See  general  heading. 
Preferential  Trade  with  G.  B.  :  prop.  Res.  (Mr. 
McNeill)  1555  ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Davies,  P.  E.  I.)  1623  ; 
neg.  (Y.  64.N.98)  1634;  Res.  agreed  to  (Y.  97, 

N.  63)  1635  (i). 

Spain  and  Spanish  W.  Indies,  Trade  Relations  : 

Remarks  (Mr.  Foster)  4602  (ii). 

Spanish  W.  Indies  and  Canada,  Trade  Relations  : 

Ques.  (Mr.  Borden)  509  (i). 

Trade  Relations  with  U.S.  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Davies, 
P.  E.  I.)  224  (i). 

Trade  with  Newfoundland,  Proclamations,  <fec. : 

M.  for  copies  (Mr.  Davies,  P.  E.  I. )  684  (i). 
Washington.  See  “  Ministers’  Visit.” 

West  Indian  Trade  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Borden)  on  M. 
for  Com.  of  Sup.,  1877  (i). 

West  Indies,  Fin.  Min.’s  Visit,  Reps,  &c.  :  M  for 
copies  (Mr.  Mills,  Bothwell)  1372  (i). 
Travelling  Expenses,  Judges,  Man.  and  N.W.T.  : 
in  Com.  of  Sup.,  310  (i). 

Trent  Valley  Canal:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2055,  2262 
(i) ;  cone.,  4473  (ii). 

Trudel,  Edmond,  Seizures  and  Shares  ;  Ques. 
(Mr.  Amyot)  3237  (ii). 

Truro  and  Stewiacke  to  Newport,  &c.,  Ry.  Sub¬ 
sidy  :  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Haggart)  4395  ;  in  Com., 
4525  (ii). 

V 


Tunnel  between  P.  E.  1.  and  Mainland  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Perry)  98  (i). 

- Remarks  (Mr.  Perry)  1471  (i). 

- M.  for  Cor.  (Mr.  Perry)  403  (i). 

Turcotte,  A.  J.,  Esq.,  Member  for  Montmorency  : 
Introduced,  188  (i). 

Turner,  H.  H.  :  Ref.  to  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  844,  1156. 

IT.  S.  Newspapers,  Free  Entry:  Ques.  (Mr.  Innes 
1230  (i). 

U.  S.  Vessels  in  Hudson  Bay,  alleged  Poaching  : 

Ques.  (Mr.  Charlton )  4262  (ii). 

Unlawful  Associations.  ^“Seditions.”  . 
Unprovided  Items  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1818  (i). 
Vacancies  :  Notification  (Mr.  Speaker)  1,  1547  (i), 
3055  (ii). 

Valli<:e,  Mr.  J.  S.,  Postmaster,  Montmagny:  Ques. 
(Mr.  Chocjuette)  2638  (ii). 

Valuator’s  Expenses,  Rideau  Canal  :  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  988  (i). 

Vancouver  P.  O.,  Ac.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2951, 
4442  (ii). 

Vaudreuil  Controverted  Election  :  Judges’ Rep., 
1  0). 

Vessels.  See  “  Fishing  ;”  “  Sea  Fisheries.” 
Veterans  of  1812:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1018  (i). 
Victoria,  B.C.,  Drill  Hall  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
2951  (ii). 

- Quarantine:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2032  (i). 

Victoria  Life  Ins.  Co.’s  incorp.  B.  No.  47 

(Mr.  Cockhurn).  1°*,  749;  2°*,  855;  in  Com. 
and  3°*,  1373  (i).  (55-56  Vic.,  c.  69.) 

Victoria,  N.  and  S.,  Controverted  Elections  : 
Judges’  Reps., -I  (i). 

- (N.  S.)  Controverted  Election:  Judges’ 

Rep.,  1  (i). 

Voters  in  Electoral  Districts,  B.  C. :  M.  for  Ret. 
(Mr.  Mara)  2287  (i). 

Voters’  Lists,  Amounts  Paid  Revising  Officers: 
M.  for  List  (Mr.  Flint),  930  (i). 

Deb.  (Mr.  Flint))  930,  962 ;  (Mr.  Patterson,  Huron)  930 ; 
(Mr.  Laurier)  930 ;  (Mr.  Landerkin)  931  (Mr.  Mills, 
Bothwell)  932;  (Mr.  Charlton)  935;  (Mr.  Wallace) 
938 ;  (Mr.  McMullen)  940  ;  (Mr.  Sproule)  947 ;  (Mr. 
Macdonald,  Huron)  951 ;  (Mr.  McMillan,  Huron) 
954;  (Mr.  Casey)  955;  (Mr.  Ingram)  955;  (Mr. 
Gillmor)  957 ;  (Mr.  Murray)  958 ;  (Mr.  Davies, 
P.  E.  I.)  960 ;  (Sir  John  Thompson)  961  (i). 

Voters’  Lists  (1891)  B.  No.  67  (Mr.  Patterson, 
Huron).  1°,  1227  (i) ;  2° m.,  3300 ;  2°,  3301 ;  in  Com., 
4480;  3°  m.,  4500;  Amt.  (Mr.  Armstrong)  4501 ; 
neg.  (Y.  30,  N.  63)4505  (ii).  (55-56  Vic.,  c.  12.) 
Voters’  Lists,  Final  Printing  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Somer¬ 
ville,  2641  (ii). 

- Printing  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  976;  cone.,  1086. 

- Delay  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Landerkin)  1637  (i). 

- Revision,  1886,  1889,  1891,  Total  Cost  :  M. 

for  Ret.  (Mr.  Landerkin)  683  (i). 

Voting1.  See  “ Compulsory.” 

Walrond  Ranch  Co.  (N.W.T.)  Ejected  Settlers  : 

Ques.  (Mr.  McMullen)  1946  (i). 

- Settlers’  Claims  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  McMul¬ 
len)  292  (i). 
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Walrond  Ranch  Co.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  McMullen )  223  (i) 
Wallace,  W.,  ex-Postmaster,  Victoria,  B.C.  :  in 
Com.  of  Sup.,  796  (i). 

Warrants  and  Writs  of  Election,  incomplete 
Ret.  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Mills,  Bothwell)  100  (i). 
Washington.  See  “Ministers’  Visit.” 

Waterloo  (N.)  Controverted  Election:  Judges 
Rep.,  1  (i). 

Ways  and  Means— The  Tariff :  M.  for  Com.  and  Res. 
(Mr.  Foster)  4668;  in  Com.,  4677  (ii). 

— - Res.  for  Com.,  34 ;  in  Com.,  1087  (i) ;  cone,  in, 

4603,  4715  (ii). 

Weights  and  Measures  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1016  (i). 
Welland  Canal  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2252  (i). 
Welland  Controverted  Election  :  Judges’  Rep., 
1062  (i). 

- Proceedings  at  Trial,  &c.  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr. 

Tisdale)  244  (i). 

- Ques.  of  Priv.  (M.)  declaring  Seat  Vacant  (Mr. 


Tisdale)  392  (i). 

—  Remarks  (Sir  John  Thompson)  454  (i). 
Deb.  rsmd.,  578  (i). 


Wellington,  Centre  and  N.,  Controverted  Elec¬ 
tions  :  Judges’  Reps.,  1  (i). 

Welsbach,  Carl  Auer  Von,  Patent  Relief, 
B.  No.  75  (Mr.  Stairs).  1°*,  1714  ;  2°*,  1882  (i) ; 
in  Com.  and  3°*,  2594  (ii).  (55-56  Vic.,  c.  77.) 
Wentworth,  N.,  Controverted  Election:  Judges’ 
Rep.,  1  (i). 

West  Bay  as  a  Port  of  Entry,  Inspector’s  Rep.  : 

M.  for  copy  (Mr.  Cameron)  2287  (i). 

West  Farnham  P.  O.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2894  (ii). 
West  Indian  Trade  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Borden)  on  M. 
for  Com.  of  Sup.,  1877  (i). 

West  Indies,  Finance  Min.’s  Visit,  Reps.,  &c.  :  M. 

for  copies  (Mr.  Mills,  Bothwell)  1372  (i). 
Westport  Harbour,  N.S.,  Can  Buoys  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Boivers)  399  (i). 

White  Pine  Timber  Areas  :  M.  for  Map  (Mr.  Ives) 
217,  293  (i). 

Whycocomagh  as  a  Port  of  Entry,  Inspector’s 
Rep.  :  M.  for  copy  (Mr.  Cameron)  2287  (i). 

Winding-Up  Act  Amt.  B.  No.  94  (Mr. 

Moncreiff).  1°,  3479  (ii). 

Winding-Up  Act  Amt.  B.  No.  97  (Sir 
John  Thompson).  1°*,  4202;  2°*  in  Com.  and 
3°*,  4506  (ii).  (55-56  Vic.,  c.  28.) 

Windsor  Branch  Ry.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2629  (ii). 
Winnipeg  and  Atlantic  Ry.  Co.’s  incorp. 
B.  No.  72  (Mr.  Masson).  1°*,  1636  ;  2°*, 
1740  (i) ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  2461  (ii).  (55-56  Vic., 

c.  62.) 


Witnesses.  See  “Criminal  Law.” 

Wilson,  Convict  Edward,  Pets.,  &c.,  for  Release: 

M.  for  copies  (Mr.  Armstrong)  2642  (ii). 

Wilson,  Uriah,  Esq.,  Member  for  Lennox  :  Intro¬ 
duced,  3  (i). 

Woman’s  Baptist  Missionary  Union  of 
the  Mar.  Provs.  B.  No.  32  (Mr.  Stairs). 
1°*,  245  ;  2°*,  289 ;  in  Com.  and  3“*,  1228  (i). 
(55-56  Vic.,  c.  76.) 

Wood  Mountain  and  Qu’Appelle  Ry. 
Co.’s  B.  No.  33  (Mr.  Macdonald,  Winnipeg). 
1°*,  245  ;  2°*,  289  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  1740  (i). 
(55-56  Vic.,  c.  63.) 

Woodstock  to  Centreville  Ry.,  Subsidy:  prop. 

Res.  (Mr.  Haggart)  4396  (ii). 

Woodstock  and  Centreville  Ry.  Co.’s  Subsidy: 

prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Haggart)  4397 ;  in  Com.,  4571  (ii). 
Woodstock  (N.B.)  Public  Building,  Caretaker: 

Ques.  (Mr.  Colter)  3480  (ii). 

World’s  Columbian  Exhibition  :  cone.,  4474  (ii). 
Worsley,  Lieut.  Col.,  Dismissal,  &c.  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Flint)  3643  (ii). 

Writs  for  Bye-Elections  :  Remarks  (Mr-  Mills, 
Bothwell)  3186  (ii). 

- Frontenac,  Vacancy  and  Issue  :  (Mr.  Speaker) 

3055  (ii). 

- —  East  York,  Issue  :  Notification  (Mr.  Speaker) 

1547  (i). 

- Elections,  Issue  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Mills,  Both- 

well)  3115  (ii). 

-  L’Assomption  and  Pontiac,  Issue  :  Ques. 

(Mr.  Laurier)  2700  (ii). 

- Pontiac,  Issue  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Laurier)  2980  (ii). 

Delay  in  Issuing  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Mills,  Both¬ 


well)  1089  (i). 

Wrecking  in  Can.  Waters  B.  No.  8  (Mr. 
Boivell).  1°,  106;  2°  m.,  173;  2°,  970;  in  Com., 
1091 ;  3°*,  1153  (i).  (55-56  Vic.,  c.  4.) 

Wright,  Jas.  B.  See  “Divorce.” 

Yale  Estate  Claim  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2260  (i). 
Yamaska  River  Improvements  :  in  Com.  of  Sun.J 
4257  (ii). 

- Lock  Navigation  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Mignault)  2171  -1^1 

- Losses  through  Erection  of  Dam  :  M.  for 


Rep.  (Mr.  Laurier)  1985  (i). 

Works,  Total  Cost  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Mignault) 


1714  (i). 

York,  E.,  Controverted  Election:  Judges’ Rep., 

Mi). 

- Issue  of  Writ,  1547  (i). 

York,  N.  (Ont.)  Controverted  Election:  Judges’ 
Rep.,  1  (i). 
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